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PREFACE 


The American Foreign Policy series presents 
official public expressions of policy that best set forth 
the goals and objectives of United States foreign 
policy. The texts of the major cfficial addresses, 
statements, interviews, press conferences, and 
communications by White House, Department of 
State, and other officials involved in the foreign policy 
processes are included. 


As the authoritative official foreign affairs record, 
American Foreign Policy is intended to serve the needs 
of many different users. These include officials of the 
Department of State, the White House, and other 
Executive Branch agencies; officers at Foreign Service 
posts; members of the legislative branch; foreign 
governments and international organizations; and 
private researchers, lawyers, journalists, scholars, 
teachers, businesspersons, and the general public. 


In 1985, the Department of State published a 
printed volume entitled American Foreign Policy: 
Current Documents, 1982. Prepared in the Office of 
the Historian, Bureau of Public Affairs, this book was 
part of the resumed Department of State American 
Foreign Policy series begun in 1950. Following the 
publication of three volumes covering the 1941 to 1955 
years, annual volumes were issued for the years 1956- 
1967. After an interruption, the series was resumed 
with the publication in 1983 of American Foreign 
Policy: Basic Documents, 1977-1980. The most recent 
volumes in the series are: American Foreign Policy: 
Current Documents, 1981, American Foreign Policy: 
Current Documents, 1982, American Foreign Policy: 
Current Documents, 1983, and American Foreign 
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Policy: Current Documents, 1984. Annual volumes 
are scheduled for publication for subsequent years. 


This microfiche publication is a supplement to 
American Foreign Policy: Current Documents, 1982. 
It presents the full texts of many documents published 
as extracts in the printed volume, as well as important 
documents that could not, for reasons of space, be 
included in the book edition. The editors regard this 
supplement as an important portion of the historical 
permanent preservation and distribution. It consists 
of about 13,000 manuscript pages and includes the full 
texts of four series publications issued in 1982: 
Department of State Press Releases, United States 
Mission to the United Nations Press Releases, 
Department of State and White House Special Press 


Briefings, and Department of State Daily Press . - 
Briefings. 


Department of State Press Releases contain the 
public statements, speeches, and briefings of the 
Secretary of State as well as other Department 
statements and announcements of meetings and new 
appointments. Departm, at of State Daily Press 
Briefings, often called the “noon briefings", provide 
the Department's positions on recent events and 
issues. The Department's Spokesman explains these 
positions in his responses to questions from the press. 
United States Mission to the United Nations Press 
Releases consist of statements by United States 
officials before United Nations fora. Department of 
State and White House Special Press Briefings, 
conducted on-the-record or on background by high 
administration officials, address a variety of specific 
issues. Certain categories of press briefings or quasi- 
briefings are excluded from this collection. It does not 
include interviews, off-the-record or deep background 
briefings, or briefings by foreign spokesmen unless 
given jointly to the press with U.S. officials. 
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The accompanying printed guide to this microfiche 
publication contains lists of the Department of State 
Press Releases, the Department of State and White 
House Special Briefings, and the United States 
Mission to the United Nations Press Releases, as well 
as an index to the multi-subject Department of State 
Daily Press Briefings, for which lists would not suffice. 
It also identifies at the beginning of each of the three 
lists as well as the index the fiche card aumber where 
each of the four series begins. The guide is also filmed 
as the first microfiche card in the set. 


The overall planning and preparation of this 
volume was completed under the direction of David S. 
Patterson. He was assisted in its preparation by 
Elizabeth Barwick, Evans Gerakas, Nancy L. Golden, 
Kay K. Herring, Deborah A. Peabody, and Sherrill B. 
Wells. Stephen C. DeMuth and Tracey R. Peterson 
provided secretarial assistance. Carol A. Becker and 
Ms. Herring were instrumental in creating the index 
to the Department of State Daily Press Briefings 
derived from the coversheets of the Daily Press 
Briefings, which Mr. Gerakas then reconciled. 


The Publishing Services Division (Paul M. 
Washington, Chief) performed the technical editing 
under the supervision of Rita M. Baker. 


William Z. Slany 

The Historian 

Office of the Historian 
Bureau of Public Affairs 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE PRESS 
RELEASES—1982 
(This document series begins on microfiche card No. 2.) 





: 


John E. Dolibois--U.S. Ambassador to Luxembourg 

William J. Dyess--U.S. Ambassador to the Netherlands 

Paul Heron Robinson, Jr .--U.S. Ambassador to Canada 

Keith F. Nyborg--U.S. Ambassador to Finland 

Harry E. Bergold, Jr.-U.S. Ambassador to Hungary 

Francis J. Meehan--U.S. Ambassador ‘o Poland 

Franklin S. Forberg--U .S. Ambassador to Sweden 

Robert Straus-Hupe--U.S. Ambassador to Turkey 

Arthur A. Hartman--U.S. Ambassador to the Soviet 

Union 

Melvin Herbert Evans Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 

Trinidad and Tobago 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, 

January 6, 1982 

1982 Foreign Fishing Ailocations 

Francois M. Dickman--U .S. Ambassador to Kuwait 

Remarks by Secretary of State Haig to the US. 

Investment and Trade Commission to Africa, 

January 8, 1981 (1982) 

12 15 Poland and the Future of Europe: Remarks by 
Secretary of State Haig at the Internationa! Press 
Center, Brussels, January 12, 1982 

18 15A Questions and Answers Following Secretary of State 
Haig’s Address on Poland, Brussels, January 12, 1982 

i2 16 Interview With Secretary of State Haig on the NBC 
“Today” Program, January 12, 1982 

12 17 = Arrival Statement by Secretary of State Haig, 
Brussels, January 10, 1982 

12 18 Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig at NATO 

Headquarters, Brussels. January 11, 1982 
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19 19 Statement by Secretary of State Haig and Egyptian 
Foreign Minister Ali Upon Arrival at Cairo Airport, “ 
January 12, 1982 
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18 


18 


18 
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21 


Statement by Secretary of State Haig and Egyptian 
Foreign Minister Ali Following Meeting With 
Egyptian President Mubarak, Cairo, January 13, 1982 
Remarks by Secretary of State Haig After Meeting 
With Israeli Prime Minister Begin, Jerusa):0\, 
January 14, 1982 

Shipping Coordinating C ittee, C on 
Ocean Dumping: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Integrated Services Digital Network (ISDN) Working 
Party of the U.S. Organization for the International 
Telegraph and Telephone Consultative Committee 
(CCITT). Notice of Meeting 

Advisory Committee on International Inteliectual 
Property: Notice of Meeting 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig After the 
, sono eay vy ~ * peeemenameinnca Brussels, 
December 11, 1981 

Joint Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig and 
Israeli Foreign Mirister Shamir, Ben Gurion Airport, 
January 15, 1982 

Arrival Statement by Secretary of State Haig, Geneva, 
January 24, 1982 

United States and Singapore Amend Textile 
Agreemert 

United States and Singapore Sign Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 

United States and Singapore Amend Textile 
Agreements 

United States and Singapore Amend Tertile 

Joint Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig and 


Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, Geneva, 
January 26, 1982 


Dats No. 


Statements by Secretary of State Haig and Egyptian 
Foreign Minister Ali Upon Mr. Haig’s Arrival, Cairo, 
January 2%, 1982 
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3 36 Remarks by Secretary of State Haig and Egyptian 
Foreign Minister Ali Upon Mr. Haig’s Departure, 
Cairo, January 29, 1982 

3 37 Remarks by Secretary of State Haig After His Meeting 
With British Prime Minister Thatcher, London, 
January 29, 1982 

2 38 Program for the State Visit to the United States of 
Egyptian President Mubarak and Mrs. Mubarak, 
February 2-5, 1982 

2 39 Remarks by Secretary of State Haig at the Solidarity 

Day Rally, Chicago, January 30, 1982 

Testimony by Secretary of State Haig Before the 

Senate Foreign Relations Committee 

2 41 Remarks by Secretary of State Haig After His Meeting 

With Egyp<ian President Mubarak, Cairo, January 28, 

1982 

42 United States and Mexico Extend Bilateral Textile 

Agreement 

43 Advisory Committee on the Law of the Sea: Notice of 

Partially Closed Meeting 

2 44 Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 

45 
46 
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Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 

Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 

Sefety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

2 47 Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

2 48 Advisory Committee on International Investment, 
Technology, and Development: Notice of Meeting 


4 50 US.-Japanese Meetings on Nuclear Energy Matters, 
February 1-2, 1982 
5 51 Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig on the 
) Visit of Egyptian President Mubarak, February 5, 1982 


3 52 Statement by Secretary of State Haig to the Conference 
on Security and Cooperation in Eurnpe, Madrid, 
February 9, 1982 
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FEBRUARY—Continued 
Date No. 


11 53 Secretary of State's Advisory Committee on Private 
International Law, Study Group on International Child 
Abduction: Notice of Meeting 

16 54 Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig Following 
His Speech at the CSCE Plenary Session, Madrid, 
February 10 (97), 1982 

il 55 Advisory Committee on International Investment, 
Technology, and Development: Notice of Meeting 

11 56 Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

il 57 Fine Arts Committee: Notice of Meeting 

il 58 Advisory Committee on Internationa: Investment, 
Technology, end Development: Notiez of Meeting 

16 59 Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, Madrid, 
February 10, 1982 

3/2 59A Statement by Secretary of State Haig Upon Arriva!, 
Madrid, February 7, 1982 

17 60 Remarks by Secretary of State Haig Upen Arrival, 
Lisbon, February 10, 1982 

19 61 Dinner Toast by Secretary of State Haig in the Palacio 
Das Necesidades, Lisbon, February 10, 1982 

19 62 Departure Statement and Press Conference by 
Secretary of State Haig, Lisbon Airport, February 11, 
1982 
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19 63 Arrival Statement by Secretary of State Haig at 
Airport, Marrakech, February 11, 1982 

12 64 Program for the Officia. Working Vizit Washington, 

D.C., of Belgian Prime Minister Martens, Februarv 16- 

18, 1982 

Remarks by Secretary of State Haig Upon Arrive!, 

Bucharest, February 13, 1982 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, Rabat, 

February 12, 1982 

Interview With Secretary of State Haig on ABC-TV’s 

“This Week With David Brinkley,” February 14, 1982 

Fred J. Eckert Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to Fiji, 

Kiribati, Tonga, and Tuvalu 
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Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, 
Bucharest, February 17, 1981 (1982) 
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FEBRUARY—Continued 
Date 


17 
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Interview With Secretary of State Haig on 
WETA/WNET-TV's “The MacNeil/Lehrer Report,” 
February 16, 1982 
Presidential Commission on Broadcasting to Cuba: 
Notice of Partially Closed Meeting 

Study Group A of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Cemmittee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 

Vice President Swears in Ambassador Zeder 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig at the 
AFL-CIO Executive Council Meeting, Bal Harbour, 
Florida, February 19, 1982 

Speech by and Q & A Session with Secretary of State 
Haig at the National Governors’ Association Lunch, 
Hyatt Regency Hotel, February 22, 1982 

Interview With Secretary of State Haig by Members of 
the Belgian Press Corps, February 21, 1982 

Joint U.S.-Canada Statement on Transboundary Air 
Pollution, February 24, 1982 

U.S. Makes Contribution for Khmer Relief, 
February 25, 1982 

Michael! H. Armacost Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
the Philippines 


Speech by and Q & A Session With Secretary of State 
Haig at the Conservative Political Action Conference, 


Mayflower Hotel, February 27, 1982 

H. Monroe Browne--Ambassador to New Zealand 

Testimony by Secretary Haig Before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, March 2, 1982 

Advisory Committee on International Investment, 

Technology, and Development: Notice of Meeting 

Secretary of State’s Advisory Committee on Private 

International Law: Notice of Meeting 

Advisory Committee on International Investment, 

Technology, and Development: Notice of Meeting 

Testimony by Secretary of State Haig Before the 

Subcommittee on Foreign Operations, House 

Appropriations Committee, March 3, 1982 
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10 


12 


103 
104 


Press B::iefing by Secretary of State Haig Following 
Discussion With Mexican Foreign Secretary Castaneda 
De La Rosa, Now York, March 6, 1982 

Program for the Official Visit to Washington, D.C., of 
Somali President Siad Barre, March 9-14, 1982 
Proposed Testimony by Secretary of State Haig Before 
the Subcommittee on Foreign Operations, Senate 
Appropriations Committee, March 10, 1982 

Joseph Verner Reed, Jr.--U.S. Ambassador to Morocco 
Presidential Commission on Broadcasting to Cuba: 
Notice of Partially Closed Meeting 

Shippirg Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Integrated Services Digital Network (ISDN) Working 
Party of the U.S. Organization for the International 
Telegraph and Telephone Consultative Committee 
(CCITT). Notice of Meeting 

Study Group D of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 
Presidential Commission on Broadcasting to Cuba: 
Notice of Partially Closed Meeting 

Keith Lapham Brown Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Lesotho 

Program for the Official Working Visit to Washington, 
D.C., of Irish Prime Minister Haughey and Mrs. 
Haughey, March 16-17, 1982 

William R. Casey, Jr., Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Niger 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, New 
York, March 14, 1982 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, New 
York, March 15, 1982 

Joint Press Conference at the Conference of Ministers 
on the Caribbean Basin Initiative, New York, 

March 15, 1982 

Program for the State Visit to the United States of 
Italian President Pertini, March 24-April 1, 1982 

Not Released 


Anthony C.E. Quainton Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador 
to Nicaragua 
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6 117 


6 118 


7 119 


9 121 


Advisory Committee on International Intellectual 
Property: Notice of Meeting 

Increase in Immigrants Visa Fees 

Interview With Secretary of State Haig on NBC-TV’s 
“Meet the Press”, March 28, 1982 

United States and Pakistan Amend Textile Agreement 
Joint Working Party of the National Organizations of 
the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee: Notice of Meeting 
Shipping Coordinating Committee, National 
Committee for the Prevention of Marine Poilution: 
Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Study Group A of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 


Robert L. Barry Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Bulgaria 

Fred J. Eckert--U.S. Ambassador to Fiji 

Richard W. Murphy--U.S. Ambassedor to Saudi Arabia 
State Department Announces Award of a Major 
Contract to Price Waterhouse To Complete 
Development and Implementation of a World-Wide 
Financial Management System 

Address by Secretary of State Haig Sponsored by 
Georgetown University’s Center for Strategic and 
International Studies, April 6, 1982 

Herman W. Nickel Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
South Africa, April 4, 1982 

H. Eugene Douglas--Ambassador-at-Large and United 
States Coordinator for Refugee Affairs 

Study Group 2 of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 
Notice of Meeting 

Study Group 4 of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 
Notice of Meeting 


Modem Working Party of Study Group D 
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APRIL—Continued 
Date No. 


9 123 Presidential Commission on Broadcasting to Cuba: 
Notice of Partially Closed Meeting 
12 124 Arrival Statement by Secretary of State Haig, London, 
April 12, 1982 
13. 125 Statement by Secretary of State Haig After Meeting 
With Prime Minister Thatcher, London, April 12, 1982 
14 126 Remarks by Secretary of State Haig Upon Arrival at 
Andrews Air Force Base, April 13, 1982 
14 127 United States and India Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 
14 128 United States and India Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 
14 129 United States and India Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 
2 130 Howard K. Walker Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Togo 
14 131 Statement by Secretary of State Haig on the Dispute 
Between Argentina and the United Kingdom, April 14, 
1982 
16 132 Program for the State Visit to the United States of 
Queen Beatrix of the Netherlands and Prince Claus, 
April 18-24, 1982 
19 133 United States and Pakistan Amend Textile Agreement 
19 134 United States and Pakistan Sign Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 
19 135 United States and Brazil Sign Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 
136 Statement by Secretary of State Haig to the American 
Press, April 18, 1982 
137 Remarks by Secretary of State Haig Upon Exiting 
Sheraton Hotel, Buenos Aires, April 18, 1982 
138 Mexican-American Business Visa Reciprocity 
139 Departure Statement by Secretary of State Haig, 
Ezeiza Airport, Argentina, April 19, 1982 
21 140 Statement by Secretary of State Haig After Meeting 


with Venezulean Foreign Minister Zambrano, Caracas, 
April 19, 1982 


141 The International Economy and Consumers 


142 Program for the Official Visit to Washington, D.C., of 
Tunisian Prime Minister Mzali, April 26-30, 1982 
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APRIL—Continued 

Date No. 

26 143 Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

26 144 Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

26 145 Overseas Schools Advisory Council: Notice of Meeting 

27 146 Statement by Secretary of State Haig to the Meeting of 
Foreign Ministers of the Rio Treaty, April 26, 1982 

27 147 American Power and American Purpose: Address by 


Secretary of State Haig to the Annual Meeting of the 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce, April 27, 1982 
148 Appointment of U.S. Delegation Chairman to the 
Plenipotentiary Conference of the International 
Telecommunication Union 
149 United States and India Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 
150 The South Atlantic Crisis: Statement by Secretary of 
State Haig 
30 151 Joint Working Party of the National Organizations of 
the International Radio Consultative Committee and 
the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee: Notice of Meeting 
30 152 Advisory Committee on International Investment, 
Technology, and Development: Notice of Meeting 
153 Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee of 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 


154 Study Group B of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 
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155 Remarks by Secretary of State Haig and Director- 
General Hunt Upon the Signing of the Multinational 
Force and Observers Agreement, March 25, 1982 
4 156 Opening Remarks by Secretary of State Haig Before 
the Senate Subcommittee on Appropriations for State, 
Justice, Commerce, the Judiciary and Related 
Agencies Appropriations, May 4, 1982 

4 157 Increased Processing Time for Passports 


7 158 Franklin Statue Dedicated 
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MAY—Continued 


Date No. 
7 159 


10 «161 


10 162 
10 163 
10 164 
10 166 
11 166 
17 167 
17 168 
19 169 
18 170 
18 171 
19 172 
19 173 
20 «+174 
24 «175 
24 =«176 


Program for the State Visit to the United States of 
Brazilian President Figueiredo and Mrs. Figueiredo, 
May 11-13, 1982 

Remarks by Secretary of State Haig at the AFSA 
Memorial Ceremony, May 7, 1982 

Study Group A of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee of 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Special Briefing by Secretary of State Haig Before the 
Foreign Relations Committee 

Statement by Secretary of State Haig Before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee 

Program for the Official Working Visit to Washington, 
D.C., of King Hassan II of Morocco, May 18-21, 1982 
Arrival Statement by Secretary of State Haig and 
Welcoming Statement by Turkish Foreign Minister 
Turkmen, Ankara, May 13, 1982 

The United States and the Republic of Maldives 
Establish Textile Visa System 

Remarks by Turkish Foreign Minister Turkmen and 
Secretary of State Haig Upon Secretary's Departure, 
Ankara, Turkey, May 15, 1982 

Arrival Statement by Secretary of State Haig, Athens, 
May 16, 1982 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, Athens, 
May 16, 1982 

Remarks by British Foreign Minister Pym and 
Secretary of State Haig After Their Meeting, 
Luxembourg, May 16, 1982 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, 
Luxembourg, May 18, 1982 

Selwa Roosevelt Sworn In as Chief of Protocol 


Interview With Secretary of State Haig on CBS-TV’s 
“Face the Nation” 
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16 


177 


178 


191 


Address by Secretary of State Haig Sponsored by the 
Chicago Council on Foreign Relations, Chicago 
Statement by Secretary Haig at the XXth Meeting of 
Foreign Ministers of the Rio Treaty 

Q & A Session Following Speech by Secretary of State 
Haig to the Chicago Council on Foreign Relations, 
Chicago, May 26, 1982 

Address by Deputy Secretary of State Stoessel to the 


World Affairs Council of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, May 
27,1982 


Versailles Economic Summit 
Remarks and Q & A Session of Secretary of State Haig 
at Luncheon for International Youth Exchange, May 
24, 19862 

of Gweneth Gayman to the Board of 
Governors of the East-West Center, May 5, 1982 


Appointment of Gregory J. Newell as Assistant 
Secretary of State for International Organization 
Affairs 


Joint Working Party of the National Organizations of 
the International! Radio Consultative Committee and 
the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee: Notice of Meeting 
Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 


Study Group 7 of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 
Notice of Meeting 
INTELSAT-Department of State Sign Lease 

Press Briefing by Secretary of State Haig Following the 
President’s Meeting With President Mitterrand, Paris, 
June 3, 1982 


The Department of State Celebrates the 200th 
Anniversary of the Great Seal of the United States of 
America, June 20, 1982 

Press Briefing by Secretary of State Haig Following 
Meetings Between the President and Prime Minister 
Suzuki and the President and Prime Minister 
Thatcher, Paris, June 14, 1982 
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JUNE—Continued 

Date No. 

16 192 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Haig, Paris, June 
6, 1982 

16 193 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Haig Aboard Air 
Force One En Route From Rome to London, June 9, 
1982 

16 194 Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig, London, 
June 8, 1982 

16 195 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Haig Aboard Air 
Force One En Route From London to Bonn, June 9, 
1982 

16 196 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Haig in Bonn, 
Federal Republic of Germany, June 9, 1982 

16 197 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Haig, Bonn, June 
10, 1982 

18 197A Press Briefiag by Secretary of State Haig Aboard Air 
Force One En Route From Bonn to West Berlin, June 
11,1982 

11 197B Press Briefing by Secretary of State Haig Aboard Air 
Force One En Route From Berlin to Bonn 

16 198 Interview With Secretary of State Haig on ABC-TV’s 
“This Week With David Brinkley,” June 13, 1982 

16 199 Robert Anderson Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to the 
Dominican Republic 

18 200 Interview With Secretary of State Haig on the NBC-TV 
“Today” Program With Bryant Gumbel 

21 201 Program for the Official Visit to Washington, D.C., of 
Israeli Prime Minister Begin, June 20-22, 1982 

21 202 Program for the Official Working Visit to Washington, 
D.C., of Costa Rican President Monge, June 21-24, 1982 

21 203 Press Conference by Secretary of State Haig at the US. 
Mission to the United Nations, New York, June 19, 
1982 

23. 204 Study Group 6 of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 
Notice of Meeting 

23 205 Modem Working Party of Study Group D of the US. 
Organization for the International Telegraph and 
Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT): Notice of 
Meeting 

26 206 #Bilair House Closed for Repairs 
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JUNE—Continued 


Date No. 


28 207 Advisory Committee on the Law of the Sea: Notice of 


28 207A 


1 
1 


19 


Bate No. 


Partially Closed Meeting 
Statement of Secretary of State Haig, June 25, 1982 


Walter J. Stoesrel, Jr.--Deputy Secretary of State 
ee ree 


Study Group A of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 

Elliott Abrams Sworn In as Assistant Secretary of 
State for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs 
Program for the Official Working Visit to Washington, 
D.C., of Honduran President Suazo Cordova, July 13- 
15, 1982 

Powell A. Moore--Aasistant Secretary of State for 
Congressional Relations 

Peter H. Dailey Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Ireland 


John L. Loeb, Jr., Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Denmark 

Marshall Brement Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Iceland (Not found in Department of State files) 
David Anderson Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Yug elavia 

Mark Evans Austad Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Norway 

David Funderburk Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Romania 


Remarks by Secretary of State Shultz at Swearing-In 
Ceremony in the Rose Garden of the White House 


Lawrence S. Eagleburger Sworn In as Under Secretary 
of State for Political Affairs 


United States and Singapore Amend Textile 
Agreemeri 

United States ard Hon: Kong Sign Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 
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Official Arrival of Secretary of State Shultz Before the 
Department of State Employees, July 19, 1982 
Program for the Official Working Visit to Washington, 
D.C., of Cameroon President Ahidjo, July 25-28, 1982 
Program for the Official Visit to the United States of 
Indian Prime Minister Gandhi, July 28-August 4, 1982 
Raymond G.H. Seitz--Executive Assistant to the 
Secretary 

United States and the Republic of Korea Sign New 
Fisheries Agreement 

The United States and the People’s Republic of China 
Amend Bilateral Textile Agreement 

Nicholas Platt Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to Zambia 
United States and Spain Sign New Fisheries 
Agreement 

George P. Shultz Sworn In as the 60th Secretary of 
State 


Conventional Arms Transfers to the Third World 


Statement by Secretary of State Shultz Before the 
Senate Finance Committee 


United States and Mexico Implement New Visa 
Agreement for Businessmen 


Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Message Handling Systems (MHS) Working Party of 
the U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph 
and Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT): 
Notice of Meeting 

Integrated Services Digital Network (ISDN) Working 
Party of the U.S. Organization for the International 
Telegraph and Telephone Consultative Committee 
(CCITT): Notice of Meeting 


Study Group D of the U.S. Organization for the 


Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 
Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee On 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 
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28 & SE & 


AUGUST Continued 


The United States and Sri Lanka Amend Bilateral 
Textile Agreement 

Study Group A of the U.S. Organization for the 
international Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 

Modem Working Party of Study Group D of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Telegraph and 
Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT): Nutice of 
Meeting 

Advisory Committee on International Investment, 
Technology, and Developmert: Notice of Meeting 
United States and Haiti Sign Textile Agreement 
Foreign Relations of the United States, 1952-1954, 
Volume Xill, Indochina (in two parts) 

Program for the Official Working Visit to Washington, 
D.C., of Liberian Head of State Doe, August 16-21, 1982 
George S. Vest Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to the 
Zuropean Communities 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Joint Working Party of the National Organizations of 
the International Radio Consultative Committee and 
the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee: Notice of Meeting 

James Daniel Theberge Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador 
to Chile 

Arthur H. Davis, Jr., Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Paraguay 

Robert Werner Duemling Sworn In as US. 
Ambassador to Suriname 

George W. Landau Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Venezuela 

United States and Sri Lanka Amend Textile Visa 
System 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz 

John Hughes Sworn In as Assistant Secretary of State 
for Public Affairs and Department Spokesman 
Robert H. Phinny Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Swaziland 

Interview With Secretary of State Shultz on NBC-TV's 
“Meet the Press” 
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United States and Palau Sign New Compact 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Program for the Official Working Visit to Washington, 


D.C., of Icelandic President Finnbogadottir, September 
7-10, 1982 


eran 


271 


274 


Interview With Secretary of State Shultz on ABC-TV's 
“Good Morning America” by David Hartman and Steve 
Bell 

Interview With Secretary of State Shultz on CBS-TV's 
“Face the Nation,” September 4, 1982 

Study Group C of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 

Advisory Committee tu US. Section, International 
North Pacific Fisheries Commission: Notice of 
Partially Closed Meeting 

Advisory Committee to the U.S. National Section of the 
Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission: Notice of 
Meeting 
Advisory Committee to the United States National 
Section of the International Commission for the 
Conservation of Atlantic Tunas: Notice of Meeting 


Robert H. Phinny Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Swaziland, August 23, 1982 

Statement by Secretary of State Shultz Before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee 
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13 


13 


13 


13 


13 


13 


13 


13 


15 


10 


17 


Statement by Secretary of State Shultz Before the 
Senate Foreign Relsetions Committee 

Address by Secretary of State Shultz to the United 
Jewish Appeal, New York, September 12, 1982 
Shipping Coordinating Committee on Ocean Dumping: 
Notice of Meeting 

Study Group 9 of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 
Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating ‘‘ommittee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Advisory Committee on International Investment, 
Technology, and Development: Notice of Meeting 
Program for the State Visit to the United States of 
Philippines President Marcos and Mrs. Marcos, 
September 15-21, 1982 

Statement by Secretary of State Shultz, September 14, 
1982 

United States and Japan Sign New Fisheries 
Agreement 

Marcos’ Visit Spurs Conclusion of Major Agreement on 
Avoidance of Double Taxation and Air Transport 


Appointment of U.S. Delegaticn Chairman to the 


United States and France Review Scientific 
Cooperation 

Interview With Secretary of State Shultz on the NBC 
“Today” Program by Bryant Gumbel and Marvin Kalb 
Presidential Commission on Broadcasting to Cuba: 
Notice of Partially Closed Meeting 

The United States and Japan Amend Their 
Arrangement Concerning Trade in Textiles 


United States and Thailand Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 
United States and Singapore Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 
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24 


United States and Mexico Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 

Not Released 

United States and Sri Lanka Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 

United States and Colombia Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 

United States Submits Its Pleading to the . 
International Court of Justice in the Case Concerning 
the Maritime Boundary With Canada in the Guif of 
Maine Area 

Program for the Visit of Panamanian President De La 
Espriella 

Passport Validity Doubled to Ten Years: Fees To Rise 


Statement by Secretary of State Shultz in the U.N. 
General Assembly, September 30, 1982 

Study Group A of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 

Study Group 7 of the U.S. Organization for the 
Internationa! Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 
Notice of Meeting 

Theodore C. Maino--U.S. Ambassador to Botswana 
George W. Landau Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Venezuela 

Program for the State Visit to the United States of 
Indonesian President Soeharto, and Mrs. Soeharto, 
October 12-15, 1982 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Study Group B of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 

Advisory Committee on International Investment, 
Technclogy, and Development: Notice of Meeting 
Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 


Peter D. Constable Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Zaire 
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Date 


14 314 David Joseph Fischer Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 


18 


18 


19 


19 


19 


19 


21 


21 


315 


317 


Seychelles 

Program for the Official Visit to Washington, D.C., of 
Lebanese President Gemayel, October 18-19, 1982 
Remarks by Secretary of State Shultz to the Conference 
on Democratization of Communist Countries 

United States and Singapore Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 

United States and Singapore Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 

United States and Singapore Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 

United States and Thailand Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 

James N. Purcell, Jr., Appointed as Director of the 
Bureau for Refugee Programs 

Remarks by Secretary of State Shultz Before the 
American Foreign Service Association Annual Award 
Presentation, October 19, 1982 
Traveler Tips Publications 
Publications Available on Travel Abroad 

Advisory Committee on Historical Diplomatic 
Documentation: Notice of Meeting 

Department of State Advisory Committee on Oceans 
and International Environmental and Scientific 
Affairs: Notice of Partially Closed Meeting 


Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Oceans and International Environmental and 
Scientific Affairs Advisory Committee: Notice of 
Partially Closed Meeting 

Study Groups 10 and 11 of the U.S. Organization for 
the Internationa! Radio Consultative Committee 
(CCIR): Notice of Meeting 


Integrated Services Digital Network, Working Party 
and Study Group D of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 


Study Group 1 of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 


Notice of Meeting 


a” 
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Overseas Schools Advisory Council: Notice of Meeting 
Conference on Free Elections, November 4-6, 1982 
New U‘S. Special Cyprus Coordinator 

Toast by Secretary of State Shultz, National Arts 
Centre, Ottawa 

Press Conference by Secretary of State George P. 
Shultz, Ottawa 

United States and Thailand Amend Bilateral Textile 
Agreement 

Kenneth Dam Appointed as Deputy Secretary of State 


Date No. 


10/26 
2 


340 
341 


. &-é @ 


Program for the Official Visit to Washington, 0.C., of 
Italian President Spadolini, Novernber 2-4, 1982 


John Blane Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to Rwanda 


Conference on the Caribbean: Sixth Annual Miami 
Conference on Trade, Investment, and Development, 
Miami, December 5-7, 1982 


Remarks by Secretary of State Shultz Before the U.N. 
Day Concert, Kennedy Center, October 30, 1982 
William A. Hewitt Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Jamaica 


Address by Secretary of State Shultz at the Conference 
on Free Elections 


Study Group A of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Program for the Official Visit to Washington, D.C.., of 
West German Chancellor Kohl and Mrs. Kohl, 
November 14-16, 1982 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz, Moscow 
Speech by Secretary of State Shultz Before the General 
Assembly of the Organization of American States 


Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz 


Not Released 
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NOVEMBER—Continued 
Date No. 

353 Availability of Department of State Records, 1950- 
1954, for Research 
354 Shipping Coordinating Committee, Committee on 
Ocean Dumping: Notice of Meeting 
355 Secretary of State's Advisory Committee on Private 
International Law, Study Group on Trusts: Notice of 
Meeting 
Mrs. Shultz and Assistant Secretary Newell To 
Participate in Opening of International Children's 
Festival 





29 357 Department Submits Report to Congress on Chemical 
Warfare in Afghanistan, Laos, and Kampuchea 

30 358 Study Group CMTT of the U.S. Organizaiion for the 
International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 
Notice of Meeting 





~Veclassified for Publication in American 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 
S 
Fs 


Date No. 


1 359 United States and Republic of Palau Call Plebiscite on 
Compact of Free Association 

3 360 Program for the State Visit to the United States of 
Pakistani President Zia-ul-Haq and Begum Zia, 
December 6-14, 1982 


3 361 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Shultz, Brasilia, 
December 1, 1982 


6 #362 Address by Deputy Secretary of State Dam Before the 
Chicago Law Club, Chicago, December 2, 1982 

Press Briefing by Secretary of State Shultz Aboard Air 
Force One En Route to Bogota, December 3, 1982 


7 364 Press Briefing b7 Secretary of State Shultz and 
Ambassador Brock Aboard Air Force One En Route 
Between Brasilia and Sao Paulo, December 2, 1982 


7 365 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Shultz Aboard Air 
Force One En Route to San Jose, Costa Rica, 
December 3, 1982 


7 366 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Shultz at La Mesa 
International Airport, San Pedro Sula, Honduras, 
December 4, 1982 


7 367 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Shultz and 
Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American Affairs 
Enders Aboard Air Force One En Route From San Jose, 
Costa Rica, to San Pedro Sula, Honduras, December 4, 
1982 
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DECEMBER—Continued 


Date No. 


7 
8 


_ 
So 


14 


14 


13 


13 


14 


14 


14 


14 


14 


15 


375 


376 


377 


378 


379 


380 


381 


382 


383 


384 


i ay | 
Passport Validity Doubled to Ten Years, Fees To Rise 


The United States and Colombia Sign New Bilateral 
Textile Agreement 


Foreign Relations of the United States, 1951, Volume V, 
The Near East and Africa 


Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz, Bonn, 
December 7, 1982 


Toast by Secretary of State Shultz, Bonn, December 7, 
1982 


Arrival Statement by Secretary of State Shultz, 
Brussels, December 8, 1982 


Program for the Official Working Visit to Washington, 
D.C., of Danish Prime Minister Schluter and Mrs. 
Schluter, December 12-14, 1982 


Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz at the 
Conclusion of the North Atlantic Council Ministerial 
Meeting, Brussels, Belgium, December 10, 1982 


Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz at the 
Commission of the European Communities, Brussels, 
December 10, 1982 


Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz, 
Amsterdam Airport, December 11, 1982 


Program for the Official Visit to Washington, D.C., of 
Portuguese Prime Minister Balsemao and Mrs. 
Balsemao, December 14-15, 1982 


Study Group 5 of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 
Notice of Meeting 


Study Group 6 of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): 
Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Joint Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz and 
Italian Foreign Minister Colombo, Rome, December 13, 
1982 


Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz, Paris, 
December 14, 1982 
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DECEMBER —Continued 


Date 


3. 


15 385 Toast by Secretary of State Shultz, Rome, December 13, 


16 


16 


16 


16 


15 


16 


16 


17 


17 


21 


21 


a a 


387 


: 


1982 

Secretary of State’s Advisory Committee on Private 
International Law, Study Group on Arbitration: Notice 
of Meeting 

Secretary of State’s Advisory Committee on Private 
International Law, Study Group on Negotiable 
Instruments: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Committee on 
Ocean Dumping: Notice of Meeting 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 

Edward L. Peck Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Mauritania 

Toast by Secretary of Statz Shultz at a Luncheon at the 
Spanish Foreign Ministry, Madrid, December 15, 1982 
Statement by Secretary of State Shultz at the 
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, 
Madrid, December 16, 1982 

Program for the Official Visit to Washington, D.C., of 
King Hussein of Jordan, December 18-23, 1982 
Appointment of James B. Pearson and June T. Dreyer 
to the Board of Governors of the East-West Center 
Modem Working Party of Study Group D of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Telegraph and 
Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT): Notice of 
Meeting 

Study Group A of the U.S. Organization for the 
International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT): Notice of Meeting 

Paul D. Wolfowitz Sworn In as Assistant Secretary of 
State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz, London, 
December 16, 1982 

Joint Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz and 
French Foreign Minister Cheysson, December 14, 1982 
Robert B. Oakley Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to the 
Somali Democratic Republic 


John H. Holdridge Sworn In as U.S. Ambassador to 
Indonesia 
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Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz, Madrid, 
December 16, 1982 

Press Conference by Secretary of State Shultz on the 
Plane En Route Frora Andrews Air Force Base to Bonn, 
December 6, 1982 

Remarks by Secretary of State Shultz at the Christmas 
Tree Lighting Ceremony, December 20, 1982 
Advisory Committee on International Investment, 
Technology, and Development: Notice of Meeting 


Advisory Committee on International Investment, 
Technology, and Development: Notice oi Meeting 
Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea: Notice of Meeting 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND WHITE 
HOUSE SPECIAL PRESS BRIEFINGS—1982 


(This document series begins on microfiche card No. .) 


Chancellor Schmidt’s Visit to Washington: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, January 4, 10:05 a.m. 

Poland: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
January 5, 2:00 p.m. 

Poland: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
January 5, 5:43 p.m. 

Trip to Egypt and Israel; the Sinai Peacekeeping Force: 

of a Department of State Press Briefing, January 12 

Upcoming Visit of President Mubarak of Egypt: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, February 1, 3:03 p.m. 

Meeting Between President Mubarak and President Reagan: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, February 3, 
12:18 p.m. 

Madrid CSCE Review Conference: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, February 5, 11:12 a.m. 

Polish Debt and CCC Credits: Transcript of a Department of State 
Press Briefing, February 5 (concluded 5:10 p.m.) 

Helsinki and the CSCE Conference: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, February 7 

CSCE and Bilateral Discussions: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, February 8 

The President’s Meeting With Prime Minister Martens of Belgium: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, February 17, 
1:32 p.m. 

Visit of Belgian Prime Minister Martens: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, February 18, 4:38 p.m. 

Fiscal Year 1983 Security Assistance Programs: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, February 27 (concluded 
2:30 p.m.) 

Third Visit to the United States of President Siad of Somalia: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, March 9, 10:01 a.m. 

Prohibiting of Libyan Oil Imports Into the United States: Transcript 
of a Department of State Press Briefing, March 10, 1:00 p.m. 

Somalia's Economic Needs: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, March 11, 12:25 p.m. 

Nicaragua and Central America: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, March 13, 9:48 a.m. 

El Salvador and Nicaragua: Transcript of a Department of State 
Press Briefing, March 14, 5:29 p.m. 
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Disarmament Talks in Geneva: Transcript of a Department of State 
Press Briefing, March 15, 12:31 p.m. 

President Brezhnev’s Proposals on Missile Reductions: Transcript of 
a Department of Ste.te Press Briefing, undated [probably 
March 16] (concluded 2:35 p.m.) 

Elections in El Salvador: Transcript of a Department of State Press 
Briefing, March 18, 3:10 p.m. 

Upcoming Visit of President Pertini of Italy: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, March 23, 10:05 a.m. 

Visit of Japanese Foreign Minister Sakurauchi: Transcript of a 
ee 

p.m.) 


Visit of President Pertini of Italy: Tranecript of a White House Press 
Briefing, March 25, 12:06 p.m. 

The Caribbean Basin: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
April 2, 11:05 a.m. 

New Executive Order on Protection of National Security 
Information: 


: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
April 2, 2:06 p.m. 
Bilateral Meetings With Prime Minister of Jamaica: 
Transcript of a White House Press Bri , April 7, 5:11 p.m. 


Nicaragua: Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
April 8 11:00 a.m. 

The President’s Meeting With Eastern Caribbean Leaders: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, April 8, 4:05 p.m. 

Visit of Queen Beatrix of the Netherlands: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, April 21 

Visit of Prime Minister Mzali of Tunisia: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, April 26, 4:04 p.m. 

The Falklands/Malvinas Situation: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, April 30, 2:30 p.m. 


Arms Control: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, May 9, 
10:42 a.m. 


Visit of President Figueiredo of Brazil: Transcript of a White Hovse 
Press Briefing, May 11, 10:08 a.m. 

Visit of President Figueiredo of Brazil: Transcript of a White House 
P-ess Briefing, May 12, 12:38 p.m. 


Visit cf Secretary Haig to Turkey: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, May 13 


Upcoming Visit of Hassan of Morocco: Transcript of a White 


House Press May 17, 10:35 a.m. 
~~ Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
17 


Meeting of King Hassan of With President Reagan: 
Transcript of a White House Briefing, May 19, 2:17 p.m. 
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The Versailles and Bonn Summits: Transcript of a White House 
Press Briefing, May 27, 10:05 a.m. 


a Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
une 
NQTO Summit: Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
June 9, 6:30 p.m. 

US. Position on the Status of the Namibia Talks: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, June 10 

E] Salvador: Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
June 11, 10:30 a.m. 

The Versailles Economic Summit: Transcript of a White House 
Press Briefing, June 11 

The President's Address to the United Nations: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, June 16, 3:24 p.m. 

Export Sanctions on Oil and Gas Equipment for the Soviet Union: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, June 18, 4:46 p.m. 

Visit of Prime Minister Begin of Israel: Transcript of a White House 
Press Briefing, June 2, 12:20 p.m. 

Visit of President Monge of Costa Rica: Transcript of a White House 
Press Briefing, June 22, 12:20 p.m. 

The START Talks: Transcript of a Department of State Press 
Briefing, June 24, 11:00 a.m. 

The of Alexander Haig and the Appointment of George 

as Secretary of State: of a White House Press 
Briefing, June 25, 5:31 p.m. 
Policy: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
July 4, 7:55 a.m. 

Soviet Active Measures: Transcript of a Department of State Press 
Briefing, July 8 

Law of the Sea: Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
July 9, 2:46 p.m. 

The President's Meeting With President Suazo of the Republic of 
Honduras: *: .script of a White House Press Briefing, July 14, 
12:25 p.m. 

eet ee by et et 

Dominican Republic: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, July 15, 12:38 p.m. 

Iran-Iraq War: Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
July 16, 11:08 a.m. 

The MX and Airlift Letters: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, July 19, 3:33 p.m. 

The President's Meeting With Saudi Foreign Minister Prince Saud 
and Syrian Foreign Minister Khaddam: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, July 20, 1:05 p.m. 

The Test Ban Treaty: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
July 20, 1:59 p.m. 








————o wer eel UP La 6PM 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


i i 


i 





28 American Foreign Policy, 1982. Supplement 





Visit of President Ahidjo of Cameroon: Transcript of a 
of State Press Briefing, July 23 (concluded 3:12 p.m.) 

Visit of Prime Minister Indira Gandhi of India: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, July 26, 10:01 a.m. 

The President's Meeting With President Ahidjo of Cameroon: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, July 26, 1:26 p.m. 

Certification on El Salvador: Transcript of a Department of State 
Press Briefing, July 27, 4:05 p.m. 

With Prime Minister Indira Gandhi of India: Transcript of 
a White House Press Briefing, July 29, 2:43 p.m. 

Visit of Egyptian Foreign Minister Ali: Transcript of a White House 
Press Briefing, July 30, 11:08 a.m. 

The Arab-Israeli Conflict: Transcript of a Department of State Press 
Briefing, August 7 (concluded 9:45 a.m.) 

Visit of General Samuel K. Doe of Liberia: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, August 13, 2:02 p.m. 

The U.S.-China Communique; Arms Sales to China and Taiwan: 
Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, August 17, 
10:00 a.m. 

Visit of Chairman Doe of Liberia: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, August 17, 1:11 p.m. 

The Middle East: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
September 1, 4:37 p.m. 

President Reagan’s Address to the Nation on the Middle East: 
Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing 
September 1, 7:36 p.m. 

State Visit of President Marcos of the Philippines: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, September 13, 11:16 a.m. 

State Visit of President M urcos of the Philippines: Transcript of a 
White House Press B riefing, September 16, 12:00 p.m. 

President Reagan's Speech Regarding Lebanon: Transcript of a 
Department of State Fess Briefing, September 20, 4:30 p.m. 

Bilateral Talks at the Unites Nations; U.S. Policy Regarding 
Lebanon: Transcript ‘fa Department of State Press Briefing, 
September 24, 4:30 ;..m. 

Visit of President Ricardo de la Espriella of Panama: Transcript of a 
White House Press E riefing, October 11, 2:10 p.m. 

NATO Foreign Minister Meetings at Le Sapiniere, Quebec: 
ee Briefing, October 3, 

p.m. 

The President's Proposed Meeting With President de la Madrid of 
a: ‘Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, October 6, 
11:24 a.m. 

Upcoming Visit of President Soehar+o of Indonesia: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, October 6, 3:04 p.m. 
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Namibia Settlement Efforts: Transcript of a Department of State 
Press Briefing, October 6, 3:30 p.m. 

The President's Meeting With President-elect de la Madrid of 
Mexico: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing October 8, 
3:52 p.m. 

Visit of President Soeharto of Indonesia: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, October 8, 4:30 p.m. 

The Situation in Poland: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, October 9, 9:32 a.m. 

The President's Address on U.S. Trade With Poland: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, October 9, 12:30 p.m. 


Visit of President Soeharto of Indonesia: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, October 12, 12:15 p.m. 

Narcctics and the South Florida Task Force: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, October 14, 11:35 a.m. 

Visit of President Gemayel of Lebanon: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, October 18, 2:39 p.m. 

Meeting Between the President and President Gemayel of Lebanon: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, October 19, 
10:36 e.m. 

Visit of President Amin Gemayel of Lebanon: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, October 19, 3:05 p.m. 
Visit of King Hassan and the Arab League Delegation: Transcript 

of a Department of State Press Briefing, October 21, 11:10 a.m. 

Visit of King Hassan of Morocco and the Arab League Delegation: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, October 22, 

2:08 p.m. 

Visit of the President to Brazil, Colombia, and Costa Rica: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, October 25, 

6:30 p.m. 

The U.S. Economy and the World Economy: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, October 29 

A Conference on Free Elections: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, November 1 (concluded 10:22 a.m.) 

Visit of Prime Minister Spadolini of Italy: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, November 1, 1:33 p.m. 

Southern Africa: Transcript of a Department of State Press 
Briefing, November 2, 3:00 p.m. 

The US. Elections: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
November 3, 11:06 a.m. 

Visit of Prime Minister Spadolini of Italy: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, November 3, 2:00 p.m. 

Visit of Chancellor Kohl of the Federal Republic of Germany: 


Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, November 12, 
10:10 a.m. 
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East-West Trade: Transcript of a Department of State Press 
Briefing, November 13, 2:20 p.m. 

Meeting of the President With Chancellor Kohl of the Federal 
Republic of Germany: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefin,g November 15, 2:00 p.m. 

South African Prisone- Exchange: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, November 16, 4:07 p.m. 

The President’s Address on Arms Control: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, November 22, 6:00 p.m. 

The President's Trip to South and Central America: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, November 24, 1:35 p.m. 

Visit of South African Foreign Minister Pik Botha: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, November 26, 4:05 p.m. 

Upcoming Visit of President Zia of Pakistan: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, December 3, 11:03 a.m. 

Secretary Shultz’s Upcoming Trip to Europe: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, December 3, 3:30 p.m. 

With President Magana of El Salvador: Transcript of a 
House Presc Briefing, December 3, 8:53 p.m. 

Visit of President Zia of Pakistan: Transcript of a White House 

Press Briefing, December 6, 10:04 a.m. 


The President's to Latin America: Transcript of a Department 
of State Press December 6, 11:20 a.m. 


Visit of President Zia of Pakistan: Transcript of a White House 
Press Briefing, December 7, 12:09 a.m. 


The North Atlantic Council Meeting in Brussels : Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, December 9 

Visits of Prime Minister Schluter of Denmark and Prime Minister 
Balsemao of Portugal: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, December 10, 3:01 p.m. 


Meeting Between the President and Prime Minister Schluter of 
Denmark: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
December 13, 3:16 p.m. 

Meeting Between the President and Prime Minister Balsemao of 
Portugal: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
December 15, 2:32 p.m. 

Upcoming Visit of King Hussein of Jordan: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, December 17, 10:12 a.m. 

Review of Secretary Shultz’s European Trip: Transcript of a 

_ Department of State Press Briefing, December 20, 4:04 p.m. 

Visit of King Hussein of Jordan: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, December 21, 1:50 p.m. 


Andropov’s Speech on Soviet INF Positions: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, December 21, 2:45 p.m. 
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December 23, 10:00 a.m. 
Visit of King Hussein of Jordan: Transcript of a White House Press 


Jersey. Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
Briefing, December 23, 2:54 p.m. 





The President's Remarks at the Recommissioning of the U.S.S. New 
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Abe, Shintaro, Jan. 18 

Abramowitz, Morton I., May 19-21, 24, Oct. 18 

Abrams, Elliott, Feb. 8, 25, Apr. 26, June 18, July 22, Oct. 5, Nov. 24 

Afghanistan, Jan. 27, Mar. 5, 16, 19, Aug. 3,5, Nov. 10, 19, Dec. 8, 
10, 14, 17, 20-22, 27, 30 

Africa (see also Southern Africa and names of individual countries), 
Jan. 8, 27, Feb. 3,8, Mar. 12, 16, 17,22, 24, Apr. 14, 29, 
May 5, 12-14, 17, July 19, 22, Aug. 5, 11, Sept. 15, 21, Oct. 5, 6, 
20, 25, 28, 29, Nov. 1-4, 8, 10, 16, 23, 24, 26, Dec. 8, 10, 14, 16, 


Airborne warning and control system (AWACS), Feb. 26, Nov. 30 
Albania, Dec. 27 
Albrecht, Anthony C., Mar. 16, June 10 
Ali, Kamal Hassan, June 4, 11, July 29, 30, Sept. 16, Oct. 29, 
Nov. 10, 12 
American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU), Jan. 26 
American institute for Free Labor Development (AIFLD) Oct. 15 
Amnesty International, Jan. 13, Mar. 9, Oct. 12, Nov. 24 
Aadropov, Yuri Viadimirovich, Nov. 12, 16, 17, 23, Dec. 21, 27, 30 
Angola, Jan. 8, 15, 18, 27, Feb. 8, Mar. §, 16, 17, May 12, 18, June 8, 
18, 30, July 22, 23, 26, Aug. 10, 11, 17, Sept. 14, 24, 28, Oct. 4, 
8, 14, 15, Nov. 15, 17, 24, Dec. 8 
Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty (1972), Dec. 10 
Arab League, July 21, 30, Aug. 2, Sept. 8, Oct. 8, 12, 14, 19, 20, 25 
Arab Satellite Communications Organization (ARABSAT), Jan. 25, 
Nov. 23, 26 
Arab-Israeli dispute (see also Lebanon and names of other involved 
countries) 
Al Bireh Town Council, Mar. 19 
Al Fatah, Dec. 13 
Arab League (Fez) peace proposal, Sept. 8, 14, Oct. 6,7, 18, 21 
Autonomy talks, Jan. 4,7, Feb. 1, Mar. 18, 22, 23, Apr. 26, 28, 
29, May 6, 7, 10, 12, 17, 27, June 7, 11, Aug. 16, 20, 27, 30, 
Sept. 1,7 
Camp David Accords, Mar. 24, Apr. 29, May 21, Aug. 16, 26, 
Sept. 1, 20, 22 
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Arab-Israeli dispute—Continued 
Dome of the Rock Mosque, Jerusalem shooting, Apr. 12, 13, 20 
Gaza, Mar. 11, Apr. 12, July 9, Nov. 4, Dec. 1 
Jerusalem, Apr. 12, 13,20, May 10, July 21, Aug. 6, 9, 16, 20, 
Sept. 2, Nov. 2,8, Dec. 1,13 
Middle East peace initiative, Sept. 3,8, 13, 14, 16, 22, Oct. 12, 
13, 18, Nov. 2, 26, Dec. 2, 14 
Multinational Force and Observers (MFO), Jan. 20, Feb. 1, 
Mar. 18, 25 
Occupied territories, Feb. 25, May 7, 21, July 9, Nov. 19, 23, 26, 
30, Dec. 27 
Senafir Island, Jan. 18 
Sinai, Feb. 1, Apr. 14, 16, 19, 21, 22, 26, Sept. 30, Nov. 19 
Straits of Tiran, Jan. 4 
Syrian peace plan, Feb. 3 
Taba, Oct. 28, 29, Nov. 2, Dec. 27 
Tiran Island, Jan. 4, 18 
United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine 
Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA), Nov. 19 
West Bank, Jan. 29, Feb. 12, Mar. 11, 12, 19, 22-26, 29, 30, 
Apr. 1, 12, 13, 20, 26, 28, 29, May 5, 12, 28, June 2, 23, July 8, 
15, Aug. 18, Sept. 1, 8, 23, Oct. 20, 26, 29, Nov. 4, 8, 10, 16, 19, 
22-24, Dec. 1-3, 8, 20 
Arafat, Yasir, Jan. 25, Feb. 23, June 16, July 26, Aug. 27, Sept. 13- 
15, Oct. 12, Dec. 2 
Arbatov, Georgi Arkadevich, Sept. 7 
Arens, Moshe, Feb. 16, 25, July 26, Aug. 6, Sept. 8, 14, 16, Oct. 5, 22, 
Nov. 10, Dec. 6,7 
Argentina (see also Falkiand/Malvinas dispute), Mar. 8, 18, Feb. 4, 
Apr. 1, 2,5, 9, 15, 16, 26, 28, 29, May 5-7, 10, 12-14, 17, 21, 24, 
25, June 4, 15, 17, 23, July 7, 12, 19, Oct. 29, Nov. 19, Dec. 2,8 
Argov, Shlomo, June 10 
Arikan, Kemal, Jan. 29 
Arms control and disarmament, Jan. 21, 29, Feb. 4, Mar. 3, 11, 16, 
18, 29, Apr. 1,8, May 17, 27, June 2, 4, 11, 22, July 20, 
Sept. 13, Nov. 3, 9, 23, 26, 30, Dec. 1, 16, 27, 29 
Intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF), Feb. 10, 24, Mar. 11, 
23, May 17, Dec. 8, 13, 16 
Missile experimental! (MX), June 2, Nov. 26, Dec. 10, 16 
Mutual and balanced force reducticn talks (MBFR), July 7 
Nuclear freeze, Apr. 16, Nov. 1,3 
Nuclear issues, Oct. 26 
Nuclear reprocessing, June 9 
Nuclear warfare, Apr. 7 
Strategic arms limitation talks (SALT), Mar. 11, Apr. 5, 
May 12, 13, 17, 28, June 2, Nov. 26, Dec. 29 
Strategic arms reduction talks (START), Jan. 21, 22, 27, 
Feb. 10, Mar. 11, 18,23, May 12, 17-19, June 4, 23, Dec. 16 
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Arms control and disarmament—Continued 
Treaty on the Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms (SALT II) 

(1979) , Mar. 11, Apr. 5, May 12,13, Nov. 26,Dec.29 . 

Arms Control and Disarmament Agency (ACDA), July 7 

Arms Export Control Act (1968), June 7, Sept. 14 

Arms transfers, July 30 

Asia. See Southeast Asia and names of individual countries. 

Asner, Ed, Feb. 25 

Assad, Rifaat, Aug. 24 

Assassination, Jan. 18, Apr. 5, May 5, June 9, Aug. 27, Sept. 15, 17, 
Dec. 1, 2, 14, 20, 27 

Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), Mar. 8, June 3, 
July 15 

Atherton, Alfred L., Jr., Jan. 4,5 

Australia, July 21, 22, Aug. 5, Nov. 22 

Australia-New Zealand-United States Security Treaty (ANZL=; 
(1961) , June 3, July 15 

Austria, Mar. 11, 12, Dec. 14, 28, 79 


Bahrain, Sept. 23 

Bailey, Norman A., Apr. 29 

Baker, Howard H., Jr., Aug. 16 

Baltic States, July 28 

Bangladesh, Mar. 24, 26, 29 

Bank of America, Dec. 14 

Beagle Channel dispute, Apr. 7 

Beatrix, Queen, Apr. 16 

Begin, Menachem, Jan. 21, Mar. 4,23, Apr. 12, 26, May 5, 
June 7,9, 15-17, 21, July 12, Aug. 5, 9, Sept. 1,3,7 
Oct. 6, 18, 20, 29, Nov. 2, 8, 12, 23, 29, Dec. 7, 10, 

Belaunde Terry, Fernando, Oct. 29, Nov. 3 

Belize, Mar. 26 

Bhutto, Nusrat, Sept. 29, 30, Nov. 9 

Bhutto, Zulfiqar Ali, Dec. 9 

Biaggi, Mario, Jan. 29, Feb. 1 

Blal, Abdelaziz, May 24 

Bolivia, May 21, Aug. 20, Oct. 5,6, 12, Now. 3,4 

Bonker, Don L., Aug. 11 

Bosworth, Stephen W., June 3, Sept. 24, Dew. 8 

Botha, Pieter W., Apr. 29, June 18, Sept. 15, Nov. 24 

Brazil, May 7, 10, 13, June 4, Aug. 26, Sept, 29, Nov. 9, 16, Dec. 3 

Brezhnev, Leonid Ilich, Feb. 4, 25, Mar. 16, 17, 18, Apr. 1,5, 19, 
May 5, 10, 18, July 8, 9, Aug. 2,3, Sept. 16, 20, 27, Oct. 28, 
Nov. 1, 12,23 

British Official Secrets Act, Mar. 26 

Brock, William E., III, Apr. 23 

Buckley, James L., Jan. 15, Feb. 5, 16, 23, 26, Mar. 3, 12, 24, Apr. 14, 
21, May 10, July 19, 30, Aug. 4, Sept. 2 
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Bulgaria, Mar. 11, Dec. 9,17, 20, 27 

Burt, Richard R., Mar. 3,4, Apr. 2,23, May 10, Dec. 13 
Bush, George, Feb. 1, May 24, June 15, Nov. 10, 16, 24 
Bustamente, Jorge, June 4 


Cambodia. See Kampuchea. 

Cameroon, July 22, 26 

Camp David Accords. See under Arab-Israeli dispute. 

Canada, Jan. 4, Mar. 2, 26, Feb. 5, Apr. 28, Aug. 3,31, Sept. 22, 
Oct. 19, 22, 29 

Caribbean Basin, Feb. 10-12, 16,24, Mar. 4,5, 11,17, Apr. 12, 16, 
May 3, 21, 27, Oct. 29, Nov. 16 

Carrington, Lord Peter, Apr. 5 

Carter, Jimmy, Jan. 15, Oct. 5 

Casaroli, Cardinal, Aug. 3 

Castaneda de la Rosa, Jorge, Apr. 2 

Castro, Fidel, Jan. 18, Apr. 26, July 27, 28 

Centrai America (see also Caribbean Basin and names of specific 
countries), Jan. 20, Mar. 24-26, Apr. 5 

Mexican peace initiative, Mar. 8, Apr. 7 

Cesar, Alfredo, May 14 

Chad, Jan. 21, 29, Feb. 8, June 2, 4,7,8 

Chai Zemin, Apr. 5 

Chamoun, Camille, Oct. 14 

Chemical warfare, Jan. 29, Mar. 19, Apr. 5, Oct. 28, Nov. 26, 29 

Chernenko, Konstantin Ustinovich, Nov. 1 

Cheysson, Claude, Mar. 12, Aug. 26, 27 

Chile, Jan. 21, Mar. 5,9, 11, 12, Feb. 10, 12, 26, May 21, Nov. 8, 12, 
Dec. 6 

China, People's Republic of, Jan. 4, 11, 12, 13, 20, 26, Feb. 1,8, 11, 
Mar. 1, 22, 23, 30, Apr. 1,5, 7, 13, 22, May 10, 28, June 2-4, 18, 
23, 30, July 2, 15, 19, 27-30, Aug. 3, 5, 6, 17-19, 23, Sept. 7, 13, 
14, Oct. 18, 29, Nov. 8, 10, 19, Dec. 7, 8, 16, 22 

Chitov, Maj. Gen. Vasiliy I., Feb. 5 

Chohan, Jagjit Singh, Feb. 8,9 

Chun Doo Hwan, Jan. 22 

Cienfuegos, Ferman, Mar. 8 

Clark, William P., Jan. 4,5, Apr. 28, June 28, Nov. 10 

Club of Rome, Feb. 11,46, Mar. 3 

Cluster bombs, June 18, 22-25, 28-30, July 2, 6,7, 12, 16, 19, 23, 
Sept. 30, Oct. 13, 29, Dec. 17 

Cluverius, Wat T., July 15 

Cohen, Herman J., Feb. 16, 17 

Colombia, Mar. 3, 18, 26, Apr. 2 

Colombia: San Andres Island, Apr. 16 

Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE), Jan. 22, 
Feb. 1,3, Mar. 12, 22, 23, June 4, Nov. 4, 8, Dec. 6 

Congress, U.S., Jan. 12, 25, Aug. 17-19, Oct. 1 
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Consular affairs, June 4 

Coordinating Committee for East-West Trade Policy (COCOM), 
Jan. 15, 18, 20-22, Oct. 5, Nov. 15 

Coordination Council for North American Affairs (CCNAA), May 24 

Costa Mendez, Nicanor, Apr. 22, 26, 28, May 25 

Costa Rica, Jan. 29, Mar. 2, 17,22, Apr. 1, May 13, 19, 25, Nov. 9, 
Oct. 4-6, 29 

Cranston, Alan, May 28 

Crocker, Chester A., Jan. 15, Mar. 5, 22, 25, Apr. 14, May 10, 
June 2,4 

Cuba, Jan. 13, 15, 18, 20, 22, 25-27, Feb. 1,3, 9, 24, Mar. 3, 8, 12, 19, 
23-26, 29, Apr. 1, 7-9, 15, 19, 20, 22, 23, 26, May 6, 24, July 27, 
28, Aug. 11, 18, 23, 31, Sept. 1,3, 29, Oct. 12, Nov. 10, Dec. 2, 
14, 20, 23, 29 


D’Escoto, Miguel, Feb. 4, Apr. 22 

Dairy products, Oct. 5,7, 13, Nov. 1 

Dam, Kenneth W., July 19, Sept. 28, Oct. 14, Nov. 24, Dec. 1,7 

Darnton, John, Aug. 25 

Davis, John R., Jr., May 17 

De la Madrid Hurtado, Miguel, Oct. 7 

Dellums, Ronald V., Apr. 16 

Denmark, Feb. 10, Dec. 8 

Denton, Jeremiah A., Jr., Oct. 7 

Department of State, Jan. 4, 5, 7,8, 11-13, 15, 18, 20-22, 25-29, 
Feb. 10, 12, 17, 23, 24, Mar. 1, 3-5, 8,9, 11, 12, 16-19, 22-26, 
29,30, Apr. 1,8, May 6, 7, 10, 17, June 2, 18, 22, 28, July 1, 19, 
20, 23, 26, 27, Aug. 2-6, 19, 26, Sept. 24, 30, Oct. 5, 18, 22, 28, 
29, Nov. 19, 22, 30, Dec. 2, 6,9, 10, 13, 30 

Dewey, Arthur E., July 7 

Dilo, Dominick L., Apr. 21, Dec. 14 

Diplomatic immunity, Apr. 9, Dec. 2,3, 6 

Disarmament. See Arms control and disarmament. 

Dobrynin, Anatoliy Fe“orovich, Jan. 21, Mar. 17, Apr. 16, May 7, 
Nov. 24, Dec. 1 

Dodge, David S., July 20, 23, Nov. 16 

Dominican Republic, Apr. 19, May 17, 21 

Douglas, H. Eugene, Mar. 16 

Dozier, Gen. James L., Jan. 21, 26-28 

Draper, Morris, May 12, 14, 17, 19, July 2, Aug. 23, Sept. 2, 13-16, 
23, 27, 28, Oct. 4, 6, 8, 12, 20, 25-27, 29, Nov. 4, 10, 22-24, 26, 
Dec. 3, 6-8, 10, 14, 15, 17, 20 

Duarte, Jose Napoleon, June 7 

Dubs, Adolph, Dec. 14, 17 

Dudin, Mustafa, Dec. 1 


Eagleburger, Lawrence S., Apr. 16, 29, Oct. 28, 29, Nov. 23, 29, 
Dec. 1, 16, 22, 28, 29 
Eain, Ziyad Abu, Jan. 15, 26 
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Ecuador, Mar. 1 
Egypt (see also Arab-Israeli dispute), Jan. 4, 5, 21, 25, 27, 29, Feb. 1, 
4,5,9, Mar. 1, 3, 4,9, 23, 24, 26, 29, 30, Apr. 1, 12, 13, 16, 20, 
26, Mcy 7, 10, 12, 17, June 4, 11, 21, Aug. 6, Sept. 17, Oct. 5, 6, 
18, 29, Nov. 1-3, 10, 12, 19, 24, Dec. 8,9, 13 
El Salvador, Jan. 11, 12, 15, 21, 25-29, Feb. 1, 3-5, 9-12, 16, 17, 23-26, 
Mar. 1, 3-5, 8, 9, 11, 12, 16, 17-19, 22-26, 29, 30, Apr. 1, 2, 8, 
15, 16, 19, 22, 23, 26, 28, May 3, 6, 7, 12, 14, 17-21, 24, 25, 27, 
28, June 2-4, 7, 24, 28, July 1,2, 8, 15, 19, 22, 26, 27, 29, 
Aug. 3, 4, 10, 11, 16, Sept. 17, 24, 30, Oct. 4, 6, 15, 20, 22, 25- 
29, Nov. 1,3, 10, 19, 24, 30, Dec. 1-3, 10, 22, 27, 28, 30 
Guerrilla raid on Nueva Trinidad, Feb. 4 
Report of El Mozote massacre, Mar. 5 
Screen Actors Guild members fund, Feb. 16, 17 
Union Democratica Nacionalista (National Democratic Union) 
(UDN), Dec. 7 
Enders, Thomas O., Mar. 3,5, 12, 17, 19, Apr. 21, 28, May 21, 
July 15, Aug. 3, Oct. 4, 29, Nov. 24, Dec. 14 
Ethiopia, July 7 
Europe, Feb. 3, 10, 16, 23, 26, May 3, Aug. 25, 26, Oct. 29, Nov. 3, 15, 
Dec. 1, 2,9, 20 
European Community, Feb. 25, Mar. 12,30, May 18, June 29, 30, 
July 15, Aug. 9, 13, Oct. 18, 28, Nov. 8, 12 
Export Administration Act (1979), Jan. 27 


Fagoth, Stedman, Mar. 5, 16 

Fairbanks, Richard, Jan. 29, Feb. 9, 12, 16, Apr. 29, May 6,7, 12, 17, 
Aug. 17, Nov. 24 

Falkland/Malvinas dispute, Apr. 2, 5, 7-9, 12-16, 20-23, 26, 28, 29, 
May 3, 5-7, 10, 12, 17-21, 24, 25, 27, 28, June 2, 4, 7-9, 14-18, 
21, 23, 24, July 29, Nov. 2,4 

Faysal, Saud al-, June 10, July 20 " 

Figueiredo, Joao Baptista de Oliveira, M&y 7,10, 13 

Fischer, Dean E., July 1, 16, 22, Aug. 6 

Ford, Gerald R., Jan. 12 

Foreign aid, Jan. 8, 13, 22, 26, 27, Feb. 1,4, 9, 11, 12,17, Mar. 9, 12, 
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20, 23, 29 

Foreign Service Act (1980), June 3,7 

France, Jan. 8, 18, 25, Feb. 12, Mar. 5,12, Apr. 22, July 16, 22, 23, 
26, Aug. 9, 10, 23-25, 27, Oct. 15, Nov. 3, 30 
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Gaza. See under Arab-Israeli dispute. 

Gemayel, Amin, Sept. 21, 27, 28, Oct. 4-6, 12, 13, 18-20, Nov. 29, 
Dec. 2 

Gemayel, Bashir, Aug. 23, Sept. 3, 14, 15 
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9, 11, Oct. 5, 7, 13, 18, 21, 22, 27, 29, Nov. 1,4, 8,9, 16 
East-West, Mar. 30, Oct. 21, 22, 29, Nov. 4, 8-10, 12, 15, 16 
Steel, July 15, Aug. 9, 11, 26 
Trifa, Archbishop Valerian, Nov. 1, Dec. 6 
Trudeau, Pierre Elliott, May 19 
Turbay Ayala, Julio Cesar, Mar. 18 
Turkey, Jan. 29, May 6, July 9, Nov. 8 
Turki, Abdul Aziz al-, Apr. 9, 12-15, 20, 21 


Ungo, Guillermo Manuel, Mar. 4,8 
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25, 27, Feb. 1, 4, 5, 9-12, 25, Mar. 3, 12, 17, 23,24. Ape 
16, 19, 26, 28, 29, May 3, 5-7, 13, 17, 19, 24, June 2, 
21, 22, 30, July 9, 15, 16, 22, 26, 28, 30, Aug 2,3,5.6. 
17-20, 24, 25, Sept. 7, 15, 22, 27, Oct. 1, 4-7, 15, 18, 
1, 2, 8-10, 12, 15-17, 19, 22-24, 29, 30, Dec. 1-3, 6, 7, 
21, 27-30 
Glen Cove, New York, incident, 
July 22, 28, Aug. 2, 5,6, 11, 17-19, 25 
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‘Union of Soviet Socialist Republics—Continued 
Natural gas pipeline, Feb. 1, 10-12, 23, Apr. 16, May 13, June 16, 
30, July 23, 26,30, Aug. 3, 19, 23-27, 30, Sept. 2, 3, 22, 28, Oct. 
4,5, 7, 15, 18, 19, 28, Nov. 8, 9, 15 
Natural gas pipeline, U.S. sanctions, Aug. 25, 26, Sept. 2, 3, 28, 
: Oct. 15, 19, 28, Nov. 15 
‘United Kingdom (UK) (see also Falkland/Malvinas dispute), 
Jan. 22, Feb. 5, Mar. 26, Apr. 15, May 6, 12, 21, June 17, July 
‘ 1, 22, 27, Aug. 3, 10, 25, Nov. 1, Dec. 13, 20 
United Nations (U.N.), Jan. 7, 12, Feb. 1,12, Mar. 2, 22-24, Apr. 20, 
May 5, 7, 10, 19, 21, June 4, 8, 11, 25, 29, July 21, 23, Aug. 2,6, 
13, Sept. 17, 22, 24, 29, Oct. 1, 4, 5, 15, 18, 20, 21, Nov. 2, 4, 19, 
Dec. 9, 10, 14, 29 
Security Council (UNSC), Jan. 4, Mar. 24, Apr. 13, 21, July 26, 
Aug. 2, 4, 20 
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), Feb. 3, 
Mar. 12 
United States Information Agency (USIA) (formerly International 
Communication Agency—USICA), Mar. 19, July 20 
"United States Trade Representative (USTR). Jan. 13 
my May 24, 25, Oct. 27, 29, Nov. 29 
Ustinov, Dmitriy Fedorovich, Dec. 7 


Van Buren, Martin, May 25 
Vance, Cyrus, Nov. 19 
Vasgues, Mr., Mar. 22 
Vatican City, June 14, Sept. 13, Nov. 8 
Veliotes, Nicholas A., Jan. 15, 20, Apr. 12, 13, July 29 
Venda, Dec. 10 
Venezuela (see also Guyana- Venezuela Essequibo territory dispute), 
Feb. 5, Mar. 3,23, May 3, June 21, Sept. 27, Oct. 4 
Versailles Economic Summit, May 24 
Vesco, Robert Lee, Apr. 1, May 13 
Vietnam, Feb. 25, Mar. 19, June 14, 23. J ly 7, Sept. 24, Oct. 1,14 
Visas, June 2-4, Aug. 13, Dec. 10, 29 
Viadimov, Georgiy, Dec. 30 
Voice of America (VOA), Jan. 8, Ap 4 


Walesa, Lech, Jan. 25, Feb. 1, 16,23, Nov. 12, 15, 19, Dec. 16, 17 

Walker, Lannon, Feb. 26 

Walker, Richard L., Apr. 20 

Wallis, W. Allen, July 19, 21, Aug. 6 

Walters, Vernon A., Mar. 25, Apr. 8, 22, May 13, 14, 19, 21, 25, June 
2, July 22, 23, 28, Oct. 22, Nov. 8,9 

War Powers Act (1973), Mar. 23, July 6, 12, Aug. 18, 25, Sept. 29 

Warsaw Pact, Jan. 8, July 21 

Watt, James G., July 26 

Wazzan, Shafiq, Oct. 4 
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Weinberger, Caspar W., Jan. 12, Feb. 11, 16, Mar. 18, July 8, Aug. 
23,30 

West Bank. See under Arab-Israeli dispute. 

Wheelock Roman, Jaime, Mar. 5, 11 

Wichser, Lisa, June 2, 4 

Wickham, Gen. John A., Apr. 20 

Wisner, Frank G., Il, June 2, July 26, Aug. 17, Sept. 24, 28, Dec. 16 

Wolfowitz, Paul D., Oct. 15 

World monetary system, Dec. 7 


Yatron, Gus, Mar. 1 
Yemen, People's Democratic Republic of, Mar. 4, Oct. 28, Dec. 15, 16 
Yugoslavia, Feb. 5 


Zaire, May 13, 14,17, June 2-4 

Zia-ul-Haq, Gen. Mohammad, Nov. 23, Dec. 2, 3, 6-9, 22 
Zimbabwe, May 17, 21, July 26, 30, Oct. 18, 20, Dec. 3, 10 
Zoboki, Alexandre, Dec. 17 
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UNITED STATES MISSION TO THE UNITED 
NATIONS PRESS RELEASES - 1982 


(This document series begins on microfiche card No. .) 


at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the Emergency 

Special Session of the General Assembly, February 5, 

. 1982 

il 4 Khmer Refugee Relief: Statement by the Representa- 
tive on the Economic and Social Council (Sorzano) at 
the Donors’ Meeting for Khmer Relief, February 11, 
1982 

25 5 Expansion of the United Nations Interim Force in 
Lebanon: Statement by the Representative at the 
United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the Security Council, 

- February 25, 1982 


“Declassified for Publication in American 
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© JANUARY 

4 Date No. 

o 2 1 The Golan Heighis. Statement by the Representative 
8" at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the Security 
an Council, January 20, 1982 

© 2 #2 TheGolan Heights: Statement by the Alternate 

2 Representative for Special Political Affairs 

=i (Lichenstein) in the Security Council, January 28, 1982 
© 

>, FEBRUARY 

vo Date No. 

= _ § 3. The Golan Heights: Statement by the Representative 
a 


1 6 Human Rights in Nicaragua: Statement by the 
Representative at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) 
Before a Subcommittee of the Senate Foreign Relat ons 
Committee, March 1, 1982 


11 7 Amendments to the Draft Convention on the Law of the 
Sea: Statement by the Representative in Committee I 
of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of 
the Sea (Ratiner), March 11, 1982 


24 8 Peaceful Exploration of Outer Space: Statement by the 
Representative to the Committee on the Peaceful Uses 
of Outer Space and United States Coordinator for 
UNISPACE °82 (Heilman) Before the Committee on the 
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, March 24, 1982 
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MARCH—Continued 


Date No. 





13 19 


Nicaragua: Statement by the Representative at the 
United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the Security Council, 
March 25, 1982 

Self-Determination and Non-Use of Force: Statement 
by the Representative at the United Nations 
(Kirkpatrick) in the Security Council, March 26, 1982 


Nicaragua: Statement by the Representative at the 
United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the Security Council, 
April 2, 1982 


Kampuchean Refugee Relief: Statement by the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of State for International Refugee 
Assistance and Relief (Dewey) at the Informal Donors’ 
Meeting on Kampuchean Relief, March 31, 1982 


Prv »osals on the Law of the Sea Treaty: Statements by 
the Special Representative of the President for Law of 
the Sea (Malone) at the Third United Nations 
Conference on the Law of the Sea, April 1, 1982 


Objections to the Law of the Sea Treaty: Statement by 
the Special Representative of the President for Law of 
the Sea (Malone) at the Plenary Meeting of the Third 
United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, 
April 1, 1982 


Nicaragua: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Security Council, April 2, 1982 


The West Bank of the Jordan River: Statement by the 
Alternate Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Security Council, April 2, 1982 


The Situation in the South Atlantic: Statement by the 
Alternate Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Security Council, April 3, 1982 


Appeal for Three Members of the African National 
Congress in South Africa: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Security Council, April 9, 1982 


Submission of Ar.endments to the Law of the Sea 
Treaty: Announcement by the Delegation to the Third 
United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, 
April 13, 1982 
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APRIL—Continued 

Date No. 

20 20 The Dome of the Rock Incident: Statement by the 
Representative at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in 
the Security Council, April 20, 1982 

22 21 Activities for che Advancement of Women: Statement 
by the Representative to the Commission on the Status 
of Women (Reynolds) in the Economic and Social 
Council, April 22, 1982 


23 22 The Arab-Israeli Conflict: Statement by the 
Representative at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) at 
the Seventh Emergency Special Session of the General 
Assembly, April 23, 1982 

23 23 Special Economic Assistance: Statement by the Repre- 
sentative on the Economic and Social Council (Duggan) 
in the Economic and Social Council, April 23, 1982 


28 24 The Arab-Israeli Dispute: Statement by the 
- Representative for Security Council Affairs (Sherman) 
at the Seventh Emergency Special Session of the 
General Assembly, April 28, 1982 


30 25 Objections to the Law of the Sea Treaty: Statement by 
the Special Representative of the President for Law of 
the Sea (Malone) at the Third United Nations 
Conference on the Law of the Sea, April 30, 1982 


30 26 Human Rights: Statement by the Representative in 
Committee II of the Economic and Social Council 
(Gershman), April 30, 1982 


27 Trade Union Rights in Puerto Rico: Statement by the 
Representative on the Economic and Social Council 
(Gershman) in the Economic and Social Council, May 7, 
1982 


7 28 Human Rights in El Salvador: Statement by the 
Representative on the Economic and Social Council 
(Gershman) in the Economic and Social Council, May 7, 
1982 

7 29 Human Rights in Poland: Statement by the Repre- 
sentative on the Economic and Social Council (Gersh- 
man) in the Economic and Social Council, May 7, 1982 


7 30 Human Rights Questions and Trade Unions in South 
Africa: Statement by the Representative on the 
Economic and Social Council (Gershman) in the 
Economic and Social Council, May 7, 1982 
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MAY—Continued 

Date No. 

12 31 The United Nations Children’s Fund: Statement by 
the Representative to the UNICEF Executive Board 
(Benton) During the General Debate, May 12, 1982 


17 32 _ Introduction of the United States Delegation to the 
49th Session of the Trusteeship Council: Statement by 
the Representative on the Trusteeship Council 
(Sherman) at the 49th Session of the Trusteeship 
Council, May 17, 1982 


17 33 Status of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands: 
Statement by the High Commissioner to the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands (McCoy) at the 49th 
Session of the Trusteeship Council, May 17, 1982 

18 34 Status ofthe Republic of Palau: Statement by the Vice- 
President of the Republic of Palau (Oiterong) at the 
48th Session of the United Nations Trusteeship 
Council, May 18, 1982 

18 35 Status of the Republic of Palau: Statement by the 
Representative of the Republic of Palau (Salii) at the 
49th Session of the United Nations Trusteeship 
Council, May 18, 1982 


18 36 Status of the Federated States of Micronesia: 
Statement by the Deputy Secretary of External Affairs 
of the Federated States of Micronesia (Takesy) at the 
49th Session of the Trusteeship Council, May 18, 1982 


22 37 The Falkland Islands: Statement by the 
Representative at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in 
the Security Council, May 22, 1982 

26 38 The Falkland Islands: Statement by the 
Representative at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in 
the Security Council, May 26, 1982 

27 39 Kampuchea: Statem. xt by the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State for international Refugee Assistance 
and Relief (Dewey) at the Donors’ Conference on 
Kampuchean Relief, May 27, 1982 
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1 40 The Trust Territory ef the Pacific: Statement by the 
Representative on the Trusteeship Council (She rman) 
at the 49th Session of the Trusteeship Council une 1, 
1982 
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47 


51 


52 


The Falkland Islands: Statement by the 
Representative at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in 
the Security Council, June 4, 1982 

The Middle East: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Security Council, June 6, 1982 
The Middle East: Statement by the Representative at 
the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the Security 
Council, June 8,1982 - 

Not Released 


The Renewal of the Mandate of the United Nations 
Interim Force in Lebenon: Statement by the 
Representative at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in 
the Security Council, June 18, 1982 

The Middle East: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Security Council, June 19, 1982 
The New World Information and Communication 
Order: Statement by the Alternate Representative for 
Special Political Affairs (Lichenstein) in the 
Committee on Information, June 24, 1982 

The Middle East: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Security Council, June 26, 1982 
The Question of Palestine: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special! Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) at the Seventh Emergency Special 
Session of the General Assembly, June 26, 1982 


Roster of the United States Delegation to the Second 
Special Session on Disarmament (16th Special Session 
of the United Nations Genera! Assembly): List Issued 
by the U.S. Mission at the United Nations, June 28, 
1982 


The Use of Chemical and Toxin Weapons: Statement 
by the Representative (Stratton) in the Ad Hoc 
Committee of the Second Special Session on 
Disarmament, June 29, 1982 

Military Expenditures: Statement by the 
Representative (Stratton) in the Ad Hoc Committee of 
the Second Special! Session on Disarmament, June 29, 
1982 
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The Use of Chemical and Toxin Weapons: Statement 
by the Representative (Stratton) in the Ad Hoc 
Committee of the Second Specia! Session on 
Disarmament, June 30, 1982 


Economic and Social Issues Within the United Nations 
System: Statemeit by the Representative on tlie 
Economic and So-:ial Council (Sorzano) in the Economic 
and Social Council, Geneva, July 8, 1982 

Voice of America Broadcasts Into Poland: State: rent 
by the Alternate Representative for Special Polit: al 
Affairs (Lichenstein) in the Committee on Informa. ion, 
July 9, 1982 

Disarmament: Statement by the Representative 
(Feulner) at the Second Specia! Session on 
Disarmament, July 10, 1982 

The Situation Between Iran and Iraq: Statement by 
the Deputy Representative on the Security Council 
(Sherman) in the Security Council, July 12, 1982 
Kampuchea: Statement by the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State for International Refugee Assistance 
and Relief (Dewey) at the Donors’ Conference on 
Kampuchean Relief, July 26, 1982 

Lebanon: Statements by the Representative at the 
United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the Security Council, 
July 29, 1982 


Lebanon: Statement by the Alternate Representative 
on the Security Council (Gershman) in the Security 
Council, August 4, 1982 

Lebanon: Statements by the Alternate Representative 
for Special Political Affairs (Lichenstein), in the 
Security Council, August 6, 1982 

Lebanon: Statement by the Alternate Representative 
for Special Political Affairs (Lichenstein) in the 
Security Council, August 12, 1982 


The Question of Palestine: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) at the Seventh Emergency Special 
Session of the General Assembly, August 19, 1982 
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24 


24 


70 


71 


72 


73 


Kampuchea: Statement by the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State for International Refugee Assistance 
and Relief (Dewey) at the Donors’ Conference on 
Kampuchean Relief, September 16, 1982 

Request for United Nations Observers in asd Around 
Beirut: Announcement Issued September 18, 1982 
Global Negotiations: Closing Statement by the 
Representative on the Economic and Social Council 
(Sorzano) Before the General Assembly, September 20, 
1982 

Puerto Rico: Statement by the Representative at the 
United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the General 
Committee of the General Assembly, September 22, 
1982 

Puerto Rico: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative to the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Padilla) in the General Assembly, 
September 24, 1982 

Puerto Rico: E] Mensaje del Hernan Padilla, Delegado 
Alterno de los Estados Unidos a la 37ma Sesion de la 
Asemblea General de las Naciones Unidas, September 
24, 1982 


Roster of the United States Delegation to the 37th 
Session of the General Assembly: List Issued by the 
U.S. Mission at the United Nations, September 24, 
1982 


Session of the General Assembly , September 24, 1982 
International Conflict: Statement by the Secretary of 
State (Shultz) Before the General Assembly in General 
Debate, September 30, 1982 


‘ 


Appeal! for Three Members of the African Nationa! 
Congress: Statement by the Representative at the 
United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the Genera! Assembly, 
October 1, 1982 


Namibian Negotiations: Communiqué Issued by the 
Contact Group, New York, October 1, 1982 
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74 Reply to Statements Made by Libya and Vietnam: 
Statement by the Representative at the 37th Session of 
the General Assembly (Johnston) in the General 
Assembly, October 7, 1982 


United Nations Budget: Statement by the 
Representative at the 37th Session of the Genera! 
Assembly (Johnston) in Committee V of the Genera! 
Assembly, October 8, 1982 


Racism and Racial Discrimination: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee III of the General 
Assembly (Gershman), October 8, 1982 

Reply to Statements Made by Cuba: Statement by the 


Deputy Representative at the United Nations 
(Adelman) in the Genera! Assembly, October 8, 1982 


il 78 Reply to Statements Made by Cuba and Libya: 
Statement by the Alternate Representative at the 37th 
Session of the General Assembly (Padilla) in the 
General Assembly, October 11, 1982 

13 79 Reply to Statements Made by the Soviet Union: 
Statement by the Deputy Representative on the 

i Economic and Social Council (Goodman) in Committee 

Il of the General Assembly, October 12, 1982 

14 80 Reply to Statements Made by Afghanistan: Statement 
by the Representative at the 37th Session of the 
Genera! Assembly (Lodge) in the Genera! Assembly, 
October 14, 1982 


15 81 Protection, Security, and Safety of Diplomatic and 
Consular Missions and Representatives: Statement by 
the Alternate Representative in Committee VI of the 
General Assembly (Schwab), October 14, 1982 


15 82 Reply to Statements Made by the Soviet Union: 
Statement by the Representative in Committee V of the 
General Assembly (Papendorp), October 15, 1982 

15 83 Self-Determination: Statement by the Representative 
in Committee III of the General Assembly (Gershman), 
October 15, 1982 


15 84 Reply to Statements Made by the Soviet Bloc and Other 
Delegations: Statement by the Representative in 
Committee III of the General Assembly (Gershman), 
October 15, 1982 
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15 85 Reply to Statements Made by Nicaragua: Statement by 
the Deputy Representative at the United Nations 
(Adelman) in the General Assembly, October 15, 1982 
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15 86 Reply to Statements Made by Sweden: Statement by 


the Deputy Representative at the United Nations 
(Adelman) in the General Assembly, October, 15, 1982 


18 87 World Food Day: Statement by the Representative on 
the Economic and Social Council (Sorzano) in the 
General Assembly, October 18, 1982 
International Year of Youth: Statement by the 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Phillips) in Committee III of the Genera! 
Assembly, October 20, 1982 
20 89 Reply to Statements Made by Poland: Statement by 
the Representative at the 37th Session of the Genera! 
Assembly (Lodge) in Committee I of the General 
Assembly, October 20, 1982 


21 90 Elderly and Disabled Persons: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee III of the General 
Assembly (McDonald), October 21, 1987 


21 91 South Africa: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Luce) in the General Assembly, October 21, 
1982 
25 92 Kampuchean Representation: Statement by the 
Representative at the United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in 
the General Assembly, October 25, 1982 


25 93 Transnational Corporations: Statement by the 
Representative in the Economic and Social Council 
(Plattner), October 25, 1982 


25 94 Foreign Economic Activities: Statement by the 
Alternate Representative at the 37th Session of the 
General Assembly (Sherman) in Committee IV of the 
General Assembly, October 25, 1982 


27 95 Arms Control Negotiations: Statement by the 
Representative at the 37th Session of the Genera! 
Assembly (Rostow) in Committee | of the General 
Assembly, October 27, 1982 


27 96 Kampuchea: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Sherman) in the General Assembly, October 
27, 1982 
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27 97 South Africa: Statement by the Representative in 
Committee III of the General Assembly (Gershman), 
October 27, 1982 
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28 98 Reply to Statements Made by the Soviet Union: 


Statement by the Representative at the 37th Session of 
the General Assembly (Lodge) in Committee | of the 
General Assembly, October 28, 1982 

Military Activities: Statement by the Representative 
in Committee IV of the Genera! Assembly (Sherman), 
October 26, 1982 


World Economic Situation: Statement by the 
Representative on the Economic and Social Council 
(Sorzano) in Committee II of the Genera! Assembly, 
October 29, 1982 

Communication Systems: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Specia! Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Special Political Committee of the 
Genera! Assembly, October 29, 1982 

The United Nations Charter: Statemen: by Alternate 
Representative in Committee VI of the Genera! 
Assembly (Schwab), October 27, 1982 

Reply to Statements Made by Cuba, Vietn.m, and 
Laos: Statement by the Representative in C »mmitiee | 
of the General Assembly (Barthelemy), October 29. 
1982 


Date No 


104 


105 


107 


The World Sociai Condition: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee III of the General 
Assembly (Gershman), October 29, 1982 


The World Charter for Nature: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee II of the Genera! 
Assembly (Zimmerman), October 28, 1982 


Chemical Weapons Convention: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee I of the Genera! 
Committee (Fields), November 2, 1982 

Racism and Racial Discrimination: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee III of the Genera! 
Assembly (Gershman), November 2, 1982 


The World Disarmament Campaign: Statement by the 
Deputy Representative at the United Nations 
(Adeiman) in Committee I of the Goneral Assembly, 
November 4, 1982 
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4 109 
3 110 
4 111 
4 112 
4 113 
4 114 
4 115 
4 116 
5 117 
5 118 
9 119 
12 120 


United Nations Staff Members: Statement by the 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Johnston) in Committee V of the General 
A-sembly, November 4, 1982 


Reply to Statements Made by the Soviet Union, the 
German Democratic Republic, and Bulgaria: 
Statement by the Alternate Representative at the 37th 
Session of the General Assembly (Sherman) in the 
Genera! Assembly, November 3, 1982 


Peaceful Uses of Outer Space: Statement by the 
Alternate Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Special Political Committee of the 
Genera! Assembly, November 4, 1982 

The Falkland Islands: Statement by the Deputy 
Representative at the United Nations (Adelman) in the 
General Assembly, November 4, 1982 


The Principle of Non- Use of Force in International 
Relations: Statement by the Alternate Representative 
in Committee VI of the General Assembly (Bond), 
November 4, 1982 


Reply to Statements Made by Nicaragua: Statement by 
the Alternate Representative in Committee VI of the 
Genera! Assembly (Bond), November 4, 1982 


Reply to Statements Made by Nicaragua: Statement by 
the Alternate Representative in Committee VI of the 
General Assembly (Bond), November 4, 1982 

Reply to Statements Made by the Soviet Union and 
Others: Statement by the Representative in 
Committee I of the Genera! Assembly (Akalousky), 
November 4, 1982 


Equality for Women: Statement by the Representative 
to the Commission on the Status of Women (Reynolds) 
in Committee III of the General Assembly, November 
5, 1982 

Reply to Statements Made by Nicaragua: Statement by 
the Representative in Committee | of the General 
Assembly (Clark), November 5, 1982 

Reports of the Joint inspection Unit: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee V of the Genera! 
Assembly (Housholder), November 8, 1982 


The Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands: Statement 
by the Representative in Committee IV of the General 
Assembly (Sherman), November 12. 1982 
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11 


15 


15 


16 


16 


122 


123 


124 


126 


127 


128 


United States Territories: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee IV of the General 
Assembly (Sherman), November 11, 1982 
Commemoration of the Death of Soviet Presiderit 
Brezhnev: Statement by the Representative at the 
United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the General Assembly, 
November 11, 1982 

Policies of Apartheid: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Luce) in the General Assembly, November 
12, 1982 


South Africa: Statement by the Representative in 
Committee IV of the Genera! Ausembly (Sherman), 
November 12, 1982 


Refugees: Statement by the Coordinator for Refugee 
Affairs (Douglas) in Committee III of the General 
Assembly, November 15, 1982 

Peaceful Settlement of Disputes Be ‘ween States: 
Statement by the Representative at : he 37th Session of 
the Genera! Assembly (Johnston) in te General 
Aasem iy, November 15, 1982 


Policies and Programs Relating to Youth: Statement 
by the Representative in Committee II of the General 
Assembly (Gershman), November 15, 182 


The Report of the International! Civil Service 
Commission: Statement by the Representative in 
Committee V of the General Assembly (Johnston), 
November 16, 1982 


The Succession of States in Respect to State Property, 
Archives, and Debts: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Sorzano) in the General Assembly’, 
November 15, 1982 


Cooperation Between the United Nations and the 
Organization of African Unity: Statement by the 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Johnston) in the General Assembly, 
November 16, {982 


Cooperation Between the United Naions and the 
Organization of African Unity: Statement by the 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Johnston) in the General Assembly, 
November 16, 1982 
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132 


133 


134 


135 


136 


137 


138 


139 


140 


141 


NOVEMBER Continued 
o. 


Cooperation Between the United Nations and the 
League of Arab States: Statement by the 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Johnston) in the General Assembly, 
November 16, 1982 

Israeli Action Against Iraqi Nuclear Installations: 
Statement by the Representative at the 37th Session of 
the General Assembly (Johnston) in the General 
Assembly, November 16, 1982 


Operational! Activities for Development: Statement by 
the Representative in Committee II of the General 
Assembly (Hoskins), November 17, 1982 


Reply to Statements Made by Vietnam and Cuba 
Regarding Refugees: Statement by the Representative 
in Committee III of the General Assembly (Gershman), 
November 17, 1982 


Draft Resolutions Before the Committee on a Nuclear 
Freeze: Statement by the Representative at the 37th 
Session of the General Assembly (Lodge) in Committee 
I of the General Assembly, November 18, 1982 


Report of the International Atomic Energy Agency: 
Statement by the Representative at the 37th Session of 
the General Assembly (Johnston) in the General 
Assembly, November 18, 1982 


Announcement of Voluntary Contributions to the 
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees: 
Statement by the Representative to the Ad Hoc 
Committee of the General Assembly (Duggan), 
November 19, 1982 


United States Resolution on Peace and Disarmament 
Movements: Statement by the Representative in 
Committee I of the General Assembly (Gundersen), 
November 19, 1982 


The Use of Artificial Earth Satellites for Direct 
Television Broadcasting: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Special Politicai Committee of the 
General Assembly, November 22, 1982 


The United Nations Relief and Works Agency for 
Palestine Refugees in the Near East: Statement by the 
Alternate Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Ad Hoc Committee for the An- 
nouncement of Voluntary Contributions to the United 
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NOVEMBER—Continued 


Date No. 
23 2=—s«i142 
73 23=—s«143 
23 «2144 
24 145 
24 #8146 
24 =«=147 
26 «4148 
26 «149 
26 = 50 
29 ~=s«151 
29 152(a) 


Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestinian 
Refugees in the Near East, November 22, 1982 


Elimination of All Forms of Religious Intolerance: 
Statement by the Representative at the 37th Session of 
the General Assembly (Kasten) in Committee III of the 
General Assembly, November 23, 1982 


Decolonization: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Padilla) in the General Assembly, 
November 23, 1982 


The Report of the International Law Commission: 
Statement by the Representative in Committee VI of 
the General Assembly (Schwab), November 22, 1982 


Decolonization: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Luce) in the General Assembly, 
November 23, 1982 


Afghanistan: Statement by the Representative at the 
United Nations (Kirkpatrick) in the General Assembly, 
November 24, 1982 


Reply to Statements Made by Iran: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee III of the General 
Assembly (Feldman), November 23, 1982 

Human Rights, Scientific and Technological 
Developments, and Torture: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee III of the General 
Assembly (Gershman), November 26, 1982 


Reply to Statements Made by Cuba and Laos: 
Statement by the Alternate Representative at the 37th 
Session of the General Assembly (Sherman) in the 
General Assembly, November 26, 1982 


Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space: Statement 
by the Representative in Committee I of the General 
Assembly (Milton), November 26, 1982 


The International Campaign Against Traffic in Drugs: 
Statement by the Representative in Committee III of 
the Genera! Assembly (Gershman), Nc vember 29, 1982 


The Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee I of the General 
Assembly (Adamson), November 29, 1982 


gn 
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Date No 


1 152(b) 


156 
2 157 
2 158 
2 159 

160 
3 161 
3 162 
3 163 


Non-First Use of Nuclear Weapons: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee I of the General 
Assembly (Gundersen), November 24, 1982 


Plebiscite on the Compact of Free Association: 
Announcement by the United States and the Republic 
of Palau, December 1, 1982 


Strategy and Policies for Drug Control: Statement by 
the Representative in Committee III of the General 
Assembly (Gershman), December 1, 1982 


United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine 
Refugees in the Near East: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special! Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Special Political Committee of the 
General Assembly, December !, 1982 


Not Released 


Introducing a United States Amendment: Statement 
by the Alternate Representative for Special Political 
Aifairs (Lichenstein) in the Special Political 
Committee of the General Assembly, December 2, 1982 
Questions Relating to Information: Statement by the 
Alternate Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Special Political Committee of the 
General Assembly, December 2, 1982 

Questions Relating to Information: Statement by the 
Alternate Representative for Special! Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the Special Political Committee of the 
General Assembly, December 2, 1982 

Not Released 


The World Program of Action Concerning Disabled 
Persons: Statement by the President of the National 
Office on Disability and Advisor to the Delegation to 
the 37th Session of the General Assembly (Reich) in the 
General Assembly, December 3, 1982 


Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the 
Sea, Introducing an Amendment to Item 28: Statement 
by the Deputy Representative at the United Nations 
(Adelman) in the General Assembly, December 3, 1982 


Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the 
Sea: Statement by the Deputy Representative at the 
United Nations (Adelman) in the General Assembly, 
December 3, 1982 
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DECEMBER—Continued 


Date No. 
3 164 
3 165 
6 166 
7 167 
7 168 
169 
8 170 
8 171 
% 172 
9 173 
i] 174 


Program Planning: Statement by the Representative 
in Committee V of the General Assembly (Papendorp), 


December 3, 1982 


Report of the Economic and Social Council: Statement 
by the Representative in Committee III of the General 
Assembly (Lodge), December 3, 1982 


The Human Rights Situation in Poland: Statement by 
the Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Kasten) in Committee III of the General 
Assembly, December 6, 1982 


Report of the Economic and Social Council: Human 
Rights: Statement by the Representative at the United 
Nations (Kirkpatrick) in Committee III of the General 
Assembly, December 7, 1982 


United Nations Pension System: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee V of the General 
Assembly (Kuttner), December 6, 1982 


The Report of the United Nations High Commissioner 
for Refugees: Statement by the Representative in 
Committee III of the General Assembly (Gershman), 
December 1, 1982 


Policies of Apartheid of the Government of South 
Africa: Statement by the Alternate Representative for 
Special Political Affairs (Lichenstein) in the General 
Assembly, December 7, 1982 


Reply to Statements Made by the Soviet Union 
Regarding Religious Intolerance: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee III of the Genera! 
Assembly (Gershman), November 26, 1982 


Chemical and Bacteriological (Biological) Weapons: 
Statement by the Deputy Representative at the United 
Nations (Adelman) in Committee I of the General 
Assembly, December 8, 1982 


The Report of the International Atomic Energy 
Agency: Statements by the Alternate Representative 
for Special Political Affairs (Lichenstein) in the 
General Assembly, November i9, 1982 


Israeli Practices in the Occupied Territories: 
Statement by the Alternate Representative for Special 
Political Affairs (Lichenstein) in the General 
Assembly, December 3, 1982 
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DECEMBER—Continued 


Date 


10 


10 


10 


10 


10 


10 


13 


15 


15 


15 


No. 


175 


176 


177 


178 


179 


180 


181 


182 


183 


184 


185 


186 


Policies of Apartheid of the Government of South 
Africa: Statement by the Representative at the 37th 
Session of the General Assembly (Luce) in the General 
Assembly, December 9, 1982 

Strengthening International Security: Military 
Spending: Statement by the Representative at the 37th 
Session of the General Assembly (Lodge) in Committee 
I of the General Assembly, December 7, 1982 


Strengthening of International Security: Statement by 
the Representative in Committee I of the General 
Assembly (Craighead), December 9, 1982 


The Question of Palestine: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative at the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly (Sherman) in the General Assembly, 
December 10, 1982 


Strengthening of International Security: Statement by 
the Representative in Committee I of the General 
Assembly (Craighead), December 9, 1982 


Comprehensive Test Ban: Statement by the Deputy 
Representative at the United Nations (Adelman) in the 
General Assembly, December 9, 1982 


Guatemala: Statement by the Representative in 
Committee III of the General Assembly (Gershman), 
December 9, 1982 


Chile: Statement by the Representative in Committee 
III of the General Assembly (Gershman), December 10, 
1982 


The World Disarmament Campaign: Statement by the 
Alternate Representative at the 37th Session of the 
General Assembly (Luce) in the General Assembly, 
December 13, 1982 

The Report of the Economic and Social Council: 
Statements by the Representative in Committee III of 
the General Assembly (Gershman), December 10, 1982 
The Report of the Economic and Social Council: 
Statement by the Representative in Committee III of 
the General Assembly (Gershman), December 9, 1982 


Human Rights in El Salvador: Statement by the 
Representative in Committee III of the General 
Assembly (Gershman), December 10, 1982 
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- DECEMBE tinued 
Date Neo. 


15 187 Khmer Refugee Relief: Statement by the 
Representative at the Khmer Relief Donors’ Meeting 
(Sorzano), New York, December 15, 1982 


16 188 The Complaint by Lesotao Against South Africa: 
Statement by the Alternate Representative for Special 
Political Affairs (Lichenstein) in the Security Council, 
December 16, 1982 

17 189 Palau, the Marshall Islands, and the Federated States 
of Micronesia: Statement by the Representative at the 
Special Session of the Trusteeship Council (Sherman), 
December 16, 1982 


17 190 The Middle East: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the General Assembly, December 16, 
1982 


191 Not Released 


20 192 The Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy: Statement by 
the Alternate Representative for Special Political 
Affairs (Lichenstein) in the General Assembly, 
December 17, 1982 


20 193 Global Negotiations: Statement by the Deputy 
Representative at the United Nations (Adelman) in the 
General Assembly, December 20, 1982 


21 194 Report of the Economic and Social Council: Measures 
Against Nazi, Fascist, and Neo-Fascist Activities: 
Statement by the Representative in the General 
Assembly (Gershman), December 17, 1982 


21 195 Reply to Statements Made by Nicaragua and Cuba on 
Human Rights: Statements by the Representative in 
Committee III of the General Assembly (Gershman), 
December 10, 1982 


21 196 Micronesia: Statement by the Representative at the 
Special Session of the Trusteeship Council (Sherman), 
December 20, 1982 


21 197 Program Budget 1982-1983: Statement by the 
Representative in the General Assembly (Papendorp), 
December 20, 1982 


21 198 The Question of Palestine and the Situation in the 
Middle East: Statement by the Alternate 
Representative for Special Political Affairs 
(Lichenstein) in the General Assembly, December 20, 
1982 
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JOHN ©. DOLIBOIS 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO LUXEMBOURG 





John E. Dolibois, of Ohio, was sworn in as Ambassador to 
Luxembourg on Senvtember 28, 1981. He succeeds James G. 
Lowenstein. a 


Mr. Dolibois served in the United States Army as Captain 
from 1942-46. He was with Procter and Gamble of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, as Industrial Engineer in 1942 and from 1946-47. 

Since 1947 he has been Vice President (Development and Alumni 
Affairs) at Miami University, Oxford, Ohio. He served asa 
Member of the Board of Foreign Scholarships in 1969-77. 


Mr. Dolibois graduated from Miami University (A.B., 1942). 
He is married and has three children. He was born December 
4, 1918, in Luxembourg. 
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For further information contact: 
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WILLIAM J. DYESS 
AMBASSADOR TO THE KINGDOM OF THE NETHERLANDS 


ER COT 


William J. Dyess, of Alabama, was sworn in on August 
21, 1981, as the United ‘tates Ambassador to the Kingdom 
of the Netherlands. He . ucceeds vice Geri M. Joseph. 
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Mr. Dyess entered the Foreign Service in 1958 and served 
in the Department as Exchange Program Officer, and then 
Intelligence Research Specialist. n 1960-61 he attended 
Serbo-Croation language training at the Foreign Service 
Institute. He was Political Officer in Belgrade (1961-63) 
and in Copenhagen (1963-65). in 1965 he attended Russian 
language training at the Foreign Service Institute. In 
1966-68 he was Administrative Officer, then Political 
Officer in Moscow and Political Officer at the United 
States Mission Berlin in 1968-70. In the Department he 
was International Relations Officer (1970-75), Executive 
Director of the Bureau of Public Affairs (1975-77), and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Public Affairs 
(1977-80). In 1980, he served as the Assistant Secretary 
of State for Public Affairs. 


Re 
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“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Mr. Dyess graduated from the University of Alabama 
(B.A., 1950; M.A., 1951). He served in the U.S. Army in 
1953-56. He received the Meritorious Honor Award in 1973. 
Mr. Dyess is married and has one child. He was born 
August 1, 1929, in Troy, Alabama. 


For fulbther information contact: 
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PAUL HERON ROBINSON, JR. 






PAE 5, 
No. 


UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO CANADA 





An international businessman prior to his appointment, 
Mr. Robinson headed a firm of specialist brokers in group 
insurance and mutual funds. 
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He founded and served as President of Robinson Inc., 
which was organized in 19€0. Mr. Robinson developed two 
other firms in the early seventies, Robinson Administra- 
tive Services, Inc. and Robinson-Coulter Ltd., London. In 
addition to offices in five US cities and London, the firm 
is represented in Australia and New Zealand. 


Mr. Robinson was born in Chicago on June 22, 1930, the 
son of Paul Heron and Virginia Jane Croft Robinson. His 
ancestry is Canadian. His great great grandmother, his 
grandfather and his great grandfather were born in a farn- 
ing community north of Kingston. His great grandfather, 
Hugh Heron, later emigrated with his family to Chicago 
where he became a publisher and bookseller -- and whose 
business survived the Great Fire of 1871. 


In 1963 Mr. Robinson graduated from the College of 
Commerce and Business Administration of the University of 
Illinois where he majored in public affairs. The same 
year, he married the former Martha C. Bidwell. The couple 
have a daughter, Virginia Louise, age 12. During 1953-55 
Mr. Robinson saw service in the Korean War as a commis- 
sioned officer in the US Navy. He operated with destroyer 
unite of the Royal Canadian Navy in Korean waters. 


"Declassified for Publication tn American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Mr. Robinson was an early supporter of President 
Ronald Reagan, serving as Finance Chairman for the Reagan 
1979-80 primary campaign in Illinois. He also served as a 
member of the then Governor Reagan's Naval Advisory 
Committee during the general election. 


Mr. Robinson has served on the Executive Board of the 
Chicago Council of the Boy Scouts of America, is a member 
of the US Chamber of Commerce and maintains memberships in 
the Capitol Hill Club and in the Army/Navy Club in 
Washington, and in the Chicago Club. 


A frequent visitor to Canada over the years for both 
business and pleasure, Mr. Robinson and his family vaca- 
tioned last summer at Banff and Lake Louise. His hobbies 
include ranchin¢ and horseback riding. He is an avid 
baseball and protessional football fan. 


For further information contact: 
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KEITH F. NYBORG 


AMERICAN AMBASSADOR TO FINLAND 


Ambassador Nyborg presented his credentials as Amercian 
Ambassador to Finland on September 18, 1981. 


Ambassador Nyborg was formerly President and General 
Manager of Finlandia Ranch, Incorporated, a family-owned 
corporation near Ashton, Idaho. In 1976, he served as advisor 
to the Bureau of Reclamation and the Water and Power Resources 
Service for the settlement of flood damage claims following the 
Teton Dam flood disaster. He has been President of the Board 
of Directors of Fremont Coop Supply, the Boom Creek Canal 
Company and Yellowstone Grain Growers, Inc., in Ashton; the 
Farmers Grain Cooperative, Ogden, Utah; the Idaho Cooperative 
Council, Boise, Idaho; the Squirrel Meadows Cattle Association, 
Ashton, Idaho; and the Fremont-Madison Cattlemen's Association 
of St. Anthoi.*, Idaho. He has served twice with the U.S. 
Government -- from 1977-79 with the Department of Agriculture, 
and from 1979-80 with the Department of Interior. . 


Ambassador Nyborg is fluent in Finnish. He served as a 
voluntary church representative to Finland for three years, 
and as an interpreter and guide for the United States Olympic 
Team during the 1952 Games in Helsinki. He was an instructor 
of Finnish and Finland's culture for eight years at the Ricks 
College Language Training Mission for L.D.S. missionaries going 


to Finland. 


Born in Idaho in 1930, Ambassador Nyborg attended Ricks 
College, with a major in Agriculture and a minor in Business 
Administration. He served in the U.S. Army from 1954-56. Mr. 
Nyborg and his wife, Raija, have three children. 


For further information conmtact: 
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For further information contact: 
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HARRY E. BERGOLD, JR. 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO HUNGARY 





Harry Bergold has been Ambassador to Hungary since 
March 1980. 


Born in New York on November 11, 1931, Ambassador 
Bergold has his degrees from Yale, a BA in 1953 and an 
MA in 1957. For two years between receiving those degrees, 


he served in the Army in Japan. ° 


Ambassador Bergold entered the Foreign Service in 1957 
and served in the Department, Latin America and Europe in 
his first tours. From 1966-72, he served as political- - 
military counselor in Madrid, participating in bases 
negotiations and the management of our military relationship 


with the Spanish. 


From 1973-75, Ambassador Bergold was Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (ISA) for European and NATO Affairs 
and in 1976 he was appointed Principal Deputy Assistant . 
Secretary of Defense for Legislative Affairs. From 1977-79, 
he was Assistant Secretary of Energy for international 
Affairs. Although having served in other Departments, 
Ambassador Bergold retained throughout his status as a 
career Foreign Service officer. 


Ambassador Bergold is a member of the Council on Foreign 
Relations, the International Institute of Strategic Studies, 
and the Oxford Energy Club. 


He is married to Karlene G. Knieps, who is also a 
Foreign Service officer. 
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FRANCIS J. MEEHAN 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO POLAND 








Foreign 


Ambassador Meehan was sworn in as the United States 
Ambassador to Poland on October 8, 1980. He succeeds 
William E. Schaufele Jr., who retired from the Foreign 
Service. 


From 1979 until his present assignment, Ambassador 
Meehan was the United States Ambassador to the Czechoslovak 
Socialist Republic. He has been a foreign service officer 
since 1951, 


He was born February 14, 1924,. in East Orange, New 
Jersey. He received an M.A. from the University of Glasgow 
in 1945 and an M.P.A. from Harvard University in 1957. 

He served in the U.S. Army from 1945 to 1947. 


Meehan joined the Foreign Service in 1951 and served in 
Frankfurt, Hamburg, Paris, Moscow, and at the State Department. 
From 1967 to 1968 he was deputy executive secretary of the 
Department of State, and from 1968 to 1972 he was teputy 
chief of mission in Budapest. 
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From 1972 to 1975 Meehan was counselor for political 
affairs in Bonn. He was deputy chief of mission in Vienna 
from 1975 to 1977 and in Bonn from 1977 to 1979. 


“Declassified for Publication in American 









For further information contact: 
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FRANKLIN S. FORBERG 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO SWEDEN 





Ambassador Forsberg has most recentiy 
been President of Forsberg Associates, Inc., a New 
York organization consulting in communication matters 
with newspapers, magazines, books, radio and 
television companies. He has previously served as 
Executive Vice President and Director of Holt, 
Rinehart & Winston; Publisher of “Field and Strean*® 
maga wine and four other periodicals; Publisher and 
Board member of Popular Mechanics Publishing Company 
and Street and Smith Publishing Company, Inc.; and 
Publisher of “Mademoiselie" and "Charm" magazines. 


During World War II, former-Colonel Forsberg 
created "Yank" and reactivated "Stars and Stripes® 


| periodicals, and distributed them to our troops 


throughout the world. 


Ambassador Forsberg is the recipient of 
the Distinguished Service Medal from the United 
States; the Ordec of the British Empire from Great 
Britain; the Royal Order of Vasa from the Swedish 
King; and several awards from the publishing 
industry. He holds a B.S. in Economics, a M.B.A. in 


Poreign Trade and an honorary Doctor of Laws degree.. 


Be has been married to Ann Rountree since 1944, 
and has three children (Kristin Forsberg Williams, 
and Lars and Erik Forsberg). 
Greenwich, Connecticut. 
speaks Swedish. 


Bis home is in 
Mr. Porsberg reads and 
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ROBERT STRAUSZ-HUPE 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO TURKEY 





2 Ambassador Strausz-Hupe was sworn in as the United 
States Ambassador to Turkey on July 29, 1981. He 
succeeds James W. Spain. 


Foreign 


Previously Dr. Strausz-Hupe was posted as Ambassador 
to NATO (1976-1977), Ambassador to Sweden (1974-76), 
Ambassador to Belgium (1972-74), and as Ambassador to 
Ceylon and the Republic of Maldives (1970-72). 


Born in Vienna, Austria on March 25, 1903, Dr. Strausz-Hupe 
entere. the United States in 1923 and became a naturalized 
citizer fifteen years later. 


Dr. Strausz-Hupe earned his M.A. and Ph.D degrees from 
the Unive.sity of Pennsylvania and joined the University 
staff as an Associate Professor of Political Science in 
1946 after six years on the faculty as a special lecturer. 
From 1939 to 1941 he was also Associate Editor of 


"Current History." 


Dr. Strausz-Hupe was founder and Director of the 
Foreign Policy Research Institute at the University of 
Pennsylvania from 1952-1970. For the past three years, 
he has been a consultant to the Institute. Dr. Strausz-Hupe 
is the author of over ten major publications on international 
and foreign affairs. He has been a Director of the Atlantic 
j Council of the United States, a member of the Research 

Council of the Atlantic Institute, a Fellow of the Royal 

Geographic Society, and a member of the American Political 


Science Association. 


"Declassified for Publication in American 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Dr. Strausz-Hupe married the former Mayrose Ferreira 
in August 1979. 





For further information contact: 
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ARTEUR A. SA! I 
UNITED STATES AMSASSAPCR TO TRE SOVIET UNION 








Arthur A. Hartman, of New Jersey, was sworn in as United 
States Ambassador to the Soviet Union on Cctober 14, 1981. 
Mr. Hartman is a career Foreign Service Officer holding the 
rank of Career Hinister. 


“rs. Hartman was born on March 12, 1926, i 

Yor“. He received his B.A. Cegree from Fo 
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2 1972 he was appointed Deputy Chief of Nisei 
Minister-Counselor at the United States Mission to ey 
Communities in Brussels. Fren 5 an until 1977 Mr. Har 
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£ 
He was sworn in as United States Aabassader to France on 
vune 13, 1977, and served in Paris until his aysointmert to the 





In 19790 Mr. Hartman received the Presidential Manacenment 
improvement Award and in 1972 the Cistinguiched Fonor Award. 

“rc. Bartman is married te Donna Van Dyke rord. fhe has nad 
& varied career as mcocher (cf five children), student of 
Stcivlogy, teacner ard 2s garden consultant in a partnership 
knewn as "Garden fsr All Seasons." In relation to theirs 
assicnmont in Pacis. !'s. Hartman arrangcd with Leading nmuscurs 
ang colleccera for a sollection of American ert to hang in the 
Frarican Onbaszsy. 
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MELVIN HERBERT EVANS SWORN IN AS UNITED STATES 
AMBASSADOR TO TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO . 


Melvin Herbert Evans, M.D. of the Virgin Islands was sworn 
in December 4, 1981 as United States Ambassador to Trinidad and 
Tobago. He succeeds Irving G. Cheslaw. 


Dr. Evans was Physician in Charge at Frederiksted Municipal 
Hospital, St. Croix, V.I. from 1945 to 1948 and in 1950-51. 
From 1948 to 1950 he was Senior Assistant Surgeon and Teaching 
Fellow in Medicine at Howard University. From 1951 to 1959 he 
was Chief Municipal Physician at St. Croix, and from 1959 to 1967 
he was Commissioner of Health for the Virgin Islands. 
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From 1962 to 1966 Dr. Evans was Chairman of the Governor's 
Commission on Human Resources. He was a member of the Selective 
Service Board of Appeals (Virgin Islands) from 1967 to 1969. He 
Was Governor of the Virgin Islands from 1969 to 1975 (appointed 
1969-71 and elected 1971-75). In 1979-80 he was Delegate to the 
United States Congress from the Virgin Islands. He practiced 
medicine at St. Croix from 1967 to 1969, from 1976 to 1978 and 
from January 1981 until he was named Ambassador. 
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Dr. Evans was born August 7, 1917 in the Virgin Islands. He 
is a graduate of Howard University (S.B., 1940; M.D., 1944) and 
of the University of California at Berkeley (M.P.H., 1967). He 
is married and has four children. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 6, 1982 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. I wanted 
to take this opportunity this morning to provide an on-the- 
record overview of the just completed visit of Chancellor 
Schmidt with special focus on the relationship of that visit 
to ongoing events in Poland, and to summarize for you in 
general and to answer your questions on the Polish situation 
as it now stands and events related to it. 





First, I think it's important that we understand that the 
visit of the Chancellor, which was scheduled before the Polish 
crisis and which in his own terms was designed to exchange 
views with President Reagan on the international economic 
situation, of course took on a difierent character in the wake 
of the crisis in Poland and, therefore, a large portion of the 
discussions between the two leaders focused on the Polish 
situation itself. 


At the conclusion of it, a joint statement by President Reagan 
and Chancellor Schmidt was released yesterday afternoon, which 
I think encompasses in a very detailed way the overall 
character of the discussions and the close accord that was 
arrived at between the two leaders, 


Certainly first and foremost within that broad term "accord" 
was a common assessment of what is happening in Poland and why 
it is happening, and a common view between the two leaders 
that the Soviet Union bears a heavy responsibility for the 
situation in Poland today. 


We were fortunate that the meeting itself between the two 
leader: occurred at a time when there was a meeting of the Ten 
in Europe, attended by Foreign Minister Genscher, representing 
the Federal Republic of Germany, and the Foreign Minister flew 
from that meeting here to Washington and provided President 
Reagan and the Chancellor with a detailed report of the out- 
come of that meeting. 


That meeting itself represented a very positive outcome and 
reflected a general consensus within the ten on the situation 
in Poland, the responsibility of the Soviet Union, and I think 
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agreed with the position taken by President Reagan 2ad 
Chancellor Schmidt both -- a common position -- on what was 
necessary in Poland today to remedy the current ey 
state of affairs. 


First, an immediate lifting of martial law; second, a release 
of the prisoners; and, third, national reconciliation through 
compromise and negotiation among Solidarity, specifically, the 
Church and the Government and Party. 


The discussions between the President and Chancellor Schmidt 
also touched upon the subject of economic sanctions, respec- 
tive policies vis-a-vis the Government of Poland on the one 
hand and the Soviet Union on the other, and both agreed to 
pursue intensive consultations on a bilateral basis as well as 
collectively within the existing fora to deal with this 
subject. 


As you know, there will be a NATO Foreign Ministers meeting on 
the llth in Brussels at which I will represent the United 
States Government. I had an opportunity during Foreign 
Minister Genscher's fortuitous visit here to discuss that 
meeting which we hope will further consolidate and unify the 
Western approaches to the Polish question. 


I am not going to go through the joint statement that was 
published yesterday afternoon, but I would hope that you would 
focus your attention to that statement. I hope all here have 
a copy of it. 


I think in general and in summary that I speak for President 
Reagan in emphasizing his great sense of satisfaction with the 
outcome of this visit, with the rapport which has existed from 
the outset of this Administration that he has established 

with Chancellor Schmidt, and with his sense of confidence that 
Western unity, Western solidarity, remains the essential aspect 
of the outcome of the Polish crisis; and that what we are 
really witnessing, and we must continually keep that fact in 
mind in our analysis and observations, is a profound failure 

in the East and not disarray in the West. 


I welcome your questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the President said after his meeting 
with the Chancellor yesterday that if the Alliance fails to 
insist that the Soviet Union stop pressuring Poland directly 
and indirectly, the gravest consequences for international 
relations could ensue. 





Would you elaborate on that? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: iI think the words were very carefully chcsen, 
and they say precisely what they mean in the context of the 
obligation of the Soviet Union not to be an advocate, as it 
has been, publicly and officially of repression in Poland; and 
a joint assessment that the Soviet leadership has an obliga- 
tion to abide by the provisions of the Helsinki Final Act 
whether these violations occur within what is referred to as 
the Western world or the Eastern world. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in his news conference yesterday, 
Chancellor Schmidt left me with the impression that even if 
the situation continues as it is today in Poland, that the 

United States will return to the INF talks in Geneva a week 
from today. 





Is that a correct impression? 


SECRETARY HAIG: This was a topic that was discussed with con- 
siderable care between President Reagan and Chancellor 
Schmidt. Both leaders believe that these INF talks constitute 
a very special category of East-West relations, and, as such, 
they must be dealt with outside the context of what we would 
refer to as more normal East-West relationships because there 
are fundamental advantages to the West as well as the East in 
the continuation of a dialogue seeking control of nuclear 
armaments. 








I would suggest that both leaders concluded that there should 
be a continuation of this dialogue except under the most 
exceptional of circumstances, and I don't include the current 
situation to include that. 
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QUESTION: If I could just follow up: And how about your 
meeting with Foreign Minister — Is that also still on 
schedule? 








SECRETARY HAIG: That meeting which is scheduled for the 27th 
of this month in Geneva, we are looking at very carefully in 
the context of the current situation and events which will 
occur between now and then. But I would underlie also the 
position of President Reagan in a recent interview in which 
he was asked about the importance of summitry. 





I know that the President feels very, very strongly that 
perhaps in time of crisis, communication between governments 
is more, rather than less, important, and we intend to main- 
tain communications. 
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That does not give you a firm commitment to go ahead with the 
meeting because there are a number of uncertainties facing us 
in Poland which could have an impact on the decision, but as 

of now the inclination would be to be sure that lines of con- 
munication are maintained. 


QUESTION: Could you explain, Mr. Secretary, the rationale 
behind setting up a high-level special coordinator for 
American-German relations as Opposed to American-French, 
American-Italian? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think both governments have felt that 
generation gaps, if you will, sometimes contribute to a lack 
of appropriate communication, especially among our young, and 
we are seeking -- and the President has agreed with a proposal 
made by the Federal Republic -- to establish a special 
approach to a whole host of German-American activities, both 
unofficial and government-sponsored, designed to be sure that 
the historic and traditional friendship and understanding be- 
tween the German people -- and especially the youth -- and the 
American people -- and especially the youth -- is facilitated 
and augmented. That's in general the purpose of this. 





It was agreed tc in general before this meeting as a result of 
a common assessment, and it was formalized in the joint 
statement. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you were asked a question a moment 
ago about the possibility of your meeting Gromyko at the end 
of the month, and in your answer you raised the issue of sum- 
mitry and then addressed yourself to that possibility. 





How is one to understand that? Were you talking about sum 
mitry between yourself and -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I was talking about communication in general 





at high levels, whether it be at the summit or at the foreign 
minister and Secretary of State level, that clearly it is the 
President's view that while this is desirable at all times, in 
times of crises such communication may be even more important. 


I think that's why the President said in answer to a question, 
"Will events in Poland affect whether or not you have a summit 
with Chairman Brezhnev," he said, “It may and it may not," 

if you will recall, in a recent interview. 


The point I want to make is that the President is very sen- 
sitive to the requirement to maintain rather than to terminate 
communications in.time of crisis. 















"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


N 
fe @) 
fo.) 
f_ 
a 
"n 
~ 
: 
8 
» 
° 
s. 
= 
oO 
y 
5) 
—_ 
~~ 
[2] 
a. 


-5- PR# 11 


QUESTION: Have the two sides exchanged messages on the possi- 
bility of a summit since the Polish crisis began? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, given what we know about what 
Chancellor Schmidt said before coming to meet with President 
Reagan, to what can you point to say that there has been any 
change in the West German position on Poland and on the Soviet 
Union? 





Has there been any change since the meeting? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think I would refer you first and foremost 
to the joint statement. It speaks for itself, and it 
expresses a common point of view on a number of very specific 
issues which had been the source of rather hyperactive press 
speculation prior to the visit. 





I think as is the case in all visits of this kind, and 
discussions, the views of the participants are shaped by the 
exchanges that occur. On the other hand, in this instance 
it's also very clear that some of the differences that were 
speculated about before the visit did not really exist at all 
in the first instance. 


I think in that regard it would be very well to refer back to 
the statement of the Chancellor to the Bundestag and the reso- 
lution of the West German Bundestag. If one will read that 
very carefully, they will see a very, very close alignment of 
the West German view with the American view from the outset of 
this crisis. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, talking about communications, the 
German Government tries, obviously in one way, to obtain the 
realization of the three principles mentioned in the con- 
munigque by having contact with the Polish leadership -- the 
visit of Mr. Rakowski with Mr. Genscher in Germany. 





I wonder whether you, the American Government, considers the 
possivility also to use that channel and having direct high- 
level contacts between your government and the Polish 
leadership at the moment? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't know of any bias against such con- 
munications here, but we've been well served by Ambassador 
Meehan's contacts, both with the Prime Minister and the 
Foreign Minister in Warsaw. He's had several detailed 
meetings. He had a meeting following the meeting of the Ten 
with the Prime Minister in which similar exchanges were 
provided. 
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I think the important thing for us to understand in this 
respect is that regardless of the view you have of the role of 
the current government or the ruling junta -- which, as I 
understand, is four military men and four civilian leaders -- 
that the consequences of their action, if it were to continue, 
are going to result in a worsening of their relationships with 
the Western world at large and with the United States in 


' particular. 


With respect to Western policies on Poland itself, I think 
there's a clear convergence of view on actions to be taken 
with respect to Poland -- future credits, government-to- 
government assistance, all of which have been placed in 
jeopardy -- and also the concurrent need recognized, I think, 
by all Western leaders that we have an obligation to provide 
for the humanitarian aspects of this crisis and to do so in a 
way that we can be assured that such Western assistance will 
go the people of Poland and not to a repressive regime which 
would be reinforced by such assistance. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I have a number of specific items. 
One, do you expect either at the NATO meeting or in that same 
time period any concerted action or parallel actions by the 
Allies on sanctions against the Soviet Union? 





And, secondly, is it possible to flesh out the references in 
the communique to: One, a foreign ministers level meeting of 
the CSCE conference; and, secondly, of raising the Polish 
matter within the framework of the United Nations? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think first with respect to the upcoming 
NATO meeting at Foreign Minister level, I would say that what 
we are looking for is a convergence of assessment, much as we 
did in a bilateral sense with the Chancellor's visit here and 
our earlier discussion. I would hope for a vigorous and 
robust and realistic common assessment on Monday. 





With respect to Poland, as J say, and our relationships with 
the Polish Government, I would anticipate some substantial 
convergence of view. 


With respect to the question of economic sanctions against the 
Soviet Union, clearly each member government has an entirely 
different set of problems and a different set of assets with 
which they can deal with this subject. I would not anticipate 
a uniform outcome on that very difficult issue. I would anti- 
cipate, however, very clear language with respect to Soviet 
responsibility for events and Soviet obligations to deal with 
those events, and clearly a reiteration of the consequences of 
Soviet involvement in even greater repression as well as a 
continuing repressicn. 
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Now, yOu raised two other aspects that I want to answer 
because the one had to do with the CSCE meeting and the call 
-- an urgent call -- which we support, and which the President 
and the Chancellor discussed, and which the meeting of the Ten 
also suggested. Clearly, you know that such meetings involve 
not just the Western nations -- the Ten or the NATO family of 


nations; they involve the non-aligned and they involve the 
Soviet Union. 


Sc there is no way of predicting whether or not such a meeting 
will occur. But I do believe if the Soviet Union refused to 
attend such a meeting that this is a clear signal for the 

world to assess, in the context of their adherence to the spirit 
of the Helsinki fora and ongoing discussions related to the 
Final Act, as well as their current state of mind with respect 
to the crisis in Poland. 


Now, the last one, the reference to the United Nations in the 
joint statement yesterday was not designed to outline a speci- 
fic body of the United Nations but generally that at the 
appropriate time that we would be prepared to join in an effort 
to bring the Polish crisis to the attention of the world body. 
And whether that would be in the humanitarian area and the 
bodies associated with humanitarian problems remains to be 
seen, but I would expect that would be the case. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, at this point does the United States 
want West Germany to impose economic sanctions against the 
Soviet Union? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I would say the answer to that question is 
that we recognize that the West German Government is operating 
from a rather different base with respect to the economic 
impact of actions that they may or may not take vis-a-vis the 
Soviet Union, What we are seeking is a clear recognition -- 
which I think the Chancellor's visit confirmed -- of Soviet 
responsibility and obligations associated with events in 
Poland and that the overall relationship between Western 
governments and the Soviet Union will, in the final analysis, 
be determined by Soviet conduct in this crisis. 





You know there have been a number of viewpoints suggesting 
that the Soviets bear no responsibility, that this is exclu- 
sively an internal matter in Poland. The facts and joint. 
assessments contribute to precisely the opposite conclusion. 
And that was arrived at bilaterally here, although I don't 
think it required particular education on the part of either 


of the leaders. I think they came into the meeting with that 
assumption. 
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QUESTION: I'd like to follow that up. If I understand you 
correctly, you are saying that we do not want to pursue busi- 
ness as usual with the Russians and that it's 0.K. with us if 
the Germans do. 





SECRETARY HAIG: That's not at all what I said. What I said 
was we are not asking for lock-step treatment of this problem 
given our differing bases. Business as usual, we would hope, 
would not be carried out in this current climate under any set 
of circumstances; and I think yesterday's statement is 
anything but an affirmation of business as usual. 








QUESTION: Can you explain -- when we had a briefing in this very 
room about the differences between the way the Soviets were 
communicating with us and with the Germans and the fact that 
there was a gap in the way the German Government looked at 

this event, while we wanted the same three conclusions -- that 
their analysis was quite different from ours. Now, what 
happened? Did we learn something from Schmidt, or did Schmidt 
learn something from us? What brought about the great accord 
between leaders? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I hope, Karen, we both learned from 
each other. I know we always do. 





Well, first, let me point out that we definitely did get a 
greater appreciation for Chancellor Schmidt's attitude on this 
Polish crisis; and I think we all learned, as as result of his 
expositions here and his reference to his Bundestag speech, in 
which he complained bitterly -- and I think with justification 
-- seemed to have dropped on a disappearing cloud in the Western press 
and in the American press, and he expressed disappointment 
that no one in the American press looked very carefully at 
that statement. I think in that sense we could take justified 
criticism not only in the Western press and American press but 
here in the Department as well. There are always some dif- 
ferences in nuance between different levels of contact, and 
that's the great value of having two leaders sit down. 

And in that context I think both the President and Chancellor 
Schmidt had their own views modified and shaped by the 
exchanges. 


In the case of Chancellor Schmidt, I would not want to attri- 
bute it to the discussions here or to a clarification of views 
that he has had prior to coming here. I think his Bundestag 
speech certainly would justify the latter theory -- that he 
already had those views. 
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QUESTION: Can I just follow that with one more specific 
thing? He seemed to imply yesterday that one of the 

things he had learned from President Reagan is that he does 
have a tremendously deep reservation about imposing a grain 
embargo. Did the President tell him that basically we're not 
going to impose a grain embargo? And, if not, what specific 
actions can we expect at Brussels next week? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. I don't think the President suggested 

for a moment that it might not be necessary in the period 

ahead to view the full range of American Soviet relationships 
beyond those which have have already been affected as being mat- 
ters that would have to be considered. But I think both 

leaders expressed the view that economic sanctions per se 

indeed involve some liabilities and have limited impact when 
political decisions are made in capitals. You can only expect 
so much from them in near-term policy management. 





You know the President's longstanding view with respect to 
grain itself -- and that is that he does not feel that it's 
constructive to isolate one segment of our business and impose 
a burden on one segment of American society in dealing with 
the economic sanction question but rather he would approach it 
from a very broadly-based sanction. 


Now, in that context, the situation has yet to develop in such a 
way that such a conclusion would be appropriate in either the 
President's view or in mine; and I think Chancellor Schmidt 
shares that same attitude. But both recognize the extreme 


importance of grain as an economic: sanction in American-Soviet 
relationships. 


QUESTION: But it sounds like both are doing what Russell Long 
used to say about taxes. “Don't tax you, don't tax me; tax 

that fellow behind the tree" and that in each instance every- 
body is saying, "I don't want to give up my meetings; I don't 


want to give up my economic leverage. You do it, or we'll just 
talk about it.” 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. I don't think that's the case at all. I 
think the case is to recognize the limitations of the act -- 

to recoynize there are two sides to it -- to recognize that one 
nation cannot apply, as we learned in the post-Afghan grain 
embargo, as limited as it was -- and it was limited -- that 
unless you approach it either on a broad front nationally -- 
and perhaps even more importantly in the case of grain, inter- 
nationally -- that other grain producers do not support the 
action -- that in the long run it will fall of its own weight 


because of the contradictions and inconsistencies that it 
poses. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Chancellor several times and 
now you have raised this issue of the American press not 
reporting his Bundestag speech and his resolution. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think I quoted it. That was in that 
regard. 





¢. .;*f0ON: Yes. Well, you added some thoughts of your own. I 
vou! Tike to ask whether anybody has researched this. 

Bu the Bundestag speech and the resolution were the main 
topics, the lead topics, of the lengthy article in The 
Washington Post the following day and The New York Times -- 
two newspapers which I assume the Embassy here reads -- and 
while this is not the American press per se, certainly they're 
major newspapers. 








Why is this being done? Why is this being said? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Simply because it was so said, and I have so 
stated to you it was said. Now -- 








QUESTION: But these events were reported in the Post. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think the main point the Chancellor 

was trying to make -- and with some justification -- is that 
there's a certain tendency -- and I don't attribute 

this to the press per se; I attribute it to those who talk to 
the press, those who are very much engaged and concerned about 
the situation in Poland -- that there's a tendency for us to 
sometimes even masochistically attribute events in Poland to 
failures in the West. The fundamental reality of Poland is a 
failure of the Marxist/Leninist system. And if we turn it 
into a failure of the Western system I think it would be an 
abuse of our own common interests -- but, also, somewhat of an 
abuse of reality -- and I don't mean to suggest by that that 
there haven't been differences. There have always been on 
unprogrammed or on unanticipated international events. And I 
don't even put that in this category because we have long been 
involved in mutual consultations on the likelihood of a crisis 
in Poland, certainly over the last year. 





Now, don't misread what I said or what I said the Chancellor 
said subjectively. The point is that he felt -- and I think 
with justification -- that he had taken a rather robust early 
position on the crisis in Poland six days after the crisis 
happened, and he was one of the first Western leaders to be out 
on record. And he was probably sensitive, as I would be were 

I he, of a lot of criticism to suggest that he was less than 
robust. 
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Now, be that as it may, that's not the issue. The issue today 
is: "Where are we today?" And we are today as cited in the 
joint statement that was released yesterday, and I would 
suggest that that reflects a high degree of unanimity between 
the United States and West Germany on the Polish question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, thank you very much. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. 








QUESTION: One more. 


QUESTION: If the Marxist/Leninist system -- as you describe it 
now -- is such a failure, why is the United States holding out 
the prospect of aid if things ease? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it's awfully important, Mr. 
Kalb, to recognize that there are values in Western societies 
that cannot be cast aside, even in the context of fundamental 
interests; and one of those values is to assist people who are 
facing starvation and deprivation, and in this context what we 
are talking about is making such assistance conditional in 
several respects -- one, in the context of being sure that it 
gets to the people and does not become an asset for further 
repression by government; and, secondly, to be sure that it is 
a contributor to the process or the outcome that we are 
seeking to achieve in terms of the maintenance of the freedom 
of Sclidarity, the influence and autonomy of the Church, and a 
reconciliation which we hope would continue the process of 
rejuvenation internally in Poland. 





UESTION: Mr. Secretary, does the second paragraph in page 3 
of the joint statement mean that West Germany will participate 
in the pipeline project with Russia over the U.S. objection? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, thus far, as you know, the governments 
involved in this essentially private-sector endeavor have not 
posed any objections to a continuation of the project. I make 
no secret of the fact that the United States Government 

views this project with great skepticism and concern. We have 
expressed that concern repeatedly. We have suggested other 
alternatives -- which thus far have not been convincing -- and 
we at~ continuing to consult on our concerns about this 
pipeline. 
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QUESTION: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you. 





(Whereupon, at 10:58 a.m., the Secretary's press 
conference, was adjourned.) 
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1982 FOREIGN FISHING ALLOCATIONS 


The Department of State in cooperation with the 
Department of Commerce, has recently issued the alloca- 
tions in the 1982 allocations of surplus fishery resources 
in the U.S. fishery conservation zone. The Magnuson Fish- 
ery Conservation and Management Act, requires the Depart- 
ment to give primary consideracion in its allocation de- 
cisions to those countries which are actively contributing 
to the development of the U.S. fishing industry. Other 
criteria such as historical fishing patterns, cooperation 
in enforcement and the exchange of scientific information 
have also been taken into consideration. However, economic 
factors such as trade, tariffs, and joint venture coopera- 
tion, receive the principal consideration in allocation 
decisions. The Department of State, together with the De- 
partment of Commerce, will be closely monitoring the per- 
formance of all countries receiving allocations of U.S. 
fish to assure the continued effective implementation of 
U.S. fisheries legislation, and to prepare for the rene- 
gotiation of the agreements under which these allocations 
are made. In this regard, these initial allocations re- 
present about 50 percent of the projected country alloca- 
tions. After receiving each country's cooperation with 
U.S. fisheries development, additional releases will be 
made. 
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The Departments of State and Commerce will consult 
closely with the Congress and the U.S. fishing industry 
in order to assure that the U.S. receives the fullest pos- 
sible benefits from the program. 


For further information comtact: 


Raymond V. Arnaudo 


Pacific Fisheries Officer 
—— (202) _ &£ 5690 
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JAPAN ROK TAIWAN FRG UNALLOCATED TOTAL 
Rockfish 1,943 350 41 57 3,286 5,677 
Squid 3,123 636 79 86 5,526 9,450 
Other Species 25,428 3,000 446 545 39,118 68,537 
Snails 1,500 _ _ 1,500 3,000 
TOTAL 514,636 66,886 8,341 8,755 807,134 1,405,752 
Abbreviations used: BS - Bering Sea AI - Aleutian Islands 


*Allocation being withheld pending submission 
of 1980 statistical reports. | 


Department of State 
December 30, 1981 
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Pacific Cod 
Yellowfin Sole 
Turbot 

Other Flounders 
Atka Mackerel 
Pollock 


BS 
Al 


Subtotal 


Pacific Ocean Perch 
BS 
AI 


s Subtotal 


Sablefish 
BS 
Al 
Subtotal 


1982 U.S. 


FOREIGN FISHERY ALLOCATIONS FOR THE BERING SEA 





JAPAN 


8, 333 
32,974 
32,180 
20,164 


2,000 


346,553 


37,913 





384,566 


307 
1,109 





1,416 


790 
219 





1,009 





FRG 


200 
500 
500 
500 


420 





ONALLOCATED 





21,307 
47,818 
48,500 
30,755 


19,236 





582,469 











5, 803 














1,816 


7,453 
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Species 








Pacific Cod 
Flounders 
Atka Mackerel 
Pollock 


Pacific 
Ocean Perch 


Other Rockfish 
Sebastolobus 
Sablefish 
Squid 

Other Species 


TOTAL 
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1982 FOREIGN FISHERY ALLOCATIONS 





FOR THE GULF OF ALASKA 





JAPAN 





12,294 
8,643 
3,000 


25,500 


2,406 
1,144 
1,127 

200 


1,226 


3,009 


58,549 


ROK 


1,366 
2,084 


2,500 


12,750 


538 
917 
246 
100 
339 


1,504 


UNALLOCATED 








22,344 


24,840 
12,893 
15,390 


75,480 


4,136 
3,119 
1,621 
3,620 
2,285 


6,727 


149,611 


TOTAL 
38,000 
23,620 
20,890 


113,730 


7,080 
5,180 
2,994 
3,920 
3,850 


11,240 





230,504 


Department of State 


December 30, 


1981 
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FOREIGN FISHERY ALLOCATIONS FOR THE ATLANTIC (METRIC TONS) 





COUNTRY 





Bulgaria 


Faroe Islands 


Italy 


Japan 


Portugal 


Spain 


TOTAL 








CY 1982 
Silver Red 
Hake Hake 
2,000 487 
-0- -0- 
2,000 487 
1,242 900 
2,000 487 
1,400 487 
8,642 2,848 


River 


Herring 


Shark 
(except dogfish) 


Other 


Finfish 








3,778 
100 
3,778 


3,778 


Department of State 
December 30, 


1981 
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FRANCOIS M. DICKMAN Bi, oan A 





UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO KUWAIT 





Francois M. Dickman, who was nominated by the 
President on August 16, 1979, to be the U.S. Ambassador 
to Kuwait, is a Foreign Service Officer whose career 
has been devoted almost entirely to Middle East matters. 
Prior to his present nomination, he served as U.S. 
Ambassador to the United Arab Emirates. e 
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. Mr. Dickman was born on December 23, 1924, in 
Iowa City, Iowa. He attended grade and high school in 
Laramie, Wyoming, and graduated from the University of 
Wyoming in 1947 majoring in languages and history. He 
attended the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy from 
1947 to 1950, obtaining his Master of Arts in 1948. 
In 1950 he worked as a Research Assistant at the Brookings 
Institution. Mr. Dickman served in the U.S. Army twice: 
1943-46 and 1950-51. 
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Entering the Foreign Service in October 195l, 
Mr. Dickman was first assigned to Barranquilla, Colombia, 
as Consular and Commercial Officer. He subsequently served 
in Beirut, Khartoum, Tunis, Jidda, and on two occasions 
in the Department of State. While in Beirut, he completed 
the Department of State's Arabic Language Program. In 
Khartoum ne served as Economic/Commercial and Consular 
Officer, in Tunis as Chief of the Embassy's Economic Section, 
and in Jidda as Economic Counselor. During the 1968-69 
academic year, he attended the Army War College in Carlisle, 
Pennsylvania. Mr. Dickman's first assignment in the 
Department (1961-65) was as Desk Officer for Egyptian-Syrian 
Affairs. From 1972 to 1976 he was the Director of Arabian 
Peninsula Affairs and was responsible for U.S. relations 
with the eight countries in the Peninsula. 
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Mr. Dickman received the Devartment's Meritcrious 
Honor Award in 1965 for his work in the Devartment. 
Mr. Dickman speaks French, Arabic, and Spanish. 


He is married to the former Margaret Hoy. They have 


two grown children, a daughter, Christine, and a son, Paul. 
The Dickmans are residents of Wyoming. 


For further information contact: 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE : He A 
REMARKS BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. AAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
TO 
U.S. INVESTMENT & TRADE COMMISSION TO AFRICA 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 8, 1981 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Ladies and gentlemen. If you would please 
gather around, you will take the first part of this 
afternoon's agony which will come from me. 





I do, on behalf of Secretary Baldridge and Secretary Block, 
welcome all of you here -- Ambassadors, Members of the 
Congress and very distinguished members of the private sector 
of the United States. I think we have the executive 
leadership of some 26 corporations here, and what this is all 
designed to do is to launch a great ship, if you will, a 
safari in reverse, leaving the jungles of Washington for the 
relative calm of the continent of Africa. 


As a former member of the private sector and executive, I have 
often salivated at the thought of traveling 14 hours in an 
airplane alone with two members of the Washington Cabinet. 

But I want you to know that Mac told me that that's why, 
knowing it's a 14-hour flight, he scheduled it for overnight. 
(Laughter) 


» 
2 
Cc 
oe 
oO 
2 ge 
$. 
cw 
= CO 
fea) 
cre 
°o 
—- a. 
~ vi 
c+ 
Vc 
—_ 
A 
2 
22 
oe 
- ¢c 
of 
25 
—_ 
% © 
— 
n> 
"VU 
Se re 
— — 
2 eo) 
hn 
: 


Mac is very concerned because he's going to miss the semi- 
super bowl on Sunday, and I promised him that I would give him 
a firsthand report on Monday of the outcome of the game if he 
would give me his vote at the Cabinet table. (Laughter) And 
I have a similar proposition for Jack Block which is perhaps 
even more binding. (Laughter) 


I do want to highlight the fact that this is the first high- 
level Cabinet trade delegation traveling from abroad for this 
Administration, and I do also want to highlight the fact that 
never has such a high-level group heen put together for a 
similar mission, to my knowledge, in the history of our 
country. I think it demonstrates, as perhaps nothing else 
can, President Reagan's sensitivity for the developing world, 
for the commitments he made at Cancun, and for his fundamental] 
belief that economic growth is best provided through the pri- 
vate sector where mutual advantages of investment and develop- 
ment is achieved by both sides. 


For further information contact: 
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It is no unusual fact that the four countries involved -- 
Cameroon, Ivory Coast, Nigeria and Morocco -- are themselves 
exemplifiers of internal self-help, the initiatives and inge- 
nuity of the peoples of their own country because they are 
models in a very difficult area of economic growth and 
development. 


That probably explains the sense of hospitality that we feel 
for the governments concerned already as a result of their 
ambassadorial work here in Washington, and you Ambassadors 
who are going along on the trip can considers yourselves as 
vice presidents for marketing. 


I know that we view this important trip with a great deal of 
optimism. It has been my view -- and I've espoused it -- and 
I know it is the President's view that the developing world is 
becoming increasingly important to Western industrialized 
societies. 


I know, for example, as we look at our own trade balances that 
the increasing percentage is going to the developing 
countries, and I know also that international peace and stabi- 
lity can only be achieved by economic growth and the achieve- 
ment of social justice world-wide. 


It has been our perception and the President's perception that 
that international peace and stability, accompanied by social 
and economic development and social justice, must be achieved 
through peaceful means. Therefore, in addition to what I call 
"bottom line" or productivity and profit aspects of this 
mission, I think you can all take a great deal of self- 
satisfaction that you're engaged in an even broader mission: 
That is one that confirms the mutuality of efforts and 
cooperative private investment which is geared to the welfare 
of peoples and not bureaucracies who sometimes substitute 
their judgment for the individuality of liberty and freedom of 
Our people. 


So I wish you the very best. We're delighted here in the 
Department of State to have you here as sort of a launching 
pad for this very important mission, and I eagerly await the 
results of what I know will be an extremely successful voyage. 
Thank you. 


(Applause. ) 
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REMARKS BY 


THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 


AT THE 


INTERNATIONAL PRESS CENTER 
Brussels, Belgium 
January 12, 1982 


"POLAND AND THE FUTURE OF EUROPE" 


For further information contact 
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‘ wy , Poland and the Future of Europe 


Address by Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 
Secretary of State 
; at the 
International Press Center 


January 12, 1982 





Brussels 


Foreign 


The beginning of a New Year is always a moment for 
reflection and resolve. As we in the West reflect upon our 


societies and resolve to improve them, we should recall the 


Hn 


principles that sustain our governments, our law and our 


PEM ae 


behavior toward each other. Our idea of a just community is 
founded upon respect for the rights of the individual, 
including freedom of expression, freedom of choice and 
freedom of association. 

| We believe that the rights of free men sustain the 

; creativity of civilization. The arts, science and 


technology of the West flourish because creative talents can 
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develop undisturbed. And our enormous material abundance 
comes from the cooperative efforts of free men and women 

F working together. 

An ancient scholar once wrote that “history is 
philosophy drawn from examples." The philosophy of freedom 
that unites the Western community of nations is an enduring 
theme of European history. Already in this decade, Poland, 
a nation steeped ir a thousand years of European culture, 


has given us an example of the link between liberty and 
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creativity. The Polish people sought the dignity of the 
workplace through free association in their union Solidarity 
in order to resolve their mounting economic problems. Such 
dignity meant above all respect for the individual, his 
talents and his right to a just reward for his work. 

The Polish search for reform was a peaceful movement. 
Solidarity respected both Poland's geographic situation and 
the imperatives for social progress. This example of 
peaceful change in the world’s most heavily armed continent 
would surely have contributed to a more legitimate and 
secure international order. 

After eighteen months of achievement, Solidarity is now 
being violently suppressed. In a grotesque parody of their 
Own propaganda, the communist authorities are employing the 
police power of the state to oppress the very workers they 
are pledged to protect. Fear is widespread. Thousands 
remain in jail. Tens of thousands are being forced to 
violate their consciences, a practice described by His 
Holiness The Pope as “the most painful blow inflicted on 
human dignity". Once again, a knock at the door heralds the 
arrival of the secret police. Poland today exemplifies the 
historic failure of Soviet-style communism to produce either 
bread or freedom. 

Poland's future now hangs in the balance. Will there be 


reform or reaction, a renewal of hope or a deepening of 
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despair? This is not a question for Poland alone. The poet 
Schiller wrote that “world history is the world's court of 
judgment." the historic events in Poland with their 
farreaching implications demand a judgment by the West. 


We must not let our judgment be confused by four myths 






about Poland: first, that Solidarity brought about its own 
suppression through excessive ambition; second, that the 
Soviet Union did not intervene in Poland and is therefore 


not accountable; third, that Poland's rulers are acting out 





: 
: 


of laudable national considerations; and fourth, that the 
West can and should do nothing because what happened in 


Poland is strictly an internal affair. Each of these myths 


cn” a ae 


is belied by reality. 
The first myth is that the brutality which began on 


December 13 was provoked by the excesses of Solidarity 
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itself. The reality was different. For months prior to the 
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sudden imposition of martial law, Solidarity worked 
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strenuously to halt strikes and prevent chaos. Lech Walesa 
traveled from city to city, from factory to factory, calling 
for people to return to work. His call was heard. After | 
March 1981, strikes in Poland never exceeded a small 
fraction of the work force. After August 1981, the Polish 
government's own statistics recorded increasing production. 
Solidarity's search for stability was not reciprocated. 


The Jaruzelski government had planned a different course. 





Its only contribution to the call for national dialogue was 
the introduction of a law to forbid strikes, making 


confrontation inevitable. 
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The contrast could not be greater between the victims 
and the conspirators. On the one side, the Solidarity 
leaders, representing a free association of workers, were 
caught virtually intact in a single building. On the other 
side, a government claiming to protect the workers prepared 
so well to impose martial law that its plans have been 
accurately described in the Soviet Union as “brilliantly 
conspired". 

The second myth is that the Soviet Union did not 
intervene in Poland and therefore should not be held 
accountable. The reality was different. After August 1980, 
Poland was subjected to a continuous campaign of Moscow's 
pressures, threats and intimidation -- including military 
maneuvers. All of these actions were intended explicitly to 
halt the process of reform. 

The secret preparations were even more ominous. It is 
known that as early as last March the Soviets were arguing 
for the imposition of martial law. In September, the 
martial law decree itself was printed in the Soviet Union. 
And the Commander of the Warsaw Pact forces, a Soviet 
marsha], was positioned in Poland both prior to martial law 
and during its execution. 

Can anyone seriously be surprised by the Soviet role? 
Have we forgotten earlier episodes in Poland, East Germany, 
Hungary and Czechoslovakia? The use of force on a 
nation-wide scale against the Polish people today takes 
place only because the Soviet Union instigated it, supports 


it and encourages it. 
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The third myth is that we are witnessing a Polish 
attempt to establish law and order in the hope of 
forestalling an otherwise inevitable Soviet military 
intervention. In a cruel paradox, we are asked to believe 
that martial law, like Solidarity itself, is a purely 
national phenomenon, inspired by a high national purpose. 
It follows therefore that we must somehow be prepared to 
accept what is happening in Poland today because it is a 
lesser evil. 

The reality is different. Regardless of motivation, a 
Soviet-trained military man is suppressing his own people 
under the pressure of the Soviet Union. As the Polish 
bishops put it: ‘Our suffering is that of the entire 
nation, terrorized by military force." The loss of liberty 
in Poland is no less keenly felt because a Polish general, 
rather than a Soviet general, is in charge. 

The fourth myth is that Poland's misfortunes are 
strictly an internal affair, that the West has no right to 
judge the situation nor to take any action that might affect 
it. The reality is different. The Soviet Union and Poland 
both signed the Helsinki Final Act of 1975. All the 
Signatories were obliyated to nurture conditions of freedom 
and diversity, thereby encouraging our peoples to resolve 
the problems dividing Europe. The standards of freedom and 
Giversity established at Helsinki have been violated. The 
process begun at Helsinki has been put in jeopardy. We have 


both a right and an ob_igation to point out this danger. 
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For centuries the Poles have known the bitterness of 
aggression. Instigated, aided and abetted by the Soviet 
Union, the suppression of Poland's search for social justice 
is taking place today. Once again the dictates of a foreign 
power are determining the shape of Polish society. 

The people of Poland are now looking to the West. We 
must give them clear and unequivocal evidence of our 
Support. But our policies must be practical as well, taking 
into account Polish and Soviet realities. We want real 
progress, not just empty posturing. 

My President and other Western leaders have therefore 
Stated that we seek an end to martial law and repression, 
release of political prisoners, and the restoration of those 
rights, as promised in the Helsinki Final Act, that protect 
the independence of a trade union movement and the Church. 
Only in this way can the basis be established for 
reconciliation through negotiation within Polish society. 

The outcome of such a negotiation is entirely a matter 
for the Polish people. Nonetheless, under the Helsinki 
accord, we must counter the external and internal pressures 
which impede the reconciliation and reform so clearly 
desired by the citizens of che Poland. 

These are realistic objectives based on both the 
Situation in Poland and East-West relationships. The desire 
for dignity in the workplace, embodied by Solidarity, cannot 
be eradicated. ‘he brutal suppression of Poland's first 
free union has provokea profound outrage throughout Polish 


society. Resistance exis<s. 
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The Polish economy will not revive without the 
cooperation of the Polish worker, upon whom the brunt of the 
repression has fallen. And the growing problems of Poland 
cannot be resolved alone. The Polish government should not 
expect our assistance while repression continues. Moscow 
can also be made aware of the benefits of restraint. 

Neither assumption of Poland's economic burdens nor military 
intervention are easy decisions for a Soviet Union with such 
problems as a weakening economy, and war in Afghanistan. 
Clearly, Moscow wants to sustain economic and other elements 
of cooperation with the West. 

Prudent Western leadership can help to achieve a greater 
degree of moderation in Poland so that the necessary process 
of reform may continue. With this in mind, President Reagan 
has taken serious steps to signal both the Polish and Soviet 
governments of our concern. He has also reserved additional 
action in the hope of deterring both further repression and 
Soviet intervention. 

-- All future credits and government-to-government 
assistance will be denied the Polish regime until 
progress resumes. At the same time the United 
States will continue to provide food, medicine and 
other humanitarian assistance through private 
institutions or other arrangements that guarantee 
delivery to the Polish people and not the regime. 
The President has also stated that we are prepared 


to offer significant help if the path of 
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reconciliation and reform is chosen and pursued--of 
course with meaningful acts and not just gestures to 
delude the West. 

-- President Reagan brought to President Brezhnev's 
attention our fundamental concerns; the response was 
negative. The United States has therefore initiated 
a number of actions, primarily in the economic 
field, which will penalize the Soviet Union. The 
President is prepared to go further, if necessary. 
At the same time, Moscow has been informed of our 
desire to pursue a more constructive path, if the 
Soviet Union will reciprocate. 

The United States is not alone. Yesterday, the North 
Atlantic Council condemned developments in Poland. Ina 
special Ministerial declaration, they made clear that both 
the Soviet Union and the Polish government have violated the 
Final Act of Helsinki and other international standards. 
The Allies left no doubt that repression in Poland is 
eroding the foundation for East-West progress. 

The U.S. and its partners stated that the current 
Situation in Poland is bound to affect their economic 
relations with both Poland and the Soviet Union. They 
stressed the significance of the measures already announced 
by President Reagan. In this spirit, the members of the 
Council resolved not to undermine the effect of each other's 


measures. And they agreed to identify appropriate national 
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possibilities for action across a broad front, including an 
examination of the course of future economic and commercial 
relations with the Soviet Union. 

Thus it is clear that events in Poland have a 
significance beyond the tragic fate of that country. A 
repressed Poland is not a factor for stability in Europe. 
Only respect for internationally recognized rights can form 
the basis for national reconciliation and reform to rescue 
Poland from the abyss of despair. 

Once again, the Polish events have revealed a fault-line 
in the political geography of the East. Once again, an 
ideology has been discredited. Fundamental disregard for 
individual rights has brought about a basic failure in 
social creativity. The attempt to ignore this prevailing 
weakness in Soviet-style communism by resort to force is a 
source of great danger in the nuclear era. 

Far from being inconsistent with constructive East-West 
relations, reform in the East is the basis for greater 
legitimacy, stability and security throughout Europe. 

The Polish situation also challenges the credibility of 
the West. We also stand at a crossroads. DO we want a 
world characterized by growing freedom, cooperation and 
security, or increasing repression, confrontation and fear? 
Are we going to see free nations acting to help expand 
liberty and peace, or will international change be dominated 
by totalitarian f.cces? 

For well over a year, the Alliance has stated that there 


would be serious consequences if the Soviet Union intervened 
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to reverse an entirely peaceful dialogue in Poland. Soviet 
responsibility for present events is clear. A Western 
failure to act would not only assist the repression of the 
Polish people but also diminish confidence about our 


reactions to future events in Poland and elsewhere. Stable 





relations between East and West depend upon what Chancellor 
i Schmidt has called “calculability." The Soviets must know 
: that there can be negative or positive consequences, 
depending on their conduct. Poland is a test case, and 
European history teaches that the greatest mistake in 
dealing with heavily armed aggressors is to ignore their 
violations of international agreements and to act as though 
nothing had happened. 

Beyond the fate of Poland, beyond East-West relations, 
we must ultimately ask ourselves what these developments 
mean for our self-respect if we do not respond together. 


The West is often accused of being merely a collection of 
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: consumer societies. Are we so sated or intimidated that we 
fear to defend the values that make life worth living? 

The Soviet Union has proclaimed for many years that 
there is no contradiction between the pursuit of detente and 
ideological competition. And Moscow has always supported 
the spread of Marxism-Leninism. 

Are freedom and democracy less a part of our policy? Do 
we imagine that we can purchase peace by silence and 
inaction? Poland should remind us that in the battle for 
the minds of men, the best arguments are to be found on our 


side. The existence of successful industrial democracies in 
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the West is a striking rebuke to Soviet style communism. 

Our persistent progress, even with all of our faults, means 
that the Soviet system is neither necessary nor inevitable. 
After all, the Polish people sought nothing more than free 


te 
association, the dignity of labor and respect for the 





gn 


individual, rights that we in the West sometimes take for 

: granted. 

Poland should also change our thinking about world 
affairs. For over sixty years, ened new Marxist-Leninist 
regime has been greeted by some in the WeSt with fresh hopes 


and expectations. Then, as the urge for social justice and 


wrt et 


freedom which helped bring them to power in the first place 


Pius 


was suppressed, disillusionment set in. It took twenty 
years or more of Stalinism before many Western observers saw 
the reality of the Soviet Union. It took just a year after 
the North Vietnamese takover of South Vietnam and Kampuchea 


for understanding of that supposedly progressive regime. We 
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are still learning about this brand of totalitarianism as 
the evidence mounts of the yellow rain of terror in 
Southeast Asia and Soviet complicity. Some still do not 
understand what is happening in Nicaragua or what is at 
stake in El Salvador. 

The greatest danger to the West today may be the 
tendency to apply different standards to the behavior of the 
East and the West. No matter how much communist repression, 
no matter how many Soviet nuclear missiles, no matter how 


many Afghanistans and Polands, some would still put pressure 
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on the West to improve relations with the Soviet Union -- 
rather than to demand from Moscow the moderation of its 
behavior. 

The common sense of our citizens rejects this double 
standard. . 

Above all, the crime against the Polish people has 
outraged the workers of the world. A state supposedly 
founded on the workers movement is actively suppressing 4 
worker's movement ten million strong. The Polish working- 
man is the target -- and the victim. His voice has been 
Silenced. His productive energies have been sapped. His 
labor is being forced. His chosen leaders have been 
imprisoned. His hopes are being sacrificed because they do 
not fit with Soviec plans for maintaining absolute control 
over the countries of Eastern Europe. 

It is therefore appropriate that our unions are taking 
the lead--with churches and other private groups--to honor 
the Polish people on January 30. This gesture of mass 
solidarity will represent a major expression of moral 
support. It will also demonstrate to the Soviets and their 
friends that the crushing of human rights will not be 
ignored. Such an expression of moral support will be 
equally important as a celebration of freedom. 

My country is a child of European civilization. The 
American people share your outrage about the trampling of a 
nation in the cente’ of Europe, because it has dared to 


assert its European-ness. we can disagree about which 
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events in the world are central to the security of the 
Alliance and which are peripheral to its peepee: but 
surely there can be no disagreement that events in Poland 
touch the core of the conscience of the Alliance. 

We have spoken with one voice about these events. 
Yesterday, we created a clear and united framework for 
action. Now we must act. 

Winston Churchill once observed that “the world is 


divided into peoples that own the governments and 


governments that own the peoples." Poland challenges us to 


remember our values and to advocate them. In the final 
analysis, only we, the people of the world that own the 


governments, are the guarantors of both peace and freedom. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
FOLLOWING SECRETARY HAIG'S ADDRESS ON POLAND IN BRUSSELS 
January 12, 1982 


QUESTION: For all the condemnation, the call for action, even 
sanctions, do you really believe there is a distinct 
possibility, a real hope of an outcome in Pcland different 
from a complete crackdown on liberties? 


SECRETARY "AIG: The question was that with all the stated out- 
rage in the West, is there any hope for a moderate outcome in 
Poland? I think it's important for all of us to recognize that 
for some 18 months, for whatever reason, the Soviet Union and 
the Party in Poland accepted evolutionary changes which were 
unprecedented in character. A wise European told me six 
months ago that there were perhaps three thresholds, any one 
of which might be surpassed that would trigger a clampdown 
by the Soviet Union. One was a civil war in Poland proper. 
We haven't had that. The second was the evolution of a truly 
independent labor movement. We've had that. And the third 
was a challenge to the unilateral and unchallengeable control 
of the Marxist party and its linkage to Moscow. That was also 
r surpassed. And yet, for whatever reason, both the Government 
and the Soviet Union were restrained from clamping down and it 
was not until December 13 that the final imposition of force 
was introduced, Now is there any reason to expect that whatever 
the restraints were that prevented that for a period of some 18 
months have suddenly disappeared just because the clampdown has 
begun? I think not. And I think it is the obligation of the 
Western world to seek to find out what those restraints were and 
in.this environment to try to reinforce and strengthen those 
restraints once again to elicit moderation. It is very clear 
what the menu represents, and part of it is in my speech, that 
is Poland cannot do it alone. It's going to need Western credits. 
It's going to need Western foodstuffs. The Soviet Union may feel 
it could do it alone, but it must understand that the price will 
be severe in East-West relations across the broad spectrum of our 
political, economic and security interfaces. And so I would 
suggest that it serves no useful purpose and it is an offense to 
reality to wring our hands in frustration and claim there is 
nothing that we in the West can do. We must try. Yes. 
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QUESTION: Aside from the evidence you gave us in your speech, 
can you tell us if the Americans have any further evidence of 
direct Soviet involvement, apart from the references very 
specifically made in your speech? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The evidence is detailed and overwhelming. It 
involves first-hand reporting from the most sensitive of sources. 
It involves a complete array of physical as well as reporting 
evidence, and there can be no question. Incidentally, this 
information has been shared with allies here in Europe, and 

I think contributed fundamentally to the definitive decisions 
outlined in yesterday's NATO Communique which attributes events 
in Poland directly to the Soviet Union. 


QUESTION: I would like to take you back to your answer to the 
first question, if I may, and ask you if there is not a fourth 
threshold which is the military one? There must surely be 

a point where the Soviet Union, merely from a realpolitik 
point of view, cannot tolerate an evolution in Poland which 
goes beyond the fact where her lines of communication in the 
East are threatened, and this must also be a feeling in our 
Administration? You must feel this. And I wondered what 
action you feel you would consider taking in order to balance 
the political evolution which we want to see in Poland against 
the danger to the Soviet Union of this feeling of insecurity 
which she will then have? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, clearly that is a very important 
consideration and perhaps indeed even a threshold in the 
Soviet calculations. It would be unusual were it not to be 
so. On the other hand, I think it has been and must have been. 
Unless the whole concept of detente and the Helsinki Accords 
and the mutual obligations incurred by the signatories is a 
complete sham, it must have been in the calculus of the Soviet 
leadership that they were prepared, and indeed would cooperate 
in the objectives outlined so clearly in the final act at 
Helsinki. And while your question has great pertinence as a 
vital matter to the Soviet Union, it inevitably must take over- 
riding precedence in our own assessment in the West with respect 
to the future of East-West relations. After all, starting with 
the Harmel Report in the late sixties through the American 
interpretation and negotiation with the Soviet Union in the 
early seventies, the emergence of detente and improving East- 
West relations and finally the signing of the final act of 
1975, both East and West incurred obligations which if they 
are proven to be a sham and a mockery must fundamentally 
change the calculus in the West with respect to future 
relationships with Russia. 


QUESTION: Secretary .. State, I wonder if I could touch on 
an issue which troubles many Europeans who support the need 
for a very strong stand in defense of Solidarity and against 
repression in Poland, and that is the question of double 
standards to which you referred in your speech. Many people 
here don't understand why the United States, while rightly 
wishing to see economic measures taken against the regime 
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in Poland, nonetheless gives economic aid and a degree of 
political support to military dictatorships elsewhere -- 
Turkey, El Salvador, Chile. I'm wondering how your Adminis- 
tration itself resolves an apparent element of double standard 
and whether you include the French government among those who 
do not understand what is happening in Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I do not include the French government 
among those who do not understand what is going on in 
Nicaragua. I think there is a difference of opinion between 
Washington and Paris as how best to deal with that -- is the 
Parisian view that it does not serve Western purposes to leave 
Nicaragua with no other recourse but to get its arms from the 
Soviet Union and the Marxist-Leninist East. It is our view 
that tho process has progressed so far towards totalitarianisation 
in Nicaragua and its threat and plans of a re-armed Nicaragua 
to the other threatened nations in the Central American area -- 
after all, this is a nation who has established as itself a goal 
of 50,000 men in active forces and 200,000-man militia which is 
in the process of being organized, equipped and trained today 
by the Soviet Union, Cuba and other East European powers. 
It is our view that the provision of military equipment to 
Nicaragua is in itself a contradiction of values to the West. 
There are grounds for it, differences in judgment. 

There are no grounds 
for differences in acceptability of totalitarianism, whether 
it be in the East or the West. Now with respect to the broader 
aspects of your question, a very glib Western cliche -- your 
whole question is permeated with it. You know, how could anyone 
today establish parallels between a military regime in Turkey 
and what we are witnessing in Poland? How short is your 
memory when you foreget that 30 Turks a day were being murdered 
by terrorists before an admittedly unhappy authoritarian solution 
had to be found? But where's your memory when you ignore the 
assurances of the Turkish military leadership of a return to 
democratic processes in a fixed time schedule? And what is your 
question about the failure of the Soviet Union to meet any of the 
obligations starting from Yalta through the suppression of the 
Polish people today? Isn't it time that our Western critics 
stop their double standards and isn't it time that we give 
greater weight to the precious freedom and the values, with all 
their frailty, that we enjoy here in the West today and stop 
this masochistic tearing down of our values in comparison with 
dictatorial totalitarianism in the East? So I don't accept 
your question as to whether or not we are engaged in a double 
standard. The question itself reflects a double standard that 
boggles my mind. 


QUESTION: Secretary of State, you stated that Moscow can be 
made aware of the benefits of restraint. Does that imply that 
in your forthcoming talks with Mr. Gromyko which are not cut 
off so far, I understand, you will more or less negotiate about 
the possibilities under which circumstances Moscow is ready to 
allow the return in Poland to the status before the 13th 
December? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I think I'd best answer your question by 
suggesting that if events between now and the end of the 
month permit the meeting with Foreign Minister Gromyko, 

and I anticipate that they will and hope they do, is clear, 
that the situation in Poland will be item number one on our 
agenda of discussion. I don't think it serves any useful 
purpose to lay down markers or value judgments on what 

the character of those discussions will bring or will 
include, but rather await the event itself. I'm sorry . 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Soviet Jnion seems to equate 

the good things of the territorial integrity of the bloc 

with the good things of the social-political-idealogical 
system of the same territory. What I'm asking, are we failing 
to understand this equation or are you challenging it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm sorry, I'm not sure I understand the 
question. 


QUESTION (repeated): The Soviet Union seems to equate the good 
things of the territorial integrity of the bloc with the good 
things of the social-political-jdeological system of the same 
territory, are you challenging this conception or do we not 
understand it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I don't think that question is anything but 
sterile in the context of the issues of Poland today. What is at 
stake in Poland today is a violation of mutual obligations in- 
curred by the signatories to the Helsinki Pact. Now those 
obligations when violated suggest that the overall underpinning 
of East-West relations prior to and since must be re-evaluated 

if they continue. It's just that simple. 


QUESTION: Mr. President, Mr. Secretary... 
SECRETARY HAIG: I like the sound of that. (Laughter). 


QUESTION: Which could be the consequences of a Polish 
situation on the negotiations in Geneva? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm sorry. . 


QUESTION: (repeated) Which could be the consequences of the Polish 


situation on the negotiations in Geneva? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, first with respect to the so-called INF 
talks scheduled to start today in Geneva, as you know, the 
President, President Reagan has decided that these talks belong 
in a very special category of East-West relationships, that we 
entered in with clear recognition they are as much in the 
interest of the West as clearly they are to the Soviet Union. 
And, therefore, despite Poland, it is our intention to continue 
our efforts to negotiate limits, especially under the so-called 
zero option that we put forward in Geneva. Now, you will also 
note in yesterday's NATO communique that there is language which 
Suggests that the atmosphere created by the Polish clampdown is 
surely going to affect the conduct of these negotiations in arms 





“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


> 1 caatec* ae A 


| | 


at 


+ Pet, 


=-= 


control inherently demand a certain degree of mutual trust 
and confidence between the parties. And to the degree that 
the Polish events affect that mutual trust and confidence 
clearly may have a debilitating effect on the arms control 
efforts and the negotiations themselves. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in the context of detente you used 
the word "sham." Do vou belisve after what has happened in 
Poland that detente is now a sham? And what is the future 
status of detente, given Poland? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, every time I hear the word detente in 
the contemporary scene, my mind gces back to the "domino 
theory." The very word generates visceral reaction, which 
sometimes don't even have a value content at all. I think 
what is at stake here, whether we call it detente or improving 
East-West relations or a mutual search for international 
stability, recognizing the competitive character that will 
continue to exist between East and West, that events in 
Poland have shaken Western confidence in the future. I hope 
and I believe myself personally it's too early to say because 
of the host of vital interests involved for the Soviet 

Union in the Polish outcome, that we not maintain a totally 
subjective view on this subject, but I would hope that the 
leadership in Moscow would recoil from this recurrent course 
and recognize that there is still, as you know there is, great 
benefit for the Soviet Union by the lessening of international 
tensions and the improvement in East-West cooperation. And I 
think that search must continue. It's the obligation of leaders 
in both East and West to see that it does. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in your answer to vohn Barnes' question, 
which was not quite an answer, I think, you said that French 
military help to the government of Nicaragua was not consistent 
with Western values, was contrary to Western interests or values, 
but could you explain how the American help and money and 

weapons to brutal repressive regimes like the one in Nicaragua -- 
no, like the one in El Salvador and Guatemala and Haiti and 
Argentina... 


SECRETARY HAIG: You were right the first time. (Laughter). 


QUESTION: (continued) No... is consistent with Western 
values. This is not meant as a polemical question, but it 
2S a question about the credibility of Western values, be it 
in the East or in the West. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I understand your question. And, first, let 
me correct the premise of that question. I did not szy that 

the . . . I said that the French had a different approach to 

the problem of Nicaragua. They d’ “fered on the arms question 
and that they had drawn the conclu ion that it was best that 
Western sources provide a~ms so that they don't become 
exclusively dependent on the Soviet Union and its proxies for 
arms. That is a very legitimate and understandable point of 
view. I didn't contest that. I happened to say that American 
judgment was different, so please do not add the premise to your 
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question in the story you write, because if you do you will be 
violating reality. Now, no one in my view has an obligation 
to insist on the kind of reciprocity that your question 
suggests. I think it goes without saying that the subject 
of human rights is a precious objective which we must insist 
on whether violations occur to that principle either in the 
East or in the West. And I don't think, despite some perhaps 
unacceptable exceptions, that the West has been too remiss 
in pointing this out when the violations occur either in the 
West or in non-aligned nations over which we exercise influence. 
If you were taking an objective view, I think you would find 
that the indictment of violations within the Soviet sphere of 
influence, to use that term, that geopolitical term, has 
habitually been under-tended. Now, that doesn't make violations 
that are ignored in the West any less heinous or onerous. We 
have an obligation to deal with them. But I think we have, 
sometimes almost to a point where we have even attempted to 
apply standards of Western democratic process, in societies 
that were perhaps less capable of coping with them because 
of evolutionary immaturity. I think, again, that while your 
guestion is always justified, and we must constantly ask 
ourselves this question, that if you objectively view it, you 
will come to the conclusion that we have a greater chore, a 
greater task, in bringing these repressive actions to the 
attention of world public opinion and the violations that have 
occurred in the East of the kind that are occurring in Poland 
today. 


QUESTION: Yesterday, you got words of support from the Alliance. 
Today you are calling for action. What specific action would 
you want your partners in Europe to take? And in particular, 
would you expect them to abandon any cooperation in the gas 
pipeline with the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think the Communique largely speaks 

for itself in that regard and we are, of course, very comfortable 
with that Communique. It suggests that a number of short term 
and long term, political and economic measures with respect to 
both Poland and the Soviet Union should be reviewed, both 
collectively within the NATO framework, but primarily on a 
national basis. And why is that? Because each of our member 
governments -- and this is after all an alliance of sovereign 
states -- it is not a Warsaw Pact where lock-step discipline 

is exercised for months -- we wouldn't want that kind of an 
alliance and it would be incompatible with our own democratic 
values. So no one expected a lock-step discipline with respect 
to the area of sanctions. What we hope for is measures taken 
collectively by the West which are compatible with the vital 
interests of our member states and each nation is in a different 
category there. Now with respect to the question on the pipeline, 
we did not seek a termination of that pipeline in consideration 
of the Polish case. We sought moc ration with respect to that 
pipeline as early as the Ottawa Su. nit last summer, because in 
the United States we had great concern that Western nations could 
consiously or unconsciously become increasingly dependent on 
Eastern European or Soviet sources and then would become 
vulnerable in time of crisis to potential blackmail. We have 

a difference of view between Washington and the capitals here in 
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Europe who are involved in the pipeline. Our view is that a 


30 percent dependency on Soviet natural gas or a total dependence 
of five percent or so is a serious vulnerability. And we would 


hope that this issue would be very, very carefully considered 
and other alternatives be looked at, both in terms of availa- 
bility and comparable price. Thus far, we've been unable to 
convince our Western partners of that. I think you will note 
yesterday there was mention of a broad range of East-West 

interfaces that will be considered in the weeks ahead -- com- 
modities, agricultural products, energy, technology transfer. 


It would be our hope that in this process again the question of 


the pipeline will be carefully reviewed. One more question, 
I think. 


QUESTION: Do you ask the analogous attitude that you had 
yesterday within the framework of the alliance of NATO to 
the other Western member nations or at least design the 
farther consultations of those problems, and if you do, 
what are the probable contents of that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not sure I have your question. 
Do I feel that the other Atlantic Community nations, for 
example, not in the Alliance . 


QUESTION: (Interruption) Yes... the analogous, same 
type of operations that you had obtained yesterday. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, clearly, as we have consulted with the 
Alliance on the question of Poland, we have also consulted 
with our friends around the world who share our values and I 
would certainly include Japan as one of the foremost among 
those friends. I have found an encouraging convergence of 
views on the situation in Poland, in Tokyo. We have 
consulted with Tokyo on the steps we have felt it was 
necessary to take, and that coordination will continue in 

the days ahead as additional measures may be necessary. Thus 
far, and we certainly found in the Afghan case, Tokyo was 
among the most cooperative of those Western powers who sought 
to send a message to Moscow that events in Afghanistan were 
unsatisfactory -- sometimes to the disadvantage of Japanese 
commercial interests. But I don't think anyone could take 
—— with the kind of cooperation we have had from Tokyo 
on this question. Thank you very much, ladies and gentlemen.. 
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INTERVIEW OF 
THE HONORABLE ALFXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
ON THE NBC "TODAY" SHOW 
January 12, 1982 


BRYANT GUMBEL: Moments ago we saw a very angry Secretary of 
State, Alexander Haig, in Brussels. He went to Rrussels seeking 
a unified NATO front on sanctions against Moscow. For a repcrt 
on what he got, let's go by satellite to Brussels and Tom Brc:aw. 





TOM BROKAW: One question about the so-called double standard of 
the United States between how one treats for example, military 
dictatorships in the West and Communist regimes in the Fast. Why 
did you get so worked up about the very fact that question was 
asked? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think, Tom, that we in the West on occa- 
sions have been indulging in Western masochism. ‘too often we 
bludgeon those who share our values in a more fundamental way and 
leave unchallenged the suppressions of human liberties in the 
Fast. Many times even the premises of the questions we are asked 
by our own critics internally in the West, where independent 
fathers encouraged them (to be) permitted, should be focussed 
more on the kinds of suppression we are witnessing in Poland. 





TOM BROKAW: Is that a real calculated anger to try to make your 





‘questioner aware of how strongly you felt about this issue? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. Clearly a public official has to not only 
answer his questions but hopefully do so in a convincing way. 





TOM BROKAW: You were very convincing in terms of your anger. 





SECRETARY HAIG: It was a calculated response. 





TOM BROKAW: Let me ask you about what has happened here at NATO 
in the last 24 hours or so. Are the Soviets likely to say -- to 
use an Old American child's verse -- sticks and stones may break 
my bones but words will never hurt me? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think there is a very great danger of 
that. That's way I am so encourac2d with the results of 
yesterday's NATO Council meeting. It's clear for the first time 
we put in place now a very coherant framework for short-term, 
near-term and long-term action if the situation in Poland per- 
sists. 
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TOM BROKAW: The threat to take stronger action against Poland is 
in the Communique. But what if the situation doesn't change in 
Poland, say in the next month or two months? What 

assurances do you have from the European Allies that they will 
take stronger economic actions? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think, with respect to the first part of 
the question, a status quo in Poland represents a worsening of 
the situation. It has been the conclusion of the Western FPuropean 
leaders as well as our own judgments in Washington that a status 
quo is in effect a deterioration because repression continues and 
these prophylactic measures announced by tle Polish Government 
are somewhat of a delusion. In the NATO instance it was clear 
that the Furopean partners will join with us -- taking national 
decisions, of course, because it must be that -- to attempt to 
apoly pressure both to Poland -- that is, the Polish Government 
and the repression forces in Poland -=- and the Soviet Il!nion as 
well. Now, Tf would anticipate early discussions on this subject, 
as early as next week, in the NATO Council. 





TOM BROKAW: Mr. Secretary, in the course of your speech today 
before the press you said "no matter how must communist 
repression, no matter how many Soviet nuclear missiles, Polands, 
Afghanistans" and so on, there are those who would put pressure on 
the West to improve their relations with the Soviet Union rather 
than to demand from Moscow better behavior. Are you talking 

about Chancellor Schmidt of West Germany there? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No, not at all. I think Chancellor Schmidt made 
very, very clear in his recent discussions in Washington with 
President Reagan that he, as does President Reagan, holds the 
Soviet Union responsible for what is occurring in Poland today. 





TOM BROKAW: There is some feeling that there has been a trade- 
off between the United States and some our Furopean Allies that 
they would go along with your desire to have a stronger condem- 
nation of events in Poland and the Soviet Union if the United 
States were to give more urgency to the idea of talks between 
President Reagan and President Breznev on nuclear reduction. Is 
that a fair assumption to make? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No, nothing could be further from the truth. 
President Reagan himself feels very strongly that the arms 
control talks starting today in Geneva are in American and 
Western interests. This is not a favor to the Soviet Union. 
This is an imperative of our times. It has nothing to co with 
trade-offs with Western European attitudes on Poland. 





TOM BROKAW: Do you think the chance: are fairly good that there 
will be a summit meeting during the course of 1982 between 
President Reagan and President Breznev? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, Tom, we think it's too early to say. I 





think events in Poland have soured the atmosphere between 
Washington and Moscow; but events before that had soured them: 
Afghanistan, support for insurgency in our own hemisphere, the 
situation in Kampuchea -- all of these things have worsened 
East-West relations over an extended period of time. I think 
that does not discount the potential advantages of summitry, and 
sometimes it even suggests that summitry is more in order. The 
President is not afraid, he is very anxious, to sit down with Mr. 
Breznev and discuss these matters. But I think he wants the 
outcome of such discussions not to result in delusions or a 
euphoria that is not justified by a convergence of views. 


TOM BROKAW: Secretary Haig left immediately after that inter- 
view for Cairo and Israel and he will make some news there 

as well: Refore he left Brussels he was able to get full 
agreement from the Furopean Allies about their participation in a4 
Sinai Observation Force. This is Today on NBC. 
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ARRIVAL STATEMENT 
BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
Brussels, Belgium 
January 10, 1982 


I want to tell you how pleased I am to be once again back in 
Belgium, a country I know so well and so favorably. It's un- 
fortunate that this quick return trip has been occasioned 
by a very special meeting of the North Atlantic Council at 
ministerial level to consider the challenges to international 
peace and stability posed by the continuing crisis in Poland. 


In that regard, it would be difficult to argue with the ex- 
tent of Soviet complicity for the oppression which continues 
under the Polish junta. I know I speak for President Reagan, 
his Government, and the American people that the time has 
arrived -- now -- for united and forceful measures to deal with 
the situation in Poland and to underline that the betterment 

of East-West relations will be importantly dependent upon the 
resolution of the unsatisfactory conditions in Poland today. 


Finally, this occasion will give me an opportunity to meet 
with the new Government of Belgium and to reaffirm the his- 
toric cooperation and friendship between our two Governments 
and our two peoples. The fact that Belgium has assumed the 
Presidency of the ten (nation European Community) gives a 

very special character to these talks. And lastly, this visit 
will provide me an opportunity to make an important speech 

on Tuesday before a distinguished group here in Brussels, 
dealing with the Polish situation. Thank you. 


For further information conmtact: 
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January 12, 1982 


PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
AT NATO HEADQUARTERS, JANUARY 11, 1982 
BRUSSELS, BELGIUM 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, I'd just like to comment that I con- 
sider today's meeting to be a solid success for the 
Alliance. 


As you probably know, the United States called for this spe- 
cial ministeraial meeting convinced that a vigorous Alliance 
response to the situation in Poland would help to relieve 
the Polish people from the repression they are tragically 
experiencing today. From that point of view, we sought a 
common, near and long-term strategy and today the Alliance 
produced one for dealing with this situation. We sought 
allied political and economic action to nenalize the Soviets 
and the Polish junta, and the allies have begun to act alona 
these lines. We sought to demonstrate that the Alliance 
would stand together in the face of a challenge to the heart 
of Europe, and we've succeeded in doing that. 


Todav, Alliance ministers agreed that the Soviet Union 
stands behind the trampling of the Polish nation in specific 
violation of the Final Act of Helsinki, and we unecg :ivocally 
condemned this action. 


We established criteria by which we will measure improvement 
in the Polish situation. We were not lulled by recent token 
steps, and we will not be satisfied unless there is real 
progress towards the restoration of the rights of the Polish 
people in the process of reform. In perhaps their most 
important strategic statement, the ministers agreed that the 
political basis for East-West relations, across the board, 
is being eroded by repression in Poland. We will proceed 
with arms control. INF negotiations will resume tomorrow in 
Geneva, but the Soviets will bear responsibility if what 
they are doing with respect to Poland damages the prospects 
for success in arms control negotiations. The concrete 
political measures indicated today should leave no doubt 
that normal relations cannot be maintained as long as the 
Soviets and the Polish military regime disregard basic 
international norms. 


For further information contact: 
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The current situation in Poland will also affect East-West 
economic relations. That was clearly stated. There will be 
no business as usual while the situation in Poland con- 
tinues. The Alliance will now intensify its consultations 
on further economic actions across a very broad front, 
including energy, agricultural commodities and other goods 
and the export of technology. 


Although this special ministerial was an important achieve- 
ment -- and it was indeed that -- this was not a happy occa- 
sion for the Alliance. We were forced to take this stand 
against Soviet actions. We would much prefer that the 
Polish reform and renewal had continued unfettered, thereby 
making these actions, this very meeting, unnecessary. If 
genuine progress is made toward the goals we identified here 
today, the Alliance will respond accordingly. But if 
aggression continues, repression continues or intensifies, the 
framework established today will serve as a firm guide for 
the Alliance. The U.S. will continue to provide the 
leadership which is expected of us and which is necessary if 
the West is to maintain a long-term policy which will most 
effectively serve the interests of freedom and of stability. 


Now, in conclusion: I have watched with some consternation 
that events in Poland, which constitute a profound failure of 
the system itself, are repeatedly assaulted as a failure of 
the West. I would hope that the outstanding unanimity 
achieved here today, the vigor of the Alliance proclamation, 
will put to rest the preoccupation of the failures here in 
the West and lack of concerted action. Instead, we should 
focus on the failures in the Eastern system and the repression 
of the values that we in the West espouse. I'll have more 

to say about that subject tomorrow in a formal speech here 

in Brussels. I now welcome your questions. 


QUESTION: Is the fact that NATO, essentially a military 
Alliance, is now taking political and economic measures, . 
imply in your mind that the basis for the Alliance shou!d be 
broadened to become something other than strictly military? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. I think the Alliance has tra- 
ditionally had a responsibility to deal in the broadest 
sense with threats to the Alliance -- and that includes not 
only security-related threats but political and economic 
threats as well. It is not the body to deal with the speci- 
fic measures. There are other fora engaged in that acti- 
vity, but it is no abrogation of the charter of the 
Alliance as visualized to deal promptly and in timely 
fashion with the entire spectrum of East-West relations, 
because they all affect the security of the Western world. 
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QUESTION: I have basically three questions: who decides 
whether things are getting better or worse? And what 
concrete steps is anyone obligated to take, and then what is 
the timetable? , 





SECRETARY HAIG: Now, you're being guilty of exactly what I 
alerted you not to be. But let me suggest something to you. 
There was considerable discussion at the table. You know 
what were the three objectives unanimously agreed to, not 
only by the Alliance, but by the 10 as well, and the unila- 
teral statements of almost all of our member governments 
including the United States. The three basic objectives we 
are seeking are: the release of the prisoners in Poland, 
and I would suppose the criteria for ascertaining whether or 
not that has happened is not too difficult to agree upon; 
secondly, a lifting of martial law and the repressive 
measures that were instituted effective on December 13; and 
finally, and most importantly, the establishment of a true 
dialogue between the solidarity free trade movement, to the 
degree that it has enjoyed an unprecedented degree of 
freedom; the church, which plays an increasingly important 
role in Poland today, and the government. Now these are 
objectives. And I think the language of the communique 
itself clearly suggest that we are not going to be deluded 
by phoney steps, or token steps, some of which were very 
probably instituted at the last 48 hours to affect this verv 
meeting. They were unsuccessful in doing so. Now, I would 
anticipate, in line with the language of the communique 
which talks about some short-term and long-term measures to 
which the members committed themselves to consult on and 
reflect on, that there will be followup meetings of politi- 
cal and economic directors, as early perhaps as next week, 
to deal with these subjects. I would hope that we wouldn't 
sit around again with a score card and try :o Find out how 
little we in the West are doing and how well we are managing 
to turn an eastern failure into a western failure. I think 
the time has come for us to stop that. It's not justified. 


QUESTION: Could I ask you about the reference you made to 
the intermediate nuclear force negotiations. If I got you 
correctly, you said the Soviets will bear a responsiblity if 
what they are doing today in Poland damages the prospects 
for success in these talks. Is the current level of Soviet 
involvement in what is going on in Poland a complicity, if 
you like, for the repression in Poland? Does it in your 
mind already pose a threat to the success of the Geneva 
talks? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think any objective observer who 
has been engaged in arms control talks with the Soviet Union 
-- whether it be at the INF level of the previously con- 
ducted strategic arms limitation talks, now referred to as 
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"start" talks -- would doubt for a moment that when a crisis 
of the kind that we are witnessing in Poland occurs, that it 
has an overall impact on the mutual trust and confidence be- 
tween East and West, which is an essential aspect of suc- 
cessful negotiations in the critical area of arms control. 
Your question dances on the head of a needle, and I want to 
be sure that I don't fall on the wrong side of that needle. 
If it was meant to imply that the language in the com- 
munique, or the deliberations held today, suggest that we 
are not going to proceed with these arms control talks, then 
you have interpreted me wrongly, and we have fallen on the 
wrong side of the needle. 


If you're asking me whether atmospherics in general, East- 
West relations at large -- whether they be arms control, 
economic and trade, and all of the inter-faced political 
relations that we engage in -- are not affected by these 
events in Poland and will not be increasingly affected if 
these events do not turn for the better, then my answer is 
you're right. 


QUESTION: What meaning should we attach to your words that 
it will no longer be business-as-usual with the Soviet Union 
as long as the United States continues its massive arain 
Sales to the Soviets and the Europeans remain reluctant to 
invoke any economic sanctions? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think if you will read the com- 
munique very carefully, it answers your question. Why do 
you premise everything on the grain sale issue? That's not 
a fair premise. There are many issues addressed in today's 
communique involving East-West relations in general, and 
above all, Soviet-West relations. Among the areas that we 
are going to be looking into in the period ahead, as speci- 
fically stated in the communique, will involve such things 
as energy, agricultural commodities, other goods, and tech- 
nology transfer. If you mean, did we agree today to cut off 
grain to the Soviet Union, the answer is no. I don't think 
anyone anticipated it, unless they are trying to create 
hurdles that are not justified by the current interplay in 
the Alliance or between East and West. Am I answering your 
question? 


QUESTION: In a literal sense, isn't business-as-usual 
in an economic sense continuing with the Soviet Union just as 
much as before the imposition of martial law? 


SECRETARY HAIG: That's not a justified question. We've 
engaged in credit activity -- the United States has taken a 
number of unilateral steps already, which is not business-as- 
usual -- and the allies today have agreed to consider them- 
selves a number of such steps in the political and economic 
area in the near term and in the long-term. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you now satisfied, not just with 
the nature of the European response, but with the speed with 
which it will be implemented in economic terms? In other 
words, have you got more than mere promises? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It is too soon to say. I think the com 
munique speaks for itself and I think it is a rather dif- 
ferent communique than some of the speculations in the last 
48 hours or so would have suggested might have come out of 
this meeting. 


I hope you will concede that with me. 
: QUESTION: We haven't seen the communique yet, sir. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I apologize. I shouldn't have been so mean 
to you. I thought you had read the communique. (Laughter) 


QUESTION: But you talked about promising to consider. Is 
it merely a consideration that you're satisfied with? 
Or is there a commitment to definite action? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think, as you will see, we premise all of 
these activities on the decisions of individual nations. 
they did agree to move in these directions with some speci- 
ficity that heretofore has been totally lacking. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary of State, you referred to the una- 
nimity of the Alliance members, but in several of the 
paragraphs of the communique, there is a footnote and one of 
the countries, namely Greece, has opted out of those para- 
graphs which are quite important. How ominous do you regard 
that, both as a phenomenon for this time and for something 
that's going t happen in the future, maybe as a precedent? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I think it is unfortunate, but this is an 
Alliance of sovereign nations. It has always been that, and 
I don't think we would be very happy were it otherwise, like 
the Warsaw Pact where unanimity is directed from Moscow. 
It's the very strength and vitality of this collective 
effort as it has always been, and while it is unfortunate 
that Greece could not bring itself along with the other 14 
members of the Alliance, Greece did join a number of very 
important paragraphs, especially those which condemn the 
Soviet Union and which lay responsiblity clearly at the feet 
of the Soviet leaders for what's going on in Poland today. 
That in itself is a major change in an earlier Greek position. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if you will indulge a question 
about events some distance from here: could you talk about 
Mr. Holdridge's mission, if it impinges at all on overall 
attitudes of other countries toward Poland? I'm really in 
the dark about what he's doing. I gather there was supposed 
to be an announcement in Washington ... 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I think there was an announcement, six 


o'clock local time here, on the subject of aircraft sales to 
Taiwan. 


QUESTION: Was there any discussion with the Chinese about 
their attitude toward Poland? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't make it a habit of discussing 
publicly our discussions with other sovereign nations unless 
we have agreed beforehand that such disclosures will be 
made. But I think you can anticipate that an event as 
strategically significant as events in Poland will be on the 
agenda of Mr. Holdridge's discussions in Beijing. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you expecting other countries 
who have special links with the United States like Spain, 
Japan, Australia or New Zealand to join in these decisions 
or future decisions on this issue? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it is too early to say. I would 
want to emphasize that today's communique has been the pro- 
duct of extensive consultations within the Alliance itself 
-- emissaries to various capitals, exchanges of messages, 
telephone conversations with my counterparts. 


We've also engaged in similar consultations with other 
nations of the world who share our values, and I certainly 
include the Atlantic Community nations in the broadest 
sense, Japan, Australia, New Zealand, our ANZUS friends. 
We're going to continue this process because I think it's 
vitally important that they know what we in the Alliance are 
doing -- what we in the United States are doing, how we view 
this crisis -- and to the degree we can, to elicit their 
cooperation in measures we think are justified. Thus far, 
we've received fairly aqood assurances, especially with 
respect to Japan. 


QUESTION: Have you actually got more out of this mission 
than you had anticipated? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, some of the European nations 
suggested that sanctions involving the gas pipeline should 
be kept in reserve together with a grain embargo, as a 
weapon of last resort. Do you accept that position? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's very foolish for any western 
spokesman to lay out particular courses of action that will 
be undertaken in the event that particular actions occur. 
That always deprives you of the flexibility you need. I 
think you know that in the United States’ unilateral 
planning, we've had several tiers of potential actions -- 
economic, political and security-related -- that might 
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ultimately become engaged here. As you know, the alliance 
has done extensive planning in the event of certain 
contingencies. I don't think it serves any useful purpose 
to "dot the I's" and “cross the T's” on that subject. 


QUESTION: Is the United States actually introducing or is 
it implying a stop to the licensing of components, for 
instance, for the gas turbine compressors? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's too early to say. 


QUESTION: I'd like to take you back, if I may, to the 
scorecard area. You characterize this meeting as... 


SECRETARY HAIG: (interrupting) I was mean to you because 
I thought you had read and studied the communique. That's 
not fair. 


QUESTION: Had we, it might only have intensified the 
challenge of the questions. (Laughter). 


I'd like to take you back to the scorecard area, if I may. 
You characterize the meeting as a solid success. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. 


QUESTION: Yet five weeks into the Polish crisis, and after 
your meeting here today, not one of the NATO countries has 
even approximated the moves taken by the Reagan \aministraticn 
with resvect to Poland and the Soviet Union. Therefore, I 
need some help in understanding the solid success. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Read the communique with care. Compare it 

with the questions you asked me on the airplane yesterday coming 
over and the general demeanor you've had on this subject 

along with many others, and see whether or not you think it 
meets the criteria of solid success. I think you'll agree 

that it does. 


Having said that, no one from the outset of this crisis has 
taken the position that the alliance must be in lockstep 

on sanctions. Each nation in the alliance has an entirely 
different set of problems as they view sanctions, especially 
in the economic area. The United States is privileged to 
enjoy a very special position in that area, where actions 
that’ we can take, we can take with greater impunity. Some 
cannot. I am very pleased with the attitude of the alliance 
as a whole today as we looked at this very difficult 
question. Frankly, we did not expect that kind of a 
consensus that was achieved today, especially in the sanctions 
area, political and economic. I think when you read the 
communique carefully, you will share that judgment. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can I ask you to speculate, sir, 
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on what you think will be the Soviet Union's reaction to 
today's meeting? And what do you think it ought to be? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think their reaction will be one of 
considerable discomfiture. It's very clear to me, and 
I've made this point repeatedly in public, as I did at 
the table today, that one of the key strategies of the 
Soviet Union, in addition to winding back the tentative 
freedoms already aquired by the people of Poland, is also 
to seek to use this incident -- as it has the peace move- 
ment and the arms control question -- to separate Western 
Europe from its North American partners. 


I think some of the steps that were taken in the last 48 
hours and announced by the Polish junta, were clearly 
designed to that, to suggest that moderation was already 
underway. I think the attitude of the Soviet Union in 
responding to demarches from Washington, as distinct from 
demarches from here in Western Europe, reflects a difference 
in tone which is clearly designed to lull Western European 
leaders and aggravate American leaders. I would suggest 
that in the period ahead, we must be alert to a continuation 
of that pattern, and I'm very pleased that the ministers 
here today, are clearly sensitive to that Soviet strategy 
and tactic. 


And I hope the Press will be equally sensitive. 
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STATEMENT BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
AND 
KAMAL HASSAN ALI 
UPON ARRIVAL AT CAIRO AIRPORT 
JANUARY 12, 1982 


KAMAL HASSAN ALI: It is a pleasure for me to welcome Secretary Haig 
in Cairo. His visit comes as a part of the continuous process of con- 
sultations between the governments of the United States and Egypt, and 
within the framework of seeking a comprehensive, just and lasting 
settlement in the Middle East. 


We hope that this visit will consolidate peace chances in the region 
by pushing ahead the autonomy talks to achieve a real full autonomy 
for the Palestinaians under the provisions of the Camp David Accords, 
which provide for a transitional period in the West Bank and the Gaza 
Strip, after which the Palestinian people would practice their legiti- 
mate rights, particularly the right to self-determination. Egypt on 
its part would spare no effort to keep the talks going on until they 
bring about their desired results, either before or after the complete 
Israeli withdrawal from the Sinai, taking into account the 

current practical considerations. 


We welcome Secretary Haig's decision to play an active role in the 
autonomy negotiations. His visit would no doubt underline the United 
States’ firm commitment as a full partner to a comprehensive peace 
settlement acceptable to all parties. Your personal presence, 
Secretary Haig, in the area during this important stage of the anego- 
tiations is a proof of your government's commitment to peace in the 
Middle East and at the same time a source of hope that the obstacles 
facing the negotiations can be overcome. I would like to assure you 
that Egypt is determined to continue its efforts to achieve a compre- 
hensive and just peace that would realize the interests of all parties, 
believing that peace cannot be achieved without mutual recognition by 
all the parties of each other and the respect of each party to the 
rights of others as regards self-determination and living in peace 
within secure borders free of outside threats. 


We welcome you, Secretary Haig, and your delegation and wish you a 
happy and fruitful stay with us. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much, Mr. Deputy Prime Minister. 





First on behalf of my colleagues and myself I want to express our 
great pleasure and satisfaction at the opportunity to return to Egypt. 
Egypt is a very important and very warm friend of the United States 
and I know I speak personally for President Reagan in emphasizing the 
™ tremendous satisfaction he acquires from that special friendship. 





And during our visit here I very much look forward to my discussions 
with President Mubarak, Deputy Prime Minister Hassan Ali and his 
colleagues on a full range of problems of mutual interest. 


Primary to our objectives during this visit will be the peace process 
itself and the continuing efforts which President Mubarak has assured 
me to achieve a just and comprehensive peace settlement in the region. 


I'm very pleased that during my visit in Brussels I had an opportunity 

to reaffirm with the leaders of the European nations, the Foreign 

+ Minsiters who will be contributing to the Sinai Peacekeeping Force, 

'@ that the four European governments will formally notify Israel and the 

-—- United States and Egypt of this participation, perhaps within the next 

-y 48 hours. And I very much look forward to the formalization of those 

}* arrangements for the return of the Sinai. 

§ Beyond that, our discussions here will focus on the autonomy talks 

‘& which have been underway for an extended period. During earlier 

-» discussions with President Mubarak both here in Egypt and in 

9 Washington, it was clear that Egypt and the United States hold a number 

-£ of common views here in Cairo and share with President Mubarak and his 

‘G6 colleagues our views on recent global developments. I know and am 

> confident that our brief stay here will once again seve to strengthen 
the strong bonds of friendship that exist between the people of Egypt 


‘© 
2 and the people of my own country, the United States. 


Thank you very much. ’ 














a 


VEViagosot fr fu Vr FUME IRae rer fff fe” 





> 
~ 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


— - x 
> + 
£ 
."= 
* i - 
fe . 
t 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


January 18, 1982 
No. 20 


STATEMENT BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE, ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
AND 
KAMAL HASSAN ALI 
FOLLOWING MEETING WITH EGYPTIAN PRESIDENT MUBARAK 
JANUARY 13, 1982 
CAIRO, EGYPT 


KAMAL HASSAN ALI: Well, we welcome Secretary Haig's visit 
as usual and we see this visit in this stage of the nego- 
tiations for the autonomy is very essential and very 
encouraging and hopefully that his active role now in the 
new negotiations will push forward all the peace process for 
the sake of the stability of the area. Of course, the 
discussions which have been carried out yesterday and today 
with the President, President Mubarak covered all the issues 
concerning the area and the mutual, bilateral relations bet- 
ween the United States and Egypt in all fields. Welcome, 
Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you, Mr. Minister. Well, I just 
concluded a very valuable, as is always the case, and exten- 
sive discussion with President Mubarak. It involved a tour 
dehorizon of the global situation, a very much more precise 
and detailed focus on the regional situation and the bila- 
teral relationships between the United States and Egypt. As 
I had mentioned yesterday at the airport, the primary focus 
is the peace process itself. And I was very, very 
encouraged by the discussions I had with my distinguished 
colleague, Hassan Ali, and his colleagues last night and 
followed by the discussions with President Mubarak this 
morning, which indicated a firm commitment to continue with 
the peace process, to put in place all the arrangements 
associated with the Sinai withdrawal which is now proceeding 
well on schedule with anticipated European participation, 
and we also discussed a separate but related problem and 
that is the autonomy talks. Here I had the very firm and 
clear commitment of President Mubarak to intensify our 
efforts in the period ahead to achieve progress on autonomy 
and to work in concert for broadening of the peace process 
with a view towards a lasting, just peace in the region. 
Now, as is always the case, my visits here to Egypt are 
characterized by warmth, a friendly, receptive attitude and 
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very frank discussion of the kind that can only be conducted 
among friends. We will continue with these talks today with 
-my colleagues to attempt to again achieve a greater momentum 
with the results of a breakthrough in the period ahead and I 
hope this will be possible. Thank you very much. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Of course not, there have never been a 
deadline and we don't visualize deadlines. What we do seek 
is a reasonable outcome. 


, antht b. 


QUESTION: Mr. Foreign Minister, could we ask you, here sir, 
at this end...( inaudible) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it is much too early to say. 
We are involved with my active participation in looking at 
the overall situation and we will have our assessments 
following the visit. 


QUESTION: Mr. Foreign Minister, could we ask 
you...(inaudible) 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't anticipate that. 
QUESTION: What's the question? (inaudible) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, we ultimately would very much hope 

that we are going to have broadening.(sic) It's much too early 
to say how that will be but that's an important aspect of 

the peace process itself. 


QUESTION: Could we ask the Foreign Minister whether or not 
Secretary Haig presented proposals or a statement of prin- 
ciples dealing with the Palestinian autonomy and can we ask 
the Foreign Minister as well whether Egypt would like to 

see Secretary Haig engage in a shuttle diplomacy before April 
25th? 
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MINISTER KAMAL HASSAN ALI: Well as for the shuttle, I think 
Secretary Haig has already given you his position about 
that. 


QUESTION: What's Egypt's view? 


MINISTER KAMAL HASSAN ALI: But our view is that we welcome 
the participation of Secretary Haig in the process, because 
we feel that it will push forward the negotiations for the 
autonomy. 





QUESTION: So Egypt would like to see shuttle diplomacy if I 
understand you correctly? 
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MINISTER KAMAL HASSAN ALI: Not as a shuttle diplomacy, 
there are other means. 


QUESTION: And what about whether the Secretary presented 
proposals or a statement of principles dealing with autonomy 
talks this morning? 


MINISTER KAMAL HASSAN ALI: Well, we have agreed since the 
23rd of September, last September with the Israeli delega- 
tion and with the United States delegation that a heads of 
agreement should be achieved and we are working now to have 
the differences and the solutions for these differences. 
That's what we are aiming to do in the next period. 


gn 


QUESTION: That's a statement of principles, is that what 
that comes to? 


MINISTER KAMAL HASSAN ALI: Yes, this will be the final 
destiny of our negotiations. 


QUESTION: Mr. Ali, you say there is no deadline for the 
talks. Let me put that another way. Is Egypt prepared to 
negotiate indefinitely with Israel on the subject of 
Palestinian autonomy? 


MINISTER KAMAL HASSAN ALI: Well, there is nothing indefini- 
tely except God. (Laughter) 


QUESTION: What I'm saying is that you would be willing to 
go on as long as the talks show any signs of promise? 


MINISTER KAMAL HASSAN ALI: Yes, certainly we will go on. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, one question about the Sinai 
return, (inaudible) the subject is of concern here in Egypt. 
How do you assess the developments in the Sudan? Is the 
United States concerned about the developments 

there... (inaudible) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think in genera! we've been in 
close touch with President Nimeiri and as you know we have 
increased our level of support to Sudan. We are totally 
dedicated to stabilization of the situation there and the 
need to do all that is possible to prevent external inter- 
vention -- either as an external threat or involvement — 
internally in Sudan by outside forces. The situation in 
Chad: of course we've been participating actively with our 
African friends, coordinating with the French Government to 
try to contribute to the withdrawal of the Libyan forces, 
which has been accomplished with some worrisome aftermath, 
to help the African peacekeeping force to enter into the 
situation to stabilize that situation. And thus far, while 
it has not been risk-free or trouble-free, nothing of that 
kind is, I think it is progressing reasonably well and we 
are keeping a very close eye on it. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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No. 21 


REMARKS BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AFTER MEETING WITH 
ISRAELI PRIME MINISTER MENACHEM BEGIN: 
Jerusalem, Israel 
January 14, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: Ladies and gentlemen, we have been very 
busy today and had good discussions after our arrival 

this morning with Foreign Minister Shamir and his col- 
leagues. I have just completed lengthy discussions with 
the Prime Minister. I am extremely pleased to see his 
State of health and that he's well on the way to full 
recovery after the unfortunate accident. We've had a good 
and extensive exchange of views on a number of issues. 

I met also today with Defense Minister Sharon. We have 
discussed global issues, regional issues, bilateral issues 
and the main focus, of course, has been on the topic of 
autonomy, where we are seeking to contribute to the momen- 
tum and progress with the view towards hopefully having 

an early agreement, but without deadlines, of course. I 
think that's -- 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, now that you've begun to hear 
the Israeli positions, and you've also heard the Egyptian 
positions, do you think that the task ahead of you with 
regard to reaching an autonomy agreement is perhaps more 
difficult than you may have anticipated? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I want to remind you that we have 
been a full partner in this process from the beginning, 

and have got into the most detailed of discussions starting 
this past fall. We've had both of our Ambassadors and our 


own team participating, so we're well aware of the attitudes 


of the parties. That's not to suggest to you that there 
are not important differences still in the process, but 
we've been aware of those differences and what we are 
seeking are ways to resolve them. 


QUESTION: Have you brought any proposals of your own on 
this? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No, we didn't come here with any formulas 
or formulae, however you want to describe it. I see I've 
been condemned to speak Latin in my own country because 
Haigspeak is difficult. (Laughter) But no, we are here 
to be a catalyst -- a full partner. We will go home after 
we get the views here in Israel and assess the positions 
that we've heard in both capitals and return and discuss 
them further. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you hearing anything that 
gives you any optimism that you can narrow the differences 
between Egypt and Israel? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think we're ready yet to make a 
value judgment on that subject. We're here now essentially 
in a fact- finding role. Give me a few weeks and I'll 
answer that question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will there be an American autonomy 
negotiator? What will be the next step in the talks? Where 
will it go? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think that's too early to say. 

We want to go home after we complete our discussions 

here and assess the overall situation and make determinations. 
That could include a consideration of a high-level neco- 
tiator, different but hopefully more effective. 


QUESTION: Is there any discussion of the strategic 
cooperation agreement? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We were not here to discuss that today, 
and we have not. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I understand that you're going 
to try and find out whether Jordan would be interested in 
participating. Until now they've made it very clear 

that they're not interested. Why do you think that you 
can persuade them to get involved? Or how do you think 
you can persuade them to get involved? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, if I answered that question it would 
assume the premise of the question was correct. I'm not 
aware that we have made such an objective. We are now 
dealing with the Camp David framework as it was agreed 
upon, as it is in the Treaty of Peace, and I think that's 
the first hurdle that we have to overcome. Then we'll 
answer the questions. 


QUESTION: Could you plot that out for us, please? You 
said you'd go back and look over he settlements issue and 
then you'll return. Could you heip us amplify that, please? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think the amplification would be 


perhaps for me personally to return here -- or a represen- 
tative -- but follows the fact-finding effort that is 
underway. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much. 
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No. 22 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Committee on Ocean Dumping 


Notice of Meeting 


The U.S. Advisory Commitee on Ocean Dumping, a 
Subcommittee of the Shipping Coordinating Committee, 
will hold an open meeting at 9:30 a.m. on Tuesday, 
January 26, 1982, in Room 1101, West Tower, Waterside 
Mall, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the meeting is to review the outcome 
of the Sixth Consultative Meeting of the London Dumping 
Convention and to discuss the preliminary agenda for the 
next meeting of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group. 


Requests for further information should be addressed 
to Ms. Norma A. Hughes, Executive Secretary, Committee on 
Ocean Dumping (WH-585), U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460. Ms. Hughes may be 
reached telephone (202) 755-2927. The Chair will entertain 


comments from the public as time permits. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 
Notice of Meeting 
The Working Group on Safety of Navigation of SOLAS wili 
conduct an open meeting at 9:00 a.m. on February 3, 1982 in 


Room 3201 of the US Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 2nd St., 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20593. 
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The purpose of the meeting is to prepare position docu- 
ments for the Twenty-Sixth Session of the Subcommittee on 
Safety of Navigation of the Inter-Governmental Maritime Con- 
sultative Organization (IMCO) to be held in London on 
February 15, 1982. In particular, the working group will 
address the following topics: 
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-- routing of ships 
-- 1972 collision regulations 
-- search and rescue 
-- ship movement reporting systems 
-- differential omega 
-- shipboard navigational aids 
-- accuracy requirements and harmonization of radio- 
navigation aids 
-- standard marine navigation vocabulary 
-- bridge design and layout 
-- weather routing 
-- recorder of operational data for ships 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. T.J. Falvey, US Coast 
Guard (G-WWM-2/11), Washington, D.C. 20593, Telephone (202) 
426-4958. 
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INTEGRATED SERVICES DIGITAL NETWORK (ISDN) 
WORKING PARTY OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that the ISDN Working Party of the 
U.S. Organization for the Intemational Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee will meet on January 28, 1982 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 1406 of the 
Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This Working 
Party deals with the evolution of ISDN as it is being considered by 
CCITT Study Group XVIII. 


The agenda for the meeting is as follows: 
l. Report of the Meeting of Rapporteurs of Study Group XVIII, 


2. Consideration of white documents (contributions to the CCITT) 
of special interest, 
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3. Oonsideration of the delayed contributions for the meeting of 
Study Group XVIII ISDN Working Party in Munich, 


4. U.S. participation in the Munich meeting, 
5. Any other business. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in the 
discussion subject to the instructions of the Chair. Admittance of 
public members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, 
entrance to the Department of State building is controlled and entry will 
be facilitated if arrangements are made in advance of the meeting. It 
is therefore requested that prior to January 28 persons who plan to 
attend the meeting inform Mr. Richard Howarth, Office of Intemational 
Communications Policy, Department of State, telephone (202) 632-1007, of 
their intention. All attendees must use *he C Street entrance to the 
building. 
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The International Industrial Property Panel of the 
Department of State's Advisory Committee on International 
Intellectual Property will meet in open session on Tuesday, 
February 9, 1982, in Room 1105 at the Department of State. 
The meeting will begin at 9:30AM and will continue until 
1:00PM. Although we anticipate that the business of the 
meeting will be concluded prior to the lunch break, an 
afternoon session will be held if required. 


The meeting will be open to the general public. 
The following topics will be discussed: 


1. Revision of the Paris Convention for the 
Protection of Industrial Property. 
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2. The Draft International Code of Conduct 
on the Transfer of Technology. 


3. The Draft Convention on the Law of the Sea. 


The public attending may, as time permits and subject 
to the instructions of the Chairperson, participate in the 
discussions or may submit their views in writing to the 
chairperson prior to, or at the meeting for later consider- 
ation by the Committee. | 

Members of the public who plan to attend the meeting 
will be admitted up to the limits of the conference room's 
capacity. Entrance to the Department of State is controlled 
and entry will be facilitated if arrangements are made in 
advance of the meeting. Members of the general public who 
plan to attend the meeting are reqested to provide their 
name, affiliation, and address to Ms. Bobbi Tinsley, 

Office of Business Practices, Department of State, telephone 
(202) 632-1486, prior to February 9, 1982. All attendees to 
the meeting should use the C Street Entrance to the Building. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AFTER THE NAC MINISTERIAL 
Brussels, Belgium 
December 11, 1981 


SECRETARY HAIG: In the tradition of NATO Communique drafting, 
the statement will take an hour and fifteen minutes. (Laughter) 
I think at the conclusion of this semi-annual Ministeral meeting, 
it's very clear that this has been an extremely important and 
Significant year for the Alliance. First and foremost, of 
course, Spain's request for membership is indeed a landmark 
event, and I use this opportunity on behalf of President Reagan 
to extend the warmest welcome to the Kingdom of Spain. We all 
look forward to a close and lasting relationship and look with 
optimism to the ultimate ratification of their entry. I think 
the step itself -- which many of the governments of the Alliance 
have long sought -- demonstrates very clearly the health and 
vitality of the Alliance and its appeal. Members do respect 
each other's diversity but they are and continue to be united 

by common values -- freedom, individual rights, dignity, poli- 
tical pluralism and a commitment to peace. This Ministerial, 
however, also carried forward elements of Alliance policy 

which were developed in the Ministerial meeting last May in 
Rome, which was, from my point of view, also a very significant 
meeting. We are committed to a constructive East-West relation- 
ship, but it is clear that a lack of restraint on the part of 
the Soviets -- not only in their arms program which continues to 
build relentlessly, but in their international conduct -- 
remains a serious obstacle to the kind of relationships we in the 
West would seek to achieve with the East. I think it's signifi- 
cant that again in this year's Ministerial there was specific 
reference of concern about the continuing Soviet presence in 
Afghanistan, and you will note that determination by the mem- 
bers of the Alliance to strengthen their conventional defenses 
and to implement the INF modernization program decided upon in 
December 1979. 
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There was an unusual step taken at this meeting to promulgate a 
separate decision paper on the INF question, in which a strong 
affirmation for the dual-track arms control and modernization 
steps. It's interesting and welcome, from the U.S. point of view, 
that the allies expressed solid support for President Reagan's 
strategic force modernization decision, which will, of course, 
contribute to a further strengthening of the NATO deterrent, as 
well as ensure a positive incentive for progress in arms control. 
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I think it was significant that a greater degree than hereto- 
fore in paragraph 9 of the Communique, there was a clearer 
recognition by the 15 that events outside the geographic areas of 
the Alliance itself. Perhaps one of the most persistent themes 
throughout the discussions of the last two days was the over- 
whelming endorsement and support for President Reagan's speech 
of November 18. It was raised repeatedly by all the member 
governments, and it is noteworthy that there's a specific and 
substantial reference to that speech and particularly the four 
arms control proposals made by President Reagan in the formal 
Communique: 


First, the President's historic offer to cancel NATO's INF 
modernization program in return for the dismantling of the 
SS-20's and retirement of SS-4's and 5's is the subject of spe- 
cial declaration published and made public with respect to it. 
Significant that all 15 nations have now become a part of the 

INF dual-track decision. This statement shows that the Alliance 
is united on INF arms control and modernization and is proceeding 
with both. 


Another important add-on to this Ministerial meeting was the 
participation of and briefing by our INF negotiatior, Paul Nitze, 
who gave the members a very detailed update on the conduct of 

the talks that have begun, starting November 30 in Geneva, on INF. 
The importance of these talks and secondly, the continuing commit- 
ment of the United States to extensive consultations with our 
Allies. These consultations characterize the preparation of the 
U.S. negotiating position at the outset and will continue through- 
out the conduct of the discussions. 


It's clear that our allies also welcome the President's intention 
to enter into START -- Strategic Arms Reduction Talks -- early in 
the coming year, and I will be taking up this topic, timing and 
venue, with Foreign Minister Gromyko in our second round of talks 
which are scheduled for Gevena on the 26th and 27th of January. 


This Ministerial meeting gave an opportunity to present -- for 

me to present in the super-restricted session -- President 
Reagan's foreign policy and to exchange views with the other 
member governments on this. I used it as a stock-taking session, 
and I must say that as we reflected back over the year, both 

in terms of the commitment of the member governments to main- 

tain our necessary defenses in the conventional and the nuclear 
area, our continued dedication to progress in arms control from 

a unified base, and other global events, including events with- 

in the eastern bloc of nations and in the developing world, 

it would appear to be a year in which 'e come out of this 

year substantially better-postured than the conditions we found 
when we entered it. And I say that in the broadest sense in terms 
of the overall international climate, progress made on specific 
areas which represent danger to peace and stability, prospects 

for arms control and, perhaps most importantly from the Alliance's 
point of view, the continuing unity and convergence of purpose 

of the member states of tie Alliance. 
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I think another aspect contributing to the optimism that we can 
take at year end is the fact that we have entered into a dialogue 
with the East. This is not a dramatic shift in policy with 
respect to the United States’ approach to the problem, but rather 
a maturization of an evolutionary approach to establish condi- 
tions which we hope will lead to greater hope for success. The 
discussions we have had with the Soviet Union thus far over the 
year have not only begun a specific dialogue dealing with epe- 
cific concerns that the United States holds about Soviet and 
Soviet proxy behavior worldwide, but we are now at a point where 
we are intensifying that dialogue and where the prospects for 
Specific discussions in arms control both in INF underway and 
START talks, soon to be underway, have now taken shape. 


We had an opportunity during this meeting, as always, to have 
intimate, sensitive and detailed discussions on a number of 
international issues -- both during the formal meetings and in 
the margins during a number of bilateral issues. 


For example, I had an opportunity to brief the Council on 

the decision made yesterday by the United States to recall its 
citizens from Libya. In this regard, I think it's important to 
reiterate what I did yesterday, and that was that we have not 
sought to elicit parallel actions from our allies with respect 
to Libya; but we have asked them for understanding with respect 
to the steps that the United States is taking in this matter. 
From the United States’ point of view -- because it is a very 
special problem associated with U.S.-Libyan relations -- we feel 
that we can no longer apply a double standard and ignore inter- 
national lawlessness, the support for international terrorism 
and conduct business as uSual with the government of Libya. 


We had an opportunity during these two days here to have a brief 
but important meeting of the Contact Group, during which further 
discussions were held on our joint efforts to achieve the im- 
plementation of UN Resolution 435 and the independence of 
Namibia, a process hopefully to begin in i982. 


There were also discussions of the European participation in 
the margins with the Sinai peacekeeping force. In that regard, 
I'm optimistic that the very minor remaining obstacles to full 
European participation will be successfully resolved in a 
matter of days. 


This meeting also gave me an opporutnity -- and it was a 
pleasure -- to meet for the first time *he new Prime Minister 

of Greece. Prime Minister Papandreou has many roots and ex- 
periences in our own country, having spent a number of years 
there in school and in a teaching role. I found our discussions 
to be very, very uscful. 


All in all, I not only complete my own assessment of the year 
of NATO activities, but this particular meeting, with great 
Satisfaction, and I do feel that the year ahead can be one of 
important accomplishment, based on the progress we've made this 
past year. Now, I welcome your questions. 
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QUESTION: Do you draw any causal link between the Soviet 
Union and the Libyan activities of whick you briefed the 
Council? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't know whether you would des- 
cribe it as a causal link. I think objective reality sug- 
gests that it is the Soviet Union that has been the source of 
armaments which have been stockpiled at an alarming rate in 
Libya over an extended period, a level of armaments that 

far exceed by any measure of criteria what would be necessary 
for defensive purposes. 


QUESTION: How about the international offices of which you 
speak that supported international] terrorism? Do you draw any 
link there, with the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think you're as able as I am to assess 
Soviet rhetoric in this regard and other related Soviet activi- 
ties in the area. 


QUESTION: Speaking about outside NATO area, I want to find 
out if you have by now a Mideast policy and if you nave, what 
is it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: If we have a Middle East policy? 


QUESTION: Yes, if you do have, what is it? And also I want 
to find the difference between this policy, if it is that, and 
the Israeli attitudes in the region. How different is it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't make it a habit of making value judgments 
with respect to Israeli or Arab attitudes on the peace keeping 
process, other than to suggest that it is United States' 

policy today to continue within the framework of the Camp David 
Accords. We see this as the most promising vehicle for achieve- 
ment of a comprehensive and lasting peace in the area. There 
are no other proposals existing today which promise as much 
potential progress in the direction of peace as do the Camp 
David Accords. I think it might be of value for us to remind 
ourselves what has been accomplished over the past year with 
respect to those accords. In January and February, I found that 
the autonomy talks were stalled out and both parties were 
moving in increasingly divergent directions with respect to 
autonomy. Secondly, there was absolutely no agreement what- 
soever on the character or composition of a peace keeping force 
which would permit the return of the Sinai in April cf this 
year, as scheduled and visualized under the Accords. In the 
intervening months, we have been able to rejuvenate, if you 
will, the autonomy discussions -- the parties are about one 
third of the way through the most vexing questions. We have 
been able to put together not only, with the agreement of both 
parties, a peace keeping force, but one of unusually broad- 
based participation if, as I anticipate, the western European 
participation will be successfully achieved. I an very hopeful 
that in the months ahead this progress can be continued. 
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Now, one of the complications to peace in the Middle East -- 
and there are many, as you know, and many divergent views -- is 
the situation in Lebanon. On two occasions over the past year, 
we were on the verge and perhaps only hours away from conflict. 
First, when the missiles were emplaced in the Beka Valley and 
secondly, during the crisis associated with the PLO-Israeli 
tensions along Israel's northern border. In both instances, 
President Reagan dispatched Ambassador Habib to the region and 
he was successfully able to quiet the situation and bring about 
a cessation of violence along Israel's northern border. Mr. 
Habib has just returned from a third trip and a survey, and will 
be reporting to the President in the immediate future. But I 
can say again, as a result of his visits and his discussions, 
we have some basis for optimism that the cease-fire will hold 
and stability will continue. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary of State, you've spoken about your 
desire for -- 


QUESTION: At one point, you talked about a lack of restraint 
on the part of the Soviets. Later on in your comments, yeu 
taiked about a substantially better position in the Alliance 
than a year ago, and you said that this, as I have in my notes, 
also involved the international climate. I wonder if you 

can sort out what seems to be -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, certainly, everything is relative. 

If one looks back from the period 1976, for example. To date, 
Starting with the proxy intervention of Cuban forces in Angola, 
the subsequent intervention in Ethiopia, the events in southern 
Yemen, the attempts to overthrow northern Yemen, the two 
interventions in Afghanistan -- the first, more ambiguous, through 
the establishment of a proxy regime; the second, a direct inter- 
vention of Soviet forces -- the overrunning of Kampuchea, 

there were regular and persistent interventionist activities, 
either directly or indirectly by the Soviet Union. This past 
year, for a host of reasons, some of which involved the internal 
problems of the eastern bloc, there has been no such blatant 
Soviet-sponsored activitv. That's not to suggest that some of 
the onerous, subversive activity has not continued, as we look 
at high levels of armaments being shipped by the Soviet Union 
into Cuba today -- 60,000 tons of arms in the first nine months 
of this year, which exceed by three-fold the level of armaments 
shipped into Cuba last year and exceed by a substantial mar- 

gin any year of shipment since the Cuban missle crisis in 1962. 
What I am suggesting to you, in the meantime, is a dialogue has 
begun with the Soviet Union. As I mentioned to the Ministers, 
I've had repeated meetings with the Soviet Ambassador in Washington 
Starting last February. I'm somewhat surprised that the fact 

of these meetings seems not to have been made public or accepted 
as a fact. Nine and a half hours of discussion in the United 
Nations General Assembly in New York, which were frank, and, 

as I told you, devoid of what I call diatribe o.1 posturing or 
propaganda, but were serious expressions of concerns on both 
sides; the launching of the INF discussions and the anticipated 
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Start of START talks themselves -- all represent movement, 
accompanied simultaneously by a clear articulation on the part 
of the United States as to the limits of acceptability of 
Soviet international behavior. Now, one would hope that that 
is an auspicious background to begin the coming year. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary of State, you've spoken about your 
desire for understanding on behalf of your European allies 
regarding U.S. actions taken with regard to Libya. In view 

of the open expressions of dissent by some of the European 
Ministers here concerning your analysis of the Libyan situation, 
do you feel you've obtained that understanding and can I ask you 
whether you've communicated to your European allies your inten- 
tions regarding future follow up actions about Libya? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Basically, yes. Our intentions with respect 
to Libya were discussed. Now I didn't pick up the din of 
dissent that you referred to. I think I saw one specific 
divergent view from one Foreign Minister and I wouldn't want 
the rest of the press here to draw any conclusions from the 
premises of your question. But secondly, it's clear that the 
United States has been the focal point of the polemic emerging 
from Libya. It has heen the focal point of specifically tar- 
geted terrorist activity and we enjoy through a host of 
sophisticated intelligence collection capabilities a rather 
up-to-the-minute access to what is going on in Libya. And, 

as I told you, each nation is entitled to draw its own con- 
clusions with respect to Libyan activity but for our part, we 
no lonaer believe that a double standard with respect to inter- 
national lawlessness and terrorism, especially when it is tar- 
geted on American officials, is a contributor to international 
peace and stability and rule of law which we all seek to 
espouse, and therefore, we've taken these minor steps. 


QUESTION: Sir, have you communicated your intentions re- 
garding any other measures, sir, to your allies? 


SECRETARY HAIG: In general, I think there's been a description 
of the United States’ attitude with respect to the situation. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you've spoken twice about not per- 
mitting double standard with regard to Libya, what do you 
expect this lates. thing we've done, how do you expect tiat 
to affect their conduct? 


SECRETARY HAIG: That remains to be see . Let's talk about 
NATO. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how hopeful can you be, realistically, 
that Spain's entry into NATO will be ratified by all the 
15 nations? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It's always good to have a question from my 
old friend, Mr. Brockdorff. I feel like I'm home. I think 
all of us can draw a great encouragement from the fact that the 
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Protocol was signed yesterday by the 15 members of the 
Alliance, with their full support and that would give one 
a sense of optimism that the divergent legislative proce- 
dures will be successfully accomplished, hopefully within 
a six-month period, but I don't think the timing is impor- 
tant as the fact. 


QUESTION: If I'm allowed to get back to the Libyan thing -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: You seem to have a persistent preoccupation 
with that subject -- 


QUESTION: I'm not the only one, I guess, you, too, apparently. 
(Laughter) 


SECRETARY HATG: Touche. (Laughter) 


QUESTION: Many European Ministers are quoted as saying that 
all communication lines are to be kept open with Libya. Do 

you share this opinion? Don't you think that the U.S. decision 
of yesterday instead is moving in the direction of closing? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. It was last May that the United 
States asked the Political Bureau to leave Washington after 
we had clear evidence of Libyan-sponsored assassination efforts 
in territorial United States against a dissident member of 
their own government. We have a bridge and nothing has 
changed with respect to that bridge through a third country. 
This is not unusual. What was decided yesterday was to ask 
American citizens to return home because of the increasing 
level of terrorist activity that's come to our attention, and 
to protect American lives should the situation deteriorate 
further or should some of the plans that we've had access to 
perhaps be carried out. 


QUESTION: My question's not about Libya, but about NATO. 

With changing governments in Europe and various peace movements, 
there has been a certain amount or there appears to be a cer- 

tain amount of slippage between what European governments have 
committed themselves to and what is in fact actually being ac- 
complished, and one gets the impression that there's a certain 
amount of impatience in the United States with their European 
allies on this score. Can you confirm or deny this or what, 

in fact, the attitude is, and whether this, in fact, has been 
discussed at the meetings at this session of the Atlantic Council? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't want to su,gest for a moment that 
there is a level of dissatisfaction either in the American Govern- 
ment or among the American people with respect to NATO efforts 

and the efforts of our Western European partners. It goes 

without saying that there are concerns on both sides of the 
Atlantic with respect to a host of areas of mutual concern, 

mutual interest. One might ask a similar question to a Western 
European official. I Suppose I have a pretty good feel, 

having lived almost five years here and I can say categorically 
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that I was never comfortable as a NATO commander, for example, 

at the full level of defense spending that had been achieved 

by either the United States or a number of our Western 

European partners, but I could also say, having witnessed it 
firsthand that the governments and the people of Western 

Europe have been encouragingly willing to continue to bear 

the sacrifices of our mutual defense needs. And it is interesting 
that in this past year, a year of unprecedented economic down- 
turns, many Western European member governments are continuing 
an increased level of allocation of resources to defense. 

There are some exceptions, of course. It's also encouraging, 
however, that this year, the United States also has applied 
greater resources to our defense needs than any year in recent 
history. Of course, they had a way to go to make up for some 
years of relative decline in defense allocations. I'm one that 
continues to have, in an historic and contemporary sense the 
utmost confidence in the unity and commonality of purpose of 

the member governments of the Alliance. Sometimes we anguish 

too much about temporary obstacles to the achievement or apparent 
sources of divergent view. Again, this meeting would dispel 

that for me, in every sense of the word, and esvecially, the 
entry of the Kingdom of Spain into the Alliance, *2 can all . 
be greatly reassured. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you share -- I have three ques- 
tions, in fact. (Laughter) Do you share the view of Mr. 
Papandreou that Turkey is a threat for Greece? The second one, 
how do you qualify Greece's stand on cancelling the Rogers 
agreement? And the third one, what would happen if Greece 
pulls out of NATO? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I: suppose I deserve that question be- 
cause of the length of my opening statement. But you know, 
after so many years as an official of the Alliance, I've long 
Since learned that value judgments about one or more members 
of the Alliance are sterile and self-defeating in the extreme 
and you're going to play hell getting me to answer your three 
questions. 


 Vectassified for Publication in American roreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


It's been a creat pleasure to be with you, ladies and gentlemen. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 











"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


a 





: fe - ==> ‘24 E a 
; Si ; ee oe eS : . ' $ ys ee 
7 J a = > as ee ag Sao 
. ae 5 ‘d we i < then “ anes thm PR et a. 
P a nee ez x ce on’ ce ees 
"s — _ = 

te # a . 

ee as a4 a) ee oe ere - Oye t-% _- 

me *< a" me o * Game? . a tA, es 











= Bs 
cts 





ie oe ae i 
eT. vies ke Tipe On aed 
ae - eS. > gh tS 
noire. a gE eS 


‘OF STATE 


January 19, 1982 
No. 27 


. JOINT PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR., SECRETARY OF STATE 
AND 
THE HONORABLE YITZAK SHAMIR, FOREIGN MINISTER 
Ben Gurion Airport 
January 15, 1982 


FOREIGN MINISTER SHAMIR: During the two day visit of Secretary 
Haig and his party, we held detailed talks on regional 
questions, international problems and bilateral issues. The 
main topic discussed was how to revitalize the autonomy talks 
and bring them to fruition in an acceptable agreement. We 

are convinced that such an agreement is possible in the near 
future. In this respect, we appreciate the untiring effort 
made by Secretary Haig. His visit has contributed to deepenin, 
the friendship and cooperation between our two countries. 

Thank you. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Unaccustomed as I am, but I think I'm 

going to correct something in the Foreign Minister's state- 
ments. He thanked me for my untiring efforts. I also want 

to say that this trip is some respects was a disappointment 

to me because I had to miss a testimonial dinner for Ambassador 
Evron in Washington where we would have had an opportunity, 

or I would have personally, to thank him for his service in 
Washington and I do want to do that here. But the compensation 
for that was to have an opportunity to work over these 

last two days with Dr. Arons, who will be replacing Ambassador 
Evron, so that was the compensation. Now with respect to the 
Trip, I think I want to summarize by emphasizing that this was 
first and foremost a fact-finding trip, fact-finding in Cairo 
with focus especially on the autonomy talks. But, as we 

did here ‘as well, there were global, regional and ‘bilateral 
issues discussed as well, as there always would be on such 
occasions. A similiar effort was made here in Israel. I 
think that as we conclude this fact-finding trip and especially 
the highly valuable discussions I haG with my distinguished 
counterpart, the Foreign Minister, and of course, with the 
Prime Minister, which included a very lengthy discussion again 
their morning following up last evening's detailed discussion. 
then I leave with a greater dedication to working with a re- 
newed sense of urgency with a view towards having an autonomy 
agreement as soon as possible and hopefully in the near term, 
but without deadlines. Now it is clear there are still many 
differences between the parties on aspects of autonomy. 

We have assessed the views, collected the views of both sides. 
We will go back to Washington, assess them alongside of each 
other; and I would expect to return here at the end of the 
month, possibly following the Geneva Conference with Soviet 
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Foreign Minister Gromyko on the 26th and 27th January. At 

that time, I would pursue a similar pattern of bilateral 
discussions in each capital, following which an overall 
assessment would be made. I think at this juncture, I am 
optimistic and hopeful, but notunmindful of the great obstacles 
that have to be overcome in the period ahead in the autonomy 
category. And I think the optimism comes essentially from the 
attitude of the leadership in both capitals, which has dedicated 
itself to an estraordinary effort in the days ahead to achieve 
an agreement. And finally, of course, in conclusion I want 

to thank my distinguished host, I want to thank the people of 
Israel, Prime Minister Begin for their hospitality to me and 

my associates over the last two days, because as always I 

leave Israel with a clear recognition of the bonds of friendship 
and mutual trust that exist between our two Governments and 
peoples. Thank you. 


QUESTION: Secretary Haig, at what point will the United States 
inject its own ideas into the crisis? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think, Jim, we're not going to come 
into the process at any point with a template formula. But 
rather when we return, we will have some ideas, having assessed 
the facts presented to us in Cairo and here in Israel and then 
we would, of course, make some suggestions but as partners in 
aprocess in which we all have a role. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, both countries -- Israel and Egypt -- 
have now said that they have reached the end of their concession 
capability. Would you care to comment whether it is true that 
there should be one side who is supposed now to make fresh 
concessions. If that is true, in that opinion, who is that 
person? 


SCCRETARY HAIG: Well, the glib answer to that would be the 
U.S. side. (Laughter) But I think a serious question deserves 
a serious answer .and I would suggest that the problem is 

not a question of concessions. The problem is a question of 
mutual ingenuity in a process of negotiation which is designed 
to bridge existing gaps and I would not like to label the 

role of either side in the area of concessions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have any of your discussions that 
you've had in the last 72 hours given you any grounds to be- . 
lieve that the Palestinians in either the West Bank or the 

Gaza strip would have anything to do with any agreement 

that you may reach with Israel and Egypt? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, it is really not for me to presume to 
speak for the Palestinians on this issue. I think you know 

that we have approached Camp David from the outset based on the 
best judgments of the participants and what would represent 

a reasonable outcome, and I think you know that in the area 

of autonomy on which your question is focusing that we visualize 
a transitional period of substantial time in which evolution 

is a part of the concept itself. 
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QUESTION: I would like to ask this question of Ministers 
Shamir and Haig. Would you say today that Israel and the 
United States have overcome the last crisis or difficulties 
that occurred in the relations between the two coyntries after 
the Golan Law and after the suspension of the Memorandum 

of Understanding? 


FOREIGN MINISTER SHAMIR: Weil, we have discussed many bi- 
later questions and issues. I cannot say that all issues 
are settled but I am sure that this meeting and thése talks 
have deepened and strengthened the friendship between us. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I could not but subscribe totally to 

Foreign Minister Shamir's answer and to emphasize to you that 
the purpose of this visit, in addition to the regional 

issues and global and bilateral issues, has been a focus on 
the autonomy question and not the MOU. 


QUESTION: If I may follow up with this question, sir, you 

met yesterday with Elias Freij and probably with other leaders 

of the West Bank. What is your impression? Would they cooperate 
in the implementation of the autonomy? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't make it a habit of playing 

the game of kiss and tell. I do want to correct one of the 
premises of your gqeustion. I saw one West Bank leader - one 
mayor. It waS an invaluable opportunity for me to get his 
particular perception. I couldn't speak for him with respect 
to what his attitude might or might not be on an agreement 
which we have yet to achieve and I think I can answer that 
question better if I knew precisely where we come out on these 
discussions. That's a non-answer to a thoughtful question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what changes and attitude do you 
expect from both Egypt and Israel after April 25 when Israel 
withdraws from the Sinai? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, my discussion in both capitals suggest 
to me that the leadership in both capitals are very serious 
about the peace process and the Treaty of Peace that exists 
and they will remain dedicated to thatprocess and whether or 
not we are able to achieve an autonomy agreement before or 
after the April Sinai date is less important than the fact 
that we attempt to move these talks forward to arrive at a 
successful outcome at the earliest possible date. 


QUESTION: Mr. Haig, may I ask you, after your separate meetings at the 
end of the month in Cairo and Jerusalem, is it your hope fairly soon to 
bring the two sides together to a tri-partite meeting at ministerial 
level? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, it's too early to say, although that is clea 
a possibility providing all goes well and constructively. 


QUESTION: What is it about the current situation that's given this 
sense of urgency to the negotiations? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think and I think I've suggested to 
others while I've been here and while in Cairo, that the U.S. 
felt additional attention would have to be given to autonomy, 
probably as early as Octover/November this year. And that would 
have been the case had not certain events intervened in the 
region, and you could tick them off as well as I. That 

was the cause for the delay in our original schedule and 


that adds a little bit of greater urgency now since we are 
Starting as late aS we are, and we don't delude ourselves 
that the fact that we are now adding the greater sense 

of urgency may make the difference it may not. But we don't 
feel we have the luxury of not trying. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY YAIG: Yes, the latter part is correct. I think 

that whatever we do in the negotiating process must be based 

on a decision and a very careful weighing of what will make 

the greatest contribution to success, and whether that be / 
a special negotiator or whether it looks like the details of 

this thing can be settled perhaps with my participation given 

the time (inaudible) presented very competently by our two 

Ambassadors. These are all decisions to be made in the future 

after we weigh the results of this trip and probably the 

further bilateral discussions we will hold. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shamir, it was reported in the Jerusalem Post 
this morning that Ambassador Lewis had prepared a list of ten 
possible Israeli surprises. I wonder what is your reaction? 





FOREIGN MINISTER SHAMIR: I don't know anything about this 
information and I think, if it was published anywhere it's 
not correct. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what are the prospects for revising 
strategic cooperation with Israel and for ending the sanctions 
imposed after the Golan Heights annexation? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think that is not a question that was 
discussed in detail here and I'd prefer to withhold my reply 
on that perhaps until I return, other than to emphasize 

that Israeli-American relationships remain on a very, very 
sound footing as they have historically, and this visit was 

a further contribution to that sound footing. 


FOREIGN MINISTER SHAMIR: Well, I said before that I think that 
this visit was a considerablecontribution to the improvement 


of our relations. 


QUESTION: Mr. Haig, you define this trip as a fact-finding 
mission. What facts did you find out on this trip that you 
did not find out in the two and half years the negotiations 


have been going on? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, probably not too many facts in the broad 
sense of your question, but let me assure you discussing the . 
details in the functional areas which involve autonomy and their 
five major areas, with the leadership in both countries, and 
finding the limits or the lack of limits of their outlook on 
these very complex questions is invaluable and can only be 
precisely gaugeé@ by the kinds of discussions we have had, the 
kind of fact-finding effort we've been engaged in. I think 
you know that in the diplomatic world where you have such 
Complex negotiations with such vast areas of focus, that they 
usually are developed fragmentarily and messages of great eso- 
teric depth and therefore this kind of a trip is invaluable. 





QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Oh, I don't think it's time yet to comment 
on that -- much too early. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Foreign Minister, you've indicated 

in particular, you've indicated your return at the end of the 
month. Does this signal a more active role by yourself personally 
to attempt to get these autonomy talks moving? And Mr. 

Foreign Minister, is a more active role by the United States 
unnecessary to get the autonomy talks moving in your view? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm already taking a more active role by, 

as testimony of my visit here this time. When I come back again 
that constitutes a more active role. That does not prejudge 

the answer to the question that was asked earlier that following 
that there will be a decision made as to best to carry the 
talks forward, my personal participation, a special negotiator, 
Or some other formula. 


FOREIGN MINISTER SHAMIR: I think that the involvement and the 
participation of the United States Government in the peace 
process is very useful and very vital and we think that also 

at this stage it will help a lot to achieve an agreement in the 
near future. 


QUESTION: Going back to Mayor Freij and your visit with him, 
the mayor told us that he found you quite sympathetic to some 
Palestinian views including the possibility of east Jerusalem 
residents voting on autonomy. I'd appreciate your comments 
on that and in connection with that, did he discuss with you 
his call on the PLO to open a peace initiative with Israel? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I, as I say, don't make it a habit un- 

less we agreed to reveal the context of our discussion before | 
the fact and I didn't do that with the mayor. I don't make 
it a habit of running out and discussing such conversations. | 
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I think it makes those conversations in the future strained 

or more guarded than I would like. However, I would not want 
to characterize what you have said as being a completely _ 
accurate presentation of my views simply because they we given 
out of context and I just don't want to be associated with that 
kind of thing. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


FOREIGN MINISTER SHAMIR: Well, the position ad Israel in these 
negotiations are know and they were discussed. I said also 

that we will make a great effort to achieve an agreement. We 
will try to convince the other party to accept our positions 

and I think that by the help of the United States and especially 
by the help of Secretary Haig we will succeed to advance the 
cause, 


————— 


QUESTION: Secretary Haig, do you care to outline the five 
areas of major difference between the two parties? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Oh, golly, there are more than that. No. What I was 
referring to is not five areas of difference but five functional 

areas engaged in the autonomy process, that is functional areas 

of focus, all of which will contribute to autonomy. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't think I would like to even con- 
template failure. I think we have gone into these things in 
Camp David, to the peace process itself, to the peace treaty 
between Israel and Egypt and to the related activities associ- 
ated with the Sinai withdrawal and the autonomy talks with the 
sense of good will and optimism and realizing that heretofore 
inconceivable progress has been made in Camp David. And I 
think it is in our collective interest to continue a sense of 
optimism and maximize our efforts to continue the progress 

we have realized so far. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I report for Christian Radio News to 
some of the tens of millions of Americans who believe the 
Bible is literally the Word of God. And I'd just like to 

ask you in your formulation of the autonomy decision, will you 
consider this view that the Bible speaks explicitly and de- 
finitely that this land belongs to the Jewish nation forever 
and cannot belong to any other national sovereignty? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Which Testament had that in it? 
QUESTION: Both the Old and the New, sir. (Laughter) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Boy, if I've ever heard a mine field, well, 
I heard one. 


QUESTION: Well, it's been a long time around. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, let me say "God bless you." (Laughter) 


QUESTION: Okay. Thank you. 
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ARRIVAL STATEMENT 
BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
Geneva, Switzerland 
January 24, 1982 


Good evening Ladies and Gentlemen. I am very pleased, together with 
my Delegation, to be back in Geneva -- a city I know well and with 
great fondness. As you know, I am here at the instructions of 
President Reagan to participate in further high-level discussions 
with the Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko, which will take ; ave 

on Tuesday. This meeting is in conformance with President Reagan's 
own view that in times of international tension and crisis, communi- 
cation at high levels is vitally important. 


Now it is a sad commentary that these discussions will take place at 
a time, andagainst a backdrop of increasing repression in Poland. 
But I think it is also significant and encouraging that the entire 
Western World is of one mind with respect to the situation in Poland 
today, and the responsibility of the Soviet Union for events which 
are occurring. I know the discussions themselves will provide for 
me an opportunity to express first hand and directly to Foreign 
Ministe: Gromyko the outrage that is felt in my own country and in 
Western capitals as well with respect to this situation. And we 
would also seek to continue our discussions on a number of other 
issues, including the continuing unsatisfactory situation in Afghanistan. 


Now I will use this visit here also as an opportunity to exchange views 
with Swiss Foreign Minister Aubert on the continuing warm state of 
relationships between the Government and the people of Switzerland 

and the United States Government and the American people. Thank you. 
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No. 29 


UNITED STATES AND SINGAPORE 
AMEND TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Singapore exchanged letters 
dated August 24, 1981 and August 27, 1981, respectively, 
to amend the existing bilateral textile Agreement. The 
texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





30 Hill Street 
Singapore 0617 
August 24, 1981 
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Mec asst tried FOr FUDIICaLION trl American fryererys" 


Mr. Ridzwan Dzafir > 
Director-General 

Department of Trade 

Ministry of Trade and Industry 

Republic of Singapore 


. 


Dear Mr. Ridzwan: 


I refer to paragraph eleven of the Agreement between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Singapore relating to 
trade in cotton, wool and manmade fiber textiles and textile 
products, with annexes, effected by the exchange of notes 

Gated August 21, 1981 ("The Agreement"), and to our discussions 
of July 19, 1981 concerning exports from Singapore to the United 
States of products classified in Textile Category 347/348. 


EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202) 632-2062 





DATE 
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It is my Government's understanding that our Governments have 
agreed that, for Category 347/348 only, the Singapore Govern- 

ment may utilize, as available, carryover from 1981 to 1982 

of up to ll percent of the 1982 agreement year limit. The 
combination of carryover and carry forward shall not exceed eleven 
percent of the 1982 Agreement Year Limit. 


lf the above conforms to your Government's understanding, this 
letter and your letter of acceptance on behalf of your Govern- 
ment shall constitute an amendment to the Agreement between 
our two Governments. 


Sincerely, 


William E. Spruce 
Political/Economic Counselor 


SINGAPORE LETTER 


27 Aug 81 


Mr William E Spruce 
Political/Economic Counselor 
Embassy of the United States 
of America 
30 Hill Street . 
. Singapore 0617 


Dear Mr Spruce, 


I refer to paragraph 11 of the Agreement between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Singapore relating to trade in 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products, with 
annexes, effected by exchange of notes dated 21 August 1981, as 
amended ("The Agreement) and to our discussions of 19 July 1981 
concerning exports from Singapore to the United States of product 
classified in textile Category 347/348 and to your letter dated 
24 August 198] concerning the application of carryover provision 
from 1981 to 1982 in respect of Category 347/348. 


2 I am pleased to inform you that your Government's under- 
standing as outlined in paragraph 2 of your letter conforms with that 
of my Government. This letter and your letter constitute an 


amendment to the Agreement between our two Governments, 


Yours] sincerely 





3 a 
| a 
RIDARAN DZAFIR 


2-7 DIRECTOR-GENERAL 
ad DEPARTMENT OF TRADE 


> 
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THE UNITED STATES AND 
SINGAPORE SIGN BILATERAL 
: TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Singapore exchanged notes dated 
August 21, 1981 to effect a new bilateral textile Agreement 
relating to trade in cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles 
and textile products. The texts of the notes follow: 


UNITED STATES NOTE 





. Singapore, August 21, 1981 
His Excellency 


Tony Tan Keng Yam 
Minister for Trade and Industry 
Republic of Singapore 
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Excellency: 

J] have the honor to refer to the Arrangement 
Regarding Jnternational Trade in Textiles, with Annexes, 
done at Geneva on December 20, 1973, and extended by 


protocol adopted on December 14, 1977 at Geneva 


(hereinafter referred to as "The Arrangement"). 


EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202) 632-2062 


For further information contact: 


i-4s 
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I have also the honor to refer to discussions 
between representatives of the Government of the 
Republic of Singapore and the Government of the United 
States of America in Geneva from July 15 to July 19, 
1981 concerning exports to the United States of America 
of cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile 
products manufactured in the Republic of Singapore. As 
a result of these discussions, and in conformity with 
Article 4 of the Arrangement, I iave the honor to 
propose on behalf of the Government of the United States 
of America, the following Agreement relating to trade in 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile 
products between the Republic of Singapore and the 


United States of America: 


1. The term of this Agreement shall be the 
four-year period from January 1, 1982 to December 31, 
1985. Each “Agreement Year" shall be a calendar year, 
with the first Agreement Year commencing on January 1, 


1982 and ending on December 31, 1982. 


2. Textile and textile products covered by this 


Agreement shall be classified in three groups, as 


follows: 
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GROUP DEFINITION 








I Yarns, fabrics, made-up goods and 
miscellaneous textile products of 
cotton and man-made fibers 
(Categories 300-320, 360-369, 
600-627, 665-669). 


II Apparel of cotton and man-made 


fibers (Categories 330-359, 630-659). 


III Wool textiles and textile products 
(Categories 400-469). 


The determination of whether a textile or textile. 
product is of cotton, wool, or man-made fiber shall be 
made in accordance with the terms of paragraph 9. The 
categories referred to in the above definitions of 


groups are those summarized in Annex A. 


3. (a) The system of categories and the rates of 
convers/ on into square yards equivalent listed in Annex 
A shall apply in implementing this Agreement except as 
set out in subparagraph 3 (b). 
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(b) For purposes of this Agreement, and in 


recognition of the patterns of trade of the Republic of 


Singapore with the United States of America, the 


categories below are merged as indicated and treated as 


Single Categories and Sub-categories with Specific 


limits for Categories and Sub-limits for Sub-categories 


as set out in Annex B: 


Categories 


Merged 


333,334,335 
338, 339 
347,348 
445, 446 
633,634,635 
638, 639 
643,644 


647,648 


Designation 


in Agreement 


333/334/335 
338/339 
347/348 
445/446 
633/634/635 
638/639 
643/644 


647/648 


Sub-Categories 


333;334;335 
338;339 
347;348 

None 
633;634;635 
638 

643; — 
643 not knit; 
644 


647 


For purposes of computing charges to Aggregate, Group 


and Specific Limits and Sub-limits for the Categories 


and Sub-categories cited above, rates of conversion for 


individual Categories set out in Annex A shall be 


applied. 
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4. Commencing with the first Agreement Year, and 
during the subsequent term of this Agreement, the 
Government of the Republic of Singapore shall limit 
annual exports from the Republic of Singapore to the 
United States of America of cotton, wool, and man-made 
fiber textiles and textile products manufactured-in the 
Republic of Singapore to the Aggregate, Group and 
Specific Limits and Sub-limits set out in Annex B, as 
such limits may be adjusted in accordance with 
paragraphs 6, 7 and 8. The limits set out in Annex B do 
not include any adjustments permitted under 


paragraphs 6, 7 or 8. 


5. Categories not given Specific Limits are 
subject to Consultation Levels and to the Aggregate and 
applicable Group Limits. In the event the Government of 
the Republic of Singapore wishes.to permit exports to 
the United States of America in any category in excess 
of the applicable Consultation Level during any 
Agreement Year, the Government of the Republic of 
Singapore shall request consultations with the 
Government of the United States of America on this 
question and the Government of the United States of 
America shall enter into such consultations. Until 
soreement on a different level of exports is reached, 


the Government of the Republic of Singapore shall limit 


exports to the United States of America in the Category 
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in question to the Consultation Level. For each 


Agreement Year, the Minimum Consultation Level for each 





Category not given a Specific Limit shall be 1,000,000 
squere yards equivalent for categories in Group I, 
700,000 square yards equivalent for categories in. Group 


II, and 100,000 square yards equivalent for categories 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


in Group IiI. Annual Consultation Levels above these 


stated amounts are specified in Annex C hereto. 


ee ee ew ee 


6. During any Agreement Year, and within the 
Aggregate Limit for such Agreement Year, the Group 


Limits set out in Annex B applicable to such Agreement 


«> EE one ee ee EE 


Year may be exceeded by not more than fifteen percent in 


the case of Group I, by not more than seven percent in 


RE 


the case of Group II, and by not more than one percent 
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in the case of Group III. Adjustments made pursuant to 
this paragraph are in addition to those pursuant to 


paragraph 8. 


7. During any Agreement Year, and within the 
Aggregate and applicable Group Limits for such Agreement 
Year, as they may be adjusted pursuant to paragraphs 6 


and 8, any Specific Limit or Sub-limit set out in 


Annex B may be exceeded by not more than: 
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ten percent if included within Group I 
seven percent if included within Group II 


five percent if included within Group III. 


8. (a) In any Agreement Year, in addition to any 
adjustment pursuant to paragraphs 6 and 7, exports may 
exceed by a maximum of eleven percent the Aggregate 
Limit and any Group or Specific Limit or Sub-limit by 
allocating to such Limit for that Agreement Year an 
unused portion of the corresponding Limit for the 
previous Agreement Year ("Carryover") or a portion of 
the corresponding Limit for the succeeding agreement 


year ("Carry Forward") subject to the following 


conditions: 


(i) ) Carryover may be utilized as 
available up to eleven percent of the receiving 
Agreement Year's applicable Limits; provided, however, 
that no Carryover shall be available for application 


during the first Agreement Year; 


(ii) The combination of Carryover and 
Carry Forward shall not exceed eleven percent of the 


receiving Agreement Year's applicable limit in any 


Agreement Year; 
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(iii) Carry Forward may be utilized up to 
six percent of the receiving Agreement Year's applicable 
Limit and shall be charged against the immediately | 


following Agreement Year's corresponding Limit; 


(iv) Carryover of Shortfall (as defined 
in sub-paragraph 8 (b)) shall not be applied to any 
Specific Limits until the Governments of the United 
States of America and the Republic of Singapore have 


agreed upon the amounts involved. 


(ob) For purposes of this Agreement, a 
Shortfa:! occurs when exports of textiles or textile 
products of the Republic of Singapore to the United 
States of America during an Agreement Year are below the 
Aggregate Limit and any applicable Group Limit, Specific 
Limit or Sub-limit. In the Agreement Year following the 
Shortfall, such exports from the Republic of Singapore 
to the United States of America may be permitted to 
exceed the Aggregate, Group, and Specific Limits and 
Sub-limits, subject to conditions of sub-paragraph 8 (a) 


by Carryover of Shortfalls in the following manner: 


(i) The Carryover shall not exceed the 
amount of shortfall in either the Aggregate Limit or any 
applicable Group or Specific Limit or Sub-limit; | 
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(ii) In the case of Shortfall in a 
Category or Sub-category subject to a Specific Limit or 
Sub-limit, the Shortfall shall be used in the Category 


or Sub-category in which the shortfall occurred; and 


(iii) In the case of Shortfalls not 
attributable to Categories or Sub-categories subject to 
Specific Limits or Sub-limits, the Carryover shall be 


used in the same ‘Group in which the Shortfall occurred. 


(iv) The aggregate Limit or any 
applicable Group or Specific Limit or Sub-limit in which 
the Shortfall occurred shall be decreased by the amount 


used to exceed the following year's Limit. 


(c) The Limits referred to in sub-paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of this paragraph ere without any adjustment 


under this paragraph or paragraphs 6 or 7. 


(d) The total adjustment under this paragraph 
shail be in addition to adjustments to the Limits 


permitted by paragraphs 6 and 7. 


(e) The total adjustment permissible under 
this paragraph for the first Agreement Year shall be six 


percent, consisting solely of Carry Forward. 
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9. (a) Tops, yarns, piece goods, made-up 

articles, garments and other textile manufactured | 
products, all being products which derive their chief 
characteristics from their textile components, of 
cotton, wool, or man-made fibers, or blends thereof, in 
which any or all of those fibers represent either the 
chief value of the fibers or fifty percent or more by 
weight (or seventeen percent more by weight of wool) of 


the product, are subject to this Agreement. 


(b) For the purpose of this Agreement, textile 
products shall be classified as cotton, wool or man-made 
fiber textiles if wholly or in chief value of any of 
these fibers. Any products covered by sub- 
pareoraphs 9 (a) but not in chief value of cotton, wool 


or man-made fiber shell be classified as: 


(i) Cotton textiles if containing fifty 
percent or more by weight of cotton, or if the cotton 
component exceeds by weight the wool and/or the man-made 


fiber component; 


(ii) Wool textiles if not cotton, end 
wool equals or exceeds seventeen percent by weight of 


all component fibers; end 


(441i) Man-made fiber textiles if neither 


of the foregoing applies. 


LT We 
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10. In conformity with Article 8 of the Arrange- 
ment, the Government of the United States of America and 
the Government of the Republic of Singapore shall 


cooperate to avoid circumvention of the Agreement. — 


ll. Mutually setisfactory administrative 
arrangements or adjustments may be made to resolve minor 
problems arising in the implementation of this ° 
Agreement, including cifferences in points of procedure 


or operation. 


12. (a) The Government of the United States of 
America shall promptly supply the Government of the 
Republic of Singapore with data on monthly imports of 
cotton, man-made fiber and wool textiles and textile 
products into the United States of America from the 


Republic of Singapore. . 


(b) The Government of the Republic of 
Singapore shall promptly supply the Government of the 
United States of America with data on monthly exports of 
cotton, man-made fiber and wool textiles and textile 
products from the Republic of Singapore to the United 
States of America. 


(c) Each Government agrees to supply promptly 
any other available statistical data necessary to the 


implementation of this Agreement requested by the other 


Government. 
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13. The Government of the Republic of Singapore 
shall use its best efforts to space exports from the 
Republic of Singapore to the United States of America 
within each Category or Sub-category evenly throughout ~ 
each Agreement Year, taking into consideration normal 


seasonal factors. 


14. If the Government of the Republic of Singapore 
considers that, as a result of limitations specified in 
this Agreement, it is being placed in an inequitable 
position vis-a-vis a third country, the Government of 
the Republic of Singapore may request consultations with 
the Government of the United States of America with a 
view to taking appropriate remedial action such as 


reasonable modification of this Agreement. 


15. For the duration of this Agreement, the 
Government of the United States of America shall not 
invoke the procedures of Article 3 of The Arrangement to 
request restraint on the export of cotton, wool and 
man-made fiber textiles and textile products from the 


Republic of Singapore to the United States of America. 


. Each Government reserves its rights under The Arrange- 


ment with respect to textiles and textile products not 


subject to this Agreement. 


16. The Government of the Republic of Singapore 


shall administer its export control system under this 
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Agreement. The Government of the United States of 
America may assist the Government of the Republic of 
Singapore in implementing the limitation provisions in 


this Agreement. 


17. In conformity with Article 12, paragraph (3) of 
The Arrangement, this Agreement shall not apply to 
export of hand-loom fabrics of the cottage industry of 
Singapore, or handmade (i.e., hand cut or hand sewn) 
cottage industry products made of such handloom fabrics 
in Singapore, or to folklore handicraft (i.e., hand cut 
or hand sewn) textile products traditional to Singapore, 
provided that such products are properly certified under 
arrangements established between the two Governments 


pursuant to paragraphs 11 or 19. 


18. Exports of cotton, wool and man-made fiber 
textiles and textile products in shipments individually 
valued at less than US$250.00 shall not be charged to 
the limits of this Agreement. 


19. The visa system established by letters dated 


August 19, 1981 between the Government of the United 


States and the Government of Singapore shall remain in 


force subject to paragraph 11. 


20. (a) The Government of the United States of 


America and the Government of the Republic of Singapore 








oo. 2 


agree to consult, upon the request of either Government, 
on any question arising in the implementation of this 


Agreement. 


(b) The two Governments agree to undertake a 


major review of this Agreement within six months after 





the end of the second Agreement Year. 


21. Either Government may terminate this Agreement 
effective at the end of any Agreement Year by written 
notice to the other Government to be given at least 90 
days prior to the end of such Agreement Year. Either 
Government may at any time propose revisions in the 


terms of this Agreement. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Se a ae 


"“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


If the foregoing conforms with the understanding of 
the Government of the Republic of Singapore, this note 
and your Excellency's note of confirmation on behalf of 
the Government of the Republic of Singapore shall 


constitute an agreement between our two Governments. 


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my 


highest consideration. 


Ambassador William E. Brock 


United Stetes Trade Representative 
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ANNEX A 
5 Category Description Conversion Unit of 
Factor | Measure 
& | YARN 
2 7G 
2 4G -- Cotton 
& — 300 | Carded | 4.6 Lb. 
- fF 
F i 301 Combed 4.6 Lb. 
ay -- Wool 
s"| 400 Tops and yarns 2.0 Lb. 
ed | . 
a -- Man-made fiber 
at ) | 
é 9 — 60C Textured 365 Lb. 
Se 601 Cont. Cellulosic 5.2: Lb. 
w 
aoe = 
= 5 602 Cont. Noncellulosic 11.6 Lb. 
Oo 
ey 603 Spun Cellulosic | 3.4 Lb. 
g2| 604 Spun Noncellulosic -. 4.1 Lb. 
| 605 Other yarns 3.5 Lb. 
FABRIC 
-- Cotton 
310 | Ginghams 1.0 SYD . 
311 Velveteens 1.0 SYD 
312 Corduroy 1.0 | SYD 
313 Sheeting 1.0 SYD 
314 -~ Broadcloth 1.0 SYD 
315 Printcloths 1.0 SYD 
316 Shirtings 1.0 SYD 


317 Twills and sateens 1.0 SYD 
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318 
319 


326 


410 


#i1 


425 
429 


610 


611 


612 
613 
614 
625 
626 
627 


330 
331 
332 
333 
334 
335 


-- Wool 


» « 


Yarn-dyed 
Duck 
Other fabrics, n.k. 


Woolen and worsted 

Tapestries and 
upholstery 

Knit 

Other fabrics 


-- Man-made fiber 


APPAREL 


-- Cotton 


Cont. celluloisic, n.k.. 


Spun cellulosic, n.k. 
Cont. noncellulosic, n.k. 
Spun noncellulosic, n.k. 
Other fabrics, n.k. 

knit 

Pile and tufted 
Specialty 


Handkerchiefs 

Gloves 

Hosiery 

Suit-type coats, M and B 
Other coats, M and B 


Coats, W, G end I 


1.7 
3.5 
4.6 
36.2 
41.3 
41.3 


SYD 
SYD 
SYD 


SYD 


SYD 
Lb. 
SYD 


SYD 
SYD 
SYD 
SYD 
SYD 


SYD 


DPR 
DPR 
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336 
337 


338 


339 


340 
341 
342 
345 
347 


348 


349 


350 


351 


oe 39 « 


Dresses (incl. uniforms) 


‘Playsuits, sunsuits, 


washsuits, creepers 

Knit shirts, (inc. T- 
shirts, other and 
sweatshirts) M end B 

Knit shirts and blouses 
(inc. T-shirts, other 
sweatshirts) W, G and I 

Shirts, n.k. 

Blouses, n.k. 

Skirts 

Sweaters 

Trousers, slacks, and 
shorts (outer) M and B 

Teeveere, slacks and 
shorts (outer) W, G 
and I 

Brassieres, etc. 

Dressing gowns, incl. 
bathrobes, and beach 
robes, lounging gowns 
house coats, and 
dusters 

Pajamas and other 


nightwear 





45.3 


25.0 


24.0 
14.5 
17.8 
36.8 


17.8 


17.8 
4.8 


51.0. 


52.0 


Dz. 


Dz. 


Dz. 


Dz. 
Oz. 
Dz. 
Oz. 
Oz. 


Oz. 
Dz. 


Dz. 


Dz. 


Dz. 


|") 
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359 


431 
432 
433 
434 
435 
436 
438 
440 
442 
443 
446 
445 
446 
447 


448 


459 


630 


- 18 - 


Underwear (incl. 
: union suits) 
Other apparel 

-- Wool 
Gloves 
Hosiery 
Suit-type coats, M and B 
Other coats, M and B 
Coats, W, G and I 
Dresses 


“Knit shirts and blouses. 


Shirts and blouses, n.k. — 


Skirts 
Suits, M and B 
Suits, W, G and I 
Sweaters, M and B 
Sweaters, W, G and I 
Trousers, slacks and 
shorts (outer) 
M and B 
Trousers, slacks and 
shorts (outer) W, G 
and I 
Other wool apparel 
-- Man-made fiber 


Handkerchiefs 


11.0 
4.6 


2.1 

2.8 
36.0 
54.0 
54.0 
49.2 
15.0 
24.0 
18.0 
54.0 
54.0 
14.88 
14.88 


18.0 


18.0 


2.0. 


1.7 


Dz. 
Lb. 


OPR 
DPR 
Oz. 
Dz. 
Dz. 
Dz. 
Oz. 
Dz. 
Dz. 
Dz. 
Dz. 
Dz. 
Oz. 


Dz. 


5 ND 
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631 
632 


633 


634 
635 
636 
637 


638 


639 


640 
64] 
642 
643 
644 
645 
646 


647 


648 


649 


oD o 


Gloves 

Hosiery 

Suit-type coats, M and B 

Other coats, M and B 

Coats, W, G and I 

Dresses 

Playsuits, sunsuits, 
washsuits, etc. 

Knit shirts, (incl. T- 
shirts) M and B 

Knit shirts and 
blouses (incl. T- 
shirts), W, G and I 

Shirts, n.k. | 

Blouses, n.k. 

Skirts 

Suits, M and B 

Suits, W, G and I 

Sweaters, M and & 

Sweaters, W, G and I 

Trousers, slacks, and 
shorts (outer), M and B 

Trousers, slacks, and 
shorts (outer), W, G 


and I 


Brassieres, etc. 


3.5 


4.6 


36.2 
41.3 
41.3 
45.3 


21.3 


18.0 


15.0 
24.0 
14.5 
17.8 
54.0 
54.0 
36.8 
36.8 


17.8 


17.8 
4.8 


DPR 
PR. 
Dz. 
Oz. 
Oz. 
Dz. 


Dz. 


Oz. 


Oz. 
Oz. 
Oz. 
Dz. 
Oz. 
Oz. 
Oz. 
Dz. 


Oz. 
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650 


651 


652 


659 


360 
361 
362 
363 


369 


464 
465 


469 


665 
666 
669 


MADE-UPS AND 


-- Cotton 


-- Wool 
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Dressing gowns, incl. 
bath and beach robes 

Pajamas and other 
nightwear 

Underwear 

Other apparel 

MISC. 


Pillowcases 

Sheets 

Bedspreads and quilts 

Terry and other pile 
towels | 

Other cotton manu- 


factures 


Blankets and auto robes 
Floor covering 


Other wool manufactures 


-- Man-made fiber 


Floor coverings 
Other furnishings 
Other man-made 


manufactures 


51.0 © 


52.0 
16.0 
7.8 


1.1 
6.2 
6.2 
0.5 
4.6 
1.3 
0.1 


2.0 


0.1 
7.8 


7.8 


No. 


Lb. 


Lb. 


SFT. 


Lb. 


SFT. 
Lb. 


Lb. 
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ANNEX B 


Aggregate, Group, Specific Limits and Sub-Limits 




















First Year Second Year Third Year 
~ Category Description Units 1982 1983 1984 
AGGREGATE SYE 295,641,376 314,118,962 333,751,397 
Group I 
--Non-Apparel | SYE 66,279,961 70,451,555 74,885,706 
Group II 
--'Apparel SYE 226,792,870 241,080,821 256,268,912 
& Group III 
e --Wool SYE . 3,579,055 3,614,846 3,650,994 
o 
a 333/4/5 Coats Doz. 182,326 191,443 201,015 
< (333) M&B suits Doz. 10,484 11,008 11,559 
< (334) M&B other Doz. 55,354 58,122 61,028 
g (335) Coats, WG&I Doz. 143,837 151,029 158,581 
1 338/9 Knit shirts & blouses Doz. 607,754 638,141 670,048 
£y (338) M&B Doz. 345,416 362,687 380,822 
5) 3 (339) WG&I Doz. 404,672 424,906 446,151 
© 34 340 Woven shirts Doz. 425,428 446,699 469,034 
24a 347/8 Trousers Doz. €07,754 638,141 670,048 
Sea (347) Trousers, M&B Doz. 523,427 549,598 577,078 
- Ef (348) Trousers, WG&I Doz. 236,264 248,077 260,481 
3) 434 Other Coats, M&B Doz. 31,218 31,530 31,846 
. (434 PT.) Other Coats, other than 
&ei CPO jackets, M&B Doz. 3,746 3,783 3,821 
of 604 Spun, Non-cellulosic Yarn Lb. 1,155,000 1,212,750 , 1,273,388 
25) 633/4/5 Coats Doz. 486,203 510,512 - 536,038 
td (633) Suits, M&B Doz. 25,855 27,148 28,504 
2 i (634) Other coats, M&B Doz. 211,607 222,187 233,296 
‘uae (635) Coats, WG&I , Doz. 270,329 283,845 298,038 
ge 638/9 Knit shirts & blouses Doz. 3,061,384 3,153,225 3,247,822 
, | (638) Knit shirts, M&B Doz. ' 382,673 394,153 405,978 
643/4 Suits vo Doz. 289,011 303,462 318,634 
(643) Suits, M&B Doz. 49,813 52,304 54,919 
(643) Suits, M&B, Woven Doz. 13,611 14,292 15,006 
(644) Suits, WG&I Doz. 263,118 276,274 290,087 
.  647/8 Trousers Doz. 1,640 ,934 1,722,980 1,809,129 
(647) Trousers, M&B Doz. 211,690 222,273 233,388 





‘abe 





Fourth Year ¢ 
1985 





354,610,850 





79,598,937 
272,413,584 


& 
? 
° 


* 3,687,594 


211,065 
12,137 
64,079 

166,510 

703,551 

399,863 

468,459 

492,486 

703,551 

605,932 

273,505 
32,164 


ee, ead 


wt. 
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ee eee 


3,860 
1,337,057 
562,840 
29,930 
244,961 
312,939 
3,345,256 
418,157 
334,566 
57,665 
15,757 
304,592 
1,899,586 
245,057 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ro lplna ana 5 


“Declassified for Publication in American 














Foreign 


7 
ew a 





ee 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


RII DS eee OE 


"Declassified for Publication in American 


ebiew. ise 





Category 
313 
314 
317 
319 
320 
351 
369 


445/446 
600 
625 
646 


659 


a 


- ANNEX C 





Designated Consultation Levels 


Description 

Sheeting 

Broadcloth 

Twill and sateen 

Duck 

Woven fabric, n.e.s. 

Nightwear 

Other, cotton 
manufactures 

Sweaters 

Textured yarn 

Knit fabric 

Sweaters, women, 
girls and infants 

Other. apparel 


Units 
SYD 
SYD 
SYD 
SYD 
SYD 
Dz. 


Lbs. 
Dz. 

Lbs. 
Lbs. 


Dz. 
Lbs. 


Level 
10,000,000 
5,000,000 
8,000,000 
3,000,000 
6,000,000 
281,295 


3,043,478 
20,000 
857,143 
1,000,000 


100,000 
1, 200,000 
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SINGAPORE NOTE 





August 21, 1981 


His Excellency 

William E. Brock 

United States Trade Representative 
Executive Office of the President 
Washington, D.C. 


Excellency 


I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of Your 
Excellency's Note of 21 August 198i proposing an Agreement relating 
to trade in cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile 


products between the Republic of Singapore and the United States of 


America, which reads as follows: 


"I have the honour to refer to the Arrangement Regarding 
International Trade in Textiles, with Annexes, done at Geneva on 
December 20, 1973, and extended by protocol adopted on December 14, 


1977 at Geneva (hereinafter referred to as "The Arrangement"). 


I have also the honour to refer to discussions between 
representatives of the Government of the Republic of Singapore and 
the Government of the United States of America in Geneva from July 15 
to July 19, 1981 concerning exports to the United States of America 
of cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products 
manufactured in the Republic of Singapore. As a result of these 
discussions, and in conformity with Article 4 of the Arrangement, I 
have the honour to propose on behalf of the Government of the United 
States of America, the following Agreement relating to trade in 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products between 


the Republic of Singapore and the United States of America: 


l. The term of this Agreement shall be the four-year 
period from January 1, 1982 to December 31, 1985. Each “Agreement 
Year" shall be a calendar year, with the first Agreement Year 


commencing on January 1, 1982 and ending on December 31, 1982. 
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2 Textiles and textile products covered by this 


Agreement shall be classified in three groups, as follows: 
Group Definition 


I Yarns, fabrics, made-up goods and 
miscellaneous textile products of cotton 
and man-made fibers. (Categories 300-320, 
360-369, 600-627, 665-669). 


II Apparel of cotton and man-made fibres. 
(Categories 330-359, 630-659). 


III Wool textiles and textile products. 
(Categories 400-469). 


The determination of whether a textile or textile product 
is of cotton, wool, or man-made fiber shall be made in accordance 
with the terms of paragraph 9. The Categories referred to in the 


above definitions of groups are those summarized in Annex A. 


3 (a) The system of Categories and the rates of 
conversion into square yards equivalent listed in Annex A shall apply 


in implementing this Agreement except as set out in sub-paragraph 
3(b). 


(b) For purposes of this Agreement, and in 
recognition of the patterns of trade of the Republic of Singapore 
with the United States of America, the Categories below are merged as 
indicated and treated as single Categories and Sub-categories with 
Specific Limits for Categories and Sub-limits for Sub-Categories as 


set out in Annex B: 
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Categories Merged ©§ Designation in Agreement Subcategories 
333, 334, 335 333/334/335 333; 334; 335 
338, 339 338/339 | 338; 339 
347, 348 347/348 347; 348 
445, 446 445/446 None 
633, 634, 635 633/634/635 633; 634; 635 
638, 639 638/639 638 

643, 644 643/644 643; 

| 643 not knit; 

644 

647, 648 647/648 647 
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For purposes of computing charges to Aggregate, Group and Specific 
Limits and Sub-limits for the Categories and Sub-categories cited 


above, rates of conversion for individual. Categories set out in Annex 
A shall be applied. 


* 


tate 


4. Commencing with the first Agreement Year, and during 
the subsequent term of this Agreement, the Government of the Republic 
of Singapore shall limit annual exports from the Republic of 
Singapore to the United States of America of cotton, wool, and 
man-made fiber textiles and textile products manufactured in the 
Republic of Singapore to the Aggregate, Group and Specific Limits and 
Sub-limits set out in Annex B, as such Limits may be adjusted in 
accordance with paragraphs 6, 7 and 8. The limits set out in Annex B 


do not include any adjustments permitted under paragraphs 6, 7 or 8. 
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5. Categories not given Specific Limits are subject to 
Consultation Levels and to the Agyregate and applicable Group. 
Limits. In the event the Gove rnaunt of the Republic of Singapore 
wishes to permit exports to the United States of America in any 


category in excess of the applicable consultation level during any 





Agreement Year, the Government of the Republic of Singapore shall 
request consultations with the Government of the United States of 
America on this question and the Government of the United States of 


America shall enter into such consultations. Until a{reement on 
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a different level of exports is reached, the Government of the 
Republic of Singapore shall limit exports to the United States of 
America in the Category in question to the Consultation Level. For 
each Agreement Year, the Minimum Consultation Level for each 

category not given a Specific Limit shall be 1,000,000 square yards 
equivalent for Categories in Group I, 700,000 square yards equivalent 


for Categories in Group II, and 100,000 square yards equivalent for 








é categories in Group III. Annual Consultation Levels above these 


stated amounts are specified in Annex C hereto. 


6 During any Agreement Year, and within the Aggregate Limit 
for such Agreement Year, the Group Limits set out in Annex B 


applicable to such Agreement Year may be exceeded by not more than 


eo 


fifteen percent in the case of Group I, by not more than seven 


percent in the case of Group II, and by not more than one percent in 





the case of Group III. Adjustments made pursuant to this paragraph 


are in addition to those pursuant to paragraph 8. 


7 During any Agreement Year, and within the Aggregate and 


applicable Group Limits for such Agreement Year, as they may be 
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adjusted pursuant to paragraphs 6 and 8, any Specific Limit or 
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Sub-limit set out in Annex B may be exceeded by not more than: 


ten percent if included within Group I, 
seven percent if included within Group II, 


five percent if included within Group III. 


8 (a) In any Agreement Year, in addition to any adjustment 
pursuant to paragraphs 6 and 7, exports may exceed by a maximum of 
eleven percent the Aggregate Limit and any Group or Specific Limit or 


Sub-limit by allocating to such Limit for that Agreement Year an 





unused portion of the corresponding limit for the previous Agreement 
Year ("Carryover") or a portion of the corresponding Limit for the 


succeeding Agreement Year ("Carry Forward") subject to the following 


conditions: 


(i) Carryover may be utilized as available up to 


eleven percent of the receiving Agreement Year's 
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Specific Limit or Sub-Limit. 


applicable Limits; provided, however, that no 
Carryover shall be available for application during 


the first Agreement Year; 


(ii) The combination of Carryover and Carry Forward 
shall not exceed eleven percent of the receiving 
Agreement Year's applicable limit in any Agreement 


Year; 


(iii) Carry Forward may be utilized up to six per- 
cent of the receiving Agreement Year's applicable 
limit and shall be charged against the immediately 


following Agreement Year's corresponding Limit; 


(iv) Carryover of Shortfall [as defined in Sub- 
paragraph 8(b)] shall not be applied to any Specific 
Limits until the Governments of the United States of 
America and the Republic of Singapore have agreed 


upon the amounts involved. 


(b) For purposes of this Agreement, a Shortfall occurs 
when exports of textiles or textile products of the Republic of 
Singapore to the United States of America during an Agreement Year 


are below the Aggregate Limit and any applicable Group Limit, 


“hortfall, such exports from the Republic of Singapore to the United 
States of America may be permitted to exceed the Aggregate, Group, 
and Specific Limits and Sub-Limits, subject to conditions of 


subparagraph 8(a) by Carryover of Shortfall in the following manner: 


(i) The Carryover shall not exceed the amount of 
Shortfall in either the Aggregate Limit or any 


applicable Group or Specific Limit or Sub-limit; 





In the Agreement Year following the 








reign 
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(ii) In the case of Shortfall in a Category or Sub- 
category subject to a Specific Limit or Sub-limit, 
the Shortfall shall be used in the Category or 
Sub-category in which the Shortfall occurred; and 


(iii) Im the case of Shortfalls not attributable to 
Categories or Sub-categories subject to Specific 
Limits or Sub-limits, the Carryover shall be used in 


the same Group in which the Shortfall occurred; 


(iv) The Aggregate Limit or any applicable Group or 
Specific Limit or Sub-limit in which the Shortfall 
occurred shall be decreased by the amount used to 


exceed the following year's limit. 


(c) The Limits referred to in Sub-paragraphs (a) and 


(b) of this paragraph are without any adjustment under this paragraph 


or paragraphs 6 or 7. 


(d) The total adjustment under this paragraph shall be 
in addition to adjustments to the Limits permitted by paragraphs 6 
and 7. 


(e) The total adjustment permissible under this 
paragraph for the first Agreement Year shall be six percent, 


consisting solely of Carry Forward. 


9. (a) Tops, yarns, piece goods, made-up articles, 
garments and other textile manufactured products, all being products 
which derive their chief characteristics from their textile 
components, of cotton, wool, or man-made fibers, or blends thereof, 
in which any or all of those fibers, represent either the chief value 
of the fibers or 50 percent or more by weight (or 17 percent more by 


weight of wool) of the product, are subject to this Agreement. 
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(b) For the purpose of this Agreement, textile 
products shall be classified as cotton, wool or man-made fiber 
textiles if wholly or in chief value of any of these fibers. Any 
products covered by sub-paragraph 9(a) but not in chief value of 


cotton, wool or man-made fiber shall be classified as: 


(i) Cotton textiles if containing fifty percent or 
more by weight of cotton, or if the cotton component 
exceeds by weight the wool and/or the man-made fiber 


component ; 


(ii) Wool textiles if not cotton, and wool equals or 
exceeds seventeen percent by weight of all component 


fibers; and 


(iii) Man-made fiber textiles if neither of the 


foregoing applies. 


10. In conformity with Articie 8 of the Arrangement, the 
Government of the United States of America and the Government of the 
Republic of Singapore shall cooperate to avoid circumvention of the 


Agreement. 


ll. Mutually satisfactory administrative arrangements or 
adjustments may be made to resolve minor problems arising in the 
implementation of this Agreement, including differences in points of 


procedure or operation. 


12. (a) The Government of the United States of America 
shall promptly supply the Government of the Republic of Singapore 
with data on monthly imports of cotton, man-made fiber and wool 
textiles and textiles products into the United States of America from 


the Republic of Singapore. 
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(b) The Government of the Republic of Singapore shall 
promptly supply the Government of the United States of America with 
data on monthly exports of cotton, man-made fiber and wool textiles 
and textile products from the Republic of Singapore to the United 


States of America. 


(c) Each Government agrees to supply promptly any 
other available stetistical data necessary to the implementation of 


this Agreement rea:iested by the other Government. 


13. The Government of the Republic of Singapore shall use 
its best efforts to space exports from the Republic of Singapore to 
the United States of America within each Category or Sub-category 
evenly throughout each Agreement Year, taking into consideration 


normal seasonal factors. 


14. If the Government of the Republic of Singapore 
considers that, as a result of limitations specified in this 
Agreement, it is being placed in an inequitable position vis-a-vis a 
third country, the Government of the Republic of Singapore may 
request consultations with the Government of the United States of 
America with a view to taking appropriate remedial action such as 


reasonable modification of this Agreement. 


15. For the duration of this Agreement, the Government of 
the United States of America shall not invoke the procedures of 
Article 3 of the Arrangement to request restraint on the export of 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products from 
the Republic of Singapore to the United States of America . Each 
Government reserves its rights under the Arrangement with respect to 


textiles and textile products not subject to this Agreement. 


16. The Government of the Republic of Singapore shall 
administer its export control system under this Agreement. The 
Government of the United States of America may assist the Government 
of the Republic of Singapore in implementing the limitation 


provisions in this Agreement. 
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17. In conformity with Article 12, ‘paragraph (3) of the 
Arrangement, this Agreement shall not apply to exports of handloom 
fabrics of the cottage industry of Singapopre, or handmade (ie hand 
cut or hand sewn) cottage industry products made of such handloom 
fabrics in Singapore, or to folklore handicraft (ie hand cut or hand 
sewn) textile products traditional to Singapore, provided that such 
products are properly'certified under arrangements established 


between the two Governments pursuant to paragraphs 11 or 19. 


18. Exports of cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles 
and textile products in shipments individually valued at less than 


US$250.00 shall not be charged to the limits of this Agreement. 


19, The visa system established by letters dated 19 August 
1981 between the Government of the United States and the Government 


of Singapore shall remain in force subject to paragraph 11. 


20. (a) The Government of the United States of America 
and the Government of the Republic of Singapore agree to consult, 
upon the request of either Government, on any question arising in the 


implementation of this Agreement. 


(b) The two Governments agree to undertake a major 
review of this Agreement within six months after the end of the 


second Agreement Year. 


21, Either Government may terminate this Agreement 
effective at the end of any Agreement Year by written notice to the 
other Government to be given at least 90 days prior to the end of 
such Agreement Year. Either Government may at any time propose 


revisions in the terms of this Agreement. 











eo 3 & 





If the: foregoing conforms with the understanding of the 
Government of the Republic of Singapore, this note and Your 


Excellency's note of confirmation on behalf of the Government of the 





Republic of Singapore shall constitute an Agreement between our two 


Governments. 


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my highest 
consideration." 

I have further the honour to confirm that Your Excellency's 
proposal is acceptable to my Government and that Your Excellency's 


Note and this Note in reply thereto shall constitute an Agreement 


between our two Governments. 





Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my highest 





Se eee a eth ee ee Ae 


consideration. 
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21 August 1981 


(Annexes A, B, and C SAME AS UNITED STATES NOTE) 
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UNITED STATES AND SINGAPORE 
AMEND TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 


The United States and Singapore exchanged letters 


dated December 18, 1981 to amend the existing bilateral 
textile Agreements. The texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





December 18, 1981 


Ms. Edith Cheong Choy Hoong 
Assistant Director 

Trade Department 

Government of Singapore 


Dear Ms. Cheong: 


I am writing with reference to the Agreement between the 
United States and Singapore relating to trade in cotton, 
wool, and man-made fiber textiles and textile products, 
with annexes, effected by exchange of notes September 21, 
and September 22, 1978, as amended ("The 1978 Agreement"), 
to the Agreement between the United States and Singapore 
relating to trade in cotton, wool, and man-made fiber 
textiles and textile products, with annexes, effected by 
exchange of notes August 21, 1981, as amended ("'The 1981 
Agreement"), and to our conversations concerning exports 
from Singapore to the United States of products classified 
in textile categories 445/446. 


E8/TEX:Deborah Linde (202) 632-0280 
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On behalf of my Government, I have the honor to propose the 
following: 


The consultation level for category 445/446 for the 1981 
Agreement Year shall be 26,000 dozen. The consultation level 
for category 445/446 for each of the 1982, 1983, and 1984 
Agreements Years shall. be 22,000 dozen. However, 2,000 dozen 
shall be deducted in each of these three Agreement Years, bring- 
ing the effective level to 20,000 dozen for each year. 


If this proposal is acceptable to your Government, this letter 
and your letter of confirmation on behalf of your Government 
shall constitute amendments to the 1978 and 1981 Agreements. 


Sincerely vour 
Y POU 


~ ~—- 7 , /) . 
be Anes & Naw 
J - 


Richard H. Imus 
Chief, Textiles Division 
United States Department of State 














SINGAPORE LETTER 











18 Dec 81 





Mr Richard H Imus 

Chief, Textiles Division 

United States Department of States 
Government of the United States 


Dear Mr Imus 


I have the honour to refer to your letter 
dated 18 Dec 81 and confirm that the proposal contained 
in paragraph 2 of your letter reproduced below is acceptable 


to my Government :- 


GR ATED dela %> Tey el 


"The consultations level for Category 445/446 

for the 1981 Agreement Year shall be 26,000 
dozens. The consultation level for Category 
445/446 for each of the 1982, 1983 and 1984 
Agreement Years shall be 22,000 dozens. However, 
2,000 dozens shall be deducted in each of these 
three Agreement Years, bringing the effective 
level to 20,000 dozens for each vear." 


J Toy. wee 
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2 Your letter and this letter of confirmation shall 
constitute amendments to the 1978 and 1981 Agreement 
between the United States and Singapore relating to trade 
in cotton, wool, and man-made fibre textiles and textile 


products. 


Yours sincerely 


Che on Or Aer 

Edith Chedng Choy Hoong (Miss) 
for Director-General 
Department of Trade 
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UNITED STATES AND SINGAPORE 
AMEND TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Singapore exchanged letters 
dated August 19, 1981 to amend the existing bilateral 
textile Agreement. The texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





August 19, 1981 


30 Hill Street 
Singapore 0617 . 
August 19, 1961 . 


| Mr. Ridzwan Dzafir 


Director-General 

Department of Trade 

Ministry of Trade and Industry 
Republic of Singapore 


Dear Mr. Ridzwan: . 

I refer tO paragraph ten of the Agreement between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Singapore relating to 
trade in cotton, wool, and manmade fiber textiles and textile 
products, with annexes, effected by exchange of notes dated 
September 2] and 22, 1978 as amended ("The Agreement"), and 
to our discussions of July 19, 1981 conc ‘rning exports from 
Singapore to the United States of produc s classified in 
Textile Category 347/348. 


EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202) 632-2062 
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i ts have 
It is Government's understanding that our Governmen 
saeend thes. for Category 347/348 only, Singapore may utilize 
six percent carry forward for the 1981 agreement year. The 
amount of carry forward utilized will be deducted from the 


1982 agreement year level. 


) : standing, this 
If the above conforms to your Government Ss unders » thi 
letter and your lefter of agreement on behalf of your Govern 
ment shall constitute an amendment to the Agreement between 
our two Governments. 


Sincerely, 


William E. Spruce 
Political/Economic Counselor 


SINGAPORE LETTER 


a 


19 Aug 81 


Mr William E Spruce ? 
Deputy Chief of Mission 
Embassy of che United States 
of America 
30 Hill Street 
* Singapore 0617 


Dear Mr Spruce 


I refer to paragraph 10 of the Agreement between the United 
States of Anerica and the Republic of Singapore relating to trade in 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products, with 
annexes, effected by exchange of notes dated 21 and 22 September 1978 
as amended ("the Agreement") and to our discussions of 19 July 1981 
concerning exports from Singapore to the United States of products 
classified in textiles category 347/348 and to your leter dated 19 
August 1981 concerning the application of carrying forward provision 
from 1982 to 1981 in respect of category 347/348. 


I am pleased to inform you that your Government's under- 
standing as ovwtlined in paragraph 2 of your letter conforms with thac 
of my Government. This letter and your letter constitute an 
amendment to the Agreement between our t'' Governments. 

. 


reed] sincerely 


‘ 


es 
ALDZ#AN DZAFIR ° 


DIRECTOR-GE“IERAL 
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- JOINT PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
AND EC PRESIDENT GASTON THORN 
BRUSSELS, BELGIUM 
DECEMBER 11, 1981 


PRESIDENT THORN: Ladies and gentlemen, welcome...for the 
Commission this has been an extremely important political 
meeting because it was virtually without precident, and even 
though the Secretary of Commerce Balrige was unable to join us 
because of a snowstorm in London, nevertheless the meeting was 
quite exceptional. (inaudible) and it is not due to the fact 
that we have a serious crisis. On the contrary, it is because 
in my trips to the U.S. and in the Ottawa Summit we said to 
President Reagan and also to his Administration how important 

it was to the cohesion between the two sides of the Atlantic to 
give importance also to the economic problems besetting us. Partici- 
pating in the present period. And we see that the American Admin- 
istration is of the same onvinion, and we have met at the highest 
level because we are aware of our responsibilities, aware of the 
need to reduce tensions -- and inevitably there are tens‘ons, 
expecially if the economic situation is difficult. This is why 
we believe that we have really turned over a new leaf in the 
relations between our different countries. This was the first 
meeting at such a level; it will be pursued tomorrow with 
further technical meetings and we will continue to meet bi- 
laterally at the level of the various Commissioners of the 
different countries and also at a higher level in collective 
meeting. We are convinced that it is necessary to reduce the 
frictions and discuss in detail, in a friendly, constructive 
atmosphere, questions between the Community and the U.S. We 
have attempted to avoid, on each side, useless polemics. We 
will save our energies to prepare meetings so as to try to 
reduce the problems. Now I'd like to give the floor to the 
Secretary of State. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much Mr. President. I think at 
the outset it would be noteworthy to highlight the fact that the 
U.S. side was represented here today by our Secretary of Agri- 
culture and, as the President pointed out, the absence of our 
Secretary of Commerce was an accident of the weather and not a 
consequence of ill will. We also have our Trade Negotiator here, 
Bill Brock, and we have our Assistant Secretary for Economic and 
Business Affairs from the Department of State, and myself. Above 
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all I want to note that this highlights President Reagan's, 
sensitivity to the economic situation here in Europe, to the 
interrelationship and fundamental partnership existing between 
the Community and the United States, a broad set of economic as 
well as political and security affairs. 


Now, I made the comment to our NATO Ministers in a restricted 
session yesterday and I won't be violating the confidences of 
that session when I emphasize that in the period ahead increas- 
ingly the Atlantic Community dialogue is going to be dominated 
by economic considerations. That was very evident at Ottawa in 
the meeting of the seven; it was very evident in Cancun when the 
developed and developing leaders, on a selective basis, uniquely 
convened. And it has major impacts in East/West relations as 
well. I think the core of the western world's and the Atlantic 
Community's ability to deal with that is the cooperation between 
the Community and the United States. I say cooperation in a very 
sensitive way ... I mean an elegant dialogue which avoids, above 
all, confrontation , at a time of hardship which exists on both 
sides of the Atlantic. And I was very encouraged by the atmos- 
ohere of our discussions this afternoon, which touched upon a 
host of trade relationships dealing first in the industrial 

area -- steel, textiles -- then turned to the agricultural 
sector but also included of course references to energy and, 

in a very brief sense we had an opportunity to discuss 
North/South problems, and I mentioned privately with the 
President, the situation of Turkey, which is so important in 
political and security terms. I am very, very pleased that 

the dialogue started this afternoon which will continue this 
evening among my colleagues and the Commissioners, who have 
given their valuable time to this meeting, and continue again 
tomorrow morning, will set in train intensified coordination 
and cooperation and will be followed hopefully shortly after 

the first of the year by another visit from the President to 

the United States, where we will continue the dialogue. 


I referred in our discussion this afternoon to an increasingly 
dangerous phenomenon, the word coined most recently by Helmut 
Schmidt, when he said we must avoid beggar-thy-neighbor policies, 
and I am very, very pleased and reassured that that will not 
occur in this situation of the relationship between the Comunity 
and the United States. Thank you. 


QUESTION: Question to the Secretary of State. Did he bring a 
hopeful message as far as the impact of the developments in the 
U.S. economy are concerned on the future of Europe, and in this 
context, how serious is the steel dispute? And to President 
Thorn, having heard Secretary Haig's comments on Turkey, will 

the Commission review its policy decision on the second financial 
protocol to Turkey? 


SECRETARY HAIG: That's quite a mouthful I'll give you your first 
column now. [I think basically I could make an optimistic prognosis 


o% 


* 
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of the American economy to our colleagues, to the Commissioners 
here and the President. Recognizing that we have some stotmy 
weather ahead, at least through the first and probably well 
through the second quarter of next year. We are encouraged 
that the interest rates are on the decline in the United States, 
as is the level of inflation. We do look for, by the second 
quarter, some pick-up in housing and in the automotive sector, 
and we would hope by the second half of the year to be ona 
curve of growth somewhere in the vicinity of five. Now the 
importance of that here is the interdependence, which affects 
all of us. When things go well in the United States they have 
an impact here in Europe and world-wide as well. Unfortunately 
sometimes it lags. But if we cooperate effectively during. the 
period ahead, this stormy period, I feel we will turn the corner 
in the very near future. 


With respect to the Turkish question, I only presume to express 

my concern that the situation in Turkey -- which has been in a 
serious state in the economic sector for an extended period -- 

is just beginning to make promising turn and I hope that we will 
be able to continue the level of assistance we have been providing 
on both sides of the Atlantic for this critically important progress. 
I will be visiting Turkey when I leave here, Brussels, on Sunday 
and I know the Turkish government as well as I, myself, and our 
European partners here recognize the importance of progress in the 
democratization efforts of the government. I'm optimistic that 
that will appear. . 


PRESIDENT THORN: If there is any part of the question which 
remains unanswered, all I can say is that as you will have 
gathered from the Secretary of State, he has drawn our attention 
to the importance of Turkey and he has given us additional infor- 
mation which I will pass on to my colleagues in the Commission. 
But his main concern was to draw our attention to the problem. 
There was no element of criticism, and this is why there is no 
need to change any Commission policy at this stage. But of 
course we are fully sensitive to the line of argument of the 
Secretary of State and we in the future will attach much impor- 
tance to it. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Let me say a word because I failed to answer 

the third column of the first question, and that was the steel 
question. We did discuss it this afternoon at some length. In 
addition to that, as a marriage of convenience between Commissioner 
Davignon and our own Secretary of Commerce, I think it was in the 
air terminal in London this afternoon, we had an opportunity to 
agree on two approaches to this problem which we hope will help 

to resolve it in the near future. 


QUESTION: Perhaps it's best directed at Mr. Block. Mr. Haig, 
you mentioned that trade relations with Europe are likely to be 
conducted in most convivial atmosphere. The U.S. has five suits, 
I think, pending against the EC in the GATT for its agricultural 
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subsidies. Can we expect those suits to be suspended while 
these convivial talks go on. On the question of steel, did 
the Community offer an autolimitation agreement on its steel 
exports to the U.S.? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not sure I really understood that question. 
It started out with some agricultural premises and ended 
up with a steel question, is that correct? 


QUESTION: There are two parts: one, will the U.S. drop its 
suits against the EC in Geneva, and the second part, did the 
EC offer an autolimitation agreement on its steel exports to 
the U.S.? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'1l turn both these question’ over to my 
colleagues, starting first with the agricultural question for 
Secretary Block and then, Bill, if you care to touch on the 
steep guestion, if not, I'd be happy to do so, but I know 
you're more expert than am I. 


SECRETARY BLOCK: On the agricultural question, I think it 
would be misleading if I did not make it clear that, certainly 
from the United States' point of view, there's going to be 
continued pressure from our industry that feels that there 
are some trade practices that are not appropriate and unfair, 
and I think there will be continued pressure from the agricul- 
tural sector. .In terms of specific suits, I can’t tell you 
precisely how they will be handled, but I just wouldn't want 
to make everyone think that the problems are going to go away 
tomorrow. We're going to have to work very hard at them and 
we're going to expect some kind of -- some changes and some 
progress -- in the policy of export subsidies, which gives us 
great concern. 


SPECIAL TRADE REPRESENTATIVE BROCK: On the steel question, 

no auto-type restraints were either offered or suggested. 

We, as I have said publicly on previous occasions here in 

the community, we do not believe that a voluntary restraint 
agreement on an orderly marketing agreement would be appro- 
priate to the present circumstance, We .shall try to manage 

it in another fashion, but that is not the best way to go and 
I don't think either side would propose to consider it at this 
time. 


SECRETARY BLOCK: May I comment in answering your question 
relative to taxes on fats and oils? Our position on that -- 

I understand that no decision has been made, according to 

the President here, and we took this opportunity today as we 
have in the past to express our concern because it is our 
absolute, definite contention that we have paid for the right 
to this market and we would not expect to see this market dimi- 
nish or taken away from us. We would be prepared to fight 

for it. 


CEORETTARW THATM.- Piliagqantlwy . 
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QUESTION: I would like to know whether the two delegations - 
talked about monetary cooperation -- was that discussed? ‘' 





PRESIDENT THORN: Speaking subject to the supervision of the 
Secretary of State, yes, we touched upon these problems 
because Vice President Ortoli told what the Commission views 
are on monetary problems and on economic development. Because 
the relevant Minister was not present at the meeting, we 
didn't go into that, but we stressed the importance of that 
problem and the importance of cooperation between Europe and 
the United States. 
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QUESTION: Would the Secretary mention a few words about the 

transfer of technology and more specifically on the more 

recent contract -- Caterpillar on one side and the French 

company, Thompson-Houston? . 

SECRETARY HAIG: Well, first let me add a word about the 

monetary question. As an American, I always feel compelled 

and I did this afternoon, to emphasize that the interest 

rate problem which is of such importance to our friends here 

in Europe and indeed to our trading partners worldwide -- the 

maintenance of high interest rates has never been a policy 

of the United States Government. They were not at the out- 

set; they are not today. They were a consequence of a con- 

tinuing high level of inflation, which inevitably reflected 

itself in the interest area. I'm very happy to note that 

the policies we have been pursuing -- with respect to incentives 

for additional economic grown, greater fiscal responsibility 

in terms of government expenditures, and tax incentives with 

respect to growth -- some management of regulatory excesses 

in the U.S. economy have begun to bring interest rates down 

for the mutual benefit of all. Now your next question had 

to do with -- Caterpillar? Yes, transfer of technology. 

Now, technology transfer is a matter of increasing concern 

from a security point of view. As you know, we have an 

established framework, COCOM, to deal with that issue. We have 

discussed it in the most recently completed NATO Ministerial 

meeting where studies were launched with respect to the impact 

of technology transfer West to East. Now, we have, on the 

U.S. side, recently revised and tightened up our internal 

regulations on technology transfer, and we are seeking the 

cooperation of our European and Japanese partners in the COCOM 

framework to do the same. I'm talking about high technology 

~~ ef potential military application. Simultaneously, we would 
hope to loosen up some of the archaic restraints on the transfer 
of non-sensitive, non-defense-related technology, and I'm 
hoping that we will have success in that area as well. 
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I hope I've answered your question. I haven't answered -- 

we do not put Caterpillar sales -- you're talking about the 

100 Caterpillars for the pipeline -- not the East-West pipeline -- 
that were approved -- no, that we don't include in the high 
technology category in any sense of the word. 
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QUESTION: The French company who sold electronic equipment 
for the pipeline, Thompson-Houston, I think the contract was 
Signed yesterday. Would that be high technology? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would have to do a little research be- 


fore I would pop off in public on that one. It might make 
me a little nervous. 


QUESTION: Can I ask you to clarify a problem that has arisen 
for those of us who heard you earlier today? There was an 


ambiguity in one of the statements that you made. You 
said -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Sometimes that is a characteristic of 
Haigspeak. . 

QUESTION: It may be a deliberate ambiguity, but I'd like to 
give you an opportunity to clarify it anyway. You said 

that the Americans were asked to leave Libya in order to 
protect American lives should some of the plansthat we'vehad 
access to perhaps be carried out. Those of us who are 
trying to interpret that have at least two different versions 
of what you meant. Are you talking about the plans that you 
had access to that might cause the assassination of some 
American officials or are you speaking of some other kinds of 
plans that you have access to? Could you clarify that? 


SECRETARY HAIG:. Well, I don't want to be too specific here, 
because I don't think it is too constructive to be too 
specific. I've been accused of assuming such a posture in 
the past but it is always with a purpose. I would rather let 
the answer stand on its own two feet. Clearly, we are aware 
of some activities that have been set in train, the conse- 
quence of which could result in a serious increase in levels 
of tension. 


QUESTION: In other words, you are going to let the ambiguity 
stand, is that what you are saying? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I gave you just a twist more of the dial. 
QUESTION: Thank you. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Sood evening, ladies and gentlemen. It's 
quite late, so I hope we can keep this thing very brief and 
crisp -- in my uSual fashion. We have just completed a seven 
and three-quarter hour, one-on-one discussion with Foreign 
Minister Gromyko. The discussions were divided into a norning 
and an afternoon session. They were far-ranging, in-depth dis- 
cussions on all of the areas of concern to the western govern- 
ments , and they included, of course, areas of concern to the 
Soviet Union, as well. It was clear that the situation in 
Poland cast a long and dark shadow over all of the discussions 
involving East-West relations. There was discussion of that 
Subject, in both the morning and the afternoon session. We 
also discussed the topic of arms control, the ongoing negotia- 
tions on INF being conducted here in Geneva, under the American 
representative, Ambassador Paul Nitze, on the American side. 

I explained in some detail the logic and rationale underlying 
President Reagan's initiative for zero levels of medium-range 
missilery, a proposal designed to achieve the elimination 

of the major source of nuclear tension here in Europe. 
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We also discussed the subject of START -- the former strategic 
arms control talks. I emphasized that the U.S. side is 

actively engaged in preparations which would lead to the initia- 
tion of talks in this area, which we will be prepared to initiate 
when conditions permit. 


The other areas of discussion included inter alia, Central 
America, and Cuba; the continuing situation in Afghanistan; 
southern Africa; and a host of bilateral issues, with focus on 
humanitarian problems, of citizens in the Soviet Union, and 
their relationship with human rights. 





All in all, the discussions were very sober; as I said at the 

the outset, extremely detailed and I relieve, beneficial from 

the standpoint of necessary communica ion at the Ministerial level 
between the Soviet Union and the United States, a necessity 

that does not decline in times of tension and stress. 


I welcome your questions. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said you were prepared to start 
talks under certain conditions? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it's clear, as I said at the 
outset, that the current situation in Poland casts a long 
and dark shadow over the full range of East-West relations, 
including the subject of strategic arms talks or START talks. 





QUESTION: In other words, martial law would have to end? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I am not giving you a litmus test of conditions, 
but merely a broad statement of the influence of the Polish 
Situation on the current environment. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you did not mention summitry; did tha’ 
come up at all? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. 


QUESTION: You said there was discussion on Poland. You 
emphasized your stenrdpoints, but did you actually have a dis- 
cussion on Poland? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, he emphasized that again in the sessions, 
but within the context of the clear attitude of the Soviet Union 
that this is an internal affairs. Yes, we had a two-sided dis- 
cussion. 


QUESTION: Did you detect an improvement in Soviet-American 
relations as a result of the meeting or are they the same as they 
were before? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I do not think the purpose of these talks was 
to improve U.S.-Soviet or East-West relationships in general. 
Quite the contrary. They were designed to provide the American 
Side with an opportunity to express clearly a number of areas 
of concern, primarily our concern with respect to the situation 
in Poland. I think in that sense the discussions were more 
than justified, and I left them with a feeling of satisfaction 
that it was indeed the right time to hold such discussions. But 
I would describe our relationships as affected essentially, as 
I mentioned, by the long, dark shadow cast by the situation in 
Poland. 


QUESTION: Did the Soviets, represented by Mr. Gromyko, say 
anything on other issues -- on Afghanistan, Central America, or 
anything in which you saw some new flexibility on their -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't like to go into value judgments 

of particular areas of discussion. I1 some areas, our differences 
remain wide, and in others there are ovvious prospects for 
solutions. 


QUESTION: You said the discussions were valuable and necessary. 
Did you agree to meet acain? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No, we did not. 
QUESTION: Why not? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't think the opportunity presented 
itself, and it dces not represent a judgment one way or the 
other; it is a very easy thing to arrange at the appropriate 
time. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is arms control one of the areas in 
which there are prospects for solutions with the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I like think that there are prospects 

for solutions in the INF discussions. We are very confident 
that our proposats, which are put forth with the greatest 
Sincerity, provide an opportunity to relieve East and West of 
the kind of level of tensions associated with nuclear missilery - 
here in Europe. But I would be somewhat disingenuous were I to 
Suggest that there are not many differences that remain and many 
obstacles to overcome. 


QUESTION: Do you think the z2ro levels proposal is realistic 
now? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, we think it's very realistic, and we also 
think it's the proper solution for a problem which was brought 
about by the deployment of SS-20 missiles by the Soviet Union. 


QUESTION: Could you go into any more detail on what it is you 
asked Mr. Gromyko to do about Cuba because there is a lot of 
speculation about the sale of MIG-23's? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We had extensive and detailed discussions on 
the Cuban situation -- not just the level of Soviet armaments, 
including the question you've touched upon; but perhaps even 
more important, the character of Soviet activity worldwide, in 
Africa and in the central American region especially. And, as 
I say, this occupied a very extensive portion of our exchanges 
today, and it was very detailed. 


QUESTION: When you said Soviet, did you mean Cuban? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Cuban -- don't interpret that as pure Freud. 
(Laughter) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you mention human rights and the 
question of Jewish emigration, specifically the case of Mr. 
Shcharansky? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We had discussions in -he bilateral area of all 
of the human rights and humanitarian is.:ues -- that particular 
case -- the emigration of Soviet Jewry -- the Pentecostalists 
currently in the American Embassy, a number of other cases, but 
family cases. 


QUESTION: Did you get the impression that there is any speci- 
fir FigalA where the Cnvietae will give anvthina awav? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I don't like to walk away from meetings of 
this significance and give value judgments of that sensitivity. 
I would emphasize again that the main focus of my concern and 
President Reagan's concern, is the situation in Poland, which 
influences across the entire spectrum of our relationships with 
the Soviet Union. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, would you say that this was a meeting 
almost totally of confrontation -- of you giving your views and 
Mr. Gromyko putting his -- or was there any area where you can 

indicate any agreement at all? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, again I don't want to describe it as an 
area that was seeking agreement, but I think there were impor- 
tant exchanges of views that contributed to the ability of both 
Sides to understand the concerns of the other. And on that 
basis alone, especially in view of the Polish situation, I 
think the meeting was both timely and important and valuable. 


QUESTION: You met last September in New York. Did you cover 
any of the same topics with Foreign Minister Gromyko? In the 
light of your statement that the shadow of the Polish situation 
is falling on American-Soviet relations. Could you give us some 
indication of how the character of these discussions that you 
had today differed now, after Poland, from what you had in 
September? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would say it varried. Some of the discussions 
were carried forward in a constructive way and some ftound them- 
selves on the rocks of disagreement. 


QUESTION: Was there any question of a summit meeting between 
Mr. Brezhnev and Mr. Reagan? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, there was no discussion of such a meeting. 


QUESTION: You said there will be no START talks under conditions 
permit, and that things would have to change in Poland. Did 

you give Mr. Gromyko any specific set of criteria of what would 
have to happen in Poland? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I think it's sometimes laborious to state 
the obvious to get too detailed. I think these are issues 

of broad substantive character, and I also want to make it very 
clear that it is the position of President Reagan that he is 

very anxious to get on with START talks, and to achieve substan- 
tial reductions or meaningful reductions in the levels of nuclear 
armaments. But the political backdrop under which these taiks 
are to be conducted has an important impact on any hopes for 
progress and success. And I'll have onc more question. 


QUESTION: Did you have any discussion on trade relations and 
embargoes which might affect them? 


SECRETARY HAIG: There was some discussion on the subject of 
Sanctions. But I'll leave that for the private minutes. 
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STATEMENTS BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
AND 
MINISTER KAMAL HASSAN ALI 
UPON MR. HAIG'S ARRIVAL 


Cairo, Egypt 
January 28, 1982 


MINISTER ALI: It gives me great pleasure to welcome Secretary 
Haig in Cairo for the second time in less than three weeks. 
Secretary Haig's peace efforts in the Middle East are no doubt 
worthy of appreciation and support. 


Our meeting today is one in a series of continuous consulta- 
tions and joint efforts for the achievement of a comprehensive 
and lasting peace settlement. This effort which resulted in 
the Egyptian-Israeli Peace Treaty about to be fully imple- 
mented within the next few weeks, laying the foundation for a 
continuous peace process and for our future endeavors to 
achieve a comprehensive peace that would ensure the interest 
of all parties concerned. 


I have no doubt that Secretary Haig's positive contribution to 
the efforts in achieving a full Palestinian autonomy will 
narrow the present gap between various views at the Autonomy 
Talks and provide a suitable atmosphere for reaching an accep- 
table agreement. 


Again, you are welcome in Cairo. I wish you a happy and 
fruitful stay. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you, Deputy Prime Minister Ali. My 
colleagues and I, and this time Mrs. Haig, are very pleased to 
be back in Cairo after such a brief interval from our last 
visit . We are here with a number of purposes in mind: to 
conduct discussions with President Mubarak and Deputy Prime 
Minister Ali and his colleagues with, of course, main focus on 
the autonomy process, but also to use this as an opportunity 
to prepare for the visit of President Mubasrak to Washington 
which we very much look forward to in the United States and 
during which he will be warmly welcomed by President Reagan. 


In the area of autonomy, as you know, we were conducting a 
fact-finding survey on our last visit. On this occasion we 
have had the benefit of an opportunity to reflect on the 
various issues associated with autonomy. And on this visit we 
will seek to narrow the gap on a number of these issues with 
the view towards maintaining our full partnership in the peace 
process, but without deadlines or artificial or otherwise, but 
her with a view towards constructive contribution towards a 
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REMARKS BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
AND 
MINISTER KAMAL HASSAN ALI ~ 
UPON MR. HAIG'S DEPARTURE 


Cairo, Egypt 
January 29, 1982 


MINISTER ALI: Well, at the end of this short visit of Secre- 
tary Haig and the delegation, I would like to thank Secretary 
Haig for his perserverance in searching for a bridge for the 
differences in the views in Israel and Egypt about autonomy. 

I consider this visit as important as the previous one. It 
was very constructive, very objective and I think with the 
continuation of these sessions that we will achieve success in 
the future. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I would want to underline what Deputy 
Prime Minister Ali has just said. Our visit has been very 
short, but it has been very productive. I think we can say 
that we are in the phase of the autonomy process in which we 
are now, instead of focusing on the solution to differences. 
Now, I don't mean to suggest by that that there isn't a great 
deal more to do, but I think this very brief visit here and 
the equally short visit in Israel has clarified a number of 
the problems associated with autonomy that will enable us in 
the period ahead, without fixed deadlines or artificial 
obstacles, to work the problem in a more positive way. Now, 
we also had an opportunity during this visit to discuss the 
broader issues of United States-Egyptian relations and in that 
context we leave very enthusiastic with the approaching arri- 
val of President Mubarak in Washington next week, where we 
will continue at the highest level to discuss these rela- 
tionships and the peace process as well. So we are very, very 
grateful for the hospitality of President Mubarak and the 
Deputy Prime Minister, who at a very busy time for them as 
they prepare for foreign travel, accepted us and worked with 
us so closely over these past twenty-four hours. Thank you. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what is the purpose of your visit to 
London? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I'm going to stop off and see the Prime 
Minister and the Foreign Minister and brief them on the 
current outlook of the situation in Poland and also the 
results of our visits here in the Middle East. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you narrow the gap on autonomy 
between Egypt and Israel? 


For ferrther tri orrmreation contact 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, as I said, we made some progress. It's 
been slow and mostly in looking for solutions rather than dif- 
ferences on this occasion. But we have far more to do than we 


have done already. 


QUESTION: Are you coming back? Are you returning on another 
leg of -- a 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't anticipate an early return. However, 
we are going to continue to be active as full partners in this 


process. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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REMARKS BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AFTER HIS MEETING WITH 
BRITISH PRIME MINISTER MARGARET THATCHER 
London, England 
January 29, 1982 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can I ask you about the reasons for 
this visit and what you have talked about? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I have just completed an important trip -- 
meetings in Geneva with Foreign Minister Gromyko, then to 
Israel and Egypt where we dealt with the peace process. 

I briefed the Prime Minister on both of these events and was 
particularly encouraged that President Mubarak of Egypt would 
be here at the end of the week. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you discuss Poland at all? 
SECRETARY HAIG: Of course. 


QUESTION: Can you tell us a little more about your 
discussions, sir? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't make it a habit of kiss and 
telling. You know that. I've been here too long to do that. 


QUESTION: But was it a kissing situation, so to speak? 
SECRETARY HAIG: Oh, yes. 


QUESTION: In other words, are you satisfied that Europe and 
the United States are now in step over Poland? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I've been very, very encouraged by the 
western unity demonstrated first at the NATO ze  g several 
weeks ago, subsequent actions that have been ¥ here in 
Europe in the ten and unilaterally by our men r tates, and 
thus far I would say we've kept a very strong united front and 
that was clear in my discussions. 


QUESTION: With the benefit of hindsight, sir, do you think 
the United States could have been a little more tough in its 
initial approach of the Polish crisis? 


For fesr ther imformation contact. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think one can debate that. I think 
we sent a very strong signal and that was reinforced again 
this week at the Ministerial level with the Soviet Union. 


QUESTION: You didn't seem very happy, sir, at the beginning 
with the reaction in Europe over Poland. Have you now been 
reassured -- have you been more encouraged by what you've been 
hearing in Europe on Poland? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, as I've said, I was very satisfied with 
the NATO meeting which I participated in and the actions that 
have occurred subsequently. I think it's quite important that 
we all stay together in a united front. 


QUESTION: Do you think it's now time to step up on the reac- 
tion on Poland? I mean, are you thinking now in terms of more 
sanctions? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think we all have judged that the 
situation continues to deteriorate and that means we have to 
assess every step of the way when those conditions continue to 
prevail «* they can. And we made it very clear what we hope 
for and expect. 


QUESTION: What do you think the next step along the road -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I'll leave that to the events. Thank 
you very much. 
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PROGRAM FOR THE STATE VISIT TO THE UNITED STATES OF HIS EXCELLENCY 
MOHAMED HOSNI MUBARAK, PRESIDENT OF THE ARAB REPUBLIC OF EGYPT AND 
MRS. MUBARAK. 


February 2-5, 1982 


Tuesday, February 2 





4:00 p.m. His Excellency Mohamed Hosni Mubarak, 
President of the Arab Republic of Egypt, 
Mrs. Mubarak and their party arrive at 
Andrews Air Force Base via Egyptian Air- 
craft. 


4:20 p.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds, 
(Reflecting Pool Side). 


4:30 p.m. Arrival Blair House. 
Private dinner and evening. 


Wednesday,February 3 





10:00 a.m. Arrival at the White House where His Excel- 
lency Mohamed Hosni Mubarak, President 
of the Republic of Egypt, and Mrs. Mubarak 
will be greeted by the President of the 
United States and Mrs. Reagan, the Vice 
President and Mrs. Bush, the Secretary of 
State and Mrs. Haig, the Chairman, Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and Mrs.Jones and others. 


10:30 a.m. President Mubarak will meet with President 
Reagan at the White House. 


12:30 p.m. The Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., 
Secretary of State will host a Working Luncheon 
in honor of His Excellency Mohamed Hosni 
Mubarak, President of the Arab Republic of 
Egypt at the Department of State, James 
Madison Room. 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632-0685 
632-9070 (during visit) 


For turther mformation contact 
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Wednesday, February 3 (continued) 





3:00 p.m. 


4:00 p.m. 


7:30 p.m. ; 


Thursday, February 4 





12:00 Noon 


1:45 p.m. 


5:00 p.m. 


Friday, February 5 





9:30 a.m. 


President Mubarak will meet with the 
Honorable George Bush, Vice President 
of the United States at Blair House. 


President Mubarak will meet with the 
Honorable Caspar Weinberger, Secretary 
of Defense, at Blair House. 


The President of the United States and 
Mrs. Reagan will host a dinner in honor 
of His Excellency Mohamed Hosni Mubarak, 
President of the Arab Republic of Egypt, 
and Mrs. Mubarak, at the White House. 


Dress: Black tie. 


Private Morning. 


The Senate Foreign Relations Committee 

will host a luncheon in honor of His Excel- 
lency Mohamed Hosni Mubarak, President of 
the Arab Republic of Egypt, at the U.S. 
Capitol, Room S-207. 


President Mubarak will meet with the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Rayburn 
Building, Room 2172. 


Private afternoon. 


President Mubarak will meet with the Honorable 


Donald Regan, Secretary of the Treasury, and 
other Economic Leaders, at the Blair House. 


Private dinner and evening. 


President Mubarak will will join the 
meeting of Business Leaders chaired by 


His Excellency Mohamed Abdel Fattah Ibrahim, 


Deputy Premier for Finance and Economy. 


(PRESS - USE JACKSON PLACE ENTRANCE FOR 
FOR THIS MEETING). 
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Friday, February 5 (continued) 
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10:30 a.m. 


12:00 Noon 


5:00 p.m. 


9:40 p.m. 


9:50 p.m. 


10:00 p.m. 


President Mubarak will meet with 
Jewish Leaders at Blair House. 


The National Press Club will host a lunch 


~dn honor of His Excellency Mohamed Hosni 


Mubarak, President of the Arab Republic of 
Egypt, at the National Press Building, 14th 
and F Streets, Northwest. 


Private afternoon. 


President Mubarak will meet with the 
Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., 
Secretary of State, at Blair House. 


Private dinner 


His Excellency Mohamed Hosni Mubarak, 
President of the Arab Republic of Egypt, 

Mrs. Mubarak and their party will arrive 

at the Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting 
Pool Side). 


Departure Ceremony. 


Departure from Washington Monument Grounds 
for Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland. 


Departure .from Andrews Air Force Base, 
Maryland for Europe. 
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REMARKS BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
AT THE 
SOLIDARITY DAY RALLY 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
SATURDAY, JANUARY 30, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much. 


Distinguished officials, guests on the dias, my fellow 
Americans, friends of Poland, and lovers of freedom: 
(Applause) Just under two hours ago I left President 
Reagan in our Nation's capitol. How I wish he could have 
been here personally to feel, as I have, the support of the 
great citizens of the City of Chicago for the dreadful 
crisis we are witnessing today in Poland! 
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The President has asked me, in his behalf, to read to you 
his own personal message dictated for this occasion, and I 
will do so now. 


TS SS 


(Applause) 


I quote: 


"I am very proud to join with all the freedom-and peace- 
loving people in this celebration of Solidarity Day. There 
is a spirit of Solidarity abroad in the world today that no 
physical force can crush. It crosses national boundaries, 
and enters into the hearts of men and women everywhere. In 
factories, farms, and schools, in cities and towns around 
the globe, we the people of the free world stand as one with 
our Polish brothers and sisters. (Applause) Their cause is 
Our. (Applause) 


"I have urged my fellow Americans and other free nations to 
observe this day in meetings, demonstrations, rallies, 
prayer services, and all other appropriate expressions of 
support, just as they are doing. By our actions, we 
demonstrate our solidarity with the courageous people of 
Poland, and call for an end to their repression, for the 
release of all those arbitrarily detained, for the restora- 
tion of the rights of the Polish people, and for the resump- 
tion of an internal dialogue. 


For ferrther isforrrecation comtarct 
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"Nancy and I add our hopes and prayers to yours in the great 
cause of freedom. Thank you.” 


(Applause ) 


SECRETARY HAIG: It is with a deep sense of pride and humility 
that I address this gathering. Throughout the United 

States, Americans are showing that Poland matters to them. 

Not only Americans of Polish descent, but their neighbors 

and friends care about events in a far-off country. Not 

only Americans but peoples in many states around the world 
are marking this moment in behalf of Poland. 


We know that Poland is a nation steeped in a thousand years 
of European culture. It has nourished the civilization from 
which we draw our own roots as Americans. And our youth 
stand guard in Europe today, defending our freedom and the 
freedom of our allies for posterity. 


What happens in Poland is therefore not the affairs of a 
distant country of which we know nothing and care less. In 
an age of materialism, when statistics and machines seem to 
matter most, the people of Poland remind us of the simple 
dignity of the workplace that is the birthright of every 
worker. In a time when philosphers debate the best social 
system for mankind, the people of Poland remind us that man 
requires freedom if he is to be truly creative. In a world 
thirsting for change, the people of Poland have shown that 
change can be most promising when it is peaceful. 


What was the achievement of Poland known as Solidarity? 

It embodied an entire nation's search for dignity in the 
workplace, for freedom, for self-determination. It offered 
hope that the release of creative talents long suppressed 
could rescue.Poland from its mounting economic problems. It 
seemed possible at last that in the midst of the world's 
most heavily armed continent, Poland would emerge as a symbol 
of hope instead of tragedy. 


After eighteen months, Solidarity has been violently 
suppressed. December 13, 1981, began the descent for Poland 
and for the world. The communist authorities, mocking their 
Own propaganda, threw the armed machinery of the state 
against the worker. The results are clear for all to see. 
Instead of dignity, there is degradation. Instead of truth, 
there is violation of conscience. Instead of freedom, there 
is fear. 
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The Polish Government and its ally, the Soviet Union, have 
been unable to produce either bread or freedom. They have ' 
been more adept at producing falsehoods. First, we are told. 
that Solidarity itself brought about its own suppression : 
through excesses that endangered Poland's entire economy. 
Has the Polish Government forgotten its own statistics, 
which recorded increasing production after August of 1981? 
Does it expect the world to forget the heroic figure of Lech 
Walesa, who declines to cooperate in the soiling of 
Solidarity's record? 


Second, we are told that the Soviet Union did not intervene 
in Poland and had nothing to do with the suppression of 
Solidarity. But does Moscow expect the world to forget its 
pressures, threats and intimidation -- including its mili- 
tary maneuvers? Can we forget that these actions were 
intended explicity to halt the progress of reform? Can we 
ignore the evidence of secret preparations for martial law, 
including the printing of the decree itself in the Soviet 
Union? The use of force against the Polish people today 
takes place because Moscow wanted it, because Moscow sup- 
ports it, and because Moscow encourages it. 


Third, we are told that General Jarulzelski's regime deserves 
support because the “state of war" in Poland is the act 

of Polish nationalists, concerned that something worse will 
happen unless communist-style law and order are established. 
Let us listen instead to the Polish Bishops who described 

the entire nation as terrorized by military force. Is this 
terror more justifiable because a Polish General, rather 

than a Soviet General, signs the decrees? 


Fourth, we are told that Poland's misfortunes are none of 
our business, that we have no right to judge the situation 
nor to influence it. Let us listen instead to the voice of 
reason, the voices of Polish intellectuals and artists who 
wrote “we declare that the decision to introduce the state 
of war in Poland on December 13, 1981, has broken the basic 
principle of international law for self-determination." 

This judgment of the Polish intellectuals is well-founded. 
The Helsinki Final Act of 1975, signed by both Poland and 
the Soviet Union, is based on this principle. It sets 
standards of freedom and diversity. Can we afford to forget 
that the violation of this act affects the very basis of 
East-West relations? Can we afford to ignore the pattern of 
intervention and violence that marks Soviet policy not only 
in Eastern Europe but in Afghanistan and elsewhere? 


As we stand here today, the people of Poland look to us for 
Support in their hour of need. We must give our support not 
only because it matters to them but also because it matters 
to us. We must set practical policies with realistic 
objectives. 
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President Reagan and other Western leaders have declared 
that we seek an a restoration of those rights, as promised 
in the Helsinki Final Act, that protect the independence of | 
the union movement and the church. Only in this way can the: 
basis be established for reconciliation through negotiation 
within Polish society. 


These are not foreign demands, made in America or elsewhere 
to be imposed on Poland. Since the imposition of the state 
of war, the men of reason in Poland have demanded an end to 
confrontation with the nation. The men of faith have 
demanded to know the truth behind the suppression of 
liberty. The men of solidarity have demanded that General 
Jarulzelski fulfill his statement before the National 
Assembly that “trade unions in Poland will be as the working 
people wish them to be." 


We must face that fact that today both the Polish and the 
Soviet Governments are ignoring these just demands of the 
Polish people. They seem determined to plunge further into 
the abyss. But their course is not without cost. And when 
they reckon the cost, a degree of moderation may be 
possible. 


The United States has made clear that we will not do business 
as usual with either Poland or the Soviet Union while 
repression in Poland continues. We have also made evident 
that Poland is not merely an incident to put behind us. It 
has cast a long and dark shadow over East-West relations. 


The United States is not alone. Our allies in the North 
Atlantic Council have already taken some steps. They have 
begun the task of identifying possibilities for action 

across a broad front, including an examination of the course 
of future economic and commercial relations with the Soviet 
Union. At the same time, the West has indicated its readiness 
to help revive Poland's shattered economy when the Polish 
people regain their rights. 


Make no mistake. These tragic events in the East have a 
profound meaning for us in the West. Our. progresss, despite 
all of our faults, is a striking rebuke to the Soviet 
system. After all, what the Polish peole sought was no more 
than we take for granted, as natural to us as the air we 
breathe. 


This cruel suppression of freedom reminds us, as the Polish 
Bishops wrote, that “real peace stems from respect for 
freedom and the correct understanding of everyone's right to 
freedom." As the trustees of peace and freedom, it is only 
through our strength and resolve, our passion for the 
defense of our liberties, that we earn the right to say to 
the Polish people -- the day will dawn after the terror of 
the night. 


~ ® 
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Ladies and gentlemen, Poland has not perished. Poland 
cannot perish. The exponents of Marxist-Leninism in Warsaw 
or Moscow, who pride themselves on knowledge of the laws of 
history, have ignored this basic truth. The sight of a 
peaceful people seeking peaceful change has terrified them. 
But the actions of these fearful men will not deprive the 
Poles of their faith, their courage, or their secret dreams. 
Change will come. Hope will be reborn. And Poland will 


truly be Poland again. 


Jeszcze Polska Nie Zgnieya. (Poland has still not perished.) 
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BY 


SECRETARY OF StATE 
BEFORE 
THE SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE 


HR. CHAIRMAN, IT IS A PLEASURE TO BE HERE, I WELCOME 
THIS OPPORTUNITY TO DISCUSS RECENT INTERNATIONAL 
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DEVELOPTENTS, SPECIFICALLY THE SITUATION IN POLAND AND 
ITS IMPACT ON EAST-WEST RELATIONS. TODAY’S HEARING ALSO 
OFFERS ME THE CHANCE TO REVIEW THE RESULTS OF MY RECENT 
TRIP TO THE MIDDLE EAST AND TO DISCUSS BRIEFLY SEVERAL 
OTHER ASPECTS OF AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY. 

LET HE BEGIN BY COMMENTING ON EAST-HEST RELATIONS AND 
MY MEETING LAST EEK WITH SOVIET FOREISH MISIISTER GROMYXO, 
EVER SINCE TAKING OFFICE, THE PRESIDENT HAS STRESSED OUR 
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DESIRE FOR A CONSTRUCTIVE AiiD MUTUALLY BENEFICIAL 


RELATIONSHIP WITH THE SOVIET UNION. AT THE SAME TIME, 


WE HAVE MADE CLEAR TO MOSCOW THAT SUCH A RELATIONSHIP 
MUST BE BASED ON GREATER SOVIET RESTRAINT, ESPECIALLY 
IN THE USE OF FORCE OR THE THREAT OF VIOLENCE, THE 
SOVIET ROLE IN POLAND AND ELSEWHERE, SPECIFICALLY 
MOSCOW'S LACK OF RESTRAINT, WAS THEREFORE UPPERMOST 
IN MY DISCUSSIONS WITH MR. GROMYKO. | 
NO SUBJECT, INCLUDING POLAND, WAS OMITTED FROM OUR 
TALKS, DURING EIGHT HOURS OF WIDE-RANGING EXCHANGES, 
WE REVIEWED THE SITUATION IN AFGHANISTAN, CUBA, AND 
SOUTHERN AFRICA, BILATERAL ISSUES, INCLUDING HUMAN 
RIGHTS AND THE PLIGHT OF DISSIDENTS AND MINORITIES IN 
THE SOVIET UNION, WERE ALSO COVERED, 
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WE ALSO HAD A DETAILED DISCUSSION OF ARMS CONTROL, 


THIS GAVE "IE AN OPPORTUNITY TO EXPLAIN THE RATIONALE 


~ BEHIND PRESIDENT REAGAN'S INITIATIVE LAST iOVEMBER FOR 


ZERO LEVELS OF MEDIUM-RANGE MISSILES TO REDUCE TENSION 
OVER NUCLEAR ARMS IN EUROPE. I NOTED THAT THE US IS 
ACTIVELY PREPARING FOR START NEGOTIATIONS, WHICH YE 
WILL INITIATE WHEN CONDITIONS PERMIT. 

TIME AND AGAIN, I EMPHASIZED THAT SOVIET USE OF 
FORCE OR THE THREAT TO USE FORCE IN ORDER TO FRUSTRATE 
PEACEFUL CHANGE POSED THE GREATEST DANGER TO OUR MUTUAL 
INTERESTS, SOVIET COMPLICITY IN THE POLISH CRISIS, 
COMING WHILE SOVIET TROOPS OCCUPY*AFGHANISTAN AND 
MOSCOW'S ARMS FLOOD CUBA, UNDERMINES THE VERY BASIS 
FOR PRODUCTIVE EAST-WEST RELATIONS. 

THE MEETING PROVIDED A TIMELY AND IMPORTANT EXCHANGE 
OF VIEWS, THE PRESIDENT HAS POINTED OUT THAT IN TIME OF 
CRISES, CLEAR COMMUNICATION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 
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THE SOVIET UNION IS ESSENTIAL. THERE CAN BE NO MISTAKING 


OUR CONCERN ON RECENT SOVIET ACTIONS, ESPECIALLY IN POLAND. 


MR. CHAIRMAN, WE ARE WITNESSING IN POLAND TODAY EVENTS 
OF HISTORIC MAGHITUDE. IT IS CRUCIAL THAT YE UNDERSTAND 
WHAT IS HAPPENING, WHAT IT MEANS TO EAST-WEST RELATIONS, 
AND WHAT WE CAN DO TO INFLUENCE THE SITUATION, 9UR POLICY 
IS BASED ON THREE PRINCIPLES FOR ACTION: 

FIRST, THE POLISH CRISIS IS FAR FROM OVER, IT 
REPRESENTS A PROFOUND FAILURE OF SOVIET STYLE COMMUNISM 
THAT HAS AFFECTED THE VERY BASIS OF PRODUCTIVITY IN POLAND. 

THE POLISH ECONOMY CONTINUES TO DECLINE, IT CAN BE 
REVIVED ONLY WITH THE COOPERATION“OF THE POLISH WORKER -~ 
ON WHOM THE BRUNT OF REPRESSEION HAS FALLEN. BUT GENERAL 
JARUZELSKI DOES. NOT SEEM PREPARED TO ANSWER THE VEXING 
QUESTIONS OF WHEN MARTIAL LAN WILL BE LIFTED, OR HOW NATIONAL 
RECONCILIATION CAN BEGIN, UNTIL HE DOES, PASSISVE AND NOT 
SO PASSIVE RESISTANCE WILL PROBABLY INCREASE, 
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SECOND, THE WEST CAN AND MUST ACT TO INFLUENCE THE 


SITUATION. PRUDENT AND REALISTIC ACTION CAN ENCOURAGE 


~ BOTH WARSAW AND MOSCOW TO RECONSIDER THEIR MARCH TOWARD 


THE ABYSS IN POLAND, MOREOVER, OUR HANDLING OF THE 
POLISH CRISIS WILL HAVE FAR-REACHING IMPLICATIONS FOR 
WESTERN CREDIBILITY, IF WE DO NOT TAKE SERIOUS ACTIONS 
COMMENSURATE WITH OUR CONCERi, THEN THE SOVIETS MIGHT 
BE ENCOURAGED TO TEST OUR RESOLVE AT OTHER CRITICAL 
POINTS IN THE WORLD. 

THIRD, WE MUST BEAR IN MIND THAT INDIVIDUAL NATIONAL 
ACTION BECOMES MUCH MORE MEANINGFUL, ESPECIALLY FOR MOSCOW, 
lil THE CONTEXT OF ALLIED UNITY. FIFTEEN SOVEREIGN NATIONS 
HAVE NEVER FOUND IT EASY TO ACT IN CONCERT BUT THIS MUST BE 
OUR GOAL. IT WOULD INDEED BE TRAGIC IF POLAND’S MISFORTUNE 
BECOMES THE INSTRUMENT OF ALLIED DISUNITY. 
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BASED ON THESE PRINCIPLES, THE PRESIDENT HAS FASHIONED 


A TWO-TRACK STRATEGY, IMPOSING UNILATERAL SANCTIONS AND 


SEEKING UNIFIED ALLIED ACTION. BOTH EFFORTS ARE WELL 


UNDERHAY 
PRESIDENT REAGAN HAS DECLARED THAT WE SEEK AN END 


TO REPRESSION, A RELEASE OF POLITICAL PRISONERS, AND A 
RESTORATION OF THOSE RIGHTS, AS PROMISED IN THE HELSINKI 
FINAL ACT, THAT PROTECT THE INDEPENDENCE OF THE UNION 
MOVEMENT AND THE CHURCH. ONLY IH THIS WAY CAN THE BASIS 
BE ESTABLISHED FOR RECONCILIATION THROUGH NEGOTIATIONS 
WITHIN POLISH SOCIETY. 

THE UNITED STATES HAS MADE CLEAR THAT VE WILL NOT DO 
BUSINESS AS USUAL WITH EITHER POLAND OR THE SOVIET UNION 
WHILE REPRESSION IN POLAND CONTINUES, IN DECEMBER, THE 
PRESIDENT ANNOUNCED A SERIES OF ECONOMIC SANCTIONS AGAINST 
BOTH POLAND AND THE SOVIET UNION, HE WARNED THAT WE 
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MOULD PREPARE FURTHER MEASURES, IF NECESSARY. 


THE UNITED STATES IS NOT ALONE FOLLOWING PRESIDENT 


 -REAGAN’S DECEMBER 29 ADDRESS, THE 19 MEMBER NATIONS OF 


THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY MET TO CONSIDER THE SITUATION. 

JUST TiO WEEKS AGO, AN UNPRECEDENTED SPECIAL MEETING OF 
THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL CONDEMEND THE SOVIET UtION’S 
SUSTAINED CAMPAIGN AGAINST THE POLISH PEOPLE, WHICH 
VIOLATES NUMEROUS PRINCIPLES OF THE FINAL ACT OF HELSINKI, 
THE ALLIES AGREED TO A WUMBER OF ECONOMIC MEASURES, SUCH 
AS HOLDING FUTURE COMMERCIAL CREDITS FOR GOODS OTHER THAN 
FOOD IN ABEYANCE AND SUSPENDING NEGOTIATIONS TO RESCHEDULE 
THE POLISH DEBT, THE ALLIES PLEDGED NOT TO UNDERCUT EACH 
OTHER'S ACTIONS. SIGNIFICANTLY, THE ALLIES HAVE BEGUN THE 
TASK OF IDENTIFYING POSSIBILITIES FOR FUTURE ACTION ACROSS 
A BROAD FRONT, INCLUDING AN EXAMINATION OF THE COURSE OF 
FUTURE ECONOMIC AND COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH THE SOVIET UNION, 








| -8- 
ON FEBRUARY 3, THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL WILL GATHER 
AGAIN TO CONSIDER FURTHER ACTION. A SESSION OF THE 


CONFERENCE ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE WILL 


gn 


ALSO RESUME IN MADRID ON FEBRUARY 9 AND POLISH AND SOVIET 
ACTIONS WILL BE CONDEMNED BY MANY WESTERN FOREIGN MINISTERS. 
BUT THE ALLIED PRESSURE HAS NOT ALL BEEN NEGATIVE, 

THE WEST HAS INDICATED ITS READINESS TO HELP REVIVE 
POLAND’S SHATTERED ECONOMY WHEN THE POLISH PEOPLE 


REGAIN THEIR RIGHTS, 
ALLIED SUPPORT IS ESSENTIAL IF WE ARE TO BRING 
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MEANINGFUL PRESSURE TO BEAR ON THE SOVIETS AND THEIR 
POLISH DEPENDENTS. 1 BELIEVE THE’UNITY THE WIEST HAS SO 
FAR DISPLAYED COMES AS AN UNPLEASANT SURPRISE TO THE 
SOVIETS, CONTINUED UNITY AND CONCRETE PRESSURE -- COUPLED 
WITH OUR POSITIVE OFFER TO HELP THE POLISH ECONOMY -- OFFER 


THE BEST PROSPECT FOR AFFECTING THE FUTURE 9F FREEDOM IN POLAND. 
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THOUGH POLAND WILL CONTINUE TO DOMINATE THE NEWS, | 


WOULD LIKE TO COMMENT BRIEFLY ON THE MIDDLE EAST. MY THO 


- VISITS HAD AS THEIR CENTRAL PURPOSE THE STRENGTHENING OF 


THE CAMP DAVID PEACE PROCESS. THIS-PROCESS IS THE ONLY 
PRACTICAL WAY TO MAKE PROGRESS TOWARD THE ACHIEVEMENT 
OF A JUST AND DURABLE PEACE, 

SINCE ASSUMING OFFICE, HE HAVE HORKED TO SUPPORT THE 
EGYPTIAN-ISRAELI PEACE TREATY AND TO FACILITATE THE TALKS 
ON PALESTINIAN AUTONOMY, WE HAVE AT LONG LAST RESOLVED 
THE REMAINING ISSUES CONCERNING THE DEPLOYMENT AND 
COMPOSITION OF THE MULTINATIONAL FORCE AND OBSERVERS 
(MFO) Iii THE SIWAI, “ME MERE ALSO.ABLE TO EASE ISRAELI 
CONCERNS OVER FREEDOM OF NAVIGATION IN THE STRAITS OF 
TIRAW BY CONFIRMING THE ROLE OF THE MFO IN THAT AREA -- 
WITH EGYPTIAN AGREEMENT, THE FORCE ITSELF SHOULD BE 
DEPLOYED BY MARCH 20, RESULTING IN FINAL ISRAELI 


WITHDRAWAL ON APRIL 25, 


-10- 3 
ANOTHER PURPOSE OF BOTH VISITS WAS TO URGE BOTH EGYPT 

mes, AD ISRAEL TO INTENSIFY THEIR EFFORTS TO REACH AGREEMENT 
OW AUTONOMY, IN THIRTY HOURS OF INTENSE DISCUSSION, 1 
WORKED WITH THE LEADERS OF EGYPT AND ISRAEL TO MAKE 
PROGRESS ON A DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES. THIS DECLARATION 
WOULD ESTABLISH THE FRAMEWORK FOR INVITING THE PALESTINIAN 
ARABS TO JOIW WITH US IN NEGOTIATING THE DETAILED AGREEMENT 
TO A SELF GOVERNING AUTHORITY -- AS SPECIFIED IN THE 
CANP DAVID ACCORDS. | 

AFTER ANALYZING THE ISSUES AND DIFFERENCES, MY TRIP 
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LAST WEEK GAVE ME THE OPPORTUNITY TO SUGGEST CERTAIN IDEAS 
ON HOW GAPS BETWEEN EGYPT AND ISRAEL MIGHT BE BRIDGED. 
THESE IDEAS ARE WOW BEING CONSIDERED BY THE PARTIES. HARD 
WORK AND INTELLECTUAL INGENUITY WILL BE REQUIRED OF BOTH 
SIDES TO BRIDGE THE GREAT DIFFERENCES THAT DIVIDE THEM. 

WE HAVE AGREED TOGETHER TG STRIVE FOR A DECLARATION OF 
PRINCIPLES AS SOON AS POSSIBLE, BUT WITHOUT ARTIFICIAL 


DEADLINES, 
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BOTH PRESIDENT MUBARAK AND PRIME MINISTER BEGIN HAVE 
PLEDGED TO JOIN WITH US IN GOOD FAITH EFFORT TO ACHIEVE 
SUCCESS. TO ENCOURAGE MOMENTUM, THE PRESIDENT HAS 
APPROVED MY PROPOSAL TO ASK FORMER ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
FOR CONGRESSIONAL AFFAIRS RICHARD FAIRBANKS TO WORK FULL 
TIME ON THIS EFFORT. HIS EXPERIENCES ON MY SECOND VISIT 
HAVE ALREADY INTRODUCED HIM TO THE COMPLEXITIES OF THIS 
VITAL NEGOTIATION. 

THESE VISITS HAVE ALSO BEEN USEFUL IN EASING FRICTION 
BETWEEN EGYPT AND ISRAEL. AS THE SINAI WITHDRAWAL DATE 
APPROACHED BOTH SIDES BEGAN TO DOUBT EACH OTHER’S INTENTIONS. 
ISRAEL HAS BEEN REASSURED THAT BOTH THE U.S, AND EGYPT ARE 
FIRMLY COMMITTED TO THE CAMP DAVID PROCESS BEYOND THE APRIL 
WITHDRAWAL. EGYPT HAS.BEEN REASSURED THAT ISRAEL WILL 
WITHDRAW ON SCHEDULE AND THAT THE U.S. WILL BE A FULL 


PARTWER IN THE AUTONOMY NEGOTIATIONS. 
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“MY TRIPS TO CAIRO ALSO PROVIDED THE OPPORTUNITY FOR 


il 
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“INTENSIVE AND WIDE RANGING DISCUSSIONS WITH PRESIDENT 
© MUBARAK ON MATTERS OF MUTUAL CONCERN, THE PRESIDENT’S 
DEDICATION TO THE WELFARE OF HIS PEOPLE IS MATCHED BY HIS 
DEDICATION TO PEACE. HIS MEETING WITH PRESIDENT REAGAN 
THIS WEEK WILL MARK ANOTHER SIGNIFICANT STEP IN THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF THE CLOSE PARTNERSHIP BETWEEN OUR TO 
COUIITRIES. 

CONFIDENCE IN THE UNITED STATES, FUNDAMENTAL TO OUR 
RELATIONS IN THE MIDDLE EAST, IS ALSO AT STAKE IN THE 
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WESTERN HEMISPHERE. WE FACE TWO DISTINCT BUT RELATED 
CHALLENGES: FIRST, THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL UPHEAVALS 
THAT MARK THE DEVELOPMENT PROCESS: SECOND, THE THREAT TO 
DEMOCRACY AND INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS FROM THE FORCES OF 
TOTALITARIANISM IN CUBA AND ELSWHERE, SUPPORTED BY THE 


SOVIET UNION, 
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THE UNITED STATES HAS BEGUN TO MEET THESE CHALLENGES. 
WORKING WITH THE LEADERS OF MEXICO, CANADA AND VENEZUELA. 
THE PRESIDENT HAS PROPOSED THE CARIBBEAN BASIN INITIATIVE 
TO ASSIST COUNTRIES FACING SEVERE ECONOMIC PROBLEMS. ThE 
AMERICAN PART OF THE PACKAGE INCLUDES TRADING OPPORTUNITIES, 
INVESTMENT INCENTIVES AND INCREASED FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE. 
THE PRESIDENT WILL SOON BE BRINGING PARTS OF THIS PACKAGE 
BEFORE THE CONGRESS FOR SUPPORT. 

ALL OF THE COUNTRIES IW THE CARIBBEAN ARE CONFRONTED 
BY A GROWING THREAT FROM CUBA AND ITS NEW-FOUND ALLY 
WICARAGUA. CUBA IS SYSTEMATICALLY EXPANDING ITS CAPACITY 
TO PROJECT MILITARY POWER BEYOND ITS OW SHORES, THE 
ARRIVAL THIS YEAR OF A SECOND SQUADRON OF MIG-23 FLOGGERS 
AND THE 63,000 TONS OF WAR SUPPLIES IMPORTED FROM THE 
SOVIET UNION LAST YEAR COME ON TOP OF WHAT WAS ALREADY 
BY FAR THE LARGEST AIR, LAND AND SEA INVENTORY OF THE 


REGION. 
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-— NICARAGUA IS BEING EXPLOITED AS A BASE FOR THE EXPORT 
- OF SUBVERSION AND ARMED INTERVENTION THROUGHOUT CENTRAL 


™ anti 
. 


AMERICA. INSIDE NICARAGUA, SOVIET, EAST’ EUROPEAN AND 
CUBA MILITARY ADVISORS ARE BUILDING CENTRAL AMERICA’S 
LARGEST MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT WITH SOVIET-SUPPLIED ARMS. 
OUTSIDE NICARAGUA, THE CLANDESTINE INFILTRATION OF ARMS 
AWD MUNITIONS INTO EL SALVADOR IS AGAIN APPROACHING THE 
HIGH LEVELS RECORDED JUST BEFORE LAST YEAR'S “FINAL 
OFFENSIVE. * | 

THE UNITED STATES HAS TRIED TO COMMUNICATE WITH CUBA 
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AND NICARAGUA. WE HAVE OFFERED A WAY OUT OF CONFRONTATION, 
WE HAVE SOUGHT EXPLANATIONS’ FOR THE MASSIVE MILITARY 
BUILDUPS THAT CONSUME THE SCARCE RESOURCES OF DEVELOPMENT. 
THE ANSWER HAS BEEN GREATER INTERNAL REPRESSION, 
ACCELERATION OF ARMS BUILDUPS AND A STRENGTHENING OF LINKS 


TO THE USSR, 
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THE THREAT TO DEMOCRACY FROM OPPONENTS OF PEACEFUL 

ss, CHANGE IS PARTICULARLY ACUTE IN EL SALVADOR. THE DUARTE 
| GOVERNMENT IS COMMITTED TO POLITICAL REFORH, FREE 
ELECTIONS, AND ECOWOMIC DEVELOPMENT. ITS OPPONENTS, 
SUPPORTED BY WICARAGUA AND CUBA, ARE DETERMINED TO WIi 
BY FORCE WHAT THEY COULD NOT ACKIEVE BY THE BALLOT, 

THE UNITED STATES IS NOT ALONE IN ITS SUPPORT OF 
THE SALVADORAN GOVERNMENT, AT THE OAS MEETING IN ST. LUCIA 
LAST DECEMBER, TWENTY-TWO OF TWENTY-WINE NATIONS VOTED I) 
FAVOR OF THE SALVADORAM PROGRAM FOR ELECTIONS -- OWLY 
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THREE VOTED AGAINST. A COLLECTIVE RESPONSE TO THE DANGER 
I$ EMERGING WITHIN CENTRAL “AMERICA WITH THE FORMATION ON 
JANUARY 19 OF THE CENTRAL AMERICA DEMOCRATIC COMMUNITY, 
COSTA RICA, HONDURAS AND EL SALVADOR WERE JOINED ON 
JANUARY 29 BY VEWEZUELA, COLUMBIA AND THE U.S, TO HELP 


CARRY THROUGH THE DEMOCRATIC TRANSFORMATION OF 
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EL SALVADOR. COOPERATING WITH OUR FRIENDS AND ALLIES 
IN THE REGION, WE WILL DO WHATEVER IS NECESSARY TO 
CONTAIN THE THREAT. = 

MR. CHAIRMAN, THIS BRIEF REVIEW OF EVENTS IW EUROPE, 
THE MIDDLE EAST AND THE CARIBBEAN SHOULD NOT DISTRACT US 
FROM OTHER, HIGHLY SIGNIFICANT ASPECTS OF OUR POLICY. 

TO CITE A FEW RECENT ACTIONS: 

-- WE HAVE HELPED TO REVIVE THE NEGOTIATIONS ON 
WAMIBIA THAT HAD EFFECTIVELY COLLAPSED, AND WE ARE ACTIVELY 
ENGAGED WITH OUR ALLIES, THE FRONT LINE STATES AND SOUTH 
AFRICA IN A REALISTIC EFFORT TO OBTAIN A SETTLEMENT THAT 
COULD LEAD TO INDEPENDENCE FOR NAMIBIA IN 1982. 

-- WE ARE SUPPORTING THE RESTORATION OF PEACE IN 
CHAD UNDER OAQ AUSPICES, THEREBY DISPLACING LIBYAN 
INFLUENCE AND MILITARY FORCES THERE. 


-- AS A PART OF OUR FIRM STAND AGAINST LIBYAN SUPPORT 
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FOR INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM, WE HAVE INCREASED SUPPORT 
FOR LIBYA’S THREATENED NEIGHBORS. 

-- WE CONTINUE TO SUPPORT EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE A NEGOTIATED 
SETTLEMENT IN THE WESTERN SAHARA. 

-- WE HAVE GIVEN OUR FULL SUPPORT TO ASEAN’S EFFORTS 
TO REVERSE dae VICTONE SE OCCUPATION OF KAMPUCHEA AND WE 
HAVE SOUGHT T0 nAINTAIt MILITARY STRENGTH IN THE AREA TO 
BALANCE THE EVER-GROWING SOVIET MILITARY PRESENCE IN 


NORTHEAST ASIA AND IN VIETNAM, 
FINALLY, IN A PERIOD OF DEPRESSED ECONOMIC ACTIVITY 


WORLDWIDE, WE ARE WORKING DILIGENTLY TO PREVENT EMERGENCE OF 
PROTECTIONISM AND TO SUPPORT RECIPROCAL POLICIES OF FREE 
TRADE. 

I HAVE KEPT MY INTRODUCTORY REMARKS INTENTIONALLY 
BRIEF SO THAT YOU, IR. CHAIRMAN, AND MEMBERS OF THE 


COMMITTEE WOULD HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO QUESTION ME ON 


AREAS OF INTEREST 10 YOU. 
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REMARKS BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AFTER HIS MEETING 
WITH PRESIDENT MUBARAK 
Cairo, Egypt 
January 28, 1982 


gn 


SECRETARY HAIG: Ladies and gentlemen, I've just finished a 
very valuable discussion with President Mubarak.-* We had an 
Opportunity to review my recent discussions in Geneval, the 
global situation, the situation in Poland, regional questions, 
discussions of the just-completed visit in Israel with focus 
on the autonomy talk and the scheduled return of the Sinai 
this coming April. With respect to that, everything is 
Clearly well on track and will occur on schedule. With 
respect to autonomy, which is the main focus of our visit, the 
President rendered his full support for the efforts now under 
way to achieve progress in the autonomy area. We will now 
proceed to sit down and work in detail, as we did during our 
last visit, with the Deputy Prime Minister and his colleagues, 
on the subject of autonomy, where we are prepared to go speci- 
fic detail on a number of the important aspects of that topic 
and were we now have the benefit of additional exchanges in 
Israel and on each of the subjects involved. It remains to be 
seen what progress we can make. We've made some progress in 
Israel, as we mentioned this morning. There is a great deal 
to do, of course, and we are going to put our attention to 

. that task. Thank you. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, we understand that General Dozier 
has been released in Italy. I wonder if you would comment on 
that. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, we are, of course, extremely pleased 

with the outcome of that situation, which I understand 

involved the release of the General by Italian police action 

in which members of the Red Brigade were captured in an apart- . 
ment in Padua, Italy. That's just a momentary bit of infor- 

mation that I have. There is, of course, a great deal more to 

come, but we are extremely pleased with the outcome of the 

situation. 


Pane Caer theese imformation contact 








—_ 
2 
c 
Lo) 
1S) 
-_ 
i 
c 
- 
c 
° 
a 
he 
o 
e) 
- 
- 
2 
= 
a 
3 
eo 
wv 
q 
-_ 
oe 
-~ 
” 
vy 
© 
~~ 
E 
= 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


PR#41 
atte 


QUESTION: Mr. Haig, can I ask you about the kind of ideas or 
proposals, whichever you like to call them, which you have 
presented both here and in Israel? Are they dealing with 
substance or are they only dealing with some small details 
about autonomy? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I want to make it clear that we did not 
come here with a made-in-American plan to solve all of the 
questions associated with autonomy but rather proposals and 
suggestions in specific areas of autonory where there have 
been longstanding disagreements. Now some of these are not 
complete because the problem itself was too complex and the 
differences are too wide. In other cases, they are more spe- 
cific. And, as you know, this is an extremely complex subject 
with a great variety of interlocking problems. And there's a 
synergistic aspect to the question. That's a word that means 
that the sum of the individual parts and that means there is 
an interrelationship, and sometimes if you can get a 
breakthrough in one area it pevrits you to accept less than 
satisfactory arrangements in another area. That's what I 
mean. So we've got a lot of work to do. And we are far from 
finished. Far from finished. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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UNITED STATES 
AND MEXICO 
EXTEND BILATERAL 
TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Mexico exchanged letters dated 
December 23, 1981 and December 24, 1981, respectively to 
extend the bilateral textile Agreement relating to Trade in 
Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile Products. 
The texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





-° December 23, 1981 


His Excellency 

Hugo B. Margain 
Ambassador of Mexico 
Embassy of Mexico 

2829 16th St., N.W. 
Weshington, D.C. 20009 


Excellency: 


I refer to paragraph 19 of the Agreement between the 
United States and Mexico relating to Trade in Cotton, Wool 
and Man-Made Piber Textiles and Textile Products, with 
annexes, effected by exchange of notes February 26, 1979, 
as amended, ("the Agreement"), and to recent discussions 
between representatives of the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government of the United Mexican 
States in Geneva, Switzerland. 


EB/TEX:Roger Freeman (202)632-2777 
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As a result of these discussions, and on behalf of 
my Government, I have the honor to propose that the said 
Agreement be extended with all provisions therein continuing, 
for the period of four calendar years from January 1, 1982, 
through December 31, 1985, with the following modifications: 


a) Restraints for Sub-category 604, acrylic yarns, corres- 


ponding to TSUS No. 310.5049, shall be removed as of the 
effective date of this extension; 


b) Any shortfall available at the end of 1981 may be used 
in 1982 in the manner established in the Agreement; and 


c) Annex B shall be amended to read as showh in Attachment 1. 


If these proposals are acceptable to your Government, 
this letter and your letter of confirmation shall constitute’ 


an amendment to the Agreement. 


Sin rl 
Harry me) 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 


Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 











ATTACHMENT 1 
_- Specific Limits and Sub-Limits 




















Category Description Units Specific Limits 
1982 1983 1984 1985 

335 Women's,Girls' and Infants Coats DOZ 39,302 42,053 44,997 48,147 
» & 338/339 Knit Shirts and Blouses DOz 4 4©6«._:- 450, 884 482,446 516,217 552,352 
. 347/348 Trousers , DOz ©=-:«6 45, 139 690,299 738,620 790,323 
‘ (347) Men's and Boy's DOZ (387,084) (414,180) (443,173) (474,195) 
(348) Women's, Girls’ and Infantsc' DOZ (387,084) (414,180) (443,173) (474,195) 
y 633 Men's and Boy's Suit-Type Coats DOZ 57,530 61,557 65,866 70,476 
- 634/634 Other Coats DOZ 327, 956 350,913 375,477 401,760 
“8 (634) Men's and Boys' Other Coats DOZ (196,774) (210,548) (225,287) (241,057) 
-S ' (635) Women's, Girls and Infants Coats p02 (196,774) (210,548) (225,287) (241,057) 
Se " 638/639 Knit Shirts avd Blouses SYE 15,770,509 16,874,444 18,055,655 19,319,551 
a 5 (638) Men's and Boys’ SYE (9,462,305) (10,124,667) (10,833,393) (11,591,731) 
8 (639) Women's, Girl's and Infants’ SYE (9,462,305) (10,124,667) (10,833,393) (11,591,731) 
ee 641 ~=Blouses, Not Knit Doz 4=—s-:-324, 909 347,652 371,988 398,027 
os 647/648 Trousers Doz 1,603,808 1,716,075 1,836,200 1,964,734 
- (647) Men's and Boys’ Doz (962,285) (1,029,645) (1,101,720) (1,178,841) 
oo (648) Women's, Girls‘ and Infants’ DOZ (962,285) (1,029,645) (1,101,720) (1,178,841) 
g = 649 Brassieries,etc. DOZ 2,788,688  2.983,896 3,192,768 3,416,262 
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‘MEXICO LETTER 





(UNOFFICIAL TRANSLATION) 


aoa 
7 Washington 
2, December 24, 198i 


Mr. Harry Kopp 

. Deputy Assistant Secretary 

+ Trade and Commercial Affairs 
- Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 20520 


Dear Mr. Kopp: , 


I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter 
dated December 23, 1981, in which you refer to paragraph 19 
of the Agreement between Mexico and the United States regarding 
Trade in Cotton, Wool, and Man-Made Fiber Textiles, with 
annexes, effected by exchange of notes February 26, 1979, as 
amended ("the Agreement"), and to recent negotiations between 
representatives of the Government of Mexico and the Government 
of the United States held in Geneva, Switzerland. 


On behalf of the Government of Mexico I wish to confirm 
the proposal to extend the abovementioned Agreement with all 
its provisions, for a period of four calendar years, from 
January 1, 1982 to December 31, 1985, with the following modi- 
fications: 


VSL Faso Tr iea FOr Fup ICatlion ih American rure rg 
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a) Eliminate, as of the date of extension of the Agreement, 
the restrictions on sub-category 604, acrylic yarns, corresponding 
to TSUS 310.5049; 


b) Any quantity not utilized at the end of 1981 may be 
used in 1982, in accordance with the provisions of the Agreement; — 
and 


c) Annex B will be modifed so as to contain the figures ; 
shown in Attachment 1 to your letter. * 


The above is in agreement with the arrangements accepted in 
earlier conversations held between representatives of both 
governments. 


Therefore, your letter and this letter of confirmation will 
constitute an amendment to the Agreement. 


Sincerely, 


Hugo B. Margain 
Ambassador 
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| ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
: ON THE LAW OF THE SEA 
) NOTICE OF PARTIALLY CLOSED MEETING 


. 


In accordance with Section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (P.L. 92-463) as amended by P.L. 94-409 Section 
5(c), notice is hereby given that the Advisory Committee on 
the Law of the Sea will meet in open and closed sessions on 
Thursday, February 18. The open session of the meeting will 
convene at 3:30 p.m., in the Loy Henderson Room, U.S. Department 
of State, 2lst and C Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the closed meeting is to consider the U.S. 
review and review process and specific Law or the Sea issues. 
During the closed sessions, documents classified under the 
provisions of Executive Order 12065 will be discussed. 


These documents relate to the issues which the United 
States has negotiated, is reviewing, and may negotiate at the 
Third United Nations Law of the Sea Conference. Accordingly, 
it has been determined that it is in the public interest to 
close these meetings pursuant to 5 USC 552 b(c)(1) and 5 USC 


§52 b(c)(9). 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


The issues cover such subjects as the review and review 
process, freedom of navigation on the high seas and in straits 
used for international navigation and related national security 
interests, the deep seabed mining regime, the continental 
margin, the economic zone, fisheries, marine pollution, dispute 
settlement, scientific research, and other related topics 
involving U.S. national security and foreign relations matters. 
Premature disclosure of the contents of these documents could 
adversely affect our foreign relations interests and jeopardize 
United States law of the sea interests. 


on 


The open session of the Advisory Committee meeting will 


discuss all principe! Law of the Sea issues, including those 
issues stated above, bv will not examine the classified 
items discussed duri:': che closed session. 


The Advisory Committee on the Law of the Sea represents 
a broad cross-section of industries, professions, academic 


For further it orrmation contact: 
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disciplines and other public groups. As such, it will com- { 
prehensively review the proposals which will come before the: 


Conference. 


At the open session, beginning at 3:30 p.m., on 
February 18 the general public attending may participate in 
the discussion subject to instructions of the chairman. 


As entrance to the State Department is controlled, 
members of the public who wish to attend the open session 
should contact Ms. Marsha Bellavance and provide their name 
and affiliation to facilitate their attendance. Her tele- 
phone number is (202) 632-0041. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Working Group on the Carriage of Dangerous Goods 


of SOLAS will conduct an open meeting at 9:30 a.m. on 
February 17, 1982, in Room 6319 of the Coast Guard Headquarters 


Building, 2100 Second Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss the follow- 


the report of the XXXIII Session of the IMCO Subcom- 
mittee on the Carriage of Dangerous Goods; 


the report of the first intersessional meeting of the 
Editorial and Technical Group of the IMCO Subcommittee 
on the Carriage of Dangerous Goods; 

Amendments 20 and 21 of the IMDG Code; 


IMCO activities of a continuing nature. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


For further information contact Lt. Kevin J. Eldridge, USCG, 
(G-MHM-2), 2100 2nd St., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone 


(202) 426-1577. 


For further information contact: 
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Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. R. L. Swanson, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-TTM-S/32), Washington, D.C. 20593. 
Telephone (202) 426-0517. 





be held in London on March 15, 1982. In particular, 
the working group will discuss the following topics: 


For further information contact: 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Working Group on Radiocommunications of the 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea will conduct an 
open meeting at 1:30 p.m. on February 18, 1982 in Room 
All10, Federal Communications Commission Annex 1229 
20th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the meeting is to prepare position 
documents for the Twenty~Fourth Session of the Sub- 
committee on Radiocommunications of the Intergovern- 


Maritime Consultative Organization (IMCO) to 


Maritime distress system 

Performance standards for shipboard radio 
equipment 

Life-saving radio equipment 

Digital selective calling 

Matters related to ITU WARC for Mobile Telecom- 
munications 


Matters related to CCIR Study Group 8 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The US SOLAS Working Group on Subdivision, Stability and 
Load Lines and US SOLAS Working Group on Safety of Fishing 
Vessels will conduct an open meeting at 10:00 a.m. on March 2, 
1982, in Room 1303 of Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second 


St., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The ~urpose of the meeting will be a review of the agenda 
items iu preparation for the next Session of the Subcommittee. 


The agenda for the meeting will consist of a general review 
of all items scheduled for both Subcommittees with particular 
attention to any session papers from other countries received by 


that time. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. William A. Cleary, Jr., 
USCG (G-MMT-5/TP13), 2100 2nd St., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20593. 
Telephone (202) 426-2188. 


For further imformation «pes tasc et: 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The SOLAS Subcommittee of the Shipping Coordinating Committee 
will conduct an open meeting at 9:30 a.m. on Monday, March 22, 1982, 
in Room 3201 of the USCG Headquarters Building, 2100 Second Street, 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of the meeting is to finalize preparations for the 
46th Session of the Maritime Safety Committee (MSC) of the Inter- 
governmental Maritime Consultative Organization (IMCO) which is 
scheduled for March 29-April 2, 1982 in London. In particular, 
the SHC will discuss the development of US positions dealing with, 
inter alia, the following topics: 


-- Reports of the various subcommittees; 
-- Review of the work programme; 


-- Consideration of the second set of amendments to 1974 
SOLAS. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


~Veclassified for Publication in American Foreign 


For further information contact Mr. G.P. Yoest, USCG Head- 
quarters (G-CPI), 2100 Second St., S.W., Wash., D.C. 20593. 
Telephone (202) 426-2280. 


For further imformation contact. 
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will hold a meeting on February 
18, 1982, of the Working Group on Transfer of Technology of 
the Advisory Committee on International Investment, Technology, 
and Development. The Working Group will meet from 10:00 
a.m. to 12:00 noon. The meeting will be held in Room 1207 
of the State Department, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20520. The meeting will be open to the public. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss the 
proposed UNCTAD Code of Conduct on the Transfer of Technology 
(TOT). On December 16, 1981, the U.N. General Assembly 
passed Resolution 36/140 which established an Interim 
Committee (I.C.) which will meet for four weeks during 1982 
to seek solutions to the outstanding issues related to the 
possible reconvening of the U.N. Conference on the Transfer 
of Technology Code. The U.S. Delegation to the Interim 
Committee meetings- on the TOT Code would like the opportunity 
to review Code issues again with the Advisory Committee on 
International Investment, Technology, and Development and 
other interested parties prior to the first Interim Committee 
session. 


Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs, Washington, D.C. 20520. He may be reached by 
telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 


Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


The Chairman of the Working Group will, as time permits, 
entertain oral comments from members of the public attending 
the meeting. 


Far Case theese mtormwation contact. 
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OCEANS AND INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
AND SCIENTIFIC AFFAIRS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 


Partially Closed Meeting 


The Antarctic Section of the Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs Advisory Committee will 
meet at 2:00 PM, Thursday, March 18, 1982 in Room 1408, De- 
partment of State, Washington, D.C. 

At this meeting, officers responsible for Antarctic af- 
fairs in the Department of State will discuss key issues and 
problems involving the Antarctic. in the context of current 
domestic and international developments. This session will 
be open to the public. The public will be admitted to the 
session to the limits of seating capacity and will be given 
the opportunity to participate in discussions according to 
the instructions of the Chairman. As access to the Depart- 
ment of State is controlled, persons wishing to attend the 
March 18 meeting should enter the Department through the 
Diplomatic ("C" Street) Entrance. Department officials will 
be at the Diplomatic Entrance to escort attendees to Room 
1408. 


The Antarctic Section of the Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs Advisory Committee will 
also meet on Friday, March 19, 1982 at the National Academy 
of Sciences, 2101 Constitution Avenue, N.W., in sessions 
which will not be open to the public. As these sessions will 
include discussion of classified material, they have been 
closed pursuant to Section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act and 5 U.S.C. 552b (c)(1) and 5 U.S.C. 552b 
(c)(9)(B). The disclosure of classified material and revela- 
tion of considerations which go into policy development would 
substantially undermine and frustrate the U.S. position in 
future negotiations. The purpose of these discussions will be 
to elicit views concerning the further development of United 
States policy regarding Antarctic resources, particularly Ant- 
arctic mineral resources. This portion of the meeting will 
include classified briefings and examination and discussion of 
classified documents pursuant to Executive Order 12065. 
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Requests for further information on the meetings should 
be directed to R. Tucker Scully of OES/OPA, Room 5801, 
Department of State. He may be reached by telephone on 
(202) 632-3262. 
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No. 50 


U.S. - JAPANESE MEETINGS ON 
NUCLEAR ENERGY MATTERS 


A group of Japanese officials headed by Hidetoshi Ukawa, 
Director General of Scientific and Technological Affairs in 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, has been here at the Depart- 
ment of State for two days (February 1 and 2) of informal 
discussions on a range of issues relating to nuclear non- 
proliferation and US-Japanese cooperation in nuclear energy 
development. The Japanese group also included officials 
from the Japanese Embassy, the Ministry of International Trade 
and Industry and the Science and Technology Agency. During 
the remainder of the week they will also be meeting U.S. 
officials at other U.S. agencies to discuss science and tech- 
nology affairs. Assistant Secretary Malone and Principal 
Deputy Assistant Secretary Marshall led the discussions for 
the United States. Also participating were representatives 
from the Dept. of Energy and the Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency. Mr. Ukawa also met with Undersecretary Kennedy. 


These meetings were part of a process of regular and 
frequent consultations between the two governments on nuclear 
matters of ongoing interest. We had an exchange of views and 
information about peaceful nuclear development and non- 
proliferation - areas where the United States and Japan cooperate 
closely and share a wide range of common concerns. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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No. 51 PC#16 


PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ON 
THE VISIT OF EGYPTIAN PRESIDENT HOSNI MUBARAK 
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 5, 1982 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, let me welcome some of our Egyptian 
colleagues we're delighted to have with us here today. I do 
want to say a few words on the record, summarizing our 
assessment of the abcut-to-be-.completed visit of President 
Mubarak and his colleagues here to the United States. This, 
as you know, is the first visit of President Mubarak, as 
President. He was here, I think about four months ago, in 
behalf of President Sadat. 





I think in summary we can say that the visit has deepened and 
broadened the relationship between the United States and Egypt 
begun under President Sadat. It confirmed the continuing con- 
formity of views on peace, justice and security and 
strengthened that convergence of views. 


We in the United States, of course, have great admiration for 
the Egyptian people, for the strength of their institutions, 
and for the leadership of President Mubarak which have been so 
Clearly confirmed by the successful transition in Egypt 
following the recent national tragedy. 


All in all, I think the visit can be described as a highly 
successful one at all levels from personal to strategic. It 
is clear that the visit reinforced the United States’ convic- 
tion that it will remain a full partner in the peace process 
begun at Camp David. 


In that regard the Egyptian Government and the United States 
Government at the Presidential level have renewed their mutual 
commitment to the Camp David peace process and to work with 
Israel to bring full autonomy for the Palestinians on the West 
Bank and Gaza as the first stage described in the Camp David 
accords itself with the following language: "The resolution of 
the Palestinian problem in all its aspects.” 


For further information conmtact: 
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The U.S. reaffirmed the value of its relationship with Egypt 
and will work closely with Egypt and President Mubarak to 
bring a better life to the people of Egypt through cooperative 
economic efforts. 


The United State. fully understands Egypt's desires for flexi- 
bility in economic assistance programs, and in that regard 
yesterday afternoon an agreement between the representatives 
of the two governments was arrived at which will establish a 
framework to provide greater flexibility in the administration 
and conduct of American economic aid programs for Egypt. 


The United States believes that a strong Egypt is essential to 
the peace and security in the Middle East. In that regard we 
consider and continue to support programs designed to moder= 
nize Egyptian armed forces. This is part of a broad regional 
effort which will be conducted in FY '83 and reflected in our 
program for FY '83 in the region. 


This issue was, Of cour: >, discussed in detail not only 

between the President and President Reagan, but between President 
Mubarak and myself, and between President Mubarak and Defense 
Secretary Weinberger in separate meetings. 


I think it's important to say that President Reagan especially 
appreciated the opportunity afforded by this visit to discuss 
the full range of regional bilateral issues and issues related 
to the peace process in the Middle East personally with 
President Mubarak. There is no question but that the 
conclusion of this important visit leaves President Reagan 
with a deep sense of confidence and optimism that the period 
ahead of Egyptian-U.S. relationships will progress on a sound 
and solid basis to the mutual benefits of the American and 


Egypt ian people. 
I welcome your questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you now have a clearer idea of 
what President Mubarak meant by a national Palestinian entity? 
For example, does it mean Palestinian authority over the land 


as well as the people -- population? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think you're referring to the language of 
the Camp David agreements. 





QUESTION: I'm referring to a phrase he used in his arrival 
statement on Wednesday at the White House where he talked of 
the creation of a Palestinian national entity. 





SECRETARY HAIG: That is the focal point of the discussions on 





full autonomy with respect to the West Bank and to Gaza. It 
is of course the focal point of the autonomy talks themselves, 
the power and authorities, and the multitude of arranyements 
which provide first for a transition arrangement in this 
regard which would ultimately lead to a final settlement of 
—— problems and the character of the entity to which you 
refer. 
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I think it's premature to go beyond the point of the language 
of Camp David itself and the ongoing discussions which I do 
not think it's helpful to engage in here on the topic of auto- 
nomy. But I do want to emphasize that what we are talking 
about is a transition period where confidence can be struc- 
tured on both sides and where the ultimate outcome will reach, 
in the words of Camp David itself, the resolution of the 
Palestinian problem in all of its aspects. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, may I follow that up, please? I 
just want to follow up Jim's question. Could that, in the 
U.S. view, encompass the possibility of a national entity of 
some kind emerging from this process? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's important that those of you who 

have questions on that subject -- and it's a sensitive area -- 
go back to the language of Camp David. That provides, if you 

will, an overall framework to which the participants have com- 
mitted themselves. 





There are other aspects of this question which are to be 
determined in the context, first, of an agreement in principle 
for the transitional period, then a detailed autonomy 
agreement, and then an ultimate solution. And some of these 
nettling questions have been deferred until the final stages, 
so I think you're asking a question for which there is no 
timely or contemporary answer. 


Now let me turn to our guests. 
(QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I understand clearly your statement 


concerning the right of the Palestinians and the full solution 
of the problem of Palestine. But let me put this question: 





President Mubarak repeated several times his appeal for a 
dialogue between the American Government and the Palestinians. 


How do you figure this can be implemented? What kind of 
Palestinians? How can you do it? Are you going to do it or 
not, sir? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question was, President Mubarak had 
referred repeatedly to the desirability of a dialogue between 
the Palestinian people and the Americans as a partner in the 
peace process. 





I think President Mubarak was equally careful in not putting 
Out any road maps, any specific formula for this. We know we 
have the question of the PLO, and the United States position 
on that question is clear and has not changed. 
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With respect to discussions with the Palestinian inhabitants 
of the West Bank and Gaza, these lines of communication have 
been exercised, not in a formal sense because the structure 
for that does not exist, but in the recent trips that I made. 
In the first trip I had a discussion with the Mayor of 
Bethlehem. Assistant Secretary Veliotes had additional 
discussions, not only with the Palestinian inhabitants of the 
territories but also with other friendly Arab states in the 


region. 


So I think that's the answer to your question with an 
underlying emphasis on the conditions which have been stated 
previously with respect to the PLO. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think it's realistic to con- 
tinue this policy of refusing to entertain the possibility of 
conversations with PLO representatives? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think it's a question of realistic. 

I think there's nothing that suggests we're not prepared to do 
that when the PLO is prepared to meet its obligations as a 
participant in such discussions, and we've made those 
positions very clear. 





QUESTION: You're talking about changing their covenant? Is 
this specifically what you refer to? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't refer to it as changing a cove- 
nant. I would call it certain obligations or certain commit- 
ments with respect to Israel's right to exist. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the President offers the PLO as an 
entity, to which you answered -- you also made very clear that 
the Palestinian peoples have the right for self-determination. 





Could you interpret your understanding of self-determination 
within the context of the Camp David that you are saying. 


SECRETARY HAIG: As I say, you sharpies that deal with this 
subject every day know even better than I the risks of greater 
specificity in that area. After all, we are talking about the 
establishment of full autonomy for the populations on the West 
Bank and Gaza. 





This is going to be the product, hopefully, of an agreement in 
principles which will spell out those details with the mutual 
agreement of the participants in the peace process, and I'm 
not going to uniiateraliy get out with interpretative state- 
ments on a subject that is so sensitive and controversial. 
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QUESTION: Sir, how close are we to a declaration of 
principles now? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I said in my recent trip my own assessment 
was that we had a further distance to go than we had already 
traveled. I want to point out, however, that that shouldn't 
sound quite as grim as it might be interpreted. 





One must remember that we in January entered into’a situation 
in which the whole process was stalled, not only autonomy but 
the framework for return of the Sinai this coming April was 
stalled, and there were a number of profound disagreements. 


Some of them have been bridged. For example, I don't know of 
any issues on the return of the Sinai as part of the Camp 
David process which now will pose an obstacle. I think all 
those things have been solved, and I must say they were not 
easy to solve, but they have been done. 


With respect to autonomy, as a result of the two trips we've 
taken, the work of the specialists established by the two 
governments with our full participation which we're going to 
upgrade somewhat as you know, we've now gotten to the point 
where we are not discussing dificrences on many key issues but 
rather are discussing solutions to differences. 


We've said that we'd do this without establishing deadlines, 
and we have none, and we are going to continue to work. It's 
I think encouraging that the leaders of both Israel and Egypt 
and specifically during this visit at the Presidential level, 
President Mubarak committed himself to the full engagement of 
the resources of Egypt. We've had that commitment from 
Israel, and we've made it ourselves to continue to work the 
problen. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you spoke earlier about a program of 
modernization of armed forces for not only Egypt but the 
region in fiscal year 1983. 





Could you tell us some of the details of what you envision? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I've seen a lot of press speculation on it, 
and it won't be very long before it's all in the public venue, 
but it's not appropriate for me to get out ahead of it. 





Let me just say that the ongoing discussions -- and they've 
gone on for many months and many venues -- Defense to Defense, 
State to Foreign Office, and President to President -- leave 
me with a great deai of confidence that the framework we have 
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put together for ‘83 is responsive to Egypt's needs and will 
further enhance regional security and stability. 


You know as well as I do that some figures have been bandied 
around, and there have been some improvements in those 
figures. I think we have to wait until we formally submit 
then. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you intend to intensify your con- 
tacts with the Palestinians? With whom, when and how, and do 

you consider, as President Mubarak said, the (inaudible) organiza- 
tion as a moderate Palestinian? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Oh, my golly. (Laughter) I just love to 
have our visiting Egyptian press corps here. 





QUESTION: It just means one man, sir, on the West Bank. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think what you say is that however you 
answer it, somebody will be mad. That's what you mean, 
because that's the truth of it, and I'm going to skip the 
answer, skirt it. 





QUESTION: But in the West Bank are you planning to intensify 
your contacts with the Palestinians? 





SECRETARY HAIG: It‘s always been our policy, for example, in 
Jerusalem, to have sur Interests Section be in close contact 
with the inhabitants of the city, and we have maintained con- 
tact with the inhabitants. 





QUESTION: How can we get them to agree to a principle or to 
the autonomy or anything like that without contact? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think I said we are maintaining that con- 
tact, but I think you will recall that at the time of Camp 
David, those agreements were arrived at based on the 

conscience of the participants. We will carry that process 
forward with great sensitivity, with the objective of a reason- 
able autonomy agreement. 





-- MORE -- 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in light of these visits and 





your travel out there, can you talk about what you see now as 
the biggest threat in the, I guess, Southwest Asia/Middle Fast 
region? I mean what concerns you now? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The greatest threat? 





QUESTION: The biggest problem or whatever. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I said threats, like beauty, are in the 
eye of the beholder; and I think that varies. Clearly, there 
is an interrelationship between external threats and threats 

to internal stability supported and abetted by external 
threats; and I'm talking of the Soviet Union and their 
adherents. There are threats associated with radicalism. That 





has a distinctly threatening character in its own right to incumbent 


regimes. There is the continuing instability associated with 
the Palestinian question and the Arab/Israeli peace process. 


Now, all three of these threats, if you will, are indepen- 
dently serious and are, at the same time, interrelated in that 
one draws sustenance from the other, and perhaps direction and 
aggravation. And, again, as we go back to the so-called 
"strategic consensus" that we talked about last spring, clearly 
this issue is not a substitute for our concern about the peace 
process and achieving progress in the peace process; and I 

said that at the time and repeated it at the time. I find a 
preoccupation in some of the writings that have occurred that 
these are alternative problems. They are not alternative 
problems. They are intimately interrelated in that progress 
with one, as I have said, contributes to progress in the other, 
and a deterioration of one aggravates the possibility of 
progress in the other. 


And I hope I've answered your question. 


QUESTION: Can I ask you to be specific then by asking: One 

of our Arab friends in the area, King Hussein, has just, you 

know, asked for volunteers to go to Iraq. Are you concerned 

in any new level with the Iraq-Iran war, what the Soviets are 
doing in Iran? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, let me reiterate again American policy 
with respect to that conflict. We are concerned by any policy 
which would drag that conflict on. 





QUESTION: Do you think the Soviets are pursuing a policy that 





drags that conflict on? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think we all know that both of the 
combatants are the recipients of military equipment and 
assistance from the Soviet Union and that the provision of 


such armaments can only contribute to a continuation of the 
conflict. 





We would hope to see an early negotiated termination of that 
conflict. Its continuation serves no one's interest. And we 
would hope that success would soon be arrived there, although 

I must say I have no basis for expressing optimism in that regrd. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, just to follow that up a little bit, 
there are reports that the Soviets have recently provided 
Palestinian units with fairly sizable amounts of military 
hardware, including some ground-to-ground missiles. 





First of all, is that correct? And, secondly, what do you 
make of it; what impact is it likely to have? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, this is a very key aspect of the cessa- 
tion of hostilities in Lebanon, southern Lebanon. We view the 
provision of such armaments to Palestinian elements in 
southern Lebanon as an aggravation to the efforts we have been 
engaged in to prevent the outbreak of conflict. It is true 
that there are reports of levels of both tubed artillery, and 


rocketry, moving through Lebanon to the Palestinian forces in 
southern Lebanon. 





This is one of the areas that is a focus of Ambassador Habib 
to achieve a termination of these destabilizing actions and in 


the period ahead we clearly have additional work to do in that 
area. 


QUESTION: , Does it seem to remain a problem: for new fighting 
In southern Lebanon?. 





SECRETARY HAIG: It has that potential, of course. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there were reports before President 
Mubarak came that the President said that President Carter had 
made a sacred promise in 1978 to have Israel and Egypt make 
their military aid compare. Would this new FY '83 plan that 
you were not going to tell about -- will it bring them closer 
together or would they now be comparable in the military aid 
that they will get from the United States? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, you know, there are a number of eva- 
luations that go into that kind of comparability commitment: 
absorption, capacity, needs, current equipment levels -- a 
host of contributory factors that have to go into such an 
assessment -- but to answer your question in an uncharac- 
teristically blunt way, I would say that comparability has 
been increasingly the direction in which our assistance levels 
to Egypt have been moving, and this next year's program will 
be a further continuation of that. 





Ne 


QUESTION: Will it satisfy President Mubarak? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I can't speak, and I would not presume to 
speak, for President Mubarak. All I can say is that I think 

our discussions were both fruitful and successful this past 

week here in Washington. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, after meeting with President 
Mubarak, do you have any thought that President Mubarak is 
much more independent of the United States than President 
Sadat? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I wouldn't presume to make a value 
judgment of that kind either other than to -- you know, I've 
known President Mubarak. I suppose,. since the mid-seventies, 
and I think he's pledged himself, with respect to the peace 
process and mutual assessment of the dangers to the region, the 
cooperation in the security and economic areas, to pursue the 
policies that his predecessor committed Egypt to. I have seen 
nothing, and I've discovered nothing, in our many hours of 
discussion that would change that assessment on my part. 
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Now, there are a number of related questions associated with 
the costs of Camp David to Egypt in the Arab world which are 
not necessarily in conflict with the basic character of the 
relationship between the United States and Egypt; and I would 
expect that in affairs among nations and regions that they 
will always be dynamic. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, specifically with regard to the 
Palestinians, it does look as though -- or manages to look as 
though -- these talks, this particular series of talks, did 
not really work. Is that a fair assessment? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm really not sure I understand it. 





QUESTION: With regard tc the Palestinian issue and all its 
ramifications, these talks got you nowhere. Is that a fair 
assesssment? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. Precisely the opposite. 





QUESTION: Where is the progress? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think I described the progress. In some 





areas we have come very close, I think, to a consensus of view. 
In other areas we have narrowed the differences. 


In other areas we have at least launched a process of inge- 
nuitive and creative thinking for solutions, and the months 
ahead and weeks ahead will demonstrate whether or not we 


succeed. 


Again, I don't want to characterize my attitude on the 
Situation as one of excessive optimism. There are many 
problems. But I am confident that I can state without 
exaggeration that we have made progress, and I anticipate 
that we will continue to in the period ahead. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you tell us what you expect to 
achieve through the declaration of principles that you are 
working on? Do you think it will be a kind of Camp David II? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Do I think it will be a kind of what? 








QUESTION: Camp David number II? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, no. I don't anticipate a Camp David II. 





QUESTION: What do you hope to achieve through this declara- 
2 . . . . . 
tion of principles in specific terms? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, what we hope to achieve is the establish- 
ment of a transition process which will ultimately lead to a 
resolution of the Falestinian problem in all of its aspects, and 
that's the objective of Camp David. 





With respect to the issue and the process itself, Camp David 
was agreed to three and a half years ago. Certain very dif- 
ficult questions were deferred in those agreements, such as 
the ultimate status of Jerusalem. That deferral was a 
conscious deferral. And the differences that existed then and 
continue to exist today then are approached in an autonomy 
agreement in principle. 
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Now, we can either choose in our efforts to achieve an auto- 
nomy agreement to solve those problems that could not be 
solved at Camp David or to continue on with a conceptual 
approach that visualize an evolutionary solution through 
mutual confidence-building and the establishment of a frame- 
work which will get that process started; and I have said 
that if the participants in this peace process seek to make 
the principles that we are seeking to achieve agreement on to 
be a leg up on the final outcome rather than a solution, to 
providing a framework that will permit that confidence- 
building, that experience and that evolution, then it makes the 
problem all the more tractable, and I think you gather what 
I'm saying. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in Italy recently, one of the 
investigators who has been looking into the sources of Italian 
terrorism -- Judge Imposinato -- has declared that the 

Red Brigades were being controlled by factions within the PLO 
within the Israeli side and, within Egypt, Egyptians who 

had assassinated President Sadat. 





Now, also in Italy, the head of military intelligence has 
charged recently that these same sources, the controllers of 
the Red Brigades, had been depositing into numbered Swiss bank 
accounts money which was then used for the payoff of certain 
U.S. officials. 


What he was talking about particularly was his predecessor in 
military intelligence who was a member of Italy's propaganda 
to the Masonic Lodge which was linked to terrorism and, 
according to La Republica, the Italian newspaper, the American 
official who was paid off with this news was Michael Ledeen. 
And I wonder if you can tell me what the purpose of this was 
or whether you can confirm it. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm so confused, I'm not sure I know where to 





start. (Laughter.) 


If you mean by that am I appalled by international terrorism, 
the answer is “"“Yes;" and is it the policy of President 
Reagan's Administration to work actively to stamp out this 
international plague, the answer is "Yes" again. 


QUESTION: But the specific charge that was made -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: I never got it amongst the other 





charges. (Laughter. ) 
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QUESTION: Specifically that the head of Italian military 
intelligence, according to the newspaper La Republica says 
that Michael Ledeen was paid off by propaganda too. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I would reject that without knowing 
anything about it as inconceivable to me, and I've never heard 
of such a thing, and it's probably because I don't read the 
same Italian papers that you may read. 





I leave it to you to ask it where the answer may be more 
forthcoming. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does Mr. Fairbanks have any new propo- 
sals to accelerate the momentum of the autonomy talks with 
regard to the meetings? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Is Mr. Fairbanks going to carry any new 
proposals? 





QUESTION: Yes. 





SECRETARY HAIG: He's going to put forth, as a full partner in 
this process, ideas and suggestions that we have that might pro- 
vide solutions to existing differences. As I said, at the end 
of my first trip three weeks ago -- it's almost four now -- we 
were going to gather facts. We would come home and assess 

those facts. We would come back and, on a bilateral basis, 
suggest to both governments certain ideas or approaches -- 

no formula and no blueprint, no Made in America solution but, 
what I would term, catalyzing suggestions. 





We've done that, and that process is going to continue in the 
weeks ahead, and Mr. Fairbanks will engage in it very 
actively. 


UESTION: Mr. Secretary, how significant is the current reso- 
ution under consideration in the General Assembly regarding 
Israel's Golan Heights legislation; and what happens after 
it's approved, in the United States view? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I looked very carefully yesterday at the 





current drait, and we consider it basically unacceptable not 
only its own right but in the context of the direction to 
which it might lead. 
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MR. ROMBERG: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Fine. They te)! me I've run out of time, and 





it's my disappointment and yoiii pleasure. 
Thank you. 
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STATEMENT BY SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
CONFERENCE ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, MADRID 
FEBRUARY 9, 1982 








MR. CHAIRMAN: 
WE ARE AT A CRITICAL CROSSROADS IN THE POSTWAR HISTORY OF 


EUROPE. OUR PEOPLES HAVE INVESTED GREAT HOPES IN THE PROMISE 
AND PRINCIPLES OF HELSINKI. FROM MADRID WE MUST SEND THEM A 
CLEAR SIGNAL THAT WE ARE DETERMINED TO FULFILL THAT PROMISE AND 
TO INSIST UPON THOSE PRINCIPLES. OTHERWISE, THE HELSINKI ACT 
AND THE PROCESS OF RECONCILIATION, WHICH IT SYMBOLIZES, WILL BE 
SERIOUSLY, PERHAPS IRREPARABLY DAMAGED. IN 1975 THIRTY-FIVE 
HEADS OF GOVERNMENT COMMITTED THEMSELVES TO HEAL THE WOUNDS AND 
DIVISIONS OF EUROPE. RESPECT FOR THE RIGHTS OF NATIONS AND 
INDIVIDUALS WAS TO FORM THE BASIS FOR MUCH GREATER SECURITY AND 
COOPERATION. A NEW ERA OF TRUST, TRADE, TRAVEL AND FREEDOM WAS 


TO ENSUE. EUROPE WAS TO BE MADE WHOLE AGAIN. 


NOW THAT VISION HAS BEEN FUNDAMENTALLY CHALLENGED. AS WE 
CONFRONT THE COMPLEXITIES OF THE PRESENT SITUATION, WE MIGHT 
WELL HEED WINSTON CHURCHILL, WHO ADVISED THAT “IN CRITICAL AND 
BAFFLING SITUATIONS, IT IS ALWAYS BEST TO RECUR TO FIRST 
PRINCIPLES AND SIMPLE ACTION." WE ARE INDEED IN A CRITICAL 
SITUATION. THE FIRST PRINCIPLES OF THE HELSINKI FINAL ACT ARE 
UNDER ATTACK. MY PURPOSE -- AND INDEED THE PURPOSE OF THIS 


CONFERENCE -- MUST BE TO DEFEND THE ACT BY SPEAKING CLEARLY 


ABOUT WHAT IS HAPPENING AND WHY. FOR MORE THAN A YEAR, THE 
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AMERICAN DELEGATION, ABLY DIRECTED BY AMBASSADOR KAMPELMAN, HAS | 


SOUGHT WITH OTHERS TO BUILD ON THE PROMISE OF THE HELSINKI 


FINAL ACT. WE HAVE DISCUSSED OUR DIFFERENCES, AND WE HAVE 
PURSUED NEW INITIATIVES. THROUGHOUT, OUR PURPOSE HAS BEEN TO 
STRENGTHEN SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE. ALL OF THESE 
EFFORTS ARE NOW OVERSHADOWED BY OMINOUS EVENTS IN THE HEART OF 
EUROPE ITSELF. THE POLISH PEOPLE, WHOSE DESTINY HAS ALWAYS 
AFFECTED EUROPEAN SECURITY, ARE BEING DENIED THEIR RIGHT TO 
DETERMINE THEIR OWN AFFAIRS. A FORCIBLE SUPPRESSION OF THE 
POLISH SEARCH FOR DIGNITY IN THE WORKPLACE, FOR FREEDOM AND FOR 
SELF-DETERMINATION IS UNDER WAY. THE GENERALS OF THIS WAR 
AGAINST THE POLISH PEOPLE ARE NONE OTHER THAN THE POLISH REGIME 
ITSELF, ACTING UNDER THE INSTIGATION AND COERCION OF THE SOVIET 
UNION. HOW CAN THESE ACTIONS BE RECONCILED WITH POLISH AND 


SOVIET SIGNATURES ON THE HELSINKI ACCORDS? 


NOTHING ENDANGERS SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE MORE 
THAN THE THREAT ANv THE USE OF FORCE TO DENY INTERNATIONALLY 
RECOGNIZED RIGHTS. NOTHING ENDANGERS THE 'USLSINKI FINAL ACT 
AND THE HELSINKI PROCESS MORE TH?’\N THIS WILLFUL VIOLATION OF 
SOLEMN INTERNATIONAL OBLIGAT:ONS. WE WOULD BE THREATENING THE 


FUTURE PEACE OF EUROPE IF WE IGNORED THIS DRAMATIC ATTACK ON 


INTERNATIONAL PRINCIPLES. 
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(CLEARLY, ALL COUNTRIES INTERESTED IN A MORE SECURE, UNITED 


- AND OPEN EUROPE -- THE WORK OF THIS CONFERENCE -- HAVE A 


RESPONSIBILITY TO RAISE THEIR VOICES HERE TODAY. THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE, AND OTHER PEOPLES AS WELL, COULD NEVER COUNTENANCE A 
CYNICAL ATTEMPT TO PLACE THE POLISH TRAGEDY BEYOND THE REACH OF 
THE HELSINKI FINAL ACT. TO THE CONTRARY -- THE ACT JUSTIFIES 
OUR CONCERN AND DEMANDS OUR PROTEST. PUT MOST SIMPLY, THE 


ISSUE IS WHETHER WE MEANT WHAT WE SAID IN AUGUST OF 1975. 


IN PRINCIPLE I OF THE FINAL ACT, THE SIGNATORIES SAID THAT 
STATES HAD THE RIGHT TO CHOOSE AND DEVELOP THEIR POLITICAL, 
SOCIAL, ECONOMIC AND CULTURAL SYSTEMS. YET THROUGH 
INTIMIDATION AND INTERFERENCE, THE SOVIET UNION HAS CONSPIRED 
WITH THE POLISH MILITARY AUTHORITIES TO DEPRIVE POLAND OF THIS 


BASIC RIGHT. 


IN PRINCIPLE II THE SIGNATORIES SAID THAT PARTICIPATING 
STATES WOULD REFRAIN FROM THE THREAT OR USE OF FORCE AGAINST 
THE TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY OR POLITICAL INDEPENDENCE OF ANY 
STATE. YET SOVIET AND WARSAW PACT MILITARY DEMONSTRATIONS AND 
THE PALPABLE FEAR OF SOVIET MILITARY INTERVENTION HAVE BEEN 


USED TO INTIMIDATE THE POLISH PEOPLE IN THEIR SEARCH FOR REFORM. 


IN PRINCIPLES IV AND VI, THE SIGNATORIES SAID THEY WOULD 


REFRAIN FROM ANY ACTION AGAINST THE POLITICAL INDEPENDENCE OF 
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ANY OTHER PARTICIPATING STATE AND FROM ANY INTERVENTION IN 


THEIR INTERNAL OR EXTERNAL AFFAIRS. YET THE POLISH NATION HAS 


BEEN THE VICTIM OF A LONG AND VICIOUS CAMPAIGN. OFFICIAL 
STATEMENTS, SOME EMANATING FROM THE HIGHEST LEVELS OF THE 
SOVIET GOVERNMENT, HAVE WARNED OF DIRE CONSEQUENCES IF THE 
POLES PERSISTED IN THEIR PURSUIT OF POLISH SOLUTIONS TO POLISH 


PROBLEMS. 


IN PRINCIPLE VII, THE SIGNATORIES SAID THEY WOULD PROMOTE 
AND ENCOURAGE THE EFFECTIVE EXERCISE OF CIVIL, POLITICAL, 
ECONOMIC, SOCIAL, CULTURAL AND OTHER RIGHTS AND FREEDOMS. BUT 
THE POLISH MILITARY AUTHORITIES, FAR FROM PROMOTING AND 
ENCOURAGING THE EXERCISE OF THESE RIGHTS, ARE SUPPRESSING THE 


MOST FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS OF THE POLISH PEOPLE. 


IN PRINCIPLE VIII, THE SIGNATORIES SAID THEY WOULD RESPECT 
THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES FREELY TO DETERMINE THEIR POLITICAL 
STATUS, WITHOUT EXTERNAL INTERFERENCE, AND TO PURSUE AS THEY 
WISHED THEIR POLITICAL, ECONOMIC, SOCIAL AND CULTURAL 
DEVELOPMENT. VIOLATION OF THIS PRINCIPLE THREATENS THE ENTIRE 
FINAL ACT. YET SINCE THE BzGINNING OF THE REFORM MOVEMENT IN 
POLAND, THE SOVIET UNION HAS ATTEMPTED SYSTEMATICALLY TO DENY 


THE RIGHT OF THE POLISH PEOPLE TO CHART THEIR OWN FUTURE. 
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IN PRINCIPLE X, THE SIGNATORIES SAID THAT “IN EXERCISING 
THEIR SOVEREIGN RIGHTS, INCLUDING THE RIGET TO DETERMINE THEIR 
LAWS AND REGULATIONS, THEY WILL CONFORM WITH THEIR LEGAL 
OBLIGATIONS UNDER INTERNATIONAL LAW.“ THE SUPPRESSION OF THE 
CIVIL AND HUMAN RIGHTS OF THE POLISH PEOPLE VIOLATES THE 
INTERNATIONALLY RECOGNIZED RIGHTS SET FORTH IN THE U.N. CHARTER 
AND THE UNIVERSAL DECLARATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS, AS WELL AS THE 


SPECIFIC PROVISIONS OF THE FINAL ACT. 


GENTLEMEN, WHAT I HAVE JUST DESCRIBED IS THE BILL OF RIGHTS 


WHICH THE HELSINKI ACT PROVIDED WESTERN CIVILIZATION. 


THUS, THE FINAL ACT SETS FORTH BASIC STANDARDS BY WHICH TO 
JUDGE OURSELVES AND EACH OTHER. THESE PRINCIPLES WERE THE 
PRODUCT OF LABORIOUS NEGOTIATIONS. THEY WERE SOLEMNLY 
UNDERTAKEN. MY OWN COUNTRY'S ATTITUDE WAS WELL EXPRESSED BY 
PRESIDENT FORD, WHEN HE SAID: “WE TAKE THIS WORK AND THESE 
WORDS VERY SERIOUSLY. WE WILL SPARE NO EFFORT TO EASE TENSIONS 
AND SOLVE PROBLEMS BETWEEN US. BUT IT IS IMPORTANT THAT YOU 
RECOGNIZE THE DEEP DEVOTION OF THF AMERICAN PEOPLE AND THEIR 
GOVERNMENT TO HUMAN RIGHTS AND FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS AND THUS TO 


THE PLEDGES THAT THIS CONFERENCE HAS MADE..." 


THE UNITED STATES AND MANY OTHER GOVERNMENTS REPRESENTED 


HERE TODAY PROUDLY HOLD OURSELVES TO THESE STANDARDS. THE 
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HELSINKI FINAL ACT EMBODIES OUR REJECTION OF THE SELF-SERVING 


"+ SOVEREIGNTY THAT EQUATES MIGHT WITH RIGHT. IT REFLECTS THE 


INTERNATIONAL CONSENSUS THAT ALL OF THE PRINCIPLES ARE EQUALLY 
BINDING. NO STATE HAS THE RIGHT TO ARBITRARY DEFINITION. NO 
STATE HAS THE RIGHT TO CLAIM SELECTIVE EXEMPTION. YET, AS WE 
MEET TODAY, THE EXERCISE OF ARBITRARY POWER AND VIOLENCE HAS 


BECOME A PATTERN. 


TOGETHER WITH MANY OTHERS, THE AMERICAN DELEGATION HAS 
DETAILED HERE SINCE SEPTEMBER 1980 THE SOVIET UNION'S 
CONTINUOUS AND UTTER DISREGARD FOR THE HELSINKI FINAL ACT. 
AFGHANISTAN HAS BEEN INVADED. SOVIET CITIZENS TRYING TO 
MONITOR THE SOVIET UNION'S COMPLIANCE WITH HELSINKI HAVE BEEN 
ATTACKED, IMPRISONED AND PLACED IN MENTAL INSTITUTIONS. 
EMIGRATION HAS DECREASED DRAMATICALLY. IN NEIGHBORING POLAND, 
THE PEOPLE NOW FACE A RUTHLESS CAMPAIGN OF OPPRESSION, 
INSTIGATED AND SUPPORTED BY THE SOVIET UNION. THESE ARE NOT 
RANDOM ACTS BUT SYSTEMATIC POLICY. SOVIET ACTS HAVE CLEARLY 


NULLIFIED SOVIET COMMITMENTS. 


SUCH ACTS OF OPPRESSION AND INTERVENTION MAKE IT IMPOSSIBLE 
TO ESTABLISH CONDITIONS FOR A MORE FREE AND SECURE EUROPE. TO 
IGNORE THEM WOULD CONDEMN THIS CONFERENCE AS A CHARADE. THE 


HELSINKI FINAL ACT WOULD BE REDUCED TO A WORTHLESS PIECE OF 


PAPER. 
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WE CANNOT ACCEPT THE FALLACIOUS ARGUMENT THAT LEGITIMATE 


' SECURITY INTERESTS OR ALLIANCE SYSTEMS ARE THREATENED BY A 


DEFENSE OF THE HELSINKI PRINCIPLES. IN FACT, PEACEFUL CHANGE 
IS ESSENTIAL TO ANY DURABLE FRAMEWORK FOR SECURITY. NO 
LEGITIMATE GOVERNMENT IS THREATENED BY FREEDOM AND JUSTICE. 
SOLIDARITY WITH THE POLISH PEOPLE AND OUR SUPPORT FOR THEIR 
RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL TO THE SURVIVAL OF THE HELSINKI PROCESS -- 


AND TO OUR OWN SELF-RESPECT. 


THE POLISH REGIME AND THE SOVIET UNION KNOW VERY WELL THAT 
THEY HAVE VIOLATED THE HELSINKI FINAL ACT. THEY HAVE TAKEN A 
PATH INIMICAL TO SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE. IT IS UP 
TO THEM TO DEMONSTRATE THAT THEY TAKE SERIOUSLY THE PRINCIPLES 


TO WHICH THEY ARE PLEDGED. 


-- WE LOOK FOR THE RELEASE FROM PRISON OF THOSE TRADE UNION 
LEADERS AND OTHERS WHO SEEK TO REALIZE THE OBJECTIVES OF THE 
HELSINKI FINAL ACT FOR THEIR PEOPLE. PROMISES OF GOOD 
INTENTIONS, OR THE MERE MOVEMENT OF PRISONERS TO MODEL CAMPS, 
ARE NOT ENOUGH. 


-- WE LOOK FOR THE LIFTING OF MARTIAL LAW. THIS MEANS THE 


END OF REPRESSIVE CONDITIONS. 
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-- WE LOOK FOR RECONCILIATION IN POLAND. RESTORATION OF 


' INTERNATIONALLY RECOGNIZED RIGHTS AND A RESUMPTION OF A PROCESS 


OF REFORM AND LIBERALIZATION PROVIDE THE ONLY BASIS FOR A 


CONSTRUCTIVE NATIONAL DIALOGUE, FREE FROM EXTERNAL COERCION. 


THE AMERICAN PEOPLE, LIKE THOSE OF SO MANY LANDS, HAVE A 
SPECIAL AND STRONG ATTACHMENT TO THE PEOPLE OF POLAND. NO 
NATION HAS SUFFERED MORE, NOR DISPLAYED SUCH ENDURING COURAGE. 
RELIEF FROM CURRENT OPPRESSION IS NOT ENOUGH -- THE POLISH 
PEOPLE WANT MORE, NEED MORE, DESERVE MORE. THE UNITED STATES 
HAS DECIDED TO JOIN OTHER CONCERNED COUNTRIES IN OFFERING A 
MAJOR PROGRAM TO HELP POLAND OVERCOME ITS ECONOMIC PROBLEMS, 
INCLUDING AGRICULTURAL SHORTAGES AND MASSIVE EXTERNAL DEBT. 
THIS ASSISTANCE WILL BECOME AVAILABLE WHEN THE BASIC RIGHTS OF 
THE POLISH PEOPLE ARE RESTORED AND THEIR QUEST FOR A MORE 


DECENT SOCIETY RESUMED. 


WE WILL NOT AID TYRANNY. BUT IF TYRANNY STANDS ASIDE, WE 
ARE READY TO HELP. IT IS UP TO THE POLISH MILITARY REGIME AND 
THE SOVIET UNION TO CREATE AND TO MAINTAIN THE CONDITIONS IN 
WHICH THE POLISH PEOPLE CAN, WITH WESTERN ASSISTANCE, REBUILD 


THEIR ECONOMY. 


AS THESE CONDITJONS ARE RESTORED, WE ALSO WILL BE AMONG THE 


FIRST TO INSIST THAT WE RETURN TO THE JOB OF REACHING AGREEMENT 





PR#52 


- 9- 
ON MOVING THE HELSINKI PROCESS FORWARD IN BOTH THE HUMAN RIGHTS 
AND SECURITY AREAS. IN THE MEANTIME, BUSINESS AS USUAL HERE AT 
MADRID WOULD SIMPLY CONDONE THE MASSIVE VIOLATIONS OF THE FINAL 
ACT NOW OCCURRING IN POLAND. THESE VIOLATIONS -- PART OF A 
BROADER PATTERN OF SOVIET LACK OF RESTRAINT -- THREATEN THE 


VERY BASIS OF THIS CONFERENCE. WE CANNOT PRETEND TO BUILD UP 


Foreign 


THE STRUCTURE OF PEACE AND SECURITY HERE IN MADRID WHILE THE 
FOUNDATION FOR THAT STRUCTURE IS BEING UNDERMINED IN POLAND. 
HOW CAN THE UNITED STATES RETURN TO NEGOTIATIONS ON NEW WORDS 
AND NEW UNDERTAKINGS WHILE EXISTING OBLIGATIONS ARE BEING SO 


BLATANTLY IGNORED? 





TODAY, OUR DELIBERATIONS MUST FOCUS INSTEAD ON THE 
CHALLENGES TO THE INTEGRITY OF THE FINAL ACT AND THE CSCE 
PROCESS. TO DO OTHERWISE WOULD ENDANGER SUCCESSFUL 


NEGOTIATIONS, IF AND WHEN CIRCUMSTANCES PERMIT, ON THE BASIS OF 
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STATES LAST FALL. EVEN MORE FUNDAMENTALLY, IT WOULD DISHONOR 


THE FINAL ACT AND OUR COMMITMENT TO UPHOLD iT. 


MR. CHAIRMAN, I WANT TO CONCLUDE BY QUOTING FROM THE POLISH 
BISHOPS WHO WROTE RECENTLY THAT “REAL PEACE STEMS FROM RESPECT 
FOR FREEDOM AND THE CORRECT UNDERSTANDING OF EVERYONE'S RIGHT 


TO FREEDOM." THIS LIES AT THE HEART OF THE HELSINKI PROCESS. 


IN THE FINAL ANALYSIS, PEACE AND SECURITY IN EUROPE DEPEND ON 
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RESPECT FOR THE FREEDOM OF NATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS IN EUROPE. 


‘. RECOGNITION OF THIS FACT IS THE KEY TO THE REMOVAL OF THE 


BARRIERS DIVIDING EAST FROM WEST. 


FREEDOM IS THE PROUDEST ACHIEVEMENT OF WESTERN 
CIVILIZATION. IT WAS GIVEN RECENT EXPRESSION IN THE SUCCESSFUL 
AND PEACEFUL TRANSITION TO DEMOCRACY IN PORTUGAL AND HERE IN 
SPAIN. THE VISION OF MAN AS A CREATIVE AND RESPONSIBLE 
INDIVIDUAL HAS FLOURISHED DESPITE THE ARTIFICIAL DIVISIONS 
DECREED BY IDEOLOGUES AND DICTATORS. WESTERN IDEALS NOURISH 
ALL THE NATIONS OF EUROPE, NOT ONLY THOSE MEMBERS OF THE 
ATLANTIC WORLD. AFTER A QUARTER CENTURY OF IRON CURTAIN AND 
COLD WAR, THE HELSINKI FINAL ACT PROMISED A NEW ERA BECAUSE IT 
WAS BASED ON THIS UNIFYING VISION OF MAN. BUT THE IDEALS OF 
THE WEST ARE IN DANGER IF THEIR DEFENSE IS NOT CONSIDERED VITAL 
BY THE NATIONS OF EUROPE. THE PROCESS OF RECONCILIATION CAN BE 
HALTED IF WE IGNORE THE ACTS THAT BETRAY OUR FAITH. THE 
STRUCTURE OF SECURITY AND COOPERATION CAN COLLAPSE IF WE AVERT 
OUR EYES FROM THE UNDERMINING OF ITS FOUNDATION. ONLY FULL 
OBSERVANCE OF THE HELSINKI FINAL ACT WILL ENSURE THE SOLIDARITY 


OF THE NATIONS OF EUROPE. ONLY RESPECT FOR FREEDOM WILL ENSURE 


THE SURVIVAL AND FLOURISHING OF WESTERN CIVILIZATION. 










PARTMENT OF STATE 


February ll, 1982 eo 
No. 53 2 4 . i 


SECRETARY OF STATE'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE 
INTERNATIONAL LAW 


‘/ ‘. 
<0 as eats RE RE ts 





Study Group on International Child Abduction 


Notice of Meeting 


There will be a meeting of the Study Group on International 
Child Abduction, a study group of the subject Advisory Committee, 
at 10:00 a.m. on Friday, March 12, 1982 in Room 1408 of the 
Department of State. Members of the general public may attend 
up to the capacity of the meeting room and participate in the 
discussion subject to instructions of the Chairman. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to review the various 
aspects of eventual United States implementation of the 1980 
Hague Convention on International Child Abduction. The Convention, 
Signed by the United States on December 23, 1981, requires the 
advice and consent of the U.S. Senate before the United States 
could ratify it and before it can come into force for the United 
States. 


Entry to the Department of State building is controlled 
and members of the general public should use the "C" Street 
entrance. As entry will be facilitated by advance arrangements, 
members of the general public planning to attend should, prior 
to March 12, 1982,notify Ms. Rochelle B. Renna, Office of the 
Assistant Legal Adviser for Private International Law, Department 
of State, (telephone (202) 632-8134) of their name, affiliation, 
address, and phone number. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





Few fasrther information contact. 









gn 


" : ua 
PE a 5 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 








8 Gh 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


February 16, 1982 Siw, 
No. 54 PC#17 > 


PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOLLOWING HIS SPEECH 
AT THE CSCE PLENARY SESSION 
Madrid, Spain 
February 10, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: As you know, ladies and gentlemen, the member 
governments came here to Madrid more than a year ago with the 
hopes of strengthening the CSCE process and to find new ways 

to build on the final act of the Helsinki Accords. The United 
States Government and indeed the western allies support and 
continue to support this process. In the intervening period 
and although the conference itself thus far has been proceeding 
against the cloud of the situation in Afghanistan, we have been 
faced in December on the 13th with the instigation of martial 
law in Poland and the crushing of civil and political rights 
which now constitute a new threat to the CSCE process to this 
Conference and all our hopes for it. In this regard, it is 

the considered view of the western governments that the Polish 
Government and the Soviet Union bear heavy responsibiiity for 
the situation. The presence here at this Conference today of so 
many western Foreign Ministers indeed reflects our support for 
the aims, purposes and objectives of Helsinki. But it also 
reflects our determination to set this process right. This 
morning until a few moments ago, western leaders addressed not 
as an affront to the obligations of Helsinki, but there were 
repeated references to the continuing unsatisfactory situation 
in Afghanistan and the suppression of human rights within the 
Soviet Union itself. Again, we all collectively emphasized our 
hopes for progress, but our recognition that that progress will 
depend on the situation in Poland, and from the United States’ 
point of view, we are dedicated to the proposition that we will 
not, I repeat not, conduct business as uSual, while this situ- 
ation continues in Poland. We are here to speak to the Polish 
crisis as a violation of the underpinnigns and the structural 
framework of the Helsinki accords and Soviet response this 
morning in no way provided an adequate explanation for the 
repressions that is occuring in Poland today. We will in the 
days ahead continue to Talse our concerns from the United States’ 
delegation and I speak with confidence from the entire western 
delegations with a great emphasis on the threat that is poses 
to the spirit and the letter of Helsinki. Thus far this morning, 
we have had interventions on the western side from Canada, 
Belgium, Italy, the Federal Republic of Germany, Spain and the 
United States. 


For further information contact: 
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I think it's important we not lose sight of what all this 

is about. The Soviet Union has invaded Afghanistan and occupies 
and suppresses that country today. The Soviet Union has 

aided and abetted the suppression in Poland. The Soviet Union 
has failed to accept the rights and principles established in 

the Helsinki Accords. And it is important at this juncture in 
history that we address these concerns without further inhibition. 
Now, aS you know, by alphabetical coincidence Poland is in the 
chair for today's meeting. I deeply regret having to report 

that the Polish delegation has arbitrarily blocked the opportunity 
for a number of the delegates to speak today contrary to the 
spirit that has indeed always marked the CSCE meetings up 

until now. Indeed the kind of discussion that CSCE was intended 
to promote. It is no surprise that the guilty tried to evade 
exposure of their wrongs. They will not, of course, succeed. 
What they have done is to further discredit themselves, to 
outline their guilt all the more sharply and to demonstrate, 

once again, their disregard for the CSCE process. But they will 
hear the truth anyway, however much they wish to hide from it. 
Now I will accept your questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, after reading your statement of 
today, I have some doubts whether the United States will reduce 
the level of participation here in the CSCE and secondly why 
the United States didn't mention any of these treaties when 
Turkey had another coup in the past? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Right. There are two aspects to the question 
just asked and that is: Will we reduce the level of our represen- 
tation here in Madrid and secondly, why did we not raise similar 
concerns about the imposition of martial law in Turkey in the 
recent past? With respect to the first question, we are here 

and at my level today and on a permanent basis with Ambassador 
Kampelman. We will continue to participate as an expression of 
our concern about the situation in Poland. I want to emphasize, 
however, that it would be inconceivable that we could participate 
in a business as uSual atmosphere. In other words, for as many 
days or weeks as it takes to express, at our normal level after 
today, our concern about the Polish situation, we will do so. 

We will wait and listen to hear what the Soviet Union and the 
Polish Government have to say on the very vital subjects that 
have been raised this morning. Thus far, we have not heard any 
acceptable answers. Now the question has come up about paral- 
lelism between what is occurring in Poland and what has occurred 
in Turkey. It would take probably the worst distortion of the 
so-called double standard I referred to, to create a parallel. 

In Turkey, Turkish militayr authorities were faced with the 
extreme terrorism of the right and the left to a level in which 
20 innocent Turkish citizens a day were becoming the victims of 
that violence. There is and was no terrorism in Poland. 
Secondly, the Turkish military authorities now responsible for 
the Government of Turkey have committed themselves and have 
indeed announced a date certain for a return of the constitutional 
process. They have reestablished the law and order that was not 
in evidence before the imposition of martial law in Turkey and 
have set in train a sound economic development program for the 
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people of Turkey. Precisely the opposite is the case in Po- 
land. Thirdly, the Turkish authorities today enjoy the unani- 
mous Or near unanimous support of the Turkish people as they 
attempt to return the Government to law and order under demo- 
cratic process. Precisely the opposite is the case in Poland 
where the support of the Polish people is for the Solidarity 
Trade Union movement which has been brutally suppressed and 
which is in the process of dismantlement. As a result of the 
repressive acts of the Polish Government. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you mentioned in your speech today 
that if basic human rights were restored to Poland, your govern- 
meat would be prepared to take part in a massive aid program. 
Could you say something about the scale and nature of that 
program if basic human rights were restored? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't want to dot too many I's or 

cross too many T's. I think you will note that similar interven- 
tions were made by other western ministers today and we have 

been in discussions with our western European partners both 

the nine and in the NATO forum we have already made it clear 

that we are prepared to concern together to deal with the tragedy 
that is Poland today, both in the context of the substantial 
provision of foodstuffs - goods and materials - and substan- 

tial credits to help deal with the staggering debt of the Polish 
Government today. That would be a concerted western action. 

The United States would play its full role as it has in the past 
before the suppression in Poland. This last year alone we 

came close to a billion dollars worth of United States assistance 
to the Government and people of Poland during the period when 
national reform and rejuvenation was permitted. 


QUESTION: As for your speech, page 1l, latter half. AS I under- 
stant it, you said tbat you separate the Polish problems and 

you treat it first before you start to work for the final agree- 
ment. My question is this: Instead of this, are you not dealing 
with the Polish problem in the very framework of the discussion 
towards final agreement, that is the range of contact as usual, 
for, becuase of Poland, the Western Alliance has imposed some 
sanctions in technical scientific areas, which turns out to be 
related to Topic Two of the Helsinki Act. Mr. Secretary, isn't 
this way of involvement much the more efficient or practical 

to avoid the new key silent period between East aniWest. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, in the first place, I don't see these 

as mutually exclusive alternatives in any way and your question 
presumes a set of decisions that have not been made on the part 
of the West. You'll recall that we have continued to 
participate in the Geneva arms control discussions on inter- 
mediate missiles. I met two weeks ago in Geneva withithe Soviet 
Foreign Minister to discuss a whole range of issues but with 
focus on the backdrop of the Polish question. I think it's 
very important to focus on what CSCE is all about. There was 
indeed the Helsinki Accords in 1975 that were the structural 
underpinning, if you will, of the concept of detente. It was 
the Helsinki Accords and its final act which has provided the 
basis for, if you will, a normalizing process between East and 
West. It is those Helsinki Accords which constitute both the 
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Spirit and the letter of the mutual obligations of the signatories 
to those Accords which are now being grossly challenged and vio- 
lated by events in Poland the continuation of the situation in 
Afghanistan and a failure to live with other obligations in- 
curred at that time. But the situation in Poland is in Europe, 
the heart and the focus of the Helsinki effort; peace and sta- 
bility and security in central Europe or in Europe proper, and 

it would be absolutely ludicrous to hang additional accoutre- 
ments on the final act when the final act itself is being basically 
violated. One of the speakers said it would be like building on 
shifting sands, and we must not do this. Now the other actions 
being taken by the West in response to the suppression in Poland, 
of course, constitute collective action to do all that we can 

do responsibly to cause the Polish leadership to step back, to 
reinstitute the process of reform, to release the prisoners and 

to lift martial law and above all to influence the Soviet Union 
and its leaders to recognize that it is inaqr collective best 
interest to have a return to normalcy in Poland at the earliest 
possible date. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what will be your comments about the 
Soviet intervention in the countries regarding that the United 
States is a stabilizing force and at the same time is guilty of 
helping facist Governments - like Pinochet, Central America, 
and south Africa. That's what the Soviet delegates said at the 
Conference. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Why don't you add to that we have considered 
resuming the production of chemical weapons; add that charge, 
too. Let's start with that first one. 


QUESTION: Also, Mr. Secretary, the production of chemical 
weapons. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Let's start with that one first, because, as 
you know, last year when I visited Berlin in a speech I gave 
there I referred to growing, mounting evidence of the use of 
chemical and biological weapons, mycotoxins in Afghanistan and 
Southeast Asia and Laos and Kampuchea. Since that time the 
evidence has mounted dramatically. And we have unequivocal 
evidence of the use of these systems. So I think it is a 
ludicrous statement for any Soviet Spokesman to make. Now with 
respect to our relationships with the regimes litanied in the 
Soviet intervention. I won't presume to classify each and every 
one of them because they are all in a different state of 
development. Some in the past have caused concern in my own 
country. All have been in the process of reform and I think 
if you will analyze each and every one, to differing degrees 
you will find responsive reaction to the concerns not only 

of worldwide public opinion but the United States’ concern. 
And major steps have been taken in some of those cases to re- 
institute the values and the principles that we espouse in the 
Helsinki Accords. We are today faced with a situation in 
which we are witnessing the consequences of a direct Soviet 
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invasion of the non-aligned neighboring state, Afghanistan, 

the continuing suppression and brutalization of the populations 
there by armed might, the installation of a puppet regime which 
is in office simply and solely because of Soviet military power, 
and we witnessed on the 13th of December the institution of 
martial law in Poland. There is no sign in any of those instances 
either of ameliorating policies or commitments. That's not 
withstanding certain token steps that have been taken by the 
Government of Poland. So I don't think those of us who are con- 
erned about the truth and objectivity should be led astray by 
specious allegations designed to deflect our attention, as was 
this parliamentary brouhaha a few minutes ago, from the truth 

of what's going on in Poland today. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I wonder if you can be a little more 
specific on what you mean by no business as uSual? You seem to 
indicate that Ambassador Kampelman is going to stay here, that 
the meetings are going to go on at the CSCE. So what basically 
is changing about our approach to this conference? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, the change is fundamental, Mr. Piervoint. 

The focus of every American intervention, the exclusive focus, 

will be the situation in Poland, not the business of the Conference. 
That will continue until we have had an ample opportunity to 

assess very carefully what the Eastern reaction will be, not just 
their immediate reaction today but over matter of days and per- 
haps weeks. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) Conference if is possible human rights in 
Poland that the Hensinki I principles be (inaudible) and that 
everyday (inaudible) Central America. What do you think about 
the human rights in that part of the world? (Inaudible) go 

back to years of the cold war? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think with respect to your first question, 
let me assure you, young lady, that hardly a day goes by that I 
don't concern myself that the President's Administration does not 
concern itself about the situation in Central America. We've 
made it very clear that we are as opposed to excesses of the 
right as we are to excesses of the left. We have been actively 
engaged trying to alleviate the socio-economic dilemmas and 
contradictions that exist in Central America today and which 
feed the bloodshed and terrorism from both the right and the 
left. But I think it is important also to remember that it is 
the left that is obtaining massive amounts of support, arma- 
ments, command and control, training, and it was the left which 
initially instituted the bloodshed in El Salvador. Now, it is 
our hope that we pursue policies which would make *he people 

of El Salvador the final criteria of the government under which 
they would exist. And that's why we have consistently en- 
couraged early elections and national referendum where the 
Salvadoran people can speak at the ballot box what they have 
been unable in certain circles to speak towards the extremists 
who have pursued violence in that country. So I don't see any 





reign 


~Ueclassified for Publication in American Fo 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


‘ 
er 





~ 


-6- goes SO 


double standard here at all; quite the contrarv, the double 
standard would be that if we here in the West focused on the 
admittedly undesirable and indeed unacceptable excesses that 
are occurring in the turbulent Central American region and used_ 
that as an excuse to accept right here in the heart of Europe 

a far more repressive and far less ambiguous suppression of the 
values that we expouse and cherish and I would hope that those 
of you who engage in these introspections keep your focus © 
clearly on that reality. | Tuo more questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is it true your saaiinein did not 
leave the Conference in the next days or next weeks because 
of the Polish press? 7 | 


SECRETARY HAIG: Is it true that we will not leave? Is that 
the question? | 


QUESTION: Yes. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think we have threatened to leave. 
I've seen some press speculation to that effect. We're here 
because of our continuing support for the CSCE process. 

We are going to speak to Poland as long as it is necessary 
out of respect for that process. Now what that will mean in 
the days ahead is too early to say. We're going to listen 

to the other side and see whether or not this effort is going 
to reestablish a sound framework for the conduct of 

business as usual. As f today, no way. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you expect an early adjournment? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It isn't for us to say. This is a consensus 
operation. I do know I expect the United States, and I expect 
our western partners because they have reassured me accordingly 
are going to speak vigorously to Poland and if there is a con- 
sensus to recess or to terminate, well that remains to be 


seen. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much. 
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will hold a meeting on March 
8, 1982, of the Working Group on Energy and Development of 
the Advisory Committee on International Investment, Technology, 
and Development. The Working Group will meet from 9:30 a.m. 
to 12:30 p.m. The meeting will be held in Room 1107 of the 
State Department, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20520. The meeting will be open to the public. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to exchange views on 
useful topics for future work and frequency of meetings; the 
follow-up to the U.N. Conference on New and Renewable Energy 
and preparations for the June meeting of the U.N.'s Interim 
Committee for launching the Nairobi Program of Action; an 
overview of AID energy activities; Global Negotiations and 
energy; World Bank energy lendinc program; and international 
energy research, development anc demonstration programs. 


Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs, Washington, D.C. 20520. He may be reached by 
iLelephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 
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Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


The Chairman of the Working Group will, as time permits, 


entertain oral comments from members of the public attending 
the meeting. 





For further information comtact 
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56 
SHIPPING COORDIANTING COMMITTEE 


Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Working Group on Standards of Training and 
Watchkeeping of the Subcommittee of Safety of Life 
at Sea (SOLAS), a part of the Shipping Coordinating 
Committee (SHC), will conduct an open meeting on 
March 4, 1982, at 10:00 a.m., in Room 4234 of the 
Nassif Building, Department of Transportation, 400 
7th Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss 
the following agenda items of the Fifteenth Session 
of the IMCO Subcommittee on Standards of Training and 
Watchkeeping scheduled to commence on April 26, 1982: 


1. Matters relating to the 1978 STCW Convention. 


2. Training and certification of crews of 
fishing vessels. 


3. Training and qualifications of personnel 
serving on mobile offshore units. 


4. Training and qualifications of officers and 
ratings in the handling of hazardous or 
noxious dry chemicals in bulk. 


5. Certificates of competency. 
6. Revision of the document for guidance - 1975. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Captain R. S. 
Sutherland, U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters (G-MVP/14), 
2100 2nd Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone 


(202) 426-1500. 


The Chairman will entertain comments from the 
public as time permits. 


For further information contact: 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





February 11, 1982 
No. 57 


FINE ARTS COMMITTEE 
Notice of Meeting 


The Fine Arts Committee of the Department of State 
will meet on Saturday, March 6, 1982 at 10:00 a.m in 
the Diplomatic Reception Rooms. The meeting will last 
approximately until 11:30 a.m. and is open to the public. 


The agenda for the committee meeting will include a 
summary of the work of the Fine Arts Office since its last 
meeting in March 1981, the announcement of all gifts and 
loans in calendar year 1981 and a discussion of the role of 
the Fine Arts Committee in the decade ahead. 


Public access to the Department of State is controlled. 
Members of the public wishing to take part in the meeting 
should telephone the Fine Arts Office by Monday, March l, 
1982, telephone (202) 632-0298 to make arrangements to enter 
the building. The public may take part in the discussion as 
long as time permits and at the discretion of the chairman. 


For further information « casetecct 
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February ll, 1982 
No. 58 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will hold a meeting on March 
23, 1982, of the Working Group on Transborder Data Flows of 
the Advisory Committee on International Investment, Technology, 
and Development. The Working Group will meet from 10:00 
a.m. to 12:00 noon. The meeting will be held in the Lecture 
Room of the National Academy of Sciences, 2101 Constitution 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D. C. The meeting will be open to 
the public. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to receive a report 
from the U.S. delegation to the January 26-27 meeting of the 
Experts Group on the QECD Working Party on Information 
Policy (ICCP). it will also discuss preparations for the 
March 30-April 1 meeting of the ICCP Working Party. 


Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs, Washington, D.C. 20520. He may be reached by 
telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 


The Chairman of the Working Group will, as time permits, 
entertain oral comments from members of the public attending 
the meeting. 
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February 16, 1982 PC# } 
No. 53 
PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY THE HCNORABL® ALEXANDER M. AIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
Madrid, Spain 
February 19, 1932 


SECRETARY "AIG: Good morning ladies and rentlemen. I want 

to state at the outset that the purnose of this press conference 
is to focus on Spanish-imerican bilateral relationships having 
conducted a press conference yesterday on the “adrid CSCE conference. 
-- A conference which is proceeding as expected with very clear 
and full western unity, with the focus on the situation in Poland 
and the impact that that has on the entire CSCE process and I 
anticipate that that focus will continue in the days ahead. 


So turking now to Spanish-American bilateral relationships, 

I want to emphasize that I've had extrememly productive discussions 
here in Madrid. First with his majesty 4ing Juan Carlos; with 
Prime Minister Calvo-Sotelo; and with my counterpart, loreipn 
Minister Perez Llorca. 


In these discussions I emphasized that the United States is 
committed to the democratic process in Spain, admires immensely 
the strenth and vigor of the democratic institutions that 

have been established and which are now thriving in Spain and 
views democracy in Spain as the guiding princivle of Spanish- 
American relationships. 


We welcome Spain's movement toward full membership in Western 
institutions. We consider Spain a valuable international 

partner and welcome and fully support Spain's decision to enter 
NATO. With respect to NATO we see the Alliance moving rapidly to 
ratify Spanish entry. Canada and Norway have already done so. 

The United States and two or three others will do so in the 
immediate future and we look forward to full ratification sometime 
this spring by all member governments. The "Inited States 

also seeks to build in the period ahead stronger and more intimate 
bilateral relationships with Spain, and in this regard the on- 
roing base negotiations and the United States security assistance 
program with Spain will reflect this American objective. 

In conclusion, I consider this visit to have been highly beneficial 
in the context of the Spanish-American relationships. I welcome 
your questions. 


For further information contact: 
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QUESTION: The question is, Mr. Secretary, you have referred to 
Spanish-American relations in a very vague way. I wonder if 

we could ask you to be a bit more specific as to the negotiations. 
Do you believe that they will be ended, that they will conclude 

at the same time as the conclusion of the ratification process 

for the entry of Spain into NATO and if that is the case do 

you believe that this entire process will climax with the 

visit of President Reagan to this country in July? 


ANSWER: Well, first let me emphasize that we are very, very 
pleased with the current conduct of the base negotiations. 

We do see somewhat interrelationship between the completion 

of the ratification process, the program for American security 
assistance that will be submitted to the Congress for fiscal year 
'83 and the timely conclusion of the base negotiations by May 

of this yeav. I remain very optimistic that all of those events 
will happily in an interrelated way coincide. The question 

of a future visit from President Reagan is one that only he 

can answer. There is no current plan for such a visit. I 

don't have to tell you however, and I could not over emphasize 
the great regard that the President has for American-Spanish 
relationships and for his relationships with the officials here 
in Madrid. We've had a very successful visit from his Majesty 
recently in Washington which the President has described as 

one Of the highlights of his first year in office, and it was 
indeed that for all of us. 


QUESTION: The question, Mr. Secretary, is that in your conversations 
with Spanish authorities have you considered the possib’ i‘ty 

of a government of Spain headed by Socialist, and I say in a 

medium term span, and if that were the case what variations would 
that represent for the four year relationships with this country, 

and what new situations would you envision under those cir- 

culhs tances? 


ANSWER: Well I think it would be highly inappropriate for a 
Visiting official from the United States to comment on any 

way on the sovereign internal affairs of the Spanish people 

and I don't intend to do so. It would be wrong, self-defeating 
and counter-productive. 


QUESTION: Mr. Bernard Kalb, NBC - Mr. Secretary since Spain and 
the United States were on the same side in the debate yesterday at 
the conference, I hope you will allow me to ask a question that 
reflects on the conference. Why do you think the morning after, 
the Soviets and Poland were so determined to cut off western 
denunciations of the crackdown in Poland? 
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ANSWER: Well, Mr. Kalb, I suppose that many of us have spent 

a good part of our lives trying to fathom Soviet and Eastern 
motivation. One could look very intensely at the Soviet media 
this morning, Izvestia in particular, which suggests that there 
was an orchestrated unanimity in the western interventions 
yesterday on the topic of Poland. One could also question the 
tactic of accepting interventions by a number of western 
spokesmen and then rather belatedly snuffing off, through 

a trumped up parliamentary procedure, the intervention of other 
ministers who had travelled so far. It clearly underlines 

in my view the weakness and the incompatibility of the current 
polictes of Moscow and Poland in Afghanistan and in the broader 
areas Of implementation of Human Rights obligations and I consider 
it to have been a rather unfortunate misjudgement of neutral, 
non-alighned and western attitudes with respect to these viola- 
tions. And as I said yesterday there is no question in my 

mind that the truth will out, that western spokesmen and non- 
aligned and neutral spokesmen as well will indeed have their 
opportunity to speak in the days ahead and have every right to 
insist on this opportunity. 


QUESTION: The question is, Mr. Secretary, everybody knows the 
great admiration and friendship felt by the President of the 
Socialist Party of Spain for Fidel Castro. And my question is 
did the United States government in receiving Felipe Gonzalez 
recently receive him as a representative of these guerrillas, 
as a President of the Socialist Party or as a member of the 
Socialist international? 


ANSWER: Well, (laughter) without accepting any of the premises 

of your question necessarily (Laughter), the visit, the 

recent visit of Felipe Gonzalez to Washington was predicated 

on his recent visit to Central America as the Vice-President of 
the Socialist international and our desire to discuss with 

him his own observations during that visit and the report that 
hopefully he would make to the upcoming meeting of the socialist 
international. I would describe that discussion, which was 
essentially of the character I just said, as one that reflected 
Mr. Gonzalez's concern, which parallels my own, about the internal 
developments in Nicaragua which clearly manifest a trending towards 
a militaristic, totalitarian Marxist/Lenninist model, which 

we consider to be unacceptable and a serious threat to peace 

and stability in the Western Hemisphere. 
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QUESTION: I would like to have your forecast as to the future 
of the ccenference itself. Do you think it's going to be post- 
poned, or it's going to be cancelled as a result of yesterday's 
events? . 


ANSWER: Well, clearly the future deliberations will be deter- 
mined by a consensus view among the participants. It wouldn't 
be appropriate for me to predict how long the conference will 
run. I will suggest that from the United States’ point of 
view and reiterate what I said yesterday, that we cannot 
proceed with these discussions business &s usual, that it 
would be our intention so long as we are here in this session 
to focus on the situation in Poland, hopefully to receive some 
more enlightening responses than we did yesterday from the Soviet 
intervention, but to continue to assess the situation as it 
progresses with the focus on the polish issue. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Let me add a word here if I may. 


a ee ee ee eet 





vith respect to the “elsinki process, I would want to emphasize 
that the United States very much values the Helsinki process 


4 and successful continuation of these talks. However we consider 

j incompatible with extention of the final act discussions, the 

. violations that are occurring in Poland and as I said yesterday, 

* you cannot build on an edifice which is structured on shifting 

< sands and they are the basic violations of the basic principles of 
: the final act signed in 1975. 


QUESTION: I would like to ask you, Mr. Secretary, if there i 
any truth in the stories about the differences among the ‘“estern 
nations as might be reflected by the very long meeting that 

vou had Mr. Secretary with the West German Foreign Minister 
G2schner and to what degree is there a difference of opinion 
with the European nations as to the hardness or softness of 

the pos‘tions to be adopted vis-a-vis sanctions against the 
United States -- or against the United Union Socialist ‘epublic 
and the east west dialogue as a whole? 
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ANSWER: Well, while we are drifting away from the topic of 
bilateral relationships, let me assure you that the extensive 
consultations which I had with my colleague “ans Dietrich 
Geschner were a reflection of a convergence of view, as has 
been traditionally the case rather than a lengthy exposition 
on differences. I think it's very clear from the interventions 
made yesterday by western representatives: the Spanish Repre- 
sentitive, the President of the Economic community and the 
Foreign Minister of Belgium, Mr. Tindemans, Foreign Minister 
Genschner, and my own intervention that there is a very clear 
convergence of viewpoint on the whole Polish question and 

its impact on the current conference here in Madrid. I do not 
see, and I am conscious of some press speculation with respect 
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to differences, any differences of any significance in the conduct 
of this conference and its future, but I leave that to your 
judgment. As the facts unfold in the days ahead. With respect 
to sanctions and the question of NATO attitudes on the Polish 
crisis, I would ask you to reflect back on similar situations 
which were even less ambigous, if this one is ambigous: 

the Czechoslovakian crisis, the Hungarian crisis, the crisis in 
Eastern Germany and never before has there been such unanimity 
of view achieved within the NATO Alliance -- first with respect 
to the true nature of events in Poland, second with respect to 
the culpability of the Soviet Union for these events and third 
with respect to concertion of effort and policy in reaction 

to these events both in the context of political, economic 
sanctions and the whole array of post polish policies which 

are the focus of coatinuous consultation among the member 
government, but which will always reflect the sovereignty 

of our member governments, which while it may be frustrating 

in comparison with the Warsaw Pact, which does by mandate and 
Diktat demonstrate unanimity, it is also the great strength 

of our western alliance, and I would never want it to be any 
other way. 





Pe oe. 


QUESTION: John Dickie of the Daily Mail of London. Sir, one 
specific aspect of your last question. Are you satisfied with 
the response of the NATO partners in Europe towards cooperation 
in the gas pipeline project? Would you like them to review 

the attitude and in particular would you like governments in 
Britain, France, Germany and Italy to try to discourage companies 
from participating in that project? 
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ANSWER: Well, I think the United States’ position on the gas 
pipeline project has been long standing and consistent. It 
has been one of great concern that our western European partners 
| not permit themselves to become overly dependent on Eastern 
j sources for natural gas or any energy product. In that regard 

we raised this issue at the Ottawa Summit in Canada last summer. 
We sought to develop a program of attractive alternatives. 
As I vecently said ina press interview, unfortunately those 
alternatives were not attractive sufficiently because of our 
own austerity at home in our ability to develop coal elternatives 
and other alternatives. We have not given up. We are continuing 
to review attractive alternatives to present to our Furopean 
partners with the hopes that they will scale down or concel the 
pipeline project. However, it is vitally important in the period 
ahead that we do this in the consultative give and take way 
that we have approached this problem from the beginning and 
recognize that our European partners have their own imperatives 
as well. I do not think that the crisis in Poland should be seized 
upon to change the basic approach that we've already consistently 
followed from the outset of this question. 
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Thank you very much. End of Text. 
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March 2, 1982 
No. 59A 


STATEMENT BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
UPON HIS ARRIVAL 
Madrid, Spain 
February 7, 1982 


Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. It's as always, a great 
pleasure to return once again to Spain. I think it's significant 
that this visit occurs against the backdrop of repression in 
Afghanistan and Poland and it's an encouraging contrast to wit- 
ness Spanish adherence to freedom, liberty and democratic insti- 
tutions, a fine example for Europe and the entire world. I want 
to emphasize United States support for this democratic process 
here in Spain. 


During this visit I will have an opportunity to continue my dis- 
cussions with Prime Minister Calvo-Sotelo, Foreign Minister Perez 
Llorca and I am also very honored that His Majesty Juan Carlos will 
give me an opportunity to visit with him on Tuesday. As you 

know, the basic purpose of this visit to Madrid is to participate 
in the Conference for Security and Cooperation being held here 

and reconvened on this occasion in the city of Madrid against a 
tragic backdrop of events in Poland. 


I think it is absolutely essential that the signatories to the 
Helsinki Pact view the situation in Poland as a fundamental and per- 
haps fatal threat to the entire Helsinki process, and it is equally 
important that all the signatory states reaffirm their adherence 

to the spirit and the letter of the final act of Helsinki and 

from this moment forward dedicate themselves to the implementation 
of the obligations incurred. 


Thus this Conference is significant from the standpoint of all 
Signatory powers requirement to reassess the fundamental impli- 
cation of the repression in Poland today and its contravention of 
the obligations incurred in Helsinki. Thank you. 
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No. 60 , 
February 17, 1982 Bing ite, 


REMARKS BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
UPON ARRIVAL 
Lisbon, Portugal 
February 10, 1982 


Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 


I am, of course, very pleased to return to Portugal once 

again -- a country and people I know well from my earlier 

NATO experiences. And I am extremely pleased that my old 
friend, Foreign Minister Concalves Pereira, thoughtfully 
invited me at our last NATO meeting to make this visit. 

My own personal fondness for Portugal is simply a reflection 
of traditional and historic friendship between the people 

of Portugal and the people of my country of the United States. 


I think the Foreign Minister and I have just had a mutual 
experience in Madrid, as you know, where we participated 
yesterday in the Madrid Conference, the CSCE Conference, 
which proved to be a disappointment in that the Eastern bloc, 
the Soviet Union, manipulated some parlimentary procedures, 

a blockage of many of our Western spokesmen. The point 

that we made at that Conference, of course, was the situation 
in Poland had cast a dark shadow over the deliberations them- 
selves and yesterday's efforts will not succeed because 
Western and non-aligned and neutral spokesmen will have their 
opportunity in the days ahead to speak to the Polish question. 


Now, during my visit here, I hope, of course, to seek the 
President who is also an old friend from days in NATO; the 
Prime Minister and I will have detailed discussions with the 
Foreign Minister. I'm happy to announce that just before I 
left, our Secretary of Agriculture informed me that the 
United States would be providing an additional $150 million 
in credit guarantees to assist with Portugal's food import 
program. As you know, in recent months that credit level 

has reached some $350 million. We also have a number of other 
bilaterals to discuss during my visit which involve bilateral 
and regional matters in the context of the NATO relationship. 
And, of course, I always greatly benefit from Portuguese 
attitudes on southern African where we have an interest in 
the Namibia independence question. I know this will be a 
very welcomed opportunity for me. I will have an opportunity 
to talk to the press tomorrow before I leave and I think I'll 
hold your questions until then. Thank you. 


For further information contact 
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No. 61 
February 19, 1982 


DINNER TOAST OF 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
IN THE PALACIO DAS NECESIDADES 
LISBON, FEBRUARY 10, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: Mr. Prime Minister, your lovely wife, 
members of the cabinet, and members of the government of 
the Prime Minister, distinguished guests, members of the 


military, many friends. 





It is a great pleasure for my wife Pat and myself to return 
to Portugal and I thank you Mr. Prime Minister for your 
kind words and your thoughtful words. You know as I think 
back with nostalgia to my many visits here to this wonderful 
country, I know of no visit in which the hospitality and the 
warmth comes through so clearly, as here in Lisbon. Now I 
also look back with nostalgia, it's only a year since I 
have been Secretary of State. Before that I was a military 
man and I've learned that therr are some differences. A 
military man's life is dangerous. A diplomat's life is 
dangerous and exciting. A military man can only die once 
in war, but a diplomat dies many times every day. Now, 

even with those experiences and in a different role, this 
has been a wonderful visit for me today, Mr. Prime Minister. 


It has been remarked that while policy is important to a 
nation's destiny, the character of the people is what is 
truly decisive. Portugal's friends can draw inspiration 
from your political and economic acco i1lishments since 1974. 
And I think as a friendly witness I can make that observa- 
tion. These achievements reflect the Portuguese people's 
decision that democracy must be the road to the future. 
During my NATO years I was privileged to work with your 
leaders in the creation of a role for the Portuguese armed 
forces in the NATO alliance. Having thrown off authori- 
tarian rule, you have also resisted successfully thrusts 
from the extreme left and totalitarism and even as I arrived 
here in your capital today, those pressures continue and must 
be resisted. Portugal has laid the foundations of a free 
society. The basic institutions of democracy are now being 
consolidated and that work must continue. 


For further information contact: 
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No. 62 
February 19, 1982 


DEPARTURE STATEMENT/PRESS CONFERENCE OF 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
LISBON AIRPORT, FEBRUARY 11, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you. Good morning ladies and gentlemen. 
I just want to say a brief, few remarks about this very, 

very compressed and much too brief visit to your country, 
Portugal. This visit was, as you know, at the invitation 

of my colleague and the Foreign Minister of the Government 
of Portugal, Goncalvespereira, with whom I have had very 
close associations since assuming my position as Secretary 
of State. The visit itself I found to be extremely fruitful. 
It was a continuation of long-going and close consultations 
between our two governments. Its focus involved regional 
and alliance affairs, the coordination that has become so 
essential at a time of the suppression of freedoms and 
liberties in Poland. It involved a host of discussions 
related with the CSCE Conference in Madrid, on-going western 
actions related to the crisis in Poland. It involved 

also other regional discussions in areas of common interest 
between the Government of Portugal and the Government of the 
United States and it included extensive discussions on the 
Situation in Southern Africa where Portuguese experience and 
influence has historically played a very important role and 
whose advice and counsel with re: %ect to the provisions of UN 
Resolution 435 and the sought-after independence of Namibia 
is invaluable to me. And thirdly, it focused on bilateral 
relationships. As you know, we have had historic and 
extensive bilateral relationships between the people of 
Portugal and the people of the United States, between our 
two governments. This involves cooperation in a host of 
political, economic and security-related matters in this 
regard, of course, the United States has been keenly inter- 
ested in the progress of the Portuguese Government since the 
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turbulent days of 1974 and the creation of a democratic - 
institution and a democratic process which remains the 
bedrock of our relationship. During this visit I had an 
opportunity to extend, on behalf of President Reagan, an 
invitation for your Head of State to visit the United 
States in the latter half of this coming year and we would 
also, of course, welcome a similar visit from your Prime 
Minister, dates to be worked out in the not too distant 
future. Now, in sum, I want to emphasize once again the 
highly constructive and fruitful character of our very, 
very brief visit and they've underlined once again the 
friendship, the cooperation and mutually of interests that 
has been demonstrated by the Government of Portugal ina 
host of recent strategic situations - the Afghanistan ‘ 
crisis, the American hostage crisis in Iran, and the most 
recent situation where freedom is in jeopardy in Poland. 
And in that context, I leave here greatly encouraged and 
enthusiastic about the days ahead. Now I welcome your 
questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Haig, I'm working for Radio France. Do you 
believe that Portugal must be associated to the solution of 
the Namibian question and if yes, how? 





Secretary Haig: The Namibian question? 





QUESTION: Yes. 





Secretary Haig: Well, I think all member _9overmments of the United 
Nations have a very keen interest in accordance with the 
Resolution 435 involving the desirability and the necessity 
for the independence of Namibia. As you know, the United 
States Government working with the contact group, (inaudible) does 
not include Portugal, have very special responsibilities, and, 
as you know, the United States ha. been leading an effort 
within the contact group to estabiish an early progress, 
hopefully in the coming year, in 1982, to establish a schedule 
and a firm realization of the objectives otf the UN Resolution 
435. In that regard we have repeatedly pointed out that 
there is an empirical relationship between the situation 

in Namibia and the continuing Cuban anc Sovie*: presence in 
Angola. We continue to work on this problem and we have made 
substantial progress in the last month. We are now dealing 
with a set of constitutional principles which we have run 
through the interested parties, the front line states, the 
internal parties in Namibia, the South African Government 

and the contact group and I hope to have in the near future 

i finalization of that first effort. We will then turn to 
the other two aspects of the problem which involve the UN 
presence in Namibia and the final schedule for South African 
withdrawal. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, considering that Spain is coming 
into NATO, how do you see as a major NATO partner the new 
strategic role of the Iberia bloc, especially on the posi- 
tion of Portugal in the Atlantic Islands? 





Secretary Haig: Well, as you know, I have been a great advocate 
myself in my past role as supreme allied commander to be 
very active in the integration of the Portuguese forces, 

the Portuguese Brigade, for example. Now, the command 
relationships are, of course, a matter for NATO authorities 
and sometimes, to my regret, I am.no longer a NATO authority. 
But as you know also, the alliance works on a consensus and 
in that context consensus is equivalent to unanimity. So 
that whatever arrangements are ultimately worked out for 

the Iberian command structure, it would be with the complete 
approval and acceptance of the Government of Portugal. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can Portugal be a link between 
Washington and Luanda? 





Secretary Haig: Can it be a link? Well, we have been in direct 
contact with Luanda. However, we very highly value the 
advice we receive from the Covernment of Portugal on the 
Situation in all of Southern Africa, including Angola. 





QUESTION: Are you going to meet Mr. Savimbi in Morocco? 





Secretary Haig: No, I'm not. 


QUESTION: Another question. Can your visit here be seen 
as a support for Portuguese Government as it is facing a 
popular discontent? 








Secretarv Haia: I specifically and ver, vigorously avoid any involve- 
ment in the internal affairs of .ne sovereign government of 
Portugal. And anyone who would interpret my visit here as 
contributing in any way to the internal situation from one 
point of view or another, would be guilty of, not only mis- 
judgment but probably mischievous misjudgment. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what kind of new military facilities 
do the United States intend to get here in Portugal or in 
Portuguese territory do you intent to assure that the rapid 
deployment force would problably scale the Azores Airbase 
without consulting previously with the Portuguese Government? 





Secretary Haig: Well, it would be inconceivable to m and I'll 

answer your question, that any utilization of sovereign 
Portuguese territory could or would occur without the complete 
cooperation and coordination with the Portuguese Government. 
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That would be inconceivable. It has not been done in the 

past and it would not be done in the future. Now with 

respect to the rapid deployment force, there are no defini- 
tive plans at this time, but I think you know that the 
employment of the rapid deployment force would be, as always, 
in the basic interests of fundamental western concern, 

whether they be energy related or in more (inaudible) strategic 
concerns. And again, no utilization of sovereign territory 

of Portugal could nor would occur without the full agreement 
and support of the Portuguese Government. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I would like to ask you a question 
about the State Department statement over the last 24 hours 
that there is some violence in Northern Syria and I wonder 
if you have any further information you can give us on that 
and whether you feel that might jeopardize the peace between 
Israel and the Arab nations? 





Secretary Haig: Well, with respect to the first part of your 
guestion, yes, there are reports of violance in Northern 
Syria and I think that's been affirmed by the Department 
today. 





QUESTION: Any more details? 





Secretary Haig: No, none that I would feel would be constructive 
contribution to this press conference. With respect to 

the other part of your question, I frankly don't know and 
don't anticipate it would have an impact. Too early to say. 





QUESTION: Reports about one of your colleagues in the 
cabinet being ready to, I don't have the exact words, to 
ask Congress for F-16s for Jordan for mobile surface-to-air 
missiles for Jordan, what is your position on that? 





Secretary Haig: Are you talking about .ic. Watts? I only read what 
you read. I can assure you that the current visit of the 
Secretary of Defense to the Middle East is a visit which 
reflects in every respect prior coordination with me per- 
sonally, and with the Department of State. But I don't 
think that this is the venue to get into that issue. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you foresee further steps of 

the Portuguese Government in supporting the American position 
against the Soviet Union in Poland. Did the Portuguese 
Government tell you they will take new measures in this 
important problem? 
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Haiq: Well, I would rather than talk about new measures, 
ae tha a convergence of views between the Government of 
Portugal and the Government of the United States on the Polish 
question is rather complete and thorough and identical, and 
in the period ahead we will be considering whatever steps 
are necessary in the light of whatever changes may or may 
not occur in the unsatisfactory situation in Poland. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could the relationships between 

Portugal and its ancient colonies have a great importance 

for the United States? What's the impertance of the good 

relationships between Portugal and its ex-African colonies 
for the United States? 





Secretary Haig: Well, I wouldn't want to answer that question with 
specificity because it would suggest a point of view that 

I don't think we have explored in the depth that it requires 
and that you might have as a journalist. In general, it 

has always been the United States view that Portugal has had 
a great deal of historic experience in Africa and that that 
experience can make a major contribution to the democratic 
development of the non-aligned and new governments of Africa 
and I think that is a matter, of course, for the sovereign 
decision of the Government of Portugal and its relationships 
with the v-rious governments of Southern Africa. But in 
general, we are not only comfortable with increasing relation- 
ships, we see advantages to both developing states themselves 
and to the Portuguese people as well. 


QUESTION: Did you discuss the usc of the Porto Santo Island 
to store nuclear arms? The United States possible wish to 
store nuclear arms on the Porto Santo Island? 





Secretary Haig: On where? 





QUESTION: Near Madeira Island? 





Secretary Haig: Well, first let me say is a matter of policy, and 
long-standing policy, American ot.icials never discuss such 
sensitive issues involving nuclear weapons, but in order 

to set your mind at rest, let me assure you there were no 
discussions of any kind during my visit here in Lisbon that 
had to do with deployment, stationing or positioning of 
nuclear weapons. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, yesterday night in your speech at 
the official dinner you said that totalitarian pressure 
continues now in Portugal. What were you referring to? 
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Secretary Haig: I said what? 





QUESTION: You said that totalitarian pressures are remaining 


in Portugal. 
Seeretary Haig: Well, I think again without casting any particular 
labe e 


re are certain worldwide movements that are influ- 
enced and controlled extensively from Moscow. You have 
such a movement here in Portugal and therefore any party 
that takes instructions from outside the borders of the 
sovereign nation in which it's playing its role would be 
a matter of concern in that regard. 


QUESTION: Is that an internal question, sir? 





Secretary Haig: Well it's an internal question for Portugal, but 
it's an external question as far as east-west relations 
are concerned and the activities of the Soviet Union and 
its extension through Marxist/Leninist party to the degree 
that those parties are subservient under whatever concept 
you care to refer to, democratic centralism, Stalinist 
loyalty, or whatever. 


QUESTION: Mr. Haig: Are you any nearer US recognition of 
Angola and has the importance your Administration attaches 
to UNITA been criticized by Portuguese leaders? Has the 

importance that the Reagan Administration attaches to UNITA 
been criticized by the present Portuguese Administration? 





Secretary Kaig: Well, I don't know what importance you're referring 

to. We receive many, many visitors from many, many countries 
and that does not suggest any particular value judgment one 
way or the other. I met recently with Felipe Gonzalez from 
Spain, a Socialist leader. I have met leaders from African 
splinter groups and African opposition groups, I have done 
that with Western European groups. We think it's a value 

to keep an open mind, to listen to all points of view and 

I think that's part of the democretic process. It should 
not be interpreted as a subjectiv. value judgment one way 

or the other, but hopefully an educational experience which 
will refine the important judgments that governments must 
make. Now with respect to any concerns here, no because 
they would not be justified. The United States does not have 
a relationship with unita or Mr. Savimbi. As a matter of 
fact, in terms of support, we are specifically prohibited 
from such activity under the provisions of the so-called 
Clark amendment. 





QUESTION: Are you any nearer US recognition of the Angolan 
~vernment? 











+4 -7- PR #62 


Secretary Haig: Well, we are talking and dependent on their 
future actions, orientations and independence of policy, we 
of course would welcome continuing improvement in our rela- 
tionships. Thank you very much. 
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No. 63 
February 19, 1982 


ARRIVAL STATEMENT OF 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT AIRPORT IN MARRAKECH 
FEBRUARY 11, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: Good morning on behalf of Mrs. Haig and 
myself and my travelling colleagues. We want to express 
our great pleasure at our arrival here in Morocco. I am 
here expressly at the invitation of His Majesty, King 

Hassan, and I bring with me the friendship, expressions of 
friendship, warm regards and high esteem of President Reagan 
to the people of Morocco and to His Majesty. The friendship 
between the peoples of Morocco and of my own country, the 
United States, is long-standing and historic. Indeed, it 
dates back from the very foundation of the American republic. 
It has had a highlight in this century, as you know, during 
the great Second World War and again in a period marked by 
unusual cooperation and friendship between our two peoples. 
Now, I look forward very much to this all too brief visit 

in Morocco which will afford me an opportunity to discuss 
with His Majesty and his colleagues and advisors, the full 
range of areas of mutual concern to us both as nations that 
share common values. We will focus on global questions, on 
regional questions, and on the continuing and very cordial 
bilateral relationships which characterize our historic 
friendship. I again want to express our personal enthusiasm 
and warmth of feeling as we arrive here. And, incidentally, 
this visit will also give me an opportunity to start the 
preliminary discussions associated with the visit of His 
Majesty to Washington this spring. So we are here with 
great enthusiasm and look forward to a very constructive 


visit. Thank you. 
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Tuesday, February 16 


DEPARTMENT OF STAT 





3:00 p.m. 


3:20 p.m. 
3:30 p.m. 


Wednesday, February 17 





PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D. C. OF 
HIS EXCELLENCY WILFRIED MARTENS, PRIME MINISTER OF BELGIUM 


February 16 - 18, 1982 


His Excellency Wilfried Martens, Prime 
Minister of Belgium and his party will 
arrive Andrews Air Force Base via Belgian 
Aircraft. 

Arrival Washington Monument Grounds. 
Arrival Blair House. 


Private afternoon and evening. 
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11:30 a.m. 
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12:00 Noon 


1:45 p.m. 


4:00 p.m. 


Prime Martens will meet with President 
Reagan at the White House. 


The President of the United States will 
host a working luncheon in honor of His 
Excellency Wilfried Martens, Prime Minister 
of Belgium. 


Prime Minister Martens will meet with 
the Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., 
Secretary of State, at Blair House. 


Prime Minister Martens will attend the 

Seminar at Georgetown Center for Strategic and 
International Studies, Mediterranean Room, 
International Club Building, 1015 Eighteenth 
Street, Northwest. 


(NO PRESS COVERAGE) 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632-0685 
632-9070 (during visit). 
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Wednesday, February 17 (continued) 


8:00 p.m. His Excellency Wilfried Martens, Prime 
Minister of Belgium, will host a dinner in 
honor of The Honorable George Bush, Vice 
President of the United States, and Mrs. Bush, 
at the Ambassador's Residence, 2300 Foxhall 


Road, Northwest. 





Dress: Black tie. 


Thursday, February 18, 1982 


Private morning. 





11:35 a.m. His Excellency Wilfried Martens, Prime 
Minister of Belgium will arrive at the 
Washington Monument Grounds. 


Departure Ceremony. 


11:55 a.m. Arrival Andrews Air Force Base via U.S. 
Presidential Helicopters. 


12:00 Noon Departure from Andrews Air Force Base for 
John F. Kennedy International Airport, New York. 


12:45 p.m. Arrival John F. Kennedy International Airport 
(Air France Gate 33). 


2:00 o.m. Departure from John F. Kennedy International 
Airport for Belgium via Air France Concorde. 





PRESS CONTACT FOR DINNER HOSTED BY PRIME MINISTER MARTENS 


NOTE 
FOR VICE PRESIDENT BUSH AND MRS. BUSH 





Mr. Andre Mernier 333-6900 
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REMARKS BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
s UPON ARRIVAL 
Bucharest, Romania 
February 13, 1982 


It is a great pleasure for me and for my party to have this 
opportunity to visit Romania, and I was both happy and eager to 
accept the invitation of the Romanian Government to do so. As 
you know, for more than a decade, the United States and Romania 
have been in close contact and exchanged views on a number of 
bilateral issues, and my purpose during this trip is to continue 
that process, and I very much look forward to my discussions with 
President Ceausescu and Foreign Minister Andrei, with whom I have 
met three times this past year, once in Peking, once in New 

York, and once in Washington. 


Recent events in Eastern Europe and elsewhere in the world 

have emphasized once again the problems facing many countries 

as they attempt to pursue their national destinies, free from 
outside interference. America has been deeply concerned by such 
events. This visit is a welcome opportunity to share our thoughts 
with the Romanian Government on these and other current inter- 
national developments. 


'Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


; Now, we do not expect a similiarity of views on all subjects; 
nevertheless, American and Romanian relations proceed from a 
full agreement on one issue: the right of every country to 
national independence and to full sovereignty, free from outside 
interference. Romania claims that right and exercises it in its 
relations with all the countries of the world, and it defends 
this right vigorously on the international scene with the 
Support and good will of like-minded nations. 


Romania's struggle for national independence has a long history. 
An appreciation of both the value and the price of independence 
is part of the Romanian heritage. We in American very much re- 
Spect that heritage. Thank you. 


FOr fur tiner ‘eueveereantecess « coeetaecet: 
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No. 66 Aone 
February 19, 1982 


PRESS CONFERENCE OF 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
RABAT, FEBRUARY 12, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: Good Morning, ladies and gentlemen. I 
just have a few brief remarks to make to cover the essence 
of our visit here -- all too brief visit -- in Morocco. 





This is my first visit to the Kingdom of Morocco, having had 
to cancel an earlier planned visit at the time of the Polish 
supression in December. And as brief as this visit has been, 
it has given me the opportunity to meet at length with His 
Majesty, King Hassan, with the Prime Minister and the Foreign 
Minister and their colleagues, and to conduct very fruitful 


The main focus of the extensive discussions with His Majesty 
were, of course, strategic in character and were a reflection 
of the great experience and leadership that His Majesty has 
demonstrated over the years. He has been both a witness 

and a participant in global affairs and has been a very 
knowledgeable counselor to American leaders over many decades. 


Of course, the primary focus of these discussions were the 
restoration of global and regional peace and stability. 

In this regard, His Majesty has a unique perspective and 
offered sage advice. He has been, as you know, an advocate 
of the achievement of a comprehensive and just peace in the 
Middle East, at the earliest possible date, and he has also 
been an advocate for a peaceful solution to the war in the 
Western Sahara through a peaceful process proposed by His 
Majesty and facilitated recently at the OAU Meeting. 


An additional purpose of mine, of course, was to underline 
and reiterate President Reagan's support and friendship for 
His Majesty and the Government and people of Morocco. 


US-Morocco cooperation in the political, military, economic, 

educational and cultural areas were discussed, and we signed, 
just a few moments ago, an agreement establishing a permanent 
binational commission for educational and cultural exchange. 

Of course, a very specific focus was on the security threats 

to this region which are evident, only too evident, in the 
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Northern African region. In this regard, we agreed it would 
serve our mutual interests at this time to establish a joint 
military commission periodically to review our security coopera- 
tion. And I think our statement with respect to that is 
available to the press here this morning. We also discussed 
the potential availability of transit facilities for U.S. 

forces on sovereign Moroccan soil and early discussions 

will commence with the possible realization of such objectives. 


I want to emphasize that no decisions were made with respect 
to this question, but that positive and affirmative communica- 
tion was established with the objective of leading to the 
availability of such facilities. 


We also reviewed His Majesty's plan to visit Washington the 
first half of this year before this coming summer. This 

visit is one which President Reagan very much looks forward to 
aS an opportunity for a working, sleeves-up discussion of the 
Strategic situation, globally and regionally. Finally, before 
turning it over to your questions, I want to express the appre- 
cation of Mrs. Haig and myself and our party for the hospitality 
and warmth of our reception here, and nothing could contribute 
more to that than the beautiful setting in which this visit 
occurred here at Marrakech. 


Now, I welcome your questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will your talks on the transit 
facilities perhaps involve the reactivation of some U.S. mili- 
tary bases which were closed over the years? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think as you know, there has been discussion 
on two specific possible facilities for American transit use. 
Nothing has been discounted; nothing has been specifically 
approved, but I think in the very near future detailed discussions 
will focus on these facilities. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you discuss with the King the 
projected American military credits that would be available 
to his Government in the next fiscal year,- and could you give 
us some idea of what that might be? 





SECRETARY HAIG: There were, of course, broad discussions on 
future American plans in the security assistance area. I 
think it's too soon for me to pinpoint a specific level that is 
contemplated for FY-83. I think the experience of FY-82 was, 
from my point of view, somewhat disappointing. I wish we had 
been able to do better, and I hope we will be able to do bet- 
ter in FY-83, and I would anticipate that will be the case. 
Because, aS we look today at the African continent, as we 
witness the activity of Libya, the high level of armaments that 
have been provided to the Government by the Soviet Union, the 
appearance of these armaments in various destabilizing actions, 
together with funds and resources from the Libyan Government, 
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it's been clearly a destabilizing offensive underway. And I 

think it's extremely important that the advocates of international 
peace and stability cooperate together more closely in the 

period ahead to deal with this destabilization. 


QUESTION: Sir, can you tell us what you learned about the 
prospect for a settlement in the Western Sahara, and would those 
prospects be greatly complicated with Qaddafi expected to 
takeover as head of the OAU? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think the distinguised Foreicn Minister of 
Morocco had a brief press conference this morning in which he 
discussed the recently concluded OAU-sponsored conference. I 
think we are all encouraged by the fact that a framework was 

put together which broadens responsibility in the region speci- 
fically to include Mauritania, Algeria, as well as Morocco, 

in the direction of a ceasefire and referendum, and I hope in 

the weeks ahead the framework and the time certain will be 
established to continue with this process and that in the interim 
all responsible participants will refrain from undertaking actions 
which would put the realization of the referendum and the main- 
tenance of a ceasefire in jeopardy. I that regard, one cannot 
draw any encouragement whatsoever from the rejection by the 
Polisario elements of the OAU proposals. 





QUESTION: How about the second part of the question, sir, on 
the role that Mr. Qaddafi might play in the settlement after he 
becomes head of the OAU? Will that complicate the situation OF 
does there need to be a settlement before that time? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't want to speculate about that. 
Clearly, the United States' concerns about Mr. Qaddafi's 
activity for an extended period -- his support of international 
terrorism, the level of armaments that have been introduced into 
Libya, the appearance of those armaments elsewhere in the 

region -- are all matters of concern. There has been no indi- 
cation in the recent past of any moderation in Mr. Qaddafi's 
activity. I would hope that his responsibilities within the 

OAU would offer a refreshing departure from his past activity. 





QUESTION: Could I just go back to the discussion on the transit 
rights for American forces and the press release that is coming 
out on this joint Commission. Now, Mr. Weinberger recently, 

I think, reached agreement on a joint Commission with the Saudi 
Arabians on a Similar trip. Can you discuss -- is there a 
broai Administration effort to get this kind of joint Commission 
or closer ties with friendly countries in the region now going 
on? Is this part of a larger effort? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think you will recall my first tris to the 





region last spring when we talked about the desirability of 
greater cooperation and the development of a commonality of 
view to the dangers from external sources to stability of the 
region and externally directed internal threats to the security 
of the region. I think I recall at the time and in the period 


Since, a great deal of skepticism about this from some of your 
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colleagues in the press. That does not make it any less 
desirable, and what you are witnessing is further steps in 

that direction. I would emphasize again as I did at the outset 
Or our discussion about this objective, that this i n now way 4 
runs counter to our continuing efforts in the direction of 
achieving a comprehensive settlement of longstanding Arab-Israeli 
disputes. AS a matter of fact, I have always described these 

aS mutually reinforcing objectives. And when progress is 
achieved in one area, it contributes to progress in the other. 
Just as when a setback occurs in one area, it makes the achieve- 
ment of progress in the other more difficult. 


QUESTION: You gave us an opening by mentioning the Polish 
Crisis aS part of your opening remarks. Before you leave for 
Romania, would you tell us the significance of a visit to 
Romania at the time when the Polish crisis continues? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it's very important that we main- 
tain contact and communication with Eastern Europe and perhaps 
even more so during this troubled and worrisome period. I am 
responding to a very, you might say, evident request from 
President Ceausescu to make this stop-off, and I am of course, 
looking forward to an exchange of views with him. We have 
maintained such an exchange of views over an extended period, 

and I recall my discussions with Romanian officials at the time 
of the normalization process with the People's Republic of China. 
So, I think we will get some valuable insight as a result of 


this visit. 





Now, in conclusion, I want to again thank you, to thank our 
hosts, to thank our country team here in Morocco that has 
worked so diligently and successfully in preparing this visit 
which was, unfortunately cancelled at the last minute in 
December and now has been abbreviated for this brief period. 


Thank you. 
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INTERVIEW OF 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ON 
ABC-TV'S "THIS WEEK WITH DAVID BRINKLEY" 
SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 1982, 11:05 A. M. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


MR. DAVID BRINKLEY: Mr. Secretary, welcome. You're just back 
from a long trip. You got into Washington, what? last night 


late? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. 





MR. BRINKLEY: And you have come back to find some little 
dispute going on about Defense Secretary Weinberger's travels 
in Europe, in the Middle East, making foreign policy announce- 
ments or pronouncements, and the question raised in Israel 


and perhaps here about it. We thought that was your territory. 





SECRETARY HAIG: David, first let me tell vou there's a dif- 
ference sometimes between what is reported in the press and 
what is actually said. 
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Cap Weinberger and I met on Friday before he left for his trip 
and coordinated very thoroughly what would be said that 
involved foreign policy issues. Basically I think he was 
very, very close to those agreements. 
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MR. BRINKLEY: What about the annou .cement from somebody on 
his airplane, whose name we are supposed not to know, about 
redirecting American policy toward Arab states and to some 
extent away from Israel? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Let me set the record very, very clear on 
that, David. Our policy towards Israel has not changed, and I 
do not contemplate that it will change, in the period ahead. I 
know that is the stated policy of President Reagan who is the 
ultimate authority for the conduct of such policies, and I can 
assure you that remains American policy. 





It does not mean that we do not seek good relationships with 
moderate Arab states in the region, and I think that's what 


For further information «<-acpee tas 
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the Weinberger trip was all about. It was very close to the 
trip I conducted last May and during which we talked about 
improving our relationships with a number of moderate Arab 
states. 


MR. BRINKLEY: Then redirect, I gather, is not the right word. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's a very incorrect word, if that's 
the way it has been interpreted. 





MR. BRINKLEY: It's the way we heard it here. 





MR. GEORGE WILL: Secretary Haig, someone said earlier on the 
show that U.S.-Soviet relations were bad. Some people 
complain that they're too good. That is, that we're now 
entering the third -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: I know there's some here. 





MR. WILL: -=- the third month of the so-called Polish crisis, 
they're getting our grain, the American taxpayers are sub- 
sidizing their empire's loans, they're getting the 
International Harvester sale, negotiations are proceeding in 
Geneva as though no one believes in linkage any more. 





What has changed in U.S.-Soviet relations? 


SECRETARY HAIG: George, ‘I understand the concern of 
serious people in the light of the crackdown ir. Poland, but I 


think memories are rather short. i recall the reaction in the 
West at the time of Hungary, Czechos:iovakia, East Germany. 





On this occasion we've had a rather remarkable unanimity of 
condemnation on the part of all Western nations, a willingness 
to support one another in sanction actions that are underway, 
some of which have already been announced and others which 
wili be announced. 


I just came back from Madrid, and I thought the Soviet-Polish 
actions on the first day of the resumption of that conference 
was appalling. It not only confirmed the unity of the Western 
world in condemning what is going on in Poland and refusing to 
conduct business as usual, but it brought a very strong 
decibel of sympathy from the non-aligned and neutral nations 
participating in this conference. 


I think the Soviet Union and Poland are isloated inter- 
nationally today on this Polish question, and I think the 
impact of Western and perhaps even non-aligned and neutral 
Opposition to what is going on far exceeds what might be 
otherwise desirable unilateral American sanctions which could, 
if improperly handled, have the practical consequence of 
turning an Eastern failure into a Western failure. 


MR. WILL: The President has said that there are other sanc- 





tions that may be triggered, but he has been unclear about the 
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trigger. He's said, on the one hand, if things don‘t get 
better, they will be triggered; and, on the other hand, if 
things get worse. There's a difference there. 


What are the criteria by which we will decide whether or not 
to proceed with other sanctions and those involving the Soviet 
Union? 


SECRETARY HAIG: In the first place, George, it makes no sense 
to lay out a scenario of actions that are currently being con- 
templated. I do believe that you're as familiar as I with the 
range of economic and trade sanctions available to the United 
States. They involve grain and future credits; they involve 
the question of default which has been getting such attention 
in our press. 





But, again, I emphasize to you that our analysis confirmed 
beyond a shadow of a doubt that unless there is a unified, 
uniform approach to this problem, unilateral U.S. steps could 
be less than significant, even in the category of grain where 
we have had an experience that confirmed that it was a self- 
defeating imposition of unilateral U.S. sanctions. 


So we're trying to avoid that, and we're trying to keep the 
Western world together. I know of no situation that has 
changed the strategic environment in such a way that we 
Americans in the period ahead can afford unilateralism. 


If that's the alternative to working systematically with our 
allies as we have been doing -- and with considerable success, 
especially when compared with past experiences -- then I think 
a degree of prudence and careful handling is in order. 


MR. WILL: Very quickly, isn't it un:!ateralism for the French 
to go ahead with the huge gas deal? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Absolutely. And it is not a step which we 
favor or condone, and which we are quite appalled by. This, 
however, is conducted in the channel that it should be con- 
ducted and not in the front pages of our press. 





MR. BRINKLEY: You don‘t want to try in any way to stop it, as 
I understand it. Is that right? The pipeline deal. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think that‘s an absolute specious interpre- 





tation of my position. I have been a long-standing force for 
Opposition to the gas pipeline. 
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MR. BRINKLEY: But do you want the U.S. Government actively to 
try to stop it? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Of course, and we have been doing so. But 
what I do not want done, David, is to suddenly seize the 
anguish of the Polish situation to attempt to accomplish what 
has been a long-standing U.S. policy, and that is to convince 
our allies that there are other alternatives and above all to 
avoid blackmailing those allies on this very sensitive issue. 





here's no question about America's condoning the pipeline. 
There may be some differences in and out of the government as 
to how best to achieve that. 


MR. SANDER VANOCUR: Mr. Secretary, let me try a little Sunday- 
morning linkage, taking the words you used: unilateralism, the 
pipeline, David's question about who's in charge, George's 
question about Soviet foreign policy. 





Let's say there are no personality conflicts between Caspar 
Weinberger and Alexander Haig. Let us say that the view of 
the world of each man is dictated by the building from which 
they view the world. Yet the Defense posture statement that 
Caspar Weinberger put out last week goes, in the judgment of 
many people in Washington who have watched those -- even since 
you were in the Pentagon with Bob M.Namara -- beyond 

what is normal Defense posture way ...:0 foreign policy. And 
two things they talk about, about the aims of American 
foreign policy -- resisting Soviet aggression, but then 
really clamping down on technology and trade -- it goes 
beyond what you're talking about. It goes into global uni- 
lateralism, doesn't it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think in the fir’. instance it's important 
tor Our viewers to understand that tnere's really only one 
spokesman for American foreign policy and that is President 
Reagan. 





I have seen and we have in the Department coordinated with the 
Defense Department in the preparation of the statement you are 
referring to, and I am not concerned that this represents any 
divergence of views. 


I do express concern that some of the reporting of the 
Secretary's recent trip was less than what I would have pre- 
ferred, but I think that's true in his own case as well. 
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MR. VANOCUR: Mr. Secretary, even knowing how we mess up the 
events that we report on, I want you to clarify one thing. 
You are going to send a new mission to Western Europe within 
the next ten days, are you not, headed by Under Secretary of 
State Buckley? 





Are you going to tell us that there are not divisions between 
State, Commerce and Defense on the oil pipeline? That‘s just 
not the case, is it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think there are clearly differences, but 
what's new about that, Sancy? Each Department comes at these 
problems from their differing perspectives as you mentioned 
earlier. That's inevitable. It's always been so. 





However, with respect to the mission you are talking about, I 
would hope that you wouldn't think it was exclusively focused 
on the pipeline question. Hardly at all. What it will 

focus on == 


MR. VANOCUR: I know. It's going to be on technology. 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. Not at all. It will focus on future 
credits. And if one wants to be effective in the sanction 
area against the Soviet Union today, the area of greatest 
payoff is future credits, beyond a shadow of a doubt. I've 
discussed this with the foreign minicters of our leading part- 
ners in Europe in Madrid this week. They recognize the same 
thing. 





I hope that we are going to be able to get some important 
coordination in that area. 


MR. WILL: A couple of quick questic-s. Do you or do you not 
favor bringing the sale of such thinys as turbines and other 
things useful in the pipeline of American subsidiaries and 
licensees abroad under national security controls? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I believe that this very, very delicate 
question involves a careful assessment of whether or not the 
item itself will make a contribution to defense capabilities 
of the Soviet Union. 





MR. WILL: I'm speaking particularly of the pipeline 
compressors. 





SECRETARY HAIG: There are some that have put a broader 
template on the question of transfer or trade or any activi- 
ties with the Soviet Union, and I think we have to be very 
careful there. 





MR. BRINKLEY: We've got reports this morning, Mr. Secretary, 
about some sort of new policy directed at Central America 
Can you tell us about it? ) 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think I read the same piece you did. 





MR. BRINKLEY: Right. So what can you tell us? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think the President in the very near future 
will be addressing this whole Caribbean Basin question from 
both the socio-economic Caribbean Basin Plan perspective and 
from our security concerns about developmehts in the region. 





MR. BRINKLEY: Does that include some sort of interdiction of 
arms shipments to Nicaragua? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not going to go beyond what I've just 
said. I think you know my view on speculation about future 
action. 





MR. BRINKLEY: I know, but I though. you might make an excep- 
tion in this case. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Even though I have jet lag, I can‘t depart. 





MR. VANOCUR: Even while you were out of the country, which is 
often the case, work was going on on that speech, probably to 
be presented to the OAS. And yet the conflicting testimony 
over the last year about what we do makes me wonder what's 
gOing to come out because as late as December at St. Lucia 
before the OAS you said the United States is not going to act 
unilaterally in Central America, we want OAS action if anything 
is done. 





Is the President going to say that in his speech which will 
probably be made next month? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Don't let me preempt what the President will 
say. Incidentally, when I travel, I stay very close to what 
is going on here, as you can be sure. But let me just point 
Out that we have two basic thrusts to our Central American 
problen. 





One is to do the best we can to alleviate and remove the 
socio-economic situation which permits radicalization and the 
kind of mischief-making that we are witnessing from Cuba and 
tne Soviet Union today. 


Secondly, to also recognize that as long as armaments, subver- 
sion, training are being introduced into the area from exter- 
nal Marxist-Leninist sources, we have to deal with that problem 
as well. So that's our basic approach, and I don't know of 

any confusion in the Administration's policy with respect to 
it. 


MR. WILL: Mr. Secretary, you heard Mr. Menshikov characterize 
the agreement reached after the Cuban missile crisis, saying 
that it really concerned only -- if I heard him right -- 
medium-range delivery systems for nuclear weapons. 





Is that your understanding that that's all we got out of the 
Cuban missile crisis? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think the broad connotation of the 
understandings between Kennedy and Kruschev at the time were 
that there would be no offensive weapons introduced into Cuba. 
Now there are subjective perceptions because this was not a 
finely negotiated issue. 





i was rather surprised, and I think our viewers would have 
been, that for the first time I heard a Soviet official refer 
to tradeoff exchanges of the American missiles in Italy and 
Turkey which was never admitted by the American Government at 
the time, although there was a suspicion that there might have 
been such a tradeoff. 


MR. BRINKLEY: The Russians insisting that if they took 
their missiles out of Cuba, we can take ours out of Turkey at 
that time? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I wasn't there, and I'm not an expert. 





MR. VANOCUR: What it was, Kennedy had ordered the missiles 





taken out of Turkey and iater he was surprised and asked Kenny 
O'Donnell during the Cuban missile crisis why they hadn't been 
taken out, and he was amazed they were still there. Adlai 
Stevenson was talking about it in the meetings. 
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Mr. Secretary, on this question, have you read those 
discussions between Kuznetsov and John McCloy that led up to 
the arrangement about the missiles? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. I have been through every detail of the 
exchanges in ‘62 and beyond that I was a personal participant 
in the exchanges of 1970. 





MR. VANOCUR: The submarines at Cienfuegos. 





SECRETARY HAIG: That's correct. So I th. I have a fairly 
good grasp of what would be the parameters of understanding on 
both sides. 





MR. WILL: Are the bombers now in Cuba within those parameters? 
SECRETARY HAIG: As you will recall, at the time bombers were 
withdrawn, with some expressions on the Soviet side that 

it was done as a good will demonstration rather than as an 
intimate part of the understandings themselves. But these 
MIG-23s are in many respects as capable as those bombers at 
that time. 





MR. WILL: You heard Mr. Menshikov say a moment ago that 
there's no evidence whatever that he knows that they're using 
"yellow rain,” so-called chemical wcapons. 





You've been beaten up roundly by The Wall Street Journal and 
others for not making enough of an issue of this. Do you 
agree with them? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I raised this issue in Geneva. With every 
passing Gay, Mr. Will, we get more incontrovertible evidence 
of the use of mycotoxins in Afghani: an, Laos and Kampuchea. 





We now even have specific estimates of casualties of non- 
combatants which are in the range of scores of thousands in 
all three target areas. 


There's no question in our minds that such weapons have been 
and are continuing to be used. 


MR. WILL: Mr. Secretary, if there were the slightest hint 
that the United States ever did a thing like that, you can 
imagine the uproar in the world. There was an uproar because 
there were five rifles on television in El Salvador now. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I agree with you. 
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MR. WILL: Why is this country incapable of making more of a 
ruckus over poison gas? 





T SECRETARY HAIG: We are doing this with a great deal of a 
ruckus, so to speak. We have brought all of the information 
to the United Nations committee which is investigating it. We 
have been somewhat disappointed by their initial reaction, but 
we've given them far more extensive evidence in recent weeks. 





I have raised it in the most unequivocal way with Mr. Gromyko, 
and we have briefed the press repeatedly. It just is a 
question that I would share your frustration about. I some- 
times wonder why we focus more on the pecadillos of the Western 
world than the tragic policies being pursued in the East. 


MR. WILL: Is the Soviet Union in violation of the treaty 
regarding chemical and biological weapons? And, if so, why 
don't we renounce the treaty? 





SECRETARY HAIG: There are two aspects to this question, and 
they have difficult, technical roots. One is that mycotoxins 
themselves are controversial as to whether they are chemical 
or biological. 





We have a firm agreement on biological. We do not have as 
firm an agreement on chemical as Mr. Menshikov expressed. 
There have been ongoing discussions tor a number of years that 
have led nowhere because of Soviet unwillingness to accept 
verification that we feel is essential. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ll ee ee wr > he Fie Pee ver 


MR. BRINKLEY: I agree with George -- I'm sure you do -- that 
i€ the U.S. were accused of this, there would be crowds in the 
streets in Europe carrying signs. [There aren't any there 
about it now. 





Thank you, Mr. Haig, for being with us today. I hope you come 
again. 
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FRED J. ECKERT SWORN IN 
AS U. S. AMBASSADOR 
TO FIJI, KIRIBATI, TONGA AND TUVALU 


Fred F. Eckert, of New York was sworn in today as United States 
Ambassador to Fiji, to the Republic of Kiribati, to the Kingdom 
of Tonga and to Tuvalu. He succeeds William Bodde, Jr. 


Mr. Eckert was born in Rochester, New York, on May 6, 1941. He 
received the B.A. degree from North Texas State University in 1965, 
and has taken post-graduate courses at New York University and the 
New School for Social Research. 


Mr. Eckert had served since 1973 as a New York State Senator in 
Albany, and also since 1973 had been President of Eckert Associates, 
Inc. (advertising agency) in Rochester. 


Hew was Account Executive at Rumrill-Hoyt (advertising agency) in 
Rochester in 1967-69, and Public Relations Specialist at General 
Foods Corp in White Plains, New York, in 1965-67. Mr. Eckert 

was Assistant Director of Mass Communications at the Catholic 
Foreign Mission Society of America in Ossining, New York, in 
1964-65. 


Ambassador Eckert is married to the former Karen Laughlin of 


Morton, Mississippi. They have two sons (Douglas and Brian) 
and a daughter (Cynthia). 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
Bucharest, Romania 
February 17, 1981 


SECRETARY HAIG: Ladies and gentlemen, we have just 
concluded some 4 and a half hours of discussion with 
President Ceausescu and his Foreign Minister Andrei, 
to include a working lunch during which I held this 
morning with the Foreign Minister and his colleagues from 
the Foreign Office, from the Ministry. I would 
describe these discussions as cordial, and with the 
same degree of frankness that has characterized discussions 
between our two governments for over a decade. I did 
have an opportunity to deliver a letter from President 
Reagan to President Ceausescu which was a response 
from the President to an earlier piece of correspondence 
from the Roma nian President, and which dealt with the 
current situation in Poland. During our discussions this 
morning and this afternoon we focused on inter-European 
questions, including the Polish question, broader East- 
West matters with a very clear focus on disarmament, 
both the discussions under way on the INF in Geneva, 
and the strategic arms discussions as well. We discussed 
the current conference in Madrid, the CSCE conference, 
Latin America, the Middle East, Southern African ard a 
broad range of mutual bilateral questions involving 
political, economic, cultural, scientific, technological 
exchanges between our two countries. There were some 
differences on the Polish question as they pertained to 
sanctions against the Polish Government, but a general 
convergence of view on the need for normalization, 
immediate normalization of the situation in Poland to 
include lifting of international law and the elima- 
nation of the state of siege. Now this visit to Romania, 
as you know, has been a response to a long-standing 
invitation to visit Bucharest first extended to me 
by Foreign Minister Andrei on behalf of President 
Ceausescu when the Foreign Minister visited Washington 
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in May of last year. President Ceasygescu's invitation ‘ 
had been reiterated several times since then, and most 
recently about three weeks ago. It is the President's 
view, President Reagan's view, that at a time of increased 
East-West tension, it is particularly important to 

talk with those Eastern European countries which are open 
to such talks, and Romania certainly must be included 
among those nations to seek ways together to reduce 
tension and to continue to seek constructive relationships 
on the basis of respect and mutual benefit. Romania 

has for years pursued a relatively independent foreign 
policy. On many issues, in fact, our foreign policy 
objectives are quite similar. On the commercial level 

we have had increased two-way trade from barely 300 
million in 1973 to over one billion annually in just 

the short period of over 7 years. Within the context 

of generally good relations that I have just described, 
we have been able to discuss with Romania human rights, 
emigration, and family reunion cases. There has been 
progress in some individual cases; nonetheless, some 
problems continue. But I believe that our visit 

here wili help to alleviate those remaining problems. 

I think the hallmark of mature relations between 
countries is not the absence of problems which do exist. 
That has been and will continue to be the nature of our 
relationship with Romania. We demonstrated by this visit 
that we are prepared to continue our constructive relation- 
ship with the government and the people of Romania. 
Romania's policy on issues ranging from arms control to 
the Middle East, the foreign economic policies and 
attitudes towards national independence are both long- 
standing and well known, and were discussed in detail 
with President Ceausescu today. In sum, Romania is a 
nation which, ever mindful of its geography, has coura- 
geously sought to assert its independence and full 
sovereignty. We welcome that, we have constructed with 
the Romanians a network of political, commercial, 
cultural and scientific ties which have operated to 

our mutual benefit. And this is a relationship which 
should continue to broaden and deepen in the days and 
months ahead. Thank you for your attention. I welcome 
your questions. Somebody remind me that I might have 
said "international" law, but lifting of "international" 
law, I meant to say the lifting of "martial" law. 

I don't know what I'd do without my press secretary. 
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QUESTION: From my notes you said that there were some 
differences on the Polish question as to sanctions. 
But you didn't say anything about the sanctions that 
the United States has imposed on the Soviet Union. 

Did that matter come up for discussion today, and what 
was the attitude of the Romanian Government on that? 


ANSWER: I thank President Ceausescu made it very clear 
that he felt sanctions against the Polish Government 
might be counterproductive in this environment. He 
raised no concerns about sanctions with respect to the 
Soviet Union, and it was not discussed in the very terms 
that the Polish question was. 


QUESTION: Did the Romanians ask for any help, economic 
help, to cover their short-term situation? 


ANSWER: As you know, like so many of oun industrialized 
nations, and even more importantly our developing nations 
in the Third World, the current economic climate world- 
wide has had a severe impact. There are a number of 
contributors to that: High energy costs, the impact 

of high american interest rates with the dollar such 

a heavily-employed currency, declining productivity, 
increasing levels of unemployment, and they're high 

here in Romania today as they are in our own country 

and throughout Western Europe. This all has caused 

a problem here in Romania in terms of their fluidity 

and the need for cash assets to keep economic growth 
moving in a positive direction. There are long-standing 
requests in that regard to the IMF and World Band, and 
these questions were discussed at great length and great 
detail, with a view towards finding near term solutions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if you could give us some feeling 
did the Romanian President raise concerns about the 

status of East-West relations; in other words, did 

he feel that the sanctions and the refusal to start 

the strategic arms talks were hurting the atmosphere 

and urge you to drop the sanctions and begin the talks 

and if so, what was your response on what we were doing? 


ANSWER: I don't like to go into too much detail on 
discussions that were held in a mutually, confidential 
atmosphere. I think President Ceausescu has been a 
long-standing advocate of progress in arms control, as has 
President Reagan. I would not suggest that our discussions 
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this morning focused on the contradiction imposed by 

the Polish question and our long-standing tensions in 

the arms control area. I would say that the concerns 
here involve the impact that sanctions against the 
Polish Government can have towards the rapid normalization 
of the situation in Poland. And that was the focus 

of the concerns that were expressed. On the other hand, 
we had rather far-ranging discussions on the question 

of the maintenance of normal relations among those states 
in the East and worldwide, indeed, that may belong 

to the Socialist system, who conduct independent and 
sovereign policy, and I think we had a meeting of the 
minds on that subject. 


QUESTION: Let me rephrase Bernie's question just now 
and ask you whether or not, given the fact that he 
feels, the Romanian President, sanctions are coutner- 
productive, and we know the US decision on that, does 
that amount to a stalemate, insofar as the US-Romanian 
positions vis-a-vis Poland? 


ANSWER: No not at all. As I've pointed out, I think 
that both President Reagan, as I know his position to 
be, and President Ceausescu, believe that it is vitally 
important that a normal condition be established in 
Poland, that martial law be lifted, that is whether or 
not economic or materiel sanctions against Poland, as 
distinct from the long-standing American and Western 
policy to continue humanitarian assistance to the Polish 
people, where we are assured that that assistance gets 
to the people, and is not utilized by repressive government 
action or to re-enforce further repression. So there 

is just a minor difference here and I would describe 

it in terms of this tactical question, with the Polish 
side believing that it would be useful to help Poland 

in this crisis. 


GUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did President Ceausescu 

hear of the American view that ultimately it was the 
Soviets who were responsible for the imposition of martial 
law? 


ANSWER: I must say that we did not discuss that 
question in the context in which it was asked. 


QUESTION: ...Can anybody else know the contents of 
that letter from President Reagan to President Ceausescu? 


ANSWER: Well, the nature, and there again I don't 
think that it's appropriate for me to publicly air 
communications between two yeads of state, but clearly 
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I've talked about where our differences are on the sanction 
question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did President Ceausescu 
express any concern about a disruption or possible 
Giscontinuation of the CSCE process? 


ANSWER: Yes, we had a very good exchange on that 
subject. I think we have a convergence in our broad 
objectives there, and that is the desirability of 
maintaining confidence in and continued progress on 

the implementation of the final act. As you know, 

it is our view that that continuation will require 

very clear clarifications on the human rights violations 
that are occurring in Poland today, and that have thus 
far remained unanswered by the Soviet Union and the 
Polish participants in the conference. I would think 

I would interpret President Ceausescu's view as one 
that we should nevertheless persevere and seek a mean- 
ingful outcome of those current talks. And these again 
are tactical differences which underline the concerns 
of both the Romanian and the United States government 
that the Helsinki process should be preserved and protected. 
It is the American view that it's in jeopardy in this 
current climate while these fundamental violations of 
the obligations of the final act of Helsinki are underway 
in Poland today, and that there has to be some reconing 
on these questions. 


QUESTION: Sir, was the question of Soviet involvement in 
the situation in Poland brought up at all in these 
discussions? 


ANSWER: It was a one-sided discussion in which I laid 
out very clearly the facts that the United States holds 
on Soviet involvement. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, for the Romanian televiewers, 
how would you appreciate the role that the United 
Nations can have and must have in primarily the matter 
of disarmement, the reduction of tensions, the solving 
of differences among states, and obviously, for the 
promotion of free economic cooperation? 


ANSWER: I suppose the past record of the United Nations 
in that regard is a mixed bag, replete with limited 
successes and many failures. That is not to suggest 
that the United Nations' role has not been of incal- 
culable value in a host of other areas of international 
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cooperation not the least of which is the convening of 

the representatives of the member governments each year 
repeatedly to discuss and address and to exchange 

views on such questions. I would hope as an individual 

to see past inadequacies and the failures to be able 

to deal with the more profound questions you asked somehow 
strenghtened the resolve within the United Nations. 

Thus far, they haven't d>ne too well, as you know, 

but that is not to be taken as necessarily a criticism, 
but a revelation of fact. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does President Ceausescu 
also condemn the martial law imposition in Poland in 
the first instance like the United States does? 


ANSWER: I can't speak for him on that, and I prefer 
to let him speak for himself on that. That's a rather 
finely honed question. I think he would see greater 
justification than perhaps he would see from the 
United States' point of view. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, please, did you discuss the 
possibility of a direct or indirect participation of 
the European countries to the negotiations in Geneva? 


ANSWER: No, we did not. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, from your discussions with 
President Ceausescu, how far did he go in agreeing 
with you that there should be a return to dialogue 
on Poland among church, Solidarity, and government? 


ANSWER: Well, I think there are different views on how 
one would describe, would outline the best ways to 
return to normalcy, and what we call a reconstruction 
in the Polish scene. I think basically all recognize 
that there are elements in Poland that have to have 

a voice within their proper sphere of responsibility. 
And I'd say in general there was a convergence there. 
Conditionality in specific terms would probably not 

be enthusiastically supported here in Romania. 


QUESTION: Did President Ceausescu raise the question 
of a European disarmament conference, and if so, what 
is the American reaction to such a proposal? 
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ANSWER: Yes, we discussed that, as of course the current 
focus of attention before the Polish situation, 

there was the Madrid Conference itself, and I think 

both governments recognize that a great deal of progress 
has been made in Madrid on the area of confidence- 
building measures under the original French proposal 

of a zone extended from the Atlantic to the Urals, and the 
need to develop mutual confidence-building arrangements 
for that zone. But from our point, and from my point 

of view, I emphasize that business as usual, a contin- 
uation of business as usual, on these talks, would make 

a mockery of the fundamental obligations of the Hel- 
sinki Accords themselves, through which all signatory 
governments committed themselves in the basic principles 
of the final act to a host of obligations which are 
clearly being violated today by both the Polish 
Government and the Soviet Union in Poland. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does the President feel that 
the sanctions by the United States against Poland 

and not the Soviet Union would harm the dialogue that 
Washington wants with this government? 


ANSWER: No, I don't think so. I think that there was 
no inference of that kind in discussions that were held 
today which, on the bilateral side of course focused 
on the continuing need for cooperation and the question 
of credits and trade and the cultural/scientific 
exchanges and the like. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you by any chance suggest 
that the US Administration would like to see the most 
favored nation clause extended over a period of... 
into a multi-year... 


—s 





ANSWER: This did not come up in the discussions. 

I was prepared to discuss them, and as you know, 

we have certain legislative requirements in the United 
States, which means that we do have to annually review 
these questions. As a matter of principle, we would 
not have any concern about such a multi-year approach, 
but we do have our internal regulations. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in 1968, after the Soviet 
invasion of Czechoslovakia, there was a great deal of 
apprehension and fear about the possibility of the 
Russians coming here. Did you sense any continuing 
apprehension that that sort of thing might happen? 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you get any impressions 
from President Ceausescu that any worsening of tensions 
between East and West might cause a general Soviet 
clampdown and try to assert its authority throughout 
the Warsaw Pact nations? 


ANSWER: I think any responsible leader near the East 
or West today is concerned about a host of repercussions 


from continuing repression in Poland. And I would suggest 


that they include a whole range cf possible consequenses 
which would further add to international tensions, and 

I wouldn't discount the one you raised, but I do not 
want to suggest that it was raised specifically by 

our Romanian hosts while were here. 


QUESTION: Thank you Mr. Secretary. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I would like to return to 

the Romanian economic problem. Was there any specific 
agreement reached on any way in which the United States 
could help Romania regain full capacity, do you think? 


ANSWER: We've had an on-going dialogue on this question, 
and I think our visit today helped to clarify a number 
of issues related to it, IMF, the area of CCC credits, 
and a host of related trade issues. I wouldn't say 

that any magic light was turned on that is going to 
suggest that all of these difficult problems will be 
instantaneously solved, but I do think we have improved 
the climate for finding solutions to these problems, 
especially the most urgent and immediate ones of them. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much. 
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MR. MacNEIL: Good evening. President Reagan today sent 
Israeli Prime Minister Begin a personal, public assurance that 
the United States was determined to maintain Israel's military 
superiority in the Middle East. The message was made 
necessary by an uproar in Israel over remarks by Defense 
Secretary Weinberger during a recent visit to Jordan. 





Mr. Weinberger indicated that the United States might send 
advanced aircraft and missiles to Jordan which Israel regards 
as an enemy. Officials traveling with Weinberger spoke also 
of redirecting American policy. 
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On television this morning Mr. Weinberger said the Israeli 
military margin was now so great that selling air defense 
missiles and F-16 jets to Jordan wouldn't jeopardize it. 


In his letter to Prime Minister Begin today, Mr. Reagan said 
there has been no change regarding our military supply rela- 
tionship to Jordan, and Secretary Weinberger brought me no new 


request. 


This incident has focused extensive media attention on several 
apparent differences of emphasis in foreign policy between 
Secretary Weinberger and the Secretary of State, Alexander 
Haig, involving not only the Middle Fast but Poland, Western 
European defense, and Central America. 


Tonight, Secretary Haig's views. The Secretary is with Jim in 
Washington. Jim? 


MR. LEHRER: Mr. Secretary, welcome. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Good to be here. 





MR. LEHRER: First, on the Israel flap. President Reagan in 
that letter to Mr. Begin today seemed to blame it all on what 
he called “incorrect and exaggerated commentary in the press." 





There's more to it than that, is there not, Mr. Secretary? 


SECRET4RY HAIG: No. I really don't think there is. As I 
explained on national television on Sunday ard as Cap 
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explained this morning in a teievision appearance, we coor- 
dinated his trip very, very carefully before he went. And I 
know Cap reiterated this morning, the President in his letter 
to Mr. Begin tonight, and I stated yesterday that there's no 
change in American policy with respect to the State of Israel; 
there has not been. 


With respect to the armaments that were discussed, I think it 
was also made very clear that there's been no decision nor has 
there been a specific request; and, should there be one, it 
will be considered within the bureaucracy and consultations, 
if a favorable decision were made, will be accomplished with 
the Congress. 


So we have a little bit of a not too-unusual-firestorm in 
Washington press circles. 


MR. LEHRER: But the Secretary of Defense did confirm publicly 
that he did in fact discuss selling the jets and the missiles 

with King Hussein of Jordan, did he not? I mean, he did in | 
fact discuss that with him, did he not? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think there were a broad range of 
discussions, and it doesn't serve any purpose to outline the 
particular details of them. But the key point to bear in mind 
is there was no specific request, no offer made, and no deci- 
sion made of any kind. 





MR. LEHRER: But they did talk about it. At least the 
Secretary says they did. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think there's no question that all of our 
meetings with His Majesty have focused, among other thinas, on 
the security needs of the State of Jordan. 





MR. LEHRER: Did you know Secretary Weinberger was going to 
discuss selling these things to Jordan? 





SECRETARY HAIG: If I say, did I know he was going to discuss 
selling them, then I'll be contradicting what I just said. 

T knew the topic would likely come up, because it came up 
during His Majesty's visit to Washington. 





We are very familiar with his concerns about the modernization 
of Jordanian armed forces needs. 


MR. LEHRER: Mr. Begin said today that if these armaments were 





in fact sold to Jordan, it would seriously jeopardize the 
security of Israel. 
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Secretary Weinberger says today that's not so. Which one's 
right? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not here to adjudicate between a Cabinet 
officer and the conments of a very concerned allied leader. 

It goes without saying that Israel is in the front line of the 
confrontation on the Arab-Israeli dispute. Their concerns 
about their security posture are longstanding, understandable 
and certainly must be listened to sympathetically. 





Notwithstanding, I think the President made it very, very 
clear once again to Prime “inister Begin that we are going to 
maintain the technical, qualitative superiority enjoyed by 
Israel today, and every judgment that's made on the Middle 
Eastern arms arrangement with a moderate Arab state takes that 
requirement into consideration. 


MR. LEHRER: Is it true that you do not favor such a sale? 
That's what the reports have said. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I've seen a lot of reports of what I favor 
and didn't favor, and how I'm miffed at this time of day or 
that time of day. Let me just tell you that Mr. Weinberger's 
visit was a well-prepared visit, one in which coordination 
before the visit was complete, and I'm very comfoxwtable with 
the outcome of it. 





MR. MacNRIL: Mr. Secretary, is it the press’ fault that some 
senior official aboard Mr. Weinberger's plane talks of 
redirecting American policy in the Middle Fast? 





SPCRETARY HAIG: Do you think I would ever have the temerity 
to blame the almighty press for any distortion of reality? 
No. I think the problem is that perhaps something was said 
less clearly than it might have been, or an enthusiastic 
reporter failed to hear a caveated statement or a condition 
with respect to the statement. I wasn't there, and I'm the 
last man to be the judge. 





MR. MacNEIL: Let me ask the question another way: Is there 
in fact a discussion within the Administration where various 
views on foreign policy are obviously canvassed, is there a 

discussion on redirecting American policy in the Middle East? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. We have had a long-standing 





policy on the Middle Fast. That involves support for a peace 
process, it involves firm understanding and continuation of 
our commitment to the state, the security and the well-being 
of the people of Israel. 
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But it also involves the development and strengthening of 
relationship with the moderate Arab regimes of the area, and 
there's nothing new about that. It's a long-standing, bipar- 
tisan American policy over a number of years. 


MR. MacNEIL: If all this is true, why was such a dramatic 
clarification by the President necessary today? 





SCCRETARY HAIG: I think, clearly, there was a great deal of 

controversy here at home, in European and Middle Ffastern 

press, and, needless to say, the meeting of the Knesset 

yesterday confirmed the concerns that were generated in Israel 

-- understandable -- and the President felt that he -- again, 

because of all this controversy -- should reassure Prime G 
Minister Begin with respect to our policy. 





MR. MacNEIL: If there's no change in policy, why would their 
concerns be understandable? Why would Mr. Begin's concerns be 
understandable? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Now you're just depreciating the value of 
your nattonal comnunication media. When you write something, 
it generates cojuvern. 





MR. LEHRER: ‘The President was clearly embarrassed by all 
this, was he not, “r. Secretary? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think the President was happy with 
this. I don't think Cap Weinberger was happy with it. TI 
talked to him about it very soon after he returned, and he was 
rather disturbed that some of the reporting had taken on the 
character that it had. I personally was also rather concerned 
about it. So there was unanimity in that regard. 





MR. LEHRER: I don't want to keep belaboring it, but it's hard 
to figure how something like this could happen, if everything 
is running smoothly here in our government and foreign policy 
is under firm control, how something could happen like this 
that would cause one of our friends to do what they did. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I quess the objective observer of the 
Washington scene who reflects back on the previous 
administration and the administration before that and the 
administration before that, as I have, finds there's nothing 
new about this. 





I think it is important that the President is exposed to dif- 
fering viewpoints on every policy issue. After all, he's the 
man that makes the decision, and he's the one that's held 
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responsible at the ballot box for the prudence or lack of pru- 
dence of that decision. 


MR. LEHRER: As I'm sure you're aware, Mr. Secretary, ana- 
lysts, commentators, whatever you want to call them, are 
suqgesting that -- in a healthy way or unhealthy, whatever the 
case may be -- but you and Secretary Weinberger are out of 
sync in your beliefs on Middle East policy, and that it's up 
to the President to resolve this out of sync-ness, if that in 
fact is a term. 





Has that not happened? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't agree with that at all. I think the 
President's policy on the Middle Fast has been very clear to 
both Cap Weinberger and to Al Ilaig. When we bring an issue 
forward to him, sometimes we are in full agreement; at other 
times we are not, and there's nothing new at all about that. 





One of the things that has changed in the Washington scene in 
my 20 years’ observation is that all of these previously 
somewhat less exposed discussions that go into policy for- 
mulation now become instantaneously available to the press. 


I sort of regret that. I think it's a shame, and I think we 
pay a price for it. I wouldn't have it any differently in the 
context of the availability of the press to pick these things 
up, but I do think we have a lack of discipline today in our 
bureaucracy and those who participate in the policy-making 
process. 


That's got a legacy that goes back to Vietnam. We saw how it 
influenced that Vietnam crisis, and we've witnessed it through 
Watergate and the subsequent years of American policy for- 
mulation. I regret it, and we pay a price for it. 


MR. MacNEIL: When you said on Sunday, Mr. Secretary, there's 
really only one spokesman for American foreign policy and 
that's the President, does that mean that only the President's 
statements are definitive? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I certainly hope not. I think you'll find 





that the statements I made on Sunday very closely parallel the 
letter that was largely drafted by the President and 
dispatched and made public today. I don't find any "air", if 
you will, between what the President has said and what in the 
area of foreign policy we are saying at the Department of 
State. 
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MR. MacNEIL: Has this flap made it more difficult to calm the 





Israelis down, hopefully to discourage them from making an 
attack on southern Lebanon because they are anxious about the 
increased PLO buildup there, an attack that seemed imminent a 
week or so ago? Has this made that more difficult? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't look at the issue in such a narrow 





perspective. TI think anyone that reflects back on recent 
months and perhaps beyond that would understand that there is 
a growing sense of concern in Israel. 


After all, they joined a peace process at the time of Camp 
David in which both parties accepted risks. It's now the time 
to pay for that: the return of the Sinai. In the intervening 
period we've had a number of unprogrammed jolts to Middle 
Eastern stability: the death of President Sadat, the two cri- 
ses in Lebanon which were not generated by either Israel or 
Egypt, but came right out of the turmoil in the caldron that 
is Lebanon today. 


All of these things -- Western and world-wide and American 
reaction to the Iragi raid and to the Golan annexation -- have 
caused a degree of concern in Israel which is both understand- 
able and must be dealt with in our overall policy formulation 
day to day. 


MR. MacNEIL: Is an Israeli invasion cf southern Lebanon, for 
the reasons I mentioned, still a risk in your view? 





SECRETARY HAIG: It is. But I think and I would hope that 
objective observers would reflect back on the situation before 
the Habib mission. We were literally hours away from 
conflict. 





That cease-fire that was put in place through two Presidential 
missions to the Middle Fast still holds, and of course it's 
fragile and of course it's got to be tended. And if arms are 
moved into southern Lebanon to the PLO, or if the Soviet Union 
announces a new arms arrangement with the PLO, or if terrorists 
move from Lebanon through Syria through Jordan into the West 
Bank, it's a cause of legitimate concern on the part of 

Israel. It requires restraint on both sides, and the United 
States as a full partner in this process has to do all that it 
can to maintain that restraint. 


Mr. MacNEIL: When you say you hope there will be restraint, 





does that mean that you aren't quite sure you have persuaded 
Israel not to intervene there? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No. I think Israel has maintained a very 





restrained posture. I anticipate that posture will be main- 
tained in the days and weeks and months ahead. But it's not 
an open-ended commitment. It depends on the performance of 

the PLO and the circumstances in Lebanon, and so they, too, 

have an obligation. . 


Mr. LEHRER: Is it a fair statement, though, Mr. Secretary, 





that this flap of the last couple of days complicates the 
Situation a little bit? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think anything that contributes to uncer- 
tainty, that shakes confidence, is a disturbing factor. On 
the other hand, I think the facts associated with the justifi- 
cation for that have been already put in focus, and I hope 
they would stay that way. 





MR. LEHRER: Let's talk about El Salvador and Central America 
for a few minutes, Mr. Secretary. 





You have refused thus far to rule out the use of military 
force in Fl Salvador. Why is that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: As a matter of principle I have refused 
always, and I think historically anyone with my respon- 
Sibilities is obligated to maintain a full panorama of options. 





With respect to the naughty question that you're going to ask 
next, let me tell you the President has already reassured the 
American people repeatedly that there are no current plans 
underway for the deployment or utilization of American mili- 
tary forces in Central America. 


On the other hand, what could be more self-defeating than for 
a nation, a priori, to lay out conditions under which it will 
be guided in the period ahead? All that does is provide to 
those who do not bear your interests in mind or who may be 
antagonistic to those interests a roadway through which they 
can conduct their own strategy and policies. 


MR. LEHRER: My next question, Mr. Secretary, is even naughtier 





than that, than the one you already answered, and that is that 
Secretary Weinberger again has made it very clear -- one time 
in my own hearing -- that he does not think that the introduc- 
tion of U.S. military forces in El Salvador is a wise thing 
because he does not believe the American people would support 
it. Is he wrong about that? 
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SFCRETARY HAIG: I think that's an observation that I wouldn't 





be particularly uncomfortable with. On the other hand, I have 
a responsibility to articulate our foreign policy in its 
broadest sense. I happen to know that the President's view on 
that question is that these are I's that should not be dotted 
and T's that should not be crossed, and I'm not about to do 
it. 


Let me tell you also, that the conduct of American foreign 
policy cannot be the lowest common denominator of the populist 
view of our people. Our people elect a President to lead, to 
take the responsibilities in accordance with the dictates of 
his conscience, and if he makes a bad call, why they"1ll just 
plain vote him out of office. 


But if we were to determine our foreign policy hased on the 
lowest common denominator of the national mood, I think we 
would be on very fallacious grounds, and I know this President 
has no intention of conducting his affairs that way. 


-- MORE -- 
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MR. LEHRER: But you concede the point that at this stage in 





the situation that the majority of the American people would 
not support sending U.S. forces in Central America. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think that the majority of the American 





people would be appalled at the prospect of American involve- 
ment militarily anywhere in the world. I do think, however, 
that our own doorstep poses a different set of problems 
perhaps than distant Vietnam or the Middle East or perhaps 
some other area of the world. 


MR. MacNEIL: Mr. Secretary, it's been reported the President 





1S going to suggest maybe some other countries, Argentina for 
example, could be persuaded to send troops which would 
preclude the sending of American troops to El Salvador. Is he 
you, in fact, going to suggest that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not going to preempt the President's 
prerogative. As you know, he is going to make a speech on 
this subject in the immediate future. I do think the 
President has made it very clear that he recognizes that 
paternalistic American atticu es toward Central America or 
Latin American are not good and that this is not a Big Brother 
operation. 





It is, after all, the states of the region who are most 
seriously threatened by events in Nicaragua and Fl Salvador 
and Guatemala today. And, clearly, it is important that those 
States move together, whether it's in the OAS family or some 
other alignment such as the recent political alignment of 
Central America states. 


MR. MacNEIL: Have any of them indicated a willingness to take 
part in such a venture? 





SECRETARY HAIG: What I think you're suggesting there is a 
venture of a military character, and I wouldn't discuss it 
were it justified to discuss it, and it is not because it is 
not a pertinent option at this moment. 





MR. MacNEIL: Has the situation been reached in El Salvador 
when the forces of President Duarte and the junta will not 
prevail unless there is further help from outside, and I don't 
just mean equipment, but manpower help from outside; has it 
reached that point? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all, and I am not aware of any judgment 
held here in Washington to suggest that it has reached that point. 





On the other hand, I think it's very clear today that the guerrilla 
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forces in Salvador are supported, aided, abetted and indeed 
largely controlled from territory outside of Salvador. 
If that were to continue, as an open-ended and escalating 
involvement, why, we in the United States and those who are 


concerned about events in Salvador would be seized with a 
serious problem. 


MR. MacNEIL: But for the moment the forces of President 





Duarte and the junta, with what aid we've given them, in 
terms of supplies, you think are sufficient to hold the 
situation? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think we have been addressing the issue 
which has involved the recognition that the levels of arma- 
ments shipped into Salvador have crept back slowly to the 
levels that reached their peak at about the time of the offen- 
sive last January before this Administration came into 

office. And that is going to require some additional assets, 
socio-economic, developmental assets as well as military and 
security-related assets. 





MR. MacNEIL: To come back to an opinion in this country for a 





moment -=- what you were talking about with Jim a moment ago -- 
how do you feel about the buildup of public opinion with prom- 
inent actors like Fd Asner forming committees to raise money 
to send medical aid to the guerrillas, with incessant talk 
about -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Ed, who? 





MR. MacNEIL: -- the incessant talk about analogies with 





Vietnam. How do you feel about the way public opinion is 
bubbling up about the Central American policy? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not familiar with the fellow you men- 
tioned, but, you know, this is a great country. It's a plural- 
istic society, and we obtain our . .cength and our vigor and 
vitality from the divergence of viewpoints, and it's a great 
thing. Unlike Poland today, every American citizen is entitled 
to his own opinion and to the voicing of that opinion, and I 
would never seek to change that. 





MR. MacNEIL: Ed Asner, for the record, plays a newspaperman 





on television. I should have told you that. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, that gives him excellent qualifications. 





MR. LEHRER: There was a wire service report an hour or so ago 
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that said a little over a month ago, in December, you used a 
Spanish socialist leader as an intermediary to Fidel Castro to 
try to get something worked out on El Salvador. Is that so? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, not at all. It's untrue, and I think 





it's another one of those unfortunate distortions that can 
occur from time to time. 


I did meet the Spanish socialist leader, Felipe Gonzales, 
after he completed a survey of the Central American region, 
which included discussions in Mexico City, Panama and Havana 
but which were focused primarily -- the visit was -- on the 
Situation in Nicaragua and Salvador. 


I welcomed his views. Surprisingly enough, they were not a 
rubber stamp endorsement of the totalitarian steps that are 
being implanted in Nicaragua today, and they're very close to 
the concerns I have expressed. 


MR. LEHRER: He didn't bring any message to you from Fidel 
Castro, and you in turn didn't give one back? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. He wasn't hired for the job, and I don't 
think he would have taken it on had I asked him, and I wouldn't 
have presumed to ask him. 





MR. LEHRER: Senator Leahy, a member of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, got back from El Salvador last night, and 
he said this morning that the only hope for a peaceful solu- 
tion down there is for there to be negotiations between the 
ruling junta and the leftist guerrillas. You disagree with 
that, do you not? 





SECRETARY HAIG: It depends on what he means by 
"negotiations." We very much favor negotiations which would 
lead towards a presidential election in Salvador in 1983, and 
which would permit the peoples of Salvador to exercise their 
right for self-determination. 





We would not agree to a pre-arranged splitting of political 
power by guerrillas or anyone else that were not reflective of 
the will and the desires of the people of El Salvador. 


MR. LEHRER: Our Ambassador to El Salvador, Mr. Hinton, said 
the other day he didn't think these elections were going to 
lead necessarily to a peaceful solution, the elections due on 
March 28th. Why does he say that? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think that is precisely what he 
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meant. I think he meant these elections and the successful or 
less-than-totally successful conduct of them in this environ- 
ment are not going to spell the end to the struggle which is 
underway in El Salvador today. 


Thus far, the guerrillas have refused to participate, they 
have refused to commit themselves to a cessation of the use of 
violence, and in that environment these elections are just 
another step in the direction of what we hope will be ulti- 
mately a free expression of the people of El Salvador in a 
peaceful environment. 


MR. LEHRER: Just have a minute or so left, Mr. Secretary. 

I did want to ask you one question about Poland. Are you 
having any second thoughts now about the decision that the 
Administration made to not put Poland in default on these U.S. 
bank loans? 





SECRETARY HAIG: First, let me say, I hardly go to bed at 
night without second thoughts about one or another aspect of 
the Polish question. 





But with respect to the default issue, and I think you're 
talking about either the narrow issue of CCC credits or the 
broad issue of default across the board. It's the view of the 
experts in our government, and the unanimous view of those 
experts, that at this time it serves the American interest 
best by not calling Poland into default. That is an open- 
ended option, and we can change that decision at any moment 
when it appears that our objectives are best met by calling 
default. 


MR. LEHRER: Are you getting, as annoyed as I've read you are 
over conservatives saying: Oh, Al Haig, he talks tough but 
when it comes down to it he won't do things like default -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: Oh, golly, I'm not annoyed by anything. I 
don't ever have to worry about my conservative credentials. 

I fought the Communists in two wars; I bear wounds from those 
conflicts. I have been engaged in the struggle with com- 
munism for the last thirty-three years, and I'm never 
disturbed by well-meaning criticisms on one judgment or 
another that we may or may not take. I welcome it. 





MR. LEHRER: Mr. Secretary, thank you very much for joining us 





tonight. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


February 17, 1982 
No. 71 


PPESIDENTIAT. COMMISSION! 
CN BROADCASTING TO CUBA 
NOTICE OF PRPTIADLY CLOSED MENTING 


In accorfiance with Section 1C(€) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 92-4643) as arenicda by 
D.L. 94-409 Secticn 5(c), notice is hereby given that 
the Prasidential Commission on Broadcasting to Cubs 
will meet in open anc closed cessions on Tuesday, 
Mare: 2, 198?. The open session of the meeting wil} 
convene on March 2 at 2:30 p.m. in the East Auditoriuin 
of the U.S. Department of State, Washington, D.C. 


The open cession of the Commission meeting will 
allow public discussion of rrocramminy, technical, 
and other aspects of radio broalcasting to Cuba. The 
reneral mublie attending the open session may partici- 
pate in the @iscussion or subnit statements subject 
to instructions of the Chairman. 


The purpose of the closed meeting is to discuss 
aspects of radio broadcasting to Cuba that should not 
be prematurely jJisclosed to the public. PDocuments 
Classified under the rrovisions of Mxecutive Order 
120€5 will also be 4iscussed. Accordingly, it has 
been determinad that it is in the public interest 
to close this neeting rursuant to 5 USC 557 h(1) 
anc 5 USC b(ec) (9). 


Necause entry to the State Department is contrelled, 
members of the public who wish to attend the open cession 
shall contect Mr, Peter T. Lord in advance in order to 
rrovica their names and affiliation and to facilitate 
their attendance. Hie telephone number is (202) €32-7440 
or €32--7432. 2ttendees should use the entrance located 
on 2lst Street, N.W., just off Virginia Avenue. 


pce tare ewnacatiansr ‘pep teres? 
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DEPARTMENT OF STAT 


February 17, 1982 
No. 72 


STUDY GROUP A OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group A of the 
U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Cammittee (CCITT) will meet on March 17, 1982 at 
10:00 a.m. in Roam 856 of the Federal Communications Commission, 
1919 M Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This Study Group deals 
with U.S. Government aspects of international telegram and telephone 
Operations and tariffs. 


The Study Group will discuss international telecommunications 
questions relating to telegraph, telex, new record services, data -_ 
transmission and leased channel services in order to develop U.S. 
positions to be taken at upcoming international CCITT Study Group 
III and I meetings. 
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Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join 
in the discussion subject to instruction of the Chairman. Admittance 
of public members will be limited to seating available. Requests 
for further information should be directed to Earl S. Barbely, 
Conference Staff, Federal Communications Commission, Washington, D.C., 
telephone (202) 632-3214. 


For further information c cpestanc:?: 
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February 18, 1982 
No. 73 


VICE PRESIDENT SWEARS IN AMBASSADOR ZEDER 


Vice President George Bush on February 17 administered the 
oath of office to Ambassador Fred M. Zeder, II, the President's 
Personal Representative for Micronesian Status Negotiations, in a 
ceremony conducted at the Old Executive Office Building in 
Washington. Mr. Zeder's nomination by the President to the rank 
of Ambassador had received the advice and consent of the Senate on 
February 10. In brief remarks, the Vice President expressed 
pleasure at the designation of a long-time and valued friend for 
this important position and welcomed Ambassador Zeder back to 
government service. 


Guests at the ceremony included John H. Holdridge, Assistant 
Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, and Noe: C. 
Koch, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
International Security Affairs, representing the two Cabinet 
Departments which supply personnel and funds for Ambassador 
Zeder's staff, the Office for Micronesian Status Negotiations. 


Ambassador Zeder, 60, served from 1975 to 1977 as Director of 
what was then the Office of Territorial Affairs in the Department 
of the Interior in the Administration of President Ford. After 
World War II service as a Army Air Force fighter-pilot in the 
Pacific, he had an extensive and varied career in private 
business. In addition, he was a member of the Dallas City Council 
in the early 1970's. Upon leaving government service in 1977, “Mr. 
zeder moved to Honolulu, where he became President of Paradise 
Cruise, Ltd. He is married to the former Martha Blood and has 
five children and six grandchildren. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE OF 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT " 
AFL-CIO EXECUTIVE COUNCIL MEETING 
SHERATON HOTEL, BAL HARBOUR, FLORIDA 
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1982 


SECREVARY HAIG: First, ladies and gentlemen, let me say I've 
just finished a two-hour very extensive tour de horizon, with 
the bark off, with the Executive Council of the AFL-CIO. 





Cb FW F NAT Fe 


The main focus of attention I think were East-West relations; 
the Polish crisis; the situation in Central America -- Salvador 
and Nicaragua; the interrelationship of America's defense 

needs to East-West relations in general; and the American 
domestic economy. 
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I found it verv, very productive, very challenging and spicy. 
I've known a number of these leaders over the years. I con- 
sider the free labor union movement, and the AFL-CIO in par- 
ticular, a strong bulwark against the totalitarian alternative; 
and I find, as is always the case on such occasions, that a 
public official who takes the time to meet with such respon- 
sible groups enhances his own perceptions and effectiveness 
and his own ability to deal with the anguishing problems of 

the moment. I found the meeting this morning to be par- 
ticularly helpful in that regard. 


www IiNgIw ti FT ru Fue 


Now I welcome your questions. 


QUESTION: Sir, yesterday the AFL-CIO Executive Council came 
out calling for a boycott of Poland, and Mr. Kirkland said 
Reagan's policies in response to Poland have been too soft. 
What did you tell the Council? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I pointed out, with my customary humility, that 
memories are short. I recall very vividly the reaction of the 
Western world and the United States Administration at the time 
of the riots in East Germany, the crackdown in Hungary, and 

the '78 crisis in Czechoslovakia, at which time the Western 
world collectively judged that the situation was an internal 
matter; and on that occasion there was direct Soviet troop 
involvement. 





For fa:rther inforrmeticsn comtact: 
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On this occasion the Soviet Union has chosen a more ambiguous 
methodology for accomplishing its ends. We have found that, 
uncharacteristically in historic terms, and very encouragingly 
in contemporary terms the Western world has taken a united 
position condemning the repression in Poland, attributing 
major Soviet responsibility for the events in Poland today and 
concerting together in an historically unprecedented way to 
exercise political and economic pressure against both the 
Polish Government and the Soviet Union. 


That was demonstrated most vividly at the recent NATO meeting, 
the recent Madrid conference which I attended last week in 
Madrid where the condemnation was uniform, and the actions 
being taken today under a consensus that one nation will not 
undercut the other in the application of sanctions. 


Today we have the United States applying sanctions; we have 
most of our Western European partners involved in sanctions 
against the Polish Government; and we have had announcements 
this past week fro~ Great Britain, West Germany and Belgium, 
applying specific ~ litical and economic sanctions against the 
Soviet Union. 


We will have an American team traveling to Europe this coming 
week under Under Secretary Jim Buckley that will be dealing 
with further economic and political sanctions questions. And, 
as I have said repeatedly and continually and reiterated this 
morning, if we spend all of our time criticizing Western 
actions, creating contradictions in the unity that the Western 
world has been able to maintain in an unprecedented way, we are 
going to risk turning a profound Eastern failure into a 

Western failure, and I won't be part of that. 


QUESTION: Is it your feeling, Mr. Secretary, that the 
British -- since you brought it up -=- have been duplicitous 
in dealing with the United States in matters of foreign 
policy? And if so, why do you say that? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. Are you referring to the homi- 
lies that were portrayed on the front page of The Washington 
Post today? 








QUESTION: Yes. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Let me make three comments with respect to 
that newspaper report. First, it couldn't have been me 
speaking: it was too clear. (Laughter) 





Second, I don't recall at any period in my year-plus 
incumbency in the State Department such exciting staff 
meetings. | 


And, thirdly, I hope this finally puts to rest the charge that 
there's no imagination in the State Department. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you feel that The Washington Post 
story today will in any way upset or undercut your effec- 
tiveness as Secretary of State to conduct U.S. foreign 

policy, as the report bounces around in different world capitals? 








SECRETARY HAIG: Mr. Kalb, I am not going to comment in any 
way on an alleged compendium expanded over a period, I think, 
since March of last year over an extensive series of delibera- 
tions; to do so would be to put a level of credibility to 
those alleged reports is are neither justified nor would be 
good sense, and I'm not going to do it. 





QUESTION: Who was the source for that story? 





QUESTION: Could I get in a question, please? I'd like to 
know about the situation in El Salvador, what this 
Administration, is doing now, and the Caribbean in 
general, please. 





SECRETARY HAIG: At-a-girl. (Laughter) Mr. Kalb, I want you 
to know, when you asked me what was the source, I said Henry 
Kissinger had Oriana Falacci, I have my loyal staff. 
(Laughter) 





Let me answer the question. I would be very rude if I were 
not to do that. Was the question on El Salvador? 


QUESTION: Yes. What is going on, and what can we expect in 
the Caribbean, in general, please? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Let me point out that the President will be 
making a national address to the OAS this coming week which 
will focus on the Central American-Caribbean questions. I 
think you know our policies have been dual-tracked, if you 
will. One is to seek, as energetically as we can, to deal 
with the socio-economic crisis in the area which has pro- 
duced in this world-wide economic decline a sense of deep 
social unrest, as it inevitably would; and to seek to work 
with the nations of the Caribbean ana other contributing 
states -- Canada, Mexico, Venezuela, and nations as far away 
as Japan and Western Europe -- to help to alleviate these 
conditions which spawn social unrest; to seek moderate, 
pluralistic governments; and to recognize, however, that 
these efforts are always vulnerable when external forces, 
external powers, espousing totalitarian ideology, armed with 
weapons, equipment, insurgency training, command and . 
control, intervene in the affairs of the hemisphere and 
interrupt the self-determination of the peoples of the 
hemisphere. 





QUESTION: Once those elections come up in El Salvador, will 





we continue to try and help them? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: We have strongly supported the upcoming elec- 
tions in March in El Salvador which, as you know, are prelimi- 
nary elections with a view toward a Presidential election in 
"83. I am very, very pleased that recently the OAS nations -- 
19 -- have agreed to send observers to these elections, 
thereby supporting the concept itself. That original support 
was also expressed at St. Lucia at the recent OAS meeting where 
22 of the 29 OAS member states voted in favor of a resolution 
which supported the pluralistic election process that the 
Duarte government is seeking to realize, and also clearly 
expressed their concern about the intervention from Nicaragua 
into the internal affairs of Salvador. 





QUESTION: How did Mr. Kirkland react to your position on 
sanctions towards Poland and Russia? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I've maintained a very steady dialogue with 
Lane Kirkland since the Polish crisis broke out in December. 
These have been discussions that have gone on in the early 


period almost daily and several times a week in the inter- 
vening period. 





I would say that Mr. Kirkland is generally in favor of the 
position we've taken against repression in Poland, but rather 
impatient with what he perceives to be a failure of our 
Western European partners to join us and for us, therefore, 


to move unilaterally with a total embargo of all American 
goods to the Soviet Union. 


This is a very understandable position, but unfortunately from 
my point of view, as I pointed out to the group this morning, 
we have had an experiment with a grain embargo, and that 
represents 75 to 85 percent of our trade with the Soviet 
Union. Without a unified approach with other grain producers, 
it would be self-defeating and sterile. It would not 
influence and affect the Soviet Union one bit; it might, 
indeed, even provide lower prices to the grain that they would 


get, and it would be an unjustified punishment of the American 
farmer without any payoff. 


I think this morning's discussion on this subject was helpful 
to the group because, as always, the more you know about a 
subject of such great complexity, the more you realize that 
what appear on the surface to be easy solutions are sometimes 


replete with disadvantages which undercut the effectiveness of 
those solutions. 


I emphasized that, clearly, the area of greatest importance is 
the area of future credits. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there's a report that the 
Administration is considering allowing American advisers in El 


Salvador to carry what I think are called heavier weapons. 
They are obviously referring to the M-16. 





SECRETARY HAIG: M-16. 
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QUESTION: Could you tell us whether that report is accurate, 
and, if so, is this not another step down the road towards a 
kind of Vietnam involvement? 





SECRETARY HAIG: My friend, in recent weeks I've been con- 


cerned about carrying an M-16 on the streets of Washington. 
(Laughter) 





I think we clearly recognize that our young people who are 
serving in El Salvador today are, despite the best of 

Our grounds rules which keep them out of areas of conflict -- 
and the best judament we can make in an unpredictable 
guerrilla environment -- must have the ability psychologically 
and in practical terms to feel that the American people have 
authorized them to provide for their own protection. 


This is a very minor judgment factor as to whether or not 
greater personal security is provided by a .45 or a homemade 
version of the handgun, which I found most of our military do. 
I always had a different kind of weapon because I didn't have 
a lot of confidence in the .45, and I always felt I'd be 
better throwing it than shooting it. (Laughter) 


But an M-16 is a far more reassuring handgun, if you call it 
that, or a sidearm. That's the question. The ground rules 
were that they would not carry anything but sidearms, and so 
now you consider whether or not an M-]6 or changed circumstan- 
ces -- These were self-imposed ground rules by the United 
States Government. I don't know why they stir up such a fuss. 


QUESTION: Does that mean you would go to an M-16, Mr. Secretary? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I don't know. I think the Ambassador is con- 
sidering it as a desirable possibilit:.. I see our law 
enforcement people here in this countcy have increasingly 
shifted in their SWAT teams and others to more effective 
weaponry. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you ruling out a grain embargo? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Am I ruling out a grain embargo? No. We're 
not ruling out anything. I think the President has made it 
very, very clear that a unilateral, selective embargo of 
American grain would not be undertaken, selective in the 

sense that we conducted other trade with the Soviet Union. 

That is a problem that is not only a reflection of the 
President's own conviction but it is also would create 

terrible problems with the legislation passed on the Hill that 
requires parity payments to the American farmers and could cost 
the Federal coffers about 30 billions of dollars. 
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Beyond that, I have made the point that if the United States 
alone embargoed grain and the other grain producers continued 
to ship, it would have no impact whatsoever on the Soviet 
Union, especially if we continued to ship to third parties 

who could then transship, after processing, to the Soviet 
Union, which is what we found in the last grain embargo, which 
was a very bad failure. 


QUESTION: Will you tell us about your conference with 
(Cuban) Vice President Rodriguez in Mexico? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think the President made a comment on that 
recently in a press conference, and we'll just let it rest. 





-- MORE -- 
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QUESTION: Can you tell us a little more specifically about 
what you told the AFL-CIO leaders on the subject of El 
Salvador -- what specifically you told them about that, and 
what their response to it was? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I can't speak for them collectively 
because they all have differing views, I'm sure, as you would 
expect, hope, appreciate and welcome. 





QUESTION: What point did you make? 





Foreign 


SECRETARY HAIG: The point I made was the one I essentially 
made here a few moments ago, and that is that we are pursuing 
a two-track policy. The large majority of the resources are 
applied to the first track, and that is efforts to achieve an 
alleviation of the socio-economic problems, efforts to seek 
to improve the evolution of the Salvadoran society in land 
reform areas and increased pluralism in the political sense. 





oS | POR wget Nedre.. 


QUESTION: Is the AFL-CIO program down there a help to you 
in that regard? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think so, although I think like all 
Americans who are subjected today with an onslaught of highly 
disturbing reporting on the scene and with great focus of atten- 
tion on the abuses of the right, that sometimes distorted 
pictures can be drawn. : 
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I drew their attention, for example, to the photographs in 
Figaro this week, in Paris, which showed the most attrocious, 
genocidal actions that are being taken by the Nicaraguan 
Government against their Indian populations along the Fast Coast, 
where villages are being burned and destroyed, where wholesale 
Slaughter of populations is occuring, and the immola- 

tion of human corpses were evidenced in those photographs. 

I would hope that all of us would give equal attention to the 
abuses of the left that we give to a»uses of the right, 

without condoning either. 
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QUESTION: Do you recall making any of the comments 
attributed to you this morning? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think I commented on that a few moments ago. 





QUESTION: Do you acknowledge making those comments? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I am not even going to grace alleged reports 
of that kind with a comment, other than the three flippant 
remarks I made; and I'll add, as I say, Kissinger had his 
Oriani Falacci, and I have my loyal staff. 





QUESTION: Recently, U.S. Senator Lawton Childs of Florida 
said that if the United States is going to win the war 
against drugs, the effort in this war must be equal to 

peace talks of the highest importance. As a member of the 
new task force on crime and drug reiugees, do you agree with 
that? What are you going to do about it? Do you think this 
effort will achieve such equal status? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I know of no social problem today -- and I 
put it in the category of international terrorism that I have 
expressed myself on in the past -- which is as corrosive and 
debilitating as the current drug problem, not just in our 
Own country, but world-wide. As you know, we have a very 
active program under way in this area, which involves 
domestic prophylactics as well as an international program, 
some of the manifestations of which you may have seen 
recently in the so-called “Gold Triangle" of Thailand and 
Burma where very responsible actions by the Government of 
Thailand, with our encouragement and advice, have recently 
been undertaken. 





It's a problem of dealing with the source. It's a problem of 
dealing with the transportation and refinement of the source, 
and it's a problem of dealing with the merchandising and 
distribution. It is also a problem of rehabilitation. 

In all of these areas we have a very active progran under 

way, and I have great confidence in Senator Childs’ own objec- 
tivity and accuracy in describing the nature of the problem. 


QUESTION: While you say we have a very active program under 
way, the program, according to local authorities down here, 
is not working. There is talk that the United States will be 
working with the Governments of Colombia and Venezuela. But 
at this point it is perceived as just talk. Do you see 
anything specific? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, IT can assure you that it is far more 

than talk in the context of our diplomatic dealings and our 
communications over an extended period with governments who 

are plagued with the production of the drugs, whether it be opium 
and the poppy crops or the other related drug derivatives. 





In some cases we had great success, and in some cases we have 
had to be more than vigorous in dealing with it. In other 
cases, we've been vigorous and unsuccessful. We have to con- 
tinue this problem every day -- and we do. 
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I would leave it to our experts in the drug enforcement area 

to go into the more specific aspects of your question as they 
involve the transportation and the surveillance of our maritime 
access areas and aircraft. 


QUESTION: But you see it as a priority? 
SECRETARY HAIG: Absolutely. 





QUESTION: What do you see happening in the Middle East 
after the Sinai is returned to Egypt? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, we have a peace process. That is a 
peace process that has already rendered tremendous dividends 
to both Israel and Egypt. The return of the Sinai is one 
important phase, and I am happy to say a major accomplish- 
ment of the recent months. We have a broadly based and 
largely already-agreed-upon multilateral force to enforce 
the provisions of the return of the Sinai. 





We are now also actively engaged in the autonomy process which 
was also stalled out in January, when we applied our approach 
to the problem. Since that time, we have not gotten the par- 
ties sittine down, seriously discussing, not the differences 
that have grown between the two parties over three years of 
less than successful outcome, but ways of bridging these 
differences. 


Now I think it vitally important that this process continue. 
It is the only process that offers promise, and it is the 
only viable proposal that we have thus far on the inter- 
national table. 


UESTION: Are you concerned that Israel and Egypt will go 
° in different directions after this? 


SECRETARY HAIG: There are, of course, historic attractions to 
such an outcome; but there are also very important contem- 
porary benefits that I talked about from the peace process 
itself. 





As you know, I have recently made two trips to the Middle 
East. I have held extensive discussions with both parties on 
this very topic. President Mubarak has recently visited 
Washington, where he held extensive discussions with President 
Reagan. The experience of these three specific events 

makes me very confident that both parties have pledged them- 
selves to continue with this process, to preserve it and 
strengthen it; and I am very optimistic that that will be 

the case. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what you have said or not said 

about the comments cited in The Post today, whether about the 
issues that you were just asked about or the other things -- the 
British and even conservatives here at home -- are you denying 
that today? Is your “no comment” to be construed as -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: I am not commenting on alleged quotations 
from third parties on topics of that kind. Nothing could be 
more self-defeating and stupid. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the AFL-CIO yesterday adopted a 
policy statement on the Middle East opposing the sale of F-16 
fighter planes and mobile Hawk missiles to Jordan. They 
called on the government not to make those sales. 


Did you make a recommendation to the President? Did you 
discuss that with the Council? Did you make a recommen- 
dation to the President one way or another on that issue? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I discussed this, this morning, with the 
Executive Council. It was a subject of considerable 
discussion over the past weekend, as you know. I think the 
President, Secretary Weinberger and myself have clearly stated 
that no request has been made for the procurement of such 
systems from the United States, and therefore no decision has 
been made with respect to them. 





QUESTION: My question had to do with your recommendation to 
the President, sir. 





SECRETARY HAIG: There hasn't been a request for a recommen- 
dation, and I think I was trying to preempt the answer to a 
question which would be something I haven't been faced with. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in South Florida we're rather concerned 
about the Soviet military buildup in Cuba. I'm wondering how 
seriously you view that, and what sort of options of response 

are available to the United States? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We view it with considerable seriousness. 





The statistics are very worrisome, if not alarming. Three 


times the level of armaments entered Cuba this year than were 
shipped in last year -- over 60,000 tons -- more than in any 
year since the Cuban missile crisis. 
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Not only are we concerned about the volume, but we are con- 
cerned about the quality. There are reports this morning in 
the press of a highly sophisticated ground-support heli- 
copter, recently confirmed reports of a squadron of MIG-23s, 
naval patrol vessels -- a whole panorama of modernized 
Soviet equipment. 


We would not only be concerned about that from the stand- 
point of Cuba's military capability and the level which 
vastly exceeds any potential threat in the area, other 

than the United States itself, but also the possibility that 
it provides additional resources for transshipment of illi- 
cit arms into the hemisphere. So it is a matter of very 
important concern to us. 


As I say, we keep all our options open, and we have been 
reviewing it with great intensity for a number of months 
now. The President, I think, will have some observations to 
make on it this coming week. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much. 





(The conference concluded at 2:30 p.m.) 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much Bill. With that kind 
of introduction, I'm thinking of inviting Bill to my morning 
staff meeting to give a new tone of eloquence to the inevi- 
table leak. 





There has been a lot of talk about new federalism. I want you 
to know I've just drafted some legislation which will turn 
foreign policy over to the state government. (Laughter) In 
that way I can cut at least by half the official spokesmen 
for American foreign policy today. (Laughter) 


I want to give you an update on my old colleague and friend, 
Henry Kissinger. He called me just before his recent bypass 
operation and he says, "Al, how many did you have?" And I 
said, “Two, Henry." He said, “Good, I'm having four." 
(Laughter) They shortchanged him by one. 


But I called the doctor the other day at Massachusetts General 
to see how Henry was doing and he said, "We're very worried. 
He came out of the operation well, but he had a personality 
change.” I said, “What's the matter?" He said, "Well, he 
came out arrogant, egotistical and turf conscious." 

(Laughter) 
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GOVERNOR CLEMENTS: Is that a joke? (Laughter) 





SECRETARY HAIG: In a more serious vein, I want to tell you 
that I very much appreciate the opportunity to meet with you, 
however briefly, today. I very much benefited from the task 
force reports, all of which I recognize as substantive areas 
of concern to the Department of State to a greater or a lesser 
degree, and I welcome your questions with respect to those 
reports at the conclusion of my remarks. 





I eid think it was important in the presentation that 

I make here -- as short as it is -- to touch upon some generai 
background issues which influence each and every one of the 
areas of your task force report. 


I think you know that the efforts of this Administration in 
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especially tne freedom of the individual and his dignity in 
the work place. 


Secondly, I think we all recognize that the turbulent decade 
of the 70's through which we've just passed has had a tremen- 
dous impact on the ebb and flow of international events, and 
many of the post-Vietnam, post-Watergate problems that 
influenced America's foreign policy are now coming home to 
roost. The chickens are coming to rest. One should recall 
that history did not start this past January, but rather is a 
product of a host of evolutionary and historic events which 
American policy has influenced in one way or the other, 
constructively or damagingly. 


Certainly, the decade of the 80's poses a period of vast and 
dynamic social, political and economic change. First and 
foremost we have got to work to structure an international 
environment that makes inevitable and desirable historic 
change the consequence of rule of law and peaceful change; not 
change propelled by so-called “wars of liberation," bloodshed 
and terrorism that increasingly marked the international 
landscape over the last five years. 


That means that America's foreign policy must have a style, a 
style that is characterized by consistency and reliability 
that recognizes that the exclusive preoccupation with national 
self-interest at the expense of traditional American values 
will offend the American peoples" sense of right. 


Simultaneously the rejection of the realities of power in a 
compulsive search for pieties wili offend America's sense of 
reality as well, so we must have a fine balance. 


In that context, as you know, we are emphasizing four fun- 
damental pillars: improvement of our economic situation 
here at home, our defense posture, the strengthening of our 
traditional friendsships and alliances, the establishment of 
a relationship with the Soviet Union based on restraint and 
reciprocity, and I think with increasing significance, the 
establishment of a just and responsible relationship with 
the developing world. 


The decade which we face will see the maturing of multi- 
polarity, the creation of multiple centers of international 
power. It will underline the growing interdependence between 
the developed and the developing world, and this is an area of 
utmost significance as we deal with the immigration and trade 
policies that have been touched upon here. 
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I think it's important to also recognize we‘re witnessing 
today the relative erosion, if you will -- historic erosion of 
the Marxist-Leninist empire established under the sponsorship 
of the Soviet Union at the end of the second World War. We 
see this in every measure. We see it in systematic failure 
in the economy of Marxist-Leninist systems where the private 
sector has been deprived to meet growing defense needs on 
the part of the Soviet leadership. We see it in centrifugal 
pressures of the kind we witness in Eastern Europe, Romania. 
We see it in demographic terms as Russian populations are 
approaching a minority status within the Soviet republics, 
and as the Moslem republics of the Soviet Union have a 
burgeoning birth rate. It could be said that this was the 
incentive for the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan. 


All of these factors -- agricultural failure, economic 
failure, demographic problems, inorganic emphasis on defense 
versus the public sector -- are beginning to take their toll. 
But perhaps nowhere is this of greater significance -- this 
change -- than what is occurring in the developing world. 


You will recall in post-colonial Africa, black leader after 
black leader seized Marxist-Leninist ideology as the locomo- 
tive for social and political change, and it has indeed served 
that purpose. But what we are witnessing today is once they 
adopted that philosophy, once they tried to manage the deve- 
lopment of their national growth, it is a profound failure. 


So these first generation revolutionary leaders are now 
looking for other alternatives. These alternatives are best 
provided in the Western democracies, Western industrialized 
societies, who bring with them economic growth and develop- 
ment, participation in a viable in ernational economic cli- 
mate, trade and technology, medical and humanitarian 
assistance. 


As you know, if we are insensitive to that in the decade 
ahead, we are going to replace these first generation revolu- 
tionary leaders with a new set of more radical new leaders who 
will once again adopt Marxist-Leninist ideology as their loco- 
motive for change. 


Perhaps nowhere is this change in the developing world more 
significant than in our own hemisphere, where the first great 
revolutions in many instances have not come historically, 
where oligarchies and authoritarian regimes are frequently the 


rule. 
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That poses a very, very special problem and brings the 
problem that you talked about in your task force. It means 
that we in the United States are going to have to be 
increasingly sensitive. If one looks back in the immigration 
acea, for example, how short memories are. In the year 1980 
alone one and a half million undocumented emigres came into 
this country. 


I remember just a year and a half ago we felt we were totally 
out of control in the management of these hemorrhaging illegal 
entries. Just think what the level might be if the radicali- 
zation of this hemisphere continues with the only alternative 
a totalitarian model in one state after the other. Why it 
will make the Cuban influx look like child's play. 


So from that point alone we Americans have an important 
responsibility to deal with the social, economic and humani- 
tarian aspects of this crisis as well as the security aspects. 


That's the essence of our approach. It is an approach that 
recognizes that these developing nations -- and especially 

in our own hemisphere -- faced with escalating energy costs 

and declining prices in a one or two product economy, have been 
devastated by an international economic climate which affects 
us all. 


How infrequently Americans step back as they deal with Our own 
economic crises and barely recognize that this is an inter- 
national problem. If you think we're having trouble, visit 
Western Europe today and see the Western industrialized 
societies, their economic growth decline, their unemployment 
levels, and the crises they are faced with, and then perhaps we 
would be somewhat more understandi g of the need to take 
important and dramatic steps to turn this economic crisis 
around. 


At the outset of this Administration I think President Reagan 
took very seriously a comment of a Western European leader who 
Said, "You know, if you can't be perceived to be getting along 
with your neighbors, how do you expect to get along with the 
rest of the world?" So the President started working first 

-- even before his inauguration -- with President 
Lopez=-Portillo and subsequently after inauguration with Mr. 
Trudeau in Canada. 


Just a few weeks ago when I left Mexico City, I left with the 
observation ringing in my ears from Lopez-Portillo that this 
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There is an emerging interdependence between ourselves and our 
neighbors. The great tragedy is that when there is an econo- 
mic decline, when we are all suffering, we tend to focus on 
our navels. Protectionism across a full spectrum of trade, 
economic, monetary and human affairs begins to take on greater 
strength both here in this hemisphere and in our relationships 
with those who share our values around this world. 


No place is this more difficult -- despite the fact that we have 
improved our relationship to the north and the south -- than 

it is today where with Canada we have energy investment, 
problems, we have trade issues on top of the traditional 

acid rain and other problems that you know so well about. 

With Mexico we have also many difficult trade and investment 
programs, and that's what we are trying to work out bi- 
laterally in our joint U.S.-Mexican Commission on Trade. 


In this coming week President Reagan will address the problem 
of our Caribbean area, our southern neighbors. As you know, 

we have attempted to work at this problem from two points of 

view. The first is to deal with the socio-economic crisis so 
that we can help these people to help themselves. 


The second problem is to recognize clearly that when external 
forces, seeking to exploit human misery for external objec- 
tives, engage and intervene in this hemisphere, it makes the 
process all the more risky; and, if it succeeds, clearly 
impossible where totalitarian models will be established. 


The President will address this issue in the next couple of 
days. But think, if we fail, as we view the flow of refu- 

gees from Cuba and from other Centr:iri American republics, what 
can happen in the period ahead if we do not meet this challenge. 


I would like to say a word about immigration. I understand 
that your task force -- and I heard the report here this 
morning -- has recently adopted a policy statement on the 
matter, and a report of your task force on immigration and 
refugees was of great interest to me this morning. I know 
that Senator Simpson, Chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on 
Immigration and Refugee Policies, discussed this with you 
yesterday. 


These are especially anguishing problems and indicative of the 
p.oblems we face in today's world. Since 1975 millions of 
men, women and children have been forced to leave their homes 
in Asia, Africa, the Caribbean and Central Europe. Most of 
them hav fled to avoid Communist repression and aggression. 
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Our approach is to begin by assuring temporary and secure asy- 
lum so that the United States High Commissioner for Refugees 
and concerned governments may work an appropriate solution to 
their particular situation. 


With the active support of the United States and other 
countries, notably Pakistan, most of the African and Afghani 
refugees have either returned to their homeland or been 
granted the opportunity to stay where they are. When these 
solutions are not possible and where we have determined we 
have a special interest in a particular refugee situation, we 
have followed our time-honored tradition of granting refuge in 
this country to the victims of political persecution. 


In these instances we have worked closely with like-minded 
members of the international community -- principally the 
democracies throughout the world -- to assure that this bur- 
den is shared equitably. For example, in the tragic 
Situation of the Indochinese, this country has resettled 


570,000 refugees since 1975, and I would admit to a heavy 


burden for you, Governor (to Governor Ariyoshi). 


Other countries have settled 585,000. So we are not callous, 
as America has not been callous, and we continue to urge them 
and remind them of their obligations. I know of your concerns 
over the financial consequences for the state of refugee 
resettlement, especially in these times of austerity. 
Secretary Schweiker understands your problems and is doing 
what he can to alleviate them. 


For our part, I also wish to assure you that in dealing with 
the refugee crisis overseas, the s aff of the Department of 
State is fully cognizant of the economic, financial and social 
implications of refugee resettlement in this country. 
Incidentally, Governor (to Governor Clements), we very much 
welcome the advice and interchange with the state Governors 
who have been so heavily burdened by this problem. None of us 
has a monopoly on wisdom, and cross exchange of ideas and 
solutions is invaluable and indispensable. 


As representatives of a large segment of the American people, 
I urge you to support the President's July initiative which is 
entirely consonant with the wishes of a large majority of our 
citizens to regain control of America's borders once again in 
a manner that is both fair to ourselves and to those whom we 
would have come to live with us. 


We must be careful not to disadvantage people from any area of 


the world and to avoid damage to our relations abroad as we 
deal with these difficult and sensitive issues. 
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Let me conclude before turning myself over to your questions 
-- and I've avoided specifics -- I believe our improved rela- 
tionships with our immediate neighbors and the Caribbean Basin 
initiative are only parts of our broader program to strengthen 
our allies and our friends. In an interdependent world there 
is no option for isolationism or unilateralism. Both are 
self-defeating. 


I think in the period ahead I would pledge to you -- to every 
state Governor -- the continuing cooperation of the Department 
of State. I have dealt specifically with almost every 
poroblem that has been raised this morning in your task force 
report -- and I'm speaking of the problem associated with 
international trade, the work we have done. From the 
beginning I've instructed our Ambassadors abroad that they 
must be catalysts and leaders in American and entreprenurial 
activity abroad, and I think we've turned an important corner. 


Secondly, we are strongly behind the visa improvement 
Situation that has been raised, so that some 30 countries can 
move into this country with greater speed; and you know I 
fully support the Attorney General's report which was sub- 
mitted in October which has now been re-looked at within the 
Senate Judiciary Subcommittee and new legislation proposed. 


Our ears are open, and we're ready to learn. We think we're 
on the right track, and I want to emphasize that this is an 
integrated program that is synergetic. By that I mean that 
the integrated sum of the whole is greater than the sum of 
individual parts which may give you concern; and always lcok 
at the impact on the integrated whole. 


I thank you very much, Governor, a.d I welcome your questions. 


GOVERNOR WILLIAM P. CLEMENTS, JR. (R-Tex): Well done. 





GOVERNOR D. ROBERT GRAHAM (D-Fla): Thank you very much, Mr. 
Secretary. Are there any questions? 





GOVERNOR CLEMENTS: Al, first let me tell you again how 
pleased we are to have you here with us; and, secondly, I'd 
like for you to know that in my talks of exploration with the 
official family in Mexico, the State Department has been most 
helpful and cooperative, and I want to compliment you on that. 
V2ry good. And they haven't leaked anything yet, either. 
Everything has been just right. 





SECRETARY HAIG: That's federalism, when you get to the center 





of the problem. 
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GOVERNOR CLEMENTS: Al, what I'd like to do is to ask you 
because of the importance of Mexico as our neighbor, and 
because of the proximity of Texas where we have a 1200-mile 
+ border with Mexico, I would like for you to tell me whether or 
not the relationship with Mexico as the bilateral sovereign 
state relationship of the United States vis-a-vis Mexico does 
not in fact give an urgency -- a priority, if you will -- to 
our addressing and helping the process of legislation on the 
undocumented workers from Mexico? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Governor, clearly, from the experiences we've 
had in the late 70's, early 80's, I would say of the 1.5 million 
illegal entrants we had in the year 1980, that at least half 
came from Mexico, and it is indeed urgent and vitally impor- 
tant that we get on with this task. 





As you know, we had certain details in the Attorney General"s 
proposed legislation which involves higher levels than we've 
had in the past. Up to 40,000 a year versus the 20,000 that 
we're authorized. It involves tightening up on a number of 
additional aspects of non-documented entry to include sanc- 


tions against employers who knowingly and willfully violate 
the public law. 





It involves, I think, a whole host of coordinating aspects, 
and in that regard not only must we deal government to govern- 
ment, state to state, city to city and private organizations 
involved in this thing to private organizations involved. 
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I know there are questions about visas from Mexcan labor 
groups. We have some differences there, and there are some 
policies already employed by the Government of Mexico which 
can perhaps be strengthened but which would meet the same 
objective that we are seeking comronly. 
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I think your urgent attention and work you do to get this 
legislation through -- hopefully as we proposed as it -- I 
think the Senate subcommittee is somewhat more restricted in 
their overall approach than the Executive Branch has been -- 
and these are things to be worked out. 





GOVERNOR CLEMENTS: Thank you. 





GOVERNOR GRAHAM: Governor Dreyfus and then Governor Lamn. 





SOVERNOR LEE S. DREYFUS (R-Wis): Mr. Secretary, just two 
policies I would urge to the State Department relative to the 
immigration policy for which Wisconsin is not totally 
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uninvolved, even with the recent immigration of, say, the 
Cuban population in which we willingly played a part to help 
as part of this nation. 


You made reference to our history, and certainly we are a 
nation of immigrants. I happen to be one of those who 
subscribes to the theory that we are 100 percent a country » 
immigrants. 


That being the case, however, there are some changes since the 
time when most of the people here had ancestors who immigrated 
elsewhere and came here. Under that period they operated 
under the rules and regulations and the mandates of prac- 
ticality and survival, but they were very clear rules, regula- 
tions and mandates. Now they operate under the rules, 
regulations and the mandates of the federal and sometimes 
state bureaucracies. 


Two things I would urge to you. If we are at any time again 
struck with an influx of refugees, in quantity, en masse, in a 
short period of time such as the Cuban or Haitian group, I 
would urge that the prime thing done with the time of those 
new immigrants is language. And I think it is far more impor- 
tant than what I saw in the area of sports, of checkers, you 
name it. There's no question in my mind that was a prime con- 
sideration for most of our ancestors in the past. 


The second one has to do with the issue now of bringing in 
families of recent immigrants, and there is a humanistic con- 
cern that they‘re separated from families. I would urge a 
policy of economic viability to be demonstrated first, in 
which an individual proves and demonstrates that he has the 
work capacity, job, and can support that family. 


I would submit to you that it's no different than the ancestry 
of most people around this table including mine. I ama fifth 
generation of a family to come here from Germany, and that 
first immigrant had to wait until there was economic viability 
on his own before he could send back to bring the family. So 
that is also a tradition here, only now it needs to become one 
of bureaucracy and law rather than what was then determined by 
Survivability and practicality. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I very much welcome that, Governor, and, as 





you know, we are concentrating on what we call a “safe haven 
érea" on training programs in language and cultural aspects of 
tne problem to expedite assimilation and to take as much of 
the burden off the local and state government as we can. 
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The other question, of course, involves a host of sensitive 
humanitarian questions, economic imperatives, skill bases 
which we seek to enrich by our existing legislation and modi- 
fications we will propose. I very much welcome that comment. 


GOVERNOR RICHARD B. LAMM (D-Col): Mr. Secretary, along that 
Same line Of continuing comments, I hope you would take full 
cognizance about how strong people feel on this issue, because 
I would suggest to you there's been a massive change of public 
opinion. When we have in fact almost 9% unemployed in this 
country, when we are no longer an empty frontier that can 
assimilate unlimited numbers of people, and recent polls show 
that 91% of the people want a vigorous enforcement and an end 
to illegal immigration, but over 80% want to stop legal 
immigration until we get our unemployment down in this 
country, I really seriously question the current refugee 


program. 





As Governor Dreyfus said, we get people, we pick them up at 
the airport, we put them in public housing and on food stamps 
and on welfare, and the following day they will sponsor a 
large number of their relatives. 


The definitions of what people can come in, to what degree, 
allowing brothers and sisters, kicxs off chain migration of 
large quantities, and I really would suggest to you that there 
is boiling in the public a very strong reaction which I 
neither condone nor certainly want to encourage. But I would 
think it's very important that you understand. 


We had a riot in Denver a year ago last summer, and I really 
think that when you look at the economic and resource con- 
ditions of this country, and you cc isider that there are 14 
million refugees by United Nations standards out there -- 
there are 800 million people that are malnourished -- that the 
idea that America is indeed the home of last resort for all of 
the dispossessed people in the world is over. The day that we 
can take unlimited quanitites of people is over, and people are 
suffering compassion fatigue in large quanitites. Your 

policy directly can aggravate that, and I just hope that you 
understand how strongly people are feeling on this issue. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Governor, I welcome that comment, and I am 





aware of the sensitivity and, fortunately for me, Mr. 
Schweiker will have to address most of your specific questions 
here on our domestic policies in that regard. 
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On the other hand, I again emphasize to you and to all 
thoughtful Americans that it is not just a problem of managing 
. the flow of refugees who come to our shores. It's a problem 

E with dealing with refugees world-wide in an enlightened way. 
Too infrequently we permit to go unchallenged the crimes of 
Southeast Asia, genocide, the murder of literally millions of 
Cambodians and Vietnamese or the incarceration of them, which 
has triggered this flow of human misery to our shore, the 
suppression that takes place in Cuba today that caused the 
influx, or the socio-economic crisis of the Haitis of this 
world. 


 elbn weallePR a 


What I'm trying to emphasize to you is that we must not deal 
with it in a simplistic way. We must understand that there 
are problems of the source, and sacrifice to deal with those 
problems, whether it's a Caribbean Basin initiative or taking 
a strong stand against totalitarian excesses as we have almost 
compulsively done with excesses from the right. 


I would hope that in our expressions of concern ~- as 
legitimate as they are, especially with our unemployment 
levels the way they are today and the great burden on the 
American taxpayers -- that we look at these other aspects of 
the problem as well. 


I think you will find that Secretary Schweiker is extremely 
sensitive to the ones that you've raised, and I hope our 
program will be responsive to then. 
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GOVERNOR LAMM: Mr. Secretary, I think this country histori- 

: cally has taken in political refugees and trust that it will 
continue to do so. A lot of us quesiion whether it's politi- 
cal refugees or economic refugees chat make up the biggest 
flow, and I think our hearts would be a lot more warm towards 
political refugees if we would find some better way to 
distinguish those. 








You mention the million and a half illegal immigrants coming 
into this country. And I know and appreciate the President, by 
the way, is the first President in a long time that has 
attempted to deal with that problem, and I recognize that very 
importantly. But that distinction, most of the 14 million 
refugees that are out there in the world right now -=- and the 
numbers are going to be a billion people added to the world in 
tie next 11 years -- that number is bound to grow. 


I think political refugees, fine; economic refugees are a very 
different matter. 
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GOVERNOR GRAHAM: Mr. Secretary, if I could follow up on that 





statement with one of the questions that came out of our task 
force on refugees. 


Your Department has the responsibility for recommending annual 
levels of legal immigration in the United States. It's been 
the position of the National Governors Association, and we've 
stated by our adoption today, that that number has to be 
related to the willingness of the federal government to pro- 
vide the financial support to assure assimilation. 


The question is the degree to which your determination of the 
appropriate number of refugees is coordinated with Secretary 
Schweiker and the financial offices of the national government 
to see that the national government is in a position to accept 
that fiscal responsibility so that it will not become a burden 
on state and local government. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I can assure you, Governor, that the entry 
quotas that you touch upon are intimately related to the 
budgetary aspects of the burden that those quotas impose. As 
you know, there are some modifications proposed this year with 
respect to time length for 100 percent support which has been 
che federal government's policy, with the recognition that at 
the halfway point, reduction of that in half. It then becomes 
the option of the state to claim cne fellow that has been 
assimilated and is ready to join the normal welfare eligibi- 
lity and to be reimbursed if they don't. 





So I do want to assure you that there's been a very careful 
assessment of that, and the levels for Indochina this year have 
been reduced. In the light of that but also in the recogni- 
tion that the problem itself may subside somewhat, we have 
always unprogrammed events and tha .'s why contingency plans 
wrich the Governors Council supports and which we are under- 
taking is vitally important. 


For example, we've had to take, since October, some 6,000 
Polish emigres, and that figure depended on events in the 
period ahead. It could grow dramatically, and I can assure 
you it won't be economically based sources. These will be the 
products of the refugees from oppression, and we're working 
with the Government of Austria to try to help them now because 
they're holding large numbers of additional refugees, to help 
them with food and the World Food Council, and with the U.N. 
coordinator. 


But all that you say is true, and of course I can understand 
the degree of subjectivity on your part, Governor, with the 
terrible burdens that your state has had to bear. 
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GOVERNOR GRAHAM: Governor Ariyoshi. 





GOVERNOR GEORGE R. ARIYCSHI (D-Hawaii): Mr. Secretary, we 
have Governor Tenorio who is the Gevernor from the Northern 
Marianas out there. We've heard your views on the Caribbean, 
but the Pacific-Asian Basin in where two-thirds of the people 
of the world live. It is where we have a tremendous surge 
of independence and many new nations are being born. 





Over 50 percent of our United States aid takes place in the 
Pacific-Asian Basin. I would be very interested in hearing a 
little bit about the views towards the Pacific-Asian Basin. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think, Governor, I had the benefit of an 
exchange with you last spring on my way to the ASEAN nations 
-- Australia and New Zealand as well. I think from two points 
of view it's important to recognize that these nations -- both 
the older ones that are established and the burgeoning, deve- 
loping ones -~ have had a great sensitivity to this human 


problem of immigration. 





Cooperation and coordination -- why, I was in Hong Kong, where 
there are literally thousands and thousands of Southeast Asian 
refugees. Our friends in Thailand have absorged tremendous 
numbers, and chey hope either to resettle but the great tra- 
gedy of the Southeast Asian refugees is they have no refuge to 
go back home. Conditions don't change, the suppression con- 
tinues anc worsens. 


So they have to be relocated, and there we're working with all 
of the Bas’n states. There are some nations with vast resour- 
ces and space and the need for new populations to provide for 
their own growth. We've got to cuntinue to work this problem. 


I think they're sensitive to it, and certainly you, Governor, 
have a very special feel for that. So we welcome your advice. 


GOVERNOR GRAHAM: This will be the last question. Governor 
White of Arkansas. 


GOVERNOR FRANK WHITE (R-Ark): Mr. Secretary, regarding the 





Cuban influx and the experience that we had in Arkansas with a 
significant element of criminal background and social problems 
which are not easily adjustable into the American society, I 
wonder if there was any meaningful dialogue or any substantive 
talk with the Castro Government at this time for perhaps some 
of that particular element going back to Cuba. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Governor, as you know, the previous admi- 
— nistration conducted such talks which concluded just about 

- inauguration time last year with a rather uncompromising 
rejection on the part of Havana for any compromise solution. 





er 


Subsequently we have through our Interests Section made clear 
that this situation is unsatisfactory, but I'm sorry to tell 
you that events in other even more significant areas tend to 
eclipse the prospect for progress in this area. I'm talking 
about the increasing militarization of Cuba, the increased 
intervention of Cuba in this hemisphere. 


Foreign 


So your question now is relative priorities and it does not 
suggest for a moment that this isn't a vitally important and 
unsatisfactory situation. The President views it that way and 
his whole bureaucracy, I can assure you, does as well. 


We have been working on various alternatives, but they're 
hung up in the current state of political dynamics in the 
region. 


GOVERNOR GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. We've appreciated 
very much your sharing this time with us and your candid 
response to questions and your illuminating statements. Thank 
you very much. 
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(Applause. ) 
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BELGIAN PRESS: It is obvious, Mr. Secretary, that our 
questions will be inspired by Enropean viewpoints. Part of 

the discussions here with the Belgian Ministers, who are repre- 
senting the EC as well, were about the different approach 

in U.S. and European policy. 3 





What is the U.S. dissatisfaction with Europe? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would not describe, in value, terms the rela- 
tionship as dissatisfaction. I tiink we've had a number of 
problems develop in recent months which begin perhaps with 
some of the peace demonstrations and the Central American 
problem where there are differing perspectives and interests; 
the problems associated with the Polish crisis, which I think 
have thus far been managed extremely well with a great domi- 
nance of unity on both sides of the Atlantic; and, thirdly, 
and of course the most important because on both sides of the 
Atlantic we are experiencing a rather critical economic 
decline, and that in that area, as is so often the case when 
people are hurting economically, there's a tendency to look 
inward, to flirt with protectionist devices, either direct or 
indirect, and it's at times like this that these trends can 

i take on political overtones which we must be extremely careful 
about in the period ahead. 
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BELGIAN PRESS: You mentioned the economic problems. Recently, 
the French Minister Jobert warned that 1982 would be the year of 
confrontation that we expect. 





Have your talks with Mr. Tindemans and Mr. Martens given you 
the feeling that this is a realistic danger? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would not attribute my attitude on this 
subject to Mr. Jobert, whom I've known well, but rather refer 
to my own comments at the recent NATO Ministerial meeting 
where I personally described to the other ministers that I 
felt that this coming year would be a year of economic crisis 
within the alliance, and that it would take on such signifi- 
cance that it would have major political overtones. In that 
context, yes, I share Mr. Jobert's judqment. 





For further information contact: 
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BELGIAN PRESS: We mentioned already reasons for division, 
discord among the allies, and then there are those sanctions 
against Poland and the Soviet Union. 





We would very much like to know whether the U.S. means those 
sanctions to hurt, really to be felt by the opposite side, or 
that those sanctions are just a psychological trick, a kind of 
pressure? 


4 Ate : 
* 
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SECRETARY HAIG: They're neither one nor the other. They of 
course do send a very important political signal. In the 
case of Poland where the credit situation is so severe, they 
have a very meaningful, practical impact on the Polish 
Government, and I hope our providing an incentive for that 
Government to meet the three conditions laid out by the NATO 
Alliance and the Ten as well. 








With respect to other sanction areas, clearly the consequences 
are more political than they are pragmatic or significant 
pressures. On the other hand, there are other sanctions that 
can and perhaps should be considered in the period ahead, 
depending on the situation in Poland proper and the Soviet 
attitude with respect to that situation. 


BELGIAN PRESS: Mr. Secretary, you said recently that while 
you personally opposed the gas project from the Soviet Union, 
you're against allowing the difference over this deal to upset 
allied unity on Poland. 





Do you think that some of your colleagues do not speak exactly 
the same language, and that they think that the gas project is 
even more important than the allied unity? 
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In Europe, we're sometimes under the impression that those dif- 
ferences could affect the cohesion of American foreign policy, 
and we would like to have your comments on that. 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, let me lay out clearly that the 
United States has been opposed to the gas line project from 
its inception. I even recall in my NATO role being rather 
concerned about it, fearful that the West would become 
increasingly dependent on the Soviet Union for vital energy 
resources and then vulnerable to blackmail in times of crises. 





We took that position very clearly to the Ottawa Summit -- 
this Administration -- this past summer. At that time, we 
sought to interest our European partners in some alternative 
solutions, and we put some together and went to Europe and 
attempted to interest our partners. Unfortunately, our 
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package was not sufficiently attractive to derail or even 
modify a project which has been underway, after all, since 
1976, at least in the discussion and negotiating stage. 


It's been my view, and I hold it very strongly and I know it 
is the President's view. And that is, after all, the 
Secretary of State and the President who establish and articu- 
late our foreign policy. So I would want to reassure my 
European colleagues that it would be wrong were we to be per- 
ceived to exploit the Polish crisis as a means of derailing or 


interrupting the pipeline project. 


Our opposition to that stands on its own two feet, and it 
hasn't changed and we will continue to do our best in 
collaboration with our allies to convince those involved that 
other alternatives better meet their security needs. 


BELGIAN PRESS: But in the circumstances now, Mr. Secretary, 
is there an opposition to the gas contract in Europe for more 
sanctions against you than against the Soviet Union? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Clearly, there's an interrelationship. For 
example, in some of the decisions that the President made on 
technology transfer on December 30 involved accoutrements for 
the pipeline itself such as the turbine, and these have caused 
considerable problems in Europe where contracts have been 
signed and default commitments are threatened. 





We're going to have to talk about this, and we are sending a 
team over to Europe I hope will arrive sometime next week to 
see what can be worked out on this subject. 


BELGIAN PRESS: I come back on the different approach of 
things between Europe and the United States. Why do you stick 
to a confrontation policy? What do you think about the 
European practice as is suggested by our Ministers, I think, 
to see local conflicts more as a complex of local and inter- 
national components rather than, let's say, simplifying them 
to an East-West conflict. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I assume when you say “confrontation 
policies,” you mean vis-a-vis the Soviet Union. 





BELGIAN PRESS: Yes. 





SECRETARY HAIG: First, I think it's important to reflect back 





on the experiences of the last five years. As you know, I was 
part of an administration some years ago that worked very hard 
for a concept of detente, the improvement of East-West rela- 
tions, and, indeed, the Helsinki accords themselves in the 


Final Act. 
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But how unfortunate it has been that in that period since 

1976, starting with Angola, carrying on through Ethiopia, 
through Southern Yemen, Northern Yemen, Kampuchea, the first 
Situation in Afghanistan -- which we at that time failed to 
challenge and, I think, encouraged the Soviet Union to miscalcu- 
late and directly intervene -- and now we're faced with the 
Polish situation for which the Soviet Union bears a major 
responsibility, and that's the collective viewpoint of all of 
uS. 


Clearly, the Russians are best served and our relationships 
with them are best served when they know the limits of Western 
toleration, and those limits, I think, in rational terms have 
been long since surpassed. And the time has come for the 
Soviet leadership to demonstrate and to exercise greater 
restraint in the conduct of their international affairs, 
whether it's in the Western hemisphere where they are arming 
and have armed Cuba this past year at levels three times what 
they did last year and higher than any year of armament ship- 
ments since the Cuban missile crisis of 1962. 


So, I think, history has taught Western Europe and the United 
States, which has sacrificed together in two conflicts in this 
century, the lessons of prudence and the need to be sure there 
is no misunderstanding about the limits of Western toleration 
and acceptability. 


BELGIAN PRESS: I would like to stay, ic I may, with the glo- 
bal approach. One offspring of this approach appears to be 
the principle of linkage which I would define as letting rela- 
tions between the Soviet Union and the United States be deter- 
mined by the way the Soviet behave all over the globe. 





Now this principle (sic) is still here to theoretically -- but as 
we see that, for example, after these events in Poland the 
grain embargo which seems to be the most potent weapon to be 
used is not used. People wonder if linkage is more than 
words. 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, let me answer the grain embargo 





question. The grain embargo did not work. The grain embargo 
was a failure. It did not deprive the Soviet Union of the 
resources that its conceivers had hoped it would. Why? 
Because the other grain producers did not join it, and because 
other nations served as a conduit in what we call third-nation 
sales and American flour and wheat was ground into other sub- 
sidies and transmitted to the Soviet Union. 
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That doesn't reflect a contradiction in terms on the subject 
of linkage, but I think it's important that your viewers do 
not believe that we conceive of linkage as a mechanistic 
device in which everything is happy globally in every corner 
of the world in order for us to do business in any corner of 
the world. Hardly at all. 


But linkage is not an issue to be debated. It is a fact of 
international behavior and it has historically been that. And 
where our vital interests are being challenged, in whatever 
area, such as Poland or Afghanistan, and the standards that we 
are seeking to require the international community to live by, 
I think clearly it has an impact on the overall conduct of our 
affairs in every functional area. 


BELGIAN PRESS: Mr. Haig, one thing can be said, at least, 
after all, about the lifting of the grain embargo, and it is 
that it was certainly an incentive to the American farmers, 
and the farmers in Europe do get incentives too, although 
they're of a different a kind -- they get straight subsidies. 





But the sort of thing that there could be an embargo against 
them in America, while at the same time America is exporting 
grain to Russia, I would like to have your opinion about 


that. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not sure I understand the question. How 
there could be an embargo? 





BELGIAN PRESS: My question is that the European farmers, the 
sort of thing that there could be an embargo against them in 

America while at the same time America keeps exporting grain 

to Russia, and it's a sort of feeling of - 





SECRETARY HAIG: I would certainly hope that we wouldn't be 
faced with that kind of a contradiction. I do know, and as 
you know, that there's great sensitivity on both sides of the 
Atlantic in two particular areas of American-European trade: 
Agriculture and, of course, steel. 





With respect to agriculture, some of our farm interests have 
heen concerned that both in Third World markets or third 
country markets and in the Transatlantic exchange that sub- 
Sidies have disrupted normal competitive arrangements in the 
agricultural sector. 


These are problems that I think it behooves all of us to work 
on intensely and not to permit them to deteriorate into any 
kind of economic warfare or exclusiveness in our dealings. TI 
Suppose the economic community itself, it's in the agri- 
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cultural sector that it has achieved the greatest success 
internally for the members of the community. And one need 
only live in Europe as I have to see the benefits of it. 


But we benefit also in the United States by being able to deal 
with an entity instead of the ten member governments 
separately on these anguishing questions, and I'm very opti- 
mistic that in the period ahead we're going to work out these 
problems. 


BELGIAN PRESS: Mr. Secretary, may I add a subquestion, let's 
say, to what my colleague asked? If ever such American pro- 
tective measures might come, will you consider them as kind of 
sanctions against allies? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think allies conduct sanctions 





against one another. I do believe that in a difficult econo- 
mic climate, such as we are experiencing on both sides of the 
Atlantic today, that these problems become more difficult and 
therefore require more consultation and more willingness to 
recognize that the political spirit sometimes has to dominate 
more practical considerations as it has in the past. 


In that regard, let me assure you that this Administration is 
a strong and staunch advocate of free trade. We believe in 
the GATT and we are prepared to strengthen the GATT at its 
next meeting and to work diligently to do so. 


I do believe that in the period ahead it's going to require 
patience on both sides, and above all political sagacity so as 
not to permit these inevitable problems to derail a spirit of 
cooperation and alliance that is so fundamental to our vital 
security needs. 


BELGIAN PRESS: On the East-West balance in arms, Mr. 





Secretary, Mr. Tindemans in Newsweek in his interview has spo- 
ken of parity in nuclear defense between East and West. 





The question very often is why is a rough equivalence on the 
whole not enough for the U.S. and for the alliance? Is it not 
obvious, could one ask, that a stronger position of the West 
is not acceptable for the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think anyone has questioned -- 
whether you use the code words that are current today, ade- 
quacies, balance, equivalence, rough equivalance, essential 
equivalent -- this is not the problem. The problem has been 
the change in the relative balances between East and West over 
the past ten years where the Soviet Union has been accumu- 
lating increasing levels of nuclear armament. 
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Nowhere is this more evident than in Western Europe, an area 
that I am intimately familiar with. And by any measure of 
bookkeeping, if you include all allied systems, your balance 

is roughly three to one in favor of the Soviet Union; if you 
exclude those European-owned systems, it's closer to six to one. 


The problem is that in the strategic area, while our balances 
are currently not too worrisome, the existing trend and the 
continuing Soviet force buildup will soon, by the mid-period of 
this decade, put us in a very vulnerable position if the 

United States doesn't increase its nuclear capability, and 
we're in the process of doing that. 


BELGIAN PRESS: But the assessment of it is very difficult. 

Why don't they reveal some intelligence sources on it? That 
is only a sort of propaganda war now with the publishing of 

booklets. 





SECRETARY HAIG: There's nothing new about that. I spent five 
years in NATO Europe, and it went on during that whole period. 
The simple facts are, do our Western people and do our Western 
correspondents believe they're responsible Western officials 
or would they prefer to take the counsel of the East? I would 
hope not. 





The picture is very clear it is quantifiable, and it has been 
guantified. There are differences in qualities of systems, of 
course, which complicate it. But by any measure of megaton- 
nage, numbers of missiles, numbers of warheads, numbers of 
delivery systems, the Soviet Union has clearly been moving in 
the direction of superiority. 


Incidentally, for one who's interested in arms control -- and 
the United States is and President Reagan is very, very 
interested in it -- there is no incentive for the Soviets to 
Sit down and negotiate if they feel we are unilaterally going 
to provide the reductions on our own for them. 


One would think back to the INF question, the theater nuclear 
question. I recall very well as the dramatic deployment of 
the SS-20s progressed in Europe and concerns developed in the 
NATO family, that we talked about negotiations with the Soviet 
Union. They refused to even consider such negotiations until 
the dual track decision was made in December of '79, and 
within a matter of weeks they were ready to sit down and talk. 


BELGIAN PRESS: Mr. Secretary, you (inaudible) with Geneva 
where those talks have been going on since the first of 
December. Is it possible to lift the tip of the veil which 
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Overhangs those talks in the first place? And the second part 
of my question is, if these talks do not yield any results by 
-- what is the deadline? -- summer of ‘83, does your govern- 
ment consider that the deployment of the Pershing and Cruise 
missiles as arranged in the NATO decision is politically 
feasible considering the climate in Europe -- in many European 
countries? 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, let me emphasize to you that we have 
gone into these talks with the full intent of achieving 
substantial reductions in the nuclear threat to Western 
Europe. We have put forth the proposal that addresses speci- 
fically the real current cause for nuclear concern, and that 
is the SS-20s. 





We have made a proposal that would eliminate entirely the so- 
called zero option, that threat. And we think that is the 
most promising principle approach to take if the Soviet Union 
is interested in reducing tensions. 


I'm very confident that our European partners -- those 
involved in this '79 decision -- will recognize as do we that 
the earlier we decide to proceed with this deployment, the 
clearer and the more unshakable that determination is, the 
better incentive the Soviets have to sit down and negotiate. 


BELGIAN PRESS: You have not yet lifted the tip of the veil. 
Do you feel optimistic about the possibilities of reaching 
agreement before December of ‘83, given the -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's too early to say. I think that 
the talks have been conducted in a professional way on site. 
I am somewhat regretful that the Soviet Union, despite our 
agreement in Geneva, not to disclose publicly the conduct or 
the details of these talks, has chosen to make public their 
long-standing freeze proposal which we all know only too well 
in Western circles. 





I think the greatest problem -- to lift the veil just a bit, 
but not to violate our agreement -- would be to suggest that 
our differences on data -- rather mindboggling differences -- 
which I would hope would be resolved with good sense on both 
sides. 


As you know, we have already tabled a draft treaty which sup- 
ports the zero option that the West has put forward, I must 
say with great coordination and consultation. 
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BELGIAN PRESS: If we stick for one more second on Geneva, but 





coming back to earth again, leaving the data, then I wonder 
whether you can understand people in Europe, first that they 
are convinced that such talks may take a very long time; that 
even U.S. leaders speak about possibilities of limited nuclear 
war; that they get scared and that they form those rather 
important peace movements. 


Can you feel with them? Can you understand such an action? 


SECRETARY HAIG? Let me assure you, when we look at the weight 
of Soviet strategic nuclear power that is targeted almost 
exclusively on the United States, such concerns exist here as 
well. 





I'm not one that does not accept that serious people hold 
these concerns. Certainly we hold them here too on this side 
of the Atlantic where the megatonnage, the yields and the 
devastation would be perhaps comparable or worse. 


The problem is how best to achieve the control of this nuclear 
monster. The only rational approach is negotiated, substan- 
tial reductions on both sides. It's an unfortunate fact of 
international reality that that can only be accomplished if 
both sides have an incentive to do so, and that means that 
unfortunately we in the West cannot permit the balances bet- 
ween East and West to fall into disarray. 


BELGIAN PRESS: Do you think the actual peace movement in 
another part of the world -- in Eastern Germany, in the East, 
let's say -- do you consider that a positive action, a posi- 
tive movement? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I don't know that I would want to give that 
kind of a value term to it, but I think it is a significant 
event that movements that started essentially in the West, that 
were encouraged by the Soviet Union and in some instances 
managed and funded by the Soviet Union, have now turned on the 
promoters of such activities because these are genuine 
demonstrations as I understand them in Eastern Germany. 





I think it is an encouraging fact that it demonstrates 
something that we see in Poland today, and “‘iat is that there 
is still independence of thought and respc «ible subjective 
attitudes within the Eastern zone. The great tragedy is that 
it's not condoned, it's not accepted as a principle, and we 
are seeing it stamped out in Poland today. 
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BELGIAN PRESS: Mr. Haig, I think you know Europe well, and 





it's sometimes said in Europe that you understand us well. 
But what about American public opinion? It seems there is a 
feeling here that we keep letting you down, that we keep 
challenging you, without being able sometimes to set up our 
own dynamic policy. 


Do you think that we keep letting you down? 


SECRETARY HAIG: That would certainly not be my judgment. I 
wouid not be totally frank if I didn't suggest from time to 
time that we are frustrated as our Western European partners 
are with American policies from time to time. 





But this is the nature of an alliance such as NATO or a com- 
munity of nations of diverse sovereign entities. [I think it's 
not only a frustration at times, but it is also the vital 
Strength of the alliance, and I would not want to overdrama- 
tize American concerns to our European friends and viewers. 


Of course the Polish crisis was a major crisis that caused all 
of us in our consciences and in our hearts and souls to worry 
as to whether or not we were going to do the right things for 
the values and standards that we espouse and cherish. 


But how short memories are. Do you forget that after 
Czechoslovakia, Hungary and Fast Germany, the Western European 
nations, the alliance and the United States all ruled that it 
was an internal matter of no concern. And here on this occa- 
sion we've united together, first to condemn the action -- the 
martial law and the repression -- second, to clearly put our 
finger on the Soviet Union for its responsibility for this 
outcome; and, finally, to work together, as difficult as it is, 
and you would expect it to be -- each of us have different eco- 
nomic interests and commitments and involvements with the East 
-- to concert together successfully in the sanction area, 
political and economic. 


BELGIAN PRESS: So we are not letting you down after all? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. I just came back from Madrid, 
end the performance of the Western alliance at the first day's 
meeting and the subsequent meeting last Friday, portrayed a 
degree of unity unprecedented in recent history. 





BELGIAN PRESS: I think we could go on very long like that, 
but I'm afraid we have to conclude now this discussion. Our 
time is up. Thank you, Mr. Secretary, for your offer to meet 
with a group of the Belgian press and for this very fruitful 
discussion. 
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t Joint US-Canada Statement on Transboundary Air Pollution 

E 

= Representatives of the Governments of the United States 

= and Canada met in Washington on Pebruary 24, 1982 to P 

> continue negotiations on transboundary air pollution. 

ow 

-® The US delegation was led by Thomas M. 7. Niles, Deputy 

= ¢ US delegation was led by Thomas M. 7. Niles, Deput. 

Ss Assistant Secretary of State for European Affairs. Edwacd 

a G. Lee, Assistant Under Secretary for USA Affairs for the 

5 Department of External Affairs, led the Canadian cCelegation. 

“Cc 

vf The negotiations are taking place under the 19380 

-o US-Canada Memorandum of Intent on Transboundary Air 

a> Pollution. Formal discussions began ia June 1931. This was 

4 the third necotiating session. 

oe 

ge The Canadian delegation tabled a draft text of an 

. agreement. The discussion also included an exchange of 
views on proposed General Principles sections presented by 
both delegations. Other subjects covered included the state 
of scientific knowledge and control actions taken by both 


countries. 


Progress reports were presented by the Chairmen of the 
US-Canada Work Groups, which have been assembling an agreed 
basis of understanding on the transboundary air pollution 
problem. The Work Group Chairmen confirmed their 
to meet the March 3i deadline for completion of +t 
III reports. 


The US and Canadian negotiators agreed that the meeting 
had been useful and agreed to meet again at an early date. 


For further information contact: 
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U.S. MAKES CONTRIBUTION FOR KHMER RELIEF 





Sir Robert Jackson, the UN Secretary General's Special 
Representative for Kampuchean Relief, will visit the State 
Department on February 25 for high-level discussions concerning 
refugee relief on the Thai-Kampuchean border and in the 
interior of Kampuchea. During his visit, Sir Robert will meet 
with the Deputy Secretary: Ambassador Richard Vine, Director of 
the Bureau for Refugee Programs; Ambassador John Holdridge, 
Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs; and 
Nicholas Platt, Acting Assistant Secretary for International 


Organization Affairs. 


can Foreign 


In response to requests for humanitarian food assistance 
from Sir Robert, the UN's Food and Agricultural Organization, 
and the World Food Program to meet an emergency food shortfall 
in Kampuchea, the international donors to the Kampuchean relief 
program recently decided to continue minimal food assistance to 
Kampuchea. In addition, the border relief effort continues to 
care for the 230,000 Khmer who fled Kampuchea in the wake of 
the 1979 Vietnamese invasion. The United States is the largest 
single contributor to this international humanitarian effort. 
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As a demonstration of continued U.S. support for the 
Kampuchean relief program, Ambassador Vine will present Sir 
| Robert a letter making available the first $5.5 million of the 
United States’ ten million dollar pledge for the 
Thai~Kampuchean border relief operation. 


For further information comtact: 
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February 25, 1982 


MICHAEL H. ARMACOST 
SWORN IN AS 

U. S. AMBASSADOR TO 
THE PHILIPPINES 


Michael Hayden Armacost, of Maryland, was sworn in on 
February 17 as United States Ambassador to the Philippines, 
succeeding Richard W. Murphy. 


Born in Cleveland, Ohio, on April 15, 1937, Mr. Armacost 
graduated from Carleton College in 1958 with a BA degree in 
international relations from Columbia University in 1961 and 


1965, respectively. 


From 1962-68, Armacost taught government at Pomona College, 
and from 1968-69, he was an associate professor of inter- 
national relations at International Christian University, 


in Tokyo, Japan. 


Joining the Department of State in 1969, Mr. Armacost 

served twice on the Policy Planning Staff at State (1969-72 

and 1974-77); in Tokyo (1972-74); as a Senior Staff Member for 
East Asian Affairs at the National Security Council (1977-78); 
and as Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for East Asian 
Affairs and Inter-American Affairs in the Office of the 
Assistant Secretary of International Security Affairs (1978-80). 


Most recently, Mr. Armacost had served as Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs in the 
Department of State from January 28, 1980, before assuming 
his present post as U.S. envoy in Manila. During that period, 
his area of responsibility included China, Japan and Korea. 


Mr. Armacost has written numerous articles on foreign policy 
and defense, and has published two books: The Politics of 
Weapons Innovation (Columbia University Press, 1969); and 
The Foreign Relations of the United States (Dickenson Press, 


1969). 


Ambassador Armacost is married to the former Roberta Rune Bray, 
and has three sons (Scott, Timothy and Christopher). 
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SPEECH AND Q&A SESSION 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER H. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT 
CONSERVATIVE POLITICAL ACTION CONFERENCE 
STATE ROOM, THE MAYFLOWER HOTEL 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 1982, 11:20 A. M. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much for that warm introduc- 
ton, Bill (Middendorf), and the generous reception -- the kind I 
so richly deserve and so seldom receive. (Laughter) 





I want you to know how pleased I am to have this opportunity 
to deliver the first annual Bob Woodward Memorial Lecture on 
Confidentiality in Government. (Laughter and applause) 


I want you to know also I discussed what I would say today 
with my staff yesterday morning, so I'm sure you've had an 
Opportunity to read it. (Laughter) 


There's been a lot of speculation this week about who was the 
insidious source of those leaks. I want you to know I took 
a lie detector test on Wednesday and passed successfully. It 
became necessary when Mary McGrory said she liked me a little 
better as a result of those leaks. (Laughter) 


I've been, frankly, very pleased with all of the notoriety 
this past week. I was beginning to wonder after my first 
quiet year here whether or not the press was yoOing to overlook 
me. (Laughter) 


I must also be very honest with this group. I've been 
somewhat concerned that my conservative credentials have been 
questioned recently. I noticed one of your publications the 
other day said, “Haig must go." And then I had this invita- 
tion that said, “Haig must come." (Laughter) 


I figured it was time to get some new approach to our foreign 
policy, so I've designed in the spirit of new Federalism some 
legislation which will transfer responsibility for the conduct 
of our foreign policy to the 51 Governors of our states. That 
will reduce by at least half the spokesmen for the 
Administration's foreign policy. (Laughter and applause.) 
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As I came in, somebody asked me, "What about your mysterious 
friend, Henry Kissinger? How did he come out of his recent 
heart surgery?” I said, "Fine, I called the doctor ip at 
Massachusetts General the other day, and I asked him the same 
question. The doctor said, "Fine, he's healthy and well, but 
unfortunately there's been a personality change." I said, 
"What do you mean?" He said, "Well, he came out arrogant, 
self-centered, with megalomaniac tendencies and very 
turf-conscious." I said, "Don't you know that's common to 
all heart bypass cases?" (Laughter and applause.) 


I noticed last night, getting ready and thinking about this 
morning, that somehow my staff had scheduled ten minutes of 
written remarks and ten minutes of questions, and I thought 
that that was totally inadequate for a group that represents 
such a fundamentally important part of President Reagan's sup- 
port base and the direction of good sense in American foreign 


policy. 


So I asked quickly that I be given an opportunity to speak a 
little longer and to take questions from the floor for an 
extensively longer period. (Applause) 


What I would like to do is make a few observations on a number 
of international questions and issues and directions, avoiding 
the esoteric and leaving the contemporary questions to you; 
and if I get you mad enough, we may have some fun. 


I think it's first and foremost important that we focus on the 
objectives of American foreign policy today -- President 
Reagan's own vision -- and that is to create and structure an 
international climate which is hospitable to traditional 
American values and ideals; and, above all, with focus on the 
freedom and the dignity of the individual, whether in the work 
place or wherever. 


This is a task of some magnitude in an environment where 
necessary and desirable historic change has been perverted by 
the forces of Marxist-Leninist ideology to prop:i social 
change through so-called “wars of liberation," bloodshed and 
terrorism. Therefore, a fundamental aspect of this global 
structure we seek to put in place is histovic change through 
peaceful means. 


Style becomes an essential aspect in day-to-day conduct of 
one's affairs, and in that context we must thread a fine line 
between the excesses of style which have characterized in 
dialectic fashion American foreign policy for too long and 
especially in the post-Vietnam, post-Watergate era. 


We must, On the one hand, recognize that a foreign policy ti .t 
ignores traditional American values, with a preoccupation and 
self-interest or real politik, will offend America's sense of 
right. 
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On the other hand, and perhaps more currently important, we 
have to recognize that a foreign policy which ignores the 
realities and the fundamental aspects of national power in a 
compulsive, pious search for ideological values offends 
America's sense of reality. So a fine balance must also be 
struck. 


It's also important in these days of contemporary, hyperactive 
criticism of all that Presidents do or don't do, that we 
recognize clearly that history did not start this past 
January, that today as a nation many of the mistakes of 

the past decade are coming home to roost. This is going to 

be a year of unprecedented challenge to this nation of ours 
here at home domestically in the economic sector, and perhaps 
even more significantly abroad. 


Any student of international affairs knows that the inter- 
national environment has changed profoundly over the past 20 
years. We've emerged from bipolarity to multipolarity in 
various sources of power and interests, and sometimes labels 
do not constitute reality. 


Secondly, we know that this is a world that was spawned in the 
aftermath of the second war -- the Breton Woods Conference -- 
and that interdependence and interrelationships of those 
nations who share like values has become increasingly per- 
vasive and cannot be reversed, no matter how much and for what 
reasons we might seek to change that reality. 


For that reason the President has structured his foreign 
policy on four fundamental principles; four pillars or objec- 
tives, if you will. 


The first is to clearly understand that we Americans cannot 
exercise effective leadership abroad if we preside over an 
economic shambles nere at home. No way. (Applause) 


But what a tragic circumstance of history that the legacy of 
our internal economic failures has converged with the legacy 
of our failure to deal prudently and in a visionary way with 
America's defense needs. 


So we have an Administration t!*' is plagued with the burden, 
if you will, of simultaneously resolving the economic problems 
here at home while we reverse the t~ gic trend of military 
balances between ourselves and the wuviet Union, and how clear 
that's going to be in tne upcoming session of this Congress 
where ‘here are already voices from the right and the left 
that suggest the time has come for drastic cuts in defense 
spending. 
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Let me assure you that were the United States to indulge in 
such, no matter how well meaning excessive reductions, we are 
going to undercut the credibility of this President's foreign 
policy in profound ways. All of us must recognize that the 
leadership in the Kremlin is impressed not by American words 
or rhetoric, but by American deeds, and their measurement of 
what we are willing to sacrifice to provide for the necessary 
defenses of this nation and the free world. 


This is going to be the contemporary focal point or @ nexus, 
i€ you will, of the future success of our nation ina 
dangerous world. 


The second pillar is the President's desire to refurbish, if 
you will, through credibility, through consistency and policy, 
through understanding, approach, the alliances and the tradi- 
tional friendships among those nations who share a common 
outlook with us with respect to the dangers facing us all. 


I would Like to say a word about the President's approach to 
our neighbors, Canada on the north and Mexico on the south. 
When he came into office, he was advised by a Western European 
leader, “How can you expect to get along with us abroad if you 
do not get along with your neighbors to the north and the 
south?" 


In that intervening period the President has placed great 
alient loa to his celal woashinos with Peime Minister Trudeau and 
President Topez Poriillo., Several weeks ayo when T was in 
Mexico City, Lopez Portillo said to me, “Despite the very 
divecgent views we have in a number of important areas," that 
in his Living memory the relationships with the United States 
and Mexico have never been at the high level of cordiality 
that exists today. 


I can assure you that similar relationships have developed 
with Canada despite the grievous economic climate which builds 
inevitably tensions in time of economic crisis. 


T wank §0O say a word also about Latin America because TI'1l say 
a word in a moment abou tye developing world, and much of 
Latin America is in that category. 


Here again the President has approached the problem with a 
Clear recogiihion that false shacks, with Alliance for 
Progress and oihec Amecican highly hoopla'd and ineffective 
approaches to the problems of this Hemisphere, will not be Lie 
style of this Administration. Rabher, we wlll Saild ouc 
celatlonships on the recogali von Ehak we have sommon vilues, a 
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partnership, mutual respect for one another's concerns, and 
collective action by all. 


I must say, as Bill (Middendorf) pointed out, that the 
progress has been real and substantial, despite the anguish of 
Nicaragua and El Salvador today which too many forget were on 
the platter of this Administration when we arrived, and were 
not the consequence of misjudgments of the past 9,10 or 12 or 
even 24 months. 


Another area of important concern today is our relationship 
with Western Europe, and so many express impatience with our 
Western European friends who, after all, sit at the cutting 
edge of the threat of the Marxist-Leninist Warsaw Pact hordes. 


I used to tell visiting Congressmen who came to Europe in 
droves with the label of burden-sharing, that it is important 
for them to understand that today, if we were to go to 
conflict in Central Europe, 90 percent of the ground forces 
would be provided by our Western European partners, 75 percent 
of the air forces, and roughly 80 percent of the naval forces. 


How frequently we overlook the important contributions they 
make to free world security. People also forget in the area 
of burden-sharing that during those anguishing years of 
America's involvement in Southeast Asia, when we were reaching 
a peak level of spending of $28 billion a year to sustain that 
effort, we were simultaneously drawing down on our contribu- 
tions to Western Europe to a total over the decade of the 70's 
of roughly a 13 percent decline of the American contribution. 


Our Western European partners, with all of their perceived 
shortfalls, increased their level of spending for NATO defense 
at roughly 22 percent over that same period. 


So do not permit contemporary criticisms to divert you from 
the historic realities that Western Europe is vitally impor- 
tant to the defense canabilities of this nation and the world- 
wide challenges that we face. 


The third pillar of President Reagan's foreign policy is 
structured on a dedicated effort to establish a new rela- 
tionship with the East, one that is characterized by restraint 
on their part and reciprocity in our mutual dealings. Today 
as we look at the contemporary difficulties of Poland and 
East-West relations at large, it is ‘itally important Lo 
remember that we are in a position where, if we conduct our- 
selves prudently, consistently and with steely eyes and 
nerves, history is on our side. 
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One looks at the Soviet Union today and goes to bed with a 
sense of satisfaction that we are not juggling the contradic- 
tions that Russian leaders are dealing with at this moment. 
They are experiencing a systematic failure of momentous pro- 
portions. Their economic growth levels have declined steadily 
from the 5-7 percent they historically apply to their Five 
Year Plans to something in the neighborhood of 2 percent this 
coming year. 


They have failed systematically to get production up to the 
levels they have historically sought. In the agricultural 
sector they are a profound historic failure despite the fact 
they've allocated greater and greater resources and more man- 
power to the agricultural sector. They provide neither food 
nor freedom to their people. 


In demographic terms, Russian leaders who have constantly and 
historically monopolized the leadership of the Soviet Union 
are increasingly concerned as they see the population base 
change. Today 50 percent of the Soviet population is 
non-Russian in ethnic background, and there's great concern 
about the explosion of populations in the southern Moslem 


republics. 


Indeed, one might suggest that the precipitous and ill con- 
ceived invasion of Afghanistan was a direct reflection of 
paranoia about Islamic trends and radicalism. 


Above all, perhaps, is the consistent and growing trend of 
centrifugal forces within the Russian empire, and nowhere is 
this more in evidence than in Poland today. We in the West 
must understand that the situation itself -- with the Soviet 
leadership facing leadership changes in the period ahead, the 
uncertainties that generates, the inorganic character of the 
Soviet system which has allocated increasing level of 
resources to de.ense and deprived the public sector -- offers 
great cangers if we misstep or misjudge or misread the 
problems of the East. 


Now a word about the fourth pillar and last pillar -- the 
Third World. We witnessed at the end of the second war a 
hemorrhaging, if you will, of Third World attraction towards 
Marxist-Leninist ideology. Wh ’” Because it provided a loco- 
motive for social change, a highway to power. And as these 
revolutionary leaders in black Afr’ 1. seized the ideolegy, the 
labels, the language, and the affiliations with Moscow and pro- 
pelled themselves into power, they have learned that while it 
is a locomotive for change, it is not an engine for progress 
and development and the realization of the aspirations of 
their people. 
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So today they are groping tentatively for a new relationship 
with Western industrialized societies, with the full knowledge 
that only the West can bring technology, humanitarian assis- 
tance, agricultural knowledge and support, participation ina 
free market economy. 


It is vitally important that we not turn our backs on this 
quest; that we understand that if we are not sensitive to 
their tentative approaches, we are going to replace them with 
a new second generation of even more radical leaders who once 
again expouse Marxist-Leninism as their route to power and 
social change. 


Too frequently we forget that in contemporary America. 


In conclusion, I would like to say a brief word about this 
juncture of American history. All of us viewed last January 
with a tremendous sense of enthusiasm. I think we all 
recognize that after years of uncertainty -- tentative 
approaches to the conduct of our domestic and foreign affairs, 
a self-consciousness which was sometimes stifling -- that we 
saw at first an emergence of an unusual, historic consensus 
where the American people, the American Congress and the 
Executive Branch, all were determined to pull up our socks and 
to get this nation moving again, and to exercise the level of 
international leadership that history has by inevitable 
imperative placed on our shoulders. 


And now in the process, the contradictions of day-to-day and 
contemporary affairs begin to mount in intensity. Questions 
are asked, sacrifices are requested, and confusion emerges. 
Vested interests become so strong and how well they are 
treated by our media. 


How important it is for us to remain united as a people to 
keep this consensus intact. Let me assure you, that the mem- 
bers of the Executive Branch of this Administration believe 
that we are the custodians of that precious consensus, and we 
must do everything we can, day to day, hour by hour, to hold 
it together, to keep popular and national support behind a 
President who's dedicated to turn this nation around at long 
last. 


I welcome vour support in that same endeavor. 
(Sustained applause.) 


MODERA'(OR: We all thank you, Mr. Secretary. Let me announce 
that no questions will be accepted unless they come from the 
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floor microphone. Please, no speeches, only genuine questions 
on subjects of real interest to this audience, and with a 
sense of propriety appropriate to our role as hosts and to the 
courtesy our distinguished guest shows us by making this 
public forum possible. I thank you. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, given the President's comment during 
the campaign about the blockade of Cuba, and recognizing that 
the Soviets have had a naval squadron with nuclear capabili- 
ties off the coast of Louisiana and Texas and elsewhere in the 
Caribbean, is there any chance that we will ultimately 
blockade Cuba? 





(Applause. ) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Clearly, that is an important question of 
contemporary significance. (Laughter) Let me slip by the 
rocks and shoals of a public response to suggest to you that 
in Latin America today the President has used two fundamental 
approaches. 





The first is to recognize that the socio-economic crises among 
those hard-pressed nations, especially in the Caribbean and 
Central America which are so strategically crucial to the 
United States, is almost out of hand. 


They have been experiencing ten to twenty-fold increases in 
the import requirements for energy -- oil -- and simultane- 
ously experiencing a sudden drop and decline in their one or 
two or three-product economies. It has had a devastating 
impact, and so it inevitably results in socio-economic 
turmoil. 


Beyond that, they are experiencing historic change -- social 
change -- which has lagged somewhat -- events in other deve- 
loping areas. So these pressures, of course, provide a very 
meaty Opportunity for Castro's interventionism, and that 
problem must be dealt with as it is being dealt with in the 
Caribbean Basin plan and a hos. of other bilateral and multi- 
lateral approaches. 


The other side of the coin is security. How can we expect 
these hard-pressed nations to develop in democratic fashion, 
responsive to the will of the po; lation, while they are being 
subjected to bloodshed, terrorism and warfare from external 
sources, from an alien ideology, the has had no limits yet 
applied to the resources that it pumps in in sophisticated 
fashion to that target area? Clearly, that is another side of 
the coin. 














"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





oa 
* 

’ re 

es 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


1s Wie thls 


-9- PR# 80 


In approaching that side of the coin, the President also 
recognizes the historic problem of Big Brotherism in the 
colossus of the north, and the need to develop a consensus 
among all of the threatened nations in the region. 


We learned in Vietnam that the worst thing you can do in 
dealing with this problem is to conduct your policies in such 
a way that you convince the threatened nation that their 
security is of more importance to you, thousands of miles away 
here in the United States, than it is to them. What a 
sterile, self-defeating way it is to deal with this problem. 


So we are working in multilateral forms in the OAS -- 
Bill Middendorf -- and I must say with substantial success, 
when one considers that 19 of the members of the OAS have 


, voted to send observers to the upcoming Salvadoran election, 


that no one vetoed the proposal -- some abstained, and I 

don't have to tell you who they are -- and that 22, as Bill 
(Middendorf) mentioned, joined in a resolution at St. Lucia, 
condemning terrorism and external intervention, and supporting 
the electoral process in Salvador. 


The President has made it very clear that we are considering 
all options, excluding none, in dealing with the problem of 
Castro's intervention in this Hemisphere; and I can assure you 
that is so. But I can also assure you that when a public 
official stands up and draws either limitations on what a 
President may Or may not do or stands up and talks about 
planning that is under way, he deprives himself and his 
President of the flexibility he must have to conduct our 
affairs in this modern, open society of ours. And I'm not 
going to do it. (Applause. ) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as a national director of Young 
Americans for Freedom, let me first say thank you for taking 
time out from your busy schedule to address this conference 
this morning. We certainly ap; -eciate that. 





As to a question -- something that bothered you as NATO 
Commander before you were Secretary of State -- the European 
peace movement is supposed to make a big push in the United 
States this spring. 


How much of a threat do you believe ‘his movement is to the 
political and diplomatic foundations vf the deployment of the 
Euromissiles? And, an obvious correlater to that, how impor- 
tant is it that this deployment go ahead to NATO security? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: That's an extremely important question, and 
perhaps one of the most vital that we will be facing in the 
months ahead. 





I think, again, it's important that we view this situation in 
Western Europe today with an historic view and not become over- 
fixed with contemporary manifestations of a peace march here 
or 300,000 who are afforded box lunches and sophisticated 
transportation to move them from one European capital to 
another. 


What is important is to recognize that there are, first and 
foremost, genuine concerns among serious, well-meaning people 
in Western Europe as they witness the proliferation of nuclear 
weaponry on their soil. 


No place is that more intense than in West Germany, where per 
square foot the density of nuclear weapons exceeds anything 
that any of our states or, indeed, our nation in many respects 
-- if you're just counting numbers -- approaches. 


So they are worried -- genuinely worried. On top of 

that, that concern has merged with the so-called nuclear con- 
cerns and the peaceful use area -- and I'm talking environmen- 
talists -- and they've joined together in what is a clear 
expression of subjective tenseness about the nuclear genie. 


That should not be distorted except for certain hardcore 
aspects of it to be an automatic reflection of neutralism or 
pacifism. 


Let me tell you, our European friends who sit at the cutting 
edge of the danger are not insensitive to these dangers. In 
fact, they are more sensitive than most Americans, and right- 
fully so. 


The other problem is historic, and I want to talk about it 
because it's frequently misread as we watch this tentativeness 
and uncertainess and these demonstrations, which inciden- 
tally we have not been immune to in our own country. You can 
imagine what they thought during the Vietnam conflict when 
hardly a day passed that we didn't have mobs in front of the 
White House -- and I was there -- and the buses were over- 
turned and we had troops in the basement to protect our 
President. So we're not immune to similar emotional peaks and 
valleys. 
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Let me tell you what's happened in Western Europe. For such a 
long period both Americans and Europeans lived rather compla- 
cently under an umbrella of massive American nuclear 
superiority. Over the past decade that superiority has eroded 
under such jargon and national objective terms as “first 
parity," which is rather precise in balance terms, to 
"essential equivalence" and then “rough equivalence." 


In all that period America's relative relationship in nuclear 
power to the Soviet Union declined, to the point where by the 
mid-term of this decade, if it were not for the decisions 
recently made by the President, we would find ourselves in an 
inferior position. 


Suddenly that not only happened in the strategic nuclear area, 
but we began to see it in 1975 with the deployment of the 
SS-20 which is today being deployed at the rate of one every 
five days -- a three warhead, multiple, mobile, highly 
sophisticated, highly accurate system -- threatening the heart 
Western Europe. 


The same decline in what had been massive Western superiority 
in the so-called "regional" or “theater nuclear area" has now 
become at least a three-to-one disadvantage. Is it any wonder 
that those who have sat complacently under this great Western 
nucler umbrella are beginning to develop schizophrenic atti- 
tudes about the period ahead. 


That's why, incidentally, this decision of December of 1970 to 
go ahead and deploy compensating Western systems with GLCM‘s 
and improved Pershings is vitally important. It‘s why the 
Soviet Union has targeted that Western consensus as the main 
objective of their peace offensive in arms control effort in 
Western Europe. They're expending resources and talent in the 
extreme to deal with it. 


My answer to your question is, first, we in the United States 
have to lead. We have to stay steady and tirm in the defense 
decisions the President has approved for the rebuilding of our 
strategic capabilities. 


In Western Europe we have to deal with sensitivity and 
understanding -- not weakness -- with the need to answer 
serious questions from serious people who are worried. 


It means also that the West is goin. to have to continue to 
improve its conventional @efenses in the period ahead because 
the lees credible the n.c.ear balances are, the more important 
the conventional become. 


of 
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That's a good question. I gave you a lecture in response, but 
it's because of the seriousness and importance of the 
question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary of State. Before I ask you a 


question, I would like to salute you as a former commander in 
chief of Vietnam. (Applause) 


During the war as the commander in chief of Vietnam, the war 
is over. The people accuse us -- the Vietnamese armed forces 
-- as corrupt. How you feel about that question? 


And also how about MIA, the inhuman Hanoi has been playing 
blackmail with the United States every year asking us to 
bother about the MIA the KIA. How you feel about that? 

You have any choice to either get them back from (inaudible) 
of the Communists in Vietnam or either you pay for them to 
return MIA and the KIA in (inaudible) in Hanoi. Thank you 
very much. (Applause) 


SECRETARY HAIG: This is, of course, an extremely important 
question. I sometimes wonder what's happened in an America 
where we used to hear all of the harrowing stories of our 
efforts to support freedom in South Vietnam, the sacrifices 
involved, and the predictions of what would follow were we to 
fail. And yet we have sat quietly witnessing genocide, the 
destruction of populations: A million in Kampuchea, perhaps 
another million by more sophisticated suppression in South 
Vietnam, boat people by the hundreds of thousands streaming 
for survival. 





Where is that voice of conscience? Why, it is being applied 
with a double standard to Salvador today and we're talking 
about repeats of Vietnams. 


In the first place, Salvador is not Vietnam. In the second 
place -- and I said this the other night -- the American 
people are not unwilling to support a sound effort to do what- 
ever is right, provided they believe we mean business and 
we're going to succeed. (Applause) 


I am one that even in a public forum, with ali the risks that 
that entails would suggest, that he tragedy that is Southeast 
Asia today -- that is former South Vietnam, that is Kampuchea 
-- and there we have some immense cc radictions becauc the 
previous regime was no better than tne regime that's been 
implaced by Hanoi -- but as we witness this, some months ago 
it was clear that Hanoi, with the full support of the Soviet 
Union, was preparing to move in hegemonistic fashion through 
the rest of the peninsula. 
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How strange it was that they were constrained. That 
constraint came from China, the People’s Republic of China, 
and the threat that North Vietnam feels from the Chinese for- 
ces on their northern border. Too frequently today in contem- 
porary terms we neglect to take full weight of the strategic 
importance of the American relationship with the People's 
Republic of China. 


Do not misread that as a plea to try to make new friends at 
the expense of old friends, but do take it as a very strong 
caution that we must not look aside at the vital strategic 
role that a People's Republic can play in that region. 


The ASEAN nations and the People's Republic, along with the 
United States, have joined to categorically condemn what has 
happened, to isolate Hanoi from economic, social and political 
ties with the rest of the ASEAN region. 


There are many, and some are friends, who suggest that the time 
has come to start normalizing. I say no. That just so long 
as Hanoi occupies -- (applause) -- so long as Hanoi occupies 
Kampuchea, so long as they are conducting the imperialist 
policies that they are conducting, so long as they are 
repressing the peoples of the south, for just so long they 
must remain an international pariah, which they are. 
(Applause) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, my question concerns the invasion of 
Afghanistan, and I realize that Russia has long had a para- 
noia problem. But I'm wondering in this case if the invasion 
of Afghanistan is less a problem of the paranoia of ethnic 
minority Moslem peoples and more a problem of this is the 
first stage whereby they are planning to sweep into the rest 
of the Middle East, take over the oil fields, anu then hold 
the Western world and other parts of the world captive? 





SECRETARY HAIG: One could not draw a definitive conclusion on 
that subject today. My commen. on the paranoia about the 
demographic changes within the Soviet Union is not an assault 
on the thesis that you have put forward. But the thesis you 
have put forward is another very important strategic 
consideration. 





It gains its vitality from the emergence of Soviet imperialism 
in the African continent, as we've ' “nessed enclave af er 
enclave, all of which have profound strategic importance on 
the east and west coasts of southern Africa and the vital 
lifelires of Western energy. 
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As one looks at Soviet activity in the Middle East, where they 
are very able and capable today of dealing with contradic- 
tions, such contradictions permit them to provide armaments, on 
the one hand, to Iran while simultaneously providing arma- 
ments, on the other hand, to Iraq. 


Rather than giving you a value judgment, I would say we in the 
West must be increasingly concerned that, whether or not such a 
strategy or an objective exists, it is being enhanced by con- 
temporary Soviet policy, and we must move to prevent it. 
(Applause) , 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, just before Senator Helms men- 
tioned that we still allow Cuban ships to visit U.S. ports. 
This used to be one of the great economic burdens they had 
with that prohibition which Carter eliminated, and I think 
it's still in effect. 





Also, don't we still prohibit the sale of spare parts to the 
Guatemalan armed forces? Is that still in effect? In other 
words, if we still have laws like this, are you really serious 
about Central America? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Let me answer to both parts of your 
questions. 





First, with respect to Cuba, I think the President has made it 
clear that we are looking at and tightening existing sanctions 
against Cuba, and in the months ahead that process will 
continue. 


Secondly, with respect to Guatemala, it is true that we have 
been restrained by policies which of course not only are the 
product of Executive Branch recommendations but Legislative 


support. 





One of the great agonies of Guatemala today is that it does 
not fit what has become the contemporary modei which would 
justify the consensus to enable us to support a regime which 
is hard-pressed, which is becoming an increasing victim of 
external subversion and external terror, but which is also 
being buffeted by unacceptble extreme activity from the right. 


An election period is coming i atemala. It is my hope that 
both the manifested contemporary policies of that government 
will permit us to establish the kir’ of a relationship in the 
security area that the threat demanus. Unfortunately, we ar« 
not the unilateral controllers of that. It requires some 
r-spon ibility in the leadership in Guatemala. 
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We've talked to them about it repeatedly, and I hope in the 
weeks and months ahead that they will be able to be more 
responsive to our needs here. (Applause) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, with reference to Poland, what are 
the policy considerations that militate against complete eco- 
nomic isolation or boycott of that country, and -- well, 
that's simply my question. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm glad you asked, and I would have been 
disappointed had you not, because I notice a lot of contenm- 
porary smoke in our media on this subject. They're tough guys 
and hard guys and soft guys and detente-ists and others. 





I think it's important for us to think, first and foremost, 
about our objective. There are some that view the Polish 
issue as an opportunity to redraw the maps of Europe, and I 
think any thoughtful analysis would suggest that historically 
that will occur without excessive and brittle policies from 
the West. 


What we are seeking we have clearly stated, and that is a 
lifting of martial law, the release of the detainees, and the 
resumption of a national dialogue which will permit the pro- 
cess that we have witnessed since August of ‘80. 


There are many who look at the question exclusively in the 
context of Soviet-American relations; and, indeed, it is the 
President's view and ours that so long as the Soviet Union 
permits and contributes to the repression in Poland, that we 
cannot do business as usual. 


Someone suggested that we do that in a unilateral way; that we 
move to do what we know in our heart of hearts is right. They 
even go so far as to suggest we should institute immediately a 
unilateral grain embargo. 


Let me tell you, every analysis we have made suggests that 
such unilateralism -- whether it be in grain or in American 
products -- will not serve the purpose it's intended to serve. 
It might make us feel good for a brief period until our 
farmers begin again to see what they saw this past year with 
the Carter embargo. And that is, that unless you move on a 
broad front and all grain producers join you -- and in the 
area of trade unless you move on a ‘road front and our Western 
European partners and Japanese partiers join with us -- all we 
are doing is punishing the American economy to no effect and, 
more iaportantly, depending on the applications we may be 
Shattering the very unity that isc so essential. 
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Again, as we read today's press day in and day out, how short 
memories are. How few of us remember that at the time of 
Czechoslovakia in '68, Hungary, East Germany and the riots 
there, the West -- even the United States -- decided that this 
was an exclusively internal affair and business was conducted 
as usual. 


How important it is that on this occasion the West in united 
fashion has rejected that thesis. It has first condemned what 
is going on in Poland. It has, second, placed the finger of 
onus on the Soviet Union for its responsibility in what is 
going on in Poland, although in this instance by careful 
design the intervention was far more ambiguous than it was in 
the three previous cases where Soviet troops were involved. 


I would suggest that two aspects of the Western response -- 
and it's not perfect but it is not ineffective either -- that 
two aspects of this response have made an impression where it 
must be made. 


The first is that unhistorically we have done what we have 
done, and we have remained united. And, secondly, is the 
Catch 22 that any Soviet strategist must recognize he is in 
today. 


First, he has had to pick up the entire economic burden of 
Poland. That they are doing as a result of our sanctions, 
which have been joined by our Western European partners. 


Secondly, they're caught in the dilemma that if they moderate 
now, with those deep-seated forces which have grown in the 
Polish society since August of '80 and well before, rise up 
again to force them to intervene directly. At the same time 
they must recognize that if they continue their current 
repression, they're going to be faced with the same outcome 
anyway. 


That means that we in the West must optimize and maximize our 
pressures On the Soviet Union to take the risks in the direc- 
tion of moderation in Poland, and that can only be done on a 
united front, not a unilateral approach by the United States, 
which, while it may make us feel good, will soon col’anse by a 
lack of national consensus to sustain it, as it dit’ w. . 1 the 


grain embargo. 


Let me tell you something: The sanctions we've already under- 
taken in the United States cost our Western European partners 
three times more than they do the United States. The area of 
utmost importance in applying pressure on Poland is the area 
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of future credit, and we must work together with our Western 
European partners to do this. 


I happen to believe they are both amenable to such action, and 
that we can concert together successfully. Why is this so? 
What have we been doing since the early 70's? 


We've not only been giving the Soviet Union the technology, 
the trade, the economic benefits they want, but we've been 
subsidizing it by Western credit arrangements, where our 
Western taxpayers are providing the rope that you're so 
worried about. 


There's the area of highest payoff. Every one of these 
questions that's come up and that I've unfortunately had to be 
in the position of being the soft guy have not stood up to the 
test of careful analysis: Unilateral embargoes, default 
questions, and questions on punishing our Western partners 
more than we do the Soviet Union. 


What I am saying is we've got to conduct ourselves in such a 
way that we do not turn a profound Eastern failure into a 
Western failure. That's the answer to your question, I hope. 
I could go on ‘or another hour. (Applause) 


QUESTION: Mr. Haig, sir, during the past 50 years, one of the 
primary, if not the primary group, promoting liberal foreign 
policy in our government, particularly during the Vietnam era, 
has been the New York-based Council of Foreign Relations. 





Could you please tell me what your current opinion is of this 
group and to what extent it may have influenced, even in the 
Reagan Administration? I believe you have been listed as its 
member at one time. 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, let me tell you, I suppose, like 
George Bush and others -- and what was the other group that 
everyone was so worried about? 





AUDIENCE: Trilateral. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Ah, the Commission, and all of its insidious 
plots. I don't think that kind of intrigue-oriented approach 
to these organizations is appropriate. I can believe that it 
is not only just, but an expression of responsible citi- 
zenship to attack policies from org :iizations with which we 
disagree. That we must do. 
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But the Council on Foreign Relations, if someone would take a 
look at its membership over the years, I think you would be 
hard-pressed to label that as a subversive outfit. It has 
been a reflection of northeast establishment attitudes, of 
course. But then I'm giving a value judgment on those atti- 
tudes, and I won't do that. 


Even if you take the Trilateral Commission. My heaven. The 
men I've known in Western Europe who participate in it are the 
strength, security-oriented people, of Western Europe. I 
couldn't label them as subversives. The array of characters 
on the other side of the fence is too mindboggling to do that, 
and I think you ought to be a little careful about it. Get 
your facts. 


QUESTION: Mr. Haig, you spoke in your remarks about the fact 
that Third World leaders are now groping toward an appre- 
ciation of Western values. 


This week in Washington a group that is violently opposed to 
those Western values -- the Club of Rome -- is holding a 
meeting at the government-supported Smithsonian Institute. 


Among other things, the Club of Rome has said that the nation- 
State, the primary unit of Western civilization, is an obso- 
lete, Kafka-esque, geopolitical setup and must be destroyed, 
and that the Judeo-Christian system is a male fertility cult 
that's destroying the earth. (Laughter) 


My question is this: One of your underlings -- Robert Hormats 
-- is scheduled to give a speech to that meeting of the Club 
of Rome. He's sitting on a panel with two Club of Rome mem- 
bers, including Elliott Richardson. 


I want to know why it is that you have not prevented him or 
let it be known that you do not think it's appropriate for a 
member of the U.S. Government to speak to an organization 
unalterably opposed to our values. 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, let me say it's clear that the -- 





(Applause) 


SECRETARY HAIG: It's clear that the caboose of that train of 
questioners is getting to be where the real tough stuff is. 
(Laughter) 
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Again, without offering any value judgments at all on the pre- 
mises of your question, which I think would be open to some 
challenge in some circles, let me suggest to you that I felt I 
had not only a responsibility but an obligation to sit down 
with Mr. Gromyko this past month for eight hours in Geneva. 
Not because I share what he stands for, but because I think 
it's important to work the problem, to communicate, and to see 
whether or not progress can be made in a number of very dif- 
ficult questions. 


I'd like to think that when officials of this government 
appear before groups that do not meet the litmus test of cer- 
tain values that we would like to see espoused, give them cre- 
dit for having both the conscience and the good sense to 
espouse the values that you represent or claim to represent, 
and I do as.well. Thank you. (Applause) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, permit me to identify myself. Reed 
Irvine, Chairman of Accuracy in Media. (Applause) 





Many of us believe that the media played a very important role 
in the defeat in Vietnam. Many people have noticed that the 
media negative criticism, or negative reporting and commen- 
tary, On El Salvador has reached a fever pitch reminiscent of 
the last stages of the Vietnam war. 


Some of us think that the Administration is not doing very 
much about this. 


For example, yesterday on "The Donahue Show" there were four 
vigorous critics of our policy in Vietnam, and it was 
announced that the State Department had refused to send a 
representative to to state our point of view. 


Secondly, on January 25, the Embassy in El Salvador sent a 
cable up asking for the widest possible action to knock down a 
New York Times story of January 1l, saying that American 
soldiers in El Salvador had observed torture in El Salvador. 
That this was false. 





Today it is February 27 and nothing has been done to my 
knowledge to knock that story down, despite the Embassy's 
request. Could you explain why this is so? (Applause) 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm sure I don't heve to tell you I'm as con- 





cerned as you when I see reporting on a situation which is 
less than objective or accurate, and there's been plenty, as 
there was in Vietnam, and I witnessed it firsthand there, too. 
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Let me assure you also, not a day goes past that we don't 
review how to deal with this problem in an honest, fair and 
objective way. I suppose a lot of people were somewhat taken 
aback in recent weeks at the massive onslaught of the Vietnam 
syndrome in our media. 


I can assure you, we have been in direct consultation 

daily with Charlie Wick, with our ARA Bureau, with our Politi- 
cal Affairs Bureau, to try to deal intelligently and effec- 
tively with this problem. 


Let me also remind you that if I had the number of people that 
some of our networks have, and if our manning tables permitted 
that instead of having our thoughtful officials totally 
engaged in a conflict situation and a socio-economic develop- 
ment situation in Salvador, then I would have quite a few more 
people at the State Department than I'm currently authorized. 


If you can help me get those people, you'll find a very grate- 
ful Secretary of State. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, may I interject to get to my two 
specific examples? We sent a Mailgram to The New York Times 
and also followed up with a letter about ten days ago to try 
to do what we could do to help you do this, but what I'm 
complaining about is that the U.S. Government, which has 
somewhat more manpower than Accuracy in Media, has not yet 
managed to send a letter. 








Could you explain that? (Applause) 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. I can't, and it isn't because I don't 
want to; it's just that I wasn't familiar with the incident. 





QUESTION: Now that you know, sir, I hope you'll do something 
about it. (Applause) 





SECRETARY HAIG: And I also would ask the question why the 

very impressive photographs in Figaro two weeks ago, which 
graphically and horribly depicted the genocide occurring on 

the east coast of Nicaragua against the Indian populations, has 
not received the same attention that some of the alleged 
right-wing atrocities in Salvador are receiving. 





(Sustained applause.) 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't take that as adulation but rather the 





sending of a message to observers. (Laughter and applause) 
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QUESTION: What about the Domino question? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Frankly, I hadn't even heard about it until 
the other night, but I had an experience on the "MacNeil 
Report" the other night where MacNeil or Lehrer -- one of them 
-- said, “What about this Ed Asner, and what he's charging in 
Salvador?" And my answer to that was, “Ed who?" (Applause) 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I'm Karen McCabe from the Committee 
for a Free Afghanistan. (Applause) 





Mr. Secretary, the President has called on all Americans to 
come out in support of a free Afghanistan on March 21, Free 
Afghanistan Day, an initiative by the European Parliament. 


This is a very, very vital and welcome development. It's an 
unprecedented opportunity to demonstrate our support to the 
rights of all men to live free of totalitarian oppression 
anywhere. 


What I would like to know, Mr. Secretary, is beyond March 21 
-- Free Afghanistan Day -- which will be marked by a rally at 
the Washington Monument at noon -- (laughter) 


SECRETARY HAIG: That's the kind of question I like. 





QUESTION: I would like to know what support we can look for 
from the United States Government for the Freedom Fighters in 
their valiant battle and their valiant struggle for their 
freedom, because they are fighting not only for their own 
freedom but they are fighting our war as well. 





SECRETARY HAIG: First, with respect to the day which is so 
important, not only to be recognized in this country but 
abroad as well, we have been extremely active in supporting 
the effectiveness and the international recognition of that 
occasion. Indeed, I've discussed it personally with my coun- 
terparts in Western Europe, the Foreign Ministers of the 
European Governments, urging them to joint in a united front 
with all of us that value freedom. 





Secondly, with respect to what are we doing or can we do to 
help this tragic situation, this consequence of Soviet 
imperialism, I again will fall back on the very important 
principle I spoke to. By even sugge. ting what you might do or 
can do or are doing, you deprive yourself of the ability to do 
so; and I'm not going to do that other than to assure you that 
no one from the President on down in this Administration is 
oblivious to the tragedy that is your country today, and we 
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will do all we can to achieve the withdrawal of Soviet forces, 
to have a national reconciliation which is a reflection of the 
will of the people of Afghanistan, to assure its borders and, if 
that's the way they want it, it's nonaligned status, and that 

is our policy. (Applause) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I'm Swedish, I'm an ex-officer and 
civil engineer. I cannot leave the United States because the 
State Department refuses to acknowledge and read the evidence 
I have put forward as regards very serious corruption in 
Sweden, which is not of the making of the present government. 





I'm very friendly with the Prime Minister and also with the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, but they are not in a situation 
of power. All these troubles in Sweden are of the making of 
Social Democrats. Unless the United States Government takes a 
very strong stand as regards very serious human rights viola- 
tions in Sweden, I'm certain that Olof Palme will be back in 
power again in the autumn, which I want to prevent from the 
United States. 


I was previously an officer in the Imperial Ethiopian air 
force. I built up the airports in Ethiopia and Eietrea, and 
I've seen with dismay how the Cubans are flying out from my 
airport. 


In the 1960s I was in the military serving in the United Nations 
in the Congo, and I made the same observation as regards 
serious failures of the American Information Service. The 
Americans don't seem to know what is going on in the world -- 
they have no sense of realities -- and, to the extent they know 
what is going on, it seems that that information is not 

relayed to the proper authorities in this country. 


I have very serious accusations against the State Department 
in the latest country reports on human rights practices. It 
is nothing but a recycling of the old trash produced by the 
Carter Administration. (Applause) 


What I mean to say, Mr. Secretary, is that the State 
Department is taking over the legislative function by pro- 
viding the Congress with false information upon which Congress 
has to base its decision, and I cannot regard Sweden as less 
important than, for instance, Et!|.iopia and the Congo where I 
have firsthand experience. 


In connection with the Russian submarine, I would like to men- 
tion <-- 
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AUDIENCE: Question, question. 





QUESTION: Yes. My question is the following: Is the State 
Department willing to assign somebody on Poggy Bottom who 
would be prepared not only to receive my information but also 
to read it and evaluate it? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I can tell you, I'm not going to leave here 
complacent here this morning. (Laughter) 





You know as well as I that it would be totally inappropriate 
for me, in a public forum, to address some of the sensitive 
issues you've raised, and I'm not going to do it. 


QUESTION: That's all right. 





SECRETARY HAIG: But I do welcome, if you have some infor- 
mation of the kind you suggest, some views of the kind that 
you suggest, I would welcome you to send it to me in a letter, 
and I'll be sure they are addressed by responsible officials 
in the State Deparment. And, believe it or not, there are 
some there. (Laughter and applause) 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, my name is Anna O'Brien. My 
question is, what is the State Department or our 
Administration doing to interdict the arms flow from Cuba into 
Nicaragua, Nicaragua into El Salvador and Guatemala? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Again, I‘m not going to lay out a road map 

for clear circumvention by those whose every waking hour is 

focused on designing ingenuities for making those arms ship- 
ments effective. 





Let me just answer your question by saying it is a topic of 
major concern in this government, in our intelligence agen- 
cies, the CIA, Defense Intelligence Agency, Department of 
Defense, and my own State Department, as humbly as it 
Operates. 


It's always a question of ingenuity, and when one entry route 
seems to be inhibited by local forces of the countries who are 
threatened, a new route emerges. For all of those routes you 
have land, sea and air entry, and all are being intensely 
watched. 


Enough said. 


MODERATOR: Excuse me just one minute. Those three that were 





.n lin: up until this last minute, we can take those 
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questions, the Secretary's staff informs me, if they are brief 
and to the point. I believe that's one, two, three people in 


line. Am I correct? Thank you, sir. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, perhaps I'm reading into the two 
ormer questions, but perhaps you'd care to comment on an 
issue at the basis of our foreign policy. 


Would you care to give a comment as per the quality of input 
that our intelligence community has had with your Department? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm afraid I have to answer that question at 
some length because, as you know, the President and Bill Casey 
(CIA) have been working rather strenuously to rejuvenate, if 
you will, reorient and enhance the capability of American 
intelligence today. There are similar efforts underway in the 
Pentagon with Defense Intelligence Agency and the National 
Security Agency. 





I think, again, it's important to remember that history did 
not start in January. We've had several phenomena over a 
number of years. The first was this: Back in the early 
period in the 60's American intelligence was essentially human 
in character and tended, as human judgment so frequently does, 
to inflate threats. 


I can remember the estimates of Soviet forces in Western 
Europe coming out of out intelligence community about the time 
Bob McNamara came into the Pentagon. They were outrageously 
high, and so they started a dialectic as the efforts were made 
to bring them more in line with reality. That dialectic 

got a momentum of its own, and the next thing you knew, 
instead of inflated threats, we were faced with deflated 
threats. 


Simultaneously, technology was brought into the discipline. 
Overhead satellites, intrusion devices. We became mesmerized 
by them. We began to believe, for example, that unless you 
had a photograph or an intercept to prove a fact, there was no 
fact, and the human analyst fell into disrepute. The greatest 
calculator ever devised by man, because the Diety did that. 


Then because you had technology on the one side and a 
declining influence of the human factor on the other, you 
began to decapitate the poor little human analyst who 
suggested that something was wrong ~1 Salvador but you d.dn'‘t 
have a photograph to prove it. Out with them. 
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We're trying to instill a greater balance, a greater 
understanding, and the need in my view is on the human side 
———e for corrective action. (Applause) 


cocoate ** 


We've got to understand this: Because we do treasure that 
human judgment, it's entitled to a mistake now and then, and 
you have to tolerate it and support it when it occurs. 
Otherwise you may lose the geniuis that's so essential. 


My answer to you is our liaison is imminent. Indeed, I have a 
professional from that department heading our intelligence 
research branch today, and he is an outstanding individual. 
(Applause) 


QUESTION: Sir, I'd like to thank you for this extraordinary 
question and answer session. This hour alone has been worth 
the price of the conference. (Applause) 





I would like to ask you about some of the real frustration 
most of us here feel about the situation in Angola. I know 
you can't comment on what specific options might be under 
study, but I would like to ask, first of all, whether the 
Administration will be again seeking repeal of the Clark 
Amendment, whether you think it's likely that the 
Administration will succeed, and also what you think about the 
growing affinity between many U.S. companies and the Marxist 
Government of Angola, and what we can expect in the next few 
years on U.S.-Angola relations? (Applause) 
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SECRETARY HAIG: First, as you know, it has been the policy of 
President Reagan to seek as early as possible rereal of the 
Clark Amendment. (Applause) 





i We have sought that repeal on the basis of principle, that it 
is a fundamentally self-defeating restraint on the ability of 
the Chief Executive of the United States to conduct his 
affairs, and it's totally unjustified on those grounds alone. 
(Applause) 


We almost succeeded. We have a favorable vote in the Senate 
and unfortunately we failed in the House, and we're back at it 
again. I can tell you we're going to stay at it. 


With respect to the southern African problem, when President 
Reagan came into office, under the , ovisions of 435 there was 
a unilateral preoccupation, if you will, or a multilateral 
preoccupation with the early independence of Namibia. 
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That preoccupation, however, floundered on three years of no 
progress. None. A lot of rhetoric. No progress. 


We viewed it somewhat differently but rather as a regional 
problem, a southern African problem, a problem in which it was 
important to decouple superpower rivalries. Therefore, we 
viewed progress in Namibia as related empirically to the 
6-year occupation by Cuban forces and the heavy Soviet pre- 
sence in Angola. We've approached it that way. 


True to the principles of U.N. Resolution 435, we've now 
finished our first phase in which we are looking at constitu- 
tional principles. There are some residual problems which I 
hope to have resolved in a very brief period, at which time we 
will then go into the second phase which involves the U.N. 
presence and the provisions for the withdrawal and should lead 
to the third phase: A date certain for the resumption of the 
withdrawal of South African forces from Namibia. 


All of that I am reasonably optimistic will progress. We are 
also making progress with the question of the Cuban presence 
in Angola. That is extremely sensitive, but I am hopeful and 
optimistic if we stick by our guns, we keep the unity of 

the Western Contact Group, we get the kind of understanding 
from the Front Line States which I suggest becomes inevitable 
when I describe to you the evolution of revolution in 

Africa. It does require greater sensitivity on our part. 


Sometimes it's an apparent contradiction for us to deal with a 
labeled Marxist regime, but don't believe the labels always, 
and don't accept as a universal fact that once 
Marxist-Leninist, always Marxist-Leninist. What a self- 
defeating approach that would be for us as a nation to pursue. 
(Applause) 


QUESTION: You have said that you favor reciprocity in our 
relations with the Soviet Union, and they don't hestitate to 
arm our enemies on the tariffs on other people, and actually 
let those arms be used to kill American military and diploma- 
tic personnel. 





Why and on what basis is it that we don't do the same thing, 
that we don't openly arm the Afghan Freedom Fighters until the 
Soviets withdraw? I mean, there, there isn't any of these 
confusing questions. It's a really clear case of an invasion. 
Why can't we just openly send arms io the Afghan Freedom 

t .jnters? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No comment. Let me conclude by just telling 
you a little vignette. Clearly, there's no sense in answering 
that question, and I think you know why. 





We're always worried about the Soviets, and I want you to know 
that in 1970 when Brezhnev came to the summit in Washington, 
he wrote a letter and he wanted to bring the head of the KGB. 


Of course, the paranoia ran wild in the bureaucracy. The 
British had just turned down a similar request, but we were, 
as you know, launching detente and we said, sure, bring him 
along. 


I went out to the airport and when Brezhnev got off the plane, 
behind him followed the head of the KGB, the most sinister- 
looking guy you ever saw. (Laughter) With a great big black 
valise, empty. It was accordion type. It was flat as a 
pancake. 


I said, “Oh, oh." I called the Secret Service guy in. I 
said, "I want you to watch this fellow from the time he gets 
up in the morning until he goes to bed at night, and I want a 
report every day." 


We went up to Camp David -- very relaxed atmosphere, rather 
loose security -- and, sure enough, every day that bag got 
fatter. (Laughter) 


Every night the Secret Service guy would come in bleary-eyed. 
He said, "I followed him from the time he got up this morning 
until he went to bed last night. He went down to the village, 
he went into some shops, he took a steam bath, he went to the 
meeting, he didn't steal anything." 


I waited. We went out to California. Still that bag got 
fatter and fatter. By the last day we were taking Brezhnev to 
El Toro Air Base to send him back to Russia, that bag was so 
full it was literally throbbing. 


The guy started up the gangplank of the airplane and, sure 
enough, he accidentally banged the bag against the railing, it 
burst open, all of its contents on the runway. I ran over, 
five Secret Service guys reaching for their heaters. Do you 
know what it was? Crayons and coloring books for his 
children. (Laughter) 





-28- PR# 80 


That night the Secret Service Chief came in to me and he said, 
"God, I've never had a week like this in my life, General.*® 
He said, “You are outrageous." I said, “Yeah, if you had cut 


ha open those crayons, you would have seen they were filled with 
-y microfilm." 
Thank you. 


MODERATOR: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 





(Sustained applause. ) 


(Meeting concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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H. MONROE BROWNE 
AMBASSADOR TO NEW ZEALAND 


H. Monroe Browne was nominated to be Ambassador on June 3, 
1981, sworn in on July 23, arrived at post on August 5 and pre- 
sented credentials on August ll. 


H. Monroe Browne was born in Long Beach, California 
in 1917. He graduated from the University of Caiifornia at 
Los Angeles and received a Master's degree in economics from 
the University of California at Berkeley. 


He served in the US Navy during World War II, in Washington, 
D.C. and, for a short time, at Pearl Harbor. Following his 
Military service, he became involved in the automotive and 
contracting businesses and in ranchinc. He has devoted much 
of his working iife to acriculture, livestock raisinc, and 
horse breeding. 


Browne has had a long association, both professional and 
social, with President Ronald Reagan. 


Because of his farming and contracting background, he 
was appointed in 1972 by then California Governor Reagan to 
a three-man state appeals board reviewing cases involving 
occupational health and safety. Working with a representative 
of labor and another representing the public interest, he was 
responsible for a number of cecisions which established 
occupational health and safety policy in the state. 


Later he served on Ronald Reagan's Executive Advisory 
Campaign Committee, a high-level group which met regularly 
with the presidential candidate to discuss national and 
international issues. 


After Reagan was elected, Browne served as chairman of 
a task force which examined the problems cf small business in 
the United States and submitted a report to the President 
proposing new policy directions in that area. 
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Since 1976, he has been president of the Institute for 
Contemporary Studies (ICS), a San Francisco “think tank.” 
ICS conducts studies on issues related to the free market 
system, including tax reform, government regulation and energy, 
and publishes a quarterly journal of political and economic 
commentary. 


Despite his busy professional life, Browne has always tried 
to make time for outdoor activities. He enjoys golf and 
sailing, has a shooting range on his ranch, and raises hunting 
dogs. He also breeds quarterhorses and thoroughbreds, some 
of which he races on California tracks. ~ 


Browne is married to Mary Frances, and they have three 
grown children. 
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PREZ? 
MR. CHAIRMAN, I WELCOME THIS OPPORTUNITY T0 DISCUSS CURRENT 
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENTS, ESPECIALLY EAST-WEST RELATIONS AND 
THE SITUATION IN THE CARIBBEAN BASIN. WITHOUT TAKING TOO MUCH 
TIME FROM THE QUESTION PERIOD, I WOULD ALSO LIKE TO DISCUSS 
BRIEFLY OUR PROPOSED FOREIGN ASSISTANCE PACKAGE FOR FY 83. 


OVER THE PAST YEAR, THE PRESIDENT HAS FREQUENTLY EXPRESSED 
THE DESIRE FOR A CONSTRUCTIVE AND MUTUALLY BENEFICIAL RELATION- 
SHIP WITH THE SOVIET UNION, AT THE SAME TIME, WE HAVE MADE CLEAR 
THAT SUCH A RELATIONSHIP MUST BE BASED ON SOVIET RESTRAINT, 
ESPECIALLY IN THE USE OF FORCE OR THE THREAT OF VIOLENCE. THE 
ROLE OF SOVIET THREATS IN THE POLISH CRISIS, COMING WHILE SOVIET 
TROOPS OCCUPY AFGHANISTAN AND MOSCOW’S ARMS FLOOD CUBA, UNDER- 


MINES THE VERY BASIS FOR PRODUCTIVE EAST-WEST RELATIONS. 


THE RECENT PATTERN OF SOVIET BEHAVIOR, ESPECIALLY MOSCOW'S 
ROLE IN POLAND, WAS UPPERMOST IN MY RECENT DISCUSSIONS WITH 
MR. GROMYKO, DURING A FULL DAY OF WIDE-RANGING EXCHANGES, WE 


REVIEWED ALSO THE SITUATION IN AFGHANISTAN, CUBA, AND SOUTHERY: 
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AFRICA, AS WELL AS OUR TRADITIONAL CONCERN FOR HUMAN RIGHTS 
ISSUES. COERCION, SUBVERSION AND REPRESSION POSE GREAT DANGERS 


TO THE PROSPECTS OF IMPROVED RELATIONS BETWEEN OUR COUNTRIES. 


MR. GROMYKO AND I ALSO HAD A DETAILED DISCUSSION OF ARMS 
CONTROL, PROVIDING ME THE OPPORTUNITY TO EXPLAIN PRESIDENT REAGAN'S 
INITIATIVE OF LAST NOVEMBER FOR ZERO LEVELS OF INTERMEDIATE-RANGE 
MISSILES. [I NOTED THAT THE U.S, IS ACTIVELY PREPARING FOR START 


NEGOTIATIONS, WHICH WE WILL INITIATE WHEN CONDITIONS PERMIT. 


THE MEETING ILLUSTRATED PRESIDENT REAGAN'S POINT THAT IN 
TIME OF CRISES, CLEAR COMMUNICATION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 
THE SOVIET UNION IS ESSENTIAL. AT THE SAME TIME, IT DEMONSTRATED 
THAT OUR HOPE FOR IMPROVED RELATIONS WILL NOT SILENCE OUR CONCERN 


OVER SOVIET TRANSGRESSIONS, ESPECIALLY IN POLAND AND AFGHANISTAN, 


MR, CHAIRMAN, IT IS CRUCIAL THAT WE UNDERSTAND THE HISTORIC 
EVENTS TAKING PLACE IN POLAND, WHAT THEY MEAN FOR EAST-WEST 


RELATIONS, AND WHAT WE CAN DO TO INFLUENCE THE SITUATION. OUR 


POLICY IS BASEL ON THREE PRINCIPLES: 
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FIRST, THE POLISH CRISIS IS FAR FROM OVER, THE POLISH 
COMMUNISTS’ FAILURE TO MEET THE NEEDS OF THE POLISH PEOPLE RE- 
FLECTS A PROFOUND FAILURE OF SOVIET-STYLE COMMUNISM, AND FORE- 
SHADOWS FAILURES ELSEWHERE. 


THE MARTIAL LAW REGIME IN POLAND WILL FIND PROGRESS ELUSIVE, 
THE POLISH ECONOMY CAN BE REVIVED ONLY WITH THE COOPERATION OF THE . 
POLISH WORKER -- ON WHOM THE BRUNT OF REPRESSION HAS FALLEN. 
UNTIL MARTIAL LAW IS LIFTED, THOSE ARRESTED FOR EXERCISING THEIR 
INTERNATIONALLY RECOGNIZED RIGHTS ARE RELEASED AND NATIONAL 
RECONCILIATION BEGINS, RESISTANCE WILL CONTINUE AND EVEN GROW. 
DEMONSTRATIONS IN GDANSK AND POZNAN ARE TESTIMONY THAT THE POLISH 
PEOPLE HAVE NOT BEEN SILENCED. AND GENERAL JARUZELSKI HIMSELF 


ADMITTED LAST WEEK THAT RESISTANCE PERSISTS. 


THe SECOND PRINCIPLE THAT GUIDES OUR POLICY IS THE CONVIC- 
TION THAT THE WEST CAN AND MUST ACT TO INFLUENCE THE SITUATION, 


PRUDENT AND EFFECTIVE ACTION CAN ENCOURAGE WARSAW AND MOSCOW 70 


RECONSIDER Tlic TR MARCH TOWARD THE ABYSS IN POLAND. 
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MOREOVER, OUR RESPONSE TO THE POLISH CRISIS HAS FAR-REACHING 
IMPLICATIONS FOR EAST-WEST RELATIONS. IF WE DO NOT TAKE SERIOUS 
ACTIONS COMMENSURATE WITH OUR CONCERN, THEN THE SOVIETS MAY DOUBT 
OUR RESOLVE AT OTHER CRITICAL POINTS IN THE WORLD. 


THIRD, WE MUST BEAR IN MIND THAT INDIVIDUAL NATIONAL ACTION 
BECOMES MUCH MORE MEANINGFUL, ESPECIALLY FOR MOSCOW, IN THE CON- 
TEXT OF ALLIED UNITY, FIFTEEN SOVEREIGN NATIONS HAVE NEVER FOUND 
IT EASY TO ACT IN CONCERT, BUT THIS MUST BE OUR GOAL. IT WOULD 


INDEED BE TRAGIC IF POLAND’S MISFORTUNE BECOMES THE INSTRUMENT OF 
ALLIED DISUNITY. 


BASED ON THESE PRINCIPLES, THE PRESIDENT HAS FASHIONED A 
STRATEGY THAT SEEKS TO LEAD THE ALLIES TOWARD UNIFIED ACTION, 
THIS PROCESS IS WELL UNDERWAY, 


THE UNITED STATES HAS MADE CLEAR THAT WE ILL NOT DO BUSINESS 
AS USUAL WITH EITHER POLAND OR THE SOVIET UNION WHILE REPRESSION 
IN POLAND CONTINUES, IN DECEMBER, THE PRESIDENT ANNOUNCED A 
SERIES OF ECONOMIC SANCTIONS AGAINST BOTH POLAND AND THE SOVIET 
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UNION. HE WARNED THAT WE WOULD TAKE FURTHER MEASURES, IF NECESSARY. 
COSMETIC IMPROVEMENTS WILL NOT BE ENOUGH. WE WILL NOT BE DECEIVED 
BY A CONTINUATION OF REPRESSION DISGUISED AS MODERATION. 


THE UNITED STATES IS NOT ALONE. WE ARE WORKING CLOSELY WITH 
OUR ALLIES ON POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC ACTIONS THAT WILL DRIVE HOME 
TO THE SOVIET UNION AND THE POLISH REGIME THE COSTS OF REPRESSION 
IN POLAND. IN JANUARY AN UNPRECEDENTED SPECIAL MEETING OF THE 
NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL CONDEMNED THE SOVIET UNION’S SUSTAINED 
CAMPAIGN AGAINST THE POLISH PEOPLE. THE ALLIES AGREED T0 A 
NUMBER OF ECONOMIC MEASURES, SUCH AS HOLDING IN ABEYANCE FUTURE 
OFFICIAL CREDITS TO POLAND FOR GOODS OTHER THAN FOOD AND SUSPEND- 
ING NEGOTIATIONS TO RESCHEDULE THE POLISH 1981 OFFICIAL DEbT. 
THE ALLIES >LEDCE NOT TO UNDERCUT EACH OTHER’S ACTION, SIGNI- 
FICANTLY, THE ALLIES HAYe BEGUN AN EXAMINATION OF THE COURSE OF 
FUTURE ECONOMIC AND COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WIiH “HE SOVIET JNION. 


RECENTLY, SEV=RAL EJVROPEAN ALLIES AND JAPAN HAVE ANNOUNCFD SPE- 


CIFIC POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC STEPS AGAINST POLAND, AND EUROPEAN 
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COMMUNITY FOREIGN MINISTERS ANNOUNCED THAT RESTRAINTS ON IMPORTS 
FROM THE SOVIET UNION ARE PLANNED. 


AT THE CONFERENCE ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE IN 
MADRID ON FEBRUARY 9 THE FOREIGN MINISTERS OF OUR ALLIES ALSO 
JOINED ME IN DENOUNCING THE VIOLATIONS OF THE HELSINKI FINAL ACT 
BY THE SOVIETS AND THE POLISH MILITARY REGIME. 


SANCTIONS AND DENUNCIATIONS ARE NOT THE ONLY ELEMENTS OF OUR 
POLICY. THE WEST HAS INDICATED ITS READINESS TO HELP REVIVE 
POLAND'S SHATTERED ECONOMY WHEN THE POLISH PEOPLE REGAIN THEIR 


RIGHTS, THIS IS AN IMPORTANT PART OF OUR STRATEGY, 


WE SHOULD NOT UNDERESTIMATE THE IMPACT OF WESTERN UNITY ON 
BOTH POLAND AND THE SOVIET UNION, I BELIEVE THAT THE UNITY OF 
THE WEST THUS FAR COMES AS AN UNPLEASANT SURPRISE TO MOSCOW. THE 
IMPLICATIONS ARE FAR-REACHING. WE CAN LOOK FORWARD IN THE DAYS 
AHEAD TO AN EXAMINATION OF OTHER AREAS FOR ALLIED ACTION, SUCH AS 
THE QUESTION OF FUTURE CREDITS. CONTINUED WESTERN UNITY AND CON- 


CRETE PRESSURE -- COUPLED WITH AN OFFER OF HELP -- HOLD OUT THE 


BEST PROSPECT FOR THE FUTURE OF FREEDOM IN POLAND. 
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AT THIS POINT, MR. CHAIRMAN, I WOULD LIKE TO CONVEY MY DEEP 
APPRECIATION TO CONGRESSMEN LANTOS, WINN, AND FASCELL FOR THEIR 
ELOQUENT BIPARTISAN SUPPORT OF THE PRESIDENT’S POLICY ON POLAND 
DURING THE ANNUAL MEETING IN JANUARY BETWEEN THE U.S. CONGRESS AND 
THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT. AS YOU KNOW, THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT HAS 
ITSELF NOW PROPOSED WAYS TO SEND THE SOVIETS A SIGNAL THAT THE 
WEST REMAINS FIRM AND UNITED IN OPPOSITION TO SOVIET AGGRESSION. 
THIS IS TRUE NOT JUST IN THE CASE OF POLAND, BUT IN THE CASE OF 
AFGHANISTAN, AS WELL. IT WAS THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT THAT FIRST 
PROPOSED DECLARING A DAY IN COMMEMORATION OF THE AFGHAN PEOPLE’S 
STRUGGLE. PRESIDENT REAGAN STRONGLY SUPPORTS THE DESIGNATION OF 
MARCH 21 AS AFGHANISTAN DAY AS AN EXPRESSION OF ALLIED DISPLEASU* 


WITH SOVIET AGGRESSION, 


NOW LET ME TURN TO ANOTHER AREA OF GREAT CONCERN TO US, THE 
CARIBBEAN BAS!\, WHERE WE FACE TWO DISTINCT BUT RELATED CHALLENGES: 


FIRST, THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL UPHEAVA 3 THAT MARK THE DC. ELOPMENT 


PROCESS; SECOND, THE THREAT TO DEMOCRACY AND INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS 
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FROM THE FORCES OF TOTALITARIANISM IN CUBA AND ELSEWHERE, SUPPORTED 


BY THE SOVIET UNION. 


LAST WEEK THE PRESIDENT SPOKE AT LENGTH ON OUR NEW CARIBBEAN 
BASIN INITIATIVE. THIS PROGRAM IS A FIRST STEP TOWARD MEETING 
THESE CHALLENGES. AS THE PRESIDENT EXPLAINED, THE U.S. WILL WORK 
WITH MEXICO, CANADA, AND VENEZUELA TO ASSIST COUNTRIES FACING 
SEVERE ECONOMIC PROBLEMS. THE AMERICAN PART OF THE PACKAGE IN- 
CLUDES TRADING OPPORTUNITIES, INVESTMENT INCENTIVES, AND INCREASED 


FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE. 


BEYOND THE ECONOMIC CHALLENGE, THE COUNTRIES OF THE CARIBBEAN 
ARE ALSO CONFRONTED BY A GROWING THREAT FROM CUBA AND ITS NEW- 
FOUND ALLY NICARAGUA, IN RECENT YEARS, CUBA HAS EMBARKED ON A 
SYSTEMATIC CAMPAIGN TO DESTABILIZE LEGITIMATE GOVERNMENTS IN 
JAMAICA, COLOMBIA, HONDURAS, EL SALVADOR, AND ELSEW:ERE, AT THE 
SAME TIME, CUBA HAS SYSTEMATICALLY EXPANDED ITS ABILITY TO PROJECT 
ITS MILITARY POWER BEYOND ITS OWN SHORES, THE SOVIETS SHIPPED 
MORE MILITARY SUPPLIES TO CUBA LAST YEAR THAN AT ANY TIME SINCE 


1962. MOST NOTABLY, CUBA RECENTLY ACQUIRED A SECOND SQUADRON OF 


M1G-23/FLOGGERS . 
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IN NICARAGUA, SOVIET, EAST EUROPEAN, AND CUBAN MILITARY 
ADVISERS ARE BUILDING CENTRAL AMERICA’S LARGEST MILITARY ESTABLISH- 
NENT WITH SOVIET-SUPPLIED ARMS. DISTURBING ACCOUNTS OF THE GOVERN- 
MENTS CAMPA’GN AGAINST THE MESKITO INDIANS ARE REACHING THE OUT- 
SIDE WORLD. MEANWHILE, THE CLANDESTINE INFILTRATION OF ARMS AND 
MUNITIONS FROM NICARAGUA INTO EL SALVADOR IS AGAIN APPROACHING THE 
HIGH LEVELS HECORDED JUST BEFORE LAST YEAR’S “FINAL OFFENSIVE.” 


THE UNITED STATES HAS TRIED TO COMMUNICATE WITH CUBA AND 
NICARAGUA. +E HAVE OFFERED A WAY OUT OF CONFRONTATION. WE HAVE 


SOUGHT EXPLANATIONS FOR THE MASSIVE MILITARY BUILDUPS THAT CONSUME 
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THE SCARCE RESOURCES OF DEVELOPMENT. BUT OUR EFFORTS HAVE THUS 
FAR BEEN REBLFFED. 


The THREAT TO DEMOCRACY FROM OPPONENTS OF PEACEFUL CHANGE IS 
PARTICULARLY ACUTE IN EL SALVADOR. THE DUARTE GOVERNMENT IS COM- 


MITTED TO POLITICAL REFORM, FREE ELECTIONS, AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 


ITS OPPONENTS, SUPPORTED BY NICARAGUA AND CUBA, ARE DETERMINED 





pss 
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TO WIN BY FO2CE WHAT THEY COULD NOT ACHIEVE 3Y THE BALLOT. IN 


THE FACE OF SUCH THREATS TO THE DEMOCRATIC PROCESS, THE U.S. HAS 
FIRMLY STATED ITS COMMITMENT TO FREE ELECTIONS. 


THE U.S. POSITION HAS BEEN EMBRACED BY THE ORGANIZATION OF 
AMERICAN STATES. AT THE MEETING OF THE 0.A.S. IN ST. LUCIA LAST 
DECEMBER, 22 OF 29 NATIONS VOTED IN FAVOR OF THE SALVADORAN PRO- 
GRAM FOR ELECTIONS -- ONLY THREE VOTED AGAINST. INDEED, A COL- 
LECTIVE RESPONSE TO THE DANGER IS EMERGING WITHIN CENTRAL AMERICA, 
THE GOVERNMENTS OF COSTA RICA, HONDURAS AND EL SALVADOR, WHICH 
RECENTLY FOR4ED THE CENTRAL AMERICAN DEMOCRATIC COMMUNITY, HAVE 
BEEN JOINED 3Y VENEZUELA, COLOMBIA, AND THE UNITED STATES 10 HELP 
CARRY THROUGi THE DEMOCRATIC TRANSFORMATION OF EL SALVADOR, 


WE MUST NOT BE MISLED BY THE MYTH THAT THE DUARTE GOVERNMENT 
HAS REFUSED ‘0 NEGOTIATE AN END TO THE TROUBLE IN EL SALVADOR WITH 
THE GUERRILLAS, PRESIDENT DUARTE HAS OFFERED TO NEGOTIATE ON THE 
ELECTORAL PRIICESS, SO THAT ELECTIONS CAN PROCEED PEACEFULLY AND THE 


PEOPLE OF EL SALVADOR CAN CHOOSE THEIR OWN LEADERS WITHOUT FEAR, 


THE UNITED S ATES SUPPORTS THIS CALL, 
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[ WOTE THAT THE COUNCIL OF BISHOPS OF EL SALVADOR SUPPORTS 
THE ELECTORAL PROCESS, 100, AND HAS ECHOED THE GOVERNMENT’S CALL 
FOR ALL GROLPS TO DESIST FROM USING VIOLENCE TO BLOCK THE ELECTIONS. 


THIS BrIEF REVIEW OF EVENTS IN EUROPE AND THE CARIBBEAN SHOULD 
NOT DISTRACT US FROM OTHER HIGHLY TROUBLED AREAS WHERE WE MUST ACT, 
TO CITE JUST A FEW: 

~~ WE HAVE HELPED TO REVIVE THE NEGOTIATIONS ON NAMIBIA THAT 
HAD EFFECTIVELY COLLAPSED BEFORE THIS ADMINISTRATION TOOK OFFICE, 
AND WE ARE ACTIVELY ENGAGED WITH OUR ALLIES, THE FRONT-LINE STATES, 
AND SOUTH AFRICA IN A REALISTIC EFFORT TO OBTAIN A SETTLEMENT THAT 
COULD LEAD T) INDEPENDENCE FOR NAMIBIA IN 1982, 

-- WE AXE SUPPORTING THE RESTORATION OF PEACE IN CHAD UNDER 
THE AUSPICES OF THE ORGANIZATION OF AFRICAN UNITY, THEREBY DIS- 
PLACING LIBYAN INFLUENCE AND MILITARY FORCES THERE. 

-- AS PART OF OUR FIRM STAND SGAINST LIBYAN SUPPORT FOR INTER- 


NATIONAL TER%ORISM, WE HAVE INCREASEL SUPPORT FOR LIBYA’s 


THREATENED NI: 1 GHBORS., 
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-- WE CONTINUE TO SUPPORT EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE A NEGOTIATED 
SETTLEMENT IN THE WESTERN SAHARA. 

-- WE HAVE GIVEN OUR FULL SUPPORT TO EFFORTS OF THE ASSOCIA- 
TION OF SOUTHEAST ASIAN WATIONS IN OPPOSITION TO THE VIETNAMESE 
OCCUPATION OF KAMPUCHEA, AND WE HAVE SOUGHT TO MAINTAIN MILITARY 
STRENGTH IN THE AREA TO BALANCE THE EVER-GROWING SOVIET MILITARY 
PRESENCE IN NORTHEAST ASIA AND IN VIETNAM, 

-- WE HAVE HELPED TO ORGANIZE THE MULTILATERAL FORCE AND 
OBSERVERS, MOVING ISRAEL AND EGYPT EVER CLOSER TO A SUCCESSFUL 
WITHDRAWAL FROM THE SINAI, WHILE SEEKING TO GIVE ALL PARTIES THE 
SENSE OF SECURITY NEEDED FOR THEM TO MOVE TOWARD AN AGREEMENT ON 
THE AUTONOMY PORTION OF THE CAMP DAVID ACCORDS. 

-- FINALLY, IN A PERIOD OF DEPRESSED ECONOMIC, ACTIVITY WORLS- 
WIDE, WE ARE WORKING DILIGENTLY TO PREVENT EMERGENCE OF PROTECT- 
TONISM AND TO SUPPORT A FREE AND OPEN INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM ADHERED 


TO BY ALL. 


EVEN THIS QUICK REVIEW OF EVENTS IN EUROPE, THE CARIBBEA\, 


AND ELSEWHERE REFLECTS THE MYRIAD OF IMPORTANT PROBLEMS FACED BY 
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AMERICA. THERE IS A PROFOUND RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN OUR ABILITY 10 
HANDLE THESI: PROBLEMS AND THE RESOURCES AVAILABLE TO US. TODAY’S 
CHALLENGES REQUIRE THAT WE COMMIT OURSELVES TO A VITAL FOREIGN 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM, 


FOREIGII ASSISTANCE WAS ONCE DISMISSED AS NAIVE IDEALISM OR 
MISPLACED PHILANTHROPY. BUT TODAY’S FOREIGN ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 
HAVE BEEN REDIRECTED TO SPECIFIC AND VITALLY IMPORTANT STRATEGIC 
OBJECTIVES. THESE INCLUDE: 

-- PROMOTING PEACEFUL SOLUTIONS TO REGIONAL RIVALRIES; 

-- GAIT? ING ACCESS TO CRITICAL MILITARY FACILITIES; 

-- CONFRONTING GROWING MILITARY THREATS FROM, AND SUBVERSIVE 

EFFCRTS BY THE SOVIETS; AND 
-- REDUCING THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL TRAVAIL THAT ENCOURAGES 
JOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND EXTERNAL INTERVENTION, 


TO ENSLRE THAT THE RESOURCES WE REQUEST ARE SHARPLY FOCUSED ON 


ONLY THE MOST CRITICAL FOREIGN POLICY GOALS, THE PRESIDENT HAS 


FUNDAMENTALLY REALIGNED AID PRIORITIES AND THE PROCESS OF ALLOCATING 
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ASSISTANCE. THESE STEPS WERE TAKEN TO AVOID SCATTERING RESOURCES 
AMONG WIDELY DIVERGENT AND UNATTAINABLE GOALS, AS SOMETIMES 
HAPPENED IN [HE PAST, 


THE OVE WHELMING PROPORTION OF OUR 1983 AID PROGRAM WILL GO 
TO NATIONS WHICH SHARE OUR STRATEGIC CONCERNS OR WHICH ARE SITUATED 
TO IMPROVE OUR OWN DIPLOMATIC AND MILITARY CAPABILITIES. FOR 
EXAMPLE: | 

-- OUR AID ENABLES ISRAEL AND EGYPT TO RETAIN THE CONFIDENCE 
NECESSARY TO TAKE NEW STEPS FOR PEACE. 

-- OUR AID SECURES OUR TIES TO KENYA, SOMALIA, OMAN, AND 
OTHERS THAT PROVIDE A U.S. PRESENCE ALL ALONG THE VITAL OIL LINES 
OF THE MIDDLE: EAST, 

-- OUR ASSISTANCE TO THREATENED STATES, SUCH AS PAKISTAN, 
SUDAN, YEMEN, MOROCCO, AND TUNISIA GUARDS AGAINST EXTERNAL CO- 
ERCION AND REDUCES THE LIKELIHOOD THAT THE U.S. WILL HAVE TO UNDER- 
TAKE MORE DIFECT AND IMMENSELY MORE EXPENSIVE ACTION, 

-- OUR AID TO TURKEY STRENGTHENS A STRATEGICALLY VITAL ALLY 


AND CONTRIBUTES DECISIVELY TO WESTERN SECURITY ALONG NATO’S 


CRITICAL SOUTHERN FLANK, 
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THIS AID WILL BE BOTH ECONOMIC AND SECURITY ORIENTED. BOL- 
STERING A NATION’S ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT INCREASES ITS CHANCES OF 
AVOIDING INTERNAL PROBLEMS. PROMOTING AND ENCOURAGING PRIVATE 
INVESTMENT WILL RECEIVE A SPECIAL PRIORITY, 


TO MEET THE SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES I HAVE OUTLINED, We ARE RE- 
QUESTING ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS OF $1.8 BIL- 
LION. AS YOJ KNOW, THE PRESIDENT HAS ALREADY ASKED FOR 4 $350 
MILLION SUPP _EMENTAL APPROPRIATION FOR FY 82 TO MEET OUR COMMITMENTS 
FOR ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE UNDER THE CARIBBEAN BASIN INITIATIVE. HE 
HAS ALSO REQJESTED UP TO AN ADDITIONAL $60 MILLION IN SECURITY 
ASSISTANCE FOR THE AREA, WHICH WILL NOT REQUIRE AN ADDITIONAL 
AUTHORIZATION, NATURALLY, I WILL 3€ DISCUSSING THIS MORE FULLY 
THURSDAY IN IY TESTIMONY BEFORE THE HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE, 
WEDNESDAY WE WILL TRANSMIT TO YOU AND OTHER MEMBERS OF THE CONGRESS 
A WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF THESE REQUESTS. 


WE RECOCNIZE THAT MANY IN CONGRESS, IN AUTHORIZING FOREIGN 


ASSISTANCE FCR BOTH FY 1982 anp 1983, HOPED THAT ADDITIONAL 





’ 5DuUOn 
. ”* * -16- PR#82 


AUTHORIZATIONS WOULD NOT BE NECESSARY THIS YEAR. THE APPROVAL OF 
FOREIGN ASSISTANCE INCREASES IS ESPECIALLY DIFFICULT AS WE ENDURE 
AUSTERITY ANI) ECONOMIC PRIVATION. BUT THE COST OF INACTION NOW 
WILL FAR EXCIED THE RESOURCES WE SEEK. OUR MOST ESSENTIAL INTERESTS 
ARE UNDER AT ACK, BOTH CLOSE TO HOME AND IN DISTANT BUT CRITICAL 


PARTS OF THE WORLD. OUR NATION’S SECURITY TOMORROW REQUIRES AN 


INVESTMENT Il] FOREIGN ASSISTANCE TODAY. 
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No. 83 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will hold a meeting on March 
18, 1982, of the Working Group on Treatment of Investment 
and Special Investment Problems of the Advisory Committee on 
International Investment, Technology, and Development. The 
Working Group will meet from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon. The 
meeting will be held in Room 1105 of the State Department, 
2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20520. The meeting 
will be open to the public. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to review and discuss 
the status of U.S. investment initiatives in the OECD and 
GATT including performance requirements and other issues, 
problems relating to U.S. investment in Canada and France 
and reciprocity in investment. 


Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs, Washington, D.C. 20520. He may be reached by 
telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 
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Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


The Chairman of the Working Group will, as time permits, 
entertain oral comments from members of the public attending 
the meeting. 
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~ 


SECRETARY OF STATE'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE 
INTERNATIONAL LAW 


Notice of Meeting 





There will be a meeting of the subject Advisory Committee 
at 10:00 A.M. on Friday, April 30, 1982 in Room 1105 (ground 
floor) of the Department of State. Members of the general 
public may attend up to the capacity of the meeting room and 
participate in the discussion subject to instructions of the 
Chairman. 


The meeting agenda will include discussion of implemen- 
tation in the United States of the 1980 Hague Convention on 
the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction, which was 
Signed by the United States on December 23, 1981, with a view 
to eventual United States ratification of that Convention. A 
number of other private international law activities and plans 


will be reviewed. 


Entry to the Department of State building is controlled 
and members of the general public should use the "C" Street 
("diplomatic") entrance. As entry will be facilitated by 
advance arrangements, members of the general public planning 
to attend should, prior to April 30, notify Ms. Rochelle Renna, 
Office of the Assistant Legal Adviser for Private International 
Law, Department of State, Washincton, D.C., 20520 (telephone: 
(202) 632-8134) of their name, affiliation, address and telephone 


number. 


For turther inmforrmecticrns <~ «ore Pana. ?: 
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will hold a meeting on March 
26, 1982, of the Working Group on Accounting Standards of 
the Advisory Committee on International Investment, Technology, 
and Development. The Working Group will meet from 10:00 
a.m. to 12:00 noon. The meeting will be held in Room 3524 
of the State Department, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20520. The meeting will be open to the public. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss the 
preparations for the Sixth Session of the U.N. Ad Hoc Inter- 
governmental Working Group of Experts on International 
Standards of Accounting and Reporting. 


Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs, Washington, D.C. 20520. He may be reached by 
telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 


Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


The Chairman of the Working Group will, as time permits, 
entertain oral comments from members of the public attending 
the meeting. 


For turther aretarrericaticoes <«apre tart: 
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TESTIMONY 
BY ALEXANDER M, HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE — 


BEFORE THE 





SUBCOMMITTEE ON FOREIGN OPERATIONS 
HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 
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IT TS A PLEASURE TO APPEAR BEFORE THE HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON FOREIGN OPERATIONS TO PRESENT THE ADMINISTRATION'S 


\ 


PROPOSED FISCAL 1983 FOREIGN ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 


OVER A YEAR.AGO, IN MY FIRST TESTINONY HERE AS SECRETARY OF 
STATE, | COMMITTED MYSELF TO DEVELOPING A CLOSE WORKING RELATIONSHIP 
WITH YOU, MR. CHAIRMAN, AND ALL COMMITTEE NEMBERS SO THAT WE COULD 
MOVE TOGETHER T0 STRENGTHEN UR NATION’S INTERNATIONAL POSITION. 
WHILE WE HAVE NOT ALWAYS AGREED ON SPECIFIC ISSUES, I BELIEVE WE 
HAVE DEVELOPED A CONSTRUCTIVE RELATIONSHIP. YOUR WISE ADVICE HAS 
BEEN MOST APPRECIATED. 


TOGETHER WE HAVE MADE AN IMPORTANT BEGINNING AS WE SEEK TO 
REINVIGORATE AVERICAN. LEADERSHIP. ABROAD. FOR THE FIRST TIME IN 
THREE YEARS, THE CONGRESS HAS ENACTED FOREIGN ASSISTANCE 
APPROPRIATION LEGISLATION, GIVING SUBSTANCE TO PRESIDENT 
REAGAN'S DECLARATION THAT “AMERICA WILL NOT SHRINK FROM ” 
MAKING THE INVESTMENTS NECESSARY FOR BOTH PEACE AND SECURITY.” 


| 
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BUT WE CANNOT STOP HERE. WE MUST BUILD ON THE PROGRESS WE 
HAVE MADE. THE COMPETITION WE FACE IS TOO SERIOUS, AND OUR OWN 


REQUIREMENTS TOO GREAT TO REST NOW. A FIRST-RATE AMERICAN FOREIGN 






POLICY SIMPLY CANNOT BE RUN ON SECOND-RATE RESOURCES. - 


THE TASK OF STATECRAFT IS TO MASTER EVENTS, NOT SIMPLY To 
| REACT TO THEM. IN THIS COMPLEX AGE OF INTERDEPENDENCE, AMERICAN 
DIPLOMACY REQUIRES BROAD AND FLEXIBLE ASSETS TO DEAL WITH A 


VARIETY OF SITUATIONS. FOREIGN ECONOMIC AND SECURITY ASSISTANCE - 


Se CR a a 


IS A CRITICAL ELEMENT IN GIVING US SUCH FLEXIBILITY. — 


FOR TOO LONG, FOREIGN AID HAS BEEN MISUNDERSTOOD AND 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 
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UNDERRATED, DISMISSED AS NAIVE IDEALISM OR INEFFECTIVE PHILANTHROPY . 
| WHATEVER THE ACCURACY OF SUCH VIEWS IN THE PAST, THEY CANNOT BE. 
SUSTAINED TODAY, WE ARE REQUESTING FOREIGN ASSISTANCE TO SERVE 
COMPELLING NATIONAL SECURITY, FOREIGN POLICY AND ECONOMIC NEEDS. 


TODAY, I WOULD LIKE TO EXPLAIN THE PRESIDENT’S REQUEST FOR AN © 
INCREASE OF $1.4 BILLION. IN SECURITY AND ECONOMIC AID IN “y 1983. 
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WITH YOUR PERMISSION, I WOULD ALSO LIKE TO SUBMIT FOR THE RECORD A 
_ SHORT BUT COMPREHENSIVE REPORT THAT DETAILS THE MAJOR ELEMENTS OF 


OUR FY 1983 FOREIGN ASSISTANCE: PROPOSALS. 


AS YOU KNOW, THE PRESIDENT HAS ALREADY ASKED FOR A.SUPPLEMENTAL 
APPROPRIATION FOR FY 82 OF $350 MILLION TO MEET OUR ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 


“COMMITMENTS UNDER THE CARIBBEAN BASIN INITIATIVE AND. AN ADDITIONAL 


$60 MILLION IN SECURITY ASSISTANCE FOR THIS AREA. 


LET ME BE MORE SPECIFIC ABOUT THE RISKS TO AMERICAN NATIONAL 
INTERESTS THAT WOULD BE THE CONSEQUENCE OF INADEQUATE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE 
-- WE WOULD NOT BE ABLE TO HELP REDUCE THE ECONOMIC MISERY 


| IN THE CARIBBEAN BASIN THAT ENCOURAGES DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND EXTERNAL 


INTERVENTION, 
= WE WOULD RISK CRITICAL SETBACKS TO OUR PEACEMAKING EFFORTS. 


IN THE MIDDLE EAST AND SOUTHERN AFRICA. 


-- WE MIGHT LOSE MILITARY FACILITIES ESSENTIAL TO THE DEFENSE 


‘OF WESTERN INTERESTS IN DISTANT BUT VITAL REGIONS OF THE WORLD. 


QUR ACCESS AGREEMENTS WITH KENYA, SOMALIA, OMAN AND OTHERS HELP 
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US TO SUSTAIN A U.S. PRESENCE ALL ALONG THE VITAL GIL ROUTES 


TO THE MIDDLE EAST. 


-- WE WOULD COURT THE DANGER OF FURTHER DETERIORATION IN. THE 
MILITARY CAPABILITIES AND ECONOMIES: OF KEY ALLIES, SUCH AS TURKEY. 


-- WE MIGHT ENCOURAGE THE SUBVERSIVE EFFORTS BY SOVIET AND — 
SOVIET PROXY FORCES. OUR ASSISTANCE IS VITALLY IMPORTANT TO 


COUNTRIES FRIENDLY TO THE WEST SUCH AS PAKISTAN, SUDAN, YEMEN, 


MOROCCO, TUNISIA, SOMALIA AND OMAN THAT ARE UNDER GROWING PRESSURE 
FROM SOVIET CLIENT STATES. 


-- WE RISK DANAGE TO IMPORTANT ‘MARKETS AND COMMERCIAL TIES. 
TODAY MORE THAN ONE-QUARTER OF OUR AGRICULTURAL AND MANUFACTURED 


EXPORTS GOES TO THE DEVELOPING WORLD. 


-- FINALLY, WE MIGHT WEAKEN VALUABLE MULTILATERAL FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTIONS WHICH HAVE CONTRIBUTED TO ECONOMIC GROWTH AND MUST 
CONTINUE THEIR VITAL ROLE IN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 
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_OF THE PRESIDENT’S FOREIGN POLICY. IT IS ABSOLUTELY NECESSARY 
‘ IF OUR STRATEGIES ARE TO SUCCEED IN ACHIEVING THEIR OBJECTIVES. 


_ THE SEARCH FOR A JUST AND LASTING PEACE AND TiE URGENT REQUIREMENT 


"POSSIBLE UNLESS LOCAL COUNTRIES ARE SECURE FROM OUTSIDE COERCION; 


UNDERLYING SOURCES OF CONFLICT AND INSTABILITY. 





THE PRESIDENT’S PROGRAM OF FOREIGN ASSISTANCE IS NOT ONLY 
A SAFEGUARD AGAINST ALL THOSE DANGERS, BUT AN INTEGRAL ELEMENT 


FOR EXAMPLE, OUR POLICY IN THE MIDULE EAST PURSUES TWO GOALS: 


THAT OUR FRIENDS IN THE REGION BE SECURE AGAINST THREATS FROM 
THE OUTSIDE ‘AND FROM SOVIET SURROGATES AND RADICAL FORCES WITHIN 
THE REGION. THESE GOALS REINFORCE EACH OTHER. NO PEACE IS 


r 


AND SECURITY WILL NOT BE ACHIEVED IF WE FAIL TO ADDRESS THE 





OUR FOREIGN ASSISTANCE SERVES BOTH OF THESE GOALS. IT 


_ SEEKS TO ADVANCE THE WELFARE OF THE POPULATIONS AND THE ECONOMIC 


HEALTH OF THEIR COUNTRIES TO PROMOTE ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL’ . 


: 
a , 
A 
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STABILITY THROUGHOUT THE REGION. THE SECURITY AND ECONOMIC 
HEALTH OF ISRAEL AND EGYPT GIVE THESE NATIONS THE CONFIDENCE 
TO CONTINUE ON THE PATH TOWARD PEACE BEGUN AT CAMP DAVID. 





SIMILARLY, OUR POLICY IN SOUTHWEST ASIA SEEKS TO INSURE 
| WESTERN ACCESS TO OIL FROM THE PERSIAN GULF. ALMOST ALL THE? 
"COUNTRIES IN THE AREA STRETCHING FROM PAKISTAN TO MOROCCO ARE 
ECONOMICALLY TROUBLED. IN ADDITION, THEY FACE POTENTIAL 
SUBVERSION OR REGIONAL THREATS, IN MANY CASES,’ SUPPORTED BY THE 


3. ™ let . | oho e.7e et 


| SOVIETS OR THEIR PROXIES. OUR FIVE-YEAR PROGRAM OF MILITARY 
"MODERNIZATION AND ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE WILL HELP PAKISTAN TO 
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| MEET THE SOVIET THREAT FROM AFGHANISTAN AND FACILITATE THE 

"DEVELOPMENT ESSENTIAL TO INTERNAL STABILITY, OUR ASSISTANCE 
HELPS SUDAN, MOROCCO AND TUNISIA TO FACE THREATS OF SUBVERSION 

OR AGGRESSION EMANATING FROM LIBYA. 


IN THE EASTERN MEDITERRANEAN, WE SEEK TO STRENGTHEN 0 
hes 


RELATIONS WITH TWO MAJOR ALLIES, GREECE AND TURKEY, TO B 











-7 PR#86 — 


""" WATS, VITAL’ SOUTHEASTERN FLANK, AND TO FACILITATE THE SEARCH FOR A 


— ment? : 
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“SOLUTION TO THE CYPRUS PROBLEM. OUR ASSISTANCE IS REGUIRED'FOR A 


STRONG TURKEY, WHICH LIES AT A KEY GEO-POLITICAL CROSSROAD, THE 
INTERSECTION OF OUR NATO, SOUTHWEST ASIA, AND MIDDLE EAST INTERESTS. 
BOTH SECURITY AND ECONOMIC STABILITY ARE NECESSARY TO MAINTAIN THE 
MOMENTUM TOWARD RESTORATION OF DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS IN TURKEY. 
SECURITY ASSISTANCE ALSO HELPS A DEMOCRATIC GREECE FULFILL ITS NATO 


RESPONSIBILITY, 


IN THE CARIBBEAN, THE PRESIDENT’S POLICY SEEKS TO PROVIDE BOTH 
THE ECONOMIC HELP THAT THE NATIONS OF THE REGION NEED TO OVERCOME — 
LEGACIES OF POVERTY AND INJUSTICE AND THE SECURITY ASSISTANCE NEEDED 


_ TO PREVENT CASTRO FROM EXPLOITING THOSE CONDITIONS TO ESTABLISH NEW 


TOTALITARIAN REGINES. WE MUST PROVIDE THE RESOURCES NEEDED UNTIL 
INCREASED INVESTMENT, A STRENGTHENED PRIVATE SECTOR, AND EXPANDED 
EXPORT MARKETS ENABLE THESE COUNTRIES TO ACHIEVE ECONOMIC SELF- 


SUFFICIENCY, THE AMOUNTS FOR SECURITY ASSISTANCE ARE MODEST, — 
EQUALLING JUST OVER $100 MILLION OUT OF A TOTAL AID REQUEST OF 
'$675 MILLION FOR THE ENTIRE BASIN AREA, 
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EL SALVADOR, WHERE INSURGENTS SEEK TO PREVENT ELECTIONS 


AND DESTROY THE ECONOMY, WOULD BE THE LARGEST SINGLE RECIPIENT 


OF BOTH SECURITY AND ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE. JAMAICA WILL CONTINUE 


T0 NEED SUBSTANTIAL ASSISTANCE IN ORDER TO RESTORE THE VITALITY 
OF ITS SHATTERED PRIVATE SECTOR. OUR SUPPORT FOR COSTA RICA’S 
RAPIDLY DETERIORATING ECONOMY WILL HELP THAT COUNTRY TO CARRY 
OUT FUNDAMENTAL ECONOMIC REFORMS AND TO PRESERVE THE LONGEST 
DEMOCRATIC TRADITION IN CENTRAL AMERICA. IN HONDURAS, ANOTHER 


| MOVE TOWARD DEMOCRACY FACES THE DANGEROUS COMBINATION OF A 


QUICKENING ECONOMIC DECLINE AND A POLITICAL-MILITARY CRISIS 
UPON ITS BORDERS. 


TO ASSURE THE MOST EFFECTIVE USE OF OUR SCARCE RESOURCES, 
THE PRESIDENT HAS REALIGNED FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ALLOCATIONS WITH 


CAREFUL ATTENTION TO PRIORITIES. THE PROMOTION OF TRULY LASTING 


ECONOMIC GROWTH REMAINS ONE OF OUR KEY OBJECTIVES.” OUR PROGRAM 
RECOGNIZES THAT ASSISTANCE ALONE WILL NOT GUARANTEE ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT. GROWTH ALSO REQUIRES PROPER ECONOMIC INCENTIVES, 
NATIONAL COMMITMENT AND A RELIANCE ON THE CREATIVITY de 


RESOURCEFULNESS OF THE INDIVIDUAL. 
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THE PROGRAM ALSO RESPONDS TO THE PRESSING NEEDS OF KEY 
STRATEGIC NATIONS FOR INCREASED ‘ECONOMIC SUPPORT AND CONCESSIONAL 
MILITARY SALES. SUCH NATIONS MUST RECEIVE HELP IN ORDER TO BOLSTER 
THEIR DEFENSE AGAINST OUTSIDE SUBVERSION AND TO PREVENT ECONOMIC | 


CRISES. 
OUR NEW FOCUS ON ESSENTIAL SiRATEGIC AND DEVELOPMENT 


Foreign 


OBJECTIVES SHOULD NOT OBSCURE OUR PRIDE IN THE CONTINUING 
AMERICAN COMMITMENT TO TRADITIONAL HUMANITARIAN OBJECTIVES. 


evel Obes Se Lae , hw 


WE REMAIN THE MAJOR SOURCE OF ASSISTANCE TO REFUGEES IN AFRICA, 
PAKISTAN, SOUTHEAST ASIA, AND THE MIDDLE EAST. WE DIRECT THE 


0S. st RP EP RTE, 4 
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BULK OF OUR DEVELOPMENT AND FOOD AID TO THE WORLD’S POOREST 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


— 4, «os oF 


COUNTRIES. THESE COUNTRIES -- WITH LIMITED ACCESS TO PRIVATE 
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CAPITAL MARKETS -- DEPEND ON CONCESSTONAL ASSISTANCE TO SUPPORT 
THEIR DEVELOPMENT EFFORTS. TO MEET THESE NEEDS, PRESIDENT REAGAN 
COMMITTED THE U.S. AT CANCUN TO MAINTAINING ASSISTANCE LEVELS 


TO THESE NATIONS. 




















z 
é 
2 
: 
5 
b 


cation in Americen tee 


nts, 1982" 


ae? or 


Policy Current Docume 
ae eS a 


¢ RRR. Pro uo 
‘ 


“Declassified for Publi 





NR, CHAIRMAN, I RECOGNIZE THAT APPROVAL OF FOREIGN 
ASSISTANCE: IN THIS TIME OF AUSTERITY WILL BE DIFFICULT. 
BUT. WE SHALL PAY A GREATER PRICE LATER IF WE DO NOT ACT NOW, 
AMERICA’S MOST ESSENTIAL INTERESTS ARE UNDER ATTACK. THE 
PRESIDENT FIRMLY BELIEVES THAT THE RESOURCES HE HAS REQUESTED 
ARE CRUCIAL TO DEFENSE OF THESE INTERESTS AND TO THE PROMOTION 
OFA MORE PEACEFUL AND SECURE WORLD. OUR NATION'S SECURITY 


TOMORROW REQUIRES THAT WE MAKE AN INVESTMENT IN FOREIGN 
ASSISTANCE TODAY, 
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PRESS 


PARTMENT OF STATE 


March 8, 1982 


PRESS BRIEFING BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOLLOWING DISCUSSION WITH 
JORGE CASTANEDA DE LA ROSA 
MEXICAN SECRETARY OF FOREIGN RELATIONS 
DAG HAMMARSKJOLD ROOM, U.N. PLAZA HOTEL 
NEW YORK CITY, NEW YORK 
SATURDAY, MARCH 6, 1982, 3:20 P. M. 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, I want to just briefly review the 
character of the discussions I've had with Foreign Secretary 


Castenada of Mexico, and then submit myself to your questions. 





I want to emphasize that this is the first occasion that I've 
had to discuss with Secretary Castenada the recent proposals 
of President Lopez Portillo on the Central American crisis and 
the proposals that he made recently in a speech at Managua. 


I used the occasion to thank Secretary Castenada for Mexico's 
warm support for President Reagan's Caribbean Basin 
initiative, support that was prompt and forthcoming following 


the President's recent speech. 


We used the occasion to have a wide tour de horizon of global 
and regional questions and, most importantly of course, the 
situation in Central America. 


During the meeting I had an opportunity to hear firsthand and 
in detail from the Secretary Mexico's peace plan for the 


Central American region. 


We talked about current U.S. relations with Nicaragua, with 
Cuba, in light of President Lopez Portillo's proposals, and 
I reiterated the necessity for both to stop arming insurgents 


in the hemisphere. 


As you know, one area of concern we had with our understanding 
of President Lopez Portillo's proposals was their failure to 
grapple very directly with the issue of Nicaraguan involvement 
in El Salvador. We had an opportunity to discuss this at 
length and to review possible modifications to the Mexican 


approach. 


I visualize in the period ahead these discussions will con- 
tinue. For example, I will meet again next weekend here in 


New York with Secretary Castenada. 


For further information contact. 
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I, of course, expressed our hope that the Mexican Government 
will support the elections in El Salvador later this month. 


We discussed in some detail next week"s meeting of the Nassau 
Four who are associated with the Caribbean Basin initiative. 
Aftcer many meetings with Mr. Castenada, starting with the very 
earliest period of President Reagan's Administration -- and, 
incidentally, I want to emphasize that I spoke to the 
President in California this morning just before this meeting, 
received his guidance on the position that we would take with 
respect tuo the Mexican proposals, and they were, of course, 
reflected in my discussions. 


As is always the case, I have developed a very close and I 
think frank and constructive relationship with Mr. Castenada, 
as has President Reagan with President Lopez Portillo. We 
very much appreciate the relationship that has been 
established between our two governments even though on some 
issues we differ, not the least of which is one I just 
discussed with respect to interventionism. 


I do feel that our meeting resulted in a greater convergence 
of view on this very difficult subject, and I look forward to 
continuing these discussions in the period ahead with the view 
towards finding a solution to this very dangerous -- and 
increasingly so -- problem. 


I think I've said enough now. I welcome your questions. 


QUESTION: Commander Wheelock, a member of the Council of the 
State of Nicaragua is in town, and he reiterated in Washington 
two days ago his willingness to meet with the State Department 
to go over the peace plan and their problems. 





Can you respond to that offer? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's too early to say. I do want to 
emphasize that we made some proposals as early as last August 
to the Government of Nicaragua with the view towards arriving 
at a negotiated settlement to the difficulties in the region. 





Some of the aspects of that proposal were contained in 
President Lopez Portillo's Managua speech. The area that con- 
cerned us the most was the one that did not address in speci- 
fic terms Nicaraguan involvement in El Salvador which we feel 
is an essential and primary aspect of a negotiated solution. 


After those initial discussions by Mr. Enders in Managua in 
August, we communicated some further details to the Government 
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of Nicaragua. Unfortunately, the response we received was 
neither encouraging nor forthcoming. 


Dependent on how the talks go with our Mexican friends, and 
perhaps next weekend and in the period following that, we'll 
see where they lead. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a couple of questions, please. If 
the Mexicans work ‘in some phraseology that would accommodate 
what you reyard as critical -- the cessation of the flow of 
arms to the El Salvadoran guerrillas through Nicaragua -- would 
the United States then be prepared to pick up the Mexican pro- 
posal of looking for a negotiated solution? That would be 
the first question. 





And the second one: Does your very presence here, Mr. 
Secretary, and your meeting with the Foreign Minister of 
Mexico indicate a desire at this point on the part of the 
Administration to try to find a way out of the El Salvador 
crisis through a negotiated solution? 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, let me suggest to you that it has 
been the policy of the United States Government from the 
outset of this situation to attempt to find solutions which 
would be the product of peaceful negotiations. Let there be 
no doubt about that. That has been the underlying premise 
of everything the President has done. 





With respect to the details you asked about in the Lopez 
Portillo plan, I think it's too early to say beyond the 
general observation that the exchanges we had here this after- 
noon were encouraging and brought that process forward. In 
other words, they were positive. But there are still many 
uncertainties that have to be refined, and I don't think the 
place to refine them is in the public venue. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Mr. Guiterrez, the Nicaraguan who is 
now in the Mexican Embassy in El Salvador, is he or is he 
not an agent who was assisting the rebels? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think there's been a number of statements 
made, and I understand one made at 1:00 o'clock today by the 
Salvadoran President, President Duarte, on this subject, and 
I'd just as soon let those statements stand and run their 
course. 





QUESTION: Did you discuss with Mr. Castenada the status of 





this person who you pointed out as being evidence -- 
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SECRETARY HAIG: We had an exchange of views on it, and, as I 
say, a great deal has been said locally. Since the local 
authorities -- those on the ground, whatever their point of 
view -- seem to be the most knowledgeable, I would leave it 


right there. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said before Congress, though, 
that he was an agent, he was aiding the rebels. Is that true 


Or not? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I said we had the report that there was a 
Nicaraguan involved in the insurgency in Salvador, and that he 
had been captured. And that is true. 





QUESTION: Is that report false, though, now? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. I believe it is true. 





QUESTION: Did you know, Mr. Secretary, at the time on 
Thursday that this gentleman -- the Nicaraguan or the student, 
rebel, or whatever -- that he had already escaped, or had that 
not yet been brought to your attention? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think the circumstances -- and whether you 
would describe it as escape or whatever -- I will leave to those 
who were on the ground, eyewitnesses. I think there was 

some further informatic) put out on that today, and I'm sure 
there will be in the days ahead. 





QUESTION: The fact that the Mexican Government is currently 
harboring this man, as you have pointed out as the Nicaraguan 
infiltrator, certainly we can take that as evidence that we 
and the Mexican Government are very far apart on any sort of 
agreement with regard to this issue, aren't we? 





SECRETARY HAIG: With regard to what issue? 


QUESTION: With regard to how to solve the crisis in El 
Salvador if you take as evidence the fact that you can‘t even 
seem to agree with the Mexicans on who this man is or what he 


is. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Wait a minute. That's your interpretation of 
the situation; it is not mine. As I say, this is a question 

for the Salvadoran authorities -- who are involved in the cap- 
ture of this fellow and the Mexican authorities who have given 
him refuge -- to clarify in the hours and weeks ahead, and I'm 


sure they will. 
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Do not alwavs assume that events of that kind represent full 
cognizance by the authorities involved on either side. Just 
let the facts shake out. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Senator Byrd had a press conference 
today and called for advance Congressional approval before any 
troops were sent to El Salvador. 





What's the Administration's view on that resolution that he is 
going to propose on Monday? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I wasn't aware of it. I think we have a War 
Powers Act which is a very, very impressive ani rather 
complete set of constraints on the Executive Branch with 
respect to the deployment of U.S. combat forces anywhere in 
the world. 





But I do not find it particularly relevant because, as I have 
said and as the President has said repeatedly, there are no 
plans, IT know of no one in the Executive Branch who's made 
such proposals, that would involve the direct intervention of 
American forces in this hemisphere. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as I understand what the Mexicans 
are saying, their number one priority is for more talking bet- 
ween the United States and Cuba which they feel is basic to 
the settlement of the problem in the region. 





There was one meeting of yourself and a Cuban official in 
Mexico City. Are you willing to take the discussions between 
the United States and Cuba further, either using Mexico as an 
intermediary or without an intermediary? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Mr. Oberdorfer, I think it's clear from the 
fact that the President initiated the talks that took place 
between the Vice President and myself in Mexico City, that his 
policy, as it has been in the Polish crisis as well, is to 
maintain communication and contact. Indeed, in times of 

crisis and increased tension, such communication becomes more, 
rather than less, important. I don't see any change in that 
policy of President Reagan in the weeks and months ahead. 





I haven't answered your question, and I'm not going to. I 
don't mean to be cute, Don. I just think the way and how com- 
munications will be conducted are matters which are best left 
without a lot of public hoopla. 


QUESTION: There are a number of Congressmen and other offi- 





cials in the United States that have said that your charge of 
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Nicaraguan and Cubar. involvement in El Salvador is cover for 
the continued aid of the Reagan Administration for the junta. 


Can you offer any shred of evidence of the Nicaraguan arms 
shipments and Cuban involvement? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think I again would refer you to the very 
knowledgeable statements -- and they were bipartisan statements 
-- made by the representatives of the Senate and the House 
Intelligence Committees who were briefed this past week on this 
subject -- in the case of the Senate, it was Senator Goldwater, 
and I think in the case of the House, Representative Bolen, a 
Democrat -- that this evidence was substantial and persuasive. 





QUESTION: Can you tell us what it is? 





SECRETARY HAIG: What would you do with it? 





QUESTION: Sir, you told the House Appropriations Subcommittee 
the other day you were releasing some information soon to back 
up the U.S. accusations regarding Cuban involvement and 
Nicaraguan involvement. Is that still coming? Will that be 


made public soon? 





SECRETARY HAIG: We're preparing a briefing now, and I looked 
at the dry run of it yesterday and felt that it needed some 
improvement. I hope it will be delivered by Wednesday of 
next week, possibly as early as Tuesday -- maybe even Monday. 





I want to see it again. I want to be sure that Mr. Casey and 
the Director of DIA are very comfortable that we are not sub- 
jecting sources that must be preserved to undue risk, and I 
think you know this is the responsible position that we must 
take. It not only involves the future viability of our abi- 
lity to acquire necessary intelligence, but in some instances 
it can involve the lives of participants. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, one of the things the Salvadorans 
have said, and you've referred us to them now, is that there 
are camps located in Mexico where training is going on for 
rebels in El Salvador. Is that true? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not going to add any more to that 
situation other than to point out that the Salvadoran 
Government has a viewpoint and evidence to support it, and I'm 
sure the Mexican Government has its own point of view and 
let's let that speak for itself. 





QUESTION: Well, for sure you've referred it -- 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not going to intervene in it, other than 
to tell you, as I did, that there was such an event and that 
there's a great deal to substantiate the validity -- 





QUESTION: Could you at least -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: I have no question. I'm not self-conscious 
about what I said on it, and I'm not apologetic for it. I 
believe it is absolutely correct. 





QUESTION: There are figures -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: -No. I made no reference to subject, and I'm 
not going to. 





QUESTION: You did or did not? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I did not, and I will not. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could I take you back to an earlier 
question, please? At the outset this Administration gave a 
very cool response to the Mexican President's proposal. Now 
you seem to be going about it much more seriously. 





What is it that has represented or produced this change in 
attitude on the part of the Administration? Or is it that the 
Administration finds itself in such a fix in El Salvador that 
the Mexican proposal may be indeed a sought-after way out of 
the crisis? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. In the first place, I don't 
accept the premises with which you introduced your question 
which are subjective judgments on your part and not factual, 
if you mind my being as obnoxious as you were with your 
question. 


Let me say that from the outset we have been in very close 
touch with the Mexican Government on the situation in El 
Salvador and the very worrisome trends in Nicaragua. 


I do not describe our response as cool. I don't give a value 
judgment to our response in terms of qualitative judgments. 
We did point out that we felt the proposals as we understood 
them were inadequate, especially with respect to the issue I 
just touched upon. 


We continue to believe that. That is why it was important and 
valuable to discuss these proposals firsthand as we did today. 
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In that process I think both sides learned something, as is 
always the case when well-meaning people, attempting to solve 
problems rather than create them, sit down and talk in a cor- 
dial, constructive atmosphere. And that was the result of 
today's discussion. 


QUESTION: If you could strike a closer meeting of the minds 
on this proposal -- say after next weekend's talks with the 
Foreign Minister -- does the Mexican proposal's central offer 
of a negotiated solution between the two sides -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: It's too early to say. B8ut let me assure you 
that President Reagan's intention is to explore every avenue 
that could lead to a successful and appropriate peaceful 
resolution to the situation in Central America. To do other- 
wise would be irresponsible, and that includes exploring the 
Mexican initiative in depth and continuing on exploring the 
initiatives which we have been considering for an extended 
period of time. 





We haven't reached the point in those assessments that I can 
answer your question with the definity that you would prefer. 


and the leftist opposition. Is that still U.S. policy? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It has never been U.S. policy to oppose nego- 
tiations between the Government of El Salvador and the 

guerrilla leaders. What we have opposed is negotiations which, 
a priori, would have the objective, without an expression of the 
will of the people of El Salvador, to split up political power. 


We have urged negotiations which would permit the guerrilla 
leadership to join in the electoral process -- self- 
determination of the people of El Salvador -- and that happens 
to be precisely the view of President Duarte. He has added a 
condition that such negotiations cannot be conducted while 
bloodshed and terrorism continue, and I think that is a very 
acceptable, prudent and understandable condition. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said previously that’ you hoped 
that the Mexican Government would support elections in 
Salvador. Is that realistic, considering last year's 
French-Mexican communique on Salvador rejecting elections as a 
viable solution and recognizing the opposition as a represen- 
tative force in El Salvador? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not sure I understand what you're saying. 
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QUESTION: Whether it is realistic for you to hope that 
Mexico will support elections in El Salvador after the joint 
French-Mexican communique of last year criticizing elections 
or describing elections as not ‘ng a viable solution. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think it’s vc -hing to have an attitude 
with respect to the potential benefits of a process and another 
to support the process itself. I think the governments of 

the hemisphere -~ a large number of them, especially those in 
the local area -- rejected the French-Mexican proposal. We 
did too; we were not comfortable with it. 





But that time has passed and we are at another point in time 
in a dynamic situation, and my expression of hope that they 
will support the election is simply what it says. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did anything else happen as a result 
of your talks today? Presumably you take their proposal back 
to Washington and Foreign Minister Castenada the same. 


But do the Mexicans go to any of the other parties involved 
with American thoughts or proposals, or is it intra- 
governmental at this point? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We're now dealing bilaterally with the 
Mexican Government in an exchange of views on ideas they have 
to bring progress. We have been conducting our own 
discussions, as I pointed out earlier, and it's too early to 
say where we will go from here. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Mexican Government fun- 
damentally disagrees on one specific point -- United States aid 
to El Salvador. I understand the Mexican Government has come 
out strongly opposed to any more U.S. military aid. 


Are you accepting this from the Foreign Minister? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We have discussed the full range of issues 
associated with the Nicaraguan question, the Salvadoran 
question, and the Cuban question. TI don't think it serves any 
purpose for me to lay out in detail how both of us come to 
these various problems, other than to say that we had a very 
constructive and I think valuable exchange. 





QUESTION: What was the Foreign Minister's reaction to what I 
presume would have been your proposal to broaden the Mexican 
proposal to include a call for a ban on arms being trans- 
shipped through Nicaragua to the rebels? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I would prefer to let my statement stand, 
wh'ch suggested that we had a constructive discussion and 
modifications and add-ons and different approaches were 
discussed that might offer some hope for progress. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in President Lopez Portillo's propo- 
sal, one of the main points suggests that Nicaragua and the 
United States should sign a pact of non-aggression. 


Did you discuss that with Mr. Castenada? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We discussed the full range of President 


Lopez Portillo's speech in Managua -- every one of the details 
-- and that was one of the details, yes. Everything that was in 


that speech was discussed. 





QUESTION: Do you have a comment to that? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not yet. All of these things that would go 
forward that might constitute a viable negotiating proposal 
are interrelated, and any one of them draws its character from 
those alongside of it. I have said that the sine quo non, if 
you will, of potential normalization of relations between the 
United States and Nicaragua involves the cessation of their 
intervention in neighboring states. 





Thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 
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PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D.C. OF 
HIS EXCELLENCY MOHAMED SIAD BARRE, 
PRESIDENT OF THE SOMALI DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC. 


March 9-14, 1982 


— 
cies, RDA OG. SUR 


Tuesday, March $ 





11:45 a.m. His Excellency Mohamed Siad Barre, President of the 
Somali Democratic Republic and his party will 
arrive Andrews Air Force Base via Lufthansa 
aircraft. 


12:05 p.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds, 
(Reflecting Pool Side). 


12:15 p.m. Arrival Blair House. 
Private afternoon and evening. 


Wednesday, March 10 





9:00 a.m. President Siad will have a Breakfast- 
Meeting with the Honorable Vernon Walters, 
Ambassador at Large, at Blair House. 
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11:00 a.m. President Said will meet with members of 
the Refugee Program at Blair House. 
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Private lunch. 


2:15 p.m. President Siad will meet with the Honorable 
Caspar Weinburger, Secretary of Defense, 
at Blair House. 


3:00 p.m. President Siad will meet with the Honorable 


Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Secretary of State, 
at Blair House. 


4:30 p.m. President Siad will meet with The Honorable 
Peter McPherson, Director, Agency for Inter- 
national Development, at Blair House. 
Private evening. 


Thursday, March 11 





11:30 a.m. President Siad will meet with President 
Reagan at the White House. 


12:30 p.m. The Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Secretary 
For further information contegt: state will host a working luncheon in 


=" S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632 0685 
i - SS f 632 9070 (during 





visit) 
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honor of His Excellency Mohamed Siad Barre, 
President of the Somali Democratic Republic, 
at the Department of State, James Madison Room. 


President Siad will meet with the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Rayburn Building, 


President Siad will meet with the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, at the U.S. 
Capitol, Room S-116. 


°e 2 e 
sday March 11 (continued) 
2:30 p.m. 
Room 2172. 
3:45 p.m. 
Private evening. 
Friday __warch 12 








10:00 a.m. 
11:30 a.m. 


2:30 p.m. 


3:30 p.m. 
6:00 p.m. 





Saturday, March 13 


Sunday, March 14 





10:30 a.m. 


10:50 a.m. 
11:00 a.m. 


President Siad will meet with the following 
at Blair House: 


Officials of the World Bank. 


Officials of the International Finance Corporation 


Private luncheon. 


The Honorable Craig A. Nalen, President, 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation. 


Members of the Chamber of Commerce. 


Mr. Jacques de Larosiere, Managing Director, 
International Monetary Fund. 


Private evening. 


Private Day. 


His Excellency Mohamed Siad Barre, President 
of the Democratic Republic of Somalia, and 
his party will depart Blair House for 
Andrews Air Force Base, via motorcade. 


Arrival Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland 
Departure from Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland 


aboard U.S. Presidential Aircraft for Houston 
Texas. 





President Siad will visit Houston, Texas; 
Chicago, Illinois and New York, New York 
privately. 
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IT 1S A PLEASURE TO APPEAR BEFORE THE SENATE APPROPRIATIONS 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON FOREIGN OPERATIONS TO PRESENT THE ADMINISTRATION'S 
PROPOSED FISCAL 1983 FOREIGN ASSISTANCE PROGRA*. I WOULD ALSO LIKE 


TO TAKE THIS OPPORTUNITY TO THANK YOU, MR. CHAIRMAN, FOR THE LEADING 


ROLE YOU PLAYED IN OBTAINING PASSAGE OF LAST YEAR’S SECURITY AND 
DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE BILL, THE FIRST SUCH BILL IN THREE YEARS. 
WITHOUT YOUR EFFORTS IT 1S UNLIKELY WE WOULD HAVE HAD A BILL. 


OVER A YEAR AGO, IN MY FIRST TESTIMONY HERE AS SECRETARY OF 
STATE, I COMMITTED MYSELF TO DEVELOPING A CLOSE WORKING RELATIONSHIP — 
WITH YOU, MR. CHAIRMAN, AND ALL COMMITTEE MEMBERS SO THAT WE COULD 
MOVE TOGETHER TO STRENGTHEN OUR NATION’S INTERNATIONAL POSITION. 
WHILE WE HAVE NOT ALWAYS AGREED ON SPECIFIC ISSUES, I BELIEVE WE 
HAVE DEVELOPED A CONSTRUCTIVE RELATIONSHIP, YOUR WISE ADVICE HAS 


BEEN MOST APPRECIATED. 


TOGETHER WE HAVE MADE AN IMPORTANT BEGINNING AS WE SEEK 10 


REINVIGORATE AMERICAN LEADERSHIP ABROAD. FOR THE FIRST TIME IN 


THREE YEARS, THE CONGRESS HAS ENACTED FOREIGN ASSISTANCE 
APPROPRIATION LEGISLATION, GIVING SUBSTANCE TO PRESIDENT REAGAN’S 
DECLARATION THAT “AMERICA WILL NOT SHRINK FROM MAKING THE 
INVESTMENTS NECESSARY FOR BOTH PEACE AND SECURITY.” 
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BUT WE CANNOT STOP HERE. WE MUST BUILD ON THE PROGRESS WE 
HAVE MADE. THE COMPETITION WE FACE IS TOO SERIOUS, AND OUR OWN 


REQUIREMENTS TOO GREAT TO REST NOW. A FIRST-RATE AMERICAN FOREIGN 





POLICY SIMPLY CANNOT BE RUN ON SECOND-RATE RESOURCES. 


THE TASK OF STATECRAFT IS TO MASTER EVENTS, NOT SIMPLY TO 
REACT TO THEM. IN THIS COMPLEX AGE OF INTERDEPENDENCE, AMERICAN 





DIPLOMACY REQUIRES BROAD AND FLEXIBLE ASSETS TO DEAL WITH A 
VARIETY OF SITUATIONS. FOREIGN ECONOMIC AND SECURITY ASSISTANCE 


IS A CRITICAL ELEMENT IN GIVING US SUCH FLEXIBILITY, 


FOR TOO LONG, FOREIGN AID HAS BEEN MISUNDERSTOOD AND 


UNDERRATED, DISMISSED AS NAIVE IDEALISM OR INEFFECTIVE PHILANTHROPY, 
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WHATEVER THE ACCURACY OF SUCH VIEWS IN THE PAST, THEY CANNOT BE 
SUSTAINED TODAY, WE ARE REQUESTING FOREIGN ASSISTANCE TO SERVE 
COMPELLING NATIONAL SECURITY, FOREIGN POLICY AND ECONOMIC NEEDS. 


TODAY, I WOULD LIKE TO EXPLAIN THE PRESIDENT’S REQUEST FOR AN 


INCREASE OF $1.4 BILLION IN SECURITY AND ECONOMIC AID IN FISCAL 1983. 
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WITH YOUR PERMISSION, I WCULD ALSO LIKE TO SUBMIT FOR THE RECORD A 


SHORT BUT COMPREHENSIVE REPORT THAT DETAILS THE MAJOR ELEMENTS OF 
OUR FY 1983 FOREIGN ASSISTANCE PROPOSALS. 


AS YOU KNOW, THE PRESIDENT HAS ALREADY ASKED FOR A SUPPLEMENTAL 
APPROPRIATION FOR FY 82 OF $350 MILLION TO MEET OUR ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 
COMMITMENTS UNDER THE CARIBBEAN BASIN INITIATIVE AND AN ADDITIONAL 
$60 MILLION IN SECURITY ASSISTANCE FOR THIS AREA, 


LET ME BE MORE SPECIFIC ABOUT THE RISKS TO AMERICAN NATIONAL 
INTERESTS THAT WOULD BE THE CONSEQUENCE OF INADEQUATE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE: 
-- WE WOULD NOT BE ABLE TO HELP REDUCE THE ECONOMIC MISERY 


IN THE CARIBBEAN BASIN THAT ENCOURAGES DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND EXTERNAL 
INTERVENTION, 


-- WE WOULD RISK CRITICAL SETBACKS TO OUR PEACEMAKING EFFORTS 
IN THE MIDDLE EAST AND SOUTHERN AFRICA, 

-- WE MIGHT LOSE MILITARY FACILITIES ESSENTIAL T9 THE DEFENSE 
OF WESTERN INTERESTS IN DISTANT BUT VITAL REGIONS OF THE WORLD. 


OUR ACCESS AGREEMENTS WITH KENYA, SOMALIA, OMAN AND OTHERS HELP 
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US TO SUSTAIN A U.S. PRESENCE ALL ALONG THE VITAL OIL ROUTES 


TO THE MIDDLE EAST. 


-- WE WOULD COURT THE DANGER OF FURTHER DETERIORATION IN THE 





MILITARY CAPABILITIES AND ECONOMIES OF KEY ALLIES, SUCH AS TURKEY, 


-- WE MIGHT ENCOURAGE THE SUBVERSIVE EFFORTS BY SOVIET AND 
SOVIET PROXY FORCES. OUR ASSISTANCE IS VITALLY IMPORTANT TO 


ee ee 


COUNTRIES FRIENDLY TO THE WEST SUCH AS PAKISTAN, SUDAN, YEMEN, 
MOROCCO, TUNISIA, SOMALIA AND OMAN THAT ARE UNDER GROWING PRESSURE 


FROM SOVIET CLIENT STATES. 


-- WE RISK DAMAGE TO IMPORTANT MARKETS AND COMMERCIAL TIES, 
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TODAY MORE THAN ONE-QUARTER OF OUR AGRICULTURAL AND MANUFACTURED 
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EXPORTS GOES TO THE DEVELOPING WORLD. 


-- FINALLY, WE MIGHT WEAKEN VALUABLE MULTILATERAL FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTIONS WHICH HAVE CONTRIBUTED TO ECONOMIC GROWTH AND MUST 


CONTINUE THEIR VITAL ROLE IN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 
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THE PRESIDENT’S PROGRAM OF FOREIGN ASSISTANCE IS NOT ONLY 
A SAFEGUARD AGAINST ALL THOSE DANGERS, BUT AN INTEGRAL ELEMENT 
OF THE PRESIDENT’S FOREIGN POLICY. IT IS ABSOLUTELY NECESSARY 





IF OUR STRATEGIES ARE TO SUCCEED IN ACHIEVING THEIR OBJECTIVES. 
FOR EXAMPLE, OUR POLICY IN THE MIDDLE EAST PURSUES TWO GOALS: 
THE SEARCH FOR A JUST AND LASTING PEACE AND THE URGENT REQUIREMENT 


THAT OUR FRIENDS IN THE REGION BE SECURE AGAINST THREATS FROM 


F 
= 


THE OUTSIDE AND FROM SOVIET SURROGATES AND RADICAL FORCES WITHIN 


THE REGION. THESE GOALS REINFORCE EACH OTHER. NO PEACE IS 
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POSSIBLE UNLESS LOCAL COUNTRIES ARE SECURE FROM OUTSIDE COERCION; 


AND SECURITY WILL NOT BE ACHIEVED IF WE FAIL TO ADDRESS THE 
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UNDERLYING SOURCES OF CONFLICT AND INSTABILITY. 


OUR FOREIGN ASSISTANCE SERVES BOTH OF THESE GOALS. IT 


SEEKS TO ADVANCE THE WELFARE OF THE POPULATIONS AND THE ECONOMIC 


HEALTH OF THEIR COUNTRIES TO PROMOTE ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL 
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STABILITY THROUGHOUT THE REGION. THE SECURITY AND ECONOMIC 
HEALTH OF ISRAEL AND EGYPT GIVE THESE NATIONS THE CONFIDENCE 
TO CONTINUE ON THE PATH TOWARD PEACE BEGUN AT CAMP NAVID. 


SIM(LARLY, OUR POLICY IN SOUTHWEST ASIA SEEKS TO INSURE 
WESTERN ACCESS TO OIL FROM THE PERSIAN GULF. ALMOST ALL THE 
COUNTRIES IN THE AREA STRETCHING FROM PAKISTAN TO MOROCCO ARE 
ECONOMICALLY TROUBLED. IN ADDITION, THEY FACE POTENTIAL 
SUBVERSION OR REGIONAL THREATS, IN MANY CASES, SUPPORTED BY THE 
SOVIETS OR THEIR PROXIES. OUR FIVE-YEAR PROGRAM OF MILITARY 
MODERNIZATION AND ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE WILL HELP PAKISTAN TO 
MEET THE SOVIET THREAT FROM AFGHANISTAN AND FACILITATE THE 
DEVELOPMENT ESSENTIAL TO INTERNAL STABILITY. OUR ASSISTANCE 
HELPS SUDAN, MOROCCO AND TUNISIA TO FACE THREATS OF SUBVERSION 


OR AGGRESSION EMANATING FROM LIBYA. 


IN THE EASTERN MEDITERRANEAN, WE SEEK TO STRENGTHEN OUR 


RELATIONS WITH TWO MAJOR ALLIES, GREECE AND TURKEY, TO BUTTRESS 
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‘* NATO’S VITAL SOUTHEASTERN FLANK, AND TO FACILITATE THE SEARCH FOR A 


SOLUTION TO THE CYPRUS PROBLEM. OUR ASSISTANCE IS REQUIRED FOR A 
STRONG TURKEY, WHICH LIES AT A KEY GEO-POLITICAL CROSSROAD, THE 
INTERSECTION OF OUR NATO, SOUTHWEST ASIA, AND MIDDLE EAST INTERESTS. 
BOTH SECURITY AND ECONOMIC STABILITY ARE NECESSARY T9 MAINTAIN THE 
MOMENTUM TOWARD RESTORATION OF DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS IN TURKEY. 
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SECURITY ASSISTANCE ALSO HELPS A DEMOCRATIC GREECE FULFILL ITS NATO 
RESPONSIBILITY. 


IN THE CARIBBEAN, THE PRESIDENT’S POLICY SEEKS TO PROVIDE BOTH 
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THE ECONOMIC HELP THAT THE NATIONS OF THE REGION NEED TO OVERCOME 
LEGACIES OF POVERTY AND INJUSTICE AND THE SECURITY ASSISTANCE NEEDED 
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TO PREVENT CASTRO FROM EXPLOITING THOSE CONDITIONS TO ESTABLISH. NEW 
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TOTALITARIAN REGIMES. WE MUST PROVIDE THE RESOURCES NEEDED UNTIL 
INCREASED INVESTMENT, A STRENGTHENED PRIVATE SECTOR, AND EXPANDED 
EXPORT MARKETS ENABLE THESE COUNTRIES TO ACHIEVE ECONOMIC SELF- 
SUFFICIENCY. THE AMOUNTS FOR SECURITY ASSISTANCE ARE MODEST, 


EQUALLING JUST OVER $100 MILLION OUT OF A TOTAL AID REQUEST OF 


$675 MILLION FOR THE ENTIRE BASIN AREA. 
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EL SALVADOR, WHERE INSURGENTS SEEK TO PREVENT ELECTIONS 


AND DESTROY THE ECONOMY, WOULD BE THE LARGEST SINGLE RECIPIENT 


OF BOTH SECURITY AND ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE. JAMAICA WILL CONTINUE 


TO NEED SUBSTANTIAL ASSISTANCE IN ORDER TO RESTORE THE VITALITY 
OF ITS SHATTERED PRIVATE SECTOR. OUR SUPPORT FOR COSTA RICA’S 
RAPIDLY DETERIORATING ECONOMY WILL HELP THAT COUNTRY TO CARRY 
OUT FUNDAMENTAL ECONOMIC REFORMS AND TO PRESERVE THE LONGEST 
DEMOCRATIC TRADITION IN CENTRAL AMERICA. IN HONDURAS, ANOTHER 


— MOVE TOWARD DEMOCRACY FACES THE DANGEROUS COMBINATION OF A 


QUICKENING ECONOMIC DECLINE AND A POLITICAL-MILITARY CRISIS 
UPON ITS BORDERS. 


TO ASSURE THE MOST EFFECTIVE USE OF OUR SCARCE RESOURCES, 
THE PRESIDENT HAS REALIGNED FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ALLOCATIONS WITH 
CAREFUL ATTENTION TO PRIORITIES. THE PROMOTION OF TRULY LASTING 
ECONOMIC GROWTH REMAINS ONE OF OUR KEY OBJECTIVES. OUR PROGRAM 
RECOGNIZES THAT ASSISTANCE ALONE WILL NOT GUARANTEE ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT. GROWTH ALSO REQUIRES PROPER ECONOMIC INCENTIVES, 
NATIONAL COMMITMENT AND A RELIANCE ON THE CREATIVITY AND 


RESOURCEFULNESS OF THE INDIVIDUAL. 
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THE PROGRAM ALSO RESPONDS TO THE PRESSING NEEDS OF KEY 





STRATEGIC NATIONS FOR INCREASED ECONOMIC SUPPORT AND CONCESSIONAL 
MILITARY SALES. SUCH NATIONS MUST RECEIVE HELP IN ORDER TO BOLSTER 
THEIR DEFENSE AGAINST OUTSIDE SUBVERSION AND TO PREVENT ECONOMIC 
CRISES. 

OUR NEW FOCUS ON ESSENTIAL STRATEGIC AND DEVELOPMENT 
OBJECTIVES SHOULD NOT OBSCURE OUR PRIDE IN THE CONTINUING 

AMERICAN COMMITMENT TO TRADITIONAL HUMANITARIAN OBJECTIVES. 

WE REMAIN THE MAJOR SOURCE OF ASSISTANCE TO REFUGEES IN AFRICA, 
PAKISTAN, SOUTHEAST ASIA, AND THE MIDDLE EAST. WE DIRECT THE 

BULK OF OUR DEVELOPMENT AND FOOD AID TO THE WORLD'S POOREST 





COUNTRIES. THESE COUNTRIES -- WITH LIMITED ACCESS TO PRIVATE 
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CAPITAL MARKETS -- DEPEND ON CONCESSIONAL ASSISTANCE TO SUPPORT 


cee sa 


THEIR DEVELOPMENT EFFORTS. TO MEET THESE NEEDS, PRESIDENT REAGAN 


COMMITTED THE U.S. AT CANCUN TO MAINTAINING ASSISTANCE LEVELS 


TO THESE NATIONS, 
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CONCLUS TON 

MR. CHAIRMAN, I RECOGNIZE THAT APPROVAL OF FOREIGN 
ASSISTANCE IN THIS TIME OF AUSTERITY WILL BE DIFFICULT. 
BUT WE SHALL PAY A GREATER PRICE LATER IF WE DO NOT ACT NOW. 
AMERICA’S MOST ESSENTIAL INTERESTS ARE UNDER ATTACK. THE 
PRESIDENT FIRMLY BELIEVES THAT THE RESOURCES HE HAS REQUESTED 
ARE CRUCIAL TO DEFENSE OF THESE INTERESTS AND TO THE PROMOTION 
OF A MORE PEACEFUL AND SECURE WORLD. OUR NATION’S SECURITY 
TOMORROW REQUIRES THAT WE MAKE AN INVESTMENT IN FOREIGN 


ASSISTANCE TODAY. 
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JOSEPH VERNER REED, JR. 
AMBASSADOR TO I4OROCCO 


Joseph Verner Reed, Jr. was confirmed as Ambassador 
to the Kingdom of Morocco on September 28, 1981; he pre- 
sented his credentials to King Hassan II on November 5, 
1981. Prior to his nomination he was a Vice President at 
the Chase Manhattan Bank, N.A., and an assistant to David 
Rockefeller, former Chairman of the Board at Chase Man- 
hattan Bank. 


Born in New York City on December 17, 1937, Mr. Reed 
is a graduate of Deerfield Academy in Deerfield, Massa- 
chusetts and received a Bachelor of Arts degree from Yale 
University in 196l. 


ee ee ee 


Mr. Reed joined The Chase Manhattan Bank in January 
1963. From 1965 to 1968 he was assigned to work with 
Mr. Eugene R. Black, a Director of the Bank who also 
served as the late President Johnson's Special Advisor 
on Southeast Asia Economic Development. Mr. Reed became 
administrative assistant to Mr. Rockefeller in December 
1968 and was appointed vice president and assistant to 
the chairman in December 1969. 


From 1961 to 1963, Mr. Reed worked at the World Bank 
(International Bank for Reconstruction and Development) 
< in Washington, D.C. 


~ Vecltassified for Publication in American roreign 
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r Mr. Reed has been active in the Republican Party in 
New York State for many years and has served as a District 
Leader in Manhattan, a member of the Executive Committee of 
the Republican County Committee of New York County, and a 
member of the State Committee. Mr. Reed was elected as a 
delegate to the 1967 Constitutional Convention. 


Mr. Reed is a member of the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions. He is a former trustee of the American Shakespeare 
Theatre at Stratford, Connecticut, a former director of 
New York City Center of Music and Drama, Inc., a former 
trustee and treasurer of International House and a former 
member of the Council of Fellows of the Pierpont Morgan 
Library. He is a member of the governing board of The 
Yale University Art Gallery. 


He is also a member of the Society of Mayflower 


Decendants, The Society of Colonial Wars, The Pilgrims of 
the United States, and the France-America Society. 


For further information contact: 
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PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION 
ON BROADCASTING TO CUBA 
NOTICE OF PARTIALLY CLOSED MEETING 


In accordance with Section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 92-463) as amended by 
P.L. 94-409 Section 5(c), notice is hereby given that 
the Presidential Commission on Broadcasting to Cuba 
will meet in open and closed sessions on Tuesday, 
March 30, 1982. The open session of the meeting will 
convene on March 30 at 2:00 p.m. in Room 1406, U.S. 
Department of State, Washington, D.C. 


The open session of the Commission meeting will 
allow public discussion of programming, technical, 
and other aspects of radio broadcasting to Cuba. The 
general public attending the open session may partici- 
pate in the discussion or submit statements subject 
to instructions of the Chairman. 
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The purpose of the closed meeting is to discuss 
aspects of radio broadcasting to Cuba that should not 
be prematurely disclosed to the public. Documents 
Classified under the provisions of Executive Order 
12065 will also be discussed. Accordingly, it has 
been determined that it is in the public interest 
to close this meeting pursuant to 5 USC 552 b(1l) and 
5 USC b(c) (9). 


Because entry to the State Department is controlled, 
members of the public who wish to attend the open session 
should contact Mr. Peter P. Lord in advance in order to 
provide their names and affiliation and to facilitate 
their attendance. His telephone number is (202) 632-7440 
or 632-7482. Attendees should use the Diplomatic Entrance 
located on C Street N.W. between 2lst and 23rd Streets. 





For further information contact: 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 
Notice of Meeting 


The Panel on Bulk Cargoes under the SOLAS Subcommittee Work- 
ing Group on Containers and Cargoes’will conduct an open meeting 
at 10:00 a.m. on March 31, 1982 in Room 6200, 02 and 04 of the 
Nassif Building, 7th and D Sts., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. 





. dhta * 


The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss the results of 
the Twenty-third Session of the Subcommittee on Containers and 
Cargoes, held at IMCO Headquarters, London, February 8-12, 1982. 
Particular comments will be directed to the Code of Safe Practice 
of Bulk Cargoes including the Appendix B entries for Ammonium 
Nitrate, Coal, Grains (Cereals) Direct Reduced Iron (DRI), 
Ferrosilicon, Charcoal and Seed Cake. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


"“Declassified for Publication in American 
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For further information contact Mr. John F. McAnulty, USCG 
(G-MHM), Wash., D.C. 20593. Tel: (202) 426-1577 OR Capt. S. Fraser 
Sammis, National Cargo Bureau, Inc., Suite 2757, One World Trade 
Center, New York, N.Y. 10048. Tel: (202) 432-1280. 


For further information contact: 
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Integrated Services Digital Network (ISDN) 
Working Party of the U.S. Organization 
for the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 





The Department of State announces that the ISDN Working Party of 
the U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet on April 14 at 9:00 a.m. in 
Roam 1105 of the Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. This Working Party deals with the evolution of ISDN as it is 
being considered by CCITT Study Group XVIII. 


The agenda for the April 14 meeting will include consideration of 
the following: 


l. Report of Study Group XVIII ISDN Group of Experts meeting, 
Munich, February 1982. 


2. Consideration of U.S. positions with respect to Draft 
Recommendations I..xx and I.xxy. 


3. Consideration of ISDN related contributions of Study Groups 
(VII and XI). 


4. Any other business. 


This meeting is scheduled for all day and may last to 5:30 p.m. 
The report on the Munich meeting will include a semi-tutorial presentation 
and explanation of the results of that meeting. 


Selected documents from the Munich meeting will be distributed to 
members of the ISDN Working Party in advance of this meeting. 


Members of the general pubi,c may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussion subject to the instructions of the Chair. Admittance of 
public members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, 
entrance to the Department of State building is controlled and entry will be 
facilitated if arrangements are made in advance of the meeting. It is 
therefore requested that prior to April 14, 1982 members of the general public 
who plan to attend the meeting inform Mr. Richard Howarth, Office of Interna- 
tional Communications Policy, Department of State, telephone (202) 632-1007, 
of their intention. All non-Governmental attendees must use the C Street 
entrance to the building. 


For ferther information contact: 
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STUDY GROUP D OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group D of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT) will meet on April 15, 1982 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 1205 
of the Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This 
Study Group deals with matters in telecommunications relating to the 
development of international digital data transmission. 


Vp hea INE RI TELE IT EH 


The agenda for the April 15 meeting will include consideration of 
the following: 


1. Report of the November 1981 meeting of Study Group XVII. 


2. Report of the December 1981 meeting of Study Group VII Working 
Parties 1 and 2 of ISDN subjects. 
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Report of February 1982 meeting of Study Group XVIII Meeting 
of Experts on ISDN. 


4. Consideration of delayed contributions for tlie meeting of Study 
Group VII working parties 1, 2 (non-ISDN), and 4. 


5. Any other business. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in the 
discussion subject to the instructions of the Chair. Admittance of public 
members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, entrance 
to the Department of State building is controlled and entry will be facilitated 
if arrangement are made in advance of the meeting. It is therefore requested 
that prior to April 15, 1982 members of the general public who plan to attend 
the meeting inform Mr. Richard Howarth, Office of International Communications 
Policy, Department of State, telephone (202)632-1007, of their intention. 

All non-Governmental attendees must use the C Street entrance to the building. 
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PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION 
ON BROADCASTING TO CUBA 
NOTICE OF PARTIALLY CLOSED MEETING 


In accordance with Section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (P.L. 92-463) as amended by P.L. 94-409 
Section 5(c), notice is hereby given that the Presidential 
Commission on Broadcasting to Cuba will meet in open and 
closed sessions on Friday, April 16, 1982. The open session 
of the meeting will convene on April 16 at 2:00 p.m. in 
Room 1406, U.S. Department of State, Washington,D.C. 


The open session of the Commission meeting will allow 
public discussion of programming, technical, and other 
aspects of radio broadcasting to Cuba. The general public 
attending the open session may participate in the discussion 
or submit statements subject to instructions of the Chairman. 


The purpose of the closed meeting is to discuss aspects 
of radio broadcasting to Cuba that should not be prematurely 
disclosed to the public. Documents classified under the 
provisions of Executive Order 12065 will also be discussed. 
Accordingly, it has been determined that it is in the public 
interest to close this meeting pursuant to 5 USC 552 b(1) and 
5 USC b(c) (9). 


Because entry to the State Department is controlled, 
members of the public who wish to attend the open session 
should contact Mr. Peter P. Lord in advance in order to 
provide their names and affiliation and to facilitate 
their attendance. His telephone number is (202) 632-7440 
or 632-7482. Attendees should use the Diplomatic Entrance 
located on C Street N.W. between 2lst and 23rd Streets. 


For further information contact: 
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KEITH LAPHAM BROWN SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE KINGDOM OF ‘NESOTHO 


Keith Lapham Brown was sworn in today as United States 
Ambassador to the Kingdom of Lesotho. He will succeed John 
Clingerman who has been reassigned. 


Born in Sterling, Illinois on June 18, 1925, Mr. Brown 
attended the University of Illinois, (1943-44); University 
of Texas (1944-45), Northwestern University Law School 
(1947-47) and received his LL.B. in 1949 from the University 
of Texas Law School. 


After completing his military service in 1943-46, he 
joined the law firm of Lang, Byrd, Cross, Ladon and Oppenheimer 
in San Antonio, Texas. In 1955 he pecame Vice President of 
Caulkins Oil Company, based first in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 
(1955-59) and then in Denver, Colorado (1959 to present). 

From 1972 until the present, Mr. Brown has been President of 
Brown Investment Corporation in Denver, Colorado. 


Mr. Brown is a founder and original partner of Vail Asso- 
ciates, developer of the Colorado resort area of Vail. He is 
also owner and manager of the Colorado State Bank Building in 
Denver, Colorado, which he developed In addition, Mr. Brown 
is a Member of the Texas, Oklahoma, Colorado Bar Associations; 
Past Member of the Executive Board, Boy Scouts of America, 
Downtown Denver, Inc.; Trustee, Social Science Foundation 
Associates, University of Denver; and Member, Denver Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. Brown is married to the former Carol Liebmann and they 
have two daughters, Susan and Linda and a son Benjamin. 


Fer ferorther teformation contact: 
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PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D. C. OF 
HIS EXCELLENCY CHARLES J. HAUGHEY, PRIME MINISTER OF IRELAND, 
AND MRS. HAUGHEY. . 


ow 
Hye «Bday <t 


March 16-17, 1982 


Tuesday, March 16 





4:50 p.m. His Excellency Charles J. Haughey, Prime 
Minister of Ireland, Mrs. Haughey, and 
their party will arrive Andrews Air 
Force Base via U.S. Presidential Aircraft. 


5:05 p.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds 
(Reflecting Pool Side). 


5:15 p.m. Arrival Blair House. 


Wednesday, March 17 





10:30 a.m. His Excellency Charles J. Haughey, Prime 
Minister of Ireland and Mrs. Haughey will 
attend the St. Patrick's Day Mass at 
St. Patrick's Church, 619 10th Street, 
Northwest. 
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11:30 a.m. Prime Minister Haughey will meet with 
President Reagan at the White House. 


12:00 Noon The President of the United States and 
Mrs. Reagan will host a luncheon in honor 
of His Excellency Charles J. Haughey, Prime 
Minister of Ireland, and Mrs. Haughey at 
the White House. 


3:00 p.m. Prime Minister Haughey will 
meet with The Friends of Ireland at the 
U.S. Capitol, Rayburn Room. 


Press Contact: Mr. Werner Brandt 
Telephone No. 225-5604 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632-0685 
632-9070 (during visit) 


For further information contact: 
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8:50 p.m. His Excellency Charles J. Haughey, Prime 
Minister of Ireland, Mrs. Haughey and 
their party will arrive at the Washington 
Monument Grounds (Reflecting Pool Side). 





9:00 p.m. Departure from Washington Monument Grounds 
3 via U.S. Presidential Helicopters for 
| Dulles Airport (Page Terminal). 
9:30 p.m. Departure from Dulles Airport via Aer Lingus 


for Ireland. 
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WILLIAM R. CASEY, JR. SWORN IN AS 
U. S. AMBASSADOR TO NIGER 


William R. Casey, Jr. was sworn in today as United 
States Ambassador to Niger. He succeeds James Bishop, 
who returned to the Department of State as Deputy Assis- 
tant Secretary in the Bureau of African Affairs. 


Mr. Casey was born in Denver, Colorado on December 
15, 1944. He graduated from Steamboat Springs High 
School in 1963 and received his Engineer of Mines Degree 
from Colorado School of Mines in Golden, Colorado in 1969. 


Mr. Casey worked for the past 13 years as a professional 
mining engineer and manager with oil, mining, and consulting 
companies. He has held these positions with the Kennecott 
Copper Corporation; Hudson Bay Mining and Smelting Company; 
Fluor Utah, Inc., Arthur C. McKee; Morrison-Knudsen Co.; 
Dravo and CONOCO. He is currently an executive with Rocky 
Mountain Energy Company, a mining subsidiary of the Union 
Pacific Corporation, a position he has held since 1979. 

He has travelled extensively in Europe, Peru, South Africa, 
and Niger, where he was CONOCO's mining representative for 
the Immouraren Project, a French-Nigerien-American joint ven- 
ture. Mr. Casey is a member of the American Institute of 
Mining Engineers and the Colorado Mining Association. 


Mr. Casey is married to the former Dionne Davis; they 
have two sons and two daughters. 


For further information contact: 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
UN PLAZA HOTEL, DAG HAMMARSKJOLD ROOM - 
NEW YORK CITY 
SUNDAY, MARCH 14, 1982, 11:10 A. Mo, 





—_—-— 





SECRETARY HAIG: I guess that's because it's Sunday morning 





that we’re all shell shocked. I just want to say some 
general comments at the outset. 


As you know, we are in New York for the meeting of the partici- 
pants in the Caribbean Basin Initiative. That meeting has been 
enlarged to include Colombia, together with Canada, Mexico, 
Venezuela and the United States. 


The formal aspect of the meeting will take place tomorrow, 

and we will have a detailed press information period follow- 
ing that meeting. But-in addition to that, the meeting 

this morning with Foreign Secretary Castenada focused on the 
bilateral dialogue between our two governments on the situation 
in Central America and, most importantly, the recent proposals 
made by President Lopez Portillo with respect to the tensions 
in Nicaragua and Salvador. 


As you will recall, we had detailed discussions last week on 
President Lopez Portillo's proposals. We explored the dif- 
ferences in approaches. We've used this past week in Washington 
to refine our own thinking, and this morning I used this session 
to convey to Secretary Castenada our own thinking with respect 
to President Lopez Portillo's proposals. 


I found the meeting to be extremely helpful from the United 
States' point of view, and I hope my counterpart will share 
that assessment from the Mexican point of view. 


This is a dialogue which will continue in the weeks ahead. 
The focus this morning included not only Nicaragua, but 

the situation in El Salvador and Central America at large, 
and the Cuban relationship to these events in the Hemisphere 
as well as the Soviet relationship to these events in the 
Hemisphere. 


I found that in general there is a broad convergence in 
objectives sought. There are differences, and have been, 
in methodology. These differences have been narrowed as a 
result of this morning's discussions and the discussions 
held last week here in New York City. 


Fawr ftesrther exeeofaor ereaceBaapes + ? 
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So, all in all, I'm very pleased with the outcome of the dialogue 
with Secretary Castenada, and we will have more to say on that 
in the weeks ahead as this dialogue continues. 


I welcome your questions. 
UESTION: Mr. Secretary, what is the Soviet Union's relation- 


ship to the events in the Hemisphere, and do you intend to start 
a dialogue with Moscow on the problem of El Salvador? 





SECRETARY HAIG: We've had a continuing dialogue on the subject 
of Soviet armaments and invdlvemeht in this Hemisphere from 
almost the outset of the Administration. It will continue. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is there any possibility that Mexico 
will use its influence with Cuba to “moderate” Cuban behavior 
in Central America? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think Mexico has a very keen and under- 
standable interest in that subject, and I think they have been 
involved constructively in that area. In essence, I think we 
are equally capable of dealing directly with the Government of 
Cuba with respect to our concern. 





On the other hand, there is a catalytic effect from a concert 
of the view and approaches between Mexico and the United 
States as well. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said many times in the last couple 
of weeks that the problem you have with the Mexican plan is 

that it doesn't specifically address the question of Nicaraguan 
support to the guerrillas. 





SECRETARY HAIG: That's correct. 





QUESTION: And you're saying now that the difference of views 
seems to have been narrowed. How has the difference of views 
been narrowed and specifically on that issue? 





SECRETARY HAIG: That's a very pertinent question and right 
on the mark, and it did encompass a large portion of this 
morning's exchanges. 





I do not want to prejudge this issue because it's a sine qua 
non, if you will, of the hope for future progress. But I 

can say that I think both sides enlarged and improved their 
own assessments of how to deal with this very difficult ques- 
tion, and I'll just leave it there. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the unidentified high official at the 
 ] State Department yesterday who seemed to be inviting the Soviets 
into mediation in the Western Hemisphere, would you clarify 

what he said? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Sure. It's very easy for me to do. 
(Laughter) 





I think the point that was made yesterday is very similar to 


across that broad spectrum involving all of the political, 
economic and security assets that can be applied to the issue. 


& the point that was made in my recent testimony last week 

? : before the Senate Appropriations Subcommittee. I emphasized 

oUF that the problem here in Salvador is a global problem, is a 

= : regional problem, as well as a country problem; and that its 
: solution must involve an interrelationship of approaches 


One must understand that it is Russian resources and Russian 
armaments, directly or indirectly, that are engaged already 
in this Hemisphere. So we're not talking about engaging the 
Soviet Union in negotiations to solve a Hemispheric problem. 
They are involved. They have been involved from the outset. 
Therefore, they clearly have a responsibility in bringing the 
outceme of these events into a peaceful framework. 


+ oe) yee? wl 


QUESTION: If I can follow it up, sir: Are you not setting 

a precedent that if you say that about the Western Hemisphere, 
could the Soviets then say, "Well, let's enter in negotiations 
in the Middle East from which they have been frozen for almost 
ten years by the United States? Because they supply arms 
quite overtly in the Middle East. 





@ > 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Of course, they can take that position very 
well, and their involvement there would always be a reflection 
of what they could constructively hring to the effort. Past 
experience suggests that sometimes that has been quite 
contrary to the stability and progress in peace efforts that 
we've sought. 





But you can apply that in any global situation that has East- 
West overtones, and almost everyone does, either directly or 
indirectly. So the answer to your question is, yes, that's 
an understandable response. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, your emphasis yesterday and today 





on the U.S. and Soviet involvement in the Hemisphere, doesn't 
it introduce a further element of difference with Mexico 
Since Mexico rejects the idea that the Central American 
problem is an East-West problem? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I don‘t want to speak for my Mexican 


colleague. He'll be here in a few moments and can do so 
for himself. © 





I think the important thing to bear in mind is that the con- 
cern that you are suggesting is that it should not become 
one, and to the degree that it is one, it's in everyone's 
interest that that influence be eliminated. 


We feel much the same in southern Africa, for example, where 
we think it's in the interests of peace and stability in 

the achievement of social justice, economic and political 
development to disengage superpower interests from the 
controversies in Namibia and Angola and elsewhere in southern 
Africa. 


We feel that is true in a number of areas which are today 
sources of international tension, and in that sense I would 
say that our interests converge with those of the Mexican 
Government. 


QUESTION: Was any concern expressed at this morning's meeting 
over continuino ~eports of U.S. covert plans or activities 
in the region? 





SECRETARY HAIG: The subject was not discussed, and, had it 
been, I wouldn't confirm it. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, where does the Mexican plan go from ® 
here? What's the next U.S. move? What's the next Mexican 
move? 





SECRETARY HAIG: We will continue with the dialogue that has 
been underway -- and, incidentally, it's been underway for 
some period of time. As you know, Secretary Castenada and I 
have met repeatedly over the last year and two months, not 
only in the context of this Caribbean Basin Initiative which 
we're meeting on here formally this week, but in the context 
of Hemispheric questions across the board in a bilateral sense. 





UESTION: Mr. Secretary, in all of this triangulation that 
S going on, or attempting to go on, how does this sit with 
the Cubans who always make a point of emphasizing they want 
bilateral talks with the United States? 





SECRETARY HAIG: it's very compatible with it, *nd, in that 





context, as you know, I have engaged in discus:  * with the 
Cuban Vice President; and there's no reason to be..eve that 
that bilateral interrelationship will not continue. 
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QUESTION: Could you give us specifics? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not a thing. 





ESTION: Do you have any plans to continue these meetings 
w the Mexican Foreign Minister? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. We will continue these discussions in 
the weeks ahead. 





QUESTION: Is there another date? 





SECRETARY HAIG: We haven't set a specific date for the two 
of us to meet, but we've established a framework for future 
discussions. 





QUESTION: Is it not incongruent to bring the Soviet Union 
to discuss a Hemisphere affair involving -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think you are misreading the character 
of the reference to involvement of the Soviet Union and 
what I call the characterization of this crisis as a global 
problem as well as a regional problem and a single country 
problem. It is that. 





That does not mean that there is a direct Soviet negotiating 
role in the affairs of this Hemisphere at all. The one does 
not necessarily follow the other. It means on a bilateral 
basis we've discussed this issue with the Soviet Union 

among a whole host of other matters of bilateral concern 

from arms control to the situation in Poland and the situation 
in southern Africa and elsewhere. 


So 1 hope, since Mr. Vanocur seemed to have the same impression, 
that some of yesterday's reporting did not distort how it 
has been conducted in the past and would continue to be. 


QUESTION: It would be bilateral discussion between the United 
States and the Soviet Union. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Absolutely. Yes. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if I could just belabor this one 
more time: It does suggest, thous), a return to something 
the Soviets enjoyed, a bipolar world that Kissinger -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. If you're talking about spheres 





of influence, then bipolarity not at all. I think we've been 
very, very clear in laying out the realities of this situa- 
tion -- and, incidentally, there isn't anything new about 
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it. It's always been the case. It's been, I think, in timely 
fashion re-emphasized because there seems to be an unusual -- 6 
although certainly understandable -- preoccupation in a 
myopic way with the situation in El Salvador as though it was 
—a a self-sustaining crisis, all of the ingredients of which are 
: internal. Clearly, this is not the case any more than it ' 
was in Southeast Asia some years ago in Vietnam. 


It doesn't mean that it doesn't have those overtones, and 
that they must be dealt with in an enlightened and pragmatic 
way as well. But it means that it's far more complex than 
some of the more narrowly focused debates we're witnessing 
in the press today which are a reflection of the debates in 
the bureaucracy. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you mentioned that the issue of 
Niaragua's support of rebels encompassed a large portion 
of this morning's meeting. 





I wonder if the subject came up at all about the 19-year-old 
soldier who in effect doublecrossed the State Department, 
and whether or not you share the view of the Soviets that 
you have now lost faith in -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Oh, golly. You know, if anybody asks thenm- 
selves a question, the real bottom-line question is this 
young man was captured in El Salvador. He's a Nicaraguan, @ 





and he was fighting. Isn‘t that the bottom line? 


Beyond that, of course, he has made a number of statements 
for an extended period of time, and whoever said that a 
guerrilla had to have unusual qualities of integrity and 
consistency -- terrorists. 
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MR. FISCHER: Thanks very much. 





(The press conference concluded at 11:39 A. M.) 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
UN PLAZA HOTEL, NEW YORK 
March 15, 1982, 12:00 noon 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, ladies and sentlemen since this 

has been a very active day and a half. There have 

been a number of articles written and press attention and since 
the discussions on Salvador and Nicaragua have been rather 
intense, I thought it would be in your interest to put 

the current state of play in sharper focus and to be sure 
that focus is clear in the days and weeks ahead. We've 

of course, had a very busy and very useful day and a half 
here,and I do think it's important if we all work from the 
very same base of factsas the events in the week ahead 
unfold. It has been reported that there exists a basis 

for discussion or negotiation with Nicaragua. I certainly 
hope so. What does exist at this point, however, are 
proposals. President Lopez Portillo has made proposals. 

So have the Nicaraguans made proposals and the United States 
has made proposals. Let me spend a moment on the 

United States' proposals. These are proposals which Assistant 
Secretary Tom Enders here in attendence made last August 

in Managua and which I reiterated to the Nicaraguan 

Foreign Minister at the OAS assembly in Saint Lucia in 
December. They contain five points. The first point 

is an offer of bilateral non-aggression. If you will -- 

a commitment through mutual high-level reassertion of our 
Rio treaty engagements. The second point -- a United 
States political commitment on the activities of Nicaraguan 
exiles in this country. That involves, of course, the 
application of the long-standing United States' neutrality 
act. Thirdly, . regional undertaking not to import heavy 
offensive weapons and to reduce the number of foreign 
military and security advisers to a 

reasonably low level. This would be a commitment by all 

of the countries in Central America. Fourthly, a proposal 
to the United States' Congress for renewed United States' 
aid. And fifthly, for the Nicaraguans to get out of El 
Salvador -- to wind up the command and control, the logis- 
tics, including weapons, ammunition and training camps. 


For feerther information «<eoee terest 
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Now, I discussed these specific proposals with Foreign 
Secretary Castaneda. Mexico had already drawn on them in 
making its own proposals in Managua two weeks ago. I 

told him that these proposals could be the basis for a 
settlement with Nicaragua. That, of course, does not mean 
that we should not or are not willing to look at other 
ideas. But there is a sine qua non, as we have stated 
repeatedly -- that is that the Sandinistas have to get 

out of El Salvador. Now with respect to the interest in 
both Nicaragua and Cuba, Mexico can play an important role 
in facilitating contacts. Secretary Castaneda already did 
that in November when I met with Cuban Vice President 
Rodriguez in Mexico City. I am hopeful that Mexico will 
continue and go on playing that kind of a role. It's most 
helpful. Of course, any such meetings will have to be 
strictly bilateral and the U.S. will present and receive 
proposals on its own behalf. As I pointed out yesterday 
and as I pointed out in my testimony early last week and 
as an unnamed spokesman pointed out this Saturday morning 
to a group of Washington State Department Press people, 
the El Salvador problem has a major global and regional 

as well as a local aspect. That is a fact of theological 
and practical reality. Certainly the conflict has to be 
dealt with on the ground -- political and militarily -- 
in El Salvador itself. There's never been a question 

of that. But the neighboring state, Nicaragua, is also 
deeply involved and part of this solution, therefore, lies 
in Nicaragua and the regional powers. Venezuela, Mexico 
can also help in this regard. Beyond that Cuba is a big 
part of the problem because it was Cuba that unified the 
left-wing parties in El Salvador and did so in Havana 
with Castro's personal involvement, trained their men, 
provided initial armament, arranged for other arms supply 
and is now involved in command and control in Managua -- 
Cubans, And the Soviet Union is also involved ,and deeply so, 
because that’s where the resovrces and arms come from 

for Cuba and other recipient guerilla movements -- that's 
where the Communist radical net is run from without which 
the insurgents themselves could not exist. So, and I 
repeat again, Salvador is at once a global, a regional and 
a local problem. In solving it, we have to act in all three 
areas. That does not mean, I repeat, that does not mean, 
nor did it ever mean that the Soviets or the Cubans, for 
that matter, must be invited to the negotiating table. Not 
at all. Or even that you set up any form of negotiations 
with respect to those two nations. It does mean that you 
use the range of your influence in each area in working 
toward a solution and I repeat again, a myopic fixation 
in El Salvador alone will not solve the problem. Now, I 
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hope we have put this, these issues, in somewhat sharper 
context and therefore I welcome your questions and whatever 
explorations. 


> 


“ee 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, has this Cuban presence and 
the command and control in Managua been presented to the 
Congressional intelligence Committee as part of the evi- 
dence over the last couple of weeks? 


a. 


SECRETARY HAIG: That's clearly a facet of the information 

that has been provided. Although the specific focus has 

been on the Nicaraguan involvement, an ancillary aspect 

is the very heavy role that Cuba is playing in that involvement. 


QUESTION: Is this new evidence or has this evidence 
existed for some time? 


SECRETARY HAIG: This is evidence that has been available 
for an extended period, but which mounts daily in its 
both credibility, volume and specificity. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does this mean a de facto 
rejection of the peace proposal of President Lopez Portillo? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. It represents what we described 
it as representing. We have made some proposals, the 
Mexican government has bridged off of those proposals 

and broadened them somewhat, and perhaps even changed 

the characterization of some of them in substantive terms. 

We are exchanging views, and we'll continue, and, as I have 
pointed out, I think we enlarged the understanding both 

on our side and on the Mexican side over this weekend 

as a result of the talks we've had. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on this myopic fascination 
with El Salvador, who do you think is really responsible? 
I remember you raised it almost immediately after you 
assumed the post of Secretary of State. I know you sent 
Mr. Bushnell -- who I guess has gone to other areas now-- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not really. 


QUESTION: He chided us once about our over-emphasizing 
El Salvador. 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, no. Please do not be gubgective,: Sandy. 
I think there's a natural tendency to do this, and I think 
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a Secretary of State has the ebligation to do his best 
to put the issue in perspective. Now why is there a 
tendency to do it? That's very clear. People are being 
killed in El Salvador. That's where the action is, and 
it is very natural that- there. would be an intense focus 
on that situation. : 


But it is also the responsibility of public officials to 
do their very best to keep the entire problem in clear 
focus, and that's my obligation, among others. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a two-part question: Do you 
regard the unexpected testimony of the young Nicaraguan 
at the press conference as a major setback in the effort 
to sell American policy? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It isn't an effort to sell American policy. 
The press, for a prolonged period before we started a week 
ago to bring forth the facts, were demanding the facts, 
and I think with justification. 


We have been attempting to respond to that pressure, 
not only from the media but from the United States 
Congress who, after all, have to provide the resources 
for the implementation of our policy. 


This young fellow, I suppose, was an embarrassment, but 
again I would ask you to ask yourselves a question, he 
was a Nicaraguan and whether he was what he said he was 
initially and repeatedly or whether he was what he said 
he was during his press interview is less significant 
than the fact that he is a Nicaraguan who was fighting 
in Salvador and whose credibility is clearly open to 
question. 


QUESTION: Did anyone goof in presenting this man, do 
you think? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think anybody goofs if they try 

to bring forth the facts as we know them. That, after all, 
is what you people *': a right and have been insisting on 
and have a right t~ ‘n- 3t on. Just because somebody 

sang a sour note - r individual -- certainly doesn't 
constitute a major problem if it is objectively witnessed. 
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QUESTION: But it is a minor embarrassment? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No question about it. I think I'm the one 
on Friday that when I went into the press room said, 
"I'm sorry I'm late, I've been wiping the egg off my face." 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you mentioned that the El 
Salvador issue is global and regional. And you did say 
that neither Nicaragua nor Cuba would be invited to the 
negotiating table. 


- . } 
Bi TR 


Foreign 


How can you resolve a global and regional problem if you 
do not invite them to negotiate? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. That is not what I said. What I 
said was that the fact that it is a global and regional 
problem does not necessarily mean that we have initiated 
negotiations in the very clear context of those terms for 
the El Salvadcr problem. 


The Cuban involvement in the hemisphere is wide and extensive, 
and it is not confined to El Salvador. You know that. ° 


QUESTION: Yes. But how can you-- 


SECRETARY HAIG: The Soviet involvement is also extensive in 
the hemisphere through the provision of arms, support 
for so-called wars of liberation. 


Our dealings with Cuba and our dealings with the Soviet 
Union involve, and will involve, bilateral discussions 
in which this and a host of other interrelated issues 
will clearly be the focus of attention. 
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It does not mean, as some have suggested, that suddenly 
we are bringing the Soviet Union into negotiation on 
matters of great importance and significance to the 
hemisphere. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in your considerable dialogue 
with the Soviet Union on Cuba and Latin American re- 
lations, are you going to press for the withdrawal of 
the MiGs that are being deployed to Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Am I going to-- I'm sorry, I missed the-- 
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QUESTION: Are you going to make a pressure for the withdrawal of 
the MiG's? They're supposed to have a nuclear capability and are 
they being deployed in Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We have made it very clear that we would consider 

the introduction of Mis aircraft into Nicaragua as a grave develop- 
ment. We've made that clear to the Government of Nicaragua and, 

as a matter of fact, the Foreign Minister of Nicaragua in St. Lucia 
assured me that there were no such plans to make such introduction. 


That, of course, runs rather contrary to the daily assessments we 


make with respect to the improvement of the airfields -- four of 

them -- in Nicaragua which have been proceeding at a startling rate 

and the evidence of which was shown to our Washington press corps ‘ 
last week through overhead photography. The reality that there 

are a number of Nicaraguan students being trained for high perfor- 

mance aircraft in Eastern Europe, which of course, would suggest 

that means in the fighter category -- a MiG model. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could I come back to you Nicaraguan 
discussion? Did you get the impression through talking to the 
Mexican Foreign Secretary that there was any give in the Nicaraguan 
position on either withdrawing or reducing their help to the 
Salvadoran insurgents? Because he seemed rather optimistic, and 
after talking to you, that with the given proposals on the table 

he could make some headway. 


And, secondly, on that same question, do you plan any time soon to 
have any direct talks other than perhaps through the Embassy with 
the Nicaraguans? 


And, thirdly, where do you stand with'the Cubans? The Mexican 
Foreign Secretary made a major point about his proposals and 

his discussions with you on possible normalization. He said talks 
that could lead to normalization with Cuba. 


Is there anything at all gelling on that? Do you plan any period 
of talks witn the Cubans? 


SECRETARY HAIG: These are all very important questions. With 
respect to the question of Minister Castaneda's attitude, a serse 
of optimism if you will, that the sine qua non, as I described it, 
of the U.S. position is achievable, I think, but I can't speak for 
him, represents a subjective judgment on his part because the 
logic and the right of that issue stands on its own two feet. 


I would not want to go beyond that in a way that would suggest 

that he had already received such a commitment from the Nicaraguan 
Government, because I don't know that to be the fact, and I suspect 
to the contrary. 


With respect to future talks with the Nicaraguans, I would prefer 
to leave that ambiguous in the sense of not laying out specific 
plans or proposals or venues or courses of actions or personalities; 
but rather to suggest to you that we have a multiplicity of ways 
with which to maintain contact, not the least of which is the 
presence of our Embassy in Managua and the recent arrival of our 








"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Pa 








ve aietee ‘ 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


PR#100 


-7- 


Ambassador, Ambassador Quainton, in Managua. 


That should not be interpreted as an answer to your question, but 
merely to point out that there is no paucity of our ability to 
communicate in a number of ways. 


With respect to Cuba, there again I don't think it serves a useful 
purpose to lay out the specific ways in which communications will 
be conducted. As you know, the President announced at a press 
conference that I had met with the Cuban Vice President. All I 
can suggest to you at this moment is that talks will continue. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the proposal by the Mexicans is in the 
area, includes negotiations and talks after the Salvadoran election? 
He confirmed that yesterday, the Foreign Minister of Mexico, that 
after the elections. 


Doesn't this undermine the strong position of countries like your 
country and Venezuela that all the election -- putting most 
emphasis on the election? Or is it because you are thinking of 
the possibility o f a right-wing victory in El Salvador? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Let me assure you that the position we have 
taken on this issue has nothing to do with the outcome of the 
elections in Salvador. That's an internal problem for the people 
of Salvador to solve, and that's what an election is all about. 


What we have insisted on and which we continue to believe is that 
this election this month is a very important benchmark in the 
evolution of the pluralization of the Salvadoran society and 
democratic process. 


I think Ambassador Hinton discussed that on national television 

this morning, and that has occurred, but has occurred with the 
objective of a democratic rather than a totalitarian outcome. 

And so it is not in our interest to conduct our own affairs and 

our involvement in this situation in such a way that we put in 
jeopardy that very important process that will take place this month. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can we ask a housekeeping question? 


QUESTION: You seem to be unhappy with the fact that Fidel Castro 
unified the left in El Salvador. You are also unhappy -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I didn't make a value judgment. I just stated 
fact. 


QUESTION: All right. You also didn't like the fact that the 
military garrison being built in Nicaragua has Cuban design, Russian 
design. Now you want to set limits for the number of advisers in 
Nicaragua and advisers in El Salvador, but who sets the limits for 
the United States? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think you didn't listen to me very clearly, 
and that must suggest a preconceived notion between your ears. 
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I said that this would be a multilateral approach involving all 
the nations of the region, and I merely put it forward as an 
approach, one that we consider would make important contributions 
to peace and stability in the region. And, of course, the United 
States would be obligated in confromace with the agreements 
arrived at to control its level. 


Now that doesn't answer the nettling part of your question which 
would be impossible for me to answer, given your perspective and 
mine. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, just a housekeeping question. How many 
times have you talked with Judge Clark in the past 36 hours? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Oh, heaven's sake. 


QUESTION: The reason I am asking the question is a high State 
Department official had a background briefing on Saturday. You 
had an extensive news conference yesterday. You have an extensive 
one today. And it kind of looks like there's a white paper being 
issued today. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. I would never describe it as a 

white paper. I would describe it as an effort -- and a justified 
effort -- to put in sharper focus the current state of play in Cen- 
tral American and the American approach to it. 


I don't know what you mean by -- what that has to do with communi- 
cations with Bill Clark. I speak to Bill Clark every day, any 
number of times in a day, and that's as it should be. 


QUESTION: Well, the President got off the helicopter yesterday -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Ah, that's what -- I think the President addressed 
that on the aircraft this morning and I would refer you to his 
comments on that, rather than try to interpret for hin. 


You will find a wire service report on that when you leave this 
meeting. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is the bottom line here that you're not 
as optimistic as the Foreign Minister of Mexico who said there is 
a basis for agreement now? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. The bottom line is that it's important that 
we have a sharper focus on the state of play. I suppose everyone 
views these things differently, dependent on their own perspectives 
of the complexity and magnitude of the problem and their subjective 
interest in the outcome. 


We are trying to give to the press a very clear picture of where 
we stand, and do not interpret it as a value judgment, excessive 
optimism or excessive pessimism, or huge gaps of approach between 
the Mexicans and the United States. They have been very helpful 

in this process, we've been conducting a steady dialogue with them, 
and the results of that dialogue have been very constructive. 
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QUESTION: So there is progress being made, whether or not there's -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's too early to say. Whether there's 
real progress being made depends on whether you consider the re- 
view of proposals which would seek a peaceful solution as progress. 
I happen to think it is progress, and I think the American people 
who view that as progress. 


QUESTION: Precisely what do you mean by command and control? 

You speak of Nicaraguan command and control in El Salvador, Cuban 
command and control. Do you mean directive command and control, or 
do you meant that they are part of the command? 


In other words, what we're seeking for is the degree of independence 
as a military force of the El Salvadoran guerrillas. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would refer to it as a substantial role in 
directing the operations in Salvador. 


QUESTION: The Cubans? 

SECRETARY HAIG: The Nicaraguans. 

QUESTION: With the Cubans? 

SECRETARY HAIG: With the Cubans in full participation. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the only condition or the only reason 
the U.S. does not normalize relations with Nicaragua is because 


of the help to El Salvador? 


SECRETARY HAIG: That's a very, very important aspect of the current 
tensions between Washington and Managua, without question. But 

we would be equally concerned, and we are, by any manifestation 

of Nicaraguan activity in other neighboring states such as 

Costa Rica. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if we could just drop into focus just a 
touch more, because that's what you said you wanted to come here 
to do -- Tom Enders went down to Nicaragua with a series of pro- 
posals which you outlined. The Nicaraguans said no. Foreign 
Minister Castaneda came here yesterday, outlining basically the 
Same proposals, or suggesting the same proposals. 


He said he's taking them back and he sounded optimistic. 


Can you sharpen the focus? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I thought I had sharpened it rather well -- 

that we put some proposals out, and I gave you the five specific 
areas which we put forward. You know that President Lopez Portillo 
gave a speech in Managua, I think two weeks ago now, in which 

those proposals were largely included -- different language and 
different packaging, if you will -- but it was also broadened -- 
those proposals were broadened, and, as a matter of fact, the Cuban 
question was introduced. > 
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QUESTION: And one (inaudible) -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: And the key part of it -- and we reacted at the 
time, with total caqnsistence, that the sine qua non that I touched 
upon was not in the proposal in a way that we could be assured or 
even understand it. Subsequently, that comment, together with some 
other comments -- and I reiterated over this weekend the five points 
of the American position to Secretary Castaneda -- and he made a 
public statement which was touched upon, I think by Bernie be- 

cause it wasn't lost on Bernie, that he was optimistic that that 
sine qua non was achievable, but not in an exclusive or single 

way but rather as a part of some other assurances that would have 


to be included. 








Well, that's normal, and I don't think anybody should be taken 
aback by that. 


Thank you. 
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MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA 


THE HONORABLE WILLIAM E. BROCK 
AMBASSADOR AND UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. We'd 
like to use this as an opportunity to review for the press 


corps the results of our last day and a half of meetings here 
on the Caribbean Basin Initiative. 





This meeting in New York was a further step in the con- 

sultation process begun at Nassau in July of 1981. At that 
time the Foreign Ministers of Canada, Mexico, Venezuela and 
the United States committed themselves to address the grave 


and, in some cases, catastrophic economic and social problems 
besetting the Caribbean Basin. 


Over the past six months there have been additional meetings 
with the six countries of Central America as well as the 
countries of the Caribbean Basin. 


Fear fase theese exe faoorerreceticecs co aceee tare? 
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On this occasion, at this weekend's meeting, the original 
Nassau Four became the New York Five with the addition of our 
colleague from Colombia to the discussions and to the donor 


category. 


We plan as a group to meet again as the Communique indicates 
in Caracas, Venezuela, in August of this year to assess again 
the progress that we have been making in this important, 
collective endeavor. 


I would like to just say a brief word about the United States' 
approach to this endeavor which is a departure from tradi- 
tional United States’ efforts in the foreign assistance area. 


It is testament to the fact that now five donor countries can 
concert together to meet the socio-economic crisis in the 
region and to do so in a flexible, understanding and com- 
patible way. 


We have mutually agreed to be free to choose the ways which 
each donor nation can help in the region. 


In the case of the United States, President Reagan's Caribbean 
Basin Initiative will involve a doubling of our economic 
contributions from previous years, but the truly innovative 
aspect of the program lies in longer term trade and investment 
initiative which we hope will be matched by reciprocal self- 
help measures on the part of recipient nations. 


I think in general I, personally -- and I will let my 
colleagues comment from their perspective -- consider this 
meeting to have been highly successful. The Communique itself 
confirms the unprecedented level of sacrifice made by the 
donor countries and the high degree of cooperation involved 

in this project. 


It is a project that is not focused on promises and rhetoric 
but on real contributory steps by all of the donor states. 

One might even single out our Colombian colleague whose govern- 
ment has come to this meeting with commitments, even though 
Colombia itself is in a developmental status, so the sacrifi- 
ces that it entails are, I think, most laudable. 


I think it's important that it is recognized that in this pro- 
ject we've avoided the creation of large bureacracies or 
controlling mechanisms which consume resources and energy and 
have dealt. within the framework of our existing governmental 
structures. 
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All in all, I think from the United States‘ point of view, we 
wr can take a great sense of satisfaction. This week, as you 
know, President Reagan will forward to the Congress the 
American legislative oroposals to implement his approach to 
the Caribbean Basin Initiative. 


— 


It is clear that, following the President's recent speech, 
it has garnered strong bipartisan support, and we are very 
hopeful that the American Congress will recognize that the 
United States is now joining a number of donor states who are 
well along in their commitment and their delivery on those 
commitments to the anguishing problems of the Hemisphere. 


Foreign 


I now welcome your questions. 


(Interpretation of Secretary Haig's remarks into Spanish at 
this point.) 


QUESTION: I would like to ask the visiting Foreign Ministers 
since you have retained freedom of action in your own trade 

and aid programs, to what extent are your countries willing to 
aid in the economic reconstruction of El Salvador even if the 
insurrection there succeeds? And to what extent do you share 
the extreme worry of the United States about that eventuality? 


MR. FISCHER: You are asking each of the Foreign Ministers to 
comment on that? 
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QUESTION: Those who wish. (Laughter) 


SECRETARY MacGUIGAN: I'll be glad to say a few words on that, 
Mr. Chairman. I don't think that we are here to answer 
hypothetical questions, but I can say that my country imposes 
no ideological tests for its aid programs, but we do impose 
certain practical tests, and one of those, of course, is the 
safety of any personnel that we might have in the country. 





In our recently announced program for Central America, El 
Salvador is certainly included, as are the other countries of 
the region, but we are not presently planning any aid to that 
country because we are not sure that we could carry out any 
program planning which we would begin at this time. So essen- 
tially it's a pragmatic question for us. 


We don't have a theoretical or ideological answer to a 
question of that kind, but we certainly have a lot of prac- 
tical concerns. We wouldn't want to think that the prac- 
tical problem -- we wouldn't want to give an answer in advance. 
We'd have to check the circumstances at the time. 
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QUESTION: Do you share the Secretary's stated concern 
about that eventuality? 


SECRETARY MacGUIGAN: I'm giving a press conference at noon. 
You're welcome to come. I think the conference here really 
should be on the Caribbean Basin Initiative, but if you want 
to get into Canadian foreign policy, we'll be very happy to 
discuss it at that time. Canada has certainly supported the 
election process in El Salvador. 





ESTION: For the Secretary of State. Mr. Secretary, what 
role will human rights be playing in this Caribbean policy 
initiative? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Clearly, human rights is an essential ingre- 
dient of American foreign policy, as it has been from the out- 
set. Human rights value judgments run across the whole 
spectrum of America's foreign policy at large, and globally, 
to use that dirty word, as well as in the region. 


ESTION: This is for Minister Castaneda. Is the U.S. ban 
on a to Cuba in this plan -- is that viewed as holding up a 
more structured cooperative effort by the donors? 


SECRETARY CASTANEDA: As you know, in accordance with this 
Caribbean Basin Initiative, each donor country chooses not 
only the countries to which it gives aid, but the manner in 
which it gives aid. So that the American prohibition for aid 
to Cuba affects only the United States. It does not affect 
other countries. 





In the case of Mexico, we will, as much as is possible for us 
-- we are a developing country -- we do give aid to Cuba, and 
we have a very rich coordinated (inaudible) between the two 
countries of mutual assistance in the technical field and in 
the growing field in general. So it does not affect Mexico's 
participation in this effort at all. 


ESTION: For Secretary Haig. This is a rather impressive 
array of statesmen from the Western Hemisphere. In political 
terms what kind of impact do you think this meeting is going 
to have on your efforts to sell the CBI to the American 
Congress? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think we have Ambassador Brock here who's 
been leading our charge on this situation and has just 
recently returned from some of his intensive discussions on 
it. Bill, why don't you answer the question? 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: As I said to the meeting this morning, the 
demonstration of cooperation and the breadth of support, evi- 
denced by the Ministers from the several countries here, is 
essential, I think, tec our success in Congress. 





We face very difficult economic problems at home, and the fact 
that this is an effort which is joined by some of our most 
important friends and allies, it is imperative to its ultimate 
success, both in real terms and in terms of gaining the sup- 
port that we have to have to insure Congressional passage. I 
think that prospect is greatly enhanced by this meeting, and I 
think we're going to have a successful piece of legislation, 
hopefully in the not-too-distant future. 


QUESTION: (Through Interpreter) I would like to address this 
question to Secretary Haig. The question is that in view of 
recent contacts that have been held with Cuba and Nicaragua, 
can the U.S. contemplate the possibility of an approvalistic 
aid or assistance to all those countries? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Again, I want to keep the focus of this press 
conference on the Caribbean Basin Initiative. But I think the 
basic philosophy that's underlying the Initiative and our 
respective approaches to it have been that there are no auto- 
matic exclusions as well as there are no automatic inclusions. 
The prospects for the future will depend in large measure, from 
the United States’ point of view, on a number of uncertainties 
which are yet to clarify. But as they do clarify, clearly 
such an outcome would be very possible. 





QUESTION: Secretary Haig, the existence of this gathering is 
mn some ways viewed as redundant to the effort and the mission 
of the Organization of American States. 


I wonder if, indeed, you consider this to be in any way 
supplanting or does your organization here indicate your OAS 
is not capable of handling either these problems or the peace 
problems in the arez? 


SECRETARY HAIG: This in no way should be viewed as running 
counter to the objectives and the functions of the 
Organization of American States. Indeed, it should be viewed 
as complementary to their efforts as well as the efforts of 
other organizations which have long been in place, and which 
are designed to contribute to the socio-economic improvement 
of the region. 
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Beyond that, I think it's important to recognize that Canada 
is not a member of the OAS, but it is participating not only 
actively but as a leading contributor to the developmental 
needs of the region. So there are no contradictions at all in 
our efforts here. 


QUESTION: (Through Interpreter) This is a question addressed 
to Secretary Haig: In the past the conduct of many of the 
multinationals in Latin America has been the cause for suspi- 
cion and distrust. How is the United States Government going 
to guarantee, in a sense, the good behavior of the present 
initiative? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It goes without saying that the whole 
approach of President Reagan has been one which is designed to 
provide for reciprocity in the sense of not only shaping the 
American contribution to elicit progress in the socio-economic 
spheres in the recipient country, but to shape our contribu- 
tion in conformance with the wishes of the recipient country. 





Therefore, the answer to your question is that the basic phi- 
losophy ensures mutual advantage and mutual coordination in 
the development of the program itself. 


Perhaps in that area, Minister Zambrano, whose country has 
been heavily engaged for some time in assistance efforts, 
would care to make a comment. 


FOREIGN MINISTER ZAMBRANO: “(Through Interpreter) With great 
pleasure, Mr. Secretary, I will respond. Venezuela is most 
active in cooperative efforts in the Caribbean, and this 
interest of our country explains our presence here at this 
meeting. 





However, we have a very clear idea of what constitutes 
cooperation and what constitutes negotiation. As far as we 
are concerned, the content of cooperation is one that allows 
many and variegated forms of cooperation. It might be very 
important cooperation, in cooperation of lesser importance, 
but all of this cooperation must be consistent with the fun- 
damental concept that this is a contribution that one com- 
munity makes to another community, conscious of its 
responsibility and of its solidarity. And that these contri- 
butions are used for the economic development of those 
societies and also must contribute to the common good. 


In Venezuela, in our particular case, we are making great 
sacrifices within our own community, and instead of devoting 
these resources to our own self-interests and our own needs, 
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we are making these contributions to other areas and to other 
countries in the region. It seems to us that in this sense 
our cooperation and the cooperation that any country or any 
private company or corporation might want to make should be 
done under these principals with submission to these ideals of 
what we consider is a true cooperation, and then the recipient 
country -- the recipient state is fully free and completely 
sovereign to use the aid or support in any manner it wishes. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Let me ask Bill Brock to add a little bit 
with respect to the legislation that we are putting forward 
which might help. 





AMBASSADOR BROCK: A couple of very important or specific 
points. If what we do does not result in an opportunity for 
the individual country to chorse its own path, we will have 
chosen the wrong way to go. 





If what we do does not result in the development of domestic 
economic growth, domestically controlled, the program will 
not succeed. 


If you look at the legislation, the kinds of things that we 
mention as constituting a self-help effort are a pluralistic, 
democratic process, a free labor movement, the opportunity for 
individuals and groups of individuals to better themselves 
within the societal value system of each country as they 
desire their own program. 


I think my own belief is that we have very consciously tried 
to structure an effort that will deal with precisely the 
problem you mentioned by letting each country control its own 
destiny and have the economic growth and the jobs to do so, 
and to maintain a pluralistic, democratic society in the 
process. 


UESTION: I would like to ask the Foreign Minister of 
Olombia, why Colombia might think that this would be dif- 
ferent from previous aid programs in the past, and why 
Colombia, as a developing nation in need of economic 
assistance itself, chose to become a sponsor? 





FOREIGN MINISTER LEMOS: I shall reply, addressing myself to 





the last part of your question first. Colombia, though it is 
a developing country and, as such, it needs assistance, feels, 
however, that it has reached a level of growth which, though 
it might not be as great as other larger countries such as the 
United States, Canada or some other industrialized country, is 
greater than that of other nations in the same Caribbean 
Basin area. 
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Therefore, we considered that we should share what we do have 
with some of the less developed nations in the area. 


Yesterday I stated that one would not have to be opulent to 
feel that one should express a feeling of solidarity for other 
nations in the area. 


Colombia feels a need to show this solidarity and make its 
contribution towards the economic development of other 
countries because we feel that economic balance is a precon- 
dition to political balance and well being. 


Colombia has made great efforts in terms of its own capabili- 
ties, and we would hope that our initiative would constitute 
an example for other countries who might be richer and yet are 
less generous. 


This is what has led Colombia to join in a common effort of 
the Nassau Four and has led us to offer our help, and, as we 
have heard here yesterday, the result of the initial efforts 
has already been splendid, and we hope that this this effort 
will imbue some dynamism and some hope to the countries of the 
area. 


MR. FISCHER: Ladies and gentlemen, thank you very much. If 
you would remain seated until the Ministers leave, we'd appre- 
ciate it. Thank you. 





(The press conference concluded at 11:21 A. M.) 











JOINT COMMUNIQUE 





CONFERENCE OF MINISTERS ON CARIBBEAN BASIN DEVELOPMENT 
March 14-15, 1982 - New York, New York 
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Secretary of State for External Affairs Mark MacGuigan 
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of Canada, Secretary of Foreign Relations Jorge Castaneda of 
Mexico, Secretary of State Alexander M. Haig of the United 
States of America, Ambassador William E. Brock, United States Trade 
Representative, Foreign Minister Jose Alberto Zambrano 
Velasco of Venezuela, and Foreign Minister Carlos Lemos 
Simmonds of Colombia met in New York on March 14-15, 1982 to 
review the results of the consultations begun at Nassau on 
July 11, 1981 regarding an initiative to stimulate the 
economic and social development of the Caribbean Basin area. 
The Ministers noted that since that time extensive 
discussions had been held with the governments of countries 
in the Caribbean Basin area, with other interested governments 


and with international financial institutions, both on a 
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bilateral basis and at international meetings. They emphasized 
that their governments’ efforts would continue to take full 
account of the national plans and priorities of the countries 
of the Caribbean Basin and their own capacities to assist 
these countries. 

On the basis of these consultations, the Ministers 
stressed that dynamic and balanced social and 


economic development in the countries of the Caribbean Basin 





area is essential, not only for the welfare of the people 
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in the area but also for the peace and prosperity of the entire 
hemisphere. They agreed that the socio-economic problems which 
face the countries of the Caribbean and Central America are 
critical and in many cases are becoming more serious. The 
Ministers underlined that this economic and social development 
could best be achieved by programs of cooperation, without 
military considerations or political pre-conditions. They 
stated that each country in the Caribbean Basin could benefit 
from such economic cooperation and that, at the same time, donor 
countries must be free to choose the countries with which they 
cooperate, and the ways they can best be of help. The Ministers 
agreed that general economic development could be stimulated 
through, inter alia, vublic financial development cooperation, 


trade and investment, both public and private. 


The Ministers took note of the individual programs of each 


of the participants as described below: 


Canada's Secretary of State for External Affairs explained 
that Canada has already embarked on a five-year expanded program 
of economic development cooperation with the English-speaking 
Caribbean and also with Haiti, the Dominican Republic and the 
countries of Central America, at a value of over one half billion 


dollars. Canadian tariff treatment currently provides duty 


free or preferential access to the Canadian market for some 








gn 
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98 percent by value of all exports from the Caribbean Basin area 
to Canada. In the context of the Canada/CARICOM Joint Trade and 
Economic Agreement of January 1979, Canada is already engaged 


with the Commonwealth Caribbean in a wide range of programs to 


promote regional integration, industrial development, and cooperation 


between Canadian and Caribbean private sector organizations. 
Canada has recently established Petro-Canada International to 
assist oil-importing develoving countries, including those in 


the Caribbean Basin area, to reduce or eliminate their dependence 


on imported oil. 


The Foreign Ministers of Mexico and Venezuela advised the 
meeting that their countries are continuing their cooperation 
with the countries of the Caribbean Basin area, under the San 
Jose Declaration of Presidents Lopez Portillo and Herrera 
Campins, which assures supply of oil for internal consumption 
and provides long-term concessional credits for government 
development projects. This program, valued at over $700 million 
per year, is of great benefit for the countries of the area, 


enabling them to fulfill better their national development 


priorities. 


Mexico's Foreign Minister described Mexico's ongoing 


development cooperation projects with the countries of the area. 


In addition to the San Jose agreement, he mentioned specifically 
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the system of trade facilities with the Central American countries, 
which will be broadened to Caribbean countries, preferential 

credit lines, currently at 68 million dollars to the central 

banks of the area, Mexico's membership in the Caribbean Development 
Bank and its participation in the special program for soft-loans 

to Caribbean less developed countries, its active role in various 
regional multinational government enterprises, and its broad 
programs of bilateral technical cooperation with countries of 


the region, which now include 308 specific projects. 


The Foreign Minister of Venezuela advised that the Government 
of Venezuela has traditionally cooperated in solidarity with 
the countries of the area, based on principles of international 
social justice, and has provided even more significant cooperation 
since 1974 through programs of financial support (more than US 
$2.5 billion in the last five years). He mentioned particularly 
the creation of a special fund for the Eastern Caribbean that 
provides highly concessional financing for balance of payments 
and development projects. He mentioned also the establishment 
of technical and technological assistance in the commercial, 
agricultural, educational, and cultural areas which are aimed 
at contributing to the total development of the human and 


physical resources of the countries in question, and thereby to 


their democratic, political, economic and social development. 
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The United States described its program of integrated and 
mutually reinforcing measures in the fields of trade, investment 
and financial assistance, which President Reagan announced on 


February 24. 


The following measures are being submitted to the United 
States Congress. In trade, a key feature will be the elimination 
of duties on imports from the Caribbean Basin, with the exception 
of textiles and apparel which are subject to textile agreements. 
Investment will be sourred by granting United States investors 
in Basin countries the same ten percent tax credit as is 
available for investment in the United States. A requested 
$350 million supplemental appropriation for the region in 
fiscal year 1982 will address oriviest short-term economic 
problems of the region, and bring total concessional economic 


assistance there in fiscal year 1982 to $825 million. 


In addition to these legislative requests, measures within 
the discretion of the President will include: a) favorable 
treatment for Caribbean Basin textiles and apparel exports, 
within the context of the overall United States textile policy; 
b) expanded short-term credit guarantees by the United States 
Export-Import Bank; c) willingness to negotiate bilateral 
investment treaties; and d) a program to enhance the role of 


Puerto Rico and the United States Virgin Islands in the 


development of overall prosperity in the region. 
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The Colombian Minister of Foreign Affairs stated that 
for some time his country had been actively cooperating with 
the countries of the Basin and, in that respect welcomed the 
Opportunity to join the nations which met in Nassau in their 
effort to resolve the economic and social problems of the 


region. 


He described the Colombian contributions to the Caribbean 
Development Bank amounting to $16 million and the existing credit 
lines and deposits of $42 million. He explained that the 
Colombian Government has now decided to initiate the following 
measures: (a) creation of a special fund for technical assistance 
to be provided by official agencies with resources up to $50 
Million; (2) granting of new credit lines up to $10 million per 
country; (3) establishment of additional time devosits for the 
financing of balance of payments deficits; (4) reciprocal credit 
agreements with the countries not yet covered; (5) establishment 
of a trust fund for projects in the less develoved countries of 
the Eastern Caribbean; (6) preferential trade agreements within 
the context of the Latin American Association of Integration 


(ALADI); (7) improvement, in cooperation with other countries, 


of sea and air transportation systems. 
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The Ministers expressed their deep satisfaction with the 
ongoing economic cooperation in the area. They acreed that 
the announced eccnomic program of the Government of the 
United States of America could make a significant contribution 
to the region's development, and expressed their hope that 


these measures would be implemented as quickly as possible. 


The Ministers welcomed the decision taken by Governments 
of the area to be involved actively in the formulation of 
regional development plans. In this regard, the Ministers 
stressed the importance of existing institutions for consultation 
and coordination regarding economic and developmental needs 
and priorities in the Caribbean region. They noted the efforts 
being made to develop a coordinating group for Central America 
and hoped there would be an early and positive result from this 


exercise. 


The Ministers expressed satisfaction that, within the 
region, other countries were participating in the development 
process. In this connection, they welcomed the substantial 
financial assistance provided by Trinidad and Tobago in the 
area. They also noted that other countries outside the area 


were also responding to the region's pressing needs. 


The Ministers concluded that the effort begun at Nassau had 


been successful in focusing greater attention on the critical 
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need for increased economic develooment assistance, 
cooperation and coordination in the Caribbean Basin area and 
they affirmed their political will to continue their efforts 
to implement their respective national cooperation programs 
in the area as quickly and effectively as possible. The 
Ministers also reaffirmed their view that promotion of peace, 
stability and economic development in the Caribbean Basin 
area is equally important to the broader world community 

and they appealed to other nations of the hemisphere and 


the world to contribute toward that objective. 


The Ministers agreed to continue consultations with 
other governments with a view to inviting senior officials of 
interested countries and multilateral economic organizations 
to an ad hoc meeting to encourage greater cooperative efforts 


for economic and social development of the region. 


They also agreed to meet again in August in Caracas, 


Venezuela to examine jointiy the progress which has been 


achieved. 












DEPARTMENT ‘OF STATE 


March 23, 1982 
No. 102 


y PROGRAM FOR THE STATE VISIT TO THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA OF 
HIS EXCELLENCY SANDRO PERTINI, PRESIDENT OF THE ITALIAN REPUBLIC. 


March 24 - April l, 1982 


Wednesday, March 24 





| 6:00 p.m. His Excellency Sandro Pertini, President 
of the Italian Republic, and his party, 
arrive Andrews Air Force Base via Italian 


| Aircraft. 

, 6:20 p.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds 
} 

: 6:30 p.m. Arrival Blair House. 

J 


Private eveninc. 


Thursday, March 25 
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10:00 a.m. Arrival at the White House where His Excel- 
lency Sandro Pertini, President of the 
Italian Republic, will be greeted by the 
President of the United States and Mrs. Reagan, 
the Vice President and Mrs. Bush, the 
Secretary of State and Mrs. Haic and others. 


til i el 


10:30 a.m. President Pertini will meet with President 
Reagan at the White House. 


12:30 p.m. Members of the House and Senate will host 
a Workine-Luncheon for His Excellency Sandro 
Pertini, President of the Italian Republic, 
Ravburn Office Building, Room 2172. 


2:15 p.m. President Pertini will meet with the 
Honorable Foward Baker, Senate Majority 
Leader, 


at the U.S. Capitol - Room S=-230. 


Private a*ternoon. 


5:00 p.m. President Pertini will visit the yational 
Gallery of Art, Constitution Avenue at 6th, N.% 


Press Contact: Ms. Catherine Warwick 
Tel: RF 724215 
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Thursday, March 25 (continued) 





7:30 p.m. 


ae 


Friday, March 26 


The President of the United States and 

Mrs. Reacan will host a dinner in honor of 
His Excellency Sandro Pertini, President of 
the Italian Republic, at the White House. 


Dress: Black tie. 





9:15 a.m. 


9:45 a.m. 


10:15 a.m. 


11:00 a.m. 


12:30 p.m. 
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4:30 o.m. 


5:30 p.m. 





President will meet with the followinc at 
Blair House: 


The Fonorable Donald Recan, Secretary of 
the Treasury. 


The Honorable Frank Carlucci, Deputy 
Secretary of Defense. 


The Honorable Malcolm Baldridce, Secretary 
of Commerce. 


President Pertini will lay a wreath at 
the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, Arlincton 
Cemetery, Arlington, Virginia. 


The Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Secre- 
tary of State will host a workinc luncheon 
in honor of His Excellency Sandro Pertini, 
President of the Italian Republic, at the 
Department of State, James Madison Room. 


President Pertini will visit the School of 
Advanced International Studies of Johns 
Hopkins University, 1740 Massachusetts Avenue 


Northwest. 


Press Contact: Ms. Susan Crowley 
Director - Public Affairs 
785-6804 


His Excellency Rinaldo Petrignani, Ambassac-r 
of italy, and Mrs. Petricnani will give a 
Reception in honor of Fis Excellency Sancérc 
Pertini, President of the Italian Republic, 
at the Italian Chancery, 2700 16th Street, 
Northwest. 


Dress; Business suite 


Press Contact: 


Benecetto Amari 


Mz 
Press Officer, 
Tel: 328-5562 
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Friday, March 26 (continued) 


Saturday, March 27 





8:35 a.m. 


9:00 a.m. 


11:50 a.m. 


12:35 p.m. 


4:15 p.m. 


5:00 p.m. 


8:00 p.m. 


Private dinner. 


His Excellency Sandro Pertini, President 


of the Italian Republic, and his party 
will arrive at the Washincton Monument 
Grounds (Reflecting Pool Side). 


Departure Ceremony. 


Departure from Andrews Air Force Base, 
Maryland via U.S. Presidential Aircraft 
for San Francisco, California. 


Arrival San Franicsco International 
Airport, San Francisco, California. 


Arrival at Fairmont Hotel, 950 Mason 
Street, Nob Hill. 


President Pertini will meet with 
Members of the Italian Americar Jommunity 
in Washington Square, North Beach. 


Press Contact: Mr. Wm. J. Armanino 
Tel: 415 467-3500 


At-the conclusion of the Meeting, President 
Pertini will depart for City Hall. 


Arrival at City Hall for the Official 
Reception. 


President Pertini will be presented the 
Key to the City by the Honorable Dianne 
Feinstein, Mayor of San Francisco. 


Press contact: Mr. Thomas Eastham, 
Press Secretary, 
Tel: 415 558-3755 


The City of San Francisco and the Italian 
American Community will co-host a dinner 
in honor of His Excellency Sandro Pertini, 
President of the Italian Republic, at 


the St. Francis Hotel, Powell Street, 
between Post and Gearv Streete, 


DresS: susiness suit. 


Prass contact: Mr. Alessandro Baccari, 
Tel: 415 626-7070 











Sunday, March 28 





Private morning. 


12:15 p.m. President Pertini will visit the Sonoma 
War Memorial and have lunch there. 


6:00 p.m. President Pertini will attend the Inauguration 
of the exhibit “Italy - A Country Shaped by 
Man" at the Academy of Sciences in Golden 
Gate Park. 


ae 


7:30 p.m. President Pertini will attend the perfornm- 
ance of Beach Blanket Babylon Goes to the 
Stars, at Fugazi Hall, North Beach, California 


9:00 p.m. His Excellency Rinaldo Petrignani, 
Ambassador of Italy, and Mrs. Petrignani 
will host a dinner in honor of His Escel- 
lency Sandro Pertini, President of the 
Italian Republic, at the Fairmont Hotel, 
Pavillion Room. 


Monday, March 29 





9:20 a.m. His Excellency Sandro Pertini, President 
of the Italian Republic, and his party will 
depart San Francisco International Airport 
via U.S. Presidential Aircraft for Chicago, 
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Illinois. 

3:00 p.m. Arrival Chicago, Illinois, O'Hare Airport, 
(Mjlitary side). 

3:30 p.m. Arrival at City Hall for the Welcoming 
Ceremony. 


| Press Contact: Mr. Robert GAines, 
Press Secretary, 
Tel: 312 744-3334 


7:00 p.m. The Honorable Jane Byrne, Mayor of Chicaco, 
will host a dinner in honor of His Excellencv 
Sandro Pertini, President of the Italian 
Republic, at the "Navy Pier". 


Dress: Black tie. 


Press Contact: Mr. Robert Gaines. 








Tuesday, March 30 
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President Pertini will visit “Villa 
Scalabrini", 480 North Wolf Road, 
Northlake, Illinois. 


His Excellency Sandro Pertini, President of 
the Italian Republic, and his party will 
depart Chicago O'Hare Airport via U.S. 
Presidential Aircraft for New York City. 


Arrival John F. Kennedy International 
Airport, New York. 


Arrival Waldorf Towers, 49th and Park 
Avenue, New York. 


The Italian American Chamber of Commerce 
will host a dinner in honor of His Excel- 
lency Sandro Pertini, President of the 
Italian Republic, at the Plaza Hotel, 
Grand Ballroom. 


Dress: Black tie. 


President Pertini will attend the opening 
of the De Chirico Exhibit at the Museum 
of Modern Art, 11 West 53rd Street. 


President Pertini will tour the 
Guggenheim Museum, 5th Avenue at 89th. 


President Pertini will visit Day Top 
Village, 54 West 40th Street. 


President Pertini will meet with His 
Excellency Javier Perex de Cuellar, 
Secretary General of the United Nations, 
at United Nations. 


Following the meeting the Secretary General 
will host a luncheon for President Pertini 
at the United Nations. 


President Pertini will receive an 
Honorary Degree at Columbia University. 
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Wednesday, March 31 (continued) 





7:30 p.m. 


ee . 


8:00 p.m. 


Thursday, April 





9:15 a.m. 


10:30 a.m. 


11:45 a.m. 


1:00 p.m. 


 Vectiassitied ror FPuDiication ih Mmericen rmerery" 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


5:00 p.m. 


Midnight 


The italian American Community ‘will host 
a reception in honor of His Excellency 
Sandro Pertini, President of the Italian 
Republic, at the Sheraton Center Hotel, 
The Versailles Room. 


Dress: Business suit. 
The Italian American Community will 


host a dinner in honor of President Pertini, 
Sheraton Center Hotel, 7+) avenue and 52nd 


Street. 


Dress: Business suit. 


President Pertini will meet with Members 
of the International League for Human 
Rights at the Waldorf. 


President Pertini will visit the 
Garibaldi Museum , Staten Island. 


President Pertini will visit the floor of 
the STock Exchange, Wall Street. 


The Honorable Edward Koch, Mayor of New 
York will host a luncheon in honor of 

His: Excellency Sandro Pertini, President 
of the Italian Republic, at Gracie Mansion. 
Private afternoon. 


President PErtini will visit the Enrico 
Fermi Library in the Bronx. 


Private evening. 


Private dinner. 


His Excellency Sandro Pertini, President 
of the Italian Republic, and his party 
will depart the United States for Italy 
via Italian Aircraft. John F. Kennedy 
International Airport. 
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ANTHONY C.E. QUAINTON SWORN IN AS 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO NICARAGUA 


Anthony C.E. Quainton of Seattle, Washington was sworn 


in March 1l, 1982 as United States Ambassador to Nicaragua. He 
succeeds Lawrence A. Pezzullo. 


A career Foreign Service Officer, Mr. Quainton served as 
United States Ambassador to the Central African Empire from 


1976 to 1978. In 1978 he was appointed Director of the State 
Department's Office for Combatting Terrorism. 


Mr. Quainton entered the Foreign Service in 1959 and was 
assigned to Sydney, Australia as Visa-Commercial Officer. He 
subsequently served in Pakistan as Economic Officer in Karachi 
(1963) and Rawalpindi (1964-66) and in India as Political/Economic 
Officer in New Delhi from 1966-69. He was Senior Political 
Ofiiicer for India in the Department of State for three years 
before going to Paris as Political Officer in 1972. He was 
assigned to Kathmandu in 1973 as Deputy Chief of Mission. 


In 1972 the American Foreign Service Association gave him 
its William R. Rivkin Award, which is presented annually to a 
middle-level officer for "outstanding intellectual originality, 
courage, forthrightness and constructive dissent." 


Born in Seattle, Washington on April 4, 1934, he studied 
at Philips Academy, Andover and then in 1951-52 as an Engligh 
Speaking Union schoolboy fellow at the Sherborne School, England. 
He received a Bachelor of Arts degree from Princeton University 
in 1955. He attended Oxford University as a Marshall Scholar 
from 1955-58 receiving a Bachelor of Letters degree in 1958. He 


spent an additional year (1958-59) at Oxford as a research fellow 
of St. Antony's College. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STAT 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 


NOTICE Of MEETING 


The International Covyright Panel of the Department 
of State's Advisory Committee on International Intellectual 
Property will meet in open session on Tuesday, April 20, 
1982, in the Wilson Room of the Library of Congress. The 
meeting will begin at 10:90 AM and will continue until 
1:00 PM if necessary. 


The meeting will be open to the general public. 
The following topics will be discussed: 


l. Report on the 4th Session of the UCC/IGCC 
(highlights) 


2. Florence Agreement - Nairobi Protocol 
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3. Srussels Satellites Convention 

4. U.S.-PRC copyright relations: Report on 
June 1981 trip, subsequent developments, 
further action 

5. 0.S.-USSR copyright relations 


6. "Update on consideration of U.S. Membership 
in Berne Convention 


7. The Manufacturing Clause 
8. International Copyright Activities, CY 1982-1983 


9. International Activities relating to Computer 
Uses of Copyrighted Works 
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The public attending may, as time vermits and subject 
to the instructions of the Chairperson, participate in the 
discussions or may submit their views in writing to the 
chairperson prior to, or at the meeting for later consider- 
ation by the Committee. 


Members of the public who vlan to attend the meeting 
will be admitted up to the limits of the conference room's 
capacity. Members of the general public who plan to attend 
the meeting are requested to orovide their name, affilia- 
tion, and address to Mrs. Bobbi Tinsley, Office of 3usiness 
Practices, Devartment of State, telephone (202) 532-1485, 
Drior to April 20, 1982. All attendees to the meeting 
should use the Main Entrance of the Library on First 
Street, S.E. 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


March 24, 1982 
= No. 106 


INCREASE IN IMMIGRANT VISA FEES 


In accordance with the Administration's policy to recover 
the costs of government services from the beneficiaries, the 
Department of State has conducted an internal study of the cost 
of providing the full range of consular services to the 
public. Based upon this study, the Department determined that 
a significant increase in fees was justified. Accordingly, a 
number of fees were raised in November, 1981. Beginning April 
1, 1982, the fee for an immigrant visa will also be increased 
from twenty-five to one-hundred dollars (twenty-five dollars 
for the application and seventy-five dollars for issuance). 


The present immigrant visa fee of twenty-five dollars has 
been unchanged for thirty years. Due to the inflationary trend 
of the past three decades, the twenty-five dollar fee no longer 
covers the Department of State's cost for providing and issuing 
each immigrant visa. The new immigrant visa fees are expected 
to increase receipts to the United States Government by $35 
mMiliion a year. These monies do not accrue to the Department 
but are deposited in the general revenues of the Treasury. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


The new fee does not apply to nonimmigrant visas (tourist, 
Student, transit, etc). Requests for further information on 
the increase should be directed to Mr. James Webb, Bureau of 
Consular Affairs, Department of State, Washington DC 20520. 
Mr. Webb may be reached by telephone on (202) 632-6326. 
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PARTMENT OF STATE 


March 29, 1982 


INTERVIEW OF 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ON 
NBC-TV "MEET THE PRESS" 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
SUNDAY, MARCH 28, 1982, 12:32 P. M. 


MR. MONKOE: Our guest today on "Meet the Press" is 
Secretary of State Alexander Haig. 





Mr. Secretary, NBC News reports from El Salvador today that 
voting in that country is heavy with long lines of voters, but 
some people are saying that today’s elections may not make 
much difference because when it's over, the civil war and 
economic deterioration will just continue. 


What is the prospect, in your view, that talks between the new 
government and guerrilla groups or some other process might 
bring actual improvement in that country. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's a little early to say. Clearly, 
President Duarte, who's currently in charge, has made it clear 
that he would be willing to talk to the left providing they 
will lay down their arms and join in a peaceful, political 
process. We have never been averse to that here in the 
United States and would favor such an outcome. 





MR. MONROE: Can you offer us any more hope than what you've 
Just expressed that some improvement might come in El Salvador 
after today's elections? Many people feel, for example, that 
the prospect of the guerrillas laying down their arms for 
talks is very slim, if existent at all. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think the very fact of a free election, the 





outcome of which will be a constituent assembly of some 60 
deputies, is a step in the political process towards democra- 
tization. It stands rather in sharp contrast to the 
Sandinista Government. which has been in place substantially 
longer in time and which has yet to program a specific date 
for the expression of the will of the people of Nicaragua. 
They talk about 1985. 
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So I think the Salvadoran example is one of that Geserves our 
Support and is a source of some encouragement. 


MR. MONROE: One possible outcome in today's election in El 
Salvador is the possible victory of Roberto D‘Aubuisson who is 
regarded as an extreme right-winger. He favors using napalm 
on the guerrillas, and he has been called by the previous U.S. 
Ambassador a pathological killer. 





What are the chances that the U.S. might cooperate with or 
Support a government headed by D'Aubuisson? 


SECRETARY HAIG: If we espouse democratic process and the 
people of El Salvador in credible elections select a can- 
didate, I think that's their business. 





As far as the United States is concerned, we have supported 
the current regime based on the reforms that that regime has 
instituted: land reform, improved pluralization and democra- 
tic reform, efforts to improve the human rights situation, 
economic reform. Clearly, both before the election and 
after the election -- whatever the outcome -- it will be 
adherence to those principles that will determine the level 
of American support. 


MR. MONROE: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. Our reporters on Meet. 
the Press today are: Karen Elliott House of The Wall Street 
Journal; Morton Kondracke of The New Repubiic; and regular 
panelist, Marvin Kalb of NBC News. 

















We'll continue the questions for Secretary Haig with Karen 
Elliott House. 


MRS. HOUSE: Mr. Secretary, the President said, when he 
announced sanctions against the Soviet Union and Poland 
shortly after the military crackdown there, that if things 
didn't get better, there would be further steps. 





Since the credibility of the United States is at stake, when 
will we see these further sanctions, and what will they be? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think we have seen a steady increase of 





sanction pressure against the Soviet Union. We have used an 
approach which is not unilateral but rather multilateral. In 
Other words, it's clear by any measure of analysis that what 
the United States alone is able to do in this area is rather 
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limited, so we have attempted to proceed on a »%rvad base, 
using our NATO allies and the Atlantic Community, including 
Japan, to work together to deal with pressures on the Soviet 
Union. 


We've had both political and economic coordination -- some 
measures taken in concert, some un.laterally, dependent on 
what is the most effective and meaningful approach. 


With respect to Poland we have in a very united way isolated 
that regime and put Poland, if you will, on the back of the 
Soviet Union in economic and credit terms. 


We are now engaged in a process of seeking to deal with the 
subject of future credits and future credi*s guarantees with 
the Soviet Union. Under Secretary Buckley has just returned 
from what is an initial effort to put a mechanism in place to 
do that more effectively in the period ahead. 


MRS. HOUSE: There are a number of experts who say our sanc- 
tions and our credibility both would be much more effective 
if we had a more credible threat and a more attractive carrot 
to offer in dealing with that problem. 





Do you subscribe to that? And, if so, what are the carrots 
and what at the sticks that we can continue pursuing this 
with? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The most meaningful area for pressure on the 
Soviet Union, assuming continuation of the crackdown, is of 
course in the area of credits. There is no question about 
that, and all of our analyses have confirmed it. so that is 
the area of primary focus. 





With respect to carrots, we've made it. very, very clear to 
both the Soviet Union and the Polish leadership that the West 
is prepared to concert together to offer substantial economic 
and commodity and trade supports for Poland if there's a 
return to the reconciliation of the elements in Poland. 


MR. KONDRACKE: As you know, there's a movement in Congress 
and in the public advocating a bilateral U.S.-Soviet nuclear 
freeze. What's the Administration's response to this idea? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think later this week -- about mid-week -- 





the President is going to address this issue, and I would 
prefer to leave it to him. But it's clear that we view the 
Brezhnev freeze proposal as neither a freeze nor an acceptable 
proposal. it's tantamount to the option of “quit while you're 
behind,” and I don't think the American people want that. 
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MR. KONCRACKE: The President said that the Brezhnev proposal 
was not good enough, that he was going to advccare real reduc- 
tions in nuclear weapons. But why not freeze at the start of 
talks over strategic reductions to insure that the arsenals 
don't get bigger and also to insure that ,in case the talks 
fail, something will be accomplished? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Why don't we let the President address the 
issue for the American people, which he will do with clarity 
and definity. 





I think it's well to recall the experiences we had in Western 
Europe at the time the Soviets commenced the deployment of the 
SS-20 which has now reached a level of one new system every 
five days and a level of 300 such systems. 


There were those in Europe and on this side of the Atlantic 
during that deployment period that recommended that we sit 
down and talk. We made such offers and the soviets rejected 
any such approaches until the West decided that they would 
Start their own modernization program with the Pershing II's 
and the GLCMs. When that decision was made in December of 
1979, shortly thereafter the Soviets agreed to sit down and 
talk. 


It's an unfortunate fact of life, but you wouldn't go to a 
negotiating table as a labor leader or a representarive of 
business without incentives. 


MR. KONDRACKE: Wiil the President's speech be a comprehensive 
statement of foreign policy? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. Not at. all. 





MR. KONDRACKE: Will it be the beginning of the START talks 
which have been long delayed? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. The President is going to discuss this 
issue in conjunction with a press conference that he'll have 
-~ as -I understand, a briefing opening statement. There will 
pe subsequent pronouncements, of course, in the period ahead. 





MR. KALB: Mr. Secretary, going back to D'Aubuisson -- the 





possibility of him winning in El Salvador -- for a minute, 
would American support be contingent upon D'‘'Aubuisson 
accepting the Duarte program of continued reform in El 
Salvador? 
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or 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't like to engage in conditionality on a 
Situation which is now in the hands of the people of Salvador. 
I think the broad comments I made at the outset of the show, 
that American support and the degree of that support thus far 
provided is premised largely on the adherence of the current 
regime in Salvador to the reforms that represent American 
objectives in the region and are compatible with American 
values. 





It's clear that in the future our level of support will con- 
tinue to be premised on those values. 


MR. KALB: Mr. Secretary, on another subject concerning the 
Space shuttle, is there any reason to believe that the Soviet 
Union might have been responsible in any way for interference 
with communication between the shuttle and Control in Houston? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not aware of any such possibility. 





MR. KALB: The question comes up because of this highly 
energized radar system that the Russians have is Rostok that 
is capable of aoing tnat. I just wondered if there's any evi- 
dence to that. effect. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I've seen none personally. 





MR. KALB: On still another subject -- the Middle East -- 
with the violence that has taken place in both Gaza and the 
West Bank in recent weeks, does the Administration fear that 
the situation will move towards an Israeli annexation of the 
West Bank? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. I think not... And I think Prime 

Minister Begin stated last week that the interim five-year 
period, during which the future status of the West Bank and 
Gaza is to be determined under the autonomy formula, will be 
honored by Israel. And I'm optimisic that they will be as good 
as their word, as they will be with the return of the Sinai 
scheduled for tre month of April. 





-- MORE -- 
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MR. KALB: Is the United States at this point preparing some 
kind of new initiative that would go beyond Camp David, and 
try to amplify and push toward a Palestinian autonomy 
agreement? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think Camp David and the provisions of 
autonomy laid out in the Camp David agreements are adequate. 
What we need to do is to get further progress. That has been 
difficult during a period when both sides are focused almost. 
exclusively on the return of the Sinai and the arrangements 
associated therewith. : 





And incidentally, in the case of Israel, this is a very 
traumatic period for them because they are, after all, now 
being required to relinquish what has been a strategic buffer 
that came out of the Sinai occupation and to move settlers who 
had moved in there and set down their roots over an extended 
period. This kind of a transition is difficult; and therefore 
I would hope that in the period following the relinquishment 
of the Sinai, we will find greater progress in autonomy. 


MR. KALB: Do you feel that there is room for an American 
initiative following the withdrawal from the Sinai? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think the American initiative is to serve 
as a solid partner, as we have been, in the process of Camp 
David the framework estabiished at Camp David. 





You know, people, in their frustration and impatience, forget 
that in just a period of a brief few years the United States 
has witnessed and participated in an unprecedented treaty bet- 
ween Israel and Egypt, states that have had three .ecades of 
animosity, and that normalization has begun. Clearly we have 
to recognize that excess impatience can bring about the very 
Outcome we are seeking to avoid. 


MR. MONROE: Mi. Secretary, some Central American countries, 
as you know, have been oppressed for decades by military 
juntas or by dictators who sometimes seem to serve large 
landowners and who have a tendency to murder their oppo- 
nents. Do you have any objection to the citizens of such 
countries forcibly rebeliing against such governmerits? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Mr. Monroe, you have put your finger on a 





very sensitive contemporary question, in which we Americans 
sit here anc always seek to pontificate and create mirror 
images of the American society world-wide in societies which 
are less than capable of dealing -- it took 200 years of 
American history to bring us to our current high state of 
democratic sophistication. 
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The real problem in contemporary terms is that the 
Marxist-Leninist ideology has, if you will, perverted classic 
support for revolution in the quest of social justice to 
espouse such revolutions under the guise of a search for 
social justice, but which really are tantamount to the imposi- 
tion of totalitarianism of thekind we are seeing emerge in 
Nicaragua, that we are witnessing in Eastern Europe. “In the 
tragedy of Poland today. And I think we Americans have to be 

a little more clear-headed and clear-eyed. 


MR. MONROE: We often hear the charge that the United States, 
by siding with repressive governments, often opens the door to 
the communists to move in on legitimate revolutions and gain 
control of them. In other words, the question is, why 
shouldn't the United States, which is still proud of its own 
revolution, befriend an occas. nal revolution in the twentieth 
century? 





SECRETARY HAIG: First, I think it should be understood very 
clearly that President Reagan's policy with respect to extre- 
mism, from the right or from the left, I hope is walanced and 
objective, and we would oppose either. 





On the cther hand, there is a great tendency also in American 
society and our Anglo-Saxon roots, to both misread and mis- 
understand perhaps the role of the nilitary, in the romartic 
societies where, historically, they are frequently viewed as 
the protectors of the liberties of the people. | 


That is not a view that we Americans have ever shared, with 
Our Cromwellian experiences; but we must be sensitive to these 
differences, and not believe we have either the .suxury or the 
ability to recreate the world in our own image and in contem- 
porary terms. We have to assist, we have to facilitate, and 
we have to conduct our policies in a credible, rational way in 
which the imposition of our standards do not result--as they 
did in Iran and have in several other model cases -- in 
something far more onerous to the values that you and I 
espouse. 


MRS. HOUSE: Mr. Secretary, I want to read you a quote from a 





prominent Israeli, Abba Eban, commenting on the present 
Israeli government's policies on the West Bank. He said, 

"I can't think of anything more grotesque than a government 
which professes to aspire full autonomy for the Palestinians 
On a national scale cancelling the limited municipal autonomy 
that already exists.” 
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What is our policy toward the Israeli Government's de facto 
annexationism on the West Bank? 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, Mrs. House, I would not subscribe to 
the term "de facto annexation." There have been a number of 
measures taken by the current government in Israel that have 
not been a source of comfort to this government. On the other 
hand, I think "annexation" is somewhat too stark. 





Also, it is important that we keep the whole issue of this 
contemporary violence on the West Bank, which we abhor, in 
proper perspective. I think you will recall there were some 
measures taken also by the Government of Jordan which tended 
to trigger the events that we are faced with today. And I 
think it is important, whether we are in the United Nations 
Or here in our Own nation's capitol, that we attempt to main- 
tain a level of objectivity on these very vexing questions. 


MRS. HOUSE: Can I switch you rapidly to another part of the 
world -- China? We all seem to agree that China is a "stra- 
tegic asset," to use this Administration's words, and yet 
there is a growing impression that this Administration no 
longer subscribes to the one-China policy of Richard Nixon, 
Jerry Ford, and Jimmy Carter. Is it fair to say that 

United States-China relations have deteriorated? 





SECRETARY HAIG: It is fair to say that they are at a very 
sensitive stage, Mrs. House, but it would be totally unfair to 
attribute that to the policies of this Administration. There 
has been no departure whatsoever from longstanding  four- 
Administration approaches to this problem of one China. 

What we have had is a situation in China itself where some of 
the aspects of the value of a relationship with the United States 
have been put in question, and that goes beyond the difficult 
issue of Taiwan and arms for Taiwan. It involves assessments 
of American credibility, after years of American inability in 
a post-Vietnam period to deal realistically and effectively 
with Soviet imperialism or, as our Chinese friends refer to 
it, “the quest for hegemony." 





It involves perhaps disappointment that the relationship with 
the United States did not bring an explosion towards moder- 
nization, with vast amounts of American credit, technology, 
and resources. And it also involves the very sensitive 
guestion of Taiwan. 


So we should not believe that history started this past 
January. We are living today with the consequences of decades 
of previous American policies -- bipartisan, of course. 
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MR. KONDRACKE: Mr. Secretary, critics of the Xdministration 
say that in almost every area of the world there is more 
disarray now than there was when you took office, and these 
critics would cite Central America, the Middle East, Europe, 
and U.S.-Soviet relations. They also allege that the 
Administration lacks a coherent, strategic design. 





I realize this question covers a lot of ground, but can you 
tell us, in outline at least, what your strategy is, or at 
least when the President will make a speech telling us these 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. First, let me say that the answer to 
your question and its inferences is nonsense. Nonsense! 

Over the past 15 months, would you please cite for me a major 
setback for United States interests, where the Soviet Union, 
as it did in the previous five years, ranging from the 
takeover of Angola, of Ethiopia, of Southecn Yemen, of 
Afghanistan, increased influence and dangerous trends in Iran? 
We haven't nad a repeat of that over the last 15 morths. 





Sure, tensions have risen in Central America, but they began 
long before this Administration came into power, and if you 
are able to assess this objectively, I'm sure you will agree 
with that. You will recall that when we came into office in 
January, the major guerrilla offensive had just taken place 
and fortunately failed. You will recall that the stirrings 

in the Middle East, which we are concerned with today, were a 
reflection of total stalemate in the Camp David process, which 
for three years had not moved forward. 


With respect to the Soviet Union, I think it was necessary for 
this President -- and for the American people who put this 
President in office -- to correct the deficiencies that I just 
touched upon; to make it clear to the Soviets that we are 
prepared to deal with them on a noriuaiized basis, with 
rationality and mutual benefit, only if they will engage in 
increased restraint in a period of excessive Soviet interven- 
tionism worldwide. 


MR. MONROE: We have a bit more than one minute. Mr. Kalb. 





MR. KALB: Mr. Secretary, in that brief period of time, it's 





probably unfair to ask this question, but would the 
Administration consider working with the Soviet Union on a ban 


on the first-use of nuclear weapons? 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


——— 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


» 10 < PR# 107 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think this is a very difficult question, 
Mr. Kalb, that has historic overtones. It involves the fun- 
Gamental, strategic approach that free Western nations have 
taken since the nuclear genie came out of the bottle. It 
involves the belief that what we want is substantial reduc- 
tions in levels of nuclear armaments, not public posturing 
with rather surfacely-attractive gimmeckery. That kind of a 
non-first-use proposal we have rejected historically over 
several decades when the Soviets have raised it for their own 
purpose. 





MR. KALB: But what about the idea of the Administration 
seeming to come forward now, wanting nuclear arms controls. 
You don't have much time. 





MR. MONROE: Just about five or ten seconds. 





SECRETARY HAIG: There is no question that the President is a 
strong advocate of substantial nuclear reduction. 





MR. MONROE: Thank you, Mr. Secretary, for being with us today 
on “Meet the Press." 
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UNITED STATES AND PAKISTAN 
AMEND TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Pakistan exchanged letters 
dated December 30, 1981 and January 6, 1982, respectively, 
to amend the bilateral textile Agreement. The texts of 
the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





December 30, 1981 


Mr. Ihsanul Hag 

Economic Minister 

Embassy of Pakistan 

2315 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20008 


Dear Mr. Hag: 


nclé between representatives of our two Governments concernine 
exports from Pakistan to the United States of products ) 
classified in textile category 339. 


EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202) 632-2690 
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On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose 
that the adjusted specific limit for category 339 (part) 
for the fourth Agreement period (January 1, 1981 - June 3), 
1982) be increased by 50,000 dozen to a level of 374,270 


dozen. The overall limit for category 339 would remain 
unchanged. 


If this proposal is acceptable to your Government, this 
letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of your 
Government shall constitute an endment to the Agreement. 


Sine Ply. 





| sarry tore 
i 2puty Assistant Secretary 


Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 
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PAKISTAN LETTER 
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From: Mr. Ihsanul Hag 
Economic Minister & 
Financial Adviser 


EMBASSY OF PAKISTAN 


23°5 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE NW 


WASHINGTON. D.C. 20008 


No.12 (14) -ED/81. January 6, 1982 


Dear Mr. Kopp, 


I am desired to invite a reference to your letter 


of December 30, 1981 in which you have made the following 





proposal relating to the Textile Category 339:- 

‘On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose that 
the adjusted specific limit for category 339(part) for the 
fourth Agreement period (January 1, 1981 - June 30, 1982) be 
increased by 50,000 dozen to a level of 374,270 dozen. The 
overall limit for category 339 remain unchanged" 

2. I am desired to inform you that the above proposal made 
by the United States Government is acceptable to the Government 


of Pakistan. 


vGurs sincerely, 


Mack. 
( Ihsanul Haq ) 


Mr. Harry Kopp, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary 

Trade & Commercial Affairs 

Bureau of Economic and Business Affairs 
Department of State 

Washington D.C. 20520 
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JOINT WORKING PARTY OF THE 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE AND THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces the establishment of a Joint 
Working Party of the National Committees of the U.S. Organizations for 
the International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR) and the Inter- 
national Telegraph and Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT), in 
preparation for the Plenipotentiary Conference of the Intemational 
Telecommmication Union, September 28—November 5, 1982, Nairobi, Kenya. 
The Joint Working Party will meet on April 14 at 2:30 p.m in Room 1205, 
Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


The main purposes of the meeting will be: 


l. To assist the Government in analyzing proposals submitted to 
the Plenipotentiary Conference by foreign administrations; 


2. To assist the Government in raticnalizing the ITU's technical 
cooperation role and the nature and objectives of our interests 
in this area of the Union's activities; 


3. To backstop, generally, the further development of U.S. 
positions for the Plenipotentiary Conference; 


4. Any other business. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussions subject to instructions of the Chairman. Admittance of 
public members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, 
entrance to the building is controlled; all persons wishing to attend 
the meeting must inform their names to Mr. Arthur L. Freeman, 

Department of State; telephone 202 632-3405. Attendees must use 
the C Street entrance to the building. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
National Committee for the Prevention of Marine Pollution 


Notice of Meeting 


The National Committee (NC) for the Prevention of Marine 
Pollution of the Shipping Coordinating Committee will conduct 
an open meeting at 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, June 10, 1982 in Room 
3201 of the US Coast Guard Headquarters Building, 2100 2nd St., 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of the meeting is to finalize preparations for 
the 17th Session of the Marine Environment Protection Committee 
(MEPC) of the Intergovernmental Maritime Consultative Organization 
(IMCO) which is scheduled for June 21-25, i982 in London. In 
particular, the NC will discuss the development of US positions 
dealing with, inter alia, the following topics: ~ 


--- Uniform interpretation and proposed amendments of 
MARPOL 73/78 


-- Survey and certification 
-- Anti-pollution manuel 


-- Implication of the 1969 Tonnage Convention on MARPOL 
73/78 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


Further information may be obtained by contacting Mr. G.P. 
Yoest, USCG Headquarters (G-CPI), 2100 2nd St., S.W., Wash., D.C. 
20593 or by calling (202) 426-2280. 


For teerther inforrmsaticon « ceertee-t# 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 
Notice of Meeting 


The SOLAS Working Group on Bulk Chemicals will conduct an open 
meeting at 9:30 a.m. on April 29, 1982 in Room 1303 of the US Coast 


Guard Headquarters Building, 2100 2nd St., S.W., Washington, D.C. 
20593. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss the agenda for the 
10th session of the IMCO Subcommittee on Bulk Chemicals which will be 
held May 10-14 in London. Major items on the agenda are: 





-- Carriage of mixtures of substances of Annex I and II to 
MARPOL 73/78. 


-- Procedures and arrangements for the discharge of noxious 
liguid substances. ° 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


-- Review and updating of the Gas Carrier Codes. 

-- Carriage of bulk chemicals in cargo tanks of dry cargo ships. 
-- Inert gas requirements for chemical tankers. 

-- Safety requirements for incinerator ships. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity of 
the room. 


Further information may be obtained by contacting Mr. Frits Wybenya 
US Coast Guard (G-MHM-I), Wash., D.C. 20593 or by calling (202) 426-1217. 
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No. 112 
STUDY GROUP A OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 


INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 





The Department of State announces that Stucy Group A of the 
U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet on April 19, 1982 at 19;00 
a.m. in Room 856 of the Federal Communications Commission, 1919 ™ 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This Study Group deals with U.S. 
Govermment aspects of international telegram and telerhone operations 
and tariffs. 


The Study Group will discuss international telecormunications 
cuestions relating to telescraph, telex, new record services, data 
transmission and leased channel services in order to develonv ".S. 
positions to be taken at upcoming international Study Group III and 
I meetings. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussion subject to the instruction of the Chairman. Admittance 
of public members will be limited to the seating available. Pequests 
for further information should be directed to Earl S. Barbely, Conference 
Staff, Federal Communications Commission, Washington, D.C., telephone 
(202)632-3214. 
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A 
UNITED STATES AMB 
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r. Robert L. Barry of New Sampshire was name 
President on Cctober 23 to be U.S. Ambassado 


Mr. Barry served in the United States Navy in 1957-60. He 
entered the Foreign Service in 1962, and was Vice Consul in 
Zagreb in 1963-65. In 1965-67 he was in the Department of 

tate as International Relations Officer in the Office cé 
Soviet Union Affairs. He studied the Russian lancuage at 
Munich (Garmisch) in 1967-68. He was Consular Officer, then 
Political Officer in Moscow (1968-70), Political Officer at the 
United States Mission to the United Nations in New York 
(1970-71), and Deputy Principal Officer in Leningrad 

(1971-73). He was on detail to the International “Communication 
Agency as Director of USSR Division of the Voice cf America in 
1973-75. In the Department of State he was Deputy Director of 
the Office of Soviet Union Affairs (1975-77), Director of the 
Office of United Nations Political Affairs (1977-72), Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of State for International Organization 
Affairs (1978-79), and since 1979, he has been Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State for European Affairs. 


Mr. Barry graduated from Dartmouth College (8.A., 1956) and 
Columbia University (M.A., 1962). He is married, has three 
children, and resides in Rindge, New Hampshire. He was born 
August 28, 1934, in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
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Fred J. Eckert, Repubiican-Conservative, wes born in Rochester € May 
1941. He was elected to the Senate in 1972, cefeatina an incumbent. He 
was re-elected in 1974, in 1976 followina a primary election victory, in 
1978 and in 1980. 


Senator Eckert is best known in state covernment for the Public Pension 


Reform Law (1976) that will save New York State taxpayers $2 billion in its 
first ten years, for his successful fiont to reduce the tax rate on bonus 
and commission income (1978), and for his efforts on tax limitation and 
limited oovernment. 


Prior to his election to the Senate, he was Supervisor of the Town of 
Greece, Monroe County's laroest (pop. 85,009) town. He was elected Greece 
Supervisor in 1969, after receivina the Republican nomination by defeatino 
the reoular "arty orcanization in that town's first primary for Supervisor 
in half a century. He was re-elected to that office in 1971] after aoain 
winnino a primary election. 


Senator Eckert has successfully run in ten elections -- seven ceneral 
elections and three primarv elections -- in an eleven-year perioc. 


He was a Peagan delecate to the 197€ and 1980 Republican National 
Conventions. 


Prior to his election as Greece Supervisor, Senator Eckert was an 
advertisino and public relations executive. He currently is President of 
Eckert-Hoaan-flewel], Inc., an advertisina acency. 


He has published articles in a number of national macazines. 


Senator Eckert was one of four youna American officeholders selected 
by the American Council of Youno Political Leacers in 1977 to spend three 
weeks in Africa studyina African aovernment and speakine on the American 
system of aovernment; he visited the Sudan, venva, Tanzania, Nioeria and 
Liberia. 


The Senator received his B.A. deoree from “orth Texas State ''niversity. 


He has taken post graduate courses at New York University and the ‘ew Schoo) 
for Social Research. 


For turther information contact. 
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Senator Eckert is married to the former Karen Lauahiin of Morton, 
Mississippi. They have two sons, Pouolas (27 March 1966), Brian (30 April 
196&) and a dauahter, Cynthia (1& Necember 1972). 


Senator Eckert maintains a full-time district office at 2€80 West Ridce 
Road, Rochester, (716) 227-5365. 


Committee assionments: Conservation & Pecreation (Chairman); Ccensurer 
Protection; Education; Elections; Local Government; Governrent Operations. 
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RICHARD W. MURPHEY IN AS 


eed 


UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO SAUDIA ARABIA 


On July 28, 1981, the President announced his intention 
to nominate Richard W. Murphy, a career Foreign Service 
Officer, as Ambassador to Saudi Arabia. 





Saudi Arabia will be Mr. Murphy's fourth ambassadorial 
assignment. He served as Ambassador to Mauritania from 1971 
until the summer of 1974, as Ambassador to Syria from 1974 
to 1978, and as Ambassador to the Philippines from 1978to the present. 
Prior to his appointment to Nouakchott he had served in the 
Department, as Country Director for Arabian Peninsula 
Affairs (1970-71), and as Assistant Executive Director for 
Personnel, Bureau of Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs 
(1968-70). 


Mr. Murphy was born in Boston, Massachusetts on July 29, 
1929. He received a B.A. degree from Harvard University in 
1951 and an A.B. from Cambridge University in 1953. He 
received Arabic language training and area studies at Johns 
Hopkins University ana the Foreign Service Institute 
(Beirut) during 1958-60. 
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Mr. Murphy joined the Department of State in 1955 
following a two-year tour of duty with the United States 
Army. His first post abroad was Salisbury where he served 
as a Consular and Administrative Officer. He served sub- 
sequently in Aleppo as an Economic Officer (1960-63), Jidda 
as a Political Officer (1963-66) and Amman as a Political 
Officer (1966-68). 


In 1979 Mr. Murphy was promoted to the rank of Career 


Minister. He was awarded the Department of State 
Superior Honor Award in 1968. He speaks fluent French and 
Arabic. 


Mr. Murphy is married to the former Anne Cook, and they 
have a son, Richard, and two daughters, Katherine and 
Elizabeth. 


7/28/81 


For turther information contact. 
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STATE DEPARTMENT ANNOUNCES AWARD OF A MAJOR CONTRACT TO PRICE 
WATERHOUSE TO COMPLETE DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION OF A 
WORLD-WIDE FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 











- Result of an 18-month "fly-off" competition between two 
contractors. 


- First standard world-wide financial system for a major 


governmental organization using modern distributed 
processing concepts. 





? 
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The U.S. Department of State has engaged Price Waterhouse 
to standardize its financial management systems throughout the 
world. The Department selected Price Waterhouse after a 


thorough evaluation of intens2 competitive performance. 


Two firms prepared separate proposals after an 18-month 
"fly-off," during which each firm presented the Department with 
its understanding of the user's requirements and a conceptual 
design for a new automated financial system. This approach to 
selecting a contractor is often used by the Defense Department 
to procure major weapons systems but had not been used to 
choose a firm to design and implement a financial management 


system of this size. 


Mr. Roger B. Feldman, Comptroller of the Department, ex- 
plained the reasons for using this method. “We felt that the 
complexity of this system and its importance required an in- 
novative approach. We must provide managers at all levels the 
information they need to make sound and cost-effective deci- 
sions in a dynamic foreign affairs environment. The system 
will provide accounting, budgeting, cashiering, disbursing and 
procurement support for all our operations around the world. 
We wanted to assure ourselves that the contractor selected 
understood the Department's needs and could design and carry 
the project to a successful conclusion. Frankly, we also be- 
lieve that the two contractor competitive environnment has 


resulted in a better overall conceptual design than we would 


have obtained otherwise." 
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Building upon technological advances, the Department's new 
system will decentralize financial operations using modern 
distributed minicomputer processing techniques and high-speed 
telecommunications. This system will automate financial tasks 
at principal posts and move data throughout th2 world. Devel- 
opment of such a standardized system worldwide, tied in with 
Washington, is a first for Government agencies such as the 


Department of State. 


Using the State Department's telecommunications network, 
personnel at a series of Financial Management Centers worldwide 
will process financial transactions on minicomputers, prepare 
local reports, and transmit summary information to Washington. 
These Financial Management Centers are to be located at bigger 


posts such as Bonn, Tokyo, and New Delhi. 


About thirty such Financial Management Centers have been 
designated. Most will serve other posts nearby, extending the 
scope of the new system to virtually all of the Department's 


posts. 


One of the Department's major objectives is to obtain ap- 
proval of the new system from the U.S. General Accounting Of- 


fice (GAO). The GAO is responsible for overseeing the develop- 


ment and operation of all new and existing financial systems of 


the Government. 
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"We will work closely with GAO at every stage of the review 
process. We have already submitted a Statement of Accounting 
Principles and Standards, which GAO has reviewed and commented 
on favorably," noted Mr. Joseph Linnemann, Director of the 
Office of Financial Systems and project director for the new 
system. "The Department, the contractor, and GAO are all 
striving on this project to set up a review process that will 
serve as a model for compliance with applicable accounting 


guidelines." 


The new system will provide the Department with important 
new capabilities -- and incorporate standardization of existing 
systems. For example, the Department will be able to determine 
automatically determine the impact of foreign currency fluctu- 
ations on its resources. It will also provide modeling fea- 
tures for budget and financial planning; cost-center account- 
ing; intensified internal controls over resources; account- 
ability for personnel, funds, and property; measurement of 
workload; support for cashiering and disbursing; and accurate 
estimates of reimbursements from other Federal agencies re- 


ceiving administrative support overseas. 


Feldman pointed out, "Some of the key features of the fi- 


nancial system involve relatively new techniques, such as fast 


pay, electronic matching, and electronic signatures. The means 


to achieve these features are within the state-of-the art." 


No. 116 
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Implementation of the new Financial Management System is 


< 


expected to take approximately five years. 
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JEPARTMENT OF STATE 


April 6, 1982 
No. 117 





’ 


AS PREPARED FOR DELIVERY 





EMBARGOED FOR RELEASE UNTIL 9:15 a.m. (EST) TUESDAY, 
APRIL 6, 1982. NOT TO BE PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED, 
QUOTED FROM OR USED IN ANY WAY. 


ADDRESS BY 


THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
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AT A 9:15 A.M. MEETING 





SPONSORED BY 
GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY's 
CENTER FOR STRATEGIC AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 


APRIL 6, 1982 


for teasrther treforrmsaertiarn contact 











IT 1S A MELANCHOLY FACT OF THE MODERN ASE THAT MAN YAS 
CONCEIVED A MEANS CAPABLE OF HIS OWN DESTRUCTION. FOR THIRTY- 


SEVEN YEARS MANKIND HAS HAD TO LIVE WITH THE TERRIBLE BURDEN 





OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS. FROM. THE DAWN OF THE NUCLEAR AGE, THESE 
WEAPONS HAVE BEEN THE SOURCE OF GRAVE CONCERN To OUR PECPLES, 
AND THE FOCUS OF CONTINUOUS PUBLIC DEBATE. EVERY SUCCESSIVE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES HAS SHARED THESE CONCERSS. 
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EVERY ADMINISTRATION HAS HAD TO ENGAGE ITSELF IN THIS Desaie, 
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IT IS RIGHT THAT EACH SUCCEEDING GENERATION SHOULD 
QUESTION ANEW THE MANNER IN WHICH ITS LEADERS EXERCISE SUCK 
~°. AWESOME RESPONSIBILITIES. IT IS RIGHT THAT EACH NEW ADMINI- 
STRATION SHOULD HAVE TO CONFRONT THE AKFUL DILEMMAS POSED BY 
THE POSSESSION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS, IT IS RIGHT THAT OUR 
NUCLEAR STRATEGY SHOULD BE EXPOSED TO CONTINUOUS EXAMINATICN, 


IN DEBATING THESE ISSUES, WE SHOULD NOT ALLOW THE CCt"- 


PLEXITY OF THE PROBLEMS AND THE GRAVITY OF THE STAKES TO BLIND 








-2?- of id 


US TO THE COMMON GROUND UPON WHICH KE ALL STAND. MC ONE EES 
EVER ADVOCATED NUCLEAR WAR. NO RESPONSIBLE VOICE KAS EVES 
SOUGHT TO MINIMIZE ITS HORRORS. 


ON THE CONTRARY, FROM THE EARLIEST DAYS OF THE POST WAR 
ERA, AMERICA’S LEADERS HAVE RECOGNIZED THE ONLY NUCLEAR 


STRATEGY CONSISTENT WITH OUR VALUES AND OUR SURVIVAL -- OUR 





PHYSICAL EXISTENCE, AND WHAT MAKES LIFE WORTH LIVING -- IS THE 
STRATEGY OF DETERRENCE. THE MASSIVE DESTRUCTIVE POWER OF TKESE 
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WEAPONS PRECLUDES THEIR SERVING ANY LESSER PURPOSE. THE 
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CATASTROPHIC CONSEQUENCES OF ANOTHER WORLD WAR -- WITH OR WITHOUT 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS -- MAKE DETERRENCE OF CONFLICT OUR HIGHEST 
“OBJECTIVE, AND OUR ONLY RATIONAL MILITARY STRATEGY IN THE 


© ~* MODERN Acc. 


THUS, SINCE THE CLOSE OF WORLD WAR II AMERICAN AND WESTERN 
STRATEGY HAS ASSIGNED A SINGLE FUNCTION TO NUCLEAR WEAPONS: THE 


PREVENTION OF WAR, AND THE PRESERVATION OF PEACE, AT THE HEART 
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OF THIS DETERRENCE STRATEGY IS THE REQUIREMENT THAT T- 


oy 


ENGAGING IN WAR MUST BE MADE TO OUTWEIGH ANY POSSIBLE EENEFITS 
OF AGGRESSION. THE COST OF AGGRESSION MUST NOT BE CONFINED TO 
THE VICTIMS OF AGGRESSION, 


THIS STRATEGY OF DETERRENCE HAS WON THE CONSISTENT APPROVAL 
OF THE WESTERN PEOPLES. IT HAS ENJOYED THE BIPARTISAN SUPPORT 
OF THE ANERICAN CONGRESS. IT HAS SECURED THE UNANIMOUS ENDORSE- 
MENT OF EVERY SUCCESSIVE ALLIED GOVERNYENT, 


DETERRENCE HAS BEEN SUPPORTED BECAUSE DETERRENCE WORKS, 
NUCLEAR DETERRENCE AND COLLECTIVE DEFENSE HAVE PRESERVED PEACE 


IN EUROPE, THE CRUCIBLE OF TWO GLOBAL WARS IN THIS CENTURY. 
~ CLEARLY NEITHER IMPROVEMENT IN THE NATURE OF MAN, NOR STRENGTHENING 


OF THE INTERNATIONAL ORDER HAVE MADE WAR LESS FREQUENT OR LESS 
BRUTAL. MILLIONS HAVE DIED-SINCE 1945 IN OVER 130 INTERNATIONAL 
AND CIVIL WARS. YET NUCLEAR DETERRENCE HAS PREVENTED A CONFLICT 
BETWEEN IHE THO SUPERPOWERS, A CONFLICT WHICH EVEN WITHCUT 


NUCLEAR WEAPONS WOULD BE THE MOST DESTRUCTIVE IN MANKIND'S RISTCRY, 
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THE SIMPLE POSSESSION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS DCES NOT GUARANTEE 


DETERRENCE. ‘s* SGHOUT HISTORY SOCIETIES HAVE RISKED THEIR TOTAL. 
DESTRUCTION IF THE PRIZE OF VICTORY WAS SUFFICIENTLY GREAT, OR 
THE CONSEQUENCES OF SUBMISSION SUFFICIENTLY GRAVE, WAR, AND IN 
PARTICULAR NUCLEAR WAR, CAN BE DETERRED, BUT ONLY IF WE ARE ABLE 
TO DENY AN AGGRESSOR MILITARY ADVANTAGE FROM HIS ACTICN, AND THUS 
ENSURE HIS AWARENESS THAT HE CANNOT PREVAIL IN ANY CONFLICT WITH 
US. DETERRENCE, IN SHORT, REQUIRES THE MAINTENANCE OF A SECURE 
MILITARY BALANCE, ONE WHICH CANNOT BE OVERTURNED THROUGH SURPRISE 


ATTACK, OR SUDIEN TECHNOLOGICAL BREAKTHROUGH. THE QUALITY AnD 


_ CREDIBILITY OF DETERRENCE MUST BE MEASURED AGAINST THESE CRITERIA. 
“SUCCESSIVE ADMINISTRATIONS HAVE UNDERSTOOD THIS FACT AND STRESSED 


THE IMPORTANCE OF AN OVERALL BALANCE, THIS ADMINISTRATION CAN 
DO NO LESS. - 


THE STRATEGY OF DETERRENCE, IN ITS ESSENTIALS, HAS ENDUSED. 
BUT THE REQUIREMENTS FOR MAINTAINING A SECURE CAPABILITY TO 
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Deick [hy ALL CIRCUMSTANCES HAVE EVSLYED, IN TEE EASLY sy 
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UNQUESTIONED AMERICAN NUCLEAR SUPERIORITY THE TASK CF PCSINS 
AN UNACCEPTABLE RISK TO AN AGGRESSCR WAS NOT DIFFICULT. THE 

THREAT OF MASSIVE RETALIATION WAS FULLY CREDIBLE AS LONG AS THE 
SOVIET UNION COULD NOT RESPOND IN KIND. AS THE SOVIET UNICH’ 


wit 


NUCLEAR ARSENAL GREW, HOWEVER, THIS THREAT BEGAN TO LOSE CREDI- 
BILITY, 


TO SUSTAIN THE CREDIBILITY OF WESTERN DETERRENCE, THE 
CONCEPT OF FLEXIBLE RESPONSE WAS ELABORATED, AND FORMALLY 
ADOPTED BY THE UNITED STATES AND ITS NATO PARTNERS IN 1967, 
HENCEFORTH, IT WAS AGREED THAT NATO WOULD MEET AGGRESSION 


. INITIALLY AT WHATEVER LEVEL IT WAS LAUNCHED, WHILE PRESERVING 


THE FLEXIBILITY TO ESCALATE THE CONFLICT, IF NECESSARY, TO 
SECURE THE CESSATION OF AGGRESSION AND THE WITHDRAWAL OF THE 
AGGRESSOR, THE PURPOSE OF THIS STRATEGY IS NOT JUST TO CONDUCT 
CONFLICT SUCCESSFULLY IF IT IS FORCED UPON US, BUT MORE INPOR- 


TANTLY TO PREVENT THE OUTBREAK OF CONFLICT IN THE FIRST PLACE, 
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NUCLEAR WAR CAN BE CONTROLLED. EVERY SUCCESSIVE ALLIED AND 
AMERICAN GOVERNMENT HAS BEEN CONVINCED THAT A NUCLEAR WAR, CNCE 
INITIATED, COULD ESCAPE SUCH CONTROL. THEY HAVE THEREFORE AGREED 
UPON A STRATEGY WHICH RETAINS THE DETERRENT EFFECT OF A POSSIBLE 


NUCLEAR RESPONSE, WITHOUT MAKING SUCH A STEP IN ANY SENSE AUTC- 
MATIC, 


THE ALLIANCE BASED ITS INPLEENTATION OF FLEXISLE RESPONSE 
UPON A SPECTRUM OF FORCES, EACH OF WHICH PLAYS AN INDISPENSABLE 
ROLE IN ASSURING THE CREDIBILITY OF A WESTERN STRATEGY OF DETER- 
RENCE, AT ONE END OF THE SPECTRUM ARE AMERICA’S STRATEGIC 


. FORCES, OUR HEAVY BOMBERS, INTERCONTINENTAL MISSILES, AND 


BALLISTIC MISSILE SUBMARINES, SINCE NATO’S INCEPTION, THESE 


FORCES HAVE BEEN THE ULTIMATE GUARANTEE OF WESTERN SECURITY, 
A ROLE WHICH THEY WILL RETAIN IN THE FUTURE. 


AT THE OTHER END OF THE SPECTRUM ARE THE ALLIANCE'S 


CONVENTIONAL FORCES, INCLUDING U.S. TROOPS IN EURCPE, THESe 
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FORCES MUST BE STRONG ENOUGH TO DEFEAT ALL BUT THE vosT wissrve 
AND PERSISTENT CONVENTIONAL AGGRESSION, THEY MUST EE RESISTANT 
AND DURABLE ENOUGH TO GIVE POLITICAL LEADERS TINE TO MEASURE 
THE GRAVITY OF THE THREAT, TO CONFRONT THE INHERENTLY DAUNTING 
PROSPECTS OF NUCLEAR ESCALATION, AND TO SEEK THROUGH DIPLOMACY 
THE CESSATION OF CONFLICT AND RESTORATION OF ANY LOST WESTERN 
TERRITORY. THE VITAL ROLE WHICH CONVENTIONAL FORCES PLAY IN 
DETERRENCE IS TOO OFTEN NEGLECTED, PARTICULARLY BY THOSE "OST 
VOCAL IN THEIR CONCERN OVER RELIANCE UPON NUCLEAR WEAPONS, A 
STRENGTHENED CONVENTIONAL POSTURE BOTH STRENGTHENS THE DETERRENT 


EFFECT OF NUCLEAR FORCES, AND REDUCES THE PROSPECT OF THEIR 


. EVER BEING USED. 


LINKING TOGETHER STRATEGIC AND CONVENTIONAL FORCES ARE 
THEATER NUCLEAR FORCES, THAT IS NATO’S NUCLEAR SYSTEMS BASED 
IN EUROPE. THESE SYSTEMS ARE CONCRETE EVIDENCE OF THE NATUPE 
OF THE AMERICAN COMMITMENT. THEY ARE A CONCRETE MANIFESTATICN 


OF NATO’S WILLINGNESS TO RESORT TO NUCLEAR WEAPONS IF NECESSARY 


TO PRESERVE THE FREEDOM AND INDEPENDENCE OF ITS MEMBERS. 

















FURTHER, TRE PRESENCE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS [N EuScFE rysuers 
THE SOVIET UNION WILL NEVER BELIEVE THAT IT Cah DIVIDE THE LS, 


FROM ITS ALLIES, OR WAGE A LIMITED WAR WITH LIMITED RISKS AGAINST. 
ANY NATO MEMBER, 


THE STRATEGY OF FLEXIBLE RESPONSE AND THE FORCES THAT SUS- 
TAIN ITS CREDIBILITY REFLECT MORE THAN SIMPLY THE PREVAILING 





MILITARY BALANCE. WESTERN STRATEGY ALSO REFLECTS THE POLITICAL 
AND GEOGRAPHICAL REALITY OF AN ALLIANCE OF FIFTEEN INDEPENDENT 
NATIONS, THE MOST POWERFUL OF WHICH IS SEPARATED FROM ALL BUT 
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ONE OF THE OTHERS BY FOUR THOUSAND MILES OF OCEAN. 


“I.. DETERRENCE IS CONSEQUENTLY MORE THAN A MILITARY STRATEGY, 
~ - IT IS THE ESSENTIAL POLITICAL BARGAIN HHICH BINDS TOGETHER THE 
WESTERN COALITION, TWICE IN THIS CENTURY, AMERICA HAS BEEN 
UNABLE TO REMAIN ALOGF FROM EUROPEAN CONFLICT, BUT UNABLE T0 
INTERVENE IN TIME TO PREVENT THE DEVASTATION OF WESTERN EUROPE, 
NEITHER KE NOR OUR ALLIES CAN AFFORD TO SEE THIS PATTERN REPEATED 
A THIRD TIVE, WE HAVE, THEREFORE, CHOSEN A STRATEGY WHICH 








ENGAGES AMERICAN POWER IN THE DEFENSE CF EUROPE, AND GIVES 








= ss we 


SUBSTANCE TO THE PRINCIPLE THAT THE SECURITY CF THE ALLIANTZE 


IS INDIVISIB 


A 


THE TASK AHEAD 
DURING THE PAST DECADE THE SOVIET UNION HAS MOUNTED A SUS- 
TAINED BUILDUP ACROSS THE RANGE OF ITS NUCLEAR FORCES DESIGNED 





TO UNDERMINE THE CREDIBILITY OF THIS ALLIANCE STRATEGY. SOVIE7 
MODERNIZATION EFFORTS HAVE FAR OUTSTRIPPED THOSE OF THE WEST. THE 
DEVELOPMENT AND DEPLOYNENT OF SOVIET INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC 
MISSILES NOW POSE A SERIOUS AND INCREASING THREAT TO A LARGE PA=T 
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OF OUR LAND-BASED ICBM FORCE. A NEW GENERATION OF SOVIET INTES- 
MEDIATE RANGE MISSILES ARE TARGETED UPON OUR EUROPEAN ALLIES. 


* IN THE LAST TEN YEARS, THE SOVIETS INTRODUCED AN UNPRECEDENTcL 


ARSENALS INCLUDING THE SS-17, S$S-18, AND SS-19 ICBMs, THE BACKFIRE 
BOMBER, THE TYPHOON SUBMARINE AND SEVERAL NEW TYPES OF SUBMARIN=- 
LAUNCHED MISSILES, AND THE SS-20 INTERMEDIATE RANGE MISSILE. ti 


CONTRAST, DURING THIS SAME PERIOD, THE U.S, EXERCISED RESTRAINT, 


INTRODUCING ONLY THE TRIDENT MISSILE AND SUBMARINE, AND THE 











SLOWER AIR BREATHING CRUISE MISSILE. 


IN ORDER TO DEAL WITH THE RESULTING IMBALANCES, PSESIDENT 
REAGAN HAS ADOPTED A DEFENSE POSTURE AND RECOMMENDED PROGRAMS TO 


THE U.S. CONGRESS DESIGNED TO MAINTAIN DETERRENCE, RECTIFY THE 





IMBALANCES, AND THEREBY SUPPORT THE WESTERN STRATEGY I HAVE OUTLINE! 


HIS BOLD STRATEGIC MODERNIZATION PROGRAM, ANNOUNCED LAST 
OCTOBER, IS Des GHED TO ENSURE THE MAINTENANCE OF .A SECURE AND RELI- 


ABLE CAPABILITY r DENY AN ADVERSARY ADVANTAGE FROM ANY FO8™ OF 
AGGRESSION, EVEN A SURPRISE ATTACK. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign ~ 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


THE PRESIDENT’S DECISION, IN HIS FIRST WEEKS IN OFFICE, TO GC 
AREAD WITH THE PRODUCTION AND DEPLOYMENT OF THE PERSHING II Aid 
GROUND LAUNCHED CRUISE MISSILES, IN ACCORDANCE WITH NATO’S DECISIC! 
OF DECEMBER 1979, REPRESENTS AN EFFORT TO REINFORCE THE LINKAGE 
BETWEEN OUR STRATEGIC FORCES IN THE UNITED STATES, AND NATO’S 
CONVENTIONAL AND NUCLEAR FORCES IN EUROPE. A RESPONSE TO TEE 
MASSIVE BUILDUP OF SOVIET SS-20s TARGETED ON WESTERN EURCFE, TRIS 


NATO DECISION WAS TAKEN TO ENSURE THAT THE USSR WILL NEVER LAUNCH 


AGGRESSION IN THE BELIEF THAT ITS OWN TERRITORY CAN REMAIN IMMUNE 
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THAT OF THE U.S, 

THE [fiPROVEMENTS WE ARE MAKING IN QUR CONVENTIONAL =25CES -- 
IN THEIR READINESS, MOBILITY, TRAINING AND EQUIPMENT -- A°€ DE- 
SIGNED TO ENSURE THE KIND OF TOUGH AND RESILIANT CONVENTICNAL 


CAPABILITY REQUIRED BY THE STRATEGY OF FLEXIBLE RESPON 


Ze 


IT IS IMPORTANT TO RECOGNIZE THE INTERRELATICNSHIP OF THESE 
THREE TYPES OF FORCES. THE REQUIREMENTS IN EACH CATEGORY ARE 
DEPENDENT UPON THE SCALE OF THE OTHERS. THEIR FUNCTIONS AFE 
SIMILARLY LINKED. THE SOVIET UNION UNDERSTANDS THIS, THAT IS 
WHY THEY HAVE CONSISTENTLY PROPOSED A PLEDGE AGAINST THE FIRS) 
USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS, AN IDEA WHICH HAS ACHIEVED SOME RESCNANCE 
HERE IN THE WEST. 

NATO HAS CONSISTENTLY REJECTED SUCH SOVIET PROPOSALS, walCh 
ARE TANTAMOUNT TO MAKING EUROPE SAFE FOR CONVENTIONAL AGGRESSION, 
IF THE WEST WERE TO ALLOW MOSCOW THE FREEDOM TO CHOOSE THE LEVEL 


OF CONFLICT WHICH MOST SUITED IT, AND TO LEAVE ENTIRELY TO SOVIE? 


DISCRETION THE NATURE AND TIMING OF ANY ESCALATION, WE 





Novey ce FORCED TO MAINTAIN CONVENTIONAL FORCES AT LEAST 
AT THe LEVEL OF THOSE OF THE SOVIET UNION AND ITS WARSA\ 


PACT ALLIES. 


THOSE IN THE WEST WHO ADVOCATE THE ADOPTION OF A 
"NO FIRST USE” POLICY SELDOM GO ON TO PROPOSE THAT THE 
UNITED STATES REINTRODUCE THE DRAFT, TRIPLE THE SIZE CF 
ITS ARMED FORCES, AND PUT ITS ECONOMY ON WARTIME FOOTING, yer 


IN THE ABSENCE OF SUCH STEPS, A PLEDGE OF NO FIRST USE 
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EFFECTIVELY LEAVES THE WEST NOTHING WITH WHICH TO COUNTER- 
BALANCE THE SOVIET CONVENTIONAL ADVANTAGES AND GEOPOLITICAL 


POSITION IN EUROPE, 


NEITHER DO WESTERN PROPONENTS OF A "NO FIRST USE” POLICY 





ACKNOWLEDGE THE CONSEQUENCES FOR THE WESTERN ALLIANCe OF AX 
AMERICAN DECISION NOT TO POSE AND ACCEPT THE RISK OF NUCLEAR 
WAR IN THE DEFENSE OF EUROPE. A "NO FIRST USE” POLICY wOULL 


BE THE END OF FLEXIBLE RESPONSE, AND THUS OF THE VERY CREL- 


[BILITY OF THE WESTERN STRATEGY OF DETERRENCE, IN ADOPTING 
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MITMENT TO EUROPE. BUT THE ALLIANCE CANNOT FUNCTICN AS A 
LIMITED LIASILITY CORPORATION. IT CAN ONLY SURVIVE AS A 
PARTNERSHIP, TO WHICH ALL ARE EQUALLY AND FULLY COMMITTED -- 


SHARED BENEFITS, SHARED BURDENS, SHARED RISKS. 


ANOTHER CONCEPT WHICH HAS RECENTLY ATTRACTED INTEREST 
IS THAT OF A FREEZE ON NUCLEAR WEAPONS. WHILE BEING SENSI- 
TIVE TO THE CONCERNS UNDERLYING THIS PROPOSAL, WE HAVE HAD 


TO UNDERSCORE THE FLAWS IN SUCH AN APPROACH, A FREEZE AT 


CURRENT LEVELS WOULD PERPETUATE AN UNSTABLE AND UNEQUAL 


NILITARY BALANCE, IT WOULD REWARD A DECADE OF UNILATERAL 
SOVIET BUILDUP, AND PENALIZE THE UNITED STATES FOR A DECADE 
OF UNILATERAL RESTRAINT. AS PRESIDENT REAGAN STRESSED 

LAST WEEK, SUCH A FREEZE WOULD RENOVE ALL SOVIET INCENTIVE 


TO ENGAGE IN MEANINGFUL ARMS CONTROL DESIGNED TO CUT ARMA- 


MENTS, AND REDUCE THE RISK OF WAR, 
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MUCH ur THE ARGUMENTATION FOR A NUCLEAR FSEEZE REVOLVES 
AROUND THE QUESTION OF HOW MUCH IS ENOUGH. EACH SIDE PCSSESSES 
THOUSANDS OF DELIVERABLE NUCLEAR WEAPONS. DOES IT THEN REALLY 
MAKE ANY DIFFERENCE WHO IS AHEAD? THE QUESTION ITSELF IS 
MISLEADING, AS IT ASSUMES THAT DETERRENCE IS SIMPLY A MATTEP 
OF NUMBERS OF WEAPONS, OR NUMBERS OF CASUALTIES WHICH COULE 


BE INFLICTED. 17 IS NOT. 


~ LET US REMEMBER, FIRST AND FOREMOST, THAT WE APz 
TRYING TO DETER THE SOVIET UNION, NOT OURSELVES. THE DYNAMIC 
-NATURE OF THE SOVIET NUCLEAR BUILDUP DEMONSTRATES THAT THE 
SOVIET LEADERS DO NOT BELIEVE IN THE CONCEPT OF "SUFFICIENCY". 
THEY ARE NOT LIKELY TO BE DETERRED BY A FORCE BASED UPON IT, 


- LET US ALSO RECALL-THAT NUCLEAR DETERRENCE MUST WORK 
NOT JUST IN TIMES OF PEACE, AND MOMENTS OF CALM. DEeTerAric: 


FACES TS TRUE TEST AT THE TIME OF MAXIMUM TENSICN, EVES [* 


THE MIDST OF ACTUAL CONFLICT. IN SUCH EXTREME CIRCUMSTANCES, 
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WHEN THE STAKES Of THE TABLE MAY ALREADY Be IMMENSE, WHEN SOVIET 
LEADERS MAY FEEL THE VERY EXISTENCE OF THEIR REGIME IS THREATENED, 
WHO CAN SAY WHETHER OR NOT THEY WOULD RUN MASSIVE RISKS IF THEY 


BELIEVED THAT IN THE END THE SOVIET STATE WOULD PREVAIL. 


- DETERRENCE THUS DOES NOT REST ON A STATIC COMPARISON OF 
THE NUMBER OR SIZE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS. RATHER, DETERRENCE 
DEPENDS UPON OUR CAPABILITY, EVEN AFTER SUFFERING A MASSIVE 
NUCLEAR BLOW, TO PREVENT AN AGGRESSOR FROM SECURING A MILITARY 
ADVANTAGE, AND PREVAILING IN A CONFLICT. ONLY IF WE MAINTAIN 


“SUCH A CAPABILITY CAN WE DETER SUCH A BLOW, DETERRENCE, IN 


CONSEQUENCE, RESTS UPON A MILITARY BALANCE MEASURED NOT IN 
WARHEAD NUMBERS, BUT IN A COMPLEX INTERACTION OF CAPA- 


BILITIES AND VULNERABILITIES, 


THE MILITARY BALANCE, CRISIS MANAGEMENT AND THE CONDUCT OF 


‘ MACY 





THE STATE OF THE MILITARY BALANCE, AND ITS IMPACT UPOK 
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THE DETERRENT VALUE OF AMERICAN FORCES CAST A SHADOW CVE? 
EVERY SIGNIFICANT GEOPOLITICAL DECISION. IT AFFECTS ON f 
DAY-TO-DAY BASIS THE CONDUCT OF AMERICAN DIPLOMACY. IT 
INFLUENCES THE MANAGEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL CRISES, AND THE 
TERMS UPON WHICH THEY ARE RESCLVED. 


THE SEARCH FOR NATIONAL INTEREST AND NATIONSL SECURITY 
IS A PRINCIPAL PREOCCUPATION OF THE LEADERS OF EVERY NATION 
ON THE GLOBE. THEIR DECISIONS AND THEIR FOREIGN POLICIES 
ARE PROFOUNDLY AFFECTED BY THEIR PERCEPTION OF THE MILITARY 


“BALANCE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE SOVIET UNION, AND 


THE CONSEQUENT CAPACITY OF EITHER TO HELP PROVIDE FOR THEIR 
SECURITY OR TO THREATEN IT. 


MORE IMPORTANT STILL,. PERCEPTIONS OF THE MILITARY 
BALANCE ALSO AFFECT THE PSYCHCLOGICAL ATTITUDE OF BOTH 





AMERICAN AND SOVIET LEADESS, AS THEY RESPOND TO EVENTS 
AROUND THE GLOBE. FOR THE FORESEEARLE FUTURE THE RELATICH- 


SHIP BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE SOVIET UNION WILL B= 


OUR OBJECTIVE MUST BE TO RESTRAIN THIS COMPETITION, TO KEE? 
IT BELOW THE LEVEL OF FORCE, WHILE PROTECTING OUR INTERESTS 
AND THOSE OF OUR ALLIES. OUR ABILITY TO SECURE THESE 
OBJECTIVES WILL BE CRUCIALLY INFLUENCED BY THE STATE OF 
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THE STRATEGIC BALANCE, EVERY JUDGMENT WE MAKE, AND EVERY 
JUDGMENT THE SOVIET LEADERSHIP MAKES WILL BE SHADED BY IT, 


-, : THUS THE SOVIET LEADERSHIP, IN CALCULATING THE RISKS 
| OF SUBVERSION OR AGGRESSION, OF ACQUIRING NEW CLIENTS OR 
PROPPING UP FALTERING PROXIES, MUST CAREFULLY EVALUATE THE 
POSSIBILITIES AND PROSPECTS FOR AN EFFECTIVE AMERICAN 
RESPONSE, SOVIET CALCULATIONS MUST ENCOMPASS NOT ONLY 


AMERICAN CAPABILITIES TO INFLUENCE REGIONAL DEVELOPMENTS, 








- lé- - ..- 


_— 


BUT AMERICAN WILLINGNESS TO FACE THE PROSPECT GF U.S-SCVi=E: 
CONFRONTATION, AND CONSEQUENT ESCALATION. AMERICAN LEADE=S, 
FOR THEIR PART, MUST GO THROUGH COMPARABLE CALCULATICKS 

IN REACTING TO REGIONAL CONFLICTS, RESPONDING TO SOVIET 
ADVENTURISM, AND SEEKING TO RESOLVE INTERNATIONAL CRISES 


IN A MANNER CONSISTENT WITH U.S. INTERESTS, 


PUT SIMPLY, OUR OWN VULNERABILITY TO NUCLEAR BLACKMAIL, 


AS WELL AS THE SUSCEPTIBILITY OF OUR FRIENDS TO POLITICAL 
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INTIMIDATION, DEPENDS UPON OUR ABILITY AND WILLINGNESS TO 
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COPE CREDIBLY WITH ANY SOVIET THREAT. A STRONG AND CREDIBLE 
STRATEGIC POSTURE ENHANCES STABILITY BY REDUCING FOR THE 
SOVIETS THE TEMPTATIONS TOWARD ADVENTURISM, AT THE SAME TIME 


THAT IT STRENGTHENS OUR HAND IN RESPONDING TO SOVIET PCLITICAL- 


MILITARY THREATS. 





IN NS AREA OF DIPLOMACY DOES THE MILITARY BALANCE Have 
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GREATER EFFOCT THAN IN ARMS CONTROL, ASYS CONTECL CAN 
REINFORCE DETERRENCE, AND STABILIZE A MILITARY BALANCE AT 
LOWER LEVELS OF RISK AND EFFORT, ARMS CCNTROL CANNOT, 
HOWEVER, EITHER PROVIDE OR RESTORE A BALANCE WE ARE Uh- 


WILLING TO MAINTAIN THROUGH OUR DEFENSE EFFORTS. 


JUST AS THE ONLY JUSTIFIABLE NUCLEAR STRATEGY IS CNE 
OF DETERRENCE, SO THE OVERRIDING OBJECTIVE FOR ARS CONTROL 
IS REDUCING THE RISK OF WAR, THE ESSENTIAL PUDPOSE OF ARMS 
CONTROL IS NOT TO SAVE MONEY, ALTHOUGH IT MAY D0 SO, ITS 
PURPOSE IS NOT TO GENERATE GOOD FEELINGS, OR IMPROVE INTER- 
NATIONAL RELATIONSHIPS, ALTHOUGH IT MAY HAVE THAT EFFECT AS 
WELL. ARMS CONTROL’S CENTRAL PURPOSE MUST BE TO REINFORCE 
THE MILITARY BALANCE, UPON WHICH DETERRENCE DEPE'DS, AT 


REDUCED LEVELS OF WEAPONS AND RISK, 


ON NOVEMBER 18, PRESIDENT REAGAN LAID CUT THz FRAMEWORK 





\ 





FOR A COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAM OF ARIS CONTROL DESIGNED TO SERV 


Noy IU SCARVES 
THESE OBJECTIVES. HE COMMITTED THE UNITED STATES TO SEEX 


MAJOR REDUCTIONS IN NUCLEAR AND CONVENTIONAL FORCES, LEADING 


wees 4 1G 


TO EQUAL AGREED LIMITS ON BOTH SIDES. LAST WEEK HE REVIEWED 


nin American ryurery 


THE STEPS WE HAVE TAKEN: 


-- IN GENEVA WE HAVE PUT FORTH DETAILED PROPOSALS 
DESIGNED TO LIMIT INTERMEDIATE RANGE NUCLEAR FORCES, AND 
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TO ELIMINATE ENTIRELY THE MISSILES OF GREATEST CONCERN TC 
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EACH SIDE. THIS PROPOSAL HAS WON THE STRONG AND UNIFIED 
SUPPORT OF OUR ALLIES. 


~~ 


-- IN VIENNA, WE ARE NEGOTIATING, ALONGSIDE OUR ALLIES, 
ON REDUCTIONS IN CONVENTIONAL FORCE LEVELS IN EUROPE, THESE 
NEGOTIATIONS HAVE GONE ON WITHOUT REAL PROGRESS FOR OVER 
EIGHT YEARS. BECAUSE WE ARE NOW FACING DIPLOMATIC ATROPHY, 


WE MUST URGENTLY CONSIDER HOW TO REVITALIZE EAST-WEST DISCUS- 








SIONS OF CONVENTIONAL FORCE REDUCTIONS, AND STIMULATE 
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PROGRESS IN THESE TALKS. 


— OUR HIGHEST PRIORITY, IN THE PAST SEVERAL MONTHS, 
HAS BEEN COMPLETING PREPARATIONS FOR NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE 
SOVIET UNION ON STRATEGIC ARMS. HERE TOO WE WILL BE PRC- 
POSING MAJOR REDUCTIONS TO VERIFIABLE, EQUAL AGREED LEVELS. 
HERE TOO WE WILL BE PRESENTING DETAILED PROPOSALS WHEN 
NEGOTIATIONS OPEN. 


THE PROSPECTS FOR PROGRESS IN EACH OF THESE AREAS OF 
ARMS CONTROL DEPEND UPON SUPPORT OF THE PRESIDENT’S DEFENSE 


“PROGRAMS. THIS IMPERATIVE HAS BEEN CARICATURED AS A POLICY 


OF BUILDING UP ARMS IN ORDER TO REDUCE THEM. THIS IS SIMPLY 
NOT TRUE. AS PRESIDENT REAGAN’S PROPOSALS FOR INTERMEDIATE 
RANGE MISSILES MAKE CLEAR, WE HOPE THAT WE NEVER HAVE. TO 

DEPLOY THOSE SYSTEMS. BUT WE MUST DEMONSTRATE A WILLINGNESS 
TO MAINTAIN THE BALANCE THROUGH FORCE DEPLOYMENTS IF WE ARE 


TO HAVE ANY PROSPECT OF REDUCING AND STABILIZING IT THROUGH 


ARMS CONTROL. 
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NEGOTIATIONS IN THE EARLY 1$70'S, ON & TREATY LIMITING 
ANTI-BALLISTIC MISSILE SYSTEMS PROVIDE AN HISTORIC EXAMPLE. 
AT THE TIME, THE SOVIETS HAD ALREADY BUILT A SYSTEM OF BAL- 
LISTIC MISSILE DEFENSES AROUND MOSCOW. THE UNITED STATES 
HAD DEPLOYED NO SUCH SYSTEM. ARMS CONTROL OFFERED THE CNLY 
MEANS OF CLOSING OFF AN OTHERWISE ATTRACTIVE AND EXPENSIVE: 
NEW AVENUE FOR ‘ARMS COMPETITION, YET IT WAS NOT UNTIL THE 
AMERICAN ADMINISTRATION SOUGHT AND SECURED CONGRESSIONAL 
SUPPORT FOR AN ANERICAN ABM PROGRAM THAT THE SOVIETS BEGAN 


TO NEGOTIATE SERIOUS_Y. THE RESULT WAS THE 1972 TREATY 


LIMITING ANTI-BALLISTIC MISSILE SYSTEMS, WHICH REMAINS IN 
FORCE TODAY, 


THIS SAME PATTERN WAS REPEATED MORE RECENTLY WITH Tir 
TERMEDIATE RANGE MISSILES. FOR YEARS THE SOVIETS HAD SOUGHT 
LIMITS ON U.S. NUCLEAR FORCES IN EUROPE, BUT REFUSED IC 


CONSIDER ANY LIMITS UPON THEIR NUCLEAR FORCES TARGETED 
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UPON EUROPE, ONLY AFTER NATO TOOK ITS DECISION OF 
DECEMBER 1979 TO DEPLOY U.S. PERSHING I] AND GROUND 
LAUNCHED CRUISE MISSILES DID THE USSR AGREE TO PUT ITS 


SS-20 MISSILES ON THE NEGOTIATING TABLE. 


IN THE AREA OF STRATEGIC ARMS, AS WELL, THERE IS LITTLE 
PROSPECT THE SOVIET UNION WILL EVER AGREE TO EQUAL LIMITS 
AT LOWER LEVELS UNLESS FIRST PERSUADED THAT THE UNITED 
STATES IS OTHERWISE DETERMINED TO MAINTAIN EQUALITY Ai 
HIGHER LEVELS. IT IS, FOR INSTANCE, UNREALISTIC TO BELIEVE 
THAT THE SOVIET UNION WILL AGREE TO REDUCE THE MOST THREATENING 
ELEMENT OF ITS FORCE STRUCTURE, iTS HEAVY, MULTI-WARHEADED 
INTERCONTINENTAL MISSILES UNLESS IT IS PERSUADED THAT OTHcR- 
WISE THE UNITED STATES WILL RESPOND BY DEPLOYING COMPARAELE 


SYSTEMS ITSELF. 


FOR Man OPPOSED T0 RELIANCE ON NUCLEAR WEA PONS = EVEN 


a 


FOR DEFENSE OR DETERRENCE -- THE ISSUE IS A MORAL ONE, FCP 








~ VectiassitTied fror Pudi ication th AMMerican roreirgn 


— 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


THOSE WhO FIRST ELABORATED THE STRATEGY GF DETERRENCE, ANZ 
FOR THOSE WHO SEEK TO MAINTAIN ITS EFFECT, THIS ISSUE IS 

ALSO PREEMINENTLY MORAL. A FAMILIAR ARGUMENT IS THAT, IN A 
NUCLEAR AGE, WE MUST CHOOSE BETWEEN OUR VALUES AND OUR 
EXISTENCE. IF NUCLEAR WEAPONS OFFER THE ONLY DETERRENT TC 
NUCLEAR BLACKMAIL, SOME WOULD ARGUE WE SHOULD SUBMIT, RATHES 
THAN POSE THE RISK OF NUGLEAR CONFLICT. THIS CHOICE, HOWEVER, 
IS A FALSE ONE. BY MAINTAINING THE MILITARY BALANCE AND 
SUSTAINING DETERRENCE, WE PROTECT THE ESSENTIAL VALUES OF 
WESTERN CIVILIZATION -- DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT, PERSONAL 
LIBERTY, AND RELIGIOUS FREEDOM -- AND PRESERVE THE PEACE. 

IN FAILING TO MAINTAIN DETERRENCE, WE WOULD RISK OUR FREEDOMS, 
WHILE ACTUALLY INCREASING THE LIKELIHOOD OF ALSO SUFFERING 


NUCLEAR DEVASTATION, 


AS HUMAN BEINGS AND FREE MEN AND WOMEN, WE MUST REJECT THIS 


FALSE ALTERNATIVE, AND AVOID THE EXTREMES OF NUCLES? CATSS- 


TROPHE AND NUCLEAR BLACKMAIL. IN THE NUCLEAR AC=, THE ONLY 
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CHOICE COMSISTENT WITH SURVIVAL AND CIVILIZATION Is 


@ wel -~ 


DETERRENCE. 


AN EMINENT THEOLOGIAN ONCE DESCRIBED OUR AGE AS ONE 
IN WHICH “THE HIGHEST POSSIBILITIES ARE INEXTRICABLY 
INTERMINGLED WITH THE MOST DIRE PERILS.” THE SCIENTIFIC 
AND TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCES SO VITAL TO OUR CIVILIZATION 
ALSO MAKE POSSIELE ITS DESTRUCTION. THIS REALITY CANNOT 


BE WISHED AWAY, 


AMERICANS HAVE ALWAYS BEEN CONSCIOUS OF THE DILEMMAS 
POSED BY THE NUCLEAR WEAPON. FROM THE MOMENT THAT SCIENCE 
UNLEASHED THE ATOM, OUR INSTINCT AND POLICY HAS BEEN TC 
CONTROL IT. THOSE WHO DIRECT AMERICA’S DEFENSE POLICIES 
TODAY SHARE COMPLETELY THE DESIRE OF PEOPLE EVERYWHERE 10 


END THE NUCLEAR ARMS RACE AND TO BEGIN TO ACHIEVE SUBSTANTIAL 


REDUCTIONS IN NUCLEAR ARMAMENT, 
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CONFRONTED BY THE DIRE PERILS CF SUCH WEAPCHS, 
AMERICA HAS RESPONDED IN A MANNER THAT BEST PRESERVE 
BOTH SECURITY AND PEACE, THAT PROTECTS OUR SOCIETY AND 
OUR VALUES AND THAT OFFERS HOPE WITHOUT ILLUSION. THE 
STRATEGY OF DETERRENCE HAS KEPT THE PEACE FOR OVER TH IRTY 
YEARS. IT HAS PROVIDED TRE BASIS FOR ARMS CONTRCL EFFORTS. 
AND IT OFFERS THE BEST CHANCE TO CONTROL AND TO REDUCE THE 


DANGERS WE FACE, 


DETERRENCE IS NOT AUTOMATIC. IT CANNOT BE HAD ON THE 
CHEAP, OUR ABILITY TO SUSTAIN IT DEPENDS UPON OUR ABILITY 
TO MAINTAIN THE MILITARY BALANCE NOW BEING THREATENED BY 
THE SOVIET BUILD-UP. IF WE ARE TO REINFORCE DETERRENCE 
THROUGH ARMS CONTROL AND ARMS REDUCTION, WE MUST CONVINCE 


THE SOVIETS THAT THEIR EFFORTS TO UNDERMINE THE DETERRENT 


EFFECT OF OUR FORCES WILL NOT SUCCEED, 
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THE CONTROL AND REDUCTION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS, EAS=7 
ON DETERRENCE, IS THE ONLY EFFECTIVE INTELLECTUAL, OLITICAL 
AND MORAL RESPONSE TO NUCLEAR WEAPONS. THE STAKES ARE TCC 
GREAT AND THE CONSEQUENCES OF ERROR TOO CATASTROPHIC TO 
EXCHANGE DETERRENCE FOR A LEAP INTO THE UNKNOWN. THE 
INCENTIVES FOR REAL ARMS CONTROL EXIST AND WE HAVE 507 


THE MEANS AND THE DUTY TO APPLY THEM. 


LET US BE CLEAR ABOUT OUR OBJECTIVES IN THE NUCLEA 
ERA. WE SEEK TO REDUCE THE RISK OF WAR AND TO ESTA3LISH A 
STABLE MILITARY BALANCE AT LOWER LEVELS OF RISK AND EFFORT. 
BY DOING SO TODAY, WE MAY BE ABLE TO BUILD A SENSE OF MUTUAL 
CONFIDENCE AND COOPERATION, OFFERING THE BASIS FOR EVEN MOR: 


AMBITIOUS STEPS TOMORROW, BUT ABOVE ALL, WE SHALL Be PURSUI ‘CG 


THE “HIGHEST POSSIBILITY” FOR PEACE. 





gn 
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April 6, 1982 


wo. il 


HERMAN W. NICKEL SWORN IN AS 


U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA 
April 4, 1982 


Herman W. Nickel was sworn in today as United States 
Ambassador to the Republic of South Africa. He succeeds 
William B. Edmondson. 


Mr. Nickel was born October 23, 1928 in Berlin, Germany. 
He became a naturalized United States citizen in 1958. He 
graduated from Union College in 1951 and from Syracuse Univer- 
sity College of Law in 1956. 


Mr. Nickel was a Political Reporter with the United States 
High Commission in Berlin (1951-53), and in 1956 was an Escort- 
Interpreter with the Department of State. He was Head of the 
Research Unit of the Foreign Policy Association in New York, . 
New York in 1956-1958. Since 1958 he has been with TIME, Inc.; 
successively serving as Correspondent, Washington Bureau (1958); 
correspondent, London Bureau (1958-1961); Africa Correspondent, 
based in Johannesburg, South Africa (1961-1962); Correspondent, 
Bonn Bureau (1962-1966); Bonn Bureau Chief (1966-1969); Senior 
Diplomatic Correspondent, Washington Bureau (1969-1971); Tokyo 
Bureau Chief (1971-1974); London Bureau Chief (1974-1977); and, 
Member of the Board of Editors of FORTUNE Magazine (1977-1981). 


Mr. Nickel is married to the former Phyllis Fritchey and 
they have a son, Clayton who is a student at American University. 
Mr. Nickel had numerous articles published in Time, Fortune, 

New York Times Magazine and Foreign Policy. 


for (urther imformatiaon contact: 


. 
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April 7, 
No. 119 








H. EUGENE DOUGLAS 
Ambassador-at-Large 
and 
United States Coordinator for Refugee Affairs 


President Reagan has appointed H. Fucene Dcuglas as 
Ambassador-at-Larage and United Stetes Coordinator for Refugee 


Affairs. 


Mr. Doucias joined the Department of Stete, in Februery 
198i, under Secretary of State, Alexancer M. Haig, Jr. as the 
senicr member cf tne Policy Plannina Staff 


Prior to his éppointment, Mr. [ocuclas wes Director of 
International Trace and Government Affairs of the Memorex 
Corporation, a hich technolocy information storace and 
communications company, headcuartered in Séante Clara, 


California. 
Pd 
Mr. Douclas brines an active and varied backoround ana 
tensive international experience to his current duties in the 


rt 
t 


ex 
Government. A recogni zea authority on internécticnal, 
political, economic and technological matters, Mr. Touclas is @ 
Srecrent sreaker befcre business, pelicicéel, ececezic ane 
covernment audiences in the Unitec States @nc abrcac. He has 
served on the Steering Committee cf the Ccxruter éend 
Communications Inéustries Associéticn; tne Ecare ci Pirectors 
of the U.S.-Mexicoe Chamrer of Commerce; cr the Netional 
AGvisory Committee of Southess- Assa Eili Trites Szervive inc. 
es well as the Ecard of Directors ci the Iniernerticnal fFesearcn 
ané Exchanges Board and the Acvisory Comrittee cf the San Jose, 


California Art Museum. 


Rh native of Texas, he was born on Octcrer 5, 1940, educated 
in the United States anc at the Universities cf Vienna, 
Austria, and Barcelona, Spain. He holds é@ 5.A. Gegree from the 
University of Texas and an MA and Certificate cf the Eurcpean 
Institute from Columbia University in New York. Mr. Douglas 
has traveled widely in Europe, Asia, the Micéle Fest and Latin 
Arerica. He is fluent in French, Italian, Spénish, German and 
Thai. He served as a commissioned cfficer in the U.S. Navy 
during the Vietnam period 1966-71. 


He and his wife, the former Elisabeth Maria Weikert, live 
in Fairfax County, Virginia. 


A ’ ‘eae 
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April 9, 1982 
No. 120 


STUDY GROUP 2 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


- Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group 2 of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR) 
will meet cm May 10, 1982 in Room 521J of the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, 600 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. The meeting will begin at 1:30 p.m. 


Study Group 2 deals with matters relating to the commnications 
for scientific satellites, space probes, spacecraft, exploration 
satellites (e.g., meteorological and geodetic) and to interference 
problems concerning the radio astronomy and radar astrmomy services. 
The purpose of the meeting is to review the results of the XVth CCIR 
Plenary Assembly and establish the program of work in preparation for 
the next international meeting of Study Group 2. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join 
in the discussions subject to instructions of the Chairman. 


Requests for further information should be directed to 
Mr. Gordon Huffcutt, State Department, Washington, D.C. 20520, 
telephone (202) 632-2592. 
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April 9, 1982 
No. 121 
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STUDY GROUP 4 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group 4 of the U.S. 
Organization for the Intemational Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR) 
will meet on May 19, 19 z at 10:00 a.m. in the first floor Theater, 
Communications Satellite Corporation, 950 L'Enfant Plaza, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 
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Study Group 4 deals with matters relating to systems of radico- 
commmications for the fixed service using satellites. The purpose of 
the meeting is to review the results of the XVth Plenary Assembly, and 
Study Group 4's organization, schedule and work program. 
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Members Of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussions subject to instructions of the Chairman. Requests 
for further information should be directed to Mr. Gordon Huffcutt, 
State Department, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone (202) 632-2592. 


cr 


For turtteere ered cor evecs fecees contact 





aa ———s—SSs—st 











oreign 





"Declassified for Publication in American F 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


gt ae 
=, eee 


4 tie -. > | 
PARTMENT = 
April 9, —_ 


No. 122 


ch 
b 
My 






MODEM WORKING PARTY OF STUDY GROUP D 


The Department of State announces that the Modem Working Party 
of Study Group D of the U.S. Organization for the International 
and Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet on 
April 29, 1982 at the Sheraton River House, Miami Airport, Miami, 
Florida at 9:00 a.m. 


Study Group D deals with telecommunication matters relating to 
the development of international digital data transmission services; 
the Modem Working Party reviews actual and proposed CCIIT reconmenda- 
tions pertaining to the specifications and use of modems in data 
transmission. 


The agenda for the April 29 meeting will include planning for 
the 1982 activities of the Working Party and discussion of draft 
recommendations for higher speed full duplex switched network modems. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussion subject to instructions of the Chair. Requests for 
further information may be directed to Richard H. Howarth, Office of 
Internacional Communications Policy, Department of State, Washington, 
D.C. 20520, telephone (202)632-1007 or T. de 4aas, Chairman of U.S. 
Study Group D, Institute for Telecommunice: is Sciences, National 
Telecommunications and Information Administration, Boulder, Colorado 
80303, telephone (303)499-1000, Ext. 3728. 
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PRESS RELEASE 





PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION 
ON BROADCASTING TO CUBA 
NOTICE OF PARTIALLY CLOSED MEETING 


In accordance with Section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 92-463) as amended by 
P.L. 94-409 Section 5(c), notice is hereby given that 
the Presidential Commission on Broadcasting to Cuba 
will meet in open and closed sessions on Monday, 

May 3, 1982. The open session of the meeting will 
convene on May 3 at 2:00 p.m. in Room 3524, United 
States Department of State, Washington, D.C. 


The open session of the Commission meeting will 
allow public discussion of programming, technical, 
and other aspects of radio broadcasting to Cuba. The 
general public attending the open session may partici- 
pate in the discussion or submit statements subject 
to instructions of the Chairman. 
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The purpose of the closed meeting is to discuss 
aspects of radio broadcasting to Cuba that should not 
be prematurely disclosed to the public. Documents 

classified under the provisions of Executive Order 
12065 will also be discussed. Accordingly, it has 
been determined that it is in the public interest 
to close this meeting pursuant to 5 USC 552 b(l) and 


5 usc b(c) (9). 


Because entry to the State Department is controlled, 
members of the public who wish to attend the open 
session should contact Peter P. Lord in advance in order 
to provide their names and affiliation and to facilitate 
their attendance. His telephone number is (202) 632-7440 
or 632-7482. Attendees should use the Diplomatic Entrance 
located on C Street N.W. between 2lst and 23rd Streets. 
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April 12, 1982 
No. 124 . 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER HAIG, JR. 
ARRIVAL STATEMENT, LONDON, ENGLAND 
April 12, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: As you know, I have just arrived from 
Buenos Aires. I am bringing here to the 3ritish Govern- 
ment to Mrs. Thatcher and her ministers some ideas whic 
have been developed on the basis of JN Security Council 
Resolution 592 and look forward to these discussions. 
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April 13, 1982 
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SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
STATEMENT AFTER MEETING WITH PRIME MINISTER THATCHER 
April 12, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: You will recall that this morning -- 

I think it was this morning -- upon arrival I said I was 
bringing some ideas that we had developed in Buenos Aires. 
Today we had an opportunity to discuss these ideas with 
ner senior cabinet. We made some vrogress in these 
Jiscussions, but a number of substantial difficulties 
remain so we wiil be returning this evenins to Buenos 
Aires as time is slipping away from us on this subject 
Thank you. 


QUESTION: Can you tell us what the main sticking point 
was or is? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I'm not going to discuss any of the 
detaiis of the negotiation; it only compiicates the process. 
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QUESTION: You talk about time slipping away -=- what 


sort of scale are you talking about -- Yow lonz have you 
20t? 


ee | 


reeem “wars 


SECRETARY HAIG: But I think you are as able to assess 
that as am I. 


QUESTION: Is there a 72-hour truce? 

SECRETARY YAIG: No. There is no truce or no hesitation 

or pause in any of the military preparations as I understand 
that are under way. 


QUESTION: Are you more hopeful now, sir, than you were? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, not at all. 
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2EPARTMENT OF STATE 


REMARKS BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
UPON HIS ARRIVAL 
ANDREWS AIR FORCE BASE 
APRIL 13, 1981 
Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. As you know, I've just 
returned from London and will report to the President on the 
status of our efforts to help in achieving a diplomatic solution to 
the crisis in the South Atlantic in conformance with U.N. Security 
Council Resolution 502. We left here early Thursday and had 
intensive discussions in London, Buenos Alres and again in 
London. The parties have received some new ideas today which 
they are considering and this will give me an opportunity to 
discuss the situation directly with President Reagan, to catch up 
on some other work here in Washington before proceeding on to 
Buenos Aires and the continuation of our efforts. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, (inaudible) 

SECRETARY HAIG: I conferred with him in the morning and have 
been in touch with him continuously both telephonically and by 
message throughout this journey. 


QUESTION: How long before you go back? 


SECRETARY HAIG: [It's too early to say. We want to look at these 
new ideas and it will be done very soon. 


QUESTION: Do you have any sense of optimism? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't want to describe my judgments on this at 
all. As you know, we are trying to assist the parties who have 
difficult. problems to overcome. 

Thank you very much. 
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April 14, 1982 
No. 127 


UNITED STATES AND INDIA 
AMEND BILATERAL TEXTILE 
AGREEMENT 


The United States and India exchanged letters dated 
March 18, 1982 and March 19, 1982 to amend the existing 
bilateral textile Agreement. Texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 
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March 18, 1982 


Mr. Nareshwar Dayal 

Minister (Commerce and Supply) 
Embassy of India 

2107 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20008 


Dear Mr. Dayal: 


I am writing to you with regard to the Agreement 
between the United States and India relating to Trade 
in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile 
Products, with annexes, effected by exchange of notes 
on December 30, 1977, as amended, ("the Agreement"), and 
to your letter of February 9, 1982 concerning exports 
from India to the United States of products classified 
in textile categories 335 and 641. 


EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202)632-0280 














~ Sa No. 127 


On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose 
that the consultation levels for the Agreement Year ending 
December 31, 1982 for categories 335 and 641 be increased 
as follows: 











Category Current Level Adjusted Level 
(SYE) (SYE) 
335 700,000 1,200,000 
641 700,000 1,500,000 


If this proposal is acceptable to your Government, 
this letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf 
of your Government shall constitute an amendment to the 
Agreement. 


Sincerely, 


'a\ Aliew \\. C dao 


William H. Edgar 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 
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INDIA LETTER 










- 
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ts le 
uj <i 2 
N. ferns SEG 
Minister (Commerce & Commerc@Pa 
yt EMBASSY OF INDIA 
: COMMERCE WING 
os 2536 MASSACHUSETTS AVE.. N.W. 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20008 


TELEPHONE: 265-5200 
No. COM/105/2/82 March 19,1982 


Mr. William H. Edgar, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary, 

Trade and Commercial Affairs, 

Bureau of Economic and Business Affairs, 
Department of State, 

Washington D.C.20520 


Dear Mr. Edgar, 


| am writing with reference to your letter of March 18, 1982 
proposing that the consultation leyels for categories 335 and 641 in the 
Indo-US Textile Agreement be increased for the Agreement year 1982 
as follows:- 











Category Current Level Adjusted Level 
T SYE) (SYE) 

335 700 ,000 1,200,000 

64) 700 ,000 1,500 ,000 


On behalf of my Government,! have the honour to accept this 
proposal without prejudice to our request for increase made in our letter 
dated February 9,1982. Your letter and my response would constitute an 
amendment of the Indo-US Textile Agreement. 


Yours sincerely, 


N 


( WN. Dayal ) 








i ‘aa 


> , eee Se be = a 
: cc. 4a ees 3d $55 
eer ae — See 
3 2 = . ss 3 2 em . 
: eae = 3 ‘oe 4S - i — a ene 
ah Ae re .<—-- Ros ace 2 Fhe Ss > a : = = <a 


y 


gn 


April 14, 1982 
No. 128 


UNITED STATES AND INDIA 
AMEND BILATERAL TEXTILE 
AGREEMENT 


The United States and India exchanged letters dated 
March 23, 1982 and March 26, 1982 to amend tire existing 
bilateral textile Agreement. Texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





March 23, 1982 


Mr. Nareshwar Dayal 

Minister (Commerce and Supply) 
Embassy of India 

2107 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 
Washinaton, D.C. 20008 


—VOC TASS TTIea TOF FuDITCatIOn In American Forel 
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Dear Mr. Dayal: 


I am writing to you with recard to the Aqreement 
between the United States and Indie relating to Trade 
in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile 
Products, with annexes, effected by exchange of notes 
on December 30, 1977, as amended, ("the Agreement"), and 
to our conversations concerning exports from India to the 
United States of products classified in textile category 
33l6 


On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose 
that the consultation tevel for the Agreement Year ending 


December 31, 1982 for category 331 be increased from 
700,000 sye to 1,000,000 sye. 


EB/TEX:DLinde (202)632-0280 


4 —— 
er é€er wy ¢ sane per Pane ? 
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If this proposal is acceptable to your Government, 
this letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf 
of your Covernment shall constitute an amendment to the 
Agreement. 


Sincerely, 


Walion \\ . Cage 


William HK. Fdgar 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Trade anG Commercial Affairs 
Bureau Of Economic and 
Business Affairs 





n American Foreign 


1982" 


 vecrassitied for Publication i 


Policy Current Documents, 


-3- No. 128 


INDIA LETTER 





EMBASSY OF INDIA 
COMMERCE WING 
2536 MASSACHUSETTS AVE.. N.W. 
WASHINGTON. DC. 20008 
TELEPHONE: 265-5200 


Nareshwar Dayal 
Minister (C&S) 





No .COM/105/2/82 March 26, 1982. 


Mr. William H. Edcar, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary, 

Trade and Commercial Affairs, 

Rureau of Economic and Business Affairs, 
Department of State, 

Washington D.C.20520 


Dear Mr. Kadcar, 


I am writing with reference to your letter of 
March 23, 1982 prososing that the consultation level for 
category 331 in the Indo-US Textile Agreement be increased 
for the Agreement year 1982 as follows:- 


Category Current_level Adjusted level 
(SYE) (SYE) 
331 700,000 1,000,000 


On behalf of my Government I have the honour to accept 
this proposal withour prejudice to our reguest for increase 
sade in our letter aated February 22, 1982. Your letter 
and my response would constitute an amendment of the Indo-US 
‘Textile Auvreement. 


/ 


Yours sincerely, 


4 ’ 
' . ‘ 
o j- 
\ : , 7% 


(Nareshwar Dayal) 
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UNITED STATES AND INDIA 
AMEND BILATERAL TEXTILE 
AGREEMENT 


The United States and India exchanged letters dated 
March 16, 1982 and March 18, 1982 to amend the existing 
bilateral textile Agreement. Texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





March 16, 1982 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Mr. Nareshwar Dayal 

Minister (Commerce and Supply) 
Embassy of India 

2107 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20008 


~Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


Dear Mr. Dayal: 


I am writing to you with regard to the Agreement 
between the United States and India relating to Trade 
in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile 
Products, with annexes, effected by exchange of notes on 
December 30, 1977, as amended, (“the Agreement"), and to 
your letter of March 2, 1982 concerning exports from India 
to the United States of products classified in textile 
Category 342. 


EB/TEX - Deborah Linde (202)632-0280 
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On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose 
that the consultation level for the Agreement Year ending 
December 31, 1982 for Category 342 be increased as follows: 











Category Current Level Adjusted Level 
(SYE) (SYE ) 
342 700,000 1,500,000 


_ If this proposal is acceptable to your Government, 
this letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of 


your Government shall constitute an amendment to the 
Agreement. 


Sincerely, 


William H. Edgar 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 
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INDIA LETTER 





No. COM/105/2/82 March 18,1982 


Mr. William H. Edgar, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary, 

Trade and Commercial Affairs, 

Bureau of Economic and Business Affairs, 
Department of State, 

Washington D.C.20520 


Dear Mr. Edgar, 


| am writing with reference to your letter of March 16,1982 
proposing that the consultation level for category 342 in the 
Indo-US Textile Agreement be increased for the Agreement Year 1982 as 
follows:- 


Category _ 





342 (Cotton skirts) - from 700,000 SYE to 1.5 million SYE 


On behalf of my Government | have the honour to accept this 
proposal. Your letter and my response would constitute an amendment of 
the Indo-US Textile Agreement. 


Yours sincerely, 


Np 


( N. Dayal ) 
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April 2, 1982 
NO. 130 


HOWARD K. WALKER SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO TOGO 


Howard K. Walker was sworn in today as United 
States Ambassador to Togo. He succeeds Marilyn 
Johnson, who has been reassigned. 


Mr. Walker was born in Newport News, Virginia 
on December 3, 1935. He received his bachelor's 
and master's degrees from the University of Michigan 
in 1957 and 1958, respectively, and his PhD from 
Boston University in 1968. He was a Teaching Fellow 
at Boston University from 1958 to 1961, served as a 
first lieutenant in the Air Force from 1962 to 1965, 
and was an assistant professor at George Washington 
University from 1966 to 1968. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Mr. Walker began his career with the Department 
of State as a research analyst in 1965, and was 
assigned as International Relations Officer in the 
Office of Inter-African Affairs in 19€8. He went to 
Lagos as political officer in 1970, and was named 
Principal Officer in Kaduna from 1971 to 1973, when 
he returned to the Department's Office of West African 
Affairs. From 1975 to 1977 he was Counselor for Poli- 
tical Affairs in Amman, and was assigned to Dar es Salaam 
as Deputy Chief of Mission in 1977. He was Deputy Chief 
of Mission in Pretoria from 1979 until February 1982, 
where he was Charge d'Affaires for the last seven months. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Mr. Walker is married to the former Terry Taylor; 
they have a son and a dauchter. 





April 14, 1982 
No. 131 


STATEMENT BY THE HONCRASLE ALEXANDER HAIG, Ji. 
y= 


Sriefing Room, 3:45 p.m. 


I want to make a statement on the dispute between Argentina 
and the United Kingdom. It is an exceptionally difficult -- 
and exceptionally dangerous -- problem. The positions that 
both countries hold are deeply felt, and in many cases 
mutually contradictory. But the leaders of both countries 
have assured me and in turn the President, again today, that 
they are prepared to go on working with us to reach a 
peaceful solution. THat will require flexibility on both 
sides -- not abandonment of principle -- but responsible and 
defensible adjustments. As a result of my conversations in 
London, plus telephone conversations today, I have developed 
new ideas which I have described to the Argentine Government. 
Based on these new ideas, the Argentinians have invited me to 
return to Buenos Aires. I propose to do so tomorrow. 


From the outset of this crisis, the United States has viewed 

its role as that of assisting the two sides in finding a 
peaceful solution. Our ability to do this is based on 

our long-standing relations with both the United Kingdom and 
Argentina. We have been careful to maintain these relationships 
in order to preserve our influence with both governments. 
Failure to_live up to existing obligations -- or going 

beyond them -- would obviously jeopardize our ability to play 
the role both countries wish us to perform. 
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Since the onset of the crisis, the United States has therefore 
not acceded to requests that would go beyond the scope of 
customary patterns of cooperation based on existing bilateral 
agreements. That will continue to be our stand while our 
efforts are under way. 


The exchanges of the last several days indicate that each 
government welcomes our role and recognizes the importance 
of preserving our ability to continue it. 





April 14, 1982 
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5:20 p.m. 
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April 19° 
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NT OF STATE 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA OF 
FIGHNESS PRINCE CLAUS OF 


THE NETHERLANDS 


Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 


Highness Prince Claus of the Netherlands, 
and their party will arri at Andrews 
Air Force Base, Md., via U.S. Presidential 


Aircraft. 
Arrival at Blair 


Private dinner and evenine 


where Her 

Majesty Queen Royal Hicghness 
Prince Claus, of the Netherlands, will be 
greeted by the President of the United 
States and Mrs. Feagan, the Vice President 
and Mrs. Bush, the Secretary of State and 
Mrs. Halq ana other 


Arrival 


The Honorable Alexander Haig, Jr., Secretary 
29f State and Mrs. Haica will host a luncheon 
in honor of Her Majest ieen Beatrix and 
His Royal Highness Prince Claus of the 
Netherlands, at the artment of State, 
Benjamin Franklin Room. 


r< 


Her Majestv Queen Beatrix of the Netherlands 
will lay a wreath at the Tomb of the Unknown 


Soldier, Arlincton Cemetery, Arlinaton, Va. 
Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 
Hichness Prince Clau: 1l]1 visit the 

~~ 7 


Netherlands Cari] 


-0685 
6 32-9070 


S/CPR = Mary Masserini 


(during visit) 
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Monday, April 19 (continued) 





4:00 p.m. Queen Beatrix will open the De Styl Exhibit 
at the Hirshhorn Museum, Independence Avenue 
at 8th Street, Northwest. 


Press Contact: Mr. Sydney Lawrence 
357-1618 


gn 


7:30 p.m. The President of the United States and 
Mrs. Reagan will host a dinner im honor 
of Her Majesty Queen "eatrix and His Royal 
Highness Prince Claus , of the Netherlands, 
at the White House. 


Dress: Black tie. 


Tuesday, April 20 





Private morning. 


12:00 Noon The National Press Club will host a luncheon 
in honor of Her Majesty Queen Beatrix of 
the Netherlands at the National Press Club, 
National Press Club Building 14 & F Strs. N.W. 


2:25 p.m. Queen Beatrix will visit St. Columba's 
Episcopal Church, 4201 Albermarle Street, 
Northwest, for the Dedication Ceremony of 
the new organ constructed in the Netherlands. 
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Press Contact: Ms. Sheila Summers 
659-6532 


(COVERAGE LIMITED TO THOSE HOLDING WHITE 
HOUSE PASSES AND SPECIAL STATE DEPARTMENT 
ACCREDITATION FOR THE VISIT). 


4:00 p.m. Queen Beatrix will arrive at Meridian House, 
1630 Crescent Place, Northwest for the 
Presentation of the First Netherlands 
Bicentennial Commemorative Stamp, and, will 
visit the miniature Netherlands Village of 
Madurodam which is placed in the garden at 
Meridian House. 


Press Contact; Ms. Randa R. Mendenhall 
667-6800 a/o 332-1025 


8:00 p.m. Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 
Highness Prince Claus of the Netherlands 
will open the Mauritshuis Exhibition at 
the National Gallery of Art, Constitution 
Avenue at 6th Street, Northwest. 


Press Contact: Ms. Catherine Warwick 
842-6353 
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Tuesday, April 20 (continued) 





9:15 p.m. 


Wednesday, April 21 





10:00 a.m. 


11:00 a.m. 


3:30 p.m. 


6:J0 p.m. 


Thursday, April 22 





8:40 a.m. 


9:00 a.m. 


9:40 a.m. 


Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 
Highness Prince Claus of the Netherlands 
will host a dinner at the National Gallery 
of Art. 


Press Contact: Mr. Johan Dirkx 
244-5300 


Queen Beatrix will visit the Capital Children's 
Museum, 220 H Street, Northwest. 


Press Contact: Ms. Robin Beaman 
543-8600 


Queen Beatrix will tour the Exhibition 

“The Hague School and Its American Legacy", 
at the Federal Reserve Building, 20th and 
Constitution Avenue,Northwest. 


Press Contact: Mr. Joseph Coyne 
452-3204 


Private lunch. 


Queen Beatrix will address a Joint 
Meeting of Congress at the U.S. Capitol. 


Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 
Highness Prince Claus of the Netherlands, 
will attend a reception in honor of 

the Netherlands-American Bicentennial 
Committee hosted by The Honorable George 
Bush, Vice President of the United States 

of America, and Mrs. Bush at their residence. 


Dress: Business suit. 


Private dinner. 


Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 
Highness Prince Claus of the Netherlands 

and their party will arrive at the Washington 
Monument Grounds (Reflectina Pool Side). 


Departure Ceremony. 


Depart Andrews Air Force Base, Md. via U.S. 
Presidential Aircraft for Philadelphia, 
International Airport, Triangle Company 
Hangar. 


Arrival Philadelphia International Airport. 





Thursday, April 


22 





10:10 a.m. 


c 
> 12:45 p.m. 
2 
2 
Cc 
o 
U 
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a 4:45 p.m. 
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5:00 p.m. 
6:15 p.m. 
7:30 p.m. 





Queen Beatrix will visit the Liberty Bell 
and Independence National Historical Park. 


Press Contact: Mr. Hobart Canwood 
215 597-7120 


The Philadelphia World Affairs Council will 
host a luncheon in honor of Her Majesty 
Queen Beatrix of the Netherlands at the 
Bellevue-Stratford Hotel, the Ballroom. 


, Press Contact: Ms Katie Newsom 
215 LO 3-5363 


Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 
Highness Prince Claus and their party 
will depart Philadelphia via motorcade 
for Princeton, New Jersey. 


The Honorable Thomas Kean, Governor of 

New Jersey and Mrs. Kean will host a reception 
in honor of Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and 

His Royal Highness Prince Claus of the 
Netherlands at Nassau Hall, Princeton University. 


Queen Beatrix will address the students at 
McCosh Chapel Quadrangle. 


Queen Beatrix will tour the University 
Chapel. 


Mr. William Gordon Bowen, President of 
Princeton University, and Mrs. Bowen will 
host a reception in honor of Her Majesty 
Queen Beatrix and Her Royal Highness Prince 
Claus of the Netherlands at the Princeton 
University Art Museum. 


Press Contact for all University Events: 





Mr. George B. Eager, 
609 452-3600 


Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 
Highness Prince Claus of the Netherlands 
and their party will depart Princeton, New 
Jersey via motorcade for New York City. 


Arrival Vista Internatiomal Hotel, 3 World 
Trade Center, New York. 
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Friday, April 23 
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9:U0U a.m. 


10:00 a.m. 


10:50 a.m. 


12:30 p.m. 


3:00 p.m. 
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Her Majesty Queen Beatrix will arrive at 

the World Trade Center and proceed to the 
166th floor to attend the opening of the 
Seminar, "Coal Transshipment and Distribution 
in Europe”. 


Press Contact: Mr. Andreas J. Te Boekhorst 
212 246-1429 


Her Majesty Queen Beatrix will meet with 
the Honorable Edward Koch, Mayor of New York 
at Citv Hall. 


Press Contact: Ms. Patricia Scott 
212 566-5090 


Her Majesty Queen Beatrix will lay a wreath 
at the Peter STyvesant Monument at St. Mark's 
in-the-Bowery Church yard. At the conclusion 
of the Ceremony, Queen Beatrix will visit the 
interior of the Church. Miss Annike Weyman 
will present Her Majesty with a Nosegay. 


Press Contact: Mr. Bob Amessen 
212 674-6377 


The Netherlands Chamber of Commerce will 
host a luncheon in honor of Her Majesty 
Queen Beatrix and His Royal Highness Prince 
Claus of the Netherlands at the Vista Inter- 
national Hotel, New Amsterdam Ballroom. 


His Royal Highness Prince Claus 
will aive the luncheon address. 


Press Contact: Mr. Andreas J. Te Boekhorst 
212 246-1429 


Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal High- 
ness Prince Claus will host a reception for 
for the Netherlands Community aboard the 
Netherlands Navy Ships, Pier 88. 


(TERMINAL COVERAGE ONLY - Press Contact: 
Mr. Andreas J. Te Boekhorst 
212 246-1429 





Friday, April 23 (continued) 





7:00 p.m. Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 
Highness Prince Claus of the Netherlands 
will host a Dinner-Cruise aboard the Holland 
American Liner, "Rotterdam", Marine Terminal, 
Pier 90. 


Dress: Black tie. 


Press Contact: Mr. Andreas J. Te Boekhorst 
212 246-1429 


Saturday, April 24 





10:00 a.m. Her Majesty Queen Beatrix will take a tour 
of the " Furopean Trade Through Holland" 
Exhibit which is displayed around the Mezzanine 
of the World Trade Cente Lobby. 


Press Contact: Mr. Andreas J. Te Boekhorst 
11:00 a.m. Queen Beatrix will meet with His Excellency 


Javier Perez de Cuellar, Secretary General 
of the United Nations at the United Nations. 


1:00 p.m. Her Majesty Queen Beatrix and His Royal 
Highness Prince Claus of the Netherlands 
and their party will depart the United States 
via Royal Government Aircraft. (John F. Kennedy 
International Airport, Pan American Hangar # 17). 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


\ 


UNITED STATES AND PAKISTAN 
AMEND TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Pakistan exchanged letters 
dated March 9, 1982 and March 12, 1982 to amend the 
bilateral Cotton Textile Agreement. The texts of the 
letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 
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March 9, 1982 


His Excellency 
Lt. General Ejaz Amin 
Ambassador of Pakistan 


Excellency: 


: I refer to paragraphs 13 and 19 of the Agreement 
between the United States and Pakistan relating to Trade 
in Cotton Textiles, with annexes, effected by exchange 


: 
: of notes dated January 4 and January 9, 1978, as amended, 
("the Agreement”). 


EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202)632-2062 








On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose 
the following amendments: 


-- The term of the Agreement shall be curtailed by six 
months so that it ends on December 31, 1981; 


-- The fourth agreement period shall be January 1, 1981 


4 through December 31, 1981; 

: -- The levels for the aggregate, aroup and specific 
3 limits during the new fourth agreement period shall 
y be two thirds of the previously applicable levels 
for the fourth agreement period; and 

» £. -- During the fourth 4gréement period, the following 
- Ss consultation levels will apply: 

cre 

3 Category . Level 

vc 

= 317 6,512,000 syd 
So 320 7,2.0,000 syd 
~ 8 369 pt. 5,017,391 lbs. 
o# 331 364,000 doz. 
"2 336 28,000 doz. 
© 340 47,222 doz. 
-o 342 67,416 doz. 
av > 348 84,270 doz. 
om 350 17,608 doz. 
vo 351 34,500 doz. 
&* 352 245,455 doz. 
. 359 701,522 lbs. 


During the fourth agreement period for categories subject. 
to consultation levels and not listed above, the consultation 
level will be 1,000,000 square yards equivalent in Categories 
300-320 and 360-369,and 700,000 square yards equivalent in 
Categories 330-359. 


If this proposal is acceptable to your Government, this 
letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of your 


Government shall constitute an amendment to the Agreement. 


Sincerely, 


Lanlliw We Pdqe— 


William H. Edgar 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 

Bureau of Economic and Business Affairs 
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PAKISTAN LETTER 








* 4 ‘| ‘ 2 

rl labl eg - 
v From: Mr. Ihsanul Haq, FMBASSY OF PAKISTAN 
? Economic Minister & F.A, TONS MAREACIAINE TTS SERRE. 110 
WASHINGTON. DC. 200 * 
5 
No.12 (25) -ED/ 79 March 11, 1982 
co 
- 
cC 


Dear Mr. Lduai, 

IT refer to your letter of March 9, 1982 
proposing amendments to the Agreenent between the United 
States of America and Pakistan reiating to Trade in Cotton 


Textiles effected by exchange of notes dated January 4 and 
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January 9, 1978, as amended, (“the Acreement"). 
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2. I confirm on behalf of the Government of Pakistan 
that the amendments proposed in your letter are acceptable 
to my Government ard that your letter and this letter in reply 


constitute en umendment. to the Agreement. 


Yours, sincerely, 


( Thsanul Haq ) 


Mr. William H. Edgar, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary, 
Trade and Commercial Affairs, 

Bureau of Economic and Business Affairs, 
Department of State, 

Washington D.C. 20520 
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THE UNITED STATES 
AND PAKISTAN SIGN 
BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Pakistan exchanged notes dated 
March 9, 1982 and March 1l, 1982 to effect a new bilateral 
textile Agreement relating to trade in cotton textiles and 
textile products. The texts of the notes follow: 


UNITED STATES NOTE 





March 9, 1982 


His Excellency 
Lt. General Ejaz Azim, 
Ambassador of Pakistan. 
Excellency: 

I have the honor to refer to the Arrangement 
Regarding International Trade in Textiles, with 
Annexes, done at Geneva on December 20, 1973, and 
extended by the Protocols adopted on December 14, 1977 


and December 21, 1981 at Geneva (hereinafter 


referred to as the Arrangement). I have also the 


EB/TEX:Deboraeh Linde (202)632-2062 
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honor to refer to discussions between representatives 
of the Government of the United States of America 
and the Government of Pakistan held in Washington, 
D.C. from February 16 to February 24, 1982 concerning 
exports of cotton textiles and textile products 

from Pakistan to the United States of America. 

As a result of those discussions and in conformity 
with Article 4 of the Arrangement, I have the 

honor to prupose the following Agreement relating 

to trade in cotton textiles and textile products 
between the Government of the United States of 


America and the Government of Pakistan: 


1. The term of this Agreement shall be the 
five-year period from January 1, 1982 through 
December 31, 1986. Each “Agreement Year" shall be 
the twelve month period from January 1 to December 31 
with the first Agreement Year commencing on 
January 1, 1982 and ending on December 31, 1982. 

2. Textiles and textile products covered by 
this Agreement shall be classified in two groups, 


as follows: 


Group Definition 





I Yarn, fabric, made-ups and miscellaneous 
textile products of cotton (Categories 
300-320, 360-369) 


II Apparel textile products of cotton 
(Categories 330-359) 
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The determination of whether a textile or 
textile product is of cotton fiber shall be made 
in accordance with the terms of paragraph 10. The 
categories referred to in the above definitions of 


groups are those summarized in Annex A. 


3. (a) The system of categories and the 
rates of conversion into scuare yards equivalent 


8 
listed in Annex A shall apply in implementing this 


Agreement. 


(b) For purposes of this Agreement, and 
in recognition of the patterns of trade of Pakistan 
with the United States of America, categories 
below are merged and treated as single categories 
as indicated, with Specific Limits as set out in 


Annex B: 


Catecories Merged Designation in Agreement 








347, 348 347/348 


For purposes of computing charges to the 
Aggregate Limit and Specific Limits for ‘the 
categories cited above, rates of conversion for 


individual categories set out in Annex A shall be 


applied. 





el 
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4. Commencing with the first Agreement Year, 
and during the subsequent term of the Agreement, 
the Government of Pakistan shall limit annual 
exports from Pakistan to the United States of 
America of cotton fiber textiles and textile 
products to the Aggregate Limit and Specific 
Limits set out in Annex B, as such Limits may be 
adjusted in accordance with paragraphs 8 (swing), 
ana 9 (carryover/carryforward). The limits set out 
in Annex B do not include Sny adjustments permitted 


under paragraphs 8 and 9 


5. (a) Within the Aggregate Limit, exports 
of cotton textiles and textile products in categories 
without Specific Limits in Group I shall be 
subject to category Consultation Levels. For 
categories not given Specific Limits or Designated 
Consultation Levels as set out in Ann>2x C, the 
annual Consultation Levels shall be 1,000,000 
square yards equivalent for each category in Group 
I. 

(b) In the event the Government of 

Pakistan wishes to export to the United States of 
America textile products in excess of the applicable 


Consultation Levels, the Government of Pakistan 
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shall request the higher levels and the Government 
of the United States of America shall consider the 
request sympathetically and shall respond promptly. 
If, because of problems of market disruption, as 
Gefined in Annex A of the “Arrangement”, in the 
United States of America, in a category subject to 
such request, the United States of America is 
unable to comply fully, the Government of the 
United States of America will so inform the 
Government of Pakistan and will supply data which 
form the basis for the position taken by the 
Government of the United Sates of America. If 
requested by the Government of Pakistan, the 


Government of the United States of America wil] 


consult promptly. Until a mutually satisfactory 
change in the Consultation Level of the category 
in question is established, shipments shall not 


exceed the Consultation Level. 


6. (a) In the event that the Government of 
the United States of America believes that imports 
of cotton apparel products from Pakistan, in any 
category or categories not covered by Specific 
Limits are, due to market disruption or the threat 
thereof, threatening to impede the orderly 
Gevelopment of trade between the two countries, 
the Government of th: United States of America may 


request consultations vith the Government of 


Pakistan with a view to easing or avoiding such 
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market disruption. The Government of the United 
States of America will provide the Government of 
Pakistan, at the time of the request, with a 

statement of reasons for its request for consultations 


which, in the view of the Government of the United 


States demonstrates: 


(1) the existence or the threat of market disruption; 
and 


(2) the role of exports from Pakistan in that 
disruption. . 


(b) The Government of Pakistan ».grees to 
consult with the Government of the United States 
within 30 days of receipt of the request for 
consultations. Both sides agree to make every 
effort to reach agreement on a mutually satisfactory 
resolution of the issue within 90 Gays of the 
receipt of the request. 

(c) During the 90 day consultation 
period, the Government of Pakistan agrees to hold 
its exports to the United States in the category 
Or categories subject to these consultations to a 
level no greater than 35 percent of the amount 
entered, as reported in U.S. General Imports 
Statistics, during the first 12 of the most recent 


14 months preceding the month in which the request 


for consultations was made. 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


(d) If no mutually satisfactory solution 
is reached during these consultations, the Government 
cf the United States of America may establish a 
Specific Limit for the category or categories 
concerned. The amount will not be less than the 
amount, as reported in U.S. General Imports 
Statistics, entered during the fiirst 12 of the 
most recent 14 months preceding the month in which 
the request for consultations was made plus 20 


percent. 


(e) To facilitate 2dministration, the 
Specific Limit established under sub-paragraph 6 
(cd) may be combined with the Limit established by 
sub-paragraph 6 (c), at the discretion of the 


United States. 


(f£) A Specific Limit established under 
sudD-paragraph 6 (d) will be effective for the 
period beginning on the first day following the 
conclusion of the consultation period and ending 
on the last day of the then current Agreement 
Year. If a Specific Limit is established during 
an Agreement Year, the Specific Limit and any 
available swing will be prorated to correspond to 
the number of months remaining in the existing 
Agreement Year. Full carryforward will be 


available. Carryover will not be available in the 


first Agreement Year following the request for 
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consultations. For the second and each succeeding 
Agreement Year the Specific Liuit established 
under sub-paragraph 6 (d) will be increased by 
seven percent annual growth. 

(g) The Government of the United States 
of America may assist the Government of Pakistan 
in implementing the provisions of this consultation 
mechanism. Exports in excess of authorized limits 
for any period, if allowed entry into the United 
States, will be charged to the applicable Limit 


for the succeeding period. 


7. (a) Exports from Pakistan in excess of 
authorized limits in any Atreement Year may be 
Genied entry into the United States. Any such 


shipments denied entry, may be permitted entry 


into the United States and charged to the applicable 
Limit in the succeeding Agreement Year. 

(b) Exports from Pakistan in excess of 
authorized limits in any Agreement Year will, if 
allowed entry into the United States during that 
Agreement Year, be charged to the applicable limit 
in the succeeding Agreement Year. 

(c) Any action taken pursuant to sub- 


paragraph 7 (a) and 7 (b) above, will not prejudice 


the rights of either side recaarding consultations. 
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8. During any Agreement Year, and within the 
Aggregate Limit for such Agreement Year, as it may 
be adjusted pursuant to paragraph 9, the Specific 
Limits set out in Annex B, and categories converted 
to Specific Limits pursuant to paragraph 6 (d), 
may be exceeded by not more than 10 percent if 
included in Group I and 7 percent if included in 
Group II (swing). 

9. (a) In any Agreement Year, in addition to 
any adjustment pursuant to paragraph 7, exports 
may be exceeded by a maximum of 11 percent of the 
Aggregate Limit or Specific Limit by allocating to 
such Limit for that Acreement Year an unused 
portion of the corresponding Limit for the previous 
Agreement Year ("Carryover") Or a portion of the 
corresponding Limit for the succeeding Agreement 
Year ("Carryforward") subject to the following 
conditions: 

fi) Carryover may be utilized as available 
up to 11 percent of the receiving Agreement Year's 


applicable limit; 


(ii) Carryforward may be utilized up to 6 
percent of the receiving Agreement Year's applicable 


limits; 


(iii) Carryforward used shall be charged 


against the immediately following Agreement Year's 


corresponding limits; and 
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(iv) The combination of carryover and 
carryforward may not exceed 11 percent of the 
receiving year's applicable limits in any ayteement 
year. 

(b) For purposes of this Agreement, a 

shortfall occurs when exports of textile or 
textile products from Pakistan to the United 
States of America during an Agreement Year are 
below the Aggregate Limit and any applicable 
Specific Limit as set forth in Annex B. In the 
Agreement Year following the shortfall, such 
exports from Pakistan to the United States of 
America may be permitted to exceed the Aggregate 
and Specific Limits, subje%: to condition of 
sub-paragraph 9 (a) by carryover of shortfalls in 
the following manner: 

(i) Carryover in any limit shall 
not exceed the amount of shortfall in either the 
Aggregate Limit or any applicable Specific Limit. 

(ii) In the case of shortfall ina 
Category subject to a Specific Limit, the shortfall 
Shall be used in the Category in which the shortfall 
occurred. 

(iii) The Aggregate Limit or any applicable 
Specific Limit in which the shortfall occurred shall 


be decreased by the amount used to exceed the 


following Year's limit. 
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(c) The limits referred to in sub-paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of this paragraph are without any 
adjustment under this paragraph or paragraph 8. The 
total adjustment under this paragraph shall be in 
addition to adjustments to the limits permitted by 
paragraph 8. 

10. The standard to be used in determining 
whether an article is a cotton textile or textile 
product is the chief weight and value criteria used 
by the Government of the United States of America. 

11, Mutually satisfactory administrative 
arrangements or adjustments may be made to resolve 
minor problems arising in the implementation of 
this Agreement, including €ifferences in points of 
procedure or operation. 

12. (a) The Government of the United States 
of America shall promptly supply the Government of 
Pakistan with data on monthly imports of cotton 
textiles and textile products into the United 
States of America from Pakistan. 

(b) The Government of Pakistan shall 
promptly supply the Government of the United 
States of America with data on monthly exports of 


cotton textiles and textile products from Pakistan 


to the United States of America. 
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(c) Each Government agrees to supply 
promptly any other available Statistical data 
necessary to the implementation of this Agreement 
requested by the other Government. 

13. The Government of Pakistan shall use its 
best efforts to space exports from Pakistan to the 
United States of America within each Category 
evenly throughout each Agreement Year, taking into 
consideration normal seasonal factors. 

14. If the Government of Pakistan considers 
that as a result of limitations specified in this 
Agreement, it is being placed in an inequitable 
position in relation to a third country, the 
Government of Pakistan may request consultations 
with the United States of America with a view 
to taking appropriate remedial actions such as 
reaSonable modification of the Agreement. These 
consultations will begin within 30 days from the 
date of request, unless mutually agreed otherwise. 

15. For the duration of this Agreement, the 
Government of the United States of America shall 
not invoke the procedures of Article 3 of the 
Arrangement to request restraint on the export of 
cotton textiles and textile products from Pakistan 
to the United States. The Government of the 
United States of America and the Government of 
Pakistan reserve their rights under the Arrangement 


with respect to textiles and textile products not 


subject to this Agreement. 
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16. The Government of Pakistan shall administer 
its export control system under this Agreement. The 
Government of the United States of America may assist 
the Government of Pakistan in implementing the limitation 
provisions of this Agreement by controlling imports of 
textiles and textile products covered by this Agreement. 

17. Exports of handloom fabrics of the 
cottage industry, handmade cottage industry 
products made of such handloomed fabrics, and 
traditional folklore handicraft textile products, 
also known as "Pakistan Items", are not within the 
purview of this Agreement. A list of Pakistan 
Items with definitions, as identified by representa- 
tives of both Governments, is attached to this 
Agreement as Annex D, and will serve as a basis 
for implementing this provision of the Agreement. 
Additional items may be subsequently added to this 
list by mutual agreement. 

18. The export visa system and certification 
procedure for handmade cottage industry products 
and Pakistan Items, which has been implemented by 
previous administrative arrangements, will be 
continued in force. 

19. The Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of Pakistan agree to 
consult upon the reguest of the other on any 


guestion arising in the implementation of this 


Agreement. 
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20. If the two Governments are unable to 
reach a mutually satisfactory solution within a 
reasonable period of time to problems which have 
been the subject of consultations under this 
Agreement or its related documents, either Government 
may, after notification to the other Government, 
refer such problems to such international organiza- 
tions to which both Governments are parties which 
deal with the subject matter of this Agreement. 

21. The Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of Pakistan may at any 
time propose revisions in the terms of this 
Agreement. Each agrees to consult promptly with 
the other about such proposals with a view to 
making such revisions to tiis Agreement, or taking 
such other appropriate action as may be mutually 


agreed upon. 


22. The two governments agree to undertake 
prior to the end of the second Agreement Year, a 
major review of the Agreement. 

23. In conformity with Article 8 of the 
Arrangement, Pakistan and the United States of 
America shall cooperate to avoid circumvention of 
the Agreement. | 

24. This Agreement will supercede the Agreement 


relating to trade in cotton textiles which entered 


into force on January 1, 1978. 
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25. Either Government may terminate this 
Agreement, effective at the end of any Agreement Year, 
by written notice to the other, to be given at least 
90 days prior to the end of such Agreement Year. 

If the foreaoing conforms with the understanding 
of the Government of Pakistan, this note and Your 
Excellency's note of confirmation on behalf of the 
Government of Yrakistan shall constitute an Agreement 
between our twc Governments. 

Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my 


highest consideration. 


For the Secretary of State: 


(nillion H, Vda oy— 
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ANNEX A 
Category Description Conversion Unit of 
Factor Measure 
' 300 Cotton carded yarn 4.6 LB. 
ny 
, 301 Cotton combed yarn 4.6 LB. 
> 
- 310 Gingham 1.0 SYD 
5 
; , 
‘ 311 Velveteen 1.0 SYD 
: 
a" 312 Corduroy 1.0 SYD 
- © 
:= 313 Sheeting 1.0 SYD 
33 314 Broadcloth 1.0 SYD 
- @ 
a 5 315 Printcloth 1.0 SYD 
. . 
+. 316 Shirtings 1.0 SYD 
- co 
of 317 Twills and Sateens 1.0 SYD 
- 3 
- 
a > 318 Yarn-dyed 1.0 SYD 
=— 319 Duck 1.0 SYD 
VU Oo 
“= 
320 Other Fabrics, n.e.s. 1.0 SYD 
330 Handkerchiefs 1.7 DOZ. 
331 Gloves 3.5 DPR. 
332 Hosiery 4.6 DPR. 
333 Suit-type coats, 
M and B 36.2 DOZ. 
334 . Other coats, 
: M and B 41.3 DOZ. 
335 Coats, W, G and I 41.3 DOZ. 
336 Dresses 45.3 DOZ. 
® 





M and B = Men's and Boys' 
W, G, and I = Women's, Girls', and Infants 
n.k. = not Knit 
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Category Description " Conversion Unit of 
. Factor Measure 

337 Playsuits, Sunsuits, 25.0 DOZ. 

Washsuits, Creepers 
338 Knit shirts, (inc. T- 

‘shirts, other than 

sweatshirts) M and B 7.2 DOZ. 
339 Knit shirts and blouses 

(incl. T-Shirts, other than 

Sweatshirts) W, G and I leu DOZ. 
340 Shirts, n.k. 24.0 DOZ. 
341 Blouses, n.k. 14.5 DOZ. 
342 Skirts 17.8 DOZ. 
345 Sweaters 36.8 DOZ. 
347 Trousers, slacks, and 

shorts (outer) M and B 17.8 DOZ. 
348 Trousers, slacks and 

shorts (outer) W, G 

and I 17.8 DOZ. 
349 Brassieres, etc. 4.8 DOZ. 
350 Dressing gowns, incl. 

bathrobes, beach robes, 

lounging gowns, 

house coats, and 

dusters 51.0 DOZ. 
351 Pajamas and other 

nightwear 52.0 DOZ. 
352 Underwear (incl. union 

suits) 11.0 DOZ. 
353 Down and feather-filled 

coats, jackets and vests, 

M and B 41.3 DOZ. 
354 Down and feather-filled 

coats, jackets and vests, 

w,G, and 1* 41.3 DOZ. 


359 Other apparel | 4.6 LBS. 
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Category Description Conversion Unit of 
Factor Measure 
360 Pillowcases 1.7 NO. 
< 361 Sheets 6.2 NO. 
mo 
362 Bedspreads and Quilts 6.2 NO. 
363 Terry and other pile 
towels 0.5 NO. 
369 Other Cotton manu- 
factures 4.6 LB. 


VSS FESS Prey FUT FUDTTICALIOnN in American rorel 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 














"“Declassi fied for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current documents, 1982" 


19 - 


Specific Limits 





Aggregate 
313 syd. 


315 syd. 


319 syd. 
363 nos. 
331 dpr. 
338 doz. 
339 doz. 
340 doz. 
341 doz. 


347/8 doz. 


1982 
201,201,062 
71,916,317 
41,995,237 
14,107,228 
18,840,192 
489,143 
2,142,419 
465,743 
100,000 
172,909 


225,000 





Annex B 





1983 
215,285,136 
76,950,459 
44,934,904 
15,094,734 
20,159,005 
523,383 
2,292,388 
498,345 
107,000 
185,013 


240,750 


1984 
230,355,096 
82,336,991 
48,080,347 
16,151,365 
21,570,136 
560,020 
2,452,856 
533,229 
114,490 
197,964 
257,603 


1985 
246,479,953 
88,100,581 
51,445,971 
17,281,961 
23,080,045 
599,221 
2,624,555 
570,555 
122,504 
211,821 
275,635 


1986 
263,733,549 
94,267,621 
55,047,189 
18,491,698 
24,695,648 
641, 1$7 
2,808,274 
610,494 
131,080 
226,648 
294,929 
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Annex C 





Designated Consultation Levels 





317s syd. 6,512,000 
320 ~—_ syd. | 8,000,000 
369 = lbs. 5,869,565 


(excluding bar mops, TSUSA No. 366.1855) 
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Annex D 


Definition 


"Pakistan items" are those items that are uniquely 


and historically traditional Pakistani products cut, 
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sewn or otherwise fabricated by hand in the cottage 
industry. They are limited to the products enumerated 
below and such other items as may be agreed upon from 


time to time. 


List of Pakistan Items 


Shisha Embroidered Dresses - A traditional mirror 
embroidery on plain, printed or striped material, 
worn by the people of Sind and Baluchistan. 
Short, medium or long in length according to the 
areas from which they come. 

Dastkari Kurta and/or Gharara - A Kurta is a 

type of halter biouse worn with the Gharara. A 
Gharara is a traditional form of the pajama worn 
by ladies of the Moghul courts. Each leg of 

the Gharara measures about one yard across the 
bottom opening. Both made of cotton material 
with multi-colored eabroidery and with drawstrings 
at the top and waist, in the tradition of the 
Moghul Kings. 

Multani Kurat - Crochet worked shorts or long 
tunic worn by the peasants in Panjab. Crocheted 


work located at the neck and front and has 


triangular inserts at the armpits. 

















mbroidered Kurta - Type of shirts or loose 
tunic worn throughout Pakistan over loose 
trousers. Is embroidered in different colors. No. 13" 
Adapted from Angarkha by King Ahmad Shah Abdali. 
Worn short or long and has triangular inserts at 
the armpits. 
5. Multani Choli - (If in part of set) Fitted 
blouse worn with either a Lungi (i.e., a scarf) 
or Sari in Punjab and Sind. Choli is embroidered 
in different colors or hand printed, tied either 
in front or back. 
6. Killi Kurta - Kurta of heavy fabric with patchworked 
decorations appliqued py hand, worn by the women 
of Sind. 
Ve Burga - Loose tunic or dress with hood attached 
worn by ladies when going out of the house. Worn 
as outer covering and often gaily embroidered or 


hand printed. 
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8. Quetta Jackets - Loose vest worn over Kurta by men 
and women. Made either of printed material or 
of embroidered material with mirrors on plain 
colors. 

9. Ghagra - Ankle length, loose fitting skirt with 
Grawstrings around the waist or hooks worn with 
either a fitted or loose choli, with traditional 


colors embroidered o® hand printed. Worn in the 





Tharparkar area of Sind. 

~~ 10. Batwa - (Drawstring pouches, bags, purses and 
String bags). Accessories for all Pakistani 
dresses for carrying betel nuts and other personal 


things. Gaily printed or hand embroidered or 


with mirrors, or made with colored strinc. 
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12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


' in handloom or hand-blocked material with a hood 


a 2S ww 


Shindi Julaba - Very loose ankle length garment 


attached, with tie string at V opening in neck 
and side slits at lower part extending to lower 
hem. Worn with or without hood in the villages 


of Sind and can also be embroidered. 





Izarban - Cotton belt in multi-colored continuous 
lengths of unwoven threads. 

Baluchi Kameez - Embroidered top worn by the women 
of Baluchistan over Shalwar or Turkish trousers. 
Flared tunic with extra wide sleeves tapering. 
Cotton Embroidered Kaftan in the traditional 
embroidery of Multan, Makran, Derz Ghazi Khan and 
Nuchki. Long, loose fitting dress with embroidery 
around top and bottom with side slits of about 

18 inches to the lower hen. 

Cholistan Kurta - Colorful striped, heavy, unbleached 
fabric worn by the camel drivers of the Cholistan 
Desert with stand up collar band and sleeves made 
into the body of the garment. 

Chilaf - Embroidered decorative tublar case 

open at both ends with drawstring enclosures. 
Dupatta - (If in part of a set) Long scarf about 

4 feet or more long and three feet or more wide 

of thin cotton fabr-s with colorful design worn 

by women to cover the head. 

Cimmerband - Antique and embroidered wide 


belts worn around the waist, with heavy mirrored 


embroidery. 
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4 
EMBASSY OF PAFISTAN 
a” WASHINGTON, D.C. 
. 


AMBASSADOR OF PAKISTAN 





PAKISTAN NOTE 


ee 





March 1l, 1982 


Excellency, 


I have the honour to refer to your note of 
March 9, 1982, proposing an Agreement relating to trade 
in cotton textiles and textile products between the 
Government of Pakistan and the Government of the 
United States of America. 

I confirm on behalf of the Government of 
Pakistan that the proposal contained in your note is 
acceptable to my government, and that your note and 
this note in reply constitute an Agres™#nt between 
our two Governments. 


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurance: 


my highest consideration. 


a 
A, J 
"ls 
LMA. 
( Ejaz Azim ) 


The Honorable 
Alexander M,. Haiuy, Jr. 
Secretary of State, 
Washington D.C. 
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PRESS 


PARTMENT OF STATE 


UNITED STATES 41ND BRAZIL 
SIGN BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Brazil exchanged notes dated 
March 31, 1982 to effect a new Agreement relating to Trade 
in Cotton and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile Products. 
The texts of the notes follow: 


UNITED STATES NOTE 





March 31, 1982 


His Excellency 
Antonio F. Azeredo “2 Silveira, 
Brazilian Ambo? :dor. 


Excellency: 

I have the honor to refer to the Arrangement regarding 
International Trade in Textiles, with Annexes, done at Geneva 
on December 20, 1973, and extended by the Protocols adopted 
respectively on December 14, 1977 and December 22, 1981 at 


Geneva (hereinafter refefred to as the Arrangement). I have 


#/TEX - Roger Freeman (202)632-2777 


For further information contact: 


i 354 
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also the honor to refer to discussions between representatives 
of the Government of the United States of America and the 
Government of the Federative Republic of Brazil held in Rio 
de Janeiro from February 15 to February 19, 1982, concerning 
exports of cotton and man-made fiber textiles and textile 
products from Brazil to the United States of America. As a 
result of those discussions and in conformity with Articles 4 
and 6 of the Arrangement, I have the honor to propose the 
following Agreement relating to Trade in Cotton and Man-Made 
Fiber Textiles and Textile Products bet: en the Government 
of the Federative Republic of Brazil and the Government of 


the United States of America. 


> “—<—— 


1. The term of this Acreement shall be the three-year 
period from April 1, 1982 tPrough March 31, 1985. Each 
"Agreement Period" shall be the twelve month period from 
April 1 to March 31, with the first Agreement Period 


commencing on April 1, 19?? and ending on March 31, 1983. 


2. Textiles and textile products covered by this 


Agreement shall be classified in three groups, as follows: 





Group Definition 
I : Yarn and fabric textile products of 


~tton (Categories 300-320). 
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II Apparel, made-up goods, and miscel- 
laneous textile products of cotton 


(Categories 330-369). 


III Man-made fiber textiles and textile 


products (Categories 600-669). 


The determination of whether a textile or textile product 
is of cotton or man-made fiber shall be made in accordance 
with the terms of paragraph 11. The categories referred to in 


the above definitions of groups are summarized in Annex A. 


3. (a) The system of categories and the rates of conver- 
Sion into square yards equivalent listed in Annex A shall apply 


in implementing this Agreement. 
® 
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(b) For purposes of this Agreement, and in recognition 


Cle 


of the patterns of trade of the Federative Republic of Brazil 


with the United States of America, the categories below are 
merged and treated as a single category, as indicated, with a 


designated consultation level as sét out in Annex C. 


Categories Merged Designation in Agreement 








300, 301 300/301 
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For purposes of computing charges to Aggregate, Group and 
Specific Limits for the categories cited above, rates of conver- 
sion for individual categories set out in Annex A shall be 


applied. 


4. Commencing with the first Agreement Period and 
during the subsequent term of this Agreement, the Federative 
Republic of Brazil shall limit annual exports from Brazil to 
the United States of America of cotton and man-made fiber 
textiles and textile products to the Aggregate, Group and 
Specific Limits set out in Annex B, as such Limits may be 
adjusted in accordance with paragraphs 8, 9 and 10. The 
Limits set out in Annex B do not include any adjustments 
permitted under paragraphs 8, 9 and 10. The Aggregate, 
Group and Specific Limits shall be increased in the Second 
and Third Agreement Period by seven percent annually, as 


shown in Annex B. 


5S. (a) Within the Group Limits, exports of cotton 
textiles and textile products in individual categories 
without Specific Limits shall be subject to category consulta- 
tion levels. Except as specified in Annex C, the annual 
consultation levels for cotton categories not given Specific 
Limits shall be 1,000,000 square yards equivalent for each 
non-apparel category and 700,000 square yards equivalent for 
each apparel category. Man-made fiber categories not 
specified in Annex C and net given Specific Limits shall be 


subject to the consultation mechanism specified in paragraph 


6. 
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, (b) In the event the Government of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil wishes to export to the United States 
of America textile products in excess of the applicable 
consultation levels, the Government of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil shall request the higher levels. The 
Government of the United States of America shall consider 
the request sympathetically. The Government of the United 
States of America shall respond promptly, and will meet in 


Washington, D.C. no later than 30 days following the date of 


‘the receipt of the Brazilian request and resolve the issue 


within 30 days following the date of the initial meeting. 

If the Government of the ¢nited States of America is unable 
to comply fully because of problems of market disruption, as 
Gefined in Annex A of the Arrangement, in the United States 
of America, in a category subject to such request, the 


Government of the United States of America will so inform 


the Government of the Federative Republic of Brazil. The 
Government of the United States of America will supply data 
which form the basis of the position taken by the United 
States of America. Until a mutually satisfactory change in 
the consultation level of the category in question is 
established, shipments shall not exceed the existing consulta- 


tion level. 


6. (a) In the event that the Government of the 
United States of America believes that imports of man-made 
fiber textiles or textile preducts from the Federative 


Republic of Brazil, in any category or categories not 


covered by Specific Limits, Designated Consultation Levels 
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or Minimum Consultation Levels are, due to market disruption, 


or the threat thereof, as defined in Annex A of the Arrangement, 





, threatening the orderly development of trade between the two 


countries, the Government of the United States of America 





may request consultations with the Government of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil with a view to easing or avoiding such 
market disruption. The Government of the United States of 

; America will provide the Government of the Federative Republic 


- of Brazil, at the time of the request, with a statement of 


Sen fe ea. 


reasons for its request for consultations which, in the view 


eye oy 


of the Government of the United States, will demonstrate: 


ee ee 


(1) the existence or the threat of market disruption 


ea 


as defined in Annex A of the Arrangement; and 


a 


a Wee 


(2) the role of exports from the Federative Republic 
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(b) Consultations under this paragraph will not be 
requested for any category when imports from Brazil in such cate- 
gory are at annual levels less than 1,000,000 square yards equiv- 


alent for each category other than apparel and 700,000 square 


ad 


yards equivalent for each apparel category. 
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(c) The Government of the Federative Republic of Brazil 
agrees to consult with the Government of the United States of 
America within 30 days of receipt of the request for consulta- 
tions. Both sides agree to make every effort to reach agreement 
on a mutually satisfactory resolution of the issue within 90 
days of the receipt of the request, unless this period is 


extended by mutual agreement. 


(d) During the 90-day period, the Government of the 
Federative Republic of Brazil agrees to hold its exports to the 
United States in the category or categories subject to these 
consultations to a level no greater than 35 percent of the 
amount entered, as reported in U.S. General Import statistics, 
during the first twelve of the most recent fourteen months 
preceding the month in which the request for consultations was 


made. 


(e) If no mutually satisfactory solution is 
reached during these consultations, the Government of the 
United States may establish a Specific Limit for the category 
Or categories concerned. The Specific Limit will not be less 
than the amount of the imports concerned, as reported in 
U.S. General Import statistics, which wee entered during the 
first twelve of the most recent fourteen months preceding 
the month in which the request for consultations was made, 
plus 20 percent for all man-made fiber product categories. 
The Specific Limit established by this sub-paragraph may be 
combined with the Limit established by sub-paragraph 6(d), 
at the discretion of the Government of the United States of 


America. 








(f) A Specific Limit established under sub- 
paragraph 6(e) will be effective on the first day following 
the conclusion of the “consultation period”. If a Specific 
Limit is established during an Agreement Period, the Specific 
Limit and any available swing will be prorated to correspond 


to the number of months remaining in the existing Agreement 





§ Period. Full carryforward will be available except in the 

t last Agreement perio¢c as provided by paragraph 10. Carryover 
< 4 will not be available in the first Agreement Period following 
? ' the request for consultations. For the second and each 

eB] succeeding Agreement Period, the Specific Limit will be 

Ss" . increased by 7 percent annual growth for all man-made 

3ei fiber products. 

2] 

2, (g) The Government of the United States of America 
ee may assist the Government of the Federative Republic of 

oo Brazil in implementing the provisions of this consultation 
g2 mechanism. Exports in excess of authorized limits for any 


> ae 


Period, if allowed entry into the United States, will be 


charged to the applicable limit for the succeeding Period. 


7. (a) Exports from Brazil in excess of authorized 
limits in any Agreement Period may be denied entry into the 
United States. Any such shipments denied entry may be 
permitted entry into the United States in the succeeding 


Agreement Period and charged to the applicable limit in that 


Agreement Period. 
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(b) Exports from Brazil in excess of authorized 
limits in any Agreement Period will, if allowed entry into 
the United States during that Agreement Period, be charged 


to the applicable limit in the succeeding Agreement Period. 


(c) Any action taken pursuant to sub-paragraph 7 
(a) and 7 (b) above, will not prejudice the rights of either 


side regarding consultations. 


8. During any Agreement Period and within the Aggregate 
Limit for such Agreement Period, the Group Limits set out 
in Annex B applicable to such Agreement Period may be 
exceeded by not more than 15 percent in the case of Group I, 


and bv not more than 7 percent in the case of Group II 


(swing), provided that a corresponding reduction is made in 


the remaining Group Limits during the same Agreement Period. 


9. During any Agreement Period, and within the Aggregate 
and applicable Group Limits for such Agreement Period, as 
they may be adjusted pursuant to paragraphs 8 and 10, the 
Specific Limits set out in Annex B, and categories converted 
to Specific Limits pursuant to paragraph 6 (e), or any other 
categories converted to Specific Limits may be exceeded by 
not more than 10 percent if included in Group I and non-apparel 


categories included in Group III, and 7 percent if included 


in Group II and apparel categories included in Group III. 
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10. (a) In any Agreement Period, in addition to any 
adjustments pursuant to paragraphs 8 and 9, exports may 
exceed, by a maximum of 11 percent, the Aggregate Limit and 
any Group or Specific Limit by allocating to such limit for 
that Agreement Period an unused portion of the corresponding 
limit for the previous Agreement Period ("Carryover"), or a 
portion of the corresponding limit for the succeeding 
Agreement Period ("Carryforward") subject to the following 


conditions: 


(b) Carryover may be utilized as available up to 
11 percent of the receiving Agreement Period's applicable 
limit. No carryover shall be available for application 


during the first Agreement Period. 


(c) Carryforward may be utilized up to § percent 


of the receiving Agreement Period's applicable limits. 


(4) Carryforward used shall be charged against the 
immediately following Agreement Period's corresponding 
limits. No carryforward shall be available for application 


in the final Agreement Period. 


(e) The combination of carryover and carry forward 


may not exceed 11 percent of the receiving Period’s appli- 


cable limits in any Agreement Period. 








(f) 


Por purposes of this Agreement, a shortfall 


occurs when exports of textiles or textile products from 


Brazil to the United States of America during an Agreement 


Period are below the Aggregate Limit and any applicable 
Group Limit or Specific Limit. In the Agreement Period 


following the shortfall, such exports from Brazil to the 


re 7 — 


(1) 


koe ® 


(14) 
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(iv) 





United States of America may be permitted to exceed the 
Aggregate, Group ané Specific Limits subject to the conditions 


of sub-paragraph 10 (a) by carryover of shortfalis in the 


following manner: 


Carryover to any Aggregate, Group or &pecific 
Limit shall not exceed the amount of shortfall 


available in the Aggregate Limit, any applicable 
Group Limit or Specific Limit. 


In the case of shortfall in a category subject 
to a Specific Limit, the shortfall shall be used 


in the category in which the shortfall occurred. 


In the case ‘of shortfall in a Group Limit, the 


carryover shall be used in the same Group in 


which the shortfall occurred. 


The Aggregate Limit or any applicable Group or 
Specific Limit in which the shortfall occurred 


shall be decreased by the amount used to exceed 


the following Period's limit. 











(g) The limits referred to in this paragraph sre 
without any sdéjustment under this paragraph, or paragraphs 





8 ané 9. The totsel séjustment under this paragraph shell be 
in aédition to adjustments to the limits permitted by 
paragraphs 8 and 9. 





(bh) The Government of the United States may apply 
acjustments under this paragraph to any Specific Limit 
whenever that séjustrent appears sppropriste to far.ilitate 
the flow of trade ané the sound aséministration of the 
Agreement. To the extent that such adjustments are sctvually 
utilized, they will be implemented by means of carryover ané 
carryforwardé, in that order. Any unused caerryforwaré will 
be re-credédited to the following period's limit. This 
procedure will not prejudice the outcome of any consultations 
that may be held between our Governments concerning the 


amounts of availabie carryover anéd carryforward. 
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11, (#8) Tops, yarnt, piece goods, made-up articles, 
garments, and other textile manufactured products, al11 being 
products which derive their chief characteristics from 
their textile components of cotton or man-made fibers, or 
blends thereof, in which any or all cf those fibers in 


combination represent either the chief value of the fibers, 


or 50 percent or more by weight of the products, are subject 


to this Agreement. 
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(b) For the purposes of this Agreement, textile 
products shall be classified as cotton or man-mace fiber 
textiles if wholly or in chief value of any of these fibers. 


Any products covered by sub-paragraph 11 (a) but noc in 
chief value of cotton or man-made fiber shall be classified 


(4) Cotton textiles if containing 50 percent 
or more by weight of cotton, or if the 
co-ton component exceeds by weight the wool 
and/or the man-made fiber component; and 


(ii) Man-made fiber textiles if the foregoing does 
not apply and if wool equals less than 17 


percent by weight. 


12. In conformity with Article 8 of the Arrangement, 
the Government of the Federative Republic of Brazil and the 
Government of the United States of America shall cooperate 
to avoid circumvention of the Agreement. Any actions with a 
view to avoid circumvention shall comply with the provisions 
established in paragraph 14 of the Protocol of December 22, 


1981 extending the MPA (Document - GATT L/5276). 


13. Mutually satisfactory administrative arrangements 
or adjustments may be made to resolve minor problems arising 


in the implementation of this Agreement, including differences 


in points of procedure or operation. 
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14. (a) The Government of the United States of America 
shall promptly supply the Government of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil with data on monthly imports of cotton 
ané man-made fiber textiles and textile products into the 


United States of America from Brazil. 


reign 


(b) The Government of the Federative Republic of 


Brazil shall promptly supply the Government of the United 


oven tae 


States of America with data on monthly exports of cotton and 


man-made fiber textiles and textile products from Brazil to 


» 1982" 


eee er ee he ea a 


the United States of America. 


(c) Each Government agrees to supply promptly 
any other available statistical data necessary to the 


implementation of this Agreement requested by the other 


We: VAS + 


Government. 
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15. The Government of the Federative Republic of 
Brazil shall use its best efforts to space exports from 
Brazil to the U;*ited States of America within each category 


evenly throughout each Agreement Pericd, taking into consider- 


ation normal seasonal factors. 
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16. If the Federative Republic of Brazil considers 
that, as a result of limitations specified in this Agreement, 
it is being placed in an inequitable position in relation to 
a third country, the Government of the Federative Republic 
of Brazil may request consultations with the Government of 


the United States of America with a view to taking appropriate 


remedial actions such as reasonable modification of this 


Agreement. 


17. For the duration of this Agreement, the Government 


of the United States of America shall not invoke the procedures 
of Article 3 of the Arrangement to request restraint on the 
export of cotton and man-made fiier textiles and textile 
products from Brazil to the United States. The Government 

of the United States of America and the Government of the 
Federative Republic of Brazil reserve their rights under the 


Arrangement with respect to textiles and textile products 


not subject to this Agreement. 


The Federative Republic of Brazil shall administer 
The Government 


18. 


its export control system under this Agreement. 
of the United States of America may assist the Federative 
Republic of Brazil in implementing the provisions of this 


Agreement by control ing imports of textiles and textile 


products covered by this Agreement. 
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19. The visa system, effective on June 20, 1972, 
between the Government of the United States of America and 
the Government of the Federative Republic of Brazil will 


remain in force subject to paragraph 13, and will be extended 





gn 


to cover man-made fiber products covered by this Agreement. 


20. The Government of the United States of America and 
the Government of the Federative Republic of Brazil agree to 
consult upon the request of the other on any question 


arising in the implementation of this Agreement. 


21. The Government of the United States of America and 


SONAR yall ci RE ig? ARE Laoag Cate a Ra 


the Government of the Federative Republic of Brazil may, at 
any time, propose revisions in the terms of this Agreement. 


Each agrees to consult promptly with the other about such 
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proposals with a view to making such revisions to this 
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Agreement, or taking such other appropriate action as may be 





mutually agreed upon. 


22. Either Government may terminate this Agreement, 
effective at the end of any Agreement Period, by written 
notice to the other, to be given at least 90 days prior to 


the end of such Agreement Period. 
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If the foregoing conforms with the understanding of the 
Government of the Federative Republic of Brazil, this note 
and Your Excellency'‘s note of confirmation on behalf of the 
Government of the Federative Republic of Brazil shall 


constitute an Agreement between our two Governments. 


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my highest 


consideration. 


For the Secretary of State: 


L Shade 




















ANNEX A 









Category Description . Conversion Unit of 
Factor Measure 
YARN 
--Cotton 
300 Carded «4.6 Lb. 
4 301 Combed 4.6 Lb. 
2 --Man-made Fiber 
= 
s 600 Textured 3.5 Lb. 
; 
g 601 Cont. cellulosic 5.2 Lb. 
cw 
-2 602 Cont. noncellulosic 11.6 Lb. 
| 
> | 603 Spun cellulosic 3.4 Lb. 
1S) 
qo 604 Spun noncellulosic 4.1 Lb. 
2 
=> VU 
> = 605 Other yarns 3.5 Lb. 
j 
ow 
- oI FABRIC 
of 
@ & 
-o ----Cotton 
a> 
o- 310 Ginghams 1.0 SYD 
vo 
& 311 Velveteens 1.0 SYD 
312 Corduroy 1.0 SYD 
313 Sheeting 1.0 SYD 
314 Broadclott 1.0 SYD 
315 Printcloths 1.0 SYD 
316 Shirtings 1.0 SYD 
317 Twills and Sateens 1.0. SYD 
318 Yarn-dyed 1.0 SYD 
319 Duck 1.0 SYD 
320 Other Fabrics, n.k. 1.0 SYD 


M and B = Men's ana Boys’ 
W, G, and I = Women's, Girls’, and Infants 


n.k. = not Knit 





1 -S74 








OO 


° = 19 - Nu. & a 
Category Description Conversion Unit of 
Factor Measure 


--Man-Made fiber 


610 Cont. cellulosic, n.k. 1.0 SYD 























611 Spun cellulosic, n.k. 1.0 SYD 
612 Cont. noncellulosic, n.k. 1.0 SYD 
: | 613 Spun Noncellulosic, n.k. 1.0 SYD 
= 614 Other fabrics, n.k., 1.0 SYD 
ec | 
s 625 Knit 7.8 Lb. 
i 
g ; 626 Pile and tufted 1.0 SYD 
=: 
at} 627 Specialty 7.8 Lb. 
So” 
Swe APPAREL 
oe 
> = 
— 4 é --Cotton 
So 
“8s 330 Handkerchiefs 1.7 Dz. 
be 
® 331 Gloves 3.5 DPR 
oe 
eS 332 Hosiery 4.6 DPR 
2 >) 
a= 333 Suit-type coats, M 36.2 Dz. 
vo and B 
a* 
| 334 Other coats, M and B 41.3 Dz. 
4 
335 Coats, W, G anc I 41.3 Dz. 
336 Dresses (incl. -niforms) 45.3 Dz. 
337 Playsuits, Sunsvits, 25.0 Dz. 
Washsuits, Creepers 
33e Knit shirts, (inc. T- 
shirts, other ind 
sweatshirts) ™ --d B 7.2 Dz. 
339 Knit shirts énc tlouses 
incl. T-Shirts, ther 
sweatshirts) W, © and I 7.2 Dz. 
340 Shirts, n.k. 24.0 Dz. 
341 Blouses, n.k. 14.5 Dz. 
342 Skirts 17.8 Dz. 
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Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


RII ce UY ay OAR Nm SNR RN CRN AREER ey ttl SU 


“Declassified for Publication in American 





Category 


345 
347 


348 


349 
350 


351 


352 


353 


354 


359 


- 20 - 


Description 


Sweaters 


Trousers, slacks, and 
shorts (outer) M and B 


Trousers, Slacks and 
shorts (outer) W, G 
and I 


Brassieres, etc. 
Dressing gowns, incl. 
bathrobes, and beach 


house coats, and 
Gusters 


Pajamas and other 
nichtwear 


Underwear (incl. union 
suits) 


Down feather-filled 


coats, jackets and vests, 


M and B 


Down feather-filled 


coats, jackets and vests, 


W, G and I 


Other apparel 


-~-Man-made Fiber 


630 
631 
632 


633 


634 


635 


636 
637 


638 


Handkerchiefs 
Gloves 


Hosiery 


Suit-type Coats, 
M and B 


Other Coats, ” 16 B 
Coats, W, G énc 
Dresses 


Playsuits, Suns::its, 
Washsuits, etc. 


Knit Shirts, (i..cl. T- 
shirts), M énd = 


No. 13° 
Conversion Unit of 
Factor Measure 
36.8 Dz. 
17.8 . Dz. 
17.8 Dz. 
4.8 Dz. 
51.0 Dz. 
52.0 Dz. 
11.0 Dz. 
41.3 Dz. 
41.3 Dz. 
4.6 Lbs. 
1.7 Dz. 
3.5 DPR. 
4.6 DPR. 
36.2 Dz. 
41.3 Dz. 
41.3 Dz. 
45.3 Dz. 
21.3 Dz. 
18.0 Dz. 





- 21- No. 135 





Category Description Conversion Unit of 
Factor Measure 
2 639 Knit Shirts and 
, blouses (Incl. T- 15.0 Dz. 
shirts), W, G and I 
& 640 Shirts, n.k. 24.0 Dz. 
; 641 Blouses, n.k. 14.5 Dz. 
< 642 Skirts 17.8 Dz. 
F 3 643 Suits, M and B 54.0 Dz. 
: 
EQ 644 Suits, W, G and I 54.0 Dz. 
f= 4] 
5° 645 Sweaters, M and B 36.8 Dz. 
- vw 
25 646 Sweaters, W, G and I 36.8 Dz. 
So | 647 Trousers, slacks, and 
8 shorts (outer), Mand B_ 17.8 Dz. 
ec 
3? 648 Trousers, slacks and 
3: shorts (outer), W, G 17.8 Dz. 
he and I 
ao 
=e 649 Brassieres, etc. 4.8 Dz. 
vo 
& 4 650 Dressing gowns, . 
| incl. bath and beach 51.0 Dz. 
robes 
651 Pajamas and other night- 
wear 52.0 Dz. 
652 Underwear 16.0 Dz. 
653 Down feather-filled 
coats, jackets and vests, 
M and B 41.3 Dz. 
654 Down feather-filled 
coats, jackets and vests, 
W, G and I 41.3 Dz. 
659 Other Apparel 7.8 Lb. 
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MADE-UPS AND MISC. 
--Cotton 
360 Pillowcases 1,1 No. 
361 Sheets 6.2 No. 
362 Bedspreads and Quilts 6.2 No. 
& 363 Terry and other pile 
a towels 0.5 No. 
2 
e 369 Other cotton manu- 
hx} factures 4.6 Lb. 
t 
g j --Man-made Fiber 
£3) 
5) 665 Floor Coverings 0.1 SFT. 
° 
22) 666 Other Furnishings 7.8 Lb. 
Vv ¢ 
= / 669 Other man-made manu- 
S37 ‘ 7.8 Lb 
a3. factures . . 
= 
fee 
of 
St) 
¥o) 
“ae 
=o 
(S] 
aé 


a en 


* Excluding TSUSA Numbers 706.2045, 706.2700, 706.2840 and 
706.2850 
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Annex B 
| —B Category Description Unit 4/1/82 4/1/83 4/1/84 
3/3/83 3/31/84 3/31/85 
p Aggregate SYE 171,083,370 183,059,200 195,873,340 
* 
rs Group I Cotton Yarn and 
, Pabrics SYE 133,564,990 142,914,530 152,918,540 
) + 
‘ 313 Sheeting SYD 24,500,000 26,215,000 28,050,050 
3 
2 
° 317 Twill and Sateen SYD 9,100,000 9,737,000 10,418,590 
319 Duck SYD 7,000,000 7,490,000 8,014,300 
Group II Apparel, Macde-up 


Goods, and Miscel- 


laneous Textiles 


Products of Cotton  SYE 37,518,380 40,144,670 42,954,800 
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Category 
300/301 
314 
315 
318 

320 

334 

335 
337 

339 

347 


ANNEX C 


Designated Consultation Levels 


No. 


135 





Description 





Yarn, Carded and Combed 
Poplin and Broadcloth 
Printcloth 

Yarn-dyed Fabrics, n.e.s. 
Woven Fabrics, Other 
Other Coats, MB 

Coats, WGI 

Playsuits 

Knit Shirts, Blouses, WGI 
Trousers, MB 

Trousers, WGI 

Dressing Cowns 

Other Cotton Apparel 
Terry Towels 

Other Cotton Manufactures 


Floor Coverings 


Fabric, Non-cellulosic, n.k. 


Fabric, Other, n.k. 


Quantity 


33,000,000 
1,500,000 
12,000,000 
1,500,000 


4,000,000 & 


2,000,000 


2,000,000 | 
2,300,000 & 


1,900,000 
2,509,000 


2,100,000 & 


2,000,000 
1,000,000 


5,000,000 § 
2,500,000 & 


3,400,000 
5,000,000 
3,000,000 


SYE 


DYE 
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Washington, D.C., March 31 ,1982. 





Excellency: 


» 1982" 


I have the honor to refer to your Note of March 31,1982, 
proposing an agreement relating to trade in cotton, and man-made fiber 
textiles and textile products between Brazil and the United States of 
America. 


4 2%. 


I confirm on behalf of the Goverrment of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil that the proposal contained in your Note is accept- 
able to my Government, and that your Note and this Note in reply con - 
stitute an agreement between our two governments. 

Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my 
highest consideration. 
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The Honorable 
Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 


Secretary of State 
Washington, D.C. 
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April 20, 1982 
No. 136 


~ 


STATEMENT BY ALEXANDER M, HAIG, JR. 
TO THE AMERICAN PRES: 
SUNDAY, APRIL 18, 1982, 1:45 p.m, 


ey 


Secretary ‘laig's statement to the American press 
during a photo opportunity at 1:45, Sunday, April 18, 1992. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what do you expect out the 
next stage of the negotiations here? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think we are continuing to talk, 
we're continuing to work, more than that I can’t 
gay characterization...value (inaudible) 


QUESTION: How long are you prepared to continue, 
the way you have been going? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think all of us can be 
thankful that the effort is still underway and as 

lone as it is underway... there is no other alternative 
(inaudible) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a twoepart aurstion on 

one subject: How close are the Arge.rines to invoking 
the Treaty of Rio. And second, do U.S. commitments 

to Great Britain take precedence over the Treaty of 
Rio? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it's too early to say 
and I can't speak for the Argentine Government on the 
Rio Treaty. There are a number of complications 

in that it would raise questions as to whether it was 
appropriate for (Qnaudible) to invoke the Rio Treaty. 

I would not care to so beyond that in the context 

of our longestanding obligations to Great 3ritain 
which are well known and seriously taken (inaudible), 


For further informatian contact: 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, another two-part question: 
Is there any indication that either the Argentines 
or the British are willing to compromise in any way 
over the question of sovereignty? And secondly, when 
you leave here do you plan to go to Washington or to 
London? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, the question of sovereignty 

it seems to me is best not raised in the context of the 
current crisis. There are differing views on both 
sides... Clearly. It's a subject for perhaps nego- 
tiation later... It's too early to say whether 

we are going to go from here to Washington to report 
President Reagan. I've stayed in very close touch from 
the outset of this, received his instructions daily 
(inaudible). It's still too early to say, to answer 
that question, perhaps tomorrow or later (inaudible) 


QUESTION: If I could just follow that sir, you said 
that sovereignty is best discussed later. Does that 
mean that it is not being discussed now? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, it clearly has an impact on the whole 
conduct of the discussion. 


QUESTION: Are the British conscious that the Argentinians 
intend to remain on the island dead or alive at any 
price? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I can't speak for the British on 
this subject and I can't speak for the Argentinians, 
they're capable of speaking for themselves. 

















ae 
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No. 137 
° REMARKS BY 


THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
UPON EXITING SHERATON HOTEL 
Buenos Aires, Argentina 
April 18, 1982 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, it's been about twenty-four 
hours since we've had any news. Could you give us some 
idea of how the talks are going? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, Mr. Vanocur, we're continuing 
to work the problem with all the effort that a situation 
of this seriousness demands. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you've had some moments when 
you were going, and you're staying now. What has 
caused you to have these ups and downs in these 
negotiations. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Oh, I.think it's typical of difficult 
problems of this kind and we're just continuing to 
work. 


QUESTION: Could you give us any idea where the issue 
of sovereignty stands right now? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it serves no purpose to have 
this session here. I've been in close touch with the 
President and we're just going to continue to do our 

work. 


QUESTION: Do you feel that any progress has been made 
at all, any progress? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not going to describe one of the 
sessions... 


QUESTION: What do you feel atout the members of the 
ruling Junta being brought into the negotiations. What's 
the significance of that? 


Far fesr ther information corteac 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't apply any significance or 
any lack of significance. 


QUESTION: As a former military man? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. 


QUESTION: All right; thank you sir. 
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MEXICAN-AMERICAN BUSINESS VISA RECIPROCITY 


The Governments of the United States and Mexico recently 
completed the second in a series of meetings to discuss 
consular cooperation between the two countries. The purpose of 
the meetings is to review and recommend measures to facilitate 
the legal movement of Americans and Mexicans across our common 
border. The meetings are a part of an innovative joint effort 
to address the growing foreign policy importance of consular 
relations between Mexico and the United States. There are, for 
example, more than 200 million legal crossings over our common 
border annually. 


The talks are creating progress. A particular point of 
interest is the mutual liberalization of visa requirements for 
American and Mexican business visitors seeking to do business 
in Mexico and the United States. Effective as of April 5, 
1982, the Government of Mexico permits American citizen 
visitors multiple entries into Mexico for a period of 180 days 
for the purposes of business and tourism. There is no charge 
for the visa. On April 15, 1982 the Department of State 
reciprocated by authorizing the issuance of American business 
visas (B-1) for indefinite validity, gratis, to Mexican 
nationals bearing Mexican Federal passports. The mutual 
relaxation of. business visa requirements should result in 
easier and increased commercial activity between the two 
countries. Requests for further information should be directed 
to James Webb, Jr., Department of State, Bureau of Consular 
Affairs, Washington, D.C. 20520. Mr. Webb may be reached on 
(202) 632-6326. 
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No. 139 
DEPARTURE STATEMENT 


BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
EZEIZA AIRPORT, ARGENTINA 
APRIL 19, 1982, 4:40 pm 


Ladies and Gentlemen: 


Before leaving I have a brief formal departure statement 
to make. On Thursday, when I returned to Buenos Aires I 
brought with me new ideas which provided the tasis for my 
very intensive meetings with the leadership of the Arqentine 
Government. Others have been develoned here. In these more 
than three days of very detailed talks there has been a further 
identification and refinement of the Argentine vosition. 
We have now finished this stage of our work. I am making the 
results available to the British Government, and I am returning 
to Washington to report to the President. We continue to 
believe firmly in the urgent necessity for a dinlomatic solution 
to the South Atlantic crisis based on Security Council Resolution 
502 and censistent with the vorincivles and the purnoses of the 
United Natjons Charter. These are the aquidelines we have 
followed since the outset of our effort. And I am more 
convinced than ever that war in the South Atlantic would 
be the greatest of traqedies, and that time is, indeed, 
running Out. Thank you. 


For turther imformation contact 
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April 21, 1982 
No. 140 


STATEMENT BY Sepia fe 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
AFTER MEETING WITH 
VENEZUELAN FOREIGN MINISTER ZAMBRANO 
Caracas, Venezula, April 19, 1982 


Mr. Zambrano and I have just had a detailed 
exchange of views on the situation in the South 
Atlantic. I told the Minister, on the question 
of Buenos Aires, that we went to Buenos Aires at the 
invitation of the Government of Argentina with some 
new ideas with which to deal in accordance with United 
Nations Security Council Resolution 502. We had 
detailed exchanges there; we received some additional 
views and ideas from the Government of Argentina which 
we have transmitted to London. We're in the process 


of having completed that stage of the activity we've 


‘been involved in and I will now return to Washington 
to discuss the situation with President Reagan and 
to await further developments. 


QUESTION: Do you view a possible Argentine call for 
an OAS meeting as a positive or negative sign? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't want to comment on whether it 
is a positive or a negative sign. I think the Argentine 
Government has been considering such a ste s for a 
considerable period. It remains to be seen. 


QUESTION: Why did you stop in Caracas twice? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Clearly this is the place to stop 
for refueling of the aircraft. It provided also a 
very convenient opportunity to exchange views with my 
colleague Mr. Zambrano on the situation. And I 


For further information << <pes tact. 
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must say I noted with some interest the speculation 

that followed our initial discussion here on my last 
leg. Some of the speculation was totally devoid of 

any basis in fact. 


We had no discussions about anything at that time 
other than the situation in the South Atlantic; plus 
some other discussions about our mutual concerns about 
the situation in Central America. So I am somewhat 
puzzled and surprised to see that speculation here. 
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As part of National Consumer Week, the State Department 
has invited United States Trade Representative William Brock, 
Assistant Secretary Robert Hormats, and William Niskanen, 
Member of the Council of Fconomic Advisors, to speak on 
Tuesday, April 27 beginning at 2:15 p.m. in the Dean Acheson 
Auditorium. The topic is the International Fconomy and the 
Consumer. The press is welcome to attend. There will be a 


Question and Answer period with each speaker. Space may be 
limited. 
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+ PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D. C. OF, # 
HIS EXCELLENCY MOHAMED MZALI, PRIME MINISTER OF TUNISIA, =~ @ 


Monday, April 26 





Foreign 


8:00 p.m. 
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4:00 p.m. 
5:30 p.m. 
6:00 p.m. 


For further information contact: 





April 26-30, 1982 


His Excellency Mohamed Mzali, Prime M: iister 
of Tunisia and his party arrive Blair douse 
via motorcade from Princeton University, 
Princeton, New Jersey. 

| go-- 


' Private evening. 


Prime Minister Mzali will have a Breakfast- 
Meeting with Mr. Alden W. Clausen, President 
International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development. 


Prime Minister Mzali will meet with the 
following at Blair House: 


The Honorable Caspar Weinberger, Secretary 
of Defense, followed by lunch at close of 
the meeting. 


The Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., 
Secretary of State. 


The Honorable James Buckley, Under Secretary 
of State for Security Assistance, Science 
and Technology. 


Mr. Jacques de Larosiere, Chairman of the 
Board and Managing Director of the International 
Monetary Fund. 


The Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., will 
host a reception in honor of His Excellencv 
Mohamed Mzali, Prime Minister of Tunisia, 
at the Department of Stace. 


Dress: Business suit. 
Private dinner and evening. 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632-0685 








Wednesday, April 28 





9:00 a.m. 


10:30 a.m. 
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11:45 a.m. 


4:00 p.m. 


5:30 p.m. 


Thursday, April 29 





11:30 a.m. 
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The House Foreign Affairs Committee will 
host a Coffee-Meeting for His Excellency 
Mohamed Mzali, Prime Minister of Tunisia, 
Rayburn Office Building, Room 2172. 


Prime Minister Mzali will lay a wreath 
at the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, 
Arlington National Cemetery, Arlington, Va. 


The Senate Foreign Relations Committee will 
host a luncheon in honor of His Excellency 
Mohamed Mzali, Prime Minister of Tunisia, 
U.S. Capitol, Room S-116. 


Prime Minister Mzali will meet with Arab- 
African groups at Blair House. 


(PRESS - Use Jackson Place entrance). 


Prime Minister Mzali will meet with 
Mr. Lane Kirkland, President AFL/CIO at 
Blair House. 


Private dinner and evening. 


Private morning. 


Prime Minister Mzali will meet with 
President Reagan at the White House. 


The President of the United States will 

host a working-luncheon in honor of His 

Excellency Mohamed Mzali, Prime Minister 
of Tunisia, at the White House. 


Private afternoon. 


His Excellency Habib Ben Yahia, Ambassador 
of Tunisia will host a dinner in honor of 
His Excellency Mohamed Mzali, Prime Minister 
of Tunisia, at his residence, 5131 Broad 
Branch Road, Northwest. 





Dress: Business suit. 


PRESS CONTACT: Mr. Farouk Ladjimi 
Tel: AD 4-6644 











Foreign 


: 
; 


~ HS a 


= - 


s 
= 
& 
€ 
= 
i 
S 
8 
e 


t 
4 
: 


¢ 
© 
i) 
= 
‘= 
i 
= 
i= 
° 
— 
ee 
L-) 
Vy 
—= 
= 
2 
=) 
Qa 
g 
ao) 
ay 
— 
bees 
> 
" 
" 
© 
— 
: 
: 





Friday, April 30 





8:35 a.m. 


9:00 a.m. 
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His Fxcellency Mohamed Mzali, Prime 
Minister of Tunisia and his party arrive 
at the Washington Monument Grounds, 
(Reflecting Pool Side) for departure. 


Departure from Andrews Air Force Base for 
a private visit to Chicago, Illinois and 
New York City. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Working Group on Radiocommunications of the 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea will conduct an 
open meeting on May 13, 1982, at 9:30 a.m., in Room 
8334-8336 of the Department of Transportation, 400 7th 
Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the meeting is to prepare position 
documents for the Twenty-first Session of the Subcon- 
ittee on Radiocommunications of the Intergovernmental 
Maritime Consultative Organization (IMCO) to be held 
in London on December 13, 1982. In particular, the 
working group will discuss the following topics: 


~ Performance standards for shipboard radio equipment 
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- Maritime distress system 
- Digital selective calling 


- Matters related to the ITU WARC for Mobile 
Telecommunications 


- Matters related to CCIR Study Group 8 
- Satellite EPIRB's 
- Narrow Band Direct Printing 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. R. L. Swanson, 


U.S. Coast Guard (G-TPP-3/63), 2100 Second Strect, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone (202) 426-1231. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Panel on Bulk Cargoes under the SOLAS 
Subcommittee Working Group on Containers and Cargoes 
wil] conduct an open meeting on June 2, 1982, at 
10:00 a.m., in Room 3201, U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 
2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 
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The purpose of the meeting is to review progress 
of position papers preparation for presentation at 
the Twenty-fourth Session on Containers and Cargoes 
to be held at IMCO Headquarters in London. Particular 
comments will be directed to the Code of Safe Practice 
of Bulk Cargoes including Appendix B entries for 
Ammonium Nitrate, Cereal (Grain), Charcoal, Coal, Ore 
Concentrates and Zinc Ashes. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. John F. 
McAnulty, U.S. Coast Guard (G-MHM), 2100 2nd Strect, 
SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone (202) 426-1577. 
Or contact Captain S. Fraser Sammis, National Cargo 
Bureau, Inc., Suite 2757, One World Trade Center, New 
York, New York 10048. Telephone (212) 432-1280. 
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OVERSEAS SCHOOLS ADVISORY COUNCIL 


Notice of Meeting 





Tne Executive Committee of the Overseas Schools Advisory 
Council, Department of State, will be meeting June 8, 1982, at 
9:30 a.m. in Conference Room 2722B of the Department of State 
buisding, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 


Agenda items scueduied for discussion are as follows: 
1. Weicome to Council Membecs 

Ii. Greetings from Assistant Secretary 

III. Status Report for 1981/1982 


{V. Report on Locai Fund-Raising Programs by the Schools 
and Activities of Regional Schools Associations 


V. Progress Report on Council's Activities Discussed at 
the Annual Meeting in Connection with Proposal 
Submitted to the Council Regarding Additional Benefits 
to the American Sponsored Overseas Schools 


VI. Council Communications with U.S. Business and 
Foundation Communities 


VII. Other Business 
VIII. Seiection of Date for Full Annual Councii Meeting 


For the purposes of fulfilling building security, members 
of the pubiic wishing to attend the meeting should call Ms. 
Judy Knott, Office of Overseas Schools, Department of State, 
Washington, D. C., Area Code 703-235-9600, prior to June 8. 
The public may participate in the discussions at the 
Chairman's discretion. 
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: STATEMENT BY SECRETARY OF STATE 
, ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
TO THE MEETING OF FOREIGN MINISTERS 


OF THE RIO TREATY, APRIL 26, 1982 


MR. CHAIRMAN, DISTINGUISHED COLLEAGUES, AMBASSADORS, 


MR. SECRETARY GENERAL, AND MR. ASSISTANT SECRETARY GENERAL: 
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AS WE MEET HERE IN THE HALL OF THE AMERICAS, WE ARE 
REMINDED OF THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE’S TRADITION OF DEMOCRACY, 
ITS RECORD OF ACHIEVEMENT AND ITS DEVOTION TO PEACE. THE 
ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES 1S THE LIVING TESTIMONY 
THAT OUR COOPERATION CAN BE A FORCE FOR INTERNATIONAL PROGRESS. 
CLEARLY, A VIGOROUS INTER-AMERICAN SYSTEM IS OF FUNDAMENTAL 


IMPORTANCE TO THE FUTURE OF THE HEMISPHERE, 
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“THESE FACTS MUST BE UPPERMOST IN OUR MINDS AS WE CONSIDER 
HOW BEST TO ADVANCE TOWARD A PEACEFUL SOLUTION TO THE SOUTH 
ATLANTIC CONTROVERSY, ALL OF US KNOW THAT WE ARE DEALING 


TODAY WITH AN ENORMOUSLY DIFFICULT AND SENSITIVE PROBLEM. 
BOTH THE REPUBLIC OF ARGENTINA AND THE UNITED KINGDOM ASSERT 


THAT THEIR RIGHTS TO THE ISLANDS HAVE BEEN DENIFD, ARGENTINA 
IS MOTIVATED BY A DEEP NATIONAL COMMITMENT TO ESTABLISH 


POSSESSION OF THE ISLANDS: IT IS FRUSTRATED BY YEARS OF WHAT 





IT CONSIDERS TO BE FRUITLESS NEGOTIATION. BRITAIN EMPHASIZES 





ITS LONGSTANDING POSSESSION OF THE ISLANDS AND ASSERTS THAT THE 
WISHES OF THE INHABITANTS MUST BE RESPECTED IN ANY LASTING SETTLEMENT. - 


TO UNDERSTAND THESE COMPETING CLAIMS AND THE EMOTIONS 
ON BOTH SIDES DOES NOT MEAN TO PASS JUDGMENT ON THEIR VALIDITY, 
BUT THIS ORGANIZATION - AND THE WORLD COMMUNITY -- LONG 
AGO MADE THE JUDGMENT THAT FORCE SHOULD NCT BE USED TO 
SOLVE INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES, WE SHALL ALL SUFFER IF THIS 


FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE OF BOTH THE INTERNATIONAL 
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ORDER AND HEMISPHERIC ORDER, WHICH THE RIO TREATY WAS DESIGNED 


TO PROTECT, 1S IGNORED. 1 THINK ALL OF US ARE WELL AWARE 


OF HOW MANY MEMBERS OF THE OAS ARE INVOLVED IN A DISPUTE 


OVER TERRITORY WITH ONE OR MORE NEIGHBORS, 


IN THE CURRENT CONFLICT, THE SUREST GUIDE TO A PEACEFUL 
SETTLEMENT 1S TO BE FOUND IN UNITED NATIONS SECURITY COUNCIL 
RESOLUTION 502, 1T REQUIRES AN INMEDIATE CESSATION OF 
HOSTILITIES, AN IMMEDIATE WITHDRAKAL OF ARGENTINE FORCES 
ON THE ISLANDS, AND THAT THE RESOLUTION OF THE PROBLEM 


BE SOUGHT THROUGH DIPLOMACY, THESE THREE POINTS FORM THE 


INDISPENSABLE BASIS FOR A SOLUTION: THEY FORM AN INTEGRATED 


WHOLE. THEY HAVE BEEN ACCEPTED BY BOTH PARTIES, OR AT 


LEAST NOT REJECTED BY EITHER OF THEM, 


IN SUPPORT OF RESOLUTION 502, THE UNITED STATES HAS 


OFFERED ITS ASSISTANCE TO BOTH BRITAIN AND ARGENTINA, 


WE HAVE ACTED IN THE SPIRIT OF FRIENDSHIP WITH BOTH COUNTRIES. 
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HEARTENED BY THE CONFIDENCE OF BOTH GOVERNMENTS, FOR THE 


PAST THREE WEEKS, | HAVE PURSUED THE POSSIBILITIES OF AVERTING 


+ Ate 
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WIDER CONFLICT AND A FRAMEWORK FOR A PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT, 


HERE, IN BUENOS AIRES AND IN LONDON, THESE DISCUSSIONS 


gn 
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HAVE BEEN LONG AND DIFFICULT. THEY COULD NOT HAVE BEEN 
OTHERWISE IN THE CONTEXT OF THIS ANGUISHING CONTROVERSY, 


PRESIDENT REAGAN BELIEVES THAT THE UNITED STATES HAS A 


— 
—_—-— -—-— _ 


PERHAPS ON QUE ABILITY TO J ASSIST THE PARTIES, 


UNDER HIS DIRECTION, I HAVE MADE MYSELF AVAILABLE TO BOTH, 


ACCEPTING THEIR INVITATIONS TO SOUND OUT THEIR VIEWS AND 
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SUGGESTING AVENUES TO APPROACH A FRAMEWORK OF PEACE. 
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THAT THE STAKES FOR THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY, THE AMERICAS © 





AND THE TWO COUNTRIES ARE VERY GREAT. CONTINUED MILITARY — 
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ACTION WILL EXACT A HEAVY PRICE. THE ENEMIES OF THE WEST 
COULD FIND FRESH OPPORTUNITIES TO SEEK THAT POSITION OF 
INFLUENCE ON THE MAINLAND OF THE AMERICAS THEY HAVE’ SO 


LONG SOUGHT. 


IT 1S QUITE CLEAR THAT THE CRISIS HAS REACHED A CRITICAL 
POINT. NEW MILITARY ACTION HAS TAKEN PLACE. UNLESS A 


SETTLEMENT CAN BE FOUND IN THE NEXT FEW DAYS, MORE INTENSIVE 


FIGHTING IS LIKELY TO OCCUR. 


THE CONFLICT OVER THE ISLANDS AFFECTS US ALL. -AS 
WE CONSIDER WHAT WE CAN DO 10 HELP THE SITUATION, LET US 


RECALL THESE POINTS: 


FIRST, THERE HAS BEEN A USE OF FORCE BY AN AMERICAN 
STATE, FOLLOWED BY A UN SECURITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION WHICH 
CLEARLY SETS FORTH THE BASIS FOR A PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT. 
WHILE WE SHOULD TAKE ADVANTAGE OF THE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT 
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PROCEDURES AVAILABLE 10 US IN THIS FORUM, IT WOULD BE NEITHER 


THE COLLECTIVE SECURITY FRAMEWORK IMPLIED BY THE RIO TREATY, 


SECOND, ANY RESOLUTION CONSIDERED FOR ADOPTION BY 
THE FOREIGN MINISTERS SHOULD BE EXAMINED AGAINST THE CRITERIA 
OF WHETHER IT CONTRIBUTES TO THE PEACE PROCESS: WHETHER 
IT IMPAIRS THE PEACE EFFORTS ALREADY ENDORSED BY THE OAS: 
AND WHETHER IT STRENGTHENS THE ABILITY OF THIS ORGANIZATION 


TO CONTRIBUTE IN THE FUTURE TO EASING THIS CRISIS, 


‘OUR PARTICIPATION IN THE INTER-AMERICAN SYSTEM PLEDGES 
US TO STRENGTHEN THE PEACE AND SECURITY OF THE HEMISPHERE, 
IN THE SEARCH FOR A SOLUTION THAT BOTH PARTIES CAN ACCEPT 


WITH HONOR AND RESPONSIBILITY, THE UNITED STATES REMAINS 





AT THE DISPOSITION OF ‘THE PARTIES. AT THIS CRITICAL 
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HOUR, WE ARE REDOUBLING OUR PEACE EFFORTS. WITH YOUR HELP,. 


WE MAY SUCCEED. 
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THANK YOU, MR. CHAIRMAN. 
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AMERICAN POWER 
AND 
AMERICAN PURPOSE 


ADDRESS BY 
ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
TO : 
THE ANNUAL MEETING 
UNITED STATES CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
APRIL 27, 1982 
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AMERICAN POHER AND AMERICAN PURPOSE 
A FRENCH PHILOSOPHER CAPTURED THE EXPERIENCE OF THE 
4 TWENTIETH CENTURY WHEN HE WROTE THAT “A MODERN MAN - AND 
THIS IS WHAT MAKES HIM MODERN - LIVES WITH MANY CONTRARIES,” 
MODERN SCIENCE HAS ENLIGHTENED US ABOUT OURSELVES AND THE 
WNIVERSE AS NEVER BEFORE. IT HAS ALSO GIVEN US AN UNPRECEDENTED 
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CAPACITY FOR SELF-DESTRUCTION. MCDERW TECHNOLOGY HAS OFFERED 
MANKIND A LIFE OF COMFORT AND PROSPERITY UNKNOWN TG PREVIOUS 
GENERATIONS. BUT THE SAME INDUSTRIAL PROCESSES HARNESSED TO 
AGGRESSION HAVE BEEN USED TWICE TO PLUNGE THE WORLD INTO THE 
ABYSS OF WAR. 

THE AMERTCAN PEOPLE HAVE PARTICIPATED TO THE FULL IN THESE 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


CHANGES, WE HAVE KNOWN DEPRESSION AND PROSPERITY, THE ORDEAL 
OF WAR AND THE TRAMQUILITY OF PEACE. LONG AGO, ALEXIS DE 
TOCQUEVILLE WROTE THAT A “PERPETUAL STIR” PREVSILED IN OUR 
SOCIETY. PERHAPS AS AMERICANS WE WERE UNUSUALLY WELL-SUITED 
TO THRIVE IN A CENTURY OF “CONTRARIES”, FOR OUR EXPERIENCES 
HAVE DULLED NEITHER OUR ENTHUSIASM NOR OUR DESIRE FOR QUICK 
RESULTS, 
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OBSERVERS HAVE QUESTIONED, HOWEVER, WHETHER THIS “PERPETUAL 
STIR” MAKES FOR SOUND INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS. AMERICANS 50 NOT 
LIKE TO BELIEVE THAT PROBLEMS ARE INTRACTABLE OR THAT ACHIEVEMENTS 
CAN ONLY BE VERY MODEST, DESPITE THE EFFORT. IT HAS BEEN ARGUED 


THAT THE RESULTING NATIONAL IMPATIENCE MAKES AMERICAN FOREIGN 


et ne ee ayth ; 


POLICY A SERIES OF CYCLES, OF STRENUOUS ENGAGEMENTS FOLLOWED 
BY DISILLUSIONED WITHDRAWALS. 

IN THIS CENTURY, WE HAVE LIVED THROUGH TVO MAJOR SUCH 
PERIODS OF IMPATIENCE IN FOREIGN AFFAIRS. FOR T¥ENTY YEARS AFTER 
THE FIRST WORLD WAR, WE PRETENDED TO BE IMMUNE FROM THE SUFFERING 
OF AN INTERDEPENDENT YORLD, THE COST TO OTHER NATIONS AND TO 
OURSELVES WAS ENORMOUS. DETERMINED TO AVOID THIS MISTAKE AGAIN, 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


WE THREW OURSELVES EAGERLY AFTER THE SECOND WORLD ¥AR INTO 
THE CREATION OF A NEW INTERNATIONAL ORDER. AS DEAN ACHESON DESCRIBED 
IT, THE TASK WAS “TO CREATE HALF A WORLD, A FREE HALF,..!ITHOUT 
BLOWING THE WHOLE TO PIECES IN THE PROCESS.” 

THE SUCCESSFUL APPLICATION OF AMERICAN POWER TO THIS PURPOSE 
CREATED THE BASIC SECUSITY FRAMEWORK WITKIN WHICH WE AND OUR ALLIES 


HAVE PROSPERED. ‘WESTERN EUROPE AND JAPAN HAVE RECCVERED THEIR 
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ECONOMIC HEALTH AND POLITICAL STABILITY. A MULTITUDE OF 
INDEPENDENT COUNTRIES, FREE TO PURSUE THEIR ON DEVELOPMENT, 
HAVE EMERGED FROM THE WESTERN COLONIAL EMPIRES, AND THE U.S.-SOVIET 
RIVALRY HAD LED NEITHER TO WAR NOR TO THE YIELDING OF ESSENTIAL 
WESTERN INTERESTS. 

AMERICAN RESOURCES, AMERICAN PERSERVERANCE AND AMERICAN 
WISDOM PROVIDED THE CRUCIAL UNDERPINNING OF THIS INTERNATIONAL 
ORDER, BUT OUR INVOLVEMENT IN SOUTHEAST ASIA AND THE DENIGRATION OF 
EXECUTIVE AUTHORITY IN THE WATERGATE SCANDAL RAISED QUESTIONS 
ABOUT OUR WILL AND LEADERSHIP, AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY APPEARED BESET 
BY UNCERTAINTY, DOUBT AHD DIVISION, 

AS A CONSEQUENCE, THE UNITED STATES FOUND IT DIFFICULT TO DEAL 
WITH THE COMPLEX INTERNATIONAL SITUATION THAT HAS EMERSED OVER THE 
PAST DECADE. THE ECONOMIC GRONTH OF WESTERN EUROPE AND JAPAN, THE 
SINO-SOVIET CONFLICT, AND THE TRANSFER OF VEALTH TO THE OIL PRODUCERS 
HAVE SOFTENED THE SHARP EDGES OF AMERICAN AND SOVIET DOMINANCE 
OVER THE POST-NAR WORLD. THE GLOBAL MILITARY BALANCE, HOWEVER, 


IS STILL THE PROVINCE OF THE SUPERPONERS, 
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TODAY IT HAS BECOME ESSENTIAL FOR THE UNITED STATES AND ITS 
ALLIES TO DEAL WITH THE NEW REALITIES. THREE TRENDS IN PARTICULAR 
RAISE CRUCIAL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE PROSPECTS FOR WESTERN SECURITY - 
AND INTERNATIONAL PEACE - FOR THE REMAINDER OF THE CENTURY, 

~~ FIRST, LAGGING WESTERN STRENGTH. THE UNITED STATES HAS 
GRADUALLY LOST MANY OF THE MILITARY ADVANTAGES OVER THE SOVIET 
UNION THAT ONCE PROVIDED A MARGIN OF SAFETY FOR THE WEST - IN SOME 
CASES BY CHOICE, IN OTHERS THROUGH NEGLECT AND ERROR. MEANWHILE, 
THE WESTERN ALLIANCE HAS SUFFERED INCREASING POLITICAL AND 
ECONOMIC STRAIN. THE COOPERATIVE IMPULSE STILL EXISTS BUT IT WOULD BE 
SEVERLY STRAINED BY ANOTHER DECATE OF RELATIVE MILITARY DECLINE OR STERILE 
ECONOMIC RIVALRY, 


-- ONT 4 REASING INTERDEPENDENCE OF THE W ANT) Tt 
YNEVELOPING COUNTER MANY OF WHICH ADOPT A STSITENT PLB INCE AGAINST 


WESTER INTERESTS AD IDEALS, THE THIRD WORLD HAS EMERGED IN ALL OF ITS 





DIVERSITY, WITH ITS FRAGILE UNITY ALREADY FRAGMENTED BY REGIONAL 
CONFLICT AND GLOBAL RIVALRY. AT THE SAME TIME, MANY DEVELOPING 


NATIONS ARE THREATENED BY THE INCREASING STRAIN OF SUDDEN SOCIAL, 
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POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC CHANGE. 

-- THIRD, THE EMERGENCE OF THE SOVIET UNION AS A GLOBAL 
MILITARY POWER, INCREASTI BOLD IN THE USE 0 MIGHT TC 
PRU | JiENL Pe, NU) AR N ARP AS & Vi AN ' 
THE WEST. THIS TREND HAS DEVELOPED EVEN AS THE COMMUNIST BLOC, 
ONCE THE INSTRUMENT OF SOVIET PURPOSES, HAS BEEN SHAKEN BY THE 
SINO-SOVIET SCHISM AND GROWING INTERNAL PROBLEMS. CHRONIC ECONOMIC 
FAILURE HAS ERODED THE APPEAL OF MARXIST-LENINIST IDEOLOGY, 

LET US ASK OURSELVES, AS OTHERS ARE SURELY ASKING ABOUT US, 
WHETHER WE CAN CHANGE THESE TRENDS. 

-- CAN WE INCREASE OUR STRENGTH AND IMPROVE OUR COLLABORATION 
WITH OUR ALLIES? 

-- CAN THE WEST AND THE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES FIND COMMON 
INTERESTS? 

-- CAN WE CREATE A MORE CONSTRUCTIVE RELATIONSHIP WITH THE 
SOVIET UNION MARKED BY GREATER SOVIET RESTRAINT? 

| BELIEVE THAT WE CAN DO THESE THINGS, WE CAN SAFEGUARD 
THE LEGACY OF WESTERN VALUES AND ACHIEVEMENTS, AND WE CAN GO 
BEYOND THE POSTWAR VISION OF HALF A WORLD FREE TOWARD A WHOLE WORLD 
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OF GREATER LIBERTY, MORE PEACEFUL CHANGE AND INCREASING ECONOMIC 
PROGRESS, 





THE AMERICAN PECPLE HAVE EMERGED FROM THEIP RECENT 
EXPERIENCES CONVINCED ANEW THAT THERE IS NO SUBSTITUTE FOR 
AMERICAN LEADERSHIP IF WE ARE TO LIVE IN A WORLD HOSPITABLE TO 
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OUR SOCIETY AND OUR VALUES. IN THE NINETEEN EIGHTIES, THIS NEW 
AMERICAN CONSENSUS FOR A MORE VIGOROUS DEFENSE OF OUR INTERESTS DEMAND 





A NENW BALANCE IN THE STYLE OF OUR FOREIGN POLICY. IF WE FORSAKE 





IDEALS TO MANIPULATE INTERESTS, THEN AMERICA’S SENSE OF SIGHT 
WILL BE OFFENDED, IF WE FORSAKE POWER IN ORDER TO PURSUE PIETIES 
THEN AMERICA'S SENSE OF REALITY WILL BE CHALLENGED. 

A BALANCED AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY, SUSTAINED BY THIS 
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CONSENSUS, WILL ENABLE AMERICA TO LEAD ONCE AGAIN, BUT WE MUST 





UNDERSTAND THE COMPLEXITIES OF OUR TIME IF WE ARE TO MOVE WITH 
THE SURENESS AND SENSITIVITY THAT BEFITS OUR HISTORIC RESPONSIBILITES, 
THERE ARE OPPORTUNITIES TO ACT, TO NAVIGATE THE SEA OF TROUBLES 
TO A SAFER AND CALMER WATER, 

FIRST, OUR RELATIONSHIP WITH OUR ALLIES, WE CANNOT PRETEND TO 
LEAD UNLESS WE RALLY TO OUR SIDE THOSE SOCIETIES THAT SHARE OUR 
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VALUES, THE FOUNDATION OF AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY THROUGHOUT THE 
POSTWAR ERA HAS BEEN OUR PARTNERSHIP WITH THE ATLANTIC ALLIANCE AND 
JAPAN. SHELTERED BY COMMON SECURITY ARRANGEMENTS, AND NOURISHED 
BY DEMOCRATIC VALUES, WE AND OUR ALLIES HAVE CREATED THE MOST 
PROSPEROUS SOCIETIES KNOWN TC MANKIND. THESE HISTORIC ACHIEVEMENTS 
ARE THE PRODUCT OF OUR JOINT LABORS, OU® SENSE OF UNITY AND OUR 
STRENGTH. 

WE MUST RECOGNIZE, HOWEVER, THAT THE TRENDS OF THE PAST DECADE 
HAVE CONTRIBUTED TC A RISING SENSE OF FRUSTRATICH BeTWEEN THE U.S. 
AND ITS PARTNERS, U,S.-EUROPEAN RELATIONS, IN PARTICULAR, HAVE BEEN 
DISTRESSED BY THE CONVERGENCE OF SEVERAL EVENTS: 

-- THE LOSS OF AMERICAN STRATEGIC SUPERIORITY AND QUESTIONS 
ABOUT THE ROLE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN NATO STRATEGY, 

-- INCREASING EUROPEAN POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC STAKES IN DETENTE 
AND EAST-WEST TRADE, DESPITE AGGRESSIVE SOVIET ACTIONS IN AFGHANISTAN, 
POLAND AND ELSEWHERE. 

-- THE RECENT RECORD OF LOW GROWTH AND HIGH INFLATION AMONG 
THE INDUSTRIAL DEMCCRACIES LEADING TO PRESSURE FOR PROTECTIONIST 


MEASURES. 
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ANGERED BY WHAT THEY SEE AS EUROPEAN RELUCTANCE TO FACE 
THE SOVIET CHALLENGE SOME AMERICANS HAVE BEEN TEMPTED TO APGUE FOR 
WITHDRAWAL OF AMERICAN FORCES. OTHERS, DISTURBED BY PERSISTENT 
ECONOMIC PROBLEMS, HAVE THOUGHT TO RETALIATE BY ERECTING 
PROTECTIONIST BAPRIERS. 

THOSE HHO ADVOCATE SUCH ACTIONS IGNORE CHURCHILL’S ADMONITION 
THAT "THE ONLY THING WORSE THAN FIGHTING WITH ALLIES IS FIGHTING 
WITHOUT THEM.” NOT A SINGLE PROBLEM IN THE ATLANTIC RELATIONSHIP - 
DIPLOMATIC, NILITARY OR ECONOMIC - CAN: BE RESOLVED BY UNILATERAL 
AMERICAN ACTION, LET US ASK OURSELVES - ON BOTH SIDES OF THE 
ATLANTIC - SOME FUNDAMENTAL QUESTIONS. DOES OUR ALLIANCE STRENGTHEN 
OUR SECURITY OR WEAKEN IT? DO OUR TIES INCREASE OUR PROSPERITY 
OR DIMINISH IT? DO YE IMPROVE THE PROSPECTS FOR DEMOCRACY AND 
FREEDOM IN THE WORLD BY WORKING TOGETHER OR BY GOING OUR SEPARATE 
WAYS? 

THE ANSWER TO THESE QUESTIONS TODAY IS THE SAME AS THAT GIVEN 
OVER THREE DECADES AGO BY THE GENERATION WHOSE LIVES WERE BLIGHTED 


BY WORLD WAR. THE ATLANTIC ALLIANCE IS THE FOUNDATION OF OUR 


SECURITY. IT IS STILL THE BASIC BUILDING BLOCK OF A MORE PEACEFUL 
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AND PROSPEROUS ¥ORLD. AND ITS BREAKDOWN OULD MAKE DISASTER 
FOR THE INDUSTRIAL DEMOCRACIES INEVITABLE, 

THESE ARE THE STAKES - AND OUR OPPORTUNITY - FO® THE EIGHTIES, 
EITHER THE ALLIANCE SOES FORWARD TOSETHER TOHARD GREATER COOPERATION 
OR THE PROSPECTS OF ALL ITS MEMBERS NILL BE DARKENED. BUT IF YE 
ARE TO ADVANCE, IT IS HIGH TIME THAT OUR DIALOGUE PROCEEDED ON THE 
BASIS OF FACT, ESPECIALLY THE FACT OF WHO IS DOING WHAT TO SUSTAIN 
THE COMMON DEFENSE. 

ARGUMENTS OVER BURDEN SHARING ARE SECOND NATURE TO ANY LARGE 
ALLIANCE OF SOVEREIGN NATIONS. THE CURRENT TRANS-ATLANTIC 
EXCHANGES, HOMEVER, MUST BE PUT IN HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE, 
AMERICANS SHOULD NOT FORGET THAT OUR NATO ALLIES SUBSTANTIALLY 
INCREASED THEIR DEFENSE SPENDING OVER THE PAST DECADE, WHILE THE 
UNITED STATES WAS REDUCING ITS DEFENSE EFFORT. NOR SHOULD WE 
IGNORE THAT THE EUROPEAN MEMBERS OF NATO SUPPLY 4 HIGH PERCENTAGE 
OF THE AIR, GROUND AND NAVAL FORCES THAT CONSTITUTE THE CONVENTIONAL 
PORTION OF DETERRENCE IN EUROPE. EVEN WORLDWIDE, THE CONTRIBUTIONS 
OF NATO ALLIES AND JAPAN ARE AN IMPORTANT AND GROWING COMPONENT 


OF DEFENSE. 
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THIS IS NOT TO UNDERESTIMATE THE VERY SERIOUS PRCBLEMS 
WE FACE. WE ALL NEED TO DO MORE TOGETHER. BUT OUR JCINT CONCERN 
FOR THE COMMON DEFENSE, RATHER THAN FINGER-POINTING, SHOULD 
DOMINATE THE DIALOGUE. 

IN THE DAYS AHEAD, AS HE AND OUR ALLIES DISCUSS OUTSTANDING 
ISSUES, THE U.S. MUST EXERT NOT ONLY STRONG BUT COHERENT LEADERSHIP. 
THE ALLIES MUST KNOW WHERE WE ARE GOING IF WE EXPECT THEM 10 
GO RITH US. THEIR POLICIES, ESPECIALLY IN DCALING WITH THE 
SOVIET UNION, REFLECT NOT ONLY DIFFERING PERSPECTIVES OF SOVIET 
ACTIONS BUT ALSO A TENDENCY T0 HEDGE THETR BETS AGAINST 
AMERTCAN SWINGS BETWEEN DETENTE AND CONFRONTATION, 

THE ALLIES, FOR THEIR PART, MUST DEVELOP A BROADER VISION AND A 
SENSE OF RESPONSIBILITY CONSONANT WITH THEIR INTERESTS AND STRENGTH, 
THEY CANNOT EXPECT THE U.S. TO CARRY THE SAME SHARE OF THE BURDEN 
WHEN OUR RESPECTIVE CAPABILITIES HAVE CHANGED AND THEIR OWN DESIRE 
FOR INFLUENCE HAS GROHN, 

MUCH OF OUR AGENDA WILL BE DOMINATED BY THE SEARCH FOR MORE 


CONSTRUCTIVE RELATIONS WITH THE EAST, THIS SEARCH, ARMS CONTROL AND 
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THE MILITARY BALANCE ARE ALL INTERRELATED, NOT INDEPENDENT AND 


SOMETIMES COMPETING OBJECTIVES. IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT WE CARRY OUT 


NATO’S TWO TRACK DECISION OF 1979, TO GO FORWARD WITH THE MODERNIZATION 
OF INTERMEDIATE RANGE NUCLEAR SYSTEMS WHILE SIMULTANEOUSLY PURSUING 
ARMS CONTROL NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE SOVIET UNION DESIGNED TO LIMIT 
THESE SYSTEMS, 

FOR TOO LONG, WE HAVE PRETENDED THAT A RELAXATION OF TENSIONS 
IN EUROPE WOULD BE IMMUNE TO SOVIET ATTEMPTS TO CHANGE THE BALANCE 
OF POWER. FOR TOO LONG, WE HAVE IMAGINED THAT THE ARMS CONTROL PROCESS, 
IN AND OF ITSELF, COULD PRESERVE THAT BALANCE, DETERRENCE IN THE 
EIGHTIES WILL REQUIRE PAINFUL SACRIFICES BY EVERY MEMBER OF THE 
ALLIANCE, BUT IF WE FAIL TO PAY THE PRICE NOW, WE SHALL HAVE NEITHER 
A LASTING IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS WITH THE EAST NOR A MEANINGFUL 
REDUCTION OF ARMS. 

OUR COLLECTIVE ECONOMIC WELL-BEING ALSO DEMANDS SACRIFICES FROM 
EACH NATION, WE CANNOT AFFORD A REPETITION OF THOSE UNRESOLVED 
QUARRELS THAT SO DAMAGED THE INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC SYSTEM IN THE 
1930s. IN THIS AREA, AS IN OTHERS, IF WE DO NOT PROGRESS TOGETHER 
WE SHALL EACH SUFFER SEPARATELY, 

FINALLY, WE SHOULD BE CONSCIOUS OF OUR HISTORIC RESPONSIDILITIES 
AS FREE SOCIETIES IN A WORLD WHERE INDIVIDUAL LIBERTY IS TOO OFVEN 
SUPPRESSED. THERE IS A TENDENCY IN THE WEST TO USE A DOUBLE 
STANDARD IN OUR JUDGMENT OF INTERNATIONAL BEHAVIOR. 
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THE ADVOCATES OF FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY ARE SUBJECTED TO A SUPERCRITICAL 
STANDARD WHILE THE ADVOCATES OF TOTALITARIANISM ARE GIVEN THE BENEFIT 
OF THE DOUBT. HOW MUCH ENERGY IS SPENT CRITICIZING AND IMPUGNING 
THE DEMOCRATIC REVOLUTION WHILE RATIONALIZING AND FORGIVING THE 
ASSAULTS OF ITS ENEMIES. LET US BE CLEAR ABOUT THE CONSEQUENCES 
OF THIS ATTITUDE, AN ALLIANCE DIVIDED IN ITS MORAL PURPOSES AND 
CORRODED BY DISTRUST OF ITS OWN MOTIVATIONS CANNOT LONG ENDURE. 

A STRONGER, MORE COOPERATIVE ALLIANCE IS AN CBJECTIVE 
SURELY WITHIN OUR REACH. OVER THE PAST THIRTY YEARS, WE HAVE 
GRAPPLED SUCCESSFULLY WITH NUMEROUS POLITICAL, ECONOMIC, MILITARY 
AND MORAL PROBLEMS. OUR COOPERATIVE INSTITUTIONS STILL EXIST, 
BUT IT IS TIME FOR THE U.S. AND ITS ALLIES TO GRASP THE NETTLES 
THAT OBSTRUCT THE FUTURE. | 

LET ME TURN NOW TO ANOTHER MAJOR AREA WHERE WE HAVE A GREAT 
OPPORTUNITY FOR CHANGE: OUR RELATIONS MITH THE DEVELOPING NATIONS. 
IT IS ONE OF THE IRONIES OF OUR AGE THAT AS NATIONS HAVE BECOME 


MORE POWERFUL THEIR DESTINIES HAVE GROWN MORE INTERDEPENDENT. 
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TOGETHER, WE AND THE LEADERS OF THE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES HAVE AN 
OPPORTUNITY TO MAKE SURE THAT THIS INTERDEPENDENCE IS A SOURCE OF 
MUTUAL BENEFIT, FOUNDED ON THE SOLID GROUND OF COMMON INTEREST. 
THE CONSEQUENCES OF FATLURE TO COOPERATE WOULD BE DISASTROUS FOR BOTH 
AMERICA AND THE THIRD WORLD. BUT SUCH COOPERATION MUST BE: BASED 
ON THE DIVERSE REALITIES OF THE PRESENT, NOT THE SLOGANS OF THE PAST, 
THE SO-CALLED “THIRD-WORLD” INCLUDES THE OIL-RICH OPEC 
NATIONS, THE MIRACLE GROWTH RATE SINGAPORES, NUMEROIIS COUNTRIES. 
UTTERLY IMPOVERISHED AND MANY THAT FIT NO CATEGORY, 
NEITHER THE FADING MEMORY Si THE STRUGGLE AGAINST IMPERIALISM NOR 
THE ANTI-KESTERN TINGE OF MANY THIRD WORLD PRONOUNCEMENTS CAN 
SUPPRESS NUMEROUS DIFFERENCES IN INTERESTS AND PERSPECTIVES. 
BENEATH THE SURFACE, NEN OPPORTUNITIES FOR ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL 
COOPERATION WITH THE WEST ARE BEING SIEZED BY INDIVIDUAL THIRD 
WORLD STATES IN EVER MORE PRACTICAL HAYS. 
SUCH A SITUATION CALLS FOR SENSITIVITY AKD SOPHISTICATION OM 
OUR PART IF WE ARE TO EXPAND OUR LINKS WITH DEVELOPING COUNTRIFS. 
HE HOLD ALL SOVEREIGN STATES RESPONSIBLE FOR WHAT THEY SAY AND DO. 


BUT WE ALSO MUST RECOGNIZE THE COMPLEX EQUATIONS OF ECONOMIC AND 
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POLITICAL SURVIVAL IN DEVELOPING NATIONS. NEITHER WE NOR THEY 
CAN AFFORD IDEOLOGICAL STEREOTYPES IN CASES WHERE THEY 00 HOT FIT. 

ANOTHER DIMENSION OF THE THIRD WORLD'S DIVERSITY IS VIOLENT 
CONFLICT, ETHNIC RIVALRIES AND TERRITORIAL DIVISIONS, THEMSELVES 
POTENT SOURCES OF TROUBLE, ARE BEING EXPLOITED BY THE SOVIETS AND 
THEIR ALLIES. THE U.S., WORKING WITH OU WESTERN AND REGIONAL 
PARTNERS, CAN DO MUCH TO HELP RESOLVE SUCH CONFLICTS. BUT WE SHOULD 
HOT SUCCUMB TO THE ILLUSION THAT QUICK FIXES ARE READY TO HAND. 

THE ILLUSION OF THE QUICK FIX IS ESPECIALLY IRRELEVANT TO THE 
VAST ECONOMIC CRISIS AND TREMENDOUS ECONOMIC POTENTIAL THAT 
CHARACTERIZE SO MANY OF THE DEVELOPING NATIONS, BOTH WE AND THE 
NATIONS OF THE THIRD WORLD HAVE LEARNED THAT PROGRESS CANNOT SIMPLY 
BE IMPORTED. ULTIMATELY THE PRODUCTIVE FORCES OF EACH SOCIETY WILL 
MAKE THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SUCCESS AND FAILURE, 

THE LEADERS OF THE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES ASE THEREFORE 
CHALLENGED TODAY TO DEAL WITH ECONOMIC CRISES IN THE MIDST OF 
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ECONOMIC POTENTIAL BY DIFFERENT AND MORE PRAGMATIC METHODS, THE 
DOMESTIC ECONOMY, THE IRTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC SYSTEM AND POLITICAL 
— PURPOSES MUST BE BPOUGHT INTO GREATER HARMONY. IN PART, THIS 
’ MEANS THAT MANY LEADERS MEDDED TO PARTICULAR IDEOLOGIES WILL HAVE 
TO RECOGNIZE THAT THEIR PRESCRIPTIONS ARE SUFFOCATING THE CHANCES 


Foreign 


FOR SELF-RELIANCE AND BROAD-BASED GROWTH. BUT WE IN THE DEVELOPED 
WORLD SHOULD ALSO REALIZE THAT GROWING ECONOMIC INSECURITY IS 
HARDLY CONDUCIVE TO EITHER POLITICAL STABILITY OR THE FOSTERING 
OF DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS. 

THE REALITIES OF DIVERSITY, CONFLICT AND GREAT POTENTIAL 
ARE BRINGING ABOUT A CRUCIAL SHIFT IN THE ATTITUDES OF MARY THIRD 
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WORLD NATIONS. THEIR “LEADERS FACE EXCRUCIATING CHOICES, MARXIST- 
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LENINIST IDEOLOGY HAS OFTEN BEEN THE LOCOMOTIVE THAT BROUGHT THEM 
TO POWER BUT IT HAS NOT BECOME AN ENGINE FOR PROGRESS. THE 
CHALLENGES OF ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL CHANGE CANNOT BE OVERCOME 
PERPETUALLY BY THE RESORT TO ARCHAIC SLOGANS AND BRUTAL COERCION, 

AS A CONSEQUENCE, MANY COUNTRIES WITH DIRECT EXPERIENCE OF THF 
SOVIET EMBRACE ARE QUIETLY ATTEMPTING TO BROADEN THEIR RELATIONS, 
TO ENCOURAGE FOREIGN INVESTMENT ARD TO REDUCE DEPENDENCE ON A 
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PATRON WHO HAS LITTLE TO OFFER BUT THE TOOLS AND TECHNIQUES OF 

VIOLENCE. THERE IS GROWING ANARENESS AMONG ERSTWHILE SKEPTICS 
_* IN THE DEVELOPING WORLD THAT IT IS THE WEST WHICH HOLDS THE BEST 
HOPE OF NEGOTIATING -- AND THE MOST INCENTIVE TO NEGOTIATE -- 
PEACEFUL SOLUTIONS TO REGIONAL CONFLICTS. | 

SUCH A CONVERGENCE OF INTERESTS OFFERS A UNIQUE OPPORTUNITY 

TO CREATE MORE CONSTRUCTIVE AND BENEFICIAL TIES BETWEEN THE WEST 
AND THE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES. IF WE DO NOT SEIZE THIS 
OPPORTUNITY, TODAY’S LEADERS IN THE SEARCH FOR BETTER RELATIONS 
WITH THE WEST COULD WELL BECOME TOMORROW’S VICTIMS IN A MORE 
POISONOUS ATMOSPHERE OF RECRIMINATION, ECONOMIC SLIDE AND ARMED 
CONFLICT. ONLY OUR ADVERSARIES WOULD BE THE BENEFICIARIES, 
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FINALLY, OUR COUNTRY FACES AN HISTORIC OPPORTUNITY IN DEALING 
WITH THE SOVIET UNION, THE NECESSITY TO GRASP THE “CONTRARIES” 
AND COMPLEXITIES OF OUR ERA, EVEN AS WE SEEK TO PURSUE OUR PURPOSES, 
IS NOWHERE MORE CRITICAL THAN IN RELATIONS BETWEEN THE TWO SUPER- 
POWERS. THIS IS NOTHING LESS THAN A CHALLENGE TO OUR NATIONAL 


SURVIVAL - TO THE VALUES THAT MAKE LIFE WORTH LIVING AS WELL 
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AS OUR PHYSICAL EXISTENCE, 

THE POLITICS OF THE LATE TWENTIETH CENTURY ARE STILL DOMINATED 
BY THE STRUGGLE BETWEEN TWO PHILOSOPHIES OF JUSTICE AND NATIONAL 
POWER. IN THE WAME OF A UTOPIAN IDEAL, SOVIET TOTALITARIANISM 
IMPOSES A SINGLE SOCIAL MODEL NOT ONLY ON ITS OWN PEOPLE F | 2N AN 
EXPANDING EMPIRE. IN CONTRAST, THE FORCES OF DEMOCRACY SEEK TO 
BUILD RATIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTIONS BASED ON DIVERSITY, 
INDIVIDUAL CHOICE AND PEACEFUL CHANGE. THE COMPETITION BETWEEN 
THESE TWO APPROACHES WILL CONTINUE, = 

THIS RIVALRY, HOWEVER, IS CONSTRAINED BY ANOTHER CENTRAL 
FACT OF OUR TIME -- NUCLEAR WEAPONS, TOTAL VICTORY BY MILITARY 
MEANS HAS BECOME A FORMULA FOR MUTUAL CATASTROPHE. EVEN THE USE 
OF CONVENTIONAL FORCE RISKS UNPREDICTABLE CONSEQUENCES. 

OUR ENDURING CHALLENGE IS THEREFORE TO DEVELOP AND TO SUSTAIN 
A RELATIONSHIP WITE THE SOVIET UNION WHICH RECOGNIZES THAT THE 
COMPETITION WILL PROCEED, BUT CONSTRAINS THE USE OR THREAT OF FORCE. 
WE CAN DEVELOP A LASTING FRAMEWORK FOS THIS RELATIONSHIP IF we AVOID 
THE EXTREMES THAT HAVE DISTORTED AMERICAN FOREISN POLICY OVER THE 


POST WAR PERIOD: 
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-- FIRST, THAT EXPRESSIONS OF AMERICAN GOODWILL AND PEADIMESS 
TO NEGOTIATE COULD SOMEHOW SUBSTITUTE FOR AMERICAN STSENGTH AND MOULD 
= MOVE U.S.-SOVIET RELATIONS FROM COMPETITION TC COOPERATION, 
—- SECOND, THAT A POSTURE OF CONFRONTATION, A REFUSAL TO 


~—  e » 


NEGOTIATE WOULD SOMEHOK LEAD TO CAPITULATION BY THE OTHER SUPER- 
POWER. 

NE ARE LIVING TODAY HITH THE CONSEQUENCES OF THIS IMBALANCED 
APPROACH, IN PARTICULAR, THE LEGACY OF A DECADE WHEN NEGOTIATIONS 
OFTEN SEEMED TO BE A SUBSTITUTE FOR STRENGTH. DOMINATED BY THE 
PSYCHOLOGY OF VIETNAM AND RISING DOMESTIC PESISTANCE TO MILITARY 
PROGRAMS, WE FELL INTO THE EASY BELIEF THAT NEGOTIATIONS WERE NOT 
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ONLY AN ALTERNATIVE TO THE BALANCE OF POWER BUT WERE ALSO PROOF, IN 


"“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


AND OF THEMSELVES, OF AN EXPANDING COMMUNITY OF INTERESTS WITH 
THE USSR. 100 FEM NOTICED AND UNDERSTOOD THAT DETENTE DID NOT 
ALTER SOVIET PRIORITIES. EVEN AS THE WEST SOUGHT A REDUCTION IN 
TENSIONS, THE SOVIET UNION EXPANDED ITS MILITAPY FORCES. 

THE RESULT OF AMERICA’S WISHFUL THINKING AND PROFOUND 
NATIONAL INTROSPECTION HAS BEEN SHIFT AND SURE. 





“CSCO HAS ACTED FORCIBLY TC EXPAND ITS DOMINIONS. IN VIETNAM, 
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IN KAMPUCHEA, IN SOUTHERN AFRICA AND ETHIOPIA , IN AFGHANISTAN, 
AND NOW IR CENTRAL AMERICA, WE HAVE PEAPED THE GRIM 

HARVEST OF SELF-DELUSION, 

AS WE REBUILD OUR STRENGTH AHD SEEK ONCE MORE TO CONVINCE 
THE SOVIET UNION THAT RESTRAINT IS IN OUR MUTUAL INTEREST, WE MUST 
HOT ALLOW OURSELVES THE ERROR OF ANOTHER EXTREME, WE CANNOT CLAIM 
THAT WE ARE TOO WEAK TO NEGOTIATE AND AT THE SAME TIME INSIST 
THAT WE ARE STRONG ENOUGH FOR A POLICY OF ALL-OUT CONFRONTATION, 
NOTHING IS SAINED BY APPEARING TO FEAR DIPLOMATIC DISCUSSIONS -- 
NEITHER LEVERAGE OVER THE SOVIETS, NOR THE RESPECT AND CONFIDENCE 
OF OUR ALLIES. WE CAN NO MORE SOLVE OUR PROBLEMS BY AVOIDING 
THE NEGOTIATING TABLE, THAN BE RESTING OUR HOPES UPON IT ALONE. 

All AMERICAN APPROACH TO THE SOVIET UNION THAT BALANCES STRENGTH 
AND NEGOTIATIONS OFFERS THE. BEST HOPE OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOMPLISHMENT, 
WE MUST PLACE OUR POLICY IN THE CONTEXT OF IMPORTANT CHANGES THAT 
ARE TAKING PLACE IN THE WORLD AND IN THE SOVIET EMPIRE THAT MAY 
MAKE MOSCOW MORE AMENABLE TO THE VIRTUES OF RESTRAINT. THE SOVIET 


ATTEMPT TO CHANGE THE BALANCE OF POWER HAS PRODUCED A BACKLASH OF 


INCREASING INTERNATIONAL RESISTANCE. THE AMERICAN PEOPLE HAVE SHO!" 
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THAT THEY WILL NOT ACCEPT MILITARY INFERIORITY. MOSCOW HAS 
EARNED THE FEAR AND ENMITY OF MANY NONALIGNED STATES THROUGH 
AGGRESSION IN AFGHANISTAN AND SUPPORT FOR VIETNAM’S SUBJUGATION 
OF KAMPUCHEA, 





THIS BACKLASH COMES WHEN SOVIET PROSPECTS HAVE DIMMED. MOSCOW'S 
ALLIES ARE IN DEEP ECONOMIC TROUBLE AND THE SOVIET GRONTH RATE 
ITSELF IS DECLINING, AGRICULTURAL SHORTFALLS PERSIST. ABOVE ALL, 

AS POLAND HAS SHOWN, THE SOVIET MODEL AND SOVIET IDEOLOGY ARE 
INCREASINGLY REJECTED BY THE WORKERS THEMSELVES, 

OVER THE DECADE OF THE 1980s, AS THE SOVIET UNION EXPERIENCES 
A_TRANSITION IN. LEADERSHIP, IT IS LIKELY TO FACE 2 
GREATER ECONOMIC DIFFICULTIES AND: GROWING INTERNATIONAL ISOLATION -- 

A MARKED CHANGE FROM AN ERA OF UNUSUAL STABILITY AND EXPANSION, 

THIS REALITY WILL CONTRAST EVEN MORE SHARPLY THAN BEFORE WITH MOSCOW’S 
CAREFULLY CULTIVATED IMAGE OF A PROGRESSIVE AND PEACE-LOVING REGIME. 
THE SOVIET PEOPLE THEMSELVES CANNOT REMAIN ENTIRELY UNAFFECTED BY THE 
CALLS FOR PEACE AND DISARMAMENT SO AVIDLY AIMED BY THE KREMLIN AT 


THE WEST, AS A CONSEQUENCE, THE SOVIET LEADERS MAY FIND IT 
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INCREASINGLY DIFFICULT TO SUSTAIN THE STATUS-QUO AT HOME WHILE 
EXPORTING A FAILED IDEOLOGY ABROAD. 

DURING THIS SENSITIVE AND DANGEROUS PERIOD OF CHANGING 
SUPERPOWER RELATIONSHIPS, THE UNITED STATES MUST MAKE CLEAR TO THE 
SOVIET UNION THAT THERE ARE PENALTIES FOR AGGRESSION AND INCENTIVES 
FOR RESTRAINT. WE CANNOT CONDUCT BUSINESS AS USUAL IN THE FACE 
OF SOVIET ADVENTURISM IN AFGHANISTAN OR SOVIET-INSTIGATED 
REPRESSION IN POLAND, BUT WE HAVE ALSO HELD OUT THE PROSPECT 
OF SIGNIFICANT HELP FOR POLAND IF THE REFORM PROCESS IS RENEWED. 
AND WE ARE PREPARED T0 SHOW SOVIET LEADERS THAT INTERNATIONAL 
MODERATION CAN HELP THEM FACE PAINFUL DOMESTIC DILEMMAS THROUGH 
BROADER RELATIONS WITH THE U.S. AND OTHER WESTERN COUNTRIES, 

WE MUST ALSO CREATE NEW REALITIES IN THE MILITARY BALANCE AND 
IN REGIONS OF CRISIS TO ENCOURAGE THE SOVIET UNION TO ACCEPT THE 
NEED FOR MODERATION IN ITS OWN INTEREST. THIS IS THE OBJECTIVE 
OF OUR NEW DEFENSE PROGRAMS AND OF OUR DIPLOMATIC INITIATIVES IN 
AREAS SUCH AS SOUTHERN AFRICA, THE MIDDLE EAST AND THE 
CARIBBEAN, MEANWHILE, WE WILL CONTINUE TC PROBE SOVIET 
WILLINGNESS TO ENGAGE IN NEGOTIATICNS GEARED TO ACHIEVE CONCRETE 
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RESULTS, RECOGNIZING THAT PROGRESS IN ALL OF THESE AREAS AND ARMS 
CONTROL IS INEVITABLY AFFECTED BY SOVIET CONRUCT AND THE CLIMATE 
= OF EAST-WEST RELATIONS. 

AN ESSENTIAL PART OF OUR STRATEGY IS TO CONTINUE TO 
DIFFERENTIATE AMONG COMMUNIST COUNTRIES THEMSELVES. THIS IS A 
LONGSTANDING AMERICAN POLICY THAT ENCOURAGES AUTONOMY AND DIVERSITY, 
IT RESPONDS NOT ONLY TO A NATURAL SENSE OF NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE 
BUT ALSO THE EVOLUTION OF POLITICAL PLURALISM. 

> FINALLY, JUST AS THE SOVIET UNION GIVES ACTIVE 
SUPPORT TO MARXIST-LENINIST FORCES IN THE WEST AND THE SOUTH, WE 


MUST GIVE VIGOROUS SUPPORT TO DEMOCRATIC FORCES WHEREVER THEY ARE 
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LOCATED -- INCLUDING COUNTRIES WHICH ARE NOM COMMUNIST. WE SHOULD 
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NOT HESITATE TO PROMOTE OUR OWN VALUES, KNOWING TREAT TRE FREEDOM 

AND DIGNITY OF MAN ARE THE IDEALS THAT MOTIVATE THE QUEST FOR SOCIAL 
JUSTICE, A FREE PRESS, FREE TSADE UNIONS, FREE POLITICAL PARTIES, 
FREEDOM TO TRAVEL AND FREEDOM TO CREATE APE THE INGREDIENTS OF 

THE DEMOCRATIC REVOLUTION OF THE FUTURE, NOT THE STATUS QUO OF 

A FAILED PAST, WE WANT THE COMPETITION OF DEMOCRACY AND COMMUNISM 


TO BE CONDUCTED IN PEACEFUL AND POLITICAL TERMS BUT WE WILL "OVIDE 


OTHER MEANS IF THE SOVIET UNION INSISTS UPON VIOLENT METHODS OF 
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STRUGGLE, THERE MUST BE A SINGLE STANDARD. 

IN SUM, THE FACTS DO NOT SUPPORT THE BELIEF THAT THERE CAN 
BE AN EARLY, SUDDEN OR DRAMATIC RECONCILIATION OF SOVIET AND AMERICAN 
INTERESTS, THE COMPETITION WILL CONTINUE. BUT NE CAN MAKE THE 
SOVIETS HORE CAUTIOUS BY OUR ACTION. AMD AS A NEW GENERATION OF 
SOVIET LEADERS EMERGES, WE CAN SIGNAL THE BENEFITS OF GREATER 
RESTRAINT. A BALANCED AND PERSISTENT AMERICAN POLICY, COGNIZANT OF 
BOTH SOVIET STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES, CAM GRADUALLY REDUCE THE 
DANGERS INHERENT IN THE STRUGGLE BETWEEN THE THO SUPERPOWERS - 


—s- - — ~~ —<-— — — —_— - —_—— ee = -—— —— <r ee ———_—— — 


AS THE END OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY APPROACHES, LET US ASK 
OURSELVES ABOUT THE DIRECTION OF EVENTS. OVER THE PAST DECADE, HAVE WE 
MOVED CLOSER TO OUR GOAL OF A FREER AND MORE PEACEFUL WORLD? 
UNFORTUNATELY, MANY WOULD ANSWER NO. DO WE HAVE THE MEANS, THE WILL 
AND THE SKILL TO SHAPE ONE? SURELY THE ANSWER IS YES. 

TO REACH OUR GOAL IS NOT ONLY A MATTER OF ARMS, THOUGH 
WE NEED THEM. IT IS NOT ONLY A MATTER OF INTERESTS TO DEFEND, THOUGH 


DEFEND THEM WE MUST, AND IT CANNOT ONLY BE A MATTER OF ONE FRAMEHO*K 
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OR ANOTHER, THOUGH OUR PONER MUST BE DISCIPLINED. THE MOST 
BRILLIANT CONCEPTION COUNTS FOR LITTLE VITHOUT THE PEPSISTENCE TO 
PURSUE. IT. 

ULTIMATELY, A FOREIGN POLICY IS THE TEST OF A NATION'S 
CHARACTER. TODAY, THE TEST OF OUR CHARACTER TS WHETHER WE CARE 
ENOUGH ABOUT THE VALUES THAT MAKE LIFE MORTH LIVING, THE INNER 
BELIEFS THAT HAVE SUSTAINED WESTERN CIVILIZATION, OVER THE 
CENTURIES, A CERTAIN IDEA OF MAN HAS TAKEN HOLD IN OUR SOCIETIES. 
THE RIGHT OF THE INDIVIDUAL, THE RESPONSIBILITY OF GOVERNMENT TO 
“THE GOVERNED AND THE RULE OF LAH HAVE DISTINGUISHED OUR WAY OF LIFE. 
THESE IDEALS ARE THE TRUE SOURCE OF OUR STRENGTH AND THE TRUE SOURCE 
OF THE WEAKNESS OF OUR ADVERSARIES. 

A SOCIETY WHERE MEN ARE NOT FREE TO SPEAK THEIR MINDS, WHERE 
THE DIGNITY OF THE WORKER IS DENIED, WHERE THE COMMUNITY’S EFFORT 

I$ POURED INTO THE WEAPONS OF WAR, IS BOTH UNNATURAL AND 
REPUGNANT. IN CONTRAST, FREE EXPRESSION BY THE ONE OR BY THE MANY 
KEEPS OUR GOVERNMENTS FLEXIBLE AND ALERT. WORDS, THOUGHTS AND 
VOTES ARE THE FOUNDATION OF CONSENT, NOT THE POLICE POKER OF THE 


STATE. AND THE RESOURCES RELUCTANTLY DEVOTED TO DEFENSE ARE 
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SUBJECTED RIGHTLY TO THE MOST STRINGENT EXAMINATION AND 
JUSTIFICATION. 

THESE IDEALS ARE BY NO MEANS OURS ALONE. TiEY HAVE 
UNIVERSAL APPEAL. OUR MATERIAL ACHIEVEMENTS ARE ADMIRED AND 
EMULATED. BUT THE POWER OF WESTERN SCIENCE AND TECHNOLCSY COMES 
FROM THE POWER OF IDEAS, THE PEOPLE OF THE WORLD HUNGER FOR OUR 
IDEAS EVEN AS THEY SEEK THE BENEFITS OF OUR MACHINES. YET IF WE 
DO NOT CARE FOR OUR OWN VALUES, WE CANNOT EXPECT OTHERS TO 
RESPECT THEM -- OR TO RESPECT US. 

HISTORY TEACHES US THAT PROGRESS IS NOT TEVITABLE. LIBERTY 
AND DEMOCRACY HAVE OFTEN BEEN DENIED AND PEOPLES HAVE BEEN FORCIBLY 
RESIMENTED TO THE DICTATES OF MISTAKEN PHILOSOPHIES. BUT IF WE 
HAVE LEARNED ANYTHING FROM THIS TROUBLED CENTURY, IT IS, AS CHURCHILL 
DECLARED, THAT ONLY THE SWIFT GATHERING OF FORCES TO CONFRONT 
MILITARY AND MORAL AGGRESSION CAN PRESERVE THE PEACE. SUCK A SWIFT 
GATHERING OF FORCES WILL ENABLE US TO CREATE A WHOLE WORLD, A FREE 
WORLD, WITHOUT BLOWING IT TO PIECES IN THE PROCESS. AMERICAN POWER 


MUST BE BENT TO THIS PURPOSE. 


Fe eS 
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APPOINIMENT OF U.S. DELEGATION CHAIRMAN 
TO THE PLENIPOTENTIARY CONFERENCE OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION 


The Department of State announces the appointment of Mr. Michael R. 
Gardner as Chairman of the United States Delegation to the Plenipotentiary 
Conference of the International Telecommunication Union (ITU). 


The Plenipotentiary Conference will convene in Nairobi, Kenya 
from September 28 to Novenber 5, 1982; it last met in 1973 in 
Torremolinos, Spain. The main purposes of the Conference will be 
to review the general policies and objectives of the ITU; to establish 
the basis for the ITU's annual budgets until the next Plenipotentiary 
Conference convenes; to revise the 1973 Intemational Telecommmication 
Convention, if necessary; and to elect the Secretary General, the 
Deputy Secretary General, and the members of the International 
Frequency Registration Board. 
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Mr. Gardner is a resident of Washington, D.C. and an attomey and 
partner in the firm of Bracewell and Patterson. Mr. Gardner has long 
been active in governmental and public affairs, and following the 
1980 Presidential election served as Transition Team Captain at the 
Federal Communications Commission. 
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No. 149 


UNITED STATES AND INDIA 
AMEND BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and India exchanged letters dated 
March 31, 1982 and April 7, 1982 to amend the bilateral 
textile Agreement. The texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





March 31, 1982 


Mr. Nareshwer Dayal 

Minister (Conmerce and Supply) 
Embassy of India 

2107 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20008 


Dear Mr. Dayal: 


I an writing to you with regard to the Agreement 
between the United States and India relating to Trade 
in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile 
Products, with annexes, effected by exchange of notes 
on December 30, 1977, as amended, ("the Agreement"), and 
to our conversations concerning exports from India to the 
United States of products classified in textile categories 
351 and 359. 


EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202) 632-2062 
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On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose 
that the consultation levels for the Agreement Year ending 
December 31, 1982 for categories 351 and 359 be increased 
as follows: 











Category Current Level Adjusted Level 
(SYE) (SYE) 
351 700,000 1,000,000 
359 700,000 2,000,000 


If this. _.oposal is acceptable to your Government, 
this letter ..1.d your letter of confirmation on behalf 
of your Gover: ment shall constitute an amendment to the 
Agreement. 


Sincerely, 


Vente © Shadfe 


Teresita C. Schaffer, Ac ‘ing 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 
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INDIA LETTER 





April 7, 1982 


a 


MS. Teresita C. Schaffer, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary 

for Trade and Commercial Affairs, 

Bureau of Economic and Business Affairs, 
Department of State, 

Washington D.C.20570 


Dear “%s. Schaffer, 


| am writing with reference to your letter of March 31,1982 
Pprope.ing that the consultation levels for categories 351 and 359 
in th: Indo-US Textile Agreement be increased for the Agrecaent year 1982 
as follows:- 





Category Current level Adjusted Level _ 
(SYE) (SYE) 

351 700,000 1,000 ,000 

359 700 ,000 2,000 ,000 


On behalf of my Government, | have the honour to accept this proposal 
without prejudice to our request for increase made in our letter dated March 4,1982. 


Your letter and my response would constitute an amendment to the Indo-US Textile 
i. reement. 
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Yours sincerely, 


/ ‘a usb day { 


(N. Dayal) 
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April 30, 1982 
No. 150 STATEMENT BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR., 
AT 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 0 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
FRIDAY, APRIL 30, 1982, 11:30 A.M. 


MR. FISCHER: Ladies and gentlemen, the Secretary of State. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 





The South Atlantic crisis is about to enter a new and 
dangerous phase, in which large-scale military action is 
likely. I would like to bring you up to date on what we have 
done, why, and what we must do now. 


We have made a determined effort to restore peace through 
implementation of U. N. Security Council Resolution 592. That 
Resolution calis for an end to hostilities, the withdrawal of 
Argentine forces from the Islands; and a diplomatic settlement 
of the fundamental dispute. 


The United States made this extraordinary effort because the 
stakes in human lives and international order required it. 
From the outset, the United States has been guided by the 
basic principle of the rule of law and the peaceful settlement 
of disputes. The collapse of that principle could oly bring 
chaos and suffering. 


We also made this effort because the crisis raised the vital 
issues of hemispheric solidarity at a time when the communist 
adversaries seek positions of influence on the mainland of the 
Americas, and latent territorial disputes in much of the 
Hemisphere called for unity and the resolute defense of 
principle. - We acted as well because the United States has the 
confidence of the parties. The United Kingdom is our closest 
ally, and Prime Minister Thatcher's government looked to us to 
pursue a peaceful solution. We have also recently developed a 
better relationship with Argentina as part of our success in 
revitalizing the community of American states. President 
Galtieri also requested our involvement. 


Under the direction of President Reagan, I participated in 
many days of intense discussions with the parties in the search 
of a framework for implement:ing U.N. Security Council 
Resolution 502. Our initial aim wes to clarify the position 
of the par’:ies and to offer suggestions on how those positions 
might be reconciled. We took no position on the merits of 
either the British or Argentine claims to the Islands. As the 
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prospects for more intense hostilities arose, we put forth an 
American proposal. It represented our best estimate of what 
the two parties could reasonably be expected to accept, and 
was based squarely on our own principles and concern for the 
rule of law. 


We regard this as a fair and a sound proposal. It involves a 
cessation of hostilities, withdrawal of both Argentine and 
British forces, termination of sanctions, establishment of a 
United States-United Kingdom-Argentine interim authority to 
maintain the agreement, continuation of the traditional local 
administration with Argentine participation, procedures for 
encouraging cooperation in the development of the Islands, and 
a framework for negotiations on a final settlement, taking into 
account the interests of both sides and the wishes of the 
inhabitants. 


Foreign 


We had reason to hope that the United Kingdom would consider a 
settlement along the lines of our proposal, but Argentina 
informed us yesterday that it could not accept it. 
Argentina's position remains that it must receive an assurance 
now of eventual sovereignty or an immediate de facto role in 
governing the Islands which would lead to sovereignty. 


For its part, the British Government has continued to affirm 
the need to respect the views of the inhabitants in any 
settlement. 


The United States has thus far refrained from adopting 
measures in response to the seizure of the Islands that could 
have interfered with our ability to work with both sides in 
the search for peace. 
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The British Government has shown complete understanding for 
this position. Now, however, in light of Argentina's failure 
to accept a compromise, we must take concrete steps to 
underscore that the United States cannot and will not condone 
the use of unlawful force to resolve disputes. 


The President has therefore ordered the suspension of all 
military exports to Argentina, the withholding of cer- 
tification of Argentine eligibility for military sales, the 
suspension of new Export-Import Bank credits and guarantees, 
and the suspension of Commodity Credit Corporation guarantees. 


The President has also directed that the United States will 
respond positively for requests to materiel support for 
British forces. There will, of course, be no direct U.S. 
military involvement. 
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American policy will continue to be guided by our concerns for 
the rule of law and our desire to facilitate an early and fair 
settlement. The United States remains ready to assist the 
parties in finding that settlement. A strictly military out- 
come cannot endure over time. In the end, there will have to 
be a negotiated outcome acceptable to the interested parties. 
Otherwise, we will all face unending hostility and insecurity 
in the South Atlantic. 


Thank you. 


(The statement concluded at 11:40 a.m.) 
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No. 151 
JOINT WORKING PARTY OF THE 


NATICNAL ORGANIZATIONS OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE AND THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that the Joint Working Party of 
the U.S. Organizations for the International Radio Consultative Committee 
(CCIR) and the Intemational Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Conmittee (CCITT), in preparation for the Plenipotentiary Conference 
of the Intemational Telecommmicatiaqn Union, September 28-Novenber 5, 
1982, Nairobi, Kenya, will meet m» May 19, 1982 at 9:30 a.m. in Room 1408, 
Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


The main purposes of the meeting will be: 


l. TO assist the Goverment in analyzing proposals submitted to 
the Plenipotentiary Conference by foreign administrations; 


2. To assist the Goverment in ratimalizing the ITU's technical 
cooperation role and the nature and objectives of our interests 
in this area of the Union's activities; 


3. To backstop, generally, the further development of U.S. 
positions for the Plenipotentiary Conference; 


4. Any other business. 


Members Of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussions subject to instructions of the Chairman. Admittance of 
public members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, 
entrance to the building is controlled; all persons wishing to attend 
the meeting must inform their names to Mr. Arthur L. Freeman, 

Department of State; telephone 202 632-3405. Attendees must use 
the C Street entrance to the building. 
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April 30, 1982 
No. 152 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will hold a joint meeting on 
June 2, 1982, of the Working Groups on Multilateral Invest- 
ment Standards for MNEs and U.N. Activities and Transfer of 
Technology of the Advisory Committee on International 
Investment, Technology, and Development. The two Working 
Groups will meet from 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. The meeting 
will be held in Room 1105 of the State Department, 2201 C 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20520. The meeting will be 
Open to the public. 


The principal purpose of the meeting will be to review 
the U.S. position on the U.N. Code of Conduct Relating to 
Transnational Corporations in preparation for the eighth 
meeting of the U.N. Commission on TNCs to be held in Manila 
in August. The meeting will also discuss the Interim 
Committee meetings on the Transfer of Technology Code, 
specifically Chapter 4 on Restrictive Business Practices and 
Chapter 9 on Applicable Law, and discuss proposed changes in 
the status of UNIDO and the implications for U.S. multinationals. 


Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, JjJr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs, Washington, D.C. 20520. He may be reached by 
telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 


Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


As time permits, members of the public attending the 
meeting may make comments. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee of Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Shipping Coordinating Committee (SHC) will 
conduct an open meeting on June 9, 1982, at 9:30 a.m., 
in Room 3201 of the U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters 
Building, 2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of this meeting is to finalize prepara- 
tions for the 48th Session of the Council of the Inter- 
governmental Maritime Consultative Organization (IMCO). 
which is scheduled for June 14-18 in London. In partic- 
ular, the SHC will discuss development of U.S. positions 
dealing with, inter alia, the following topics: 


- Reports to the various committees 


- Implementation of conventions and other multi- 
lateral instruments 


- Personnel matters 
- Financial matters 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


Interested persons may seek information by writing 
Mr. G. P. Yoest, U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters (G-CPI), 
2100 2nd Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone 
(202) 426-2280. 
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No. 154 
. STUDY GROUP B OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
a FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group B of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT) will meet on May 19, 1982 at 2:00 p.m. in Room 2722B 
of the Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This 
Study Group deals with international telegraph operations. 


The purpose of this meeting is to review four proposed U.S. 
contributions to CCITT Study Group VIII in the ece of reconmendations 
for Group 3 and 4 facsimile equipment. The proposed contributions were 
developed by Committee TR.29 of the Electronic Industry Association. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in the 
discussion subject to the instructions of the Chairman. Admittance of public 
members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, entrance 
to the Department of State building is controlled and entry will be facilitated 
if arrangements are made in advance of the meeting. It is suggested that 
prior to May 19, menbers of the general public who plan to attend the meeting 
so advise Mr. Richard H. Howarth, Office of International Communications 
Policy, Department of State, Washington, D.C.. 20520, telephone (202)632-1007. 
All non-Government attendees must use the C Street entrance to the building. 
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May 3, 1982 
No. 155 
REMARKS BY 
. SECRETARY OF STATE HAIG 
AND 


DIRECTOR-GENERAL HUNT 
UPON THE SIGNING 
OF THE MULTINATIONAL FOR ND OBSERVERS 
March 25° 1583 


SECRETARY HAIG: We are present here this morning to both 
celebrate peace and to carry peace forward with this signing. 
Some three years have passed since the momentous Eqyptian-Israeli 
peace treaty agreement of March 26, 1979. In the intervening 
period, the roots of peace and normalization have begun to take 
hold and over three decades of tension and animosity between two 
great nations have steadily declined, and normalization has bequn. 
Today's event carries forward that momentum and that deepening of 
the peace process and the breadth of participation of the nations 
involved in the Multinational Force and Observers is testimony 
first to the vision and the wisdom of the leaders and the people 
of both Egypt and Israel. But it is also testimony to the con- 
tinuing American support not just for the peace treaty between 
Egypt and Israel ny take for the peace process. I think 

S 
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Americans can today tak ust pride in the fact that they have 
been full partners in t momentous and historic process. 
Today's events are also testimony to the splendid work of 
Director-General Hunt and his staff who in a relatively brief 
period have brought a ephemeral concept into a practical reality, 
and I want to congr-tulate you, Mr. Director-General and all 
those who have work:d with you so successfully and have put 
together this MFO which if being formalized today. Thank 

you, Mr. Director-General. 
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DIRECTOR-GENERAL HUNT: Mr. Secretary, your Excellencies, ladies and 
gentleman, its a real pleasure to sign this treaty with the 

United States for the U.S. participation in the Multinational Force 
and Observers. This is the last agreement we have signed. It com- 
pletes our efforts to bring eleven nations into the force. It has 
been a long six months; it seems more like six years. We have finally 
accomplished a great deal. As of the moment we have some 2400 
soldiers in the Sinai. Eleven units are on the way, and we 

expect by the early part of next week to have the full force 

there. The troops have started their training orientation. They 
will on April 25 take up their peace-keeping duties and get accom- 
panying responsibilities under the Protocol. We are confident 

that we can do the job that Egypt and Israel has asked us to do, 
confident with this kind of international effort that we will be 
able to stay in the Sinai to continue to help these two important 
countries phrase the confidence-building process to continue the 
normalization towards full peace that they seek. Mr. Secretary, 

and the people in this room who have assisted the MFO a great 

deal, during the last six months we have continued support 
(inaudible) so many places that it would be difficult to really 
comment on the things that have been done for us, but I would 

like to thank you personally for it -=- your continued support and 
efforts that you have made to bring together the eleven nations 
that now make up the the MFO. We look forward to our respon- 
sibilities and let me assure you that we will carry them out. 
Thank you very much. 
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BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE, ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
BEFORE 
THE SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR 


STATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, THE JUDICIARY 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 


MAY 4, 1982 
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MR, CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE: 


x IT IS A GREAT PLEASURE TO BE HERE TODAY TO BEGIN 





HEARINGS ON THE PRESIDENT’S FISCAL YEAR 1983 BUDGET FOR 


THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


THE INTERNATIONAL CHALLENGES AND- GPPORTUNITIES FACING 
THE UNITED STATES TODAY HAVE PLACED THE FOREIGN SERVICE 
AND THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE IN THE FRONT LINE DEFENSE OF 
OUR NATIONAL INTERESTS. ACCURATE AND CLEAR REPORTING ARE 
CRITICAL IF WE ARE TO ANTICIPATE POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC 
EVENTS. INTELLECTUAL AND DIPLOMATIC CREATIVITY ARE 
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ESSENTIAL IF WE ARE TO ESTABLISH AND SUSTAIN THE TRUST, 
FRIENDSHIP ANB UNDERSTANDING OF OTHER COUNTRIES. .A STRONG 
AND VITAL FOREIGN SERVICE ENABLES US TO HANDLE THE MULTI- 
TUDE OF FOREIGN POLICY PROBLEMS INCLUDING THE PRESERVATION 


OF PEACE. 


THE PRESIDENT RECOGNIZES THAT SUCCESSFUL DIPLOMACY 


RESTS ON A SOLID FOUNDATION OF STRENGTH AND RESOLVE. BUT 











ee 
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RENEWED MILITARY STRENGTH SERVES ITS TRUE PURPOSE IF 
PRESERVING PEACE WHEN IT IS ACCOMPANIED BY DIPLOMATIC EFFORTS 








TO SETTLE DISPUTES, STRENGTHEN ALLIANCES, PROMOTE DEVELOP- 


MENT, AND REDUCE THE RISKS OF WAR. AS A SOLDIER AS WELL 
AS A DIPLOMAT, I CAN TELL YOU THAT DIPLOMACY IS AN INVESTMENT 





IN DETERRENCE ITSELF. 


THE TASK OF STATESMANSHIP IS TO SHAPE EVENTS, NOT MERELY 
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TO REACT TO THEM. IN A WORLD MARKED BY MANY POWERS AND 
INTERESTS, THE PRESIDENT HAS ESTABLISHED A TRANSCENDING 


|—6’CCc lassi fied 


OBJECTIVE FOR THE UNITED STATES: TO CREATE AN INTERNATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENT HOSPITABLE TO AMERICAN VALUES, ESPECIALLY THE 
FREEDOM AND CREATIVITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL. TO ACCOMPLISH 
THIS TASK, WE HAVE EMPHASIZED THE STRENGTHENING OF QUR 
TRADITIONAL ALLIANCES AND THE NURTURING OF NEW PARTNERSHIPS, 
THE PROMOTION OF PEACEFUL PROGRESS IN THE DEVELOPING WORLD, 
AND THE ACHIEVEMENT OF A RELATIONSHIP WITH THE SOVIET UNION 
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BASED ON RESTRAINT AND RECIPROCITY. WE CAN INFi ‘ENCE 
INTERNATIONAL EVENTS IF WE HAVE THE KNOWLEDGE AND THE SENSI- 
TIVITY TO APPRECIATE REGIONAL REALITIES AND THE UNIQUE 
CIRCUMSTANCES OF EVERY COUNTRY. THIS CAN ONLY BE DONE IF 
WE HAVE THE INFORMED REPORTING AND THE UNDERSTANDING OF OUR 


PROFESSIONAL FOREIGN SERVICE, 


THE BUDGET BEFORE YOU IS NECESSARY TO SUSTAIN THE 
EXCELLENCE OF THE FOREIGN SERVICE. WE PUT IT FORWARD FULLY 
RECOGNIZING THE REQUIREMENTS OF THESE AUSTERE TIMES AND WE 
ARE COMMITTED TO THE PRESIDENT’S PROGRAM OF FISCAL RESTRAINT. 
THE DEPARTMENT HAS DONE ITS FULL SHARE TO MEET THE REDUCTIONS 
REQUIRED BY THIS PROGRAM. IN FISCAL YEAR 1982 ALONE, THE 
DEPARTMENT HAS REDUCED WORE THAN $200 MILLION FROM OUR MARCH 
1981 REQUEST. AS A CONSEQUENCE, THERE HAVE ALSO BEEN SUB- 
STANTIAL REDUCTIONS IN THE DEPARTMENT’S ACTIVITIES, THE 

1983 BUDGET REQUEST IS THEREFORE CRITICAL IF WE ARE T0 


CONTINUE TO MEET U.S. FOREIGN POLICY GOALS. 
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OPERATIONAL FUNDING IN THE 1983 BUDGET IS APPROXIMATELY 
EQUAL IN CONSTANT DOLLARS TO THE 1974 APPROPRIATIONS. DURING 
THIS SAME PERIOD, THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE DEPARTMENT HAVE 
GROWN AND THE COMPLEXITIES OF DIPLOMACY HAVE INCREASED. 
HOWEVER, OUR KEY RESOURCE -- PEOPLE -- HAS DECLINED IN 
NUMBERS. THE DEPARTMENT HAS ALSO BEEN FORCED TO REDUCE 
EXPENDITURES FOR A NUMBER OF MAJOR ACTIVITIES IN OPNER TO 
ABSORB MANY NEW PROGRAMS. ALL TOO FREQUENTLY, WE HAVE 
FAILED TO MAKE THE PROVISIONS NECESSARY TODAY TO ENSURE 


A BETTER SERVICE TOMORROW, 


~ 


THIS DANGEROUS TREND MUST BE REVERSED. THE 1983 BUDGET 
~ PROPOSES PRUDENT INCREASES THAT CONSTITUTE A LONG-TERM 
INVESTMENT IN BOTH PERSONNEL AND PROPERTY. EVEN WITH THESE 
MODEST CHANGES, WE WILL HAVE THE SMALLEST BUDGET OUTLAYS OF 
ANY CABINET-LEVEL AGENCY. WITH THE FULL SUPPORT OF THIS 
COMMITTEE AND THE CONGRESS, THE DEPARTMENT WILL BE ABLE TO 
MAKE MAJOR COST-EFFECTIVE STRIDES TOWARDS MEETING ITS OBJECTIVES, 


EEEEEESSS'S’ S59 rr 
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UNDER SECRETARY KENNEDY AND OTHER REPRESENTATIVES OF 
THE DEPARTMENT WILL ADDRESS THE SPECIFICS OF THE BUDGET, BUT 





ALLOW ME TO MENTION CERTAIN ITEMS WHICH ARE OF PARTICULAR 
SIGNIFICANCE. 


ABOUT 82% OF OUR TOTAL 1983 INCREASE IS NEEDED JUST TO 
OPERATE AT CURRENT LEVELS. MOST OF THIS INCREASE OFFSETS 
THE EFFECTS OF OVERSEAS WAGE AND PRICE INCREASES IN 
COUNTRIES ABROAD WHERE INFLATION IS OFTEN SUBSTANTIALLY 
HIGHER THAN IN THE UNITED STATES. ALSO, BURGEONING 
PASSPORT AND CONSULAR REQUIREMENTS WILL ALONE REQUIRE 


OVER 100 NEW FOSITIONS IN 1983. 


THE REMAINING 18% OF OUR 1983 INCREASE IS FOR SEVERAL 


PROGRAMS OF KEY IMPORTANCE. THIS INCLUDES RESOURCES 
AS PART OF A CONTINUING PROGRAM SUPPORTED BY THE CONGRESS 


TO STRENGTHEN SUBSTANTIVE POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC REPORTING 














 e 


AND ANALYSIS IN CRITICAL REGIONS SUCH AS THE CARIBBEAN, 


3 THE MIDDLE EAST, AND ASIA. 





o A LEAN AND EFFICIENT CADRE OF PROFESSIONAL OFFICERS IS 
REQUIRED TO PERFORM EFFECTIVELY A MYRIAD OF FOREIGN 
POLICY RESPONSIBILITIES. AS A STEP IN IMPLEMENTING THE 
FOREIGN SERVICE ACT OF 1980, THE 1983 BUDGET INCLUDES 
A MODEST INCREMENT OF NEW POSITIONS AND FUNDS TO CARRY 
QUT A MANDATORY MID-LEVEL TRAINING PROGRAM FOR CAREER 
OFFICERS. THIS INVESTMENT IN EDUCATION WILL STRENGTHEN 
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OUR CAPACITY TO MANAGE U.S. FOREIGN POLICY BY ENSURING THAT 
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OFFICERS ACHIEVE HIGH STANDARDS OF PROFESSIONAL EXCELLENCE. 


> 


THE BUDGET ALSO FUNDS THE FIRST PHASE OF CONSTRUCTION 


FOR OUR NEW EMBASSY COMPLEX IN RIYADH, SAUDI ARABIA. THIS 
PROJECT IS IMPERATIVE PHYSICALLY AND POLITICALLY. THE 
UPCOMING SHIFT OF THE SAUDI DIPLOMATIC CAPITAL FROM JIDDA 


TO RIYADH IN THE FALL OF 1983 -- A DISTANCE OF S00 MILES -- 
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MAKES THIS PROJECT NECESSARY. WITHOUT IT, RELATIONS BETWEEN 





THE U.S. AND OUR SAUDI ALLIES WILL BE HAMPERED AS THEY 





PROCEED TO ESTABLISH FORMALLY THIS NEW DIPLOMATIC CAPITAL. 
IN ADDITION, FURTHER DELAYING CONSTRUCTION OF THE CHANCERY 
AND EMBASSY RESIDENCES TO 1984 WILL INCREASE THE TOTAL 

COST OF THIS PROJECT BY SOME $7 MILLION BECAUSE OF INFLATION 
AND RENTAL COSTS. 


THE 1983 BUDGET ALSO PROVIDES FOR NECESSARY EFFICIENCIES 
AND ECONOMIES IN AREAS THROUGHOUT THE DEPARTMENT, SUCH AS: 


9 ENHANCING COMMUNICATIONS AND COMPUTER CAPACITY, PARTIC- 
ULARLY BY UPDATING OBSOLETE SYSTEMS. THIS INCLUDES 
CONTINUING DEVELOPMENT OF THE NEW FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 
SYSTEM SO POLICYMAKERS IN THE DEPARTMENT CAN MAKE 
SOUND DECISIONS ON RESOURCE ALLOCATION. 


O ADDITIONAL RESOURCES FOR THE PRESIDENT’S PROGRAM TO 


COMBAT WASTE, FRAUD, AND MISMANAGEMENT. 
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o STRENGTHENING ADMINISTRATIVE CAPACITY IN UNDERDE- 
VELOPED COUNTRIES WHERE OUR WORKLOAD HAS DRAMATICALLY 


INCREASED. 


THESE EFFORTS, WHILE REQUIRING RELATIVELY SMALL INVEST- 
MENTS, WILL MORE THAN PAY FOR THEMSELVES THROUGH THE COST 
SAVINGS THEY WILL ACHIEVE. DELAY ON SUCH MATTERS WILL NOT 
ONLY AGGRAVATE CURRENT INEFFICIENCIES, BUT MEAN HIGHER START- 


UP COSTS IN THE FUTURE. 


THESE ADDITIONAL RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS ARE NECESSARY TO 
MAINTAIN THE DEPARTMENT’S INSTITUTIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES, BUT 
OUR FOREIGN SERVICE AND OTHER EMPLOYEES ARE ALSO FACING REAL 
DANGERS ABROAD. 1 MIST REEMPHASIZE TO THE COMMITTEE THAT 
SECURITY FOR OUR PERSONNEL REMAINS THE DEPARTMENT’S HIGHEST 
PRIORITY. INDEED, BECAUSE OF THE RECENT INDIVIDUAL ACTS OF 


TERRORISM DIRECTED AGAINST SPECIFIC OFFICERS ABROAD, SUCH AS 
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CHARGE CHAPMAN, GENERAL DOZIER AND ASSISTANT MILITARY ATTACHE 
RAY, WE ARE MOVING RAPIDLY TO BLUNT THIS GROWING THREAT TO 

THE SAFETY OF OUR EMPLOYEES, AN URGENT REQUEST TO MEET 1982 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY REQUIREMENTS HAS RECENTLY BEEN TRANS- 
MITTED TO CONGRESS WHICH WILL PROVIDE ADDITIONAL ARMORED 
VEHICLES AND GUARD SERVICES AND IMPROVE PUBLIC ACCESS CONTROLS 


AND COMMUNICATIONS, 


IN CONCLUSION, U.S. FOREIGN POLICY MUST PROVIDE 4 BROAD 
FRAMEWORK TO FOSTER RESPECT FOR INDIVIDUAL LIBERTY, TO PRE- 
SERVE PEACE, TO INCREASE SECURITY, AND TO PROMOTE DEVELOPMENT. 
BUT IF THE U.S. IS TO CONDUCT AN EFFECTIVE POLICY DIRECTED 
TOWARD THESE GOALS, THEN THE STATE DEPARTMENT MUST HAVE THE 
NECESSARY RESOURCES. WE SIMPLY CANNOT CARRY OUT OUR FOREIGN 
POLICY INITIATIVES, INCLUDING PROGRAMS OF MILITARY AND 
DEVELOPMENTAL AID, UNLESS WE HAVE AN ADEQUATE INFRASTRUCTURE. 
| AM CONFIDENT THAT WE WILL CONTINUE TO RECEIVE YOUR SUPPORT 


FOR THIS INFRASTRUCTURE IN THE CRUCIAL TIMES AHEAD, 
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MR. CHAIRMAN, THIS BUDGET IS THE PRODUCT OF RIGOROUS 
EFFORT. IT CONSTITUTES A SOUND PROGRAM FOR THE CONDUCT OF 
CURRENT OPERATIONS AND, JUST AS IMPORTANT, IT OFFERS AN 
INVESTMENT FOR THE FUTURE. THE AMERICAN PEOPLE AND THE 
FOREIGN POLICY PROFESSIONALS WHO SERVE THEM SO WELL, DESERVE 


NO LESS. 
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INCREASED PROCESSING TIME FOR PASSPORTS 





The Department of State wishes to advise all American 
citizens of a temporary increase in the time needed to obtain 
passports. 


All of the Department's thirteen passport agencies across 
the country are experiencing a dramatic and unexpected increase 
in the volume of passport applications. For example, more 
applications were filed in March 1982 than in any single month 
in U.S. history. As of April 21, there were 212,000 
appiications awaiting final processing. As of the same-date 
last year there were only 87,500 applications on hand. Demand 
for passports over the entire year to date has increased 
approximately 11% over 1981. 


Over the past years, the Department has been the proces. of 
installing a new computerized passport production system. This 
new system is already in effect at the Washington, Chicago, and 
as of March 27, i982, the Los Angeles agency. This new system 
will produce a more secure, machine readable passport in a more 
efficient manner. However, as with any new system of such a 
large magnitude, there are “Shake-down" disruptions which 
impair productivity. These disruptions are temporary and the 
Department wishes to emphasize that the traveling public will 
benefit from the installation of the new system. 


The combined factors of increased demand and the 
installation of a new production system have resulted in a 
temporary increase in the average period of time needed to 
issue a passport. Depending upon the passport agency involved, 
it can now take over three weeks to process an application and 
issue a new passport. Additional mailing time must be allowed 
for the transit of the application between the applicant and 
the agency. However, applications are processed in the order 
of stated travel departure dates and urgent requests can often 
be processed sooner. Passports for emergency travel can 
usually be issued in a matter of hours. 


For fesrther information cortact 
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While the Department is making every effort to reduce the 
amount of time needed to process and issue a passport, members 
of the traveling public can assist in our efforts by: 


-- Applying for your passport as far in advance as possible. 





-- Obtaining and submitting applications at one of many 
first-class post offices and clerks of court that serve as 
acceptance facilities. It is not necessary to personally 
visit the passport agency. 








-- Using care in the preparation of applications to avoid the 
necessity of special handlin due to incorrect information, 
fees, addresses and supporting documents. 





-- Limiting telephone inquiries on the status of pending 
applications. The number of calls are exceeding the 
capacity of the agencies‘ telephone lines and many calls 
are not going through. 














The Department will continue to seek ways to reduce the 
required processing time to a minimum. With the assistance of 
the traveling public, we believe the inconvenience can be 
Significantly reduced. Press requests for further information 
should be directed to Mr. James Webb, Jr., Department of State, 
Bureau of Consular Affairs, Wacrington, D.C. 20520. Mr. Webb 
may be reached on (202) 632-6326 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


May 7, 1982 
No. 158 


Franklin Statue Dedicated 


During 1981, the Department of State celebrated 
the bicentennial anniversary of its founding. 


Today, May 7, 1982, Under Secretary for Management 
Richard T. Kennedy, on behalf of Secretary Haig, 
dedicated a statue of Benjamin Franklin. Often called 
America's first professional diplomat, Franklin was 
the first U.S. Minister to be received by a foreign 
government (France in 1779). This ceremony was the 
centerpiece and culmination of the Department of state's 
bicentennial activities. 
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Funds for this statue were donated by private 
citizens, who were honored guests at the dedication. 
Under Secretary Kennedy also hosted a reception on the 
8th floor last night for the donors. 


For further information contact: 
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PROGRAM FOR THE STATE VISIT TO THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA OF 


Tuesday, May ll 





4:40 p.m. 


5:10 p.m. 


Wednesday, May 12 





10:00 a.m. 
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10:30 a.m. 


12:00 Noon 


3:00 p.m. 


For further information comtact: 


HIS EXCELLENCY JOAO BAPTISTA de OLIVEIRA FIGUEIREDO, 
PRESIDENT OF THE FEDERATIVE REPUBLIC OF BRAZIL AND MRS. FIGUEIREDO. 


May 11-13, 1982 


His Excellency the President of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil and Mrs. Figueiredo arrive 
Andrews Air Force Base via Brazilian aircraft. 


Arrival Blair House. 


Privat. dinner and evening. 


Arrival at the White House where His 
Excellency the President of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil and Mrs. Figueiredo 
will be greeted by the President of the 
United States and Mrs. Reagan, the Vice 
President and Mrs. Bush, the Secretary of 
State and Mrs. Haig, and others. 


President Figueiredo will meet with 
President Reagan at the White douse. 


President Figueiredo will lay a wreath at 
the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, Arlington 
Cemetery, Arlington, Va. 


Private lunch. 


President Figueiredo will meet with The 
Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Secretary 
of State, at Blair House. 


Mary Masserini- 
S/CPR - 632-9070 (during visit) 
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Wednesday, May 12 (continued) 





7:30 p.m. The President of the United States and 
Mrs. Reagan will host a dinner in honor of 
His Excellency the President of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil and Mrs. Figueiredo 






< 





= 

. the White House. 

2 Dress: Black tie. 

Cc 

s Thursday, May 13 

‘. 

& 9:00 a.m. President Figueiredo will attend the closing 
c session of the Brazil-U.S. Businessmen's 

1 Meeting, at the Chamber of Commerce Building, 
S 1615 H Street, Northwest. 

- 

o 10:00 a.m. President Figueiredo will meet with the 

=~ Permanent Council of the Organization of 

Ss American States, at the Organization of 


American States Building, 17th Street 
and Constitution Avenue, Northwest. 


11:30 a.m. President Figueiredo will meet with 
Members of Congress at the Blair Fouse. 
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Private lunch and afternoon. 
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6:30 p.m. His Excellency the President of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil, Mrs. Figueiredo and 
their party will arrive at the Washington 
Monument (Reflecting Pool Side) for the 
departure ceremony. 


7:00 p.m. Departure from Andrews Air Force Base via 
Brazilian Aircraft for a private visit 
to Cleveland, Ohio. 
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THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT THE AFSA MEMORIAL CEREMONY 
Diplomatic Lobby 
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CHARLIE WHITEHOUSE, PRESIDENT OF AFSA: Ladies and gentlemen, 
may I have your attention, please? It's my great honor to 
introduce the Secretary of State, General Alexander Haig. 
(Applause) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much, Charlie. I thought 

at the outset of this ceremony that it would appropriate if I 
read a letter from President Reagan to the members of the 
Foreign Service, and I quote: 


"On this Foreign Service Day, I extend our nation's thanks and 
admiration for the painstaking, sophisticated and often 
brilliant efforts contributed by Foreign Service men and women 
both here and overseas. 


The effective implementation of our foreign policy is critical 
to our efforts to build a world hospitable to our ideals and 
safe for all mankind. The efforts of trose of you in the 
Foreign Service come at the front line in this struggle. You 
are our eyes, our ears, Our interpreters; more than that, you 
are the representatives to the world. 
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Recent efforts have made us especially mindful of the Foreign 
Service's contributions -- the historic Sliies wiihd.:w-! could 
not have been achieved without the diligence and perservance of 
our Foreign Service, so too with progress toward peace and stabi- 
lity in southern Africa. These are but two examples of your 
direct and distinctive contributions to peace. 


Diplomacy has always been a risky business. From the days of 
Benjamin Franklin and the Committees of Correspondence, our 
diplomats have quite literally risked their lives in the service 
of their country: Today as never before we are aware of the dif- 
ficulties and dancers that confront Foreign Service officers and 
their families in so many posts overseas. Our diplomats long 
considered sacred by international law are now considered targets 
for international outlaws who arrogantly claim the right to take 
innocent human lives in furtherance of goals held by a radical few. 

The attack on Chargé Christian Chapman and the senseless, cowardly 
murder of Lt. Col. Charles Ray who while not technically a member 
of the Foreign Service was serving with our diplomatic mission 

in Paris, reflect the risks that increasingly face the men and 
women in our Diplomatic Corps. 





Thus, it is with areat pride and honor on behalf of our nation 
that I publicly salute and commend the members of the American 


for turther mformation contact: 
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Foreign Service and reaffirm our nation's commitment to the 
vitality and strength of that service. 


Sincerely, Ronald Reagan" 


Today, Foreign Service Day is a tribute to those men and 

women whose excellence has been put at the service of our 
country's foreign policy. It has long been my conviction that 
the Foreign Service is the custodian of the historical memory 
of our relations abroad. Only through their knowledge and 
experience can we hope to achieve the balance, the consistency, 
the reliability essential to our success. 


But the Foreign Service is more than just the custodian of the 
past. It is indeed the key to the future. 


As we confront the complex uncertainties of the late 20th 
century, we can afford nothing less than the guiding wisdom 

of the foreign policy professionals. We need this in reckoning 
of our strengths as a nation. The Foreign Service has been, 
although very few in number, that force that tips the scales 

on our behalf. The Foreign Service has long been known as a 
byword for professionalism. A free society that extols in- 
dividualism must not neglect the individuals who have chosen 

to devote themselves to the protection of our interests 

abroad. Our liberty and our prosperity are due in some great 
measure to the professionals who so often know neither 

settled hours nor personal comfort. Their dedication, their 
impartiality and their determination of purpose gives substance 
and direction to our relations with the rest of the world. 


It is indicative of the President's high esteem for the Foreign 
Service that for the first time in many years an outstanding 
career professional holds the second highest appointment in this 
Department. On this day, we also honor the memories of the 
Foreign Service who gave their lives for their country. 

The memorial plaque before us is eloquent in its simplicity. 

The name, the place and the date give us only the barest facts. 
Yet, we know that some have sacrificed themselves to save the 
lives of others. Many were the casualities of war and all met 
the supreme test with courage and with conviction. 


It is indeed, as the President noted a sad commentary on our 
times that the heroic and tragic circumstances commemorated by 
this plaque are too often the common hazards of today's diplo- 
matic service. The Foreign Service has always been the front 
line of the defense of America's interest, indispensable to 
our country, they have not hesitated to put their lives -- their 
own lives -- at risk. Today, we mourn in particular Charles 
Ray, fallen in struggle against international terrorism. 

Over 200 years separate him from the very first mar honored 
in this hall, but the chasm of centuries is bridged by the 
sanctity of their purpose and time cannot dim the nobility of 
their cause. These patriots died for human liberty, not for 
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sordid interests, for shining ideals, not for individual 

glory; for the safety of our country, not for personal motives. 
Let their memory find its living testament in our own striving 
today for peace and for freedom. 


Thank you. (Applause) 


MR. WHITEHOUSE: Mr. Secretary, I should like to take this 
opportunity to express on behalf of the entire Foreign Service 
our appreciation for the inspiring message for President 
Reagan you have read to us today. The ever-increasing number 
of our colleagues who have sacrificed their lives while on 
assignment abroad bears mute testimony to the perils of the 


Foreign Service in today's dangerous and uncertain world. We 


are most grateful for the recognition you have accorded them 
and I know we can all be confident that our country will 
continue to be well served by the Foreign Service of the United 
States of America. Thank you very much. (Applause) 
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STUDY GROUP A OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 


FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group A of the 
U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet on May 26, 1982, at 10:00 
a.m. in Room 856 of the Federal Communications Commission, 1919 M 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This Study Group deals with U.S. 
Government aspects of international telegram and telephone operations 
and tariffs. 


The Study Group will discuss international telecormmications 
questions relating to telegraph, telex, new record services, data 
transmission and leased channel services in order to develop U.S. 
positions to be taken at upcoming international Study Group III and 
I meetings. 
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Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussion subject to the instruction of the Chairman. Admittance 
of public members will be limited to the seating available. Pequests 
for further information should be directed to Earl S. Barbely, Conference 
Staff, Federal Communications Commission, Washington, D.C., telephone 
(202) 632-3214. 


For fturther inmforrraticr: contact 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 
Notice of Meeting 

The Working Group on Ship Design and Equipment of SOLAS will 
conduct an open meeting on May 26, 1982 at 9:30 a.m. in Room 1303 at 
the Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 2nd St., S.W., Washington, D.C. 
20593. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to prepare for the Twenty- 
fitth Session of the Ship Design and Equipment Subcommittee of the 
Intergovernmental Maritime Consultative Organization (IMCO) which is 
scheduled for June 28-July 2, 1982 in London. The agenda includes the 
following topics: 


-- Requirements for machinery and electrical installations 


-- Safety measures for special purpose ships 
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-- Maneuverability of ships 

-- Safety measures for diving systems 

-- Statistical data on failures of steering systems, pro- 
pulsion plant and/or electrical plant and reliability 
and duplication of ship components 


-- Helicopter facilities for all types of ships. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity of 
the room. 


Further information may be obtained by contacting Capt. R.L. 
Brown, USCG (G=-MMT/12), Washington, D.C. 20593, telephone 
(202) 426-2167. 


For teerther mmformeation c ortact 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 


Subcommittee of Safety of Life at Sea 
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Notice of Meeting 

The U.S. SOLAS Working Group on Fire Protection 
will conduct an open meeting on May 27, 1982, at 9:30 
a.m., in Room 1303 of the Coast Guard Headquarters 
Building, 2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 

The purpose of this meeting will be to: 

- Review results of FP 27(25-29 January 1982) 

- Disucss plans for FP 28 (January 1983) 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. Donald J. 
Kerlin, U.S. Coast Guard (G-MMT-4/13), Washington, D.C. 
20593. Telephone (292) 426-2197. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The SOLAS Working Group on the Carriage of 
Dangerous Goods will conduct an open meeting on 
June 3, 1982, at 9:30 a.m., in Room 3201 of the Coast 
Guard Headquarters Building, 2100 Second Street, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 
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The purpose of this meeting will be to discuss 
the following: 


- Amendment 20 and 21 of the IMDG Code 
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- Decisions of the Maritime Safety Committee taken 
at their 46th Session 


- Preparation for the 34th Session of the IMCO 
Subcommittee on the Carriage of Dangerous Goods 


- IMCO activities of a continuing nature 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


Requests for further information on the meeting 
should be directed to Lietuenant Kevin J. Eldridge, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-MHM=-2), 2100 Second Street, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone (202) 426-1577. 


For furthers information contact: 
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SPECIAL BRIEFING 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
ON THE RECORD 
MONDAY, MAY 10, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. The Secretary decided to come 
down today because he has a few comments to make about some 
personnel announcements that the White House made earlier 
this morning. 





Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thanks, Dean. 





I wanted to make a few general comments to express my 
pleasure at the personnel appointments that the President 
has announced this morning and just to reflect a little for 
you on them. We have been through some 16 months, and as 
is always the case, during that period you assess and 
reassess, and hope to strengthen your team. I think the 
announcements made by the President this morning will 
definitely strengthen the Department in 4 number of very 
important areas, and some to be announced subsequently will 
further do so. 


I am pleased that the President announced his intention this 
morning of nominating James L. Buckley to be the Counselor of 
the Department, and Richard Burt to be the Assistant Secretary 
of State for European Affairs. To replace Rick Burt, I have 
asked Rear Admiral Jonathon Howe to become Director of the 
Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs. 


First, a word about Jim Buckley's role as Counselor. As you 
probably kncw, I've worked very closely with Jim over the past 
16 months, and the Office of Counselor is the principal 
officer in the Department who traditionally acts as the senior 
adviser to the Secretary. As the Counselor, Jim Buckley will 
continue at the level of Under Secretary -~- will continue at 
that level. As Counselor, Jim will provide guidance to the 
Operating bureaus in a number of very special and important 
areas of foreign policy. He will advise me on a wide range of 
issues, bringing to bear his broad experience on Capitol dill 
and in the private sector. 


im will also be performing in his new role high level 
missions at my requests, to include special international 
negotiations and consultations. As you probably know, Jim has 
been acting on behalf of the President and myself on the sub- 


for further information contact: 
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ject of credits to the Eastern European bloc and to the Soviet 
Union and has done an absolutely outstanding job in this area. 
So he will be the custodian of the most sensitive foreign 
policy matters in a number of functional areas in his new 
role. I don't have to elaborate too much on Jim's background 
for you; details are contained in the White House announce- 
ment. But I think he enjoys an unusual degree of rapport 

and respect in the United States Congress. I'm confident that 
the Department will benefit from that during his incumbency. 


His replacement will soon be announced. But until he is 
confirmed, he, of course, will remain responsible for the 
Security Assistance, Science and Technology area, which 

as Under Secretary, has been his role. I am very pleased 
with the President's selection, and look forward to working 
with Jim in this new enhanced and increasingly important 
role. 


I want to say a word about Rick Burt. Rick, as you know, has 
been the head of the Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs, and 
as such he has done an outstanding job in a full range of 
political-military affairs including arms control. He brings 
to his position, therefore, an unusually sensitive feel for 
the key strategic issues of the European alliance, and they 
are the dominating issues along with important economic mat- 
ters in our dialogue with the Community, with the Atlantic 
Alliance, and with NATO in particular. 


Rick has served as the National Security Affairs correspondent 
to the New York Times as well as the Assistant Director of the 
International Institute for Strategic Studies in London. He 
has been an advanced research fellow at the United States 
Naval War College and also an adviser on defense and arms 
control to the House of Representative Republican Wednesday 
Group, so I think Rick is particularly well qualified to move 
into the large shoes left by Larry Eagleburger, and especially 
weil suited to the current tasks of that bureau. 





John Howe, whom I've asked to take over Rick's job, was the 
final selection after a ‘very exhaustive search to find the 
very best qualified individual to fill that key billet both in 
and out of government. I have worked with John Howe in the 
past on the National Security Council, and with him when he 
was National Security Adviser to Vice President Rockefeller. 
John is an unusual military fellow. He is steeped with good 
strong command line experience, but he is also a man of unu- 
sual staff ability, both by education and experience. In 
fact, his educational background includes a Master of Arts 

in Law and Diplomacy, and a Ph.D. from the Fletcher School of 
Law and Diplomacy. It was from that job that I first worked 
with John in the early 70s, in the National Security Council. 
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I think these changes announced today will make a great deal 
of difference in the alignment of our personnel functions, and 
within a very short period we will be announcing the successor 
to Jim Buckley as Under Secretary, and here again, I am very 
confident that the man we have put forward to the President 
for consideration is unusually well qualified. 


I hope also to announce before too much longer the Under 
Secretary for Economic Affairs which has been vacant, and 
which has been filled in the interim by the two-hatted Bob 
Hormats, who has also continued to perform superbly here. 

I just wanted to add this little touch because these appoint- 
ments are all of very special importance to me, and I am 
extremely pleased to announce them today. 


Thank you. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you bring us up to date on the 
Falklands while you're here, sir, on the report about con- 
siderable progress being made at the U.N.? Can you just fill 
Out that story a bit for us, sir? 





SECRETARY HAIG: It's not a good time for me to do that. The 
Secretary General is working very actively and diligently with 
the parties. We follow the situation very, very carefully, of 
course, and we support wholeheartedly the efforts of the 
Secretary General to bring this crisis to a political 
solution. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on these appointments, can you 
tell us why, if they were so important and such good 
appointments, it took so long to do? There were reports 
that at least Burt had run into some problems on the Hill 
because of his background. 





SECRETARY HAIG: What background? 





QUESTION: The fact that he is not a “Reaganite," "Reaganaut." 





SECRETARY HAIG: I hardly would subscribe to that. Rick did 

work for the Republican Congressional leaders. He was on the 
Transition Group, the specialist groups that were put together 
during the interim between the election and the inauguration. 

He was what I would call "a favorite son" of the Transition Group. 





QUESTION: Then why so long? What was -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: Only because I think every one of these 





appointments has been very, very carefully assessed to be sure 
that we had the absolute best individual we could get. And I 
would rather be measured and careful than precipitous in 
making assignments of this importance. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, another question on your 
appointments. Now that you are well into the second year of 
this Administration and there still are no blacks in high 
levels in the State Department, is there any plan at all, or 
are you concerned at all about the fact that there are no -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, of course we're concerned, and we have 
been very actively looking within the vacancies that exist and 
are projected, to be sure that we are sensitive to the point 
you've made. I do not necesssarily accept the allegation that 
there have not been such appointments. We have a number of 
them, and they are very important. I just spent last week 
with our distinguished Ambassador to Spain, who has made a 
magnificent contribution and whom we have kept in that criti- 
cal post at this very important time. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the Middle East, are you con- 
cerned that the Israelis and the Palestinians may violate the 
ceasefire to the extent of war breaking out there? And what 
are we trying to do to avoid that? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Of course, we are very concerned, as we have 
been since the ceasefire has been put in place. We continue 
to be in very close contact with the parties, and indirectly 
we try to plumb the views and attitudes of the Palestinians in 
southern Lebanon. It's too early to say, but we've been very 
active over the weekend trying to shore up the ceasefire and 
maintaining restraint on both sides. 





QUESTION: Would you give us your evaluation of the START pro- 
cess, where you think it might go, and what the reaction of 
the Soviets might be? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm going to have an opportunity to testify 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee tomorrow on that 
subject, and I don't want to scoop myself. I just invite you 
to be there. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can we take you back to the 
Falklands issue for just a moment? There have been a number 





“of reports coming out Sf Argentina in the last 24 hours that 


seem to suggest a slight shift or change in the position on 
the question of sovereignty. Do you see anything new in that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Clearly, there are some positive ele- 
ments in these new pronouncements from Buenos Aires and in New 
York by Argentine representatives, so we're watching it very 
carefully and very hopefully. 





QUESTION: Are you still in direct touch, Mr. Secretary, with 





the key parties in that dispute? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: We have had -- 





QUESTION: Can you tell us if the United States has made any 
type of recommendations to Israel or had any kind of reaction 
to the Israeli bombing of southern Lebanon at all? 


SECRETARY HAIG: As I say, we've been in touch with all the 
parties over the weekend, and our views are very clear on this 
subject, but it doesn't serve any useful purpose to air them 
publicly in the midst of a situation as tense as this. 





QUESTION: Which parties in the Middle East other than the 
Israelis were you referring to? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Other moderate Arab elements in the region 
which have an interest -- and many do. 





(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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"MR, CHAIRMAN, MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE: 


THE TIMING OF THESE HEARINGS COULD NOT BE BETTER. WE 
ARE ABOUT TO ENTER A NEW PHASE OF STRATEGIC ARMS CONTROL. 

ON SUNDAY THE PRESIDENT ANNOUNCED HIS DESIRE TO OPEN STRATEGIC 
ARMS REDUCTION TALKS BY THE END OF JUNE. WE HAVE PROPOSED 

TO THE SOVIETS THAT THE TALKS TAKE PLACE IN GENEVA AND | 

HOPE WE WILL BE IN A POSITION TO ANNOUNCE A SPECIFIC DATE 
SOMETIME IN THE NEXT SEVERAL WEEKS. 

THE DECISION TO BEGIN NEGOTIATIONS ON STRATEGIC ARMS 
REDUCTIONS IS A CRUCIAL ELEMENT IN THE PRESIDENT’S COMPRE- 
HENSIVE POLICY FRAMEWORK FOR ARMS CONTROL. IN NOVEMBER 
WE LAUNCHED AMERICA INTO AN ENTIRELY NEW AREA OF ARMS CONTROL, 
THAT INVOLVING INTERMEDIATE RANGE NUCLEAR FORCES. MORE RECENTLY 
WE HAVE BEGUN TO PARTICIPATE IN EFFORTS WITHIN THE 40-MEMBER 
COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT 70 ELABORATE A TOTAL BAN ON CHEMICAL 
WEAPONS. WE ARE ALSO ENGAGED IN DISCUSSIONS IN THAT FORUM 
ON NUCLEAR TESTING. IN VIENNA, NEGOTIATIONS ON REDUCTIONS 
IN CONVENTIONAL FORCES IN EUROPE ARE UNDERWAY. IN THE COMING 


MONTHS, WE WILL RENEW OUR EFFORTS TO MAKE PROGRESS THERE. 
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EACH OF THESE NEGOTIATIONS IS IMPORTANT IN ITS OWN 
RIGHT. TOGETHER, THEY PRESENT AN OPPORTUNITY 10 STRENGTHEN 
DETERRENCE AND TO REDUCE THE RISK OF WAR AT ALL LEVELS. 

BUT IT IS IMPORTANT TC REMEMBER THAT ARMS CONTROL IS A MEANS 
TO AN END, NOT AN END IN ITSELF. 

OUR OBJECTIVE TS TO SUSTAIN OUR NATIONAL SECURITY IN A 
CHANGING INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENT AND IN THE FACE OF AN 
EXPANDING SOVIET FORCE. ARMS CONTROL CAN PLAY A VERY IMPORTANT 
PART IN STRENGTHENING OUR SECURITY AND RESTRAINING THE GROWTH 
OF SOVIET POWER THROUGH MUTUALLY BENEFICIAL AGREEMENTS. ‘BUT 
ARMS CONTROL CAN SUCCEED IN THIS TASK ONLY IF IT IS COORDINATED 
IN A STRATEGY THAT EMPLOYS THE OTHER DIPLOMATIC, POLITICAL, 
AND ECONOMIC ASSETS AT OUR DISPOSAL. THIS MEANS, AMONG 
OTHER THINGS, THAT WE MUST DEMONSTRATE OUR WILL AND CAPACITY 
TO MAINTAIN-THE MILITARY BALANCE. IT MEANS THAT WE SHOULD 
CONSULT CLOSELY WITH OUR ALLIES. AND IT ALSO MEANS THAT WE 


SHOULD SEEK BALANCED, EQUAL AND VERIFIABLE AGREEMENTS THAT 


REDUCE THE RISK OF WAR BY REINFORCING DETERRENCE. 


7 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





9 


« §< 

OUR PREPARATIONS FOR START HAVE REFLECTED THESE CON- 
SIDERATIONS. THE PRESIDENT’S PROPOSALS HAVE ALSO BENEFITTED 
FROM THE LESSONS OF A DECADE OF AMERICAN EXPERIENCE WITH 
THE SALT PROCESS. IRONICALLY, THE STRATEGIC ARMS COMPETITION 
SO TROUBLING TO US ALL REACHED NEW HEIGHTS DURING THE VERY 
PERIOD WHEN THE SALT NEGOTIATIONS SEEMED SO PROMISING. 

WE THEREFORE DEVELOPED EIGHT CRITERIA WITH WHICH TO 
JUDGE ALTERNATIVE APPROACHES TO STRATEGIC ARMS CONTROL AND 
THESE HAVE GUIDED OUR RECENT DECISIONS ON START: 

-- FIRST, A START AGREEMENT MUST PERMIT THE U.S. 10 
DEVELOP AND POSSESS SUFFICIENT MILITARY CAPABILITY TO DETER 
THE SOVIET UNION AND TO EXECUTE THE U.S. NATIONAL MILITARY 
STRATEGY, TAKING INTO ACCOUNT THE_MYUUTARY CAPABILITY THAT 


\~ 
WOULD BE ALLOWED THE SOVIET UNION UNDER SUCH AN AGREEMENT. 
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-- SECOND, AN AGREEMENT MUST BE BASED ON THE PRINCIPLE 
OF EQUALITY. NOTHING LESS THAN EQUALITY IS ACCEPTABLE IN 
THE PROVISIONS OF ANY FUTURE STRATEGIC ARMS LIMITATION 


AGREEMENT FOR MILITARY AND POLITICAL REASONS. 
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-- THIRD, A START AGREEMENT MUST PROMOTE STRATEGIC 
STABILITY BY REDUCING THE VULNERABILITY OF U.S. STRATEGIC 
FORCES . 

-- FOURTH, THERE MUST BE EFFECTIVE VERIFICATION WITH 
THE NECESSARY COUNTING RULES, COLLATERAL CONSTRAINTS AND 
COOPERATIVE MEASURES, 

-- FIFTH, AN AGREEMENT MUST LEAD TO SUBSTANTIAL 
REDUCTIONS. WE TOOK AS A GIVEN THAT WHATEVER UNIT OF ACCOUNT 
WAS ADOPTED SHOULD LEND ITSELF TO SUBSTANTIAL REDUCTIONS BELOM 
CURRENT LEVELS OF FORCES AND THAT REDUCTIONS SHOULD BE TO 
EQUAL CEILINGS. 

-- SIXTH, WE MUST BE ABLE TO EXPLAIN OUR OBJECTIVES AND 
PROPOSALS IN CLEAR AND SIMPLE TERMS TO ENSURE THAT OUR START 
APPROACH WOULD ENJOY BROAD PUBLIC SUPPORT. _ 

-- SEVENTH, OUR APPROACH HAD TO TAKE INTO ACCOUNT THOSE 
MATTERS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN TO OUR ALLIES, INCLUDING THE 
ABILITY OF THE U.S. TO MAINTAIN A CREDIBLE DETERRENT, THE 


RELATIONSHIP OF THE START APPROACH TO THE INF NEGOTIATIONS 


AND THE LIKELIHOOD OF SUCCESS. 





«ts 
-- EIGHTH AND FINALLY, WE NEEDED TO DEVISE A SUSTAINABLE 


POSITION, WHICH COULD PROVIDE A FRAMEWORK FOR DETAILED 


< 


NEGOTIATIONS, AND THE BASIS FOR AN EVENTUAL AGREEMENT, 


Foreign 





EVEN IN THE FACE OF INITIAL SOVIET RESISTANCE. THIS MEANT 
THE POSITION NEEDED TO BE DEMONSTRABLY FAIR, MUTUALLY 
BENEFICIAL, AND REALISTIC. 

BASED UPON THESE CRITERIA, THE PRESIDENT HAS SET A NEW, 
MORE DEMANDING GOAL FOR STRATEGIC ARMS NEGOTIATIONS. OUR 


OBJECTIVE IS TO ACHIEVE SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS IN THE MOST 
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DESTABILIZING NUCLEAR SYSTEMS, ESPECIALLY INTERCONTINENTAL 
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BALLISTIC MISSILES, THEREBY STRENGTHENING DETERRENCE AND 

STABILITY BOTH FOR OURSELVES AND FOR OUR ALLIES AND FRIENDS. 
TO ACHIEVE THIS OBJECTIVE, WE WILL PROPOSE TO THE SOVIETS 

IN GENEVA A PRACTICAL PLAN FOR PHASED REDUCTIONS OF STRATEGIC 

WEAPONS. THIS PLAN IS DESIGNED TO REDUCE THE RISK OF WAR 

BY SECURING AGREED STEPS WHICH WILL ENHANCE THE STABILITY 


OF THE STRATEGIC BALANCE. SUCH A GOAL CAN BE ACHIEVED BEST 


BY NEGOTIATING SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS IN THE MCST DESTABILIZING 

















< 
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WEAPONS POSSESSED BY BOTH SIDES -- THEIR NUMBERS, THEIR 
WARHEADS, THEIR OVERALL DESTRUCTIVE PCTENTIAL. THIS WILL 
BE THE PRIMARY FOCUS OF U.S. EFFORTS. 

IN GENEVA THE U.S. WILL PROPOSE THAT, AT THE END OF 
THE FIRST STAGE OF START REDUCTIONS, BALLISTIC MISSILE WARHEADS 
BE REDUCED T0 EQUAL LEVELS AT LEAST ONE-THIRD BELOW CURRENT 
NUMBERS. THE U.S. WILL PROPOSE THAT, TO FURTHER ENHANCE 
STABILITY, NO MORE THAN HALF THESE WARHEADS BE DEPLOYED ON 
LAND-BASED MISSILES. WE WISH TO SEE THESE WARHEAD REDUCTIONS, 
AS WELL AS SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS IN DEPLOYED MISSILES, BE 
ACHIEVED AS QUICKLY AS POSSIBLE. 

THE CONCLUSION OF SUCH AN AGREEMENT WOULD PROVIDE THE 
BEST POSSIBLE BASIS FOR NEGOTIATIONS LEADING TO A SECOND PHASE 
AGREEMENT IMPOSING EQUAL CEILINGS ON CTHER ELEMENTS OF U.S. 
AND SOVIET STRATEGIC NUCLEAR FORCES, INCLUDING EQUAL LIMITS ON 
BALLISTIC MISSILE THROW-WEIGHT AT LESS THAN CURRENT U.S. 
LEVELS. IN BOTH PHASES WE WILL NATURALLY INSIST ON VERIFICATION 


PROCEDURES TO ENSURE COMPLIANCE WITH THE AGREEMENT. 
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AS PRESIDENT REAGAN HAS NOTED, THESE PROPOSALS REPRESENT 
A VERY SERIOUS AND AMBITIOUS UNDERTAKING. THE SHEER PHYSICAL 
TASK OF REDUCING U.S. AND SOVIET STRATEGIC FORCES AND RESHAPING 
THEM TO ENHANCE STABILITY WILL UNDOUBTEDLY TAKE YEARS OF 
CONCENTRATED EFFORT. WE BELIEVE, HOWEVER, THAT THE U.S. AND 
THE SOVIET UNION TOGETHER CAN REMOVE THE INSTABILITIES THAT 
NOW EXIST AND REDUCE SIGNIFICANTLY NUCLEAR FORCES ON BOTH 
SIDES. 

OUR ABILITY TO ACHIEVE THESE AMBITIOUS GOALS DEPENDS, IN 
LARGE MEASURE, ON THE SOVIETS’ WILLINGNESS TO NEGOTIATE 
SERIOUSLY AND IN GOOD FAITH. HOW SERIOUSLY THEY WILL NEGOTIATE 
DEPENDS, IN TURN, ON THEIR VIEW OF HOW THE MILITARY AND POLITICAL 
ENVIRONMENT WILL LOOK WITHOUT AN AGREEMENT. IF WE FAIL T9 
ADOPT THE PRESIDENT’S MILITARY MODERNIZATION PROGRAM WE WILL 
REDUCE NOT THE NUCLEAR DANGER, BUT INSTEAD THE CHANCES OF 
REACHING AN ARMS CONTROL AGREEMENT ON STRATEGIC FORCES. A 


DEMONSTRATED WILLINGNESS TC MAINTAIN THE BALANCE, THROUGH 


UNILATERAL EFFORTS, IF NECESSARY, IS AS INDISPENSABLE TO THE 
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SUCCESS OF OUR EFFORTS AT STRATEGIC ARMS REDUCTIONS AS 
INF MODERNIZATION IS TO THE SUCCESS OF THE ONGOING TALKS 
IN GENEVA. MORE THAN ANY OTHER SINGLE DEFENSE OR POLITICAL 
INITIATIVE, THE PRESIDENT’S STRATEGIC MODERNIZATION PROGRAM 
AND THE CONGRESS’ SUPPORT FOR THE MODERNIZATION PROGRAM WILL 
MAKE, OR BREAK, OUR ATTEMPT TO NEGOTIATE A REASONABLE ARMS 
CONTROL AGREEMENT. 

THE NEED TO MAINTAIN THE SOVIET INCENTIVE TO NEGOTIATE 
REDUCTIONS IN DESTABILIZING OPTIONS WOULD ALSO BE UNDERCUT 
BY ENDORSEMENT OF MANY OF THE NUCLEAR FREEZE PROPOSALS BEFORE 
US. MOST PROPOSALS WOULD FREEZE THE EXISTING INSTABILITIES 
AND PERPETUATE EXISTING SOVIET ADVANTAGES. THEY WOULD ELIMINATE 
THE INCENTIVES FOR THE SOVIETS TO NEGOTIATE TOWARD THE EVEN 
LOWER LEVELS OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS THAT WE CAN ACHIEVE. WE WANT 
TO GO BEYOND A FREEZE AND DO BETTER. WE BELIEVE WE CAN ACHIEVE 
REAL REDUCTIONS AND THUS LESSEN THE RISK OF WAR, 


WE ALL UNDERSTAND, AND SHARE, THE ANXIETY THAT MOTIVATES 


THOSE WHO SUPPORT THE FREEZE. WE ALL AGREE THAT WE MUST NOT 








«#< 





MISS THIS OPPORTUNITY TO MAKE A MAJOR STEP TOWARD MEANINGFUL 


ARMS CONTROL AND SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS. WE ARE CONCERNED, 


<< 


HOWEVER, THAT A FREEZE ON NUCLEAR WEAPONS COULD FRUSTRATE 
OUR ATTEMPTS TO ACHIEVE STABILITY AND BALANCE IN THIS 
CRITICAL AREA. 





THE DISCUSSIONS AND DEBATES ON NUCLEAR POLICY IN THE 
CONGRESS AND THE COUNTRY REFLECT BOTH PUBLIC CONCERN AND 
OUR CAPACITY AS A DEMOCRACY 10 DISCUSS THE GREAT ISSUES OF 
TODAY. THEY HAVE HELPED TO FOCUS AMERICAN ATTENTION ON THE 


DIFFICULT TASK AHEAD OF US. WE PARTICULARLY SUPPORT THE 
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OBJECTIVES SET BY SENATORS WARNER, JACKSON AND OTHERS FOR 
SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS IN THE NUMBER OF WEAPONS. WE HOPE, 
HOWEVER, THAT THIS DEBATE WILL NOT CULMINATE IN FRESH BATTLE 
LINES BETWEEN DIVIDED FACTIONS, BUT RATHER A NEW NATIONAL 
CONSENSUS IN SUPPORT OF THE PRESIDENT’S PROPOSAL FOR A FAIR, 
REALISTIC AND TRULY BENEFICIAL STRATEGIC ARMS AGREEMENT, 


WE FEEL CONFIDENT THAT A BETTER UNDERSTANDING OF THE 


NEEDS OF DETERRENCE, THE STATE OF THE MILITARY BALANCE AND 
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THE POSSIBILITIES FOR ARMS CONTROL WILL RESULT IN STRONG 
SUPPORT FOR THE INITIATIVES WE HAVE TAKEN TO MODERNIZE OUR 
FORCES, AND TO REDUCE THE BURDEN OF ARMS, AND THE RISK OF 
WAR THROUGH NEGOTIATION. SUCH SUPPORT WILL BE CRUCIAL IN 
CONVINCING THE SOVIETS THAT WE ARE DETERMINED TO COMPETE 
AND AT THE SAME TIME THAT WE ARE EAGER TO REACH A MEANINGFUL 
AGREEMENT. THE INCENTIVES FOR REAL ARMS CONTROL EXIST. WE 
HAVE BOTH THE MEANS AND THE DUTY TO SUPPLY THEM. AS WE 


EMBARK ON THIS VITAL ENTERPRISE, NOW IS THE TIME TO RALLY 


BEHIND THE PRESIDENT’S PROPOSALS. 





, 
e 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





May 17, 1982 
No. 167 


PRESS 


PARTMENT OF STAT 


PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D. C. OF 
HIS MAJESTY HASSAN II, KING OF MOROCCO. 


Tuesday, May 18 





4:00 o.m. 


4:30 p.m. 


Wednesday, May 19 





11:30 a.m. 


12:15 p.m. 


8:00 p.m. 





Thursday, May 20 


11:00 a.m. 


12:30 p.m. 


Fone Cearther «ref aor evens Piacr 


May 18-21, 1982 


His Majesty Hassan II, Kina of Morocco, 
and his party will arrive Andrews Air 
Force Base, Maryland via Royal Moroccan 
Aircraft. 


Arrival Blair House. 


Private dinner and evening. 


His Majesty Hassan II will meet with 
President Reagan at the White House. 


The President of the United States will 
host a working luncheon in honor of 
His Majesty Hassan II, King of Morocco, 


at the White House. 


Private afternoon. 


His Excellency Ali Bengelloun, Ambassador 

of Morocco, and Mrs. Bengelloun will host 

a Reception and Buffet Dinner in honor of 

His Majesty Hassan II, King of Morocco, at 
the Ambassador's Residence, 2900 Cleveland 
Avenue, Northwest. 


Dress: Business suit. 


His Majesty Hassan II will meet with 
The Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., 
Secretary of State, at Blair House. 


The Senate Foreign Relations Committee 


will host a luncheon in honor of His Majesty 


Hassan II, King of Morocco, at the 
U.S. Capitol, Room S-116. 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 
632-0685 
632-9070 (during visit) 
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Thursday, May 20 (continued) 
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His Majesty Hassan II will meet with 

The "onorable Tip O'Neill, Speaker 

of © \2 House of Representatives, and 

The Honorable Clement Zablocki, Chairman, 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, at 

the U.S. Capitol, Room H-122. 


His Majesty Hassan II will meet with the 
Honorable Caspar Weinberger, Secretary 
of Defense, at the Pentagon. 


The Honorable George Bush, Vice President 
of the United States, and Mrs. Bush will 
host a dinner in honor of His Majesty 
Hassan II, King of Morocco, at their 
residence. 


Dress: Business suit. 


His Majesty Hassan II, King of Morocco, 
and his party will depart Blair House 
via motorcade for Andrews Air Force Base, 
Maryland. 


Arrival Andrews Air Force Base. 
Departure Ceremony. 
Departure Andrews Air Force Base via 


Poyal Moroccan Aircraft for a private 
visit to New York and Chicago. 
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May 17, 1982 
No. 168 


ARRIVAL STATEMENT BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
WITH WELCOMING STATEMENT BY 
MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS ILTER TURKMEN 
ANKARA, TURKEY, May 13, 1982 


FOREIGN MINISTER TURKMEN: It gives me great pleasure to extend 
to you, to Mrs. Haig and to the members of your delegation a 
very cordial welcome. We greet you, Mr. Secretary, as a long- 
standing friend of Turkey. We admire your untiring effort in 
the quest for peace. You have visited our country several times 
in the past and you have an insight on its basic problems and 
expectations. But it is the first time that you are coming as 
Secretary of State and your presence here in this capacity 

has for us a special significance. It underlines the vitality 
of the enduring and resilient Turkish-American partnership. 


We greatly appreciate the policy of President Reagan's admini- 
Stration towards the North Atlantic Alliance. We share vour 
view that the defense and deterrence capabilities of NATO 
should be strengthened and the cohesion of its members enhanced. 
For our part, both in the political and defense fields, we do 
Our utmost to promote these objectives. Our resources are 
limited, but the challenges we face are tremendous. Turkey is 
on the dividing line of the two alliance systems and adjoins 

a turbulent area where the developments in the last few years 
have compounded our concern. An adequate cooperation between 
our two countries would enable Turkey to develop an effective 
defense posture commensurate with our shared objectives. 


On the other hand, after a traumatic experience, Turkey since 
September 1980 is engaged inthe intricate task of laying the 
ground for a viable democratic system embodying the principles 
to which we are all dedicated. We fell that in this undertaking, 
we are entitled to the unreserved confidence, understanding and 
Support of our allies. A strong Turkey with a stable democratic 
system should be in the interest of all the members of the 
Western alliance. 


Few taser ther miforrratiarn see tarac? 
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Turkey and the United States are making endeavours for the 
preservation of peace. We continue to consider that we should 
explore all avenues leading to a stable peace in Europe on the 
basis of principles to which all countries concerned have 
adhered. 


Mr. Secretary, I hope that your will enjoy your stay in our 
country, and I am confident that the exchanges you will 

have with our Head of State, our Prime Minister and myself will 
contribute significantly to the further development of 
Turkish-American friendship and partnership. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much, Mr. Turkmen. I am 

sure you know how pleased Mrs. Haig and I, and my entire party, 
are to visit Turkey. This is for me -- after earlier visits 
as a NATO commander -- like coming home. Turkey has been and 
remains a valued, steadfast friend of my country and an irre- 
placeable member of our alliance. 


I very much look forward to the discussions I will have with 
your head of state, General Evren, with your Prime Minister, 
an old colleague, Admiral Ulusu, and with you, Minister 
Turkman. I think this is a particularly appropriate time for 
this visit, on the eve of our North Atlantic Council meeting 
early next week, and on the eve of the upcoming summit, NATO 
summit, in June. So the visit underlines once again the 
essential contributions of the Turkish Government and the 
Turkish people to collective western security and the search, 
as you mentioned, Mr. Minister, for peace and stability, not 
only in the NATO European region but world-wide. 


Now I want to thank you, Mr. Minister, for the warmth of your 
welcome this morning and once again underline how enthusiastic 
I am to be here again and the great pleasure that it gives me 
personally to be back in Turkey once again. Thank you. 
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May 19, 1982 
No. 169 


THE UNITED STATES AND 
THE REPUBLIC OF MALDIVES 
ESTABLISH TEXTILE VISA SYSTEM 


The United States and the Republic of Maldives 
exchanged letters dated December 29, 1981 and March 22, 
1982 to establish a visa system covering exports to the 
United States of cotton, wool and man-made fiber apparel 
products manufactured in the Republic of Maldives. The 
texts of the letters follow: 
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UNITED STATES LETTER 





December 29, 1981 


His Excellency 
rathulla Jameel 


Minister of External Affairs 
Male , 


Dear Mr. Ministers: 


I propose on behalf of my government that the following visa 
System be established for exports to the United States of cotton, 


wool and man-made fiber apparel products from 
Haldivess P = of 


EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202)632-2690 


For turther information care tasa:t: 
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1) Each commercial shipment of apparel products shall be visaed 
by your government before entry for consumption into the 


United States. 


2) A shipmwent shall be visaed by the placing of original stamped 
markings (TLE VISA) in blue ink on the front of the invoice 
(special customs invoice form 5515, successor document, or 
commercial invoice when such form is used). Each visa shall 
include its number and Gate and the signature of the issuing 
official. The visa shall also state the correct category and 
Guantity in the shipment in applicable catecory units. Attached 
is a facsimile of the visa. 


3) Your government shall give my government originals in dupli- 
cate of the visa stamped markings and of the signatures of the 
officials authorized to issue and sign then, which shall not 
exceea five. Your government shall notify my government in 
adv..nce of any changes in the stamps or of authorized officials 
and shall ,;rovide originals in duplicate of the new stamped 
markings sna of any newly authorized officiils* signatures. 


4) Upon receipt of the authorized visa ste>p and signatures, 

my gOvernment shall publish a notice in tne Dsederal Register 
regarding the visa system established her: i:.. The Federal 
Register notice shall include the Gate the systems became effec- 
tive, which ehall be about six weeks following publication of 
the notice. My government shall inform your government of the 
exact date as soon as it is determined. 


5) Any shipment which is not accompanied by a valid and correct 
visa in accordance with the foregoing provisions shall be denied 
entry by my government on and after the effective date specified 
in the Federal Register notice unless your government specifi- 
cally authorizes entry. Notwithstanding this provision, entry 
may be permitted if the quantity indicated on the export visa 
exceeds that of the shipment, 


6) Either government may terminate, in whole or in part, this 
administrative arrangement by giving ninety days’ written notice 
to the other. 


If the foreagcing is acceptable to your government. this letter 
and your letter of acce>tance on behalf of your «© ernment shall 
constitute an administrative arrangement between our two 


governments. 


Sincerely, 


, Donald R. Toussaint 


Attachment: Facsimile Visa 


*, 











No. 169 


CPA Rats 


-» 


ub ,au04 



























”) < 
S "i 

> 
a) Y) 
- 3? {3.4 
‘g t. + 
¥ ce 5nr 
gas 
a wa) 
Lo 


2861 *S3UaWND0g ZUaIany AD} 104 
URD,ASWY UL, UOPZRIELGNG 40, pajis4sseir0q,, 











< 


an) 


fon in American Forei 


ae 


e Oe ee 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


“Declassified for Publicat 





5 . 











- . ~ # yg ‘ c ; ene : 
THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
. MALE . 


REPUBLIC OF MALDIVES. 


22 March 1982 


His Excellency Mr. John H. Reed 

Ambassador Extraordinary and Pienipotentiary 
Embassy of the United States of America 
Chancery: &4& Galle Road, 

Colombo 3 

Sri Lanka. 


Dear Mr. Ambassador, 


I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of the Ambassador 
Toussaint's letter dated 29th December 1981, which reads as 


follows: 


"I propose on behalf of my government that the following visa 
systes be established for exports to the United States of cotton, 
wool and san-made fiber apparel products fros the Republic of 


Maldives: 


1) Each comercial shipment of apparel products shall be visaed 
by your goverment before entry for consusption into the 


United States. 


2) A shipment shall be visaed by the placing of original stamped 
markings (THE VISA) in blue ink on the front of the invoice 
(special customs invoice form 5515, successor docusent, or 
commercial invoice when such fore is used). Each visa shall 


include its number and date and the signature of the issuing 
officiel. The visa shall also state the correct category and 


quantity in the shipment in applicable category units. Attached 
is a facsimile of the visa. 


EES: — 
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3) Your government shall give sy government originals in dupli- 
cate of the visa stamped markings and of the signatures of the 
officials authorized to issue and sign thes, which shall not 
exceed five. Your government shall notify ay government in 
advance of any changes in the stamps or of authorized officiais 
and shall provide originals in duplicate of the new stasmped 
markings and of any newly authorized officials' signatures. 


4) Upon receipt of the authorized visa stamp and signatures, 
my governzsent shall publish a notice in the Federal Register 
regarding the visa systems established herein. The Federal 
Register notice shall include the date the systeus became effe<- 
tive, which shall be about six weeks following publication of 
the notice. My governsent shall infors your governsent of the 
exect date as soon as it is deterszined. 


5) Any shipment which is not accompanied by a valid and 
correct visa in accordance with the foregoing provisions 
shall be denied entry by ay government on and after the 
effective date specified in the Federal Register notice 
unless your government specifically authorizes entry. 
Notwithstanding this provision, entry may be permitted 

if the quantity indicated on the export visa exceeds that 
of the shipment. 


6) Lither government may terminate, in whole or in part, 
this administrative arrangement by giving ninety days' 
written notice to the other. 
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If the foregoing is acceptable to your government, this 
letter and your letter of acceptance on behalf «f your 
government shall constitute an administrative Sovengeness 
between our two governments." 
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I have further the honour to confirm on behalf of the 5 
government of the Republic of Maldives the foregoing 

arrangement and to agree that Ambassador Toussaint's 

letter and this letter shall constitute #” administrativsa 

arrangesent between our two governments. 


I avail myself of this opportunity to renew to Your | ¢ @.° 
Excellency the assurance of ay highest consideration. 


= Kt tb ao) 





- Le 


Fathulla Jameel 
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Assistant Principal Collector 


Mr. Ahmed Firag 
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Assistant Principal Collector 
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Assistant Principal Collector 
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Mohamed Manik 
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Principal Collector of Customs 


Mohamed Zahir 


Mr. 
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May 18, 1982 


No. 170 
REMARKS BY 
FOREIGN MINISTER ILTER TURKMEN OF TURKEY 
AND 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
UPON SECRETARY'S DEPARTURE 
Ankara, Turkey, May 15, 1982 


FOREIGN MINISTER ILTER TURKMEN: I wish to speak very 
briefly and leave the floor as soon as possible to 

the Secretary of State. May I say, first of all, 

that we are extremely pleased with the visit of Mr. 

Haig to our country. I think that the talks we have 

had here have shown that there is a complete mutual 
understanding and mutual trust between Turkey and the 
United States. Secretary Haig also visited our Prime 
Minister, an old friend, again. He visited the President 
of the Consultative Assembly, Mr. Irmak, and we had 
extensive talks on many subjects with the Secretary. 

The Secretary of State had the opportunity to meet and 

to talk with the members of the National Security 
Council; he had a chance to talk to Deputy Prime Minister 
Ozal, Minister of State Aztrak, and Defense Minister 
Bayulken. We have, of course, taken up with priority 

the bilateral relations between Turkey ard the United 
States. We have dealt extensively with the defense and 
economic cooperation between the two countries. I 

think we agree that the high-level committee on defense 
and cooperation is a very useful and effective instrument 
for promoting our defense cooperation. We have explored 
the possibilities of furthering our economic, commercial, 
technological and scientific cooperation. We have 

had a large exchange of views on international problems, 
particularly on the sources of tension today. I think 
that we are in full agreement on the broad principles 
and the main approaches towards these problems. 

We have reiterated together our strong support for 

NATO solidarity. We discussed the problem of inter- 
national terrorism and there is an agreement between 

us that there should be an effective fight against this 
evil. We reviewed the situation in the Middle East 


Par tearther inf i meslehileli motels hae! oe | 
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with particular emphasis on the Arab-Israeli conflict 
and the war between Iraq and Iran. We have naturally 


discussed the relations between Turkey and Greece, and 
the Cyprus problem. On Turkish-Greek relations we 

have explained our point of view to the Secretary. 

We have emphasized that we are always ready to negotiate 
our differences with Greece but that, of course, 

we are equally opposed to any fait accomplis or uni- 
lateral acts. On the Cyprus problem we have reiterated 
our strong support for the inter-communal talks and 

we have underlined to the Secretary that we were ready 
to deploy all efforts in order to facilitate and promote 
these talks. I think on the whole we can say, as the 
Secretary pointed out yesterday, that the relations 
between Turkey and the United States are excellent, 

that we have reached in our relationship the age of 
maturity and that we are looking forward to increased 
cooperation and partnership between Turkey and the 
United States. Thank you. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much, Minister Turkmen. 
I want to reiterate and underline the great sense of 
enthusiasm and satisfaction that I feel as a result 

of this all-too-brief visit here in Turkey. This is 
the first time I've had an opportunity to return to 
Turkey since my days as Supreme Commander in the 
Spring of '79 and I was especially gratified that it 
could be in the year of the centennial of the great 
Ataturk who is the founder of modern Turkey and whose 
influence is so pervasive today in all that is Turkish. 


I think I was able to use the opportunity of this visit 
to underline once again the great sense of dedication 
that the United States feels to its relationship with 
Turkey, and its recognition that Turkey is the vital 
anchor of the southeastern flank of the alliance. 
Turkey also plays an indispensable role in the stabil- 
ity of the eastern Mediterranean region and indeed 
Southwest Asia as well. This visit afforded me an 
opportunity to convey to General Evren, an old friend, 
President Reagan's determination to continue the level 
of economic and military assistance to Turkey and 

to build and strengthen our ties in the months and years 
ahead. As Foreign Minister Turkmen mentioned, during 
the visit we had an opportunity to exchange views on 
the blight of international terrorism and I of course 
used the opportunity to convey the deep sense of regret 
and sorrow that every American feels for the recent 
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tragedies in our own country as a result of terrorist, 
vile terrorist acts against Turkish officials. 

In this sense we are working now at the Federal, 

State and Local levels to deal with this situation, 

to bring prompt and firm justice to perpetrators of 
these acts. One of the most encouraging aspects of the 
visit for me was to see the changes that have occurred 
here in Turkey since my last visit. I speak of the 
return to law and order, the suppression of terrorist 
activity that Turkey was plagued by in the late 

‘70s, early ‘80's, which I had an opportunity to 
witness firsthand as the Supreme Allied Commander. 

To see the elimination of that kind of activity is 

very encouraging to me. And it goes without saying 

I was also able to witness firsthand, through the 
briefings and information that were provided to me and 
my party,the high level of improvement that has occurred 
as a result of Turkey's economic reform program, 

both in the area of internal economic inflation, where 
the reductions have been very encouraging and in the 
increase in exports that Turkey is realizing as a result 
of the disciplined and effective and visionary planning 
of the Evren regime. We, of course, had an opportunity 
to discuss the timetable for the return to representative 
democracy here in Turkey and I was able to reassure 
General Evren that the United States has full, total 
and unquestioning confidence in the adherence to the 
schedule which we support and believe is wholly 
reasonable and practical. We did have an opportunity 
also to discuss Greek-Turkish relationships, the Cyprus 
question and problems in the Aegean. As you know, 

it is United States policy to favor a peaceful solution 
of whatever disputes occur, by the parties. And I 

will go on to Athens where I am sure there will be 
further discussions about these subjects. All in all, 
I want to emphasize and reiterate the deep sense of 
satisfaction I had with this visit. It is especially 
so because I have known and respected Turkey so well 
over the years. To see the kind of progress that is 
so evident today, and to a visitor who has been away 
for some time, I think this progress is even more 
sharply evident. Again, I want to thank you, Mr. 
Minister, General Evren, Prime Minister Ulusu and the 
general staff, with whom I've worked in the past, as 
well as the other officials of the government, for the 
hospitality and great benefit that this visit afforded 
me and my colleagues. Thank you. I will take your 


questions. 
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QUESTION: It is reported that you advised the Turkish 
government to improve its somewhat strained ties with 
the European countries. In your opinion, what could 
and should Turkey do to improve them? 


ANSWER: Well, as a matter of fact, I did not advise 

my Turkish hosts to improve their ties. I have encour- 
aged our European friends to continue their high 

level of support and cooperation with Turkey. I don't 
think it is the role of a friend and ally to be 

pedantic in the context of your question. I have no 
question that the overwhelming membership of the alliance 
is fully cognizant of the vital role and indispensable 
role that Turkey plays today, and they will continue 
their high level of cooperation with Turkey. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary. In 1976 the Greek government's 
demand for a guarantee against Turkey was answered 

by a letter signed by Mr. Kissinger. Today the 

present Greek government seems to be asking for the 

same type of a letter from the American side. I wonder 
whether you consider this Kissinger letter still valid 
and whether you will make a reference to it when asked. 


ANSWER: Well, I think that United States policy on this 
subject is well-known and long standing. It involves 
our interest in seeing disputes in the Aegean between 
Greece and Turkey solved through peaceful means through 
communication among the parties. That has been and 
remains American policy and I am confident that these 
two valuable members of the NATO alliance, who have 
willingly joined the alliance to meet their own 
securities through that partnership and that parti- 
Cipation in the alliance. And I think enough said 

on that subject. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you still committed to 
the Rogers Plan for the allocation of defense responsi- 
bilities in the Agean? 


ANSWER: As you know, I have a certain degree of my 

Own energies and activities involved in the Rogers 

Plan, if that's what the proper term is these days. 

We, of course, feel that it is vitally important to 

be full, total participants in the alliance, full members. 
Whatever the vehicle that's employed to achieve that 

in the light of recent history is something that would 
have our support. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how does your administra- 
tion interpret these European misconceptions about 
Turkey and how valid are these perceptions in Europe 
and the United States towards Turkey? 


ANSWER: Well, I think that it's not for me to be the 
official observer of these things. I can speak for 
my Own government and reemphasize again our full con- 
fidence in the leadership here in Turkey and the 
great admiration we have for what this leadership has 
accomplished. I sometimes regret that memories 

are too short. All of which has happened is a source 
of satisfaction to me and I am fully confident 

and I have no reservation about the return of Turkey 
to representative democracy under the time schedule 
announced by the Evren government last year. I would 
hope that our European partners would share that sense 
of confidence 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a question not directly 

related to Turkey. Can you please bring us up to date 

on the situation around the Falkland Islands and the 
efforts of the United Nations to bring about a settlement? 


ANSWER: No, I think the Secretary General had a very 
detailed statement on this subject last night. As 

you know, the British Government has recalled its 
Ambassador from the United Nations and its representa- 
tive from Washington, Ambassador Henderson, for a 

high level review of the situation in London over the 
weekend. I will be seeing British Foreign Minister 
Pym in Luxembourg and look forward to detailed talks 
on the situation. As you know, President Reagan 
commented in his press conference yesterday expressing 
some slight degree of optimism that some progress has 
been made and I think that parallels the observation 
of the Secretary General. The United States stands 
prepared to do all that it can in what the Secretary 
General has described as the critical hours, which we 
now find ourselves in, in this very difficult issue. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, it seems like the Greek 
government's policies are against NATC principles 
-- asking for guarantees against another NATO ally, 
and putting reservations in the joint declarations. 
Do you think that Greece is causing a crack in NATO 
right now? 


ANSWER: Well I would not. I don't think its appro- 
priate for me to make any observations along these 

lines. As you know, I will be moving from here this 
morning to Athens and I'm sure there will be further 


discussions there. I have outlined for you the 
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general policy of the United States on this subject. 
I am aware that there is a letter of the kind referred 
to in the files, and that's where it is. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Turkey is ready to start 
negotiations again. Do you believe that you will be 
able to convince the Greek Prime Minister to start 
the negotiations? 


ANSWER: On Cyprus? 
QUESTION: Not on Cyprus. Between Turkey and Greece. 


ANSWER: Well, I understand there is some discussion 
already underway in a sporadic sense on some of the 
narrower issues. There is some underway on the question 
of territorial waters. We, of course, think these 

are matters to be discussed and resolved either 
bilaterally or under international agreement. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in light of Deputy Prime 
Minister Mr. Turgut Ozal's statement on Thursday 
that political parties in Turkey will be allowed to 
start functioning as from the middle or end of 1983, 
are you still confident that the regime can stick to 
its time-table of holding elections in late 1983 or 
early 1984? 


ANSWER: My discussions here convinced me that the 
time-table established by the government is satisfactory, 
is on schedule and is proceeding as anticipated. I 

have no basis for questioning that. I have no doubt 
that it will be pursued as outlined. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you discuss specifically 
the case of Mr. Ecevit? There is a lot of opinion 
in Europe that he should be released from prison. 


ANSWER: It's not my role nor would it be appropriate 
for me to make any public comment on an internal matter 
which is being pursued in accordance with existing 
Turkish law, and I'm not going to do that this morning. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you discuss the question 
of Mr. Ecevit with the Turkish authorities? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I didn't ‘discuss it but it was dis- 
cussed with me by Turkish officials. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is the Kissinger-Bitsios 
letter valid or not? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Almost in dental fashion, you have 
tried to extract everything you can on that subject. 

I said its a letter that's in the files. I told you 
what our policy is in the administration today. That 
is, that these are matters to be worked out peace- 
fully by the Governments concerned and I'm talking 
about tensions in the Aegean. Only last week somebody 
said I feel like a lemon in service to 20 martinis. 


QUESTION: Are you satisfied with the explanation 
you received concerning Turkey's close ties with 
Libya? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I certainly understand clearly 
the Turkish-Libyan relationship. It is somewhat 
different than that between fhe United States and Libya. 
The great strength of this alliance is that we are 

all different and we pursue sovereign policies of the 
member states and that's as it should be. We are 

not a Warsaw Pact where all march in tandem-- most 

of the time. 
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May 18, 1982 
No. 171 


ARRIVAL STATEMENT BY 
THE HONORASLE ALEXANDER M, HAIG, JR. 
Athens, Greece, May 15, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: My wife Pat and our party are extremely 
pleased to have this opportunity to visit Greece. 

You know, I've been doing so much travelling recently, 
I've been suffering from jet lag. The other day when 
I finished the Falkland shuttle, I got off the plane 
and I shook my wife's hand and kissed Cap Weink rger. 
More seriously, as a Nestern man, a visit to Greece 
seems to be returning to the very source of Western 
Civilization. And of course as an American I feel 
Greece is a land of friendship and understanding. 

I don't have to reiterate that the long ties of shared 
values, democratic principles and kinship bring a very 
special feeling to an American visiting Greece today. 
Now, our visit here is one of substance. It is parti- 
cularly timely on the eve of the North Atlantic Council 
meeting in Luxembourg where we will proceed tomorrow 
and perhaps more importantly to the June NATO Summit 
meeting in Bonn. I very much, therefore, look forward 
to renewing discussions with Prime Minister Papandreou, 
to conducting detailed discussions with my colleague 
your distinguished Foreign Minister and also to pay 

a visit and my respects to President Karamanlis, 

aman that I have known for many years, a man who has 
been the source and force of democracy here in Greece 
and indeed throughout Western Europe. So, I am very 
very pleased to be here and I am very grateful to you 
Mr. Minister, Mrs. Haralambopoulos for accompanying 
your husband here, and I look forward to a good visit. 
Thank you. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE, ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
ATHENS, GREECE 
MAY 16, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. I 
apologize for getting you out early on a Sunday morning. 





I think at the outset I want to express a “sas efharisto"” to 
President Karamanlis, Prime Minister Papandreou, and to my 
counterpart, the distinguished Foreign Minister of Greece. 


I think in reflecting back on what has been a very busy 
although a very compressed schedule that I would describe 
our visit here in Greece as being a very good one marked by 
cordiality, constructive and far ranging discussions, all of 
which set a very positive tone and framework for which to 
deal with a number of long standing and difficult questions. 


Yesterday was a very busy one. We started out with three 
and a half hours of discusion in the first hour with the 
Prime Minister alone followed by two and a half hours with 
Our respective teams, concluded by a three hour dinner last 
night in which substantive discussions continued and, of 
course, a very special privilege for me a one hour meeting 
with President Karamanlis, an individual I have known over 
many years and who is rapidly becoming the elder statesman 
of Europe, based both on his vast experience, his adherence 
to the democratic values of the Western world and his 
unusual contributions over many many years. I think the trip 
itself underscores President Reagan's and his 
Administration's attachment to the importance of our rela- 
tionships with the Government and the people of Greece. 
These relationships of over a century standing involve a 
deep mutual respect and are built on the shared values, the 
historic Greek perception of the role of the individual, his 
dignity, his creativity, and the need to preserve the 
freedom of the citizens within the state. These shared per- 
ceptions and values have always generated mutual benefits 
for the American and Greek peoples as manifested by a con- 
tinuing alliance in two conflicts in this century and 
understanding relationships in peace as well. 


I think in summary the visit itself, while not focused on 
making specific decisions on particular questions, did 
establish a very positive framework for the improvement of 
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our bilateral relationships, including the defense sector. 
They underlie Greece's vital role in assuring peace and sta- 
bility in the southern region of the Atlantic Alliance. 
Specific topics included a number of global issues, 
East-West issues, the topic of arms control, and the recent 
initiative taken by President Reagan to achieve for the 
first time substantial reductions in nuclear armament. 


We had an opportunity to discuss the ongoing and continuing 
crisis in Poland, the Falkland crisis, and, of course, the 
question of Cyprus. I emphasized the support for the con- 
tinuation of the Intercommunal Talks under the auspices of 
the United Nations Secreary General. We discussed the 
Greek-Turkish question, and this was particularly valuable 
because I have, as you know, just proceeded from Ankara 
where similar discussions were held and, as always, I 
encouraged a resolution of these questions on a bilateral 
basis. 


We also discussed what the Prime Minister referred to as the 
triangular question -- Greece, Turkey and NATO related 
issues. Here, of course, these are appropriately dealt with 
in NATO itself but as a member of the Alliance and as a good 
friend to both Greece and Turkey we have always some 
constructive contributions to make. 


We, of course, focused on Greek-American bilateral rela- 
tionships to include our defense relationships and the issue 
of U.S. facilities in Greece. Again, not to seek to make 
decision but I think we arrived at a concensus of view on 
how to deal with this issue in the period ahead. So all in 
all the visit was very positive and I think its results 
justify optimism. There will be progress in the days 

ahead on a number of longstanding and difficult questions in 
the areas that I touched upon. Now I welcome your 

quest ions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what is your line on Mr. 
Papandreou's request for a guarantee for the eastern 
frontier of Greece? 





SECRETARY HAIG: The question was how was the topic of a 
guarantee to Greece, a longstanding question, dealt with in 
our discussions, and I think it suffices to say that 

this question arose in both capitals. We are sensitive to 
the issue. We believe, regardless of the future treatment 
of this question, that its fundamental character is best. 
assured by a full participation of the member states in the 
Alliance, of a resolution of long standing questions among 
member states on a bilateral basis. 





I know yesterday the question came up on certain letters 
that have been exchanged in the past between both President 
Carter and the Government of Greece, and the Foreign 
Ministers of the United States and Greece in an earlier 
period. We recognize those letters are in the file 
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and the task ahead now is to get on to resolve the issues 
which create understandable concerns, and we intend to work 
as actively as we can to be a catalyst in that effort. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, let me try a different way on this 
question of the security guarantee. You have stressed the 
need for peaceful resolutions between the two parties, 
between Greece and Turkey, on the Aegean question. Would the 
United States actively and unequivocably oppose military 
action by either side in resolving that dispute? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it goes without saying that 
the United States view is no different than it is in the 
Falkland question. We reject and oppose first use of force 
to resolve disputes no matter what their nature, except the 
reaffirmation of U.N. Security Council Resolution 51 which 
prov.des for the right of self defense. This is a matter of 
pri.ciple, and just as the United States has subscribed 

to that principle in the Falkland crisis -- although, we 
have and seek to maintain good relationships with of course 
Great Britain and Argentina -- we cannot recoil from stating 
unequivocably our adherance to rule of law and peaceful 
change in the resolution of political disputes. 





QUESTION: Your excellency, since the United States 
requested departure from the Falkland Islands of the 
Argentine troops, why do they not ask the departure of the 
Turkish troops from the island of Cyprus where they are for 
eight years? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, it has been the United States posi- 
tion, continues to be the United States position, that the 
best way to deal with the non-Cyprict forces on the island 
of Cyprus is through the prompt continuation -- with active 
movement on the side of the two communities -- to arrive at 
a settlement through the intercommunal talks. We believe 
that progress in that area will necessarily include progress 
in dealing with the subject of non-Cypriot forces. I am 
very pleased that the discussions I had in both Ankara 

and Athens suggest that both parties are willing to 
subscribe to progress under the auspices of the UN Secretary 
General shortly after my return to Washington this we. 





QUESTION: In your discussion here you said you have -ri.ved 
at a consensus of view dealing with the question of U.S. 
facilities and bases in Greece. What do you mean by that? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think the consensus was on how to 
deal with this subject in the period ahead, primarily with 
respect to timing and initial discussions. I don't want to 
go beyond that because it would suggest that we actually got 
into the substance of these discussions. We did not. We 
merely discussed how to treat them in the period ahead. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Haig, I would like, concerning Greece's 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


participation in the military wing of NATO, Mr. Papandreou 
Said recently "for the time being we are neither in nor 
out." I would like to know your opinion today after the 


talks with Papandreou. — 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question was the topic of Greece's role 
in the integrated military structure of the alliance. 





I am not a novice on this subject. But there is a danger, 
because I am not a novice, of protraying myself as an active 
official in the resolution of the remaining questions on the 
command structure here in the Aegean. I am not. This is a 
NATO question. It should be dealt with within the NATO 
framework. We did however, have a very good exchange of views 
on the subject and as the Prime Minister pointed out yester- 
day -his is not an area in which I have a lack of 
bac':ground. I know specifically what the remaining 
questions are. I believe they are resolvable within the 
NATO framework and am optimistic they will be resolved in 
the period ahew#:}. This is going to take some careful work 
as in the pas’ it has as well, but I think enough said. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you say after your visit to 
Ankara and Athens now whether or not as a result or your 
visit the tensions between Greece and Turkey have somewhat 


been ameliorated? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think it would be wrong to make such a 
Suggestion as a result of a brief visit of the kind we have 
just had, and I wouldn't even presume to draw such a conclu- 
sion. However, I think I leave the visits in both capitals 
with an enhanced sense of optimism. In the period ahead 


these questions can be positively resolved. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you have stated that the United 
States believes that the only solution for the Cyprus issue 
is the dialogue that will take in the withdrawal of the 
Turkish military forces. But at present time it has been 
accepted that the dialogue is between Nicosia and Ankara. 

In case that the dialogue between the two is not successful, 
what do you see as being the alternative to this? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it serves no useful purpose 
to indulge in speculations about failure on a political 
effort that should be undertaken with increased vigor. It 
is still underway, as you know. There has been the U.N. 
assessment of the situation. There was some movement some 
months ago. I think it is very important that we do not 
indulge in speculation which visualizes failure because 
sometimes it contriburtes to failure. What we are after is 
a successful outcome that will meet the interest of the com- 
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munities not only in a contemporary sense but in the future 
as well. And this is an important and delicate issues as it 
has been for a number of years. What is important is to 
establish a broad political framework and to get progress 
within that framework. When one becomes too preoccupied with 
contemporary aspect -- and incidentially the Falkland 
question is much the same, and it isn't quite as simple as 
the question that was posed to me earlier. We are not just 
talking about the withdrawal forces from the Falkland 
Islands. We are not just talking about the withdrawal of 
non-Cypriot forces from the Island, as desirable as that is. 
We are talking about a broad framework which will meet the 
fundamental interests of the peoples on Cyprus and their 
children and this is going to take, as it always does in 
such difficult questions, patience and care. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I wonder if you could make some 
general observations about the kind of welcome the Greek 
Communist Party had prepared for you, particularly at a time 
when the President has called for an initiative on nuclear 
affairs and you are about to proceed into discussions with 


your NATO colleagues. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think that since I had not been 
exposed to the demonstration and only had access to the 
Greek press on that, I prefer to take my lead from them and 
I think their descriptions of the situation covering a broad 
spectrum of political views give a very adequate reply to 
you and I would not presume to. 





QUESTION: Sir, could you tell us what dates the talks about 
the bases will start and whether there will be a special 
meeting between Papandreou and President Reagan in Bonn? 





SECRETARY HAIG: With respect to the first question, I would 
prefer to let events unfold on that. I think we have a 
general commonality of view on how to approach these 
questions on timing and venue. But I think it is preferable 
to let that unfold. With respect to the upcoming summit in 
Bonn, of course, I think there are only one set of bilaterals 
discussed that are now scheduled between President Reagan 
and the Chancellor of West Germany as the host government 
for the summit. This does not preclude whatever discussions 
will occur on the margins and during the frequent oppor- 
tunities that occur during breaks and social events which I 
am quite confident will afford an opportunity for 


discussion. 





Thank you very much. 
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REMARKS BY 
FOREIGN MINISTER FRANCES PYM 
AND 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
AFTER THEIR MEETING 
Luxembourg, May 16, 1982 


SECRETARY HATG: I just want to say a brief word, 
Ladies and Centlemen. We've just had, as always, 

a very conscructive and helpful meeting with my 
British counterpart, Foreign Secretary Pym. We 
discussed, of course, the meetings which commence to- 
morrow of the Council and we also had an opportunity 
to update one another on our perceptions of the crisis 
in the South Atlantic and I found it as always very 
helpful and I think that's about all I have to say. 


FOREIGN MINIS"ER PYM: Yes, it was very helpful to be 
able to have a talk again directly with my American 
counterpart. I took part this morning in a meeting 

at Checkers with my Prime Minister and other colleagues 
and our Ambassador from Washington and our Ambassador 
from the United Nations both of whom will be returning 
there tomorrow morning. I will be going back to London 
tomorrow night so I am there on Tuesday and I look 
forward to the meetings, several meetings that are 
going to take place in Luxembourg. The main purpose 

of course is the review of NATO's affairs but there 

are also other meetings of the community's Foreign 
Ministers and I look forward to those but for this 
evening, upon arrival from London, it's been a great 
help to share views again with Al Haig and I think 
that's all I have to say. 


QUESTION: What is your perception of the events now 
in the South Atlantic? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it's very clear. You 
read what I read. The Secretary General's efforts 











< 


Foreign 


“Declassified for Publication in American 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


No. 173 
o2~« 


continue. He has described this as a very critical 
phase in those efforts and I share that view and we 
continue to hope that a political solution will be 
found in accordance with United Nations Resolution 


502. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is there any way you would 
get involved again with the negotiations over the 


Falklands? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The U.S. stands ready at any moment, 
to make any contribution that it can make to bring 
about a political solution in accordance with the 
United Nations resolution. 


QUESTION: Do you think that when it comes to using 
force you will have the support of the Alliance? 


FOREIGN MINISTER PYM: Yes, indeed, they have been 
very solid in their support so far and we are going 
to have a further discussion about that over this 
weekend and no doubt on later occasions. But they 
have been very supportive so far, and we appreciate 
that very much. 


QUESTION: Are you confident, Mr. Pym that you 
community partners will renew sanctions tonight? 


FOREIGN MINISTER PYM: I've always been confident 
that they would but it is a matter for them to decide 
and we appreciate very much the support they have been 
giving us so far and I hope very much that they do. 


QUESTION: ---(unintelligible) -- the problem? 


FOREIGN MINISTEh PYM: I think the Secretary General's 
words are appropriate. It's at a critical stage and 

he hopes they will reach a conclusion. Nobody can say 
for sure that they will. It's not possible to do that 
but the negotiations are very much alive and our 
Ambassador is returning across the Atlantic to continue 
those negotiations tomorrow. 


QUESTION: While all those negotiations are going 
on, Mr. Foreign Secretary, are the British going to keep 


up military pressure on Argentina? 
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FOREIGN MINISTER PYM : Of course, our strategy through- 
out has been to maintain pressure and build it up 
economic, diplomatic and military, and we are there 

to secure and protect the total exclusion zone of which 
we gave plenty of notice and our forces will continue 

to do that. 
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F STATE 


PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
Luxembourg, May 18, 1982 


Secretary Haig: Good afternoon. I think I want to underline some 

of the basic themes and conclusions that emerged from this Ministerial 
meeting here in Luxembourg. It is very clear to all of us that the 
meeting Once again demonstrated Western resolve to deal with the 
chailenges of this decade and I can state unequivocally that there 
was substantial agreement on the full range of substance that was 
discussed during this meeting. As a first example, the free choice 

of democratic Spain to join the Alliance should be cited. Spanish 
entry has been welcomed heartily by all the Allies, and it is the 
clearest evidence of the continued vitality and attraction of the 
North Atlantic Alliance today. Secondly, the meeting very vigorously 
reaffirmed the Alliance's strong determination to do all that is necessary 
to maintain a strong and credible defense. The communique which you 
will be receiving shortly recognizes that peace can be preserved only 
if the Alliance has the ability to defend itself at any and every level. 
It notes that this requires a wide range of conventional and nuclear 
forces. We also agreed that it is essential to insist On restraint and 
responsibility on the part of the Soviet Union in all parts of the 
world as the necessary condition for a more constructive East-West 
relationship. We agreed that it is necessary to take account of 
security considerations in East-West economic dealings particularly 
export credits, and the danger in transferring militarily relevant 
technologies to the Warsaw Pact is clearly understood by all member 
states. The meeting condemned the continuing and increasing Soviet 
aggression against the people of Afghanistan and called for a political 
solution based on total Soviet withdrawal from Afghanistan. 


 VOc asst ried TrOr FUDIICation th american rourergn 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


We also agreed that the ongoing repression of the Polish people 
violates the principles of the United Nations Charter and the 
Helsinki Final Act -- and we reaffirmed the three Western criteria 
for a restoration of normal relations: the lifting of martial law; 
the release of political prisoners; and the restoration of a genuine 
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dislogue with the church and the trade unions. It is clear that there 
is a firm and continuing consensus by the Alliance and a recognition 
that Poland continues to cast a dark shadow over East-West relations 
today. The Alliance concern remains unified and undiminished on this 
important question. The Allies remain concerned about the threat to 
security interests outside the NATO Treaty area. We have reaffirmed 
the need to consult on security issues outside of the area. 


We also condemned the Argentine agaression against the Falkland Islands 
and called for a continued effort to achieve a negotiated settlement in 
accordance with UN Resolution 502. We agreed that it is essential to 
uphold the fundamental principle that the use of force to resolve 
international disputes is unacceptable. 


There was enthusiastic support both in the formal discussions and 

along the margins for the United States position put forth by President 
Reagan in his speech in Eureka, Illinois, on May 9. I had an opportunity 
to explain the elements of our proposals in considerable detail, and 

I am very confident that we now have a solid basis of Allied under- 
Standing and suppert for a goal of achieving significant reductions in 
Strategic forces all designed to enhance stability and security for 

all nations. 


There was also a very strong reaffirmation of the validity of the U.S. 
negotiating position in the Geneva talks on intermediate range nuclear 
forces, and a consensus that these proposals offer a chance for a fair 
and effective agreement. Both our INF and START initiatives confirm 
beyond the point of speculation that it is the United States and the 
West that have put forth specific meaningful proposals for reductions 
in levels of nuclear armament, and we sincerely hope, and I know there 
has been a speech made today by Chairman Brezhnev, that the Soviet 
Union will respond positively to these approaches and others associated 
with the question of worldwide armaments. 


In our discussions, I also explained the long term US objective in 
relations with the Soviet Union. We have, as I have stated before, 
for some time been maintaining a high level dialogue with the Soviet 
Union on a very broad range of subjects, not just confined to arms 
control. 


We hope in the days ahead to develop and expand that dialogue. 
President Reagan is, as he has stated repeatedly, prepared to meet 

with President Brezhnev, but it remains our considered view -- and 

I believe that of the Soviet leadership as well -- that such a meeting 
must be justified by the overall state of our relations -- and there 
would have to be reasonable prospects for positive results from such 

a meeting. As I have indicated, the discussions and conclusions of 
this ministerial are of great importance in their own right. First 

and foremost, as a living demonstration of the continuing vitality and 
unity of the Alliance. Moreover, I believe that the deliberations 

here have paved the way for what we can anticipate will be an extremely 
successful and productive outcome at the NATO Summit meeting next month 
in Born. It will indeed be this meeting that will set the tone for the 
security of free societies for the decade to come. 
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Now I welcome your questions. I'm sorry you do not have the 
Communigue text at hand, but I have highlighted some of the key 
points in it for you. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you have any early observations on the 
statement made today by Soviet leader Brezhnev on his reaction to 
what the President said at Eureka? 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, I want to emphasize that I have not had the 
chance to study the full text of Chairman Brezhnev's remarks, and 

I am always cautious about making observations on abbreviated, 
simplified news reporting which is all we have available at the moment. 
We do know that the question of a freeze, a freeze at current levels 
of nuclear armament, was again raised. It has been our conviction, a 
very strongly held conviction, that nuclear freezes do not promote 
effective arms control. In the first place, merely to freeze at 
existing levels of forces would codify existing Soviet advantages, 
especially in the nuclear threat facing our Allies here in Western 
Europe, but also amony certain elements of the strategic equation. 

It would leave the United States and the West at a disadvantage to the 
Seviet Union to join in such a proposal. Secondly, were we to accept 
chis approach, to agree to their freeze, it is clear that the Soviet 
Union would then be relieved of any incentive to make rapid progress 
for substantial reductions, and it is reductions that constitute the 
main objective of President Reagan's arms control policy. Such a 
freeze proposal would affect immediately our negotiations in Geneva 

on INF and would have equally deleterious impact on the START pro- 
posals that the President just made at Eureka. I think that President 
Reagan has outlined an effective approach calling for significant 
reductions to equal levels on both sides. This is our goal in arms 
control. As we have said, a freeze is not sound arms control, because 


it results in unequal levels at the starting point as you seek to achieve 


and provice incentive for reductions. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- up to the day that he was ready to reopen 
talks, that this was a correct step? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Absolutely, I am merely singling out one aspect of 

the reported content of Mr. Brezhnev's talk. I understand there were 
also discussions of the objective on the Soviet side of the achievement 
of reductions -- that we welcome -- that coincides with our position. 
There was reference to respecting the security needs of each side and 
Clearly that is not incompatible with a balanced approach to arms 
control. There was reference to the fact that the upcoming negotiations 
should keep all the positive elements achieved in the previous Soviet- 
American agreements. We are, as we have stated repeatedly, prepared 

to retain parts of previous accords: definitions, mutually accepted 
data and a host of other approaches. You know the President in his 
first phase has talked about reductions in warheads and launchers, 

that in itself is a reflection of compatibility with work that has 
taken place under SALT I, Vladivostock and the now discarded SALT II. 
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QUESTION: As your Spokesman said yesterday, the United States is 
also ready to make proposals for equitable levels of bombers and 
cruise missiles and, of course, Brezhnev in his speech referred to 
what he called the unilateralism of the U.S. approach only dealing 
with, I guess, what he meant was warheads and missiles. Can you 
clarify? Is the U.S. prepared in the first phase to also discuss 
reductions in hombers and missiles or is that in the U.S. proposal 
for the second phase? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it is important to recognize as a result of 
your question and observations made that we not conduct arms control 
negotiations from propaganda platform or from a public relations 
point of view. It always Jends itself to distortion and misunder- 
standing. We have felt tha. the details of the U.S. proposal are 
best reserved for exchange at the conference table outside the glare 
of publicity and public posturing. To answer your question, we 

are, as the President stated in his recent press conference, prepared 
to put everything on the table; that includes negotiations leading 
towards equitable levels in bombers and cruise missiles. Beyond that 
it is not appropriate for me to go into a public dissertation on the 
finite proposals that have been approved by President Reagan as our 
gOing-in position which will involve give and take in negotiations 
with the Soviet Union. 


QUESTION: Is it right to assume that the support which the U.S. Govern- 
ment has given to the United Kingdom in the Falklands crisis so far 

will be maintained if Mrs. Thatcher's Government decides that, reluc- 
tantly, there is no option but to invade the Islands since the Argentine 
junta refuses to accept 502? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think the United States had made its position clear 
On this issue and that involves both the judgment we made at the time 
the U.S. peace effort and the formal efforts that we had been making 
to exercise good offices were abandoned. It was at that time that 
insufficient flexibility had been demonstrated in Buenos Aires, and 
that we were going to support Great Britain in its efforts. We intend 
to abide fully by the commitments made. 


QUESTION: Sir, I know that you condemn Argentine aggression, was 
there any condemnation or any criticism at all of British military 
action in the South Atlantic? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, there was not. I believe that the member states 
recognize the rights of Governments under Article 50 of the UN charter 
to utilize whatever means are necessary to protect their sovereign 
interests. The U.S., as you know, has never taken a position on 

the juridical question of sovereignty. We have not done that but it 

is very clear that we have taken one in opposition to first use of 
force in this instance. We continue to maintian that position. I 

refer you to the language of the Communique, because it is very precise 
and you can answer your own question by reading it when it is in your 
hands. There was no criticism whatsoever of Great Britain. 
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QUESTION: As the central figure in the negotiating process over the 
Falkland crisis, I wonder if you could give us your assessment now of 
what impact the EEC decision to extend sanctions only for one week 
will have on the diplomatic atmosphere? Whether it adds or detracts 
from the possibilities for a settlement? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it would be highly inappropriate for 
me to engage in value judgments on the actions of the Ten. These 
actions are based on the sovereign viewpoints of the member nations 
of the Ten. I think it is significant that a substantial majority 
remain fully united behind the steps taken in support of the British 
position. Whether that has an effect on the negotiations that are 
underway by the Secretary General, and which he described as being at 
a critical stage, is a subjective judgment. I would avoid making 
such a judgment on my part publicly. 


QUESTION: Would you judge that in a few days rather than weeks, it is 
inevitable that the UK would have to invade the Falklands? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would not presume to speculate. Our concerns are 
that UN Resolution 502 be implemented as quickly as possible. This 
involved not only withdrawal of Argentine forces from the Falklands 
but also a political solution. 


QUESTION: I wonder whether you could give us your views on the state 
of war between Iran and Iraq, and the impact that it is having on the 
states in the Gulf area? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, there was considerable discussion of the subject 

in the Ministerial meeting as there should be because this is a very 
important situation that could affect an already unstable Middle Eastern 
situation. I think all are very concerned that the territorial integrity 
of the nations involved be preserved. There is a growing sense of 

concern among many of the moderate Arab states in the Gulf and beyond 

the Peninsula to Northern Africa. I think this is an extemely sensitive 
subject on which we have consulted fully among the members of the Alliance. 
In the days and weeks ahead we will have to give this minute by minute 

Our most serious attention. 


QUESTION: Is it possible that the U.S. will change its policy of -- 
SECRETARY HAIG: Impartiality? 


QUESTION: Yes, and no arms to either side. 


SECRETARY HAIG: That has been and continues to be the position of 

the U.S. Government as it is the position of many of our allied 
governments in the NATO family. Clearly, this is a position which 
serves the best prospects for negotiating a settlement of this conflict 
and which we hope will be achieved in the very near future. 
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QUESTION: Why are you not going to Madrid this afternoon as 
expected? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, it was not as expected. We had a contingency 

plan that if the ongoing base negotiations were completed before my 
schedule return to Washington, then I would have stopped off in 

Madrid and hopefully would have initialed the agreement. It is no 
surprise to me that there are still details to be worked out. But 

I would not want that to be interpreted as an indication of any serious 
problems. These are difficult and complex discussions and they are 
continuing at a rapid pace -- a great deal of progress has been made -- 
but there are still a few details to be worked out. 


QUESTION: Are you trying to say that you are going to meet 
Perez-LLorca before next Saturday? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, that is our anticipation and we are working 
toward that objective. Were it not to happen, it would be a matter 
of a very, very brief period of time, I believe, to complete the 
talks. 


QUESTION: Will you sign the agreement with Perez-LLorca or will your 
Ambassador in Madrid? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't want to prejudge that question yet until 

we complete the talks. In coordination with my counterpart, Minister 
Perez-Llorca, we'll decide the best way to do it. It is not a matter 
of substantive difference between us. 


QUESTION: What is your reaction to an accusation made inside the 
European Parliament Strasbourg Chamber last week that had the U.S. 
gotten off the fence earlier in the Falklands crisis, imposed economic 
sanctions against Argentina immediately after invasion, lives could have 
been saved and a peaceful solution could have been achieved earlier? 
This accusation was made by Mrs. Barbara Castle, leader of the British 
Labor Party in Europe. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, first I don't make it a habit of commenting 
substantively on third-nand reported or second-hand reported observations 
by public officials identified or unidentified. That does not cause 

me to recoil from responding to the substance of your question. But 

I would not want it portrayed as a response to one or another individual 
that I don'. even know and didn't even have the benefit of hearing 
firsthand, but I think anyone that reviews the United States position 
on the Falklands crisis knows well, as did the British Government, 

that we were asked to portray a good office's role at the highest 

levels in the British Government as well as at the highest levels in 

the Argentinian Government. Our ability to do so clearly involved 
certain restraints in value judgments with respect to the conflict 

day to day. 
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There was no question on where the U.S. stood on UN Resolution 502 
where we cast an affirmative and supportive vote. That already 

moots the question. Secondly, were there any validity to such an 
allegation, it should have long since been dispelled as we see the 
Secretary General anguishing with the same issues that we anguished 
with during the period when the U.S. was involved -- and even having 
enjoyed the benefits of what we were abie to accomplish in that effort. 
Let me assure you that the Br’’ ish Government was fully aware of the 
supportive position taken by © U.S., or my communications with 

my counterpart and the Prime ji:nister are befogged with sophistry. 


QUESTION: Could you comment on the fact that the Portuguese Government 
has not allowed some American planes to land on the Lajes Base in 
the Azores recently? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't want to comment on that too lavishly 
because on every occasion that Portuguese sovereign territory has been 
put at the disposal of U.S. forces, it involves prior consultation 

and coordination. There is nothing unusual or unprecedented about 
recent events. I make no bones about the dissatisfaction in Portugal 
with the level of American military and economic support this past 
year and that programmed for FY 1983. This is a matter of utmost 
concern to the U.S. Government. It is especially difficult at a time 
of very, very serious economic difficulties in the U.S. Those 
concerns which are felt by a longstanding and close friend and ally 

of the U.S. will be resolved in the months ahead, but no one will 

ever be fully satisified when it comes to levels of support. We 
understand that. It doesn't mean we are not sympathetic with the 

need because we are. We are vitally interested in Portugal's economic 
development and growth, and above all, in security terms, in Alliance 
terms in their enhancement of their security capabilities. We have 
participated in that in the past and we will continue to in the future 
to the highest level that we are capable of doing it and having it 
approved by the American Congress. 


QUESTION: Do youthink the attitude of the Irish Government, in 
particular, in pulling back from the EEC trade sanctions against 
Argentina and in its situation as a temporary member of the Security 
Council has been helpful or unhelpful in the search for a peaceful 
solution to the Falkland crisis? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't presume to label the sovereign judgments 
of anyone of the Ten. It would be inappropriate for me to do it, 
especially since I am half Irish myself. 


QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 
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_No. 175 
SELWA ROOSEVELT SWORN IN 


AS CHIEF OF PROTOCOL 


A Washington hostess and journalist, Mrs. Roosevelt is 
married to Archibald Roosevelt, Jr., a grandson of President 
Theodore Roosevelt. . 


She is a graduate of Vassar College, class 1950, and took 

her degree with honors in International Relations. In 

- Washington in the 1950's she wrote a column for The Washincton 
‘Star called "Diplomatically Speaking," in which she covered 
‘the State Department, the Diplomatic Corps and Official and 
State visits of dignitaries from all over the world. 





She interrupted her own career to accompany her husband on 
various diplomatic missions overseas. She has resided in 
Istanbul, Turkey (1951-1953); in Madrid, Soain (1958-1561) 
and in London, England (1962-1967). In 1961 Mrs. Roosevelt 
was a special assistant to the head of the National Cultural: 
Center, which later became the Kennedy Center for the 
Performing Arts. 


Since 1967 Mrs. Roosevelt has lived in Washington continuosly 
and worked as a free-lance writer for The Washington Post. 
In addition, her articles have appeared in many magazines, 
among them the Family Circle, McCall's and Town & Country. 
She became a contributing editor of Town & Country three 
years ago. From time to time, Mrs. Foosevelt has written 
about the art and significance of entertaining, especially 
in Washington. Her journalistic assignments have taken her 
to many countries in Europe, South America, North Africa 
and the Middle East. She speaks fluent Spanish and has 
studied French. 
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Mrs. Roosevelt has served on the Citizens" Advisory Board 
of Duke University Comprehensive Cancer Center for the past 
six years and has written a number of medical articles, 
particularly about cancer and cancer research. Recently, 
she was invited to join the Board of the American-Italian 
Foundation for Cancer Research. 


Her special Washington interests are the Folger Shakespeare 
Library, where she serves on the Council, and the Children's 
Hearing and Speech Center (of Children's Hospital) where she 
was a board member for many years. 


Born January 13, 1929, in Kingsport, Tennessee, Mrs. Roscvelt 
lived chere until her marriage in 1950. She and her husband 
reside in Washington, where he is a Director of International 
Relztions for the Chase Manhattan Bank. 
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rMENT OF STATE 


INTERVIEW OF 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
ON 
CBS-TV'S "FACE THE NATION" 
WASHINGTON, D. -. 
SUNDAY, MAY 23, L982, 
MODERATOR, GEORGE HERMAN 
BERNARD GWERTZMAN, The New York Times 
ROBERT PIERPOINT, CBS 


MR. HERMAN: Mc. Haig, in this morning's news, the British troops 
in the Faiklands seem to be consolidating their hold on their 
bridgehead following some air strixes on Argentinian 

positions. Since, Mr. Secretary, you've been a military com- 
mander as well as a Gipiomat, what would you say would have 

to happen in the fighting in tne Falklands to make new 
negotiat.ons possible and profitabie? 





SECRSTAR* HAIG: We 


-_—>--- 


eli, Mr. Herman, we, Of course, would hope 
that “=here would be a renewed round of negotiations at any 
point, but it's clear that until some evidence of some change 
in the military situation is avaiiable, there may be con- 
tinued stalemate. 
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MR. HERMAN: Secretary Haig, remembering America's military 
experiences in Korea and in Vietnam, in which you had a role, 
is this situation now in the Falkiands the kind of thing 
which is productive of good negotiations, or does it have to 
wait unt l one side or the other takes a black eye or gains 
some kinc Of a face-saving victory? ' 





SECRETAR’ HAIG: [I don't think, Mr. Herman, that one can make 
a real value judgment on that. There is much to be said on 
both sides of the issue -- for exemple, that frustration, 
Stalemate and continuing sacrifices On oeth sides do present 
auspicious opportunities for negotiation. On the other hand, 
the extensive efforts that have been applied by the United 
States Government, by the Peruvian Government, and more 
recently by the U.N. Secretary General in a period before 
real sacrifices -- ang I don't belittle those incidents that 
were already invo.ved -- did not seem to bring about the 
necessary compromise on the part of the parties. So one 
might be inclined to feel that today the landing of the 
British torces, the establishment of a strong bridgehead on 
the Falkiands in itself constitutes a rather remarkable 
change in the situation. For that reason, 1 would hope that 
efforts would continue on the part of all parties to arrive 
at an early soiution. 


Por further mfiormation clortact 
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MR. GWERTZMAN: If I could follow up your answer, Mr. 
Secretary, now that the British flag has been hoisted in the 
Falklands, why not support the growing pressure in the U.N. 
for an immediate ceasefire? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think the answer to that question is very 
Clear. The United Nations has passed a resolution, 502, 
which has three components. Those tree components consti- 
tute a very strong endorsement of rule of liaw in inter- 
national atfairs, and that is that aggression must not be 
rewarded. The three components involve a ceasefire, as you 
Suggest; tne withdrawal of the Argentine forces from the 
Islands; and a political solution. I think those three 
essential elements are as important today as they were at the 
Outset of the crisis. 





MR. PIERPOINT: Mr. Secretary, as of the moment, what you 
seem to be saying is that there is no foreseeable negotieting 
position that could be successful -- that is, right now. 

In that case, it appears that the fighting is going to go on 
for a while. Do you see the Soviet Union in any way getting 
involved on the side of Argentina, and particularly, do you 
see the danger ot a superpower confrontation over this? 








SECRETARY HAIG: it is clear that we have mace clear to the 
Soviets that we do not believe that this crisis should take 
on East-West overtones, and I am encouraged that thus far 
the Argent.ne Government has repeatedly stated that it will 
not accept assistance, so to speak, from the Soviet Union or 
its proxies. 


I would hope that that situation would prevail, but the 
danger of .ts turning the other way is, of course, a very 
active danger and one that we are guite concerned about. 





MR. PIERPC.NT: There have been reports that the Soviet Union 
has been civing at least intelligence information to the 
Argentines through Soviet sateliites. Cou.a you clarify 
that: 


SECRETARY HAIG: We've been exposed to the same assurances 





that the worid community has from Argentina that they are not 
accepting assistance, so I prefer to accept their word on 
face valve. 


MR. HERMAN: You say you would hope there would be no 





East-West’ overtones, but already we're hearing North-South 
Overtones. How about the United States' position vis-a-vis 
not only Argentina, but its increasing number of friends among 
those who used to be not so friendly to Argentina? Are we in 
trouble? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: It goes without saying that this crisis, 
from the outset, endangered a number of longstanding American 
interests in this hemisphere -- and indeed worldwide. We, 
for that reason, became active from the outset foreseeing 
these complications, and we certainly didn't misjudge them. 
On the other hand, Mr. Herman, we recognize as well that the 
United States has been guided in this crisis by a fundamental 
principle, and that is that we must support those forces that 
Support the rule of law and no first use of force. If we 
were to permit that to be violated, tnere are a number of 
Situations in the hemisphere which could immediately explode 
into simiiariy serious crises. 





MR. GWERTZMAN: Are we sending an envoy down to Argentina, 
another General Walters, or is General Walters going back 
down there? There has been a report this morning to that 
effect. 





SECRETARY HAiG: There is only one General Waters! 





MR. GWERTZMAN: is he going back? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Tnere is no emissary enroute to Buenos Aires 
at this time. 





MR. GWERTZMAN: On tnat same country, is there a fear that 
Argentina might go nuclear, not right now, but would this war 
propel Argentina or other Latin countries to step up their 
military spending or even to go nuclear? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think on the nuclear question, the incen- 
tives for that we must recognize are long-standing worldwide. 
That's why we have been such avid proponents of nonprolifera- 
tion. I've aiways made the point that insecurity, isolation, 
and security dangers are the key incentives for the acquisi- 
tion of nuclear capabilities. We have been concerned about 
Argentina's activities in this area, and we've discussed it 
with the Argentine Government. I'm reasonably confident 
that that wiii not be a direct outgrowth of this. 





With respect to the conflict at large, of course it whets 
the appetites for higher levels of armaments throughout the 
hemisphere, and we hope this incident will not have that 
consequence. 


MR. PIERPOINT: Mr. Secretary, you have indicated that you 
accept the Argentine assurance that they are not getting help 
from the Soviet Union, but the United States is giving help 

to Great Britain. For some reason, so far, this 
Administration, whiie admitting we're giving some help, has 

not been willing to say what we're doing to help Britain. Is 
this a kind of a pre-World War II "destroyers-to-Britain" 

on a secret basis, or can you tell us really what we are doing? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I think the President has been very clear 
on that, Mr. Pierpoint, and that is there will be no 

active American military involvement in this crisis; and 

the President meant precisely what he said. On the other 
hand, we've had a longstanding military relationship with 

a key ally and a special relationship with Great Britain. 
Within the confines of that, we have provided certain levels 
of assistance. They do not include direct military involve- 
ment of any kind by U.S. forces, and they will not. 





MR. PIERPOINT: But what do they include? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think we have pursued a policy of not 
providing a day-to-day checklist of such items. It serves 
no useful purpose, and I'm not going to depart from that 
policy this morning. 





MR. HERMAN: Is there a parallel on the other side? Are 
any of the Latin American countries and neighbors of 
Argentina providing her with materiel or help? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, there is some evidence of that. 





MR. HERMAN: What? 





SECRETARY HAIG: There again, I don't think it serves any pur- 
pose to go into that. 





MR. HERMAN: Can you tell me what countries or what kinds of 
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aid are being given? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, but Argentina has a number of 
historically close neighbors who have been providing 
assistance, of course, but I don't think at substantial levels. 





MR. GWERTZMAN: Mr. Haig, there is a report that President 





Brezhnev has replied to President Reagan's letter about the 
Start of the Strategic Arms Reduction Talks. Could you tell 
us if that letter goes much beyond what he said in his 
public speech? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Mr. Gwertzman, I don't think it serves a 





useful purpose to lay out detailed exchanges in diplomatic 
channels between heads of state and heads of government. I 
will confirm there has been a reply. I will also suggest 
that we anticipate through diplomatic channels -- that's at 
State Department level -- to confirm, hopefully before too 
long, a date for the resumption of our START negotiations. 


MR. PIERPOINT: The letter did not, then, contain a date in 





itself? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Now you're dragging me into disclosures 
which I don't think, as a matter of practice, is good 
diplomacy. 





MR. PIERPOINT: What about your possible meeting with Soviet 
Foreign Minister Gromyko? Would you expect that by that 
time or at that time you would set a date for the start of 
these START talks? 





SECRETARY HAIG: It's too early to say, and I don't want to 

even suggest there has been a meeting confirmed with Foreign 
Minister Gromyko in New York at the disarmament conference, 

which I'm sure you're referring to. 





MR. PIERPOINT: Yes. 





SECRETARY 4AIG: ‘There have been some informal discussions 
at diplomatic levels about the possibility of such a 
meeting. we, On Our part, would welcome it. But that 
itself has not been fixed. 





MR. HERMAN: I'm not exactly trying to drag you into disclosure, 
but would like to try on another level something which I'm 

sure every American is concerned about, and that is, in 

these interchanges, do you detect some motion on the part of 
the Soviet Union, something that gives the United States 

reason to be somewhat more sanguine than in the past about 

arms reduction? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I think the response of the Soviets to the 
President's speech at Eureka College, the public response, 
Mr. Brezhnev's speech to the Komsomol, was basically 
encouraging. It was also replete with a number of self- 
serving posturing statements of a propagandistic character. 





MR. HERMAN: Soviet boilerplate. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, especially as we get into the 
European-American mutual interest on so-called INF talks. 





MR. HERMAN. But you see some reason, some psychological 
movement, so to speak? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, I think from two points of view. 





Mr. Brezhnev in his speech welcomed the early resumption of 
talks in general, and also accepted the principle of 
substantial reductions in levels of armaments. One can 
only be encouraged by that. 
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MR. GWERTZMAN: You were critical, as was the Administration 
as a whole, about his proposal for a freeze in strategic 
weapons at the time the START talks would begin. 





Some people have suggested that, actually, since the Soviets 

have a very active program right now, a freeze would 

not hurt the United States but in fact might help it hold 

off further Soviet programs. But you don't see the logic in that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, not only dor'. see the logic; why we 
see the counter-logic. The simple facts are that a freeze 
would lock the United States into positions of inferiority 
in key areas. No place is that more true than in the 
Western European nuclear environment, where we are facing 
some 900 warheads on 300 new mobile systems, with the 

West having no counterpart whatsoever. 





Anyone who would suggest that entering into negotiations 
under such a frozen disadvantage would be an incentive for 
progress in the arms control I think has somewhat misplaced 
his logic. 


MR. GWERTZMAN: I don't want to get locked into initials 
here, but the talks you just referred to are on medium-range 
missiles. As I understood Mr. Brezhnev's proposal, it was 
for a freeze in the strategic or longer-range systems. 





SECRETARY HAIG: He has proposed both, as you know -- for 
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both systems. As a matter of fact, his speech seemed almost 
to preoccupy itself with the European arm control question. 


MR. HERMAN: Let me ask you something, as an amateur. I 





mean, these two gentlemen cover the State Department a good 
deal and they are used to the language which is somewhat 
foreign to me. I'ma little bit puzzled -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Sometimes it's foreign to me, too. 





(Laughter ) 


MR. HERMAN: Foreign to you. Very well. 





On one hand, I hear you say that SALT II is dead in the 
water; on the other hand, I hear you say that we're 
Observing SALT II. And I'ma little puzzled as to what it means. 


SECRETARY HAIG: It means simply that there are certain 





restraints associated with the SALT II discussions and the 
draft treaty which both sides continue to abide by. 


MR. HERMAN: Not all of them? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. Neither side has entered into 
the reductions that were visualized. And 1 tiade the point in 
my recent Senate testimony. There is no contradiction in such 
a thing. Clearly, there were many good aspects of SALT II, 
and it's in the interest of the United States -- and it has 
thus far been in the Soviets’ interest -- to maintain those 
restraints because it provides an international backdrop of 
greater confidence on which to proceed into the START 

negot iations. 





MR. PIERPOINT: Why, then, Mr. Secretary, would it not make 
some sense to go ahead and ratify SALT II, start from 
there, and move on to what you want which is reductions? 





SECRETARY HAIG: For the simple reason that we felt that 
SALT II is badly flawed, badly flawed in a number of areas. 
It permitted the Soviet Union unusual advantage in the heavy 
intercontinental missile area. Secondly, there were defi- 
ciencies in the verification aspects. Thirdly, there was no 
Backfire bomber restraint -- in other words, it ran free for 
the Soviet Union. 





To go through the processes of ratifying this controversial, 
flawed treaty would be a detriment to our ability to move on 
promptly and rapidly with the START negotiations. Beyond 
that, it would lock in these flaws. And it's a very dif- 
ferent thing to start a new kind of negotiation against a 
backdrop of unresolved issues than to have these disadvan- 
tages locked into a formal treaty and then have to work 
back, as SALT II would seek to do. 


MR. PIERPOINT: If I understand you correctly, then you are 

willing to accept certain parts of SALT II as having already 
been negotiated, not necessarily take those in treaty form, 

but incorporate those parts that are acceptable to you into 

the START talks. Is that correct? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No, that's not correct. What I am saying 
is that there are certain constraints that were visualized 
and agreed to in SALT II, and that as long as the Soviet 
Union continues to abide by those constraints -- and thus 
far they seem to be -— we are inclined to do the same thing. 
But it does not mean that this is an inherent aspect of the 
START negotiations, which are clear and clean in their own 
right, and visualize, as the President said, substantial 
reductions on both sides. 





MR. HERMAN: Mr. Secretary, you may have noticed my 





abstracted expression as I listened to some news on my 
little earphone. Let me tell you that it is reported -- 
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Argentine radio is saying that President Galtieri has sent 
a letter to the Pope saying that President Galtieri agrees 
with the Pope that there should be a ceasefire. 


Can you read anything into this? Is this politeness? Is 
this movement? Can one guess from this brief headline what 
this might mean? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think there has ben a great deal of 
well-meaning and more-than-justified diplomatic activity. 
We've seen a great deal of it here. The Peruvian Government 
is attempting to launch another effort. The Pope himself, 
as he should be, is seriously concerned about this 
bloodshed. 





What the position of the Argentine Government is with 

respect to one or more of these depends, in its character, as 
to what it is the Argentine Government is prepared to 

accept. If it's a ceasetire and that the conditions for a 
resumption of confiict are violations of fundamental prin- 
Ciples that we are seeking to preserve and strengthen, then 
Clearly it doesn't offer much hope. 


MR. PIERPO‘NT: Mr. Secretary, to go back to the discussion 
of our relations with the Soviet Union, you obviously have 
to take into account domestic problems within the Soviet 
Union when you are evaluating how much they are willing to 
give in certain areas. Today The Washington Post has a very 
interesting report, which I'm sure you've seen, saying that 
Soviet agriculture is once again, still, and yet in deep 
trouble, and that as a result of this, they expect some 
changes at the higher levels of the Kremlin during Politburo 
meetings tiat start tomorrow. 








What is your evauation of this report and of the possible 
changes in the Soviet hierarchy? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Mr. Pierpoint, this is an historic, almost 
Organic, failure of the Marxist-Leninist system and the 
Soviet model. From the outset, the Soviet Union has been 
unable to meet the food requirements of its people -- this 
despite the fact that they have placed greater and greater 
concentrat.on on that sector of their society. They have 
applied more human effort and more technology, but they 
still, through systematic failure, have failed to "turn the 
corner," so to speak. 





I think that it is perfectly natural that there are always 
scapegoats in such failures, and periodic meetings provide 
an opportunity to make some changes. It's just that simple. 
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Speaxing of the hierarchy, what do you see 
~apact on the Soviet Union's relations with the 
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HALG: i've always made tne point that the United 
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N: ®) you think we're sending the wrong signal 
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MR. GWERTZMAN: Have you got agreement on the place? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. The venue question is still open, but 
I'm optimistic that it lends itself to a reasonably early solution. 





MR. HERMAN: At Camp David? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not necessarily, no. 





MR. PIERPO.NT: Do you think that when Mr. Begin comes to 
see Mr. Reagan these problems will be shoved aside, and 
we'll make some progress? 





SECRETARY AIG: Mr. Pierpoint, the President is very acti- 
vely engagea in the whole range of our foreign policy, but 
especialiy ne has shown an exceptional interest in the 
Middle Bas: situation. Clearly, this and other matters will 
be discussec with Mr. Begin when he comes for the disar- 


mament. con-erence. 
MR. PIERPO.NT: Do you know for sure when that is, by the way? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't have the precise date. We're still 
working on it. It will be about the time of the President's 
Speech at =ne disarmament conference, and it might include 
some other discussions beyond that. 





MR. PIERPO[INT: That's next month, then? 


SECRETARY dAIG: Eariy next month, after returning from 





Europe. 

MR. HERMAN: All right. On that note, Secretary Haig, thank 
you very mach for being our guest today on "Face The 
Nation.” 


SECRETARY AAIG: Thank you. 
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PEACE AND SECURITY IN THE MIDDLE EAST 


THE MIDDLE EAST TODAY IS A SEVERE TESTING GROUND FOR 





CONSTRUCTIVE DIPLOMACY. DEEPLY ROOTED RIVALRIES AND 


HISTORIC ANIMOSITIES MARK ITS POLITICS, THE REGION'S 


£8 
% 
: 


STRATEGIC VALUE AS A BRIDGE LINKING THREE CONTINENTS iS 


AMPLIFIED BY ITS VAST NATURAL WEALTH. AND IN THE NUCLEAR 
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AGE; THE INTERPLAY OF LOCAL . 'D SUPERPOWER COMPETITION 


TAKES ON A SPECIAL EDGE OF DANGER. | 
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AS A CONSEQUENCE, NO OTHER REGION IS LESS FORGIVING 


OF POLITICAL PASSIVITY THAN THE MIDDLE EAST. SO MANY 
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INTERESTS ARE AT STAKE AND SO MANY FACTORS ARE AT WORK 
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THAT THE ALTERNATIVE. TO SHAPING EVENTS IS TO SUFFER 
THROUGH THEM, WE ARE AT SUCH A JUNCTURE TODAY. WE MUST 
“SHAPE EVENTS IN THE MIDDLE EAST IF WE ARE TO CONTINUE TO 
HOPE FOR A MORE PEACEFUL INTERNATIONAL ORDER, ONE 


CHARACTERIZED BY PEOPLES LIVING IN PEACE AND THE 


RESOLUTION OF CONFLICTS WITHOUT RESORT TO FORCE. 
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EVER SINCE THE 1973 WAR, THE DAUNTING TASK OF 
a ACHIEVING PEACE BETWEEN THE ARABS AND ISRAEL HAS BEEN 
AMONG AMERICA’S HIGHEST PRIORITIES. DESPITE THE RELUCTANCE 


OF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE TO EXPAND THEIR INTERNATIONAL 


Oe ai 


COMMITMENTS DURING THE DECADE OF THE SEVENTIES, THE EFFORTS 


OF OUR DIPLOMATS WERE SUPPORTED BY AN INCREASING VOLUME 


SPEDE IOS wo iar Re aA 


OF ECONOMIC AND MILITARY ASSISTANCE. CLEARLY, THE SAFE- 
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i) GUARDING OF OUR INTERESTS IN THE MIDDLE EAST THROUGH THE 

7 PEACE PROCESS HAS MERI TED AND ENJOYED BOTH BIPARTISAN SUPPORT 
4 AND POPULAR CONSENSUS. 

e. THE EFFORTS LAUNCHED BY THE UNITED STATES IN THOSE YEARS 
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HAVE BORNE SUBSTANTIAL FRUIT. TWO AMERICAN PRESIDENTS AND 
SECRETARY OF STATE KISSINGER LAID THE GROUNDWORK FOR PROGRESS 
THROUGH THE DISENGAGEMENT AGREEMENTS. THE CAMP DAVID ACCORDS 
BECAME THE LIVING TESTIMONY TO THE VISION OF THE LATE PRESIDENT 
SADAT, PRIME MINISTER BEGIN, AND PRESIDENT CARTER THAT THE CYCLE 
OF WAR AND HATRED COULD BE BROKEN. THE UNITED STATES WILL ALWAYS 


BE PROUD OF ITS CRUCIAL ROLE IN THIS PROCESS. 
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BY 1981, HOWEVER, THE CHALLENGES TO AMERICAN POLICY 
HAD MULTIPLIED FAR BEYOND THE SELF-EVIDENT NECESSITY TO 
PREVENT ANOTHER ARAB-ISRAELI WAR: 
-- THE SOVIET UNION AND 11S ALLIES INCREASED THEIR 


INFLUENCE, PARTICULARLY ALONG THE SEA LANES AND VITAL 


APPROACHES TO THE REGION. LOCAL CONFLICTS AND AMBITIONS 


RANGING FROM NORTH AFRICA TO THE HORN OF AFRICA, THE 
YENENS TO AFGHANISTAN, OFFERED THE CONTEXT. ARMS, CUBAY 


MERCENARIES AND SOVIET SOLDIERS THEMSELVES IN AFGHANISTAN 


"WERE THE INSTRUMENTS. THE UNITED STATES SEEMED SLOW TO 


RECOGNIZE THAT THIS PATTERN OF EVENTS WAS UNDERMINING THE 
REGIONAL SECURITY OF OUR FRIENDS, PROSPECTS FOR PEACE AND 
VITAL WESTERN INTERESTS. 

-- IRAN, A CLOSE AMERICAN ALLY AND A FORCE FOR 
STABILITY IN THE PERSIAN GULF, WAS CONVULSED BY REVOLUTION 
AS THE ISLAMIC REPUBLIC REJECTED THE DIPLOMACY AND 


MODERNIZING PROGRAM OF THE SHAH, IN THE FACE OF THIS 


UPHEAVAL, THE UNITED STATES FOUND IT DIFFICULT 10 PURSUE 
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ITS INTERESTS OR TO ACHIEVE A CONSTRUCTIVE RELATIONSHIP 
WITH THE NEW GOVERNMENT. MEANWHILE, IRAQ INVADED TRAN, 
FUELED BY SOVIET ARMS TO BOTH COUNTRIES, THIS CONFLICT 


THREATENED OMINOUS CONSEQUENCES.FOR THE FUTURE SECURITY 


OF THE AREA AND WESTERN INTERESTS IN THE FLOW OF OIL. 


-- THE ONCE PROSPEROUS AND PEACEFUL STATE OF 
LEBANON WAS SHATTERED BY CIVIL CONFLICT AND THE INTER- 
VENTION OF OUTSIDE FORCES. CONTINUOUS TENSION SAPPED 
THE AUTHORITY OF THE LEBANESE GOVERNMENT, AGGRAVATED 
INTER-ARAB RELATIONS AND THREATENED TO INVOLVE ISRAEL 
AND SYRIA IN WAR. 

-- MEANWHILE, THE PEACE PROCESS ITSELF HAD REACHED 
A DANGEROUS IMPASSE, EGYPT AND ISRAEL WERE DIVIDED OVER 
THE ROLE AND COMPOSITION OF THE MULTI-WATIONAL FORCE AND 
OBSERVERS, CRUCIAL TO THE ISRAELI WITHDRAWAL FROM SINAI 


AND THE PEACE TREATY ITSELF. THE NEGOTJATIONS FOR 


PALESTINIAN AUTONOMY WERE IN RECESS. THE OTHER ARAB 
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STATES, AMERICAN FRIENDS IN SAUDI ARABIA AND JORDAN 
AMONG THEM, WERE OPPOSED TO THE CAMP DAVID ACCORDS AND 
EGYPT'S PEACE WITH ISRAEL, THE PALESTINIAN ARABS 
THEMSELVES WERE STILL ADAMANTLY, AGAINST EITHER JOINING 
THE PEACE PROCESS OR RECOGNIZING EXPLICITLY ISRAEL'S 
RIGHT TO LIVE IN PEACE, | - 
THESE DEVELOPMENTS REQUIRED AN AMERICAN APPROACH . 
TO THE PROBLEMS OF THE MIDDLE FAST THAT NOT ONLY PRESSED 
THE PEACE PROCESS FORWARD, BUT ALSO ENLARGED THE SECURITY 
DIMENSION OF OUR RELATIONS WITH THE STATES OF THE AREA. 
PEACE AND SECURITY HAD TO MOVE IN PARALLEL. LOCAL LEADERS 
UNDERSTOOD THAT THE INEVITABLE RISK-TAKING FOR PEACE 
WOULD BE VITALLY AFFECTED BY THE STRATEGIC CONTEXT OF THE 
REGION. LACK OF CONFIDENCE IN THE UNITED STATES AND FEAR 
OF THE SOVIET UNION OR RADICAL FORCES WOULD PARALYZE THE 


PROSPECTS FOR PROGRESS, NOT ONLY IN THE ARAB-ISRAELI 


CONFLICT BUT OTHER REGIONAL PROBLEMS AS WELL. 














nee pe ¥: 
OUR PREVIOUS POLICIES HAD TO BE STRENGTHENED BY BUILDING | 
ON A CONSENSUS OF STRATEGIC CONCERN OVER SOVIET AND RADICAL 
ACTIVITIES THAT ALREADY EXISTED AMONG OUR FRIENDS IN THE 
HIDDLE EAST. IT WAS NOT ENOUGH TO SAY THAT WE OPPOSED SOVIET 


INTERVENTION AND SOVIET PROXIES, WE HAD TO DEMONSTRATE OUR 


ad Steel 


ABILITY TO PROTECT OUR FRIENDS AND TO HELP THEM TO DEFEND 
THEMSELVES. WE HAD TO TAKE INITIATJVES ON THE PEACE PROCESS 


AND OTHER REGIONAL CONFLICTS THAT WOULD PREVENT THE SOVIET 


‘iii. a | oo | Pawel a 


UNION FROM EXPLOITING LOCAL TURMOIL-AND TROUBLEMAKERS FOR ITS 


OWN STRATEGIC PURPOSES. IN SHORT, THE UNITED STATES HAD TO BE 
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BE RECEPTIVE, USEFUL AND RELIABLE IN HELPING OUR FRIENDS TO 
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THE PRESIDENT THEREFORE SET IN MOTION A BROAD-RANGING 
ATTEMPT TO CREATE MORE EFFECTIVE SECURITY COOPERATION IN 
THE MIDDLE EAST, 

-- WE ESTABLISHED A FRESH RASIS FOR COOPERATION WITH 
PAKISTAN, A TRADITIONAL AMERICAN FRIEND, A KEY STATE ON 
THE NORTHERN TIER OF THE MIDDLE EAST AYID, WITH THE SOVIET 


OCCUPATION OF AFGHANISTAN, AT THE FRONT LINE OF DANGER: 
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~- WE HAVE IMPROVED. RELATIONS WITH TURKEY, A STAUNCH 
MEMBER OF NATO, AND LONG A BARRIER TO SOVIET EXPANSION; 

-- WE HAVE WORKED TOGETHER WITH OUR FRIENDS TO COUNTER THE 
ACTIVITIES OF LIBYA IN AFRICA AND THE MIDDLE EAST. 

IN ADDITION, THE UNITED STATES HAS SOUGHT AND WILL 
CONTINUE TO SEEK PRACTICAL ARRANGEMENTS WITH SUCH COUNTRIES 
AS MUROCCO, EGYP*, SUDAN, SOMALIA, JORDAN, OMAN AND SAUDI ARABIA 
THAT ENHANCE SECURITY. WE ARE ALSO WORKING WITH ISRAEL, A 
STRATEGIC ALLY, TO WHOSE SECURITY AND QUALITATIVE MILITARY 
SUPERIORITY WE HAVE LONG BEEN COMMITTED. 

IN UNDERTAKING THESE EFFORTS, WE RECOGNIZE THAT FOR MANY 
COUNTRIES FORMAL AND ELABORATE SECURITY STRUCTURES ARE NO 
LONGER APPROPRIATE. WE HAVE NOT TRIED TO CREATE INTERESTS 
WHERE NONE EXIST, THOUGH WE SHALL TAKE FULL ACCOUNT OF LOCAL 
SENSITIVITIES, NO COUNTRY CAN BE GIVEN A VETO OVER THE PURSUIT. 


OF OUR BEST INTERESTS OR NECESSARY COOPERATION WITH OTHERS. 
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THE UNITED STATES, WORKING WITH ITS LOCAL FRIENDS 
DESPITE THEIR SOMETIMES CONFLICTING CONCERNS, CAN BE A 
RESPONSIVE PARTNER IN THE ACHIEVEMENT OF GREATER SECURITY 
FOR ALL. OUR STRONG NAVAL FORCES AND THE DETERMINATION 
OF THE PRESIDENT AND THE AMERICAN PEOPLE TO IMPROVE OUR 
DEFENSE POSTURE DESPITE ECONOMIC AUSTERITY, ARE ALSO ESSENTIAL 
TO OUR CREDIBILITY IN THE MIDDLE EAST. 

GREATER COOPERATION IN THE FIELD OF SECURITY WILL - 
INCREASE MEASURABLY THE CONFIDENCE THAT OUR LOCAL FRIENDS 
REPOSE IN THE UNITED STATES. IF PROPERLY MANAGED, SUCH 
COOPERATION REINFORCES AMERICAN DIPLOMACY. AND TODAY THE 
UNITED STATES MUST ADDRESS THREE ISSUES: 

FIRST, THE IRAQ-IRAN WAR: SECOND, THE AUTONOMY NEGOTIATIONS 
AND THIRD, THE CRISIS IN LEBANON. 

EACH OF THESE ISSUES IS CHARACTERIZED BY A MIXTURE 
OF DANGER AND OPPORTUNITY. MOREOVER, THEY HAVE BEGUN 
ALREADY TO AFFECT EACH OTHER, IF WE ARE TO SUCCEED IN 
ADVANCING OUR GOALS THROUGHOUT THE REGION, THEN WE MUST 


COORDINATE OUR APPROACHES TO ALL OF THEM, 
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EIRST. THE TRAN-JRAQ WAR. IRAQ HAS JUSTIFIED ITS 
INVASION AND SEIZURE OF IRANIAN TERRITORY BY REFERRING 
TO LONG-STANDING BORDER CLAIMS AND IRANIAN CALLS FOR 
THE OVERTHROW OF ITS GOVERNMENT: IRAN HAS RESPONDED THAT 
THE 1975 ALGIERS AGREEMENT SETTLED SUCH CLAIMS AND 
ACCUSES IRAQ OF DELIBERATE AGGRESSION INTENDED TO BRING 
DOWN THE ISLAMIC REPUBLIC, IT IS CLEAR THAT DISREGARD FOR 
THE PRINCIPLE THAT INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES SHOULD BE - 
SETTLED PEACEFULLY HAS BROUGHT THE REGION INTO GREAT 


DANGER, WITH OMINOUS IMPLICATIONS FOR WESTERN JNTERESTS. 


BOTH IRAN AND IRAG, THOUGH WEALTHY IN OIL, HAVE BEEN 
BADLY DRAINED OF VITAL RESOURCES. THERE IS GREAT RISK 
THAT THE CONFLICT MAY SPILL OVER INTO NEIGHBORING STATES 


AND IT HAS ALREADY AGGRAVATED INTER-ARAB RELATIONS. IT 


‘MAY LEAD TO UNFORESEEN AND FAR-REACHING CHANGES IM THE 


REGIONAL BALANCE OF POWER, OFFERING THE SOVIET UNION AN 


OPPORTUNITY TO ENLARGE ITS INFLUENCE IN THE PROCESS. 
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THE U.S. DOES ‘NOT HAVE DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH EITHER 
IRAQ OR IRAN. FROM THE BEGINNING OF THE WAR WE HAVE STRESSED OUR - 
NEUTRALITY. WE HAVE REFUSED AND WE SHALL CONTINUE TO REFUSE TO 
ALLOW MILITARY EQUIPMENT UNDER U.S. CONTROLS TO BE PROVIDED TO EITHER 
PARTY, , 

NEUTRALITY, HOWEVER, DOES NOT MEAN THAT WE ARE INDIFFERENT TO 
THE OUTCOME. WE HAVE FRIENDS AND INTERESTS THAT ARE ENDANGERED BY 
THE CONTINUATION OF HOSTILITIES: WE ARE COMMITTED TO DEFENDING OUR 
VITAL INTERESTS IN THE AREA. THESE INTERESTS -- AND THE INTERESTS 
OF THE WORLD -- ARE SERVED BY THE TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY AND POLITICAL 
INDEPENDENCE OF ALL COUNTRIES IN THE PERSIAN GULF, THE U.S, THEREFORE 
SUPPORTS CONSTRUCTIVE EFFORTS TO BRING ABOUT AN END TO THE FIGHTING 
AND THE WITHDRAWAL OF FORCES BEHIND INTERNATIONAL BORDERS UNDER 
CONDITIONS THAT WILL PRESERVE THE SOVEREIGNTY AND TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY 
OF BOTH IRAN AND IRAQ, IN THE WEEKS AHEAD, WE SHALL TAKE A MORE 
ACTIVE ROLE WITH OTHER CONCERNED MEMBERS OF THE INTERNATIONAL 


COMMUNITY AS EFFORTS ARE INTENSIFIED TO END THIS TRAGIC WAR, 
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“SF FAUT! FG . PRESIDENT SADAT 
OF EGYPT, WHO GAVE HIS LIFE FOR PEACE, ONCE DESCRIBED 


THE BARRIERS TO ARAB-ISRAELI PEACE AS PRIMARILY PSYCHO- 


LOGICAL. HE RECOGNIZED THAT THE PROFOUND ANTAGONISMS 


DIVIDING ARAB AND ISRAELI WERE DEEPLY REINFORCED BY 
LASTING SUSPICION. POLITICS -- THE ART OF THE POSSIDLE -- 
COULD SUCCEED ONLY AFTER PSYCHOLOGY -- THE SCIENCE OF PERCEP- 
TIONS -- HAD DONE ITS WORK, | _ 
OUR INITIAL TASK WAS TO MAKE SURE THAT BOTH THE 
PSYCHOLOGY AND THE POLITICS OF THE PEACE PROCESS CONTINUED. 
WHILE WE WERE PREPARED TO TAKE THE INITATIVE ON THE 
AUTONOMY NEGOTIATIONS, IT: SOON BECAME EVIDENT AS THE SINAI 
WITHDRAWAL DATE APPROACHED THAT ‘THE BEST WAY TO SUSTAIN 
CONFIDENCE IN THE PEACE PROCESS WAS TO HELP BOTH EGYPT AND 
ISRAEL FULFILL THE TERMS OF THEIR PEACE TREATY, AFTER 
PROLONGED AMERICAN DIPLOMATIC EFFORT, THE MULTI-NATIONAL 
FORCE AND OBSERVERS (MFO) WAS ESTABLISHED: IT IS SAFE- 


GUARDING THE PEACE IN SINAI TODAY. THE PRESIDENT’S 
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DECISON 10 OFFER U.S. TROOPS FOR THE FORCE WAS A TANGIBLE 
RECOGNITION OF THE INTERRELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PEACE AND. 
SECURITY. sucH A DEMONSTRATION OF OUR COMMITMENT TC THE 
TREATY HELPED 10 SECURE BROADER, PARTICIPATION, INCLUDING 


UNITS FROM SOME OF OUR EUROPEAN ALLIES. THIS TRULY MULTI- 
NATIONAL PEACEKEEPING FORCE TESTIFIES TO INTERNATIONAL 
SUPPORT FOR PEACE. 

ONLY ONE MONTH AGO, THE FINAL ARRANGEMENTS WERE PUT 
INTO PLACE. ON THAT OCCASION, PRESIDENT REAGAN SPOKE 
FOR ALL AMERICANS WHEN HE PRAISED THE COURAGE OF BOTH EGYPT 
AND ISRAEL. SINAI, SO OFTEN THE CORRIDOR FOR ARMIES ON 
THE WAY TO WAR, WAS AT LAST A ZONE OF PEACE. BUT WE 
CANNOT ALLOW THE PEACE PROCESS TO END IM THE DESERT. 

THE SIGNATORIES OF THE CAMP DAVID ACCORDS, OF WHICH 
WE ARE THE WITNESS AND FULL PARTNERS, WISELY ENTITLED 
THEIR WORK, “A FRAMEWORK FOR PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST.” 
BASING THEIR DIPLOMACY ON UNITED NATIONS SECURITY COUNCIL 


RESOLUTIONS 242 AND 338, WHICH PROVIDE FOR PEACE BETWEEN 


ISRAEL AND ALL OF ITS NEIGHBORS, INCLUDING JORDAN AND SYRIA, 
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BOTH EGYPT AND ISRAEL WERE NOT CONTENT TO ESTABLISH PEACE 
ONLY WITH EACH OTHER, THEY RECOGNIZED THE NECESSITY To 

GO BEYOND THEIR BILATERAL ACHIEVEMENT IN THE SEARCH FOR 
A JUST, COMPREHENSIVE AND DURABLE SETTLEMENT OF THE ARAB- 





ISRAELI CONFLICi. = THEY HAVE THEREFORE BEEX ENGAGED 


FOR OVER THREE YEARS, NOT ONLY IN THE EXECUTION OF THE 


TREATY OF PEACE BUT ALSO IN NEGOTIATIONS AIMED EVENTUALLY 


tig a A UB FO RO that 


AT THE RESOLUTION OF THE PALESTINIAN PROBLEM IN ALL ITS 


ASPECTS. 
THESE NEGOTIATIONS, KNOWN AS THE AUTONOMY TALKS, HAVE 
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BFEN THE SUBJECT OF MUCH MISUNDERSTANDING AND CRITICISM. 





pert 


FOR MANY ISRAELIS THE PROCESS THREATENS TO GO 100 FAR, 

LEADING TOWARDS A PALESTINIAN STATE WHICH THEY FEAR 

WOULD DENY JEWS ACCESS TO THE HISTORIC AREAS OF ANCIENT 

ISRAEL, THREATEN ISRAELI SECURITY AND OFFER TIIE SOVIET r 
UNION A FRESH OPPORTUNITY FOR INFLUENCE. FOR MANY ARABS, 


INCLUDING UNTIL NOW THE PALESTINIANS THEMSELVES, AUTONOMY 


DOES NOT SEEM TO GO FAR ENOUGH. IN THEIR VIEW, IT IS 
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ONLY A FORMULA FOR AN ISRAELI DOMINATION THEY RESIST AND 
THAT THEY FEAR WILL LEAD TO FURTHER RADICALIZATION OF THE 
ENTIRE REGION, ISRAELI SETTLEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 
OCCUPIED TERRITORIES HAVE EXACERBATED THESE FEARS. 

WE MUST ALL FACE THE REALITY THAT AUTONOMY IN AND OF 
ITSELF CANNOT ENTIRELY ALLEVIATE THE FEARS ON EITHER SIDE, 
BUT WE SHOULD ALSO REALIZE THAT AUTONOMY IS ONLY ONE STAGE 
OF A PROCESS: IT IS AN OPPORTUNITY, NOT A CONCLUSION. _ 
THE BEGINNING OF AUTONOMY ACTUALLY INITIATES A TRANSITIONAL 
PERIOD TO LAST NO LONGER THAN FIVE YEARS, IN WHICH A 
FREELY ELECTED SELF-GOVERNING AUTHORITY WOULD REPLACE THE 
ISRAELI MILITARY GOVERNMENT AND CIVILIAN ADMINISTRATION, 
FURTHERMORE, NEGOTIATIONS ARE TO COMMENCE NOT LATER THAN 
THE THIRD YEAR OF THE TRANSITONAL PERIOD, ON THE FINAL 
STATUS OF THE WEST BANK AND GAZA AND ITS RELATIC"S"TP 
WITH ITS NEIGHBORS. A PEACE TREATY BETWEEN ISRAEL AND 


JORDAN IS ALSO AN OBJECTIVE OF THIS NEGOTIATION, 
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"AMPLE OPPORTUNITY IS PROVIDED IN EVERY PHASE FOR THE 
PARTICIPATION. IN ADDITJON TO THE PRESENT PARTNERS IN THE 
PEACE PROCESS, OF JORDAN AND THE PALESTINIAN ARABS. -~THESE 
ARRANGEMENTS ARE TO REFLECT BOTH THE PRINCIPLE OF SELF- 
GOVERNMENT BY THE INHABITANTS AND THE LEGITIMATE SECURITY 


CONCERNS OF ALL THE PARTIES INVOLVED, 


: — 
aa ee ee 


THE CAMP DAVID PROCESS, WHICH IS BASED FIRMLY ON 
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UNITED NATIONS RESOLUTIONS: 242 AND 338, REMAINS THE ONLY 
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PRACTICAL ROUTE TOWARD A MORE COMPREHENSIVE MIDDLE EAST 


PEACE BETWEEN ISRAEL AND ALL OF ITS NEIGHBORS, INCLUDING 
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JORDAN AND SYRIA. WO OTHER PLAN PROVIDES FOR MOVEMENT 





DESPITE THE CONFLICTING INTERESTS AND FEARS OF THE PARTIES. 
NO OTHER PLAN EMBODIES SO WELL THE NECESSITY FOR PROGRESS 
DESPITE THE INHERENT IMPERFECTIONS OF A TRANSITIONAL 
ARRANGEMENT, AS CHURCHILL PlIT IT, “THE MAXIM -- NOTHING 
AVAILS BUT PERFECTION -- SPELLS PARALYSIS." 


THE UNITED STATES HAS BEEN HEARTENED BY THE PUBLIC 


AND PRIVATE DECLARATIONS OF BOTH PRESIDENT MUBARAK OF 
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EGYPT AND PRIME MINISTER BEGIN OF ISRAEL 10 PRESS 
FORWARD TOWARD THE EARLY AND SUCCESSFUL CONCLUSION OF 
AN AUTONOMY AGREEMENT. AS WE PROCEED, IT IS INPORTANT 
THAT WE CONDUCT OURSELVES WITH SEVERAL CONSIDERATIONS 
IN MIND: 

2= AUTONOMY IS TRANSITIONAL, NOT THE FINAL 


WORD. THE GENIUS OF CAMP DAVID WAS TO PROVIDE FOR THE 


POSSIBILITY OF PROGRESS, DESPITE CRUCIAL, UNRESOLVED ISSUES — 


SUCH AS THE ULTIMATE STATUS OF JERUSALEM. THESE, 100, MUST 
BE NEGOTIATED BUT FIRST WE MUST ESTABLISH A SELF-GOVERHING 
AUTHORITY. THAT WILL ENABLE ISRAELIS AND PALESTINIANS TO 
WORK TOGETHER. PUBLIC STATEMENTS THAT FAIL TO RECOGNIZE 
THE TEMPORARY NATURE OF AUTONOMY AND NEGOTIATING POSITIONS 
THAT MISTAKE AUTONOMY FOR FINAL STATUS DO NOTHING BUT 
HINDER FORWARD MOVEMENT, 

-- UNILATERAL ACTIONS BY AMY PARTY THAT ATTEMPT TO 
PREJUDGE OR BIAS THE FINAL OUTCOME OF THE PROCESS SERVE 


ONLY TO RAISE SUSPICIONS AND AGGRAVATE RELATIONSHIPS. 
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TRULY ALL OF OUR ULTIMATE HOPES FOR PEACE DEPEND IN THE 
END UPON THE ACHIEVEMENT OF MUTUAL RESPECT AND FRIENDLY 
RELATIONS BETWEEN ARAB AND ISRAELI. A HEAVY RESPONSIBILITY 
KILL BE BORNE BY THOSE WHO DARKEN THESE HOPES WITHOUT REGARD 
FOR EITHER ISRAEL’S LONG-TERM INTERESTS OR LEGITIMATE 
PALESTINIAN ASPIRATIONS. / 


-- REFUSAL TO PARTICIPATE IN THE TALKS BY THOSE 


MOST AFFECTED BY THE CONFLICT RISKS THE LOSS OF THE BEST 


CHANCE FOR THE ACHIEVEMENT OF A LASTING PEACE. FIFTEEN 


YEARS HAVE PASSED SINCE THE 1967 WAR AND THE INITIATION 


OF ISRAELI’S MILITARY GOVERNMENT OVER THE WEST BANK AND 
GAZA. AUTONOMY IS THE VITAL FIRST STEP IN THE HISTORIC 
OPPORTUNITY TO CHANGE THIS SITUATION AND TO BEGIN THE 
PAINFUL BUT NECESSARY PROCESS OF RESOLVING THE PALESTINIAN 
PROBLEM. A SETTLEMENT CANNOT BE IMPOSED BUT PEACE CAN BE 
NEGOTIATED. HISTORY WILL JUDGE. HARSHLY THOSE WHO MISS 


THIS OPPORTUNITY. 
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DESPITE ALL OF THE OBSTACLES CONFRONTING A BROADER 
MIDDLE EAST PEACE, THERE HAS BEEN A CHANGE IN THE 





POLEMIC ové® THE ARAB-ISRAELI CONFLICT IN RECENT MONTHS. 





MANY ARE RECOGNIZING AT LAST THAT “NO WAR, NO PEACE” 1S 
NOT GOOD ENOUGH. INCREASINGLY, DISAGREEMENT CONCERNS 
THE TERMS OF PEACE, NOT THE FACT THAT PEACE ITSELF MUST 
COME, | 

THE UNITED STATES LONG HAS BELIEVED THAT THE RISKS. 
AND SACRIFICES REQUIRED FOR SETTLEMENT OF THE ARAB- 


ISRAELI CONFLICT DO NOT ADMIT OF ANY AMBIGUITY ON THE 
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BASIC ISSUE THAT GENUINE PEACE IS THE OBJECTIVE. THAT IS 
WHY, FOR EXAMPLE, WE SHALL NEITHER RECOGNIZE NOR NEGOTIATE 
WITH THE PALESTINE LIBERATION ORGANIZATION UNTIL IT ACCEPTS 
UNITED NATIONS RESOLUTIONS 242 AND 538, AND RECOGNIZES 
ISRAEL'S RIGHT TO LIVE IN PEACE. 

NOW IS THE TIME TO REDOUBLE OUR EFFORTS TO MAKE THE 


PEACE PROCESS UNDER THE CAMP DAVID FRAMEWORK CONTINUE TO 


WORK, 1 HAVE SAID THAT GREAT INTELLECTUAL INGENUITY AND 
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POLITICAL COURAGE WILL BE REQUIRED BY ALL PARTIES IF AN 
AUTONOMY AGREEMENT IS TO BE REACHED. OUR DELEGATION, LED 





BY AMBASSADOR FAIRBANKS, WILL CONTINUE TO WORK CLOSELY 





Foreign 


WITH EGYPT AND ISRAEL AS WE INTENSIFY OUR EFFORT TO 
ACHIEVE SUCCESS. | 
THE PEACE PROCESS HAS ALREADY ACCOMPLISHED WHAT WOULD 





HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED A UTOPIAN FANTASY ONLY A FEW SHORT YEARS 





AGO. BUT NONE OF US SHOULD BE UNDER ANY ILLUSIONS. THE 
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FAILURE TO NEGOTIATE AN AUTONOMY AGREEMENT AND TO NEGOTIATE 
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INVITE MORE DANGEROUS ALTERNATIVES. 

THIRD. AND FINALLY, THE CRISIS IN LFBANON. LEBANON 
TODAY IS A FOCAL POINT OF DANGER. ALL OF THOSE CONDITIONS 
ARE PRESENT IN ABUNDANCE THAT MIGHT BE IGNITED INTO A WAR 
WITH FAR-REACHING CONSEQUENCES, THE LIVES OF THE PEOPLE 
OF LEBANON ARE AT STAKE. THE LIFE OF THE STATE ITSELF IS 


AT STAKE, AND THE STABILITY OF THE REGION HANGS IN THE 
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‘THE RECENT HISTORY OF LEBANON 1S A GRIM TALE. OVER 
THE LAST SIX YEARS, MANY OF THE COUNTRY’S MOST STRIKING 
ACHIEVEMENTS HAVE BEEN LOST. ONCE STABLE ENOUGH TO BE THE 
cENTE:. 2° MIDDLE EASTERN FINANCE, ITS ECONOMY HAS BEEN 


WRACKED BY INTERNECINE WARFARE AND FOREIGN INTERVENTION. 


TRAGICALLY, LEBANON, ONCE EXTOLLED AS A MODEL IN A REGION 
OF SUFFERING MINORITIES, IS NOW A BYWORD FOR VIOLENCE. 





LEBANON'S UNIQUE POSITION AS A MARKETPLACE FOR THE IDEAS 
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OF THE ARAB WORLD HAS GIVEN WAY INSTEAD TO A MARKETPLACE 





FOR THE VIOLENT CONFLICTS OF INTER-ARAB AND REGIONAL RIVALRIES. 
ITS REPRESENTATIVE GOVERNMENT HAS BEEN ENDANGERED. THE ARAB 
DETERRENT FORCE. NOW CONSISTING ENTIRELY OF SYRIAN TROOPS, - 


WITH ITS MISSION TO PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF LEBANON, HAS 


NOT STABILIZED THE SITUATION. 
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- THE STORY ON THE LEBANESE-ISRAELI BORDER IS NO 
DIFFERENT. ONCE THE MOST PEACEFUL POINT OF ARAB-ISRAELI 
CONTACT, SOUTHERN LEBANON TURNED INTO A BATTLEGROUND 
BETWEEN ISRAEL AND THE PLO EVEN AS THE PEACE PROCESS 
PROCEEDED. IN THIS PART OF THE COUNTRY AS WELL, INTER- 
COMMUNAL RELATIONS HAVE SUFFERED BADLY, THE CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT ’S AUTHORITY HAS BEEN CHALLENGED BY THE VARIETY 
AND MILITARY STRENGTH OF CONTESTING GROUPS, THE BRAVE _ 


UNITS OF THE U.W. FORCE, FACED WITH AN ENORMOUSLY DIFFICULT 


AND DANGEROUS TASK, HAVE SAVED MANY LIVES, BUT HAVE SOT 


SUCCEEDED ENTIRELY IN ESTABLISHING THE SECURITY OF DAILY 
LIFE. 

OVER THE PAST YEAR, DETERIORATING CONDITIONS 1% 
LEBANON HAVE REQUIRED EXTRAORDINARY EFFORTS TO AVOID 
WAR. IN APRIL OF 1981, AMBASSADOR HABIB, AT THE PRESIDENT’S 
DIRECTION, WORKED SUCCESSFULLY, TO AVOID MI LITARY COMFRONTA- 
TION IN LEBANON. HIS EFFORTS CULMINATED IN THE CESSATION 
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OF HOSTILITIES IN THE LEBANESE-ISRAELI AREA. A FRAGILE CEASE- 
FIRE HAS SURVIVED FOR MORE THAN TEN MONTHS. WHILE ALL 
PARTIES REMAIN FUNDAMENTALLY INTERESTED IN MAINTAINING IT, 
THE DANGER I$ EVER PRESENT THAT. VIOLATIONS COULD ESCALATE 
[WTO MAJOR HOSTILITIES, 

THESE MEASURES HAVE DETERRED WAR, BUT CONFLICT CANNOT 
BE MANAGED PERPETUALLY WHILE THE PROBLEMS AT THE ROOT OF 
THE CONFLICT CONTINUE TO FESTER. “THE WORLD CANNOT STAND 
ASIDE, WATCHING IN MORBID FASCINATION, AS THIS SMALL NATION 
WITH ITS CREATIVE AND CULTURED PEOPLE SLIDES FURTHER INTO 
THE ABYSS OF VIOLENCE AND CHAOS. THE TIME HAS COME TO TAKE 
CONCERTED ACTION IN SUPPORT OF BOTH LEBANON'S TERRITORIAL 
INTEGRITY WITHIN ITS INTERNATIONALLY RECOGNIZED BORDERS AND 
A STRONG CENTRAL GOVERNMENT CAPABLE OF PROMOTING A FREE, 
OPEN, DEMOCRATIC AND TRADITIONALLY PLURALISTIC SOCIETY. THE 
PRESIDENT HAS THEREFORE DIRECTED AMBASSADOR HABIB T0 
RETURN TO THE MIDDLE EAST SOON TO DISCUSS OUR IDEAS FOR 


SUCH ACTION, WITH THE COOPERATION OF CONCERNED STATES. 
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THE MIDDLE East TODAY IS A LIVING LABORATORY FOR’ THE 
POLITICAL EXPERIMENTS OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, A 





MULTITUDE OF NATIONS HAVE EMERGED FROM THE DISINTEGRATION 


: OF EMPIRES, THEIR DREAMS OF A BETTER FUTURE SUSTAINED BY 
; MEMORIES OF A GLORIOUS past ‘THE MODERN NATION-STATE 
a "AS BEEN IMPOSED UPON TRADITIONS THAT TRANSCEND BOTH 
5 "ECHLAR LOYALTIES AND WELL-DEFINED BORDERS. THE quest 
At FOR MODERNIZATION COMPETES UNEASTLy ITH RELIGIOUS AND 
7 ETHNIC IDENTITIES THAT LONG PREDATE THE INDUSTRIAL 

: af REVOLUTION OF THE yesT. 

FF 


CLEARLY, THE PEOPLES oF THE MIDDLE EAST ARE EMBARKED 


. ew . ie +e ee ox. 


UPON THE MosT RAPID SOCIAL TRANSFORMATIONS IN THETR 
HISTORY. NONETHELESS, THE PAST STRONGLY PERMEATES BOTH 
THEIR ATTITUDES TOWARDS THE FUTURE AND THE TEXTURE OF 
THEIR DAILY LIFE. THE RUINS OF ANCIENT TIMES REMIND THEM 


AND US THAT THE REGION HAS ALWAYS PLAYED A VITAL PART IN 
THE ADVANCE OF CIVILIZATION, 
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HIS VAST MONUMENTS TO DESTRUCTION, IS PERHAPS OVERLY _ 


‘PRI? 
- &- 
THERE ARE OTHER RUINS, TOO, THAT REMIND US OF ANOTHER 
ASPECT OF THE MIDDLE EAST. PHILOSOPHERS AND ARTISTS, - 
MERCHANTS AND TRAVELLERS, STATESMEN AND SCHOLARS HAVE MADE 


THEIR IMPACT THROUGHOUT THE AGES. “BUT THE SOLDIER, WITH 


REPRESENTED IN THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF THIS REGION, THE 

VIOLENCE OF WAR IS ALL TOO OFTEN THE POINT OF CONTACT BETWEEN 

THE HISTORY OF THE MIDDLE EAST AND ITS CONTEMPORARY STRUGGLES.- 
BY THE STANDARDS OF THIS ANCIENT REGION, THE 

UNITED STATES IS A COUNTRY STILL IN ITS INFANCY. BUT BY 

VIRTUE OF OUR POWER AND OUR INTERESTS, OUR RELATIONSHIPS 

AND OUR OBJECTIVES, WE ARE UNIQUELY PLACED TO PLAY A 


CONSTRUCTIVE ROLE IN HELPING THE NATIONS OF THE AREA IN 





THEIR QUEST FOR PEACE AND SECURITY. NOW IS AMERICA’S 
MOMENT IN THE MIDDLE EAST, AS AMERICANS LET US HOPE TO BE 
REMEMBERED BY THE PEOPLES OF THE MIDDLE EAST NOT FOR THE 


MONUMENTS OF WAR BUT FOR THE WORKS OF PEACE. 
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"MR. CHAIRMAN, DISTINGUISHED COLLEAGUES AND AMBASSADORS. 
HR. SECRETARY GENERAL, MR. DEPUTY ‘SECRETARY GENERAL: > = - 


ei eee se 


AS THE FIGHTING INTENSIFIES AND THE COST IN LIVES - _ - rs 


HOUNTS IN THE SOUTH ATLANTIC, 1 THINK WE: ALL ‘SHARE Aes oe ae oe 7. 


er 3 ms: sae: i>. 


= 
- a> lgume <p cane, —_— 


* SENSE, OF Aveuist THAT qn ws ‘NOT BEEN POSSIBLE 70 PREVENT: ee is ae 
. Se: ee A era, OS a 


THIS TERRIBLE CONFLICT. ~~ HT TOUCES: TRADITIONS AND SYMPATHIES ez : i 
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THAT RUN DEEP IN OUR PAST AND OUR NATIONAL EXPERIENCES. ae 
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IT 1S A LOSS AND A FAILURE OF on GENERATION | 

VE GRIEVE OVER THE HEARTBREAK "AND THE "BEREAVEMENT 
THAT THE CONFLICT BRINGS TO SO MANY FAMILIES IN ARGENTINA 
AND GREAT BRITAIN. WE TOO SHARE THE EMOTIONS AND PAIN 
OF THOSE FAMILIES. JS THERE A COUNTRY AMONG US THAT 


HAS NOT COUNTED ITSELF A FRIEND OF BOTH COUNTRIES? — 











-2- ” No. 178 
OUR HEMISPHERE, AND THE WESTERN SOCIETY OF NATIONS WOULD . 
BE FAR POORER WITHOUT THEIR NOTABLE CONTRIBUTIONS To as 


— e- 
al . -- i 
= w-3 "se *-@ «@ * * ? _ — | 


2Bcy 


cay OUR COMMON CIVILIZATION.” d WHEN FRIENDS FIGHT, IT 1s Tuy wr 





THE DANGERS OF SOVIET AGGRESSION. 


: | TT TS FROM GREAT a “THAT THE UNITED STATES” Te 

8 | DREW THE INSPIRATION FOR MANY OF 17S MOST CHERISHED STI. ge 
rh TUTIONS. “MOST OF ws stoop AT THE. ‘SIDE OF GREAT BRITAIN Sgt ne 8 : 
st IN TWO" WORLD -WARS TN THIS: CENTURY s3=GREAT. BRITAIN IS" a  weeess ae : 
uf A vITAL PTR IN ie AL inc mH ERE Had “3 ss 
: Eee THE FIRST. LINE oF F DEFENSE FOR oe ud = ae 
32 


ARGENTINA 1S AN AMERICAN REPUBLIC, ONE OF US. 11 
5 A NATION, LIKE THE UNITED STATES, FOUNDED ON THE REPUB- 
LICAN IDEAL THAT ALL MEN ARE CREATED EQUAL, LIKE MY 
COUNTRY IT IS A NATION OF IMMIGRANTS AND SETTLERS WHOSE 
OWN CULTURE AND CIVILIZATION HAVE LONG HAD THE RESPECT 


OF MY COUNTRYMEN AND THE WORLD. 
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PRESIDENT REAGAN MOVED EARLY IN HIS AORINISTRATION 


‘7 MAKE CLEAR THE HIGH VALUE PLACE ON OUR RELATIONS 


725 Pees . . 
° 


, WITH THE GOVERNMENT oF ARGENTINA an THE HIGH ESTEEM lo RE poe 


a WHICH WE HOLD THE ARGENTINE PEOPLE. | i 

e 7 nF a ‘s . 

: se BUT IT Is: NOT ONLY OUR FRIENDSHIP a ‘OUR TIES MTs pis | ae : 
: 7 THE Two counts THAT ARE AT STAKES or ae ee é 
. a8. ei aes? sS- oo 33 Se -z He os . Se cae Bee «Ta 
2 Pe. sTals FESTERI NG DISPUTE, was SUDDENLY BECOME A aM ets es geen 
@2 CONFLICT THAT POSES DANGERS TO THE VERY INSTITUTIONS © ewe 
= AND PRINCIPLES WHICH BRING US HERE AND THAT HAVE MADE 


—_ 


THIS HEMISPHERE, 1 IN \ MANY. WA MAYS, THE WY OF THE WORLD.” 
THE WAR PUTS THE INTER-AMERICAN SYSTEM UNDER STRESS. 

SOME SAY THAT THIS IS AN “ANTI-COLONIAL WAR,” BECAUSE 

THE ISLANDS WERE FORMALLY ADMINISTERED AS A BRITISH COLONY. 


SOME SAY canes SINCE THIS ISA WAR THAT PITS AN AMERICAN 
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REPUBLIC AGAINST AN OUTSIDE POWER, THE RIO TREATY REQUIRES | 
THAT ALL ITS EMBERS COME To THE ASSISTANCE OF THE E AMERICAN 


*eeo-* ° 
- NS . «© e m -; o«+2- 
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ALISM WHEN A PEOPLE 181 “NOT SUBJUGATED 10 ANOTHER AND, = 3 


AS WE ALL KNOW, THERE WAS NO SUCH SUBJUGATION ON THE = + ie Sm 


- . 4 *-- ns 
Po a a Mi . 3 ae 


| OTHERS SAY, THAT 0 1S, INPOSSIBLE TO SPEAK OF COLON. : fs ee 
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ve v 


re ae Mae Leo ee heats 


ISLAND. “OTHERS ‘SAY THERE: 1s No way N wick THE INTER SE gp eee | 
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~ AMERICAN SYSTEM =— WHICH PROTECTS, REGIONAL ORDER BASED S32 aa 
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H| i FORCE TO SETTLE A DISPUTE, a ] led: Pee ic ae eae ar 
; WITH FULL RESPECT FOR THE VIEWS OF OTHERS, THE UNITED é 
2. “2% TT ac, ¥:, MS, _ 
"STATES POSITION IS CLEA: “SINCE THe FIRST USE OF FORCE ihe | 


DID NOT COME FROM OUTSIDE THE HEMI SPHERE, THIS IS NOT 


A CASE OF EXTRA-CONTINENTAL AGGRESSION AGAINST WHICH 


WE ARE ALL COMMITTED TO RALLY. 
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OBS WE DEAL WITH THis crisis, it Us AGREE THAT THERE 
_ TS FAR HORE ba WNITE THE NATIONS OF THIS HEMISPHERE THAN 


0 DIVIDE US. VE MUST KEEP THE FUTURE IN MIND, IF WE 


—_ . . _ oy a 
ecumnmnemmeneets ‘ a ae ! 


ARE TO LEARN ANYTHING FROM THE GRIM EVENTS OF RECENT. = 
"WEEKS, 17 1S THAT CONFLICT NIGHT HAE BEEN AVERTED IF me eh 
~ THERE HAD BEEN BETTER COMMUNICATION AND CONFIDENCE AMONG: ii oo aide 4 


es Oe ce : 
—— af Ss "®t oe oe . a. 2, ay ‘as CS ee # 
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—- Sa "a -, 


- ANERICA STATES. it SHOULD” ‘TAKE BS “OUR GUIDE. THE WORK 





g 4°: SRE. i. FORBES sgt crate gene 
Ps OF Tie. GENERATIONS OF STATESIEN WHO, GAVE US. AN.INTERS ete eee 
=. Reece eae mBee sage ter oe 


AMERICAN SYSTEM THAT 1S “BOTH vIstOwaRy ‘AND PRACTICAL.” ate 
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THEIR LEGACY IS cape THAT IS un REASONED “—- 
THE VERY PRESENCE IN THIS HALL OF SO MANY DISTINGU- 
ISHED STATEMEN INDICATES THAT WE DO AGREE -- ALL OF US 


-- THAT THE INTER-AMERICAN SYSTEM 1S IMPORTANT. IT HAS 


SERVED US WELL. FOR TWO GENERATIONS AND MORE THIS HEMISPHERE | 
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HAS BEEN THE REGION ie THE WORLD I FREE OF THE SCOURGES - 
OF WAR. THE INTER-AMERICAN SISTEN AND THE al. TREATY 





THE POST: WORLD WAR i ACHIEVEMENTS OF THE OAS, ‘Wow 


HAVE. CONSTRAINED AND’ ALMOST ELIMINATED ARMED CONFLICT'-7 a ae 
__ [BETWEEN STATES OF THE “MERI THE COWTRIES OF LATIN z. 
| AMERICA SPEND LESS OF THEIR NATIONAL RESOURCES FOR ARMS 
3 | THAN ANY OTHER AREA IN THE WORLD. . THEY HAVE SUFFERED; sea tha : 
hl LESS FROM COMMUNIST INFILTRATION rt AGGRESSION THAN ANY = te, ee 
FI {- OTHER PART OF THE DEVELOPING WORLD. = = NONE” OF THAT aig age: 
He : = = POSSIBLE ins tee here ow SISTER = See 
; r | 


IN Is 32ND YEAR AS THE WORLD’ S OLDEST tant INTERNA- 


_° "s —_—— iy re FP - Se. isms: .° #-f"s. . 
cael 7 - - ° 6% 


~THONAL BODY, ARE LARGELY RESPONSIBLE FOR OUR COLLECTIVE 
RECORD AS THE WORLD'S HAVEN FROM WAR. THE CONTRIBUTIONS 
OF THE OAS TO REGIONAL PEACE AND HARMONY ARE ALMOST TOO 


NUMEROUS TO MENTION. LET ME CITE A FEW: 
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-- THIS ORGANIZATION HELPED RESTORE PEACE ALONG 
as BORDERS BETWEEN aoe AND COSTA RICA -.. 


ON FOUR SEPARATE occasions (1948, 1955, 1958" RT 





AND 1578). oe & os Loge 


1 > 2 gtMivan ons EFFORTS HELPED CONTRIBUTE TO CALMING et 
' DISPUTES, AS BETWEEN ECUADOR AND PERU (IN 1955. 3 


AND MAIN iN 180) OR HONDURAS AND NICARAGUA ia Es a 


SN, OR TO DIMINISHING TENSIONS, AS BETWEEN’ = tala - 


© ——..* ww 7 re 
ree co core ae 
-o—r" s a 


~ BOLIVIA AND. CHILE: “1962 “AND ‘BETWEEN HAITI we Be: 
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s.* m : > 
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r 1971, THE OAS SUCCESSFULLY URGED ECUADOR 


a Sere ary 
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AND THE UNITED STATES TO AVOID WIDENING THEIR - 


~ Ne 


GDOSO® 


DIFFERENCES OVER INTERNATIONAL FISHING ; BOUNDARY” a 


a 


RIGHIS. AS ONE ECUADOREAN WRITER NOTED AT THAT 
MOMENT, THIS OAS ACTION PROVED THAT “THE INTER- 


AMERICAN SYSTEM FUNCTIONS AND THAT ITS MOST 


POWERFUL MEMBER DID NOT VACILLATE ONE INSTANT 
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IN RECOGNIZING THe erie OF ITS WEAKER ASSOCI- 


ATED PARTNER." ne Fs wy ; <i - 7 —— 


= BY TAKING AN EMLY AND STEADFAST STAND AGAINST a ae 






- VIOLATIONS OF. DIPLOMATIC STAFES AND PREKISES;: =~ 72. = 
THE ORGANIZATION PLAYED Atal HUMANITARIAN == s ed 
ROLE IN 1980 IN ENDING TERRORIST TAKEOVERS, = a ok | 


f . ONE OF. THESE SiTUATIONS WAS A DIPLOMATIC MISSION pe 


. - «* Lom-- © 
-_* ” . -_ -. 








- AND. PRACTICAL EFFECT ON THE RUSSIANS, = 
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-- IN ANOTHER SERIOUS INSTANCE, THE OAS IMPOSED . 

~ SANCTIONS ON A EMBER STATE WHEN IT WAS PROVED. 
THAT THE INTENTIONS OF THAT REGIME (TRUJILLO 

IN THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC) WERE AIMED AT ASSASSI- 
NATION OF THE PRESIDENT OF ANOTHER OAS COUNTRY 
(ROMULO BETANCOURT OF VENEZUELA). 


‘__— 
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--. WHEN RIOTS BROKE OUT IN THE PANAMA CANAL ZONE 
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IN 1964, AW OAS TEA ASSISTED IN STOPPING BLOOD- 
SHED; THE ORGANIZATION’ PRINCIPLED SOLIDARITY | 


EVENTUALLY HELPED BILATERAL NEGOTIATIONS TO z 

RESOLVE WHAT PRESIDENT WOODROW WILSON CALLED = 

THE GREATEST PROBLEM DIVIDING THE UNITED STATES = 
AND LATIN AMERICA FROM EACH OTHER. my 2. 3 5: 


IN THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC: aN 1965, AETER THE: ae Bs Sadiee 3 


- OUTBREAK OF avi WAR; THE: “ORGANIZATION ACTED: Biss ee 
& eee “SESS St sas. dees Bibs ae pe =: 
DéCIsI VELY. To. RESTORE PEACE,. ‘SETTING THE STASESes< ao = Be 


arn ut =e . ~ Sex 
“es . 


FOR AN INPRESSIVE™ DEMOCRATIC EVOLUTION. 
WHEN FIGHTING BETWEEN HONDURAS AND EL SALVADOR 


"BROKE OUT IN 1969, OAS ACTION HELPED PUT A QUICK ~~ 


STOP TO THE BLOODSHED AND FIGHTING. WITHIN 
48 HOURS THE OAS ARRANGED A CEASE-FIRE, WITH 
CONTENDING FORCES WITHDRAWING 10 STATUS QUO 


ANTE BELLUM. 
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FOR ME THE INTER-AMERICAN SYSTEM 1S ONE OF THE UNIQUE 
_ FORCES THAT wed =e THE NEW WORLD REALIZE ITS SPECIAL 


3 ener 
= MA 


AND PRIVILEGED DESTINY, & HERISPHERE WITH ALMOST UNLIMITED) === 





| HUNAN AND HATERIAL POTENTIAL YET. watt THE HEANS T0 PREVENT 


i Be 


OR CONTROL THE CONFLICTS THAT “HAVE: PREVENTED OTHER conTi= 
| NENTS FROM REALIZING THEIR POTENTIAL, 


- ae ; 


>. 7 . 
~L = ey ° =a z 2 A? 


THE SOUTH ‘ATLANTIC CONFLICT cou PUT. 1 INTO DANGER = LES: : | 
THE PRINCIPLES, AND, INSTITUTIONS. NEZHAVE CONSTRUCTED 'SO:zH#2- Saeae. 


PUES an we Om. 






i LABOR OUSLY. AND. Y WHICH wie SERVED.US 0 Well VE. wists See = 
skp ste seeine Set Fee RS: eke 
Frac THE, INTEGRITY, OF OUR, InsTIuTOSS SO, THA, ee 
ee eae : Sten eee 





| CAN SERVE US. AS WELL IN FUTURE CRISES, WHICH COULD AFFECT 
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ANY OF US, AS WELL AS THEY HAVE SERVED US IN THE PAST. 
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WE FACE A CONFLICT THAT INVOLVES US ALL, BUT 10 
WHICH THE RIO TREATY DOES NOT WELL APPLY. 17 IS A DISPUTE 
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OVER- COMPETING CLAIMS OF SOVEREIGNTY, EACH WITH PROFOUND 


HISTORICAL AND aan SOUR ES. 
WE KNOk HOW DEEP 1S THE ARGENT Ne COMM] THENT TO: 


RECOVER ISLANDS mR INES BELIEVE WERE TAKEN FROM THEM 





: | BY ILLEGAL FORCE. THIS 1S NOT SOME SUDDEN PASSION, BUT 

go A LONG-STANDING NATIONAL CONCERN THAT REACHES BACK 150 . 

ae YEARS, AND IS- HE GHTENED BY THE SENSE OF FRUSTRATION "3 aS 

: - OVER: WHAT ARGENTINA Fees WERE NEARLY 20:YEARS OF: FRUITES Silk 
3 ¥ ic KNOW 100, on | inrocern. PO SEA 
io| SION OF THE DISPUTED TERRITORY FOR 150 YEARS, WAS BEEN 
2° DEVOTED 10 THE PROPOSITION THAT THE RIGHTS AND VIENS 


iY 


a 


"OF THE. INHABITANTS SHOULD ‘BE CONSIDERED IN ANY FUTURE 
DISPOSITION OF THE ISLANDS. NO ONE CAN SAY THAT BRITAIN’S 
ATTITUDE 1S SIMPLY A COLONIAL REFLEX TO RETAIN POSSESSION 
OF DISTANT ISLANDS, IN THE LAST 20 YEARS NO LESS THAN 


Q OF THE MEMBERS OF THE ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES 
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RECEIVED THEIR INDEPENDENCE IN PEACE AND GOOD WILL FROM 





_ GREAT BRITAIN. =~ as | 
“== FoR ITs “PART TE nite STATES HAS NOT TAKEN =. 2 s 


AND WILL wt oo - any POSITION oN THE SUBSTANCE oF = 


~ =e = "fe ae ° 


5 cry Oe 
¢ | THE DISPUTE. WE ARE COMPLETELY NEUIRAL ON THE QUESTION == 
OF WHO WAS SOVEREIGNTY. INDEED, 35 YEARS AGO, AT THE. 0% 


.- - 


1947 SIGNING oF THE Fini OF THE RIO. CONFERENCE wach Jet 


wie ~" Ca . cd 


CREATED THE RIO. TREATY SETHE UNITED: STATES DELEGATION’: Bee Bp | 


a 

fe PEs = kt = az “§ ee nek an Boise ae 
25) - MATHS CLEAR: AT THE “SANE-TIME: “ir-ser FORTH OUR POSITION = 288-24 
a om ree woe a5 = See tage —$ Ba 3 se <5 os pee ee 
© Fe: THAT THE TREATY. IS NATHOUT EFFECT ON 0 IVTSTANDING TERRI SP 7S 
= > TORIAL DISPUTES BETWEEN: AMERICAN AND EUROPEA SIANES. 
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FACED WITH A CONFLICT FOR WHICH THE INTER-AMERICAN 
SYSTEM WAS NOT DESIGNED, AMERICAN REPUBLICS HAVE TURNED 


INSTINCTIVELY TO THAT FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE OF WORLD 
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ORDER, THE ENCOURAGEMENT OF THE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF 

~ DISPUTES. 


THAT WAS WHAT: THE UNITED STATES DID. oh 





"OUR EFFORT BEGAN EVEN BEFORE. APRIL 2ND, WHEN WE 
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£ | OFFERED TO THE TWO SIDES DUR GOOD OFFICES TO HELP FIND - 

: | A SOLUTION TO THE SOUTH GEORGIA INCIDENT. ARGENTINA . 

=} DECLINED. aa * we SB ere | = as me | 
7 e ~STHEN,, WHEN IT BECAME fr THAT ARGENTINA Wise rte ister 
3 = - CALLED ) PRESIDENT. GALTIER. 10 GE. am MOTTO ci MEN ee 
#2 | WE TOLD PRESIDENT GALTIERI IN THE MOST FRIENDLY BUT SERIOUS 
. TERHS WHAT THE CONSEQUENCES WOULD BE. 1 CAN HARDLY TAKE 


“ANY SATISEACTION TO KNOW THAT OUR PREDICTIONS HAVE PROVED a 
PRESCIENT, 
AFTER APRIL 2ND, BOTH PRESIDENT GALTIERI AND PRIME 


MINISTER THATCHER ASKED THE UNITED STATES TO SEE WHETHER 


1T COULD BE OF ASSISTANCE. AT PRESIDENT REAGAN’S DIREC- 


- 
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TION, I UNDERTOOK TWO ROUNDS OF INTENSE DISCUSS]ONS In 





d ~ EACH CAPITAL. ee Tee ae a el | 
THE FURST ‘zn fe THE ORGAN OF CONSULTATION NSO ei 


PROMOTED PEACEFUL NEGOTIATION MEETING IN THIS VERY 





a HALL, WE, “THE FOREIGN HINISTERS OF HE ANERICAS, URGED = | as: 


-.__ THAT PEACE BE MAINTAINED AND THAT rr PREVAIL AS THE. og 
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LET ME NOW REPORT TO YOU SOME OF THE SPECIFIC ELE 
“°° MENTS INVOLVED TN OUR EFFORTS TO RESOLVE THIS DISPUTE, © = 
WHICH HAS PROVED SO EXTRAORDINARILY DIFFICULT TO RESOLVE. 


ON APRIL 27, AS PROSPECTS FOR MORE INTENSE HOSTILITIES 





AROSE, THE UNITED STATES PUT FORWARD A PROPOSAL OF 17S 
OWN. 17 REPRESENTED OUR BEST ESTIMATE OF WHAT THE TWO 
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PARTIES COULD REASONABLY BE EXPECTED TO ACCEPT. 17 WAS 
FOUNDED SQUARELY ON RESOLUTION 502. - | 
“THAT PROPOSAL CALLED FOR NEGOTIATIONS ON THE REMOVAL 
_ OF THE |SLANDS FROM THE LIST OF NON-SELF- GOVERNING TERRI- 
TORIES. 1T SPECIFIED THAT THE DEFINITIVE STATUS OF THE | 


Foreign 


] SLANDS MUST BE shat AGREED, we DUE RESARD re. 
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al . “es 7 io \ mae ws ° —% St. eee Bae 
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THOSE NEGOTIATIONS WERE TO BE ee BY THE END . 
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OF THE YER. PENDING THAT, AN INTERIM AUTHORITY COMPOSED 





OF ARGENTINA, BRITAIN, AND THE UNITED STATES is T0 OVERSEE | 


THE TRADITIONAL LOCAL ADMINISTRATION, TO BE SURE THAT” 





ae NO DECISION WAS TAKEN CONTRARY TO THE AGREEMENT. ARGENTINE 
ee RESIDENTS OF THE ISLANDS WERE TO PARTICIPATE IN THE COUN- 


CILS FOR THIS PURPOSE, IN PROPORTION TO THEIR NUMBERS. 
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DURING THE INTERIM PERIOD TRAVEL, TRANSPORTATION AND - 


En OF PERSONS BETVEEN THE ISLANDS no THE MAINLAND | 


~. a> ss - »o ~DPeee 


~ WERE 10 BE PROMOTED AND FACILITATED WITHOUT PRE SUDICE* ae rs S321] 


TO THE RIGHTS AND GUARANTEES OF THE INHABITANTS, ie rage BE 
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| THE PROPOSED “INTERIM pITHORITY OF THREE COUNTRIES © 


MAS TO HAKE PROPOSALS ON. HON 10 TAKE INTO. ACCOUNT THE whe 


* WISHES AND INTEPESTS OF THE. i IMMOTTATS, AND ON WHAT: ae oo cae ee : 














a THE ROLE. OF THE: FALKLAND/1SLADS: COHPANY ‘SHOUD. es 

: -HouLD “THE NEGOTIATIONS NOT: SUCCEED IW. THE TINE * 

we | Fe LS as ~~ 2 

IN A FORMAL MEDIATION/CONCILIATION EFFORT IN ORDER TO 
"RESOLVE THE DISPUTE IN SIX MONTHS: 


THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT Two1 TD THAT IT WOULD GIVE. 
THE MOST SERIOUS CONSIDERATION TO ACCEPTANCE OF OUR PRO- 
POSAL, ALTHOUGH IT PRESENTED CERTAIN REAL DIFFICULTIES 


FOR 1T. HOWEVER, MINISTER COSTA MENDEZ INFORMED ME THAT 


THE PROPOSAL WAS NOT ACCEPTABLE TO ARGENTINA. 
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ON MAY 5 A SIMPLIFIED TEXT WAS FORWARDED BY PERU 


TO. BUENOS AIRES AT THE MAETIATIVE OF PRESIDENT BELAUNDE. 


o. 
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< ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF CONFLICTING CLAINS; 
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-- ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF THE ASPIRATIONS AND INTERESTS 


a | 


OF THE ISLANDERS WOULD BE “INCLUDED IN THE FINAL 
SETTLEMENT; 
-- UNDERTAKING BY THE CONTACT GROUP TO ENSURE THAT 


THE TWO PARTIES REACHED A DEFINITIVE AGREEMENT 


BY APRIL 30, 1983. 
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BRITAIN HADE CLEAR THAT 1T COULD SERIOUSLY CONSIDER 
ACCEPTING THE PROPOSAL =~ ARGENTINA DECLINED TO CONSIDER 


— < - ote an oS 


It, “ASKING - INSTEAD FOR THE SECRETARY GENERAL 10 USE HIS - 






-. GOOD OFFICES AS, OF COURSE, IT was ats FULL PRIVILERE 
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TO PROMOTE NEGOTIATIONS 1s Ago WHAT THE. SECURITY, 





: 

is | a oe Th oe. os by pete Ee 3 E~ 
5g COUNCIL AND THe wN SECRETARY GENERAL HAVE DONE. 2 ae OE A 
eee SWE ARE MEATTENED TWAT THE “TWO parties = =>: AND THERES ae = ! 
5 E | a7 | i= + SS ra cecal Bs" eres Be 2. = 
. | SECURITY couwca aS. a WHOLE = AE: NOW | BEEN J on 
BEE, AGREE 10 GIVE A i) IMNDATE-TO 10. SECRETARY, 1 ee 3 wed $ : 
ed ) TO FIND A: BASIS FOR PEACE. os Ree Pe EN 
g¢ 

~~ re ag _ 


WHAT HAS BEEN THE APPROACH OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMUNITY AS A WHOLE MUST REMAIN THE POLICY OF THIS BODY. 


“WE MUST STRIVE TO RESOLVE THE CONFLICT, NOT SEEK 


TO WIDEN IT. 
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WE MUST WORK TO USE THE RULE OF LAW AND THE PRINCIPLE 
- OF NON-USE OF FORCE, TO SETTLE THE CONFLICT, NOT SEEK 


TO CHALLENGE THESE. VITAL PRINCIPLES. ade | 





WE HUST SEARCH FOR WAYS IN WHICH WE CAN ALL JOIN 
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THE COLLECTIVE WISDOM OF ALL MEMBERS OF THIS BODY. THIS. : 





1$ OF CRITICAL IMPORTANCE 10 THE SMALLEST AMONG US WHO 
CANNOT AFFORD LARGE STANDING ARMIES TO DEFEND THEIR INDE- 
PENDENCE. 17 1S THIS PRINCIPLE OF COLLECTIVE SECURITY 


ON WHICH RESTS THAT OTHER PRINCIPLE -- NON-INTERVENTION 


~- WHICH IS VITAL TO OUR RELATIONS. 
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THE PEACE OF THE HEMISPHERE, AS SIGNATORIES OF THE INTER 


"AMERICAN TREATY oF RECIPROCAL ASSISTANCE, OF TE CHARTER 
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WE HERE HAVE A SPECIAL RESPONSIBILITY 10 ENSURE 
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- OF THE ORGANIZATION OF AVERICAN STATES, OF THE CHARTER —- 
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OF THE ITED NATIONS, AND aS NATIONS OF THE WESTERN” 
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THE SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE UNITED NATIONS HAS 


NOW BEEN GIVEN A NEW MANDATE TO SEARCH FOR PEACE. THE 


MOST IMPORTANT THING WE COULD DO HERE WOULD BE TO GIVE 
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OUR UNANIMOUS COLLECTIVE SUPPORT TO THAT EFFORT. WE 


“SHOULD REASSER! THE VALIDITY OF RESOLUTION 502 AS THE 





IND] SPENSABLE FRAMEWORK IN WHICH A PEACEFUL SOLUTION - 
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‘HAS BEEN SOUGHT AND WILL ULTIMATELY BE FOUND. AND WE - 


: | SHOULD CALL ON BOTH PARTIES TO REACH A PEACEFUL NEGOTIATED 

3 SOLUTION, a - 

% AS THE SECRETARY GENERAL, OF THE UNITED NATIONS PRO : ee 7 
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32 


Aid ADJUSTMENT, THESE PROPOSALS CONTAIN MUCH THAT IS 
EQUITABLE AND. FAIR; THEY MERIT CAREFUL ATTENTION. 
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FOR OUR PART, THE UNITED STATES HAS REMAINED IN 
TOUCH WITH BOTH PARTIES THROUGHOUT THE CRISIS. WE HAVE 
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TRIED IN COUNTLESS WAYS TO HELP ARGENTINA AND BRITAIN 


FIND A PEACEFUL SOLUTION, WE ARE ACTIVELY ENGAGED IN 
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WORKING WITH THE SECRETARY GENERAL IN SUPPORT OF HIS 
MOST RECENT HANDATE FOR Pea. | 
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THIS CONFLICT HAS BY NOW PROVEN THAT THE YOUNG MEN 
OF ARGENTINA AND GREAT BRITAIN CAN FIGHT WITH SKILL AND ~ 


DETERMINATION. THe HAVE: THE COURAGE 10 DIE FOR THE- ae satire ‘ 
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NOW THE TIME HAS COME FOR OLDER HEADS TO ACCEPT: 
‘THE RISKS OF COMPROMISE AND THE HAZARDS OF CONCILIATION 
TO BRING THE SUFFERING AND DYING TO AN END, WISDOM AS 
WELL AS STRUGGLE 1S A TEST OF VALOR. THE DIGNITY OF 
A NATION 1S HONORED NOT ONLY WITH SACRIFICES BUT WITH 
PEACE. THE SOUTH ATLANTIC HAS REVERBERATED WITH THE 
FURY OF WAR, IT MUST NOW BE CALMED BY THE WISDOM AND 
COURAGE OF PEACE. 
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ay Q&A SESSION 
E FOLLOWING SPEECH BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
60TH ANNIVERSARY DINNER 
THE CHICAGO COUNCIL ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
THE PALMER HOUSE 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 26, 1982 


MR. RICHARD L. THOMAS: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

We had planned on having a question and answer period -- 
Secretary Haig was good enough to agree to do that -- but we 
got a late start this evening. We have had some questions. I 
thought we might just have two or three that the Secretary 
might cespond to. The first one would be this, Secretary 
Haig: 





With cespect to the Ircanian-Iragi war, what are the neac term 
implications for the Middle East and for the United States if 
Iran achieves additional successes in its military acts? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think, clearly, there is a growing sense of 
concecn and a very ucgent and deeply felt sense of concern by 
all of the moderate Arab states, canging on an arc from 
Mococco to Egypt, Sudan, Somalia, to Saudi Arabia, to the Gulf 
States themselves, that if the Icanian successes which have 
now ceached the focmer intercnational borders were to be con- 
ducted by further incucsions oc incursions into Iraq itself -- 
and it's cleac that the Icanian cegime has stated as its 
objective the overthrow of the cuccent leadership in Iraq -- 
many modecate Acab states feel a sweeping Islamic fundamen- 
talist movement that would place in jeopacdy the incumbencies 
in evecy modecate state in the rcegion. 
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Against this immediate and contemporary concern is clearly the 
recognition that we as Americans have always had that Iran is 
the strategic linch pin, the bastion of stability, the 
demographic, if you will, powechouse of the region in the 
pceocess of dealing with this anguishing question, and that's 
why we maintain an evenhanded policy. 


We must avoid, on the one hand, the immediate dangers we're 
speaking of; and, on t>. “ther, driving Iran into the arms of 
the Soviet Union or puc - ag a hundced years -- perhaps an 
exaggecation -- maybe seveial generations of animosity from 
this vitally important strategic country. So it's an extre- 
mely sensitive situation replete with contcadictions and the 
kind of thing that I think lends itself to immediate inter- 
nationalization with the focus of energies of the entire 
responsible galaxy of global interests. 


For further information contact. 
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I hope I've answered that adequately. 


(Applause) 
MR. THOMAS: Finally, we have a double-header. The first part 





of the question is: Do you think there is any evidence the 
PLO is becoming more flexible concerning recognition of 
Iscael? And the other half of that is: Would you care to 
comment in general terms on the stance of the Begin 
Govecnment? Is criticism of the Iscaelis for being too rcigid 
fully justified? 


SECRETARY HAIG: They are a couple of home-cun balls. 





(Laughter) 


Let me stact with the last question first. People forget what 
Iscael has contributed to the peace process in recent months 
and yeacs, especially this past rcelinquishment of the Sinai, a 
Stcategic buffer, one, as they perceive it, through Iscaeli 
blood, has not been easy. 


I think ouc friends in Iscael have wondered overc the past 
sevecal yeacs whether the United States is becoming 
incceasingly mesmecized with oil diplomacy. It's been very 
unsettling to a nation that has enjoyed ouc unquestioning 
fciendship for an extended period. 


Beyond that in recent months they have seen the tragic death 
of President Sadat. They have felt American reaction to the 
caid on the Iraqi ceactorc, and the actions taken recently on 
the Golan. 


They’'ce suffering in theirc own internal way from demographic 
changes and economic burdens which must influence the psyche 
of any leadership. I think it's awfully important to rcememberc 
that Iscael just met a deadline without question and 
celinguished a fundamental strategic buffer for theic own 
secucity. 


Sometimes with ouc impatience -- and understandable sometimes 
toc -- we Americans become overly critical. That's not to 
suggest that there is not grounds for improvement in what I 
call destabilizing activities and an improved demeanor for 
peace, but we've got to work together as friends, as partners, 
with the full cecognition that we have strategic and historic 
Obligations that we'ce going to maintain. That can only be 
done in an enviconment of increased confidence in the security 
acea, as I said in my cemacks. 
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If you shake that, whether it be in Cairo or whether it be in 
Jecusalem oc whether it be in Oman or Riyadh, you find great 
difficulties in eliciting cooperation and the achievement of 
risks for peace. So I'm not going to be critical at all of 
Israel, and I wouldn't even if I felt that way -- not in 
public. (Laughter) And I wouldn't do it. I wouldn't do it. 


I think you have to be very, very careful to think about the 
evolution of what has been going on in the Middle East in that 
cegacd. The peace process -- there's been a lot of chetoric 
on both sides that shake confidence on both sides. We have to 
tend that by active diplomacy, which we will. 


What was the first question? 


MR. THOMAS: Is the PLO showing signs of being more flexible 
in tecms of cecognizing Israel? 





SECRETARY HAIG: It's too early to say. I think the outlook 
foc the PLO is a rather grim one. It's found itself under 
Iscaeli pressuce from the south and Sycian pressuce from the 
nocth. It finds itself with some what I call centrifugal 
peessuces in which splintec groups have emerged. 





A lot of the cecent terrorist activity which has threatened 
the vecy futuce of the Palestinian-PLO presence in southern 
Lebanon I think has come from these splinter groups, pri- 
macily, and pechaps not exclusively. 


We see new attitudes developing on the West Bank and Gaza, a 
gceat frustcation and a feeling that they want this thing 
settled one way orc the othec, and that if autonomy is the best 
way, pechaps let's do it that way. We're just seeing the 
gGlimmercings of that now. 


You'll note that tonight I ceiterated clearly what cemains fircm 
Amecican policy: The PLO must cecognize Israel's cight to 
exist and accept the provisions of the United Nations resolu- 
tions that apply. It's still too early to say whether that 
will occuc, and I'm sorry. 


(Applause) 
MR. THOMAS: Secretary Haia, thank you very much for being 





with us on ‘his occasion and for acticulating the very dif- 
ficult and complex elements of the tensions in the Middle 
Fast. We ace vecy grateful to you and to your wife for 
Soining us on this occasion. 
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' a! WALTER J. STOESSEL, JR. 
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT THE 
WORLD AFFAIRS COUNCIL OF PITTSBURGH 
PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA 
MAY 27, 1982 


, 


DEPUTY SECRETARY STOESSEL: Thank you, very much, 


Jerry, for those very warm words of welcome. It is a great 
pleasure for me to appear here today before the Pittsburgh 


World Affairs Council, and to deliver on behalf of Secretary Haig 


his remarks on the subject of peaceful change in Central America. 


"Declassi fied for Publication in American Foreign 
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Now, I know how disappointed you are that the 
Secretary himself aia not come, and-I also know how much he 
wanted to come. Yet it is the very theme of his speech, "Peace- 
ful Change", which does necessitate his presence in Washington 
today to attend the Organization of American States' special 
session on the Falkland Islands. 

As the fighting has grown more intense over the 


past few days in the Falklands, diplomatic efforts have been 


renewed by several parties. 


For fesrther information contact: 
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| Today's meeting of the Organ of Consultation of 
the OAS,’ which was called c very short notice, is a typical 
event in this process at which further definition may be 
given to the OAS position on the crisis. 

Owing to the vital American interests which are 
involved and the tragic cost of this crisis in terms of human 
life, the Secretary thought it necessary, personally, to lead 
the American delegation at this meeting. 

| His involvement today is, as it has been from the 
outset, an — of the willingness of the United States 
to aid in the search for a peaceful solution to this dispute 
between two friends. 

The Secretary asked me personally to extend his 
deep regret at having to cancel and to pass along his sincere 
appreciation to all of those who have worked so hard and so 
diligently to prepare this event, and particularly he asked 
that I acknowledge the outstanding efforts of his good friend, 
Dan McMichael, who has labored piously, not only on today's 
meeting but on the larger issue of international awareness 
here in Pittsburgh. Because more and more international 
events and foreign policy are having an impact on all of our 
nation's cities, not just on Washington and New York, Dan has 


been in the forefront of those who realized early on that 


this need not be a one-way street, that we in Washington 
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could, and indeed should, listen to the voices of America's 
civic leaders. 

Events such as this meeting are a tribute to the 
foresight and the determination of ‘people like Dan who have 
worked long and hard to see that Pittsburgh has its own 


voice on American foreign policy and the crucial issues that 


’ 


face us. 

' - I would pine to add here that I am particularly 
gratified also to see so many young people with us today. I 
understand that chis is a unique aspect of the program of 


al 


the World Affairs Council, and it is something which all of 


us welcome very much. 


Now for the Secretary's speech entitled "Peaceful 
Change in Central America." 

As we meet today to discuss our heniephere, the 
war between Great Britain and Argentina can only cause Ameri- 
cans the greatest of anguish. We in the United States must 
recognize that much is at stake. Britain is a country to 
which we are bound by unique ties of friendship, values and 
alliance. Argentina is an old friend, a country of immigrants, 


like our own, with whom we share the adventure of the new 


world experience. 


For these relationships alone we would have been 
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deeply concerned about the tragic events that began so short 
a time ane. But there are additional and even more compelling 
reasons for our concern and for our anguish. 

This hemisphere has been more than just a place to 
dream of a new world. For two generations and more, it has also 
been the world's best haven from war. The inter-American 
system and the Rio Treaty have ‘contained and almost eliminated 
armed conflict among the states of the Americas. 

Our neighbors have the lowest rate of expenditure 
On arms of any area of the world. These-unique achieysaents 
must not be lost. When two friends are at war with each other, 
American policy cannot be guided simply by friendship, nor 
can we be guided simply by fear that the very expression of 
our position will damage our long-term interests. 

In this critical situation, the only sure guide 
for American action is principle. 

The President has set forth as a basic principle 

>* American foreign policy that historic change should occur 
. sacefully and under the rule of law. 
The United States favors the peaceful settlement 


of international disputes without resort to force or the 


threat of force. Only in this way can we advance in the 


Western Hemisphere and elsewhere toward a more free, a more 
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peaceful and more productive society. 

, Our policy toward the South Atlantic has been 
designed to support this central principle of our foreign 
policy. If we disregard it, conflict will continue creating 
an opportunity for the Soviet Union and its allies to gain 
the influence that they have long sought. 

At the request of both parties, we have therefore 
tried hard to preyent war. We remain ready to hely or to 
support any realistic diplomatic initiative which will bring 
a just peace. 7 _ 

The South Atlantic is not the only place in this 
hemisphere where the process of peaceful change has been 
challenged. The peoples of Central America are cor fronted 
by severe economic iand social problems. They want to remain 
faithful to the authentic vision of the Americas, the liberty 
and the dignity of man. But self-appointed revolutionaries, 
supported by Nicaragua, Cuba, and the Soviet Union, are attempt- 
ing to manipulate the problems of Central America in order to 
impose new dictatorships by force. 

If they should succeed, peace and progress in the 


hemisphere will surely be among the victims. 


-Despite the efforts of such forces, the edvocates 


of democratic reform and international cooperation have recently 
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or impressive advances. The March 28th Constituent 
Assembly election in El Salvador provided a decisive example. 
Neither the local guerrillas nor the international skeptics 
prevented the courageous people of El Salvador from reaffirn- 
ing their faith in a democratic solution to their problems. | 

El Salvador was not alone. Costa Rica and Honduras, 
members with El Salvador in Ceritral American democratic con- 
munity, were resisting successfully Cuban and Nicaraguan 
efforts to acotebitice the region. 

In sunueen of this year, Honduras completed its own 
transition to democratic rule with the ianapesation of an 
elected president and legislative assembly. 

At the same time, Costz Rica's 30-year old democratic 
tradition withstood the double shot.of hard economic times 
and the political and military turmoil of its neighbors. 

The democratic experience also extended to the 
Dominican Republic and to Colombia. Only ten days ago, the 
presidential election in the Dominican Republic marked a new 
milestone in that country's inspiring progress in building 
democratic institutions. And despite violence by Cuban- 


trained guerrillas, Colombia's voters elected a new legisla- 


ture on March l4th. They return to the polls this coming 


Sunday to elect a president. 
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' These affirmations of freedom have reverberated 
eaneetiees the region and throughout the world. They demon- 
strate that totalitarian victory over democracy in the 
Caribbean Basin is far frim inevitable. Quite the contrary. 
Eighteen of the twenty-five states in the Basin now have 
governments elected by the people. Recognition is growing 
that armed insurrection and extremism, whatever the: ideology, 
are amend and unworkable. The security for every citizen 
that is essential to development can be provided be:st within 
the framework of eanesee. ~. 

The United States, as the advocate of democratic 
reform and peaceful change, cannot stand aloof fron the challenges 
of Central America. Our neighbors' faith will have: far-reaching 
consequences for the stability of the region and o..r hemisphere. 

The world is watching to see whether we zre careful 
enough and determined enough to meet these challen’es. We can 
no longer afford our historical tendency to oscillzte between 
utter neglect in Central American and direct intervention. 

Instead, the United States must pursue a balanced 
approach, one that takes into account the realities: of local 


conditions, but that also appreciates the regional and the 


global context. 


We know that the United States cannot cul‘e Central 
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America's longstanding problems by itself. Still last does 

our policy envisage the use of American troops, whe are neither 
wanted nor needed. But we can promote democracy ard reform 
while protecting our vital interests. We can do sc if we mount 
the sustained political, economic and security cooreration 
with Central America and other friends in Latin America that 

is demanded by our democratic values and essential to our own 
security. < 
The cine has come.:for Americans to work with unity 
and with deeneetentien toward the goal ef a region at peace 


with itself, free from outside threats and able to devote its 


energy to economic progress and the development of democratic 


political institutions. 


What is required of America today is a ttree-fold 
commitment to support democracy, economic development, and 
security cooperation in Central America. 

First, we must commit ourselves to the stpport of 
democracy in every country of the area. Democracy is not an 
abstract value but an indispensable means to which political, 
economic and social issues can be addressed in a peaceful manner. 

Democratic institutions offer the chance to redress 


grievances and the flexibility to resolve problems in a 


rational way before dangerous pressures explode in violence. 
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And chitebthae democratic institutions are the best pro- 
tection against the repeated violation of individual rights. : 

A key part of our commitment to democrac’ must be 
the determination to use our influence to help our neighbors | 
to secure the human rights of each of their citizeis. Intimiéa- 
tion, fear, and denial of liberty are unacceptable barriers 
to progress. Only the politicdl framework of demo>sracy 
strengthens lasting economic and social development. 

| Second, ee must, of course, sustain economic develop- 

ment. President Qeneen’e Caribbean Basin proposals, developed 
in concert with Mexico, Canada, Venezuela and Colonbia, will 
provide the opportunity for long-term prosperity t> the small 
economies of the area. 

The President's program is designed to encourage 
further economic development by granting duty-free treatment 
to the region's imports,by providing tax incentives for 
investment in the region, and by offering assistance and 
training to heip the private sector. 

Emergency financial assistance is also provided to 
relieve critical short-term crises. 


The Caribbean Basin initiative offers hope of a 


different_future for the region, a better future for so many 


who have known only destitution. We must support this program 
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which is'so much in our own national interests as well as 
that of oun neighbors. 

Third, we must offer our cooperation in security 
matters. Military training and supplies can help local forces 
to repel guerrilla violence against the political >rocess, 
the economic infrastructure, and national institutions. 

Central American arr orces face a difficult task 
against experienced enemies who receive substantial and 
sophisticated support from abroad. Their ability <o respond 
in an effective and discriminating manner can be i.icreased by 
our assistance and by our training. 

Guided by these reaffirmations of our in-:erest in 
the freedom and prosperity and security of our neijhbors, we 
must set our priorities for the months ahead. 

It is critical that we maintain the momentum of 
recent steps toward democracy in El Salvador. Sal'‘radoran 
political parties and the Constituent Assembly hav: shown the 
ability to make the compromises necessary to form iu govern- 
ment of reconciliation with a mandate to build a functioning 
democracy. 

Those opposition elements, capable of ac::ommodating 


to democracy, should seriously consider rejoining ‘:he political 


process. Now that El Salvador civilian and milita)y leaders 
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have faced the election and abided by the results, other 
Sectneiibate can also encourage steps toward national recon- 
ciliation which can rally El Salvador's fragmented society 
around democratic standards. 

For our part, we will support the contimiation of 
El Salvador's reforms, particularly its land refori progran. 
Considerable confusion has arisen recently over Constituent 
Assembly legislation affecting this program. We hive been 
assured that the purpose of the legislation is to improve 
agricultural efficiency while reaffirming the rights of land 
reform beneficiaries. 

We are watching the practical effects of this change 
very carefully to see that progress will continue. The Salvadorans 
should know that we will support no-less. We shall also look 
forward to further efforts to curb abuses of authority by the 
security forces, and we shall help to sustain progruss for 
the establishment of democratic institutions. 

All of these elements of change are important in 
fulfilling the desires expressed by the Salvadoran ;eople so 
Clearly in their elections. 

The United States will also help efforts to facili- 
tate the re-entry of dissident Salvadoran political forces 


into the country's democratic life. We shall willingly enter 














“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


No. 180 
12 


into contacts to facilitate discussions or negotiations on 

how to broaden the democratic process and to provice an 
opportunity for those who can accept democratic rules to re-enter 
the mainstream. But we will neither endorse nor promote | 
negotiations over power-sharing, which would give the guerrillas 
a special place at the bargaining table because they bear arms. 
This would defeat the very principle of the democretic process. 
It vould dishonor pune courage of the Salvadoran pecple. 

Elsewhere in Central America, the newly «lected 
governments of Costa Rica and Honduras have embarked upon tough 
austerity programs to prevent economic disaster. ?/t the same 
time, they are working to improve their capacity tc prevent 
terrorist infiltration from undermining their institutions 
and their stability. 

The United States will provi the economic and 
security assistance needed by these countries and to newly 
independent Belize, as well, to set their economies back on 
the road to development and tc protect their democratic in- 
stitutions from attack. 

For the first time in years, the outlook is also 
promising in Guatemala, where political development has long 


been paralyzed. In the wake of a military coup lec by young 


officers, a new government is pledged to end human rights abuses, 
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to eliminate corruption, and to institute a free ani open 
democratic system. We hope that the steps already taken 


- toward fulfilling these commitments will continue, and that 


° tel 


they will enable Guatemala to deal more effectively with the 


gn 


socio-economic and political and security problems. 

Cuba's guerrilla allies in Guatemala have been con- 
sistently unresponsive to the new government's plea to lay 
down their arms and to join in a process of nationzl recon- 
ciliation. But oe are unlikely to gain power by force if 
Guatemala continues on its new course of-orderly reform. 

Now that Guatemala has begun to change, ve must seize 
this opportunity to encourage the return to democrzcy and law 
through electoral reforms and safeguards for individual rights. 


Our approach to Central America has focused on those 
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societies that embark on the road to democratic reiiorm. But 
we must also address the problems posed by Nicaragua. 

Under the Sandinistas, Nicaragua has been instrumental 
in the campaign to obstruct democratic progress in El Salvador. 
We and other countries have repeatedly expressed concern over 
these activities and developments in Nicaragua itself that 
endanger both pluralism and economic progress. Ma:-xist-Leninist 


leaders in Nicaragua would have been greatly strenjthened had 


El Salvador collapsed this spring as they predicted it would. 





yo 180 


14 

a They did more than just predict it. They sought to ensure it 
by yn arms, propaganda, and logistical support. 

— Now, in the wake of the El Salvador elections, we 
are exploring once again whether the Nicaraguan leadership 
is prepared to change its way to cease its intervention in 
the affairs of its neighbor and to stop the militarization of 
its society, and to fulfill its promises of pluralism and 
genuine non~alignment. 

Progress will not be possible unless the Sandinistas 
end their support for insurgencies in offer countries. We 
are discussing with the Sandinista government several proposals 
which could address their neighbor's concerns, our concerns, 
and the complaints of the Sandinistas themselves. 


We must Hope that the Nicaraguans will urderstand 
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that their future and that of Central America does not lie in 
imitating Cuba but in democratic government with the support 
of the people. 

Finally a word is in order about our policy toward 
Cuba itself. 

Over two decades have passed since Fidel Castro 
took power. In Cuba, as in other countries, it has become 
Clear that while Marxist-Leninist idealogy may be a vehicle 


to seize power, it is an obstacle to progress. Today the 


Cuban people see the fruits of their labor poured into armaments 
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and adventures abroad. Their economy stagnates, ard a huge 
Soviet subsidy of $3 billion a year has become essential for 
survival. 

Like other Communist states, Cuba has also produced — 
a flood of refugees. A better relationship between Cuba and 
the United States is both possible and desirable, but it 
cannot take place in the context of aggression and subversion. 

The Salyadorans and others have shown that they 


reject the latest attempt by Cuba abetted by the USSR to 


determine their destiny by force. Sooner or later, the determina- 


tion of the peoples of Central America to win a democratic 
future must impress the Cuban leadership with the ‘futility of 
their current policies. 

"History," wrote Doherty, -“is the sciencs of events 
that never recur." As we enter the final decades of the 20th 
century, we are conscious that our relations with our neighbors 
in the Western Hemisphere have entered a new stage. Neither 
we nor they can afford benign neglect in any ficid. Neither 
they nor we can afford to, ignore the principles of peaceful 
change and the resolution of disputes without resort to force. 

The United States relations with the nations of 
Central America, the Caribbean, and ‘indeed the rest of Latin 


America, are changing, but the democratic vocation endures. 


It is democracy alone that recognizes the government's 
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err ye to the people, thus providing the fundamental 
political stability necessary for both individual freedom 
and social progress. 

This stability, however, should not be confused with 
the status quo. To the contrary. The bloodless bilance of 
social forces offered by democracy is the only sur: framework 
for lasting and beneficial economic and social change. By 
adding our trength to the will of our neighbors, wi: can realize 
together a new conte of opportunities for self-dev:lopment 
in freedom. - ~ 

I thank you, very much. 

(Applause. ) 

DR. MC AFEE : That you, very much indeed. Secretary 
Stoessel for that gratifying and helpful informati‘ve statement, 
both on your behalf and on behalf of Secretary Hai‘. 

As I indicated earlier, Secretary Stoess:l has 
indicated that he would be willing to respond to some questions, 
and those of you who may still have some questions, will you 
please write them on a card and give them to one of the attend- 
ants who will bring them over to Jack's table, and, Jack, I 
will ask you now to put the first question to Secr:tary 
Stoessel.. 

Q. Thank you, Dr. McAfee. 


Secretary Stoessel, as one can imagine, the overwhelm- 
, 


ing majority of questions we received centered on the 
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hostilities in the Falkland Islands in the South At..antic, and 
they ecen te break down into two areas, and I would like to ask 
for your comments on each in turn. 

Most of the questions deal with your assessment 
of the effect of this crisis upon U.S.-Latin American relations, 
and particularly our relations with our fellow nations in the 
OAS; and, secondly, a bit more hypothetically, should the 
situation deteriorate and the Soviet Union get more directly 
involved in the hostilities, what would be the United States 
response? ~ 

SECRETARY STOESSEL: On the first part of the ques- 
tion, that is, the effect of the crisis on our relations 
with the countries of Central and Latin America -- Central 
and South America - I would say that it is clear we have to 
realize that there have been great strains imposed upon these 


relations. 


This is not uniform. Many of the countries of Central 


America have not supported Argentina, but I would say pretty 
much throughout the countries of South America, there has at 
last been verbal support for Argentina's position. And, as 
I say, this clearly has caused strains in their attitudes 
toward the United States. 


Now, at the same time, I think we have tc emphasize 
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again the matter of principle, of which I spoke in the pre- 
pared elaeks. The countries of Latin America have been 
attached for many years to that principle that. change 
should not be brought about through violence, that if there 
are disputed territories, these ‘questions should nit be re- 
solved by aggression. 

7 Many of the states of Latin America have territorial 
problems with their neighbors. I think none of tham wishes 
to see the pattern established by Argentina followed with re- 


~~ 


gard to their own disputes. _ 

So here I think we have a common interest. Of 
course, we share many other values and attitudes toward common 
problems. So, whatever the strains are at the moment, and 
may be, there continue to be many elements which bind us 
together, and we would hope that after the conflict is resolved 
that we will be able to repair the damage that has occurred, 
and that we - will be again on the road to working together 
in a very close way with those countries. 

I think it just emphasizes once more the desirability 
of bringing the conflict to a rapid close. 

I would say the same applies to this question about 


the possible involvement of the Soviet Union in tl.e situation 


_in the South Atlantic. It could offer opportunities for the 
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Soviet Union to become involved. We have not seen that as yet, 
any disect manifestation of that, but we know they are watching 
the situation very carefully. They must see that it does offer 
them opportunities. We notice Cuba and Nicaragua have been 
very eager to offer support to Argentina. So, this is something 
we have to watch very carefully. 

We hope that this crisis will not become an East/West 
crisis. We have made very sure that the Soviet Union under- 
stands our ieeeiien in this regard and the occupation with 


it, and I think we have gotten our message across. 


*- 


As to specific actions which we might take in the 
event of a Soviet involvement, I am not able to speculate 
on that. It is something simply which we hope will not happen. 

Q — we also have questions concerning 
Central America, and particularly the question about El Salvador 
and U.S. policy with regard to land reform in that area. 

What pressures will the United States continue to 
apply, especially through its economic and military assistance 
programs, towards El Salvador to encourage it to maintain its 
land reform policies? 

SECRETARY STOESSEL: I think we have made it very 


Clear throughout that we support the land reform program in 


Salvador, as we do the other reforms relating to the economy 
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and to the democratic structure of Salvador. 

, All of these things are important. We want to see 
them continue, and we want to use our influence to see that 
this result obtains. 

We know that there is a great deal of concern in 
this country, in the Congress, and, I must say, in the Govern- 
ment about these recent changes mandated by the Constituent 
Assembly concerning land reform. 

We do not have an entirely clear picture at the 
moment of their significance. We under Stand from statements 
made by the authorities in Salwador that they have by no 
means abandoned their commitment to land reform. There is a 
suspension of certain aspects of it, but we have been assured 
that the beneficiaties now and in the future of Phase III 
of the land reform will not have their rights prejudiced. 

We hope that this will be the case. We will con- 
tinue to watch the situation very carefully. We have alreaay 
seen the reaction in our Congress to these developments. 

They have acted just yesterday to reduce the amount of economic 
aid requested by the Executive Branch for Salvador. 


Now, this is an action which still must be debated 


and voted-on on the Senate floor. This debate and vote will 


take place in several months, and in that time we hope that 
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there will be a clarification of the land reform question, 
and that io will see that reform continues, and we then hope 
that the economic aid which we have recommended, which we 
feel is necessary, would be approved. 

I think this in itself, our own attitude and the 
attitude and the actions of Congress, constitute quite a pressure 
on Salvador to move in that direction of re-emphasizing the 
importance of lang reform. 

Q We also have a questian on the future role as 
a leader and a mediator in Latin American affairs of Mexico, 

a nation which has not yet been mentioned. 

SECRETARY STOESSEL: Mexico certainly is an 
important country in the area and it has been active, and I 
would say helpful, iin facilitating the contacts and encouraging 
dialogue regarding conflicts in several areas in Central America. 

We welcome this activity on the part of Mexico. They 
Clearly have a role of leadership to play, and we have appreci- 
ated very much their assistance and their interest. 

Now, at the same time, I should say that while welcoming 
those activities on the part of Mexico, and wishing to cooper- 


ate with them, we also , as the United States, wish to develop 


our own bilateral approaches to countries in the area, and we 


will be doing that in the future. 
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Q Mr. Secretary, we realize you have a plane to « 
catch very shortly, but I would like to ask one brief question, 
a very specific one. Given the Caribbean Basin initiative, 
why does the United States first initiate this program while 
at the same time impose heavy sugar quotas on the nations 
that are in that Basin, which might have had less economic 
impact? 

- SECRETARY STOESSEL: Well, the whole sugar quota 
problem is, of course, one which affects not only the nations 
in the Caribbean Basin but other countries around the world -- 


the Philippines, and some of the countries in that area, 


Australia, and others are affected by it. 

This was something resulting from Congressional 
action, and the play of economic forces affecting sugar prices 
in the world, and it was decided that action must be taken 
on a temporary basis to impose quotas. 

We have attempted to work in such a way that the 
burden placed on the sugar-producing countries of the 
Caribbean Basin will be less than would otherwise be the case, 
and again would hope that it will be temporary and that it 
will not seriously damage the other positive aspects of the 


Caribbean- Basin initiative. 


Q Thank you, very much, Mr. Secretary. 


(The meeting concluded at 2:00 p.m.) 
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The Economic Summit to be held June 4 through 6, 
1982 at Versailles, France will be the eighth summit of 
industrialized countries and the second to be hosted by 
France. France hosted the first summit at Rambouillet in 
1975. Participants in the Versailles Summit will include 
the heads of state or government from Canada, France, the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Great Britain, Italy, Japan and 
the United States. The President of the Commission of the 
European Communities will also participate. 


In light of the serious economic difficulties facing 
industrialized countries, these summit meetings offer an 
Opportunity to develop better understanding and to insure 
that domestic policy decisions are informed by international 
considerations. These meetings are primarily designed to 
provide an opportunity for heads of state to exchange views 
and share experiences on economic questions. While, from 
time to time, specific initiatives are developed in the 
Summit context, it is not a decision-making forum. 


Tne ayenda for the Versailles Summit will include: 
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- the global economic situation, 

- international trade and investment, 
- East-West economic relations, 

- energy and, 

- relations with developing countries. 


In addition to the traditional topics, the President of 
France will submit a report to his colleagues on “Technology, 
Employment and Economic Growth, ", neeseas 

Tne Versailles Summit, as past summits, will be pre- 
pared by the Personal Representatives of the Heads of 
State/Government participating in the Summit. As the host, 
President mMitterand's Personal Representative, Jacques 
Attali, chairs the meetings of Personal Representatives. 
Assistant Secretary of State for Economic and Business 
Affairs, Robert Hormats, is President Reagan's Personal 
Representative. Under Secretary of Treasury Beryl Sprinkel 
and Henry Nau of the NSC Staft complete the U.S. delegation 
for preparatory meetings. The Personal Representative works 
under the guidance of the President and a Senior White House 
and Cabinet group on the Summit. 


For further information contact: 















ESS 


MENT OF STATE 


| 7 


DEPART 


June l, 1982 REMARKS and Q&A SESSION 
. No. 182 OF 
73 SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
4 AT ah 


LUNCHEON FOR 
INTERNATIONAL YOUTH EXCHANGE 
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WASHINGTON, D. C. 
MONDAY, MAY 24, 1982, 11:45 A.M. 


DIRECTOR WICK: Ladies and Gentlemen: Just before we leave 

for the White House, I would like to thank, on everybody's 
behalf our host today, the great Alexander Haig, Jr., 

Secretary of State, and tell you that we appreciate very much 
Al Haig's great sensitivity. Not only is he concerned about 
hardware and how it protects us, but he is also concerned about 
"“heartware,” and to what degree that can protect us, which is 
embodied in these exchange programs. He is a man that I have 
come to learn to know, a man for whom I share a great admiration 
with everybody who knows Al Haig. I sleep much better at night 
knowing that he is out there representing our country, my 
family and yours. The great Al Haig. 





(Applause) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much, Charlie. I want to join 
Senator Roth: I also support everybody. (Laughter) 
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Clearly, time has run out, and I had an hour-and-fifteen- 
minute presentation to give you, but I know the President 
expects you very, very shortly. For that reason, I will 
dispense with the notes, and merely get to the'heart of the 
matter. 
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Somebody said to me the other day, "Al, you must feel pretty 
good. I see you moved up from seventh most influential American 
to third, second only to Mr. Volker.” (Laughter) 


I said, "Yes. It goes to show you: the worse the international 
Situation gets, the more influence I am perceived to have.” 
(Laughter) I'm not sure I meant to say that. 


It was about 35 years ago that one of my predecessors, George 
Marshall, in presenting a speech at Harvard, said to the 

assembled audience, "Gentlemen, the world is facing great dangers.” 
Now, 35 years later, that is equally true, but for very different 
reasons. At that time we were looking at a world prostrate in the 


For further information contact: 
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aftermath of the second great World War. Today, what we 

find is that in the intervening years of relative international 
security and tranquility, economic growth and development -- 
and nowhere is that more evident than in Western Europe and 

in Japan -- nonetheless, the dangers facing us all are somewhat 
more subtle, but no less potentially devastating, especially 
with the development of nuclear weapons and the expansion and 
control of those weapons. 


I think we all find ourselves much as we did in the aftermath 
of the First World War, when people began to contemplate their 
navels in an environment that was somewhat less security-tinged. 
Today, we are facing an extremely serious situation, I think, 
among the new generations in Europe, in this country, and in 
Japan because much of the strategic backdrop has changed that 
threw us together. It was Eisenhower who said, "The greatest 
proponent of unity is fear." We have the fears, but they are 
somewhac confused and somewhat misdirected. I think the 
President and all of us have become increasingly concerned 
that if we are not careful, we are going to find here in our 
own country, and among our partners abroad, those who share 
common values with us, flirtations with dangerous concepts. 
Here in the United States, we refer to it as unilateralism, 

a belief that somehow we can do it all alone, and therefore, 
must. 


That converges with another school of thought referred to as 
neo-isolationism, and that is in the aftermath of the tragedies 
of the decade of the 70s, we can't do it anyway so why try. 
Let's just focus on our problems here at home. You know what 
a bitter lesson we learned in the 30s when we toyed with such 
perceptions. It made no sense then; it contributed to the 
Second World War in many pervasive ways. But certainly, in 

the wake of Bretton Woods, in the growing inter-dependence 

in the economic and trade relationships, and the security 
inter-dependence area, it makes no sense at all today. 


We feel it is awfully important to worry about these emerging 
generations who no longer sense the same fears that propelled 
the unity that brought us through the second conflict successfully, 
and that has preserved the peace since. So you are going to be 
exposed to another one of those pitches to the private sector, 
and this involves an end effort to get greater exchanges from 
the youth in Europe, the United States, and Japan. 


Foreign 
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I would call it a fundamental inyestment in the future. 

I do hope that you all -- and we certainly have a distinguished 
group here today, and I thank you ali for coming -- will lend, 
along with the other requests we have made of you, your support 
to this program that the President will flesh out in greater 
detail in a few moments for you. I do want to underline how 
important we think this effort is, not just for today, but 
more importantly for the turn of the century. 


I agreed that I would take one or two questions if you have 
some, but I'm not sure that time permits it. Does it, 
Charlie? 


MR. WICK: Two questions. 





SECRETARY HAIG: If you want to you can ask about foreign 





policy. (Laughter) Does anyone have a question? 


MR. WICK: Everyone wants to know your perception on the 
Falklands. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think it is vitally important that we 





Americans do not get caught up in populous dialectics, if 

that makes sense to you. You know, I remember the first three 
weeks of our effort to try to achieve a settlement, an effort 
that we lost almost from the first hours of the crisis because 
we knew the consequences of this tragic war, and that in many 
respects, American interests were more heavily engaged than 
even the interests of the two parties. It would have been 
irresponsible in the extreme not to do our very best to bring 
a peaceful outcome. 


At that time, there was a growing crescendo here at home, 
"You've got to side with Britain, your traditional ally. 
You've got to lay it on the line.” I can assure vou the 
British Government knew precisely what we were doing. They 
wanted us to assume a posture of even-handedness because 
without it, we couldn't help bring a peaceful solution. 

It was only in the frustrations of recognizing that the 
Argentine Government could not bring itself, institutionally, 
to accept proposals which were far more generous to them 
than anything they are being asked to consider today -- and 
far more painful for Great Britain to endorse, incidentally. 
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We felt it was necessary to disabuse the Argentine Government 
of the permanence of American even-handedness, and that the 
only way we could bring them to their senses with respect to 
the seriousness of this problem was to make a value judgment, 
which we did. And that was that indeed the first use of force, 
the illegal application of force, was the result of Argentine 
decisions, and that their obligation under U.N. Resolution 502 
was to withdraw, and sit down and negotiate. 


Unfortunately, neither the American effort, the Secretary 
General's effort, the Peruvian President's efforts, or any 
other peripheral efforts that have been suggested have borne 
fruit. So in the old populous dialectic, I'm beginning to read 
how foolish it was for America to side with the rule of law, 
and how we should have maintained a more even-handed posture. 
Let me tell you: it was an anguishing decision. It was not 
done with any naivety with respect to the impact it is having 
in this hemisphere and our interests that are put in jeopardy 
as a result of it. But we Americans have got to take a stand: 
either we endorse illegal application of force, whatever the 
justification, or we oppose it. And we are taking our stand 
firmly against. 


(Applause) 


While in the near term, the risks will be great, and they will 
become greater in the hours ahead, we feel we are serving 

the interests of our hemispheric partners by insisting that 
this principle be upheld, because one can turn to the Beagle 
Channel, to Guyana, to Berlize, to the revanchist claims 

of the Nicaraguan junta, and foresee a hemorrhaging of 

Similar interests if this rule of law is not preserved and 
protected. 


Thank you, Charlie. 
(Applause) 


DIRECTOR WICK: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. Magnificent. 
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APPOINTMENT OF GWENETH GAYMAN 
TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS 
OF THE EAST-WEST CENTER 


The Secretary of State appointed on May 5, 1982 
Gweneth Gayman of La Canada, California to the Board of 
Governors of the East-West Center. 


Mrs. Gayman, a former educator in the public 
school system of Los Angeles, is the author of numerous 
publications on political and legislative issues. She 
is the editor of a monthly newsletter on current affairs 
in California and is a news columnist for the Record 
Ledger. 





The East-West Center is a national educational insti- 
tution, created by the U.S. Congress in 1960, to promote 
better relations and understanding between the United 
States and the nations of Asia and the Pacific through 
cooperative study, training and research. It is operated 
by an 18-member Board of Governors, five of whom are 
appointed by the Secretary of State. The Center is funded 
primarily by Congressional appropriation, but also 
receives contributions from twenty other governments as 
well as foundations, corporations, and international 
organizations. 
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In its 22-year history, some 30,000 Asians and Americans 
have come together at the Center, which is located 
in Honolulu, to study problems of mutual concern in such 
areas as population growth ane migration, national 
environmental policies, and development of cross-cultural 
understanding. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


June 4, 1982 APPOINTMENT OF GREGORY J. NEWELL 
No. 184 AS 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR 
iNTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION AFFAIRS 


President Reagan noniinated Gregory J. Newell as 
tne new Assistant Secretary of State for International 
Organization Affairs on March 17, 1982. 


Most recently Mr. Newell was 2 member of the 
U.S. Delegation to the UN Conference on New and Renewable 
Sources of Energy in Nairobi, 1981. He was also involved 
in preparatory meetings for this Conference at the United 
Nations in New York. Prior to that he led the first state- 
U.S. technical trade mission to the PRC after that country 
received most favored nation status. He has also directed 
trade delegations to Hong Kong and Japan, under Governor 
Thornberg. ~ 

Mr. Newell has had political experience at the 
national level over the last ten years. He is currently 
Special Assistant to the President and Director of Wite 
House Scheduling. Mr. Newell served in President Reagan's 
transition foundation, has been a consultant to Senator 
Dole, and was a Staff Assistant to President Ford. He has 
Deen involved with Congressional campaigns across the country 
and was for two years a planning analyst with the Alexander 
Hamilton Life Insurance Company of North America. 
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Mr. Newell brings extensive political experience 
and international exposure to this position. He served a 
full-time, two-year mission for the Church of Jesus Chris* 
of Latter-day Saints in France, Belgium, and Luxembourg, in 
which he worked in the field and served as an administrator 
for the program's regional office, in Brussels. He speaks 
fluent French. 


Mr. Newell lives with his wife, the former 


Candilyn Jones, and their two children in McLean, Virginia. 
He was educated at Brigham Young University. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


June 7, 1982 
No. 185 


JOINT WORKING PARTY OF THE 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE AND THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of , aay announces that the Joint Working Party of 
the U.S. Organizations for the Intemational Radio Consultative Committee 
(CCIR) and the International Telegraph and Telephone Cmsultative 
Committee (CCITT), in preparation for the Plenipotentiary Conference 

of the Intermational Telecommunication Union, September 28-Novenber 5, 
1982, Nairobi, Kenya, will meet on Jume 23 at 9:30 a.m. in Room 2722A, 
Department of State, 2lst and Virginia Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


The main purposes of the meeting will be: 


l. To assist the Government in analyzing proposals submitted 
to the Plenipotentiary Conference by foreign administrations; 


2. To assist the Government in rationalizing the ITU's 
technical cooperation role and the nature and objectives of 
our interests in this area of the Union's activities; 


3. To backstop, generally, the further development of U.S. 
positions for the Plenipotentiary Conference; 


4. Any other business. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussions subject to instructions of the Chairman. Admittance of 
public members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, 
entrance to the building is controlled; all persons wishing to attend 
the meeting must inform their names to Mr. Arthur L. Freeman, Department 
of State; telephone 202 632-3405. Attendees must use the entrance 
at 2lst and Virginia Avenue, N.W. 


For further information contact 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Working Group on Radiocommunications of the 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea will conduct 
an open meeting on July 14, 1982, at 9:30 a.m., in 
Room 8334-8336 of the Department of Transportation, 
400 Seventh Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the meeting is to prepare position 
documents for the Twenty-fifth Session of the Subcom- 
mittee on Radiocommunications of the Intergovernmental 
Maritime Consultative Organization (IMCO) to be held 
in London on December 13, 1982. In particular, the 
working group will discuss the following topics: 


- Performance standards for shipboard radio 
equipment 


~vectassified for Publication in American Forei 
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- Maritime distress system 
- Digital selective calling 


- Matters related to the ITU WARC for Mobile 
Telecommunications 


- Matters related to CCIR Study Group 8 
- Satellite EPIRB's 
- Narrow Band Direct Printing 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. R. L. Swanson, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-TPP-3/63), Washington, D.C. 
20593. Telephone (202) 426-1231. 


rt. eweas@iauge « 














“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


For turther information contact: 


PRESS 


DEPART 





MENT OF STATE 





June 7, 1982 


No. 187 STUDY GROUP 7 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group 7 of 
the U.S. Organizatica for the International Radio Consultative 
Committee (CCIR) will meet on July 7, 1982 at the U.S. 
Naval Observatory, Room 300, Building 52, 34th and Massachusetts 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. ‘The meeting will begin at 9:30 a.m. 


Study Group 7 deals with time-signal services by means of 
radiocommmications. The purpose of the meeting is to establish 
a program of work for U.S. Study Group 7 in preparation for 
the international Study Group 7 meeting to be held in 
Novenber 1983. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and 
join in the discussions subject to the instructions of the 
Chairman. Requests for further information should be directed 
to Mr. Gordon Huffcutt, State Department, Washington, D.C. 20520 
(telephone (202) 632-2592). 


#: 
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INTELSAT - DEPARTMENT OF STATE SIGN LEASE 


The International Satellite Organization (INTELSAT) and the 
Department of State signed agreements June 8th that will permit 
construction of a headquarters for the international organization 
at the International Center in Washington. 


Grcundbreaking ceremonies are scheduled for July 19th at the 
Center, located at Connecticut Avenue and Van Ness, formerly 
the National Bureau of Standards. 
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Santiago Astrain, Director General of INTELSAT, signed for 
his organization. Thomas M. Tracy, Assistant Secretary of 
State for Administration, signed for the Department. 


 Vectassified for Publication in American rorergn 


INTELSAT has 106 member states. It is the owner of a net of 
satellites that furnish communications links around the 
world. COMSAT is the US member of the organization. 


Designed by the winners of an international competition, John 
Andrews International of Australia, the headquarters building, 
described by Astrain as “one in which INTELSAT, the US Government 
and the Washington community can take pride” will provide 
permanent quarters for the agency's apprcximately 1,000 Washington- 
based employees. 


Astrain said he, and his executive staff, would recommend 


formal approval of the agreement to INTELSAT's board of directors. 
The board meets later in June. 


Face fase tthreer trefecorrreesticens c_omtact 
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Gilbane Building Company will be the general contractors. 
Construction of the first phase structures, totaling 500,000 
square feet, is expected to take two years. 


INTELSAT's lease on the eight acres of ground fronting on 
Connecticut Avenue, across from the University of the District 
of Columbia campus, runs for 99 years. There is an automatic 
renewal for 99 additional years, and Astrain said his organization 
looks forward to "198 years of cordial relations with our 
landlord, the United States Government.” 


Authority to sign the lease with Ii.TELSAT was received in 
legislation passed by the Congress in this session, and 
Signed into law by President Ronald Reagan May 25. This 
legislation also expanded the Center to 47 acres. 


INTELSAT paid $7,250,000 for its lease on the eight acre 
parcel. The money will help fund development costs of the 
Center that may provide up to 23 locations for foreign 
government chanceries. 


Israel, Bahrain and Kuwait have already compieted new chanceries 
in the first phase of the project. Jordan is about +” begin 
construction. Ghana and the Yemen Arab Republic have 4.so 
leased lots in the Center. Several other countries have expressed 
an interest in moving to the Center. 


Assistant Secretary Tracy, speaking for the Department of State, 
said, "This is a major step forward for both INTELSAT and the 
Department. We are joined by the Congress, the District of 
Columbia government, the National Capital Planning Commission, 
the Commission on Fine Arts, the General Services Administration, 
the American Institute of Architects and others, who have, 
thfough their participation, made this project possible." 


He continued, "We are conscious that this is the first federal 
project involving an international organization headquarters to 
be developed in our Nation's capital, and we believe this project 
will be a credit to all those agencies that participate in it. ... 
"This is a period of austerity, and many projects involved in our 
federal system have had to be deferred. It is a measure of the 
excellence of this project, however, that Congressional action was 
accomplished. We, of course, express our appreciation to the 
members of Congress who have assisted us. It wili provide for 
architectural excellence, as well as employment and activity in 
the construction fields, and has the support of the leaders of the 





District of Columbia." In an earlier Washington Post review of 
the John Andrews plan for the INTELSAT headquarters, Wolf Von Eckhardt 
described it as “at last a buiiding." The structure is energy 


efficient, designed to use the hilly construction site to its best 
advantage, and be the showcase of the Center. 


It will provide office space, bi~lingual conference facilities, 
and eventual underground parking for 500 cars. Facilities and 
parking will be available, after hours, for use by chanceries 
that locate in the Center. 
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The Center itself, managed by James Edgins of the Department, 
has been many years in the making. It was initially proposed 
to provide sites for smaller countries to build their own 
chanceries in the Capital. Congress provided $2,200,000 in 
funds for initial planning and development that will be repaid 
Out of lease payments. 


The Department of State is pledged to repay the federal advance. 
It also has the authority to lease ground for up to 99 years, 
Or any lesser term as might be determined in negotiations with 
individual foreign countries. It may also exchange land in 
the Center for property overseas that will be used for the 
location of US chanceries in foreign capitals. 
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4 _ PRESS BRIEFING BY PS aE... 
___ SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M, HAIG, JR... 
FOLLOWING THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING 
‘WITH PRESIDENT FRANCOIS MITTERRAND 


‘June 3, 1982, Paris, France 


SECRETARY HAIG: : Good evening, ladies 
and gentlemen. I'm going to make a very few remarks 
about the first series of working meetings today on the 


-- our first day in Europe. 


They took place at a working luncheon with President 
Mitterrand, President Reagan that lasted about an hour 
and a half and which covered a broad range of regional, 
security-related issues and bilateral issues between 
the two governments and peoples. 


Now, as you know, the Summit officially begins tomorrow 
so both leaders were reluctant to deal in any depth with 
the subjects which should be included on the agenda 
when all seven of the leaders of the Western industrial- 
ized nations, including Japan, convene at Versailles 


tomorrow evening. 
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Instead, they used this opportunity to extend the 

very warm personal relationship and rapport that has 
Geveloped between the two leaders -- tnis being the ee 
fourth meeting between the two men since they both 
assumed their responsibilities, the last being a personal 
visit by President Mitterrand to Washington this past 
March. They used it as an opportunity and, of course, 
because of the extensive rapport already established 

and the warmth of friendship, to move to issues of 

mutual concern in the domestic scene in both countries 
and to exchange insights on several important global 
Situations of a regional character. 


For further information contact: 
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That included the Falkland question -- its near-term 
consequences and its long-term consequences. It 

involved an exchange of views on the Middle East with 

a very special focus on the conflict between Iran and Iraq 
and the concern of both leaders that this conflict 

not expand, that the territorial integrity of the 
countries involved be preserved and that international 
attention be focused on international efforts to 

bring this conflict to a peaceful conclusion. 


With respect to the Falklands, of course, both leaders 

are concerned that the bloodshed terminate at the earliest 
possible date and that that conflict be resolved within 
the framework of UN Resolution 502, which from the outset. 
has enjoyed the support of both governments and which 

has been the fundamental premise upon which the United 
States has concucted its policies towards this very 
Gifficult situation in the South Atlantic. 


Now, in the exchange of domestic issues, it is clear 
that both leaders approach economic issues from a different 
philosophic base. Nevertheless, they are seeking common 
objectives -- the reduction of inflation, the reduction 
of excess levels of federal central government spending 
and high levels of employment in the return to a cycle 
of prosperity. 

Now, the Presicent, President Reagan, noted the success 
that his administration had achieved in bringing down 
the very high levels of inflation that he found upon 
assuming office. He also expressed some disappointment 
that he was unable to arrive in Europe with a budget 
compromise in hand -- one that would have brought the 
projected American deficits in the period ahead down 
Substantially and, thereby, influence more suhstantially 
the interest rates which are of such concern on both 
sides of the Atlantic today. 


I think in sum, and it's important, to characterize 

these first of two series of meetings. There'll be 
further meetings this evening with President Mitterrand 
at a dinner as an extension of an unusual relationship —~ 
that has developed between the two leaders, one of 
intimacy and mutual confidence, and one of frankness in 
their exchange of viewpoints. 


ee 
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All in all, I think it was a very successful first day 
of what is going to be an increasingly busy schedule 
of activity in Versailles and, subsequently, in Rome, 
in Bonn, and Berlin. 


Now, I welcome your questions. 


OO -- 


QUESTION: We're getting the impression that there is 
a difference, at least of degree, between the United 
States and France in their support for the present 
course that Great Britain has taken in the Falkland 
crisis. Is that impression correc? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I would not characterize -- 
QUESTION: The question 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question was, Are there differences 
developing or,in some degree between France, on the one 
hand, United States on the other with respect to their 
support for Britain in the Falkland crisis? 


I think it's important to emphasize that -- and I 

can't and won't presume to speak for the French Government, 
Other than the exchanges I overheard today and the exchanges 
I've had with Foreign Minister Cheysson. But I think 

both governments have been strong advocates of U.N. 
Resolution 502. They have been strong advocates of the 
principle which guides that Resolution -- that resort to 
force to solve political differences is not acceptable, 

and that aggression must not be rewarded. I think 
that is a very common framework. Beyond that, of course, 
both governments are sensitive to their historic and 
long-standing relationships and their Alliance relation- 
ship with Great Britain. But I want to emphasize, 

above all, the principle which is the underlying, common 
thread in a number of converging threads. 


Now, I'm not aware of any differences. None appeared 
today either in my discussions with the Foreign Minister 
or in the discussion, more importantly, between the two 
leaders. 


Ya” o 
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QUESTION: A followup on that question. When the Presidents, 


Reagan anc Mitterrand, expressed their concern about the 
earliest possible cessation of hostilities, can that 

be taken to mean that it would be desirable if the hostilities 
_ended before the final assault on -- Port 

Stanley,and is that likely to be discussed with Prime 

Minister Thatcher tomorrow? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it's difficult to say. 
I think both leaders, and the Unitec States, certainly, . 
-have always acvocated a negotiated solution in the frame- _- 


which calls for a ceasefire 
the withdrawal of Argentine forces from the island, 


and a political solution to the differences. 


Now, the question that you've posed involves decisions to 
be made by the Argentine Government in coordination 

with the British Government. We would all hope -- and 

I think Mrs. Thatcher made some comments yesterday 

in that regard, that she would hope there would be 

a withdrawal of Arsentine forces. 


QUESTIONS: But don't -=- we're not asking for any 
ceasefire without a withdrawal, no standstill ceasefire -=- 
SECRETARY HAIG: ; we continue to be advocates 

of U.N. Resolution 502. There's been no deviation 

from that, recognizing that the situation has changed 
somewhat. We would hope that there would be a mani- 
festation of withdrawal on the part of the Argentine 
Government. Then the consequences your question suggested 
would not come about. But this is something that we 

have no judgment on in the context of the question 

that was asked. 


QUESTION: Tf I may continue the fo.ilowup on that. 

When Mrs. Thatcher talked about a 10-14 day period 

in which Argentina might withdraw, do you take that to 
mean that she will wait that period of time to see whether 
Argentina will withdraw? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't presume to put words in 
Prime Minister Thatcher's mouth. She's very capable 

and has been very clear. I think she said that 
if they were to withdraw in that time frame, that would 
be adeguate for British purposes. 
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And, incidentally, that's a time frame that from the very 
outset experts have concluded on both sides -- probably 
would be adequate to provide for complete evacuation. 


QUESTION: Sir, you know there are stories that Presicweat 
Reagan, in his phone-call tour, suggested that he might like 
to see a wait that length of time so that he might not 

be embarrassed while he was in Europe. 


SECRETARY HAIG: It is not right, but I am not going to 
indulge in public ‘expositions on discussions between two 
leaders. It is inappropriate and wrong and it just ain't 
good style. (Laughter.) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if there is some kind of a multi- 
nation force set up for the future administration of the 
Palklands, would the United States be willing to take part 
in such a force? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it is too early to say. 

I think the United States is anxious to do anything it 

can to make any contribution it can to bring about a peaceful, 
long-term solution to the situation. But the answer to your 
question is hypothetical and I would far prefer to wait 

and see what conditions might develop to enable me to refine 
an answer for that, and, certainly for the Président. 


QUESTION: Do you personally believe it will take more than 
one nation to defend the Falklands in the future? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, now that is a question that I hope 
will not be an appropriate question if a long-term solution 
is found. 
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QUESTION: you said the two leaders 
discussed the long-term consequences of what is happening 


in the Falklands. Can you shed any light for us on that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I think we are dealing with two 

aspects. The question is, what are the long-term aspects 

of the Falklands Islands question that were discussed between 
the two leaders today,and the answer to that is, you 

know as well as I that there are near-term problems 
and-there are long-term problems. The long-term problems 
involve a return to stability in the Scuth Atlantic and 
hopefully a long-term settlement of what has been a 

historic dispute. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary of State, do you think it is 
possible or desirable to try to persuade Mrs. Thatcher 
to delay the final assault on Port Stanley in order 

to give time for diplomatic maneuvers to get withdrawal 
of the Argentines? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think that wouid be a presumptuous 
observation for me to make, for third parties to make, 
other than as we have from the outset expressed our 
concern that the fighting be terminated at the first 
practical date, that a peaceful solution be found. 

But as you know, once force has been employed it becomes 
avery different set of parameters that guide the 
Situation,and certainly those involved on the ground 

are best able to answer that kine of question. 


QUESTION: Have there been any discussions between the 

two Presidents yet on Presicent Reagan's disarmament 
proposals,and has there been any discussion of the American 
Gefense budget with all the political and economic 
implications? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question was, was there any discussion 
today on the disarmament proposal made recently by 
President Reagan at Eureka College, and I assume also 
November 18th,-and was there any question about the record 
level of American defense spending projected in the American 
budget. And the answer to both questions is 450" 

except in general terms. I have had discussions with the 
Foreign Minister on the subject of the arms control initia- 
tives. I think we have had all kinds of diplomatic traffic 
on this subject ever since the President's speech with 

all of the governments. All the governments of Western 
Europe have expressed strong support and affirmation 

for the President's initiatives,and they are in agreement 
with those initiatives. aoe, 
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QUESTION: Towards the defense budget? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The defense budget, no, other than -- 
Again you will recall we are fresh from the meeting at 
Luxembourg in the NATO family where of course defense 
improvements were discussed in detail and are reflected 
-- and I would refer you to the communicue that came 
out of the North Atlantic Council Poreicn Minister's 


2 meeting where it is very explicit in that area and we 
be are all very pleased with its degree of detail and its 
thrust. 

" 


QUESTION: Sir, did they discuss the credit question 
on East-West trade? :, 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, this was not discussed today 
by the two leaders. There have been discussions for an 
extended period between the two governments. 


I had some discussions with Foreign Minister Cheysson 
on that topic today,and there are others being conducted 
within the economic family. 


QUESTION: Did they discuss “urn-key intervention, Mr. 
Secretary? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not yet, no. These are sub-- 

jects, incidentally, that will clearly be on the agenda 

for Versailles. And I think both leaders are extremely 
sensitive not to look like we are developing a condominium 
between Paris and Washington with which to face our 

other partners. So they're sensitive, and for 

that reason they are avoiding subjects which will be on 
the Versailles agenda. 
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QUESTION: You said, Mr. Secretary, that they approach 
economic issues.from a very different base - economic 
base. On what did you base that - 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think the philosophic bases 

we are talking about is an approach to government at 

large. And I doen't have to tell you that President 

Reagan comes from one philosophic set of roots, 

and the Socialis: Government of President Mitterrand 

comes from another. Now, this is the fact of our alliance, 
that kind of a potpourri, if you will, of philosophic 
roots. 


ae 


But the creat strength of that alliance is the shared 

’ values and the overall objectives .hat all of our 
governments -- despite their philosophic form of gov- 
ernment. And that's the very strength of the alliance. 
We like it. 


QUESTION: With respect to the Middle East, Mr. 
Secretary, were your viewpoints identical with those 
of the Frenchswere there differences concerning the 
Middle East? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would say that the general level 

of exchange on that subject -- there was a great deal 
of convergence. I think historically that has not 

been the case between the United States and France, 

as you know. But we find that it is in_greater balance 
today then it has been historicaliy. ’ 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is the President proposing to 
Mitterrand any kind of a joint action to carry out 

what you mentioned here with recard to avoiding the 
spread of the Iran-Iraq war? You seem to be concerned 
that this might also lead to -- 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


QUESTION: Question. 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question: Was there any s;ecific 
set of proposals for dealing with the Iran-Irag conflict? 
And the answer to that question is no. There was an 
extensive exchange of views on the character of the 
conflict, the number of seeming contracictions, and 

above all, the grave consequences of the outcome 

of the spread of this conflict. 


QUESTION: Do you think there is a danger of that 
Spreac? How do you -~ 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think everyone is very sensitive 
and concerned about that. I addressed it recently in a 
speech in Chicago. We've been in close touch with our 


moderate Arab friends; our friends from the Islamic world, 
and. as well as as our Western European partners. 


—o —-— —— - * . 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, while you were in Ankara, did 
you ask the Turkish Government to mediate between Iran 
and Irag? This week there is going to be an Islamic 
summit meeting that they are going to partici; ate in. 


, 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, we have not made such a request. 

While I was in Ankara recently, I had a very good exchange 
of views with both the Foreign Minister and with President 
Evren -- or General Evren on this subject. As you know, 
Turkey enjoys a rather unique posture on this question in 
that it maintains good relationships with both governments. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, back to the Falklands for just a 
moment. Could you give us some indication as to the thrust 
of the American approach when Mr. Reagan meets with Mrs. 
Thatcher tomorrow? What is it we really want to see happen? 


QUESTION: Question. 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question is: What will -occur at the 
meeting between President Reagan and Mrs. Thatcher tomorrow, 

as it involves the Falkland question? I'm confident there will 
be . more to discuss than simply the Falkland question, but 

I think this is a good opportunity for a more detailed exchange 
of views. Bringing one another abreast of each other's 
thinking on this subject is very difficult in either trans- 
atlantic telephone conversations or the exchance of diplomatic 
messages, to really get to the heart of complex questions and 
therefore, this is Going to be a very beneficial meeting. 
But I do not want to characterize it as a meeting in which 

two sides have lined up cpposing views or necessarily even 
converging views, but rather an opportunity for both leaders 

to plumb in depth the attitudes of each other on this 
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subject. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you clear up the credit issue? 
A senior French official today said that it is not on the 
agenda, the issue of Western credits to the Soviet 


block, and that he hoped very much that the issue would not 
in any way be a spoiler or be a divisive issue at the Economic 
, Summit. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think we all hope that the issue will 
not be a spoiler or a divisive issue here at Versailles. I'm 
rather confident that it will not be. 


Now, I'm not making a comment on an unnamed official. You 
know, there's nothing more dangerous because you don't know 
who they are sometimes. It's even dangerous when you do. 
(Laughter. ) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much. 


—— 
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No. 190 


THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CELEBRATES THE 200TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
GREAT SEAL OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
June 20, 1982 


The Department of State will celebrate the 200th anniversary 
of the Great Seal of the United States of America on June 15 
with a ceremony to be hosted by Secretary of State Haig in 
the Department’s Exhibition Hall. 


After remarks by the Secretary, Postmaster General William 
F. Bolger will present the first day cover commemorative 
envelope of the Great Seal to Secretary Haig. General 
Arthur Hanson (U.S.M.C. ret.), General Counsel of the U.S. 
Capitol Historical Society, will present the Secretary with 
the Society's 1982 medal, which features the Seal on one 
side. The Secretary will then affix the Great Seal to an 
official document. 
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The Great Seal is a symbol of the independence and 
sovereignty of the United States. Its history began on July 
4, 1776, when the Continental Congress appointed Benjamin 
Franklin, John Adams, and Thomas Jefferson as a committee to 
find a desicn for a seal. Six years and two committees 
later, the Continental Congress approved designs for the 
Seal and its reverse on June 20, 1782. 


The Seal shows an American bald eagle holding an olive 
branch and thirteen arrows, supporting a shield with 
thirteen red and white stripes, united by a band of blue, 
and displaying the Latin motto E Pluribus Unum (Out of many, 
one). A constellation of stars symbolizes a new nation 
taxkina its place among other sovereign states. The design 
of the reverse (which was never used as a seal) shows a 
pyramid with the eye of Providence above it and the motto 
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Annuit Coeptis (He has favored our undertakings). The 

pyramid bears the date of the Declaration of Independence, 
and the words beneath it, Novus Ordo Seclorum (A new order 
of the ages), signify the beginning of a new American era in 
that year. 








The Great Seal was first used on September 16, 1782, to 
seal a document authorizing General Washington to negotiate 
an agreement with the British for the exchange and better 
treatment of prisoners of war. Since 1789, it has been in 
the custody of the Secretary of State. It is used to seal 
certain types of documents signed by the President, 
including proclamations of treaties and commissions of 
Cabinet officers and ambassadors. The design of the Seal, 
Which is also that of the seal of the Department of State, 
is displayed above the doors of all U.S. embassies and 
consulates throughout the world. Both that design and that 
of the reverse are seen most frequently on the back of the 
$1.00 bill. 


The Department has produced a publication outlining the 
history and uses of the Great Seal. Copies of this 
publication may be obtained by writing to the Office of 
Public Communication, Bureau of Public Affairs, Room 5819, 
Washington, D. C. 20520. 


—_— 
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Ho. 194 SECRETARY OF satan ALEXANDER HAIG 
FOLLOWING MEETINGS BETWEEN 
THE PRESIDENT AND PRIME MINISTER SUZUKI 
AND THE PRESIDENT AND PRIME MINISTER THATCHER 


June 4, 1982 
Paris, France 


MR. GERGEN: Good afternoon. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I have just 
left the American Embassy wich the President where the President 
addressed our embassy personnel. During that discussion, he 
commented on the particular hazards associated with diplomatic 
activity and stationing abroad today, and the exposure to terrorism. 
We noted with regret that last night another cowardly terrorist 

act was perpetrated against the American School close to Paris. And 
I received this morning the official regrets and apologies of the 
host government from Foreign Minister Cheysson. We are, of course, 
grateful and impressed by the actions being taken by the French 
Government against this international plague. And, of course, 

I am confident that the leaders of the seven governments meeting -- 
starting this evening at Versailles, will continue the discussions 
in this critical area that were launched at the Summit at Ottawa 

so that greater and more effective international cooperation can be 
developed to stamp out this irresponsible plague against all mankind. 


Now, we also had a very busy day with several bilaterals -- the 
first with Prime Minister Suzuki of Japan and the second with Prime 
Minister Thatcher of Great Britain. With respect to the Suzuki 
bilateral, it was a very detailed and subjective and tightly 
programmed one hour of discussion between the two leaders and their 
representatives. The focus was on trade. In these discussions, 
President Reagan very much welcomed the recent announcement of the 
Government of Japan on the further liberalization of Japanese trade 
practices. The President described it as a positive step in the 
direction of greater liberalizat‘*on. 


This involved the recent decisions by the Japanese Government to 
liberalize tariff and non-tariff restrictions and an improvement 
in Japanese import regulations. During these discussions, Prime 
Minister Suzuki pledged to support the further enhancement of free 
trade at the upcoming GATT Conference next fall -- a pledge which, 
of course, was welcomed by the United States as it is parallel to 
and consistent with U.S. objectives and intention at that upcoming 
meeting. 


The President also welcomed the announcement made earlier this 
afternoon by the Japanese Government of the completion of an interim 


For further information contact. 
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agreement on civil aviation between the United States and Japan. 

As you know, this has been under discussion for an extended period 
and a breakthrough was achieved largely as a result of the initiative 
of Prime Minister Suzuki himself. 


The President in those discussions this afternoon warmly endorsed 
the recent decision of the Suzuki Government to increase its level 
of defense spending to almost eight percent -- increase real term 
spending for the coming year, the only sector, incidentally, of the 
current Japanese budget to receive such an enhanced allocation of 
resources. 


During the discussions, Prime Minister Suzuki warmly endorsed and 
welcomed President Reagan's recent initiatives in arms control ranging 
from the November 18 speech on INF and the talks at Geneva and the 
more recently announced decision on START talks which will resume 

on the 29th -- negotiations themselves which will resume on the 

29th of this month in Ger-va. 


Prime Minister Suzuki welcome’ the position of the United States 

with respect to mobile, intermed. te-range missiles in our Geneva 
discussions, in which they were dealt with in global terms. 

Of course, there would be great concern in the Far East that missiles 
now directed at Western Europe might be shifted to the Far East. 


In conclusion, there were some detailed discussions as they woujd up 
their meeting of the recent visit of the Premier of the People's 
Republic of China to Tokyo and Prime Minister Suzuki's impressions, 
important impressions with respect to this visit. As the meeting 
broke up, the Prime Minister described the current state of U. S.- 
Japanese relations as never better and on the highest plain in his 
memory, particularly singling out the leadership of President Reagan 
in this difficult time of international crisis and confusion. 


The méeting with Prime Mi~ister Suzuki was followed by an extensive 
one-on-one meeting between Prime Minister Thatcher and President 
Reagan. They met alone for an hour and a half, the main focus 

of which, of course, as I described yescerday, was a detailed 

exchange of views between the two leaders on the Falklands crisis, 
both in the context vs. cne near term and the longer term. 

It was clear that the current situation is one which is best assessed 
by commanders on the ground or charged with the responsibility for the 
conduct of the military operations, which, unfortunately, have been 
underway for some time. 


I think with respect to the longer term aspect of the Falkland 
question, it was clear from the exchange of views that both 

leaders agreed that it was still somewhat too early to deal finitely 
with a number of the longer term questions associated with this 
crisis. 


As you know, as I said yesterday, it is dynamic -- at four o'clock 
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this afternoon, the United States Security Council will meet again 
where various resolutions have been considered over the last forty- 
eight hours. 


We, of course, have completed the Paris leg of the President's 
journey. I think, based on the bilaterals that the President has 
had, my own discussions with Foreign Minister Cheyssson and 
Foreign Minister Pym, we proceed this evening to Versailles with 
a sense of confidence that the Versailles Summit, itself, will be 
one that gives clear evidence of continued and growing solidarity 
between the Western industrialized nations and Japan in a host of 
common problems primarily of economic but also of political nature 
as well. 


And I think in the days ahead at Versailles a number of the questions 
which some of you have been writing and speculating about will be 
resolved in. finite terms. — 


Now, I will take your qu-ctions. 


QUESTION: When you say that it is clear that the current situation 
is best assessed by commanders on the ground, does that mean that 
they are making the next decision? And. Not to fence with you, let 


me ask you, do you have any reason to suppose that the battle for 
Port Stanley will not go ahead go ahead pretty soon? 


SECRETARY HAIG: TI have no reason to suggest at all that the battle -- 
QUESTION: We can't hear the question. 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question was when I refer to assessments 
on the ground by commanders -- I think there were really two 
parts of your question. One is, are they essentially free 
agents? And the second is, do we have any indication that 

the battle for Stanley will not proceed as it now appears that 
it will? And the answer to that question is, I can't answer 
it in its entirety. I know very well that the British forces 
are under continuous and careful control from London. 


The point I was making is that once a situation collapses, 
if you will, into ac.ua. conflict. then it is very important 
that the responsible commanders on the ground -- and their 
assegments are of fundamental importance in the conduct of 
decisions at the central level. 


Now, with respect to the battle for Stanley, I think it 

would be presumptious of me to speculate from this distance. 
Having already made the assessment that the conflict is under 
way, I think the conditions that are necessary for that 

battle to be avoided have been clearly laid out by Mrs. Thatcher 
herself as recently as yesterday and the day before as well. 

And it requires the implementation of U.N. Resolution 502, 

the early withdrawal, or certainly the commitment to the 
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early withdrawal of Argentine forces from the islands. And 
that, of course, would be the desirable outcome. But it remains 
to be seen whether such an outcome can be achieved in practical 
terms. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said that there was agreement 

that it's still too early to deal with the longer-term questions. 
Was there any discussion of dealing with the shorter-term 
questions between Mrs. Thatcher and Mr. Reagan? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Of course. There was a full exchange of views 
on both the shorter- and the longer-term aspects of the crises. 


QUESTION: Was there agreement on anything? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't think, as I told you yesterday, 
that the purpose of this meeting between the two leaders was, 
as some have speculated, for the United States to extract some 
kind of an agreement. That was not the purpose. This was 

a full exchange, a free exchange of views between the two 
leaders. And I think, basically, the fundamental American 
position remains unchanged. That is, full support for the 
principle of non-first use of force to resolve disputes of 
this kind and the very firm support for the provisions of U.N. 
Resolution 502. That has not changed. I don't see anything 
in that which is inconsistent with the British view. So if 
that suggests a parallelism or a convergence of view, that is 
the case. 


QUESTION: It's hard not to conclude that you have decided 
that a battle for Port Stanley, a major battle, is now in- 
evitable. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I just don't think one can speculate with 
assurance on that. From all that one would iook at today, 

the decision rests in Buenos Aires. And if there were a decision 
made in the near term to announce an immediate withdrawal, 

I'm confident that the commanders on the ground could provide 
for arrangements that would avoid further bloodshed. I 

only take my advice cru. the pronouncements of the British 
Government in this regard and they've been rather explicit. 


QUESTION: Knowing what you know about the Argentinians, do 
you think that's likely to happen? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I don‘t want to be quoted in the matter of 
-- involving outcomes that are as serious as this one. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said the other day, sir, that 
manifestations of withdrawal had to be shown. Today you said, 
just a commitment. Does that indicate that just a statement 
by Argentina would be sufficient? And how much time do you 
think Argentina would have before Britain would -- 


QUESTION: Question? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question is how would all this happen 
if it happened? Would there be an oral commitment and how 
would anyone know? These are very serious and important 
questions to be resolved by the parties. And as I point out, 
commanders on the ground are best able to make these assess- 
ments and I am sure both governments would be guided very 
importantly by those assessments. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how much time do the Argentines 
have? What is the deadline cn this? Is there a -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: There is none. No, I think you've got 

to be very, very careful about that because I noticed yester- 
day some speculation about suggestions of a pause to permit 
this to happen. I have no basis for suggesting -- it has 

not been in the U.S. lexicon to suggec+ such a pause. We have 
not suggested it, we would aot presume to, and I think I 

want to get the record straight on that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you just said there is still time 
for Argentina to get out. Are you not, in effect, joining 
in Mrs. Thatcher's ultimatum? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Noi and it is not our role to do so. I am 
merely making an observation to a question in which it is in 
the public record precisely what the British Government's 
view is. I am doing you a favor by reciting it for you. 


QUESTION: Do you support the British Government's decision 
to use force? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think we all recognize that U.N. 
Article 51, the basic right for self-defense, is being ex- 
ercised here. Now, we always lope that that basic principle 
which we fully support can be conducted in such a manner that 
the minimum of bloodshed results. And I am aware of; no. 
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Nor were any requests made. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you observe, or have you observed, 
any change at all in the British attitude, whether we have 
asked for a pause or not? Is there any change at all, any 
desire to wait longer to see if the diplomatic solution can 
work its will? Have you observed it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well now, Mr. Cannon, what is this? 
The eighth week of this crisis? 


QUESTION: I do not know how many weeks it is? I just asked -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it is the eighth week. And I think 
from the beginning, there has been ample opportunity for both 
sides to assess the implications of events as they have un- 
folded. it is not my position to describe a change in the 
British mood with respect to this crisis. And I am not going 
to do it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you have information that the 
Soviets are now in Buenos Aires helping the Argentines develop 
some kind of radar net? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. 


QUESTION: Or exac.ly what information do you have on the 
Soviets helping the Argentines along? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, we have no evidence of that. I read 
the same story you did, and we have no confirmation of it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if the British do conquer Port 
Stanley, was there any discussions between yourself, or the 
President and Mrs. Thatcher about a speedy as possible British 
evacuation and replacement of British forces by either the 
international peace-keeping force along the Sinai lines or 

a U.N. force of some kind? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We :! first, I did not sit in on the hour 

and a half discussion; of course the President debriefed me 
following this discussion. I think the full range of possib- 
ilities of all types were discussed without any conclusions 

or decisions having been made, oecause there are still a number 
of uncertainties with respect to the current situation. 

The extent of damage and a number of battle outcomes, if a 
battle does occur, would need to be assessed in the context 

of the longer-term problems. 


—— 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, has anything changed as a result 
of this meeting? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think both leaders left the meeting with 
a fuller appreciation of each others concerns. And if that 
is a change, you can call it a change. (Laughter.) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you asked the U.S. to participate 

in a security net for the Falklands, and also there has been 
a news flash on all this marvelous video stuff for the last 

half hour saying that Mrs. Thatcher had ordered the military 
commanders to begin the final assault on Port Stanley. Did 

she convey this news to the President? 


« 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Not that I am aware of; not that I am 
aware of. 


SECRETARY HAIG: As for vue question of U.S. participation in 
the inte:uational security nec? | 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, it would be disingenuous of me to 
suggest to you that such discussions have not taken place over 
an extended period; indeed they have. They have taken place 
at the Haig-Pym level. I have discussed such issues with the 
Prime Minister earlier. It is an issue which I think can 

only be appropriately add=essed at the time that the current 
Crisis clarifies. 


QUESTION: Would the Congress have to be consulted if that is 
done? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, of course. I would never contemplate 
were there to be an involvement, in the event -- and I don't 
want to suggest, by answering your question, any decision 

of the kind has been made. There has been no decision. But, 
of course -- 


a 


QUESTION: What do you know about the attack on Beirut? 


QUESTION: We understand that the Israelis are bombing Beirut 
again and the situation in the Middle East seems to have become 
somewhat more critical. Could ‘ou give us your assessment of what 
is going on there right now? 


QUESTION: Question? 


SECRETARY HAIG: What is going on in the Beirut area and 

Lebanon where there are reports of Israeli air raids against 

targets in the Beirut area? I've only seen the first frag- 

mentary reports of it. They described the raids as heavy. 

They have described casualty levels which are not inconsequen- 

tial. But I think it's always too early to speculate until 
we have hard facts. 
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I think you are all aware of the terrorist attack yesterday 
against the Israeli Ambassador in London. You all know that 
the Israeli Government has placed the world on notice that it 
would not accept such attacks without responding. And I would 
associate the actions in Lebanon today with that attack, 
although I have no firm confirmation of it and it will remain 
until we complete our diplomatic contacts. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said the decision on the Falk- 
lands is up to Buenos Aires. Would it be correct from that 

to assume that the Prime Minister told the President that 
unless the Argentines take some action to forestall the final 
move, that the British will proceed with what they've started? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think that's a very logical conclusion 
to draw, althought I don't want to say that the Prime Minister 
specifically said that. ‘'ve drawn that conclusion from 
everything the British Government has said up till now. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if I can follow that up -- do you 

have any reason at all to believe that Argentina is even 
considering a withdrawal? Has there been any diplomatic activity 
in the last 48 or 72 hours that would lead you to believe 


there's been -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: There has been a great deal up at the United 
Nations where the issue of withdrawal, ceasefire are the key 
aspects of draft resolutions that are under consideration. 

So, of course, both Britain and Argentina, through the Secretary 
General and the delegations -- their respective delegations in 
New York, are heavily engaged in discussions and considerations. 


QUESTION: Yes, but the Argentines have always refused to 
withdraw their troops, that part of 502 that calls for them 
to withdraw their forces. Are they now seriously considering 
that, as far as you know? They both wanted a ceasefire, but 


they -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I vciuiss. they have supported 502 from the outset. 
I think the question now has to do with mutuality in withdrawal 
and other aspects of the arrangements on the Island following 


that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, aside from not asking for a pause, 
did President Reagan go out of his way at all to endorse or 
express support by the United States for British actions in 
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recent days in the Falklancs, given -- I'm asking that because 
of some comments by some officials in the West that have been 
less than supportive, perhaps, of British behavior. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think that's a question that I can't 
answer because I wasn't there, but it is not a question 
that I believe applies to the character of the discussion 
between the two leaders today. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you made a reference to the 
President's concerns in the crisis, aside from the obvious 
concern of the prospect of more loss of life. Could you be 
somewhat more explicit about what the other concerns are that 
he expressed to Prime Minister Thatcher? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think the Prime Minister and the 
President are hopeful, that the situation in the longer term 
will stabilize in a way *hat the interests of the United 
States, the interests of Great Britain, and the interests 

of our European partners who have been supportive of the 
actions taker are preserved to the degree that it's possible. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what do you mean by mutuality 
withdrawal? Are you saying in any way that the Argentines 
are asking for Britain to withdraw as well as Argentina? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think that's been a part of the 
discussion in New York associated with the resolutions. It 
doesn't mean necessarily total parallelism, but a degree of that. 


QUESTION: Is it your understanding that Argentina has agreed 
to withdraw under certain circumstances but insists at the 
same time that the British forces with< raw? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think some of the discussions yesterday 

and the day before had those overtones, but I don't want to 
portray, in a discussion which is on-going and continuous, 

a particular Argentine position, becaus2 I cannot do it. 

I haven't talked to them in the last twenty four hours and I Lave 
read a number of re,cort.. I have been in touch with U.S. U.N 

in New York as well with the Department throughout this period 
and these are issues that have been involved. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is ic your understanding that the 
British troops have been made to believe that the mainland 
there -- that the British will keep a fleet of force outside 
its waters around the Islands or what? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think I will have to leave that for the 
future. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the President suggest to Mrs. 
Thatcher that it would be a lot easier for the United States 
with its dealings with Latin America if a battle could be 
avoided at Port Stanley and if somehow the proceedings at 
the UN resolution could -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think both leaders are aware of the des- 
irability to keep bloodshed to a minimum. There is no questicn 
about that. As I pointed out earlier, this depends fundamentally 
on the willingness of the Argentines to withdraw and to set 

a schedule -- a fixed date certain for such withdrawal, and 

then for the commanders on the ground to work out the detail. 


One last question. 


QUESTION: You have no time because the Falklands is in 

the limelight today. Would you sometime give us more ela- 
borate information about this international terrorism 

which America and other countries such as Turkey is hit hard? 


SECRETARY HATG: I hope, I have confidence that the discussions 
at Versailles will touch upon terrorism and that in the post- 
meetings briefings that there will be an opportunity to 

explore this in greater detail. 


Thank you very much. I have to catch a helicopter. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Now, the primary purpose of this briefing, of 
course, is to cover the political highlights of the just 

concluded Summit. But I know that all of you are very concerned, 
as are we, about the worsening situation in Lebanon, and I thought 
I would say a few words about that at the outset, and get it 
behind us, and to take care of your concerns. 


We have been watching this situation moment by moment as it 
unfolds. The President has followed it throughout the day, 

and has shared with his colleagues during the plenary session 
the updates that we had as they developed to include the fact 
of his communication very early this morning with Prime Minister 
Begin and the response received later this afternoon from Mr. 
Begin. 

Now, that response was consistent with the decision made by 

the Israeli Cabinet and announced in Jerusalem which reads as 
follows: "The Cabinet took the following decision, first, to 
instruct the Israeli defense forces to place all civilian popu- 
lation of the Galilee beyond the range of the terrorist fire 
from Lebanon where they, their bases, and their headquarters 

are concentrated. The name of the operation is Peace for 
Galilee. During the operation, the Syrian army will not be 
attacked unless it attacks the Israeli forces. Isrel continues 
to aspire to the signing of the peace treaty with an independent 
Lebanon, its territorial integrity reserved." 


That is the brief text, which you may or may not have seen from 
Israel. 








_- .- 


Now, we are, of course, extremely concerned about the escalating 
cycle of violence. The President, yesterday afternoon, asked 
Ambassador Habib to proceed here post haste. He met with 
Ambassador Habib this afternoon, and decided to send him di- 
rectly to Israel as his personal representative to conduct 
discussions on an urgent basis with Prime Minister Beginy The 
President also dispatched an urgent message to Prime Minister 
Begin telling him of his decision to do so. 


For further information contact: 
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I anticipate that Phil will proceed on to Rome this evening, 
and, hopefully, will arrive in Israel early tomorrow morning. 


In the last 48 hours at the President's direction, we have been 
engaged in an intense degree of diplomatic activity in the 
United Nations in New York, where we firmly supported the 
resolution urging an immediate ceasefire. And as you know, 
President Reagan joined this morning with the other members 

of the summit in issuing a statement urging a responsive 
reaction to the U.N. resolution. 


We have been in -touch with the Government of Israel for a 
prolonged period on the situation in Lebanon, always urging 
restraint. and always hoping, as we continue to hope, that the 
ceasefire can, even at this late date, be reinstituted . As 

of now, we are informed that there are two Israeli military 
columns that crossed into Lebanon from Tsrael, one proceedina 
along the coast road in the direction of Tyre,and the other 
through the Upper Galilee Panhandle. The penetration in the 
latter case has been approximately 10 kilometers, in the 

former case perhaps three or four. 


We are extremely disturbed by the loss of innocent lives in 
this fighting on the Israei.-Lebanese border. It has involved, 
as you know, the exchange of artillery and rockets for a 
prolonged period preceding the Israeli ground penetration. 


We are concerned also that the fighting not be expanded into 
a broader conflict and are acutely conscious of the presence 
of Sycian forces in fairly close proximity to the eastern 
penetration. ’ 


We will co our best to convey to the Government of Syria the 
stated intentions of the Government of Israel not to engage 
unless engaged by Syrian forces. 


Now, I think I'll take your questions on that sv’)oct ina 
moment. And it is important that, of course, we re-ocus our 
attention to the purpose of this Summit, what has been achieved 
here in political terms. 


I know that Don Regan has talkec to you at length av ut the 
economic deliberations in the Summit itself and I';. not going 
to rehash them unless you have a question. But i think the 
general consensus of views on almost every topic was evident. 
I think President Reagan's interventions throughout the 
deliberations were extensive, impressive, and had an enormous 
impact on the shaping of the communique itself and the overall 
tone and direction of the deliberations. Bspecially was he 
impressive in analyzing the various economic factors that have 
contributed to the inflationary spiral, declining levels at 
economic growth and increased uremplOyment. And°I thin it was 
an invaluable exchange of views between the leaders on these 
subjects, which admittedly, are viewed from the perspective 

of the internal policies and affairs of the member governments 
but which are all affected enormously by American policies, 
plans, and the procress that we are making in our own economic 


reform. 
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On the political side, which is, of course, the essence of 
my concerns, in the several sessions, luncheons, evening 
sessions, dinners, in the margins, as well as some instances 
at the plenary, themselves; there was'a great deal of discussion 
about political affairs. I'll touch upon some of the key 
issues in a moment. I think, clearly, there is unanimous 
concern as you would expect, that the implications of the 
= continuing growth in Soviet military capabilities, continuing 
. concern about the lack of progress in the continuing occupation 
of Afghanistan by the Soviet Union, continued repression in 
Poland, as well as other Soviet interventionist activities -- 
these issues, of course, will be addressed in even greater 
detail at the Bonn Summit which will take place early next 
week. In discussing the Soviet challenge, the President argued 
that Moscow's economic problems and its impending succession 
: crisis, as I told you the other day, provided a rich and impor- 
3 tant opportunity for Western nations operating in concert and 
employing their political, economic and security assets to 
influence a greater degree of restraint and responsibility on 
the part of the Soviet Union. It was clear that the consen- 
sus in this direction was broad. There are, of course, dif- 
ferences in where these assets can best be applied and how 
they can be applied based again on” a demography -- the demo- 
graphic aspects of the country concerned -- and e particular 
role that they can play. 
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We, of course, welcome agreement on exercisin rudence 
handling the finances with the Soviet Union, lobiadion Limits 
On export credits. You will note that we talked about a 
continuing monitorship of this. And for the first time 

the seven who are not exclusively involved -- the OECD is - 
involved -- all western creditor nations, and some of the 
non-aligned are neutral nations -- are involved. But’ 

for the first time we developed a consensus for the need 

to pull together all of the facts associated with trade 

and credit with the East, not just the Soviet Union but Eastern 


Europe as well, to analyze, assess and draw conclusions 
from this. 
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You will note also that there was a reinforcement of the 
decision made at Ottawa to continue to broade@ the coiitrols on 
the transfer of sensitive technology to the Soviet Ur.on. 


The President's decision to pursue a new arms control approach, 
one that focused on significant reductions, was unanimously 
and warmly welcomed by all the participants. The President 
made it clear that the United States is indeed prepared to have 
a serious dialogue with the Soviet Union. 


As I noted yesterday, the Heads of State addressed a number of 
regional security issues, including the South Atlantic crisis 
and the Iran-Iraq war. To that was added today, of course, 
extensive discussion on the crisis in Lebanon, which -}-iave 
already touched upon. . . 


The margins and the luncheons provided an opportunity to 
discuss again the scourge of international terrorism and the 
recent events associated with the Lebanon crisis drew everyone's 


attention to this continuing problem. 
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There were discussions, as I told you yesterday, on the need 
for youth exchanges -- youth exchanges between the United States 
and Japan, Europe and the United States, and Japan and Europe. 


Now I want to say a word about the Falklands. That clearly was 
a very heavily discussed aspect of this Summit, especially in 
ai the informal meetings of the leaders themselves. From the 
3 United States point of view I want to restate tonight very 
: clearly that it is the President's policy that aggression must 
S not be allowed to succeed, and if the Argentine invasion of the 
Palklands were allowed to stand uncontested this would 
have an impact on the security of small states everywhere. 


he 2 


I want to say another word despite my efforts last evening 

to dispense with the question of the U.N. resolution, that the 
difference in assessment between veto and abstention should in 
no way be interpreted as any lessening of the 

United States’ support for the principle involved which Great 
Britain is upholding, or has it changed in any way the levels 
of support and dedication of support that the United States an- 
nounced earlier with respect to the conflict. We may have 
differences in the context of assessments of the particular 
U.N. resolution, as indeed we would expect to do from time to 
time. After all, the United States makes its decisions based 
on its own national interests. 


I want to make it clear that we are not, have not asked for 

a military pause considering this a judgment, as I have said 
repeatedly, for Great Britain and commanders on the ground “to 
make and assess. 


We remain confident after the discussions -- the extensive 
discussions between the President and Mrs. Thatcher here, the 
discussions I've had with Foreign Minister Pym that we share a 
common view with Britain: that the crisis in the South 
Atlantic should be resolved with a minimun loss of life. And 
I would like to note tonight that the option of an ‘onorable 
withdrawal for Argentine forces remains still available. 
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Now, I guess I've talked longer than I should have, but it's 
been a busy day. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as you know, a plane of A-.erican 
manufacture was shot down over Lebanon and some of the tanks 
which wre apparently now in Tyre are also of American manu- 
facture. From the U.S. point of view, is this a legitimate 
use of American-supplied weapons? 


' SECRETARY HAIG: These are questions which are clearly of ex- 
treme importance and questions upon which assessments will be 
~jnade “in the hours ahead. “It is not unrelated, of course, to 
the discussions that Ambassador Habib will have in Ista@l. And 
while I understand why you asked it, I'm sure you will under- 
stand why -I say we have to continue our assessment, gather 
all our facts on the situation Lkefore I give you a substantive 
answer. 
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QUESTION: If the United States doesn't allow aggression to 
succeed, why is it permitting the Israelis to move forward and 
not make a comdemnation -- a strong one of it -- of the 
invasion? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think, in the first hours of this 

thing the most important thing we can concentrate on is to 
achieve a cessation. You know, it was the United States since 
last July that has put in place and managed to retain a viable 
ceasefire despite all of the vexing problems associated with 

the Lebanon-Israeli problem. 

So, I think our initial efforts are going to be in the direction 
of attempting to bring an:end to the bloodshed and the victimiza- 
tion of innocent civilian lives. 


That does not answer your question, but that aquestion will 
clearly have to be answered in the hours ahead. 


QUESTION:. Mr. Secretary, is there going to be a second state- 
ment put out by Seven on the Middle East? And do you endorse 
what appeared to be from President Mitterrand a condemnation 
of Israeli action? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The answer to the first question is I do not 
anticipate another statement from the Seven. That does not 
mean that they could not change their mind.- There are seven 
of them. We issued promptly a statement today which is 
appropriate and timely to the circumstances. I would never 


presume to make a value judgment on a foreign leaders | pRpertes 
statement. | 


QUESTION: Well, that's wot my question. 
SECRETARY HAIG: What is your question? 


QUESTION: My question is: Does the United States support what 
seemed to be from President Mitterrand condemnation of the 
Isracli action? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think I just addressed that issue with 
Helen's question and the answer to that is that we huve joined 
fervently in the United Nations Resolution yestercay to urge 
an immediate ceasefire. We have been in direct touch with 

Mr. Begin. The President has dispatched his special emissary 
to deal with this question. And the initial efforts of this 
Government are to take every step possible to bring the blood- 
shed to a conclusion. 


In that context we will have to continue on making our assess- 
ments of what brought about the crisis in the first instance. 
And that is always a question of great delicacy requitinhg 
great care and very thorough analysis of all the facts which 
we do not yet have. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will the United States ask Israel 
to withdraw from Lebanon? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I beg your pardon. 


QUESTION: Will the United States ask Israel to withdraw from 
Lebanon? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Clearly we have sought that. We didn't want 
them to go in in the first place. We've been very, very clear 
about that for an extended period. As I say, there's no 
oeosen about -- if you'll read the U.N. resolution which 

we supported, in it's preambfeit talks about the territorial 
integrity of Lebenca. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Mrs. Thatcher, in her recent press 
conference just a few minutes ago, said about the Falklands, 
"when we repossess the islands," not "if," he wants not 

only a local ceasefire but one embracing the whole question 

of the mainland as well. Now does this square with your desire 
in the ceasefire resolution? Would it affect the Argentine 
mainland? Is this how far it's going or what? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I can't interpret 
for her, but I don't think that's the thrust 


of her intervention that you're referring to. i think what she 
is suggesting is that she's hopeful that not only will the 
Situation on the Falklands be resolved, hopefully by a cease- 
fire and a withdrawal of Argentine forces, but that that 
ceasefire will involve the cessation of hostilities 

and animosities between Argentina and Great Britain. 


- 


QUESTION: In other words, it would not be a penewas of an 
Argentine attempt -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: That's right. 


QUESTION: -=- to recapture the Falklands. Is that what you're 
seeking in your-- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Or to conduct a protracted conflict against 
British citizens on the Falklands. 


QUESTION: Is that what you're seeking in your versicn of the 
U.N. resolution? Is that what you're trying to -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I don't see that. I think this is a 
contemporary problem that is:now becoming increasingly impor- 
tant. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the discussion on export credits 
in the revolving act -- did we effectively put off the question 
of the pipeline to next week or some other time? I mean, 

could you comment on where the pipeline stands now as.far as 
Our needs are concerned? 


SECRETARY HAIG: You mean with respect to the contracts -- 
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QUESTION: Yes, to our -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: --the spare parts associated with committed 
contracts. 


QUESTION: Are we going to allow those turbines and -- 


ARY HAIG: I can't answer that question. I know the 
aa rey ord will be seized with it shortly after he returns home ; 
maybe before. He has not made a decision on that particular 
aspect and I think I want to make clear it is not the pipeline 
we are talking about; we are talking about a number of contexts 
that the 29th of December decision of sanctions on the Soviet 


Union, in the wake of the Polish crisis, involves some 
extraterritorial commitments by American firms--American 

owned firms here in Europe--for spare parts, especially rotors. 
And of course it is a matter of great concern to some of our 
European partners who have signed contracts and have had 

work forces in place and who need these spare parts. 

Otherwise they will have to turn elsewhere at greatly 
increased costs to get a comparable capability, and the 
President has held in abeyance the implementation of that 
until this summit is over and he assesses it. 


QUESTION: Did that cover all the issues? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, it did not. 

QUESTION: Mr. Haig, on the Mitterrand statement, it appeared 
when he delivered it that he was speaking for the whole group 
in condemning Israel. Would you like to specifically disas- 
sociate the United States from that statement? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, that's a very troublesome question that 

I am not going to rise to simply because I haven't heard 
the statement. Clearly, everyone is concerned ahcut the 
escalating cycle of violence. That I can say categorically. 


QUESTION: -=- condemning the specific action that the Israelis -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it would be premature for us to 
make such a statement at this time, while not suggesting for 
a moment we are not seriously concerned. 


The President has undertaken actions which will enable him to 
make the kind of decision you want in the near term and I would 
certainly wait until those actions have been completed. 


QUESTION: -- in the letter that the President sent to 

Mr. Begin, he asked for a ceasefire. The United Nations 
has asked for a ceasefire and the reply that the President 
received this afternoon from Mr. Begin, did he speak to the 


point of this ceasefire or give us any hope that he would go 
along with this request? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I think I referred to you, remember 
when I said -- 
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-8- 
QUESTION: -- you said the Cabinet had done -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, and I said that his response was 


Geeeseliy in line with that and I hope you would derive from 


QUESTION: -=- ceasefire -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: -- that we did not receive an assurance 


of any cessation or termination of the Israeli operation 
as we know it. 


There's been a lot of speculation and things written and 
suggested. That's what you all do. But I want you to know 
that the President at this Summit, I think,was an extremely 
Significant factor in the communique and what has been 
achieved. As you know, there were very serious differences 
of view on a couple of items -- specifically the limitations 
on credits and global negotiation. 


In both instances, I think the President's leadership and 
persuasiveness maintained Western solidarity on these two 

key issues that could have been troublesome fo. all and I'm very, 
very pleased with the consequences. 


Thank you. 
QUESTION: Thank you. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: As I told you Habib is in Israel. Begin returned 
from the Northern Front and the meeting started this afternoon, as 
best we know, about three o'clock local and is still proceeding. 


QUESTION: Three o'clock local in Jerusalem? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, three o'clock their time -- three o'clock 
Israel time. 
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QUESTION: As far as we know it's still -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: As far as we know it's still on and we're waiting 
for a report on it. The fighting and the operations continue at a 
fast pace. The force along the coastal highway is now fighting 

in the vicinity of Albabiyah, north of Tyre. You'll recall that 
that column bypassed Tyre and left forces in the vicinity which 
are heavily engaged as a strong pocket of resistance in Tyre 
which, as you know, is the stronghold of terrorist activity in 
which positions are heavily dug in and heavily fortified, and 

this will be an extremely difficult operation. 


"Declassified for Publicatio 


In the counter group, they are now heavily engaged in stiff 
resistance in the Nabatiyah area. The eastern column which ini- 


tially moved against little resistance has now reached “Zaghah 
Triangle. 


There continues to be some reports of clashes with Syrian forces 


and that would occur on the east, but we have no confirmation of 
it. 


QUESTION: (In audible) -- is this about what you -- (inaudible) 
-- or is it just a -- (inaudible) 


SECRETARY HAIG: Too early to say. It's too early to say. 
(Inaudible) we're dealing with what are estimated to be some 
6,000 Palestinian terrorists in this area. But, as you know, 


‘they have been heavily equipped and -- during the cease-fire 
period, they've received artillery and rockets. 


For further information contact: 
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QUESTION: Do you have any estimate of the Israeli forces -- 
SECRETARY HAIG: Estimates run about 20,000. 
QUESTION: What are we hearing from the other Arab capitals? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We've been in intense diplomatic activity since 

the fighting started. The Americans have drawn down their pre- 

sence in the Beirut Embassy to absolute essential personnel only 
-- (inaudible) -- 25 left today and that made the balance of 

about 30, I think, 30 some. And these are essential personnel. 


~~ 


We have issued travel advisories against travel, warning against 
travel in Lebanon or in northern Israel. We've been in touch with 
all of the UNIFIL-contributing countries to urge them to keep 
their forces in country and not to precipitously leave in the 
face of this fighting with the hope that we can reinstitute the 
cease-fire and the UNIFIL role. We received a strong demarche 
from President Mubarak to President Reagan urging that the United 
States do all that it can to terminate the fighting and have 
Israel withdraw from Lebabon, but recommitting himself to the 
peace treaty with Israel and the Camp David process. 


op Cla EAS aeeeh ~ oe ; 


Now, I see highlights of the Lebanon situation as of now. I do 
want to say a word about today's activities which ‘ere very 
interesting and very important, I believe. 


Most importantly, the first meeting with the Pope, which you all 
saw -- 


QUESTION: -- (inaudible) -- around no casualities? 
SECRETARY HAIG: Yes and that's not unusual. 


QUESTION: Do we know who did it? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No. We don't know. There were no casualties 
and it was a sporadic incident. 


The meetings with the Pope were unusually productive. The 
President. had a lengthy one-on-one discussion with His Holiness, 
and Bill Clark and I and a Vatican representative had parallel 
discussions with the Secretary of State -- Vatican Secretary of 
State. 


QUESTION: What is his name? 


QUESTION: Casaroli. 
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‘SECRETARY HAIG: Casaroli. I have known Casaroli and have met 


with him in Washington and in the Vatican before. The key focuses 
of concern in the discussions with the President were broad 

moral and ethical values; the situation in Poland; and with a 

very special attention to the situation in the Swuth Atlantic as 
the Pope will be proceeding to Buenos Aires later this week, as 
you known; and, also, the crisis in Lebanon. 


There was a very strong convergence of view between His Holiness 
and the President on all of the issues that were discussed. His 
Holiness, of course, is extremely concerned about Latin America 
and the impact of the South Atlantic crisis on ali in the Southern 
Hemisphere. 


The meeting with President Pertini was marked, I think, by un- 
usual rapport that has been developed between those two Presidents 
following President Pertini's visit to the United States. They 
refer to each other as “amicos." 


QUESTION: Amigo or amico? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Amico -- friends. Amico, as distinct from 
Espanol -- amigo. 


QUESTION: At one point Pertini said "“grasis" and Reagan said 
"gracias." 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think following the luncheon -- I think the 
President's toast was extremely well-received by the Italian 
audience. Many of them came up to me that I had known over the 
years and were very moved by the President's toast. 


There is a high level cf concern in the Italian Government with 
the Prime Minister, with the President, and with the Foreign 
Minister on the crises in the South Atlantic, and President 
Pertini, who has a very outspoken, uninhibited -- a rather delight- 
ful man -- goes right to the issues, as you know. He was rather, 
I would say, sparkly and frank about his concerns that the 
situation in the South Atlantic be resolved in a sensitive way 
where the long-term consequences do not result in permse.ient 
alienation. I understand he added that at the very last minute to 
his toast. But that is the kind of fellow he is. He is very 
Outspoken, direct -=- 


QUESTION: What did he suggest be done in the South Atlantic? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think he would like to see a negotiated sett.le- 
ment and not a humiliation. 
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QUESTION: Did he suggest that one side or the other wasn't nego- 
tiating in good faith or whatever? Have you heard anything on one 
side or the other? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think, no, he was highly critical of the ini- 
tial breach of the peace and now is very concerned that that would be 
complicated by a lack of flex.bility in London? 


QUESTION: On Lebanon, I do not want to put too much weight on these 
rockets that were shot at the Embassy, or the Soviets talking about 
it. But to some extent are our fortunes tied with the Israelis in 

'this? In other words, if they continue, will our fortunes, then, 
fade in that part of the world? 


" SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it is clear that, as a long-standing 
-ally of Israel, when Israel engages in the use of armed forces, 

_ justified or not from the world point of view, the United States in- 
evitably is expected to exercise influence -- its influence in bringing 
,about a termination of the conflict. And that is an obligation we 
Shave historically borne and that is why we have been so intensely busy 
over the last 72 hours. 


aot Le oe 


| question: What. exactly do we want Israel to do? What is Habib asking 
Begin to do? 


mane HAIG: We want him to do what the United Nations Resolution 
called for them to do, and that is to join in a cease fire and 
withdrawal of t:heir forces, simultaneously. 

QUESTION: Do you want an immediate withdrawal? 


g OUCRETARY HAIG: Yes, yes. 


en Ft 


“QUESTION: Did we have any advanced warning? 
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- SECRETARY HAIG: You know our position. We want the fighting to stop. 
We want the cease-fire to be reinstituted. We would like to see the 
‘central Government. of Lebanon strengthened and the border area made 
secure. We certainly do not misunderstand or misappreciate the 
vulnerability of the Galilee area to terrorist actions, rockets, 
artillery shelling of the kind that preceeded the Israeli invasion. 


QUESTION: Did we have any warning at all before they went in? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, not in the sense -- everyone has been watching 
this thing with great intensity. If you go back to my speech earlier 
in the month of May in Chicago, that was a reflection of our growing 
concern about the situation. Everytime a terrorist act occurs, it 
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places a great burden on the Israeli patience, and the situation, the 
cease-fire alone, has been fragile for the nine months -- ten months 
that it has held. And clearly, there is going to have to be more than 
just a cease-fire. There is going to have to be a readjustment of the 
internal arrangements in Lebanon. And we would hope that would be in 
the direction of a strengthening of the central government. But I do 
not want to go -- 


QUESTION: You do not believe that they are going to the Bekaa Valley, 
is that our estimate? You do not believe they are going after those 
missiles? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I cannot say. 


QUESTION: You had a reference to, the other day, the fact that Habib 
was going to bring up the subject of use of American arms and so 
forth. Is there anything more you can say about that today? I know 
you were asked about it earlier. 


SECRETARY HAIG: No; our efforts, as pointed out, in the early pericd 
of this situation are to try to bring an end to the bloodshed, not to 
engage in finger pointing, but to try and get an end to the bloodshed. 
I think that is the responsible position for us to take. 


QUESTION Begin is not going to withdraw until he accomplishes his 
mission, is he? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, there is a lot of question about what that 
mission is, the duration -- 


QUESTION: What has he -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: -- we do not know. You know what the Cabinet put 
out, that they hoped to clean out a belt of 40 kilometers, and there 
are not quite 40 kilometers yet. 


QUESTION: And they said they would not occupy that belt? 


SECRETARY HAIG: They say they have no intention of h-iding Lebanese 
territory. I mean, that is the source of what the Israeli government 


has said. 


QUESTION: That they have no intention of holding. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what is the status of the U.N. question, and : 
how long does this all take in -- 





QUESTION: How fast -- we want an immediate withdrawal if we could get 
it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Of course, we want a withdrawal and a reestablishment 
of the cease fire. Bad as the situation was, we think it should be 
dealt with through peaceful means. 


QUESTION: What is the status of the U.N. force there? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Well, the U.N. force -- they passed -- (inaudible) -- 
the U.N. force. 


QUESTION: Were there any casualities? 
SECRETARY HAIG: We have had a report of two Norwegian casualties, and 


some initial resistance by the Norwegians to the Israeli penetration. 
But I don't have anything firm on that. 





QUESTION: Wounded, or killed? 
SECRETARY HAIG: We had two killed, two Norwegians. 
QUESTION: There's heavy fighting. Are the Israelss losing people? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, the Palestinians are claiming substantial 
losses, but I think we have to be very cautious about that. 


QUESTION: Could you amplify a little bit on -- 
SECRETARY HAIG: We not only lost an aircraft and a helicopter yester- 


day, there's a claim a second aircraft has been shot down, a second 
helicopter and a number of army vehicles. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


oF eae Pees ei Send Ct ae 


QUESTION: But they are losing people? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No. 


QUESTION: -- they are. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm sure they are, but I'm also sure tha* you have to 
be very careful of what one side claims about another. 
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QUESTION: Could you amplify a little bit on what happened when the 
Israelis encountered the ".N. force? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We don‘t have any details on that. 


QUESTION: One word -- 6,000 Palestinian terrorists, are they now by 
definition terrorism in the sense that you generally use it or the 
Pope had used it today? 


SECRETARY HAIG: There are many, many thousands of Palestinians in 
that area, something in the neighborhood of 400,000. 


But there are an estimated 6,000 organized personnel who -- however 
you care to describe it, one way or another -- have been involved in 
terrorist activities. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) the President's feeling about the response he 

> got from Prime Minister Begin -- (inaudible) his own letter from Prime 
Minister Begin. Could you treat it with some characterization or 

> sense of how -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I don't want to do that yet. I want to make our 
assessments on what we get from the meeting. 


QUESTION: Did you get any further correspondence between the 
President and the Prime Minister? 


' SECRETARY HAIG: The President informed Prime Minister Begin that he 
' was dispatching Habib to Israel and anticipated he would see him at 
/his earliest opportunity. 


' QUESTION: Was the response to that simply the Habib meeting, or has 
there been a personal response to the -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: We haven't had a personal response but that's 
underst.andabie@ because he saw Habib almost the moment he got back from 
_the northern sector. 
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” QUESTION: What. do they say? What. do you have planned” 





SECRETARY HAIG: They are aware that the Israeli have stated that they 
have no intention of engaging Syrian forces unless engaged by Syrian 
forces. We've passed that message to Damascus, as have others. 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible) disposition at this point to try to engage the 
Israelis, do they? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We have no hard evidence on it. We have some reports 
that there have been clashes. Those clashes could be because the 
Israeli forces moved suddenly on positions that the Syrian forces 
occupy. We have no signs of an escalation. We have also some signs 
of Syrian troop movements from Syrian into Lebanon. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


RaARAR 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
Londen, England 
June 8, 1982 


SECRETARY HAIG: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. It's 
delightful to be in a cool environment. I'm sure it will re- 
main that way throughout this conference. 


I first want to make a comment about the speech at the Royal 
Gallery which the Prime Minister described in her luncheon 
toast at No. 10 on the “long overdue seizing of the offensive 
for freedom -- on behalf of freedom." She also described it 
as a triumph. I personally share that view having been in the 
audience and witnessing first-hand this government and pre- 
vious government's reaction to it -- the representatives of 
previous governments. 


I think the basic thrust of it, as you know yourself, but it 
Suggests it is time the West took pride in and acted with 
respect to the fundamental values of Western democracy. The 
clear contrast between the failures of the East and the suc- 
cesses of the West need only to be carefully listed and wit- 
nessed around the world. 


Now, there were three -- perhaps you would consider -- four 
initiatives in the speech. The first, the study on democracy 
suggested by the President which is essentially a private ef- 
fort; the co-sponsored official and private sector conference 
on the electoral process involving the parties -- Corgress, 
bipartisan effort; and the conference on constituti’ nal govern- 
ment under the auspices of the Chief Justice as the primary 
principal involved and the American Enterprise Institute being 
a strong sponsoring agency. 


There was also reference made by the President to be willing 
to appear on Soviet television under the principle of 
reciprocity. That was an articulation by the President of a 
policy he approved some months ago that we would expect to 
receive in the Soviet meai. .d Soviet communications the same 
treatment that they have be. enjoying in the United States 
media. Now, I want you to understand, of course, the dif- 
ferences being that our media is totally private and totally 
independent. The President was not speaking in the context 


Far further inforrmation contact: 
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Now, I want to say a word about Lebanon because I know you're 
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of influencing the American private sector, but merely as 
an expression of official policy with respect to reciprocity. 


very concerned about that, as we all are. The Israeli mili- 
tary activity has continued overnight at a very quick pace. 
You'll recall I mentioned yesterday that Israeli forces along 
the coastal road had bypassed the city of Tyre, proceeded north. 
They are now north of Sidon and engaged at: the city of Damur. 
At the same time, the forces that were left back to reduce the 
Tyre garrison have seized a portion of the buildup area of 
Tyre. The seizure of Beaufort Castle has been announced 
earlier. Israeli forces have moved svcbstantially north of 
that. The seizure of Nabitiyeh has cccurred; and Israeli 
forces are on the southwest tip of the Bakaa Valley. 


- —— + —_— — + ° - 


There have been some important air clashes. Two Mig's were 
shot down over the Lebanon area today. One, and perhaps a 
second, Mig was shot down in an ambiguous area between the 
former Christian enclave and the northern border of Israel. . 


In general, the Israeli forces have progressed to a line that's 
some 24 miles into southern Lebanon, running on an east-west 
line from the Mediterranean to the eastern borders. 


With respect to the diplomatic activity, as I rentioned to 
you last night, we've been -- the meeting between Habib and 
Prime Minister Begin occurred yesterday. It went on for 
geveral hours. I had a telephonic report around dinner time 
last night. We have subsequently received a flash initial 
report and a more detailed report. 


I would describe these discussions with Prime Minister Begin 
as extensive and intially profitable. There will be further 
discussions this afternoon, Jerusalem time, around 5;00 p.n., 
give or take a few moments. We anxiously await Ambassador 
Habib's report on the second meeting. 


In the interim, as you know, we are fully supporting and seeking 
to implement through all diplomatic channels U.N. x2solution 
508, which calls for a ceasefire and the withdrawal of'Israeli 
forces from sovereign Lebanon territory -- Lebanese territory. 


Now, I think we can proceed to questions. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does it remain an objective of American 
policy to secure Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon? And if so, 

how far is the government willing to go in sanctions, arms 
embargo, or otherwise, to achieve that end? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, first I want to emphasize that again 
that we have -- ; 


QUESTION: What is the ques...  n? , 


SECRETARY HAIG: Are we seeking the withdrawal of Israeli 
forces from Lebanon, and how far are we prepared to go in the 
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area of sanctions to achieve that objective? The answer to the 
first part of the question is yes, of course, we have voted 

for the unanimously approved Resolution 508, which links in- 
timately a ceasefire and a withdrawal. They're tightly linked. 
And we have supported that and it is our objective. 


te Now, with respect to the second question -- the value judgments -- 
“= either culpability by one side or the other, which would jus- 

ee tify sanctions or punitive action or restrictive action, how- 
ever you care to refer it -- the answer to your question is: 
There's been no decision in that area. The President has made 


is it clear to all of us and to the American bureaucracy that he 

* feels very strongly that our first emphasis and priority must 

2 be to do all possible to bring about a termination of the 
bloodshed. 


Discussions are under way with Prime Minister Begin with 

that objective in mind. Until we see how these discussions 
proceed, it is our view that the kind of value judgments that 
your question infers should be deferred while we are making 
our assessments. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, following that, in thre meantime 
then, until you do make a decision, are U.S. arms shipments 
to Israel going forward? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I know of no action that has been taken to 
terminate any arms shipments. I think there's very little in 
the pipeline as of the moment. 


QUESTION: Are there any big, new shipments? Any aircraft 
due to be delivered soon? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Not that I'm aware of. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you had time to appraise the 
use by the Israelis of U.S. manufactured airplanes? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We are, of course, looking at this question 
and, obviously, the answer to your question is: Is the activity 
and the American-provided equipment in the context of justi- 
fiable self-defense? If it is, it is not in violation of the 
law. If it is considered not to be, then we have a obliga- 
tion to so notify the American Congress.that we consider 

Israel to be in violation, 


Now, we are involved, as I say, as first priority in our 
efforts to bring the bloodshed to a half, and I think you 
will all agree that that is the most important objective. 


QUESTION: What cloud are you using? You obviously are going 
to let them go ahead and let «nem use any materiel and obviously, 
they do seem to feel that they have a go at it so far. 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I don't take that as, in any way, a 
reflection of the American policy -- 
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QUESTION: What are you trying to do? 


SECRETARY HAIG: -- nor is it a reflection of the communica- 
tions and dialogue that have occurred associated with it. 


QUESTION: What are you using for clout to convince Begin? 


SECRETARY HAIG: What would you suggest, Ms. Thomas? 






QUESTION: I have no idea -- except that I don't understand 
how you are reaching at this. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't think that it is pertinent for 
us to air publicly what is being conducted in diplomatic 
channels by Ambassador Habib, who has a very difficult mission 
and thus far is conducting that mission with his usual skill. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, fourteen or fifteen months ago when 
the Israelis took out the Iraqi reactor, the U.S. promptly, 
within a couple of days, suspended the war plane supplies and 
that suspension was extended when they bombed Beirut. This 
action seems to be a much broader, much larger scale military 
action on the Israeli part. How come this time around the 
arms flow continues? 


wi ae NN Baad 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think, again, I would suggest to you that 
the fighting continues. There is considerable loss of life on 
both sides, and we are going to conduct our affairs in such a 
way that we are going to seek to terminate that tragic conse- 
quence of this while we make the judgments with respect 

to the incident itself, and I think that is the appropriate 
way to conduct our business. 


a 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if I could follow that up, pjease, 
if you are saying that you will defer judgment until later, is 
that meant as an implied threat in any way? And if it is -- 


+ 
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SECRETARY HAIG: -- certainly an answer to a question which is 
very urgent, very persistent and very appropriate. I under- 
stand the question. It is simply an answer to the question that 
was just put forward and should not be interpreted as -- We 
conduct our diplomacy, I hope -- it is not always true -- in 

the privacy that it should be conducted in. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, this is really a pursuit of the same 
question a different way. Have you heard anything more about 
the Israeli objective? You said 25 miles generally from 
Lebanon -- that is roughly 40 kilometers, and I wondered if 
there were a lot of discussions? 
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ake that as the first question. The second question would 
be is American policy in gear to what happens from that 
point forward? You may want to answer one and not the other. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I hope there will be further clarification 
on that subject this afternoon in the discussions with Prime 
Minister Begin, but I think you will recall that the Cabinet 
decision was associated with removing the threat to Northern 
Galilee from PLO arms -~- ‘artillery and rocket and terrorist 
attack-- to a depth of some 40 kilometers. Now having moved 
in that far does not necessarily suggest that that objective 
has been met. 


We on our part, as you know, have been seeking for an extended 
period to deal with the unsatisfactory and dangerous aspects 
of status quo in Southern Lebanon. We have sought to strenghen 
the central government. We have sought to beef up the so- 
called UNIFIL force with some success here this past June 

-- or this past summer. Those forces are now in place in some 
instances. A French batallion -- new batallion is in. We 

have been urging the UNIFIL contributors not to withdraw 

their forces. We recognize that UNIFIL itself is not suffi- 
ciently capable of providing the kind of buffer that is 
visualized in the Israeli objective. We are lcoking at that 
objective. We are looking at the unsatisfactory aspects of 
southern Lebanon and the need to create circumstances 
underwhich there will not be the conditions for future conflict 
in that region. Now, the primary objective of U.S. policy 

has been and will be even urgently pursued in the hours 

and days ahead to strengthen the central Government of 

Lebanon. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how is that to be done? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, there are many aspects. We would 

hope that there would be some lessening of Syrian presence. 
We would hope there would be a strengthening of the insti- 
tutions. As you know, there is an election comi~, in Lebanon 
this fall. We would hope it would include an enhancement of 
the military capabilities of sovereign government for the 
protection of their territory. 


QUESTION: Are you urging that the Syrians pull out some of 
their forces then? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, we have not done that yet. But we 

feel that that should be part of a comprehensive solution 
for the Lebanese question in the days ahead. We would 

hope that these tragic consequences that we are dealing with 
today will contribute in some way to a longer-term solutior 
which has escaped us since: r°neteen hundred and seventy-six. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is it your judgment that the 
situation in the Middle East will be more stable or less stable 
after the fighting ends? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I never would make an observation that the 
resort to armed force necessarily stabilizes a situation. 
It always unleashes unpredictable forces and consequences. 


QUESTION: Well, did the President -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: -- destabilizing step, and we would hope 
that it would be avoided where it car pe. That is not to 
deny the right of self-defense for any sovereign state. 

It must exercise that right just as Britain is exercising that 
right today in the Falklands, and we do support that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, two questions. 


You mentioned yesterday that there were some signs that the 
Syrian presence in Lebanon was increasing. I wondered whether 
or not you could be more concrete today, whether that is 
going on? 


And secondly, in talking about southern Lebanor, are you 
advocating that there be some kind of demiliterized zone in 
the whole band of 40 kilometers in southern Lebanon? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, it does not lend itself, Mr. Smith, 
to that kind of a simplistic observation. (Laughter.) 

No, no; it is a very, very important, serious question from 
an intelligent man, as all of you are. (Laughter.) You 
all are bright. 


QUESTION: That is a nice recovery, Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY HAIG: No; as you know, there are Palestinian 
elements. There are Christian Lebanese elements, a Christian 
Lebanese element that has been somewhat estrange? i-com the 
mainstream Christian elements farther north, the Maronites, 
and it has been very closely associated with Israel. So 
what I am saying is, I do not want to pop off a glibe 
generalized, disarmed zone of peace, if you will. It is 
not like the Sinai, for example, where the force conposition 
was much more amenable to that kind of a solution 


QUESTION: -- those areas enlarged? Let me be more specific -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, we have been in favor of that for 
an extended period. 


QUESTION: How far? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Too early *. say; too early to say. 
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QUESTION: What about Mrs. Kirkpatrick? If I may, do you 
agree with Mrs. Kirkpatrick's assessment -- 


QUESTION: But is the Syrian presence increasing? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No; I meant, I think I have a serious 
question from a very serious man. 


QUESTION: Is Syria increasing its presence? 
QUESTION: You did not answer his question. 


QUESTION: You did not angwer the Syrian question that he 
asked first. 


SECRETARY HAIG: All right. Let me answer the second 
part of his question, and then I will defer to you, Mr. 
Donaldson. 


We have been watching very carefully. Clearly, the aircraft 
that have been engaged are Syrian. Secondly, there have 
been reports of brief clashes with Syrian forces, but they 
have been so sporadic and so short-lived that cne would 

be wrong, I think, to draw a conclusion that there is a 
decision in Damascus to become engaged in the conflict thus 
far. There have been certain readiness steps observed with 
respect to the overall state of readiness of Syrian forces. 
That's understandable. And there have also been some movements 
-~ not of a substantial nature -- of forces toward the 
Lebanese border -- not of a substantial nature. 


Now, may I -- 


QUESTION: Now, on Mrs. Kirkpatrick, do you agree that over 

a period of time U.S. foreign policy has become inept and 

that some or many American diplomats are amateurs? The second 
part of the question is, if that is her feeling, hcw can 

she remain in this administration? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Mr. Donaldson, you know, I guess I'm 


going to have to leave you on the broad shoulders of the 


British Prime Minister who yesterday was asked the question 
along those similar lines and who said, "If that's 4ll 
I had to worry about, I'd feel like a pretty lucky person." 


QUESTION: But you and -- you're in direct relationship as 
members of this administration and the person is more 
appropriate to you, Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY HAIG: All I have seen is what you've seen. 

The press reporting of a spe.‘h given yesterday. I've 

learned enough to get the fz. s, to read the speech carefully, 
to talk to the principal, which I will do, and then we will 
find out -- 
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QUESTION: Have you read the speech? 
SECRETARY HAIG: I've only read the press reports of it. 


QUESTION: Well, can you just tell us how -- apart from 
Mrs. Kirkpatrick -- leave her aside -- put her aside. 
But can you just tell us whether you think U.S. foreign 
policy is inept and whether U.S. diplomats are amateurs? 
Surely you could answer the question outside any -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Do I think U.S. foreign policy is inept? 


QUESTION: Yes. 


SECRETARY HAIG: No more so than it has been two hundred 
and some years of American history. At times it is; at 
times it's not: at time it's even brillant; at times it's 
rather stupid. (Laughter.) It would be very hard -- 
that's when you ask me to label it. 


QUESTION: When do you think you'll be seeing her or talking 
to her? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't know, Helen. You know where I'm 
going from here. I'm going to Bonn -- 


QUESTION: Do“you not ever talk to here directly on the 
phone anymore yourself? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Why, I think she's said, and it is true, 
that the day before we left on this trip I spoke to her twice. 


QUESTION: Why did the American State Department depart 
from the provision said so clearly and brilliantly by your 
predecessor, Martin Van Buren, on the 10th of February 
1831, right, that he stated that the Argentine has no claim 
whatsoever in any respect for the Falkland Islands; then 
why do you say that you haven't taken a position %f sover- 
eignty when Mr. Van Buren became President -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: That's a very important question. Let 
me tell you that departure was made many administracvions 
ago. It was not made by this administration. We werely 
have not changed what has been a long-standing, impartial 
position on the question. 


As you know, there are other governments whe ‘.ave taken 

the other view, like France that has long m ‘itained the 
sovereignty belongs to Argentina. We have taken an impartial 
view where several administrations back -- not quite as 

far back as your memory will recall. 


QUESTION: Van Buren was n.. impartial when he said that 
Argentina had no claims to the Falklands. 


‘ 
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SECRETARY HAIG: What we have claimed is Argentina has no right 
to invade the Falklands with armed force, and we are opposed 

to that action and we have supported Britain's contention of that 
action. And we continue to. 


QUESTION: Mrs. Kirkpatrick said yesterday that American -- at 
the United Nations have been reduced form a state of influence 
to a state of impotence because of the dilly-dallying of three 
administrations. Would you care to comment on that, sir? 


SECRETARY HAIG: You know, I've just been through this. I'm not 
going to comment until I've been over the speech, discussed it 
with the author, know what intent was involved. It's just that -- 
it serves no -- why is it on times of important events that all 
this gets so much attention? 


QUESTION: Why did she do it during this point of time? Why 
did she do it in this context? 


QUESTION: She works for you, doesn't she -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not totally. (Laughter) Now make a big deal 
out of that one. 


QUESTION: May I change the subject? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Please do. Please do. We're going to have 
a good question now. 


QUESTION: Reflecting on what you said so far about 508 and 
Lebanon, the attitude on 502 and the Falklands of the United 
States Government has been that the three requirements are to 
form a whcle -- that is a cessation and withdrawal. Can I 
conclude from what you said about 508 and your view of it that 
in this case the first objective is a ceasefire in itself? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, we see ceasefire and withdr=vai very closely 
linked and that was the intent of the drafters of 505. Now, 
unlike the Falkland Resolution, it does not include a political 
solution as another integral part of that resolution. I think 
that was a problem of contemporary drafting and the various 

views at the time and the desire to get an early resclution 

out. I would have been happy had it meant a negctiuted solu- 
tion as well. 


The problem with that in Lebanon is one of the earlier questions 
we talked about -- the complexity, the multiplicity of interests, 
and the number of powers involved in Lebanon proper today. 


QUESTION: Then is Ambassade~ Habib not willing to talk at the 
moment? I had the impressiv.. that the very first objective 
was to just see if you coulc et the fighting stopped, and that 
for the moment, at least, you'd be satisfied to stop the 
fighting and then talk withdrawal. Is that not so? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, that's not the intent of the U.N. Resolution. 
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QUESTION: Could you repeat the question -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question is: Is there a difference 
between the obligations for a ceasefire in U.N. Resolution 508 
and the obligations for Israeli withdrawal and the answer is 
no. They were considered to be by the drafters, as I under- 
stand it, to be linked. 


QUESTION: Does Britain have America's full support for a 
policy which isolates Argentina from any future role on the 
islands, and would the United States participate in any peace- 
keeping group set up on that basis tc ensure the security? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think the U.S. position has been stated 
repeatedly on this. We have not taken a substantive judgment 

on the overall status, and I'm talking to the long term sovereign- 
ty question. We've avoided becoming engaged in that. On the 
other hand, we fully support the actions of Great Britain to 
reject first use of force, to apply U.N. Resolution 52 and 

their right to protect their view of sovereign territory, 
recognizing what it is and has been for an extended period un- 

der dispute. What was the second question? 
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QUESTION: Would the United States participate in any peace- 
keeping group? 


ewe aie 


SECRETARY HAIG: That would depend very much on the conditions 
of such a peacekeeping force, its mandate, its tenure, and the 
political framework under which it would be put forward. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what if the Free Union forces in Poland 
take up the President's challenge and try to change the system 
there? What are we prepared to do to help them? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Boy! (Laughter) Now, I think -- 
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QUESTION: -- you know -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, I hope you didn't read the President's 

j speech 4s a call for that. I don't anticipate that occurring. 
It's one of those theoretical questions for which an answer is 
always a disaster. (Laughter) 


The events never unfold the way the question was »o.ed. And 
then you wish you hadn't popped off. 


QUESTION: But you were saying that that's not the President's 
intention. You said I hope -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: It's time freecome takes the offensive. I 

think what the President war saying is that for too long meny 

in the West who enjoy the be. fits of freedom and democratic 
‘process have been somewhat i. °e critical of our own shortcomings -- 
and there are, of course, many -- than we have been of the moi? 
onerous aspects of the totalitarian system. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, isn't the implication of that question 
what was suggested by the speech? It seemed to me that the 
President was, in fact, calling for this to happen, and now you 
suggest that that would be improper reading of the speech. 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I certainly didn't hear any of that in 
the speech. I heard a certain degree of suggestions that we 
do not have to be self-conscious about the precious freedoms 
that we enjoy today and that we should be prepared to espouse 
those freedoms and try to spread them. 


Now, when you draw lines of the kind of particular question 
you've asked about, I think you know as well as I do, that no 
rational, responsible official is going to stand up here and 
suggest that we are seeking bloodshed in Poland. That is not 
the case. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there is a report out of Beirut that 
Yassar Arafat has appealed to a number of countries, but parti- 
cularly the Soviet Union, to shoulder their responsibility and 
come to the aid of the Palestinians. What will be the 

attitude of the United States Government if the Soviet Union 
should, in fact, take up that challenge? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We would view such a step with great, great 
concern. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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QUESTION: Tell us about Habib. 
QUESTION: They don't want to withdraw, do they? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Habib had ancther lengthy discussior 

last evening with Begin. They are now talking about cir- 
cumstances which might be associated with an implementation 
of UN Resolution 508. He has proceeded to Damascus where 
he is now to see if some framework can be arrived at 

to have an immediate cease-fire. 
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Following those discussions the President will instruct 
Ambassador Habib what his next step should be. As you 
know there was a UN resolution last evening that was 
vetoed on the basis of its lack of balance. 


The military operations continue -- some signs of clashes 
with Syrian forces but none of which reflected any evidence 
of intent on either side for conflict. 
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QUESTION: -=- evidence of intent on either side? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Of intent on either side or an ~xpanded 
conflict between Israel and Syria. 


QUESTION: Is the manner -- when you talk about the cir- 
cumstances which might favor implementation of the UN 
Resolution 508, are you talking about a beefed-up UNI?FIL 
force there? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It is far too early to say. As you know, 
the UNIFIL forces are still in place. We have been in 
touch with the contributing states to ask them to stay 

in place. I was on the phone last night with Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick and with Secreta~y General De Cuellar to discuss 


the situation. 


For further triformation contact. 
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We will stay in close touch in the hours ahead. 


QUESTION: Will Habib talk about a Syrian withdrawal -- 
you know, with the Syrian? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I don't think so. I think the main 
problem here again is to put an end to the bloodshed as 
guickly as possible. 


QUESTION: Part of the question was the Israeli withdrawal. 
That was a matter of disptte when they would withdraw. 
What does he mean by that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: What do you mean a matter of dispute? 
QUESTION: That's what I'm asking you. 


QUESTION: He said that's one of the points in dispute 
is how long the Israelis -- 


QUESTION: One of the points of dispute is when will 
Israel withdraw. 


QUESTION: -- how far they will go in Lebanon. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, how far they will go -- they 

have gone well beyond the 40 kilometer projection from the 
Cabinet statement. That, of course, has been raised with 
Begin and our concern with respect to it. 


QUESTION: What did he say about it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think it serves any purpose to 
discuss it. 


QUESTION: You've cited nis Cabinet declaration, sir, as 

to how far they were going and the purpose of their mission. 
And they clearly are going beyond that, that they didn't 
mean it. 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I don't think that's necessarily the 
case. You might describe those forward movements as tactical 
and not necessarily strategic. 


QUESTION: Do you have any idea at all, Mr. Secretary, how 
long they intend to remain -- whether this is a tactical 
or could there be a -- 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No, I think one might refer to the Cabinet's 
statement which said that they want to eliminate the 

threats which they allege comes from PLO rockets, artillery, 
and infiltration, and that means clearly the timing of 
withdrawal is going to be a difficult issue from the Israeli 
point of view. 


QUESTION: You've told us that we want an immediate withdrawal. 


SECRETARY HAIG: We have supported UN Resolution 508 
which links the cessation of hostilities to the withdrawal 
of Israeli forces. 


QUESTION: Have they accepted the principle of withdrawal 
that they will, under certain circumstances -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: They accepted that in their original 
statment when they said they have no intent to hold or 

seize Lebanese sovereign territory and to return to the 
international borders. The question is what conditions 

will be applied by Israel -- whether they will be acceptabic 


to the United States or to the international community 
and whether appropriate conditions can be put together quickly. 


QUESTION: Do you have any comment on the London Times 
front page story that Mrs. Thatcher is afraid that we would 
not contribute forces to a peacekeeping force for the 
Falklands? There's a front-page London Times story today -- 








SECRETARY HAIG: No, I addressed that issue yesterday, 
you'll recall. I said that it's premature to make a 
judgment until we know what the conditions for such a con- 
tribution would be, its length of tenure, and ifs political 
mandate above all. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


eee 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 


I'd like to touch first upon the President's speech in the 
Bundestag. As you know, it was interrupted some 21 times 
for applause, and I think it was the first opportunity that 
the members of the German Legislature and Executive Branch, 
who were there, had an opportunity to really see President 
Reagan. 


The President's speech was designed to speak frankly as a 
friend and as an ally to the German people. He made an 
effort, and I think a successful effort, to be tuned to their 
concerns which are themselves a product of their unique 
geographic and historic status. 


What he emphasized first was an unshakable United States 
commitment to the security of Germany and the German people. 
He stated unequivocally his intention to maintain at least 
current levels of U.S. forces in Western Europe. As you 
know, there has been worrisome speculation emanating from a 
number of sources in the United States which have raised the 
spector of unilateralism and even the prospect of possible 
drawdown on U.S. military presence here in Europe. 


The President rejected such proposals categorical)v in his 
speech today. I think he reflected a special awareness of 
Germany as a divided nation with split families in the legacy 
of the post Worid War II settlements. 


He also reflected the corresponding recognition of he 
desirability of a constructive dialogue with the East. Now, 
at the same time, while reflecting those sensitivities, the 
President informed them clearly of important aspects of 
American thinking on European security. He emphasized that 

a dialogue and arms control with the East can only proceed on 
a sound foundation of adequate defense. 


In the nuclear area, he reaffirmed unequivocally the two 
track decision of Decembex 9 and emphasized its criticality -- 


QUESTION: Criticality? 
SECRETARY HAIG: -- its criticality. 


QUESTION: Oh. 


For further information contact: 
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QUESTION: It's a new word -- (laughter. ) 
QUESTION: Can you tell -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: And I know Eisenhower used that word. 
(Laughter). He emphasized the importance of the two track 
decision as an underpinning for our hopes to achieve the 
zero option; the total elimination of the intermediate- 
range nuclear threat to Western Europe, just as he 
emphasized that the U.S. American strategic modernization 
program provides the credible underpinning for our 
aspirations in the reduction of the level of strategic 
nuclear weapons. 


In the conventional area, the President emphasized that 

the only realistic way to reduce the risk of nuclear 

war is to maintain a strong conventional deterrant and he pointed 
out the best way to prevent nuclear war is to prevent war of 

any kind, and that we must maintain our force structure here 

in Western Europe with a balanced appreciation for the 

essence of Western deterrence. 


There will be of course more on this subject in the next day 
and a half at the NATO summit. The President put forth a 
new allied proposal for MFBR calling for a ceiling of 700,000 
ground forces and a combined ceiling of 9,000 naval, air, and 
ground -- 


QUESTION: No, 900,000. 


SECRETARY HAIG: 900,000, you are absolutely right. That is 
almost as bad as "criticality." All forces, an aggregate ceiling 


of 900,000. 


Now, on November 18th, when the President gave his so-called zero 
options speech, he committed himself and his administration 

in the period ahead to initiatives seeking real reductions in 

the intermediate range missile area, in the strategic nuclear 
area as well as in the conventional area. He has now completely 
laid out specific proposals in all three. 


I think it is clearly time for the West at large to recognize 
that we need not be self-consious or defensive-m'nded about 
propaganda on slots from the East that has yet to put forward 
meaningful proposals for substantial reductions in either or any 
of the three areas outlined. 


So I think the President has established a firm platform for the 
months and years ahead which clearly labels the American contri- 
bution to the East-West relationship as one focused on peace and 
Stability. 


The unifying element of -i' of what has been done is the call for 
Significant verifiable reductions to equal levels as the .eans 
of enhancing strategic stability. We have seen thus far that 
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Versailles, the emphasis was on solidarity and achieving 
economic growth. London, solidarity and an appreciation of 
the basic values which we share in common. And at NATO 
tomorrow, aS we saw today in the Bundestag speech, solidarity 
and unity built on strength while simultaneously seeking a new 
level of restraint and responsibility on the part of the 
Soviet Union in a broad offensive for reductions in levels of 
armaments, nuclear and conventional. 


There were two bilaterals today, as you know -- a bilateral with 
President Carstens of the Federal Republic and a bilateral with 
Chancellor Schmidt. The discussions with President Carstens I 
think emphasized primarily the historic friendship between the 
American and the German peoples, the need for us to work actively 
in maintaining this level of friendship. There were of course 
discussions about East-West relations as well, and disarmament. 


The lengthier discussion with Chancellor Schmidt focused 
primarily on East-West relationships in the economic, military 
and diplomatic spheres. I think there was an invaluable 
discussion between the two men which in its philosophic depth 
exceeded any that I've heard between the two leaders thus far. 
Both are clearly very concerned that Americans and Germans 
understand one another and the concerns that each have in the 
broad security area. 


The Chancellor, of course, emphasized that -- as the President 
mentioned in his speech, that West Germany today is the host 
for some six nations. It maintains a level of armed forces 
that is in its own right of some 495,000 well-trained, well- 
equipped. The Chancellor is, of course, sensitive to the fact 
that conscription provides not only a force in being but a 
constant refurbishment of a reserve structure well-trained and 
and immediately available in time of crises. President Reagan 
pointed out that while the United States still deals with a 
volunteer structure, it iS an increasingly professional one 
and it iS accompanied by increasing emphasis on the 
strengthening of the National Guard and American Reserve, 
which offers parallel assets of citizen soldiery in time of 
crisis. 


I believe both leaders reflected a keen sensitivity to the need 
to convince the Soviet Union at a time of change -- leacership 
change, on the eve ot it, that there is nothing to fear from 
the West, but the West remains united and determi’ ed to con- 
front illegal violations of international law with respect 

to historic change. 


I'll say a brief word about Lebanon. It's clear that over the 
last 24 hours, the intensity of fighting has continued at a 
heavy pace. One might say the situation has worsened. Last 
night the United States vetoed a U.N. resolution, feeling that 
it lacked the necessary balance that the preceding resolutions 
that we had supported -- “3 and 509 -- offered. 


We believe, and continue to believe, the major emphasis muct 
be on the achievement of the termination of bloodshed, the 
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of violence, and to restore full international respect for the 
sovereignty and territorial integrity of Lebanon at its recog- 
nized international borders. 


The military action today was heavy in the Bekaa Valley where 
there was apparently a substantial air engagement. There may 
have been missile activity as well associated with the air 





= engagement. There continue to be reports of the westward 
+ movement of Syrian armed forces. 
rs Ambassador Habib, at the direction of the President, following 
‘ his extensive discussions with Prime Minister Begin, proceeded 
this morning to Damascus in the further effort to halt the 


2 cycle of violence. 
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I think that's the essence of today's -- 
QUESTION: Has Habib seen President Assad yet? 


SECRETARY HAIG: He has been in touch, I believe, with the 
Prime Minister, and I don't know that he's seen Assad yet. 


QUESTION: My missile activity, do you mean missiles fired +t 
aircraft, or do you mean also an aircraft destroying missiles 
on the ground? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would say ground to air. 


QUESTION: The reported clashes between the Israelis and the 
Syrians reached the point where you are concerned about the 
involvement -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: We've been very concerned about this from 

the outset and I think you know that I have reiterated that 
here. I would say it looks somewhat more ominous in that 
regard after the last 24 hours than it did at the time of yes- 
terday evening's report. But it still does not contain evi- 
dence of a clear intent on either side to engage one another 
in a substantial way. » 
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QUESTION: What is our understanding of the Israeli intention, 
how long do they plan to stay in Lebanon; what is their 
objective; and when are they going to withdraw, if they are 
going to withdraw? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well feel that Israel has largely achieved 
the objectives that it has set for itself, at least in the 
initial exposition of those objectives in terms of geographic 
penetration and it has, in fact, substantially exceeded them. 


The question of duration, of course, is directly related to 
the other objective -- that Israel put forth at the time 

of its decision. And I woild recall for you, that decision 
was justified by the Isra_'i Government in the wake of heavy 
artillery and rocket firing into the Galilee area. And thet 
objective, so stated by the Government of Israel, is to 
eliminate that threat. 
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I think it would be hard to say at this juncture, despite the 
speed and apparently devastating character of the Israeli 
penetration that that objective is yet achieved. 


QUESTION: Do you see the kind of protracted negotiations 
iain ahead in obtaining Israel's withdraw from this territory 
= that has characterized other negotiations? 


iS SECRETARY HAIG: You mean the '78 incursion? That was not too 
4 protracted, you'll recall. It moved rather rapidly. We would 
hope that this would move very speedily and result in the with- 
drawal of Israeli forces and a reestablishment of the cease- 
fire and that's what we're working to do. 


4 QUESTION: How can it move speedily, Mr. Secretary, unless 
the United Nations or the United States or somebody is beefing 
up the peacekeeping force there so that the Israeli security 
concerns will be met? Is anything going on in that area? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, of course. There is all kinds of diplo- 
Matic activity associated with potential solutions to this 
problem, but it serves no useful purpose to air them publicly. 
In fact, it may put progress in jeopardy so T -- 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you explain why the 7,000 UNIFIL 
troops were not an important military factor in this situation? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think I can do anymore than cite 
for you previous history in that area. Clearly, their own 
political instructions at the time they were put in place 
could be questioned. 


QUESTION: In other words, were they instructed to avoid con- 
tact with the Israelis? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No, but I think if you go back and look 

at the mandate of the UNIFIL force in southern L*banon, you'll 
see that it left a great deal to be desired and that is, unfor- 
tunately, the part of developing an international consensus. 

I hope we've all learned from it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, without spelling out hcw much a 
force could be changed in the future, what other ideas do 
you have in general that could be put in place that could 
stop this kind of thing of coming back on it year after year? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Again, I would refer you to the speech I gave 

in Chicago when I highlighted the fact that this is one of 

three critical areas oi tension and perhaps the most immediate -- 
as a threat to peace. And I talked about the overall ne:2d to 
strengthen the central yuo... rnment of Lebanon -- to enhance 

its capability to provide +2curity for its own territories; 

to reduce the level of foreign involvement in Lebanon and .» 
provide an interim assured security force through both 
geographic buffer and physical presence. In that context, 

one might conceive of a number of possibilities -- the EMFO 
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approach, a United Nations approach, a combination of both, 
perhaps, with a strengthened central government military 
capability. 


As you know, the Christian elements in the south under Major 
Haddad are not an inconsequential force. They might in 
some way be included. 


All of these things are under intense review through diplo- 

matic channels, and, as I say, I prefer to avoid laying out 

any format other than to assure you that intense activity is 
underway with respect to all. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in terms of foreign forces, would it 
be helpful if the Syrian troops were out of Lebanon as well? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it would be helpful if they substantially 
modified their current disposition. 


QUESTION: Do you plan to go to the Middle East yourself? 
SECRETARY HAIG: Not at this time. Not at this time. 
QUESTION: Not at this time -- do you mean to play with days? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don't want to suggest never, and I don't want 
to suggest that I'm on the verge of it. 


QUESTION: But I mean in the context of this crisis? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think not at this time is an appropriate 
response. 


QUESTION: Is Begin's visit to Washington going through on 
schedule? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, it is thus far, and, of course, events 
could change -- events could intervene. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, why is it if the Israelis are -- 

have these limitei objectives that they stated, and if the Syrian 
armies and the Israeli forces were avoiding each other which 

they seemed to he earlier in the week, whyis it that the Israelis 
in: your view atticked the missile sites today? Cculd you give 
us some readout on that? Are they trying to ¢nguge the Syrian 
army -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I think there was an infusion of addi- 
tional Syrian missiles into the Bekaa Valley, a rather sub- 
Stantial number in the last 48 hours. 


QUESTION: Did the Israel‘: attack the missile sites? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We have sc .e evidence of that, but I cannot 
confirm it. And [ assume that you have something harder -- 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the United States has contributed to 
the peacekeeping force in the Sinai, can you imagine circum- 
stances under which it would contribute troops to UNIFIL? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's too early to say. I think it's 

not too different than the response I would give to the Falk- 

land peacekeeping role. It would depend fundamentally upon the : 
mission, the composition of the force, the political mandate “ 
under which suthan American contribution might evolve. It 

isn't something that I think we're leaning heavily in the direc- 

tion of at all. But we are gravely concerned about a return to 

Stability in Lebanon. And that is going to require more than 

just a return to status quo ante. After all, we've been living 

for a number of years with a fragile arrangement which clearly 

over time was going to break down. It's unfortunate that it 

did before we were able to deal with more profound, long-term 

elements of instability. 


QUESTION: Does the U.S. support Israel's objective? 


SECRETARY HAIG: ‘The United States voted in favor of U.N. 
Resolution 508 which called for the cessation of hostilities 
and the withdrawal of Israeli forces from Lebanon. Now, I 

think that would suggest in no way was there either collusion or 
a foreknowledge or support. 


QUESTION: Well, then is it fair to say we disagree with what 
they are doing? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's fair to say that we have 
supported a U.N. Resolution which asks for their early withdrawal 
from southern Lebanon. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, related to that, are you beginning 
to have any doubts about the Israeli objective as stated by 
Israel? That in Light of the military activities, they may 
have another objective in mind. 


SECRETARY HAIG: We would look at that in two ays. The first 
is that they have moved very rapidly and one could consider 
very clearly tactical expansions on original objectives for 
tactical purposes. The other way you would look at it is 

the possibility of Syrian engagement in which clearly there 
would be a change. 


QUESTION: What do you mean? 
QUESTION: Could you be a little more precise about -- 


QUESTION: What do you mean by that -- there could be a change 
in what? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The questi »n was do we see a change in the 
Originally stated objective. of the Government of Israel? You 
remember the 40 kilometers, the assurance of no vulnerabilit, 
from PLO attack within that zone. They have gone beyond that 
zone. And the question was, “Under what circumstances -- or 
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would you foresee a change in their basic objectives?" My 
answer to that is we could look at it from two points of 

view. Perhaps these are tactical extentions of the basic 
objectives which have not modified and which will be adhered 
to. We could look at it from the other point of view and that 
is that Syrian forces become engaged. If Syrian forces become 
engaged, then clearly there's a whole new character to the 
nature of this conflict. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does the Israeli advance beyond its 
stated objective make it more likely that the Syrian forces 


will become engaged? And does it make Mr. Habib's mission 
any more difficult or -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think in both cases the answer is clearly 
yes. 


QUESTION: Does it make it necessary at this point that they 
have gone beyond their original objectives for the United States 
to begin making that value judgment about their role and their 
use of these -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: That is a process that has been underway 
from the outset of our assessments and our diylomatic activity. 


QUESTION: Well, wk .. is your current assessment? 
SECRETARY HAIG: Not to be divulged. 
QUESTION: What was your answer to that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I am not going to add any more to what I 
Said earlier. 


QUESTION: Yesterday you said the Habib talks with Begin were 
initially profitable. Do you still feel that way? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. 

QUESTION: And in what manner would it be profitable? 
SECRETARY HAIG: We have a much better grasp of the chinking 
of the Israeli Government, its purposes and its objectives 
and its own motivations and requirements that h.ve to be met 
as we looked -- 


QUESTION: You said one more question on the speech. 


SECRETARY HAIG: If it is on the speech I will take it. 


QUESTION: All right. Yov said that one of the messages in 
today's speech to the Soviet Union is, there is nothing to 
fear from the West. Does ti.ut square with what the President 
yesterday seemed to be saying in that he wanted to rally the 
democracies to assign Marxism-Leninism to the ash heap of 
history? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No, I don't think that in any way -- that is 
an exposition in philosophic terms of values, not operative 
aspects of Western policy. I think we would all like to see 

a moderation in the overall activity of the East, and the 
Soviet Union in particular. I think what the President wanted 
to make clear is that there is an opportunity for rapproche- 
ment based not on verbal commitment but rather measurable 

acts and he would hope that in the period ahead measurable acts 
would be taken by the Soviet leaders and we will respond 
rapidly to recognize and they will enjoy the benefits of that. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I would 
describe this as a historic day for the NATO Alliance due pri- 
macily, but not exclusively to Spain's formal entry into NATO. 
{t is a step of vital importance to both the Alliance and to 
Spain. The entry of Spain is a clear demonstration of the con- 
tinuing appeal and vitality of the Alliance of some 33 years" life 
span. 

This Summit meeting and the documents that were 
adopted by the meeting today also demonstrated that NATO repre- 
sents Western values at their very best. I'm par-icularly 
pleased with the Communique and associated documents that were 
celeased on arms control and the strengthening of our conventional 
defenses. They ceflect a year of very solid work within the frame- 
work of the 7Alliance on a number of key areas and, I think, it 
was appropriate that they should be all of the considerations 
contained in those documents, and I would urge you to study them 
carefully -- are a keen reflection of the views of the United States 
Government as well as a manifestation of a solid consensus within 
the framework of the Alliance itself. 


I think we have here a framework for the decade of 
the Eighties which has been established, which is both contemporary 
in its recognition of needs in the area of balanced defenses 
for the Alliance; the need for acms control and the integration 

of political, economic and security assets of the Western 

world io elicit what we hope will be a era of rcestraint 
and cesponsibility on the part of the Soviet Union under a 
framework which is coordinated, integrated and fully accepted 
by all member states. I think that is extremely important. 
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I want to say a word about the Summit declaration itself 
which senas the strongest message in memory to the Soviet 
Union -- certainly in cecent memory. It clearly contrasted 
how NATO is fundamentally different from the Warsaw Pact. 
Ouc Alliance is an open partnership based on consensus and 
democracy. Its diversity is also its strength. The Warsaw 
Pact is a strained association, a forced marriage dominated 
by a single government. It is unresponsive in many ways 
to the needs of the peoples that it is designed to protect. 
It is the afcaid of freedom, wary of diversity. The West 
has again called on the USSR to show cestrcaint and rcesponsi- 
bility in its behavior, and that's a clear message and signal 
throughout the Communique. 
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The statement on defense which we consider to be 
especially significant and important reaffirms NATO's strategy 
at a time when it has become fashionable to question 
something that has kept and preserve the peace in Westecn 
Eucope and, indeed, in the East-West sense, for the 33 years 
life span of the Alliance itself. It reflects top level 
agreement on the needs to improve NATO's conventional defense 
posture including the rapid deployment and reserve forces. 

It emphasizes full employment of emerging technologies; a need 
to protect ouc Western technological advantage. You'll 

cecall that that sucfaced earliec in both Ottawa and subsequent 
NATO Ministerial meetings. 


It emphasized the importance of growing cooperation by the 
allies to ensure security and stability in critical cegions 
elsewhere in the world. And here again, it was anathema some’ 
years ago to speak an Alliance parlance of anything. Outside this 
stcict geographic confines of the Alliance itself, we have now 
developed a consensus of agreement that, like it oc nct, the 
Alliance is increasingly influenced by events outside of the 
geographic confines of the Alliance and therefore those nations 
with essential interest must coordinate and consult together in 
dealing with them, not within the Alliance framework but as a fra- 
mewock foc watching briefs and continuous exchange of infor- 
mation. 


Thece is also a very important statement on acms 
control. It makes absolutely clearc that it is the Western 
Alliance which has the ideas and the initiatives in seeking 
a diaiogue with the East in this very important area. The 
document itself strongly endorcses the major aspects of 
President Reagan's Own peace program. It supports U.S. 
objectives in START and the U.S. approach to the Geneva negotia- 
tions on Intermediate Range Nuclear Forces based on the 
Decembec '79 decision. It announces Western ceadiness to 
envigorcate the Vienna negotiations on Mutual Balance Forced 
Reductions, now in theic ninth yeac. Through a new approach 
aimed at lower and more equal force levels in Central Europe 
-- 790,000 pec ground; 900 for the aggregate ground sea and air. 
And, it signals a strong Western interest in the 
possibilities for a constructive dialogue offered by the 
United Nations Special Session on Disarmament and other 
acms control fora. 


As important as these Western initiatives, as important 
as they ace, the appeal that NATO has made today, once again, 
to the Soviet Union to match it's professions of peaceful 
intentions with actions leading to results, I think is a 








"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





— 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


~e 


-3- No. 197 


very important theme in the overall deliberations. As the 
Danish Prime Minister said today, "the search light is now on 
Moscow." 


I think for many of us, the highlight of the Summit which 
was a very well prepared Summit and therefore permitted the Heads 
of State and Government ‘o make their cwn separate interventions 
without a great deal of what I call “heated dispute" about 
cemaining controversies and that says something for the quality 
of the preparations that were made. It was President Reagan's 
intervention at the conclusion this afternoon, it was an adlibed, 
if you will, or unstructured personal intervention that ran about 
ten minutes, I would say, give or take -- and, it clearly sun- 
marized the President's own view on East-West relations. It was 
both powerful as it was extemporaneous (laughter), it reinterated 
in clear terms the President's willingness to have a genuine 
dialogue with the Soviets but one based on Soviet restraint. 


It talked about the experiences we had in the aecade of the 
70's with the 1970 interpretation of detente, a formula to which 
we witnessed increasing Soviet interventionisms worldwide: in 
Afcica, the Middle East -- the Yemens, Afghanistan, Southeast 
Asia, and once again in this Westecn Hemisphere. You will note 
the language in the Communique cefers to something different than 
the classic 1970 version. It cefers to genuine detente. In 
other words, there is no abandoment of the principal of dialogue 
and the desire to ceach agreements and the meeting of the mind 
with the Soviet Union, but to do so not with words but by a con- 
tinuous assessment of actions with a heavy emphasis on recipro- 
city. 


I think the President's intervention he ceferred to the 
situation in Hungary, Czecholovakia, and Poland. He painted clearly 
a pictuce of hope for the future by emphasizing the demographic 
assests available to the Western world if properly intergrated 
and occhestrcated. He referred to those in political terms, our 
essential democratic values, in economic tecms, the vast 
supeciocity of Westecn industrialized societies, and, of course, 
the security assests of the collection of Alliance members all 
intergrated. 


I think the President drew the conclusion, as many of us 
have, that if we abandon the self-consciousness o* the recent 
decade, the sense of inadequency or pechaps even inevitability, 
and apprised with full frankness and openness what we have 
going for us, and apply those assets intelligently, moderately, 
but with vision and steadiness of purpose, that there is 
indeed hope. The President ceferred to his communication with 
Mc. Bcezhnev at the time that he was convalescing from his wound, 
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how he suggested to Mr. Brezhnev that if the governments 
themselves could step aside and that the peoples could com- 
municate each others wishes, aspirations, and desires that 
cleacly a new world structuce for peace and stability would be 

an inevitable outcome. And he decried the continual manipulation 


a of the wishes and desires of the people by insensitive govern- 
4 ment. 


% Now, all in all, as I would like to emphasize that I per- 
sonally feel extremely pleased with the outcome of this Summit 
meeting. I suppose it's because of my own NATO background; 

° understandable. As I say, it reflects a year of solid positive 
work and progress in consensus building. It confirms that the 
Alliance is itself not only alive and healthy but that it has 
never been better. 


Now, there were other meetings today on the margin. There 
: were discussions about the Middle East. There was a registration 
of support for Great Britain's actions in the Falklands. The 
President had bilaterals with the Prime Ministec of Spain, with 
the Prime Ministerc of Greece, and he met at the conclusion c* the 
Summit with Foreign Minister Saud of Saudi Arabia. 
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I now welcome your questions. 


QUESTION: Can you tell us anything about the communications you 
ceceived from the Saudis today? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. The Foreign Ministers visit was one 
cequested about two or three days ago in the wake of the Lebanon 
ccisis. 


QUESTION: Who cequested it? 


= ee Ur lhe aera OCUm 


SECRETARY HAIG: The Saudi Government. His Highness brought 

an ocal communication from King Khalid, which was essentially a 
cegistration of serious concerns about the continued deteriora- 
tion of the situation in Lebanon and the long-term consequences 
of this. 


QUESTION: Mc. Secretary did he give any examples of possible con- 
sequences as it went on? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. This was an exchange of views between friendly govercn- 
ments, two leaders who have enjoyed an unusually cordial and 

frank celationship ovec the span of President Reagan's incum- 

bency. 


QUFSTION: What progress, if any, towacd achieving a cease- 
fice, Mc. Seccetacy? Has there been any progress? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I would be remiss where I to suggest there had 
been no progress. There have been detailed discussions in 
Damascus and in Jerusalem. Those discussions continue but it's 
clear that the advance of the Israeli military forces has become 
extensive. They are on the outskirts of Beirut on the west and 
<. well into the Bekaa Valley in the east. There have been heavy 
a clashes in the Bekaa Valley in the air today. The Israeli 
4 Govercnment has mobilized its 880th armored division, moving it 
| nocth. There are some additional indications of increased Syrian 
i ceadiness, movement of missile units. 8 Migs have been claimed 
4 today in the conflict. As you know last night the Israeli 
Government claimed to have knocked out all the missiles in Bekaa 


Valley. 








QUESTION: You sound like you're describing a movement toward a 
genecal war? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. I certainly don't think that and I don't 
describe it. But I do think that an operation as extensive as 
this of course always contains overtones that could result in an 
expansion uncontemplated orc unwanted. 
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QUESTION: Is there any sign Soviet resupply to Syria? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We have no evidence of it at this time but theic 
cesupply of Sycia has been cather steady over an extensive 
peciod. But we don't see any dramatic step-up that would be 
abnocmal yet. 


QUESTION: What was the President's reaction prior to Prince 
Saud's saying he would provide whatever war materiel Yassar 
Acafat needed to drive out the Israelis? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, that did not come up in any discussions 
that I sat in on and I think I heard it all. It may have been 
said to the press later but it was not said to the President. 
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QUESTION: Is the impatience of our government ycowing becuase 
Iscael is unwilling to agree to a ceasefire? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Is the impatience growing? Well, let me say this, we 
ace concerned. I was asked this morning to visit J- rusalem 

and I thought about it as I've assessed the various positions 

today and I think I would say that the discussions we had 

with the Israelis today have not evidence sufficient 

flexibility to make a visit worthwhile at this time. 


QUESTION: Mc. Secretary, this is a double but rcelat: > tion. 
What is youc ceaction to the Communique of the Ten Cc » darket 
Foceign Ministercs last night -- very strongly worded toward 
Iscael? And, what was the deliberation of the NATO Council with 
cegacd to the situation today? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, let me take your second question first. 
Clearly, there were a great number of expressions of concern 
acound the table about the situation in Lebanon. As you know, 
it's not the role of the Alliance to take a position on a crisis 
solely outside of its area. I talked about that a moment 
ago. On the other hand, the leadecs did enfrancise the Secre- 
tary General to express their concern and theirc hope that 
the bloodshed would soon be brought to a conclusion. And, 
I would say that was the unanimous sense of concern around 
the table, but it was not dealt with. 


«oda. aaah ' 


Now, the answerc to the first part of your question, of 
coucse, the Ten have a cight to do what they want within the con- 
finds of that fora. We are not members and it wouldn't be 
appropriate foc me to indulge in any value judgments. 


Foreign 
a 


QUESTION: What was the nature of President Brezhnes's message 
to the Pcesident? What was its tone? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think it was a frank expression of Soviet 
concecn about the widening militacy conflict in Lebanon. 


QUESTION: Did it indicate any Soveit action? 

SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not going to go into any jetail. I think it is 
vecy inappropriate to do that in diplomatic communication, 

Other than to give you genecal flavor. - 

QUESTION: Who ‘aitiated the exchange? Who fircst contacted whom? 
SECRETARY HAIG: The Soviet Union. 


QUESTION: What there an exchange, or just one letter from 
Bcezhnev? What was the response? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: The President always responds to the correspondence. 
He did. 
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QUESTION: Could you clarify that. What was t*= .esponse from 
the President -- what was it all about? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, let's just say it was responsive to the 
tone of the letter that came in. 


QUESTION: Was the exchange with Brezhnev what fr -evipitated 
President Reagan's message to Begin? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, not at all. 


QUESTION: Has the United States been able to asertain what the 
Iscaeli goals and objectives are in this invasion? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Well, go back to the public communication we had 
which was not different from the original communication from Mr. 
Begin to President Reagan which talked about a zone of 40 kilome- 
ters depth in which Israel hoped to eliminate the continuing 
threat from rockets, katusha, artillery, and terrorist activity 
across or infiltrations through third countries into Israel. 


QUESTION: Do ysu know what their new objectives are? 
SECRETARY HAIG: No. 


QUESTION: --when the United States voted to support the U.N. 
resolution to have a ceasefire along -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: 508? 


QUESTION: --yes, along with Israeli withdrawal? My question 
really is, do we still support that resolution? Do we still 
insist on Israeli withdrawal and is that the hang-up and the 
reason you are not going to Jerusalem? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, it's far more complex than that 

and we do still support 508. We voted for it. We've continue 
through diplomatic channels to try to assist in its implemen- 
tation. ; 

QUESTION: Mc. Secretary, you said two or three days ago that we 
were ceassessing the question of supplying arms to Israel 

based on assessing their intentions, whether or not they 

had gone beyond the twenty-five mile zone. You have now 
described that they are well beyond it. Where does that 
decision stand, first place; second place, is the United 

States concerned at all, after your meeting with Prince Saud 
about American interest in the Arab world and whether or not the 
Arab world will swing towards a more extreme position as a 
result of this invasion? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I wouldn't want to make any 
predictions about the direction of the Arab world 

but I can certainly assure you that, from the outset, 
we have been concerned about the impact of the crisir 
in Lebanon on our celationships with moderate Arab 
friends, those with whom we have maintained tradicional 
ties of friendship and coorcdination and cooperation. 
Thece can be no question about that. That has become 
somewhat more sharply edged in the last forty-eight 
hours. 


QUESTION: Who asked you tec ~ to Jerusalem. Was it the 
Secretacy of Labor? You said -u were asked to go. Do you 
mean someone in theic governne..c or someone in our government? 
SECRETARY HAIG: I was invited by Israel. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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PRESS ERIEFING BY 
= SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
Aboard Air Force One Enroute from Bonn 

to West Berlin, June ll, 1982 


QUESTION: Have you got something to tell us? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think the day after we are all very, very 
pleased with the outcome of the Summit. I just talked 

to Chancellor Schmidt and he is extremely pleased with it, 
as were all of the Heads of State and foreign ministers that 
I spoke to. 


I noticed one story that suggested that we ad asked for some- 
thing and it was rejected. That is not so. There was a complete 
consensus on the subjects of defense needs, arms control, 

and dialogue. 


QUESTION: Any surprises? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would say no surprises other than the 
complete unanimity on the essential issues of Alliance business. 
I suppose if you had any single divergence, it is a philosophic 
attitude with respect to the assessment of the conditions in the 
East. Some believe that the Soviets are experiencing greater 
difficulties than others, but that is a nuanced difference. 


QUESTION: How would you rate how we feel to *h. others at least 
in the -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think the President has always emphasized 
that the political and economic aspects of the Soviet struc- 
ture are under great strain, and if one is lookiis at agricul- 
ture, Gemographic unity. Economic productivi*y, which has 
fallen short consistently over the last four years of the five 
year goals established, has been on a steadily declining curve. 
We have the inorganic character of the Soviet structure, and 

I am talking about depriving the public sector over many 

years of necessary resources while the military structure is 
heavily fed. These imbalances are beginning to become not only 
pervasive but stiflins. 


For further information contact: 
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QUESTION : 


SECRETARY 
well into 
to Israel 


Pid 7 
afte No. 197A 
-- Middle East -- 
HAIG: On the Lebanon -- there were discussions 
the night. The President ordered Habib from Damascus 


where he should arrive this morning. The President 


was in touch with Prime Minister Begin last night. 


QUESTION: 
SECRETARY 
QUESTION: 
SECRETARY 
QUESTION: 


SECRETARY 


By phone? 
HAIG: He calied last night, yes. Begin called. 
Did Begin call the President? 
HAIG: Yes. 

About what time was this? 


HAIG: Oh about midnight, I think -- 11:30 p.m. 


or so -- 11:30 p.m., I think. 


So we're continuing maximum effort on the diplomatic area to 


bring the 


QUESTION: 


bloodshed to a halt. 


Were you any more encouraged after the call from 


Begin? You seemed to be a little discouraged about the prospect 
of the situation. 


SECRETARY 


QUESTION: 


HAIG: Definitely. 


(Inaudible) as well as for substantive reasons, do 


you have any reason to feel better or more encouraged now after 
the (inaudible) exchange? 


QUESTION: 
have they 


SECRETARY 
QUESTION: 


SECRETARY 


Do you think they're going to go any further? Or 
reached their -- 


HAIG: Pardon? 
Do you think the Israelis are going tc jo any further? 


HAIG: I think Israel put out a statement yesterday 


that their objectives had been largely achieved. 


QUESTION: 


Said what? 


Ly 
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SECRETARY HAIG: That their objectives have been largely 
achieved. That came out of Jerusalem in a statement yesterday. 


QUESTION: How long was the call last night? How long did they 
talk? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I took the call because the President was on 


the phone on the budget. And it satisfied the communication. 
It was about -- 


QUESTION: So the two of them did not talk personally. 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. He called to talk to the President. The 
President was on the other line and they put the call through 
to me and he asked me to give some information to the President, 
which I did immediately, and did not require a follow-up 
communication from the President. 


QUESTION: I mean, essent:ally he told you what they're gc g 
to say today, right? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I wouldn't describe it that way. 

QUESTION: They put out a statement yesterday. 

QUESTION: Wouldn't he seem to be -- you seem to be leading 

us in the direction that they're going to say something today 
that we're going to find a little more promising, as you said. 
SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I can't speak for them. I don't know 
what they're going to do and what they're going to say. I just 
feel we had some clarification of last night. 

QUESTION: Okay. 


QUESTION: Does this change the plans, Mr. Secretary, about 
your possible trip? 


QUESTION: You think you're going to go over there -- 
SECRETARY HAIG: Not at this time. 
QUESTION: In the next month? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Oh, that's possible. Yes, but it's too early 
to say. 


QUESTION: I don't mea: *> be -- I don't Know what the word 
is -- but you said yestera y you weren't going because you 
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felt like their position was not sufficiently flexible 
to warrant you going. You said today that the situation 
looks a little more promising. But can we still assume that 
what you said yesterday is still offered? It was that flex- 
ibility that is not enough? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would say the situation is somewhat improved 
and just leave it there because there's some answers to be 
achieved. Habib will be in Jerusalem this morning and there 
will be further discussions there. 


QUESTION: Okay. 
QUESTION: (Inaudible) ? 
SECRETARY HAIG: No, before. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible)? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The question was, did the President order Habib 
to Jerusalem after the call or before the call. And the 

answer is, well before. And Phil had long discussions yesterday 
with Assad in Syria. Okay? 


QUESTION: Can we talk about something else for a minute? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, let me just underline something for 

you on the embargoed speech in Berlin. There is another new, 
what I call, peace initiative in this speech referring to expan- 
sion of the hotline concept which was established years ago. 
But this is an offer to work out arrangements which could avoid 
miscalculation and avert the risk of war through accident or 
misunderstanding -- the idea being to have some exchange of 
information on a continuing basis between the coviet Union and 
the United States on such things as exercises -- strategic 
exercises, missile launches and exercises as well as a contin- 
uing exchange of data on strategic forces. Now, all of this, 
of course -- 


QUESTION: I want to make clear -- only you “alked to Begin, 
right? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes -- 


QUESTION: The President did not talk -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: -- Bec’.n called for the President. Te 
President was on the phu.e on the budget. Rather than hold 
him up, I took the cali .ad that suited the purpose. 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible. ) 
SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. 


QUESTION: -- this involve any -- (inaudible) -- the same 
arrangement. We're just giving them more information -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, no. This is all in the arms control area 
and we will want to discuss it with the Soviets to see how 

best to set up an appropriate mechanism for these mutually 
assuring steps. But I think it's an important new initiative 
to add to the larder of initiatives that have emerged in 

recent weeks -- START, MBFR, and now this expansion of the 
hot-line concept into a confidence-building bilateral relation- 
ship with the Soviet Union to dispel uncertainties in time 

of crisis as in time of ordinary relationship. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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a PRESS BRIEFING BY 
SECRETARY ALEXANDER M. HAIG 
ABOARD AIR FORCE ONE 


Between Berlin and Bonn 
June ll, i982 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm just going. to give you a little bit here and 
do something more in depth when we get on the other leg going home. 


On the Lebanon taiing, as you know, the Israelis announced a cease- 
fire effective at noon and we now have a report that the Syrians have 
accepted the cease-fire. 


QUESTION: There. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, noon there, which happtns to be the same 
time here, I think, in Berlin. 


So that's a hopeful sign. 
QUESTION: (Inaudible). 
SECRETARY HAIG: But, of course, it's just that, which means there 


is a great deal more now to be clarified and done with respect to the 
ultimate solutions. 
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QUESTION: Could you tell us now if Begin told you why he wanted to 
do what he did in going over there, in taking the actions the Army's 
been taking in the past four days? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I think, again, they set out their objectives 
Cricinally and I think they were their objectives. I think yesterday 
somebody was asked that question in Israel and they said, "Well, 

the further advances are associated with eliminating further threats" 
and whatever tactical positions they feel they wanted to assume for 
future negotiations. 


Now he didn't tell me that. I heard that as an Israeli explanat 9n. 


QUESTION: When you and he spoke last night by phone, did he tell you 
then that he was gOing to announce it? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, the President, as you know, conveyed to him 
in a letter 24 hours eari..r his desire that there be such a cease- 
fire effective 0600 yeste. ~ay morning. 


(Inaudible) -- was not totallv neaqative to that offer, but it was 
not -- it didn't accept it and therefore there were subsequent 
communications yesterday. And apparently Mr. Begin decided to call 
unilaterally for a cease-fire effective noon today. 


For turther information contact. 
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QUESTION: --kind of word, forma. or informal, from Arafat or 
anybody who speaks for Arafat? 


SECRETARY HAIG: On the Lebanese side or on the PLO side, no, we 
have nc heard anything. But I think the greatest threat to a 
continuation of violence would have been the Syrian -- and the 
greatest threat to a widening of the conflict would of course 
been increased Syrian involvement, which was substantial, mostly 
in the air but in the last hours in heavy tank fighting -- 
armored fighting. So we can certainly welcome this as a very 
positive step even though it is ra*her late in the sequence. 


That is all. 


QUESTION: Can you tell us what you think is going to happen next? 
I mean, they have got to get their soldiers out of there. How long 
will that take and what do you figure is going to happen? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, clearly there will have to be some disengage- 
ment if nothing else, some adjustments, because fcrces are in close 
proximity and that kind of a cease-fire is too volatile and | 
dangerous. 


QUESTION: As we understand it, Begin so far iuas not talked about 
withdrawal. He has not pledged withdrawal by Sunday or Monday or 
Tuesday or any other time certain. Is that correct? 


SECRETARY HAIG: There is no indication of that at all. That 
doesn't mean that we haven't discussed it in our position. You know 
what our position has been. The parites involved of course are the 
Lebanese Government, the Palestinians, the Syrians -- and the 
Lebanese government. You have a number of factions that are 
involved. Habib should be meeting with Begin today where some 

of these things will be discussed. He has had extensive discussions 
On that subject in Damascus, so he goes to Damascus with an under- 
Standing of Syrian concerns and requirements. I would have 
recommended that the President send him to Lebanon first yesterday 
but the uncertainties of the air field and the sontinuation of the 
hostilities close to the air field lent themselves to having him 

jo ‘irst to Israel. He will have to go, conditions permitting, to 
Lebanon as well. 


QUESTION: Is Prime Minister Begin still coming .©c Washington as 
previously scheduled? 


SECRETARY HAIG: He's scheduled to be at the UN special conference 
on disarmament next week. 


QUESTION: Who's getting you ready for that -- somebody back home 
poriny over books getting some stuff together so you know exactly 
where things are? I don'c see how you do your job like that. 
You've got all these tiiu.. 3 going on over here and you've got to 
go back and do that nex* ~».2ek, 


SECRETARY HAIG: You don't sleep a lot. (Laughter.) 
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No, we've been looking at that for some period before we left on 
the trip. I expect the Foreign Minister and Deputy Prime Minister 
Hassan Ali to be in Washington this weekend and I'll meet with him. 


QUESTION: Sorry, that's the Foreign Minister of -- 
SECRETARY HAIG: Hassan Ali, Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign 


Minister. We'll do a post-morten on the trip on the way back -- 
the other leg. 






THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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MR. SAM DONALDSON: Secretary Haig, thank you for being with 
us this morning. 


SECRETARY HAIG: It*s good to be here, Sam. 


MR. DONALDSON: Here with me to help ask the questions are ABC 
News analyst, George Will, and ABC's chief diplomatic 
correspondent, Sander Vanocur. 


Secretary Haig, Israel says it will not withdraw immediately 
from Lebanon, as demanded by U.N. Resolution 508 that we voted 
for. So let's just say it out loud, if we mean it: Is that 
all right with us, or do we want an immediate withdrawal? 


SECRETARY HAIG: [It's too early to say, Mr. Donaldson. I 

e key aspects of the resolution you refer to ase, for 
the moment, to get a cessation of the hostilities and the 
bloodshed, and the President's focus thus far has been on 
that. 
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Clearly, no one would welcome a return to status guo ante in 
Lebanon with all of the instabilities that we've experienced 
since 1976. 


MR. DONALDSON: It's too early to say, as you put it, 
Because you don't believe the cease-fire has been tested 
long enough. But let me ask the question: After a cease- 


fire clearly is in place, do we want an immediate Israeli 
withdrawal? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think we are going to want and to work to 
achieve adjustments in the withdrawal of all foreign elements 
from Lebanon. After all, this has been a country that's been 
wracked by intercnal elements not under the authority and 
control of the Lebanese Government, as well as a nation that's 
been occupied by Syrian forces for too long. . 


MR. DONALDSON: You ducked the question, Mr. Secretary. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm sometimes very good at that, Sam, but why 
don’t you asx it again? 


Fawr teerther tnforreatians carntact: 
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MR. DONALDSON: I‘m really trying to find out if we want to 





back up our vote in the U.N. Security Council? 
SECRETARY HAIG: Of course. 





MR. DONALDSON: Do we want an immediate Israeli withdrawal? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Of course. The vote that the United States 


stood behind and join ® the other nations in putting forward 


was a very clear pict «» that ultimately there must be a 
withdrawal of all foreian forces from Lebanon. 


MR. WILL: Two short questions: To facilitate an Israeli 





withdrawal, to fill the vacuum that has been their objective 
to create in that part of Lebanon, would you be willing to see 
American troops put into a peacekeeping force? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think, Mr. Will, it's still a hypothetical 





question. 


MR. WILL: But you're not really -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: We have not given serious thought to U.S. 
participation in the peacekeeping in Lebanon. However, I 
think in the hours and days ahead we're going to have to look 
very, very cacefully at what will be necessary to provide a 
stable situation in southern Lebanon to relieve the tensions 
which have brought about this disaster in the first place. 





MR. WILL: Might it be useful, as a precondition to having 
whatever settlement we come to in that area, to have a 
referendum in which the people of that part of Lebanon are 
asked if they want the PLO and the Syrians back? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't discount a referendum. I wouldn't 
discount any step that would strengthen the authority of the 
central government and bring about a rapprochement, if you 
will, of the various factions in Lebaron, that is, the 
Lebanese factions, towards a strengthened central govern- 
ment. 





MR. VANOCUR: Mr. Secretary, I take it from the tenor of your 
remarks today and in the past week that the United States 
Government and, indeed, most of the countries involved, are not 
too unhappy about the developments. 





In other words, the dirty little secret which has existed for 
some time is that nobody really wants the PLO in Lebanon. 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't suggest there's a dirty little 





secret because the next question that would be asked is, "Did 
the United States collude, were we acquiescing in the 
actions?" 


Nothing could be farther from the truth. We regret very much 
that the situation has resulted in the violence that we've 
witnessed. On the other hand, I think it's very clear that 
you must not and cannot have enclaves of separate authority in 
a sovereign nation and expect the seeds for stability to grow. 
They will not. 


MR. VANOCUR: No. I wasn't suggesting collusion, Mr. 
Secretary, but I'm suggesting now a question that goes to the 
heart of what happens next? Is the United States willing to 
see whatever Israel is trying to do, whether it's playing the 
Jordanian option or a homeland for the Palestinians? 





How far is the United States going to go in symmetry in what 
seems to be Isrcaeli objectives in the Middle East? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It's too early to say. I think our ficst 
priority must and must continue to be a cessation of the hosti- 
lities and the humanitarian aspects of this problem have got 
to be dealt with on a most urgent basis. 





We've got to work with all of the nations in the region. 

There ace some of those in Western Europe who are concerned to 
seek to provide a long-term solution in which the sovereignty 
of Lebanon will again be established. 


MR.. VANOCUR: Can I just follow up? Work with other European 
nations. Does that mean Camp David is dead and you're back to 
the Geneva Conference which would include the Russians? 





SECRETARY AAIG: No. Not at all. Camp David is not dead. As 
a matter of fact, I would hope that these tragic circumstances 
in Lebanon today would offer new opportunities for a rein- 
vigorating of the Camp David process and to moving forward as 
we intend to do. 





MR. DONALDSON: When the fighting first broke out, you and 
other American officials were worried that somehow the Soviets 
might come in, that the whole thing could escalate into that 
kind of a very dangerous confrontation. 





This morning can you say that that now has receded -- that 
danger -- that it looks like we'll have a situation where the 
Soviets will not in any way intervene? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Of course, we've been concerned about that 





from the outset. There have been exchanges between the 


President and Mr. Brezhnev -- exactly two sets of exchanges 
during the period. I would describe the Soviet attitude thus 
far as being encouragingly cautious. 


The holding of the cease-fire which started two days ago -- it 
broke down yesterday with respect to the PLO, which we worked 

on all night, and again this morning -- it appears that the local 
collapse of the cease-fire in the Beirut area has again been 
re-established -- the cease-fire has. 


So I would hope that all of these circumstances would make it 
clear to the Soviet leadership that they have no business in 
intervening or becoming involved in this situation other than 
to urge those with whom they exercise influence to exercise 
restraint. 


MR. DONALDSON: I didn't realize there were two sets of 





exchanges. Can you describe them? When did they come? I 
thought Mr. Brezhnev sent a letter to President Reagan and he 
replied. When was the second exchange? 


SECRETARY HAIG: There was a subsequent communication and 





reply. A reply went out last night. 
Mk. DONALDSON: What kind? Can you chacacterize it? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I would characterize it as essentially con- 





cerned, but cautiously concerned. 


MR. DONALDSON: Concerned but cautiously in what sense? In 





othec words, does this second exchange mean that the 
Russians were telling us, and we were telling the Russians, 
"Okay, we've cooled it, it looks like the heat's off?" 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. Not in the context of that question. I 
think it was a continuing expression of concern on the part of 
the Soviet leadership about the potential dangers of a 
spreading of the violence, and we share that concern our- 
selves. It doesn't mean that we accept the Soviet view as to 
why these conditions occurred, but thus far I would say that 
the situation is cautious on both sides. 


MR. WILL: I'm struck by the fact that you said earlier that 





no one ceally wants the status guo ante. When you add to this 
the fact that two Soviet clients, armed by the Soviet Union 

and trained by the Soviet Union have been decisively bested in 
battle by an American ally with American training and American 
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arms, isn't this a tremendous thing? I mean, aren't you 
really pleased? How can we possibly be displeased about that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Mr. Will, no one is pleased when circumstan- 





ces involve the loss of innocent lives, and there's been too 
much of that in Lebanon today. The longer term strategic 
aspects of this question remain to be seen. 


MR. DONALDSON: Gentlemen, we're going to take a break here, 





but we will be back in a moment with more questions for you, 
Secretary Haig. 


(Commercial interruption) 


MR. DONALDSON: Let's resume cur interview with Secretary of 
State Alexander Haig. Sandy? 





MR. VANOCUR: Mr. Secretary, a little more than a year ago you 
went to the Middle East, pursuing -- not without reason -- 
something that was called a “strategic consensus." 





President Reagan sent you on that trip to establish this. Now 
we've had a change of the reality in the Middle East. We have 
a resurgent Iranian nationalism backed by the force of arms 
with Arab nations, at least fearing Iran as much as they 
proclaim to fear Israel, we have a change in leadership in 
Saudi Arabia with a King who is supposed to be pro-American, 
but is subject to a lot of pressures both within the family 
and in the country and in the Muslim world. 


What is your sense today of this new reality in the Middle 
East, its opportunities, its pitfalls, and the U.S. national 
interest in the Middle East? 


SECRETARY HAIG: First, Mr. Vanocur, I want to make clear that 
the President didn't send me to the Middle East to establish a 
strategic consensus, but rather to recognize that a strategic 
consensus was emerging for precisely the reasons you just 
described. 





It involved not only the growing concern of moderate Arab 
states about Soviet interventionism in the wake of the collapse 
of Iran and the invasion of Afghanistan, but also the poten- 
tial exploitation of the radical Arab movement, the fundamen- 
talist movement in Islam, especially in’ the Shi'ite sect. 


The fact that we described the phenomena a year ago should 
underline the fact that we recognize these forces were under- 
way. Now they are importantly underway. It means also, as I 
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said in Chicago during my speech in May, we have three 
interrelated areas of concern with which the United States 
must deal and effectively cope in the months ahead: The peace 
process under Camp David, the situation in Lebanon which I 
described before recent events as highly volatile and likely 
to collapse in the conflict, and perhaps the even more per- 
vasive and worrisome aspects of the fundamentalist movement 
emecging through Khomeini's Iran and casting a shadow of 
thceat through the Gulf states into Saudi Arabia and as far as 
the North African continent -- Morocco, Tunisia and Egypt 
itself. 


All of these factors must be dealt with in an integrated 
mosaic, which they indeed are. They ace replete with contra- 
dictions, also. 


MR. DONALDSON: Could I just cut through and ask at this point 
what diftecence, if any, King Khalid's death makes? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Of course, as a friend and a collaborator, 
it’s viewed as a loss here. On the other hand, we're 
encouraged that the transition has proceeded, apparently, 
smoothly; that His Majesty, King Fahd, is now in place. He, 
too, is a close friend and collaborator of the United States, 
so I view the situation as one of steady improvement in the 
relationships between the United States and Saudi Arabia. 





MR. WILL: Mr. Secretary, last week on this program, Secretary 
Regan, the Treasury Secretary, was a very good soldier., He 
came on and said that the agreement at Versailles to limit 
credits to the East bloc really implied that credits would be 
cut. 


Is it your understanding that the Versailles communique will 
be violated unless credits will be cut to the East bloc by our 
allies? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not necessarily. I don't think the seven at 
Versailles control the full mechanism of credit management 
with the East, let alone the Soviet Union. As you know, the 
OECD put forward some proposals cecently which involve an 
increase in the interest cates and, in effect, on the time for 


cepayment. 





They visualize that by moving the Soviet Union into a Category 
cecipient. That will have the effect of raising the price of 
credits to the Soviet Union, and we hope that by the 15th -- 
the time the mandate would run out for the implementation of 
that by the OECD -- it will be implemented. 
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What was done at Versailles was to put together for the first 
time a comprehensive mechanism to begin to assess the whole 
range of East-West trade, credit transfer, and to do so with 
assessments on 6-month intervals so that we can be sure that 
we are not overexposed. 


MR. WILL: But two days after the Versailles meeting ended, 
The New York Times carried a headline reporting that the Poles 
are now threatening us with default, that they will go into 
default unless they get more loans to pay the interest on 
their old loans. 








When you were on the show, Mr. Secretary, about six months 
ago, the question was asked, "What in the world could be done 
by the Poles to provoke the United States into calling their 
default, default. 


Your answec was that, "Unless things get better, we will get 
tougher." Things have not gotten better, and we have not got- 
ten tougher. 


Is there any likelihood that we'll call them into default? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It's still too early to say. I wouldn't 
suggest we haven't gotten tougher because the pervasive impact 
of the cutoff of credits to Poland has been substantial and 
has had a grievous effect on the economic development of 
Poland today, and we hear it every day. 





MR. WILL: One other short question. One other bit of 
lobbying that was done at Versailles and has gone all over 
this town is that the Japanese are lobbying for a waiver from 
the sanctions against the Soviet Union imposed after Poland so 
that they can sell energy technology for yet another Soviet 
energy project. 





Is the Reagan Administration going to grant this waiver? 


SECRETARY HAIG: We're talking about some $2 million of energy 
zelated equipment to this Sakhalin pipeline? 





MR. WILL: Yes. 





SECRETARY HAIG: The President has not made a decision on this 
question, just as he has not made a decision on the spare 
parts associated with the East-West pipeline and the extra- 
territoriality question on existing contracts. 





I would anticipate he will make this in the very neac future 
in the wake of his assessment of -- 
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MR. WILL: Is it a hard call? I mean, this is punching holes 





‘in sanctions that are fairly porous to begin with. 


SECRETARY HAIG: It is a hard call. It's a hard call because 
T think the President's been very, very strong in attempting 
to exercise leadership in Western Europe and in Japan. And, 
incidentally, we've had very good cooperation on the whole 
from Japan on this question, and the question of whether or 
not the results of the decision really have a meaningful 
impact as a sanction against the Soviet Union to influence 
their behavior at the price of considerable sacrifice to 





“American industry, jobs and future markets. 


So it's not an easy problem, and of course that's why it's been 


prolonged for so long. Easy ones are settled very easily, 
George. 


MR. DONALDSON: Mr. Secretary, let me move you to another dif- 
ficult problem: The Falklands. There are reports from London 
that Prime Minister Thatcher, once the Falklands have been 
retaken from Argentina -- assuming that happens -- wants to 
fortify them and perhaps give eventually independence to those 
islands. 





I thought our position was that there should be negotiations, 
including Argentina, to try to determine the ultimate future. 
Is that our position? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think our position goes back to U.N. 
Resolution 502, and that resolution calls for the withdrawal 
of Argentine forces, the cessation of hostilities, and a 
diplomatic or political solution to the problen. 





MR. DONALDSON: Including Argentina? Will it have a voice? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Clearly, in controversies where two nations 
ace involved it can't be a unilateral thing. On the other 


hand -=- 





MR. DONALDSON: Yes. But when one is defeated, they very 
seldom have the chance to decide who rolls the next dice. 





SECRETARY HAIG: There's no question about that, Sam, 
that makes it somewhat of a different ballgame than it was 


before the violence began. 





MR. VANOCUR: But, Mr. Secretary, what do you want to see? 





When you got off the plane on your second and last trip there 
-- that Thursday or Friday night -- the first thing you hit 
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the Argentinians with was that you were proceeding under U.N. 
a Resolution 502. 


Are you still proceeding under Resolution 502, and is the 
British Government? I have doubts about Mrs. Thatcher. Is 


she? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think it's too early to say. I think her 
first order of priority now -- once the conflict has 

started -- is either to have Argentina withdraw without con- 
ditions, which has not occurred and it doesn't look like it 
will, or to take military action to see that it does withdraw. 





MR. VANOCUR: But I think your definition, too -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: Following that, I think we have an open menu. 
There are certain things Britain has discussed that they 
want. They want to rehabilitate the island. They want to re- 
establish the conditions of self-government, if you will, of 
the island population; and, beyond that, I think it remains to 


be seen. 





MR. VANOCUR: What's this going to do to NATO, Mr. Secretary, 
Keeping a force down there? How are they going to take care 

of the island? If they can't fly into Buenos Aires any more or 
any of the ports in the south, they have to fly into 
Montevideo. This is an untenable situation for NATO, is it 
not? 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't describe it as untenable for NATO. 
I would describe it as a situation which must be viewed in the 
context of the long-term relationships of Great Britain and 
the United States with the southern hemisphere, the need to 
bring about an outcome that has stability and justice. 

In the case of justice, that means that the views of the inha- 
bitants on the island are considered in the ultimate outcome. 





MR. DONALDSON: Mr. Secretary, we have time for only one more 
question, and I'd like to ask it, and that is about Mrs. 
Kirkpatrick, our U.N. Ambassador. We saw a clip earlier of 
her saying that the U.S. foreign policy was inept and that 
many people conducting it are amateurs. 





Why is she still in the Administration, because she's talking 
about this Administration apparently? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Sam, you know, too much has been said, too 





much has been written, and too much has been speculated on 
this subject. 
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MR. DONALDSON: But she said it. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not going to add to that. 





MR. DONALDSON: She said too much has been said. She said it. 





SECRETARY HAIG: She gave a speech which has been given 





several times before by her, which was of course because of 
its juxtaposition on other events propelled into great 
national attention by you gentlemen. 


MR. DONALDSON: No. She said it, Mr. Secretary. We didn't do 
it. 





SECRETARY HAIG: And you will find that she said it earlier as 
well. I want you to know -- 


MR. DONALDSON: She must believe it then. She must believe 
that amateurs run our foreign policy if she says it so often. 





SECRETARY HAIG: I don't think that's what she said. ._I think 


she said that our foreign policy in cecent yearcs has been 
somewhat amateurish, and I think someone could make an objec- 
tive observation that on certain occasions that that might be 


true. 





MR. DONALDSON: But your bottom line is forgive and forget? 





SECRETARY HAIG: My bottom line is that we have important 
things to do and personal peccadilloes which tantalize you 
gentlemen so much, I understand, but I'm not going to be a 


pact of it. 





MR. DONALDSON: Thank you very much, Mc. Secretary. We appre- 
Clate youc being here today, and we will be back in a moment 


with ourc free-for-all discussion. 





(Conclusion of interview) 
RekkKRKRKRKEE 


~Veclassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





_ 
, L-"-< 
. Sd 
me 2 ; 
s; ‘ a- > L 
. 
a 
F - 
- 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


June 16, 1982 
No. 199 





ROBERT ANDERSON SWORN IN AS UNITED STATES 
AMBASSADOR TO THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 


Robert Anderson of the District of Columbia was sworn 
in May 26, 1982 as United States Ambassador to the Dominican 
Republic. President Reagan announced his intention on 
May 3, 1982 to nominate Mr. Anderson, a former United States 
Ambassador to Dahomey and Morocco. The Senate eonfirmed his 
nomination on May 21. In Santo Domingo he succeeds Robert L. 
Yost. 


A career Foreign Service Officer, Mr. Anderson joined the 
Foreign Service in 1946 after service in World War II as a 
First Lieute..»nt, Intelligence, in the United States Army. He 
served from 1978 to 1982 as Special Assistant for International 
Affairs to the Commander-in-Chief, Atlantic, and the Supreme 
Allied Commander, Atlantic, at Norfolk, Va. He was United States 
Ambassador to the Kingdom of Morocco from 1976 to 1978 and served 
as Special Assistant to the Secretary of State for Press Relations 
and Spokesman of the Department from 1974 to 1976. 


Mr. Anderson was born on January 6, 1922 in Boston, Massa~ 
chusetts. He graduated from Yale University in 1944 with a B.A. 
Degree. 


He has held such assignments as Transport Officer in Shanghai, 
Political Officer in Nanking, Principal Officer in Chiengmai, 
Political Officer in Bangkok and New Delhi, and Ceylon Desk. Officer 
in the Bureau of Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs. After 
serving as Staff Assistant in the Bureau of Public Affairs from 
1957 to 1959, he became Chief of the Reports Section in Bordeaux, 
and subsequently Commercial Policy Officer in Paris and Special 
Assistant to the Ambassador, also in Paris. 


From 1963 to 1965 Mr. Anderson served as Special Assistant 
to the Under Secretary of State, and later as Deputy Director of the 
Office of Western European Affairs, and Country Director for France 
and Benelux in the Bureau of European Affairs. Following his 
assignment from 1968 to 1972 as Counselor for Political Affairs in 
Paris, he served as United States Ambassador to Dahomey (now Benin) 
until 1974. He received the Department's Commendable Service 
Award in 1959. 


Mr. Anderson is married to the former Elena Fenoaltea. They 
have two daughters, Cynthia and Christina, and one son, 
Mark Andrew. 
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June 18, 1982 INTERVIEW WITH 
No. 200 THE HONORABLE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 


SECRETARY OF STATE 
ON THE NBC-TV "TODAY" SHOW 
WITH BRYANT GUMBEL 
New York, New York 
June 18, 1982 


MR. GUMBEL: Secretary of State Alexander Haig's workload 

has been extraordinarily heavy and problem-fillea of late. 
With the President's trip to Europe, the wars in the Falklands 
and the Middle East, and the U.N. Disarmament Conference, 
America's forejgn policy is being severely tested on a number 
of fronts, which is why we are awfully glac the Secretary of 
State could join us this morning. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you, Bryant. It's nice to be here. 


MR. GUMBEL: The President's speech yesterday before the U.N. 
Disarmament Conference was a tough one. It was one of con- 
frontation. Do you not find that a strange speech to a forum 
of disarmament? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I wouldn't describe it as confrontational; 

I would describe it more as realistic. I think this has been 
the President's approach to East-West relations in general, and 
disarmament in particular. 
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. After all, Byrant, as one looks back over the years -- and this 

| is sometimes forgotten in the United Nations forum -- the 
source of most of the tensions have been from the Soviet Union, 
not exclusively, but mostly. It has been the United States that 
has led the way in the disarmament process, and tnat has come 
forth with the meaningful proposals, just as President Reagan 
has this past year, for reductions in at first theater weapons, 
strategic weapons, conventional weapons and confidence-building 
measures. 


MR. GUMBEL: The President attempted to outline that yesterday. 
Nonetheless, Foreign Minister Gromyko scored a couple of points 
this week when he gave tre Soviets a pledge not to use nuclear 
arms first. Why didn't tie President make the same kind of 
pledge? 


For further information contact: 
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SECRETARY HAIG: In the first place, this is "old hat." The 
Soviets have been offerring the no-first-use pledge for a nun- 
ber of years, and it makes great sense that they would, be- 
cause in Western Europe they have the dominating conventional 
force. It is the President's view that he wants to make a 
pledge of no use of force at all, because conventional: conflict 


a8 the one route, the most dangerous route, to nuclear con- 
ict. 


MR. GUMBEL: But isn't the other side of that that if the "no 
first" pledge isn't forthcoming, we are basically saying that 
we would initiate a nuclear encounter? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. Our American strategy and our NATO stratecy 
is one built on deterrence, and that is that we will never be 
the first to apply force at all. It is a defensive strategy. 


MR. GUMBEL: But this week, didn't General Bernard Rogers, 
Commander of NATO, speaking at Annapolis, did he not say that 
if, in order to avert a defeat by conventional means of outside 
forces and NATO, he would recommend initiating a nuclear con- 
flict? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Of course, but what is frequently forgotten, 
Bryant, is that it is the prevention of war in the first in- 
Stance that must dominant American deterrert strategy and 
has. It served us rather well for 33 years in western Europe 
at least. If you give a roadway or an endorsement for cor- 
ventional attack, it is only then that nations may feel suf- 
ficiently threatened to risk nuclear confrontation. ,~ 


MR. GUMBEL: You've just returned from Europe. Are you satis- 
fied that our Allies have the will necessary to deal properly . 
with this? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Of course I am. I always have. been satisfied 

of that. I've never been at a NATO meeting -- and I think I've 

sot some 10 years under my belt in that area -- in which 

Western unity and solidarity and adherence to basic American al 
Strategic, political and economic thinking has been more in 

evidence. It was a highly successful visit. 


MR. GUMBEL: By conventional means, the British have just 
completed the defeat of Argentina in the Falklands. With 
General Galtieri's ouster, what’kind of a settlement do you 
expect his successors to try to exact now? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, it's much too early to Say. We are, 

of course, following it ~oment by moment. We are pleased that 
at least the bloodshed ha: terminated. It now remains to be 
seen whether or not a fra.ework can be put together that will 
remove the pervasive animosity that will continue if it is 
improperly managed. 


MR. GUMBEL: What kind of pressure do you intend to put on 
Mrs. Thatcher to be, as Bob Kur said in his news report, 
"magnanimous in victory?" 
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SECRETARY EAIG: No, I see speculation about pressure or 
friendly pressure or even unfriendly pressure. The President 
has been fully supportive of Mrs. Thatcher, not as a matter of 
national bias but reaily as a matter of principle. After all, 
the peace was broken by Argentina and that has been the American 
position from the outset and has meant that we have supported 
Britain. And we will continue to and'it's not a question of 
pressure but it's rather a question of consultation among 
allies as to how we can best together work to bring about a 
solution that meets the collective interests of the United 
States, Great Britain and our friends in this hemisphere. 


MR. GUMBEL: How co you -- what do you view as the most 
favorable solution? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Weil, I think clearly the U.N. Resolution 
has been the benchmark upon which we have set our course. And 
it is the internaticnal legal connotation under which the 
Situation has been dealt with. 


MR. GUMBEL: Beyond Arcertina, your problems are many in “his 
hemisjhere. 


SECRETARY HAIG: (Laughter) They are many everywhere. 


MR. GUMBEL: How do you plan to go about repairing the damage 
Gone t:o Latin American reiations -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: One of the great tragedies of this conflict 
which was neither wanted nor anticipated by anyone is-that 
Presicilent Reagan has had a very special feeling that the need 

to est:ablish a new relationship with Latin America. That's been 
the approach he has used with our Mexican friends and with the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative that he lost and -- 


MR. GUMBEL: Is that impossible now in light of events -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, not at all. There has been damace. 
That ¢amace is not irreparable and it may indeed now ‘e an 
incentive to take extraordinary steps not only tc reprir the 
damage but to improve our overall relationship "ith Latin 
America. 


MR. GUMBEL: You've also gct some repairing to do in the 
Middle East< where a number of moderates -~- Saudi Arabians, 
Jordanians, Egyptians -- are justifiably wondering why we 
weré unable to restrain the Israeli advance into Lebanon. 
Why weren't we? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I. ink it was very clear: The United 
States' record on the ie..non situation has been one, ef re- 
straint ~~ 41 of the peace efforts of Ambassador Habib, “is 
repeated visits to the area. The establishment of a cease- ‘ 
fire eleven months ago was a result of a United States' 
initiative in cooperation with both Israel and the moderate 
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Arab states, especially Saudi Arabia. Now 

Lebanon should be clear to all and that is lg oa Aad 

_ Stances internally in Lebanon, where there have been States 

within states, where there have been occupying powers -- 
Syria, create an irstability which we now in the wake of this 

tragedy have an opportunity to correct and I think that's 

where we have got to put our attention. 


MR. GUMBEL: You have a meeting scheduled for as soon as 
> 
you leave here with Menachem Begin. How are you pow vl to 


approach him about negotiatin i 
ee g g an Israeli pullout of forces 


SECRETARY HAIG: My meeting this morning will be designed 
really to exchange views in a very detailed way with respect 
to this situation and as a preliminary to the meeting Prime 
Minister Begin will have with President Reagan on Monday. 
Now, we have very active diplomacy underway hour by hour. | 
The President followed it (inaudible) well into the night, 
every night while we were in Europe, all day yesterday while 
he was here in New York and these efforts are going to 
continue but it doesn't serve any purpose to -~ 


MR. GUMBEL: Would you be receptive to the iJea of U.S. 
troops being used as a peace keeping force? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, I don't think we have that high on 
our agenda. As iI have said, it's a hypothétical question 

at tais point but I have enough confidence in President 
Reacan's sense of responsibility that if such a measure. 
would really make a difference, he would give it serious 
consideration. But I don't want to suggest by that, that that 
is the case. It is not at this juncture. 


MR. GUMBEL: Secretary of State Alexander Haig, we know you're 
schedule is tight:. Thank you very much for sharing your 
thoughts with us this morning. It's much appreciated. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you, Bryant. 
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& PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D. C. OF HIS EXCELLENCY 
e MENACHEM BEGIN, PRIME MINISTER OF ISRAEL. 
o : : June 20-22, 1982 
~ Sunday, June 20 
° 
F 4:50 p.m. His Excellency Menachem Begin, Prime Minister 
. of Israel and his party will arrive Andrews 
eS Air Force Base, Maryland. 
oa 
Ss” 5:10 p.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting 
23 Pool Side). 
S c 
—€ 5:30 p.m. Arrival Sheraton Washington Hotel, 2660 Woodley 
é& 9 Road Northwest. 
i 
ec Private dinner amd evenity. 
of . 
25 Monday, June 21 _ 
* Oo 
23 11:00 a.m. Prime Minister Becin will meet with President 
<n Reagan at the White House. 
a 
é 12:15 p.m. President Reagan will host a working luncheon 
for Prime Minister Begin at the White House. 
4:00 p.m. Prime Minister Begin will meet with the House 
Foreign Affairs CoOmmitteeRayburn Office Building, 
Room 2172. 
6:30 p.m. Prime Minister Begin will meet with Members of 


Congress at Sheraton Washincton Hotel. 
Tuesday, June 22 





11:00 a.m. Prime Minister Begin will meet with the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee at the U.S. Capitol, 
Room S-116. 


S/CPR Mary Masserini - 632-0685-,- 
During Visit: Sheraton Washington Hote 
328-2000 . 





For turther information contact: 
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Tuesday, June 22 (continued) 





12:30 p.m. 


3:25 p.m. 


3:40 p.m. 


3:55 p.m. 
4:00 p.m. 


5:15 p.m. 


PR#201 


Prime Minister Begin will host a luncheon for 
Members of the Senate, at the Sheraton Washington 
Hotel. 


His Excellency Menachem Begin, Prime Minister 
of Israel and his party depart Sheraton Washington 
Hotel for the Washington Momment Grounds. 


Arrival Washington Monument Grounds for Departure 
Ceremony. 


Arrival Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland. 
Departure Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland via 
U.S. Presidential Aircraft for John F. Kennedy 
International Airport New York. 


Depart New York and the United States via EL Al #006. 








PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D. C. OF HIS EXCELLENCY 
WIS ALBERTO MONGE, PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF COSTA RICA | 
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Tuesday, June 22 





9:00 a.m. 


11:00 a.m. 


June 21 - 24, 1982 


His Excellency Luis Alberto limwe, President 
of the Republic of Costa Rica and his party 
arrive Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland. 


Arrival Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting 
Pool Side). 


Arrival Watergate Hotel, 2650 Virginia Aveme, 
Northwest. 


President Monge will meet with The Honorable 
Antonio Ortiz-Mena, President, Inter-American 
Bank at the Watergate Hotel, Suite 1016. 


Mr. Thomas Donahue, Secretary~Treasurer, AFL-CIO, 

wi host. a Reception d ni n_ honor of 
protect Luis Alberto Monge , President of the a 
Republic of Costa Rica, at the Sheraton Carlton 
Hotel, 16th and K Streets, Northwest, Chandelier 


Room. 


(PRESS COVERAGE CF RECEPTION ONLY - 
Press Contact: Mr. Seeger 637-5000) 


President Monge will meet with the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Rayburn Building, Room 2172. 


President Monge will meet with President Reagan 
at. the White House. 


NOTE: FOR COVERABLE EVENTS AT THE WATERGATE HOTEL, SUITE 1016 - ACCREDITED 
PRESS SHOULD REPORT TO ROOM 1001 A HALF HOUR BEFORE EVENT. 


for further trefcorerecsticocs <- cere tarc:t 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 2 
(During visit: Watergate Hotel 
Protocol Office -965-2300 
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Tuesday, June 22 
12:00 Noon 





2:30 p.m. 


4:00 p.m. 


5:15 p.m. 


7:30 p.m. 


8:00 p.m. 


Wednesday, June 23 





11:00 a.m. 


12:30 p.m. 


2:45 p.m. 


4:45 p.m. 


6:30 p.m. 


PR#202 


President Monge will meet with the following at 
the Watergate Hotel, Suite 1016: 


Mr. Alden W. Clausen, Presicent, International 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development . 


President Monge will meet with Members of Concress 
at the Watergate Hotel, the Boardroom. 


President Monge will host a dinner for Members of 
Congress at Watergate Hotel, Riverview East Room. 


Dress: Business suit. - 

Press Contact: Mr. Luis E.Guardia AD 4-2945 
Mrs. Mirtha Perea _—- 

President Monge will attend a Reception at the 

Organization of American States, 17th Street and 

Constitution Avenue, Northwest. | 


The Senate Foreign Relations Conmittee will not 

a luncheon in honor of His Excellency Luis Alberto 
Monge, President of the Republic of Costa Rica, | 
at the U.S. Capitol, Room S-116. . 


President Monge will meet with members of the 
Washington Post Editorial Board at the 
Washington Post Building. 1150 15th Street, Northwest. 


President Monge will meet with Dr. Hector Acuna, 
Director, Pan American Health Organization , at 
the Watergate Hotel, Suite 1016. 


President Monge will meet with Mr. Jacques de La 
Rosiere, Managing Director, International Monetary 
Fund, at Watergate Hotei, Suite 1016. 


a 


 Uvectassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





9:30 a.m. 


9:45 a.m. 


9:50 a.m. 


10:00 a.m. 
10:05 a.m. 


PR#202 


President Monge will meet with The Honorable 
Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Secretary of State, 
at the Watercate Hotel, Suite 1016. 


President Monge and his party will depart Watergate 
Hotel for the Washington Monument Grounds. 


Arrival Washington Momment Grounds for 
Departure Ceremony. 


Departure Washincton Monument Grounds for 
Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland. 


Arrival Andrews Air Force, Maryland 


Depart Andrews Air Force Base via U.S. Presidential 
Aircraft for La Guardia Airport (Marine Air 
Terminal) New York, N.Y. 
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BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR. 
AT 
U.S. MISSION TO THE UNITED NATIONS 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
SATURDAY, JUNE 19, 1982 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. The Secretary will give you 
a brief statement on his meeting with Foreign Minister 
Gromyko after which he'll be happy to take your questions. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Sorry to dig into your weekend so deeply. 





We have just completed nine and a quarter hours of discussions 
wich Joreign Minister Gromyko; five yesterday and four and 
a quarcer this morning and early this afternoon. 


I'll just say a few words about those discussions and then 
touch upon some issues related both to the discussions 
and the activities of this past week here in New York. 


I would describe the meeting itself as full, frank and 
useful. The topics ranged from the broad principles that 
should seek to underline East-West relations in general and 
U.S.-Soviet relations, in particular. We went through the 
full range of global and regional issues of mutuai 

importance and interest to both governments. And we also 
conducted discussions on a number of bilateral issues between 
the United States and the Soviet Union. One of the major 
areas of the discussions of yestercay was on the broad 
subject of arms control. 


In that regard I would like to make some broad observations 
about the activities of the past week here at the 
Disarmament Conference ; the position of President Reagan 
on this vitally important subject. 


The President's policies, as you know, are based firmly 

on deeply rooted principles, and I'm talking now in the 
broad sense of Bast-West relationships and then arms 

control -- deeply rooted principles of international 
conduct in order. As a people, we Americans have always 
believed in rule of law, the settlement of disputes by 
peaceful means and non-use of force except for self-defense. 
These are the principles that guide our approach to the 
various regional conflicts that confront us as a nation 
today. 


For further information contact: 
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It is the President's sincere desire to put the U.S.-Soviet 
relationship on a stable, constructive, long-term basis. 

We see important potential advantages for both countries 

in every area of our reiationship but this cannot be 
achieved without Soviet willingness to conduct its 
international affairs with responsibility and restraint. 


It is clearly, squarely up to the Soviets to determine what 
sort of relationship they want to have with the United States 
in the months and years ahead. The United States, for its 
part, is prepared for constructive and mutually beneficial 
relations if the Soviet Union is prepared to join us in 
acting with the responsibility necessary in the nuclear 


age. 


We have made serious and realistic proposals to achieve 
this end. The objective of the United States remainsan 
Overriding interest in the maintenance of peace and 
stability. 


I would like to say a word about arms control, in particular. 
With the negotiations on stravegic arms reduction 

beginning later this month, the topic of arms control is 
clearly very high on the agenda of U.S.-Soviet relations. 

The full range of President Reagan's arms control 

initiatives are now well known. They're all on the table. 


They are proposals whici mark tne way to the first 
Significant reductions in the arsenals of the two major 


superpowers. 


With respect to START first. The President's proposals 
provide an equitable basis for real and significant 
reductions of strategic nuclear weapons, beginning with 
the most destablizing systems. 


East and West -- especially the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union -- have important reasons to curb weapons that 
threaten their retaliatory capabilities. We will 
consider most seriovsly the Soviet proposals, and the 
President has stated that nothing -- and I repeat, 
nothing -- is excluded from the upcoming START 
negotiations, 


In short, Our approach to START is not one-sided but it is 
designed with mutual benefit and mutual stability in mind. 
Now is the time to get on with serious negotiations 

devoid of public posturing. Similarly, on the 
intermediate range missile question, the INF talks, the 
seriousness of the President's proposals for total 
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elimination of landbased intermediate ranged missiles is 
very clear. It is our conviction that this proposal is 

an equitable and realistic approach to the threat to peace 
created by the inbalance in such systems which now favors 
the Soviet Union. 





“2 Last week's discussions, and the week before in Europe, 
underlieithe fact and confirmed that the entire NATO 
Alliance stands four square behind the proposal put forth 
and underscore the Alliance's commitment to proceed 
with the deployment of the 1979 decision -- that's for 
the PershingII's and the GLCMs -- in the absence of an 


arms control solution. 


Finally, President Reagan's initiative to reinvigorate 
the long-stalled negotiations on reducing conventional 
forces in Europe, his proposals to reduce the risk of 
accidental nuclear war and to convene an international 
conference on arms expenaliures, are now on the table 
for prompt responsive action by the Soviet Union. 


Together, ali of these proposals represent a carefuily 
thought through, integrated approach to arms control, 
and it is fitting that it has come together at a time 
of the United Nations Special Session On Disarmament. 


It certainly stands in sharp contrast to the various 
cosmetic arms control proposals such as that as the 

non first-use proposal made this week. Our position 

on this proposal remains clear: The United States stands 
for the non use of force of any form except in legitimate 


self-defense. 
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Tne United States, together with its Allies, intends to 
deter all war, conventional or nuclear. As the President 
said in his November speech of November 18th, "No NATO 
weapons, conventional or nuclear, will ever be used in 
Europe except in defense against attack." 


So, in sum, the President has now put forward a comprehensiv - 
agenda for arms control which is balanced and equitable 

and which, for the first time, offers a way to reducing 

the burden of armaments at every level. We hope that the 
Soviet Union will negotiate se~iously with us on the 

agenda now before us. We will do our part and we 100k 

to the Soviet Union to turn from posturing to serious 

talks in the interest of peace. We also call upon the 
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Soviet Union to match its words about arms control with 
concrete actions demonstrating its seriousness. 


I would note, for example, that only a few days after 
the speech here at the United Nations given by 

Mr. Gromyko, with emphasis on arms control in outer 
space, the Soviet Union has undertaken an unusually 
high-level of strategic activity, including an 
anti-satellite test, two ICBM launches, an SS-20 launch, 
an SLBM launch and two ABM intercepts. Such activity 
belies by specific action the words put forth to the 
world audience here in New York this week. ‘ 


I welcome your questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, two questions: One, do you 
have any apparent explanation for this increased 
strategic activity you just talked about and, two, did 
you discuss with the Foreign Minister the possibility of 
a summit meeting between PresidentS Brezhnev and 

Reagan? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I have no explanation with respect to 
the first part of your question other than to suggest 
that the best measure of the real state of relationships 
between East andWest and the Soviet Union and the United 
States is the criteria of action and not words, as the 
President has repeated in the recent past, especially 

in his recent trip tc NATO, Europe. 





The question of summitry was discussed in the meetings 
with Foreign Minister Gromyko but I have nothing to 
put forward on that subject today. 


QUESTION: Can I pick up on that Mr. Secretary. 





SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. 





QUESTION: You addressed arms control which presumably 
occupied you yesterday. Could you cake us through today 
in any greater detail? 





SECRETARY HAIG: There was some discussion today on that 
optic but the bulk of today's discussions dealt with a 
range of regional problems and a very extensive range. 





--MORE-- 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the strategic activity you referred 
to, I understand these are in the area of tests. Are any of 


them prohibited by treaties or other agreements? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I would leave that observation till later. 
It's clear that they are not consistent with the words that 
are being used. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in these strategic tests, what kind 
of activity does this compare to in the past? We have no 
basis for which to say this is heavier or lighter than usual? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Unprecedented. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary you said that you discussed regional 
issues. Was anything said about what is going on in Lebanon? 
Also, in the last talks there was said to be some stress because 
of the Soviets' imposing martial law in Poland. Was there any -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. Well, I'm very happy to tell you the 
topics that were touchea upon. By mutual agreement with my 
counterpart, I will not yo into the character of the substance. 
That is che position we have followed -- this is the third of 
the series of the discussions we've had. 





Of course, the Middle East was discussed, as was the other topic 
you mentioned. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think that this strategic 
activity relates to any pacticular situation in the world, 
in Lebanon, for example? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. 





QUESTION: Did you discuss this strategic activity with Mr. Gromyko? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: No. 
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QUESTION: Why not? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think there are several reasons for it. We have 
had very extensive discussions on the topic of arms control. ‘“vume 
of the details of the activity I've described were not clear at the 
time I went into the discussions -- they have become clear since. 

I believe they do wmderfine the character of the difference sometimes 
between words and actions. 





QUESTION: Your discussions began with him, as you know, yesterday. 





Do you mean that the evidence of this strategic activity was just 
within the last 24 hours? | 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I mean it is very recent activity, and the 
integration of the various components of it have just been 
pulled together this morning -- overnight. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, to clarify an earlier response, did you 
mean to give the impression that there is some possibility that 
some of these tests may have been in violation of either of -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. I meant to give an indication that they 
run rather counter to the speech given here this week -- : 





QUESTION: And nothing else? 





SECRETARY HAIG: And repeated calls for restraint in outer space. 





QUESTION: Just to back up, when you say, "It runs counter to 
what was said," what was said at the speech was that the Soviet 
Union would like arms control agreements, and they made a pledge 
not to be the first to use nuclear weapons. 





Could you just embroider what you mean -- why it runs counter 
to Gromyko's speech? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I prefer noc to go into an extensive "Who shot 
John?" on tnis. I put this information forward because it does 

represent a significant first in both the scope and integration 

of activity and capability, 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, has there ever been any period of 
American testing that compares to this? To put this thing 
in further perspective, is there a way to put it in percentages? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No, I prefer not to do that other than to 
suggest that this is a first in the context of the activities 
by either the East or the West. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you help us understand the way 
these meetings go? If you are clearly troubled by the evidence 
that you are presenting to us here -- you tell us it came 
together in the middle of the night; you've been talking to 
them for 4-1/4 hours this morning. Why didn't you raise it 
with them? 





SECRETARY HAIG: ' think the point I just made was that it was 
not available to me in its entirety before I started these 
meetings, but rather subsequent thereto. That is not to suggest 
I would have raised it in the meeting, in any event. 





QUESTION: Is this the kind of thing that does get raised? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Probably, but not necessarily. 
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QUESTION: I get the feeling that your having come out of this 
meeting, and made this rather discouraging -- from your 
standpoint -- announcement, that the meeting itself didn't 
accomplish much? Is that right? 





SECRETARY “AIG: No. I described the meeting as useful, and I 
think it is always useful -- 





QUESTION: Why? 





SECRETARY HAIG: -- to conduct far-ranging discussions with 
my counterpart in the Soviet Union. They inevitably bring 
about consequences which are favorable, and I don't view this 
meeting as any exception. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, just prior to the meeting you had 
described the Soviet's approach to the Middle East in the 
communications you have had, as cautious. On the basis of 
the last two days, would you still say that that is their generai 
approach to the situation? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Concerned and cautious, yes. 





QUESTION: Mc. Secretary, I'm stiil not quite clear on what you 
mean by the integration of these various strategic tests. What... 





SECRETARY HAIG: I think I called them "strategic activity." 





QUESTION: What relationship is there between these? For 
example, are the two ABM intercepts related to the two ICBM 
launches? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Integrated. 





QUESTION: Did they involve (inaudible) or explosions? 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I didn't hear... 





QUESTION: Can you tell us which test ranges? 





SECRETARY HAIG: No. No, no, I can't do that. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretarv, how do you interpret this? What does 
it mean, this activity? 





SECRETARY HAIG: It shows the leve. of interest, skill, and 
technological advancement that chould be of concern. 





QUESTION: Is a summit meeting between the two ieaders likely 
by the end of the year, would you say? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I don't want to comment on that. I'm sure 





the President will comment on the subject in the months 

ahead. I think both sides clearly have made their position 
clear on summitry, and they are surprisingly convergent, 

and that is that summitry for summitry's sake is to be avoided; 
but rather summitry that has been well prepared, that will 
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that will result in a positive movement forward is far 
preferable to an ad ho¢ kiad of summitry in which expectations 
rise before -- sometimes in the past, we have seen even 
euphoric expectations that were only dashed following such 
ill-prepared summits. I don't think either side wants to go 
into such (inaudible) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said that the United States 

favors the rule of law in the settlement of disputes except 

in legitimate self-defense. Would you include the Israeli actions 
in Lebanon this past week to be covered by chat rubric? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Clearly, there is a great deal in support of 
that. A number of objective observers might question the 
scope of the counter-action and the character of it. We have, 


as a government, not made a ruling on that as yet. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, would you expect to either protest 
or to inquire about these strategic activities once you are -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I woula like to wait until we have had an 
opportunaty to consider what we will do with respect to it. It 
might be a decision to do nothing. 


QUESTION: There is a possible further response to i*«? 
SECRETARY HAIG: Possibly. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secietary, can you run through with us what progress, 
if any, has been made in your effort to strengthen the ceasefire 
in Lebanon? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, Phil Habibaas been intensely engaged in the 
whole framework of the crisis in Lebanon, both in search of a 
permanent and lasting ceasefire and in creating the conditions by which 
the sovereignty of the Central Government of Lebanon will be 
enhanced and strengthened as a consequence of this tragedy. I 
think while this activity is underway, it sometimes is counter- 
productive to become too specific on how; but he has been in 
touch with all the internal parties and with the external 
parties involved as well. And we have been back-stopping 
here in Washington on an hourly basis and throughout the 
night. 


That situation has not changed from the beginning of this crisis; 
especially the President has pe~;sonally followed it moment by 
moment. I just spoke to him at Camp David, and it is clear 

that the United States is doing all within its power to have 

a situation in which the bloodshed terminates, and the conditions 
for a long-term settlement are enhanced. 
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QUESTION: Do you find that the Soviet policy, as best you 
understand it now, works in the same direction as America's? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I would not describe it that way. On the 
other hand, I would not indict recent Soviet activity as 
particularly trouble same or counter-proauctive. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on that strategic activity, do you 

regard that as an acceleration of some of the past activitiesthat 
they'vehave had, or is this, given the integrated nature 

as you characterized it, is this something that involved 

an entirely new effort by the Soviets? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think there has been enough said on this 
subject. Clearly, I wanted you to have the information as 
quickly as it was available and releasable. We've done that, 
and I think I'd just like to let it drop there. 


QUESTION: Sir, would you be kind enough, so we don't botch 
this up, could you run through exactly what you said about 
this strategic activity? 


SECRETARY HAIG: All] right -- and I do refer to it as 
"activity." 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you didn't answer the question about 
the nuclear explosions? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm about to. Oh, no; no nuclear, no. 
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I will repeat what I saia on this subject. I would note, 

for example, that only a few days after the speech at the United 
Nations which touched upon outer-space arms control, the 

Soviet Union has undertaken an unusually high level of 

strategic activity, including an anti-satellite test, two 

ICBM launches, an SS=-20 launch, and SLBM launch, and two 

ABM intercepts. 
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QUESTION: Thank you, Sir. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you mentioned earlier that you had 

not taken a position on whether this Israeli activity in Lebanor is 
in self-defense or not. Can you say, first of all, why you 

have not taken a position on that? And secondly, the U.S. 

has maintained that it wants all the foreign troops out of 

Lebanon. Was that a similar Soviet point of view? And 

is the U.S. thinking of a particular time-frame on the withdrawal 
of such troops from Lebanon? 


SECRETARY HAIG: i don't know what the Soviet view is on the 
subject of foreign forces in Lebanon. The United States view 
is, of course, that we would like to see ultimately all 
foreign forces out of Lebanon so that the Central Government 
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can conduct the sovereign affairs of a sovereign government 
within internationally-recognized borders. 


With respect to the other question, it is clear that there was 
a sequence of events that has been going on for an extended 
period involving actions and counter-actions, terrorist activity, 
| across-the-border shelling, and rocket attacks, and a series 
-% of air and counter-actions. Clearly, this recent crisis 
7 is the culmination of a long period of unacceptable instability 
in southern Lebanon and perhaps throughout Lebanon. I think 
there will have to be a very careful analysis of events associated 
with this recent crisis before the kind of valued judgement 
you've asked for would be appropriate. 


QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 





(The conference concluded at 3:30 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


June 23, 1982 
No. 204 


STUDY GROUP 6 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group 6 
of the U.S. Organization for the International Radio 
Consultative Conmittee (CCIR) will meet July 29, 1982 
at 9:00 a.m. in the Fort Monmouth Officers’ Club (Gibbs 
Hall), Tinton Avenue, Fort Monmouth, New Jersey. 


Study Group 6 deals with matters relating to the 
propagation of radio waves in and through the ionosphere. 
The purpose of the meeting will be to establish a program 
of work in preparation for the next intemational meeting 
of Study Group 6 to be held in Geneva in August 1983. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting 
and join in the discussions subject to instructions of the 
Chairman. Admittance of public members will be limited 
to the seating available. 
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for further information should be directed 
to Mr. Gordon Huffcutt, State Department, Washington, D.C. 
20520, telephone (202) 632-2592. 


For turther information contact: 
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MODEM WORKING PARTY OF STUDY GROUP D 
OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION FOR THE INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND 
TELEPHONE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that the Modem Working 
Party of Study Group D of the U.S. Organization for the International 
Telegraph and Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet 
on July 14 and 15, 1982 at the Days Inn in Mystic, Connecticut. 
Moetings will start at 9:00 a.m. on both days. 


Study Group D deals with teleconmmumicaticn matters relating 
to the development of intermational digital data transmission 
services; the Modem Working Party reviews actual and proposed 
CCITT recommendations pertaining to the specifications and use 
of modems in data transmission. 


The agenda for the meetings will include 9600/9800 two-wire 
full duplex echo cancelling modems, TR 30.3 transmission line 
inpaimments, and discussion of Recommendation V.54. 
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Menbers of the general public may attend the meeting and join 
in the discussion subject to instructions of the Chair. Requests 
for further information may be directed to Richard H. Howarth, 
Office of International Conmunications Policy, Department of 
State, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone (202) 632-1007 or 
T. de Haas, Chairman of U.S. Study Group D, Institute of 
Telecommmication Sciences, National Teleccnmunicaticns and 
Information Administration, Boulder, Colorado 80303, 
telephone (303) 499-1000, ext. 3728. 


For terther mformation contact 








ied fe 


- Po 
P . r pee iy 
. ‘ 
—s 
s oe 
- << 
* . 
2% “ 
a” 
— 
— 





June 25, 1982 


No. 206 
BLAIR HOUSE CLOSED FOR REPAIRS 





Blair House, the nation's quest house for visiting 
heads of state at 1651 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C., has been closed for renovation. 
Official guests will be accommodated in hotels while 
Blair House is closed. 
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June 28, 1982 
No. 207 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
ON THE LAW OF THE SEA 
NOTICE OF PARTIALLY CLOSED MEETING 


In accordance with Section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (P.L. 92-463) as amended by P.L. 94-409 Section 
5(c), notice is hereby given that the Advisory Committee on 
the Law of the Sea will meet in open and closed sessions on 
July 14, and 15, 1982. The open session of the meeting will 
convene at 9:30 a.m., in Room 1912, U.S. Department of State, 
2lst and C Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the closed meeting is to consider the U.S. 
review and review process and specific Law or the Sea issues. 
During the closed sessions, documents classified under the 
provisions of Executive Order 12065 will be discussed. 


These documents relate to the issues which the United 
States has negotiated, at the Third United Nations Law of the 
Sea Conference. Accordingly, it has been determined that it 
is in the public interest to close these meetings pursuant to 
5 USC 552 b(c)(1) and 5 USC 552 b(c)(9). 


The issues cover such subjects as the review and review 
process, freedom of navigation on the high seas and in straits 
used for international navigation and related national security 
interests, the deep seabed mining regime, the continental 
margin, the economic zone, fisheries, marine pollution, dispute 
settlement, scientific research, and other related topics 
involving U.S. national security and foreign relations matters. 
Premature disclosure of the contents of these documents could 
adversely affect our foreign relations interests and jeopardize 
United States law of the sea interests. 


The open session of the Advisory Committee meeting will 
discuss all principal Law of the Sea issues, including chose 
issues stated above, but will not examine the classified 
items discussed during the closed session. 


For further information contact: 
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The Advisory Committee on the Law of the Sea represents 
a broad cross-section of industries, professions, academic 
disciplines and other public groups. As such, it will com- 
prehensively review the proposals which will come before the 


Conference. 


At the open session, beginning at 9:30 a.m., on 
July 15 the general public attending may participate in 
the discussion subject to instructions of the chairman. 


As entrance to the State Department is controlled, 
members of the public who wish to attend the open session 
should contact Mr. Robert E. Watkins and provide their name 
and affiliation to facilitate their attendance. His tele- 
phone number is (202) 632-823.. 
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STATEMENT at ar of 

OF 
SECRETARY OF STATE ALEXANDER M. HAIG, JR., 
. DEAN ACHESON AUDITORIUM 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. , FRIDAY, JUNE 25, 1982, 4:28 P.M. 
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MR. FISCHER: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 





The Secretary has a brief statement, after which he plans to 
read to you the letter he has written to the President. The 
Secretary plans to take no questions. 


Mc. Secretary. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Thank you very much. Ladies and gentlemen, 
I'd like to read a copy of the text of the letter which I 
presented to President Reagan today. 





"Dear Mr. President: 


"Your accession to office on January 20, 1981, brought 
an opportunity for a new and forward-looking foreign policy 
resting on the cornerstones of strength and compassion. 

I believe that we shared a view of America's cole in the 
world as the leader of free men and an inspiration for all. 
We agreed that consistency, clarity, and steadiness of 
purpose were essential to success. It was in this spirit 
that I undectook to serve you as Secretary of State. 
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"In cecent months, it has become clear to me that the 
foreign policy on which we embarked together was shifting 
from that careful course which we laid out. Under these 
circumstances, I feel it necessary to request that you 
accept my resignation. I shall always treasure the con- 
fidence which you reposed in me. It has been a great honor 
to serve in your Administration, and I wish you every suc- 
cess in the future. 


- " "Sincerely." 


For further information contas:t: 
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I am extremely pleased, ladies and gentlemen, that Mr. George 
Shultz, an old friend of many years, has accepted the 
President's request that he assume my post. My own knowledge 
of George and his experience, professionalism and integrity 
gives me the utmost confidence that our country, the American 
people and our President will be well served by his 
incumbency. 





Over the past 18 months I have come to develop the most pro- 
found respect and admiration for the talents and dedication of 
the people of the Foreign Service and of the employees of the 
State Department. They have been and continue to be absolutely 
superb. 


I have asked my associates here at the Department to serve the 
President and my successor as ably and as loyally as they have 
served me, and more than that the American people cannot ask. 





I have assured the President, furthermore, that I will stay on 
in my post for as long as is necessary to insure an orderly 
transition for my successor. 


Finally, ladies ani gentlemen of the press, I would like to 
thank and compliment each of you for the professionalism and 
the objectivity that you have shown to me and the business of 
this Department as you carry out your critical role in the 
service of the Ame:ican people. 
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Thank you very much. 
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(Sustained applause. ) 


(The statement concluded at 4:34 Pom.) 
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WALTER J. STOESSEL, JR. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY OF STATE 


Walter J. Stoessel, Jr. was sworn in as Deputy Secretary of 
State on February 1l, 1982. From February 1981 until assuming ~— 
his present position he was Under Secretary of State for 
Political Affairs. Mr. Stoessel, a career member of the 
Senior Foreign Service, holds the personal rank of Career 
Ambassador. 


Ambassador Stoessel was born in Manhattan, Kansas, on 
January 24, 1920. He received a Bachelor of Arts degree from 
Stanford University in 1941 and entered the Foreign Service of 
the United States the following year. After a short training 
period he was sent on his first overseas assignment to Caracas, 
Venezuela. He temporarily interrupted his diplomatic career 
Guring the Second World War, serving with the United States 
Navy from 1944 to 1946. 


Following his service in the Navy, Ambassador Stoessel 
returned to the Department of State. In 1947 he was assigned 
to the American Embassy in Moscow for two years and then 
studied at the Russian Institute of Columbia University in 
New York from 1949 to 1950. 
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Mr. Stoessel served in Germany from 1950 to 1952 as a 
political officer with the United States High Commission. 
In 1952 he became Director of the Office of Soviet Affairs in 
the Department of State. In 1956 he was appointed special 
' assistant to the Foreign Policy Advisor to the President. 
He was then assigned to the Embassy in Paris, where he served 
in the Political Section until 1959. After his service in Paris, 
he attended the Harvard Center for International Affairs. From 
1960 to‘1961, he was the Executive Secretary of the Department 
of State. At the end of 1961 he returned to Paris, where he 
served as Political Advisor to the Supreme Allied Commander, 
Europe. 
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7 In 1963 Mr. Stoessel was transferred to Moscow, where he 
was Deputy Chief of Mission. Two years later, in 1965, he was 
named Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for European Affairs. 
He was transferred to Poland in 1968, where he represented the 
United States as Ambassador until 1972. In that year he returned 
to the Department of State and assumed the duties of Assistant 
Secretary of State for European Affairs. 


For further information contact: 
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In 1974 Mr. Stoessel went again to Moscow, this time as 
Ambassador to the Soviet Union, a position which he held for 
two and a half years. In October 1976 he became Ambassador to 
the Federal Republic of Germany and remained in that post until 
January 1981, when he returned to Washington. 


Walter Stoessel is married to the former Mary Ann Ferrandou. 
The couple has three daughters. 
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July 1, 1982 
No. 209 


STUDY GROUPS A AND B OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Groups A and B of 
the U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Conmittee (CCITT) will meet on July 20, 1982 at 10:00 a.m. 
in the Loy Henderson Conference Room of the State Department, 2201 C 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. These Study Groups deal with, inter-alia, 
the issues of developing a U.S. position relating to international inter- 
active videotex services which would be proposed at upcoming meetings of 
CCITT Study Groups I and VIII. 


The meeting will receive the report of the Videotex Technical Eyperts 
Panel and consider in a preliminary fashion the position of the United 
States for ” November, 1982 meeting of CCITT Study Group VIII. 


Members of the general nublic may attend the meeting and join in the 
Giscussion suwject to the instructions of the Chainmnan. Adniittance of 
public members will be limited to the seating available. In that recard, 
entrance to the Department of State building is controlled and entry wiil 
be facilitated if arrangements are mace in advance of the meeting. It is 
suggested that prior to July 20, members of the general public who plan to 
attend the meeting so advise Mr. Richard Howarth, Office of International 
Communications Policy, Department of State, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone 

(202)632-1007. All non-Government employees must use the C Street entrance 
to the building. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


July 1, 1982 
No. 210 


STUDY GROUP A OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group A of the 
U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and Televhone 
Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet on July 28, 1982 at 
10:00 a.m. in Room 856 of the Federal Communications Commission, 
1919 M Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This Study Group deals with 
U.S. Government aspects of international telegram and telephone 
Operations and tariffs. 


The Study Group will discuss international telecommunications 
questions relating to telegraph, telex, new record services, data 
transmission and leased channel services in order to develop U.S. 
positions to be taken at upcoming international Study Group I and III 
meetings. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussion subject to the instruction of the Chairman. Acnittance 
of public members will be limited to the seating available. Requests 
for further information should be directed to Earl S. Barbely, Conference 
Staff, Federal Communications Commission, Washington, D.C., telephone 
(202) 632-3214. 
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ELLIOTT ABRAMS SWORN IN AS 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR HUMAN RIGHTS AND HUMANITARIAN AFFAIRS 


On December 10, 1981, Mr. Abrams was sworn in as 
Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights and Humani- 
tarian Affairs, a position for which, again, he was con- 
firmed unanimously by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
and by the U.S. Senate. In assuming this new position 
Mr. Abrams resigned as Assistant Secretary of State for 
International Organization Affairs. 
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In January, 1981 Mr. Abrams began serving as Assistant 
Secretary of State in the Bureau of International Organi- 
zation Affairs. He was confirmed unanimously as Assistant 
Secretary by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee and by 
the U.S. Senate. In this capacity he supervised U.S.. 
participation in the UN systen. . 


Mr. Abrams is an attorney who has practiced in New 
York and in Washington, D.C. He spent four years in the 
1970s working for the U.S. Senate: as Assistant Counsel 
to the U.S. Senate Permanent Committee on Investigations 
in 1975; as Special Counsel to Senator Henry M. Jackson 
in 1975-6; as Special Counsel to Senator Daniel P. Moynihan 
in 1977; and from January, 1978 until May, 1979 as Senator 


Moynihan's Chief of Staff. 


Mectassified for Publicati 


He was, until 1981, a member of the Committee for the 
Free World. He is a member of the Council on Foreign 
Relations, the American Jewish Committee, and the American 
Bar Association. He is the author of numerous essays and 
book reviews which have appeared in Commentary, The Public 
Interest, The American Spectator, sofia favien, and other 
journals. 
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Mr. Abrams was born in New York City on January 24, 
1948. He received his B.A. degree from Harvard College 
in 1969, a M.Sc.Econ. in International Relations from 
the London —— of Economics in 1970, and his J.D. from 
For f choo] in 1973. He lives in Washington, D.c. 
fh 3 te ky? cera feage: and their son Jacob and new born 


daughter Sarah. 
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PROGRAM FOR THE CFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D. C. OF HIS EXCEL- 
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LENCY DR. ROBERTO SUAZO CORDOVA, PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF HONDURAS. 


Tuesday, July 13 





2:50 p.m. 


3:10 p.m. 
3:25 p.m. 


4.15 p.m. 
5:30 p.m. 


6:00 p.m. 


6:45 p.m. 
Wednesday, July 14 





9:00 a.m. 


[33s a.m. 


11:00 a.m. 


12:15 p.m. 


For further information contact: 


July 13-15, 1982 


His Excellency Dr. Roberto Suazo Cordova, President 
cf the Republic of Honduras and his party will 
arrive Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland via U.S. 


President Suazo will meet with the following at 
the Wateraate Hotel: 


Mr. Alden W. Clausen, Presidefil International Bank for 


Mr. Michael Curtin, Vice President, Inter-American 
Development Bank. 


The Honorable William Clark, Assistant to the President 
for National Security Affairs. 


Executives of United Rrarwds. 








President Suazo will meet with the following at 
Watervate : 


The Honorable John Block, Secretary of Acriculture. 


The Honorable Walter Stoessel, Acting Secretary of 
State. , 


President Suazo will meet with Preident Reagan 
at the White House. is 


The Honorable George Push, Vice President of 
the United States of America will host a working 
luncheon in honor of His Excellency Dr. Roberto 
Suazo Bordova, President of the Republic of 

, at his residence. 
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2:30 p.m. President Suazo will meet with The Honorable 
Donald Regan, Secretary of the Treasury, at 
the Watergate Hotel. 


3:15 p.m. President Suazo will meet with The Honorable M. Peter 
McPherson, Director, Ageny for International Develop- 
ment, at the Watergate Hotel. 


4:15 p.m. President Suazo will meet with the Senate Foreign 
| Relations Committee, U.S. Capitol, Room S-1‘6. 
5:45 p.m. President Suazo will meet with The Honorable 


for Inter-American Affairs at the Watergate Hotel. 
Private dinner and evening. 


Thursday, July 15, 


9:00 a.m. . une House Foreign Affairs will host a Coffee- 
= SS eee Roberto Suazo 
Cordova, President of the Republic of Honduras, 
Rayburn Office Buidling, Room 2200. 


11:30 a.m. President Suazo will meet with Mr. William Dale, 
‘Vice President, International Monetary Fund, at 
the Watergate Hotel. 


12:30 p.m. President Suazo will meet with His Excellency 


2:55 p.m. - _ His Excellency Dr. Roberto Suazo Cordova, President — _ 


3:10 p.m. Arrival Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland. 

3:15 p.m. Departure from Andrews Air Force Base via U.S. 
Presidential Aircraft enroute Houston, Texas for 
private visit. 
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NOTE: Press covering events at the Watergate Hotel should 
report to Room 903 (Press Holding Room) a half hour | 
before scheduled 
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S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632-0685 
During Visit - Protocol Office at Hotel: 
965-2300 Ext. 1009. 

















July 14, 1982 
No. 213 


POWELL A. MOORE 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOR CONGRESSIONAL RELATIONS 


Powell A. Moore of Milledgeville, Georgia, was sworn 
in on February 8, 1982 as Assistant Secretary of State for 
Congressional Relations. Born in Milledgeville on January 5, 
1938, Mr. Moore graduated from the Henry Grady School of 
Journalism at the University of Georgia in Athens, Georgia. 
He is a former weekly newspaper editor in Georgia and served 
for three and one-half hears as a United States Army officer 
including a tour in West Germany. 


Mr. Moore began his Washington career in 1966 as an aide 
to the late Senator Richard B. Russell of Georgia. When Senator 
Russell died in 1971, he became Deputy Director of Public 
Information for the U.S. Department of Justice and later served 
in the Office of Legislative Affairs at the White House under 
Presidents Nixon and Ford. When he left the White House Staff 
to enter private business in 1975, he was a Deputy Special 
Assistant to the President. Mr. Moore had been engaged for six 
years in governmental relations and Washington representation, 
as a consultant for a variety of corporations and associations. 
On January 21, 1981 Mr. Moore was appointed to the White House 
staff as Deputy Assistant to the President for Legislative 
Affairs and was in charge of overseeing White House relations 
with the United States Senate, where he served until his 
nomination as Assistant Secretary of State. 
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Mr. Moore is married to the former Katherine Southward and 
they have two children - Frances Van and Powell Allen, Jr. 


For further information conmtact: 
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f PETER H. DAILEY 
ie SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO 
IRELAND 


Ambassador Dailey was sworn in as Ambassador to Ireland on 
March 16, 1982. He has, since 1968, served as Chairman, 
President, and Chief Executive Officer of the Dailey 
International Group in Los Angeles, California. He also serves 
as Vice Chairman and Director of Shamrock Broadcasting and is a 
partner in the Running Y Ranch of Klamath Falls, Oregon. His 
previous business experience included the Campbell Ewald 
Company (Senior Vice President and Director, Western and Far 
Eastern Regions -1964-68), Foote, Cone and Belding (Vice 
President - 1963-64), and Erwin Wasey and Company (Mail Room to 
Vice President - 1956-63). 


Ambassador Dailey was born May 1, 1930 in New Orleans, 
Louisiana. He graduated from the University of California in 
Los Angeles in 1954 and served in the United States Navy as a 
Lieutenant from 1954-56. He and his wife, the former 
Jacqueline Biggerstaff, have five children. 
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For further information contact: 
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JOHN L. LOEB, JR. 
SWORN IN AS 
US AMBASSADOR TO 
DENMARK 


John Langeloth Loeb, Jr., of New York, was sworn in on 
September 14, 1981 as United States Ambassador to Denmark. 


Born in New York City on May 2, 1930, Mr. Loeb graduated from 
Harvard with AB and MBA degrees in 1952 and 1954, respectively. 


From 1954-56, Loeb served in the US Air Force. Since 1956 he 
has been a partner in Loeb, Rhoades and Co., New York City, and 
served as its president from 1971-73. 


Mr. Loeb also served as Special Advisor to Governor Nelson A. 
Rockefeller on Environmental Matters (1967-73); as Chairman of 
New York State Council of Environmental Advisers (1970-75); and 
as Chairman of the Board of Holly Sugar Corporation (1969-71). 


Mr. Loeb has been director of Denver and Rio Grande Western 
Railroad, of Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer, and of John Morrell and Co. 
He is a trustee of Montefiore Hospital and Medical Center, the 
Museum of the City of New York, the Frances and John L. Loeb 
Foundation, and the Winston Churchill Foundation. 
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Mr. Loeb has been the recipient of many honors, including the 
Jabotinsky Centennial Award (1980), an honorary Doctor of Laws 
degree from Georgetown University Law School (1980), and 
trusteeship of the National Conference of Christians and Jews 
(1981), 


Ambassador J.oeb has two children (Nicholas and Alexandra). 


For further information contact: 
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July 1), 1982 
No. 216 


MARSHALL BREMENT SWORN IN AS AMBASSADOR TO ICELAND 
(biographic data) 


Note: The compiler did not find this press release 
in Department of State files, Marshall Erement 
took the oath of office on July 30, 1981. 
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oe 7 ° 
Ho. 21 DAVID ANDERSON 


SWORN IN AS 


David Anderson was sworn in as Ambassador to Yugoslavia on 
July 30, 1981. 


He arrived in Belgrade August 17 from Berlin where he was 
Minister and U.S. Deputy Commandant. Ambassador Anderson has 
served as Director of the Office of Central European Affairs 
and Deputy Executive Secretary. He has served previously in 
Belgrade and also in Bamako, Bonn, and at USNATO. he joined 
the Foreign Service in 1959. 


Ambassador Anderson holds a B.A. from Union College and an 
M.A. from the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy. He is 
married and has three children. 


For further information contact: 
















ie «Gc 


PARTMENT OF STATE 


July 14, 1982 





No. 218 - 
y MARK EVANS AUSTAD Kea d 
my SWORN IN AS ’ 
ce U.S. AMBASSADOR TO 
; NORWAY 


Mark Austad was sworn in as Ambassador to Norway on 
December 14, 1981. He is a native of Ogden, Utah, and a 
graduate of Weber State College. He spent three years in 
Norway as a Mormon missionary and four years with the U.S. Army 
intelligence before entering the broadcasting industry. 


He has been a board member of Garfinkel, Brooks Bros., the 
American Automobile Foundation, the Honor America Committee, 
Stockholders of America, Director Emeritus of the Secound 
National Bank of Washington, D.C. and an Honorary Cousul for 
the Government of Finland for the State of Arizona. 


Mr. Austad was Chairman of the 1968 Presidential Inauguaral 
Ball and Vice Chairman of the entire Inaugural in 1972. In 
1973, the Ambassador was a delegate to the 28th General 
Assembly of the United Nations and, in 1975, was a U.S. . 
delegate to the Helsinki CSCE Conference. He has also served 
as a member of the Peace Corps Executive Committee under Neil 


Armstrong. 


Mr. Austad served as Ambassador to Finland 1975-77. He 
later became the first U.S. Ambassador to Finland to receive 
the White Rose and the Order of the Lion from the Government of 
Finland. Upon his return to the United States, he received the 
Statesman of the Year award from the Washington State Evergreen 


Council. 


"“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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Most recently Mr. Austad has served as Vice-President of 
Public Affairs at Metromedia, Inc. 


Ambassador Austad and wife, Lola, have three daughters and 
five grandchildren and live in Scottsdale, Arizonia and 
Wolfeboro, New Hampshire. 


For further information contact: 
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July 14, 1982 DAVID FUNDERBURK 
No. 219 SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO 
ROMANIA 


David Funderburk was sworn in as Ambassador to Romania on 
October 2, 1981. He has a long and close association with 
Romania. His interest in Romania was awakened as an 
undergraduate student at Wake Forest University. Throughout 
his graduate studies in Eastern European affairs at Wake 
Forest, the University of South Carolina, UCLA and the 
University of Washington, he focused his attention on Romania. 
With his wife, Betty, he participated as a Fulbright Exchangee 
in Romania in 1971-72. Subsequently he was the recipient of an 
IREX grant to study in Romania in 1976 and 77. He also served 
as a USIA Foreign Service Reserve Staff Officer at the USIA 
cultural exhibit in Sibiu (see-b-you) in 1975. 


He has been an Instructor of History at Wingate College and 


‘the "Iniversity of South Carolina, and an Associate Professor of 


Rardin-Simmins University, and Campbell University. Since 1978 
he has been the Title III Grants Coordinator and Director of 
Educational Development for grants at Campbell University. 


Ambassador Funderburk has written over a dozen monographs, 
articles and reviews on Romania and Eastern Europe and has been 
a regular participant in academic workshops on Eastern European 
Studies at universities throughout the country. 


He speaks excellent Romanian and has a working knowledge of 
German and French. 


He is an avid ham radio operator. 


His wife, the former Betty Jo Swaim, and children, Britt 
and Deana, share his active interest in Romania. All of them 
resided in Romania at one time or another when Ambassador 
Funderburk participated in exchange fellowship programs. Mrs. 
Funderburk speaks Romanian. The children knew Romanian as 


younger children. 


For further information contact: 
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For further information contact: 


July 16, 1982 | 
No. 220 , 


REMARKS BY SECRETARY GEORGE SHULTZ 
AT SWEARING IN CEREMONY 
ROSE GARDEN 
JULY 16, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Thank you very much. You have done 
me a great honoc and I cecognize fully the responsibilities 
placed upon me. : 


I said in my statement to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, that I would muster every ounce of energy and 
intelligence and dedication I could and pour all of it into 
my pecfocmance on this job. I cestate that and cemake 

that pledge to you on this occasion, Mc. President. 


In the peciod of time that I've been preparing for this job 
and prepacing for my examination by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, of course, I‘ve been impressed with the impor- 
tance and depth and difficulty of the problems that we face. 
But also, Mc. President, as you so characteristically do, I 
think it is essential that we take that coin that has 
problems as its label on one side and turn it over and see 
that on the other side is the word “opportunities”. I cer- 
tainly want to approach this task, fully conscious and 
cealistic about the problems, but even more, conscious of the 
opportunities which with creative and constructive effort, 
we may be able to do something wonderful with. I say that 
with some confidence here because I am with friends and I 
feel the warmth of this gathering and that it is a family 
affaic, and it gives me a certain sense of both humility but 
also a sense of support. 


In that cegacd, I would like to thank especially the members 
of Congress, the membecs of the Senate, who gave me such a 
thorough working-over and examination and I think in a very 
constructive way and thorough way, and in the end, voted 
promptly and decisively to confircm me as Secretary of State. 
I appreciate that and I recognize it as a kind of marker 
that we should approach these things together and in a 
spirit of bipartisanship and in trying to find the broad 
consensus that sustains ouc policies abroad and has done so 
for so many decades. 











——————— ll 
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Mc. President, in your Inaugucal Address you said that no 
acsenal, no weapon in the world is so formidable as the will 
and mocal courage of free men and women. I think as you often 
do, you put succinctly the essence of the matter. And I say 
to you that I will take these words of yours as my 


touchstone and foundation as I approach the conduct of this 
great office. 


I thank you very much, Mc. President and my friends. 
kaze 
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July 19, 1982 
No. 221 


LAWRENCE S. EAGLEBURGER 
SWORN IN AS 


UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR POLITICAL AFFAIRS 


Lawrence S. Eagleburger was sworn in as Under Secretary of 
State for Political Affairs on February 12, 1982. 


Mr. Eagleburger was born in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, on 
August 1, 1930 He received his B.S. degree from the University 
of Wisconsin in 1952 and, after serving as a First Lieutenant 
in the U.S. Army from 1952 =o 1954, earned his M.S. degree, 
also from the University of Wisconsin, in 1957. 


He entered the reseed Seevecs in 1957 and was assigned to 
the American Embassy in Tegucigalpa, Honduras, where he remained 
until 1959. He <nen sexved as Political Analyst for Cuba in the 
Bureau of Intelligence Research in the Department of State until 
1961. Following Serbo-Croatian language training, he was 
assigned to the Economic Section of the American Embassy in 
Belgrade in 1961 and remained there until 1965. He then was 
assigned to the Department of State, first with the Secretariat 
Staff dealing with European Affairs, and during March-July 

1966, as Special Assistant to Mr. Dean Acheson during his 
special assignment as Advisor to the President on Franco- 

NATO. He then returned to the Department as Acting Director 

of the Secretariat Staff. In October 1966, he became a member 
of the National Security Council Staff, responsible for 

European Affairs, and maintained that position until 

October 1967, when he was assigned as Special Assistant to 

the Under Secretary of State. 


From November 1968 to January 1969, Mr. Eagleburger 
was assistant to Dr. Henry A. Kissinger in New York during the 
Presidential transition. In January 1969, he became Executive 
Assistant to Dr. Kissinger at the White House, and in September 
of 1969 was assigned to the U.S. Mission to NATO in Brussels, 
as Political Adviser and Chief of the Political Section. From 
August, 1961 to January 30, 1973, Mr. Eagleburger served as 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security 
Affairs, Policy Plans and National Security Council Affairs, 
and from January 30 to May 25, 1973, as Acting Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs. 


For further information contact: 





PARTMENT OF STATE 
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From June to September 1973, he served as Deputy Assistant 
to the President for National Security Operations. He was 
then named Executive Assistant to the Secretary of State, 
Henry A. Kissinger. In 1975, he was named Deputy Under 
Secretary of State for Management. From June 1977 through 
January 1981 Mr. Eagleburger served as U.S. Ambassador to 
the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. From May 1981 
to February 1982 he was Assistant Secretary of State for 
European Affairs. 


In 1973, Mr. Eagleburger was awarded the Department of 
Defense Distinguished Civilian Service Medal, and in 1976 the 
President's Award for Distinguished Federal Civilian Service. 


Mr. Eagleburger is married to the former Marlene Ann 
Heinemann and they have two children. 
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UNITED STATES AND SINGAPORE 
AMEND TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


o° Oe 


The United States and Singapore exchanged letters 
dated June 11, 1982 and June 22, 1982, respectively, to 
amend the existing bilateral textile Agreement. The 
texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 








June ll, 1982 


“Declassified for Publication in American 
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Mr. Jack Choo 

First Secretary 
Embassy of Singapore 
1824 R Street, N.W. 
Washingtoh, D.C. 20009 












Dear Mr. Choo: 





I am writing to you with regard to the Agreement 
between the United States and Singapore relating to Trade 
in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile 
Products, with annexes, effected by exchange of notes on 
August 21, 1981, as amended ("the Agreement"), and to dis- 
cussions concerning exports from Singapore to the United 
se I eee Classified in textile categories 341, 

an * 









EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202)632-2690 








For further information contact: 


°“ée No. 222 





On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose 
that the consultation level for the Agreement Year ending 
‘as December 31, 1982 for categories 341, 613 and 641 be 
increased as follows: 














Category Current Level Adjusted Level 
(SYE) (SYE ) 
; 341 700,000 | 845,000 
5 613 1,000,000 3,000,000 


If this proposal is acceptable tc your Government, 
this letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of your 
Government shall constitute an amendment to the Agreement. 


Eincerely, 
\}, \. 
Mice 


Denis Lamb 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 
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SINGAPORE LETTER 





June 22, 1982 





Mr Denis Lamb 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs 

Department of State 

Washington, DC 20520 


i 


Dear Mr Lamb 


Thank you for your letter of 11 June 1982 
concerning the Agreement between the United States 
and Singapore relating to Trade in Cotton, Wool and 
Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile Products, with 
annexes, effected by exchange of notes on 21 August 
1981, as amended ("the Agreement"), and to discuss- 
ions concerning exports from Singapore to the United 
States of products classified in textile categories 
341, 613 and 641. . 


a ee oo Ue COT Gul 
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On behalf of my Government, I confirm that 
the proposal of the Government of the.United States 
as outlined in your letter, that the consultation 
level for the Agreement Year ending 31 December 1982 
for categories 341, 613 and 641 be increased as 
follows, is acceptable:- 


Current Level Adjusted Level 
category ae) OO EYE 


x 











341 700,000 845,000 - 
613 1,000,000 3,000,000 
641 700,000 1,294,500 


Your letter and this letter of confirmation 
shall constitute an amendment to the Agreement. 


Yours sincerely 


HOY-CHENG SEETOH (MISS) 
FIRST SECRETARY 
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For further intormation contact: 








July 20, 1982 
No. 223 


THE UNITED STATES 
AND HONG KONG SIGN 
BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Hong Kong exchanged notes dated 
June 23, 1982 to effect a new bilateral textile Agreement 
relating to trade in cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles 
and textile products. The texts of the notes follow: 


UNITED STATES NOTE 





June 23, 1982 


The Honorable 

Wiiliam Dorward, 0O.B.E., J.P. 

Director of Trade Industry 
and Customs 

Hong Kong 


Sir: 
I have the honor to refer to the Arrangement 
Regarding International Trade in Textiles (hereinafter 


referred to as the Arrangement), done at Geneva on 


December 20, 1973, as extended by the Protocol adopted 
on December 22, 1981. 


EB/TEX:Deborah Linde (202)632-2690 
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I also refer to discussions between representa- 
tives of the Government of Hong Kong and the Governsent . 
of the United States of America in Washington fron 
February 8 to February 12, 1982, and in Hong Kong from 
March 11 to March 21, 1982, concerning exports of cotton, 
wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products 
manufactured in Hong Kong which are exported to the United 
States. As a result of these discussions, I propose on 
behalf of the Government of the United States of America, 
under Article 4-of, and in conformity with, the Arrange- 
ment, the following Agreement relating to trade in cotton, 
wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products 


between Hong Kong and the United States. 


1. (a) The term of the Agreement shall be from January 
1, 1982 through December 31, 1987, except as provided in 
paragraph 16. The duration has been agreed in recognition 
by the Government of the United States of America of the 
importance to Hong Kong of stability in the textile trade 
and the need to ensure that stability and certainty 


throughout the 6-year life of the bilateral agreement. 


(b) This Agreement replaces and supersedes the 
Agreement dated August 8, 1977, as amended, with respect to 


the agreement year commencing on January 1, 1982 and ending 
Decenaber 31, 1982. 


2. An “agreement year" shall be a calendar year, 
with the first agreement year commencing on January, 1, 1982 
and ending on December 31, 1982. 


3. The Categories of textiles and textile products 
covered by the Agreement are as set out and described in 
Annex B. The determination of whether a textile or textile 
product is of cotton, wool, «r man-made fiber shall be made 


in accordance with the terms of paragraph 8. 
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4. During the term of the Agreement, the Government 


of Hong Kong shall limit annual exports from Hong Kong of 





sotton, wool, and man-made fiber textiles and textile 


products of Hong Kong origin to the United States of 


i 


om |i 


America, to the Specified Limits and Sub-Limits set forth 
in Annex A hereto, as such limits may be adjusted in 
accordance with paragraphs 5 and 6. The limits set out in 
Annex A are without such adjustments. All textiles and 
textile products in Categories not subject to Specified 
Limits may be exported from Hong Kong to the United States 


of America only in accordance with paragraph 7. Shipments 





valued at U.S. 250 dollars or less which are exported from 
Hong Kong to the United States of America shall not be 


subject to the limits in Annex A or the procedures of 


paragraph 7. 


5. During any agreement year, the limits of the 
Categories and Sub-categories set out in Annex A, or 
pursuant to an amendment to Annex A of this Agreement, may 
be exceeded by not more than the percentages set out in 
Annex C, provided that a corresponding reduction as 


calculated in square yards equivalent on the basis of the 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


conversion factors set out in Annex B and, in the case of 
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merged Categories, in paragraph 9, is made in one or more 
Specified Limits set out in Annex A. As regards merged 
Category 633/634/635, the conversion factor of the affected 
sub-limit or sub-limits will apply. Adjustments made 
pursuant to this paragraph are in addition to those 


pursuant to paragraph 6. 


6. (a) The extent to which any Specified Limit or 
Sub-limit set out in Annex A may, after consultation 
between the Government of Hong Kong and the Government of 
the United States of America, be exceeded in either year of 
any two subsequent agreement years by carry forward and/or 


carryover, is 10 percent, of which carry forward shall aot 


represent more than 5 percent. 
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(b) Following consultations pursuant to paragraph 
6(a) above, between the Government of Hong Kong and the 
Government of the United States of America in Hong Kong 
From March 11 to March 21, 1982, it was agreed that in 
respect of Category 648 Hong Kong will, notwithstanding the 
carry forward percentage of 5 percent specified in 
paragraph 6(a) above, be accorded 7.15 percent carry 
forward in each agreement year for the life of the 
Agreement. Both governments agree to consult, in the 1986 
agreement year, in relation to any problem that may arise 
during the 1987 agreement year from the continuous use of 
this provision in respect of Category 648. 
7. In view of the well established and effective 
Hong Kong system of export authorization and licensing, and 
the desire of both governments to eliminate real risks of 
market disruption, the following procedures shall apply to 


each Category not subject to a Specified Limit: 


(a) The Government of Hong Kong shall provide reports 
on export authorizations (EAs) issued for exports to the 
United States of America of such Categories as frequently 


and in such detail as may be requested. 


(b) The Government of the United States of America 
may request consultations with a view to agreement on an 
appropriate level of restraint for any Category not given a 
Specified Limit for any agreement year whenever, in the 
view of the Government of the United €tates of America, 
conditions in its market are such that a Limitation on 
further trade in any such Category is necessary in order to 


eliminate a real risk of market disruption. 


(c) The request for such consultations shall be 
supported as soon as possible, and in any case within 21 


days of the date of the request, by a statement of market 


conditions in the United States of America which in the 
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opinion of the Government of the United States of America — 
make necessary the request for consultations. The 
statement shall include data similar to that contemplated 


in paragraphs I and II of Annex A of the Arrangement. 


(d) Upon receipt of a request for such consultations, 
the Government of Hong Kong, as requested by the Government 
of the United States of America, shall cease or otherwise 
limit further issuance of EAs for a period of seven (7) 
U.S. working days. The Government of the United States of 
heoeies may request Hong Kong to e:.cend the period of seven 
(7) U.S. working days mentioned above ind may also request 


Hong Kong to limit the issuance of EAs to a level different 


from that specified in paragraph 7(e) (1) and (II) below, 
whichever is applicable. The Government of Hong Kong shall 
consider any such request sympathetically and shall respond 
promptly. Unless agreed otherwise, the Government of Hong 
Kong shall have the right, following the expiry of the 
period of seven (7) U.S. working days mentioned above, to 
resume the issuance of EAs up to the level specified in 
paragraph 7(e) (1) or (II) below, whichever is applicable. 
EAs thus issued, as well as EAs issued prior to receipt of 
the request for consultations, may be honored by the 


issuance of export licences by the Government of Hong Kong. 


The two governments, unless otherwise agreed, shall consult 
as soon as possible within 30 days of the request for such 
consultations and shall make tieir best efforts to complete 


such consultations within 30 days of the commencement. 


(e) (1) In the event that consultations do not 
result in agreement, the Government of the United States of 
America shall have the right to request the Government of 
Hong Kong to limit exports of the relevant products during 
the agreement year in which the request for consultations 


is made to a level not less than the highest of: 
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_ (a) The level of the trade in the relevant 
product or category for the immediate preceding year plus 
either 15 percent of that level (in the case of cotton and 
man-made fiber products) or 6 percent of that level (in the 


case of wool products), 


(b) The average of the level of trade in 
the relevant product or category for all previous years 
since January 1, 1981, plus either 15 percent of that level 
(in the case of cotton and man-made fiber products), or 6 
percent of that level (in the case of wool products), or 

(c) The limit requested by the Government 
of the United States of America for the cessation of 


issuance of EAs in accordance with paragraph 7(d) hereof. 


(II) Except as provided for in paragraph 7(e)(IV) 
below, in respect of any product or category where a limit 
has been established for a single agreement year and where, 
in the immediately subsequent agreement year the Government 
of the United States of America makes another request for 
consultations under paragraph 7(b) of this Agreement, and, 
in the event that such consultations do not result in 
agreement, the Government of the United States of America 
shall have the right to request the Government of Hong Kong 
to limit exports of the relevant products during the 
agreement year in which the request for consultations is 


made, to a level not less than the higher of: 


(a) The limit estabiished for the 
immediately preceding year plus either 8 percent of that 
limit (in the case of cotton and man-made fiber products) 


or 3 percent of that limit (in the case of wool products). 


(b) The Limit requested by the Government 
of the United States of America for the cessation of 


issuance of EAs in accordance with paragraph 7(d) hereof. 


. 
* 
*. 
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(III) Where the Government of the United States of 
America makes a request under paragraph 7(e) (I) or (II) 
hereof, the Government of Hong Kong agrees that it will 


honor such a request. 


(IV) In respect of any product or category for 
which a limit is established in any one agreement year, 
either government may, prior to the start of the 
immediately following agreement year, elect to convert that 
limit into a Specified Limit effective as such, from 
January 1 of the immediately following agreement year. 
Where such a conversion is made, the Specified Limit so 
created shall, from the date of effectiveness, be accorded 
growth at 2 percent per annum. The Specified Limit so 
created shall, from the year of effectiveness, be accorded 
flexibility at 7 percent pursuant to paragraph 5 of the 
Agreement, and in subsequent years the flexibility 
provisions as set out in paragraph 6 of the Agreement shall 


also apply. 


(V) Should two requests in respect of the same 
product or category be made under paragraph 7(b) hereof 
during the term of this Agreement but in different 
agreement years, not being consecutive years, the 
provisions of paragraph 7(e) (I) shall apply to the second 


of the two requests. 


(VI) The two governments agree chat the 
provisions of paragraph 7 hereof shall not derogate from 
the rights of the two governments under paragraph 17 of 


this Agreement. 


(VII) For the purpose of paragraph 7 hereof, the 
phrase "level of trade” shall mean the level of trade 
established by consultations to be held within the first 
six months of each agreement year, or, where such 


consultations have not been completed, the level of trade 


by date of-export. 
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(f£) In the implementation of this provision, the 
Government of Hong Kong shall advise th2 Government of the 
United States of America, immediately upon receipt of 
any unusual concentration of applications for =As in a 


particular category. 


(g) The two governments shall consult as early as 
possible, with regard to problems that may arise if 
paragraph 7 hereof is invoked near the end of an agreement 
year, to consider the possibilities of avoiding undue 


hardship to the trade. 


8. (a) Tops, yarns, piece goods, made-up articles, 
garments and other textile manufactured products, all being 
products which derive their chief characteristics from 
their textile components, of cotton, wool, man-made fibers, 
or blends thereof, in which any or all of those fibers in 
combination represent either the chief value of the Fibers 
or 50 percent or more by weight (or 17 percent or more by 
weight of wool) of the product, are subject to this 


Agreement. 


(b) For the purposes of this Agreement, textile 
products shall be classified as cotton, wool or man-made 
fiber textiles if wholly or in chief value of any of these 
fibers. Any product covered by subparagraph (a) above but 
not in chief value of cotton or wool or man-made fiber 


shall be classified as: 


(i) Cotton textiles if containing 50 percent or more 





by weight of cotton, or if the cotton component exceeds by 


weight the wool and/or the man-made fiber component; 


(ii) Wool textiles if not cotton, and the wool equals 





or exceeds 17 percent by weight of all component fiders; 


and 


(iii) Man-made fiber textiles if neither of the 





foregoing applies. 
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9. (a) The system of Categories and the rates of 
conversion into square yards equivalent listed in Annex 3 
hereto shall apply in implementing this Agreement, except 


as provided for in paragraph 9 hereof. 


(b) For the purposes of this Agreement and with 
reference to the particular circumstances of Hong Kong's 
trade patterns with the United States of America, the 
Categories below are merged as indicated and treated as 
single Categories, with limits for Categories and 


Sub-Categories as set out in Annex A. 








Categories Merged Designation in Agreement 
1) 333 and 334 333/334 
2) 338 and 339 — 338/339 
3) 347 and 348 347/348 
4) 445 and 446 445/446 
5) 447 and 448 447/448 
6) 633, 634 and 635 633/634/635 
7) 638 and 639 638/639 
8) 645 and 646 645/646 


For the purposes of paragraph 5, the conversion factors for 
individual Categories set out in Annex B shall be applied, 
except that for Categories 333 and 334 the conversion 
factor shall be 39.5 square yards equivalent per dozen, for 
Categories 633 and 634 the conversion factor shall be 40.6 
square yards equivalent per dozen, and for Categories 638 
and 639 the conversion factor shall be 15.5 square yards 


equivalent per dozen. 


(c) Merged Category 338/339 is divided into two 
Categories, “cotton tank tops, knit (338/339 - tank tops)" 


and "cotton shirts and blouses other than tank tops, knit 
(338/339 - other)" 




















— 
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(d) The Government of the United States of America 
reserves the right to consult with the Government of dong 
Kong, under the provisions of paragraph 18, should the 


trade patterns referred to above change significantly. 





10. Mutually satisfactory administrative arrangements 
or adjustments may be made to resolve minor problems 
arising in the implementation of this Agreement, including 
differences in points of procedure or operation. 

ll. ‘The two governments recognize that the successful 
implementation of this Agreement depends in large part on 
alignment of the classification practices of both 
governments. The two governments shall monitor 
classification procedures and shall consult on actual or 


potential classification differences. 


12. A visa system, in the form attached as Annex D, 


shall apply to facilitate implementation of this Agreement. 


13. (a) The two governments recognize that the successful 
implementation of this Agreement depends in large part upon 
mutual cooperation on statistical questions. The 
Government of the United States of America shall promptly 
supply the Government of Hong Kong with data on monthly 
imports of cotton, man-made fiber and wool textile products 
from Hong Kong. The Government of Hong Koag shall promptly 
supply the Government of the United States of America with 
pertinent data on anticipated exports in Categories not 
subject to Specified Limits and data on monthly exports of 


cotton, man-made fiber and wool products to the United 


States of Arerica. 


(b) Each government agrees to suppiy promptly any 
other available statistical data necessary to the 


implementation of this Agreement requested by the other 


government. 
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14. The Government of Hong Kong shall use its best 
efforts to space exports from Hong Kong to the United 
States of America within each Category or Sub-Category (or 
combination of Categories) evenly throughout each agreement 


year, taking into consideration normal seasonal factors, 


15. If, having regard to the provisions of the 
Arrangement, the Government of Hong Kong considers that 
Hong Kong is being placed in an inequitable position 
vis-a-vis a third country, the Government of Hong Kong may 
request consultations with the Government of the United 
States of America with a view to taking appropriate 
remedial action. The Government of the United States of 


America shall consult with the Government of Hong Kong in 


the event of such a request. 


16. This Agreement may be terminated either by mutual 
consent of the two governments at any time, or by either 

government, effective at the end of an agreement year, upon 
written notice to the other government to be given at least 


180 days prior to the end of such agreement year. 


17. Each government reserves its rights under the 
Arrangement with respect to textiles and textile products 
not subject to this Agreement. For textiles and textile 
products covered by this Agreement, it is agreed that 
either of the parties may have recourse to any and all of 
the provisions of the Arrangement, save that the Government 
of the United States of America waives its rights under 
Article 3 of the Arrangement with respect to products 


covered by- this Agreement as long as this Agreement remains 


in effect. 


18. The Government of Hong Xong and the Government of 


the United States of America agree to consult, at the 


request of either government, on any question arising in 


the application of this Agreement. 
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Th the foregoing proposal is acceptable to the 
Government of Hong Kong, this Note and your Note of 


acceptance on behalf of the Government of Hong Kong shall 





constitute an Agreement between the Government of the - 


United States of America and the Government of Hong Kong. 


Accept, Sir, the renewed assurances of my highest 


consideration. 


oe Rbk ad 
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otton 


Twills and Sateens 
Gloves 

Coats, M and B 
Coats, W, G and I 
Tank tops 


Shirts and blouses . 
other than tank tops 
knit 


Shirts, not knit 
Blouses, not knit 
Skirts 

Sweaters 


Trousers, slacks, 
shorts (outer) 


M and B 
W, G and I 


Dressing gowns 


Pajamas and others 
nightweer 


Category 
or Sub- 


Category 
Number 


(317) 
(331) . 
(333/334) 
(335) 
(338/9 - 


tank tops) 


(338/9 - 
other) 


(340) 
(341) 
(342) 
(345) 
(347/348) 


((347)) 
((348)) 
(350) 
(351) 


Unit of 
Measure 


Annex A 








101 ,080 
1,030 ,467 





(2,835,541) (2,849,719) 
(4,366,207) (4,388,038) 


102 ,596 
1,035 ,619 





104 ,135 
1,040 , 797 


(2,863,968) (2,878,288) 
(4,409,978) (4,432,028) 


105 ,697 
1 ,046 ,001 


First Year Second Year Third Year Fourth Year Fifth Year 
Unite Units Units Units Units 
53,573,384 54,376,985 55,192,640 56,020,530 56 ,860 ,838 
3,426 ,355 3,443 ,487 3,460,704 3,478,008 3,495 , 398 

208 ,473 211,600 214,774 217 ,996 221 , 266 
280 ,977 282 ,382 283 ,794 285,213 286 ,639 
1,866 ,923 1,876,258 1,885 ,639 1,895 ,067 1,904 , 542 
2,517,039 2,529 ,624 2,542,272 2,554,983 2,567 ,758 
2,410,331 2,422,383 2,434 ,495 2,446 ,667 2,458 ,900 
2,441 ,399 2,453 , 606 2,465 ,874 2,478 ,203 2,490 ,594 
388 ,963 394 ,797 400 ,719 406 , 730 412,831 
305 ,582 ; 310, 166 314,818 319 , 540 324 ,333 
5,761,399 5,790,206 5,819,157 5,848 ,253 5,877 ,494 


107 ,282 
1,051,231 


Six*h Year 
_.. wits 


57,713,751 


3,512,875 
224 ,585 
288 ,072 

1,914,065 


2,580 , 597 


2,471,195 


2,503 ,047 
419 ,023 
329 , 198 

5,906 ,881 


(2,892,697) (2,907,142) 
(4,454,188) (4,476,459) 


108 ,891 
1,056 , 487 


























shorts (outer) 
W, G and I 














Fs 2 - 
Zz 
Category 
or Sub- 
Category Unit of First Year Second Year Third Year Fourth Year Fifth Year Sixth Year 
Number Measure Units Units Units Units Units Units 
ool ” 
& @& coats, w, G and I (435) doz. $7,762 58 ,051 58 341 58,633 58 , 926 59,221 
£ Dresses (436) doz. 86 ,302 86,734 87,168 87,604 88 ,042 88 ,482 
= Knit shirts and blouses (438) doz. 750 ,430 754,182 757,953 761,743 765 ,552 ‘769,380 
s Suits, M and B (443) doz. 8,543 8 ,586 8 ,629 8 ,672 8,715 8,759 
F Sweaters (445/446) doz. 1,171,550 1,177,408 1,183,295 1,189,211 1,195,157 1,201,133 
: Trousers, slacks and (447/448) doz. 51,836 52,095 52,355 52,617 52 ,880 53,144 
cw ° 
— © shorts 
oO 
ceo 
™ e 
S 2 Man-made Fiber 
ge 
5 E Coats (633/634/ doz. 937 ,815 951 ,882 966 , 160 980 ,652 995,362 1,010,292 
FE 2 | 635) - + 
ge M and B ((633/634)) doz. (343,429) (348 , 580) (353,809) (359 , 116) (364,503) (369,971) 
~ ! 
of W, G and I ((635)) doz. “* (735,058) (746 ,084) (757,275) (768 ,634) (780,164) (791,866) 
@ & 
~ of Knit shirts and blouses (638/639) doz. 4,183,958 4,204 ,878 4,225,902 4,247 ,032 4,268,267 4,289,608 
@ >B Blouses, not knit (641) doz. 722,971 126 ,586 730,219 733,870 737,539 741,227 
35 Sveaters (645/646) doz. 1,208,010 1,214,050 1,220,]20 1,226,221 1,232,352 1,238,514 
& | Trousers, slacks and (648) doz. 969 ,079 973,924 978 ,794 983 ,688 988 ,606 993 ,549 
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. ° Annex B 
—-! . 
Conversion Unit of 
Category Description Factor Measure 
Yarn 
Cotton 
a 300 Carded 4.6 LB. 
' i o” 301 Combed 4.6 LB. 
rs Wool 
3 400 Tops and Yarn 2.0 LB. 
cc 7 
= FF Man-made Fiber 
2 600 Textured 3.5 LB. 
2 601 Continuous Cellulosic 5.2 LB. 
c 602 Continuous Non-cellulosic 11.6 LB. 
° 603 Spun Cellulosic 3.4 LB. 
L 604 Spun Non-cellulosic 4.1 LB. 
g 605 . Other Yarns 3.5 LB. 
cw 
- © . 
> Fabric 
- Cotton 
23 310 Ginghams 1.0 SYD. 
ge 311 Velveteens 1.0 SYD. 
—€ 312 Corduroy 1.0 SYD. 
2° 313 Sheet ing 1.0 SYD. 
r & 314 Broadcloth 1.0 SYD. 
er 315 Printcloths 1.0 SYD. 
w 316 Shirtings 1.0 SYD. 
> . 317 Twills and Sateens 1.0 SYD. 
=o 318 Yarn-dyed 1.0 SYD. 
a> 319 Duck 1.0 SYD. 
oo 320 Other fabrics, not knit 1.0 SYD. 
vd 
_— Wool 
e 410 Woolens and worsted 1.0 SYD. 
411 Tapestries and upholstery 1.0 SYD. 
425 _ Knit 2.0 LB, 
429 “Other fabrics 1.0 SYD. 
Man-made Fiber 
610 Continuous Cellulosic, not knit 1.0 SYD. 
611 Spun cellulosic, not knit 1.0 SYD. 
$12 Continuous Non-cellulosic, 
not knit 1.0 SYD. 
613 Spun Non-cellulosic, not knit 1.0 SYD. 
614 Other fabrics, not knit 1.0 SYD. 
625 Knit 7.8 LB. 
626 Pile and tufted 1.9 SYD. 
627 Specialty 7.8 LB, 


—_— [e-em = + 
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Conversion Unit of 
Category Description Factor Measure 
Apparel 
Cotton 
330 Handkerchiefs 1.7 DZ. 
331 Gloves 3.5 DPR. 
= 332 Hosiery 4.6 DPR, 
= 333 Suit-type Coats, M and B 36.2 DZ. 
es 334 Other Coats, M and B 41.3 DZ. 
5 335 Coats, W, G and I 41.3 DZ. 
ee 336 Dresses (including uniforms) 45.3 ‘DZ. 
& 2 337 Playsuits, Sunsuits, Washsuits, 
» i. Creepers, Rompers, etc. 25.0 DZ. 
o 338 Knit Shirts (including T-shirts, 
a other and Sweatshirts) M and B 7.2 DZ. 
3 339 Knit Shirts and Blouses (in- 
Ss ¢F cluding T-shirts, other and 
- Sweatshirts) W, G and I 7.2 DZ. 
£ 340 Shirts, not knit 24.0 Dz. 
4% 341 Blouses, not knit 14.5 DZ. 
-& 342 Skirts 17.8 DZ. 
er 345 Sweaters 36.8 DZ. 
¥, 347 Trousers, Slacks and Shorts 
- (outer), M and B 17.8 DZ. 
- o 348 Trousers, Slacks and Shorts 
25 (outer), W, G and I 17.8 Dz. 
ao 349 Brassieres, etc. 4.8 DZ, 
‘ 350 Dressing Gowns, Including Bath- 
Ee! robes, and Beach Robes, Lounging 
of gowns, House Coats, and Dusters 51.0 DZ. 
2s 351 Pajamas and Other Nightwear 52.0 DZ. 
© 352 Underwear (including Union Suits) 11.0 DZ. 
2 ei 353 Down and Feather filled Coats, 
+ pa Jackets, Vests M and B 41.3 DZ. 
Se 354 Down and Feather filled Coats, 
a Jackets, Vests W, G and I 41.3 DZ. 
359 Other Apparel 4.6 LB, 
Wool 
431 “Gloves 2.1 DPR. 
432 Hosiery 2.8 DPR, 
433 Suit-type Coats, M and B 36.0 DZ. 
434 Other Coats, M and B 54.0 DZ, 
435 Coats, W, G and I 54.0 DZ. 
436 Dresses 49.2 DZ. 
438 Knit Shirts and Blouses 15.0 DZ. 
440 Shirts and Blouses, not knit 24.0 DZ. 
442 Skirts 18.0 DZ. 
443 Suits, M and B 54.0 DZ, 
444 Suits, W, G and I 54.0 DZ. 
445 Sweaters, M and B 14 .88 DZ, 
446 Sweaters, W, G and I 14.88 DZ. 
44] Trousers, Slacks, and Shorts 
(outer), M and B 18.0 DZ. 
448 Trousers, Slacks, and Shorts 
(outer), W, G and I 18.0 DZ. 
459 Other Wool Apparel 2.0 LB 
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Conversion Unit of 
Category Description Factor Measure 
Mati-made Fiber 
630 Handkerchiefs 1.7 Dz. 
a 631 Gloves 3.5 DPR. 
a 632 Hosiery 4.6 DPR. 
P 633 Suit-type Coats, M and B 36.2 DZ. 
634 Other Coats, M and B 41.3 ’ DZ. 
2 635 Coats, W, G and I 41.3 DZ. 
c | 636 Dresses 45.3 Dz. 
- & 637 - Playsuits, Sunsuits, Washsuits, etc. 21.3 DZ. 
- &@ 638 Knit Shirts (including T-shirts), 
2 M and B 18.0 DZ. 
= 639 Knit Shirts and Blouses (in- 
S cluding T-shirts), W, G and I 15.0 DZ. 
. 640 Shirts, not knit 24.0 DZ. 
2 641 Blouses, not knit 14.5 DZ. 
_ & 642 Skirts 17.8 DZ. 
EX. 643 Suits, M and B 54.0 DZ. 
= 644 Suits, W, G and I 54.0 DZ. 
o 645 Sweaters, M and B 36.8 DZ. 
2 y 646 Sweaters, W, G and I 36.8 DZ. 
vc 647 Trousers, Slacks, and Shorts 
= S (outer), M and B 17.8 DZ. 
30 648 Trousers, Slacks and Shorts 
- 3 (outer), W, G and I 17.8 DZ. 
Sw 649 Brassieres, etc. 4.8 DZ. 
~ 8 650 Dressing Gowns, including 
SL Bathrobes and Beach Robes 51.0 DZ. 
oO 651 Pajamas and other Nightwear 52.0 DZ. 
> > 652 Underwear 16.0 DZ. 
eo 653 Down and Feather filled Coates, 
> % Jackets, Vests M and B 41.3 DZ. 
2 654 Down and’Feather filled Coats, 
= Jackets, Vests W, G and I 41.3 DZ. 
659 Other Apparel 7.8 LB. 
Made-ups and Miscellaneous 
Cotton 
360 Pillowcases 1.1 NO. 
361 Sheets 6.2 NO, 
362 Bedspreads and Quilts 6.9 NO. 
363 Terry and Other Pile Towels 0.5 NO, 
369 Other Cotton Manufactures 4.6 LB. 
Wool ; 
464 Blankets and Auto Robes 1.3 LB. 
465 Floor Covering 0.1 SFT. 
469 Other Wool Manufactures 2.0 LB. 
Man-made Fiber | 
665 Floor Coverings 0.1 - SFT. 
666 Other Furnishinge 7.8 LB, 
669 Other Man-made Fiber Manufactures 7.8 L3. 


excluding Luggage, Handbags and 
Flat Goods, wholly or in part of 


Braid; other Man-made Fiber Handbags; 


other Man-made Fiber Luggage; and 


other Flat Goods of Materials other 


than Cotton 
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Category or . 
Sub-category 
Number 








317 

331 

333/4 

335 

338/9 - tank tops 
338/9 - other 
340 

341 

342 

345 

347/8 

(347) 

(348) 

350 

351 

435 

436 

438 

443 

445/6 


» 447/8 


633/4/5 
(633/4) 
(635) 
638/9 
641 

648 


Annex C 





Percentage 
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) Annex D 





l. Each shipment of textile apparel products under 
the terms of the Agreement produced or manufactured in Hoag 
Kong and exported to the United States of America shall be 
accompanied by an export visa issued’ by the Government of 

- Hong Kong. The export visa shall be a signed copy of a 

“F Hong Kong export licence with a stamp on the front, reading 
“Approved for export to the USA," signed by an authorised 
official of the Government of Hong Kong. The Category or 
Categories and quantities in the shipment shall be 
correctly indicated on the visa. Visas covering shipments 
of products classified in merged Categories with 
Sub-categories shall cite the quantity or quantities and 
Sub-category or Sub-categories in which the goods are 
classified. Visas covering shipments for products 
classified in Categories which have been merged without 
Sub-categories shall cite all of the categories comprising 
the merged Category. Where a shipment is valued at 250 
dollars (U.S. dollars) or less, the visas need not indicate 
the Category or Categories but shall indicate ‘at 250 
dollars or less’ 
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2. The names and facsimile signatures of the 
officials authorised to issue and sign textile export visas 
shall be supplied by the Government of Hong Kong. The 
Government of Kong Kong shall notify the Government of the 
United States of America of any changes of authorised 
officials and shall provide facsimiles of newly authorized 
officials’ signatures. A limited number of officials shall 
be authorized to issue visas. 
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3. The Government of the United States of America 
shall pudlish in the Federal Register the visa system as 
described herein, upon receipt of a sample copy of the visa 
and authorized signatures. 
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4. Textile apparel products produced or 

manufactured in Hong Kong included under the terms of the 
Agreement and exported to the United States of America 
which are not accompanied by a valid and correct visa in 
accordance with this Annex shall be denied entr; by the 
Government of the United States of America. However, where 
the quantity indicated on the visa is above that of the 
shipment, entry may be permitted. 


5. The Government of the United States of America 
and the Government of Hong Kong shall take all appropriate 
steps to ensure compliance with this visa arrangement and 
the Agreement. 
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HONG KONG NOTE 





CR/EIC 110/5/3/111 


23 June 1982 


Sir, 





I refer to your note No. 1 of today's date 
proposing an Agreement between the Governments of the 
United States of America and Hong Kong under Article 4 
of, and in conformity with, the Arrangement Regarding 
International Trade in Textiles, and confirm that it 
is acceptable to my Government. 


Accept, Sir, the renewed assurances of my 
highest consideration. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


\ 





Mr. Burton Levin, 
Consul-General, 

American Consulate-General, 
26 Garden Road, 

Hong Kong. 


* 
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July 20, 1982 
No. 224 


OFFICIAL ARRIVAL OF 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
BEFORE THE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE EMPLOYEES 
Washington, D.C. 
July 19, 1982 


DEPUTY SECRETARY: Fellow members of the Department of State 
and of the Foreign Service, it is a great pleasure for me on 
behalf of all of you to welcome our new Secretary of State 
and Mrs. Shultz to -ne Department. 


Secretary Shultz comes to us after a life time of achievment 
in many fields; three times a member of the Cabinet, an 
Outstanding member of academic institutions, an cutstandiag 
participant in the private life and private industry of our 
country. He is a man of many accomplishments, a wonderful 
background for his new role. Above all, he is a man of 
integrity and of humanity. It is an honor for me to present 
to you our new Secretary George P. Shultz. 


SECRETARY: Thank You very much. I appreciate this warm and 
gracious ceremony as I apreciate Walter, your warm and personal 
welcome ever since I've been here. Things seem to have gone 
reasonably smoothly so far, thanks in part to Walter. That 
smoothness did cause a certain problem, however, it seemed 
to be widely noticed that I kept wearing the same tie. But 
then it gave Dean Fischer the chance to point out that 
perhaps that had something to do with consistncy and 
continuity and all of those things that we value. But I was 
sort of hoping that the hearings might have gone on for a 
third day so I could have worn my other tie. But I do have 
it on today, see so there is a little variety. I'd like to 
say how much I appreciate all of the effort made by many 
here in helping get me ready for those hearings. Tt was a 
very intensive process of briefings and briefing books, and 


PR# 224 





being Secretary of State, nice advice that he offered. | 
— And one of the points that he made was there is a great | 
4 group of people here in this department for the Secretary 
a: and the President to work with. He made the comment that it 
34 usually takes a new Secretary a little while to understand 
> that. But I would like to say to you, having been in 
' Washington before, I was aware of that fact already. I am 
“ keenly aware of the quality and dedication that is brought ) 
| to our task by the people here and your colleagues. My own | 
intention in working for the President and in seeking to be | 
as helpful as I can possidly be to him in the formulation of | 
his foreign policy and in their execution. And that I fully 
intend to cail on you. tT know that I need you. And I know 
that you will pitch in. I guess my final word is that I 
expect to work the hell out of you. And I hope you'll come 
through, I know you will. Thank you very much. 


kkn 
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Sunday, July 25 
4:30 p.m. 





4:50 p.m. 


5:00 p.m. 


Monday, July 26 





9:30 a.m. 
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10:30 a.m. 
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11:30 a.m. 


12:15 p.m. 











For further information <> apes tact: 


ESS 
MENT OF STATE 


PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D. C. OF HIS EXCELLENCY 
AHMADOU AHIDJO, PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED REPUBLIC OF CAMEROON. 


July 25 - 28, 1982 


His Excellency Ahmadou Ahidjo, President of the 
United Republic of Cameroon, and his party arrive 
at Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland, via Cameroon 
Aircraft. 


Arrival Washington Monument Grounds. 


Arrival Four Seasons Hotel, 2800 Pennsylvania 
Aveme, Northwest. 


Private dinner and evening. 


President Ahidjo will meet with the Honorable 
Walter J. Stoessel, Jr., Deputy Secretary of 
State, at the Four Seasons Hotel, President's 
Suite, 5th Floor. 


President Ahidjo will lay a wreath at the Tomb 
of the Unknown Soldier, Arlington National Cemtery, 
Arlington, Virginia. 


President Ahidjo will meet with President Reagan 
at the White House. 


The Honorable Ronald Reacan, President of the 

United States will host a working lunch in honor of 
His Excellency Amadou Ahidjo, President of the United 
Republic of Cameroon. 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632-0685 
(During Visit - Four Seasons Hotel 
342-0444 Ext. 538 
cseekkheeeat (Protocol Office). 


STH FLOOR LOBBY A HALF HOUR BEFORE SCHEDULED MEETING. 
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Monday, July 26 (contimed) 


4:30 p.m. President Ahidjo awill meet with Mr. Richard D. Vine, 
Director of Office of Refugee Affairs, at the Four 
Seasons Hotel, President's Suite. 








5:30 p.m. President Ahidjo will meet with Mr Peter McPherson, 
Director of the Agency for International Development, 
at the Four Seasons Hotel, President's Suite. 


tite 
orenyhe" 
~* 


Private dimmer and evenin. 


“| eee 


Tuesday, July 27 


10:00 a.m. ' President Ahidjo will meet with the Honorable 
John R. Block, Secretary of Agriculture, at the 
Four Seasons Hotel, Presicent's Suite. 





11:30 a.m. President Ahidjo will meet with the Honorable Malcolm 
Baldridge, Secretary of Com-=rce, at the Four Seasons 
Hotel, President's Suite. 


12:15 p.m. The Honorable Malcolm Baldridge, Secretary of Commerce, 
will host a luncheon in honor of His Excellency Ahmadou 
Ahidjo, President of the United Republic of Cameroon, 
at the Meridian House, 1630 Crescent Place, Northwest. 


Press Contact: Mr. B. Jay Cooper, 
Press Officer, 
397-2067 


4:00 p.m. President Ahidjo will meet with the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, U.S. Capitol, Roan S116. 


5:15 p.m. President Ahidjo will meet with the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Rayburn Office Building, Room 2172. 


6:30 p.m. President Ahidjo will meet with African Ambassadors 
at the Four Seasons Hotel, pumbarton Room. 


(PRESS COVERING THIS EVENT REPORT TO DUMBARTON 
FOOM at 6:15 P.M.). 
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7:00 p.m. President Ahidjo will meet with Mr. Alden W. Clausen, 
President, International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development, Four Seasons Hotel, President's Suite. 


7:30 p.m. President Ahidjo will meet with former American 
Ambassadors to Cameroon at the Four Seasons Hotel, 
President's Suite. 


Wednesday, July 28 
9:15 a.m. His Excellency Ahmadou Ahidjo, President of 
the Republic of Cameroon amd his party will cepart 
Four Seasons Hotel for the Washington Mormment 
Grounds. 
9:25 a.m. Arrival Washington Morument Grounds and departure 


for Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland via U.S. 
Presidential Helicopters. 


9:45 p.m. Departure Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland for 
_* a private visit to Gainsville, Florida, via 
W745 Camercon aircraft. 
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PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL VISIT TO THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
OF HER EXCELLENCY INDIRA GANDHI, PRIME MINISTER OF INDIA. 


Wednesday, July 28 





5:50 p.m. 


6:10 p.m. 
6:15 p.m. 


Thursday, July 29 





10:00 a.m. 


10:30 a.m. 


12:30 p.m. 


2:45 p.m. 


July 28 - August 4, 1982 


Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister 
of India, and her party arrive at Andrews 

Air Force Base, Maryland, via U.S. Presidential 
Aircraft. 


Arrival Washington Momument Grounds. 


Arrival Madison Hotel, 15th and M Streets, 
Northwest. 


Private dinner and evening. 


Arrival at the White House where Her Excellency 

Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of India, will 

be greeted by the President of the United States 
and Mrs. Reacan, the Vice President and Mrs. Bush, 
the Secretary of State and Mrs. Shultz and others. 


Prime Minister Gandhi will meet with President 
Reagan at the White *wse. 


The Honorable George P. Shultz, Secretary of 
State, will host a working luncheon in honor of 
Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of 


_ India, at the Department of State, James Madison 
Room 


Prime Minister Gandhi will meet with the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee and other invited 
Members of the House of Representatives, Rayburn 
Office Building, Room 2172. 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632-0685 


During Visit: 965-1600 Ext.- 150) 
(Madiann Hntel) 


for terther tmeforreatiaor: «c Ontac-t 





Thursday, July 29 (continued) 


4:00 p.m. Prime Minister Gandhi will meet with the 
Senate Foreign Relations and other invited 
Members of the Senate, U.S. Capitol, Room S-116. 





7:30 p.m. The President of the United States and Mrs. Reagan 
a will host a dinner in honor of Her Excellency 
: Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of India, at the 
3 White House. 


Dress: Black tie. 


oo Cy 


Friday, July 30 





° Private morning. 


12:15 p.m. The National Press Club will host a luncheon in 
honor of Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime 
Minister of India, at the National Press Club, 
National Press Club Building, 14th and F Streets, 
Northwest. 


3:30 p.m. Prime Minister Gandhi will meet Mr. Alden W. 
Clausen, President, International Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development, at the Madison 
Hotel, Prime Minister's Suite. 

zeeenzeenee 
(FOR COVERAGE CF THIS EVENT , PRESS SHOULD REPORT 
TO ROOM 1522 BETWEEN 3:00 p.m. AND 3:15 p.m.) 


zesenenaeanne 


4:00 p.m. Prime Minister Gandhi will meet with Members of 
of the American Association for the Advancement 
of Science, Madison Hotel, Executive Chambers, 
Mezzanine Level. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


(FOR COVERAGE OF THIS EVENT, PRESS SHOULD REPORT 
TO MEZZANINE LEVEL AT 3:45 P.M.} 


8:00 p.m. Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of 
India will host a dinner in honor of the Vice 
President of the United States and Mrs. Bush, 
at the Madison Hotel, Main Ballroom. 


Dress: Black Tie. 


PRESS CONTACT: Mr. Siddharth Singh, 
265-5050 or 265-4045 
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Satruday, July 31 
10:00 a.m. Prime Minister Gandhi will do a taping of 
"Meet the Press" at NBC Studios, 4001 Nebraska 
= Avenue, Northwest. 
2 11:15 a.m. Prime Minister Gandhi will meet with Members of the 
ae Indian Commmity at the Kennedy Center, Concert 
Hall. 
12:00 Noon Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister 


of India and her party will arrive at the Washington 
Mormment Grounds, Reflecting Pool Side for the 
Departure Ceremony. 


12:10 p.m. Departure from Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland 
via U.S. Presidential Helicopters for Andrews 
Air Force Base, Maryland. 
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12:25 p.m. Departure from Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland 
via U.S. Presidential Aircraft for New York, New 
York. 

1:15 p.m. Arrival John F. Kennedy International Airport. 


2:00 p.m. Arrival Carlyle Hotel, 35 East 76th Street. 


AT THE CARLYLE HOTEL: 
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2:45 p.m. Indian Scientists and Intellectuals, Versailles 
East Suite. 
3:15 p.m. Indian Businessmen, Versailles, West Suite. 


(PRESS NOTE: FOR TWO ABOVE EVENTS COVERAGE LIMITED 
TO PHOTOGRAPHERS ONLY - Stills, TV). 


3:45 p.m. Indian Organizations, Trianon Room. 
Consulate Press Contact: Mr. T. S. Bawa 
(During visit - 212 535-2000 Westbury Hotel 
Ext. 708-710 (Press Rooms). 
Private afternoon and evening. 
Sunday, August 1 


10:00 a.m. Prime Minister Ganihi will visit Gurudwara (Sikh 
Temple), 9530-118th Street, Richmond Hills, N.Y. 





Private day. 
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Monday, August 2 


10:06 a.m. 


12:30 p.m. 


7:00 p.m. 


9:30 p.m. 


10:00 p.m. 


Tuesday, August 3 





11:30 a.m. 


5:00 p.m. 


6:15 p.m. 


Prime Minister Gandhi will meet with the Honorable 
Edward Koch, Mayor of New York, Carlyle Hotel, 
Suite 1812-1814. 


(PRESS NOTE: COVERAGE LIMITED TO PHOTOGRAPHERS) . 


Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of 
India, will attend a joint luncheon hosted in 
her honor by the Foreign Policy Association and 
the Asia Society in cooperation with the Far East 
America Council of Commerce and Industry and 
the India Chamber of Commerce of America, Inc., 
Grand Ballroom, Waldorf Astoria Hotel. 


Press Contact: Ms Thetis Reavis 
212 481-8465 


Private afternoon. 


Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister 
of India and her party depart John F. Kennedy 
International Airport, for Los Angeles, California. 


Angeles, California. 


Arrival Century Plaza Hotel, 2920 avenue of Stars, 
Los Angeles, California. 


Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of 
India, will arrive at City Hall for a Welcomimn 


Ceremony 
Private afternoon. 


Prime Minister Gandhi will meet with Dr. John 
Hubbard, Co-Chairman, Indo-U.S. Subcommission for 
Education and Culture, Certury Plaza Hotel, 
California Level. 


Prime Minister Gandhi will meet with Indian Community 
Leaders at Century Plaza Hotel, California Level. 


(PRESS NOTE: PRESS COVERING ABOVE EVENTS SHOULD 
REPORT TO SHERMAN OAKS ROOM (PRESS ROOM) A HALF 
HOUR BEFORE SCHEDULED EVENT.) . 


CONSULATE PRESS CONTACT: Ms. Leila Panappe 
During visit: 415 668-0662 


* 213 277-2000 
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Tuesday, August 3 (contimed) 





8:00 p.m. 


10:15 p.m. 


10:25 p.m. 


Wednesday, August 4 





9:00 a.m. 


1:00 p.m. 


PR#226 


Her Excellency Indira Gandhi and her party 
for Honolulu, Hawaii. 
Arrival Honolulu-Hickam Air Force Base, 


Departure from Airport for Kahala Hilton Hotel, 
5000 Kahala Averme, Honolulu, Hawaii. 


Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of 
India, will make a Gift Presentation of an. 
Elephant to the Honolulu Zoo Officials. 


Private morning. 


Her Excellency Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of 
India, and her party will depart Honolulu-Hickam 
Air Force Base and the United States via Air 
India aircraft. 
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RAYMOND G.H. SEITZ 


Executive Assistant to the Secretary 


Raymond Seitz was born in Honolulu, Hawaii, on 
December 8, 1940. He graduated from Yale University in 
1963 where he majored in history. After two years of 
teaching school in Texas, he joined the Foreign Service 
in 1966. 


Mr. Seitz was first assigned to Montreal, Canada, 
as a Consular Officer in June 1966. In 1968 he was 
assigned to Nairobi, Kenya, as a Political Officer 
serving concurrently as Vice Consul to the Seychelles. 
Mr. Seitz was assigned as Principal Officer in Bukavu, 
Zaire, in 1970. He returned to the Department in 1972 
to join the Secretariat Staff as a staff officer and 
later became the Director. Mr. Seitz subsequently 
served as the Special Assistant to the Director General 
of the Foreign Service. In 1975 he was assigned to the 
Embassy in London as a Political Officer and received 
the Director General's Award for Reporting in 1978. He 
assumed the post of Deputy Executive Secretary for the 
Department in July 1979, serving the office of Secretar- 
ies Vance, Muskie and Haig. In October 1981 Mr. Seitz 
became Senior Deputy Assistant Secretary for Public 
Affairs. 
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In July 1982, Secretary Shultz appointed Mr. Seitz 
Executive Assistant to the Secretary. 


For further information contact: 
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UNITED STATES AND THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA 
SIGN NEW FISHERIES AGREEMENT 


On July 26, representatives of the United States of 
America and of the Republic of Korea signed a new agreement 
relating to fishing activities of Korea off the coasts of 
the United States. 


The Governing International Fishery Agreement (GIFA) 
sets out the arrangements between the countries which 
will govern fishing by Korean vessels within the fishery 
conservation zone of the United States. It renews the 
initial GIFA, signed in 1977, and brings it into conformity 
as amended by the American Fisheries Promotion Act ("Breaux 
Bill"). The agreement will come into force after the com- 
pletion of internal procedures by both governments. 


The signing of this agreement took place in Washington. 
Byong Hion Lew, Korean Ambassador to the United States, 
signed for the Republic of Korea. James Malone, Ambassador 
of the United States for Oceans and International Environ- 
mental and Scientific Affairs, signed for the United States. 
Both delegations expressed their satisfaction with the new 
accord, and the hope that it will strengthen cooperation 

between the Republic of Korea and the United States. 
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OES/OFA:Larry L. Snead 
632-1727 


For fusrrther information cormtact 
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THE UNITED STATES AND THE 
PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
AMEND BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and the People's Republic of China 
exchanged letters dated July 16, 1982 and July 19, 1982 to 
amend the existing bilateral textile agreement relating to 
trade in cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile 
products. The texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





July 16, 1982 


“yr. An Dong 

“inister-Counselor (Commercial Affairs) 
Embassy of the People's Republic of China 
2300 Connecticut Avenue 

Washington, D.C. 20008 


~Veclassified for Publication in American rere 
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Dear Mr. Anz: 


I refer to paragraph 8 of the Agreement between 

the United States of America and the People's Republic 

of China relating to Trade in Cotton, Wool, and Man-Made 

Fiber Textiles and Textile Products, with annexes, effected 

by exchange of notes on September 17, 1980 ("The Agreement") 

and to discussions held between representatives of our 

two Governments concerning exports from China to the United 
States of products classified in textile categories 315 
("Cotton Printcloth") and 320 (Other Cotton Fabrics, n.k.). 


EB/TEX:Roger Freeman (202) 632-2777 


Fer further information contact 
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On behalf of my Government, I have the honor to propose 
the following: 


1. For purposes of "The Agreement", category 315 and 
the items covered under TSUSA number 326.0092 in category 
320 shall be merged and treated as a single category. 


2. Annex B of "The Agreement® shall be amended to 
establish a specific limit for this category as follows: 


Category 1/19/82 - 12/31/82 





315 plus TSUSA # 326.0092 167,000,000 square yards 


3. No swing shall be available for this category in 
1982. This arrangement is without prejudice to any new 


agreement. 


If this proposal is acceptable to your Government, 
this letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of 
your Government shall constitute an amendment to the Agree- 
ment which shall enter into force on the date of your 


reply. 


Sincerely ’ 


Denis Lamb 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 
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PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA LETTER 





; THE EMBASSY OF THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
tt 2300 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20008 


July 19, 1982 


Mr. Denis Lamkt 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureav of Economic and Business Affairs 
U.S. Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 20520 


Dear Mr. Lamb, 


I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter 
dated July 16, 1982 in which you proposed an émendment of 
Agreement between the People's Republic of China and the 
United States of America relating to trade in Cotton, Wool 
and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile Procucts, and to 
refer to discussions held between representatives of our 
two Governments corcerning exports from China to the United 
States of products classified in textile category 315("Cotton 
printcloth") and the items covered under TSUSA nunber 326.0092 
in category 320. 
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I wish to confirm, on behalf of the Government of the 
People's Republic of China, that this proposal is acceptable. 
Therefore, your letter and this letter of confirmation shall 
constitute an amendment to the Agreement between our two 
Governments on this subject. 


Sincerely, 


« 
‘17 


An Dong 
Commercial Counsellor 








is Py <.* 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


~et@ 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 








July 30, 1982 
No. 230 


NICHOLAS PLATT SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE REPUBLIC OF ZAMBIA 


Nicholas Platt was sworn in today as United States 
Ambassador to the Republic of Zambia. He will succeed Ambassador 
Frank Wisner. Until his appointment as Ambassador, Mr. Platt had 
been serving as the Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for 
International Organizations Affairs in the Department of State. 
In this position his responsibilites included the management of 
U.S. handling of political issues in the United Nations and the 
supervision of U.S. policy toward UNESCO and the UN Human Rights 
Commission. 


Mr. Platt was born in New York City in 1936 and graduated 
from Harvard College in 1957. He received a Master's Degree from 
Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies in 1959 
and joined the Foreign Service the same year. 


His assignments have included service in Hong Kong, Peking, 
Tokyo and Washington. In 1973 he was the Department of State's 
nominee for the William A. Jump Award for contributions to public 


administration. He received the Department of Defense Distinguished 


Civilian Service Medal in 198l. 


He presently resides in the District of Columbia with his 
wife, Sheila, and three sons Adam, Oliver and Nicholas, Jr. 


Fear tearther teufaorrvecsticecs coco tact 


ae 


gn 


~Ueclassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 








July 29, 1982 
No. 231 


UNITED STATES AND SPAIN 
SIGN NEW FISHERIES AGREEMENT 


On July 29, representatives of the United States 
of America and Spain signed a new agreement relating 
to fishing activities of Spain off the coasts of the 
United States. 


The Governing International Fishery Agreement 
(GIFA) sets out the arrangements between the countries 
which will govern fishing by Spanish vessels within 
the fishery conservation zone of the United Stares. It 
renews the initial GIFA, signed in 1977, and brings it 
into conformity as amended by the American Fisheries 
Promotion Act ("Breaux Bill"). The agreement will come 
into force after the completion of internal procedures 
Sy both governments. 


The signing of this agreement took place in 
Washington. Jose Llado, Spanish Ambassador to the 
United States, signed for the Government of Spain. 

James Malone, Ambassador of the United States for 
Oceans and International Environmental and Scientific 
Affairs, siaqned for the United States. Both delegations 
expressed their satisfaction with the new accord, and 
the hope that it will strengthen cooperation between 
Spain and the United States. 


OES/OFA:Sterling Johnson 
632-2883 
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GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
~ SWORN IN AS THE 60TH 
“7 SECRETARY OF STATE 


George P. Shultz was sworn in on July 16, 1982 as the 
60th U.S. Secretary of State. He was nominated by 
President Reagan on July 1 and confirmed by the Senate on 


July 15. 


Mr. Shultz graduated from Princeton University in 1942, 
receiving a B.A. degree in Economics. That year he joined 
the U.S, Marine Corps and served until 1945. In 1949 Mr. 
Shultz earned a Ph.D. degree in Industrial Economics fron 
the Massachusetts Institute of Technology. He taught at 


M.I.T. from 1948 to 1957, taking a year's leave of absence 
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in 1955 to serve as a senior staff economist on the 
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President's Council of Economic Advisors during the 


Administration of President Eisenhower. 


In 1957, Mr. Shultz was appointed Professor of 
Industrial Relations at the University of Chicago Graduate 
Schoo] of Business. He was named Dean of the Graduate 
School of Business in 1962. From 1968 to 1969 Mr. Shultz 
was a Fellow at the Center for Advanced Study in the 


Behavioral Sciences at Stanford. 


em et ay 
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Mr. Shultz served in the Administration of President 
Nixon ag Secretary of Labor for eighteen months from 1969 to 
June 1970, at which time he was appointed the Director o9¢ 
the Office of Management and Budget. He became Secretary of 
the Treasury in May, 1972, serving until 1974. During that 
period Mr. Shultz served also as Chairman of the Council on 
Economic Policy. As Chairman of the East-West Trade Policy 
Committee, Mr. Shultz traveled to Moscow in 1972 and 
negotiated a series of trade protocols with the Soviet 
Union. He also represented the U.S. at the Tokyo meeting of 


the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. 


In 1974 Mr. Shultz joined the Bechtel Corporation. 
Until his appointment as Secretary of State, Mr. Shultz was 
President and a Director of Bechtel Group, Inc. During this 
period Mr. Shultz alee served part time on the faculty of 


Stanford University. 


Prior to his appointment, Mr. Shultz was Chairman of 
President Reagan's Economic Policy Advisory Board. At 
President Reagan's request, Mr. Shultz in May 1982 met with 
leaders in Europe, Japan and Canada to assist preparations 


for the Versailles Economic Summit. 


Mr. Shultz's publications include: Economic Policy 
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Beyond the Headlines, (1978), Workers and Wages in the Urban 








Labor Market (1970), Guidelines, Informal Controls, and the 














Market Place (1966), Strategies for the Displaced Worker 


(1966), Management Organization and the Computer (1960), 





Labor Problems: Cases and Readings (1953), The Dynamics of a 








Labor Market (1951), Pressures on Wage Decisions (1950). 








Mr. Shultz holds honorary degrees from Notre Dame, Loyol. 
Pennsylvania, Rochester, Princeton, Carnegie-Mellon, and 


Baruch College, New York. 


Mr. Shultz was born in New York City on December 13, 
1920 and spent his childhood in Englewood, New Jersey. He 


is married to the former Helena M. O'Brien of Nashua, New 


Hampshire. They have five children. 
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CONVENTIONAL ARMS TRANSFERS TO THE THIRD WORLD 


Soviet deliveries of planes, tanks, ships and other 
major weapons of war to the so-called “Third World” over 
the past decade nearly double those of the United States. 
Some 74,000 major weapons systems have been sent by the 
Soviets to nations in Asia, Africa, the Middle East, and 
Latin America, compared to some 44,000 by the United 


States, Government estimates reveal. 


A just released special report -- Conventional Arms 
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Transfers in the Third World, 1972-1981 -- provides for 
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the first time annual estimates of arms actually 


: transferred to -- or retransferred within -- Third World 


regions from various sources. 


The report also shows that for the decade 1972-1981, 
all other suppliers of major weapons to the Third World 
(that is, the Warsaw Pact allies of the Soviet Union, plus 
the major Western European allies of the United States) 
taken as a group exceeded the United States: some 61,000 
planes, ships and tanks were transferred by these 


countries, compared to the 44,000 by the U.S., a margin of 


nearly 40%. 
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The data just released are broken down into three 
major categories of conventional armaments -- ground force 
weapons,air force weapons and naval vessels. Each of 
these categories is in turn subdivided into three or more 
subgroups such as tanks and self-propelled guns, 
supersonic combat aircraft, and missile patrol boats; in 
these weapons, the Soviet Union has, illustratively, 
provided 41%, 56% and 64%, respectively, of the Third 


World's supply over the past decade. 


Thus, in some weapons categories, Soviet deliveries 
have exceeded those of the United States for 211 or most 
of the decade. In the other categories, the Soviets 
surpassed U.S. deliveries by the mid-1970s. Today the 
Soviets exceed U.S. levels in most weapons categories 


considered in this Report. 


Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, 
Science and Technology James L. Buckley, released the 
report. It makes clear that, contrary to the popular 
image of the dizzying upward arms spiral, arms transfers 
in fact fluctuated widely from year to year and, viewed 


over a sufficiently long period of time, do not show a 


distinct upward trend. 
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What does move upward sharply is the current dollar 
cost of arms transfers -- both because of inflation and 
because of real price increases as modern weapons grow 
more complex. Most previous studies were expressed in 
such dollar values, and showed a very different, but -- 


the new report proves -- an incomplete and thus misleading 


picture. 


The report does provide, for comparison purposes, 
current and constant dollar estimates of arms sales 
agreements. In the aggregate, these place the U.S. ahead 
of the Soviet Union by a margin of roughly 2 to l in 
dollar value estimates... The major reason for this is 
that well over half the dollar value of U.S. military 
transfers during this decade consists of construction, . 
training, and various other services, not weapons. In 
this respect, the dollar value method of calculation is 


consistent with previous arms transfer studies. 


By providing actual weapons transfer data for the 


first time, the new report gives the public a choice of 


perspectives from which to study this important issue. 
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STATEMENT OF 


GEORGE P. SHULTZ 


SECRETARY OF STATE 


BEFORE THE 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 


UNITED STATES SENATE 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


AUGUST 2, 1982 





~UVeclassified for Publication in American Foreign 





ieee 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


PR#234 


Mr. Chairman, distinguished members of the Committee: 


I am pleased to appear at this Committee again. 


Mr. Chairman, we ail know we live in a troubled world. 
We also know that the United States as a great nation must 
face up to these troubles and do its part to try to resolve 
them. I am here to testify today about an innovative and 
creative program which this Administration is proposing 
to address the problems of our immediate neighbors to the 


South - the Caribbean Basin. 


The security and well-being of the countries of the 
Caribbean and Central America are vital to the United States 
and to the Western Hemisphere as a whole. Their crisis 
today is many-sided, and involves both emergency and long- 
term problems. Our response is comprehensive and integrated, 
with regard to the problems and needs of individual countries, 
and also with regard to the contributions they and their 
other neighbors -- Canada, Colombia, Mexico, and Venezuela 


-- can make to resolve their problems. The President's 


initiative is an outstanding example of the steadiness 


and seriousness with which we view our relations with the 


other countries of the Americas. 
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When I learned of the President's initiative, I was 
in the private sector. At the time, I thought it was the 
right medicine. Since then I have seen that- the problems 
are even more severe than I imagined. The program is not 


just good medicine, it is vital. 


Mr. Chairman, we are talking about an area which 
is of crucial and immediate concern to our own self- 
interest. You need only glance at a map to see that it 
is indeed our third border. If this area should be 
dominated by regimes hostile to us or if it becomes the 
scene of prolonged social upheavals, the impact on our 
own economy and society would indeed be of major 
proportions. Let me give just a few examples of how 


Closely we are linked with the Basin countries. 


First, the sea lanes of the Caribbean are a lifeline 
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of our trade -- one-half of ali our imports and exports 


pass through this region, including three-quarters of our 


eae 





Oil imports. Secondly, many of our people have roots in 

the area. One out of five people alive today who were - 

born in Barbados live in the United States; the same is 

true for one out of six Jamaicans, and one out of ten Salvadoran 
Third, given proximity and existing ties, the United States 

is a natural safehaven for those fleeing social and economic 


pressures in the Basin. These pressures create illegal 





immigration, itself a great problem for us. The Basin area 
is now the second largest place of origin of illegal 
immigration. Fourth, the Caribbean is now a $7 billion market. 


Clearly then, we have an enormous stake in helping 





our neighbors achieve economic and political stability. 
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When President Reagan announced this program on February 





24 before the Organization of American States, and when 
he transmitted this legislation to the Congress on March 
17, he stressed that there is an economic crisis in the 
Caribbean Basin that threatened our own well-being and 
the peace and prosperity of the whole hemisphere. Mr. 
Chairman, that crisis has not gone away. In fact it has 
deepened. These small countries to our South are acutely 
vulnerable to developments in the world economy. Over 


the last few years they have seen dramatic reversals in 


their terms of trade, as their oil and other imports have 
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increased in price and their traditional exports have fallen 
in price. The world-wide slow-down in economic growth 

has choked off opportunities for developing new types of 
exports to the world market, as well as cut into tourism 
which has been an important source of foreign exchange 

for them. As a result they are not able to earn enough 
foreign exchange to pay for the imports they need. The 
productive base in these countries, already inadequate 

to provide the jobs and products which their populations 
need, is being eroded by acute shortages of spare parts, 

and by the lack of raw materials and agricultural inputs. 
The result is a rise in unemployment and underemployment 
which is of truly major proportions -- 25 to 40 percent 

in many countries. Added to the evils cf inflation, spiraling 
foreign debt and major balance-of-payments problems, it 
amounts to an almost classic recipe for social discontent 


and loss of confidence in the future. 


This is the kind of environment upon which the extreme 
and violent minorities on both sides of the political spectrum 
can feed and produce major political and social upheavals. 

It is an extraordinary tribute to the strength of democratic 
and humane traditions in the region that the vast majority 


of countries in the area are governed by democratically 


elected governments. In the last five months, since the 
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time that the President announced the program on February 
24, elections have been held and new democratic governments 
chosen in six countries. Many of the countries in this 
region have strong new leadership which is committed to 


adjusting the structure of their economies to reflect the . 
hard new economic realities which they face. The CBI is, 
aimed at helping these countries to implement the painful 
but unavoidable reforms which can reverse the deterioration 
and lead to self sustaining growth. The CBI's purpose 

is to help restore the faith of their peoples in their 


countries’ ability to provide them with a better future. 


The program which the Administration has proposed to 
the Congress for the Caribbean Basin addresses the enormous 
economic problems in the area in a comprehensive way. It 
is an innovative program in several ways. First it integrates 
three types of economic programs -- trade opportunities, 
investment incentives, and aid. Each of these elements 
provides significant benefits. Even more importantly, 


each element reinforces the other. The emergency financial 


assistance will help countries cope with their short-term 


balance-of-payments and liguidity problems. The one-way 
free trade area and the investment tax credit will give 


long-term incentives for new investment to promote self- 


Sustaining growth. The program as a whole is greater than 
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the sum of its parts. We need to maintain the integrity 
of each element to ensure the effectiveness of the program 
as a whole. 

Secondly, this program is part of a major multilateral 
effort, particularly by Canada, Colombia, Mexico and Venezuela. 
These four countries have already implemented improved 
programs of financial and technical assistance, as well as 
expanded new trade opportunities.to the countries of this 
region. Their effort is impressive. It is particularly 
impressive since three of these countries are still developing 
countries themselves. Their effort is based on the perception 
-- which we all share--that we cannot ignore the events 
in our neighborhood, and that -- to ensure our own long- 
term prosperity and stability -- we must assist cur neighbors 


to achieve the same goals themselves. 


Thirdly, this program was developed out of a continuing 
process of consultations with the countries in the region. 
It reflects their own priorities and assessments of their 
particular needs, as well as their own efforts and programs. 


It is thus very much a cooperative program and not a unilateral 


plan imposed by Washington. 


The program was also developed in close cooperation 





with Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands and includes important 
features to assure that the territories share fully in 
the renewed economic growth in the region. For this reason 

x I am deeply concerned about the potential impact on the 
territories of the curtailment of tax benefits recently - 


adopted by this committee. 


Let me spend just a few minutes on the trade and investment 
provisions in the legislation since these aspects are of 


particular interest to the Committee. 


We already provide liberal entry into our market for 
much of the trade from Basin countries. But there are 
several important limitations. First, some of the duties 
which remain in place are in sectors of special interest 


to the Basin countries. And in other cases the duties 
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which remain in place limit expansion into new and non- 
traditional export products. Secondly, a large part of 
the Basin's present duty-free entry into our market comes 
from the Generalized System of Preferences. However, the 
GSP has ceilings on duty-free benefits, as well as product 


exclusions; these were established in the program largely . 


for global reasons that are not relevant to the Caribbean 
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Basin. These limitations, and the whole complex structure 

of the GSP, limits the ability of small and relatively 

inexperienced traders -- which is often the case for the 

Caribbean Basin -- to take advantage of the GSP opportunities. 
The Administration's proposal asks for duty-free treatment 

for all products from the Basin except textiles and apparel. 

The proposal includes safeguards to provide relief to any 

U.S. industry seriously injured by increased Basin imports. 

There are also provisions to protect the U.S. domestic 

Sugar price support program where necessary. The proposal 

also includes a requirement for minimum local content to 

ensure that the free trade area does not encourage mere 

"pass-through" operations involving little value added 


in the Basin countries. 


This proposal is a carefully balanced packase which 
provides major benefits to the Caribbean basin countries, 
but also safeguards essential U.S. economic interests. 
It is dramatic and simple. While the economic benefits of 
the free trade area are long-term, the offer of an unimpeded 
U.S. market to those small nations is a major political 
commitment with immediate impact. It will strongly encourage 


sound internal economic policies in order to take full 


advantage of this offer. This proposal relies on the market 
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and not on artificial incentives. It eliminates duty barriers 
to our market, and thus it allows the enormous size of 

the U.S. market in itself to provide enormous and continuing 
incentives for investment, innovation and risk-taking in 


the Caribbean Basin. . 


The Administration is also proposing extension of 
the domestic tax credit to the Caribbean Basin. U.S. investors 
would receive a credit up to 10 percent of the amount of 
new fixed asset investment in the Basin countries. The 
system would operate in much the same fashion as does the 
credit granted domestically. We would grant this benefit 
for a five-year period to countries which enter into executive 
agreements with the United States for tax administration 


purposes. 


This incentive, particularly when combined with the 
free trade proposal, should have an important impact on 
U.S. investors’ perceptions about the Caribbean Basin. 


In some cases the risks of investment in the Basin have 


‘been perceived as high, especially when coupled with the 


start-up costs of developing new markets and marketing 
channels, training new local employees and managers, and 


overcoming transportation bottlenecks. The tax incentive 


promises a better return to U.S. business which undertakes 
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' investment in the Basin, and thus should increase investment 


' there. 





eS 


I know that there is some concern that these proposals 
will damage production and employment opportunities in the 
U.S. I can understand that concern, particularly given 
the period of slow economic growth and budget austerity 
through which we are passing at present. But I believe 
these concerns are exaggerated. 'First, we are such a big 
econcmy compared to these of the Caribbean Basin that what 
looms large in the Basin will still have a small impact 
here. The combined GNP of all of the Caribbean Basin countries 
amounts to less than two percent of our GNP. Our imports 
from the Caribbean Basin account for less than four percent 
of our total imports world-wide. The imports that would 


be affected by our free trade proposal are at present less 
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than one-half of one percent of our total imports -- or two 
hundreths of one percent (.0002) of our GNP. I really 


do not expect that this region will have a serious negative 


a | 


eo 


impact on our producers and workers even if imports from 
that region should grow at explosive rates. Nevertheless, 
as I noted before, we have proposed in the legislation 
certain safeguard provisions to deal with those cases where 


serious injury might occur or might be threatened. 





Secondly, I also want to emphasize that the long-term 
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benefits of this initiative are far greater than the short- 
term costs. The region already buys nearly $7 billion 

- of goods from the U.S. A stable, democratic and prosperous 
Caribbean Basin means a much larger and growing market 
for our exports, and consequently significantly greater 


job opportunities for our workers. 


Mr. Chairman, I appreciate that the legislation we 
have proposed is complex and controversial. I appreciate 
that the legislative >rocess on such a bill is necessarily 
time-consuming and complicated. I also appreciate that 
the Congress is carrying a heavy burden of important, indeed 
urgent, legislative work. Nevertheless, I urge that this 
piece of legislation be given priority attention. The 


needs of the Caribbean Basin are urgent. The U.S. has 
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an opportunity to play a constructive role in helping these 
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countries shape a better future. That opportunity is there 
now, but it will not be there forever. We cannot afford 


to wait. We have already waited too long. 


Our security and our credibility are at stake. The 
tragic war in the South Atlantic has led some hemispheric 
friends -- mistakenly I believe -- to challenge our commitment 


to them as a partner. We must show them this is not so. 


We must do our part. If we do not, the problems will escalate, 
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not only in the Caribbean Basin, but elsewhere in the hemisphere 


as well. 


Mr. Chairman, I ask for your own strong leadership, as 
well as the leadership and commitment of all the distinguished 


members of this Committee to ensure rapid passage of this 


program. . 


DEPARTMENT OF STAT 


No. 235 
August 3, 1982 


U.S., MEXICO IMPLEMENT NEW VISA AGREEMENT FOR BUSINESSMEN 


Thirty-one billion dollars commands a lot of corporate 
attention, and well it should. This figure represents the 
volume of trade between the United States and Mexico in 1981. 
Mexico has become our third largest international trading 
partner--behind Canada and Japan--as the Mexican government, 
engaged in ambitious national development plans, scours world 
markets for materials and technical expertise. 

Fortunately for corporate America, U.S. industry re- 
mains the primary contact of choice for Mexican firms. In 
1981, 53 percent of Mexican exports were destined for the 
United States, while 64 percent of Mexican imports, represent- 
ing over 17 billion dollars in sales for American firms, 
Originated in the United States. 

The governments of the United States and Mexico have 
long recognized that our histories, cultures, and economies 
are intricately linked. Acknowledging the importance of our 
growing volume of trade, the U.S. and Mexico agreed in 
March 1982 to simplify visa procedures for businessmen travel- 
ing between the two nations. The result is that no competitor 
from any other country has “he quick and easy access to his 
Mexican counterparts that tne U.S. businessman now enjoys. 
Though of mutual benefit to both trading nations, the agree- 
ment is viewed by U.S. negotiators as the most recent exam- 
ple of the State Department's ongoing effort to give vigorous 
support to the U.S. business community by facilitating U.S. 
sales abroad. 

The new business visa policy is the indirect result of 
negotiations launched by Presidents Reagan and Lopez Portillo 
in 1981. The two leaders agreed last year to establish 
several working groups to analyze specific problems and 
arrive at mutually agreeable courses of action. One is the 
Consular and Immigration Action Group, chaired on the U.S. 
side by Diego Asencio, former Ambassador to Colombia and 
current Assistant Secretary of State for Consular Affairs. 
His group tackles the wide-ranging and highly diverse ques- 
tions of travel facilitation; the new visa policy is one of 
several successfully concluded agreements in recent months 
designed to strengthen economic ties and improve relations. 
The new agreement was implemented in the remarkable time 
of five weeks--a testament to its popularity in both coun- 
tries. 
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The Mexican government previously distinguished be- 
tween the U.S. traveler entering Mexico for tourism and 
the traveler entering for business purposes. The tourist 
found entry procedures extremely simple--obtaining a tourist 
card (the Mexican government's form FMT) upon entry to Mexi- 
co with proof of U.S. citizenship, such as a birth certifi- 
cate or passport. The business traveler, however, had to 
obtain a business visa in advance through a Mexican consulate. 
This procedure was normally time-consuming, difficult and 
costly: the U.S. businessman paid $42 for the visa. 

On April 5, 1982, the Mexican government eliminated 
for the most part the distinction between the tourist and 
business traveler. Now the majority of U.S. citizens enter- 
ing Mexico for business purposes (exceptions are noted below) 
will simply obtain a form FMT upon entry to Mexico, using 
the same procedure as the tourist. The FMT issued by Mexican 
immigration authorities will be valid for 180 days and allow 
multiple entries on the same form free of charge to the 
traveler. Although U.S. businessmen will obviously benefit 
from the streamlined application procedure, the greatest 
commercial advantage of the new system may well be the busi- 
nessman's ability to travel to Mexico for meetings and con- 
sultations on short notice, with no advance visa application 
necessary. This will provide a distinct competitive edge. 

The U.S. government, in a reciprocal move, acted to 
allow the freer travel of Mexican businessmen to the United 
States by extending the validity of business visas issued 
to Mexican citizens. As of April 15, 1982, business visas 
issued to Mexican businessmen can be valid indefinitely in- 
stead of limited to the five year maximum which previously 
existed. This means that the Mexican businessman, once 
documented with an indefinite business visa, need never 
again apply for such a visa, because he will be documented 
to travel to the United States on business for the rest of 
his life. 

Although the Mexican government's new regulations re- 
garding business visas have made U.S. business travel to 
Mexico considerably easier, there are two important restric- 
tions. Only U.S. citizens can enter Mexico on the form 
FMT to conduct business; resident aliens living in the 
United States must still apply through a Mexican consulate 
for the standard business visa. Of more general interest, 
U.S. businessmen cannot sign contracts while in Mexico on 





the form FMT. Entry into Mexico to engage in activities 
requiring prior authorization from the Mexican government 
(i.e., the signing of contracts) must comply with certain 
formalities set forth in laws applying to foreign citizens 
in Mexico. The U.S. businessman traveling to Mexico to 
sign contracts must do so on the standard business visa in 
order to avoid delays and legal complications. 
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Aside from these restrictions, the Mexican government 
permits the U.S. businessman in Mexico on the form FMT to 
perform a wide range of activities. Listed below are per- 
mitted activities as specifically cited in the official 
order modifying visa procedures: 

--Conduct business talks with Mexican citizens or 

legal aliens resident in Mexico; 

--Participate with Mexican citizens in the discussion 
and development of plans regarding the economic, 
technical, financial, marketing, or engineering 
feasibility of investments in Mexico; 

--Participate in preliminary proceedings connected with 
the formation of new enterprises or the expansion of 
existing ones, if the U.S. businessmen are going to 
provide capital or form part of the administrative 
bodies of such companies; 

--Participate in the discussion and drafting of proposed 
contracts involving financing, consultation, or techni- 
cal assistance for present or fut’ re business entities; 

--Perform tasks inherent in the transter, delivery, 
installation, or operation of machinery and equipment 
on behalf of foreign business entities, in fulfillment 
of contracts entered into for that purpose; 

--Engage in intermittent activities involving visits or 
administrative, accounting, technical, operating, sales 
or other supervision in enterprises in which the busi- 
nessmen have an investment or in representation of the 
foreign business entity that owns stock in such enter- 
prises; 

--Participate in activities related to the managerial and 
executive bodies of such enterprises in representation 
of foreign business entities holding capital therein; 

--Participate in activities connected with the manage- 
ment, administration, operation and supervision of 
enterprises established under the regime covering the 
inbond assembly industry in Mexico; 

--Attend meetings of the executive bodies of inbond 
assembly firms if the latter do not have independent 
legal status as Mexican companies but are affiliates, 
branches, etc., of a foreign firm, and the foreigner 
is a member or representative of the executive or ad- 
ministrative bodies of the United States parent firm; 

--Attend and participate in non-profit events of an 
economic, scientific, technological, educational, 
cultural, social welfare, sports, etc. nature. 

In sum, the activities permitted the U.S. businessman in 
Mexico on the form FMT encompass the normal range of business 
contact and negotiation, except the signing of contracts. 

If you have questions regarding the new visa procedures as 
they relate to a specific trip to Mexico or intended activity, 
you should contact the Mexican Embassy in Washington, D.C., 
(telephone 202-293-1710) or any of the 39 consulates or 17 
travel offices the Mexican government maintains throughout 
the United States. 
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PARTMENT OF STATE 








No. 236 
August 3, 1982 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The SOLAS Working Group on the Carriage of Dangerous 
Goods will conduct an open meeting at 9:30 a.m. on August 
17, 1982 in Room 3201 of the Coast Guard Headquarters 
Building, 2100 2nd St., S.W., Wash., D.C. 20593. The 
purpose of the meeting is to the discuss the following: 


-- US positions on matters to be considered at the 
34th Session of the IMO Subcommittee on the Carriage 
of Dangerous Goods. 


-- The report of the second meeting (33/34) of the 
Editorial and Technical Group of the Subcommittee 
on the Carriage of Dangerous Goods. 


-- IMO activities of a-continuing nature re carriage 
of dangerous goods. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


Reguests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to: Lt. John P. Aherne, US Coast Guard (G-MTH-3), 
2100 Second St., S.W, Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone 


(202) 426-1577. 


For turther information contact 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


No. 237 
iq August 3, 1982 


MESSAGE HANDLING SYSTEMS (MHS) 
WORKING [ARTY OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


own 


The Department of State announces that the MHS Working Party of 
the U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee will meet on August 24, 1982 at 9:30 a.m. in-Room 
1205 of the Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
This Working Party deals with message handling communications systems. 

The agenda for the meeting is as follows: 

1. Introductory remarks and appointment of secretary 

2. Discussion of organizational procedures 

3. Review of current status of MHS Rapporteur Group work 


4. Consideration of contributions for Rapporteur Group meeting in 
September 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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5. Plans for next meeting and SGVII WP5 Plenary in December 
6. Any other business 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in the 
discussion subject to the instructions of the Chairman. Admittance of public 
members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, entrance to 
the Department of State building is controlled and entry will be facilitated if 
arrangements are made in advance of the meeting. It is suggested that prior to 
August 24, members of the general public who plan to attend the meeting so advise 
Mr. William Lowell, Office of International Communications Policy, Department of 
State, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone (202)632-6583. All non-Government 
employees must use the C Street entrance to the building. 


For further information contact: 
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No. 238  ., 
August 3, 1982 


INTEGRATED SERVICES DIGITAL NETWORK (ISDN) 
WORKING PARTY OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that the ISDN Working Party of the 
U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee will meet on August 26, 1982 at 9:30 in Room 1105 of the Department 
of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This Working Party deals with 
the evolution of ISDN as it is being considered by CCITT Study Group XVIII. 


The agenda for the meeting is as follows: 


1. Report on the June 1982 meeting of U.S. Study Group XVIII with 
respect to ISDN and related subjects 


2. Consideration of proposals for redrafting recommendations I.xxx, 
I.xxy, Ixxw. 


3. Contributions for the meeting of Ad Hoc Group 2 (basic access; level 
I characteristics) of the ISDN Group of Experts (November 8-12, 1982) 


4. Any other business. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in the 
discussion subject to the instructions of the Chairman. Admittance of public 
members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, entrance to 
the Department of State building is controlled and entry will be facilitated if 
arrangements are made in advance of the meeting. It is suggested that prior to 
August. 26, members of the general public who plan to attend the meeting so advise 
Mr. William Lowell, Office of International Communications Policy, Department of 
State, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone (202)632-6583. All non-Government 
emoloyees must use the C Street entrance to the building. 
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PARTMENT OF STATE 


No. 239 
August 3, 1982 


STUDY GROUP D OF THE U. S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group D of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT) will meet on August 25 at 9:30 a.m. in Room 1105 of 
the Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This 
Study Group deals with matters in telecommunications relating to the 
development of international digital data transmission. 


The agenda for the August 25 meeting will include consideration of 
the following: 


1. Report of Study Group VII Working Parties 1, 2, and 4 meetings 
(Geneva, May 1982) 


2. Consideration of contributions for upcoming Study Group VII 


3. Consideration of contributions for Study Group XVII meeting 
(Geneva, October 18-22, 1982) 


4. Any other business. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting ahd ‘join in the 
discussion subject to the instructions of the Chairman. Admittance of public 
members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, entrance to 
the Department of State building is controlled and entry will je facilitated if 
arrangements are made in advance of the meeting. It is suggested that prior 
to August 25, members of the general public who plan to attend the meeting so 
advise Mr. William Lowell, Office of International Communications Policy, Depart- 
ment of State, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone (202) 632-6583. All non- 
Government employees must use the C Street entrance to the building. 


For further information contact: 
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No. 240 
August 3, 1982 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The SOLAS Subcommittee of the Shipping Coordinating 
Committee will conduct an open meeting on September 8, 
1982, at 9:30 a.m., in Room 3201 of the U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquarters, 2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the meeting is to finalize preparations 
for the 47th Session of the Maritime Safety Committee (MSC) 
of the International Maritime Organization (IMO) which 
is scheduled for September 13 - 17, 1982 in London. In 
particular, the SHC will discuss the development of U.S. 
positions dealing with, inter alia, the following topics: 


-- Consideration of the second set of amendments to 
1974 SOLAS 


-- Adoption of amendments proposed by Chile to 1966 
Loadlines 


-- Casualty statistics 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


Interested persons may seek information by writing 
Mr. G. P. Yoest, U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters (G-CPI), 
2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone 
(202) 426-2280. 
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PARTMENT OF STATE 


No. 241 
August 3, 1982 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Panel on Bulk Cargoes under the SOLAS Working 
Group on Containers and Cargoes will conduct an open 
meeting on September 15, 1982, at 10:00 a.m., in Room 
3201 of the Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second Street, 
SW, Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of this meeting is to review progress 
of position papers preparation for presentation at the 
Twenty~fourth Session on Containers and Cargoes to be 
held at IMO Headquarters in London. Particular comments 
will be directed to the Code of Ammonium Nitrate, Cereal 
(Grain), Charcoal, Coal, DRI, Grain Fumigation, Ore 
Concentrates, Seed Cake and Zinc Ashes. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. John McAnulty, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-MTH), 2100 Second Street, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone (202) 426-1577. Or 
contact Captain S. Fraser Sammis, National Cargo Bureau, 
Inc., Suite 2757, One World Trade Center, New York, New 
York 10048. Telephone (202) 432-1280. 


For turther information contact: 
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Auqust 5, 1982 
No. 242 


THE UNITED STATES AND 
SRI LANKA AMEND BILATERAL 
TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Sri Lanka exchanged notes 
dated April 20, 1982 and April 29, 1982 to amend the 
bilateral textile agreement. The texts of the notes 


follow: 
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UNITED STATES NOTE 








. Colombo, April 20, 1982 


Mr. W. L. P. de Mel 


secretary 
Ministry of Trade and Shipping 
Colombo, Sri Lanka 


Dear Sir, a 


I have the honor to refer to sub-paragraph 2(B) (3) 


of the agreement between the United States of America 


FR/TEX:Deborah Linde (2)2)632-2690 


For turther mforration (cben Panett: 
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and Sri Lanka relating to trade in cotton, wool, and man- 
made fiber textiles and kaukite products, with annexes, 
effected by exchange of notes July 7, 1980 (The Agreement). 
On behalf of my government, I have the honor to 
propose that Annex B of The Agreement be amended to 
establish the following sub-limits within category 340/ 


341/640/641 during the third agreement year: 








Category Sub-Limit (Dozens) 
— ~~" = (340) ~ (411,950) 
~ (341) (412,164) 
(640) (80,357) 
(641) (412,164) 


. If this proposal is acceptable to your government, 
this note and your note of confirmation on behalf of 
your government shall constitute an Amendment to 
The Agreement. 


Accept, Sir, the renewed assurance of my highest 


consideration. 


lV, 


Mr. W. L. P. de Mel, 


Secretary, 


Ministry of Trade and Shipping, 


gn 
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SRI LANKA NOTE 





| obeme re} 45 April 1982. 
/ i(€) {\ ); ‘ 


F.E. Joun BE. Reed, . 
Apbassador of the United States’ 
of America, 
44, Galle Road, 
Colombo 3. 


Your Excellency, F 
’ 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt 

of the proposal contsined in your note dated April cO, 


1982 which reads as follows :- . 


"I have the honor to refer to sub-paragraph 2(B)(3) 
of the agreement between the United States of /ocrica 
and Sri Lanka relating to trude in cotton, sool,and 
man-made fiber textiles and textile products, with 
annexes, effected by exchange of notes Jyly 7, 1980 


(The Agreement). 


te 


On behalf of my governrent, i nary the honor to 
propose that Annex B of the A reement be amerded to 
establish the following sub-limits within Category 
340/341/640/641 during the third agrecmeng~years 








Category Sub-Limit (Dozens) 
(340) (411,950) 
(341) (442,164) 
(640) (80, 357) 
(641) (412,164) 


If this proposal is acceptable to your government, 
this note and your note of confirmation on behalf of 
your government shall constitute an Amendacnt to 


The Agreement." 


I confirm that the propossl eet out in this 
note is acceptable to the Government of Sri Lenka. 


Accept, Excellency, the acsurances of my 
highest consideration. 


A ., 


; Cy un 
( W.L.P. de Mel ) 
Secretary | 
Ministry of Trade & Shipping. 
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STUDY GROUP A OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 

CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group A 
of the U.S. Organization for International Telegraph and 
Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet on August 24, 
1982 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 856 of the Federal Commmications 
Commission, 1919 M Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This Study 
Group deals with U.S. Goverrment aspects of international 
telegram and telephone operations and tariffs. 


The Stucy Group will discuss international telecommunications 
questions relating to telecgraph, telex, new record,.services, data 
transmission anc leased channel services in order to develop U.S. 
positions to be taken at upcoming Stucy Groups I and III meetings. 


"“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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Members of the general public may attend the meeting subject 
to the instruction of the Chairman. Admittance of public members 
will be limited to the seating available. Requests for further 
information should be directed to Earl S. Barbely, Conference Staff, 
Federal Comminications Commission, Washington, D.C., telephone 
(202) 632-3214. 
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MODEM WORKING PARTY 
OF STUDY GROUP D OF THE 
U.S. ORGANIZATION FOR THE INTERNATIONAL 
TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Departuasnt of State announces that the Modem Working Party 
of Study Group D of the U.S. Organization for the International Telecranh 
and Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet on August 24, 1982 
at the Embassy Square Hotel, 2000 N Street, N.W., Washincton, D.C. Meeting 
will start at 1:00 p.m. 


Study Group D deals with teleconmunications matters relating to the 
Gevelopment of international digital data transmission services; the Modem 
Working Party reviews actual and proposed CCITT recommendations pertaining 
to the specifications and use of modems in data transmission. 


The agenda for the meeting will include 9600/4800 two-wire full duplex 
echo cancelling modems. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting amd join in the 
discussion subject to the instructions of the Chair. Requests for further 
: information may be directed to William Lowell, Office of International 
Communications Policy, Department of State, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone 
(202) 632-6583 or T. de Haas, Chairman of U.S. Stucy Group D, Institute for 
Telecommuinications Sciences, National Telecommimications and Information 
Administration, Boulder, Colorado 80303, telephone (303) 499-1000, ext. 3728. 
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will hold a meeting on September 
14, 1982, of the Working Group on Transborder Data Flows of 
the Advisory Committee on International Investment, Technology, 
anc Development. The Working Group will meet from 10:00 
a.m. to 12:00 noon. The tleeting will be held in the East 
Auditorium, Room 2925D, of the State Department, 2201 C 
Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 20520. The meeting will be 
open to the public. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to report the 
results of the March 30-April 1 ICCP meeting, to discuss 
preparations for the upcoming ICCP Experts’ Group and full 
committee meetings (September 23-24 and 27-28, respectively), 
to report on foreign reactions to the proposed international 
data pledge, to rsport on progress on resolving the customs 
valuation of computer roftware problems, and to discuss 
preparation of a U.S. national paper for the U.N. Centre on 
Transnational Corporations. 
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Requests for further information on the meeting should 

| be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs, Washington, D. C. 20520. He may be reached by 
telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 


Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


The Chairman of the Working Group will, as time permits, 
entertain oral comments from members of the public attending 
the meeting. 


Saow Caer theese teefleorrvecefececs « cpev tere. t 
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UNITED STATES AND HAITI 
SIGN TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


’ 


The United States and Haiti exchanged notes dated 
March 25, 1982 and April 1, 1982 to effect a new bilateral 
textile agreement relating to trade in cotton, wool and 
man-made fiber textiles and textile products. The texts 
of the notes follow: 


UNITED STATES NOTE 
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Port-au-Prince, March 25, 1982 
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His Excellency 

Jean-Robert Estime 

Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs / 
Port-au-Prince 


Excellency: 
I have the honor to refer to the Arrangement Regarding Inter- 
national Trade in Textiles, with annexes, done at Geneva on Decem- 


, ber 20, 1973, and extended by the protocols adopted respectively on 


EB/TEX:Roger Freeman (202) 632-2777 





For further information contact: 
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December 14, 1977 and December 22, 1981 at Geneva (hereinafter re- 


ferred to as The Arrangement). I have also the honor to refer to 





discussions between representatives of the Government of the United 
States of America and the Goverment of the Republic of Haiti held 


in Washington, D.C. March 4 and 5, 1982, concerning exports of cotton, 





wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products from Haiti to 
; the United States of America. As a result of those discussions and 
: in conformity with articles 4 and 6 of The Arrangement, [ have the 
honor to propose the following agreement relating to trade in cotton, 


wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products hetween the 


Government of the United States of America and the Government of the 


Re NORM 


Republic of Haiti. 


1. The term of this agreement shal] be the two-ycar period 


e5 . Pa 
3 eae RS 2 


from March 1, 1982 through February 29, 1984. The first agreement 
period commences on March 1, 1982 and ends on February 28, 1983. 


The second agreement period shall commence on March 1, 1983 and 


end on February 29, 1984. 
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2. (A) The coverage of this agreement shall be all textiles 
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and textile products of cotton, wool and man-made fibers. 


Poo sets 


, (B) The determination of whether a textile or textile 
product is of cotton, wool or man-made fiber shall be made in ac- | 
cordance with the terms of Paragraph 12. 
3. (A) The system of categories and the rates of conversion 


into square yards equivalent listed in Annex A shall apply in imple- 


menting this agreement. 
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(B) For purposes of this agrecment, and in recognition 
vf the pattems of trade of the Republic of Haiti with the United 
States of America, the categories below are merged and treated as 
single categories as indicated, with limits as set in Annex B 


and Annex C: 


Categorics Merged 





Designation in Agreement 





347,348 347/748 
349 ,649 349/649 
4. Commencing with the first agreement period and during 
the subsequent term of this agreement, the Republic of Haiti shall 
limit annuial exports from Haiti to the United Stat::. of America of 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textil: products to 
the limits set out in Annex B and Annex C, as such limits may be 
adjusted in accordance with this paragraph and Paragriuphs 5 and 6. 
The specific limits shall be increased in the secon: icreement 
period by seven percent annually, as shown in Anne: ». 
5. Any specific limit may be exceeded in any a;'reement year 
by not more than seven percent of its square yard: «vuivalent total 
provided that the amount of the increase is compen:::::ced for by an 


equivalent decrease in one or more specific limit . When requesting 





use of the provisions of this paragraph, the Government of Haiti 

will indicate the category or categories to be increased and the 

category or categories to be decreased by commensurate quantities. 
6. (A) In any agreement period, in addition to any adjust- 


ments pursuant to Paragraph 5 exports may exceed, by a maximum of 


11 percent, any specific limit by allocating to such limit for 
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that agreement period an unused portion of the corresponding limit 
jor the previous agreement period ("carryover"), or a portion of 
the corresponding limit for the succeeding agreement period 
(“carryforward") subject to the following conditions: 

(B) Carryover may be utilized as available up to 11 per- 
cent of the receiving agreement period's applicable limit. No 
carryover shall be available for application during the first agrec- 
ment period. 

(C) Carryover of shortfail (as defined in Sub-paragraph 6 
(D)) shal! not be applied to any specific limits wntil the Republic 
of Haiti and the United States of anetes have agreed upon the 
amounts involved. 

(D) For purposes of this agreement, a shortfall occurs 
when exports of textile or textile products from Haiti to the 
United States of America during an agreement period are below the 
specific limit. In the agreement period following the shortf.:1!, 
such exports from Haiti to the United States of America may bi 
permitted to exceed the specific limit, subject to condition of 
Sub-paragraph 6 (A) by carryover of shortfalls in the followi:: . 
manner: 

--Carryover in any limit shall not exceed the amount of 
shortfall in the specific limit. 

--In the case of shortfall in a category subject to a specific 
limit the shortfall shall be used in the category in which the short- 
fall occurred. 


--The specific limit in which the shartfall occurred shal] be 


decreased by the amount used to exceed the following period's limit. 
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(E) The limits rcferred to in Sub-paragraphs (A) and (B) of 


this paragraph are without any adjustments under chis paragraph 
or Paragraphs 5 and 17. 

(F) Carryforward may be utilized - to six percent of the 
receiving agreement period's applicable limits. 

(G) Carryforward used shall be charged against the immediately 
following agreement period's corresponding limits. No carryforward 
shall be available for application in the final agreement period. 

(H) The combination of carryover and carry forward may not 
exceed 11 percent of the receiving period's applicable limits in 
any agreement pcriod. 

(I) The Covernment of the United States may apply adjust- 
ments under this paragraph to any specific limit whenever that ad- 
justment appears appropriate to facilitate the flow of trade and 
the sound administration of The Agrecm:nt. To the extent that 
such adjustments are actually utilized, they will be implemented 
by means of carryover and carryforwar:! in that order. Any unused 
carryforward will be re-credited to tle following period's limit. 
This procedure will not prejudice tin: outcome of any consultations 
that may be held between our governm: nis conceming the amounts 
of available carryover and carryforward. 

7. The categories listed in Annex C are subject to designated 
consultation levels as specified therein. In the event the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of Haiti wishes to permit exports in any 
category in excess of the appiicable consultation level, the Gov- 


ernment of the Republic of Haiti shall request the higher levels 


and the Government of the United States shall consider the request 
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sympathetically and shall respond promtiy. If, because of prob- 
lems of market disruption us defined in Annex A of The Arrangement 
Regarding International Trade in Textiles in the United States of 
America in a category subject to such request, the United States 
is unable to comply fully, the United States of America will so 
inform the Government of the Republic of Haiti and will supply 
data which form the basis of the position taken by the United 
States of Amrica. If requested by the Government of the Republic 
of Haiti, the Government of the United States of America will con- 
sult promptly. Until a mutually satisfactory change in the con- 
sultaticn level is established,: the Government of the Republic of 
Haiti will not authorize exports in excess of the existing con- 
sultation level. 

8. For categories not subject to a specific limit or a 
designated ccrsultation level each party reserves its rights to 
take action i: accordance with The Arrangement. 

9. in wcecordance with Article 12, Paragraph 3, of The Ar- 
rangement and subject to the establishment of a mutually agreed 


upon certificition system, Haitian exports of hand-loom fabrics of 


the cotta, i.dustry, or hand-made cottage industry products made 
of such bo sd-toom fabrics, or traditional folklore handicraft textile 
products i!’ ret be subject to the provisions of this agreement. 


10. The Government of the Republic of Haiti shall use its 
best efforts to space exports from Haiti to the United States 


within each category evenly throughout the agreement period, 


taking into consideration normal scasonal factors. 
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1l. The Government of the United States of America shall 


promptly supply the Government of the Republic of Haiti with data 
on monthly imports of cotton, wool and man-made textiles and textile 
products into the United States of Amcrica — Haiti. The Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of Haiti shall promptly supply the Gov- 


ernment of the United States of Amrica with data on monthly ex- 





ports of cotton, wool and man-made textiles and textile products 
from Haiti to the United States of Awrica. Each government 
agrees to supply promptly any other available statistical data 
necessary to the implementation of this agreement requested by 
tix other government. 

12. (A) Tops, yarns, picce goods, mde-up articles, gar- 
ments and other textile manufactured products, all being products 
which derive their chief characteristics from their textile com- 
ponents of cotton, wool or man-made fibers, or blends thereof, in 
which any or all of those fibers represents either the chief value 
of the fiber, or 50 percent or more by weight of the products (or 
17 percent or more by weight of wool) are subject to this agreement. 

(B) For the purposes of this agreement, textile products 
shall be classified as cotton, wool, or man-made fiber textiles 
if wholly or in chief value of any of these fibers. Any products 
covered by Sub-paragraph 12 (A) but not in chief valuc of cotton 


fiber shall be classified as: 


(I) Cotton textiles if containing 50 percent or more by 


weight of cotton, or if the cotton component cxcecds by weight 


the woo] and/or the man-made fiber component ; 
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(11) Wool textiles, if not cotton, and the wool equals or 

exceeds 17 percent by weight of all component fibers; and 
(III) Man-made fiber textiles if neither of the foregoing 
applies. 

13. The Government of the United States of America and the 
Government of the Republic of Haiti agree to consult upon the re- 
quest of the other on any question arising in the implementation 
of this agreement. 

14. The Republic of Haiti shall administer its export control 
system under this agreement. The Government of the United States 
of America may assist the Republic of Haiti in implementing the 
provisions of this agrcement by controlling imports of textiles 
and textile products covered by this agreement. 

15. In confurmity with Article 8 of The Arrangement, the 
Kepublic of Haiti and the United States of America shall cooperate 
to avoid circumvention of The Agreement. 

lo. Mutually satisfactory administrative arrangements or 
adjustments may be made to resolve minor problems arising in the 
implementation of this agreement, including difference in points 
of procedure or operation. 

17. (A) Exports from Haiti in excess of authorized limits 
in any agreement period may be denied entry into the United States. 
Any such shipments denied entry may be permitted entry into the 
United States and charged to the applicable limit in the succeeding 


agreement pcriod. 
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(B) Exports from Haiti in excess of authorized limits 


in any agreement year will, if allowed entry inte the United 
States during that agreement period be charged to the applicable 
limit in the succeeding agreement period. 

18. The visa system, effective on March 3, 1980, between the 
Government of the United States of America and the Republic of 
Haiti will remain in force subject to Paragraph 16. 

19. If the Republic of laiti considers that as a result of 
limitations specified in this agreement, it is being placed in an 
inequitable position in relation to a third country, the Republic 
of Haiti may request consultations with the United States of America 
with a view to taking appropriate remedial actions euch as reason- 
able modifications of this agrecment. 

20. The Government of the United States and the Government 
of the Republic of Haiti agree to consult upon the request of 
the other on any question arising in the implementation of this 


agreement. 


21. The Government of the United States cf America and the 
Government of the Republic of Haiti may, at any time, propose re- 
visions in the terms of this agreement. Each agrees to consult 
promptly with the other about such proposals with a view to makin; 
such revisions to this agreement or taking such other appropriate 
action as may be mutually agreed upon. 

22. Either government my terminate this agreement, effect ive 
at the end of any agrecment period, by written notice to the other. 
to be given at least 90 days prior to the end of such agreement 


period. 











Foreign 


22 Soe URRY hs a GAY... RE 


> esp abe 


ware 


aie a oa ees 


ae? 


= 
N 
© 
oO 
[ mend 
ry 
aod 
: 
Vv 
8 
~ 
c 
2 
; 
| 
oO 
o 
= 
— 
& 


= 
© 
1S) 
-_ 
- 
Cc 
ro 
id 
° 
- 
- 
© 
1) 
— 
- 
2 
P) 
a 
E 
ao) 
av 
— 
we 
— 
" 
”" 
© 
— 
: 
: 





oe @ « No. 246 


If the foregoing conforms with the understanding of the 
Government of the Republic of Haiti, this Note and Your Excellency's 
Note of confirmation on behalf of the Government of the Republic 
of Haiti shall constitute an agreement between our two governments. 


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my highest con- 


Coy 
/ | ). 


/s/ Ernest Preeg ) " 


sideration. 
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CATEGORY 





YARN 
-- COTTON 


-- WOOL 


-~MAN-MADE FIBER 


600 
GO 
602 
63 
604 
§95 


FABRE IC 
--COTION 
319 
311 
412 
313 
314 
315 


» the 


ANNEX A 





DESCRIPTION 





CARDED 
COMBED 


TOPS AND YARNS 


TEXTURED 

CONT. CELLULOSIC 
CONT. NONCELLULOSIC 
SPUN CELLULOSIC 
SPUN NONCELLULOSIC 
OTHER YARNS 


GINGHAMS 
VELVETEENS 
CORDUROY 
SHEETING 
GROADCLOTH 
PRINTCLOTHS 


No. 246 








.) CONVERSION FACTOR IS USED 10 CONVERT UNIT OF 
(f.6., LB.,D0Z., DOZEN PAIRS, OR NUMBERS) TO ITS 


IN SQUARE YARDS 


CONVERSION UNIT OF 
FACTOR MEASURE 
4.6 LB. 
4.6 LB. 
2.0 LB. 
3.5 LB. 
5.2 LB. 
11.6 LB. 
3.4 LB. 
4.1 LB. 
3.5 LB. 
1.0 SYD 
1.0 SYO 
1.0 SYD 
1.0 SYD 
1.0 SYD 
1.0 SYD 

MEASURE 
EQUIVALENT 
//, J62 
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(ATEGORY 


FABRIC (CONT.) 


--COTTON 
316 
317 
318 
319 
320 


--WOOL 
ALU 


411 


425 
429 


--MAN-MADE FIBER 
610 
611 
612 
613 
614 
625 
626 
627 


APPAREL 


--COTION 
330 
331 
332 
333 


334 
335 
336 


-. - 


DESCRIPTION 





SHIRTINGS 

TWILLS AND SATEENS 
YARH-DYED 

DUCK 

OTHER FABRICS, W.K. 


WOOLTN AND WORSILD 


TAPESTRIES AND 
UPHOLSTERY 


KNIT 
OTHER FALRICS 


CONT. CELLULOSIC, N.K. 
SPUN CELLULOSIC, N.K. 
CONT. NONCELLULOSIC, N.K. 
SPUN WONCELLULOSIC, N.K. 
OTHER FABRICS, W.K. 

KNIT 

PILE AND TUFTED 

SPECIALTY 


HANDKERCHIEFS 
GLOVES 
HOSTERY 


SUIT-TYPE COATS, 
M AND B 


OTHER COATS, M AND B 
COATS, W., G AND I 


DRESSES (INCL. 
UNIFORMS) 


CONVERSION 
FACTOR 





ee ee ee ee ee | 
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=> w- 
. . . 
nO ww 


36. 


4\. 
41.3 
45.3 


Ww 


UNIT OF 
MEASURE 





SYD 
SYO 
sYD 
SYD 
SYD 


SYD 
SYD 


LE. 
SYD 


SYD 
SYD 
SYD 
SYD 
SYD 

LB. 
SYD 
LB. 


DZ. 
DPR 
DPR 
OZ. 


DZ. 
DZ 
02 
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337 


338 


339 
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DESCRIPTION 





PLAYSUITS, SUNSUITS, 
WASHSUITS, CREEPERS 


KNIT SHIRTS, (INC. T- 
SHIRTS, OTHER AND 
SWEATSHIRTS) M AND B 


KNIT SHIRTS AND BLOUSES 
INCL. T-SHIRTS, OTHER. 


SWEATSI;:IRTS) W, G AND I 
SHIRTS, N.K. 

BLOUSES, N.K. 

SKIRTS 

SWEATERS 


TROUSERS, SLACKS, AND 
SHORTS (OUTER) M AND B 


TROUSERS, SLACKS AND — 
SHORTS (OUTER) W, G 
AND I 


BRASSICRES, ETC 


DRESSING GOWNS, INC. 
BATHROBES, AND BEACH 
HOUSE COATS, AND DUSTERS 


PAJAMAS AND OTHER 
NIGHTWEAR 


UNDERWEAR (INCL. UNION 
SUITS) 


DOWN AND FEATHER-FILLED 
COATS, JACKETS AND VESTS 
M AND B 


DOWN AND FEATHER-FILLED 
COATS, JACKETS & VESTS, 
W, G AND I 


OTHER APPAREL 


GLOVES 
HOSIERY 


SUIT-TYPE COATS, 
MQ AND B 


OTHER COATS, 
M AND B 


CONVERSION 
FACTOR 





25.0 


7.2 


7.2 


36.0 


No. 


246 


UNIT OF 
MEASURE 





DZ. 


DZ. 


DZ. 


DZ. 
DZ. 
DZ. 
DZ. 
02. 


dz. 


DZ. 


UZ. 


DZ. 


DZ. 


DZ. 


DZ. 


LBS. 


DPR 
DPR 
DZ. 


DZ. 
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CATEGORY 





435 
436 
438 


£40 


442 
443 
444 
445 
446 
447 


448 


459 


APPAREL 
--MAN-MADE FIDER 
630 
631 
632 
633 
634 
635 
636 
637 


638 


tb 39 


640 
641 
642 
643 
644 


DESCRIPTION 





COATS, W, G AND I 
DRESSES 


KNIT SHIRTS AND 
BLOUSES 


SHIRTS AND BLOUSES, 
N.K. 


SHIRTS 

SUITS, M AND B 
SUITS, W, G AND I 
SWEATERS, M AND B 
SWEATERS, W, G AND I 


TROUSERS, SLACKS AND 
SHORTS (OUTER) M AND B 


TROUSERS, SLACKS AND 
SHORTS (OUTER) W,G AND I 


OTHER WOOL APPAREL 


HANDKERCHIEFS 

GLOVES 

HOSIERY 

SUIT-TYPE COATS, ™ AND B 
OTHER COATS, HM AND B 
COATS, W, G AND } 
DRESSES 


PLAYSUITS, SUNSUITS, 
WASHSUITS, ETC. 


KNIT SHIRTS, (INC. T- 
SHIRTS), M AND & 


KNIT SHIRTS AND RLOUSES 
(INCL. T-SHIRTS), W, G 
AND I 


SHIRTS, N.K. 
BLOUSES, N.K. 
SKIRTS 

SUITS, M AND B 
SUITS, W, G AND I 


CONVERSION 
FACTOR 





54.0 
49.2 
15.0 


24.0 


18.0 
54.0 
54.0 
14.88 
14.88 
18.0 


18.0 


Ww 

oO 
. > © @ @ 
we www n ow ws 





UNIT OF 
MEASURE 





DZ. 
OZ. 
D2. 


02. 


D2. 
DPR 
DPR 
DZ. 
DZ. 
DZ. 
02. 
DZ. 


DZ. 


DZ. 


02. 
D2. 
02. 
02. 
02. 
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CATEGORY 


‘ 
\ 9 


- 15 - 


DESCRIPTION 


SWEATERS, M AND B 
SWEATERS, W, G AND I 


TROUSERS, SLACKS, AND 
SHORTS (OUTER) M AND B 


TROUSERS, SLACKS AND 
SHORTS (OUTER) W,G AND I 


BRASSIERES, ETC. 


DRESSING GOWNS, INCL. 
BATH AND BEACH ROBES 


PAJAMAS AND OTHER NIGHT- 
WEAR 


UNDERWEAR 


DOWN AND FEATHER-FILLED 
COATS, JACKETS AND VESTS 
M AND B 


DOWN AND FEATHER-FILLED 
COATS, JACKETS AND VESTS 
W, G AND I 


OTHER APPAREL 


MADE-UPS AND MISC. 


--COTTON 
360 
361 
362 
363 
369 
--WOOL 
464 
465 
469 


PILLOWCASES 
SHEETS 
BEDSPREADS AND QUILTS 


TERRY AND OTHER PILE TOWELS 


OTHER COTTON MANUFACTURES 


BLANKETS AND AUTO ROBES 
FLOOR COVERING 
OTHER WOOL MANUFACTURES 


CONVERSION 


er 


7.8 
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UNIT OF 
MEASURE 


DZ. 
DZ. 
DZ. 


02. 


DZ. 
02. 


DZ. 


OZ. 
DZ. 


02. 


LB. 


NO, 
NO, 
NO, 
NO. 
LB, 


LB, 
SFT. 
LB, 
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CATEGORY DESCRIPTION CONVERSION UNIT OF 
—FACTOR _ MEASURE 
--MAN-MADE FIBER 
665 FLOOR COVERINGS 0.1 SFT, 
f 666 OTHER FURNISHINGS 7.8 LB. 
: OTHER MAN-MADE 
; 669 A) MANUFACTURES 7.8 LB, 


“ale iit 


MK 


seta geil 


te ‘e ge he 


A) EXCLUDING TSUSA NUMBERS 706.2045, 706.2700, 706.2840 and 706.2850 
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2 ANNEX B 
2 
5s 
$s SPECIFIC LIMITS 
= 
oh! CATEGORY DESCRIPTION UNIT 3/1/82 3/1/83 
“8 - | 2/28/83 2/29/84 
So 
Pu 
of 237 PLAYSUITS D0Z 104,863 112,203 
rat 340 N-SHIRTS M,B 002 165,000 176,550 
<. 347/348 TROUSERS D0Z 350,000 374,500 
ee 349/649 BRASSIERES 002 1,400,000 1,498,000 
44 632 HOSIERY 007 1,800,000 1,926,000 
+ o> 635 COATS D0z 175,000 187,250 
n> 
wo E49 TROUSERS p02 600,000 642,000 
ah 
a* 
ANNEX C 
DESIGNATED CONSULTATION LEVELS 
CATEGORY DESCRIPTION QUANTITY 

331 GLOVES 533,429 DPR 

639 KNIT SHIRTS BLOUSES 380,000 D0z 

641 N-KNIT BLOUSES, WGI 317,241 DOZ 
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HAITIAN NOTE 





Port-au-Prince, le ter Avril 19862. 






_ 


Monsicur Ernest FREEG 
Ambassadeur des Etats-Unis d*Amérique 


Port-au-Prince, (HaTTT 


Monsicur l1*Ambassadeur, ~ 
J'ai l*honneur d'accuser réception de vo- 
tre lettre No.115 en date du 25 Mars libdellée comme suit: 


: 





Excellence, 
"J'ai l*honneur de vous référer & la Con- 


vention concernant le Commerce International des Textiles, et les 
annexes, faites a Genéve le 20 Décembre 1975 et prorogées par les 
MProtocoles adoptés respectivemsnt le 14 Décembre 1977 et le 22 Dé | 
cembre 1981 & Gendve (ci-apras dénommés l'Accord). Je vous réfare 
égnlem-nt aux pourparlers entre les représentants du Gouvernement 
des ftats-Unis d'Amérique et le Gouvernement de la République d'Hei 
ti, tenus & Washington, D.C. les 4 et 5 Mars 1982, relatifs & l*ex- 
portation de coton, de laine, de fibres chimiives et de produits 
textiles, d'Haiti aux Etats-Unis d'Amérique. Comme résultat de ces 
pourparlers, et conformément aux articles 4 et 6 de l'‘*Accord, je 
voudrais proposer, au nom du Gouvernement des ‘tats-Unis d'Amérique, 
L"'Accord suivant reletif au commerce du coton, de la laine, des fi- 
bres chimiques et des produits textiles entre le Gouvernement des 
Etetc-''!nis d*Amérique et le Gouvernement de 1: République d'Kaiti. 


Ae WAL tee gS BER Tak 
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1.- La durée du présent iccord sera de deux uns, s*étendant du ier 
Mars 1932 au 29 Février 1984. La premiére période de l*Accord com- 
mence le ler Mars 1982 et se termine le 28 Févricr 1983. La seconde 
période de l*Accord conmercera le ier Mars 1985 et se terminera le 
29 Féevrier 1984, ° 
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2.- 14) Le présent Accord sortera sur tous Ses textiles et produits 
textiles de coton, de laine ou de fibres chimi ;uos. 


i 8) La décision quant & la question de savoir si un textile ou 
un produit textile est du coton, de la isine ou une fibre chimique 
“era prise conformément aux dispositions du paragraphe 12. 


3.- A) Le syst®me de catSgorie et le taux de conversion en équiva- 
lents de yards carrés figurant @ l'annexe A seront intégralement 
appliqués dans le cadre de cet Accord. 


Foreign 


B) Aux fins d'application du présent Accord, et en considéra- 
tion de la structure des échanges entre la République d'Haiti et 
les Etats Unis d*Amérique, les catégories ci-dessous sont combinées 
et traitées comme une seule catégorie tel qu'indique, conformément 
aux limites fixées 4 l'annexe B et &@ l'annexe Cs: 


Pas 
Bras, 


. . v: or 


cae 


Catégories combinées 


= 


347, 348 349,649 


A Aa er? 


Désignation dzins l'accord 


34/348 349/649 
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4,- Pendant la premiére période de l'Accord et pendant la durée 
subséquente de celui-ci, la République d'Haiti limitera ses expor- 
tations annuelles de coton, de laine, de fibres chimiques, et de pro- 
duits textiles, d'Haiti aux Etats-Unis d'Amérique, aux limites figu- 
rant & l‘onnexe B et & l'annexe C, de telles limites pouvant 6tre a- 
just¢us conformément aux dispositions du présent paragraphe et des 
Jregraphes 5 et 6. Les limites figurant & l*annexe 8 ne renferment 
sucun ajustoment prescrit par les paragraphes 5 et 6. Les limites 
spécifiques seront augmentées de sept pour cent unnuellement, comme 


indiqgue & l'annexe 8B, «dans la seconde période de 1l*Accord. 

















Foreign 
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-e- Toute limite spécifique peut, pour n‘'importe quelle année de 


:"hecord, @tre dépassée, m3is sans dépasser sept pour cent de son 
.tal d'4quivalents ce yards carrés, pourvu que cotte augmentation 
-2it compcnsée par une diminution équivalente de l‘une ow de plu- 
tievurs des limites spécifiques. En demandant l*application des dis- 
ositions de ce paragraphe, le Gouvernement d*Haiti indiquere la 
.otégorie ou les catégories devant 6tre augmentées et le cetégorie 
2. les cat4gories devant @tre diminuées en quantités proportionnées. 


6.- A) Pendant toute période de l'Accord, en plus de tout ajusie- 
ment conforme au paragraphe 5, des exportations peuvent excéder, 

jusqu'a un maximym de 11 pour cent, n'importe quelle limite spéci- 
fique en attribuant 3 une telle limite pour la période wen cours 

toute portion de ladite limite inutilisée pendant la période pré- 
cédente (portion non utilisée: report) ou toute portion de la li- 
mite correspondante pour la période suivante (utilisation antici- 


pée: 2 reporter). 


3) Le report peut @tre utilisé suivant les disponibilités 
jusqu'& concurrence de 11 pour cent des limites applicables de la 
période de réception. I1 ne sera pas possible de faire valoir un 


report durant la premitre période de l'Accord. 


C) Le report d'un déficit (tel que défini au paragraphe 6 D) 
me sera appliqué & aucune des limites spécifiques avant que la 
République d'Haiti et las Etats-Unis d'Amérique ne conviennent 


des niveaux 3 fixer. 


D) Aux fins d*application du présent Accord, un déficit se 
produit lorsque les exportations de textiles ou de ;'roduits tex- 
tiles d'Haiti aux Etats_Unis d'Amérique, au cours d'une période 
de 1*Accord, sont inférieures & la limite spécifique. Pendant la 
piriode de l*Aczsord faisant suite 3 celle du déficit, les dites 
exporteations d*Haiti sux ECtoats-Unis d'Amérique peuvent excéder la 
linite supécifique, sous réserve des dispositions du »aragraphe 6 
.), en revortant les déficits de la maniére suivante: 
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Le rcport provenant “ie toute limite me devra pac dépasser le 
montent du déficit dans. la limite spécifique. 


En cas de déficit dans une catégorie soumise 4 unc limite spé- 
cifiquc, le déficit sera reporté dans la catégorie cans laquelle le 


déficit s'est produit. 


De lo limite spécifique dens laquelle le déficit s‘est produit 
sere céduit le montant dont il est permis de dép=s:-- la limite de 


ls p¢riode suivonte. 


£) Les limites mentionnées aux alinéas A) et ©, u présent pa- 
reyr;he ne comprennent aucun ajustement en applic...ion du présent 


puracraphe ov des paragraphes 5 et 17. 


F) Le report peut @tre utilisé jusqu*& concurrence de six pour cent 
des limites applicables de la période de réception de 1*Accord,. 


C) te report utilisé sera imputé aux limites correspondantes de la 
période de l*Accord faisant immédiatement suite. Il ne sera pas possible 
de foire valoir un report durant la période finale de 1l*Accord,. 


4) La combineison “report et a reporter" ne peut, au cpurs de toute 
péricde de l*Accord, excéder 11 pour cent des limites applicables de la 


pcriodc de riception. 


1) te Couvernement des Etats-Unis peut appliquer les ajustements 
prévus au présent paragraphe & toute limite spécifique, chaque fois que 
l*ajustement semble approprié, pour faciliter le flux de l'échange et la 
bonne gestion de l'Accord. Dans la mesure ou lesdits ajustements sont 
effectivemcnt utilisés, ils seront calculés par voie de “report et & re- 
porter", dans cet ordre. Tout report non utilisé serg crédité & nouveau 
3 le limite de li: période suivante. Cette procédure ne portera pas pré- 
judice aux résultats de toutes consultations qui pourraient avoir lieu 
entre nos Jeux Gouvernerints en ce qui concerne les wmontants “report et 


A reporter" disponibles. 
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felt a Say 


a Teel 








c+. 


‘Wear cory arnuanee me 


7e> (t+ catégories mentionnées & l*annexe C sont limitéos sux niveeux 
Fix’- ,.-r voie de consultations et figurant & la dite annexe. Au cas 
ot le | uvernement de la République d'Haiti souhaiterait autoriser des 
export: ions de toute catégorie dépassant le niveau applicable par voie 
de ci'.: }tations, le Gouvernement de la République d*Haiti sollicitera 
des r*' ux plus élevés et lc Couvernement des Etats-Unis devra consi- 


dérer ' demande avec bienveillance et y répondre sans retard. Si, en 
rais:' ~~ bouleversement du murché, tel que défini & l*annexe A de la 
conv: - n relative au commerce international des textiles constaté 

aux i‘ ‘--Unis d'Amérique dans. une catégorie foisant l'objet d'une tel- 
le ne ', les ftats-Unis ne peuvent donner pleinement satisfaction, 
les ‘ «© -Unis d*'Amérigue en informeront le Gouvernement de la Républi- 
que «' ‘i et fsourniront les données sur lesquelles les Etats-Unis d‘'A 
mori. . sont basés pour adopter cette position. Si le Gouvernement 

de 1 ibligue d*Haiti demande & tenir des consultations, le Couvene- 
rer? / tLats-Unis d'Américue y accédera sans retard. Tant qu'une modi 
fic’ > -. mutuellenert setisfaisante du niveau fixé par voie de consulta 
tion’ . sera ; ¢ 2dopt¢e, le Couvernement de la République d‘Haiti n‘au 
tor: - ° .as les exportations dépassant le niveau fixé par voie de con- 
sul! INSe 

B.- ce qui concerne les catégories qui ne sont pas sujettes & une li- 
mit: ‘cifique ou 4 un niveau fixé par voie de consultations, cheque 
part ce réserve le droit de prondre toutes mesures conformément aux 


disp -itions de 1a convention. 


9.- Confoimément Aa l'article 12, paragraphe 3, de l*Accord et 
sous réserve de l'établissement d'un systame de certification 
mutuellement agréé, les exportations d'Haiti de tissus de fa- 
brication artisanale, de produits textiles de fabrication ar- 
tisanale utilisant ces tissus tissés & la main, ou de produits 
textiles artisanaux folkloriques traditionnels ne seront pas 
régies par les disposiiions du présent Accord, 


10.- Le Gouvernement de la République d'Haiti fera tout son 
possible pour que les exportations d'Haiti a destination des 
Etats-Unis s'effectuent pour chaque catégorie a intervalles 
réguliers tout au long de la période de l'accord, compte tenu 


des facteurs saisonniers normaux, 
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11.- Le Gouvernement des Etats-Unis d'Amérique devra communiquer 
rapidement au Gouvernement de la République d'Haiti les données 
relatives aux importations mensuelles de coton, de laine, de fi- 
bres chimiyues et de produits textiles aux Etats-Unis d'Amérique 
en provenance d'Haiti. 17: Gouvernement de la République d'Haiti 
communiauucra rapidemen! au Gouvernemcnt des Etats-Unis d'amérique 
les donnécs mensuclles relatives mix exportations de coton, de 
laine, de fibres chimi:nes et de produits textiles en provenance 
d'Haiti 4 destination des rtats-Unis d'Amérique, Chaque Gouverne 
ment convient de fournir rapidement, sur demande, a l'autre Gou - 
vernewent, toules autres données statistiques dont il dispose et 
qui scraient nécessaires a la mise en ap: lication du présent Ac - 
cord. 


12.- A) Les peignes, fils, tissus, articles de confection simple, 
vetemeuts et autres produits textiles manufacturés, produits dont 
les caractéristiyues principales sont de comporter des composants 
textiles en coton, laine ou fibres chimiques, ou des mélanges de 
ces fibres, et dans lesquec]s toutes fibres de cette nature repré<- 
sentent soit la valeur principale du produit ou 50 pour cent au 
moins de ladite valeur en raison du poids des produits (ou 17 
pour cent gu moins en raison du poids de la laine), sont sownis 


aux disposi.ions du present Accord, 


LB) Aux fins d'applic;,tion du présont Accord, les produits 
textiles seront classifies en tant que textiles de coton, de luine 
oude fibres chimicues, si ces fibres constituent l1'éldément intégral 
ou de valeur principale do l'un quelconque de ces produits. Tout 


9 


produit couvert par l'alinéa A) Du paragraphe 12 mais dont ‘i va- 


leur principale n'est pas la fibre de coton, sera classi fié en 
tant que: 

1) Textiles de coton, s‘ils se composent de 50 pour 
cent ou nlus, en poids de coton, ou si le coton en est un 616- 
ment de pruportion plus élevée , en poids, que l'élement leine 


et/ou fibres chimiques; 
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II) Textiles de laine, s*ils ne tombent pes dans le 
catécorie des tertiles de coton et que la laine y entre dans 
une proportion énals ou excde de 17 pour cent, en poids, tou- 
tes Iles autres fibres cui les composent: et 


III) Textiles de fibres chimiques, s'ils ne répondent 
pas 4 l*une ou l'autre des descriptions ci-dessus, 


13.< Le Gouvernement des [t2ts-Unis G*Amérique et le Couverne- 
ment de la Républiqus i'daiti conviennent de se consulter au 
sujet de toyte qirstion soulevée dans le cadre de l'*application 


Foreign 


du aréient Acencd. 


Pe eae 


14.- La République d*Haiti assurera l*administration de son sys= 
tame ge controle des exportations aux termes du présent Accord. 

Le Ssvvernemant des Etats-Unis d*Amérique pourra aider la Répu- 
bliyes J*Haiti dans l*applisation des dispositions du présent Ac- 
cord «: matiére de limitation en controlant les importations de 
toxti'es et de produits textiles tombant sous le coup de l'Accord. 


o Ten a 





: 15.- © conformité avec les dispoditions de l*Article 8 de la Con- 
ven. >: >, la République d'Haiti et les Etats-Unis d*Amérique coopé— 
rere’ fin d'éviter de circonvenir l*Accord,. 


l6e- 3-7 arr anger»ents; administratifs ou des ajustements mutuelle- 
ment ;..isfaisants peuvent Gtre faits pour résoudre les problémes 
de m>:iire importance survenant dans l‘application du présent Ac- 
cord, , compris les divergences concernant des détails de procédu 
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re ov :: Tanctionnensant. 


17.- =) .*enirge aux Etatu-Unis des exportations en provenance 


d*¥-"-' -<‘o9assant le. limites autorisées dans toute période de 

l'tccor-, ceut etre refusie. Toute expédition & destination des 
Et-*--.- «+ dont l'entrde 23% refuste peut etre autorisée et impu- 
te. * ‘imite appliic+sl2e dans la période suivante de l‘'Accord. 


3, .°: expartatians en provenance d'Haiti dépossant les limi- 
te- - --isées dans toute année de l*Accord seront, si leur entrée 
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aux Ctats-Uni-~ d*Amérique est autorisée pendant la période de 1'Ac- 
cord, inoutées & la limite applicable dans la période suivante de 


l'Accord. 


18.- Le systéme de controle, en vigueur au 5 Mars 1980, entre le 
Gouvernement des Etats-Unis d'Amérique et la République d'Haiti, de- 
meurera en vigueur conformément au paragraphe 16, 


19.- Si la République d'Haiti estime que, en raison des limitations 
spécifiécs dans le présent Accord, elle se trouve dans une position 
inésuit2ble pur rapport &4 un pays tiers, la République d*Haiti pour—. 
ra demander d'entrer en consultation avec les Etets-Unis d*Amérique 
en vue de prendre toutes dispositions appropriées, telle l'adoption 
de modifications raisonnables du présent Accord, pour y remédier, 


20.- Le Gouvernement des Etats-Unis et le Gouvernement de la Répu- 
blique d'Haiti conviennent de se consulter, & la demande de l*un ou 
l'autr?, sur toute question survenant dans l*application du présent . 


Acccrd. 
27. te Gouvernement des Ctats-Unis d*Amérique et le Gouvernement 
de République d*Haiti pouvent, en tout temps, proposer d'apporter 


- ‘visions aux modalités du présent Accord. Chaque partie convient 
d'-: rer rapidement en consultation avec l*autre partie en ce qui 
:> tne les dites propositions en vue d'apporter lesdites rdévisions 


cone 

ot sent Accord ou de prendre toutes autres dispositions appro- 
nriv- dont il pourrait @tre mutuellement convenu. 

2?. _*un ou l'autre des Couvernements pourra mettre fin au présent 
tc “* § compter de la fin de toute période de l'Accord,en avisant 
pi: “it l'autre Couvernerent, au moins 90 jours avant la fin de la 
di.‘ ;“*piode de l*Accord", 
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Il m'est agréable de vous faire savoir que le Gouver- 
nement Haitien approuve les propositions ci-dessus mentionnées,. Votre 
lettre et la présente réponse qui exprimé l‘*agrément du Gouvernement 
Haitien constituent un Accord entre les deux Gouvernements. 


3@ Snisis cette occasion pour vous renouveler, Mon- 


siour l*Ambassodeur, les assurances de ma haute considération. 


rd , 
Jean Robert ESTIME 
= d*etat 
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4 FOR RELEASE 6:09 P.M. E.D.T., SATURDAY, AUGUST 21, 1982 
NOT T » QUOTED FROM, OR USED IN ANY WAY 





FOREIGN RELATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES 





1952-1954 
VOLUME XIII: INDOCHINA (IN TWO PARTS) 
The Department of State released today Foreign Relations of 


the United States, 1952-1954, Vol. XIII, Indochina (in two parts). 
This 1s the third volume to be released of sixteen recording the 


years 1952-1954. The Foreign Relations series has been published 
continuously since 186I as the official record of American for- 
eign policy. 








The volume presents 2497 pages of documentation, most of it 
previously unpublished and newly declassified, on U.S. policy in 
Indochina during the period. Arrangement of the material is 
chronological. Part 1 covers the period from January of 1952 to 
April of 1954; Part 2 carries the story to the end of 1954. The 
documentation is accompanied by scholarly aides including a com- 
plete list of sources. The index to both parts is in Part 2. 
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Developments covered in Part 1 include U.S. military assist- 
ance to French Union forces, U.S. military, economic and diplo- 
matic support rendered to the Associated States of Indochina in 
the face of the Viet Minh insurgency in Vietnam, and the Viet 
Minh invasion of Laos in 1953. Part 2 contains extensive mate- 
rials on the question of U.S. intervention in the siege of 
Dienbienphu, the search for concerted Allied action in the spring 
and summer of 1954 (the Geneva Conference period), the increased 
U.S. role in the State of Vietnam following the Geneva Accords, 
and the beginnings of American aid programs in all three of the 
Indochinese nations. 


The documents in this volume are closely related to those in- 
cluded in Volume XVI, the Geneva Conference, published in 1981, 
and in Volume XII, Part 1, East Asia and the Pacific, scheduled 
for subsequent publication. The events recorded in this volume 
were documented in brief in the Department of Defense study United 
States-Vietnam Relations 1945-1967 (Pentagon Papers), Book 1. The 
comprehensive diplomatic record published represents the authori- 
tative record of the developments of 1952-1954. 








For further information contact: 
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Foreign Relations, 1952-1954, Volume XIII, was prepared in 
the Office of the Historian, Bureau of Public Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State. Copies of Volume XIII (Department of State pub- 
lication 9211) may be obtained for $35.00 (domestic postpaid). 
Checks or money order should be sent to the U.S. Government 
Book Store, Department of State, Washington, D.C. 20520. 


For further information contact: 
David W. Mabon, (202) 632-3518 
John Glennon, (202) 632-7768 
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PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D. C. OF HIS EXCEL- 
LENCY COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF SAMUEL KANYON DOE, HEAD OF STATE OF THE REPUBLIC 
OF LIBERIA. 





\ 
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August 16 - 21, 1982 


Monday, August 16 





6:00 p.m. His Excellency Commander-in-Chief Samiel 
Kanyon Doe, Head of State of the Republic of 
Liheria, and his party will arrive at Andrews 
Air Force Base, Maryland via U.S. Presidential 
Aircraft. 


6:20 p.m. Arrival at Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting 
Pool Side) where he will be welcomed by The Honorable 
George P. Shultz, Secretary of State. 


6:25 p.m. Departure from Washincton Monument Grounds for 
Washington Hilton Hotel, 1919 Connecticut Avenue, 
Northwest. 

6:35 p.m. Arrival Washington Hilton Hotel. 


Private evening. 
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Tuesday, August 17 





9:30 a.m. Commander in Chief Samuel Kanyon Doe will meet 
with the Honorable George P. Shultz, Secretary 
of State, at the Washington Hilton Hotel, . 
Suite 3174. 


(Press covering this event should report to 
third floor at the Washington Hilton Hotel by 
9:15 a.m.). 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini - 632-0685 
During Visit: Washington Hilton Hotel - 
Protocol Office - Room 3180 
483-3000 


For further information contact: 
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11:30 a.m. His Excellency Commander-in-Chief Samel 
Kanyon Doe, Head of State of the Republic of 
Liberia, will meet with the Honorable Ronald 
Reagan, President of the United States, at 
the White House. 


12:15 p.m. President Reagan will host a working luncheon in 
honor of His Excellency Conmander-in-Chief Doe, 
at the White House. 


3:00 p.m. Commander-in-Chief Doe will meet with the Honorable 
Marion Barry, Mayor of Washington, D. C. at City 
Hall 


gn 





Press Contact: Mrs.Annette Samels, 
Press Officer, 
727-6965 
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Private afternoon. 


7:00 p.m. . His Excellency Joseph Saye Guannu, Ambassador 
of Liberia to the United States, and Mrs. Guannu will 
host a reception in honor of His *»cellency Conmander- 
in-Chief Samel Kanyon Doe, Head of State of the Republic 
of Liberia, at his residence, 3507 Fulton Street, N.W. 


Press Contact: Mr. Tarty Teh, 
Embassy Press Counselor, 
331-0136 





Private dinner. 


Wednesday, August 18 
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Private morning. 


j 12:00 Noon His Excellency Conmander-in-Chief Doe will meet 
with the Honorable Caspar Weinberger, Secretary 
of Defense, at the Pentagon. 


12:30 p.m. The Honorable Caspar Weinberger will host a working 
luncheon in honor of ‘tis *xcellency Conmander-in-Chief 
Samuel Kanyon Doe, Head of State of the Republic of 
Liberia, at the Pentagon. 


2:00 p.m. Commander-in-Chief Doe willmeet with the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee at the U.S. Capitol, 
Room S-116. 


4:30 p.m. Conmander-in-Chief Doe will meet with the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Rayburn Office Building, 
Room 2172. 


/7 
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Wednesday, August 18 (continued) 





4:30 p.m. 





Thursday, August 19 


10:00 a.m. 


10:45 a.m. 


11:15 a.m. 





Saturday, August 21 





3:00 p.m. 


Commander-in-Chief Doe will meet with The 
Honorable M. Peter McPherson, Director, Agency 
for International Development, at the Washington 
Hilton Hotel, Suite 3174. 


(Press covering this event should report to the 
third floor, Washington Hilton Hotel by 4:15 p.m.). 


Private dinner and evening. 


—_— 
_—— 


Commander-in-Chief Doe will tour the Woice of 
America facilities, 330 Independence Avenue, Southwest. 


Commander-in-Chief Doe will visit the Museum of 
African Art, 316 A Street, Northeast. There 
will be the Presentation of the Loma Hunters 
Gown. 


Press contact: Mrs. Jean Salan, 
287-3490 


Commander-in-Chief Doe will lay a wreath at the 
Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, Arlington Cemetery, 
Arlington, Virginia. 


Private afternoon and evening. 
Private day. 


Private morning and afternoon. 


His Excellency Commander-in-Chief Samuel Kanyon 
Doe, Head of State of the Republic of Liberia, 
and his party will depart Andrews Air Force Base, 
Maryland, via Liberian Charter Aircraft for a 
private visit to Los Angeles, California. 
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GEORGE S. VEST SWORN IN AS AMBASSADOR 
TO THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES 


George S. Vest was sworn in as Ambassador to the European 
Communities on October 30, 1981. He succeeds Thomas 0. Enders 


who resigned. 


Mr. Vest joined the Foreign Service in 1947 and served as 
Consular Officer in Hamilton, 1947-49, and Quito, 1949-51; 
Political Officer in Ottawa, 1951-53; and Canadian Desk 
Officer, then Special Assistant to the Assistant Secretary for 
European Affairs, 1954-58. Mr. Vest was Political Officer at 
the Supreme Headquarters of the Allied Powers in Europe, Paris, 
1959-60, then with the U.S. Mission to NATO and the European 
Regional Organizations, also in Paris, 1960-61. Mr. Vest then 
was assigned as Chief of the Private Office of the Secretary 
General, NATO, in Paris, 1961-63. He returned to Washington in 
1963 to study at the National War College. 
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Following his year at the College, he became Deputy 
Director, Office of Atlantic Political-Military Affairs. From 
1967 to 1969 he was Deputy Chief at the U.S. Mission to the 
European Communities, in Brussels, and from 1969-71 he held the 
same position at the US Mission to NATO, also in Brussels. 

Prom 1972 to 1973 Mr. Vest was Special Assistant to the 
Secretary for negotiations on the Conference on Security and 
Cooperation in Europe, which was held in Helsinki and Geneva. 
Mr. Vest won the Department's Superior Honor Award in 1973 and 
became a Career Minister in 1974. Mr. Vest was Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Press Relations, 1973-74, and Director 
of the Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs, 1974-76. He headed 
the Bureau of European Affairs from 1977 until the spring of 


1981. 


Mr. Vest was born December 25, 19238, in Columbia, 
Virginia. He received a B.A. in 1941 and a M.A. in 1947 - both 
from the University of Virginia. Prom 1941 to 1946 he was a 
Captain in the Army. He is married to the former Emily 
Clemons; they have two sons and one daughter. 
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No. 250 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


‘ 


The SOLAS Subcommittee of the Shipping Coordinating Tom- 
mittee will conduct an open meeting at 9:30 a.m. on September 8, 
1982 in room 3201 of the US Coast Guard Headquarters Building, 
2100 Second St., S.W., Wash., D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of the meeting is to finalize preparations 
for the 47th Session of the Maritime Safety Committee (MSC) of 
the International Maritime Organization (IMO) which is scheduled 
for Sept. 13-17, 1982 in London. In particular, the SHC will 
discuss the development of US positions dealing with, inter alia, 


the following topics: 


-- Consideration of the second set of amendments to 
1974 SOLAS 


- -- Adoption of amendments proposed by Chile to 1966 
Loadlines 


-- Casualty statistics 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


Further information may be obtained from Mr. G.P. Yoest, 
US Coast Guard Headquarters (G-CPI), 2100 2nd St., S.W., Wash., 
D.C. 20593 or by calling (202) 426-2280. 
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JOINT WORKING PARTY OF THE 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE AND THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that the Joint Working Party of 
the U.S. Organizations for the International Radio Consultative Committee 
(CCIR) and the Intemational Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT) in preparation for the Plenipotentiary Conference 
of the International Telecommmication Union, September 28-November 5, 
1982, Nairobi, Kenya, will meet on September 8, 1982 at 10:00 a.m in 
Room 1406, Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


The main purposes of the meeting will be: 


l. To assist the Goverment in analyzing proposals submitted 
to the Plenipotentiary Conference by foreign administrations; 


2. To assist the Government in rationalizing the ITU's 
technical cooperation role and the nature and abjectives of 
our interests in this area of the Union's activities; 


3. To backstop, generally, the further development of U.S. 
positions for the Plenipotentiary Conference; 


4. Any other business. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussions subject to instructions of the Chairman. Admittance of 
public members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, 
entrance to the building is controlled; all persons wishing to attend 
the meeting must inform their names to Mr. William Lowell, Department 
of State; telephone 202 632-6583. Attendees mst use the entrance at 
2201 C Street, N.W. 


For further information cortac¢t: 
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JAMES DANIEL THEBERGE SWORN IN AS 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO CHILE 


James Daniel Theberge of the District of Columbia 
was sworn in March 4, 1982 as United States Ambassador 
to Chile. He succeeded George W. Landau. 


From 1981 until his nomination as Ambassador 
to Chile, Mr. Theberge was Special Adviser on Inter- 
American Affairs, Department of Defense. He served 
as United States Ambassador to Nicaragua in 1975-1977. 


Mr. Theberge was with the Department of State 
as Economic Adviser in Buenos Aires (1961-1964) and 
as Head of the Lending Coordination Staff (1965-1966). 
From 1966-1969 he was Adviser and Senior Economist 
at the Inter-American Development Bank in Washington, 
and in 1970-1975 was Director of Latin American Studies, 
Center for Strategic and International Studies, Georgetown 
University. He was President of the Institute for 
Conflict and Policy Studies, Washington, D.C., in 
1977-1979 and Senior Development Adviser of the Planning 
Research Corporation, New York, New York, in 1979-1981. 


Born December 28, 1930 in Oceanside, New York, 
Mr. Theberge took degrees at Columbia University (B.A., 
1952); Oxford University (M.A., 1960) and Harvard 
University (M.P.A., 1965). From 1952-1954 he served 
in the United States Marine Corps as a First Lieutenant. 


Mr. Theberge is married, has three children and 
resides in Washington, D.C. 


For further information contact: 
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ARTHUR H. DAVIS, JR. SWORN IN AS 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO PARAGUAY 


Arthur H. Davis, Jr. of Golden, Colorado was 
sworn in July 28, 1982 as United States Ambassador 
to Paraguay. He succeeds Lyle Franklin Lane. 


Since 1976 Mr. Davis has been President of Arthur 
Davis and Associates, Inc., of Lakewood, Colorado. 


He served in the United States Army Air Force 
in 1942-1945. He was a meteorologist with Pan American- 
Grace Airways, Santiago, Chile in 1945-1946 and with 
United Airlines at Stapleton Airport, Denver, Colorado 
in 1956-1962. He was Director of Public Relations 
(1962-1963) and vice President (1963-1968) at Von 
Frellick Associates in Denver, Colorado. In 1963- 
1968 he was also President of New Englewood-Co., a 
subsidiary of Von Frellick Associates. 


He was President of Villa Enterprises, Inc, in 
Lakewood, in 1968-1978. In 1968 he was a consultant, 
and in 1974-1976 he was Manager and Director of Leasing 
at Villa Italia, Limited, in Lakewood. He was Director 
of Leasing at the Loup-Miller-companies in Denver 


in 1971-1974. 


Mr. Davis was born October 16, 1917. He attended 
the Air Force Meteorology School (1942) and the University 
of Colorado (1956-1959). He is married, has four 
children and resides in Golden, Colorado. 


For further information contact: 
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ROBERT WERNER DUEMLING SWORN IN AS 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO SURINAME 


Robert Werner Duemling of California was sworn 
in July 29, 1982 as United States Ambassador to the 
Republic of Suriname. He succeeds John J. Crowley, Jr. 


Mr. Duemling entered the Foreign Service in 1957 
and from 1958 to 1960 was a Foreign Affairs Officer 
in the Executive Secretariat of the Department of 
State. He was Staff Assistant to the Ambassador and 
then Political Officer in Rome (1960-1963), Consular 
Officer, then Economic Officer in Kuala Lumpur (1963- 
1965) and Principal Officer in Kuching (1965-1966). 


In the Department, he was Economic Officer for 
the Malaysia and Singapore Desk (1966-1967) and Special 
Assistant to the Assistant Secretary of State for 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs and Staff Director 
of the East Asian Interdepartmental Group (1967-1970). 


He was Special Assistant for Expo Liaison in 
Osaka-Kobe (1970), attended Japanese language training 
in Yokohama (1970-1971), and was Chief of the External 
Political Section in Tokyo (1971-1974). 


From 1974-1976 he was Executive Assistant to 
the Deputy Secretary of State and then was Deputy 
Chief of Mission in Ottowa from 1976 to 1980. He 
was a member of the Executive Seminar in National 
and International Affairs in the Department from 1980 
to 1981 and Chief of the National Contingents Section 
of the Multinational Force and Observers (Sinai) from 
1981 to 1982. 


Mr. Duemling was born February 8, 1929 in Ann 
Arbor, Michigan. He received his B.A. (1950) and 
M.A. (1953) from Yale University. He was an instructor 
at Yale University from 1952 to 1953 and served in 
the United States Navy as Lieutenant from 1953 to 
1957. His foreign languages are Italian, French, 
Japanese and Spanish. 


For further information comtact: 
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GEORGE W. LANDAU SWORN IN AS 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO VENEZUELA 


George W. Landau of Maryland was sworn in July 30, 
1982 as United States Ambassador to Venezuela. He 
succeeds William H. Luers. 


A career Foreign Service Officer, Mr. Landau 
served as United States Ambassador in Paraguay from 
1972 to 1977 and in Chile from 1977 to 1982. From 
January to April of this year he was Executive Director 
of the Presidential Commission on Broadcasting to 
Cuba in the Department of State. 


Mr. Landau served in private business as an executive 
of a shipping company (1942-1955) and as general manager 
of an American automobile distributor in Colombia 
(1955-1957). In 1957 he began his career in the Foreign 
Service as Commercial Attache and Chief of the Economic 
Section in Montevideo. From 1962 to 1965 he was Political 
Officer, then Deputy Chief of Mission in Madrid. 

He attended the Canadian National Defense College 
from 1965 to 1966 and was Country Director of the 
Office of Spanish and Portuguese Affairs, Bureau of 
European Affairs in the Department from 1966 to 1972. 


Born March 4, 1920 in Vienna, Austria, Mr. Landau 
became a naturalized citizen in 1943. He attended 
Pace College and New York University and received 
his A.A. in 1969 from George Washington University. 
His foreign languages are German, Spanish and Portuguese. 


For further information contract. 
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August 18, 1982 
No. 256 


UNITED STATES AND SRI LANKA 
AMEND TEXTILE VISA SYSTEM 


The United States and Sri Lanka exchanged letters 
dated July 14, 1982 and July 20, 1982 to amend the visa 
system covering exports to the United States of cotton, 
wool and man-made fiber apparel products manufactured in 
Sri Lanka. The texts of the letters follow: 


SRI LANKA LETTER 


* July 14, 1982 


Hre Joha S. Bledgett, 
acting Ceunseller ef Eabassy 
amerbcas Eabasey, 

4h, Galle Read, 

Coleabe 3. 





Desr Mr. Bleigett, 


I aw writing with refereace to the agreemeat between 
Sri Lanka and the Uaiteid Statee relating te trade ia 
cotton, woel and maa-cade fiber textiles and textile 
preducts, with annexes, effected by exchenge ef actes 
July 7, 1980, as emended("The Agreement") aad to the visa 


EB/TEX - Deborah Linde (202)632-2690 


For tur ther ere f cow rvecs Siaers contact 
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system cevering exvorts te the United States ef cettona, 
weol and man-made fiber apparel preducts ganuafctured iz 
Sri Lanka ("The Vica System"), established by exchange of 
letters March 12, 1979 aad March 23, 1979. 


The visa systema recccnises the uce by my ga7ernasat 
ef a viss stamp carrying tie werus "Ministry of Textile 
Iadustries" in the bottom half ef the circle ef the 
st=smp cerrespeading to the reris "Gevernment ef Sri Lanka” 
om tep. As the Greater Colombe Ecenomic Cenmicsion is aise 
autherised te issue expert visas, I weuld like te prepese 
om behalf ef my Goverument that the visa system be azeaded 
te alse recognize the use by my government eof a vica stamp 
carrying the werds " Greater Celombe Icenomic Commission” 
im the bottom half of the circle ef the stamp cerresponding 
te the words "Geveruament of Sri Lanka” en tep. 


Enclesed are eriginsl unsigned copies ef the "Ministry 
of Textile Industries” and "Greater Celenbe Econemic Ceazissiea” 
visas stamps, as well as 1 list ef the names and f-csinile 
Signatures of the efficials zho will ve suthcrized to issues 
these respective expert visas. If yeur government agrees te 


this prepesed asenizceat please actify us ef the iste ca echich 
we shoul. begia issuing the "Greater Celocbe Ecene-ic Cenmissies” 


vine stscps. 


Yours sincerel;, 


» | a ik 
(VINCENT PaNDITA) 
Secrstary< 


CoCe Mroo.”. Paul Perera, 
Director General, 
SCEC. 
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" Phe Namwes, designations and signatures ef efficials - 
ef the Ministry ef Textile Industries authorised te 
issue aad sign expert visas are given belet. The stamp 
which will be placed on the "Special Custcas Iaveice” 

Ferm Ne. 5515, successer d4ocupeat er cecacrcial iureice 


is alse givex. " 


_- 


1) Mrs. P.G.P. aberratae,.- ) 7 : ; 
| Assistant Secretary(Expert) I e/ fog . 
| Ministry ef Textile Iadustries, ° fetysofis - 
Terriugton Square, Sigzature 
Celeabe 7. . 
2) Mr. D.P. Balachaadra, | 
Assistant Secretery(Expert) II ? 
Mizistry of Textile Industries, etecvecesesese 
Torrizgtea Square, . Sigasture 
Celenbe 7° : 
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=. .. Bames and designiticns of officialo of the Greater 

- Economic Commission anthorised to sisn T. Customs Invoice Pom -... --- ® 
7. _~—s Bos “$595. 4m respect of GCHC exports anc ticir specimen signatures: = 
3 ixa=-—— - together_with the specimen of stamp to ~2 used in cert m4 
e 2.* « Tn <a! i > i ae en ee es ew . . 
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) (a) Hanes GD. Umagiliye “$e6@ TTS eroscoeecscoocece 
‘ ss Designations Senior Manager - Bpec$ ture 
Investor Services j 
_& Lonitoring , 
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(db) Hames P.L.C. Obeyesekere = - Tee itdacodienseamiiitn ces 
- Designation: Addl, Senior Manager - =< ‘Specimen Signature 
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.. & Mon: Soring te TAX: 






*“., Pa eH «2 “tay 























< > 
a | 
memes © , ° ‘ . +. D oe 
3 | , oe 
: 7 . - - *. 
. . , ; 
: \ | | .. 
cx ° . ; . ss 
=. e . 
z 
. 





(c) Hazes G.U.C.AFe Perera ; oe Ee 
Designation: Manager - as ecines Signs 
- Inports & Exports ZENT FS 
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UNITED STATES LETTER 





— July 20, 1982 
Colombo, Sri Lanka 


Mr. Vincent Pandita 


Secretary 
Ministry of Textiles 
Torrington Square 
Colombo 7- 


Dear Mr. Pandita: 


I am writing with reference to the agreement between Sri Lanka 
and the United States relating to trade in cotton, wool and 
man-made fiber textiles and textile products, with annexes, 
effected by exchange of notes July 7, 1980, as amended ("The 
Agreement"), to the visa system covering exports to the 

United States of cotton, wool and man-made fiber apparel pro- 
ducts manufactured in Sri Lanka ("The Visa System"), established 
by exchange of letters March 12, 1979 and March 23, 1979, and 


to your letter of July 14, 1982. 


The proposal contained in your letter of July 14, 1982 is accept- 
able to my government. You should begin issuing the "Greater 
Colombo Economic Commission" visa stamps in approximately eight 
weeks (I will advise you of the exact date in the near future). 


Sincerely, 


luli 


John S. Blodgett 
First Secretary 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
FRIDAY, AUGUST 20, 1982, 1:00 P.M. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Good morning. The President today 





announced that a plan to resolve the crisis in West Beirut has 
been agreed upon by all the parties, and that in connection 
with that plan the Government of Lebanon has asked the United 


States, and the President has agreed, to the deployment of 
U.S. forces as part Of a multinational force to help the 


Government of Lebanon to implement the plan. 


He also expressed his admiration and his thanks to Phil Habib, 
and I would like to take this occasion to add my thanks to 
Phil, a truly great American. 


The President also said that I would answer the questions, so 
here I am. 


MR. MYERS, UPI: Mr. Secretary, have American-Israeli rela- 
tions suffered because of the Israeli invasion of Lebanon; and 
on a broader scale, how do you judge the impact of the 
fighting on American-Arab relations? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Israeli-U.S. relationship remains a 
strong one. We are completely committed to the support of the 
security of Israel. Certainly there have been some strains 
during this period. The United States opposed the entry of 
Israeli troops into Lebanon. There were some occasions 

when it seemed to us that the Israeli military actions were 
excessive, and we said so. So those times presented great 
strains. But underneath it all the relationship between the 
United States and Israel remains a strong one. 





There's no question about the fact -- turning to the second part 
of your question -- that our relationships with our friends in 
the Arab world have been strained, and understandably so, as 
they have seen the suffering in Lebanon and the great destruc- 
tion in Beirut. We seek to resolve those issues. I think 

the constructive role that the United States has played in the 
development of this plan, and Phil Habib's actions, show the 
fundamental commitment of the United States to peaceful solu- 
tions and the ability of the United States to be a construc- 
tive force in the region. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, following withdrawal of Palestinian 
forces from West Beirut, do we expect the Israelis to attack 
other Palestinian and Syrian forces in the country, and what, 
if anything, are we trying to do.to prevent that from happening? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: What we expect and what we hope for is that 
as this process unfolds the Government of Lebanon will be able 
to take control, first in Beirut, then increasingly 
throughout the country and that the forces of Israel, the for- 
ces of Syria, the forces of other armed groups in the country 
will withdraw or lay down their arms and Lebanon will become a 
country free of foreign forces. 





I might note that in the plan, if you look at the first sec- 
tion, which is labeled “Basic Concepts," you'll see that this 
notion is explicitly stated as being consistent with the 
objectives of the plan. 


QUESTION: I wonder if you could amplify what the President said. 
He said that if American forces were shot at, there would be a 
recall of U.S. forces. In that sort of violent environment, 

it is possible for stray bullets to be flying. Would a single 
shot result in an American call-back? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President was not referring to some 
stray shot by some kook that might be fired. We're talking 
about a situation in which all the parties have agreed to a 
ceasefire and have agreed to establish the conditions under 
which the departure of the PLO can take place with safety. 
We are there to help in that process, help the Government of 
Lebanon in that process. 





We will stay there as long as that process is going forward 
and as long as the basic conditions envisaged for our forces 
remain in effect. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, we've a heard a lot about Ambassador 
Habib's role in all of this. What do you envision as his role 
in the next phase which is the evacuation of all foreign 
troops from Lebanon? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: He's a very skillful man. He's been over 
there since early June, and I think he deserves a good night's 
sleep. But he's very skillful and very capable, and he told 
me on one occasion that he never says no to a President. So 
I imagine his talents will be called upon from time to time in 
the future. 





QUESTION: Has the Government of Israel given you any assuran- 
ces that they intend to withdraw from Lebanon in the near 
future? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: When Foreign Minister Shamir was here, I 





asked him that question directly. He told me that Israel 





“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





‘ 
= 
| 
- 

b 4 
3 
a] 


pT AT OO Ee 


5 stg 
wo te 


~~ 


Pet se eel ae 


™ 


-3- PR# 257 


does not covet one inch of Lebanese territory and plans to 
withdraw from Lebanese territory. I looked at him and I 
said, "We will take you at your word." 


QUESTION: On the previous question on Mr. Habib. Is it con- 
templated that Mr. Habib will conduct the next round of nego- 
tiations on the withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon, 
and do you have any timeframe in mind, and the venue, on how 

and when these talks should begin? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that it is important to be working 
strongly not only for the withdrawal of foreign forces from 
Lebanon, but for that to happen in such a manner that the 
Government of Lebanon has strength and the security concerns 
of Israel and its northern border are adequately safeguarded. 





Beyond that, I think, we must recognize that there has been a 
tremendous amount of destruction and displacement in Lebanon. 
The extent of it varies widely in peoples‘ estimates but even 
the most modest estimates show that it's considerable. We 
and others around the world need to address ourselves to those 
problems and start thinking in constructive terms about what 
needs to be done to help the people of Lebanon reconstruct 
their land and briny it back to the conditions that it once 


enjoyed. 


QUESTION: Will Mr. hapib actually do the negotiating for the 
U.S.? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Phil's precise role has not been deter- 

mined. As I said, he has been at it for a couple of months of 
very tiring work, and it's time for him to get a good night's 
Sleep. We do plan to have a Lebanon Task Force in the govern- 





ment and Morris Draper, who has been Phil's assistant, will head 


that up; Peter McPherson, the head of AID, is going to take on 
the special concern of the reconstruction and development 
aspects of this plan. Some other people are being put in 
place to work on this. I don't say that Phil will have no 
role in it. He's a very constructive and able person, but I 
do think at this point that he'll obviously want to see the 
departure go on in a good way. But at some stage of the game, 
as I say, we have to give him a good night's sleep. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, it's not clear to me, in the way you 
answered some of the earlier questions, whether you expect 
Further negotiations to take place to obtain the withdrawal of 
the Syrians and-the Israelis or whether you expect them to do 
that voluntarily, without any further diplomatic activity. 
Could you clarify that a little bit? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm sure that the Syrians must feel that 





they, having been invited in by the Government of Lebanon, 
would expect to hear from the Government of Lebanon about its 
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wishes. Again, I was told by the Syrian Foreign Minister that 
they were there at the request of the Government of Lebanon and 
when the Government of Lebanon requested them to leave, they 
would do so. 


So I think what we are looking at here is a process in which 

the Government of Lebanon increasingly takes control; and as 
— that happens and as security arrangements on Israel's 
: northern border can be adequately developed, we should expect 
to see these forces withdraw. I can‘t tell you that all that 
can take place in an easy, uncomplicated way. There's no 
doubt about the fact that it will be complicated and dif- 
ficult. 


QUESTION: How long do you think it will take? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't tell you. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there is talk of an 





Israeli-Lebanese peace treaty as the next step after 
withdrawal. Will the United States actively support such a 
peace treaty? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it is constructive to have peace 
in that part of the world. With the emergence of a strong 
and legitimate Government of Lebanon, that is certainly 
something we would hope they would consider very strongly. 





QUESTION: But will we actively support it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Sure. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what is the possibility of the use 





of American troops in some type of multinational force such 
as is going into Beirut now to facilitate the withdrawal of 
Israeli and Syrian troops from Lebanon itself? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't have any plan for that at all. 





QUESTION: Will this be used as a precedent, do you think? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think so. 





QUESTION: Do you foresee the formation of a Palestinian 
State at some point? If so, when, and what are you going to 
do with all these Palestinians that you are splitting up and 
sending to all these various countries, just leave them 
there? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Palestinians that are departing from 





West Beirut probably number in the range of 6,000 to 7,000, 
and that is a number that can be assimilated. Where they go 
eventually, of course, remains to be seen. I do think, and 
have emphasized before --and practically everybody who talks 
about the subject emphasizes -- the importance of turning to 
the problems of the legitimate rights of the Palestinian 
people, working at that, and negotiating about that. 


My own observation is that the language of Camp David is 
quite worth reading in that regard. So we would expect to be 
moviny on that front, as I'm sure others will too, because it 
represents an underlying issue of great importance and is one 
that is at the center of all this. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, since you brought up Camp David, sir, 





could you yive us, as best you can foresee it now, the start- 
up again of the autonomy talks, the timetable, including 
whether or not you are going to appoint a new special nego- 
tiator at any time in the near future? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can‘t ceally comment with any clarity 
on those questions. Obviously, the parties to those talks 
ace heavily engaged in theic thinking in the West Beirut 
problem. It will take some time and a lot of effort to 
constcuct a suitable negotiating situation, and I don't want 
to put down some sort of marker on it. 





QUESTION: Ambassadoc Habib is quoted as telling Prime 
Ministec Begin that he thought it was Israel's military 
pcessuce which brought the PLO to agree finally to leave 
Beicut. Do you agree with that assessment? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not going to try to analyze what may 
Oc may not have brought the PLO to agree to leave West 
Beicut. Faircly eacly on they had made a statement in 

; pcinciple that they would withdraw. We went through a long 
i peciod of trying to identify where they would go, and ducing 
that peciod there were many doubts expressed about whethec 
in the end they would go. We felt that they had said they 
would, and we would take them at theic word and expect that 
they would. 
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QUESTION: But the greatest progress was made in the nego- 
tiations, wasn't it, aftec August 1 when the heaviest 
Iscaeli bombings took place? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The discussions that gave more and more 
assucance as to where they would go materialized obviously 
as these negotiations went on. It was quite a stcuggle at 
first, and became more definite. 





QUESTION: Mc. Secrcetacy, how do you intend to try to blend, 
oc what is your own sense of priorities about cesolving the 
cest of the issues in Lebanon, getting the foreign forces 
Out, etc. and dealing with the Palestinian 

pcoblem on the West Bank and Gaza? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Both issues ace important. There is, 
obviously, some connection between them, but they are also 
sepacate issues. I think we, obviously, have to work -- 
it's my opinion obviously, any way -- on both. It is dif- 
ficult to lay down a timetable, but both ace mattercs of 
ucgency. I think that this moment in time, with the 
bloodshed and the damage done in Lebanon freshly in peoples’ 
minds, is a time to work harcd on this, because people must be 
able to see that the altecnaLlive to a reasonably peaceful 
Situation in the Middle Fast is not a pleasant thing to con- 
template at all. So pechaps it is a moment when people can 
tucn theic eyes from the problems of war to the problems of 
peace -- at least I hope so -- and that is going to be our 
effoct. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, specifically what steps is the 
United States prepared to take to get the autonomy talks 
moving ayain? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are working on that, thinking about 
it, and trying to develop our own thinking, as I'm sure 
others are. When we have gotten our thoughts properly 
constructed, we will be able to tell you what they are. 

I have been thinking about that myself, obviously, before I 
came into the government and ever since I've been here at 
the President's direction. I've had several meetings with 
the President about it. At his instruction, I've been 
meeting with members of the Congress, we have had people 
come in from outside, and we've had lots of discussion about 
this as various Ministers from Israel and Arab countries 
have visited here. So we are actively thinking about it. And 
we expect to be in moving on it. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, along those lines, the biggest and 
most dramatic impact of all this, at least for the moment, 
is the breaking up of the PLO into composite groups moving 
into different parts of the Middle East. What effect do you 
think this is going to have on the peace prospects in the 
reyion? And do you agree with those who feel that makes it 
less urgent for the Palestinian issue to be addressed? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that it makes it more urgent 
because, to the extent the armed and I think disruptive 
presence of the PLO and their impact on Israel and perhaps 
on some of the problems in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip 
is less, then perhaps the opportunities are more. Rather 
than feel, if that particular pressure is off, you should 
relax, my attitude would be exactly the opposite: if the 
opportunity is greater, you should move in harder and 
faster and try to take advantage of it. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what is your position on Jewish 





settlements, either new settlements or the expansion of the 
existing ones in the occupied territories? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President has said to me recently, when 





a question arose about their legality, the question isn't 
whether they are legal or illegal; the question is are they 
constructive in the effort to arrange a situation that may, in 
the end, be a peaceful one and be one in which the people of 
the region can live in a manner that they prefer. His answer 
to that is no, expansion of those settlements is not a 
constructive move. I agree with the President. I really do 
agree with it. I'm just not following his lead. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, next month is the deadline within 

the Lebanese constitutional framework for a Presidential election. 
Security is one of the reasons cited why the election was put 

of€ until next week and might be put off again. 





Obviously, in general, the United States has a lot of influence 
in a situation like this right now. It has gained more 
influence; it's having forces coming in there which will help 
provide security. 


What are your views on the holding of the Lebanese 
Presidential election? Should it be in the next month, as 
Originally planned? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think, basically, the conduct of an elec- 
tion in a country, the development of its own governmental 
processes, and the identification of the President and other 
officials of the country are matters for that country. The 
role of the United States is, as we are, to be helpful to the 
Government of Lebanon, at their request, as they seek to take 
control of Beirut and the country generally. Beyond that, I 
think the issue of the election of a new President and other 
related matters are essentially a matter for the Government of 
Lebanon, not for us. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in the wake of what Menachem Begin 
calls a great victory, what would make you believe that Israel 
would become more flexible in terms of dealing with the 
Palestinian problem? And has the Government of Israel given 
uS any assurances that they would be willing to discuss this 
more amenably? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: What the outcome of discussions will be and 
how much flexibility will be shown by various parties to it 
remains to be seen. I think that the prospect of peace, 
particularly in the light of the conflict in Lebanon that 
we've seen recently -- and for that matter, the conflict in 
Lebanon that has been going on since 1975 -- should convince 
people that if there is any genuine prospect of peace, it 
should be seized. Perhaps that will be an incentive for 
everyone to give and take, and try to construct something that 


might work. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you believe that the PLO has 
any role to play in the negotiation process, or do you think 
that it does not represent the Palestinian people and is 


better not involved? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as the United States is concerned, the 
President has set out wéll-known conditions for any contacts 
between the United States and the PLO directly, and we stand 

by those conditions. If the PLO meets those conditions, 
obviously the United States would be willing to talk with 

them. Whethe. others would be willing to talk with then, 

those others will have to say for themselves. 





I think it is quite clear that if there is to be a negotiation 
that has as one of its center objectives meeting the legiti- 
mate concerns of the Palestinian people, there have to be 
representatives of the Palestinian people involved in those 
negotiations. No one accepts a result that they didn't have 
any part in. Who that should be remains to be seen. I don't 
know the answer to that question, but I know that an answer to 
it needs to be found. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you give us an idea of how 
much U.S. funding is going to be involved in the evacuation 
and whether or not we will be reimbursed? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think that what funding we supply 

we will he reimbursed for. We have, I think, committed around 
$2 million by now for the chartering of ships and things of 
that kind, and perhaps we will spend a little bit more money on 
that sort of thing. Others will also bear some expense as 

they receive the PLO contingents that come to their countries, 
so it will be a shared expense. That is the order of magni- 
tude, and I don't see where any reimbursement would come from. 





QUESTION: Your Fact Sheet states United States troops will go 
in probably five or six days after the evacuation begins. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's right. 





QUESTION: Is there a trigger mechanism for that to happen? 
Is there some condition to be met before those U.S. troops go 
in? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Just that we observe that the conditions 
precedent to the whole operation are in force and the depar- 
tures are taking place as scheduled and there is a basically 
non-hostile environment. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you have had talks with the Danish 





Foreign Minister these days, and he has invited you to go to 
Brussels, primarily I understand, to assess the trouble about 
the pipeline. Are you intending to go to Brussels pretty 
soon? And what will be the next steps of the Administration 
in case European countries start delivery of pipeline 
technology very soon? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any immediate travel plans. I 





looked the other day at the little statement that is hanging 
up in my Office now that says when the Senate voted my con- 
firmation -- that was July 15. It seems like about ten years 
ago. But I am trying to assemble my thoughts and haven't made 
any plans to travel. There is a NATO meeting, I think, in 
early December, so presumably, I would go to that. At that 
time, Other consultations could take place. Of course, I've 
seen many people from European governments during the month or 
so that I have been in office. But I don't have any immediate 
plan to go to Brussels. 


As far as the pipeline is concerned, the President's position 
is firm. We don't see that anything that has happened in 
Poland recently meets the conditions that have been set out, 
not only by ourselves but by our Allies. So there is no 
intention to change, but rather to push ahead with the sanc- 
tions as they have been put in place. 


QUESTION? Mr. Secretary, may I follow up, sir, please? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: O.K. 





QUESTION: (Inaudible) what you said to us just now? If the 
deliveries start, would the Administration then come up with 
measures against the Allies? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not measures against the Allies. These are 
not measures against the Allies. They are iit2sures taken to 
demonstrate to the Polish Government and ii2 Soviet Union 

that the behavior that we see, explicitly in Poland, but also 
in other countries, is behavior that we deplore, and to the 
degree that we are willing to take steps that are hard to 


take. 





I think it should be noted that these sanctions, while I 
believe they are causing problems in the construction of that 
pipeline -- and the problems they are causing for our Allies 
abroad are heavily publicized -- they also cause problems for 
firms here in the United States. We know that. But to an 
extent, I suppose, it shows the depth of the President's con- 
viction that the behavior that we see in Poland and elsewhere 
has to be noted and a response to it needs to be put in place 


and kept in place. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the remarks that you made today on 





opportunities for negotiating a broader settlement in the 
Middle East echo those made last night on national television 


by Dr. Henry Kissinger. 


Tomorrow you're meeting with a number of so-called foreign 
policy experts, most of whom at some point or another have 
worked as assistants to Dr. Kissinger. You've met with him 
personally several times over the last few weeks. 


The Executive Intelligence Review has reported that Dr. 
Kissinger is in fact becoming the primary foreign policy 
adviser of this Administration. 





To what extent is that true? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As I understand it, according to the 
National Security Council directives, the Secretary of State 
is the principal foreign policy adviser. And it's easy enough 
to be Secretary of State -- you have to get the President to 
nominate you and the Senate to confirm you. So that's me. 





Dr. Kissinger is a wonderful person and a great friend, a per- 
son who has tremendous knowledge and comprehension of what is 
going on. I have enjoyed the benefit of his friendship and 
his ideas over many years, and I expect to continue to have 
that. 


One of the first visitors to me after I became Secretary of 
State was Dr. Kissinger, along with Irving Shapiro and Larry 
Silberman, to talk about the Middle East, and I‘il continue to 
benefit from his advice. But it's my job to be the principal 
adviser to the President. 


QUESTION: Let me follow up. Dr. Kissinger has been named in 
a number of criminal investigations in Italy and -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, come on, come on. 





QUESTION: What is yoing to happen now to Yasser Arafat and 
Other PLO leaders, and have you received any assurances from 
the PLO indirectly that there will not be any further 
terrorist attacks on Israel, either through Jordan or perhaps 
through Syria? What assurances? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think by this time perhaps people can see 
that what terrorism evokes is not so much fear but abhorrence 
from the world community. 
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It is unfortunate that there is such an amount of terrorism. 
But I think by this time people are pretty well convinced that 
it's something bad all around, and very strong measures 
increasingly are being taken against it. I would imagine that 
any capable analytical person would be able to see that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, during this news conference I've been 
informed that President Carter has charged that -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's a little tough on me -- 





QUESTION: I know. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- that you get some information -- 





QUESTION: I apologize that it's only happened -- 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- that comes in while I'm here that I don't 
have access to it. It's like sitting in front of the Senate for 
confirmation. All those fellows are going in and out -- and 
ladies -- all the time, and I'm just sitting there. I don't 


know what has happened. 


QUESTION: I will explain to you what has happened, as far as 
I know -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: You're blind-siding me. 





QUESTION: -- and I don't think you'll be totally blind-sided 
because it's not the first time we've heard this charge, but 
I've been told that President Carter -- and I cannot vouch for 
the truth of whether he actually said it or not -- has charged 
that Washington gave the go-ahead to Israel for the invasion 
of Lebanon. 





I'm sure that I'm not blind-siding you because that you've 
heard from other sources before. 


Can you answer that charge? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is not correct. 





QUESTION: Did not Secretary of State Haig, your predecessor, 
know in advance that Israel was going to strike into Lebanon? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: My understanding is that the United States 





Government was not informed, and the United States Government 
was and is on the record as having opposed that invasion. 
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Whether somebody came through here and talked about it as a 
possibility, I don't know. People talk about all kinds of 
possibilities. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, who goes in first? Who's the 
advance element that's spoken of, if it's not American forces? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: You mean in the Beirut situation? 





QUESTION: In Beirut, right. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that's in all the fact material. 
The first element of the multinational force is the French 
with about 350. Let me correct that. It basically is the 
responsibility of the Government of Lebanon and their armed 
forces to provide for the safety of these departures, and of 
course to take control of the city and their country. The 
multinational force is there to assist the Government of 
Lebanon. 





The first contingent is the French contingent of about 350 who 
will be stationed, I think, in the immediate port area in the 
beginning. The U.S. troops, the balance of the French and the 
Italian will enter about five days after the departures start. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you just talked about the necessity 
of addressing the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people 
in the next phase after Beirut. 





Are you willing to tell us whether those legitimate rights 
include the rights for self-determination and independence? 
In other words, what's your definition of these legitimate 
rights for the Palestinians? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Precisely what that will wind up meaning 
will have to emerge from a negotiation, I'm sure. The words 
"self-determination" seem to have taken on terms of art. But 
would say, as I've indicated earlier, if people are going to 
accept some solution, they have to have a part in forming it. 
Certainly one would expect, as the language of Camp David 
makes clear, that the Palestinians should have a role in 
determining the conditions under which they will be governed. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in going through the agreement, I 
don't see anything mentioned about verifying that the PLO has 
in fact left Beirut. Maybe I just passed over it, but I 
wondered if you could address that problem? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Arrangements have been made to, in effect, 
check off people as they leave so that there is a verification 
of how many people have left and so on, and where they have gone. 
That process will be undertaken, and I believe that is basi- 
cally a responsibility of the Government of Lebanon to do. 





QUESTION: You just mentioned in one of your answers that 
Arab-American relations are now strained. It doesn't seem to 
have passed on to some of those Arab governments that when the 
United States made clear to Israel what the United States 
wanted, Israel did stop the bombing. 





Looking to the future, do you intend again to make clear to 
Israel to really pursue a negotiated solution which will be 
acceptable to all parties in the Middle East? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My hope is that everyone will look at what 
has happened in the last few weeks and feel that it means that 
we must all concentrate on creating a just peace. 





This shining objective will be the principal motivating force 
for everyone. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can I just come back to Camp David? 
You've talked a lot about peace and rights of Palestinians, 
and you also talked about Camp David. 





Before the Lebanon crisis erupted, Secretary Haig was about to 
launch into an intensified effort to revive the talks between 
Egypt and Israel on the ground rules for the self-governing 
authority, as it's called, as well as other leftover points 
that hadn't been negotiated. 


Are you looking for ways beyond this, Or are you willing to 
continue that negotiating track which has been on and off for 
the last several years as a first step toward this interim 
solution which is called for in Camp David? 

‘I'm not sure whether you want to stay with Camp David or not. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The language of Camp David, as I read it, 





has lots of room for ideas as to how the situation might be 
arranged. I have been listening to many people. You men- 
tioned Dr. Kissinger and others -- Sol Linowitz, Irving 
Shapiro, Larry Silberman, Members of Congress -- talking with 
the President. We're tryiny to form our ideas about what we 
think in a general way should be a reasonable outcome and what 
kind of process will get us there. 
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As I said at the beginning of this statement, there is a lot 
of room within the Camp David language, and I think when you 
see a situation like that it's worthwhile to preserve that. 


QUESTION: A lot of room for what, sir? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: A lot of room for many different interpre- 
tations as to what that language means, but it's just the kind 
of language that is generally used, and I recognize that dif- 
ferent people put different meanings on it. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, your fact sheet that your Department 
handed out about the sending of these forces suggests strongly 
that you plan to report to Congress under the War Powers 

Act under a provision which is not binding in the sense that 
the troops are not required to be out after 60 days. 





As you know, the Chairman of the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Mr. Zablocki, and of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, Mr. Percy, argue that it should be under the more 
binding provision because of both the situation and the prece- 
dent involved. 


In that view is it correct that you're planning, as this 
suggests, but doesn't exactly say, to go under the non-binding 
prcovision and, if so, why? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President will make a decision about 
what section of the War Powers Act to use at the time of the 
introduction of American forces. I believe under the law he's 
reguired to make that statement within 48 hours of their 
deployment, and I'm sure that he will do so. He'll have to 
decide at the time what is the right section. 





I would say this: That, first of all, the President has 
stated explicitly that we have a 30-day time limit here, and 
that is right in the plan, rather than 60 days as your question 
suggested. 


Second, if we have a basically peaceful departure situation in 
West Beirut and this government announces that its forces are 
going in under what it considers conditions of imminent hosti- 
lity, I wonder what the message is? 


I think we have to be cognizant of what the real facts are on 
the ground and suit our determination to that. I believe the 
President will certainly be doing that, and I don't want to 
pre judge what decision he will make. 
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But I think the basis for the decision should be the con- 
ditions on the ground rather than some notion about the number 
of days oc something of that kind. 


The President has already specified the limit on the number of 
days. 


MR. JOHN HUGHES: This is the last question. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: If nobody else will end this press conference, Mr. 





Hughes, who works for me, will. 
(Laughter) 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, would you just finish up the Camp 
David questions that have been brought up? 





What evidence is there today that President Mubarak is as 
anxious to proceed along the framework of Camp David, no 
mattec how you work within this large framework, as was his 
predecessor? 


There's some evidence he is not that keen, is there not? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that, as we noted earlier, people 
throughout the Arab world are very upset about the events in 
Lebanon, and it has had a profound effect on their attitudes. 
I know that. That will represent a problem that we'll have to 
contend with. 





As we go along here we certainly expect to work with President 
Mubarak and the Egyptians. They have been an essential part 
of this whole peace process, and I would have every expec- 
tation that in the end they will still want to be a part of 
the peace process. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 


(The press conference concluded at 1:43 p.m.) 
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JOHN HUGHES SWORN IN AS ASSISTAN1 SECRETARY FOR 
PUBLIC AFFAIRS AND DEPARTMENT SPOKESMAN 


John Hughes was sworn in today by Secretary of State George 
Shultz as Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs and 
Spokesman of the Department of State. 


A Pulitzer Prize winning journalist and former editor of The 
Christian Science Monitor, Mr. Hughes has also been the 
President of the American Society of Newspaper Editors, and 
was a former Nieman fellow at Harvard University. In 1971, 
he was awarded the Overseas Press Club's award for the best 
daily newspaper or wire service reporting from abroad. 





Mr. Hughes has more recently been serving as Associate Director 
for Broadcasting of the International Communication Agency and 
Director of the Voice of America. Mr. Hughes joined the 
Administration in July 1981 as Associate Director of ICA for 
Programs. From 1979 until 1981, Mr. Hughes was President, 
Publisher and Editor of Hughes Newspapers, Inc., Orleans, 
Massachusetts. He founded the company in 1977. From 1954 

to 1979, Mr. Hughes was associated with The Christian Science 
Monitor as Africa Correspondent, 1955-1961; Assistant Overseas 
News Editor, 1962-1964; Far East Correspondent, 1964-1970; 
Managing Editor, 1970; Editor, 1970-1976; and Editor and 
Manager, 1976-1979. 








Mr. Hughes was born April 28, 1930, in Neath, South Wales, 
educated in England, and worked for newspapers and wire 
services in England and South Africa before settling in the 
United States in 1954. He became an American citizen in 1965. 
Mr. Hughes is married to the former Libby Pockman and has two 
children. 
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ROBERT H. PHINNY SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE KINGDOM OF SWAZILAND 


Robert H. Phinny was sworn in today as United States 
Ambassador to the Kingdom of Swaziland. He will succeed 
Ambassador Richard Matheron. 


Mr. Phinny was born March 15, 1921 in Oil City, Pennsylvania. 
He attended the University of North Carolina before receiving his 
Bachelor of Science in Business Administration from Babson College 


in 1948. 


Mr. Phinny served in the U.S. Navy from 1942-1946 as a 
Lieutenant Junior Grade, and was in the inactive Naval Reserve 
until 1956. After leaving the military service, Mr. Phinny was 
occupied in the Public Relations office of the Gerber Products 
Company until forming his own company in 1957. He has demonstrated 
a committment to public service, having been involved with the 


Fremont Public Library Foundation, the Boy Scouts of America, 
Rotary Club, United Fund, and his local Chamber of Commerce. Currently 


he sezves with the National Council Eisenhower Medical Center and 
is a Trustee of both the University of LaVerne and the Palm Springs 


Desert Museum, in California. 


He currently resides in Palm Springs, California, and is married 
to the former Sally Gerber. They have four children. 
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INTERVIEW OF 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
ON 
NBC-TV'S "MEET THE PRESS” 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
MODERATOR, BILL MONROE 
MARVIN KALB, NBC NEWS 
ROWLAND EVANS, The Chicago-Sun Times 
KAREN ELLIOTT HOUSE, The Wall Street Journal 
BERNARD GWERTZMAN, The New York Times 
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MR. MONROE: Our guest today on MEET THE PRESS is Secretary 
of State George P. Shultz in his first television interview since 
assyming that office. An economist, he has served previously as 
Secretary of Labor and Secretary of the Treasury. He is former 
president of the Bechtel Companies and a former economic ‘advisor 
to President Reagan. 

Our reporters today are: Bernard Gwertzman of The New 


York Times; Karen Elliott House of The Wall Street Journal; Rowland 





Evans of The Chicago Sun-Times; and, to open the questioning, a 





somewhat irregular regular panelist, Marvin Kalb of NBC News. 

MR. KALB: Mr. Secretary, this is the second day of the 
Palestinian evacuation from West Beirut, and there appears to be a 
problem. The latest reports have two Israeli gunboats blocking the 
continued evacuation of the Palestinians, claiming that the 
Palestinians have loaded ten jeeps and rocket-propelled grenade 
launchers onto the boats and they say that’s not allowed by the 
acreement. Is the holdup still in effect? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: The last I know, it is still in effect. 

MR. KALB: What are you going to do about it? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, Phil Habib is working on it. 
It's not the first problem that he's had, I'm sure it won't be the 
last, and we expect it to get resolved. 

MR. KALB: Do you expect it to get resolved today? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I should think so, yes. 


MR. KALB: What does. this suggest to you about the 


incredible delicacy of the operation in which you're involved? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it is a delicate operation. 
There are all sorts of things that can go wrong, but so far it’s 
gone off quite well. 

MR. KALB: Quite well, and yet a problem on the second 
day? , 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, well, there are problems on the 
first day, there are problems all along. The question is whether 
or not you have the capacity and will power and cooper «..m to 
resolve the problems. There are always going to be problems. 

MR. KALB: Are you confident that the evacuation will be 
completed on schedule? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I certainly expect it to be and hope it 
wili be. 

MR. MONROE: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

We'll be back with more questions for Secretary of State 
George Shultz. 

(Announcements. ) 

MR. MONROE: Our guest on MEET THE PRESS, Secretary of 
State George Shultz. 

Mr. Evans? 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Secretary, I'm rather suiprised at the 
mildness of your response to the first question from Mr. Kalb. You 
imply that Phil Habib is a miracle worker, that he can solve this, 
but isn’t it a fact that it took the President of the United States 


-- excuse me, sir -- to solve the question of the Israeli bombard- 


ment of Beirut? Phil Habib didn't solve that. It took the 
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President. Don't you think this situation might become serious 
enough to engage the President of the United States? 
° SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don’t. I think that -- 

MR. EVANS: Why not, sir? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- Phil will work this out. There are 
all kinds of things that can be developed to get through this prob- 
lem, and there is nothing in this situation that needs to directly 
involve the President. The President is aware of what's going on, 
of course, but this is something to be handled by the people in the 
field. 

MR. EVANS: Let me ask you, sir, a d‘ferent question, and 
that is a very long statement by the President of Egypt today 


published in The Washington Post. Mubarak said, “The right of the 





Israeli people to live in their country does not contradict the 
right of the Palestinian people to live in their country." Do you 
agree with that as a general starting point for trying to get Camp 
David back on the track? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I read President Mubarak's 
article, and I thought it was a very conetructive contribution to — 
discussion on this issue, and I think gave a good indication of his 
own attitude toward moving these discussions along, and precisely 
what position various people will take on that question, among 
others, remains to be seen. But I do think that the establishment 
of a situation where the Palestinian people can have some sense of 


dignity and control over their lives is very important and an 


essential part of anv acreement. 





“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


MR. EVANS: Well, you‘re not going to tell us whether oa 
agree with that statement by Mr. Mubarak? 
. SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not categorically yes or no to -- 
MR. EVANS: Let me then try it this way, sir. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- the various questions you might ask 


MR. EVANS: Let me try it this way. You said yourself, 
sir, in your testimony before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
several weeks ago, “The legitimate needs of the Palestinian people 
must be addressed in all their dimensions." Is self-determination 
one of those dimensions, and, if it is, do they have the same right 
as the Jewish people had to set up the State of Israel? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, certainly they should have 4 part 
in determining the conditions under which they're governed. The 
word self-determination somehow in this word game in the Middle East, 
I've discovered, has come to be the equivalent of a Palestinian 
state, which has a lot of implications about military forces and 
many other things, so I'm not going to bite on that one, but rather 
say that the main point is that the Palestinian people have a voice 
in determining the conditions under which they're governed. 

MR. MONROE: Mrs. House? 

MRS. HOUSE: You said in your press conference that there 
is a lot of room for flexibility in the language of Camp David. 

Are there points of dispute between Egypt and Israel in the autonomy 


talks where you think an addition of American views would be helpful 


and, if so, what are they? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that as this process 
resumes -- and I think we have to bear in mind it's been pretty 
much stopped for some period of time now -- we will be putting 
forward views, others will be, and as I see it there is a delicate 
interplay beftw2en, you might say, substance and process ieo . So 
we'll want to be trying as best we can to manage that from our 
standpoint in a way designed to give a constructive result. 

MRS. HOUSE: One of the areas of dispute has been what 
would be the potential for a final solution on the West Bank. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 

MRS. HOUSE: And Israel has made it very clear that while 
Camp David says that the process is based on U.N. Resolution 242 
that they Go not interpret that resolution to mean that Israel must 
withdraw from that territory. Do we interpret 242 to mean that 
Israel must withdraw from some of the West Bank and Gaza or all? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I should think -- I should think so, 


yes. 

MRS. HOUSE: Why hasn't anyone in this Administration said 
that? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I think that's been said. 

MRS. HOUSE: Can you say it today? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've said it just now. 

MRS. HOUSE: That we do -- we do believe it means with- 
drawal? ' 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think 242 has that implication 


in it, myself. That's a matter of intervretation. no doubt. and 
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various points of view have been taken. Having said that leaves 
still lots of room for negotiation. The language of the Camp David 
itSelf, I think, when you read it obviously can be interpreted many 
ways, but certainly one of those ways is that some shift in what are 
the practical borders now will take place. 

MRS. HOUSE: Do you believe that you can get those talks 
going again between Egypt and Israel, or do you have to get some 
broader Arab participation before the Egyptians are willing to 
return? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we'll have to see what we can 
bring about in this process, and I don't want to make a forecast, 
but obviously -- I would say obviously -- for there to be a genuine 
peaceful outcome that is widely accepted in the region, there have 
to be more countries involved than Egypt, Israel and the United 
States. 

MR. MONROE: Mr. Gwertzman? 

MR. GWERTZMAN: Mr. Secretary, yesterday you had a meeting 
with a number of experts on the Soviet Union. I'd like to ask you 
about some aspects of policy toward the Soviet Union. There has been 
talk before of . possible Summit, perhaps by the end of this year, 
between President Reagan and President Brezhnev. Co you think this 
is at all likely or should be sought? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it depends upon whether or not 
there are some identifiable constructive results to be obtained from 
the Summit, and if there are, then probably it would be constructive. 


If not, I don't really see that there is that much point in it. 
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MR. GWERTZMAN: Do you plan to meet with Mr. -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: And I believe that's been the 
President's position ali along. 

MR. GWERTZMAN: Well, do you plan to discuss tate 
possibility with Mr. Gromyko at the U.N. this fall? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hope to meet Mr. Gromyko in the U.N., 
expect to, althowgh there hasn't been any time worked out, and quite 
possibly the subject might come up. 

MR. GWERTZMAN: On another area of Soviet-American 
difficulties which involves the Allies, it's the question of 
American panehhens against the Soviet Union over Poland. You your- 
seif have written, before you took office, of course, that such 
sanctions are hardly likely to be successfully used as a lever 
against the Soviet Union. Have you changed your position any, or 
are you trying tc educate the Administration along your position? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, when you read that, it sounded 
like the word such’was describing or referring to the sanctions that 
President Reagan has imposed. That wasn‘t the case. That article 
was written several years ago, and was referring to some other 
sanctions that were put on, taken off, put on, taken off, back and 
forth in a matter of a few months, and that I labeled light~-switch 
diplomacy and said it wouldn't work. 

In the case of the sanctions imposed by President Reagan, 
they have had a very broad purpose, particularly focusing on Poland, 
but other similar things that the Soviet Union -- Soviet Union 


behavior, and I fully support the idea of expressing ourselves in 











this manner. | 


MR. GWERTZMAN: But de you see any way of resolving this 


, ; 
growing dispute with the Allies over this question, barring a 


-) relaxation of tensions in Poland? | i 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that is the way that we would 
hope it would occur. 

MR. MONROE: Mr. Kalb? 

MR. KALB: Mr. Secretary, do you regard -- back on the 
Middle East again -- do you regard Israel, in light of what has 
happened in Bejrut, as a true and trusted friend and ally of the 


United States? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, yes, and I believe that we must in 
all of the things that we do be always cognizant and careful about 


the security of Israel. 
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MR. KALB: On Saudi Arabia, there have been a number of 
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reports in the last two months that King Fahd or some other Saudi 
leaders have hinted about a withdrawal of the very substantial Saudi 


financial assets in the United States. Do you know whether that's 


true, sir? 


SECRETALY SHULTZ: No, I don't. There hasn't been any 


evidence of such a withdrawal. 


. MR. KALS: Has there been any kind of warning or threat 


from the Saudis on this issue? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've read some in the newspapers, but 


I haven't -- nothing has come directly to me in any official way. 


MR. KALB: On the Mubarak statement, again, in The 
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Washington Post today, you've called it very constructive and yet 
the Eoyptian President said that it would be, quote, most difficult 
for Egypt to resume the autonomy talks or revive the peace process, 
and then he cited three preconditions: “Unless first the United 
States recognizes the right of the Palestinians to self-determina- 
tion" -- and he‘s quite specific that it must take place in the 
West Dank and the Gaza Strip. Are you going to be able to move it 
on that one point? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm sure we'll want to talk with 
President Mubarak directly and others about their views and what it 
takes to get this process moving, and I think that we'll be able to 
do it. 

MR. KALB: Well, you seemed to make an assumption in 
answer to another question that you already have Egypt and Israel 
and you're seeking others for the autonomy talks. This -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I said -- 

MR. KALB: No? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: -<-- that for the kind of result that we 
would all like to see out there take place, you have to have more 
parties to it than the three countries. 

MR. KALB: Do you -- do you right now have in your mind 
even a general plan on how you're going to proceed on the autonomy 
talks? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we've thought about it a lot and 


we've heard a lot of advice from people, so I suppose it's fair 


enough to say that there is a -- there are general ideas that we 
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have in our minds, but we're not freezing onto anything, because, 
as I said in response to an earlier question, I think success here 
involves a sort of delicate interplay between the processes that are 
involved and the substance that you're trying to achieve. 


MR. KALD: Well, at the end of the framework, the general 


idea that you have in mind, is there a homeland for the Palestinian 
people on the West Bank and the Gaza Strip? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, certainly that is a place that 
many of them call home, and a place that they'll live and they 
should have a participation in determining the conditions under 
which they live. 

MR. KALB: Can I assume that the answer is yes to that 
question, then, sir? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I tried to give an answer in my 
own words. 

MR. MONROE: Mr. Evans? 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Secretary, following up Marvin Kalb, you 
said recently -- I don't know where it was, but I have the quote -- 
you said that the Israeli settlements in the West Dank, quote, have 
not reached a conclusion, unquote, but, you said, they are not 
constructive. Have you told Mr. Begin that you wan: the Israelis 
to stop creating new settlements, Jewish settlements, on the West 
Bank? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm the new man on the block here -- 


MR. EVANS: Well, you've been here for six weeks, sir. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and I've been struggiing witn the seirut 
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' problem and I did respond to that question yesterday at the press 


conference or day before yesterday, having thought about it quite 
a bit, and having listened to the President talk about it, and I 
believe my response was that I'd heard the President say that 
whether the settlements were legal or illegal, they were not 
constructive. | 

MR. EVANS: Well, you said -- you've also said, sir, 

"I am a quiet person, but I do believe in saying what I think." 
Could you tell us what you think about Israeli settlements on the 
West Dank? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I agree with the President. 

MR. EVANS: Let me ask you about another question that 
involves this whole West Dank-Palestinian problem. You have said 
you hate to see -- you used the word hate -- Israel -- the Israeli 
Government fire all those mayors of Palestinian cities and towns on 
the West Dank. Have you expressed that sentiment to the Israeli 
Government? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have expressed myself publicly 
several times, I think, in my confirmation hearings, and I have 
expressed myself privately. Whether -- I'm just trying to recall 
literally whether I said that in so many words to ~n official of the 
Israeli Government, and I can't recall precisely whether I have, but 
I certainly do feel that way, that these are people who achieved 
a certain legitimacy as representatives of Palestinians living on 


the West Dank, and one of the things that we're looking for, we 


must be looking for if this negotiation is to succeed, are 
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Palestinians who are legitimate to represent then. 

’ MR. EVANS: Do you think, sir, that the Israeli Government 
has any right under -- as an occupying power to prevent the Mayor 
of Bethlehem, who is not a member of the P.L.O., is not even very 
enthusiastic about the P.L.0., from appearing on this program that 


you're on today, MEET THE PRESS? 


aati 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think it‘s unfortunate that 
that took place. 

MR. EVANS: Why is it unfortunate? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Decause he should be allowed to come 
anc express his views. I think we all gain from an open expression 
of views, and that's a person who has some. 

MR. EVANS: Is that worth following up? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: There's no reason to shut that out. 


MR. EVANS: Is that worth following up as Secretary of 


"Declassified for Publication in American roreign 
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State? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are many things worth 
following up. I don't want to have a tone left in the interchange 
between you and I that all of the problems here represent problems 
created by Israei. There are many problems in the area, and you've 
identified some of them. There are many others. There are a lot 
of violations of the cease~fire taking place by the Palestinians in 
Lebanon right now that I don't consider to be very constructive 


under the circumstances. So we can go and list a lot of things that 





we would rather see not happen. 


MR. MONROE: Mrs. House? 
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MRS. HOUSE: We're jerking you around the world, but I 
would like to jerk you back to the Soviet Union. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Sounds like my normal day in the State 
Department. _ 

MRS. HOUSE: As we all know, the Soviets are in the middle 
of a succession struggle. Are there any economic and political 
issues between us and the Soviets that you believe will affect the 
outcome of that struggle? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I wouldn't think so. I find, after 
listening to experts talk about how that may come out, that they 
don't know much more about it than I do, which is not much. 

MRS. HOUSE: Okay, I'm going to ask you another thing. A 
year from now, what would you like to have accomplished as Secretary 
of State, or as the President's spokesman on foreign policy? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that the big objectives 
have to do with peace, with justice around the world, and there are 
many troublesome areas that we have an interest in, in which we 
would like to see that achieved. Certainly, the area of arms 
control and the problem of nuclear proliferation I think are 
tremendous sortsSof mankind-level problems that we should address 
ourselves to. So those are two general subjects -hat I think are 
terribly important. Deyond that, I think that the -~ on the world 
economic scene, we have a danger that the rise of protection all 
around the world will gradually change and erode the rules 

of the game in trade that have been responsible for the huge 


increase in world trade and a great benefit to all countries, and I 
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think it‘s very important to fight against this and to try to 
maintain the openness of trade and investment around the world, and 
I intend to give a lot of attention to that. 

MRS. HOUSE: What are you prepared to do to avoid that? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we want to identify the problems 
and try to meet them and create a sense of new objectives that will 
further open the way, and whether we can get any real momentum 
going at the GATT Ministerial in November remains to be seen, but 
that is one place where I‘m sure the United States representatives 
will register these views. 

MR. MONROE: Mr. Gwertzman? 

MR. GWERTZMAN: I have some more questions on the Middle 
East, Mr. Secretary. You said earlier that you interpreted 242 as 
meaning Israel had to make some withdrawals, but, of course, the 
Camp David Agreement tries to,I think, finesse this question by 
setting up an interim Palestinian autonomy for five years and then 
a negotiation on the ultimate outcome of the whole area. I just 
wanted to make sure that you weren't trying to indicate a desire to 
revise that basic principle of the Camp David framework agreement? 

SECRET\\RY SHULTZ: Not a bit. I think the Camp David 
framework, as I read it and have heard about the bac«ground of it, 
Resolution 242 and 338 are ample bases and good bases for any 
ongoing negotiation, and what they do, I think, is make these 
questions that you've raised open questions and open 


for negotiation. 


MR. GWERTZMAN: On the question of P.L.O. recognition, 
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which has been a sore point, Dr. Kissinger in ‘75 said the U.S. 
wéuld not recognize or negotiate with the P.L.O. until it met 
certain conditions, such as the right of Israel to exist. Now, 
certainly the U.S. has been negotiating with the P.L.O., albeit 
indirectly, over the last two months. The Kissinger statement did 
not seem to make a distinction between indirect or direct. I just 
wondered if you think it’s worth maintaining that agreement, which, 
of course, arouses emotions in Israel and elsewhere, when in fact 
it’s really been breached in the literal sense of negotiation? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I think that the President's 
position on this has been well stated, and we'll maintain it and I 
think it's important to maintain it. It isn't vitiated in any way 
by the practical fact that if you are, for example, going to be 
successful in having the P.L.O. depart from West Deirut under these 
circumstances, you have to have some method of being in touch with 
them, and the way that it has been done is Phil has talked to 
various representatives of the Government of Lebanon, and they've 
talked to the P.L.O. leaders and so forth, as you know. 

MR. GWERTZMAN: Can we expect you to name a chief 
negotiator on these broad questions of Palestinian autonomy or other | 
things in the near future, someone of the stature of Dr. Kissinger 
or something like that? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: It remains to be seen just how we think 


the best way will be to conduct the U.S. aspect of these negotia- 


tions. We do have Ambassador Fairbanks who's helping me on this 
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and who's very knowledgeable. 

MR. MONROE: Mr. Secretary, let me get back for 6 moment 
to tke situation now existing in Deirut with Israeli gunboats 
blocking the departure of a ship containing Palestinian refugees 
because, according to the report we heard earlier from Marvin Kalb, 
there were jeeps aboard and some kinds of weapons, rocket launchers 
or grenade launchers. Does your information confirm that report? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 

MR. MONROZ: There are jeeps aboard and weapons aboard? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Jeeps aboard, and it is said by the 
Israelis that there are I think shoulder-held type weapons, which 
I suppose one can argue whether thev're personal weapons or crew 
type weapons, and so here we have some issues that are perhaps on 
the borderline of what the agreement envisages as prohibited and 
allowed weapons. 

MR. MONROE: One side has brought jeeps and possibly 
weapons aboard; the other side is holding up the evacuation using 
gunboats. Is either side in violation of the Habib agreement? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, let's not play this up like it‘s 
a big issue that’s going to bring down the world. It's a problem, 
and Phil Habib is working on it, and as I said earli:r, this is not 
the first problem that he's run into and it's not going to be the 
last, I'm sure, but you said do I think he's a magician? Yes, he's 


& magician. He is terrific, a great American, and we all owe him 


a wonderful debt of thanks. 
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Thank you, Mr. Secretary, for being with us 


~++-+++4++4 + 
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No. 261 


TEE UNITED STATES AND CANADA 
EXTEND TELECOMMUNICATIONS ARRANGEMENT 
TO TRANSBORDER FIXED SATELLITE SERVICES 


The United States of America and Canada exchanged 
letters dated August 24, 1982 concerning the principies 
which are to govern tl.e provision of transborder fixed 
satellite telecommunication services between the two 
countries by means of domestic satellites. 


The letters will serve as the basis for appropriate 
arrangements to provide transborder fixed satellite services 
in accordance with the following four principles: 


(1) Transborder fixed satellite services shall be 
prcvided jointly between the United States and Canada 
by authorized entities, and the satellite facilities 
of each country shall be used as appropriate. 


(2) Such satellite services shall be provided pursuant 
to appropriate arrangements concluded between the authorized 
entities in the United States and Canada in accordance with 
the applicable governmental and regulatory approval procedures 
of each country. 


(3) Earth stations and related terrestrial facilities 
used in Canada shall be owned and operated by authorized 
Canadian entities, and such stations and facilities in the 
United States shall be owned and operated in accordance 
with U.S. law. 


(4) Both governments continue to support the concept 
of the INTELSAT global system, are mindful of their obligations 
under the INTELSAT Agreement, and undertake to consult 
pursuant to Article XIV of that Agreement before initiating 
transborder fixed satellite services. 


The present exchange of letters constitutes an addendum 
to the "“intergovernmental arrangement” created by a letter 
exchange in November i972 relating to the provision of tele- 
communications services by entities operating domestic 
satellite systems in the United States and Canada. 
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The signing of these letters took place in Washington. 
Allan Gotlieb, Canadian Ambassador to the United States, 
Signed for the Government of Canada. Robert Hormats, 
Assistant Secretary for Economic and Business Affairs, 
Department of State, signed for the United Stétes. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


August 26, 1982 


No. 262 Regional Foreign Policy Conference 


Los Angeles, California 
September 10, 1982 


The Los Angeles World Affairs Council and the U.S. 
Department of State are co-sponsoring a conference on 
U.S.-Soviet relations at the Biltmore Hotel in Los Angeles 
on September 10. Other organizations in the area -- 
representing business, labor, education, women, ethnic, 
and civic groups -- are cooperating in this full-day 
program. The conference is designed to explore with the 
citizens of southern California the strategic concerns 
which affect U.S. foreign policy toward the Soviet Union. 


John D. Scanlan, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
for European Affairs, will open the conference with an 
assessment of the present state of U.S.-Soviet relations. 
Local citizens will then participate with key State 
Department officials in workshops on political, economic, 
military, and cultural relations. The keynote luncheon 
address, "The Future of U.S.-Soviet Relations", will be 
given by Eugene V. Rostow, Director of the Arms Control 
and Disarmament Agency. 


This event is one of a series of conferences arranged 
by the Department of State and local international relations, 
business, civic, and other organizations in major cities 
throughout the country. Their purpose is to provide 
information and to promote an exchange of ideas about U.S. 
foreign policy. 


For additional information on the conference agenda, 
please contact: 


Dr. Dieter Raabe Ms. Barbara Boller 
Associate Director Bureau of Public Affairs 
Los Angeles World Affairs Council Department of Stete 

900 Wilshire Boulevard Washington. D.C. 20520 
Los Angeles, Ca. 90017 202-632-2134 


213-628-2333 
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UNITED STATES AND PALAU SIGN NEW COMPACT 





No. 263 


August 26, 1982 
Washington, D.C. 


Ambassador Fred Zeder, for the United States, and Ambassador 
Lazarus Salii, for the Republic of Palau, today signed a "Compact 
of Free Association,” intended to govern relations between their 
two countries for a period of 50 years. The Compact represents 
the conclusion of 13 years of negotiations. Palau is the 
western-most chain of islands in the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands, which the United States has administered since 
1947 under a Trusteeship Agreement with the United Nations. 
Palau, with a population of 15,000, is located near Guam and the 
Philippines. 


Through the Compact and its nine subsidiary agreements, Palau 
will, over the 50-year period, receive approximately one billion 
dollars, with about 40% of the money earmarked for economic 
development. The balance will be used for the completion and main- 
tenance of Palau's public-works infrastructure and for the 
operation of government programs designed to improve the health, 
education and welfare of the islanders. Tax and trade advantages 
are incorporated in the Compact to stimulate American investment 
and private sector growth. 
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Following approval of the Compact by the people of Palau in a 
plebiscite under United Nations observation and by both houses of 
the U.S. Congress, the Palauans will gain control of their 
domestic and foreign affairs, except in the realm of national 
defense, for which the United States will retain responsiblity 
under mutual security arrangements terminable only by mutual 
consent. The United States will have contingency rights to use a 
designated area in Palau for military training exercises on an 
intermittent and non-exclusive basis and to make joint use of two 
airfields and a harbor. 
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Ambassador Zeder noted that the negotiations were success- 
fully completed "largely because of Ambassador Salii's great pro- 
fessional competence, integrity and patience." JZeder added: "He 
conceived of and negotiated a long-term political, military and 
financial relationship with the United States that will provide 
his nation with a sound foundation for the economic integrity and 
stable political environment that will attract venture capital 
throughout the world business community." 


Ambassador Salii said he is in full accord with the terms of 
the agreements and has predicted an early and favorable response 
from his government and the people of Palau. 
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Two other components of the Trust Territory are also in the 
process of negotiating free association with the United States. 
The U.S. and the Republic of the Marshall Islands signed the 
Compact on May 30 and are now working out final details of the 
approval process. The Compact provisions applicable to the 
Marshall Islands generally run for 15 years but are subject to 
extension by mutual agreement. The U.S. and the Federated States 
of Micronesia expect to resume detailed, plenary-level negotia- 
tions on the Compact in the next few weeks. 


The only other jurisdiction within the Trust Territory is the 
Northern Mariana Islands, whose people voted in 1975 to become a 
commonwealth of the United States. Most of the provisions of the 
document approved at that time, and enacted into law by the U.S. 
Congress in 1976, are already in effect, and the people of the 
Northern Marianas will become U.S. citizens when the over-all 
Trusteeship Agreement ends. 


All four components of the Trust Territory already have 
elected constitutional governments. Palau's government was 
installed on January 1, 1981, and is headed by President Haruo I. 
Remeliik, who was Salii's predecessor as chief negotiator of the 
island-country. Remeliik, while President-elect, initialed an 
earlier version of the Compact in Washington in November 1980. 

Palau and the other island groups of what is today the Trust 
Territory were administered by Japan under a League of Nations 
mandate after World War I. The United States liberated the 
islands during World War II. Peleliu, in the Palau chain of 
islands, was the scene of particularly bitter fighting. Palau, 
with spectacular scenery, unusually rich and diverse marine 
ecology and ideal year-round weather, is rapidly becoming an 
increasingly popular international tourist resort. 


(For additional information, please contact Richard W. Teare 
or James D. Berg of the Office for Micronesian Status Negotiations 


at (202) 343-9143.) 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The SOLAS Subcommittee of the Shipping Coordinating 


Committee will conduct an open meeting on September 23, 
1982, at 9:30 a.m., in Room 3201 of U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquarters, 2100 2nd Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the meeting is two fold. First, 


to prepare position documents for the 49th Session of 
the International Maritime Organization (IMO) Legal 
Committee, to be held in London beginning on October 4, 
1982. Second, to consider issues relating to a proposed 
International Convention on Liability and Compensation 
in connection with the Carriage of Hazardous and Noxious 
Substances by Sea (HNS Convention). The HNS Convention 
will be considered by a diplomatic legal conference to 
be held in early 1984. 


At its 49th Session, the Legal Committee will con- 


sider proposals to amend the International Convention 

on Civil Liability for Oil Pollution Damage, 1969 (CLC) 
and International Convention on the Establishment of an 
International Fund for Compensation for Oil Pollution 
Damage, 1971 (Fund Convention). In particular the Legal 
Committee will address topics including: 


extension of both conventions to vessels other than 
loaded oil tankers; 


extension of both conventions to non-persistent oils; 
extension of the geographical scope of both conventions; 
appropriate levels of liability limitation; 

periodic revision of limitation amounts; 


relationship of revision instruments to existing 
conventions; 


channeling liability to shipowners; and 
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-- conduct barring liability limitation 


The second topic tc be taken up by the SOLAS Subcommittee 
is the draft HNS Convention. Among the issues to be addressed 


are: 


-- whether the United States should support an HNS Conven- 
tion; 


-- whether liability should rest only with the shipowner, 
or be shared by the shipowner or shipper of hazardous 


substances; 


-- appropriate levels of liability under the convention; 


-- geographical scope of the convention; 
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-- whether the convention should cover bulk substances 
or bulk and packaged substances. 
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Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information on the CLC and Fund Conven- 
tions contact Mr. F. D. Presley, U.S. Coast Guard (G-LMI/33), 
Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: (202) 426-1527. For 
further information concerning the HNS Convention contact 
Commander R. J. Reining, U.S. Coast Guard (G-LMI/33), 
Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: (202) 426-1527. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Working Group on Radiocommunications of the 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea will conduct an 
open meeting on September 15, 1982, at 12:30 P.M., in 
Room 8334-8336 of the Department of Transportation, 
400 Seventh Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20590. 


The purpose of the meeting is to prepare position 
documents for the twenty-fifth session of the Subcom- 
mittee on Radiocommunications of the International 
Maritime Organization (IMO) to be held in London on 
December 13, 1982. In particular, the working group 
will discuss the following topics: 


-- Maritime Distress System 
-- Digital Selective Calling 


-- Matters related to the ITU WARC for Mobile 
Telecommunications 


Matters related to CCIR Study Group 8 


Satellite EPIRB's 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. Richard Swanson, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-TPP-3/63), Washington, D.C. 20593. 
Telephone: (202) 426-1231. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The U.S. SOLAS Working Group on Stability, Load 
Lines and Safety of Fishing Vessels will conduct an 
open meeting on September 14, 1982, at 10:00 A.M., 
in room 1303 of the Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 
Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of the meeting will be a review of 
the agenda items in preparation for the next Session 
of the Subcommittee (now scheduled for February 7-11, 
1983). 


The agenda for the meeting will consist of a 
general review of all items scheduled for the Subcom- 
mittee with particular attention to any session papers 
from other countries received by that time. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. William A. 
Cleary, Jr., U.S. Coast Guard (G-MTH-5/TP13), 2100 
Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: 
(202) 426-2188. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 


Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Working Group on Safety of Navigation of SOLAS will con- 
duct an open meeting at 9:30 am on Monday, September 27, 1982 in 
Room 3201 of US Coast Guard Headquarters, Transpoint Building, 
2100 2nd St., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to prepare the US position 
relating to the agenda items to be considered at the 27th Session 
of the Subcommittee on Safety of Navigation of the International 
Maritime Organization to be held in London October 11-15, i982. 


The following items will be discussed: 


-- Routing of ships 

-- 1972 collision regulations 

-- Search and rescue 

-- Ship movement reporting systems 

-- Accuracy requirements of radionavigation systems 
-- Shipboard navigational aids 

-- Bridge design and layout 
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Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. T.J. Falvey, USCG (G-WWM), 
Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone (202) 426-4958. 
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August 30, 1982 
No. 268 


PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, DC. C. OF HER EXCELLENCY 
VIGIDS FINNBOGADOTTIR, PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF ICELAND. 


September 7 - 10, 1982 
Saturday, September 4 
6:00 p.m. Her Excellency Vigdis Finnbogadottir, President 
of the Republic of Iceland, and her party arrive 


at Andrews Air Force Base via Iceland Air # 613, 
Presidential Flights 





6:35 p.m. Arrival Madison Hotel 
Private evening. 


Sunday, September 5 Private days. 
Monday, September 6 


Tuesday, September 7 








Private morning and afternoon. 
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9:00 p.m. Her Excellency Vigdis Finnbogadottir, President 
of the Republic of Iceland will preside at the 
Fireworks Display for the Pre-Opening Celebration 
of ‘Scandinavia Today in Washincton, The Mall. 


Wednesday, September 8 





11:30 a.m. Her Excellency Vigdis Finnbogadottir will meet with 
The Honorable Ronald Reagan, President of the 
United States, at the White House. 


12:00 Noon Luncheon at the White House. 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632 0685 
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Wednesday, September 8 (continued) 





4:00 p.m. President Vigdis Finnbogadottir will deliver 
the Keynote Address for the Opening of "Scandinavia 
Today", at the John F. Kennedy Center for the Perforn- 
ing Arts, Concert Hall. 


Private dinner. 


8:00 p.m. President Vigdis Finnbogadottir will attend the 
"Twentieth Century Scandinavian Music Concert" 
performed by the New World Players, sponsored by 
the American Scandinavian Foundation and the 
National Academy of Sciences, 2101 Constitution 
Avenue, Northwest. 


His Excellency Par Stenbeck, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of Finland, will introduce 
the Concert. 


Following the Concert, President Vigdis Finnboga- 
dottir will attend the Opening of the Exhibition 
"Poetry and Ecology in Scandinavian Printmaking", 
at the National Academy of Sciences. 


His Royal Highness Harald, Crown Prince of 
Norway, will deliver the Opening Remarks. 


Thursday, September 9 





Private morning. 
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12:00 Noon President Vigdis Finnbogadottir will participate in 
the luncheon honoring Leaders from Scandinavian 
Nationals, hosted by the National Press Club, 
National Press Club Building, 14th and F Streets, 
Northwest. 


Private afternoon and evening. 


7:00 p.m, President Vigdis Finnbogadottir will attend the 
Opening of the Exhibition "Northern Light": 
Realism and Symbolism in Scandinavian Painting 
1880-1910, sponsored by the Ainerican Scandinavian 
Foundation, at Corcoran Gall :ry of Art, 17th and 
New York Avenue, Northwest. 


Dress: Black tie. 


Her Majesty Queen Margrethe II of Denmark 
will deliver the Opening Remarks. 
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8:10 a.m. Her Excellency Vigdis Finnbogadottir, President 
of the Republic of Iceland, and her party will 
arrive at the Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting 
Pool Side) for the Departure Ceremony. 


8:25 a.m. Departure from Andrews Air Force Base for private 
visit to Minneapolis, Minnesota , New York , Seattle 
amd Chicago. 


NOTE: 
FOR ALL EVENTS PERTAINING TO “SCANDINAVIA TODAY" 





Press Contact: 


Ms. Susanne Roschwalb, 
466-7800 
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No. 269 
INTERVIEW OF SECRETARY GEORGE P. SHULTZ 


ON ABC GOOD MORNING AMERICA PROGRAM 
BY DAVID HARTMAN AND STEVE BELL 
SEPTEMBER 2, 1982 


Q. Abba Eban, former Israeli Foreign Minister, has just suggested 
that he believes his government will reject that part of the Presi- 
dent's proposal which suggests that Israel put a freeze on settle- 
ments on the West Bank and the Gaza. How should the United States 
react if the Begin government oes reject that part of the 
proposal? 


A. The President's objective is to help people find their way to 
peace in the Middle East and so he has put forward a set of things -- 
they are a set -- that he thinks will be a constructive contribution 
to that. And you can't just pick this and reject that, and so forth. 
He's put together a package that is designed to draw people to the 
peace table and get them talking about peace. That's the objective. 


Q. Are you pessimistic as a result of the reports we have just heard 


from Israel? One of our correspondents, Bill Seamans, said that 
the cabinet is going to reject the President's letter. Whatever is 
in the letter, we don't know. You know. I assume. 


A. The letter basically states what the President stated on tele- 
vision last night in his speech. And, of course, he presented that 
to the Prime Minister of Israel well before his speech. I knew what 
the letter said. 


Q. If they reject it, what do we do? They appear to have rejected it. 


A. It's hard for me to believe that Israel would reject the idea 

of peace. It's hard for me to believe that Israel would reject the 
idea that they should be recognized by their neighbors as a state 
that is a reality. It's hard for me to believe that they would reject 
the pledges of support for their security that the President gave. 
There are lots of things in that speech that are extremely important. 
And so total rejection is a word that I don't think is appropriate. 


Q. What about the issue of the settlements? I mean here's where the 
first crux is going to come. Prime Minister Begin simply says it was 
not part of Camp-David. This is going beyond Camp David. We won't stop. 


For further information contact: 
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A. If the Israelis insist on settling the West Bank, they have, 

in effect, annexed it -- creeping annexation. That's the'way the Arabs 
look at that. So I think that if what is wanted is a chance for peace -- 
is people at the bargaining table beyond those that are there now -- 

then there has to be some statement of intention to negotiate about 


what's going to happen in those territories. 


c. Mr. Shultz, people at the bargaining table included in the Pres- 
ident's proposal, of course, King Hussein of Jordan, seems to be an 
absolute key. Do you have any specific indication from King Hussein 
that he is now willing to participate where he hasn't been able to in 


the past? ; 


A. Only that he has taken the President's proposals and is taking 
them seriously and is studying them. He has made no commitment. I might 
Say in terms of the Camp David Accords that Jordan is specifically 


mentioned in there. 


Q. But you don't have anyspecific indication now that he is ready to 
Sit down? You're waiting to ear? 


A. We have no specific indication. He is studying it seriously. 


c. What about Palestinian representation? There's no mention of the 
PLO. Where do they fit into this, if at all? 


A. Well, if King Hussein would decide: that he would enter the talks, 
presumably he would speak, at least initially, for the Palestinians-- 
and there are Palestinians on the West Bank who somehow should be 
represented. And-that's something that has to be worked out. But I 
would make this point, that whenever you have somebody repres it you, 
you want that person to be legitimately your person. It isn't 
reasonable to expect the Palestinians to go along with representation 
by themof somebody picked by the Israelis. That won't work. 


C. So we are getting down to the fact that the Palestinians gay they're 
represented by the PLO. Do our conditions, our previous conditions, 
still hold for the U.S. having any diplomatic dealing with the PLO? 


A. I don't know where you get that statement that Palestinians say 

they are represented by the PLO. What Palestinians? Where has there 
been a vote on that? There are all sorts of factions within the PLO. 
There are various ways in which the Palestinians may very well represent 
themselves. As far as the United States' conditions are concerned, 

they were stated by the President at his press conference recently. 
Reiterating that position remains just exactly where ‘the President 


put it. 


Q. Mr. Secretary, are you saying that from the point of view of 
the U.S. Government that the PLO does not represent the Palestinian 


people? 


A. From the standpoint of the United States Government, certain 
conditions have been set out by the President and by previous 
presidents and others as to the conditions that are prerequisite 
to the United States having any discussions--direct discussions- - 
with the PLO. 


O: Secretary Shultz, thank you for joinino us this morning 
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MR. HERMAN: Secretary Shultz, various Israeli and PLO forces 
rumbling around in parts of Lebanon outside of Beirut have 
raised some predictions of new fighting in that country. Do 
you expect new battles in Lebanon? And if they should occur, 
would the U.S. Marines still leave as scheduled? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Marines will leave as scheduled. We 
certainly hope there isn't new fighting. There are many 
armed people in the area, so it's always a possibility. On 
the other hand, I think that everyone perhaps is ready for 
peace at this point. 





MR. HERMAN: Mr. Secretary, you say you hope there will be no 
further fighting and expect, I gather, that there will be no 
further fighting in Lebanon. What do you think is the 
expectable future for those PLO forces still there? How is 
that problem toc be solved? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Either they have to lay down their arms 
and make themselves subject to the authority of the 
Government of Lebanon, or leave. 





MS. STAHL: But what if they don't? Then we have more of a 
conflagration. And what next? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our effort, of course, and desire is to 
see the emergence of a strong central government of Lebanon, 
and everyone has expressed that view. We're doing it as 
Other countries are. A strong central government of Lebanon 
will be able to control situations in its own country. 





MS. STAHL: But wasn't one of the reasons for sending the 

arines in there to assure that there would be a 
stabilization and the imposition of a strong Lebanese 
Government? 


For further information contact: 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Multinational Force has had as its 
purpose the safe evacuation of the fighters, Syrian and 
Palestinian, in West Beirut and the emergence of stable con- 
ditions in the area, particularly looking toward the families 
of the fighters that were there and trying to get the 
Lebanese forces in charge. By and large, that has gone well, 
and we expect that the Marines will leave probably around 
September 10. 





MR. PIERPOINT: Mr. Secretary, does the United States 
Government favor a peace treaty signed between Lebanon and 
Israel, and do you think that ts possible, given the 
situation in Lebanon? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's possible; I think it's 
desirable. We're in favor of it if tt comes about in the 
right way, that is there has to be a strong central govern- 
ment of Lebanon that has control of the country, that has the 
people behind it and then, it's a government that has to decide 
for itself how it wants to conduct its foreign affairs. 
Personally, I think it would be very desirable for such a 
government to make peace with Israel. 





MR. PIERPOINT: That goes on to the next issue of peace 
between Israel and the Palestinians and President Reagan's pro- 
posals this week. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 





MR. PIERPOINT: Let me ask you, first of all, the Israeli 
Cabinet has today announced that it will formally reject the 
President's proposals; itt its going to dispatch a letter from 
Prime Ministec Begin to the President doing so. It seems to 
me that puts President Reagan in a difficult position now. 





Now that he has been rejected in several different approaches 
to Prime Minister Begin, what is he going to do? Is he going 
to put any pressure on the Israelis? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think there is a tremendous pressure not 
Only on the Israelis, but on the Arabs in the area, and it is 
pressure that is reflected in the response to the President's 
proposals. That pressure comes from the possibility of peace 
and what peace can mean in that region, as it means anywhere. 
It is a prospect of tremendous importance not only to the 
security of Israel and Israel's neighbors, but also to the 
development of their economic, social, and cultural well 
being. So it is a tremendously important objective and I 
think is the objective that the President will be holding out 
in front of the Israelis and the Arabs alike as the reason 
why they should be taking action. ' 





MS. STAHL: Is there any chance, though, that the State 
Department, the President, will try to use American aid 

to pressure them, specifically the sending eventually of the 
F-16 fighters? And secondly, are the Israelis trying to 
bargain with you over that by withholding military intelli- 
gence information in exchange for the F-l6s? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Ourc emphasis will be, as I said, on the 





importance of peace. I think that's a tremendous pressure. 
"Pressure" isn't the cight word; it's a tremendous objective 


that people have. 
MS. STAHL: Are you saying that you won't deny that you might 








use the withholding of aid? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't have any plans to try to maneuverc 








people in a peace negotiation by talking about withholding 
aid or anything like that. I think the emphasis has to be on 
the positive side of this, and that's where it has to be. 


MR. HERMAN: Could you not even make it more positive? Last 





Monday at an evening briefing, a senioc official of your 
Department -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I wonder who that was? (Lauahterc) 





MR. HERMAN: <-=- did not consider that that was the way to go, 
putting pressures economic or military on Israel. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that's cight. I think that senior 
official hit it cight on the head. 





MS. STAHL: So you are ruling it out, the use of -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm saying that the object of peace is so 
important that when that is fully cealized -- and, of course, 
I think it will make a critical difference whether or not 
King Hussein and other Acabs cespond favorably to the 
President's initiative -- then, the prospect of peace with 
neighbors becomes much moce morce ceal. 





MR. PIERPOINT: What do you expect will happen tomorrow 

when the Arcab leaders meet itn Fez, Morocco, to discuss 

this vecy itssue? As you may know, both King Hussein's 
brother, Prince Hassan, and the President of Sudan, President 
Nimeiri, have in effect endorsed Mc. Reagan's proposals, but 
that doesn't mean that the PLO, which is still the spokesman 
foc its own cause, will buy it. What is going to happen 
tomoc row? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am a believer in letting other people 
speak for themselves. 





MS. STAHL: What do you think the importance of the PLO is 





cight now? ‘Are they a force that must absolutely be dealt 
with in this situation, Omas a political entity, have they 
been cenderced victually impotent? 








"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


-4- PR# 270 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Obviously, the Palestinian issue is very 





much with us, and they are seen as pact of that issue and 
standing for it, to a certain extent. I think as a military 
force, they have been reduced drastically itn importance. The 
support that they were getting from the Russians was just not 
there. I think also, even morce'profoundly, that the pat- 
tern that they have represented of terror, of violence as a 
way of doing something for the Palestinian cause, has been 


shown not to work. 


What we have as a result of that is a tremendous number of 
people who have been killed, who have been wounded, who have 
been made homeless. So I would hope that the leaders of the 
PLO and everyone in the area will start looking at the peace 
inittatives and the peace process rather than the vtolence 
and war process as the answer. 


MR. HERMAN: But as to Leslie's question in the sort of 
jJacgon of the State Department and of the diplomats, does the 
PLO have legitimacy as leaders of the Palestinian people? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as the United States 1s concerned, 
the President has made very clear on numerous occasions, most 
cecently in his last press conference, the conditions under 
which we would be willing to talk to the PLO. Until those 
conditions are met, we are not willing to talk to them. 





MS. STAHL: There are some analysts who say that what Arafat 
does and what he tries to put forth no longer is a factor in 
the Middle East. Other people say that he has become more of 
a factor, and that he is now the central figure in all of 
this in what happens to the President's plan. 





What is your analysis of it? Is he more powerful politically 
than he was or not? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My analysis of it is that if King Hussein 
decides to come forward in these negotiations, that will 
cepresent a general consensus on the part of the Acab leaders 
that it's time to do that and a good thing to do that. Just 
what complexion of debate and discussion and who says what 
and whose vote counts morce than somebody else's vote, I 
wouldn't speculate on. 





No doubt the views of the PLO are going to be taken into 
account. The Arabs have all said so, so I assume that they 
will. 
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MR. PIERPOINT: Mc. Secretary, we‘re talking about pressures 
on the Iscaeli Government. There is a theory that the 
President's proposals are parallel to and very close to those 
of the Labor Party, Mc. Begin's opposition in Israel. In 
fact, the Labor Party appears to have endorsed the 
President's proposals. 





Was this not somewhat of a Machievellian plot on the part of 
the Reagan Administration to get Mr. Begin out of power? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, absoluteiy not. The construction of 
the Govecnment of Israel and who is to represent the people of 
Iscael is the business of the people of Israel. We do not 
have any views about that. That's their business, not our 
business. The President's proposals were designed to put 
focwacd things that he thought were just and fair and likely 
to help bring about a negotiation and a peaceful result in 

the acea. That was the standard by which he judged what he 
should put forward. 





MR. HERMAN: Mc. Secretary, in that aforementioned briefing by 
the senioc State Department official, the sentor official 
said, “Be carceful how you define the West Bank when you talk 
about it," implying strongly that it did not necessarily mean 
the 1967 borders. 





The President, in his speech, insected at the last minute, 
after the text had been distributed to the press and to the 
newspapers, two sentences which said: "In the pre-1967 bor- 
decs, Israel was barely 10 miles wide at its narrowest point. 
The bulk of Israel's population lived within artillery range 
of hostile Arab armies. I'm not about to ask Israel to live 
that way again." 


Artillery cange today is something on the order, if I am 
corcect, of about 15 miles. If there is going to be no 
Iscaeli population within artillery range, you are going to 
have to cut what used to be thought of as the West Bank 
almost in half. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: You're going to have to look at the bor- 
decs -- defensible borders are what people are talking about 
-- and appropriate security arrangements that must include the 
notion of a totally demilitarized area throughout the West 
Bank in tecms of any possible offensive capabilities. I 

think that just is for sure. So those are all things that 
would contribute to making good on the statement that the 
President made. 





I think you picked out something very interesting -- and you're 
the first person that I've run into that's noticed it -- that 
this paragraph was inserted at the last minute, and it was a 
cesult of discussions with the President and his advisers 

about the importance in this whole picture of an absolutely 
detecmined statement and cecognition of the importance of the 
security of Israel. 


As we looked at the speech, as the President looked at the 
speech -- of course, that's in there and in there and in there 
-- he felt that one more statement, particularly calling 
attention to the fact that Israel is, after all, geographi- 
cally a sm7ll country. When you're in a country that small, 
succounded by hostility, you're bound to have security rcight 
in the front of your mind. 


So the President sought again and again in that speech, and in 
that pacagraph that you picked out, to lay special emphasis on 
the importance to him and to the whole group that was working 
on this with him of that factor. 


MR. PIERPOINT: Mc. Secretary, it's a little hard for many of 





us to understand why the present Administration taiks about 
Iscaeli security when, aftec all, Israel has perhaps the third 
oc foucth largest military might in the world and is perfectly 
able to take care of its own security for the foreseeable 
futuce. 


Why does this Administration keep talking about Israeli 
secucity? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Because it's important, and because it has 
been a concercn of Israel, and rightly so, as I just got 
thcough saying. 





If you are a vecy small country and you're surrounded by 

hostile states, you're bound to worry. States that say 

that they don't agree with your existence, you're bound to 

woccy about your security. It's very natural. 
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MR. HERMAN: You wouldn't care to speculate that if ten miles 





is too narccow a wasp waist for Israel, what would be an accep- 
table distance? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What I said was that -- 





MR. HERMAN: I was cefecring to the President's speech. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- there needs to be attention to security 





as borders are drawn. Of course, it's very important that the 
whole of what we refer to the West Bank, undec whatever 
accangements, would be demilitarized. 


MS. STAHL: Can I go back for one minute to the question of 
aid? The Administration continues to hold up the shipment of 
F-16s to Iscael. When are you going to let that shipment go 
out, and what is holding it~up? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President will decide that, and he will 
decide it in his own good time. 





MS. STAHL: That doesn*t sound to me like he's about to send 
it off cight now, number one. And, number two, what about 
this question of the Isrcaelis trying to trade military 
intelligence, what they were able to learn about Soviet mili- 
tacy equipment during this Lebanese war, for those planes and 
foc othec aid? Is that a fact? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think that's the sort of thing that 
you set up in tecms of a trade, and to the extent that anybody 
suggests that, “If you do this, we'll do that," as far as 
shacing intelligence is concerned, that's not the way to go 
about it. 





There is a vast sharing of intelligence, and that is the way 
I'm suce it will finally emerge. 


MS. STAHL: But have the Israelis tried that approach? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are all sorts of discussions about 

the equipment that's been captured and the things learned in 
the wac, having to do with Russian equipment and U.5. equip- 
ment, and I expect that we'll learn a lot from the whole 


process. 





MR. HERMAN: Mec. Secretary, I have to inform you that Israel's 





Government-controlled radio has just announced three new 
settlements -- Israeli settlements -- two of them in the West 
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Bank and one in the Gaza strip, this coming so shortly after 
President Reagan's demand for a freeze on settlements. 
I presume this is not a welcome development. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's a very unwelcome development, and, if 


it's so, 1 think it's inconsistent with the objective of peace 
in the area. 





MS. STAHL: What can we do? What can the United States 
Govecnment do about that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We will hold up the objective of peace 
before everybody. The more positive responses that are 
given to it, I think the more importance the reality of that 
possiblity will be, and it will start to exert its own 
pressuce in the area. 





MR. PIERPOINT: Mc. Secretary, under the President's request 
for a freeze, obviously he meant no more new settlements. But 
did he also mean that the existing settlements should not be 
expanded, more people put in them? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: By a “freeze,” he meant that the territory 
encompassed by the settlement not be expanded at all. 





MR. PIERPOINT: I see. Could I change the subject to that of 
Cuba. As I’m sure you're well aware, a former American diplo- 
mat who served in Cuba as our cepresentative there for the 
last several years has written an article in Foreign Affairs 
Quarterly in which he strongly condemns the present 
Administration, primacily for its cefusal to seriously sit 
down and negotiate with Fidel Castro. 











Mc. Wayne Smith claims that when Secretary Haig, your prede- 
cessoc, met with the Vice President of Cuba in Mexico and 
again when General Walters, the President's emissary, met with 
Mc. Castco in Cuba, on both occasions these two gentlemen 
simply laid down conditions to the Cubans and said, "You've 
got to meet these conditions before we will seriously nego- 
tiate ouc problems with you." 


I'd like to ask you if that is in fact the Administration's 
cuccent attitude towarcd Cuba? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The trouble with Cuba is its behavior. 





When the behavior of Cuba changes, when it stops trying to 
expoct cevolution, when it stops sending armaments to places 
like Nicaragua, and stops feeding these guerrilla movements 
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that ace designed to disrupt duly constituted governmental pro- 
cesses in its area, then there's something to talk about. 


There's nothing to talk about in the pattern of behavior that 
we see with Cuba right now. 


MR. PIERPOINT: But, Mr. Secretary, the United States sits 





down and talks with the Soviet Union across the board, and yet 
the Soviet Union exports revolution all over the world 
wherevec it can. In fact it does more than that, it carcies 
out military conquest in places like Aghanistan and Poland, 
and we still have closer relations with the Soviet Union than 
we do with Cuba. 


What is the ceason for this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The reason is that Cuba has violated all 





socts of conditions that we would attach to tolerable behavior 
in the intecnational arena, in Central America, in the 
Cacibbean, in its efforts throughout South America, in the 
pcesence of Cuban troops in Africa. There are many examples of 
behaviorc. 


I'm not talking about what somebody says. I'm talking about 
what they do -- behavior that ts disruptive -- and we register 
ouc views about that, and I think we'ce on the right track. 


As fac as. the Soviet Union is concerned, I think the President 
has made it very cleac what his views are there. The behavior 
in Afghanistan and the events that we see in Poland very 
recently stand behind the President's very firm intention to 
cegistec a view about the reprehensible mannec of that beha- 
vior, and he's done so. 


MR. HERMAN: There's been talk that you're looking forward to 
a meeting with Mc. Gromyko at the United Nations. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am planning to have a meeting with Mr. 
Gromyko in the United Nations, and there ace many important 
things that we need to talk about, I'm sure. 





MR. HERMAN: Are there no important things we need to talk 
about with the Cubans? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the best strategy -- and I'm sure 





the President does -- with respect to Cuba is right where we 
ace, and when they evidence some desire and willingness to 
change theic behavior, then we'll rcespond to that. 
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MS. STAHL: Mr. Smith says the evidence that they were sending 


all those military arms to the Central American countries is 
not very solid. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's his opinion, and he's entitled to 
8 opinion. 


MS. STAHL: He read all the intelligence documents. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have looked these things over and talked 
to people, too, and there are lots of people who have a dif- 
ferent opinion than Mr. Smith. 





MS. STAHL: And you're one of then. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: And I'm one of them. 





MR. HERMAN: Secretary Shultz, I'm a little confused about the 
Cubans have to change their ways before we'll talk to them; 
the Russians apparently don't. There's no sign, I gather, 
that the sanctions that we have placed on the companies of our 
Allies has changed Soviet behavior in Poland. In fact, if 
anything, their behavior -- the Polish military government 


under Soviet stimulus -- has been even more rigorously 
cepressive. 





How can you call this a success? How can you say that they're 
modifying their behavior? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: What is happening in Poland is a very 


discouraging, but at the same time a dramatic, illustration of 
the bankruptcy of the Soviet system. 


The Polish people are wonderful people, productive people. 
There ace great resources in that country, and the placement 
on it of the Soviet system has brought it to its knees. It's 
a terrible indictment of their system. 


MR. HERMAN: But this happened after we began our sanctions. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. This has been happening for many, many 
many years -- 








MR. HERMAN: But it continues to happen after our sanctions. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and it has continued. It's very 


discouraging that it continues, but the Polish people have not 
given up, and we certainly should stand -- 
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MR. PIERPOINT: Let's talk about the sanctions themselves. 
What good have they really done except to benefit the Soviet 
Union, because it's split us from our Allies? 


—_ SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm sure that they have imposed a cost on 
4 the construction of that pipeline. They have dramatized our 
) strong feelings about the subject, and, to a degree one can 
say that because they have had costs in the United States and 
costs in our Allies, they only dramatize how important the 
President feels this is and how strongly he feels about it. 





gn 


MR. HERMAN: Let me just take that a step further. The Allies 
ace so distucbed they've been holding a meeting on it. Do you 
plan to send some senior State Department official -- yourself 
Or anybody else -- to talk to our allies about reducing these 


sanctions? 








ae 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm sure the President will hold firmly to 
the strategy implied by the sanctions. To the extent that you 

can view the sanctions as an important tactic, if we can work 

out things that ace more effective and have all of our Allies 

with us, we're certainly willing to look at them. 
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MR. HERMAN: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. Sorry to 
interrupt. Thank you for being with us on "Face the Nation." 





(The intecview concluded at 11:55 a.m.) 
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STUDY GROUP C OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group C of the 
U.S. Organization of the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet on September 23, 1982, 
at 9:30 a.m. in Room 1205 of the Department of? State building, 
2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


This meeting of Study Group C will concentrate entirely on the 
Study Group XVIII Expert Group which was chartered to recommend a 
single method of PC‘ coding at 32 kilobits/second. The U.S. partici- 
pants will discuss ‘he objectives and work program of this Expert 
Group and the resuli:s of their recent meeting. Study Group C will 
meet at appropriate occasions to track the progress of the Experts 
Group during the nest nine months. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join 
in the discussion subject to the instructions of the Chairman. Admit- 
tance of public members will be limited to the seating available. in 
that regard, entrance to the Department of State building is controlled 
and entry will be facilitated if arrangements are made in advance of the 
meeting. It is suggested that prior to September 23 members of the 
general public who plan to attend the meeting contact the Office of 
International Communications Policy, Department of State, Washington, 
D.C. 20520, telephone (202)632-1007. All attendees must use the C 


Street Entrance to the building. 


For further information contact: 
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE TO UNITED STATES SECTION 
INTERNATIONAL NORTH PACIFIC FISHERIES COMMISSION 


Notice of Partially Closed Meeting 


The Advisory Committee to the United States Section, 
International North Pacific Fisheries Commission, will meet 
on September 23, 1982, at the Sitka Centennial Hall, Sitka, 
Alaska, at 2:00 p.m. This session will discuss the 1978 
Protocol to the International Convention for the High Seas 
Fisheries of the North Pacific Ocean, surveillance of for- 
eign fishing fleets, the progress of fisheries research, 
particularly that for dall porpoise, the Alaska salmon fish- 
eries, and fishery developments as they affect the Interna- 
tional North Pacific Fisheries Commission. The session will 


be open to the public. 


The Advisory Committee will also meet from 9:00 a.m. 
to 5:00 p.m. on September 24, 1982. This session will not 
be open to the public inasmuch as the discussion will involve 
classified matters pertaining to the United States negotiat- 
ing position to be taken at the 29th Annual Meeting of the 
International North Pacific Fisheries Commission to be held 
in Tokyo, Japan, during November 1-5, 1982. Pursuant to 
section 4(c) of the North Pacific Fisheries Act of 1954, as 
amended, 16 U.S.C. 1023 (c) which provides that the "advisory 
committee...shall be granted opportunity to examine and to 
be heard on all proposed programs of study and investigation, 
reports, and recommendations of the United States Section," 
the members of the Advisory Committee will examine various 
options for the negotiating position at the Annual Meeting, 
and these considerations must necessarily involve review of 
Classified matters. Accordingly the determination has been 
made to close this session pursuant to section 10(d) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. I, §10(d) and 
9 U.S.C. 552b (c)(1) and (c)(9). 


Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Ms. Christine Dawson, Pacific Fisheries Offi- 
cer, Room 5806, (OES/OFA) U.S. Department of State, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20520. Ms. Dawson can be reached by telephone 
on (202) 632-2009. 


For turther information contact: 








PARTMENT OF 


September 8, 1982 
No. 273 





STATE 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE TO THE UNITED ioe d 
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Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the provisions of 
Public Law 92-463, that a meeting of the Advisory Committee 
to the United States National Section of the Inter-American 
Tropical Tuna Commission will be held on September 28, 1982 
from 9:00 A.M. to 11:30 A.M. and from 1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M., 
in the auditorium of the Southwest Fisheries Center of the 
National Marine Fisheries Service at 8604 La Jolla Shores 


Drive, La Jolla, California. 


The morning meeting will be open to the public and the 
public may participate in the discussions subject to the 
instructions of the Committee Chairman. Subjects to be 
discussed include an evaluation of the 1982 fishery experi- 
ence, a preliminary outlook for the 1983 fishery and U.S. 
views on the overall quota and other aspect of the manage- 


ment program. 


The Advisory Committee will meet in closed session on 
the afternoon of September 28, 1982. At this session docu- 
ments classified in accordance with Executive Order 12356 
of June 28, 1978 will be circulated and discussed and matters 
will be considered which the public interest requires be 
withheld from disclosure. Accordingly, the determination 
has been made to close this session pursuant to section 10(d) 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. I, 
S10(d) and 5 U.S.C. 5526 (c)(1) and (c)(9). 
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Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Brian Hallman, OES/OFA, Room 5806, Department 
of State. He may be reached by telephone on (202) 632-1073. 





For further information contact: 
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE TO THE UNITED STATES 
NATIONAL SECTION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE 
CONSERVATION OF ATLANTIC TUNAS 


Notice of Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the provisions 
of Public Law 92-463, that a meeting of the Advisory 
Committee to the United States National Section of the 
International Commission for the Conservation of 
Atlantic Tunas will be held on October 5, 1982, from 
9:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., and on October 6, 1982, from 
9:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. and from 1:30 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
at the Woodward Room of the National Wildlife Federa- 


tion, 1412 16th Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 


The October 5 meeting and the morning session of the 
October 6 meeting will be open to the public, and the 
public may participate in the discussions subject to in- 
structions of the Committee Chairman. Subjects to be 
discussed include: Report of the Standing Committee on 
Research and Statistics (SCRS) Officers meeting and Sub- 
committee on Skipjack Tuna Meeting; Review of Status of 
Stocks and Research Concerning Yellowfin, Skipjack, 
Albacore, and Bigeye Tunas; Review of Status of Stocks 
and Research Concerning Atlantic Bluefin Tuna; Review of 
Concerning Billfish; Report of Bluefin Tuna Fishery Con- 
ducted in the U.S. Zone and in the Canadian Zone; and 
estimates of the Japanese Harvest of Tunas and Billfish 


in the Atlantic U.S. FCZ. 


The Advisory Committee will meet in closed session 
on the afternoon of October 6, 1982. At this session 
documents classified in accordance with Executive Order 
12356 of April 2, 1982 will be circulated and discussed 
and matters will be considered which the public interest 
requires be withheld from disclosure. Accordingly the 
Getermination has been made to close this session pursuant 
to section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory Committee Act, 
5 U.S.C. App. I, S10(d) and 5 U.S.C. S552b (c)(1) and (c)(9). 


Requests for further information on the October 6 
meeting should be directed to Barbara Rothschild, Office 
Of International Fisheries Affairs, National marine Fish- 
eries Service, Department of Commerce. She may be reached 
by telephone on (202) 634-7303. . , 


For further information contact: 
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ROBERT H. PHINNY SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE KINGDOM OF SWAZILAND 
August 23, 1982 


Robert H. Phinny was sworn in today as U.S. Ambassador 
to the Kingdom of Swaziland. He will succeed Richard Matheron, 
who has been assigned as Diplomat-in-Residence at Tuskegee Institute. 


Mr. Phinny was born in Oil City, Pennsylvania on March 15, 1921. 
After attending Mercersburg Academy, he earned a B.S. in Business 
Administration from Babson College, Massachusetts in 1948. He served 
in the U.S. Navy from 1942-46 where he attained the rank of Lieutenant 
Junior Grade. 


Mr. Phinny resides in Palm Springs, California and Fremont, 
Michigan, where he is Director of R. H. Phinny Company, an investment 
and business firm. Prior to that he served as Director of the Fremont 
Bank and Trust Company, and several other business and real estate 
concerns. Mr. Phinny has demonstrated his commitment to public 


‘service, having been involved with the Fremont Public Library Founda- 


tion, the Boy Scouts of America, Rotary Club, United Fund, and his 
local Chamber of Commerce. Currently he serves with the National 
Council Eisenhower Medical Center in Rancho Mirage, California, and 
is a Trustee of both the University of LaVerne and the Palm Springs 
Desert Museum, in California. 


Mr. Phinny is married to the former Sally Gerber and they have 
four children, Peter, Dody, Stephen, and Gay, and three grand children. 


For further information contact: 
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OPENING STATEMENT BY SECRETARY OF STATE SHULTZ | No. 276 
BEFORE THE HOUSE FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE ' 


Mr. Chairman, Distinguished Members of this Committee: 

Thank you for this opportunity to discuss with 
you recent developments in the Middle East. These 
developments are of immense importance. The positive, 
bipartisan support for President Reagan's peace initiative 
has been evident to us and is deeply appreciated. That support 
is essential to the conduct of a vigorous and creative foreign 
policy, and, accordingly, your willingness to meet with nie 
on short notice is especially significant. 


In recen* weeks, the world's attention has focused 


-on the Middle East, and particularly on our diplomatic 


efforts there to end the bloodshed, and to bring a 

deeper and lasting peace to the area. With the successful 

evacuation of the PLO from Beirut, we have turned our attention 

to next steps necessary for peace: the withdrawal 

of all foreign forces from Lebanon and the restoration of 

central authority in that country; and, of prime importance, 

the reinvigoration of the Camp David peace process designed 

to fairly resolve the underlying Arab-Israeli dispute. 
Lebanon, of course, has suffered grievously over 

the last several months; let alone the last several 

years. Phil Habib's and Morris Draper's successful 

negotiation of the withdrawal of the PLO from Beirut 

can only be regarded as ‘the first phase of our approach | 


to the problem in Lebanon. As the President announced, the 


U.S. Marine contingent of the Multinational Force will 
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begin withdrawing from Beirut tomorrow. The Government of 
Lebanon, meanwhile, is working carefully but surely to 
reestablish authority over all parts of Beirut, with the 
Lebanese Army and police increasingly assuming security 
responsibilities in the city. 

A second phase in our Lebanon diplomacy is now 


before us. As all of you know, the President is sending 


Ambassador Draper to Lebanon to begin the next phase of 


negotiations on withdrawal of foreign forces from that 
country. The President has made it clear that he personally 
intends to stay fully engaged in efforts to bring about a 
strong, free, united and healthy Lebanon, sovereign throughout 
all its territories within internationally recognized 
borders. The withdrawal of all foreign military forces from 
Lebanon must be accompanied by the creation of conditions 


in southern Lebanon to preserve Israeli security. In the 


immediate future, we will seek a further stabilization in 


the situation in Beirut. We must create an environment in 
Lebanon that will allow the newly elected Lebanese government -- 
free of outside pressure or imposed solutions -- to carry on 
with its task of national reconciliation. The desperate need 
for economic reconstruction can be well served through such 
reconciliation and the withdrawal of foreign forces. 

The U.S. is a staunch friend of the Lebanese people and 


will be a good partner in Lebanon's courageous effort to 
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rebuild its economy and to strengthen its national 
institutions. We will exercise our responsibility and 
duty to give every opportunity to the Lebanese themselves 
to recreate a united but pluralistic society behind 
strong leadership from their newly elected president. 
We also look forward to cooperating with appropriate 
international institutions in the effort to ameliorate 
the destruction caused by the long and most unfortunate 
fighting. 

These efforts to rebuild Lebanon and strengthen 
its institutions can only be helped by progress in the 
overall search for a Middle East peace. The problems 
of Lebanon are distinct and must be addressed whenever 


possible separately from our Middle East peace initiative, 
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but both tasks must be carried on without delay. The 
; ¢ 
President will therefore dispatch Ambassador Draper to 





Lebanon this weekend, while we also continue to work 
on the overall peace initiative. 

The President's statement last week began a 
fresh start on the Arab-Israeli dispute. The fundamental 
problems involved are of universal concern not just to 
the people of the region, but to the United States and other 
countries as well. The events of the last month have 


demonstrated that we Americans have a special responsibility 


in the efforts to bring peace to the area. No one else 
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has the credibility -- and therefore the ability -- to 
provide the crucial link to all sides. 

the President's Middle East peace initiative is 
based on an intensive and detailed review of the problem 
by the President and his advisors. We have discussed 
the issues in detail with members of this Committee and 
others in the Congress, with former government officials, 
and many other knowledgeable people. The paramount 
conclusions of that review are that (1) it is time to 
addrcss, forcefully and directly, the underlying Palestinian 
issues, and (2) genuine success depends upon broadening 
participation in the negotiations to include, as 
envisaged in the Camp David Accords, Egypt, Israel, Jordan, 
and the representatives of the Palestinian people. 

In taking this initiative, the President 


established two conditions -- we will remain firmly 
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committed both to the principles of the Camp David 





Accords and to the security of Israel. The Camp David 
framework has one key element that all other peace plans 

lack -- it has been successful: it produced the only 

treaty of peace between Israel and an Arab country, and 

the completion of the disengagement and return of the Sinai. 
Moreover, the Camp David framework has the necessary room 

for negotiations to fulfill the legitimate rights of the 
Palestinian people and to reach peace treaties between 

Israel and her neighbors. As President Carter said a week 
ago, “There is absolutely nothing in the President's speech... 
nor in the information he sent to the Israelis which is contrary 
to either the letter or the spirit of Camp David. It is 
absolutely compatible with the Camp David agreement.” Our 
initiative will give the provisions of Camp David their full 
meaning and a new dynamism. 

This renewed dynamism for the Camp David negotiations 
will ensure Israeli security, and we emphatically will 
require the product of the negotiations to do so. As the 
President's speech noted, this country, this Administration, 
and the President personally are committed to Israel's 
security. This same renewed dynamism also will provide 


appropriate regard to the “legitimate rights of the Palestinian 


people and their just requirements." Camp David itself calls 
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for the residents of the West Bank and Gaza and other 
Palestinians as agreed to participate in negotiating the 
two primary means of achieving those rights -- a five-year 
transitional period of autonomous self-government, and 
final status after the five-year transitional period. By 
renewing the process, we seek to fulfill the hope of Camp 
David -- Israel and her neighbors, Jordan, Egypt and the 
Palestinians engaged in fair, direct and successful 
negstiations on how they will all live together. 

The Camp David Accords provide that these negotiated 
arrangements on final status must be "just, comprehensive,... 
durable,” and “based on Security Council Resolutions 242 
and 338 in all their parts.” Security Council Resolution 242 
sets forth the two key principles: 

"(i) Withdrawal of Israeli armed forces from 
territories occupied... 

(ii) Termination of all claims or states of 
belligerency and respect for and acknowledgement of the 
sovereignty, territcrial integrity and political independence 
of every State in the area and their right to live in peace 
within secure and recognized boundaries free from threats or acts 


of force.” As it has often been summarized, peace for 
territory. 

We believe these principles apply on all fronts, but 
our position on the extent of withdrawal will be significantly 


influenced by the extent and nature of the peace and security 


arrangements being offered in return. Israel, Jordan, Egypt 
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and the elected representatives of the inhabitants of the 
West Bank and Gaza will negotiate the final boundaries, 
recognizing Palestinian legitimate rights, and securing 
what Resolution 338 calls a "just and durable peace.” 

We will support positions in those negotiations which we 
believe are fair. Those positions include: 


l. Israeli Sovereignty/Palestinian State: It is 





the President's belief that the Palestinian problem cannot 
be resolved through Israeli sovereignty or control over 
the West Bank and Gaza. Accordingly, we will not support 
such a solution. We will also not support the formation 
of a Palestinian state in those negotiations. There is no 
foundation of political support in Israel or in the United 
States for such a solution and peace cannot be achieved by 
that route. The preference we will pursue in the final 


status negotiations is some form of association of the 


West Bank and Gaza with Jordan. 
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2. Self-Determination: In the Middle East 





context, the term "self-determination" has been 
identified exclusively with the formation of a 
Palestinian state. We will not support this 


Gefinition of self-determination. We do believe 





that the Palestinians must take a leading role in 


determining their own future and fully support 


American Foreign 


the provision in the Camp David agreement providing 
for the elected representatives of the inhabitants 
of the West Bank and Gaza to decide how they shall 
govern themselves consistent with the provisions of 
their agreement in the final status negotiations. 


3. Jerusalem: We will fully support the 





position that Jerusalem must be undivided and that 
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its status must be determined through negotiations. 
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We do not recognize unilateral acts with respect to 





final status issues. 


4. Settlements: The status of Israeli settle- 





ments must be determined in the course of the final 
status negotiations. We will not support their con- 
tinuation as extraterritorial outposts, but neither 
will we support efforts to deny Jews the opportunity 
to live in the West Bank and Gaza under the duly 


constituted governmental authority there, as Arabs 


live in Israel. 
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Negotiations on the final status of the area 
will not start until a self-governing authority for 

“F the territories is firmly in place. Negotiations 
about the transitional phase have been in progress 


for the last three years. In those negotiations we 


Foreign 





have consistently expressed our views to our nego- 
tiating partners, Israel and Egypt, as issues arose. 
Most recently, we informed our partners of how these 
separate expressions fit into the overall view of 


Palestinian self-government during a transitional 


7. easter Sw 


period. 
In our view, the objective of the transitional 
period is the peaceful and orderly transfer of 


authority from Israel to the Palestinian inhabitants, 
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while ensuring that all necessary measures are taken 
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to assure Israeli security. 

We have emphasized that this period is a 
transitional status, not final, and that therefore 
the provisions relating to it should not prejudice 


the final status. 


In light of those views, we have told our partners 
that we have supported and will continue to support: 

-- The “definition of full autonomy giving the 
Palestinian inhabitants real authority over themselves, 


the land, and its resources subject to fair safeguards 


on water. 
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-- The inclusion of economic, commercial, social 
and cultural ties between the West Bank, Gaza and 


Jordan. 

-- Participation by the Palestinian inhabitants 
of East Jerusalem in the election for the West Bank/ 
Gaza authority. 

-- Progressive Palestinian responsibility for 


internal security based on capability and performance... 


Using those same standards, we have opposed and 
will continue to oppose: 
-- Dismantlement of existing settlements, 


-- Provisions which represent a threat to 


Israel's security. 


As the President noted in his speech, we are 
attempting to reinvigorate the autonomy negotiations. 
That effort would be assisted to a great extent by a 
freeze of the Israeli settlements in the occupied 
territories, which was requested during the Camp 
David negotiations. Our concern is not with their 
legality or illegality, but with their effect on the 
peace process. 

The President's initiative foliows over three 


years of active negotiations, continuous discussions 
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of the issues involved over the same period, and, 
most recently, two trips to the Middle East by the 
Secretary of State this year, and additional trips 

by Ambassador Fairbanks and by others working on the 
negotiations. We have put these ideas in some detail 
to the Israelis and the key Arab states, including 
Jordan and Egypt. They are now examining the 
proposals. it would be surprising if they liked or 
disliked all of them. We have received reactions 
from some of our interlocutors. We are studying those 
reactions. We confidently expect to coatings our 
discussions. 

Mr. Chairman, after the President's speech, you 
were quoted as commending the President for having 
said "what must be said." Those words are most apt -- 
for we are articulating a reasonable basis for a 
negotiated compromise among the parties. We emphasize 
that any agreement must be based on the free give-and- 
take of the negotiating process. We do not guarantee . 
to any party the outcome of the negotiations on any | 
issue. The President has now stated publicly some 
U.S. positions on key issues. We now call for the 


parties contemplated by the Camp David agreement to 


join us in seeking peace. 
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In launching this initiative, the bebebdiat 
determined that he would stay fully involved and 
fully committed to the principles he enunciated. 

We will be working hard over the next weeks in light 
of the new dynamic the initiative introduces to bring 
the peace process forward. I vledge to you that we 
will be exercising the creativity, the persistence, 
and the dogged determination to succeed which marked | 
the successful effort in Beirut. I also emphasize to 
you that we recognize that our effort is to bring a 
lasting, effective and just peace to this area. 

That goal can hardly be accomplished in a few short 
weeks. We ask you to stay with the President in his 
determination to sustain this effort and to look for 
the long term, just solution. We believe, deeply and 
purposefully, that peace can come between Arabs and 


Jews. No creater purpose can be placed before us all 


than a just and lasting peace. 
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OrFENING STATEMENT SY SECRETARY OF STATE SEUCLTZ 
SEFTORE TEES SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE 


Mz. Chaizman, Distin¢guisnec Senators, 

=I am very pleased to have this opportunity to E€iscuss 
with vou the Aézinistration's: recent policy steps in 
she Miccle East. We have Segun actions of 2a wiée rance 
anc of immense importance. The positive bipartisan 
Support for Presicent Reacan's peace initiative has been 
evicgent tc us ané is deeply appreciateé. That support is 
essential to the cenéuct of @ vigorous ané creative foreicn 
pclicy anc, accoréincly, I Geeply appreciate vour willincness 
to meet with me on short notice. | 

AR little over two months ago, I came before you as a 
nominee for Secretary of State. In those hearings, we were 
ail clearly cencerneé about the problems presented by the 
Miééie East ané the Palestinian issues in part icular. I 
emphasizeé then cur efforts to secure a cease fire in Lebanon, 
as che first stes> towaré ovr coal cf a unitec, sovereicn 
Lebanon, freecé from foreicn forces. I also emphasizec the 


importance of Israeli security enc overall peece, while 


<heir just recuirements. 
Since then, nct just vour attenticn Sut the worlc's 
ezcenzticn was focuseé on the Micéle East, enc particularly 


cn cur €isiemaetic effcrts <=here te enc the Sicocshec, anc 


successiul evecvation cf the PLO from Eeirvt, we rave evened 
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TS TRS NExt Ste>s necessary for peece: <zhe withéraewal cf 
aii fcreisen ferces fren Lebanon ané the restcretion of 
centreéi authority in thet country, ané, of srime impertance, 
the reinviccration of the Camp Davie peace srocess in an 
effert to rescive fairly the underlying Arab-Israeli ¢ispute. 

Lebanen, ci course, hes sufferec crievously over the 
last several months, let aione the last several vears. 
Phil Babib's ané Morris Draper's successful necotiation 
cf the withérewal of the PLO from Beirut established the 
first shase of our approach to the problem in Lebénon. The 
U.S. Marine contingent in the Multinational Force completed its 
withérawal from Beirut at 2:00 this morning, well within the 30- 
€av cerioé the President specified in his notification to you. 
The French and Italian contincents will begin their with- 
ézawal soon. The Government of Lebanon, meanwhile, is work- 
inc carefully but ‘surely to reestablish authority over all 
tarts of Beirut, with the Lebanese Army anc police increasinely 
essumine security responsibilities in the city. 

m seconé phase in cur Lebanon Ciplomacy is now before us. 
Bs 211 of you know, the President is sencine Ambasseccr Draper 
to Lebaencn to becin necotiations on witherawal cl fcreien 
forces frcem <hat country. The President has mece it clear 


chat ne verscnally intends to stay fuliy encecec in efforts 


recocnizeé beréers. The withérawal cf e212 fereicn military 
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Scrces <crcom Ledenon must be accomsanieé by <he creation 


cf conéitions in scuthern Lebanon t6 preserve Israeli 
security. In the immeciate future, we will seek a further 
sta>iiization in the situation in Beirut. We must create 
an enviromment in Lebanon that will allow she newly elected. 
LeSanese covernment -- free of outsice pressure or imposeé 
solutions -- to carry on with its task of national 
reconciliation. The desperate need for economic reconstruction 
can de well servecé throuch such reconciliation ané the with- 
Grawal of fereicn forces. 

The U.S. is a staunch friend of the Lebanese people 
ang will be a cooé partner in Lebanon's couraceous effort to 
rebuild its economy and to strengthen its national institutions. 
We will exercise our responsibility and cuty to cive every 
Co>crtenity to the Lebanese themselves to recreate a united 
Sut pluralistic society behind stron¢e leaéershi> from their 
newly electec presicent. We also look forwaré to cooperating 
with appropriate international institutions in the effert ¢ 


ameliorate the cestruction caused by the lone anc most unr- 


These efforts tO rebuilcé Lebanon enc strencthen its 
institutions can enly be nelpecé by procress in the overall 
search for a Miééle East pesce. The probiems cl Lebanon are 


éisctincz ané must de eccressec whenever sossitlie se>aracelv 


fzom our Miééle Easz peace initiative, Sut Scth casks must se 


Casrieé cn withovt celay. The Presicent wile therefore Cissaten 








axbesseccr Dra>er to Lebanen this weekené, while we alse 


When I was before you in the confirmaticn hearinces, 


s notec our commitment to solving the Palestinian problem ° 





within the Camp David framework. Richt after your vote 
to report my nomination favorably to the full Senate, the 
Presicent instrzucteé me that he wisheé hich priority be 


placec on acéressing the underlying Arab-Israeli cispute, 





especially <he Falestinian issues. 

The President's statement last week becan a fresh 
start on the Arab-Israeli dispute. The fundamental 
problems involvec are of universal concern aot just to 
the pecplie of she region, but to the United States and 
cther countries as well. The events of the last month have 


éemenstrateé thet we Americans have a special responsibility 
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she creéibility -- ané therefore the ability -- to srovice 
she crucial link to all sides. 

The Presigent's Midéle East peace initiative is basec 
en an intensive ané éetailec review cf the sroblem. We have 


éiscussecé «ne issves in €ertail with members cf <=his Committee 





ané cthers in the Concress, with former covernment ctficials, 
ané many cther knowlecceable seople. The saramount con- 
Clusicns cf that review are that (1) it iS time to accress, 
forcefully ané €irectly, the undéerlyine Peiestinian issues, 


ané (2) cenvine success Cepencés upcn Srcoacenine saercicipation 


in the necetiaticns co include, es envisaceé in che Cams cavic 
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acccres, Ecvpt, Israel, cSoréan, ené che rerresencactives 


in takine this initiative, the President esteblisheé 
swe concitions -- we will remain fully committceé to both 
the principles of the Camp David Accords ané te <he securit 
cf Israel. The Camp Davié framework has one key element 
shat 211 cther peace plans lack -- it has been success ful: 
preéuceé the only treaty of peace between Iszr2el ané an 
Arad country, enc the completicn of the Ccisencaecement ané 
return cf the Sinai. Moreover, the Camp Davie framework has 
she necessary room for negotiations to fulfill the lecitimate 
tichts of <he Palestinian people and to reach peace treaties ; 
cween Israel anc her neighbors. As Presicent Carter said 
a week aco, “There is absolutely nothine in the President's 
speech...nozr in the information he senz tc «he Israelis which 
is contrary to either the letter or the spirit ct Camp Davie. 


Iz is absolutely compatible with the Camp Davie acreement." 


221 meanine anc a new C€vnanmisn. 

Thi s.senewec Cynamism for the Camp Davic necctiations 
will ensuse Israeli security, ené we emphatically will recuire 
she proéuct ct che necctiations tc ¢o sc. As the President’ 
sseech netec, this country, chis Acministration, ene the 
Presi¢enz perscnéiliy are committec to iszee-'s securcty. 

This same renewec ¢ynamism also will srevice eésprorriacte 


: -é 26 che “.eeicin sichts cf the Falesiinian sectie 
egasc oa = age = 2¢nt Pec: 
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anc zheir> just recucirements." Cams Devié itself calls 


<cz> =ne resicents ct the West Sank ené Gaze ané cther 
Falestinians as ecreec to participate in necotiatine the 


swO primary meens ct achieving those richts -- a five-year 






transitional per ioe of autoncmous self-covernment, ané 
sonal status atvcer the five-year transitional period. By 
renewing she process, we seek te fulfill the hope of Camp 


Davic -- Israel ané her neicshbors, Joréan, Ec 


aleszinians encacecé in fair, direct and successful 
necotiaticns on how they will all live tcocether. 

The Cams Davié Accords provide that these necotiated 
@az=rancements on final status must be "just, comrrehensive,... 
curable,” ané "baseé on Security Council Resolutions 242 
ané 338 in all their parts." Security Countil Resolution 242 


sezs forth <he swo key principles: 
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"(i) Withérawal of Israeli azrmeé forces from 
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territories occupiec... 


’ 

| 
3 
mo 


rmination of all claims or states c= bellicerency 
ancé respecz fer anc acknowledcement of the sovereicnty, 
| territorial intecrity ané political inéepenéence cf every 
i Stace in the area anc their richt to live in peace within 


secure anc recocnizecé bouncaries free from threats cr acts 


| 
, . 
cf force." As it has cften deen summarizeé, peace for 


Ye believe <nese srincisles appliv cn ail frcnts, dut 


: 
Cer position on the extenz cf witherawal wile 


Se signitscancly 
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infleenceé By the extent ané nature of the peece ané 
securiczy errancements beinc off fered in recurn. Israel, 


coreéén, Sevpt anc the electec representatives of the 
inhabitants of the West Sank ané Gaza will negotiate’ the 
final Souncaries, recognizing Palestinian lecitimate rights, 
anc securing wiat Resolution 338 calls a “just ance durable 
peace." We will support positions in those necotiations 


which we believe are fair. Those positions incluce: 


1. Israeli Sovereicnty/Palestinian State: It is the 





Presicent's belie that the Palestinian problem cannot be 
rescivesé throuch Israeli sovereignty er contrcl cver the 
West Bank ané Gaza. Accordingly, we will not support such 
@ solution. We will also not support the formation of a 
Paleszinian state in those necotiations. There is no 
fcunéaticn cf pelitical support in Israel or in the United 
tates for such 2@ solution and peace cannot de achievec by 
that route. The preference we will pursue in the final 
status neccziations is some form cf essociation of the West 


Senk ané Gaza with Joréan. 


Ww 
" 





e)1*-Determinaticon. In the Miééle East context, 


the texm "“self-determination” has been identiltiec exciusively 


with the formation cf @ Felestinian state. We will act 


Sipocrt this é€efinicicn cof selii-cecerminaticn. We co believe 


that the Falestinians must take a leaéine role in Cectermininge 


wre anc Sully seppert the provisicn in the 


ar 


Cams Savié ecreemen= Srovicing for she erectec resresentactives 
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themselves consistent with che 
= ecreement in the final status neco<ie- 


We will fully supper = the positicna 
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unilateral 


4. Settlements: 


Sezesaiem must 
through necsotiations. 


acts with zespe 


be unéivicgeé 2zné thet its st2tvs must 


We cco not recognize 
nal status issues. 


ze 
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The status of Israeli settlements 





must be €eterminedc 


necotiations. We 
2s ext 
effor 


Sank ané Geza une 


reterriteorieal 


<s to ceny Jews the opportunity to 


in the course of che final status 


will not support their cont 


outposts, but neither will we support 


inuation 


live in the West 


she duly constituted governmental 


astnacrity there, as Arabs live in Isreel. 


=s fimsmlyv in place. 


shase have been in 


nese necotiaticons 


sO Our negotiating 


-ecentiv, we 


* . << < 
expressions fit in 


In cer view, 


-s t=he peaceful 


sell-cover 


ané créeriv cransfer cs 


tions cn the final status of che area will not 


ning authority for the 


Necotiations about the transitional 


procress for the iast three vears. in. 


we have consistentiy expressec cur views 


vartners, Israel anc Egyrrt, és issves ercse. 


infeormmecé our partners of how these serarate 
sc cur overall view ct Faiestinian seli- 


she cbsective of the transitional 
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so wane Falesccnian inhabitants, while ensurine <haec< ali 


necessary measures are taken to assure Israeli seczrit 


=—a =e oS 


we have emphasizec tha 


ct 
t 
’ 
+ 
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perioc is transitional, 





= 
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net final, ance that therefore the provisions relating to i 
shouic act srejucice the final status. 

im li¢cht cf those views, we have tclé cur paercners 
that we have supporteé anc will continue to suppors: 

-- The cefinition of full autcnomy giving the 
Palestinian inhabitants real authority over chemselves, 
the lané, and its resources subject to fair safecuarés 
cn water. 

-- The inclusion of economic, commercial, social 
ané cultural ties between the West Bank, Gaza ané Jordan. 

-- Participation by the Palestinian inhabitants 


cf Eas= Jerusalem in the election for the West Bank/ 


-- Procressive Palestinian responsibility for internal 


security basec on capability anc. performance. 


Using those same stancéarés, we have opposed anc wilt 
cencinue tO oppose: 
-- Disn lemenz ct existine settlements, 


-- Provisions which represent a shreat to Israel's 


aS whe Presiéenzt actec in his speecn, we ere atcemptine 


s¢ seinvicorate che autonomy neccciaticns. Tract effore woulé 
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te essistec tO & crezt extent by e freeze cf the Israeli 
s@=zlements in the occusiecé territories, which was recuesteéc 
éssing che Camp Davic necotiations. Orr cencern :s not with 
their lecality or illecality, but with theirs effects on the 
peace srocess. 

The Presicent's initiative fclilows over <hree years 
cf active necotiations, continuous discussions of the issues 
invelvec cver the same period, and, most recently, two trips 
tc the Miccle East Sy the Secretary of State this veer, ané 
acciticnal trips by Ambassador Fairbanks ane by cthers work- 
ing on she negotiations. We have put these ideas in some 
Getail to the Israelis and the key Arab states, including 


Jozréan ane Ecypt. They are now examinine the pr 


O 


posals. It 
woulé be surprising if they liked or dGislikec all of them. We 
have receivec reactions from some cf our interlocutors. We 
are stucying those reactions. We confticently expect to con=- 
cinve ovr ¢iscussions, with the Israelis, with che Arad 
countries, anc with other friendly covernments. 

The President hes now erticulateé e reasonable basis for 
@ neccciatec ceomsromise amon¢e the pasties. We emshaesize that 
my acreement must 5e Sasec on she free Cive-ané-cake of che 
necctiating process. We do not cuarantee tO any party the 


Cztceme cf the necoctiations cn any issue. The Presicent has 


mow sctateé subiiciv some U.S. positions on xey issves. Wwe 


new cali for che sercties contemplatecé Sy cne Cams cavic acree- 
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encouragement that you and the members of this committee have 
given. Your emphasis in several interviews on the deep 
yearning for peace in the countries and peoples of this area; 
Senator Cranston's and Senator Boschwitz's support for the 


effort to broaden the process and involve the Jordanians and 





: ; 
dal 
9 . 
had her cat a eS AN 


representatives of the Palestinians; and Senator Mathias’ 
emphasis on the need for all to address this problem 
objectively are indications that the Congress and the | 
Administration are together, focused on this essential task. 
As you put it, "there just isn't an alternative for finding a 
basis for lasting peace.... think what could happen to this 
area in the Middle East if peace is found, and a basis for 
working together with its Arab neighbors is found by Israel 


and its Arab neighbors." 


eee eter one eeee es eee ome e oe. o-—w- oas- oe @~-. = 0 


We now have the initial formal reactions from the Israeli 
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government and the Arab League Summit. The Israeli government, 


a . 


| | 
support7d by a vote of the Knesset, has opposed the President's | 
proposals. While not directly addressing the President's 


proposals, the Arab League Summit has put forward its own 


- oe 


proposals, key elements of which are at variance with our 


es 


proposals. The President stands firmly behind his proposals. 
The reactions of the Israeli government and of the Arab League 
are clear and graphic evidence that the position of both sides 


must be negotiated if we are to bring genuine peace and security 


to this troubled region. 
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The epenine positions have been announcec. Now is the time 
for quiet diplomacy to pursue the President's initiative ané 
bring it to fruition. 

In launchine this initiative, the President determined that 
he woulé stay fully involved and fully committed to the 
principles he enunciated. We will be working hard over the 
next weeks in light of the new Gynamic the initiative 
introduces to brine the peace process forwarc. I pledge to you 
that we will be exercising the creativity, the persistence, and 
the docced determination to succeed which markec the successful 
effort in Beirut. I also emphasize to you that we recognize 
that our effort is to bring a lasting, effective and just peace 
to this area. That goal can hardly be accomplished in a few 


short weeks. We ask vou to stay with the President in his: 


Getermination to sustain ‘this effort and to look for the long 


term, just solution. We believe, deeply and purposefully, that 
peace can come Detween Arabs and Jews. No greater purpose can 


be placecé before us all than a just and lasting peace. 
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THE QUEST FOR PEACE 





(Address to the United Jewish Appeal by 
George P. Shultz, Secretary of State, 
New York City, Sept. 12, 1982) 





My Friends and Fellow Americans: 
No theme is mcre appropriate for my first speech 


as Secretary of State than the theme of peace. No objective 


ee ee ernest 


we share is more worthy or more elusive: to attain it 


requires realism, strength, the capacity to run risks, and 


Soe! RAS 


the ability to gather trust. It takes sustained good will to 


‘ L Apt? me. Te 


build up that trust. And it takes serious, fair, and direct 
bargaining at the negotiating table to hammer out workable 
and durable agreements. 

If we needed any reminder, events of this year make it 


Cal . 
RE, 


clear that we do not live in a world of peace. Scarcely 
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a region of the developing world -- where peace is crucial 
for social and economic growth -- has been spared. From 
Indochina to the Horn of Africa, from the Persian Gulf and 
Afghanistan to the tip of South America, wars raged with 
frightening intensity and tragic results. Some cases, such 
as the Soviets' imperialistic war in Afghanistan, are new 
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conflicts where one nation is seeking to extend its power and 
control. But much of the violence we witnessed this year, 
including the war over the Falklands, represented only the : 
latest outbreak of long-smouldering disputes. Mankind has 
advanced his capacity to wage war. But his ability to 


settle disputes peacefully and to prevent violence remains 


primitive. 
We have clear codes of international morality and law. 


From the words of the prophets to the rhetoric of Twentieth 
Century statesmen, mankind has set out standards for 
individual and international behavior. Over the last two 
centuries, nations have formed international bodies to 
adjudicate disputes, resolve conflicts, and promote peace. 
But the ideal of a world at peace has remained, and will 
remain, a mirage until nations pursue, as a matter of 
course, policies rooted in mutual respect and aimed at 
forging and fostering a just international order. 

| The formula for peace often requires that we convince 
our adversaries of the strength of our forces and of our 
will to defend liberty and security. That same formula 
demands that we stand prepared to meet with our adversaries 
and work with them to bridge differences. Despite the 
catalogue of troubles around the world, there are great 


opportunities and practical possibilities before us today. 











al No. 278 
The pursuit of peace with freedom, security, and justice 
is the essence of America's foreign policy. Our country's 
commitment to peace is beyond doubt, based on our creative, 


unrelenting efforts in that cause. 





The past year has been a year rich in American efforts 
for peace. At the President's direction, and with the 
commitment of American peace-keeping forces, Secretary Haig 
; took the lead in creating the multinational force that helped 
make good on the historic Israeli move for peace: withdrawal 
from the Sinai. Deputy Secretary of State Walter Stoessel 
worked intensively in the crucial final weeks to assure that 
achievement. Ours was the nation that made a major effort 
to head off the tragic war in the South Atlantic. We have 
continued tiie effort to find peaceful and just settlements to the 
fichting in Indochina and Afghanistan. With all America behind 


him -- including, once again our dedicated men in uniform -- 
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Phil Habib used every ounce of his legendary skill and stamina 
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to prevent a tragic denouement of the war in Lebanon. We are 

} currently engaged in a major diplomatic effort to achieve 
Namibian independence and lasting security in southern Africa. 
We have provided vigorous backing for the international efforts 
that secured Libya's withdrawal from Chad. And to ease the 


dangers of nuclear war, the President has proposed major 


reductions of US and Soviet nuclear weapons, and has offered 
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new proposals to advance the talks on the reduction of 
conventional forces. 

International institutions and resolutions for peace 
need practical efforts to give them life. Mankind has made 
astonishing technological and material leaps in the last 
40 years. But we must make equally dramatic gains in the 
political realm if we are to bequeath a safe and secure 
world of peace to our children. 

I believe we can make those gains. Strength of arms 
and of will are essential, but no more so than the ability 
to find that winning mixture of courage and realism. No 
matter what the obstacles, we must persevere -- for there 
are no more noble nor important goals than peace, freedom 
and security. 


The President's Peace Initiative 





These principles apply fully to that set of goals 
foremost in our thoughts today -- peace in the Middle East, 
and security and success for Israel and her Arab neighbors. 
No one who has walked the streets of Jerusalem and Tel 
Aviv and who has talked at length with as many Israeli 
people as I have can doubt that they want peace and security, 
and I am dedicated to helping them achieve both. 

Against the backdrop of confrontation, despair, and fear 
that have characterized the search for peace in the Middle 
East, three key documents spell out how peace might be made 


a reality: 
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The first is UN Security Council Resolution 242, which: 


established the basis for a negotiating process founded on 






the idea of an exchanae of territory for real peace. 

The second is the Camp David Accords, which -- in the 
Egypt-Israel Peace Treaty -- led directly to the realization 
of such an exchange of territory for peace. Camp David calls 
for a “just, comprehensive, and durable” Middle East peace 


Sephainte 


based on Resolution 242, but builds on it as well by calling 
for a solution that recognizes “the legitimate rights of the 


% ede 


Palestinian people and their just requirements" and a 


Ls 


"resolution of the Palestinian problem in all its aspects." 
And third, there is the President's speect of September 1. 


Vere, Ot. 


This historic address builds on the earlier documents by 


. >” 43 


stating categorically that our approach to peace will 
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continue to be based on Resolution 242, with its concept of 
; . an exchange of territory for peace, and the Camp David 
Accords, which provide for Palestinian self-government with 
full guarantees for Israel's security. 


While I cannot summarize for you the totality of a rich 


and complex speech, I would like to review four important 
points made by the President. 
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-- First, there should be full safecuards for Israeli 
security, both internal and external, throughout a 


the transitional period and beyond. The President 





has made this forcefully clear. 


Foreign 


-- Second, as stated in Camp David, there should be a 


: 


transitional period of five years during which the 
Palestinians of the West Bank and Gaza should be 


PEAS 18 


permitted to exercise full autonomy. 
-- Third, the U.S. believes that peace cannot be 


achieved on the basis of Israeli sovereignty 


r el Vu 5 * i+ 


over the West Bank and Gaza, but must be based 
on Resolution 242's formula of an exchance of 


territory for peace. Our preference is for self- 
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government by the Palestinians in association 


ie - _ 
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with Jordan, with the extent of withdrawal 


"“Declassified for Publication in American 


determined by the quality of peace offered in 


sh ; 


return. 


-- Fourth, the United States also believes that peace 
cannot be achieved by the creation of an independent 
Palestinian state on the West Bank and Gaza. The 
President has stated clearly and unequivocally that 
we will not support an independent Palestinian state 


in the territories. P 
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One section of the President's speech especially 
deserves reading tonight word for word, because it did not 
appear in the text printed in the New York Times. But don't 
blame the Times. The passage was inserted by the President 
at the very last minute -- after the press had received 
their copies. It was put in because the President wanted 
to speak from his heart to the people of Israel. 

The President said this: 

"I have personally followed and supported Israel's 
heroic struggle for survival ever since the 
founding of the State of Israel 34 years ago. In 
the pre-1967 borders, Israel was barely 10 miles 
wide at its narrowest point. The bulk of Israel's 
population lived within artillery range of hos- 
tile Arab armies. I am not about to ask Israel 
to live that way again.*® 

Those words represent the President's, and America's, 
fundamental commitment to Israeli security and to genuine 
peace. Our commitment Grows out of a sense of moral obligation 
but also out of strategic interest. A strong, secure Israel 
is in our interests and the interests of peace. There will be 


no peace without Israeli security, but Israel will never be 


secure without peace. Our vision of the future on the 
West Bank is one guided by a vision of a secure Israel. 
living with defensible borders and by our abiding belief 
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that it is not in Israel's long-term interests to try to 
rule over the more than one million Palestinians living 
in the West Bank and Gaza. 

Approval for the President's initiative is gathering 
force and momentum, both here at home and abroad. I believe it 
will gather more and more support as people read and study that 
speech carefully. The same is true of the Camp David Accords 
on which the President's speech is based. Those who do take 
the time to read those historic documents soon recognize the 
genius of Camp David. It is an accomplishment that is a 
tribute to the statesmanship of the leaders of three great 
nations -- Prime Minister Begin, the late President Sadat, 
and our own President Carter. | 
The Opportunity of the Present 

Despite the many dark periods of stagnation, setback, 
and delay since 1967, a look at <h long-term trend in the 
Middle East is encouraging. After a quarter-century of 
sterile conflict and confrontation, the past decade has seen a 
building momentum towards peace. Three negotiated disengage- 
ment agreements have been signed. President Sadat paid his 


historic and stirring visit to Jerusalem. There was the 


great achievement of the Camp David framework; and the 
signing in 1979 and fulfillment this past April, of the 
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first treaty of peace between Israel and an Arab neighbor -- 
a treaty that is a tribute to the willingness of the people 
of Israel and of Prime Minister Begin to take risks for. 
peace. I say the first treaty because there must be -- and’ 
there will be -- more to come. Por only in the context of 
true peace, freely negotiated, can tiere be true security 


for Israel and her neighbors. 
Nothing is more crucial than building on this momentum. 


But, as has been obvious to all, the stalemate in the autonomy 
talks over the past two or more years, and the outbreak of 
major military conflict this past summer, pose a grave 


threat to further progress. 


In these circumstances, President Reagan decided that 
the time had come for renewed American leadership. He acted, 
as well, because the Middle East today is at a moment of 
unprecedented opportunity: Israel, the moderate Arab states, 
the Palestinians, and the United States are all affected, 
and all now face the choice between hope and frustration, 
between peace and conflict. 

-- Israel has demonstrated once again, at tragic cost, 
that it will not be defeated militarily. If Israel's 
adversaries want peace and justice they must recognize, 
Clearly and explicitly, the right of the State of Israel to 
exist, and they must enter, as President Reagan said, “direct, 
hard, and fair" negotiations with Israel. When they do, Israel 
then has the chance to translate ailitary strength into 


peace, the only long-term security. 
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-- For the moderate Arabs, there is the opportunity 





to demonstrate that the course of negotiations can produce 
results and serve their vital interests. For Lebanon, there 
is now a second chance; the chance once again to be free, 
prosperous, and democratic, posing no threat to its neighbors 
and serving as a stable bridge between the West and the Arab 
world. 

-- The Palestinians now confront a great decision: 
whether to continue down the self-destructive road of armed 
struggle, which has only produced tragedy for the Palestinian 
people, or to seize the opportunity to affect their destiny by 
way of the peace process. The Camp David framework upholds the 
importance of self-government for the Palestinians of the West 
Bank and Gaza. And it provides Palestinian representatives the 
right to participate in the determination of their future at 
every step in that process. 

-- For the United States, the brilliant, dogaed diplomatic 
achievement of Presidential emissary Phil Habib has shown 
America's determination and ability to promote just and peaceful 
solutions to the problems of the area. His work is but the 
latest evidence of how crucial is the help of the United States 
if the peoples and nations of the region are to stop the fighting, 
construct solid agreements, and prevent wars between Arabs 
and Israelis from again threatening to become the focal 
on of global conflict. | 


In his historic address to the Israeli Knesset, Anwar Sadat 


spoke of “moments in the lives of nations and peoples when it is 
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incumbent upon those known for their wisdom and clarity of 
vision, to penetrate beyond the past, with all its complexities 
and vain memories, in a bold drive toward new horizons." The 
present is such a moment for us all. 

The President has offered a challenge -- the challenge of 
peace -- to Israelis and Arabs alike. Everyone talks so 
much about peace that it requires some effort to stop and 
comprehend what it really can mean. Relief from the horrible 
burden of war can unleash the full development of human 
potential, promising even greater creativity in the arts and 
sciences. Peace offers new economic possibilities -- when 
the defense burden is lightened -- to build a better life at 
home and contribute to the prosperity of t'« region and the 
world. Peace can mean: fruitful economic cooperation between 
Israel and her neighbors. Imagine how the genius of the 
Israeli nation could flourish if it were freed from the 
physical and psychological burdens imposed by the continuing 
state of conflict. Imagine the enormous contribution that 
the peoples of this region -- so rich in spiritual strength 
-- could make to all mankind. 


The Challenge to Israel 





The challenge that the President has offered to Israel is 
to extend its hand to welcome wider participation in the peace 
process. Israel has demonstrated once more its military strength 


and bravery. But we all recognize that while true peace requires 


military strength, strength alone is not enough; true peace 
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can only be achieved through lasting negotiated agreements iead- 
ing ultimately to friendly cooperation between Israel and her 
neighbors. 

In the 1948 War of Independence Israe) lost 6,000 dead, 
out of a population that was much smaller than it is today; 
it lost nearly 200 dead in 1956; nearly 700 in 1967, and 
hundreds more in the War of Attrition that lasted until 
1970; 2,800 young Israelis were killed in the 1973 war; and 
more than 300 in 1982. 

That terrible cycle of death and suffering must end. The 
evacuation of the PLO from Beirut and the forceful demonstration 
of Israeli capability make this an altogether unique moment, a 
moment of opportunity to end this cycle. Triumphs of statecraft 
are decisions which join opportunity with action. If this 
opportunity is allowed to pass it may never come again. 

The challenge Israel faces now is to combine diplomacy 
with power to build an enduring political settlement. There 
is nothing that says that Palestinian self-government in 
association with Jordan must lead inevitably to a Palestinian 
state. The President has said that we will not support such an 
outcome. It is not beyond the reach of diplomacy to create, 
nor Israeli military power to ensure, that agreed arrangements 
for the West Bank will not erode over time. US determination 


that concrete, iron-clad arrangements for the security of 


Israel accompany the ultimate resolution of the Palestinian 











an Foreign 4 
ai ib. Bl ae SRE i ¥ ‘agh F ' 


; Publication i 
Policy Current Documents, — 


VEC lassified for 





-13- No. 278 
guestion is heightened, not diminished, by the fact that we 
have views on a desirable direction for the negotiations. 

The crucial point is that when it comes to safeguarding 
the long-term security of Israel, the friendship and resolve 


of the United States are second in importance only to Israel's 


own resolution and strength. And, in the final analysis, that 


friendship and resolve deserve, in return, to be reciprocated 
by a willingness to listen with an open mind to the views of 


others. But let me be clear: we have a right to be heard 


but we have no intention of using our support for Israel's 
security as a way of imposing our views. 

We must not underestimate the dilemmas and risks that Israel 
faces in opting for negotiations, but they are dwarfed by those 
created by a continuation of the status quo. The United States 
recognizes its obligations, as the principal supporter of Israel's 


security, to be understanding of Israel's specific circumstances 


in the negotiating process. The President has urged consideration 


of his proposals in the context of negotiations, to be undertaken 
without preconditions and with no thought of imposed solutions. 

That is why the United States particularly asked that the 
parties themselves not preclude possible outcomes by concrete 
and perhaps irreversible actions undertaken before the process 
of negotiation is completed. While we support the right of 


Jews to live in peace on the West Bank and Gaza under the duly 
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constituted governmental authority there -- just as Arabs live 
in Israel -- we regard the continuation of settlement activity 
prior to the conclusion of negotiations as detrimental to the ~— 
peace process. 


The Challenge to the Arabs 





The President has offered a fundamental challenge to the 
Arabs as well. It is time for the Arab world to recognize the 
opportunity provided by Camp David. T « path of rejection has 
achieved nothing but tragedy, particularly for the Palestinians. 
Surely, the pattern of agonies of this capable and courageous 
people must not be repeated. Alternatively, the Camp David 
process and the President's fresh start offers a promise of 
resolution with honor and justice to those with the wisdom to 
join the peace process. ‘But it also implies a corollary: 
those who fail to join will miss a precious opportunity -- 
an opportunity Ser peeee that may not come again soon. 

The. absence of Jordan and representatives of the Palestinian 
inhabitants of the occupied territories from the negotiations has 
been the crucial missing link in the Camp David process. Success 
in the peace process depends on Arab support for these vital 
missing partners to join the negotiations and become partners 
for peace. We trust that support will be forthcoming soon. 

Our consultations with the Arab world will be designed to 
encourage such support. We recognize the risks to all parties, 


but the risks of failure are even greater. The Arab nations 


missed one chance for peace when they rejected the 1947 UN 
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partition plan. Then, for nearly two decades, they rejected 
the legitimacy of the boundaries within which Israelis lived 


so-insecurely prior to 1967. In 1978 they refused to support 


gn 
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Egypt when the Camp David Accords were signed. Today, the 

Arabs again have great opportunities: to move from belligerency 
to negotiation to peace and to work realistically and practically 
for the rights of the Palestinians. But these opportunities, 
like the previous ones, will not last forever. 


A "New Realiem" for Us All 





Thus for the Palestinians and other Arabs, and for Israel, 
this is indeed the moment, as the President said, for a “new 
realism." An element in that realism is that the United 
States has decided to state publicly where it stands on 


critical questions. There will be, as I have said, no 
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imposed solutions: any point agreed by Israel and its Arab 
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neighbors will not be opposed by us. But at the same time, 

the United States is now obligated, by reality and morality 
alike, to make known its views on what we believe is needed 

to reach a fair, workable, and lasting solution. This the 
President did on the first of September. The President's ‘ 
initiative contains firm American principles; we will not 

Gepart from them. As we move ahead the United States, as a 

full partner, will reserve the right to support positions on 
either side when we feel this is likely to promote fair 
agreement. And we will put forward our own proposals when 


appropriate, to the same end. I reiterate, however, that no 
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specific negotiated result is ruled out: that is the 
essence of the process. 

We must also recognize another reality: the positions 
now held by the potential partners in negotiations are widely 
at variance. The point however is this: any participant in 
this process -- including the United States, as a full 
partner -- is free to have and to enunciate its positions. 
Once views are expressed, the place, indeed the only place, 
to thrash out differences is at the bargaining table. If 
there were no differences of opinion, there would be no need 
for negotiations. 

The issues are complex, the emotions deep, the forces in 
the Middle East contentious, and the stakes so great. The 
wisdom of the peace process must spring from recognition of 
these facts. Bitterness dies hard, while trust grows slowly. 
President Reagan has now set out the lines of a fair and 
realistic solution; together with the other parties we 
should all come together to discuss and negotiate these 
matters. 

There is no need now to agree on any principle but one 
-- that is the need to come together at the bargaining 
table. To talk. To talk about differences; to talk about 
aspirations; to talk about peace. But in all events to 
talk. We ask for nothing more of any of the participants at 
the beginning of the process. And we have the deepest duty 


and obligation to ask for no less. 
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If it takes more time, we are prepared for that. But 
there are limits -- this opportunity must not be lost. One 
hundred and twenty years ago, Abraham Lincoln, speaking to | 
the Congress of the United States, said that “the dogmas of 
the past are inadequate to the present. The occasion is 
piled high with difficulty, and we must rise with the 
occasion. As the case is new, so we must think anew and act 
anew..." 

In this spirit, and with the vision, self-confidence, and 
mutual trust that has marked our relationship at its best 
moments, israel and America -- and our Arab friends, now and 


in the future -- can shape a life of dignity, justice, and 


true peace. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


September 13, 1982 
No. 279 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Committee on Ocean Dumping 


Notice of Meeting 


The Committee on Ocean Dumping, a subcommittee of the shipping 
Coordinating Committee, will hold an open meeting at 9:00 a.m. 
on Thursday, September 16, 1982 in room 1101 West Tower, Waterside 
Mall, Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M Street, S.W., Washington, 
d.C. 

The purpose of the meeting is to review position documents for 
the sixth meeting of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group on Dumping, a 
technical advisory group of the Convention on the Prevention of 
Marine Pollution by Dumping of Waste and Other Matter, scheduled 
to be held in Paris on September 27-October 1, 1982. 


Requests for further information should be directed to 
Ms. Norma Hughes, Executive Secretary, Committee on Ocean Dumping, 
Marine Protection Branch (WH-585), Environmental Protection Agency, 
Washington, D.C. 20460. Ms. Hughes may be reached by telephone 
on (202) 755-2927. 


The Chairman will entertain comments from the public as time 
permits. 


For further information contact: 
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STUDY GROUP 9 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group 9 of the 
U.S. Organization for the Intemational Radio Consultative 
Committee (CCIR) will meet on October 6, 1982, in Room 330, 
1200 19th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. (Federal Commmications 
Commission) at 9:30 a.m. 


Study Group 9 deals with questions relating to line-of- 
sight and trans-horizon radio-relay systems operating via 
terrestrial stations at frequencies above about 30 MHz. 

The main purposes of the meeting will be: 


1. Review of February, 1982 XVth Plenary Assembly; 
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2. Review of July, 1982 Conference Preparatory Meeting 
for the 1983 Regional Broadcasting Satellite Conference; 
3. Organization of work for the next study period. 
Members of the general public may attend the meeting and 
join in the discussicms subject to instructions of the 
Chairman. Requests for further information should be directed 


to Mr. Gordon Huffcutt, State Department, Washington, D.C. 20520, 
telephone (202) 632-2592. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Working Group on Radiocommunications of the Subcommittee 
on Safety of Life at Sea will conduct an open meeting at 9:00 a.m. 
on October 7, 1982, Room 8334-8336 of the Department of Transpor- 
tation, 400 7th St., S.W., Wash., D.C. 20590. 


The purpose of the meeting is to prepare position documents 
for the 25th session of the Subcommittee on Radiocommunications 
of the International Maritime Organization (IMO) to be held in 
London, December 13, 1982. The working group will discuss the 
following topics: 


-- maritime distress system; 

-- digital selective calling; 

-- matters related to the ITU WARC for Mobile 
telecommunications; 

-- matters related to CCIR Study Group 8 

-- satellite EPIRB's. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. For further information contact Mr. Richard Swanson, 
USCG, USCG (G-TPP-3/63), Wash., D.C. 20593. Telephone: (202) 
426-1231. 


For further information contact. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Working Group on Standards of Training and 
Watchkeeping of the Subcommittee on Safety of Life at 
Sea (SOLAS), a vart of the Shippine Coordinating 
Committee (SHC), will conduct an open meeting to be 
held on Tuesday, Octcber 12, 1982, at 2:90 P.M., in 
room 3291 of the U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 
Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. If additional 
time is needed, the meeting will be continued at 9:30 
A.M., Oomn Wednesday, October 13, 1982, in the same room 


of the same building. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss the 
followinc agenda items of the Sixteenth Session of the 
IMO Subcommittee on Standards of Training and Watch- 
keeping tentatively scheduled to commence on January 3l, 


1983. 
l. Matters relating to the 1978 STCW Convention. 


2. Training and certification of crews of fishing 
vessels. 


3. Training and qualifications of officers and 
ratings in the handling of hazardous or noxious 


dry chemicals in bulk. 
4. Revision of the Document for Guidance - 1975. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Captain R. A. 
Sutherland, U.S. Coast Guard Headcuarters (G-MYP/14), 
2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 
Telephone: (202) 426-1500. 


The Chairman will entertain comments from the 
public as time permits. 


For further informatian Ccorteact.: 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The U.S. SOLAS Subcommittee will conduct 2n open 
meeting on Tuesday, October 12, 1982, at 9:30 A.M., in 
room 3201 of the U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 
Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of this meeting will be to examine the 
1978 Convention on Standards of Training, Certification 
and Watchkeeping for Seafarers. The agenda will include 


the following topics: 


(2) Background concerning development of the 1978 
STCW Convention; 


(b) Discussion of current status; 


(c) Description of controversy concerning specific 
provisions within the Convention; 


(a) Examination of alternatives with respect to 
course of action. 


The purpose of the meeting is to determine what 
course of action the United States should take with 
respect to ratification thereof. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Captain R. A. Suther- 
land, U.S. Coast Guard (G-MVP/14), 2100 Second Street, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: (202) 426-1500. Or 
contact Mr. D. F. Sheehan, U.S. Coast Guard (G-MM/24), 
2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: 


(202) 426-2170. 


For further inforrmatian contact: 
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will hold a meeting 
of the Acvisory Committee on International 
Investment, Technology, and Develonpment on Wednesday, 
November 3, 1982, from 9:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon and 2:00 to 
4:00 o.m. in the Loy Henderson Conference Room at th 
Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 


20502. The meeting will be open to the public. 


Among the issues to be discussed at the meeting are 
a report on the U.N. Commission on Transnational Corporations 
meeting, including next steps on the U.N. Code of Conduct 
and Accounting Standards; a report on the 27th Session of 
the OECD Committee on International Investment and Multina- 
tional Enterprises; preparations for the GATT Ministerial; 
an update on the Bilateral Investment Treaty Program; 
recent developments on transfer of technology and restrictive 
business practices; a review of the energy and development 
areas; and a discussion of private capital flows to developing 


countries. 


Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and Business 


Affairs, Washington, D. C. 20520. He may be reached 
by telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 


Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


The Chairman of the Advisory Committee will, as time 
permits, entertain oral comments from members of the public 


attending the meeting. 
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PARTMENT OF STATE 


September 13, 1982 
No. 285 


PROGRAM FOR THE STATE VISIT TO THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA OF 
HIS EXCELLENCY FERDINAND E. MARCOS, 
PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES AND MRS. MARCOS. 


September 15 - 21, 1982 


Wednesday, September 15 


11:00 a.m. His Excellency Ferdinand E. Maroos, President 
of the Republic of the Philippines, Mrs. Marcos 
and their party arrive at Andrews Air Force 





Base, Marylard. 
11:20 a.m. Arrival Washington Momment Grounds. 
11:40 a.m. Arrival Sheraton Washington Hotel, 2660 Woodley 


Foad, Northwest. 
Private afternoon and eveninc. 


Thursday, September 16 


10:00 a.m. Arrival at the White House where His Excellency 
Ferdinand E. Marcos, President of the Republic 
of the Philippines, and Mrs. Marcos will be 
greeted by the President of the United States and 
Mrs. Reagan, the Vice President and Mrs. Bush, 
the Secretary of State and Mrs. Shultz and others. 





10:30 a.m. President Marcos will meet with President Reagan 
at the White House. 


11:45 a.m. President Marcos will meet with the Honorable 
George P. Shultz, Secretary of State, at the 
Department of State. 


12:30 p.m. The Honorable George P. Shultz, Secretary of 
State, and Mrs. Schultz, wil] host a luncheon in 
honor of His Excellency Ferdinand E. Marcos, President 
of the Republic of the Philippines, and Mrs. Marcos, 
at the Department of State, Benjamin Franklin Room. 


Private afternoon. 


Far Cer therr information contact 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 632-0685 
328-2000 Ext. 7363 (during visit). 





A 
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Thursday, September 16 (contimed) 


7:30 p.m. The President of the United States and Mrs. Reagan 
will host a dinner in honor of His Excellency 
Fernando E. Marcos, President of the Republic of 
= the Philippines, and Mrs. Marcos at the White House. 
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Dress: Black tie. 


Friday, September 17 





Cc 
mo 
9:30 a.m. President Marcos will meet with the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Rayburn Building, Room 2172. 
11:00 a.m. President Marcos will meet with Senate Foreicn 


Relations Committee, U.S. Capitol, Room S-116. 


12:30 p.m. The National Press Club will host a luncheon in 
honor of His Excellency Ferdinand E. Marcos, 
President of the Republic of the Philippines, at 
the National Press Club Building, 529 14th Street, N.W. 


Private afternoon. 
:30 p.m. - His Excellency Benjamin T. Romualdez, Ambassador 
30 p.m. of the Republic of the Philippines, and Mrs. Romaldez 
will host a reception at the Corcoran Gallery, 17th 
Street and New York Aveme, N.S. 
Dress: Business Suit/ National Dress 


Press Contact: Mr. Rodolfo T. Reyes, 
Information Counselor, 
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Saturday, September 18 
10:00 a.m. President Marcos will meet with the Honorable 
Caspar Weinberger, Secretary of Defense, at the 
Pentagon. 
12:00 Noon President Marcos will meet with Members of the 


Washington Post Editorial Board, Washington Post 
Building, 1150 15th Street, Northwest. 


Private afternoon and evening. 











: 12:30 p.m. 


Monday, September 20 





10:40 a.m. 
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10:55 a.m. 


11:50 a.m. 


12:30 p.m. 


6:30 p.m. 


8:00 p.m. 


PR#285 


President Marcos will arrive at NEC Studio, 

4001 Nebraska Avenue, Northwest, for ‘:2et 

the Press” interview. 

The Honorable George Bush, Vice President of the 
United States, will host a luncheon in honor of 
His Excellency Ferdinand E. Marcos, President of 
the Republic of the Philippines, at his Residence. 


Private afternoon and evening. 


His Excellency Ferdinand E. Marcos, President 


_Of the Republic of the Philippines, Mrs. Marcos 


and their party arrive at the Washington Monument 
Grounds (Reflecting Pool Side) . 


Devarture Ceremony. 


Departure from Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland 
for LaGuardia Airport, New York. 


Arrival LaGuardia Airport. 
Arrival Waldorf Towers Hotel, 50th and Park Avenue. 
Private afternoon. 


The Philippine American Chamber of Commerce will 

host a reception in honor of His Excellency Ferdinand 
E. Marcos, President of the Republic of the Philippines 
and Mrs. Marcos, at the Waldorf Astorial Hotel, 


West Foyer. 


The Philippine American Chamber of Commerce will 

host a dinner in honor of His Excellency Ferdinand 

E. Marcos, President of the Republic of the Philippines 
and Mrs. Marcos, Waldorf Astoria Hotel, Grand 
Ballroom. 


Dress: Black tie/Native Dress 


Press Contact: Mr. Rodolfo T. Reyes, 
_ Information Counselor, 


Roosevelt Hotel, 
Philippine Press Office 
212 661-9600 
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Tuesday, September 21 





Private day. 


Wednesday, September 22 - Monday, September 27, 1982 


Private visit. 
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ane STATEMENT BY 
~ THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 1982, 12:40 P. M. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: This is my first visit to the State 
Department's own press room, so I'm looking around here to 


The President today is announcing his intention to make two 
new appointments in the Department of State. I attach a 
great deal of importance to both of them, so I thought I 


The first is his intention to nominate Dick Kennedy, who is 
around here somewhere, to be Ambassador-at-Large and special 
adviser to me on non-proliferation and nuclear energy 


Dick, as you know, has been the top manager here in the 
Department for a year and a half, and he has been also 
serving in this capacity in a kind of part-time role. 


I think this subject is of such immense importance that we 


must have somebody paying attention to it full time, working 
with support here in the Department. Dick is the ideal man 


He's not a 


newcomer at all to this field. He's had a vast background 
in national security affairs and nuclear energy policy. 
served from 1969 to 1975 as a senior member of the NSC 
staff, and for five years thereafter he was a Commissioner 


in the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 


He's assisted throughout in the development of the 
President's non-proliferation policy statement and its 
Administration. He's supervised the Department's develop- 
ment and the conduct of the non-proliferation policy here, 
and for the past year has served as the United States 
Representative to the International Atomic Energy Agency. 
He's going off in that capacity tomorrow to meet there. 


I'm very pleased to have somebody with his credentials and 


experience, and somebody who is very thoughtul in 


approaching this field, such as Dick, to take charge of it 


and work directly with me on this matter. 


For turther information « cpeatarecc?: 
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Having said that, of course, that raises the question of 
who's going to run the State Department -- manage it, that 
is -- and I'm very pleased to be able to say to you that an 
old friend of mine that I've known and admired for many 
years named Jerome Van Gorkom has agreed to accept that post. 


He'll be Under Secretary for Management. This is, as you 
know, the top management job in the Deaprtment, and it's a 
difficult and an exceptionally important position. He'll 
oversee the administration of a worldwide system of some 250 
posts. There's a tremendous logistical job involved, a 
great communications job, a budget that is big by any stan- 
dards except Government standards, with a very important 
element of work with the high calibre personnel that must be 
here if we're going to be effective as a Department, and an 
ability, I think, to look at the resources we have and use 
them effectively. So it's a job of great importance. 


Jerry Van Gorkom brings to it a vast experience as a 
manager. I was going to start by saying he's a lawyer. He 
is a lawyer. I don't know what that does for you, but I 
guess it does a lot in terms of a lot of the aspects of 
managerial work. He's a certified public accountant. He 
worked in Arthur Anderson for awhile before he became Chief 
Executive of the Transunion Corporation in Chicago. He's 
been Chief Executive there for about 18 years, and a very 
effective person; a high-quality manager that's been suc- 
cessful over a sustained period. ; 


He's also been a business person that's taken quite an 
interest in public affairs, and not just a casual interest. 
He's served a couple of times as a member of the periodic 
advisory committees that are appointed to review the Social 
Security system, and been a very effective member of those 
committees. 


More recently, when the financial problems of the Chicago 
School System seemed to be horrendous, they turned to Jerry 
to be Chairman of a special committee working on that. As a 
matter of fact, he's serving in that duty right now. 


He's a man with great managerial talent -- proven, success- 
ful manager -- and, at the same time, a person who is 
interested in public affairs and has shown a capacity to be 
effective in this work in the public affairs field. 





“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





otal 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


No. 286 


These are two appointments that I think are of great signi- 
ficance and importance to the country, to the Department, to 
me personally. They both happen to be people that I know 


“and have worked with, and so I have a great deal of con- 


fidence that our work on nuclear non-proliferation will go 
forward with strength and sophistication and confidence and 
knowledge, and that our managerial problems in the 
Department will be in very good hands. 


Thank you very much. 
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UNITED STATES AND JAPAN 
SIGN NEW FISHERIES AGREEMENT 


On September 10, representatives of the United States 
of America and Japan signed a new agreement relating to 
fishing activities of Japan off the coasts of the United 


States. 


The Governing International Fishery Agreement (GIFA) 
sets out the arrangements between the countries which will 
govern fishing by Japanese vessels within the fishery con- 
servation zone of the United States. It renews the initial 
GIFA, signed in 1977, and brings it into conformity as 
amended by the American Fisheries Promotion Act ("Breaux 
Bill"). The agreement will come into force after the com- 
pletion of internal procedures by both governments. 


The signing of this agreement took place in Washington. 
Yoshio Okawara, Japanese Ambassador to the United States, 
Signed for Japan. Theodore Kronmiller, Ambassador of the 
United States for Oceans and Fisheries, signed for the 
United States. Both delegations expressed their satisfac- 
tion with the new accord, and the hope that it will strengthen 
cooperation between the United States and Japan. 
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MARCOS VISIT SPURS CONCLUSION OF MAJOR AGREEMENTS ON . 
AVOIDANCE OF DOUBLE TAXATION AND AIR TRANSPORT 


At the conclusion of the luncheon in the State Department's 
Benjamin Franklin Room given by Secretary George Shultz in 
honor of visiting President Ferdinand Marcos and Mrs. Imelda 
Romualdez Marcos, two significant accords will be concluded. 
Secretarv Regan and Philiroine Prime Minister (and Finance 
Minister) Cesar Virata will exchange instruments of ratifi- 
cation of a treaty intended to avoid double taxation and 
authorizing closer cooperation between the tax authorities 
of the two countries. The Tax Treaty was signed at Manila on 
Nctober 1, 1976. After a veriod of continuing consultations 
on its final effects, the U.S. Senate ratified the accord on 
December 16, 1981. The measure is designed to avoid taxation 
by both countries of the same income which may be earned bv 
either individuals or corporations. It also provides the 
framework for greater consultation between tax agencies in 
both countries. This is intended to prevent cases of tax 
evasion on both sides. 


Secretary Shultz and Philippine Foreign Minister Carlos 
P. Romulo will sign an exchange of notes bringing into effect 
an Air Transport Agreement between the two countries. Its 
terms allow competition and pricing flexibility among the 
particivating lines of both countries. It also provides for 
increases in the votential number of airlines allowed to fly 
between the countries and the frequences of their flights. 
Because the Philipvines is the third largest air travel market 
for the U.S. in the Pacific, this acreement is of major impor- 
tance to the United States as well as to the Philippines and 
its national flag carrier, Philipnine Air Lines. 
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APPOINTMENT OF U.S. DELEGATION CHAIRMAN 
TO THE REGIONAL ADMINISTRATIVE RADIO CONFERENCE 
FOR PLANNING THE BROADCASTING-SATELLITE SERVICE 


) The Department of State announces the appointment of 
the Honorable Abbott Washburn as Chairman of the United 

; States Delegation to the Regional Administrative Radio 
Conference for Planninc the Broadcasting-Satellite Service 
in Region 2 (the Americas). 


The Regional Conference, a function of the International 
Teleccommunication Union, will convene in Geneva, Switzerland 
from June 13 to July 15, 1983. The purpose of this Conference 
will be to carry out planning of and establish appropriate 
procedures for use by the broadcasting-satellite service 
(down-links) for Region 2 in the 12 GHz band; and to plan 
feeder links (up-links) for use with broadcasting satellites 
and establish any necessary procedures in the 17 GHz band. 

As part of its work, the Conference will also decide on the 
allocation of the frequency band 12.1-12.3 GHz with respect 

to the fixed-satellite and the broadcasting-satellite services. 
In summary, the Conference will take decisions on planning, 
procedures and many of the technical standards that will 
govern the use cf television broadcasting from satellites 
direct to home receivers in the Western Hemisphere. 
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Mr. Washburn has served aes a Commissioner of the 
Federal Communications Commission since 1974. His govern- 
mental service also includes an appointment as deputy 
director cf the United States Information Agency. 

Mr. Washburn was appointed deputy chairman of the U.S. 
delegation to the first session of the International 
Telecommunications Satellite (INTELSAT) Conference in 
1969, and served with ambassadorial rank as chairman of 
the delegation and of the Conference at its final session 
in 1971. 
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U.S. and France Review Scientific Cooperation 





A high-level review of scientific cooperation between 
the U.S. and France was held in Washington, D.C. on 
September 17, 1982. The U.S. side was led by President 
Reagan's Science Adviser, Dr. George Keyworth, who also 
heads the Office of Science and Technology Policy in the 
White House, while Minister of Research and Industry 
Jean-Pierre Chevenement headed the French delegation. 


The major topics discussed at the meeting concerned 
the state of national activities and bilateral coopera- 
tion in three major subject areas: fundamental science 
and engineering research, biomedical research and 
energy research. The speakers also discussed science 
policy and organization in their respective countries. 


The discussions focused upon the dependence of future 
economic growth and stability on science and technology 
and the desirability in each country of better integrating 
its industrial and scientific and technological communities. 
As a result, it was agreed that future cooperation in 
applied research disciplines should be emphasized while 
maintaining the strong current exchange in areas of 
fundamental science. They also agreed on the importance of 
strengthening bilateral exchanges in such fields as space, 
oceanology, biomedicine and engineering sciences. They 
also believed that U.S. scientists should be encouraged to 
increase their participation in the exchange programs. 


The two sides concluded that such reviews are ex- 
tremely valuable for maintaining the effectiveness of 
bilateral cooperation between the two countries in 
Science and research. They agreed that the next 
review should be held in Paris in 1984. 


The previous review was held in Paris in 
July 1980. Representatives of the two sides have met 
a number of times since 1969 when the two countries 
agreed to meet periodicaliy to review bilateral science 
and technology cooperation. 


Richard Ruble 632-1698 


For further information contact: 
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Assisting Dr. Keyworth were the following American 
participants: James Ebert, Vice President, 
National Academy of Sciences; Charles Horner, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Science and Techno- 
logy, Department of State; Donald Langenberg, Deputy 
Director, National Science Foundation; John Marcum, 
Assistant Director for Energy and Natural Resources, 
Office of Science and Technology Policy, Executive 
Office of the President; Edward McGaffigan, Assistant to 
the Director, Office of Science and Technology Policy, 
Executive Office of the President and Member of National 
Security Council Staff; Alvin Trivelpiece, Director of 
Research, Department of Energy; and James Wyngaarden, 
Director, National Institutes of Health. 


»rican Foreign 


Besides Minister Chevenement, the French participants 
included Francois Gros, Science Adviser to the Prime 
Minister; Philippe Lazar, President, National Institute 
for Health and Medical Research; Gerard Renon, Deputy 
Administrator, Atomic Energy Commission; Bernard Dorin, 
Director, Office of the Americas, Foreign Ministry; 
Jean-Loup Motchane, Director, Office of Science and 
Technology Cooperation, Foreign Ministry; Wladimir 
Mercouroff, Director of External Affairs, National Center 
for Scientific Research; Jacques Warin, Director, Inter- 
national Affairs, Ministry of Research and Industry; 
and Philippe Lorino, Adviser to the Minister on 
International Affairs, Ministry of Research and 
Industry. 
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INTERVIEW OF 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
ON 
NBC "TODAY" SHOW, with BRYAN GUMBEL and MARVIN KALB 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1982 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
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MR. GUMBEL: President Reagan says it is time to put an end 
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to the long nightmare in Lebanon and give that country a 
chance to stand on its own feet. For more on how he hopes to 
accomplish that, we turn to Secretary of State George Shultz, 
who is in our Washington studio this morning with our NBC 
State Department correspondent, Marvin Kalb. 


Gentlemen, as I say “good morning,” Mr. Secretary, I'd like 
to start this off by alluding to something we heard earlier 
today, earlier on this program. King Hussein suggested that 
furthec moves in addition to the sending in of Marines into 
Lebanon by the United States such as sanctions would be 
needed to keep U.S. credibility among Arabs in the area. 


My question to you is, are such sanctions under con- 
sideration, or will the Marines be the extent of the 
Administration's reaction, for the time being? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The point in the Middle East is first to 
stop the bloodshed in Lebanon. That seems to be coming to an 
end. The Marines and the multinational force are designed to 
help in that cegard. Second, to get a stable central govern- 
ment of Lebanon, first, taking control of its own capital in 
Beirut, and then, and promptly, strongly, and urgently to 
cleac Lebanon of foreign forces so that the country can be 
govecned by its own government, and to set to work on the 
basic peace process which must address the basic needs, 
problems, and aspirations of the Palestinian people. That's 
what our priorities must be on. 





MR. KALB: Mec. Secretary, let me ask you in that connection, 
Since we just heard from King Hussein, he is a key player in 
trying to get the peace process going. 





SECRETARY SHYLTZ: Yes. 





MR. KALB: You've tried to involve him. What success have 
you had so fac? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: King Hussein has made a number of comments 





about the President's fresh-start proposals. They have been 
basically favorable and positive. He has been trying to get 
himself into a position where he has some support in the Arab 
community for coming to discussions, and so I think, basi- 
cally, there has been a lot of progress there. 
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MR. KALB: Do you feel that he is able to break loose of the 





commitment of 1974 of Rabat, and be able to negotiate on 
behalf of the Palestinians? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That, of course, is what we would like to 
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see happen. I think it certainly is possible. It depends 
upon his generating support among Palestinians and other 
Arabs. 


MR. KALB: The Iscaeli Cabinet is meeting, I think, as we're 
speaking right now. Have you had any word at all on whether 
they will agree formally to the introduction of the multinational 
force once again into Beirut? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have had a number of indirect 
suggestions about what might happen, but since the Cabinet is 
meeting anc is going to make a decision on this, I think it 
is best to await their decision. 





MR. KALB: You do expect a positive response? We are going 
to proceed with this plan, ace we not? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are planning to proceed with it, and I 
think that we can have some reason for hoping that the 
cesponse will be a positive one from Israel. 





MR. KALB: Because our NBC sources in Jerusalem say that they 
have agreed, that the Cabinet has indeed agreed. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We'll wait and hear what the government 
has to say, much as I respect NBC sources. You're probably 
cight. I hope you are. 





MR. KALB: Mr. Secrcetacy, let me ask you this: The President 
is desccibed today as believing that Israel cannot be trusted 
in the search for peace cight now in the Middle East. I 
wondec if you would comment on that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Israel is clearly a very important part of 
the peace process -- right in the center of it -=- and we will 
work with the Government of Israel, and that's the 
President's intent. So we certainly intend to work with the 
Government of Israel on the peace process. 





MR. KALB: But is there any underlying effort on the part of 





the Administration now, based upon the stories that have been 
appearing in the last 48 hours, that indeed you would like to 
see a change of government in Israel, a somewhat more moderate 


regime? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The decisions about what the Government of 
Iscael should be are up to the citizens of Israel. It's a2 

. Gemocracy; they have their processes for choosing their 
government. That is up to them. As far as the United States 
is concerned, when we deal with Israel, we deal with the 
Government of Israel, just as when we deal with any other 
country, we deal with the duly-constituted government of that 


country. 





MR. KALB: Mr. Secretary, how long will the Marines stay in 
Beicut? You really are not clear about that as yet. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It isn't that we're trying to dodge the 
question or anything like that; it's just that when you sit 
here cight now, and you say that they should be there to help 
the Government of Lebanon create stability and govern in the 
city of Beirut, you don't know how long that is going to 
take. It could come about very quickly -- it could take a 
matter of more days. So I can't tell you here today what the 
situation is going to be like 10 days from now, 20 days from now, 
30 days from now, 40 days from now -- I just don't know. So 
I think it is a mistake to set yourself up right now and say 
as of some date, we're going to leave because the situation 


may not be propitious at that moment. 





MR. KALB: But just to be clear, it's not open-ended, or is 
it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. It is intended to be, and will be I'm 
suce, of limited ducation; but we don't want to get in the 
position of putting some number on it. 
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MR. KALB: Let me ask you this, sir. During the delibera- 
tions on sending Marines back, did any of you -- you your- 
self, perhaps -- have the feeling that you were getting on a 
slippery slope? Did any memories of Vietnam come to mind? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think this has any analagous 
aspect of Vietnam at all. 





MR. KALB: None? Because so many people up on the Hill 
wonder about whether you are in for 10 days, 40 days, 40 
months. What its your sense of that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to put down some number of 





days because then we might somehow be in the position of 
doing something that wasn't appropriate at the end of that 
numbec of days, or we might feel that it is propitious to 
leave well before that, and people would then say, "Why 
don't you stay longer?" So it is a mistake to put yourself 


into that trap. 











gn 
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MR. GUMBEL: Mr. Secretary, I might, since we're winding down 





on time, one final note: A lot of people with perfect hind- 
sight are now suggesting that the troops in departing on the 
10th, left too early. Do you agree? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't agree. The situation was 

stable, and the new Government of Lebanon was in the process 
of taking over. The President, Bashir, was in the process of 
bringing about a reconciliation. So the conditions that were 
presumed at the time we came in had been met, and so we sect, 


and I think properly so. 





MR. GUMBEL: Secretary Shultz, Marvin Kalb, gentlemen, thank 
you very much for joining us. 





' (The interview concluded at 8:38 a.m.) 
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PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION 
ON BROADCASTING TO CUBA 
NOTICE OF PARTIALLY CLOSED MEETING 


In accordance with Section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 92-463) as amended by P.L. 
94-409 Section 5(c), notice is hereby given that the 
Presidential Commission on Broadcasting to Cuba will 
meet in open and closed sessions on September 30, 1982. 
The open session of the meeting will convene at 1:30 
p.m. in Room 6909, at the Department of State, 
Washington, D.C. 


The open session of the Commission meeting will 
allow public discussion of programming, technical, and 
other aspects of radio broadcasting to Cuba. The 
general public attending the open session may 
participate in the discussion or submit statements 
subject to instructions of the Chairman. 


The purpose of the closed meeting is to discuss 
aspects of radio broadcasting to Cuba that should not be 
prematurely disclosed to the public. Documents 
classified under the provisions of Executive Order 12356 
will also be discussed. Accordingly, it has been 
determined that it is in the public interest to close 
this meeting pursuant to 5 USC 552 b(c)(1) and 5 USC 552 
b(c)(9). 
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Because entry to the State Department is controlled, 
members of the public who wish to attend the open 
session should contact the Commission in advance in 
Order to provide their names and affiliation and to 
facilitate their attendance. Its telephone number is 
(202) 632-3998 or 632-4189. Attendees should use the 
Diplomatic Entrance located on C Street, N.W., between 
2Zlst and 23rd Streets. 
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THE UNITED STATES AND JAPAN 
AMEND THEIR ARRANGEMENT 
CONCERNING TRADE IN TEXTILES 


The United States and Japan exchanged notes dated 
September 1, 1982 to amend their existing Arrangement 
concerning Trade in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber 
Textiles. The texts of the notes follow: 


UNITED STATES NOTE 





September 1, 1982 
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His Excellency 
Yoshio Okawara 
Ambassador of Japan 


~VDeclassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Pxcellency: 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Your 


Excellency's note of today's date, which reads as follows: 


"I have the honor to refer to the Arrangement Regarding 
International Trade in Textiles done in Geneva on December 20, 
1973 and extended by Protocols done in Geneva on December 14, 


1977 and December 22, 1981. 


EB/TEX;Roger Freeman (202) 632-2777 


Pave tease tivece tvefaorevecetecers coapentare: t 
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"I have further the honor to refer to the recent discus- 
Sions held between the representatives of the Government of 
Japan and the Government of the United States of auerkes 
with regard to the Arrangement between the Government of 
Japan and the Government of the United States of America 
concerning Trade in Cotton, Wool and Man-made Fiber Textiles 
between Japan and the United States of America (hereinafter 


referred to as ‘the Arrangement') effected by the Exchange 


of Notes of August 17, 1979, and to confirm, on behalf 


of the Government of Japan, the understanding reached between 
the two Governments that the Arrangement, including the 


Record of Understanding attached to it, will be applied for 


a four-year period from January 1, 1982 through December 31, 


1965 by the two Governments with the understanding that tlie 


Arrangement will be amended as follows: 


"1. Paragraph 3 of the Arrangement will be deleted and 


replaced by the following: 


*3. For the period beginning January 1, 1982 

and extending through December 31, 1985, 

existing cotton categories 300 through 369, 
existing wool categories 400 through 469, and 
existing man-made fiber categories 603 through 669 
(numbers 706.3400, 706.3900, 706.4140, and 706.4150 


excluded from category 669), as specified in the 


ae 
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U.S. Correlation of January 1982 (Textile and 





Apparel Categories with Tariff Schedules of the 


United States Annotated) and any subsequent technical 





modifications thereof, will not be subject to numer- 


ical limits other than those arising under the 


? 


provisions of paragraph 4 hereof. '¥... 
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"2. Subparagrarh (2) of paragraph 10 of the Arrangement 


will be deleted =nd replaced by the following: 


"(2) In the implementation of this Arrangement, 

the system of textile categories and the rates 

of conversion are set forth in the U.S. 

Correlation of January 1982 and any subsequent 
technical modifications thereof. The assignments 
of products to categories listed in the Correlation 


will be determined in accordance with the United 
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States Customs classification and definitions, 


subject to further clarification where necessary.' 


"I have further the honor to request your Excellency 
to be good enough to confirm the foregoing understanding 


on behalf of the Government of the United States of America." 
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I have further the honor to confirm the foregoing 


understanding on behalf of the Government of the United 


States of America. 


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my 


highest consideration. \ 


For the Secretary of State: 





~ [Aa 
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RECORD OF DISCUSSION 








1. During the course of talks between the 
representatives of the Government of Japan and of 
the Government of the United States of America on 
trade in textile products held in Geneva in December 
1981, Japanese exports to the United States of America 
of eleven items in the attached list were discussed. 

a 

2. The representatives of the Delegation of the 
Government of the United States of America explained 
the overall import situation with respect to these 
items, and requested Japanese cooperation by limiting 
exports of these items from Japan. The representative 
of the Delegation of the Government of Japan expressed 
his Government's readiness and intention to see to it 
that the exports of these items from Japan to the 
United States of America not exceed the respective 
levels set forth in the attached list, and the 
representatives of the Delegation of the Government of 
the United States of America concurred. 


os 
2 


“Sis, 
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FOR THE DELEGATION OF THE FOR THE DELEGATION OF THE 
GOVERNMENT OF JAPAN: GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA: 
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Japan's export restraints on specific categories 




















Category Level of limit, growth Swing and others 
(1) TQ 335 Total of 806,852 dozen \ , 
over 4 years | 
° ' Swing from other 
_—s—s« (2s 348 Total of 4,955,506 dozen categories under 
—s over 4 years restraint will be 
“; raised if necessary. 
- (3) TQ 435 Total of 96,118 dozen The GOJ will make 
‘ over 4 years every effort to insure 
5 that Japan shall not 
- & (4) TQ 442 Total of 70,488 dozen export more than 35% 
7 over 4 years of a multi-year limit 
ec ) in any year. 
c (5) TQ 448 Total of 107,651 dozen . 
o over 4 years , 
t 
cs (6) TQ 331 Not more than 1,663,284 
ES dozen pairs in 1982. | 
e=t Standstill in 1983, 1984 
Se & 1985. The USG shall 
$3i consult with the GOJ when 
os the latter requests the 
35 consultations on the size of Swing from other 
a 9 quotas for 1983, 1984 & categories under 
. 1985. restraints will be 
e< raised if necessary. 
o2 (7) TQ 338 Not more than 769,020 
sa oo dozen in 1982. 3% annual 
> © growth rate in 1983, 1984 
" » & 1985. 
1S 
vo (8) TQ 339 Not more than 2,149,722 
& dozen in 1982. 3% annual 
‘ growth rate in 1983, 1984 
& 1985. 
j 
(9) TQ 612 Not more than 208,100,400 The GOJ will make every 
| syds in 1982. 1% annual effort to insure that 
| growth rate in 1983, 1984 monthly shipments will 
| & 1985. not exceed 20 million 
: syds during the period 
| of any restraint. 
(10) TQ 410 Not more than 14,424,214 ane 
syds in 1982. 1% annual ; 
growth rate in 1983, 1984 j, 5% swing from the part 
& 1985. Annual export level’ .of TQ 614 (TSUSA 338-1000, 
will not exceed 6 million 338-1515 through 338-1580) 
syds over previous year's “% during the period of 
export level during the ‘1982-1985. 
period of 1982-1985. Nee 
(11) Pt of Not more than 19,674,236 7% swing from TQ 410 
TQ 614 syds .u 1982. 3% annual during the period of 


1982-1985. 


growth rate in 1983, 1984 
& 1985. 
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JAPAN NOTE 





EMBASSY OF JAPAN 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


September 1, 1982 


Excellency, 


I have the honor to refer to the Arrangement 
Regarding International Trade in Textiles done in 
Geneva oa December 20, 1973 and extended by Protocols 
done in Geneva on December 14, 1977 ©... December 22, 
1981. 


I have further the honor to refer to the recent 
discussions held between the representatives of the 
Government of Japan and the Government of the United 
States of America with regard to the Arrangement 
between the Government of Japan and the Government 
of the United States of America concerning Trade in 
Cotton, Wool and Man-made Fiber Textiles between Japan 
and the United States of America (hereinafter referred 
to as "the Arrangement") effected by the Exchange of 
Notes of August 17, 1979, and to confirm, on behalf 
of the Government of Japan, the understanding reached 
between the two Governments that the Arrangement, 
including the Record of Understanding attached to it, 
will be applied for a four-year period from January l, 
1982 through December 31, 1985 by the two Governments 
with the understanding that the Ari angement will be 
amended as follows: 


His Excellency 
Mr. George P. Shultz 
The Secretary of State 
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| l. Paragraph 3 of the Arrangement will be deleted 
7 and replaced by the following: 


"3. For the period beginning January 1, 1982 
and extending through December 31, 1985, 
existing cotton categories 300 through 369, 
existing wool categories 400 through 469, and 
existing man-made fiber categories 603 through 
669 (numbers 706.3400, 706.3900, 706.4140, and 
706.4150 excluded from category 669), as 
specified in the U.S. Correlation of January 
1982 (Textile and Apparel Categories with 
Tariff Schedules of the United States Annotated) 
and any subsequent technical modifications 
thereof, will not be subject to numerical limits 
other than those arising under the provisions 
of paragraph 4 hereof." 





2. Subparagraph (2) of paragraph 10 of the Arrangement 
will be deleted and replaced by the following: 


"(2) In the implementation of this Arrangement, 
the system of textile categories and the rates 
of conversion are set forth in the U.S. 
Correlation of January 1982 and any subsequent 
technical modifications thereof. The assignments 
of products to categories listed in the Correlation 
will be determined in accordance with the United 
States Customs classification and definitions, 
subject to further clarification where necessary." 
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I have further the honor to request Your Excellency 
to be good enough to confirm the foregoing understanding 
on behalf of the Government of the United States of 
America. 


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my 
highest consideration. 





Ambassador Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary of 
Japan - Ne 









> ses A 


DEPARTMENT 








 Dnurnaar— 
OF STAT 


| September 24, 1982 
No. 2:4 " 


UNITED STATES AND 
THAILAND AMEND 
BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Thailand exchanged letters 
dated August 26, 1982 and August 27, 1982 to amend the 
bilaterai textile Agreement. The texts of the letters 
follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





Bangkok, Thailand 


August 26, 1982 
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Mrs. Orenuj Ostananda 
Deputy Cirector-General 
Department of Foreign Tradc 
Ministry of Commerce 
Sanamchei Road 

Bangkok 2 


Dear Mre. Oranu‘4: 


I am writing with refeicnce to paragraph 4 of the agreement between 
the United States and Thailsnd relating to trade in cotton, wool 
and man-made fiber textiles and textile products, with annexes, 
effectee by exchange of notes on October 4, 1978, as amended (“The 
Agreemert") and to discussions between representatives of our two 
governments concerning exports from Thailand to the United States 
of prodycts classified in textile Category 320 (other cotton 
fabrics, N.K.). 


EB/TEX - Deborah Linde (202)632-0280 


For further information contac’: 
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On behalf of my government, I would like to propose that: 


l. For purposes of the .greement, Category 315 and the items 
covered tnnder TSUSA No. 326.0092 in Category 320 shall be 
merged aid treated as a single category; 


2. Annex B of the agreement shall be amended to establish a 
specific limit for this category as follows: 








S Category Period Level 
315 plus TSUSA No. 1/1/82 - 15,760,000 SYD 
326.0)92 12/31/82 


3. The specific limjt provided for Category 315 plus TSUSA No. 
326.0092 may be exceeded by not more than 6 percent (swing), 
provided that the amount of the increase is comvensated for 
by an eqiivalent square yard equivalent decrease in the 
apparel Limit; 


4. Carryforvard and carryover shall not be applicable to 
Category 315 plus TSUSA No. 326.0092; 


5. Annex C of the agreement shall be amended to delete 
Categories 315 and 320 and to create the following new 





category: 

. Designated Consultation 
Category ; Level 
320 (excluding TSUSA No. 32€.00$2) 1,500,000 SYD 


MSS Faso triea ror FUuUDITCation in American rorel 
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If the above proposal is acceptable to your government, Lhi:. 
letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of your 
government shall constitute an amendment to the agreement. 


ER 


Sincerel 





Gary D. De Vight 
First Secretary 
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ne.c 4h 593 Department of Foreign Trade 


Mr. Gary D. 





August 27, 1982 


Ds Vight 


First Secreta-y 


Embassy of 
Bangkok 


th: United States of America 


Dear Mr. Gary D. De Vight, 


We hive the honour to refer to your letter of 26 August, 1982 
regarding the discussions between representatives of our two governments 
concerning ex)orts from Thailand to the United States of products classified 
in textile Criegory 320. We have the pleasure to confirm our acceptance 
of your propoials as contained in the above mentioned letter as under. 


i. 


Fir purpose of the agreement, Category 315 and the items covered 
under TSUSA No. 326.0092 in Category 320 shall be merged and 
ti eated as a single category. 


2. Ainex B of the agreement shall be amended to establish a | 
specific limit for this category as follows: 
Ci.tegory Period Level 
315 plui: TSUSA No. 1/1/82- 15,760,000 Syd 
321,.0092 12/31/82 
3. The specific limit provided for Category 315 plus TSUSA No. 


4. 


5. 


3::6.0092 may be exceeded by not more than 6 percent (swing), 
provided that the amount of the increase is compensated for 

by an equivalent square yard equivalent decrease in the 
apparal limit. 

Curry forward and carryover shall not be applicable to category 
3:5 plus TSUSA No. 326.0092. 

Arnex C of the agreement shall be amended to delete Cotegories 
3:5 and 320 and to create the following new category: 


Gi tegory Designated Consultation Level 


3:0 (excluding TSUSA No.326.0092 ) 1,500,000 Sya 


We herve the honour to accept the above proposals and that this 
letter, togetler with your letter of 26 August,1982 shall constitute 
an agreement !etween our two Governments. 


Sincerely yours, 





> See. 


(Danai Tulalamba) 
D:iector-General 
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September 24, 1982 
No. 295 


UNITED STATES AND 
SINGAPORE AMEND 
BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Singapore exchanged 
letters dated August 26, 1982 and September 20, 1982 
to amend the bilateral textile Agreement. The texts 
of the letters follow: 
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SINGAPORE LETTER 


Mr Denis Lamb August 26, 1982 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 

Trade and Commercial Affairs 

Bureau of Economic and Business 

Affairs 
Department of State 
Washington, DC 20520 


Dear Mr Lamb 


I am writing to you with regard to the Agree- 
ment between the United States and Singapore relating 
to Trade in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textiles 
and Textile Products, with annexes, effected by ex- 
change of notes on 21 August 1981, as amended ("the 
Agreement"), and further to my letter dated 22 June 
1982 wherein it was agreed that the consultation 
level for Category 341 for the Agreement Year 1982 be 
increased from 700,000 SYE to 845,000 SYE. 


EB/TEX - Deborah Linde (202)632-0280 


For further information contact: 
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On behalf of my Government, I wish to request 
a consideretion for a further increase in the consultat- 
ion level for Category 341 for the Agreement Year 1982 
from 845,0(0 SYE to 1,019,000 SYE. The request is 
necessitated by the urgent need to enable Singapore 
manufacturers to meet outstanding contracts. 


I trust that this request receive your urgent 
consideration. 


Yours sincerely 


\fstsh—— 


Jack Choo 
First Secretary 





a&~ %. 
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UNITED STATES LETTER 





September 20, 1982 


Mr. Jack Choo 

First Secretary 

Embassy of the Republic of Singapore 
1824 R Street 

Washington, D.C. 20009 


Dear Mr. Choo: 


I am writing to you with regard to the Agreement 
between the United States and Singapore relating to Trade 
in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile 
Products, with annexes, effected by exchange of notes on 
August 21, 1981, as amended ("the Agreement"), and to your 
letter of August 26 1982 requesting a further increase in 
the consultation level for Category 341 for the Agreement 
Year 1982 from 845,000 SYE to 1,019,000 SYE. 


I am pleased to inform you that my Government agrees 


to this request and that your letter and this reply thereto 
constitute an amendment to the Agreement. 


sincere P 






Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 





” ; era Rodlaaall 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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No. 296 


UNITED STATES AND MEXICO 
AMEND BILATERAL TEXTILE 
AGREEMENT 


The United States and Mexico exchanged letters 
dated Ju:.y 26, 1982 and August 19, 1982 to amend the 
bilatera:. textile Agreement. The texts of the letters 
follow. 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





July 26, 1982 


His Excellency 

Bernado ‘iepulveda 
Ambassador of Mexico 
2829 - 15th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20009 


Excellency: 


I refer to paragraph 19 of the Agreement between 
Mexico and the United States regarding Trade in Cotton, 
Wool and Man-made Fiber Textiles and Textile Products, 
with Annexes, effected by exchange of notes dated 
February 26, 1979, as amended, ("The Agreement"), and 
extended by exchange of notes dated December 23 and 24, 
1981. I also wish to refer to discussions between 


EB/TEX: Roger Freeman (202)632-2777 


For further information contact: 
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representatives of the Government of the United States 
of America and the Government of the United Mexican 
States in Mexico City concerning exports from Mexico to 
the U.S. of products classified in textile categories 
353, 354, 653, and 654. 


On behalf of my Government, I wish to propose that 
Annex A of the Agreement be amended to include the 
following cotton and man-made fiber apparel categories: 


Conversion Unit of 
Category Description Factor Measure 








353 Down and Feather- 
filled coats, jackets 
and vests, W, G and I 41.3 DZ. 


354 Down and Feather- 


filled coats, jackets 
and vests, M and B 41.3 DZ. 


653 XSown and Feather- 
filled coats, jackets 
and vests, W, G and I 41.3 DZ. 


654 Down and Feather- 


filled coats, jackets 
and vests, M and B 41.3 DZ. 


<n ee llc tl tll ts te 


If this proposal is ‘acceptable to your Government, this 
letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of your 
Government shall constitute an amendment to the Agreement. 


Sincerely, 

aA CS taf 
nevesiee C. Schaffer, Acting 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 


Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 


Pe 7 - 
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(OFFICIAL TRANSLATION) 


MEXICO LETTER 





Embassy of Mexico ; 
No. 73-0/02618 
Washington, D.C., August 19, 1982 


Mr. Denis Lamb 

Deputy Assistant Secretary 

Trade and Commercial Affairs 

Bureau of Econonic and Business Affairs 


Department of State 
Washington, D.C. °20520 
Dear Mr. Lamb: 

I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your communication of 
July 26, 1982, referring to paragraph 19 of the Agreement between Mexico 
and the United states regarding Trade in Cotton, Wool, and Man-made Fiber 
Textiles of February 26, 1979, as amended, ("the Agreement"), and extended 
by exchange of rotes dated December 23 and 24, 1981. 

By this mezns I wish to express the acceptance of my Government to the 
proposal to amerd Annex A of the Agreement to include new products 
Classified in cetegories 353, 354, 653, and 654, i.e., apparel containing 
goose feathers. This proposal is consistent with the arrangements reached 
in previous discussions between representatives of both Governments. 

Accordingly, your communication and this reply shall constitute an 
amendment to the Agreement. 

Sincerely, 


[s) B. Sepulveda 


Bernardo Sepulveda 
Ambassador 
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September 24, 1982 


No. 298 
[ UNITED STATES AND 
. SRI LANKA AMEND BILATERAL 
7 TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Sri Lanka exchanged letters 
dated August 20, 1982 to amend the existing bilateral 
textile agreement. The texts of the letters follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





August 20, 1982 


Eir Excellency 

«is nest Corea 

Ambassador of the Democratic Socialist 
Republic of Sri Lanka ° 
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Excellency: 


I am writing with reference to paragraph 7 of the Agrecment 
between the United States and Sri Lanka relating to Trade in 
Cotton, Worl and Man-Made Fiber Textiles and Textile Products, 
with annex>s, effected by exchange of notes July 7, 1980, as 
amended ("the Agreement") and to discussions held between 
representatives of our two Governments concerning exports from 
Sri Lanka to the United States of products classified in textile 
categories 347 (men's and boys' cotton trousers), 445 and 446 
(wool sweaters). 


EB/TEX - Deborah Linde (202)632-2690 


{ 
For further information comtact: 
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On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose that 
Annex B of the Agrecment be amended to establish specific limits 
for categories 347 and 445/6 2s follows: 


Category Period Specific Limit 


347 November 23, 1981 ~- 475,000 dozen 
April 30, 1983 





445/6 November 23, 1981 - 135,000 dozen - 
April 30, 1983 


3 
3 
$ 
4 


The provisions of paragraphs 5 and 6 of the Agreement 
shall not apply to categories 347 and 445/6. 


If this proposal is acceptable to your Government, this 
letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of your 
Government shall constitute an amendment to the Agreement. - 


necrel 





Veoe y 
| A ur’ 


Denis L 


Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 
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My Refs COM/TR/A August 20, 1982 


Kr. Denis Lamb 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

for Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and Business Affairs 
Department of State 


Washing ton D.C. 20520 


Dear }ir. Lamb, 


I have the honour to acknowledge receipt of the proposal 
conteined in your letter dated 20th August 1982 which reads as follows: 


" I an writing with reference to paragraph 7 of the Agreemont 
batween the United States and Sri Lanka relating to Trade in Cotton, 
Wool, and Man-Made Fibre Textile and Textile Products, with annexes 
effected by exchange of Notes July 7 1980, as amonded ("the Agreement") 
and to discussions held between representatives of our two Governments 
concerning exports from Sri Lanka to the United States of products 

- Classified in textile categories 347 (men's and boys' cotton trousers), 
445 and 446 (wool pool wes, 


On behalf of my Government, I would like to propose that 
Annex B of the Agreement be amcnded to establish specific limits for 
categories 347 and 445/6 as follows: 
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Category Period Specific Limit 
- April 30, 1983 475,000 dozen 


- April 30, 1983 135,000 dosen 


ae aE? S SS 2 aE © ef Oe CQ Gas on 
apply to categories 347 and 445/6. 


If this proposal is acceptable to your Governnent, this lotter 
and your letter of confirmation on bchalf of your Government shall constitute 
and amendment to the Agreenent.* 


Cont. .. (2) 
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(2) 


Or. behalf of my Gcvernment I confirm that the proposal 
set out in your letter is acceptable to the Government of Sri Lenka, 


and that your letter and this letter of confirmation shall constitute 
an ancndmzent to the Agreexent. 


Yours sincerely, 


| . 
c EE 


_- Ernest’ Grea 


Anbassador. 


‘ 
sa 
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JEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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Septenber 24, 1982 


No. 2°69 
UNITED STATES AND 
COLOMBIA AMEND 
BILATERAL TEXTILE 
AGREEMENT 


‘ 


gn 
Rai cla 


ture 


The United States and Colombia exchanged letters 
dated June 10 and June 16, 1982 to amend the existing 
bilateral textile agreement. The texts of the letters 
follow: 


COLOMBIA LETTER 





June 10, 1982 


n° qBAlE- IS} 


Mr. Dennis Lamb 

Neputy Assistant Secretary 

for Trade and Commerccial Affairs 
Department of State 

Room 342] 

22nd and C Street 

Washington, D.C. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foret 
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Dear Mr. Lanb: 


With reference to paragraph 9 of the Agreement 
between the United States of America and the Republic of 
Colombia relating to trade in cotton, wool and man-made 
fiber textile and textile products with annexes affected 
by exchange of notes dated August 3, 1978, on behalf of 


EB/TEX: RFreeman ' (202)632-2777 


For further information contact: 











the Government of Colombia, we request that the consulta- 
tion level for category 435 be increased from 300,000 
square yards equivalent to 400,000 square yards equivalent 
for the 1981-1982 agreement year. We would appreciate 


receiving a reply to this request at your earliest conve- 
nience. 


te 
* ., 


erely, 






we : tow i 
w 


_ 


~ — Fernando Cavitia 
Ambassador of Colombia 








’ Die Pus ch a } 
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His Excellency 
Fernando Gaviria 
Ambassador of Colombia 
2118 Lercy Place, N.W. 
Washingten, D.C. 20008 


Excellency: 


I refer to Paragraph 9 of the Agreement between the 
United States of America and the Republic of Colombia 
relating to Trade in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber 
Textiles and Textile Products, with annexcs, as amended, 
("The Agreement"), and to your letter of June 10, 1982 in 
which you request on behalf of the Government of Colombia 
that the consultation level for Category 435 be increascd 
from 300,000 square yards equivalent to a level of 400,000 
square yards equivalent for the 1981-1982 Agreement Year. 


I am pleased to inform you that my Government agrecs 
to this request, and that your letter and this reply 
constitute an amendment to the Agreement. 


Sincerely, 
4 
4 ; 
Peal coe 8 Coe 
Denis Lamb 


Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Trade and Commercial] Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 





September 27, 1982 
No. 300 
United States Submits Its Pleadings to the International 
Court of Justice in the Case Concerning the Maritime Boundary 
with Canada in the Gulf of Maine Area 


r. 
¢ 
‘ 
x 
: 
o 


On September 27, 1982 the United States filed its first written 
pleading (Memorial) with the International Court of Justice in the 
The Hague in the "Case Concerning the Delimitation of the Maritime 
Boundary in the Gulf of Maine Area" between Canada and the United 
States. Canada also filed its first pleading on the same date. 

The case is before the Court as the result of a boundary 
settlement treaty between the United States and Canada which entered 
into force on November 20, 1981. The Court has already established 


a Chamber of five judges to hear the case. The Members of the 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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Chamber are Judge Roberto Ago of Italy, as President, Judge Andre 
Gros of France, Judge Hermann Mosler of the Pederal Republic of 
Germany, Judge Stephen Schwebel of the United States and Judge ad 
hoc Maxwell Cohen of Canada. 

The Court will establish the single maritime boundary between 
the two countries that will divide their continental shelf 
jurisdictions and 200-nautical mile fishery zones in the Gulf of 
Maine area. At stake is approximately 15,000 square nautical miles 
of resource-rich ocean off the New England coast. This Atlantic 
area includes a rich fishery developed by the United States on 


Georges Bank, a site of significant cod, haddock, scallop and other 


catches. The Bank may also contain valuable oil and gas resources. 
For further information contact. 
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a The boundary proposed by the United States claims United States 


jurisdiction over all of Georges Bank. New England fishermen 


Move 
ane WES 
yah > 


devetoped the fisheries of Georges Bank during the 19th century and 


says 


fished the area exclusively until the late 1950s when an influx of 


: foreign fishermen began. Over the last 200 years, the United States 

, has undertaken the primary responsibility for surveying and charting 
i the area, the maintenance of other navigational aids, the provision 
F of search and rescue services, the conduct of scientific research, 


and defense. The boundary proposed by the United States respects 
the natural divisions in the marine environment of the area by 
taking into account the Northeast Channel, which separates the 
Georges Bank ecological regime from the separate ecological regime 


of the Scotian-Shelf. 


PPG ES ERI SS 


The next round of written pleadings is expected to be filed in 
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the spring of 1983. Oral argument is currently contemplated to 


Se» 
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begin in the fall of 1983. 
The Agent of the United States directing the case is 
Davis R. Robinson, the Legal Adviser of the Department of State. A 


chart depicting the boundary claimed by the United States is 


attached. 








- ; ’ No. 300 












BOUNDARY PROPOSED BY THE UNITED STATES 
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No. 30] 
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PARTMENT OF STATE 
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panmseh Fon SHR WET? Or Mas mECMAENCY sae te 1a see! 


Wednesday, September 29 
10:45 a.m. 





11:15 a.m. 


12:00 Noon 


3215 p-m. 


~ 4- 30 p.m. 


5:30 p.m. 


Thursday, Septenber 30 





10:00 a.m. 


10:55 a.m. 


11:30 a.m. 


For further information contact: 


PRESIDENT OF PANAMA. 


His Excellency Ricardo de la Espriella, President 
of Panama and his party arrive at Andrews Air 
Force Base, Maryland. 

Motorcade to Blair House. 


Arrival at Blair House. 


. The Honorable George Bush, Vice President of the 


United States will host a working luncheon in 
honor of His Excellency Ricardo de la Espriella, 
President of Panama at Blair House. 


President de la Espriella will meet with The 
Honorable William E. Brock, U.S. Trade Representative, 
for the Initialing and Signing of the Bilateral 
Investment Treaty, at Blair House. 


President Ricardo de la Espriella, am his party, 
depart for National Airport and New York City. 


Arrival New York City. 


President de la Espriella, and his party depart 
La Guardia Airport for Washington, D 


Arrival National Airport and motorcade to the 
Washington Hilton Hotel, 1919 Connecticut Avemie, 
Northwest. 


President de la Espriella will meet with the 
Honorable Malcolm Baldridge, Secretary of Commerce, 
Washington Hilton Hotel, President's Suite. 


(Press should report to the Ninth Floor of the 
hotel no later than 12:15 a.m.) 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini - Protocol Office 
Washington Hilton Hotel, 
483-3000 Ext. 9181 


A 


St el -.F 


PR# 30) 
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Thursday, Septimber 30 (continued) 


12:00 Noon The Honorable Kenneth Nam, Acting Secretary of 
State will host a working luncheon in honor of 
His Excellency Ricardo de las Espriella, President 
, of Panama, at the Department of State, Thomas 
£ Jefferson Roan. 





President de la Espriella will meet with 

Mr. Jacoues de Larosiere, Chairman of the Roard and 
Managing Director of the International Monetary Fund, 
700 19th Street, Northwest, Room 12-300 C. 


3:30 pm. President de la Espriella will arrive at the 
— Pentagon for the Honors Ceremony. 
3:50 pm. President de la Espriella will meet with the 
Honorable Caspar Weinberaer, Secretary of Defense, 
at the Pentagon. 
4:45 pm. President de las Espriella will meet with the 


Honorable Howard Baker, United States Senator, 
at the U.S. Capitol, Room S-233. 


5:15 p.m. President Ricardo de la Espriella, President of Panama 
will be present at the Signing of the AID Agricultural 
Development Loan, by AID Administrator Mr. M. Peter 
McPherson and His Excellency Juan Jose Amado, III, 
Minister of Foreign Relations, at the Washington 
Hilton Hotel. 


Private evenina. 
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Friday, Octobe: 1 
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) 8:00 a.m. The Honorable Carroll] Hubbard, Chairman, Panama 

4 Canal Subcommittee, with Members of the Senate and 
House will host a breakfast in honor of His Exce’ - 
lency Ricardo de la tspriella at the U.S. Capitc’, 
Room H-130. 


11:30 a.m. President de la Espriella will meet with President 
Reagan at the White House. 


12:30 p.m. The National Press Club will host a luncheon in honor 
of His Excellency Ricardo de la Espriella, President of 
Panama, at the National Press Club Building, 529 
14th Street, Northwest. 


2:30 p.m. President de la Espriella will meet with Mr. Alden W. 
Clausen, President, World Bank, 1818 H Street, North- 
west, Roan E-1127. 
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6:30 p.m. -— 8:30 p.m. 


Saturday, Octoker 2 





9:00 a.m. 


9:35 a.n. 


His Excellency Ricardo de la Espriella, President 

of Panama will meet with His Excellency Vicor 

McIntyre, Acting Chairman of the Organization of 
American States and Permanent Representative of Trinidad 
and Tobago, and His Excellency Alejandro Orfila, 
Secretary General of the Organization of American States, 
at the Organization of American States Building, 17th 
and Constitution Avenue, Northwest. 


Meeting followed by Reception for Organization of 
American States Diplomats. 


Ilis Kxcellency Apailino E. Boyd, Ambassador of 
Panama, and Mrs. Boyd will host a Reception for 
the Third Anniversary of coming into force of 
the Panama Canal Treaties, at the Amhassador's 
Residence, 2601 29th Street, Northwest. 


Dress: Business suit. 


President Ricardo de la Espriella, and his party, 
will depart Washington Hilton Hotel for National 
Airport. 


Departure from National Airport via Eastern 370 
for Boston, Massachusetts. 


\ 
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September 30, 1982 
No. 302 
Passport Validity Doubled To Ten Years: Fees To Rise 





The Department of State will issue a ten-year passport later 
this year- As a result, most American travelers will sow be 
|ble to use their new passports twice as long.as*in the past. 
People under 148, however. will continue te be issued five-year 


passports. since their appearance changes more quickly. The 
fee for the ten year passport will be thirty-five dollars. The 


fee for the five year document will be increased to twenty 
dollars. 


Improving Services to American Travelers 





The longer-validity passport is a part of the Department of 


State's effort to improve services to American travelers. The 
change was authorized in the Department's FY 1982-1983 
Authorization Act (PL=-9?-241) signed by President Reagan on 
August 24, 1598e.- 


Many travelers already possess one.of the world’s first machine 
readable passports produced by the Travel Document Issuance 
System (TDIS). Over a million such passports are _ in 
circulation today- They are being produced at the Washington, 
Los Angeles and Chicago passport agencies. This innovation 
will eventually speed travelers through immigration formalities 
overseas and upon return to the U-S. They will merely slide 
their passports over a machine reader at a4 port of entry 
instead of waiting for laborious name-checking by = an 
immigration officer. Besides being more convenient, these new 
machine-readable passports have built in anti-fraud features 
which make them more difficult to counterfeit. 


Fee Increase 





The Department of State has been charging a 1930's price for a 
1980's document. The price of a@ passport has only risen one 


dollar since 15932e.- The real cost of providing passport 
services to the public has, of course. long exceeded the 


present ten dollar issuance fee- Federal government agencies 


John Caulfield 


Bureau of Consular Affairs 


x 26326 


os 
. 


For further information contact: 
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are requires by the Indepencent Offices Appropriations Act of 
1952 to set fees thet recover to the fullest extent possible 
the cost of services proviced. Unocer the same user charges 
principle. fees for other services provided by the Department 
of State (such as for immigrant visas and notarials) were 
increased substantially last year to catch up with rising 
costs- The authority to set passport fees. nowever, was only 
recently granted by the Congress to the Secretary of State. 


A much smaller fee--an “execution” fee--is also charged to 
applicants who are required to appear in person and subscribe 
to the truth of statements in their applications before 
officials designatedo by the Secretary of State- That fee has 
been increased from five to seven dollars. Personal appearance 
ano execution fee are waived for applicants who have been the 
bearer of a passport issued within the past eight years. were 
18 or over when it was issued. and who are able to submit that 


pessport with their new application. 


In summary, applicants over 18 who are required to apply in 
person will pay a total of forty-two dollars for the new 
ten-year passport, while applicants under 18 pay twenty-seven 
dollars for‘'a five-year passport. Adults who qualify for 
waiver of personal appearance avoid the seven dollar execution 
fee making the cost of their ten-year passport thirty-five 
dollars. 
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October I, 1982 

No. 303 “°" 
STATEMENT BY 

THE HOB ORABLE GEORGE P. SHULT2 


-- 


SZCRETARY OF STATE 


o- 


UNITED WATIONS GENERAL ASSEMBLY 


SEPTEMBER 30, 19 82 





As Prepared. 


For further information contact: — 
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THE SPCRETARY OF STATE | 


ADDRESS TO THE UNITED WATICNS GENERAL ASSEMBLY 





ur. President, itr. Secretary General, distinguished 
dnioga tes, ladies and gentlemen: 
I begin by paying tribute to our new Senco ter General, who 
has brought great distinction to the office during his brief 
tenure. Dag Nammarsk jold once told the General Assembly that 
Waichever word one chooses, “independence, impartiality, 
PP sectivity -- they all describe essential aspects of what, 
- “without exception, must be in the attitude of the Secretary 


Foreign 


wey 


General.” Javier Perez de Cuellar, a man of the Third World 
and, I am proud to note, of the New World as well, has already 


 @amonstrated his strict adherence to this most exacting 


ah cs De) CRORE, fll cds 


standard. In so doing, he has earned the esteen of my 
| Governzent and the gratitude of all who believe in the purposes 


~2 


«ef the Charter. | 

= I congratulate, as well, Mr. Hollai of Hungary upon his 
electicn as President of the 37th Session of the General 
Assesbly. | 

| As I stand before you today I cannot help but reflect on 

be relation to this city and to this hall. I was born about 
_four miles from here. I was reared and educated not far away, 

East across the Hudson River. And I took a tour through this 


T° 


, Ruilding just after it opened in 1952 marveling at the reality 


- - . 
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- Of @ temple erected in the hope, at least, of abolishing war. 
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When'I took that tour back in the early fifties, there was 
great public interest in what was called “the Meditation 
Boon." 1 understand the room is still here. But in the years 
@ince then, this “ins ti tution has become more famous for talk 
than meditation. This hall has heard great ideas eloquently 
expressed. It has also heard double- talk, platitudes, and 
> winging protestations of innocence -- all too often aized at 
- wanouf Laging ou tragecus ané inhuman acts. 

But we sust not ridicule words. I believe that the 


greatest advance in human history was not the wheel, the use of 


t ‘Aectricity, or the internal combustion engine. Indispensable 


| 


wo. progress as “these have been, cur most remarkable achsovenan 


; was the slow, clumsy but triumphant 


creation of language. It is words that released our ancestors 


_ fzom the prison of the solitary. Words gave us the means to 


 ransnit to our children and the future the crowning jewel of 
einen existence: knowledge. The Cogs of Hammurabi, the Bible, 
Analects of Confucius, the teachings cf The Buddha, the 






» the insights of Shakespeare, the creed of Mahatma Gandhi 

‘or Martin Luther King -~ all these were arrangements of words. 
Is it not profoundly revealing that the first victins of 

’ tyrants are -——- words? Ho people better know the meaning of 

"“¢e0edon than those who have been arrested cor beaten or 

“duprisoned or exiled because of what they said. A single man 

| speaking out -— a Lech Walesa for example -— is more dangerous 

, an an armored division. . 


i ; 


a 
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All of us here, whether we arrived after a short one-hour 
flight as I aid, cor came. from tne other side of the globe as | 
many of you did, enter this auditorium te one main purpose -- 
to talk about what our governments see as. the problems ahead 


7 ‘and how they should be solved. & one point at least we can 


“~all agree -- the problems are many and difficult. I shall not 


} 


| 


ase 


try, in the minutes allotted me, to deal with each -- or even 
most -- of those issues in detail. 

? Instead, I want to give you some sense of the principles 

“and general approach the United States will take toward our 
_comn problens. 


n Americans are, by history and by inclination, a practical 
| aha pragmatic people -—- yet a people with a vision. [It is the 
, vision — usually simple and sometimes naive -- that has so 
ofwen lcd us to Gare and lo aevhieve. rresident Reagan's 
approach to foreign policy is grounded squarely on standards 
 Gawm from the pragmatic American experience. As de 


Tocqueville pointed out, “To achieve its objective, America 


gelies on personal interest, and gives full reign to the 


 @trength and reason of the individual.” That is as true now as 


when it was said one hundred and fifty years ago. Our 
principal instrument, now as then, is freedom. Our adversaries 


- eve the oppressors, the totalitarians, the tacticians of fear 


— rr 


end pressure. 














CO 303° 
=< | 
On this: foundation, President Reagan's ideas and the 
_Structure of his foreign policy are so straight-forward that 
y. & ‘ those of us enzesheé in day-to-day details may easily lose 
. tg of them. -The President never does; he consistently 
‘sings us pack to funcamentals. Today I will talk about those 


yet 
v@andamentals. They consist of four ideas that guids our 














& ; “actions: 
} -- we will start from realism: 
Ss — we will act from strength, both in power and 
- | . 
F ,-° purpose; 
£Q- -- we will stress the indispensable need to 
ao 
Ss”. generate consent, build agreenents, 
“wv 
25 and negotiate on key issues; and 
e3i -— we will conduct ourselves in the belief that 
ee progress is possible, even though the road to 
vo 7s 
23 a achievement is long and hard. 
ae ‘lane I. REALITY 
pat et 
ge : - I2€ we are to change the world we must first understand it. 


aust face reality -- with all its anguish and all its 
‘oppor tuni ties. Our era needs those who, as Pericles said, have 


ee clearest vision of what is before them, glory and danger 
arixe, and notwithstanding go out to meet it. 


“** Reality is not an illusion nor a sleight of hand, though 


@iaxry would have us believe otherwise. The enormous, grinding 


 gachinery of Soviet propaganda daily seeks to distort reality, 
to bend truth for its own purposes. 


Our world is occupied by 


«) 
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fax too many govarnment=a which seek to ecncesl truth from meir 
_@m people. - They wish tc imprison reality by controlling what 
can be read or spoken or hearé. ‘They would have us believe 
aaa ' that black is white and up is down. | 
Much of present day reality is unpleasant. To describe 
conditions as we ses them, as I do today, and as President 


Reagan has over the course of his Presidency, is not to seek 
@enfrontation. Par from it. Our purpose is to avoid 


ee ee eee 


uiennderstanding and to create the necessary preconditions for 
| change. 


‘Bad so, when we see aggression, we will call it aqgression. 


ol @ ame 45 


“@wen we see subversion, we will call it subversion. When we 


ae | a 


See repression, we-will call it repression. 


‘S -- Events in Poland, for example, cannot be ignored 
an 


or explained away. The Polish people want to be 


4 Meds 4 Pos, an 


’ their own master. Years of systematic tyranny could 
sot repress this desire. And neither will martial 
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law. But in Poland today, truth sust hide in corners. 


ee ees 


-— Wor can we simply turn our heads and look the 
other way as Soviet divisions brutalize an entire 
population in Afghanistan. The resistance of the 
Afghan people is 9 valiant saga of our times. We 
Gemean that valor if we do not recognize its source. 


ety 


- And Soviet surrogates intervene in many 
countries, creating a new era of colonialism at the 


moment in history when peoples around the globe had 
lifted that burden from their backs. 
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Sor will we shy away from speaking of other problens 


affecting the Pree and Developing Worlds. ~ - +-- se - 


— Much of the Geveloping world is threatened by a 
crisis of confi dance in financial ‘institutions and 
the stul tifying effects of state controlled econcnies. 
— The naturally vibrant economies of many Western 
nations, and trade between the world’s major trading 


partners, is threatened by recession ané rising 


_ protectioniss. ) . ee RE 


-- And the great alliances that shore up world 
stability and growth —— our Henispheric partnership, 
HATO, and the Western and Semamecd ind@us trial 
democracies, are challenged by new as well as chronic 


Finally, the shadow of war s til} darkens the future of us _ 


> 
Ll. ? . 


-— There is no ultimate safety in @ nuclear balance 
of terror constantly contested. ‘There is no peace of 
mind at a time when increasing nuabers of nations 
appear willing to launch their armies into battles for 
causes which seem local but have ‘ramifications for 
regional and even global harnony. 

The list of troubles is long: the danger of despair 


great. But there is another side to the present 


reality; it is a reality of hope. We are living in a 


rit can 


WBantastic time of oppor tunity. 
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Historians in the future will surely marvel over the 
accomplishments achieved by human beings: ‘in. the last half of 
this ceatury- We. have expanded the frontiers of thought - -- in 
ecience, in bickear. in engineering, in painting and music and ~ 
: 4 ‘mathematics, in technology and archi tecture ~- far beyond the 
; point anyone could have dared predict, much less hoped ‘for. We 
i . ‘enow much today about the oceans and forests and the geological 
“gtrata that lock in the story of our past. We know more about 
a baby -- or the brain -- than was accumulated in ten millenia | 


before our time. We are learning to produce food for all of” 


onl, Bae eos OO Oe ek 


us; we are no longer helpless before the threat of diseaser we 
explore our universe as a matter of course. We are confronting 
“the nature of Nature herself. The oppor tunities are grand. | 
This, too, is aclear reality, 0 es 
Thus realisa shows us a world deeply troubled, yet with 


reason for hopé. There is one necessary condition: the only 





| way we can enhance and amplify the human potential is by 
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preserving, defending, and extending those most precious of 
conditions -- Freedom and Peace. | 
eee 2 2 


II. STRENGTH 








America's yearning for peace does not lead us to be 
hesitant in developing our strength or in using it when 
necessary. Indeed, clarity about the magnitude of the problens 

| we face leads inevitably to a realistic appreciation of the 
importance of American strength. the strength of the Pree 
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World imposes restraint, invi tes accommodation, and reassures | 
those who would share in the creative work that is the 
wonderful consequence of liberty. 
- Strength means military forces to ensure that no other 


nation can threaten us, our interests, or our friends. But 





when I speak of strength I do not mean military power alone. 
To Americans, strength derives as well from a solid econonic 
2 base and social vitality at home and with our partners. And, 
: mos t fundamentally, the true wellspring of strength lies in 
‘America‘s moral commitment. | | | 
The Bulwark of America's strength is military power for 
qunee. | _ aes = enn, xs eet 


A Ae 
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The American people have never accepted weakness, or 
hesitancy. or abdication. We will not put our destiny into the 
hands of the ruthless. Americans today are emphatically united 


on the necessity of a strong defense. This year's defense 


piaidlee Wee te 


budget will ensure that the United States will help its friends 


Br. 
1 ee 
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end allies defend themselves -- to make sure that peace is seen 
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: "clearly by all to be the only feasible course in world affairs. 
| Along with military readiness and capability must come the 
willingness to employ it in the cause of peace, justice, and 
security. Today in Beirut the United States Marines -- 
toge ther with our allies, Italy and France -- are helping the 


Lebanese government and armed forces assure the safety of the 





| peoples of that tormented capital. Our Marines represent an 





extension of American power not for war but to secure the 








: . No. 303 
7 - -9- 


_ peace. They are there to speed the moment when all foreign 
forces depart from Lebanon. There must be early agreement on a 

! @dmetable for the full application of Lebanon's independence, 
sovereignty, and.territorial integrity. Lebanon deserves the 
worle's help -— to secure peace, and to rebuild a thriving 
sentety. . . a 


=e 


| “ America will continue to use its strength with prudence, 
firmness and balance. We intend to command the respect of 
adversaries and to deserve the confidence of allies and 

par tners. | 

The Engine of America's strength is a sound economy. 


In a tine of recession, industrialized and less developed 


TRI et ts Da on 


mations alike are bedaeviled by excessive inflation, restricted 


Lew? “atts. 


markets, unused capacity, stagnating trade, growing pressure 
for protectionism -- and the most potent enemy of expansion: 
pervasive uncertainty. | | 


, The United States with its vast human ané scientific 
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resources ean survive an era of ecoromic strife and decay. But 
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our moral commitment and our self-interest require us to use 
our technological and productive abilities to build lasting 


prosperity at home and to contribute to a sound economic 
situation abroad. 


' President Reagan has instituted a bold program to get the 





American economy moving. Our rate of inflation 

'4@ down markedly, and we will keep it down. This will aaa 
stability to the value of the dollar, and give greater 
confidence to international financial markets. 
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Eee ee ‘Noe 30 
The recent drop in US interest sates will stimulate new 

inves tuen ts within and beyond our shores. Conserva ticn through 

market pricing of energy has reduced United States demand for 

world energy supplies. We are putting ‘the recession behind 

us. a growing and open American econcay will provide Rew 


matkets for goods and services produced: elsewhere, and new 


2" © te. ef . 


= 


oppor tunities for foreign inves taent. : iat as we have a stake 
in worl dwide recovery;. “others will pepeper as our recovery 


- af, ree a ad hig m ee : eae 

Por wider peeaportity’ we take nol, se io: must ey 
| FEE. 
attend these international, Yesuess * a ape 


— The lure of: protectionist trads"policies 
must be ‘resisted _— whe ther in “the form of 
over t import restrictions and. export subsidies, 


——-— oe 
; 


Or by more subtle domes tic ‘scéizens. These can . 
only distort world trade and impair growth 
everywhere. Let us determine to make the November 
ninisterial ase tine of the GATT a time to aten these 
protectionist pressures and reinvigorate positive . 
efforts for a more open trading systen. 


| - The implications of the ‘external Gebt of many 
~ 


nations sust be understood. Immediate debt 
problems are manageable if we use good sense and 
avoid destabilizing actions. But the sagnitude of 
external Gebt will almost inevitably reduce 


resources available for future lending for 











"“Declassified for Publication in Amer 





ican roreign 


Sea ~ . tet. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





“11- | | No. 303 
development purposes. Economic adjustment is 
imperative. The IMF can provide critical help and | 

guidance in any country’s efforts to smcoth 

the adjustment process. The new borrowing 
arrangement proposed by the United States can be 
crucial to this effort. 7 

-- And the necessity of reducing government 
interference in the market must be recognized. 
Every nation has the right to organize society 
as its inhabitants wish, but economic facts cannot. 
be ignored. Those facts clearly demonstrate that 
the world's command economies have failed 
abysmally to meet the needs of their peoples. 
The newly prosperous industrialized nations are 
those with the gost free and open markets. 





The Bedrock of our strength is our moral and spiritual 


charac ter. 7 Oe (oO: -ePepwEs S68 se 


The sources of true strength lie. deeper than economic or 
military power -- in the dedication of a free people which 
knows its responsibility. America’s institutions are those of 
freedom accessible to every person and of government as the 
accountable servant of the people. Equal opportunity, due 
process of law, open trial by jury, freedom of belief, speech 
and assembly -- our Bill of Rights, our guarantees of liberty 


i and limited government were hammered out in centuries of 


ordeal. Because we care about these human values for 
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ourselves, so must we then be concerned, and legitimately sc, 
with abuses of freedom, justice and humanitarian principles 
beyond our bor ders. This is why we will speak and act for 
prisoners of conscience, against terrcrisa, and against the 
brutal silencing. of the Soviet Helsinki Watch Committee. This 
-is why we are anxious to participate in periodic reviews of the 
human rights performance of ourselves as well as others. We 


welcome scrutiny of our own system. We are not perfect and we 


» doodhaet AT 


know it, but we have nothing to hide. 
Our belief in liberty guides our policies here in the . 
United Nations as elsewhere. Therefore in this forum the 


United States will continue to insist upon fairness, balance, 
and truth. We take the debate on huszan rights seriously. We 


Aer" 


insist upon honesty in the use of language; we will point out 
inconsistencies, Gouble standards, and lies. We will not 


\ 


coapromise our.comgmitment to truth. 
III. READINESS TO SCLVE PROBLEMS 
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The world has work to do for the realists, the pragmatists, 
and the free. With a clear understanding of the troubled 
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circumstances of the hour, and with a strengthened ability to 
ect, we need as well the vision to see beyond the immediate 
present. 

All of us here represent nations which must understand and 
accept the imperative of fair engagement on the issues before 
us and, beyond that, of common effort toward shared goals. 


Whether we are seeking to bring peace to regional conflict or a 
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resolution of commercial differences, the tine of imposed 


solutions has passed. Conquest, pressure, acquiescence under 


Guress were common in decades not long past -~ but not today. 
not everybody who wants his concerns addressed will find us 
automatically shibtib thes. But when negotiations are in order 
America is prepared to go to work on the global agenda, and to 
do s0 in a way that all may emerge better off and more secure 
than before. 

We manage our problems more intelligently, and with greater 
mutual understanding, when we can bring ourselves to recognize 
them as expressions of mankind's basic dilemma. We are seldon 
confronted with simple issues of right and wrong, between good 
and evil. Qily those who do not bear the direct burden of 
responsibility for Gecision and action can indulge themselves 
in the denial of that reality. The task of statesmanship is to 


mediate between two -- or several -- causes, each of which 
often has a legitimate clain. 


/ 


It is on this foundation that the United States stands 


ready to try to solve the problezs of our time -—- to overcome 


_ Chaos, deprivation, and the heightened dangers of an era in 


which ideas and cultures too often tend to clash and 
technologies threaten to outpace our institutions of control. 
We are engaged in negotiations and efforts to find answers 


to issues affecting every part of the globe and every aspect of 


|our lives upon it. Let me take up just two of these with you. 


' 


— —— 
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The agony of the Middle East now exceeds the ability of . 
news bulletins or speeches to express; it is a searing wound on 
our consciousness. The region is in constant ferment. Unrest 
flares into violence, terror, insurrection, and civil strife. 
War follows war.. It is clear to everyone in this hall that 
-international peace, security, and cooperative progress cannot 





be truly achieved until this terrible regional conflict is 
settled. 

All of us have witnessed in the past several months a 
graphic reminder of the need for practical peace negotiations 
in the Middle Bast. Of the nations in the world which need and 
‘Gaserve peace, Israel surely holds a preeminent place. Of the 
peoples of the world who need and deserve a place with which 
| ‘they can truly identify, the Palestinian claim is undeniable. 


ae, a ce 


But Israel can only have permanent peace in a context in 
| Which the Palestinian people also realize their legitimate 
; rights. Similarly, the Palestinian people will be able to 
. ’ 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


* achieve their legitimate rights only in a context which gives 
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_& Israel what it so clearly has a right to demand -— to exist, 
; ; and to exist in peace and security. 

This most complex of international conflicts cannot be 
resolved by force: neither the sight of armies nor the violence 
of terrorists can succeed in imposingthe will of the strong 
upon the weak. Nor can it be settled simply by the rhetoric of 





even the sost carefully worded document. It can only be 
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resolved through the give and take of direct negotiations 
leading to the establishment of practical arrangenents on the 
grouné.. | | 

In other wor és, it can only be resolved through hard work. 
Yor those who believe that there is no contradiction between 


0%, ‘) 
. 
‘ 
4 


permanent peace for Israel and the legitimate rights of the 
Palestinian people - and for those who believe that both are 
essential for peace and that neither can be achieved without 


ee] 


RG) 


the other -- the task can truly be a labor of love. 
Qn September 1, President Reagan (fshallenged the parties. to 
the Arab-Israeli conflict to make a fresh start on the road to 


niin Amerivernr wre” 


peace in the Middle East. The Camp David agreements, resting 
equarely on United Nations Security Council Resolution 242, 
With its formula of peace for territory, remain available to 
"those who would accept the challenge to make this journey with 
us. The road will not be easy, but in his statement President 
Reagan made a number of proposals which, for those who are 
‘willing to join the effort, sake the journey safer and easier. 
| I call on all concerned to accept President Reagan's 
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Challenge and hasten the realization of true peace in the 
Middle East. 


In addition to the imperative need to resolve regional 





problems, there is an equally significant global imperative: 





‘> halt, and reverse, the global arms buildup. As an American 
I az aware that arms control and disarmament are a special 


responsibility of the world’s most powerful nations, the United 
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States and the Soviet Union. And as an American, I can report- 
that we ave fulfilling our reepenmsibliity to seek to limit and 


reduce conventional and nuclear arms to the lowest possible 
levels. 7 


—-- 


With this goal in sind, President Reagan has initiated a 
couprehensive program for negotiated args reductions. In 






Central Europe, the sost heavily armed region on this planet, 
the Western allies are seeking substantial reductions in NATO 
and Warsaw Pact troops to equal levels. To achieve this goal, 
we have recently introduced a new proposal designed to 
revitalize the talks in Vienna on sutual and balanced 
re@uctions in military manpower. 

In the area of strategic aras, the United States has also 
taken the initiative by calling for a one- third reduction in 


blication in American roretyn 


z| 
5 


“8 ; the number of nuclear warheads that American and Soviet 

oe ballistic missiles can deliver. And in the talks in’ Geneva on 
- 3 

a intermediate~range nuclear forces, the United States has gone 
“VU gs 

+ | om further, by asking the Soviet Union to agree to a bold 

8 proposal for eliminating an entire category of weapons from the 


@rsenals of the two sides. 

But as important as these negotiations are, the problea of 
arms control cannot be left to the two superpowers. The threat 
of nuclear proliferation extends to every region in the world 
and demands the attention and energy of every government. This 

| is not solely, or even primarily, a concern of the 


superpowers. The non-nuclear countries will not be safer if 
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muclear intimidation is acded to already deadly regional 
conflicts. ‘the developing nations will not be more prosperous 
if scarce resources ané scientific talent are diverted to 
Buclear weapons and Gelivery sys tens. 

Unfor tunately, as the task becomes more important it also 
Becomes more Gifficult. Greater quantities of dangerous 
materials are produced and new suppliers emerge who lack a 
clear commitment to non-proliferation. But the technology that 
helped to create the problems can supply answers as well. 
Vigorous action to strengthen the barriers to aggression and to 
resolve disputes peacefully can remove the insecurities that 
are the root of the problesz. The United States, for its part, 
will work to tighten export controls; to promote broader 
acceptance of safeguards; to urge meaningful actions when 
agreements are violated; and to s treng then the International 
Atomic Energy Agency. (As our action last week in Vienna 
should make clear, we will not accept attempts to politicize -- 


-and therefore emasculate -- such vital institutions. ) 


Iv. PROGRESS 

Perhaps the most common phrase spoken by the American 
people in our more than two centuries of national life has been 
“you can't stop progress." Our people have always been imbued 
with the conviction that the future of a free people would be 
good. 
America continues to offer that vision to the world. With that 
vision, and with the freedom to act creatively, there is 
mothing that people of good will need fear. 
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I am not here to assert, however, that the way is easy, or 
guick, or that the future is bouné to be bright. There is a 
poem by. Carl Sandburg in which a traveler asks the Sphinx to 
speak and reveal the Gistilled wisdom of all the ages. The 
aph ins does iitid. Its words are: “Don't expect too zuch." 

That is good counsel for all of us here. It does not mean 
that great accomplishments are beyond our reach. We can help 
shape more constructive international relations and give our 
Children a better chance at life. It does mean however, that 
tisk, pain, expense, and above all endurance are needed to_ 
bring those achievements into our grasp. 

We must recognize the complex and vexing character of this 
world. We should not indulge ourselves in fantasies of 
perfection or unfulfillable plans, or solutions gained by 
pressure. It is the responsibility of leaders not to feed the . 
growing appetite for easy promises and grand assurances. The 
plain truth is this: we face the prospect of all too few 


‘decisive or dramatic break throughs; we face the necessity of 


G@edicating our energies and creativity to @ protracted struggle 


toward eventual success. 


That is the approach of my country — because we see not 
only the nevwssity, but the possibility, of making important | 
progress on a broad front. Por example: 

- Gespite Gsep seated differences between us 

and the Soviet Union. necotiatora of both 
sides are now at work in a serious, businesslike 


effort at arms control. 
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‘= President Reopen has issued an important call 
for an international conference on military 
expenditure. The achieverzent of a comser. sys ten 
for a and reporting is the prerequisite 
for subsequent agreement to limit or curtail 
defense bude ts. 
-- The Caribbean Basin Initiative establishes the 
crucial bond between economic development and 
economic freedom. It can be a model for 
fair and productive coopera tion between economies 
vastly different in size and character. 
— And the diplomatic way is open to build 
stability and progress in southern Africa 
through independence for Nanibia under 
internationally acceptable terms. 
Realism and a readiness to work long and hard for fair and 
freely agreed solutions -- that is our recipe for optinisn. 
That is the message and the offer which my government brings to 


you today. 


Mr. President, Mr. Secretary General, Delegates, friends. 
I began my remarks here today with an informal personal word. 


Let me end in the same spirit. 
We must be determined and confident. We must be prepared 


for trouble, but always optimistic. In this way the vast 


bounties produced by the human mind and imagination can be 
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shared by all the races and nations we represent here in this” 


A predecessor of mine as Secretary of State, whose portrait 
hangs in my office, conveyed the essence of America’s approach 
to the world's dangers and dilemmas. He said we would act with 
"a stout heart and a clear conscience, and never despair." 

That is what John Quincy Adams said nearly a century and a 
half ago. I give you my personal pledge today that we will 


continue in that spirit, with that determination, and with that 
confidence in the future. 
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No. 304 
STUDY GROUP A OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) | —_ oe. 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group A of the U.S. 
Organization for the Interrational Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT) will meet on October 20, 1982 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 856 
of the Federal Communications Commission, 1919 M Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. This Study Group deals with U.S. Government aspects of international 
telegram and telephone operations and tariffs. 


The Study Group will discuss international teleconmunications questions 
relating to telegraph, telex, new record services, data transmission and 
leased channel services in order to develop U.S. positions to be taken at 
upcoming international Study Groups I and III meetings. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting subject to the 
instruction of the Chairman. Admittance of public members will be limited 
to the seating available. Requests for further information should be directed 
to Earl S. Barbely, Conference Staff, Federal Communications Commission, 


Washington, D.C., telephone (202) 632-3214. 


For further imformation contact: 
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4 No. 305 


STUDY GROUP 7 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group 7 of the 
U.S. Organization for the International Radio Consultative 
Committee (CCIR) will meet on October 22, 1982 at the U.S. Naval 
Observatory, Room 300, Building 52, 34th and Massachusetts Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. ‘The meeting will begin at 8:30 a.m 


Study Group 7 deals with time-signal services by means of 
radioconmunications. The purpose of the meeting is to review 
the progress of work in preparation for the intemational Study 
Group 7 meeting to be held in Novenber 1983. 
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Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join 
in the discussions subject to the instructions of the Chairman. 
Requests for further information should be directed to Mr. Gordon 
Huffcutt, State Department, Washington, D.C. 20520 (telephone (202) 
632-2592). 


For further information contact: 
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October 5, 1982 wes 
No. 306 


THEODORE C. MAINO 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE REPUBLIC OF BOTSWANA 


Theodore C. Maino of San Luis Obispo, California was 
sworn in today as United States Ambassador to the Republic 
of Botswana. He will succeed Horace G. Dawson, Jr. Mr. 
Maino was most recently President of Maino Construction Co., 
a one-hundred year old family-owned business, and owner of 
Maino Properties Commercial Rentals. Concurrently, he served 
as President of the San Luis Obispo Savings and Loan Associa- 
tion, and from 1969-1980 was Chairman of the Board of Swift 
Aire Lines, Inc. 


Born on October 19, 1913 in San Luis Obispo, Mr. Maino 
graduted cum laude in 1935 with a B.S.C.E. from the University 
of Santa Clara. He served on active duty from 1943-46 in the 
Civil Engineer Corps of the United States Naval Reserve and 
was Base Construction Officer on the staff of the Commander 
of the South Pacific area during his final year; he retired 
as Lieutenant Commander in 1948. 


Mr. Maino belongs to a number of national and international 
clubs and civic organizations and has a lifetime of service to 
the community, having served as President of the San Luis 
Coastal Unified School District, foreman of a San Luis Obispo 
County Grand Jury, President of the Santa Lucia Area Council of 
the Boy Scouts of America, and district governor of Rotary 
International. He has been an active and prominent member of 
two game conservation groups which have made multi-million 
dollar contributions to the worldwide preservation of wildlife 
and endangered species. Over the last twenty-two years, Mr. 
Maino has travelled extensively in Africa, mostly in eastern 
and southern Africa. 


He is married to the former Rosemary Wilson, and they have 
four children, Michael, Theodore W., Melissa, and Molly. 
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GEORGE W. LANDAU SWORN IN AS 
UNITED STATES AMBASSAOR TO VENEZUELA 


George W. Landau of Maryland was sworn in July 
30, 1982 as United States Ambassador to Venezuela. 
He succeeds William H. Luers. 


Mr. Landau, born in 1920, attended Pace College 
in New York City and New York University before the 
war. After the war he attended George Washington 
University in Washington D.C. He was inducted as 
a private in November 1942 and after attending Officer 
Candidate School he went overseas and served in the 
European Theater of Operations. He left Army Active 
Duty status in 1947 as a Captain, Military Intelligence, 
but remained in the Army Reserve from which he retired 
in 1975 with the rank of Colonel. Among his decorations 
are the Army Commendation Medal and the Meritorious 
Service Medal. 


From 1947 to 1957 he worked in the private sector 
and held the position of Assistant Vice President 
in a major U.S. Foreign Freight Forwarding Company, 
first in New York and then in South America. 


He joined the Foreign Service in 1957. Until 
1962 he served as a Commercial Attache and Chief of 
the Economic Section in Montevideo, Uruguay. He was 
a member of the U.S. Delegation headed by Secretary 
of the Treasury Dillon to the Inter-American Economic 
and Social Council held at Punta del Este (Uruguay) 
in 1961 which created the “Alliance for Progress.” 


From 1962 to 1965 he was First Secretary and 
Political Officer in the Embassy in Madrid, Spain. 
He attended the Canadian National Defense College 
in 1965-1966. From 1966 to 1972 he was the Department's 
Country Director for Spain and Portugal in the Bureau 


of European Affairs. During this time he was prominently 


involved in negotiating the Spanish Base agreement 


For further information conmtact: 


A/7 
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Signed in 1970 and the Azores Base agreement signed 
with Portugal in 1971. For his work he received the 
Department's Superior Honor Award" in November 1970. 


In 1972 he was appointed as Ambassador to Paraguay 
where he served until 1977. From there he went on 
direct transfer as Ambassador to Chile where he remained 
until 1982. 


Ambassador Landau married the former Maria A. 
Jobst in 1947. They have two sons, Robert, 29, Assistant 
Attorney General for the State of Alaska, and Christopher, 
19, sophomore at Harvard University. 
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No. 308 - 
PROGRAM FOR JHE STATE VISIT TO THE UNITED STATES CF AMERICA OF. 
HIS EXCELLENCY SOEHARTO, PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF INDONESIA, 
AND MRS. SCEHARTO. 


We " 
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October 12 - 15, 1982. 





Tuesday, October 12 


8:40 a.m. His Excellency, The President of the Republic 
of Indonesia, Mrs. Soeharto, and their party 
arrive Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland via 
U.S. Presidential Aircraft. 


9:00 a.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting 
Pool Side). 
10:00 a.m. Arrival at the White House where His Excellency 


Soeharto, President of the Republic of Indonesia, 
and Mrs. Soeharto will be greeted by the President 
of the United States and Mrs. Reagan, the Vice 
President and Mrs. Bush, the Secretary of State 
and Mrs. Shultz, and others. 


10:30 a.m. - President Soeharto will meet with President Reagan 
at the White House, Oval Office. ' 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Private luncheon. 
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4:00 p.m. President Soeharto will meet with the Honorable 
George Bush, Vice President of the United States, 
at the Madison Hotel, President's Suite, 15th Floor. 


PRESS REPORT TO 15th Floor NO LATER THAN 
3:45 p.m. 


632-0685 

S/CPR - Mary Masserini -862-1000 Ext. 1501 (puring visit) 
Protocol Office, 
Madison Hotel. 


For further information contact. 
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Tuesday, October 12 (continued) 





4:30 p.m. 


7:30 p.m. 





10:50 a.m. 
11:00 a.m. 


1:00 p.m. 


3:30 p.m. 


4:45 p.m. 


5:25 p.m. 


Thursday, October 14 








OsXe a uiie 


11:00 a.m. 


President Soeharto will meet with The Honorable 
George Shutlz, Secretary of State, at the Madison 
Hotel, President's Suite, 15th Floor. 


The President of the United States and Mrs. Reagan 
will host a dinner in honor of His Excellency 
Soeharto, President of the Republic of Indonesia, and 
Mrs. Soeharto, at the White House. 


Dress: Black tie. 


His Excellency Soeharto, President of the Republic 
of Indonesia, Mrs. Soeharto, SS Sue Gay Gaee 
at the Washington Monument Grounds. 


Departure Ceremony. 
Arrival Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland. 


Departure Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland via 
Indonesian Airways DC-10 for Cape Canaveral, Florida. 


Arrival Shuttle Landing Facility, Kennedy Space 
Center, where President Soeharto and his party 
will tour the Center. 


Departure from the Shuttle Landing Facility for 
Houston Intercontinental Airport, Houston, Texas. 


Arrival Houston Intercontinental Airport, Houston, 
Texas. 


Arrival Ceremony. 
Arrival Four Seasons Hotel, 1300 Lamar Street. 


Private Evening. 


President Soeharto will meet with Dr. Michael DeBakey, 
at the Texas Medical Center. 


President Soeharto and his party will arrive 
at Johson Space Center for a tour of the Center. 








- 3 - © -. ~ 
Thursday, October 14 (continued) 

12:30 D.F. His Excellency Soeharto, President of the Republic 
of Indonesia, Mrs. Soeharto, and their party will 
arrive Houston Houston Intercontinental Airport. 

a 12:40 DP-t.. ; Departure from Houston Intercontinental Airport 
: for Honolulu, Hawaii. 





4:45 p.m. © | Arrival Honolulu, Hickahm Air Force Base, 
- 4. 
5:00 p.m. Arrival Kahala Hilton Hotel, 5000 Kahala Avenue. 
Private evening. 


Friday, October 15 





10:00 a.m. His Excellency Soeharto, President of the Republic 
of Indonesia, Mrs. Soeharto, and their party 
depart the United States via In‘onesia Airvays 
Dc-10. 
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October 8, 1982 
No. 309 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 


Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 
Notice of Meeting 


The Shipping Coordinating Committee (SHC) will 
conduct an open meeting on Wednesday, November 3, 1982, 
at 9:30 A.M., in room 3201 of the U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquarters Building, 2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, 


D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of this meeting is to finalize prepara- 
tions for the 49th Session of the Council of the Inter- 
national Maritime Organization (IMO) which is scheduled 
for November 15-19, in London. In particular, the SHC 
will discuss development of U.S. positions dealing with 
inter alia, the topics: 


-- Reports of the Various Committees. 
-- Financial Matters. 


Assessment of IMO Contributions. 


-- Introduction of the Arabic Language. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. G. P. Yoest, 
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters (G-CPI), 2100 2nd Street, 
SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: (202) 426-2280. 


For further information contact. 
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October 8, 1982 ; 
No. 310 D tren in A 


STUDY GROUP B OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group B of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT) will meet on November 4, at 10:00 a.m. in Room 1406 
of the Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 





The purpose of the meeting is to review preparations for the upcoming 
Meeting of CCITT Study Group VIII, Geneva, November 16-26, 1982. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in the 
discussion subject to the instructions of the Chairman. Admittance of 
public members will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, 
entrance to the Department of State building is controlled and entry will 
be facilitated if arrangements are made in advance of the meeting. It is 
suggested that prior to November 4, members of the general public who plan 
to attend the meeting so advise Mr. Lowell, Office of International Communi- 


cations Policy, Department of State, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone 
(202) 632-6583. All attendees must use the C Street entrance to the building. 


For further information contact: 
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October 8, 1982 
No. 31l 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will hold a meeting on November 
10, 1982, of the Working Group on Transborder Data Flows of 
the Advisory Committee on International Investment, Technology, 
and Development. The Working Group will meet from 10:00 
a.m. to 12:00 noon. The meeting will be held in the Loy 
Henderson Conference Room of the State Department, 2201 C 
Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 20520. The meeting will be 
open to the public. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to report on the 
results of ICCP meetings held in September, 1982, the 
meeting of the U.N. Committee for Transnational Corporations, 
and to discuss preparations of a U.S. paper for the U.N. 
Centre on Transnational Corporations. 


Requests for further information on the meeting should 
be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs, Washington, D. C. 20520. He may be reached by 
telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 


Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


The Chairman of the Working Group will, as time permits, 
entertain oral comments from members of the public attending 
the meeting. 


For further information contact: 
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For further information contact: 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Panel on Bulk Cargoes under the SOLAS Subcommittee 
Working Group on Containers and Cargoes will conduct an 
open meeting on Wednesday, November 17, 1982, at 10:00 A.M., 
in room 3201 of the U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters Building, 
2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of the meeting is to review progress of 
position papers preparation for presentation at the Twenty- 
fourth Session on Containers and Cargoes to be held at IMO 
Headquarters in London. Particular comments will be directed 
to the Code of Safe Practice of Bulk Cargoes including 
Appendix B entries for Ammonium Nitrate, Fumigation of 
Grain Charcoal, Coal, Direct Reduced Iron Ore Concentrates 
and Zinc Ashes. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. John F. McAnulty, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-MTH), Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: 
(202) 426-1577. Or contact Captain S. Fraser Sammis, 
National Cargo Bureau, Inc., Suite 2757, One World Trade 
Center, New York, New York 10048. Telephone: (212) 432-1280. 


















October 8, 1982 
No. 313 


PETER D. CONSTABLE SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE REPUBLIC OF ZAIRE 


Peter D. Constable, a career Foreign Service Officer, 
was sworn in today as U.S. Ambassador to the Republic of 
Zaire. He succeeds Robert B. Oakley who has been reassign- 
ed. Until his appointment as Ambassador, Mr. Constable had 
been serving as the Senior Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
the Bureau of Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs. 
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Mr. Constable entered the Foreign Service in 1957, and 
has served abroad in Vigo, Spain, Tecucigalpa, Honduras, and 
in Lahore, Pakistan. He also serve“ .1 the Department of 
State as a Personnel Officer; Staff sssistant to the Assistant 
Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs; and as 
Director of the Office of Pakistan, Afghanistan and Bangladesh 
Affairs. Prior to his recent assignment, he was Deputy 
Chief of Mission in Islamabad, Pakistan. 


Mr. Constable also served in the Urban Affairs program 
of the United States Chamber of Commerce from 1967 to 1968, 
and attended the National War College, 1972 and 1973. 
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Mr. Constable was born in Syracuse, New York, April 10, 
1932. He received his Bachelor of Arts degree from Hamilton 
College, New York in 1953, and earned his Master of Arts 
degree from the School of Advanced International Studies of 
Johns Hopkins University, Maryland in 1957. 







Prior to entering the Foreign Service, Mr. Constable 
served in the United States Army from 1953 to 1955; and was 
a research assistant for a United States Senator in 1956. 
He is married and has three children. 







For further information conmtact: 
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October 14, 1982 
No. 314 


DAVID JOSEPH FISCHER SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE REPUBLIC OF SEYCHELLES 


David Joseph Fischer, a career Foreign Service 
Officer, was sworn in today as the first resident 
U.S. Ambassador to the Republic of Seychelles. Until 
his appointment as Ambassador, Mr. Fischer had been 
di as the Deputy Chief of Mission in Dar es Salaam, 
Tanzania. 


Mr. Fischer was born in Bridgeport, Connecticut on 
February 18, 1939. He received his B.A. from Brown 
University in 1960 and attended Harvard Law School, prior 
to joining the State Department in 1961. 


He has served in a variety of posts abroad: Frankfurt 
(1962-63), Warsaw (1964-68), Sofia (1972-74), Kathmandu 
(1974-77) and most recently as Deputy Chief of Mission in 
Dar es Salaam, Tanzania (1979-82). While in the Department 
of State he has served in the Bureau of Intelligence and 
Research, the Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs and the 
Bureau of Public Affairs. He served for three years on 
detail to the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency and was 
a member of the US delegation to the Strategic Arms Limita- 
tion (SALT) from 1969 until 1972. 


Mr. Fischer is married to the former Pamela Popkin. 


They have three children. Mr. Fischer is a legal resident 
of Texas. 


For further information contact: 
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October 18, 1982 
No. 315 


PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D.C. OF 


Monday, October 18 





5:50 p.m. 


6:15 p.m. 


6:30 p.m. 


Tuesday, October 19 





8:30 a.m. 


9:15 a.m. 


11:30 a.m. 


12:30 p.m. 


2:15 p.m. 


3:30 p.m. 


HIS EXCELLENCY AMIN GEMAYEL, 


PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF LEBANON. 


October 18-19, 1982 


His Excellency Amin Gemayel, President of the Republic 
of Lebanon, and his party arrive at Andrews Air Force 
Base, Maryland via U.S. Presidential Aircraft. 


Arrival Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting Pool 
Side). 


Arrival Madison Hotel, 15th and M Streets, Northwest. 


Private evening. 


President Reagan will host a working breakfast for 
President Gemayel, at the White House. 


Breakfast followed by meeting in the Cabinet Room, 
the White House. 


President Gemayel will meet with The Honorable 
George Shultz, Secretary of State, at Blair House. 


Secretary Shultz will host a working luncheon in 
honor of President Gemayel at the Blair House. 


President Gemayel will meet with Mr. Alden W. Clausen, 
President, International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development, at 701 19th Street, Northwest, Room E-1227. 


President Gémayel will meet with The Honorable Caspar 
Weinberger, Secretary of Defense, at the Pentagon. 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 
Macison Hotel Protocol Office 
862-1600 Ext. 527 


For turther information contact: 
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Tuesday, October 19 (continued) 





6:30 p.m. - 
8:30 p.m. 


9:15 p.m. 


9:45 p.m. 
10:00 p.m. 


His Excellency Khalil Itani, Ambassador of the Republic 
of Lebanon, and Mrs. Itani will host a reception in 
honor of His Excellency Amin Gemayel, President of 
the Republic of Lebanon, at the Madison Hotel, Dolly 
Madison Room, Mezzanine Level. 
Dress: Business Suit. 
PRESS CONTACT: Mr. Antoine Chedid 
Press Counselor - Embassy 
462-8600 


President Gemayel and his party depart the Madison 
Hotel for Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland via motorcade. 


Arrival Andrews Air Force Base. 


His Excellency Amin Gemayel, President of the Republic 
of Lebanon, and his party depart Andrews Air Force 
Base, Maryland, via Middle East Airlines enroute 
Paris, France. 


JEPARTMENT OF STATE 


October 18,1982 REMARKS OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE eat 


No. 316 ‘Seat # 
CONFERENCE ON DEMOCRATIZATION OF COMMUNIST COUNTRIES = £ 
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OCTOBER 18, 1982 


gn 


Last spring in a speech to the British Parliament, President 
Reagan announced that our country would redouble efforts to 
promote the international growth of democracy. That speech, the 
centerpiece of the President's European trip, provides important 


Clues about the character of the United States. 


Support for democracy is not simply a policy of the American 
Government. It is basic to our history and our world view. The 
leaders of the American Revolution fought to establish our right 
to democratic self-determination. The American Civil War 


reaffirmed that this nation, conceived in liberty, will forever be 
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dedicated to personal and political freedom. And during the last 
forty years, as our nation became more active in international 
affairs, we made the spread and defense of freedom our central 


foreign policy goal. 


Our efforts, and those of our democratic allies, have borne 
remarkable fruit. The cause of political liberty has made great’ 
strides since the end of World War II. Scores of colonies won 
independence and a remarkable number embraced democracy. 


Elsewhere, vestiges of the authoritarian past disappeared. 


For further information contact: 














The UN Charter and Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
established international obligations with respect to personal and 


political liberties. Today, there is a sense of optimism that 


democracy can be the wave of the future. 








Recent developments in countries under communist rule also 


suggest that a new age of democratic reform and revolution lies 





aheac of us. The weaknesses of communist societies are becoming 


increasingly apparent. Popular desires for freedom remain 


strong. The concessions that communist regimes make to popular 


sentiment and to economic necessity may sow the seeds of their 


transformation. 
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In Poland, the economic failings of communism combined with 


Ueclassified for Publication in American 


the ever-strong drive for liberty to create the Solidarity 
movement. Solidarity's meteoric rise and continued impact 
demonstrate clearly that labor unions and other grass-roots 


organizations can provide an effective vehicle for dispersing 


power to a broad segment of the population. — 


In East Germany, youths sport an emblem depicting a mar 
beating a sword into a plowshare, showing their opposition to the 


communist state's militarism and their continued respect for 


religious symbols and ideals. 
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The church survives as an important social institution in 
several communist countries. It is a short step from religious 
commitment to political activism. When churchmen apply the 
religious principles of individual responsibility and free will tc 
political issues, they demand a more active role in national 


decisions. 


In virtually every communist country a free market thrives, 
whether with or without official sanction. The system's economic 
failures drive everyone to the black market. Undoubtedly, 
official and unofficial market innovations will influence the way 
communist countries are governed in the future. Individuals who 
chart their own economic course will not be satisfied in a society 


that prohibits the exercise of political rights. 


In the final analysis, internal forces must be the major factors 
for democratization of communist states. Only the people of those 
countries can muster sufficient pressures for reform. Only they 


can seize opportunities to determine their own destinies. 


We do not seek to foment violent unrest or to undermine 


communist regimes. Yet we will not ignore the individuals and 


groups in communist countries who seek peaceful change. It is our 


responsibility, both moral and strategic, to meet their calls for 
help. We must aid their struggle for freedom. 
The US Government is active on this front. 


-- Our radio broadcasts serve as the communist world's 


surrogate free press. The US Government will spend $44 million 


American Foreign 


this fiscal year as the first installment in a planned billion 


dollar modernization program to improve the radios’ geographic and 


political impact. 


-- We are encouraging private sector groups to aid the 


ed. € bee, Wak Oe AV 


peaceful struggle for freedom in communist countries. More 


4 . 


organizations must follow the example of the AFL-CIO, which 


a 


offered strong support for Polish Solidarity. 
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-- American Government leaders will continue to condemn, in 
words and deeds, communist human rights violations. We will bring 
specific cases to public attention and declare our conviction that 
the people of communist countries deserve their human rights, and 


that their drives for freedom will succeed. 


-- We will continue to press the issue of human rights in-~- 
public, international forums and will insist that communist states 


be held to international standards of behavior. We will insist 


that a single standard be applied to all countries. 
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These efforts are important, but we must do more to support 
the emergence of democracy in communist states. Ve need new 


tools. new energies, and new focus to invigorate our efforts. 


We called this conference to address a very practical 
question, “What is to be done?” We look to you for guidance and 
creative iceas. The President and I are anxious to receive your 


recommendations. 


Some of you here today are political activists from communist 
countries; advocates for freedom in your homelands. I believe 
that history will judge you as the apostles of hope; the forebears 
of a new age of democracy. We are count tted tc help you and your 


countrymen make the dream of freedom a reality. 
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October 19, 1982 
No. 317 


UNITED STATES AND 
SINGAPORE AMEND 
BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Singapore exchanged letters 
dated May 17, 1982 and May 20, 1982 to amend the existing 


bilateral textile agreement. The texts of the letters 
follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





May 17, 1982 
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Mr. Lim Kim Kuay 

Director 

Department of Trade 

2né Fir, World Trade Center 

Singapore 0409 : 


Dear Mr. Lim: 

I would like to take this opportunity to draw your attention 
to my letter of February 8, 1982. In that letter my. government 
.proposed that Annex A of the agreement between the Uhited States 
and Singapore relating to trade in cotton, wool and man-made 
fiber textiles and texile products, with annexes, effected by 
exchange of notes on August 21, 1981, as amended ("The Agreement”), 


be amended to include the following cotton and man-made fiber 
apparel categories: 


EB/TEX - Deborah L. Linde 
(202)632-2690 


For teertiverr inforrrecaticorn cor tact: 








Conversion Unit of 











Category Description Factor Measure ~ 
4 353 Down and feather-filled 41.3 Dz. 
coats, jackets and vests, 
W, G and I 
354 Down and feather-filled 41.3 Dz. 
coats, jackets and vests, 
M and B 
653 Down and feather-filled 41.3 Dz. 
coats, jackets and vests, 
W, G and I 
654 Down and feather-filled 
coats, jackets and vests, 41.3 Dz. 
M and B 


We would appreciate your government's reconsideration of 
this proposal. 


Sincerely, 


William £. Spruce 
Economic/Political Counsclor 
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YOUR REF. 


OUR REF. 
DATE: 


» 3-« No. 


SINGAPORE LETTER 





TD 625: 3/19 Vol 13 
20 May 82 


Mr William E Spruce 

Sconomic/Political Counsellor | 

Dabassy of the United States of America 

30 Hill Street . 
Singepore 0617 ) 


Dear kr Spruce 


: { 
Thank you for your letter dated 17 Kay 1982 propo: ..¢ 

that the existing agreement between Singapore and the 

United States releting to trade in cotton, wool and man-mafe 
fibre textiles and textile products be expanded to include the 
four categsrics of down-filled apparel (Categories 353, 354, 
"653 and 554) and that these categories be subjected to a 
minimum consultation level of 700,000 SYE (or 16,949.15 dozens) 
for exch category. . 


2 On behalf of ny Governnent, I confirm that the proposal 
containec in your letter is acceptable to Singapore. 


3 Your letter and this letter of confirmation sh2ll 
constitute an amendment to the Agreement. 


Yours siacerely 


MAVAEs 
for biascTt a-VESSkAL 
DEPART CHT «F TRADE 


— 
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PARTMENT OF STATE 






October 19, 1982 
No. 318 


UNITED STATES AND 

SINGAPORE AMEND 

BILATERAL TEXTILE 
AGREEMENT 


The United States and Singapore exchanged letters 
dated May 17, 1982 and June 14, 1982 to amend the existing 
bilateral textile agreement. The texts of the letters 
follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





May 17, 1982 
Singapore 


Mr. Lim Kim Kuay 

Director 

Department of Trade 

2nd Fir, World Trade Center 
Singapore 0409 


Dear Mr. Lim: 


I am writing with reference to the agreement between 
the United States and Singapore relating to trade in cotton, 
wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile products, with 
annexes, effected by exchange of notes Avgust 2], 1981, as 
amended ("The Agreement"), and to discussions concerning 
exports from Singapore to the United States of products 
classified in textile category 320. 


EB/TEX - Deborah L. Linde 
(202)632-0280 


For further information contact: 
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On behalf of my government, I would like to propose that 
Annex B of the agreement be amended to establish the following 
specific limits for category 320: 


Agreement Year Level 
1982 8,000,000 Square Yards 
1983 8,400,005 Square Yards 
1984 8,820,000 Square Yards 
1985 9,261,000 Square Yards 


If this proposal is acceptable to your government, this 
letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of your 
government shall constitute an amendment to the agrcement. 


Cincerely, 


William E. Spruce — 
Economic/Political Counselor 
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SINGAPORE LETTER 





TD 625: 3/19 Vol 13 
14 Jun 82 


kr William £ 
Economic/Polit 
Babassy of th 

of America 
30 Hiil Street ‘ 
Singapore 0617 


Cc 


Dear Mr Spru 


> 


I refer to your letter dated 12 Jun 8&2 concerning 
the agreement between the United States and Singapore 


relating to trad » cotton, wool and man-made fibre 

textiles anc textile products, with annexes, effected by 

exchange of » ies dated 2] Aug 81, as amended ("The 

Agreement"), concerning exports from Singapore to the 

United States of products classified in textile e 


Category 320. 


2 On benaif of my Government, I confirm that your 
proposal with : ea to Category 320 as specified in 
Annex B of the Asreement be amended to establish the 
following spe ‘ic limits for Category 320 : 
Agreement Year Level 
8,000,000 Square Yards 
8,400, 000 Square Yards 
g 8,820,000 Square Yaris 
985 9,261,000 Square Ye.ds. 
3 Your letter an@ this letter of confirmution shall 
constitute a: cmement to the Agreement. 


Yours sincerely ‘ 


CWA Ke, 

LIK KI UAY fk 
for DIRSCTOR-CNNSRAL 

DEPART).ENT OF TRADE 
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Bo. 319 


UNITED STATES AND 
SINGAPORE AMEND 
BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Singapore exchanged letters 
~ dated July 26, 1982 and August 3, 1982 to amend the existing 
bilateral textile agreement. The texts of the letters follow: 


SINGAPORE LETTER 
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26 July 1982 


"Declassified for Publication itn American roreign 


Mr Denis Lamb 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Trade and Commercial Affairs. 
Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs 

Department of State 

Washington, DC 20520 


Dear Mr Lamb 


In accordance with paragraph 5 of the Singapore- 
US Bilateral Textile Agreement signed on 21 August 1981, 
Sihgapore wishes to request an increase in the minimum 
consultation level for Category 319. 


EB/TEX-Deborah L. Linde 
(202)632-2690 





Faw Cesrther information cartact 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


No. 319 


“The Singapore Government would appreciate it if 
the consultation level for Category 319 could be c 
increased from the current level of 3,000,000 SYE to 
3,900,000 SYE. The increase in level is urgently needed 
to enable Singapore manufacturers to fulfil outstanding 
contracts. : 7 


t would appreciate an early and favourable res- 
ponse from you in respect of this request. 


Yours sincerely 






Jack Choo 
First Secretary 
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UNITED STATES LETTER 





‘ August 3, 1982 


Mr. Jack Choo 

First Secretary 
Embassy of Singapore 
1834 R Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20009 


Dear Mr. Choo: 


I am writing with reference to paragraph 5 of the 
Agreement between the United States and Singapore rel- 
lating to Trade in Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textiles 
and Textile Products, with annexes, effected by exchange of 
notes Avaoust 21, 1981, as amerded ("the Agreement") and to 
your letter of July 26, 1982 in which you request on behalf 
of the Government of Singapore that the consultation level 
for category 319 be increased to 3,900,000 syd for the 1982 


Agreement Year. 


I am Pleased to inform you that my Government agrees 
to this request and that your letter and this reply thereto 
constitute an amendment to the Agreement. 

c 


Sincerely 


“laren fa Sulfur 


Teresita Schaffer 
Acting, Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Trade and Commercial Affairs 
Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs 


—- 


| 
| 
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320 
UNITED STATES AND 
THAILAND AMEND BILATERAL 


TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Thailand exchanged letters 
dated August 26 and August 27, 1982 to amend the existing 
bilateral textile agreement. The texts of the letters 


follow: 


UNITED STATES LETTER 





August 26, 1982 
Bangkok, Thailand 


Mrs. Oranuj Ostananda 
Deputy Director-General 
Department of Foreign Trade 
Ministry of Commerce 
Sanamchai Road 

Bangkok 2 


Dear Mrs. Oranuj: 


I am writing: with reference to paragraph 4 of the acreement between 
the United States and Thailand relating to trede in cotton, wool 
ang man-mede fiber textiles and textile products, with annexes 
effected by exchange of notes on October 4, 1978, as amended ("The 
Agreement") end to discussions between representatives of our two 
governments concerning exports from Thailand to the United States 
of products clessified in textile Category 320 (other cotton 


fabrics, N.K.). 


EB/TEX - Deborah L. Linde 
(202)632-2690 


For further information contact: 
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On behalf of my government, I would like to propose that: 


For purposes of the agreement, Category 315 and the items 
covered under TSUSA No. 326.0092 in Category 320 shaili-be 
meroed and treated as 2 sincle catesory; 


Annex B of the agreement shall be amended to establish a 
specific limit for this category as follows: 








Catecory Period Level 
315 plus TSUSA No. 1/1/82 - 15,760,000 SYD 
326.0092 — 12/31/82 


The specific limit provided for Category 315 plus TSUSA No. 
326.0092 may be exceeded by not more than 6 percent (swing), 
provided that the amount of the increase is compensated for 
by an equivalent -scvare yard equivalent decrease in the 
apparel limit; : : 
Carry forward éna carryover shall not be applicable to 
Cetecory 315 plvs TSUSA No. 326.0092; .* 


Annex C. Of the agieement shall be amended to delete 


-Categories 315 and 320 and to create the following new 








sacegeays 
. Designated Consultation 
‘ Category . Level : 
320 (excluding TSUSA No. 326.C0$2) 1,500,000 SYD 


If the above proposal is acceptable to your covernment, this 
letter and your letter of confirmation on behalf of your 


government shall constitute an amendment to the agreement. 


*. 


Sincerely, 


: WoO oR ny 


_* Gary D. De Vight 
First Secretary 





“ge No. 320 


! THAILAND LETTER 





August 23, 1982 - 


Mr. Gary D. De Vight 
First Secretary 
Embassy of the United States of America 


Bangkok 
Dear Mr. Gary D. De Vight, 


a, 


call 
‘ee ami 


Foreign 


*. We have the honour to refer to your letter of 26 August, 1952 . 
regarding the discussions between representatives of our two governments 
concerning exports from Thailand to the United States of products classified 
in textile Category 320. We have the pleasure to confirm our acceptance 
of your poepeania as contained in the above mentioned letter as under . 


Pol [so 


1. For pdirpece of the agreement, Category 315 and the items covered 
under TSUSA No. 326.0092 in Category 320 shall be werged and 
treated as a single category. 


a . 


2. Annex B of the agreement shall be amended to establish a ; 
specific limit for this category as follows: 





- Category Period Level - 
315 plus TSUSA No. 1/1/82- 15,760,000 Syd 
326.0092 12/31/82 


3. fhe specific limit provided for Category 315 plus TSUSA No. 
326.0092 may be exceeded by not more than 6 percent (swing), 
provided that the amount of the increase is compensated for 
by an equiyalent square yard onralent decrease in the 
apparal limit. . ' 


4. Carry forward and carryover shall not be applicable to category 
315 plus TSUSA No. 326.0092. 


5. Annex C of the Agreement shall be amended to delete Cotegories 
315 and 320 and to create the following new category: 


~UVeclassified for Publication in American 
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Cateoory ; Derianated Consultation Level 
320 (excluding TSUSA No.326.0092 ) - 14500,000 Syd 


’ 

We have the honour to accept the above proposals and that this 

letter, together with your letter of 26. August,1982. shall constitute 
an agreement between our two Governments. 





Sincerely yours, 





(Danai Tulalamba) 
Director-General 
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~ October 20, 1982 


No. 321 JAMES N. PURCELL, JR. 


APPOINTED AS DIRECTOR OF THE BUREAU OF REFUGEE PROGRAMS 


The Secretary of State today announced the appointment of 

Mr. James N. Purcell, Jr. as the Director of the Department 
of State Bureau of Refugee Programs. Mr. Purcell will succeed 
Ambassador Richard Vine, who retired from the career Foreign 
Service on September 17, 1982. 


Mr. Purcell who is currently Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Budget and Programs in the Bureau of Refugee Programs is a 
career member of the Senior Executive Service and has been 
employed by the Federal Government since 1962, He began his 
career with the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission and joined the 
Agency for International Development as a management analyst in 
1966. In 1968, he moved to the Office of Management and Budget 
as a budget preparation specialist and joined the Department of 
State in 1976. He began his tour with the Bureau of Refugee 
Programs in 1979 and served as Deputy Assistant Secretary to 
the Bureau's Office of Financial Management prior to accepting 
his current position in 1981. For several months in 1981, 

Mr. Purcell was Acting Director of the Bureau of Refugee 
Programs, and he has been serving in this capacity since 
Ambassador Vine's retirement in September. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


In his new position, Mr. Purcell will administer an 
annual budget in excess of $400 million covering the 
State Department's efforts dedicated to the protection, 
overseas relief, and initial United States reception for 


refugees. 


—— 


Mr. Purcell earned his B.A. in political science, cum laude, 
from Furman University in 1961 and an M.P.A. from the Maxwell 
Graduate School, Syracuse University in 1962. He was born in 
Nashville, Tennessee on July 16, 1938 and currently resides 
with his wife and two daughters in Columbia, Maryland. 
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REMARKS BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
BEFORE THE AMERICAN FOREIGN SERVICE ASSOCIATION 
ANNUAL AWARD PRESENTATION 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, OCTOBER 19, 1982 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: “rc. Hayes and distinguished guests and 
honocees, ladies and gentlemen, Govercnoc Harcciman, Mcs. 
Hacciman, Mcs. Long. 


This ts a special kind of honocs ceremony because since it is 
all in the family hece, we all can feel particularly honored 
by being present and pact of it. 


As I thought a little bit about the standacds and the people 

that we ace honocing today and for that matter the people who 
have put forward the awards in the first place, I thought of 

a little story that is something of a favorite of mine. It 

goes back to my eacly days on the MIT faculty, and pechaps 

gives an insight into the qualities that we look for here. In 
those days when you went on that faculty, you had to go to a 
faculty meeting eacly on and get up and say something. They 

did not much cace what you said but you were just supposed to 

get up thece and say something. And the people could see what 
you looked like and heac how you talked and so on. The year that 
happened to me, there was a wondecful fellow named Beamus who 

was from down-Maine. He had a great down-Maine accent which I 
cannot imitate. But he got up and he said that he had been 
appointed an associate professoc at MIT and it was a gceat honoc 
and, of coucse, it showed what his colleagues thought of him and 
what the administcation thought of him and that made him very 
pleased. But pechaps the assembled faculty would like to know 
shat some of the old codgecs in the little town he. was from in 
down-Maine thought of him. And he said two of them were sitting by 
the cadio when this announcement came through. This was befoce 
TV that I went on the MIT faculty -- see, I am dating myself -- and 
the announcement came through that he was made an associate 
peolessoc at MIT. One of them said to the otherc, he sat 

"you know that Beamus was always a smact kid, and that is cight 
from the ficst grade he obviously was going places and he just 
cemembeced evecything that came his way." And the othec one saic 
"That's cight. As he went on thcough school and through life he 
just cemembeced evecything that ever came his way. By this time 
he must know evecything." And the other looked at him and he shook 
his head stcangely and he said “That's cight, that Beamus he knows 
evecything but he don't realize nothing." (Laughtec) 


Now I think the tcick of the trade in the Foreign Service, as I 
have watched it in opecation, is to be aware of the fact that 
there ace in a sense two kinds of knowledge that we are 

dealing with here. Thece is what you know itn youc head and thece 
is a lot to know and important to know it. Then thece ts what 
you soct of feel tn youc qut, and you cealize. And in many 

ways it is that capacity to cealize things and have a sen- 
Sativity that makes the ceal difference. At any cate, I think 
that it is pechaps interesting to think about the motivations 
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pechaps of people who put forward these awards in the first 
place. Without presuming to take too many liberties with 

those of you who ace involved in putting the awards forward, 
pechaps I could suggest what it seems to me they must have had 
in mind. They must have had in mind that professional work on 

a development and execution of foreign policy is of vital 
Significance to the United States. They must have had in mind 
that standacds of excellence need to be kept before us all the 
time. That “good enough" is simply not good enough in the field 
in which we ace opecating. They must have had in mind orc at 
least Mcs. Hacciman must have had specifically in mind, that the 
Poceign Secvice work is a team effort -- not only among those 
who ace officially involved and ace paid, or perhaps I should 
say undecpaid, but also for theic families and especially the 
spouses. Finally, I think they must have had in mind that we 
should all take pride in outstanding achievements and take time 
to honoc people who have tucned in those achievements. 


Now tucning to the parcticulac awards, it is interesting to 

notice the ccitecita that go with the first three that will be 
awacded. The ccitercia say extraocdinary accompLishment 

involving initiative, tntegrity, intellectual coucage and 
creative dissent -- I love that creative dissent. (Laughter) 

But it is obviously true that in this field, again, it is full 

of difficulties, it demands a lot of thought and effort, thar 
thece ace not any hoilec plate answecs around. Speaking as 

an old pceolessoc, [ would have to admit there ace no school 
lutions available to the problems. You have to think your way 
theough them all the time. So certainly what is needed here in 
th? State Nepactment, in the Foreign Service, is the best thinking 
we can get, the shacpest analysis we can get, the most honest 
appraisals of the facts that we can get, the most accucate and 
sensitive perceptions of the surroundings in which ouc people find 
themselves, and the truest and most honest judgements that we can 
find. 


Tucning to the next awarcd, I think this ts the first 

time that a Foreign Service wife has been cecognized in this 
cecemony honocing ouc Foceign Secvice representatives. I 

am pacticulacly pleased that itt happens to be a gal who is 
from my hometown and went to the same school I did. How about 
that? And I did not have anything to do with picking the 
awacd, of coucse, I can't -- (Laughter) 


Of coucse, the fifth and the final award going to 

Ambassadoc Dcapec which I get a special kick out of because I 

have had a little bit of part in watching him do the wonderful 

things that he has done, and I would have to say Morcy that you 

ace only in mid=-stceam. (Laughter) We have been meeting all day long 
with the new President of Lebanon, who I can see tucns to Morcy 

and asks his advice and opinions and obviously has a tcemen- 

dous amount of cespect and friendship for you. 


So I would say, gathecing it all together, this is a family 
affaic. We ace here to honoc ouc own people and I think that I 
want to emphasize my own feelings and conviction that in honocing 
these 








' 
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distinguished awardees today we are cecognizing their special, 
pacticulac accomplishments. Speaking for myself, happy to be 
an honocacy membec of the Foreign Secvice that you awacded me 
that I can't say that that is quite the ceal thing. It is 

like getting an honocarcy PhD degree -- a ceally does not count. 
You have to earn it. I would have to say after having been in 
the govecnment before, I have seen the Foreign Service in opeca- 
tion a great deal, but with three months on the job here in 
the State Department I truly do appreciate the tremendous 
contcibutions and insights and effort that is put in by the 
Foceign Service. So I take this opportunity to express my 
admicatiton for those who ace being honored and the insights 
foc those who made these honors possible. But also to express 
my appreciation to the whole Foceign Service for the terrific 


job that you do. 


Thark you very much. 


. 
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PARTMENT OF STAT 


October 21, 1982 
No. 323 


TRAVELER TIPS PUBLICATIONS 





U.S. citizens traveling on pleasure or business to specific 
areas of the world may wish to obtain one of the "Traveler 
Tips" series from the Department of State's Bureau of Consular 
Affairs. These pamphlets contain useful information on how to 
make travel arrangements, customs and currency regulations, 
special problems encountered by dual nationals and sources of 
additional information. Currently available are: 














Travel to the Caribbean Travel to Greece 
Travel to China Travel to Mexico 
Travel to Cuba Travel to the Soviet Union 








Travel to Eastern Europe 





Also available is Visa Requirements of Foreign Governments, 
which lists the entry requirements for U.S. citizens traveling 
to most foreign countries, and where and how to apply for visas 


and tourist cards. 





Single copies of these pamphlets are available free of charge 
from any of the 13 United States Passport Agencies. Single 
copies may also be obtained by sending a postcard to: Passport 
Services, Room 386, Department of State, 1425 K Street, NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20524. 


Please specify which publication(s) you wish to receive and a 
return address. 


For further information ccoretacct: 
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PUBLICATIONS AVAILABLE ON TRAVEL ABROAD 





Travelers planning a pleasure or business trip abroad may wish 
to obtain the following publications from the Department of 
State's Bureau of Consular Affairs: 


-- YOUR TRIP ABROAD contains valuable information on 
passports, visas, and overseas citizen services that will 
help prepare the traveler for a pleasant and trouble-free 
trip. This publication also serves as a handy reference 


guide to be taken along on your trip. 





-- TRAVEL TIPS FOR SENIOR CITIZENS provides vital information 
on passports, visas, health, currency, and suggestions for 
older Americans planning a trip abroad. 





-- TRAVEL WARNING ON DRUGS ABROAD contains important facts on 
the potential dangers of being arrested for illegal drugs 
abroad and the type of assistance that U.S. consular 


officers can and cannot provide. 





Singie copies of these publications are available from any of 
the 13 United States Passport Agencies. Single copies can also 
be obtained free of charge by sending a postcard to: Bureau of 
Consular Affairs, Department of State, Room 6811, Washington, 


D.C. 20520. 


Please specify which publication(s) you wish to receive and a 
return address. 


For tesrther information contact 
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No. 325 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON HISTORICAL DIPLOMATIC DOCUMENTATION 


Notice of Meeting 


The Advisory Committee on Historical Diplomatic Documentation 
will meet on November 5, 1982, at 9:00 a.m. in Room 1406 of the 
Department of State. 


The Advisory Committee advises the Bureau of Public Affairs, 
and in particular the Office of the Historian, concerning problems 
connected with preparation of the documentary series entitled 
Foreign Relations of the United States and other responsibilities of 
that Office. Of particular importance are editorial and publishing 
practice and questions related to declassification of official records 
as specified in Executive Order 12356 (April 2, 1982). 





In accordance with Section 10(d) of the Advisory Committee Act 
(P.L. 92-463) it has been determined that certain discussions during 
the meeting will necessarily involve consideration of matters recognized 
as not subject to public disclosure under 5 U.S.C. 552 b (c)(1), and 
that the public interest requires that such activities be withheld from 
) disclosure. The meeting will therefore be closed when such discussions 
take place, at 2:00 p.m., Friday, November 5. 
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Persons wishing to attend the meeting should come before 9:00 a.m. 
on November 5 to the Diplomatic Entrance of the Department of State 
at 22nd and C Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C. They will be escorted 
to room 1406 and at the conclusion of the open portion of the meeting 
back to the Diplomatic Entrance. 


Questions concerning the meeting should be directed to William Z. 
Slany, Executive Secretary, Advisory Committee on Historical Diplomatic 
Documentation, Department of State, Office of the Historian, Washington, 
D.C. 20520; telephone (202) 632-8888. 


Few Ceerttheere teefecoreweceticess «cone tarest 








DEPARTMENT OF STAT 





October 21, 1982 
No. 326 
CEPARTMENT OF STATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ON OCEANS ANC INTERNATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL AND SCIENTIFIC AFFAIRS 


Partially Closed Meeting 


The Department of State‘s Advisory Committee on 
Oceans and International Environmental and Scientific 
Affairs will meet at 9:45 a.m., On Monday, November 8, 
1982, in Room 150 of the National Academy of Sciences, 
2101 Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


At this meeting, responsible officers of the 
Department of State, and members of the Advisory 
Committee will discuss the work of the Global Issues 
Working Group (on international environmental matters), 
international scientific and technological cooperation 
and the science attache system. This session, which 
should last until noon, will be open to the public. 

The public will be admitted to the session to the limits 
of seating capacity and will be given the opportunity 

to participate in discussions according to the instruc- 
tions of the chairman. 
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This same Advisory Committee will reconvene at 

2:00 p.m., On Monday, November 8, in Room 7516 of 
the Department of State, in a session which will not 
be open to the public. This session will be devoted to 
the discussion of classified material under 5 U.S.C. 
552 b(c)l and 5 U.S.C. 552 b (c)(9)(B). The disclosure 
of classified material and revelation of considera- 
tions which go into policy development would sub- 
stantially undermine and frustrate the American 
position in future negotiations. The purposes of 
these discussions will be to elicit views and discuss 
issues concerning United States nuclear non-prolifera- 
tion policy. This portion of the meeting will include 
Classified briefings and examination and discussion 
3 Classified documents pursuant to Executive Order 

2356. 


Requests for further information on this meet- 
ing shovld be directed to Felix Dorough or Stephen 
Johnson of the Office of Scientific and Technical 
Support of the Department << State's Bureau of Oceans 
and International Environmental and Scientific Affairs. 
They may be reached by telephone on (202) 632-4068. 


For terther imforrmatiorn contact 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The U.S. SOLAS Working Group on Ship Design and 
Equipment will conduct an open meeting on Tuesday, 
November 9, 1982, at 9:30 A.M., in room 1303 of the Coast 
Guard Headquarters, 2100 Secone Street, SW, Washington, 
D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of this meeting will be to make preparations 
for the Twenty-sixth Session of the Ship Design and Equipment 
Subcommittee of the International Maritime Organization (IMO) 
which is scheduled for February 28 - March 4, 1983 in London. 
The agenda includes the following discussion items: 


a. Requirements for machinery and electrical installations; 
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b. Safety measures for special purpose ships; 
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c. Maneuverability of ships; 


d. Safety measures for diving systems; 


_ 


e. Statistical data on failures/reliability and duplica- 
tion of ship components; 


f. Helicopter facilities for all types of ships; and 
g. Revised standards for Mobile Offshore Drilling Units. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Captain A. E. Henn, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-MTH/12), Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: 
(202) 426-2167. 





For feerther information canter: 
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OCEANS AND INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
AND SCIENTIFIC AFFAIRS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 


tal ‘ 


Partially Closed Meeting 


The Antarctic Section of the Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs Advisory Committee will 
meet at 2:00 PM, Tuesday, November 16, 1982 in Room 1408, De- 
partment of State, Washington, D.C. 


At this meeting, officers responsible for Antarctic af- 
fairs in the Department of State will discuss key issues and 
problems involving the Antarctic in the context of current 
domestic and international developments. This session will 
be open to the public. The public will be admitted to the 
session to the limits of seating capacity and will be given 
the opportunity to participate in discussions according to 
tre instructions of the Chairman. As access to the Depart- 
ment of State is controlled, persons wishing to attend the 
November 16 meeting should enter the Department through the 
Diplomatic ("C" Street) Entrance. Department officials will 
be at the Diplomatic Entrance to escort attendees to Room 
1408. 
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The Antarctic Section of the Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs Advisory Committee will 
also meet on Monday, November 15, 1982 at the National Academy 
of Sciences, 2101 Constitution Avenue, N.W., in sessions 
which will not be open to the public. As these sessions will 
include discussion of classified material, they have been closed 
pursuant to Section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
and 5 U.S.C. 552b (c)(1) and 5 U.S.C. 552b (c) (9) (B), The 
disclosure of classified material and revelation of consider- 
ations which go into policy development would substantially 
undermine and frustrate the U.S. position in future negotia- 
tions. The purpose of these discussions will be to elicit 
views concerning the further development of United States 
policy regarding Antarctic resources, particularly Antarctic 
mineral resources. This portion of the meeting will include 
Classified briefings and examination and discussion of classi- 
fied documents pursuant to Executive Order 12356. 


oti | 





Requests for further information on the meetings should 
be directed to R. Tucker Scully of OES/OPA, Room 5801, 
Department of State. He may be reached by telephone on 
(202) 632-3262. 


For further information contact: 
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STUDY GROUPS 10 AND 11 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (OCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Groups 10 and 11 of 
the U.S. Organization for the Intemational Radio Consultative Committee 
(CCIR) will meet jointly om Novenber 15, 1982 in Room 330, Brown Building, 
1220 19th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., at 9:30 a.m. 


Study Group 10 deals with questions relating to sound broadcasting; 
Study Group 11 deals with questions relating to televisim broadcasting. 
The purpose of the meeting is to review the work under way in preparation 
for the intemational meetings of Study Groups 10 and 11 in September 1963. 


Members of the general public ne actend the meeting and join in the 
discussions subject to the instructions of the Chairman. Requests for 
further information should be directed to Mr. Gordon Huffcutt, State 
Department, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone (202) 632-2592. 
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INTEGRATED SERVICES DIGITAL NETWORK (ISDN) 
WORKING PARTY AND STUDY GROUP D 
OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


gn 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that the ISDN Working Party and 
Study Group D of the U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and 
Telephone Consultative Committee will meet on November 19 at 9:00 a.m. in 
Room 6320 of the Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


The agenda for the meeting is as follows: 
1. Report on Study Group XVI™T meeting, 


2. Report on Study Group VII, WP I and II meeting, 


3. Report on Study Group XVII (ISDN Group of Experts, Level I Character- 
istics of basic access) meeting, 
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4. Impact on Study Group VII meeting with respect to common 
physical interface, 
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5. Delayed contributions for Study Group VII meeting, 


6. Any other business. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in the 
discussion subject to the instructions of the Chair. Admittance of public 
members-will be limited to the seating available. In that regard, entrance 
to the Department of State building is controlled and entry will be facilitated 
if arrangements are made in advance of the meeting. It is therefore requested 
that prior to November 19 persons who plan to attend the meeting inform 
Mr. William Lowell, Office of International Conmunicatiuns Policy, Department 
of State, telephone (202)632-6583, of their intention. All attendees must use 


the C Street entrance to the building. 
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STUDY GROUP 1 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group 1 of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR) 
will meet on Novenber 18, 1982 at 9:30 a.m. in Room 330, Federal Conmmni- 
cations Commission, Brown Building, 1200 19th Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 


Study Group 1 deals with matters relating to efficient use of the 
radio frequency spectrum, and in particular, with problems of frequency 
sharing, taking into account the attainable characteristics of radio 
equipment and systems; principles for classifying emissions; and the 
measurement of emission Characteristics and spectrum occupancy. The 
purpose of the meeting is to review preparations for the meeting of 
international Study Group 1 in October, 1983. 
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Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussions subject to instructions of the Chairman. Requests for 
further information should be directed to Mr. Gordon Huffcutt, State 
Department, Washington, D.C. 20520; telephone (202) 632-2592. 


For further information contact: 
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OVERSEAS SCHOOLS ADVISORY COUNCIL 


Notice of Meeting 


The Overseas Schools Advisory Council, Department of 
State, will hold its annual meeting on Wednesday, December 15, 
1982, 9:30 a.m., in Conference Room 1408, Department of State 
building, Washington, D. C. 


Agenda items scheduled for discussion are as follows: 
I. Welcome and Introduction of Participants 
II. Greetings from the Department of State 
III. Status Report of the 1981-1982 Program 
IV. Results of Surveys and Reports Regarding Local 
Fund-Raising Activities Conducted by Overseas Schools 
and Meetings Organized by Regional Overseas Schools 
Associations 
V. Review of Council's Program For Improving Educational 


Opportunities Abroad For Dependents of U.S. 
Government, Corporations and Foundation Employees 
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VI. Participation of U.S. Corporations and Foundations 
Overseas Personnel on School Boards 
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VII. Council Communications of U.S. Corporations and 
| Foundations 


VIII. Election of Council's Chairman and Vice Chairman 
IX. Other Business 


For purposes of fulfilling building security, mearers of 
the public desiring to attend the meeting should call 
Ms. Joyce Bruce, Office of Overseas Schools, Depactment of 
State, Washington, D. C., Area Code 703-235-3000, prior to 
December 15. The public may participate in discussions at 
the Chairman's instructions. 


For ferrther amformation contact: 
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CONFERENCE ON FREE ELECTIONS 


NOVEMBER 4-6, 1982 


The Conference on Free Elections, organized to 
explore methods and exchange ideas on the streathening 
of electoral processes and hasic democratic institutions 
amona estahlished anc emeraqing nations, will he helé 
November 4-6 in ‘lashinagton. 


Presicent “Luis Alherto Monae of Costa Rica, Prime 
“Minister Gievanni Svadolini of Italy, and other prominenc 
government ari nolitical figures, scholars, commentators, 
and analysts from Australia, Japan, Ireland, Botswana, 
Columbia, Tndia, Jamaica, “ligeria, Papua New Guinea, 
Italy, Greece, “lest Germany, Venezuela, Portugal, El 
Salvadcor, Snain, Sri Lanka, Turkey, the Netherlands, 
the 'Inited Kinaqdom, the United States, and other 
countries will particinate in the three cay international 
meeting co-snonsored by the U.S. Denartment of State and 
the American Entervorise Institute (AEI) in cooneration 
with the "1.S. Information Agency and U.S. Agency for 
International Yevelonment. 
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Secretary of State George Shultz will welcome 
delegates on November 4 at the State Yenartment. 
President Reagan will host a mid-day luncheon at the 
Mhite Fouse. Ambassador Jeane J. Kirknatrick (USUN) 
will present a naner on elections and democracy curina 
the afternoon plenary. Other sessions will be held on 
Capitol 4ill and at the Mayflower Hotel. 


For further information contact 
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The Conference on Free =lections is a direct result 
of an initiative announced by President Reagan in London 
on .June 8 to vromote the growth of freedom and democratic 
ideals. A follow-un conference on constitutionalism is 


planned for 1983. 


For further information: (202) 


Roy Yaverkamp 

Special Acviser to the 
l'nder Secretary of State 
for Political Affairs 
£32-8994 





Tosenh Reav, Jr. 





Press OF Fice 
Nenartrent of State 
632-2497 


Victor J. Bonilla 
Snecial Assistant to the 
Under Secretary of State 
for Political Affairs 
632-9356 





Heather David 
American Fnterrrise Institute 
8€2-3225 
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NEW U.S. SPECIAL CYPRUS COORDINATOR 


gn 


The Secretary has appointed Mr. Christian A. Chapman as 
Special cypets Coordinator in support of the UN-sponsored 
intercommunal negotiations in Cyprus. Mr. Chapman will 
coordinate with the UN and other parties concerned with the 
Cyprus problem to help determine the most productive way the 


U.S. can support the UN Secretary General. 


’ 


Mr. Chapman, a senior Foreign Service Officer with the 
personal rank of Minister-Counselor, has recently concluded a 
tour of duty as Minister in Paris. A veteran of over 30 years 


of Foreign Service, he has held a number of major management 
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positions in a variety of functions, with service concentrated 
in Western Europe and Southeast Asia, as well as in 
Washington. His early years were spent consecutively in 
Casablanca, Beirut, Tehran, Saigon and Vientiane, after which 
he returned to the Department as desk officer for Laos and as a 
personnel cfficer. He graduated from the National War College 
in 1964 and was assigned as Economic Counselor in Luxembourg 
and then as Deputy Secretary General for Political Affairs at 
Paris [NATO] and Brussels [NATO]. Returning again to 
Washington in 1968, he served as Director of Foreign Military 
Assistance and Arms Sales Policy in the Bureau_of 


Politico-Military Affairs and as Director of Regional Affairs 


For fturther mtormation canteact: 
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in the Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs. In recent 
years prior to his service as Deputy Chief of Mission in Paris 
he was Deputy Chief of Mission in Vientiane, Deputy Assistant 


Secretary for Educational and Cultural Affairs, and Senior 


Foreign Service Inspector. He is bilingual in French. 
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TOAST BY SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
NATIONAL ARTS CENTRE, OTTAWA, CANADA 
October 24, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Mx. Minister, my friend Allan, your 
Excellencies, honored guests, I appreciate very much, 

as I am sure all my party do, and my wife, the warmth of 
your welcome and the eloquence of your comments. I can 
not say that I am at all surprised, because after all 

we have known each other for a long time and it is also 
true, as you said, there are tremendous bonds of friend- 
ship between people in our countries. I have visited in 
Canada many, many times in my life and so I know that the 
warmth and friendship is very real and very personally 
experienced by me. 


Now we look these days to Canada for many things, not the 
least of which is the fact that it's the only place in North 
America where you can see a professional football game 


these days. 
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But Canada has a tremendous importance to the United States. 
So Allan you mention that this is my first official visit 
as Secretary of State outside my country and to me it is 
only common sense that you go to a country which has such 
great significance to your own country. 


I notice that in less than two years in office now, President 
Reagan has visited with your Prime Minister seven times. 

So there is a message there. Researching away here, I 
wondered how many times somebody crossed our border, let 

us say last year. I discovered that there were 77 million 
occasions during the year when that happened. Of course 
there is a little double counting there because when a 
Canadian goes to Florida, as quite a few do, and come bacx 
again, that is two. And so on. But nevertheless that is 

a lot of movement back and forth and we all know it happens 


very easily. If you add our 
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trade together we do somewhere around one hundred billion 
dollars worth of business with each other. That is a huge 
amount of trade. Canada is by far the largest trading 
partner the United States has and vice versa so there too 
we have very strong ties with each other. I once saw 
a figure on the number of telephone calls that go across 
our border in a given day. I tried to track that down and 
I did not make it but I know it runs in the millions. 
That's really surprising the amount of talk there is across 
our border. 


Of course, as you have said so eloquently, we share common 


values of a democratic government, a concern for the individual 


human being, and as you look around the world and see 
what is taking place you recognize how valuable and how 
unusual, unfortunately, that is. And how fortunate we are 
to have two countries living next door to each other who 
share these common values. 


I have been spending a lot of time lately talking to people 
from the Middle East and of course the preoccupation 

has to do with what are known as secure and defensible 
borders. Somebody asked me if every country has the right 
to secure and defensible borders and I started scratching 
my head about our own border and I decidec yes of course 
every country does have that right and we are fortunate 

in having a secure and defensible border between the United 
States ind Canada. It is secure and defensible because 

it is taken for granted and nobody challenges it. And I 
think that is the best way to have it. 


So Canada does have a tremendous importance to the United 
States and my visit here is a reflection of that fact. 
You mentioned, Allan that we have talked in our present 
capacities several times including this afternoon. I 
might say Allan MacEachen works you hard. You hardly get 
off the airplane but you are in a meeting. 


But at any rate, we find that as we tour the world horizon, 
in discussing the problems around, we see a tremendous 
number of issues where we are working together, sharing 

the same objectives. As you mention, we both feel a common 
stake in maintaining an open trading system in the world, 
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a tremendously important objective right now particularly. 
We look at Southern Africa, the Middle East, we look at 
our East-West relationship, we look at the Caribbean, 

and practically everywhere you cast your eye, we see that 
we are working alongside each other for a very common 
objective. And I think this is very comforting to both 
of us and we appreciate very much having that opportunity 
to work together with our neighbor. 


You suggested that we are in times that are somewhat 
troubled right now. Of course that makes us focus on our 
economies, where again we have a tremendous interdependence. 
If you do better, we do better, and vice versa. I know 

we are both happy to see interest rates coming down a 
little. I'd like to see that recovery that we are all talking 
abovi take shape. Personally I feel quite confident that 
it is probably under way right now. It is a little hard 

to recognize, but statistics show that it is starting 

but there has not been any feel to it until really very 
recently, and there tends to be just a little feel now 

of something might be taking place out there. We certainly 
do hope so. 


But I would say taking it all together that I am very 
appreciative of the warmth of your welcome, I am very 
conscious of the importance of Canada to the United States. 
We are all cognizant and grateful for the opportunity 

to work with you on so many issues around the world. 

In response to your comment that we do have plenty of problems, 
and they need personal attention, I want to say that I 
welcome that and I welcome your pledge to give it that 
attention. I share that desire with you and fully intend 
to regard the relationship between the United States and 
Canada to be something that is deserving of a great part 

of my time and attention. And so it gives me a great 

deal of pleasure to ask all of you to stand and have a 
toast. To my friend Allan MacEachen, Deputy Prime Minister 
and Secretary of State for External Affairs of Canada, 

and to Canada and to our friendship. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY , 
SECRETARY OF STATS GEORGE P. SHULT? 
OTTAWA, CANADA, OCTOBER 27, 1982 


MR. ROBINSON: Good morning gentlemen. It's a 
pleasure to welcome you to our press meeting today, and to 
Start it off I would like to introduce John Hughes, Assistant 
Secretary of State for Public Affairs, who will lay out the 
ground rules. 

MR. HUGHES: Well, thank you, Mr. Ambassador. 
The ground rules are very simple. We just thought it would 
be a useful idea to have a little breakfast session with a 
number of leading Canadian journalists. 

The rules are very simple, we thought we might 
as well make it on the record and the other rule is we will 
have to leave before 9 o'clock. 

MR. ROBINSON: Thank you very much, John. 
Gentlemen, it is a pleasure to introduce the Secretary of 


State. As you may know, this is his first official visit 


as Secretary of State outside of the United States. As you 


For further information contact: 
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may also know, this is his fourth Cabinet position, having 
previously been the Secretary of Labor, and then Director 
of the Offices of the Management of the Budget, and then 
Secretary of the Treasury and now Secretary of State. 

In addition to his knowledge of Canada, it goes a long way 
back to his academic days as well as his business days. 

So, it's a pleasure to introduce my boss, George P. Shultz. 

MR. SHULTZ: Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. I 
believe there are questions, so why don't you proceed. 

Q. Can you start, Mr. Secretary, by telling 
us whether you actually d_i teach Allan MacEachen economics 
at university? 

A. I think we taught each other -- it was 
usually sitting around in the evening puzzling over something 
or other. I think we were both interested in industrial 
relations as much as economics -- that aspect of economics, 
and the Department of Economics at M.I.T. in those days had 
an industrial relations group that was a very interesting one 
and a very good one, and they still do. So, it was a com- 
bination of those things and it has struck me, in looking 
back at it, that the combination of economics as a formal 
discipline that has a kind of relentless logic to it, on the 
one hand, and the study and work on industrial relations 


\ 
problems which get you into reality immediately, is a pretty 


good combination;. and both Allan and I had that combination 
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tossed at us at M.I.T. after World War II. 

Q. How do you feel about the Canadian attitude 
on foreign investment now? Do you sense a softening? Do 
you sense that your visit here and other things that are 
going on represents a change in the attitude of the Canadian 


government? 


Foreign 


A. I don't think my visit represents any change 
on the part of the Canadian government at all. 


Q. ... on the part of your government? 


Sie olay ce pede 


A. There has been, well on the part of my 
government, I'm merely following the President's lead. He's 
met with the Prime Minister seven times since he's been in 


office -- that's a little less than two years time -- and 
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has considered that the United States has a tremendous stake 
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in its neighborhood where we live, just as you do, and that 


we should be paying attention to our neighborhood . It seems 
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to me the President is absolutely right about that and I've 
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just been following his lead in coming here and it's my own 





natural instinct anyway. I've been here many times and know 
lots of people here. So the visit is really in keeping with 
that idea. 

As far as the economic relationships between the 
two countries are concerned, there are certain areas of strain. 


If you put the whol2 thing in context, I think we have to keep 
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reminding ourselves there's a huge amount of trade between 
the two countries. Canada is, by far, the biggest trading 
partner of the United States and the same is true in the 
other direction. There is very large foreign investment 
in Canada and I don't have the figures on this but I'd be 
surprised if it weren't true, that Canadian foreign invest- 
ment is overwhelmingly oriented to the United States, and 
there's alot in the United States ... lots of Canadian in- 
vestment in the United States. So there are many strong 
relationships there. 

As far as the Foreign Investment Review Act is 
concerned, that's a question I'll undoubtedly be talking 
with Mr. MacEachen about. But there are some problems in 
it for the U.S. but it seems to me that we all have to re- 
cognize that every country has certainly a complete sovereign 
right to decide on the rules for investment and what foreigners, 
I think, properly can ask is that the rules be applied fairly, 
be applied expediously and be applied, let's say prospectively, 
rather than retroactively. So that you don't get the rules 
changed on you after you have made an investment. Then, once 
an investment is made according to the rules, that that 
Canadian dollar of investment, whether it comes from inside 


or outside, be treated the same way - nondiscriminatory treat- 


ment. Those are, I think, fairly standard items and those are 
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the things that we would tend to look for. 

Q. Mr. Secretary, you were referring to the 
retroactive features that the United States might object 
to. For a country like Canada, with a huge disproportionate 
amount of foreign investment, are you suggesting that we re- 
main locked into that framework? 

A. Well, the future is a long time. So, if 
you change things prospectively, over a period of time that 
can make a change. Let me make a pitch in the other direc- 
tion. We'll take all of the Canadian investment we can get. 
The United States, under President Reagan, is doing every- 
thing it can to make itself attractive to investment - 
whether it's from inside or outside. We've been trying to 
stimulate the pool of savings in the United States. Our 
Savings rate is lower than we think is desirable. We've 
been trying to enlarge that and we all know that in the end 
you can't save what you -- you can't invest what you haven't 
saved. So one way of dealing with that problem is to attract, 
in effect, the savings from outside your country to come in. 
And so we have been doing everything we can to make ourselves 
as attractive as possible to the flow in of investment from 
other countries. So let me plug the United States as a place 


for you Canadian investors to take a look around and consider 


if you don't get a good rate of return and find it attractive. 
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Q. That doesn't seem to have been the attitude 
of the U.S. Congress last year. 

A. In general, I think the U.S. is very peses> 
tive to foreign investment. 

Q. I suggest a view in Canada, which is very 
common, several takeovers, takeover attempts in the American 
economy by Canadian interests that set off a wave of reaction 
in Congress that has lead to almost record numbers of what 
we might view here as anti-Canadian bills. 

A. I don't think that takeovers, as such, are 
the ... are « problem. We've become accustomed to a lot of 
that kind of activity in our economy. It's a guestion of 
whether or not takeovers take place on a special basis. If a 
takeover is sponsored by government, that's a problem. As a 
matter of fact, I believe myself, and I'm gettiiig out of my 
jurisdiction, if I were Secretary of the Treasury again I 
might talk more about this. But I think the takeover of a 
private company by a government from another country, that 
you have to scratch your head about. We had the Kuwait govern- 


ment take over one of our companies, Santa Fe International, 


and I think the Canadians and the French played chess with 


some of our companies, and its gone ahead. But it's not 
thrilling to have that happen. But that's different from 


private investment entirely. 


Q. Mr. Secretary, earlier this year there were 
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harsh words said by officials on both sides of the border. 
Have you and Mr. MacEachen considered any ~-- I guess I 
would use the word institutional arrrangements -- to 
anticipate, iron-out, whatever, these kinds of problems? 

A. Well, we've had three moments of conver- 
sation so far, in New York, La Sapiniere and here. In the 
first two settings we were part of the groups and we didn't 
really have a chance to talk intensively with each other 
and in our schedule of talks here we sort of divided the 


times into different subject matter areas. 


Re. ae ee 


The one yesterday was concentrated on common 
international and diplomatic matters, you might say. So 
we didn't get into that, but I think it's a good subject 
and I know that when I was in the government before I worked 
quite hard with my Canadian counterpart, who was at the 


time, John Turner , Minister of Finance. We tried, not 
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to develop an atmosphere where we could ... that did not 





eliminate problems but it made it possible for use to discuss 
them immediately, quickly, candidly and decide how we were 
going to deal with them together. 

On the whole, I think that the record would 
show that after we got going on that the financial area | 


between the United States and Canada went along auite smoothly 
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in spite of the fact that we had some very tough problems 
to contend with. So, maybe there is some formal thing, 
we'll probably talk about it. But I think, surely, we have 
already said to each other that we want to pay attention 
to each other, we want to stay in touch, we want to create 
an atmosphere of easy discussion and consultation. I a® 
certain that we can do that - there's no problem at all, 
and we will. 

Q. Mr. Secretary, a great deal has been 
written lately, at least in this country, about the low 
ebb of U.S./Canadian relations, but I was in Washington 
twenty years ago -- I guess this weekend -- when the Cuban 
missile crisis began. I wonder if you could try to put in 
some kind of historical perspective the relationships, at 
that time, compared with now. Specifically, how the Reagan 
administration would be likely to respond to that kind of 
Situation and whether it would -- what sort of response you 
would expect from Canada, diplomatically? militarilly? 

A. You're positing some problem with the 
Soviet Union and then how would the U.S. and Canada relate 
to it. Is that what your question is? 

Q. Yes, or something more specifically, like 
the Cuban missile crisis, a threat to this hemisphere. 


A. Oh, I don't want to speculate about possible 
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threats to the hemisphere. I would say that, as a general 
proposition the defence arrangements between the United 
States and Canada are outstanding. Strong, collaborative 
and I think if there were some major problem that con- 
stituted a threat to this hemisphere we would, undoubtedly, 
work on it together. 

Q. Would you be satisfied today with the kind 
of response that the Diefenbaker government gave the 
Kennedy administration? 

A. You're too good an historian for me. I 
don't want to ... I know there's been alot of TV things on 
the missile crisis lately, but one of the problems of this 
job is that I don't have much chance to look at things like 
that, I'm so busy reading memos, and things. So I do not 
want to make comparisons with that time. I'm just not up 


on it enough. 


Q. You mentioned, sir, the defence arrangements 
between the two countries being strong and I know there's quite 
alot of concern in the U.S. that Canada isn't doing as much as 
it should be to maintain its NATO and defence commitment. 


Could you ...? 
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A. I think, in general, we believe in the United States 
that the Alliance should be doing more to build and maintain 
its strength. We are critical of ourselves and critical of the 
whole thing. Somehow we have had a period of a decade or so, 
in which we did not adequately pay attention to the importance 
of our military capabilities. There has been a tremendous effort 
in the Reagan administration to look to the amount and the quality 
of our defence capability. We have made alot of noise about that 


all over the world. We have talked in Europe about the importance 


“of it, here, Japan and elsewhere. So I think that it is true, that 


we wish that Canada would do more and we think that Canada should do 
more. We believe the United States should do more. We think the 
European countries should do more. Webelieve that all of us have 
confronting us a very threatening situation that comes out of the 
huge build-up of the Soviet Union, and the the demonstrated willing- 
ness of the Soviet Union to use that strength, ruthlessly and 
without compunction. And so we have in front of us Afghanistan and 
Poland. I read the paper this morning about Lech Walesa and how 

he is being treated. Imagine in Canada treating a trade union 
leader likethat? You cannot even imagine it. It is so completely 
outside the realm of possibility. But all of this is backed by the 
formidable military capability and we have to look to our own 


canability if we are going to adequately defend and look after our 


interests. So that is the point of the whole thing. 
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Q. Mr. Secretary, you were talking about the 


hemisphere a minute ago in the related context of Canada-U.S. 
I wonder if you could tell me what is happening to the 
Carribean based initiatives and in the case of two countries: 
Jamaica, which, of course, is very much on the self-help road 
but with a great deal of difficulties in this regard. During 
the IMF I had a chat with the governor of the Central Bank 

of the Dominican Republic and they fee. they have done 
everything that they're supposed to do for the kind of program 


that the CBI is meant to be and, yet, they are being discriminated 


against on sugar imports to the United States and the, obviously, 


terrible problems with the high cost of energy imports. So 


that's a sort of adjoinder. I wonder if you could tell me, where 


it is, if it's going to move forward and if there will be 
any changes in it vis-a-vis this kind of response from some 


of the potential donor countries in the Carribean? 


A. Perhaps we could divide the subject into three 


parts. First there's the financial part. The funds, and I'll 


speak about it from the standpoint of U.S. funds, that were to 


be proposed and made available for help in the 


Carribean, some $350 million dollars. We have been successful 
with the Congress in persuading them that this should be 


forthcoming. Second, there are certain kinds of trade and 


investment matters designed to encourage the investment and 
economic activity which we are working on with our Congress and 


there is going to be a special session of the Congress, not for 
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this reason but it's going to take place and we are working 

to get the Congress to go along with those parts of the program. 
For example, a U.S. firm that makes an inveStment in one 
of the countries designated would get an investment tax credit 
against its tax in the United States. So that's an incentive 
to invest-there.-- Certain kinds of preferential tariff 
arrangements and a variety of things like that which need 
congressional action in order to take place. And, of course, 
in this day and age, with everyone so concerned about their own 
industries, naturally, it's, it takes a little doing for the 
Congress to open up trade more, from anywhere, in particular 
industries. Textiles and shoes are very sensitive industries, 
as we know. At any rate, the Administration is working hard 

on that and I think that we have a reasonable chance of getting 
some amount of those changes. Now, of course, the third thing, 
which is a major one, is the general state of economic activity 
around the world, in the United States and Canada, and we are 
coming out of a recession. The last two quarters, according 

to the statistics, have been siide-up quarters, but there has 
been no feel to the economy at all. The Ambassador knows, 
having been a businessman, statistics are one thing but when 
you're in the marketplace you can feel it. And there hasn't 
been any feel to the economy until very recently and in the 
last few weeks the people I know and keep in touch with, there's 


beginning to be a slight feel to the economy now that maybe 


things are beginning to move. At any rate, from the standpoint 
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of the Carribean countries, if our economy were stronger and 
your economy were stronger and the world economy were going 
better, obviously their economic activity would be better. So, 
they have felt the effects of that. In the case of Jamaica, 
that you mentioned, the fact that the demand for aluminum is 
very low and they are a big source of boxite is a problem. And 
the U.S. has purchased a lot of boxite and sort of stored it, 
but there's only so much of that activity that you can do and 
the answer, in the end, is for the economies to move forward 
and for demand naturally to take place. Sugar guotas are a 
big problem in that part of the world and I think you properly 
identify something I wish were different, but there has been a 
surge in the production of sugar, not only including in Europe 
and so there is a lot of it available on the world market. The 
U.S. market is a very desirable market to sell into because 

I don't think particularly to the benefit of our own consumers 
but, if I'm not mistaken, the price of sugar in the U.S. is 
about double what it is on the world market because of the 
quota system, so everybody wants a piece of that market, 
naturally. It is true that with the price higher than you can 
get anywhere in the world, even though you may be restricted 
somewhat, as compared with the past, as to the volume that you 


put in, the amount of dollars you get from it can still be 


substantial and, while there tends to be a complaint about the 
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strength of the dollar, those dollars that you win, you're 
glad to have the dollar strong if you happen to have some, 
that way. So you identify a legitimate problem. It's a 
problem we're conscious of, working at and I think, in the 
broader scheme of things, the Carribean Basin Initiative is 
taking shape but, as in all these things, you can't just 
wave a wand and everything suddenly is transformed. You 
have to decide on a course of action and then get going on 
it and then stick with it and keep after it. And that's 
the key. 

Q. Well, it's another question on South 
American. There's been statements made and signals that the 
Cubans are interested in talking, or were interested in 
talking. Are you interested in talking to the Cubans? 

A. Well, the problem isn't talk, it's behavior, 
and there is a large flow of armaments that, much of it 
coming through Cuba, not all, but much of it coming through 
Cuba, basicaily originating in the Soviet Union, that's flow- 
ing in to various countries, particularly in South America 
to Nicaragua and from Nicaragua elsewhere. And, goodness 
knows, those countries have enough problems on their own. 
without a flow of arms and disruptive activity taking place 
that only upsets the area, makes economic development more 


difficult, and so on. So, there's a pattern of behavior 


there that I think is reprehensible. We also see Cuban | _ 
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troops out around in other ial of the world, Angola, 

for instance, and other places. So the problem isn't 

talk, the problem is behavior and that's what one would 
like to see change. That's the object. And I think there's 


been some record of when, in the Carter administration, a 





pattern of talk emerged, the result of that was the be- 


havior got worse, not better. 





Q. The Middle East has been desperately 


volatile all spring and summer and is likely to continue 


ee eR 


that way. You may not be able to comment too much, but, 


a 


ERED 


can you tell us -- give us some insight as to how you think -- 


how you hope things are going to develop in resolving the 


Ai) ye 
PERI phi SO? 


a sae RMA et COS Ne PE Oe Pc RM ee gon ye : 
Me easing, | age RSL, - iy fs af Wage a pan 
Be ee es Sen pee ; Ma SERS PIN mn Oa F ee oy 


serious problems that exist there? 


se ara 
ee a 
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A. There are plenty of problems in the Middle 


East, and we shouldn't forget that there is a war on between 





Iraq and Iran. When you say Middle East, you are probably 


thinking about the Arab/Israeli conflict in Lebanon and so 
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4 a lot of repercussions to it. But, swinging over from that 





and in the Middle East -- I don't know whether you include 

Afghanistan and that set of problems and the implications 

for what surrounds the Gulf, but I just put those markers out 

there in case you think I've foryotten about them. But, as 

far as Lebanon is concerned -- I will comment on that first. 
We had a very good visit with Amin Gemayel last 


week. And, of course, we have been working with the Lebanese 
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and others to help get the foreign forces out of Lebanon 
and help the government take control -- put together a 
reconciliation of the various confessional groups in 
Lebanon and start the process of rebuilding and recon- 


structing their culture and economy and life. You couldn't 





help but feel good about your exposure to Amin Gemayel. 

He has a tremendous amount of faith in his people and told 
the President and told others that you just give Lebanan 
half a chance and you'll be amazed at what the people of 
Lebanon can do and how they will rebuild and become again 


a crossroad to commercial and transportation and cultural 


center in the Middle East. And I believe they will, 
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but they need a chance. So we have set in our minds an 
objective of trying to get the foreign forces out of Lebanon 
by the end of this year. And that's a do-able proposition -- 
I don't mean by that to say it's easy, or that it's probable, but 
it's do-able- And it's a good objective and we are going to 
try hard to help in every way we can to bring that off. There 
are many angles to that and I don't know -- I'd be glad to 
talk about them if you like, I don't know how much you want 
to do that. 

Among the things that Gemayel is very conscious 
of and talked abouta lot, was the importance of the basic peace 


process. And if you think about it for a second, it's easy 
to see why-»Yecause of all the countries in the Middle East that 


have been hit hard by the lack of a solution to the Palestinian 
problem and the conflict resulting from it. Lebanon has been 
the one that's been hurt the most. Almost an innocent bystander. 
Rut they have been clobbered by all of that, Going way back 
for almost ten years now. So, he has and feels a great stake 

in the peace process and was quite forthcoming in the strength 
of his support for President Reagan's initiatives. Now, the 
interest in the peace process is very much alive. The 

visit that we had in Washington on Friday from King Hassan 

as a leader of an Arab league delegation that included a complete 
spectrum of views in the Arab world was evidence of that and I 


would say the over-all result of that meeting was a constructive 
one, and it was evidence that on the Arab side they are very 


much interested in trying to work out a peace. I'‘m sure the 


Israeli's are interested in peace. 
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We're always being asked about our strategy 
and what sort of leverages are we going to be using as whatever 
help we can give in bringing about a peaceful situation. The 
President, though, puts up front in that that the big lever is peace. 
If you've lived in an area that has been -- seen lots of war, 
seen lots of bloodshed and the ravishing of the countryside, 


and you live in that atmosphere all the time, the possibility 
of peace is a big thing. We're so accustomed to it here in 


Canada and the United States that we take it for granted like 

air. But, if you live out there you don't take it for granted 
and you think that, that if there's a possibility of that it's just 
terrific. So, that we count on as the big objective and the 

more we can get that possibility up into people's minds and 
consciousness, the better chance, I think, we'll have of people 
being willing to make the compromises and take the chances and 


risks that they have to take if a peaceful resolution is to 


emerge. 
Q. You fourd Geénayel impressed? 
A. Yes, sir. 
7 Q. More sothan you would have found his brother -- 
A. Well, I never met his brother. His brother 
is said to be -- was a very impressive and strong person. Soa, 


and it's a tragedy that he was killed. Anyway, Amin Gemayel is 
the President of Lebanon. He's a good person and a person with 
a great amount of strength and understanding. He has a very 


positive outlook on the prospects for his country. So, we're 
working with him. 
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19. 
Q. (Inaudible) 


A. Canada has been very supportive in a general 
way, and that's been quite helpful. Of course, working on 
something like this has many dimensions to it. We've got, for 
example, the Arab onslaught to get Israel removed from the 


United Nations has not been particularly helpful. And, as you 


know, we have fought very hard about that. Canada has been 


right there. So, we have worked in tandem on that subject. 
Q. Canada has been supporting -- 
A. I'm sorry I couldn't understand. 
Q. Canada has been supportive of the peace plan -- 


A. Yes. 


Q. -- in very general terms, it is agreed to 
be specifically supportive of the peace plan. 

A. Well, I have the feeling from the talks I've 
had with Mr. MacEachen so far that if there‘s something specific 
But, I don't 


that needs to be done, it's possible to consider it. 


know what you have in mind, if there is some particular thing 


that you are asking about. 
Q. Did you take that to mean that Canada would 


be willing to provide troops for the multi-national force, or -- 

A. That subject didn't come up. What the missions 
for the multi-national force will be as this process unfolds is 
still being talked about. We have had discussions with the 
French and the Italians with whom we are partners there in that 
multi-national force. Each country has not committed itself to do 


anything different than it is now doing, but each has said 
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that it's willing to consider having its forces used if 
there is some definable, constructive mission -- and 
everyone will take a look at that. Amin Gemayel has asked 
that the numbers in the multi-national force be increased 
very substantially, by as much as ten’ es the current 
amount. That's guite a lot and I thi." ‘| .‘'s a question of 
whether that's really necessary. But there are some ad- 
ditional things that need to be done and probably a role 
for somewhat expanded forces and there's also a question 
of what the UNIFIL force will do. All those things would 
be looked at. 

There have been several countries that have 
indicated to us that they would be willing to consider con- 


tributing to that force. 

Q. You responded that King Hassan did not 
say the Arab countries were prepared to recognize Israel, 
but only if Israel would move the boundaries would they 
recognize Israel. 

A. Well, what people's perception of movement 
is always an interesting one. I think in the eyes of the 
Arabs; they have moved dramatically. That is, they've come 
together, they were all there at once, and King dassan spoke 
of co-existence, he spoke of Resolution 242, 338, the President's 
peace initiative, and the FEZ initiative as being the basis for 


peace. So, I don't know what other implication you can draw 


than that the Arabs 
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accept the fact that Israel is there and that's a permanent 


part of the region. 
make an arrangement 


see it, they made a 


Now, the effort is to figure out how to 
that is peaceful with Israel. So, as they 


lot of movement and they have. 





Q. Do you foresee some time when Mr. Reagan's 
plan will be different tto what is on the table? 

A. What we are working for is the emergence 
of another Arab leader, King Hussein, to join President Mubarak, 
ourselves and Mr. Begin in a discussion -- bargaining you might 
say -- negotiation. The Arabs pointed out that in the end it's 
very difficult for anyone other than someodne with a label 


"Palestinian" on him to make concessions on behalf of Palestinians. 


Just as I'm sure it's true that somehow people think that 


the U.S. can speak for Israel. That is not true at all. Only 
Israel can make bargains on behalf of Israel properly. Just as 

no one can make bargains on behalf of Canada except Canadians -- 
or the U.S. except the U.S. That's part of life. So, how you 
construct a Palestinian association with King Hussein is somet:ing 
he's struggling with. 

It is worth pointing out that in the Camp David 
accord it is expressedly foreseen that there would be at the 
bargaining table representatives of Jordan and the Palestinians. 
That's right in there. So, this is not some far off point at all, 
but it is getting people into that negotiating context that's 
the key, and the President has set out positions that the United 
States will take in that negotiation. Other people, obviously, 


have announced other positions that they'll take. 
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Generally speaking, if you don't have different 
positions around, there's no need for a negotiation. That's 
what you talk about. Now, I think it is being missed by many 


that the process envisaged is kind of a two-stage one. 





Stage one, where interim or transition arrange- 
ments are established. And stage two, where a final status is 
arrived at. The widely varying positions that have been set out 
are all about final status. But, I think it may well be possible 
to work out transition arrangements that really provide a better 
situation for the Palestinian people of the West Bank and Gaza, 
and give a chance for that situation to mature a little bit and 


probably be helpful in thinking about what will work in final status. 


Q. Mr. Secretary, the Israeli Defense Minister, Mr. 





Sharon, has told the public inquiry in Israel that he takes per- 


ass OR 


sonal responsibility for the Christians to enter the camps. He 


oe at 


had no idea what would occur. Have you got any reaction to that? 


A. No. I'm making -- as you can see - I don't want 
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to get into Canadian internal politics, I don't want to get into 





Israeli internal politics either. They are investigating the 
massacre and I think that's a healthy thing for Israel to do. 
We'll follow that investigation with great interest. 

Q. When the Reagan peace fund came out, sir, Mark 
MacGuigan, at that point was the Minister of External Affairs. 
He said he was very supportive of the plan, with one possible ex- 
ception and that is that Canada does not exclude the possibility 
of an independent Palestinian state. What are the Administration's 


objections to full self-determination on the West Bank of Gaza? 
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A. Well, self-determination and full self- 
determination -- those are tricky concepts. We're always having 
it put to us ~~ isn't the United States for self-determination, and 
how can you be against self-determination everywhere, and so on. 
Well, we had a Civil:War in the United States upon self-determination, 
and we think that there are constraints upon that. Certainly 
you have self-determination within some framework. So, I don't © 
think there's any logical inconsistency in the position we've 


taken. I think it is a question of whether that strip of land 


me 


called the West Bank and the disconnected other parts of land 


called the Gaza €trip can somehow constitute a country and be able 


to have the kind of capability that you think a country ought 

well to have. So, that, on the economic side,is one point. 

Second, I think there is a concern -- legitimate concern, considering 
all the background and statements made by the PLO in Israel 


about what it would mean to have a unit with that much hostility 
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established as an independent state on its border. What would 





be its objective? So, Israel has taken the position that it won't 


go along with that. 

Then, it seems as though there are better 
alternatives. The West Bank has been and to a certain extent 
is now associated with Jordan. Jordanian law still applies as a 
general proposition there. There is a tremendous amount of movement of 
people and goods between Jordan and the West Bank. There's 


a natural economic unity there. So, we -- the President has 


put forward the idea of the West Bank having a capacity for 
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self-government as a province here would,or I don't want to try 

to define the precise way in which that would take place but 

in association with Jordah -- and also you would expect there 

to be a free flow of goods and people with Israel. And you would 
have something that could work, and, on the one hand, not constitute 
a potential distablizing force. On the other, an economic 

entity that could operate well. At the same time, I think it's 
important that there be something. that Palestinians can identify 


with. It's not only the people who live in the West Bank and Gaza 





that you have to have in your mind, -but Palestinians who live 


elsewhere who essentially have no passport and no identity and 


RL TEA et th eth 
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something needs to be created that will provide that for them. 


T think it could be done that way. 
Q. Mc. Secretary, you --- 


+ a, fay = 


A. I'm always fascinated by the fact that no 


ee eer 


matter where you are and what the subject matter starts out with -- 
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Q. Are you going to be talking about the 


PE 


Middle East with Mr. MacEachenor are you going to be talking 
about bilateral issues? 

A. We talked some in our first session about 
the Middle East and I'd doubt that we'd spend much mcre time on 


that it maybe -- I understand that the Prime Minister may well be 


at lunch -- he may want to discuss it some -- in which case we would. 
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Q. In your discussion of bilateral issues, 
going back to where we started -- could you describe how intense 
you regard the problems you describe with FIRA ~~ 

A. There are a great variety of prcovlems. It 
seems to me any two major countries that are a large as our 
two countries and with as much interaction between them and 
interdependence between them as ours -- there's going to be a 
continuing flow of problems through time. It seems to me there 


are two aspects in working on those problems. 


First is to address yourself to the general 


atmosphere within which an individual problem is worked out. And, 
then second, to work on that individual problem separate from all 
the other problems. So, on the one hand, I'm sure Mr. MacEachen 


and I will look at these various issues and talk about them some, 


although, we don't have the time to sort of go into each one 
in a lot of detail, but we are also trying to construct a general 
umbrella -- you might say -- of constructive spirit and outlook 
that has historically been the case between the United States 
and Canada and is today and we can improve on it so that we 
create an atmosphere within which those who are going to take 
up these individual issues can do so in a constructive spirit. 
Q. It is my understanding that that constructive 


Spirit does not now exist -- problems are rather more 


intense than -- 


A. No, I don't think that's a fair statement. 
It is the amountof aggrevation and tension over things varies 
as time goes along. Perhaps it's a little higher than it has been -- 
than usual, but when you compare the relationship between the 


’ 
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United States and Canada with the relationship of most neighboring 
countries that have a lot of intérdependence with each other 
around the world, our relationship, relatively speaking, looks 
terrific. So, it can 9° up and down somewhat, but basically 
it's a good strong relationship and sometimes in our preoccupation 
with individual issues -- not that those aren't important and not 
that they shouldn't fight about them -- but it can cause us to 
lose the perspective of the over-all picture. And, we need to 
keep that in front of us once in a-while. I'm a great believer, 
incidentally, that you don't improve a relationship by failing 

to represent yourself strongly in the discussion of particular 
issues. The worst thing in the world that I could do is to say, 
“Well, in the interests of better U.S./Canadian relationships, 
I'll forget about some issue that is of great importance to the 
U.S. and U.S. interests". That's the way in the end to undermine 
a relationship. I'm sure the Canadians would feel the same way. 
We have to put these issues up on the table and confront them 

and work at them and argue about them and eventually resolve them. 
That's the way to build a strong relationship, in fact, it's 

the measure of a strong relationship that you can surface problems 
and argue about them -- and the relationship remains strong. 


This goes back to the subject that Allan 
MacEachen and I studied together years and years and years ago -- 


labor relations problems ~~ the same thing between labor and 
management and the woods are full of relationships between a 
union and the management that were superb and people became so en- 


amoured with what a good relationship it was that they wouldn't 


discuss any issue -- even though it was an important issue -- 
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because they didn't want to spoil the relationship. And in the 
end that's what brings a relationship down. So, I think the 
way to have a good and strong rel.:tionship is that you do discuss 
the problems -- but you discuss them within the framework of 

. the expectation that our ties and our involvement with each 


other are so strong and enduring that in the end we'll find 


answers to these things. 


Foreign 


Q. You and MacEachen have a totally different 
philosophy, I submit you may have gone to the same school... 
You're much more a private enterpriser than he is. Reagan is 


much more a private enterpriser than Trudeau is. So, you start 


1982" 
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talking -- now, how do you agree to disagree on the mixed sort 


of economy we have and your dedication to private enterprise? 


--- a a 


A- We're not trying to tell you how to run your 
country -- and don't you try to tell us how to run ours. But, 
each running our countries the wav we want -- we nevertheless | 
have successfully worked at the issues that come up between us. 


The fact of the matter is that with whatever differences there 
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have been -- there has been a very worthwhile and constructive -- 
for everybody -- relationship between these two countries. Lest | 
we over-emphasize whatever philosophic differences there may be -- : 
and I don't expect that they're that great -- let's not forget 

the tremendous commonality of basic values; of democratic values; 

of concern for the individual human being; of religious freedom -- 

shall we note the right of people to form unions, just to 

contrast with it some other countries, and to assemble and to 


express themselves and all of these things that we have in common. 


And, when you look around the world today and ask yourself 


how many major countries are there that share these 


\» 














e 
=) 
2 
ie) 
ive 
Cc 
© 
1) 
= 
= 
i 
= 
c 
°o 
-_ 
) 
© 
Oo 
-—_ 
| ed 
2 
5 
a 
S 
¥ 
a] 
e 
oo 
Ne 
- 
" 
" 
© 
t md 
E 
= 





w 
oO 
a 
-_ 
€ 
Vv 
Pt} 
: 
8 
» | 
8 
£ | 
s/ 
OF 
> 
U- 
oI 
| md 
O 
a 


PC 2 


values, I wish the number were higher. 


deep values in common that we both cherish and that we want to 


sce flourish. 


28. 


Thank you very much. 


- 60 - 


So we have tremendous, . 
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October 27, 1982 
No. 337 


UNITED STATES AND THAILAND 
AMEND BILATERAL TEXTILE AGREEMENT 


The United States and Thailand exchanged letters 
dated September 3, 1982 and September 22, 1982 to amend 
the existing bilateral textile agreement. The texts of 
the letters follow: 


THAILAND LETTER 





- September 3 , 1982 


Mr. Gary D. De Vight 

First Secretary 

Embassy of the United States of America 
Bangkok 


Dear Mr. De Vight 


I am writing with reference to paragraph 4 of the 
agreement between the United States and Thailand relating to 
trade in cotton, wool and man - made fiber textiles and textile 
products, with annexes, effected by exchange of notes on October 
4, 1978, as amended (" the Agreement "). I would like to submit 


EB/TEX - Deborah L. Linde (202)632-2690 


For further information contact: 





No. 337 


the request of my government seeking an increase of the consult- 
ation levels for category 345 to a level of 0.9 million square 
yards for the 1982 agreement year. 





: Hoping to here from you soon and thank you for your 
cooperation. 


Sincerely yours, 


. QO. Crolaro—de— 








(ners. Oranu} Osatananda) 
Deputy Director-General 
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UNITED STATES LETTER 










Bangkok, Thailand 


September 22, 1982 


Mrs. Oranuj Osatananda 
Deputy Director-General 
Department of Foreign Trade 
Department of Commerce 
Sanamchai Road 

Bangkok 10200 


Dear Mrs. Oranuj: 


States and Thailand relating to trade in cotton, wool, and 
man-made fiber textiles and textile products, with annexes, : 


i 

: I refer to paragraph 4 of the agreement between the United 
5 

: effected by exchanye of notes dated October 4, 1978, as 
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amended, and to your letter of September 3, 1982 in which 
you request on behalf of the Royal Thai Government that the 
consultation level for Category 345 be increased to 0.9 
million square yards for the 1982 agreement year. 


I am pleased to inform you that my government agrees to 
this request and that your letter and this reply thereto: 
constitute an amendment to the agreement. 


Sincerely, 





“Gary D. De Vigh 
First Secretary 
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October 28, 1982 
No. 338 
KENNETH DAM APPOINTED 
AS 
DEPUTY SECRETARY OF STATE 





Kenneth W. Dam is the Deputy Secretary of State. President 
Reagan announced his intention to nominate Mr. Dam for this position 
on July 19, 1982, and Mr. Dam was sworn in on September 23, 1982. 


Prior to assuming his present duties, Mr. Dam was the Provost 
of the University of Chicago. He first joined the faculty of the 
University of Chicago Law School in 1960, after serving as Law 
Clerk to Mr. Justice Whittaker of the United States Supreme Court, 
and practicing law with Cravath, Swaine and Moore in New York City. 
He was named Professor of Law in 1964 and became the Harold J. 
and Marion F. Green Professor of International Legal Studies in 
1976. He became Provost in July 1980. 


Mr. Dam took a leave of absence from the University of Chicago 
in 1971 to serve in the Federal Government as Assistant Director 
for National Security and International Affairs of the Office of 
Management and Budget. In 1973, he was named Executive Director 
of the Cabinet-level Council on Economic Policy. 


After returning to the faculty of the University of Chicago 
Law School in 1974, Mr. Dam continued his government service as 
a consultant from time to time to the Office of Management and 
Budget, Department of the Treasury and other government agencies. 


Mr. Dam is a member of the Board of Directors of the 
Chicago Council on Foreign Relations and a member of the 
Council on Foreign Relations in New York. He has also served 
on the Academic Advisory Committee of the American Enterprise 
Institute and the Research Advisory Board of the Committee for 
Economic Development. In 1981 he was elected to the American 
Academy of Arts and Sciences and in 1968 to the American Law 


Institute. 


For further information contact: 
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His books include The Rules of the Game: Reform and 
Evolution in the International Monet System (1982); 
Economic Policy Beyond the Headlines with George P. 
Shultz); Oil Resources: Who Gets What How? (1976); and 
The GATT: Law and international Economic Organization (1970). 
has published numerous articles on legal and economic 

ssues. 




















Mr. Dam was born in Marysville, Kansas, on August 10, 
1932. He graduated from the University of Kansas in 1954 
and took his- law degree from the University of Chicago in 


1957. 


Mr. Dam is married to the former Marcia Wachs. They 
have two children, Eliot (11) and Charlotte (4). 
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No. 339 


fROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D.C. OF HIS EXCELLENCY 


GIOVANNI SPADOLINI, PRESIDENT OF THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS OF THE 
TTALIAN REPUBLIC. 


November 2-4, 1982 


Tuesday, November 2 
4:35 p.m. His Excellency Giovanni Spadolini, President of 
the Council of Ministers of the Italian Republic, and 
his party arrive at Andrews Air Force Base via US 
4:55 p.m. Arrival Washington Momment (Reflecting Pool | 
Side) . 
5:20 p.m. Arrival Firenze House (Ambassador's Residence) 


2800 Albermarle Street, Northwest. 


Wednesday, November 3 
9:30 a.m. Prime Minister Spadolini will meet with The Honorable 
George P. Shultz, Secretary of State, at Firenze House. 


(Photo opportunity - photographers should be 
at residence no later than 9:15 a.m.) 


11:30 a.m. Prime Minister Spadolini will meet with President 
Reagan at the White House. 


President Reagan will host a working luncheon for 


Prime Minister Spadolini at the White House at 
the conclusion of the meeting. 


rime Minister Spadolini will meet with the foliowing 





.t Pirenze House: 
4:00 p.m. The Honorable Donald T. Fegan, Secretary of the Treasury. 
4:30 p.m. The Honorable Malcolm Baldrige, Secretary of Commerce. 
6:30 p.m. The Honorable Frank Carlucci, Acting Secretary of Defense. 


(PHOTO OPPORTUNITIES FOR ABOVE MEETINGS) . 


For further information some" ~ “asserini ~ Protocol Office (during visit) 
Firenze House 


Tel: 362-9342 
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Wednesday, November 1 (contimied) 


8:00 p.m. 
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Thursday, November 4 
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3:45 p.m. 


3:55 p.m. 


4:05 p.m. 
4:10 p.m. 


His Excellency Giovanni Spadolini, President of the 
Council of Ministers of the Italian Republic will host 
a dinner in honor of The Honorable George Bush, Vice 
President of the United States of America, and Mrs. Bush, 
at Firenze House. 


Dress: Black tie. 


Press Contact: Ms. Christina Schinger, 
Embassy Press Staff, 
Tel: 328-5559 or 5560 


Prime Minister Spadolini will address the Conference on 
Free Elections, Loy Henderson Conference Room, Department 
of State. 


Prime Minister Spadolini will lay a Wreath at the Tomb 
of the Unknown Soldier, Arlington National Cemetery, 
Arlington, Virginia. 


Prime Minister Spadolini will p-y a Courtesy Call on 
The Honorable Thomas P. O'Neil, Jr., Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, at the U.S. Capitol, Room H-209. 


Meeting with Senator Strom Thurmond, U.S. Capitol. 


The National Press Club will host a luncheon in honor of 
His Excellency Giovanni Spadolini, President of the Council 
of Ministers of the Italian Republic, National Press Club 
Building, 529 14th Street, Northwest. 


His Excellency Giovanni Spadolini, President of the 
Council of Ministers of the Italian Republic, am his 
party will arrive at Washington Momment Grounds, 
Reflecting Pool Side. 


Departure Washington Momment Grounds for Andrews Air Force 
Base, Maryland. 


Arrival Andrews Air Force Base. 


Departure fram Andrews Air Force Base for a private visit 
to New York City, San Francisco ard Los Angeles, California 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


October 26, 1982 
No. 340 


JOHN BLANE SWORN IN AS 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO RWANDA 


John Blane, a career Foreign Service Officer, was sworn 
in today as United States Ambassador to Rwanda. He will suc- 
ceed Harry R. Melone. 


Mr. Blane was born in Birmingham, Alabama on July 15, 
1929. He was educated in the local public schools and at the 
University of Tennessee, where he was a member of the cross 
country and track teams. Mr. Blane has done graduate work 
at the University of Vienna, Austria, where he was a Fulbright 
scholar, and at Northwestern University in the African Studies 
Program. 


Mr. Blane began his Foreign Service career in November 
1956. His foreign posts have been: Mogadiscio, Somalia; 
Asmara, Ethiopia; Salzburg, Austria; Yaounde, Cameroon; 
N'Djamena, Chad; and Nairobi, Kenya. In the Department of 
State, Mr. Blane has served as desk officer for Togo, Dahomey, 
Chad and Gabon; political analyst for northern and eastern 
Africa; policy officer for the Bureau of African Affairs. 

He has also been staff director for the Africa Interdepart- 
mental Group of the National Security Council. For two years 
Mr. Blane was seconded to the Environmental Protection Agency, 
where he was Director of the Bilateral Programs Division. 


Mr. Blane's most recent assignments have been as a member 
of the Executive Seminar on National and International Affairs 
(1980-81) and as a member of the U.S. Delegation to the 36th 
General Assembly of the United Nations (September-December 1981)... 
In January 1982 Mr. Blane led the team that reestablished the 
American Embassy in N'Djamena, Chad, which had been closed two 
years previously because of the civil war in that country. 


Mr. Blane is married to the former Dianne Metzger. He 
has a daughter, Sharon, and a son, Patrick. 


For further imforrmmation contact: 
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CONFERENCE ON THE CARIBBEAN ° 








SIXTH ANNUAL MIAMI CONFERENCE ON TRADE, 
INVESTMENT AND DEVELOPMENT 


HYATT REGENCY HOTEL 
DECEMBER 5-7, 1982 
Miami, Florida 


The U.S. Department of State's Bureau of Inter-American Affairs 
is cooperating with Caribbean/Central American Action to organize 
the sixth major conference on U.S.-Caribbean trade, investment and 
development, December 5-7, 1982, at the Hyatt Regency Hotel in 
downtown Miami, Florida. The conference will be cohosted by the 
City of Miami, Dade County and the State of Florida. 


The program will focus on policy aspects and practical issues in 
implementing the trade, aid and investment objectives of the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative, and how to make private sector activity 
a relevant and effective tool for national development. As in the 
past, the program will include both plenary sessions and smaller 
"square table" sessions where specific topics can be explored in 
depth through an exchange. 


Eight heads of state from the Caribbean Basin -- PRIME MINISTER 
PINDLING OF THE BAHAMAS, PRESIDENT BLANCO OF THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC, 
PRESIDENT DE LA ESPRIELLA OF PANAMA, PRIME MINISTER ADAMS OF 
BARBADOS, PRIME MINISTER SEAGA OF JAMAICA, PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS 
OF ST.KITTS-NEVIS AND PRIME MINISTER COMPTON OF ST. LUCIA -- and 
VICE PRESIDENT FAIT OF COSTA RICA will be participating in the two 
day meeting. 
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This event is one of a series of conferences coordinated with 
° the U.S. Department of State which is intended to increase private 
sector links between the U.S. and the rest of the hemisphere. It is 
expected to attract an audience of over 600 primarily from the 
business sector with representatives from academia, government and 
labor from the U.S. and the Caribbean. 


FOR MORE INFORMATION on the conference, please contact: 


Mary Boyd Swann 
Bureau of Inter-American Affairs 
(202) 632-0726 


Alice Booth 
Caribbean/Central American Action 
(202) 466-7464 


Peaee fase tiheere seetorrveatiarss cc ore tice? 
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No. 342 
REM: ®"S BY 


SECRETARY OF STAT: GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
BEFORE THE UN DAY \\CERT, KENNEDY CENTER 
October 30, 1982 





Thank you, Distinguished Guests, 
One of the priviledges which comes to a Secretary of State 


is that of speaking at this Annual event, that of the United Nations’ 


Association Annual concert and dinner. So I do have the priviledge 


of welcoming you here at the 37th anniversary of the UN's founding ance 


I also have the opportunity to congratulate the "nited Nations 
Association both for this event and for the contribution it has made 
Over the years to reasoned discussion of foreign policy questions. 
Also, it is a particular honor to recognize Dr. Halfdan Mahler, 
Director General of the World Health Organization, to whose agency 
we are paying special tribute. 

This is a commemorative event and on such occasions it is 
fitting that we recall the origins of the United Nations and the 
agencies which are a part of the United Nations system. 

It is all too easy to forget the circumstances uncer which 
the United Nations came into being. The Charter and the structure 
of the organization were formulated during the dark years of the 
second World War. Even as the leaders of the allied powers were 
planning the strategy which led to eventual military victory, they 
began to plan for the peace that would follow the war. These 
statesman considered both the shape of the peace which would follow 
victory and the institutions required to build and preserve what had 


been purchased at the cost of millions of lives. 


For further information contact. 
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The statesman of that period succeeded brilliantly. The 
Charter of the United Nations embodies those principl-s of state 
behavior, and those commitments to human rights, peace, and economic 
progress, which remain the goal of all mankind. 

Yet I suspect those same statesman would look now on the UN 
with some concern and some disappointment. In the wars of this 
spring, Lebanon and the Falklands, the world could not turn to 
the UN for fear that action there would inevitably end in paralysis. 
The two peacekeeping efforts of this year, in Beirut and the Sanai, 
were the work of a collection of individual states working outside 
the UN framework. And we must all regret the helplessness of the 
institution as we witness the repression in Poland, invasion in 
Afghanistan, and occupation in Kampuchea. 

Unhappily, in recent weeks we have almost seen the UN turn 
on itself, with efforts in the IAEA, ITU, and the General Assembly 
to undermine the principle of universality, and of course, in the 
United States, we couldn't help but notice the attack on the 
relationship between the U.S. and Puerto Rico. So, while we marvel 


at the structure of the UN we must also guard against the erosion 


of its foundations. 


Today, we honor the World Health Organization because 
it is convincing proof that the ideals of the UN Charter are not 
hollow. The Director General of that organization, Dr. Mahler, 
is with us and I want to pay special tribute to him as a physician 
and humanitarian, a rigorous administrator of complex programs, 
and, indeed, a visionary who has challenged all countries of the 


world to achieve a satisfactory standard of health for their 


people by the year 2000. 
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' It is easy to cite the specific achievements of the world 
Health Organization -- the eradication of small pox, extensive 
work on malaria, and important programs applied to a wide range 
of public health problems worldwide. But to understand what 
the WHO does, one must get down to the human level of lives 
lengthened and saved; of children who survive, who grow healthy 
and strong, and are able to contribute so much more to their 
societies. 

It is to the lives of individuals that so much of the work 
of the United Nations relates, whether we consider public healt , 
or the right of each individual to expect from his government basic 
standards of human decency. A person who has been tortured or com- 
mitted to internal exile is as much an affront to the human condition 
and to the principles of the Charter as is a child whose illness 


could have been prevented by proper medical attention. 


Accordingly, tonight it is important that we testify to 
the continuing validity of the objectives of the United Nations. 
Whether we speak of its peacekeeping and peacemaking functions, 
its continuing critical role in achieving Middle East stability, 
its commitment to health or its assistance to refugees, we must 
dedicate ourselves to making that organization the constructive 
global force which its founders envisioned. There is ample room 
for improvement in the United Nations' performance, and more than 
adequate grounds for criticism of the behavior of its organizations 
or its members. But the criticism must be constructive and must 
be accompanied by commitment. The U.S. commitment is clear. 
We want the United Nations to work and to live up to the principles 


upon which it was founded. I pledge to you that we will continue 








- No. 


== aggressively and constructively -- to insist on those 


principles and to translate those principles into action. 
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November 3, 1982 
No. 343 


WILLIAM ALEXANDER HEWITT SWORN IN AS 
UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR TO JAMAICA 


William Alexander Hewitt of Moline, Illinois was 
Sworn in October 25, 1982, as United States AmbLassador 
to Jamaica. He succeeds Loren E. Lawrence. 


Mr. Hewitt was born in San Francisco on August 9, 
1914. He received his B.A. degree in economics from the 
University of California in 1937. After serving with the 
Navy during World War II, he joined Deere & Company in 
1948. He became a Director in 195l, Executive Vice 
President in 1954, and President and Chief Executive 
Officer in 1955. In 1964 he was appointed Chairman while 
retaining his position as Chief Executive Officer. 


Mr. Hewitt is a@ Director of American Telephone & 
Telegraph Company and a former Director of Continental 
Bank of Chicago and Continental Oil Company. He is 
Director of the International Executive Service Corps, a 
member of the Business Council, the Business Roundtable 
and the Wilson Council of the Woodrow Wilson International 
Center for Scholars. He is also a member of the Council 
on Foreign Relations and the Trilateral Commission, and he 
has served in various capacities with other international 
affairs organizations. He is a member of the Board of 
Trustees of the California Institute of Technolcgy and of 
the Museum of Modern Art in New York and a former member 
of the Stanford Research Institute Council. He has 
received honorary degrees from Augustana College, St. 
Ambrose College, and Knox College. 


Mr. Hewitt is married to the former Patricia Deere 
Wiman. They have two daughters and a son. 


For further information contact: 
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November 5, 1982 
No. 344 


ADDRESS OF 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
AT 
CONFERENCE ON FREE ELECTIONS 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 1982 


For further inforrmeatian cantact: 








STATE 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm very pleased to have this honor of 
opening the Conference on Free Elections and to welcome you on 
behalf of President Reagan, the Department of State, and our 
co-sponsors, the American Enterprise Institute. 





I'm particularly pleased to greet our honored guests, 

2 President Monge of Costa Rica; Prime Minister ‘SSpadolini of 

= Italy; and Alhaji Shehu Musa, the personal representative of 
Z President Shagari of Nigeria. 


President Reagan announced plans for this conference in his 
speech to the British Parliament last June. In that address, 
the President held out his hand to join other nations in a 
global campaign for peaceful democratic change. 


Gathered here today are many of the leaders of the “Campaign 
for Democracy," of which the President spoke, men and women who 
helped forge institutions in their own countries and who want 
to help other people lay the foundations for political freedom. 
This conference will consider what you have accomplished and 
what we can do together to further the spread of democracy. 


We are not here to challenge other countries, but to extend an 
offer to share our experience and our expertise in making 
freedom work. Our objective is not to criticize, but to con- 
Sider what we can do to help other nations realize their 
democratic aspirations. 
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In that regard, let me ask you to consider three areas for 
action: First, we should provide concrete assistance to 
countries interested in establishing free elections. We can 
help others learn from our experiences and overcome the ini- 
tial hurdles of establishing electoral democracy. Some 
governments and private organizations are already heavily 
engaged in providing technical assistance to strengthen the 
electoral process. More are now taking up the challenge. 
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One month ago in San Jose, eight Central American, Caribbean, 
and Andean nations resolved to establish a regional elections 
institute as part of their program for peace and democracy in 
Central America. Other nations and regions might follow their 
example. This conference should consider what additional 
programs might be most effective and how disparate efforts 

to support the spread of free elections could become more 
mutually self-supportive. 
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Second, we need to advocate the right to free elections more 
actively, and to affirm that political freedom is a human 
rights issue. 


Individuals have a right to participate in their own gover- 
nance, just as they have the right to be free from state 
harassment. 


The question is not how to create this right, for it already 
exists. The question is how to put it into practice on the 
widest possible basis. 


We need to expand human rights discussions and activities to 
include positive steps that foster free institutions. Only 
free democratic institutions, including elections, the press 
and labor unions can break longstanding patterns of human 
rights violations, assure individual liberty, and satisfy the 
right to self-government. 


Third, we can do more to publicize the success of democracy 
and draw attention to the comparative performances of democra- 
tic and non-democratic nations. 


Democracies have, with few exceptions, enjoyed greater peace, 
prosperity and stability than their non-democratic counter- 
parts. Young democratic nations, in particular, can play a 
key role in making others recognize that democratic government 
is both desirable and workable. The experiences and success 
of nascent democracies can be both instructive and encouraging 
to those who do not yet share political freedom. 


Ladies and gentlemen, you have a challenging task before you. 
You will be considering how the people of this democratic 
world can help bring liberty to the millions who are not yet 
permitted to choose their own leaders. We look to you for 
fresh, creative and concrete ideas that will help translate 
our beliefs and commitments into action. 


Now I have the distinct pleasure of introducing one of the 
great men of our times -- a man with distinguished credentials 
in both philosophy and action. He's a man who has convictions 
and who has the strength to follow through on those convic- 
tions in the realm of action. 


He is the President of the Council of Ministers of the Italian 
Republic, the Honorable Giovanni Spadolini. As an historian, 
a writer and a statesman, Prime Minister Spadolini has made a 
great contribution to the preservation and strengthening of 
the democratic ideal. 


Ladies and gentlemen, the Honorable Giovanni Spadolini, 
President of the Council of Ministers of the ltalian Republic. 


(Applause) 
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STUDY GROUP A OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group A of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT) will meet on November 23, 1982 at 19:00 a.m. in Room 856 
of the Federal Communications Commission, 1919 M Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. This Study Group deals with U.S. Government aspects of international 
telegram and telephone operations and tariffs. 


The Study Group will discuss international telecommunications questions 
relating to telegraph, telex, new record services, data transmission and 
leased channel services in order to develop U.S. positions to be taken at 
upcoming international Study Groups I amd III meetings. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting subject to the 
instruction of the Chairman. Admittance of public members will be limited 
to the seating available. Requests for further information should be 
directed to Earl S. Barbely, Conference Staff, Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C., telephone (202)632-3214. 


For further information comtact: 
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No. 346 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The SOLAS Working Group on Bulk Chemicals will conduct 
an open meeting on November 29, 1982, at 9:30 A.M., in 


room 1303 of the Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second Street, 
SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of this meeting will be to discuss the 
agenda for the eleventh session of the IMO Subcommittee on 
Bulk Chemicals which will be held December 6-10 in London. 
Major items on the agenda are: 


a. Procedures and arrangements for the discharge of 
noxious liquid substances; 
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b. Extension of the Bulk Chemical Code to cover pollution 
aspects; 


c. Review and updating of the Bulk Chemical Code; and 
d. Review and updating-of the Gas Carrier Code. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. Frits Wybenga, U.S. 


Coast Guard (G-MTH-1), Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: 
(202) 426-1217. 


For further information contact: 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 


Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The U.S. SOLAS Working Group on Stability, Load Lines 
and Safety of Fishing Vessels will conduct an open meeting 
on Tuesday. November 30, 1982, at 10:00 A.M., in room 1303 
of the Ccast Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second Street, SW, 


Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of the meeting will be a review of the 
agenda items in preparation for the next Session of the 
Subcommittee (now scheduled for February 7-11, 1983). 


The agenda for the meeting will consist of a general 
review of all items scheduled for the Subcommittee with 
particular attention to any session papers from other 


countries received by that time. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 
For further information contact Mr. William A. Cleary, 


Jr., U.S. Coast Guard (G-MTH-5/TP13), 2100 Second Street, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: (202) 426-2188. 


For further information contact: 
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Nov. 12, 1982 





PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D.C. OF HIS EXCELLENCY 
DR. HELMOT KOHL, CHANCELLOR OF THE PEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY AND 
MRS. KOHL 


November 14 - 16, 1982 


Sunday, November 14 





4:15 p.m. His Excellency the Chancellor of the Federal 
Republic of Germany, Mrs. Kohl and their party 
will arrive Andrews Air Force Base via German 
Military Aircraft. 


4:35 p.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting 
Pool Side) 


The Honorable Kenneth W. Dam, Acting 
Secretary of State will greet the 
Chancellor. 
4:40 p.m. Departure from Washington Monument Grounds 
via motorcade to Watergate Hotel, 2650 Virginia 
Avenue, Northwest. 
4:50 p.m. Arrival Watergate Hotel. 
Private dinner and evening. 


Monday, November 15 





9:30 a.m. Chancellor Kohl will meet with the Honorable 
Paul A. Volcker, Chairman, Federal Reserve 
Board, at the Watergate Hotel, Chancellor's 
Suite, 10th Floor. 


10:00 a.m. Chancellor Kohl will meet with Mr. Lane Kirkland | 
President, AFL-CIO, at the Watergate Hotel, 
Chancellor's Suite. 


S/CPR - Mary Massserini - 632#0685 
Watergate Hotel - Protocol Office 
965-2300 Ext. 1009 (during visit) 


For farther information contact 


11:00 a.m. Arrival at the White House where His Excellency 


wer ee 


11:30 a.m. Chancellor Kohl will meet with President Reagan 
at the White House. 











¢ 3 

9 

2 Following the meeting the President will host 

o + a working luncheon in honor of the Chancellor, 

. at the White House. 

© 

Private afternoon. 

e 5:00 p.m. Chancellor Kohl will meet with The Honorable Caspar 
re W. Weinberger, Secretary of Defense at the Watergate 
< Hotel, Chancellor's Suite, 10th Floor. 

°o 

uw NOTE: PRESS COVERING THE MEETINGS SHOULD BE AT THE HOTEL'S 10th FLOOR 
s ONE HALF HOUR BEFORE MEETING.......ALL' PHOTO OPPORTUNITES 

na IN CHANCELLOR'S SUITE ARE POOLED. 

a § 

2 2 POOL PRESS CONTACT: Mr. Christoph Bruemmer, 

Bw Embassy Press Officer, 

+c Saturday Tel: 298-4246 

o£ Sunday and during visit: 

- 3 965-2300 

- Potomac Room., Watergate Iiotel. 
"nn Uv 

Dom 7:30 p.m. The President of the United States and Mrs. Reagan, 
ga will host a private dinner in honor of His Excellency ~—— 


Dr. Helmut Kohl, Chancellor of the Federal Republic 
6f Germany, and Mrs.Kohl, at the White House. 


Dress: Black tie. 


10:30 p.m. Chancellor Kohl will hold an open press conference 
at the Watergate: Hotel, Riverview West Room. 


Tuesday, November 16 





8:30 a.m. The Honorable Howard H. Baker, Jr., Senate Majority 
Leader, and Mrs. Baker will host a breakfast in 
honor of Chancellor Kohl, and Mrs. Kohl, U.S. Capitol, 


Roam S-230. 
9:50 a.m. Chancellor Kohl, Mrs. Kohl and their party arrive 
at the Washington Momment Grounds for the Departure 
Ceremony. 
10:00 a.m. Departure Monument Grounds for Dulles Airport. 
10:20 a.m. Departure from Dulles for New York via German 


Military Aircraft. 


11:10 a.m. Arrival John F. Kennedy Airport, New York. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SPASO HOUSE, MOSCOW, RUSSIA 
November 15, 1982 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I wonder if you would address yourself 
to the question of what should be understood by the high 

level of American representation at Mr. Brezhnev's funeral. 

And should it be taken in context with other events such as the 
end of the pipeline sanctions and Mr. Reagan's message to the 
effect that. he would like to see an improvement in relations 
after the transition period in the Soviet Union. What does 
your visit and Mr. Bush's visit here signify? Is it a signal? 


SECRETARY SHIULTZ: Exactlv what the President said. It is an expression 


on the one hand of our respect for a human being and condolences 
being expressed to President Brezhnev and the peoples of the Soviet 
Union. It is also an expression (also like the President said) 
that if constructive behavior emerges on the part of the Soviet 
Union, the United States is prepared to respond and is prepared 

for a more constructive relationship than we've had in past years. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Soviets have in one form or another 
been publicizing a rather long list of grievances as regards 

U.S. foreign policy even before October 27 but certainly since 
President Brezhnev's October 27 speech -- Are you bringing any 

sort of message from the Government of the United States, the 
President of the United States, that there is room for conciliation, 
negotiation,change on both sides? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I can't really imagine why anyone would have 
grievances against our policies and our foreign policies. 

They are constructive. Our efforts are for problem-soiving 

all around the world. We must of course maintain our strencth, 

our strength in our defense capabilities, the strength of our 
economy, Our will power. These are things which are present and 

at the same time, as we have demonstrated, all over the world, 

we have a constructive point of view -- we are part of the solution, 
not part of the problem and our message here is the same. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, how would you characterize Yuri Andropov? 
I am wondering what this administration thinks about him -- 
personally, as a man. 


For further information contact: 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think it's useful for me to speculate awuut 
the nature of various Soviet personalities, including Mr. 
Andropov. I've never met him so I think it's better to let 
that emerge. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary what do you feel are the possibilities 
for an improvement in US-Soviet relations now that there is a 
change of leadership? 


1 ee7 
an . 


SRCRETARY SHULTZ: There is the same possibility that there has 
been. United States policy has been clear, it has not changed. 
It is a policy of realism, of strength, of willingness to 

work on problems together and the expectation if that can be 
done successfully, everyone will be better off as a result. 
That's been our policy. That is our policy, and we want to make 
it clear to the new Soviet leadership that that remains in place. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you been offered any high-ranking 
meetings while you are here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ:_ We have just arrived and in my brief meeting with 
Ambassador Dobrynin in Washington when I went to the Soviet Embassy 
to sign the book of condolences we talked briefly about it 

and I simply said I would be here, the Vice President would, 

I wasn't sure of his precise schedule at the time, and that if 

it were possible to see people in the Soviet leadership we would 

like to do that. But we can also understand that it is a busy 

time and it might not be possible, so as of right now I know 

of no appointments. 


QUESTION: I believe your predecessor, General Haig, referred 
to the Carter grain embargo as a blunder and some people now 
refer to the pipeline sanctions as blunder. Will you please 
comment on that? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would'only comment without connecting the two that 
we now have the basis for a broader strategic approach to our 
economic relationships with the Soviet Union, and the emergence 
of a substantial agreement with our allies, one that has provided 
the occasion for the lifting of those sanctions. The sanctions, 
I think certainly did call attention to the problem, have 
registered the President's very strong feeling that the events 

in Poland in particular are events that we must register our- 
selves on beyond just talking about them, and at this point 

we are very pleased. Our allies have joined us, we have 

joined with them, it is a mutual thing to develop a broad 
economic strategy here. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I wonder if I could ask you a 

question here which goes, it seems to me, to the heart of the 
relationship with this country. For about 21 months the Reagan 
Administration has done variety of things specifically in the 

field of security -- increasing the budget and so forth -- 

to what the Soviets regard as tremendous proportions. They have 
been waiting for some time and now they have cranked themselves — 
up just before Mr. Brezhnev died to start to reciprocate™ 


eS 


Do you think that you and Mr. Bush by coming here have something 
concrete to tell these people? That something can be done to 
stop this vicious circle, or is there anything else you can 

say on this particular matter? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Obviously, something can be done to moderate 
behavior all around. I would say first of all I think your 
account of the sequence of things is not the way I see it -- 
quite the reverse. The steady, relentless buildup of Soviet 
military capacity has in effect forced the United States after 
quite a period of 1.0t pushing its defense establishment forward 
powerfully, has in effect forced us to look to our defenses 

and our strength and I might say that I believe everybody knows 
that we have it. We have a tremendous economy, a very pro- 
ductive economy, so we are able to do that and sustain that. 

It is not a question of us suddenly increasing our efforts 

in this regard and the Soviets deciding that they better 

do so also. It is quite the reverse. Their efforts have been 
very strong and sustained. And we have had to raise our sights 
and we will continue to do so and we will maintain the strength 
of our defenses. Now, I presume that everyone, not only our- 
selves, but our allies would prefer a world in which we 

do not have to spend so much of our efforts on purely military 
means. And if so, we are ready to work at that, as is evidenced 
by the President's arms reduction proposal, as an example. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary: A top American diplomatic source 
said that we must try to be as forthcoming as possible with 
the Soviets now. Could you elaborate on that, other than 
what that means? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Ambassador is here and we will let him 
elaborate. 


AMBASSADOR: This is a collaborative operation here. We are 
talking to a new leadership here and we are reiterating our 
position. It is very clear to the new leadership. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think the message is complicated. 
That is what makes it a good message. It is a simple message. 
And it is that we are realists. We will stay that way, 
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involved have undertaken not to have any additional purchases 
of Soviet gas while people look around and reflect and see 

what the alternatives are. The agreement at’ Versailles to 
examine the flows of trade and finance will be implemented 

in an administrative capacity. There is renewed emphasis 

on working out export credit arrangements. So, there are a . 
whole series of things that are involved. Some are in the 
nature of immediate action, some are in the nature of a work 
program. I think in the long long run, well of course you 

can not say what a work program will produce. It is always 
possible that it won't produce anything, except my own estimate 
is that the effort to find a better strategic posture is 

likely to be a very productive and worthwhile effort in the 
long run. 


QUESTICN: Excuse me Mr. Secretary for interrupting you, does 
the change in leadership in the Soviet Union increase in any way 
your view of the possibility of a summit meeting? 


SECRETARY SHUI.TZ: Our attitude towards a Summit meeting remains as being 
in favor of one if it is well prepared so that it is possible to 

imagine that something constructive might come out of it. And 

I think the same would hold now with a new Soviet leadership. 

We will just have to see, but in principle the President is 

willing to have such a meeting but only if it can be a constructive 

One and have a constructive outcome. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a recent Soviet speech seems to say 
that the way to peace is through military might. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Soviet military micght hase heen increasinz. 
is a description of their policy. We can speak about our owrt ae 


policy which is to be strong, to develop our strength, to see 

that it is based solidly on a very strong and productive economy 
and at the same time to say beyond that, if you want to try to 
work toward a world that is less tense, that has more constructive 
possibilities in it, that includes the possibilities of reductions 
in armaments, we are prepared to do so. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is it present U.S. policy to encourage 
American trade with the Soviets and will you please comment on 
the visit this week of hundreds of American businessmem to Moscow? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the fe-: - at he (1, &, delecation . 
coming to Moscow, as large as i $72 might say as distinguished 
as it is (there are some very i... ant and strona business leaders 
included in that delegation), is an indication of the fundamental 
interest and goodwill of the American people. And in a sense that 
complements the message that President Reagan enunciated in his 
various statements which have been quoted here--that we are ready 

to work wich the Soviet Union if the circumstances are right. I 
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we are strong, we will stay that way, we are constructive 
and we are ready to solve problems and we will continue ready 


to do so, ready to respond, and if that takes place then the 
world can be better for everyone. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary. That means your happening to be here 
is not necessarily to carry a new message but to restate 

a standing message from the United States. You are not 
bringing anything new in the way of proposals from the 
administration for easing the situation between‘us. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think our basic policy is clear. We 
have sought to make it clear. The President has and we have 
emphasized, particularly right now, our readiness to work 

for a more constructive relationship than the one we have had 
in the recent past. You might say that is point three in the 
four-point list that I gave. All four points are there, I 
only sought to put a little emphasis on number 3. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary could you bring us up to date on 
the status of the two negotiations going on in Geneva on arms 
limitations issues. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know that there is too much to 

be said there. They are going on. They are going on in a 
businesslike manner. The people who are conducting the negotia- 
tions are professionals -- skillful people. We know that 

our negotiators are such and they tell me that their estimate 

of the Soviet negotiators is that they are professional, com-. 
petent people who are businesslike in their approach so the 
negotiations are going on and I don't think that I want to 
characterize them further. 


QUESTION: If I may follow up for just a moment and make my 
question more precise, I think the real question is do you 

see any progress in these talks or are they just at a stage 
where both sides are just exchanging positions without any give 
occuring on either side? 








se 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think there is an intensive exchange 
of positions which I suppose in the process of explaining tends 
to develop them in more richness and detail, so that's where I 
will leave that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you explain the quid pro quo from 

the lifting of the pipeline sanctions? Apart from promising to a 
make studies on East-West trade, it's not exactly clear what 

concrete commitments the Western Europeans have taken in response 

to our lifting the sanctions. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we haven't conducted our discussions 
with the Europeans along that line at all. We haven't discussed 
the sanctions as I have discussed these matters with the Foreign 
Ministers going back to the New York U.N. Session when I started 
with them. And while they were talking with me about it, and at 
the La Sapiniere meeting of the NATO Foreign Ministers -- our 
efforts were to find the basis for a common strategic understanding 
of how we would conduct our economic relationships with the 
Soviet Union. The general idea is that we're not looking for a 
trade war, however, we are looking to focus on certain aspects of 
trade and finance -- aspects of trade that are related to the 
military capability «f the Soviet Union, to the strategic posture 
of the Soviet Union, and in view of the huge expenditures that we 
and our Allies are undertaking for our defense. The only reason 
we're undertaking them is that the level of defense effort in the 
Soviet Union is so great. In view of that it makes no sense to 
subsidize the Soviet economy. So, based on those principles, we 
will work together tc develop a strategy in the meantime. The 
COCOM list is being examined and strengthened and a stronger 
administrative capacity is being connected to it. An intensive 
Study of energy alternatives will be undertaken. In the meantime, 
the Governments. 
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think the fact of the matter is that the circumstances have not 
been right, they have not been conducive to the expansion of trade 
particularly but along the lines of the answers to various questions 
here, if the circumstances change, the fact that so many high level 
businessmen are coming suggests the interest and the potential for 
a response. When people come. here, that is not trade, that is an 
exhibition of a willingness to trade. For an actual trade to take 
place, it requires a.lot more. I might say that there is an inter- 
esting closing of the circle here. I believe that the last time I 
was in Moscow in 1973--almost ten years ago--that was the meeting 

at which the first American business group met with the governnental 
counterparts to start this process. That is still in existence 
although it has been on a very slow track in recent years. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, when you speak of these circumstances, 
what exactly do you have in mind. Can you just speculate? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have expressed our concerns in various ways, 


There are a variety of human rights concerns that the President 

and the American people generally feel very strong about. We 
really do carealot about human beings in the United States. There 
are regional issues of various dimensions, there is arms control, 


there is a variety of things through which progress conceivably 
could be made, and progress has to change the atmosphere. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I was wondering if in the last two or 
three days if the Soviet leadership has done or said anything 


that will make you hope for an improvement in relations between 
the two countries. Is there any Sign at all? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: 


of a new leadership to be trying to read the tea leaves that 

way. They are in the process of getting organized. We will see 
what comes forward. In the meantime, we will try to express our 
own viewpoint. The President has, and supplementing and com- 
plementing his view, there is the fact that the Vice President 

has broken off from a very important trip to Africa, to which 

he will return, and he will complete all of the visits. But 
nevertheless, he broke off from that visit to come here--all 

as an expression of the importance that the United States attaches 
to the Soviet Union and to our relationship with the Soviet Union. 


QUESTION: 
Moscow? 








Can we perhaps meet with you again before you leave 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: It depends upon the schedule. Everything hangs 


on the schedule. We have some meetings tomorrow morning. I do 
not know, I cannot speak for the Vice President's schedule. I 

do not know, precisely, when he will return. So there is a lot 

of uncertainty there but if there is anything to say as a result 
of whatever happens here, we will certainly want to get you to- 
gether and tell you what it is. I have alwavs been taught by John 
Hughes, "If you have a aon do not sit on it." Chances are it 
is very unlikely that we will have any news. But if we do we will 
see that you get it. 


QUESTION: Did you say who these meetings are with tomorrow morning? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Thev are not with Soviet officials. ey has 
gotten in touch with mé and I hope I can get together wi 


He has made the request and Mr. Genscher of the Federal Sabnis 
of Germany has also requested that I talk with him. As you know, 
Mr. Kohl is in Washington so I suppose since we are not in Wash- 
ington we had better have our own meeting to see what we think, 
and there may be some others. 


QUESTION: Will you be trying to meet with the Chinese before you 
leave sir? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I do not have any scheduled meetings and I doupt 
that it is possible. We checked schedules. 


End. 
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SPLCECH BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
BEFORE 
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES 
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—— Mc. Chairman, )istinguished Foreign Ministers and Heads of 

= Delegation, Mr. Secretary-General, Mr. Assistant Secretary- 
<3 General, Distinguished Delegates, Observers and Guests, Ladies 
; and Gentlemen: 


It's a pleasure to join you. 


roreign 
coat 


I'm here more to listen than to talk. Moreover, though I 
have visited nearly all of the countries represented in our 
Organization -- some of them many times -- this is the first 
time I have participated in a meeting of the OAS. 


Last February, in the speech before the OAS Permanent 
Council in which he announced the Caribbean Basin Initiative, 
President Reagan emphasized the major themes of his Administra- 
tion's Latin American policy: democracy, self-determination, 
economic development, and collective security. “These two 
great land masses North and South," he said, “can show the 
world that our many nations can live in peace, each with its 
own customs and language and culture but sharing a love for 
freedom and a determination to resist outside ideologies that 
would take us back to colonialism." Less than two weeks from 
now the President will begin a visit to Latin America that is a 
personal expression of this vision of a cooperative effort 
aimed at full development of the enormous human and economic 
potential concentrated in this hemisphere. 
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I come today before this General Assembly convinced that 
the inter-American system is vital to peace and security for 
the nations of this hemisphere. We have over the years formu- 
lated a juridical base for keeping the peace, for resolving 
disputes and even for the sovereignty of our nations. Indepen- 
dence, sovereignty, non-intervention are themes that run 
through our Charter, the record of our meetings and our 
inter-American experience. We have advanced these ideas fur- 
ther than other collective bodies and we have been well served 
by them, 


I don't propose even to try to cover every issue before 
this Assembly, but rather to concentrate on a few of my main 
reflections as I join this discussion among neighbors and 
friends. 
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[I. WAR AND PEACE] 


One set of reflections is about the nature of the 


Inter-American System itself -- of which this unique organiza- 
tion is the formal expression, and the OAS Charter and Rio 
Treaty the formal guarantees -- but which also consists of a 


great network of bilateral and multilateral relationships among 
the American states. 


Geography makes us neighbors. History, religion, and the 
shared experience of the frontier make us friends. There is 
far more that unites us in this hemisphere than can ever divide 
us, That in itself is enough to explain why each of us parti- 
cipates in the system. But it is probably not what has made 
the system durable and valuable. 


The striking thing to me, thinking over what has occurred 
in our lifetimes, is the success the American states have had 
in preventing war. True enough, there was the Chaco War in the 
thirties; then conflicts between Costa Rica and Nicaragua, 
Ecuador and Peru, and El Salvador and Honduras; most recently, 
the tragic South Atlantic crisis we tried so hard to prevent. 
Also, there have been violent insurgencies, often manipulated 
from outside. 


But for all the territorial disputes that divide us, for 
all the internal struggles that threaten us, these are the only 
instances of war between states in a half century in which 
every other part of the world has been convulsed in war. Ina 
climate of general security we each have been able to avoid the 
levels of military expenditures that countries in other less 
fortunate regions could not dispense with. The developing 
countries of the Americas have been able to limit defense 
spending to 1.4 percent of GNP, a quarter of what the develop- 
ing world as a whole spends on military preparations. And 
although our global responsibilities imprse a heavy burden of 
military expenditures, the United States does not and need not 
fortify borders with its neighbors. 


One reason why the Inter-American system has proved so 
durable and valuable must be that in most cases it has kept the 
peace. Since 1948, the OAS has been called upon formally or 
informally on no less than 50 separate occasions involving the 
settlement of disputes. From the Cuban Missile Crisis to local 
border conflicts, the Inter-American System has contributed, 
often decisively, to keeping the peace. 


But will it in the future? We know that war came to the 
South Atlantic despite our efforts. We know that turbulence in 
Central America, where local conflicts have been exploited from 
the outside, can threaten the peace. And despite a variety of 
agreements and even trea‘ies, we are well aware that it has 
been a lony time since one of the territorial disputes among us 
has been definitively settled. 
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Once actually confronted with crisis, I have no doubt that 
we will all react with good intentions, urging negotiations, 
offering good offices. But recent experience suggests that 
could be too late. Good intentions matter, but they are not 
enough. 


Take Central America as an example. Everyone seems to be 
talking peace. Yet most states in this area are challenged by 
insurgency. They are threatened by economic and political 
strife. They have brought in foreign military advisers, in one 
country in very large numbers. 


Clearly, no strategy for peace can succeed if those who 
take up arms against their fellow citizens and neighbors go 
unopposed. That principle applies in Central America as well 
as elsewhere. Peace is impossible without security. Our 
security assistance programs, for El Salvador and for our other 
threatened friends, stem from that basic consideration. 

Neither democracy, nor human rights, nor socio-economic equity 
are possible in a climate of insecurity, where hostile neigh- 
bors or violent internal minorities make war on society. 


But if peace requires strength, strength in turn infuses an 
obligation to make peace. Fortunately, not all of the condi- 
tions for war are present in Central America. Most states 
still lack the major offensive weapons that would be needed for 
an attack on their neighbors. That may give us our opening. 
Why shouldn't we encourage the governments of Central America 
to agree, all of them, on a basis of reciprocity and strict 
verification, not to import major offensive weapons? 


Clearly that's only part of the solution, but it would be a 
Start. There will be danger to peace as long as foreign troops 
or military advisers are present. Why not go for agreement 
among Central American countries, again on a basis of recipro- 
city and verification, to reduce their numbers to some low 
agreed level, or to zero? 


The same treatment -- reciprocity and verification -- could 
be applied to practical mutual undertakings to end any and all 
support foc violent activity on the territory of others. 


As you think about it, other steps would be necessary as 
well. Internal conflicts threaten to spill over borders, so 
each state should be encouraged to create processes by which 
internal adversaries can be reconciled, human rights respected, 
and political competition substituted for violent confrontation. 


Reconciliation leads to that fundamental value, democracy. 
We all know that in the end there is no enduring stability and 
legitimacy without it. We also know that democracies are far 
less likely to go to war than governments whose leaders need 
not obtain the consent oi the people. In Central America the 
democratic transformation of all the states in the’area is not 


a. 
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only a desirable step that each may set for itself; it may well 
be a precondition for a durable peace. 


A number of countries, meeting in San Jose recently, went 
through a similar thought-process, trying to identify the 
conditions for peace in the area. If the countries of Central 
America could all agree on these conditions, the next step 
would be to begin to discuss how they could be implemented. My 
point is simple. If you can identify the fundamental elements 
of a problem, you have some chance of solving it. If you 
can't, no amount of negotiations or good offices will help. 


And of course, should one Central American country attack 
another, the Rio Treaty is there to protect the victim and 
restore peace. If it is clear in advance that it will be 
invoked, the Treaty will have a deterrent effect -- as it has 
had in so many circumstances since it was signed. 


Of course, the Central American situation is not the only 
threat to hemispheric peace. The South Atlantic war of this 
spring has reminded us of how many boundary and territorial 
disputes remain unsettled in our region, and of the potential 
cost of leaving these unaddressed. 


The U.S., while traditionally neutral on the particular 
claims asserted in regional territorial and boundary disputes, 
is not neutral on the overriding principle of peaceful dispute 
settlement. This implies an obligation on both parties to a 
dispute to seek effective means of peaceful resolution, either 
by negotiations, perhaps with OAS assistance, or by recourse to 
the various means of judicial, arbitral, conciliation, and 
other third-party devices available under multilaterai and 
regional agreements or ad hoc. International law prowides a 
variety of means; the will to use these means has been too 
often lacking. The OAS pioneered the development of 
international mechanisms for such purposes throughout this 
century; it must now show leadership in promoting their use. 


This is advice that the U.S. itself follows: we are cur- 
rently in litigation with Canada, in a special chamber of the 
International Court of Justice, over the delineation of our 
important maritime boundary in the Gulf of Maine. 


Earlier this month we were pleased to support a balanced 
resolution on the Falklands/Malvinas question in the United 
Nations. We could support in this body a similar resolution. 
We hope that both actions will prove effective in promoting a 
peaceful solution to this dispute. 


Finally, let me take one more case. Nuclear explosives. 
We are undertaking a new effort to persuade the Soviet Union 
that its security and th:t of the United States can be protec- 
ted and enhanced by reducing the numbers of nuclear weapons. 
While that effort proceeds, there is a strategy open to us to 
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avoid the introduction or creation of nuclear arms in those 
countries of the hemisphere which have so far been free of 
them. This is the strategy conceived and launched at 
Tlatelolco in 1967 to protect against the use or threat of 
nuclear weapons, and which led to a treaty already in effect 
for 22 Latin American and Caribbean countries. One of the most 
potentially serious sources of tension and war could be elimi- 
nated if the nuclear weapons free zone of the Tlatelolco Treaty 
were to be ratified by all eligible states. 


In sum, the Inter-American system has helped produce a 
great achievement: a general if not total freedom from war. 
Preserving that achievement is a major challenge for the future. 


{II. ECONOMIC MANAGEMENT] 


My second group of reflections concerns the management of 
Our economies. 


We are all members of the world economy, and not dependent 
on the Inter-American system for the management of our econo- 
mies in the same way we are for the preservation of peace. Yet 


what each of us does -- in the management or mismanagement of 
our domestic economies -- can greatly affect others in the 
hemisphere -- positively or negatively. 


For the developing countries of the hemisphere, this last 
generation has been a period of soaring growth. The motors of 
that growth -- savings and investment -- have been largely 
fueled from within. For example, gross savings are now about 
22 percent of GNP, among the highest in the world. But exter- 
nal factors -- substantial expansion of markets in the US for 
hemispheric exports, the opening up of trade within South 
America, within Central America, and within the Caribbean, the 
development of new markets in Europe and Japan, major increases 
in private investment, in borrowings from multilateral develop- 
ment banks, and above all in commercial bank loans -- have 
contributed much too. U.S. imports from Latin America and the 
Caribbean have grown from $4 billion in 1960 to $39 billion in 
1980 -- which averages out to a compound growth rate of more 
than 12 percent a year for the last 20 years. This is in 
nominal terms and includes the price escalation on petroleum, 
but even so it is impressive when compared to U.S. inflation, 
Which averaged about 5 percent during this period. 


The mix between internal and external factors has varied 
from country to country. In some cases favorable external 
conditions have compensated for domestic rigidities; in others, 
unfavorable external developments have undermined otherwise 
sound development plans. One point is evident: size has not 
been a determinant of success. You don't have to be large to 
succeed. 


' 
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Until recently, the balance was positive: we were all 
enjoying the fruits of growth, the developing countries of the 
hemisphere at the phenomenal rate of nearly six percent a year 
in real terms for 20 years. Put another way, the economic size 
of Latin America has tripled in absolute terms since 1960. And 
although much of the conventional wisdom emphasizes diversifi- 
cation of trade, Western Hemisphere countries still matter 
enormously to each other. In 1980, trade within the hemisphere 
as a whole -- including Canada -- came to $155 billion, 42 
percent of the hemisphere's total trade with the world. Latin 
America taken as a whole is the United States’ biggest customer. 





Now we are all in a period of adjustment, including the 
US. Many of us, including the US, must compress our budget 
deficits and control our money supply if we are to master 
inflation and create the conditions for renewed growth. This 
is a pro- cess that begins at home, where we must each accept 
primary responsibility for correcting the excesses of the 
recent past. But falling world trade volume, interest rates 
that though falling are still high, the threat of 
protectionism, the back- lash of one country's cutback on 
another's trade, and the ripple effects of one country's 
financial difficulties on another -- all complicate our 
individual adjustment. 


Nothing would be more devastating than a wave of import 
protectionism now. Yet such a wave threatens to burst in a 
number of countries, including my own. As is often the case, 
the way to avoid going backward is to go forward. Our best 
collective tactic, it seems to me, is to build in new worldwide 
defenses through the GATT: joint stand- still in protectionist 
measures and a commitment to broaden and deepen the GATT in 
North-South trade and trade in services. That is the task of 
the GATT Ministerial that convenes next week. It is a task to 
which each and every one of us must contribute, for the 
inevitable alternative to keeping the world trading system 
mutually open is the kind of disaster that engulfed the world 
in the 1930's. 


It would be equally devastating if debtors and creditors 
were to fail to find those mutual accomodations that will 
permit borrowing countries to have sustained access to the 
financial markets. Just as borrowers must cut their current 
account deficits, raise domestic interest rates, and keep 
exchange rates realistic, so lenders should in some cases be 
ready to restructure or in exceptional cases, reschedule. 
Borrowers rust look realistically to their responsibilities. 
And lenders should recognize that stabilization programs will 
be more likely to succeed if accompanied by net flows of new 
money. 


The International M netary Fund can play an essential role 
in this process by provivcing new money on a selective basis 


While helping countries to define stabilization programs. And 
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in some cases individual countries can appropriately facil- 
itate the adjustment by providing short term credit to allow 
time to negotiate a Fund agreement, as in the case of the 
credit arrangeiji for Mexico in August. 


This is a long chain of actions that must be taken in a 
mutually suppoctive way. It starts at home. It requires 
sacrifices. It involves both private entities and govern- 
ments. And it wiil require a high order of mutual confidence 
to succeed. But we must succeed. It is quite clear that the 
fr alties for failure could be enormous. 


Beyond the adjustment, of course, will come the recovery. 
The U.S. economy is now poised for just that. As always it 
will succeed only if there is new investment and new savings. 
But it is not too early to begin thinking through the require- 
ments for sustained growth in the Hemisphere. Having a dispro- 
portionate share of the world's growth potential, this hemi- 
sphere should provide a substantial impulse to the renewed 
momentum for global expansion. 


[III. THE BALANCE OF INTERDEPENDENCE) 
That brings me to my third set of reflections, on what you 


might call the balance of our interdependence. No one doubts 
that we depend vitally on each other, for our prosperity, for 


our security, for peace. We can celebrate it -- or we can 
deplore it -- but it is a fact. This year's crises -- in 
finance, in the South Atlantic, in Central America -- have 


underscored it. 


But it is also natural that we should each be concerned 
about the balance of mutual accommodation. Some of the most 
difficult and important questions in international relations 
revolve around relations among neighbors. If we have to adjust 
our economies, who should adjust more or most? If we must 
compromise to keep the peace, who should go the longest way? 
And how do you measure it? 


I think we all agree that matters such as these must not be 
decided simply by might or size, but by principle and concept. 
I do not mean by that that we should attempt to write a book of 
codes anticipating every situation and dictating pre-agreed 
rules of the game. But we should always be prepared to examine 
together the justice and consistency of our actions, so that a 
halance acceptable to all can emerge. 


One important way of extending the range of long-term 
options -- at least for some of the most vulnerable states -- 
is the Caribbean Basin Initiative. President Reagan's trade 
and investment proposals will be up for decision in the 
Congress later this month. These trade and investment 
incentives exemplify the creative mutual adjustments needed to 
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spur growth. They will help to unleash in behalf of long-term 
growth the drive of the private sector as an engine of  .. 
development financine, technical ’innevation, and productive 
employment. The stimulus they will provide will go far to 
ensuring the productivity of the emergency assistance already 
being disbursed. 


The breadth and originality of-the Caribbean Basin Initia- 
tive have led to some interesting’ side effects. One is that we 
have decide] to increase special funds to the OAS to provide 
training opoortunities for Caribbean Basin countries. Another 
is the realization that most c* the peoples of the hemisphere 
now live in countries that have attained relatively advanced 
levels of development. These so-called “*middle-income* coun- 
tries properly receive less traditional public assistance than 
do poorer countries -- yet they are also, precisely because of 
their relative development, countries that are ready for new 
kinds of partnership to accelerate balanced development. The 
issue here, it seems to me, is less one of money rather than of 
dynamism, creativity, and entrepreneurship. But it is an issue 
very much worth keeping in mind as we seek ways to develop 
greater balance within the hemisphere. 


[IV. DEMOCRACY] 


Finally, let me conclude with a word about democracy in the 
hemisphere. Ouc tecord is uneven. For some countries -- 
Colombia, Costa Rica, Mexico, Venezuela, Barbados, Jamaica, 
Trinidad, indeed most of the Caribbean -- democratic institu- 
tions have functioned without interruption for a generation and 
more. Other countries have faced instability despite long 
democratic periods. A few have experienced only interludes of 
democratic governance. 


But what is most striking is that democracy is everywhere 
the hemispi:ere's recurring ideal and practical standard. In 
fact, our collective commitment is so strong that sometimes I 
think even the criticism of our failings is intensified by it. 
Certainly, the Iater-American Human Rights Commission has no 
equal in any other region of the world. 


Am T not right in thinking that our practice of democracy 
is making progress? In the last few years, Ecuador, Honduras, 
and Peru have all fully reaffirmed their democratic tradi- 
tions. The Dominican Republic has sustained its newer tradi- 
tion. Brazil's abertura, so strikingly underscored by Monday's 
elections, has been underway for a decade. And today, 
Argentina's and Uruguay's commitment to a return to democratic 
politics, Bolivia's new elected government, the democratic 
transformation in El Salvador -- all offer genuine hope for the 
future, 





I know that much remains to be accomplished, that sharp 
swings have taken place in the past, that gains already made 
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have not in al] cases been fully consolidated. But more than 
two thirds of cur membership -- twenty-one -- now have govern- 
ments chosen tl rough open, competitive elections. And wore 
will soon join that list. 


One of the principal reasons for President Reagan's trip to 
several countries of Latin America beginning the end of this 
month is in fact to underscore this democratic momentum, to 
bolster it -- «nd to emphasize our own firm commitment to that 
process. 


If this trend holds, it will be the greatest achievement of 
the Americas. I can think of no more urgent business for this 
organization tian to find ways in which the gains for democracy 
already made c.in be protected and additional gains made. For 
democracy strengthens both the peace and the ability to 
cooperate. 


Thank you. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE _ 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1982, 4:00 P. M. 


Marans 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Good afternoon. Anyone have a question? 
(Laughter) 





GREG NOKES, AP: Mr. Secretary, now that there is a new leadership in 
the Soviet Union, and you have met with the new leader, Yuri 
Andropov, can you tell us what opportunities exist for 

improved U.S.-Soviet relations and discuss our strategy for 

dealing with Moscow in the post-Brezhnev era? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, I think, it's important to emphasize 
that we have bad a policy with respect to the Soviet Union. 
That policy is in place and will continue in place. 





The policy is, first, to be realistic about what is going on 
both in terms of military capacity, its use, the human rights 
aspects of the situation and other things. 


Second, to be fully alert to the importance of our own strength 
and the strength of our alliance in the face of Soviet 
behavior. 


Third, to be willing, always, to work on problems and to try 
to work them out and to solve problems. The United States has 
always been in the forefront as part of the solution in the 
many problems that we have around the world. And we know, 
finally, that if problems can be solved, there are oppor- 
tunities for a better world. 


The President, with the emergence of new leadership in the 
Soviet Union, has made a number of statements emphasizing, 

let's say, the third point in that set of points. But I think 
we have to remember that the whole set of points are there. 

We stand ready to solve problems, work on them, but we also 
continue to be realistic, to regard the things that represent 
solutions of problems, not to be simply rhetoric, but to be 
deeds, and that will be our posture. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what would you regard as a meaning- 
ful signal from the new leadership in the Kremlin; a meaning- 
ful signal in the direction of easing relations? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hear this word “signal” all the time. 
It goes from little things that affect the way you're treated, 
and I might say that the Vice President and I and Ambassador 
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Hartman were treated with great courtesy throughout our visit 
to the Soviet Union. People say that's a signal, and perhaps 
it is. But I think the things that we are really looking for, 
after all the signaling has taken place, is the substance of 
change in behavior on important matters. 


Now, we are engaged in an active negotiation for arms reduc- 
tion in Geneva and in Vienna. We are engaged, with our 
European Allies, with the Soviet Union, and others, in active 
discussions in Madrid. So those are two settings, or three 


settings where discussions are going on right now and where we 
would welcome movement. 


So those are in a sense the things that we want to see happen, 
and signals are fine, and indications that people are ready to 
Sit down and talk seriously are fine, and we have given those 
Signals ourselves. I think, as we move ahead, we will look 
for substantive responses. 


QUESTION: Could you please be specific about what -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Let him follow, and then I'll come back to 
you. 





QUESTION: Would you expect to see within the foreseeable 
future another -- are you talking about meetings and 


Sitting down, would you expect to see any kind of summit 
meeting? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President has always been ready for a 
summit meeting if there is something worthwhile to be 
accomplished by the meeting. A meeting for the sake of a 
meeting doesn't really get you a lot. I think there does have 
to be a prospect of some genuine, positive result, and that 
has been the President's position and it remains so now. 





QUESTION: Could you specifically outline what steps the U.S. 





expects the Soviet Union to take in the forums you just men- 
tioned or elsewhere before improved relations can occur and 
what specific steps the United States is prepared to take to 
improve relations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as the details of steps are con- 





cerned, of course, we'll conduct our negotiations in those 
fora rather than this way. But, obviously, if you are engaged 
in a negotiation, the process of give-and-take is something 
that you look for and sense. We would be looking for those 
Signs and that kind of movement, but I don't want to try to 
specify any explicit point. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a number of Soviet spokesmen this 
past week have argued that the United States is using trade as 
a political weapon. Do you believe that the U.S. has been 
doing this; do you believe that the U.S. sees trade as part of 
a larger political picture, and can you see trade possibly 
being divorced from politics? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We must think of our relationships with the 
Soviet Union -- you know, all of their dimensions, and while 
they aren't linked in any kind of tight way, certainly, they 
are related to each other. We have made that point; the 
pipeline sanctions, in a way, made that point, the political 
dimension of an economic relationship. And in our discussions 
with our friends in Europe and Japan, we have also been 
working with them on that very point to see if we can develop 
-- and I believe we can and we are well on our way to doing so 
-- a better sense of strategy for our economic relationships 
with the Soviet Union and her satellites. 





That doesn't mean that all trade is subject to this kind of 
examination, but in certain critical categories and aspects we 


believe that it must be. 


QUESTION: This month you're going with President Reagan to an 
area full of financial problems and crises. I was won- 

dering what you had in mind that could alleviate the situation 
of those countries once you have left them? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That area of South America and Central 
America is not only full of probiems like most places in the 
world are, but it is full of opportunities, full of people, 
and it is our neighborhood. I'm sure what the President will 
be wanting to underline and support, as he travels through 
those countries, is the support that we give to the idea of 
democracy, of freely elected governments, our support for eco- 
nomic development; and, as you know, we have been trying to be 
helpful and have been helpful in some of these financial dif- 
ficulties that you mentioned, and, of course, in the area of 
peace and security in which we have been working very hard. 





I think it is notable that our hemisphere, as compared with 
other parts of the world, has been notably peaceful over a 
long period of time, and that's been a very important and 
helpful factor in the development of the United States and in 
the development of other countries in our hemisphere. It is 
something very important and very worthwhile which we want to 


continue to support. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, very few American officials have had 
a chance to meet the new Soviet leader, Mr. Andropov, as you 

have. There are stories that he likes American food, American 
music, Chubby Checker records, that he speaks English; can you 
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give us a little bit of your reaction to the man? (Laughter.) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There were Soviet soft drinks and Soviet 
food on the table where we sat. If he likes another kind of 
food, I can't say anything about that. There was no evidence 
of the things that you mentioned in the course of the meeting 
that we had. 





What impact he will have as a leader of the Soviet peoples is 
something that, of course, we are very interested in and 
watching, and that remains to be seen. 


QUESTION: How did he strike you? Did he strike you as a man 
who had taken charge? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 





--more-- 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, at your last press conference, 

you referred to your very high regard for Henry Kissinger, 

the former Secretary of State. I'm wondering if this has been 
at all changed. 








“4 SECRETARY SHULTZ: I haven't changed my mind. 





QUESTION: Well, there have been some revelations coming out 

in the Italian courts that have been reported all over the 

Italian press quoting Aldo Moro's closest friend, Mr. 

Guerzoni, who has stated that before the abduction and 
assassination of Mr. Moro, Henry Kissinger directly threatened him, 
and that Mr. Moro was in fear for his safety because of those 
threats from Kissinger. 








I don't know what Mr. Hughes is telling you. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any comment on what you've just 
said except to reaffirm that I consider Henry Kissinger one of 
Ouc great Americans, a man of tremendous intellect and 
understanding. I feel privileged to call him a friend, and 

he has been unstinting in his willingness to be helpful to me, 
has come in and has talked to me, free with his ideas and 
advice. I'm grateful to him for that. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, to what degree is economic aid to 
Iscael linked to the settlements policy of the Government of 
Israel? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There hasn't been any link made. We have , 
been very clear, 1 think, from the beginning that we think the: 
settlements and the expansion of them are not constructive at 
all, not a contribution to the peace process. So the 
President has been very clear in opposing them, just as I 
think some of the conditions on the West Bank are certainly 
not a constructive contribution to the peace process. 
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I suppose I speak about it, in part, because I am fundamentally a 
university man, and the idea of asking people who come to 

teach and work in a university setting, which is, after all, a 
setting where we expect to have freedom of thought and to 
encourage freedom of thought, signing oaths is just not the 

way to go about it. So those are some things that are going 

on that we think are just not constructive at all. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will you counsel the President to 
tcim the growth of defense spending as a way to ease some of 
youc diplomatic problems with both the Europeans and the 

Soviet Union? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly not. I think it is essential 





that we maintain the strength of our defense posture. That, 
of course, means that we need to examine the defense 

budget. It doesn't need to have unnecessary spending and all 
of that; but I think it is essential that we maintain the 


strength in ouc defense posture that the President has put 
there. 


oP 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you give us some assessment of 
the recent diplomatic contacts between the Soviet Union and China? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, these developments have 
been taking place. We've been watching them and reading about 


them. I'm not privy to them, of course -- don't know just 
what is taking place. 





I do know some of the concerns the Chinese have. They are 
concerned about the Soviet presence in Afghanistan, and have 
said so; they are concerned about the behavior of the Soviet 
pcoxy state Vietnam and Kampuchea. So if through their 
discussions, they can persuade the Soviet Union to get out of 


Afghanistan and in effect get out of Kampuchea, so much the 
better. 


ation in Ameren eS 


ts, 1982" 


QUESTION: Mc. Secretary, in an earlier question, you seemed 
to hold out some hope that at some point a summit might be 
accangeable. Were you suggesting that now -- just to tie it 
down -- it is premature? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The discussion of a summit has kind of 
emecged out of thin airc, as fac as I can see. There has been 
no direct discussion with the Soviet Union representatives 
that I know of. It didn't come up in my discussion with Mr. 
Gromyko in New York, whenever that was, a couple of months or 
sO ago; and it didn't come up in the meeting the Vice 
President had with Mc. Andropov. 
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That doesn't cule it out; it doesn't cule it in. It is 
exactly where I said it was. If there is something con- 
structive and positive to be accomplished, the President is 
always willing, but he is not looking for a trip or a meeting 
for the sake of a trip or a meeting. 


QUESTION: Does that same criterion apply to your own meetings 


with Mr. Gromyko, and do you have any such meetings planned in 
the neac future? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't have a meeting planned in the near 


future, but it is always conceivable that one might take 
place. 





f 
e 
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QUESTION: Mc. Secretary, going back to the question of trade 
with the Soviet Union, do you see the possibility that freer 
tcade with the United States might be an inducement to the 
Soviet Union to behave in a way that you would like them to, 
as previous administrations have offered? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think it is worthwhile to think of 
things on a kind of a one-for-one basis like that. You have to 
think of the whole rcelationship, which is complicated and 
interrelated, and there are many important dimensions to it. 

We can all spell out what those are, and the potential of trade 
is one of them, but only one. 





QUESTION: Mc. Secretary, both the United States and the 
Soviet Union seem to be exchanging what you might describe as 
conciliatory “mood music,” each side waiting for the other to 
take specific steps. 





How long can just the mood music last? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We'll have to see what takes place. I was, 
of course, at the funeral, standing on Red Square for 2-1/2 
hours, watching what was taking place. Of course, there is 
the “mood music" that everybody seems to have focused on, 
namely the statements that the President has made and like 
statements made on the other side. 





Thece was othec “mood music." It was quite startling. I 
don't know how many of you watched the funeral on television, 
but after the body of Mc. Brezhnev was put in the ground, and 
the members of the Politburo came up on top of that structure 
where they stand, it was as though somebody threw a switch, 
and suddenly martial music and a long marcch-by of troops. 
That was “mood music," too, I thought. 


I think there ace all of these dimensions, and we must 
cemember the military strength that they have, and remember 
not to, in any way, allow what I think you perhaps properly 
call "mood music" to delude us oc take us away from our own 
convictions that we must do what is necessary for our own 
defense. 


QUESTION: In youc discussions, what discussion was there of 
the Reagan proposals for Middle Fast peace? Was there any 
discussion at all of Soviet Jewish emigration? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to discuss the internal content 





of the discussion the Vice President and the Secretary-General 
of the Soviet Union had. 
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QUESTION: Was the topic raised at all? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I said I don't want to discuss the content 

of the discussion. Those topics have been discussed a lot in 

other fora, and generally speaking, we always raise, par- 

ticularly, the human cights concerns in any discussion that we 

have with a Soviet official; but I don't want to say more than that. 





QUESTION: Mc. Secretary, a moment ago, you expressed special 
concern about the professors on the West Bank who have been 
asked to sign a pledge against the PLO or leave. Do you have 
any cealistic expectation that the United States, in con- 
sultation with Israel, can bring about a reversal of that 
action? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think we should speak unequivocally about 
it, and people in the intellectual community particularly who 
have been through this. You remember, we had the episode of 
the loyalty oath -- maybe some of you are too young to 
remember those days, but I cemember them -- ought to speak up, 
including people in universities in Israel. It's the same 
problem. It's a problem of freedom -- freedom of thought. 





QUESTION: There are some reports coming out of the Middle 
Fast now that the PLO is looking for mutual recognition with 
Iscael and for the United States to accept a role for the PLO 
in the peace process, either independent orc within an Arab 
delegation. 





Ficst, do you think the mutual rcecognition is a step forward 
from the PLO? And will the United States support a PLO seat 
in the negotiation process? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The United States position has been made 
cleac many times by President Reagan in his recent press 
statement and also in direct private discussions with many 
people, and it rcemains the same. The United States will not 
have dicect discussions with leaders of the PLO until they 
cecognize the cight of Israel to exist and recognize United 
Nations Security Council resolutions as the basis for 
negotiations. 





As far as Israel's attitude toward the PLO is concerned, I'm 
not speaking for Israel. Israel speaks for itself. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I wonder if you could give us your 
assessment of the current efforts to get foreign forces out of 
Lebanon and let us know if it's any longer realistic to expect 
that this could be accomplished before the end of this year? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We continue to work and want to see the 
prompt withdrawal of all foreign forces. The process of 
discussing and trying to work out an operational plan has been 
getting a lot of attention. It's worked at. It is not going 
guite as fast as we would like, but nevertheless there has 
been a great deal of discussion there, and I think the sort of 
the state of play has been pretty well mapped out. 





. —s 


We continue to press for, as rapidly as possible, removal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon and consistent with the emergence 

of Lebanon as a country that can take control of itself, and 

can do that on the basis of a reconciliation of the various 
religious groups there and become a country again with an 
ability to rule itself. 


Those are the things that we continue to work for, and I sup- 
pose I just have to say, “It ain't easy," but we're working 
at it. 


QUESTION: Isn't it your impression that one of the problems 
is the Israeli desire to have a political component to the 
resolution of the problem. 





What is the American position on that? 


SECRETA?Y SHULTZ: There was originally the idea of a peace 
treaty. Our position on that is that the peace treaties be- 
tween Israel and her neighbors, we think, are very desirable. 
That's what the peace process is all about. 
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On the other hand, the peace treaty, to mean anything, has to 
be undertaken voluntarily by a country that's had a chance to 
form itself and develop a consensus within that country that 
that is what it wants to do. 


Our position is that it is quite premature to be pressing 
Lebanon for such a treaty or for things that are the equiva- 
lent, or the near equivalent, of such a treaty; that it's just 
not a realistic position. 


Having said that, I'll go back to my original statement that, 
in our opinion, a state of peace and normal relationships 
among all of the countries in the Middle East is a very 
desirable thing; and, as I said, that's what the peace process 
is all about. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how much input are you having in 


determining the President's domestic economic policy, and are 
you urging him to change that policy in any way? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have been present at a number of the 
discussions of the budget, and those, of course, have been 
focusing on what the dimensions of the budget problem are and 
what kind of actions can be taken to deal with that problen. 





All of that said in the context of what it is we're trying to 
achieve, both in the long-term structurally and in the nearer 
term, in terms of the economy. 


Obviously, what we want and what the President wants, has 
wanted, continues to want, is an economy that will have real 
expansion and with inflation remaining under control, and with 
the right kind of proportion of savings and investments so 
that we can see productivity advance. That is the policy that 
we have, and I support it. 


QUESTION: Follow-up, please? Did you recommend to the 
President that he move the -- is it your opinion that he 
should move the tax increase to January? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't comment on my advice to the 
President. What he decides to do about this whole economic 
package, he will think over, and when he's ready to announce 
his decision, he'll announce it, and I'll support him. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in your discussion earlier of what 
specific steps the Soviets could take, you discussed the two 
arms control negotiations in Geneva, the MBFR talks in Vienna, 
and the CSCE Conference in Madrid. 





You didn't mention the regional issues which in the past 
you've put on your kind of hope list. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They're on my list of things that we're 
concerned about. It's my concern list. But we don't have any 
talks going on with them about Afghanistan, for example. 





We don't have any direct talks going on other than the conver- 
Sations that we have had with their leadership, but there's no 
sort of negotiation as in the case of Geneva. That's why I 
didn't mention that. 


QUESTION: But would a Soviet withdrawal of some consequence 
from Afghanistan be a -- I hate to use the word "signal" -- 
but at least a sign that they're interested in a better 

relationship? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: It would be a fact, and a fact that would 
be a piece of constructive behavior. If things like that 
occur, if you add them u,, they would add up to opportunities 
for much improved relationships. 





QUESTION: Is it positive, Mr. Secretary, if the Soviets were 
to reduce their troops along the Chinese frontier, would 
you regard that as a negative or a positive step? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's a matter for the Chinese and the 
Russians to discuss, and I don't have any comment on that. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you met last week with the Egyptian 
Foreign Minister. How do you see the deterioration of the 
relations between Egypt and Israel, and what is the United 
States doing to change this situation? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The relationship between Israel and Egypt 
we think could stand improvement, and I think there are some 
signs that that may be possible, particularly if that all can 
be put in the context of progress on other aspects of Middle 
East development such as the emergence of a plan for the eva- 
cuation of foreign forces from Lebanon and movement in the 
peace process generally. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can I follow that up? When Khamal 
Hassan Ali talked to reporters last week, he said he thought 
the settlements problem on the West Bank was now looming so 
large that it was inhibiting some of the moderate Arab nations 
from joining the peace process. 





Is that also your view? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It‘s a major stumbling block, without a 





tive in any effort to move the peace process along. 


However, I do sense from my discussions with people from all 
the countries involved that the peace process is very much 
alive, and that there is a general recognition in the Middle 
East that peace is of vital importance. 


tt's clear to everybody. And somehow or another I think when 
there is such an important goal that people seek, want, and 

believe in, that in one way or another, if we keep after it, we 
will find «a way to get there. But, as I said earlier, it's 


not easy. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


PR#351 : . 
o)2< 
QUESTION: You talk often about getting people to sit down at 


the same table. Are you any closer to that? The Jordanians, 
for example? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: How close is close? I would say we're 
working at it, and I think there's been a great deal of move- 
ment on the part of the Arab community on this subject, as was 
illustrated -- or not illustrated, but was on display in the 
visit of King Hassan and the Prime Ministers that accompanied 
him. So lI think that is genuine progress. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you expect that France will soon 
become a party to the allied agreement on East-West trade 
that's being worked out? What steps remain to be taken to 
accomplish that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the thing for us to do right now is 
to stop arguing about whether or not we have an agreement and 
start carrying it out. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you address again in a 
formal way the suggestion you made to the OAS yesterday that 
all the foreign military advisers in all of Central America 
and that those countries agree not to import major offensive 
weapons? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly. My talk yesterday was not 

the first time that set of ideas has been floated out by the 
United States, and it has been getting increasing amounts of 
discussion. I think it's a very good position. It has a lot 
of appeal, and we keep talking about it. But it's one avenue; 
there are others to developing a greater sense of stability in 
Central America. Obviously if we're going to have the eco- 
nomic development and the sense of personal security and huma- 
nity that we seek, then we want to see much more stability in 
that area than now exists, and that's what we have been 
working at. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as a word of clarification, please, 
is it your intention for this news conference to end, leaving 
us with the impression that the U.S. position is that the 
Soviets will have to make the first substantive move before 
there can be a real change in U.S.-Soviet relations? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We look for changes in behavior or indica- 
tions of a willingness to discuss them. We have said we're 
willing to do so. I think if you look at the problems that 
are before us, on the whole they're problems that they have 


created, and so a willingness to be less creative is what is 
called for here. 
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But we're ready to get in and discuss and try to work things 
out in a careful, thoughtful way. You've been wanting to get 
a question in, so go ahead. 


QUESTION: Do you expect to conclude any agreements with 
Foreign Minister Botha when you meet with him next week? And 
do you have any assessments to make on any changes in South 
African society? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. I don't have any comment on that 
meeting. Obviously, we are looking at the South African 
Situation as such, but also the problems involved in bringing 
about independence for Namibia and exploring the attitudes and 
views of South Africa on various dimensions of that. I think 
that problem is one that we have worked on very hard, and we 
want to continue pursuing it in every possible way that we 
can. 





QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 





(The press conference concluded at 4:31 p.m.) 
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November 23, 1982 
No. 353 


AVAILABILITY OF DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
RECORDS, 1950-1954, FOR RESEARCH 








The Department of State announced today that the first segments of 
records of the Department for the years 1950-54 will be available for 
research in the Diplomatic branch of the National Archives and Records 
Service (NARS) beginning on November 24, 1982. 


Included among the records to be released (listed in detail in the 
attachment) are selected decimal subject files of the Department, and 
related files maintained at U.S. Foreign Service posts, on Korea, cover- 
ing the entire period of the Korean War, and also on the following Cen- 
tral American countries: Costa Rica, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, 
Panama, and El Salvador. In addition, records for 1950-54 maintained 
at the Foreign Service posts in Laos, Cambodia and Vietnam (Hanoi and 
saigon) will be opened, as will selected decimal and subject files of 
the Department on Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, Bolivia, Chile, Venezuela, 
Brazil, Argentina, Uruguay and Paraguay. 


Other files pertaining to the above countries and files pertaining 
to other countries and regions of the world will be opened as review of 
them is completed. Further announcements will be made from time to time 
as appropriate, and NARS will notify scholarly journals on a quarterly 
basis and maintain a monthly update of available files. 


After all the historically significant portions of the 1950-54 files 
have been declassified and prepared for release, a process which will 


take several years, the Department of State will formally transfer legal - 


custody of the records to NARS. Until that time, the Department of State 
will retain responsibility for responding to requests under the Freedom 
of Information Act (FOIA) for records not yet reviewed. As the review 
proceeds, however, researchers will have less and less need to use FOIA 
as the records are opened for examination in NARS. 


Results of the review analyzed so far indicate that 94% of the pages 
reviewed have been released. 
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FILE NO. 





000. 
100. 
200. 
300. 


357 .AD 


400. 
411. 
900. 
511. 
611. 
611. 
611. 
611. 
611. 
611. 
611. 
611. 
611. 
611. 
611. 
60U. 
613. 
614. 
615. 
616. 
617. 
618. 
619. 
620. 
621. 
622. 

694, 

694A. 
695. 

695A. 





95 


BOX NO. 


1375-1381 


2748 
2748 
2748 
2748 
2748 
2748-2749 
2749-2753 
2882-2883 
2884-2887 
2888 


2891 
2891-2892 
2892. 
2892-2893 
2893-2894 
2894 
2894-2895 
2895 

2895 

2895 
3022-3023 
3023 

3024 
3024-3029 


DATE RELEASED 





11/82 


11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 


11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 


1950-1954 DECIMAL FILE 





FILE TITLE 





Miscellaneous 
Administration of the U.S. eae 
Protection of Interests 
International Conferences, Congresses, Meetings and Organizations 

U.N. Commission on Korea 
International Trade and Commerce of 
U.S. Trade and Commerce with 
International Informational and Educational Relations of 
U.S. Informational and Educational Relations with 
U.S. Political Relations with 

Central America 

Guatemala 

Honduras 

E) Salvador 

Nicaragua 

Costa Rica 

Panama 

Korea 

North Korea 

South Korea 
International Political Relations of 

Central America 

Guatemala 

Honduras 

El Salvador 

Nicaragua 

Costa Rica 

Panama 

American States 

Colombia 

Ecuador 

Japan-Korea 

Fo, mosa 

Kore. 

North Korea 
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BOX NO. 


3029 
3029 
3029 


3240-3241 
3241-3252 
3253-3257 
3257-3261 
3261-3265 
3265-3272 
3272-3277 
3277-3281 
3281-3289 
3289-3296 
3297-3305 
3306-3312 
3313-3320 
3320-3332 
3332-3347 
3347-3351 
3352-3355 
4262-4297 
4298 

4299-4314 


4498 

4498-4510 
4510-4517 
4517-4527 
4527-4533 
4533-4544 
4544-4554 
5689-5691 
5691 

5692-5698 


DATE RELEASED 


1950-1954 DECIMAL FILE 








11/82 
11/82 
11/82 


11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 


11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 





FILE TITLE 


South Korea 
Philippine Republic 
Malaya 


Political and National Defense Affairs of 


Central America 
Guatemala 
Honduras 

E] Salvador 
Nicaragua 

Costa Rica 
Panama 

American States 
Colombia 
Ecuador 

Peru 

Bolivia 

Chile 

Venezuela 
Brazil 

Uruguay 
Paraguay 

Korea 

North Korea 
South Korea 


Economic, Industrial and Social Affairs of 


Central America 
Guatemala 
Honduras © 

El Salvador 
Nicaragua 

Costa Rica 

Par. ima 

Kore. 

North Korea 
South Korea 


(Page 2) 
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900. 
913. 
914, 
915. 
916. 
917. 
918. 
919. 
920. 
995. 
995A. 
995B. 


BOX NO. 


5826 
5826-5828 
5826-5829 
5829-5830 
5830-5832 
5832-5834 
5834-5840 
5840 
6175 
6175 
6175-6177 


DATE RELEASED 





11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 
11/82 





- 


1950-1954 DECIMAL FILE 





FILE TITLE 





Communications, Transportation and Science in 
Central America 
Guatemala 
Honduras 
El Salvador 
Nicaragua 
Costa Rica 
Panama 
American States 
Korea 
North Korea 
South Korea 
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RG 84, FOREIGN SERVICE POST FILES COMPLETED 
AS OF NCVEMBER 18, 1982 











3 American Republics 
Costa Rica 
& San Jose, 1950-1952 5.3 cubic ft. 
; Cuba 
: Havana, 1950-1952 1 cubic ft. 
be] 
re Dominican Republic 
g Ciudad Trujillo, 1950-1952 2.6 cubic ft. 
£y El Salvador 
*. San Salvador, 1950-1952 1.6 cubic ft. 
°o 
oy Guatemala 
ve Guatemala City, 1950-1954 4.6 cubic ft. 
25 
2° Haiti 
8 Port-au-Prince, 1950-1952 3 cubic ft. 
fe 
= inonduras 
2: San Pedro Sula, 1950-1952 .3 cubic ft. 
=o Tegucigalpa, 1950-1952 4 cubic ft. 
no 
fea Nicaragua 
ae Managua, 1950-1954 11.3 cubic ft. 
q Panama . 
Panama City, 1950-1954 7.6 cubic ft. 
East Asia 
Cambodia 
Phonm Penh, 1950-1952 .3 cubic ft. 
China 
Peiping, 1949-1950 .3 cubic ft. 
Korea 
Seoul, 1950-1954 10.6 cubic ft. 
Laos ; 
Vientane, 1954 .3 cubic ft. 
Vietnam 
Hanoi, 1950-1954 3 cubic ft. 


Saigon, 1950-1952 3.3 cubic ft. 
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SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Committee on Ocean Dumping 


Notice of Meeting 


The Committee on Ocean Dumping, a subcommittee of the 
Shipping Coordinating Committee, will conduct an open meet- 
ing on December 14, 1982, at 9:30 A.M., in room 3906 (Mall), 
Waterside Mall, Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M Street, 
SW, Washington, D.C. 


The purpose of the meeting is to review the outcome of 
the Sixth Meeting of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group on Dumping, 
a technical advisory group of the Convention on the Prevention 
of Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes and Other Matter. 
Preliminary discussions will also be held on the Provisional 
Agenda and related documents received to date from the 
Secretariat for the Seventh Consultative Meeting of Contracting 
Parties to the Convention, to convene February 14-18, 1983 
in London, England. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


For further information contact Ms. Norma Hughes, Execu- 
tive Secretary, Committee on Ocean Dumping (WH-585), Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460. Telephone: 
(202) 755-2927. 


The Chairman will entertain comments from the public as 
time permits. 


For further information contact: 
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SECRETARY OF STATE'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE 


INTERNATIONAL LAW 
Study Group on Trusts 


Notice of Meeting 





There will be a meeting of the Study Group on Trusts, a 
study group of the subject Advisory Committee, at 10:30 a.m. on 
Friday, December 17, 1982 in Room 1205 of the Department of 
State in Washington, D.C. Members of the aeneral public may 
attend up to the capacity of the meeting ru: ui and participate 
in the discussion subject to instructions of the Chairman. 


The purpose of the meeting is to review the conclusions 
resulting from the first meeting of the Special Commission on 
Trusts of the Hague Conference on Private International Law 
with respect to the development of an international convention 
on the law applicable to trusts and their recognition and draft 
articles of such a convention subsequently prepared by an ad 
hoc Drafting Committee of the Hague Conference. Also discussed 
will be the nature and extent of likely United States interest 
in the convention, to be adopted in its final form at the 15th 
session of the Hague Conference in 1984. 


Entry to the Department of State building is controlled and 
members of the general public should use the "C" Street 
entrance. As entry will be facilitated by advance 


arrangements, members of the general public planning to attend 
Should, prior to December 17, 1982, notify Ms. Rochelle Renna, 


Office of the Assistant Legal Adviser for Private International 
Law, Department of State, (telephone (202) 632-8134) of their 


name, affiliation, address, and phone number. 





PES 
PARTMENT OF STATE 


> - ; “4. 
4 . ‘> "ahs ie a 





December 2, 1982 
No. 356 


Mrs. Shultz and Assistant Secretary Newell to 
Participate in Opening of International Children's 
Festival benefiting the U.S. Committee for UNICEF 


Mrs. George P. Shultz, wife of the Secretary of State, has 
agreed to serve as Chairperson of the International Children's 
Festival benefiting the U.S. Committee for UNICEF and to 
participate in the opening ceremony beginning at 12:45 p.m. on 
Saturday, December 4, at Georgetown Park. Mr. Gregory Newell, 
Assistant Secretary of State for International Organization 
Affairs, Dr. James Sheffield, President of the U.S. Committee. 
for UNICEF, and Ambassador Knut Hedemann of Norway will also 
participate in the opening ceremony. Harden and Weaver, WMAL 
radio celebrities, will serve as masters of ceremony. Fifteen 
children from the Norwegian Choir of Washington will provide a 
musical program recreating the Luciafest of Scandinavia. 
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November 29, 1982 
No. 357 


DEPARTMENT SUBMITS REPORT TO CONGRESS ON CHEMICAL WARFARE 
IN AFGHANISTAN, LAOS, AND KAMPUCHEA 


The Department of State is submitting to Congres% and to 
Member States of the United Nations today its updated report, 
"Chemical Warfare in Southeast Asia and Afghanistan: An Update," 
Special Report No. 104. The report contains new evidence that the 
Soviets and some of their ailies are using lethal chemicai/toxin 
weapons in Afghanistan, Laos, and Kampuchea. 


The first report (Special Report No. 98, issued March 22, 1982) 
conciuded that the Soviet Union is the probable suppiier of these 
weapons. New evidence implicates the Soviet Union in the direct 
use of chemicai/toxin weapons: The new report describes two Soviet~- 
issue gas masks, acquired from Afghanistan, which were found to be 
contaminated with a ciass of toxin agent outlawed by the 1972 
Convention on Bioiogical and Toxin Weapons (signed by the Soviet 


Union in 1972). 
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Other evidence presentec in this report ranges from eyewitness 
accounts--from victims of these attacks and from Soviet, Afghan, 
and Vietnamese defectors--to reports by U.S. and foreign pnysicians, 
refugee workers, scientists, journalists, and others. Findings 
reinforce conclusions offered in previous U.S. publications that: 


-- In Laos, selected Vietnamese and Lao forces, under direct 
Soviet supervision, have ccntinued to use iethal chemicai 
and toxin agents against mountain tribes; 


-- In Kampuchea, Vietnamese forces have continued to use lethai 
chemical and toxin agents against resistance forces; and 


-- A unifying feature in chemicai/toxin agent reports from 
ail three countries is direct Soviet invoivement. 
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Conclusive evidence iike that presented in this report has 
been siow to develop for a number of reasons. The remoteness of 
the areas in which the weapons are used, the relative isolation 
of the victims, the presence of Soviet-supported Vietnamese forces 
throughout Laos and Kampuchea, and the Soviet occupation of Afghan- 
istan have all made collection of scientifically meaningfui sampies 
extremeiy difficuit. 


The Department's eariier report showed that sample coliection 
was merely the first problem confronting Western analysts. The’ 
Greatest obstacies to detection were the noveity and sophistication 
of the iethai agents themseives. Eariy in the investigation, tests 
for known chemicai agents consistently proved negative when appiied 
to samples coliected from alieged attack sites. Physicians and 
other researchers were aiso baffied for many months by the fact that 
the victims’ symptoms did nor fit conventional chemicai warfare 
Or epidemioiogicai patterns. However, persistent investigatory 
work coupled with sophisticated biological and chemical anaiyses 
enabied researchers finaiiy to isolate and identify at least some 
of the weapons invoived. 


In addition to being submitted to the Congress and Member 
States of the United Nations, the evidence in this report has 
been provided to the United Nations Panei of Experts investigating 
reports of chemical weapons use in Southeast Asia and Afghanistan. 
The UN panei is expected to complete its report to the Generai 
Assembiy's First Committee on Political and Security Affairs by 
eariy December. The United States and other nations conducting 
independent investigations have provided evidence and anaiysis to 
the UN Panei throughout its deliberations. 
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November 30, 1982 
No. 358 


STUDY GROUP CMIT OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Grou CMT of 
the U.S. Organization for the International Radio Consultative 
Committee (CCIR) will meet on December 21, 1982, in Conference 
Room F, 10th Floor, AT&T Building, 1120 20th Street, N.W., 
Washincton, D.C. ‘The meeting will begin at 9:30 a.m. 


Study Group CMIT deals with the specifications to be 
satisfied by telecammmication systems for transmission of 
radio and television programs over long distances. ‘The 
purpose of the meeting will be the establishment of a program 
of work in preparation for the international meeting of OWT 


in August-September 1983. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting 
and join in the discussions subject to instructions of the 
Chairman. Requests for further information should be 
directed to Mr. Gordon Huffcutt, State Department, Washington, 
D.C. 20520, telephone (202) 632-2592. 
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UNITED STATES AND REPUBLIC OF PALAU CALL PLEBISCITE 
ON COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION 








The Governments of the United States and of the Republic of 
Palau have announced the holding of a plebiscite in Palau on 
Tuesday, 11 January 1983. The plebiscite will be an act of 
self-determination by the people of Palau regarding their future 
yolitical status and is a step toward termination of the last 
remaining United Nations Trusteeship. 


In the plebiscite, the voters of Palau will be asked whether 
they approve or disapprove a Compact of Free Association and a 
number of agreements subsidiary to it, all of which were signed by 
representatives of the two governments -- Ambassador Fred M. 
zZeder, Personal Representative of the President of the United 
States for Micronesian Status Negotiations, and Lazarus E. Salii, 
Ambassador for Status Negotiations and Trade Relations of the 
Republic of Palau -- in Washington on 26 August 1982. 


The United States has requested a special session of the 
United Nations Trusteeship Council later this month at which it 
will ask the Council to organize an international observer mission 
to witness the final stages of a public education program now 
under way in Palau and the voting in the plebiscite itself. The 
education program in Palau is being conducted by a committee under 
the chairmanship of Palau Vice President and Minister of State 
Alfonso R. Oiterong. 


The United States and Palau agreed in the Compact to call the 
plebiscite jointly, and an announcment of the date is being made 
Simultaneously in Koror, Palau's capital, by Haruo I. Remeliik, 
President of the Republic. Procedures for the conduct of the 
plebiscite are established in Palau Public Law No. 1-43 enacted by 
the Republic's Olbiil Era Kelulau (national legislature). 


Voters will also be asked in the plebiscite to indicate their 
preference between alternative forms of political status -- a 
relationship with the United States closer than that of free 
association, or independence -- in the event the Compact does not 
achieve majority approval. The result on this second question 


would then constitute guidance to the two governments for further 
negotiations. 


For further information contact: 
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Signature of the Compact and its related agreements in August 
represented the completion of more than a decade of negotiations 
U.N. observation of the plebiscite is among several governing 


principles for free association adopted by the negotiators in a 
meeting at Hilo, Hawaii, in April, 1978. 


3 + * 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, contact the Office for Micronesian Status 
Negotiations at (202) 343-9143. 
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PROGRAM FOR THE STATE VISIT TO THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA OF HIS EXCELLENCY 
GENERAL MOHAMMAD ZIA-UL-HAO, PRESIDENT OF THE ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 
AND BEGUM ZIA. 

December 6 - 14, 1982 


Monday, December 6 





10:00 a.m. His Excellency the President of the Islamic Republic 
of Pakistan, Begum Zia and their party arrive 
at Andrews Air Force Base via Pakistan Aircraft. 


The Honorable George P. Shultz, Secretary 
of State, will greet President Zia, Begum 
Zia and their party. 


10:20 a.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds. 
10:35 a.m. Arrival at Madison Hotel, 15th and M Streets, N.W. 
12:45 p.m. The Honorable George P. Shultz, Secretary of State, 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


will host a working luncheon in honor of His Excel- 
lency the President of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 
at the Department of State, Thomas Jefferson Room. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


4:00 p.r. President Zia will meet with Mr. Alden W. Clausen, 
Presidant, International Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development, at the Madison Hote], president's 
Suite. 


Photo coverage - photographers to be on the 
15th Floor no later than 3:45 p.m. 


Private evening. 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 
Protocol Office - Madison Hotel 
862-1600 Ext. 1501 


Pape Saar yree rotesrericetiacaes ac apevte 
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Tuesday, December 7 





10:00 a.m. 


10:30 a.m. 


12:30 p.m. 


2:35 p.m. 
3:30 p.m. 
4:45 p.m. 


6:15 p.m. 


7:30 p.m. 
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Arrival at the White pouse where His Excellency 
General Moahmmad Zia-ul-Haq, President of the Islamic 
Republic of Pakistan, and Begum Zia will be greeted 
by the President of the United States and Mrs. Reagan, 
and others. 


President Zia will meet with President Reagan at 
the White House. 


President Zia will meet with The Honorable Caspar 
Weinberger, Secretary of Defense, at the Pentagon. 


Following the meeting Secretary Weinberger will 
host a working luncheon in honor of President Zia 
at the Pentagon. 


President Zia will ley a Wreath at the Tomb of the 
Unknown Soldier, Arlington Cemetery, Arlington, Va. 


President Zia will meet with the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, U.S. Capitol, Room S-1%6. 


President Zia will meet with the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Rayburn Building, Room 2172. 


President Zia will meet with The Honorable William 
French Smith, Attorney General at the Madison 
Hotel, President's Suite. 


Photo coverage - photographers to be on the 
15th floor no later than 6:00 p.m. 


The President of the United States and Mrs. Reagan 
will host a dinner in honor of His Excellency the 
President of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan and 
Begum Zia at the White House. 


Dress: Black tie. 
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Wednesday, December 8 





President Zia will meet with the following at _ 
the Madison Hotel, President's Suite, 15th floor: 








9:45 a.m. The Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 


10:15 a.m. The Honorable Donald T. Regan, Secretary of Treasury. 


PHOTO COVERAGE OF ALL MEETINGS AT MADISON HOTEL, 
must be at 15th floor no later than 
15 minutes before scheduled meetings. 











12:30 p.m. The National Press Club will host a luncheon in honor 
of President Zia at the National Press Club Building, 
529 14th Street, Northwest. 


nied P gente 





President Zia will meet with the following at the 





: Pg By Note 4 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


~ 
co 
ao 
3 . Madison Hotel, President®s Suite, 15th floor: 
5 2:30 p.m. The Honorable M. Peter McPherson, Administrator, 
2 Agency for International Development. 
5 3:00 p.m. The Honorable John Block, Secretary of Agriculture. 
4 3:45 p.m. The Honorable George Bush, Vice President of the 
>I United States. 
15) 
a 4:15 p.m. The Honorable John Tower, United States Senator 
a from Texas and Chairman, Senate Armed Forces 
Committee. 
4:45 p.m. The Honorable Zbigniew Brzezinski. 
8:00 p.m. His Excellency the President of the Islamic Republic 


of Pakistan and Begum Zia will host a dinner in honor 
of The Honorable Genrge Bush, Vice President of the 
United States, and Mrs. Bush at the Madison Hotel, 
Dolly Madison Room. 


Dress: Black Tie/National Dress: 


PRESS CONTACT: Mr. Mohammad Igbal Butt, 
Minister of Information - Embassy, . 
332-8330 
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Thursday, December 9 





8:30 a.m. The U. S. Chamber of Commerce will host a Breakfast- 
Meeting in honor of President Zia, at U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce Building, 1615 H Street, Northwest. 


PRESS CONTACT: mr. Jim Robison, 
Tel: 462-5427 


9:40 a.m. President Zia, Begum Zia and their party arrive 
at the Washington Monument Grounds for the 
Departure Ceremony. 


10:00 a.m. Departure from Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland, 
via U.S. Presidential Aircraft for John F. Kennedy 
International Airport, New York. 





; 10:45 a.m. Arrival John F. Kennedy International Airport, 
nt 
o 12:00 Noon Arrival Waldorf Towers Hotel. 
t 
3) 12:30 p.m. President Zia will give the luncheon address 
> to the Foreign Policy Association, Grand Ballroom, 
= Waldorf Hotel. 
© 
a. 
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PRESS CONFACT: Ms. Thetis Reavis, 
Director - Public Relations, 
Foreign Policy Association, 
Tel: 212 557-8730 


5:15 p.m. President Zia will meet with His Excellency Javier 
Perez de Cuellar, Secretary General of the United 
Nations, at the United Nations. 


6:00 p.m. His Excelleftcy Javier Perez de Cuellar, Secretary 
General of the United Nations will host a reception 
in honor of His Excellency, the President of the 
Islamic Republic of Pakistan at United Nations, 
South Lounge, Second Floor. 


Private Evening 
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Friday, December 10 





10:30 a.m. 
11:00 a.m. 
3:00 p.m. 
4:30 p.m. 


7:00 p.m. 


Saturday, Degember 1] 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


12:00 Noon 


1:00 p.m. 


3:30 p.m. 
3:45 p.m. 


5:15 p.m. 


6:30 p.m. 
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President Zia will meet with the following at the 
Waldorf Towers, Presidential Suite. 








Dr. Armand Hammer. 

Mr. Walter Wriston, Chairman, CITICORP. 
The Honorable Richard Nixon. 

The Honorable Henry Kissinger. 


The N&# York Chamber of Commerce and Industry in 
conjunction with the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States, the U.S. Pakistan Economic Council, 
and the Far East American Council of Commerce and 
will host a dinner at the Hilton Hotel, 
1335 Avenue of the Americas, Trianon Ballroom. 


Dress: Black tie. 


Private morning. 


President Zia, Begum Zia and their party depart 
Waldorf Towers for John F. Kennedy International 
Airport. 


Departure from John F. Kennedy International Airport 
via U.S. Presidential Aircraft for Fllington Airfield, 
Houston, Texas. 


Arrival Houston Ellington Airfield. 
Arrival the Inn on the Park Hotel, 4 Riverway. 


President Zia will meet with the Association of 
Pakistani Physicians at the Inn on the Park Hotel. 


The Honorable Kathryn J. Whitmore, Mayor of Houston, 

the City of Houston, the Houston Port Authority, the 
Houston Chamber of Commerce, the World Trade Association, 
the Houston Council of Foreign Relations and the 
Pakistan Association of Houston, will host a reception 
in honor of President Zia and Begum Zia, at the Inn on 
the Park Hotel, Grand Salon. 
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Saturday, December 1] (continued) 





8:00 p.m. 
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10:00 a.m. 


11:60 a.m. 





Mrs. Joanne Herring, Honorary Consul General of 
Pakistan, will host a dinner in honor of His Excel- 
lency the President of the Islamic Republic of 
Pakistan and Begum Zia at the Inn on the Park 
Hotel, Colonnade Room. 


Dress: Black tie/National Dress. 


President Zia, Begum Zia and their party will 
tour the Lyndon B. Johnson Space Center. 


President Zia, Begum Zia and their party depart 
Houston-Ellington Airfield via U.S. Presidential 
Aircraft for California-Metropolitan Airport, 
Sacramento, California. 


Arrival California-Metropolitan Airport. 


' President Zia.will meet with members of the 


Pakistan Community at the Islamic Center, 
Sacramento. 


Depart Islamic Center for California-Metropolitan 
Airport. 


Departure from Airport via U.S. Presidential Aircraft 


for San Francisco International Airport, San Francisco, 


California. 
Arrival St. Francis Hotel, Union Square. 


President Ziz will meet with Mr. Grindstaff, 
President of the Lions Club, St. Francis Hotel, 
Presidential Suite. 


President Zia will meet with Mr. Leland Prussia, 
Chairman of the Board, Bank of America, St. Francis 
Hotel, Presidential Suite. 


President Zia will meet with The Honorable Dianne 
Feinstein, Mayor of San Francisco, St. Francis Hotel, 
Presidential Suite. 
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Monday, December 13 (continued) 





12:20 p.m. 


Tuesday, December 14 





9:00 a.m. 


The Commonwealth Club and the World Affairs 
Council of San Francisco will host a luncheon 
in honor of His Excellency, the President of 
the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, at the Hyatt 
Regency Hotel, Vay View Roam. 


President Zia, Begum Zia and their party 
depart San Francisco International Airport via 
Pakistani Aircraft for Canada. 
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SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ i 2 


Hotel Nacional, Brasilia, Brazil 
December 1, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: President Figueiredo, Mrs. Figueiredo 

and the other Brazilian Ministers who we have been meeting 
with and who have been our hosts this morning and at luncheon 
are wonderful hosts. We have had a warm, friendly, gracious 
reception, and we appreciate it. 


I might say that the nature of the visit in which we 

had a series of formal meetings and then an informal, lengthy 
luncheon proved to be particularly good because we had 

an opportunity sitting around the table and talking informally 
to explore all kinds of topics in a genuinely fruitful way. 


In terms of the meetings themselves and specific things 

that may come out of them are concerned, the two Presidents 
did ask the Brazilian Foreign Minister and I to coordinate 

a series of ministerial level working groups that, basically, 
pick up work that is now going on and, in addition, perhaps, 
will start some additional work. But the working groups 
will range over subjects such as the following: First of all, 
economic problems which include the areas of finance 

and trade and all matters of that kind that have to do 

with the financial and trading systems. Second, there are 

a number of issues and difficulties in which our two 
countries’ legislations having to do with nuclear issues 
needs to be worked on, and we will have a working group 

that addresses itself to those issues. Third, there is 

in existence -- and there will be developed some more 

under this arrangement -- cooperative relationships between 
Brazil and the United States in various areas of technology 
-- science and technology, including the space area, and 
there are things that they do that are helpful to us and 
vice versa and we want to develop this. 
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And, finally, we will explore possible relationships in the 
area of industrial military fields of cooperation. So we will 
have some working groups put into the field on these subjects. 
And, as I say, some things have been taking place in these 
areas already. The two Foreign Ministries have been tasked 


For further information contact: 
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by the Presdients to ride herd on this process and not 
think of it as a sort of an ongoing thing that goes on 
forever, but rather to see what we can see in these areas 
and then make a report back at some fairly prompt but yet 
unnamed date on what we conclude from these studies. 
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So that, in general, is the sort of thing that we talked 
about and the tone and atmosphere have been exceedingly 


cordial, and pleasant, and I know that we have all appreciated 
it. 


Now, if there is anybody who has a question, I'll be glad 
to take it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the subject of Cuba come up? 
And what was said about it if it did? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It did not come up. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was: Did the question of 
Cuba come up? And the answer was: No, it didn't. 


QUESTION: Did anything in these discussions you held today 
produce any immediate relief for Brazil's financial problems? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the situation, as I understand 

it, is that Brazil has involved itself with the IMF and 

that process is under way. And as I think the President 
mentioned, there was worked out and there have been discussions 
going back, I think, to the time of the World Bank-IMF 

meetings in Toronto -- that was around Labor Day -- of 

various financial problems, and the US has, as it does 

with many countries, extended in the swap area what you 

might call a bridging loan -- that finally was finalized 

last week sometime -- that will help Brazil bridge between 

that time and whenever the IMF negotiations result in something. 
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So there was that, but I would put it in the range of 
normal swap arrangements that are not totally common but 
are -- certainly occur in many cases among countries in 
the international financial field. 


QUESTION: -- of cooperation between the two countries -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question as I understand it was * 

what new areas of cooperation do I expect in the area of- — 
foreign policy. Was that the question? 


QUESTION: As the result of these meetings. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: As the result of these meetings. Well, 
first of all our meetings aren't complete in the sense 

that I will go to the Foreign Ministry after I am through 
here, and we will have some further discussions there. 

But fundamentally, Brazil has a foreign policy. We have 

one. We talk about issues and see where we can work effective- 
ly together, as occurred in the case of the GATT Ministerial 
Meeting last week, but we did not try to identify any par- 
ticular joint initiative of any kind. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, one of the purposes, you said, 
was to ease the strain over the Falkland Islands dispute 
between the U.S. and -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I didn't say that. You fellows 
have been writing that all the time, but I didn't say that. 


QUESTION: No -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: You said that. 


QUESTION: Let me just ask, sir, what was said about the 
Falkland Islands business -- about that strain -- and 
what was done or said to try to restore good relations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have good relations. We don't have 

to restore good relations. And the Falkland Islands dispute 
really did not come up as a matter of dispute, and I think 
that the situation there now is we have had two votes on 

the subject -- one in the U.N. and one in the OAS -- in 
which we and the other countries of the Americas supported 
the idea of negotiations to settle a dispute. And that is 
where the matter rests. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you be a little more specific 
about the military arrangements, cooperation and production? 
Is there any more in the military area than military and 
industrial production? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, there is not anything more to be 

said on that other than that it is a deal of potential 
fruitful interaction, and it is something that will be 
explored by the working group. And there are various possible 
things that one would explore in that regard. There are 
technical -- technological things, and production things 

and training things. So, there is a range of possible matters 
that the military people will presumably discuss. But I 
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think this is sort of something they will have to develop, 
and they will have to decide what it is that they want to 
talk about. And I am not trying to specify in any way any 
particular agenaa. You want to follow up? 


QUESTION: Is there any talk about the production under U.S. 
licensing of military equipment? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We did not discuss specifics such as that. 
When this working group assembles itself and sets out its 
agenda, it will decide whether that is the subject that it 
wishes to discuss. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you looking for more support 


from Brazil for U.S. foreign policy, specifically with regard 
to Central America? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, we take all the support 
we can get for our policies, based on people's feeling 

that what we are doing is right and deserves to be supported. 
But we did not come here sort of seeking particular support 
for any specific thing. Rather, the President came here 

to express his firm belief in the importance of Brazil and 
other countries in this region to the United States, to 
explore issues of mutual interest and to share ideas about 
them, to promote the ongoing work and start some new work 
that will be mutually beneficial and things of that kind. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, was anything discussed a great 
deal towards policy of the United States in that area? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, when you say that, let me hedge 

all my answers by saying that I was not in all the meetings 
between President Reagan and President Figueiredo, but I 

don't believe that it was specifically addressed and talked 
about as a particular agenda item. That does not mean that, 
obviously, we are not very interested in it. And as the course 
of this visit goes on, we may want to discuss it. I am 

sure that Brazilians are just as interested in it as we are. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said it was a fruitful meeting, 
but really all you told us about it is that you agreed 

to set up working groups. What was fruitful? What did 

you discuss? What came off? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question is that I have told you 

that what was agreed to was the setting up of working groups 
and I have also said that it was fruitful and is that 

the limitation of what was fruitful or was there something 
more that comes up to that definition. 


I think that -- have I got the question correctly? 
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QUESTION: You are just probably not going to answer it, right? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary -- 

QUESTION: Wait a second. What is the answer, sir? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The answer is first of all that setting 
up working groups on important subjects with a thrust behind 
them from the President to really get at these subjects 

and think them over and come back with a report is quite 

a significant thing. 


Now, this is not something that emerged out of nowhere 

so to speak, but rather picks up some very important onsoing 
work in the economic area. There have been a lot of discussions 
in the nuclear area. There is a meeting in the science 

and technology field going on in December. And so we want 

to gather these things together a little bit, give them 

a shove and, among other things, see them as a contributor 

to and an expression of the links that we have with Brazil 

and the important relationship that exists between these 

two countries. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did they bring up the Caribbean 
Basin? There were many stori¢cs in the South American 
papers about the Marshail Plan that might come forth. Was 
there anything like that discussed? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the question is did the Caribbean 
Basin or stories in the press about a Marshall Plan come 
up. There was no mention of stories in the press of any 
kind, not that anybody does not read the newspapers. 

But as far as the Caribbean Basin Initiative is concerned, 
I think certainly one of the purposes of the President's 
trip is to underline the importance of that initiative and, 
as you know, it is being actively considered and we are 
very encouraged by the response of key congressional people 
on both sides of the aisle as they come into the special 
session in Wahsington, that there will be action on the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative and we have from the Chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee that he is going to mark up 

on both the trade and the tax aspects of it. We are very 
encouraged by that. And the President's trip and the stop- 
overs, not only here, but perhaps especially in Colombia 
which is a donor nation and a Caribbean nation as well as 
South American and the Central American countries serves 

to underline that point. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, though the Brazilians agree that 
the GATT talks in Geneva last weekend do include services 
under the GATT discussions, have you found any evidence 
that the Brazilians are willing to make some concessions 


on what people in the United States feel is a protectionist 
attitude on services? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to be here and try to speak 
for Brazilians. The Brazilians, of course, will speak for 
themselves. But I would say, as a general proposition, 

that the issue of a study group in field of services, which 
was agreed to in the GATT meetings, was something that was 
discussed a great deal. We talked about it a lot and the 
Brazilians did, many other countries did. And a considerable 
amount of the discussion is caused by the fact that "services" 
is a huge word and it covers everything from ranking and 
insurance to engineering and so on. It covers a wide array 
of things. I think that some countries are more concerned 
about other aspects of what we call services than others. 

And so that kind of sorting out was necessary. And I am 

sure the study that will go -- underway under GATT will 

have to define a little bit more precisely what it is within 
the field of services that is being addressed. 


But, in my opinion, this is a very important area to address 
in the field of trade because what are called services 

are getting to be a larger and larger fraction of trade. 

And so if you want to see trade covered by rules of the 
game, as seems to me is highly desirable, then you want 

to explore extending those rules to areas that are, ina 
sense, not now covered. 


QUESTION: Are we willing to send more troops to Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was are we willing to see 
more troops in Lebanon or U.S. forces, I assume you are 
saying, in Lebanon. 


The answer is this: The President has said that he wants 

to see Lebanon emerge as a country that can take care of 

itself and rule itself. He wants to see the foreign forces, 
all the foreign forces removed from Lebanon. And we are 

part of the multinational force there now and we are willing 
to consider now. And we are willing to consider proposals 
that may come along as part of a plan for bringing those 
things about. The government of Lebanon has stated its 

belief that additions to the multinational force are desirable. 
And so I am sure that the President will consider that. 
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But, of course, we will want to consider it in its relation- 
ship to a plan for accomplisning all of the things that are 
wanted to be accomplished there. At this point, nothing 
explicit of that kind has come to the President. And I would 
say beyond that, that there would not be any commitment before 
consultations with the Congress had taken place. 
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So the brief answer is, certainly, the President is willing 
to consider additions if that will be helpful in this 
process. And in terms of when would a U.S. commitment 

be made and all of that -- well, we have to see a specific 
proposition. We have to consult with the Congress and so on. 


QUESTION: What sort of conditions would we want to see 
agreed to before we would make a commitment? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What sort of conditions would we want 
to see agreed to before we would make a commitment? Is 
that the question? 


QUESTION: Yes. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We would want to see, no doubt, the structure 
of some sort of program that is going to achieve the 

goals that we and others seek. And then see how the multi- 
national and the U.S. part in it fits into that program. 

That is the object -- not just to have a lot of people there. 
-And you can see, in a general way, the sorts of things 

that might be done. And there have already been some potential 
missions identified. But there is not yet an overall plan 

to fit into. So this is something that will be emerging. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what about consultations with 
other governments like France and Italy? Are they going on? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, yes. We are constantly in consultation 
withthe governments of France and Italy who are partners 

with us in the multinational force. Part of the agreement 

in going in is an agreement for close consultation as we 
consider it is, also, possible that other countries may 

wish to contribute to the forces there. But at the same 

time, I think it all is contingent on developing some sort 

of a program, because people do not want to send forces in 
without knowing what for. 





QUESTION: In the 1960s, there used to be a joint U.S.- 
Brazilian military commission that was very effective, 

and presented a message to the world of unity between the 
two largest countries in the hemisphere. When the human 
rights issue came about, that was abrogated. The American 
General was sent home. 
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What are the prospects for restoration of the joint U.S.- 
Brazilian military commission as it was in the middle '60s? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was about the prospects 
for restoration of the joint Brazil-U.S. military commission 
to the general status that it held in earlier years. 
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I think the question of what sort of a relationship is 
desirable from the standpoint of both countries is the sort 
of thing that this working group, as it shapes itself, 

will address. And I cannot answer the question in advance. 
It is something for them to work out, and then to consult 


within their countries. And we will just have to see where 
that goes. 


QUESTION: Is the United States interested in restoration? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President has agreed to the establish- 
ment of the working group and so has the President of Brazil. 
So that is a pretty good expression of interest. But 
interest in what is the thing that this group will have 


to address. And I cannot say at this time precisely what 
it will be. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said that the U.S. has 
finalized bridging loans to Brazil last week. Could you 

tell us is this the U.S. government that you were referring 
to. And, if not, if it is the private banks, then what would 


be the U.S. government's role in guaranteeing or backing 
the private loans to Brazil? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question is whether the bridging 
loan is a U.S. government loan or a private loan, and what 
does it have to do with guaranteeing private loans. 





It does not have anything to do with guaranteeing private 
loans. It is part of the broad, what you might call 

swap line financing that is characteristic of the world 

of international finance. It is strictly a governmental 
thing and is bridging between when it was agreed to and when 


the IMF arrangement that Brazil is starting with the IMF 
on are completed. 


QUESTION: Now -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Let me suggest to you on the financial 
business that Secretary Regan is, I believe, holding a 
press conference around 6:00 p.m. this evening and he is 
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prepared to give you chapter and verse, dot i's and cross 
t's and all of that stuff that finance people do. Thank 
goodness I am nc* Secretary of the Treasury. 


QUESTION: Let's go back to your -- 
QUESTION: -- inflation regarding -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: John tells me this is the last question 
so it had better be an easy one. 


QUESTION: Do you think that you can resolve conflicting 
legislation on nuclear issues? Could you clarify that? 
What do you mean, in what sense -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was, in the nuclear field 

I said that we needed to clarify conflicting legislation 

and see what interpretations and so on there may be. 

We have legislation that places restrictions on the shipment 
of various nuclear technology, fuel, and so on depending 
upon the circumstances and the safeguarding and so forth. 
And Brazil of course is a country that is developing 

it's nuclear program and we have to see how these things 

fit together. And as of now it has been difficult, but we 
will make an effort to see what we can see. 


Thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


The end. 
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DEPUTY SECRETARY DAM: I'm delighted to be here and to see 
SO many people here who I've known for many years, and to meet 
a number of people I hadn't met before but always wanted to. 
So I know I've come to the right place. 


I seriously am delighted to be a guest of this distinguished 
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Club which promotes a vision of law and stability that con- 
trasts rather sharply with the turbulent international arena 
with which George Shultz and I are trying to face in 
Washington. 

Those of you who are involved in the law know that a sound 
legal system requires a mixture of idealism, of strength, and 
of pragmatism. So, too, does a sound foreign policy. 

By drawing on America's strength and the pragmatism of its 
people and, above all, our ideals, President Reagan has 
reasserted U.S. leadership in world affairs. Today we can be 
proud that American initiatives are the best hope for progress 
on the great issues of the day from Middle East peace, to arms 


control, to the Caribbean Basin. 


Fear fusrther terafeoor erecta: 
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A short time ago, the President charged me with responsi- 
bility for coordinating our work in Washington on one such 
issue, the future of Lebanon. What I'd like to do this eve 1g 
is talk about that one issue, because it represents in a micro- 
cosm many of the things we're trying to accomplish in the world 
in general. 

With regard to Lebanon, some Americans may wonder why we are 
concerned about such a small country so far away. Others may 
ask why U.S. troops are in Lebanon and how long they must stay. 
Americans are right to ask these questions; so tonight let me 
address them in turn: Why is America in Lebanon? What are our 
goals? And, what must we do to secure a peaceful future for 
Lebanon? 

The desolation in Beirut today belies its past role as 
the Paris of the Arab world. The occupation of Lebanon by 
foreign forces contradicts its deep tradition of democracy 
and sovereignty. Our dismay at the resulting division of 
the country is deepened by the promise of what might have been, 
and by the knowledge that Lebanon's future was engulfed by 
its neighbors’ disputes. 

The Arab-Israeli wars of 1948 and 1967 brought thousands of 


embittered Palestinian refugees into Lebanon, straining the social 


fabric of that country. In 1970, these Palestinians were 
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joined by large numbers of PLO fighters that had been expelled 





from Jordan. Lebanon became an armed camp. Civil war broke 
out in 1975 among PLO, Christian, and Muslim forces. Syrian 
troops entered and remained under an Arab League mandate to 
maintain order. But order was not restored. PLO fighters 
harassed Northern Israel; Israeli defense forces retaliated; 


Syrian and Christian forces clashed. Lebanese civilians -- and 


Lebanese 
/sovereignty -- were caught in the crossfire. And a nation's 


agony became an international crisis. 


This was the situation the Reagan Administration faced in 
the spring of 1981, when Ambassador Philip Habib, at the 
President's direction, negotiated a ceasefire in Southern 
Lebanon. Last spring, however, destabilizing forces prevailed 
and the ceasefire disintegrated. Israel then sent its forces 
into Lebanon in order, in the words of the Israeli Cabinet, “to 
place all the civilian population of the Galilee beyond the 
range of the terrorist fire from Lebanon.” The fighting 
advanced to the threshhold of Beirut, and Ambassador Habib was 
called on again. The peaceful departure of PLO forces from 
Beirut last August was a tribute to his efforts and to the 
Multinational Force that stood guard over the evacuation. 
Indeed, those who complain about a lack of cooperation among 
the Western democracies should note how American, French and 


Italian troops stood together to assist the Lebanese. Those 


soldiers were truly soldiers of peace. 








. 
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But triumph was followed by tragedy. In quick succession, 
Lebanon's newly-elected President, Bashir Gemayel, was 


assassinated, and Palestinians were slaughtered in their 


camps. , 
WHY ARE WE INVOLVED? 


This is a sad history. The Lebanese sought peace, and 
found destruction; they sought freedom, and -found occupation. 
This led Lebanon's new President, Amin Gemayel, to plead before 
the United Nations, "We have had enough, enough of bloodshed, 


enough of destruction, enough of dislocation and despair.” 


In October our nation once again sent Marines to Lebanon in 
response to Gemayel's request and the plight of his people. 
Together with French and Italian forces those Marines are there 
to assist the Lebanese Government in restoring peace. [In 
meeting this moral obligation, they reaffirm what President 
Reagan has termed our “irreversible commitment to the 
territorial integrity of friendly states" and our “traditional 


humanitarian concerns” for those who suffer injustice. 


Our commitment to Lebanon, however, is consistent not only 


with our sense of morality, but also with our national 
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interest. Peace -- the solution to Lebanon's suffering -- is 





. 


also the solution to our strategic and diplomatic concerns in 


the Middle East. 


The future of Lebanon is linked strategically to the entire 
Middle East region. Located at the vital eastern end of the 
Mediterranean, bounded by the oil-rich nations of Africa and 
Asia, that region lies in the shadow of vast Soviet military 
power. To the extent that Lebanon is a flashpoint fer regional 


de . 


conflict, it is also a potential source of international 
conflict. Promoting stability in Lebanon and the Middle East 
is thus vital to our security and that of other industrial 


democracies. 
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Diplomatically, the United States plays a central role in 
the Middle Zast because Israel and the Arab states recognize 
that America is the only credible catalyst for a wider peace. 
We must, however, demonstrate our ability to sustain this role 
by resolving the Lebanese crisis. Such resolution would . 
contribute to the sene-tese comasiue of Israel, and to the 
momentum for a comprehensive peace created by the President's 
historic initiative of September 1. There should be no 


mistaking the fact that there are others, whose interests are 


inimical to ours, who are prepared to exploit our failure to 


resolve these issues. 














reign 
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These are the concerns -- noral, otzatesic, and diplomatic 
-- that underlie our policy in Lebanon, and that led to the 
presence of U.S. Marines in Beirut. What, then, is the 
objective of that policy, and the mission of those troops? 


OBJECTIVE 





Our objective is straightforward. We seek to restore 
Lebanese sovereignty and ensure Israeli security. These are 
not separate objectives. A stable, sovereign Lebanon and a 
secure Israel are two sides of the same coin. The threat to 
Israel does not come from the Lebanese people, but from foreign 
forces that have usurped Lebanese sovereignty and are still 
camped on Lebanese soil. It follows that a peaceful Lebanon, 
free of all foreign forces and sovereign overall its 


territory, will make a major contribution to Israeli security. 
To achieve this objective, we and the responsible international 


community support a three-part strategy in Lebanon: 


Pirst: withdrawal forthwith of all foreign forces from 


Lebanon. 


Second: restoration of Lebanese Government sovereignty and 


strengthening of the Lebanese Armed Forces. 
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And, third: reestablishment of a Lebanese national 


< 


consensus and reconstruction of the Lebanese economy. 


gn 


This strategy in support of the Lebanese Goverment is 
designed to achieve peace and security for both Lebanon and 
Israel. The withdrawal of all foreign forces will remove a 





threat to Israel's border. Restoring Lebanon's sovereignty and 
strength, and rebuilding its economy, will prevent that threat 
from returning. The United States is moving now to implement 

all three parts of this strategy. Let me address each of those 


efforts in detail. 
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WHAT ARE WE DOING TO IMPLEMENT OUR STRATEGY? 
First the, Withdrawal of Foreign Forces: 


America's diplomatic energy is focused now on bringing 
about the immediate withdrawal from Lebanon of all foreign 
forces -- Israeli, Syrian and PLO. To succeed, we must neet 

- the legitimate interests of each of the parties through 
practical security arrangements. Three sets of negotiations 
will be involved: negotiations between Lebanon and Israel, 


between Lebanon and Syria, and between Lebanon and the PLO. 
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The U.S. will participate directly at the table in the 
first set of negotiations -— between Lebanon and Israel. In 
these talks we will seek security arrangements that will permit 
Israel to withdraw its forces with the knowledge that Southern 


Lebanon will never again be used to launch assaults on Israeli 


citizens. 


Israel also desires establishment of normal relations with 
Lebanon as a way of safeguarding the peace. This is an 
important goal. But progress toward more normal relations must 
be approached carefully lest it undermine Lebanon's credentials 
in the Arab world. Moreover, ill-timed or forced normalization 
may actually threaten Israel's security if it should lead to 
the breakdown of the Lebanese national consensus, thereby 


inviting the return of hostile forces. 


The second set of negotiations -- between Lebanon and Syria 
-- is designed to achieve Syrian troop withdrawal. The 
Syrians, citing their 1975 Arab League mandate to maintain 
order in Lebanon, have said they will not withdraw unless 
Israeli forces are also withdrawn. Although we will not be 


directly involved in these talks, Ambassador Habib will play a 


role with interested parties. We expect that agreement for 
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withdrawal of Israeli forces will also lead to Syrian agreement 
to withdraw. 


We will not be involved in the third set of negotiations -- 
between zebence and the PLO -- because it is U.S. policy not to 
“recognize or negotiate with the PLO so long as the PLO does 
not recognize Israel's right to exist and does not accept UN 
Security Council Resolutions 242 and 238." We will, however, 
make our views known through friendly governments. As in the 
case of the withdrawal of PLO fighters from Beirut, the United 
States is prepared to provide its good offices in bringing 
about the withdrawal and resettlement of the PLO forces still 
in Lebanon. Such withdrawal will be facilitated if Palestinian 
civilians in Lebanon feel secure. The Lebanese government nust 
provide such security. To this end, we will help strengthen 


Lebanese Government authority and the Lebanese Armed Forces. 


It is a fact that none of these talks has begun. The 
Israeli-Lebanese negotiations could provide a stimulus for the 
others, but they have been stalled by debate over the level and 
location of the talks. Last week President Gemayel proposed a 
compromise solution on the diplomatic level of these 
negotiations. The Israeli Cabinet recently adopted that 


the Cabinet 
solution, but/remained firm in its insistence that talks take 


place in Beirut and Jerusalen. 
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The current Israeli position is unacceptable to the 
Lebanese Government. The success and stability of that new 
government depends on the support of those within Lebanon and 
throughout the Arab world for whom the status of Jerusalem 

crucial . 
remains a/ issue. The United States acknowledges the 
importance of Jerusalem to Israel and to all Arab states. But 
insistence on a Jerusalem venue should not be made an obstacle 


to negotiations on the withdrawal of external forces from 


Lebanon. 


The present situation is clearly intolerable. Syrian, PLO, 
and Israeli forces remain poised in the field. The continued 
occupation of Lebanon by foreign forces -- forces that imperil 
Lebanese sovereignty and threaten Israeli security -- is 
dangerous and should be unacceptable to the parties. The task 
is to get the dispute out of the trenches and onto the table. 
Wrangling over procedures must end, and substantive 


negotiations must begin. 


ty and Strengthening Their 





Armed Forces 


The withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon could leave 
an internal vacuum. To prevent the reinfiltration of those who 
would threaten Lebanon or Israel or both, withdrawals must be 
accompanied by steps to restore Lebanese Government sovereignty 


and strengthen the Lebanese Armed Forces. 
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The United States will join the international community in 
this effort. We have offered to help provide equipment and 
training to the Lebanese Armed Forces for four brigades by 
February, and seven brigades thereafter. It is our judgment 
that this force structure will be sufficient to maintain 


internal security and protect Lebanese sovereignty. 


While the Lebanese Armed Forces are being strengthened, the 
international community will have to help maintain stability. 
An expanded Multinational Force, including U.S. participation 
and additional national contingents, may well be necessary. 


Indeed, we have already received such a request from the 


Lebanese Government. 


As in the case of the present U.S., French and Italian 
troops, any expanded multinational force would bolster the 
parties' confidence in security esvengenente 
facilitate the withdrawal of foreign forces. The Lebanese 
Armed Forces will continue to provide internal security, and 
the United Nations International Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) 
should retain its crucial peacekeeping role. As the 


effectiveness of she Lebanese Armed Forces increases, the tasks 


of the MNF will decrease, permitting a phased withdrawal. 
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withdrawal of foreign forces must be coupled with an effort to 
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Lebanese sovereignty and Israeli security, however, cannot 
be achieved by military measures alone. The economy of Lebanon 
has been shattered. To bring about a peace that ig not merely 


the absence of fighting, but the well-being of the people, 





reconstruct the Lebanese economy. The challenge seens 
staggering. But all that is needed is a period of political 
tranquility and some help in rebuilding Lebanon's sents. Puneee 
system and/ Schools. The Lebanese people -- with their 
entrepreneurial skill, spirit and resilience -- can take care 


of the rest themselves. 


It is impossible to cite an exact figure for total 
reconstruction costs. The U.S. Government , however, stands 
ready to cooperate with the efforts of the Lebanese and the 
international community. Since June we have made available $82 
million in emergency relief and rehabilitation funds. We are 
Planning to authorize another $30 million to guarantee housing 
and services for the poorest communities. This money is an 
investment in stability. It ind.cates American support for 


Lebanese national reconciliation and strengthens Lebanon's 


central government. 
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Further aid should come from Arab and Western donors, 
including the World Bank. Indeed, the World Bank is already 
taking an active role in assessing priorities for all potential 
donors and is willing to coordinate the matching of donor 
resources and Lebanese needs. It sent a reconnaissance team 
to Lebanon, and its report should be available by January 1983. 

Now for my conclusion: The challenge of rebuilding a peace- 
ful Lebanon, free of all foreign forces and sovereign over all 
its territory, is a daunting one. But the President is 
determined not to allow the opportunity for peace to slip away 
and the spark of war to be ignited again. 

The objective of our Lebanon policy is, and I repeat, a 
fully sovereign Lebanon and a secure Israel. We pursue this 
objective because it is both right and in our national 
interests. We have seen that our responsibilities did not end 
with the mere cessation of hostilities. America alone has 
the power and credibility, and hence the duty, to help bring 
to Lebanon a stable and lasting peace that answers the basic 
security needs of Lebanon's neighbors. After all, Lebanon 
seeks and deserves what America already has, even though we 
may not always appreciate our blessings. 

The sovereignty of the Lebanese Government must extend 
to the borders of the state. We have a name for that: We 


call it freedom. The opportunities of the Lebanese people 


must be made commensurate with their aspirations, and we have 
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a name for that: We call it democracy. And the lives of 
their children must be made secure and full of hope. We have 


a name for that: We call it peace. 


(Sustained applause) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are coming to Colombia because this 
is an important country to the United States and the interests 


of the United States. 


There are an underlying set of things that make that so. 

First of all, Colombia is a country with a democratic govern- 
ment and a tradition of democracy. This is a value that we 
share and that we think is of tremendous importance everywhere 
but particularly we are seeking to emphasize this point 
throughout our hemisphere. So that is a first point. 


Second, we are concerned for peace in our hemisphere. 
Our hemisphere over the decades has been the most peaceful 
in the world and we seek to keep it that way. 


We know that there is turmoil in Central America right now, 
which, with Colombia is -- surrounds the Caribbean Basin. 

And we are doing everything we can to support the democratic 
countries to help them in their ability to counter the threats 
to their stability. And we believe that Colombia, as a 
Caribbean country, has a similar interest. So we want to 
discuss that interest, of course. 


Third, we have a great interest in and stake in the economic 
development of this area. Colombia is one of the donor 
countries, along with ourselves, in the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative. We think that economic development is a key 

to stability. And it is a key, obviously, to a better 

life for people in the region. That is what the Caribbean 
Basin Initiative is all about. So we want to discuss 

the issues involved. 


One of the aspects of the Caribbean Basin Initiative 

involves trade. And, in fact, the approach of this initiative 
is one that has a certain amount of aid involved in it. 

And there is flowing to the Caribbean Basin on the order 


For further information contact: 
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of a billion dollars a year, ali things taken together now 
in all forms of aid. But there is a certain element of that 
in it. But, even more, we are seeking to emphasize the 
importance of trade and investment in this whole process. 


I know that Colombia, as we are, as everybody is, we are 

all concerned about the importance of economic expansion 

and about the threats to protection of markets that 

accompany poor economic conditions. We have been fighting 

that battle and I feel sure that we will hear a lot about 

the dangers of protectionism when we are here. We agree 

on that. So we want to discuss that subject and what strategies 
we may mutually pursue toward it. 


So these are things that represent values in common 

that we have that are, you might say, part of the reality 
of why it is that over a period of years the relationship 
between Colombia and the United States have been good ones. 


And we also share a problem, on different ends of it, 

that is very important to us and I think to Colombia, 
namely, the problem of drugs and the flow from Colombia to 
the United States of a large amount of drugs. And there 

are all sorts of elements to it. One can say they would 

not come to the United States if people in the United States 
didn't by them, so that is part of the problem. There is 
the -- all of the things having to do with interdiction of 
this flow, and then of course there is the origination 
point. So this is a problem that we have and which we 

will want to discuss along with the issues of democracy, 
peace, trade, both in the Caribbean area generally and with 
respect to Colombia. And I might say we have a pretty 
healthy amount of trade between the United States and Colombia. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are there -- So Colombia and the 
United States have slightly different views about the nature 
of the violence in Central America? When Colombia signed 

on with the Costa Rican Conference in October some say that 
that was under the previous -- that initiative was made 

by the previous president. This new president is less of 

a known quantity to the United States in that he may 

have some differences in views. Is that one of the 

things you want to explore? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: He may very well have some different 

views, and it may very well be that as this visit unfolds 

it will have more rough spots in it than we would like. 

On the other hand we have these points in common. We 

have problems to talk about and the way to deal with important 
problems in an area that is of significance to you is to 

go there and talk about them. So that is -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- I mean what -- we have the 
feeling on this ride to Colombia that something has shaped 
up that is almost confrontational. Are we off base on that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I suppose that depends upon your definition 
of confrontational, but there may be some differences of 

view. That remains to be seen. At any rate the way in 

which we will approach it is to state our views and to discuss 
them and to lay the groundwork for a strong relationship 
between our countries. 


QUESTION: What is the main difference? I mean what has 
cropped up? Is it Central America and the turbulence or 
is it trade and protectionism? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are not there yet, and I am not sure 
just what there may be. 


QUESTION: Are you worried that you are going to have a 
relatively hostile toast or a somewhat negative toast by the 
Colombian president? Have you gotten some indication? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are indications that we try to get 
from our Ambassador working there and they are provided 
with thinking that we have and we are trying to compose this 


visit, and have for some time, so that it will be a constructive 


one. And all that I am saying here is that constructive 

does not necessarily mean that everything goes in apple-pie 
order, but rather that you bring things to the surface 
whatever they are and grapple with them. And I don't 

want to make a statement about what may be the most difficult 
issues for us to discuss. 


QUESTION: What about the big demonstrations that are spreading 
there? What is the cause of those? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to speculate on problems within 
their country. 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible.) 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: There has been an explosion -- where 
wus that, -- 
UNIDENTIFIED SPREADER: -- yesterday -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yesterday. Mormon's -- 


UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: -- Temple. Remeber this is a 

country with a lot of terrorism in it, too, and terrorism 
which is continued -- indeed, intensified over the last 

couple of months. I think it is under control in terms of the 
government. But I don't think you should necessarily take 
every incident in the context of the visit. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Betancur has said, number one, 
that the United States considers Latin America its backyard 
patio. Number two, that it does not have a real Latin 
American policy. There are all kinds of reports that it is 
feeling warmer toward Cuba than since it cut off relations 
and that it is feeling warmer toward Nicaragua and is thinking 
about joining the non-allied nations. Clearly, this shows 
a lot of differences in U.S. policies. How does the 
administration feel about that? How are you going to try 
to rectify that? Do you want to bring Colombia back into 
the U.S. fold? What are your objectives on that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think it is a question of the 
U.S. fold. It is a question of putting forward to them 
what are their thoughts about how our inter-American system 
can be improved -- The inter-American system is something 
we all have a big stake in -- of discussing these and other 
issues with them so that they understand our thinking, we 
understand theirs. So-that is what we are planning to do. 


QUESTION: Will it be with the premise that it is moving 
closer to Cuba and Nicaragua and are against -- sort of 
contrary to our policy at the moment? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I am not making any particular 
premises. They have made a number of statements of the 

kind that you have quoted and they have moved in the direction 
of the non-aligned movement and so on. So those are things 
that -- some of those things we will have some things to say 
about. 
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QUESTION: We will say something about that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we will discuss these issues with 
them. But, of course, they are a sovereign country 

as we are. And they will decide for themselves, of course, 
what they want to do. But we will be here to discuss all 
of these issues with them. 


QUESTION: What about their policy in seeking amnesty 

for -- or offering amnesty to at least one of the insurgent 
groups? Does the U.S. look with favor on that sort of 
thing, or do we feel that these insurgents are part of the 
overall pattern that you and the President have outlined 

in the past as plaguing Central America. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as Ambassador Enders brought 

out, they have been plagued with terrorism in Colombia 

for quite some period of time. Their effort to do something 
about it throught the offer of amnesty seems like a con- 
structive thing to do. And it is something they are managing. 
And I wish them the best of success with it. If you look at 
the -- at the material in the San Jose Conference report 
which Colombia signed. You see that the democratic 

nations that went there called upon all of the countries of 
the region tc seek pluralism, to try to bring discordant 
elements in their society into the democratic process, 

in the legitimate governmental process, 


-MORE- 


~Veciassiftied for Publication ih mmerican roreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


No. 363 


and this, it seems to me, you can take as an expressiu;: of that 
on the part of Colombia. 


QUESTION: Do we have any sign that President Bentancuy is 
Still on board on that conference? I mean, have they sent any 
Signals suggesting that they now have some misgivings about 
jOining it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not that I know of. 


QUESTION: Explicit in this invitation, did we ask Colombia -- 
I meandid we sort of invite ourselves, basically, or did we 
want to go to Colombia or what I'm trying to say is it sounds 
like we're not so welcomed? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I think we're welcomed enough. We 
raised the question with the Colombian Government and they re- 
sponded and we had some difficulties with precisely what the 
arrangements should be -- just working out the mechanics of it. 
But I don't think anything beyond that. 


QUESTION: What are we going to do about drugs, specifically? 
i mean is there a great difference uf opinion in trying to 
stop it or are they -- do they object to us intruding into 
their own country's affairs? What are we asking them to do 
with drugs? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are various ways in trying to contend 
with the production of drugs and some of them are more compre- 
hensive than others and we'll want to taik about these and explore 
the attitude of the new government to them. 


I don't want to say, well, there's one, two, three, four, and 
five and we're going to push for four. But rather to say there 
are -- there is a general subject here and we'll want to explore 
it. 


QUESTION: Is there any difference of view, do you think, in 
this area -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This remains to be seen how much difference 
of view there is. 


QUESTION: You don't know how they feel about this problem? 


SUCRETARY SHULTZ: We know that they share our concern about 
the whold drug scene and it's a question of what means people 
are willing to use and how effective you evaluate those means 
to be. 


QUESTION: Don't druqs contribute substantially to their economy? 


SECRETARY SIIULTZ: Yes and no. That is, there is an amount of 
money that is paid for the drugs, obviously, but that goes to -- 
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also helps to support an element in the society that is often 
not very constructive, to put it mildly -- just as the drug 
trade in the United States has connected with it an element 
in our society that we don't particularly admire. 


QUESTION: Are there any pre-cooked agreements this time around? 
QUESTION: Colombian astronaut? (Laughter) 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: No Colombian astronaut. 

QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There will be a toast which is -- on both 
Sides is, in a sense, a substantive statement and there will be 
some -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It isn't -- the toasts are not just "Nice 
to have you and I'm glad to be here," but, rather, an effort 
to say something substantive. At least, I know we've been 
working on the President's toast, and he has to state things 
that he thinks are important here. And I assume that they will 
do the same. 


QUESTION: Will you be making any specific proposals to them 
in any of these areas you've outlined? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There's ongoing discussion in those areas, 
and I don't think there's anything that is in the nature of a 
pre-cooked deal or a statement of some kind that -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 
SFCRETARY SHULTZ: No. 


QUESTION: One question on another foreign policy area -- 
have I got my story right -- is the Saudi Foreign Minister 
meeting with the Soviets today or about to? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Saudi Foreign Minister is a member of 
the Arab League Delegation that is being led by King Hussein, 
and they decided at the Fez Summit that they would have a dele- 
gation visit each country who are permanent members of the U.N. 
Security Council. And so that's what they're doing. And 

they have a delegation that's going around visiting at the -- 
they think of it as they did when they came here to the United 
States. They think of it as an Arab Leayue deleygalion as dis- 
tinct from this country or that country. 


QUESTION: But is -- they are meeting -- are they meeting with 
Andropov, or are they meeting with the Soviet leaders? Is 
that correct? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Just who they meet with and what that 
schedule is, I don't have right in my hand, but we can find out 
about that. 


QUESTION: Do you find it disturbing that the Saudis and the 
people in the Middle East who have been anti-Soviet are now meeting 
with them? Does that bother us at all? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Arab League group, which includes 
countries that have had close relationships with the Soviet 
Union -- such as Syria -- all came together and formed a common 
agrement. And they feel -- I think it's fair to say they feel 
quite good about the fact that they did have an agreement that 
they all subscribed to. And they wanted to talk about this 
agreement and what their ideas are to a representative group 
of some countries. And so I suppose the countries that 

were close to the Soviet Union thought that the group ought to 
go there just as those who had other ideas thought they should 
come to other countries. And the U.N. Security Council perma- 
nent members, I think, probably have a pretty clever way of 
getting at that. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) that meeting, give us a fast capsule 
about what the meeting tonight will be on the Salvador -- with 
the Salvadorans? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Why don't we try to do that on the leg between 
Colombia and El Salvador? We'll get back to you on that. 


QUESTLON: Can you give us -- some of us have to write 

early stories. Can you give us one line about what he's going 

to say. For instance, I had heard from the El Salvador Ambassador 
to the United States that Magana is expecting an admonition on 
human rights. Will that happen? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Why don't we do that on the next flight? 
QUESTION: It's just so late at that hour for morning newspapers. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: On the subject of human rights, which is 
obviously an important one, we have the general policy that we 
talk about it, care about it, work on the subject. And we be- 
lieve that it is more effective to do that privately and directly 
to the extent possible. 


So that means that, if TI talk about it to you, we are not doing 

it that way. So we, I think, have a number of subjects to talk 
about. And they run across the board of the capacity of the 
Government and our encouragement of it to provide secure and 
stable conditions in the country, contain the insurgency, our 

joint interest economic development which depends upon getting 
Stability, our interest in the maintenance of their democratic 
regime, and the relationship of democracy to the way people are 
treated; and, too, what are generally called human rights concerns. 


So, we will talk across the board about these things. But I do 
not want to spotlight any particular matter. 
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QUESTION: Can I just follow up with just ome more question? 

I understand why in the diplomatic world it would be better to 
do these things privately. But still you need some support do- 
mestically in the United States to continue getting Congress 

to give aid. Would it not be good from the Administration's 
point of view to have the United States know that the President 
is going to try to prod him onthe issue a bit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We will come to the Congress with a report 

as part of the process fo the Congress' continuing to go along 
with the support for El Salvador and other countries. But 

there will be a formal report. And it will take up the question 
of human rights. And there will be, as has been the case in 
past reports, statements about all of the difficult subjects 
that come up. And they will be done as carefully as we can 
possibly do them, and as accurately as we can. And I think the 
time for us to comment is when we make that report. 


When will we be sending that up, Tom, in January? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: January. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much, sir. 
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December 7, 1982 
No. 364 
BRIEFING BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
AND 
AMBASSADOR WILLIAM BROCK 
Aboard Air Force One 
Between Brasilia and Sao Paulo 
December 2, 1982 


(In progress. ) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Many of you probably say that. So, there's 
no comment I need to make about that. But he did have a 
meeting of -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible. ) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know, three quarters of an hour 

or something like that with President Figueiredo. It was 

sort of a wind-up meeting -- an expression on both sides 

of how satisfactory it had gone, personally and governmentally. 
And the efforts in these various working groups that were 

set up and talked about. They pushed on once again. And 

some preliminary meetings had taken place last night just 

to get started. 
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So, I would say it started out as a warm and friendly and 
hospitable meeting and wernc through a whole series of events 
and discussions. As the two Presidents said good-bye, I 
think it was a good-bye of two good friends and two people 
that have had a quite satisfactory visit. 


QUESTION: Was anything -- (inaudible) -- decided at this 
meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it was more or less just kind of 
reviewing the various things and agreeing to them. There 
was one point on which they had a lot of fun. 


QUESTION: A lot of what? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Fun. The President reminded -- President 
Reagan reminded President Figueiredo that he is going to 
comment in his speech to Sao Paulo that a Brazilian astronaut 
is going to be invited to train and then take part in a space 
flight. And President Figueiredo -- 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible.) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Let me give you the punchline. President 
Figueiredo said, “That's wonderful and I know just who the 
first astronaut is going to be -- me." And so he had a 

lot of fun about -- discussing that subject. 


QUESTION: Were you at all surprised, perhaps dismayed, 

at what Figueiredo had to say in his toast last night on 
Central America and -- (inaudible) -- he disagrees with 

U.S. policy there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he did not develop that in any way 
and it was not a subject for any particular discussion. 

I have not seen the toast that he gave in Washington but 

I am told that if you contrast the two, they are substantially 
different -- that is more -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible. ) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- less antagonistic toward the United 
States and Latin America by a considerable amount. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- compared to his toast last -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In Washington, yes. But I don't think 

-- the toasts seldom capture the spirit of a meeting and the 
Spirit of the meeting is what I am mentioning to you. 

It was very strong and warm. 


QUESTION: I do not know if he addressed this, but did you 
mean to leave the impression yesterday that the U.S. would 
consider selling nuclear fuel to the Brazilians and this 
might be one of the goals of the working group? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, what I meant to say was that there 

are a number of issues. Some have to do with the sale of 

fuel, some have to do with technology. There are a variety 

of issues and the working group will set out an agenda and 

work at these issues. And we will look at what our laws 

permit and prohibit and what they are doing and see if 

we can compose our policies better together than they currently 
are. But I don't have in mind -- or the idea of setting 

up these working groups -- did not have in mind any end objective 
that was being sought. 


QUESTION: But clearly the Brazilians would hope that 
there might be -- (inaudible) -- 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is one of the issues, exactly. 
QUESTION: Then it could be an outcome? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it is something that I am sure will 
be discussed. But I would not -- I think it is -- if we 
could judge the outcome of these groups, we would not need 
to set up the groups. So, I don't know what the outcome 
will be. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can we get back to that astronaut? 
We are inviting an astronaut to train with and fly on the 
shuttle? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 


QUESTION: Is that the first foreign astronaut that we have 
had -- (inaudible) -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think so. It will be the first Brazilian 
astronaut in space and I think the first South American 
astronaut. 


QUESTION: Does Brazil have an astronaut training program 
or a space program? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They are very much interested in space 
and they have some cooperative arrangements with us. And 
in our science and technology working group, this will be 
discussed, I am sure. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- except for Apollo -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: But it isn't in the copy they have. 


QUESTION: -- this invitation for the Brazilian to fly 
on a shuttle on this trip or is this something that was 
arranged prior to the trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, this had been talked about before 

and the President was intending to say this in the speech. 

And he only wanted, as a courtesy, I guess, to remind President 
Figueiredo so in case it had not been called fully to his 
attention, he would not be surprised. 


QURSTTON: -- give us an idea of what Ambassador Brock and -- 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- continuing discussions, including 
here, on issues involving trade and this was one of the 
many things that were discussed while we were here. You 
may want to ask him some questions about trade matters. 


QUESTION: Can I ask you about the MX vote today? How impor- 
tant to us is it for foreign policy? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The MX vote is an important vote for the 
defense of our country, for our foreign policy, for our nego- 
tiating position. It is something that we are all very -- 
working on very hard, including the President. Yes, I 

have made calls. I think everybody has called people. 

I have not today; I have been busy. 


QUESTION: Sir, you think everybody is what? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Everybody is concerned about it, working 
on it, and doing everything we can to win it. 


QUESTION: If you were beaten today, you still could turn 
it around in committee -- full committee of the House, yes? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You can be sure that we intend to win 
today but this will continue to be a matter of high priority 
for our efforts. 


QUESTION: How damaging could it be today a week after the 
President makes his speech and puts the whole basis of 

American foreign policy vis-a-vis the Soviets hinging partially 
for approval on these missiles? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We intend to win. That is why we are 
working on it hard. 


QUESTION: Do you think you will win? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As I understand it, that is the way that 
it looks, but you better ask Jim Baker or somebody who is more -- 
counting the votes in the committee and so on than I am. 


QUESTION: Let me ask it the other way. If you do win today, 
does that mean the battle is over or do you still face equally 
substantial fights? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: These battles are never over. You have 
to keep working on them and educating people and talking 
about it and so on. Why don't you talk to Ambassador Brock 
and it may be that -- Tom, do you have any overall comment? 
Tom Enders really sort of master-minded all this and -- 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: I think you have covered 
it, covered all the main subjects. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Okay. 


QUESTION: You will tell us about trade, won't you? Could 
you? 


QUESTION: Is it in the speech, by the way? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it is not in the speech. 
QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- today at all? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think so. 

QUESTION: (Inaudible. ) 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: You can check with Dave on that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Brock, he mentioned you started some of these 
preliminary --(inaudible)-- working groups last night, I 
think. Were you in one of these working groups last night? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I am not sure what the reference was. 

We have hed a trade working group for five years. What they 
are talking about is adding a number of other groups and 
putting them under an umbrella so that we are coordinated 

with all of these things, and the interaction between 

finance and trade is so obvious that now science and technology 
-- any nuclear discussions, other things like that all are 
trying to -- we are weaving them all into some logical -- 


QUESTION: The President said this morning coming out of the 
bilateral that you got up these groups and you were going 
to work on all the trade problems and all the problems 

with duties were all going to be resolved, and he was very 
positive about that. Are you as positive? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, one reason that I like the President -- 
he is an optimist. I think we are going to make a lot of 
rrogress. We have already down here, and frankly in the meetings 
we have had in the last couple of months preceeding this 

visit, we have had a particular difficulty with the re- 
statement of the commitment they made when they joined the 

GATT subsidies code. It is a very complicated issue, but 

it is one with a lot of importance to Brazil because if 

they get it they get an entry test for their product in 

the United States. If they don't, they don't. And we have 

had clearly extensive discussions and have made a good deal 
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of progress. There is every reason to believe that we will 
work that one out very shortly. I still have to do some 
consultation with Congress, but we are down to the fine 
print now and I think that is moving along very well. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: You might explain what an injury 
test is unless one of you guys knows on that? 


QUESTION: No. 


QUESTION: Well, we do, but if you would like to explain, 
you can. (Laughter. ) 


QUESTION: (Inaudible. ) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, it took me a year. I don't know 
about you. 


QUESTION: Why do you -- (inaudible) -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: It is very simple. If a product is coming 
into the United States and it is subsidized by the government, 
if we don't have an agreement with the country, any menufacturer 
in the United States or any competitor can file suit. And 

if we find that there is a subsidy, then we are required 

by law to put on a countervailing duty, exactly the size 

of the subsidy. If they have the injury test, then the 
complaining party has to prove that, in fact, we are being 
damaged -- that there is a substantial reduction in employment 
or that the companies are being jeopardized -- the American 
companies. So, it is a very important test. It makes it 

much tougher to prove a case against an importer if they 

have the injury test. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- that currently we don't have an 
injury test? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We do have but they notified us recently 
that they were unable to terminate their subsidies as they had 
previously agreed -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible. ) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: -- next April. They are going to have 

to keep them going for some unstated period of time. 

And what we have been doing is re-negotiating the arrangement 
that will allow them to have the injury test. And they -- 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- clear to the -- other than 

the fact that I understood that they had been promising to 
terminate their subsidies and now you are saying that it is 
going to take longer than they said and they want an 

injury test that is -- (inaudible) -- 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: They want a new agreement which extends 
the time in which they can phase out their subsidies for 

a couple of years. 

QUESTION: And are we going to do that? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think so. If all of the component 
parts of the agreement are met. These are fairly complicated 
things and we asked for some quid pro quo. 

QUESTION: (Inaudible.) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, we asked for a time certain on the 
phase-c . of the subsidies for example. 


QUESTION: What's the time certain? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: And we asked for an absolute deadline. 
QUESTION: When is the deadline -- 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: That probably will be about two years 
but that is still beina discussed. I think that is where 
we will end up. That is what they have asked for. 
QUESTION: What were they asking for? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: They asked for two years. 

QUESTION: What else did we ask for? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: -- technical you want to get. 
QUESTION: Nod, nod, no. (Laughter.) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Okay. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- discuss the Senate vote? 7 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No. It is a little hard to explain but 
I can if you want to. 
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QUESTION: Can I ask one injury test question because I got 
confused -- the injury test, who has to prove injury -- 

the country that is putting on the subsidy or the country 
that is putting on the countervailing duty? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: If you are selling me a product and you 
are getting subsidies from your government -- 


QUESTION: Right. 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: -- say 10 percent. 


QUESTION: Yes, I understand. So, I can sell the 10 percent 
cheaper than I normally -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: And I am sitting here and the U.S. competitive 
companies come in and say, "That's unfair." 


QUESTION: Right, I understand. Then you have to put on 
a countervailing duty. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Countervailing duty. 

QUESTION: Now, where does the injury test come? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: If I am complaining against your import 

and there is an injury test, I have got to prove that you 

are actually costing really significant lay-offs in my industry 
Or massive decline in profit or -- 

QUESTION: -- justify putting on the countervailing duty? 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes, and -- 

QUESTION: (Inaudible. ) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: And if we can not prove that -- 

I am speaking as an industry, if we cannot prove that you 
have actually injured us, if your imports are so small that 
they -- you know, they are like one percent of the market 
or something like that, it'd be hard to prove injury. 


QUESTION: Did you talk about sugar -- (inaudible) -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No, sugar is not a problem in this kind 
of thing. 
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QUESTION: Steel -- 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: Shoes, steel -- 


QUESTION: Chickens? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No, not chickens, but shoes, steel, commuter 
aircraft, orange juice -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible. ) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. 


QUESTION: I just -- I always wanted to ask what -- because 
I am just -- I'm not going to use it. I'm just curious intellect- 
ually. What are they asking for in terms of the injury test. 


Are they saying -- we have got one now, so what are they -- 
what are the Brazilians asking -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: They lose it. 
QUESTION: -- (inaudible)? 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: They would lose it if we don't renegotiate 


their commitment. They would lose it when they break their 
commitment in April. 


QUESTION: So then it would become even easier for us to put 
countervailing duties on -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes, and that is what they are very worried 
about and rightly so. 


QUESTION: But we are putting them on now already, aren't 
we? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Not without an injury, no. 


QUESTION: So there are cases where we can't go in now and 
we would be able to if we lost the injury test? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. I don't think it is in our interest 
to do that, frankly. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible.) -- I presume, going to be very upset 
with this? 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: I don't think so. I think if they sense 

that we have got a good, solid agreement that will, in fact, 
result in the elimination of those subsidies in a reasonable 
period of time, a couple of years, I think they will accept 

it, most of them. 


QUESTION: The United States steel companies will accept 
this? (Inaudible.) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Steel is not even trying to prove injury, 
so it really doesn't affect their situation at all. Some 
other companies would be -- it would be much harder for other 
companies to seek relief. But I think, by and large -- 


QUESTION: But you think this will be renegotiated in any 
event, so it is going to move. Right? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Probably. 
QUESTION: Two years is not -- (inaudible) -- 
QUESTION: (Inaudible.) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think we are -- we are about down to 
the two years now. We are really arguing about little 
details in the contract. 


QUESTION: Do you have support of Congress for this, or can 
you do it administratively? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We can do it, but I have to consult 

with the Congress before it is finalized and with the private 
sector. But we still have the final authority, but we can 

-- we really do have to talk to them about it. 


QUESTION: The only thing I am a little confused about is 
what we get out of the deal. What we allow them to do is to 
continue export subsidies for another two years beyond the 
April when they said that they were going to end them 

and we are agreeing to give them -- to maintain the injury 
test. What are they giving us? How's that for a question? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Do you want me to play Don Regan, start 
giving you the initials? (Laughter.) 


QUESTION: No, please, no. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible.) 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: They give us two years. We would 

have in this new agreement something that was not in the other 
one, and that is that if the agreement is broken this time, 
they lose the injury test automatically. 


QUESTION: So, again, that if the agreement -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: If this agreement is broken, they would 
lose the injury test automatically. 


QUESTION: Okay. 


QUESTION: This is in the agreement you are now negotiating? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. That is the sort of thing that you 
look at. Is it really a good, fair document. Understand that 
I happen to believe that almost any product ought to get 

an injury test. I don't know why we ought to automatically 
countervail anything that is subsidized in the United States. 
If it is not doing us injury, why? 


QUESTION: Yes. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: So I have a slightly different attitude 
on the whole subject. 


QUESTION: Because you could argue the way you are doing it 
is making it cheaper for the American consumer. Right? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. And as long as you are not damaging 
American workers unfairly, what is wrong with that? 


QUESTTON: Could I get a job in the -- I think I understand this 


stuti (Laughter.) That's good, now. I think I understand -- 
(Laughter. ) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: This is not that complicated. Most of it 
is common sense, frankly. But we have -- you know, there 

are a lot of problems that we have been talking about for the 
last couple of days. Steel is a problem. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- problems with us, too, don't they? 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: Sure. 


QUESTION: The President's speech today basically denounces 
protectionism, but Brazil accuses us of protectionism. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: But they also were -- I think, understand 
that we are probably the most open market that they sell to. 
Now, they are going to get on anybody that has any limits. 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


~ = No. 364 


QUESTION: I thought we were the worst on textiles. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Oh, no, no. We are the only country 

in the textile negotiations that refuse to roll back textile 
quotas. Other countries are absolutely reducing real volume 
in textile imports. We are the only country in the major 
industrial countries that lifted any import limits on shoes. 
And we have 54-percent now. We don't have any barrier -- 
(inaudible. ) 


QUESTION: You don't think the complaints they have against 
us are very serious compared to the complaints we have 
against -- (inaudible) ? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Oh, they are serious for them. They're 
serious for them, and they make a lot of difference. But 
they are things that don't constitute protectionism, by and 
large. Now, sugar is the exception where we responded to the 
breaking of the market with Furopean sugar subsidies by 
putting on our own quota. That was very tough for them. 


QUESTION: Is that the biggest trade -- 
QUESTION: (Inaudible. ) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: That's the biggest single volume item 

that I can think of. And they've asked us to take a look 

at the quotas and the duties that are put on that sort of thing. 
They have asked us to look at steel. There have been suits 
filed on shoes; even though we don't have any quotas, there 
have been suits filed. 


QUESTION: SO the fact is, even though the President is making 
a big thing about how horrible protectionism is, that we 

leave Brazil with all of the protectionism on both sides 

that we came from? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I don't think so. I think we have made 
a good deal of movement in a number of areas that look like 
both sides are going to be able to accommodate. They've 
got -- you know, we can be more accommodative than they 

can at the moment because of their debt. They have -- 


QUESTION: Every dollar they earn, they spend? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Every dollar they earn, they spend. 
That's absolutely true. And if Brazil doesn't export, 
there's no way they can import. So we -- I think we benefit 
by this whole process. And we are consciously seeking to 
avoid any barriers to their products. And I think they 
understand that. 








-13- No. 364 


QUESTION: Aren't those ones that were put on in the last 
tax? 


QUESTION: Well, that was the garble out of Washington. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: I think she's referring to -- 


I think you are referring to the New York Times story this 
morning -- 


. 
oe 


QUESTION: Yes. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: which said that we'd waive 


the sugar quotas. It referred to -- we had -- some specific 
category of sugar has been waived. 


QUESTION: Well, that -- they put that out -- the handout 
from the White House, you know, yesterday. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Yes, that's right. 


QUESTION: If that's true -- (inaudible) -- quickly put out -- 
put on these sugar quotas in a political deal on the last 
budget vote to -- year and a half ago? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Last year, or was it a year and a 
half ago? The Congress -- 


QUESTION: I think it was May. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: -- tacked it on. 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: The Congress raised the price of sugar, 
domestic sugar to 164¢ about a year and a half ago in the 

tax bill fight, or right afterwards. We tried to keep the 
quotas off and when world prices were 8¢ and U.S. prices 

are 16¢, you know where your consumers are going to go and 

we flooded. So the Department of Agriculture did put on 
guotas. I think you are right. It was sometime in the spring 
anyway. 
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But they -- look at the dilemma that Brazil faces. You 

Slow down the import of Brazilian sugar, true. But you're 

paying twice as much for it. So they gain and lose at *'. 

same time. In terms of sales to the U.S. market, they Xo Oly 
get more dollars. But they have to sell that sugar son. i =: 
else, which further depresses the price of world sugar. And that 
is how these things start, you know, folding back in on them- 
selves. And that is one of the problems we have. 
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QUESTION: Can I ask a question -- (inaudible)? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: -- maybe I'd just add to Bill's 
answer to you on, you know, you left protectionism exactly 
where it was before. What Bill comes out of this with, if 
this agreement goes through, if he's got the -- (inaudible) 
-- it'll protect American producers, which is absolutely 
essential. 


On the other hand, he's got a clear commitment, we are willing 
to give them a little more time given the circumstances, 

a clear commitment to get rid of the export subsidy system, 
which is a protectionist device. It is the protection of 
exports. It takes away jobs in the same way that the protection 
of imports does. Same thing. 


So that, you know, he is still headed towards that goal. 
And you have made some ground on it. That is, I think, 
what has happened here. 


QUESTION: But they had agreed, they have been agreeing for -- 
I understand, a year or two years, they have been giving 
a full, clear commitment to get rid of the subsidies. 


AMBASSADOR BROCF. Yes. And they have been moving in that 
direction. They have been phasing it down. What they came 
to was a point where they say they simply can't afford to 
continue the elimination as of next April. And if they did 
break that commitment, then they could lose access to the 
U.S. market because they'd lose the injury test. And they 
really need that. 


Frankly, we need the prospect of a final elimination of their 
system. So I think we'd both come out of this thing with 
something. 


QUESTION: And you are talking about two years from next 
April? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Yes. 


QUESTION: In other words, a two-year round on it. 


QUESTION: The question I was going to ask -- Are we going 
to have the biggest balance of trade deficit in history this 
year? 


-15- No. 354 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: It is going to be very, very large. 

I don't know whether any of us know the final numbers, 

Or good enough to project. But the dollar is so strong, 
Chris, that if we have the kind of economic recovery we hope 
for, you have got to know that we are going to have an awful 
lot of imports. 
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Now, remember we are just talking trade deficit. The only 
real way to compute that is on what they call the “current 
account,” which is all transactions. And there, we are not 
going to be bad off. 


The current account is money flows and investment returns 
in foreign aid and all that kind of stuff. And that is 
what really effects your dollar value. So we might go into 
some deficit next year, but it won't be large. And we will 
have had larger current account deficits in the past. Only 
on merchandise trade are we going to see this surge. 


QUESTION: Now I have a question for Ambassador Enders. 
Is Sao Paulo the third biggest city in the world? 


ASSISTANT AMBASSADOR ENDERS: It is probably the second biggest 
city in the world now. 


QUESTION: Is it? Second to what Tokyo? Or -- 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Mexico City. 


QUESTION: Mexico City. 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Twelve million or thirteenth 
million. Mexico City is eighteen -- 


QUESTION: Tokyo and London are now behind both Mexico City 
and -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: London is certainly. Tokyo, 
I don't know how they count it. 


QUESTION: So you would think that Sao Paulo is the second 
biggest city in the world. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Second or the third. I don't -- 
We could try you an account on it if you want. 


QUESTION: Yes, I would because I'd like to be able to talk 
about it on the air tonight. 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Okay. 


QUESTION: Is Mexico considered a part of Latin America 
Or not? Because I read somewhere that Sao Paulo was the 
biggest city in Latin America. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: The biggest city in South 
America would be factually correct, by far. 


QUESTION: But not in Latin America. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Latin America, no. I don't -- 
Well, I'm not precise on that. Are you? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No, Mexico City -- 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Is the biggest -- 


QUESTION: If you could get anything on that, I would really 
like it. If you can get a figure as to how big it is. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: It is 12 or 13 billion I will 
get you a figure on it. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
QUESTION: Did you make any Lugar calls? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Did I make any Lugar calls? No. Of 
course not. They are two good friends. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- any calls on the Senatorial committees? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Both of those guys are very good friends. 
Packwood and I have been friends for a long time. I would 
not get into that. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 





~Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


PARTMENT OF STAT 


No. 365 
December 7, 1982 


PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ABOARD AIR FORCE ONE ENROUTE SAN JOSE, COSTA RICA 
December 3, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The first thing to be said is that the two 
Presidents badly scrambled up the schedule because they got 
together before lunch and instead of having a quick get- 
acquainted, and then we would go on to lunch and have the 
meetings as they were scheduled -- a bilateral meeting between 
them after lunch, and then an expanded meeting -- they kept 
talking together for almost three quarters of an hour so the 
whole schedule got backed up. However, I think that was a very 
constructive thing because, from all acounts I could get by 
talking with President Reagan just now and a little bit during 
the luncheon and with President Betancur, they seemed to hit it 
off well on a personal level and I think that is quite impor- 
tant. 


They discussed some issues of important substance while they 
were together, as President Reagan has told me about, and then 
we discussed in the meeting after lunch some others, and I can 
mention what the various ones were that we talked about. 


First of all -- 


QUESTION: Were there any American officials in the meeting 
with -- or just the President? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The two Presidents and the interpreters. 
QUESTION: Did Betancur at times speak English? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, he speaks.and understands English reasonably 
well, or at least I would say in the -- while I was standing 

around with him, we could converse all right, but he seemed to 
prefer to have whatever was said interpreted and to speak in 
Spanish. And I suppose particularly when he had a group of his 
Ministers there with him some spoke English and some did not. 

So the translation was handled that way. 


QUESTION: What were the subjects that were so important and 
did they make any progress or any new agreements? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, on the subject of narcotics -- 
there is total agreement on the importance of continuing strong 
efforts in the field both from our standpoint and theirs. They 
made it clear in the bilateral meetings and in the meetings 
that went on between Secretary Regan and Ambassador Brock and 
everywhere that this subject was discussed that it was impor- 
tant to both countries. 


From their standpoint, for example, the development of the 
drug trade brings in an element -- well-heeled -- into their 
country of people who wind up buying up businesses and getting 
‘into politics in an undesirable way, so they told us. So that 
aspect of the drug problem is not appreciated at all in 
Colombia. I think these are fairly predictable things. I am 
not telling you anything you don't know already, except that 
these confirm the undesirability from their standpoint and 
obviously from ours. 


The same is true -- the President had just heard and called 

the families involved about two agents -- this is the thing 

that he had in his pocket -- I asked him the names of the agents. 
Two agents of ours in Miami, one who was killed and another wounded 
in -- as part of a task force in Miami trying to capture 

drugs and people dealing in drugs -- one named Ario Rios and 

the other, Alex Gantry. There are the names. You can write 
them down. But anyway as evidence of our effort on this and 

our concern about and the difficulties of it, this was just 
something that happened to have taken place and the President 
called these families as he was coming from Brasilia to 

Bogota. 
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So anyway one subject was narcotics. They -- and now I am 

just reporting what the President has told me -- that President 
Betancur expressed his view that the Organization of American 
States -- the OAS -- should have universal membership -- the 
principle of universality including all countries in America. 


And President Reagan told him that he agreed with that and said, 
now, if you take the case of Cuba, we would be glad to see Cuba 
as part of the Organization of American States, but only if 

Cuba breaks its ties and ceases being a satellite of the 

Soviet Union. So that was the subject that was discussed in the 
larger meeting, the Caribbean Basin ; 

Initiative. Both countries, obviously, having a great 

concern about it. 


QUESTION: Did the Colombian President share President Reagan's 
one condition for Cuba on that? Or did he disagree with that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'd say our impression was that he 
did, but let me not -- don't report it that way because I think 
it's up to him to say -- and I can only say what my President -- 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible). 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can only say what President Reagan reported. 
And I don't think it's fair for me to quote him in a private 
conversation. 


QUESTION: (inaudible) -- agrees because he already knows what 
Cuba, you know, where -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm just giving you a little read-out 
on their private conversation -- insofar as his response to this 
statement, I think I'll just have to pass on that and that's 

up to President Betancur to -- 


QUESTION: But do you know what he said? Did you gain the impression 
that he agreed? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm going to pass on that... 
and your people will have to ask his opinion about it. 


On the CBI, they inquired about the status of the legislation. 

And we reported on where it stands in the Congress, which is 
basically positive in the sense that both Ways and Means of 
Senate Finance are committed to taking it up. And the leadership, 
both in committee and in the full bodies, seem to be quite 
Supportive. But, of course, that does not necessarily mean 

that it is going to pass. But we had a fairly lengthy discussion 
of that. 
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We talked about Central America and our mutual concerns for stability 

in that area. They have hopes that, perhaps, Nicaragua will move 

in a more pluralistic development, more pluralistic way. We 

said that we shared that hope. But in the meantime, we find 

it totally unacceptable that Nicaragua is a base from which arms 

are shipped to insurgency movements in other neighboring countries, 

and that these developments are very disruptive. And yet, they, I think 
want to work with Nicaragua in the hope that Nicaragua will come 

around. Well, we hope so, too. 


—_— 


QUESTION: Was he the one that suggested that Nicaragua be more 
pluralistic? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This is something that I think we all would 
share. 


QUESTION: I mean that that was their -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. They are interested in seeing that 
happened -- that different groups that represent varying points 
of view can express themselves, that the oress remains able to 
write with some freedom, and things of that kind. 
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QUESTION: yet, they are not saying whether they agreed or 
disagreed with the U.S. policy of isolating Nicaragua in 
Central America. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our policy is not to isolate Nicaragua. Our 
policy is to do everything we can to interdict that flow of 
armaments, and to help the democratic countries that 

are being subjected to these insurgencies. 


QUESTION: In fact, the practical objective of the policy is 
isolation, is it not? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would say that Nicaragua isolates itself 

when it acts in this manner. And beyond that, when it 

undertakes within its own country that have been highly publicized, 
which I think tend to isclate them. It is not our isolating 

them 


QUESTION: Do yau know that Betancur did not make any sort of 
reference to disagreeing with U.S. policy toward Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: He stated his policy, as I have described. 
And we stated ours. You have to remember that we are in a 
fairly short space of time, and there is interpretation both 
ways. So it is hard toreally plow through these topics. 


We did leave it that the Vice President, who has been 

named Ambassador to Washington from Colombia -- his name is 
Gomez, a very interesting and fine person. I happened to sit 
next to him at lunch, and had a chance to talk to him at length. 
At any rate, we left it that -- working with him, working with 
their Foreign Minister who I have met with a number of times -- 
we will talk together. And we will work at this. And we will 
try to -- other Central American subjects, Nicaragua and so on -- 
and try to find our way to solutions, because underneath it all, 
what we totally agree on is the importance of a peaceful, stable 
Situation there, so that there can be economic development. 


QUESTION: Why do you think that the Colombian President 
delivered such a tough toast? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would say that he expressed concerns about 
economic development and Other things of that kind and some of 
those we share. Some of the implied reasons, I would say, 
perhaps, they are not fully appreciative of some of the things 
at least we are doing. 


I was interested that, when it came to the trading system for 

example -- while he mentioned the United States -- I think he 

correctly identified the European community as the part of the 
act that is giving us the most troubie these days. That is a 

reflection of what happened in GATT last week. 


QUESTION: Why do you think that the Colombian President delivered 
such a tough toast? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would say that he expressed concerns 
about economic development and other things of that kind. 

And some of those, we share. Some of the implied reasons, 

I would say, perhaps, they are not fully appreciative of some 
of the things at least we are doing. 


I was interested that, when it came to the trading system 

for example -- while he mentioned the Ynited States -- I 
think he correctly identified the European community as the 
part of the act that is giving us the most trouble these days. 
That is a reflection of what happened in GATT last week. 


QUESTION: He seemed to be blaming us for lending him money. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: He was not talking so much about Colombia 
as Other countries. 


QUESTION: Did he ask the Untied States to take a different 
approach in terms of sending military advisors to Salvador, 
and our approach to Cuba and Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, I think you will find a lot of answers 
to these questions in the President's toast. It specified 
what we have advocated and what we have signed up on and 

they have signed up on in the San Jose Declaration about 
military advisors and about offensive armaments,and so on. Those 
principles are right there. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- pulling all advisors out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. That is what we have proposed, and what 
others have proposed. We are quite prepared to do it. 


QUESTION: Would the United States favor a forum such as the 
one that was in San Jose, but that, also, included the protagonists 
in this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The San Jose forum was, basically, of 
deomocratic countries. 


QUESTION: I know that. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And so I think, if you are going to include 
people who are not democratic countries, then you are changing 

the basic format of it. Nevertheless, Colombia, Mexico, Venezuela, 
all are seeking some sort of dialogue with Nicaragua. And we 

have no -- and fine. But we feel that it is important for people 
not to kid themselves about what is happening -- about the very 
heavy flow of armaments from the Soviet Union to Cuba, and from 
the fact that these find their way through Nicaragua, usually, 

to these other countries. And that constitutes a problem, and 
something that is unacceptable. I do not think anyone disagrees 
about that. 


QUESTION: Did he explain the demonstrations and their going on 
in Bogota in the past couple days? 
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QUESTION: And what was the President's reaction to the 
demonstrations at the wreath laying ceremony? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The crowds around were kept at some distance. 
But on the whole, they looked pretty friendly, I thought. 

They were waving. I was riding in the car with the President. 
They were waving at him and smiling. He's -- can hardly contain 
himself. He saw that crowd way off in a distance and he was ready 
to go over but -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: When he got off the chopper -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- security people who were not willing. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: When he got off the chopper, he 
stood up on the edge and waved to the crowd -- (inaudible) -- 


QUESTION: -- Americans have an easier time getting into that 
air base or the airport than the -- can anybody go in, do you 
know -- (inaudible) -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: No, I'm sure it was closed -- 


QUESTION: They didn't come up -- the supdject of demonstrations 
didn't come up in the discussion and -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: (Inaudible) -- discussion. 


QUESTION: Were you at all disturbed by Betancur's desire to 
remain non-aligned? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he's put that forward and, of course, 
that's up to Colombia. I think that one of the important 

things, and I should have said this at the beginning that apparently 
in their private meeting, the President opened his side of the 
conversation with his desire to come to Latin America and 
listen to people who he respects and hear their views about 

what the problems are and how serious they are -- what their 

nature is, what kind of things they suggest might be done about 
them. And he did the same thing with President Figueiredo. And 

he thinks he's learned a lot. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible.) 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Are we through now with the Colombia side? 
QUESTION: (Inaudible.) 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think so. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- question. Oh, I know, I forgot it 
when we -- you said the issue of non-alignment is up to the 
Colombians. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's up to the Colombians and the others 
who have to decide whether to take them into that or not. 


QUESTION: Right, right. Surely, the United States would 
prefer to have Colombia allied strongly with the United States? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, but we don't want to be in a position 
here of trying to say to them, "You should do this. You should 
do that." They have to make up their minds what's best for 
them. 


QUESTION: But I mean, isn't it like -- if you're trying to 
get legislation through Congress, you know they have to make 
the final actions but you would lobby them. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's part of the United States government 

and the -- it's taken as normal that the Executive branch tries 
to get them to pass the right legislation and if they do what we 
ask them to do, they do the right thing and if they don't, 

they do the wrong thing. We all know that. 


QUESTION: But, Mr. Secretary, often we ask -- or we seek 
allies to help us in the international arena as well as in 
Congress. I mean, wouldn't the United States prefer to have 
Colombia -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Sure, yes. We're not making a -- 


QUESTION: It's not really a matter of indifference to the 
United States, is it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, but we didn't make any big point of it 
down here. 


QUESTION: Were you surprised by the tone of the -- well, and 
the content of the toast? When did you know the -- (inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would characterize it as a very frank 
statement of the depth of concern of people at a time when 
economic conditions are poor and effect everybody -- perhaps 
Colombia less tNan manv of here neichbors. Rut, neverthelee«s 
they're part of it and in which the Caribbean area -- and : 
remember their coastline makes them very much a Caribbean state 
-- and the Central American area in particular has a lot of 
instability that's bound to concern them. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- anticipated this kind of statement 
in the planning of this trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We didn't know what he was going to say in 
his toast when we set out on this trip. No. But we began 
to get some intimations of it -- 
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QUESTION: Secretary Shultz or Mr. Enders, our Miami bureau 

chief who speaks Spanish fluently at times said he felt the toast 
bordered on being almost unrespectful in that he said "Your 
Presidente or Mr. President” and instead he was referring as “you” 
-- do your people think this is -- is that at all so or was that 

a customary way to address a visiting Head of State? Was it 
unusual to say “you” and things like that? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: You may have noticed that our 
President directed himself directly to Figueiredo and to 
Betancur at a number of places, too. 


QUESTION: But, I mean, in Spanish style of speaking -- 
(inaudible). 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: No, this is a man who's very direct. 
He said in his speech he was being very direct. He wanted to 
put it straight forward. I don't think he intended in a 
disrespectful sense. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- in the day that words were tough. 

They were very frank, and yet the tone, I mean you could tell 
that Reagn was having a jolly time at the airport saying goodbye. 
There seemed to me a rapport. I mean, how do you -- do you 

think -- what is the -- This is the first time they've met, 

isn't it? And how do explain -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't know quite how you explain 
it. It was a tough toast and all that. We've gone 
through that. 


One of the problems is that these things get written before 
the meetings take place. So, something gets written. Then 
you have a meeting. The meeting is just great, but the toast 
prevails I would suppose that if a -- I'm just guessing -- 
well, I won't guess. I'll just leave it at that. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: The President said -- when they 
had finished the ceremony at the airport, and they were getting 
off the plane, he took his hand and looked -- 


QUESTION: -- back into the fold, especially concerning this 
is a new man and you needed to establish relationship -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, it's a new president and a country that's 
always been important and aligned with the United States or 
having interest in the United States for reasons that I pointed 
Out on the way down. So, eventually I think we wanted to 

have this meeting. 
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QUESTION: Had he just been speaking for his own domestic 
consumption -- just talking for his audience at home? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think you have to ask him 
questions like that. I am not going to speculate with that 
-- (inaudible) -- I don't think it is right for me to say, 
"Well, now, I know why he did that for this or that." 

I don't know. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- leader in Sacramento? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, zwobably do. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- they didn't seem to be on the 
same wavelength for any of their even economic -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Weil, let's see how it develops. I 

think this is a start of a relationship between 

the Betancur government and our own. And we have started 
something here with an important contact, and I think it 

is going to work itself along. There are plenty of problems 
to worry about -- with cut flowers, sugar quotas to the -- 
or these type issues as we see in Central America and we 

are going to work at it. 


QUESTION: How are you and the President all holding up? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Okay. He carried the load and did a 
great job of it. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- on El Salvador? 
QUESTION: Yes. What can we expect? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We talked about that briefly before. 
I don't think I have anything much to add. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- their talk tonight? 


SECRETARY SEULTZ: I think the keys, of course, are the 
importance we attach to stability and security for El Salvador 
as a necessary condition for economic development as the 

end objective and our support for that; the importance 

of democratic values -- values of the right to vote and 

choose and the values of treatment of people, so-called 

human rights issues. I am sure these will all be talked 
about. And it is that sort of a meeting. 
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QUESTION: Well, you mean -- is the President just going 
to open up like that? Is there -- or are there other -- 
some talking points? Is he going to drive home a particular -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President has talking points, 

but I don't find them a total predictor of the way he goes 
about it. He seems to have a -- quite a flare for personal 
interaction. And he manages to get his points in, but he 
seems to meet a person as a person and interact with that 
individual. And so out of that were on the talking points, 
but they come about in a different way. But the general 
themes seems to me very clear with El Salvador what our 
objections are and the help that we have given and want to 
continue to give,and some of the issues related to that. 

I think you are all well aware of. 


QUESTION: This is just the first, of course, of four 
meetings with Central American leaders. Really, Nicaragua 
is the only one that is left out and I'm sure you have read 
the response they have had to the fact that he was coming 
to Central America and not going there and -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Belize is left out, too. 


QUESTION: You say there is no policy -- (inaudible) -- 
wouldn't they think that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: (Inaudible) -- very simple for Nicaracua 
to get included, and that is stop this business of being 

a source for flow of arms that promote insurgency against 
democratic governments in their neighboring states. It is 
very simple. 


QUESTION: I spoke to one person when I was preparing for 
this trip and he suggested that apparently we are going to 
have to fly over Nicaragua and that that had great symbolic 
content. What do you think about that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think it has any symbolic content. 


QUESTION: You've probably been asked this a million times 
by State Department reporters, but is it true what we 
read, that you are at least lowering the profile of U.S. 
statements about Central America, softening the rhetoric’ 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think we -- that I have come 

in and found a policy in place that the President has 

put there. And I have been following it. I agree with 

it, and tried to state it in my own words in the talk that 

I made at the Organization of American States. I say my 

own words, with a lot of help from Ambassador Enders and some 
other people in the Department. But it seems to me that 

the emphasis has always been on the importance, on the one hand, 
of getting conditions of stability and peace so that you 

can have economic development under democratic conditions. 
That is the strategy and it is spread itself out in terms of 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- Alexander Haig? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: These are the policies that Al Haig 
helped the President to develop. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: President Reagan's trip to South America and 
Central America, now concluded, is part of the diplomacy of the 

new world. He has been to Canada, met with Prime Minister Trudeau 
some seven times. He has met several times with the just out-going 
President of Mexico and recently with the in-coming and has addressed 
the OAS. And this is part of that unfolding process. 





The trip has been marked throughout by, on the one hand, close 
and cordial personal relationships between the President and his 
counterparts from start to finish and a considerable amount and, 
of course, a wide variety of substantive discussions at each stop. 


The overall themes have remained as we envisaged them to begin 
with. First, of course, is the emphasis on democracy in our 
hemisphere. And if you think of it, coming down from Canada on 
through to the tip of South America, by now some 90 percent of 
the people live under conditions where elected governments, in 
one way Or another, are their governments. So the first point 
that we have emphasized and talked about and sought to dramatize 
is the importance of democracy in our hemisphere. 
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Second, of course, is the importance of peace and stability. 
It's self important, but as -- also as an essential condition 
for economic development. So questions having to do with trade 
and aid and incentives of one kind or another have to fit into 
the pattern of the creation of stable conditions. Of course, 
that problem is much more prominent and up-front here in Central 
America than it has been in the other two stops. 


I'd be glad to have your questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, earlier today General Rios Montt issued 
a statement talking about a process that would supposedly lead 
to free elections in Guatemala. Did this issue -- was this issue 
discussed with the President? And what was said about it? And 


is there any kind of a timetable for those elections? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm not sure that I have the question, 
but as I understand it, it is that earlier today President Rios 
Montt made a statement having to do with an election in Guatemala, 
and was this question discussed, and was there a timetable set? 
Do I have the question correct? 





QUESTION: Yes. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The situation in Guatemela was described to 
us by President Rios Montt in a lot of detail with maps and 
information. He left us with some booklets. And with regard to 
the election, he said that there would be the establishment of 

a constitutional convention or assembly, and that the date of 
March 23rd would be the date on which that would be identified -- 
and precisely what that meant, I am not too sure. But, at any 
rate, presumably on March 23rd, some significant step toward a 
constitutional assembly will be taken. But that is really a 
question that you should ask him, not me. 





QUESTION: Will the U.S. resume military sales to Guatemala? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question is will the U.S. resume military 
sales to Guatemela. 





That is a question that remains to be decided. Of course, it is 
worth noting that the Congress in the Caribbean Basin Initiative 
did include $10 million for Guatemala. And, basically, the 
discussion that we had with President Rios Montt was one that 
Started with the invitation from President Reagan as he has 
described here just a moment ago to listen. And with that 
invitation, President Rios Montt did a lot of describing of the 


Situation -- including the, I think, more proper way of putting 
this March 23rd thing, as Tom Enders reminded me, the publication 
of the law -- is what is looked for at that point. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you, or is Secretary Regan, going 





to follow up this trip with statements to financial institutions 
about your confidence in the area? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question is am I, or is Secretary Regan, 
going to follow up this trip with statements to financial 
institutions about our confidence in the area. Is that right? 





QUESTION: Yes, 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course as far as financial matters 
are concerned, on the one hand there is our program of assis- 
tance that is being debated and voted on in the Congress right 
now, and that will determine to a certain extent the parameters 
of what we could do in that regard. And that will affect things 
like the World Bank, and in the context of South America, the 
Inter-American Development Bank, which is very much on everyone's 
mind. As far as private creditors are concerned, of course they 
make their own decisions. The bridging loan was announced with 
Brazil, and that is designed to, on the one hand help Brazil, and 
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and on the other to be an expression of confidence and support 
that we have in the Brazilian economy. 


QUESTION: President Suazo in his statement referred to a peace 
initiative. Is that the warning of his initiative with Nicaragua? 
Did he give the President a report on the status of any talks 
that he has undertaken with Nicaragua to ease the border dispute? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question is, President Suazo referred in 
his statement to a peace initiative and was this -- what was 
this peace initiative? The peace initiative he referred to, 

I believe, was the Six-point program that became part of the 
San Jose Conference calling for various actions which you are 
familiar with. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I just want to know if you could 
confirm or deny whether the U.S. is providing training for anti- 
Sandinista Nicaraguans from Honduras? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question is whether the U.S. is providing 
training for anti-Sandinistas in Nicaragua. The United States 
is not in Nicaragua in any training capacity. There are people 
in Nicaragua apparently who don't like what is going on there, 
but that is not anything that we are training them for. 





THE PRESS: Thank you, 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- firm meeting in every way and very sup- 
portive of the democratic traditions of Costa Rica, and that 

was, kind of, punctuated with an exclamation point by the little 
incident in the hall where the President and President Monge 
Signed the agreement and made their speeches. Beyond that 
general kind of support which is an atmosphere which is extremely 
important, there were a lot of substantive things to talk about 
that are quite wonderful. 
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First, I would call your attention to the terrific progress 
that Costa Rica has made since President Monge has assumed 
office there in less than a year. They've cut their rate of 
inflation down to a third of what it was. They've totally 
rearranged their balance of payment situation from a big nega- 


tive to a positive. In other words, they've down a lot in their 
economy. 
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But, obviously, they need support and we're trying to give them 
Support. They're interested in the CBI and are counting on 
it. And we reported on that. There are meetings -- one in 
December and one in January -- on an investment treaty and a 
tax treaty, both of which will be beneficial to Costa Rica and 
also to our own people. So, those are specific things that I 
think are worth mentioning. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- that he felt that they were a firm 
democratic ally and they didn't have an army and they weren't 
in for the military aid, but they deserve more permanent 


American support. Is he making specific requests for more 
aid? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they need aid and an example of 
something that may or may not come to pass, but eS 
ry and 


apparently a section of the country that is now qui 
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where the farmers are in desperate eed of increased supplies 
of ground water. Now, maybe there is some way in which, as 
a technical matter, with some help from the Seabees or some 
Organization like that we can help and we're going to try to 
do that. And it would be -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) -- buffer zone? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's been talked about in the northern 
area with Nicaragua. 


QUESTION: Was there a specific discussion today about -- 
other than the CBI -- other specific aid dealing with that 
buffer zone? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You're interested in that buffer zone and 
there is a prospect of an agricultural development there, and 
they want it to be a good place for the people living there -- 
another thing that they're interested in and I don't -- we're 
trying to figure out how we might be able to help them. But 
it turns out that with your radio or television set on there, 
about all you can get is whatever comes over the air from 
Nicaragua -- so, just because of the mountainous terrain and 
all that. So, we're trying to figure out how they might be 
able to beam some of their own programs in there. So, there 
are things of that kind that -- 


QUESTION: Do you think that there's going to be any direct 
aid or was there discussions of direct aid for that buffer 
zone, both military and economic, specifically -- 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The agricultural development -- and I think 
that is designed to go in there -- of course, we have to des- 
Cribe to the people very honestly what is happening in our 
Congress to that aid bill. And the amount is not going up, 

| and every time there's a mark-up, the amount for Israel is 

| 

| 

| 
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enlarged. And, of course, when you have a fixed ceiling, and 
you keep pushing the amoung for Israel up, you squeeze every- 
thing else out. And that's a problem -- not only -- and it's 
a problem for the multi-national banks, the Inter-American 
Bank replenishment they're very interested in and the IDA 
replenishment and so forth. So, these are matters that, 

that we didn't go into it in all of that detail, but I think 
we have to say we're working on that bill and, as far as the 
CBI is concerned, describing where that stands in our, our 
efforts on that and the fact that the leadership of both parties 
and the reievant committee seems to be thoroughly on board. 
And we hope that we'll get that but you never know. 


QUESTION: Okay, don't you think it's about time you cleared 
up this question of training Somozan forces to invade Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You wnat to change to -- are you through 
with Costa Rica? That was not a subject. That -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't. On Honduras, here we have a 
very poor country with a democratic government that we 

are seeking to support economically and in the security sense. 
They have the problem of sort of a spill-over of the El Salva- 
dor guerrillas and the dissidence stirred up by Nicaraguans. 
They have been a country that has been most helpful in inter- 
diction of the flow of arms from Nicaragua into these other 
countries. So, that's a very significant contribution. 


And they are a country that is in a sense paying the price for 
Nicaragua's regionalizing of this war? 


QUESTION: Would you repeat that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Nicaragua's regionalizing of it, that 
is, of having it -- having the arms shipments going through 
other countries and around through El Salvador. So, that 
represents a problem for them. 


QUESTION: Do you think it's fair in theory for the United 
States to assist Honduras in stopping these shipments, to 
assist Honduras in fighting off this guerrilla movement 
Surrounding it -- in theory. It's fair of the United States 
to support them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we certainly believe that it's sup- 
porting the democratic governments of Central America -- 
the effort to stop the flow of arms that's coming in 

via Nicaragua it a very Significant and important and worth- 
while thing to do. Beyond there, it's essential to the 
maintenance of people's «©. curity. 


QUESTION: What is the U.S. support of that -- of stopping 
those shipments, etc.? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It certainly is helpful. Yes. 


QUESTION: You're saying that you would have nothing more 

to talk about in terms of any kind of military aid or so-calied 
war along the border. What I'm saying is, though, is that in 
theory the United States would look favorably upon helping 
Honduras stop these shipments and that may include some steps. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you're just talking about interdiction 
insofar as the territory of Honduras is concerned. And I 
think that's a positive contribution to stability in the 
area,cutting down that flow or armaments. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, wasn't Honduras a little embarrassed 
by reports that the CIA was giving money and military equip- 
ment to train these exiles? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any comments to make about 
reports on the CIA, but I think that the Government of Honduras 
is welcoming the President here and we expect to have a very 
worthwhile meeting. 


QUESTION: Will it welcome military aid? Will it ask for mili- 
tary aid in stopping these shipments -- interdiction of 
these shipments? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think of military aid purely and 
Simply in terms of stopping shipments. They are designed to 
help the country maintain its security. And that'‘a part of it. 


QUESTION: My question is are you -- is the United States training 


Nicaraguans to invade Nicaragua in a sort of a Bay of Pigs kind 
of -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Nicaragua has -- there are Nicaraguans who, 
for various reasons, such as the Indians, feel that they have 
not been getting very good treatment and they're not too 

happy about it. That's a problem for Nicaragua. Our problem 

is that the flow of arms that comes through Nicaragua to these 
other countries is destabilizing to them. That is what we're 
trying, principally, to deal with -- or not principally to deal 
with, we're trying to deal with that so that these countries 

can have a measure of stability. And stability is the essential 
ingredient for economic development and growth. 


QUESTION; So you're saying the United States -- what the 
United States is doing in Honduras is all aimed at the 
shipment of these arms. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What -- 
QUESTION: Aimed at stopping the shipment of these arms. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the proposal that I think was 
Originally made by Honduras and became a statement in the 

San Jose Conference includes some very significant points. 

It includes the notion that you shouldn't acquire offensive 
weapons. It includes the notion that you shouldn't be promoting 
insurgencies in other countries. It includes the notion that 
foreign military advisors, all of them, should leave those 
countries. And the President has picked these up and repeated 
them and endorsed them in his speeches. So that's the sort of 
thing that we're driving at. Let people alone and let them have 
a little peace and quiet so that they can develop their own 
economies. 


QUESTION: Is there going to be some frank talk with Rios Montt 
about human rights? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, Rios Montt is head of a country that 
we're -- which has made some interestiny and significant strides 
in the human rights direction. And the President will be 
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talking with him, asking him about his country. It's not a 
country that we have had a close relationship with, but it's 
a country that seems to be moving in a direction more aligned 
with the democratic values that we hold. So we're very happy 
to have a chance to talk with him and listen to him and give 
him our views. 
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QUESTION: Will the President tell him whether we're going to 
give them $2 million worth of helicopter parts? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What all will transpire, I can't predict 
at this point. But we don't have any program of some sort of 
pre-set arrangement of any kind. 


QUESTION: I mean, you are considering resuming -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is a request around for helicopter 
Spare parts. And taht's been discussed. But that's not some- 
thing that's on this program. 


QUESTION: They won't talk about that, you don't think? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They may talk about it. He may bring it 
up and they may discuss it. 


MR. GERGEN: Since you have to file your reports here fairly 
soon, why don't we take one more question -- 


QUESTION: In your view, has Rios Montt come far enough? 
Has the movement in human rights been significant enough that 
the United States is now willing to move forward in that rela- 


tionship beyond just the formalities -- back to military aid, 
back to economic aid and so on? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The fact of the matter is that there has 
been significant movement and that's a subject that perhaps 
will come up. But at any rate, we're exploring that. And I'm 
not in a position to answer your question at this point in time. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: I'm going to add here, Mr. Secretary, 
that the Congress decided to include $10 million the 

economic aid as part of the Caribbean Basin Initiative for 
Guatemala. So, that answers part of your question. 


QUESTION: They've done that already then. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Yes, that was voted on earlier this 
year. In August. 


QUESTION: Within the $35 million? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Within the $350 million. 


MR. GERGEN: (Inaudible) only about 15 minutes to do your 
pool report here. 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible) of these two leaders, is it mainly 
get-acquainted? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: At each one of these stops, obviously,we 

want to get acquainted. Although, in some cases the President 

is already well acquainted, as he met President Monge. He's 

met President Suazo; he's met President Figueiredo in Washington. 
So it isn't as though in each place, it's a new person. In 

some cases -- yes; in some -- no. But always part of this 
process is meeting people, talking with them, hearing about 

their problems. It's part of building a relationship for the 
people and for the country. That's a prime object of the trip. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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Passport Validity Doubled to Ten Years; Fees to Rise 





As of January 1, 1983, the Department of State will implement 
new regulations to begin issuing a ten-year passport. As a 
result, most American travelers will now be able to use the new 
passports twice as long as in the past. People under 18, 
however, will continue to be issued five-year passports, since 
their appearance changes more quickly. The fee for the 
ten-year passport will be thirty-five dollars. The fee for the 
five-year document will be increased to twenty dollars. 


Improving Services to American Travelers 





The longer-validity passport is a part of the Department of 
State's effort to improve services to American travelers. The 
change was authorized in the Department's FY 1982-1983 
Authorization Act (PL-97-241) signed by President Reagan on 
August 24, 1982. 


Many travelers already possess one of the world's first 
machine-readable passports produced by the Travel Document 
Issuance System (TDIS). Over a million such passports are in 
circulation today. They are being produced at the Washington, 
Los Angeles, and Chicago passport agencies. This innovation 
will eventually speed travelers through immigration formalities 
overseas and upon return to the U.S. They will merely slide 
their passports over a machine reader at a port of entry 
instead of waiting for laborious name-checking by an 
immigration officer. Besides being more convenient, these new 
machine-readable passports have built-in anti-fraud features 
which make them more difficult to counterfeit. 
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Fee Increase 





The Department of State has been charging a 1930's price for a 
1980's document. The price of a passport has only risen one 
dollar since 1932. The real cost of providing passport 
services to the public has, of course, long exceeded the 
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present ten dollar issuance fee. Federal government agencies 
are required by the Independent Offices Appropriations Act of 
1952 to set fees that recover to the fullest extent possible 
the cost of services provided. Under the same user charges 
principle, fees for other services provided by the Department 
of State (such as for immigrant visas and notarials) were 
increased substantially last year to catch up with rising 
costs. The authority to set passport fees, however, was only 
recently granted by the Congress to the Secretary of State. 

A much smaller fee-~-an “execution® fee--is also charged to 
applicants who are required to appear in person and subscribe 
to the truth of statements in their applications before 
officials designated by the Secretary of State. That fee has 
been increased from five to seven dollars. Personal appearance 
and execution fee are waived for applicants who have been the 
bearer of a passport issued within the past eight years, were 
18 or over when it was issued, and who are able to submit that 
passport with their new application. 


In summary, all who submit applications as of January l, 1983, 
will be issued passports under the new regulations. Applicants 
over 18 who are required to apply in person will pay a total of 
forty-two dollars for the new ten-year passport, while 
applicants under 18 will pay twenty-seven dollars for a 
five-year passport. Adults who qualify for waiver of personal 
appearance avoid the seven dollar execution fee making the cost 
of their ten-year passport thirty-five dollars, 


For further information contact John Cauifield 
(202) 632-6326 
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THE UNITED STATES AND 

THE REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA 
SIGN NEW BILATERAL TEXTILE 
AGREEMENT 


The United States and the Republic of Colombia exchanged 
notes dated July i, 1982 and August 11, 1982, respectively, 
to effect a new bilateral textile Agreement relating to trade 
in cotton, woo]. and man-made fiber textiles and textile 
products. The texts of the notes follow: 


1982" 





UNITED STATES NOTE 





No. 303 July 1, 1982 


Bogota, Colombia 


His Fxcellency 

Carlos Lemos Simmonds 
Minister for Foreign Relations 
Bogota 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 


Excellency: 


I have the honor to refer to the Arrangement Regarding 
International Trade in Textiles, with Annexes, done at Geneva 
on December 20, 1973, and extended by the Protocols of Decen- 


ber 14, 1977 and December 22, 1981, respectively, at Geneva 


EB/TEX - Roger Freeman (202) 632-2777 


For further infaorrrvect score az apa tara? : 
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(hereinafter referred to as the Arrangement). I have also the 


honor to refer to discussions between representatives of the : 


>» 


Government of the United States of America and the Government . 
of the Republic of Colombia-held in Bogota from February 22 -to 


February 25, 1982, concerning exports of cotton, wool and 


man-made fiber textiles and textile producta from Colombia to 


the United States of America. As a result of those discussions 


and in conformity with Articles 4 and 6 of the Arrangement, I 


have the honor to propose the following Agreement relating to 


trade im cotton, w. »1 and man-made fiber textiles and textile 
products between the Government of the United States of America . 


and the Government of the Republic of Colambis. 
1. The term of this Agreement shall be from July 1, 1982 


through June 30, 1986. During such term, the Government of the 
Republic of Colombia will limit exports of cotton, wool and 
man-made fiber textiles and textile products to the United 
States during each agreement year to the limits and 
consultation levels specified in the following peregraghe. 
2. Textiles and textile products covered by this 
Agreement shall be classified in three groups, as follows: 
GROUP DEFINITION 
I Yarns of cotton, wool and man-made fibers 
(Categories 300, 301, 400, 600-605). 
Il... Fabric and made-up and miscellaneous non- 
apparel products of cotton, wool and 


man-made fibers (Categories 310-320, 


360-369, 410-429, 464-469, 610-627, 


665-669). 
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III - Apparel of cotton, wool and man-made fibers 
(Categories 330-359, 431-459, 630-659). 

The determination of aerend a textile or textile product 
is of cotton, wool + cree "fiber shall be msde in 
esssutenes with-the terms of Paragraph 10. The categories 
referred to in the above definitions of groups are those 
summarized in Annex A. 

3. Each “agreement year” shall begin July 1 and end os 
June 30, with the first agreement year commencing on July 1, 
1982 and ending on June 30, 1983. "Limit”™ or “limits” means, 
as the context requires, a group limit or specific limit, or 
any combination thereof. "Flexibility” means the amount by 
which a specific limit may be exceeded pursuant to Paragraph 7. 

4. The group limit applicable to Group III for the first 


agreement year is 48,499,452 square yards equivalent. For the 


second and each succeeding agreement year, the group limit 


applicable to Group III shall be increased by seven (7) percent 
annually. The limits referred to in this paragraph are without 
adjustments under any other provision of this Agreement. 

5. Within applicable group limits, the following specific 


limits shall apply for the first agreement year: 


CATEGORY LIMIT UNIT 
313 (sheeting) 11,921,690 SYD 
443 (suits, men's and boys') 11,869 Doz. 


444 (suits, women's, girls’ 


and infants') 4,388 poz. 
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633 (suit type coats, men's 
and boys’) 92,986 DOZ. . 
641 (blouses) 174,110 DOZ. 
For the second and each succeeding agreement year, and : . 
within applicable group limits, each specific limit shall be 
increased by seven (7) percent annually except specific limits 


for wool categories, which shall be increased by one (1) 


percent annually. The Limits referred to in this paragraph are 





without adjusteent under any other provision of this Agreement. 

6. The Governments of the Republic of Colombia and the 
United States of America will study carefully the trade of the 
knil ana wovem proaucts Ctnat make up VLategory 033, ana Chey 
commit themselves, in the event that one of the two countries 
considers that the evolution of this trade is inconvenient, to 
carry owt consultations in which they will make every effort to 
reech a autually agreeable solution. 

7. During any agreement year, and within applicable group 
limits for such agreement year as they may be adjusted pursuant 
to Paragraph 8, any specific limit may be exceeded by not more 


thas: 


(A) ten (10) percent for cotton and man-made fiber 
products in Groups I and LI; 

(B) seven (7) percent for cotton and man-made fiber 
apparel in Group III; and 

(C) five (5) percent for all wool products. 

Adjustments made pursuant to this paragraph are in 


addition to those made pursuant to Paragraph 8. 
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8. (A) Im any agreement year, in addition to any 
adjustment pursuant to Paragraph 7 in the case of a specific 
limit, exports may exceed by a maximum of eleven (11) percent, 
any group or specific limit by allocating to such limit for 
that agreement year an unused portion of the corresponding 
limit for the previous agreement year (carryover) or a portion 
of the corresponding limit for the succeeding agreement year 
(carryforward) subject to the following conditions: 

(1) Carryover may be utilized as available up to 
eleven (11) percent of the receiving agreement year's 
applicable limits. 

(2) The combination of carryover and carryforward 


*. 


may not exceed eleven (11) percent of the receiving 
agreement year's applicable limit. 

(3) Carryforward may be utilized up to six (6) 
percent OL Cne receiving agreement year's applicable limit 
and charged against the immediately following agreement 
year's corresponding limit. 

(4) If substantial statistical differences exist 
between the import and export data from which shortfall 
for a given agreement year is computed, the parties shall 


consult as soon as possible, and in any case within the 


first six months of the succeeding agreement year. 
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(B) For purposes of this Agreement, a shortfall occurs 
when exports of textiles and textile products of Colombian 
origin to the United States during an agreement year are below 
any applicable group and specific limit for that agreement 
year. In the agreement year following the shortfall, such 
exports from Colombia to the United States may be permitted to 
exceed the group and specific limits subject to conditions of 
sub-paragraph (A) of this paragraph by carryover of shortfall 
in the following manner: 

(1) The carryover shall not exceed the amount of 
shortfall in either the applicable group or specific limit; 

(2) In the case of shortfall in a category (or a 
combination of categories) subject to a specific limit, 
the shortfall shall be used in the same category (or 
combination of categories) in which the shortfall 
occurred; and 

(3) In the case of shortfalls not attributable to 
categories (or a combination of categories) subject to 
specific limits, the carryover shall be used in the same 
group in which the shortfall occurred. 

(C) The limits soterved to in sub-paragraph (A) and (B) 
of this paragraph are without any adjustments under this 
peltaygiapu or Paragraph 7. 

(D) The total adjustment under this paragraph shall be 


in edditios to the adjustment to the limits permitted by 


Peragreph 7. 








9. (A) The Government of the United States msy apply 





we available adjustments under Paragraphs 7 and 8 to any specific 
limit whenever that adjustment appears appropriate to 
facilitate the flow of trade and the sound administration of 


the Agreement. To the extent that such adjustments are 
actually utilized, they will be implemented by means of 
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carryover, swing, and carryforward, in that order. Any unused 
carryforward will be re-credited to the following period's 


limit. This procedure will not prejudice the outcome of any 


er Pee ie 


consultations that may be held between our Governments 


concerning the amounts of available carryover. 
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(B) (1) Exports from Colombia in excess of 


authorized limits in any agreement year may be denied 


AK" 


entry into the United States. Any such shipments denied 


entry may be permitted entry into the United States and 
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charged to any applicable limits in the succeeding 
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(2) Exports from Colombia in excess of authorized 
limits in any agreement year will, if allowed entry into 
the United States, be charged to any applicable limits in 
the succeeding agreement year. . 

(3) Amy action taken pursuant to sub-paragraph 
9 (B) (1) and 9 (B) (2) above, will not prejudice the 
rights of either Government regarding consultations. 


10. (A) Im implementing this Agreement, the system of 


categories and the rates of conversion into square yards 


equivalent listed in the Annex A hereto shall apply. 
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(B) Tope, yarns, piece goods, made-up articles, 


garments, and other textile msamfactured products, all being 





products which derive their chief characteristics from their 
textile components, of cotton, wool, man-made fibers, or blends 
thereof, in which any or ali of those fibers in combination 


represent cither the chief value of the fibers or fifty (50) 


vote) Reads OCT 


percent or more by weight (or seventeen (17) percent or more by 
weight of wool) of the product, are subject to the terms of 
this Agreesent. 

(C) For purposes of this Agreement, textile products 
shall be classified as cotton, wool or man-made fiber textiles 


if wholly or in chief value of either of these fibers. Any 





products covered in sub-paragraph (B) of this paragraph but not 
in chief value of cotton, wool or mar-made fiber shall be 


classified as: 


i, 


(1) Cotton textiles if containing fifty (50) percent 
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or more by weight of cotton, or if the cotton component 
exceeds by weight the wool and/or the man-made fiber 
content. 

e (2) Wool textiles if not cotton, and the wool equals 
or exceeds seventeen (17) percent by weight of all 
component fibers. 


(3) Man-made fiber textiles if neither of the 


foregoing applies. 
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1l. Categories not subject to specific limits are subject 
to consultation levels and, in Group III, to the specified 
group limit. In the event the Government of the Republic of 
Colombia wishes to permit exports to the United States in ary 
category in excess of the applicable consultation level during 
any agreement year, the Geecenent of the Republic of Colombia 
shall request consultations with the Government of the United 
States of America, and the Government of the United States of 
America shall enter into such consultations. Until agreement 
on a different level of exports is reached, the Government of 
the Republic of Colombia shall limit exports to the United 
States of America in the category in question to the applicable 
consultation level. Except as specified in Annex B, the annual 
consultation level for each category not sub ject to a specific 
limit shall be one million (1,000,000) square yards equivalent 
for categories 300-320, 360-369, 600-627, 665-669; seven 
hundred thousand (700,000) square yards equivalent for categories 
330-359 and 630-659; and one hundred thousand (100,000) square 
yards equivalent for. categories 400-469. 

12. The Government of the Republic of Colombia shall use its 
best efforts to space exports fram the Republic of Colombia to the 
United States of America within each category evenly throughout 


the agreement year, taking into consideration normal seasonal 


factors. 
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13. The two Governments recognize that the successful 
implementation of this Agreement depends in large part upon mutual 


—o cooperation on statistical questions.. The Government of the 






United States of America shall promptly supply the Government of 


the Republic of Colombia with data on monthly imports of cotton, 
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wool, and man-made fiber textiles and textile products from the 
Republic of Colombia. The Government of the Republic of Colombia 
shall promptly supply the Government of the United States of 
wictan with data on quarterly exports of prebects | qovecet by this 


Agreement to the United States of America. Each Government agrees 


ott BE 


to supply promptly any other available relevant statistical data 
requested by the other Government. 
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14. In conformity with Article 12, Paragraph (3), of the 
Arrangement, and subject to certification under te system 


established by exchanae of letters dated Mav 25. 1976 between the 





two Governments, or pursuant to arrangements established under 
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Paragraph 17, Colombian exports of the cottage industry, handmade 
cottage industry products made of such handloom fabrics, ang the 
traditional folklore textile products listed in Annex C and ay 
other such products which the parties may, by mutual agreement, 
add to Annex C at a later date, shall not be subject to the 


provisions of this Agreement. 
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15. The Government of the Republic of Colombia and the 
Government of the United States of America agree to consult on 
any question arising in the implementation of this Agreement. 
If the two Governments are unable to reach a mutually 
satisfactory solution within a reasonable period of time to 
problems which have been the subject of consultations under 
this Agreement, either Government may, aiter notification to 
the other Government, refer such problems to the Textiles 
Surveillance Body in accordance with Article 11 of the 
Arrangement. 


16. Shipments of textiles and apparel from the Republic 


of Colombia to the United States of America individually valued 


at less than 250 dollars and so certified, shall not be charged 
to the limits or consultation levels set out in this sapeutnne. 

17. Mutually satisfactory administrative arrangements or 
adjustments may be made to resolve minor problems arising in 
the implementation of this pquesnent., including differences in 
points of procedure or operation. 

18. Im conformity with “Article 8 of the Arrangement, the 
Republic of Calombia and the United States of America shall 
cooperate to avoid circumvention of the Agreement. 

19. If the Government of the Republic of Colombia 
considers that, as a result of limitations specified in this 
Agreement, it is being placed in an inequitable position 
vis-a-vis 4 thiré country, the Government of the Republic of 
Colombia msy request consultations with the Government of the 
United States of America with a view to taking remedial action 
such as a reasonable modification of this Agreement. These 
consultations will begin within thirty (30) days from the date 


of request, unless mutually agreed otherwise. 
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26. During the term of this Agreement, the Government of 
the United States of America will not request restraint on 
exports of cotton, wool and man-made fiber textiles and textile 
products from Colombia to the United States under Article 3 of 
the Arrangement. The applicability of the Arrangement to trade 
in textiles between Colombia and the United States shall be 
otherwise unaffected by this Agreement. 

21. Both Governments shall take appropriate measures of 
export and import control to implement the limitation 
provisions of this Agreement. The nature of these measures may 
be a matter of discussions between the two Governments. 

22. Either Government may terminate this Agreement 
effective at the end of any agreement year by written notice to 
the other Government to be given at least ninety (90) days 
prior to the end of such agreement year. Either Government may 


at any time propose revisions in the terms of this Agreement. 


If the foregoing proposal is acceptable to the Government 
of the Republic of Colombia, this Note and Your Excellency's 
Note of confirmation shall constitute an Agreement between our 


two Coveruments. 


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of sy highest 


< Adj 


consideration. 
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ANNEX A | 
; | > ees 
CATEGORY DESCRIPTION CONVERSION UNIT OF 
e FACTOR (A) MEASURE 
YAKN 
COTTON 
300 CARDED 4.6 LB. 
301 COMBED 4.6 LB. 
WOOL 
400 TOPS AND YARNS 2.0 LB. 
MAN-MADE FIBER 
600 TEXTURED 3.5 LB. 
601 CONT. CELLULOSIC 2 . LB. 
602 CONT. NONCELLULOSIC 11.6 LB. 
603 SPUN CELLULOSIC 3.4 LB. 
604 SPUN NONCELLULOSIC 4.1 LB. 
605 OTHER YARNS 3.5 LB. 
FABRIC 
COTTON 
310 GINGHAMS 1.0 SYD 
311 VELVETEENS 1.0 SYD 
312 CORDUROY 1.0 SYD 
313 SHEETING 1.0 SYD 
314 BROADCLOTH 1.0 SYD 
315 PRINTCLOTHS 1.0 SYD 
316 SHIRTINGS . 1.0 SYD 
317 TWILLS AND SATEENS 1.0 SYD 
318 YARN-DYED 1.0 SYD 
319 DUCK —— 1.0 SYD 
320 OTHER FABRICS, N.K. 1.0 SYD 
WOOL 
410 WOOLEN AND WORSTED 1.0 SYD 
4LL TAPESTRIES AND 
, UPHOLSTERY 1.0 SYD 
425 KNIT 2.0 LB. 
429 OTHER FABRICS 1.0 SYD 
MAN-MADE FIBER 
610 CONT. CELLULOSIC, N.K. 1.0 SYD 
611 SPUM CBLLULOSIC, N.K. 1.0 SYD 
612 CONT. NONCELLULOSIC, N.K. 1.0 SYD 
613 SPUN NONCELLULOSIC, N.K. 1.0 SYD 


(A) Conversion factor is used to convert unit of measure (e.g., 
pounds (LB.), dozens (DZ.), dozen pairs (DPR.), square feet (SFT.) 
or numbers (NO.)) to its equivalent in square yards (SYD). 











PABRIC (CONT. ) —_—-= 
MAN-MADE FIBER y> 309 
—6~614 OTHER FABRICS, N.K. 1.0 SYD 
625 KNIT 7.8 LB. 
626 PILE AND TUFTED 1.0 SYD 
627 SPECIALTY 7.8 LB. 
APPAREL 
- COTTON 
4 330 HANDKERCHIEFS » 1.7 Dz. 
2 331 GLOVES 3.5 DPR. 
s. ; 332 HOSIERY 4.6 DPR. 
- & 333 SUIT-TYPE COATS, 
> & MEN'S AND BOYS' 36.2 DZ. 
= FF 334 OTHER COATS, MEN'S 
c AND BOyYs' 41.3 DZ. 
~ 335 COATS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS' 
7 AND INFANTS' 41.3 DZ. 
5 3 336 DRESSES (INCL. 
~~ UNIFORMS) 45.3 Dz. 
- 2 337 PLAYSUITS, SUNSUITS 
c- WASHSUITS, CREEPERS 25.0 DZ. 
= 2 338 KNIT SHIRTS, (INCL. 
e+e T-SHIRTS, OTHER AND 
- 25 SWEATSHIRTS) MEN'S 
25 AND BOoYSs' 7.2 Dz. 
ao) 339 KNIT SHIRTS AND BLOUSES 
- ot (INCL. T-SHIRTS, OTHER 
an SWEATSHIRTS) WOMEN'S, 
Ut GITRLS', AND INFANTS' 7.2 Dz. 
=e 340 SHIRTS; W.Ke 24.0 DZ. * 
- 341 BLOUSES, N.K. 14.5 DZ. 
vv 342 SKIRTS ~ 17.8 b%. 
.- 345 ; SWEATERS 36.8 BZ. 
go 347 TROUSERS, SLACKS, AND 
. ; SHORTS (OUTER) MEN'S 
SS AND BOYS' 17.8 Dz. 
, 348 TROUSERS, SLACKS AND 
SHORTS (OUTER) WOMEN'S, 
GiKLS* AND LNFANTS' 1/.8 DZ. 
349 BRASSIERES, ETC. 4.8 Dz. 
350 DRESSING GOWNS, INCL. 


BATHROBES, AND BEACH 
ROBES, LOUNGING GOWRS, 
HOUSE COATS, AND 


DUSTERS 51.0 DZ. 
351 PAJAMAS AND OTHER 

NIGHTWEAR 52.0 DZ. 
352 UNDERWEAR (INCL. UNION 

SUITS) 11.0 DZ. 
353 DOWN AND FEATHER-FILLED 

COATS, JACKETS AND 

VESTS, MEN'S AND BOYS’ 41.3 DZ. 
354 DOWN AND FEATHER-FILLED 


COATS, JACKETS AND 
VESTS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS’ 
; AND INFANTS’ 41.3 Dz. 
359. OTHER APPAREL 4.6 LB. 


i a 
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. APPAREL (CONT. ) 
t ; 
WOOL ied > 
(i. WW 
431 GLOVES 2.1 DPR. 
432 HOSIERY © 2.8 DPR. 
433 SUIT-TYPE COATS, MEN'S 
AND BOYS' 36.0. DZ. 
434 OTHER COATS, MEN'S AND 
—e BoYsS' 54.0 DZ. 
“ 435 COATS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS' 
AND INFANTS' 54.0 DZ. 
436 © DRESSES 49.2 . DZ. 
2 438 KNIT SHIRTS AND . 
= BLOUSES 15.0 DZ. 
2 440 e SHIRTS AND BLOUSES, 
2 N.K. 24.0 DZ. 
= 442 SKIRTS 18.0 DZ. 
S 443 SUITS, MEN'S AND BOYS' 54.0 Dz. 
7 444 SUITS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS' 
g AND INFANTS' 54.0 DZ: 
| 445 SWEATERS, MEN'S AND BOYS' 14.88 DZ. 
=> 446 SWEATERS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS' 
= AND INFANTS' 14.88 DZ. 
= oa 447 TROUSERS, SLACKS AND 
>on SHORTS (OUTER) MEN'S AND . 
-s? BOYS' 18.0 Dz. 
a5 448 TROUSERS, SLACKS AND 
as SHORTS (OUTER) WOMEN'S,. 
“<.. GIRLS' AND INFANTS' 18.0 DZ. 
et 459 OTHER WOOL APPAREL 2.0 LB. 
o 2 : 
. 2 MAN-MADE FIBER 
td 
2 * 630 HANDKERCHIEFS 1.7 DZ. 
ine 631 GLOVES 3.5 DPR. 
oa 632 HOSIERY . 4.6 DPR. 
: 633 SUIT-TYPE COATS, MEN'S 
AND Bors’ ; 36.2 DZ. 
63 OTHER COATS, MEN’S AND 
Boys‘ | 41.3 DZ. 
635 COATS, WOMEN’S, GIRLS’ 
AND INFANTS’ 41.3 DZ. 
636 DRESSES | 45.3 Dz. 
27 PLAYSUITS, SUNSUITS, 
WASHSUITS, ETC. 21.3 DZ. 
638 KNIT SHIRTS (INCL. T- 
SHIRTS), MEN'S AND BOYS' 18.0 DZ. 
639 KNIT SHIRTS AND BLOUSES 
(INCL. T-SHIRTS), WOMER’S, 
GIRLS’ AND INFARTS' 15.0 D2. 
640 SHIRTS, N.K. 24.0 DZ. 
641 BLOUSES, N.K. 14.5 DZ. 
642 SKIRTS 17.8 DZ. 
643 SULTS, MEN'S AND BOYS' 54.0 DZ. 
644 SUITS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS' 
AND INFANTS' 54.0 DZ. 
645 SWEATERS, MEN'S AND BOYS' 36.8 DZ. 
646 SWEATERS, WOMEN’S, GIRLS' 


AND INFANTS’ 36.8 Dz. 








» Be 
APPAREL (CONT. ) 


MAN-MADE FIBER 





79 
647 TROUSERS, SLACKS, AND Pw 
SHORTS (OUTER), MEN'S 
AND-—BOYS: 17.8 .. Dz. 
648 TROUSERS, SLACKS AND 
—e SHORTS (OUTER), WOMEN'S, 
{¢ GIRLS' AND INFANTS' 17.8 Dz. 
ie 649 BRASSIERES, ETC. 4.8 DZ. 
‘ 650 DRESSING GOWNS, 
4 INCL. BATH AND 
& & BEACH ROBES 51.0 DZ. _- 
o 651 PAJAMAS AND OTHER 
So NIGHTWEAR 52.0 D2. 
> F 652 UNDERWEAR 16.0 DZ. 
so. 653 DOWN AND FEATHER- 
- &§ FILLED COATS, JACKETS 
> AND VESTS, MEN'S AND 
[- BOYS' 41.3 Dz. 
cuk 654 DOWN AND FEATHER- 
se FILLED COATS, “JACKETS © 
lt AND VESTS, WOMEN'S, 
S St GIRLS‘ AND INFANTS' 41.3 DZ. 
Sc, 659 OTHER APPAREL 7.8 * LB. 
- oO ‘ 
2 5 MADE UPS AND MISC. 
fe COTTON 
oF 360 PILLOWCASES 1.1 NO. 
ce 361 . SHEETS ~ . 6.2 — NO. 
* 362 BEDSPREADS AND QUILTS 6.9 NO. 
uv 363 TERRY AND OTHER PILE 
Soe TOWELS 0.5 NO. 
g2o 369 OTHER COTTON . 
: MANUFACTURES 4.6 LB. 
WOOL 
464 BLANKETS AND AUTO ROBES 1.3 LB. 
465 FLOOR COVERING 0.1 SFT. 
469 OTHER WOOL MANUFACTURES 2.0 LB. 
MAN-MADE FIBER 
665 FLOOR COVERINGS 0.1 SFT. 
666 OTRER FURNISHINGS 7.8 LB. 
669 (1) OTHBR MAN-MADB 
MANUFACTURES 7.8 LB. 


(1) Excluding T.S.U.S.A. numbers 706.3400, 706.3900, 706.4140 
and 706.4150. 
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; 4 ; ANNEX B 
ANNUAL DESIGNATED CONSULTATION LEVELS IN EXCESS 309 


OF THOSE STATED IN PARAGRAPH 11 OF THE AGREEMENT 


ANNUAL CONSULTATION LEVEL 


(SQUARE YARDS EQUIVALENT) 














¢ 300/301 (COTTON YARN) 23,000,000 
: 310 (GINGHAM) 3,700,000 
irs 
. 312 (CORDUROY ) 2,000,000 
S < 
i : 
Eo 2 314 ( BROADCLOTH) 2,600,000 
=3- : 
2 315 (PRINTCLOTH) 3,000,000 
o 
oy 317 (TWILLS AND SATEEN) 13,500,000 
Vc. 
ay 
co) ‘ 
x) | 320 (OTHER FABRICS) 7,000,000 
o+ | . 
-c 
sf 410 (WOOLENS AND WORSTEDS) 400,000 
os. 
- Ss = 
coy 614 (OTHER FABRIC) 1,600,000 
n> 
vv 
Cm 
33 | 
a 336 (DRESSES) 1,600,000 
347 (TROUSERS, MEN'S AND BOYS’) 1,600,000 
348 (TROUSERS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS’ AND 
INFANTS’ ) 1,600,000 
433 (SUIT TYPE COATS, MEB'S 
AND BOYS') 245,820 
435 (COaTS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS‘ 
AND INPANTS' ) 300,000 
447 (TROUSERS, MEN'S AND BOYS') 300,000 


459 (OTHER WOOL APPAREL) 150,000 
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634 


635 


636 


639 


644 


652 
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ANNUAL CONSULTATION LEVEL 
(SQUARE YARDS EQUIVALENT) 
(OTHER COATS, MEN'S AND 
BOYS‘) | 2,000,000 
(COATS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS‘ 
AND INFANTS‘) 1,900,000 


(DRESSES) 1,600,000 


(KNIT SHIRTS AND BLOUSES, 

WOMEN'S, GIRLS' AND 

INFANTS") 3,000,000 
(SUITS, WOMEN'S, GIRLS' | 


AND INFANTS‘ ) 1,500,000 


(UNDERWEAR) 1,600,000 








sé 

ANNEX C 7 
"359 
COLOMBIAN TRADITIONAL FOLKLORE HANDICRAFT 


TEXTILE PRODUCTS 


"Colombian items" are traditional Colombian products, cut, 


sewn, or otherwise fabricated by hand in cottage units of the 






cottage industry. The following is the agreed upon list of such 
items: 


1) Bedspread 





Bedspread made on manual loom 


2) Blouse with Crochet Knitted Neck 





A blouse made of greige cloth heavily decorated around 
the neck, extending down the front and around the sleeves 
with hand crochet work. This blouse also has embroidered 
panels extending down the front on either side of the 
crochet work. 


3) Embroidered Blouse 





Hand cut and hand sewn blouses with extensive hand embroidery 
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on the upper front and lower portions. 
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4) Embroidered Skirt 





. 


Hand cut and hand sewn skirt with extensive hand embroidery. 


5) Blankets, Hand Woven 








— 
ee 


These colorful blankets are hand woven from wool, cottem or 


wuoi an@d cotton, heavy yarns to form striped or block 





patterns. The ends may be finished with spangles formed 
by the ends of the yarn and knotted, or may be hemmed. 


6) Indian Embroidered Cloth 





Cloth panels hand embroidered with various crude and 
colorful Indien scenes. Generally these cloths are used 


as wall hangings. 








« 9 - 
7) Typical Cumbia Dress 





An ankle length dress with @ very wide skirt trisned with 259 
wide handmade lace. The entire dress is hand cut and hand 
sewn and is a typical dress for gaiety affairs. 


8) Typical Guajira Dress 


. 





A traditional loose fitting women's garment formed by a 





folded rectangular piece of fabric with a hole or slot in 


& 


the center for the head, with intricate embroidery around 


the neck. This dress is made similar to a ruana, but has 





the outer edges sewn together except for slots for the hands 
and arms, and has closures on the front. 


9) Typical Mapale Dress 





Sa eebe ote danielle 


A knee length dress consisting of very wide skirt having a 
row of heavy ruffles around the blouse portion and two bands 
of wide ruffles forming the skirt. A very gaily colored 
festival dress. 


10) Typical Meztiza Dress 
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: A native handmade dress with wide neckline, ruffled collar 
a 

4 and wide skirt with ruffles on the lower part of the skirc. 
¢ 11) Hammock 

: EE ‘ 


Multicolored striped hammocks made by hand from coarse 
fabrics. Ends are formed and reinforced with strong rope. 
Net hammocks made on manual looms. 


12) Jacket, Hand Knitted 





Wholly hand knitted jacket. These jackets are usuaily 
knitted from wool yarns. Patched pockets, also hand knitted, 
are hand sewn to the garment. 


13) Jacket of Hand Loomed Fabric 





These jackets are wholly hand made from hand loomed 


fabrics. Patched pockets, also of hand loomed fabric, 


are hand sewn to the gareent. 





. - 21- } 
14) Ruana 


‘ 





A cloak made from a heavy rectangular piece of fabric 

or a blanket with a hole in the center for the head to 359 
pass through. This is a typical garment worn by men, women 
and children throughout the higher and cooler altitudes of 


Colombia. The men's ruana will generally have no fringes. 





Women's ruanas may have fringes and are sometimes slit from 


= 2 


the neck opening to the edge to permit the wearer to put it 

on as a cape. 

Children's ruanas sometimes have a collar around the opening 

with draw strings for a close fit. These garments are some- 
' times known as ponchos. 


15) Rugs, Handwoven or Hand Knotted 





These rugs are usually made from wool yarns and are either 
wholly hand woven or hand knotted. They are generally square 
Or rectangular in shape and are in colorful designs. 


16) Macrame Shawl 





Hand made shawls wholly of macrame lace or with macrame 
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lace edge. The shawls are in various colors with the 
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typical long fringe around the lower edges. 


L7) Sweaters and Cardigans, Hand Knitted 





Wholly hand knitted sweaters and cardigans, generally a bulky 
knit with decorative vertical patterns. 


18) Table Cloths and Napkins, Embroidered 





Table cloths and napkins cut and hemmed by hand and 
extensively embroidered by hand. 


19) Colorful Waist Band 





Hand plaited waist bands in multicolors. These are 
sometimes sewn together to form wide bands. 


20) Wall Hangings, Rectangular 








A colorful wall hanging made from coarse yarns connected 





= 22 <- 


(2 
u 
W 





to decoretive crudely woven bands. These are hand made and 


_ come in various sizes. 


— 71) Wall Hanging, Tree 





Tree shaped wall hangings formed by connecting together 





crudely woven bands in graduated sizes with coarse yarns to 


form the outline of a tree. The wall hanging is decorated 


with small balls of cotton fiber. 


~ aa 


22) Indian Color Knapsack 





ave: - 


Knapsack with belt like woven or plaited strap and 


multicolored bag, to be worn on the shoulder. 


ae 8 


23) Pillow Covers, Embroidered by Hand 





aT’ . 


Covers for throw pillow containing extensive hand embroidery. 


_— 
ORR ae 


covering 50 percent or more of the outer surface of the 


ai 


cover. 





24) Handmade Macrame Handbags 


er 
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REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA NOTE 





Bogota, 11 de agosto de 1982 


A su Excelencia 

THOMAS D. BOYATT 
Embajador de los Estados 
Unidos de America 
BOGOTA 


Excelencia: 

Tengo e? honor de avisar recibo en este Despacho de la 
Nota de Vuestra Excelencia sefialada con e] No.503 de fecha 1°de 
julio, mediante 1a cual e] Gobierno de Vuestra Excelencia tiene a 
bien proponer al] Gobierno de Colombia la celebracién de un Conve- 
nio relativo al comercio de textiles y manufacturas de textiles - 
de algod6n, lana y fibras sintéticas entre la Repiblica de Colom- 
bia y los Estados Unidos de América, de conformidad con los articu 
los 4 y 6 del Acuerdo relativo al Comercio Internacional de Texti 
les, hecho en Ginebra e] 20 de diciembre de 1973 y prorrogado me- 
diante protocolos de 14 de diciembre de 1977 y 22 de diciembre de 
1981. 


ET texto de la nota de Vuestra ExceTencfa dice a Ta lg 


tra lo stauiente: 
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"Tengo e] honor de referirme al Acuerdo Relativo a] Comer 
cio Internacional de los Textiles, junto con sus Anexos, 
hecho en Ginebra e] 20 de diciembre de 1973 y prorrogado 
por los Protocolos adoptados el 14 de diciembre de 1977 y 
el] 22 de diciembre de 1981, respectivamente, en Ginebra 
(de ahora en adelante llamado e] Acuerdo). También tengo 
el honor de referirme a las deliberaciones entre los repre 
sentantes del Gobierno de los Estados Unidos de América y 
del Gobierno de la Repiblica de Colombia, celebradas en & 
goté del 22 al 25 de febrero de 1982, respecto a las expor 
taciones de textiles y manufacturas de textiles de algodin, 
lana y fibras sintéticas de la Repiblica de Colombia hacia 
los Estados Unidos de América. Como resultado de talesde 
liberaciones y de conformidad con los articulos 4 y 6 del 
Acuerdo, tengo el honor de proponer el siguiente Convenio 
relacionado con el comercio de textiles y manufacturas de 
algod6n, lana y fibras sintéttcas entre la Repiblica de Co- 
Tosista y los Estados Unidos de América . 


1. La duracién de este Convenio seré desde el lo. de Julio de 
1982 hasta e) 30 de Junio de 1986. Durante este perfodo, e] Gobier- 
no de la RepGblica de Colombia limitar& las exportaciones de textiles 
y manufactures de textiles de algodén, lana y fibras sintéticas abs | 
Estados Unidos, durante cada afio del Convenio, a los limites y nive- 


les de consulta que se especifican en los siguientes parégrafos. 
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2. Los textiles y manufacturas de textiles inclufdos en 
este Convenio se clasificarén en tres grupos, como sigue: 


GRUPO DEFINICION 


I Hilazas de algod6n, lana y fibras sinté- 
ticas (Categorfas 300, 301, 400, 600-605). 


II Tejidos, manufacturas y productos varios 
que no sean prendas de vestir, de algodén, 
_lana y fibras sintéticas (Categorfas 310- 
320, 360-369, 410-429, 464-469, 610-627, - 
665-669). 


III Prendas ae vestir de algodén, lana y fibras 
sintéticas (Catecorfas 330-359, 431-459, - 
630-659). 


La determinacién acerca de si un textil o una manufactura - 
textil es de algod6én, lana o fibras sintéticas, se tomaré de acuer 
do con los términos del Parégrafo 10. Las Categorias que se mencio 
nan en las anteriores definiciones de Grupos son las que aparecen 
resumidas en el Anexo A. 


3. Cada “Afio del Convenio” empezaré el I°de julio y termi- 
naré el 30 de junio. E17 primer afio del Convenio se iniciaré e? 1° 
do inlin de 1987 y terminaré e] 30 de junio de 1983. ET "Limite" o 
los “Limites” significan, segin el] contexto respectivo, un Limite 
de Grupo o un Limite Especifico, o cualquier combinaci6n de ‘os mis 
mos. “Flexnibilidad” significa la cantidad en la cual puede exceder- 
se us Limite Especffics de acuerdo a! Paragrafa 7. 














: 
4 


= 
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4. E1 Limite de Grupo aplicable al Grupo III para el 
primer afio del Convenio es e] equivalente a 48.499.452 yardas 
cuadradas. Para e] segundo y cada uno de los afios subsiguien 
tes del Convenio, e] Limite de Grupo aplicable al Grupo III, 
seré incrementado anualmente en siete por ciento (7%). Los Lf 
mites que se mencionan en este pardgrafo estan sin los ajustes 
previstos en cualquier otra de las disposiciones de este Conve 
nio. 


5.Dentro de los Limites de Grupo aplicables, se aplica 
ran los siguientes Limites Especificos durante el primer afio 
del Convenio: 


CATEGORIA LIMITE UNIDAD 
313 (Lencerfa o sheeting) 11,921,690 yardas 
cuadradas 

443 (Vestidos, para hom- 

bres y nifos) 11,869 docenas 
444 (vestidos sastre para 

mujeres, nifias e infantes) 4,388 docenas 
633 (Sacos estilo sastre, para 

hombres y nifios) 92,986 docenas 
645 (BTusas) 174,110 docenas 


Para el segundo y cada uno de Tos subsiguientes afios del 
Convenio, y dentro de los Limites de Grupo aplicables, cada Lf- 
mite Especifico se incrementarad anualmente en un siete por cien 
to (7%) excepto los Limites Especificos para las categorias de 
lana, los cuales se incrementaran anualmente en el uno por cien 
to (1%). Los Limites que se mencionan en este paragrafa estén - 


sin los ajustes previstos en cualquier otra de las disposicio- 
nes de este Convenio. 








6. Los Gobiernos de la Repiblica de Colombia y los Estados 
Unidos de América, estudiarén cuidadosamente el] comercio de los - 
productos de tejido de punto que componen la Categorfa 633 y se - 
comprometen, en caso de que uno de los dos paises considere que la 
evolucién de este comercio no sea conveniente, a llevar a cabo con 
Sultas en las cuales haraén todos los esfuerzos para llegar a una - 





& 

© r 

2 4 solucién mutuamente satisfactoria. 

S % 

t 7. Durante cualquier afio del Convenio, y dentro de los Li- 
Eo | mites de Grupo aplicables para ese afio, tal como pueden ajustarse 
=O" conforme al paragrafo 8, cualquier Limite Especffico puede superar- 
o” se en una cantidad que no exceda de: 

23a 

vc. 

—€ (A) Diez por ciento (10%) para manufacturas de algod6n y 
a9 fibras sintéticas en los Grupos I y II; 

 - ; 

ee. (B) Siete por ciento (7%) para prendas de vestir de algo - 
se | dén y fibras sintéticas en el Grupo III; y 

+O” 

ri > (C) Cinco por ciento (5%) para todos los productos de lana. 
ge 


Los ajustes que se efectiien de conformidad con este paragra 
fo@ som adicionales a los que se hagan de acuerdo con el pardgrafo 8. 


- eh, Bnet 
i eae 
_ 


8. (A) En cualquier afio del Convenio, adem&s de cualquier 
ajuste que se haga conforme al paragrafo 7 en e) caso de un Limite 
Especifico, las exportaciones pueden exceder en un maximo de once - 
por cienta (11%), cualquier Limite de Grupo o Especifico, asignando 
@ tal Limite para ese afio una parte no utilizada de} limite corres- 
pondiente al afio anterior (carryover) o una parte del Ifmite corres 





pondiente ai aio subsiguiente (carryforward), sujeto a las siguientes 
condiciones: 
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(1) E1 “carryover” puede utilizarse, si hay disponibilidad, 
hasta el once por ciento (11%) de los Limites aplicables al afio re- 
ceptor del Convenio. 





(2) La combinacién de “carryover” y"carryforward" no podré 
exceder e] once por ciento (11%) del lfmite aplicable al ajfio recep- 
tor. 








(3) 1 “carryforward” puede utilizarse hasta por el seis por 
ciento (6%) del Limite aplicable al afio receptor del Convenio, car- 
gandolo contra el] limite correspondiente al afio inmediatamente subsi 
guiente del Convenio. 





(4) Si existen considerables diferencias estadisticas entre 
los datos de importaci6n y exportacién con base en los cuales se com 
puta e] remanente ("shortfall") para un determinado afio del Convenio, 
las partes se consultaran a la mayor brevedad posible y en todo caso, 
dentro de los primeros seis meses del afio subsiguiente del Convenio. 


(B) Para los propésitos de este Convenio, un remanente ocu - 
rre cuando las exportaciones de textiles y manufacturas de textiles 
de origen colombiano a los Estados Unidos durante un afio del Conve- 
mio, sean menores que cualquier Lfmite de Grupo y Especffico aplica- 
ble para ese afio. En e7 afio del Convenio que sigue al del remanente, 
co mede permitir que tales exportaciones de Colombia a los Estados 
Unidos excedan los Limites de Grupo y Especificos, sujeto a las con- 
diciones del inciso (A) de este parégrafo por el “carryover” del re- 
manente, en la siguiente forma: 





(1) El "carryover" no podré exceder la cantidad del remanen- 





te en el Limite de Grupo o en el Limite Especifico aplicables; 
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(2) En el casode remanente en una Categorfa ( o una combina 
cién de Categorias) sujeta a un Limite Especifico,el remanente seré 
utilizado en la misma categoria (o combinaci6n de categorias) en que 
haya ocurrido; y 


(3) En el caso de remanentes que no sean atribuibles a Cate 
gorias (o combinacién de Categorias) sujetas a Limites Especificos, 
el "carryover" serd utilizado en el mismo grupo en que haya ocurri- 
do el remanente. 





(C) Los Limites mencionados en los incisos (A) y (B) de es- 
te paragrafo estan sin ningiin ajuste de los previstos en éste o en 
el paragrafo 7. 


(D) E1 ajuste total contemplado en este pardgrafo sera adi- 
cional al ajuste de los limites permitidos por el pardagrafo 7. 


9. (A) E1 Gobierno de los Estados Unidos podra aplicar los 
ajustes disponibles segiin los paragrafos 7 y 8 a cualquier Limite Es 
pecifico cuando quiera que los ajustes parezcan apropiados para faci 
Titar el flujo del comercio y la correcta administracién del Conve- 
nto. En Ta medida en que tales ajustes sean efectivamente utilizados, 
ellos. serén implementados por medio de "carryover", "swing",, y "ca- 
rryforward”, en ese orden. Cualquier "carryforward" no utilizado se- 








ta teasighnage al Timiie Gel periodo SiGuienie. Cste procedimiento nu 
perjudicaré el resultado de cualquiera de las consultas que puedan - 
ser sostenidas entre nuestros gobiernos referentes a las cantidades 


de"carryover" disponibie. 


(B} (1) A las exportaciones desde Colombia que excedan los 
limites autorizados en cualquier aio del Convenio se les puede negar 
la entrada en los Estados Unidos. A cualquiera de esos despachos cu- 
ya entrada ha sido negada, se les podra permitir la entrada a los Es 
tados Unidos y cargar a cualquiera de los limites aplicables en e} 
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afio siguiente del Convenio. 


(2) Las exportaciones desde Colombia que exceden los 
limites autorizados en cualquier afio del Convenio, si la entrada 
a los Estados Unidos es permitida, serén cargadas a cualquiera de 
los limites aplicables en el afio siguiente del Convenio. 


(3) Cualquier accidn tomada de conformidad con los - 
anteriores incisos, 9 (B) (1) y 9 (B) (2), no perjudicaré los de- 
rechos de uno u otro Gobierno respecto a las consultas. 


10. (A) Al implementar este Convenio, se aplicaraén el sis 
tema de Categorfas y los Factores de conversién al equivalente en 
yardas cuadradas, que se anotan en el Anexo A adjunto. 


(B) Lasmechas, hilazas, géneros que se venden por pie 
zas, confecciones, prendas de vestir y otros productos textiles ma 
nufacturados, que derivan sus principales caracteristicas de sus - 
componentes textiles, de algod6n, lana, fibras sintéticas, o mezclas 
de las mismas, en las cuales una 0 todas estas fibras en combina - 
cién representan el valor principal de las fibras o el cincuenta - 
por ciento (50%) o mas por peso (a el diez y siete por cienta (17%) 
@ mas por e} peso de Ja lana) del producto, estén sometidos a los 
términos de este Convenio. 


(uj vara fines de este Convenio, los productos texti- 
les se clasificarén como textiles de algodén, lana o fibras sinté- 
ticas, si estaén compuestos totalmente o en su valor principal, de 
cualquiera de estas fibras. Cualquiera de los productos mencianados 
en e) inciso (B) de este pardéarafo, pero que no tengan valor princi 
pal de algodén, lana o fibras sintéticas, seran clasificados como - 


sigue: 
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(1) Textiles de algod6én: si contienen el cincuenta por 
ciento (50%) o més de su peso en algod6n, o si el] componente - 
de algodén excede en peso al componente de lana y/o de fibras 
sintéticas. 


(2) Textiles de lana: si no son de algodén y si la la- 
na iguala o excede por peso en el diez y siete por ciento (17%) 
a todas las fibras componentes. 


(3) Textiles de fibras sintéticas: si no es aplicable - 
ninguno de los casos anteriores. 


11. Las Categorias que no estén sometidas a Limites Especfficos, 
estan sujetas a niveles de consulta y en el Grupo III, al Limite 
de Grupo Especifico. En el caso de que el Gobierno de la Repdbli 
ca de Colombia desee autorizar exportaciones a los Estados Unidos 
en cualquier Categoria, en exceso del nivel de consulta aplicable, 
durante cualquier afio del Convenio, solicitaré consultas con el - 
Gobierno de los Estados Unidos de América y éste atenderé tales - 
consultas. Hasta que no se haya logrado un acuerdo sobre un nivel 
distinto de exportaciones, e] Gobierno de la Repiblica de Colombta 
Tas limitaré en la Categorfa en cuestién, al nivel de consulta - 
aplicable. Con excepcién de lo especificado en e7 Anexo B, el ni- 
vel de consulta anual para cada Categorfa que no esté sometida a 
un limite Esnecffico. seré el equivalente a un millén (1'000.000) 
de yardas cuadradas para las Categorias 300-320, 360-369,600-627 
y 665-669; e] equivalente a setecientas mil (700.000) yardas cua- 
dradas para las Categorfas 330-359 y 630-659; y el equivalente a 
cien mit (100.008} yardas cuadradas para las Categorias 400-469. 
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12. El Gobierno de la Repiblica de Colombia tratard de dis_ 
tribufr las exportaciones a los Estados Unidos, dentro de cada Ca 
tegorfa, de una manera uniforme durante cada ajio del Convenio, te 
niendo en cuenta los factores normales de las estaciones. 


13. Los dos Gobiernos reconocen que la implementaci6n exito 
sa de este Convenio depende en gran parte de la cooperacién mutua 
sobre cuestiones estadisticas. £1 Gobierno de los Estados Unidos 
de América suministraraé con prontitud al Gobierno de la Repiblica 
de Colombia, las estadisticas sobre importaciones mensuales de tex 
tiles de algodén, lana y fibras sintéticas procedentes de Colombia. 
A su vez, el Gobierno de la Repiblica de Colombia proporcionaré con 
prontitud al Gobierno de los Estados Unidos de América, las estadis 
ticas sobre las exportaciones trimestrales de los productos ampara 
dos por este Convenio, dirigidas a los Estados Unidos. Ambos Gobier 
nos convienen en suministrar con prontitud cualquier otro dato esta 
distico pertinente y disponible que solicite el otro Gobierno. 


14. De conformidad con el Articulo 12, Parégrafo (3) de? Acur 
do, y sujeto a certificacién segin el sistema establecido por el inter 
cambio de notas fechado e! 25 de Mayo de 1976 entre los dos Gobiernos 
0, de acuerdo con Tos arreglos establecidos en virtud del paraégrafoT, 
las exportaciones colombianas de aéneros teiidos en telar manual de la 
industria casera, o de productos de la industria casera hechos a mano 
con tales géneros, o de productos textiles propios del folclore arte_ 
Sanal enumerados en e} Anexo C y cualquier otro de tales productos qe 
Tas partes podranm afadir con posterioridad al Anexo C, por mutuo acuer 
do, no estaran sujetos a las disposiciones de este Convenio. 


15. Los Gobiernos de la Repiiblica de Colombia y de los Estados 
Unidos de América, se comprometen a consultarse sobre cualquier 
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diferencia que se presente en relacién con el cumplimiento de este 
Convenio. Si los dos Gobiernos no logran encontrar una soluci6n mu 
tuamente satisfactoria, dentro de un perfodo de tiempo razonable,a 
los problemas que han sido materia de consultas de conformidad con 
este Convenio, cualquiera de ellos puede, después de notificar al - 
otro Gobierno, referir tales problemas al Organo de Vigilancia de 
los Textiles, de conformidad con el Articulo 11 del Acuerdo. 


16. Los despachos de textiles y confecciones de la Republi- 
ca de Colombia a los Estados Unicos con un valor individual, debida 
mente certificado, de menos de 250 délares, no seraén imputables a 
los limites o niveles de consulta sefialados en este Convenio. 


17. Pueden llevarse a cabo arreglos o ajustes administrati- 
vos que sean mutuamente satisfactorios, para resolver problemas me- 
nores que surjan en la implementaci6n de este Convenio, inc’uyendo 
diferencias en puntos de procedimiento o funcionamiento. 


18. De conformidad con e] Articulo 8 del Acuerdo, la Repi- 
blica de Colombia y los Estados Unidos de América cooperaran para 
evitar cualquier accién que desvirtide este Convenio. 


1%. Si el Gobierno de la Repiblica de Colombia considera - 
que, como resultado de las limitaciones estipuladas en este Conve- 
nio, se te esté colocando en una situacién desventajosa frente a un 
tercer pafs, puede solicitar consultas con el Gobierno de los Esta- 
dos Unidos de América con el fin de tomar medidas para solucionar 
dicha situacién, tales como una modificacién razonable de este Con 
venio. Estas consultas comenzarén dentro de los treinta (30) dias 
Siguentes a la fecha de la solicittud, a menos que de otra manera - 
se 1legue a unm mutuo acuerdo. 
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20. Durante el] término de este Convenio, el Gobierno de los 
Estados Unidos de América no invocaré los procedimientos del Ar- 
ticulo 3 del Acuerdo, para solicitar la limitaci6n de las expor- 
taciones de textiles de algod6n, lana y fibras sintéticas, de Co- 
lombia hacia los Estados Unidos. La aplicabilidad del Acuerdo al 
comercio de textiles entre Colombia y los Estados Unidos, no Sse - 
afectaré de otra manera por este Convenio. 


21. Ambos Gobiernos tomaraén las medidas apropiadas de con - 
trol de exportaciones e importaciones para aplicar las disposicio 
nes de limitacién de este Convenio. La indole de estas medidas - 
puede ser materia de discusi6n entre los dos Gobiernos. 


22. Cualquiera de los dos Gobiernos podré dar por terminado 
este Convenio, con efectividad a partir del final de cualquier afio 
del Convenio, mediante notificaci6n escrita al otro Gobierno, la 
cual deberé transmitirse por lo menos noventa (90) dfas antes del 
fin de tal afio. Cualquiera de los dos Gobiernos podraé en cualquier 
momento proponer revisiones a los términos del mismo. 


S¥ Ta propuesta anterior es aceptable para el Gobierno de - 
Cofombia, esta nota y Ta nota de confirmaci6én de su ExceTencia en 
nombre del Gobierno de Colombia, constituiraén un Acuerdo entre - 
nuestros dos Gobiernos. 


Tengo el honor de confirmar, a nombre del Gobierno de ia Re 
piblica de Colombia, e) acuerdo antes transcrito y acordar que 
la nota de Vuestra Excelencia y la presente sean consideradas co- 
mo constitutivas de un Acuerdo entre los dos Gobiernos, e] cua? - 
tendré vigencia a partir del 1°de julio de 1982. 
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Aprovecho la oportunidad para renovar a Vuestra Exce 





lencia las seguridades de mi mas alta y distinguida considera- 


cién. 


gn 






RODRIGO-LLOREDA CAICEDO 


inistro de Relaciones-Exteriores 
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ANEXOA 
CATEGORIA DESCRIPCION FACTOR DE CON 
VERSION (A) 
HILAZAS 
ALGODON 
300 CARDADAS 4.6 
301 PEINADAS 46 
LANA 
400 TOPS (MECHAS) E HILAZAS 2.0 
FIBRAS SINTETICAS 
600 TEXTURIZADAS 3.5 
601 CONT. CELULOSO 5.2 
602 CONT. NO - CELULOSO 11.6 
603 SPUN (HILADO) CELULOSO 3.4 
604 SPUN (HILADO) NO-CELULOSO 4°1 
605 OTRAS HILAZAS 3.5 
TELAS 
ALGODON 
310 GINGHAMS (GUINGAS) 1.0 
311 VELVETEENS (VELUDILLOS) 1.0 
312 PANA 1.0 
313 SHEETING (LENCERIA) 1.0 
314 BROADCLOTH (PANO FINO DE MAS 
GADAS DE ANCHO) ‘1.0 
315 PRINTCLOTHS (ESTAMPADOS) 1.0 
316 TELAS PARA CAMISAS 1.0 
317 TWILLS & SATEENS (TELAS CRU- ; 
~~ ZADAS Y SATINES 1. 
+12 vAnM_OVED (DE HILAZA TCRIDA) 1.0 
319 DUCK (DRILL) 1.0 
320 OTRAS TELAS, W.K. (QUE NO SON 
DE PUNTO) 
LANA 
110 WOOLENS AND WORSTED (LANAS Y 
FS TAMBRES) 1.0 
411 TAPESTRIES AND UPHOLSTERY 
cu 
BRIR MUEBLES) — 1.0 
425 KNIT (DE PUNTO) 2.0 
429 OTRAS TELAS 1.0 


UNIDAD DE 


MEDIDA 


LIBRA 
LIBRA 


LIBRA 


LIBRA 
LIBRA 
LIBRA 
LIBRA 
LIBRA 
LIBRA 


YC (Yardas 
Cuadradas) 


Yc 


YC 
LIBRA 
YC 


(A) £1 factor de conversién es utilizado para convertir una unidad de 
medida (ejemplo,]ibras,docenas,docenas de pares,pies cuadrados,o nime- 
ros) a su equivalencia en yardas cuadradas (YC). 
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CATESORIA DESCRIPCION FACTOR DE CON UNIDAD DE 
VERSION (A) MEDIDA 
tient TELAS (CONT. ) P 
> FIBRAS SINTETICAS 
610 CONT. CELULOSO, N.K.(QUE NO SON 
S DE PUNTO 1.0 Yc 
- 611 SPUN (HILADO) CELULOSO, N.K (QUE 
c NO SON DE PUNTO) 1.0 YC 
re" 612 CONT. NO-CELULOSO, N.K. (QUE NO 
c SON DE PUNTO) 1.0 Yc 
o 613 SPUN (HILADO) NO CELULOSO, N.K. 
L (QUE NO SON DE PUNTO) -~ 1.0 YC 
E 614 OTRAS TELAS, N.K (QUE NO SON DE 
. PUNTO) 1.0 Yc 
=S 625 KNIT (DE PUNTO) 7.8 LIBRA 
c= 626 PILE AND TUFTED (DE PELUSA Y PENA 
S. CHUDO) 1.0 yc 
se 627 SPECIALTY (DE ESPECIALIDAD) 7.8 LIBRA 
-€ CONFECCIONES 
S 2 ALGODON 
oe 330 PANUELOS 1.7 DOCENA 
” F 331 GUANTES 3.5 DOCENAS 
oe DE PARES 
= 3 332 CALCETERIA 4.6 DOC. DE 
rr PARES. 
“uv 333 SACOS, SUIT TYPE (TIPO DE TRAJE), 
35 PARA HOMBRES Y NIROS 36.2 DOCENA 
go 334 OTROS SACOS, PARA HOMBRES Y NINOS 41.3 DOCENA 
Le 335 SACOS, PARA MUJERES Y NINAS E IN_ 
FANTES 41.3 DOCENA 
336 VESTIDOS PARA MUJERES, INCLUYEN- 
, DO UNIFORMES 45.3 DOCENA 
sae MAYCUITS, SANSUITS, WASH SUITS, 
VESTIDOS PARA TOMAR EL SOL,VES- 
TIDOS PARA LAVAR, VESTIDOS PARA 
GATEAR) 25.0 DOCENA 
338 KNIT SHIRTS (CAMISAS DE TEJIDO DE 


“PURTOY, TNCLUYENDO T-SHIRTS (CA_ 

MISETAS-T), OTRAS CAMISAS Y Su- 

DADERAS (SWEATSHIRTS) ,PARA HOM- 

BRES Y NIAOS 7.2 DOCENA 
339 KNIT SHIRTS AND BLOUSES (CAMISAS Y 

BLUSAS DE TEJIDO DE PUNTO), INCLU 

YENDO T-SHIRTS (CAMISETAS-T) ,OTRAS 

CAMISAS Y SUDADERAS (SWEATSHIRTS 

PARA MUJERES, NIWAS E 7.2 DOCENA 











» Be 





359 ° 
CATEGORIA DESCRIPCION  (CONT.) FACTOR DE CON UNIDAD 
VERSION (A) DE MEDIDA 
Tai 340 CAMISAS, N.K (QUE WO SON DE PUNTO) 24.0 DOCENA 
+ 341 BLUSAS, N.K. (QUE NO SON DE PUNTO) 14.5 DOCENA 
iB 342 FALDAS 17.8 DOCENA 
;. 345 SWEATERS (SACOS DE PUNTO) 36.8 ° DOCENA 
347 PANTALONES, SLACKS Y SHORTS (EXTE_ 
& RIORES), PARA HOMBRES Y NINOS) 17.8 DOCENA 
w 348 PANTALONES, SLACKS Y SHORTS (EXTE- 
o RIGRES), PARA MUJERES, NIWAS E IN 
. F FANTES 17.8 DOCENA 
cs 349 SOSTENES, ETC. 4.8 DOCENA 
c 350 BATAS, INCLUYENDO BATAS DE BANO, LE 
2 VANTADORAS, BATAS PARA PLAYA,BA- 

; TAS DE ENTRECASA Y BATAS GUARDAPOLVOS 51.0 DOCENA 
ey. 351 PIJAMAS Y OTRAS PRENDAS PARA DORMIR 52.0 DOCENA 
< 352 ROPA INTERIOR, INCLUYENDO ROPA INTE _ 
on RIOR DE UNA PIEZA (UNION SUITS) 11.0 DOCENA 
2e- 353 SACOS, CHAQUETAS Y CHALECOS RELLENOS . 
oc? - DE PLUMA-ALGODON PARA HOMBRES Y 
= g ; NINOS 41.3 DOCENA 
so 354 SACOS, CHAQUETAS Y CHALECOS RELLENOS DE 
> PLUMA-ALGODON PARA MUJERES, NIAAS E - 

Se INFANTES 41.3 DOCENA 
“ Fi | 359 OTRAS PRENDAS DE VESTIR 4.6 LIBRA 
on. 
-o LANA 
a> 
o- 431 GUANTES 2.1 DOC . DE 
29 PARES 
& 432 CALCETERIA 2.8 DOC .DE 
: PARES 
433 SACOS, SUIT-TYPE (TIPO DE TRAJE),PARA 
HOMBRES Y NIAOS 36.0 DOCENA 
; 434 OTROS SACOS, PARA HOMBRES Y NINOS 54.0 DOCENA 
435 SACOS PARA MUJERES, NIWAS E INFANTES 54.0 DOCE? 
436 VESTIDOS PARA MUJERES 49.2 DOCENA 
438 CAMISAS Y BLUSAS DE PUNTO (KNIT) 15.0 DOCENA 
440 CAMISAS Y BLUSAS, N.K. (QUE NO SON DE 
PUNTO) 24.0 DOCENA 
442 FALDAS 18.0 DOCENA 
443 VESTIDOS, PARA HOMBRES Y NIAOS 54.0 DOCENA 
444 VESTIDOS SASTRES, PARA MUJERES, NIWAS 
E INFANTES 54.0 DOCENA 
445 SWEATERS (SACOS DE PUNTO) ,PARA HOMBRES 
~~ Y NINOS 14.88 DOCENA 
446 SWEATERS (SACOS DE PUNTO) ,PARA MUJERES 
~ NIRAS E INFANTES 14.88 DOCENA 
447 PANTALONES, SLACKS Y SHORTS (EXTERIORES 


PARA HOMURES Y Ninos © 18.0 DOCENA 
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Malsg 
CATEGORIA  DESCRIPCION (CONT.) FACTOR DE CON —_—sUNIDAD 
VERSION (A) DE MEDIDA 
448 PANTALONES, SLACKS Y SHORTS (EXTE- 
, RIORES), PARA MUJERES, NIWAS E 
: INFANTES 18.0 DOCENA 
S 459 OTRAS PRENDAS DE VESTIR DE LANA 2.0 . LIBRA 
; 630 PARUELOS 1.7 DOCENA 
c 631 GUANTES 3.5 DOC. DE 
= PARES 
2 632 CALCETERIA 4.6 DOC. DE 
2 | PARES 
_ o 633 SACOS, SUIT-TYPE (TIPO DE TRAJE), 
s PARA HOMBRES Y NIAOS 36.2 DOCENA 
c 634 OTROS SACOS, PARA HOMBRES Y NIAOS 41.3 DOCENA 
2 635 SACOS, PARA MUJERES, NIAAS E INFANTES 41.3 DOCENA 
. 636 VESTIDOS PARA MUJERES 45.3 DOCENA 
EQ” 637 PLAYSUITS, SUNSUITS, WASHSUITS (VESTI 
a) “DOS PARA JUEGO, VESTIOOS PARA TOMAR 
s. EL SOL, VESTIDOS PARA LAVAR), ETC. = 21.3 DOCENA 
ou) 638 KNIT SHIRTS (CAMISAS DE PUNTO), INCLU 
2s YENDO T-SHIRTS (CAMISETAS-T), PARA 
—€ HOMBRES Y NINOS 18.0 DOCENA 
So 639 KNIT SHIRTS AND BLOUSES (CAMISAS Y BLU 
—) SAS DE PUNTO), INCLUYENDO T-SHIRTS - 
ge (CAMISETAS-T), PARA MUJERES, NINAS E 
~ 2 INFANTES 15.0 DOCENA 
of 640 CAMISAS, N.K (QUE NO SON DE PUNTO 24.0 DOCENA 
eS. 641 BLUSAS, N.K (QUE NO SON DE PUNTO 14.5 DOCENA 
o> 642 FALDAS 17.8 DOCENA 
om 643 VESTIDOS PARA HOMBRES Y NIfOS 54.0 DOCENA 
25 644 VESTIDO SASTRE, PARA MUJERES, NIAAS E 
s*s INFANTES 54.0 DOCENA 
 . 645 SWEATERS (SACOS DE PUNTO), PARA HOMBRES 
Y NINOS 36.8 DOCENA 
646 SWEATERS (SACOS DE PUNTO), PARA MUJERES, 
NIMAS E INFANTES 36.8 DOCENA 
647 PANTALONES, SLACKS Y SHORTS(EXTERIORES), 
PARA HOMBRES Y NINOS 17.8 DOCENA 
648 PANTALONES, SLACKS Y SHORTS(EXTERIORES), 
PARA MUJERES, NINAS E INFANTES 17.8 DOCENA 
649 SOSTENES, ETC. 4.8 DOCENA 
650 BATAS LEVANTADORAS, INCLUYENDO BATAS DE 
BAnO Y BATAS DE PLAYA 51.0 DOCENA 
651 PIJANAS Y OTRAS PRENDAS PARA DORMIR 52.0 DOCENA 
652 ROPA INTERIOR 16.0 DOCENA 
653 SACOS, CHAQUETAS Y CHALECOS RELLENOS DE 
PLUNAS-FIBRAS SINTETICAS- PARA HO:1- 
BRES Y NIR0S 41.3 DOCENAS 
654 SACOS, CHAQULIAS Y CHALECOS RELLENOS DE 


PLUMAS-FIBRAS SINTETICAS PARA - KUJE- 
RES Y NIFAS E INFANTES 41.3 DOCENA 
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CATEGORIA  DESCRIPCION (CONT.) FACTOR DE CON UNIDAD DE 
| VERSION (A) MEDIDA 
659 OTRAS PRENDAS DE VESTIR 7.8 LIBRA 
360 FUNDAS 1.1. » NO. 
361 SABANAS 6.2 NO. 
362 CUBRELECHOS Y COLCHAS 6.9 NO. 
363 TOALLAS TERRY Y OTRAS TOALLAS 
DE PELUSA 0.5 NO. 
369 OTRAS NANUFACTURAS DE ALGODON 4.6 NO. 
LANA 
464 FRAZADAS Y MANTAS PARA AUTOMOVI- 
LES 1.3 LIBRA 
465 CUBRIMIENTOS PARA PISOS (FLOOR 
COVERING) 0.1 PIES 
CUADRADOS 
469 OTRAS MANUFACTURAS DE LANA 2.0 LIBRA 
FIBRAS SINTETICAS 
665 CUBRIMIENTOS PARA PISOS (FLOOR 
COVERING) 0.1 PIES 
CUADRADOS 
666 OTROS AVIOS (ENSERES) 7.8 LIBRA 
669(1) OTRAS MANUFACTURAS DE FIBRAS 
SINTETICAS 7.8 LIBRA 


~“—-——---—-—- -— -— — = = 


(1) Excluyendo los nimeros 706.3400, 706.3900, 706.4140 y 706.4150 
del Arancel de Aduanas de los Estados Unidos. 
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NIVELES DE CONSULTA ANUAL SENALADOS EN EXCESO DE LOS ESTABLECIDOS 
EN EL PARAGRAFO 11 DEL CONVENIO 


300/301 (HILAZA DE ALGODON) 
310 (GINGHAM - GUINGA) 
312 (PANA) 
314 (BROADCLOTH - PANO FINO DE MAS 
DE 29 PULGADAS DE ANCHO 
315 (PRINTCLOTH - TELA ESTAMPADA) 
317 (TWILLS & SATEEN - TELAS CRUZADAS 
Y SATEN 
320 (OTRAS TELAS) 
410 (WOOLENS & WORSTED - LANAS Y ESTAMBRES 
614 OTRAS TELAS 
347 (PANTALONES, PARA HOMBRES Y NINOS) 
348 (PANTALONES, PARA MUJERES, NIWAS 
£ INFANTES ) 
336 (VESTIDOS PARA MUJERES) 
433 (SACOS, SUIT-TYPE - TIPO TRAJE, PARA 
HOMBRES Y NIAOS) 














435 (SACOS, PARA MUJERES, NINAS E INFANTES) 


447 (PANTALONES, PARA HOMBRES Y NINOS) 
459 (OTRAS PRENDAS DE VESTIR DE LANA) 
634 (OTROS SACOS, PARA HOMBRE Y NINOS) 


635 (SACOS, PARA MUJERFS, NIAAS E INFANTES) 


636 (VESTIDOS PARA NUJERKS) 
639 (CAMISAS Y BLUSAS DE PUNTO, PARA KUJE- 


NIVEL DE CONSULTA ANUAL 
(EQUIVALENTE DE YARDAS 
CUADRADAS) 


23.000.000 
3.700.000 ; 
2.000.000 


2.600.000 
3.000.000 


13.500. 000 


_ 7.009.000 


400.000 
1.600.000 
1.600.000 


1.600.000 
1.600.000 


245.820 
300.000 
300.000 
150.009 
2.000.000 
1.900.090 
1.600.090 
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RES, NIWAS E INFANTES) 


644 (VESTIDOS SASTRE, PARA MUJERES, NINAS 
E INFANTES) 


652 (ROPA INTERIOR) 


& 


NIVEL DE CONSULTA ANUAL 


(EQUIVALENTE DE YARDAS 
CUADRADAS 


3.000.000 


1.500.000 
1.600.000 
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ANEXO C 


ARTESANIAS Y PRODUCTOS DEL FOLKLORE TRADICIONAL DEL SECTOR 


TEXTIL COLOMBIANO 


"Items Colombianos" son aquellos productos tradicionales cortados, 


cosidos o fabricados a mano en unidades artesanales y por la indus- 


trfa casera. La siguiente es la lista de productos acordados dentro 


de esta categoria. 


1. 


Cubrelechos 





Cubrelechos hechos en telar manual. 


Blusas con Cuello de Crochet Tejido 





Blusa elaborada en material crudo laboriosamente decora- 
da alrededor del cuello,en el frente y alrededor de las 
mangas con crochet hecho a mano. 

Esta blusa también tiene bordado en la parte del frente 


0 a ambos lados del adorno en crochet. 


Blusa Bordada 





Blusas cortadas y cosidas a mano con amplios bordados éa 
borados a mano en las partes superior e inferior del fim 


te. 


Falda Bordada 





Falda cortada y cosida a mano con amplio bordado elaborado 


= manualmente. 
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Mantas Tejidas a Mano 





Estas vistosas mantas estan elaboradas a mano en la 
na, algodén, o algod6n y lana con hilos pesados que 
forman franjas o disefios. Los orillos pueden ser 

terminados con adornos formados con los extremos de 


los hilos y anudados, o con dobladillo. 


Tapiz Bordado con Motivos Indigenas 





Tapices bordados a mano en crudo 0 con vistosos co- 
lores, con escenas indigenas. Generalmente estos ta 
pices son utilizados como adornos de pared. 


Traje Tipico de Cumbia 





Traje hasta el tobillo con falda bastante amplia y 
adornada con encaje ancho elaborado a mano. E] traje 
completo es cortado y cosido a mano y es un traje ti 
pico para desfiles u ocasiones especiales. 


Traje Tipico Guajiro 





Un tradicional traje de mujer que va bastante suelo 
formado por una pieza de tela, doblada en forma rec 
tangular, con una abertura en el centro para la ca- 
beza y con bordados muy elaborados alrededor del cue 
Ho. Este traje es hecho en forma similar a la rua 
na, pero tiene los orillos unidos con excepcién de 


las aberturas para los brazos y manos y tiene cierre 


en el frente. 
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Traje Tipico de Mapalé 





Traje hasta la rodilla formado por una amplia falda, con 
una franja de arandelas en la blusa y dos franjas de am- 
plias arandelas que forman la falda. Un vistoso y alegre 


traje de festival. 


Traje Tipico Mestizo 





Un traje nativo con amplio descote, cuello de arandelas 


y una amplia faldacm arandelas en la parte baja. 


Hamacas 

Hamacas de franjas multicolores hechas a mano con mate - 
riales gruesos. Los extremos estan formados y reforzados 
con pita o lazo fuerte. Las hamacas de red son elabora- 


das en telares manuales. 


Chaqueta Tejida a Mano 





Chaqueta totalmente tejida a mano. Estas chaquetas es - 
tan generalmente tejidas en lana y con bolsillos de par- 


che tejidos también a mano y cosidos a mano a la prenda. 


Chaqueta de Material Elaborado en Telar Manual 
Estas chaquetas estan totalmente hechas a mano con telas 


elaboradas en telares manuales, con bolsillos de parche 


del mismo material y cosidos a mano a la prenda. 
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14. Ruana 





Capa elaborada de una tela pesada en forma rectan- 
gular o una manta con una abertura en el centro pa 


ra la cabeza. Es una prenda tipica utilizada por 


hombres, mujeres y nifios en todas las dreas del cli 


ma frio en Colombia. La ruana de hombre generalmen 


te no tiene flecos. La ruana para mujer puede te- 


n in American Foreign 


ner flecos y algunas veces esta abierta al frente 


desde el] cuello hasta abajo para que pueda ser usa- 


ag Re way 


da como capa . 
Las ruanas de los nifios a veces llevan cuello alre- 
dedor de la abertura con cordones para cerrarlo. 


Estas prendas se conocen a veces como ponchos. 


15. Tapetes Tejidos o Anudados a Mano 
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Estos tapetes estan generalmente elaborados con hi- 
los de lana y estén totalmente tejidos o anudados a 
mano. Generalmente son rectangulares o cuadrados y 


tienen vistosos disefios. 


16. Chal de Macramé 





Chales elaborados a mano taalmente en encaje de ma - 
cramé o con orillo hecho de macrané. Los chales se 


elaboran en varios colores y llevan los tipicos fle 


cos en los bordes inferiores. 
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Suéteres y Chaquetas Tejidos a Mano 





Suéteres y chaquetas totalmente tejidas a mano, ge- 
neralmente de tejido grueso decorado con disefos ver 


ticales. 


Manteles y Servilletas Bordados 





Manteles cortados y cosidos a mano con preciosos 


bordados hechos a mano. 


Vistosas Fajas para usar en la Cintura 





Fajas multicolores plisadas a mano. Algunas veces 


se cosen juntas para formar amplias fajas. 


Colgante de Pared, rectangular 





Un colorido colgante de pared elaborado en hilos 
gruesos entrelezados con bandas decorativas de teji 
do crudo. Son elaboradas a mano y vienen en varios 


tamafios. 


Colgante de Pared, Arbol 

En forma de drbol estos colgantes de pared estan en 
trelazados con bandas de tejido crudo en tamafios gra 
duados con hilos gruesos que dan la forma del arbol. 


Este colgante esté decorado con pequefias borlas de 


fibra de algodo6n. 
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Mochilas Indias de Colores 





Mochilas con correas similares a una faja tejida o 
plisada y una bolsa multicolor, para ser llevada en 


el hombro. 


Forros para Cojines, Bordados a Mano 





Forros para cojines con bordados que cubren mas del 


50% de la superficie externa del forro. 


Bolsos de Macramé elaborados a Mano 





25. 
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No. 370 


FOR RELEASE 6:00 P.M. E.S.T., SATURDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1982 
NOT TO BE PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED, QUOTED FROM, OR USED IN ANY WAY 





POREIGN RELATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES 
1951 
VOLUME V, THE NEAR EAST AND AFRICA 


The Department of State today released Foreign Relations of the 
United States, 1951, Volume V, The Near East and Africa. The Foreign 
Relations series has been published continuously since 1861 as the 
official record of United States foreign policy. The volume released 
today is the fifth of seven volumes covering the year 1951. Three other 
volumes recording the years 1952-1954 have also been released. 














The volume presents 1497 pages of documentation, most of it 
previously unpublished and newly declassified, on U.S. relations with the 
Near and Middle East, and with Africa, during the year 1951. The 
documentation is accompanied by scholarly aids, including lists of 
persons, abbreviations, and sources. 


The portion of the volume on the Near and Middle East covers 
basic U.S. military and economic policies in the region; the origins and 
development of proposals to establish a Middle East Command; and U.S. 
interest in the development of the petroleum resources of the area. The 
section on U.S. relations with Israel and U.S. interest in resolving the 
Arab-Israeli dispute comprises the largest single collection of material 
in the volume. Other sections present documentation on bilateral 
relations with Egypt, Greece, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Saudi 
Arabia, Syria, Turkey, and Yemen. 


The portion of the volume on Africa covers general U.S. policies 
toward Africa, and U.S. relations with Ethiopia, the Gold Coast (Ghana), 
Liberia, Morocco, Tunisia, and the Union of South Africa. 


Foreign Relations, 1951, volume V, was prepared in the Office of 
the Historian, Bureau of Public Affairs, Department of State. Copies of 
volume V for 1951 (Department of State publication 9114; GPO Stock 
No. 044-00-01914-1) may be purchased for $21.00 (domestic postpaid) from 
the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, 
Washin::: . B.C. 20402. Checks or money orders should be made out to the 
Superins. ent of Documents. 





The Office of the Historian has prepared a brief 
descriptive summary of the contents of the 
volume. For further information contact: 
Paul Claussen, (202) 632-9477 
John Glennon, (202) 632-7768 
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No. 371 PC 5 
December 8, 1982 


PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
BONN, WEST GERMANY, DECEMBER 7, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Many words can be used to describe the 
relationship between the Federal Republic of Germany and the 
United States: partnership, alliance, strength, steadfast- 
ness, hospitality. I have experienced all of those words 
here in my discussions with Mr. Genscher. Those words have 
characterized the outstanding visit of Chancellor Kohl to 
Washington some three weeks ago, and they have been historically 
descriptive of the relationship between these two countries. 
I have come here with that spirit very much in mind, both for 
the purpose of the meeting here and the discussion of things 
that interest the two countries and also as a prelude to the 
meetings of the NATO Foreign Ministers that we might consult 
a little bit about those meetings. 


We have discussed a very wide range of particular issues having 
to do with the NATO-type issues, the two-track decision and the 
mutual reaffirmation of the importance of that decision and all 
of its implications. We have discussed East-West economic 
relationships and our determination to proceed with the program 
that we set out as a result of discussions in New York and 
Washington and La Sapiniere and elsewhere. We discussed Central 
America, South America and our interest there and many other 
matters of mutual interest. We know in the end what we all 
seek is reduction of armaments. We know that we have to be 
strong if we truly can contemplate that as being a possibility 
of reality. We want a world of peace and we also know that we 
are having these discussions against a background of economic 
difficulties. We were joined by Mr. Lambsdorff for some 
discussion of those matters and I hope that some good can come 
forward on that part as well. 


Perhaps I'll pause now for the interpreting and then we can just 
have the questions. 


QUESTION: May I ask you, would you be prepared to comment on 

the stulement by Sovict Minister of Defensc Ustinov, who assertcd 
that, in case of MX-stationing according to current plans, the 
Soviets would feel compelled to station a similar weapon, a 
comparable weapon, and that the stationing of these weapons would 
represent a gross violation of the SALT II Agreement? 


For further information comtact: 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The problem is to the contrary. The Soviets 
have been developing such missiles and putting them into place. 
It's the same problem as in the intermediate-range missile issue. 
The issue for us is to match this strength. We are determined to 
modernize our position. At the same time, the President has put 
forward very strong suggestions for the reduction of armament 

and these are being negotiated in Geneva. But in the meantime, 
in this as in other areas, we must maintain and develop our 
strength, not only for its own sake but as the basis for any 
reality in the negotiations. 


QUESTION: Does that violate the SALT II Agreement? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't believe so. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Mr. Secretary, over the weekend the heads of 
state of the European Community gave what they called a signal of 
Copenhagen, suggesting to the Soviet Union that it should take. 
positive steps towards the West and the West would then react in 
turn positively. How do you assess such a possibility? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any way of assessing the likeli- 
hood that the Soviet Union will decide to do the things that are 
necessary to improve the relationships between themselves and the 
United States and our European friends. The position that we 
have had is, I think, quite similar to that expressed here, 

that we must be realistic about what's going on. We must main- 
tain our strength. We must be ready to negotiate, and if in these 
negotiations we find a constructive response, then the negotiations 
have some chance to succeed. I might say also that we are very 
conscious in the United States of a wide variety of destabilizing 
activities that seem to have their origin in many cases in the 
Soviet Union. I have just been traveling through South and 
Central America and here we see the effects of armaments flowing 
in to democratic regimes and destabilizing them. And we don't 
regard this as a contribu tion to peace in the world. So there 

is lost of room for improvement. I would agree with the statement 
that you quoted from the European heads of state that we will wel- 
come any substantive moves from the Soviet Union in directions 
that can lead to more stable and constructive relationships 
around the world. 


QUESTION: May I ask you to be somewhat more detailed or more 
mroe explicit regarding your statement that the Soviets had 
already developed and stationed such weapons? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They have, as the President developed in his 
address on the MX subject, a formidable arsenal in place, and 
it is this continuous build-up of Soviet weaponry that much 

of own response is directed to. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in connection with the lifting of the 
sanctions against the gas pipeline deal, it was said one of the 
conditions was to reach an understanding and agreement on a 
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common trade and economic policy vis-a-vis the countries of 
eastern Europe. Could you tell us how much progress has been 
made in developing a common strategy vis-a-vis the countries 
of eastern Europe? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, I have to disconnect the question 
because the question implied that the discussions of our East- 
West economic strategy were conducted as a sort of negotiation 
vis-a-vis the pipeline issue. In actuality, as Mr. Genscher will 
bear out since he and his representatives were a very instrumental 
part in the whole thing, we all agreed that the general question 
of East-West economic relationships deserved to be addressed with 
urgency and with a different spirit than in the past. And so we 
moved forward on that. The President's decision was that the 
prospect for moving forward on these alternate means was 
promising enough and strong enough so that he could in effect 
switch from the pipeline sanctions to this approach. 


As far as the ingredients to this strategy are concerned, they 
are in different stages and I'll try to run down where we stand 
on them. First, perhaps the most fundamental step that was 
proposed is a broad East-West study of economic relationships 
based on certain principles that have been set out. We are now 
in the process of trying to formulate just how to go about the 
undertaking of that study. But I think people are broadly and 
completely committed to doing it. One of the things that Mr. 
Genscher and I touched on in our discussions this afternoon 
was mutual agreement to move forward with that. We have some 
ideas about it. I hope during the course of my trip to Europe 
we'll be able to firm up just how we are going to do the study. 


Second, on the question of credits: there has been, of course, 
considerable discussion of this within the framework of OECD 
and that will proceed. 


Third, there is the question of COCOM. That has been moving 
forward in a very satisfactory way with a considerable political 
impulse to do so. 


Fourth, there is the question of other high technology, in 
particular oil and gas equipment. We have to formulate how 

to get at that. It is similar in terms of the kind of analytical 
and administrative skills needed for COCOM. In One way or another, 
I think, we will see it drift in that direction, but stil] 

there has to be the right setting. 


And finally, the same can be said for the broad energy study 
that needs to be undertaken, particularly looking at alternative 
sources Of supply and estimating the demand. 


In general, I think, Minister Genscher and I agree that the more 
we can use existing forums towork out these matters the better 
we are going to be. I look forward to discussing all of this 
with my guropean colleagues during this trip. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you believe that only the military 


experts could decide which kind of high technology is militarily 
important? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Obviously, the essential skills are in part 


military and in part sort of scientific engineering skills that 
are required in eitiier case. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you also discuss with Mr. Genscher 
the Middle East problem and how do you see the situation at the 
moment? The fact that you received two Palestinian mayors the 
other day, does that mean that you are ready, the United States 
would now be ready, to recognize the PLO? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The answer to the last part of the question 
is that the conditions under which we will talk to the PLO have 
been set up very clearly, repeatedly and remain unchanged. 


But ['ll repeat them again if you wish -- namely, that when 

they recognize the right Of Israel to exist ana ¥N security re- 
solutions 242 and 338 as the basis for peace in the Middle East. 
We are ready to talk to the PLO. Until then we aren't. The two 
mayors that I met with were not representatives of the PLO. 
They were former mayors of West Bank communities who had been 
ejected for reasons that we didn't find persuasive. I didn't 
answer the question about the Middle East but you were only 
giving me the PLO needle and we'll let it go at that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there were indications this morning 
that the Federal Government had gained the impression during 
contacts and talks in the course of the Brezhnev funeral rites 
that the Soviets might be considering puliing out of Afghanistan 
Or had the desire to do so. Could you comment on that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The range of our discussions so far -- an 
remember I am just in the middle of this visit here -- 

are very wide. As a matter of fact, we did touch on Afghanistan 
and many other issues. Whether there is a potential movement on 
the part of the Soviet Union or not remains to be seen. And 

I think that there are so many signals this way, that way, and 
every other way, that we need to go out of the signals business 


and look for substance. We'll be very interested to see if any 
substance develops, 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I have another question concerning East- 
West trade. Who in your opinion would be best suited to formulate 
this common policy of the West? And who is going to draft his 


Study once agreement has been reached on what should be said in 
the study? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are many possible ways of going 
about it. The interested countries as such will have to do a 
great deal of the work as distinct from an international staff. 
Nevertheless, our bias, as I said earlier, is toward lodging all 
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of these studies to the extent possible in some existing 
international institution and we'll benefit from the experience 
and the staffs of those institutions. It has not yet been 
decided precisely where to put this. I hope that as my visit 
to Europe unfolds and I have a chance to talk to people, we'll 
gradually formulate our agreement on that point. | 


QUESTION: I suppose, Mr. Secretary, there is a certain time- 
table on consultations in connection with this joint East- 
West economic strategy. What is this time table like? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the timetable varies according to the 
subject matter of the different items that I mentioned. Some 
represent actions that can be put in place, or improve on what 

is in place already, and 

some represent studies that need to be accomplished. I don't 
see that any of these studies need to take forever. So I think, 
without trying to put deadlines on things, we ought to be 
thinking in terms of months. But I don't want to put some 
deadline down because that often causes artificial uncertainties. 


QUESTION: There is information that martial law in Poland may 
be lifted and that all the detainees would be released. Would 


that change your position, the position of the United States 
of America vis-a-vis Poland? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it wouldn't change it. What has 

changed over a period of years is what the Polish Government 

has done to its people. And if the Polish Government changes 

the way it behaves toward its people that will be welcome 

news. We will await any developments and when we read the accounts 
of them we want to examine carefully what the reality is. We 

hope that the reality will gradually emerge as something better 


for the Polish people than they have been subjected to for 
the last year or so. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I wonder if we could please seek 


a clarification of your reply earlier about the Soviets having a 
new ICBM missile. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I didn't say brand new. I was referring 
to what the President developed in his televised address 

having to do with the MX decision. He developed the buildup of 

a Soviet weaponry and juxtaposed that against what had been going 
on as far as the United States is concerned, and thereby the 
necessity for us to modernize and develop our Own weaponry. 


QUESTION: Is that the same area of (Inaudible) destabilization 
activities within the United States. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I didn't say anything about destabilizing within 
the United States. I talked about Central America. 


QUESTION: Thank you Mr. Secretary. 
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_ TOAST BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
Bonn, Germany, December 7, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Mr. Minister, my friend, my host, my 
colleague in the world of foreign Affairs; 


I might say that I am senior to you in that you have just 
been reappointed Foreign Minister, but I am very junior to 

you in so many respects that the opportunity to be here at 

the start of my visit to Europe and talk with you and the 
Chancellor and President Carstens, not only about our relation- 
ships together as two countries, but also about our alliance, 
is of great importance to me. But I would like to first 

say how grateful I am to you and Mrs. Genscher and distinguished 
guests here for joining us and in extending this wonderful 
warmth and hospitality that is so clear here this evening 

and has been clear to me throughout the day as I have had 

the privilege of talks with members ©. your government. 

That warmth and hospitality is very important to us. 


I might say also that the discussions that we have had 

have been very productive, full of content, as your very 
gracious toast suggests. We have covered an awful lot of 
ground in a comprehensive way and in a probing way. I suppose 
that is just what is appropriate for two countries that have 
as many things that pull us together as our countries do. 
There are a million or perhaps a little more - Americans on 
your soil. For the most part they are military people and 
their families. We think they are here on a mission of peace. 
We think they are here in the interests of the United States 
and in your interests, our shared interests. And that is the 
way we look at it and that is the faith that we wil] keep. 
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I have heard that on the order of 25 percent of the residents 
of the United States, the citizens of the United States, 

in one way or another can trace their roots to Germany. 

Now I don't know about a figure like that and I hesitate 

to use a number of that kind in the presence of my teacher 
and the great Arthur Burns, because Arthur is a stickler for 
numbers and whenever you use a number in Arthur's presence 
he will come around later and say to me, "George, where did 
you get that number?" But I have the pertect answer on this 
occasion. I'll say: "Arthur, you gave it to me." 


But I might say it is a measure of the respect and friendship 
that we have, and that President Reagan has, that we are able 
to persuade and able to send you such a distinguished person 
as Arthur Burns and Helen Burns. I feel very strongly about 
this personally because I have had the privilege of working 
with and for Arthur for a great many years. And I know there 
is no person in the United States who stands taller and is 
more respected, he is more than an Ambassador here. He is 

a very distinguished American and a very distinguished citizen 
of the world. So when I have a number from Arthur I know that 
I am in very safe hands. 


I said that our discussions have been comprehensive and productive, 
as is suggested by the wide range of topics that were brought 
up in your own remarks here this evening, Mr. Minister. 

And I don't want to try to review them here in any detail, 

but it is quite clear that they have to do with our alliance, 
where you and I are going as Ministers to the NATO Ministerial 
meeting. I think it is very well for us all to keep in our 
minds that this alliance has been and remains today one of the 
greatest alliances in history. It is an alliance for peace. 
There has been no war in Europe while this alliance has 

been in being although there have been tensions. There have 
been incidents or whatever you may want to call them all 

over the world, much bloodshed all over the world; but I 

think, in very considerable part due to the alliance, that has 
not been true here. So it is something that we prize and we 
work on and we develop together. We have, as we all recognize, 
the dual track decision which you and the Chancellor affirmed 
very positively to me today as the most recent expression of 
the things that we share together and recognize as important. 
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Outside this sphere of the alliance and the concerns that go 
with it, of course, we have our economic relationships to think 
about. And it was, I think, significant to notice 

in your remarks that you brought forward both the importance 

of an economic strategy in our East-West relationships which 

we are together determined to work out to our mutual benefit, 

but also what we share in the importance of the trading community 
around the world. 


We had a meeting in the GATT here recently, and how it should 
be evaluated I suppose depends on your point of view. There 
is gag on rating things going around these days. I was asked 
by a reporter as we were winding up our South American trip 
with the President recently, on a scale of one to ten, 

how would you rate the trip? Of course, I immediately said 
"eleven." But nevertheless it is important to recognize 

that with all of the difficulties we face in our economies and 
in the world economy, there were positive assertions of the 
imporance of open trade, and at least the beginning of a 
sensitivity to the emergence of that great miscellany now 
called "services," but which I predict will sooner or later 
be called such words as "banking" and "insurance" and "en- 
gineering," and so on, the réai marts of this word. There 

is a recognition of this new and emerging and very important 
aspect of trade and the necessity for dealing with it. So 
that is a positive element. 


At any rate, the point is that as we worked on this matter 

of the greatest difficulty I know that we found that the 
representatives of your country and mine found much in common, 
perhaps most of all found a philosophic base in common which 
made it possible for us to work fruitfully together. 


Finally, I might say and I could practically pick up and read 
and welcome your own comments about the truly significant base 
of our relationship and that has to do with the values that 
we share. The human values, the democratic values, that 
sustain us and sustain our alliance and make us, as we look 
perhaps at other parts of the world, recognize what a good 
deal we really have in having a situation of freedom and 

a sort of progress and a sense of humanity that characterizes 
your world here and mine in the United States. 
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So, again I am most grateful to you for this warm and 
hospitable greeting and even more for what it stands 

for - the strength of our relationship, the content of it, 

the ability to talk and discuss, share views on important 
issues. So these matters are of tremendous significance to 

me and benefit to me and my job, even more of great significance 
to my countrymen and to President Reagan, who has asked me 

to express to this gathering, as I did to Chancellor Kohl, 

his very best wishes. 


So in that spirit I would like to ask you all to join me 

in a toast to my host and hostess, Minister and Mrs. Genscher, 
and to the continued friendship and well-being of our countries 
and their relationship to each other. 


END 
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ARRIVAL STATEMENT 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
Brussels, December 8, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Sunny Brussels. It's great to be back 
here. Delighted to have a chance to come to this city 

which contains so many important things. I'll be here 

to visit leaders of the government of Belgium, to confer 

with my colleagues in the North Atlantic alliance and to 

meet with leaders of the community on economic matters. 

I think this must be put down as a special time of problems 
and opportunities. We all know of both. Certainly in the 
field of tensions in the world, there are many that we must 
reckon with. And the North Atlantic alliance has proven 

to be the world's most durable and effective alliance. 

It is an alliance for peace and we want to keep it that way. 
We know that there is a very large military buildup on the 
part of the Soviet Union and that it takes strength to meet 
strength. At the same time, in keeping with the dual-track 
decision, we must always examine both sides of the coin. 

And as we have strength we also have the strength to negotiate. 
And we will, of course, be talking about both of these matters 
in the meeting of the North Atlantic alliance. I look forward 
to calling on Prime Minister Martens and Foreign Minister 
Tindemans and to renewing my acquaintance with them and discussing 
important matters here in Belgium. I might say that years 

ago when I was Dean at the University of Chicago and thinking 
of ways to internationalize our curriculum, I came to Belgium 


and worked out a program that was quite successful in 
collaboration with the University of Louvain. So I 

know a little bit about Belgium 

beyond just what I'm meeting on here today. Finally, 

at the end of my stay here I will be meeting with Gaston 

Thorn, a friend of many years, and his colleagues to talk 

about some of the economic issues -- and I believe opportunities 
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--that we face. Certainly, it seems to me, we need to keep 

in our sights right now that the world needs economic ex- 

pansion. And in addition to discussions of the particular 

issues that we tend to scrap about we need also to think 

about ways in which we can work together effectively to see 
wee our economies expand. 


I'd like to make one comment about an event that took place 
in Washington yesterday, namely the vote in the House of 
Representatives on the basing mode of the MX missile. This, 
as the President has said, is a disappointing vote, and we 
think a mistaken one. In view of the fact that we think it 
is mistaken, of course, I am sure that the President will 

be seeking to turn it around, not only in the Senate but 

in working with American people to be sure that they understand 
fully the implications and the importance of the deployment 
of the MX missile. I should emphasize that long-range, 
land-based missiles are now in place on American soil and 
what we are talking about here is a modernization of that 
weapon system and a shift in the basing mode, and in the end 
I feel confident that it will go forward. Nevertheless, 

it certainly is the case that the vote in the house is a 
disappointing one. Well, I'm looking forward to this 

visit here in Brussels. Thank you very much. 


END 
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PARTMENT OF STATE 


December 10, 1982 
No. 374 


PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D.C. OF HIS EXCELLENCY 
POUL SCHLUTER, PRIME MINISTER OF THE KINGDOM OF DENMARK, AND MRS. SCHLUTER 


December 12-14, 1982 


Sunday, December 12 


10:50 a.m. His Excellency Poul Schluter, Prime Minister of 
the Kingdom of Denmark, Mrs. Schluter and their 
party arrive Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland, 
via U.S. Presidential Aircraft. 





11:10 a.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting 
Pool Side). 


The Honorable Kenneth W. Dam, Acting 
Secretary of State and Mrs. Dam will 
greet the party on arrival. 


11:25 a.m. Arrival at the Residence of the Ambassador of 
Denmark, 3200 Whitehaven Street, Northwest. 


Private afternoon and evening. 


Monday, December 13 . 


7 


11:00 a.m. Prime Minister Schluter wil] meet with President 
Reagan at the White House. : 





1:30 p.m. The Honorable George Bush, Vice President of the 
United States, will host a working luncheon in 
honor of His Excellency Poul Schluter, Prime 
Minister of Denmark, at Blair House. 


3:15 p.m. Prime Minister Schluter will meet with the | -. 
Honorable Howard Baker and other members of . _.. 
the Senate at the Capitol, S-233. 
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Tuesday, December 14, 1982 





7:05 a.m. 


7:25 a.m. 
7:30 a.m. 


9:30 a.m. 


PR#374 


Prime Minister Schluter will meet with the 
Honorable Caspar W. Weinberger, Secretary of 
Defense, at the Pentagon. 


Private dinner and evening. 


Prime Minister Schluter, Mrs. Schluter and their 
party arrive at the Washington Monument Grounds 
for departure. 


Arrival Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland. 


Departure from Andrews Air Force Base via U.S. 
Presidential Aircraft for John F. Kennedy 
International Airport. 


Depart John F. Kennedy International Airport via 
British Airways Concorde enroute London. 
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December 14, 1982 


PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
AT THE CONCLUSION OF 
THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL MINISTERIAL MEETING 
BRUSSELS, BELGIUM, DECEMBER 10, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: During these last two days of meetings, 
I have felt very much as though I am among allies, that I am 
part of an alliance that is strong, that is determined, 
that stands for peace, that has contributed to peace and 
intends to continue to do so. It's been a very warm and 
supportive and reassuring meeting in every way. The communique 
speaks really for the meeting very well and I can't do better 
tnan to read a few items from it. 


On East-West relations, the communique says: “Firm, realistic 
and constructive attitude toward the Soviet Union on the 
basis of mutual acceptance of the principles of restraint 

and responsibility.” On defense, the communique says: "In 
view of the continued Soviet military buildup the allies 

are left no choice but to maintain an effective military 
deterrent adequate to meet their legitimate security concerns 
in a changing situation. It therefore remains essential 

for the allies to preserve the security of the North Atlantic 
area by means of conventional and nuclear forces adequate to 
deter aggression and intimidation.” On arms control, the 
communique says: “The allies underline the importance of 
both parts of the decision of 12th December 1979. The allies 
fully support the United States' efforts to enhance security 
througn the total elimination of all existing and planned 
Soviet and U.S. longer-range land-based INF missiles" -- 

in other words the zero-zero option. "Ministers reiterated, 
in the absence of a concrete arms control agreement, INF 
deployment would begin according to schedule at the end of 
1983." On chemical weapons: “The allies are gravely con- 
cerned avout strong evidence of continued use of chemical 
weapons in Southeast Asia and Afghanistan in violation of 
international law, including evidence of Soviet involvement 
in the use of such weapons.” Well, these are pieces here 

and there from the communique. It's a lengthy document and 
well worth your reading as soon as it'savailable to you. 

Are there any questions? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the MX decision cast any shadow 
over the proceedings here? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not particularly. There were questions about 
it, and I retorted on the parliamentary situation in the United 
States and on the Fresident's determination to move ahead. As 

a matter of fact, in the appropriations process, some 2 
billion dollars was appropriated for the continued work on the 
MX missile. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary of State, could I ask you whether you 
have any comment to make on this morning's report that the U.S. 
Administration is considering moving its military command center 
from Stuttgart to Britain over the coming years? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no truth to that. The command 

center remains where it is today. As I understand it, if there 
should be a war, command would shift to the NATO Command Centers 
and what administrative rearrangements there might be in such 

a contingency have to be worked out. But as far as command center 
presence and so forth is concerned, it remains as is. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you discussec the Middle East. Can 
you give us a short account about the situation now there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: About what? 


QUESTION: About the Middle East? And the prospects of a break- 
through on the basis of President Reagan's proposals of the first 
of September, and if there is any change of heart on your part 
regarding the (Inaudible) ? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no change of heart regarding that 
hope. And there is no let-up in activity. And of course we 
continue to work hard with patience and continuity. In a sense, 
there are, you might say, three parts to that part of the Middle 
East equation. I'm leaving out the Iran and Iraq part of the 
picture, 


Tuere is, first of all, what we refer to as the Mid-East basic 
peace process involving the Palestinian issues and so on. 

We continue to work hard on that. We expect “ing Hussein to 
visit the President in Washington on the 2lst of December. 

We consider that to be an important meeting. It continues to 

be our desire to create a situation where the right people will 
come to the bargaining table and start, of course, first of all 
on the interim arrangements, and then on final status arrangements 
have been determined. It's obviously going to be a long process, 
but it's one in which we want to see things move and continue 

to work on it. As far as Lebanon is concerned, a second part 

of this -- Philip Habib and Maury Draper have been back in 
Washington. They had a lengthy meeting with the President 
yesterday, and I understand that Phil and Maury wiil be going 
back out shortly with additional ideas. I think it's more ap- 
propriate for those ideas to come from them and from Washington. 
In addition, of course, there is the very important matter of 
relationships between Israel and Egypt which have been at the 








. -3- PR# 375 


heart of the Camo David process, and we continue to try to be as 
helpful as we can in the maintenance and development of that fund- 
amental relationship. So basically, in answer to your question, 
there is a strong continuity of effort and interest in bringing 
about a peaceful situation throughout the Middle Cast. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in the discussions of how the Alliance 
would approach or consider dealing with the new Soviet governmen‘, 
were there suggestions as to how this could be done? Or whether 
or not...was there interest on the part of the Europeans in a 
summit meeting with Mr. Reagan and Mr. Andropov at some future 
time? 


SECRETARY SifULTZ: I think the discussion was very realistic and thoughtful. 
Of course, we are all interested in seeing the development of 

more constructive relationships based on a different pattern of 

behavior. In this, our position as an alliance is about the 

same as we have stated in the United States. We have to be 

realistic about what is taking place. We have to maintain our 

strength, as the communique brings out very clearly. We are 

ready for a dialogue but whether or not something emerges remains 

to be seen. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you discussed any other options 
beside zero-zero option? For example, what you were talking 
about with the Social Democratic leaders in Bonn. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I didn't have any discussion of other 
options in the meeting. There was strong support, as the communique 
says, for the zero-zero option, for the elimination of this whole 
category Of weapons from European soil. So that is our position, 
that is where our emphasis is and that's what we talked about. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in recent days you have explained to 
reporters and to your NATO colleagues that MX vote in the House. 
The Danish delegate here has ex>lained the vote in his legislature 
and in Norway by just one vote they avoided the same kind of vote 
as the vote in Denmark. What I am wondering is doesn't all of 
that taken together somewhat, from the Soviet point of view, 
detract from the unity that you're trying to show here? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not at all, I think that if that interpretation 
is placed on those votes, it's a great mistake. The whole spirit 
of this meeting has been one of unity and determination and a 
recognition of what the realities are. And I am sure that those 
realities are recognized in all the countries represented in this 
alliance. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you worked out the arrangements 
now for carrying out the various studies called for in the 
agreement on policy toward the Soviet Union in the economic field, 
and what are they? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the communique says: “Economic and trade 
relations withthe Soviet Union and Eastern Europe must be 
consistent with the allies'broad security concerns which include 
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avoidance of contributions to Soviet military strength.” 
I expect to see the following activities take place. And 
this, I think, everybody subscribes to. 


First of all, we have strong activity going on now in COCOM. 


Second, on high technology of military significance, but perhaps 
of somewhat less direct significance, including oil and gas 
technology, we will ask our COCOM people to examine that area 
and give us advice on what should be included. 


Third, on the matter of credits, there is an exis j activity 
in the OECD, which has been going on, and we will seek to give 
that an additional political impulse to examine the relationship 
of credit to the basic objective which I mentioned. In terms of 
energy alternatives and the examination of them, that I expect 
we will try to get going in the OECD by mutual agreement and no 
doubt they will benefit in the OECD from the IEA's material. I 
Suppose I shouldn't be telling you this, I should be telling 
the OECD. Maybe they will turn their constituent governments 
down in doing these things. But I doubt it. But at any rate, 
the energy alternatives study will take place in that setting. 
. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what will be the NATO role, if any, 
in this review? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm trying to think. Just talking off the top 


of my head here, I may have omitted something. I have a feeling 
I did. 


QUESTION: Is there an Overall East-West strategic study? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have to think about how to pull these 
different elements together and we haven't figured out the answer 
to how to do that as yet. 


QUESTION: Will there be a NATO role in this review? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The NATO role...let me just read you from the 
communique, because there is a definite interest in the subject. 


This is of course a subject that the NATO ministers discivssed in 
La Sapiniere and so they are quite interested in followiig up. 

T read you part of it, I'll read a little bit more: “the allies 
recognize that mutually advantageous trade with the East on 
commercially sound terms contributes to constructive East-West 
relations. At thesame time they agree that bilateral economic and 
trade relations with the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe must also 
be consistent witn their broad security concerns which include the 
avoidance of contributing to Soviet military strength. Studies 
are underway Or will soon be undertaken on several aspects of East- 
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West economic relations and ministers will consider these issues 
again, on the basis of these studies, at their next meeting.” 

Tn other words, we expect to see S@™€push in getting these 
studies completed, and we'll be looking for a report on their 
progress when we meet the next time. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you have any fear or did you detect 

any concern in your talks here with the other ministers about 

the possibility of the strains that exist between the United 

States and the European Community in the trading, in the agricultural 
field at the present time may spill over into the security area 

and affect the unity of NATO? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are always problems in relations 
between partners, and I think the important thing to recognize is 


that, despite a fair number of such problems, they have not 
spilled over. 


This meeting was a strong meeting and a determined meeting -- 

a meeting of unity and strength. Now we've had a number of 
issues that people have said would do what you just mentioned. 
But we have managed to compose our differences about steel. 

We managed to compose our differences about East-West economic 
relationships and that has dealt with the pipeline and not- 
connected negotiations. But at any rate, taat aspect of the 
matter is not in the picture. The differences of views between 
the Europeans, the U.S. and, for that matter, other countries 
about production and trade and agriculture have been around for 
a long time, and they are around today. I pian to spend time with 
some Of my Cabinet colleagues and the leaders of the EC ten 
later on today and no doubt the subject of agricultural trade 
will come up. But it's a problem. We'll work at it. And if it 
can't be resolved in its own terms, it will not spill over and 
undermine our alliance, I'm sure. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you are shortly going to Madrid where 

the new socialist government is engaged in a broad reassessment 

of their partnership with NATO. And I suppose you are bringing 
some ideas and some suggestions both in this context and also 
concerning their assessment of the Spanish-American treaty. ~- Could 
you tell us what are you going to suggest in this and other fields? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Spanish Government is a new government, 
of course, and so I don't think it's appropriate to press on them 
a whole lot of particulars. It's a meeting in which I hope to 
get acquainted and to discuss matters of some mutual interest. 


As far as Spain's membership in NATO is concerned, of course, that's 
a decision for the Spanish to make, but I certainly hope that 

they decide positively to remain in NATO. I think they have a 
constructive contribution to make and it will] be helpful to 

Spain as well as the alliance members. 














"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


- 6- PR# 375 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in your discussion with the other 
ministers, did the subject of the domestic problems that the 
Europeans might have in deploying missiles next year come up and 
how do you assess those problems? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, everyone is acutely conscious of 
the importance of deployment and of the reality of that. And the 
relationship of that, no doubt, to the atmosphere of negotiations 
in Geneva. At the same time, the reality of good conduct of 
those negotiations in Geneva has an important bearing on people's 
attitudes about deployment. So it's an interrelated proposition, 
as it says in the communique. We had a number of instances of 
people in the face of questions of one kind or another standing 
up and facing up to them, and it turns out that in the end you 
win, when you explain and show what deployment is about, why 

it's important tothe security of Europe and the United States and, 
for that matter, why it's important to the negotiations that it 
proceed. Of course, there is a constant problem of informing 
public opinion and of persuading people that thecourse we're on 
is the right course. I think there is one dramatic piece of 
evidence that needs to be kept in our minds all the time, and 
that is that NATO, on the facts, has been an alliance for peace. 
There has been nowar in Europe during the period of NATO's 
existence and I am sure that the existence of the Alliance and 

it strength has a major responsibility for that fact. 


QUESTION: You said earlier there were no plans to move the 
command center from Stuttgart to Britain, but I wonder if 
there are plans for building an additional command center in 
Britain to provide extra redundancy in that system? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think so. I think there's a 
misunderstanding here, and I don't want to comment on it in too 
much detail, but as I understand it, you're talking about certain 
elements Of administration. Command is where it is now, and 

if there should be a war -- God forbid -- command would go directly 
to the NATO command structure. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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December 14, 1982 PC 7 
No. 376 
PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
AT 
THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES 
Brussels, Belguim, December 10, 1982 


EC PRESIDENT GASTON THORN: Ladies and Gentlemen. Let me 
first tell you that we had the pleasure, my colleagues from 
the Commission and myself, to welcome this afternoon 
Secretary of State Shultz, his colleagues from the American 
Administration, Mr. Donald Regan, Mr. John Block, Mr. 

Malcolm Baldrige and Mr. Bill Brock. We had a real exchange 
of views covering, I believe, all topical issues. We 

thought that the timing of this meeting and discussion 

of these problems was particularly appropriate. First, 
because we find ourselves in a very delicate political and 
economic situation -- the most difficult economic situation 
we've known since the end of the war -- and particularly 
because, in this context, the United States and the Community, 
which account for approximately one-third of world trade, 

have specific responsibilities and particular interests 

in coordinating their goals. I will tell you that the ex- 
changes were frank and straight-forward, but they were so 
mainly because we did not talk about the past and difficulties ’ 
that we may have encountered. But right away we turned 

to the problems at hand and we tried to define some stra- 
tegies and to seek a few points where it is in our interest 
to cooperate together in the future, and even in the very 
near future. It is of no interest to anyone, nor does it 
benefit anyone, to talk about the past; but it is absolutely 
imperative, that we take action and that action replace words; 
that we emphasize our common interests and that we try to 
face them. It is in this spirit that we have tackled the 
following topics which I will only mention, allowing Mr. 
Shultz to add the introductory remarks that he wishes. 
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We have discussed trade matters, i.e. essentially the GATT 
and what is known as its follow-up. Then, of course, 

we discussed agricultural problems; we discussed East- 

West relations and then talked about the economic and 
financial situation such as we assess it on both sides 

of the Atlantic. These are the four main topics that have 
been brought up until now, excluding what might be discussed 
tonight during dinner. So much for my introduction. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Jf think that is a good statement of the 
general scope of our discussion. Maybe the thing to do 
is just to respond to questions. 


QUESTION: I address my question to the Agriculture Secretary, 
Mr. Block. I'll skip the diplomatic niceties and ask roughly, 
if I may, whether the two sides were able to work out a conm- 
promise on the agriculture issues or will there be an agricul- 
tural trade war? 


MR. BLOCK: First of all, there will not be an agricultural 
trade war. I don't think we should talk about trade wars. 
We need to solve problems. My appraisal of the outcome is 
that there have been some concrete actions agreed to; 

there is a joint appreciation that the internal farm program 
policies can have an impact on international trade and they 
can have occasionally a destructive impact on international 
trade. The European Community appreciates the need to 
harmonize internal prices and the world price. It was agreed, 
and this is most important, that we sit down and, in 
specific terms, review what can be done to solve our trade 
frictions, what can be done within the maneuvering room 

that the community has. And we're going to do that with 

a time frame with the first meetings early in January, 
continuing if necessary with a report back and review 
sometime in March. And I think I said that correctly. 


QUESTION: Can Mr. Regan illustrate his views on the 
reform of the international monetary system? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I discussed just briefly at the meeting 

some of the thoughts that I have that there is a need for 

a better structure in the international monetary system 

to handle many of these problems that crop up very quickly 
that are very serious and need many different organizations 
for their solution. I offered no specific antidotes for these 
problems. I would say that what I am trying to do more than 
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anything else is to encourage discussion of these items 
because I don't think there is anyone that has the best 
solution or the only solution. I think there can be many 
solutions, but the more we discuss them within various 

types of oryanizations, I think the guicker the chance 

will be that we can solve some of these problems rather than 
going in for ad hoc solutions. 


QUESTION: Question to President Thorn, I suppose. Mr. 
Block has referred to the Europeans accepting at least in 
part that their internal farm policies can have a disruptive 
effect on world trade. In which areas of internal EEC 

farm policy is the disruptive effect on world trade evident 
in your view? What are the concrete actions agreed to 

and referred to by Minister Block? And if I could ask 

a brief question to Secretary Regan, are you more worried 
now than you were six months ago about the danger of a world 
banking crisis? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I'm less worried at this moment than I 

was six months ago. You will recall that in this period 

of time we have successfully handled several countries 

that are large debtors by renegotiating their loans, by 
temporary bridging loans, government-to-government or through 
the BIS, and as a result these nations are now on IMF 
programs. The more that happens and the more successful 

we are, the less dangers there are and the less threats 

there are to the international banking system. 


MR. THORN: As for the question John Palmer addressed to me, 
and for which I am thankful to him in as much as it will 
perhaps give me the chance to detail our views on that matter... 
What I think John said and what I would like to confirm 

as far as I am concerned, is that we thought we should def- 
initely avoid upheavals in the world market in regard to 
agriculture and that we both said that we definitely 

wanted to take steps to avoid that, each of us in the context 
of his own policy. To that purpose we said that we should 
keep in mind, as much on the American side as on the European 
Side, that when faced with decisions in agricultural matters, 
we must prevent decisions from having these negative effects 
which we would like to avoid -- also and notably as regards 
certain subsidies which could be granted and how far one 
could go, all the while respecting the policies of both 
partners. We therefore said that we would have the most 
extensive exchanges of views possible with our collaborators 
as of January, on actions that we might be led to take 

when making the inventory of specific issues. This is 

not a reevaluation of our policy, but rather a matter of 
seeing what concrete examples of problems there are in 

Europe and the United States, and then let us attack 

them immediately as of January. We will see in March, 
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as my American colleague said, how advanced these studies 
will be; to what level, or if we have achieved some results. 
We also have examined some examples from the American side; 
our interlocutors have explained, for example, the measures 
that the President of the United States proposed last night 
-on the American side- to deal with -that problem. 


On our side, we have brought up, for instance, the measures 
that we have taken regarding products such as sugar, as 
well as those to reduce surpluses; and it is this analysis 
that we intend to pursue as soon as possible, which is 

to say after the holiday season. 

QUESTION: This is a follow-up to this question. Mr. 
Block, you just talked about respecting the space of 
maneuver of the European Community. Does it mean that 

the United States has now (garbled) the common agricultural 
policy as it is, meaning for instance subsidies for exports, 
and secondly, when you say there will not be a trade war 

on agriculture, means that you are not going to dump any 
food in short time on the world market? 


SECRETARY BLOCK: In response to the first question, we 

do not and have not gquarreled with the common agricultural 
policy. Our quarrel has been with the spillover of that 
policy into the international markets, and it is our 
contention that it has created problems for us and other 
trading countries. The effort that the European Community 
intends to make and we intend to review with them how they 
can accomplish it is to bring their internal prices, or see 
internal prices and world prices more in harmony, or when 
they come close together or together, once this happens, 

it is a fact that export subsidies, but this would cause 

it to happen, and I think it is an appropriate approach. 
And the question of my statement that there would be no trade 
war -- and I don't expect a trade war -- trade wars would 
be bad for everyone concerned -- that is a fact. It is 
also a fact that we did not give up. We did not agree 

that we would necessarily withhold any actions to compete 

on a favorable basis with the European Community in the 
export market. 


QUESTION: I would like to ask a question to the Commission, 

to the representative of the Commission, again on agriculture. 
I would like to know if you have any commitments regarding 
agriculture and an eventual modification of the policy followed 
until now. Can we speak of a commitment, and, if so which one? 
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And then a question to Mr. Block. It seems totally 
illusory to imagine that European prices could match world 
prices. In which case, what conclusion do you draw? 


MR. THORN: Regarding the first part, I thought I had 
answered it by saying, twice, that naturally the cap was 

not negotiable. I believe you all heard that against and over 
the cap, but that we were both anxious to respect each other's 
policy -- but that it's time to establish a list of concrete 
problems, as quickly as possible and then to discuss them 
together at the beginning of next year. No negotiation 
commitment, and no commitment to a result, has been taken 

at this stage and cannot be taken since we are only now 
initiating discussions. 


SECRETARY BLOCK: In answer to your question you suggest 

that, in view of the circumstances, it's illusory to expect 
the common agricultural prices to harmonize with the world 
prices. I don't accept that necessarily. I don't think 

that the European Community accepts that and that is what 

we are going to sit down and look to when we have our meetings 
in January to see how that can come about. 


QUESTION: This is to both Mr. Block and Mr. Dalsager. 

Was there any discussion here or has there been any discussion 
about cooperation in world agricultural marketing of major 
commodities to help you get over short term surpluses? 


SECRETARY BLOCK: I guess I'll go first. We didn't talk 

in specific terms about cooperation. I guess I don't know 
what you mean specifically by cooperation in marketing these 
commodities. Yet we did talk about looking at the impact 

of the markets, of the exports, of the problems we both 
face. So certainly in that respect we're looking at cooperation. 
I'm a little concerned when you say cooperation. If you're 
talking about market sharing, and we really are not going to 
go out and divide up the markets if that's what you're 
suggesting, but we are going to cooperate together to find 
solutions to some of the problems that we have the best we 
can anyway. 


MR. DALSAGER: Yes, but the answer has already been given 
in detail on what we do with different products in detail 
and it has been overall discussion where we have decided 


to go into a further discussion after the new year to start 
to take up all the problems. 
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QUESTION: I would like to address my question to Mr. 
Shultz and Mr. Regan. Mr. Shultz, you were Treasury 
Secretary when the Bretton Woods system finally was pulled 
apart. Now it sounds to me as though the new administration 
is - I don't say looking for a new Bretton Woods - but at 
any rate, changing very dramatically its view about the 
need for international cooperation and linkage of monetary, 
trade and financial banking measures. The question for you 
is whether your experience in those ten years has affected 
your view on how to go about these things and whether you 
support this approach now? And the question for Mr. Regan 
is what has led to this change in the Administration's 
approach? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As for me, I try to learn as I go along, 
but yet I don't abandon my old ideas; but I'll let Secretary 
Regan handle where the outlook is. 


SECRETARY REGAN: The opinions that I expressed earlier 

this week are my own. This is not necessarily an Administra- 
tion position. I have not changed my opinion that there 

is a need for handling problems in the international community. 
What I am suggesting is that our experience of the last 

few months certainly has led us to a realization -- by 

those of us who have had to deal with these on a daily 

and sometimes hourly basis -- has led us to the conclusion 
that there might be a better way to handle this. Each case 
as it has come up now has been handled in a different 
fashion. I am suggesting that not only those of us 

who have been engaged in this type of endeavor but also 
those who have been observing us do it might have suggestions 
as to a better way to handle this. Now I am not suggesting 
that we should have some type of international rescue agency, 
because I think that banks have a right to be the victims 

of their own folly if indeed they have been foolish. 

And on the other hand, I think that every nation that has 
been profligate should not be rescued by the international 
community. But I think that when there are emergencies 

that there should be some type of apparatus to deal with that 
emergency in a better fashion than we're currently doing it. 


QUESTION: I'd just like to follow up on that. You did mention 
in your briefing or your informal meeting earlier this week 
the possibility of some kind of international federal reserve 
system. How do you see that possibility and how does 

this fit into the picture of your plans? 


\ , 
SECRETARY REGAN: I would like to correct an impression 
you have. I did not call for an international federal 
reserve; I asked a rhetorical question: What is the bank 
of last resort behind the Eurodollar mechanism? Here is a 
market with many hundreds of billions of dollars in it if 
not a trillion dollars, yet as far as I know there is no 
bank of last resort. I asked that as a rhetorical question 
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without any answer, nor did I suggest that there be a 
Federal Reserve for that at the same time, what I was 
suggesting was that in the same time, what I was suggesting 
was that in the international markets change is coming about 
and coming about very quickly. Domestically in the United 
States we're finding new fashions in finance almost every 
day. This is coming into the international markets also, 
and as things change in the financial markets and in 

the monetary system, I'm suggesting there is also a need 
for institutions to modernize and to stay up with these 
changes. 


QUESTION: This is for Secretary Block. Mr. Secretary 

I understood you to say that you do not want to have a trade 
war, but I don't understand what you said about dumping butter. 
Is that something you are still considering or have you 
decided not to do that now? 


SECRETARY BLOCK: We did not agree at this meeting today 
to withhold actions on the part of the United States or to 
take actions. We didn't specify what we would do. We 
leave that open. There's no decision on that at this time. 


QUESTION: I would like to follow up with a question which 
has just been raised. President Thorn has brought up the 
reciprocal efforts to try to dissipate the agricultural 
difficulties between the United States and the Community. 

But I have only heard Mr. Block speak cof the efforts that 
were contemplated on the European side to bring domestic 
prices closer in line with world prices. I would like 

to know what efforts the Americans themselves are contemplating 
to reduce these differences. Would there be an end to blank 
credits, the lifting of sugar import quotas, a self-limitation 
on corn gluten feed, etc? Can this question be answered? 


SECRETARY BLOCK: I tnink it's important that countries 
around the world be responsible at a time when we have 

large volumes of crops. The United States today has one 

half of the world's supply of grains. And the efforts 

we are making -~ the major effort was just announced yesterday 
by the President -- and what he announced was that we will 

be going forward with a payment-in-kind program where we 

will make grain availableto farmers if they will cut their 
production. We will take grain out of government stocks, 
give it to farmers if they will cut their production of that 
grain. This will reduce the stocks in the United States 

and yet keep plenty available for export to countries 

that are needing the grain. Furthermore, we are taking the 
steps to work with Congress to freeze our target prices 

later on, because high supports encourage excessive production. 
They distort the demand of the country. Secondly, in the 
area of dairy, in two years we have frozen prices, and, 
indeed, this year we have cut the price of dairy -- to 

the dairymen -- by one dollar per hundredweight, which is 
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about an eight percent cut. That's a cut, an absolute cut 

in money to the farmer. Furthermore, we have instituted 
policies this year to expand our storage. Of course, I have 
explained all the storage of grain we have. We have enormous 
stocks of grain and we have lots of storage, and the government 
has helped to store it. We have tremendous stocks of dairy 
products. These are the efforts we are making to try and cope 
with the situation that we all face in agriculture. These 

are large stocks overhanging the markets. And in the United 
States certainly anyway, where the price fluctuates with the 
world market, it's a serious problem for us because prices 

are very low. 


QUESTION: I would like to know from Mr. Thorn or Mr. Shultz 

Or maybe Mr. Haferkamp or Mr. Baldrige what the talks about 
East-West trade were about, what agreements or at least consensus 
has been reached here. Was it only about procedural questions 

or was it also about details for the forthcoming negotiations 

in international bodies? 


SECRETARY BALDRIDGE: We discussed the initiative that have 
already been started, and some of the cases on the agreements 
reached in November on East-West trade, credit and financial 
arrangements, some of that work has already been done in the 
OECD, alternate energy sources. There'll be studies on that. 
How we integrate overall economic policy between the West and 
the East. The EC has participated where it has been appropriate 
in the past. They have told us they will participate where 
it's appropriate in the future. For example, in COCOM, that's 
not an EC kind of initiative. We're doing that through other 
sources: the tightening of COCOM at the top, the more technical 
and sophisticated potential exports, and the loosening at 

the bottom of the kind of exports that aren't really that stra- 
tegically important. 


QUESTION: I have a second question for Secretary Shultz. 
Regarding the Alliance, I gather this afternoon you mentioned 
that one of your hopes was that the dispute in agriculture 

would not spill over and undermine the Alliance. I wonder 

if you could expand a bit on the dimension and the importance 

of this agreement that we seem to be moving toward in agriculture 
as it affects the Alliance on one hand and how it relates 

to the East-West issue, or issues? Are they likely to emerge 

as contentious an issue and, if so, how do you plan to deal 

with that in the coming weeks in the transatlantic relationship? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't see that these issues affect the 
Alliance. The Alliance is strong and it has its own bases. 
The discussions we've had here and elsewhere on East-West 
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trade seem to be moving in a positive direction. And you've 
heard the report of the discussions we had this afternoon in 
the field of agriculture, which have not solved the problems, 
but they've set us in the road to trying to do so. So I 
think the thing adds up to a great big plus. 


QUESTION: For Mr. Regan, a lot of the issues you've been 
discussing here today relate in some way or other to the problems 
of monetary instability and high interest rates. The view 

on this side of the Atlantic is that you and the President have 
been very slow to wake up to your international responsibilities 
through tolerating an excessive budget deficit and perhaps a 
rather dubious monetary and fiscal mix. Have you any reassuring 


-words to offer toda, about your efforts to reduce the budget 


deficit, and, in particular, have you anything reassuring to 
say about the future of American interest rates? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I deny that either one of us has been asleep. 
As far as the international situation is concerned, you will 
recall at the time of Ottawa, at Versailles and again at 

Cancun, we were asked by the Summit participants to do various 
things. I think we carried that out pretty well. We were 

asked to get inflation down in the United States. That was the 
number one problem that we had to address as an administration. 
Inflation was causing all kinds of international problems for 

our trading partners, for our allies and the like. I submit 

that we have done rather well with inflation. It was twelve and 
one-half per cent when we came in. This year it looks like 

it's going to run somewhere in the neighborhood of just below 
five per cent. We were asked later to get our interest 

rates down, that high interest rates were the cause of the problem 
worldwide. When we took over, interest rates -- prime rate 

at least -- in the United States were running somewhere in the 
neighborhood of twenty-one and one-half per cent. Currently, it's 
at eleven and one-half, and hopefully on its way down further. 

So I think that we've done rather well there. The next complaint 
was that we had too strong a dollar. First of all it was a 

weak dollar in 1980. That was causing problems. We strengthened 
the dollar. And now the complaint is that the dollar is too strong, 
and would we mind weakening the dollar. I submit that over the 
past couple of months the dollar has been weaker, and perhaps 
will get even weaker as time goes on. I think that we have 

been living up to our international responsibilities rather 

well when you look at the record. As far as whether or not we-~ 
I don't like to use the word ‘locomotive' ~~ but at least 

can we be the leader in getting the nations of the world 

back on the recovery path from the current recession that all 

of us are wallowing in, I would say that we should have -- 

and this I told to the participants this afternoon -- that we 
should have a good year next year with real growth in the 

United States of somewhere from three to four per cent, and 

that we were hopeful that 1984 would be an even better year. 
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that our trading partners will benefit from the recovery in 


If that proves to be the correct scenario, then we think 
the United States. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
Amsterdam Airport, December 1l, 1982 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY HUGHES: Good afternoon ladies and 
gentlemen. The Secretary will have a few remarks to make 
and then be glad to take your questions. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, I had the great privilege of 

a meeting with the Queen. I came away with the knowledge 
that she is not only charming but also very knowledgeable 
and interesting; at once regal and very human. So it was 
a great privilege for me and I appreciate it. Second, I 


had the chance to meet the Prime Minister, the Foreign Minister, 


Defense Minister and others in the government. We had an 
intensive and wide range of topics that we discussed from 
East/West economic relations, NATO affairs, INF deployments, 
Central American questions, Middle East and others. So it 
was quite a wide ranging discussion. It was interesting and 
useful for me to hear the viewpoints that were presented. 

I hope that just as they made a dent on me, perhaps I made 

a dent on them. But anyway it was very worthwhile visit. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you tell us if you received any 
assurances from the Dutch officials you met with as to the 
eventual deployment of medium range nuclear missiles here 
in the Netherlands if the Geneva talks are not successful? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, in the NATO communique 
that was issued yesterday the statement was made that all of 
the NATO partners agree if there is no agreement at Geneva 
there will be the deployments. The Dutch, as well as others, 
made that statement and the same comment was volunteered 
today. | 
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QUESTION: So there has never beer any definite admission 

that the deployment would take place here in the Netherlands. 
It has been a very divisive issue here. Was there any commit- 
ment as to deployment here within this country? 


ANSWER: Well I understand that the preparations for deploy- 
ment go forward, but you should ask the Dutch authorities 
about that. The NATO statement with the participation of the 
Dutch in it, and the complete agreement of everybody, is 

a matter of common sense understanding. If you need to 
deploy these weapons for the sake of common defense in the 
first place, and in the second place if you do not deploy 
them and don't show that you are truly willing to do so, 

then there is no negotiation in Geneva possible. That's 

just a matter of common sense. 


QUESTION: I understand you have had a short pleasant visit. 
Were there any points where you had different points of view, 
you and the Dutch people you talked with? 


ANSWER: Not really. We didn't have any major arguments. 

I suppose if there is any difference of view it may be 
about some aspects of Central America. At the same time, 

I don't know, had I stayed here for another three days and 
we really dug in and looked at all the facts, that we would 
wind up with a difference of view point. I think we all 
support democratic principles. 


We all support the importance of human values. We all 
support the importance of economic development and the better- 
ment of people's lives. In Central America, we perhaps are 
a little bit closer to it, and we do see the threat involved 
to democratic values, to human rights, from armaments coming 
basically from the Soviet Union through Cuba and Nicaragua 
to guerrillas in democratic countries. I think that from 
whatever direction you take it, whether it is the impact 

on investment, whether it is a human rights proposition, 
whether it is a problem. I would say that when you talk 
about human rights, guerrilla activity that tries to prevent 
people from voting, as in El Salvador, is a deep deprivation 
of human rights. I think that kind of activity, as well as 
others, should be recognized. I think we all recognize that 
there are very few places in the world that you can hold 
up and say: This is perfect. The question is whether it 

is getting better. We think that there are examples of 
things getting better, although there are problems without 

a doubt. 
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QUESTION: Did the Dutch Minister share your view that 
Nicaragua is used as a transit country for weapons to 
the guerrillas in El Salvador? 


ANSWER: Well, we talked about it. I think that it is not 
correct for me to come here and start telling you what the 
Dutch Foreign Minister thinks. You have him here. He'll 

tell you what he thinks. I can only tell you what I think. 


QUESTION: Could I please finish just one question because 

of technical problems? There might have been a slight difference 
in your meaning and ours on nuclear weapons -- is that right 

-~ to put it mildly? 


ANSWER: No, I don't think so. Who wants nuclear weapons? 

The question is when you have an adversary that has 

them and has them installed and has them pointing at you: 

In our own self-defense you better take note of that. We 
think first of all be realistic about the world that you are 
in. Second of all, be strong enough to defend yourself. 
Third, of course, be willing to talk and negotiate and discuss 
and agree to things if the other party is willing to do so. 
That is the stance we have in Geneva. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if we go down a little further south 
from Central America, did you discuss the developments in 
Surinam? 


ANSWER: Only a little bit. I think it is an emerging 
Situation but clearly it's a horror. We will find out more 
about it, but it is clear that there is a terrible act 
down there. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, your administration has a representa- 
tion there. Do they have any indication that there are 
foreign activities also in Surinam? 


ANSWER: I don't want to comment in any detail. You probably 
know more about it than I do. I am told that there is a 

very large population here who are from Surinam and that 
there is hardly a family in Surinam that doesn't have a member 
of their family resident here. So you are very close to that 
Situation here. At any rate, this is a breaking story and 

I am horrified by what has happened. I do not want to 

make a lot of loose statements about it before I really have 
had a chance to dig into it. 
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QUESTION: Talking about the Middle East, would you describe 
the present situation as a deadlock as far as the American 


performance is concerned? 


ANSWER: No, I wouldn't describe it that way. It certainly has 
not moved as rapidly as we would like to see it and as I 

think most people would like to see it. But there is a lot 

of motion and activity on the Mid-East peace process since 

the President's speech. We are looking forward to King 
Hussein's visit in Washington as an event of great importance 
and at the same time in Lebanon where we are having a hard 

time getting people talking about the withdrawal of foreign 
forces. We do have some additional thoughts. Phil Habib 

and Morris Draper met with the President and Ken Dam, the 
Acting Secretary, yesterday, I think, in Washington at some 
length. Thew will be returning to the Middle East and perhaps 
we will have some thoughts that can move the situation along. 
So there is not as much settled as we would like, but there 

is motion. We continue to work on it. These problems have 
been around a while and we recognize that to get anywhere 

we have to be willing to keep working at it and to have patience. 
To have a kind of patient impatience, I suppose, is the way 
to put it, if we are going to succeed, and we do. 


QUESTION: You didn't talk about the position of the PLO? 


ANSWER: No I didn't. As far as the PLO is concerned, so far 
as I know, they still have in their constitution that they 
want to extinguish Israel. We are willing to talk with them 
if they will stand up and say they recognize the right of 
Israel to exist and that Resolutions 242 and 338 are a basis 
for peace in the Middle East. The United States will talk 
to them under those circumstances. I'm not speaking for 
Israel. As far as the peace process is concerned, clearly 
for King Hussein to negotiate successfully there must be 
Palestinian representation in the negotiations. That is 
recognized in the Camp David accords and it is explicit 

in the Camp David accords. So there will have to be some 
Palestinian representation found and it remains to be seen 
where that will come from. 


QUESTION: About the American Headquarters in Europe, can 
you give us some background about the decision of the United 
States Pentagon about the replacement of the Headquarters 
from Germany to Great Britain? 
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ANSWER: Well, that is not correct. The command of the U.S. 
forces in Germany remains there. If in the unlikely and 
unwanted event that there should be a war, then the command 

of those forces would, according to the plan, be residing 

in NATO. So, as I understand what is taking place, there is 

a contingent administrative and planning office being established 
that would be activated in the event of war. The command of 

the troops remains where it is. If there were war-time - 

type activities, the command of those troops would go to NATO. 


, QUESTION: Has this new decision to do with a change in 


American strategy? 


ANSWER: No, I don't think it is a new decision. There isn't 
any new decision. The command structure of the troops remains 
as it is. 


QUESTION: The Pentagon has voted some million dollars for 
a (inaudible) to England. 


ANSWER: Well I was going to make a remark about a million 
dollars in the Pentagon budget. If we had to have an 
explanation for every million dollars we would be here all 
night ... Laughter. 


QUESTION: We have gone through a period of growing tensions 
between Europe and the United States ..inaudible ... do 

you think these tensions have lessened during these last 
couple of weeks or months? 


ANSWER: So far in this trip I have been to Germany, to 
Belgium and here. I have met with the Foreign Ministers 

of the NATO countries and their staffs and with the 

European Commission. I have found everywhere constructive 
feeling and I felt at the end of the NATO meeting that I 

was very much in the presence of allies and in an alliance: 

an alliance for peace, an alliance that recognizes the importance 
of strength and purposefulness. I didn't sense all of the 
Spirit that I read about. As far as the meeting with the 
European Commission is concerned, I think it was a very frank 
and straignt-forward meeting. Our principal differences 

were in the field of farm exports. We discussed those problems 
directly and set up a method of tackling them. Whether 

they will be successfully tackled by the process that has 

been set in train remains to be seen. What we have decided 

to try to do is identify operational things that can be done 

to lessen the problems and try, in the process, to forego 
philosophic arguments about whether the cap is a good 
arrangement or whether U.S. foreign policy is a good arrangement: 
Get away from philosophic arguments and start talking about 
operational matters. 
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QUESTION: Could you tell us what your perception is of the 
effect that the current situation of flux in the Kremlin 
has on allied cohesion? 


ANSWER: I had not noticed any particular situation of flux 
in the Kremlin. You had a leader die. A new leader has 
taken his place. The new leader has part of the old leader- 
ship and has expressed himself as very much in favor of 
continuity. Maybe there will be some new policies and a 
more constructive approach. That remains to be seen. 


QUESTION: Would you favor that the Dutch continue the 
participation in the UNIFIL forces in Lebanon? 


ANSWER: Yes of course, I recognize that there are problems. 
It will be desirable if by the time the renewal question comes 
up -- I think around the 19th of January -- that there will 
be a plan of some kind, or a course of action identified, 

by which foreign forces will get out of Lebanon and, in that 
event, a definite mission defined for UNIFIL. I know that it 
tries people's patience now to be there without having this 
course of action identified. We appreciate, I think the world 
appreciates, the willingness of the Dutch to continue to 

be a part of UNIFIL. It is important to have those forces 
there. I think everyone who has looked at the situation 
recognizes that there needs to be armed forces to supplement 
those of Lebanon when all the foreign forces withdraw. 

It is not the easiest thing in the world to get a peace- 
keeping force in being. If there is one there, we would 

hope it would stay there. It would be quite useful and helpful 
to Lebanon as a country. 


QUESTION: You want the Jordanian King to enter the peace 
process. What can you offer him in return? 


ANSWER: Peace. Now listen, peace is the most important thing. 
Peace with some justice of course. As the United States 

works its problems around the world, we are trying, and I 

know you are trying, to find those policies that treat people 
properly and with justice; but also will bring about peace. 
Peace is a very important ingredient everywhere, and I would 
Say particularly against the background of the events of 
Lebanon and Beirut, which can explode anywhere. Some 
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assurance of peace must be very valuable to everyone. 


QUESTION: But does this mean that you are convinced of 
political cooperation of your friends in Israel? 


ANSWER: I think that Israel, like other countries in that 
region, values peace tremendously and responds to that 
incentive. 


END 
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December 14 - 15, 1982 


Tuesday, December 14 





6:05 p.m. His Excellency Francisco Pinto Balsemao, Prime 
Minister of the Republic of Portugal, Mrs. 
Balsemao and their party arrive Andrews Air 
Force Base, Maryland via U.S. Presidential 
Aircraft. 


6:25 p.m. Arrival Washington Monument Grounds (Reflecting 
Pool Side). 


The Honorable Kenneth W. Dam, Acting 
Secretary of State and Mrs. Dam will 
greet the party on arrival. 


6:40 p.m Arrival Embassy Residence, 2121 Kalorama Road, 
Northwest. 


Private Evening 
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10:00 a.m. Prime Minister Balsemao will meet with The 
Honorable Kenneth W. Dam, Actirx Secretary of 
State, at the Embassy Residence. 


PHOTO COVERAGE - photographers to be at 
Embassy entrance no later than 9:45 a.m. 


11:30 a.m. Prime Minister Balsemao will meet with President 
Reagan at the White House. At the conclusion of the 
meeting, President Reagan will host a working luncheon 
in honor of Prime Minister Balsemao at the White 
House. 


1:45 p.m. Prime Minister Balsemao will meet with Vice President 
Bush at the White House. 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 
Telephone: 483-3515 (during visit) 
Protocol Office - Embassy Residence 
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Wednesday, Dé@tember 15 (continued) 


2:30 p.m. Prime Minister Balsemao will meet with members 
of the U.S. Senate, U.S. Capit<1, Room S-116. 





3:45 p.m. Prime Minister Balsemao will mt with members 
of the House of Representatives, U.S. Capitol, 
Room H-2200. 

5:00 p.m. Prime Minister Balsemao will meet with The 


Honorable Donald T. Regan, Secretary of the 
Treasury, at the Embassy Residence. 


8:00 p.m. His Excellency Francisco Pinto Balsemao, Prime 
Minister of the Republic of Portugal and Mrs. 
Balsemao will host a dinner in honor of The 
Honorable George Bush, Vice President of the United 
States, and Mrs. Bush at the Embassy Residence. 
Black tie. 


PRESS CONTACT: Mr. Luis Amorin de Sousa, 


Counselor of Information - Embassy 
265-1642 


Thursday, December 16 


8:15 a.m. Breakfast Meeting at the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
Building, 1615 H St., Northwest. 





10:00 a.m. Prime Minister Balsemao will meet with The Honorable 
Caspar Weinberger, Secretary of Defense, at the 
Embassy Residence. 
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11:30 a.m. Prime Minister Balsemao will lay a wreath at the 
Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, Arlington Cemetery, 
) Arlington, Virginia. 


12:15 p.m. The National Press Club will host a luncheon in honor 
of Prime Minister Balsemao at the National Press Club, 
529 14th, Northwest. 


4:05 p.m. Prime Minister Balsemao, Mrs. Balsemao and their party 
arrive at the Washington Monument Grounds for departure. 

4:25 p.m. Arrival at Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland. 

4:30 p.m. Departure from Andrews Air Force Base via U.S. 
Presidential Aircraft for John F. Kennedy International 
Airport. 

5:20 p.m. Arrive New York. 


6:30 p.m. Depart the United States via TAP #31l enroute Portugal. 
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December 14, 1982 


No. 379 
STUDY GROUP 5 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group 5 of the U.S. 
Organization for the International Radio Consultative Conmittee (CCIR) 
will meet on January 6, 1983 from 1:30 pm to 5:00 pm in Room OT8 in 
the Engineering Building, University of Colorado, Boulder Campus, 
Boulder, Colorado. 


Study Group 5 deals with propagation of radio waves (including 
radio noise) at the surface of the earth, through the non-ionized 
regions of the earth's atmosphere, and in space where the effect 
of ionization is negligible. The purpose of the meeting will be a 
review of the work program in preparation for the international meeting 
of Study Group 5 in Novenber, 1983. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join 
in the discussions subject to instructions of the Chairman. Admittance 
of public members will be limited to the seating available. 
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Requests for further information should be directed to Mr. Gordon 
Huffcutt, State Department, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone 
(202) 632-2592. 
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December 14, 1982 
No. 380 


STUDY GROUP 6 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCIR) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group 6 of the 
U.S. Organization for the International Radio Consultative Committee 
(CCIR) will meet January 10 and 11, 1983, at Boulder, Colorado. 
The meeting will open on January 10 at 1:00 p.m. in Room 3012 of 
the Department of Commerce, Boulder Laboratories Building, 


325 Broadway. 


Study Group 6 deals with matters relating to the propagation 
of radio waves in and through the ionosphere. ‘The purpose of the 
meeting will be to consider documents for submission to the 
international neeting of Study Group 6 scheduled for August 1983. 


Menbers of the general public may attend the meeting and join 
in the discussions subject to instructions of the Chaimmn. 
Admittance of public members will be limited to the seating available. 


vectassitied for Publication in American Foreign 
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Requests for further information should be directed to Mr. Gordon 
Huffcutt, State Department, Washington, D.C. 20520, telephone (202) 
632-2592. 
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December 14, 1982 
No. 381 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The SOLAS Working Group on the Carriage of Dangerous 
Goods will conduct an open meeting on January 1l, 1983, at 
10:00 A.M., in room 3201 of the U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 
2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of this meeting will be to discuss the follow- 
ing: | 


1. United States positions on matters to be considered 
at the 35th Session of the IMO Subcommittee on the 
Carriage of Dangerous Gocds to be held June 27 to 
July 1, 1983. : ' 


2. The report of the 34th Session of the IMO Subcommittee 
on the Carriage of Dangerous Goods held September 6-10, 
1982. 


3. IMO activities of a continuing nature. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacit 
of the room. 


For further information contact Lieutenant John P. Aherne, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-MTH-3), 2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, 
D.C. 20593. Telephone: (202) 426-1577. 
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No. 382 
SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 


Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Panel on Containers under the SOLAS Subcommittee 
Working Group on Containers and Cargoes will conduct an 
open meeting on January 12, 1983, at 10:00 A.M., in room 
3201.of the: U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second 
Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of this meeting is to discuss the following 
items relating to containers: 


1. The results of the 23rd Session of the IMO Subcom- 
mittee on Containers and Cargoes which was held in 
London: from February 8-12, 1982. 


2. The U.S. position for the upcoming 24th Session of 
the IMO Subcommittee on Containers and Cargoes to 
be held in London from February 21-25, 1983. 
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3. Matters relating to the ECE Group of Experts on 
custom questions affecting transport. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. Joseph J. Angelo, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-MVI-5), Washington, D.C. 20593. Tele- 
phone: (202) 426-4431. 


For further information contact: 
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JOINT PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
SECRETARY P. STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
AND 
ITALIAN FOREIGN MINISTER EMILIO COLOMBO 
Villa Madama, Rome, December 13, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In keeping with the courtesy extended 
to me and my party tnrougnout this visit, the Foreign 
Minister has invited me to make the first statement, and 

I think what I might say is simply that in the series of 
meetings I have had here with Prime Minister Fanfani, with 
President Pertini and with my friend Foreign Minister Colombo, 
it has been a very worthwhile and «- ightening day for me. 
I know that you would prefer to ask questions than have me 
give lectures so I will simply let it go at that except for 
One incident in the discussion with Prime Minister Fanfani. 
I told him that Mr. Colombo was the first Foreign Minister 
to call on me and that he had taken me under his wing and 
given me some instructions. I said that he had also told 
me the tricks of the trade, and Mr. Fanfani thought about 


that for a minute and said "I hope he didn't tell you all 
of them." 


n in American roretrgn 
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FOREIGN MINISTER COLOMBO: First of all I would like to 
take this opportunity to once again convey words of welcome 
and greeting on my own behalf and on behalf of the Italian 
Government to Secretary of State Shultz. I would also like 
to say that this day of talks has been a very intense and 

a very fruitful one. I could add at this point fruitful 

as always in all the talks that I have had the pleasure 

of having with Secretary of State Shultz since he came into 
office. Our talks nave covered a wide range of problems 
starting with East-West relations, especially in view of 
the recent evolution of our policy vis-a-vis the Eastern 
countries. We have excnanged our views on the Polish 
Situation; we have discussed the INF and the START negoti- 
ations; we have discussed the Middle East, both Lebanon and 
the general negotiations as a whole; we have had discussions 
On international terrorism and also a discussion on Bilateral 


problems, a discussion which we will be able’*o continue 
this evening. 


For further scefcor evecs taaceee cantact: 
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QUESTION: My question is directed to Mr. Shultz. Mr. 
Secretary, my question is in regard to Poland; the announce- 
ment by General Jaruzelski. Does the United States at this 
point regard those announcements as cosmetic? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the general answer is that we 

are looking closely at what as been said, that we are 
consulting with our allies, but in a preliminary way. What 
we have seen so far are some words, but nothing of substance 
has actually been done. But we will continue to observe the 
Situation and consult...it is hard to say at this point. 

We do not see that there is anything that substantial as to 
Cause us to think a major change has taken place. There may 
have been some development during the day of which I am not 
aware because I have been in one meeting after another, but 
I think that the Minister and I discussed this and we basically 
see this the same way. 


QUESTION: With respect to your conversations on the anti- 
terrorism problems, could you tell us how much concern there 
is in your country with respect tu the investigation of the 
assassination attempt on the Pope and links or attempts to 
link it to Bulgarians? 


FOREIGN MINISTER COLOMBO: We are following with great concern 
the evolution of this situation. The data that we do have at 
the moment is not complete, and not everything has been con- 
firmed. We will give a political assessment when all the 
necessary data has been collected and, most of all, confirmed. 
Of course, we consider the situation to be a very serious one, 
and if the data that will be collected will correspond to what 
is assumed at the moment, Italy will reflect very seriously on 
the conclusions to be drawn. And just as today we have 
discussed this problem with the Secretary of State Shultz, 

so in the same manner, if this data is confirmed and also if 
this data is on a broader basis than what it is at the moment, 
we will also inform and speak about this to our NATO allies. 


QUESI'ION: Secretary Shultz, what can you tell us from your 
visit with the Pope; what his feeling is about what's happen- 
ing in Poland; how does he feel about events there now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think it is appropriate for me to 
comment on things that the Pope may have told me about Poland 
beyond saying that he is obviously following the matter very 
closely and we did talk about it. I did raise with Cardinal 
Casaroli -- I asked him what he thought about it and he said, 
"Well, you must talk with our resident expert." So certainly 
His Holiness' views are ones we all are very interested in, 
but I don't think it is appropriate for me to quote him. 
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QUESTION: You mentioned that, on the subject of the Bulgarian 
investigation, you were going to consult with your NATO allies. 
Does that suggest that you think there might be a link with 
the Soviet Union? 


FOREIGN MINISTER COLOMBO: First of all, this information 

would aily take place if the data collected would prove this 
information to be necessary, and second, what you say is not 
necessarily so because if there is one problem that concerns 
one of the countries of the Warsaw Pact, therefore, we would 
discuss this at NATO as we have always discussed this type 

of thing: that is a collaboration within NATO to fight against 
terrorism. Well, if I may express myself freely, I don't feel 
that you can draw the’ conclusions in the direction you seem 

to be going. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, today in your talks with various 
representatives of the Italian government, have you also 
discussed the problem of an eventual crisis in the Persian 
Gulf and what the Italian contribution could be to such a 
crisis, bearing in mind that this crisis in the Persian Gulf 
would be a threat for the security of NATO? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We discussed Middle East developments; 
Lebanon, West Bank/Gaza issues, and matters of that kind. 
We did not discuss the Gulf area as such. so I can't say 
that we had any discussions on that point. 


I would add more generally, however, that I did say to each of 
the Italian government officials I talked to that the contri- 
butions of Italy to peace in the World, to constructive 
behavior, for example in the Sinai, for example in the Multi- 
National Force in Lebanon, in its determination to deploy the 
INF weapons, to support the negotiations in Geneva, and in 
many, many respects all the way through, Italy has been a 
great friend and ally and we welcome this behavior on the 

part of Italy very warmly and applaud it. 


QUESTION: If evidence were to bear out some of the speculation 
concerning the Bulgarian connection, what implications would 
you derive from this with regard to the future of the East - 
West dialogue? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think it is well to speculate 
excessively on this and I would only echo what Foreign Minister 
Colombo has just said, that it is a serious investigetion with 
important implications and we'll await the developments of the 
investigation. The Government of Italy has said that it will 
keep us informed. We'll rest at that. 
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QUESTION: Was the question of the Siberian Gas Pipeline 

| addressed in the course of the discussions? Could you give 
us an indication as to whether, in the event that evidence 
were to throw further conclusive light on the Bulgarian 
connection, would this tend to slow matters down also with 
regard to the issue of the Siberian Pipeline? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We didn't discuss that subject. We did, 
however, discuss the subject of East-West economic relation- 
ships and the desirability of finding together a firm strategy 
for conducting those relationships and a method of consulting 
about that strategy. Those of you who were at the NATO 
Ministerial meeting remember that we did agree there to 
energize the OECD and COCOM and in various respects stimulate 
a variety of studies and activities. Minister Colombo and I, 
in our discussion agreed that it would be desirable to have 
some overall strategic umbrella, you might say, over these 
individual activities. And, in one way or another, we are 
both determined to find our way to the answer of how to con- 
struct that -- we haven't got the answer yet. 


FOREIGN MINISTER COLOMBO: I confirm that we have not discussed 
the problem of the Siberian Pipeline, and I confirm that we have 
discussed an East-West strategy, especially the problem of 
security for the Western World which includes also economic 
behavior and conduct vis-a-vis Eastern countries. This coordin- 
ation will take place in studies that are going to be carried 
out in the appropriate fora such as OECD and COCOM. Then, 

once these studies are made, there will be coordination which 
will bring about a coordinated policy. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you give us any details on your 
meeting with President Mubarak; if you talked about an eventual 
formula towards retiring foreign troops from Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My meeting wich President Mubarak was brief. 
We concentrated on his coming visit to Washington. Beyond that, 
however, obviously he and we are both vitally interested in 
developments in Lebanon and in the Middle East peace process 
generally. We discussed those and shared ideas about them, 

and shared an impatience to see the situation get moving. I 
thir.k he welcomes the return of Phil Hab:.o and Morris Draper 

to the area. 


zx errr * 
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December 15, 1982 


PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
PARIS, FRANCE, DECEMBDR 14, 1982 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My colleague Foreign Minister Cheysson gave 
me the coutesy of meeting me at the airport and driving in 
with me. Then I had an opportunity for a lengthy meeting with 
President Mitterrand, the two of us, for an hour or so and 
then we had a luncheon joined by the French Ambassador to the 
U.S. and the Foreign Minister and our own Ambassador and 
Assistant Secretary Burt. I have been delayed in my schedule 
ever since. 


But I would say in terms of topics and approach that, as you 
might expect knowing the very large array of vlaces and subjects 
in which the interests of France and the U.S. intersect, that 

we went across the board through military issues, regional 
issues and economic issues of various dimensions so that our 
discussions truly were comprehensive. I believe that in that 
process we deepended and strengthened anc broadened the re- 
lationship that we have and, of course, which has been in 
existence for so many years. 


I imagine that everybody somehow puts the subject of East- 

West economic matters at the top of your list, although 

I do think that somehow it has to be seen in the full 
perspective of this panoply of relationships we have with our 
friends in France. I would only say on that, that we discussed, 
both in my private meeting with President Mitterrand, and in 
the larger meeting, the full array of the activities and studies 
that have been referred to in our discussions earlier and I 
think in the process explored some of the points that have to 
be developed if those efforts are going to be truly fruitful. 
Some have more ambiguity than others, particularly the subject 
of credits. But in any case both with respect to those studies 
and the importance from all of our standpoints of in some 
manner finding a way to develop our overall objectives, what we 
are trying to accomplish, what we are not trying to accomplish 
and in finding a manner of consulting properly about activities 
that any nation might plan to undertake in the general East- 
West trade area, narrowed, of course, ta the aspects of that 
that we are talking about here, we will find a way to do that. 
Obviously anything that we discuss here in France that might 

go forward is something that we need to consult with among all 
of our allies. But of course anything that we are able to agree 


For temrther mforrsmiatian contact: 
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here, I'm sure everyone will be interested in, so we'll be en- 
gaging in that process. I consider in general that the discussion 
was a very fruitful and worthwhile one. No questions? 


QUESTION: What is the French position on the issue of deployment 
of missiles -- the freeze versus the zero option. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, one of the few things that 1 really 
learned is that when it comes time for somebody to express the 
French position on something, particularly when I'm in Paris, 
I should leave it to the French to do that... 


QUESTION: Reports from Washington indicate the U.S. is planning 
to reject the Soviet suggestion for reduction of missiles. Is 
this the final decision and what would you recommend? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I believe all that has been said is that the 
idea of a reduction in a nu er of missiles in this immediate 
theatre, leaving the U.S. wi h none but the Soviets with some 
large number -- enough to hit all the targets that they are 
looking at while what missiles they remove are not destroyed but 
Simply taken out of the theatre, remembering that these are very 
readily moved--is not a very interesting proposition. 


QUESTION: What about a middle position -- a counter proposal? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any comment on that. 
QUESTION: Mr. Secretary are you happy with the French position? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have worked very closely and effectively 

with the French on this whole range of military matters and 

their attitude toward the IMF deployment, the conduct of negotiations 
and so on. We haven't had any differences of view and in fact 

I think we have been mutually supportive. 


QUESTION: What is the field in which there is a serious lack 
of understanding between the U.S. and France? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well I don't know that there is any deep, 
serious lack of understanding. There are a number of really com- 
plicated issues. The position of France and the U.S. is not 
identical with respect to them and so in any effort to coordinate 
On an aspect of then, Like those parts of trade and financial 
flows, East-West, that have a security Orientation to them, 

any effort to coordinate is going to pose some difficulties. 

But that doesn't mean they can't be overcome. What we have been 
struggling for is the right framework and manner for developing 
that cooperation. I think that we'll be able to find it all 
right. I think it is perhaps reassuring to find that there are 

a number of existing institutions and somewhere within the 
framework of these institutions we should be able to get done 
what we need to get done, remembering that this is all not 

Simply a question of what France and the U.S. wants to do, but 

we have many other countries that are of great importance 
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to us both with whom we need to coordiate our actions. 


QUESTION: President Mitterrand recently suggested the U.S. was 
in some way assisting the franc. Are we doing so? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question of actions of government in 
exchange markets is a question that is best left to those 
conducting it and to the markets. I know when I was Secretary 
of the Treasury I would never comment and if somebody else 
did I didn't appreciate it. I remember once when one of my 
colleagues had some comments to make when I was in Tokyo, 

I sai* “tell Mel Laird to keep his cotton picking hands out 

of economic policy". So I'll forego any comment. 


QUESTION: Based on your discussions here today, would you say 
that the French are going to do studies on East-West trade, 
studies that you would like to see? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, there are quite a few things 
gOing on right now and I think as these evolve and develop 

and the whole process emerges we should be able to find a satis- 
factory way of conducting the studies and the activities. Now, 
when you say you are going to study something that doesn't mean 
that you know what you are going to come out with in the end. We 
have some ideas, they have some ideas and others do too. So 
people of honesty and imagination undertake a study in good 
faith and we'll see where we come out. But I think the idea 

of making these efforts is one that is generally accepted and 
certainly that seems to be the case here today. Under those 
circumstances I think we'll be able to see some good work coming 
Out. 


QUESTION: President Mitterrand has indicated that on military 
policy, France and the U.S. are very close, but on economic, 
fiscal, trade, commercial policy there has not been enough 
consultation. Is this your position? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well I certainly wouldn't make a comment 

on anything that President Mitterrand has said but I would 

say that it is important for us as two close friends and allies, 
not only for the U.S. and France but all our other friends, to 

be in close contact with each other about what is going on in 
fields of our own interests, such as the one we are talking about. 
I also think that the way you make such consultation effective 

is not just by talking to each other. Because obviously we do 
that a tremendous amount. I think the various governments in- 
volved probably support the international airlines for the number 
of people transported back and forth all the time...I think the 
consultation is more effective if you have a process that sets 
out and develops what it is that we are trying to achieve. So 

it sets out a little more clearly than we have been able to so 
far in this area what the object of consultation is. If we can 
accompany that with a somewhat better system of consultation 

then it will all be more effective and I think we all desire that. 
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QUESTION: Are you discussing ways of doing this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, oh yes, that's what we...talked about 
that. 


QUESTION: Did you speak to President Mitterrand about the 
Middle East and Lebanon? Was there agreementon forces in 
Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well I'm sort of immersed in my discussions 

I guess, between those that I have had with the Foreign 

Minister, the Defense Minister as well as with President Mitterrand. 
Obviously the subjects of Lebanon and many other areas of the 

world came up. We are both in Lebanon together in the multinational 
force. I might say that as an example of outstanding cooperation 
and collaboration, it is working very well; we are tightly 
coordinated and I think have been effective together there. 

We agree that as developments take place in Lebanon and as it 

may emerge that new and additional missions for the multinational 
force might be put on the table we both said we are quite ready 

to look at these. We'll look at them in a consultative fashion 

and, Of course, each nation, as sovereign nations, will make its 

own decision but will do it through a process of consultation, 

in the u.S. of course, also in consultation with the Congress. 

But it is a good example of just whatI was talking about 

earlier. In Lebanon we have defined our objectives reasonably 
carefully; we have set up a way of consulting about them and 
everybody has done so--the French, the Italians and the U.S. 

That overation has worked very well indeed. 


QUESTION: Recently President Reagan announced an allied 
agreement on the framework for East-West trade. But there was 
confusion on whether France is a participant. Can you clarify? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, 1 don't want to go back over all of that 
material. I think the point is that the various things that 
we want totalk about--we and our allies, all of us -- are 

now gOing on in various places in OECD and COCOM principally 
Or getting started there. We will be going forward with 
additional efforts to assess Overall objectives and we'll find 
the right framework for that. So as far as the substance of 
what we have been talking about together is concerned I think 
we are seeing that gradually emerge. The question of whether 
who agreed to what and so forth I think is becoming...I was 
going to say...academic, but being an old academic I don't 
like to think that is irrelevant. 


QUESTION: On Namibia, there have recently been talks in Moscow 
between Chester Crocker and the Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister. 
Tnere were also the Cape Verde talks. What role do you see for 
the Contact Group on Namibia? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Contact Group of course has played a 
critical role in developing the situation to the point where it 
now is, particularly working on the Namibian independence aspects 
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of the subject. I think that we also have to bear in mind 

that while the Namibian issue stands by itself as an issue, it 
is, I think, practically everybody's judgment, certainly 

Ours, that you aren't going to see the agreements from South 
Africa that are necessary for all that to come about, unless 

you also see agreements in Angola for the withdrawal of Cuban 
troops and some kind of specified schedule for it. Now these 
are disconnected..but nevertheless they are all part of that 
picture and the Contact Group has been very supportive of this 
whole process. Some members of the Contact Group have special 
commitments in Africa, particularly the French, but not ex- 
Clusively the French and they have been extremely helpful 

in the unfolding of this process. It remains to be seen, of 
course, whether or not the objective we seek will be accomplished. 
At any rate we continue to work on it, we continue to work on it 
together. 


QUESTION: To what do you attribute ihe recent trouble in 
Franco-American relations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I don't know. I think there are probably 
some differences in perception, in fact, and so these can easily 
lead to misunderstandings. That suggests the importance of 
trying to talk them out. I think it is also fair to say that 
the U.S. is a proud and sovereign country. So is France, so 

is every Other country as far as I can see. There are no 
exceptions to that rule, but it is possible occasionally to 

have some public misunderstanding and I hope that perhaps we can 
put those behind us but at any rate we'll be trying. 
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END 
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TOAST BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
Rome, Italy, December 13, 1982 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Mr. Minister: I am delighted to respond to 
your kind words, and even more delighted to be here with you 
today in Rome. You were, Mr. Minister, the first of my 
colleagues with whom I met upon becoming Secretary of State. 

I remember still your wise counsel and warm support. We began 
then a memorable acquaintanceship, which has since grown to a 
true friendship. 


It is thus with particular pleasure that I today return your 
visit, and pay my own first visit, as Secretary of State, to 

a nation and to a city which stands at the center of the Western 
world. Geographically, historically, spiritually, all roads 
leads to Rome. This is as true today as it was two thousand 
years ago. As this city was the center of the ancient world, 
and classical Rome and Renaissance Italy are central to our 
common civilization, so when visiting St. Peter's yesterday, 

I was reminded that Rome remains at the center of the spiritual 
life for much of mankind. 
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Italy also remains at the heart of Europe, and at the strategic 
center of the Mediterranean. Touching the spine of Europe on 
the North, acting as a bridge toward Africa and the Middle East, 
Italy has also become a pivotal force in political and economic 
relations between East and West. 


Italy has, thus, played a leading role in the creation of a more 
united Europe, a process the United States continues to support 
strongly. The cooperation between’ our two countries in Lebanon 
is but the latest evidence of the constructive role which Italy, 
as a great Mediterranean as well as great European power, is 
playing throughout that region. In recent months, Italy has 
made a critically important contribution to the evolution of a 
more coherent Western strategy toward economic relations with 
the East. As a country vital to the trading system of the West, 
yet with a keen perception of the East, Italy will continue to 
offer valuable counsel and collaboration as we develop that 
strategy. 
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The greatest challenge before us today, Mr. Minister, as 

you and I discussed with our NATO colleagues in Brussels 
last week, is the protection of the values which our 

Western nations share. We must understand the vitality 

and wealth of these values -- freedom, democracy, respect 
for the individual -- and how terribly vulnerable they are 
in this world. Protection means strength, not only military 
strength, but strength of conviction and strength of purpose. 
It is from this position that we are able to tell our adver- 
saries that the West is prepared to negotiate differences on 


the basis of mutual restraint and responsible international 
behavior. 


To preserve our strength requires resolution and imagination. 
No Western nation has displayed these qualities more boldly 
and wisely than Italy. 


I ask you all, therefore, to drink to this friendship between 
our two countries which is displayed wherever in the world 
Western interests are at stake. It is a friendship America 


has learned to value. It is friendship upon which the Western 
world depends. 
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No. 386 
December 16, 1982 


SECRETARY OF STATE'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE 
INTERNATIONAL LAW 


Study Group on Arbitration 


Notice of Meeting 





There will be a meeting of the Study Group on Arbitration, 
a study group of the subject Advisory Committee, at 10:00 a.m. 
on Friday, January 28, 1983, at the United States Mission to 
the United Nations in New York City. Members of the general 
public may attend up to the capacity of the meeting room and 
participate in the discussion subject to instructions of the 
Chairman. 


The primary purpose of the meeting is to consider the draft 
model law on international commercial arbitration which is 
being prepared by a working group of the United Nations 
Commission on International Trade Law (UNCITRAL). Other 
matters concerning United States participation in conventions 
and treaties concerning international commercial arbitration 
will be discussed as time permits. 
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The United States Mission is located at the corner of 45th 
Street and First Avenue. Participants in the meeting should 
use the auditorium entrance on 45th Street. As entry is 
controlled and will be facilitated by advance arrangements, 
members of the general public planning to attend are requested 
no later than January 26, 1983, to notify Ms. Rochelle Renna, 
Office of the Assistant Legal Adviser for Private International 
Law, Department of State, Washington, D.C. (telephone (202) 
632-8134), of their name, affiliation, address, and phone 
number. 
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SECRETARY OF STATE'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE 
INTERNATIONAL LAW 


. 
e 


Study Group on Negotiable Instruments 


Notice of Meeting 





There will be a meeting of the Study Group on 
Negotiable Instruments, a study group of the subject 
Advisory Committee, at 10:00 a.m. on Friday, January 14, 
1983, at the United States Mission to the United Nations 
in New York City. Members of the general public may attend 
up to the capacity of the meeting room and participate in 
the discussion subject to instructions of the Chairman. 


The primary purpose of the meeting is to consider 
the draft conventions on international bills of exchange 
and promissory notes, and on international checks. Both 
conventions were prepared by a working group of the United 
Nations Commission on International Trade Law (UNCITRAL). 
The Study Group will also examine draft comments on the 


draft conventions for ultimate submission to UNCITRAL by the 
United States Government. 
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The United States Mission is located at the corner of 
45th Street and First Avenue. Participants in the meeting 
should use the auditorium entrance on 45th Street. As 
entry is controlled and will be facilitated by advance 
arrangements, members of the general public planning 
to attend are requested no later than January 12, 1983, to 
notify Ms. Rochelle Renna, Office of the Assistant Legal 
Adviser for Private International Law, Department of 
State, Washington, D.C. (telephone (202) 632-8134), of 
their name, affiliation, address, and phone number. 
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No. 388 
December 16, 1982 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Committee on Ocean Dumping 


Notice of Meeting 


The Committee on Ocean Dumping, a subcommittee of the 
Shipping Coordinating Committee, will hold two open meetings 
during January 1983. The purpose of these meetings is to 
discuss U.S. positons for the provisional Agenda of the 
Seventh Consultative Meeting of Contracting Parties to the 
Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping 
of Wastes and Other Matter, to convene February 14-18, 1983 
in London. 


The first meeting will be held on Wednesday, January 5, 
1983 from 2:00 to 5:00 P.M.; the second will be held on 
Thursday, January 27, 1983 commencing at 9:30 A.M. Both 
meetings will take place in room 2814 (Mall) Waterside Mall, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Washington, 
D.C. 


On January 5, the meeting will focus on the agenda item 
regarding the proposals to amend the Annexes of the Convention 
to prohibit the dumping of all radioactive wastes into the 
ocean. Copies of the documents transmitted by the Secretariat 
in regard to these proposals have been circulated to the 
members of the Committee. Comments received from the members 
and draft working papers prepared by EPA will be discussed in 
preparation for the development of a formal U.S. position on 
this issue. 


The January 27 meeting will be for the purpose of 
Giscussing draft U.S. position papers on the Provisional 
Agenda items, other than the radioactive waste issue. Prior 
to the Committee meeting, copies of the draft position papers 
and related background documents will be distributed to the 
members for review. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity 
of the room. 


For further information contact Ms. Norma Hughes, 
Executive Secretary, Committee on Ocean Dumping (WH-585), 
Environment Protection Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460. 
Telephone: (202) 755-2927. 


The Chairman will entertain comments from the public 
as time permits. 
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No. 389 
December 16, 1982 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


fon in American Foreign 


The U.S. SOLAS Working Group on Fire Protection will 
conduct an open meeting on January 6, 1983, at 9:30-A.M., 
in room 1303 of the Coast Guard Headquarters Building, 
2100 Second Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of this meeting will be to: 
-- Discuss plans for FP 28 (January 17-21, 1983) 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating 
capacity of the room. 
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For further information contact Mr. Donald J. Kerlin, 
U.S. Coast Guard (G-MTH-4/13), Washington, D.C. 20593. 
Telephone: (202) 426-2197. 
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No. 399 
December 15, 1982 


EDWARD L. PECK SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO MAURITANIA 


Edward L. Peck was sworn in today as United States 
Ambassador to Mauritania. Mr. Peck has been Director 
of the Office of Egyptian Affairs in the Bureau of Near 
Eastern and South Asian Affairs since 1980. 


Born in California on March 6, 1929, Mr. Peck re- 
ceived a B.S. degree from the University of California 
at Los Angeles in 1956 and an MBA from George Washington 
University in 1973. He served as a lieutenant in the 
Army from 1946 to 1949 and again in 1951-52. 


Mr. Peck joined the Foreign Service in 1957, and was 
assigned to the Department of State in Washington as an 
Economic Trainee. His first overseas post, in 1959, was 
at the Consulate General in Gothenburg, Sweden, where he 
served as Political/Economic Officer. He was sent to 
Tangier, Morocco, for Arabic language training in 1962, 
after which came an assignment as Economic Officer in 
Tunis in 1964. In 1966, he was named Principal Officer 
of the Consulate at Oran, Algeria. 


Mr, Peck returned to the Department of State as a 
Foreign Affairs Coordination Officer in 1968. In 1971, 
he became Special Assistant to the Under Secretary for 
Political Affairs, a position he held until 1974 when he 
went to Cairo as Counsellor for Economic and Commercial 
Affairs. He was designated Minister-Counsellor and 
Principal Officer in Baghdad in 1977. 


Mr. Peck received Meritorious Honor Awards in 1971, 
1977 and again in 1979; AFSA's William R. Rivkin Award in 
1973; a Superior Honor Award in 1974; and was chosen to be 
the Department's first representative on the Labor-Mangement 
Disputes Impasse Panel established by the Foreign Service 
Act of 1980. He speaks French, Swedish, and Arabic. 


Mr. Peck is married to the former Ann Day Slevin and they 
have four children. 


For further information contact: 
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No. 391 
TOAST BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT A LUNCHEON 
AT TiE SPANISH FOREIGN MINISTRY 
Madric, Spain 
December 15, 1982 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Mr. Minister, distinguished guests, I 
appreciate tremendously the very warm and cordial reception 
you have given me right from the moment of arriving at th 
airport and continuously witil now. And I Know also that you 
will be guiding me around here and be my quice and teecher here in 
Macrid and I appreciate that. 


Now you see, Mr. Minister, that I also appreciate your courtesy 
in speaking in English and in distributing a Spanish ana 
Enclish text. I have a slight advantage, Stephanie, 
(Stephanie Van Reigersberg, translator), but I must also 
say, speaking as you eloquently put it the language of 
cerity, that my presence here at the specific request 
f£ President Reagan is in very large part to emphasize 
Our firm and continuing support for the new Spanish demo- 
Cracy which your Government represents. This sense of 
gemocracy which we prize and you prize and which we see in 
Our hemisphere is not only the wave of the future, it's the 
characteristic of the present. This sense cf democracy 
stands to us for the kind of values -- human values in which 
we place great store as a basic founaation for our country's 
existence. 


But of course, Our relationship has many specific, bilateral 
ties and interests that we have together in various parts of 
the world, and these also deserve emphasis. After all, you 
discovered us 500 years aco (laughter), and we have coming 
up I think a very creative recognition in the joint World 
Fairs to be held in Chicago and Seville, which seem to me to 
be quite a fitting mark of the length of the relationship 

we have. 


You not only discovered us, you are present in our country, 
and as a person now from California, I can see it all around 
me in the languages I hear spoken around. Leaving English 
to the sides, Spanish is now the most spoken lancuace in the 


For further information comtact: 
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United States. It is the most taught language in the United 
States, and the ethnic group that is Spanish-speaking is the 
most rapidly growing and, before another decade or so has 
passed, will be the largest ethnic representation in the 
United States. 


I think of my own place; I live in the San Francisco Bay area 
in the town of Palo Alto. When I first moved there, my street 
name was El Escapado now its better, its Dolores (Laughter), 
but when we go shopping we go down to El Camino Real. Around 


- us is Spanish architecture. So, when I say that we have a 


deed relationship with Spain, I can feel it and see it around 
where I live. 


And of course as we look south to Mexico, Central America, 
South America, we see once again the influence of Spain. 

And so, as we consider the problems of our neighborhood, 
which we know are so important to us, we look for your 
assistance and help and insight as we discussed this morning, 
Since Spain is such a fine example and considered by many in 
that region to be home. 


And so Mr. Minister, let me ask you and all of our companions 
to join in a toast to our relationship as individuals, 

to our relationship as people, to our common dedication to 
democratic values, and very much in the spirit of that, to 

a great and true proponent and believer in democracy, the 
King of Spain. (Audience returns toast: “the King") 
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December 16, 1982 
No. 392 


STATEMENT BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT THE CONFERENCE 
ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE 
Madrid, Spain 
- December 16, 1982 


Ladies and gentlemen, I am delighted to be here this morning 
at the site of the CSCE Review Meeting, so ably hosted by the 
Government and people of Spain. 


As you know, I have just met with Ambassador Kampelman and his 
NATO colleagues. I was greatly impressed by their spirit of 
cooperation and their dedication to strengthening the CSCE 
process. Through our mutual efforts to ensure that the prom- 
ise of Helsinki is fulfilled in practical ways, we are ad- 
vancing a process that can reduce divisions and improve the 
human condition in Europe. 


Unfortunately, not all of the 35 signatory states have taken 
the commitments we freely entered into at Helsinki with equal 
seriousness. In Afghanistan, in Poland and in the Soviet Union, 
the obligations undertaken in 1975 are being flouted,with crave 
cost to human life and human dignity. 


For the Helsinki Final Act to be a living aocument, it must 
be honored by deeds, not just words. This does not mean that 
we expect the Eastern countries to be like us; but we do ex- 
pect a sincere effort to abide by commitments freely made: 

to refrain from the use of threat of force; to honor the right 
of peoples to self-determination; to respect the dignity and 
fundamental human rights of individuals at home and abroad. 


Events in Poland over the past year strike at the heart of 

the CSCE process. It was for that reason that Western foreign 
ministers came to Madrid last February to stand up for the 
people of Poland and in defense of the Helsinki Final Act. 

As free nations, we cannot turn our backs on the Polish people's 
struggle to realize the promise of Helsinki. 


For further information contact: 
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We want the Madrid meeting to strengthen CSCE. We seek 
agreement on a full concluding document which would embody 
balanced progress on human rights and security issues, 
including the mandate for a European Security Conference. 

But failure to honor existing CSCE undertakings is an 

obstacle to such an outcome. Therefore, we have jointly 
sponsored new proposals which address these failures. Our 
proposals -- on such issues as labor rights, freedom of 
religion, and Helsinki monitors -- extend the provisions of the 
Final Act and make the requirement for compliance unmistakably 


clear. 


In making these proposals, we remain mindful that the 
Helsinki process is more that mere words. The actions of 
governments are what determine whether that process will 
flourish or wither away. Here today, I can tell you that 
the United States pledges to support and promote the stan- 
dards of Helsinki vigilantly. No state which seeks the 
goals of peace and stability in Europe can fail to do the 


same. 
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) 
PROGRAM FOR THE OFFICIAL WORKING VISIT TO WASHINGTON, D.C. OF 
i. HIS MAJESTY KING HUSSEIN I. OF THE HASHEMITE KINGDOM OF JORDAN. 
-N 
. December 18 - 23, 1982 
we 
¥ Saturday, Deeember 18 
= 
H 6:00 p.m. His Majesty King Hussein I of the Hashemite 
3 u Kingdom of Jordan, and his party arrive at 
-8 Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland via Royal 
+. Jordanian Aircraft. 
; f 6:30 p.m. Arrival at the Washington Monument (Reflecting 
-3 Pool Side) . 
Ay 
a The Honorable Kenneth W. Dam, Acting 
29 Secretary of State, will greet the party 
g on arrival. 

6:15 p.m. Arrival Four Seasons Hotel, 2800 Pennsylvania 


Avenue, Northwest. 
Private evening. 
Sunday, December 19 





PRIVATE DAY 


S/CPR - Mary Masserini 
Four Seasons Hotel - Protocol Office 
342-0444 Extension 639 


For further information comtact: 
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Wednesday, December 22 
a - -_ — 2:00 p.m. -o “7e e- 


Thursday, December 23 
10:35 a.m. 








11:00 a.m. 





His Majesty will meet with the Honorable 


George P. Shultz, Secretary of State, at the 
Four Seasons Hotel, His Majesty's Suite. 


PHOTO COVERAGE - photographers to be on the 
6th floor of hotel no later than 2:15 p.m. 


Private afternoon and evening. 


His Majesty will meet with the Honorable 
Caspar Weinberger, Secretary of Defense, at 
the Pentagon. 


His Majesty will meet with President Reagan 
at the White House. Following the meeting 
President Reagan will host a working luncheon 
in honor of His Majesty King Hussein I of the 
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan. 


His Majesty will meet with the Honorable George 

Bush, Vice President of the United States, at 

the Four Seasons Hotel, His Majesty's Suite. 
PHOTO COVERAGE -. photographers to be on the 
6th floor of the hotel no later than 3:00 p.m. 


Private evening. 


Private morning. 
His Majesty will meet with the Joint Chiefs of 


Staff, at the Pentagon: 


Private afternoon and evening. 


His Majesty King Hussein I of the Hashemite Kingdom 


of Jordan and his party arrive at the Washington 


Monument Grounds (Reflecting Pool Side) for departure 
via U.S. Presidential Helicopters for Andrews Air Force 


Base, Maryland. 


from Andrews Air Force Base and the 
United States. 
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APPOINTMENT OF JAMES B. PEARSON 





AND JUNE T. DREYER TO THE 


roreign 


BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF 


THE EAST-WEST CENTER 


Drever of Coral Gables, Florida to the Board of Governors of 
the East-West Center. 

Senator Pearson, who retired from the U.S. Senate in 1979 
after having servec three terms, 1S now associated with the 
Washington law firm of LeBoeut, Lamb, Leiby and MacRae. Dr. Drever 


- 


is the Director of East Asian Programs, Center for Advanced Iin- 


VewisSevotrr rey yr FUYMETICGtiun if American 
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ternational Studies at the University of Miami in Coral Gables. 
She has written extensively on China's ethnic minorities and is 


writing a textbook on Chinese politics. 


The East-West Center is a national educational instituticn 


*. 


created by the U.S. Congress in 1960, to promote better relations 
oz S understanding between the United States and the nations of 
ee . “Oe i- *l-@Be Se ° ° © ° ° oa 
Asia and the Pacific through cooperative study, training and re- 
search. It is operated by an 18-member Board of Governors, five 


of whom are appointed by the Secretary of State. The Center is 


funded primarily by Congressional appropriation, but also receives 


For further information contact: 
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contributions from twenty other governments as well as foundations, 
corporations, and international organizations. 
In its 22-year history, some 30,000 Asians anc Americans 
have come together at the Center, which is located in Honolulu, 
to study problems of mutual concern in such areas as population 


growth and migration, national environmental policies, and cevelop- 


ment of cross-cultural uncerstandinc. 
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395 


MODEM WORKING PARTY OF STUDY GROUP D 
OF THE 
U.S. ORGANIZATION FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that the Modem Working 
Party of Study Group D of the U.S. Organization for the International 
Telegraph and Telephone Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet on 
January 6 and 7, 1983 at the Sheraton Sand Key Hotel, Clearwater, 
Florida. Meetings will start at 9:00 a.m. on both days. 


Study Group D deals with teleconmunication matters relating to 
the development of intermational digital data transmission services; 
the Modem Working Party reviews actual and proposed CCITT reconmenda- 
tions pertaining to the specifications and use of modems in data 
transmission. 


Members of the general public may attend the meeting and join in 
the discussion subject to instructions of the Chair. Requests for further 
information may be directed to Thijs de Haas, Chairman of U.S. CCITT 
Study Group D, Institute for Telecammunication Sciences, National 
Teleconmunications and Information Administration, Boulder, Colorado 
80303, telephone (303)499-1000, ext. 3728. 
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STUDY GROUP A OF THE U.S ORGANIZATION 
FOR THE 
INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 


Notice of Meeting 


The Department of State announces that Study Group A of the 
U.S. Organization for the International Telegraph and Telephone 
Consultative Committee (CCITT) will meet @m January 7 and 18, 1983 
10:00 a.m. in Room 856 of the Federal Conmunications Commission, 
1919 M Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. This Study Group deals with 
U.S. Government aspects of international telegram and telephone 
Operations and tariffs. 


The Study Group will discuss international teleconmunications 
questions relating to telegraph, telex, new record services, data 
transmission and leased channel services in order to develop U.S. 
positions to be taken at upcoming international Study Groups I and 
III meetings. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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Members of the general public may attend the meeting subject to 
the instruction of the Chairman. Admittance of public members will be 
limited to the seating available. Requests for further information 
should be directed to Earl S. Barbely, Conference Staff, Federal 
Conmunications Caonmission, Washington, D.C. 20554, telephone (202) 
632-3214. 
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PAUL D. WOLFOWITZ 
SWORN IN AS 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOR EAST ASIAN AND PACIFIC AFFAIRS 


Paul D. Wolfowitz was sworn in today as Assistant Secretary 

of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, succeeding 

John H. Holdridge. President Reagan announced his intention to 
nominate Dr. Wolfowitz to this position on October 28, 1982, 
and the nomination was confirmed by the Senate on December 16, 
1982. 


Dr. Wolfowitz had served since February 1981 as the 
Department's Director of Policy Planning. Prior to coming to 
State, Dr. Wolfowitz was a professor at Johns Hopkins School of 
Advanced International Studies. In government, Dr. Wolfowitz 
has served as Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Regional Planning, in several positions at the Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency, including Special Assistant for the 
Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT) and Deputy Assistant 
Director, and at the Bureau of the Budget. 
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Dr. Wolfowitz, born on December 23, 1943, was graduated from 
Cornell University (B.S) in 1965 and from the University of 
Chicago (PhD) in 1972. He is a member of Phi Beta Kappa. 


For further imforrmation contact 
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No. 398 


PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
AND 
FOREIGN SECRETARY FRANCIS PYM 
DECEMBER 17, 1982 
London, England 


PRESS SECRETARY GOULDEN: Welcome ladies and gentlemen 

to this joint press conference by cne British -Foreign 

and Commonwealth Secretary, Mr. Francis Pym, and the United 
States Secretary of State Mr. George Shultz. Mr. Shultz 

is accompanied by his spokesman John Hughes and I am Mr. 

Pym's spokesman, John Goulden. 


SECRETARY PYM: I've had the pleasure of welcoming Secretary 
Shuitz in London. Any visit by a United States Secretary 

of State is important and always welcome to Britain. 

It is particularly so in this case because in six months 

lc. Shultz has made a major mark upon the world, and I 

have met himmany times and he's certainly put his stamp 

on United States foreign policy. We have had a very 

useful and interesting talk. I am very glad that he arranged 
his European visit in such a way that he concluded it here 
in London. We have discussed this morning East-West relations, 
including the change of leadership in the Soviet Union, 
including the arms control talks and the CSCE talks in 
Madrid, and also the economic aspect. We have also talked 
about the NATO alliance and defense issues and particularly 
the issues that face the Alliance in 1983. We also had 

a discussion on the world economy. This is, of course, 
primari_y a matter for western leaders and finance ministers, 
but as foreign ministers we are inevitably involved in many 
discussions on the worid economy which bears on how we 

do our business; and we exchanged our views about that 

and looxed forward to the next economic summit in May. 

We also exchanged views on the situation in the Middle 


For further information ccoreteact: 
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East where,of course, the United States is playing a leading 
role and we are giving every support to the beginning of 
the peacemaking process based on the Reagan plan which we 
regard as an opportunity that is absolutely vital and must 
not be missed. We had a brief discussion about Namibia 

and also about Central America. They were certainly, 

for me, and for us, extremely useful talks and I feel that 
we have advanced our understanding on many matters. We 
are always in very close touch, I think the United States 
and Britain has always been like that, and Mr. Shultz and I 
have certainly always kept in very close touch and we are 
certainly going to do that in the future. So thank you 

for coming and thank you for taking part in these discussions. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well thank you. As always when you have 
made a statement describing something you leave little 
eise for me. I think your description is accurate and 
comprehensive. I don't have anything to add to it except 
to say that I am very pleased to have a chance to be here 
and talk with you, and this evening with Mrs. Thatcher 

and your colleagues. It is a little bit like coming home 
to me because London is where I started out as Secretary 
of State-designate. This is where President Reagan gave 
me the news that my life was going to change, so it is 
kind of fun to come back here and see London again in this 
perspective. 


QUESTION: You said that you had discussed defense issues 
and NATO issues. Could I ask you about the issue of the 
Cruise and Pershing Missiles which may be deployed in this 
country later on next year? Is your Government prepared 
to allow an element of joint control over the operation 

of those missiles, and if not, why not? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, Mr. Pym briefed me on 
the discussions that you have had here in this country on 
that issue and we agreed that the arrangements for a 
joint decision making that have been going on here for 
come 20 years and have covered U.S. nuclear systems in 
the UK work well. The December 1979 decision was taken 
by the Alliance as a whole and so all INF issues continue 
to be discussed in the Alliance, and we had discussed in 
the NATO Ministerial meeting and in bilateral discussions, 
but nevertheless within the context of the Alliance. All 
manner of issues. Now, of course, Mr. Pym ana I will be in 
touch on this issue and a full range of issues and there are 
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very many, particularly in the year 1983, and talk about 
them continuously. But as I said, from all that I can 
hear and sense the way in which this has been handled 


has worked well but I'll leave it up to Mr. Pym. 


SECRETARY PYM: No,I agree with that. It certainly has 
worked well for over 20 years now. 


QUESTION: But could I just follow that through. I think the 
demand being made in some quarters here, and I think the 
Foreign Secretary himself has said it would be highly desirable 
to have some kind of joint key arrangement or duel key 
arrangement as its called. Some actual decision that has 

to be taken by both governments before those missiles could 

be fired. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, duel key is a kind of a phrase 

that casts up an image. I don't think that image accurately 
describes any arrangements that have literally 

in the past, but tiere have been a wide variety of arrangements 
and they vary by countries and I think that we have to look 
upon this as an Alliance matter and discuss it on that 

basis and not get into further detail about it right 

at this point. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary Shultz, the President has given 
an interview that has just been published that is being 
portrayed as bringing new pressure, heavy pressure, on 
Israel in connection with withdrawal from Lebanon. Mr. 
Secretary, can you amplify on that aspect of the reported 
interview and can you tell us after your talks with 

Mr. Pym whether the United States can do anything beyond 
what it is already doing to bring about the withdrawal 

of all foreign forces from Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that is our objective - one of our 
objectives - to help bring about the withdrawal of all 

foreign forces from Lebanon. That is not the only objective. 
It is also our objective to help the Lebanese, the Government 
of Lebanon, develop itself and take control of its country 

and develop its own armed forces so that they can be effective 
throughout the relationships among the confessional groups 

and in the physical arrangements of Lebanon into the vibrant 
and thriving country that it once was. Now as far as the 
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steps that we are taking in Lebanon are concerned, as you 
know, Phil Habib and Maury Draper are back in the Middle 
East. They met with Prime Minister begin yesterday, 

they are in Beirut today and I think that they are in the 
process of conducting this renewed effort on our part and 
I would leave any commentary or coloration of that to them. 


QUESTION: What about the President's interview and the 
way that it’s being portrayed as new and heavy pressure 
on Israel. Could you amplify on that, sir? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think there is clearly pressure 
being felt by everybody to bring this result about. I 

had the privilage of talking again with the Foreign Minister 
of Lebanon and he certainly feels - as do others in Lebanon - 
that not only do we want to have this result but it is a 
matter of urgency to bring it about speedily so that on 

the one hand the foreign forces don't get unduly duc in, 

and on the other that the emerging capacity of the Government 
of Lebanon to exert its authority can continue to be realized. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, to what extent do you recognize 
that in these talks about Lebanon the Israelis want them 
to be much more than talks about just withdrawal but the 
real direct political negotiations leading to a new 
relationship between Lebanon and Israel? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we read and we listen so we realize 
that there are broad objectives involved and there are also 
definite realities involved about the importance of an 
atmosphere that allows these confessional groups to come 
together and for Lebanon to construct itself as a country. 
And, of course, beyond that you have to say what does it 

mean to have a new kind of relationship with a country until 
that country has been able to form itself and get some 
coherence and have a capacity for deciding what it wants 

to do. But I would say more generally that the objective 

of a peaceful situation between Israel and her neighbors 

is one that we of course are doing everything we can to helo 
bring about, not only with respect to Lebanon but with respect 
to all of her neighbors in the Middle East. Having 

peace with justice and reasonable conditions is the 
objective, just as it is in the efforts that the United 
States and our allies are making in other parts of the world, 
that's what we are standing for, peace and justice. 
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QUESTION: Secretary Shultz, obviously in the weeks leading 
up to your coming here the peace movements have played an 
important part in your own country and in this country 

and in Western Europe. How important a part did that kind 
of public disquiet about nuclear questions - how important 
was that at your talks today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, everyone I think shares the hope 
that we can somehow construct a world that is at peace, 

that has an increasing element of justice in it and which 
allows people to live without an overhang of fear that's 
generated by awesome weapons. There is no difference of 
Opinion about that. We all share that view. The question 

is what do you do about it? Because, unfortunately, we 

are not the only people around the world who have awesome 
weapons. We are seeking to reduce the level of these 
weapons. We are seeking to restrict the matter of their use. 
We are seeking to solve problems regionally around the world. 
Arms control is not the only thing that you have to do, 

you have to remove the reasons why people would want armaments. 
And everywhere you turn, I think I'm fairly stating it, 

the United States is on the side of the solution not on 

the side of the problem, and so that is our objective. 

We listen to people in our own country. And elsewhere 

and it's been very useful for me in coming here and elsewhere 
in Europe and talking with not only with my counterparts 

but many other people, and I have gone out of my way to try 
to see people not in the government as well as people in 

the government to get a feeling for how people view things. 
And we are, we understand the fears that people have, 

but we also understand that when you are confronted with a 
strong aggressor the worse thing that you can do is let 

your own defenses decline and liet fear lead you into 
appeasement. That is a key and I feel on this trip in 
discussions certainly here, and elsewhere - everywhere, 
without any exception, a great sense of reassurance in 

the depth of understanding, the subtleties of understanding 
and the sense of determination, unity and cohesion that I 
felt in our alliance. 
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QUESTION: Do you feel that the peace movements constitute 
a threat to the United States policy or NATO? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well they ought to present a reminder 

of the strength of conviction behind what we all presumably 
want, namely the kind of peace that has justice right 

in it. 


QUESTION: According to reports coming from Jerusalem, 
the Israeli Defense Minister claimed yesterday to have 
achieved a major breakthrough in the talks with Lebanon. 
You met yesterday with the Lebanese Foreign Minister, 

do you share this view? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well we did not have any information 
about that statement that Mr. Sharon made, and I don't 

have any comment about it except to say that any genuine 
breakthrough, however derived that will bring about a 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon and contribute 
to the reconstruction of Lebanon is something that we will 
welcome. 


QUESTION: Secretary, you said that the arrangements for the 
last 20 years had worked well over control of nuclear 
weapons which has been the single American control here. 

But surely in the 1980's there was the joint US/British 
control over Thor missiles in this country. Why are you 

not prepared to allow a return to that system? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well as I understand it there have been 
a variety of arrangements and what has happened is, bilaterally 
and now of course, we have to consider this as an alliance 
matter as well as a bilateral matter. We keep confronting 
new situations and I think the answer that I have given 

may be interpreted as meaning that somehow we have been 
able to work these problems out and the result has worked 
well in everybody's eyes and we feel that the arrangements 
that were made in 1979, those were mutually agreed and we 
are proceeding on that basis, but we are constantly talking 
not only about this, but a wide variety of other issues 

as we move along in this process. 


QUESTION: Can I ask Mr. Pym under what conditions he would 
ask the United States for joint control over the firing of 
these weapons? 
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SECRETARY PYM: Well the arrangements which Mr. Shultz has 
referred to are infact joint decision making. That has 
been the basis of our arrangement for the last 20 years 

and those are the arrangments to which Mr. Shultz has 
referred. I have talked to him about the views that were 
expressed in the House of Commons and elsewhere and he 

is quite right that these are matters that have been decided 
by the alliance and are considered in that context as well 
as bilaterally. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary Shultz I am a Yugoslav Journalist. 
When you have been nominated you have been explained as 
highly educated Soviet expert. I am interested, are you 
going to change a policy towards the Soviet Union because 
they are expecting so and a lot written about that probably 
the relations between Soviet Union and the United States 
are going to be better than during Nixon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The policy of the United States toward 

the Soviet Union, and I believe that broadly speaking it is 
the same policy that the North Atlantic alliance has towards 
the Soviet Union as I see it, consists of four parts. 

First, that we must be realistic in our appraisal of what 

is taking place. The worst thing in the world you can 

do is allow wishful thinking to lead you into failure to 
realistically appraise what is taking place, so realism is 
the first point. The second point is that in the face of the 
buildup and the level of Soviet strength and the demonstrated 
willingness to use it, as for example in the invasion of 
Afghanistan, just an example, tell you that to be successful 
you must be strong. To defend your own values and to defend 
peace and to defend liberty and freedom you must be strong. 
Third, in the kind of world we live in, w.th the awesomeness 
of the threats particularly that have been mentioned here 
earlier, we are all aware of, we must also be willing 

to be ready to solve problems and to work constructively 

for better relationships and for solutions to problems, 

and we are, and we have negotiations taking place now as 

is well known in Geneva and Vienna and elsewhere. So 

we are ready to solve problems and fourth, that we do 

so in the belief that if these problems can get on their 

way to solution and a more constructive relationship emerges, 
we can all have a better world with less fear and many 

cther better attributes. Now with new leadership of the 
Soviet Union we, and I think our allies, have all sought 

to underline the third point so that they wouldn't miss that 
it's there. But we should not allow ourselves because of our 
interest and desire for peace and for freedom and for 
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constructive dialogue to lose sight of the importance 
of being realistic and being strong. Those are the keys 
to peace and freedom. 


QUESTION: Secretary of State Shultz, at the end of your 

tour of Europe do you now reckon that you have a clear policy 
umbrella governing relations with the Soviet Union and 

its allies, particularly on the economic front? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well I think we have long had, and continue 
to have, a very good strategy umbrella if you want to call 
it that, in the form of the NATO alliance and it is strong, 
it is unified it has cohesion and I think at least as I 
felt, as I said before, a lot of reassurance on that point. 
We have been struggling together to find a better sense of 
strategy - set of objectives - on the security aspects 

of East-West trade and financial flows. And I do think 
now we have going, or propose to go, forward with a 

pretty unified view, a general unified view, the studies 
and the activities that we feel are the necessary ones 

to construct that strategy, and we think that one of the 
great benefits of getting an overall strategy identified is 
that we will minimize the problems that may be caused by 
misunderstandings which often go under the label of you 
did not consult enough or we did not consult with each 
other. We all know that there is an immense amount of 
conversation, there is no lack of that and at least I feel 
what we need is some sort of overall set of objectives 

and strategy then when we consult with each other we have 
some standards against which to talk, and our consultation 
can be more purposeful and therefore more fruitfull and I 
think we have got that identified now and will start in on 
constructing that study. 


QUESTION: Sir, if you have one overriding objective for 
i983 what would that be? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If you want to speak about it in broad 
terms I think we are looking for peace with justice 

and prosperity. We have not had any commentary here about 
the economic situation but I think we want to see the 
world economy expand and see progress in that sense. 

Those are our main objectives. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary Shultz, could you possibly be 
trying to help Prime Minister Begin with your recent 
attacks on Israel. If not, what is the public pressure 
in aim of? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have made no attacks on Israel 

and I have made no comments designed to help or hinder or 
in any way be a part of the internal political flow of 
events and opinion in Israel. That is strictly for Israel 
to determine. I have not hestitated to say when I think 
that something is wrong or that something is right. Now 
when it appeared to me that the requiring of University 
professors to sign special oaths otherwise dismissed came 
to my attention I said I thought that was wrong and I do 
think it is wrong. I've also commented on the dismissal 
of Mayors from the West Bank. It also was the case when 
moves were made to deny Israel credentials to the United 
Nations that in the United States, and I was pleased to 
speak for the President on this, that we said that if the 
United Nations votes to do that we will withdraw. We 
Support Israel. So I think that we, I certainly and the 
President certainly supports Israel, the security of Israel, 
the purposefulness, the idea and the ideal of Israel. 

I've been there, I know many people there, but that doesn't 
mean that no matter what Israel does or says we are | 
going to applaud it. I think we have to say if they do 
something we think isn't right. Maybe we are good enough 
friends to be able to say so. 


QUESTION: This is to Foreign Secretary Pym. As a result 

of these talks this morning, has the situation in regard 

to control of the Cruise missiles changed from what it 

was two nights ago when you were questioned about it in 
Parliament, and if not, is it likely to change in the future 
aS a result of these conversations? 


SECRETARY PYM: No, it has not changed. As Secretary 
Shultz said, we discussed this point and I told him the 
views that were expressed in our debate the day before 
yesterday. And the fact of the matter is that the decision 
we took in 1979 was taken by the alliance and included 


these joint decision arrangements with the United States 
that had existed before. But anyway we discussed that aspect 
but we discussed many other aspects of INF and so there 


no change in the situation. Is it likely to change, 
well there is no particular likelihood of any change, as 
iI say, we exchanged views about it but the position remains 


as it was. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary Shultz, if I understood correctly 
the readout of the meeting yesterday with the Lebanese 
Foreign Minister, he expressed concern that continued 
Israeli presence in Lebanon in effect was leading to 
annexation of part of Lebanon. Do you share that concern, 
is that a real possibility? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I didn't make that comment so I don't 

know where your readout comes from. I only made the comment 
about the sense of urgency but I do think that it must 

be a matter of concern, and I am not referring to the meeting: 
I had with the Foreign Minister, that you have foreign 

troops in your country and they stay there and they stay 
there longer, and they stay there longer, and when they stay 
they get embedded and they have developed an infrastructure 
and so on, so this is one of the reasons why I think there 

is an urgency to getting the foreign forces out. Not just the 
Israeli forces. The Israeli forces are the most recent 
entrants, the PLO has been there for quite a long time 
established a state within a state and was very disruptive of 
the ability of Lebanon to operate as a country, and the 
Syrians have been there for a long time. So it is all 
foreign forces that we are seeking to get out of the 

country. 


Ladies and Gentlemen thank you very much. 


End. 
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No. 399 PC #11 
JOINT PRESS CONFERENCE 
OF 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
AND 


FOREIGN MINISTER CLAUDE CHEYSSON 
December 14, 1982 


Foreign Minister Cheysson welcomed Secretary Shultz and opvened 
the floor to questions. 


QUESTION: We are frankly a little puzzled as to why, 

at the last moment, this invitation has been extended to 

us. We have the suspicion that on the basis of the Secretary's 
news conference today, and because there have been reports 

of a lot of negative vibrations in so far as relations between 
the U.S. and France are concerned, we have been summoned here 
to give you both an opportunity to correct that impression. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: When I arrived here, Claude suggested that 
there were a few French journalists around that he would like 
to invite for a little discussion after dinner. And I said 
that would be very agreeable with me but there were a number 
of extraordinarily talented journalists travelling around, 
and that I thoughtthat in all fairness to them they should 
be invited too. He said of course so we called up and invited 
them. I can't imagine why we get all these negative vibes. 
But I think it may be since my news conference came in a 

sense in the middle of the day although I think that the most 
important meeting I had which was of course with President 
Mitterrand had taken place. We can bring out a few more things 
here so you might «sk another question. 
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QUESTION: Could you be more specific in these studies? You 
refer to OECD and COCOM. Has it been expanded in any way? 
Are you any closer to the umbrella approach you were talking 
about earlier on this trip? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Let me say exactly where all these matters 
stand. There is a series of activities or studies that are 
underway or about to get underway that are specific to different 


For further information contact: 





< 


Foreign 


“Declassified for Publication in American 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


-2- No. 399 


subjects and I'll identify them. First, and I think perhaps 
the most important, is the effort within COCOM to strengthen 
it in all of its various dimensions. And there is a group 
that has been working on that with greater intensity now for 
a few months. Second, we agreed that there are other types 
of high technology including possibly in oil and gas technology 
which may, while not being directly military in their 
application, nevertheless have a relationship to security 
issues because of their strategic nature. And we agree 

that our people engaged in the COCOM exercise should also 
examine this class of technology and give us their advice 

and move on and do whatever we think is appropriate in 

that area. Third, there was called for at Versailles the 
establishment of a way of keeping track of the financial 

and trade flows between the Soviet Bloc and the West just 

as a matter of information so that we had a better information 
base for any activity and this we hope to get going in the 
OECD as had been agreed and we should get that off the ground 
promptly. We will energize the OECD or request the OECD to 
do that. Fourth, there is agreement that we should conduct 

a study about energy alternatives in Europe, but not only 

in Europe, but for the United States and Japan and we are 
looking at supply and demand to see just where we stand 

and where we might go and what would make sense and what 
would constitute in an East/West sense any potential problem 
or threat to us and how to deal with it. So that study 

will be gotten off the ground and our intention (this was 
agreed to in NATO for example) is to ask the OECD to 
undertake this effort and they may properly want to use 
information or resources in the IEA or it's also the case 
that the governme ‘ts have all done an extensive amount 

of work on this subject. The EC Commission has done a 

lot of work on this so it will be readily possible to put 
this together. And finally, we agreed that in view of the 
fact that we are all spending a lot of money and resources -- 
we can argue enough about whether it is enough or not, 

but in any case -- on our defense effort and that we are doing 
this principally for the reason that the Soviet Union 

is putting so much effort into this field and that constitutes 
a threat to us, that under those circumstances, we shouldn't 
make in a sense gifts of resources to them. Now we will 
energize the group that studies this general subject in the 
OECD to tackle it, recognizing that the subject is an exceed- 
ingly complicated one. It has lots of angles to it. It 
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is by no means enough to say that we would agree on some 

rate of interest to charge. That is the tip of the iceberg 
you might say. So this is a subject that is very complicated 
and it deserves a lot of attention and study. All those 
things we have discussed before and we have discussed them 
today and while no one can be sure where we come out on them, 
we go into them in good faith and seeing them as related 

to the basic security concerns that we have. Now, finally, 
we have talked before in various fora, including in the 

NATO meeting and various NATO meetings, about the importance 
of adequate consultation and coordination among sovereign 
countries about their overall objectives and strategies 

in this area of East/West trade insofar as security concerns 
are related to it. And we agree that it is desirable 

to make such an effort. It is desirable to have an effective 
pattern of consultation and that consultation among 

sovereign countries will work better, if we have some set 

of objectives against which to hold our discussions and have 
some understood way or pattern in which the consultations 

are going to take place. Because we all recognize that there 
is lots of conversation, but how purposeful -- that is the 
issue. This is designed to make it more purposeful. 

How in our conversations today we talked about various 
possible ways to accomplish this objective and places 

to put it and I think it is fair to say, Claude, that it was 
our general view, certainly President Mitterrand seemed 

to feel that this was the best view, in the light of the 

fact that what we are talking about here is essentially 

a security-type issue that the best place to conduct this 
study is probably in NATO. And we will have to consult 

with our allies, of course, and develop the more precise 
contours of what this study would be, bu= we have agreed 

that we will raise this together and see if NATO would not 

be the vehicle for the conduct of this study. And I think 

we have to recognize as well, and here it is a little difficult 
to arrange anything these days because you have to describe 
it constantly before it is all arranged. But in order for 
this to be effective you have to find a way to associate 
Japan in the effort. And so we will be in touch with the Japanese 
and we will be in touch with our allies and we will see 

if there is some way we can accomplish that and there are 
various possibilities but at any rate those are the objectives 
we have in mind. And I think they are good objectives 

and that the pattern that was identified in our discussions, 
particularly with President Mitterrand, ought to be quite 
workable. 
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FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: I think I will add something 
with your permission, George. A number of studies are in 
course. They will be expedited. Other studies are needed. 
Instructions will be given by every government to its 
delegation in the appropriate body in order that it should 
be started immediately. George Shultz gave the list of such 
Studies. One point which we noted and which we have not 
recalled now, is that we happen to have a number of political 
meetings where policy matters could be considered at the end 
of May and the beginning of June -- OECD ministerial meeting, 
Williamsburg Summit of the industrialized countries, and 
finally the Atlantic Council meeting in Paris. So we think 
that governments should be in possession of the first 
conclusions of all these studies before that set of meetings 
in order that they can then discuss between them. Conclusions 
of the studies will be sent to each government. Some of 
them will bear on matters which concern security and this 
will fall under the constraints of NATO, COCOM or what. 

Other conclusions will be sent to governments which will 

use them within their own policies, but seeing of course 
that such policies be for each government coherent and 
compatible with the security concerns that fall under a 
number of bodies. Where can consultations take place then 
between the governments on the matters that concern security? 
NATO, but for one point, which is that Japan is not a member 
of NATO and cannot be associated with NATO. That is 

a difficulty. On the matters that fall outside the main 
security concerns, we shall have to consult when there is 

an occasion. When there is a political meeting at the very 
top or at ministerial level. This is not to deny in any 
manner anything that George has said but to add a few points 
and particularly the fact that we have noted this convergence 
of meetings at the end of May and beginning of June. 


QUESTION: What will the study in NATO be about? Will it 
be to pull them all together? Or will it be on military 
spending? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is as I would see it to set out our 
objectives as we seem to get some way of collaborating 

more effectively on East/West trade and financial arrangements. 
To set out our objectives as they relate to security, our 
strategy and what that entails is to have some criteria 

and to examine a variety of fields -- some of which are 
already identified in the ongoing studies but may benefit 
from looking at them in their relationship to each other so 
that we have a kind of strategic effort here against which to 
look at individual events that come along and broad proposals 
that may come along. 
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QUESTION: To clarify the point, is this the institutional 
framework in which the organic or global study of 
East/west trade will be carried out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I would prefer not to use words 
like “organic” or "global." They seem to be words that are 
difficult, but I would just say that it is an effort to 
identify by strategic objectives to see what we are trying 
to accomplish, to seperate that from things that we are 

not trying to accomplish here. After all this has to do 
with security-related things and most trade with the Soviet 
bloc does not have directly to do with security things so 
it's not going to do everything. We are just looking 

at certain things and we need a strategy to help us coordinate 
ourselves with respect to that. 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: There is one thing which has 
been forgotten by both of us which is not that important, 
but still, the economic committee or the economic secretariat 
of NATO has undertaken a number of studies over the last 

few years and we have requested them to carry on such 
studies. They bear on the economic situation in the Eastern 
bloc. And this would be part of the data and information 
that would be needed and used by everyone of our governments. 
On the main point I agree with what George Shultz said. 

NATO is a proper place to consider, to coordinate action 

for any matter including economic subjects insofar as they 
concern security. The only difficulty there is that Japan 
is not a member of NATO and we will have to find a way 

to see that the Japanese also take their share of respon- 
Sibility. After all, they are protected by our security 
system, al hough they are not in NATO. They are indirectly 
protected by the very existence of NATO in its zone of 
competence so they must be associated some way with the 
conclusions that will be drawn that concerns security. 
Because I repeat NATO is competent for us only as far as 

it concerns security. 


QUESTION: If it succeeds, won't the result of this study be 
to slow down East/West exchanges? 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: As far as we are concerned 

we agree with these restrictions in trade with the East 

if their effect is to reenforce the military potential of 
trade in the East. Insofar as it concerns security, one 
more point. But if we consider the evolution of exchanges 
in the past two years, we see that they decreased very 
rapidly with the exception of trade with the U.S. and they 
have decreased with Western Europe for reasons which have 
nothing to do with security but only due to the lack of 
monetary credibility of the Eastern bloc. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would add one point on this question 
of: “if you have some procedure doesn't that slow everything 
down?" Well, it does introduce an element of consultation, 
however, I think it is likely that the consultation will 

be fruitful and in the end make the whole process more decisive 
and with a greater sense of unity behind it. And I would 
Say beyond that, that one of the things that we seek in the 
COCOM process is to strengthen its administrative capacity 

a bit so that it is possible for things to be handled 

more decisively and expeditiously rather than just sort 

of drag on forever as they had tended to do sometimes 

as I understand it. 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: We agree completely with that. 


QUESTION: First, what is your view about the future flow 
of credits to the Soviet Union? Secondly, what is your 
view about future purchases of natural gas from the Soviet 
Union? 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: With regard to the flow of 
credits, there has been no progress in our discussions 
Since Versailles. In other words, we are exactly where 

we were when we left Versailles. This being said, I'm 
afraid that since Versailles we noted that the flow of 
credits was keeping on the decline for the reasons I have 
already said. Banks are less tempted to open credits 

to Eastern Europe just now than they were six months ago 
and they were less tempted six months ago than they were 

12 months ago. When you see the state of the balance 

of payments of Hungary, of Poland, of Romania and even of 
the Soviet Union, banks are less inclined to open credits. 
We should not forget that most of the credits which 

have been opened to support trade to the Soviet Union 

and to their partners have been private banking credits. 
The flow of credits have been on the decline and still are. 
With regard to gas, we consider that no one has any right 
to impose any constraints to any one of our countries with 
regard to our supplies of energy. We are quite ready 

to answer questions, to explain why and how we limit the 
dependence resulting from gas purchases but we feel free 

to buy gas or to buy any other form of energy from wherever 
we find it fit. Dependence in the case of France. We 
consider that our present contracts with the Soviet Union 
represent a very limited dependence in proportion to our 
total energy supply -- 5 percent in toto -- this being covered, 
compensated by the constraints that have been imposed on some 
of our buyers of gas in France itself, i.e., that they 

can shift from gas to fuel any time the gas supply will 

be cut. But this is our problem -- our domestic problem 
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-- our own policy. What we have said and what we are 

ready to state again is that it is not our intention to 
open any new negotiation for gas purchases from the 

Soviet Union for the time being. But this is our 

decision, it could be amended if we thought it proper. 

We don't see why we would enter into such negotiations 

in the months and even years to come. But, again, this is 
a decision that we have taken which is our own unilateral 
decision. It doesn't result from any commitment to any one. 


QUESTION: Is 5 percent a self-imposed ceiling? 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: Well, it's a kind of proportion 
which we found reasonable. It goes a little beyond that. 
I'm not going to enter into technicalities. But the number 
of industries that can undertake to shift from gas to fuel 
overnight, if need be, is limited. 


QUESTION: Isn't it the thought, for example, that France 
will increase its gas imports from the Soviet Union only 
to the extent that it reduces other energy imports from 
the Soviet Union. 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: Well, as you know we did import 
over the last few years, I think, it was 1.5 million 

tons of crude oil from the Soviet Union and it has always 
been the intention of the French administration, even before 
we came to office, that this would progressively be cut. 

All the more, as it is not sure that the Soviets would be 

in a position to provide oil in a few years from now. 

This is half the total of our supplies from hydrocarbons -- 
0il plus gas -- coming from the Soviet Union is in fact 
limited to 5 percent. I told you in addition this 5 percent 
is guite reasonable due to technical constraints. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


QUESTION: You have spoken of 1983 as the most difficult 
year since the war. Have you discussed this today? Do 
you feel any better? 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: Oh certainly not. Despite 

my great pleasure to meet my friend, George Shultz, he has 

not relieved my concerns about 1983. I don't think I 

put it that way to the Secretary of State in the course 

of the day so I have to tell him that the two reasons 

why I consider 1983 will the most difficult year we have 

known since WW II is: (1) when the December 1979 two-fold 
decision of NATO will have to be implemented which means 
either the negotiations in Geneva will succeed or the missiles 
should be installed. This is the first reason why it 
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will be a very difficult year. There is little doubt that 

the Soviets will have that very much in mind and will do 

every effort to try and prevent this installation of Pershings 
and Cruise missiles. Will you be ready to pay for that 
noninstallation by a success in the negotiations in Geneva. 


-MORE- 
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This is our nope, but, if not, we repeated it in Brussels 

in the last few days, then the missiles must be installed as 
provided for. The second reason is that I consider, and I 

am not the only one, that the world economic situation has 
come to its worse possible situation. Purchasing power, 
facilities for investment, the market is being reduced in all 
parts of the world, especially in the Third World, which 
after all was a support for the "relance" (recovery) which 
took place after the first oil crisis. We do not see where 
the ligntt can come from. Therefore, we consider 1983 will be 
extremely difficult in economic terms. Have we reached the 
threshold beyond which unemployment might become an explosive 
subject? No one knows. We hope not. But the growth of 
unemployment is still going. 1983 will be, in the economic 
field, the most difficult year we have known until then. 


QUESTION: How committed is the French Government to President 
Reagan's zero option? Have you discussed the possibility of a 
compromise with the Secretary? 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: I can answer the first part of 
the question. The second I leave it to George. The first 
part of the question -- we are not in that negotiation. We 
rely completely on our American friends to try to achieve 
success there. We support their position. Their position is 
option zero. We support option zero. Of course, if we 

think of possible developments we can't exclude that in the 
course of the negotiation, there might be slight changes. But 
a position taken in that negotiation, is option zero -- we 
Support that position. Now was it discussed between the 
President and Mr. Shultz, I don't know. We did not discuss 
it together. 


QUESTION: Do you believe that the Soviets can or should have 
the right to negotiate on the basis of the French or British 
nuclear capability? 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: We have never accepted that our 
Own nuclear potential be taken into account. And we haven't 
changed our mind. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We didn't discuss any alternatives to the 
zero option. I think the name Kraft was mentioned once. Our 
position is that the zerc/zero approach is the best approach. 
It's very desirable to eliminate entirely that class of missiles 
from the European soil and we think that is a good position. 

And I don't have any further comments beyond what I made this 
afternoon on alternative proposals. 


QUESTION: Is there any chance the Soviets could accept option 
zero? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, certainly. It's a good, sensible option. 
It has many attributes such as, in addition to the obvious merit 
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of eliminating a very threatening form of weaponry, that it 

is easier than any other option you can think of to verify, 

keep track of so, it has a lot of attributes and there is a aenuine 
interest in reductions. This is certainly a reduction. So, 

I think it's worth continuing to advocate it. 


< 


QUESTION: Returning to the studies -- the decisions based on 
the studies will be made by the individual governments. Is 
that correct? Secondly, at Versailles, a pledge was made that 
no government would undertake commitments that would undercut 
other governments. Does that pledge still hold? 


gn 


FOREIGN MINSITER CHEYSSON: On your first question, no, it 

is not correct to say that decisions will be entirely left 

to the individual governments when security is concerned. 
Insofar as it concerns security, we, and I understand every 
other ally in the Atlantic Alliance, accepts the restraints 
resulting from the Treaty of Washington and from the COCOM 
arrangements which are all the time being energized, being 
put up to date. Yes, your interpretation is correct when the 
decisions bear on matters which do not concern security. They 
would consider that every government is free of its choice 
and decision, Still, even in such cases, we think it's the 
duty of every government to see that such decisions that they 
take in their sovereign right be compatible with the under- 
takings, with the commitments into which they have entered 
under the security arrangements. We can't have a policy in 
certain fields which would be completely incompatible 

with the commitments under NATO. 
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QUESTION: If differences arise among the Allies over whether 
a particular action affects security, who will resolve that 
difference? 
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FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: Dialogue is the answer, We are not 
going to set up a court to decide that George Shultz is right 
when he says that potatoes are a strategic product because 
staff soldiers in tanks eat potatoes, and if I say to the 
contrary, you see. We are not going to set up a court between 
us. 


QUESTION: Suppose the French enter a study group. Is there 

a commitment at the outset that each government will respect 
tne Outcome? Don't you leave plenty of room for escape in the 
implementation? 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHKEYSSON: I leave it to George Shultz to 
answer for the United States. As far as wer are concerned, 

I'd say that when it falls under COCOM, if a conclusion 

is reacned in COCOM unanimously, this is the ruling in COCOM, 
then it is binding. If a conclusion is reached in a study 
group in OECD, normally, it is not binding, but the governments 
can turn it into something binding. That is exactly what 
happened with the "consensus". At the time when the so-called 
"consensus" was considered in committees, in meetings in OECD, 
OECD had no right to decide. The consensus «hen had to be 
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adopted by all governments, which it was. It was automatically 
adopted because it had been recommended by a study group. When 
in COCOM, if the governments sitting in COCOM decide that such 

a product should be added to the list, then it becomes binding. 
That's what happened on a number of exports of technologies and 
what during the last few years. 


< 


QUESTION: Do you have a sense of what percentage of decisions 
fall under COCOM and what under OECD? 


gn 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: Oh no. No idea. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Relatively speaking, i think it's fair to 

say that if you take total trade and then you say what proportion 
of that would be classified as having a security component to it, 
that the proportion would be probably relatively small. But, 

of course, to a degree, this is to some extent prejudging what 
results may emerge from the considerations that will be undertaken 
here. But I think in answer to your question that a government, 
certainly the U.S. Government, that started on a study saying 
whatever the outcome of the majority vote in the study may be, 
we'll be committed by it, governments don't go about it that way. 
They undertake, in good faith, to work on a subject together 

and when a consensus is reached, a general opinion is reached, 

if a government then undertakes as its policy to do thus and 

so with respect to that outcome, it will stick by it and be 
faithful to its commitments. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Mr. Cheysson has made clear where 
France stands on credits and energy. What is the direction 
of your thinking on flows of credit and of energy? What would 
you like to see the studies accomplished? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The object as I see it is to avoid giving 
them the means to build up their defense capabilities. Because 
of what the Soviet Union is doing, it makes no sense for us to 
give them resources. Now, when you say how do you avoid that, 
what constitutes giving of resources -- I'm trying to stay away 
from the word "subsidize" because I find it is a word that has 
very special meanings; but in the u.S. it is the kind of word 

I would use, but I'm not using it here because it has its own 
meaning here. But, to express the idea generally, now if that's 
what you are trying to do to avoid that, then you are undertaking 
something that is quite complicated and I think there is a 
tendency and our French friends have brought this out to say all 
right, we've agreed on an interest rate, that's the policy. Well, 
if youthink about it at all carefully, and if you have been 
involved in business deals you recognize that that's one part of 
the price. There are many other dimensions. It's a complicated 
subject and, so at least as I see it, we will energize this study 
to comfront the true complexity of this issue and try to disentangle 
it, and I don't know what the answer is at the start of the 
study. I do know that it is a doggone difficult subject, having 
struggled with it myself, both as a bidder on major items and 

as a government person before this in the Treasury struggling 
with the credit issue as such. But I think the way in which this 
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is being conceived of as broader than just an interest rate is 
the right way to conceive of it. It's a more accurate way. 

It makes contact with the subject. So that's about what I 

can Say On it. 


On the general subject of energy, I don't have anything to add 

to what Claude has already said. I think it is generally the case 
just as he said France does not have an intention of signing 

new gas contracts right now. That's its own decision made for 
good and sufficient reasons. My impression is that it is also the 
case among Other countries. In the meantime, however, we will 
make a comprehensive examination of alternative supplies and 

what demands may be and what makes sense and how the kind of hedges 
that Claude has described, of capacity to switch from one fuel 

to another can be build into the system and we will have to see 
what outcome we get from that. Whether or not Norwegian gas 

plays a part in this, I don't know the answer to that. If I 

knew the answer, we wouldn't have to meke the study. But, it may. 
it is certainly a major potential source, so it's one of the 
things, I presume, will get a lot of attention by the people 
conducting the study. 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: You used a word a little earlier, 

an expression, which I think is very important in the relations 
between Allies -- good faith and I'll take this problem of 

energy. For the time being, we do not consider that we need 

more gas than we have contracted for. Maybe, if there were a 
"relance", new economic growth, that tomorrow we would need more 
energy imports. Then I think it is most useful that as a result 

of the study in OECD, as a result of our direct contacts, we should 
tell our partners: look we, the Germans, British, Italians, any 

one of us, needs that additional amount of equivalent oil supply, 
where are we going to find it? And then I suppose that in good 
faith we can together discuss where that energy can come from. 

We will see what we can do on the domestic plane and, as you 

know, the French have been pretty good at that with the development 
of their nuclear production. What we can't do with our domestic 
facilities, and what we have to import and we'll see where it has 
to come from and in what form. It may result by that time that 

if there is good faith that we find a better solution than importing 
more gas, than importing more energy from the Soviet Union. This 
will be seen at the time, and if it is seen in good faith, I'm 
guite sure that it will result into a contract, into an additional 
supply that will be considered as reasonable by everyone. But you 
can't say in advance. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Recognizing that it is understandable that 

the questions here tonight would concentrate on East/West 

economic matters, I'd like to stress again that the relationship 
between France and the United States covers a wide array of subjects 
and geographical concerns that we have in common. And that, as 

we discuss all of these things, our relationship is deepened and 
strengthened. And this East/West economic matter is an aspect of 
it. But there are many others and they are very important. We 

have touched on a few tonight, but not many. I just wanted to 

make that remark so that the full context of these discussions is 
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seen. And I do think on the East/West Economic matters now 
we have a good understanding and we will be able to proceed 
in One way Or another and collaborate in good faith as Claude 
says. 


QUESTION: What is the true value of a study group which reaches 
conclusions but leaves loopholes to governments to say "it's 
not for me?" 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: This is the rule of the game. We're 
all Allies but none of us can dictate to the others. And we 
certainly do not accept a machinery that would be in a position 

to make decisions superceding those of national governments unless 
it comes under security matters which fall within the purview 

of NATO or within the contraints accepted under COCOM. 


QUESTION: But the Secretary has indicated that security represents 
a very small percentage of these decisions. 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: It isn't a question of percentage. 

We haven't touched agricultural products. They represent a very 
large part of the present trade. As a matter of fact it is the 
United States which now has a very large trade with the Soviet 
Union to sell agricultural products for something like 90 percent 
of your total exports. It is a question of dealing with those 
products, with those technologies which may strengthen the military 
potential of the Eastern Bloc. There we accept the restraints. 

For the rest we exchange views. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You wouldn't accept going into a study of 
something and say going in before I know anything about what's 
gOing to come out of it, bind my sovereign nation, no country 
would do that. However, when you get to the end of the study, 

and if it is generally agreed that here is something that is 
desirable, individual countries may decide in their security 
interests -- yes, we want to make a mutual undertaking to act in 
such and such a way. And that's what you get out of examining the 
Situation and seeing where you want to go. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, it's still not clear to me whether 
France is ready to participate in this effort to establish 
an East/West trade strategy. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If it isn't clear to you by now, it's never 
going to be clear to you. How many times does he have to say 
it? 


QUESTION: Mr. Cheysson, how are you going to explain these studies 
to the Soviets? Won't they take offense? 


FOREIGN MINISTER CHEYSSON: If they take offense, it's their 
affair. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's a good place to leave it. 
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ROBERT B. OAKLEY SWORN IN AS 
U.S. AMBASSADOR TO THE SOMALI DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 


Robert B. Oakley was sworn in today as United States 
Ambassador to the Somali Democratic Republic. He will succeed 
Ambassador Donald Petterson. Mr. Oakley had been serving as 
Ambassador to Zaire. Prior to that appointment he was Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the East Asian Bureau in the Department 
of State. His area of responsibility included the Philippines, 
Laos, Cambodia, Vietnam, Thailand, Burma, Singapore, Malaysia, 
and Indonesia. 


Mr. Oakley was born in Dallas, Texas on March 12, 1931, 
and was raised in Shreveport, Louisiana. After graduating 
from Princeton University in 1952, he became a naval officer 
and served on the staff of the Commander of the Naval Forces 
of the Far East, in Yokosuka, Japan, for over two years. He 
attended graduate school at Tulane University before entering 
the Foreign Service in 1957. 
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His assignments have included service in Khartoum, 
Abidjan, Vietnam, Paris, and the U.S. Mission to the United 
Nations and Beirut. He received the Department of State's 
Meritorious Honor Award in 1963 for his work in United Nations 
Political Affairs. He was the Senior Staff Member for the 
Middle East on the National Security Council Staff from 1974 
through 1977. 


He is married to the former Phyllis Elliott and presently 
resides in the District of Columbia. His two children, Mary 
and Tom attend college. 
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JOHN H. HOLDRIDGE 
SWORN IN AS 
AMBASSADOR TO INDONESIA 


John H. Holdridge was sworn in today as Ambassador to 
Indonesia. Since May 1981, Amb. Holdridge served as Assistant 
Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs. President Reagan 
announced his intention to nominate Amb. Holdridge to this 
position on November 24, 1982, and the nomination was confirmed 
by the Senate on December 10, 1982. 


Born in New York City on August 21, 1924, Amb. Holdridge 
received a BA degree from the US Military Academy in 1945. He 
served as Firsce Lieutenant overseas with the US Army from 
1945-47. 


Amb. Holdridge joined the US Foreign Service in May 1948. 
After receiving Chinese language training at FSI, beginning in 
June of that year, he went on to Chinese language and area 
Studies at Cornell University in September and then to 
additional China language study at Harvard University in 
September 1949, 


Amb. Holdridge was posted to Bangkok in September 1950 as 
Information Officer, followed by assignments in Hong Kong (July 
1953) as Political Officer, and in Singapore (July 1956) as 
Chief of the Political Section. 


Recalled to the Department of State in June 1958 as 
International Relations Officer, Mr. Holdridge (in 
September 1960) was made Officer-in-Charge of Political 
Affairs, Office of Chinese Affairs. 


He returned overseas in June 1962 as Chief of the Political 
Section in Hong Kona, and then returned to the Department in 
August 1966 as Deputy Director of Research and Analysis for 
East-Asia Pacific. In 1968, he became Director of that Office. 


Assigned to the National Security Council in April 1968, Mr. 
Holdridge went to Beijing (April 1973) as Deputy Chief of the 
US Liaison Office. He became US Ambassador to Singapore in 
July 1975, serving there until 1978. 
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Prior to his service as Assistant Secretary for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs, Amb. Holdridge had served since 1978 on detail 
from the State Department as National Intelligence Officer for 
East Asia in the National Intelligence Council. 


Amb. Holdridge, just awarded his second Department of State 
Superior Honor Award for his work leading to the Joint US-China 
Communique of August 1982, previously received the Award in 
1967. He also received the Christian Herter Award in 1975, and 


the recipient of an honorary degree (LLD) from Elmira College 
in 1979. 


Amb. Holdridge is married to the former Martha McKelvey. They 


have two sons (David and Geoffrey), and a daughter 
(Patricia Johnson). 
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SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ'S 
MADRID PRESS CONFERENCE 
December 16, 1982 


DEPUTY SPOKESMAN HUGHES: Good Morning Ladies and Gentlemen 

if we can ask the photographers to move aside, we will begin 
this on-the-record press conference by the United States 
Secretary of State, Mr. George P. Shultz. I think the Secretary 
may have some opening remarks and then we will be happy to 

take your questions for about 20 minutes until we have to 

leave for the airport. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: President Reagan asked that I come to Spain 

as one means of expressing his support and the support of the 
United States Government for the democratic values so evident 

in the last Spanish election. In my visit here with each 

person that I spoke with the support for those values was manifest. 
It also came through very strongly to me the respect and affection 
in which the King is held and the realization of the strong 

role that he has played personally in the development and mainte- 
nance of these values. So in all of these respects, it has 

been a very worthwhile and interesting visit for me. Beyond the 
substantive matters that we discussed in various meetings, 

the President did also authorize me to invite the Prime Minister 
to visit Washington and the Prime Minister has authorized me 

to say that he is delighted to accept. And we would expect 

that a working visit by the Prime Minister to Washington 

would take place some time in June or thereabouts. Questions? 
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QUESTION: Yesterday the kind of change Mr. Gonzalez's government 
wants to introduce in the present agreement just to make 
acceptable to the Congress here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think you are asking about the Bases 
agreement, were you not? 


We did discuss that in all of my meetings and I think it is 
fair to say that on each side we don't see any major impedient 
to fairly prompt ratification of the, of a Bases agreement. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary did you get the impression that Spain 
will eventually remain in NATO? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This of course is a decision for Spain to 
make. The Spanish Officials I met with did express their 

sense of loyalty to the principles involved. I know that they 
intend to study this matter seriously. For our part in the 
United States, we think that it would be good for Spain to join 
the alliance and we think it is good for the alliance to have 
Spain as a member, but the question, of course, is an open 

one and the government I am sure will be studying it and we 
will await their decision. 


QUESTION: What role can Felipe Gonzalez play in Central 
America? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We did discuss the subject of Central 

America and South America and I discovered in the course of that 
discussion that the Prime Minister is a very knowledgeable 

and thoughtful person about the problems and developments 

in that region. And I feel sure that we will find ways of 
working together as two governments on the issues involved. 

I suppose the fundamental thing, again, is support for democratic 
values and for a just economic kind of development in the region 
are things that will tie us together. And we talked about, 

as an example, the San Jose principles that were first introduced 
by Honduras and adopted in the San Jose Conference a couple 

of months ago, as being, as we see it at any rate, fundamental 

to developments in that region. These principles include: 

not having offensive weapons in the region, banning and getting 
rid of all foreign and military advisors, not shipping arms 
across country borders, seeing the development of democratic 
principles for government, working for the reconciliation of 
various groups that are at issue with the government, and 
principles of this kind. And I think if we can find general 
support for these principles we are on our way to a capacity 

to work effectively together. 


QUESTION: This is a complementary question about Central 
America. Could you see the possibility to celebrate a top 
meeting about Central America -- some... - something like the 
Helsinki Accords, but to be celebrated in Central America 


to defend the human rights and to arrange the whole situation 
of that continent? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the objective of gaining universal 
respect for human rights is a very important one and to a 

very considerable degree that is exactly what the San Jose 
Conference on Freedom and Democracy that I mentioned is trying 
to bring about. And we have been supportingly the democracies 
of that region in their effort to bring these principles forward 
and gain support for them. And we believe in the United 

States in these principles and we think the more people 

who are willing to come and subscribe to them and support 

them, as they apply in Central America right now, the better. 


QUESTION: Have you dealt with the question of cooperation 

and assistance from the United States in the modernization 

of the Spanish armed forces? Have you dealt with the possibility 
within the bilateral framework that the U.S. government might 
ask the Congress for increased appropriations, and within 

this same context, has anything been said about the possibility 
of furnishing F-lés to the Air Force or the Navy? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not all of those subjects came up, but 

in one way or another, the F-18 was referred to ina 

conversation I had with the Defense Minister, and I know 

that's being considered here. Of course, the question of moderni- 
zation of armed forces is a question closely related to the 

entry of Spain, -- full entry of Spain into NATO. And that 

is one of the things that would be, I think a -- one of the 
advantages that would come about as a result of such an entry. 

So that subject was only discussed very tangentially to the 
extent we discussed the NATO issue. 


QUESTION: Two questions -- I would like to ask whether the 
United States government ever saw with any displeasure the 
coming to power of the Socialists in Spain and second, you 
said that there was no important obstacle to the ratification 
of the U.S.-Spain agreement in the Cortes. Does this mean 
that there would be no dismantlement of any base in Spain? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first I have to congratulate the 
questioner. Upon hearing that that was the last question, 

she managed to get in two. On the first question, we, of course, 
support democracy and democratic values. The outcome of the 
democratic process in any country is the business of the country 
and we don't interfere in that kind of decision. That is a 
decision for the country to make. As to the second question, 

my comment would suggest that there are certain, inferences 

that need to be taken care of, in particular, I think in ratifying 
the treaty as it now stands. The government of Spain would 

not want the implication to be drawn, since the treaty refers 

to NATO, the ratification madea presumption about their decision 
with regard to NATO. So, I think that this concern is one that 
can be dealt with and, beyond that, I think that at least so 

far as I can see in our discussions, we should be able to 
proceed. But, at any rate, this is a matter that will be nego- 
tiated out and the Ambassador will play a strong role in that. 
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We -- I did not feel that there was anything that looked like 
a strong impediment, and neither did the Officials of the 
Spanish government with whom I talked. 


END 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
ON THE PLANE FROM ANDREWS AIR FORCE BASE TO BONN, GERMANY 
DECEMBER 6, 1982 


QUESTION: Maybe you could just give us for openers a 
start on what specifically you hope to accomplish on this 
trip. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think there are some general issues that 
apply across the board and that there are different things in 
adifferent countries. I expect that everywhere people are 
interested in economic developments, and we have lots of 
economic problems throughout the Western world. People are 
interested in what's going on in the United States for 

obvious reasons. And I think that when we move from the 
essence of the econonic problems themselves other issues must 
be seen in relationship, be seen in the relationship to the 
problems of protectionism such as agricultural trade. These 
will be coning up particularly, I suppose, when we meet with 
the EC Ten and in bilateral discussions as well. At any rate, 
I think, that's a matter that I am interested in exploring, 

to see what they think is happening in their economies and in 
reporting on the U.S. economy, putting all of that into context. 
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QUESTION: Do you think the damage has been healed that was 
there from the pipeline things? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't know. That is a thing of the 
past, so it's behind us. I believe we are thinking of it in 
NATO terms and referring back to the (inaudible) meeting. There 
had seemed to me to be a strong and general consciousness of 

the importance of developing a strategy for East-West trade. 

It had been our idea all along that if we could move to some- 
thing stronger than the sanctions as such in this area, we could 
do it. 


QUESTION: Are you looking for forward motion? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would guess, yes. The pipeline controversy 
is (inaudible). Well, there is always something we go to 

settle; when we got the pipeline controversy settled, people are 
all excited about (inaudible) agricultural subsidies (inaudible), 
the political dimensions, the economic dimensions (inaudible) 

so there are always problems, I think, and there always will be. 
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QUESTION: To what extent is there a lingering problem on the 
cuestion of (inaudible) in view of the reluctance on the part 
of the French publicly to accept the new approach? Can you 
actually go ahead with studies (inaudible) without their 
public (inaudible)? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that we will be able to 
proceed. I expect to see Minister Cheysson at Brussels. Then 
I will also spend some time in Paris. I am scheduled to see 
President Mitterrand as well as Cheysson. (Inaudible) we will 
have an understanding of how these things are going to work. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Trips like this always have an objective of 
AtTLiance building and understanding in talking about subjects 
across the board. What they want to bring up and so on. 
Within the NATO context and our East-West relationships the 
importance right now is the new government of the Soviet Union, 
of allied strength in unity, and a particular dimension of 
that, of course, is the importance of the INF deployments... 
taking place during 1983. So that is something we think is 

of great significance. 


QUESTION: Coming back to the economic issue just a minute, 
Sir. Do you expect anything that will clarify for the public 
and to emerge from the NATO session which will say precisely 
what the Allies have agreed on in economic terms and where the 
French fall into this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, precisely how to structure these 
different efforts is a question we are discussing as we go along 

in the variety of ideas. Different things will take place in 
different forums. For example, the OECD is the place where 
credits have been discussed, and there is no reason why that should 
Change in any way. There is a COCOM discussion forum that's 

in place and that'll stay in place. I think it's a question 

that I want to talk to people about; exactly how to conduct 

this broader East-West study. 


QUESTION: Sir, you were going to be discussing, I imagine, 

the strategy toward approaching the new Andropov government 

of the Soviet Union. I wonder is there are certain differances 
between the Alliance on that subject? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, we had a certain opportunity to compare 
notes, but not much of an opportunity other than in written 
communications. So that's certainly a major purpose of the 
trip to compare notes about what people have concluded about 
their contacts within the Soviet government. But I thirk 
basically we have a strategy in respect to the Soviet Union, 

as countries and as anAlliance, and we'll keep it in place. 
That strategy does include the possibility of discussions. 
Obviously, we have arms control negotiations going on in Geneva, 
Vienna, CSCE talks in Madrid. So there are plenty of places 
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where progress can be made if that's what the Soviets are trying 
to do. But we certainly will be comparing notes during 
this trip. 


QUESTION: Are these your Own conclusions or just impressions 
from the early weeks of (inaudible)? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have a strategy and both sides have said 
they are interested in a more constructive relationship, and 
we are trying to test out just what that might be. As of this 
point we don't know. We have to find out if anything different 
emerges. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) about the reactions to ithe confidence 
(inaudible) ? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's been a positive -- can't hear you --. 
The question was about reaction to the President's confidence 
building proposals, and the Soviet reaction was a positive one 
in the sense that they say this is a serious and worthy subject 
and we'll talk about it. And so that will take place in Geneva. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will you be seeing Phil Habib at all 
On his way back to Washington? Are you planning to see him? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Don't have any plan to see him. No, I think 
he is...he will be going back, I think on the 7th (inaudible) 
but we have been in constant communication. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am not satisfied with the situation, 

but I am satisfied that I know what Phil thinks of the situation. 
As far as the peace process is concerned the visit of King 
ilussein to Washington is a major event and we will be thinking 
about that and working on that. King Hussein has been in Moscow, 
he is on his way to China, I think. And he will be coming baci, 
as I understand, will go around the world and will come back via 
Los Angeles and then to Washington. So we will be in touch with 
him when he gets into the United Statec, we wilt be able to 

talk with him before he gets to Washington, I am sure. And 
that's a major event in this unfolding process. I think the 
reports we have from Phil and my own instinct on it is that 
while we haven't gotten the negotiations literally going on, 

the peace process is very much alive in peoples' minds and prospect 
Of peace is, of course, of major interest to everyone. So, we 
continue to work on that, on Lebanon where we are in one of these 
periods where you get stalled on the process of how you get talks 
gOing between the people who should be talking. And we are 
scratching our heads about how to move from here and we do have 
ideas | so there'll be some motion. 
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QUESTION: How do you feel about the dilution of the zero 
option talks? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: How do I feel about what...? 


QUESTION: You talk about dilution of the zero option talk 
that's going on now. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there is always talk around by various 
people who make comments of one kind or another, but in the 
NATO Defense Ministers' meeting there was continued full support 
on everyone's part for the zero-zero option's kind of outcome 
that we would like. It would take a whole class of weapons 
right out of the picture and be a very good result. So we 
continue to think it's a very important negotiating position. 
But it doesn't mean that other things won't be examined and I 
think the language of this communique is very good. To quote: 
"The Ministers again welcomed the fact that the United States 
remains prepared to give full consideration to any serious 
Soviet proposals which would enhance chances for efiective and 
verifiable arms control agreements. It would take into account 
legitimate questions of security concerns." I thinkthat's... 

I am just reading from the communique. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in attempting to put together a 
strategy for dealing with the new Soviet leadership, do you 
bring with you any new approach, fresh ideas, or new initiatives 
that you expect to present as the American view as to how 
precisely this ought to move aheas? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We continue to have the view that allied 
strength is the key to strengthened unity in all of its various 
dimensions, and so that's an important part of the objective 

of my trip, and it was of Cap Weinberger's trip. And I don't 
see any reason to alter our thinking about that being a funda- 
mental. We do have to keep in mind realistically the various 
things about East-West relationships and they consist gn part 
of the military dimension and that highlights the importunce of 
arms control negotiations. But they also include so-called 
regional issues and - I don't know how to describe the Madrid 
issues or human rights issues. So these are things that are 

in the picture. And we'll be comparing notes and seeing the 
extent to which there is a prospect for progress on these issues. 


QUESTION: It was o: this trip a year ago when martial law 

was declared in Poland. I wonder if you think, there have been 
reports now out of Warsaw for a couple of weeks, that the 

Polish government may be about to propagate some kind of 
liberalization, real or otherwise. First or all, are you expecting 
something like that? Sesond of all, is the Alliance in a position 
to deal with that, without it becoming as divisive an issue 

as martial law was in the first place? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think martial law was divisive. 
I think there was a united reaction from the Alliance on those 
moves in Poland. Whatever is done by the Polish Government or 
announced by the Polish Government, is a better way to put 

it, will bear some analysis because you have a need to look 
beyond any announcement and see what reality has transpired. 
And you can lift martial law and then do other things and take 
away the effect of that or maybe not. So, I don't think that 
the moment somebody makes an announcement you try to react but 
you try to look into what it truly means and construct a 
thoughtful response and that's what was done in the first place. 
That's been done in various points in time between last ycar 
about this time and now. And no doubt that's what will be 
done again. 


QUESTION: Will you be talking about this with the Allies? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, yes. We'il share perceptions and be 
ready to analyze and see about reactions we should take. But 
I think we all recognize that it is desirable to the extent 
we possibly can, to have a generally unified response. 


QUESTION: What would you regard as a mark of true liberalization, 
of true change in Poland? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there have been three main things 

that I think summarize pretty well the sorts of actions that 
we all would like to see. We would like to see people 
released from jail. We would like to see a legitimate dialogue 
taking place between the church and solidarity and the govern- 
ment, and we would like to see martial law lifted, which means 
that people have a much greater measure of freedom and there is 
more Openness in the society than is allowed by martial law. 

So what I am saying on that last part is that there are the 
words stand for, and if you remove the words you have left the 
reality of what they stand for and that needs to be examined. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in point two, you are talking about 
dialogue between church (inaudible). 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Solidarity is an organiztion as such and 
it is also an idea that people have work, have rights to 
express themselves about the conditions of work, and have an 
impact on them as well as other aspects of their society. 

So I think that's the sense in which I mean that Solidarity 
Still exists as an Organization. 


QUESTION: Sir, a question on relations with the Soviet Union. 
You have said that before relations could be signifcantly im- 
proved there needs to be substantive actions by the Soviet 

Union, such as on Arms Control, Afghanistan, etc. Are the Allies 
in agreement that we need to see substantive actions before 
relations can improve? 














gn 


~VDeclassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


- 6 - PR# 403 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Let me try to put it ina little different 
way, because there seems to be in people's minds an idea that 
our thought is that we just sort of sit there and the 

soviet Union should do acts (inaudible) and at some point will 
decide yes there's been enough substance so that relationships 
can improve. That's not the way relationships improve. If 
there is an improvement it will take place as a result of a 
process. The process will be one, if it takes place through 
which discussions going on about important issues start 
resulting in outcomes that we agree on. If such a process 
takes place, that is in a sense that definition of an improved 
relationship (inaudible). So, we do have areas where we are 
negotiating, two in Geneva, one in Vienna, in Madrid. We have 
contacts, some which we're not directly involved in, on other 
regional issues. It is said that the Chinese are concerned 
about Afghanistan, for instance, so they are talking to the 
Russians about it. I read that in your columns all the time. 
Well, if they succeed, that's a plus. So I think there has 
emerged this idea that we're just sitting there and we're 
looking for all sorts of actions and at some point we wouid 
say relationships have improved. But, as I say, I don't think 
that's the way that things happen, either happen in a plus 
direction or a negative direction. They happen as a result of 
a process and you get a gradual shift. 


QUESTION: Under that heading (inaudible) are you detecting any 
such shifts on the part of the Soviets in Vienna, Madrid, Geneva? 
And are we for our part indicating any shifts to the Soviets 
Since it's always a two-way Operation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would only say this. People are saying the 
same things that they have said before but in the part before 
where we have said and they have said we would like to see 
negotiations be successful - there's been a tendency to under- 
line that desire. But nobody's substantive decisions have 
shifted. 


QUESTION: It's been a tendency to underline? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: To say in the messages that we have sent, 
and that they have sent, there is perhaps a little bit more 
emphasis put on it that we would like to see these negotiations 
succeed. But in answering your question... 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, there isn't anything. On the other hand 
Say we say we want to have these negotiations succeed. We 

like to see a zero-zero (inaudible). We would like to see major 
arms reductions, we really would. We are ready to negotiate. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it (this emphasis on willingness to 
negotiate) is basically most noticeable in recent weeks; and 
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one can't help but believe that the last days of Mr. Brezhnev's 
life were preoccupied with other things. For example, in the 
meeting that I had with Mr. Gromyko in New York, he didn't 

raise the question of a Summit and neither did I because it is 
obviously not something in the cards and when I talked with 
leaders of other countries who visited Moscow recently and asked 
them about the situation they reportec there was an air of 
succession in Moscow... 


QUESTION: I wonder if I could just raise one more question 
(inaudible) that is the current rift between Washington and 
Israel. WOuld you give us an assessment of how serious it is 
on the (inaudible) of their position vis-a-vis Lebanon and also 
On the question of the Israeli aid package? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there is a real difference of opinion 
about how much aid, given our budget, is appropriate for Israel. 
In the President's proposal in the budget that he put forward, 
we considered the needs of Israel anc offered proposals we 
considered adequate. Now there has been marked up different 
amounts in the House and Senate. Large sums of money. And that 
represents a real problems for us. It tends to squeeze out 
other things. Having just traveled around South and Central 
America, I am very conscious of the needs of those countries, 
and the needs of the multinational lending institutions. They 
look to the IDB down there. So there is that aspect of it. 

And then there is also the aspect, and I think if you read the 
letter that Ken Dam wrote to Senator .atsfield you see expressed 
our concern about the implications of raising the amount of 
money for Israel, in the light of the difficulties we are 
having in moving the peace process at all, and getting any 
movement on Lebanon. And that's spelled out in Ken's letter 
that he wrote by request while I was in Brazil. 


QUESTION: Thank you, 
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December 28, 1982 
No. 404 


SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
AT THE 
TREE LIGHTING CEREMONY 
December 20, 1982 


Thanks to the Foreign Affairs Recreation Association for putting 
up this tree and for creating this atmosphere that we have 

here today. I might say they have just made me a member. 

Among other things including a key to the recreation exercise 
room and alli the slimming equipment. My wife says there is 

a message there. 


I can'c think of a nicer way to be welcomed back after a trip. 
Than to this kind of ceremony, lighting a Christmas tree 

and taking part in the singing of Christmas carols because it 
brings home to us all that great messages of peace, love, hope 
and justice. Those are things that, of course, we think of 

in connection with this time of year -- Christmas, -- but 

of course the message of Christmas is that we should think 

of those things not only at this time of year but throughout 
the year. And that is our dedication, here in the Department 
of State and in the government and the American people generally. 
I appreciate the chance to take part in this and if the 

Switch is right I'll light the tree. 
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December 28, 1982 
No. 405 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


The Department of State will nold a meeting of the 
Working Group on Treatment of Investment and Special Invest- 
ment Problems of the Advisory Committee on International 
Investment, Technology, and Development on Tuesday, January 
18, 1983, from 9:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon in Room 1207 at the 
Department of State, 2201 C Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 
20502. The meeting will be open to the public. 


The Working Group will review the current work underway 
in the OECD on national treatment and in the OECD, GATT 
and World Bank on the use of performance requirements. An 
initial U.S. Government redraft of the 1977 investment 
policy statement will be presented for discussion and 
comment. Other investment topics to be raised include: the 
U.S. bilateral investment treaty program and the status of 
the EC draft directives. 


Requests for further information on the meeting 
should be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of 
State, Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs, Washington, D. C. 20520. He may be 
reached by telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 


Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


The Chairman of the Working Group will, as time permits, 
entertain oral comments from members of the public attending 
the meecing. 
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ADVISCRY COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
] INVESTMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND DEVELOPMENT 


NOTICE OF MEETING 
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The Department of State will hold a meeting of the 
Working Group on Energy and Development of the Advisory 
Committee on International Investment, Technology, and 
Development on Wednesday, January 19, 1983, from 9:30 a.m. 
to 12:00 noon in Room 1408 at the Department of State, 2201 
C Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 20502. The meeting will 
be open to the public. 


The purpose of the meeting will be to discuss the 
following issues: problems encountered in and barriers to 
private energy investments in oil-importing developing 
countries; in particular the group will discuss: the 
National Petroleum Council's recently published study, 
entitled Third World Petroleum Development: A Statement of 
Principles, and USG involvement and planning for an Inter- 
national Energy Workshop, to be held in the Fall of 1983, on 
"Barriers to Private Energy Investments in Developing 
Countries.” 
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Requests for further information on the meeting 
should be directed to Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of 
State, Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs, Washington, D. C. 20520. He may be 
reached by telephone on (area code 202) 632-2728. 


Members of the public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact Mr. Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department building. 


The Chairman of the Working Group will, as time permits, 
entertain oral comments from members of the public attending 
the meeting. 
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December 28, 1982 
No. 407 


SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 


Notice of Meeting 


The Panel on Bulk Cargoes under the SOLAS Subcommittee Working Group 
on Containers and Cargoes will conduct an open meeting on February 3, 1983, 
at 10:00 A.M., in room 3201 of the Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second 
Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 


The purpose of the meeting is to review the position papers that the 
U.S. Delegation has forwarded to IMO for presentation at the Twenty-fourth 
Session of the Subcommittee on Containers and Cargoes to be held at IMO 
Headquarters in London on February 21 through 25, 1983. The Working Group 
will also review all papers pertinent to Bulk Solids received from IMO 
that other delegates will present at the Twenty-fourth Session. 


Members of the public may attend up to the seating capacity of the room. 


For further information contact Mr. John F. McAnulty, U.S. Coast Guard 
(G-MTH-3), Washington, D.C. 20593. Telephone: (202) 426-1578. Or contact 
Captain S. Fraser Sammis, National Cargo Bureau, Inc. Suite 2757, One World 
Trade Center, New York, New York 10048. Telephone: (212) 432-1280. 


For further information contact: 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE — B\" 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


ON CHANCELLOR SCHMIDT'S VISIT TO WASHINGTON 


< 


JANUARY 4, 1982, 10:05 A.M. 


MR. FISHER: Okay, I think we are ready to go. The 
speaker will be on background unless he indicates otherwise. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me first give you a 


i 
: 7 


little bit on the schedule. I know you've got most of it, but 


one thing is new. Mr. Genscher will be arriving tonight. He 


t 


will fly directly from Brussels where there is a meeting of the 
EC Ten Foreign Ministers and will join Mr. Schmidt in the meeting. 


We can't tell you exactly what time he'll set in yet because we're 


not sure exactly what time he's ccing to be leaving Brussels, but 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


he will be getting in some time this eveninc. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Depending on what time he gets in, he will probably have 
a meeting with Secretary Haig tonight and certainly another one 
tomorrow morning before the rest of the schedule moves on. 

The Secretary will meet Mr. Schmidt at the airport 
tonight and will have a meeting with Mr. Schmidt in Blair House 
this evening after the Chancellor's arrival. 

Tomorrow the Chancellor will have a breakfast with 
Congressional leaders on the Hill; a meeting with the Vice 
President; followed by a meeting and a lunch with the President. 
In the afternoon he will meet with the Secretary of Def ense. 


He, the Chancellor, will have a breakfast with Secretary Hais 


On Wednesday morning and depart shortly thereafter for Dulles 





Airport. 


- 
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I think those are the highlights of the schedule. Now 
let me talk a little bit about the visit. I know this will come 
as a tremendous shock to you all but obviously the major, but I 
think not the only, subject of the meetings between Mr. Schmidt 
and the President and Secretary are going to be Poland. I would 
suspect that there will be some conversation on other subjects as 
well. Probably the international economic situation. I would 
assume there would be some discussion of NATO military strength 
and defense budgets ana things of that sort. And we'll give you - 
a read-out on what is in fact discussed after the meetings, but 
Clearly the focus is going to be on Poland. 

And I think on the Polish question we have to see the 
Schmidt visit fortuitously because you all know, I'm sure, that 
the visit was set up long before the Polish situation captured 
all of our attention. But I think we now have to see the Schmidt 
visit as it relates to Poland as part of the whole consultative 
process on how to handle that subject. It's part of a process 
which has included long and detailed discussions in NATO for over 
a year of a number of economic and political steps that might be 
taken in the event of a Soviet invasion of Poland. It's in the 
context of my own trip to Europe several weeks ago where I covered 
Rome, Bonn, Brussels, Paris, and London, followed some days there- 
after by the Presicent's announcement on steps that will be taken 
against the Soviet Union; messages between Foreign Ministers that 
have followed that Presidential announcement; now the Schmidt visit, 


which is accompanied as well by the meeting of EC Ten Foreicn 


Ministers on the subject of Poland, and we'll all have a better 








read-out on what went on at that meeting after Mr. Genscher gets 


here to brief us on it; and there will be a Ministerial Meeting 


< 


in Brussels of the NATO Alliance on the llth of January. 

So this visit is part of that process. It is not our 
purpose during this visit to arrive at a series of agreements 
with the Chancellor on how to handle the Polish situation. Our 


purpose is to discuss with him how we see the situation, how he 


’ 


sees it, to exchange views on what is going on in Poland, and 
indeed to discuss what steps might be taken by the West with 
regard to the Polish situation. 

We will want very much, I think, to look for examples 
during the visit of the Chancellor at how the Scviets have been 


dealing with the United States on this subject and what they have 
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been saying to the Federal Republic on the same subject of Poland 





because it is very much our view and our impression that the 
Soviets have been taking one line with us, which is quite hard, 
and a much less hard line in their discussions with officials 

of the Federal Republic of Germany, and that's one of the things 
we're going to want to talk about with the Chancellor and sort of 
exchange information on what has been said to us and to them by 
the Soviet Union. 

As you all know, our general position with regard to our 
sanctions against the Soviet Union is that we hope for parallel 
action from our allies where possible, recognizing that in all 
cases the situations are not the same, and we would hope in those 
cases for at least complementary steps, but under any circumstances 


we believe that our allies should not undercut the steps we have 
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taken against the Soviet Union, and I'm sure that that will be 
part of the discussions that will take place over the course 
of the next several days. 

Now, since I know you will all ask me, because I read 
the newspapers too, "What about the difference between the 
Feceral Republic of Germany and the United States on what's 
going on in Poland and on the question of Soviet involvement 
in what is going on in Poland?" let me start by highlighting for you, 
please, Foreign Minister Genscher's December 31 press conference, 
which I would sugcest is worth taking a look at again. It is, in 
our view, the definitive statement at the present moment of the 
Deceral Repbublic's attitude on. the Polish circumstances and on 
Soviet involvement in those circumstances, and I must say from 
our view it's a fairly precies statement. 

I do not deny, and I do not intend to deny at this point 
that there may well be differences of perspective on what's going 
on in Poland, or some elements of it, but I think there has been 
a tendency to overdraw those, and it's why I hichlight for you 
Mr. Genscher's interview. 

I would point out that with regard to how we handie Poland 
there seems, in my view, to be closer identity of views than has 
often been noted. For example, the United States Government has 
saic that we will not provide further government-to-sovernment 
assistance to Polané so long as circumstances in that country 


remain as they are. It's my clear understanding that, in effect, 


that is what the Government of the Federal Republic has also done 
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with the statement that no further aid would be forthcoming 

without the approval of the Bundestag. I think there's a fairly 
general community view that with regard to humanitarian assistance 
to Poland it should continue but it should continue with guarantees 
that the aicé will in fact go to the people for whom it is intendec. 
I misght also add that the U.S. Government is at this moment looking 
at ways in which we might provide further humanitarian assistance 
to Poland, consistent with the quarantees we insist on, however, 
from the Polish Government. 

I think as well there's a fair degree of similarity of 
view between the Federal Republic and ourselves on what ought to 
happen in Poland; namely, three things: martial law ought to be 
ended; the detainees ought to be released; and the three parties 
in Poland; that is, the Church, the Government authorities, and 
Solidarity ought to return to the negotiating table. 

I think, finally, there is strong understanding both on 
the part of cur German friends and certainly here in Washington 
as well that the last thing we need to do is turn this .crisis in 
Poland caused by the Soviet Union's involvement with the Polish 
authorities in repressing the workers' movement into a crisis 
within the Western Community, and I think that is neither our 
intention, nor is it the intention of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, and it is with this critical point as background that 


I think both sides will be going into these discussions over the 


next several cays. 
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I'll be glad to answer questions as long as you under- 
stand I don't want to try to get into a prediction as to what 
specifically is going to come out of these meetings, but I'll 
be glad to try to answer your questions. 

Q Could you expand a bit, QQ © the 
difference in which the Soviets have been talking to the Germans 
and the way they've been talking to us? 

A Well, essentially no. Let me just say that it is 
clearly our impression that the Soviet Union -- well, the President, 
for example, described in essence Mr. Brezhnev's reply to him as 
negative. Our general impression, and you've seen, I think -- I 
think the Soviets have released the text of Mr. Gromyko's letter 
to Mr. Haig -- the Soviet communications with us have been 
extremely negative, extremely harsh. It is our impression that 
the Soviets have talked a somewhat different language to the 
Federal Republic and been a good bit softer in their style at 
least. I don't say in substance. I'm not sure there's much 
different on the substance. But at least in terms of the style. 
And it's one of the things we're going to want to discuss with 
Mr. Schmidt to try to get some analysis of whether our impression 
is in fact correct and, if so, why they've dealt with the two of 
us somewhat differently. 

Q In the last eighteen months have there been no : 


consultations on what in fact happened; that is, internal repression 


| rather than external, within the Western Alliance? 
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A No. Look, again, the greatest amount of concen- 
tration within the Alliance has clearly been in terms of what might 
the Allies do in the event of a direct Soviet intervention? There's 
no question about that. And the long list of items that we came 
up with, not as a contract but as items that would be looked at 
in the event of a Soviet intervention, were debated and discussed 
and arrived at in NATO, but acainst the focus of a Soviet inter- 
vention. Within NATO there has been a good bit of discussion over 
a fairly long period of time about this gray area -- what we call 
the gray area -- with a fairly substantial acreement that in fact 
it would be the most difficult case to deal with, and a lot of 
discussion about what might be done with regard to it. But there's 
no sense hiding from the fact that after the consultations and 
discussions on that subject were completed the general view within 
the NATO Council was that the gray area scenarios were so imprecise 
and might run such a tremendous gamut that there simply was no way 
that the fifteen nations were going to be able to come to agreement 
On steps that might be taken in that gray area situatidn. So I'm 
not hiding from the fact that there was never agreement on what 
might be done under those circumstances, but I strongly dispute 
anybody who argues that it wasn't discussed in Brussels because 
it was in some great detail. Nor should we, I think, assume that 
discussions that took place with regard to what micsht be done in 
the event of a Soviet intervention were all a waste of time, because 


in fact some of those steps we in fact used several of them last 


week. There is at least a fairly common view within the Alliance 
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of what some of those steps might mean. The issue is one of 
when we plan to use them and now when in fact we are using them. 

Q Can yeu talk some about what your latest reading 
of the situation in Poland is as you go into the conversations 
with Schmidt? 

A Yes. And I must say I haven't read anything this 
morning, so I'm dealing with what I saw on Saturday. I don't 
think it has changed much. I think there's no doubt that General 
Jaruzelski and his coup on December 13 have, for now, succeeded 
in establishing his definition of law and order. But I think it's 
much too early to assume that that is going to be any sort of a 
long-term situation cr condition. And I'm now speaking perscnally, 
but I think it's a view shared by a number of people in this 
building that we should not forget, first of all, that the economic 
Situation before the December 13 coup was not good. What has 
happened sing@ then has certainly made it worse. On the basis of 
past history, we all know that economic conditions have had a 
great deal to do with political instability -- if you want to 
call it that -- within Poland. I personally do not think that the 
General has succeeded in establishing a situation in which you can 
count for any long period of time on tranquility and peace in 
Poland. I think it's almost inevitable that there will be passive 
resistance. I think you will probably see that factories that used 
to produce X numbers of tractcrs per week are now producing X minus 
whatever. I think production is going to be reduced simply as a 


process of passive resistance. 


Whether it gets any worse than that in the short run I 
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don't know. I think it is important though, particularly in 
terms of discussions with the Chancellor. It's important that 
we all in the West recognize that if we're going to re-establish 
any sort of a situation in Poland where stability over a longer 


period is possible that can only be done, in our view, by elminin- 


ating martial law, letting the detainees go, and getting back to 


the negotiating table. And we don't see how it is possible to 
negotiate with the leaders of Solidarity when they are in jail 

or detained. That's not normally considered a way in which you're 
dealing with a free agent. And I think we will make the point 
very clearly in our conversations with the Chancellor. But as 

I indicated earlier, and certainly in Mr. Genscher's statement on 
the 3lst, they support those same three conditions with regard to 
Poland. 

Q I get the impression from reading German statements 
that their feeling is the quickest way to bring those things about 
is to stop the punishment scenario and to try to discourage the 
passive resistance and encourace people to get back to work so 
that we can get on about reviving the economy, and that our view 
is it's nice to see this passive resistance. 

A Well, I don't know that I would say it's nice. I 
think what we're saying is it's almost inevitable. But I think 
certainly if you read the statements of some German officials 
there is no question that that's a view that some take. I wouid 


have to say other statements -- and again I refer you to the 


Genscher statement -- don't maxe that distinction Gguite so 
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clearly. I think there may well be a good bit of discussion in 





the next several days over how we both see the situation in 
Poland, how we see General Jaruzelski. Do we see him as his 

Own agent, or is he an agent of the Soviet Union? And I frankly 
at this point can't predict to you what the German view on this 
is going to be. I can only say that on the basis of what I've 
read out of Bonn over the course of the last several weeks you 
can get a different view depending on who you read. 

Q - « « (inaudible) .. . General Jaruzelski met with 
the ECK people today. Has he requested, or has the U.S. 
Ambassador requested, a similar meeting in Warsaw? 

A Not to my knowledge, Bernie. Ambassador Meehan met 
with the Deputy Foreign Minister last week, but I don't know of 
any since then. I'm told he's seeing Czyrek this afternoon, the 
Foreign Minister. 

Q How much value do you attach to the analysis the-... 
Catholic Church, the Vatican, has of the situation in Poland? 

How close are you in touch, and what is your assessnent. of their 
analysis? Because the Germans attached their story on that very 
strongly. 

A We've been in quite close contact with the Vatican. 
As you know,the President has been in communication with the Pope 
on the subject. There is no question that we value very much the 
Church's view on what's going on in Poland and the view of what 


the approach in Poland ought to be from the point of view of the 


Church. 
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I must say in my own trip there 2 couple of weeks ago -- 
and I think this situation has changed a bit now -- but it was 
Clear to me at that point that communications between the Polish 
Church and the Vatican were not terribly good. Since then we've 
had our Bishop Dabrovski and Archbishop Poggi back and forth, wo 
they have a better understanding, I think, now of what the Primate 
and the Polish Church think. But to a degree the Vatican is going 
to have to depend on what it gets out of the Polish Church, and that 
depends to a great degree on the ability to communicate, and I 
gather that's not terribly good. 

Q Nee the United States continue to 
support Poland's application for membership in the International 
Monetary Fund? 

A The question is now under review. I can't give you 
a definitive answer at this point, but I should point out to you 
that under any circumstances that application does not really 
become a major issue for about six months. It's not something 
that's likely to be moved on by the IMF within the next’ week or 
two. There's a good bit of time before the IMF will move on the 
application anyway, but it's a question that’s now under review. 

Q To come back to the German-American aspects of this 
story, how helpful do you think German attempts at bridge-building 
are? We have noticed from Bonn a great sense of relief when 
Secretary Haig says several times that in times of crisis you have 


to have particularly good contacts and community dialogue. The 


Germans are using that line, have been using it for some time to 
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continue talking at high level with Brezhnev, they had Rakowsky 
in Bonn. Do you think this is helpful or do you think it allows 
the East to separate Germany into departing more from a concerted 
Western policy? 

A The proof of that pudding will be in the eating. 
There is no question that lines of communication need to be kept 
open, and there is no question, for example, that the Rakowsky 
meeting in Bonn gave us a point of view, as briefed to us by the 
German officials, that is worth having. Bridge-building is not, 


I think, the term I would use so much as the Federal Republic's 





role in keeping the lines of communication open and finding out 
what their thinking in Poland, and so forth, is obviously worth 
while. 

Should the Soviet Union or the Poles succeed -- and I 
Go not think they will -- in convincing any one, two, or three 
members of NATO that the situation is different than other 
members of NATO believe it to be, then we obviously would have 
a problem, but communications between the parties iavefved is, 

I think, by and large, a good thing, so we don't have any problem 
with it. 

Q I believe you said at one point that at a minimum 
we should expect that our allies would not take action to under- 
cut that that we have decided to do. What is your latest reading 
on the extent of cooperation you are getting from them? I'm 


thinking of what happens, for example, if the Germans or some 


Other countries sell pipeline equipment which we have decided 
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not to sell. 

A Barry, in general -- and again you all must keep in 
mind this NATO meeting on the llth because an awful lot is going 
to be a lot clearer after that meeting. The whole question of the 
attitude of the allies and how close we are with the allies is 
something of a moving target, so you have to start with that. 

I have seen -- and I don't want to detail the countries, largely 
because I can't remember how much of it was confidential and how 
much of it is open -- but I have seen at least three countries 
that I can recall from within NATO who have already made it clear 
that they will not take actions to undercut our sancticns. In 

all three cases they were major members of the Alliance. It is 
clearly a subject that will be a part of our discussions with the 
Chancellor over the next two days, and we'll have a better fix on 
German attitudes with regard to that subject then. The definitive 
answer to that, I think, will come after the meeting on the llth. 

Q In the interview with Reston in the Times’ over the 
weekend, the Chancellor had an interesting line in which he 
complained about the rhetoric coming from Washington which gave 
the impression of a pre-war situation rather than a post-war 
Situation. Would the United States be willing to tone down its 
rhetoric toward Moscow as a price for greater German or allied 


cooperation? 


Qh As I remember that particular cuote, it was in the 


context of IMF, wasn't it? I don't think it was in the context 
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of the Polish situation. Not that that's necessarily relevant. 

How Go I answer your question? As long:as we're not 
talking about the Polish situation, we, I think, feel very strongly 
that the world needs to know our view of Soviet and Polish 
repression of the workers’ movement of some ten million people 
and our view of what's going on in Poland with regard to detaining 
people, continuation of martial law, and so forth. 

Now, that is not to say that I'm arguing for heishtened 
rhetoric. What I am saying is I think we are going to continue 
to talk about the Polish situation as we see it and continue to 
make it clear our abhorence of what is going on there, and 
continue to make it clear it is our firm belief that the Soviets 
must permit the Polish people to ge t back to the negotiating 
table and that the Polish authorities need to move quickly to 
Go the same thing. 

Q Can you assume that there wouldn't be any further 
American unilateral action until after the January 11 meeting, or 
may we do some more things before that on our own? 

A The answer to that is there is no way I can give 
you a definitive answer. Again speaking totally personally, I 
would be very surprised if the situation in Poland doesn't 
chance, I mean if things don't change between now and the llth. 


I would personally be surprised if we would be taking any further 


steps until we have completed our conversations with the allies. 
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Q Did I understand you to say that General Jaruzelski 
for now has succeeded in establishing his definition of law and 
order, and it's a long-term problem however its is going to be 
resolved? You seem to be taking a position which sounds as if 
you think he has got the immediate problem there in better shape 
than most of the noises that have been coming out of this building 
in the past week or so. Is this based on some new sense of what 
they are able to do in Poland? Is it based on just the fact that 
time has run now and nothing more has happened or the country is 
getting back to work? How do you reach that judgment? 

A Don, I should start by saying I did not, in fact, 
intend it to sound like something different than we've been 
saying over the last couple of weeks. My own view is that in 
fact things are not -- if I were General Jaruzelski I wouldn't 
be happy at all. I do have to make the point, however, that 
the number of strikes has been reduced. You know, if you decapitate 
the Solidarity leadership, close off all lines of communication $9 
the people can't converse back and forth, you can accomplish a fair 
amount in terms of bringing things to a dead halt, and that's, I 
think, what he has succeeded in doing, and I guess in that sense, 
to answer your question, the course of the last three or four days 
has made it clear that there aren't going to be, at least immediately, 
any massive strikes, there isn't going to be any country-wide 


uprising or anything of that sort. But I would make the point, 


Don, that one of the things that closing down the lines of 
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communications has also done is made it far more difficult to 
manage the economy. And once you begin to let up so that the 
economy can begin to move again you also are permitting people 
to start communicating with each other, and I therefore think 
what we may see is in fact a more difficult situation in Poland 


in the future. I don't know when, but, as I say, if I were 





Jaruzelski I would not feel at all confident that I had really 
solved my problem. 

Q There have been repeated reports that Soviet troops 
are actually in Poland wearing Polish uniforms. Has the State 
Department here been able to verify any of those reports? 

A As far as I know, no. 

Q Do you want to persuade the Chancellor to terminate 
the gas pipeline deal or postpone it, or would that not be a 
subject at all any more? I mean it has been discussed in the 
past many times. 

A You people had almos* disappointed me. It has gone 
35 minutes before the pipeline really came up. Let me answer that 
question by saying that the view of the U.S. Government with 
regard to the pipeline is clear. It hasn't changed. Obviously 
it is in the last analysis a decision to be made by sovereicn 


governments, but everybody, I think, knows what our view is, and 


I would expect that should the opportunity arise we will express 


during this visit our view of the pipeline. 
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Q May I follow that question up? I'm not sure I 
understand our view. As I understand our view, it was that we 
can't stop the pipeline but let's at least urse the Europeans 
not to get too heavily involved in Soviet sources of enersy. 

I just want to make sure that's the position, or is it the 
position they shouldn't go ahead with the pipeline? 

A Bernie, our view has always been we don't think 
they should go ahead with the pipeline. Then you go from that 
to say, "However, we also recognize that it is not a decision 
we can make," and you proceed with the description as you stated 
it. But our view is that the pipeline is a mistake, and it has 
always been that. 

Q I want to make sure I understand when you said 
earlier that you don't want the Europeans to undercut our sanctions, 
one of the sanctions was that you would not allow licenses for any 
equipment in helping build the pipeline. Could that be enlarged 
upon to say that if the Germans go ahead with the pipeline that’s 
cutting into the American sanctions? ° 

A I want to be careful how I answer that, Bernie, but 
I will say that you're right we have taken steps to suspend any 
U.S. sales to the Soviet Union some of which would affect the 
pipeline, and our position is with regard to our allies that they 


should not undercut the sanctions we have taken, and I don't want 


to go beyond that. 
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Q You said that the Soviets have now a much harsher 
language to the United States than to Germany. I suppose it is 
not very surprising for you. So I would like to know what do 
you expect to hear from Chancellor Schmidt about that? Apparently 
you are concerned that it would be working. 

a As I say, we want to talk about that subject 
because I think it would be interesting for both sides to 
exchance views. First of all, I should say we want to find out 
whether our impression is in fact correct that the line they have 
taken with us and the line they have taken with Bonn are different 
at least in tone. If that proves to be the case -- and in the 
conversations we should be able to establish that -- it would be 
interesting for us together to try to analyze why there have been 
those differences in tone and to think a little bit about the 
implications of why the Soviets would be talking to us one way 


and to Bonn somewhat differently. 


(Continued cn page 19.) 
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; Q Do you expect anything in the way of e communique 
or some kind of a statement of facts that are agreed by both 


parties after that meeting, or are you waiting until after 


January 11? 

A January llth is not really releyant to this. The 
practice has varied a bit from visit to visit, so at this point 
I can't predict to you whether we'll have a communique or sort 


of a non-communique like we did, I think it was in March, or 





whether anything at all will be released. I just don't know 
that, and I won't know until we've had a chance to talk to the 
Germans. 

Q One other question on the pipeline, you said the 


0.S. position hasn't changed, but in facts the circumstances 
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have changed in that the Germans went ahead and sicned this 
contract. Now it is the U.S. position that they shoule get out 
of the contract, cancel it, abrogate it in some way? 

A There are some other circumstances which, have 
changed, one of which is that Poland has happened. Again, I 
don't want to get terribly specific because this is something 
that is going to have to be discussed. I would like to stand 
On my statement that we've always had a view of the pipeline. It 


is, obviously, in the last analysis, not a decision for us to take, 


but as you say, some circumstances have changed with regard to 
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signing contracts, but also some circumstances have sheneot 
in Europe itself -- particularly in Poland. Our view of the 
pipeline has not changed. 

Q Can I follow that vp again, because the pol’ al 
dimension of the pipeline has been referred to by columnist. and 
others -- and I think it's accurate -- as tantamount to the 
farmers' lobby in this country against the grain embargo. 

The United States in its sanctions obviously did not 
take the really tough political issue dealing with the ‘farmers, 
and yet you're asking the Germans to take the really tough one 
dealing with a contract already signed. How do you respond to 
something like that? 

A Bernie, at this point, I'm not saying we're 
asking anybody to do anything other than to recognize that this 
is a subject worth thinking about in the context of what has 
happened in Poland and against the background of our desire that 
nothing be done to undercut the sanctions we've taken. I don't 


want to go any further than that right now. 
Q Can I ask you, you said that one of the pre- 
occupations on both sides, you believe, is to make sure that 
the crisis in Poland dcoesn't become a crisis in the Alliance, 
whether | is Tébindewwesion wishes to scream at the Europeans 
as the last cone did or not. If the facts con't chance, are you 


concerned that there will be, on the Hill for one place, and 


others, basically what turns into a crisis in the Alliance? 
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A Instead of answering the question, the point is, 
if the facts don't change, and again, Karen, as I said, it’s a 
moving target. We are already closer together than we were 
two weeks ago. I don't know where we will be on the llth and 
so forth, but I think, to answer the question in a different 
way, if we were not to receive support from our Allies for the 
steps we've taken, obviously, this would be a serious matter 
insofar as this Alliance of ours is concerned. There is no 
question about that. I don't think that that is what is 
going to happen. 

Q I wonder whether you can tell us what you make 
of the apparent disagreement between your own position and 
that of the Chancellor as regards Yalta and its implication 
for the current situation. Obviously, in the interview the 
Chancellor gave you Sunday, he made a great deal out 
of the fact that Yalta is still there, that it is insurmountable, 
and we cannot sweep it under the carpet, whereas out of here, we 
hear more about Helsinki. ) 

Is that likely to come up in the debates? Are we 
going to have a philosophical agreement as to what extent 
Yalta is still relevant or not relevant, and whether it can 
be used as a means to not do as much as you might hope to? 

A Whether it will come up or not, I cannot be 


certain. I think it is clear that in our view the Helsinki 


Pinal Act is an important, but not the only important, element 
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in the whole question of looking at the legal situation, if you 
will, as it regards Poland. Obviously, the U.N. Charter is also 
involved. There is a whole series of international agreements 
that are important. I think it would tend to be very quickly a 
sterile debate if we are arguing over whether Yalta still applies 
or whether Yalta has been amended by the Helsinki Final Act and 


all of this. I wouldn't expect it would take a great deal of 


our time. 


What is important, when everything else is said and 
done, is that Poland is in the heart of Europe. In terms of 
the long-term stability of Europe, it is our very strong view 
that Poland will be, in the long run, a more stable country if 
the forces in Poland can get back to the negotiating table and 
can establish some community ov view, and return to the reform 
process that was going on up until the 13th of December. 

I find it difficult, on the basis of 35 years 
of looking at Polish history, to believe that a repressed Poland 
is a Poland that contributes to stability in the heart of Europe, 
and that is, when we are all through with it, what we are all 


talking about. 


(Continued on pace 23.) 
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Q UM(AN ¢<<: the United States plan to go 


back to the Madrid conference when it resumes with full participa- 
tion without any sort of protest or anything like that? 
A I have to give you the same answer to this one that 


I gave you to the last one. It's a question that's under review 





and I can't give you any firm answer on that now. It will obviously 
depend to some degree at least on the events between now and the 
scheduled resumption of the Madrid meetings. 

Q Is that the same with the Haig meeting with Gromyko? 
Is that also under review? 

A Yes. 

Q Getting back to what Karen asked earlier, there is a 
column in one of the newspapers this morning saying that whil 
the President plans to talk softly and reasonably he is going to 
lay great stress on the fact that if there's a wide gap that 
continues between us and Bonn it's likely to have a very very 
adverse effect within Congress. Can you elaborate a little bit 
on that? . 

A Again, I don't want to predict what the President 
is going to say or how he is going to say it. And I'm not sure 


I know how some articles have arrived at that. But as I said in 


answer to Karen's question, if you take the worst possible outcome, 


which is no agreement, obviously it is going to have an impact on 
attitudes in the United States, public opinion in the United 
States, I would assume on public opinion in Europe. I don't 


think that's what's going to happen, but, at the same time, as I 


indicated in my opening remarks, I think both we and the Germans 
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are going to come into this meeting fubly conscious of the fact 
that we have got to be careful not to let what has been an issue 
created in Poland by Poles and Soviets become an issue of major 
debate within the West, and I think we both approach it with 
that point in mind. 

Q Have you heard from Congressmen and Senators? Is 
the Administration getting any kind of feedback from these people 
even though they aw not here now? 

A I haven't. That doesn't mean that others haven't. 
But with the Congress in recess I have not he-rd. I've had a 
couple of conversations with Congressmen, and I have seen a 
statement I think by Senator Moynahan, but that's all I've seen. 

Q You said that a repressed Poland doesn't contribute 
to the stability in Europe. But do you think that a more 
Gemocratic Poland, a less communist Poland, could contribute to 
stability in Europe? 

A I believe very strongly that a more democratic 
Poland can contribute to the stability in Europe, yes. , 

Q Okay, thank you. ° 


A Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 10:50 a.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ladies and gentlemen, 
you all heard what the President said as the Chancellor departed 
ane she Chancellor's remarks as well. There is, I think, very 
little at this point we can add. 


As the President indicated, a major subject of 
conversation was Poland. There I would simply highlight for you 
the clear agreement on the part of both parties that three things 
are necessary in Poland -- first, the ending of martial law, 
secondly, the release of the detainees, and, thirdly, 4 return 
to discussions, negotiations, amongst the three parties in 
Poland -=- the government, the Church, and Solidarity. 


A great deal of conversation on Poland including 

the Soviet responsibility for events in Poland now. A good bit 

= discussion today on arms control with particular emphasis on 
the Geneva talks. Some discussion of the START talks and as well 
as the President indicated -- a brief review of the situation in 
Central America, the Middle East, Southern Africa. Some fairly 
substantial discussion on the Madrid CSCE meeting and a fairly 
Getailed discussion by the Chancellor on the world economic 
situation anc, as well, a discussion by the Chancellor and Foreign 
Minister Genscher on the meeting yesterday of the EC 10 foreicn 
ministers. Mr. Genscher was there and reported a bit on the 


atmosphere and attitudes in Brussels yesterday. A brief discussion 
as well on Afghanistan. 


Now, I know you'll have a number of questions most 
of which I will answer by saying that I think you ought to wait 
until you see the 4:30 p.m. release. I should simply say to you 
at this point that we on our side are extremely pleased with 
that statement which will be released at 4:30 D.m. 


Q What about Schmidt's statement that there has 
been a real lack of consultation and that they were not informed 
of the sanctions beforehand to discuss them -- maybe they were 
informed beforehand but -=- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. No, i should 
in fact have said that there was some discussion by the Chancellor 
of the question of consultation. I have seen reports that it 
was discussed as well with some senators this morning. I must 
say i was mildly surprised at the point since I seem to recall 
bouncing around Europe a week and a half or two weeks agc. 


Nevertheless, there is no question the subject was 
raised and discussed. Again, however, I would say that you ought 
to look at the 4:30 >.m. statement before you make any judgements 
on how serious a problem that really is. 


Q Yesterday you briefed and said that there was 
some apparent difference in Soviet statements vis-a-vis the 
West Germans and what they were telling us and you wanted to 
point that out with Helmut Schmidt. What was the outcome of 
that? How was that received by him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The point I made 
yesterday in a background briefing was that we wanted to compare 
notes with the German officials on the tone of communications 
received by the United States from the Soviet Union and the tone 
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of communications received by the Federal Republic from the Soviet 
Union. Our impression was that in fact there was a major difference 
in that tone. The subject was, I believe, discussed yesterday. 

I don't know that it was discussed at all today. But I know it 

was discussed by Mr. Haig. I wouldn't want to characterize the 
discussions on that subject, but it is an issue that came up in 

the discussions. 


Q You pointed out, you have us on this 4:30 p.m 
statement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know. 


. 8 -- but let's just try this in advance. Since 
sanctions are one of the things that we've imposed on Poland and 
against the Soviet Union, are we satisfied now with Schmidt's 
degree of cooperation on the subject of sanctions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You were right when 
you started. I'd ask you to wait and see the 4:30 p.m. statement. 


Q -- say that we are satisfied or not and that I 
can see the 4:30 p.m.. statement and see what it says. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are very pleased 
with the statement that's coming out at 4:30 p.m. 


Q Can you come back and brief us after we see 
this statement so we can ask you specific questions about what's 
in it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have to axk 
Mr. Speakes about that. Tomorrow -- there will be another briefing 
tommorow, as you know. 


Q Are you hinting that he is endorsing the sanctions? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not hinting 
anything. 
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Q You say you're very pleased. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are pleased with 
the statement, yes. 


Q Did the gas pipeline question come up in the 
talk today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer is I 
don't know. In none 


MORE 
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of the conversations in which I was present, no. But I nave to take 
a hold on that because I'm not sure whether it came up or not. 


Q Has the President described the letter he received 
from Jaruzelski and if so would you characterize in any way what he 
said about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I missed the first part 
of the question. 


Q Did the President describe the letter that he -- that 
the White House has confirmed has come in from General Jaruzelski during 
the meeting? And if so, can you say anything about it in terms of how 
the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as I know, that 
subject was not discussed. 


Q Were the Geneva talks discussed in connection with 
what's happened in Poland and then -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q -- the reaction of the West? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Can you amplify on that at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, other than to say 
that our position prior to the meeting with the Chancellor remains the 
same and that is that we believe that those negotiations should con- 
tinue under present circumstances. And the President and Mr. Schmidt 
discussed those talks against that background and, again, I think you'll 
find more on it in the 4:30 p.m. statement, but as you noticed outside 
today, the Chancellor went out of his way to make mention of the Geneva 
talks and his support for those talks. 
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Q -- Haig's meeting with Gromyko -- 
Q When you say, “under -- * Can I follow up? 


Q -- and the starting of the START talks 
which the President alluded to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With regard to the 
Haig meeting with Gromyko, Bernie, the best I can tell you at this 
point is that that is a subject that is under review and obviously 
will depend at least in part on events between now and the scheduled 
date of those talks. I suppose I would have to say basically the same 
thing about the START talks, although that is not a subject on which 
I am as conversant as I am on the Haig-Gromyko question. 


Q You said that they discussed -- 
Q Can I just follow up just a minute? 


Q -- Southern Africa. Was that discussion of mineral 
wealth or what they discuss? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was basically in 
the context of the fact that we're both in the contact group. 


Q Are you saying that progress in the Geneva talks 
may be contingent on Soviet -- Poland situation? 
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- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She's asking whether I 
am saying that progress in the Geneva talks would be contingent on 


events in Poland. 


No, what I'm saying is that as the situation stands now we 
will return to the negotiating table in Geneva at the time scheduled. 
And that was a subject which was discussed with the Chancellor today. 


Q Does the Chancellor see eye-to~eye with the President 
on the extent of the Soviet responsibility to the events in Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to speak 
for the Chancellor, but I would say that there was a great community 
of view on Soviet respdnsibility for actions in Poland. And if I 
can refer you again to the statement on departure, the President was 
rather explicit and the Chancellor fully endorsed what the President 


had said. 


Q Is there a deadline for Western patience until some 
relaxation or changes canbe watched in Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is there a deadline for -- 


Cc For Western patience before you have to take or to 
expect stronger measures taken by the Alliance? 


SENIOR ADMI“TSTKATION OFFICIAL: Well, the obvious answer 
to that point is that there will be a NATO Foreign Ministers Meeting on 
the llth of January which will be the next time in which the Alliance 
as a whole will be able to discuss what actions the Alliance should 


take. 


Q What about the CSCE meeting? What was discussed 
about that and is there any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would leave you to the 
4:30 p.m. statement on that specific -- 


Q The President mentioned Russian pressure, direct 
and indirect. Isn't that just a way to cover both sides and not really 
resolve anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't understand the 
question. 


Q You mentioned the President's statement about the 
Russian involvement. If I'm not mistaken, what he talked about was 
pressures direct and indirect. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q And doesn't that simply just cover both thesis without 
coming up with an agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as I'm concerned, 
what it -- more than implies is that there is Soviet involvement in 
the events not taking place in Poland. 


I should also add that the 4:30 p.m. statement will 
have more to say on that subject. 


Q -- On common grounds on economic policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, on the part of 
the discussion I heard, it was a fairly general agreement on the 
nature of the problem. They didn't spend a great deal of time talking 
about solutions. But there was a fairly general agreement, I think, 
on the discussion of the problem itself. 
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Q I'd like to follow up on that, if I might. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. Afraid you 
would. 


Q Well, the Chancellor made an extremely strong state- 
ment outside just now, which seems to dwarf the rest of what was said. 
He stated that if things aren't changed in terms of the course of the 
world economy that we're plunging towards a world depression. 


And the Chancellor has said in other speeches, leading up 
to this, in Germany, that the world depression course actually subsumes 
these various predicates, such as the Polish crisis. | 


Now, if he discussed this with the President and there 
was common agreement and he's saying that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. I'm saying that 
there was general agreement on the nature of the problem facing the 
Western economies. 


So far as the details of 
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your question are concerned, I would suggest that at 4:30 p.m. you 
will have a chance to ask the Chancellor about it. 


Q I just want to know if you're saying there was 
agreement that the current course of the world economy is sending us 
towards a depression. The Chancelior said that very clearly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, because that is 
not --- that's far too specific. 


Q Did the Chancellor ask -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Take this one, and then David Gergen has 
some more information from the briefing. 


Q Did the Chancellor ask that the U.S. nad calméd 
down its anti-Soviet rhetoric? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q In the past he's complained about too much loose 
talk -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q “-- pre-war psychology building up -- 
Q Was the meeting confrontational? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q At all? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q What was important? 

Q Do they like each other? Laughter.) 


Q You didn't attend the first briefing. You just 
attended the lunch? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q One more guestion on sanctions. Can you tell us 
what the American response is to the decision out of Brussels yesterday, 
which I take it was relayed here today -- but the -- finally the 
Europeans at a minimum agreed not to undercut our sanctions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q How do you understand that will work, and what's your 
Opinion of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's progress. If you 
take a look at that statement by the 10 compared with the earlier 
statement on Poland by the 10, you will see, I think, a substantial 
firming cf view with regard both to the cquestion of events in Poland 
and Soviet responsibility for those events and a firming, indeed, on 
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what steps the 10 will take with regard to those events. It's progress. 
MR. SPEAKES: Thank you. 


Q Will the 4:30 statement be released at 4:30 o.m rather 
than 4:50 p.m. or 5:10 p.m. or something like that? 


Q Way to go. 
MR. SPEAKES: Unless we can do it at 5:06 p.n. 


8) Yes, once you tried that. . 


END 2:12 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 


January 5, 198f7 
The Briefing Room 


5:43 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, I 
apologize for starting late. Apparently, the Schmidt press conference 
ran overtime and we know you have deadlines and so forth to meet. What 
I would propose doing, if you have copies of the joint statement, I 
would simply try to identify what we think are the three most important 
points of this -- the thrust of it, what makes this a significant 
document, and then go immediately to your questions. 


First of all, I think what this statement makes clear, 
is the total identity of views that the two countries have on the 
goals with which they approach the Polish crisis. These are three 
goals. The first one, of course, is the lifting of the martial law. 
Second is the release of the detainees, and third, to resume a dialoque 
with the three basic parties in Poland: the Polish authorities, 
Solidarity, and the Church. That is point number one. 


The second, equally important, is in our view, the 
willingness of the Germans, explicitly, to identify Soviet complicity, 
to chart Soviet responsibility for the events in Poland. That you 
find in paragraph 7 on page one. This is, I think, a very significant 
part of the total paper. 


Thirdly, I would point to a pattern of progress. First, 
bilaterally, between the United States and the Federal Republic, 
toward forging a more unified approach on the crisis, and then, I 
think, in a larger sense, the efforts, the distance we have come, 
moving toward a greater alliance position and common front. That 
doesn't mean -~ I will anticipate some questioning immediately -- 
this does not mean that the Germans or anybody else signed on to 
the sanctions that the President already announced on December 29, 
nor does it mean that we confidently expect them tomorrow to do so 
or the day after. It doesn't mean, at the same time, that we necessarily 
exclude their coming along. I think the point to keep in mind is that 
you have 2 moving process. Events are evolving and if you look back 
at the EC, the European Community 10 declaration of say, December i5, 
compare that, or rather contrast it, with yesterday's statement, you 
will find quite a meaningful movement forward, a much greater readiness 
to speak in blunter terms about what is going in Poland these days. 


Those, I think, are the three key things we see. Would 
you have anything to add to that before we go to questions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think so. 


Q The Chancellor said that there was nothing different 
ia the particular paragraph that you pointed out <-- paracraph 7. He 
said that that had been stated in his parliamentary statement a few 
days after Christmas and several days before Presicent Reagan. Why 
are you finding it so significant that, as you put it, the Germans 
are willing to identify Soviet complicity, when he says that that 
is not new? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainly don't want 
to be in a position of quarreling with the Chancellor. From our point 
of view, I think there is a much greater -- we discern a much greater 
degree of explicitness than had been the case. Maybe that is a question 
of wider dissemination of the statement, maybe what -- earlier German 
statements were not as widely disseminated -- I don't know. Certainly 
in terms of public impact this seems to us, and I should add also, in 
this connection, German willingness to associate themselves bilaterally 
in this kind of statement, seems to us -- the explicitness of it seems -- 
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Q Did his government statement -- the statement 
issued by parliament -- say that specifically -- specifically 
assign responsibility to the Soviets or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't recall that 
it did, but I have to say that I'm really not sure. I am not all 
that familiar with the parliamentary statement as such. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wonder if I could 
just add one point on this? One of the reasons why paragraph 7 is 
Significant, particularly significant, is because in the treatment 
of the U.S.-German relationship in the wake of Poland, people have 
cited the point regarding Soviet responsibility as a point on which 
we disagreed, anc this makes quite clear that we don't disagree, 
that we are in full agreement on the element of Soviet responsibility. 
The fact that the Chancellor said this on the 18th of December has 
obviously not been reflected in what people in this country and some 
in Western Europe have been writing about the German position vis a 
vis the U.S. position. 


So this, I think, is important because it clarifies 
exactly where they stand and where we stand, and we stand on the 
same position. 


Q Are there differences in the degree to which the 
U.S. and West Germany find the Soviet Union responsible for the 
events in Poland? 


‘SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say those 
@ifferences are insignificant. 


Q Insignificant? 


Q Do you have information as to whether the Japanese 
will or will not -- I realize this is the wrong country, but anyway, 
it's the same subject -- that the Japanese will or will not sell 
the duplicate or very similar pipe layers that we are now -- that 
the U.S. is now not selling for that gas pipeline? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not have any 
information on that at the present time. If I coulée hazard a guess 
though, 
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my strong guess is that with the kind of European community state- 
ments that we saw yesterday, which very frontily indicates that the 
community members will not undermine us -- indeed, will deal in -- 
they use the term “positive” way vis-a-vis the economic sanctions 
we announced. I would not believe that the Japanese would move in 
unilaterally. However, that is a personal view. And we will have 
to watch that situation. 


Q Will you tell whether the Jaruzelski letter marks 
an important point in this whole process or whether it just coalesced 
what we already knew of the Polish position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Marks an important 
point? No, I don't think so. I think he had a vested interest in 
portraying the kind of situation that is going on in Poland in the 
best light possible, but I don't think that we consider this a very 
significant -- 


Q -- a response to his letter to the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I would not think 
that this is a significant -- 


Q Would you be able to say a few words about what you 
expect from next Monday. The Chancellor didn't -- he was asked whether 
we had asked him to impose sanctions against Poland and he said “no,” 
but then he went on to say that he had had questions about specific 
actions come up last Monday in Brussels. Can you say what we expect 
from that meeting? Are we going in there with the express purpose 
to see if we can get some sort of specific action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would disagree with 
the characterization, the first part, because I think it would be 
wrong to say that we have not been asking Germany -- indeed, all our 
allies -- 


Q I was referring specifically to the Reagan conversa- 
tion today. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Today? Well, no, speci- 
fically we are at somewhat of a disadvantage here because neither of 
uS was in the restricted meeting that the President had with the 
Chancellor when presumably this subject was discussed in its most de- 
tailed fashion. But certainly I think that it is fair to say that the 
thrust of the President's presentation was that we will welcome -- we 
want allied support for what we are doing, and as much support as it is 
reasonably possible for them to brinc, and in that connection, it is 
important to look at January llth when che foreign ministers meet in 
NATO because that is vet another step in this pattern of evolving events. 


Q Can you tell us the mechanics of getting together the 
foreign ministers in Madrid and how soon you envision this meeting 
starting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The proposal is \Luwre. 
I think realistically it would require consensus on the part of the 
35 members participatinc in the CSCE, and I understand that, as luck 
would have it, the Poles are in the chair for January in the rotational 
presidency of the CSCE. So you might wonder whether in fact such a 
meeting would taxe place, but we have supported the call of the EC Ten 
ministers yesterday for a ministerial level meeting in Madrid as 
soon as possible to discuss the Polish strikes. The CSCE will, in the 
normal course of events, the Madrid Review Concress will resume on the 
9th of February. So that is through the latest point at which a meet-- 
ing -- where we would obviously propose to discuss Polish events and 
will take place. 
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Q In other words you don't think that it is real- 
istic to expect that this meeting will come off? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
there is obviously a question as to whether the Soviet Union is going 
to accept the proposal. We obviously hope that they will but they 
may not. In any event a resumption of the Madrid Review Congress will 
take place -- will begin on the 9th of February. 


Q What point that the Chancellor made was that the 
economic sanctions -- particularly since they exclude grain sales, 
current grain sales, are nct going to cripple the Soviet Union but 
are in the nature of a signal to the Soviet Union. Is that how you 
would describe what was in this latest -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't necessarily 
agree that the idea of the sanctions was to cripple the Soviet Union. 
I don't think anybody in this building or at the State Department 
realistically believes that the Soviet economy would suddenly crumble 
because of the measures that 
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the President has announced or that even, indeed, with the addition 
of additional -- the addition of other measures that can be taken, 
that this will have a devastatinc effect on the Soviet Union. But 
having said that, I think it's important to realize that the economic 


effect, qua economic, is not likely to be negligible. We don't believe 


it will be negligible. And one of the reasons why we believe this is 
because the amount of static you're getting from the Soviet Union, 
the effort to counter this and ruling against it, suggests that it 
has touched a very neuralcic point in the Soviet psyche. 


_ And then, of course, there's the political significance 
of it. And in that respect political signals are very important. 
There's a good deal of value in standing up on principle and making 
sure your adversary knows exactly where you are, where you're coming 
from, and what you're prepared to do if a certain pattern of behavior 
is continued. 


Q Are the West Germans, then, failing to stand up 
On principle in not joining us in these sanctions? Are the West 
Germans failing to stand up for principle, as you say the United 
States is in imposing these sanctions? Are the West Germans not 
standing up for principle by failing to join us in these sanctions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The vote is still out 
on that one. The Germans are considering if the -- the minute they 
make clear what their steps should be, and we'll find out more about 
that as the process develops. 


Cc What are our specific expectations from the 
January llth NATO Foreign Ministers meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A very clear signal 
from the allies to the Soviets, and that could very well taxe the 
form of -- by individual allies to take some steps along the lines 
of what we've taken. We would hope they would. We have made that 
very clear. 


Let me get back to the question about the way the 
Chancellor interprets our measures. He made it quite clear in his 
discussions with the Secretary -- again, I wasn't present when he 
talked to the President -- but he sees these as having predominantly 
a political effect, a political impact. They are very strong -- as he 
said, a strceng political messace to Moscow. But he does have 
Claim -- ana I didn't hear exactiv what he said at his press 
conference, but I don't think he would claim that they are without 
economic impact. They do have an economic impact. It's obviously 
not going to bring the Soviet economy down, sut it is tangible. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END $:59 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 


February 1, 1982 
The Briefing Room 


3:03 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just go over 
the schedule before he gets into the meat. This visit, as usual, 
will follow the pattern that we've established for the other chiefs 
of state from the Middle East. 


The Egyptian party will arrive on Tuesday, February 
2nd, and proceed directly to Blair House. On Wednesday, on the jird, 
the White House arrival ceremony will take place at 10:00 a.m. and 
this will be immediately followed by a meeting between President 
Reagan and Mubarak, to be followed by meetings between the two 
Presidents anc members of their parties here in the White House. 
Following that will be a departure statement and Secretary Haig will 
then host a luncheon -- working luncheon for President Mubarak 
at the State Department. Following the luncheon, President Mubarak 
will meet at Blair House with the Vice President and then ina 
separate meeting with the Secretary of Defense Weinberger. 


That evening, February jird, President Reagan will host 
a state dinner for President Mubarak here at the White House. On 
Thursday, President Mubarak will meet with Senator Baker at the 
Capitol, attend a luncheon in his honor with the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, meet with the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
and meet then later on in the afternoon with Treasury Secretary 
Regan at Blair House. 


On Friday, President Mubarak will join some senior 
economic advisers at Blair House and meet with their equivalents 
in our government and he'll also meet with Jewish leaders at Blair 
House that morning. At noon, he'll give a luncheon address at the 
National Press Club and in the afternoon on Friday he'll meet for 
a second time with Secretary Haig. And the party is officially 
scheduled to depart from Washington that evening -- Friday the 
5th. 


That's the schedule and now for the substance. 


Q On the schedule, is he going directly back to 
Cairo from Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At the moment, I 
think that is the plan although there may be a stop-off in Europe. 
I can't confirm that at the moment. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When we think of the 
general setting of the visit, I think you have to keep uppermost in 
mind that this is President Mubarak of Egypt coming to meet the 
President of the United States. 


Q Can we quote you on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two months ago -- 
this is important. This will be the first opportunity for Mubarak 
as President, a post he assumed what -- three months ago -- three 
and a half -- to come in his own right and engage with President 
Reagan. 


There will be generally the following objectives 
for the visit -- the face to face meetings with the Presidents. 
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They had met before but not with Mubarak in this 
capacity. There will be a discussion of U.S. economic assist"): ‘» 
Egypt; an examination of the status of the peace process; a disc."!on 


of regional security issues; and a review of our cooperation in tise 
fields. 


The visit originated on October 9th, I believe. Wis 
Secretary Haig led our delegation to the Sadat funeral, he conveyed 
at that time an invitation for President Mubarak to visit the United 


States at a mutually agreeable time, as soon as possible in the New 
Year. 


It will give us the opportunity to demonstrate 
continuity in Egyptian-American relations as well as the continued 
close relations at the top. 


President Mubarak 
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has reaffirmed Egypt's commitment to its basic policy directives as 
established under President Sadat. 


However, he is also anxious to establish his own style 
and put his own stamp on these Egyptian policies. While Egypt's 
commitment to basic policies, such as the Camp David process, will 
continue, Mubarak has already adopted a very different overall leader- 
ship policy, emphasizing personal modesty and close attention to Egypt's 
domestic situation. It is therefore natural that in the context of 
bilateral relations, economic issues will be very important during the 
visit. And the official party which the President brings with him to 
Washington, reflects this emphasis. 


His principal aides will be the Deputy Premier and Foreign 
Minister, Kamal Hasan Ali, and the Deputy Premier for Finance and Economy, 
Muhammed Ibrahim, and the Minister of State for Economy, Fuad Awad. 


Let me correct a press item that was brought to my attention 
just before I came here. Apparently, some of the same briefing was given 
to the foreign press correspondents and at least one of them interpreted 
the remarks as saying that economic assistance issues would take precedence 
over everything else, including the Palestinian issue, in the discussions. 
That isn't what I was saying. They will all be very important and they 
will all be discussed. 


I'll take some questions. 


Q When you said, “emphasizing personal modesty” are you 
-- is that that Sadat was not personally modest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a statement of fact. 
If you take a look at the style that President Mubarak has effected, it's 
not an attempt to compare him with anyone, but just to state that Mubarak 
is this way. He lives quietly, his family is not front and center -- 
these are deliberate decisions on his part. 


Q Will you be discussing the Egyptian initiatives 
towards the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure I'd agree 
with the characterization of the question, but certainly, we'd be 
discussing all issues that were on our mind and all issues on their 
mind. The Soviet Union, of course, figures in this rather importantly 
as we look, particularly in the context of regional security cooperation. 


Q Just to follow up with that, sir, they also made 
moves towards Libya. Now, what will be done about that? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I also would not accept 
the premise of the question. As I understand it, the Egyptians have 
made a conscious policy decision not to engage in verbal polemics ir 
the press with virtually any country, and that includes Libya. 


Q Is it true the U.S. promised Egypt $400 million more 
in military aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're talking about -- 
from published figures that you've seen. Well, I'm really not going 
to comment on this. When the President's budget goes to the Congress, 
whatever the figures are, they'll be made public. But clearly, military 
assistance will be one of the issues that we will be discussing jointly. 


Q Can you give us some general idea about how we will 
respond to Egypt's request for parity with Israel? I mean, are we going 
to offer more money -- and can you generally tell us how much? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Parity is a -- no. I 


can't address figures. Just let me say that parity is somewhat in the 
eyes of the behoider. it depends on what you're talking about. 
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Q You should -- once say, I mean, once that Mubarak 
has been President, he has placed his order for Mirages from the 
French, he has invited in these Soviet technicians, he is, say, not 
engaging in verbal polemics with any of the Arabs, whether he's making 
peace with them or not. Now shouldn't we see these -- particularly 
this Soviet and the French thing -- and are those just rational 
decisions or are they political messages? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would ask the 
Egyptians these questions, but basically, on the Mirage deal, it 
started some years ago. This is not something that just materialized 
since October 6th. It's true it has now apparently been concluded, 
but I'm not sure of the terms, I'm not sure of delivery dates. So, 
I wouldn't think that that in itself should be seen as any major change. 
As far as the 59 Soviet technicians, all I can tell you about that is 
what we have been told and been volunteered -- that these were people 
who were needed to keep some equipment going. 


Q Would Sadat have ever invited any number of Soviet 
technicians into Egypt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don't know. It 
depends on what time frame you're talking about and what circumstances. 
I couldn't answer that. 


Q If you think all these measures together indicate, 


perhaps, a moving away from dependence on the United States, how will 
you address that in the talks with President Mubarak? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that we are 
insisting that a satisfactory relationship from our point of view 
requires 
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100 percent Egyptian dependence on the United States. That's hardly 
a very good basis for a healthy relationship over time. 


Obviously, we're going to be discussing important elements 
in our relationships which include, among other things, rather signifi- 
cant resource transfers from the United States to the Egyptians. I see 
no signs that the Egyptians will suggest that that be lessened. 


Q On the autonomy talks, there was some optimism, oh, 
a few months ago, that an autonomy agreement might be reached by the 
end of the year, then perhaps by the end of April, when Israel completes 
its withdrawal. Now the needle seems to have swung completely in the 
other direction, and there are people who are saying that President 
Mubarak does not want to sign anything with Israel that would then make 
Camp David, give him responsibility for Camp David and expose him to 
opposition inside Egypt. To what extent do you think that's true? 
What accounts for the new pessimism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I couldn't agree with 
you, John, that some months ago we were wildly optimistic and all of a 
sudden we've become wildly pessimistic. You may be reading each other's 
reports and coming to these conclusions. Let's for a moment, at the 
risk of boring you, go back into history a little bit on the autonomy 
talks. 


June of 1980, Sadat cut them off. He didn't let them 
start again until September of ‘81. So this Administration has been 
engaged since September 21, 1981. It has only been in the last month 
or so, last 60 days, that we have felt that we had sufficient back- 
ground as an Administration to reengage seriously on the talks at a 
political level. President Sadat's death put back the timetable. Then 
as you know, we were going to do this in mid-December, and then the 
Polish crisis hit. April 25 was never viewed as a deadline, although 
if you ask me, would I like to have an agreement before April 25, I 
would have said, cure. But if you'd said March 20, or March 5, I would 
have said yes. 


I think that what you had was, coming out of both capitals 
and very clear, a growing nervousness, a growing tension about their 
perceptions or their fears of what the policies of the other would be 
prior to April 25. The Egyptians: would the Israelis withdraw? 

And in Israel: what would the Egyptians do after April 25? 


And an important part of the nervousness on both sides was 
the fact that we were not engaging. They had questions about our 
policies as well. The Secretary's visits, I thought, were very impor- 
tant in that he helped answer the questions that each side had about 
the other and in that context reassured both of them that we were 
going to engage seriously, and over time in the search for an autonomy 
agreement. 


Now, we're going to try to make as much progress as 
possible in whatever issue, as soon as possible. 


Q What do you hear from Mubarak? Do you 
think he'll -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be discussing it, 
but don't forget, the Secretary just -- he may have had 30 hours of 
intensive discussion in Cairo and Jerusalem in the last two weeks, and 
I think they will be reviewing them without going into great detail; 
there's no need for it. But there's no doubt in our mind, nor is 
there doubt in the minds of the others, that we are committed to 
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this process, and we believe they are. 


Q Do we have any objection to the Egyptians inviting 
back in the Soviet technicians? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's a 
question of our having objections. We wouldn't have expected the 
Egyptians to ask us, could they invite back in some technicians to 
run some equipment? 


Q Do you anticipate that we would express any objec- 
tion to this in these meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not in that sense. 
You don't -- how could you on the ground of some economic technicians? 
We will be discussing the overall issue of the Soviet presence and 
threat in the area, and we know that the Egyptians agree with us in 
this overall assessment of the problem. 


Q Does the U.S. Government have a position on the 
invitation to Soviet technicians to come back to Cairo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I have no position 
to give you. 


Q Did the U.S. Government have a position, such as 
being pleased, on the Soviet technicians who were thrown out of Cairo 
by President Sadat? Or was that also considered something that you 
really have no opinion on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was Egypt's business. 
and that was Sadat's business. 


Q Then all of us who have been writing since 1973 or 
so that a cardinal thrust of U.S. policy in the Middle East is to 


separate the Egyptians from the Soviet Union were -- what? -- wrong. 
We were just reading tea leaves? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you are going to attach 
that much importance to the return of several tens of Soviet economic 
technicians, then I think you're fantasizing. 


Q No, no, several of us are inviting you not to comment 
on 59 as if they were 5,900, but to at least express some view 


——_ --- 
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of U.S. policy on the reemergence of the Soviet Union even to this degree 
in Egypt. It doesn't disturb you at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The Egyptians -- we 
expect them to do what they think is in their interests within the context 
of our general agreed policy guidelines. 


Let me emphasize here, because you've got to keep this into 
perspective, that there is no question that the successor regime, the new 
government, shares the previous government's strong opposition to the 
expansion of Soviet influence in the area. And we have no problems on 
this. 


Q Do you have the same equanimity about 59 technicians 
in Saudi Arabia or somewhere else? Are you saying that in Egypt there 
is some rationale for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was just saying that they've 
got equipment. They're putting a major focus on making the economy work 
better, and I don't see the great issue here. 


Q What transfers are we making, sir? What transfers are 
you making? You mentioned resource transfers -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: You can get the figures, but 
this past year there was about $750 million total in various kinds of 
economic assistance, maybe a little higher when you put in PL-480, and 
$900 million in foreign military sales for Egypt. 


Q How about the planes? Do they have them all now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have all the details. 
They're getting -- do you mean the F-16s and the F-5s and things like this? 
They're getting them. They're coming on. 


Q Considering the fact that one of the most important 
parts of this visit, as you said, is for the two presidents to get to 
know each other. How do you explatn the fact that they seem to be spend- 
ing very little time together? There is one meeting the first day and 
apparently the second day when there's -- often when there's a meeting 
of heads of state there is no such thing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i should let the White House 
address this, but I usurp -- 


Q Go ahead. 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not unusual, because 
this is the new pattern for a state visit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is absolutely correct. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Secondly, it's a -=- no, but 
let me finish, because, yes, they are going to have a meeting the first 
day. They are also going to be seeing each other in a small group before 
the dinner, and we think there's plenty of time for the two president's 
to get to know and feel comfortable-with each other. 

Q How much time do you think they will spend together? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of the first day? 

Q No, in the course of the entire visit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean just the two of 
them together? 


Q Yes. 


MORE 








< 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just two, one-on-one? 


f SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, about 25 minutes to 
half an hour in the morning, and then 10 minutes to 15 minutes in the 
evening before dinner, and after that, then they walk out together. 


Q The reason for the question is that President Sadat 
spent a lot more time with President Reagan just a few months ago. Is 
that true? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The second day he met 
with him. 


Q Well, I believe he met twice with him, and for longer 
periods than the times discussed by a Senior Administration Official. 


Q But you're not saying that the first meeting is only 
going to be half an hour, are you? You're saying it's going to be a half 
hour one-on-one. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: The first meeting between the 
two presidents one-on-one will be half an hour. 


Q To be followed by -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To be followed by a one-hour 
meeting with a larger group. 


Q Are you saying this is going to be the pattern from 
now on for heads of state? Only a one-day -- 


Q No second-day meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is the established pattern 
unless exceptional circumstances arise. 


Q Why is this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is due to enormous 
pressure on the President's -- 


Q There have always been meetings the second day. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not correct. 
It's been about 50-50 with heads of state, where the meetings have been -- 
second-day meetings for a variety of reasons would have developed, and 
the general pattern has not been that there would be a second meeting. 
Actually, it's -- 


Q Wait a minute. Now you're eliminating the second day 
completely, and the farewell statements and that sort of thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The departure statement will 
now be on the first day. That is correct, yes. 


“ Q But no second-day meeting for heads of state? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In general, no. But 
the Senior Administration Official can answer that. 


Q Because of the drain on the President's time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact that there was not 
the necessity for a second meeting as the meeting times and the 
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schedule was developed for this visit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But it is a new White 
House policy. 


Q That's what we're trying to find out. It is 
a new policy starting with Mubarak? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q When did this new White House policy get adopted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not a new 
White House policy -- 


Q He just described it as -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm correcting 
his -- ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought it was a 
new White House policy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. A portion of the 
visits have been with second meetings when there was a need. A 
portion have been without second meetings when there is a need. 
And when the need arises, I'm sure there will be a second meeting. 


In this case, there was an agreement amongst both 
parties that there would not be a need for a second meeting. In 
addition, the President did meet with Vice President Mubarak when 
he was here prior to in -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- September, right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- September. And 
obviously in comparisoprto President Sadat, he had not had that 
opportunity prior to Sadat's -- 

Q What we're trying to find out is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a briefing 
on the visit -- 


Q -- is this going to be the general pattern now 
that it will be a one day affair? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I would say that. 
Q It used to be three days, got down to two -- yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's only been a 
one day or two day affair with this administration. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q I know, but I mean the President -- 


Q -- between the arrival and the departure statement 
and is it possible to do anything with it? Doesn't the departure 
statement have to be ready on arrival if it's going to be issued 
an hour after arrival? 


Q How about giving it to us now? (Laughter.) 
We won't have to write the background -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can have great 
talks in an hour and a half. Don't worry. 


Q Are you seriously saying the departure statement 
is going to be issued when he leaves here for lunch with Haig on the 
first day? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those 
departure statements are based on their meetings, yes. ° 


Q Based on their meetings -- 


Q That ends the official visit as far as the White 
House is concerned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: No, there's always 
a departure statement after “he President has met with the heads of 
state. 


Q Yes, but usually it's at the end of the visit. 
Usually it's at the end of the visit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's not. It's 
usually at the end or it's the second day if they meet on two days. 


Q So, the President is going to come out after 
his meeting with Mubarak on Wednesday -- 


Q And that will be it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And make a statement. 


Q -- and say it was nice, it was wonderful, 
whatever? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In addition, there 
will be the toast that evening which will also reflect some of the 
meetings and substance that has transpired. 


Q Are these going to be indoor ceremonies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's going to be a 
combination of the two. It will be an arrival outside and then 
the ceremony will take place inside in the East Room. 


Q Could I ask one question? I can understand 
your presentation in the light of the fact that the President of 
Egypt is coming here for the first time as President and so on. 
But what I can't understand is that we do know that Egypt is getting 
$400 million more in the new budget. Nothing is said about economic 
increase. Do we equate economics with military aid as sort of 
on an equal basis in a discussion? The fact remains that there will be 
an increase of about one-third more for Egypt in the coming year. 
That's A. 8, we haven't heard anything said about the fact that 
although Egypt is getting $900 million in this current fiscal year 
from the United States for military assistance, it's spending a billion 
dollars with France for equipment when we have nine million unemployed. 
So, the question is, why can Egypt buy equipment abroad and not from 
us when we could use the money and the jobs? Point three, why is 
Egypt building five tunnels under the Suez towards a highway 
leading towards Israel -- tunnels big enough to allow the biggest 
tanks to go through when there's a peace arrangement? I mean where 
is the symbol of peace in that? And so on and so forth. How do 
you answer that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer your 
statement. It wasn't a question. 


Q Could you repeat it, though? 


Q Thank you. 


END 3:29 P.M. EST 
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February 3, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
12:18 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just again go over 
some of the logistical things before I turn it over to the Senior 
Administration Official for the meat. 


As you know, the two Presidents met this morning alone for 
about half an hour in the Oval Office and they were then joined by their 
senior advisors. On the American side they were joined by the Vice 
President, Secretary Haig, Mr. Clark, Deputy Secretary Carlucci, 
Secretary Regan, and Ambassador Atherton. And on the Egyptian side, 
President Mubarak was joined by Deputy Prime Minister Ali, Ambassador 
Ghorbal, and Ossama £] Baz,the First Under Secretary. 


That meeting lasted for approximately thirty minutes, at 
which point the two official parties met in the Cabinet Room and the 
meeting broke up at 12:00 p.m. 


Now, there will be another meeting tomorrow at 10:30 a.m., 
a meeting of the two Presidents alone, who will then be joined briefly 
by their senior advisors. And we anticipate that there will be a departure 
statement by both presidents at approximately 11:00 a.m. tomorrow. 
So that's the schedule sc far -- 
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Q What caused the change that -- 
Q The question on the schedule -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -=- did they decide to hold that second meeting before today's 
meeting, or was the decision made as an outgrowth of this meeting or 


possibly as an outgrowth of press reports that the President was cutting 
back? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There was some confusion 
about what the policy is, that we've always held open the possibility for 
a second meeting on the second day, and that was determined that there 
would be a second meeting yesterday. And, indeed, there is plenty to 
talk about and there was nothing to suggest today that there would be 
no reason not to have a second meeting. 


Q Do you think the confusion arose because you'd never said 
that you held open the possibility of second meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That could well be. 

Q What is the policy? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The policy is that it is 
quite normal to have second meetings if second meetings are requested, 
desired, and there is a mutual consent that there's a lot to talk about. 


Q The question of -- Barry's question was: Was this decision 
made before the meeting in the White House this morning, or afterwards? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the decision to hold the 
second meeting was taken yesterday. 


Q Taken yesterday. 


Q You said in this room the other day that the reason 
there was no second meeting was because the White House had changed its 
policy and because there was too much pressure on the President's time. 
Has the question of the pressure on the President's time changed, and if 
so, how? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was the one who said 
that and I was corrected quickly by my White Hovse colleagues. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has never been a rigid 
policy about one or two meetings. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. There is a policy 
that there will be one meeting but the second one was required. 


Q See how this confusion arises. You gentlemen among 
yourselves can't decide what the policy is. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Shall we move on? Do you 
want to go on about the meetings? 


Q M 





Q Let's move on -- 


Q Did you talk to Ambassador Linowitz about this problem 
yesterday -- scheduling -- ~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q -- forme’ ambassador? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I did not, no. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I mentioned on Monday, 
the visit had several general objectives -- let me run over them -- 








to permit the two Presidents to meet, as Presidents, to discuss a 
variety of issues of mutual concern, face to face, thus establishing 
a personal relationship. Personal relationships being very important 
in the conduct of business in my area. 


To discuss U.S. economic assistance to Egypt, to discuss 
U.S. military assistance to Egypt, to examine the status of the peace 
process, to review the regional security situation, and to review in 
that context, Egyptian-American cooperation on such regional issues. 


This, indeed, was the agenda for the three meetings which 
were outlined today. Some of the topics were covered in more than one 
meetings and not all the topics were covered in every meeting. 


In the meeting of the two Presidents they discussed the 
strategic situation, the peace process, primarily. In the next 
meeting, those issues were discussed and they touched on the other 
items I listed. In the broader meeting, there was a discussion in 
depth on some of the economic issues and there was a discussion of 
the strategic problem as seen by the Egyptians in the context of 
Soviet pressures, Soviet influences, with a particular focus on 
concern about Libyan activity in the area. 


I'll take a few questions. 


Q Did the question of the Soviet advisors being invited 
into Egypt come up and what was the discussion on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to get 
into any of the details -- 


Q What -- what was the question, please? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Soviet advisors. 
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Who discussed, if it was discussed -- and I'm not going 
to talk about the details of the discussions. They did discuss mutual 
views on the Soviet problem, as we see it, and there was a reconfirmation 
of our identity of views on the strategic situation in the region. 
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Q What does the United States understand to be a 
Palestinian national entity -- 


Q Question? 


Q Just a minute -- and is it the same as an independent 
Palestinian state? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're referring to what, 
in particular? 


Q A phrase in Mubarak's opening speech. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that if you want 


to get a view as to what President Mubarak meant by the words he used, 
you ought to ask him -- 





Q No, that's not what I asked. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- and he would be very 
happy to tell you. However, there have been varying interpretations 
of a national entity or a Palestinian entity, including a political 
body of some sort which was not independent. It depends on who you 
talk to, and you have to ask them to specify. 


Q What did the President tell him? Mubarak urged the 
President to support the Palestinian rights. 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They both, in discussing 
the peace process -- there was a recommitment, a mutual recommitment 


to the Camp David accords and the autonomy talks of the appropriate, 
only. 


Q Of the appropriate what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And only vehicle for 
addressing the Palestinian problem -- 


Q Then what did the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, we will certainly 


have agreed that we will mutually engage, along with Israel, in 
seeking to accelerate that process. 


Q That being the case, do you know what the President 
had in mind when he used the word, “flexibility” and didn't, in his 
statement speak of the Camp David process as the only vehicle, but 
spoke of it as one that has been productive so far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean our President? 
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Q Yes, your President. (Laughter.) In his statement -- 


SENIOR ADMIN.STRATION OFFICIAL: Our President, let me 
-- you can slice these words as you see fit. But let me tell you -- 


Q Who's informed in that area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Let me tell you what the 
President -- I think I've already told you what the President means and 
what our policy is and that is a reconfirmation to the Camp -- dedication 
to the Camp David Accords and a reconfirmation of our determination to 


work under the Camp David Accords, through the autonomy talks in 
addressing the Palestinian issue. 


Q Well, can you hein us on the word, "flexibility"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I believe that was 
a -- have to look at it. 


Q Is it a code word or is it just a kind of a, “let's 
all loosen up and -- * 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It has nothing to do 


with changing the framework, if that's what you're talking about. 
I can assure you on that. 


Q In the speech by the Egyptian President, he stresses 
the need for Palestinian self-determination. There's no mention of 
Camp David in his public remarks. 


Israelis, as we know, have made quite a show of concern 
over what they regard as adrift by the Mubarak government away from 


Camp David and into language such as, “self-determination,” that is 
not mentioned in the Camp David agreement. 


Was this elaborated on in the private session? Was there 
anv statement by the U.S. about keeping to the lancuace of Camp David 
or anything you could add to this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can't just divorce 
the private sessions here from what Secretary of State Haig was doing 
in.the last few weeks in the Middle East. 


We have clearly indicated and our two partners have 
reciprocated our determination to continue down the Camp David path 
in the autonomy talks to address the Palestinian issue. 


I believe that the -- and certainly in the private con- 
versations today, this same theme was reflected. There was no change 
from that. 


As far as the private comment -- the public comments, 
I assume that the Camp David process and the autonomy talks were in- 
tended to be subsumed in the remarks or understood, but this is a 
question that really ought to posed to the Egyptians. 


Q Was there any agreement at all in the areas that 
you mentioned earlier on military or economic assistance from the 
United States to Egypt or w.1l that come tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be continuing 


discussions on this subject. Did you remind our friends that Weinberger 
is meeting this afternoon and Secretary Regan is meeting this afternoon? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Tomorrow, tomorrow afternoon. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, tomorrow afternoon 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Vice President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFEICIAL: And this will be discussed 
in greater detail. 


As far as the talks today, and particularly the first two 
sessions, there was a discussion of our willingness to be as flexible 
as possible in implementing, in administering our aid program consistent 
with the laws and regulations which govern this. 


This was a follow-on to several days of discussions here 
that the Egyptian Deputy Prime Minister for Economic Affairs and the 
Minister of Economy have had with other American officials. 


I think there's general satisfaction on that. 

On the military assistance side, we responded to Egyptian 
presentations with the commitment to do our best to meet their legitimate 
perceived needs through our aid program. 

And both of these issues, general topics, will be discussed 
further. And I can't exclude that they'll be discussed also tomorrow. 
But certainly in detail in the Defense and Treasury meetings. 

Q Was the Sudan discussed this morning -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, in the context of 
the general discussion on the strategic problem and the Soviet-Libyan 
issue. 


Q And the Lebanese Christian -- possible invasion by 
Israel in southern Lebanon, was that discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What was that? 

Q A possible move by Israel in southern Lebanon? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't exclude that it 
was discussed in session where I wasn't, but I can't confirm that for 
you. 

Nevertheless the subject of, all relevant subjects, including 
the Lebanese issue will be covered with President Mubarak in the con- 
text of his visit here and his discussions with the various people. 

I can assure you of that. ~ 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:34 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY IMU 


ON THE MADRID CSCE REVIEW CONFERENCE 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 5, ]982, ]]:12 A.M 


MR. TAYLOR: Good morning ladies and gentlemen. As 
Mr. Romberg announced two days ago, we are having a background 


briefing this morning The 








briefing is ON BACKGROUND. NY UW , WY 
WE: I was just whispering that I have no 

problem being on the record, but maybe we better keep it ON 
BACKGROUND. If there is something you want to put on the 
record, if that's all right with you, just ask me. Okay? 

Q: Could your ovening remarks be on the record? 

A Well, those are not likely to be auspicious 
remarks, but I'll open -- 

Q Could you do that, open with some on-the-record 
remarks and then we could go on background? 
(ON THE RECORD) 

MR. KAMPELMAN: The meeting will begin on Tuesday. 
The date of February 9th was decided upon on December 18, which 
was the last day we had our session before we recessed for this 
Christmas period. 

It's my understanding that all Western Foreign 


Ministers will be present and that some neutral foreign 


ministers will also be present. 


2 





> Secretary Haig is scheduled to speak on the opening 


day, on Tuesday. 


The Western intent, as you know, is to use the Madrid 
meeting as a forum to express our sense of indignation at 
developments in Poland. It's an appropriate forum because the 
events in Poland are clear violations of the Helsinki Final Act 
of 1975. 

Those of you who have followed developments in Madrid 
Since the preparatory meeting opened in September 1980,will know 
that this is only the most recent, and perhaps the most blatant, 


of a whole series of violations of the Helsinki Final Act that 


the Western countries have documented during the course of the 
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meetings at Madrid. The question has been raised by the 
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American Delegation before and will again be highlighted as to 
the propriety, wisdom, sense, of agreeing to new proposals when 
the old proposals and the old undertakings continue to be 
violated. 

The other transgressions of the Helsinki Final Act 
which we have documented in Madrid,include the inva ». f 
Afghanistan,as a violation of the principles of the Helsinki 
Final Act. Even though Afghanistan was not a member, not a sign- 


ing, participating state of the Helsinki process, the principles 


© are very clear about a code of responsi*»le behavior by those who 








did sign the Helsinki Final Act. And, in addition, the 


dramatic increase in repression of human rights, the sharp 


decrease in immigration from the Soviet Union, the imprisonment 
of the Helsinki monitors, and the jamming of foreign broadcasts, 
all of these events taking place while the Madrid meeting is 

in session we have characterized as blatant defiance of the Act. 


The tragic events in Poland are the most recent and the 
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most blatant of those developments. 

Now, that's an initial statement. Let's now maybe 
throw it opem to questions. Is that the way to do it? 
(ON BACKGROUND) 


Q QQ y you testified not long ago 


before the Helsinki Commission that there was some movement 


A 
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; in the Government not to go back at all, that we should take 
: some sort of a stand to show that this was an exceptional 
: situation, but apparently that hasn't happened. Could you tell 
: us a little bit about the reasoning that went on to decide to 
p go back? 
A That was not my testimony. If you are implying 
0 _ that I indicated that this was the position that I favored, (because) 
. this was never my position, and I'll give you the ‘reasons why -- and I 
: assume that these are the reasons which motivated the decision 


of the United States to attend the meeting on February 9. 
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What I may have done in that testimony, and I believe 





© 


I did do, was refer to the fact that there have been some who 


<« 


have suggested we ought not to go back. But I stated very 
clearly in my testimony that I was not included among them, 
and I would be perfectly happy to explain now why I was not 


included among them and why it is we are going back. 


OZ2AQOWORKROAY WwW 


The Madrid meeting has been our forum. It has been 
a Western forum. I had a meeting -- since this is now ON 
BACKGROUND I can state this -- I had a meeting with a Western 
Foreign Minister not so long ago, who said to me that with all 


of the-blows that the West has received from Soviet propaganda 


\ 


with respect to European public opinion the Madrid meetinc has 


been the reverse. The Soviets have been completely on the 
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defensive at the Madrid meeting. Reports on radio, television, 
and other media in Europe have constantly been reporting the 


transgressions of human rights issues, reporting this out of 
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Madrid. We have not let Western public opinion forget the 
nature of the Soviet Union. 

Now, since this has been, in effect, an effective 
vehicle for us, it has not been my view at all that it is to 


our interests to abandon that vehicle, and our not returning on 


February 9 would be, in effect, an abandoning of that vehicle. 
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Q UW \\N Pravda yesterday, as you probably 
saw, had a commentary in which they said that they would 
"resolutely oppose" -- I believe that was the words they used -- 
the efforts by you and your colleagues to raise this issue of 
Poland. What does thatmean? I mean what are they going to do? 
What will happen? Are they going to walk out? 

A I obviously do not know what they intend to do. 
We will await what they intend to do with interest just as you 
will. I would doubt very much that they are going to walk out. 
It would be my impression that they will take the floor and 
express their opposition to our raising the question, which is 
all they can do. They can say that what we are doing is 
something they disapprove of or improper or anything else they 
want to say, or interference in their internal affairs, and this 
is a way for them to resolutely oppose. But there is no way, 
nor do I believe they would make an effort, to stop us from 
expressing ourselves about clear violations of the Helsinki 
Final Act. 

Q Have you any word of foreign ministers from East 
European countries coming to attend the meeting? 

A None. I have no such indication. I think if 
the Department had any,I would hear about it. But I do want to 


Say that the head of the Soviet Delegation is a Deputy 


Foreign Minister, Mr. Lehovich, and I would assume he will 


~~ VNC TaSSTTICaG TOF FUDIICaALION th rumerican rure rym 
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continue to serve in that role as the head of their Delegation. 
So to that extent thereis a ministerial level representation. 

In the past the head of the Polish Delegation has also 
been a Deputy Foreign Minister. I do not know who the head of 
the Polish Delegation will now be. I understand there will be 
a new person in there. I do not know who it is. 

Q Poland wll be in the chair, will it not? 

A Poland will be in the chair on Tuesday which is a 
guirk of the alphabet. 

Q Does that inhibit in any way the United States 
bringing up the Polish issue? 

A I would think not. As a matter of fact, we would 
then have a very attentive audience, an audience that we're 
addressing. 

Q Let me ask you one other thing. You had made 
some progress, or some progress had been made -- towards an 
agreement, and it's my understanding that this session when it 
reconvenes is reconvening for a limited time. Is that correct, 
for four weeks? 

A No. The four weeks, John, comes up from the 
following: that when the proposal for recess was submitted 


by the neutrals they said that they hoped this meeting would 


not last more than four weeks. But there is no firm agreement. 
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I want to say a word about all decisions made at 
Madrid. They have to be made by unanimous consent. There's 
no vote taken on these things. Whether we recess or don't 
recess or adjourn, they are all things that have to be 
arrived at by consensus. 

Q What is your sense of the impact of Poland on 
the prospects forreaching any kind of agreement in the next 
couple of months at Madrid? 

A The word would be "devastating." 

Q In other words, such an agreement is not 
foreseeable at all? 

A I do not foresee an agreement coming out of 
Madrid in the foreseeable future until such time as the 
changes take place within Poland. 

Q What changes? 

A The Western Ministers at the ministerial have 
announced a set of three objectives: One, the removal of 
martial law; two, the release of political prisoners; and 
three, the beginning of the process of reconcillation through 
the involvement of the Church and walesa's Solidarity 

Q Ww following up on my original 
question, surely you would concede that the Helsinki Final Act 


has been harmed by this. What do you see as the future of it? 


Isn't it more or less a dead letter now? 





"Declassified for Publication in American roreign 





{ 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


OZCOWDOxKOoOrPrw 


x 


zO 


UO SZSCODQDAXAOYrW 


a I hope it will not become a dead letter 
because I think the Helsinki Final Act sets up a standard 
for responsible international behavior which in the long 
run can prove useful for any of us who hope we can establish 
some kind of a sensible and harmonious international order. 

Now, it certainly is not a dead letter to the 
extent that it is violatec. Because,assuming that it did not 
exist, I have to assume the acts of violation would continue. 
What we would be missing is the forum to condemn those 
violations, which is why the meeting is important. If anybody 
could suggest that killing the Hilsinki process will improve 
the international behavior, I'll listen to them and review my 
position, but since the behavior is there I would like an 
avenue and a forum to condemn it, using as a standard a 
piece of paper which we take seriously and which we thought 


the Soviet Union was taking seriously, and obviously they are 


Q Ww there have been some reports in 


the European Press that some European governments are fearful 


not. 


that the United States plans to use the opening session as 
what one report I saw called a forum of confrontation; whereas, 
the Eurpeans favor using it as an attempt for communication, I 


believe was the word, on the Polish issue. Can you give us any 


thoughts you have on this? And also can you tell us whether or 
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not there is any coordination among the Western Ministers as 
to how they will approach the thing? 

A There is intensive coordination among the 
Western Ministers, so that you can assume that there is a 
harmony of purpose and objective with respect to the West's 
approach toward the Madrid meeting. Words like "confrontation" 
and “communication” are interesting. I think a strong case can 
be made for the proposition that if we are going to communicate 
meaningfully we maybe better do something to get their attention, 
which some people would call confrontation. 

Q Could I ask another question? There would seem 
to be some suggestions from the right wing not so much that we 
not go back but that we go back, state the case on Poland, and 
then leave, which would not necessarily break up the conference 
but would delay it for some time. Why was that ruled out? 

A Nothing has been ruled out, John. The question of 
how we handle this meeting will depend on the evolving of events 
there. There are some who feel that it would be helpful if we 
could spend a few weeks dealing with Poland and then recess and 
come back some other time. But even that active recess requires 
consensus. As I said earlier, everything requires consensus. 

Q You mean a U.S. walkout requires consensus? 


A No, but a decision to recess requires consensus. 


Now, if you do not have a decision to recess but a unilateral 
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Act by us, there are consequences to that. I think one of 
the consequences might very well be that we would be blamed 
for the destruction of the Helsinki process, which would really 
be self-defeating as far as I can see because the Helsinki 
process is our instrument. 

I would understand the Soviets wanting to walk out 
after being severly condemned, but I find it very hard to see 
why we should be taking a kind of unilateral act while the 
process is serving our needs. We are going to evaluate this 
tactically on the scene, and we have really made absolutely 
no decision, John, on this tactical question which would 
either say no or yes to the tactic you proposed. 

Q What tactic, walkout ? 

A Not walkout, but to search to end the meeting 
is what is proposed. 

Q If this is such a great forum for us, why 


haven't the Soviets left? 


A (BRIEFER WENT OFF-THE-RECORD) 


1l 





Now, let me say ON BACKGROUND I think that 


zO 


while Chairman Brezhnev is alive, this is simply not a likely 
development. But I would not stand here and say that I could 
not anticipate the day when the Soviet Union might indeed 
decide that it is more to their interests not to have the 
meeting than to have the meeting, not to have the process 


than to have the process. What they must weigh, however, is 


SP endcdnanane 


that if they should be held responsible for destroying it, it 
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puts them in a very bad light in European public opinion. 
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Because it's inconsistent for them to be destroying a process, 
the Helsinki process, and at the same time trying to convey 

to Western Europeans that they are for peace. I'm sure 
those are the dilemas they face in coming to grips with that 


decision. 


Oo SZCODQAOYW 


Q But you are saying, in effect, that we are in 
the same dilema, that we would be blamed if we walked out? 
A Yes, but I'm saying this is a meeting and an 


instrumentality which is in our interests and that we have no 


incentive to end it by walking out. The contrary is true. 
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Q Let me ask a follow-on question here to 
something you said before. In terms of the Soviet violations 
of the Helsinki agreements, can you distinguish between the 
violations in spirit and the violations in the letter of the 
Final Act? Of the list you gave us, which were violations of 
the letter of the Act? 

A In the violations I gave you, there were violations 
of both the spirit and the letter. We have, however, documented 
other violations of a more technical nature which one might make 
the distinction. For example, the Helsinki Final Act requires 
notification with respect to military maneuvers. Now, our 
Delegation has pointed out, quoting from Eastern European radio 
sources, the nature of SOYUS 81 and ZAPAT 81 which clearly 
demonstrate in the first one, SOYUS 61, a violation of 
the spirit even though it might not have been a violation of 
the letter. With respect to ZAPAT 81, which was the second 
major Warsaw Pact maneuver that was involved, I think I could 
make a strong case that there was a violation of the letter, 
for example, but they might make a case that it wasn't a violation 
of the spirit. 

For example, from a letter point of view,they are 
supposed to give us the name of the exercise. We had to read 
about it in the Soviet press. They did not use the required 


procecure to tell it to us. 
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You see the distinction I am making? O 1 both 
of those, one could make a distinction But on the invasion of 
Afghanistan, on imprisonment of the Helsinki monitors, on 
immigration restrictions, violating the requirement on family 
reunification, and all the rest, and on human rights we are 
convinced there has been a violation of both the spirit and 
the letter or the Act. 

Q A couple of questions on attendance. How many 
foreign ministers will be there? And will all the NATO 
Foreign Ministers be there, including Greece and France?. 

Somebody who is more familiar than I -- do we 


now = The last I heard is we heard that all but 


maybe one or two up until now. Is that correct? 


AW : All the NATO Foreign Ministers plan 


to be there but not necessarily on the same day. 
MQ: Oh no, not necessarily on the same 
day. There are two days. Under our procedures -- procedures 
which we agreed upon on December 18 -- on the first week there 
are two formal plenaries and three informal different kinds of 
meetings, and the two formal are Tuesday and Friday. Some of 
the NATO Foreign Ministers cannot make it on Tuesday and will 


be there on Friday. It doesn't matter. 
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14 
Q Can you give us the total number of foreign 
ministers attending? Any idea? 
A I would guess probably twenty. That would be 
my guess when you add the neutrals. 


WW: do yo. ve a more up-to-date number? 


Eighteen? 






It would be around twenty. 


Eighteen to twenty, something like that. 
MQ 


in terms of other human rights 
issues that may be raised at this session, you were mentioning 
immigration from the Soviet Union. Do you have any specific 
plans to talk about the situation involving the Russian 
Pentecostalists? 

A Our Delegation has raised the question of the 
Russian Pentecostalists on many occasions, both privately and 
in our >fficial sessions. I suggest to you there really is 
not a single significant violation of the Helsinki Final Act 
that we have not raised in the 17 months that we have been meeting. 
Let me say to you that we have specifically mentioned the names 
of more than 90 victims of Soviet repression. We have raised 
those names specifically at the meetings, as distinguished, for 
example, from six thet were raised in Belgrade by us. Nor are 


we the only country that has raised the question of specific 


names. Again I am going to look to a member of my staff who 
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would know, but the last time I knew it was nine or ten, or 
maybe eleven, countries that had mentioned names. In Belgrade 
we were the only country that meiitioned names. 

Now, whether the extent to which we repeat the 
Pentecostalist names and case again,we'll see how it evolves 
and how long we meet, but the issue will be raised, the issue 
represented by them will be raised. 

Q Could you address -- if possible on the record -- 
how Poland violates the Helsinki Accord? Do you call it a 
blatant violation of both human rights and noninterference 
in others’ internal affairs? 

A There is a very specific provision in the 
Helsinki Final Act that none of the participating states will 
either use force or threaten the use of force. We are con- 
vinced, and have indeed in the past demonstrated, the 
threat of force by the Soviet Union on Poland. 

Now, with respect to internal behavior, the imposition 
of martial law, the imprisonment of people who seek their 
rights under the Helsinki Final Act are all violations of the 
Helsinki Final Act. And I would like to remind you of one 
interesting point, John. Among the first twenty one demands -- 
what, eighteen months ago? -- of Solidarity. It must be 
eighteen months by now. When they issued their first twenty one 


demands -- one of them was to reprint the text of the Helsinki 
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Final Act prominantly in the Polishoress., and that was done. 
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We have been in touch, and they have been in touch with us, 
all during the period, the Solidarity groups, because of the 
faith they had and confidence they had that the words of the 
Helsinki Final Act are important to their objectives. 


Q How do you deal with the Soviet assertion that 


OU Z2aAOWAR OY Ww 


Helsinki, in effect, maybe also consecrated the Yalta borders 
of Eastern Europe, gave the Russians legal de jure as well as 
de facto control? 

oo There are two answers, John, to that question. 


First, . from the very beginning we took the position that the 





provisions of the Helsinki Final Act which declared that 
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borders should be changed only by peaceful means did not 
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legalize those borders. This has been our consistent position 
at the time the Act was negotiated and signed and subsequently. 


As you know, the United States continues to 


Zz O 


have separate diplomatic relationships with a different set of 
diplomats from Latvia, Lithuania, and Estonia as a way of 
demonstrating that we have never felt that by agreeing that 
borders must be inviolate from military aggression that they are 
necessarily legal and proper and subsequently coulc net be 


changed. 
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17 
Second, answer to your question, which comes to 

mind as you mention the place Yalta, is the following: 
Historians, of course, take the position that the Yalta 
Agreement did not recognize spheres of influence in Europe. 
But whether the historians are correct or not -- and they 
are because of the provisions of the requirement for free 
elections which never took place -- the myth has certainly 
develops that what Yalta did was it recognized the reality 
of spheres of influence. 

Now, the Helsinki Final Act runs contrary to that. 
And I think this is one of the important contributions of the 
Helsinki Final Act. Thirty five countries signed that 
Agreement. No distinctions were made as to spheres of 
influence. We did not set a different pattern of behavior 
for Eastern Europe versus Western Europe. All were obligated 
to live up to those international standards. And we feel now -- 
we have expressed ourselves to that effect -- that this once 
and for all should end any indication that the movement is 
toward a reaffirmation of so-called spheres of influence. 
Indeed, we deny that. And we have indeed further in Madrid 
officialiy asserted that we look upon the Brezhnev Doctrine 


with its special claim to be able to interfere with “socialist 


countries" as they call their slave societies. We deny the 


legitimacy of the Brezhnev Doctrine, and we have declared 
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that the Brezhnev Doctrine is a violation of the Helsinki 
Final Act. 

Q You referred to immigraticn. Can you give us 
the numbers of the fall-off? Do you have them? 

A I do not have them at hand. I did see recently 
the Jewish immigration figures, which is, of course, not the 
full picture, from a high between fifty and fifty one thousand 
in 1979 it's now -- 

VOICE: Nine thousand tour funcred forty seven. 

A I was going to say it was under ten thousand. 
Thank you. 

VOICE: The month of January was 290. It was the 
lowest. 

A The lowest in the month of January, 290 in the 
month of January. But it's not just the jewish immigration 
figures, it's immigration figures across the board, which have 
dramatically declined. 

Q Do you have the figures (inaudible) 

A I don't have the figures, but there has been 
a dramatic decline. They have so told me. My impression is, 
incidentally, that in 1979 the total Eastern European picture 
of Germans was about fifty thousand -- total Eastern Euroveans. 


I dont's have an answer however as tn what it hac declined to. 


Anything else? 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing was concluded at 11:45 a.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: The briefing will be on the record 
in terms of the statement to be made. Q's and A's 
following will be on background, attributable to a Senior 


Administration Official. 


The statement will be made by Marc Leland, 


Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for International 


Affairs, and for your guidance, DCMDMWirDC.17r 
AQ Mw 


Copies of his statement will be available before 
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we leave. 


MR. LELAND: The subject of this briefing is 
the two issues of the Polish debt and the recent subject 
of the CCC credits, for those of .you following it. 
Basically, the President has decided that maximum 
pressure can be put on Poland by insisting on repayment 
rather than declaring a default now. A declaration of 
default might be used by the Polish Government as an 


excuse to relieve itself of its obligations to make repay- 


NY ments. 


The U.S...Government has fulfilled its legal 
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obligations to U.S. banks. The U.S. Government, through 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, guaranteed loans made 
by U.S. banks for the sale of agricultural commodities 
to Poland. 

In 1981, when the Poles did not pay the banks 
the amount due on these loands, the U.S. Government ful- 


filled its obligation by making payments to the banks. 


We are, of course, doing the same in 1982. These payments 


in no way relieve Poland of any of its obligations. The 
only difference now is that Poland owes the money to 
the U.S. Government instead of U.S. banks. 

A lot of questions have been raised which we 
will try to deal with, and maybe I will just kind of go 
through them to give general answers, and you can ask 
more things about them if you want. 

1. Are payments to the banks on the Commodity 
Credit Corporation loans a bail out of the banks? 

No. The U.S. Government guaranteed these 
loans and it is obligated to honor the obligations. 

2. Is this payment to the banks letting the 
Poles off the hook? 

No. The obligation is now owed to the U.S. 


Government instead of to the banks, and we will do every- 


thing possible to collect it. 
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3. Did the payment to the banks prevent them 
from declaring Poland in default? 

No. The banks are owed amounts on non-guaranteed 
loans for which they have not declared default but can 
declare default any time they wish. 

4. Would a formal declaration of default force 
the Soviets to pay the amount due by the Poles? 

No. It is an obligation incurred by Poland and 
not guaranteed by the Soviet Union. 

5. Wouldn't a declaration of default keep further 
credits from going to Poland? 

No. Private banks are not lending to Poland. 
The Polish debt situation prevents further credits from 
going to Poland. Some funds are coming from Poland to 
the West toward satisfying previous Polish obligations 
while no new credits are going to Poland. 

6. Would a declaration of default stop credit 
from going to the Soviet Union? 

No. Unguaranteed private bank credit unrelated 
to short-term trade transactions has not been going to 
the Soviet Union. This is because of the debt situation 


of Poland and other countries in Eastern Europe, as well 


as other economic and financial difficulties faced by 





the Soviet Union itself. 


7. Can we declare a default on the Soviet Union? 


No. They are current on all of their obliga- 
tions to the United States. 

8. Finally, the basic question, will the 
United States Government ever declare Poland in default? 

Default always remains an option, to be used 
any timc we see fit. 


Does that answer all your questions? Are there 


any left? Have I thought of every possible question? 
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ON BACKGROUND 





Q What would the consequences of default 


be, for both the Western financial community and in 
its foreign policy implications? 

A Basically, Poland is in arrears. I mean, 
the fact that Poland is not paying its debt is a fact. 
Whether or not you go up and announce you are in default 
or whether you don't announce you are in default, they 
have not been paying their debts. 


Therefore, as far as the Western banking community, 


at such time as it is determined by banking examiners, 


and so forth, that there is no chance of Poland paying 
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back its debt, we will have to set aside reserves for that 
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debt. To some degree, we will have to write them off. 

| Our understanding is that no U.S. banks will be 
faced with any grave problems about it. A few European 
banks which have other troubles may find it more troubling, 
because they will have these debts, but the amounts there 
are probably something that they can handle themselves, 
as well. And this is something that may happen by the 


banking examiners, whether or not a formal default ever 


is declared, if they see that the debt is not going to 











be repaid. 
Q Can you go through the numbers with us? 


What is the total debt owed to the United States? How 


much to the government and how much to the banks? 

A Well, let's see, the banks -- I think the 
total amount to the U.S. is about $3.2 billion, of which 
about $1.3 billion is owed to the banks. 

Q The rest to the government? 

A The rest to the government. To make that 
clear, I should explain, the loans that we make, that 


went to Poland, were made often in the form of bank loans 


guaranteed by the U.S.Government. That is with these 


CcC credits. So when I give you that division, I count 
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the CCC credit loans as U.S. Government loans, because we 


guarantee them, and I count the others as unguaranteed 


loans. 
Q The $1.3 is unguaranteed? 
A Unguaranteed loans, yes. 
Q Are these loans going to be coming due 


monthly? In other words, will this be a decision to be 
faced monthly, or quarterly, or exactly how? 


A Yes. I mean, basically, these are loans 





that we are talking about there that were made three years 
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ago in most cases. Now they are coming due, and they 

come due quarterly, usually, and some of them monthly, 

but basically they will be coming due over the next years, 
over the period of time that we made the loans. 

Q While we are at this thing, how often does 
this decision have to be faced? How frequently? 

A The point is, it isn't really a decision 
to be faced. I mean, the point is, we have a lot of 
government-guaranteed programs. I mean, EX-IM Bank has 
had all kinds of guarantees, and when the bank comes in 
and says, “The debtor didn't pay, you pay." It is not 
particularly a decision that you have got to take. They 
Submit it to you. You are the guarantor, you pay it. So, 
as it comes due, if the Poles aren't paying it, we pay 
it. 

Q When is the next one due? 

A I think there will be some next month again. 
Basically, I think it is more quarterly. But you will 
have amounts coming the banks will submit to us under 
their guaranteed debt, and say, "Please pay this." 

Q How many banks are involved in both the 


guaranteed and the non-guaranteed portion? 


A The total number of banks involved in the 
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Polish debt is all of 90. There are really 60 that have 
any amount that you could call sizable, and then there 
are those, there are really only about 20, that have any 
really sizable amount. 

Q How many U.S. banks? 

Bs I am talking about U.S. banks. There are 
450 world-wide banks. 

Q Is that list available anywhere? 

A I am not sure. I don't think it is. I 
don't think it is a public document now. 

Q Have you ascertained that the banks have 
done all in their power to collect this money, and how 
have you done that? 

A We are in constant contact with the banks, 
and they are doing everything they think they @n possibly 
do to collect the debt. They want to be paid. They 
have put all the pressure that they know how to put on 
the Poles to get them to pay. 

They have refused to reschedule the 1981 debt 
until they get the full interest payment on the 1981 debt, 
and the amount that you read about that they have been 
receiving is the amount on the 1981 debt. 


Q But there are assets in this country and 
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in other parts of the world that they could apply against 
this debt rather than have U.S. funds applied against 
at. 

A As I understand it, minimal. If there were, 
there would be no question that that is what you should 
go after. We are owed money, the United States Government 
is owed money on the 1981 rescheduling, so they owe the 
U.S. Government money, Poland, so if there were assets 
around, you would go attach them. Banks would, too, if 
there were something that they could grab onto. There 
aren't any. 

Q Is there a possibility that a Chrysler- 
like situation could develop here, where the banks may 
be requested to make certain concessions in the national 
interest, which they normally might not make using the 
normal business standards? 

A No. I don't see any possibility of that 
happening, particularly under these circumstances. I 
mean, prior to martial law, you might have had a discussion 
of that, because Poland was having a lot of financial 
difficulties. But even then, our attitude with our banks 


in foreign loans, because it is not just Poland, you have 


got a world-wide situation, but what they do on their 
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loans, how they collect them, is something f~r them 
to do, and not for the government to tell them what to 
do. 

Q Have you got a system in which the private 
debts of the Polish Government are being transferred to 
the United States Government rather than the private banks 
with which they are contracted? Does that not decrease 
the heat on the Poles to repay their debts? Wouldn't 
they rather have it in the hands of the United States 
Government than in the hands of private creditors? 

psy No. What I was trying to explain is, when 
the banks made these loans, they primarily looked to the 
debtor, the United States Government, not to Poland. If 
Poland was looked upon as the debtor -- and that is the 
way they were received, with the U.S.Government guarantee. 

It is not as if the Government -- you are a 
guarantor of a loan, you don't have any choice as to 
whether you want to pay it or you don't want to pay it. 
It is your obligation. It is the United States Govern- 
ment's obligation to pay the bank every bit as much as 
it is Poland's. 


Now, with us holding the debt, the leverage 


on them -- or if you want to put it -- the pressure is 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





just as great 


ll 


if not greater with the Government pressing 


together as it would be from the banks. 


The 
on which they 
get payments, 
here, if they 
thought was a 


thought there 


banks are owed other unguaranteed amounts 
are putting tremendous pressure to 

and if the banks determined -- as I say 
wanted to declare a default, that they 
better way of getting paid here, if they 


was some asset that they could attach, and 


that was a better way, they would do so, because no 


presssure is or isn't envisioned to be put on them by 


the government. 


gn 
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Q The fourth question that you have concerning 
formal declaration of default force the Soviets to pay. It 
seems to me that the answer is rather legalistic. Ina 
formal sense, a legal sense, the Soviets wouldn't be forced 
to pay. But what is the determination of the political 
cost of the Soviets not extending that so-called umbrella 
to take care of Poland? I mean look at it in the political 
sense as opposed to the formal sense. 

A I agree that the answer reads in that form, 
but I think it's meant in both senses. Poland's debt to the 
West is $26 billion. In 1982 ten some billion dollars are 
going to be owed, interest and principal. Now, the Soviet 
Union is not that size amount with the default. The Soviet 
Union doesn't have or going to come with to pay it. Their 
answer is simply going to be, "You made the loan to them. 
You didn't wet our guarantee. We are not paying it." 

I think you are correct that the umbrella theory, 
because of the fact that the Soviets have not -- I mean if 
the Soviets were planning to do that they would continue 
making much more substantial payments for Poland now in 
order to forestall any possibility that they would have to 


come up with the whole amount. I think the fact is that in 
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the troubles that other parts of Eastern Europe are having 
comes from the fact that some people are realizing that the 
umbrella theory is just a theory and that in practice the 
concept that they can just turn and give the debt to the 
Soviet Union won't happen. 

Q In your statement you say that, “In 1981, 
when the Poles did not pay the banks the amount due on 
these loans, the U.S. Government fulfilled its oblication 


by making payments to the banks." In other words, the 


$71 million is not the first time? 
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A No. J/e did the same thing in 1981. 

C Could you give us the amount involved in 
1981? 

A I think in the neighborhood of $380 million. 

Q That's through the refinancing, wasn't it? 

A No, the private banks have not rescheduled 


their debt at all for 1981. But they weren't being paid, 
and they came, and we paid them. 
VOICE: Make that $340 million. 


A Well, on the 1981 debt of CCC-guaranteed loans -- 





now those would have been loans made three years prior to that 


date -- there is about $340 million paid by the United States 
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Government prior to martial law, of course. 


Hormars 
Q Last week you and Mr. feeewe testified for a 


couple of hours before the European Subcommittee of the 

Senate Foreign Relations Committee on the Polish debt, and 

the question of the guaranteed loans never came up direcrly. 
Then there was no discussion of the fact that the United 

States Government was about to have to make good the guarantees 
of $71 million. Then in Monday's paper following that hearing 
we read about it. It was in Mr. Safire's column in his story 


in the Times. “hy didn't you bring it up during those 


hearings? 


A To be quite candid, because I never saw the 
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thing as being a major issue. When you read it looking in 
hindsight, maybe I should have. The papers had come through 
before. It wasn't, I wasn't even absolutely certain. It had 
to go through the whole line of chain of people, and I wasn't 
sure at what date exactly how the thing was going to finally 
be done. It certainly wasn't a secret. Anything you notify 
ninety banks of there is no secret, and you're not even 
trying to keep it a secret. There wasn't any concept of 


doing it. We had done it in ‘81 and we were doing it again 





in '82. We owed it to the banks, and nobody kind of thought 


that there was any major thing t> mention. If somebody had 
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asked about it we would have asked about it we would have 


answered that that was what we were planning to do. I mean 


the exact date of when it was going to be done was really 
only in the knowledge of the Agricultural Department. Had 
they been there I suppose that would have been more on 
people's mind. In Bob's and my mind I don't think either 
of us was aware at that moment exactly at what time that was 
going to happen. It was a very normal procedure. 

0 Was there not an interagency consultation 


going on that week. 


A There were interagency discussions of how 


to handle it for the next year. That's it. 
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@) The truth of the matter is that now the 
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United States is involved here in something not very short of 
half a billion dollars in bad debt which it guaranteed and 
which it has paid. 

A Already, and a lot more that's owed to it to 
come. 

Q What do you see as the ultimate realistic 
figure? 


A As I said, there is $3.2 billion owed to the 





United States private and public sector, $1.3 to the private 


banks and $1.9. It all depends -- 








« 
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Q Does the $1.3 include that which you have 
already guaranteed and paid off? 

A No, no. That's what I say. The $1.9 is a 
figure that is due to the Government, and $1.3 to the private 
banks. That is the United States exposure so to speak. 

Q Of your exposure of $1.9 do you foresee 
virtually all of it being paid to the banks? 

A It's over a three-year period. To predict 
what's going to happen over a three-year period in making 
those payments, it would be overly speculative. Given the 
Polis financial situation, our hope and expectation is that 
they are going to have to s@.e some payments. They are going 
to have to keep up the interest and try to get them to pay 
some money on principal. But it's impossible to know when 
that will happen or whether or not we'll have to pay the 
banks and then go after the Poles later on. 

Q What kind of exchange have you been having 
with the Polish Government concerning this question? What 
kind of assurances, if any, have they been giving to you 
regarding their best efforts to pay? Have there been 
discussions about the political situation in connection 


with the debt? Could you fill us in a little bit on this? 





< 
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A We had extensive discussions with the Poles 
on this matter prior to December 16. There were constant 
meetings. There was debt reschedulings and debt rescheduling 
meefings on how are we going to pay this. As I said, in 
August we rescheduled the 81 debts. The private banks -- 
we have said that we are not going to reschedule any debt 
or consider it is going to be repaid until the banks do their 
1981 rescheduling whatever that is, and they are under the 
most extreme pressure to come up with that couple of hundred 
million dollars. So the most contact with them on that basis 
has been with the private banks to fulfill that previous debt 
because no one will consider anything until that date, but 
you've got ourselves and the Europeans pressuring them with 
the idea that they owe us this money and that they've got to 
find a way to come up with it. Their answer is always, of 
course, to say that they are going to make ti.cir best 
efforts, and what you have is every week or so some mmey 
dribbling in to the banks to pay off part of the debt, and 
they say, "That's the best we can do," and one keeps 
pressuring them, as you do any debtor. 

0 What about the other West European Governments 


which are owed money? Has what you're doing today been 


coordinated with the other West European Governments? 


= 
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A Definitely. In January, prior to martial law, 
there had been a meeting scheduled in January by ourselves, 
by the 16 basic creditor nations and the Poles. Because of 
martial law the determination was to have that meeting with 
all the creditors and not with the Poles. We didn't want to 
meet with them when there was no purpose. And everybody is 
taking the same policy, which is the $250 million I'm talking 
about isn't just due to our banks, it's due to banks all over, 
and all the Governments are trying to use whatever pressure 
they can to say, "Come up and pay the debts." And in addition, 
one should add not giving them any new credit. 

C If the Polish Government does not make any 
payment this year what will be the total U.S. Government 
obligation? 

A “What do you mean? 

Q In terms of what additional funds you have to 
come up with under the guaranteed loan program. 

A Well, I think for this year under the 
guarantee program it's more in the five to seven hundred 
million of those that were made, again, three years ago that 
are coming due. 


@) Five to seven hundred million dollars this 


year? 
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A Yes, this year. 

Q You said that, in effect, by paying the 
$71 million and I guess $340 million before that you were 
transferring Poland's indebtedness from the private banks 
to the Government. Since this situation is ultimately a 
political situation, why not transfer it -- I guess 
suggested -- the entire indebtedness and take over the 
private indebtedness and use that as a political lever in 
Gealing with the Poles. 

A That would be a bail-out of the banks. They 
made loans that were unguaranteed. Let them try to collect 
those debts and wait and let them do it. Why would the 
United States Government go and buy their debts. Poland 
owes $26 billion , about half, or a little over half, to 
the Government and a little over half privately. 

Q That's a sufficient leverage one has to give 
up anyway isn't that? 

A That isn't true. There's $1.3 billion that 
the taxpayer is not going to pick up. 

Q Well, if they write it down it comes off 


their profits. 


A You can say that with any business, why 


« 
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don't you just take over any obligation that any business has 
to anybody that they aren't going to get paid? 

Q You don't have to pick it up at the full dollar 
on a dollar, but you can pick it up at something less than that. 

A I don't see how hy doing that you would increase 
your leverage. What you are doing is you are putting your 
leverage on from two places. The fact that they owe the Western 
Governments over $14 billion, given the Polish economy where it 
is, seems to be pretty sufficient leverage. If you add to that 
another $10 billion I don't see that that is going to add much 
to it. 

Q Will the U.S. support the Polish application for 
membership in the IMF as long as they owe the Government money? 
A That is one of the (inaudible) 

even from dealing with the Polish. No determination has been 
made on Polish membership or what eligibility, whether they will 
meet the requirements of the IMF. What will happen to that is 
quite some time off. 

Q If I could back up a minute. Of that $1.9 
billion owed to the Government, is that all bank-guaranteed 
debt? 

A Mostly. It is done by banks making loans under 


CCC credit program and our guaranteeing it. 
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And the provisions for a Government guarantee 
was authorized by Congress as part of the CCC program? 

A Yes. 

Q Was it authorized specifically for the case 
of the Polish loans, or is it part of the general? 

A, No, it's part of the general. They authorized 
the CCC program, and then the decision is made, the loans 
are made separately. 

Q You said the five to seven hundred million due 


this year is under the CCC credit? 


A Basically, most of that, that's what most of 


their obligation is. 
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Any other questions? 
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Q Thank you. 


(The briefing was conclued at 5:10 p.m.) 
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N : All I am going to do is give you a little background 
see 1 
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to we can give you a frcus on the trip. The real center- 
piece is Helsinki and the CSCE Conference and the outgrowth of 

the NATO Ministerial meeting of the 135th of January, broad consen- 
sus that the allied governments would up their representation as 
an unusual demonstration of concern on the Polish situation, 

and most will be present during this week's deliberations. Now 
going to the trip in general, it has a number of purposes, not 

the least of which is to deal with a number of bilateral issues 

in several capitals and with several governments: Spain, Portugal, 
Morocco and Romania. 


Now with respect to Spain, clearly this is a success story in 
the post-Franco period in the establishment of viable, effective 
institutions; the ‘Jemocratic character of the regime; the un- 
precedented acceptance by NATO of Spanish membership in NATO 

and the promise for integration in other European institutions. 
X think we have a very urgent task before us within the Alliance 
with respect to Spain, and that is to get earliest ratification 
of Spanish entry now that the government and the people of Spain 
have committed themselves and that the Alliance has accepted, 

in principle, their entry. I would say in very short order the 
United States in a matter of weeks will endorse or ratify Spanish 
entry. Most, but not all of the other member nations, promise 
equally expeditious handling. We would hope to do all we can on 
the margins of this visit to emphasize the urgency of that. 

Now with respect to Portugal, it is another Western democratic 
success story. As ycu know, I was closely involved in NATO 
Europe with the turbulent period in the mid-70's and the establish- 
ment of viable institutions and the evolution of the democratic 
process is especially noteworthy in the case of Portugal. Our 
relationships have been close all during this period, and we have 
concerted together in a broad range of issues involving vital 
Western security interests. For me, I am also anxious to see 

my Old friend President Eanes, with whom I experienced a lot of 
joint experiences during the difficult periods of the post-revo- 
lutionary Portugal situation. 


Morocco is a case of moving as quickly as I could to make up 

the cancellation of the Moroccan visit during the Polish crisis, 
when we had to return to Washington and I am meeting a long-standing 
invitation from His Majesty, a man who has been a historic friend 

of the United States, a moderate leader in the Arab world, and 

one who has been habitually sensitive to the dangers facing the 
North African and Middle Eastern region. I hope during this 

visit to be able to discuss and add the weight of the United 

States' support for an internationally recognized and peaceful 
outcome to the situation in the Western Sahara. 
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Now the Romania trip is a consequence of continuing, persistent 
and very current requests to visit Romania. It has been the 


position of this government to recognize the independent spirit 


manifested by certain Eastern European governments. Romania 

has been one of those. We believe in differentiation in our 
relationships, as distinct from viéwing members of the Marxist/ 
Leninist bloc as monolithic. Therefore, I think at the time of - 
this Polish crisis, it's important to re-emphasize the American 
outlook on that sensitive question. Now I anticipate I will say 
more on this subject after our discussions in Romania, but clearly 
the Polish question will be on the agenda. 


Inaudible Q&A about fact that Romania is a Helsinki signatory 


WW: As you know, with respect to Romania we have developed 
Over the years signific it trade and commercial relationships. . 
To reflect back, Ceauseswu was one of the contributors to the 

early 70's rapprochement with China. We have conducted a dialogue 


with President Ceausescu on a number of sensitive international 
issues Over the years and we feel it is of value. 





Now going back to the centerpiece itself, and that's the Madrid 
stop and the CSCE Conference, it is our view that the whole con- 
ceptual framework and future viability of the Helsinki process, 

to which we continue to strongly adhere, is at stake as a result 
not only of what we witnessed in Afghanistan, but, most importantly, 
recent events in Poland. This Conference cannot be conducted | 
"business as usual" when the bedrock of the whole process itself 
has been challenged. It has been our view and our hope in entering 
into the Helsinki process that we would contribute to an interna- 
tional framework which would support peaceful change and assure 

and strengthen the concept of individual civil liberties. We 
cannot accept the premise that any state, any member or signatory 
state, has the right to selective exemption from the obligations 

of the Helsinki accords. We reject the concept that “might makes 
right" as a very specific distortion of those accords. These are 
matters which I will discuss in my own intervention when it occurs. 


Q. Do you know when that will be UX (a(n Is the order 


already arranged? 


A.. Well, I have the expert here. MUM KE “The 


order will be determined by Tuesday, but it uesday morning. 
We should know more clearly by Monday when we see others who want, 


‘put it will be quite early on Tuesday.") 


Q. Will the Polish Ambassador be in charge of the operation? 


A. UN) He is the Chairman by virtue of the draw of the 


alphabet really. Reporter: He can't interrupt the process though. 
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WN NY: My own opinion is this is a highly unlikely develop- 


ment. We have done this before. We have always managed in this 
area to see that it functions and I think it will function. 


Q. One of the questions that has come up, WQQQQAAAAN is 


if the Polish Chairman should conduct a filibuster to drive you 
out of your mind the question was will you leave, stay, sweat him 
Out, or what? 


NY 
a. LW Well, I don't think it is a likely outcome, but we 


are prepared for that contingency if it occurs, and I don't 
want to go.... 


Q. Are you prepared for a filibuster or a walkout? 
A filibuster. , 


A 
Q. Would you walk out or not? 


A. WV: I don't think it serves any useful purpose to speculate. 
MAY “Let me say that in 17 months no chairmen has 


ever done anything like this and it is not at all a procedure." 


Q. Will you refresh my memory as to what the Romanians have 
said about the Polish crackdown? a 


a. WY. I think they have been rather quiet. And since 


others have not been, you might speculate that that is a mani- 
festation of independence. 


Q. They haven't patted Jaruzelski on the head for this for 


what he has done? They have not? 


A. They haven't been one.of those urging or rallying around. 
They have also made some very interesting statements on -tHe 

INF talks, the Soviet proposals. They have maintained a rather 
heroically independent stand given where they ‘started from. 


Q. Do you think that it's going to be possible for you in 
Bucharest to take a shot directly at the Russians? 


A. Let's leave the Bucharest leg until we get back. There 
is a very urgent request to visit. 


Q. (Garble) 


s 
A. Now there are also economic problems that could contribute 
to that as well. 
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Q. In your opening remarks you talked about the future viability 
of the Helsinki accords. Can you just project that a little? 

What does it mean, that the United States can disavow the Helsinki 
accords or what? 


aN: No, I think it merely speaks for itself. Clearly 


we cannot make a farce and a charade out of such a solemn under- 
taking. Wasn't it the underpinning of detente? It was the fruit 
of detente and it is the framework under which East-West relations 
will proceed or regress. 


Q. How can you translate that into something meaningful? I can 
hear you making your attack on the Russians and the Poles. I can 
hear you talking about the violations of the Helsinki accords 

and when you get finished one side will applaud and the other side 
will sit on their hands and then what? 


XS: Well, I. think it's clear that the outcome of the Polish 
sits tion will have a profound effect on the Helsinki process. 

And in a larger sense, as we have said repeatedly, on the future 
of East/West relations and the character that they'll take. 


Q. Do you have military-aid plans (for Morocco)? 


A. We have been very active since January in helping Morocco, 
and we have a good level of assistance for '83, but I am not 
going there with any special package. 


Q. Inaudible question. 


A. Yes, it is relatively higher but not dramatically so, and 
there should not be anything significant read into it except 
perhaps we are somewhat more sensitive or inclined, maybe that's 
a better word, to meet the needs of historically friendly govern- 
ments in the military assistance area than has been the case in 
the recent past. 


Q. Will you be discussing with our allies the possibility of 
adjourning this conference after this week? 


A. Adjourning it? 


_Q. Yes. Walking out? 
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A. There is a lot of speculation about how long it should go. 
There is only one bottom position I would emphasize that would 
characterize the American attitude, and that is we are not going 
to conduct business as usual. 


QO. Is there a possibility that it.might not go past this week? 
A. I think collectively we don't like to be portrayed as the 
house wreckers in a process in which it's been the initiative 
of the Soviet Union that has put the process in jeopardy. But 
you have to measure that against not jumping into a business as 
usual Gemeanor and we are not goinc to do it. 


Q. When the conference adjourns there was a compromise proposal 
several agreements - draft agreements. No more buiness as usual 
means that these draft agreements will not be discussed. 


A. I don't want to -- you know -- this is a forum with a 
multiplicity of participants -- non-aligned, Eastern, Western 
Furope oriented and I think it would be presumptuous of me to 
I can speak for the United States but I cannot speak for the 
Conference. 


O. As far as the Americans are concerned, no more business as 
usual means that these compromises 

AK. We do not intend to indulge in business as usual. 

Q. I read Rernie's interview with you and in one area he did 


, 


not ask’ you about in that China discussion was how you interpret 
the C inese signing of the agreement with Poland, the new trade 
agreement, whether you feel that that is any kind of a problem for 
us? 


A. I don't think it has anything to do with this situation. On 
the other hand, I think Bernie's article speaks for itself and 
what he heard from me was very carefully considered. 


Q. You are talking about the problems between ourselves and 


Chinese. But you don't relate the siaqning of the Polish agree- 
ment to our problem? 


A. No, but you can watch as we have a certain drift in Chinese 
rhetoric in recent months. That can be a reflection of these 
differences. 


Q. A little worrisome, some of that rhetoric in a sense, right? 


Q. Back toward Russia you mean? I mean the drift back towards 
closer relationships with the Soviets. 

















non gned world. It's always been that but there's been a 


— A. WW: No, I think the champion of the third world, the 
; = 
? certain increase in the decibel. : 
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3. G8£GIm TERT. 


WAQNONST ME ARE GomnG 10 BE VERY eRiEr. 


Q VERY BRIEF YOU Say? 


WAAN VES, VERY BRIEF. FOR TWO REASCNS: THE 


SECRETARY WILL HAVE A PRESS CONFERENCE TOMORROW, 
FOLLOWING WIS SPEECH Al THE CSCE 5£S:10N Awd aL.SO 

WE WILL MAVE ANOTHER PRESS CONFERENCE GH WEONESDAY 
ADORESSING HIMSELF TO BILATERAL DISCUSSIOMS WITH THE 
SPANISH GOVERWAENT. SO i On REALLY GOING TO Give 

YOU JUST A VERY BRIEF SKETCH OF wal WE 010 TODAY. 

1 TWIMK MOTT OF FT Wikl SIMPLY wave TO walt. as 

FAR AS THE DISCUTTICNS WITH THE FOREIGH MINISTER 

AND PRIME MIMISTER TODAY, ThEY 010 O1SCulS CSCE AND Ime 
IMPORTANCE, WHICH THEY ACREED UPON Ci ORAWING ATTEWTION 
1O TWE POLISH SITUATION ac THE maim FOCUS AND THAT TERE 
cwOULD WOT BE BUSINESS a: uSuM. 

Q. 1S Thal & GUOTE? WauGHIER) Ow OLEP BaCnGROUND 


G auGntEa) ° 


QHANANN reey O1scusseo, im sicarees, Teens, spain’s 


ENTRY INTO WATO AND THE IMPORTANCE OF EXPEOITIOUS 
RATIFICATION ONO FULL MEMBERSHIP Oy THE TIME OF THE 

SPRING MINISTERIAL, THEY ALSO DISCUSSES & SPEEO 

UP OF BILATERAL WEGOTIATIONS OM BASES. BOTH SIDES FEEL 
17'S (PORTANT TO REACH AGRECMEN) VELL BEFORE THE Rav 

21ST BATE. AND AS THE SECRETARY DID On WIS ARRIVAL, 

WE EXPRESSED STRONG SUPPORT and ADMIRATION FOR THE 

WAY SPAIN WAS CONSOLIDATED ITS DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS. 

ON FOREIGN MINISTER GENSCHER: THEY wad A BROAD AND 

DEEP DISCUSSION OF THE POLISH SiTuaTION WHICH OF COURSE 
wlth BE Tre FOCUS OF Tit MEETING TOROPaGY =6—THEY wad 

eh f cee © OF webe. Cu Tri TONFEOENTE DEtVGNEO TO 
COURDIMeTE IE IR MELPECTIVE STRATEGIES anO THE 

CLOPD ime Cu we EFFECTIVE ao Qiwert Tre MEETING BETWEEN 
eit Tet GEN She emt wend BFE" CLOlE COLL EauuEs 


FOr a dhe Tee. we COmDiad wekM 1 OTetem Teal’ 
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SECTO 63836 6) OF 64 1603362 


@. BID IMEY AGREE THERE SHOULD HOT BE BUSINESS AS 
USUAL? AND THAT'S WOT A BACETIOUS QUESTION. 


QQ SEE gee 


THAT THEY WAVE ALREADY BOTM ADORESSED. 
@ WELL THERE WAVE BEEN REPORTS THAT WR. GENSCHER 
OOESS' T AGREE WITH TwaAT OECISIOR. 


WANN ect iar vou ane certing 10 1s a question 


OF SPECIFIC DEVELOPMENTS AT THE CONFERENCE. 608, 
AND | JUST DON'T HAVE ANYTHING TO OFFER YOU AS 

TO WHAT'S GOING 10 HAPPEN. WE ARE WOT RECOMMENDING 
ANYTMING AT THIS POINT AND | THINK WE ARE JUST GOING 
TO WAVE TO WATCH WHAT'S GOING TO HAPPEN. 


@. WELL | AM ONLY POINTING OUT Twat YOU SAID THAT 


THE SPANISH FOREIGN MIMISTER AND PRIME MIMISTER AGREED 
WiTm WAIG’S STATEMENT THAT THERE SuOULO WOT BE BUSINESS 


AS USUAL AT THC COMPERENCE, QUT YOU 60 HOT SAY THAT 
GEMSCHER SAID THAT. 


NANNY: vouro. veces gust simiy pont wave 


THE QUOTE ON THAT AND | WOULD HOT CRA A GREAT DEAL 


OF ATIEMTION TO 17. IT'S SIMPLY A MATTER OF DIFFERENT 


1mF ORMATION. 
@ 00 YOu KNOW ABOUT THE SCHEOULE TOMORROW? & LOT 
OF DISCUSSION 1S OW WHO IS SPEAKING CR WHAT? 


SNONNQ rear, as unpeasrano ir, is stk wera 


WORKEO OUT, BUT IT WAS WOT A SUBJECT OF DISCUSSION 
Im TWAT MEETING. THAT'S GEING HANDLED SCPARATELY. 


C WHAT DID THEY AGREE 10 OM THE MATTER OF 
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SAY 10 YOU THAT THE COORDINATION Was EFFECTIVE. 


@ OUT THAT 1S HOT THE SAME AS SAYING THAT THEY WAVE 
AGREED OM A STRATEGY, 13 117 


NNANY cet | 00 007 want 10 Leave vou wit tHE 
IMPRESSION THAT TWERE 1S SPACE BETWEEN THEIR POSITIONS, 
BUT 1 DON'T WAVE VORDS SPECIFICALLY TO Give You mice 
SAY WAT YOU JUST ASKED ME O.K.? SUT 1 BON'T WANT TO 
LEAVE YOU WITH THE IMPRESSION TwAT THERE WERE : 
DIFFERENCES OF ViIEVS. 
©. TE COORDINATION WAS EFFECTIVE? 


A. THE COORDINATION VAS EFFECTIVE. 


@. SUT WE TALK ABOUT “RESPECTIVE STRATEGY" 
TWAT WOULD SUGGEST TWO DIFFERENT APPROACHES. 


WANN | vou ow's ~~ aGain, | woud Focus on tHe 
PHRASE TWAT MIKE JUST FOCUSED OM TwaT 1 USED 
BEFORE, THAT Tul COORDIMATION WaS EFFECTIVE. 


CAN YOU TELL US WHAT OUR STRATEGY 1S? 


ANY WO, I'M HOT GOING TO GET ImTO TWAT AT TwIs 
POINT. 
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@. OV ABOUT, NAXAXEVEM THOUGH THiS 1S THE FOCUS 
OF ANOTHER MEETING, WAMELY A WATO Caucus, Cam You 
GIVE, THERE 1S ALL KINDS GF RUMORS, REPORTS GOING 
AROUND ABOUT WHAT IS OR 1S WOT LIMELY TO waPPEN 

WIT THE OROER OF SPEAKERS AND THINGS THaT MIGHT..... 


WAY J0mm, | SIMPLY DON T WAVE aurTMING; . 
11°S A SUBJECT OF MEETINGS... OTWER MEETINGS... 
AND 1 JUST DON'T WAVE ANYTHING 
0. YOU MEAN THAT RAMPE( Man 1S MEETING wit ThE POLIcH 
CHAIRMAN TO FIGURE THIS Out’ 


LAN WO 1 AM WOT AWARE THAT WE 1S DOING THAT, 


"BUT TWERE ARE OTHER MEETINGS GOImG Om. 


@. WON'T THE POLISH CHAIRMAN HAVE COME INPUT On WHAT 
MAPPENS SO VE REALLY Cam’T, yOu Caw'l BE SURE THAT WAIG 
AT 1:30 WILL MAVE ACTUALLY SPOREW Cam YOU? 


NONMNY | canes ar ris Pants cuian nomen secause 
TWIS QUESTION WAS NOT BEEN OECIOCD IW TERMS OF WO 
1S SPEAKING WHEN 


0. tan 
NSNANN wo, sar irs atin ofcioce cu ceenene 
0. NQe cnt WOW IZ THERE WO DIFFERENZE BET eckU THe 


GERMAN AND TwE AMERiCAm POS1T10N? 
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NANNY 808, 9 Goime 10 eave 17 were 6 aust cert it. 


@. MAS THEIR BEEN A Cuance.... 


@. YOU ARE LEAVING THE IMPRESSION ViTH ME DESPITE 
THE COORDINATION IS EFFECTIVE THAT THERE ARE DIFFERENCES? 


WA, CAN'T WELP IT IF THOSE WORDS DON’T SaY TO 


YOU THAT... THIS 1S A DESCRIPTION WHICH § THINK IS 
AM UPBEAT REFLECTION OF TwE BISCUSSION. 

@. WAS THERE BEEN A CHANGE Im STRATEGY AS A RESULT 
GF THE MEETING TONIGHT? 


NNN ba cor coins ro cer wre stearecies, cuancee 


OR VNCHANGED. 


Al 
o. NING ar wnat nunece was tee v.38. om tHe List? 
THIS WAS NOTHING TO DO WITH WHEN WAIG WILK SPEAK. 


WYN | OOm’T KNOW. 


@. REPORTER: KAMPELMAN SAID FOUR YESTERDAY AT LENGTH. 


NNQY | ust owt wave oetans 10 Give vou. 


Q. 1S THE SECRETARY WILLING TO WAIT NOWEVER LONG IT 
WILL TARE TOMORROW TO SPEAR? 
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WAN AGAIN, | JUST DOM'T Want 10 GET ImTO A 


SPECULATIVE SITUATION. 


@. 18 TWEIR SOME DEADLIWE WHERE WE MIGHT WaLK OUT? 


IQ) 1 AM HOT PREPARED TO Sav. 


@. LET'S PUT THE QUESTION THIS WAY, WiLk WE HAVE HIS 
WEWS COMFEREMCE AT 1:38 WHETHER WE MAS OR HAS WOT 
ALREADY SPOKEN? 


NAAN 1 CAN'T SIVE YOU AN ANS\TR TO THAT CauSE | 


MAVEN’ T ASKED WIR. 
Q. THEY PROBABLY.... TAME THE QuEST!On 
OO THAT BECAUSE THAT 1S RATHER REL Event 


QQ: OUT | THIWA Twat 17 wOuULD GET aLso 


INTO THE QUESTION OF STRATEGY an TACTICS WHICH, 
AT THIS PARTICULAR MOMENT, | JUST OOm' T WAVE any 
DETAILS TO GivE You. . 


iTS On TO 


@. WOV LONG DID THEY MEET? weal at THt SURPRISES? 


QQ We 


REMEMBER WHEN THEY STARTED GUT iT wAS CLOcE TO TWO wOURS 
1T WAS AM WOUR AND THREE QUARTERS 
Q@. BIO EL SALVADOR COME UP” 


NYY BEYOND A BROAD AWD DELP DISCUSSION OF POL AND 


AND SO ON, | DON'T PWOW DETAILS 10 Givi YOu 


@ WAT CAW YOU TELL US ABOUT "HE SURPRIZES ImaT Tn 
SECRETARY REFERRED 10°” 


WAN SuRPRISES? 


vean 


Ni waice SumPRi Ses? 


©. WE SAID WE MIGHT SEE SOME SURPRISES TOMORROW? 


SANA it stro... 


@. WE SAID SOMETHING ABOUT SURPRISES at THE FOREIGH 
MIMISTER’S. WE ASKED WIM ABOUT 11 LATER AWD WE SAI0 WE 
EAPECTED THINGS TO GO LIME CL OCR-wORn TOMORROW 


©. Mf DIDN'T SAY aAnyTHinG? 


AN VELL MAYBE THAT WOULD SURPRISE SOME PEOPLE. 
' ‘T anv. 


O. LNANNS | an WOT QUITE CLEOR OK wmErHER FOU -FE Lariny 
THAT THERE ARE MEETINGS BEimG HELO wile MEPRECENTATIVES 
OF THE EASTERN BLOC TO DECIDE TiS 'ccuk OF PROCEDURE 
TOMORR OV. 


: AY ‘BOR I'M MOT REALLY WELL - IMF OPRED OW THIS BUT 
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THERE ARE A WARIETY OF CONSIDERATIONS, A VARIETY OF PEOPLE 
WhO APE (MVOL VED IN DETERMINING TmE QUESTION OF SPEAKING 
OROE® 


Q@ Year 


WANNA avo reose reorce ane meetinc, Some OF THER 


MEETING AMONG THEMSELVES, AND THEM MEETING WiTw EACH 
OTHER aw SO ON AND SO FORTH. 


Q@ 1 MEAN ARENT WE TALKING 10 CASTERM BLOC PEOPLE 
ABOUT TmiS? 


WAY | DON’T WAVE DETAILS OF maT OUR OWN 


PARTICULAR PARTICIPATION 1S. | THINK THAT PROBABLY 

THERE 1S & PROCEOURE -- AND YOU OUGHT TO TALK 10 
SOMFEODY WHO 1S INWOLWED ViTM TNE COMFERENCE ITSELF -- 
WHERE THE OUTGOING END INCOMING CHAIRMEN DISCUSS THINGS 
TOGETHER | CONT wwOw IF IT'S TOGETMER WITH THE HOST Of 
WOT (KF TER & CORRESPONDENT INDICATED 17 1S WiTm THE 
OST) TOGETHER Wilm THE HOST. 


Q wWhal 1S THE MEETING WiTh INE BELGIAN TOMORROW’ 
DOES Twal WAVE ANYTHING TO DO WITH TRE SCHEDULE OF 
SPEARERS OR SOME TYPE OF COMPROMISE? 


WAAAY | DON T HAVE ANY INFORMATION ON THE TINDEMAN'S 


MEETING «7 Wik BE AT 6.30 aw Witt BE FOR agouT 
FIFTEEM MIMUTES 


@ COU0 ' ASH A COUPLE OF QUESTIONS DIRECTLY JUST TO 
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SEE WHAT THE REPLY 1S. OWE, OO WE Twimm AM ATTEMPT WILL 
GE MADE 10 PREVENT WAIG FROM SPEAKING AND IF THERE IS 
Witt ME VALE OUT? 


SONAR | 0007 1 nave any tnrornation on wunsen ont ano 
| AN WOT GOING TO SPECULATE OM munBER T¥O. 

Q. WAS THE MATO CAUCUS... WERE THERE ALSO RESPECTIVE 
STRATEGIES VORKED OuT? 


QAAN | coer nave air saroanation on tHe wate caucus. 


Q. WHAT 00 YOU MEAN THAT YO! ARE WOT GOING TO SPECULATE 
OM THE WALK OUT? ARE YOU GOIMG TO LET THAT OWE JUST SIT 
THERE? 


YN BERNIE | AM WOT GOING TO SPECULATE OWE Way OR 


ANOTHER OW... WE'VE ADDRESSED Im15 QUESTION FOUR TIMES 
WOW. 


@. LET'S TRY IT THIS WAY: 00 YOU ANTICIPATE Any PROBLEMS 
1m THE SECRETARY OF STATE GivinG Am ADDRESS ABOUT Tre 
LEMGTN THAT WE PLANS TO GivE i! TOMORROW’ 


NNN | oot anticipate any prosi ens. 


‘0. BUT YOU WOULDN'T RULE THEM OUT? UG AUGHTER) 
Q. WHAT ABOUT THE... THERE (5 & CERTAIN STERILITY... 


VN 1 WOPE WE WILL WAVE Tet ThAT FOR YOU IT 


1S WOT GOING TO BE TONIGHT AS Farm aS § Cam TELL. 
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Q. WHERE AND vita’ 


SAND ro week sust nave ro neer im roucH wit tHe 
PRESS CEWTER. 


0. Gul YOU Wilt Wave A TEAT OE° ORE mE SPE ans? 


WYN | EAPECT Twat WE WOULD mevd & MEAT BEFORE 


mt SPEARS 
@ wit YOu RELEASE 17 IF WE OOLim T CPE AR? 


NONING i c00' 1 nwow... teat s come smo srecutarion 
QO. .WHAT 17 1S, THREE OF UT ARE Ow OF ADL IME AT 1: 30 
TOMORROW MORNING TOMORROW AFTLRNOOW = wiLk YOU Give 

US Twe THAT BEFORE Tat” 


XX | Cam’? TELL YOU wwilef@ ¢ wilt wawe IT 10 


Give TO YOU. | WILL JUST wave TO ate 1Ou TO KEEP in 
TOuCH. 


% weed feodet Of ora .t 2° fe ort $ it ye 
oT Tne ParaciC DE COMubht OL Tee! e3u.3 wevt Tmt LEECH 
TE*T Twat CLS EF OE WD Ove tee 
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INS YEAR, IT WOULD BE AVAILABLE THERE IF IT'S 


AVAILABLE THERE IF 1T°S AVAILAGLE, SURE. 


© SANS o0€s stearecy ofa wire sucw twincs as 
POSSIBLE WALK OUT. 


WN SERNIE, | AM MOT GOING TO GO INTO any 


DETAILS ABOUT THIS. THANK YOU. HAIG 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





February 17, 1982 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE PRESIDENT’S MEETING 
WITH PRIME MINISTER MARTENS 
OF BELGIUM 


The Briefing Room 
1:32 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Here at the White 
House, the Prime Minister and the President had a short private 
meeting in the Oval Office, took about 30 minutes. And then they -- 


Q One-on-one? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was a small group. 
They then joinec a larger party in the State Dining Room for a 
working lunch. 


As you know, the Prime Minister is going on to other 
meetings. Right now he's meeting with Secretary Haig at Blair House. 
Then this evening, he's hosting a dinner at the Belgian Ambassador, 
Ambassador Shoumaker's, at which the Vice President will be our -- 
will be the honored guest for the United States. 


He then returns to Belgium. Foreign Minister Tindemans 
Stays on for another three or four days of consultations with other 
government officials and talks with international and private organi- 
zations here in the United States. 


The Prime Minister was visiting in his dual capacity as 
the head of the Belgian government and also as the President of the 
European Community Council, a job which he holds for six months, 
from January to June of this year. So he was wearing two hats in 
his visit. 


This is the second visit of one of the smaller NATO 
countries, as you know. Prime Minister Von Agt visited last spring. 
And the insights from the smaller NATO countries are extremely 
valuable to us. They have a good view on the alliance on both sides 
of the Atlantic. And we learn a great deal from their observations 
which are some of the things we can't always hear from the larger 
NATO allies. 


The discussions at both meetings covered the full range 
of the political, the security and the economic issues that both, our 
two countries and the European community and the United States have 
in common. 


You heard the Prime Minister characterize them when he 
left. And that's accurate from my observations. 


The President expressed his appreciation to the Prime 
Minister and to Foreign Minister Tindemans for the work they had 
been ‘doing within the European community. 


They took the lead in, for example, the recent CSCE 
meetings in Madrid, in which the coordinated European and U.S. policy 
was extremely effective in keeping Poland on the agenda. 


As you know the Belgians are watching over our interests 
in Libya, which is a direct help to us there. And they've done 
a fine job on that. 


On the question of INF, which is of great concern on a 
bilateral and NATO basis, you heard the President characterize the 
outcome of their discussions, which are that both sides fully 
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support both tracks of the decision and are marching on with it. 
The President emphasized the importance of the modernization 


track of which NATO if a part to ensure that we have results at Geneva, 
to keep the pressure on the Soviets there. 


MORE 
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Concerning the economic and financial issues which 
received recent press play, the prize minister did not come with a 
mandate to negotiate on behalf of t!:e European Community with the 
United States over our interest rates or exchange rates between the 
European Community and the Unitei States. He came with an idea of 
giving the European view on the actions that we are taking in the 
United States, telling us what some of the effects of our policies 
were as seen from their side; and then a very strong emphasis on 
the importance of cooperating and coming up with joint mechanisms 
to minimize adverse impacts on other countries as we both struggle 
with the same problems of unemployment, high inflation, and high 
interest rates. 


The President replied in an equally cooperative spirit. 
The phrase I recall him using was that he's always believed in talking 
to. people rather than about them. This is in the context of the 
reports that we all read in the press on our respective sides of the 
Atlantic about what ministers in various countries are -- 


Q Is that a guote? “Always believed -- " 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said that, yes. 
Q Give me that quote again please, sir. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That quote is the best 
that I can remember it, he said that he's always believed in talking 
to people rather than about them. 


Q And what was the thing about the press? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I said that part 
of the context of this quote was a discussion that the rancor seen 
in editorial and pages on both sides of the Atlantic in which it 
seems that officials on both sides are talking to their own press 
about what the countries on the other side of the Atlantic are doing. 


So, the spirit on both sides is extemely cooperative 
and determined to address these problems together. Just sitting on 
the side of these meetings and watching them go on, there was a 
great jeal of common ground found between the President and the 
prime minister. It was an extremely upbeat, good kind of meeting. 
There was no frost in the air, no recriminations -- an idea that we 
are both industrial democracies facing problems. Let's face them 
together. Let's work so that we don't hurt each other in the process. 
And that the -- I think the characterization that the prime minister 
gave when he was leaving on the South Portico was quite accurate. 


Q In this business about not hurting each other in 
the process, was that a quote or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that was not a 
quote. That's just my idea of what they were getting at. 


Q What did the President say on economic policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On what aspect of 
economic policy? 


Q High interest rates. 
Q I mean high interest rates, unemployment. 


Q The recession. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were no specific 
proposals either on the Belgian side or our side in the meetings 
that I -- in the meetings that the presidentsheld -- you do this, 
we'll do this. It was a general commitment to work on the problems 
together in order to coordinate policies and to make use of existing 
structures tO minimize the impacts on both sides. 
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Q Did he ask for more time perhaps until the Reagan 
program works or something like that -- give us more time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussion of 
each sides domestic problems was more in terms of -- and there was 
guite a long discussion, for example, on the special powers that the 
Belgian government has as received from their parliament and the 
tough economic measures that they are going to take during this 
coming week. 


The thrust of the discussion was more -- we recognize 
that our country has these problems due to past years of mismanagement. 
We're finally taking the difficult problems -- to deal with them. 

We have run into enormous institutional resistance. There was a 
comparison, for example, of the role of the trade unions in Belgium 
and in the United States. The President said that Vice President 
Bush had just been down talking with trade leaders in Florida. 

Prime Minister Martenssaid that he was having to deal with his own 
trade unions and taking the tough measures that he was trying to. 
The two presidents were both sort of comparing notes on their 
approaches to tough internal measures rather than a discussion of, 
“Well, I'm doing this. It will have this effect on you,” and so on. 


Q Did they discuss the fact that they don't see 
eye-to-eye on the cause of the high interest rates and the effect 
that they're having? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did they discuss 
the fact that they don't see eye-to-eye on the cause -- 


Q And the effect that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that that 
was either an unstated assumption and they certainly didn't discuss 
it. 

Q Do you think they see eye-to-eye on the fact that 
interest rates are making problems worse for the Europeans? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd say what they saw 
eye to eye on was that each side is dealing with its problems 
domestically -- that there are some inter-effects of them. I 
recall them talking about the fact that the depressions and 
recessions are globul these days, calling for a necessity to work 
together, but it wasn't an assignment of blame for themselves -- 
on both sides. 


Q Was there reference in the discussions, particularly 
from the Prime Minister's side, about earlier U.S. predictions that 
interest rates were going to turn down by the end of last year which 
I think were made at the Ottowa Summit and was there any specific 
discussion, for instance, of the projected deficits that are in the 
-- that are in the American -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was not a 
discussion of the specific American budget deficits and there wasn't 


“a very extended discussion on whether a prediction at a certain point 


last year is or is not coming through this year. It was more taking 
it from the position now and the measures that both countries are 


taking to deal with them. 


Q Did the President make any new assessments of what 
the outlook might be on interest rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He wasn't asked for and 
didn't give a new specific outlook on interest rates. 


Q Whether it was extended or not -- 
Q Did the Prime Minister do what he said he would do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want me to continue 
with the same person or just take my pick or what? 


Q Did the Prime Minister complain about the interest 
rates or make any request regarding our policy on the dollar? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not make a 
specific request -- United States do this -- he relayed the instructions 
that had come out of the ECON Prime Minister's meeting on last Monday, 
which asked him to register the concern about the effect on the dollar- 
snake exchange rates and the high interest rates of American policy. 
He registered that, which he was required to in his capacity and then 
possible measures to -- 


Q What was the President's reply to that? 
Q I'll explain the snake to you later. 
Q What was the President's reply to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's reply 
was a sort of forthcoming recognition of the problem, for one, 
coupled with an agreement to consult on the sorts of things which 
could minimize the adverse effects, and instructions to his subordinates 
to look at what those sorts of measures are and might‘be in the future. 


Q What are some of those measures? 
Q Didn't he already -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have time for about 
two more questions because they've got to move over to -- could 
you excuse me for a second? 


Q Well, who's short on time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Listen to me for a second 
if you would, please. These gentlemen have to move on to Blair House 
to continue on with some of these meetings. They have taken time to 
come over and give you an idea of what was going on and are trying to 
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answer some of your questions. They have time for about two more 
questions and then they do have to go. Okay? 


Q Okay. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, I appreciate your 
cooperation. 
Q What are the -- 
Q Quiet please. Did the Prime Minister say that 


high interest rates in the United States were causing the problem 
in Europe? 


Q Yes? Time's up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not say it in 
those words, but he said that the effect of American high interest 
rates was something that was making it more difficult for Europe 
to deal with its own economic problems. 


Q In what way? 
Q What was said that -- 
Q In what way? In what way was it made -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The characterization was 
not carried more than what I just told you. 


Q What was said about El Salvador? What do you have 
to say about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Long discussion on 
El Salvador at the meeting. Both Prime Minister Martens and Foreign 
Minister Tindemans are part of the same Christian Democrat organization 
which President Duarte of El Salvador is a member of. They know him 
personally and they believe that his government is making -- that his 
government's approach to elections and to trying to solve the problem 
is on the right track, agree with the United States that that's the -- 
that's what we should support, and explained to the President the 
European outlook on El Salvador as seen both from different parts of 
the political spectrum in Europe and particularly from the Belgian 
perspective. They mentioned particularly, for example, that Belgian 
priest-missionaries in Central America -- in El Salvador, in Guatemala, 
in other places -- are first hand observors who have an enormous effect 
on Belgian public opinion and they explained how that works. 


Q The Polish debt -- the Polish debt -- 


Q Are they going to send people -- excuse me. 
Are they going to send some people to El Salvador during the elections -=- 
to supervise the elections? Are they going to send people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have not heard of a 
final decision on that. As you know, we are trying for the maximum 
observation. The elections in El Salvador and the importance of 
international observors were discussed. 

Q They are sending observors? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. That was discussed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lesley's will be the last 
question. 


Q What was the discussion on the Polish debt? Did he 
urge us to continue to pay off and -- 


Q We're going to cut them off. 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION: No, there wasn't a specific 


discussion on what we should do about the Polish debt or what they 
should do. 


-- Poland. 


Can you give Reagan's response to--- 


We'd like to know what Reagan responded to -- 





on 0 OO 0O 


Yes, you haven't really explained Reagan's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't want to talk 
about what? 


Q The President's response to the complaint that 
was registered on behalf of the European Community. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said, "I understand 
your complaint. Here's what we are trying to do. We think it will 
work in this country. We think that the measures taken by the 
European will -- are addressing their problems, and that the outlook 


for the Western economy as a whole is good. We will get over the 
short term problems." 


Q You said he told his subordinates to look at measures 
to -- consultation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he turned to the 
other advisors in the room and said, "If we need to look at things 


that are not being done as far as talking with the Europeans collectively 
about macroeconomic issues and -- 


Q He said “macroeconomic"? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he said, "macro- 


economic". Do you agree? (Laughter.) Then do the work necessary 
to look at those things. 
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Q But he didn't say, specifically, what -- how, what 
measures, what steps? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he wanted his experts 
to get to work on it. 


Q What about Zaire? Nothing on Zaire? 


Q Thank you for your time. We appreciate that and 
you've been very forthcoming. (Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:48 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I apologize for 
being late and to keep you waiting, but I was in a meeting a 
few minutes ago with Secretary Haig and Foreign Minister 
Colombo, and it went on a little bit longer than I 
anticipated. 


Let me just open by saying that we are very, very 
pleased with the visit of Prime Minister Martens and Foreign 
Minister Tindemans, both acting in their capacity as Belgian 
leaders and also in their current roles as leaders of the 
Presidency of the Community. 


The talks were extremely wide-ranging, I would 
Say global in nature, as befits the roles of our visitors. 
I think we had largely convergent views on matters that 
affect our common interests in the alliance and in the rela- 
tions between us and the European community. 


I assume that you all are familiar with the sche- 
dule. If you're not, I could quickly mention it. Are you 
familiar with -- 
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Q With what already happened. 


A Yes. With who they saw and so forth. I 
just might mention more specifically, if you'd like, some of 
the subjects that were discussed. 


They talked about U.S.-European Community con- 
Sultations. They talked about the American economic 
program, as you might expect. They talked about political 
relations between the Community and the United States. They 
talked about some areas outside of Europe such as El 
Salvador and Poland. There was some discussion of the 
Middle East and an alliance consideration of the Polish 
Situation. 


Q Africa, too? 


A Yes. There was some discussion of Africa. 
The big discussions that took place in Blair House following 
@ the meetings with our President, Secretary Haig had with him 
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several of the Assistant Secretaries responsible for 
geographic areas other than Europe, such as Latin America, 
Africa, Middle East, and so they were available for those 
discussions. 


I think I just might say that on the consultative 
process, we've been extremely gratified by the strong 
leadership that the Belgians have provided in this process. 
It's worked very well. We've been able to make our views 
known in advance of Community discussions. We feel that 
the Belgian President has faithfully conveyed our views to 
the other members of the Community, and we've had very good 
feedback as well from those discussions which is in accor- 
dance with the long-standing agreement that we've had with 
the European Conmunity, the old Gymnick Formula that was 
devised in the early period when the political consultation 
process was first set up. This has worked extremely well 
under the Belgian Presidency. 


I'd be very happy to try to respond to some of 
your questions. : 


Q You said "convergence of view,” and, as a 
matter of fact, the Ministers also are very optimistic and 
upbeat after the meeting. But was the example you are 
giving us are example of complaints that the European has 
presented to you many times, for instance, consultations. 
You usually say there is not enough or not enough in 
advance. Economic program is hurting Europe. That 
kind of thing -- the political relation -- is maybe in 
jeopardy. 


So all the examples that you are giving us are 
more divergence of view. Did you agree on disagreeing on 
certain things, or why suddenly that convergence of view 
while all of these things seem to be -- 


A Because I think in general terms if you talk 
about problems before the alliance -- if you take Poland, for 
example, on Poland we've had several meetings in NATO. As 
I'm sure you're aware, we had a special meeting on January 
ll with ministers present, and we then had two more meetings 
with officials from capitals on the 23rd of January and 
again on the 3rd of February. 


There's total agreement on the Western objectives 
in Poland and on the necessity for enacting and maintaining 
certain measures directed towards the Polish Government and 
directed also towards the Soviet authorities who are ulti- 
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mately responsible for the crackdown in Poland; that it is 
important to maintain this pressure, if necessary increase 
it, sO as to have the coercive effect of reversing the pro- 
cess of repression that is taking place in Poland today as 
well as to have a deterrent effect for the future to remin:= 
the Soviets and the Poles that there could be more severe 
measures taken if there isn't progress made with respect to 
the repression of the Polish people. 


This is obviously a central subject and one on 
which there is wide agreement, not only between the Belgians 
and the Americans, but also within NATO as a whole. 


I think also there's wide agreement on the causes 
of economic problems that afflict the transatlantic area 
today, and with respect also to -- take the Middle East, for 
example. I think there is a view there that is very impor- 
tant to continue the current process that is underway, 
namely, the final return of Sinai to Egypt. There's cer- 
tainly support for that. 


We have also been very gratified to have the sup- 
port of several European countries who will be participating 
in the Sinai peacekeeping operation. There's strong con- 
vergence on Afghanistan and the importance of using 
Afghanistan Day on March 21 to have widespread participation 
throughout the Atlantic Community to remind the world that 
the invasion and occupation of Afghanistan continues, and 
that the Soviets are still there. 


Q Aside from the visit the beginning of the 
afternoon, President Reagan said that we should continue 
where Camp David left off. We understand that was after 


Camp David. Can you elaborate on that? That's a little bit 
strange. 


A When did the President say that? 


e _ Q .. At, the press conference. this afternpon.. - 
A I unfortunately did not get to hear it 


because I was doing something else, and I would not wish to 
characterize what the President said. 


Q It was a strange word. 
A Do you have anything on that? 


A No. 
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Q There seems to be a kind of difference of 
Opinion about El Salvador. What has been said in the 
meeting about El Salvador? We just heard last night Prime 
Minister Tindemans saying he did not go as far as mighit have 
been said by some American spokesmen; that he just supported 
the American position about El Salvador as a whole without 
any objections. 


A My understanding is that there was a shared 
view with respect to El Salvador of the importance of econo- 
mic and political reform in the country, and the importance 
of having elections; and through the electoral process to be 
able to establish a democratic regime in the country. 


On that I don't think there was any disagreement. 
But I don't know what either the Prime Minister or the 
Foreign Minister may have said to the Belgian press corps. 


I have the impression that on those points that I 
have just mentioned, that there was agreement. 


Q Would you go as far as saying that the 
Belgian Minister was supporting the American policy, the 
(inaudible) that the Americans are doing over there? 

A Since we are solidly behind the forthcoming 
elections, and since there seems to be agreement that it was 
important to have elections in El Salvador, certainly on 
that point I think there was agreement. 

We may have a little -- 
You're exchanging glances. 
Right. We are having a kind of a semantic -- 


Let me in on your secrets. 


Right. 


r Oo FF ODO FY DO 


What was said that may indicate -- 


Q You better read it. We had this briefing at 
the White House yesterday, and if you read this little 


passage, you see that it doesn't square exactly with what 
the Minister thinks he has said. 


(Belgian press corps member handed document to the 
Senior Administration Official who read it.) 
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-A You have pointed me to this paragraph of a 
senior administration official talking about the same 
Christian democratic background of Belgian leaders and also 
of Duarte and that there's support for him; and that they 
believe that his government is on the right track. 


And then they went on to say and they explained 


to the President the European outlook on Salvador. I'm sure 
that -- 


Q That converges with the discussion when you 


were there, when Mr. Haig and the others were there also at 
Blair House. 


A I'm trying to ask you what difference you see 
between this and my more general statement. 


Q Not between this and yours. Yours are con- 
firming this actually, and the Ministers do not agree 


exactly that they said that. That's where we have a little 
problem. 


A I didn't hear all of the discussions, and I'm 
certainly not gcing to take any disagreement with either 
your Prime Minister or Foreign Minister because I wouldn't 
try to characterize what they said. I think that properly 
should be said by them directly to you. 


I've just tried to give you a general charac- 
terization of the discussion of El Salvador in general. 


Q Our problem with this was that if that was 
exactly said as it is on the paper there, and what you said 


actually which is also this approval and agreement of the 
same kind of purpose. 


A Yes. An agreement on economic and political 
reform and support for the electoral process. 


Q That's all right, but it goes a little 
farther then by saying supporting the government of Duarte 
and support of the American Government in what it is doing. 
That would be a changeof policy for Belgium. That's why we 
want to try to get the semantics quite right because it 
might be important. 


A I don't want to go beyond my general charac- 


terization on this. 
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Q On the economic program, did you promise 
anything to the Belgian Ministers? 


A No. Took, there are no easy solutions to the 
problems that we all know afflict our Community, and by “our 


Community” I mean the European-American trading, monetary 
community. 


We know about the problems that the very high 
interest rates are causing because they're a problem for us 
as well, and I think that the President exhibited deep 


understanding and sympathy for the plight of certain sectors 
of the West European economy. 


There aren't any facile promises to be made, and 
this is something that we have got to continue to talk 
about, to consult about, to compare notes on. Obviously, 
this is going to be a major subject in the economic meetings 
that are coming up in the next month between us and the 
Community, at the OECD, the economic summit at Versailles. 


These will give us, obviously, some goals to work 
against to try to improve our commonweal, but there 
obviously weren't any promises made because there are no 
easy sOlutions. This is a very difficult period that we're 
going to have to work through. 


The important thing is that we remain sensitive to 
each other's problem, we talk about them so as to manage any 
political spillover that could result from misunderstandings 
about economic problems which afflict all of our societies 
in terms of high interest rates, high unemployment. My God, 
we have it in the United States as well. 


In the OECD area as a whole we are facing some 
very serious problems. I think that in the coming year, 
the projection is for something like 26 million unemployed, 
I think, if my figure's right. 


A That's right. 


A 10 million in North America and 16 million in 
the rest of the OECD area. 


Q One of the reasons I was asking about 
promises is that sometime ago, last summer actually, the 
perspective was that high interest rates would go down by 


the end of the year. Actually Europeans were hoping for the 
end of the fall. 
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Now we are at the beginning of the year. Did you 
set any time frame where you expect it to go down, where you 


expect to have a recovery? We talked a lot about June in 
this country. 


A Do you mean just now? 
Q Yes. 
A As you know, economic projections are not an 


exact science, and we've been unfortunately disappointed in 
the past because when they had the economic summit at 
Ottawa, we had hoped at that time that our interest rates 
would go down and they did go down quite a bit. 


Unfortunately, just in the last couple of weeks 
they've taken a turn up again. Our hope is that this will 
not remain a trend, and that in the next couple of months or 
so that they will turn down again. 


It's very hard to make exact predictions in 
this area, but we all obviously want them to go down because 


they are impeding economic recovery in the United States as 
well as in Europe. 


Q Sir, it is not the first time that you have 
been complaining about the high interest rates in the United 
States. Up to now most of the time the answer was, Okay, we 
can do nothing about it. First manage your own business in 
Europe, better cooperation on monetary field, and my 
impression is that this time was the first time the 
President made a clear answer, “Okay, we are very concerned 
about this, so let's work on it together." 


Might the President or the Administration, using 
the European pressure, backing up the Administration -- for 
instance, for the discussion of this matter in the govern- 
ment in the Administration here? For instance, with the 
Federal bank, that the European pressure backing up the 
President in his Giecuse Lene on the Federal bank about the 
monetary question. 


A If I understand your question, you are asking 
whether the pressure from European governments will have an 


effect on the President in his discussions with the Federal 
Reserve? 


-- MORE -- 

















Q He uses the leverage, actually. 


A We do have a different jurisdictional 
Situation than you have in most countries in Europe. I mean 
the European central banks are much more subvervient to the 
authority of governments, while the Federal Reserve is 
independent and does act independently. 


I don't think that just the fact of this visit 
changes the perspective of the President. He is well aware, 
has been. After all, we have been having a number of 
visits, both in Europe and here, and recently we had several 
members of the European Commission who were here -- just 
this last week, I believe. I'm losing track of the dates, 
but it was the 8th and 9th, wasn't it? 


A Yes. 


A  . So we're very sensitive to the problems. I 
know the Presient is. But we do have a different situation 
with respect to the respective jurisdictions between our 
central bank -- our Federal Reserve System -=- and our 
Government. So I don't think that changes that rela- 
tionship. But, as I said earlier, I think it is very impor- 
tant that we stay in close touch with each other so that 
we're able to monitor continuously the economic indicators 
in Europe and in the United States so we know what's 
happening. 
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A Another positive dimension is that we have 
this difficult period with high interest rates. We have some 
Success stories. I think it's important and the President 
believes very strongly that his program is working; and he 
looked particularly to inflation rates which have gone down 
Significantly in this country and, indeed, are going down 
Significantly throughout much of the OECD area. 





There's a tendency for all of us to look at justd 
the problems. It's important to look at that sign of suc- 
cess so that the program is on track and it's working. 


A Also on the unemployment figures, although 
Our unemployment figures are very high here in the United 
States, I believe that in the last year there has been 
actually an increase in new employment. 


A The number of people actually employed is up. 


helpful indicator for the future -- looking out, hopefully, 


beyond this hump we're now facing and looking cut six months 
or so. 


@ A So that is not a major thing, but it's a 
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Q You mentioned the political role was 
discussed also between the Community and the U.S. 


A Yes. 


Q What was new in there? Was there a defini- 
tion of part should one or the other play especially in it? 


A No. I wouldn't say that there was any particular 
new mechanism, no. As I said earlier, we're very pleased 
with the way the political discussions have been conducted 
under the Belgian presidency. We've been well informed. 
We've had an opportunity to make our input, to make our 
views known before the Community meets at various levels and 
in different configurations in accordance with the 
longstanding Gymnich Formula. 


The Belgians have conducted it in a very 
methodical fair way. 


Q But does it represent Europe as a whole? For 
instance, France has often taken the position that actually 
it would be better for them sometimes to have -- it was, for 
instance, when Giscard d'Estaing went to see Mr. Brezhnev 
without consulting too much with the allies and all of that. 
And Giscard said, "Well, it's better to have sometime 
another policy so we can try different options and be at the 
end toward the same but to try different tactics." And it's 
often said that if Europeans and the U.S. agree on the 
goals they differ on the tactics. 


Was there any condition about that? Was there any 
point made about that? 


A I don't think any particular point -- cer- 
tainly not with respect to France that I'm aware of. 

fe) That was an example, I mean. 

A Yes. I don't think so, no. 

Q Some people leaving Europe believe that the 


situation in Poland is not a shame when you compare the 
Situation in Poland with El Salvador. Mr. Tindemans doesn't 
believe that, doesn't agree with that. Is that, too, the 
opinion of the American Government? 


A That you can't compare Poland with Salvador? 


Q And why? 
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A I would hope not. 
q Q Yes. 
A Sometimes I get the impression that veople in 
Europe think that Salvador is in Central Europe and Poland 
is someplace else. 


No. I mean we don't really see that. It's a very 
Strange analagy. 


Q Why? Can you explain that? 


A I'd like to hear from you why you see there's 
a conparison to be made between Salvador and Poland. 





Q Then we say the Soviet Union has done a lot 
of things to make possible the situation -- actually, in 
Poland -- and w can also see that the United States inter- 
vened and discussed about intervention in El Salvador. El 
Salvador is an independent country. 


A Yes. We recognize that independence. We 
have a few advisers in there at the invitation of Mr. 
Duarte, who is a Christian Democrat; and a person who believes 
in democratic principles and who is assailed from the left 
and the right must not forget that. This man, who's 
struggling to keep that country together, is assailed by 
totalitarian forces on both sides, particularly on the left, 
because of Cuban and Soviet assistance to the guerrilla 
force. But he also has a wary eye to some of the military 
on the right. And this man is trying in the center to cause 
a coalescence of democratic and moderate forces around the 
center to be able to keep that country together long enogh 
so that they can have a democratic election, and the United 
States is there at the invitation of his government. 
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I'd like to remind you that what is most important 
from our point of view is to get at the root causes of the 
problems in that country, which are economic and social, and 
that we have supplied three times the amount of economic 


said that we have security assistance to help that 
government. 


And I think that the analogy with Poland =-- let me 
be very frank -- I think it's nonsense. In Poland you have 
a situation where for the first time in the history of 
Eastern Europe there was a groundswell of worker rebellion 
against a totalitarian system where they moved courageously 
to establish the right to strike, freedom of expression, and 
they were doing it. Incredibly, in an Eastern European 
country they succeeded through collective bargaining -- 
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Q Your right to strike -- 


A -- with a regime to win these rights for 
their movement, for a worker's movement, and then to have 
it crushed at the instigation of the Soviets. I find, 
frankly, the comparison insulting. 


A But there was no guerrilla war in Poland. 
There was no violence. There's no civil war. There 


weren't any such threats which would have justified martial 
law. 


On the other hand, that is going on from the left 
and right in El Salvador, but there will be free elections in 
Fl Salvador. God would wish that we could have such a thing 
in Poland and that the Polish people would express them- 
selves. There are just tremendous differences. 


Q I'm not informed about El Salvador, but can't 
people strike there? And the trades unions, or the possibi- 
lities there of the trades unions, never did exist. 


on I can't answer that because I don't know 
enough about Salvador. But I think that the most important 
thing at this point is to keep that country together -- to 
keep the democratic center, that has a chance of giving a 


future to those people, healthy, viable until it can get 
through this electoral process. 
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And at the same time, with the security assistance 
that they're getting, if they can establish an environment 
of stability within which democracy can flower, I'm certain 
that trade union freedoms will accompany that process. 








A I wonder if I can speak to that point. We've 
done some work on El Salvador. There isn't freedom for 
workers there. So there's no distinction between that 
country and Poland. There's an active land reform program, 
to which we are committed, getting at the roots -- as the 
speaker was underscoring -- of the economic and social and 
political problems in the country; and there is an 


overwhelming distinction between the leadership in that 
country and Poland. 


In the case of Duarte, you have someone who three 
times was elected as Mayor of the capital city -- San 
Salvador -- two times was elected by all the country people 
as the President of the country in 1972 and in 1977 and in 
each case was ousted by the junta -- was denied the possibi- 
lity of assuming the office. But you have in Duarte someone 
who has earned on a number of occasions his strong popular 
support of the people of El Salvador. 





lee 
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That stands in marked contrast to what is the 
Situation or the condition in Poland. 


A And what you have is an armed insurrection 
against a pluralistic society in El Salvador. The people 
who are in insurrection against it I think would dismantle 
pluralism very quickly and move toward totalitarianism. And 
if you think that's an academic, look at what's happening in 
Nicaragua today. Every day Nicaragua will be dismantling 
what's left of a pluralistic society, moving very quickly 
toward totalitarianism. 


And I heard just today from some experts on Latin 
America that if things were to go that way in El Salvador, 
given differences within those countries -- I don't know the 
details there -- it would be much quicker, much sharper, 
even than what's happening in Nicaragua. 


So there are real dangers. 


Q The problem of the Soviet gas -- as you know, 
Belgium is now trying to negotiate an agreement with Moscow. 
After Paris, as you know, Mr. Haig was very disappointed 
after this agreement between Paris and Moscow. What are you 
trying to say to Belgium? 


A We're not trying to say anything in par- 
ticular to Belgium, but we have said to all the allies for a 
long time -- in fact, we have been talking about the Yamal 
gas pipeline since before the inauguration of President 
Reagan. This goes this goes back since before the 
inauguration of President Reagan, and this goes back 
to the end of the Carter Administration. We have 
long been concerned about the vulnerability that 
Western European allies would subject themselves to 
by relying so heavily on Soviet gas supplies. 


We have pointed this out; we've shared our con- 
cerns. We've had conversations over many months about 
alternate energy supplies, about providing for a safety 
net -- providing for a search capacity from Western sources 
that would reduce that vulnerability, reduce that dependence 
-- and we continue to be extremely concerned about this. 


So I would say that in this general discussion 
which we have had, both bilaterally and in multilateral con- 


versations with allies, that our concerns remain. They are 
the same today. 
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But I don't have the impression that in the 
discussions that took place here in Washington that there 
was anything specific with regard to Belgium on this score. 
I think that the discussions were more general and continued 
to ccnvey our concern about the vulnerability of Western 


Europe as a result of this pipeline, gas supply to the 
Soviet Union. 


Q Following up on that, if it goes on like that 
would you go as far as preventing an American subsidiary in 
Europe to provide whatever may be helpful to the pipeline or 


to delay at least making another pipeline? Have you made a 
decision on that? 


A No. No decisions have been made on that. 
There are a lot of different points of view on this subject. 

Q Here. 

A I mean our Government, in the American 


Government. And with regard to European subsidiaries of 
American companies, no particular decision has been made. 


But what we have tried recently, in talking about 
the measures that can make a difference with respect to 
putting serious pressure on the Soviets: We have been 
talking more recently about the question of future official 
export credits. And this is an area that we have begun to 
explore with our allies and we are discussing it. It seems 
a fruitful area to pursue. 


We've noticed, for example, that the Soviets have 
difficulty in financing their own development. I mean, for 
example, they've been cashing in a lot of gold recently to 
come up with foreign exchange. And it seems an anomaly, to say 
the least, that at a time when they are responsible for the 
continued crackdown in Poland, when they're building up a 
tremendous military machine in the Soviet Union, that we 
help them finance their own development at very favorable 
interest rates; and we think that this is an area that deserves 
careful study, and perhaps some action. 


A Shall we take one more question? 


Q So I understand, sir -- amI right -- that you 
are supporting the proposition of the European countries to 
raise the interest rates with actual credits. There's a 
proposition in the European area that there will be -- 


A In the OECD it will be to raise the Soviet 
Union from Category II to Category I? Very definitely. 
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Q And do you think that it is not as easy for 
European countries to take economic measures against Poland 
as, for instance, it is for the United States? 


A Actually, I think that the Europeans have 
taken some very strong measures against Poland. There has 
been general agreement, for example, not to give them any 
more credits for the time being. And even with respect to 
food sales to the government, they have suspended credit and 
are looking for ways to transform some of that into humani- 
tarian shipments of food and other essential commodities. 


No. I think that vis-a-vis Poland the Europeans 
have taken some strong measures and they are obviously 
having an effect. 


A Thank you very much. 
Q Thank you. 


(The background briefing concluded at 5:16 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE fe 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
a NE Se aN ea 


SATURDAY, PEBRUARY 27, 1982 


MR. TAYLOR: Good afternoon. 

The briefing this afternoon will deal with the 
Fiscal Year 1983 Security Assistance Programs. 

After some introductory remarks, the briefer 
will take your questions and all question should be confined 
to the Security Assistance Programs, and the entire briefing 
is ON BACKGROUND. 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: I will be glad to take your ques- 
tions. Whether I will answer them or not is something else. 

Anyway, I appreciate this chance to brief you on 
the foreign assistance budget that we will be submitting to 
the Congress next week. And to rescue me from very tough and 
technical questions, I have two authorities there in the 
corner. 

By way of preliminaries, I would like to state that 


the figures that we have requested, or will be requesting of 


‘the Congress, reflect a new budgetary process that we have 


put into effect this year, one that attempts to get better 


integration and better focus on the programs for which we are 
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responsible. Essential to the process has been the definition 
of a limited number of key security and economic foreign 
policy objectives. Then we have used those objectives as a 
test against which to measure specific proposals. 

In other words, what we have is not a collection of 
individual country requests in individual accounts, but rather 
requests in which we have carefully balanced political, econ- 
omic, and security imperatives in the particular countries 
and areas in which we have been concentrating. 

The briefing today is focused on security assistance 
versus development assistance because the two-year authoriza- 
tion bill which was adopted last December by the Congress -— 
that was the Foreign Assistance Bill — covered Piscal Years 
"82 and ‘83, and whereas generally speaking the levels for 
°83 in the area of development assistance were satisfactory, 
we will need to ask for more in security assistance. 

This was anticipated in the Committee report, which 
specifically noted that the Congress had gone forward into 
*83 without having had the benefit of the Administration's 


input, and the Committee report also anticipated that we 


would be coming in with further requests. 


This, of course, we have had to do because the 


globe simply doesn't stand still, and we have wet continuing 
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and increasing pressures in critical areas of the world 
which require us to maintain and, in some instances, to 
increase our efforts to enable key friends and allies to 
adequately defend themselves and to maintain viable economies. 

Yor example, we still have a tinderbox in the Middle 
East. The peace process is going forward. We still have our 
problcms and concerns in the Persian Gulf, the need for access 
to the Indian Ocean. The Vietnamese are still in Kampuchea, 
better arged than ever, posing direct threats to Thailand 
and Malaysia. And, of course, we are all familiar with what 
is happening in the Caribbean and the kind of potential 
pressums and dangers that have to be addressed in that area 
so close to home. 

So in order to meet these and other needs, we are 
seeking a net increase of $1.67 billion for our Security 4 
Assistance Programs in 1983. This is an increase, of course, 
over that which has already been authorized. 

The net budget increase will amount to $992 million, / 
reflecting the fact that our foreign militar’ sales guarantees 
are off-budget items. 


The increases are all keyed to a limited number of 


specific programs dealing primarily with the Middle East, 
Southwest Asia, North Africa, and the Caribbean Basin, and 
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some attention to Southeast Asia. 
| With these increases, FY '93 authorization requests 
will look as follows: . 

87 percent of the $3.4 billion in FMS guaranteed 
financing requests will go to seven countries: Egypt, Israel, 
Turkey, Greece, Spain, Korea, and Pakistan. 

The economic support funds and the concessicnal 
financing for military sales — of the $3.6 billion we are 
requesting for these programs, 78 percent will go to just six 
countries: Egypt, Israel, Sudan, Pakistan, Turkey, and 
Bl Salvador. 

The question to be asked is, if we fail to secure 
these requested increases, what will be the impact on programs 
that are of critical importance to the United States? 

We see the impact as follows: Yor example, if we 
do not get the requested funds, we would not be able to pro- 
vide sufficient FMS guaranteed financing to initiate the 
Pakistan program, which was discussed with the Cokngress 
last year, to initiate it at the agreed levels, or to pro- 
vide the increases that are required for the Israeli and 


Egyptian military programs, or to provide the necessary support 


to conclude our base negotiations in Spain. 


If we don't get our requests, we would not have the 


concessionality — not be able to offer the concessionality 
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that is absolutely essential to implement a critical mili- 
tary equipment program for Egypt, Sudan, Turkey, Thailand, 
Morocco, Tunisia, and Portugal. ; 

If our economic support fund levels are not in- 
creased, we simply won't be able to follow through with the 
Caribbean Basin initiatives announced the other day by the 
President nor will we be able to provide Turkey with the 
economic support that is particularly critical at this stage 
of their economic recovery. 

In sus, increased sums being requested for Fiscal 
1983 are vitally needed to maintain our ability to provide 
military equipment and training on affordable terms to keep 
countries of strategic importance to the United States, to 
insure that we have continued basing and access rights in 
important areas, and to provide the economic support required 
to assure stability in areas, again of vital importance to 
the United States. 

A failure to go forward, on the other hand, would 
prove a very short-time term economy, because we are, through 
these programs, filling important security gaps around the 
globe which otherwise would have to be planned for through 
the use of our own forces, which in turn would mean a signifi- 
cant increase in defense spending. 





I think that completes my introductory remarks. 
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Q Do you have a breakdown for the individual 
countries? tt | 

A We can’t give you that breakdown at this 
time — something known as “Congressional courtesy.* 

Q When will that be available? 

A Tuesday or Wednesday? 

VOICE: Possibly Tuesday. 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: Possibly Tuesday. 

Q I am just a little confused. Probably the 
others know this, but do you say that this request supplements 
funds already approved? 

A Yor the first time, last December, the Congress 
decided to adopt an Authorization Bill that covered two 
fiscal years instead of just one. They had been focusing on 
1982, and then during those tense final weeks, they decided 
to go for two years, and, in effect, did a lot of straight~- 
lining. This did not give us the opportunity to come in 
with a specific program. 

Q Can you give us some help in terms of how these 


figures compare with amounts already approved, and how the 


total would compare as an increase over the Piscal ‘82 


figures? 
A Yes. Let's see — that is the one sheet I 


don't have. Do you have that? Would you give those figures? 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: 1982 figures for foreign mili- 
tary sales credits direct were $800 million, and ivr ‘83 they ~ 
are $1,789 million. | 

The grant military assistance appropriation figure 
was $176.5 million. The 1983 request is $107.5 million. . 
A difference of $69 million. I might add that includes a 
reimbursement to the Department of Defense of $20 million. 

That is going down. The grant military assistance 
is going down. However, there is an increase in the foreign 
military sales credits. 

On the Foreign Military Sales Guaranteed Progran, 
I believe the figure in '82 was $3,083.5 million, and that / 
figure in FY '83 is $3,928.8 million. 

The Economic Support Pund Program, the 1962 figure 
is $2,564 million, and in FY ‘83 it is $2,886 million. 

Q Does this include the amounts that you are 
now sending up, or you will be sending up next week? 

A That is correct, and were in the President's 
budget that was transmitted several weeks ago. 

The peacekeeping cperations --~-the program in 1982 
was $151 million. This included the appropriations plus some 


additional funds that were transferred into that account to 


finance a peacekeeping operation in Chad. That will decrease 
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in Piscal Year 1983 to $43.5 million, the difference being 


that in 1982 we had the initial start-up costs for the Sinai 
Multilateral National Force and Observers, and the second 
year costs of that are considerably less. 

In the International Military Education and Train- 
ing Program, in 1982, the program was $38.4 million, and in 
1983 it will be $53.7 million. 

Q What about the difference between the ‘83 
that was authorized by the Congress and the ‘83 as you now 
see it? 

A May I just say something in the outset, in terms 
of words of art, we have used, proposed, what are called 
direct credits or concessional credits, concessional terms. 

Last year the Congress decided to try to achieve 
the same objectives by a cocktail of absolute grants, of grants, 
versus the guarantees at standard commercial rates. So please 
don't be confused by some shifts in terminology. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: The difference -—— Congress has 
already authorized for Piscal Year 1983 in guaranteed loans 
$3,269.5 million. The Administration request is $3,928.8 million. 

Q The first one is $3,269 million? 

A That is correct. In direct credits, that is, 


U.S. Government credits, and Congress has already authorized 
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$800 million on which repayment would be forgiven. We are 
requesting -- and Congress provided no direct credits — 
already has authorized no direct credits. They would be 
simply concessional loans. And for 1983, for a combination 
of the two, that is, concessional loans and loans on which 
repayment would be forgiven, the Administration is asking 
for $1,739 million. 

In military assistance grants, Congress has already 
authorized $238.5. Our request for an authorization is 
only $87.5 million. We do not need authorization for the 
full $107.5 million that we are requesting be appropriated 
because of a technical difference in the repayment to the 
Department of Defense for funds drawn down under a specific 
section of law in 1982. 

International Military Education and Training, from 
$42 million to $53.7 million. 


Economic support fund, $2,723.5 million to $2,886 


Peacekeeping operations, the Congress authorized 
$19 million, and we are requesting $43.5 million. 
Q So that comes to the total that Mr. 


talked about of a difference of $1.67 billion between -— that 


is what that adds up that, doesn't it? 
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A The net increase, yes, if our computer is correct. 

Q Six, if you could just clarify this for me 
anata. I am not quite sure I follow you, but what happened 
was that the Congress authorized a certain level of money 
for two years worth of programs. 

A That is right. 

Q And the Administration is suggesting that 
these be increased by — what is it — $1.57 billion? 

A That is right. For °83. 

Q For °83, yes. What exactly is your reasoning 
for needing the additional money? I mean, you said that 
there are a certain number of foreisjn policy objectives that 
this money would go toward. What exactly is the reason for 
needing more money now than Congess authorized? 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: Don't forget we are talking about 
economic as well as military support. The President's speech 
on the Caribbean underscored a whole bunch of reasons for 
increases. 

In preparing the 1983 budget, we keyed in significant 
increases in economic support for the Caribbean Basin, for 


example. This is ignored by straightlining '82 figures. 


Also, we have had discussions with Israel and Esypt 
that require additional financing to maintain or improve 
their military postures. 
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We have the phasing in of a brand-new program in 
Pakistan. 

We have the base negotiations going on with Spain 
teday which would anticipate updating the levels established 
five and a half years ago in various categories of military 
assistance. 

That kind of situation has occurred. In other 
words, the world goes on. 

Q One follow-up question? Is it possible to give 
just a percentage figure for how much of an increase this is, 
just a thumbnail, how much more are you asking over what 
the base is? 

A Well, you have the figures, if you can compute 
them. I have some figures that are not really relevant to 
your question, because it reflects increases over what we had 
requested in '82, or requests of ‘83, in which the overall 
increase would be about 25 percent. But, again, keep in mind 
that much of the increase that we have requested of about 
$860 million is off-budget. 

Q Is it correct, sir, the wire services are re- 
porting that the increases include for the first time since 
funds were cut off some years ago, some kind of security 
assistance for Argentina, Chile and Guatemala? 

A There will be allocations. Whether or not 


those allocations will be utilized will depend on the human 
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12 
rights and other considerations at the time specific requests 


are made. 

Q That is the first time that they were requested 
since then, is that right, the allocations themselves? 

A The allocations for Chile and Argentina are 
new, because legislation enacted last year made it possible 
for the President to certify — or make certain certifications 


as requested by the law dealing with buman rights issues. 


ation in pverivenme se 


ts, 1982" 


In the case of Guatemala, nothing needs to be done. 
But I just want to emphasize that an actual decision by the 
. “\ : 
Administration to make requests will be guided very heavily 


on those considerations. 


Q But is there an allocation for (uatemala in 
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A There is an allocation, but I underscore that 


“allocation” is meaningless except in the context of conditions — 
that would have to be met. 


yer; yg ree —_——~ —? 


The problem is that otherwise you have to wait a 


Pe ee eed 


year or a year and a half in order to respond, unless you 


anticipate possibilittes. 


That is one of the problems of this budget process, 


me ee ar ee nr ee 
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you have to look forward about a year and a half. 


Q Could you explain one other thing? Hr. 
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talked about the $800 million in direct U.S. Government 
credits chat nove been authorized in ‘83 previously for ‘83. 

Are those all of forgiven type loans, or is that 


_ 


forgiven plus concession? 

A Virtually, all. 

Q All forgiven? 

A Yes. 

Q And the new ‘83 figure is up to $1.739. That 
includes a combination of forgiven plus concession. 

A That is right. 

Q A concessional just means better terms, igs 


that it? 


A Yes. It means, for example, 3 percent versus 
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18 percent, which is a considerable gap. Of course, it is 
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variable, but it is an attempt to be able to price equipment 
| within the range of the capacity of a country to acquire. 
Incidentally, I have a slight correction here. 
The percentage increase in our total program over 
the amount already authorized for ‘83 is 23 percent, and 
that includes the guarantees. 
Q = are off-budget. Is it off-budget? 
A “The 23 percent is the total request, of which — 
well, we have $1,067 million, total increase of which about 


$670,000 is guaranteed -—— add three more zeroes to that 


last number. 
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Q This is all security assistance, though, no 
developmental assistance. 7 : - 

A No. We did not cover developmental assis- 
tance because all you need to do is to read what was adopted. 
But, yes, we are going to have some, but totally insignificant 
in numbers. We are going to have some changes that were re- 
quested, some modifications. 

Q So development assistance that was authorized 
by the Congress is basically intact. 

A Basically I think we may be requesting another 
$50 or $60 million. Is that a correct figure? 

VOICE: About $95. 

A About $95 million additional) development 
assistance. 

Q Do these figures include all the money for 


anticipating helping El Salvador with for military purposes 
at this point? 


A Yes. 


Q So the contingency money being asked for 


Guatemala, is it on an IMET in the case of Guatemala? 


A Let me have my memory refreshed? I think 
it is. 


Q It is all IMET? 


A All IMET. ; 
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The same for Argentina and Chile? 


Yes. 


Yes. 


z 


Since you are not going into detail, sir, 
you may not be able to handle this, but I would like to make 
sure I am not confused. 

I have got about $160 million figure here for El 
Salvador, which I thought was purely economic aid,. anc 
economic aid program, with the $61, or whatever it is, 
additional for military assistance for '83. And I had 
assumed that the $160 was only economic aid, but something 
you just said led me to believe that perhaps it was not. 

Can you help me on that, although you are not going 
to get into details. 

A I am afraid I am not going to get country 
specific. It is one of these things that the presentation, 


the first formal public presentation, ought to be made to the 


Congress. And as a good reporter, you are zeroing in on 


that of special interests. 
Q I am afraid I am wrong. 
Q One final question for the record, it looks 


like this 23 percent increase is the largest increase of any 
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on-going program, including DOD. 

How do you justify that in times of economic 
problems here at home? what are you going to say to people 
on the Hill? ,; 

A A couple of things. Number one, that this is 


an increase over what the Congress authorized, which was well 


" ghort of what we requested. So, it doesn't change that 


dramatic world view, if you will. 

umber two, the fact is that in several areas. of 
critical importance to the United States, the worlz-nas- 
gotten more dangerous, and unfortunately we cannot subordinate 
our hbiity to counter those dangers by enabling countries 
of iniportance to us to better cope to achieve stability 
because of the constraints that we face budgetarily at home. 

Thirdly, -— or fpyrtbly- i. have lost count -- ver 
dollar spent, this is very efficient money, because to fail 
to move forward invites far larger problems to develop, ont 
would also require significantly larger defense spending 
over a period. a 

When I talked at the outset about the budget process, 
we have gone over the figures time and again, Consulting all 
the relevant players, seeking as low levels as possible, be- 


cause of our total Consciouness of these constraints in the 





Congress, and therefore, we feel very confident that we 


can justify each of our requests. 


ae 


Thank you, very much. .- 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
The Briefing Roos 


March 9, 1982 





10:01 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This will be President 
Siad‘'s third visit to the United States. Se came here first during 
the Ford Administration when he was president of the OAU. He came 


last year on a private visit during which time he met with Secretary Haig 
and Secretary Weinberger. 


He will arrive today and spend about three days here in 
Washington during which time he will meet with Secretary Haig, 
Secretary Weinberger, Peter McPherson of AID, President Reagan, of course; 


the following day, members of the Congress and head of international 
organizations like the IMF and World Bank. 
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The visit is a good-will visit. There is no specific 
purpose in mind. This visit has been planned for some time. This is 
part of the strengthening of relations between the United States and 
Somalia, a process which has been going on for the past three and a half 
years. The highlight of the strengthening of relations took place 


really in August of 1980 when we signed the access agreement giving the 
United States access to Somali ports and harbors. 


Our interests there are strategic, basically, humanitarian. 
We support the international effort to feed the refugees and provide 
other kinds of care for the refugees. We have very little economic 
interest there, although there are a number of American oil companies 
actively exploring for oil in Somalia. Somalia is a poor country, one 
of the poorest in the world. They depend on exports of live animals -- 
sheep, goats, cattle, and camels -- to the Arabian insula for over 


80 percent of their export earnings. The bulk of remainder of those 
earnings comes from bananas. 
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Our relations are quite good now. When we began to change 

our relationship after the expulsion of the Soviet military advisors in 
November ‘77. There was an impediment to better relations, and that 

ntered around the fact that the Somali Armed Forces remained actively 

mn the Ogaden. However, in time they removed those troops from the 
Ogaden, which permitted us to enter into a military assistance relationship, 
essentially, FMS credits and some grant aid. That amount of that aid is, 
over three fiscal years, $60 million. The money is being used for 
nonlethal items, for defensive equipment -- trucks, for example, radar -- . 
defensive radar equipment, and communications gear and things of that kind. 





Ovr economic assistance program was reinstituted in 1978 
and now amounts to about $15 million annually in development assistance, 
considerably more in humanitarian assistance, mostly PL40 Title Two food 
‘an to the refugees. And I'll stop there for questions. 


Q You mean $60 million was military and $15 million 
economic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. $60 million over ea 
three-year period is what we've dispersed for military assistance. Again, 
largely defensive equipment and nonlethal equipment emtigely. The 
economic assistance program is running $15 millien- & year for 
development assistance, much more for hvmanitariasa etence -- basically 
PL40 Title Two and also Title One. Also nonlethal -- or other non-food 
items for refugee assistance. We also have an economic support fund 
which amounts to $20 million this year. 

MORE 
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Q Do you have a ballpark figure on the amount -- over the 
past three years on the economic assistance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Last year the economic 
assistance -- and, again, the bulk of this was for refugees -- was in 


excess of $90 million. The previous year was less than that, but still 
substantial. 


Somalia is the third largest recipient of U.S. economic 
assistance in Africa. Most of that, again, in the humanitarian side. 


Q It sounds like, to the extent of the conrultations while 
he’s here, it can be more than good will. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will be talking, of 
course, about economic assistance, about military assistance, about the 
situation that exists in the Horn of Africa and beyond the Horn of 
Africa, in the area in general. Somalia, as you may know, faces the 
problem of Cuban forces in Ethiopia. There is an. active guerrilla war 


which is supported by the Libyans, by the Soviets, cross border 
operations into 
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Q In Somalia 


94inst Somalia have 
byan money, in a great Way, responsibli 
The Libyans have 


i has stated Publicly that it 
government to Overthrow the government o Mohamed d 
sons for this is because 
given us @ccess to the faciliti 


Arab countries, slong 
* Which did not break relations with Egypt 
which has maintained 


and 
relations with Egypt all along, Egypt is a very 
important friend to Somalia. 


Q What kind of use are we making of these bases, 
2 facilities there? 


SENIOR ADMIN 


ISTRATION OFFICIAL: As 
little. Berbera, fo 


Of right now, very 
F example, does not 


+ government official, 
make 

the port later this "S about the State of the iness right 
now. In time, there wi)) be mor 


ascility. Wwe have 
S to either Berbera or Mogadishu. 


Q SO are they trying to increase, now, their military 
@8sistance, and economic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: The Somalis would like 
to have more @88istance from us, yes. 


Q How much? 


s 
Put a price tag on it. 


would like to have expanded assistance in 
all fields i¢ they can get it. We 
but there a 


ere very sympathetic to their needs 
re constraints on how much we can do for Somali 
one country. 


® OF any other 


Q Despite the fact that almost half of the refugees 
' ) the world live right in Somalia right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's not true 
any longer. f¢ Was true about a year and a half #gO when the flood 
of refugees Was coming in at #8 much as 2,000 a day. 
in excess of And the largest 
existed in Somalia - There was another 
estimated half a Million or more outside of camps. 


Q They came froa Ethiopia? 


SENIOR ADMISTRATION OPPICIAL: 
io) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One Million plus, yes. 
-ne top figure i hundred, ive hundred 
thousand out of the camps. Nobody could te}) you. Dutting 
Strain on Somalia's very limited resources. The refugee tion 
today is diminished. It's in the neighborhood of siz baniesa 
hundred thousand. Nobod 


to sev 

® still a very 
ugee population. And it's going to demand » cont inued 
effort by the international} community to keep these People clothed and 
fed. And we're hop 


ing to make then more self-sustaining through food 


MORE 
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for work and other projects of this kind as time goes on. We want to 
avoid, everybody wants to avoid the Palestinian kind of situation where 
the refugees stay in camps for years and years and years. 


Q Are you referring to the Somalia National Liberation 


Front as the guerilla group that you are talking about, and how large 
do you estimate their forces? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Somali Democratic 
Salvation Front, as it is generally known (it used to be called the Somali 
Salvation Front), is composed of Somalis who have left the country. 
The nucleus of this was a group of officers who had attempted a coup 
in April of 1978, had failed, left the country, and started a military 
movement outside, based in Ethiopia. The Ethiopians, with Soviet 
backing, provided them with assistance and now Libya is providing them 


with more assistance. We don't know the exact number. But it's estimated 
in the neighborhood of 2,000 or so. 


Q Inside the country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they're in Ethiopia. 


They come in, raid a police station or a small military unit, and then 
fade out again very quickly. 


Q Do you have a figure on the amount of money we're 
spending to improve the airstrip and harbor. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes I do. The FY 82 
funds are in the neighborhood of $25 million. We have allocated a very 
small portion of this for the airstrip, and construction on improving that 
airstrip has begun using a Somali contractor. The bulk of the 25 million 
will go for the port, extending the key there, adding on a key of about 
330 meters, and making other improvements in the port. We ‘re asking the 


Congress for an additional 30 million, in FY 83, to complete the port 
project and to finish the airstrip project. 


Q Is the Ogaden war, is that, the Ogaden is cals 
now? 


—- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Relatively 
yes. There are occasional] dust-ups but if anything, 


border and r4id and then go back. But there's stil) some activity 
in the Ogaden by the Western Somalia Li i i 


to be very active but now is very -- well, almost inactive but 
Still conaucts Occasional raids ®G@ainst Ethiopi 


Speaking, 
the action has 


Q 
Somalia now? There's some Organization Calling 
Community of America has some vretty hard things 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I've Tread the 
literature of these various Organizations and there's some truth 


rights Violations 
in Somalia. The report that's been done by the U.S. government 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ina forma] way, it 
has said that it has no territorial ambitions @gainst any of its 
neighbors. However, the Somalis continue to insist on what they cal) 
“self-determination*« for the veople of the Ogaden and this is 
unacceptable to Ethionia. 


9 How about the Claims -- the original Claims to 
Jibuti in the northern section of Kenya which is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


will to pursue any kind 
of claina @gainst Kenya. They're realists and 


they this would 
harm their relations with the United States, vith Other 

including the Saudis and certainly with Africa. 
Gead issue. But the Kenyans have ea Fesidue o 


the Somalis because of the animosity between the 
sees back 20 or more years. Yes? 


Q Could I follow that? I just wanted to ask you 
if they had @ny vcosition on that Eritrean War? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They don't take an 
active part in this. put their COSition is that the Eritreans 
like other Oppressed veoples in Ethiopia -- this is what they sav, 
should be ®llowed the right of self-determination. So, they suDvort 
that movement, yes. 


Q Have there been any atin, to remove the elauses 
in the constitution Calling for inteqration of all that = Sousii 





ahich do include territories in Kenya? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there was a 
modification of that when the new constitution was promulgated about 


two years ago. 


Q And how was it modified? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can‘t quote you the 
text of it but it softened it considerably. Yes? 


eign 


Q Are we seeking any changes in the access riqchts 
agreement -- any increase in our access rights -- anything like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the access 
agreement as it now stands is wholly satisfactory to us. It meets 
our needs entirely. 


Q Is there a limitation on the size of shipping that 
could go into the vorts there? In other words, could it accommodate an 
aircraft carrier? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It cannot accommodate 
an aircraft carrier. A carrier would have to stand outside in 
both Mogadishu Harbor and Berbera. The inner harbor in Berbera is 
rather small. The outer harbor is big and could take a carrier. But 
what we need to do is to improve the inner harbor to take more shipping 
and perhaps larger shivving. 


Q Was the access agreement primarily for U.8. military 
vessels? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not just vessels but 
for U.S. military purposes -- aircraft, for example, if we want to 
have free flights go in there or if we ever want to stage out of 
there. But the navy has had the orimary interest in making use of 
those facilities some day. Let me emphasize again that we aren't 
really using them much yet and they haven't really been improved 
all that much yet. We've been moving deliberately in achievineo this. 
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Q Will American personnel be stationed there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no blans 
at the moment for this coming year to station any American versonnel 
there. Construction will be done by commercial firms and it could 
be that there will be a need for American engineering, naval or 
armed forces -- engineering versonnel to oversee it, to come in and 
go out. But there's no plan to have any people stationed there in 


the immediate future. 
Q If I can just follow up. Once the construction 
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completed it will require maintenance, I would presume. t 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A maintenance, care- 
taker kind of force, yes. And I can‘t give you any exact numbers 
because I haven't seen them. The original plans have been modi- 
fied and I-can‘'t tell you. But it would not be a large force. 
There‘s no plan to have any large force of Americans stationed 


at any of these facilities. 


Q So all the large carriers couldn't get to the ports 
there, the Mogadishu and Barbera. You said that you are including 
the ports. 





Are you going to be utilizing the facilities in Somalia 


for the continuous use of the rapid deployment forces like for 
instance in Diego Garcia in the Indian Ocean. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don‘t think that 
is a plan for continuous major use. It‘s more for the potential, 
when we might need it, and I think more regular use by ships that 
are in the area, not so much a part of the rapid deployment force, 
but of the elements of the Seventh Fleet that are in the area 
or of the Com Mid-East Force. 


ation in American Foreign 


We did use Berbera for Operation Bright Star, a very 
limited use of the facilitiy, logistics, basically, bringing heavy 
equipment in by air and by sea and having engineers, U.S. engineers, 
@ force of about 300 men, use those for projects that helped the . 
local community. It was simp\y a logistics exercise and so we 
have used it for Bright Sis”. 


Q Yes, but will this situation about increasing the 
access or the use of the facilities in Somalia, do you see anything 
could be construed as maybe concerning and creating some worries 
in the Gulf Cooperation Council? Because the Gulf Cooperation 
Council was talking recently, as recently as maybe a couple of | 
weeks ago, about establishing their own rapid deployment forces 
and utilizing the whole area into protecting their own self, you 
know, without the presence of the United States or Soviet fleets 
in the area. So what do you comment, please? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't really say what 
they might say. I can only tell you that there have been no expressions 
of deep concern by the Gulf States over the use of Somalian facilities 


by American forces. 


— A ci. i a 


Q Do you see Somalia as a potential for the forward 
headquarters for the rapid deployment forces being discussed by 
| the Pentagon now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. It might 
be one of those areas which would be under consideration, but I 
don't know if Somalia would provide what they need. 


Q Forgive me if you went over this at an earlier 
point in the briefing, but is it correct that the weapons that 
we have provided to Somalia so far have been defensive, entirely 
defensive in nature and is there any consideration being given 
to changing that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, we haven't 
supplied any weapons. In fact, we haven't supplied anything. We 
have made arrangements to begin the supply of equipment which will 
consist mainly of radar, vehicles, trucks, a team to come out to 
repair their existing radar and some communications gear. That's 
what's we've agreed to. And that's used up most of the $60 million. 


The small amount remaining is being considered for possibly some 
other items. But as it stands now, it's been wholly @efensive and 


non-lethal in nature. 


Q And is there any consideration being given to changing 
that? I mean, might that be an issue in these talks? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any 
serious consideration of changing that basic policy. 


Q Could you give a breakdown of the FY ‘83 requests 
for Somalia in the military, economic and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The administration is 
asking for $30 million for military assistance to Somalia of map 
and FMS. 


We will be going ahead with development assistance at about 
the same level, roughly $15 million or $16 million. Title 2, between 
$16 million and $24 million of Title 2 food for the refugees. 

Title 1 at about $15 million. That's concessional, though. Let's 
see, ESF at $20 million this year, possibly higher next year. I'm 
not certain on that. Those are the major components of the pro- 
jected assistance. 


There is assistance outside of the directly bilateral to 
the UNHCR. There'll be $16.8 million, I believe, to the UNHCR 
effort in Somalia. 


In addition, Congress has 
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passed a special -- provided a special allocation of $30 million for 
refugees in Africa, of which $12 million is earmarked for Somalia. 
Much of this money will go to projects to make the refugees more self- 
sufficient. And we are looking to ideas from the private voluntary 
organizations out there for this. 


Q Are they being absorbed in Somalia, the Ethiopian 
refugees? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not yet. Many of them have 
come in and who have not gone into camps and have moved out into various 
parts of the country, and in a sense they're absorbed. But they are 
putting a great strain on the limited resources the country has. And 
mind you, these are all Somalis,with some exception. I should say 
maybe 30 percent or more are what they call Galla or Oromo people 
who are not Somalis, but they are being accepted by the Somalis anyway. 


I think this is one thing you should remember, is that the 
Somalis, from the very beginning, have accepted this enormous number of 
refugees, knowing that it was going to put strains on their resources. 
They have a very positive attitude about helping the refugees. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Our relations with Somalia are very similar in a way 
to the relations with Sudan and in the situation many parallels have 
been drawn. Yet it would appear the Sudan is going to receive several 
times as much aid over the next few years. Is there any particular 
reason there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a bigger country, 
its needs are greater, and perhaps the perception is that its security 
problems are more immediate. 


Q What's your comment on the request of the FY 1983 that 
was submitted by Alexander Haig -- submitted by Alexander Haig last 
week to the Congress that the amount -- the figure that was requested 
for the -- to be assistance in 1983 is less than the number and the figure 
of 1982, which is substantially -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I‘m not in a position to 
comment. I just got back to town and I'm not aware of that. Does 
anybody else here want to comment on that? Sorry. 


Q How troubled is Siad Barre by Qaddaffi? And in general, 
what does he want to talk to the President and Secretaries of State and 
Defense about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is troubled by Qaddaffi, 
by the very clear pronouncements by Qaddaffi that it is the aim of 
Libya to help overthrow the Siad government. And he's aware that 
Qaddaffi is a very unpredictable individual. He's aware that the Libyans 
are training people in urban terrorism as well as in guerrilla warfare. 
And he's aware that the Libyans have resources that can be put to use. 
Certainly, this will be a part of what he wants to talk to President 
Reagan and Secretaries Haig and Weinberger about. I think he wants 
essentially to see what our response is to his concerns about these 
major security problems, along with the economic problems that face 
Somalia today. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:25 A.M. EST 
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SPECIAL BRIEFING ON LIBYA 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 10, 1982, 1:00 P.M. 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a statement 
I'm going to read. This will be followed by a BACKGROUND 
SESSION conducted by senior State Department officials. The 
Statement is on Libya. 


~ President Reagan, after consultations with Congress 
and discussions with appropriate foreign governments, has 
decided to prohibit imports of Libyan oil into the United 
States and to ban selected exports of U.S.-origin items to 
Libya. 
We are taking these measure in response to a con- 
tinuing pattern of Libyan activity which violates accepted 
international norms of behavior. Libya's large financial 
resources, vast supplies of Soviet weapons, and active efforts 
to promote instability and terrorism make it a serious threat to 
a large number of nations and individuals, particularly in the 
Middle East and Africa. 


Our policy towards Libya has been under careful 
review for over a year. We have moved in a measured way to 
address the Libyan challenge by strengthening states in the | 
region threatened by the Libyan Government and supporting 
Peacekeeping initiatives such as the OAU force in Chad. We have 
Previously taken steps to demonstrate that we are no longer 
Prepared to tolerate Libyan misbehavior, such as closing the 
Libyan People's Burea': in the United States last May. 


We have seen no evidence of a significant, lasting 
Change in Libyan behavior; Libyan efforts to destabilize U.S. 
regional friends has continued. Accordingly, the 
Administration has decided that further measures are 
appropriate at this time to underline our seriousness of pur- 
pose, and reassure those threatened by Libya. The specific 
Measures we will take are as follows: 


© Prohibiting imports of Libyan crude oil, thus 
ending U.S. reliance on Libya to meet a part of 
our crude oil needs and cutting off our flow of 
dollars to Libya. This step would be taken under 
Section 232 of the Trade Expansion Act of 1962. 
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o Requiring validated licenses for all U.S. exports 
to Libya, except for food and other agricultural 
products, medicine, and medical supplies. This 
step would be taken for foreign policy reasons 
under Section 6 of the Export Administration Act. 


o A general policy of denying licenses for the export 
to Libya of items now on the Commodity Control List 
for national security purposes. Under this policy, 
we would be prohibiting the sale to Libya of dual- 
use, high technology items. 


o A general policy of denying licenses for the export 
to Libya of U.S.-origin oil and gas technology and 
equipment that is not readily available from sources 
outside the United States. 


o In implementing these new export controls, we will 
seek to minimize to the extent feasible their extra- 
territorial impact on third countries and their 
effect on preexisting contracts. 


We believe that these measures will focus attention 
on the fact that Libya is able to threaten its neighbors and 
international order because of the revenues it derives from its 
Oil trade. We will no longer be providing the dollars or the 
technology to Libya which can be used for activities that 
threaten international stability. We recognize that these 
measures may have only limited economic impact on Libya, but 
feel that they are necessary to complement other measures for 
dealing with this problem, such as support to regional states 
and efforts to reduce the underlying instability which Libya 
exploits. 


# # # 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
PROHIBITING OF LIBYAN OIL IMPORTS INTO U.S. 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 10, 1982 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I think that 
statement says most of what we want to say, and I'll take 
your questions, but I just before doing that would like to 
emphasize that we believe that the measures that we're announc- 
ing today are very carefully thought out, prudent, measured 
steps. They are not the reaction to a specific event; they 
are the product of a concern about Libyan policy and Libyan 
activity that in fact predates this Administration and was 
the subject of considerable concern of the President from the 
day he first took office. 

Our policy toward Libya has been under continual 
review. We've taken a number of steps. We expect that it will 
continue to be a problem, and will continue to be under review 
in the future. 

Tne actions that we're announcing today are not a 
reaction to any one specific Libyan provocation. The Libyan 
challenge and threats to international order and to U.S. interests 


is a deep-rooted one and an ongoing one. We need to sustain 


a measured, long-term policy that can curb Libyan adventurism. 
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Libyan ae to create instability in places vital 
to the United States constitute a serious threat to U.S. 
interests, although Qaddafi's ambitions far exceed his grasp, 
his large resources, his virtually unlimited supplies of Soviet 
weaponry, and his indiscriminate use of terror and violent 
methods make his a continuing and dangerous threat to countries 
that are of great importance to the United States. 

By threatening the Sudan, Libya challenges a country 
that is strategically located on the Red Sea, and one that is 
vitally important to Egypt. By fueling conflict in Yemen, Libya 
puts pressure on all the moderate regimes on the Arabian 
peninsula. By working to subvert the Somali and Omani regimes, 
Libya places at risk two countries that are vitally important 
to us in our efforts to upgrade our ability to protect Western 
Oil lines. 

Libya's activities, though, are not only in the Middle 
East but in fact on a rather amazing and worldwide scale. 
Libyan support for radical governments in Central America as 
well is designed to spark instability in our own hemisphere. 
These broader aspects of Libyan behavior have at times been 
obscured bv the more dramatic individual acts of terrorism, but 
it's this overall pattern that we are concerned about. 

As I said, our policy has been under review since the 


time the President first took office. Initially we moved to 


Signal Qaddafi that we would no longer tolerate Libyan violation 
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of basic rules of international behavior by closing the Libyan 
People's Bureau in Washington, which was also a measure aimed 
at the practical effect to prevent the use of that office to 
support terrorist acts in the United States. 

We made clear our determination to pursue the freedom 
of the seas with exercises we conducted in the Gulf of Sidra in 
the summer. 

Unfortunatelv, the various actions we took and the 
various messages that we conveyed did not moderate Qaddafi's 
behavior. Libyan attempts to destabilize neichboring countries 
continued, and in fact Libya with backing from the Soviet Union 
formed a tripartite alliance with Ethiopia and South Yemen, with 
the avowed aim of coordinating subversive acts against moderate 
states in the region. 

. In reviewing those actions and more intensified Libyan 
assassination campaign and plotting against U.S. officials, 
the President decided to seek the withdrawal of U.S. citizens 
from Libya in order to protect their personal safety. 

On of the incidents that we were concerned about was 
a particularly outrageous Libyan plan aimed at U.S. officials 
and their families in the Sudan. Last November we learned of 
a Libyan plot to plant explosive devices in the American Club 


in Khartoum. Those bombs were intended to explode on a weekend 


evening when the Club was expected to be filled with families of 
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our Embassy staff and of other American citizens living in the 
Sudan. The boms, which consisted of two stereo speakers, each 
packed with 20 kilograms of plastic explosives, were to have 
been placed in the area of the Club reserved for dancing. 

Under optimum conditions, bombs of this size could have 
completely destroyed the Club and killed or maimed several 
hundred innocent people. We know that these devices were pre- 
pared by Libyan intelligence officers assigned to the Libyan 
People's Bureau in a country neichboring Sudan, and that a 
Libyan intelligence officer personally insured that the bomb 
was loaded on a flight to Khartoum. 

Fortunately, this plot was discovered anc the speakers 
impounded before they could be used on this particularly horrible 
mission. In this instance there is not only information but also 
physical evidence of the Libyans' intention to kill not only U.S. 
diplomats but members of their families as well. 

Since that time, the Libyan assassination threat against 


U.S. officials seems to have receded, although it remains a source 


‘of considerable concern. The kinds of methods that are illus- 


trated by that incident I just described, continue to be the kinds 
of methods used against virtually every moderate regime in the 
area and many of them outside it. 


That underlying pattern of Libyan behavior is of 


concern to us when it threatens our friends just as much as when 








it threatens the United States and American citizens directly. 

Qaddafi's activities to destabilize friends in the 
area continue, particularly targeted now against Sudan and 
Somalia, as well as a number of weak African states. He con- 
tinues, and in fact has intensified, activity against U.S. 
interests in this hemisphere. 

Without the revenues that Qaddafi gains from inter- 
national commerce, he could not menace international order. 
Accordingly, the President has considered that the measures 
just announced today of an oil boycott and a ban on selected 
exports that contribute to Libyan oil production are appropriate 
measures at this time to signal Qaddafi and to reduce his 


capabilities at least until alternatives can be found. 
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These measures do not stand by themselves. I would 
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like to emphasize they're part of a broad, overall policy which 
is aimed not just at constraining Qaddafi by limiting the means 
at his disposal, but also by strengthening our friends in the 
region through security assistance and economic assistance, 
through our support for regional peacekeeping force in Chad, 
an effort that's designed to at least contain one of those root 
instabilities that Qaddafi so readily exploits. 

Moreover, our actions today and our policy overall is 


not aimed at Libya's internal policy; it's not a reflection of 


an ideological disagreement with Qaddafi. The United States 
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would like nothing more than to see Libya pursue its own internal 
development in whatever direction Libya considers best. 

We have communicated several times in the recent past 
with senior Libyan leadership. We're prepared to continue that 
communication, and in it we've made clear to Tripoli exactly what 
Libyan behavior is causing the severe strain in our relations. 

Our aim is not merely an improvement in atmospherics, 
but a substantive change in Libyan behavior. 

Whenever that substantive change comes about, these 
measures and other measures can readily be reconsidered. 

I'm ready to take your questions now, and I have some 


of my colleagues here also. 


(Continued on page 7) 








Q One rationale that you didn't mention is 


that the current oil glut gives the United States the 





luxury of being able to cut off Libyan oil. Was that 
not part of the reasoning? 

A Let me say it's part of the reason. It 
certainly is a facto “at makes this a particularly use- 
ful time to move. These are measures we intend to continue, 
even if the oil glut disappears and the market tightens up; 
And we think that these measures will in fact help us to 
move to different sources of oil over the long term so 
that if we face a tightened market in the future we do not 
find that we're once again dependent on Libyan oil. 


Q And also you said there that various messages 
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in the past have not served to moderate Libya's behavior. 
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Wouldn't you consider the withdrawal of Libyan troops from 
Chad a moderation? 

A There have been tactical changes, and we 
consider that a tactical change -- partly motivated by I 
believe the pressures that we exerted, partly motivated or 
produced by the diplomacy that France as well as ourselves 
and others carried out in Chad, partly motivated by Qaddafi's 
own ambitions to secure the Presidency of the OAU. 

We believe it's basically a tactical change. What 


has not moderated is the overall thrust of his policies -- 


, 
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the overall efforts to subvert Sudan, to Subvert Somalia -- 
and, in fact, we believe to foment instability in Chad. 

Q Well, have you asked the allies to join 
in embargo on their imports from Libya? 

A We obviously would welcome it if other allies 
would join us. We have indicated to them though that we 
are carrying this out on our own as a measure that we believe 
is testified as a unilateral U.S. action. 

Q Can I follow that up now? Didn't the President 
say last year that there wouldn't be a unilateral boycott, 
that we would only act in concert with our allies, so the 
allies refused to go along? Is that why you're acting alone? 

A You're talking daeek the President's state- 
ments last year with respect to the Soviet Union? I think 
that's -- 

Q I think also with oil to Libya, but I may be 
wrong -- but, at least, so far as boycotts are concerned. 

ts We believe that this measure is justified 
as a unilateral U.S. measure. We believe it is extremely 
important in putting us in a position, particularly with 
respect to those states that are threatened by Libya, that 
the United States at least is not helping to support the 


country that is trying to destabilize them or overthrow them. 


Q The other part of the question is: Have you 
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allies and the Japanese, and have they said "No"? 

A We do not intend to put pressure on our 
allies to try to join us. 

Q Well, let me ask you the question again. 

Have you asked the allies to join us and have they said 
"No" -- whether you asked them politely or with pressure? 

I would assume you asked them politely. (Laughter.) 

A We don't expect that our allies are going to 
join us. 

Q Have you asked them? 

A We indicated that we would find it useful 
if they supported us. 

Q Two things in your statement -- and in the 
prepared statement that you read. Now, the prepared statement 
Says we recognize that these measures may have only a 
limited economic impact on Libya. 

In your briefing now you say without the revenues 
that Qaddafi gains from international commerce that he cannot 
menace international order. 

If you're only going to have limited economic 
impact on Libya, to what extent monetarily do you think that 
these actions you have taken today will have a restraining 


effect on him? 


A Those two statements are consistent with one 
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one another. We believe that given that his illegal and 
Gestabilizing activities are based on the revenues that he 
derives from international commerce that in fact it's not 
appropriate for us to be contributing to those. It may be 
that we recognize that we can't stop them. We recognize 

that these measures will only reduce them somewhat, and 
perhaps for a very short term, but we believe that any action 
that reduces his revenues is in fact required and consistent 
with the policy and posture that we are adopting toward him. 

Q Well, do you have any dollar figures you 
can put on the impact of this action today -- how much money 
you expect him to lose and how long it might be before the 
allies make it up by their own purchases of Libyan oil? 

A It's really not possible to estimate it. It 
depends also, among other things, on how willing he is to 
cut prices; and it depends on predictions one makes about 
the market. The fact is deemed to be a price hawk,and that's 
One of the reasons why in fact in the current market his 
revenues have declined substantially; and this is one more 
source -- one more loss of long-term contracts to Libya 
to force him on to a very, very soft spot market. But we 
can't estimate the amount. 


Q How many Americans are there still in Libya? 


A Just one more thing. On that last point we do 
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know that his revenues have been declining and that he's 





been spending from reserves; and we think these measures 
add to that pressure appropriately. 

There are about 400 Americans remaining in Libya. 
they clearly were the concerns of this Government about 
their remaining. Many of them are either the employees of 
Libyan firms or, in some cases, married to Libyan citizens 
and apparently not inclined to move. 

Q Does this Government perceive any threat 
to them as a result or a consequence of this action? 

aN Obviously we're concerned about their safety. 


We've advised them to leave. We also believe that they can 





judge their own circumstances and Qaddafi himself has got to 
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be concerned about the effect of violent actions on his 
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part on the very large community of foreigners that live 
in Libya. 
Q Let me ask one of the quick things. Like 
on Centra America you mentioned twice that Libyan activities 
have intensified. What are you talking about? Where, 
and what's the evidence? 
A I don't think I can get into the details about 
evidence here. It's financial support to Nicaragua and a 
number of other countries and a variety of activities throughout 


the Caribbean. I don't think I can say any more than that. 
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Q You mentioned that they would try to 
destabilize friends of the United States in Central America, 
I believe. Who are you talking about? Are you talking 
about Caribbean countries? 

A Caribbean countries? Yes. 

Q Well, are you planning to produce the stereo 
car and the stereo bombs? Where are they? 

A I know of no plans at the time to produce 
them. I'm not even sure whose possession they're in. 

Q Why are you trying to exempt food and medicine 
from the list of licensed goods to be exported? 

A I think it's essentially a requirement of 
the law. Is that correct? 

OFFICIAL: Yes. 

A Do you want to say anything more on that, 
first? 

OFFICIAL: That really answersit. 

Q May I follow that up? 

Q Can I ask something? How much oil do we 
import from Libya now? 

an The current rate is about a hundred -- well, 
let me check with him. 


A hundred-fifty thousand barrels a year. 


Q A day. 
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A A day -- excuse me. And that's down to 
about 25 percent of record levels. 

Q As you pointed out, his oil revenues are 
falling and he's living off of reserves; and most people seem 
to think that's a lasting position, at least for the next 
year or so. 

What's your level of concern that -he may try to < 
retailiate for this action or just in general against the 
Saudis or some other way to create a problem that makes his 
Oil more valuable again? 

A That's a matter of concern. It's got to be 
a matter of concern for a man for a man that uses the methods 
that he has and continues to. 

Q Are we doing anything about that concern? 

A In a number of ways, yes. We try to monitor 
it and take precautions where we see things that we can 
specifically do. 

Q We're talking about their force. 

Q Just a minute. The first part, the licensing -- 
to begin with, when you say except for -- was it food and 
agricultural products? -- is that noncommercial deals as is 
the situation with Cuba -- or are you exempting all food, 


et cetera, from that portion of controls? 


OFFICIAL: No. 
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A They're simply not included. 


Q They're simply not included. 0O.K. 





When you were talking about the -- 


—_ 


A It may not be clear, too, that the other things 
Simply require licenses; and for the great bulk of exports 
to Libya, those licenses will continue to be granted, at 
least for the present. 

Those things that would be denied are the national 
security items and those items of oil and gas technology 
that are not readily available from sources outside the 
United States. It's the food and medicines that are exempt 


even from the licensing requirement, but this -- 





Q Wait a minute. You said national security 
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items, but you also say in this statement that this is 
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under Section 6 of foreign policy. Are these national 
security or foreign policy controls -- or both? 
A Do you want to answer that? 

OFFICIAL: There are certain commodities that 
are controlled for certain countries on a national security 
basis under Section 5 of the Export Administration Act. 
We are simply using that as a convenient list and saying 
that those commodities that are controlled for national 


security reasons -- for example, with respect to exports 


to the Soviet Union -- will now be controlled for foreign 
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policy reasons where their export is proposed to Libya. 


Q You're not required -- you're not saying 





you're required to do that, right? You're not required by 
the law because the natural question to ask you would be: 
Aren't there other oil-producing countries that finance 
terrorist organizations with whom we do a very healthy 
business? 

OFFICIAL: This is a discretionary authority 
vested in the President and delegated to the Secretary of 
Commerce in consultation with the Secretary of State 
to impose export controls for foreign policy reasons, and 


it is a judgment that has been made. 





Q O.K. Can I get back? The original question 
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I was trying to ask you was: When you were discussing 
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these controls you talked about controls on items in relation 
to Oil and gas production, but you placed a great deal more 
than oil and gas production under controls. In fact, you 
could have just settled pretty well on gas-production equipment 
under controls. 

What is the rationale for this placement of this 
vast amount of items under export controls? 

A Even though we will be shipping most of it, 


I think the -- 


Q Yes. 
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A -- well, one of the things we learned in the 





course of conducting this review as in fact, because most 
of the trade with Libya is not subject to the licensing require- 
ment, our information base for knowing what in fact we were 
seeling them and whether what we were selling them was 
contributing to their revenues -- or, alternatively, a drain 
on their revenues -- was not available to us. And this 
licensing requirement will = permit us to monitor all trade 
of potential substantive consequence 

We're not interested in preventing the Libyans 
from buying American televisions and refrigerators. In 


fact, we'd much rather see them spend their money that way 





than other ways. What we would like to do, to the extent 
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we can, is stop selling those things which help them increase 
their revenues. 

Q How can you say that they desire this in 
other countries where there's science and technology -- for 
instance, from Canada and the European countries, to which 
they send oil? 

ay That is again why these present options are 
being very specific and limiting only those special items of 
probably high technology, very advanced technology, that 


are available essentially only in the U.S. 





SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me interrupt 
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for just a minute. It has been requested that we will 
give a filing break for those who want to take advantage of 
it. So go ahead. 

Q Well, how much money of it is translated 
into terms of a hundred-fifty thousand barrels daily? 
How much does that contribute -- or how much had that 
contributed -- to Libya. And what percentage of Libyan 
revenue does that reflect? 

A I'll ask one of my experts to check it. I 
think at that level it's about two billion dollars a 
year and about in the neighborhood of ten percent of 
Libyan revenue. But is there someone here who can -- 

OFFICIAL: It's about 150 million dollars a 
month. Yes, about two billion dollars a year. 

Q At that rate? 

Bs And that is about ten percent of -- well -- 

OFFICIAL: It's less -- no, it’s considerably more 
than ten percent in revenues. 

A At present levels, that's right. 

Q What is that? Eleven- or twenty-? 

OFFICIAL: Well, about a quarter -- about 25 percent 
for Libyan revenues. 

Q What happened to those two stereo speakers? 


You kind of left them on their flight to Khartoum. 
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A No, they didn't get on the flight to Khartoun. 


They were stopped in another country, and I'm not sure in 





whose physical possession they are now. They've been 
observed, examined by U.S. officials. I don't know is 


supposed to be there. 





I'm not trying to avoid it. What was it? 


~ 

» 

v 

« 
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; Q My question was -- 

- 

; Q Do you know’ when this was -- i" 
= ty 

- = Q In November. 

ce 

5 

a Q -- when this was. 

s+ 

~ c 

= Q Are you more or less worried about that? 

> VU ° : 
>. & - 
- A We're less worried, but we continue to be 

- 

4 F concerned. 

Hr Q Well, you didn't answer the other question. 

or 
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Q When was this? 

A In November. 

Q November. 

Q Well, where did the speakers end up? They 
never reached Khartoum, I mean. 

A No. They're in friendly hands. That much 
we're sure of. (Laughter.) 

Q Well, how did you know they were destined for 
the American clubs? 


A I believe -- I'm not certain; I'm not sure. And 
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and I assume it's because the interrogation man was 


carrying them that -- 

Q How many people were picked up with the 
speakers? 

A I don't think I know the answer. 

Do you have any answer? 

OFICIAL: No. 

A I might say something at this point, too. 
I mean this happens to be a vivid illustration of the kind 
of man we're dealing with. What we co not want to be 
misunderstood is the principal concern of the U.S. Government. 
It is not merely these individual acts of terrorism but 
the whole apttern of using terrorism and other violent means 
for strategic purposes to destabilize tovernments -- not only 
with whom Libya has an immediate quarrel but all over the 
world. I cited an illustration of his methods as much 
as anything else. 

Q Why the reluctance to identify this other 
country? 

A Because, presumably, it is reluctant to be 
identified. (Laughter. ) 

Q Have you censored all of the volume of this 


high-technology exports? 


A These ‘exports? No, we really don't. 
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Q These exports -- are they regular exports? 





A Again I will stand to be corrected. 


We really don't know. The total volume of oil and gas- 


related equipment that's shipped to Libya approached 300 


gn 


million dollars a year. But we assume that most of that 
is very standard kinds of equipment, and it probably 
includes things like bulldozers for constructing storage 
tanks and so forth. 

The amount-that is, very high technology not 
available to us--that we've mentioned is a few percent 
of that total. But until we get into the licensing 
process we won't actually know what is going at all. 


And one of the purposes of this action, in fact, is to provide 
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options actually are. 

Q Well, should we understand that their 
income is going to drop by two billion dollars a year if 
we stop buying -- 

A No. You should certainly not understand 
that. That's why it's not possible to measure it if Qaddafi 
can now take that same oil and try to sell it on the present 
spot market. And some of you here probably have better guesses 
than I do as to what prices he's going to get for it. But it’s 


not going to be $37 a barrel. 











can Foreign 
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Q Weil, why are you so sure he can get anything? 
Why are you so sure he can sell it? 

A Well, I think if you stay low enough you can 
sell all of these things. (Laughter.) I mean the market 
has a way of picking these things up. But there may be some 
revenue loss. And if he's not willing to cut his prices, 
and probably cut them substantially, then it could at the 
Outer limit be a two-billion dollar a year loss. We don't 
know. And it depends partly on what he does. 

Q Can you explain or elaborate on this point 
in the statement about minimizing the effect on third 
countries and also preexisting contracts? 

Apparently you're not ordering an immediate halt 
of the shipment of technology and import of oil -- or are you? 
Do the current contracts get to run their time out or what, 
and how are you going to minimize it? I don't know how 
you're going to minimize the effect on third countries. 


This is a bilateral action. 


A Well, we've already done that in the way in 
which we've drawn the export controls and the way in which 
we've rather carefully circumscribed them, and we're not 
going to make any attempt to try to impose these controls on 


U.S. subsidiaries overseas. 


Q Oh. 
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a There will be controls on the re-export 


of goods. We're not going to simply permit something to 





be taken from the U.S. to Libya via Spain. That kind of 
standard restriction will be there. But we are trying to 
work with our allies on effective collective actions with 
respect to Poland, not to create one more source of substantial 
friction. 

Q Well, do you happen to know what the legal 
penalty is for non-compliance with the licensing? 

A I don't know . 

Do you know? 


OFFICIAL: I think a ten-thousand dollar fine 


and a term o‘: a year's imprisonment. 
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There are also administrative sanctions being 
imposed by the Department of Commerce, including both civil 
penalties and Department from export license privileges 
for an unspecified period of time. 
Q Could you describe the penalties? 
OFFICIAL: 0O.K. There are criminal penalties 
whereby someone can be fined at the present. I think it's 
a ten-thousand dollar fine and a term of a year's imprisonment. 
There are also administrative sanctions that can 


be imposed by the Department of Commerce, consisting of 


civil penalties or fines. 








VEL TGSSPPICU PUT FUME ICGe run fh er reer FrUre rg 








= Current Documents, 1982" 





23 


And also there is the possibility of flagrant 
cases of someone being debarred from the privilege of 


getting export licenses. 


Q Did you say the current contract will likely 
run out? 

Q What was your answer on thac- 

A Where there are specific binding contracts, the 


export licenses will be granted. 

Q How about the oil imports? Will there 
be specific binding contracts? 

A I'm not sure that there are any there. 

Do you know? 

OFFICIAL: We don't believe there are. 

Q When do these controls take effect? 

A Do you know when they take effect? I mean 
as of today or is it -- 

OFFICIAL: It will be when the regulations 
are published in the Federal Register, which will be the 
next day or so. 

Q You know, when the Carter Administration 
came Out with various controls, including some Libyan 
controls I think. The regulation came out and the regulation 


said: "Well, today is Tuesday. They take effect two 


minutes from now at midnight." So there was a lot of hustling 
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On some docks to get stuff on ships. Is it going to 
be that kind of thing? Are you giving people lead-time 
to get their stuff on to ships? 

A Well, we've had some lead-time already. 
(Laughter .) 

Two days more or less I don't think is going to 
make a lot of difference. 

Q Does this supersede any existing controls? 

In other words, when you actually change the regulations, 
are any previous controls going to be revoked? 

A No. All previous controls will remain 
in force, and none of them will be weakened. 

Q The legal representative for Libya here in 
Washington has said that this move will only drive the Libyans 
into the Soviet Bloc and increase their trade relationship. 

Is that the intent of the U.S. Government -- to 
increase the trade relationship between the Soviet Union 
and Libya? 

A If the Soviets want to buy Libyan oil, that's 
their privilege. We certainly are not trying to drive Libya 
closer to the Soviet Union, but we believe that what reduces 
that tendency is not the actions that we're taking today 


but Qaddaffi's policies; and as long as he continues to 


pursue those policies, he's going to be looking to the Soviet 
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Union for support. And when he changes them, or when Libya 





Changes them, then that can in fact -- 


Q A second question: Who are we looking to 


for replacement. Occidental and Armand Hammer and Hess -- 
they've all had contracts. They've all had import contracts 
with Libya for importing oil. Who will they now look to for 
this oil? a 
A In this market I think they have a lot of 
alternatives, and I think that we know precisely 
where. Nigeria is one possibility, but I think there are 
many others. 
Q Tf the Libyans are as dangerous tO many countries 


as yOu say it is, can you explain why it is that no country 
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apparently is willing to go along with this action that 
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the United States is taking? 

A Well, it happens the countries they're most 
dangerous to are not importing Libyan oil and there is a 
difference between countries that are in the immediate 
vicinity and most directly threatened and some of the major 
oil importers. 

Q Does the Department think that the Libyans 
or Qaddaffi might retaliate in some way, such as expropriating 


American holdings? 


A We don't believe he would. We believe that the 
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consequence for him of starting down that course would be 
counterproductive. 

Q Do you know what are the other major importers 
of Libyan oil, what other countries; and can you name the 
companies wha import Libyan oil to the United states -- 
the major ones? 

A I don't have that information. 

Maybe you woulc know. 


OFFICIAL: The other countries that are major 


importer. are Greece, Turkey, Italy -- possibly Germany. » 
Q How about France? “ 
Q France. 


OFFICIAL: France is not normally a major 
importer. 
A I think the French have shifted away in 
the last year or two. . 
Q Can I just follow up on that? Have the 
Italians bought Libyan oil in the last few months though? 
I understand that since December they haven't bought any. 
Can you say? 
OFICIAL: I can't say for certain whether they've , 
bought any recently. But we understand that some is being 


refined in Italy. 


Q How do those other countries’ percentages compare 
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to ours if ours is one percent or less of our imports? 
How do their percentages compare? 

OFFICIAL: The exact percentages I don't have, 
but Greece and Turkey are considerably higher as a percentage 
of their imports from Libya. 

Q Do you know if Occidental is still exporting 
0il out of Libya? 

OFFICIAL: I'll have to check it. 

Q I mean they didn't stop, did they, when you 
all asked them to? 

OFFICIAL: We never asked them to. 

Q Well, I mean when you asked Americans 
to get out. 

OFFICIAL: They certainly did not stop their 
operations. 

Q Did any of these companies stop their opera- 
tions? Did anybody shut down or reduce substantially? 

OFFICIAL: They were not asked to reduce. 

Q No. I just asked whether they did. 

OFFICIAL::: Exxon has holdings there. 

Q Well, Mobil? 

OFFICIAL: That I don't know. 


Q Is there still any American property in Libya? 


A Owned by American companies? -Yes. 
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Q How much? What's an estimate on the dollar » 


value of American property? 





A The vlue is fairly low. Most of it has been 


fairly substantially depreciated. But there are other ways 
of measuring value,too. 

Does anyone here have even an approximate number? 

OFFICIAL: No. 

OFFICIAL: No. 

Q There was an investigation in this Government 
going on at one time over illegal sales of C-130s to Libya 
and that is reflected in some controls last year. 


(A), is that investigation still going on? 





And, (b), does that have anything to do with these steps? 
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A Can anyone answer on the status of that? 
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OFFICIAL: It is continuing. 
Q It is continuing? Does that have anything 
to do with these steps? 
OFFICIAL: Well, I think the principal reason for 


them is this international subversion -- that kind of activity. 


But certainly it doesn't increase one's confidence in the 
) government of Qaddaffi when they try to circumvent U.S. 
regulations in that way. 


A It's another manifestation of the general 


concern that's reflected in these steps, but I mean there's 
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nothing closer than that. 


Q Is Libya supporting any insurgent troops 
Thailand or Malaysia -- Moslems in those areas? 

Q Nicaragua? 

A As I guess is generally well know, Libya 


has supported Moslem insurgencies as far away as the 
Philippines in the past. 
Q How about at the present time? 


A There are two problems. It's not always 


29 


in 


possible for us to know what is going on, and then there's 


the usual problem of how much I can say to you. 


Is there anything that can be added about current 


Libyan support for Moslem terrorism? I mean which are the 


countries you were asking me? Thailand -- ? 


Q Malaysia, Thailand. 

A -- and Malaysia. 

No. 

Q Of the governments that you consulted, was 


the Soviet Union one? 
A I don't believe so. 
OFICIAL: No. 


Q Thank you. 


Q What percert:.c- of U.S. oil imports are now 


Supplied by Libya, and whe as it at their peak level? 
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OFFICIAL: They're now supplying about three percent -- 
at least,on our freeze list -- of U.S. imports. | 

A And at its peak it went up to ten percent? 

OFFICIAL: Ten percent. in 1980, for instance. 

Q Thank you. 

A Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 1:47 p.m., the BACKGROUND briefing 


was concluded.) 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 


March 11, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
12:25 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You heard what the 
Secretary and the President said. The meetings that we've had in the 
last few days have been very cordial. They focused on our mutual 
concerns in the area, on Somalia's needs, and our ability and our desire 
to respond within the constraints that we have to those needs. 


Q What do they want? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What do they want? 
Continued economic assistance. We have been providing them with assistance 
on a fairly high level. They're the third largest recipient of American 
aid in Africa on the economic side and also on military assistance. 


Q Do you have the figures in mind that you can give us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Overall economic 
aid in the last fiscal year amounted to more than $90 million. Most of 
this was food and other items for the refugees. Military assistance 
has consisted of $20 million each fiscal year -- 1980, ‘81, ‘82 -- total 
$60 million of military assistance, which has been given for non-lethal 
items, including trucks, communications gear, and radar, basically. 


Q Did we agree to up the ante and give them more aid 
which we understand he was seeking -- military and economic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is being considered. 


Q What have-they asked for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have asked for as 
much as we might be able to provide. Nothing specific, no specific 
figures. It's been a°general request for more help in meeting their 
needs. 


Q I mean, do-they want weapon systems -- lethal weapon 
systems? Do they want a different category of military aid now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have not asked for 
anything different from the catecory that we have been providing them 
with at this time. 


Q Did they complain about slow deliveries or absence 
of deliveries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They used to complain about 
the slowness of our deliveries. We are coing our best to accelerate 
deliveries of the trucks, for example, and they are aware of that and 
we believe that we will be able to accelerate the deliveries. 


Q So they're going to get about $55-plus million in the 
next fiscal year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the next fiscal year 
we're asking the Congress on military assistance for an additional 
$30 million dollars of FMS credits and grants. That'd be ‘83. 


Q Additional <-- 
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Q $30 million, or 30-plus-20? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 30 total. 
Q But they wanted $55 million, didn't they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They didn't ask for tHat 
figure, no. 


Q How much economic assistance are you asking Congress 
for next year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About the same level. 
Somewhat reduced, but about $15 million on technical assistance -- that's 
Gevelopment assistance -- $15 million for PL40 Title One concessional 
aid. We gave $20 million of ESF support funds this year; we're asking 
for a little bit more on that side next year. And then there will be 
the PL480 Title Two, the humanitarian assistance, which will amount to 
between 16 and $24 million, PL40 Title Two food. 


And then we have a special fund, $30 million for Africa 
for refugees -- $30 million for refugees, and $12 million of that is 
earmarked for Somalia. And then there will be the multilateral 
assistance in addition to that. 


Q That will bring it up to about 90. 

Q What does that all add up to? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 
Q -- more or less than 90? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: You guys can add it up. 


- 


ie Q How much was the Title Two PL40 -- Title Two humanitarian 
aid? 

SENIOR-ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me go through it again 
slowly on the economic assistance. $15 million about for technical 
assistance, development assistance in agriculture, livestock, and so 
forth; $15 miilion Title One PL40 -- PL40 Title One; there will be 
$20 million or perhaps a little bit more for ESF -- that's support funds 
and grants; there could be for 16 to $24 million of Title Two -- PL40 
Title Two. Okay? 


Q Yes. 
Q To what extent did the Qaddafi intervention feature 
in the talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the talks, it was 
discussed. The Somalis are greatly concerned about the activities of 
Qaddafi in the area as a whole and in Somalia itself. Qaddafi has 
openly said that his aim is to overthrow the sovernment of President 
Siad. The Libvans are training anti-Siad forces. They are equipping 
them to the point now that these Libyan forces are better armed than 
the Somali forces that they confront. 


Q Aren't they also facing a threat from Ethiopia as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- well, that's 
always -- there's a persistent threat depending on the status of the war 
in the Ogaden. Right now the actual violence in the Ogaden has diminished 
considerably. And we don't believe that there is any threat of an 
imminent invasion. But with the longstandinc dispute between them, with 
the Soviet presence, with the Cubans there, it is a potential threat 
that cannot be ignored. 


Q What is the U.S. position on the Qaddafi intervention 
so far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've made it clear that 
we are very concerned about it. 
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Q Do you think Libya is better armed, as you say, than 
the Somali forces, or are they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not talking about | 
Libyans. We're talking about the Somali Salvation Democratic Front, who 
are Somali dissidents based in Ethiopia, supported by the Soviets and 

lately financed and armed to some extent by the Libyans. These are not -- 
they're not a force of the size to be able to defeat the Somali army, but 
they are able to conduct hit-and-run raids along that long border and 

cause some probiems for the Somali police and the Somali army in isolated 
incidences. 


Q Is there any Cuban intervention here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no direct Cuban 
intervention actively directed against Somalia at this time. 


Q -- the base of Berbera, the facilities of Berbera you 
Giscussed, was everything in order there, that -- no problems? Are 
those -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no discussion of 
that today. There have been discussions during the visit, yes, and this 
is going ahead. 


Q I noticed the protesters out fronc. Two questions. 
First of all, do you know if the visiting president was aware of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


Q Secondly, ars «hey related to any significant group 
inside Somalia that is allied with these Libyan trained people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there is no significant 
opposition-dissident group inside Somalia. 


MR. GERGEN: Acouple of more questions. Anybody else? 


Q You seem to be cutting economic aid about $110 million 
and increasing military aid abouc $10 million. Is that about right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That could be, but there 
are other -- we are continuing the multilateral aid through the UNHCR, 
which adds to the total. So there's no significant diminution of our 
economic assistance to Somalia. 


And through military construction, mind you, we're going to 
be improving the port at Berbera. $25 million have been allocated in 
Fy '82 for that purpose, and then $30 million is being set aside for -- 
in FY '83 for military construction. But that construction is going to 
increase the key at Berbera, which will be used for commercial purposes. 
So that, in a sense, is providing Somalia with a significant economic 
boost. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:33 P.M. EST 
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SATURDAY, MARCH 13, 1982, 9:48 A. M. 





SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I am sorry I am 
a little late. It took me a long time to get the egg off my 


face this morning. (Laugfl cer) 


“ts 


Q And the blood stains off the rug? 

A It's that damned qmerrilla that moved out of the 
White House and came over here. (Laughter.) 

I thought we could do this ON BACKGROUND, unless some- 
body has something that they wanted to do otherwise, then that 
is fine, too. 

On the Nicaraguan fellow, he was returned at his request _ 
last night to the Nicaraguan Embassy for prompt shipment back to 
Nicaragua. Unfortunately, he had an accident on the way. (Laughter.) 

Q I heard his head got separated from his body. 
(Laughter. ) 

Q He was returned -- 

tat A Yes, he was, at his request. 
Q Intact? 
A Intact. 


Q Was this a CIA operation or a State Department 
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operation? 





A We gave him first-class air travel-to El Salvador. 


It was a good investment. (Laughter) 
- 


< 


Q Was there an exchange involved? 
A No. 
Q Were the Salvadorans in agreement with that arrange- 


ment? 

A I don’t know all the detaiis myself, but I do 
know what occurred las evening. 

Now, I thought I would just say a few general things, 
first about the Mitterrand visit, ‘and then turn it basically over 
to your questions, because I think that is better from your point 
of view and from mine. 


The Mitterrand visit went very well. It was a very 
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personal thing in that I think Mitterrand is anxious to maintain 
and to build on a personal relationship with President Reagan, 

so he requested about four weeks ago this unprecedented visit, 

which is certainly not inthe Gaullist tradition. 

The talks -— I noticed some of the press, which was 

good, but there was a juxtaposition of two statements in the 
respective statements of the two Presidents, which suggested 
“that we may have had more differences than we actually did. 


There was a very strong convergence on the whole Polish 


question, on East-West relations, on defense, which were, again, . 
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more Community, Atlantic Community-related than I think one 


—_— 


would expect. 
We did have discussions on Central America, and I 
wild say that the consequences of those discussions were to 
improve and not to, as some of the stories suggested, to crystalize 
the differences and make them more intractable, but really just 
the opposite. There were exchanges. It was clear that they 
know we were not happy with the sale of arms to Nicaragua, and 
so there were discussions on how such things would be handled. 
The moved in our direction, very clearly. 
So, all-in-all, I think it was a good meeting, and 
it enabled the two men.to focus on the economic summit. There 
were not what I call atcusatories on the high American interest 
rates. Just the opposite. Both men had an opportunity -- and 
the President especially -- to explain in detail our economic 
ipihontenn te. & ined sense, and they remain rather encouraging 
from the standpoint of a dramatic decrease in infiation, inevitable 
decreases which will be forthcoming in the interest rates, when 
the uncertainties associated with the deficit are resolved, and 
that tends to preserve a great deal of caution on the demeanor 
of : investors in capital markets. 
| Normal forces will be felt more clearly when those 


uncertainties are removed. It would be our hope -- and, again, 











I am talking out of my field, but I am reciting some of the 
things the President pointed out to President Mitterran -- 
and it is clear that the Europeans, in their heart-of-hearts, 
know that their problems are their problems, that they come 
from their own internal policies.which must be dealt with as 
ours have had to be dealt with. 

A brief word, again, on Salvador, and I would like 
to reiterate again what I said on the Hill. I see speculation 
that we are changing our policies, we are responding to public 
pressure. 

[I suppose you can say that in the sense that public 
pressure that developes requires you to answer public questions. 


It is not a change in our policy, however, and I don't 
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want anyone to think that it is, although I can understand why 
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they would when you keep exploring certain aspects of the 
problem and elicit responses. 

What I am trying to make clear about Salvador is what 
I said on the Hill the other day. This is a global problem. 
In some respects, that is why it is not a repeat of Viet-Nam. 
We treated Viet-Nam not as a global problem, in general, but 


rather as a regional struggle, or an in-country struggle, for 





hearts and minds, and that was a distortion of the earlier 
period of America's strategic thinking that emerged in the 


early sixties where, you recall, we used to talk about the 














spectrum of deterrence. 
"We had nuclear deterrence, because we had superiority. 
We had conventional deterrence, and somehow we had to deal with 


“ae 


the problem of counter=<-insurgency. You remember the special 


forces and all the resources and so-called hearts and minds 
struggle that emerged during that period. 

It tended to drive us into viewing the struggle in 
Southeast Asia in a very narrow band of what I call geo-political 
leverage, that we could somehow fight that and defeat it on the 
ground in a complementary or a corresponding response to the 
hearts and minds question. 

It was a terribly misleading and specious approach. 


The problem was global there. The problem is global 
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in Saivador. 
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Now, it is quite natural with all of the national __ 
attention, your attention, and the focuses on, “Are we doing enough 
to save El Salvador with a limited amount of economic aid and 
even more limited amount of military aid", that, of course, if you 
apply that litmus test, serious doubts have to emerge. 

Why do they have to emerge? Well, first, everyone 
that applies the analysis says that it is an open-ended 


receptacle for Cuban arms and Nicaraguan support, and the only 


thing left for the United States is to do what we did in 





Viet-Nam, up the ante of creeping escalation and increasing 














invoivement. 
Let me tell you, the President's policy is to avoid 
precisely that and to deal with this issue as a global ‘problem. 


That means that we have to harness, and we have been, the full 





€ 

mo 

c panoply of political, economic and security assets of the 

ve 

3 United States to deal with this problem in Moscow, in Havana, 
UO 

F in the regional context, the OAS, and in Salvador itself. 

£g In the Salvadorean aspect, it is only a small, 

ae 

a < admittedly high profile, very visible picture, but it is not 
oe 

Vc 

—& our approach. 

23 

b And I urge you not to be overly mesmerized by a myopic 
“ec 

ve preoccupation with that problem. 

- 3 

~- © 

o > In that context, from the outset, we have been actively 
o-- 

ge engaged in the full panoply of the assets I spoke to. That 


You can't talk about all of the work that is underway, 


the discussions, the directions in policy. So, there is this 
fixation. 





If you take one narrow end of the -— to use that bad 
word again —— the spectrum of American assets to deal withthe 
problem and focus on it, and then start delineating constraints 


On your ability to deal in that area, such as the kinds of 


resolutions that are developing on the Hill by well-meaning 


is where you get to the problem here at home, which, admittedly, -- 
concerns me a great deal. 
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guys, who have developed the kinds of fears that we have just 
talked about, for understandable reasons, then you skew the 
whole panoply of executive assets that are available to. apply 
to the management of the outcome. 

That, I think, is dangerous, because it risks distor- 
tions and anomalies which chen perhaps have to create new ones 
to compensate for them. That is not good, either -- that is 
not good, either. 

So, I just say that I have given you that little 
theological dissertation to whet your appetites and you cun ask 
additional questions, if you want, but I really do want to 
re-emphasize again that we are not changing our policy. It has 
been the same from the very beginning, and it is to avoid a 

Viet-Nam model, not to pursue one. 

I think we must have learned something from Viet-Nam. 
If we didn't learn the lesson that it was a global problem, that 
we mismanuged badly by local preoccupation, then we didn't learn 
anything. | 

Q Well, sir, some of the preoccupation in El Salvador 
focuses on people being killed there, and whether this country 
might become more heavily involved there if we agree to send 


American troops. 


Aren't those legitimate issues for public concern, 


public debate? 
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A Of course they are, but they are not -- you see 
there is a constant drift to that. No one -- and I think 
if you go back in the record, you will find no one has 
threatened to use military force in El Salvador. The President 
has said there were no plans. I have said there were no plans. 
That is a simple fact of life. I don't know of any responsible 
official in the Administration who has suggested the use of 
forces. But to go out public every day and have to reiterate 
that does constitute a jeopardy to the panoply of the applica- 
tion of American national power to bring about a peaceful 
settlement on terms which protect America's vital interests. 

The more people ask the question, despite the fact 
that it has been answered repeatedly, why the more skewed the 
conduct of the full panoply of your assets becomes. 

I have said that no prudent leader is going to draw __ 
fences around the options that are available to him. If he 
does, he thmaffects the calculus of the parties with which he 
is dealing, and it can affect him in a profound way. 

Qg But isn’t the fixation on the possible use of 


troops to some extent caused by the failure on the Administra- 





tion's side to point out what the alternatives are? I think 


that some segments of the public look at the situation on the 


ground they are worsening and see the possiblity that d'Aubuisson 


and the Right Wing might have power as a result of the elections, 
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a polarization down there, face the fact that we might -- quote/ 
ungquote -— lose El Salvador, and then this Administration be 
confronted with avery dramatic either/or situation, either 


some kind of massive involvement to prevent the loss of El Sal- 


vador. 

A No. There you are, again. I understand the 
logic --. 

Q That is what I am trying to say. What are the 
alternatives? 





A The alternative is to recognize that this is a global 


problem and is going to be solved in global terms, or we will 
ultimately and could ultimately be faced with a decision as to 
whether we give up Central America and all that implies, or not. 
But, you know, again, I want to just emphasize that everything 
you deal with is a consequence of historic forces, an evolution= 
of realities. 

I noticed somebody saying, well, you know, this Admin- 
istration doesn't know what it is doing or where it is going. 

I am rather hard-pressed to accept that from critics 
who presided over the loss of Angola, the loss of Ethopia, the 
logs of Southern Yemen, the loss of Iran, the loss of Afghanistan, 
the re-introduction of Cuban-sponsored insurgency in this 
hemisphere starting in a major way in about 1978. These are 


the problenis that we were faced with in January. 
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10 
| Now, the question is, are we going to drive carefully 
and in the same evolutionary way and try to deal with it in 


an effective manner. 
“ee 


Q But let me follow up, doesn't the embrace of a 


= 


global solution, or treating this as a global problem, change 
ta some extent the direction of American policy? 
It sounds to me -— and correct me if I am wrong -- that 


you are saying that we have to talk to the Russians about this, 


n in American Foreign 


we have to talk to the Cubans about this. 


A Of course. 1As we did in the case of Viet-Nam, 


but always in a somewhat different way. 


Q Doesn't that take us down more the negotiating 


track than the track of putting all our eggs in the election 


basket? 
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A No. It takes you down a multiplicity of tracks. 
It means that there are discussions that must be held. There 
are steps that must be taken in the political, the economic 
and in the security areas, which tend to influence calculi in 
Moscow, in Havana, in Nicaragua, and in the regional context. 

It is a very complex mosaic of interrelated actions 


which must be consistent, credible, and hopefully will ultimately 


bring about a successful outcome. 





Now, I am not pessimistic unless we castrate ourselves. 


i. a 





Q One of the obvious problems you 
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face in this, if you are trying to use assets elsewhere in 


the context - El Salvador, specifically, and Central America; 
generally, or whatever, is that you are going to be perceived 
as simply dealing with a problem somewhere else; whereas you 
may have Central America ers but the other party thinks 
you are simply trying to solve the Cuban problem in the Middle 
East or Africa, or wherever, with no relationship to Central 
America. 

Could you give us, illustratively, some of the assets 
you think you have in that context? 

A Pirst, let’s take a look at the dialectic of 
history, if you will, with respect to the Soviet Union. You 
have got both promising options and unusual risks, if you look 
at this in broad East/West terms. 

There is a Soviet dilemma, if you will. Itisa 
dilemma brought about by a number of strategic realities which 
have been in process for a number of years. You can talk about 
the systematic failure of the Marxist-Leninist model -- the 
economic crisis, so to speak; their declining productivity; their 
declining growth, from 5 to 7 down to 2, and they are struggling 
ta:hold it at 2, and for the last three years, agricultural 
chronic failure, inability to feed their populations, despite 
the massive efforts they have applied. The system just doesn't 


respond effectivley, and it has not. 
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The demographic problems that I have talked about 
where your non-Russian populations are burgeoning, and the 
Russian populations are declining. | 

That, incidentally, was a contributor to the profound 
mistake of semahabee on the part of the Soviet leaders. 

What drove it? What drove it was paranoia about 
the radical Moslem movement and the populations in the southern 
Soviet Union and the contagion from Afghanistan into the Soviet 
sphere. 

In hindsight, it was a terrible mistake for the 
Soviet leaders. They got into a Catch 22, as they tind themselves 
today in Poland. 

They we facing a leadership change, early manifesta- 
tions of which are now becoming increasingly clear every day. 
There are criticisms of Brezhnev, reports of his declining 
health. An heir-apparent who is probably the triggering mechanism 
for the assaults on Brezhnev himself -—- Chenyenko (?). It is 
still very unclear as to whether Chenyenko would survive the 
demise of Brezhnev. They are all uncertain. 

The centrifugal pressure that you see in Poland, and 
which you saw in earlier manifestations, the need for inter- 
national legitimacy of the Marxist-Leninist system, which was 


badly managed in Afghanistan, and now more brutalized in Poland -- 


all of these things suggest a prudent leadership that can detach 
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13 
itself from excessive paranoia in Moscow and has an interest in 
getting back $e a more responsible relationship with the West. 

They need technology, they need credits, they, need 
trade, they need international legitimacy. They need a 
stabilization of the run-away arms problem. Because one of the 
main factors in the distortion and the systematic breakdown of 
the Soviet system has been the unprecedented allocation of re- 
sources away from the public sector to the defense area. It 
has gone on for fifteen years. They view with terror the thought 
that the West will rearm and require them to apply even more re- 
sources when the issue is so tight. So, they want arms control. 

Now, this is a glossary of the assets available to the 
West. 


What are the risks? The risks are that you have this 


leadership in transition. You have these systematic breakdowns, 


which are now beginning to create restiveness in the Soviet society 
iteself, because there are no consumer goods available. People 
are unhappy. And anyone who visits the Soviet Union will tell 

you that these manifestations are very evident in any part of 

the Soviet Union. 

at CSCE aggravated it. It aggravated it because it not 
only opened the East/West communications, it opened up East/East 
communications, and they could measure life in the Soviet Union 


with life in a sub-culture capitalist system in Hungary, where 
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14 
the Hungarians live rather well. You could imagine what a Soviet 
citizen thinks when he goes there, visits Hungary and then goes 
back tothe Soviet Union, or visits East Germany where the 
test tube model of Marxist-Leninism has been followed with 
ideological purity in the Germanic way, where they have done 
substantially better, although they are unhappy there, too. 

Q Are you suggesting that you can persuade the Soviets, 
given the description you say exists, to back off the supply 
of things to the Cubans, and to persuade the Cubans themselves 
to back off from their communist efforts? 

A I am suggesting that you don't have the luxury 
of dealing with this problem in any other way. There is no 
other way to deal with it effectively other than in more traumatic 
ways that some people fear, but not in El Salvador. 

Q Can you give us some. specific examples of how -- _ 
you say you are dealing with Moscow and Havana -- how, specifically 
have you been? 

A No, I can't make a public disclosure of these 
things. They are all interrelated. There are other regional 
problems which are of interest to the Soviet Union as well, 
including those that are disadvantageous to them. You can apply 
diplomatic and political leverage. 


But you have the same problem. That analysis that 


I gave you of the Soviet Union, you could translate into Havana 
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where a similar set of systematic failurs have become per- 


—_—-*-- _— = 


vasive. | 

Against all that, you have to apply a calculus of 
what. the Marxist-Leninist leadership has been historically. 
Above all, do not assume some naive expectations. These are 
tough guys. Castro is a tough guy. They do not necessarily 
succumb to Western rationalizations, as clear as they may be 
to us. 

t 

They are very culturally conscious of power. And 
when you get to the Soviet Union today, you look at their larder 
of assets to deal globally, and it is almost exclusively an 
unprecedented military capability. 

These are the dangers. 

Q Could I go to your premise, because I think the 
premise that you have pointed out is the thing that a lot of the 
argument, public argument, has been about over the past several 
months, and that is that El Salvador is fundamentally a global 
problem. 

You have asserted that it is commanded and controlled 
from the outside; that it is supported by the outside; whereas 
the critics have relied on much more of an historical Salvador 
and Central America context flowing out of history of the 


social forces and the groups within the country. 


i: Yes. 
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Q Could you give us a little more of your thinking 
behind the conslusten that this is fundamentally a global 
problem? - 

A In making that observation, Don, you always 
risk the distortion that you don't believe it is also an in- 
country problem of some magnitude. 

There is in Central America, as has been stated, an 
historic change. Tt has lagged in time, the emergence of more 
modern democratic attitudes. 

We know that. Costa Rica is a very good exception. 
Venezuela, which had its revolution, is another good exception, 
but if you can look at the others, then you find the old ways — 
the military dictatorships or oligarchy arrangements, which 
had a few overtones in El Salvador, with the families down there. 

It doesn't mean that we don't have a requirement to 
deal with that. My God, it is essential. But it is that that 
is being exploited by the external command and control, and which 
in strategic terms, not in value terms, and again I don't want to 
relegate value terms to something less important to the United 
States than the strategic aspect. Both have to be dealt with, 
and .both must be kept in context. But in strategic terms, if 


this external interventionism continues to spread, if it 


achieves momentum before the reforms that you are seeking in 


the socio-economic and political area can take root, and it is 





oe 
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going to take a decade or more. And we haven't got the re- 
sueene to a in end. feet. clininate these hanes posblens. 

We have got to deal with it in both terms. -I would 
suggest, however, if we could get an exclusion of intervention, 
continue to apply political and economic assets in a multilateral 
framework so it doesn’t get the label of “big brotherism", 
which is anathema in the region, and which is what we have 
tried to avoid in the Caribbean Basin Initiative, then we have 
great reason for hope that modernization will continue, that 
social justice will be achieved, to the degree that it ever 
is totally achieved in any system, and that democracy and 
democratic principles will increasmngly make headway. 

You can't afford to focus on one and forget the other, 
because one external intervention of the magnitude of what we 
are witnessing in Nicaragua and Salvador, if left untended __ 
despite our best hopes in the progress you make, you are going 
to have an extreme outcome. 

Q If I might follow that point, you have said 


some fairly interesting things lately which seem to draw a 


line between Cuba and Central America and the northern tier of 


. South America. 


Do you still think that, given the approach you are 


setting out here, taking Nicaragua specifically, it is still 


salvageable in terms of your strategic interests? 
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A Of course. 

@ ‘How interested are you in the Mexican proposal: 
with that in mind? 7 

A Let's talk about the Mexican proposal. 

I have seen the observations that we are either cool 
to it or rejected it or now we have suddenly been driven to 
be happy with it. 

None of those observations are accurate. 

First, in August, we went to Nicaragua. Tom Enders went 
down and laid out a series of proposals that involved mutual 
guarantees, limits on Nicaraguan armaments, and a sine qua non 
that a negotiating approach was an agreement by the Sandinistas 
to terminate their assistance to the movement in El Salvador and 
to leave their neighbors alone -— get a commitment to do so. 

Frankly, they rejected that. We discussed that. I _ 
have been in constant communication with Castaneda and with Lopez 
Portillo. I discussed it when I was in Mexico City. 

They went down there and they built on what had been 
rejected by the Nicaraguans in the U.S. proposal, that includes 
specific things like non-aggression pacts with neighbors and possible 
peacekeeping forces, and, again, it was an almost myopic pre- 


occupation with the Nicaraguan-Salvadorean case, if you get 


what I am driving at. 


‘That doesn't mean Mexico doesn't understand the global 
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character of this thing either. If you will go back and look 


— 


at the speech of Lopez Portillo made last week, the beginning 


of the week, he poll-parroted exactly what I have said. --You 


< 


have got to look at Cuba and you hve got to look at the Soviet 
Union in this mix, and you have got to deal with all of them. 

The judgments we have to make, with respect to the 
Mexican proposal, which unfortunately lacked the definitive in the 
sine qua non area. Their proposal, if you read it carefully, 
at least as we interpreted it here, did not touch upon in specific 
terms the guarantee to keep the hell out of the affairs of 
neighboring states. 

Without that, it only becomes a delaying negotiating 


tactic to permit the activity to continue, or at least we have to 
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be concerned, as Americans, that that might be the outcome, and 
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we cannot permit that. 





IT-have made that clear ve. the Mexicans. They understand 
it. They do not reject it. But we are in a constant communica- 
tion on the thing, and I will be discussing it again this weekend 
with Castaneda -— tomorrow, Sunday, as a matter of fact. 

We have to make a judgment, how is the best way to 
deat with that. We are every bit as capable as the Mexicans 
of qustias with the Nicaraguans. We certainly are with the 
Cubans and with the Soviets. In fact, we are better able to. 


‘It doesn't mean that we don't welcome ancillary 
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communication and ancillary suggestion, and so we would not 


_— =e _— 


soimeeet of hand, at indeed we welcome ineellionst suggestions 
that would bring this thing to a peaceful solution, which will 
not put in jeopardy the vital interest that we are concerned 
about, either in the value terms or in the strategic interests 
of the United States. 

That is the answer to your question. It is too early 
to say, but it isn't a question of whether we are being forced 
into the arms of the Mexican proposal. Hell, we have been engaged 
in that from the beginning. It isn't a case of whether we have 
decided that their framework is better. As of now, we think it 
lacks the essential ingredient which is necessary, but they are 
busy trying to deal with that. 

Q What about the analysis that things may continue 
to turn sour in El Salvador, that the Right Wing could do:-very_well - 
in the election, if not win it, and that the Mexican proposal 
may ultimately provide the Americans with a fig leaf to get out 
from under a mess? 

A Again, that is the Viet-Nam syndrome all over 
again, a negotiated settlement, hearts and minds, establish a 
balance of forces internally. 

None of that is relevant. None of it is relevant, 
unless you have dealt with the global aspect of it. Is Cuba 


going to continue an insurgency offensive in Central America, 
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which is not exclusively focused on El Salvador, or the mili- 
tarization of Nicaragua, but involves Columbia, and Honduras, 


Guatemala, Costa Rica, and perhaps tomorrow Mexico. 


These are all part of the same problem. There is 


< 


no graceful declaring yourself a winner and pulling out, like 
we tried to do in Viet-Nam. That is a little harsh on the Viet- 
Nam solution. The problem with Viet-Nam was that we negotiated 
a settlement, but we didn't have the national will to enforce  § ~~ 
the sanctions that must underline any international agreement. 
That was the problem 
Had we been willing to do that, you would probably 
still have a viable South Viet-Nam today. 


Q Could you address the options you think you 
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might have in the event of a Right Wing victory in the election? 
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A I wouldn't want to see too many predictions that 


a 





that would be the outcome. [I don't delude myself that the 
Right Wing candidate enjoys both charisma and a great deal of 
popular support at home. [ think you all must understand that 
that support is founded on the fact that he said he is going to 
solve the problem. He is going to clean house and he is going 
to get bloodshed and terrorism off the back of the people. That 
is a very appealing practice. 

Q What do the people think about that? 


‘A When you are a victim of this thing, you don't os 
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become necessarily a banner-carrier for esoteric values. It 


= - « = 


is very easy for us to do that here in a comfortable position, 
but when your children and families are affected -- 


Q The Christian Democrats think they will be the 
principle victims of those activities. | 

A . There is some concern, sure. But it is too early 
to say how that thing will come out. I don‘t mean to suggest 
to you that we will be nese with a Right Wing victory. That 
would complicate everything here tremendously. It goes without 
saying. But I am not so sure that the Salvadoreans do not under- 
stand that. 

But to the degree that we engage in rhetorical irrespon- 
sibility here at home with respect to support for a democratic 
process, as weak as far as it is under Duarte, to that degree, 
you affect the subjective attitudes of an electorate, whose lives -- 
are on the line. 

Q By saying it could only be solved in the global 
framework, are you not laying yourself open to the line of 
thinking that you have become so discouraged by the situation on 
the ground that you have found it necessary to shift the focus? 

is A Not at all. We never shifted the focus. We 


started this way. That is the point I made at the outset. 


That. has never been... Do you think, for a moment, the 














"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





23 
provision of 52 or 53 American advisers and the level of mili- 
tary asnieteees wene desiened to achieve a military victory? 
In Salvador? Net at all. ; —" 

You have got to hold in reasonable balance the forces 
for 2a pluralistic outcome, a democratic outcome, given what 
you can within the limits availabie to you, that can be supported 
by our assets and our own assessment of what makes the difference. 
The difference is not going to be there. 

Q Well, if you are going to go into a global show- 
down in El Salvador -— 

A That is not what anybody is saying at all. That 
is exactly where you are wrong. It is not a global showdown. 

Q What is it? 

A It is the application, it is the conduct of 
affairs, historically. It has never been different. The same 
thing in Poland. It is not a global showdown. It is a recog- 
nition that the Soviet Union has certain interests and certain 
vulnerabilities, and that we — political, economic and 
security assets with which to deal with them in such a way that 
they conclude in their own calculation that the advantages of 
moderation and a shift in direction outweigh the advantages 
that a continuation of interventionism that they launched in 


an unusual way starting in about 1976. 


You are a historian. You have lived in this town. You 
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know these things. Why do you have to put it in a question 
ofa global showdown? We arenot talking about a global show- 
dwon. We are in a global showdown. We were from the day that 
we started out with the Soviet Union. In that context, we 
have diverging inteenhe. 

In some instances, we have converging interests. Cer- 
tainly the levels of armaments expenditure is one. Nuclear 
growth is another. Economic interface is a third. Stability 
in a decent dialogue is a fourth. 

Q rf you are dealing with them, if you are trying 
to give them a message, let's say, about El Salvador, if you put 
pressure on them in Country X in South Asia, how do you make sure 
that they get the message that your action in Country X is de- 
signed to discourage them from subverting governments in Latin 
America? 

A There i: another aspect to that question that 
probably should remain unsaid. Again, if you look at the historic 
evolution of Marxist-Leninism, you have a Russian empire in 
trouble. The Soviet ideology has always grasped the self- 
proclaimed right through wars of national liberation to support 
a legitimate quest for social justice to spread revolution. 

Now, that was a very comfortable position at the end 
of the second war in id@logical terms, and it provided a very 


nice framework which was contradictory and confusing to many 
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in the West, to justify what they were doing. 
hey aaa =e more rhetoricel than they were actual 
until we saw the offensives in Africa, the Middle East. and 
Southeast Asia, but that is probably not a lack of will; it was 
a lack of both resources and capability to project their power, 


as well as a greater degree of vigor in the West in dealing 


with it. 
Kenia pelertdir condi xt , | hee 
Now, the picture has changed from the Soviets objective 
point of view. How has it changed? Well, the Soviets suddenly 
found themselves in Afghanistan being bogged down, where they . 


are the protectors of the status quo and a new revolutionary move- 
ment is threatening them. 

We have a liberation movement in Poland. 

Ask yourselves the question, . as you debate a Soviet 
official, if we were to apply the yardsticks you insist you have 
@ right to apply in a global sense in the developing world to 
areas within your traditional sphere of influence, or even in 
areas of strategic importance to you that are not in that sphere, 
what would be your position? 

What I am saying is, Soviet vulnerabilities have changed. 

= % Now, I don't mean to suggest anything, because, Don, 
your next question would be, "You mean you are going to start 


subverting Poland?” The answer is no. But it must be a recognized 


vulnerability in Moscow. It must be. 








"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





26 

Q What sense do you have in your debates with the 
Soviet officials, if you bring these things up, that they will 
have an effect, that this will work, and that this will create 
a situation that we want? 

A There are never any guarantees. It is not some— 
thing overnight. It is something that we must be careful with, 
Because of the sensitivity, and hopefully with an unrestricted 
panoply of Western assets with which to deal. In other words, 
the same problem we had under the Polish crisis. 

There are a lot of things we could have done that would 
have made us feel very good, but which would have had a devas— 
tating impact on the raw political pressures that emerged from 
Western unity. 

In hindsight, I am relieved thatwe didn't succumb to 
some of the earlier proposals for unilateral sanctions, and that 
we waited patiently. We worked, because the Europeans moved 
much, much closer to us. 

The CSCE combination yesterday was a major political 
and psychological victory for Western unity and resolve on 
Poland. Substantial. And it has gotten, I think, a one or two- 
page article, or column, but it was a major signal to Moscow. 

Q If this all takes as long as you have suggested -- 

A It took that long to get there. 


Q I understand, but don't you run the risk of -- 
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and how would you face the risk -- of reaching a bottom line 
situation in Central America, while you were still debating 
these pressure tactics? In other words, the situation keeps 
deteriorating there, and then you could be forced into a 
situation on the id. 

A No. “Im the first place, I think, at this juncture, 
I will stick my neck out and say there will be an election in 
Salvador. The situation has not deteriorated to the degree 
that intense public focus might suggest. I mean by that that 
it is good. It wasn't good a year ago, but, my God, when we 
came in in January, there was a serious doubt whether the whole 
thing was about to collapse. 
There is a strong consensus in Salvador, a popular consensus, 
that Duarte, the election, that the guerrillas, that the 
guerrillas are bad, they are oppressive of the people, but that 
they want a successful election. And where does that come from? 
It comes from the church, it comes from the peasant organizations, 
it comes from the trade union organizations, the business community. 
It is there. And you go downthere and you know it is there. 
Q Are you going to continue with your presentation 
of evidence? For example, when would this next thing be, we 
heard Tuesday, the evidence from Nicaragua to El Salvador, for 


example. 


A We think -- and we think you have insisted, and 7 
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certainly with justification, that what we have we should 
give you. is ie a while, you get a real winner, like yester- 
day. But it should be viewed just as that. Hell, whoever said 
that a terrorist is reliable? 

Qg You think, then, that Nicaragua is salvageable 
(inaudible) . 

A I think Nicaragua today is salvageable. It is 
clear from private polls caieeas by the private sector, not the 
Sandinistas, that the Sandinista’s level of support in Nicaragua 
is about 25 percent, that the large bulk of the Nicaraguan people 
are very uncomfortable by what is going on. | 

There is a still remaining viable private sector, 
there is a strong church that is independent. There is a trade 
union movement, uhich is independent, and wants to remain that 
way. There is a press,_.. which, admittedly, by playing with ies 
broken fingernails on a marble wall, continues to function, and 
wants to functica, and that is adjusting its own demeanor down- 
ward in the sense of freedom, but that is in order to preserve 
their integrity for tomorrow. 

That final chapter has not been written, but all of the 
trends are extremely worrisome, and that is why we have an 
obligation to highlight what is going on. It would be irrespon- 


sible in the extreme to turn our back to what is happening in 


Nicaragua. That is not just a question of convincing the 














< 


gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


29 


American people to support our repressive policies in Salvador. 


— 
_ -_ = 


That is cabo of profound moral issues. “We have to do it. 
Because, God knows, in six months or a year or two years, 

there is a microcoss of Havarmhin Nicaragua, you would be then 
demanding why in God's name diddyou let this happen? Why didn't 
you tell us? We have to. 

Q Have you asked -— I want to come back for just 
auinute to this exclusion of armaments statement -- have you 
asked either the Soviets or the Cubans through your own channels 
to stop sending arms into. the area? Have you received any kind 
of a response? 

A Without saying yes to you, of course, among a 
whole number of other things that we deal with. 

Q Have you received anything encouraging? 

A I can't tell you. [I am not discouraged. I 
think we have to continue, and we don't have the luxury not to. 

Q And yet -— I understand your analysis of the 
Soviet Union's position and how it has changed -— but the Cubans, 


on the other hand, who are probably the more proximate problem 


here, have been under sanctions, political and economic sanc- 


tions for many, many years now, and yet, as you yourself point out, 


there is support for these kinds of activities throughout the 
hemisphere that has increased. 


Now, what is there in that situation? 
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A Why has it increased? That is the first thing 
to ask oneal. as an historian. - 

Q All right, why has it increased? a 

A I would suggest to you it increased after Viet- 
Nam when they saw the emerging American policy consequences | 
of Viet-Nam, when they felt they could move in an unprecedented 
way, and they started to do it. 

| Now, what about Moscow, and that has certain differences. 
But when you talk about sanctions, first, those economic sanctions 
have had @ devastating impact on Cuba. Anyone who visits Cuba 
today just opens his eyes and you see the consequences.of it. So 
it is not meaningless. But they work out a very comfortable 
economic modus for them. That was the Soviet Union. They don't 
have a balance of payments problem. They get their energy for 
subsidized sugar that the Soviets pay for, plus $9 million a 
day of Soviet support. 

Now, that is becoming increasingly difficult, especially 
ferthose forces are joskunet 4s Africa, forty to fifty thousand. 
That costs money. And who is paying the bills? The Soviet 
Union. Castro knows that he is going to be judged by history 
ultimately as to what he did for his people, and he hasn't done 


very much. He is not a dumbhead, we know that. He is not a 


dumbhead. He is gutsy and toughminded, and has been extremely 


skilled in dealing with up-hill/down-hill Western and American 
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pressures. And he has responded to it. 

” 20 wee ob Rack end leek ot thes etentio existe pected. 
when the. first Cuban offensive occurred in this hemisphere. We 
then had more aecate and we had a greater national will to 
deal with such threats in the Kennedy years, before the eeeien- 
ment in Southeast Asia. We had a full panoply program then. [ 
know, because I worked it. I worked for Cy Vance when he was 
the emsetine agent in. the inter=Department Committee that Jack 
Kennedy set up and sort of put under the wing of Bobby Kennedy. 
We had a whole host of programs, as many as a thousand items 
which we reported on weekly to Jack Kennedy. It involved educa- 
tion, it involved aid programs, it involved counterinsurgency 
training, it involved police equipment in Central America. It 
was a full panoply. And Castro drew the conclusion about that 
time that this was just a loser for him, so he pulled his horns 
back. He didn't terminate it. He didn't abandon his revolution 
or his credentials, but he didn’t start up again at the level 
we have seen back in ‘76, or *78, excuse me. 

Q Excuse me, this is about the nicest thing [I have 
ever heard you say about Fidel Castro -- 
Lal A What cdo you mean? 
q As am his skill. 


A I hae also referred to him from time-to-time 


as the armpit -— (Laughter.) 





Re. 
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Q Maybe this is just the ones I remember. But 
what you are saying suggests to me that there may be some 
carrots that the United States could apply to Cuba. 

A Of course. " 

Q And we have heard -— at least I remember hearing 
more about the kinds of sticks we might have had available.to 
use on Cuba. 

A When you have been engaged in a six-year self- 
delusion.that carrots solve the problems of the world, in 
dialectic fashion, you have got to make it very clear that there 
are other things as well, and there are sticks. And the percep- 
tion that America had to face in 1981 was that we were devoid of 
the will to even consider sticks. 

That is what I call the reapplication of balance in 
the American foreign policy. 


Now, there are some that might subjectively consider 


that a partisan question. It is not a partisan question, because 


it started in the period of Jerry Ford, and the American people 
put in someone who articulated an even further expression of 


that approach. 


If you look at any speech I give, I talked about the 


balance in the tedmical conduct of American foreign policy. On 


the one hand, we cannot afford to overlook the preoccupation with the 


¢ . 
beaalsperpeiek;*, because that affects America's sense of right. 
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I said, on the other hand, we cannot conduct ourselves 


— 
—< — 


with a seeiishalis cicnatar sabameant piety while we ignore real 
politick, because that offends America's sense of reality. And 
that is what bespened in the post Viet-Nam period. We swung 
to pieties. | 

The truth is somewhere inbetween, and a sound foreign 
policy is consistently that. It is consistently bipartisan. It 
is one of the tragedies of the upcoming -Congressional election 
the hypertagng of the Salvandorean issue. No American foreign 
policy will be successful unless it is bipartisan. The issue 
should be debated not on partisan terms but philosophic terms. 

Q Have we offered Cubazn improvement in relations 
in cadhenes for moderation? 

A What? 

Q Have we offered Cuba an improvement in relations 
in exchange for moderation on their part? 

A It is very damaging to discuss publicly what we 


have or what we haven't done. But, please, assume that every- 


body -that is in the Executive Branch is not a gibbering chimpanzee. 


(Laughter. ) 
os Q Sir, can you give us any guidance on reports of 
acovert destabilization campaign against Nicaragua, any intelli- 


gency at all, on reports that the U.. is engaging in a-covert 


destabilization campaign against Nicaragua? Can you give us 
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any guidance on that at all? | 

‘A +s‘ The guidance I give you is that the President's 
policy on that subject is viene. It has not changed. ‘Those 
who have been adding little homilies to the airwaves _ not 
in the national security structure, and@we wrong, and are not 
reflecting the President's view. 

Q And his views are? 

“BK We don’t talk about that. 

Q You just finished talking withthe French, and 
[I am just curious, you talked about Central America a lot, and 
it strikes me that the global situation you have just described -- 

A I could have done the same on the Polish question, 
which is, of course, of far more strategic significance, as impor- 
tant as Salvador is. 

Q My question is, the Frerh analysis of the problem 
of Central America strikes me as being quite different than the 
one you just described, that is, that it is a global problen, 
and East/West issue, and they view it as a regional problem and 
alocal issue, and I am wondering whether that gulf was at all 


apparent in your discussions with President Mitterrand. 


A No. The differences aren't that sharp. I think 


that the methodology is not. It is not the fundamental assessment, 


with the interest that we must preserve. 


‘Me (7) 
There I would say it is a very, very common. assessment. 
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The way your differences come are in methodology, and that 
comes —_— euniien.  Remesber, France is a new Administration, 
it is Socialist. It has been a power for decades. -- There- 
fore, it is highly ideological, which you can afford to be when 
you don't have power. 

It is when you get responsibility that ideology has 
to be honed to reality, and they are going through that evolution. 
; — So, their ~perception is that the West has been a pro- 
tector of status quo, if you will, and that we must not continue 
to project that image, because it provides more fertile ground 
for the Marxist-Leninist ideology. 

That is absolutely right, it is not wrong. They hold 
it with a greater f rvor than [I think they will a year from now 
when they get their ox gored a few times. And I don’t mean that 
to be critical. You don't find the same attitude in more experi- _ 
enced governments that have been battling it, although in Europe 
there is a general perception, because we had an American election 
that put another approach into office, and that was a reflection 
of the American consensus. And we had some ground to make up in 
our cwn view with respect to American credibility. We had to 
have a fairly high level of rhetoric to underline it. 


Well, it made the Europeans very nervous. It made the 


French especially nervous. 


‘It doesn't mean they don’t share our perception, because 
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36 
I think they do, and I have spent enough time with their 
Ministers to know that. So, we are talking methodology. 

Q Could I ask you a quick question about something 
Castaneda said last week in New York. 

He was telling some people that the Cubans have offered 
to negotiate an arms embargo vis-a-vis Central America, and has 
that been reflected in your conversations with him? 

BR I am not going to review anything in the character 
of our multiplicity of discussions. That is self-defeating. [I 
am sure you recognize that. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at ]0:53 a.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
PRESS SRIEFING 





SUNDAY, MARCH 14, 1982, 5:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I propose that 
we start by my giving you a brief readout on the three 
bilaterals the Secretary had today following his meeting 
with Foreign Minister Castaneda. 


As you know, both the Secretary.and the Foreign 
Minister met with the press following that meeting, so I 
will pick up with the lunch the Secretary had with the 
Colombian Foreign Minister, Lemos. 


At that session, they discussed the possibility 
of a meeting of the Central American Democratic Community, 
which, as you know, consists of Salvador, Costa Rica and 
fonéduras, which in turn is supported by the United States, 
Colombia and Venezuela. 


My understanding is that no dates have heen set 
for such a meeting. 


In addition to that, they also discussed regional 
issues, including Salyador, Nicaragua and related issues. 


With the Venezuelan Foreign Minister, Zambrano, 
the Secretary again discussed regional questions, including 
the Salvadoran elections. | 


With the Canadian Foreign Minister, Mark MacGuigan, 
there was a broad range of discussion that touched upon the 
Middle East, on Poland, as well as.Central America, plus 
tore bilateral issues. 


In the way of kind of an overall summary of the 
discussions relating to Central America, the three ministers 
égreed that nothing should be done prior to holding the 
elections in El Salvador on March 28, but that there may be 
scope for ideas and perhaps even some initiatives in the after- 
sath of the Salvadoran election. 


I will stop there and, if you like, I can give you 
& rundown on the Secretary's schedule for the rest of the 
*veriing as well as tomorrow, or I'll be glad to take your 
Westions, whatever you prefer. 
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Q Give us the schedule. 


A For the rest of the day, the Secretary just 
left to go over to the USUN mission for the first session 
of the Caribbean Basin Initiative conference. That is 
scheduled to run from 5:30 until 7:00 p.m. 

At 7:30 the Secretary will host a reception for 
the full delegations participating in the Caribbean Basin 
conference which will be held in the Dag Hammarskjold Room 
of this hotel. 


Tomorrow the final session of the participating 
countries will be held between 9:00 and 10:30 a.m. At 
10:45 there: will be a press conference of all the foreign 


tinisters who are participating, plus an anticipated release 
of the joint communique. | | 


This will take place, again, in the Dag Hammarskjold 


foom on the second floor here, and that is scheduled to con- 
Clude at 11:15. 


The only other item on the Secretary‘ts public 
Schedule tomorrow is a 3:00 p.m. meeting with the Secretary 
Sneral of the United Nations, and he will be returning to 
fashington upon the conclusion of that meeting. | 


Q What .do you expect out of the UN thing? Will 
there be any kind of statement? 


A It's possible that there will be a very brief 


session with the press to talk about that meeting, but I 
fon't anticipate anything major. : 


Q . Any particular subjects for that? 


A No. I believe, if memory serves, this will 
be the first meeting the Secretary has had with the 
‘cretary General since he assumedtthat- post. 


Q It's more than in the nature of a courtesy 
call, then? 
A I wouldn't characterize it solely in terms 


fa courtesy, because it is scheduled to go on for about 
“hour, but at this point I do not have any details I 
fan give you on the subjects that they plan to discuss. 


Q If there's a.meeting with the press, would 
it be over there or back here? 
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A Et.would be over. there. 


¢ How would we know about that, about the meet- 
ing? 
A I will try and get word te you either late 
tomorrow morning-on what the press arrangements 


tonight Or: 
wre. It may be that the Secretary General's office yill be 


le to help you on +hat. 7 


to have any additional information 


Q Do you expect 
today on the meetings between the Ministers and Secretary 


gaig? 


a“ 


A -NOe 


e any comments that you would 


Dean, do you hav 
at Foreign Secretary 


Q 
jike to make with reference.to wh 
castenada said this morning? 


A No; I certainly don't want to be put.in the 

sition. of commenting upon what Castenada said. You know 

yhat the Secretary said, I. think the point to be stressed 

here is that after the elections in Salvador, there may in 
fact be an opportunity for explorations and discussions with 


. ag number of interested parties. . 
Q ‘his-comment that the three agreed that nothing 

should be done prior to the elections, how does that relate 

to the Mexican Foreign Minister saying that next week he will 


carry some ideas to the Cubans and Nicaraguans? 


I am fully. aware of what the Mexican Foreign 


A 

said. -I think what the Foreign Ministers. were dis- 
here was in the context of the Central American 
tic Community possibly becoming involved in a discussion 


s and initiatives relating to that region. 
Where 18 this meeting of the Central American 

pemocratic Community? . 

A When? 


vinister 
cussing 
pemocra 
of idea 


Q @here? 
A There has been no date or place ser for that. 

1t was simply 4 discussion during the meetings today. 
Q Is Colombua. joining..the community? 


A No. “Colombia is supportive of the commun 
the United States and Venezuela. 


ity 


as is 
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Q You didn't mention the community when you 
spoke about his meeting with the Venezuelan. Did that 
also come up? 


A It also came up there. Yes. 
Q As it did with MacGuigan? 


A I can't swear that it came up in connection 
vith that, but I would be surprised if it did not. 


Q The Mexicans indicated today that they had 
some firm proposals that they were bringing back. Were 
they given anything in writing, precise terms, or were they 
bringing back more impressions of the Americans‘ position 
aad specific negotiating type language? 


A There certainly is no negotiating type language 
at this stage. It was essentially an exchange of thoughts 
and perspectives between the two Ministers, and, as the 
Yexican Foreign Minister described it, in this instance it 
Was a case of the Secretary responding and making some 
Counter-proposals of his own to what the Mexicans had 
Proposed a week ago in meetings with the Secretary. 


Q Would you be concerned -- would America be 
concerned that too much is being maybe read into it today, 
today's developments? 


A Too much in what sense? 


Q In an optimistic sense that a negotiated 
Settlement is at hand or the process at least of reaching 
é negotiated settlement? 


(A I think what we're talking ahout here is a 
Process which didn't start last week, but which we have 
teen engaged in on a bilateral basis with the Nicaraguans, 
vith the Cubans, with the Soviet Union in the broad context 
of U.S.-Soviet relations, and that this is an evolutionary 
Process which will continue. 


Q Isn't it rather strange for these countries 
today to be talking about a meeting of the Central American 
Democratic Community when none of them are members of this 
Community? 


A No. I think it simply reflects the interest 
of the parties to the discussion today in the development . 
of that organization. 
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Q The Mexican Foreign Minister also said that 
he and Haig would meet after the March 28 elections to 
see if there was any opening there for any possible 
tegotiations among the parties. 


Is this a similar idea that the Secretary talked 
out with these three Ministers, about having the Central 
‘nerican Democratic Community get together to try to see if 
there's any negotiations possible? 


A As I say, the Secretary talked about exploring 
end discussing with interested parties in the region follow- 
ing the elections in-El Salvador. - 


Q Has this been cleared with President Duarte? 
Secause it looks as if people are talking about negotiations 
that are above the Salvadorans. 


A I don't want to get into a kind of semantic 
Gscussion of precisely whether the word "negotiation" is most 
est or the word “exploration” or “discussion,” but I just 
refer to reiterate what the Secretary said in this whole 
Context. a . 


Q There was one specific comment that the 
texican Foreign Minister made. We all wonder whether the 
Secretary shares this. He said the logical basis for a 
series of agreements exists, and we feel hopeful that a. 
Process of negotiation may be starting in the Caribbean. 


A Yes. Again, Bob, I just don't want to try 
to characterize in any way what the Foreign Minister dis- 
cussed, nor do I wish to go beyond what the Secretary sa‘.d 
the same subject. ° 2 ' 


Q But you are not walking away from that kind 
of optimistic remark? | 


A No. I wouldn't say that we‘re walking away 
from it at all. I think, as the Secretary said, again, | 
that our objectives are the same. There are some differences 
{a nethodology. 


Q The elections are still the primary vehicle 


— the United States would see to resolye the situation 
ere? 3 


A As you know, we'va.been very supportive of 
the elections, but, here again, the Secretary has indicated 
Cat he does not regard the elections as the end of the 
Process but a very important benchmark. 

















Q Do you envision an attempt to bring the left 
into some sort of a negotiating process after the March 28 


elections? 


A I think that gets too far out ahead of the 
event, George: (a) we don’t know what the outcome of the 
elections will be, and (b) we're still in the process of 
éiscussing issues/questions related to not only~£l Salvador 
and its future but also in a broader sense the issues and 


Questions relating to the region, 





QO . Does the Secretary have any reservations about 


Castenada taking these proposals or feelings, if you will, 
back to Nicaragua and Cuba before the elections in El Salvador? 


A No. 


Q Would that be because the proposals have little 
to do with El Salvador as such and the situation directly 
there involved in Nicaragua itself? 





B I don't know that I would characterize it 
that way. I would just stand by what I said. He has no 
reservations about Mr. Castenada‘s plans to proceed on 
that basis. : 


Q Will the possibility of negotiations or the 
enforcement of negotiations after the election undermine 


the election itself? 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign “ 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A Can you repeat that, please? 


Q In the enforcing of negctiations after the 
election in El Salvador, don't you think it will undermine 


the election itself? 
A The enforcing of negotiations? 


Q After the election. 


A I think, again, it's a little bit premature to 


Speculate about negotiations per se. We're talking here 
about explorations and discussions with the.interested 


parties, 


Q Is that because the survey that the Department 
of State has on El Salvador and information is that the right- 


ving is going to win the election? 











= 
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A No. We have no such information. We're 
not trying to predict the outcome of the election. 


Q Do you have any concern, I guess, that the 
events of the last couple of weeks might in some way seem 
to undermind the the elections? 


A - No. I don't think that the fact that the 
Secretary has met with Castaneda twice in the past week 
would indicate any such concern. I think what the 
Secretary is saying is that we are attempting to approach 
the problem of Central America at a number of levels or 
in a number of ways, encompassing local, regional and global. 
So that I would not read any. great :signifficance into the 


events of the last couple of weeks, isolated from what had 
Preceded them. 


Q Thank you, Dean. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:45 P. M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE ae, 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING ON DISARMAMENT TALKS IN GENEVA .<%*~ | 


MONDAY, MARCH 15, 1982, AT 12:31 P.M. 


MR. ROMBERG: Why don't we begin? As you know, 
we have cancelled the regular noon briefing today because 
the Secretary is holding a press conference in New York, 
and instead this session will be ON BACKGROUND, attributable 
to a senior Department official. 


The purpose is, with the current round of Geneva 
talks coming to and end, to give you a few remarks on those 
talks and the military backdrop to the negotiations, and 
then he will be happy to take your questions. 


Hank? 


Q When is the Secretary going to hold his 
press conference? 


A I believe he may be doing that, right now. 
We, obviously, are not getting.a lot of feed. We are 
trying to get a feed, a delayed feed. I don't know 
whether that is possible or not. 


Q Will you know that by the time this brief- 
ing is over? 


A I haven't got the slightest idea. Probably 
not, actually, so you will have to keep in touch with the 
Press Office-on that, and there is no predicting what that 
time will be because we are not controlling the situation, 
even if it does take place. So, we are as much a victim 
Or a prisoner of events as you are in this case. 


Okay. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. 

Just to reiterate what Alan said, this is 
ON BACKGROUND. We thought it would be useful, with the 
end of the negotiating round in Geneva -=- when does it 
officially end, tomorrow? 


VOICE: Tomorrow. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Tomorrow -- and with 
our chief negotiator, Paul Nitze, coming back to Washington 
later this week, to give you a little round=up on the 
negotiations, as well as our assessment of the on-going 
Soviet military deployments that are obviously the subject 
of those negotiations. 
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We find it important, I think, to underline that 
the Soviet SS-20 modernization program, which, of course, 
is the primary cause of the negotiations, and was the cause 
of the NATO decision in 1979 to modernize American inter- 
mediate range forces, is continuing, and that Soviet SS-20 
deployments now stand at 300 systems, overall. 


This is an unhappy development. Our last official 
estimate was 280. There have been other figures bandied 
about in recent weeks, but we now believe that figure 
stands at 300. 


Recently, we have found that new deployments have 
appeared both east and west of the Urals. In making that 
statement, I want to emphasize that SS-20 missiles east 
of the Urals can target Western Europe. In other words, 
it is not simply the SS-20 missiles that are west of the 
Urals that threaten Europe. 


Now, the 300 figure is an increase of about 200 
SS-20 missiles since 1979. For your information, in 1978- 
'79, when NATO discussed the modernization program, the 
decision to deploy 572 cruise missiles and Pershing 2's, 
NATO authorities estimated the SS=-20 program, the full 
program, when it was completed, at between 250 and 300, 
so we now see the Soviets at the brink of going beyond 
the NATO estimate of the size of the Soviet program. Of 
course, this is very worrisome. 


The 20's, of course, are not the only systems 
that we are concerned about. The 300 SS-20 missiles is 
each equipped with three warheads, so we are talking 
about a Soviet force of 900 warheads over-all. We are 
also concerned with the older intermediate range systems, 
the SS-4's and 5's. There are a total of 300 of those, 
so, we are talking about an aggregate capability of 
1200 warheads. 


Now, as I said, the construction of new SS-20 
sites -- that is the sites from which these missiles 
are launched -- continues throughout the Soviet Union, 
and that we have seen five new sites under construction. 
If the construction proceeds, roughly speaking, this 
would add as many as 150 new warheads to the 1200 total 
that I mentioned. 


For those of you who are really interested in 
numbers, I just might point out that we believe that 
each of the SS=-20's, that is deployed at a site, is 
matched by at least one additional SS-20, which could 
be refired. 


@) Refired? 
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A That means that after firing one missile, 
another missile could be put in the launcher and refired. 


Q I don't quite understand that. What do 
you mean "matched by"? Do you mean these are missiles 
in storage? 


A We believe that they have for each missile 
that they have deployed, an additional missile. 


Q Can you make a judgment about how these 
weapons are targetted? How many of them are targetted 
toward China and how many toward the West? 


A No, because, as we have stressed over and 
over again, these are mobile, highly transportable missiles, 
and you can't, as a result, talk about intentions. You 
have to look at capabilities, and we have to assume that 
every missile threatens Europe. This is one important 
reason why, in the negotiations, we have said that a 
simple withdrawal formula, moving these missiles back 
would be unacceptable. _ 


We have also said that discussion of, say, 
SS-20 missiles that are west of the Urals is unacceptable 
because they can threaten Europe from east of the Urals. 


Q Just as a point of fact, when you were 
talking about 250 SS-20's, the figure being used in this 
building was that about 175 of them were targetted on 
Western Europe. 


A As a point of fact, if anyone has said 
that they were targetted against Western Europe, they 
didn't know what they were talking about, John, unless 
they had access to the Soviet SIOP. I would say that 
only the Russian military knows how those weapons are 
targetted, and they are probably multiple targetted. 


Q The West Germans make that distinction. 


A No, they don't. You can show me some- 
thing, but they do not. You can make geographical dis- 
tinctions, but that is very different than talking 
about what they are targetted against. 


Q Could you explain anything about the 
hardware. You were talking about five new sites, and 
implying that this meant the capability of 50 new 
missiles, which suggests ten per site, -- 


A A rough area. 
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Q -- rough. Now, also you just said that 
these missiles were mobile. If they are mobile, why 
do they have to have a site, and how mobile are they? 


I am told that the Pershing 2 requires a 
convoy of some 50 trucks to haul it about. 


Can you go into that a bit? 


A Here I would just simply refer you to open 
literature that has said that the Soviets have a dispersed 
deployment capability. That is, they would house these 
missiles at certain sites under normal conditions, and 
then they would disperse them, to fire them in a crisis 
Or in a war. 


Q As a generalization, can we say that the 
way they are now deployed, they are capable of reaching -- 
all of them are capable of reaching Western Europe with- 
out redeployment? I know that all of them are not 
capable of reaching all of China, but is the converse 
true? 

A No, that wouldn't-be true. There are 
some systems that are far enough east that would be 
moved, but they could be moved very quickly. They are 
systems designed to be moved. 


Q Are you going by the rule of thumb we have 
heard before, one deployment every five days? Is that 
how you arrive at this 300? 


A No. We arrived at 300 through intelli- 
gence. The one new missile every five days is simply an 
average over the last three years. Just like any other 
weapon system program, there are surges. When they get 
a site completed, they then fill that site with missiles, 
and then there is a hiatus while they create a new 
site and fill that with missiles. The one per every 
five days is an average over time. Some weeks there are 
more than one. 


Q You are not referring then to production 
records. 


A No, I am not. 

Q The Soviets have talked in Geneva and in 
public, as you know, about a moratorium on SS=-20 deploy- 
ments in Europe. 


I really want to make three pcints about the 
idea of an SS-20 moratorium. 
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First, the evidence we have doesn't support 
the suggestion that there is a moratorium or that there 
has been a moratorium. As I said before, we see these 
new sites under construction and the program is con- 
tinuing to grow. 


Second, and I think this is even more important, 
even if there were a real moratorium, the damage, so to 
speak, of their deployments has already been done. They 
have reached the upper end of the bound of NATO's original 
estimate of what their complete program would look like. 


8) Fours and Fives are static, now, is that 
right? 


A Hum. So we don't see now what any kind of 
moratorium would accomplish other than giving the Soviet 
Union this major area of military advantage in the inter- 
mediate range systems. 


A moratorium, in other words, a Soviet moratorium 
on SS=-20 construction would permit the Soviets to retain 
their current unacceptable monopoly in intermediate range 
missiles. : 


Thirdly, the Soviets are continuing to modernize 
their shorter range systems. These are systems below the 
range of the SS-20, but that can also strike targets in 
Europe. 


Again, this is an area where only the Soviet 
Union is modernizing its capabilities. The West has no 
programs underway to modernize its shorter range -- 


Q Are these field weapons or are they SS-4's 
and 5's? 


A No, they are systems that have ranges out 
to 1,000 kilometers. 


Q What are they? 


A The SS=-2l's, the SS-22's, and a system 
called the SSX-23, which is under development. 


Q These are the new systems that are replacing 
older -- 


A They are older. 


Q These are older, that you are referring to. 


A No. These are newer systems. They are 
replacing systems like the SS-12's systems. 








“Decliassified for Publication in American roreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





Q What that the SSX-23? 
A Yes. 


Q You said that intelligence shows five new 
sites under construction in the Soviet Union? 


A We think there are five new sites under 
construction. 


Q Were those sites begun before the negotia- 
tions began in Geneva? 


A I think the answer to that question is that 
some were begun before and some were begun later. 


Q Do you know how many have begun since the 
negotiations? 
A I would prefer not to mention a number. 


Q On the status of. the negotiations, how long 
is this recess? 


A I want to talk about the negotiations now. 
Dave, how long are we expecting the recess to be? 
VOICE: About two months. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: About two months. I 
want to emphasize, though, that we are not shutting off 
channels of communication with the Soviets during this 
recess, and that there will be senior Americans present 
in Geneva to continue the discussions during the recess; 
that Paul Nitze and some of the negotiating team are re- 
turning here for consultations, but that we -- if there is 
the opportunity for progress to occur during this recess, 
we will certainly want to facilitate that progress. 


We think that the talks are proceeding in a 
business-like fashion. By that, people are discussing 
the real issues. You all know that during this round that 
we tabled a treaty and that is one of the principal items 
under «.. ~2ussion in the negotiations. 


Both sides have stated their positions, and right 
now both sides are using the end of this round to clarify 
their position to the other side. There are a lot of 
questions being asked, and we think that this is a good 
sign. 
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You all know, of course, but it is worth 
reiterating, our position remains the one that was laid 
out in the President's November 18th speech, which is to 
cancel our plans for deploying the Pershing 2 missiles 
and the ground-launched cruise missiles, in exchange for 
the elimination of all the Soviet SS-20, the 4 and 5 
missiles. 


The Soviet position is essentially designed, so 
far in the negotiations, to permit their continuing SS-20 
program, but would not permit the modernization of NATO 
capabilities with the Pershings and the ground-launched 
cruise missiles. 


The recess that is coming up has been planned 
for both sides for some time. As I said, the talks pro- 
ceeded in a business-like fashion. We do not believe -- 

I want to emphasize this -- that the talks are at any 
impasse or stalemate, but the two sides now have a position 
to return to their capitals and consider each side's posi- 
tion in more detail. 


Q You take these two positions which were 
virtually the same when these talks began. Is there a 
logical meeting ground, sort of half way here, that the 
United States would not deploy a certain percentage of 
its planned deployments in return for, say, a fifty 
percent cut in the elimination of the SS-20 missiles? 


fs I think there is a logical meeting ground, 
but, quite frankly, we think the logical meeting ground 
is our position, because it is a radical and bold approach 
to the problem. Rather than allowing both sides to build 
up to some number, we are proposing that both sides 
altogether eliminate these systems. It is an effort not 
to freeze the existing situation or to allow a build-up, 
but to engage in real disarmament. 


Q Can you address the question of whether in 
the months that these negotiations have gone forward, 
we have heard anything from the Soviets that you would 
regard as progress, or as a movement off that initial 
position? 


A I would say, first of all, the beginning 
of the negotiations themselves was progress. The Soviets 
did not want to negotiate in this area, for some time. 


They have outlined really more than one position. 
They have some different concepts, and they didn't have 
one position when they entered the negotiations. They 
have unveiled different ideas through the round, and I 
think that represents some progress. 
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We have to bear in mind that this is an early 
stage in the negotiations, and, right now, what is very 
important is that the two sides are talking about the 
ideas in a detailed way, and, as I said befoe, in a 
serious way. These are serious negotiations. 
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Q Does the fact that the deployments of SS-20's 
have continued throughout the talks and a couple -- I don't 
know what your number is but but new sites are being deve- 
loped argue poorly, you think, for the future negotiations? 
ee a sign to you that the Soviets are not serious at the 
table? 


A No. 
Q What does it mean? 


A It means how serious, first of all, the 
problem is that threat to the Alliance that was posed in the 
first place by the SS-20 is just growing worse, and I think 
it just re-enforces our determination to solve this problem 
with a bold approach along the lines that the so-called zero 
Option approach that the President has outlined. 


Q Isn't it cause for at least some pessimism 
about what the Soviets plan? -~* 


4 We are very pessimistic about -- we have 
always been pessimistic about -- I don't know if pessimistic 
is the right word -- concerned and somewhat alarmed by this 
continuing buildup. We have an opportunity in the nego- 
tiations to do something about it. 


I might add that because the Soviets are con- 
tinuing and because they -- I think the emphasis here should 
on not just the continuation but the overall size of the 
buildup; the fact that they are now at 300. It makes it very 
clear to us that we have to move ahead on both tracks on the 
December '79 decision. It means we have to negotiate 
seriously but we also have to move ahead with our own pre- 
parations for the deployment of the Cruise Missiles and the 
Pershing II's. 


Those deployments were the only incentives 
the Soviets had to really enter those negotiations and 
progress within the Alliance with moving ahead with these 
systems and the only way that we are going to get the kind 
of result that we want in the negotiations. 


Q Isn't it unlikely that the Soviets will make 
any real compromises until they see the Alliance, in fact, 
deploying many of these missiles? 


A I hope not. The Alliance is moving ahead to 
do so. And every public statement that's been made recently 
in the Alliance capitols and in Brussels has indicated that 
we are moving ahead. : 
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Q Can you tell us how many SS-20's are now 
deployed in the East part of(inaudible) territory which 
will target to China, Japan and Korea? 


A Again, the same problem exist with East Asia 
as it does with Western Europe. We don't think it wise to 
say X number of missiles can be used against China, Japan 
and other countries in northeast Asia as we don't believe 
you can say that with western Europe. 


We believe that these weapons have to be 
viewed in a global context; that we have to limit these 
weapons globally. That's a fundamental principle of our 
negotiating approach. We not interested in limiting weapons 
that can easily be moved and can be used to target other 
countries. So our approach is designed to make sure that the 
Soviets can't simply shift their threat from East to West, 
depending on circumstances. 


Q Does the United States have any plan to 
deploy medium-ranged missiles in Asia to counterbalance? 


7 No, and were we -to get agreement with the 
Soviet Union on our zero approach, we would'‘t be able to. 
These would limit all intermediate range missiles possessed 
by the Soviet Union and the United States. The only effec- 
tive way to deal with these weapons. 


Q Going back to David's question, phrased a 
little difference. Do you think that the steps that they 
have taken since the negotiations have begun, do you take 
that as any evidence that they're not negotiating in good 
faith? 


i No. They are negotiating seriously, as I 
have said. It is common for the Soviets. The whole 
experience of the 1970's, of course, was that we watched the 
Soviet Union engage in a fairly massive buildup of its stra- 
tegic nuclear capabilities through the SALT process. 


Q What is the evidence of their negotiating 
seriously? You seem to be contradicting yourself. You're 
saying they haven't moved off their initial position. 


A John, I told you there was no initial posi- 
tion. I thought I told you they have discussed different 
concepts in the talks; that we have come to understand what their 
position is through this round. 


Q I thought you said the thing that is common 
in all those positions is that they would avoid any NATA 
deployments while allowing the Soviets to continue their 
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SS-20 deployments. 
A That's true. 
Q Then, they haven't moved very far. 


A I think it's asking too much at this stage 
for a major movement. What I siad, the purpose of the first 
round of negotiations was for both sides to define their 
position and to begin to look for common ground. 


Q Is there anything that they have suggest or 
proposed that is important enought for Nitze to come back 
here and discuss with the President, for example, before you 
go back? 


A No, that's not way this consultation was 
planned in avance. The purpose of this recess is for both 
sides to take a look at what has occurred in the first round 
and then assess where we go from here. 


Q I asked the question because the Soviets have 
been very successful in Western Europe in leaking all kinds 
of stories which get a lot of media attention about all the 
proposals they're making in these talks. And there's an 
impression in some places in Western Europe that the Soviets 
are being much more forthcoming than the United States is. 


A I haven't seen them. I haven't seen that. 
In fact, I just got back from Europe about a week and a half 
ago and I think there's strong support for our zero option 
position. Most people, I think, believe that so far the 
Soviet position has been relatively self-serving. 


Q Will Nitze see the President? 

A I'm not sure. 

Q When is he coming back? 

Ay I think on Thursday. But, again, he is going 
to be visiting the NAC, the North Atlantic Council, to con- 


sult with them, give them a debrief before he returns from 
Geneva. 





Q Senators Hatfield and Kennedy have criticized 
the remarks you made here last week, saying that too much 
attention ws focused on Europe, whereas world-wide there are 
some 7,000 Soviet warheads as opposed to 9,000 American 
warheads. Can you comment on that? 


A I don't think you can be guilty of focusing 
too much attention on Europe, to start with. The nego- 
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tiations now are underway in Geneva depend on, as I said 
before, the success of those negotiations will depend on the 
Capacity of the Alliance to demonstrate to the Soviet Union 
that we are going to implement the December '79 decision. 

And a freeze on INF systems would freeze the position in which 
the Soviet Union would possess a monopoly on the systems. 


The Alliance entered into a collective deci- 
sion in 1979, and a decision right now to freeze new 
deployments would not only destroy any incentives that the 
Soviets might have to negotiate seriously in Geneva but it 
would create severe political consequences for the Alliance. 
The United States would be unilaterally pulling out of a 
solemn commitment it made with its Allies in December '79. 


We don's criticize the freeze purely from the 
standpoint of the INF picture, the European problem. We've 
said before that we don't think this would make sense in the 
area Of strategic nuclear system. 


Senators Kennedy and Hatfield addressed the 
one area, the one sigle area where the United States tem- 
porarily does have an advantage: Numbers of warheads. 

Every other area of equivalent capability or ways of 
measuring capability, whether it's megatonnage -- that's the 
overall destructive power of the two sides warhead; numbers 
of launchers -- that is, the bombers #i missiles; throw 
weight -— that is the amount of weight that missiles and 
bombers can deliver. All of those areas the Soviet Union is 
in the lead. 


If current trends continue, the Soviet Union 
will be in the lead of the numbers of warheads. As I think 
I said in a statement, or at least answering the question 
last week, one of the basic asymmetries in the two-side 
stratetic relationship now is that the Soviet Union has the 
capacity to destroy a large fraction of our land base 
missiles. 


We do not possess an equivalent capability. 
This is why we say that a freeze right now would do two 
things: It would freeze us into an undesirable and 
dangerous military situation. But just as in the INF area, 
it would undercut our leverage in trying to seek strategic 
arms reductions. 


The President's Strategic Modernization 
Program is a necessary complement to achieving real reduc- 
tions in strategic arms. 


Q The Secretary said that in Europe the Soviet 
Union possesses a 3-to-l , a 6-to-l superiority. Is that 
still pretty accurate? 
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A If you want to look at INF system missiles, 
you say 300-to-0; I guess that in infinity no advantage. To 
be quite serious, we think the balance, depending on how 
it's measured in Europe, ranges from 3-to-l to 6-to-l 
depending on how you measure it. 


It is interesting here that the Soviet Union 
has been arguing since 1979, that there is a balance in 
Europe. Something is wrong. If they have deployed 200 new 
SS-20's since 1979, how can they argue there is a balance. 
There was either a balance in ‘79 and thus they must have 
superiority now or there wasn't a balance in ‘79. They 
can't have it both ways. They have argued for years there's 
a balance but they keep building up their capability to a 
point now where -- as I said, with 300 they're exceeding the 
Outer margins of the NATO estimate of where they were going 
with the program. 


Q What constitutes a 3-to-l superiority as 
Opposed to a 6-tco-l? 


A Just depending on what you include in the 
balance: aircraft, weapon missiles, what systems. 


Q What do you draw from that that they're 
exceeding the outer limits of the number of projections? 


fy I said before we estimated earlier, the 
Alliance estimated in '79 they were going to build somewhere 
in the vicinity -- 


Q. I heard that. What do you draw from that. 
Why are they building up at such a ferocious rate. Is this 
for use -- 


A What we draw from it -- 


Q Is it for shooting purposes or to blackmail 
Western Europe? 


hy More than one thing. It gives them nego- 
tiating leverage but it also gives them the capacity to 
intimidate Europe. 


The only thing I draw from it is that a mora- 
torium now, in capabilities, on their part be for most part 
meaningless. 


Q So I understand what you've told us, you have 
said the deployments of the SS-20's are at 300 now -- your 
estimate -- up from the last estimate of 280. When they 
deploy new missiles, do they deploy them at new sites or 
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already existing sites? Just one further question. Have 
they deployed any of these new missiles since the nego- 
tiations began? 


A I have to be careful here just because of an 
intelligence problem. They have started new site construc- 
tion. They have started building new sites since the nego- 
tiations got underway. 


When they deploy new missiles, they deploy 
them at new sites. The older sites have missiles in then. 


Q If you say they've started constructing new 
Sites, have they also at the same time deployed new nissiles 
at those sites? 


A No, that's why I want to be careful. This is 
an intelligence problem. Just simply say that the SS-20 pro 
modernization program is continuing and they are building 
new missile sites. 


Q How far up front in the negotiations have the 
shorter range weapons fallen? .Can you give us an idea of 
what the talk is about them if they're -- 


A I wouldn't want to say too much beyond just 
that we want to make sure that the deployment of new shorter 
range systems do not circumvent limits on the longer range 
systems. 


Q What does a site for SS=-20's consist of? 
There are mobile missiles, there are 10 missiles to a bat- 
tery or something and they just out to an area, clear a 
site; what is it? 


A No. A site is a military installation where 
the missiles normally are housed. 


Q Like a permanent -- like a garrison, or 
something like that? 


A Something like that. 


Q Are any of those missiles other than in the 
Soviet Union; any other countries? 


A No. 


Q Is there a date set to resume the end of 
recess, to go back to New York? 


A Roughly about two months recess. I don't 
know the exact date. 
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Q Does that recess include the time for both 
the NATO DPC and NAC before you resume the negotiations? 


A No. We have a mechanism called a special 
consultative group which is used to consult on a regular 
basis on these negotiations with the Allies, and that there 
will be a meeting of that group in early April. We've had 
one recently but it gives us a chance to bring the Allies up 
to date and discuss where we are going in the negotiations. 


Q Are there any economic/political or other 
factors being brought to bear in the negotiations outside of 
the arms deployment, per se? 





A I think there is a major political factor and 
that is just the desire on the part of the Western Europeans 
to limit the risks of nuclear attack. I think this gives 
the Soviets over and above the military incentive that is 
created by the December ‘79 decision, it gives them a poli- 
tical incentive. 


I don't think that the Soviets have succeeded 
very well in convincing Europeams why the Soviets should 
have a total monopoly in intermediate range systems, par- 
ticularly when they have allowed that numbers system now to 
reach 300 and the total number of warheads to reach 1200. 


Q Is there a date set for Western deployments, 
the first ones? 


A We're talking about late 1983. 
Q Thank you. 


(Briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 





MODERATOR: O.K., good afternoon. 

As we announced this morning at the briefing, we 
have with us a Senior Department Official who will be taking 
any questions you have ON BACKGROUND concerning Presideat 
Brezhnev 's proposals on missile reductions. 

The briefer this afternoon is ...... 

Q Why does this have to be ON BACKGROUND? 

MODERATOR: Because we --- 

Q The White anes statement is not. 


MODERATOR: Because we invited you here on this 


basis and our briefer prefers that we go on that basis. 


am Current Documents, 1982" 


“Decliassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Is that 0.K. with you? 


Q That's O.K. I'm just curious. In light of 


a detailed on the record statement, that is. 

A (Responses by Senior Department Official.) 
Well, I am not going to make a statement. You have really 
two statements -- what the President said and the statement 
by the Principal Deputy Press Secretary. 

I am here really to answer any questions you 
might have on those statements and the speech which was 


delivered today by the Soviet President. 





Q Can you take the question of why do you think -- 
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we've all read the Presidentsstatement and the White 
House statement. Why do you think the Soviets at this 
time have dropped this proposal? Is it to exploit any 
nuclear sentiment in Europe and in the U.S.? 

A Well, it's not remarkable. This is just 
one in a series I think of statements and proposals that 
the Soviets had been making before and after the Alliance 
decided in December 1979 to respond to the Soviet buildup in 
SS-20s. 

I remind you they have talked about different kinds 
of moratoria and freezes and the like. 

Since 1979, their primary purpose is to derail 
the December '79 decision. In particular, they want to 
be able to maintain their monopoly in intermediate-range 
nuclear forces and deny the Alliance the ability either 
to respond to that threat with offsetting deployments of 
missiles or to reach an equitable and verifiable arms control 
agreement. 


So there is nothing especially new in the Brezhnev 


proposal. It's clearly designed to achieve a political effect. 


And we believe that where real solution to this problem is 
likely to come is in the negotiations now under way in Geneva. 
Q Can I just follow that up, please, and ask 


you: Notwithstanding your assessment of it, to what degree do 
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do you think that the proposal will be successful in building 
up some pro-Soviet sentiment among the anti-nuclear forces 
both in Europe and possibly even here in the U.S.? 

A Well, quite frankly, we do not believe it 
will be successful. We see a great deal of support in 
Europe for our negotiating position in Geneva. I would 
remind you that that negotiating position was not worked out 
in isolation; it was worked out after more than a year of 


intense consultations with the allies. And the negotiating 


position that we arrived at that was iannounced-iby the-President 


last November has received the full-fledged support of all 
the Alliance tovernments. It continues to receive the full- 
fledged support of all the Alliance governments. 

And I think, as I was suggesting before, this is 
a fairly transparent ploy to divide the Alliance. We're 
quite confident it will fail. And I think it's fair to say 
that it reflects the frustration that the Soviets are 
experiencing in not being able to shake Alliance unity behind 
our negotiating position and behind the '79 position. 

Q Might I ask you -- you say you don't see 
anything especially new, but do you see anything new at 


all? For example, do you see a new threat to deploy more 


missiles if the U.S. goes ahead? 


—_ 


a Well, the Soviet Union has, I think -- again, 








I would say the general strategy that's reflected in this 





Speech is not new. By that therehas been a two-track strategy 
that the Soviets themselves have pursued. On the one 
hand, they've talked in terms of arms control and restraint 
and peace and talked about freezes; but there are clear 
threatenimsigns in this speech. They say, as they have said 
before - and this is not new -- but they have said before 
that will react and respond, retaliate, if NATO moves ahead 
with its decision to deploy the 572 systems. 

Q A follow-up on that? 

Q Do you think there's anything implicit in 
the careful wording of President Brezhnev that threatens 


the placement of Soviet missiles in Cuba? 
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Ay Well, as far as I know, Cuba is not explicitly 
mentioned. There is a -- I've got it underlined here -- 
there is a sentence that says -- "This would compel us" -- 
the TNF or INF deployments would compel us -- "to take 
retaliatory steps that would put the other side, inclduing 
the United States itself, its own territory, an an analogous 
position: -- and then: "This should not be forgotten.” 

It's hard to say what this specifically refers 
to, but I can say that the deployment of intermediate-range 


nuclear weapons in Cuba would be a clear violation of the 





1962 Understandings between the United States and the Soviet 














Union. 
Q And then for what? What if it is a violation? 
A I don't think I need to say more than that. 
Q What about Nicaragua? What if they tried 
that? 


A Well, I think it's just fair to say that 
that would be a very serious development. 

Q Bill Casey's remarks have been compiled for 
the past 20 years. What would be the effect -- 

A I'm not aware of what Bill Casey has said 
on that. Let me stick to hat Brezhnev was saying, in our 


view, on the deployment of systems -~ intermediate-range 


nuclear systems in Cuba. 
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Q Yes, but you just said you don't think you 
need to say any more. Granted, it was another Administration, 
but you had what was charged as a violation a couple of years 
ago. 

A I'm not aware of that. 

Q Well, the brigade -- not in the nuclear field. 

A But that, as far as I know -- 

Q Yes, but nothing was ever done about it. 

A It's irrelevant to that. 


Q Well, it's not irrelevant. The charge was 





made by the U.S. Government that this was a violation of the 














‘62 Understandings and we were not going to stand for it 


and allow it. 


A I don't recall. I think I was covering 


gn 


that story too. I don't remember the Administration actually 





charging that the brigade was a violation of the '62 
Understandings, and that's academic. 
Q For those of us who are not experts in 
nuclear weaponry, what is the threat to the United States 
beyond the existence of current intercontinental ballistic 
missiles in the Soviet Union that would be heightened by 
placing intermediate-range nuclear missiles in this Hemisphere? 
A You mean what would be -- 


Q Yes. I mean if they put them in Cuba -- 
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in other words, we're already under a threat, right? 

A Well, you know, that is such a hypothetical 
question that I'm not even going to get into it. 

As I said before, Cuba, as far as I know, is not 
explicitly even mentioned in this speech. If you draw the 
conclusion that Mr. Brezhnev is talking about Cuba, that is 
your conclusion. 


Q O.K., but we're -- 


A We're not sure what Brezhnev is referring to. 
Q I think you misunderstood. 
© A I only say what I did say. 
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Q O.K., but I think you mean -- 

A You misunderstood what I meant by a violation 
of the '62 Understandings. And I really don't think in 
the context of what we're talking about and the principal 
thrust of the Brezhnev speech, which is on the INF systems, 
that it's just useful talking at all about what the deployment 
might or might not mean to U.S. security in Cuba. 

Q You see a lot of press reporting out of 
Moscow about this record, I can tell you that. 

A Yes, he was talking about that. 

Q No, I'm not. I'm talking about that 
sentence that you read. 

Q From some of the press reports. 

Q Now, you said it doesn't include Cuba, and fine. 
Then let's not talk about Cuba. 

What is the threat implicit in that sentence that 
changes the threat that we already exist under? 

A I'm not sure. I'm really not sure, to tell 
you the truth. I don't know precisely what Mr. Brezhnev 
had in mind. 

Q Was the same terminology used before or 


something very similar to it in some other previous speech 


Or announcement? 


A I can't say for certain. What I can say is that 





the Soviets have made threatening noises and sounds about 





how they would respond in the event that the TNF deploy- 
ments or the INF systems went ahead. 

Q Are you seeking clarifications as to what 
this language does mean? 

Q Can you find out if that ter~’ 10logy was used 
before or something, you know, almost like i? 

A We can look at it and try to find out. 

Q Could this mean submarine base? 

A I think that right now, as I said before, 
we don't have any precise idea. 


Q Do you seem satisfied -- 





Q First of all, Brezhnev also refers to 
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removing some missiles after imposing a moratorium on the 
SS-20s. He's obviously referring to the -4s and -5s. Is 
that something that by your estimation they're going to 
do anyway? 
That is not new. In fact, Mr. Brezhnev himself 
has already said publicly that the plan of the Soviets is 
to retire the older -4s and -5s. They've said that on 
the record, so there's clearly nothing there. 
Q Secondly, I was wondering -- you have talked 


in the last few days about the fact that the Soviets have 





acclerated their deployment of SS-20s. 











» 
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A No, I didn't say “accelerated.” I said that 
they have continued to build up. And then I think a State 
Department Official here yesterday said that they had reached 
the 300 mark. 

Q Well, at any rate, were they building up to 
this proposal, in your estimation? In other words, have 
they now built up to the point where they wanted «co stop 
anyway and, therefore, have they thrown themself on the 
table? 

A It's hard to tell what their intentions are. 
But I think, as was pointed out yesterday, the number they 
now currently have -- some 300 missiles -- was at the high 
end of the NATO estimate of where their program was going 
or when it would be completed. 

I don't want to say definitively that they have 
capped their deployment. For one thing, we're going to 
watch very closely to see if there is in fact a unilateral 
moratorium. 

I think we mentioned before that we've seen 
new sites under construction. So we will watch that closely. 
But it does occur to us that this is a convenient time to 
announce a unilateral moratorium when they have 300 systems 
as opposed to when they had 200, 100, or 50. And I think, 


as the statement says in very clear form, it's too bad they 
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did not choose to exercise real restraint before their SS-20 
buildup began because NATO has been exercising restraint in 
this area for over a decade. 

Q At this time there is nothing based in NATO 
that can hit the Soviet Union from Western Europe, is that 
correct? 

A Both sides have aircraft.that are dual-capable, 
can deliver conventional and nuclear weapons, that can 
Strike NATO territory or Soviet territory. 

I would just tell you, FOR GUIDANCE, I think, 
that the Soviets have in the vicinity of probably a four-to- 
One advantage in number of nuclear-capable aircraft. 

Let me put that differently. If you look at missiles 
and unclear-capable aircraft in the overall NATO Soviet 
balance, the advantage of the Soviets is greater, not less. 

Q And what about the subs in connection with 
the aircraft? Does the sub factor fit in as well? 

As Well, the subs are counted -- and have been 
traditionally counted -- as strategic systems, and in the 
Submarine area the Soviets have 62 modern nuclear submarines 
in comparison with 41 of the United States. 

Q When you're talking about "systems," are you 


talking about individual missiles? You spoke yesterday -- 


rs When I say “systems” == well, yesterday I talked 











ba 


about warheads and systems, missile systems. 





Q O.K. 

A We're talking about 300 SS-20s with 900 
warheads. 

Q And you said for each missile you believe 
that there was an additional -- at least one re-fire missile. 
Does that mean in effect there are at least 600 missiles 
deployed? 

A Well, a re-fire missile, by definition, 
isn't deployed. It's available to be launched but not 
deployed. - 


Q How quickly would that take place? Are you 


talking about an hour a day? 
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A I don't want to talk about time frame. I 
don't think you can. 

Q In a general sense, would those 300 missiles 
with those 900 warheads give the Soviet Union a capability 
now to destroy all the major population centers in Western 
Europe? 

A I think that's a fairly accurate statement, 
but I would say that we think those missiles are probably 
targeted against more than population centers. There are a lot 


of military targets they would like to cover with those 





systems. 
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Q As I recall Brezhnev I think in his speech 
in Beriin in October of ‘80, said that he would offer 
a moratorium if we cancelled these plans. Now, today, he 
has declared a moratoriun. 

Is that just frustration on his part that the 
first one didn't succeed? Is this whole thing simply a -- 

A Well, it's a strange moratorium. It would 
have been -- as I think the statement says, it's hard to 
understand this is a moratorium because he then, after 
Saying there is a unilateral moratorium -- he then says 
that if we continue with a plans -- and I can't remember 
the exact phrase; but these are practical steps, he says -- 
aht once the Alliance begins taking practical steps towards 
deployment, all bets are off. 

So, as we know, we plan to begin deployment towards 
the end of 1983. I don't know what Brezhnev means by 
"practical steps," but certainly practical steps will have to 
be taken before the deployment actually starts. So it's not 
really much of a moratorium. 

Q But do you see any significance in the fact that 
he went from the October '80 formmla saying he would offer it 
to the fact that he has now declared it even though there are 
other conditions? 


A Well, I think there might be two significant 








s 


~UVeclassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 








13 
things. 


One, I think you may be right that, as I was saying 
before, this does reflect frustration over the failure by 
the Soviets to stop the Alliance in its plans to move ahead 
With the two-track decision -- both move towards deployment, 
and to negotiate arms control -- and I think it reflects the 
fact that as time has gone on, the Soviets have continued 
to build up. 

I'll just remind you again that there is an inherent 
contradiction in what the Russians have been saying about 
the balance over the last three years. They have insisted 
for the last three years that there has been a balance. And 
all through this period the Soviets have continued to add 
new SS-20s. 

So if there was a balance three years ago, there 
can't be a balance now. 

Q Does this new Soviet formula suggest that 
there is a kind of stalemate at the Geneva talks? 

Well, we don't believe that's an accurate 
description of the negotiations. We're at an early stage in 
those negotiations. We've only now completed the first round 
of talks. 

The two sides presented their prceiosal at those 


two rounds of the talks, so it would be much too soon to conclude 
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that there's a stalemate. But I think what it does suggest 
is that the Soviet Union is using every opportunity it can 
to try to energize public opinion behind them in their 
negotiating strategy. 

Q Could I ask you about that? You've talked 
about the political effect of this statement, but won't it 
tend to Have a positive ring to the anti-nuclear sentiment 
in Europe and even the thing that's stirring in this 
country; and won't it, therefore, require the President 
to make some similarly, if you like, "positive" initiative 
Or speech before he goes i hoe in June? 

A Well,. I don't see, really -- I can't predict 
what effect it will have on the peace movement. But I 
don't think that people are going to be naive enough to 
believe that this is a real step forward in arms control 
when its effect is to give the Soviets an advantage of 300 
missiles and 900 warheads compared to none for the United 
States and its allies. That, I don't think, will strike 
people as real, equitable and fair arms control. 

Now, I think today Ed Meese put it well. I mean 
this is as though you're in a football game and after three 


quarters when the other side's ahead they decide to call 


off the game when they're way ahead. 
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I don't think that strikes people as a particularly 
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plausible approach. 





Q So it's "all systems go" at this point still, 
with the deployment, under the '79 decision. 

A Sorry? 

Q All systems then are to go with the Pershings 


and so forth? 


A That's right. We believe that the only way 


to accomplish real arms control and real reductions is to 


move ahead with the deployment -- because that's the only 
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thing that brought the Soviets to the negotiating table 


in the first place. 


I must remind you: After NATO made the '79 decision, 





the Soviets resisted negotiations for almost a year until 


they were convinced the Alliance was solidly behind the 
deployment. 

Q Let me put the question as it's put by the 
nuclear freeze advocates in Congress. They've been arguing 
the last week or so that the Administration has distorted 
their argument. 

They're calling for a total freeze world-wide, 
they claim, by both superpowers; and then, on that basis, 
it's wrong to conclude the Soviets have such a large 


advantage. 





What is your analysis of a"worldwide freeze"? 
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A You weren't here yesterday when someone 
asked that question. My answer to that: First of all, 
we can look at the worldwide freeze; and I will say a few 
words about that in a moment. But you can nevertheless 
ignore the implicatioNs of a worldwide freeze on the NATO/ 
Soviet nuclear balance. A worldwide freeze would mean that 
the Soviets would have a total monopoly in intermediate- 
range nuclear forces, a complete monopoly. It would give 
then 300 systems, 900 warheads -- more than that. I was 
Saying yesterday if you add the older systems, you get 1200 
warheads and 600 systems -- and with nothing for NATO. 

But a worldwide freeze -- I think I said that 
the supporters of a freeze happen to point out one category 
of nuclear capability where the United States is still 
ahead -- and that is overall numbers of warheads. 

Now, the problem with that is twofolc. First, 
it doesn't distinguish between types of wazheads. The 
majority of U.S. warheads are small-yield warheads, @afairly 
inaccurate misiles -- submarine-launched missiles -- whereas 
the majority of Soviet warheads are much larger warheads, 
many of them 10 and 20 times larger than U.S. warheads -- 
on more accurate land-based missiles. 


This count is, I think -- the freeze advocates 


say -- 9,000 for the U.S., 7,000 for the Soviet Union. 
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The majority of those 9,000 Soviet warheads 
are bigger and they're on land-based missiles. The 
majority of the 7,000 are bigger and are land-based. 

The majority of the 9,000 U.S. warheads are smaller and 
are On submarine systems. 

More importantly, there are other ways to measure 
the balance. There are tte number of overall missiles, and the 
Soviets are ahead in that area. There is the total megatonnage 
of destructive power of the two sides’ forces. The Soviets 
are ahead in that area. And there is the total so-called throw- 
weight -- that is, the amount of weight that could be lifted 
by missiles -- and the Soviets are ahead in that area. 

And, finally, we believe that the Soviets are 
shortly going ‘to even close the warhead gap. 

The prir.cipal problem with the freeze, a worldwide 
freeze, is that it would leave the Soviet Union with the 
ability to destroy a large fraction of our existing land- 
based missile force and the United States would have no 
equivalent capability. 

So both from the worldwide or intercontinental per- 
spective and from the European perspective, as we've said before, 
a freeze would be disadvantageous. 

Q Why do you think that Europe -- the European 


peace advocates are so focused on the Pershings and the Cruise 
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missiles and not on this problem? 





Ontrary to what you said when we began, it seems 


we're losing that propaganda battle. 


A I don't believe we are. 

Q Well, you don't see anyone in the streets 
complaining about the SS-20s. 

A And you don't see anybody in the streets now 
complaining about the Pershing and the Cruise missiles. 

The recent demonstrations in Europe, in the main, 
have been around Poland. When was the last major peace 
demonstration in Europe? I think that the President's November 


18th speech, the beginning of negotiations in Geneva, have 





I think had a major impact on European opinion. 
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In fact, the polls that I've seen -- and I'd 
commend you to look at some of the polls that we've seen 
recently -- there's a new one out of West Germany that 
demonstrates that over 80 percent of the West German public 
strongly supports NATO, strongly supports U.S. defense policy, 
and is strongly behind the December '79 position. 

So we have to take the peace movement seriously, 
but I think it's a mistake to exaggerate its political 
impact. 


Q Do you think there's any possibility that 





Brezhnev put this forward today as a direct reaction to what 
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would happen in the Senate ten days or so ago, trying to grab up 





A No. I think that you'll notice -- if I'm 
not mistaken, he addressed the same group a year ago -- 
trade unions, Congress -- and arms control was the focus of 
his speech. I think the Soviets are waging a public opinion 
campaign. We recognize that. And we think that because 
we've got the better negotiating position and we've got 
the facts behind us that we can defeat them in that public- 
relations campaign. 

Q Well, what does = unilateral movement do 
to the negotiating position? If they can just come out and 
declare that they're going to freeze that they originally 


went in with, where are we left when we go back two months 
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from now? 

A Well, we're left with the leverage that we 
get from continuing to move towards the '79 deployment with 
getting the Soviets to take our proposal seriously. 

Q You said yourself earlier that you couldn't 
be sure what Brezhnev meant by this language about retaliatory 
steps in U.S. territory and so forth. Is the U.S. Government 
seeking clarification from the Soviets? 

A I'm just not aware of whether we are or not, 


so I can't say we are or we aren't. 





Q Could I just follow that up? Do you regard 
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those paragraphs and the one further down about the 
United States should start the START talks -- do you 
regard any of that as threatening in tone? 

A Well, I don't want to say what it is in tone, 
but there is threatening language -- as I was saying before, 
and again we dont’ consider this qualitatively a new develop- 
ment -- and if you go back and look at what the Soviets say, 
particularly when it's directed toward the Europeans, they 
tend to mix arms control rhetoric with fairly transparent 
threats. 

Q The White Bouse statement mentions the 
START talks. Can you tell us where the preparations for 
the START talks are at the present time? 

A Well, we have been reviewing our options 
of START for almost a year, and we are coming toward the end 
of that review. And I think we will be ready with a position 
with the necessary work completed sometime in the near 
future. 

Q Does that mean for a start of START talks? 

A No. That's another issue. The President 
will have to decide when he wants to begin those negotiations. 

Q Didn't he say during the campaign that they 
would begin immediately? He promised he'd reiterate it. 


A I don't recall what he said during the campaign. 
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Q Boy, I do! 

Q Could you put any time period -- sometime 
in the near future -- a matter of weeks or several months, 
or what? 

A Well, there have been other statements made 
by other officials, some of them much more senior than 
myself. And I just rely on then. 

Q Well, is the Secretary's statement of the 


lasdt few weeks still operative? 


A As far as I know. 

Q A matter of weeks, not months? 

A As far as I know. 

Q Just in a general sense -- I hate to bring 


this up, but I'm compelled to. My recollection is 

that Secretary Weinberger, in the last testimony that I can 
recall to Congress, maintained that there was essentially 
equivalence strategically betwemthe United States and the 
Soviet Union. 

My memory of that is that that has been the 
position of this Administration -- in which case, it seems 
to me, your arguments here really suggest a view that you 
believe the Soviets have strategic nuclear superiority and 


that's why we couldn't tolerate a freeze at this point. 


y I don't think I suggest that at all. I don't 
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think it's inconsistent at all to talk about essential 
equivalence and the fact that in one or two critical 
areas and the fact that in oan Or two critical areas the 
Soviets have important advantages. 

And I have pointed, I think, two of those areas 


out. 


We would never argue that there is essential equivalance 


Or a balance in terms of intermediate-range systems in Europe. 
There just simply isn't. It’s preposterous to argue that 
there is. We have zero, and the Soviets have 900 warheads 

or more. - 

And I've also pointed out this other disadvantage 
which is in the vulnerability of our land-based missile 
systems. But that is very different than trying to suggest 
that the Soviets have strategic superiority. 

Q Well then, just to try to clarify that, is 
it your position that overall there is still essential 
eguivalance? 

A I think think we believe that for the time 
being that the Soviet Union == it would not be in the interests 
of the Soviet Union to initiate a nuclear war, so that we 
have retaliatory capability that deters them from doing so. 


I don't want to get into phrases like "rough 


Parity," “essential equivalence." What I can tell you is we 
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do not believe that the Soviets are now in a position of 
Strategic superiority. 

However, they have —— some important 
advantages that trouble us and that led last October to the 
President's decisions to modernize our strategic forces. 

All right? 

Q We thank you very much. 

(Whereupon, at 2:35 p.m., the BACKGROUND 


breifing was concluded.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. As Dean announced 
at the briefing this afternoon, this briefing will be ON 
BACKGROUND. This is a briefing on the elections in El 
Salvador. Your briefers will be willing to take questions on 
the election. This is not a general briefing on El Salvador; 
it is not a general briefing on Central America. 


One important purpose of doing this is although 
many of your organizations will have people in El Salvador 
covering it, a lot of you will be writing about it or com 
menting about it up here, and this is in order to give you 
some expert opinion and views as to what is actually going on 
and so on. . 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thanks Alan. I 
might say a word about the background of the elections. As 
you know, Salvador was ruled by a military government for 
much of this century. It was a government that held elec- 
tions. The other briefer will give you some of the detail on 
them. There is general agreement that the elections were, at 
the least, manipulated, and in some cases subjected to 
substantial fraud. It was a government which was closely 
allied to a land=-holding class, and it ruled very much in the 
interest of the land-holding.class. It was overthrown by a 
reforming group of military officers two years ago, the last 
leader of it having been General Romero. 


The junta that appeared then, the reforming junta, 
made two critical decisions. One was to embark on a substan- 
tial program of land reform, and the other was to embark on a 
political reform, the development of democratic political 
institutions. The election which is about to take place, the 
constituent assembly elections, is the first step in the 
latter reform. The second step clearly would be the drafting 
of a new constitution by this constituent assembly and ulti- 
mately the development of a fully-electe'd national govern- 
ment, including members of parliament and a president. We 
envisage that the reform will take a number of years. 


As I say, this being the first step, it is 
nonetheless a critical one. The junta, when it took over, 
had hoped to be able to engage all parts of the Salvadoran 
population in the reform movement. Instead, it was greeted 
by, first the resistance, and then the outright insurgency of 
a number of parties on the left. Striking that this should 
have occurred just as in fact a major reform got under way. 
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With regard to the elections, the offer was made by 
this present junta to facilitate the participation of the 
insurgent parties in the election. The United States, you 
may recall, last year offerec its good offices in order to 
facilitate the participation of any Salvadoran party in the 
election. 


After a period of hesitation, that offer was not 
accepted. At first, the insurgent parties said there would 
be no guarantee of their security, that if they campaigned 
openly, they would risk death. Subsequently there emerged 
an insurgent strategy of attempting to defeat the elections. 
And we have had now since the start of the campaign in late 
January, January 25, a series of high points in insurgent 
activity. We expect that there will be another high point 
between now and the election on March 28. There will be 
efforts to achieve incursions into the cities, including San 
Salvador. There will be efforts to make the polling places 
as unsafe as possible. There will be threats and intimida- 
tions directed towards would-be voters. Nonetheless, we 
expect that the elections will go ahead. 


We will have a delegation to observe the election 
headed by Sentor Nancy Kassenbaum containing some very 
distinguished Americans. Among them is Mr. Richard Scammon 
who has a long and deep experience in elections. He has 
already been down to Salvador several times and has coun- 
selled the Salvador Election Commission on how to hold elec- 
tions in difficult circumstancés, and he is going to give you 
an outline of what the election is about -- what it consists 
of. 





He is not going to address policy questions -- 
which I'll be glad to address with regard to the elections. 
As a member of the Commission, we will hear his judgment 
afterwards as to what kind of an election it has been. But he 
is here to give you as much information as he can now. 


QUESTION: Is there any reason why this couldn't be 
on the record, since you're not reflecting government policy? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: There is no 
reason why this part of the briefing should not be on the 
record. 

Is that all right, Alan? 


MR. ROMBERG: All right. You are talking about Mr. 


Scammon's presentation and then any questions asked of Mr. 
Scammon. 
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(BACKGROUNDER CONTINUED BY SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL) 


Q What would be the consequences of a 
resounding right-wing victory? 


x We're democrats too -- we're believers in the 
democratic process -~ and we are not supporters of one party 
Or another, or opponents of one party or another. What we 
do have is some very clear policy guidelines. What we sup- 
port in El Salvador is a process of change. We've talked 
about the political reforms themselves. We want to see 
those go on and carried to completion. 


We've talked about land reform--same thing. We've 
talked a lot about the human rights abuses which have 
occurred in the last two years since the overthrow of the 
Romero Government on a very large scale from both left and 
right, and we want those controlled. 


We also support a government that will vigorously 
continue the struggle against the insurgents. Those are all 
points, that are well known, of American policy, and I think 
it's very clear what kind of a policy we will support. So 
we're not talking about parties; we're talking about 
policies. 


Q You're making a big thing out of this, but we 
have a stake in Guatemala too, and you just had what The 
Washington Post said was a farce down there. 





How do you compare the two? 


A I wouldn't attempt to compare the two. Let 
me say that: (a) there were allegations of fraud on a large 
scale by each of the three losing parties, as you will 
recall; (b) that these allegations were made early to us as 
representatives of the United States, as well as to the 
press, as well as to various governmental organizations down 
there. 


Just as everybody else who's been involved in that election, 
we have looked very hard, and we've asked those who've come 
to us and cried fraud to tell us why they thought the fraud 
had occurred. I will have to say that after what now is 
ten days, that very little information has been put forward 
to us or, to our knowledge, to any of the other outside 
countries that we're concerned about -- as, for example, 
Venezuela, very concerned about it -- or has been made 
available within their system to substantiate the claims of 
fraud. 
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So that at this moment we would have to say that 
the case is, at the very least, not proven. That doesn't 
mean that there aren't irregularities -- I'm not saying that 
there are not -- small-scale fraud -- but fraud of the kind 
that would have been necessary to change the outcome of the 
election which would have required a swing of 100,000 votes. 
We cannot find that. 





Q What does it say about that when they went 
there peacefully and they were arrested and they threw tear 
gas? I mean, what kind of an environment is that? 


A I'm not here to make a brief for the 
Guatemalan Government. You asked whether this was massive 
fraud or not, and I'm giving you my answer. We don't 
believe, on the basis of what we now know, that it was. 


But I'm not suggesting that an election held in 
Guatemala is comparable to the one that is being held in 
this country. I think that we are not making detailed com- 
parisons between the two. 


Q Can.I ask you the same question that was 
asked of the other official? Below what voter turnout would 
you decide -- is there a level below which the U.S. © 
Government will feel that this election hasn't been satis- 
factory and really isn't the answer? 


A We're interested in political reform, 
creation of democratic institutions. We think that the 
basic problem in El Salvador -- one of the basic problems -- 
has been the illegitimacy of past governments. 


They have ruled for themselves and not for the 
people. It's a very divided society, and we think that 
ultimately no deeply divided society can learn to live with 
itself without violence unless there is a pluralistic 
system. 


So I think that there are some fundamental issues 
at stake here. Interestingly enough, the decision of the 
insurgents to try to destroy the election scems to come from 
the same perception. They hestitated at first, but then we 
began to pick up afterwards in their documents that the 
instructions that the elections had to be defeated. 


Why did they have to be defeated? It was said 
this might lend a measure of legitimacy to the existing or 
developing political order. Revolutionaries generally 
resist reform, as you know. 
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The church waivered for a while about this, and 
then they came down very firmly in January that this was the 
first step toward legitimacy. 


We're not attempting to impose any kind of artifi- 
cial standards on the turnout, the nature of the election. 
We want to listen very carefully to what our observers had 
to say about the cleanness, justice, of the election. 


We don't have any idea, any preconceived ideas, on 
the turnout, and I'm not trying to cite figures for you. I 
think that the kind of analysis that my colleague has made 
for you is very much the kind of analysis we would make. 


@) What happens if your observers come back and 
say it was not clean, there was a great deal of fraud, given 
as much as the United States has invested in the electoral 
process? 


A I think that we would have to deal with that 
situation there on that basis. I don't have at the moment a 
reason to believe that, and I would not wish to suggest that 
that is a likely outcome. Perhaps you're not suggesting 
that either. . 


I would only say about that that we have been 
quite clear earlier on our belief in political reforms, and 
Our support for that country is, among other things, based 
on the notion that it will move towards political reforms. If 
those reforms are not forthcoming, then we will have to con- 
sider -- would consider how they could be forthcoming. And 
that has been our attitude towards El Salvador. 


Q There has been some talk -- I think by the 
Secretary and others -- about a reassessment of the American 
position toward the guerrillas after the election. What can 
you say about that? 


ey I think that you have a new political 
situation after the election. You have a constitutent 
assembly which is a sovereign body of the country which will 
sit down and write a constitution, and therefore address all 
the basic questions in a systematic way that have been 
before the Salvadoran people for the last two years. 


What about the control of the armed forces? What 
about the relationship between civil power and the military? 
What about the nature of popular participation in 
aecision-making? 
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So, obviously, there are a lot of new questions 
cut on the table and the device of the constituent assembly 
for looking at them. 


Exactly how that will develop, we'll have to see, 
but clearly it will be a new situation. We will look at it 
in that light. 


Q If I could just follow up on that point, 
because you raised it and it's really the question I wanted 
to ask. 


Regarding the armed forces, that really has been 
the issue as to who is going to control the situation, as I 
understand it, in El Salvador. 


What do you hear from the people who are running 
or have the predominant control over the armed forces about 
what they anticipate their role will be following these 
elections and the swearing in -- or whatever it is -- of 
this civilian body? 


a There has been a process of change here and 
it's quite substantial. An armed forces that, four or five 
years ago, was actively involved and every way in sup- 
porting a land-holding class and a government that repre- 
sented it, has in fact participated in a very broad land 
reform and the carrying out of- these elections without mili- 
tary participation. 


So I'm sure that individual officers have a lot of 
individual views on this, but the government -- the army has 
been really quite careful to make its position very clear in 
public and, to my knowledge, in private by a series of 
directives on the neutrality of the army in this process. 


Q The point I'm trying to get is, what do they 
see their role being after the election when these civilians 
are elected? How much power are they going to let the civi- 
lians have who are theoretically this sovereign body? 


A Obviously, that's one of the questions which 
is going to be before this sovereign body, is what its rela- 
tionship is going to be to the military. 

Q What is the military indicating now? 


A I can't answer that question at this point, 
Don. I can't give you any general description of what the 
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military is indicating because, frankly, they are not indi- 
cating very much on that question. 


Q Can I get one last question in? What evi- 
dence does the U.S. Government have linking Major D'Aubisson 
or his associates to right-wing death squads or teryorist 
activity? 


A I don't think that this would be an 
appropriate time to enter into any discussion of any of the 
political leaders of that country in any terms. I think 
tnat one of the things we want to be sure we don't do is to 
interfere in this election in one way or another. 


That's a question which I'll be glad to address 
with you personally at some time in the future after the 
elections, but I don't want to kick it one way or another at 
this point. 


(Conclusion of BACKGROUND BRIEFING) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL:. We have a background 
briefing this morning on the state visit of President Pertini. He 
arrives here tomorrow in Washington and will be received at the White 
House on Thursday with a welcoming ceremony on the South Lawn and a 
state dinner that evening, and-will be in the United States following 
that for other meetings with other Administration officials. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. We've 
got an important visitor coming here, Sandro Pertini, President of the 
Republic of Italy. We've long wanted to get him to the United States. 
He has really been a great President of Italy, and has restored a 
lot of prestige and dignity to that office, and I think it's perssee~ 
larly fitting that he comes here at this time, because he comes at a 
time, very much of a high point in relazcions between ay the 
United States. ee —. 

We are particularly impressed with the leadership that 
Italy has shown in the recent couple of years in NATO, in the Euro-~— 
pean Community. They've been very strong supporters of NATO. Of ~~ 
course, they host about 30,000 American servicemen and their depen- 
dents in bases and installations up and down the length of the 
Italian peninsula. They've been one of the charter members in agree- 
ing to the modernization of intermediate nuclear forces in Europe. 
They were very supportive of us in Iran, on Afghanistan. We see 
eye to eye on Poland. They've been very strong in their condemnation 
of Soviet responsibility for events in Poland, and they have, of antes 
course, waged an increasingly successful campaign against terrorisn. 
And we're very grateful to them for the liberation of General Dozier. 





But most of all, I think it's important to say something 
about Sandro Pertini. Because this extraordinary man of really dia- 
mond-hard integrity, almost a fanatical devotion to liberty, has had 
really an amazing career. In 1925 he was arrested for his fight -- 
after the passage of the Fascist laws in Italy he was arrested for 
his pamphlets and for his statements against the imposition of 
Aparbarian Fascism, as he put it. He was sentenced to prison for 
eight months, he got out afterwards. Then he went into hiding, went 
into exile in France. He was there for several years, continuing 
his fight. against Fascism. He supported himself in France during that 
period, partly by washing cars, went down to Nice, liquidated the few 
savings that he had, bought a transmitter, began to broadcast into 
Northern Italy. The transmitter was discovered by the French. He 
was sentenced to a month in prison. Then he snuck back into Italy 
clandestinely, still waging this campaign on behalf of socialists 
against Fascism, and he was discovered in Pisa in 1929, caught, - 
‘sentenced to almost 11 years in prison, and a good bit of that time 
he was in solitary confinement, constantly moved from prison to prison. 


I think it's representative of his character that in 
1933 his mother wrote an impassioned appeal to Mussolini about her 
son and how he should be granted Clemency. And when he heard about 
it he wrote his own letter saying that he stood by his beliefs. And 
for his pains he stayed in prison, he served the whole 11 years up 
to 1940, and at that point the Fascist court decided he was too dan- 
gerous, so they extended his sentence by five years. He finally got 
out after the fall of Mussolini in 1943 and immediately went into 
action with Nenni and Sarragat and formed a socialist military group. 
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Ané it was after fighting among the partisans in Rome 
against German troops, he was captured by the Germans, thrown in 
prison, put on death row, with Sarragat, and under threat of a firing 
squad he refused to give any information about where Nenni was in 
hiding. He finally broke out, fought some more, fought during the 
Liberation of Plorence. And since then, since the founding of the 
Italian Republic, he's played a major role. 


- Bets done it all. He's been a Deputy, he's been 
President of_the Chamber of Deputies, he’s been Senator. He's never 
been in government, but he is really an extracrdinary man who has 
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> been unwavering in his commitment to liberty and his personal integrity. — 
y And we're delighted to welcome a man of this stature at such an 
4 excellent moment in U.S.-Italian relations. Thank you. 
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Have you got anything to add to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, i “hink he has very 
eloquently summed up the importance of this. I would only add that his 
visit really far transcends pure symbolism. Sometimes the office of the 
presidency of Italy is referred to as a figurehead office and that is 
not true. Itis true that, of course, the government of the Prime Mini- 
ster is the one of the day-to-day responsibilities of governing the 
country, and has the larger role to piay. But there are two things 
about this man that make him a force to reckon with in Italy -- as 


- Bas been suggested here, a tremendous moral influence. He is an insti- 


tution in this country. He is greatly admired and respected. He is 
a feisty guy who says what he thinks and speaks~-out of principle, and 
those fifteen years in fascist slammers are perceived by the Italian 
people to give him the right to do that. 


Also’ he has a very important role in helping to select 
the Prime Minister during those times when there is a change in govern- 
ment and he has enormous behind-the-scenes -- and sometimes not so behind 
the-scenes -- influence in that. 


So for a lot.of reasons his visit is very important to 
us and it coincides with a particularly high point in the U.S.-Italian 
bilateral relationship. — 

Q Isn’t Italy participating in the pipeline, and will 
that be discussed -—— 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Italians have through- 
out this recent period been -- the phrase we use, they have been “pausing 
to reflect” on the pipeline. They have been the most reluctant of our 
European allies to go through with this project. However my own feeling 
is that now that most of the other countries have signed on to the pipe- 
line that Italy will probably join the others: 

Q What are the other major differances between the United 
States and Italy at this moment? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, one area where there 
is a difference -— and I woulc make a distinction here, I think, between 
the difference between the United States and the Italian presidency as 
opposed to the attitude of the Italian government. President Pertini, 
as you may find out, has very strong views on Central America and is 
quite outspoken in opposition to our current policy there. The Italian 
government is more understanding of our policy aims. They support the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative, and think that that holds great promise. 


I would say in general the Italian pares tend to line 
up on the issue pretty much the way parties do throughout Western Europe. 
Generally with Christian Democrats supporting Duarte and Social Democrats 
supporting Ungo. eee 


What other differences? Are there other differences 
betweelf the United States and Italy that will be discussed or is it going 
ta be a symbolism Visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there really aren't - 
any other major differences. 


a4 Q The so-called peace movement is planning a very major 
demonstration in a couple of days -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can you speak a little 
louder? 


Q I am sure that you are aware that in a couple of 
weeks the peace movement, so-called, is planning a major demonstration 
specifically against NATO bases, and it now is beginning to come out 
that the Libyans are very actively supporting other elements within 
Sicily for -=- disruptions to occur at the same time. It is mainly 
Giving the separatists <= Can you give us some sense of that the 














——_grd whettrer tities will be discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not that familiar 
with that. I don't think that there is a serious separatist threat 
among Sicilians -——- I would be very surprised. I wouldn't be surprised 
to see demonstrations anyplace in Italy. I mean, they happen throughout 
Western Europe. This is not.a new phenomenon. But I certainly have no __ 
information about e@ serious separatist movement. ; 


g And in terms of the demonstration, how serious -—- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might mention one other 
thing. I don't think that I mentioned the MFO, the Sinai peace -- 


g Yes. 


rh Pv r Peart FV yg 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Italians also took a 
lead in persuading their fellow members of the European community is 
joining the Sinai peacekeeping force and they already have patrol boats 
that -- they are contributing some patrol boats that will operate in the 

“Straits OF Tehran, and they are already on their way. They have been’ 
a notable contribution. --- 


Q Can you give us some idea of wnat is going to be 
discussed at this meeting, what the purpose of ‘the mscting is and 
what you all hope to enrol y or; 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTALs Sell. first of all, r 
think that this does represent an — ee — 
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opportunity for us to celebrate, in a sense, the closeness of | vU.s.- 
Italian ties and to express publicly, reiterate at the highest level 
the deep admiration and respect which this country feels for these 
very important substantive contributions that Italy has made. 


They are very strong on East-West. We greatly appreciate 
that. ~We want to encourage that kind of constructive role. The 
Middle East initiative, which my colleague has talked about, is also 
extremely important to us, not only bilaterally but in terms of our 
longer-range efforts to move toward a settlement in the Middle East. _ 

Obviously, we want to take this occasion to talk to 
Pertini and to praise him publicly for the splendid success of the 
Dozier liberation. Pertini is a man who feels very personally bound 
up with that whole episode. He felt ashamed that an American general 
working for an alliance in which he deeply believes was kidnapped by 
Italians, end he, of course, was extremely moved and feels justifiable 
pride in the subsequent happy cutcome of that. 


So this will be a chance for the President to tell his 
opposite number in Italy what he thinks about that and what Americans 
think about that. 





Beyond that, there will be an agenda of substantive 
items. They will pretty much come down to East-West with a focus on 
Poland, of course, and the need to take -- the need for alliance unity and 
resolve against Soviet oppression there. I would say international 
terrorism is a topic that both Presidents will be very interested in 
discussion. Central America, given President Pertini's views on 
that controversial issue, will certainly figure in their discussions. 

@ I would think, Afghanistan to a certain extent, and Middle Zast. 
I think that about runs the gamut. 


Q Can you tell us, were there any interesting, 
constructive results of that terrorism conference that we engaged in 
in Northern Italy last week, I think it was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't really think 
that's something we would care to comment about in public, and I per- 
sonally know very little about it. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I could add that we've 
been heartened by the progress on the part of the Italian security 
forces in combating terrorism in Italy, and also the cooperation we've 
had on an international basis. The contrast is quite striking between 
what the Italians are doing now, are able to do now, and what they -- 
the-pressure that they were under at the time that Aldo Moro was cap- 
tured and assassinated. I was in Italy at that time, serving at our 
Embassy, and it is really an enormous improvement in the years between. 


Just in the last weeks more than 250 suspected and known 
terrorists have been arrested by Italian security forces. They have 
made serious inroads into the structure of the Ped Brigade's columns 
in Venice and Milan aid Rome, and they're Sentsomaag | to make progress 
im the fight against terrorism. 


Q President Pertini has repeatedly voiced his concern 
over a nuclear arms build-up in the world, at a moment when this has 
become a very hot issue here. Do you expect him to make statements 
on the issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't expect it, but 
I don't really know what he will say in his public statements. 
| 





THE PRESS: map you. 


| END 10:24 A.M. EST 
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SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'm happy to 
be here to discuss what I thought was an extremely useful 
and very fruitful visit. You've heard the word fruitful 
before, and I don't want to belabor you with a cliche, but 
when the Secretary of State said in the lobby out there that 
they were far-ranging, that was absolutely the case. 

You will notice that the meeting was originally 
scheduled to begin at 11:00. It did not start promptly at 
11:00, but it was scheduled to «nd at 1:15, so by the time 
the Foreign Minister actually got out the door we were over 
an hour later. That does illustrate the depth to which the 
various questions were addressed -- global matters, regional 
matters, bilateral issues -- and among the various elements 
that were touched upon: The situation in East Asia, Poland, 
arms control -- which I showld say was a very important 
matter for the Japanese -- Afghanistan, the Middle East, 
and a number of other elements all attached thereunto. When 
you talk about the Middle East, one has to discuss also 
Lebanon and the situation in the Persian Gulf and so on. 

So there were indeed global, regional, and far-ranging. 

Let me say something about the atmospherics. That 

we had, I thought, one of the more friendly and really 


productive sessions that I've seen for a long time. We've 


been working with the Japanese in a very close relationship 
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for a long period of time now, and we would certainly have to 
say that the Japanese are among our closest friends. I think 
that that closeness of attitude was reflected in the way the 
discussions went this morning. 

There were a number of bilateral issues that were 
discussed, of course. Both today and yesterday we touched a 
bit upon such things as trade in the bilateral sense. There 
was also the question of defense which was addressed, and 
some bilateral issues particularly of importance to Japan: 
Whales, whaling, fisheries, and we also touched upon the 
Civil air talks. 

With that, I think I'll stop, and I'll let you 
ask questions. 

Q You talked about more productive than you've 
seen in a iong time. Can yot’ go beyond the generalities 
and provide us some specifics? 

A No. I can't get into the substance, naturally, 
but I would say this: That the depth of the discussions, the 
extent that we went into various matters -- let me say, for 
example, when talking about Poland or Afghanistan, the ques- 
tion of sanctions came up. In-:this case we talked about how 
important it was for all the countries of the West, and it 
was very implicit in talking about the West that Japan was 
considering itself a part of this relationship, the importance 


of maintaining a unified position. 
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Q But is there anything you can give us in the 
way of specifics, particularly, for example, on trade? 

A All right. On trade -- 

Q Sometimes we have a feeling of a cosmetic 
visit. 

A It was not cosmetic, but it was not one of 
these things in which you might say there are recriminations. 
There were not. On the question of trade, the point was 
expressed yesterday by the President, for example, how 
important it would be for Japan to open up its market further -- 
not just from the standpoint of American businessmen, but also 
from the standpoint of the Europeans who are also having 
their economic troubles -- and that Japan, by opening up its 
markets further to imports from outside Japan, would in fact 
be contributing very markedly to the preservation of the 
world free trade system. 

Q Did you get any assurances that made you 
happier abut tariff barriers or non-tariff barriers? 

A Certainly, the Japanese -- the Foreign Minister 
said that Japan was aware of the problem, had already been 
working hard, and in this case some of these steps Japan has 
already been taken -- were cited -- such as the 67 items, 
non-tariff barriers, which have already been addressed, 


and the creation of the ombudsman. Then Mr. Sakurauchi 
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went on to say, yes, Japan would look to see what it could be 
doing more in that regard, bearing in mind that the Versailles 
Summit will be coming up and that, again, there will be high- 
level discussion of all of these problems involving not just 
the bilaterals with the United States but the European heads of 
state or government too. So, in effect, what I thought was 


a very positive response from the Japanese was signified. 


Q Did he warn against reciprocity? 

A When you say "he," who? 

Q- The Japanese Foreign Minister. 

A That did not come up in the context of the con- 


versations, no. 

Q Did the Minister indicate whether or not Japan 
was planning to take any further major steps before the 
Versailles Summit as has sometimes been suggested? 

A The Japanese made it very plain that they 
would do as much as they thought they could, that they 
would approach this in a very positive spirit; and while 
no iron-clad guarantees were given in this regard, I would 
say that the attitude was very responsive to the position 
that was expressed, and that I'm sure, and in fact the 


Secretary of State expressed confidence, that the Japanese 


would do everything that they could. 





Q Given what he did say, would this lead you to 


believe that they will take some further step between now and 


the Versailles Summit or -- 

A Let me be a little bit cautious here. I don't 
want to be pinned to the mat on whether they will or will not. 
All I can say -- and I think this was the impression that the 
Foreign Minister intended to convey -- that Japan would approach 
this problem in a very positive and constructive manner and 
look into ways and means to indeed show that it would be doing 
more to demonstrate that it would be doing more, bearing in 
mind that there is this point in time coming up when the ques- 
tion will be addressed again at high levels. 

Q Did the Japanese express to you any af the 


frustration that they have expressed elsewhere that their 
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efforts in this direction so’*far haven't been acknowledged 
or given enough -- 
| A I did not detect any sense of frustration 

coming through in the conversations today. Again, let me 
stress that they were extremely positive. 

Q Did they ask the United States to make their 
case for them a little better with the American public? 

A This is not something that I heard in the dis- 


cussions that I participated in yesterday and today. I can't 


tell you what may transpire in the remaining talks that the 
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Foreign Minister is going to have while in Washington, but 
yesterday with the President and today with the Secretary of 
State, that did not come up. 

Q He didn't mention reciprocity at all? Here 
he put out a 10-page argument against it. 

A I think at this particular point you're dealing 
with people who know the issues well on both sides, and that 
it doesn't help in a situation such as that to go over the 
ground which people know very well indeed. Again, it's my 
impression that the Japanese, as represented by the Foreign 
Minister, intend to approach this matter in a very positive 
way. 

Q You say that arms control was mentioned and that 
it's a very important matter to the Japanese, but obviously 
the area of their defense spending has been a difficult area 
between us. How much was that discussed? 

A These two are sort of mixing apples and oranges. 
When you talk about Japanese defense spending, that does not 
enter into the realm of arms control and the area that we're 
concerned with, which gets into -- let me check my notes hr:e 
for you -- arms control in this context means the intermediate 
nuclear forces, the START talks, and the Japanese also expressed 


considerable interest in the U.N. special session on disarmament 


coming up. 
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Q Did they speak about the pressure that the U.S. 
is putting on -- 

A There was no word about pressure. In fact, 
yesterday the President made a point of expressing appreciation 
to the Japanese for what they have done already and increasing 
their attention to defense -- the effort that they're making 
in that field. That was also, as I understand, second hand, 
the gist of what Deputy Secretary of Defense Carlucci had to 
say yesterday, although the point was made by the President, 
and certainly by the others, that Japan certainly can do more, 
and that's it. 

Q Did you touch on the issue of U.S. relations 
with China, and, if you did, under what kind of context? 

A Peripherally, yes, in the sense that each of 
us made it very plain that we-think the relationship with 
China is extremely important in the world of today. 

| Q Did you look in on what the situation is about 
these aviation talks which apparently have been broken off? 
What is the next step and how was it discussed? 

A The next step, we're approaching it from both 
sides to see what can be done to bridge the gap. As I under- 
stand it, we came very close, that there's just a few issues 


that are left unresolved, and the President mentioned yesterday -- 


he expressed the hope that Prime Minister Suzuki would do what 








he could from his side to help bring about the resolution of 





these outstanding questions. As I say, again, we're not very 


far apart, really -- we were quite close together -- and 
that from our side we approach it in the same spirit. 


Q Was it something you said that sort of indicates 





the Japanese willingness to do something about it? 

A We do not regard this as a dead issue, and we're 
just going to forget about it -- it's still a very active issue 
indeed, and we will see what can be done. How we go about it, 
I don't think anybody has yet quite figured out, because, 
remember, the talks only came to a conclusion the very day that 
Foreign Minister Sakurauchi arrived here. So, okay, we are 


going to go on and address the matter; and, as I say, on each 





side we want to see what -- we want to see a resolution of the 
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problem which has been with us for a long time. It's going on 


now for eight years. And it seems to us that, having gotten 


ww 


this close, there ought to be some way that we can go the last 
little bit. 

Q Does this concern air routes? 

A Again, I cannot get into the substance of these 
aviation talks. That's not my purpose here. But I'm sure 
that you can find out from others exactly what the problem is. 
We're not trying to disguise it; I'm just not prepared to 


address it on this occasion. 














Q Did the meetings produce anything by way of 





agreement on any issue besides the atmospherics and positive 


tones and so forth? 

A What are you looking for? 

Q I'm looking at my notes about “no iron-clad 
guarantees, the attitude is very responsive,” and I'm hearing 
a lot of that, and I just wonder whether we might not be 
missing a question by asking you whether or not there was -- 


A Let me put it this way, too: That since Mr. 
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Sakurauchi has been in Washington, he has been subjected to 
various expressions of American concerns on the trade aspect 
from the President on down. He had breakfast this morning in 


the Department of Commerce with Secretary of Commerce Baldrige. 
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So I know that the depth of the American sentiment is well 
understood on the Japanese side, and when the Japanese then 


say that they're prepared to look at what may be done in the 


— 


next period of time -- bearing in mind that there is this 
Vesailles Summit coming up -- I think that represents a step 
forward. 

Q Last spring when Japanese Prime Minister Suzuki 
visited here, I think then the National Security Adviser Mr. 
Allen said in a background briefing that trilateral relation- 


ships among the states of Japan, Korea, has come up in that 


meeting. At this time also the trilateral relations was one 
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of subject in the meeting? 





A We got into such cther questions as I already 


touched upon in such great detail that time simply ran out. 
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© If the question of Korea was to be raised, it didn’t come up. 
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s Q The military situation in Korea has come up 
U 

? or -- 

et 

~ & 

s~- A Korea was not among the issues that were 
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3 § Q Can you tell us which aspect in Korea? 
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ve increase of defense efforts? 
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A Again, we feel*’very confident that under the 

| circumstances that exist now, that Japan is indeed going to 

be doing, to quote the Prime Minister of Japan last May, 

doing more, even more, in the defense field. And everything 
we've seen and the way the defense problem has been approached 
in Japan in connection with further purchases of aircraft -- 
for example, F~15s and P-3s and armored personnel carriers 

and so on -- fits right into that context. So, again, we 


didn't discuss details, and this was not a session to go into 


purely the defense situation but I would prefer to put it in 
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terms of the United States talking over with the Foreign 
Minister of a very close friend -- a friend which has worked 
with us over the years in a whole variety of reasons in a 
very cooperative and supportive role -- how we think aout the 
world today and what the problems are and how we might go 
about jointly addressing some of these problems. 

Let me say here that there was in fact a very 
useful discussion on the situation in Lebanon and the Middle 
East. This is, of course, of deep concern to Japan who gets 
approximately 70 percent of its energy from the oil fields in 


that part of the world. 


(Continued on page 12) 
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Q What were the general lines of this discussion? 

A Well, the line was that we knew in advance that 
the Foreign Minister wanted to calk about global matters 
and we knew in advance approximately what these were so 
the Secretary of State volunteered some observations on 
his part and Foreign Minister Sakurauchi came up with 
observations on his part and then we went on from there, 
looking at what might be done in a variety of different 
circumstances. 

I already mentioned talking about sanctions 

but bearing in mind the necessity of maintaining a 
unified position among the Western countries in that 
regard. 

Q Particularly, about the Middle East, what -- 

A Poland also came up for a considerable amount 
of discussion. 

Q You mentioned about the high-level meetings. 
I wonder if it means meetings between President Reagan and 
Prime Minister Zuzuki? 


A Well, I think it's well within the realm of the 


possible that there will be a meeting between Prime 
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Minister Suzuki and President Reagan. I wouldn't want 





to be specific about time or place in connection with 


the meeting there, the gathering there of so many senivur 
people. 

Q Mr. Sakurauchi's spokesman has given a 
number of On-the-Record briefings over the last couple 
of days and he stressed two points that you haven't 
brought up. One is the message that he was bringing’ on 
the question of the interest rates contributing to the 
trade inbalance and the currency inbalance between the 
United States and Japan, and the necessity for that to 
be dealt with to resolve the trade inbalance problem as 


well as measures that Japan might take. And the other 
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message being that the two nations should work together 
to revitalize the world economy as a whole rather than 
focusing strictly on bilateral issues. Can you say 
something about that? 

fh I can address the latter most directly and 
that is the context in which the President yesterday 


spoke about trade, and I've already mentioned that; how 


important it was, in this context, for Japan to open 
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up its markets more, not just in the bilateral sense to 








American businessmen and American exporters but to the 


< 


world at large as Japan's contribution to the maintenance 
of the free trade system. 

Of course, that fits into what Mr. Sakurauchi 
wanted to talk about now. To be sure, I have to very 


candid. I, personally, have not heard him raise the 





first item and that is the interest rate problem, the yen 
versus the dollar exchange rate, and we're really 
familiar with these points. 


Let me say, we accept there is some validity in 





the position there but we don't believe that is the 





entire story. That trade also enters in and the 
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acccessibility on the part of American exporters in 





Japan's markets. 

Q On this trade question, what is it that ie 
United States is now asking Japan to do? 

A We would like to see Japan develop, in effect, 
a broad program of modifications, you might say, of 
its existing system on the question of the MTB's, 


non-tariff barriers or tariff barriers. In effect, a 
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psychology of Japanese attitudes toward imports from 
outside Japan and within this there are some things 
which Japan can do easily and more quickly and others 
which we understand would take a greater amount of 
time. But we are not being specific on what Japan 
might do. We leave this up to the Japanese to determine 
what it is that might be most easily accomplished in 
this most brief period of time. 

Q What the United States is asking of them at 
this time is solely connected with their market? 


A That's right. 


Q And making their market more open and 
responsive? 
A You will notice that in all of our discussions 


I might point out that we have no talked about, from 
our standpoint, any limitations on the American market. 
Although this is a factor, of course, one has to take 
into account. There are many pieces of legislation 
pending. In fact, it's a race against time to see who 
gets to the tape first to make sure that either the 
problem is met by Japan or else it's going to be met 


by other means which may not be conducive to the world 











® free trade system. 


Q Does the Administration have a position 


on the reciprocity legislation which, I think, is the 
subject of a Senate hearing tomorrow? 

A I think that I would like to reserve 
judgment on that to hear what the content would be. 
We have to see what would be in the legislation. But, 
in general, our position is, we do not want to see any 
steps taken which would compromise the world free trade 
system. 


Q Did the two sides agree upon the discussion of 





East Asian problems other than their relationship with 
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China? 





A The only other thing that came up -- and this 
was very briefly -- was the question of Sakhlin. 
Q Has the suggestion of one million Japanese, 
one million dollar Japanese loan to the United States for the 
recovery fund of the unemployment in the United States 
come up in any of the meetings? 
A Not in any of the meetings in which I 
personally participated. I have been in three now. 


Unless something happened this morning,when I was in 


© the Department of Commerce, behind my back, I don't 
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think that came up. 

I don't know, of course, what may be in the 
bill of fare when the Foreign Minister is going to 
meet Ambassador Brock tomorrow. He's meeting Secretary 
Brock, I think, this afternoon and he will be going on 
to see the Vice President and I will not be present at 
all of these. I will be at the Vice President's 
meeting and maybe I'll see some of you after that one. 

Q So you do not still exclude the possibility 
of a summit talk between Mr. Suzuki and Mr. Reagan? 

A As I say, I wouldn't want to rule that out. 
I would say that's a possibility -- 

Q Suzuki? ** 

A Yes, indeed. 

Q Could you give us details on which you mean by 
"Sakhlin"? 

A The question of the oil exploration contract 
which Japan has with the Soviet Union up there which is 


of some concern to Japan. 


(Briefing concluded at 2:50 p.m.) 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 


March 25, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
12:06 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning or afternoon, 
as the case may be. 


Q It's afternoon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, sir. We're very 
happy to be back with you again. We're getting to be sort of a -- 
a vaudeville, two-step routine here. The -- the meeting between the 
two presidents, President Pertini of Italy and -- and President 
Reagan of the United States, went extremely well. This was one of those 
occasions which some people think are -- are rather rare when the -- the 
public statements that the two leaders give -- their very, very close 
relationship to what was actually said and -- and discussed during the 
meetings. 


I think -- I think it's fair to say the general theme of 
the strength of the U.S.-Italian bilateral relationship and the mutual 
expression of admiration and gratitude for what these two countries 
are doing for each other was -- was the highlight in these talks. 


On our side, President Reagan reiterated the very strong 
feelings of American respect -- respect and gratitude for the very 
key contributions Italy has made in a number of areas of great -- of 
great concern and interest to us. 


The NATO alliance was talked about. The efforts that Italy 
is making to help pursue a settlement in the Middle East peace process 
were also touched upon. We see eye-to-eye on Poland and Afghanistan. 

And that was a cause for particular appreciation on our side. And, of 
course, the fight that Italy is waging against terrorism, and, as the 
President mentioned out on the South Lawn, a ftgttt-that was dramatized 
for us by the release of General Dozier in which President Pertini takes 
very justifiable -- takes justifiable pride. 


They -- on President Pertini's side, he reiterated some of 
the remarks that he had made during the arrival ceremonies. He 
reminisced a bit about his own long career and association with Americans 
beginning in World War I when he was just a young -- young officer, 
eighteen years old and had -- had worked with Americans of all kinds 
and had, at that period in his time, already become very impressed by 
what he called, "The American spirit of generosity of selfless devotion 
to peace." 


He made the point that Americans had come to the aid of 
European peoples in two major conflicts and they came to Europe, not 
for purposes of conquest but out of impulses that had to do with 
preservation of liberty and justice. 


And as I say that took -- that really -- taking time for 
translations which were necessary, that consumed a good bit of the 


meeting. 


There was one rather significant, substantive point that 
came up apart from the general theme. I think I'll let Allin -- Allin 
address that. It -- it had to do with the issue of Central Americ: 
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Q Well, President Reagan said they talked about the 
Mideast, if I'm not mistaken. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They did. They talked 
about the Mideast. They talked about Afghanistan. They talked about 
Poland -- talked about mutual contributions to the Atlantic Alliance -- 
but not at any extended length. These are -- these are two fellas 
who really see eye-to-eye on these things and there was no -- 


. 
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Q -- speculate as to whether Israel will actually give 
back the Sinai? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q How long was the meeting altogether? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's have the Senior 
Administration Official address the -- 


Q -- move on. 
Q Tell us what the substance is. 
Q Tell the substance. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Alright. On -- on Central 
America, the President described the background, historical background 
to our involvement there. He described the purposes of our policies 
with particular emphasis on Salvador. And in reply, and here I should 
note that -- that Foreign Minister Columbo replied because of the 
separation of powers between the presidency and the governor -- he 
replied -- gave a substantive reply in which he -- he explained that 
there was alot of concern in Italy about the situation in Central America 
with particular reference to Salvador. There was division of opinion 
with respect to <= with -- 


Q What? 
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Q -- division. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-=- division of opinion in 
Italy with respect to the revolution in Salvador and with respect to 
the elections. But he gave particularly strong emphasis -- Foreign 
Minister Columbo gave particularly strong emphasis to the Caribbean 
Basin Initiative which he applauded which he says is strongly supported 
by the Italian government. He believes that this is an important effort 
to get at the social and economic 
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problems which are at the root of political disaffection in Central 
America and he suggested even that European countries should support 
the Caribbean Basin Initiative and get involved in its implementation. 


Q Did he express the Italian government's view on -- 
the government's view on the situation in El Salvador or you said 
he expressed a difference of opinion in Italy but, I mean, what is 
the government's view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The government -- he 
expressec the point of view that the government understands the United 
States goals in El Salvador and is strongly supportive of the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative. 


Q Were there any comments by President Pertini, 
himself, on the Central American situation? ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there were not 
Q Are you suggesting that he softenec his criticism -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 


Q Are you suggesting that he had softened his 
previous criticism of Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Who? 
Q President Pertini. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Pertini did 
not, -- during the meeting that I was in. I was not in the first 
part of the meeting in the Oval Office where a senior administration 
official was present. But in the Cabinet Room, the part that I was 
in, he did not express himself on Central America. 


Q You're leaving us with the impression that the 
government of Italy simply understands American goals in El 
Salvador. They didn't express any reservations as foreign minister 
speaking for the government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The foreign minister 
says that the Italian government understands American policy and 
goals in El Salvador and strongly supports the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative. 


Q The government of Italy has already gone on record, 
has it not, in opposing some of the things we're doing in Central 
America? . 


: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What are you referring 
to? Would you cite them for me? 


Q No, I can't cite them chapter and verse but I 
believe Colombo, himself, in a speech, what, a month ago, complained 
that the United States might be intervening in Central America in 
away that would be destructive to a peaceful process. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of that 
speech. 


Q I'll see if I can find it but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd be interested 
if you can find it to send it to me. 


Q I'll look for it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 
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Q Does he mean by the initiative the United States 
initiative to be specific? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, in the Caribbean 
Basin. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the Caribbean 
Basin Initiative, yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Unequivocally. 


Q Would you characterize how the in fact -- the 
meeting go? They were alone together at the beginning and then people -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- how long o- 
Q -- talked. How long was it too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to take 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sure. Essentially, 
pack-to-back I think the meeting ran about an hour and a half and 
in three stages, although there was a certain fluidity between these 
stages -- the first stage the two Presidents were alone. They were 
in the Oval Office and this was during the time when the photo 
Opportunities were taking place. So, they had, I would reckon, 
about 10, 15 minutes of discussion side-by-side by the fireplace. 


After the photographers had all left, there was then 
a period when they were joined by the Vice President and the foreign 
ministers and Judge Clark. And there was additional conversation and 
this was -- at least this was -- that's the only part I heard. This 
was when the mutual admiration society was in full effect. 


And then this went on for about probably a good half 
hour perhaps a little bit longer. And then they segued into the 
Cabinet Room for the larger group with about -- I'd say, nine on 
either side. 


Q Did they discuss the President's forthcoming 
visit in June? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, only -- no, they 
did not discuss it in any details -- only that the President said 
he was very much looking forward to coming to Rome and President 
Pertini said we're really happy to have you coming and looking 
forward to it. 

Q Did they discuss Japan and Asia in any way? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Because he had just beer. there. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, did not come up. 

Q Did they discuss the pipeline deal? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Did they discuss Western credits to the Soviet Union? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Understand in 


this sense, President Pertini would not really have been empowered 
to deal with that subject. They could have discussed it, obviously, 


MORE 








"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


C C 


-§- 


if they had wanted to, but it didn't come up. 


Q Did President Reagan reminisce at all as 
President Pertini reminisced about his career or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To a certain extent, 
yes. In the Oval Office, he, as I mentioned, he talked about how 
as a young officer in the Italian army he had first met Americans -- 
this was World War I and then when he fought with the partisans in 
World War II and in the battle for the liberation of Florence he 
was involved in that and he came back to this point. He emphatically 
stated on at least three -- 


Q No, I meant did President Reagan reminisce 
and in a similar vein? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. He 
may have in their private -- when they were sitting in the two 
chairs together in the Oval Office. But I didn't hear that. 

Q You were saying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. 


Q -- that he kept going back to one point -- 
Pertini? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, saying that the 
Italian people will never forget the sacrifices 
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that America had made for Italy in -- and the cause of freedom in 
Europe. 


This was a light motif that permeated their exchange. 


Q I'd like to raise a question that I base on your 
background briefing a couple of days ago on Sicily, where I was never 
granted a cavalier response, actually. 


The response that you made was that you don't think that 
there's any threat from the Sicilian separatist movements and that 
you don’t think that there's any particular danger from the massive 
demonstration planned against the NATO base on April 4th. 


The reason I want to raise this now is there was a parlia- 
mentary inquiry raised in the Italian Parliament yesterday on this 
situation and they do seem to consider it somewhat serious. The 
separatists, of course, are completely funded by Qaddafi and have been 
a problem for quite some time. And the European Peace Movement leaders 
recently met with Qaddafi and discussed plans for the actions in 
Sicily on April 4th. 


I'm wondering if I can't get just some response of any 
sense of seriousness of the situation or are you monitoring it closely? 
Just something beyond what you said the other day, which just dismissed -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, I 
think I will turn that over to my colleague who really addressed the 
question in the last briefing, as I recall. And -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm the one that dismissed 
it. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's the one who dismissed 
it and I dismiss it with him. 


But, no, anything more you want to elaborate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don't have any- 
thing to add to what I responded the other day. According to the in- 
formation we have, the separatist movement, if you could even call it 
that, is not regarded in Italy as a serious threat to the solidarity 
of the country. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I would add, I think 
we have about as much concern in the context of the President's visit 
about dangers from a separatist movement in Sicily that we do from, say, 
a-- you know ~- the Breton separatist movement in France. I mean, I -- 
we don't -- Well, we don't -- 


Q Do you know that the projections now by the Peace 
Movement are that they will have 50,000 people from throughout Europe 
converging on that NATO base? And that's not any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd have no idea what 
numbers, but I'm sure we would be foolish to think that people are 
not going to try to mobilize as many peace demonstrators as they can. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:18 P.M. EST 
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BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIALS 


April 2, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
11:05 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have a brief 
statement I will provide on background and then answer any questions 
you might have. Not long ago, a major U.S. daily concluded a long 
article on the Caribbean Basin with the observation that most even 
well-informed Americans had only the barest knowledge of this area. 
It remains to be seen, this article concluded, whether the United 
States can remain constructively engaged in this region over a 
long period of time. 


The President and his administration are convinced that 
we must both understand the needs of our closest neighbors and sustain 
a long-term commitment to support our vital interests and theirs. 


At the moment, many countries of the Caribbean are 
experiencing serious economic problems. In his major foreign 
policy speech to the Organization of American States on February 24, 
the President said, "Make no mistake. The well-being and security 
of our neighbors in this region are in our own vital interests. 
Because the peoples of the Caribbean Basin are our neighbors, we 
cannot turn our backs on their plight. Their troubles are our 
troubles.” 


The President's forthcoming trip to Jamaica and the 
Eastern Caribbean fits into this context. Following extensive and 
wicée-ranging consultations, the President on March 17 submitted to 
the Congress an urgent request that it approve a precedent-breaking 
U.S. contribution to a cooperative undertaking with Canada, Columbia, 
Mexico, and Venezuela. He met last week here in Washington with 
the foreign ministers of three of the countries of the area, - 
members of the Central American democratic community -- Costa Rica, 
El Salvador and Honduras. And now the President is planning a 
visit to another area of the Caribbean Basin which should help 
underscore our commitment to the area and to the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative. 


He will be in Jamaica on April 7 and 8 -- the first 
American president ever to visit Jamaica. This visit demonstrates 


the firm-U.S. support for the democratically-elected government of 
“Prime Minister Seaga and his government's efforts to promote economic 


recovery. From April 8 through the llth, the President will be 

in Barbados -- a leading democcatic government in the Eastern Caribbean. 
While there, the President will meet with Prime Minister Adams and 
other democratic leaders of this region. 


Security, democracy, and economic development are clearly 
linked. And the President's trip to the Caribbean not only underlines 
our commitment but will allow him to discuss implementation of the 
Caribbean Basin program with the democratic leaders of this important 
area. I'll be glad to take any questions you might have. 


Q Will the President get any first-hand views of 
some of the impoverished areas that the CBI is designed to eliminate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he will particularly -- 
in Jamaica, he will have the opportunity, of course, to ciscuss 
first-hand with Prime Minister Seaga the needs of Jamaica. and’ 
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Jamaica has been one of the more smpoversenss areas of the region 
in recent years. 


Q ~~ maké myself clear. Will he see it for himself? 
Will he go to any of the impoverished areas? 


Q Will he get out around the islands? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you have any 
idea on what -- any comment on that? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he's get *- for 
the day that he's in Jamaica, he already has a schedule which is 
planned down to the minute. It's not final yet so I can't give you 
the details but he will be on a state visit to the country of 
Jamaica and he will be having meetings on the afternoon of the 7th. 
He will have a state dinner on the evening of the 7th and then I 
think he leaves Jamaica on the morning of the @th. 


Q Do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I gave the 
answer. 


Q Is this the first presidential visit to Barbados 
as well as Jamaica? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q -- reporters be staying in the impoverished area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't hear the 
last question, sir. 


Q Never mind. 


Q What are you calling this -- a working vacation 
trip or just now is it a working trip or what do you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a working trip. 


Q Originally, it was a vacation trip. Do you feel 
the President was 
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bullied into scheduling all these events, including the additional 
stops in Jamaica -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the addition 
of Jamaica was designed, quite clearly, to underscore our commitment 
to the democratic government of Seaga, and our assistance to the 
economic recovery of that country. It is one of the key countries 
in the region. Prime Minister Seacge has visited the United States. 
As you recall, he was, I believe, the first State Visitor here after. - 
the inauguration of President Reagan. This is, in a sense, 4 reciprocal 
visit. But it will give him an opportunity to see it first hand, the 
Jamaican problems. 


Q Which east Caribbean leaders will come to Barbados 
to meet the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there will be a 


working lunch in Barbados with Prime Minister Adams, the Prime Minister 
of Dominica, St. Nevis and Kitts, and two others. St. Vincent -- 


Q What were those again? , 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= and Antigua. 

Q Adams is Barbados, isn't it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Adams is Barbados, yes. 

Q And there's only one Prime Minister of Dominica -- 

Q Run those by again on who else after Adams... 

2 Dominica. 

SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: The list of the full 
attendance at the luncheon is not yet completed, but among those who 
will be there are Prime Minister Adams, the Prime Minister of Antigua, 
the Prime Minister of St. Lucia -- 

Q Of -- 

SENIOR“ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of St. Nevis, St. Vincent -- 

Q Prime Minister Cato. 

Q St. Lucia, St. Nevis, and -- 

Q Dominica. 

Q The Premier of St. Kitts and Nevis. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Saint -~ Premier of St. 


~ “Ritts and Nevis. Why, don't you just read the list. 


Q We want to get a Xerox of those. 


Q We want to have the names too -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's in the Briefing Book. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it's in the Briefing 
Book. . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Prime Minister Adams of 
Barbados, Prime Minister Eugenia Charles of Dominica, Prime Minister 
Cato -- Milton Cato of St. Vincent, Prime Minister Vere Bird of Antigua, 
and Premier Kennedy Simmons of St. Kitts and Nevis. . 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is the list thus far. 
We do not have the complete list as yet. ‘ ¢, 


Q Are we giving them anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are we giving those 
countries anything? Yes, we have an extensive and a growing prosgrar 
of economic assistance in that region. We can provide, to you, figures 
on that, but you may recall that, in the President's request for an 
additional $350 million in economic assistance, there was an element in 
that reserved for the countries of the eastern Caribbean. 


Q Do you expect that any agreements will be signed, 
or anything -- 


Q Tangible things, substantive things? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a moment; let me 
just add a little more information to the question on aid. We give 
most of our assistance to this area through regional organizations. 
But in fiscal year 1982, we gave a total of something like $50 million in 
assistarce tothis area, some $30 million in development assistance, 
and some $20 million in economic support money. In addition, there's 
$10 million in the supplemental for the CBI for this region. And the 
amounts in the FY 83 budget for this region are in the order to $60 
million dollars. 


Q Do you mind going over those figures one more time. 
That was -- 


Q Please. 
Q -- so fast we didn't get all of it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: FY 82, this is now for 
the eastern Caribbean region, the countries the leaders of which the 
President will be meeting in Barbados, $50 million FY 82. That's bro- 
ker down into some 30 million development assistance and some 20 
million economic support fund money. And in FY 83, there's some $60 
million. And then there is the FY 82 supplemental, which the President 
submitted to Congress a couple of weeks ago, which contains $10 million. 


me LP, “Q It's part of the 350 then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's right. 
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Q Is there a breakdown on the 60 million for Fiscal 


Q -- because dart of -- for that 50 million. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's additional to the 
50 million. 


Q Will the President be doing anything other than 


-having lunch with these leaders, meeting and having lunch with them 


on Thursday. t ¢ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will be having a 
working discussion with them prior to lunch. The lunch, itself, is 
a working lunch. Subsequent to the that, he will be paying a working 
call on Adams, and he will be paying a call on the High Commissioner. 
I'm sorry, the Governor General. 


Q Will any contracts be signed or any agreements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe that the 
President, himself, will be signing any particular aggreements in this -- 


Q What will be Secretary Haig's agenda? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will be accompanying 
the President in the substantive meetings that he will be having. 
And it is envisioned that he will be having some bilateral meetings, 
himself, for example, with the Foreign Minister of Barbados, and 
conceivably, with some of the other Foreign Ministers or Prime Ministers 
of the countries of the region. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this time, I think it -- 
the tight schedule -- probably the Prime Minister of Barbados. 


Q How long will Haig stay down there? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he's probably 
going to stay for the full duration of the President's visit, but that 
is not official. 

Q Which Congressional people are going? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon. 


Q Which Congressional people are going? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe there 
are any Congressional representatives on this trip. 


Q What staff people are going for the White House? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's in the -- of the 
book. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is an official 
party list in the Briefing Book I'm told. 


Q I have a question which should be directed to your 


colleague I suppose. We were told, several weeks ago, that the trip 
was in doubt because of some very serious . 
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security and logistical problems. White House visitors have been 
guite frank about this. Have these problems been resolved satisfac- 
torily, or are you taking a chance, or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, obviously, any 
security concerns which might have existed at one particular time have 
clearly been resolved by this time. 


Q Well, have they been resolved, or are you simply 
prepared to live with them? , ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's not a question 
of being prepared to live with security problems. The security -prob- 
lems have been resolved. 


Q How about the logistical problems? They really 
haven't been resolved, have they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you have to bear 
in mind that these are small, very small islands and moving around a 
large party is not the easiest thing in the world, particularly given 
traffic congestion in most of those places. But I think that the 
White House advance team working with our Embassy has managed to at 
least make these problems manageable. 


Q Can you describe some of the special precautions 
that have been taken; in Barbados, for example, the hospital ship that 
we've heard about, and so forth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'd have to 
direct those questions to the White House. I'm not -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We needn't go into the 
security aspects, and the other logistical backup, we'll see what we 
can provide on that to you. 


Q Would you characterize this as more than a goodwill 
visitation of the President into the region? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think it is sub- 
stantially more than a goodwill visitation. As I said in the opening 
statement, it underlines a very serious political commitment on the 
part of this Government, this Administration, to the economic well-being 
and the security of that area. It's an area whichhas not, frankly, 
received high priority treatment in American foreign policy over the 
years, and it is one which in the context of the President's focus on 
the Caribbean Basin in general, is now receiving such high priority 
focus. It gives him an opportunity to discuss at first hand with the 
leaders of some of the poorest countries of the region their needs and 
their hopes and how they believe those hopes and needs can best be 
satisfied under the Caribbean Basin program. 


Q What's the cost of the entire trip for the Government? 


-# "SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I am not in a 


position to provide an answer on that. 


Q What were the criteria on inviting St. Vincent's, 
Antigua's, these people, these officials? Are there other government 
leaders in the Caribbean that would be interested the CBI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I indicated, those are 
only some of the people who will be at the meeting and then at the 
working lunch. The entire list is not yet complete. I think, in 
general, we are dealing here with the democratically elected leaders 
of those countries. 


Q It's also focused on, like the Eastern Caribbean, 
rather than the entire Caribbean Region. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not -- for example 
it was not conceived as an effort to establish cirect contact with * 
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Dominican Republic, for example. These are the small islands of 
the Eastern Caribbean. 


Q Those figures you gave us apply only to the East 
Caribbean, not to the entire region? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Yes? 


Q Could you give us some sense of how significant are the 

amounts of money? I mean, it's such a small amount, but I don't have -- 
e 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me give you an 
example. We are currently considering an infrastructure project in 
Dominica which over a period of two or three years would involve the 
expenditure, probably, of around $5 million. I was somewhat surprised 
to learn that if you considered that in straight per capita income © 
terms and if you spent all that money in one year, you would have 
raised the per capita income -- technically, not really -- the per 
capita income of Dominica by about 40 percent. These countries are 
very small, most of them have populations of around 100,000, some a 
bit less. They are extremely fragile economically. Many of them are 
highly dependent upon one single export crop, either bananas or sugar. 
They are very vulnerable to the vagaries of nature and many of them 
have been hammered repeatedly in recent years by major hurricanes which 
not only wipe out banana plantations but also wipe out road networks. 
They are ministates and they are economically very fragile. I think 
that gives you, perhaps, some idea of the state of most of these 
places. 


Q Can you also tell us if any -- I gathered from your 
answer that it must be the case, but would you go into the way in 
which our relaxing of barriers to trade will affect these countries -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- 


Q Are these commodities subject to this relaxation or 
were they already barrier-free? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that these parti- 
cular contries have a somewhat special focus under the general 
Caribbean Basin program that we are outlining and have proposed to 
the Congress. Because in contrast to some of the more developed 
countries of the Caribbean or of Central America -- I use the term 
"more developed” in a relative sense -- these countries still have 
rather significant needs in terms of economic infrastructure, roads, 
ports, electricity systems, education, et cetera. So that in order 
for them to be 
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able to take advantage over time of the new trade and investment 
initiatives which we are proposing to the Congress, they do require 
direct financial aid in order to put these infrastructure systems into 
place so that they can attract investment and so that they can be in 

a position to expand their exports. 


Q What's an infrastructure system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roads -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roads, airports, ports -- 


Q Is that what's going on in Dominica? 
Q Are the other -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Electric -- electricity 
networks -- 


Q You said the President's schedule is chockablock 
in Jamaica. He wouldn’t be able to get out and see very impoverished 
areas. How about in Barbados where there's going to be a fair amount 
of open time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, his official 
working schedule there is very full. The remaining days -- 


Q If you consider that on Wednesday he will be 
occupied with the meeting with Seaga and the State Dinner. On 
Thursday, we'll have the working lunch and other meetings. And on 
Saturday, we'll be delivering a live radio address that may very well -- 
this is for guidance purposes only -- on Central America. I think you 
come down with relatively little free time prior -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President handled 
this the other night I thought pretty well. Friday's Good Friday in 
the Barbados. Obviously, we'd have to take it cff there. 
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Q Are any -- you suggested there may be other leaders 
that he may be meeting with in Barbados. They -- would we assume they're 
all from the eastern Caribbean area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're all from the 
eastern Caribbean. 


Q Nicaragua? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no. 
Q Do you expect El Salvador -- 


9 No Libyan terrorists -- 


- ee" “ Q -- will be discussed in addition to the local 
Caribbean problems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect that 
there will some discussion of the general situation in Central America, 
yes. Although this will not be a principle focal point of the meetings. 


Q Will there be any discussion on defense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know that 
there will be a discussion on defense, per se. Most of these countries, 
as I said, are very small. They lack any significant defense capability. 
They are working among themselves to try to develop some sort of 
collective responses to threats of that sort. And that sort of subject 
may well come up. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As noted in the President's 
signing statement, this new order is designed to enhance protection for 
mational security information without permitting excessive classification. 


I'd just like to say a few words about the process leading to 
signature by the President. Agency efforts to improve the previous order 
actually began in the last administration. And to update classification 
regulations based on current experience, this administration initiated 
an interagency review process early last year. 


The first draft from the Intelligence Community was revised 
by the Information Security Oversight Office, then sent to the National 
Security Council for further interagency coordination. 


The resulting draft was informally shared with concerned 
congressional committees and with a wide range of interested, private 
Organizations. The order signed today by the President reflects many of 
their suggestions. 


One final word -- the Information Security Oversight Office 
has proved to be a very effective monitor of the classification program, 
and its responsibilities are continued in this order. Although administra- 
tively part of the General Services Administration, the office receives 
its policy guidance from the NSC. And we anticipate that it will continue 
to perform well the important oversight function required by this order. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll just take a couple of 
minutes and briefly explain a little bit about the structure of the order 
and a little bit about its content, and then wait for questions on specifics. 


Basically, we have an order that is structured largely like 
the previous order. It has six major sections, one-dealing with original 
Classification, derivative classification, declassification, safeguarding, 
oversight, and general provisions. 


It retains a three-level classification process; that is 
Top Secret, Secret, Confidential. 


And within the order -- I think it's critical to note that -- 
you can state there are four tests that would exist before a piece of 
information could be classified. In the previous order, sometimes we've 
referred to it as two tests, sometimes three, but I think really you're 
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looking at four different items. First of all, you have to be dealing 
with arr official who has original classification authority. In the 
entire United States Government, world-wide, there are only about 
7,000 individuals who have that authority, approximately 1,500 who 
can classify information originally Top Secret, about 4,000 who can 
classify information originally at the Secret level, and an additional 
1,500 at the Confidential level. 


Q That number is unchanged, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That number is basically 
unchanged. We foresee no change in that number. 


Second of all, you have to have information that the 

United States owns or controls. A lot has been made recently of the 
idea that we're going to be classifying phone books and classifying 
annual reports of corporations and things like that. That's a lot of 
hogwash. The information we're talking about has to be owned or con- 
trolled by the United States. Either they're talking about Government 
records or we're talking about information controlled by a Government 
contractor or licensee or grantee under terms of an agreement where 
the United States retains control of the data that's produced. 


Q But you're not saying that you will never be able 
to classify some phone records or portions -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as whether there 
may be some specific phone information that the Government may own, 
like the phone number that would deal with protecting the President 
or something like that, we're not talking about those rare instances 
like that. I'm just saying that there have been published reports 
that under this Order you can classify the Bell System phone books, 
and there's just no foundation for that. 


Q But you rtill have the vulnerabilities or capabilities 
of the system and its inst .lations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. Why don't 
we do this, if we could, sir? Could we let my colleague go ahead and 
make his opening remarks and then we'd pick up any questions that you have? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll try to close by 
just stating what the last two tests are. The third test would be 
that information would have to fall within one of ten enumerated cate- 
gories of classifiable information. There are three additional cate- 
gories but these additional categories have been-designed, not to 
increase in any way the information that may be classified, but 
simply to provide a more accurate category for certain information 
that is already being classified. 


And the last and most critical test that we're talking 
about, information that the Government owns or controls, is that the 
release of this information reasonably must be expected to cause 
damage to the national security. 
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If you meet all four of those tests, and I might add it's very 
limited amount of information within the government, you may classify 
the information. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a brief remark, 
if we could, from a senior administration official who has been involved 
in this process from the outset. He was formerly Counsel for 
Intelligence Law and Policy at Justice, and some of you had the 
opportunity to question him when the new intelligence executive order came 
out, and now as Deputy Assistant Attorney General of the Civil Division. 
He is reponsible for, among many other things, litigation involving 
requests for information. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Attorney General 
welcomes the President's decision to issue this new executive order 
on classification of national security information. The Department 
of Justice is responsible for defending the United States in law 
Suits brought under the Freedom of Information Act, seeking to compel 
the disclosure of classified information. 


As presently in effect, that act requires the courts to 
make a de novo determination of whether documents are properly classified 
under an executive order, or else they must be disclosed. Such litigation 
places some of our most sensitive information in jeopardy. Plantiffs 
have sought to use certain provisions of Executive Order 12065 to 
convince courts to order the release of classified information. 


The new executive order will assist the Department of 
Justice in defending the proper classification of documents at issue 
in these cases. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why don't we let the 
questioning take us where you'd like to go. And I think you had 
the first question of the senior administration official. 


Q Yes, one of the new categories, I believe, is 
vulnerabilities or capabilities of systems, installations, projects or 
plans relating to the national security. Now, if information like 
that can be classified, how can you say that it must be information 
only controlled by the government. Surely, there are some projects 
somewhere that, conceivably, would fall into that category. Are you 
Saying that if they're private projects, you can't classify them. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q Then why did you take out a ban on that; it's in the 
Carter order. Specifically, it's saying that non-government R and D 
cannot be classified. That ban's been dropped. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That ban has not been 
dropped. In the previous order, Section 1-603, there was a referrence 
to the fact that non-government information couldn't be classified. 
In the present order, there is a definition of information that did 
not exist within the previous order. And that definition of information, 
and again it then is subsequently tied to classified information, refers 
specifically 


to the fact that the Government has to have a proprietary interest in 
the information before it may be classified. 


Q What about, to take that one step further, the 
telephone system is vital to the national defense capability. What 
is to stop the Government under this Order from assuming it has a 
proprietary interest in the telephone system or major parts of it, 
and classifying information relating to it. And I'm not talking 
about the phone books. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There may be specific 
telecommunications information that the Government certainly owns or 
controls through its contracts with telephone companies and utilities 
that may indeed be classified. But there have been assertions that 
this parcicular addition of a new classification category has vastly 
increased the types of information that will be classified. That's 
completely incorrect. . 


There was a need for this additional category, because 
the seven categories that existed in the previous order did not include 
certain vital information. For example, it was very difficult to find 
a proper category for information relating to the protection of the 
President, certain information relating to the physical protection of 
our embassies overseas, and certain information relating to civil 
preparedness efforts. 


None of those prior categories provided a comfortable 
home, if you will, for those types of information. They were classi- 
fied under the prior order. They have been classified using the 
existing categories, as uncomfortable as some of them were. And the 
purpose in adding this additional category is to make clear that there 
is a more comfortable category -- I hate to use the word “comfortable” -- 
perhaps more accurately encompasses that information would be a better 
way of saying it. 


Q I think some of us are just suggesting that it also 
gives you or successors latitude which you didn't previously have. 
Would you disagree? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would disagree. For 
example, the previous order included a classification category that 
would apply to all scientific, technologic, or economic information. 
I don't think you could come up with a category that could be broader 
than that. That certainly would encompass your_telecommunications 
system that you were talking about previously. 


Q Are you then claiming that there is virtually 
nothing or, in fact, nothing that could be classified, now that the 
order's been issued, that couldn't have been classified yesterday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Correct. 


Q If you have no greater latitude in classifying 
things, then why bother with the Order? How does it make our secrets 
any safer? 
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SENIOKk ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. As I mentioned 
@ moment ago, one of the major reasons for the change is the existing 
standard in the Freedom of Information Act that allows courts a de novo 
review of classification determinations under the order. And the 
problem we had was that some plantiffs were trying to get judges to 
decide for themselves whether something should or should not be 
classified rather than leaving this decision to be made by the Executive 
Branch where it properly belongs. And they were able to fasten on 
certain language in the last order and try to take that in a way it 
was never really intended to let the judges second guess classification 
decisions. 


Q Let's say -- 
Q But where in this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me -- if I could 
just -- excuse me, if I could just amplify that. 


What we're really talking about is improved protection 
for properly classified information. If you go through the four tests 
that my colleague delimited and you come to the conclusion that that 
information properly has been classified, the question then becomes 
one of protection, be it safeguarding or protection against unauthorized 
exposure of any form. 


But what this order seeks to do is not affect the front 
end of that process -- expansion, constriction or anything -- but rather 
once you've gone through those four tests, it seeks to enhance the 
protection associated with, again, properly classified information. 


If the information is not properly classified, if its 
sensitivity has diminished, then, of course, it is in your interest and 
our interest for t to be released to the public because once it is 
we don’t have to other with it any longer in the classification 
sense. 


Q When I was in the service we started the other way. 
Why not classified? It was safer. Then you wouldn't make a mistake and 
let the Russians -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think honestly that that 
mindset has changed appreciably through the years, particularly since the 
Freedom of Information Act came in to be, and also the mandatory 
review provisions here, and in the Privacy Act because it's an administrative, 
bureaucratic burden to say no. If you say yes; 4t's released and, in 
our case at the National Security Council, once we release a bit of 
information it goes to the Archives and all future requests are referred 
there. 


So I think that mindset has turnec. I'm not saying it's 
completely turned around, but I think that, not just this order, but 
previous orders have begun to make people understand. And perhaps that 
was the purpose -- 


Q Well, if the oo 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- among others. 


Q -- turned around then why does the order say if 
there's reasonable doubt about the need to classify, it shall be 
safeguarded as if it were classified. If there's reasonable doubt about 
the appropriate level, it should be safeguarded at the higher level 
The previous order did not say that. In fact, it said in effect, when 
in doubt, don't. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: It was our view that the 
previous order, in stating “when in doubt, don't", was making an 
irresponsible, irreversible decision. It seems far more proper to us 
that if you have doubt to resolve the doubt anc not to just make a 
decision that 
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has to go one way or the other. It just seemed to be a clear error: 
a consensus of feeling on the part of each of the important Executive 


Branch agencies that it was a mistake in the previous order that 
needed to be corrected. 


Q You don't think that's going to result in a declassi- 
fication of more information than is currently -- I mean, just, what 
— said means that there's going to be more information classi- 

ied. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What we have said 
is, when you have reasonable doubt cases -- and I might say from our 
Oversight position, there are very few of those -- this is not a 
Situation that occurs all the time. It's a situation that occurs only 
sometimes. And what we're saying is, if you have that situation, you've 
got 30 days to make a decision. You have to make a decision in 30 
days and protect that information while you make that decision. 

Now, the 30 days is no different than the time frames 
than already exist under the Freedom of Information Act, if you add 
the appeal time and the request time before information would be re- 
leased. So we haven't done anything to bar the release of information 
for any greater period of time than would already exist under the law. 


Q Can anyone just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I just could amplify 
on that one, I'll have to say that in the earlier initial drafts of 
this, there was a perception that that section meant, when in doubt 
Classify. It was changed, based on recommendations that we had re- 
ceived, both from people on the Hill and in some of the concerned 
groups, to make it clear that what we mean is, when in doubt safeguard. 
And at the recommendation of some people on the Hill, we also put in 
that 30-day time limit, which essentially says that the person who has 
doubts now has 30 days and a responsibility to seek out an original 
Classification authority and do it. 


Again, I've been classifying information for nearly five 
years now as an original classification authority. I think, frankly, 
that that section will have little if any impact on the original 
classification decision by most authorities. Rather, what it will 
do is in those rare cases where you have an individual who doesn't 
normally deal with classified information, gets a piece of information 
that strikes him or her as sensitive but he doesn't have the authority 
to classify it, he will safeguard it as such, 1! mean, lock it in the 
safe rather than leaving it on one's desk, seek an original classifi- 
cation authority, and make that decision within 30 days. 


But again, precisely because of the perception that you 
mentioned, we have made wording changes. In fact, we've made two 
changes in that to emphasize that this means, when in doubt safeguard, 
and not, when in doubt classify. 


Q What are the changes? I have the December draft 
here and the only apparent change is the 30 days. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think -- I don't 
recall which draft was the December draft, but if I recall correctly, 
previously it said, it is to be considered classified and safeguarded 
as such. Now, we're saying, it is to be safeguarded as if it were 
Classified. That “considered classified" had been misread by some 
people to mean, stamp it top and bottom. And again, we've put the 
30 days in. It was not our intention in that draft, whatever month 
it was, nor in this one, to say that it should be presumptively 
Classified; rather safeguarded. 
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Q How do they figure out changing if it's 30 
days? Do they consult with someone or what do they do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are responsible to 
go to an original classification authority, state their reasons why 
they think this information meets those four tests. If that original 
Classification authority agrees, it would be marked as such. If not, 
then it would be available for release. 


Q Can anyone here state a single example under the 
old order when information was released that was damaging to the 
mational security? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have consistently 
declined to answer that question simply because if in fact that infor- 
mation was damaging to the national security, further talk about it 
from this location cr others does no help to the country. 


Q Could you say that there was such an example even 
without identifying the specifics? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think I can 
give one example and that's the Holy Spirit Association case in which 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit ordered 
the release of some CIA documents. The case became moot because when 
the Government petitioned for Supreme Court review the plaintiffs 
withdrew their request for the documents rather than allow the Supreme 
Court to decide the case. But that was a case where, if the District 
of Columbia Circuit's decision had stood, it would have required the 
release of some CIA documents. 


Q But it did not stand, is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right but the 
Only reason it didn't stand was because the plaintiffs dropped 
the request. 


Q But the question is, was there any case under the 
previous order that information was released that was damaging to the 
national security? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure, but we're not 
going to talk about it. 


Q Can I ask, how many times -- 


Q One case, two cases? ——— - 


SENION ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You asked for the 
specific answer, whethe: we could say, categorically, yes or no. 
The senior administretion official, speaking on behalf of the Justice 
Department, said, yes. 


Q The one he cited, though, was not a case where it 
was released. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not a case, but 
then he went back and answered your original question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a case where the 
Court ordered it to be released and the only reason it wasn't released 
is that the plaintiff dropped the request. 


Q But it wasn't released. Was there a case when it 
was actually released and set out in the public view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the answer is yes, 
and for the reasons my colleague stated -- 


Q Not by the courts? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not by the courts. 


I'm saying, yes, there were cases where it was releases for other | 
reasons, not by the courts, that were damaging to tne national security. 
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Q Well, in fact, the courts, except for the Holy 
Spirit case, have never ordered a line -- as I understand it™-- 
released over the Government's protest. Why are you making these 
changes to give you an easier day in court? You've had a pretty 
good day in court so far, haven't you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, the 
Holy Spirit was one that they did order the release, and it was only 
because the plaintiffs wouldn't let the Supreme Court look at it that 
the case was dropped. 


Q You appealed to the Supreme Court and you probably 
would have won there. That's why the plaintiffs withdrew. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 
Otherwise, the harm that occurs in these cases is not only when a 
court orders the release of the documents but also because the Govern- 
_— is put to the burden of proving its classification decisions 
mn court. 


MORE 


Let me give you a practical example. if a document says 
that the United States has a vital interest in widget oroduction in 
Patagonia, that may or may not be classifiable information. On its 
face, it's hard to tell. In order for the government to prove to a 
judge that that document was properly classified, you have to release 
all kinds of additional information about why Patagonia is 
an area vital to the national security, why widget production is of 
interest. What? 


Q You do that in camera. You don't do that in 


public -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can't get away with 
Going all of it in camera. We have to make some of the arguments in 
public. We try to keeo as much of it in camera as we can, but, again, 
that's up to the judge whether he wants to leave the information in 
Camera or disclose it to the other side. 


Q But isn‘t that indicating that you can't trust 
judces? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q And they, in fact, are the ones that uphold the 
law? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, under the 
Constitution the resvonsibility for safeguarding national security 
information is assigned to the President, not to the judiciary. The 
judges should not be deciding for themselves what information should 
be classified. The President has the basic Constitutional resvoonsibility 
a3 Commander-in-Chief, as Chief Executive, and orincipal instrument 
ef the country's foreign relations, to provide for the safeguarding 
of national security information. And the courts have recognized 
that that's a Constitutional duty of the President, not of the courts. 
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Q That's not my implication, though. You have stated 
that judges have or will somehow let loose information or, rather, in 
trying to uphold the law, will override a Presidential decision. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: According to -- 
Q Now, how can you have that céntrast? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because the decision 
should be the President's to make, not the court's to make. 


Q But they uphold the law. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The courts are not 
the only branch of the government with the responsibility for 
upholding the law. In the area of classifying national security 
information, the courts have said that's the President's responsibility, 
not theirs and that implies -- 


Q But Congress has said it's up to the courts to 
see if the Executive is doing a decent job and here you're amending 
that Congressional determination by executive order. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, what the 
Freedom of Information Act says is that it's up to the courts to 
decide whether information is properly classified under the standards 
of an executive order adopted by the President. It's verfectly 
within the President's prerogative, as he has done today, to change 
the executive order in a way that will allow him to fulfill his 
Constitutional responsibility better. 
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Q Can I ask an example about FOI? Let's say I make 


“a request for a document. I make a request for a document. Ii says 


somewhere in there that you cannot deny -- you can, then, classify 
it after I've issued my request, but it says that you shouldn't classify 
just to spare someone embarrassment or to spare the agency embarrassment. 


How do I know or how does anybody then know that that 
isn't the reason it's been done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The determination still 
remains subject to judicial review. What we have done, what thenew 
executive order does is it changes the standards under which that 
review is performed. It does not -- it still would permit a court to 
look at a determination and say that this isn't proper under the 
executive order because it was done to cover up embarrassment or illegal 
conduct. 

Q Well, how does that situation -- explain the difference. 
I'm a little confused about the first case where you don't want the ; 
judge to go into it and this case. How does it get to the court in 
this case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The kind of situation 
I was talking about initially involves such questions as whether or 
not disclosure of a particular piece of information would damage the 
mational security. Now, that's a kind of determination that the 
President and the Executive Branch are in the best position to make, 
not the courts because they're the ones with the Canstitutional 
responsibility for conducting the defense of the country and foreign 
relations. The Executive Branch has much more expertise to decide 
whether or not a particular piece of information about widget production 
in Patagonia would or would not damage the national security. 


Now, the provision that you referred to not covering ub 
for embarrassment or impropriety -- 


Q But if you deny me the document, I mean, and you 
tel! me it's because of national security, how do I get it into court? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You still have a right 
under the Freedom of Information Act to go into court and get a court 
to make a determination. All we are doing -- 


Q But the court no longer makes the determination. 





That's what you said. 


The court doesn't have the authority, does it? 


Q 
Q Does the court have -- 
Q 
Q 


You just said that. 


Does the court have the ability to receive the 
document and make the determination? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ability of the 
court -- 


Q Is that as easy -- I'd like to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The power of the court 
to review the document -- 


Q The power of the court to see the document and 
make a decision. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- is not changed. I!s not 
changec by ‘the revisions of the executive order. The power of the sourt 
to look at the documents is not changed by the revision in this new 
executive order. 
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Q Then what precisely is? 
Q Then what is? 
Q Yes, what exactly is different? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is changed is the 
kinds of tests that the court applies in conducting its de novo 


judicial review. 


Q You mean, there's no more de novo judicial review, 
right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there is. That is 
part of the statute and that isn't changed. 


Q What is? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is changed is, 
for example, the reasonable doubt provision in the former executive 
order. Some plaintiffs read that to mean that the government, in effect, 
had to prove something should be classified beyond a reasonable doubt 
before the court would order it protectec and that, if the court had 
any doubt as to whether the government was right or wrong, that it 
ought to release the document. 


Q What court ever held that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No court ever held it. 
Plaintiffs argued it. 


Q You're afraid of argument? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we're afraid of 
losing cases and having -- 


Q You've never lost one. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 
Q You've never iost one. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right and we want 
to keeov it that way. 


° Q I'm still confused as to whether you can be asked 
in a courtroom by a judge to justify the classification. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


*Q So, -- I'm sorry. I'm missing the difference totally. 


b 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's easier to justify 
the classification -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's easier to -- 


Q I understand that, but you can still be asked the 
embarrassing questions that you didn't want to be asked before you're 


telling us now. 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's easier to answer 
the kinds of questions that will be posed in terms of whether something 
is or is not properly classifiable under the new executive order. 
As a result -- 


Q -- you've made it so much more stringent. 
Is that true? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we've eliminated 
some confusing language in the former order that was capable of 
being misapplied by the courts. 


Q Would you agree that you have made the classifications 
much more stringent? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but I think what 
we've done is we've cleared up some confusirg language that will 
make it easier for the government to defend the classification 
of information -- 


Q And also easier to classify. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- in lawsuits. 
No, it doesn't -- that's the distinction I'm trying to draw and 
I realize it's difficult to understand because this kind of 
litigation is fairly technical. But what we've done is we haven't 
made it easier to classify, we've made it easier to prove that a 
document is properly classified in a judicial setting. 


Q It's the same thing, sir. It's the same thing. 


Q Is that by dropping identifiable -- when you 
drop identifiable as a standard for classifying a document, aren't 
you in effect broadening the area that -- or broadening the number 
of documents that can be classified? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a good question 
because no one has ever been able to define precisely what the 
difference between identifiable damage is and damage is. We've 
contended in court that there is essentially no difference between 
| the two standards. But some plaintiffs h ve tried to suggest that 

identifiable somehow means quantifiable. In other words, we have 
to show exactly what would happen to the United States if the document 
about widgets in Patagonia is released. And sometimes it's hard 
to say exactly what would happen even though it's fairly clear 
that its release would be injurious to the national security. 


‘And so the reason for dropping that was primarily to 
eliminate the uncertainty as to what identifiable damage meant that 
was different from damage. 


Q Doesn't it mean that instead of a vague idea 
of damage -- 


Q Can you tell us why the administration didn't 
testify before Congress on this? 


Q -- it has to be a specific idea of damage? 
Isn't that what identifiable means -- that instead of a vague 
idea, it has to be specific -- a clear sense of what the damage would 
be? Isn't that what identifiable means to you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's never been 
an interpretation of that by the courts that has stated the precise 


difference. 

Q I'd like to know why you wouldn't agree to do 
what -- just what you're doing here before Congressman English's 
committee? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our feeling is that 
this is an executive branch action -- a decision by the President. 
It's an executive order not a piece of legislation and on the 
advice of the Attorney General and with the concurrence of all 
the advisers here at the White House, it was decided that while 
informal consultations, which were done and done extensively with 
Congressman English and many others as well as the outside oublic 
interest groups, would not be legally injurious, it was just felt 
that it was not a good precedent to set -- to be testifying on 
executive orders. 


Now that the order has issued, it's my understanding 
that Congressmnan English wants to have hearings and I don't think 
there will be any problem with the administration sending appropriate 
witnesses. But at the time, it was an internal executive branch 
document. 

Q Why consult at all? I mean, you did consult. 

I mean, what's the difference between public and private? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the difference 
is that during the formation stage, you'd be asked questions, opinions 
would be rendered and so forth which themselves would then become 
pare of some public record that normally does not accompany executive 
orders. 


Our feeling was that we wanted their informal advice, 
just as we sought the informal advice of the executive branch 
acencies, for the President to make a formal determination. And now 
if they would like to ask those kinds of more formal questions, 
we're prepared to answer. 


Q Notwithstanding the provisions for declassification, 
which are included in the new order, is there any major reason for 
us to believe that the dropping of the six-year time limit doesn't 
mean in many cases that you can classify until you wish, as long 
as you wish? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, because the order 
continues review orocedures. First of all at any -- 


Q Yes, but they're under your control. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, well, at any time -- 
first of all, let's talk about the practical implications of the 
six-year period. I think that's critical to I6oK at. 


The previous order was unprecedented in the fact that 
it established the most lenient rule for automatic declassifcation -- 
a six-year rule. And it was issued with a great deal of instruction 
to agencies that they were under all but extraordinary circumstances 
to follow a six-year automatic declassification rule. 


What did the agencies face? They faced a rule that 
was unrealistic to their ability to determine the continued 
sensitivity of the information they were classifying. So, the 
result was they toyed with the six-year rule and in the end only 
about five percent of the information that was actually classified 
Originally under the previous order was actually marked for automatic 
declassification within six years or less. And even within that 
five percent of the information, we found a number of instances 
where the agencies had acted quite arbitrarily in assigning this 
automatic declassification without any apparent regard for the 
continued sensitivity of the information. 


It has been my view in the oversight capacity, as long 
as I've been there and that extends beyond this administration, 
that the six-year rule was an arbitrary one and really was completely 
unrealistic to the purposes served by classification. 


Q Why drop the 20 year rule for automatic review? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I take it you're talking 
about systematic review for historical records. We do intend to have 
a fixed period of time for systematic review of permanently valuable 
records. That period of time will be established in the implementing 
~ ae that will be coming out in about a months time, six week's 

ime. t's -- 


Q What was that period, 20 years or 45? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That period will be a 
realistic one based on experience in the declassification-systematic 
review-declassification process that existed before this current 
executive order. 


Q More or less twenty years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might say -- let's 
make sure we understand, because there are some terms of art here. 
A systematic review means when an agency is required just to go to 
its archive, pull out the records, and just start declassifying them. 
Mandatory review is when you make a request, under this order, and ask 
for the document. That mandatory review continues; it's sort of a 
second bit at the apple, because you can request it under the Freedom 
of Information Act for mandatory review. Frankly, the problem that we 
have with systematic review is one of resources. If you take an agency's 
budget request, and take a look at where they have their Freedom of 
Information and declassification offices ranked ordered, you're going 
to find them very far down the pike. And when budget cuts are made, 
very often those are the offices caught up most in that. As a result, 
what we're trying to do is fully continue mandatory review, fully 
comply with the Freedom of Information Act, tailor systematic review 
to the needs of the agencies, consistent with their resources. But 
again, it would be still the right of any member of the public to 
request a document, and generate a declassification review. And, 
as a senior administration official said, that time limit hasn't been 
set, because we need to talk with the agencies now, and find out what 
is realistic for them in terms of turning the records over to archives, 
which will do a systematic review, and what they might do themselves. 


Q Does this nullify -- for instance, a President will 
put on ice some very important documents of his administration, 
say for 50 years, or the Secretary of State will hold 50 years, does 
this cancel out those? amas 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This order does not 
affect or really pertain to Presidential deeds of gift, which, I believe, 
you're talking about. You may recall that, in 1978, we had passed the 
Presidential Records Act by which President Reagan's records, for the 
first time of any President, are deemed records of the government rather 
than his personal papers, and that act, henceforth, will control. 
This would have an effect, certainly, in regard to the classified 
documents. But, really, I'd refer you to that act to show exactly 
what the procedures are. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll take three more 
questions. We'il take three more questions: Andy, Don, Judy. 


Q My question is, if I've got one now, what is meant 
by Section 1.6c and d, and by Section 3.1d. Maybe we could take 3.1d 
first. 


Q You mentioned agencies that no longer have authority 
but that had it under predecessor orders. Does that mean you've 
stripped some agencies of their authority to classify? Page 9 in this 
one I have. This is 4d. Does the provision of this section also apply? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'll find that 
the previous order had largely stripped the number of classifying 
agencies to approximately its minimum number and that is the number that 
we are retaining. But under the order that existed before the present 
one, before 1978, there were a large number of other agencies and, 
even before 1972, we're talking about just about every agency in 
government had original classification authority. 


Q You haven't changed fromthe one that was in effect 
yesterday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has been no change 
save, I think, we're going to include one additional agency as having 
confidential classification authority based on our oversight where 
we've discovered that agency has had a number of instances where it's 
had to go to another agency in order to classify foreign government 
information. 


Q Is that EPA? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's EPA. That's correct. 


Q Okay and then, the second part of my question, on 
this reclassifying information ~reviously declassified. Is this the 
sort of thing where, like that ‘e.low I just read about in the paper 
who had a book, one version of a book cleared, but now, when he's 
submitted it a second time, they're saying -- he's being told, "Well, 
some of that stuff was declassifed in error." In effect, is this 
Saying that it takes somebody at the level, like, of the head of CIA 
Or somebody like that to make that kind of decision? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not familiar with 
that case beyond what I read in the paper, as well. 
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Let me express why that section was changed. The 
Carter order provides that, if information that is authorized for 
disclosure by an official is disclosed, it can never be reclassified. 
During the time of the Carter order there were examples where there 
were erroneous disclosures of properly classified information. 
These things were caught and in the examples that I'm familiar with 
that brought this matter to mind, the person who had received the 
information had not disclosed it any further and was willing to 
have the information retrieved dy the government and those parts of 
it that merited the protection reclassified. That was the reason 
we made the change in the order to provide a circumstance where 
information could be reclassified when there had be an erroneous 
Gisclosure and when there was a reasonable ability on the part of the 
government to recover information that meets the standards for 
Classification. 
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Q But in no sense are you talking about a wholesale 
review of declassification decisions made by the Carter administration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at all. 
Q What about something that's already out? 
Qo Let me go back and check my other question here. 


Q If it's already out and on the record, can you 
reclassify it and then subject people who have it to penalties? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, the 
executive order can't penalize anyone except a government employee or 
a government contractor who's bound to us by some written agreement and, 
even then, the sanctions are only administrative. 


Q Let him finish his answer. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought he was finished. 
Q He wasn't. Please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd have to ask you to 
repeat the first part of your question now. 


Q I was asking whether information that was already 
out and on the record extensively, you're talking -- you seemed to 
be talking before about something that was rather limited. Recaptureable. 
If it's really out -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, if we're talking 
about something that's reasonably recoverable, which the order provides -- 


Q Right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -<-- and the information 
is plastered all over the street, it doesn't do us a whole lot of 
good. As a matter of fact, we probably would serve the national 
security interest better by paying it less mind than by making a big 
deal about trving to recover it. 


Q With the changes in court stacking the deck in 
the government's behalf and the changes in declassification times and 
things like this, the whole executive order, isn't it just effectively 
pulling the teeth of the Freedom of Information Act? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without accepting your 
characterization that lead into the question, I think I would say as 
was said earlier that the Freedom of Information Act in the (b) (1) 
national security area makes it quite clear that Congress said that 
standards for classification and declassification were to be set by 
the Executive Branch. Therefore, what we've done is totally 
consistent, with the order in our view again, as was explained, a 
refinement of the procedures against which the judge would make his 
de novo determination. We're not saying that he can't make that 
determination. That's obviously his judicial and Constitutional 
authority. 


In this particular case, I think it's totally congruent 
with the executive order, excuse me, with the Freedom of Information 
Act. 


Had the Act said you will make these determinations 
according to the following standards and we had different standards, 
maybe that would -- that's hypothetical because the order guite 
clearly recognizes that the determination criteria are the orovince 
of the Executive Branch. 


Q You were suggesting a minute ago that what you're 
doing is, in effect, shifting some of the burden of proof away from 
the government to vrove that a document should be classified. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If we're actually 
talking about litigation, I'd rather that someone else answer that 
because that's a Justice position. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think the effect 
of clearing up .. of these provisions will be to make it easier 
for the governm. prove its case in the defense of classified 
documents. And tne .eason I made that -- 


Q Then it shifts the burden of proof away? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not technically 
shifting the burden of proof, but it's making that burden easier to 
satisfy. The burden still remains on the government to prove that 
the documents are properly classified under the executive order so, 
the burden of proof doesn't change, just becomes lighter. 


MORE 


And the reason I emphasized that is that, while it's 
true that Freedom of Information Act litication has not resulted in the 
disclosure to plaintiffs of documents that have been damaging to the 
national security, as such, it does jeapordize a lot of information 
because of the kinds of things that have to be put together and 
presented to the court to prove the government's case. 
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Q While you're there -- 


Q One last question -- one second question. Can you give 
us some ballpark figure or can you be more specific about how many times 
the national security has been damaged because of information that was 
released that should not have been uncer the previous -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really would rather not get 
into that. 


Q Dozens, hundreds, five, ten? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: I'd rather not get into a 
characterization. You know, in large part, some of the changes that we want 
to make in this order had to do with perceptions not only here in the ; 
United States but abroad. And if you're talking about foreicn gcvernments 
sharing information with us, be it foreign policy information, military 
or intelligence, in large part they will base that on our ability to 
safeguard their information. 


Ours is, I believe -- and, George Lardner, you'd know 
better than I -- the most permissive system in the world. We're 
trying our best to operate within the statutory guidelines that are set 
down. And we're asking countries that generally are not as open as we 
to cooperate with us. We don't want to stem that flow, be it to the 
President or to the agencies. 


And I think just to say that, in fact, the national security 
has been damaged in our view is where we'd like to leave it, because if 
you start to quantify it, then you're getting right to the perceptions 
issue that I think we'd like to avoid. 


Q Perhaps you or the Senior Administration Official can 
answer this. My understanding for what the Senior Administration Official 
has to say was that from the government's point of view, the major 
accomplishment of this revision is that it gives you greater protection in 
court under FOIA litigation. Is that the correct understanding? Any of 
the others like to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think we'd not charac- 
terize it that specifically. I think a question to the Senior Administration 
Official took it to that level of specificity. What we've said is that 
we think that this will enhance the protection of the information. Now, 
whether it is in court or not I think is an adjunct to that general 
principle. 


Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what we want to say 
is -- 


Q That's the major accomplishment. That's the burden of 
my question. Is that area the major -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Improvement of protection 
without excessive classification, yes, that's the way we see it. That's 
the way we'd like it to be portrayed, feeling that, again, it's -- 


Q But not in the court area -- you were saying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what I'm saying is 
that if you improve the protection, that necessarily has to extend to the 
court area. I think your initial question, was that the primary purpose. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe it was not. The 
primary purpose was to improve protection. And necessarily that would 
improve it in the courts, but we'd like to think it improves it elsewhere, 
to include the perceptions of it. 


MORE 
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Q Okay. I'm not sure I have a very clear understanding. 
,Is the court -- was that what you were arguing, that that was the major 
accomplishment of this change? 


; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Obviously, that's my 
ob -=- 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- to defend these cases, 
so that's where it impacts on the Department of Justice most. It will also 
impact, though, against erroneous administrative decisions that will 
jeapardize national security administration and things like that. So it 
should pervade the entire systen. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


* 


END 2:51 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


The New Kingston Hotel 
The Independence Ballroom 


April 7, 1982 
5:11 P.M. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: Let me have your attention, please. The 
President has just completed a series of bilateral meetings with 


N will be here as a Senior American Official. briefing is 
on background. And we are now passing out a joint statement that 


states the purpose and results of the meetings. 


In addition, following that briefing, we will have a briefing 
and a brief signing ceremony for the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation and a number of announcements that they're making that 
effect Jamaica. 


So if there are no questions, We will go with Steve and we 
will go with OPIC and I will be here to answer any questions you 
might have on any other subject. 


Once again, it is on background and the briefer should be 
identified as a Senior America Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION: Okay. Thank you very much, Larry. 
You are now getting the joint press statement which was released 
following the President's meetings with Prime Minister Seaga and 
members of his government. 
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I might just start by summarizing very briefly the major 
points covered in those bilateral discussions. 


First, there was a very heavy focus on Prime Minister Seaga's 
review of Jamaica's economic performance over the past year since 
he has been in office. 


And, as the Prime Minister demonstrated, there has been a very 
encouraging turraround in the Jamaican economy. Following a period 
of virtually seven years of uninterrupted decline in economic per- 
formance, that decline has now bottomed out and in fact, the Jamaican 
economy has once again begun to grow. 


That being said, however, the Prime Minister stressed that 
major problems still remain in the Jamaican economy and that Jamaica 
not only will have to continue its own self-help efforts, but is 
going to have to count on continued high levels of support from the 
United States and other friends internationally. 


As is covered in the statement that is being handed out, the 
Prime Minister stressed four major areas of U.S. cooperation with 
Jamaica over the past year, the very extensive amount of economic 
assistance in the form of balance of payments support which was 
provided to Jamaica to finance imports of vital commodities, the 
signing of a Double Taxation Treaty which has been a great boon 
to the Jamaican tourist industry, the President's decision late 
last year to purchase some Jamaican bauxite for the U.S. ay oye . 
stockpile to help offset the decline in bauxite production here whic 
is @ result of the worldwide slump in the Bauxite and aluminum in- 
dustry. 
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And finally, the establishment of the business community 
under the direction of David Rockefeller, which is making a major 
effort to attract American private investment to Jamaica, an 
effort which is now beginning to produce some results. 


Secondly, there was a rather extended discussion of the 
President's Caribbean Basin proposals. Prime Minister Seaga 
felt very strongly the positive light in which these proposals 
are viewed here in Jamaica and on the basis of his discussions with 
other leaders of the region, the very positive reception which they 
have been given elsewhere in the Caribbean Basin area. 


The President -- President Reagan made clear that in his mind 
this program represents more than just a temporary U.S. reaction to 
@ particular set of problems in the Caribbean Basin, that rather 
it should be viewed as evidence of a permanent, long-term U.S. 
commitment to the well being of this region which, because of its 
geographic proximity to the United States is so important to us. 


There was general agreement on the need for continuing con- 
Sultations not only between the United States and Jamaica, but also 
with other countries of the region on the U.S. Caribbean Basin 
program as it moves through the Congress and as it moves into a 
phase of implementation. 
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: There was also 2 discussion of the current situation in 
Central America that is referred to in the joint press releases 
which have been issued, and I think that they were, generally speakinc 
a very direct convergence of views on the current situation in Cen- 
tral America and when he -- he will continue to support the strength- 
ening not only there but elsewhere in the Caribbean of moderate poli- 
tical elements throughout the region. 


I think that that is briefly a summary of the highlights 
of the discussions. They took place in two segments, one segment 
devoted primarily to the economic discussion concerning the Jamaican 
situation and then another discussion which was more regional in its 
scope. 


I would be happy to take any questions that you may have. 


Q A guestion of Argentina and the Falkland Islands, in 
any way has it come up in this discussion of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, other than the fact 
that the President did mention that Secretary Haig was unable to be 
here in Jamaica because the Presiceat had instructed him to proceed 
in an effort to try to mediate that dispute. 


Q Why has the Haig departure been delaycd? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I am 
here in Kingston. I am not aware that it has been delayed. 


Q He told us that. 
Q Is Enders on this same mission too? 


SENIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICI*L: Again, I have not seen 
the manifest for the Secretary's airplane. It would not surprise me 
if Enders were on that mission, but I am not sure. 


enent Q Did they discuss finance or how much they would give 
m 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President in- 
dicated -- stated very strongly that Jamaica could continue to count 
on very substantial U.S. support for its economic programs, and as 
you know, in the President's request to. the Congress for a supple- 
mental -- for Fiscal Year 1982 he has allocated $50 million in addi- 
tional aid for Jamaica in the course of the current Fiscal Year. 
That would be in addition to approximately $112 million which we 
ere already committed to provide Jamaica. And in the President's 
bujget for 1983, we are requesting around $150 million in economic 
assistance for Jamaica. I think that this is indicative of the very 
strong commitment we continue to have with this country's economic 
recovery. 


Q Do you have an estimate on how many revenues 4re 
involved in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry, I didn't 
get the question. 


Q Do you have an estimate on how many revenues or 
loans could result in your legislation to bring Jamaica -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I am not. I do not 
have that figure at hand. I think that it should not be viewed 4s 
@ zero-sum game here. 


Q A few weeks ago when we met in Charleston, South 
Carolina you said to hell with it, you wouldn't be in Jamaica. Well 
I am here and are here, go let's have a good laugh on that. So 
the Congress will soon be here -- members of the important Foreign 
Relations Committee will be here goon after President Reagan leaves. 
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I will be among those testifying before that committee, and I would 
like to ask you as a member of the State Department, what do you 
think are the chances for full acceptance by the Congress of this 
Caribbean Basin Initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the chances 
basically are quite good. As the President has indicate repeatedly, 
he attaches the highest priority to this program. I think it should 
be noted however -- particularly speaking here in Jamaica -- that 
this is a way difficult time economically in the United States and 
it is not politically easy to propose that we increase our aid or 
that we open our markets to more imports from this region. However 
it is important that we do so, and I myself am quite confident that 
the Congress will approve the President's prograz. 


Q What were they discussing on £)] Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a brief dis- 
cussion of the results of the election. As you all know, Jamaica 
had an observer delegation in El Salvador for that election. An 
agreement that the size of the turnout in the election demonstrates 
very conclusively that the people of El Salvador want to see the 
continuation of democratic procerses in that country and want an 
end to the violence in that country. 


Q Did the President, in expressing the U.S. intention 
of making a long-term commitment to this region, give any indica- 
tion at what level of financial _ 


MORE 
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support this would be? -- because as the program is now envisioned, 
I think there's this extra money in Fiscal ‘82, and then it drops 
off some in Fiscal ‘83. Is it going to go up after that, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the central 
element of the U.S. long-term commitment in the region is not just 
the level of aid. The more important element is the fact that the 
President is proposing that we, in effect, open our markets to the 
products of this region and enable them to compete in our markets 
as though they were produced in the United States. That, for 
countries of this size and this close to the United States, should 
give them a major economic incentive to their continued development. 


But there are increases proposed in the ‘83 budget 
above the prior: budgeted levels for '82. 


Q All right. But below -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The supplemental is 
a one-time shot designed to meet what is for many countries -- 
particularly key countries -- what is a short-term balance of 
payments crisis. 


Q There's no intention of keeping the aid levels 
at the ‘82 figures, including that supplemental reques’., is there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, although their 
‘83 level will be substantially above the previous ‘82 level, but -- 


Q But below the expanded ‘82 level. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, somewhat. Not 
a lot, but somewhat. 


Q You said that this Caribbean Basin Initiative 
has three dimensions. One was economic and the other something and 
militarily. How do you view this against the escalating military 
buildup by Cuba with helicopters, battleships and all of that, that 
came out of the recent State Department Report Number 10? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, just 
to be very clear, the Caribbean Basin Initiative is an economic 
initiative. It consists of increased aid, trade, and investment. 
Aad it is an initiative which we are doing jointly with Veneguela, 
‘inxico, Canada, and Columbia. However, the United States policy for 
the vegicn has three major elements, one of which very import 
is this economic component; the other of which is continued support 
for democratic institutions in the region; and the third of which 
is continued provision in moderate amounts, where it is absolutély 
necessary, Of military assistance. 


And clearly we must take account,in deciding upon what 
is recessary in terms of military assistance, of what other countries 
in the region are doing, particularly Cuba. 


Q Is there any activity in the economic contribution 


of the United States and the other three countries mentioned in 
this -. Caribbean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 
Q Is there any private industry in there? 
Q Poverty levels. 

Q Poverty levels. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think that it's 
a result of our new proposals in the '80 area. We will now be 


MORE 
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providing more financial assistance than the other countries are 

individually. But given the size of their economies, those other 
countries are also making very important contributions, particularly 
Venezuela, Canada, and Mexico. 


Q How would you say the result of the talks between 
the Foreign Hinisters of Columbia and Venezuela with Secretary Haig 
in New York recently -- how do you relate them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
was a very successful meeting. It marked a ministerial culmination 
of the CBI process. And I think they had -- concluded that they -- 
are in the process of achieveing the goals that they set forth in 
Nassau when they met last July. 


Q Did the Prime Minister ask for more aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he did not. He 
expressed appreciation for the levels of support that Jamaica is 
receiving from the United States and expressed appreciation for the 
President's statement that we will continue to provide support 
but he did not make any specific requests. 


Q ill there be any special provision on that -- 
those import -- that importation without high tariffs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q The import -- importing of goods from Jamaica, 
will there be a high tariff placed on any of them, or will they 
lower it specially? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The President's 
proposal would allow all goods produced in the Caribbean, with the 
exception of textiles and wearing apparel, to enter the United 
States duty-free. 


MR. SPEAKES: That concludes the briefing on the 


bilaterals. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
FRIDAY, APRIL 8, 1982, 11:00 A.M. 


STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me introduce the briefing 
if I might. As you know, it is ON BACKGROUND -- for your 
guidance only. The subject is Nicaragua. 


Your briefer has a scheduling problem, which means 
that he won't be here terribly long, but he does have some 
opening remarks that he wants to make, and then will be happy 
to take your questions. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I propose to make 
this a fairly short backgrounder. It comes at a stage when, 
as all of you know, we're in the process of an ongoing dialo- 
gue with Nicaragua. And because it is ongoing, there is quite 
a lot that I will not be prepared to discuss. 


What f“propose to do, briefly, is to summarize the 
elements of a number of proposals which were conveyed yester- 
day by Ambassador Quainton, our Ambassador in Managua, to 
the Nicaraguan Government. This dialogue has had obvious 
diplomatic and public relations sides over the recent months. 
As you are aware, a similar effort was made last August by 
Ambassador Enders, and again in December when the Secretary 
spoke to the Foreign Minister of Nicaragua in Saint Lucia. 
But in the absence of any clear understanding of the issues at 
stake, there was a certain amount of confusion as to what U.S. 
policy has been, and I propose in outlining the elements of 
the current proposals to avoid any similar misunderstanding. 

I don't want to get ahead, though, of the normal diplomatic 
conversations on the issue. I might say that a reason for 
this presentation is in the news which is coming out of 
Managua today regarding Tony Quainton's call yesterday. 


This is a summary of the proposals, of which there 
are eight. These are an expansion, if you will, of the 
five Enders proposals. The first is the cessation of 
Nicaragua's support for insurgencies in neighboring countries. 
We are emphasizing that we must have results on this before 
any results can be achieved on other aspects of the proposal, 
what has been called our sine qua non. 











The second point is a statement dealing with 
Nicaraguan exile activities in the United States. This would, 
in effect, be a political declaration to address Nicaragua's 
concerns. The third is a U.S.-Nicaraguan statement on 
friendly relations, a joint statement pledging non- 
interference in each other's affairs or in the affairs cf 
others in the region. 


The fourth is a proposal for arms and military force 
limitations. This will be a regional ban on the importation 
of heavy offensive weapons. We have also proposed that 
foreign military advisers in the region be reduced to low 
reasonable levels, and that military security forces be cut to 
levels commensurate with security needs. 


The fifth is a proposal on international verifica- 
tion, and this derives from the very interesting Honduran pro- 
posal. The Nicaraguans, in the context of a regional 
arrangement, would make their airports, military installa- 
tions, ports, borders, and sensitive zones accessible to 
visits by representatives of the OAS or other regional organizations. 


The sixth would be a proposal on economic coopera- 
tion. This will be in the context of an overall agreement. 
It would involve Nicaragua's participation in our part of the 
CBI, including the United States trade and investment ini- 
tiatives. We would be willing to propose to our Congress -- 
all other things being equal -- the reestablishment of direct 
economic assistance. 
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The seventh item is a proposal on human and cultural 
exchanges and what we call “confidence building." And 
finally, the eighth, we notice that the FSLN recently stated 
to COPPAL a commitment reiteration of its earlier commitment 
to the principles of political pluralism, a mixed economy, and 
nonalignment. This, as well as the earlier FSLN commitment to 
the OAS concerning the holding of free elections would be an 
important determinant of the political context of our future 
relations. 


With that, I will stop and field your questions. 


Q Is this the beginning of the negotiations that 
were talked about when Haig and Castaneda met, or is this a 
prelude? Are there still expected to be higher ievei talks 
soon? 














A I don't think we can prejudge where this is 
going to go. A problem for us all along has been to engage 
with the Nicaraguans in discussions, negotiations -- call 
them what you will; it doesn't really matter. There was a 
non-response, if you will, to Mr. Enders. We very much 
appreciated the Mexican efforts to use their influence on the 
Nicaraguans so that the Nicaraguans would show responsiveness. 
In that sense what has now happened -- and we hope will lead 
to something else -- reflects the help, the assistance which 
the Mexicans have been willing to give. 


Whether or not out of these initial discussions will 
come more formal negotiations, obviously, some of these points 
involve countries other than just the United States and 
Nicaragua. If we're talking about, for example, the inter- 
national verification, that's not simply a bilateral matter. 
If we're talking about arms and military force limitations, 
that's not simply a bilateral matter -- in fact, it doesn't 
involve us that much directly -- and so on. So I can't 
prejudge at this time whether or not this will lead to more 
formal discussions, broader discussions, or involve more 
people. We hope it's a beginning, a beginning with which we 
had felt somewhat frustrated in the past we hadn't actually 
gotten under way. 
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Q Could you be a little more explicit about why 
you think this has a better chance than the previous two 
efforts? What is it that the Mexicans have done? What is it 
that the Nicaraguans have done in response to that? 
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A I wouldn't characterize it as having a better 
chance. In other words, I don't want to leave you with the 
idea that we are extraordinarily optimistic at this point. 

But what we are trying to do very persistently, as long 

as there is an opportunity, a possibility, of being able to 
exchange views with Nicaragua, and seeking to get a response 
from them to our proposals -- asking them for their own propo- 
sals or their comments on ours -- is to get the process under 
way, the process on which we have made repeated efforts; and 
this is the latest effort on our part to get the thing going. 


In the future, the Mexicans have shown sensitivity -- 
I think this was clear in President Lopez Portillo's speech in 
Managua -- to most of our concerns, including the enormous 
military buildup in Nicaragua. To the extent that the 
Mexicans, who do have a positive influence with Yanagua, can 
contribute to getting the Nicaraguans seriously to consider 
these issues which are of such importance to us and to 
Nicaragua's neighbors, all to the good. We have been very 
grateful to Mexico for taking that supportive position. 
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Q Could I follow that just with one question? Do 
you have anything explicit from the Nicaraguans indicating 
that they will give you a response, serious or otherwise? 


A Let me put it this way. The Nicaraguans were 
interested; they took very careful notes. I don't want to go 
into much detail here, but let me limit myself by saying they 
asked us, for instance, what channels we would want to use in 
the future, that sort of thing, And initially, at least, 
Ambassador OQuainton and his interlocutors had a good meeting. 


Q Are there more requirements, from the U.S. point 
of view, in the eight-point package than there were in either 
the Enders or the Haig approach? 


A Aside from the sine qua non, the major dif- 
ference is that we have actually sharpened these a little bit. 
The U.S.-Nicaraguan statement on friendly relations, a joint 
statement pledging non-interference, that's a more precise for- 
mulation than we sought before. The purpose of such a state- 
ment would be to respond to the Nicaraguan stated fears of U.S. 
invasion. 





The arms limitation, the force limitations and advi- 
sers, that's a little more precise, more specific, than our 
previous formulation. The verification is also something new. 
We have gone further this time in talking about the resumption 
of economic ties than we did before. The last ones were 
general. We were seeking to get some kind of a response, and 
we didn't. We've been a little bit more specific this time. 


I have just given you the outlines, obviously. I'm 
not prepared to give you all the details, but these are the 
outlines. 


Q I don't understand your last point. Are you 
asking for a specific Nicaraguan commitment to hold elections 
as part of this package? 


4 The last package did not address the environment 
in Nicaragaua. The subject was discussed, obviously, and has 
been discussed between us and them on various occasions. This 
time what we are saying to the Nicaraguans is that all of this 
will be easier, and those things which we are prepared to do 
which are positive towards you in, say, the economic, social, 
and so on side of things, will be greatly facilitated if vou 
keep your commitments already on the record, both to the OAS 
and subsequently to COPPAL, if you keep these commitments 
active and actually carry them out. 
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A It shouldn't. I'll state it exactly. Let me 
read it again. The FSLN statement to COPPAL reiterating a 
commitment to the principles of political pluralism, a mixed 
economy, and nonalignment, as well as the earlier FSLN commit- 
ment to the OAS concerning the holding of free elections 
will be important determinants of the political context of our 
future relations. 


I'm not prepared to interpret further what that means. 
I think it speaks for itself. 


Could you amplify Point 2? Is that purely 
a U.S. bilateral reference to the Neutrality Act? How do you 
propose to handle it? 


A Let me say this. Our neutrality laws and other 
legislation forbid the training activity of exiled groups 
operating in the United States who are attempting to overthrow 
a government with which we have relations. 


A statement concerning this would be a political 
statement, because the Administration's policy already is to keep 
an eye on groups which we suspect may be up to “monkey business." 
What we're offering here is something to allay one of the main 
fears that the Nicaraguans have: We would make a political statement 
-- it's a political statement -- to leave it absolutely clear, with 
no doubt in anybody's mind as to where this government stands with 
respect to what might be going on. This has been something which 
has been of great concern to the Nicaraguans, and what this 
represents is an effort on our part to meet some of the requirements 
that the Nicaraguans have expressed to us over time. 


Q Do we do more than that? Do we guarantee that we 
will move in and stop these exiles from training in Florida and 
places like that? 


A The neutrality laws are as I've described them, 
and there are things the U.S. Government can do and things it 
cannot do. What the U.S. Government can do in this case would be 
to express our policy with respect to something which could happen. 
If it did happen, it would be a question for the law that exists 
to deal with them. I can't go beyond that. 
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Q How would you deal with free-lance or third-party 
exiles whom the Nicaraguans believe us to be financing? Rightly 
or wrongly, as a result of press stories that have appeared here, 
there has been talk about Somozistas in Honduras, or Argentinian 
groups, and so on. Are you taking a “hands off" position on that, 
that that's their problem? 


A I think that's covered on the international 
verification --at least, that's the purpose of that particular 
paragraph -- international verification, which in effect is the 
Honduran peace plan would address the activities in the countries 
and how they impact on each other. That, obviously, is a very 
important element of this whole package. 


Q On the subject of foreign advisers, would that be 
limited to military advisers, political advisers, and would it 
include the 3,000 or so teachers they are sending from Cuba? 


A I'm not prepared right now to be specific on 


that. 
Q What do you consider an adviser? 
A At this point, I don't want to be more specific that. 


Q A follow-up on that, on the question of advisers, 
we're calling our people in El Salvador trainers. Are U. S. 
trainers, military trainers included in that category? 


A We'x2? talking about Nicaragua primarily, and our 
concern, obviously, is directed not at 35 or 36, or whatever it 
may be at any given moment, people who are training. We're talking 
about actual military advisers. What we're focusing on -- these 
are our proposals; they are not anybody else's proposals. I'm 
not going to give somebody else proposals to give to me -- that's 
up to them to do. But what we're talking about is what concerns 
us. What concerns us are the 2,000 military advisers, plus other 
national advisers. In Nicaragua, there are Soviet military advisers; 
there are military advisers from Eastern Europe; Yassar Arafat 
claims that he has military advisers there. I'm talking about the 
military advisers who are of concern to us. 


I've got about three more minutes, and I've got to take 


© off, so let's see how many I can do. 
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Q I wanted to ask about the verification. Would 
this verification also-- Would Honduran airports, the Honduran 
side of the border be accessible to OAS observers under this 
proposal? 


A I think everything is negotiable. That's up to the 
parties themselves, obviously; but this is a starting point. 


Q The Nicaraguans have said that yesterday's 
meeting was a positive step, but they also added that they would 
like to proceed on the basis of negotiations pursuant to 
Commander Ortega's statement at the UN and Lopez’ statement in 
Managua. Do you see any problem with that formulation of 
their response to your proposals? 


A I think I answered you earlier when I referred 
to the Mexican role and the possibility of broadened discussions. 
For the present, we have made some proposals which are fairly 
specific, and we hope that this time there will be counter 
proposals. 


Now, proposals can be of two kinds -- actually, 
they can probably be of more than two kinds. Immediately what 
comes to mind is, you can have substantive proposals, and you 
can have procedural preposals. The important thing is to have 
an exchange going. And that is what we are trying to stimulate, 
and have been trying to stimulate now for months and months and 
months. 


One more question. 


Q Who did the Ambassador meet with yesterday? 
And also is there a deadline for any counter-proposals set by 
the United States? 


A I'm not prepared to answer the first one, As 
to the second one, the obvious answer would be no, but this has 
been going on a long time; and the sooner we get back into a 
position of normalizing our relationship with Nicaragua, the 
happier we will be. Obviously -- I assume it's obvious -- we 


have felt a sense of frustration in the non-response from Nicaragua. 


We hope that this time there will be a response. I would prefer 
to leave it to them to say who it was they were talking with. 


I've got to go. 


Q Do you expect to go forward after the 15th? 


A (No answer) 
(Tt 7 = Peete eve 
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THE WHITE HOUSE Cen" 


Office of the Press Secretary 
Bridgetown, Barbados) 





APRIL Fy ItTt> 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING 
WITH 
EASTERN CARIBBEAN LEADERS 


4:05 P.M. AST 


MR. SPEAKES: The President has completed a thirty-min- 
ute meeting and roughly an hour or a little longer lunch with repre- 
ntati 


PAGE 


briefing will be followed by one that is available for cemera that 
is another announcement by the Overseas Private Investment Corporation. 


And after that if anybody has any questions of me, I will 
be glad to answer then. 


Q This is on background, this briefing? 
MR. SPEAKES: Yes. 
Q What is the reason for it being on background? 


MR. SPEAKES: That is the way we want it to be. If The 
Times wishes to excuse itself -- 


Q I just wanted you to say what the reason is. 
MR. SPEAKES: It is traditionally done this way. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President met this 
morning -- early afternoon with Prime 'tinister Adams of Barbados and 
Prime Minister Cato of St. Vincent in the Grenadines, and Prime Mini- 
ster Bird of Antigua, Prime !tinister Charles of Dominica, and Premier 
Simmonds of St. Christopher-Nevis. The initial discussion lasted, 
as Larry said, about thirty minutes ‘and that was followed by 4 working 
lunch which went on for about an hour and fifteen minutes. 


Once agair as in the case -- with the case yesterday 
the primary focus of the discussion, which I think was marked by a con- 
siderable amount of give-and-take on all sides, was on the economic 
condition of these countries, particularly the four gmaller countries, 
and that is not Barbados, with particular emphasis on discussion of 
the President's Caribbean Basin progran. 


I might point out that for these countries, the Caribtean 
Basin program is seen in a somewhat different light than it is seen 
perhaps elsewhere in the Basin. These countries are all very small 
and as their leaders pointed out to the President, there ability at 
the moment to take advantage of the trade and investment initiatives 
in the Basin program is limited. It is limited primarily because for 
the most part these small island countries do not have the type of 
economic infrastructure in the form of roads, water, electricity, 
which is neCessary to attract investment and thereby to generate 
exports. So they made particular emphasis of theiy need for continuing 
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high levels of U.S. aid, not only in the course of the current Fiscal 
Year, and not only in the context of the President's request for a 
$350 million per year -- a $350 million per year supplemental for this 
year-- but also in the ongoing U.S. aid program in the region, and aid, 
which is needed, as I said, for primarily infrastructure development. 


The President responded that he, for his part, recognized 
this need -- this particular need of this part of the Caribbean, and 
that our program is designed with a sufficient amount of flexibility 
so that we hope to be able to meet their infrastructure needs, not only 
this year but in years to come. 


It was pointed out to them that one of the qualities of 
the Caribbean Basin Program which has not been discussed yet in great 
depth is the fact that as a result of the President's emphasis on this 
region, this entire region receives a substantially higher priority 
in our allocation world-wide of aid resources, so that in Fiscal Year 
1983, Fiscal Year 1984 these countries, because of the higher priority 
the entire Caribbean Basin now has, can expect to receive substantially 
larger amounts of aid than had been the case previously. 


They also welcomed the President's statement that we are 
increasingly going to be moving toward providing aid on a bilateral 
basis rather than providing our aid only through the regional develop- 
ment institutions as had been the case heretofore. 


There was, in addition to this rather lengthy discussion 
of the economic situation, there was again some discussion of the sit- 
uation in Central America. I think that there was a rather surprising 
degree of attention paid to the subject by the four countries themselves 
including Mr. Adams in this case, stressing that they realized that 
developments in Central America can have an affect on their own situa- 
tion here in the Eastern Caribbean despite the fact that they are 
relatively far away geographically. 


Again there was a discussion of the outcome of the 
El Salvador elections and agreement 
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that this election had constituted a rather firm statement on the 
part of the Salvadoran people of their commitment to the establish- 
ment of democratic institutions. 


There was also sof discussion of the case of Granada. 
As you are aware, Granada is currently governed by what one would 
term, I think, a nondemocratic covernment with strong Marxist 
orientation and with very strong ties at the moment to Cuba and to 
the Soviet Union. 


The President made it clear that the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative, <3 being proposed by him, does not exclude Gran-=¢>. 
Bowever, he also made it clear that Granada‘'s inclusion in the bene~ 
fits would clearly require a rather visible indication of change 
in their policies and change in the pattern of their behavior. 
I think that this rather pracmatic recocnition of the situation in 
Granada and the extent to which that affects our ability to provide 
economic bencfits to that country wes shared with some appreciacion 
by the Prime Ministers of the other countries present. 


Prime ilinister Adams pointed out that in the case of 
Barbados, he sees the Caribbean Basin Initiative in a somewhat 
different light than do the other four countries, »rimarily 
because Barbados does have the econcmic infrastructure which is 
necessary to take edvantago of the trade and investment elements in 
the President's program, and that he thercfore believes that 
Granada -- or that Barbados stands to benefit rather substantially 
in the medium term from those benefits. And he welcomed this 
Initiative. 


I think in conclusion I micht state that one of the 
representatives of one of the other countries present indicated that 
in some ways the content of the Caribbean Basin Initiative was, to 
his mind, less important than the fact that it had been made and that 
for the first time the countries of this region -- the countries of 
this region see visible evidence of a sustzined American political 
commitment to the well-being of this region, something which all of 
the Prime Ministers present acroeJ had not previously been the case. 
The United States had not had traditional ties with these countries 
and only in the twenty years since their independence -- in sore 
cases less than that -- have we had diplomatic ties with these 
countries, so that the fact that the President has proposed this 
rather substantial and long-term program of economic cooperation 
for the countries of this region was strongly welcomed by them for 
re psychological and political message which that act carries 

th it. 


Q Who said that? 


SENIOR ADITWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the -- to tell 
you the truth, I really don't remember which one, but -- 


Do you remember wiat countr) -- what country this 
represented? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really would hate -- 
you know, there was, as I said, a rather freely give-and-take 
discussion going on, but it was representative of one of the smaller 
countries. 


0 Who was the woman, by the way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The woman is Prime 
Minister Cugenia Charles, Prime Minister of Dominica. 
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Q (Inaudible.) 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, the subject of 
Granaca came up once or twice in the course of the discussion. And 
as I recall, it was the President who volunteered the statement 
that his program is not designed to exclude Granada, but that in 
order for Granada to participate in its benefits, there would have 
to be a rather visible change in Granada‘s policies and behavior. 
Yes, sir. 


Q Did Mr. Adams or any other leaders try to get 
the President to take a stronger stand on the British side con- 
cerning the Falkland islands? 


SEWIOR AD.IJNISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The Falkland 
Islands issue was discussed, but it was really net discussed in 
that sort of a situatio:. It was cited as a problem of seriousness. 
It came up because the Prosident eryp ained that it was cacause of 
that problem and our efforts to assist in solving that problem 
that Secrotary Haig was not present. And I think: therc was general 
understanding expressed by the other people present cf the neod 
for a U.S. effort to try to resolve the problem. 


Q Why wasn't St. Lucia represented? 


SENIOR ADIIIHWISTRATION OFFICIAL: St. Lucia was not 
represerted primarily because they are in a pre-electcral period. 
They have only a provisional government at present and it was not 
deemed appropriate given the pre-electoral situation in St. Lucia 
to attempt to designate one person to represent that country. 
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Q Was the President -- I wasn't sure about part of 
your remarks there. Is the President promising that there's going 
to be direct aid to these countries? Direct bilateral aid to the 
governments for use in building roads and the like? And if so, 
what is the magnitude of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President said 
that we, up until now, until very recently, have relied primarily 
on multilateral regional institutions as channels for our aid, the 
Caribbean Development Bank. 


The President said that we are going to now introduce 
into our general program a new bilateral element and work directly 
with individual governments and that we will be prepared to 
participate in their infrastructure development. 


Q Do we have any bilateral aid with any of these 
countries, including Barbados now? We don't do we? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'd like to 
stress though that this does not mean that we are abandoning our 
commitment to the regional institutions. We will continue that. 
But we're now going to proceed on two tracks, in effect. 


Q But it wasn't mado evare of“the.decision 
by the college ofagarcign ministers which openjy cajled,for a 
multilateral approach and expressed disappointment im the fact 
that the CDB has not been out of league with any aid =- this country 
for they are impressionable to convince. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President was 
aware of the communique of the Caricom Foreign Ministers. It 
is not correct that the CDB has not been allocated any aid. We 
have provided large amounts of aid to the CDB in past years. We 
have aid to the CDB provided in this year's budget. And there will 
be further aid to the CDB in years to come. 


I think what is a point of confusion and what I think 
was clarified very usefully in *he discussion this afternoon is that 
the $350 million supplemental request, of which $10 million has 
been alloc.ted for the countries of the Eastern Caribbean, repre- 
sents only a fraction of the total assistance which we are now 
providing and which we would plan to provide to these countries 
over the next few years. —— 


We have an Ongoing normal aid program for the Eastern 
Caribbean the quantity of which will increase rather substantially 
during the next couple of years. 


Q «= clarify the point on that. The $10 million for 
this region on top of the $50 million that was already in the 


budget, is that bilateral aid or is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some of that may well 
be dispersed on a bilateral basis, yes. 


Q $50 million -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fifty million was 
programmed on a multilateral basis. 


Q Is that all for the CDa or is that any other -- 
are you using any other kind of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are using a couple 
of other multilateral approaches. There is an effort to establish 
an investment company, which is a multilateral approach, not being 
run through the CDB. And there are a couple of other multilateral 
projects. But our CDF project, for example, is run through the 
CDB. 
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Q Which is its usual point -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Is this being categorized now as an official visit 
because of this meeting? In protocol terms, how is the State 
Department considering this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The State Department 
considers this a working visit. 


Q A working visit. is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really should defer 
to the White House staff to characterize the visit. It's not up 
to me to cheracterize the visit. But -- I think clearly yesterday 
and today have been very busy times. 

Q I'm talking about Barbados. You do have a few 
Giplom2ztic cétescriscs, right? A state visit. An official visit. 
Where does this cne fail in in those categories? 


S=HIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don’t know. I 
mean, it’s a working visit. 


Q Aca you talking about additional moxncy for bilateral 
aid? And if so, how much? 


SENIOR EDMINZSTTFATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Most of that would 
come from a3diticnal more. I don't have the figures right at 
hand, but as i recall, we ==ze providing some £25 million to the 
area as a whole in 19f). That increased to $59 million in the 
current ‘82 budget, plus an additional $10 riliica ia the supple- 
mental. And i believe the '83 request is arovid $60 million. 


Q How much of that will be bilater2l now? And you're 
talking shout meney on top uf that is bilatezal? 


SENTCR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, some of that will 
be bilater=i. Ecme cf the svoplemertal wili be bilatcra). We 
can't at: this point, mntil wa're much further along ir the project 
identification -- in project identification, I can't give you a 
breakdown. 


The important concept -- 
Q You're not talking about additional money -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATSON OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. Incrementa\ 
money. There will be in fiscal year ‘83 approx).mately three 
times as mich American aid coming into this resicn as there was 
in fiscal year 1941. 


Q Okay. And all this was already in the budaet when 
~~ before the talks today. There's no addition of any monzy 
contemplated, is there? Or is there? That's what's not clear. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The talks today did not 
result in thenrelves in the addition of money to the ‘'8) budget, 
which is alrsady on the 
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the Hill. But the President's decision to proceed with the 
Caribbean Basin program, as I indicated at the outset, resulted 
in, among other thincs, this region being given a higher priority 
in the allocation of aid resources than would otherwise have been 


the case so that our total aid levels into this region will be 
increasing. 


8) What did the President learn at today's meeting? 
Did the others agree -- 


Q Helen, wait, wait. Before I ask you that -- 


Q Let's get this straight. You're taking regional 
money and putting it into bilateral, in other words. Is that 
what you're talking about? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


You're not talking about additional U.S. aid 
to be spent on bilateral programs -- 


SENIOR ADIJINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are two points: 
One, becaus2 of the Caribbean Dasin program, there will be more 
money coming into the Caribbean area -- this area of the Caribbean-- 
than would otherwise have been the case; two, whereas previously 
we provided that money only on a multilateral basis, we're now 
going to provide some of it on a project-by-project basis 
bilaterally. 


0 But something that you just said a moment ago, 
that as a result of the conversations today, President Reagan now 
feels that there will be more aid coming into this region than 
otherwise would have been the case. Yet how can that -- doesn't 
that contradict -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL:: If I said that, I 
did not mean to say that. [what I mean to say is that as a result 
of the Caribbean Basin provram, there will be more money coming 
into this region than would otherwise have been the case. And 
I think that is what I said. Yes. 


9 In other words, he announced nothing new. Is 
that right? —— 


SENIOR ADiiINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was not 
desicned as a meeting which was goinc to produce new announcements. 
It was designed as a meeting in which he could receive directly 
from them their comments, their observations on the Caribbean 
Dasin procram, and he, in turn, could respond to those. 


Q What did he learn from today's meeting? 


Q Do you recall he specifically told him -- 
especially Prime liinister Bira -- specifically told him that they 
think that the $10 million allocated is grossly insufficient? 

Do you recall he specifically told him that? 


SENIOR ADIIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was clearly a 
fecling on the part of all of the Prime flinisters present that they 
would like more rether than less aid. But I think that what was 
useful in that regard about today's discussion was that it became 
much clearer than perhaps had been the case previously; that that 
$10 million is far from being the sum total of U.S. aid into this 
region: that our ci into this region overall will be much greater 
than that. 


9 Uhat portion of the $10 million 1/11 bo 
allocatac to Sarbados == 


NORE 
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SENIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not yet 
allocated that $10 million. We have not yet obtained that $10 
Million from the Congress. ™ 


Q Mhy was Grenada identified and not the virus 
that was afflicting <1 Salvador long before the larch 28t election 
anc that it was known to the administration a democracy was not 
at work, but millions of dollars were being poured into El Salvador. 
Why has c;.)-<: been identified? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is that a question? 


8] That's a question. Secause I've seen from a 
statement -- a brief statement thet there’ 8 a virus that's 
afflicting Granada. 


SENIOR ADHNUJISTRATIO! OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, but I 
don't understand the question. 


Q -- parliamentary domocracy virus that is 
affectinc El Salvador, where it's getting millions of dollars 
for the parliamentary democracy virus afflicting -- 


SCNION ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the situation 
is quite different. £1 Salvador has just gone through an election, 
an election which has represented -- resulted in a massive 
turnout of votes. I‘'mno aware that the government of Grenada 
has scheduled an election. 


9) Are you saying the money that is allocated 
to El Salvador vcs lony before the liarch 28th election, when it 
was knotm that democracy was not at work in £1 Salvador? 


‘SENIOR ADIINISTRATIO:N OFFICIAL: The then government of 
El Salvador had pledged itself to hold elections. It held those 
elections. The government of Grenada has not pledged itself 
to hold elections, and as far as I know it is not planning to hold 
elcctions. 


0 On the su>dject of how the Falklands -- 


SENIOR ADIiINISTRATION OFFICIAL: tet me try to take -- 
quite a few questions from bac!: here. 


0 Did President Reagan make any remarks about Cuba? 


SCNIOR ADiiINISTRATIO:! OFFICIAL: Yes, the subject of 
Cuba was discussed. Again, the President indicated that his 
primary objective -- or one of his primary objectives in proposing 
the Caribbean Basin program was to put forward what he considers 
to be a rore desirable alternative model to that which is offered 
by Cuba, a model not only for economic development and social 
betterment of the people of this region but also a more appropriate 
model in terms of their political institutions. 


Q Is it a matter of competition with Cuba? 


SENIOR ADIiIi ISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it is not a 
matter of competition with Cuba. 


Q You said a moment ago that Darbados stands to 
benefit from the CBI over the medium term? ‘what exactly would 
tiat benefit represent in cash torms? Last year there was something 
like a hundred million dollars worth of exports to the U.S., as 
I understand it. that is the medium term defined as? ‘Two years, 
five years? Is that one hundred million expected to go to 
$200 million? Eow substantive is it? 


LORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that it 
is very difficult to predict how the market is going to react but 
clearly such products as Barbadian rum is now much -- will be more 
competive in the United States. Other products which can be either 
grown here or manufactured here will be more competitive in the United 
States. It is impossible to give you a quantified answer to that 
question. 


Q Vere you in om the luncheon meeting? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I did, Helen. 


Q And what were the comments to him about the situa- 
tion? Were they all in agreement with his views? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the President 
learned a good deal about the region. He learned a good deal about 
the problems of economic development, particularly in these very 
small countries where their ability to obtain the cepital necessary 
to put in place the infrastructure they need to attract investment 
is very limited and I think the President undoubtedly cee away from 
the session with a much clearer appreciation of the particular econo- 
mic problems faced by these very small countries. 


Q Was there any sense at all that they felt that 
the United States was giving too much to Jamaica? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q On tax incentives for tourism and that they were 
not getting the same deal? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that comparison did 
not come up. 


Q Did any of them express any view about the Falkland 
situation or did they just simply nod with interest when the Presi- 
dent briefed them on why Haig was not there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I-_think largely they 
nodded with interest. I think on the o¢her hand, one should recall 
that these countries have strong ties traditionally to the United 
Kingdon. ‘ 


Q- Did any of them ask for any help for Great Britain 
in that situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That subject did 
not come up.They all welcomed the U.S. effort to attempt to bring 
about the resolution of the crisis. 


Q In a war between Argentina and Britain, would the 
United States support Britain? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are doing our best 
to avoid a war between Argentina and The United Kingdon. 


Q In the pool report issn quoted as saying 


that the recent conciliatory sounds coming out of Cuba were nothing 
really new and that the administration did not view any of this as 
significant. Would you clarify any of that? 


MORE 
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ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that first of 
all I should ci ~ net that MQ 4 ss know that he was 
going to be quoted. Secondly, yes, there have been instances several 
times in the past when Castro, through vatious speeches, statements, 
interviews, etcetera, has indicated a general willingness to conduct 
discussions in an effort to improve bilateral relations between Cuba 
and the United States. However he is not indicating any willingness 
to change the pattern of Cuba's behavior elsewhere in this region or 
indeed in africa, which we believe is a fundamental requirement to 
os discussion of any improvement in our bilateral relation- 
ship. 


Q I just want to ask one more, (ANN! On that point, 
did any of the leaders of these-.other countries respond to that point? 
I mean, is there any sense from thém as to whether they see Castro 
as moderating his behavior in any way or Cuba changing its conduct 
in any way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they did not. 
Q Do they see the opposite? 


Q Was there any reaction specifically to the remarks 
about Grenada and particularly was there any advice to the President 
about whether he should take a harsh or a more subtle line with 
regard to the problem? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. they indicated 
their understanding of the President's position on Grenada. I 
think that there was an appreciation of the fact that we haven't, 
in defining the program, excluded Grenada but there is certainly 
understanding of why Grenada will not receive benefits under the pro- 
gram until there is a change in Grenadian policy. 
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Q I just want to get something clear -- just one 
question. The Barbados Prime Minister has said that Barbados does : 
not get any direct assistance -- direct aid from the United States. | 
What kind of direct aid can be expected in the coming years? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In Barbados? 
Q Yes, and perhaps the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry, I didn't 
hear you. 


Q Barbados and the Caribbean. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Barbados does receive 
some benefits from some of the multilateral projects that we have 
in the Eastern Caribbean. But Barbados, because its income level 
has reached a rather high point, is not receiving direct U.S. bi- 
lateral assistance. But I think what Prime Minister Adams pointed 
out, and I think is critical, is that for Barbados, in particular 
the President's proposals in the areas of trade and investment, 
he believes can produce substantial benefits economically for Barbados 
over the next few years. 


THE PRES 5S: Thank yon. . « 


END 4:40 P.M. AST 
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TALES TO sete WOULD SEE Al THE SAME TIME THAT WEILE 
THERE'S A STROWG LUCLEA® ALLERGY IN THE METHERLANDS, aT 
THE Sart phone THERE 1S & STROVG SUPPORT FOR CONTINUED 
MEMEERSHIP IN KATO AND FOR USTIOUAL DEFENSE. 

@. GUT YOU WOULD HARDLY SAY THAT THE ADMINISTRATION IS 
SUPPORTING GROUND TENG VEER. ON THE CONTR-F¥. SO IF YOu 
TALK ABOUT THE APERICAN ATTITUDE, WHAT DOES THE ADMINIS- 
TRATION THIN? 

A. 1 THINH THAT OUR GOVERNMENT, OUR LEADERS, UNDERTTEND 
WHAT FEOMPTS PECPLE 10 DISCUSS THE ISSUL OF NUCLEAR 
WEAPONS 1 TRINH TREEE §S Symratey FOR Tet ik Conctens 
PRESIDENT PE AGEN HIMLELF JUST SAID THE OTHER Day -- | 
THITK 17 WAS TELTESDAY -- THST SE SHARED THEIF CONCERN 
WHiCs 1S WHY WE 1S DEDICATED TO ACHIEVING SUBSTANTIA 
REDUCTIONS IN WUCLES® VEaPOUT ON BOTH SIDES DOIN TO & 
LEVEL THAT 1S EQUAL, VERIFIABLE, AWD THST CONTINUES TO 
PROVIDE US -- MND BY “US” | MEAN ThE UNITED STATES Qnd iTS 
WATG FARTNERS -- ADEGUATE SiCuPiT . 
0. DO YCU THINK TRAT -- YOU SAID BEFORE THAT THE QUEER 
VAS SETTING A GODD TC GO yOU THIN THAT WES VERY 
WECESSARY TODAY BECUCE OW A LOT GF THINGS THE OviCa (ND 
AMERICaus DISSGTEE Vilm E/Ce CTWER® WE MENTIONCD GEFCERS 
THE INF THING, BUT THERE 15 ALSO EL SAL US IOR 

4 FT’S TALK ABOUT SOME OF THOLE IScUFS FOR A Mine 

IN 6FOR EvaneLt 

¢ * THERE 12 PROF > DISAGREEMENT ON THE CERLRS 
PRO On OF TRE DEC CN THAT FAD MADE AT HATO IN 
DECEMBER OF 79 Twat THE WOULD BE & LEED TO MODERNIZE OUR 
NUCLESR VERPONS WeILE AT Tal Same (IME REG UING LEGOT- 
1AT\ONS ViTH THE SOVIETS ON Pil G THLSE WEAF ON 
ACTOLY, WE'RE BEG WO TO NEGOTIATE WiTw THE SOWIETS 
BEFORE WE WAVE ACTUALLY COFPIED OVT THE NODL ANI TATION 
DO YOU TH'NM THAT THERE'S OISSGREEMENT With THAT Bacie 


PROPOSITION? 
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A. LEAVING ASIDE THE ISSUE OF WHETHER THERE SHOULD BE atiy 
CRUISE ! El 0. DUTCH SOIL, 

wo atewen eer e nee wenanes Hs eeeceny aeenes WHILE RECOGNI 2- 
ING A MAJOR SOVIET ADVANTEOL IN INTERMEDIATE NUCLEAR 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 


April 26, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
4:04 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The prime minister 
arrived in Washington on Saturday. He is up in Princeton today 
on a private visit there giving a speech -- will be back in Washington, 
tonight will be staying at the Blair House; tomorrow he will have 
a series of meetings with Secretary Haig, Secretary Weinberger and 
some of the other officials at the State Department and some of 
the international institutions -- the IMF and the World Bank. 
On Wednesday, he will spend a good part of the day on the Hill, 
will have a coffee meeting with the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Wednesday morning -- will be hosted at a luncheon by the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee and will have some private meetings during 
the afternoon. 

On Thursday he will meet with the President at 11:30 a.m. 
He will be hosted at a lunch by the President at noon at the White 
House. He will give a press conference at 4:00 p.m. on Thursday 
at Blair House. 


Q -- in French? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He speaks in French 
and has a translator, yes. And there will be a dinner Thursday 
night hosted by the Tunisian ambassador at his residence. And he 
will depart from Washington on Friday morning and he goes out to 
Chicago where he has a program there meeting with business officials 
and speaking also at the Foreign Affairs Council at the Chicago club. 


On Saturday, he goes to New York, has some private meetings 
there and departs New York 2:00 p.m. Saturday afternoon en route to 
Paris and back to Tunis. 


This is the first visit by a Tunisian Prime Minister 
in some time. As many of you know, President Bourguiba was here in 
the states in January for medical treatment. We had hoped that he 
would have an opportunity to meet with the President at that time 
but his schedule and treatment schedule did not permit that. So 
we're especially pleased to have the Tunisian Prime Minister come 
at this time. 


We have had very longstanding close relations with 
Tupasaa since the late 18th century which makes it one of our 
oldest friends in the world. Our relations have been particularly 
good and close since President Bourguiba led Tunisia to independence 
in 1956. The President has a special friendship for the U.S. and 
has known U.S. presidents as far back as Eisenhower. 


We share many values and aspirations with Tunisia 
which form the heart of our bilateral relationship. The Tunisian 
Constitution is patterned after the American Constitution. Tunisia 
espouses a pragmatic policy in international disputes -- favors 
negotiation. They recently took a border dispute with a neighbor 
to the International Court of Justice and that has since been 
settled by the ICJ. Tunisia has pursued a very effective economic 
development policy over the years since its independence <-- one in 
which we have participated with more than a billion dollars in 
assistance. Their development plans have been sufficiently 
successful that they have moved into the middle income countries 
and we no longer provide development assistance -- new development 
assistance, although we have programs that will continue for a 
number of years and continue to supply PL 480 assistance. 
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We should look at Prime Minister Mzali's visit as an 
opportunity to affirm our traditional friendship through personal contact 
between our President and the Prime Minister. 


Mzali is the constitutionally designated successor to 


President Bourguiba. We had hoped that he would be able to come here 
earlier but that had not worked out. 


During his visit we expect that Secretary Weinberger will 
sign our bilateral security assistance agreement with the Tunisian 
Defense Minister Bali, who is accompanying the Prime Minister. That 
signing should take place tomorrow. That is the Foreign Military Sales 
Agreement. We have programed $85 million in FMS credits for Tunisia in 
the current fiscal year, which will enable Tunisia to begin purchasing 
@ modest number of aircraft, tanks, and missiles to deter outside agres- 
sion. The aquisition is only prudent, in our view, for a state which 
is flanked by two of the largest arsenals in Africa but has invested 
relatively little in its own military defense in the past. 


The chief threat to Tunisia, in our view, comes from 
Libya, which tried to assassinate the Tunisian Prime Minister in 1976 
and backed a raid on the Tunisian city of Qafsah to overthrow the govern- 
ment in 1980. 


As I mentioned earlier we have a traditional economic assis- 
tance program to Tunisia. Because of its success in development we have 
discontinued new appropriations and development assistance but continue 
to provide under existing agreements some development assistance and 
we have programed $10 million in PL 480, food assistance for this year 
and hope to continue that program in future years as well. 


Tunisia, as I said, has a very superior economic performance 
among developing countries. Its current growth rate is about 8 percent -- 
7 percent -- and it has averaged 7 to 8 percent annually in recent years. 
And per capita GNP has surpassed $1,300, raising it to the status of a 
middle-income country. 


Tunisia is both an African and an Arab country. It has been 
particularly helpful as an Arab interlocutor as we have grappled with 
problems of Middle East peace. President Bourguiba has defended the 
rights of the Palestinian people and earned the confidence of other 
Arab nations, but at the same time he called for endorsement of the U.N. 
decision establishing Israel's legitimacy as early as 1965. He has 
consistently championed peaceful, pragmatic negotiations of Arab-Israeli 
differences. The friendly nature of our own bilateral relationship 
enables us to discuss our differing approaches to Middle Eastern questions 
with candor and to learn from each other. It is extremely important 
for our position in the Middle East to maintain this kind of relation- 
ship with as many Arab countries as possible. 


I would be happy to answer any questions you may have about 
the visit. 


Q Do they have any relations with the Soviet Union? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What kind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They maintain full diplo- 
matic relations with the Soviet Union -- have an embassy in Tunisia. 


Q Military credits? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe not, no. 

Q Food -- any kind of financial assistance at all? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not aware of any. I 


will check on that. If there is, I will get back to you, but I think 
not. 


Q Could you give in greater detail the current relation- 
ship with Libya and the threat that Libya poses°tc Tunisia? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The threat is by nature 
of the size of the military establishment, supplied largely by the 
Soviet Union to Libya, far exceeding Libya'a own self defense require- 
ments, and a history of Libyan intervention in the affairs of its 
neighbors and most recently in 1980 the Qafsah incident where it was 
apparent that the Libyans -- Qaddafi -- was training Tunisian resident 
in Libya to return to Tunisia to overthrow the Tunisian government, and 
there was a fairly serious incident at that time. 


Relations have been sort of up-and-down on the diplomatic 
and political level between the two countries. There are a large number 
of Tunisians working in Libya, so that there is an important economic 
relationship between the two countries 


MORF. 





of which the Tunisian government has to take into account in managing 
its political relationship. 


That political relationship is one of uneasy distrust of 
Qaddafi's intentions but a willingness to maintain a formal relationship 
in the hopes that it can be -- manage to keep Libya from taking actual 
subversive actions against Tunisia. 


Q Since 1980, is the threat just as -- at the same 
level now? Has it eased any? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the threat 
exists in the sense that there has been no dimunition of Libyan capa- 
bilities to act against its neighbors. As I say, there's a kind of an 
up-and-down in the overt political relationship. And, at the morent, 
it's on a fairly even keel but one that I think the Tunisians can "e 
no long-term confidence in, nor do they. 


Q You mentioned a second neighbor that was -- plenty 
of weaponry. What is that and what is its relationship -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Algeria is on the other 
side of Tunisia and a very well-armed and powerful country in North 
Africa. I don't mean to suggest that they have hostile intentions towards 
Tunisia. Quite on the contrary, I think they don't, that Tunisian- 
Algerian relations are excellent. And, in fact, Tunisia, to some degree, 


counts on Algerian sympathy and support should there be a threat from 
Libya. 


Q The Tunisians talk about a reapproachment with Libya, 
about improving relations with the Libyans, Qaddafi allowing the 70,000 
Tunisians to stay there and work there while he's throwing others out 
and peace talks that have been going on for some time. 


Isn't it difficult to justify the arms buildup in terms 
of -- to a country that -- and it talks publicly and privately about 
their very much improving relationship with Libya? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think so because 
what we're talking about is not a substantial arms buildup in Tunisia 
but trying to give them a reasonable and credible but modest military 
force that would deter Libya from engaging in the kind of adventurism 
that we saw in 1980. And were the Tunisians not taking steps to build 
that kind of deterrent, it might effect their ability to manage a 
political relationship in a way that would enhance their security. 


Q Are you confident they share the same view of the 
Libyans as we do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Now, for reasons 
relating to their economic interests they will sometimes talk in a 
slightly different way on the record about what that relationship is 
depending on whether they're on an up-curve or a down-curve at a 
particular moment. 


Q Can you be more specific about what it is that they 
want to purchase? Or has that been decided? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they're going to 
purchase, what? A dozen F-5-E's, some M-60 tanks, the number is 54 
M-60 tanks and some chaparral missiles and two C-130's. So lI think, as 
you can see, we're talking about quite modest numbers. But even modest 
numbers, unfortunately, cost money. 


MORE 
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Do they feel that this FMS program is adequate or 
are they looking for more -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They would like better 
terms. 


Q Yes, well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Concessionary terms. For 
FY ‘83, the Congressional presentation that we've made we've asked for 
credits at the $140 million level and have asked that half of those 
be direct credits or concessional credits. 


Q Well, I'm talking also about the volume or dollar 
value of the FMS program in both years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the $140 million 
level combined with the $85 million level this year will cover the 
payments -- pretty much help cover the payment schedule laid out for 
the items that they want to purchase. But they would like better in- 
terest terms, you know, we're operating on quite high interest rates 
and they would like the concessional credits to help ease the -- 


Q Don't they get any concession on interest rates 
at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at the moment. The 
FY ‘82 program is all guaranteed credits at the standard interest rates. 
That's why we're asking for concessional credits for ‘83. 


Q Well, if they're not in trouble, if Libya, and you 
say they're saying on the record that relations are pretty good with 
Tripoli at this time, aren't we just fueling an arms buildup in that 
area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think not at all. 
We're not fueling an arms buildup. 





There is an arms buildup that has occurred in Libya over several years. 
We are taking very modest steps not to match Libya, weapon for weapon, 
by a long shot. But to give Tunisia a modest military capability, that 
would act as a deterrent. 


Q And without it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that any of 
us feel, nor, I doubt, do the Tunisians, that Quaddafi's long-term 
objectives, and long-term propensity and capacity for adventurism, 
subversion in the area has changed. And that, while relationships may 
be on even keel at the moment, Quaddafi is unpredictable and unreliable. 


Q How much did we sell them prior to ‘82, say in ‘'8l 
and ‘80, in arms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can you help me on 





that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's about 15 million 
dollars in ‘'8l. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fifteen in ‘81, and 
that's credits. 


Q So why the big jump? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The big jmp wus programmed 





after discussions with the Tunisians after the 1980 Qufsah raid, we 
indicated a willingness to send them -- sell them additional arms. 
They indicated a desire to purchase some additional things. It has 
taken a period of time to work out exactly what they wanted, and how 
they wanted to structure their armed forces. They are now ready to 
go forward with this modest modernization program, and, simultaneously, 
we requested credits at a reasonable level to help them launch this 
program in the FY ‘82 budget. 
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Q In terms of the Middle East, is Tunisia -- you 
mentioned their support for the Palestinian and, in time, for Israel. 
What is their position, then, on Camp David? Have they <-- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are not participants 
in the Camp David Accord. I think, privately, as many moderates have, 
they welcome, obviously, the return of the Sinai to Egypt. I think 
they probably look forward to seeing Egypt return to the moderate 
Arab counsels, over time. They are not, in any way, a front-line 
state. They have not joined the radical states in some of the harsh 
positions on the Camp David process or on Arab-Israeli issues. 


MORE 
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* They've been pretty even-handed on the Polisario 
dispute. Is there any likelihood that they might become a mediator, 
and help end that conflict? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that they 
see themselves, necessarily, playing a direct role in this. They're 
Close friends with both Algeria and Morocco, and want to maintain those 
close relationships. They, as we do, support the OAU effort and the 


-_———_  - 


efforts of the implementation committee to find a negotiated solution 
through referendum in the Western Sahara. 


Q Does the U.S. have any reservations about the human 
rights record of the Tunisian government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think if you 
read our human rights report, Tunisia comes out quite clean as a very -- 
as quite a constructive human rights record. I would have to review 
it before giving you a more detailed answer. I think there probably 
isn't a country in the world, including our own, that there isn't a 
reservation or two to be expressed there. 


Q One last guestion, could you give us some detail 
on President Bourguiba's hospitalization in the United States? 
When was that, what was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was in January. 
He came, largely, for dental care, and it was, mostly, done in 
Philadelphia. But he was also down here for a medical check-up; 
he was back and forth for two days. 


Q Could you give us the full spelling of his -- both 
names, and, also, did he request this visit? How did this visit -- 
how was it arranged? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mzali is M-z-a-l-i. 
He first name is Mohamed. 


Q How is that spelled? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: M-o-h-a-m-e-d; one M. 
He came at the invitation of the President in the process of the 
new administration improving its relationships with North African 
states. It was logical that the Tunisian Prime Minister be invited. 


Q Is the President going to him about the Camp David- 
Mid-East peace process -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to 
get into the details of what they were talking about, but I think you 
can assume that they will be talking about areas of mutual interest, 
including the peace process and the need for a comprehensive peace in 
the Middle East. 


* Q Well, is there any reason you can't tell us the 
other subjects, generally speaking? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they'll be talking 
about bi-lateral relationships, about our mutual interests in stability 
in North Africa. 


Q Nothing -- no other issue between us that -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there -- as I said 


before, its a very close and friendly relationship. There is no 
burning issue in the relationship that brings the Prime Minister here. 


MORE 
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Q What's the trade picture between the two countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? The trade 
picture? 


Q Yes, commercial. 


MR. ALLIN: There's a set of background notes that has it. 
I'll put it back in the bins. 


Q Okay. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:27 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND PRESS CONFERENCE 
ON 
FALKLAND ISLANDS SITUATION 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
FRIDAY, APRIL 30, 1982, AT 2:30 P.M. 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. The backgrounder, of 
coucse, will be conducted under the usual BACKGROUND rules, 
which means you can attribute it to a senior State Department 
Official or a senior Administration Official. 





I've been asked to remind you that you should please 
use the microphones when you put the questions to the senior 
Official who will have a few remarks prior to taking the 
questions. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I thought it 
might be helpful to refresh your memories a little bit so you 
have some historic background before we go to your questions. 
First, with respect to the question of the Falklands/Malvinas 
issue, there have been some 17 years of negotiations between 
the United Kingdom and Argentina on this subject. It's been 
based on a 150-year historic claim by Argentina for 
sovereignty over what they refer to as the Malvinas, and an 
equally strongly held view by Great Britain that the Islands 
were sovereign Rritish territory, having been discovered 
Originally by Cook. 
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The most recent negotiation occurred this past 
February in New York. During that time, as I've been able to 
ascertain, the British side continued to hold to its position 
which is essentially one based on the self determination of the 
Islanders, and the Argentine side continued to insist on the 
transfer of sovereignty, which they claimed was not negotiable 
and was a fact. 


It was clear from discussions in Buenos Aires that 
these meetings in February left a very high level of frustra- 
tion among the already frustrated Argentine negotiators, some 
of whom had been involved during the whole span of this nego- 
tiation of 17 years. 


The first inkling the United States had of dif- 
ficulty was on March 28, not involving the Falklands, but 


rather a dispute between the Argentines who had a wor’ force 
on the Island of South Georgia and British authorities there, 
and a request from the British Government to the Un:te? States 
to intervene in their behalf to peacefully resolve jispute 


that had been going on for a matter of days. 
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On March 30, the United States had a first, very 
minor, indication of unusual force readiness on the part of 
the Argentines. On March 3l, Ambassador Henderson visited the 
Department, spoke to me personally, and laid out a full 
panorama of steps underway by Argentine forces which suggested 
to the United Kingdom that military action was about to take 
place in the Falklands. 


Based on that intelligence and our corroboration of 
it, on April 1 we instructed our Ambassador to not only con- 
tact the Foreign Office in Buenos Aires, but President 
Galtieri, and to express and register our strongest concern. 
The result of that was a flat turndown by the Argentine 
Government. I also, that same day, discussed the issue with 
the Argentine Ambassador here in Washington, and did not 
receive a satisfactory reply. On tne evening of April l, 
President Reagan called President Galtieri, and after two 
hours of delay, raised the issue with him on the telephone. 
President Galtieri stated it was too late, and there was 
nothing that could be done about the military operations which 
were then under way. 


The actual invasion occurred chronologically on 
April 2. On April 3, the United Nations met in emergency 
session, and U.N. Resolution 502, supported by the United 
States very actively, was approved. On that same date, London 
announced its decision to take action under the U.N. Article 
51; and troop movements, fleet movements, et cetera, began to 
develop. 


Basically, I think it's important to recognize that 
in the context of the development of this crisis, it was 
somewhat of a surprise not just to the United States, but 
perhaps more importantly to Great Britain. But from the very 
outset, this government viewed the Argentine invasion as an 
extremely serious issue. We also recognized that we had a 
unique role in this issue that we had to play. That was 
reflected first in our fundamental support of U.N. Resolution 
502, which called first for the cessation of hostilities; 
second, the withdrawal of Argentine forces; and third, a poli- 
tical solution. 


The reason we recognized that we had a unique role 
to play was, first, that we have good relationships with both 
governments, but perhaps most importantly because both govern- 
ments, at the highest level, requested our immediate and 
active intervention -=- both governments. The reason we felt 
we did not have the luxury to refuse these requests were 
multiple -- the first and most profound of which we touched 
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upon in this morning's statement, and that is that a basic 
premise of President Reagan's foreign policy -- as it has been 
in the past in all American foreign policies, but especially 
acute now after the years of violent change that we have wit- 
nessed -- that we must be advocates, and strong advocates, of 
peaceful change in the rule of law. The consequences of such 
violations that go ignored and untended we have seen by a 
proliferation of such activity dating back from the Vietnam 
period, running through Africa, the Middle East, Southeast 
Asia, and this hemisphere. 


The second imperative for American involvement was 
the historic special relationship with Great Britain and the 
interrelationship of that relationship with the NATO alliance. 
Above all, we were extremely sensitive to the essential need 
of avoiding the repetition of the scars of Suez. 


In the context of the Alliance itself, yu will note 
that the European nations, the Economic Community, rallied 
promptly behind Great Britain in the institution of sanctions. 
And in the wake of the political difficulties within the 
Alliance associated with Afghanistan and Poland and the 
existing economic and strategic difficulties that exist within 
the Alliance family today, we felt it vitally important that 
we not be presumed to let nature be taking its course, and not 
to become actively involved. 


There was the additional question of our overall 
hemispheric relationships and policies. It was clear that 
were this matter to be left untended or to drift immediately 
into the OAS, it would have been a very destabilizing issue, 
which would have resolved itself along Spanish-speaking/ 
English-speaking lines; and hemispheric unity could have been 
fractured in the early hours of the crisis. The diplomatic 
activity imstituted by the United States tended to ameliorate 
and moderate these highly charged issues. In the same con- 
text, had it been left to drift within the United Nations after 
U.N. Resolution 502, it could have taken on historic 
North-South overtones -- imperialism and colonialism versus the 
developing world. And so that required American activity. 


Beyond that, it is clear that we were sensitive to 
the East-West overtones and the likelihood that the Soviet 
Union might use the opportunity to "fish in troubled waters." 
Indeed, on the first day of my visit to Buenos Aires, after 
a yeac and a half of absence, the Cuban Ambassador and a plane- 
load of high Cuban officials suddenly reappeared in Buenos 
Aires with offers of unflinching support. 
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Throughout our efforts to resolve this issue peace- 
fully, there have been two profound d wergencies of view bet- 
ween Great Britain, on the one hand, and Argentina on the 
other. Great Britain has felt, with considerable intensity, 
that the issue of the wishes of the inhabitants of the Islands 
must be given a high precedence in the determination of the 
future of the Islands themselves. And as I mentioned this 
morning, throughout our discussions with the Argentine 
Government, they insisted on one of two alternatives -- either 
an a priori acceptance of ultimate sovereignty for Argentina 
or the creation of de facto governing arrangements on the 
Islands which would lead inevitably to such an outcome. 


Despite the hours of discussion and effort in which 
differences were narrowed and grounds for possible compromise 
were surfaced, when I left Buenos Aires the last time, as I 
arcrived at the airport, I received, despite the framework that 
we had put together the night before, a renewed demand for a 
guarantee of transfer of sovereignty to Argentina. 


The discussions, as we conducted them, revolved 
around, first, the conditions for the withdrawal of forces on 
both sides; interim arrangements for the governing of the 
Islands; and a framework for negotiations to determine future 
Outcome. In the light of the new Argentine demand -- and as I 
say, on occasions, we had arrived at one point that looked pro- 
mising, only to find that 24 hours later, it would be totally 
withdrawn and a new set of demands; and this was the repeated 
pattern of our talks in Buenos Aires -=- that based on that situation, 
the United States tried to devise as best it could a fair and 
just solution dealing with the three areas I spoke to and in 
more detail than in our formal statement this morning. 


This arrangement would have required concession on 
the part of both Great Britain and Argentina. And as I say, 
in my discussions with Foreign Minister Pym here in Washington 
last week and subsequent communications, we had reason to hope 
that despite the difficulties -- and there were many for Great 
Britain -- that they would be willing to accept such a fra- 
mework and such a proposal. On the other hand, the response 
from Argentina was a negative one, and a reiteration that they 
must either have a confirmation of ultimate sovereignty in the 
terms of the agreement itself and as the outcome of the 
negotiations or de facto arrangements on the Islands imme- 
diately, which would lead to such an outcome. So in hind- 
Sight and in any objective assessment, one would have to say 
that the United Kingdom has been reasonable and forthcoming 
throughout the discussions, and that Argentina has been less 
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It is the basic American position, of course, that 
we cannot be or be perceived to be participating in an 
arrangement which would reward aggression, although we do feel 
that the past history of this thing would not make us rigid 
adherents to the status quo ante either. 





That is where the situation rested, and that's what 
caused the President to decide to authorize the actions that 
wece announced this morning. Clearly, this is not the end. 
Ultimately, a negotiated settlement must and, I am confident, 
will be found. It means a phase is over and a new phase will 
begin, and it may be that some military action will be the 


next benchmark for more intense reconsideration in both capitals 


of the situation. It may be, as well, that other formulas -- 
and we discussed countless other formulas -- will appear and 
will provide a vehicle for the parties to finesse what have 
become hard points of honor with both. 


Now, I welcome your questions. 


7-- MORE -- 
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Q The measures that were announced this morning 
seems to be moderate, not affecting the mainstream of 
either Argentine investments or trade with the United 
States. 


In that light, can they be seen as a prelude to 
further steps if this situation should continue? 


A Clearly, there are many additional steps 
which the United States could take and is prepared to take 
if circumstances require it. 


I think it is important to recognize that it may 
well be that the United States at some future time in 
another phase could continue to play a constructive role. 


It is also important to remember that there are a 
number of other considerations that must be taken into 
account as one assesses the options open to the United 
States at this time. 


Our signals are essentially political because in 
practical terms the full panoply of American economic or 
trade or financial leverage would not be instrumental in 
changing the situation. 


What is important is the political signal that has 
been sent, and that's a signal which lays responsibility on 
the Government of Argentina for the failure in this phase. 
It is the confirmation that the United States will now 
change what has been a more balanced posture with respect to 
the crisis -- although I must tell you again that despite 
some of the press speculation you've seen, the United 
Kingdom, the Prime Minister and Foreign Minister are well 
aware of the posture that we have taken, the reasons we have 
taken it, and they support that and have supported it from 
the outset. 


But we have now clearly been placed in a position 
where it is necessary for the international community to 
recognize why the crisis continues at this hour. 


Q It was mentioned in the statement today that 
the President is willing to respond positively to any 
requests for materiel or support from Britain. 


Does that include military resupply, or could you 
define it better for us? 
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A I think it's best to answer it in the context 
of a number of ongoing historic relationships we have had 
with British forces across a broad spectrum, and it must 
also be reviewed in the context of obligations we have in 
certain areas such as the Ascension Islands, which of course 
are being utilized by the british, which are owned by the 
British, and for which American presence there and utilization 
there of those facilities involve reciprocal obligations. 


I think I want to make very, very clear that 
there's no prespect of any kind, as we stated in this 
morning's statement, of direct American military involvement 
in this situation at this time. None at all. 


There have been certain levels of assistance pro- 
vided, but the British Government has been very moderate in 
its requests. I can't say what the level will be in the 
days ahead, until we receive the request; then we'll consider 
them case by case. But I think the President's inclination 
is to receive them favorably unless they represent some fun- 
damental violation of our longstanding relationship. 


9 Could you give us some estimate of the play 
Of forces right now? What ships might likely be ready to 

open fire, how soon shooting might break out, and if anybody 
Outside of these two combatants are in the way, specifically 


the Soviet Union? 


A I don't want to go into too much detail here. 
Clearly, it's a dangerous thing for a third party to do as 
forces are beginning to approach one another in a very 
dangerous way. I think public discussion of the issue 
would be both inappropriate and possibly dangerous for one 
Or the other of the parties, and I can't do that. 


I can say this: that the proximity of forces is 
such now that should one side or the other violate the two 
Sanitized areas that both have applied now in that 200-mile 
circle around the Islands, either by air or surface or sub- 
surface, engagement and the likelihood of a clash is high. 


Q I wonder if you could comment on the Soviet 
role to date so far? You mentioned that the Cubans have 
sent an Ambassador and a number of officials to Argentina. 
There have been reports that the Soviet Union has given the 
Argentines intelligence data such as the position of the 
British fleet. 
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You, yourself, have warned several times about 
possible roles for the Soviets here. Would you expand on 
that? 


A We are naturally extremely sensitive to this. 
We are aware that the Soviets have been in touch with the 
Argentine Government, but I would not be justified in 
suggesting that there are any near-term, verified indicators 
of a dramatic or direct Soviet involvement at this point. 


There have been a number of rumors that perhaps 
the Soviets have offered intelligence support to Argentina. 
I've seen them as you have. I've also been assured by the 
Argentine Government that they would not accept such prof- 
fers. That might change in the period ahead. 


Q It appears that there is a kind of an 
Orchestration between ourselves and the British in applying 
pressure to Argentina. Mr. Pym is now coming, I believe, 
heze and then to the United Nations in New York. It looks 
like the British are willing to hold off until they see the 
effects of what the U.S. Government has done today. 


I think my question basically is, can you explain 
any of that, and can you tell us what comes next? 


A First, let me assure you that such is not the 
case. I saw a report -- a misinformed report, I think a day 
Or two ago -- to the effect that British forces had held up 
their activity for a certain period at our request to permit 
the negotiations to proceed. 


This is not true. It is totally lacking in any 
basis in fact. We have not requested anything of that kind 
from the British Government. We do not believe that it 
would be appropriate to do so. 


We have fully engaged ourselves in a process 
designed to get a peaceful solution, but we do not feel that 
it is our role to influence the conduct of the forces of 
either side, and I don't think we would be successful if we 
tried. 


Q The other part of the question is really, was 
Mr. Pym coming here or going to the United Nations? Are you 
going up to the United Nations, and is the matter going to 
be sent to them next or what is the next step? 
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pot I think it remains to be seen. We have been 
avid supporiers of U.N. Resolution 502. That has deen the 
basic framework and the premise under which American diplo- 
matic activity has been launched and conducted. 


There are several venues open to the parties, 
certainly to Argentina. One is the OAS. They've been 
there this week. They could reopen their activity there. 
The other is the United Nations. As you know, Foreign 
Ministerc Costa Mendez is there today. You note that he 
stated today publicly that Argentina would accept all the 
provisions of U.N. Resolution 502. That's the most defini- 
tive statement of that kind that I have noted, although they 
have suggested the same to me informally but usually with 
the caveats associated with what the political solution 
would provide for -- transfer of sovereignty. 


I make the point very strenuously that it is this 
government's position that a negotiated settlement of this 
issue remains an outcome wnich we must continue to strive 
for. 


QO Have you suggested that any of our citizens 
leave Argentina? Are any of our citizens who are there in 
trouble? 


fy We put out a travel advisory yesterday to 
American citizens, and at the outset of this crisis we had 
alerted American official personnel of the situation. I 
think enough said. 


Q Could you tell us whether, in your judcment, 
the Argentine junta right now is sufficiently cohesive to 
make the kind of major diplomatic decisions that have to be 
made to head off war? 


a I think that remains to be seen, and it 
deesn't serve any purpose for me <= even in a background 
session -- to indulge in observations which could have an 
impact on the demeanor and the flexibility of that govern- 
ment to deal with this difficult question. Maybe that's a 
good question for history. 


Q Was it your analysis of Mr. Costa “endez's 
Statement earlier that that represented in fact no change in 
theic policy and thus really didn't affect things one way or 
the other? 


a Do you mean the adherence to 502? 
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0 Yes. 


A I think it's too early to say. I would 
Suggest that neither side wants conflict. Argentina cer- 
tainly does not want conflict. They are going to seek ways 
to delay the prospect of conflict. One cannot fault them 
for that, and one must look at their activities in that 
context. 


0 I would like to return to the Soviets for a 
moment. Have you or any Department officials talked with the 
Soviets about the Falkland Islands crisis, specifically the 
role the two countries are playing in it? 


And, secondly, do you envision any scenario in 
which the U.S. and the Soviet Union could come in direct 
conflict orc confrontation over this issue? 


A I don't think it serves any purpose to specu- 
late about that, nor does it serve any purpose to air diplo- 
matic communications that may or may not have taken place, 
especially at this stage of the situation. 


0 How do you construe “Yr. Costa “endez's sta- 
tement today that he had not cejected your most cecent 
proposal? 

A I think the answer to that question is one 


of subjective bias. There was a very, very clear turcndown 
of the proposals in the written reply that we have received, 
Sut I am not upset dy such a comment. 


Q You spoke before about one of the earlier 
considerations being the need to maintain hemispheric unity, 
and now you've obviously, in effect, broken with Argentina, 
and I wonder what you think is going to happen now to 
hemispheric unity. 


A First, I don't want to suagaest the United 
States has broken with Acgentina. I do want ts sucqest that 
we had arccived at a point in time when was necessary for 
the American public and the international community to know 
precisely why we were where we are, so close to vsotential 
conflict. 


I do not anticipate that this will be well 
ceceived in all Latin American capitals. However, all of 
Ouc hemisphecic friends must also rcecoaqnize that many of 


them have similar territorial disputes with one neiahbor or 
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one power oc another, and that the United States adherence to 

a cule of law and peaceful chance and diplomatic solutions 

to these controversies is an espousal of a principle from which 
they themselves benefit. 


We would hope that they would share with us our 
concern about the importance of that principle. 


Q Do you think if Argentina would in fact 
seriously accept Resolution 502, as Costa “Mendez seems to 
have implied today, that could still head off war? 


4 There are any number of formulas. Of course, 
with Resolution 502 you must look at the essence of the 
question. First, it calls for a cessation of hostilities. 
That would have the practical consequence of achieving the 
objective. 


Second, the withdrawal of Argentine forces from 
the Islands. That's a very important step, and it is not 
one that the Argentines have refused to consider. Where the 
hancup comes is "a political solution will be found." If that 
political solution involves a willinaness to sit down and 
negotiate without precondition or to have it adjudicated by 
other parties without preconditions, then 502 does indeed, as 
did our proposal, provide a framework for a peaceful 
solution. 


Thank you very much. 


(The background briefing concluded at 3:12 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICIALS 


May 9, 1982 


Andrews Air Force Base 
Washington, D.C. 


10:42 A.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. What 
should I say -- fellow heathens or -- My colleagues will be here 
to take questions as will I. I thought it might be useful if we 
open with just a few remarks on process and how we've reached 
the position that we are and that the President will announce in 
conceptual terms today. 


The process has been underway for t a year 
Process I mean the interdepartmental effort to erge control 
positions on several dimensions -- that is issues from intermediate- 


range nuclear forces to chemical weapons to MBFR to START. 


The President from the outset of the administration 
has made very clear his own very strong personal intentions to 
achieve significant reductions in nuclear weapons -- to include 
both the intermediate-range weapons which he has already proposed a 
draft treaty in Geneva and now the START negotiations. And as 
an expression of his commitment to this process, he approved long 
ago a series of criteria to guide the work of the interdepartmental 
group as to what kind of position that he wanted. 


it‘might be well to touch on those criteria for just 
a moment. To begin with, his first criteria was that the agreement 
had to result in significant reductions. The President believes 
that probably the most significant threat to the peace today is 
the trend of growing instability in the nuclear balance between 
the U.S. and the Soviet Union. And in particular the imbalance 
which exists in the missile forces on each side -- those forces 
which can reach the other in a matter of 30 minutes and in which 
there is a significant imbalance particularly with respect to ICBY 
warheads. 


The second criteria that the President established was 
tne principle of equality that what must result from our position 
if adopted is a condition of equality. He took into account the 
strong interest of the Senate when it considered both SALT I and 
SALT II treaties. 


The third criteria that he stressed in giving instruc- 
tions to the indepartmental group was that the agreement and our 
position for it had to enhance stability. And here again that 
focuses upon establishing stability in what is now an unstable 
balance and that is between the ICBM forces of the two sides. 


And the fourth criterion that he adopted. was that it 
had to be verifiable. ° 28 rhe: eT. I 
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Surely it had to give us confidence that the Soviet Union would comply 
with the agreement. It would have to involve collateral constraints 
and counting rules,coorerativ measures to give us the confidence we 
need that they are complying with the agreement. 


The next criteria that he stressed was that the outcome 


in the post-START environment had to assure that we would still have 


sufficient strategic power to ensure effective deterrence. That is, 
that there was a residual military power to, indeed, contribute to 
deterrence and make it more stable, but not to fail to underwrite the 
national military strategy. 


The next criteria that he adopted was that it had to be 
one which could command public support and that is, that it could be 
easily explained in simple, clear terms to the American people, not 
involved in a lot of arcane, conceptual esoterics that were unin- 
telligible to the American people and, not only here at home, but it 
had to be understandable and consistent with the strategic interests 
of our allies overseas, that is, consistent with the defense of our 
common security interests as well as understandable in its relation- 


ship to the intermediate range nuclear force talks that are underway 
in Geneva today. 


And, frankly, the President took into account that, 
whatever position we come up with, you can anticipate will be opposed 
or criticized in some fashion by the Sovict Union and that, at that 
point, it had to be clearly defen le to the American people against 
whatever criticisms may be mounted »,y the Soviet Union. 


It's in that context that work has proceeded on the U.S. 
position for a long time and it's resulted in a series of meetings 
with the President leadina to Jecisions on, first, the unit of account 
for the U.S. opening position. In addition to these several meetings 
the President has been involved with personally, throughout’ the time 
of analysis, he has infused that process with his own guidance and 
viewpoints and, I must say, I personally didn't know Governor Reagan 
before his election, nor had I worked closely with a President before 
this past January, but since that time, in the daily meetings 
essentially focused on today's events, the recurring theme that comes 
up in his own comments has to do with achieving a stability in the 
nuclear balance. And if there's one recurring theme in what Ss has 
hac to say on the entire agenda of foreign affairs and 
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defense policy, it has been the imperative of securing significant 
reductions in the nuclear arsenals. 


The position that he will announce today you've seen 
in the speech and basically he proposes a phased process in which 
during a first phase the United States will propose significant 
reductions to equal levels in the ballistic missile warheads to 
where the new equal level will be approximately one third below 
the current level of ballistic missile warheads. This includes 
SLBiis and ICBMs as an agcregate. Yes? 


Q Reduced by a third? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Reduced by a third, 
that's right. 


And as well that within that new equal ceiling he 
would hope that no more than half be deployed on land-based missiles. 


In a second phase, the President proposes that we agree 
On equal levels for the other elements of the nuclear balance to 
include equal levels of ballistic missile throwweight. 


We believe this is a serious proposal. It's one, which 
as you can see, will entail a significant reconfiguration altera- 
tion of the strategic forces of the United States and the Soviet 
Union, which it is -- and purely as a matter of time, will require 
years to do. The President is personally deeply committed to it. 


He has written to President Brezhnev laying out the 
basis for his concern on the growing instability and the strategic 
arsenals on the two sides and inviting the commencement of strategic 
arms reductions talks at the earliest opportunity. He hopes to 
commence by the end of June. 


He has directed Secretary Haig to be in touch with the 
Soviet government, and he has been, to make clear the U.S. commit- 
ment to this process and to begin arrangements for opening of 
the talks at the earliest moment. 


I suppose at this time, without any more rhetoric from 
me, I'd ask my colleagues to join in taking your questions. 


The ficures on the number of warheads and missiles 
to which those percentages apply? 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President won't 
deal today in terms of specific numbers. I think that right now 
the approximate balance or numbers of ballistic missiles on both 
sides, missile warheads on both sides, is fairly common knowledge, 
but if you take that ceiling and reduce it “™%. ° : 
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by abou. a chird -- the President won't deal in specific numbers 
today. 


Q While this procedure was being forrculated, the 
administration was committed to informally observe the SALT II 
treaty, even though the President called it fatally flawed. Now 
you'ye reached your position. Will this commitment hold -- 
perhaps your colleague can answer this -- will this commitment hold 
through what undoubtedly will be a long process of negotiation? 
In other vords, will we, as we go forward negotiating the START 
treaty, observe and honor the SALT II agreement, even though it's 
not =etified by the Senate?-- again, with the obvious proviso 
that the Soviets do, too. Or is that commitment now 
because you've reached a START position? 


SENIOR ADIMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the existing 
position, as you've said, is that we would do nothing to undermine 
the existing agreements for as long as the other side observes 
the same restraint. The position being announced today focuses 
upon the key unit cf account. There is still work to be done. It 
flows naturally frcm the decisions which have been made already. 
These deal with collateral constraints, such as the continued 
observation of these treaties. I don‘t mean to call that into 
account. The final conclusion on those constraints haven't been 
reached, but we don't anticipate that it will take long to do that. 


Q I’m not sure I understand the answer. 

Q I'm not sure I understand the ansver either. 

SENIOR ADi‘INISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that doesn't 
imply that we're going to depart from what is today our existing 
policy. But I will not go beyond that today, because the 
confirmation cf that in the intcrdepartmental group is a matter 
that still has to be finalized. It is not contentious. I don't 
mean to mislead you there. 


Q But you agree that it implies that we will not 
depart from existing policy of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Por the time being. 

Q -- for the time being. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 

Q The speech, as I read it, discusses reductions 
in warheads. It does not mention launchers. Is that correct? 
Launchers are not involved in this proposal? Is that true? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It calls for 
significant reductions in missiles -- deployed missiles as -- 


Q You're talking about warheads. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. It calls for 
reductions in missile warheads in the first phase, as well as 
significant reductions in deployed missiles; i.e., launchers. 

Q I. see. Okay. 

Q When did the letter go to President Brezhnev? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: tI, last coup 
Gays. I'11 look it up and get a time for you, By. oe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It went on Priday. 
Q Has there been a reply? 
MORE 
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Q Yes. las there been a reply? 
SENIOR ADHIAISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo. 
Q Has there been a reply on it? 
SEMIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: fo. 


spent over a year putting this proposal 


Secretary Haig has spoken to P eign together - 
strategic arms, as vell as Minister Gromyko twice about 
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The criteria that I’ve laid out vere applied to 
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approaches but the President in his meetings was extremely 
conscious of the need to constrain the destructive potential of 
the Soviet Union's ballistic missile forces here. 


alternative 


He 


orveight itself, the President 


thr 
what the differences were and came to 
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The primary -- 


Just to follow that up. 


Q 
Q 


that about cruise missiles -- 
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SENIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Four 


o'clock. Excuse me. Vour o'clock Lastern time. 
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4] I have a question here. 


Can I just follow up first? You're obviously saying 
ie result from the reductions that would 


. 
E 


alternative approaches from going the throwwétght process, you 
find that they. are really not significantly different in:terms of 
outcome in throwvrsight. 


e third then e that the remaining warheacs, no more 
than half Face on Lend-becel slestise a pou design the gost of Foe 
proposal properly, you substantially cut 

throwveight. 


Isn't this whole program going to run into the old 
problem on oules ceilings. The Soviets aren't going to buy that? 


SENIOR AD'IIMISTPATIOW OFYICIAL: 1 think one of the 
criteria that was mentioned is there has to be equality in any 
sgreement that we ultimately come up with. There has to be equality, 
=r so, equality will be in it and we see nothing wrong, 
we see a lot right with equality -- 


0 But the Soviets disagree with that so how are you 
going to get around that equality problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think the 
foviets 4 with equality. o> Mee - BA A. 
contates Gets position. 1 think that’s clear. re going to 
try the best tole Gan ant Get the anes thay Gun Gud Of 20. 


0 But doesn't their notion of equality encompass 
systems which we are not including? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don’t think so 
because, for the first time now, we will be negotiating over so-called 


One of the major problems in the SALT process was that 
we were not covering and handling systems like the 88-20 or the 
ground launch cruise missile and they are now being negotiated in 
negotiations. 


Q What about bomber-launched systems? 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: There will be consideraz:... 
tion to equal bomber limits. 


Srastcetite Setter ete Sie Sane tenets ent - 
perhaps, gince re on tell us t ratio might 
andes @ peopeces euch a0 this 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think my colleague 
wade it clear that the first phase negotiations 

















how -- 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think at this point 
we'll just say substantial reductions in Soviet throwve ° 

Q Vhan were ta about those two 8 


5 
to accomplish at the end a very meaningful outcore. 


9 What do you consider the bomber limits? What 
phase is that -- is that bomber question sddressing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: tle will be prepared 
to deal with bombers throughout the negotiations. 


Q Beginning in the first phase? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL prepared 
throughout both phases. = 


Q Can we be a little bit specific on what we're 
after in the first phase? Are wo after the land-based ICBi of the 
Soviets, the 66-188 and the 19c which are not only -- have throw- 
weights but also a lot of accuracy. Is that what we're after in 
that first phase when we reduce by a third ané also half the force 
would therefore be land-bsesed ICBiis, is that what we're after? 


SLINIOR ADHIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: We believe the 
effect of both the first phase and the second reductions are 
to reduce and we would like, if sible, to eliminate the de- 
stabilizing systems. And we bel that the most destabilizing 
systems are those large, heavy Soviet ICBiis that they have uni- 
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laterally built up over the last 10-15 - They're the most 
oo systems to the overall stability of the strategic 
ance. 


Q Secretary Weinberger said a couple of weeks 
ago to a few of us that those 10s and 19s with that guidance 

system are much more accurate than anything we have, but that 
we are working on submarine launch missiles that would be just 
as accurate if not more so than theirs are now. 


ould those submarine -- would our accurate weapons 
also be effected in Phase 1 or Phase 27 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's 
fair to say that there's something in this for both sides, 
you see. We are trying to aim at stability now and the most 
tabili t the Soviets have, those ICDMs. We're 
coming along with our SLBiis and the Soviets know that, as well 
as a number of other ams. Now, by reducing the number of 
warheads and since we're heavy in number, -*« 
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Q the next five years, ere we to have -- 


| are they going to have accurate missiles and we il eccurste -- 


| quess 
substantiated, provided the 86-18 stands still. Mow, of course, if 


the 88-18 improves -~- 


Q I'm just eoytes te find out what kind of incentive 
are we giving them to give out missile that is now better then 
any -- more eccurate than anything we've got? 


Gectabilisin’ nov. yy) handies on it for them so that 
as things develop on our side, begin to restrain those things 
which must give them worry later on -- 

up 


Q So you're asking them to give 
while we catch up to 8 point where we're both -- where we then have 
a stable situation? 

The 


SEMIOR ADLIIUIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo. 
reductions, both sides have roughly the same numbers of deployed 
warheads. A one third reduction in warheads asks both sides to 
withdrew substantial numbers of warheads from their inventories. 
So we would bo giving up quite a bit, as well as the Soviet Union. 


Q We wouldn't be giv anything near as 
accurate or as effective in -- welend 


SEMIOR ADi‘INISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not tsue, 
Warhead reductions on submarine-launched warheads ere going to -~ 
are going to ask us to do as much as the Soviets. 


Q Vell, that's Phase I. ry This numerical 
reduction *hat just Gescribed. I'm still hav tsouble lacching 
on to utet 1s going to in Phase II. 1 mean,i? seems to de 
when you refer to it in owveight terms, you're talkirg about the 
outcome. And I don't understand the process ~~ 


SEMIOR ADIiIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: that has to , 
Howell, is that in Phase II further reductions have to take p 
in both sides’ forces to get down to equal throwreight levels. 


Q All right. And in what sort of forces? Can 
you -- 


SEUION ADIIINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: In both sides’ missile 
forces to get down to equal -- 


Q Still talking ICBiis. 


SCUIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Just whatever 
missiles would equate to that equal thigweight ievel. 


ehay wouisnave to ive'ap So Being us into that Squaltey 9 
wou give up us into oqua 
throwveight? 


SEMIOR ADIINISTIATION OFFICIAL: Well, it would be up 
to them in the second phase. They would just have to retire 


oars from their arsenals so that you would have equal throwveight 
s. 
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the 

that we've 1 here this morning. 

much, if any, consultation with Conqress had 
this proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFPTICI7.: there's been significant. 
I don't know what -- 2 guess that's c -- 


SENION ADIINIATRATION OFFICIAL: ow long's @ piece of 
string? (Laughter.) 


, SENIOR ADNINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: But there hes been -- 
¢ Did you tell -- just sévise them or -- 


SENIOR ADIIINIATRATION OFFICIAL: We taiked to the Congress 
on oocasion th staff and on cccasion through members. There 
haven't yet been formal hearings on the U.S. ition, but there has 
been @ healthy dial between members my colleaques here ané 
leading up to this thing and then yesterdey, as well, we contacte4 the 
leadership and the chairmin, ranking members of the key comittees 
that have interest in it. 


Q The President, in his , says he hopes this 
can be achieved as rapidly as possible. GF ag a ay 
Signing in Geneva? flov do you think it will take in Geneve to 


accomplish this enA? ‘ons ing how long START took and the tvo 
STARTS, in fact, and ether aqreements -- 


SENIOR ADIIIUINTRATION OFFICIAL: hope is a signifi- 
cantly shorter period than the -- wv 


0 By at least one-third? 


SENIOR ADMINIATRATION OFFICIAL: By et least one-third, 
(Laughter .) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF"CIAL: Pifteen percent. 
(Laughter .) 


SENIOR ADNIMIGTRATION OFFICIAL: We, but, on the one 
hand, initially, this ien't going to be easy. Initially, any nego- 
tiation the r side's ox: to see hov ean counter thie and 
you can expect that. Sut I think that as time on and th people 
unAerstand this more and the allies understand it and es the Soviets 
understand the details of thie thing, I think that they ere going 

to see that there's @ lot in this for them and I'm @ lot more con- 
fident that we ean finish an aqreement in a shorter period of time 
than we did in the earlicr negotiations. 


Q qnese figures of missiles and warheads, just to he 
Clear, you're not ineluding the intermediate range warhesds? 


GENTOR ADNINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: No,we're not. 
Q -~ missiles et e117 


SENIOR ADNINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: We, we're not. Ve're, 
as you know, there ise ao major a6ypestr’, 


9 How many years do you expect these ses to take 
and at what point ere the Soviets, in effect, going Ay to give up 
their 38-18 missiles? 


GEMIOR ADHIVIGTRATION OPFICIAL: 1 don't think it‘s wise 
te say how years it's going to take. Ve vant the sqreement a6 
noon a6 possible. Once we start talking about numbers o re, we're 
ee satting @ self-imposed deadline and, clearly, we don't want to 

that. On the 68-108 anever, the ffi-13 is @ destabilising syeten, 
but we are not saying that the foviets have to eliminate it ai od 
ther, just that our focus on seducing numbers of warheads and missiles 
ané then, bringing the two sides -- and, in the process, creating the 
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besis for bring the two sites’ throwssigint 40m to 1 Levels, 
we'll fese & pens on big deotebilizsing oyetens like is, 


point on thet, I failed to mention ta the semerhe thet 
oo sat Jae te Seeeee 56 ap oo Chet %0's0 ing Soviets 
to 40 more than “8 ore, 


the giving wp, 


SENIOR ADNINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: “e'se not going to 
heave @ chanes for to &o ony filing here wilese we 
eall chic off, so 6 tehe to more questions, 


9 Cen you tvil me how you esleulete thsowrvigt7 


OF/)/OR BV TOPRATION OFTICIAL: Yes, Throwssight, 

ry) know, te whet setuslly goose towerd 6 , 00 it’oe 

of warhesds an4 it's « nuther of penetration side ant it’s 
the number «/ “ne -- end ev ing, Thet te calevietes throug 6 
wiber metheis “hich we use ere known 06, “Netionese]) Technics) 
Veens,” to tv “1% You knew, ovr setellites end eev 
ond that sort of thing, And it's @ fairly well celevleble thing 
from the bellietie missile teste, Sut it’s fundementelly the 
of « ay rt It’s By be er art bet it’s more 
ieated because it's poeeti. ei46, ohrous -- 

— Bo it’s Ag 


80 ont, the 4eliver- 
sbhle end end that's throweight, 
Well, hov do0e8 thet apply to the megeton iach of 





i 
: 


the 7 I mean, certetaly soe qogeten euemeet re 
see a ow © Be Dees thet festor s 
tion? 


avre 
throwseight seley- 
tag 
Sen 


SENIOR ADIILUIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, you find ove 
much throweeight te being delivered et the end and then you 
divide this in « single warhesd or put it in the geome -- you 
gen divide 66 enone © numbes 68 wacheets, 


Q What's inelu4e4d in unite of # countdown, thie sort 
of thing? 


SENIOR ADIITULOTRATION OFFICIAL: What's ineluded in the 
unite of 8 eount~- -- 


SENIOR ADIITITOTRATION OFFICIAL: te, no, "Unit of « 
count,” te ag Foy thet refers to whet it te we ore 


liakting., Vor a in the firet phase, the unite of & count ere 
werhesde end deyloye4 missiles, 


q You seek equality on heth of these? 


SLUIOR ADLILWIGTRATION OFFICIAL: We ere seeking ores 
ceilings on numbers of werhesde on4 ve ere segking equal binge 
on © of deployed mlesiles, 


6, l4ent iestes 
gene cout 64 © mackie Gon be conenanl seechnoy ore iT it's 


net et the U.4, in June, ean ve ssoune from thie thet thie ie our 


pocpenee CASS © GumBes Letes te the yeas would be seseptente to 
us 


ORNIOR ADIiLHIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Mell, in gonendevter 0 
meeting, While it is end semaine the President's pr onse 
President Breshnev can make « meeting in June, it doeen't sonsluse 
thet @ epecifie time or setting or type of meeting te our preter- 
onee later on, it ie epen to sonsiseretion, meee meee 

haen't been any further propossl from their side on character 
gan pening ane venue and thet heed Of Oh » DLL thet wes tatented 


A.M, today wae to express openness eoreiser & evubeequent 


PAD hick? A.W, tor 
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Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRESIDENT FIGUEIREDO OF BRAZIL 


May ll, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
10:08 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. This 
is a visit between the presidents of the two continental-size countries 
of this hemisphere -~ two of the most influential countries in the 
world which takes place in a framework of an effort that both countries 
have made over the last year or so to improve their relationship. 


It's been a year marked by a great deal of consultation 
between the two countries -- a visit to Brazil by Vice President 
Bush for meetings between the foreign ministers; a visit down there 
by Ambassador Brock, Secretary Carlucci, myself; visits up here on 
Cabinet ministers and for economic affairs from Brazil; exchange of 
visits by the heads of the two central banks. 


As you know, the relationship between Brazil and the 
United States reached a low point in the mid-70's -- a variety of 
causes. Some scars remain still from that period but I think both 
sides would feel that they have made substantial progress since then 
in improving their bilateral relationship. And although we haven't 
solved all of the bilateral problems, we have kept a very active 
dialogue on them and the agenda of them keeps, to some degree, changing 
which, I think, indicates movement. 


The focus of this visit is really international. It's 
global. It gives us an opportunity to focus on our mutual analyses 
and our respective strategies on a world-wide basis. So, we will 
be talking about East-West relations, about the Middle-East with which 
Brazil has particularly close ties, about Southern Africa, as well 
as about the current situation in the hemisphere and the Falkland 
Islands, Malvinas Islands, controversy. 


The visit was proposed by Vice President Bush last 
October but it does come at a particularly fortuitous time now that 
the inter-American system is confronted with a particularly difficult 
challenge as a result of the South Atlantic conflict. And this is 
a particularly heipful opportunity for Brazil and the United States 
to look at this issue in depth. 


We will be spending a great deal of time on the international 


economic situation. Both countries are major exporters. Both of them 


are also major importers of capital, dependent on international financial 


markets in a very direct way and the functioning of those markets, 

the prospects for the world economy and all the issues that are related 
to that, prevention of -- protectionism and the promotion of an economic 
upswing will be major centers of attention. 


You will find on the schedules that after President 
Figueiredo arrives, there will be an initial meeting at Blair House 
with Secretary Haig. 


Q When is that? Do you know, sir? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's this afternoon. 

Q This afternoon. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At 5:15 p.m. that -- 
to develop the themes for the visit. You will find after the arrival 
here at the White House a meeting with the President at 10:30 a.m. 
which is scheduled to go to noon; a further meeting with Secretary 
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Haig at Blair House at 1500 tomorrow afternoon. A meeting is under 
discussion with Vice President Bush but I think a time has not »deen 
set for that. It'll probably occur sometime tomorrow ~- a state dinner 
at 1930 tomorrow evening. 


Secretary Haig is also breakfasting with Foreign Minister 
Guerreiro tomorrow morning. In the course of Thursday and Friday, there 
will be counterpart meetings between the economic ministers of Brazil 
and those of the United States. 


¢ 
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On Thursday, President Figueiredo is here still. He will be 
receiving the visits of members of Concress at Blair House. I understand 
that he will be received at the Organization of American States. Leaves 
that evening to go to Cleveland. He will be -- Thursday night ahd Friday 
in the Cleveland Clinic where he was, as you'll recall, last year convalescing 
and leaves Saturday for Brazil. 


Questions? 
On the subject of the Falkland Islands, what has Brazil's 


Q 
'_ position been in their communications and their talks with us so far on a 


_ lower level as to their feelings towards the American position and the 
British position and the situation down there? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Brazil supports the Argentine 
Claim to the islands. It does not support the use of force to solve dis- 
putes and has made clear that it does not do so in this case. 


As you know, the United States position is one of neutrality 
on the soverignty and other issues related to the islands, but a very 
clear position on the non-use of force to settle international disputes. 


Brazil was one of the sponsors, or the moving force, in 
the moderate resolution which came out of the Organization of American 
States some two weeks ago. And it has generally adopted a moderate 
tone in the dispute. 


Q What about Brazil's views on American policy in Central 
America, specifically El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Brazilians can 
express that best for themselves. We've had a number of consultations 
on this since the start of this administration. I think Brazil's view in 
general is one that the issues in Central America should be decided within 
Central America, recognizing they have possible dangers for the inter- 
American system as a whole but not voroposing to become directly involved 
in then. 


Q Could you envisage some debate with the President about 
this? Or would you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure we'll have a very 
close analysis of the changing situation in Central America. After all, 
a number of remarkable events have occurred, three elections with over 
80 percent turnout in the three central countries there and a very 
decided vote for democratization as a result. And the failure of two 
major offensives in El Salvador by the insurgents and, finally, the develop- 
ment of a major split in the Sandinista leadership in Nicaragua. This 
presents a very different picture than it has earlier. 


I'm sure we'll analyze this. I don't necessarily expect 
action from it. 


Q Could you develop your remark about Brazil's interest 
in the Middle East and southern Africa and discuss whether there are any 
differences with the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Brazil has developed . 
quite close economic ties with a number of states in the Middle East. It 
is a major consumer of Iraqi oil, for example. It is also a major supplier 
of goods of all types to the Middle East. 


In fact, one of the striking things about Brazil in the last 
ten years has been the extraordinary growth of their foreign trade with 
particularly high market penetrations in the developing world, including 


the Middle East. 
MORE 
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I don't want to give you the impression that their interests 
in the Middle East appear to us to be only commercial and related to petroleum. 
I think that they have, indeed, a stronc interest in the equilibrium in 
the Middle East and we look forward to comparing our view of the situation 


: In southern Africa, I think that Brazil has made a particular 
} effort to develop its relationships with the black states of southern 


Africa, beginning with Angola, of course, a Portugese-speaking country, 
_ but including the others. 


- 


; We have kept in very close communication with Brasilia on the 
» subject of the efforts to achieve a solution to the Namibian problem, ef- 
' forts which, of course, would require a parallel change in the 
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Angola situation, particularly the withdrawal of Cuban troops from 
Angola at the same time. So I don't want to give you the impression 
that our view of that situation is the -- is the same, but <I think we 
share the objective of creating in Southern Africa a series of self- 
sufficient but independent states in the southern part of Africa. 


Q Do you expect there to be any discussion of the 
' Brazilian democratization program of human rights during these talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the -- I don't know 
how far either president will get into domestic affairs. The process 
abertura is one that, of course, we've been following with much 
interest and respect as a major undertaking in democratization in the 
hemisphere: For those who have been following human rights affairs, 
you will know that much earlier than these last two years, there 
has been an enormous improvement in Brazil with -- in fact, into almost 
all of the human rights abuses that had been reported earlier. 


Don? 


Q I'd like to ask two questions about the effect of 
the Palklands or Malvinas dispute. It's been widely reported that 
Brazil decided to cut the President's part of this visit -- Brazilian 
president's part of the visit short in order not to be seen as too 
chummy with the United States during a period when Argentina is in this 
dispute with Britain. Is that your perception of what happened here 
in terms of the visit? 


And, secondly, in view of the U.S. position of solidarity 
with the British, is the U.S. prepared to say something to Brazil on 
the subject of possible Brazilian arms sales to Argentina? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With regard to the first 
question, the Brazilian government informed us that, given the 
circumstances, that the President would prefer to return as quickly as 
possible to Brazil. As a result, he has shortened his visit in the 
United States by one day. However, I would point out to you that 
that does not involve any shortening of the high-level contacts that 
were planned with the administration. ’ 





“Declassi fied for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Don, in regard to the second question, the -- I would say, 
first of all, that Brazil has in the course of the crisis sold military 
equipment to Argentina, particularly three bandeirante aircraft -- 
surveillance aircraft, the most important item -- that I'm sure that we 
will be discussing our respective views of the current crisis in some 
considerable detail. I would doubt very much if the United States would 
suggest to Brazil any of the kinds of actions you indicate. 





Q In other words, you don't think we'll -- the U.S. will 
say -- give an opinion as to what Brazil ovght to do about arms sales 
to Argentina. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q To follow up on his question, isn't it true that the 
Brazilians also informed us they're cancelling a dinner that they had 
once planned, a reciprocal dinner after the state dinner, because of the 
Falkland Islands dispute? 


‘ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was no reciprocal 
dinner. ° 


Q What do you mean by “given the circumstances," that -- 
when you answered Don's first question in cutting short the visit? 
You say, given the circumstances, he would prefer to return earlier. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One day earlier. 


Q What does “given the circumstances" -- 


MORE 
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s the phrase that 
made and I think that’s «a 
Brazilians. We took it to mean that, 

Malvinas crisis now which has occupied all 

a very substantial degree for the last month. 

Q 


Do you intend to resume military cooperation with 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 


Q Do you intend to resume military cocperation with 
Brazii? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have now a 
form of military cooperation which consists in quite a lot of high- 
level consultation among our military; for example, Chief of Staff 
David Jones was just down in Brasilia. 
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We have also, regularly each year, joint military exercises with 
Brazil, and some very limited exchanges. I do not perceive any 
immediate change in that pattern. Although, I am sure that this 
is something that will be looked at in the course cf the next 
several years. But certainly not at the immediate moment. 


Q You do not foresee it, because you don't want 
it, or because the Brazilians don't want it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this is a 
question which hasn't really ever been -- since the start of this 
administration -- locked at in detail with the Brazilian administration. 
And certainly not that we do not want it. But the current situation 
is one in which Brazil has developed, not only a very important 
armed forces, but a very important defense industry. The situation 
is not nearly as pressing, in terms of need of cooperation, as it 
may have been in the past. In other words, this is an item which 
has not been raised, so far, by either side as an important item 
on their agenda. 


Q Would you ask the Brazilians to take a more active 
role in the Malvinas crisis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Brazil has been 
in touch with all of the main countries concerned and in the 
hemisphere I believe, as has the United States in the course of 
this. Right at the moment, the issue, of course, centers very 
much in New York, the mediation effort of the Secretary General. 
Both Brazil and the United States strongly support that effort. 

And I would imagine that would be the focus of our talks at this 
moment. 


Q Could I -- I have a question since there aren't 
any more. You said, in your introduction, that there are still some 
scars on U.S.-Brazilian relations. What are the problems, what 
sort of scars, in which areas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you will recall 
that, in 1977 in reaction to United States policies expressed in the 
area of human rights and nuclear non-proliferation, that Brazil 
cancelled its bilateral military cooperation agreement with the 
United States. I think that the feelings then, resentments on both 
sides at that time, could properly be called scars. We have come 
a long way since then. And I think that the two countries are far 
closer than they were then and have much better cooperation and 
communication. But I think that all of us are aware that we've been 
through a very difficult period. 


Q Is that military, bilateral commitment still non- 
existent? You mentioned there were exercises that we conducted with 
them. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this was a 
military cooperation agreement which included arrangements for 
very substantial amounts of reciprocal training as well as reciprocal 
access to military trade and technology. And that is -- 


Q -- is still cancelled? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. 

Q Yes. 

Q Following up on his question, you mentioned the 
non-proliferation question. Is there any outstanding issue in this 


field between the United States and Brazil? And will it be 
discussed here in the next day or two? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether 
it will be discussed. There was a difficult issue in the course 
of last year, which was resolved to mutual satisfaction during the 
Vice President's visit to Brazil in October. And there are not, 
currently, urgent questions in the nuclear field to be resolved. 


Q Is Brazil a signer of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will take one 
last question. 


* @Q Do you see any possibility of collaboration 
between Brazil and the United States on the long-term security 
of the South Atlantic? And can this be discussed during this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I'm sure that 
the long-term factors -- strategic questions in the South Atlantic, 
the coherence and effectiveness or the inter-American system, the 
importance which I think we both attach to our continuing relations 
with Argentina -- over time all of these will be the subjects of 
detailed and searching discussion. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd like to welcome the 
Brazilian journalists who are with us and let you all know that tomorrow 
there will be a background briefing -- short read-out on the meeting 
between the two Presidents. And you're welcome to attend thst following 
tomorrow's arrival ceremony and meeting. 


Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:28 A.W. EDT 
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TUE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Presse Cesretery 





SENIOR ADUINIGTRATION OFFICIAL 
OM PRESIDENT FIGUEIREDO'S VISIT 


May 12, 1982 
The Briefing Room 


12:38 DK, gor 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: The two Presidente 
met slone with interpreters et the etert of the meonaer © spesepetene, 
for some 30 minutes, And following that, they were by the 
Vice President end fecretery Haig, Foreign Minister sreisg, Generel 
Venturini, other senior officials from the Brazilian site, 


Subeoquensiy - there wae @ lerger meeting which ineluded 
senior economic officials on both sides, And, finally, the twa 
Presidents met with @ group of Brasilien end American businesemen 
interested in the development of trede and investment between the two 
countries end spent some 16 minutes with then, 


The focus of much of the conversation inthe Oval Office 
was on the current orisis in the Palklend Islands or the Melvines 
Ielaends with the two Presidents very aongerne4 for the immediate 
se-esteblishment of @ -- both of then cupeooenny theits support for 
Resolution $02, the United Nations’ Security Couneil Fesolution edopted 
et the etert of the orisis; their support for the mediation effort 
undertaken by the Secretary General of the United Nations, At the 
present time, they hope for a very early solution to the problem in 
which there would be neither vietors nor defeated on either side but 
the honorable end just requirements of both sides could he met, 


Q Who eaid that? “Weither vietors nor --" 


mon Q Could you repest that, plesse? "But the honorable --" 


Q “- and just -- 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL) "am and just requirements 
of both sides could be met, 


9 "Neither victors nor defeated"? 

Q Who said that? 

SENIOR ADMIWIGTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- 

Q Who 4id say that? Could you tell us -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the «- following the -- 
perhaps I could gome back to -- 


i) Okay, 


GENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Following the 4iseussion 
of the Malvinas Islands, there was @ discussion of the Hiddle Rast and 
of Africa, Secretary Haig reviewed the three current crisis in the 
Middle Bast -- Lebanon, the Iran-Iraq orisie, and the West bank situation, 
—* increased activity, diplomatic activity in regard to ah} 
ree, 


The Brasilien President reviewed Bragilian Middle East 
policy -- the ties that Brasil has with both Larsel and Arab countries; 
the nature of their relationship with Iran and Iraq, The conversation 
then moved to Africa where Becretary Haig described in detail the 
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And the third was protection affecting exports by Brasil to industrialised 
countries 66 &@ whole. Ané Minister Del Fim Neto gave a detailed 
explanation of the point of view of Srasil on these stions; 

saying that are a11 linked by the need for Brasil to be able 

bg = 9h Mi order to sustain its rate of growth in the face of the 


The United Statee -- there was an sopereensty to discuss 
in response, aeeee the question of graduation; saying it was not 
for ws 6 stion teying to exclude developing countries from 

the facilities of the Bank, but rather to make sure that, at «4 
time of limited availability of funds, the poorest qeverenses countries 
had @ full tunity to make use of these faciiities. that 

We were gure that 6 pragmatic compromise could be arrived at in 

which there would be no automatic cut-offs. 


Ae with regard to sugar, the President pointed out that 
the sugar policy of support prices had been imposed the ress 
by Slation, that it had not been an administration proposal. 
And that the quotes that had been applied recently were required in 
order to maintain the integrity of that mary noted that, 
although the quotas diminished the quantity of sugar that could be 
exported to the United States, t would have the effect of increasing 
ae _— that would be paid for it. And thus there would be an 
offset. 


Now, I think we are basically -- 
Q Who said there would be no victors or defeated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was a phrase of 
President Fiqueiredo. 


Q And what did President Reagan say in response 
to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there was 
qeneral agreement that there must be a resolution of this crisis 
acceptable to both sides, and with which both can live. 


G Well, was there any raising of the fact that 
Argentina is being helped by Brasil, while we are just paying lip 
service to helping Britain? 


GENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot to my knowledge; 
that was not discussed in detail. 


Q why didn't President Reagan bring up the Falklands 
in his opening remarks at 411. I mean, he completely ignored -- 


Q Question? 


Q Why didn't Reagan talk about the Falklands? 

. At all. 

. At all. 

Q Me didn't make any reference -- 

Q Publicly. ° 
Q -- in the opening, welcoming remarks. 
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GENIOR ADMINIGTRAION OFFICIAL: Well, this is a visit 
which is @ cultivation of bilateral relations between two very 
important countries, the first visit in eleven years of « Brasilian 
President here. We have a great desl cf business to do, and « 
relationship which is ongoing, which of course goes weg beyond the 
crisis of moment. I don't think that either President would wish 
to put this visit under the framework of an immediate crisis 
situation. Although clearly, they have to discuss that in detail. 


Q Well, you said that the focus on much of the 
conversation in the Oval Office was on this crisis. 


Q Right. 
GENIOR ADMINGTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes; inevitably. Sut the 


wseee as a whole of course is not motivated by that or focused on 





ie) Well, did he deliberately leave it out of his 
opening remarks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the -- it did not seem 
appropriate to, in welcoming an old friend, concentrate on the 
momentary crisis. 


Q You said that President Reagan explained our sugar 
policy, price supports and quotas. Did the Brasilien President 
complain about the new quotas? 


GENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Brasilien President 
raised this as a matter of importance to Brasil, one of the three issues 
that he raised. 


Q Importance in what way? Could you spell this out 
for us? 


- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He stated it was a matter 
of concern and importance. 
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Q Concern -- the quotes were & matter of concern. 
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Q What's the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was: 
"Did the Brasilian President complain about the sugar quotas?" And 1 
said: “He raised it as a matter of concern and importance to Brasil," 


Q What ie our view about Brazil's democracy, end about 
any suppression and human rights policy? 
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Rey Bate, Be SEP Hiese HUCRSENS GOS CEE antes 


Ae you 
) tm the '706 have, in fect, éisappeares, 


Q You mean *ne people, of the proklen? iLeughter,) 
SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: The problee has 


Q Because in the lete ‘766 & lot of Brasilien people 
were 4isappesring, 


Q Ie thet because of Jimey Carter? 


GENTOR ADMLWIGTRATION OFFICIAL: The problem hes -- no 


longer exiete, end obebl 4 to get yourselves, you know 
somewhat better informe shout’ whe ie vosiiy happening’ ib Brasil. 


Q That's why we're asking the questions, 
GEWIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, then, take the 


Q Wow shout Bast-West relations? Were they brought up? 
LEMIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, the -- 

4 What? whet? 

4 Reat-West, 


SENIOR ADKIWIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there wae not @ time 
for a detailed discussion shout -- 


4) Nothing et e117 
GEWIOR ADMIWIGTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 
Q Nothing et 0117 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, It had heen 
intended, but we did not get to it, 


Q Did you mean to leave the impression that there was 
otape & polite exchange of -- on the Falklands, simply soy ing we 
bo Lene for @ peaceful resolution, without any diseuesion of the 
aid that each side ia giving to -- 


SEWIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I mean to leave the 
impression thet there was @ detailed discussion of the teeues involved 
in the Falklands end in the negotiations between the two sides, but 
I do not wish to go into -- given the fact that the mediation is now 
at 6 oritiosl point, te go into the details of that discussion, 


Q Was there any talk shout the implications for the 
inter-Amerioan relations and inter-American syetem of the U,8, eoming 
out on the Britian side in the Falkland erisia while the Brazilians 
and others have come out on the other side? 


GENTOR ADMIWIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wall, the -- in the 
conversation, the two Presidents recognised that they had 4ifferent 
positions on the underlying situation; thet is te say, on the validity 
of the claims made by both sides, But that -- our overriding soncern 
wae the re-establishment of peace and the non-use of force to sulve 
conflicts, eo that, I think, te very clearly established with « very 
broad framework of common agreement on that one, 





' Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


—¢ o  € 


Q What about the inter-American system, though, and its -- 


i 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In regard to the inter- 
American system, the Brazilian President made clear that the United 
States should look towards Latin America and see each individual 
country in its own individuality and treat it as such. The President 
remarked that -- as he had in his speech to the Organization of American 
States, that he'd always had a vision of close bonds between South 
America and North America and that he agreed that, perhaps, one reason 
it had not been realized as fully in the past as it could have been 
was, perhaps, a tendency to treat all of Latin America, on the part of 
the United States, as a unity rather than seeing the individualities 
of each country. And they agreed on this approach. 


Q Can I ask you why -- what the significance is of you 
calling them the Malvinas instead of the Falklands? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I used both words, 
Falklands and Malvinas Islands. 


Q Well, in your first reference -- 
What did the President mean when he discussed -- 


Q Excuse me, excuse me. In your first reference you 
did use both, but in your second you chose only Malvinas. Are you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we -- the -- 
Q Are you trying to have it even-handed, or what do you -- 


Q Both ways -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the American 
officials, in speaking of the islands, usually refer to them as the 
Falklands, and Portuguese and Spanish speakers refer to them as 
Malvinas. 


Q We once had a problem with Brazil's attempt to buy 
breeder reactors from Europe. Bring me up to date, if you will, on 
that. What is our present view of Brazil's attempt to come into the 
atomic age? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the United States 
has sold an atomic nuclear power plant to Brazil, which is now in 
Operation. It has received its first fuel load from Europe, and the -- 
we are currently entirely satisfied that safeguards are being applied 
to that United States reactor. 


Q Brazi*. is a member of the international organization 
that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q Could you say in the discussion on the Falklands 
whether President Reagan asked or suggested to President Figueiredo 
that he use his good offices with the Argentinians to modify their 
position somewhat on the sovereignty issue in order to facilitate 
the negotiations at the United Nations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really wouldn't like 
to enter into that degree of detail on the conversation. 


MORE 
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As I say, tney were very much agreed that there must be 
an early solution and there were grave dangers if the crisis continued. 


Q Was there any discussion of the arms sales from 
Brazil to Argentina, in this situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not to my knowledge. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ann, do you still have a 
question? No? Amando? 


Q Did the President ask the Brazilians to use their 
good offices in Angola, and, two, so that Brazil would get into this 
process of Namibia, as Cuban troops involved, and all that, was there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't -- the two 
countries have been in very close consultation on their African policy as 
the effort to solve the Namibian problem has gone on, and that -- we 
compared, indeed, our positions and activities, but there were no sug- 
gestions of additional steps to be taken. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Take two more questions 
here. Okay. 


Q Did they talk about Central America? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not to my knowledge. 

Q Did they talk about the north-south -- 

Q North-south dialogue? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, President 
Figueiredo referred to that in his opening remarks, but there did not 


appear to be time to pursue it here. 


Q The President of Brazil made, though, several remarks 
about the negative things. Do you consider his speech a soft one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I consider his speech 
to be a very direct and open speech by the Brazilian representative. 


Q Are you saying that there are no political prisoners 
in Brazil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm saying that the human 
rights abuses of the kind that were referred to have disappeared. 


Q But are there any political prisoners in Brazil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question as to whether 
they are political prisoners or not, according to whose definition, is 
still to some degree being debated, but is regarded as a very minor 
question now. A very substantial restoral of civil liberties in Brazil. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I make one more com- 
ment? I would like just to reflect the, I think, exceptional cordiality 
and warmth of these conversations. The two Presidents obviously got on - 
very well together and pointed that out to their ministers and to each 
other a number of times. Thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:58 P.M. EDT 
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@: OWE OF IME TURKIZH DIPLOMATS INDICATED TO ME THAT 
THERE WAVE SEEM SOME RECENT PROBLEMS GETWETH TURKEY and 
THE SOVIET UNIOH, WHICH WE THOUGHT YOU WOULD want TO 
DISCUSS. 10 BE VERY SPECIFIC, | DON'T KNOW WAT WE IS 
REALLY TALAING ABOUT. OC YOU HAVE ANY IDEA? 


A: YES, 1 Thiwn IT'S THE QUESTION OF TERRORICN. SOVIET 
SUPPORT OF cRMENIAN ITPRORICH aD TERRORIGN AT LANGE. 

1 AM AHXIOQUS 10 HLaR WHAT THEY HAVE 10 Say On THIT 
SUBJECT. 


@: Wial ARE YOU GOING 10 SaY witW GREECE PUTS IME BITE 
Ow YOu 10 ISSUE SOME CORT OF A CIATEMENT TO DIS IUADE 
THEIR ANXIETIES abOUT TURAEY........ 


A: WELL, | THIWh THESE 1SlUES WAVE BEER--O% InaT 
PARTICULAR TUBJECT--DC ALT WITH IM RECENT WELAS AnD APE 
LARGELY SETTLED. hat’ mY Owl FEELING. wt ARE 18 « 
WATO SLLIANCE, TMC MOMSINS OF WISH ARF PLAYING aGarvcT 
THE SOVIET THREAT. 


Q: WHAT 15 IWE STAIUS OF THE BaSE WEGOTIATIONS? 


A: YOU aNOw THE GEST way TO DEAL WITH THIS 15 PROWRESS 
1M THE APial OF DIFFC RENCE BVETWEEN TWO FRIEWDS AnD 
MLLICS wD THAT 1. BELT ACHIETED THROUGH DILculC SIONS 
BLIWCEN IME PARTIES. 


QO: timaudiBLe) 
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m1 THEIR ete OVeR CONTRIBUTIONS oD THe ik Bncic 
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SECTO OOCTS 62 OF 33 1800772 
PERFORMANCE OF THE GRECK GOVLRUNINE HAL MORE Thrall 
JUSTIFIED THE WISDOU OF IHalT KPFROACH. IHi PePaNDRE ADU 
GOVERMENT Caf I8TO ALL THIS WITH CERTAIN PRE-ELECIORAL 
OBJECTIVES Thal Wave BELN SCALED DOWN aiil MODERSIED 1h 
ACTUAL PRACTICE AWD GREECE REMAINS A GOOD alLY AND A 
GOOD FRIEND. 


bal DO YOU CAPECT THE GASE DEALS 10 BE REKEWED CSSEWTIALLY 
AS IWEY ARE? 


A: WO, 1 THIWK EVERY TIME TWESE AGREEMENTS ARE REWC MLD 
1M ALL COUNTRIES WHERE WE MavE CUCH AGREEMENTS, IT 15 
WECESSARY TO RESHAPE THEM 18 ACCORDANCE Wilh CONTEMPORARY 
IMPERATIVES. 


1: THEN THERE 1S WO QUESTION THAT IME BASES WILL REMAIN? 


A: WO, | THIWK THESE TALAS WILL START SOOM. THEY WERE 
SORT OF WELD 1M ABEYANCE BECAUSE OF THE ELECTORAL 
CHANGES TO ALLOW THE NEW GOVERNMENT TO Gtl IW AND GET 
ITS FEET Of THE GROUND. 


Q: 15 YOUR POSITION THAT THC SOVICTS ARE BEHIND THE 
ARMEWIAN TURRORISH ATTACKS? 


A: WO, | THINK THE TURKS ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THAT. | 
TREATED iT A LITTLE LIGHTLY BECAUSE IT 1S VERY SENSITIVE, 
BUT BOB ALHED ME wm QUETTION. THEY aRE OF COURLE VERY 
CONCERTO wCOUl THE TERROWICN If UEMLRaAL. THEY VE BLEW 
PLAGUED CY iT INTERMALLY. IMEY VE BROW HT THAT UNDER 
CONTROL, CHT | DOM 1 Have TO TLLL VOM, THERE weve BEEN 
VOREICH Gist OMals auOchdd OFF, HOT TY 1 CUR Cun 
COUNIRY, CUT WORLD-WIDE. 


0: 00 YOU IHIT THAT YOUNG ARM Niall Thal KILLED THE 
TURKISH DIFLOMal OUT IN CALIF ORNi a MaY Mave Had JONE 
COnMNIST COMMECTIONS? 


A: 1 DON'T ARCH TNE ANTKER 10 IMaT. | Mave WO 
EVIDENCE OF 11. WE ANGW Thal THE wRINIAN MOVEMENT 15 
BATED 1M THE MIDDLE EAsT. SYRIA. 


0: WHERE DO WE STAND ON Thal TURKISH REQUEST FOR THE 
WHOLE wih FORCE MODERNIZATION PEOURAM? 
3. “TURKEY WIGH LEVEL 


A: WE'VE Wad A VERY SUCCESSAFm, Uv. 
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‘THERE ARE SEVERAL QUORUMS. THERE IS A 


JOINT™commMISSTDN (INAUDIBLE) IGH LEVEL DEFENSE 
GROUP wHICH IS A TECHNICAL TERM. ~ THAT'S UNDER THE 
AUSPICES OF DOD, ALTHOUGH wE PARTICIPATE. THERE, 

WERE MORE REALISTIC ASSESSMENTS ON THE AIRCRAFT 
MODERNIZATION QUESTION. LOOr ING AT HIGH.LOW MIXES, 
RATHER THAN ALL HIGH. TALKING COSTS. 


CG: (INAUDIBLE) 


A: ABOUT 16 AND 18, OR FSGS. COMBINATION 16, 18 WITH 
FSGS IS WiAT WE CALL A HIGH’LOW MIX IN (INAUOIGLE) COSTS. 


OG: DO OUR PERSONAE IN TURFEY PLAY A ROLE IN VERIFICATION 
OF THE STAFF TRAINING (tINAUOIGLE). 


A: NO OUR FACILITIES IN TURFEY ARE PRIMARILY NATO RELATED, 


PRIMARILY NATO. WE’ VE HAD SOME (INAUDIBLE) OIFFICULTIES. 
ALL OF WHICH HAVE BEEN RESOLVED. 


QO: DURING THE IRAN SITUATION? 


A: NO, REALLY OURING THE EMB“RGO YERION WE WERE SUFFERING 
CONGRESSIONAL PROWIBITION Gm MIL ITAR SYSTEM INSTALLATIONS 
TO TuwreY. OURING THE GHEEr.-TUR! ISH CONTROVERSY OVER 


CYPRUS. 


OC: IS THERE ANY NEWS FROM THE SOUTH ATLANTIC TODAY, 
OR vV.N.? 


A: (INAVOIBLE). END TEXT. HAIG 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE VISIT OF KING HASSAN II OF MOROCCO 


May 17, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
10:35 A.M. EDT | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. King 
Hassan II, the King of Morocco, will arrive on Tuesday at 4:00 p.m. 
He will stay at Blair House. He will meet with the President on 
Wednesday for a working visit and there will be a working luncheon 
hosted by the President. There will be a dinner that evening but not 
soe by the White House. It will be given by the ambassador of 
rocco. 


There will be a horseback ride with the King and the 
President, one of the highlights of the visit. 


Q Where? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't decided yet 
how to handle the photo opportunities concerning that but we'll certainly 
let you know well in advance. 


Q When will that be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Everyone's interested 
in that part. 


Q -- or a donkey. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll come back to that 
later. 


The King will meet with people on the Hill and other 
members of the Cabinet on the following day on Thursday. He will be 
departing on Friday from Andrews to New York City. 


I think -- let me turn to my colleague and let him comment 
on the substance and we may come back to the issues concerning the 
horseback ride. (Laughter.) It's a big issue. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll make some brief 
comments and then field your questions. 


The visit takes place in the context of 200 years of 
good relations between the United States and Morocco. It will give 
the President the opportunity to meet personally with a respected 
and moderate leader of a country which belongs to both Africa and 
the Middle East. 


The invitation to the King demonstrates the determination 
of the administration tosolidify its relations with its traditional 
friends. 


We expect the discussions to cover the Middle East, the 
OAU, and the Western Sahara; bilateral cultural relations, bilateral 
economic relations, and bilateral security concerns. 


On the Middle East, we will describe to the King the 

efforts we have under way and we expect to have a good dialogue with 

a Middle Eastern leader whose views we respect. We will discuss the 
prospects of the OAU mediation efforts on the Western Sahara and seek 
to discover ways to keep that process going in spite of the unfortunate 
seating of the Polisario -- the political arm of the polisario, the 
so-called “Sahara Democratic Arab Republic” at an administrative OAU 
meeting a couple of months ago. 


MORE 











oe < C 
=> 2 —s 
Q Could you give us a little background on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 


Q -- again, please, sir -- unfortunate seating of 
> " who? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The so-called “Sahara 
Democratic Arab Republic” at an OAU meeting a couple of months ago. 
Let me go through and I'll come back. 


Q Fine. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When Secretary Haig was 
in Marrakech in February, he signed with Foreign Minister Boucetta 
an agreement establishing a bi-national cultural commission and we 
hope to exchange implementation documents during this visit. 


As you know, the Moroccan economy is experiencing some 
difficulties most recently as a result of the disastrous drought. 
We expect to have discussions on economic questions. 


Inthe security field, I would expect that we would resume 
discussions of U.S. interest in obtaining access to certain facilities 
in Morocco for possible emergency use of American airlift for contingencies 
further to the east. This is in the context of the Southwest Asian 
security concerns that we have. 


We do not envisage any American base nor do we envisage 
assigning American personnel on a permanent basis to Morocco. Would 
you like me to go back to the Saharan issue? 

Q For one sec so we know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, let me put this 
into some perspective. In June of 1981, the King of Morocco made a 
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peace proposal at an OAU summit meeting in Nairobi. That summit 
meeting endorsed his proposal for a cease fire and a referendum 
And it also rejected the seating of the political arm of the 
Polisario, which is called the Saharan Democratic Arab Republic, 
SDAR. 


Since that time, there have been a couple of mini- 
summits and other senior-level OAU meetings dealing with the 
implementation of the approved OAU peace initiative, which was 
essentially that proposed by King Hassan. Unfortunately, a couple 
of months ago in a little known -- little noticed administrative 
conference of the OAU held at the OAU permanent headquarters in 
Addis Ababa, the Secretary General of the OAU admitted to membership 
in that conference the SDAR. This has lead to a lot of turmoil 
within this organization. 


* 


Q When was that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A couple of months 
ago. I do not have the exact date. Do you know the exact date 
as to when the -- 

Q A couple of months what? 

Q Ago. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ago. 


Q And the Secretary General is who -- from what 
country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ethiopia. I don't 
know whether the meeting was there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know. 
Q What is the peace proposal for? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the peace 


proposal -- 

Q Who's fighting whom? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 

Q I mean, is this a civil war we are talking about 
or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you aware of the 
war in the Sahara? 


Q No. (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, okay. Let me move 
back. 


Q Move back, please. 

Q Move them up from the Falklands. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This has been going on -- 
Q You are aware of the war in the Sahara -- 

Q Come on. 











€ C 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You will have to 
check my exact dates. 


Q They've got to be pulling your leg. 


_ ane SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But do you know about 
t 


Q No, we don't. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. In 19 == 
7 the Spanish Sahara was a matter of controversy -- decolonialization 
controversy in the OAU and North Africa in the early '70's. 1 
believe it was late '74, early '75 that Spain held a meeting with 
' the Moroccan and Mauritanian governments -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘73. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Was it '73? When did 


Franco die? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘75. 

Q Well, it's a bit questionable? (Laughter.) 

Q Is he still alive -- 

Q Did you watch Saturday Night Live? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And turned over 
administrative control of the Sahara to these two countries -- 
to Morocco and Mauritania. Now, initially there was a Polisario 


organization, which was supported also by Morocco in the fight 
for decolonialization of the Sahara. 





Q Is Polisario a generic word? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is the military. 
It may mean a lot of things. It may be an acronym. But I have 
never taken the time to find out. 
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Q Sut in this context, it's a military -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a military, 
. guerilla organization, which is headquartered in the large refugee 
r city, I guess by this time, of Tindouf in Algeria. And it is from 
this sanctuary, if you will, that the Polisario, armed essentially 
by Libya and Algeria, has carried on this armed struggle in the 
Sahara. 
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G And they had originally waged war against Spain? 
Or guerrilla war <= 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, at @ very lew level, 
They were a factor, At that time, I'd say an isritant, perhaps 
another reason why the Spaniards -- 


Q In other words, struggling egainst Meroeco and 
Mauritania? 


GENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, the Mauritanians 
sort of took themselves out of this. Again, a couple of years ago, 


GENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: '79, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘79, They == And basieaslly 
the battle is between the Polisario on the ground and the Moroccans, 
However, if you saw the King's interview in today's , he says 
when you speak Polisario you really must say Libya « qeria, And 
that's true insofar as their main supporters are Libyan and Algerian. 


Q What is theis agendu, the Polisario? 


GEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the best that I oan 
Getermine, it's a free Saharan state in that part, some or al] of that 
part currently occupied Morocco and originally turned over from 
Spain to these two countries. 


Q What ie the current military contribution to Morocco 
in all of this? Given our -- 


GENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ie that the same question 
you were asking, 8111? 


Q I'm asking, what ie U.&. policy toward the eventual 

SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: All eight, Let me -- 

Q -- in the Western Sahara? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as military policy, 
we've had « longstanding military aseietance program with the Moroccans 
and we still do. Last year, our official FMB assistance to Morocco 


was in the nature of 630 million. We had asked for about $100 million 
this year. 


outcome -- 


Q Well, te there something unofficial? You stressed, 
"official FMB -- " 


GENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, There are commercial 
sales as well. This ie == I don't know, I'm not prepared today to -- 


Q Are there any requests, current requests for partioular 
kinds of equipment or planes or anything else that's pending? 


GENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, it's nothing 
that's wildly controversial. I think it's more of the same, We have 
been modernizing the Moroccan armed services, working with them for 
some time, I'm not aware of -- it's things that they have, 


Q “= assisting Morocco or do we view this as funding 
Qaddafi? What ie our -- 


GENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me put it into 
our policy of Morocco. We support Morocco as a, not only a traditional 
friend, but a very staunch associate in the efforts to maintain stability 
and security in Africa, 
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in thie respect, it was the Moroccans who twice stabiiised 
faire, a6 you reeail, 


Now, let me on on this, what is our view towards this 
whele eonfiiet. We de see it a8 & war which can be won by either 
side, The Pelisario eannet defeat the Moroccans and we don't see the 
Mereceans a6 finally finiehing off the Polisaric. 


There is a risk of a wider war in that area the longer this 
oes on. f mentioned to you that the headquarters of the organisation is 
fn Algeria, The whole world knows this. 


Q The head of the Polisario? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: The headquarters and the 
Logietios: base and probably training areas. 


Q is there a «= danger that Morocco might try to 
strike «- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there has been 
this danger, The danger recedes when the situation on the ground in the 


Sahara stabilises, t'm not suggesting this. t'm trying to give you 
some background, 


When the Polisario introduced some sovhisticated new 
weapons into the area, we helped the Moroccans. 


Q What hind of weapons? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sophisticated Soviet 
surface to air missiles, GA-68. And we have made very clear that we're 
qoing to maintain the balance there. 


Wow, our aim is to 
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Support a political solution. 


t-mentioned to you we did not believe that this conflict can 
be resolved by mili means by either side. There is always a danger 
of escalation, al -- and this is very complicated -- in the last 
ror two, Gespite the fact that the Polisaric is heacquartered in 
inédouf, which is in Algeria, there is a new look in Algerian policy 
which suggests that the two countries can find a way to settle their 
Gifferences and live in peace. 


The key issue here is the Algerians demand in the OAU that 
Morocco negotiate with the Polisaric and the Moroccan refusal to do that 
on the grounds that it is a regional issue, and the Polisaric would not 
exist unless you had the support from the Algerians, Libyans and others. 


Q On the issue raised of access to airlift facilities, 
| aa to assume that that is in line with our deployment force 
paans ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It does not have any 
relevance for the northwest African theatre. Well, that's important to 
underline because there is a lot of <= there are other people who are 
trying to create problems for us -- 


Q Do you expect an agreement to be signed during his 
visit here on access? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. Discussions 
will certainly take place. I would expect that before any final 
agreements were to be signed, you'd need more in the nature of technical 
talk, which could follow agreements or discussions here. We have an 
ys eee | in principle when we were in Morocco in February, which we 
announced. 


Q What's -- what's the Moroccan relationship with Israel 
at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think it's -- 
you can't talk about @ Moroccan relationship with Israel because of the 
political culture in which Morocco operates. I would describe Morocco 
as continuing to be in the forefront of those Arab countries that have 
made clear that the solution to mony of the problems in the Middle East 
is a real peace between Israel and ite Arab neighbors. 


Well, what it the U.S. position on the Jerusalem 
Committee that Hassan heads? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Jerusalem 
Committee is an organ of the Islamic Conference, as I recall, and we 
don't have any position on it. That's a matter for them. 

You know why he is the head of the Jerusalem Committee? 

Q No. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he is the <= of all 
the living descendents of the prophet Mohammed, he has the closest claim. 
That's the rationale for his being the head of the Jerusalem Committee. 

Q Do we view -- 


Q “= on the eccess rights -- I can't remember. Are 
there two bases in question here that we would like access to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have looked at two -- 
the question <= but I can't tell you right now if we're interested in 
two or whether we're considering the choice between the two as the best 
one from our point of view for this access. 

Q “= principal didn't specify that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q They bought the former U.S. bases, right? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe so. 


oj Two questions: first, has Morocco supplied any 
support for the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In keeping with every 
other Arab country, Morocco supports the PLO politically. 


Q Materially? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I doubt this. This gets 
oo to a question of resources. Morocco is not a aeey rich country and 
s a tremendous drain on its resources with the war in the Sahara. 


Q Secondly, to what degree, from wherever they get their 
support, is the Polisario the view that is, by some -- as waging « 
legitimate war for independence in the Sahara? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this depends upon 
your definition. And there are those who claim that. The Algerians 
will claim this. 


Q As I understand it, Morocco's only claim to the 
territory is that Spain wanted out and wanted a convenient -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. You have to go back 
into history. And there are claims, not only Moroccan claims, but now 
we're talking about Moroccan claims to territory that go back hundreds 
and hundreds of years. 
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This is one of those. Wow, let me say, gost so you understand, that 
this te not Hasean's war, if will, re i@ & consensus on this 
war, on the righteousness of Korocco's cause in Moroces, And, 
ironically, when the King made his pr al last June in Wairohi, 

he had trouble with his sition -- socialiat opposition; se 
that you don't have « left-right eplit on this Lesue, 


Ané one of his problems is not getting too far out shead 
of his own opinion, which he <= he did when made thie peace initiative, 
Wow, let me say & word about this peace initiative, There are those 
who say Morocco doesn't mean it; ‘ll never follow through, To me, 
that's very self-serving -- end I've said this to the people whe heave 
eaié that -- because unless the OAU ie given an opportunity te try 
to solve this issue on the basis of the plan appesves hy OM 
Summit, the key, in my view, ie that the 1974 Spanish census will ke 
the basis for determining who should vote -- unless you have that 
rtunity, put the Moroccans, if you will, to the teat, it's 
ridiculous to sey we're not going to go ahead because it can't work, 


Q Does the Hassan plan contemplate any division 
of thie territory, any recognition that the Polisarios are part of 
the Western Sahara -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It contemplates « 
raferendum, the nature of which would have to be worked out by the -- 


Q And a referendum run by whom? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, internationally 
eupervised, This is «- 


Q The OAU or <- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the OAU, fut 
it's internationally supervised, It's everything that people 
told us they wanted to have in the last several years, 


Q How many people live in that area of the Western 
Sahara -- 


SENIOR ADAINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot too many, and there 
have been some -- in 1974 the Spaniards took the best possible census 
ou can take in an essentially nomadic area and came up with ahout 
5,000 people, 


Ie thiaea etruggle for independence, or are there 
untapped reserves, O11, what have you? 


- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we''e got phosphates 
there, 


Q Phosphates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, It'a -- it's not 
really a struggle for resources, in my view, It's more @ nationaliat 
emotional iasue, 


Q Could I ask you one question about the OAU initiative? 
Ien't Libya echeduled to take over the chairmanship this year? And 
what effect will that have in terme of implementing Hasean's peace 
initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Well, no one oan anewer 
our question, Bill, with any precision, Obviously «- it's our view «- 
{ mean, thie ie a decision for the Africans to make ~~ but it's our view 

that not much good can come out of Libyan initiatives, based on 
past track record, whether Qaddafi is the head of the OAU oF not, 
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The extent to which the Saharan issue will be influenced by the 
President of the OAU -- the new President of the OAU, seems to me, 
would be determined by what was ongoing at the time he assumed his 
presidency. My guess is that if you were able to start the implementa- 
tion of the OAU plan, the new presidency would not have any material 
impact on it. 


Q You mentioned the hundred million dollars. That is 
military benefits. Right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's FMS. 
Q And you also mentioned the New York Times story 


this morning. I think in there they mentioned that -- I guess maybe 
it was a House committee that had cut that down by about a half. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What are their objections? Is it simply a lack of 
money, or do they feel we shouldn't be giving this much military 
aid in such a volatile area? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm at a loss to 
understand the action of the House committee. We've offered a classified 
briefing for the last six months, which has never been accepted. And 
there are many things you can't talk about in open session. We 
thought that the members of the committee who were supportive of greater 
action 
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on progress towards a negotiated solution would have been gratified 
by the initiative taken by the King, which was in the context of 
what we had been encouraging him to do for several years. 


Q Isn't this military aid -- the success of getting 
this $100 million some way tied in with our use, access to bases 
for the Rapid Deployment Force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it is not. 
Q The two are not linked? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The two are not linked. 


Q I have two questions, here. First of all, tripling 
the military sales, FMS credits, and signing an agreement so that we 
can introduce American military into the area in some context -- 
first question, does that lend ourselves to destabilizing the situation 
in that area? Secondly, what does this do to our fledgling relationship 
we're experiencing with Algeria after the Iranian hostages situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the two issues 
that you raise have to be separated. 


Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our military assistance 
to Morocco is designed to enable the Moroccans to provide for their 
legitimate self-defense needs, including to defend themselves in the 
Sahara. The Moroccans are not initiating these attacks that you have 
down there. The second -- and in that sense, we believe this is a 
stabilizing rather than a destabilizing relationship and non-threatening 
to the Algerians or any of the other neighbors. 


You take a look at the military balance out there and I 
think you'll understand. The problem of contingency access to bases 
has nothing to do with Northwest Africa. It has to do with a possible 
need of staging through the RDF, frankly to the Gulf, which we believe 
in its way should be reassuring to many people even in North Africa. 


Now, on Algeria. We have made clear to the Algerians 
over and over again that we are -- remain grateful for their indispensable 
role in freeing the hostages. We have taken great pains to stay in 
touch with the Algerians, to talk to them, to explain our policies, 
and the fact of the matter is that we have differences with Algeria 
on policies -- not just on this issue but on a lot of Third World 
issues. 


We believe that the best way to deal with Algeria is 
to have a constant dialogue and where we disagree make clear that we 
both understand where and why. They're pretty tough-minded people. 


Q Could you go down that shopping list, the military 
shopping list on -- you say more of the same. Could we have some 
more details on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have to get you the 
list. 


Do you have any of this -- exactly what it is we are 
putting into the Moroccan -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The package -- the ° 
new one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, or the on-going’ 
modernization program. It -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAI: Basically, there's a 
lot of air defense radar. There are the 106 M60 tanks which remain 
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unfinanced. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they are still the A-l0s 
that they had approved but hadn't bought. 


= SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's basically more of 
things they have, nothing dramatically -- 


Q How could that not be threatening to the Algerians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have to take a look 
at what the Algerians have. 


Q But given the context of an on-going war, even if 
we are simply providing the balance -- equalize the situation, wouldn't 
it be threatening to those who are fighting against it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Algerians are not 
admitting that they're fighting against it. You have to understand 
the theology of this. 


Q For all our help to Morocco, are we now able to 
land any of our planes on their -- on our former bases there or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I suppose if there was 
an emergency somewhere that our planes would be able to come in. 


Q But right now there's no agreement that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no agreement. 
And when you go back into the history of this thing, we pulled out 
of Morocco. The Moroccans didn't throw us out. 


Q Why? To save money? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we decided at 
that point that we didn't need the bases. 


“Declassi fied for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 














. . o C C . 
- 13- 
Q Who decided that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. government, Bill. 


Q Carter or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no, before Carter. 
Can't blame everything on Carter. 


Q Although you'd love to. 
Q -- say Nixon? What was it? Johnson? Nixon? 


eign 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can get you the dates 
on these. Call my colleague and we'll get you the -- any details that 
you want to have. 


But we did this and we notified it and we said we didn't 
want contingency access and we didn't want to have teams come in and 
keep up. This is what we did. 


Q There was a report when Haig was shuffling back and 
forth between London and Buenos Aires that King Hassan had offered to play 
some kind of mediation role in the Falklands dispute. Was there any- 
thing to that? 


ne SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First time I've heard 
s. 


Q You've never heard that before? 


Q Economics. The country's not in very good shape 
economically. There have been some protests. There have been food 
riots. There have been some labor leaders who have been arrested. 
They've gotten from us around $300 million in CCC credits over the 
past year. 


Is the King likely to ask for additional CCC credits since 
the drought is continuing this year or what kind of economic assistance 
are we prepared to provide -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the drought broke. 
Am I wrong? Out there. I hope so. 
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Q Well, it's not much better. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The King will be discuss. .:g 
with us the economic problems and he, of course, would welcome any 
additional assistance that we could be forthcoming with, particularly 
if we can project it in a multi-year context for planting purposes. 


Now, I'm not talking about going up to the Hill and asking 
for five-year authorizations. That's not what we're talking about, but 
to look ahead in a variety of economic issues. 


Q ESF or something? Do they qualify for ESF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, ESF, 
qualifications is essentially a U.S.G. determination. That could 
be a possibility. And development assistance, PL~-4 80, maybe some 
ccc, try to put a package together. And we'll do our best. Our 
problem is that we're in a very tight budget year. 


Q Is there any concern about the political destabilizing ~ 
effect in Morocco, within Morocco, of this economic -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over time. And, of course, 
the friendly Arab countries have been heloing the King defray his 
expenses. And like many other Third World countries, he, or Morocco, 
finds itself in a bind between essential subsidies from the point of 
view of the governors of the country and those things that are most 
rational from an economic point of view. 


And I think the King was caught in this, he and his govern- 
ment, trying to work within it. 
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Obviously, no government willingly takes actions which 
lead to sugar or food riots. You know, there are limits beyond which 


you will want your friends to go. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:04 A.M. EDT 
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=a. SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I think the main points are pretty 
Swell stated in the communique. All five Ministers were there. We had 
'a very good meeting. There was unanimity on all the key points in 
‘terms cf where we are in this initiative. I think there is a strong 
f2elinc that we are anxious to continue to stick to our timetable which 
‘we have laid out from the beginning as leading to the beginning of 
‘implementation in 1982. That's a form of art, those words, and I 

‘want to make sure people are clear on it. 


When we say that we want to get a beginning of implementation, we are 
talking about implementation of UN Security Council Resolution 435 
which itself, takes many months to run. We are trying to get that 
process started in 1982. And we have said that from the beginning; 

we have said it since our Contact Group mission first tabled these 
proposals last September and October. We continue to believe, despite 
the delay that there has been on Phase I, that that is achievable, and 
we want to make certain that we achieve it. So that's what the words 
mean -- that middle paragraph there. 


I guess you could say that we have been delayed for several months on 

Phase I. Basically, the constitutional principles are agreed by every- 
body with the exception of the electoral law for the elections for the 
constitutent assembly, and that's the one issue we've been sticking on. 


As you know there were meetings this past ten days or so. U.S. meetings 
with the senior South African delegation in Geneva followed immediately 
by a Contact Group meeting at my level in Paris. If you want dates on 
that, the South African meetings were 10th and llth of May and Contact 
Group, 12th and 13th of May at the Africa directors level and then lead- 
‘ing right into the ministerial here. 
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So we have, as I said, a wide agreement, a unanimous agreement I would 
say, On where we are and what to do next to keep the process moving 
ahead. I think I'll stop there and take any questions you have. 


Q: Does SWAPO have objections to this electoral process? Will you get 
into that? 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. The frontline states and SWAPO met together in Dar 
Es Salaam on the 4th of May, having been presented with ideas approximately 
a month earlier, that were designed to meet their concerns about the 
electoral system. As a result of that meeting on the 4th of May, we 

were informed by SWAPO and the frontline jointly, that they continve 

to reject she cual electoral system <-- combined system that we have 
proposec which as been accepted by South Africa. 











Q: Isthere an alternative electoral formula? Or did they just reject 
the one you proposed? 


mem,SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. They have said that they would be prepared to 
‘accept either proportional representation outright, that is 100 per- 
‘cent proportional representation, or single member districts which is 
“the other possibility -- 100 percent single member districts. 


' to: What do the South Africans have to say about that? 


' “SENIOR OFFICIAL: We never presented those two alternatives to the 
South Africans. We have presented them the combined system. 


Q: (inaudible) -- were you better off? 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: This is an interesting phase because we are very -- 

we feel it's kind of a puzzling situation that so much emphasis will 

be placed on this one issue, and that it will be characterized as 
something that was unfair to SWAPO. That is certainly not its intention, 
and any analysis of the electoral possibilities in Namibia could 
demonstrate that it would not have that result. So our proposal remains on 
the table and we are exploring, obviously, the possibilities for moving 
this issue to a successful conclusion as rapidly as possible. We are 
determined to do so, and we expect to get into Phase II this month. 

So we believe that there are grounds to think that we can move ahead 
rapidly. 
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Q: When you speak of unanimity on what to do next --? 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. Within the five. 
Q: (inaudible) push ahead with this particular proposal? 


P SENIOR OFFICIAL: To push ahead with our effort. Yes. SWAPO has dug 
in on this particular proposal. 


Q: Do you think you can, (inaudible) SWAPO to a minimum persuasion? 
SENIOR OFFICIAL: We think that there are ways to deal with the 


problem, put it that way. That's as far as I can go. We think there 
are ways to deal with the problem. I'm not saying that we are asking SWAPO 











to reconsider yet again, this proposal has been on the table since 
January, and they have continued to reject it. 


Q Is there any objection within the Contact Group to doing 
ae either all proportional representation or either all (inaudible) 
member of inaudible)? 
A Within the Contact Group? 
-_ Q Yes. 


) A Well it isn't us. We don't have any hangups about any 
particular system. 


Q You said you haven't tried it? 


A We did not present it to the South Africans, our proposal 
Originally was the combined system. 


Q Supposing you were to present it to the South Africans 
(inaudible) okay with us? Is that just what you will do? 
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A But that isn't the point. 


The point is that we have a negotiation -- a 
very complex one -= with South Africans dealing with the internal 


parties on behalf of them, and in effect, Frontline States and 
SWAPO, we've got many different parties here. We put an idea 
forward. One side accepted it. So we are not, obviously, 

anxious to be in a posit.ion where we are going back to the one 
party that has accepted something and saying "Okay, unaccept it and 
consider something else." So we are not eager to do that. 





_——— ————— rl 


Q Well, you discussed this surely with the South Africans 
in you meeting a week ago today, would you say perhaps on DEEP 
F BACKGROUND whet.her the South Africans are interested in one or 
the other alternatives that you mentioned which have not been 
rejected by SWAPO? 


A The South Africans have not shown any interest in either 
one of the other two alternatives, we haven't, as I say, gone 
beyond our previous discussions. 


Q Are you trying to say that they are hostile toward the 
other types of proposals? 


A They feel that they have said "yes" to what we put forward. 
Q Are they ameanable to other ideas? 

A That's not for me to say. 
Q 


It's not clear to me how you expect to move rapidly 
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forward if the objective appears to be to try to change SWAPO's 
mind on this. 


A Our objective is to simply make clear to everybody, 
despite the apparent logjam, that we believe that there are strong 
grounds for optimism that thisthine can be brough to a conclusion 
in 1982, that we can get aimplementation undemay in ‘82, that we 
hear from all the parties that they are sick of delay. We get 
accused here and there of seeking to encourage delay, that is not 
our objective. So we sense that the African side of the equation, 
the Frontline and SWAPO want rapid movement. We also believe, 
on the South African side, that there is a desire for rapid 
movement. So if that's the case, if that's where people are coming 
from, there's got to be a way to get beyond this and very soon to 
the issues of Phase II which involves the question of impartiality 
on the one hand and the military component of UNTAG on the other 
hand. These in practice are more complicated issues than Phase I 
issues. So we need to get crackincon them right away. 


Q We've been hearing for several months now, that there 
was this hangup over the electoral system, right? 


A Right. 


Q It didn't seem to be insoluble and does not (inaudible) 
explanation or elaboration and persuasion, but SWAPO and the Frontline 
States could come around and accept it... Now they, in effect, 
disavow pretty much catagorically you're proposal more stronaly than 
ever before (inaudible). Don't you reach a point where somebody 
could say “well, they are not. going to buy this" and we'll have to 
get a new paln and go back in? 


A When we reach that point we will announce it. 


Q In other words, you don't feel that despite what they did 
in Dar Es Salaam (inaudible)? 


A We think bts got to be kept on the table for the time 
being, yes. 


Q Its got to be kept on the table, you don't. have to persuade 
them, SWAPO doesn't have to be swung around, it. sounds like there is 
a tight manuever here which the purpose escapes me? 


A The only manuever involved is that we are seeking independence 
for Namibia as rapidly as we can. I'm not here with any miracle that 
I pulled out of a hat. But we do believe, as I indicated, that parties 
have boxed themselves in to some extent and that we have to find a 
way to unbox them because they all say they want to move rapidly. 
We are goint to do precisely that, find a way to unbox them. 
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Q Well, is the strategy to beat this on the table and 
say “well, if you really want to move quickly, you better accept it," 
or “you would be wise to accept it?" 


A I'm not going to indicate ON BACKGROUND or anything else 
what it is we are saying to SWAPO and the Frontline; what it ia we 
are saying to South Africa in our next cables. I mean, that's == 
because these parties all have their domestic constituents, and it, 
would be most unhelpful for me to do that. All I'm saying ia that 
I think we can break the logjam and soon, 


Q As you understand it, what were the motivations for this 
SWAPO-Frontline rejection of your proposals? 


A Well, there are many possible explanations. The first, 
the charge that we faced was that this proposal was overly compli- 
cated for the people of Namibla who were pense people == these were 
not my words, thelr words == largely unachooled people == and a 
proposal that had in effect two votes for each citizen, each 
voter, would complicate peoples minds, Specifically, in response 
ro that we simplified the procedurel by making it inatead of being 
One man two votes, making itt one vote counted twice. So you have a 
single ballot paper and you word mark your X in a single spot and 
in would count locally for the candidate and nationally for the 


party. 


So we thought we had addressed that issue of complexity. 

There were other kinda of complaints or charges that were made, 
That in might lead to the over representation of minorities and 
that it was cooked up for that specific purpose. But in practice, 
if you know anything about election systems, you know that it, 
would have the precise opposite effect. If you wanted to maximise 
representation of minorities, you would have all PR. Portional 

representation is the system that beat maximises minorities, 
If you wanted to maximize the interest of regional or local sentiment, 
you would have all single member diatricts and asa many of them aa 
possible. So we have sought to compromise that and make it 
the mixed system, « 


Q Based on that rationale, one would think that South Africa 
would be willing to embrace the other alternatives, and thie would 
enhance minority group representation, 





A Well their interest are alao somewhat complicated Lecause 
they have a number of different conatituenta to listen to. They are 
not spaking for any one element in Namibia, The South Afrlean 
Government haa to liaten to a number of different parties which may 
have ditfterent intereata, 


Q Was that the reasons given by the Africana on “fay 4) 
\ Pretty Much. in addinhion, there were argumenta that this 


phase by phase approach was designed to delay a pote \e iat 
"nere was some speedy way fo cur fhrough in one boid stroke, hat 
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ie was a device with which the Contact Group was protecting 
South Africa from taking .ough decisions. That was in their 
reply. Not a whole lot of substantive discussion frankly of 
the merit of the system itself, 


Q But on the face of all this, you still think that this 
problem can be resolved? 


A I think we can solve the problem one way or the other, 
yes. 


Q Thank you. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
May 19, 1982 
The Briefing Room 

2:17 P.M. BOT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President and King 
Hassan of Morocco met in the Oval Office from 11:30 a.m. to 12:15 p.m. 
In attendance were the President, the Vice President, Secretary Haig, 
National Security Advisor Clark, and Assistant Secretary Veliotes. 


The focus of the Oval Office discussion is what will be 
taken up | Mr. Veliotes when he talke with you. After the meeting 
in the Oval Office, we went to lunch. Present at the lunch <= the 
lunch was held from 12:15 p.m. to 1:30 p.m. == and the President, the 
Vice President, Secretary Haig, Secretary Baldrige, Mr. Meese, Mr. 
Clark, Ambassador Reed, Ambassador Walters, Assistant Secretary Veliotes, 
and Raymond Tanter. 


In broad terms, there were two themes underlying the 
sessions -- peace on the one hand and security on the other -- the 
peace process in the Middle East as well as the quest for security. 
Let me now turn to my colleague. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President mentioned 
some of the items that were touched upon as well as the major items 
that were discussed -- the economic issues and some of the military 
iesues in the bilateral field will be addressed in greater detail 
when Secretary Baldrige and AID administrator McPherson meet the 
Moroccan Minister of Commerce and Minister of Economy. And of course 
= ps iesues will be discussed when Secretary Weinberger meets with 
the King. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q When are those meetings, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These will take place 
. tomorrow. I should add that Secretary Haig has a meeting with the 
Moroccan foreign Minister this afternoon, a meeting with the King 
either today or tomorrow or both. And the discussions will continue 
heey across-the-board at the Vice President's dinner for the 
ing to which a number of Cabinet officials are invited. I do not 
have the quest list with me, 


Q When is that dinner? Tonight? Thureday -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's Thureday night. 
I 9° into thie amount of additional detail on the echedule because 
it's important to know that these will be or discussions and 
there will be opportunities for more specialised discussions in the 
context of anewering your questions on today's discussions. 


My colleague mentioned that we discussed security and 
peace. That's true «= in the broad sense. There was also a recognition, 
mutual recognition on both sides that there is an interdependence 
between security and peace and that they both enhance each other. 
Thie wae discussed in the context of the Middle East issue, Arab-Israel 
iesve, ae well as the Iran-Iraq War. 





So, let me stop there and take some questions. 


What about the situation on the U.S. request for 
the use of military bases? Secretary Haig mentioned out there that 
he thought during the course of this visit, there would be some type 
of an agreement. Do you expect that now because I think we were 
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guided before that probably that would not be decided? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Remember that we had 
an agreement in principle when the rereoseey visited the ~~ in 
February. We are hopeful that we will be able to a the discussions, 
if not completely to a close, then almost to a close, during the visit. 
But I can't predict that it will actually be signed because -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just add one 
footnote. John, it's not bases. It's access and transit -- facilities. 


Q The use of bases. The use of facilities. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. It's the 
contingency access and transit to an air base in an emergency, centrally 
for the RDF. I'll repeat some of the ges | I said at the backgrounder. 
It has no relevance to the North African situation deapite what some 
of your colleagues and some of the French newspapers are writing. 


They can fantasize all they want but the truth is what I have said 
to you. 


MR. ALLIN: Will they please stand and identify 
themselves? (Laughter.) 


Q Are you talking about one base or two bases -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking easentially 
about having access on a contingency basis for traneit at a base. 


Q Only one? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATICY OFFICIAL: Yea. 


Q Are they buying equipment or are we giving them 
the equipment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not a queation 
of equipment. You would -- 


Q Can we atay on this question just for a second? 
Did the President -- 


Q Well, in place of the bases -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wait a moment <= no, 
we're not «= there's nothing to do with bases and there's nothing -- 
this has nothing to do with equipment for the Moroccans. It would be 
@ssentially some construction 
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for American use in a centingency environment, storage facilities, 
pprnese. Maybe you widen the apron of a runway, It's thie kind of 
ng. 


Q Housing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, not for any per- 
manent contingent of Americans. 


Q You just said one minute ago, only one base you 
are talking about? 


BENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking about one 
airbase at which we will have access for transit facilities, 


Q Which airbase? Can you tell ue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL No, that's something 
that we're etill working on. 


. Well, we gathered that it's almost sewed up, 


BENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's no problem 
in principle, But, you «now, you eit down and you have agreements and 
—_ people like to read things they sign before they sign it, on both 
sides, 


Q Bo it's all but signed? 


BENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would expect 
it to be signed in the near future, if not in the next two days, 


Q And the President expressed hie desire to the King 
that this be wrapped up a8 soon ae possible? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President 
expressed hie appreciation to the King for the King's agreement that 
we can move ahead and both sides agreed that it should be completed 
as s00n a8 possible, 


It sounds aa if you're saying it wasn't «* not much 
time wae epent discussing thie, ae if it were already really agreed on «- 


BENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's underatand, you're 
not going to have the President and the King talking about the details 
of construction and access, That tan't where they epend their time, 


Q fo other than expressing appreciation, they didn't 
discuss the base, 


BENIOR ADMINI@TRATION OFFICIAL: Ne, 
Q The access to the base, 
Q What's it going to coat? 


BENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thi haaen't heen worked 
out yet, 


Q There are reports that the Moroccan aide has 
inaiated that these facilities not be used for military action againat 
any Arab country, Ile that correct? 


BENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In keeping with the normal 
type of access agreement, clearly we would use it after consultation 
with the Moroccans, 8o I think at that time, should we have to use it, 
or we go in and ask, depending upon the nature of the contingency 
the Moroccans can tell ua what they think, 
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Q But is it true, as reported, that they have always 
said they insist that these not be used against any Arab country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have to ask a 
Moroccan on that. 


Q You use the word, “consultation,” and I think the 
import of the question was, or might have been, do you have to get 
the agreement of the Moroccans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. Of course you do. 
Q You do? 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You don't go flying into 
peoples' -- ° 


Q -- Middle East, His Majesty is the Chairman of the 
the Jerusalem Committee. Did they discuss the Jerusalem problem -- 


Q Can we -- Can I -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In general terms, His 
Majesty expressed himself on the Middle East issue in all its aspects 
along the lines that you would expect from -- 


Q -- from His Majesty on the present situation of 
some Arab countries vis-a-vis Egypt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going to 
get into those discussions. I'm sorry. 


Q Just to clarify a point made. Are we to understand 
that the only discussion between the two leaders on the access to a 
base was the President expressing his appreciation for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically. 
Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no -- Let me 
remind you that the Secretary of State had discussions in Morocco in 
February, where the King expressed his agreement in principle and then 
subsequently made it public. So you didn't have to spend much time 
talking about the need for such contingency access or the desirability 
of it. That had already been taken care of. And we didn't talk -- 
It's true. There was not much time svent on this. But there will 
be discussions here. 


Q What was the bulk of their time spent on? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They talked about the 
problems that the -- for the security of the area of the continuing 
Iran-Iraq war, the need to make veace, not only between Israel and the 


Arabs but also between the Iranians and the Iraqis and to bring a halt 
to the war -- 


Q Wait a minute. Back up a little bit. 
Q “-- not only between Israel and the Arabs -- " 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But also 
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between the Iranians and the Iragis. This is -- 


Q How about the Polisario War? What was talked about 
about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm trying to remember. 
I don't believe that we discussed that in this session. It's cer- 
tainly -- the question of Northwest Africa will be discussed in the 
subsequent meetings but it did not -- 


Q Does the President support the Moroccan position 
by supporting the OAU position? He made a statement. 


Q What did he mean? That he was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes; well, the Presi- 
dent expressed our position, which doesn't surprise anyone. 


Q What's the position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That we support the OAU peace 
initiative, which was proposed originally by the Kin: in the summit 
conference. 


Q I thought he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be discussing these 
issues in greater detail. They ran over them but this was not -- 


Q Could you tell us, in the discussion of security, 
there was a discussion about the $100 million military aid package, 
was there not? And can you tell us whether the congressional reduc- 
tion of that did not also figure in this discussion between the King 
and the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they didn't talk 
dollars and cents. 


Q Well, dic they discuss -- Secretary Haig indicated 
to us that they did discuss that military aid package. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In general, not in terms 
of specifics. 


Q Well, what they were -- they did discuss it-- the issue -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In general terms. 


Q -- of congressional approval, was one of the issues 
discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the issue of con- 
gressional approval was not one of the issues discussed. It's well 
understood by the King, who is quite an acute observer of our -- 


Q Are you going to be appointed ambassador to Cairo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not to the best of my 
knowledge, unfortunately. 


Q Did they discuss Lebanon and the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the sense, there was 
-- yes. There was a brief discussion of the situation in Lebanon, 
the problems that the situation there poses for Lebanon as well as 
for the wider area. But it was not in great detail. 
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Q Can you tell us any more about the Iran-Iraq dis- 
cussion, and the fact that the Iragis seem to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can tell you that 
there was a general agreement that the war is in no one's interest, 
that it should be stopped as soon as possible. 


Q Did they talk specifically about how that was 
going to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are -- I think more 
in the terms of what needed to be done rather than how to do it. But 
the fact that it should be done, that it's -- the spread of the war 
would be a terribly destabilizing matter. We, of course, have vital 
interests in the Gulf, and we certainly agreed. The President agreed -- 


& Well, what specifically -- 
Q Did the King -- 
. When and where? Did they discuss where? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, no one 
talked about how soon. It wasn't an attempt to get a definite -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Take three more questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wasn't an attempt to 
get a schedule. Don't forget that we were talking for two hours, but 
you're talking through interpreters, and that does cut down the amount 
of subjects that you can cover. 


Q But did the King -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did talk about a lot 
of things, but the time went pretty fast. 


Q Did the King suggest that he saw any U.S. role as 
far as the Iran-Iraq war, with countries that we are considered to 
have little influence? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the King approached 
it from the point of view that the United States has vital interests 
in that area, as does the Arab world, as well as Western Europe. And 
he expressed his opinions from the perspective of knowing that we 
also were quite concerned. Just let me say, in this 
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respect, that I spent two hours before two committees of the Congress 
two weeks ago in open session on just this issue. So, there are no 
secrets about how the United States feels about the dangers of the 
spread. 


Q Let me turn to the -- back again to the war in the 
Western Sahara because I understood the President to sruy out there on 
the back lawn that he had been briefed by the King on the latest 
efforts to peacefully settle the war. Can you tell us, I remember that 
when U.S. military equipment was being supplied several years ago, it 
was being supplied contingent on the efforts to make a negotiated 
settlement of the war. Where does this negotiated settlement stand 
and how does the U.S. equipment matter -- is it tied now tc some 
further negotiations or some further activity in the diplomatic -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You missed my seminar 
the other day. (Laughter.) , 


Q Yes, I guess I did -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very briefly, your 
recollection is correct. In '79, I believe, there was a conditionality 
on the use of American weapons in the Sahara that there -- to Morocco 
taking some undefined actions towards a negotiated settlement. 


When this administration came in, one of the first actions 
we took was to request the Congress to take this linkage out. 
We didn't think it should have been in the first place and we . 
didn't think that was the way you dealt with friends on trying to get 
them to make difficult decisions. 


A few months later -- I'm not suggesting a cause and 
effect here, but it did happen this way, the King went to Nairobi 
and to everyone's surprise, proposed a peace plan that involved a 
referendum, undefined, that was to be worked out by the OAU, and a 
cease-fire in the area. That subsequently was -- that was accepted 
by an OAU summit by all of the OAU leaders who were present. That 
subsequently was discussed again at what they call a “mini-sumnit" 
which was a mini-summit of the committee that had been delegated 
the authority for implementing the summit decision. And I believe 
that was in February at which point it was decided that there would 
be a cease-fire in place. Observers from the OAU would go and monitor 
the cease-fire and that they would set a timetable for actually having 
a referendum on the basis of the 1974 Spanish census which is very 
key. It's the only census that exists. 
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Now, that never got anywhere because it got hung up on 
a subsequent successful attempt sponsored by the Libyans anc others 
to seat the Polisario political arm as a member of the OAU against 
the previous decisions of the summit. That action led to a threatening 
split in the OAU led by people like Sekou Toure who was a prime mover 
in the compromise worked out at Nairobi where the question of membership 
of the Polisario was frozen and the peace plan was adopted. 


This issue is still very divisive in the African context. 
And unfortunately the OAU implementation committee has not been able 
to proceed. 


Q Where does that leave U.S. military equipment and 
any restriction that might be on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: None. 


Q There's no restrictions? They can use American 
weapons in the Western Sahara as much as they want? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the extent that it's 
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of use to them in sand warfare, you know. 


Q Back to the facility issue. Will you please make 
it clear whether the President and the King have agreed on the facilities, 
or they just agreed to continue the talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There is agreement 
that the United States and Morocco in the near future -- I can't 
tell you when. Tomorrow, day after, a week from now -- I don't know -- 
will sign an agreement which will provide for contingency access 
for transit of American aircraft. 


Q That's an agreement by the President and the King? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I mean, that's 
agreed. That's not a question. The question is the exact wording of 
the agreement, exact location of where we'll be, some technical 
issues that you're not going to ask the President and King to spend 
their time on. 


Q Can you give us an idea of what the military purchases 
that Morocco plans to get from the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, these are in the 
public domain. 


MR. ALLIN: We reviewed that on Monday, if you'd like to 


look at the transcript of the Monday briefing. They have it here in 
the Press Office. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Please look at that. 
I don't carry these with me. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:34 P.M. EDT 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


May 27, 1982 
_ Room 450, £ZO®, and 
Santa Barbara, California 


1:05 P.M. -EDT 
10:05 A.M. PDT 


MR. GERGEN: Good afternoon to those 
in Washington, and good morniny to those in Santa Barbara. This is 
another in our series of “transatlantic” press briefings and one of 


many I'm sure we'll all have together over the course of the next 
couple of weeks. ® 


I have a couple of preliminary notes and then we'll 
move on to the briefing. 


The press briefing book will be available after the 
briefing. We only have a limited number of copies but they are for 
the members of the press traveling with the President. Additional 
copies for those not traveling with the President will be ready in 
the next few days, presumably by early next weel. 


Detailed schedules with regard to the President's activi- 
ties in Europe will be available on the plane next week. 


As you know, this book contains information for the tra- 
veling press re departure, current customs, hotels, all the rest, that 
you're familiar with. I don't need to get into that. 

e 


There's also a copy of the NATO communique -- some of you 
have asked about that -- which is separately available. : 


Now, with regard to this briefing. It is on background. 
All statements and quotes can be used but must be attributed to 
senior administration officials, not to the individuals themselves. 
Our thought is that we would open here with statements by the indi- 
viduals who will be briefing, take questions here, and then we'll turn 
to questions from Santa Barbara. As you knew, that's where a good 
deal of the White House press corps is. | 


We will have, essentially, two rounss of ¢ 
going to have an opening overview statement NIN 
X 
WS comment: } gard to the Bonn Soe IY 
ds NOOO \ \ \ ~~ \ NAN » SS YY \ MNAAAS 
¢ AAAS WANS AN 


are going to turn to Bonn and do NATO first simply 5 
schedules of the individuals involved. 







After we've gone through that round of questions then 
we'll turn to Versailles with some additional briefers. So, I turn 
to you for the opening statement. Go ahead. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My purpose as it's-been 
explained to me is to thoroughly confuse you for five minutes so that 
these gentlemen can straighten me out sfterward. 


| I think in trying to understand thé purposes and the 
emphasis of the two summits, it's important to understand that from 
our point of view this Administration came into office seeing in 


e 
MORE 








ma ¢ C 


ee 


the past decade an alliance that had gone through a series of ups 
and downs, which included, obviously, Vietnam, Watergate, the agonies 
of that period; and some confusion in the previous four years with 
regard to the U.S. position with regard to Europe. 


It was also a decade in which Henry Kissinger's Year of 
Europe had been misunderstood in Europe, and some of the aftermath 
of that still pertains. It was a period in which the blossoming of 
the U.S.-Soviet relationship in the early '70s evoked European con- 
cerns over condominium, even at the same time that it was paralleled 
by a European rush to develop their own economic and political ties 
with Moscow. 


. 


It was a decade in which the '73 war and the ensuing 
Oil crisis brought serious differences to the surface, and worsened 
economic strains resulting from endemic worldwide inflation. 


Despite this very bumpy decade, Europe wasn't quite pre- 
pared for this Administration. In articular, whereas President 
Reagan was elected at least in par because of the bitter disappoint- 
ment in this country with the process of detente, most Europeans con- 
tinued to view detente as a success, according to their narrow view 
and their low expectations. 


I say narrow view in the sense that what they saw as detente 
was a process which was attempting in the heart of Europe to reduce 
tensions. We saw detente as a worldwide process, and this led to a 
great deal of misunderstanding between the Europeans and ourselves. 


The first year of this Administration was, then, admit- 
tedly, a rocky year. ; 
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It was a rocky year, but it was a year that we expected to be rocky. 

We believed that a major transition was needed in the way the West 
dealt with the East. In contrast, the Europeans, notwithstanding 
their dissatisfaction with our earlier leadership, clung to the process 
of continuity. This, itself, contributed to the first year of 

rocky relationships between us. 


I believe very strongly, however, that the transition 
period, that first year of this administration has been completed 
and that we are on a new course. We have major and sustained increases 
in U.S. defense effort well underway and there is no question now, 
I think, either in Europe or in Moscow where the United States stands 
with regard to the Soviet Union, Soviet proxies and their activities 
around the world. 


Having established our resolve and having begun to 
recover our strencth, it's been possible for the U.S. , then, to 
reengage the Soviets in arms control negotiations. A watershed was 
the November 18th speech of the President which established a frame- 
work and launched an initiative in the area of military competition 
of most concern to the Europeans, that's the intermediate range 
nuclear forces. 


That, now, has been followed by the President's Eureka 
speech which filled out more of the program by proposing to begin 
the START talks. 


Thus, by now, the Europeans should be adapted to our 
new, firm approach toward the Soviets, while also relieved to see 
that the aim of this approach is not open-ended confrontation and 
military competition. They should now see that we are in a stronger 
position because of the President's policies to achieve significant 
arms control, to restrain the Soviets, and to protect our interests 
and theirs if the Soviets are not constrained. 


Thus, these summits, this trip in general, should be 
seen, I think, as a watershed. We are emerging from a transition 
period and, we hope, building a foundation for alliance policies, 
especially toward the East, that will get us through this decade in 
better shape and with greater steadiness than we were when the 
President took office. 


Obviously, a major fly in the ointment is the economic 
situation of the West in general. All of the major Western powers 
are in one degree or another economic difficulties. As a result, 
there is a real blame thy neighbor trend which could easily become 
a beggar thy neighbor approach. 


The Europeans blame our high interest rates for their 
economic malaise. They blame Japanese trade practices for industrial 
problems. And there's a real danger of rampant protectionism which 
will, of course, not help us collectively climb out of the slump 
that we are all in. 


The economic problems also affect Allied willingness 
to accept our prescriptions for dealing with the East. First of all, 
of course, they will be reluctant to increase defense spending to 
correct conventional force deficiencies so long as their own economies 
are in difficulty. They will, as well, be reluctant to constrict 
credits to the Soviet Union when they need the profits and the jobs 
and fromthe exports that those credits will make possible. 


Thus, in a way, Versailles is the more critical of 
the two summits. We need to emerge with all the vartners more 
confident that we can pull out of the slump. We need to arrest the 
protectionist trends that we all see. If there is more confidence 
about Western economic management and growth, we should be able to 
get what we need on credits and greater support for sustained, 
conventional defense efforts. 
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In sum, our basic themes for the trip and for the 
summits will be that we want to set the stage for a decade of peace 
and prosperity with growth, with a strong dose of common values, 
reminding the Western allies that we do, after all, stand for some 
things that no one else in this world stands for and that we will 
symbolize the strength of the NATO Alliance by the entry of Spain 
into that alliance which we hope will demonstrate to all that this 
still is a growing alliance and one which can accept new members into 
its ranks when they meet the criteria for that alliance in the first 
place. 


With that, I think I will pass to my colleague who will 
talk about the summit itself, the Bonn summit. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


I will be brief so that you can also listen to my 
colleague talk a little bit about the summit, and then we can 
take some questions. 


I think that the previous speaker has presented a 
good overview, or provided us a good overview for thinking about 
the Bonn summit, because I think that the Bonn summit is a bit 
different than Versailles. And I do not want to say much about 
Versailles other than to say that the whole Versailles process is 
a unique one, coming together of the Seven to discuss these specific 
issues. 


But a NATO summit is really more of a culmination 
of a day to day process that is, of course, underway all the time. 
NATO is a going entity. It is an alliance, and all the NATO allies 
are represented in Brussels of course. And a great deal of work 
that will be represented in the summit itself will really reflect 
the day to day work that has been underway for months before hand, 
and the discussions and problems that Alliance normally has to deal 
with. 


So, while I think that my colleague is correct in 
calling this a watershed, it is also I think the capstone, so to 
speak, of what this administration has been doing and the other 
Allies have been doing over the last year or so. And I think, 
probably, the best way to talk specifically about the NATO summit 
is to give you some themes, I think, of what we have emphasized in 
our policy in NATO over the last year or so, and then tell you how 
I think these are going to be reflected in the summit. 


I think the first theme I would stress is consultation. 
That is a buzz word in NATO jargon. It has been a word that has been 
used for years. Sometimes it is never well discussed, and frequently, 
never been too frequently honored. I want to emphasize this morning 
that I think that this administration, because of necessity and 
I think because of belief, has carried out and has been committed 
to closer consultations with the Allies than any previous administration 
since the formation of the Alliance itself. 


I think one good example of that is in the area of 
INF, Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces, where we have not only 
created new formal mechanisms to discuss these issues that take a 
really multilateral approach to negotiating with the Soviets on 
intermediate-range forces and discussing the deployment of those 
systems if negotiations fail, but where there has been a great deal 
of informal consultation on a regular basis. And not simply 
informal consultation on lower levels of the government, but at 
the very highest levels. And I think the INF area, the degree of 
consensus behind the December, ‘79 decision to seeks negotiations 
and to move forward with the deployment of systems in the face of 
continuing Soviet SS-20 deployments is simply a reflection of a more 
general process of consultation which has emergec in this administration, 
which involves, as I said, lower-level officials, but the Secretaries of 
State and Defense and the President in terms of the degree to which 
they, now, get on the phone, write letters and discuss issues 
informally before they stake out positions formally, and we find 
ourselves at loggerheads frequently on questions. 


I think the emphasis on consultations is simply going ; 
to be reflected in the NATO communique, where we think we will see 
a greater degree of consensus and unity on the issues directly before 
the Alliance and a broader array of global issues than has been the 
case in many, many years. 
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The second theme I would stress would be the question 
of U.S. sensitivity to the concerns of the Allies. My colleague 
pointed out that we now feel that we are ready to begin negotiations 
on the reductions of strategic arms with the Soviets. We have 
begun negotiations on intermediate-range nuclear forces. In fact, 
the President very early on, recognizing the political concerns 
generated by nuclear weapons in Europe, committed himself t>% seeking 
negotiations by the end of the year, last year on intermediate-range 
nuclear forces. And I think we are goind to see an agenda of arms 
contol initiatives on START, support for the ongoing INF negotiations, 
discussions on a fresh approach to the long stagnating mutual balance 
force reduction talks in Vienna, and other arms control initiatives 
that recognize are sensitivity to the real concerns of the Europeans 
over both.limiting the risks of war in Europe and having a constructive 
dialogue with the Soviets. 
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If sensitivity is a theme, I think a third theme, though, will be 
American leadership. Because while, I think we have been sensitive 
to the Europeans, particularly in the arms control area and to their 
concerns about limiting war, I think we have achieved much in recent 
months with the Europeans in recognizing the essential role of ade- 
quate defenses, in both the success of our arms control negotiations 
as well as working out a constructive dialogue with the Soviets. 


We feel very strongly that the maintenance of the mili- 
tary balance, the regeneration and restoration of the military 
balance, and a special emphasis in the Alliance on improved conven- 
tional defenses, is a precondition, a prerequisite to success in arms 
control, as well as a precondition to achieving reciprocity and , 
restraint in our relations with the Soviet Union. 


I think in demonstrating sensitivity to the allied con- 
cerns on arms control, we think we have been able to exercise leader- 
ship on getting the Allies to recognize the crucial role that enhanced 
defenses play in bringing about progress in arms control and construc- 
tive dialogue with the Soviets. 


But arms control is only one area, defense is only one 
area, where the United States, I think, has succeeded in exercising 
leadership, and we hope will succeed at the NATO summit. 


We will want to reaffirm our existing position on Poland 
and the three conditions that we have laid out as a united alliance 
on the restoration of stabilaty and reconciliation in Poland. We wiil 
not ignore the continuing Soviet presence in Afghanistan, and there we 
will make it very clear to the Soviets that we are unprepared to accept 
the status quo. 


Technology transfer to the East, the fact that the trans- 
fer of high technology to the Soviet Union does provide the Soviet 
Union with the military means to enhance their capabilities, and we 
will want that reflected in our discussions with the Allies. 


Finally, the last theme, and my colleague mentioned this 
briefly, the theme of values. 


We will want strong recognition of the fact that NATO is 
not simply an alliance or a marriage of strategic convenience, but that 
it does reflect shared values: a consensus on the role of the 
individual within society, a strong reaffirmation that this is an 
alliance of democratic countries. 


And I think this will be reflected in two ways: in the 
discussions on the ongoing developments in Poland, and our concerns 
in Poland and Eastern Europe more broadly; and equally, in Spanish 
accession to NATO. 


I want to stress Spanish accession to NATO because I 
think it's been taken for granted, to some extent, seen as really a 
ceremonial event. But we need to emphasize the fact that Spain as 
a democratic country, a country that has chosen the democratic path, 
has asked for membership in a democratic alliance and has been 
accepted for that membership. I think it reflects the fact that this is 
ar, alliance, again, that is robust; it's vital; and that it's an 
alliance based on shared values. 


I'll stop there. My colleague, do you want to say something? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, just picking up 
on the thematic points which he shared with you, and the transitional 
mature of the exertions which the President and his colleagues will be 
dealing with at the Bonn summit that my colleague mentioned, I think 
it might be useful if I indicated where we place this NATO summit, 
in what context. Where is it coming from? 


Some of the specific things we hope to get out of it, 
and why these things are important: first of all, where is NATO today? 


However you define generation at somewhere, 30, 31, 32, 
33 years, the fact is that the North Atlantic Treaty was signed back 
in 1949. A question that is very relevant today is, are agreements that 
were reached, three decades ago, still relevant to the kinds of prob- 
lems that a group of free sovereign nations in the West must cope with 
in the latter part of the 20th century? 


With one degree of variation or another, this question 
keeps coming back. And I think one of the questions that will be 
both posed and answered in the context of the Bonn summit is this 
question, and I am confident, the President is confident, that it 
will be answered in the affirmative. 


In that sense I would say that, to a very large degree, 
the message of the Bonn summit is the meeting itself, the fact that 
you have 15, and with Spain, 16 heads of state and government meeting 
together under circumstances which they consider very important -- 
they're all taking times out from their busy schedules to do it. 

They think there is enough cohesion and common interest and problems 
they must jointly confront to warrant their getting together. This 
is not a trivial occurrence. There have only been, I think, six 
summit meetings of NATO in the past. 
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So, it's not something that happens every other year 
in this 33-year old history of the Alliance and the fact that these 
guys are getting together, in itself, constitute a very potent piece 
of political theater and it's a fact which will not be lost upon our 
adversaries and will not be lost upon thoughtful students of the 
international scene who understand that, whatever differences may 
exist between free governments, yet there is enough common ground 
on which they can meet and develop positions with which together 
they can go forward in the ‘80s. So, I think that's one thing to 
keep in mind. ; 

Second, on some of the more, the specifics -- my 
colleague has mentioned the accession of Spain. Again, this is a 
momentous event. If you consider the history of post-war relations 
and, particularly, the eloquent contrasts that exist between the 
way the West does business and the kind of coercive situation you 
see with our adversaries in the East. The simple question is, you 
know, how many new countries are vying to join che Warsaw Pact? 
This is a free decision Spain has taken and Spain's accession to the 
Alliance will materially, morally, and strategically strengthen the 
force of the Alliance. So, it's something which will have a great 
deal of symbolic and ceremonial value, to be sure, but there are 
very solid, concrete, concomitance of this metaphysical quality 
of a Western country which has recently gone through a return to 
democracy and has decided to cast its lot with the West in that 
institutional fashion. 


I think other areas that you should be looking for that 
are very, very close to the President's agenda in this summit is some 
evidence that the Alliance can cope, is capable of coping with the 
kinds of threats that exist. And, of course, the primary threat 
still remains in the East with an enormous military build-up. The 
question is does NATO have the stuff to respond to that? I think 
you will see statements coming out of the Bonn summit with a requisite 
degree of unanimity that will come down very hard on that question 
and, as I say, in the positive. We are very interested in a strong 
statement of NATO's interest in beefing up its conventional defenses. 


The arms control area that my colleague touched on -- 
again, very important and it will be, really, a highlight because, 
in everybody's minds will be the President's initiatives on INF and 
START. These two initiatives together, plus some other “shings that 
I can't go into too much great detail now -- one of thereasons being 
I'm ignorant on a lot of the details -- but I think these two elements 
do carry a certain amount of drama and, most important, they set 
the President's agenda on how he looks on East-West relations. And 
it's very clear if you follow his statements and look at the kinds 
of things he's interested in achieving, he's not interested in 
cosmetic agreements, agreements for agreements’ sake. He is, 
actually, interested in reducing the risk, actually cutting down 
nuclear arsenals. This is a theme that has tremendous relevance, 
as you know, if you've been following the East- West dynamic and 
all of you have over the past two, three, four years or more. It's 
a theme the Europeans are going to want to hear and it's a theme that 
the President is well equipped to address. 


He has come in with a specific reasonable proposal that 
offers promise and we're looking to the Soviets now for a response. 
In the meantime, of course, we will continue very close consultations 
with our allies and the Bonn summit will provide both an endorsement 
of our approach and another very important occasion for high level 
consultation on how you go forward together on that score. 


The leadership theme that my colleague touched on, 
I think, is, again, almost implicit in the reality of the summit itself. 
Most important, I think it demonstrates the primacy of the U.S.- 
Atlantic relationship. The President will be going to Europe to state 
in no uncertain terms, both in his person and in his quality of the 
kinds of things that he's proposing and the discussions that he looks 
forward to, our keen interest in Europe, an abiding commitment, one 
that will really condition the better part of our diplomacy for as far 
as anybody sees, for almost self-evident reasons. 
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We share enormous strategic, idealogical, 
if you will, material, and psychological assets, the pooling of which 
is enormously important in maintaining the strategic -- the stability 
of the strategic environment and the ability of the West to continue 
to be a leader. 


I would like to mention two other brief areas, because 
they sometimes get lost in the cracks between the two summits, 
Versailles and Bonn. The President will also be paying very important 
bilateral visits to both the United Kingdom and Italy. And, in the 
course of those visits, he will be touching on themes that have a 
great deal of relevance, both to what is discussed in Versailles and 
Bonn, and provide a kind of continuum, if you will, of U.S. foreign 
policy positions. 


In London, of course, he will be having a major speech 
before the Parliament, where we can anticipate a restatement of 
Western values which have particular resonance in the context of a 
country from whom we have derived our jurisprudence, our language, 
our Anglo-Saxon traditions, besides which, we happen to be very close 
allies. So I think a speech which will touch on Western values, 
the importance as we proceed with the work of the Alliance, makes for 
a very important part of this whole -- I do not know quite how you -- 
what is trip-tick plus one? Quardra-tick? 


Well, anyway, these stops that he will be doing, Paris, 
Bonn, Italy, and London. The other stop in Italy, a very short one, 
will also touch upon themes that have renewed significance I think. 
We have always looked upon Italy as a good friend. In the last year 
or so, we have had great occasion to ‘onsider Italy, in a very real 
sense, a leader. Italy has taken very courageous stands on issues 
of enormous importance to us. Its leading position on contributing 
to the Sinai peace force, for example, its gutsy decision to support 
the 1979 decision on intermediate-range nuclear forces in terms other 
than rhetoric, their decision to back us in a number of important 
ways in NATO, they are a faithful ally. And of course, we remain 
grateful to Italy for the stunning liberation of General Dozier and 
the work that they are doing on international terrorism with which 
we, of course, are very heavily engaged. So all of those reasons 
make a stop in Italy not only appropriate, but in may ways, indispensible, 
not only from the Italian point of view but from ours. So you will 
hear a sounding of themes along those lines in this very brief Italian 
stop. 


With the stop in Italy, of course, there is also another 
very important component, and that is the President's meeting with 
the Pope during which he will have a live television address. No 
one ignors the role that the Pope plays, the moral authority that he 
brings to world affairs, the interest that he has in every relevant 
security issue today, whether you are talking about diputes between 
nations or weapons buildup or whatever it is. The President will find 
in Pope Paul a person with whom he can really talk turkey and vice 
versa about the great issues of the day. And I think that is going 
to be a very important part of the trip. I think they are all 
important, but I would ask you to pay particular attention to the 
remarks that the President will make on live television in this time. 


I should not close out this overlong review without a 
mention of Berlin. Berlin is almost -- we have been so successful 
in Berlin that it very seldom makes even page 32 in news. When you 
contrast that with what it was some ten, fifteen years ago when it 
was the tenderbox of East-West relations, no news is good news, yes; 
but you still cannot deglect abiding commitments. And so it will 
be very useful for the President to go to Berlin, and to renew the 
commitment that we have to the freedom of that enclave and to the 
contrast between the values that one finds in West Berlin and the 
values that exist on the other side of Check Point Charley. 
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These are, again, things worth doing and very much into this 
continuum that I talk about as a foreign pclicy review of where we 
are and why our transatlantic relationshir remains so important in 
the scheme of things. 


I think I'd better let off right there and open it 
up for questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's turn swiftly 
to questions. We'll start here. I want to point out that one of 
us has to go in about ten minutes so if they're are any questions 
you want to direct to him, please do so. Dan, let's go. 


q Well, it’s not on the agenda. What impact do 


you expect the Falkland war to have, especially in Britain, but also 
in Bonn? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Dan, I think it's 
likely it won't have much impact, with one qualification -- that, 
you know, that events at the time, if the conflict is still going on, 
obviously, can change my answer somewhat. But I think, by and large, 
the Falkland events will not affect either summit and, to the degree 
they have an effect, I think it will be to lead to some fairly 
substantial statements of solidarity on the part of Britain's allies 
with them. Beyond that, I can't see that it will have much impact. 


Q Could someone comment on whether we are going to 
hear before the President leaves some additional proposals concerning 
START. As you know, there were stories out today in The Post and on the 
wire on interim restraints. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague will be 
glad to answer that. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding is 
that consideration is being given to having the President address 
the interim restraint question before he leaves. I'll let my 
colleague handle that. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have said that it is 
considered likely that he will -- the decision is before the President 
on the question of interim restraints. That's something the national 
security community has been looking at since the President made his 
speech in Eureka. The decision paper has gone to him. He has it 
with him in California and it's likely that he will address that 
issue before he leaves. 


Q Memorial Day weekend? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have anything 
specific. 


Q Excuse me, I'm not going to point since I believe 
you spoke on the record and correct me if I'm wrong, at the Sterling 
breakfast this morning. Could we have that on the record if we need? 


MR. GERGEN: Sure. 


Q I'm sorry. What do we have on the record? What you 
just said? 


MR. GERGEN: Just that last statement, yes. That has been 
on the record by other spokesmen for -- 


Q Could you repeat it then, vlease? 


MR. GERGEN: Just what I just said about the fact that 
the decision is before the President with regard to interim restraints 
and it is likely he will address it before he leaves for Europe. Let's 
go on. John? 
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Q I think you said in your statement that there's 
no question that around the world, including Moscow, where the U.S. 
stands on actions of the Soviets and their proxies. I think one 
area that, at least to me, seems very fuzzy is this whole question 
of linkage. In an interview in U.S. News and World Report in September 
28, ‘81, you were quoted as saying, Reagan a istration does 
not view cooperation with the Soviet Union as an end in itself. 
Linkage will be operative principle. The leaders of the Soviet Union 


cannot expect to enjoy the benefits of joint activities in areas of 
interest to them even as they seek to undercut our interests.” 


How will linkage be operative? It wasn't mentioned in 
the President's Eureka speech. Where will it operate? What will 
it be linked to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question of linkage 
still exists. This administration, in talking sbout linkage, I don't 
know whether I did it in the U.S. News and World Report interview 
or not, but I know the Secretary mentioned the point a number of 
times. We don't define and never have defined linkage as some 
mechanistic formula which links A with B and, if you don't get A, 
you don't move on B. What the administration has said all along is 
that Soviet conduct in other areas will have an impact on how the 
U.S. deals with the Soviet Union bilaterally. 





For example, the obvious question is Poland and the 
beginning of the START negotiations as one example of whether linkage 
still exists and my point, I think, is that, yes, linkage does 
exist in the sense that the United States and, over time after the 
13th of December, our Nato Allies took a series of steps against 
the Soviet Union and Poland which were in reaction to the Polish 
events. As the President has stated, further actions are possible 
if the situation continues to deteriorate. 


Nevertheless, on the basis of an analysis of the 
situation and an analysis of our best interests, the President has 
decided to proceed with the START talks. That does not mean at all 
that we have ignored the Polish situation. We have, indeed, taken 
bilateral and multilateral actions against Poland and the Soviet 
Union. Those actions have not been withdrawn. 
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I could not predict to you what would happen in the event 
of a further deterioration in East-West relations. Obviously, at that 
time, should that happen, this Administration would again reevaluate 
everything it was doing with the Soviet Union and might change its 
position on any of a number of questious with regard to the Soviet 
Union. So, in my view, linkage exists and has existed in the terms 
in which we defined it in the first place, which is that we will 
decide how we will deal with the Soviet Union on the basis of events 
at the time, and we decided in the case of START that we would proceed 
with them despite the Polish events because we felt it was important 
enough, but we did take actions against the Soviet Union and Poland 
with regard to -- 


Q Just one brief follow-up, and that's, onthe question 
of Poland, four months ago the Administration refused to even talk 
about starting talks because of what one official called “the dark 
shadow” that Poland was casting across this subject. Now you're 
talking about starting talks. What is it that's happened in Poland 
that made you change your mind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not what's happened 
in Poland, it is what has happened with regard to the actions that 
have been taken against Poland and against the Soviet Union by the 
United States and by our NATO Allies. 


Let's not be cute about it, when the Secretary met with 
Mr. Gromyko in Geneva in January in the immediate aftermath of the 
Polish events, it was clear that under those circumstances, with our 
response yet to be put into firm action, the Secretary was not about 
to proceed with an announcement on START talks, and there was clearly 
a relationship between that and Poland. 


In the interim, our position with regard to Poland and 
the steps that have been taken with the Allies have, in our view, 
responded to the Polish events. 


Q Well, are you saying this puts a shadow over Poland-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm not saying that 
at all. I'm simply saying that with regard to the question that you 
asked about linkage, our linkage has been made, and we have decided 
that with regard to START at the present moment with regard to Poland, 
we will proceed. 


That does not mean that linkage does not exist and that 
future events could not change the course of our decision. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen Thomas. 


Q With regard to -- (1), I'd like to know, are there 
going to be demonstrations against the U.S.? (2) Will the talks with 
the Pope be substantive? And why is our attention being called to 
the President's statement at the Vatican, in particular? What is the 
subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On answer to demonstra- 
tions, sure, I think there are going to be demonstrations. I don't 
think they worry us unduly. We don't discard -- we're being very 
prudent about how we approach them. But, sure, there's going to be 
demonstrations. 


I didn't mean to overstate, if I did, the remarks the 
President will have at the Vatican. I simply wanted to place that in 
a series of important remarks that he's going to be making in the 
course of this trip, and will be yet another panel on the various 
public statements relevant to foreign policy and national security 
affairs, that are the values that underline our position on these. 
That's all. 
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Q Is there going to be a foreign policy statement 
at the Vatican? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The remarks there, I 
think, will be reasonably brief. They're intended to be about 
five minutes in length, whereas the remarks in the Parliament and 
the Bundestag will be longer, more major addresses. 


Q You didn't answer Helen's question. Will it be 
substantive? Will it be on foreign affairs in the Vatican? That was 
Helen's question. | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it will 
certainly have a relationship to foreign affairs. But I think, you 
know, when you're dealing with a spiritual leader like the Pope, 
you're going to deal more in, I would say, elements of, say, moral 
position, and values. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President is still 
working on that speech, I might also point out. Steve? 


Q Could someone please address what the Administra- 
tion's position is on how adequate the European efforts are on 
defense spending. Is there any differentiation, and will there be 
talk of increases or sustaining percentage increases, or anything 
like that, on this trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know, first of 
all, what you mean, Steve, by saying differentiation. 


Q Any differentiation among the members of the 
Alliance in their efforts to maintain the defense buildup? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think we're 
going to differentiate. As I was saying and I think my colleague 
pointed out, we are going to place a great deal of importance at 
Bonn in emphasizing the important role that adequate defenses, and 
particularly conventional defenses have, in insuring deterrence and 
stability, and also opening up promising avenues for negotiation. 


I think rather than getting into debates on percentage 
increases and that type of thing, we will want tc focus on the actual 
efforts by each of the countries to enhance their forces, which means 
that we will be looking at the force levels that they are able to 
maintain and expand, we will also be focusing on the work that has 
been going on now for more than a year within the Alliance on 
generating goals for all the members of the Alliance. 


But I might just make one additional point -- 


Q Are we generally satisfied with the way it's been 
going, or do we want more -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that's what I wanted 
to respond to. 


Q Before you'd asked. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was the general 
point I wanted to make, was that I think we are inclined to take a 
broader view of this problem. We recognize that over the last ten 
years that, in fact, the Europeans have probably done a better job 
than us in maintaining their defenses, and that if one simply takes a 
snapshot of the performance of these countries over the last two years, 
you can draw the conclusion that, of course, the United States has 
done much more than its Allies. 


But if one only remembers what happened to our defense 
budget over the last seven or eight years, the Europeans have done 
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a better job than we have in maintaining their existing defense effort. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One last question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer is that we 
want to do more. We want to do more ourselves, and the Europeans. 


Q Is the President going to do anything at all to 
try to persuade the rest of the European Allies not to go ahead with 
the Soviet gas pipelines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the best I can 
say at this point is that the Soviet pipeline will clearly be a 
subject of discussion, both at Versailles and, I would assume, at Bonn. 
Now, how the President approaches that in terms of specifics with 
the Europeans, I would not at this point, be able to say. 

Q He's still opposed to it personally, I guess. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sir? 

Q Is the President still opposed to it personally? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have to let the 
President speak to that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One last question. 
Andrea? 


Q What kind of fresh approaches on MBFR can you 
anticipate in Europe? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to say 
too much about that other than to simply say that the President's 
approach to other arms control negotiations, such as START and INF 
have been to call for significant reductions, verifiable to equal 
levels. And we're unhappy with the fact that those negotiations 
haven't been going anywhere and we thought it was time for us to 
discuss a new approach with the Allies. 


Q Will that be the subject of his Bonn speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's likely 
he will address arms control and any general discussion of arms 
control will address the Vienna negotiations. 


Q What about the British fleet being 8,000 miles 
away from the North Atlantic? Will that be a subject for discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, it may come up. 
It will certainly be a subject, I suppose. It is a subject of 
concern to the NATO Allies in the sense that there has been some 
draw down in the NATO area, but I do not expect, personally, that it will 
take a great deal of time to discuss it, if it comes up at all and 
I really couldn't predict at this point. It's not something we're 
going to raise. 


Q Before you leave, on the Falklands, are you concerned 
at all that the upshot of the President's trip to London, the meeting 
with the Queen, the meeting with Maggie, the address to Parliament 


is going to have repercussions in Latin America that could affect 
the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. This has been a trip 
that's been planned for a long time. I don't see how the fact that 
the President visits Britain can have any impact in Latin America. 
I do not see that it will make any difference one way or the other 
with regard to our relations in the hemisphere. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going to arbitrarily 
ask that we go to California for a few minutes because two of our 
briefers are in a real pinch for time. They are just going to 
flip as to who's going to -- One of them has just lost. He's staying. 
Can we come in from California with a few questions? 


Q Larry's not here. He's not here. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. I'm sure 
Sam is. Can you come in from California? 


Q The problem is Larry is not here. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: You're on. 


Q We were still trying to absorb the 16 guys and 
how Mrs. Thatcher fit in with that sitting down at NATO. (Laughter.) 


Now, do any of my colleagues have a question here for 
these learned gentlemen back East, please? 


Q This is John Palmer. My question is, in the final 
communique after the NATO summit, would the United States like to 
see and does the United States expect our NATO Allies to set specific . 
goals for increased military expenditures in conventional forces? Is 
that what we're looking for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought I made that 
answer clear that we -- because, in the past there have been great 
debates over how much people spend and how it should be accounted, 
that our emphasis is really on the military output, that is, the forces 
themselves and what the countries are able to achieve, rather tian 
the inputs, i.e. their spending. 


Q Did you have a follow-up? 
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Q Do we want them to set a specific goal that will 
be part of the communique for increased defense expenditures? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The answer is no. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Next question from 
California. 


Q We pass. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We realize it has been 
very tough out there. (Laughter.) 








C ue C 





Q I have a question. The President said at his 
news conference last week that the SALT II Treaty simply 
legitimizes the arms race. How does our continuing to abide by the 
terms of SALT II square with that statement? 


. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We felt that there is 
a major difference between not -- at the present, which has been 
our policy of not undercutting existing agreements. There is a big 
difference between not undercutting existing agreements, and codifying 
or institutionalizing a flawed treaty. We think that there are 
several elements of SALT II which are unacceptable in the long-term 
as a basis of restraint for both parties. There are questions about 
how well we could verify SALT II, given the existing verification 
aspects of the treaty. There has been this problem from the very 
start over the fact that the Backfire Bomber, which is not now under 
negotiation in Geneva in the INF negotiations. It was left out of 
the treaty. The fact that the Soviets, under the treaty, were allowed 
a major and substantial buildup of warheads and heavy missiles; we 
do recognize, though, that it is important to have I think the proper 
atmosphere for negotiations on reductions. And for that reasor 
we think that as long as the Soviet Union is willing not to undercut 
the basic provisions of existing agreements, we are willing to do the 
same in order to create the right foundation for reductions. 


Q Then is it possible for us to continue observing 
SALT II with only very minor modifications while we negotiate START? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not want to prejudge 
what the President will say or might say on this subject. But that 
is the problem. And I do not think that this has been adequately 
addressed. The problem of trying to ratify SALT II is that everyone, 
including Henry Kissinger, who has suggested this course of action has 
always wanted to make some form of minor modifications to the agreement. 
And if we want to make minor modifications to SALT II, then the Soviets 
will clearly want to make those minor modifications, and what we will 
find ourselves doing is renegotiating SALT II, a treaty that sets 
weapons levels that are far too high, rather than moving, right away, 
immediately, to negotiate reductions, which is our purpose. 
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Q Then, when you set out what you are going to abide 
by in SALT II, you will have to set out those thing that you will not 
abide by, those things you say are unacceptable, will you not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I do not want 
to prejudge what the President is going to say. But our existing 
policy is that we will not undercut existing agreements as long 
as the Soviets do the same. In other words, we have not been taking 
any irreversible steps which would make those agreements null and void. 
And so far, the Soviets have generally been taking similar actions. 
That is very different than saying what you are going to abide by and 
what you are not going to abide by. In fact, in trying to work out 
an informal restraint regime so that we can negotiate serious reductions, 
it is probably useful here not to be too svecific, and not to get into 
the technical details. Once again, if you do that, you find yourself 
in a new negotiation. 
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Q I think it's just difficult to understand how you 
can abide by a treaty or not undercut a treaty and, yet, not be bound 
to abide by every jot and tittle of the treaty. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're getting off on 
a tangent, but, for example, certain parts of the treaty are already 
obsolete. The protocol which was only going to last until 1981 is 
past so, certainly, there's no question of abiding by that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are there additional 
questions about Bonn and the trip? 


Q Just one final question on that. I gather 
what we're hearing is that we are not going to let SALT stand in the 
way of continuing, of beginning the START talks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're certainly not. 
The Secretary of State has said that SALT II is dead. Our immediate 
focus in the coming negotiations, assuming that we will begin those 
negotiations in June, will be on the proposals sketched out by the 
President in his Eureka College speech which focus on reductions in 
destabilizing weapons. 


Q So SALT II is dead, but nuclear necrophilia will 
continue then? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any other questions from 
the West Coast before we shift the focus? 


Q Thank you. We waive our additional questions and 
thank -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. One or two 
follow-ups here. Ted? 


Q What -- on the economic summit, what, if any -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can we hold on the 
economic summit? We're going to be turning to that in just a few 
minutes. Is that all right? 

Q All right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q You told us, you gave us the theme of the President's 
speech in London. What will be the theme of his remarks in the Bundestag? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The theme of the 
President's remarks in the Bundestag will really emphasize Allied security, 
commitment to Allied security and defense. 


Q The U.S. commitment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION: U.S. commitment and Allied 
commitments to each other. 


Q To each other? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Additional questions 
before these two briefers leave? 


Q There were proposals recently about institutionalizing 
consultations -- one from the German Foreign Minister and another one 
from the Italian Prime Minister. How does this strike you? Is this 
feasible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those issues were 
discussed in some detail in Luxembourg and are still being discussed 
among the foreign ministers. 
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Q Could you just explain one thing? You said"trying 
to work out an informal restraint regime.” Are you talking about 
something formal that would exist with the Soviets or a sense of 
the Senate resolution or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I said informal. 
And, you know, we have been living under an informal restraint regime 
and this isn't the first *“~e that -- it's not just this administration. 


You will remember that wi; (the S-year SALT I interim agreement 
expired in 1977, when th ©* “rr administration was negotiating 
SALT II, what the Carter istration said is that they would 


continue to not, to take «eps that would not undercut that agreement 
as long as the Soviet Union did the same and the Soviet Union said 
something very similar. So, there was an informal restraint regime 
underway while SALT II was being negotiated. All we have been doing 
up until now is doing the same thing. 


Q Well, there's no -- in SALT I, there was a mechanism 
by which we could bring alleged violations to the attention of the 
Soviets and vice versa. Do you contemplate something similar -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That mechanism already 
exists and has been existing and we've already used it. It's called 
The Standing Consultative Commission. There was a meeting this spring 
and there is a meeting planned for the fall. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A couple of people have 
had their arms up for a long time. Let's finish up on this. Saul? 
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Q Do you expect the NATO communique at all to address 
the Sesetides II deployment pending the talks -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes we do. 


Q Is is expected to address the first-use controversy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the question of the 
deployment of the Pershing II and the cruise missiles, we expect the 
Alliance to reaffirm their support for the December '79 decision and 
to recognize that our ability to achieve our goals in the INF nego- 
tiations will depend on continuing progress and movement by the 
Alliance towards the deployment of those systems. So there will be 
no change in what NATO has been saying since 1979 on that question. 


On the no-first-use question, I don't expect any discus- 
sion of that, because I think what you're going to see is a strong 
reaffirmation of existing Alliance strategy which recognizes that a 


mix of nuclear and conventional weapons is required to deter an attack 
on the alliance. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One last question. Jerry. 


Q The Administration used to say there were two things 
that were necessary for the START talks to begin. One was that there 
would be improved behavior by the Soviet Union. And also, then, also 
some prospect for the talks getting somewhere. 


What has changed as far as our expectation that the 
Soviet Union would be willing to make a fair deal at this stage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not a question of 
the willingness of a country to agree to a fair deal. The question is, 
whether or not it's in the Soviet interest to make a fair deal. 

We have made very clear that in order to accomplish real outcomes in 
arms control, that the Soviets have to have incentives to reach agree- 
ment. And we believe that the President's defense program, we believe 
that his strategic modernization program, in particular, gives the 
Soviet Union real incentives to negotiate reductions. 


Q You mean, we're not going to enter a summit unless 
there's a good chance of progress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you ask about the 
summit or the negotiations? 


Q I meant the Soviet summit or Soviet -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I'm sorry. 
Q I meant the Soviet summit, perhaps to include START -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what we've said 
about the summit is that we want a successful summit, and that means 
we want a summit that can produce some concrete results. 


Q In that same --, what leads you to believe that 
such a summit as the President has proposed could now be successful? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact that we are 
getting back into arms control with the Soviet Union. We're into the 
second round of the INF negotiations, and that we've begun, we're 
beginning the START negotiations, and because we have already had two 
very extensive meetings between the two foreign ministers that have 
addressed a number of very serious geopolitical problems, and that both 
sides understand themselves and understand each other's 
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positions on such questions as Afghanistan, Angola, Namibia, and 
Central America. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's, if we can -- 


Q In terms of, you say that one of the chief faults 
is the lack of verification. How do you know that the Russians are 
abiding by SALT II terms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just make this 
clear. We do not want to codify or institutionalize inadequacies. 
Helen, let me just explain something to you. Once you negotiate 
something and ratify it, it becomes a precedent for future negotia- 
tion. If we are unhappy with SALT II verification and we ratify it, 
once we're in negotiations with the Soviets, the Soviets will say, 
why change it? You agreed to it, it's been ratified. It becomes 
much more difficult to get improved verification. We don't think that 
existing verification should be ratified or codified but we are 
prepared in the interests of getting a better agreement. to have an 
informal restraint regime intact. 
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Q I know. You have verification. But you don't 
have on-sight -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, No. We have -- 
I'll get into technical terms, but particularly what we have problems 
with is the way in which telemetry was dealt with and our access to 
telemetry. So, this has nothing to do with on-sight inspection. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very much. 
And also our thanks to you two. 


We're going to have to move along, there are a lot of 
Obligations here. I think if you can catch somebody out here, for those 
of you who want to, there will be additional briefings. 


alien Thank you very much. I appreciate your overstaying your 


I‘m sorry that we have to be arbitrary about this, but 

I think we'll all be exhausted if we stay here until 7:00, #0 let's 
keep on moving. We would like to charge in with Versailles and 

the economic summit. There are three people here on t ground, but 

: information the three briefers are: SHAY . 


\ 






‘ ‘ 
Wand 
AN 


\ . WN \ WIMAX . \ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thanks. 


I thought what I would do initially is to give a bit of 
a background sketch of these summits and where they come from and where 
we think the summit is going in Versailles. 


Just to fill you in on the history of summits, the first one 
was called in 1975 by President Giscard d'Estaing against a backdrop 
of a number of major problems in the world economy: the trauma of 
Viet Nam which caused certain divisions between the United States and 
Europe, the end of the Bretton Woods parity system and jreat uncertainty 
about new arrangements in the monetary system, highly unstable commodity 
prices, a sharp disruption in oil prices which had occurred a couple 
of years earlier, problems in the international financial system, 
and uncertainties about the ability to recycle oil revenues, and then 
pressures on the international trading gystem resulting from large 
payments and balances in part induced by large oil related deficits. 


The summits were not designed not as a decision making 
institution, but simply as an opportunity for the major western leaders 
to get together, take a look at the problems that they faced in common 
and develop improved consultation and try to develop a common effort to 
address the problems before them. 


In the intervening years, summits have played a very use- 
ful role. They are not panaceas, they are not institutions or discussions 
which can achieve miracles, but they have, I think, done a number of 
things. They have enabled countries to better resist protectionist 
pressures, they helped countries in common to reduce the dependence on 
imported oil, they've supported constructive relations with developing 
countries, and after the 1979 oii shock, they helped countries set 
a firm non-inflationary course. 


But despite these problems, and despite the efforts that 
have been made to deal with them in the summits that have intervened 
between the summit in Rambouillet, there still are a number of problems. 
Inflation remains a major consideration on the minds of most, indeed 
probably almost all the leaders that we'll be meeting at Versailles. 

In addition, there are very high rates of unemployment in almost every 
country that is going to be there; the United States, Canada, and 
Western Europe, the exception is Japan. And this unemployment, particu- 
larly among younger people, is a major concern on the minds of these 
leaders. 
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The second set of issues relates to trade and the trading 
system today is under enormous stress. In fact, we're probably at a 
crossroads in the international trading system. Either we improve it and 
strengthen it, or we will find that the system is going to deteriorate. 
It's no longer sufficient to talk about free trade without also talking 
about ways of strengthening the trading system and dealing with the 


sorts of problems which we can support in all of our countries for 
free trade. 


These are two of the major areas. A third, and a more 
general one, which relates to these two and others, is the importance 
of the international economic system. After World War II there was a 
general feeling among the leaders of the West that economic reconstruc- 
tion in Japan and Europe and sustained growth required strong interna- 
tional economic institutions, and a constant effort to reduce the 
barriers and distortions in international trade, international invest- 
ment, international payments. 


The Bretton Woods system, the IMF, the World Bank, the 
GATT, the OECD, the European Community, and other institutions were 
put in place by the Marshalls and the Monets and the Spaaks and the 
Achesons generallyydesigned to open up the trading system, to eliminate 
the sort of barriers and restrictions which had occurred during the 
inter-war period, and which had not only led to economic disaster but 
also, ultimately, political disaster. There was a judgment on the 
part of these people that we had to track a new course for the decades 
ahead. And that has been very successful for the West. Despite the 
problems these institutions have done an extremely good job. 


The real question before us is whether these institutions 
can be strengthened and modernized to deal with the problems of the 
"80s and ‘90s. And one of the things that Versailles is going to be 
able to do is to address these structural problems in the world 
economy and see how we can make better use of, for instance, the INF, 
to improve consultations among our countries. And my colleague will 
talk about this in a moment. 


Second, how we can make better use of the GATT trading 
system, how we can help it to deal with the problems, the new problems 
of the ‘80s, problems of trade and services? Problems in the area of 
high technology, questions relating to updating the rules in agricul- 
ture? A whole host of service-related trade issues. There are a num- 
ber of issues that the GATT simply is not adequately dealing with 
and adequately addressing. So one of the major challenges at Ver- 
sailles is to develop a common will to make concrete procress at the 
GATT ministerial meeting. Clearly, at Versailles details will not 
be discussed, but there can be concrete progress to improve the 
trading system. 


Another area that's going to be mentioned and be discussed 
for the first time is that of high technology. The President of the 
French Republic has put tthis on the agenda. Indeed, it's going to be 
the first item on the agenda, and he is going to give a report on 
high technology. 


Now, I think it's clear that the philosophical approach 
to this issue differs between, say, the United States and Franch, 
but we think the idea of putting this on the agenda is a good one 
because it does demonstrate a forward-looking approach. There is 
sort of a gloom-and-doom in many economies today, but one answer -- 
not a panacea, not the only answer, but one answer -- is to address 
the issue of high technology in a constructive way, enabling it to 
improve the productivity of our economies and enabling it to be a 
subject of cooperation among our countries. 


Now, the United States has a good record in this area. 
We have done very well in developing high technology, not only with 
the large firms that you all know about, but thousands and thousands 
of smaller firms have been developed over the last decade in the 
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area of technology and services related ‘to technology, and we believe 
that the approach, this sort of reduction of t»*= government role, 

a non- -- avoidance of too many government impediments to technology, 
has been in this country enormously successful. 


We also are concerned about the tendency toward import 
restrictions or other types of trade distortions in the high technology 
area. So we will be addressing these forthrightly in the meeting 
itself as, again, something that the western countries have in common 
and something that the western countries can coooperate in pursuing. 


There are 
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a couple of other issues which are going to be on the agenda which 
will probably receive less attention at this summit than in past 
summits. 


One is energy. It is clear to many of us that we are 
really not out of the woods on energy despite progress made in the 
past as a result of responses to higher oil prices in all of our 
economies. Consumption is down, and production in some countries 
is up. But we cannot take it for granted that this is going to 
continue. Our economies are still very vulnerable, and leaders need 
to underline, and I believe will underline, the importance of 
continuing our efforts to pursue in an economic fashion our policy 
of reducing our dependence on imported oil. And it will not get 
as much attention as past summits, for instance Tokyo, but it will 
be something that the leaders will, I am sure, want to stress. 


The last issue is North-South relations, relations 
between developing countries. There the basic point that a number of 
leaders are going to make -- will discuss is essentially that aid is 
important. It is important to the poor countries of the world, and 
we need to continue to provide adequate levels of foreign assistance. 
But that there are new elements of the overall development picture, 
which are increasingly important to a large number of developing 
countries, and those relate to increased investment and increased 
trade opportunities. And one of the very important things that we 
are going to talk about is how we can expand trading opportunities 
with the developing countries, particularly the newly industrializing 
developing countries, which today are very large markets for our 
products and have just begun to more into the trading system in an 
active way and assuming responsibility for that trading system. 


Well, this is a general, general overview. I would just 
sum up, before I turn to my colleague, and simply say that what we 
are after here -- at Versailles is to strengthen the economic 
partnership among the Western democracies, to try to develop a common 
understanding of the problems we face, what we can do individually 
in terms of improving our own policies, what we can do in consultation 
with one another, and what we can do te strengthen the fabric and 
the structure of the international economic system on which we so 
heavily depend, and in which we have such an enormous interest. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm goine to speak a few 
moments about some macro and monetary issues that are likely to be on 
the agenda at the summit. During the past sixteen months, many 
administration officials, including the President, have spent many 
days in consultation and conference with free-world colleagues 
discussing financial and economic issues. Almost all of the officials 
that have been involved are concerned with the poor economic performance 
of their economies. And we certainly share in the concern. As my 
colleague suggested, many of those economies can be characterized by 
minimal growth, rising unemployment, high and rising inflation until 
fairly recently, highly volatile exchange rates which have a adverse 
effect upon trade and decisions in the production area, high interest 
rates which many of us view as an impediment to encouraging investment 
and growth. 


We agree that these matters are serious, and consequently, 
we are doing our very best domestically to correct them. From the 
growth side, as you well know, we have proposed and it has been 
adopted important tax changes designed to encourage growth in the 
U.S. We have encouraged slower growth in government in the belief 
that resources can be more efficiently utilized in the private sector. 
We have encouraged deregulation. We have supported the Federal Reserve 
and its objective to reduce monetary growth and, hence, inflation. 

And, of course, on that front, we have made progress. We also share 
their concerns about our own large deficit, even though our deficit 

in many cases is smaller as a percentage of our economy than is true 
is their own country. However, we recognize that this is no quick 
fix. We know that inflation is down, and we believe that recovery is 
imminent, but the adjustment, not only in our case, but in other cases 
has indeed been costly, and we are resolved not to throw away the 
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benefits from that adjustment just as the advantages are beginning 

to be realized and just after we have suffered the important costs. 

We admit that we prefer low inflation, as they do. We certainly are 
searching for higher economic growth and more job opportunities, as 
they are. And we are endeavoring to reduce -- to create the conditions 
that will lead to lower interest rates in the United States, and we 
certainly prefer stable exchange rates. 
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Now, recently, the OECD Ministerial, and the Interim 
Committee members of the IMF agreed that we must focus our attention, 
all of us, on correcting fundamental policies, and avoiding short-run 
optimizing or quick-stimulus fixes. The focus has been, was, and will 
remain on reducing inflation as a necessary condition for bringing 
about higher growth and more job creation. 


One of our major summit initiatives which we believe will 
be warmly endorsed by summit partners represents an attempt to achieve 
better coordination of the basic macro- and micro-policies with other 
major countries. In one sense, this effort is a follow-up in the first 
economic summit held eight years ago at Rambouillet. Let me read very 
briefly the two sentences from that communique with which we are con- 
cerned. 


"With regard to monetary problems we affirm our inten- 
tion to work for greater stability. This involves efforts to restore 
greater stability in underlying economic and financial conditions in 
the world economy.* 


Following Rambouillet, there was a revision in the IMF 
articles, Article IV, which set up surveillance procedures with the IMF, 
focusing on individual countries. We go through this process, the 
U.S. Government goes through it each year, other major governments go 
through it each year with IMF officials. 


We have proposed a multilateral surveillance and consul- 
tation with other important, sizable countries, working with the IMF. 
This is in contrast with the present situation where the IMF works 
with individual countries separately. We are discussing a multilateral 
consultation among ourselves and with the IMF. 


The focus will be on the relation of politics being 
pursued in each country and the extent to which they are working 
toward achieving agreed-upon objectives: namely, low inflation and 
higher economic growth and hence greater job opportunities. 


No country will give up its independence to a super- 
national authority. The IMF will be working with all of us. Each 
nation, obviously, will retain its own autonomy over its own individual 
policy. We do believe that frank discussions with a focus on conver- 
gence of policies toward lower inflation and higher growth can be 
useful to all of us. It is not a revolutionary change in the 
international monetary system. It is at best an evolutionary process 
that hopefully, if successful, will increase the stability of the 
international monetary system. 


For example, if we are successful in achieving to a 
greater extent than in the past price stability at low levels of 
inflation and higher rates of economic growth, that has several impli- 
cations for variables in which we are all interested. It means more 
stable exchange rates. 


The volatility in exchange rates comes about as a result 
of lack of coordination of policies. It also would mean lower interest 
rates, because there historically has been, and I'm sure will be in the 
future, a close relation between the level of inflation -- that is, the 
inflation rate -- and the level of interest rates. Low inflation 
will indeed bring lower and, I believe, more stable interest rate 
patterns. ° 


At worst, if this multilateral process does not work, 
we'll continue right where we are: namely, with unstable international 
markets, and variable interest rates arounc the world. However, since 
all nations yearn for greater stability and growth, I am optimistic 
that we will make some progress in this particular initiative. 


And now, my colleague. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One general point and 
two specific points. 


I think it is useful to note that the President is meeting 
for the second time, now, with the same leaders from these other six 
countries, plus the Community. They have been together once before, 
they know one another, they've met in some cases on many occasions, so 
I think you can anticipate that these discussions are going to get 
right into the issues. 


The issues at this summit, I think, are real; they are 
more difficult probably than last year. No one is unaware of that 
fact. But I think that out of the discussions will come, as my 
colleague has just suggested, a surprising in-some-sense steadiness 
of course among the major leaders in terms of the economic program 
and the economic policies which are going to be needed in order to 
pull us collectively out of the current recession. 


Both the OECD and the IMF communiques are very clear on 
this point, that the effort to continue to fight inflation is an essen- 
tial step towards increasing real employment. And I think that 
suggests a real fundamental approach that has caught hold, not only 
in the United States, but also in other countries. Out of that dis- 
cussion of serious issues, with a certain steadiness, I think, will 
come, as my colleague has emphasized, some small decisions, but 
nevertheless meaningful decisions to strengthen international economic 
institutions: the step that my colleague has just described, which 
will be related in some way to the IMF; and the decisions with respect 
to trade and the GATT Ministerial in November. 


Two specific points on issues. The trade issue, it seems 
to me, should be seen, sort of, as one of the two pillars of the 
international economic system, the financial system which my colleague 
has just spoken about being the one pillar, and trade being the 
other. 


This summit is very significant in the sense that it pre- 
cedes the GATT Ministerial in November. This is our first GATT Minis- 
terial since 1973. That GATT Ministerial in the fall has got to set 
the directions for our trade efforts in this decade. Versailles has 
to build the political commitments, or has to bring forward the 
political commitments in order to achieve those objectives in this 
decade. 
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So we have both a serious challenge, because in the trading 
area we have many difficulties, but also a real opportunity to improve 
and strengthen that pillar of the international economic system. 


Finally, on North-South relations, or on relations with 
developing countries, we can anticipate a discussion of this issue 
even though it will not be as important as it was last year at Ottawa 
and at Cancun. But there is a continuing dialogue on these problems. 
There is some redirection, I think, of thinking with reference to this 
problem, in part, I believe, as a result of the leadership of the 
President. There are some continuing differences of views, but I 
think we will be concentrating our own efforts on the central objec- 
tive that we have in our relations with these countries, and that is 
to improve their growth and development and to do this through many, 
many channels, aid being extremely important for the very poorest 
countries, but many other activities being equally important for the 
entire spectrum of developing countries: trade, private investment, 
commercial financing, and of course, most importantly, the policies, 
the domestic policies of these countries themselves. 





In that context, of course, we are also going to be 
talking about the dialogue with the developing countries and on that 
point the United States has been very cooperative, very forthcoming, 
has made very plain its position, and we anticipate a discussion and 
some prospect, perhaps, of some agreement on how to proceed in this 
general area of relations with developing countries. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. We've had a 
special request from the West Coast, they'd like to return to the 
fray with a few questions. I gather they have to return to other pressing 


MORE 
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duties. So if the West Coast has a few questions, we're all ears. 





Q You have been misinformed. My colleagues tell me 
we have no questions. I'll poll them again. 


Are there any questions for the gentlemen in Washington? 


(Chorus of noes.) 
Thank you very much. We pass. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We knew those other duties 


were very pressing. So we are back to the East coast. The West coast 
is beyond us. 


Let's see, I think Ted Knapp had a question before. Oh, 
all right. Jerry. 


Q What can we expect on east-west trade issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, Jerry, 
Jim Buckley, and his colleagues, his counterparts,have been discussing 
this. Discussions are going on now. It's hard to predict precisely 
what is going to happen. I'll just reiterate the broad objectives 
that we seek, and that is,one, we are not asking for or seeking 


economic warfare between east and west, or between the United States 
and the Soviets. 


What we are aiming for is to avoid excessive exposure 
of western creditors to the Soviet Union, similiar to the sort of 
exposure a number of them now face vis-a-vis Poland and Romania. 
We would like to do that by tryingto get some understanding as to the 
limits of prudence which will be pursued in terms of overall government 


credits or government guarantees being extended from western governments 
to the Soviet Union. 


Second, to avoid export credit subsidies that currently 
are implicit or explicit in the lending of certain governments 
to the Soviet Union, in our judgment the third largest economy 
in the world with a GNP per capita of over $4,000 and an economy 
which is increasing its military expenditures should not get assistance 
from the west in terms of export subsidies. These are the sorts of 
things we're trying to work out now. 


Q You said earlier in your presentation that one of 
the things coming up at Versailles would be import restrictions and 
other restrictions on high technology trade. Did you mean that to 
relate to East-West trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, in that context I 
was really talking about restrictions among western countries on the 
flow of technology and the flow of service-related technology. 


Q West-to-west? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: West-to-west. But, now 
that you've raised it, as you will recall, at Ottawa -- now that you've 
raised the issue of East-West technology, let me just touch on that. 

At Ottawa there was an agreement to have a high level meeting of 
COCOM, which is the western group that looks into the export of 
strategic goods to the East and tries to prevent strategic goods 
from going to the East. 


The COCOM meeting was held in January. It was a very 
successful meeting and I don't expect that there'll be any detailed 
discussion of the transfer of strategic technologies from West to 
East, although there may be impetus given to further work of the 
COCOM, building on the successful results of the January meeting. 
But I don't anticipate going beyond that. 
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Q We all know that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In other words, you did 
| a good job, keep going, and continue the effort to avoid militarily 
related or strategically related technology going from the West to 
the East. It would be at a general level of that nature, rather than 
anything particularly detailed. Helen? 


Q I want to hear more about this imminent recovery 
we're about to have. When? How? Et cetera. And when will the 
interest rates go down, and how far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, she 
wants to know about the imminent recovery, how soon, how much, when 
interest rates are going down, and how far. 


Since I became a government official, I refuse to make 
forecasts in detail with specific dates. However, it is our general 
view that the adjustment will be completed this quarter, the second 
quarter. There are several reasons for believing that. One is that 
after having had very low money growth through the six months prior 
to last fall, we have had a significant rise in money growth since that 
time. We know from history that accelerated money growth leads to 


accelerated expenditures with a six-to-nine month lag, and that is 
now. 


We're beginning to see direct evidence. Retail sales 
have strengthened, automobile sales are doing somewhat better, we 
know that the massive liquidation of inventories that occurred in 
the first quarter, despite the fact of firm final demands, are not 
likely to be repeated in this quarter. 


And finally, and perhaps most important of all, has been 
the very sharp reduction in inflation. The mere fact that spending, 
the rate of spending and income creation picks up would not assure 
a rise in real output, job creation, and lower unemployment, if it 
were not occurring in an environment of sharply reduced inflation rates. 
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We have dropped our inflation rate from somewhere in the 11-12 percent 
range to, my guess is somewhere in the 3-5 percent range. I can give 
you a lot of data, but none of them focus on a particular rate. 
Consequently, the increased spending is likely to now lead to increases 
in real output, job opportunities and moving toward a positive real 
GNP from the negative. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: May I just add one point? 
Beginning in July, we have a rather significant stimulus being 
imparted to the economy by means of the 10 percent tax rate reduction, 
some $34 billion estimated. That's a factor that clearly influences 
the expectations with respect to the third and fourth quarters. 


Q Well, then could you say from now on it's a Reagan 
recession recovery, starting July 1? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Reagan recovery. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll give people a 
little time to spend that money, won't you? 


Q Well, you aren't. (Laughter.) 


Q Could you address yourself to the Japanese issue for 
a-minute? Particularly, what are you going to tell the Japanese 
at Versailles about what Don Regan calls the hundred bills, protec- 
tionist bills, responsible bills that are on the Hill? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAE: We have, in the 
preparatory meetings for Versailles, made a very strong point in our 
discussions with the Japanese of stressing the fact that it was 
vitally important that they come up with a dramatic trade package 
before the Versailles summit. Now, the Japanese have today announced 
their trade package. I have not seen all the details of it. There 
are some parts of it that are very promising, but I've not yet had 
a chance to assess all elements of it and we will be doing that, as I 
suspect will other summit countries, and, if the package is as 
significant as the Japanese have indicated they think it is, then 
I suspect the Japanese will find that they will be in a stronger 
leadership position at Versailles. If, on the other hand, it is not, 
then I think they will face certain rather considerable pressures 
at Versailles. 


Q We've seen enough to know that it leaves out the 
22 key commodities. Are you satisfied with it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: John's referring to 
the agricultural commodities. It does not go as far as we want on the 
agricultural commodities. I don't know what is in there. There may 
be some discussion or some treatment of agriculture. I haven't 
seen, I haven't gotten to that part. It's a fairly extensive 
document. As a matter of fact, we're going to get a briefing on it 
at 2:30, so I can't tell you in detail. But, obviously, we feel 
strongly that the Japanese should liberalize on agriculture and, 
if the package is inadequate on agriculture, we're going to keep 
insisting that they do liberalize on agriculture. But there may be 
a lot of very good parts of it. I just haven't read it in detail. 
As I say, some of the parts that I've seen -- and I've only gotten 
through it in a very preliminary way -- looked promising. But I 
can't ascertain at this point, from what I've seen, whether the 
whole package is as great. 


Q What parts are those? What parts are -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to get 
into it before I've had a chance to go over it in detail. It wouldn't 
be fair to the Japanese or to me. 


Q Do you expect the European nations to ask the 
United States to make a major change in its economic policies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not. As I 
indicated, we have just emerged within the last few days from 
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extensive discussions in OECB, in the INF interim meetings in 
Helsinki, in other meetings and there is general agreement that the 
basic thrust of getting inflation under control is the proper role 
and that is our policy so I do not expect a call for a major change 
in our policies. 


Q I was wondering whether someone could give us a 
rundown of the problems you anticipate when our President meets 
another head of government, what may come up or what will come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These heads of state 
and government, obviously, will set their own agendas. I think -- 


Q From our point of view -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean what problems 
aoe going to come up or what issues are -- what are our priority 
ssues? 


Q Right. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well clearly, we have 
several. The one my colleague indicated is a very high priority, 
, to strengthen the coordinating mechanism among governments on 
monetary and macro-economic issues. That is one. Secondly, we 
attach very high priority to strengthening the trading system. And 
we think that all countries have an interest in doing this. We think 
that -- 


Q I am asking: on a one on one basis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- there are not really 
very many Opportunities for bilaterals. The only bilateral that 
is now planned is a bilateral with the Prime Minister of Japan. 


Q Will the defense budget come up there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea. 
There is not yet a set agenda for those bilaterals. Most of those 
bilateral tend to be relatively informal. And I just cannot tell 
you what it is going to be on. I do not know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I interupt:for 
one moment. 


There are several journalists here from NATO who are 
here under ICA auspices. Those of you who have not left, you are 
asked to gather outside through that door out there. 


And now, we will go on to your additional questions. 
Yes, sir? 
Q When you said earlier that you were . :nt on a 


breifing with the Japanese to encourage -- with the Japanese or on 
the New Zealand situation? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The Japanese 
are coming in about -- well, they are their now to give me a 
breifing at 2:30 p.m. So I will know how to answer that question 
better when I have the breifing. 
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Q Can I ask you a question about this coordination 
of macro-economic policies? You said that everybody is acreed that 
inflation is the number one priority, but then you spoke about how 
he would have to have a mechanism to get more agreement. Is it not 
true that France and Italy are not, perhaps, in as much agreement 
as you say, that inflation is a bigger priority than unemployment 
right now? And are we going to see a repetition of what happened 
in Ottawa where, I think in the end, the communique compromised by 
just saying both, and not, as I recall, having the resounding 
endorervent of inlfation as the number one priority that you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is my expectation 
that it will be both. And I think both are important. It is 
certainly critical that inflation -- that getting inflation down 
is critically important to getting growth employment up and 
unemployment down. And those are common objectives. On the other 
hand, the attempt of coordinating policy is, not only to agree on 
common policies which we agree we want less inflation -- are 
common objectives, we want less inflation, more growth, but also 
to set up a process whereby we may be able to do a better job : 
of coordinating policies. That is the intent. 
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Q In terms of the European -- on the United States’ 
move to lower interest, do you anticipate the President to say 
anything about monetary policy, U.S. monetary policy that has not 
been said, or anything in response to the budget, what was going 
on today -- ‘ 

{ 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is really more 
my colleagues point. But I would simply say that he is going to point 
to the fact that inflation has gone down, and point to the fact that 
he is working to get a compromise with the Congress, which lowers, 
out here, budget deficits, and that should have a very marked affect 
m bringing the rates down. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are committed to 
supporting the Federal Reserve's objective of keeping the money 
supply growth this year in the 24 to 5% percent range. We do not 
believe that a solution to the budget problem, which we hope will be 
coming along, is justification for arguing for addtional money 
growth. That, in essence, would be throwing away the benefits 
brought by our policies, and throwing away after incurring significant 
costs. We must continue to keep inflation under control. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we are being 
signaled again. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Okay; thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:39 P.M. EDT 
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FOLLOWING, AS REQUESTED, 15 VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT OF PRESS 
BACKGROUNDE ® TNNQQQ’QQQQNAN ange aggre 
WAIG’S PRESS COMFEREWCE Al THE WalO Summit in B UNE 9, 1982 
BEGIN TEXT: 


NAY. LET MR, FURST OF ALi, SAY THe! THIS 1S ON BACKGROUND 


1 THINK TT WELL CL MOFE MEANINGFUL «THAT WAY 

©. ABOUT THE MELTING 'OMORROW Ano wial Tet Ul WOMD LIKE 10 
SEC COME OUT OF IT AND WHAl WEOLYPECI, If Teal 12 WOT THE Lane 
A. OK. § THINK SOME OF YOU HEBD A LEITIE GIT OF THIS BEFORE 
BUT FOR IMOSE OF YOU WHO MERE WITH UL im WERSAILLES, | waNT 10 
STRESS THE DIFFERENCES CLIWEEN THIS AND THE VERTAILLES MEETING. 
THERE WAS BECH A CREAT OL al OF WORK MONE FOR CLVERAL MONTHS 
BY PEOPLE 1M WASHINGTON aD in THE O1WLR WATO CAPITALS AS WELL 
5 16 CRUSSELS WHERE THE DLILGATIONS IMLRE WERE PREPARING 

FOR THIS MLETING HUT ME MaAWE, | THIWK, aw PRETTY CiLam 10fa - 
WOW OF WHAT WE HOPE TO ACCOMPLIGH WERE. WC LAPECT 10 OBTAIN 

THREE MAJOR PRODUCT FROM THIS Surmir. FIRST Tet STANDARD 

COMMUNIQUE WHICH WiLi REALTY FOCUS OW ALLIANCE UNITY. THAT 

SOUNDS FUNDANE 18 1 TCELS BUT | THINK If WEEDS TO BE SEEN aGaincT 

THE BACKOROP OF DISCUSSION FOR THE LacT 12 MONTHS OR SO ABOUT 

AM ALLIANCE IN CRISIS, AM ALLIANCE Thal was AT THE TEARING POINT, 

AM ALLIANCE THAT WAS WO LONGER RIL EVAN! 10 Tet 1980°5. BOTH 

WITH THE SPANISH SUCCESSSION 10 WATO, WHICH 15 IN SOME WAYS THE 

FORMAL CENTERPIECE OF THIS MELTING AND THE SYMBOL OF THE 

CONTINUED WiTALITY OF THE ALLIANCE, eWD IN THE WORDS YOU WiLt 

StE 16 THAT COMMUNIQUE OW FAST-WECT RELATIONS, ON DEFENLE, ON ARS 

CONTROL, ON POLAND AND AFGHANISTAN, | THINK TOU Witt SEE . 

A GREAT OL AL OF CONSENSUS ; 

IN ADDITION TO THAT COMMUNIQUE WHICH | PERTONALLY BELIEVE 

COULD WOT WAVE BICEN AGELOD TO AL MUCH a. 517 MONTHS AGO OF 

A YCAR ACO WITHIN THE ALi ranch -- YOU WOON T HAVE HAD THIS , 

DIGREE OF CONSENGUS -- THERE wilt BE TWO ADDITIONAL DOCUNENTS 

OME 15 DEALING WITH ARMS CONTROL WHICH wl ARE WEaT PLEASED 

ABOUT BECAUSE 17 15 WOT ONLY am (HOORTIMLNNT OF THE PRECIDENT'S 

DECISION OW INF AND START AND MOV R BU! oN ENDORSEMENT OF OUR 

ACTUAL WEGOTIATING POTITIONS THERE Hal BELN A PaCeCROUND 

ON COMPLAINTS OW BOTH 510LS OF THE ati antic THal COME OF OUR 

PROPOSALS WERE 100 ANEITIOUs, - TWAT Inty WERE WOT LER IOUS 

THERE WAS BELEN SOME SUGGESTION Teal IWLRE wal @ OFSIRE, OW THE 

PART OF SOME, FOR US TO CHANGE OUR PO.1'IONL BUT Twe ZERO 

OPTION 15 STRONGLY CHOOR=IO, Tmt PRE IDENT S Catt FOR SIGHIF ICANT 

REDUCTIONS 15 STRONG: Y CwOORTIO OR wis WOrt Wilt BE ZIRONGLY e 

CNOORZED | WANT 10 MARE CLEAR IHal, OF COURSE THESE PRODUCTS 

1 AN GIVING YOU 15 wal WF HOIE WE wilt ACHIEVE. LACH OF THE 

HEADS OF STATE, ONCE THE MEETINGS START, 15 GOING 1D GE FREE TO 

PLAY WITH THE LANGUAGE anD IT Gay WOT COME OUT THIS war, Bul 

THE BFR POSITION WiLL BE CwDURTIO 
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FR USICA BONN GE 
TO USICA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 


UNCLAS SECTION 82 OF 84 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC FOR EUR/P; USICA WASHDC FROM USICA BONN 
PRESS ATTACHE 

KAA XK CAPABILITIES. THAT IS IT IN A WUTSWELL. RAKE 


OF COURSE, THERE WILL BE -- TO USE A STATE DEPARTMENT TERM -- 
A LOT OF WORK ON THE MARGINS. | AM SURE VARIOUS HEADS OF STATE 
WILL TRY TO TALK TO THE PRESIDENT ABOUT SPECIAL ISSUES THaT 
THEY HAVE IN MIND. THE QUESTIONS THAT YOU JUST ADDRESSED TO 
SECRETARY HAIG WILL ALL COME UP Im ONE WAY OR THE OTHER, 1 
IMAGINE. BUT THE FORMAL AGENDA 1S ALONG THE LIWES THAT | JUST 
SUGGESTED. 
@.: | HAVE A QUESTION ABOUT MBFR. | DON'T UNDERSTAND HOW 
THAT 788,008 AND $08,000 CAN BE PUT FORWARD AS A NEW PROPOSAL 
AS iT WAS APPARENTLY FOR THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH WHEN ITS BEEN 
OM THE TABLE FOR OWER TWO YEARS AND, AS | UNDERSTAND IT, THERE 
WERE GREATER REDUCTIONS AT OWE TIME OFFERED. CAN YOU TaLK ABOUT 
THAT AND TELL US WHAT THOSE REDUCTIONS ARE THAT YOU WANT? 
A. FIRST OF ALL THAT 1S WRONG. IT IS A WEW PROPOSAL. THE FIRST 
THING | WANT TO SAY IS THERE MIGHT HAVE BEEN A MISUNDERSTANDING 
A LITTLE EARLIER. THE 788,088 CEILING REFERS TO GROUND FORCES. 
THE $308,008 CEILING REFERS TO COMBINED AIR AND GF OUND FORCES. 
THE WAVAL FORCES WOULD WOT BE INCLUDED AT THIS STAGE. THE 
REASON IT 1S A WEW PROPOSAL 1S THAT, (WN THE PAST, THE ALLIANCES 
PROPOSAL WOULD WAVE ENVISAGED & TWo-STAGE REDUCTION PROCESS. 
AND GETTING TO THAT SECOND STAGE OF 788,000 and $02,808 VOULD 
WAVE BEEN EXCEEDINGLY DIFFICULT. THE PREREQUISITE TO GETTING 
TO THOSE REDUCTIONS IN THE SECOND PHASE WAS A FIRST PHASE 
REDUCTION WHICH WOULD HAVE FOCUSED ON U.S. AND SOVIET FORCES, 
WHICH IN OUR VIEW WAS A STUMBLING BLOCK TO THE REAL REDUCTIONS. 
WE WAVE, I8 EFFECT, LINKED THE TWO PHASES. WE WANT TO MOVE MUCH 
MORE QUICKLY TO TRE SIGHIFICANT REDUCTION THAN THE OLOER PROPOSAL 
WOULD HAVE CALLED FOR. SO THAT 1S ONE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE. 


MANY PEOPLE, PARTICULARLY IN EUROPE, FELT THAT THE PROPOSAL 
WOULD HAVE ALLOWED THE U.S. AND THE SOVIET UNION TO HAVE 
UNDERTAKEN TOFEN REDUCTIONS IN THEIR FORCES. | THINK THAT THE 
FIGURE WAS SOMEWHERE IW THE VICTINITY OF 30, 008 FOR THE SOVIETS, 
18,000 OF 11,800 FOR THE SMERICANS, AND THAT WE WOULD HAVE 
WEVER GOTTEN TO THE SECOND PHASE BECAUSE THERE WAS WOT CONMIT- 
MENT, AFTER MAKING THE FIRST PHASE IN US AND SOVIET FORCES, 

TO GO 10 THE OTHE. 14 THIS FROPOCAL THEI® YO BE (& COMMIT- 
MENT) SO THAT WE WOULD MOVE MUCH MORE QUICKLY AND MUCH MORE 
SUBSTANTIALLY TO REDUCTIONS. THAT 15 THE FIRST DIFFERENCE. 

17 1S MORE STREAMLINED, IT 1S LESS COMPLEX. 


THE SECOND DIFFERENCE 1S THAT THIS PROPOSAL PLACES, | WOULD 
SAY, INCREASED EMPHASIS ON ASSOCIATED MEASURES ALSO KNOWN AS 
CONFIDENCE BUILDING MEASURES. WE ARE GOING TO HAVE & SET OF 
ADDITIONAL RESTRAINTS, IN ADDITION TO THE TROOP REDUCTIONS, 
OW LIMITING THE RISK OF WAR AND THESE WILL AFFECT OR Limit 
THE WAY 18 WHICH THE TWO SIDES USE THEIR FORCES IN THE HATO 
AREA. FOR EXAMPLE, WE WILL TRY TO GET AGREEMENTS ON COUNTING 
AND MONITORING FORCES THAT COME INTO THE NATO AND WARSAW PACT 
AREAS UNDER THE AGREEMENT. WE WILL HAVE INSPECTION. WE WILL 
TRY TO WEGOTIATE INSPECTION PROVISIONS THAT WiLL MAKE IT 
EASIER TO OBTAIN BETTER INSIGHT INTO DATA. WE WILL PUT 
RESTRICTIONS ON TROOP MOVEMENT. THESE WOULD BE IMPORTANT. 

@ WOW CAN YOU EXPECT TO GET AGREEMENT OW A REDUCTION TO A 
CERTAIN LEVEL WHEN YOUR TWO SIDES DON'T AGREE ON WHAT THE 
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UNCLAS SECTION 83 OF 64 

TO SECSTATE WASHOC FOR EUR/P; USICA WASHDC FROM USICA BONN 
PRESS ATTACHE 

AAR K OM WAT THE CURRENT LEVEL IS? RR AKRE 


A. THAT 1S WHY WE ARE PLACING SUCH IMPORTANCE Om THESE ASSOCIATED 
MEASURES. VE VOULD LIKE, BY IMPROVING VERIFICATION AND GETTING 
THE SOVIET AGREEMENT TO GETTER VERIFICATION AND COUNTING RULES, 
TO MAKE iT POSSIBLE TO RESOLVE THE DATA DISCREPANCY PROBLER. 

@. ISN'T IT NOT SO MUCH THE MATTER OF COUNTING BUT OF DEFINITION? 
FOR EXAMPLE, THE SOVIETS DON'T INCLUDE BORDERGUARDS AND SUCH 
WHILE THE WESTERN COUNTRIES DO. HOW ARE YOU GOING TO GET OVER 
Twat? 

A. WELL, | THINK WHAT YOU HAVE TO 00 1S: THROUGH THESE ASSOCIATED 
MEASURES, BOTH SIDES HAVE TO SIT DOWN AND OUTLIWE IN MUCH 
GREATER DETAIL THE FORCES THEY HAVE, AND THEN THEY CAN DISAGREE 
OR THEY CAN REACH AGREEMENT ON MORE DETAILED COMPOSITION OF THE 
FORCES. | AM WOT ARGUING THAT THIS |S GOING TO BE & GREAT 
GREAKTHROUGH. BUT WE THINK THAT IT 1S GOING TO MARE THE 
DEF IMI TIONAL PROBLEM A LOT EASIER, OR WE HOPE IT WILL MAKE 

THE DEF INITIONAL PROBLEM A LOT EASIER. 

@. WHAT 00 BOTH SIDES SAY THE BALANCE 1S NOW’ 

A. 1 CAN'T PRECISELY REMEMBER AND I'LL HAVE TO CHECK THIS; BUT 

| THINK THERE 1A DISCREPANCY... ABOUT $08,888 TROOPS Ow THE EASTERN 
SIDE OR NEARLY A MICLION TROOPS... IF YOU WAIT | CAN GET YOU THE 
EXACT FIGURE. 

@. SOME OF THE EUROPEANS, ESPECIALLY THE GERMANS, BELIEVE in 
DEFENSE BUT ALSO 14 DETENTE; AND DETENTE WAS WOT MENTIONED In 
THE PRESIOENT'S SPEECH TODAY. | WONDER HOW YOU ARE GOING TO 
HANDLE THAT ISSUE IN THE COMMUNIQUE. THEY PRESUMABLY WILL WANT 
SOMETHING MENTIONED... 

A. | THINK THE GEST WAY TO ANSWER THAT 1S THAT THE WATO FOREIGN 
MINISTERS MET LAST MONTH IN LUXEMBOURG AND THEIR COMMUN) QUE 
SPOKE IN TERPS OF “GENUINE” DETENTE. | THINK OUR DEFINITION OF 
GEMUINE DETENTE WOULD BE: BEHAVIOR BY BOTH OF THE SUPER POWERS, 
AS THE PRESIDENT HAS MENTIONED SEVERAL TIMES, tm TERMS OF 
RESTRAINT AND RESPONSIBILITY 

@. WOW DOES THE U.S. PROPOSE TO IMPROVE WATO'S CONVENTIONAL 
DEFENSE AT A TIME WHEN ALLL THE NATO COUNTRIES HAVE BUDGET 
PROBLEMS’? THE FOG, FOR OWE, SAYS: WE CANT EVEN MEET THE 

TARGET WE HAVE WOW FOR DEFENSE SPENDING... 

A. WELL, | THINK THE ANCWER TO THaT 15 THE PORE EFFICIENT USE 

OF EXISTING RESOURCES. | THINK WE PROBABLY WANT TO CAL. FOR THO 
THINGS FROM THE ALLIES. ONE, «@ RECOGNITION THaT IF OND WHEW 
ECONOMIC CONDITIONS IMPROVE THAT RESOURCES FOR DEFENSE wit 
INCREASE, AND SECONDLY, I1°S WORTH POINTING OUT THaT 

1F YOU ADD THE COLLECTIVE DEFENSE BUDGETS OF waTO 

AND WARSAW PACT, A SYMMETRY THAT YOU SEE IW, Sa¥, U.S. -SOWIET 
DEFENSE SPENDING 1S WO WHERE AS LARGE. THE REAL PROBLER, 

OME OF THE REAL PROBLEMS, THAT FACED NATO FOR YEARS 1S GETTING 
THEMOST EFFECTIVE USE OF RESOURCES AND THERE ARE & NUMBER OF 
THINGS THAT CAN BE DOWE, WITHIN EXISTING RESOURCE CONSTRAINTS, 
THAT CAM EMMANCE HATO CAPABILITIES. | WILL JUST SaY WOW THAT 
THOSE IMITIATIVES WE THINK WATO WEEDS TO TAME, WILL -~ WE HOPE ~~ 
GE MENTIONED Im THIS SEPARATE DEFENSE DOCUNENT. 

@ 00 YOU EXPECT AN EFFORT TO CONDEMN ISRAEL IM THIS MEETING? 

A. | OOM'T THINK WE 00, SIMPLY BECAUSE THIS 1S WOT A HATO MATTER. 
@. BID IT MOT COME UP IN THE MINISTER'S MEETING TODAY? 

A. WELL, | UNDERSTAND THERE 1S AN EC-18 MINISTER MEETING TODAY; 
BUT, GF COURSE, ME ARE WOT MEMBERS OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY... 
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UNCLAS SECTION @4 OF G4 
TO SECSTATE wASHDOC FOR EUR/P; USICA WASHDC FROM USICA BONN 
PRESS ATTACHE 


x KX XK K FORCES FROM NATO? XK K XK X 


A. AGAIN: THE FALKLNAOS ISSUE IS NOT A FORMAL AGENDA ITEM AND 

I TENO TO DCOUBT THAT THAT QUESTION wILt COME UP IN THE wAY YOU 
PUT IT, THE QUESTION OCF WHAT IMPACT THIS HAS HAD ON BRITAIN’ S 
COMMITMENT OR ROLE WITHIN THE ALLIANCE. 

GC. (INAVOIBLE) 

A. WELL, ONE OF THE THINGS THAT I KNOW THE PRESIOENT WILL WANT 
TO EMPHASIZE TOMORROW, WHEN HE MAKES HIS PRESENTATION TO THE 
HEADS OF STATES. IS WHAT IN NATO JARGON IS CALLED “THE OuT- 
OF-AREA QUESTION”. THAT IS THE RESPONSIBILITIES AND THE ROLE 
THAT MEMBERS OF THE ALLIANCE -- NOT IN THE FORMAL SENSE -- 

BUT THAT MEMBERS OF THE ALLIANCE INFORMALLY HAVE IN DEALING 
WITH CRISES THAT AFFECT THE ALLIANCE OUTSIDE OF NATO. 

Oo. wOULOD YOU EXPECT A RESPONSE TO THAT? 

A. NO, I DON’ T. I OON’' T. 

Qo. 0O YOU EXPECT ANY FINO OF CONSENSUS ON THE PART OF NATO 
REGARDING THE FALFLAND ISSUE)? 

A. WELL, IT DEPENDS ON WHAT IS SAIO ANDO WHAT EFFORTS ARE MADE TO 
MAKE THIS AN ISSUE AT THE SUMMIT. I MAY BE WRONG, BUT I DON'T 
SEE ANY EFFORT TO HAVE A FORMAL ODOISCUSSION OF THIS QUESTION OR 
RELEASE A STATEMENT ON THE FAL®LANDS. 

GO. CAN YOU TELL US WHAT THE FORMAL AGENDA IS? 

A. THE FORMAL GANDA: TOMORROW, THEY BEGIN BY EACH OF THE HEAOS 
OF STATE ENGAGING IN A TOUR DO’ HORIZON WHERE THEY OISCUSS REALLY 
WHAT THEIR PERCEPTIONS OF THE ALLIANCE ARE <= WHAT THEY THINK 
THE ALLIANCE SHOULO BE DOING -- AND ADDRESS WHAT THEY wOULD LIKE 
TO SEE IN THE COMMUNIQUE. AND THEN THERE WILL BE MORE DOETAILEDO 
OISCUSSIONS, LATER ON, ON THE COMMUNIQUE ITSELF -- THE SPECIFIC 
QUESTION OF TwO SEPARATE COMMUNIQUES-. OEFENSE AND AMRS CONTROL. 
QO. YOu SAIO WE wERE LOOriING FOR TwO THINGS FROM THE ALLIES 

AND ONE OF THEM WAS AN AGREEMENT THAT, IF AND WHEN THE ECONOMIC 
CONDITIONS IMPROVE, THE OEFENSE SPENDING wOULD GO UP. YOU 
MENTIONED THE OTHER ONE. AND I MISSEO IT... 

A. THAT waAS: USING EXISTING RESOURCES MORE EFFICIENTLY TO 
ESTABLISH SOME GUIDELINES, MArE REFERENCE TO SOME PRIORITIES 

IN TERMS OF DEFENSE, WHERE WE THINK THE ALLIANCE SHOULO 

BE SPENDING ITS MONEY, ANO TO MAKE SOME SUGGESTIONS ON HOW MONEY 
CAN BE BE BETTER SPENT. 

QO. OIO I HEAR YOU SAY, WHEN YOU WERE DOISCUSSING IT EARLIER, THAT 


WHEN YOU MATCHED THE TwO SIDES THE SOVIET SPENDING IS NOT NEARLY 

AS LARGE. 

A. NO. WHEN YOU AGGREGATE US. AND NATO DEFENSE SPENDING AND 

YOu AGGREGATE SOVIET 4ANO ITS wARSAW ALLIES’ OCEFENSE SPENDING 
OBVIOUSLY THE DISPARITY vOu SEE IN JUST PURE VU. S. -SOVIET COMPARISONS 
IS NOT AS LARGE. SO THAT, WITH THE ADDITIONAL RESOURCES THAT THE 
LARGER ALLIED COUNTRIES AOD, wE SHOULO BE ABLE TO DOO BETTER. 

QO. THANK YOU. 

-=- €NDALL) -- 
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. pCTION LUE-12 J 
WOULDN'T HAVE Hab THIS DEGREE OF CONSENSUS. / 
‘SFG OCT-83 COPY-@1 IWR-18 SS-18 EA-12 MEA-8? $50-£3 THERE WILL BE TWO ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS -- ONF DEALING 
PR-@S «= PA-82 «= «CCO-BB SC NWRE-BO SP-22 «©=—- SPRS-82 /067 ¥ WITH ARMS CONTRCL WHICH WE'RE VERY PLEASED ABCUT 
creeres = vownem—--Z398UH 111912 /12 SECAUSE iT 15 & -- LOT OWLY AN ENDORSLMENT OF THE 
O 1119242 JUN 82 IFF-4 PRESIDENT’S DECISIONS IN IMF AnD START AND MOTH BUT «. 
FM USDEL SECRETARY 1% BOW EMDORSEFENT OF OUR ACTUAL NEGOTIATING POSITITNC. TLEFE 
TO USISFO VASHDC InEDIATE HAS BEEN A BACHGROUND OF COMPi ANTS Cu GOTH tte O; THE 
USICA WASHDS IMMEDIATE ATLANTIC IMAT SOME OF OUR PROPOSALS WIRE TCD “"BITICUS 
SECSTATE WeSHDC .MIMEDIATE 6913 OR THAT THEY WEP HOT SERIOUS. THERE HAVE BEEN 
SECHEF WASHDC IMMEDIATE SUGGESTIONS THaT THERE IS A DESIRE Ou THE PY®T OF SOME 
WHITEMOULL “YOSEDC IMMEDIATE FOR US TO CHANGE OUR FOSITIONS BUT THE TERD OFT ICN Is 
BATS COLLECTIVE immeDraTE STROWGLY ENDORSED -- aD VE WCPE Will BE STROYGLY 
INFO AMEMZ4lSY MOSCOW ENDORSED. AND | WANT TO TLHE CLE+R THAT, OF COURSE, 
AMEMBASSY TOKYO THESE PRODUCTS, WHAT I°M GIVING YOU 15 THE -- wHaT LE 
WOPE WE'LL ACHIEVE. EACH OF THE HEADS OF STATE, OF 
UNCLAS SECTION @1 OF 8S SECTO 2973 COURSE, ONCE THE MEETINGS START, aL GOING TO EF FRE 
TO PLAY WITH THE LaNGUAGE AND 17 May WOT COME SUT THIS 
USINFC FO? PGIV/RC: PoryP; Pon/FY; Pom Fu: yOu MEWS/CA; WAY BUT THIS 1S WHAT WE EXPECT and THE PBFR POSITION 
USICA FOR CU TASK FORCE. STATE FOR EUR/CE/ WHITE WOUSE VILL BE ENDORSED. 


FOR WSC/WEUROPE -RENTSCALER 
PROBAPLY MOST IMPORTANT FROM OUR STANDPOINT WILL BE 


E.0. 12065: we A THIRD DOCUMENT DEALING WITH DEFENTE AND i 

TAGS: OVIP WAIG, ALEXANDER M. JR.) THIWA THERE ARE TWO MAJOR POINTS TO Mane WERE. ONE, 
SUBJECT: GACKGROUND DRIEF ING BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION IM LIGHT OF THE CALLS BY SOME PEGPLE ON BOTH SIDES 
OFFICIAL AT THE TULPEMFELD PRESS CENTER, BONN, JUNE 8, OF IWE ATLANTIC, !NCLUDING SOME DISTINGUISHED FORMA 
1982, 6:30 P.M, LOCAL TIME OFFICIALS FOR A CHANCE IN OUR NUCLEAR DOCTRINE GUD THE 
0: TELL US ABOUT THE MEETING TOMORROW -- DOCTRINE OF THE ALLIANCE, WE WILL SEE OR HOPE TO StE 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: LET ME gust FIRST oF 
ALL SAY THIS 1S ON BACKGROUND. 1 THI IT WOULD BE MORE 
MEANINGFUL -- SAY MORE ON Bachc ROUND 


GO AWEAD, I°M SORRY FOR INTERRUPTING YOu. 
0: <-- ABOUT THE MELTING TOMDRROW eND WHAT THE UNITED 


STZIES ~~ WHAT WE WORLD LIME "O SEE COME CUT OF IT MD 
WHAT WE ERPECT IF THEY ARE WOT THE SANE? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICI&: OnaY, | THIN* SOME 

OF YOU WEARD ALITTLE BIT OF "HIS BEFORE BUT | waNT TO -- 
FOR THOSE OF (OU VO MERE WITH US IN VERSAILLES, | WaNT 
TO STRESS THE DIFFERENCES BLTWERN THIS aND IME VERSAILLES 
MEETING IN THAT THERE HAS BEEN A GREAT DEAL OF WORK DONE 
FOR SEVERAL MONIHS BY PEOPLE 1% WAcHI*GTON aud THE OTHER 
WATO CAPITALS AS WELL AS IN BRUSSELS ~~ THE DELEGATIONS 
THERE ON PREPARING FOR THIS PEETING AND, THUS, WE HavE, 
1 THINK, A PRETTY CLE#R IDEA WOW OF WHAT WF HOPE TO 
ACCOMPLISH THERE. 


WE EXPECT 10 OBTAIN THREE MAJOR PRODUCTS FRON THIS 
SUMMIT -- THE FIRST, THE STAYDARD COMMUNIOVE WHICH WILL 
REALLY FOCUS ON ALLIONCE UNIT) AND THAT SOUNDS MUNDANE 

IW ITSELE BUT | THINK IT WEEDS TO BE SEEN IN THE BACKDROP 
OF DISCUSSION. FOR THE LAST 18 MONTHS OR SO ABOUT an 
ALLIANCE IN CRISIS, AN ALLIANCE THAT WOs AT THE TEARING 
POINT, ah MLL I ANCE ThA’ Was FO LOMGLA SELE lant 19 THE 
1980'S. 


BOTH WITH THE SPANISH ACCESSION 10 WAIO, We'ce 15 1% 
SOME Wars THE FORMAL CLYTERPIEC® OF THIS MEETING ano 
THE SYMBOL OF THE CONTINUED VITALITY OF THE ALLIANCE 
AND IN THE WORDS YOU VILL SEE I THAT COMMUNIQUE ON 
EAST-WEST RELATIONS, ON DEFENSE, AnD ON ARMS CONTEO., 
ON POLAND AND AFGHANISTAN, | TH’ YOU WILL “EE a G72EaT 
DEAL OF CONSENSUS 


1M ADDITION TO THAT COMMUNIQUE “NICH | PERSONALLY 
BELIEVE COULD WOT HavE BEEN AGRED TO BS MUCH AS SIX 
MONTHS AGO OR A YEAR AGO WITHIN THE ALLIANCE -- YOU 
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FM USDEL SECRETARY IN BONN 

TO USINFO WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
USICA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 6914 
SECDEF WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
WHITEHOUSE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 
WATO COLLECTIVE IMMEDIATE 
INFO AMEMBASSY MO_COW 
AMEMBASSY TOKYS 


UNCLAS SECTION «. + 8S SECTO 8873 


A STRONG REAF) + *-' On FOR THE EXISTING STRATEGY -- 
THE SO-CALLED “4 2 TRIAD” OF NUCLEAR FORCES -- 
THEATRE WUCLEAR + OPCES AND CONVENTIONAL FORCES. 


AND, SECONDLY, THERE WILL BE SOME OR WE WOPE THERE WiLL 
BE SOME SPECIFIC REFERENCES 10 IMPROVEMENTS WE HOPE TO 
SEE MADE 10 CONVENTIONAL FORCES. AND | THINK THIS WAS 
REFLECTED TODAY IN THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH WHEN HE SAID 
1f YOU WANT TO REDUCE THE RISKS OF NUCLEAR WAR, 
PROBABLY THE MOST REALISTIC Way TO OO THAT IS TO RAISE 
THE WUCLEAR THRESHHOLD BY ENHANCING YOUR CONVENTIONAL 
CAPABILITIES. 


30, THAT IN A WUTSHELL -- | MEAW THER: © LL BE ALOT 
OF -- TO USE A STATE DEPARTMENT TERM, & LOT OF “WORK 
ON THE MARGINS.“ 1°M SURE PEOPLE WILL TRY -- VARIOUS 
WEADS OF STATE WILL TRY TO TAL# TO THE PRESIDENT ABOUT 
SPECIAL ISSUES THAT THEY HAVE IN MIND. THE QUESTIONS 
THAT YOU JUST ADDRESSED TO SECRETARY HAIG WILL ALL 
COME UP IN OWE WAY OR THE OTHER, | IMAGINE. 8UT 

THE FORMAL AGENDA 15 ALONG THE LINES THAT I° VE JUST 
SUGGESTED. YES? 


@: COULD | ASK A QUESTION ABOUT BFR? | DON'T UNDERSTAND 


HOW THAT 700,000 AND $00,009 CAN BE PUT FORWARD AS A NEW 
PROPOTAL AS IT WAS APPARENTLY BY THE PRESIDENT IN HIS 
SPEECH WHEW IT'S BEEN ON THE TABLE FOR OVER TWO YEARS 
AND, AS | UNDERSTAND IT, THERE WERE GREATER REDUCTIONS 
AT OWE TIME OFFERED. CAN YOU TALK ABOUT THAT AND TELL 
US WHAT THOSE REDUCTIONS ARE THAT YOU WANT AND -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: FIRST OF ALL, THAT'S 
WRONG. IT 15 A WEW PROPOSAL. | THINK ~~ THE FIRST 
THING | WANT TO SAY 1S THERE MIGHT HAVE BEEN A MIS- 


UNDERSTANDING A LITTLE EARLIER. THE CEILINGS REFER 10 -- 


THE 700,008 CEILING REFERS TO GROUND FORCES. THE 

900, 800 CEILING REFERS TO A COMBINED CEILING OF AIR AND 
GROUND FORCES SO THAT WAVAL FORCES WOULD WOT BE INCLUDED 
AT THIS STAGE. 


THE REASON IT'S A WEW PROPOSAL 15 THAT IN THE PAST THE 
ALLIANCE'S PROPOSAL WOULD WAVE ENVISAGED A TWO-STAGE 
REDUCTION PROCESS. IN FACT, GETTING TO 

THAT SECOND STAGE OF 700,000 AND 900,000 WOULD HAVE 
BEEN EXCEEDINGLY DIFFICULT. THE PREREQUISITE TO GETTING 


TO THOSE REOUCTIONS IN THE SECOND PHASE WAS & FIRST-PHacE 


REDUCTION WHICH WOULD HAVE FOCUSED ON U.S. AND SOVIET 
FORCES, WHICH, IN OUR VIEW, WAS A STUMBLING BLOCK TO THE 
REAL REDUCTIONS. 


WE WAVE, IN EFFECT, MADE THE FIRST PHASE AND THE SECOND 
PHASE -~ WE'VE LINKED THE TWO PHASES SO THAT WE WANT TO 
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MOVE MUCH MORE QUICKLY TO THE SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS 
THAN THE OLDER PROPCTAL WOULD KAWE CALLED FOR. SO THAT'S 
OME SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE. 


@: WELL, HOW -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: MANY PEOPLE -- LET ME 
FINISH MY ANSWER. MANY PEOPLE, | THINK, FELT, PaRTICU- 
LARLY IN EUROPE, THAT THE PROPCTAL WOULD HAVE ALLOWED 

THE UNITED STATES AND THE SOVIET UNION TO HAVE UNDERTAKEN 
TOKEN REDUCTIONS IN THEIR FORCES. | THINK THAT THE 
FIGURE WAS SOMEWHERE IN THE VICINITY OF 30,000 FOR THE 
SOVIETS, 10,000-11,000 FOR THE AMERICANS, AKD THAT ME 
WOULD HAVE NEVER GOTTEN TO THE SECOND PHASE BECAUTE 

THERE WAS WO COMMITMENT AFTER FAKING THE FIRST PHASE IN 
U.S. AND SOVIET FORCES TO Go -- 


IN THIS PROPOSAL, THERE WOULD BE, SO THAT WE WOULD MOVE 
MUCH MORE QUICKLY AND MUCH MORE SUBSTANTIALLY TO 
REDUCTIONS. THAT'S THE FIRST DIFFERENCE. THE SECOND 
DIFFERENCE -- SO IT'S MORE SIREAMINED, IT'S LESS 
COMPLEX -- THE SECOND DIFFERENCE IS THAT THIS PROPOSAL 
PLACES, 1°D SAY, INCREASED EMPHASIS ON ASSOCIATED 
MEASURES, WHICH IS SOMETHING THAT IS -- ARE ALSO KNOW 
AS CONF IDENCE-BUILDING MEASURES. WE ARE GOING TO HAVE 
A SET OF ADDITIONAL RESTRAINTS IM ADDITION TO TRUE 
PRODUCTIONS ON LIMITING THE RICK OF WAR AND THESE WILL 
EFFECT OR LIMIT THE WAY IN WHICH THE TWO SIDES USE THEIR 
FORCES IN THE WATO AREA. 


FOR EXAMPLE, WE WILL TRY TO GET AGREEMENTS ON ACCOUNTING 
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AMLMBASSY TOKYO 


UNCLAS SECTION @3 OF OS SECTO 8073 


BND MONITORING FORCES THAT COME INTO TE Ani AND 
WARSAW PACT AREAS UNDER THE QGREEMENT. WE WILL HAVE 
INSPECTION. WE WILL TRY TO NEGOTIATE INSPECTION PRO- 
VISIONS THAT WILL MAKE IT EASIER TO OBTAIN BETTER 
INSIGHT INTO DATA. WE WILL PUT RESTRICTIONS On TROOP 
MOVEMENTS. AND THESE WOULD BE IMPORTANT BECAUSE WE 
WANT TO LIMIT THE POSSIBILITY OF AtlY KIND OF SURPRISE 
ATTACK OR MISCALCULATION. 


SO THOSE ARE THE TWO PRINCIPLE DIFFERENCES. 
Q@: CAN | JUST FOLLOW THAT -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: SURE. 


Q: ARE YOU -- YOU STILL DON'T GET TO THE SECOND STACE 
UMLESS YOU HAVE THE FIRST. ARE THE FIRST-STAGE 
REDUCTIONS GREATER? AND HOW TIUCH GREATER ARE THEY 
UNDER THE -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: NO, THE FIRST-PHASE 
REDUCTIONS OCCUR WITHIN THE CONTEXT OF THE SECOND-PHASE 
REDUCTIONS. 


Q@: WOW CAN YOU EXPECT TO GET & -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: THEY OCCUR TOGETHER. 
ALL RIGHT? 


Q: WOW CAN YOU EXPECT TO GET AGREEMENT ON A REDUCTION 
TO A CERTAIN LEVEL WHEN THE TWO SIDES DON'T AGREE ON 
WHAT THE CURRENT LEVEL 15? 


SEM}OR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: THAT S WHY WE'RE 
PLACING SUCH IMPORTANCE ON THESE ASSOCIATED MEASURES. 
WE WOULD LIKE, BY IMPROVING VERIFICATION AND GETTING 
THE SOVIET AGREEMENT TO BETTER VERIFICATION AnD 
ACCOUNTING MILES, TO MAKE IT POSSIBLE TO RESOLVE THE 
DATA DISCREPANCY PROBLEM 


Q: ISN'T IT NOT SO MUCH A MATICR OF ACCOUNTING BUT OF 
DEFINITION? FOR EXAMPLE, YOU DON'T INCLUDE BORDER 
GUARDS AND SUCH. RATHER, THE SOVIETS DON'T INCLUDE 
BORDER GUARDS AND SUCH WHILE THE WESTERN COUNTRIES 00 
WOW ARE YOU GOING TO GET OVER THaT’ 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WELL, | THIN WHAT YOU 
WAVE TO DO 1S THROUGH THESE ASSOCIATED MEASURES, BOTH 
SIDES WAVE TO SIT DOWN AND OUTLINE IN MUCH GREATER 
DETAIL THE FORCES THAT THEY HAVE AND THEN THEY CaN 
DISAGREE OR THEY CAN REACH AGREEMENT ON THE MORE 
DETAILED COMPOSITION OF THE FORCES. 


-  UkGLASS IF fis 
Department of State — . 


— f= 


INCOimtikh 
TELEGRAM 


SECTO 688873 83 OF OS 1118332 
I'M WOT ARGUING THAT THIS IS GOING TO BE A GREAT BREAD - 
THROUGH, BUT WE THINK THAT IT’S GOING TO MAKE THE 
DEFINITICNAL PROBLEM A LOT EASIER, OR WE HOPE IT'LL 
MAKE THE DEF INIT!ONAL PROBLEM A LOT EASIER. 


Q: WHAT DO THE TWO SIDES THINK THE BALANCE IS WOW? 
« 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: | THINK THAT -- | CAN'T 
PRECISELY REMEMBER. 1 CAN'T PRECISELY REMEMBER. | 
THINK THAT -- AND | WILL WANT TO CHECK THIS. BUT ! 
THINK WE -- THERE S A DISCREPANCY OF ABOUT £00, OCO 
TROOPS OW THE EASTERN SIDE, OR NEARLY A MILLION TROOPS. 


@: -- ISN'T IT? 
Q: DISCREPANCY -- 


Q@: VOU MEAN THAT'S THE DIFFERENCE AS WE SEE IT BETWEEN 
THE TWO SIDES? CAN'T BE THAT -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: NO, WHAT WAS IT? NO, NO. 
THAT'S RIGHT. THAT'S RIGHT. YOU'RE RIGHT. RIGHT. 
DUNSMORE HAS THE ANSWER. 


LISTEN, IF YOU'LL WAIT. | CAN GET YOU THE EXACT 
FIGURES. ALL RIGHT? 


@: SOME OF THE EUROPEANS, ESPECIALLY THE GERMANS, BELIEVE 
IN DEFENSE BUT ALSO IN DETENTE. AND DETENTE WaS NOT 
MENTIONED IN THE PRESIDENT S SPEECH TODAY AND | WONDER 
WOW YOU'RE GOING TO HANDLE THAT ISSUE IN THE COMMUNIQUE 
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SINCE THEY PRESUMABLY WILL WANT SOMETHING MENTIONED AND 
WE -- 


THE CORRECT FIGURE 15 160,000-170,000 FORCES. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: | THINK THE BEST 

WAY 10 ANSWER THAT 1S THAT NATO FOREIGN MINISTERS MET LAST 
MONTH IN LUXEMBOURG AND THE COMMUNIQUE SPOKE IN TERMS 

OF GENUINE DETENTE. 


Q: WHAT IS THAT? 


SENIOW ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: | THINK OUR DEFINITION 
OF GENUINE DETENTE WOULD BE BEHAVIOR BY BOIM OF THE 
SUPERPOWERS, AL THE PRESIDENT HAS MENTIONED SEVERAL 
TIMES, IN TERMS OF RESTRAINT AND REPONLIBIL ITY. 


Q: WOW DOES THE U'ITED STATES PROPOSE TO IMPROVE NATO'S 
CONVENTIONAL DEFENLE AT A TIME WHEN ALMOLT ALL OF THE 
WATO COUNTRIES HAVE BUDGET PROBLEMS AND THE FRG FOR ONE 
SAYS 17 CANNOT EVLN MEET THE TARGET WE HAVE GOT NOW FOR 
A DEFENSE BUDGET’ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: | THINK THE ANCWER TO 
THAT 1S THE MORE EFFICIENT USE OF EXISTING RESOURCES. 

1 THINK WE PROBABLY WANT TO CALL FOR TWO THINGS FROM 
THE ALLIES, ONE THE RECOGNITION THAT IF AND WHEN 
ECONOMIC CONDITION. IMPROVE THAT RESOURCES FOR DEFENSE 
WILL INCREASE AND SECONDLY, THOUGH, IT 1° WORTH 
POINTING OUT THAT IF YOU ADD THE COLLECTIVE DEFENSE 
BUDGETS OF NATO AND THE WARSAW PACT, ASYMMETRY THaT 
YOU SEE IN, SAY, U.S. -SOVIET DEFENSE SPENDING 1° NOWHERE 
AS LARGE. AND THE REAL PROBLEM ~~ ONE OF THE REAL 
PROBLEMS THAT HAS FACED NATO FOR YEARS 15 GETTING THE 
MOST EFFECTIVE USE OF RESOURCES, wND THERE ARE A NUMBER 
OF THINGS THAT CAN BE DONE WITHIN EXISTING RE LOURCE 
CONSTRAINTS THAT CAN ENHANCE NATO CAPABILITIES AND | 
WILL JUST SAY NOW THAT THOSE THINGS WE HOPE WILL BE 
MENTIONED IN THIS SEPARATE DEFENSE DOCUMENT -- 

SOME OF THE INITIATIVES WE THINK NAITO NEED. TO TAKE. 


Q: DO YOU EXPECT AN EFFORT TO CONDEMN ISRAEL FROM THIS 
MEETING? AND HOW WILL THE U.S. REACT TO THAT? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: | DON'T THINK WE DO, 
SIMPLY BECAUSE THIS 15 WOT A NATO MATTER. | MEAN, 
WE os 


Q: DIDN'T IT COME UP IN THE MINISTER'S MEETING TODAY 
OR -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WELL, | UNDERSTAND 


THERE WAS AN EC-10 MINISTER'S MEETING TODAY, BUI OF 
COURSE WE ARE WOT MEMBERS OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY. 
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QO: BUT YOU DON’T EXPECT THIS 10 BE BROUGHT UP IN -- 


SENIOR ADM/NISTRATION OFFICIAL: § DO NOT EXPECT -- 
WELL, IN FACT | KNOW THAT IT WILL NOT BE A FORMAL 
AGENDA QUESTION. 


@: DO YOU EXPECT THE FALKLANDS ISSUE, TO DRAW DOWN 
FORCES FROM NATO TO COME UP IN -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: AGAIN, THE FALKLANDS 
1S WOT A FORMAL AGENDA ITEM AND | TEND 10 DOUBT THAT 
THAT QUESTION WILL COME UP IN THE WAY YOU PUT IT -- 

| MEAN THE QUESTION OF WHAT IMPACT THIS HAS HAD ON 
BRITAIN'S COMMITMENT OR ROLE WITHIN THE ALLIANCE. 


Q: BUT THERE 1S NO ROOM IN THE AGENDA FOR OTHER 
PROPOSALS FROM VARIOUS PLACES? CAN YOU JUST TELL US 
WHAT THE AGENDA 157 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: IF ANYTHING THIS IS 
ONE OF THE THINGS THAT THE PRESIDENT WILL WANT TO 
EMPHASIZE TOMORROW WHEN HE TAKES HIS PRESENTATION TO 
THE HEADS OF STATE, 15 WHAT IN NATO JARGON 15 CALLED 
THE OUT-OF-AREA QUESTION, AND THAT 1S, THE RESPONSIBI- 
LITIES AWD ROLES THAT MEMBERS OF THE ALLIANCE -- NOT 
IN THE FORMAL SENSE -- BUT MEMBERS OF THE ALLIANCE 
INFORMALLY HAVE IN DEALING WITH CRISES THAT AFFECT 

THE ALLIANCE OUTSIDE OF NATO. THIS CONCEIVABLY COULD 
BE RELATED, BUI THAI 15 THE ONLY -- 


Q: WILL THE SPANISH THEREFORE BE ABLE TO MAKE A RESPONSE 
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SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 6917 RESOURCES THAT THE LARGER ALLIED COUNTRIES ADD, WE SHOULD 
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INFO AMEMBASSY MOSCOW 

AMEMBASSY TOKYO END 

UNCLAS SECTION OS OF OS SECTO 8873 HAIG 


TO THAT IF -- DO YOU EXPECT A RESPONSE FROM THE SPANISH? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: NO, | DON'T. 


Q: DO YOU EXPECT ANY KIND OF DISSENT FROM OUR NATO 
ALLIES? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: IT REALLY DEPENDS ON 
WHAT iS SAID AND WHAT EFFORTS ARE MADE TO MAKE THIS 
AN ISSUE AT THE SUMMIT. 1 DON’T SEE Ally -- | MAY BE 
WRONG -- BUT | DON’T SEE ANY EFFORT TO MAME -- HAVE A 
FORMAL DISCUSSION OF THIS QUESTION OR RELEASE A 
STATEMENT ON THE FALKLANDS. 


Q: WOULD YOU TELi US WHAT THE FORMAL AGENDA 1S” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WELL, IWE FORMAL 
AGENDA 1S -- EACH OF THE HEADS OF STATE MOKE A TOUR 
G' HORIZON WHERE THEY DISCUSS REALLY WHAT THEIR 
PERCEPTIONS OF THE ALLIANCE ARE, WHAT THE ALLIANCE 
SHOULD BE DOING, AND ADDRESS WHAT THEY WOULD LIKE TO 
SEE IN THE COMMUN) QUE. 
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Q: ARE ALL THOSE STATEMENTS PUBLIC -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: | AM NOT SURE. | DON’T 
BELIEVE THEY ARE. 


Q: 1S THAT IN THE MORNING SESSION? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: VES, THEY ARE. AND | 
THINK THERE 1S A GOOD CHANCE THAT THOSE STATEMENTS WILL 
SPILL OVER, BECAUSE YOU ARE TALKING ABOUT FIFTEEN, SIX- 
TEEN HEADS OF STATE, AND THEN THERE VILL BE MORE DETAILED 
DISCUSSION LATER ON ON THE COMMUNIQUE ITSELF AND SPECIFIC 
QUESTIONS OF THE TWO SEPARATE COMMUNIQUES: DEFENSE AND 
ARMS CONTROL. 


Q: YOU SAID THAT IF WE WERE LOOKING AT TWO THINGS FROM 
THE ALLIES AND ONE OF THEM WAS AN AGREEMENT THAT IF 
AND WHEN THEIR ECONOMIC CONDITIONS IMPROVED THAT 
DEFENSE SPENDING WOULD GO UP. IF YOU MENTIONED THE 
OTHER, THEN | MISSED IT. COULD YOU -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: THAT WAS USING 
EXISTING RESOURCES MORE EFFICIENTLY, AND THIS WOULD BE 
TO ESTABLISH SOME GUIDELINES OR MAKE REFERENCE TO SOME 
PRIORITIES IN TERMS OF DEFENSE WHERE WE THINK THE ALLIANCE 
SHOULD BE SPENDING ITS MONEY. AND TO MAKE SOME 
SUGGESTIONS ON HOW MONEY CAN BE BETTER SPENT. 


Q: DID | HEAR YOU SAY JUST ON THAT POINT WHEN YOU 
WERE DISCUSSING IT EARLIER THAT WHEN YOU MATCH THE TWO 
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SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I do have some 
Opening remarks. It's been a while since I had a chance to 
meet with you like this; some months actually, and we've not 
been inactive in the interim so I thought it might be useful 
to try and indicate what we've been up to as well as how we 
see the state of play on the negotiations in Southern 
Africa. 


We are reaching a critical phase in the nego- 
tiations, a very important phase, and we expecr that the 
question of our efforts will be probably decided in the 
coming months, in the next few months. That was very much 
the consensus of the contact group ministers who met in 
Luxenbourg on the 17th of May, immediately following the 
meeting of African directors at my level in Paris just a few 
days prior to that. 


As a result, we have been for the past month 
Or more in a period of great diplomatic activity. I'll just 
touch on some of those different diplomatic contacts so you 
have a bit of a framework. 


There is currently in Zambia, Angola and 
Tanzania a mission of the contact group at the Africa direc- 
tor level. General Walters has just come completed his trip 
which was the U.S. working alone where Re also met with 
heads of state of Tanzania, Zambia and Angola. 


I returned recently from a meeting in Bonn 
with President Sam Nujoma of SWAPO that was just about ten 
Gays ago whose results, I think, are pretty well known. 
There were a number of statements given here as well as the 
press conference given by President Nujoma in Bonn at that 
time. A little earlier there was an extensive set of 
Giscussions between an American delegation and the South 
African delegation in Geneva. That was May 10th and llth 
followed immediately by the contact group meeting at my 
level in Paris that I made reference to earlier. 


The new South African ambassador to 
Washington, Bran Fourie, who has been the leader of all 
South African <= just about all South African discussions 
with us over the past year and a half and who has been 
involved in the Namibian negotiations for many years is now 
arrived in Washington which further facilitates expediting 
this negotiation the fact that he is physically here in 
Washington. 


I and my counterparts from other countries in 
the contact group will be also active up in New-York 
tomorrow, over the weekend and next week with frontline sta- 
tes foreign ministers and other. involved in an effort to 
move the negotiations forward as rapidly as we can. 
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I might say a word about what leads us to 
think that things are in an inactive phase. I think all 
parties agree that nothing much is to be gained by con- 
tinuing a sterile stalemate, an argument over one issue 
which has been the source of our delay for the past four 
months on the Namibia negotiations and that is the electoral 
system for the first election. That is, the election to the 
Consituent Assembly for Namibia. 


I think there is consensus on all sides that 
too much time has been taken with this problem. That it puts 
at risk too much and that the time is ripe, in fact, to find 
a way to move forward. 


There's a broader feeling, I think, as well, 
that the time may be ripe for a settlement. The South 
African Government has made it clear that it wishes to go 
ahead as rapidly as possible. We are persuaded that South 
African does not want the Namibia question to be an element 
that lingers for the indefinite furture in the evolving 
political calculus within South Africa. By the same token, 
we are also very much of the view that the frontline state 
leaders and SWAPO want a settlement sooner rather than 
later. 


The regional climate in South Africa is today 
as it has been for sometime dangerous. ‘The way to get that 


danger under control is to get a handle on this particular 
question. 


I think the recent meeting of Prime 
Minister Botha and President Kaunda of Zambia was more than 
anything else a clear indication of dispite the differences 
that do exist on the consensus on the need to get the 


problems of regional security in Southern Africa under 
better control. 


There are, of course, differences but we 
believe these differences have narrowed and that there is 
interest in trying to find a solution. 


How are we going to do this? Let me indicate 
where we are on the substantive issues in the negotiations. 
As I've indicated on the Phase I question which concern a 
set of constitutional principles which we first tabled with 
the parties last fall, there is consensus that the nego- 
tiations should not fail or become indefinitely bogged down 
over the question of an electoral system. 


So what we are going to do is to put it aside 
for resolution later in accordance with the procedures ori- 
ginally spelled out in U.N. Resolution 435. We do’ fot 
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intend to push therefore at this moment for agreement on an 
electoral system and we have so told the parties. We 
believe the issue can be resolved to everyones satisfaction 
in a more positive context at a later time. 


So we are not asking any of the parties to 
abandon their stated positions. We are simply asking for 
agreement from all sides to finesse this one question for 
now. 


On the Phase II questions which revolve 
around the role of the U.N. in the transition period, speci- 
fically the question on impartiality towards all the politi- 
cal parties in Namibia on the one hand and the U.N. 
transition assistance group UNTAG on the other hand, we 
believe also the differences are narrowing. 


There is a recognition on all sides that the 
U.N. has a job to do and it must have the resources to do 
that job effectively. There is also recognition that sen- 
sible and appropriate steps will be required on the issue of 
impartiality to assure a workable degree of confidence in 
the U.N. on all sides. 


As mentioned a moment ago, there is a contact 
group team presently in Africa talking to some of the key 
parties about our preliminary ideas on Phase II as we sit 
here today. ‘ 


Looking to the future in the very near term, 
we expeft to conclude Phase I, recognizing that all of the 
constitutional principles have been accepted by the parties 
except for the electoral system and that is a clear position 
on the part of all as was reaffirmed in Bonn by President 
Nujoma of SWAPO and all the other parties. 


We expect in the near future to be coming up 
with contact group proposals on the Phase II issues which 
will, we hope, will be able to narrow differences and lead 
to agreement on those as well with appropriate involvement 
of the U.N. Secretariat which, of course, is involved in 
implementing such proposals and therefore has a role to play 


as well. 


We think it is not an insignificant 
accomplishment that the constitutional principles which are 
some three plus pages of sj~ ‘fics about the way a con- 
Sitution would be drawn up -« oeen agreed and that the one 
unresolved issue is this electural system. But all atten- 
tion having been focused on the electoral system, we think 
there's been perhaps a lack of recognition as to what has 


been agreed to. _ 
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If things move according to the kind of time- 
tuble that we hadin mind, it is foreseeable that we could 
within the next several months be in a position where the 
parties can agree on a date for implementation and that that 
date could be in the next few months as well which would 
enable us to make up for the lost time that has been spent 
on the electoral question, the question on the electoral law 
so that we could, as we have said from the outset of these 
negotiations, be able to see the beginning of implementation 
of U.N. Resolution 435 in 1982. 


And as I have just indicated, implementation 
in our view could, if things go well, and the differences 
are narrowing, begin as early as in the next few months. 


We have also, from the beginning of these 
negotiations, mzde clear that we believe there is a closer 
interrationship between the questions of Namibia and Angola 
and that the two questions, if there is to be success, must 
be addressed and resolved in tandem. 


As those of you who follow these discussions 
are aware, we have said from the beginning this is not an 
American precondition. This is a fact of life. It reflects 
the reality on the ground. It reflects the close geographic 
relationship of the Angola conflict and the Namibia conflict 
and the close political interrelationship as well. 


To assure success on Namibia, we need a com- 
mitment from the Angolan Government the Cuban combat forces 
will depart from Angola in a way coordinated with the depar- 
ture of South African forces from Namibia as foreseen in 
U.N. Resolution 435. Without that, I cannot say this nego- 
tiation will succeed. 


Our views on Angola and on the Angolan issues 
have been conveyed up to now in the diplomatic channel where 
they will remain so I'm not going to go into any further 
detail ON BACKGROUND or any other basis. We had extensive 
Giscussions with the Angolan Government as we had, indeed, 
with President Savimbi of UNITA. 


General Walters met recently with President 
Santos of Angola in Luanda to discuss the full range of 
issues that I am describing here as well as bilateral 
questions. 


It would suffice for me to say that we are 
seeking to play the role of catalyst in a very complex 
negotiation; that to succeed must have something in it for 
everybody and that is the basis on which we are proceeding. 


We are asking any party to commit Suicide and 
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we seek constructive relations with all the parties 
involved. 


I think I'll stop there. 


Q Sir, how close are you to getting a commit- 
ment from Angola for the withdrawal of Cuban forces? 


A I don't think I'll comment beyond what i said 
except that these issues are under active discussion. 


Q When you talk abut the notion that you can't 
any party to commit suicide and also the relationship bet- 
ween Namibia and Angola, what now do you see is the role of 
UNITA and whethere that is part and parcel of a Cuban 
withdrawal? 


A We made clear and it continues to be our view 
that it's difficult to envisage an overall regional solu- 
tion. It does not take into account the interests of the 
major parties. Clearly, UNITA and the people it represents 
are major parties. Having said that, we have no blueprint 
Or any model for national reconciliation in Angola. We do 
not believe that it is for us to mediate or to negotiate, 
and we have made that clear as well to all the parties. But 
we find it difficult to envisage the possibility of a 
regional solution that did not include some discussion 
leading eventually to some understanding between the key 
parties and Angola. 


Q Can I follow up on that. When you use the 
word “we” now are you speaking of the U.S. Government or as 
the contact group; is that a consensus? 


4 I'm speaking as the U.S. Government. 


Q Do you have indication from your discussions 
and General Walters discussions with the Angolans that they 
would be willing to somehow cut into some sort of power- 
sharing arrangement? 


A I wouldn't comment beyond what I've said. We 
are in a phase of active discussions with the Angolan 
Government. We keep in regular contact as well with UNITA 
on these questions, but I think it would not be helpful at 
this time to begin discussing in the public arena what we 
are seeking to negotiate diplomatically. 


Q I get the impression here that the attitude 
here is that some is better than none. What about the 
completion of Phase I? I don't understand what the 
stumbling block seems to be in getting Phase I completed and 
finished. “% “, 
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A Phase I consisted of a complete set of 
constitutional proposals, including an electoral law for the 
first election, that is, the election of the Constituent 
Assembly. We had agreement on everything but that electoral 
law and so what we are seeking to do and are going to do is 
to reach Phase I without agreement on the electoral law. 


Q I understand, but what: are you looking to 
complete Phase I? What are you looking to to tie up that 
electoral -- 


A’ I see your question. We are simply con- 
Sulting at this stage, doing a final round of consultations 
with all the parties as to the procecular means by which we 
terminate Phase I which will involve communications between 
the five and the N.N. Secretary General. 


Q Could you give us a couple of ideas where one 
side stands and what another side wants? In other words, 
what az* the forces that seem to be at loggerheads at this 
point? What are the attitudes that can't ode solved at this 
point? 


A I think we have consensus on the basis to do 
this in the very near future, like next week. I'm simply 
informing you of the fact that we have been consulting about 
it for the past four or five weeks. So-~we will be ina 
position to conclude Phase I in the very near future. 


Q Will you make a formal announcement next 
week? 


4 I'm not sure we have to make a formal announ- 
cement. We will simply inform the parties on paper and it 
becomes, at that stage I guess, a fact. 


Q Do you mean that that's concluding Phase I 
without agreement on the electoral procedure? 

4 That is correct, yes. 

Q Is it your hope there will be enough give in 


the positions, especially of the South Africans, in Phase II 
that would allow SWAPO to accept the Phase I electoral proposals 
as they are now or do you envisage a situation where the 
electoral proposals will be changed at a later date? 


By It's too early to predict that. We are not 
asking anyone to change their position and, as you know the 
frontline states and SWAPO have met <= they met on May 4th 
in Dares Salaam and announced at that time that. the mixed 
electoral system which we put forward was unacceptzble to 
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SWAPO. 


We are not asking at this stage -- we are not 
asking SWAPO to go back again and look at it again. That is 
the position of the electoral position. 


Q But you might be after the conclusion of 
Phase II? 


A We are not asking anyone to reconsider. We 
are deferring this issue and the U.N. Security Resolution 
435 spells out a procedure for deciding that issue at the 


appropriate time. 





Q Are you allowed to discuss the future shape 
of the government or is that part of this confidential 
Giplomatic process? 


Xx The future shape of which? 


Q Of the government in Namibia. For those of 
us who really don't know that much about it what do you 
envision as the shape of the government, say, three or four 
months now when you think this will ali be implemented? 


A I should say for those who don't follow 
it all that closely, reiterate that the beginning of imple- 
mentation of 435 involves the arrival on the ground in 
Namibia of U.N. officials, both civiiian and military who 
will monitor, observe, consult closely with the South 
African authorities who remain in control of the territory 
right up until independence. 


The U.N. plan itself, 435, envisages a seven 
month period between the arrival on the grund of the U.N. 
elements and the conduct of the first election to the 
Constituent Assembly. I don't know if that answers your 
guedstion. But there will be, in other words, South African 
officials, the administrative general of his colleagues who 
will continue to be in charge of the administration of 
Namibia up to independence in consultation with the U.N. 
transition people who will be there as well. 


Q So independence would be at least a year 
away? 


4 That's up to the Constituent Assembly to 
decide once elected and once they've drawn up their 
constituion. 


Q Is it a fair inference that you <= now 
speaking of “you” as the U.S. Government you -=- have a fair 
degree of confidence -- maybe that's not the word but 
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I'll say confidence -- that Angola can be brought to agree 
to a withdrawal of the Cubans? And if rot, why go through 
this whole exercise only to be foiled in the end? 


A I don't think it's particularly helpful at 
this stage for us to indicate our view of the likelihood of 
decisions that may be forthcoming in a matter of weeks or 
months on the part of other parties. But I would say this: 
That we believe that what we have put torward is in the 
spirit of our playing a role of good faith catalyst broker, 
if you will, in the middle of a great number of parties in a 
highly complex negotiation. 


We wouldn't be dealing with it if we thought 
it was a fatuous exercise. We also wouldn't be doing it if 
we didn‘t think it was in the interest of all the parties 
who live in southern African, and that may be increasingly 
recognized. 


Q Is there any indication of what the Soviet 
attitude is toward this? 


A It has been our view from the beginning that 
we are both superpowers, we are both great powers. We have 
perhaps responsibilities that are rather special for peace 
and security in the world. It's also been our view that we 
would not win popularity contests by seeking to negotiate 
the future of southern Africa bilaterally between the 
United States and the Soviet Union, and that the parties in 
the region were not encouraging us to do that. So we have 
been talking directly with the parties concerned but from 
time to time these regional questions like others are 

iscussed between our two governments to keep each other 
informed in general. 


Q Do you know whether they've told you directly 
in conversation or through some other means whether the 
Russians are positive toward such a settlement in Namibia 
and the withdrawal of the Cuban forces or take a negative 
view of it? 


A I think one can look at various press state- 
ments. They go in somewhat different directions. I 
wouldn't really want to try and characterize what their 
position is on this. I suppose their actions will speak 
more accurately on this than words anyway. 


Q This is the kind of a procedural question. 
You expressed that without agreement by the Angolans for a 
phase withdrawal on some basis, the process may come to not. 
My question is, is the question of Angola and the withdrawl 
of Cubans specifically on the agenda that the contact group 
brings up with the frontline states and with South Africa? 
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Does it come under Phase I, Phase II, or is it simply a kind 


of understood notion that everybody agrees it has to be 
determined while Phase I and Phase Ii are being negotiated? 


A No. I think that's an important point to 
clarify. The contact group exists in order to negotiate the 
independence of Namibia. It is the contact group which all 
alone for the past four plus years has developed the propo- 
sals that led to the Western plan or the U.N. plan, 
Resolution 435, and everything has followed since and the 
contact group negctiates on that issue. 


_ For a statement of the position of other mem- 
bers of the Western Five on the Angola question, I think 
it's probably most appropriate to address that question to 
them directly. It is our understanding that all of us are 
fully aware of the importance of the Angolan agenda and that 
as a matter of our objective assessment of the situation, 
there is a high degree of consensus that this is, indeed, 
going to be animportant aspect of the overall solution. But 
the contact group is not putting forward proposals on 
Angola. It's not its role and the U.N. plan does not involve 


Angola in any way. 


Q Did General Walters or Mr. Wisner or whoever 
speaks in that duo offer to the Angolans or the United 
States Government any assurance or understanding of what tie 
U.S. would be willing to do on its part in the way of 
recognition, aid, or any other American connection if they 
will come along with an assurance regarding the withdrawal 


oft the Cubans? 


A Going back to the first discussion at the 
ministerial level between the Secretary and Minister Paulo 
Jorge of Angola last fall at the UNGA, a wide range of 
issues have been discussed. 


In my meetings with the minister in January 
and March, and April of this year, that seems to be the 
case. We have discussed bilateral and regional issues. As 
you know, we have an existing economic/commercial rela- 
tionship which is, by African standards, is really quite 
Significant. And in our view it is appropriate for us to be 
Gisecussing all these questions. Ultimately, of course, we'd 
lik “. ‘ave a normal relationship with Angola. 


Q Did he or did your group there in Angola make 
any offer to the Angolans of what the United States would be 


willing to do? 


a I'm not prepared to go beyond what I said. 


No. 


*,.°* 
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Q Would you talk some on this electoral proce- 
dure which seems to be a sticking point of Phase I. Would 
you give us your assessiient of where Nujoma is. Presumably, 
if you conclude Phase I and Phase II goes smoothly, is it 
your sense that Nujoma then will feel more comfortable about 
this two-tier or this double volt that's involved in Phase 
I? Is it really an issue of substance or an issue of atti- 
tude because suspicions run deeply on this issue? And how 
room did Nujoma, in terms of your talks with him, give you 
if everything else goes well as a result of this problem? 


A When I met with President Nujoma in Bonn, I 
think each of us agreed that it was the path of wisdom not 
to debate the past to find ways, as best we could, to 
improve communication both between us and the contact group 
and SWAPO in general which we are quite confidence can be 
done. 





I did not, in Bonn, ask him yet again to 
reconside: -=- make a proposal which he has on several -- 
which is organization has on several occasions rejected. I 
did not leave him the impression that I would be coming back 
to him later and asking him to reconsider the mixed elec- 


toral system. 


But in the spirit of not debating the past, 
I'm not sure what purpose would be served by my going into 
detail about the past except to say that we don't believe 
there was anything unfair or undemocratic about our proposal 
but SWAPO had a number of objections to it. Objections of 
principle. We are not arguing the point, and that's where 
it stands for now. 


Q If you agree to fineness this issue for the 
time being, the clear implication is that you going to come 
back to it as it stands or there's going to be some 
rethinking either on SWAPO's part, the contact group's part, 
your part and you're going to come with some other kind of 
election proposal. 


4 There is a clear implication that other 
possibilities will be looked at. 

Q And you had some discussion about that? 

4 No, we did not have a discussion about that 
in Bonn. 

Q Do I understand correctly that as you move 


into Phase II one of the first things you will do is to set 
a date for the U.N. Force to go to Namibia; that's one of 
the first parts of Phase II? 


*. 7 
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A Once we have seen the differences have been 
sufficiently narrowed, that we actually have all the ele- 
ments in agreement, we can then go to the point of the final 
narrowing and at that point we would expect to get a date. 


Q Will you be able to set a date before you 
have the electoral system issue resolved or would that stili 
have to be -- 


A This is a matter we've left open as to the 
precise time in which the electoral question might be 
resolved. We think this can be resolved in a spirit of 
compromise at the appropriate time. The appropriate time 
could be either then, as you suggested in the terminal 
period of Phase II, or it could be subsequently and this is 
up to the procedure provided in 435. 


Perhaps I should clarify by indicating that 
it was our idea from the beginning to resolve as many areas 
of possible uncertainty or problems as early as possible. 
This one stirred up more unecessary bad blood than it was 
worth. 435 provides a procedure for resolving that. It 
involves due consultation with everyone and we are simply 
going to let that take place, but at the appropriate time. 
I'm not going to specify now when that wiil be. 
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Q I was talking about Phase 2. Could you give 
us some sense of where the differences are? Is it on the 
composition of the UNTAG force, the role of it, or the size 


of it? 


A There has been for some time a considerable 
concern in the minds of both people who live in Namibia and 
the South African Government that the ability of the United 
Nations to play a proper, impartial role in that transition, 
given the longstanding practice in various U.N. organs of 
taking a position that SWAPO is the sole legitimate repre- 
sentative of the Namibian people. 


At the same time, there is a recognition that the 
U.N. has a responsibility for Namibia and must play a role 
in that transition. So what we're seeking to is to narrow 
differences on that point to find ways in which it can be 
Clearly demonstrated that the U.N. is impartial, that there 
is impartiality in general during the transition -- it's not 
Strictly and solely a U.N. issue -- so that all parties do 
have equal treatment in terms of public relations and access 


to media and so forth. 


On the issue of the U.N. force for Namibia, there 
were many issues from the past that were never fully 
resolved. There is a misperception, I Selieve, that UNTAG 
was all signed, sealed and delivered in '78-'79. It was 
never the case. There were outstanding issues never 
resolved then concerning the role and deployment and com- 
positin of the U.N. force. So some of these are legacies 


from the past. 


In addition, I think it is well known in the 
public record after the failed Geneva meeting of January '8l. 
There had been public announcements from the South African 
Side that U.N. troops were unacceptable. And, as I've indi- 
cated, differences on that issue have, of course, narrowed 
substantially, and we believe there is a possibility now to 
put forth proposals which will be in the ballpark from the 


Standpoint of all parties. 


Q Would you comment on the difficulties that 
SWAPO's United Nations representative sees to be having when 
he leaves the country on re-entering the country? Twice now 
I understand he's had difficulties getting a re-entry visa. 


A Perhaps it would suffice it to say that it 
has nothing to do with our southern African policy, and 
there may be ways we can get you some further information on 


that ° . : “% 
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Q It's curious, given the importance, presu- 
mably, of these negotiations and this diplomacy and his 
prominence. 


A I believe the problem has been overcome in 
this particular instance, but I also believe if you check 
the records, you'll find that there are a range of people in 
different categories in different parts of the world that 
have visa difficulties from time to time recently. 


Q Could I just clarify something on Angola that 
was asked before? Were you suggesting that it’s been 
treated as a bilateral issue, the Cuban troop withdrawal, 
between the United States and the Angolans? Is that essen- 
tially how it's been dealt with or the protocol? 


MODERATOR: Before other people leave, let me say 
that in the introduction, obviously the remarks should be 
attributed to a Senior Department Official. Sorry. 


A The Angolan Government has contacts with a 
good number of Western countries, including some in the 
Contact Group and some that would not surprise us to find 
that a good number of these countries talk about these 
questions with the Angolan Government as it comes up, 


naturally. It's no secret it's on the agenda. People talk 
about it. 


It's also our view that our Contact Group partners 
have their own ways to communicate their view on this 
question. We think, as I said before, there is a common 
assessment that to get a successful Namibian solution there 
will have to be parallel progress on the Cuban question. 


Q You keep saying it's difficult to envision a 
settlement that does not involve the MPLA dealing with 
Savimbi. 


If everything else is resolved, would the United 


States be prepared to see the status quo within Angola 
maintained? 





aad 


4 What is the status quo inside Angola? 





Q Well, if they're the government, Savimbi's 
out of the ballgame. 


ay We don't have any preconditions abqut recon- 
Cciliation. What we're saying is that as a matter of-logic 
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if these things were to happen -- a Namibia settlement which 
involves a disengagement of forces, a South African 
withdrawal from Namibia, Cuban withdrawan from Angola --- as 
a matter of logic, it is hard for us to envisage that hap- 
pening if there's not some understanding, some dialogue, 
some progress on the issue. 


Q But then you wouldn't necessarily oppose it? 


A That's a hypothetical question. I would have 
to defer that. It boggles the mind to conceive how that 
could be done. If you look at the facts on the ground. 


Q If you have a settlement, that's one way. 
A Sorry? 


Q If you have a settlement and the the South 
African border with Namibia gets closed off, that would be a 
major blow to their operations obviously. Looking at it 
from the MPLA‘'s point of view, that might be enough they 
could figure they could quash then. 


A We might get into the area of differing 
assessments of what's going on on the ground in south Angola 
at this point. Suffice it to say, as I've said now four 
times, it is our view that these other questions beg the 
issue and force the issue of reconciliation. 


Q You haven't consulted recently with the 
internal parties and Mudge is making a lot of noise. Are 
you going to be consulting with them? 


A We do on a regular basis and we'll be in the 
very near future as well. As you know, all the Western Five 
have embassies in South Africa. Western diplomats travel to 
Namiba, travel to Windhoek frequently to keep in contact 
with the internal parties. 


Q Is that Mudge statement make any promise for 
you? 


A Which statement are you referring to? 


Q With respect that he wanted independence 
within thrity days and he wants to vote with or without 
SWAPO. 


Sm ae 
s - 


A I'm not going to argue with timetables. The 
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sooner the better. This has been a long, drawnout nego- 
tiation already. 


Q That doesn't mean you support his statement, 
I assume? (Laughter) 


Q Why, after all these years, what do you think 
is the key that's made South Africa willing to loosen its 


grip on Namibia? 


A I don't believe it is the South African posi- 
tion that it wants a settlement at any price. This is a 
very tough decision. We have said many times before, people 
talk about concessions and who's making concessions. The 
big concession in this -- execise. If you look at it and 
take the long view is the decision to withdraw, to decolo- 


nize. 


So I*m not saying it is our assessment for a 
minute that the South African Government is eager for a 
settlement in the abstract; a settlement on terms it can 
live with, yes. But we also have the view that the current 
situation is now all that advantageous from the standpoint 
of any party. Lives are being lost, a lot of money is being 
spent. It's a stalemate. The economy of Namibia is going 
no place. It is an economica burden for South Africa. 


As I have said, in addition there is the 
question of the domestic/political calculus within South 
Africa. Maybe the time has come to get this point resolved 
one way or the other. 


Q Thanks very much. 


(Press briefing concluded at 2:45 p.m.) 
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ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED 








*SENIOR OFFICIAL: Thank you, very much. It is 

nice to be back here and see all your friendly faces. 
Some of you I have seen a couple of times on the record 
already since I have been back. 

Let me begin with a brief statement of how I view 
the situation over-all. I think it is useful to. take the 
categories of the war, politics, and the sotederies that are 
in the Presidential certification requirement. . 

I have been down there a little over a year. When 
I got down there, nobody believed that there would be elections. 
Nobody believed that we could break through and find out 
what had happened to the church women. Nobody really be- 
lieved that the army would still be in business in the 
future. But they certainly believed, as I did, that it was 
a helluva of a mess and that there was too much indiscriminate 
killing and lack of respect for human rights, aBuSes, in 


the security forces. It is true. 


*Senior Official in this transcript refers to Amb. Hinton 
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Now, a year later, after having stopped the 
so-called final offensive in January of ‘81, just barely 
having stopped the attack on the economic infrastructure, 
the power system, the economy, in August aid September of 
‘81, and having faced an all-out guerrilla offensive to 
disrupt, prevent, destroy the democratic electoral process, 
and the casualties of the Salvadoran armed forces in March-- 
February -- March, and the first part of April-were at 
least two-and-a-half times as great at any similar period 
down there. 

They have fought and they died and they bled 
to defend the democratic process -- and they won. They 
bloodied the guerrilla nose. They now have the inifiative 
for the first time in a long time. They haven't got enough 
to control all the country. They haven't got enough troops. 
They haven't got enough officers. They haven't got enough 
guns. But the tide has turned forthe military. 

And those elections about which everybody said, 
"That's a nutty idea. Duarte is crazy, and why are the 
Americans pushing that?" were stunning. 

A million and a half Salvadorans turned out to 
vote, being shot at. They walked miles. They stood in the 


sun. I have personal friends who fainted and Wife recovered 


and got back in the line. 
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But the elections produced a democratic result. 
Depending on where your political sympathies lay, the right 
guys or the wrong guys won. Anyway, 60 percent of the vote 
went for the right parties. And Mr. D'Aubuisson, who two 
years before had been a coup plotter, had come in to play 
the denearetic game, and he won 29 percent of the vote for 
his own party. 

But the democratic process won. It was a period 
that took over five weeks to form a government. The 
rightist parties thought they had the right, since they had 

60 percent of the vote, to form the government and elect 
the rightists- Presumably, D'Aubuisson was to be President. 
The Christian Democrats said, "No. We aré the 
biggest. We won. We got 40 percent of the votes. You 
can't run the country without us." And eventually common 
sense prevailed and you have a national unity government. 
You don't have a rightist or a Christian Democrat 
or a PCNer for President, you have a political independent, 
but a man who was known as a reformer, and who is accused 
by the right -- one reason they didn't want Magana -- of 
having had at one time in the past close connections with 
the Social Democratic left. I don't know whether he did or 


not . ~% 


He happens to be a man with an education from the 
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University of Chicago in Economics, a Master's Degree. 

He is there for a couple of years, until there are elections, 
until the constitution is written. He wants to hold the 
place together and keep it on course. In his inaugural 
address, he talked about the need to bring peace to the 
country and to get the economy moving. He has subsequently 
laid out a government program with other things -- respect 
for human rights, keep the reforms going, and the program 

is unexceptionable. it wasn't reported up here. 

He made a major speech the other day -- six points. 
I can't remember the six points -- His government program. 
And not a word. . 

So the democratic process and the political process 
is alive and well. 

The war looks a little better. Violence--needless, 
senseless violence--and torture from both sides continues. 
Unfortunately neither the Salvadoran armed forces nor the 
guerrillas take very many prisoners. ~- Unfortunately a lot 
of horrible things happen. But this year, the numbers are 
way below what they were at this period last year. 

Numbers taken by themselves aren't worth a damn, 


but the trends are clear. It is way down. In recent weeks 


it has been down some weeks and up the next week, 


It is discouraging. But the trend is solid. ’ 
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The army has tried, and yet effective command and 
control to prevent the kind of abuses that cost them dearly 
and cost us dearly, and compromised what is needed to win 
a guerrilla war, which is the support of the people. We 
are dealing with a society which has been going the wrong 
way, run the wrong way by our standards, for hundreds of years. 

It is slow, hard work. But they are moving in the 
right direction. They are trying. 

The reforms themselves, I am sure there are going 
to be questions about. There has been an awful lot of 
hullabaloo recently about agricultural reform, agrarian 
reform. Some of it well justified. There are serious problems. 
There are political tendencies fighting with each other. But 
it is not the way it has been portrayed. 

The President and all the leaders of the political 
parties in the Assembly are committed to keep the reforms . 
going. And they are also committed to improve them. And 
they set out to change 207, the so-called Land of the Tillers, 
in one respect, to permit the rental of agricultural land. 

How in hell can you run an economy if you don't permit the 
rental or sale of agricultural land. 

It made a lot of sense not to do it the first 
year when you were trying to get started. _ Mayke-it made a 


lot of sense the second year. But it also had a definite 
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adverse effect on agricultural production. And you have 
got to have some production. The economy is going to hell. 

They are considering what to do about the banking 
nationalization and trade, foreign commerce reform, 
which provides for state trading in coffee and sugar. They 

: haven't done anything yet. I hope when they try to improve 
) those, we don't get the same kind of an uproar up here that 
we have had before. 


They know and we know that the reforms are essential 


to keep a critical issue like agrarian reform out of the 


hands of the extreme left. They also know there is a way 


to administer it and implement it that will do less damage 


to the productive economy than other ways. 


al 
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Another point on the certification ts elections 
Of course, I assume that everybody understands -- having 
watched television, OR some of you presumably were down 
there ( almost 800 international journalists saw it) it 
was sensational. There shouldn't be any question about that. 
Then there is the question of the Americans who 
have been murdered, and there has been progress there, too, 
as you know. An investigation was conducted. Evidence 
was produced, which to me, at least, was convincing. The 


guardsmen who were accused have been turned over<to the 


civil courts. Salvadoran judicial proceedings are proceeding. 
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Now, they happen to operate under the Napoleonic 
Code as they modified it a long time ago, and it is not 
exactly a system we understand, and it usually doesn't 
work at all. It is one of the major problems wrong with 
this society. The system of law and justice broke down ten 
years ago. 

But in this case I think it will work. We now have 


going a similar investigative team with the full cooperation 


of the National Guard and the National Police and the 


Attorney General's Office into the Sheraton murders in which 


Rodolfo Viera, the land reform leader,was killed and two 


American Labor Advisers were killed. 
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I don't know whether it will turn up the results. 


The trail is cold, but the effort is being made. And if we 
get lucky, we may just find the goods there, too, and we may 
not. 

I think, Alan, that I have probably talked too 
long for an introduction, but I wanted to put it all sort - 
of out as how I see it one year later from going duwn to 
that place, which is so fouled up, but which is moving in 
the right direction. 

If you look at Nicaragua, Nicaragua is moving 


in the wrong direction on all these issues, or*.zimost all 


of them. A nice comparison. ° 
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Q I am curious that you say that the President 
and everyone down there is committed to keeping the reforms 
going, since the right wing ran very clearly on the platform 
of ending the reforms, and they now appear to have done just 
that. 

Do you see this as not being serious, that they are 
really going to reinstate these reforms? 

A Well, the right wing, all of the right wing 
political leaders, said that they were going to keep the 
reforms. They were not going to reverse them. They were going 
to improve them. 

Now, I don't know whether that was just lip service. 
There were lots of right wing people being financed and lots 
of them said that they want to get rid of all these reforms 
that had done all these things, and by the way they viewed ‘ 
it, it had been foisted on them by the Communist Christian 
Democrats. Well, that is nonsense. They haven't done it. 

The reforms go on. The President is pledged to them. He 

and Mr. D'Aubuisson, the President of the Constituent Assembly, 
worked together to get a piece of clarifying legislation 

when some questions arose over the significance of 


so-called Decree Six -- says, "I warrant anybody that has 


got a provisional title continues to have every>ftght to 


be processed to get a final title. Anybody who has appliéd 
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for a title will continue to be processed to get his pro- 
visional title, and final, if he has really got it, and 
anybody who for any reason has not yet gotten a title but 
has a legitimate claim within the meaning of the law, 
can proceed. 

Nov, what they are trying to do, and it is complicated, 
is to permit the rental of agricultural lands, and continue 
without prejudice to the rights of campesinos to become 
owners. It is complicated. But that is what they are trying 
to do. 

They haven't touched Phase I. They haven't repealed 
Phase II, which, in any case, nothing has happened on for 
fourteen months. They have not yet done anything to the 
banking reform. They will. A nationalized banking system -- 
there must be some better ways to do it than are presently . 
done there now. They may or may not do something about the 
state trading monopoly. 

So far, the reforms are in place. The President, 
all the leaders of all the political parties are committed 
to it. The Assembly said it in their first action. "The 
reforms continue." It is just that everybody has got this 
image in their mind that things are going to go to hell in 


a hurry, and there are people down there, tryint® to reverse 


them. I don't deny it. And there are things going wrong. 
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There have been a lot of evictions. It doesn't have any- 
thing to do with the law or what the politicians want. It 
has to do with what goes on in a countryside which is 
wracked by civil war and people take the law into their 
own hands. 

“Now the army has said, "Stop it. Put the campesinos 

back on the lands if indeed they have titles." 

The President had the Minister of Agriculture 
and the Minister of Defense, and he has been passing out 
titles. The Minister of Agriculture had told Fenata to 
stop processing titles, and he has now told Fenata to start 
processing again, now that he has taken the time to review 
the process. Let the facts speak. 7 

Q If things look that well to you oo 

A I don’t say that they look that well, I am 
saying they are nowhere near as bad as has been made out 
up here. 

Q -- why have you had this denial of funding 
in Congress, and what are your hopes for reversing that 
action? 

a” We had a period of confusion. I think, myself, 


and I have said so before publicly, that Congress over- 


reacted. State Department representatives were-up there 


saying, "Give us a little time to clarify the situation." 
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No, it is not all that clear. These are obscure 
laws in a aifficult country. But, you know, Congress in one 
day -- I don't know -- they took some other funds away, 
but they took away $135 million er desperately needed 
in El Salvador. The Salvadorans are dying. They are 
bleeding. And we took away -- some of the money that was 
taken away by the Congress, I don't think they realized it, 
was for agriculture credit to campesinos to support the 
agrarian reform. Some of it was for technical assistance 
to support the agrarian reform. 

But, you know, they are worried. I was concerned. 
There is reason for concern. Every day there is reason 
for concern in that crazy place. But it is moving slowly 
and sometimes it slips back. 

I think the Congress over-reacted, and I am hopeful 
that they will, in due course of time, have an opportunity 
to reconsider. But that is for them to decide. 

Q If they don't reconsider it, or if the denial 
of funds goes through, what impact will that have, sir? 

A The guerrillas have done over $100 million 
of damage to the economy. The power system, the water 
system, the rail system, the road system, 
the buses, and how many hundred millions indirgetly, I 


@on't know. . 


They are broke. They are dependent on us to 
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sustain the fight, both with military assistance and 
with training, and rifles for their army and ammunition 
to shoot. They haven't got any dollars. They are way 
behind on paying for the imports they have. They have 
controlled imports to essentials for years -- two years 
now. : 

In my view, there wasn't enough money asked for 
by the Administration. Assistance that was supposed to have 
come from other sources has been awfully slow in coming. 
You know, they are a resilient economy. For four years, 
every day, the economy has gotten worse than it was the day 
before. More unemployed. Another factory closing here. 
No herbicides to keep agriculture going. No tires ‘to put 
on the buses. No spare parts to run the tractors. 

You take that money away, and it is just that much 
worse. There is a chance you can bring imports up and 
turn the economy wound. You need the counterpart for 
agrarian reform; for housing, for emergency relief for 
displaced people, for employment programs. 

Q Is the need for American military advisers 
now Ciminished? Do you see an end to that program, and, 
if so, when? Also, military aid, can ;you discuss how 
much is there, and coming, and how much more ‘wfil be 


needed, or if the need for that is going to diminish? 


A I thought about this time last year that the 
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adviser level was about right, and that the aid level was 
about right, and then I learned a little more about what 
the opposition was doing, that there were more of them 
and that they were better trained and better equipped and 
armed than some of us had thought, including myself. 

We have trained a battalion up here, and if you took 
all the cadets out of West Point and sent them to 
Ber.ning, to be 90-day wonders, well, that is what they did. 
They needed officers. They haven't got enough troops. They 
have taken casualties. They have been attacked. Now they 
are going to move over and take the initiative. They have 
just been up in Chalatenango, but they haven't got enough f 
troops, trained units, to leave anybody important behind. 
So, they will pull out and the guerrillas will infiltrate 
and then in six weeks the camps will be reoccupied again, 
and they will be raiding out of those camps on the economy. 
I think there is a case for more training. 
Q I'm sorry, sir, did you say more training? 
A For more training and for more rifles for new 
battalions. I do think there is a case. 
Q Advisers also? 
A We can live within the 55 ceiling for now. 
That is a function also of money. One reason for. training 


in the United States is so that the battalion can be trained 
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full time. We don't have a ceiling on the number of American - 
trainers for a battalion at Fort Bragg, or anywhere in the 
United States. We do down there. 

When we train in that country, it is cheaper, but 
not nearly as effective. They keep pulling units out to 
go put out fires, so it is not continuous, and we don't have 
as many trainers. 

Now, if the money were there, so we could do the 
training in the United States, and equip them with M-16's 
and shoes and canteens and helmets and things, then we can 
easily live within the ceiling. But if we are not going to 
have any money and have to do in-country training, at some 
point we would have to look, I suppose, at the ceiling. 

Or maybe we won't have any money and won't be able to do 
anything. And maybe we will have a great result. Maybe 
we will end up with what we ended up with in Viet-Ndm, a 
country in the hands of fanatic communists. I hope not. 

Q How many guerrillas do- you now think there 
are? When we were down there before the elections, they 
were saying 5,000. There have been casualties, and now 
the numbers from the Embassy are up to six or seven thousand. 

A When I went down there, I said, what I need 


is for the guerrillas to send me their morning*,reports so 


I will know how many there are. They never cooperated. ~ 





~Vectassiftied for Publication in American roreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


15 

I don't know how many there are. We used the number -- 
I used the number 4,500 to 6,000. And there are another 
10 or 15 thousand in the militia that are part-time 
guerrillas. But who the hell knows for sure? There are 
enough to cause a helluva lot of trouble, and they are 
well armed, and they keep coming in with trained replacements, 
trained in Nicaragua, trained in Cuba, in the Isle of Pines. 
They come in. They come in with new weapons all the time. 
Their ammunition supplies don't seem to run down. Even though 
they fire a hell of a lot of stuff, they still have it. 

Q What is the infiltration rate for men and 
supplies, if you have got it? 


A I don't have the numbers, no. _ 

Q Any sense of whether it is up or down? 

A Very clearly, it was up prior to the March 
offensive. Things seem to be in somewhat of a lull, but 
there have been some shifts recently on routes, because 
the Salvadorans and the Hondurans have been doing some things. 

My impression is that we are getting more infiltra- 
tion by air recently. Helicopters, parachute drops, night 
landings on those little fields all over the country. It 
is still coming. I don't think it is as much as it was 


from the period of November through March. Bue I don't 


know. Again, they do not give us -- at least they haven't 


for some considerable time -- the inventories of what they 
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transferring. 

Q Before Secretary Haig got involved in mediating 
the Falklands crisis, he was involved in the Mexican Plan, 
spending a great deal of time in New York and elsewhere 
talking about various discussions that the U.S. might have 
with Cube. with Nicaragua. Where does that stand flaw? Because 
what you have just said indicates to me that you don't see 
any prospect for either sidewinning this war any time soon. 

Do you see any prospects for negotiating a settlement 
there? What is the status now of the Mexican Plan? 

A I can't pre-empt the Secretary. He would have 
to address that with Alan. Talks are-going on with the 
Nicaraguans. At least we are trying to get them to go forward. 
I know nothing about the relations with the Cubans. 

The Mexican Plan was not all that specific on El 
Salvador. The key point, of course, is that the Nicaraguans 
stop feeding the revolution. Their doctrine is "Revolutions 
have no frontiers. So, this is what we ought to be doing.” 

Well, that doctrine is not acceptable to the 
Salvadorans, nor to the United States. 

The new President, I said, hopes -=- as any rational 
man would hope -- that there is a way to peace during his 
Administration. It would be a real feather in ‘any man's cap. 


He does not think there is any chance or any sense 
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of negotiating power with armed guerrillas. These are the same 
leftist guerrilla leaders who in October of 1979, when a 
coup took place with the reform officers, you put Ungo in 
as head of the junta, and you had Communists ministers who 


said it wasn't good enough, and they were going to continue 


the guerra prolongada. You don't see these touch bastards. He 





doesn't believe in negotiation. But he does believe in peace. 


He is examining very carefully possibilities for an effective 
amnesty program, for the creation of an institution which 
might be called a peace commission, which conceivably would 
be an institution which could conduct a dialogue. And there 
is hope to bring back the democrats, the Social Democrats 
and the Christian Iemocrats, that left El Salvador ,, who pre- 
sumably believe in the democratic rules. 

You know, if D'Aubuisson can come in and play by the 
democratic rules, Why can*t Ungo? But I can't predict what 
the possibilities are. I hope and pray. 

Q On figures, and so on, there is some question 
about human rights figures and the accounting by the Embassy. 

Now, when the iast certification was made, the 
Embassy's figures were roughly half of those of the other 
Organizations that were trying to keep track. 


A But the trends were consistent. “~~ 


Q What I would like to know is, how much can You 
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keep track of deaths, noncombatant deaths, in the countryside? 
For example, in this recent operation where the army said 
125 were killed, among them some women and children, are those 
counted in the Embassy's figures? Is there any way of finding 
exactly what the usthaiakene is that the Embassy follows? 

As We have discussed the methodology. I am not 
the expert on it, but fundamentally, as I understand it, the 
Embassy counts anything that is reported in the press. 

Of course it is deficient. 

On the Chalatenango operation, Radio Venceremos 
is busy saying 600 children and women were killed. They had 
one freedom-fighter wounded. And the-Government was saying 
there were 135 casualties inflicted on the guerrillas, and 
unfortunately they include some women and children. 

You have got to understand something about these 
operations. The Guerrillas operate out of camps. They have 
their women, their kids, their old people, in those camps. 
You have seen, I am sure, pictures -=+ I think it was in the 
New York Times -- of l2-year old kids carrying rifles. You 
have read correspondent's reports about using eight and ten- 
year old kids as couriers. There was a 12-year old kid who 
was the guide to take the poor Dutch journalists into that 


guerrilla camp. 2S. 


There is a FMLN propaganda magazine, or information, 
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let's say, to be fair to them, that is a pretty good 
piece of work, published in Mexico City. The last issue 
I saw has got a not too unattractive young lady in uniform 
with her machinegun. 

There have been lots of correspondents that have 
been token when guerrilla camps and talked with Commandante 
Baltazar and Commandante this and that, in three different 
departments at least, and they all report that there are kids 
with guns and women with guns. And there have been pictures 
in the press of little kids who lost their arm when something 
happened when they were putting the bombs together. 

Now, it is tough. You go into a camp and you are 
being shot at, you know. So they shoot back. And: women 
and kids do get killed. | 

What is really worse, and unjustifiable, sometimes units 
get out of control, and after the battle they kill innocent 
Civilians. It shouldn't happen, but it does happen. But 
it is happening less and less, and that is one of the things 
that the training, I really believe, having American trainers 
training officers, training the troops, is going to make 
a difference on that sort of thing. 

Q Can I just follow up again? On this operation, 


it has been reported in the press that 125. were’ killed. Will 


the Embassy then extrapolate from that the number of 
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noncombatants who may have been killed? Or because it is 
in an operation, will they ignore the figure for the purposes 
of their count? 

A I can't answer, I'm sorry. YOu would have 
to ask that of che guy that does the grim, grand totals. 

I do ask sareonaiie make the decisions of what they count. 
If it is in the press -- I presume there will be a line in 
that week's report, but I don't know, which will say that 
it was also reported that in an operation that 135 or 125 
people were killed. 

Q Is there any way that you could just send up 
here a methodology, because there is a lot of confusion 
about this? _ - 

A My understanding is that we have done that, 
and it should be available. 

Q It isn't, no. 

A I will talk to the Central American Desk, but 
I think Tom Enders and others have testified on the 
methodology. 

Now it is a lousy methodology. It has the advantage 
that it has been lousy consistently, and the trend lines 


parallel what everybody else does. We have never said the 


figures were right. No one can keep track of, them. 


Q Sir, has there been much return of the ~* 
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Salvadoran exiles who have been living outside the country, 
some of them in Florida? 

A A lot have come back for the elections and 
they looked around. There have been some who apparently 
have come back to live. I talked to a number of them, 
and what they say, in effect, is that the security situation 
is not yet such that we would feel confident about coming 
back. 

They tend to be rich people. Rich people are 
kidnapping target. The left kidnaps them. The right kidnaps 
them. Off-duty security forces kidnap them. Private enter- 
prise flburishes in the kidnapping business. The extra- 
ordinary thing is that for the first time in ten yéars, 
this year the national police have broken two cases and made 
arrests, and freed two kidnapped victims. The discouraging 
thing is I don't know whether the victims, or the witnesses, 
in the case against Major Roeder, are going to be prepared 
to testify, because those who were kidnapped and those 
who said they would testify have gotten all kinds of 
threats. And it is hard to find a judge who will sit on 
a case when he is told “You may be dead." 

It is a tough country. I mean, law and order has 


broken down, and it has got to be restored, dat it can't 


be restored until the war ends, totally. ° 
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Q Can I get a clarification of something you 
said? You said -- at least the way I understood you -- 
that if congress were not going to provide enough money 
to prosecute the struggle in El Salvador, it might be necessary 
to raise the 55 U.S. advisers ceiling. Is that correct? 

A No. I was talking about the trade-off. I 
mean, if we have money so we can train in the United States, 
then we can live comfortably with 55 trainers. If we have 
less money and have to train -- because you save money, it 
costs money to send them to the States and train them the 
standards are a iittle higher, 
if we have to train in-country, then there is constant pressure 
on that 55 ceiling, which compares with 1,500 or 2,000 Cuban 
trainers in Nicaragua. _ 

Q Should you have asked for more, or have you 
asked for more? 

A No, I have not. I have been supporting the | 
Administration's proposals for military and economic assis- 
tance and for the Caribbean bases, although my own view 
is that on the economic side, they are not generous enough. 

Q Sir, to what extent has the Falklands crisis 
damaged the U.S. effort to get hemispheric support for the 


policy in El Salvador? 


A I don't think very much. The Natienal Assembly 


and the Salvadorans have made it clear that they think the 
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Argentine case is the better case, and it is regrettable 
that we are supporting the British, but I don't think that 
on support elsewhere in the hemisphere, that the major 
support for them has come from Venezuela. Venezuela has 
been one of the most vociferous critics of the United States’ 
policy toward the Falkland Islands, but my impression is that 
on the issue of El es we see pretty much alike, and 
they are continuing to be helpful and we are trying to con- 
tinue to be helpful. 

Q Sir, I have another question on land reform, 
if I may? 

If I read correctly a recent interview with Duarte, 
he seems to think land reform is either in great jeopardy 
or dead. Did I read that correctly, one, and,.two, now 
that Duarte is out of power, does he no longer have credibility? — 

A I think Duarte has a great deal of credibility. 
I think we all ought to understand that the ex-President hopes 
to be the next elected President of El Salvador, and he is 
the leading opposition politician. 

He certainly said that land reform is in jeopardy. 
I would agree with hat. I think it is in jeopardy. But I 
certainly don't think it is dead, and I don't think it is 


going to be killed. I think that common sense Will prevail. 


I understand his concerns. 
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Q Why is land reform in jeopardy? 

A. Because the rich and the powerful in El 
Salvador used to have everything their own way. Suddenly 
they discover that a military reform government and the 
Christian Democrats changed that. And they would like, 
some of them, to turn the clock back. The more reaiistic 
of them understand it can't be turned back. But there are 
forces. There are all kinds of people who will say that 
the Christian Democrats are communists, and these were 
nutty socialist ideas that produced the chaos. 

It is not true, but they say it. Some of them 
believe it. Maybe a lot of them. . 

But there is something else. Let me finish, please. 

From their standpoint, to lose their land or their 
banks or their coffee export business, this is bad enough. 
But in the case of their land, they haven't been compensated. 
This 207 program that has created all this fuss -- there 
have been 30,000 provisional titles issued; a couple thousand 
Since the election, incidentally; a couple, well, five or 
six hundred since President Magana came into office. But 
over 30,000 titles, and there are to this date seven land- 


owner compensation claims paid. 


You know, we believe in the United St&t&s that you 


can take private property for public purpose, and Ameriéan 
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law or international law and Salvadoran law says that 
you have got to pay compensation. We have used the words, 
*“prompt", “effective", and “adequate." In El Salvador, 
they said, “Well, we can't afford that. We will give you 
ten percent on the Phase I estates, and 90 percent of the 
value, a on these bonds, 30-year bonds, you can collect 
the interest, you can't do anything else with them, but 
on Phase III, we will pay 50 percent in cash and 50 percent 
in bonds." ANd they have paid seven claims. 

Q You say seven out of 3,000? 


A SEven out of 30,000. 


Q 30,000. P 
A They don't have the resources. It.is very 


complicated administratively to figure out what a little 
Diot somewhere out in the boonies is worth. There are ° 
eichteen separate administrative steps for something like 
190,000 individual potential claims. That would test anybody's 
civil serwice. The Salvadoran civil service isn't all 
that goOoG in peacetime, You're in the middle of 
& war. It is not an easy situation. And the miracle is 
sAat it has movec as far and as well as it has. 

But you askec why they are annoyed. They haven't 


* 


hac any went. The law prohibited rent. . . 


Q I asked why is it in jeopardy. Could I 
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follow it up just a minute, please? 

A I think that explains it. Itlas produced 
a lot of opposition. 

Q Did the action of the Constituent Assembly 
in extending the prohibitions to include grain and livestock 
claims, is wee opinion, does this place the land reform 
program in greater jeopardy? 

A Formulated that way, it creates a new element 
of uncertainty that is in jeopardy. But you have got to 
understand, they did not suspend 207; they did not suspend 
the campesinos' rights to ownership; they suspended the para- 
graph in the original decree which prohibited all renting of 
allagricultural land for one year, and then it was ex- 
tended, so it is now in its third year. 

If we had a blackboard, I could diagram this, if you 
want a seminar on agrarian reform, It gets awfully 
detailed. But across the basic concept of agrarian reform, 
below 100 hectares people keep their-land. Phase I, above 
500 hectares, you take it. And it was taken. It is now in 
the hands of the cooperative, the campesinos. In between 
is Phase II, 100 to 500. They have not implemented that 
except on a voluntary basis. 


The theory was that anybody in I or If-would get 


to keep 100 hectares anyway. That is his reserve right.° 
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They didn't take all tke land away from the big fellows. 
And that wouldthen been fit under this one. 

Across these three categories, they ran 207, which 
said, "You know, any campesino, whether it is a little owner 
or a medium-sized owner, or a great, big fat cat, that land 
now goes to the campesino. It goes to the government for 
assignment to the campesino. And this runs up and down. 

Now, there is all this area which they couldn't rent in 
either, with adverse effects on production. 

Now you have got some uncertainties. Sure it increases 
the jeopardy, but it is not -- well, it has been misportrayed. 

Q Sir, on that question-- - 

A It is sort of hard to understand these things. 
I understand that. I am not sure I understand them all. 

Q On that point, you make things sound so simple. ‘ 
YOu say 207 is not suspended. 

A It isn't. 

Q But, on the other hand, TI read in the FBIS yes- 
terday, from June 8th, on the San Salvador Domestic Service, 
the Agricultural Minister to say "Decree No. 207 is suspended." 
Today, in the New York Times, Ray Bonner quotes President 
Magana as saying, "Yes, definitely", when he asked whether 


dl 
- 


or not Decree 207 has been suspended." : oe. 


I know it is a complex situation, but there seems 
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to be a contradiction here, a very simple contradiction. 
; A Sure, I repeat. People are using language 
that -- The Agriculture Minister wishes it was suspended, 
and he has been sort of reeled in, you know. 6§So, he said 
a lot of things. The President, I don't know what exactly he 
said. 
The provision prohibiting the rental of land which 


is part of 207 has been suspended in the four cases. 


The original six said without prejudice to the rights 


ea, OU Oe ee 


of the campesinos, and then there was clarifying language 


that spelled it out, and now there will be a regulation that 


spells it out more. 


a 


There is a conflict here. But 207 has not. been sus- 
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pended. We do respect the Minister of Agriculture and the 
President, and I am sure that -- 
Q That makes it very difficult, because the 
Ambassador to the United States -- 
A Of course it is. “= 
Q -- is saying thatit is not suspended. And 
the President and the Agricultural Minister in El Salvador-- 
A What has been suspended is one part, and I 


think you know it is just not using utmost clarity in language, 


or perhaps in the reporting, the difference, “4 “e. 


Q: -- are saying that it is suspended? 
Q Is it a question of de facto suspension as 


dl 








wes ee ed i iad al tines —_— 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


VN Mest tt 


29 
opposed to de jure suspension? Yow are saying it is not 
suspended -- 

A How the hell can you talk about de facto 
suspension? The President passed out 500 or 600 titles 
the other day, so clearly it hasn't been suspended. He has 
given orders that you are to continue to process applications, 

so it hasn't been. The army has said you are to put 
the campesinos back on the land where the cases are clear. 
That hasn't been suspended. 

What has been suspended is this business about rent 
in four cases. 

Q Sir, it seems that you know the certification 
is due next month. Given what you have said here this morning, 
it would seem that the Administration could certify in all 
aspects to what the Congress requires. 

Do you expect that kind of certification? 

A My reading is that we have got to wait and 
see the evidence. The President ought to see the evidence. 
I want to look at the evidence. I mean, if we had the ques- 
tion tomorrow, my answer would be, "Hell, yes, you can 
certify." And there will be all kinds of people who will 
say, “How in the hell can he certify because of this, that, 
and there are still killings and tortures, and they haven't 


convicted and hung the murderers of those church women, and 
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you haven't done this, and so and so. We will have aes 
big hullabaloo." 

We have a mechanism in that law to provoke endless 
debate and controversy every six months. It starts early 
because everybody gets in; they want to make it difficult; 
and then after the decision, they say, you know, there will 
be hearings. I am sure Tom Enders will spend another week 
up there explaining how is it possible that the President 
could certify? If he certifies. If he doesn't certify, 
then maybe Tom won't have to go to the hearing. 

Then what will happen? We won't have that aid. 
They will say, "Why in God's name have we had elections? 
Why do we have a government of national unity? Why are we 
continuing the reforms? Why don't we just do it our way?" 

Members of the Constituent Assembly have said to , 
me, "Sir, we understood that we were being elected to 
represent the Salvadoran people, and the Committees of the 
Congress of the United States are telling us when to blow 
our nose and when not to blow it. You know, if the United 
States Congress is going to go into all the details in 
El Salvador, why the hell did we have elections?" 

There is a little bit of resentment growing. They 


had the nerve to attack me for defending thé=reforms. 


They said, "Why don't we make that man persona non grata", 
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There are. days I wish they would. (Laughter. } 
Q You have given a very long discussion of the 
democratic forces in El Salvador, and how they have been 
improving since last year at this time, and you have talked 
about the fanatic communists and the guerrillas, and the 
rest. : 
You seem to see all this in a very black and white 
fashion. 
The question is, why isn't it possible, given that 
distinction, to gain more support in the U.S. Congress, 


and to gain more support among the U.S. people for the 


Administration's policy? 
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A I've come across black and white. I failed 
again. I think the fundamentals of it are pretty black and 
white, but I've tried to talk about the complexities. I 
mean, there's a lot of things wrong in that place. It's 
been run by a normal Americar’ standard, at least, in the 
wrong way for 400 or 4000 years. And with due respect, 
neither you nor I nor the Congress can legislate perfection 
in El Salvador; it's going to take a generation to get the 
courts back and to get respect for law, to get an investigatory 
system that will work. It's a sick society. It's an 
agonizing situation. 

But if it's black and white, I repeat, if those 
other tough guys were to take over, it would be a hell of 
a lot worse and if we don't have some influence and the help 
to restrain the fanatic right, it will be a hell of a lot 
worse and eventually they will lose. Now that's black and 
white. I mean, we ought to understand what it is, the 
fundamentals. We ought to look -- you know, you got elections 
in El Salvador, you've got a failed promise of elections in - 
Nicaragua. You've got a movement, democratic pluralism, in 
El Salvador, and you've got a movement to a single-party 
state in Nicaragua. 

You've got, despite everything, a free press, 


more or less, in El Salvador. I mean, you can pick up 


oe 
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blatant extreme leftist stuff in the press every day. They 
have to pay to get it in, but it's there. You have an open 
economy. _You know, it's moving back. People said it's 
moving toward Communisn or Socialism and all these nutty 
ideas of these reformers. We've got to have a private enterprise, 
and let's move them back toward a little more private enter- 
prise. I'm not goincs to go all the way back. It doesn't 
make all that sense in that place. 

But the trends are right, and you support the trends. 
I didn't say the damn place was white. I mean, if you thought 
I did, you misunderstood me and I'm sorry. _But the basic 
democractic process and freedom, flawed as it is, is a pretty 
goddam good thing to be supporting, and they're doing the 
dying for it. 

If you want this same kind of situation to happen 
a little closer to the United States, you just let us fail 
to control this one. 

Q You said that the Congress overreacted and 
now the Foreign Reiations Committee of the Senate decided 
on cutting the aid -- 


A They don't agree -- 


Q After listening to the five campesino leaders 


who had strongly supported election before -- now do these 
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campesino leaders overreact or do they know what they're 
talking about? 

A I hope that the Congress will listen to what 
those campesino leaders are saying now. They're saying they 
didn't mean for the Congress to take away the funds that 
provided the agriculture credit for them. Sure, the campesino 
leaders are concerned. It's their organization and they're 
campesinos, and they're in there fighting. The Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee doesn't think it overreacted. I 
said I thought they overreacted. 

I think they should have issued some real warnings. 
I liked Chuck Percy's statement, but I did not like $100 million 
cut out of an aid appropriation. I think that's over-réacting -- and 
I don't care very much, although 
I'm told the Administration supports it with the so-called 
Bodd Amendment -- you cannot modify, suspend, change any 
provision of two laws of a revolutionary government unless 
it will clearly benefit the campesinos. And I don't like it. 

The Administration supports it. I suppose I support 
it, but not with much enthusiasm. 

Q You've made a couple of analogies to Vietnam, 
and I'm wondering if you can explain how it is that these 
troops that we're training that seem not to have quite the 
morale of the guerrillas who are much more flexible ands as 


you say, are able to get beaten back and then repenetrate ° 
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into an area, into a village, and hit again at these troops. 
How is it that these people are ever going to win? How are 
we ever going to defeat -- 

A We're not trying to win. We're trying to keep 
control of the situation and get security re-established. 

I take the guerrillas at their word when they say, "We're 
going to conquer them." I believe them. There's some chance 
at some point they'll be enough pressure they'd go off into 
exile into Nicaragua or Cuba. 

The morale factor is interesting. I mean, they 
have morale problems on the guerrilla side,-too, There have 
been defections since those elections. I mean, some peoplé, 
even the guerrillas, could see that. They have a problem 
because it's dangerous to defect and come in, and that's what 
the President's amnesty program will be looking at, if there's 
a way to provide them security. I think a number of them would 
defect. 

The army has morale problems. The army is just like 
any other army. It has real good units. The Atlacatl 
battalion has taken I don't know how many casualties, but a 


very high percentage, and they're still -- you know, they go 


out like tigers. 
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Some other units, the morale is bad, just like it 
is in the guerrillas. 

Q Overall, though, how would you rate the morale 
and the capabilities of the Salvadoran army today?. 

A I think they're pretty good. You know, the 
standards of Central American armies and guerrilla movements 
are no= quite the same as elsewhere, but I think they're 
pretty damn good. I think you're right. The corps or the 
guerrillas are dedicated people. I guess if you're a con- 
vinced ideologue, you'll fight a little hard than if you're 
a convinced soldier. I don't know. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. _ 


(The briefing concluded at 11:20 a.m.) 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Now, what I am going to try to do is 
recap the trip. So I will give you an overview perspective of the trip. 


Q On the record? 


SECRETARY HAIG: On the record, right. I think you know 
that despite two dramatic events hovering over the background over these 
summits, the South Atlantic and Lebanon, we consider the trip to have 
been highly successful. It may be all the more so against the face of 
those diversions, if you want to call them that. 


You know what our goals were in Versailles was the inte- 
gration of western economic policies. And I don't mean by that the 
achievement of agreement on all courses of action. Summits don't seek 
to do that. And we didn't seek to do it. But we did get an integrated 
economic outlook for dealing with policies in trade, monetary, energy 
and technology affairs, all desiqned to achieve renewed economic growth 
in the seven member states of the western industrialized structure, the 


focus being on getting inflation under control, increasing economic 
growth and employment. 


We also put in place for the first time a comprehensive -- 
among the seven -- a comprehensive framework for dealing with our 
economic approach to the East and the Soviet Union, with specific 
attention to trade credits and technology transfer. 


The President's contribution here was, as you know, 
there have been strong, an atmosphere of stress and strain in the 
economic areas between not only ourselves and Europe but between the 
United States and Japan and perhaps even more severely between Europe 
and Japan. The President's participation, which was active and 
extensive in this summit, was to put forward his own concept of the 


current state and achievement in realizing or in putting that concept 
in place. 


Now, there was a lot of speculation about the United 
States caving on the global negotiations. You know, nothing could be 
farther from the truth. If you go back to Cancun, the decision was 
made prior to Cancun to take a positive approach to global negotiations, 
not because of internationa! pressure but because we thought it was 
right in its own sake, provided, provided in the necessary safeguards 
were assured. And at Cancun we couldn't get that, that kind of a strong 
consensus for those safeguards from the western industrialized societies 
who are the watchdogs of these specialized institutions. 


Now we got that. And we got it in the context first of 
strong language that those institutions will be preserved and only under 
those conditions will there be an entry into global negotiations. 

And secondly, what I call a consensus ruling for dealing with the Group 
of 77 report in New York at the United Nations. 


Now where we got less than we would have liked to have was 
in the area of credits, but we got more than anyone believed we could. 
And that is an agreement to collectively exchange data on the whole 
framework of trade and credits, not only with the Soviet Union, which 
we were seeking, but with Eastern Europe as well. So we put in place 
a framework for dealing with this in an integrated way. 


a 
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Pardon? 


Q What with that framework itself is the importance 
and significance -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: No, we got an agreement that -- for the 
first time that we got everyone to agree that it was worth doing. 


Q We were talking about not doing it. 


SECRETARY HAIG: It was worth exchanging views on and try:ng 
to coordinate and integrate policies in these areas. Now, it remains to 
be seen. We know we are going to have continuing resistance from the 
French, but we have moved them in our direction, and rather substantially. 
If you recall, they said there wasn't going to be anything in the months 
before this meeting. 


Q Is that now? 
SECRETARY HAI(;: Yes. The summit -- 


Q What was substantially -- at the meeting? Sub- 
stantially at the meeting? 


SECRETARY HAI “4, at the meeting. At the meeting. 
At the last plenary session or the one before the last, which went on 
for two hours on that subject alone. And the French compromised in 
our direction. 


Now, that summit was a success because all the issues we 
had hoped to be addressed were addressed -- macroeconomic. And a 
framework was put together to deal with actions. In the macroeconomic 
everything from monetary affairs and how to deal with those; in trade 
the concerted entry into the GATT negotiations from a common base; what 
[ just said about east-west and north-south as well. 


Now, London, as you know, was designed to be both a 
personal visit for the First Family with Her Majesty. And it was indeed 
that, and a highly successful one on a personal basis. But also an 
opportunity to give the British officialdom an opportunity to see the 
President firsthand and to gain an appreciation for his basic philosoph:c 
outlook on western values and freedom. 


The speech to the Parliament in the Royal Gallery I think 
is best described by Mrs. Thatcher who kept saying all day yesterday again 
to me, as I sat alongside her, “A great personal triumph." I think he 
hit the right tone and the right sensitivity at this time in British 
history. 


Q Is that her language? 
SECRETARY HAIG: That isher language. 


Q Why do you think there wasn‘t more applause? 


SECRETARY HAIG: They never applaud, not in that House. 
What they do do is arh, arh, arh. 





Q But they did applaud to -- talking about the 
Falklands and he talked about -- there. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, because they are a highly emotional 
issue with them. But anyone that’s jiven speecnes before British 
audiences -- once I had a group of British stand up and applaud and 
they said, it was the first time it had ever happened in the history 
of that body. They don't do it. They're very reserved. 


« 


Q What did you tell them to get that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Some good dirty jokes. (Laughter.) 
Probably true. It was true. I! think it was a Churchill 
story. Yes, Bonn and NATO. I would describe this not just in 
optimistic terms but as a total success. And I say that because it 
capped off an intense year, cultimated a year of effort, to bring 
together some fundamental changes in direction in the Alliance, 
to establish a consensus, ani! bring together in that consensus 4 
realization of the economic, military, and political strands of 
alliance policy and the great assets that they represent in dealing 
with the East. It pulled them all together and you look at thet 
communique and the two separate papers, they're all part of the 
whole cloth. Beyond that, of course, the summit itself would have 
been a success because of the entry of Spain. 


The United States as a government has worked for 15 
years -- and I know it because I’ve been intimately engaged in the 
effort -- to get Spain into NATO. As recently as a year ago it did . 
not look doable. That achievement was the consequence not only of 
an active year of a successful American diplomacy, but a coordination 
of effort by other NATO nations, especially 
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West Germany and Britain and France, and to qet that achievement across. 


Q France had a higher profile at this meeting than the; 
have eves: had. What does that mean? 


< 


SECRETARY HAIG: It's a very important aspect of a changec 
Franch der~anor with respect to the Alliance itself. First, they hed 
for the fi_st time a Prime Minister attend a NATO summit. They usually 
don't go at all. 


Q Was this the first time since De Gaulle or what? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Since -- the break with De Gaulle. They 
went along with not only the basic communique which talked about things 
that France has rejected out of hand for years. out-of-area responsi- 
bilities and coordination, conventional defense needs. 


Q How do you read it? 


SECRETARY HAIC: Well, I read it as an important chenge in 
French thinking which in East-West terms is an improvement in the 
Alliance. You know that for the last year and a half the word “crisis” 
in Alliance relationships has been used almost daily in the press. 
The charge was and has been that the United States and this Administra- 
tion was insensitive and that perhaps campaign rhetoric and our early 
rhetoric on the Soviet problem had reduced confidence in American leader- 
ship and suggested that the Furopeans were no longer willing to follow 
American leadership. 


Now, I've always maintained, and I would reemphasize here. 
that the problem has not been and was not -- it did exist, but it was 
not a product of campaign rhetoric or insensitivity, although there was 
some of that, perhaps, in the early days. But more importantly, it was 
the maturing consequence of a decade of American policies. Vietnam and 
our failure there, the fall of the Shah of Iran and our subsequent 
failures there, the hostages; and a general perception that the United 
States was no longer williny or ready to shoulder its responsibilities 
internationally. 
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T think this summit not only capped off a year of effec- 
tive diplomacy in the Alliance but more importantly it brought the 
President's personal leadership into the crystallization of the achieve- 
ments that we are talking about. 


In defense the American position was endorsed throughout 
the summit. Improving our weakened conventional defenses and maintain- 
ing balanced capability, nuclear and conventional. 


In the East-West area, the President, I think, opened a 
lot of eyes. Many people did not understand from where he came on the 
subject of the Soviet Union. They saw him as a cold warrior, a hip- 
shooting cowboy. When they heard his views first hand, at length and 
in detail, and perceived the policies that he has launched, they now 
better. What he is talking about is a new relationship, a departure 
from detente of the ‘70s, to a new dialogue based on strength and 
balance of military capabilities, based on an assessmerit of Soviet sects, 
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not words or atmospherics, and an insistence on restraint and respon- 
sibility on the part of the Soviet leaders. 


Finally, I think one of the great catalysts in the achieve- 
ment that has been realized is the initiatives taken by the President in 
the arms control area. Starting with November 18, running through 
Eureka, the new MBFR proposal made at Bonn, and the confidence-bualding 
proposal offered today in Berlin, the United States and the West at 
large are soundly postured to deal with understandable concerns by 
people everywhere about the nuclear question. 


And not only is the United States, but our Allies are well 
postured for the upcoming disarmament conference at the United Nations 
in New York. We have the we put forth the ideas, the Soviets 
have done nothing except engage in propaganda. 


Now, all in all, I think the basic achievement was a conse- 
quence of the meeting of the personalities themselves, those who hold 
ultimate responsibility for the affairs of western states. The Presi- 
dent’s personal imprint was clear throughout. And he did it on his own 
terms. He did not compromise one iota on the basic values thet he has 
and his own attitudes with respect to East-West relations and the inter- 
relationship of defense, economic, and political assets. 


Q -- political damage -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think if you can bear, or if vou enalyze 
summits against the backdrop of the continuing need to manage two inter- 
national crises in the President's spare time, that he really comes home 
with a deep sense of satisfaction, and I know he feels it, and the sense 
that this was indeed a very successful summit. 


And I think, for all of you, you're probably as tired as 
we all are, because it's been a hectic trip. 


Q Were you al! aware of the demonstrations that were 
yoing on in downtown Berlin at the time? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes. 
Q What was the thinking about that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I talked to Schmidt about it and he said 
there would be some, they expected it. There was a huge influx of peo- 
ple from outside the city, just as there was last November when I went 
there. These are all imports. And many of the people who were at the 
demonstration at Bonn just moved right on over to Berlin, and these are 
traveling troops. They'll be in Amsterdam one day or The Haque, or -- 


Q But this was much more violent. This was much sore 
violent than the other ones -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: They knew they were hard core quys. They 


knew it two days ago and they saw a great influx yesterday, that we cai. 
the hard core, many of whom are funded and supported from the east. 


MORE 


the 








Q Will the President say anything, add anything, when te 
speaks to the UN on the disarmament conference? I mean, will he issue 
the same speech or will he use something different? -- 


said in November, he was going to put out a full panorama. We've got @ 
full panorama. There are American initiatives now -- 


< 


SECRETARY HAIG: Let me just tell you, as the President 
' 
i 





Q Right. 
/ SECRETARY HAIG: -- in every major area of arms control. 
/ Confidence building today. Conventional levels -- MBFR -- in Bonn. 
4 Strategic arms -- Eureka. Intermediate range -- November 18. Now 
f that's a complete -- that's a whole -- 
Q -- chemical warfare? 
SECRETARY HAIG: «+vemical warfare we have been active in, 
@s you know, active from two po:nts of view: one, to urge that the 
talks that have been stalled for years -- 
Q Will -- be making any more progress at the UN? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I don’t want to say that. 





Q Are you saying that what we're going to hear is -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: The problem has been verification with 
the Soviets, and this is over many years. But what we've been putting 
i out is where they have been guilty of violations, as you know. 


Q Are you saying that you’re going -~- you're simply 
gOing to go to the UN and review, then, all of the -- 
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SECRETARY HAIG: I don’t want to leak out -- 
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Q -- you won't answer this? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, I really would prefer to let his speech 
stand on its own. 


Q Do you want to tell us whether there's a new initia- 
tive in there or nat? 


= —_—_—_—_ eee ee — ee —————— =~ 


SECRETARY HAIG: No -- 





Q Is it likely to qo into any of the confidence-bDuilding 
things that he talked about today in Berlin? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Maybe some more -- maybe; maybe greater -- 





Q -- elaboration -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: We'll worry about that -- let's see, what 
today? Friday. We've got five days. 
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Q You referred a couple of times to the international -- 
major conflicts that have occurred while you were away. We all 
teported that too. That has overshadowed all of the things he's 
talked about. How have you been able to deal with that with your 
full agenda? How have you dealt with it? What's it done to your 
trip? Well, first, what -- different? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I don‘t think it has overshadowed it. 
The unusual part is that it hasn't, because buth of the summits were 
Critically important in their own right. That's not to belittle the 
Crisis in Lebanon which, of course, is the most serious, or the crisis 
in the Falklands. 


How was it dealt with? It was dealt with by national 
security mechanism. It's manned in depth, so that continues to funetion 
in the absence of the President. 


Q -- a dispatch -- worrying about -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Oh. %f course, because the buck stops with 
the President. Nothing that is of a policy nature is undertaken except 
with his approval. Now, that 1s a burden. It was on the trip. I'll 
make no bones about it. I've been living on short shrift on the sleep. 
But then, so was the President. When he'd come back from these meetings 
then he'd have to do work, and then he'd be interrupted all night long. 


Q He was interrupted all night long? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Many, many nights: yes. Many nights. 
I wouldn't say every night but it was a very hectic trip. And the 
great sense of accomplishment that I have personally is that the 
President didn't skip a beat om the purpose of his trip, and we still 
managed. I guess I wished we had had better communications with the 
United Nations on one night, but that was -- such more was made of 
that than it ever should have been. It really doesn't -- 


Q Yesterday -- 
SECRETARY HAIG: -- happened a million times. 


°Q Was the fact that the others in -- overshadowed his 
in press and TV coverage in the ~-- does that -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, not really, because I know that the 
coverage in Europe is extensive. 


Q Yes, I aqree. It’s different there than it is in 
Washington. 


SECRETARY HAIG: And TIT thought it was pretty heavy in the 
United States, Dut I'm not an expert. 


Q Well, it was pretty minor on the summit and pretty 
heavy on crisis. Yesterday you were late going to the photo session, 
the United States delegation was about five minutes late. Was thet 
because of the belief that -- 


MORE 








SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all. It was because of a discus- 

sion with the Greek Prime Minister. That, incidentally, is another 
very important change that came out of the meeting of heads of state 
and government, to have that kind of a summit. Because not only had 
both Greece and Turkey agreed during my recent visit to start moving 
on Cyprus and to start moving on their differences bilaterally in the 
Aegean, but they committed themselves in front of their peers to do 
that at the summit. Now, that's been stalled out for -- my God -- I 
don’t know how many years -- three or four years. 


. 


Q They agreed to do it, what did you say, at the 
summit? -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: They agreed, they committed themselves 
to resume the process, to negotiate on Cyprus and to work together 
after a cooling-off period which is now well underway on the differences 
that divide them in the Aegean. 


Q You talked about two things that came out of it, 
the pipeline and the OECD, the -- agreement on export trade. What's 
going to happen on -- 

SECRETARY HAIG: On the OECD? 


Q And the pipeline, the pipes to the pipeline? 





SECRETARY HAIG: What do you mean by the OECD? Are you 
taulking about the consensus on increased interest? 


T think, since five of the OECD members were there. tiie 
very influential ones, that there will be great pressure now to imple- 
ment the consensus, what was aqreed to but what has not been formally 
endorsed. But we don't play a role in that, as you know, and Franco 
has been the foot-dragger. -. -'re just going to have to keep lobbyina 
in favor of doing it. I think everyone's agreed it should be done, and 
they're ready to do it. 
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Q Do you think a1! the members -- done? 
SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, I think so. 
Q And their rates were already raised. -- You said 12.5° 


SECRETARY HAIG: Yes, it will raise the rate -- it puts the 
Soviet Union in Category | -- 


Q And it raises Category 1. 

SECRETARY HAIG: Or raises Category 1. 

Q How large -- 

SECRETARY HAIG: Where it falls off the cliff? 


Q What happens then? 





SECRETARY HAIG: I'm not sure about that. I'11 have to let 
that one go to an expert. I! didn't know it fell off the cliff on the 
15th. 
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Q What about the pipeline -- 

SECRETARY HAIG: You're talking about the spares on the 
extraterritoriality issue. That is, whether or not signed contracts 
by European prime contractors would be honored by American subcon- 
tractors. And the answer to that is, the President has not made a 
decision. I think he will assess the consequences of the summit, some 
of the bilaterals that he had where these issues were raised by govern- 
ments who were affected, and will make a decision in good time. 

Q Are you saying that -- 

SECRETARY HAIG: He also aulls the Japanese question. 

Q Are you saying that dealing with the Japanese wasn't -- 

SECRETARY HAI‘(;: Was what? 

Q The deal for the credits? 

SECRETARY HAIC: There really wasn't a deal. There never 
was a deal in the sense of 4 riyid tradeoff. What there always was was 
the inference that there could be greater flexibility on that subject 
if there were real progress on the credit issue. 

Q By inference was it -- 

SECRETARY HAIG: So I‘d -- 

Q You said, about what our -- 

SECRETARY HAIG: In arguing, you see, you departed from sy 
basic premise. A summit, an economic summit especially, is not @ 
convening of heads of state suddenly to solve all the problems and ali 
the differences. That wasn't the purpose of it. Nobody expected -- 
we're going to have a very rough-and-tumble period in European-American 
trade relationships, monetary relationships -- 


Q If there was a linkage there -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: I think now the President will be better 
able to make his decision with a very clear picture of all of the 
issues involved. 


Q Was there 1 point or a time at which the President 
told the other members in Versailles that if there wasn‘'s some agree- 
ment on the credit, that the United States would not agree to anything 
else in the statement, in the final declaration? 

SECRETARY HAIG: No, not at all. 

Q Anything like that? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Not at all, Now, I may have gotten @ 
little rough with mv ministerial colleagues, 


Q Not President Reagan? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Nw, he did not. 


MORE 
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Q How rough did you get? 
SECRETARY HAIG: I clawed Claude's eyes out. 


Q Over what? Did you ever -- 





SECRETARY HAIG: No, I just -- we just had a pretty tough 
session the last night before the final day. 


Q But didn't you -- position of no -- credits, no finel 
statement of -- ? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No. 
Q That was never a position? 
SECRETARY HAIG: No, it wasn't in our interest to do that. 


Q But I thought the linkage wasn't between credits and 
Pipeline as much as credits and North-South? Am I wrong? 


SECRETARY HAIG: The North-South thing, I see a lot of 
written speculation about it, really not right. We didn't give a damn 
thing that we didn’t intend to give on North-South. In fact, we came 
out of North-South rather better off than we thought we were going to 
because we had this consensus agreement for the Group 77 report. That 
means everybody has a veto. And secondly, we got a firm guarantee on 
the specialized institutions. 


Q Speaking of the Prench, as you well know -- you gay 
know a French official says that they were really, before the summit 
began they were willing to go along with this OECD interest -- What 
was going on in the French deleaation -- Clearly, they never pulled 
themselves together -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: Off the record. 


Q But that’s three -- three days, three consecutive 
messages of constant pushing and shoving. Why did it take so long to 
get that cease fire? Is there anything that the United States could 
have done to have brought it about earlier? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No way. Not in my view. I mean, ! wish 
there had been. I think you've seen similar manifestations in the 
South Atlantic, once people resort to violence. 


Q In this case you had -- you have a weakness -- 


strength growing all the time. Now it's probably exactly the opposite. 
The Israelis are getting stronger rather than weaker. What brought thers 


to a stop? 


SECRETARY HAIG: | think they realized the objectives they 
set for themselves. That's usually what brings nations to stop -- 
counterforce does. 
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Q There is a2 lot more than they said their objective 
was, though. 


SECRETARY HAIG: Well, if you look at what they're saying. 
they have seemed to hold om their basic initial objectives. At least 


they reiterated them. But there's reference today to an independent 
level. 


Q Do you feel tricked by the 40-kilometer -- 
SECRETARY HAIG: I don't feel anything yet. 


Q Do you feel, then, that the pressure that was brought 
to bear had any effect at ali? 


SECRETARY HAIG: Of course. 

Q Well -- 

SECRETARY HAIG: It always does. 

Q But you're saying they stopped for -- 


SECRETARY HAIG: But it’s not the basic consideration. 
The basics do not operate that way. 


Q You mean you'll -- the United States really has no 
leverage in the situation? 


SECRETARY HAIG: No, the United States has a great deal of 
leverage. 


Q Why didn*t it use its -- 
Q What is the leverage? 
SECRETARY HATG: You know better than I do. 


Q I'm confused. I mean, they couldn't stop when they 
wanted to. They didn’t stop until they had achieved what they set out to 
do, which was to get rid of the guns. 


SECRETARY HAI\;: A nation doesn't resort to force, and 
is prepared to stop, once it starts such a costly decision, because of 
pressures from an Ally. That's not to suggest that that was done. We 
made our position quite clear our United Nations vote, and we've 
been working to implement that resolution with all the parties. 


Q Can you not tel! us what the leverage is thet we 
have with Israel? 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm sure Israel's relationship with the 
United States is extremely important to then. 


Q Do you think that it wasn't an escalation 
of the language in our messages but more the fact that they were 
achieving their objectives that -- 


MORE 
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SECRETARY HAIC: Ray Meese addressed this yesterday in 
the carrying of the President's communication. 


Q What leverage do we have now and what can we expect? 


. 


SECRETARY HAIC: .Just wait and see. -- 


Q Are they uoing to give any sense that they're going 
to withdraw? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It's been a very busy day. Habib has 
spent several hours on Mr. Begin and his team. We've had his initial 
reports. Be working over the weekend on this. The cease-fire is holding 
in some places, a continuation of fighting in others. That's not 
unsurprising. It may be a combination of the word didn’t get down and 
it may be a combination of they‘re all too heavily engaged to break off 
safely. That sometimes is the case, but we are very hopeful that ths 
ceasetire will take hold, and then we've got a great deal of work to do. 


Q Are you **:'!" thinking of going to Jerusalem? 





SECRETARY HAIG: Not at this moment. It depends on events. 
Whether it will make a helpful contribution. 


Q Do you want to go? 
SECRETARY HAIG: What? 
Q Do you want to go? 


SECRETARY HAIC: Oh, there's nothing I like better than 
travel. 
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Q What were the conditions you set for your going there’ 
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SECRETARY HAIG: Then I'd be in trouble. Then I‘d be mad 
at you for extracting -- 


¢) No but, it's a different -- 
Q I wouldn't mind. 
SECRETARY HAIG: [ know that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, do you now foresee some form of a DMZ 
or an enforced buffer zone? 


SECRETARY HAIG: It's -- to say. 
Q Are American troops -- 
SECRETARY HAIG: Too early -- 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going tc be very 
brief and leave some of the details and some of the technical stuff 
to people who actually understand it -- my colleagues. 


I want to just begin by saying that we really would like 
the President's remarks tomorrow to be understood in a broad context. 
This is not just a symbolic— a speech that is given to the 
usual subjects at the U.N. We see it really as the culmination of 
a process that has been underway since November -- last November 
when you'll recall the President, in a speech, outlined a broad 
set of initiatives in the area of arms control. And at that time, 
he said that arms control was an integral component of this administra- 
tion's national security policy. He reminded everyone that arms 
control was not a substitute for an adequate foreign policy or a 
coherent foreign policy and an adequate defense posture -- that 
our arms control initiatives had to be consistent with and compatible 
with our defense programs. And more to the point, he argued that 
in order for us to make progress in arms control that the Soviets 
needed real incentives to negotiate seriously. And in November, 
he announced his first major initiative ir the area of the intermediate- ~ 
range nuclear forces and the so-called "zero option” which remains 
our position. And the President will be talking about the INF 
negotiations in his speech tomorrow. 


Since his November speech, we have formulated several 
additional initiatives which I just want to remind you of <= the most 


~important of which is clearly the strategic arms reduction initiative 


which was unveiled at Eureka College and was endorsed by all the 
NATO members at the Bonn Summit last week which calls, for the first 
time in strategic arms negotiations, for significant reductions to — 


¢) equal levels. You'll remember that in his Eureka College speech 


the President, I think, made two important points -- one, that we 
wanted these negotiations to focus on destabilizing weapons. So 

there was a focus and an emphasis in the reductions program on 
ballistic missile and, secondly, though that we wanted to negotiate 
in good faith. Anéthe President was quoted as saying that nothing 
is excluded in the negotiations, i.e., that we will be prepared 

to consider Soviet proposals seriously. Since then, as you know, 

the Soviets have agreed to begin the negotiations at the end of the 
month. The President will be talking about START in his speech. 


Thirdly, as some of you know, or those of you who were aS 
with us last week in Europe, we were able to agree with our allies E 
on a new fresh approach to the Mutual Balanced-Force Reductions . 


taixs, Vienna talxs, tnhat have been stacnatine for some eicht years. 

Our approach there is cesignec to simplify the negotiations -- 
to provide, I think, a shorter step towarcs real recuctions in NATO 
anc Warsaw Pact manpower. 


And, fourthly, in Berlin the President talked about a 


/ Berlin initiative. These are exploratory talks with the Soviets 


on a range of measures that would be designec to enhance stability 
betweer the two major nuclear powers and raise confidence and prevent 
she pessibility of an accidental nuclear conflict. And my colleagues 
ei. be able <o tell you a little 5:t more abcut that. 


yeor 
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These four initiatives, we believe, are really -— are an 
integrated, comprehensive, approach to arms control. We believe that 
the United States has seized the initiative on arms control. Our 
proposals are serious. They are well thought through. They fit 
together well. That is, they cover all the major categories of weaponry 
that is of concern to both sides. And we believe that with good faith 
negotiating approaches by the two partiesthat the prospects for 
agreement in each of these areas should be good. And the President 
will want to stress that we hope to see results in these areas -- that 
if we fail to see results in these areas, it will not be by virtue 
of the United States not working very hard to get progress in these 
areas. 


I don't think I need to go much further than that but 
other than to simply say that we don't -- we're not looking in this 
speech and we don't think it's appropriate in this speech to come 
up with gimmicks. Arms control is too serious an endeavor. We 
are not looking purely for public relations kudos or we are not 
looking to score debating points. We are very serious about the 
negotiating approaches that we have developec. They've taken 
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a good deal of work on the part of the bureaucracy, and they, as you 
know, have taken a good deal of time on the part of the President in 


. Making some very tough decisions about the courses we would pursue. 


We want these negotiating approaches to be understood at the United 
Nations. We think these approaches are the most positive contributions 
that can be made to this session on disarmament. There will be a 

few additional ideas that, again, will be discussed in the speech 

and that my colleague will address that we think micht be positive 


contributions that could also be made at this session and by the U.N. 
members. 


Q Will the President respond directly to the Soviet 
call for no first use? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding is that 
in his speech he will not, and we are prepared to address that question 
now. We do not see the Soviet statement as a major breakthrough at 
all. One must always bear in mind that, in looking at the nuclear 
balance in Europe the Soviets possess a major conventional advantage, 
that a no-first-use pledge by the Soviet Union does not deal with the 
problem of that conventional imbalance and the possibility that the 


Soviet Union could win a conventional war in Europe. Our purpose is 


to deter not just a nuclear war, but to deter a war in Europe. And it 
is long-standing NATO policy that we would not — or we do not rule 
out the possibility that a major, Soviet conventional attack could 
result in the escalation of nuclear weapons. That is how we have been 
able to deter war in Europe for 30 years, and that is how we would 
hope to continue to deter war. And what we would like in NATO is 

a defensive alliance. It is not the doctrine or the strategy of NATO 
to use weapons -- any weapons first in a conflict. 


‘Q Well, are we not pleased that the Soviets would say 
they would not fire nuclear rounds under any circumstances first? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would just point out 
that there would have to be a distinction here between rhetorical 
statements and capabilities. 


Q So you do not believe them? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we see -— it is not 
a question of whether or not we believe them, we just have to base 
our planning on capabilities. And we have seen in other areas, such 
as the 1975 convention on biological and toxin weapons, that the Soviet 
Union has used toxin weapons in Southeast Asia despite what they have 
said publicly. So it is not a question of what we believe or do not 
believe, it is a question of what capabilities they have. 


Q Is there no -- for instance, was this ne-first-use 
statement what you were referring to when you talked about gimmicks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not want to -= 
I Go not think ‘that it is helpful for me to describe what President 
Brezhnev or the Scviet Foreign Minister meant. I am just saying that 
we ourselves -- we do not believe that the U.N. Special Session is an 
appropriate forum for gimmicks. But you should not -- I am not 
Gescribing the no-first-use pledge in that case. 


Q Well, what are you describing? Are you not having 


it both ways? You are putting down a comment, but you are saying we 
should not read anything into that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘No: I referred to 
gimmicks before the whole question of the Soviet statement came up. 


MORE 
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Q “— are you saying that the Soviet statement now is 
just a propaganda ploy, or is it possible that there is something more 
to it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet statement will 
have no net effect on their military capabilities to wage war in ace 
Europe. And it is clearly in their interest because of their conventional 
superiority. 


Q You cite the violation of existing agreements 
on biological-chemical warfare, but if you cannot count on the Soviets 
to abide by their acreements, what is the point in trying to reach any 
agreements. . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; the point of trying to 
reach agreements is if they can be verified and we can monitor 
compliance. And that is what is critical. The interesting thing about 
the 1975 biological-toxins convention is it has no verification 
provisions. And that is why in each of the arms control initiatives 
that the President has launched, verification is very important. And 
we must be very clear that we can monitor Soviet compliance. 


Q. I assume what you are saying about the President's 
statement is for immediate’ release and not embargoed for tomorrow, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe everything is 
embargoed for tomorrow. 


Qo Oh, come on; this is something that happened yesterday 
and the administration is responding to it. How can you embargo — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, my understanding 
of the ground rules was that it was embargoed until tomorrow. 


Q — say something om the record — 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the State 
Department did respond. 
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Q You said that the President would have some new ideas. 
Could you describe them? 
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SENIOR AJMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going to leave ve 
Shortly and my colleagues wil) be willing to talk in a little bit mor 
detail about Some of these -. 


Q Could r ask you just -- is there ancther 
initiative towa 


rds a Conference on European disarmament in the 
works? 


And we have worked with the Soviets, the NATO, and non-aligned countr: 
4S well as the Eastern bloc has worked on this initiative for about 
@ year. 


When the CSce conference broke UP earlier this Spring, 
primarily because of the Situation in Poland, 


they agreed that this 


We have said that we are, in Principle, 
a European disarmament Conference as long as this took place in the 
context of what we call a balanced Outcome in Madrid. Ang that is, 
we want to see Progress on himan rights — 


1 as Progress on disarmament. 


Q What is your evaluation now of the likelihood of 
the Gisarmament conference -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
Parties have not even gotten 


It's — Since the 
this fall, r 


back together and they won't d 
it's just too Premature to Say 


Q Is it our POSition that we do not necessarily 
believe that the Soviets would forego a first strike even if they 
Say so? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFrcrar. It's just very difticuis 


aratory Statements. What one 
has to look at is not simply declaratory Statements but Capabilities. 
And the Soviet Onion has the capabilities, just by virtue of where 
kin forces they have, to use 
nuclear forces first. That is not to Say we 


what the Soviets have seid. We just have to base our Views on 
capabilities - not intentions. 


Barring any gimmicks, is 


Q there any news in this 
Speech tomorrow -. anything new? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: fr think there are a 
few new things which you'll hear 


about in the morning -- 


Q What do you expect out of the Second Session? 
Anything? 


MORE 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just -- I'll _—_— 
answer this question and get out of here. 


I think the Special Session itself is pro] ably important 
. because it provices the Heads of State or senior offi: ials of all 
the member nations to address their concerns -- to ad ress their 
concerns about disarmament. It's an unusual forum. lie've had a 
forum in NATO where the 15 Heads of State could addreis their specific 
concerns. But I would call it, and this is my own pe ‘sonal view -- 
it's really a clearinghouse where leaders from a vari:ty of regions 
and diverse viewpoints can express their special conc:rns. And I 
think if you look at their various statements, you'll find that there 
is an amazing diversity of views of what people defirn: as major 
problems facing then. 


< 


In some cases, it is not the fear of a nt :lear war in 
Europe. It's concern about external intervention in che Third World. 
So, we don't see the Special Session as necessarily | place where 
grand decisions are made, but it's a place that's ce tainly is useful 
for sustaining progress on all of these issues. And that's why the 
President wants to stress his initiatives because he thinks they're 
not only in the American interest but the internatio al community's 
interest. 


Q How do you assess the impact .on pub ic opinion in 
Europe of the Brezhnev statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just ‘on't have a 
reacing on that yet. 


Q Can you say whether the Eureka spee h included an 
offer to limit ICBM's on land to 850 -- ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; thi: is factually wrong. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That i: wrong. 


Q Do you know why it was decided -- «hy the President 
Gecided not to respond to the Brezhnev — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I .on't. 


Q Because presumably he did not want to fuel those 
public relations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just don't know. 


Q Will the President raise the issue of yellow rain 
in tomorrow's speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he will. 


The floor is yours. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. I'll keep 
my comcents Srief. My colleague's done a fine jcb in covering the 
sancply of items in your questions and answers. So, again, I'll 

ry to >e very concise. 
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With respect to the President's speech tomorrow, basic 
it is a speech about peace and our hopes for peace and our comitm 
to peace. It is a realistic speech. He is going to point out tha: 
| words and empty promises are not enough. When we look around the ° 


we see rampant conflict and aggression, and he will point out some 
these difficulties. 





be the cone time be will senSBban thes we stent seedy | 


. take the next steps down the road of cooperation to verifiable arm: 
duction. 


And I will sort of now just give you a little litany of \ 
7 might be included. 


Be will point out that over the past months we have put 
gether a broad-based comprehensive series of proposals for arms rec 
- tions in conventional forces and intermediate range nuclear forces 
" strategic nuclear forces and measures to strengthen safeguards agai 
I~e war. The President's SSOD speech brings this comprehensive series 


arms control proposals together in an agenda of peace, so it is all 
ing together in this speech tomorrow. 


The proposals are realistic, the proposals are substant 
and they are serious proposals, and they include the following: Th 
is the negotiations on INF, which my colleague has talked about. I 
November we initiated these negotiations and in February we tabled 
actual treaty, which we had hoped the Soviets agree to. In less th 
two weeks we becin our START negotiations and we are not simply loo 
to limits strategic arms but in fact reduce those arms. As my colle 
pointed out, we and our NATO allies have recently agreed to introdu 
a major new initiative on mutual and balanced force reductions wher 


we are proposing a common collective ceiling which would reduce tot 
and ground forces in Europe. 
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The President additionally had directed exploration of 
increased ways of understanding and communications between the U.S. ; 
. the Soviet Union in both peace and war. We will approach the Sovie 
, with proposals for reciprocal exchanges in areas such as advanced n: 
2, fication of major strategic exercises, advanced notification of ICBI 
ag launches inside and outside of national boundaries, and expanded ex: 
%. of strategic forces data. In addition there will be some cther tha 
and ideas such — and measures, such as renewed emphasis on verific: 


and compliance, particularly as regards nuclear testing and chemica: 
weapons. 
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Q Could you repeat that, sir? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q Otherwise the previous one-two-threes, these were i 
the Berlin speech, were they not—all of these? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


: Yes, basically — basic 
points. 
2 Ancé now you are doing something new? 
Q Would you tell us when you give us something new? 
° (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, would you li 
to wait for just a minute and I will be finished in just a second an 
I will be glad to answer your questions. 


Q Would you repeat point three? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Expanded exchang 
of strategic forces data. 


Well, now I am going to go off into some separate items. 
That was the chird peint of these shree particular points in this cc. 
o 
nacations effore. 
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ON 
EXPGA&T SANCTIONS 
AGAINST THE SOVIET UNION 


June 18, 1982 


The Briefing Room 
be P.4. EDT 


; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know from the 
press statement, the President at the National Security Council 
meetings this afternoon decided to extend the sanctions on the export 


of oil and gas equipment to the Soviet Union imposed last December. 


Q Was there a cutoff date? Did it expire? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I‘d like to say a few 
words about that decision and then answer your questions. 


In the 
statement, last December 29, President Reagan said that the Soviet 
—. “bears a heavy and direct responsibility for the repression ina 


Be noted that for many months the Soviets publicly and 
privately demanded such a crackdown, that they brought major pressures 
to bear on the Polish leadership and used other forms of intimidation 
leading to their open endorsement of the suppression which ensued. 


The President said that he had sent a letter to President 
‘Brezhnev urging him to permit restoration of basic human rights in 
Poland as provided for in the Helsinki Final Act. President Brezhnev 
responded in a manner which made it clear that the Soviet Union does 
not understand the seriousness of our concern or its obligations unde: 
both the Selsinki Pinal Act and the UN Charter. ° 








The President therefore on December 29 took a series of 
actions with regard to the Soviet Union, including suspension of the 
issuance of licenses required for export to the Soviet Union, for an 
expanded list of oil and gas equipment including pipelayers. He also 
stated at that time that “if the repression continued, the United 
States would have no choice but to take further concrete political 
and economic measures affecting our relationship.” 


The United States Government was in communication with 
our friends and Allies about measures we were taking then, and has 
contisued to encourage them, as the President did at the Versailles 
Conference, to support our actions. 





Six months have now passed since the President called upon 
the Soviet Union to recognize the clear desire of the overwhelaing 
majority of the Polish people for national reconciliation, renewal, 
and reform. Yet, as the President has made clear, little has changed 
in Poland. Therefore, the President decided this afternoon that the > 
United States should follow the course of action we are announcing 
today. - 


Now I'll be happy to answer your questions. 


Q How will you answer the one I asked you? 
I didn't realize that when he imposed the sanctions they had a due 
Gate, they had a maturity date. What do you mean, “extend” then? 
Were they to expire? 


——< 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The President made 
clear since the inception of the sanctions that we were trying to have 


————— 
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movement toward achieving reconciliation in Poland. Six months have 
passed and there‘s been no movement of the type that we were trying 


to advance. Therefore, he felt it indicated to express our deep con- 
cern by extending those sanctions. 


Q Are you expanding them? 


Q That's why I asked you again, they weren't going 
to expire. You want some credit for something which in fact we didn't 
realize was happening. 


Q Are you expanding those? 


Q You're maintaining the sanctions that were in place 
and extending those sanctions extraterritorially? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q@ j-° You're expanding to subsidiaries? It's self-explanatory 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It‘s in the statement by 
the President. 




















————_—aE— MMU 


“3 


i SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's in the statement 
by the President. 


Q This is specifically aimed at the GE licensing? 
Is that it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is one of the. 
compaines that would be affected. There are others. 


Q Which other companies? 
Q They have been affected, were they not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be providing 
at a later time the list of the companies affected. 


Q But the foreign subsidiaries now come under this. 
d Isn‘t that what you mean? 
; Q What is the practical impact of these? 
= 
=>. Q The foreign subsidiaries did come under this. 
oO” 
+ Q Mo, they didn‘t. 
3% Q -- Soviet pipeline -- 
—€ Q The foreign subsidiaries were exempted. Wow, they're 
= Vv included. S&0, you're expanding it, is that right? 
a. 
< Q Is that correct? 
et 
= » SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
oy & ° 
oO Q Can't we get one Q and A going on here? = - 
“3 SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
o- ; 
vo Q The foreign subsidiaries had not been under -- 
2° 
= 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- to answer that question 
back there. Would you repeat your question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let our colleague 
respond to the legal point. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, just one moment. 
We'll have a legal view of this. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The sanctions last 
December applied to U.S. origin goods -- the export and the re-export 
of U.S. origin goods. The extended sanctions now apply to subsidiaries -- 
that is foreign subsidiaries -- equipment produced by foreign subsidiaries 
of U.S. parent corporations 4s well as to the products of technology 


that was licensed prior to last December. That is what the extension 
means. 


Q What does that mean? Products of technology -- 
explain that last -- . .~ 


Q Explain that -- that last part -- and the products -- 
Q -~ prodcuts of technology. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It applies to equipment 
produced under licenses as it says in the statement issued by U.§. 
companies to foreign companies. There was, in effect, technology 
that was licensed by a U.S. corporation to a foreign corporation. 
With those licenses, the foreign corporation produces products. 


Without the technology license, they would not be able to produce 
those products. 
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Q Can you be specific in the case of the rotors? 
Tell us the companies involved. Explain to me, if you will and us, 
how that works now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not want to 
comment on that. I was just attempting to give you the legal -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A couple more legal 
questions -- legal questions? 
Let him answer the question. Let this -- 
But -- 
-- guy answer the specifics. 


Yes, how dues it work in the case of the rotors? 


oo © 89 Oo 


What's the impact of that? That's what we're 
after -- the impact of this extension. What's it going to do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The impact would be to 
increase the cost, in our view, of the Siberian gas pipeline project 
which this administration has consistently resisted going forward 
and would also, according to our reports, further delay construction 


of this pipeline. 
Q How would it increase the cost? 


Q -- how much and delay by how such? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are varying 
reports on what the nature of the delays sight be. it's very difficult. 
for instance, to differentiate between what delays would be caused by 
the systemic problems of the Soviet Union itself and those caused 
by the impediments which would presumably result from the - which 
would result from the extension of extraterritorial controls on 


thas kind of equipment. 


Q Can you give us a range them both on cost and 
time? Guesstimates? Best guess? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The specific costs 
are very difficult to identify and as far as the delay, it could 
be from anywhere from say one to three years. 


Q What action is the U.S. government or is the U.S. 
government capable of taking to prevent the subsidiaries or, specifical) 
the licensees from just going ahead and producing these turbines? 


What ection would you take if that happens? 


SENIOR ADMINISTATION OFFICIAL: The specific measures 
that the 0.S. has available to it to impede these kinds of issues 
will be taken up at a later time. But perhaps we can get some insight 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's action 


is authorized under the Export Administration Act of 1979. The 
Commerce Department, in conjunction with the State Department, will 
be issuing regulations to implement the President's decision 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you have a couple 
of legal questions for us? 


Q Yes, I dad, before vou leave. He 
do this under existing regulations, is that correct 


order GE -- 


gant now 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The existing regulations, 
as I indicated, 
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directed at the export and re-export of U.S.-origin goods. In 
words the lists of items that were subject to specific license 
isesuances.by the Commerce Department in December was extended -- were 
expanded to include new sorts of equipment -- oil and gas equipment. 


ES 


Q But will GE be obliged under law to comply when these 
new regulations are issued? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, these regulations . 
will have the full force and effect of U.S. law. ' 


Q Do you expect, however, that they will be challenged 
in fect in court? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would certainly not want 
to have any speculation on that. I would have so reason to suspect that. 


Q Do you have @ precise number of U.&. companies that 
will be affected? © 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I am just attempting 
to answer your legal questions. I wouldn't know the answer to that. 


Q Bow can you -- legally on -- 
Q I have this question here -- 


Q “= the exact number of U.S. companies that will be 
affected by this directly? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: Okay, @ specific list 
» Ripngy companies will be available at a later time. It is not avail- 
@ oe 


Q Do you have a ballpark quess -r 30, 50, 2,000? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, we don't. 

Q Two? 

Q One? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are three major -- 
I em not clear whether your questions refers to companies that are not 
already affected by the existing controls or companies that will be af- 
fected by these controls. Is it an add-on that you want? 


Q Ones that have licensing and construction and stuff 
going on right now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: Because many of those 
companies are already affected by our present controls. Once the contro! 
are -- expanded is perhaps a better word to use than extended because 
of this time confusion that existed before -- that might at most add two 
or three companies to the list, so we are now talking about perhaps 15 
or 20 in total. 


e) What is the purpose of this? ; ~~ 


Q Are you saying that if something specific happens in 
Poland that these sanctions will be lifted, and what is it that you want 
to see happen in Poland? I mean, what is the criteria for lifting them: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the purpose of 
the decision today was to make clear that no movement to our satisfaction 
hae taken place. We are very anxious to see, naturally, any movement 
toward reconciliation in Poland. Those moves, when they come -- and 
we are very hopeful that they do come -- will be assessed at that time 
and the President will decide accordingly what commensurate measures, i‘ 
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any, are indicated for our side. 


Q Was the option before the President today to expand 
the sanctions or did it -- did he -- was it an act of consideration 
whether to lift the existing controls? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Naturally there were a 
number of options in terms of the December 29th sanctions which were 
considered. The decision reached today was to extend the sanctions 
already in place on oil and gas equipment to the U.S.S.R to encompass, 
as is stated in the President's statement, to include equipment producec 
by subsidiaries of U.S. companies abroad as well as equipment produced 
abroad under licenses issued by U.S. companies. 


Q But was there an option to lift the sanctions altogether 
that came: up? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFPICIAL: There were a number of 
options that encompassed the full range of possibilities. 


Q Was this the toughest of the options presented to 
the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without going into trying 
to grade the toughness of the options -- 


Q Ho. 
Q Was this the toughest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: This was an expansion 
eof the action taken on December 29th without -- 


Q Excuse me. Were there other options presented to 
him that would have been even broader? Or was- there nothing broader we 
qould have done -- let se put it more -- 


Q Is this the toughest thing he could have done at 
Q Yes, is this the toughest thing possible for him to 


this -- 
Go? 

SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The option of lifting the 
sanctions was one of the options considered and, yes, this was the 


toughest of the options. 
Q Thank you. 


Q What was the relation between this and the discussions 
the President had at the summit with the Western allies on further 
economic steps against the Soviet Union? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, the Adminis- 
tration has pursued a number of policies toward the Soviet Union in all 
areas, including the economic field. Promoting the advancement of 
reconciliation in Poland was one of those, and the oil and gas equip- 
ment sanctions toward the Soviet Union was designed to address 
advancing that process. 


Another initiative being pursued by the Administration has 
to do with efforts with our Allies to restrain officially backed credits 
to the Soviet Union, which was, as you're aware, one of the items on the 
agenda st the Versailles sumit. 


An important first ster, in our view, was taken at that 
time toward that particular objective, but these are being pursued on 
@ parellel basis, if that answers your question. 


Q Reporters were told at the time that this decision 
would be made partly on the basis of how far the Allies were willing to 
go in what we were asking thems to do at Versailles. So what I's asking 
is, was this decision made because we didn't get everything we wanted 
from the Allies in terms of credits? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it wasn't. The deci- 
sion made today was reflecting the President's judgment concerning the 
lack of movement in Poland. 


Q Al Haig said on the record, on Air Force 1 coming 
back from Europe, that the French agreed to the language in that state- 
ment with the -- he used the word “linkage” -- that there was a link 
between that and these pipeline parts. So, basically you're saying 
nigh decided to tell the French you're not going to keep that deal. 

t 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were no deals along 
these lines. When you're talking about initiatives toward the Soviet 
Union, they run on a parallel basis, but the decision of the President 
today was not influenced by the progress on the credit initiative. 


We do believe that there has been 4 very significant first 
step taken in that aree, which is unprecedented. It's the first time 
that there has been an Allied consensus on commercial prudence in finan- 
cial dealings with the Soviet Union. We think that's very significant 
and we intend to pursue it. So that we see this as a separate decision. 


Q Can we have a filing break for those who need to 
file now? 


Q Bow can we negotiate on a grain deal and then stop 
this bit of commerce between our Allies and the Soviet Union? How do 


we explain that seeming incongruity? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The grain policy has had 
a very -- is very different at this time. In the post-Afghanistan, 
the United States unilaterally self-imposed a grain embargo which was 
very costly. The grain issue is not connected with this decision today. 


Q Why isn't it? That's the question, why is -- 

Q What's the difference? 

Q Why can we sell grain? The question is re we can 
sell grain and we won't let our Allies have this pipeline, delaying it 


for three years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in the first 
plece, we are not negotiating a new long-term grain agreement with 
the Soviet Union at the present time, so that the premise of the 
question is inaccurate. 
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Q What you're telling us about the credits, though, 
is different from what several Administration officials were telling 
reporters in Prance at the time of the summit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, okay, I‘m respondinc 
now to the question on grain, on the grain agreement, if I may. 


Q Would you address the other question, then? Just -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as our decision 
with reference to entering into conversation with the Soviet Union 
with reference to a new long-term grain agreement, that is a decision 
that has not been made yet. Not doing so is, of course, still our 
policy because there has been no change on that. That was one of the 


sanctions that was imposed following the imposition of martial law in 
Poland. 


Q But you said the premise was inaccurate. But in fact. 


if we're not 
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| Q So don't cite that #8 @ strong point. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
strong point. 


Yes. 


I didn't cite it aga 
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Q Yes, but you said the premise was inaccurate. [pn fac 
the premise was accurate. 
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Q Did the President not lift the grain embargo --. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: The 
are -- we are negctiating a new grain 
we are not at the 


qa@vive 


eee was that we 
agreement, and @ Simply sayin 
present time. —w vune 





uate Q But the premise was that we’ 


Fe going to sell then 


Q -- not sell thes Pipeline. 





Q Who's going to bear the Cost -- this increased cost 
this gentleman Spoke of? Ig it going to be the Soviet Union, or is it 
going to be the four Western countries that are financing the 7 


Pipeline? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: Well, the increased cost 

thet he was referring to, of course, were the costs of building the 
Pipeline to the Soviet Union. 


r C They will be -- they wiil ultimately hear the increase 
cost. . 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: That's correct. 


Q@. But it will mesn higher financing at the moment for 
the countries that are financing the Pipeline or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: There should be no 
increase in the financing of the 


Q Do you -- 


=~ the present contracts 
erence to the pipeline. Obviously, 
1ipeline is delayed, 


the longer the 
as with any Project, given inflati 
ind so forth, 


on and go on 
the eventual cost of the Pipeline will be considerably 
Teater than it is es were, initially. ~ 


Q Can we give you another chance to make a better 
tatement, since you haven' 


t really made one, On what appears to be 
1 incongruous Policy where you are -- where the President has lifted 
@ grain embargo but is imposing one for the 


s@ companies? And how 
) you == can you give us @ statement on how those fit together into 
foreign Policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: Sure. The President 
wunced a ) 


ong —- a considerable time ago when he lifted the grain 
2argo that he d 


id not want to impose costs on the *gricultural sector 
the United States in isolation and 


that sanctions would be imposed, 
Y were imposed on agriculture again, with reference to across- 
TgO OM exports to the 


Soviet Union. There has been no 
@-board embargo imposed on the Soviet Union. This is 
and gas equipment. 


——————————— 
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Aren‘t you penalizing this sector -- 
Well, wait. I mean, we -- (Laughter.) 


Let the record show a shrug. 


o oOo oO Oo 


That's a great answer, but it doesn't translate into 
words. 


Q We can do that. When asked, they went -- (Laughter.) 
Q More farmers vote, darling. 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: It has to do -- it has to do 
with the fact that we have opposed this pipeline for a very long time 
in terms of energy security of Western Zurope. And as a result, 
sanctions were applied with reference to this particular sector. 


Q What makes you think this is going to do any good? 
Politically, what makes you think this is going to do any good -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think -- 
Q -- in even six months. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that it demon- 
strates the will and resolve of the President to insist on movement in 
Poland or, according to his previous statement when imposing the 
sanctions, he would take further action that would be detrimental to 
the Soviet interests, which is obviously in a rather serious economic 
bind. This has -- this move does penalize the Soviet econony. 


Q Does it penalize our West Buropean allies? Might 
they read it as such? Are you trying to, you -know, convince them that 
it is not meant to penalize them even though they have interests at 
stake in this? ~ 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFPICIAL: No, this isn’t meant to 
convince them of that. There are different, naturally, perceptions 
between the United States and our West European allies concerning 
trade with the Bastern Bloc. Their trade is considerably more substancial 
and important to them. Geographic proximity, ethnic ties -- there are 
a whole list of differences that exist. And, therefore, we have made 
efforts since the Ottawa Summit to make progress in closing that perceptual 
gap concerning our perception of the security dimensions of proceeding 
with the pipeline project. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:12 P.M. BOT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
POLLOWING THE VISIT OF PRIME MINISTER BEGIN 


The Briefing Roca 
2:20 P.M. EDT 


7 SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. ledies and 
gentlemen. This is designed to give you scme background fill on the 
discussions with Prige Minister Bescin. 


They began one-on-one with notetaking done by the two 
ambassadors -- Ambassador Arens frome Israel and our Ambassedor from 
Israel on our end. ° 


The meeting lasted about 50 sinutes -- five sinutes cut 
for photos. The exchange between the two leaders involved first and 
foremost focus on the situation in Lebanon -- how it evolved to the 
current state of play we find ourselves in. 


In that regard, Prime Minister Begin emphasized the 
unacceptability of the term “invasion”® to describe the Israeli 
involvement in Lebanon. He pointed out very clearly not only os 
the one-on-one with the President but subsequently in the larger 
plenary session that there were air strikes conducted following the 
assassination attempt against the Israeli Ambassador .in London: that 
these were very selected, strictly military targets without any 
ancillary civilian casualties. I don't like that word ‘ancillary 
but -— associated. 


Q Was that his word? 


, SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘That's -- no, no, he 
didn't use “ancillary®. I did. (Laughter.) 


Q -- anything else? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In my ingenuity. I's 
not umaccustomed to ingenuity. (Laughter.) 


Q Was he trying to learn your vocabulary? !Is 
that what happened? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right, right. But then 
there was very sharp shellings that fell on Northern Israel and that 
was the provocation for the subsequent [Israeli air strikes against 
Lebanon and the ground action which was originally, and thas is the 
Israeli point of view as presented to the President and to the 
plenary group, that the original statement of a 43 kilometer or 
25 mile sanitized zone from which Northern Israel would be free of 
ground-based attack, that in the process of moving towards those 
objectives, Syria introduced sissile and ground units into the 
Bekaa Valley which threatened the close air support that would be 
required to conduct the original objectives. And that resulted in 
the expansion of the fighting and the extension of the Israeli 
objectives to bring them to the locations they “re now situated 
in. 


The President emphasized to the Prime Minister his 
deep concern that the hostilities in Lebanon be terminated at the 
earliest possible date; that the withdrawal of Isfegli forces 
would be accomplished expeditiously; and tilat above all and in the 
most urgent sense that humanitarian actions be undertaken immediately 
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to provide for the welfare of non-combatants involved as well as 
combatants in tie -- in accordance with the standards of appropriate 
humanitarian action. 


As you know, the President has appointed a special 
coordinator for the United States -- AID Director McPherson. There'll 
be further discussicns tomorrow with the Israeli officials on this 
subject *o be sure that maximum coordination and cooveration is 
elicited. 


There was a detailed discussion of the objectives of 
the United States, as we see it, for the Lebanon solution and an 
exchange of views which reflected a degree of similarity between 
Israel and the United States on these objectives: that is Israel 
agreed that it would and must withdraw from Lebanon. There was 
@ reiteration of the need to establish a buffer zone not under 
Israeli control or Israeli occupation but rather initially under 
the occupation of some kind of a peacekeeping force. The Israeli 
side is more skeptical of the UNIFIL than is the United States side 
but neither side concluded that it was prudent to rule out any 
solution in this area a priori. 





























'7Vv6ec 


i ti | 











The question of American participation came up, and it was tcc 
treated as 4 question which -- the answer to which should be withheld 
pending the development of situations -- of the situation in Lebanon. 
The President pointed out that in zany respects the United States 
was not enthusiastic nor seeking an opportunity to contribute to 
such a peace-keeping force because of clear potential problems here 
at uome. And he also sucyetiec siiat iw will nake a Cinal cecision 
at tie appropriate time on t!.is in tie best interest of peace and 
stability ia the region. : 


The desirability of strengthening the central government 
of Labanon, free from the implication or perception of coercion from 
any external power was agreec upon, whetier it be Israel on the one 
hand or Syria or the PLO on the other. And it is clear cnat, while 
there may .e differences in siming anc degree of the withdrawal of 
external forces, there is a seneral consensus on the need for such 


a withdrawal. 


I think I would jJescribe she talks in generai as frank, 
bordering at times on dircct and even blunt, extensive and Jetailed 
as far as tie Lebanon consideration is concerned. The President 
tnreughout -- both in the Silateral and in the plenary session -- 
made it very clear that the United States looks, in the wake of what 
we hope will be a sgatisfactory outcome in Lebanon, in a new desree 
of energy and emphasis on the peace process itself, with perhaps «a 
complete examination of the possibilities of broadening this process 
to include other powers, and to sove rapidly to heal the wounds of the 
Lebanon situation; Israel of course is looking forward to an expansicn 
of their relationships with an emerging government in Lebanon which 
would anneal a peace between Lebanon and Israel, and Prime ‘tinister 
Segin rededicated himself to a strong additional effort f‘ollowiag 
this crisis situation for the peace process itself. And I think 
both leaders noted that the roots and the depth of this process were 
confirmed by the fact that it has, thus far, withstood the crisis 
in Lebanon despite the strain placed upon it. 


I welcome your questions. 
a MAN since terse L bes ante it el 


that they do not intend to get out until ct. 
—-FrpA AR. AON A RY ge Gs 
what kind of force we working on with that -— to put in thet 


area? : 


Ni: Well, we are not working with thes 


on a kind of a force. have, as you know, joined over the veekend 
in a U.N. resolution esehenns to extend the sandate of the ONIFIL, 
and that was successfully done for a period of 60 days. We feel that 
is important in its own right. And secondly, we are considering 

this in conjunction with a high degree, and selfless degree, of 

labor be exercised Sy Ambassador Habib in Beirut over the last 
week. Clearly, there should be the emergence of a consensus a6 to 
how best to deal with this question of that buffer zone and the 
confidence-building stevs that would be taken with respect to it. 

I do want to make clear again that we are not talking about a 
prolonged [Israeli occupation of that buffer zone, but rather 4n 

early insertion of a peace-keeping force, either UNIFIL or MFO, 

in character to do that job. <‘‘cw clearly, [Israel will have to sve 

a sense of confidence the joc car. be dome. And clearly, ations 

who have to contribute have to be satisfied that their contributions 
are justified and they are willing to take on that burden. 
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Begin insist very strongly that United States troops had to be in that — 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


Q -- peacekeeping force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he made it very clear 
that he would favor American participation, but he recognized and stated 
clearly that this is a decision for the American government and the 
American President to sake. 


Q Apparently, he had problems at home if he put it in. 12: 
that whae I understand? 


) SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he discussed some 
of the difficulties associated with it. That's right. On the Sill and 


in the general popular smocod. 
Q Can you describe those? 


Q Did you discuss the situation right now? did you 
discuss the situation right now in Beirut and did you get-a clear in- 
dication of the Israeli plans regarding the city? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had a detailed discussica 
on the up-to-the-minute efforts of Ambassador Sabib to achieve «4 csase- 
fire that is holding, to set in train the - or at least to. serve «es 
@ catalyst to set in train the establishment of a broedly-daesed govern- 
ment of national unity representing all the factions in Lebanon, to 
do the best he can to coordinate the reestablishment, especially in 
the Beirut area, of the authority of the government of Lebanon. 


And we have been through that. There, as you know, overnight 
had been some additional shelling which, according to the Israeli age 
ficials, was brought about by the initiation of ertillery and rocket 
fire from the PLO strongholds in southwest Lebanon, which triggered 
Israeli response which continued well into the morning, although it's 
slowed down somewhat. We are seeking to have « termination of this 
at the earliest poesible date. 


tenet te Senet we tame i Ss Oe OS 
minates its end. 


Q You spoke about the talks being, “frank, 


bordering at times on direct and blunt,* does that mean that the relation- 
SS  - Gy oe ee oe oe oe, less 
endly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, I wouldn't describe 
that at all. I wouldn't describe it in that way in any sense of the 
word. I would describe this as a difficult situation. Clearly, there 
is a lot of information on both sides of this issue. The President 
freely brought forth what we are hearing from soderate Arab states 
and other Arab states. And Mr. Segin responded. 


So that's what I meant when I described this as a very 
frank and at times blunt exchange. 


Q Well, then the relationship is as good today as it 
was, say, six weeks ago. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to be quoted 
that way or any other way. I'm going to say that the relationship 
remains sound and intact and one of cooperation and one in which mutual 
efforts of both nations are best served, mutual interests of both s4tions 
are best served by cooperation and concertive sctios._, 
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Q Does that mean that you accept their explanation for 
why the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That doesn't mean -- it 
doesn't mean that and it serves no purpose now to make a value judgment 
om any of that. I have said repeatedly that our first order of business 
is to get the fighting stopped and not to indulge in public posturing 
to make that even more difficult to do. And I won't do it. I‘m sorry. 


Q How do you feel about those elements in the administrati 
who have gone om public record in favor of rebuking Israel publicly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no comment on any- 
body's attributed, non-attributed or suggested attitudes on this subject, 
other than sy own and the President's. 


Q And you feel -- you don't feel that Israel should be 
rebuked for what it's done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no judgment to sake 
on this at this time for the reasons I just recited. We, as @ nation, 
are interested in responsible diplomacy, to bring a conflict to an end 
and to do so in terms in which American vital interests are best served. 


Q Well, can you endorse, then. what Secretary Weinberger 
said yesterday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I°m not in the business 
of endorsing the Secretary of Oefense. Would you have another question? 


Q Yes. What is the next move after Syria's refusal 
to leave Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I°m sorry. I -- 


Q Syria has refused to withdraw its troops from Lebanca 
even when President Sarkis asked for it. What is the next sove? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think, egain, this 
is a situation where there are a lot of rumors and a lot of reports, 
a lot of fragmentary, alleged positions of various participants or 
nations involved and I would prefer to get sy advice from our people 
in the field, trom Ambassador Habib, first and foremost. and I don’t 
think that's a foreclosed position. 


Q Bave you discussed the fate of the PLO forces in 
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Western Beirut? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did I discuss what? 
Q The place of the PLO forces in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course. There was 4 
Sees Sask co GaHEETE Gheet this, but it serves no purpose to air it 
publicly. 


Q Since there are so many people -- so sany countries that 
voted against Israel in the UN, from a pragmatic point of view, which coun- 


tries would be acceptable to keep the peace there, since they are anta- 
gonistic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's just wait and see. 
What we are trying to do is to put a peace framework together. That is 
what Ambassedor Habib is doing and [ aust say, with considerable success, 
although he has «s distance to go. 


Q $id Prime Minister Segin ask about a sale of additional 
American military equipment to israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Se didn't ask about it. 
The subject was discussed. 


Q Bow was that? 
Q And what was said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not concluded so If 
am not going to jump into it. 


Q You said there was a difference on degree of timing 
regarding some of the forces. Can you be sore specific about the differ- 
ences of degree and timing regarding Israeli withdrawal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo - and I am not talking 
about Israeli, I am talking about other forces. [It is very clear that 
Israel intends and has stated categorically and reassured the President 
today that it will withdraw from Lebanon totally as soon as its confidence 
is set -— of its concern is met about the -- 


Q Was there a discussion of how long -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: - future attacks from 
Lebanese territory. 


Q Was there a discussion of now long that aight take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: No, no, not in the sense 
of your question, but we were discussing other aspects of the foreign pre- 
sence or extraterritorial presence of other peoples. 


Q Will the sale and delivery of future military seteriale 
to Israel from the Onited States depend in any way on the outcome of the 
Lebanese situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think that is a 
question that -- to use an old term that I will grab out of the ectoplag 
is “operative.* (Laughter. ) 


Q -- about the attitude of the Soviet Union regarding 
this whole controversy? 0Do you feel better or worse regarding the Soviet 
Union's danger about coming into this thing? 






















































SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Clearly this is occurring 
in an area close to the Soviet borders, an area of traditional Soviet 
activity and interest. As I said on Saturday in New York, [ found Mr. 
Gromyko's attitude cautious «ad concerned. 


One more question. 


Q Is Israel's sove into Lebanon serve American interests 
in any way and if it has, what interests were served? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not going to discuss 
that questica. 


’ Q Are you leaving the impression that there hes been 

a suspension of amilitary deliveries to Israel as a result of the invasica. 
Is that true. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, absolutely nct. 
-- haven't left that impression. I don’t even recall the question being 
asked. 

Q Someone asked you whether it has been -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, what was discussed was 
U.S. azmms sales to moderate Arab states — I think that was the question 
that was asked. 

Q Ho, no, we all -- 

Q Will you clarify that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, excuse as. No, it 
didn’t come up to ay knowledge. 


Q U.S. arms sales to Israel didn't come up, and it is 
not being held ower their heads? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I am sorry, I aust 
' have misread the question. I thought somebody was talking about -— 


Q I am still confused. If you could -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let ae just get the record 
clear. Who asked the question on that subject? 


Q Bere, I did. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now were you talking about 
sales to Israel? 


| Q arms sales to Israel. - 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon. I! 
thought you were talking about American arms sales to soderate Arab states. 
That subject came up. The arms sales to Israel did nct. 

Q Wait -- 

Q What was discussed about arms -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The visit is not over. 

Q Can I clear up something else? You have left the 
impression -- at least with me -- that there is very serious discussion 
underway about committing American forces to this peace-keeping force. 

+*~ 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, I don't want to give 
you that impression. I just merely state that we are remaining open-minded 
on the subject. We are not enthusiatic -- in fact we are less than enthu- 


siastic about the prospect, but that in the final analysis I am-confident 
tht the President will do what he considers best to get peace and stability 








in the region and to further U.S. interests in that region. 
Thank you. It wes great to be with you. 














END 2:40 P.M. EDT 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
The Briefing Roce 
June 22, 1982 


12:20 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You heard the two 
Presidents describe the main themes they cover. President Monge of 
Costa Rica, through a very tight bond between the success -- future 
success of Costa Rican democracy and a democracy in the ares and 
its -- the ability of that country to solve its economic and social 
problems -- he came here with very vigorous support for the President's 
Caribbean Basin Initiative; as he put it, in all three parts; that is 
to say, not only the immediate one-time economic assistance, but 
above all the trade measures, the important proposal for diminishing 
and removing tariffs in the area, and the incentives to investment. 


And he came also to plead the case for other countries in 
the area. Se said that -- he told the President that he had been in 
touch with the AFL-CIO to explain to them why he supported this, why 
he thought it was so fundamental for the area. 


As you know, Mr. Monge is a long-time labor leader. He 
was an organizer in the 1940's, and he's been the Secretary Genera! of 
the Inter-American Labor Organization as well as heading the Social 
Democratic Party in Costa Rica and has many friends in the American 
labor sovement. 


Be told the President, also, that he'd been up on the 8ill 
and that he talked to the chairmen of committees on the Souse side and 
would on the Senate side urging their quick ection on the Caribbean 
Basin Initiative. 


The President reiterated to Mr. Monge that -- his very 
strong support for the Caribbean Basin Initiative, which he described 
as fundamental to the future of the area. 


They had a long exchange on the subject of the developments 
in Nicaragua and the threat from Cube and Nicaragua to the eres. 
President Monge characterized Nicaragua as a state that was becoming 
@ totalitarian dictatorship with strong support from Cube. Se noted 
that not all of his colleagues in the socialist movement in Western 
Europe had come yet to that conclusion. The President asked him why, 
and he said, well, you know, they -- it’s a little difficult when 
you've been wrong, perhaps, to admit immediately how wrong you are. 

Be himself said that although Costa Rica and his own party had very 
vigorously supported the Sandinistas, the Nicaraguan revolutionaries 
when they came to power, that they had become disillusioned; thought 
it was a militaristic and expansionistic government. And he hinaself 
very much hoped -- he was atteapting to persuade all other socialists, 
and notably the European socialists, of this -- he noted that, in fact, 
@ number of particularly those from Southern Europe have themselves 
come to this conclusion. 


President Monge described the situation of the democracies 
you heard him allude to that out in front -- in the area as being 
caught in a pincher between, on the one hand, very severe economic and 
social problems and, on the other hand, a strong drive from Cube and 
Nicaragua and from Marxists-Leninists throughout the area. He 
believed that working closely with the United States and with other 
countries in the area, particularly the affairs of the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative, that these can be overcome. 
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There was a brief exchange on the subject of the Palkiand 
Island-Malvinas crisis with President Monge indicating that he under- 
stood very well how the United States sust conduct a global policy 
concerned with preventing the destruction of freedom or the expansion 
of communist forces throughout the world, how Europe and Britain play 
an important role in that strategy, and how important it is that that 
strategy succeed not only for the United States and 
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Curopeans but aiso for Latin *rerica as a whole. These, I think, were 
the highlights. 


Questions? 


Q The last <ime I was therc, the country was 
virtually beakrupt, and <csperatel. neecsi some ccncess:is:.s “ror 
—e T'S. Can seu ugdate us On ‘yhere they are now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATICN OFFICIAL: Yes; the country is 
bankrupt. It is not able to fay on its very large debt, «hich is 
about $2.7 billicrn. For a country cf about 2'j million people, 
that is a very substantial debt. The ¢cest was run up dy srevious 
— + reenae but alse the resu!t cf the collapse of. coffee 
prices. 


His government is negotiating with the IMP for a 
stabilization plan underwhich new credit can be provided and an 
orderly payment of the existing debt undertaken. The IMF has put 
concitions for that. Those conditions are a very substantial 


reduction of the balance of payments cap and of the domestic ey lefic: 


Ara this new government has already taken very cour 

increasing the cost of electricity, of gasoline, of almost all 
basic commodities in that country and raising taxes in order to 
diminish that deficit. 


The negotiations are still in course. We hope that 
they will succoed toward the end of the summer. 


Q -- be able to reduce any of the social services 
that make Costa Rica -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes; he has already 
made some steps in that direction 


Q “hat kind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, for example, the 
availability of some subsidies for rent has been diminished, and they 
are now -- after having raised the prices of basic commodities -- 
they ae now looking at all of their social services to see whether 
there ace (wose that cannot be cut off, or must not be cut off now 
under prevent circumstances. 


Q What is the scope of U.S. aid now? And did the 
President have any increase in aind when he said outside he persona.ly 
committed his administration's support? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we haves this year 
$18 million in food aid, $13 million in development assistance, and 
$3 million in ESF -- ECconomic Support fucds. 


Q Fifty or 15’ 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your parcon. 
I miss on both occasions. It is $2) million in Economic support 
Punds for a total of $51 million. And in addition to that, a cajor 
portion of the emergency appromriation which we have propose. to 
Congress uncer the Caribbear Basin Initiative would be for Costa Rica. 
The total proposed to Congress is $350 million, as some of you know. 
And the amount that would go to Costa Rica of that would be $70 
million. That is to say that, if in fact the Congress accepts this 
am, the United States aid effort in this country would be 3121 


progr 
million dollars this year. 


Q They also are exporters of textiles and sugar, 
and both of those are somewhat limited by the terms of the CBI. Any 
relief \uere? . 


bORE 
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SUNICR ADINISTRATION CFTICIaAL: ‘Jo; I co not think 
so, wut in the view of President ‘tonge, his country is, sort of, 
tailor-made for the Caribbean 3asin Initiative, particularly on 
=he trace side. Why? S5ecause they have a reiativeiy skille’ 
work-force. Tuey are at the point of beginnins <o diversiiy away 
from traditional, stable industries like sugar and cof“ec into lighk: 
manufactures and also intc mart:et acriculture of fruits and 
vegetables. And this is precisely the kind of situaticr that the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative is intended to encourage and a situation 
in which the Costa Ricans could in fact, probably, begin to earn 
their way in a rather short time. 


Q Presiden~ :onge appealed for, in his words, solicarity 
and assistance outside anc overcoming ecoromic problems. Has he 
asked for increases in these aid levels? 


SENIOR ADIMENISTRATION OFFICIAL: No: he has asked that 
the Caribbean Basin Initiative as a ~hole be passed, which would 
contain these elements. 


Q Has President Monge asked ‘cr ielp from tne Jnited 
States to ease the measures from the IIT. 


SEXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘Jo; there was a brie’ 
Giscussion of the 
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an 
: 


International Monetary Fund negotiations between Costa Rica and 
the Pund, and it was on an improvational basis only -- in other wor3s, 
Mr. Monge informed the President where they stood. 


Q In the case of iggression from the Sandanista junta, 
is the United States ready to help Costa Rica? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you saw the Presiden’ 
underscore his commitment to the inter-American system and the United 
States is bound under the Rio Treaty to come to the assistance of coun- 
tries that are threatened or attacked -- that are subject to aggression. 
The United States takes that commitment very seriously and would, indeed, 
in the case of aggression in the Americas, the United States would indee 
be prepared to join others in carrying out its obligations. 


Q That was applied in the Argentine case too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think anybody 
ever thought that the Rio Treaty, which does in fact say explicitely 
that the Treaty will protect American states against the eggression of 
outside countries -- that the Treaty was ever intended to provide protec 
tion to a country that made the first use of force, that itself initiate: 
the conflict. 


Q Just how imminent does this Marxist-Leninist threat 
you spoke of to the Monge government -- are they in any igminent danger 
of being toppled? 


SZNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. Mr. Monge was not 
at all -- Mr. Monge was talking less of his internal situation -- althou: 
there have been some subversive activities in his country -- than he was 
of the presence of what he termed a Marxist-Lenisist government in Centr: 
—— -- the Nicaraguan government and the threat it posed to its neig! 

rs. 


Q To wiach Central American countries is there an imsi- 
nent or a near-term tihireat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Nicaraguan 
government is deeply involved in supporting the insurgents in £1 Salvado: 
and has in fact run close border operations into Honduras, and I think 
Clearly Mr. Monge was raising concerns about what the attitude of the 
Nicaraguan government would be towards his own country. Although it 
was not mentioned in the discussion, I think both Presidents are acutely 
aware of the fact that the Nicaraguan government has, although itself is 
running only a small country, has built up the largest army in Central 
American history. 


Q Before his inauguration he was interested inan interna 
tional force operating only on the Costa Rican side -- frontier -- since 
Nicaragua wouldn't consent. Where does that stand now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, we are going 
to have some more discussions on that. We have not come to that yet, 
Jerry, but I expect it will come up in the course of the conversations. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:34 P.M. ED 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON START TALKS 


Thursday, June 24, 1982 11:00 a.m. 


_SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I know some of 
a - 


you heard a little pitch before of what the criteria 


and what the broad outlines of the proposal is all about. 
Is that worth going through again or is that a waste of 
time for you all? 

Q I think we all know it. Most of us were at the 
thing yesterday. 

A In otherwords, we're just ready for questions. 

Q Could I begin by asking you a housekeeping 
question. Physically, how is it going to work. You 
meet twice a week? 


A Yes. We plan to work the meetings twice a 
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week. In Geneva, as you know, Nitze and I decided 
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independently and then agreed that it would be best if 
we both met in the same town at the same time so that 
we could closely coordinate our positions. Not only 
do we coordinate the policy point ov view back here but 
we have the same backstop. 

Physically, we're going to meetin the same 
building, same time, and Don has yet to work this out 


probably it'll take Tuesdays and Thursdays and when 


Nitze is meeting in our building, I'll be meeting over 
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over With the Soviets and vice versa on Thursday. 

Q They had built-in recesses because he came 
back and it was all pre-arranged when he came back. 

A That, again, is a part of an analysis that 
Nitze and I did independently and great minds came 
out with the same conclusion. (Russian idiom) You're 
going to make better progress in the long run by going 
at this deliberately and not having continuous sessions. 

Q In his talks which, of course, go back to 


November 30th, they said in windows(?) where he would 


“come back to Washington. 


A He still will. 


Q What about you? 


A The same way. 
Q How long will he be in -- 
A We're going to lay out our position. We don't 


know. We're going to try to lay out our position in 
six or seven weeks or so, whatever it is, and then come 
back for six to eight weeks and then go back for six 
or eight. 


In a couple of sessions Nitze and I will 


hopefully be on the same schedule of going and coming 
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at the same time. It's going to be a little tough since 
we're starting on an off schedule. He quits on 20 
July and I can't lay out my position by that time so 
I can't come back the 20th of July. But the plan is, 
before too long we're going to get on the same wave lenght. 
Q There's another housekeeping question. In 
the opening session on Tuesday, can you tell us what 
you will allow for coverage? 
DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I can address that. 


The background session -- there won't be any background 


- session as such. It will be an on-the-record statement. 


It will be at the U.S. Mission in Geneva. It will 
be similar to the format that Ambassador Nitze made 
at the opening of the INF talks. It will be open to 
the press as registered at the Mission. 
Q That will be open for television and radio 
coverage as well as written? 
DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Yes. 7 
Q That will be after the opening session? 
BEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: There will be a photo 
opportunity at the Soviet Embassy. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The scenario is 


something like this. I have something to say plainside 


when I come in. 
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- © ‘That's the day after tomorrow? 

A Saturday morning; yes. Then I meet with 
Nitze to be sure that we are locked in on everything 
that we want to do and that our confidentiality 
statements are similar and everything. I have my 
last-minute deals with him on Sunday. On Monday -- 

DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I think you'll be 
meeting with Nitze on Monday. 
SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: And I meet 


with heads of the delegation. I meet with Karpov 


-and exchange that kind of information Tuesday morning. 


Q That will be the actual opening -- 
a Formal opening. 
Q That will be coverable? 
DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: There will be a photo 
opportunity at the Soviet Embassy. 
Q After that, you go over to the U.S. Mission 
and make a statement? 
DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Yes, 
Q I wonder, could you say what aspects of 
SALT II you intend to preserve in these negotiations? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: No, I can't. 


We're going to generally observe and not undercut 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


rutes. The specifics, I think, are not -- what's the 
word -- not in our interest to talk with too much 
specificity about this. 

Q I wonder if we can assume that certain basic 
things like counting rules will be -- 

A You can assume that certain things like 
definitions and agreed database and other things can be 
convered. As I've said before, I'm not going to 
reinvent the wheel. We're there to concentrate on 


correcting the things in SALT II that we didn't like, 


; and the other things, many of which will be carried 


over and some of which these -- these things won't 
impinge on, we'll have to change. 

Q You described "coordination" as being so 
close it makes me wonder, again, what we were asking 
you yesterday, several of us. 

Suppose -- unless you prevent it from 
happening -- suppose the treaty comes into being faster 
in one of the talks than the other and, in fact, suppose 
there's some urgency as you approach the Pershing 


Cruise deadline, do you want to leave us with an 


inference, which I certainly have -- a slight one 


anyhow -- that it might be held up? 
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A No. 


Q That one set of negotiations might be making 
headway and yet it would be put on hold until the 
other catches up? 

A No, I don't want to leave you with that. 

I think that's entirely dependent on -- as they say 

in the military -- on the situation. You gauwe what 

that situation is at that time and you assess it. 
Having said all that, INF is to be negotiated 

in the SALT context. TNF will be negotiated in the 


START context. The two are related. Things have a 


“nexus or relationship. However, if there's a good 


possibility for an INF agreement and we're still 
moying along, I don't rule out the possibility 
but I'm not going to predict it either. 

Having said that, you don't undermine one 
treaty with the other. Nitze and I have agreed that 
he does nothing which undermines START and I do 
nothing which undermines INF. As a matter of fact, he 
tries to do everything in his thing that helps me 
and vice versa. What you do if he comes to a point 
in the treaty , that's up to a higher authority to decide. 

Q He has, in a sense, sort of a deadline that 


you don't. The zero option has a December 1983 


facing it. You could go on for six, seven years. 
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=~ A Not six or seven years. 

Q I know you don't want to. There's some 
pressure on the other talks that you don't have. 

A But the zero~zero outcome -- we got the 
impression in Europe that the zero option meant the 
zero on the U.S. side and we still have the SS-20's. 

No, if the Soviets see that we have every 
intention of deploying Pershings and Cruise Missiles 
and that the Europeans have every intention of 


accepting it, and if they come to an agreement sonner, 


it doesn't have to be December. 


I was simply expressing an opinion yesterday 
that having known the Soviets, they're an eleventh-hour 
negotatiors and I don't think I would count too much 
on their agreeing much before they're absolutely sure 
they couldn't get anymore propaganda out of this in 
Europe, and that's one of their major objectives. 

Q I was wondering if, logically, the INF would 
simply fold into START? 

im Logically, it may well at some point down 
the line. And logically all these are involved 


strategic systems -- I mean gray systems come into effect 


and how you divide up some of these gray area systems has 
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‘up is almost at any point at the end of ‘°83, if for 















got” to be resolved somewhere down the line. So from a 
logical poaint of view it does make some sense further 
down the line and we have never denied that they would 
be integrated. 

Q But then at a certain point -- 

A But we don't know. You develop these things 
and you make the decisions when you have to. You don't 
cast yourself in concrete on things that don't have to 
be and that you can't predict. 


Q So that, really, the way you're setting it 


whatever combination of reasons, including political, 

part of whatever you've agreed to could be pulled out 

and described as an agreement and could be so ratified 
at the time? 

A It's possible. I'm not ruling it out. 

Q Why does it take so long to lay out your 
opening position? Do you expect to spend that first 
month basically explaining in detail the American 
posiition? 

fh Yes. You just learn by experience that no 
comprehensive proposal like this can be laid down in a 


day or so. You proceed by a series of steps. Of 


10 





course, I'm very much interested in feedback and I'm 


very much interested in listening. The only feedback I 
get along the way is desirable and any opportunity I 

have to explain positions along the way is desirable. 
That doesn't proceed in this kind of a serious 
negotiation with these kinds of things involved on 
anything like a couple of days. 

This is going to take five, six, seven, 

eight plenary sessions. We're developing those now. 

We have been thinking about them and we are trying to 
_ lay them out in the shortest number of explainable bites. 


Q In a technical sense, though, how does it 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


work? When do the Soviets sort of have the floor -- 
A They have the floor immediately after. We 
go into a plenary session; let's say Tuesdays and 
Thursdays. Depending on who the host is, and we 
alternate, the other guy has the floor. For thirty 
minutes to an hour, whatever he wants, he gives his 


statement. It's translated consecutively so it takes 


almost twice as long as_it might otherwise. 


The other guy has the floor and then he can 
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respond to that position or he can give his own position 

or he can ask questions. So then the negotiations start. 
Immedjately following these formal plenary 

sessions, we break off into what we call bilaterals 

and I go off into a room with Victor Pavelozich and 

Jack goes off which Obukov(?), or whoever it is, and 

they discuss all this, any part of it and they further 

explore and look and talk and whatnot. All that is 

reported back to Washington. 


The plenary sessions are binding on me and 


on ‘the Soviets. They're official policy. What 1 say 


in a bilateral, or what these other people say, is not 
binding. It's exploratory. It's what if and what do 
you think and I don't like this and you don't like that. 
That's where much of the real negotiations take place. 
Those meetings go from an hour to three hours 

after the plenary, 

Q Do you expect to get something from the Soviets 
within the first couple of days which would essentially, 
in general terms, constitute their position? 


A I can't answer that question. From past 


experience, the answer would be no. They want to hear, 
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they want to listen. They're not going to say anything 
beyond what their boss said. They're going to repeat. 
As Brezhenev said, this is a lopsided proposal. As 
Gromyko said, this is lopsided. We have to have 
quality -- I could almost write their speeches for 
them I've been there so long. 

Then you listen to what happens in the bilaterals 
and there you have to listen carefully to see if there 
is a little give here, or do they have a little 


flexibility or are they going to report back your 


. position or are they going to report it back in the 


right back. The skill of this thing happens in the 
bilaterals. 

Q What is the difference between adhering to 
the SALT II Treaty or abiding by it? Other adminstration 
officials have said you're not doing and not undercutting 
the treaty. 

A In simplist terms, if one were to adhere to 
the treaty we would be requiring the Soviets to now 
reduce and continuing to reduce, and we're not 


requiring that. So we're not requiring that they 


adhere to the treaty. So you don't undercut the high 
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ceiling that are already established. 

Q If they're not adhering to the treaty, then 
they're undercutting it, aren't they? 

A They say they're not bound to it. < wasn't 
ratified. And if you're interpretation is that they 
should have been reducing, that's your opinion. 

Q It's not my opinion. 

DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We want to keep this 
to the opening of the START talks. 


Q It's the Administration's position that we 


, 


] 
will adhere to the SALT II Treaty unless the Soviets 


undercut it? 
SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We didn't say 
that. We said we will not undercut the treaty unless 


the Soviets shall with equal restraint. 


Q So long as the Soviets don't undercut it; 
correct? 
fy Yes. “¢ 


Q And you said that they've said they're not 
going to undercut it. Let me ask you one other question. 
Do you think we can now verify the SALT II Treaty? 

Q I think it's an academic question. The 


question is, can we verify the START Treaty. 
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a_Q «The reason I ask you is because one of 
the reasons candidate Reagan opposed the SALT II Treaty 
was because it could not be verified. Now we say we 
will not undercut it as long as the Soviets don't undercut 
it. If we can't verify it, how do we know if they're 
undercutting it? 

A I see what your point is. One of the fatal 
flaws was the unverifiability of SALT II. 

Q So how do we know if the Soviets are 
undercutting it if we can't verify it? 

“ AR We just start on our new proposals. And now 
we're going to try to get verification proposals on our 
new terms of reference. 

Q One final question. President Reagan has 
said that we are inferioriin military strength to the 
Soviets. How smart is it to go into an arms control 
negotiation where your President has said you're 
militarily inferior? 

A That's kind of a loaded question. 

Q Well, give me a loaded answer. 

A No, I won't give you a loaded answer. What 
the Soviets did in the ten or fifteen years of their 


buildup have given them an advantage in destablizing 
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weapon systems and they, therefore, put at risk our 
ICBM's and therefore they have built-in a destablizing 
Situation. In that respect, we are inferior in that 
particular aspect. 

Overall, you can say that some kind of 
parity exist. But in the important areas that we 
think have to be corrected if you're going to have 
significant reductions and deterrence and crises 
stability, there is an untenable situation. The 


untenable situation is a huge asymmetry of three-to-one 


in the number of ICBM warheads permitted under SALT II. 


That is one of the basic things we're trying to correct. 
Q Were you not involved in drafting the 
Republican Party platform? 
A No, I wasn't. 


Q Not at all? 


A Well, I was to an extent. 
Q You were an advisor, were you not? 
A I was an advisor. 


Q That platform pledges that there will be no 


arms control talks until there is a military buildup and 


weapons are actually deployed, is the word that's used. 
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a A  °*I know what was in the platform. I know 

what the policy is now. 

Q Have there been any weapons delopyed under 
this Adminsitration? 

A No, I don't think any have been deployed 
yet. They're still developing them. 

Q In the bilateral Siosvscions that occur, 
when the what/if's are raised, do you get a fairly 
blunt declaration of policy or is it a situation where 


you have to read between the lines to figure out what 


_ they really mean? 


A it depends on the person, the mood, what 
subject you've got. You never know. Sometimes 
Semenov used to just pull out his cards and read 
answers, and Johnson was driven up the wall. He'd 
say, you know, you didn't answer my question. He 
would say you didn't ask the right question. (Laughter) 
So then he would repeat this thing again and again. 

Other times you do listen. You'll wait a 
couple years and read my book which will come out.. ~ 


Some of what happened in SALT II you'll see I picked 


up some very good signals from the Generals in '74 


which were critical. So you have to listen carefully. 
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-- You can, by listening carefully, as they 
say, listen between the lines. 

Q I'm trying to figure out how roughly 
equivalent the United States says it is as it 
approaches these talks. Your exchanges with John 
which I would like you to go back to. 

The President has said "“inferiorty and 
strategic weapons." You specified the "Soviet 
weapons.'" And yet we talk about a rough equivalence 


in warheads now. Are we ahead enough to make up 


¢ 


- strategically for where they are ahead so that we're 


roughly equivalent not only in warheads but roughly 
equivalent in a broad sense? I know you're not 
trying to have it both ways but it strikes me you're 
going to the talks saying we're not equivalent and 
yet we are roughly equivalent, and then I can't get 
the difference between you and Ted Kennedy. (Laughter) 
There must be some difference between you and the 
Soviet Union and Ted Kennedy. 

A There is. It's a matter of the position or 
the posture that you want to put your President in. 


And it goes back to what could happen in extremists 


occurred and the situation could escalate. If you had 


a different weapon system and there were a different 
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bakbance, you could help the presence by this different 
posture, vo that crises from building. That's one 
object of this thing. 

Secondly, if we're attacked, we can attack and 
obliterate a good portion of the Soviet Union. The 
question is, do you want to put the President of the 
United States in that kind of a position. You go back 
to minimum deterrence or finite deterrence. The 
President doesn't want to retaliate if we are struck 


in a military way with attacks on civilians and 


people. We want to give him the maximum number of 


options so that he's not hostage to attacking civilians 
on the other side. 

All this is part of the equasion that says, 
look, we believe today that we've got deterrence, but 
we believe we can be in a helluva lot better position 
and we should be in a better position, dealt on 
euality, equality, equality. That's the watchword all 
the way through and that can help crises stability and 
help deterrence. At the same time you can get the 
lower levels. 


If arms control isn't about reduction, what 


is it all about. You reduce. You've got to reduce 
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selectively so that you don't unstablize or destablize 
that situation. This is a question of assuring -- 
you can't assure deterrence -- enhancing deterrence. 
And now it becomes a very complex subject. Weapons 
systems, theirs; weapons systems, ours; their mentality. 
It's a subjective judgment: Do you really have the 
best posture to assure to come as close as you can 
to assuring deterrence. 

Q A lot of the debate, influenced of course by 


the freeze movment, talks about equality -- rough 


equality, rough equivalence. Now, I think, I understand 


that the President thinks we're not inferior now in 
certain systems but the way things are going we would 
be. 

A No. We are -- 

Q We either inferior or roughly equal to. 

AR We're inferior in -- 

Q In certain systems. 

A In certain systems. They're very important 
systems because that makes the situation volatile. 

Q Aren't we superior in certain important 


systems and doesn't that make the situation roughly 


equal? 
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a A -°If you're willing -- the number of 

options that the President has. In other words, if 
you're trying to say, no, you can only hit certain 
types of targes, you can only do certain things. 
Bombers, slow-flying systems, subject to their 
air defense, good systems. You need them. 

Q That doesn*t make up the difference. 

Q I'm trying to phrase this in as elegant way 
as I can. Mr. Nitze has got a plum that he can offer 


the Soviet Union. That is, if they accept zero-zero, 


the U.S. will kill a weapons program, the Pershing II's 


and the GLCM’s. Do you have that same kind of plum? Do 
you expect you will have the authority to make agree- 
ments that could affect the MX and the D5? 

A I don't perceive that. His position is 
somewhat different in that he's got a system at stake, 
or systems. Mine is a matter of degree. We need 
a landbase leg of the Triad. Therefore, in my opinion, 
we need the MX and we're going to go shen. We need 
the SLBM; we need bombers. It's a matter of degree. 


What we're offering to give up to the 


Sovients is an equal number of warheads. We both have 
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ab6ut seventy-five hundred. We say you give up 
twenty-five hundred and you're primarily giving up 
ICBM's; we're going to give up twenty-five hundred 
SLBM warheads and, by the way, we're giving up 
warheads which could be replaced by more accurate, 
more powerful D5's. Later on the (inaudible) which, 
by the way, happen to be on Slide submarines which 
can roam around in the Pacific over ten times the 
area than the other system is. 


There's a lot in it for them. But, 


specifically, I don't envisage of being in a position 


to say we're prepared to give up one of these systems. 

Q Yesterday, you described a system in which 
some thirty options would fit into the computer. How 
did that work? Did you have Team A and Team B putting 
these things together? 

A No, we had a big infrastructure. We have 
what we call a SIG process which is a Senior 
Interdepartmental Groups of the Eagelburgers and the 
Clays ant then we have the IGS, with Burt and Pearl. 


Under that you have the working groups. Under these 


working groups they looked at all kinds of options 


and all kinds of schemes and all kinds of units of 
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account and they feed these into computers back and 
forth and they worked on that. In that, I'm not sure that 
A Team and B Team -- can you help me? 
DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The technical analysis 

sub sean was composed of experts from throughout the 
interagency process. 

Q Who contributed the Russian point of view? 
In other words, what the likely response was? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The State 


Department experts, the CIA experts, we -- they brought 


the future negotiators into the thing. So we're 
all part of the process. 
Q Has the freeze movement had any impact at 
all on negotiating plans? 
A Not on plans, no. You might of asked ancther 
question but you didn't so I won't answer it. (Laughter) 
Q What impact has it had? 
A It hasn't had any impact. I'm afraid that 
it might. It hurts me as a negotiator to have somebody 
looking over my shoulder and believing that this will 


have an impact and believing, because of sentiment back 


home, favor it. 
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In my trip around Europe, the Europeans are 
very much afraid of a freeze. They feel that the 
freeze movement and the anti-nuke movements have kind 
of peaked out and are on the downscale there. They 
think that's good, and they see a freeze as prohibiting 
Pershings and GLCM's from being deployed to Europe. 

And they have every right to fear that because a 
freeze would do that. 

A freeze locks all these inequalities into 


position. You have to begin negotiating what the 


’ freeze is all about. You then have to negotiate the 


verification aspects of the freeze, and you're taking 
up a lot of valuable time when you really want to go 
to reductions. So the freeze is just a bummer from 

a negotiator's point of view. I-was delighted when 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee knocked out the 
word “freeze” even down below. They said we will 
negotiate to lower levels and then freeze and Reagan 
said we'll negotiate to lower levels and then go 

even lower. So when Pell introduced -- had taken out 


the word "freeze" they bought it and I was pleased. 


Yesterday, the House action was not so good. 
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Q The negotiating temas will be somewhat 
the same people as negotiated SALT I’, and how will 
the familiarity between the two sid... help these talks? 
A My colleague tells me that the teams have 
not been announced so I have to be careful here. 
ON BACKGROUND, there are holdovers on the Soviet 
side and I've brought in as many people as I could on 
our side. 
At my level, I had known Victor Pavelozich for 


six and a half years and negotiated with him and talked 


“with him and so there's a lot of continuity there. 


His military man and number two man has been at SALT I 
and he's been through most of SALT II. He's a damn 
good military head and a good negotiator. He's got 
another man who has studied under Hans Morgantheau 

out here in Chicago and speaks English well; Fren(?) 
Jacks -= Mendelsohns opposite number. Jacks been 
through all of SALT II. So I've go as many Russian- 
speaking people , as many negotiating experts and as 
many Old hands as I could from my side. We have a 

lot more continuity now than we had going into SALT II. 


Besides, we started last September and 


I've got (?)Borg and my deputy. And then on the first 
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of January we start meeting regularly as a delegation, 


talking to everybody that's every negotiated with the 
Soviets, everybody whose written about it and has 

not negotiated with the Soviets. The Colons(?), you 
can negotiate everything. And Elizabeth Pond and 
Jerry (inaudible) and then we went out and saw the 
systems and put our hands on them. And then we got 
drawn into the negotiating advisory group and into 
these working groups. So we've all been made a part 
of the process; a lot of continuity here in developing 


this position. 
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Q Thank you. 
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MR. GERCEN: Ladies and gentlemen -- if we can get 
started? -- this is a background briefing to be identified as «a 
Senior Foreign Policy Advisor at the White House. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Today President 
Reagan accepted Secretary Haig's decision with the greatest regret 
because, as he said earlier today, he believes the Secretary has served 
the country extremely well, selflessly. 


. As @ personal note we here at the White House want 
to emphasize -- and I do personally -- that we also greet the Secre- 
tary’'s decision with the greatest regret. We all regarded Al Haig 
as 4 partner and as an excel.ent Secretary of State. 


At this time the President wishes to stress the con- 
tinuaty of United States foreign policy, and I can assure you that he 
will do that. Toward that end, George Schultz will meet with the 
President tomorrow at Camp David and we plan to move forward promptliv 
with his nomination. 


George Schultz, in the President's view, is the finest 
man in the country to now assume the post of the Secretary of State. 
He has a distinguished career in government service stretching beck 
nearly 30 years. Three times he has served as a cabinet officer: as 
Secretary of Labor, Director of OMB, Secretary of the Treasury. In 
the latter post he was deeply involved, of course, in international 
economic policy and was closely acquainted vith his counterparts, the 
finance ministers, throughout the industrialized cemocracies of Burope. 
and Japan. 


President Reagan, of course, regards George Schultz 
as @ personal friend as well. He has relied upon his wisdom and 
advice for a good number of years. Mr. Schultz, as you know, cur- 
rently serves as one of the President's Board of Outside Economic 
Advisors and he recently visited Europe and Japan as the President's 
representative in the days preceding the Versailles summit. 


In that visit he conducted talks with the heads of 
government and heads of state in each of those countries. 


I guess I should also emphasize that because George 
Schultz is a close friend of many in the Administration, because 
he is a team player, because he commands widespread respect overseas, 
we have every confidence that the execution of American foreign 


policy will continue on a sound and steady basis. 
I'll take a few of your questions now. 


Q What was the precipitating event that led to 
Al Haig leaving this Administration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there 
was @ precipitating event. I think we have to rely for that on 
the Secretary's remarks and his letter. 


MORE 
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Q The Secretary's remarks and his letter don't tell 
us very much about it. Now, you're having a briefing on background. 
Are you taking the position that you're not going to tell us why Haig 
left? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, Lou, that 
if you read the letter, the Secretary has gone as far as he wishes to 
and he has said that, clearly, there was in his judgment a disagreement 
in certain respects of policy, and I wouldn't speculate beyond that. 
Karen? 


Q When did the President talk = Schultz about 
taking the job? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that -- I 


don't know if they put this out in advance -- but I'm not in a posi- 
tion to do a moment-by-moment of the decision process on it out here 


today. 


We want it at least hour by hour. I think we 


Q 
Geserve that for history and for everything that's happened here. 
It's no use you not telling us exactly what happened today. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't provide that 
today. 


Q Is there a reply to the Secretary's claim that 
there has been a shift in consistency and compassion -- I think the 
words he used -- in U.S. foreign policy? Is there a reply to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Presi- 
dent's foreign policy in all of its dimensions is very well known. 
The President intends that that policy will continue. Yes? 


Q When did Haig resign? What time? At the NSC 
meeting? After the NSC meeting? Before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry I can't 
give you a precise time on it. 


: Q Well, let me rephrase that. Before or after the 
NSC meeting or during? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wasn't related in 
any fashion to the NSC meeting. 
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Q At the time of the NSC meeting, was he still functioninc 
as Secretary of State? Had he mentioned the resignation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's functioning as 
Secretary of State now. 


Q Had he mentioned the resignation before the NSC 
meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know. 
Q Did the President request the resignation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thu Secretary of State 
offered his resignation, and the President accepted it. 


Q Did he offer it at the President's request? 
Q It wasn’t -- 

Q Wait a second. 
Q 


As a matter of courtesy, answer yes or no whethr 
the President requested the resignation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I‘ve given you the honest 
answer as I know it, Steve, that the Secretary offered it and the 
President accepted it. 


Q Did someone request it? 


Q But did he offer it in response to a request for his 
to offer it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not to sy knowledge. 

Q How many times has Secretary Haig offered to resign? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea. 

Q Is this the first time, to your knowledge? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I honestly can‘t give you 
an answer on that -- 


Q Could anybody else -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- there are people who are saving that Schultz 
is much more pro-Arab, pro-Saudi than Haig was, and especially had 
a bearing on his resignation. What do you say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, I think the 
foreign policy as it is today is well known in both regional and 
functional areas and the President wishes to stress at this time the 


continuity of it. 
Yes. 


Q How can you expect people to know what you mean when 
you say there will be continuity when you have stated that there 
were differences between the President and the Secretary of State on 
policy issues? What do you mean? Where did Secretary of State Haig 
differ with the policy that led to his resignation? On what substantive 
issues? 


MORE 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You will have to ask the 
Secretary about that. 


Q Well, he will not answer, and you are the ones who 
are saying you want continuity of policy, and nobody knows what that 
is. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I'd have to Gisagree. 
I think that if you're under any illusions about what the President of 
the United States foreign policy is, I'11 be glad to go over those. 
But it’s the President's foreign policy -- 


Q All right. 


< 
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Q Let's start with Lebanon. 
Q Let's start with Beirut. 


Q Can we try to run through this? I mean, Saig is 
saying that there was an inconsistency, that he's leaving because 
things have changed. So one would infer from that that it is the 
pipeline decision that he is resigning over, because we don’t see any 
change of policy in the Middle Bast. Is that a fair inference, or is 
at more than the pipeline issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Frankly, I think it would 
be unfair of me.to speculate on the Secretary's reasons beyond what 
he said in the letter. 


Q But two days ago -- two days ago -- 
Q -- let us know. 


Q -- the Counselor for the President said on the record -- 
denied reports of conflict between -- between Haig and Clark, denied 
that there were any -- that there were differences. He said these 
things on the record, denied policy things. Now, you're coming two 
days later and saying there's continuity. And could I ask you most 
respectfully, why are you taking the position that nobody in this 
room or nobody out there who's going to read a newspaper or listen to a 
television report is entitled to an explanation from the White House? -- 
because that seems to be the position that you're taking. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am taking the position 
that the President's foreign policy will continue as it is. Now, for -- 


Q What's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- the President -- well, 
for me to go beyond that, to what would have to be speculation on why 
the Secretary of State chose to do this, I think is just out of place. 
That is his decision, and he has said as much as he apparently intends 


to in the letter. 


Q Well, you know something about -- you know something 
about the differences. We're not asking you to speculate on what's 
in Al Haig's head. We're asking you to tell us something about what 
the differences are from the White House point of view. How can you 
expect us to report that there's continuity when you won't -- when you 
won't go into any substantive thing here in this briefing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you want to -- if you're 
Saying that you don’t know what the President's policies in a given 
area are that are going to continue -- 


Q -- at all. I haven't said that. And I @n't think 
that's true and I don't think that's fair. 


Q Are you saying -- 


Q Can you tell us when Schultz -- could you tell us when 
Schultz was first contacted about the job and then when he agreed to 
to take it? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q I mean, even -- was it last week, was it two weeks 
ago, was it @ month ago? 

Q Why are you out here? 

Q Can you produce somebody who could answer some of 


these basic questions? 


Q You understand why. we need some information. 


Q What attempts were made between the President and 
the Secretary to reconcile their differences before the resignation was 


' tendered? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn’t comment on that. 


Q Could you say, on your own behalf or on behalf of any 
of your colleagues at the White House, that the differences were 
strictly policy, or was there any question of style involved in the 
Gifferences that led to the resignation today? 





. 
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I'm talking about, I think, the arguments that we all know and have 


been reported about -- such petty matters as who gets to | 
sit in what place on airplanes and things like that. Did those contribute 


at all to perhaps the differences of view that led to today's resignation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you posit different 
gradations of disagreement on substance or form and with respect to 
the later, Al Haig is a man whw would not take a decision of this 
kind based on minor matters of form. 


Q Well, then what precipitated it today? Why won't 
you tell us that? 


Q From the White House's perspective, you can't speak 
for Haig, we understand that. 


Q Why can't we have the truth here? 
Q What? The truth? (Laughter.) 
Q When did the President learn that he was going to 


have to deal with Al Haig's resignation? 


Q He knows -- he's told Us -- 


e AN-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have anything 
to say on that.* Yes? 


Q But we are all reporting that the President appeared 
shaken and guite taken by surprise by this whole incident -- that he 
was pale and he seemed quite upset when he came out here at 3:00 p.a. 
Would we be wrong to assume that this came upon him rather suddenly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the characterization 
is wrong but that's your place to make it. I was with him -- 


Q You have to help us with what the context is. 

e@ 
Q When did he resign? We're going to find out eventually. 
Q What's the answer to her question though? Even if 


you disagree with the characterization, what's the answer to the 
question whether he was taken by surprise? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, disagreeing with 
the characterization on the basis of having been with the President 
on more than one occasion today. I think you start from the wrong 
premise. I don't think the President was drawn or otherwise shaken 


or —o_- 


Q You don't think he was unhappy at all? 
Q -- I say, leaving that aside, was he surprised? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he was sobered 


by it, yes. 
Q Was he surprised? Forgetting the characterization, 
was he surprised? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think I wouldn't : 


say that, no. I think he was -- . 


Q -- slightly off-guard? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nop. 


MORE 
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Q Were you surprised? 
Q He's giving us an answer. He said he wasn't surprised. 
Q -- answer. He gave us an answer, folks -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think one is always 
dismayed when something like this happens. I wouldn't characterize it 
as surprise though. 


Q Can you tell us when the President learned about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President received 
the letter: today and answered it today. 


Q And was that really when the President learned about 
it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't go beyond that, 
Sam. 


Q -- can you tell us when you or the other members of 
the NSC staff learned about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


a 


Q What was on the NSC agenda today? 
Q Don't you think -- 
Q Can I ask a policy question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Don't you think it‘s rather dangerous for the country 
for speculation and for the world -- for speculation to be going on 
when they don't know what happened? There will be all kinds of comments 
that are untrue. Would you kindly clarify? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- the President's 
foremost interest in ensuring the continuity of his policies. It 
is designed to relieve that very concern, Yes? 


Q Did Haig -- 


Q You have the Secretary of State who says there's 
a shift of policy that he can no longer go along with and you say 
that there's going to be continuity of foreign policy. Those two don't 
add up and are mutually exclusive. How are our allies to interpret 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think they're 
mutually exclusive at all. It's the Secretary's perception that there 
was this movement away, as I recall his language -- the President's 
current policy and the President's perception of it and the substance 
of it as announced by the President will continue. 


Q In what way was there -- 


Q -- Schultz went to Europe just before the economic 
summit to talk to leaders about issues like the pipeline. Can you 
enlighten us any on what his own views on East-West trade issues are? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'd leave that to 
the designate Secretary. 


 Q Is there a command decision in the White House not 
to reveal why the Secretary precipitously resigned today? 


4 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There isn‘t any conscious 
decision -- 


Q No? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- to treat the facts as 
the way we see then. 


Q We don't know why he resigned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we're going to 
have to rely on the letter and what he has to say about it. 


Q -- Secretary perceived a change -- 


Q Secretary Haig said that he would be willing to 
stay on. Can you tell us a little bit about how the transition will 
work; huw fast are you going to be able to move to get Mr. Schultz 
over to the State Department to assume control if you want to do 
that -- within the next few days? Can you really afford to wait 
much longer than that given the world situation? What's ycur goal 
on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a reasonable 
question, Steve. I think, first of all, that George Schultz will 
arrive back here tomorrow morning. He 
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will go directly to Camp David and treat the matter about 11:00 an, 
as I recall. 


Q At Andrews? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he will be coming in 
commercially, but he will -- frankly, I might lead you off. I am not 
sure from where, but to answer your question there, he will discuss 
with the President these very issues, both of substance and of immediate 
procedure. With respect to procedure we would anticipate the President's 
Girected that his nomination be forwarded as soon as possible next week. 
We would hope for early hearings and early confirmation. 


* Will Mr. Haig remain until Mr. Schultz is confirmed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Secretary has very 
generously offered to remain and the precise timing of this of course 
is a matter for congressional -- 


Q Ras there been any shift in U.S. policy in the 
Middle East? 


Q May I follow up on that? 


Q Given the lack of confidence that Haig has in the 
administration's foreign policy -- 


°e Wait until you get his attention, Steve. He is 
even further removed -- 


Q Given Haig's statements of lack of confidence in 
foreign policy. doesn't it make some sense to have his resignetion 
effective immediately and have Stoessel, let's say, run the department 
on an interim basis? Was any consideration given to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't take it thet 
he was expressing a lack of confidence in it -- some disagreement, 
surely. The Secretary offered and the President, as an expression of 
his confidence in Haig, very definitely accepted that offer. 


Q Has there been a shift in U.S. policy in the Middle 
East and is that why Secretary Haig resigned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q I mean, clearly everybody is going to go out of this 
room speculating that it is the pipeline, that it is the Middle East, 
and the result is going to be a great deal of confusion on the part of 
everybody around the world who reads about the Secretary's resignation. 
Can't anybody say something more about what the substantive cause -- 
or is it -— I mean, because there will also be rumors that it wae just 
another Haig temper tantrum, and that is not in anybody's interest either. 
So couldn't somebody give some indication of why he is resigning, what 
the substantive issue is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry, I cannot go 
beyond what I have given you. I do have one or two other items of 
purely sequential context. The Secretary tendered his resignation 
yesterday. The letter was delivered today. The President contacted 
George Schultz this morning in London. 


Q Was that in person yesterday? 
Q He is not finished, Andrea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will let it go at 
that. Yes, it was. . 


Q On the question of continuity of policy, I think 


+ MORE 
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Karen raised a good point. Can one assume, because of the way that 
you phrased it, that the two pipeline decisions that have been made 
in the last week or so will stand and would it be correct to infer 
from these circumstances that Secretary Haig disagreed on those deci- 
sions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't comment on 
the latter. There have been stories already which have dealt with that. 
I think that it is clear that there were disagreements. The Secretary 
has said so. On the matter of the pipeline, the pipeline is one of 
countless issues of foreign policy on which existing policy will endure. 
Now endure is has a permanency to it that 
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I don’t attach anything special to in the current context, but there 
will be no -- there has been no decicion today nor as a consequence of 
this event to alter any particular foreign policy, indeed, to assure the 
contrary -- it’s continuity. | 
Q On another substantive point -- did the Secre 
agree with the decision where the President could speak as harshly about 
the Soviets as he did in his ‘‘nited Nation's speech and was that a facto: 
in his resignation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


Q Did his health -- did his health have anything to do 
with it -- his health -- his health? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would doubt it, frankly. 


Q Did the bombing, relentless bombing, of Beirut have 
anything to do with it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


Q Do you take issue with Haig'’s characterization -- 
Go you reject it that there has been a shift in polacy in this 
administraticn in its conduct of foreign affairs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


© Do you disagree with that? Do you say that it’s not 
correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's precepts 
and concepts as originally cast remain the core of his foreign policy 
and <hey will continue to be so. 


Yes. 


Q Can I clear up one thing on the Middle Zast? You were 
asked whether there was a shift on Middle East policy and whether that 
had anything to do with Haig's resignation, and you said, °No." Is that 
no to both of those questions? The Middle Fast had nothing to do with 
Haig's resignation? That's a no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I say that there has been 
mumber one, no change, and that I would say no to the single event of -- 
if there were disagreement on this particular policy that that would have 
been the precipitant cause of the decision. I don't believe that. 

Q Was it a factor? 

Q Was it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask the 
Secretary. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:53 P.M. ED! 
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SE'IIOR ADNINISTRATICN CFFICIAL: You have the fact 
shects and I just heve a brief statement to make and I'll be glad 
to answer any questions you might have subsequentiy. 


By his presence here tocav, President Reagon is visibly 
Cemonstrating his strong support for the Unicad Stetes spice pro- 
grar. 


In his remarks, the President will stress she historical 
immertance of this fourth Shuttle flicht as the end of cne ere und 
the beginning cf 2 new o.e in whach the American people will begin 
to see more tangibie bencfits from their investmuant in spacc. 


Of particular significance, the President today is 
announcing his national space policy to demonstrsuie his firm resolve 
and comnitment to muantrining United States icaacrship in space. 


The policy statemcit provides broad goals and principles 
for the conduct of the United States erace program, reaffirms the 
Shuttle as the primary United Stctos icunch system for access to 
space, places first priority on maxina tne Shuttle an onerational 
and cost-effective system, encoutacts 21 expansion of private-sector 
investmont and involvement in civil space activities and directs 
close coordination of the civil and national security sectors of the 
United States space program. 


I'll be glad to answer any questions you might havc. 


0 -- projected goals going to cost? And is there 
a plan to arm the Shuttles in the future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no current 
plans to arm the Shuttle, to answer your second question. 


Q -- critical resource for security? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 


Q There's a line in this -- "that it will be | 
afforded a degree of survivability and security protection cequired 
for critical national space resource.” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think that 
refers primarily to mcintainince the survivability of it. 
If we're going to use the system as the primary access to spacc, 
obviously we've cot to secure it in terms of making sure that it's 
properly secured on the ground and making sure that it wouldn't 
be subject to terrorist attacks and things like that, primarily. 
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0 What is the price tac on the future goals? 


SCOMNIOP. ADIiZTISTRAT™CN CFFICIAL. The cuestion is what 
is the -- The first questicn was whct do we rean by enhancing the 
security of the Shuttle? The answer to that is if we're going to 
use the Shuttie as the primary vehicle for our access to space, 
we obviously have to efford it a certain: derrce of security acainst 
terrorist attacks and « cher evertuelitics to ensure that it remains 
@ viable systom, cbviously. 


The second question vas what is all this going to cost 
in terms of fulfilling the goals the Presicent has set out. I 
think we're ssmewhat uncertain richt now as to the total price tac. 
The space policy, you'll sv2 in the fact steot, establishes a 
senicr interaczncy group to implevyent the policy anc cre of <he 
primary tac. of that gromp viil bo to cet the esurse for cur space 
procram, including rotential costs for that »rogran. 


Qo (Inaudible) -- to goals without commitine to the 
fifth orbiter and the piatform which NASA believes is so necessary. 


SCNICR ADHINISTRATICI CFFICIAL: The cuesticn is how 
will we fulfiil the coals without comutine to the fifth orhiter 
and without commiting to a manned space station. 


Again, those ere two wry biz issues thet noed to be 
addressed in the nocr tcture and that weuld be addressed by tie 
senior interagency grcup established »y the policy. 


The fifth orbiter is viewed by NASA as imoortant in 
fulfilling all of the capabilities or the rotenti:) requirements 
for providing lift into space, so include pocrentiul commercial 
and fureicn utters. 


One of the issues there will be-the extent to which 


the government vill want to buy a fifi; creiter to fulfiil commercial 


and foreign-usor recviromcents. Arc «° we will have to address that 
within the context of the new sernicr -..teracency croup. 


Now, manned space platform, egain, is a major -- will 
represent a major investment by the Unit States government. It 
will bo a -- in some respects, ecuivalent to a commitment to the 
Shuttle program. That, again, will have to be adcressed in the 
senior interagency group. to ensure that we are taking into con- 
sideration all factors concerning requirements for all users, 
what the potential cost, whet the technical ‘feasibility is. A lot 
of various issues have to be addressed before the President mai:es 
the decision on that particular program. 


Q If he is commited to these things, how cen he 


‘ignore these things? I mean, how can he not go ahead with them 


if he's commited to the space program? 


SEIIOR ADIINICTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is if 
the President is truly Co™™itte=to the goals of the space program, 
how can he not support a fifth orbiter, manned space station and 
other similar activities? 


I think the simple 
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answer to that is the Preside-= :s -- e:thusiastically supports the 
space program. The precise content of that program, however, has to 
be the result of obviousiy a discizlinei decision-making process. 


_ And the specific program that would be selected by the President will 


have to be the subject of future review. 
Q (Inaudible) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is: What is the 
phrase develop contingency reaction capability? 


Q -- which could cffcctively detect -- react‘ ve threats of 
United States' bases. Whet Goes tact mcs1? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That means that we will 
maintain some continuing low level of activity inexper.¢rble launch 
vehicles in order to be abe to rerct, tc be able to pace prvloads 
into orbit quickly if those pay.oads were to deteriorate or 
Gisappoar for some reason. 


Q Does the military -- the use of military weaocns -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no; it does not morn that. 
Q -- does it moan? 


Q -- how does that impact on the policy considerations of the 
President? 


SENIOR A”.'{INISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cuestion is: low does 
the fact that the turnasouad time and othe- fictors are exceeding 
expectations -- how does that impact the policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIC_AIL: itell, I think NASA is 
continuing to refine the Siuttle Pio... .ad will continue to work on 
the turnaround time to reduco as wel. i: to reduce the overall cost of 
operating the Shuttle. So that we woud lope that in “ue near future 
the cost -- we will see the cost going down significantly, which will 
obviously free funds for other space programs. 


Q (inaudible) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is: Does the 
new policy document represent any fundamental change in the direction 
of the space program? No; I would not say it represents a dramatic 
change in the space program. I think i* represents a documert which 
recognizes that we are ending this research and development era in 
Space and beginning an operational era in space in which the American 
people will begin to sec more tangible returns on their investment by 
providing -- because of the capability of the Shuttle beginning with 
the next flight to begin routine operational access to space -- we will 
begin to sec the cost of placing and the ability of us to place 
payloads in orbit on a routine basis as improving. 


Q -- all research and development -- 
SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, certainly not; no. 
Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is: Does that 
mean we are ending all research and development? Obviously not. 


Q (Inaudible) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry. I do not 
understand the question. 


Q You say that the lower priority -- research and development 


MORF 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is research and 
development a lower priority? Ch, not necessarily; no. I mean we 
will continuc to look at promising programs for increasing our 
capability in space. But I tiink we are placing emphasis on the 
Operational capability. 


Q (Inaudible) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: How far chead of the 
Russians are we in the erea cf space? Well, it is difficult to make 
an Overall assessment. We like to think that our technclogy is 
unturpasscd ard our ability to perform sp=ce operations is 
unexcelied. 2ut we do see the Soviets placinc a massive investment 
in space capabilities. And that gives us a great deal of concern. 


Q And what are the ortions beinsc considered because 
of the budget constrain=- to have private investments in funding 
the orbiter or the platform? 


SENION AD'INISTRBATICN OFFICIAL: The Guestion is: 
Because of buageta-v consicorstions, is one cf the areas being 
considered to incrccse private investment in sp2ce? 


MORO 
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very dcfinitely. That's one of thc m2in ingrcdicnts of the new 
space policy, is to try to stixulate increased private investor 
participation in the prcgram. 


a Does the United States belicve the Soviets are 
developing a fighter spacecraft? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: The cucstion is~ Docs 
the United States bclieve the Soviets are develoning a fichter 
spacecrart? 


Q And are we? 


SENIOR AD:iINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't comment on that. 


0 Why? 
.@) You can't: comment on this subject? 
0 -- anvthing that rules out military applications 


of any of this next spuce epprvuacr? 


SLUICA ADLINISTRATIO,.! CFFICIAL: The cvestion is: 
There‘s nothing in the policy, is there, that rules out military 
uses Of snece? iio. In fact, you'll see in tine fact chee t that -- 
we -~ it nas been the plan from the very be ginning to use the 
Shuttie as the singi2 lavich vehicle fer sstistyiay both civil and 
national security missicns. And so it will be uzed for Dcth 
purposes. 


Q Why do you refuse to answer the previous question? 


SENIOR AD.1INISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because some of that 
is classified inform2¢ion, 


Q Were you saying you couldn't comment on whether 
they are as well as whether we are, or both of those -- 


SENIO€N ADMINISTRATION OF/iCIAL: No. Primarily what 
the Soviets are doing in the -- 


Q Okay. What about whether we are? That was the 
second part of that question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whether we are doing 
what? 


Q Whether we are developing a spider -- a fighter 


spacecraft? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A spider spacecraft? 
(Laughter.) Are we developing a fighter spacecraft? No, we are not 
developing a spider spacecraft. (Laughter.) 


Q Why not? 


Q -- more detail about some of the national security 
objectives that are outlined here like the anti-satellite capacity 
and things like chat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is: 

Could I go into more detail on the national security side of the 
space policy, especially on the anti-satellite system? The Reagan 
Administration is continuing the policy that began in the previous 
administration of pursuing the development of an anti-satellite 
capability. We are -- it should be recognized thzi the Soviets 
are credited with an operational anti-satellite capsbility. We are 
responding directly to that threat by developirg 1 capability of 
our own. But that is nothing new and that is notaing new in this 


MORE 
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policy. We are continuirg the policy from the previous administra- 
tion. 


Simultanccusiv, esvicusly ve continue to pursuc through 
diplomatic channeis ascctiations with the Soviets to ban suci 
systems. 


8) Ban killer satellices? 


SENION AD‘TINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anti-satcllite 
capability. 


Q low far are we along in these negotiations? 
SENIOR ADSINISTRTION OFFICIAL: The esestion is: 
How far along are we with tnese negotietion:? Not very far along. 
Unfortunately, the oreviouws administration attemoted to enter into 


serious necotiations with the Soviets on anti-satellite systems 
without success. 


) Are thev ongoing right no’? 


SENION ADII.ISTAATION OFFICIAL: Wo. There are no 
negotiations ongoing right nov. 


a) liave you folks said befor2 that they il:ave this 
capability that's -- 


SENIOR AD:IINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The question is: 
Have we said before the Sovicts rave an ASAT capability? Yes. 
Nothing act. 


4) You say we are not developing such 4 capability, 
or we are? 


SENION AD iIWISTRATION OFFICIAL’ No, we are developing 
an ASAT capability. 


0 We're not negotiatias. 


0 What is the difference in a space fighter craft 
ane this anti-satellite capability? 


SENIOR AD IINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is: 
What's the difference in a space weapons craft of some xXind and this 
ASAT? 

9 -- satellites, don't they? 


SEWIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. Let me back 


_ eff. There's a -- there is no craft for use for celivery of a 


weapons platform --I mean, for dclivery of a weapon. The capability 
that the Sovicts have is a satellite that's placed in orbit by 
a conventional booster. 


MORE 
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It is a -- I mean, it is not a plane of any kind. 


Q (Inaudible. ) 


SENICR ADiITiISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, have 
the Soviets been successful with their ASAT canability? They have 
limited success with their ASAT cenability. 


Q What heve they done? How do ve kno that? 


SCOWIOR ADIINISTPATIGC:! OFFICIAL: I can‘t get into any 
details on tinat because of the classified nature cf it. 


The question is, has their AS/.T canability been cirectec 
against any of our space systems. The ensvwer is ro 


0 Is the declaration of «his policy about the sover- 
eignty of our snece -- I mean, in the event of purproseful interference. 
Is that a new policy or is that a coatinuation? 


SCNIOR AD'iIIISGTRATION CYFICIAL: The question is, is the 
provision in tne policy Cccument relatiz.y to sovereignty of space and 
sovereignty of snace satellites a new policy? tlo, that is not a new 
policy. We nave maintczined in the United Nations end other fora that 
the right of cll nations is access to s»ace enc to use s;:acc for neace- 
ful pursoses. 


TiIE PRESS: Thank you. 


DND 3:10 A.M. PDT 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND PRESS BRIEFING 
ON SOVIET ACTIVITY MEASURES 
THURSDAY, JULY 8, 1982 





MR. TAYLOR: Good morning ladies and gentlemen. As we 


announced the other day, this will be a background briefing on 


i<j 
mo 


Soviet active measures. For your guidance only the briefer this 





morning will be (briefer named). He has a few opening remarks, 
and then he will be happy to take your questions. 

Q Why does this have to be on background when it's 
statements about misconduct of another government? I mean what's 
the diplomatic reason that it has to be on background? 


MR. TAYLOR: I'm not aware of that. All I know is that 





Mr. in saying that he would be available stipulated that 





it would be on background, and that was the announcement that we 


made, and I assume that those of you who are attending knew that 
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those would be the ground rules. 


a Q Can I echo Charlie‘’s comments and ask whether you 
can reconsider and put this on the record? If you want the story 
out with the U.S. label on it, why isn't this on the record? 

MR. TAYLOR: I suppose there's a question -- as I say, 
we did give you ample, I think, and fair notice that these were 


the ground rules. 


Q True, but we're giving you another chance to re- 


consider a blunder. 





MR. TAYLOR: Well, be that as it may, it is on background. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT SPOKESMAN: Today we are here to 
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discuss, take your questions on the release of Department Special 
Report 101, An Update on Soviet Active Measures of the Report 
released in October. This is Special Report 88 on the same 
subject. 

By way of background, I would like briefly to say a few 
words about this concept of active measures, what it is. We 
don't have anything quite like this in the Western ken. When 
we looked at the topic last fall we simply translated the Russian 
term "Active Measures," and my Russian isn't too good, maybe 
somebody can help me on this What it 
is is a way of buttressing and supporting normal Soviet diplomatic 
and progaganda activies through a variety of techniques, some open, 
most not so open. And these are essentially coordinated by the 
International Department of the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union and involve in their implementation the 
KGB, the International Information Department, and also the 
International Department itself. 

Broadly speaking, one way of looking at this is to consider 
a spectrum of activities along the line on the one part you have 
normal diplomatic activities, normal propaganda activities, informa- 
tion activities. Then you get into the active measures field with 
the support for front groups, such as the World Peace Council and 
other organizations basically controlled by the Soviet Union, and 


then support for control of pro-Moscow communist parties, and then 














3 
you move into another area which you might cover under the rubric 


of efforts to manipulate and influence the media in foreign 





countries. And here you have a number of techniques, some of 


which are discussed here, of forgeries, placed disinformation, 


gn 


placement, witingly or unwitingly, of essentially false story in 


om 


another newspaper in the hope that it can be picked up by Soviet 
media and then replayed and then picked up again and take on a 
life of its own, sort of a ping pong game. And finally, under 
broad cover, if you will, of political influence operations, the 
use of agents of influence and others to covertly essentially, or 
secretly, try to shape opinion and influence actions. 


Now, the activities that are covered in this report -- and 
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I want to stress this -- are things that we have become aware of in 


PAS 


the public domain. Thus one has to know that they are only part of 
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the whole. There are other activities of which we are aware through 


intelligence sources that are not discussed in this report, and we 


«| 


just assume that there are other activities we are not aware of, 
partly because we have been looking for things primarily directed 
against the United States. We are the main target, but there are 
other targets, and we just simply may not have known this. 

The themes touched in these -- the Soviet word is 


"campaigns" actually -- touched on in these activities, campaigns, 


are, in a sense, predictable as they are follow-on in this active 
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measures area of the various thrusts of Soviet policy: anti-TNF, 
efforts to exacerbate tensions between the United States and the 
Western European allies, opposing Spanish entry into NATO, trying 
to stir trouble with the Popandrio Government, legally Popandrio 
Government in Greece, bad-mouthing or trying to undercut U.S. 
credibility as a middleman in the efforts to resolve the Namibian 
problem, finger-pointing over the incidents in the Seycheles, 
Claiming that we are seeking basis in Pakistan and the Caribbean, 
and then the counterattack, if you will, on yellow rain, charging 
that we are doing the same thing, wrapped up in active measures. 

The only other general comment is that there seem to be 
rather more forgeries than we would have anticipated. Looking back 
over the years these have been running in recent years at about 
half a dozen a year that we became aware of. Let me stress that 
point, we are not always aware of them. We have here six in roughly 
about a ten-month period, and there are a couple of others that are 
under study right now, and then one which we simply confirmed, that 
we concluded was a Soviet forgery just in the last day or two, 
another one involving Africa, an American company supposedly 
covertly providing pilots to the South Africans. That's not in 
the report because it just came to our attention too late. 

These are running, if you figure about eight in this 
period it's a somewhat higher level. A conclusion to draw from 


that it may simply be that we are watching more than we were 


previously. 
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Our purpose in this exercise, as in the earlier one, is 


that we feel the best way to in open societies deal with this type 





of problem, which really results from the assymetry between the 
ways the Soviets shut down their society and yet have the 


opportunity to try to take full advantage of the freedoms of the 


Foreign 


| West and the developing world is that you don't emulate them but 
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you put this as much as you can find out in the public domain so 


that people are aware that this is going on, the publics are aware, 
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the governments are aware, you folks in the media are aware, and 


‘awe RP 


therefore more sensitive to it and less likely to be taken in, and 


aw 


it will become a less effective foreign policy tool. 
I'll be happy to take your questions on the paper, which 
I think you've all had an opportunity to read. We have copies of 


the forgeries here that have been mentioned in the paper, and I'll 
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be happy to pass them out if you would like them now or later. 


bara 


ta 


Q Could we get it now? 





A Sure. 
Q Pass them around. 
A Sure. 


Q I don't see that you make a direct link between the 
Soviet Union and at least the major forgeries you cite here. Do 
you accuse the Soviet Union of forging the letter from Reagan to 


the King, the Clark Sterns letter, the Haig-Luns letter? 





A It is highly probable that they have done this. 


I might go throygh, if you like, how we come to this conclusion. 
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You don't know with a hundred percent certainty in a situation 


like this unless you find the fellow that mailed the forgery or 





made the forgery, but you go through a series of steps. Number l, 


we know historically that this is an activity that they Soviet 


Foreign 


Union undertakes. Some of this is in the public record. There 


“wns 


was a hearing a couple of years ago before the House Intelligence 


Committee. Then the man in 1968, Brickman, the Head of the 





Perfection Department of the Czheck Intelligence, defected, and 


his book has detailed some of these active measures, things that 


are really nothing new. And then recent defectors have confirmed that 
this type of activity of the forgeries continues. 
The pattern generally is for a forgery to be mailed to -- 


that's the first step. Does it follow the normal Soviet pattern? 
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That is that it is mailed to a number, say, of newsmen or political 


figures. It is usually targetted on one town at one time in 


; 
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envelopes that don't have a return address. The sender is usually 
not identified. Sometimes there's a little note simply that, "We 
know you are interested in public affairs. You might be interested 
in this." It's like a blind drop. 

The second is that you look at the forgery from a 
technical standpoint. The Soviets are reasonably good, quite 
good, at getting formats right, letterheads generally right, 


sometimes out of date. You might look at the NATO one there of 





Haig to Luns, pretty well done. 
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Some other forgeries have come to our attention. There 
is one relating to the Middle East that was very badly done. 
This sort of raises the question of how well was it done, how 
well was the signature forged? etc., the type of paper, is it 
genuine U.S. Government paper? We know again that this a thing 
that the Soviets seek to collect letterheads, and so forth, in 
order to be able to do these. 

Then you look at the substantive content of the paper, 
is it something that is substantively more or less on target? 
Is it current? Usually the tendency in the forgery is to take 
something and give it just a bit of a twist, not to go off half- 
cocked on something because then the person who gets it will say, 
"This is crackers, this can't be for real." And my impression is 
that where there is enough time these are reasonably well done. 

Now, one example of one that's not well done in here, and 
one assumes they were under the gun, was the Washington one that 
took place here in the States, the Western Union mailgram case 
nese a number of mailgrams were sent to media people in the media 
here in Washington from several people, and the text is not very 
plausible. This came right after the Soviet submarine got caught 
off of Sweden and there was a big furor and the Soviet press, if 
you recall, at that time tried to allege a U.S.-Swedish intelligence 


counterattack connection. The assumption is that these mailgrams 


were linked with that in the hope that somebody would pick it up 
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8 
and carry a story. I think the one that we circulated is from 
Fred Ikle. It’s not very plausible when you read it. And that 
was one that at first glance you wouldn't think the Soviets would 
do because it was rather clumsy. The conclusion in the end was 
that it probably was the Soviets because then you get to the 
final question, is there a motive for it, who's to gain? And 
it’s not some highschool kid. In fact, one fellow whose name 
was on it thought it was a prank. Then several of these popped 
up, and a highschool kid doesn't send several like this as a prank. 
Then there was one instance where somebody in the building here 
had just changed his phone number a week or so before and they 
had the right phone number in there and you wouldn't have gotten 
it from the State Department telephone book. 

Also in this particular case one of the recipients was a 
guy from Tass, which apparently is sometimes done in these cases to 
again make it look like, "Gee, the Soviets wouldn't send it to 
themselves." But usually it's a guy from Tass who is no longer 
in town so it doesn't ring any bells over there. It's a dead letter 
thing and doesn't activate them to do anything, s0 they don't 
confuse themselves. 

So you add that all together, the long answer to your 
question, and one comes to the conclusion that it is a high 
probability that it is the Soviets, and that is our feeling in 


these cases here. 


Q Is there any of these 
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A And also this one that we have not had, the one 
about southern Africa as well. 

There is one recent one where we have not yet come 
to a conclusion that was mentioned the other day. This was a 
twisting of a DOD press release relating to Argentina. And 
that’s still being looked at from a technical standpoint and 
we have not yet come to a conclusion as to who might have written 
that. 

Q Are there any of these that we're absolutely 
certain that the Soviet hand has done this, the Soviets, or 
is there some element of doubt with all these? Basically 
circumstantial evidence in all these? 

A You know, there is no court in these cases, but 
these are ones that if you had a sort of a legal analogy, if you 
were a prosecutor you would be fairly certain that you would get 
a conviction. 

Q But is it the case that you have not been able to 
trace the original sources on any of these? 

A You never can. That's one of the reasons that these 
are used is that it is almost impossible to trace the source. We 
did in one instance, not of these, one thing we didn’t even know 
it happened. A defector told us about a fake will of Cho en Lai 


that the Soviets had floated in Hong Kong and Japan a few years 


ago and explained how this thing, you know, we then understood 





—@ 





~ nee 


~ — 


Publication tn American Foretgn 


Documents , 1982" 


pe 
sf 
£3 
3 > 
.. 
g2 


i 








10 
how it was done. You can’t tell. So oriaginals of documerts are 
sent. Copies of documents are sent. You get it, and then you 
start out and you go through this process. 

Q Well, if this is copies then, what is the legitimacy 
of your point about their not being printed on U.S. Government 
paper? Doesn't that become irrelevant? If they are all photo- 
copies then -- 

BR io, excuse me, it’s the proper letterhead, U.S. 
Government letterheads. 

Q Well, in all these instances that you've provided, 
these examples youve provided, are all these phony letterheads, 
you’ve been able to determine that technically? 

A Well, one assumes they are not phony letterheads. 
One assumes they are copies of actual letterheads. 

Q Prom the Soviet point of view are the forgeries 
worth the effort? That is to say have the forgeries in any way 
derailed a U.&. policy so that it was worth putting the time and 
imagination into a forgery, or is it an exercise in what intelligence 
likes to operate in, feeling they have done a good day's work if they 
can confuse things and the other side can analyze it? 

A They obviously think it is worth the effort because 
it has continued. 


Q Do you think it is? Have you seen any evidence where 


a Soviet forgery campaign has derailed, say, an American strategy 
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or introduced new dimensions of pressure, apart from the 
academic excitement about disclosing these things? 





Q Do they work? 
A Do they work? Yes and no. The placement record on 


these is not very high. They African one did appear on the front 


ee 


page of the Salisbury Times, I think it is, so this one worked. 


Since the risk is relatively low because in the past the U.S. has 


mm 


tended to look at this largely an intelligence exercise, an 


academic exercise, and things came out much much later, the 
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Soviets have no real -- there is relatively little damage to 
them in continuing the effort, even if they only score on one of 
seven they are ahead of the game. 


Q Can you isolate any example of where the forgery 
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campaign affect or derailed the U.S. strategy? 


A I think to put the question in another way you are 


ae 


really getting to the larger question of what is this all? Not 
just forgeries because forgeries are, you remember, a part of this 
active measures. What do they all add up to? What does it all 
mean considered as a totality. This is just one item. It's the 
most eye-catching item because it is concrete, you can put it in 
your hand, but it really is only one part of it. 

The Soviets themselves take credit for -- I believe their 


most successful active measure campaign related to the neutron bomb 





in 1977 and 1978. This is their assessment. They feel that they 
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12 
added substantially to the public focus, the discussion, the 
chatter, if you wiil, the noise, the debate, the dispute in 
Western Europe over the neutron bomb, which in the end was 
derailed. 

Q But that was all done out in the open. They didn’t 
use forgeries, and so forth, on that. Brezhnev made several 
speeches. 

A What you have in the active measures is it’s open 
and it’s not open as well. At the same time that you have open 
speeches you have the front groups working trying to stir opposition, 
you have press efforts, you have a whole variety of things. The 
whole machinery, if you will, is cut loose in an effort to try to 
stir the dust up. They themselves took credit. This isn't our 
assessment; this is their own assessment. I think, frankly, that 
our assessment is that individually the active measures do not shake 
the Republic. Wo one thing by itself tends to be that significant, 
but what you have is really an incremental effect. Take the 
southern Africa business. The story gets repeated. The story is 
made up out of whole cloth that there is a conspiracy between the 
U.S., South Africa, Zaire, secret meetings. In fact, this goes back 
to '77, Shaba Two(?). The same story has tgnded to appear, and this 
is the latest version of it. It does get picked up in newspapers, 


in noncommunist newspapers. It doesn't mean anything if it’s just 


picked up in Pravda. It gets picked up in noncommunist newspapers. 
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It gets played back. It then takes on a life of its own, and it 
tends to gain credibility. People put it in the back of their 
heads, and it’s one more bit of information that people have 
in their mind. In this case it’s false information. 

Another way of looking at it, it’s an analogy. It’s 
sort of like drops of water, drops of rain falling on a stone. 
If it falls for an hour nothing much happens. If it falls for 
a month nothing much happens. If falls for a year, two years, 
five years, you've worn a hole in the stone. And the sense of it 
is that this has been going on for many years, a long-term effcrt, 
and it does affect people's attitudes towards the United States, 
and it all adds together. it’s very hard. It all sort of adds 
together, and I think that’s what the real impact is. It’s 
rather more subtle than finding the one letter. You don’t "ave 
here a Kunup(?) letter. One way I guess in thinking about it may 
be if you talk of an active measure as a dirty trick, the one with 
the biggest success story. That you don't have here. But the way 
to look at it, I think, is through this other perspective. 

Q Does the United States do this? 

A Number 1, as you know, we are not going to comment on 
American intelligence activities here, but I think some remarks are 
appropriate. I think, first, it’s pretty hard to keep a secret in 


Washington, and if we were undertaking activities of this scale and 


this type it would be surprising if the press weren't aware of it. 
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Also we would expect that the Soviets would pick it up also, ané 
they are certainly not loath. And we have not in this report 
picked stuff up that is, you know, the Soviets accuse Tony Clinton 
of doing this or Harry Barnes does that, something they just make 
up out of whole cloth that’s not in this report. They are certainly 
not loath to pick up American activities. 

Ané I think it’s also important to contrast the nature of 
the two intelligence operations. The American side, American 
intelligence, operates operates under close Congressional scrutiny 
through the bipartisan oversight process. Moreover, I think it is 
the only intelligence system that operates under a gquasi-legal 
executive order telling it and telling the worlé what it can ané 
cannot do. In other words, you have a very controlled ané circus- 
scribed service on the American side, intelligence operation which 
is closely watched by the Congress. On the other hand, if you look 
at the suviet side you have a rather stark contrast where there are 
relatively few limits and obviously no public scrutiny, and you have 
intelligence playing a much more central role in the life of the 
country. 

Q You said before -- the term you used was “high 
probability” these were Soviet origin. Just clarify. When you 
say Soviet origin you mean the Soviet Union itself and not what 


the Administration calls surrogates, in other words, not Lastern 


European secret services, but you mean KGB? 
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A Historically the Soviet Union has been the 
primary forger, if you will, the country that has resorted 
mostly to forgeries. In the active measures area the East 
Germans, the Poles, the Czhecks have closely coordinated 
activities with the Soviet Union. It is possible that they 
might in this instance be involved, but it is likely that it 
would be the Soviet Union. It's a sort of the big leagues and 


then the minor leagues. High probability it would be the Soviets. 


Q This increase in number of forgeries in recent months? 
A We seem to be aware of more foroeries. 
Q How about the other active measures? Are they on 


the increase as well? 

A Not that we are aware of. 

To clarify on that, it's only that have come to our 

attention. 

Q You just contrasted U.S. intelligence operations to 
Soviet intelligence operations. Could you say in a general sense 
what kind of operations are includes under the term "covert 
operations” and "special operations" whose expanded use this 
Administration has consistently supported? 

A I think I have commented all I can on intelligence. 

Q Would you care to contrast Soviet operations to the 
operations of other Western intelligence agencies like the British, 


Israeli, French, and so on? 
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A No. 
Q Do you think they've got the same sort of Congressional 
oversight and the other safeguards which you claim the United States 
intelligence operations have. 


A No, I don't think they do. The system is a whole lot 


different. 

Q In the Haig letter to Luns, what part of that letter 
provides the kind of point’ you're trying to make with us here now? 

A (Referring to chart) Okay, there are two comments 
about the Haig letter. How do you know it's a fake? Haig 
apparently is addressing Dear Joe, not Dear Joseph. A good letter 
but, in effect, a small mistake but it's one that is hard for 
somebody to get right. The part that is over here where what 
Haig is saying -- 

Q Where's that? 

A It's on the second page. The letter, as you know, 
says that we've got. to get along with TNF and it's important that 
we have a decision in December and we've got to worry about 
neutralism and pacificism and unilateralism, and all of it is 
reasonable, we want to emphasize the balance tipping to the East. 
The next paragraph saying let's not be above, if you will, 
skullduggery in convincing people if they don't want to be 


convinced. If axgument, persuasion, impacting the media -- well, 


I guess that might be not good English "impacting the media," 
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"We are left with no alternative but to jolt the faint hearted in 
Europe through the creation of situations country by country if 
deemed necessary to convincd them wherein their interests lie. 
This would call for appropriate and effective action of a sensitive 
nature, which we have frequently discussed, and I have been greatly 
encouraged by the absence of disagreement between us regarding 
priorities," etc. Then finally down in the end, "especially in the 
Netherlands." 

So what you would appear to have here is a fairly 
relatively subtle -- and this is, I think, one of the better 
ones.-- this letter which sounds quite plausible in terms of the 
general situation at the time in 1979. But this twist in here is, 
"Let's take care of these people in a sensitive way, and we've 
discussed this before, and you know what I mean." 

Q Can I raise the same question about the first 
forgery? 

A Sure. Which one is that? 

Q The Commerce Department one. 

A This is also a pretty good one. The timing is 
interesting. This surfaced about a month ago in Brussels. Some 
journalists got letters. Some officials got them. I am told that 
there is no such group. Some of the names are misspelled of the 


U.S. officials. And it hits two good topics: the steel dumping 


restrictions and the gas pipeline. But what it appears to be 


designed at is to exacerbate tensions that already existed and 
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exist now between the United States and its Western European allies. 

You get some things in here. Here's a bit about one of 
the things we want to do in Western Europe is to expand. One of the 
reasons for cutting off the gas pipeline is not just strategic but 
we want to push exports of U.S. coal. 

Q Is this on the second page? 

A Yes. Then you have this paragraph over here which in 
even American bureaucratic jargon wouldn't follow quite this way. 
Paragraph 1, "This is going to create crises in Western Europe. 

We do not even exclude the possibility of cabinet crises. This 
will enable us to influence these crises cabinets in desirable 
directions, for example, blocking nonnuclear and other campaigns 
not advantageous to our interests in Europe." Then you get 
similarly over in the last page in the note. 

Q How do you explain the note on page 3, “We're going 
to assemble a team"? 

A Excuse me. It is the paragraph beforehand I think. 
They've got misspelled names. And then the general point that I 
understand such group doesn't exist. 

Q Whose names are misspelled? 


A Gordon Stein's name is misspelled. I think there was 


one other that's misspelled. 


Q It's not that rare in Commerce Department documents. 


(Laughter) 
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Q One would say if people were going to do forgeries 





they might focus first on the names. 


Q What's the other misspelled name? You said there 


S was one other. 
Q Baldrige is misspelled. 
Q Secretary of Commerce Baldrige. 
Q Well, in this document I mean this is, frankly, from 
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a superficial reading it is pretty believable since it is a fairly 
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accurate reading of U.S. policy at that time. 
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A Yes, but there is no such document. That actually is 
one of the better ones, and people called up about it, "Is it true 
or not true, because if it's true if this is our purpose it's 


pretty damaging to the United States." And it's the sort of thing 
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that would annoy and upset the Europeans. 


Q Who first called you about it? 


‘e 


A We were called by the correspondent of the Financial 





Times in Brussels. And then there was a correspondent of an 


Italian newspaper Twenty Four Hours which comes out of Milan. 





It's a financial paper. It's the Italian of Twenty Four Hours. 
Then we were, I think, also contacted by an official of the 
European Community. And one of the Commissioners got a copy 

Q What can you tell us about the document that has to 


do with Argentina? You said there was a Defense Department 





statement. 
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a I don't have that one with me. It's still being 
looked at. There was a Defense Department release the other day, 
there was a press briefing. I think it was a Weinberger briefing. 
There was a part that was tiwsted I believe, and I don't have the 
document here, that related to United States shipments to Great 
Britain. There was a press briefing I think, and somehow or other 
the actual briefing was changed, and my understanding was that it 
was made available to the Argentines who then in turn turned it 
over to us. And the Defense Department had something to say about 
it just the other day just announcing it was a forgery, but we 
haven't, as I said, really had a chance to do a technical analysis 
of the document yet, so we don't have any conclusion. 

Q Could you comment on the Reagan letter to the King . 
of Spain and the paragraph in there about Gibraltar? What kind 
of British reaction was there to that? 

A You have the problem, and this is a genetic case in 
point, that you are the only one that knows, or the sender is the 
only one that knows whether or not there is such a document. There 
is no Reagan letter to the King od Spain like this. 

Q There is none? 

A No, nor is there any other Reagan document. This one 
is made up out of whole cloth intended to stir problems, well, 


number 1, that the U.S. is leaning very heavily on the Spaniards 


and telling the King to crack down on various elements inside 

















gn 





— 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


‘“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


— os , 


& 








21 
Spain. Also I don't know what the British reaction was. I'm 
not sure that they are aware of this. Obviously they would be 
if it was a real letter. 

Q Was this letter circulated? 

A The letter appeared in a couple of ways. It first 
appeared with some Spanish journalists in Spain who took it to the 
Spanish Government, and they discussed it with us, and nothing 
originally happened. People were advised that it was a fake 
letter. 

Q Did you advise the British that this forgery was 
circulating? 

A No, I don't think we did. We may have done it 
informally. I'm not sure of that. 

And then when nothing much happened the same forgery was 
recirculated November 11 to delegations to the CSCE group that was 
meeting in Madrid. And a day or two later several newspapers in 
Madrid carried the story but exposed the letter basically as a 
fabrication probably of Soviet origin. This is one that came out 
the way actually we hope to come out. This one really backfired 
in terms of the public surfacing. 

Q Did the United States Government protest to the 
Soviet Union in any of these cases of forgeries? 

A No. 


Q Why not? 


A Well, we have made known to the Soviets that we 
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don't regard this -- and they are well aware of our views on 
this -- as the best way to get along with each other. 

Q Have we ever raised the question of these forgeries 
with them and they've denied that they've done them, these or any 
other forgeries. 

A I would have to take that one and get back to you. 

Q Is this fairly representative sampling of the kind 
of areas that forgeries exist in? In other words, you've got one 
or two on NATO; you've got one on European-U.S. economic relations. 
Is this, taken as a whole, a fairly good indication of the areas 


of forgeries? 


A I think so. In the sort of overall list of activities 
that seems to cover the kind of topics they would be interested in. 
Q Do these forgeries indicate a fairly sophisticated 
intelligence network? You mentioned the State Department man 
whose number had been changed only a week before and yet the 
number was printed correctly in a forgery. Does this set off a 


scramble for trying to find moles? 


A No, but from a variety of standpoints, and I think the 
Commerce Department one is a case in point, from the standpoint 
that I mentioned before they are more sophisticated than they were 
some years ago and more sophisticated than some of the ones that 
are done in a hurry like the Monty Sterns one. The backup is 
pretty good on that, but if you look at the cover letter Americans 
don't address an Ambassador by, I think it says, "Dear Ambassador." 


Q Thank you. 
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, DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
LAW OF THE SEA 


PRIDAY, JULY 9, 1982, 2:46 P. M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. 
I have a brief statement before we go to the questions. 





As you all know, for the past decade the United 
States has participated in the Third U.N. Conference on the 
Law of the Sea Treaty. Upon taking office, the 
Administration conducted an extensive review of the treaty. 


Last January the President reaffirmed the United 
States’ commitment to the multilateral process for 
concluding an acceptable treaty. 


He announced that he would return to the nego- . 
tiations to seek to correct unacceptable elements in the 
deep seabed mining part of the draft convention. In this 
regard, he outlined six objectives which needed to be met. 


During the two-month session last March and April, 
the United States engaged in intense negotiations. Despite a 
dedicated effort to reach an agreement that would meet the 
President's six objectives, on April 30 the conference 
adopted a convention that met none of them. 


The adopted treaty would create the following 
problems for the United States. 


- It would deter deep seabed mining. 





- It would not provide the United States or other 
nations with a role in decision-making that adequately 
reflects and protects its interests. 


- It would allow amendments to enter into force 
for the United States without its approval. This is clearly 
incompatible with the United States’ approach to such 
treaties. 


- It would require the mandatory transfer of 
technology. 2 


- It opens the possibility for providing funds to 
national liberation movements. 








The United States voted against the convention, as 
did three other nations. There were 17 abstentions and 130 
voting in favor of the convention. The nations voting “no” 
or abstaining represent countries which produce more than 60 
percent of the world’s gross national product and provide 
more than 60 percent of the contributions to the United . 
Hat ions. 
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Pollowing the close of the negotiations, the 
United States conducted a careful review of the outcome of 
the confere:.ce. A report on the relevant issues ws sub- 
mitted to the President. Based on this review the President 
decided that it is not in the United States interest to sign 
the convention. 





He decided also that the U.S. would participate in 
the remaining conference process only on a technical level 
and only on the non-seabed provisions. The United States 
engaged in continual consultations with our allies 
throughout the conference and plans to continue this 
dialogue. 


As a leading maritime power with major coastal 
interests, the United States has played an historic role in 
the development of international law. Our national policies 
have defended freedoms of navigation and communication, pro- 
moted rights or resource exploration and development, and 
advanced obligations to protect the marine environment. The 
years ahead will witness new technologies and expanded mari- 
time commerce. 
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The United States must be prepared not only to 
meet the challenges to traditional maritime activities but 
also to take new initiatives to assure the orderly develop- 
ment of oceans resources in response to market forces. 


Therefore, we will attach a high priority to the 
further development of a national oceans policy. Bilateral 
and multilateral cooperation will be an important component 
of the new policy. Its aims will be to protect and promote 
the array of effective United States economic, political and 
security interests. 


I'd be happy now to turn to your questions. 


Q Would it be possible, sir, to get a copy of 
your remarks? 


- 
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A I, of course, want the President's statement 
to be the centerpiece here, but I think we could get my 
remarks a little bit later on. 


Q an article in “Poreign Affairs Quarterly” 
by Mr. Ratiner suggests that there was not really a serious 
effort made to reach a compromise agreement. Have you got 
any answer to his charges? 


A Yes. The article by Lee Ratiner on that par- 
ticular point, I believe that I would disagree with. I 
think that every possible effort was made during the 
March-April negotiating session to achieve an acceptable 
result which would meet the President's six objectives as he 
enunciated them in January of this year. 


I think we certainly went the very last mile on 
this There were some very, very minor changes made, but 
none, as I have said in my statement of the President's 
objectives, were fulfilled. SO that I think that we made 
every possible effort and then some, and the result was not 
satisfactory. 


Q What problems are we likely to encounter by 
not signing the treaty? 


A Obviously, I suppose that you are raising the 
possibility of navigation and overflight questions. I would 
think there that our traditional international law rights 
which now apply -- and I would assume would continue to 
apply -- would be applicable. 


I do not expect that in that connection there will 
be undue problems that we will meet. I would comment that 
as far as the conventional -- or I should say customary 
international law concepts, that would be incorporated into 
the treaty if the treaty comes into force. 


There are questions in just how those would apply, 
and I don’t think I would want to comment on that now -- this 
is a rather complex problem -- but I would observe that we 
believe that we have the legal backing and that we have a 
sound legal position in terms of assured transit through 
international straits. 


Q For those who are not familiar with the pro- 
visions of the treaty, I wonder if you could just briefly 
sketch out those navigational provisions that are contained 
in the treaty? 











& Yes. There are provisions in the treaty for 
navigation chrough straits used for international passage. 
There are some 115 of these around the world, and ina 
number of cases those straits would be overlapped by terri- 
torial seas under the new breadth of the territorial sea as 
enunciated in the treaty. It would be 12 miles under the . 
mrt ly and of course the United States only recognizes 3 
miles. 


, 


Therefore, the right of innocent passage, which is 
applicable to passage through a territorial sea, would not 
be applicable unless there is some sort of arrangement for 
straits passage. 


) 
ee a eee eT, 


we 


There is this arrangement for straits passage 
which would mean that in general craft could transit --. for 
example, submarines in the normal mode, submerged, for 
example -- and you would not have problems in that 
connection. 


Also, there are no present arrangements for 
overflight, and there would be provision for overflight. - 


There would also be provisions for so-called 
archipelagic passage through achipelagic sea lanes in those 
island countries which under the terms of the treaty might 
draw base lines which would incorporate its territorial seas 
within those base lines around the outer edges of their 
islands. 
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In addition to that, there would be arrangements 
for passage through the exclusive economic zone. 





Q The point, as I understand it, that Mr. 
Ratiner made in his article was that by not signing the 
treaty, which provides all these things that you must men- 
tioned, the United States might lay itself open to a posi- 
tion where it couldn't receive the benefits of the treaty. 


Under international law people say, “You haven't signed it, 
so you're not entitled to have these benefits of the law." 
What do you say to his contention there? 


A As I have remarked previously, I believe that 
we certainly have adequate rights now and will continue to 
have those rights under international law as regard to 
passage through international straits is concerned. 


- 
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I would observe that if the treaty does come into 
force, I think that under those circumstances we can 
expect that a number of countries that perhaps do not become 
parties to the treaties will adhere to the navigation portions. 


I would assume that, however, while we might com- 
port ourselves with that, that we feel that we do have ade- 
quate protection under international law. 

Q Elliot Richardson says that independent stu- 
dies, including one by GAO, indicate no American mining com- 
pany would make the investment for deep sea mining when 
we're outside the treaty, and he predicts that our mining 
companies -- United States’ mining companies -- would go 
into consortiums under foreign flags -- that’s pretty clear, 
at least to him -- in order to mine under the treaty. 


Do you respond to that? 
A Yes. I have, I think, two responses to that. 


With regard to the GAO report to which you are. 
referring, which was a February report, I think there that 
really the conclusion was that as long as mining companies 
did not have assured or guaranteed access to the seabed, 
that there would be a question as to whether financial 
institutions would want to invest. I think that was the 
basic point. 


Now there is now, under the present terms of the 
convention as adopted on April 30, that guaranteed access, 
plus the fact that there are a number of other problems. 
There are production limitations,..there are mandatory 
transfer of technology provisions, and other provisions 
which make it highly unlikely that there would be mining 
under the terms of the convention as it is adopted. 


So that it is really very difficult to see that 
unless there were some very significant and material changes 
to the present text that there's going to be any mining 
under the convention anyway. As I mentioned in my opening 
remarks, we just really don't see the possibility of those 
changes being made. 


Q Don't you think this is going to hurt the 
U.S. flag fleet, though? 


A It is not necessarily true that if you cannot 
mine under the convention, that you are precluded from 
mining under any other type of arrangement. 
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As you probably know, we are exploring with other 
countries that now have deep sea mining legislation various 
types of arrangements that m‘ght make mining possible. 


Q But would that be under U.S. flag, though? 


A It would be under U.S. flag to the extent 
that it would be in some sort of a reciprocal arrangement in 
which the United States would be a party in all probability, 
yes. 


Q But would those ships fly the U.S. flag? 


A Under that arrangement, yes, they would fly 
the U.S. flag. Sure. 


Q Because there ure benefits to the United 
States in some parts of the tueaty other than mining, and 
since mining is certainly 20 years away, did you ever 
seriously consider offering the U.N. a U.S. consent to the 
treaty without mining? Why did we continue to argue over -- 


A We explored that question very, very care- 
fully, and of course that's the question of the so-called 
package. It just was really not possible to separate off 
the seabed portion from the non-seabed portions. You have 
to go back to the history of this negotiation. 


We got into it, of course, originally because w 
wanted to stop the increasing encroachment seaward of the 
boundaries of coastal yyy Of course, as we got into 
that, some of the guid 5 qe that was extracted for that 
was in the mining ae an @ establishment of an inter- 
nat.ional seabed authority and all of the mechanism of 
control, internationally, that goes with that, and it was 
bound up into a total package so that there was no real 
possibility that you could separate the two out. 


Q Just a follow-up on the previous question. 
You mentioned a reciprocal agreement being negotiated. I 
believe it went by RSA, the acronym. In any case -- 


A That's correct. A Reciprocating States 
Agreement. Right. 


Q As I understand it, you were very near the 
signing of that agreement a few months back. Has it been 
signed now? Is that going to go forward? “ 
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A No. The agreement has not been signed. We 
will continue our consultations and our negotiations with 
the other reciprocating states. 


I mignt add, because there has been some criticism 
leveled in this regard, that there was a question that some- 
how we were undermining the processes at the convention in 
New York in that we were pushing forward on this. 


We agreed to suspend activities on that for the 
term of that session, but now that we have found that we 
have an unsatisfactory result as far as deep sea mining is 
concerned, of course, we will be pursuing that question and 
those negotiations for the future. 


Q Could you draw for us a contrast between the 
negotiating position of the Reagan Administration and the 
Carter Administration, and could you tell us what the 
President is trying to convey in his statement when he 
specifically ponts out that the countries voting "no," 
though small, represent countries that produce more than 60 
percent of the world's GNP? 


A I think as far as the negotiating position is 
concerned that it is the view of this Administration that 
the potential access to seabed minerals, both from an econo- 
mic point of view and from a national security point of 
view, are important to this country. 


Certainly they are of equal importance with the 
navigational portions of the treaty. 


I think that perhaps that is a matter of par- 
ticular emphasis. 


We well recognize, as was just said, that it will 
be many years before it will be economically viable to mine 
for these resources, but nonetheless we want to be in a 
position to have access to them when the day comes that it 
is appropriate. 


Most of the metals, as you know, that are in the 
polymetallic nodules, particularly the manganese and the 
cobalt, are important to us and they are available only from 
land-based sources that are particularly unstable. So that 
I think that the approach is one of emphasis and one of 
finding this aspect really to be unsatisfactory. 


DP 
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If the President's six objectives that he enun- 
ciated on January 29 had been met, we would be met here 
today with a very much different type of a situation, 
because as far as the navigational portions of the text are 
concerned, while we certainly feel that they are not opti- 
mum, they do not meet all requirements; they are in general 
acceptable and in general would be in line with our 
position. 


As far as your reference to the countries in the 
statement, the situation there is that there are a number of 
other countries -- industrialized countries, Eastern-bloc 
countries for that matter as well -- that would contribute 
very, very heavily to any kind of an enterprise, and we must 
remember that the United States would contribute 25 percent, 
for example, to the first mine-site of the enterprise. 


Those countries really contribute as a total -- 
that is, the 17 countries abstaining plus the 4 countries 
voting against, including the United States -- more than 60 
percent of total world GNP, as against -- and I will be a 
little bit cagey on this figure, but my recollection it is 
something like 8.5 percent for the some 130 countries voting 
for, or at least the developing countries in that category. 


As far as the support of the U.N. is concerned, it 
is also well over 60 percent for the 17 plus the 4. 


Q You mention at the close of your prepared 
statement working -- attaching a high priority to creating a 
new policy. 


Can you develop that a little further? Is there 
going to be developed a new American policy towards this 
issue, towards the sea, and can you tell us when you night 
expect it to come to fruition? 


A Obviously, we don't intend to leave the 
matter here. The oceans are of extreme importance to this 
country, and we certainly will be developing and elaborating 
a policy that will take that into account. 


We don't mean to walk away from a situation in any 
wise, but we have concerns that must be met that have been 
Clearly expressed in the President's statement, and we cer- 
tainly will be developing a policy to address itseif to just 
exactly that. 


of 
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Q But suppose they go ahead -- most of the 
other countries of the world go ahead and sign this, 
including the abstainers, which Mr. Ratiner -- as you suggest 
in his article -- where does that leave the United States? 


A- I really don't want to speculate at this time 
on how many countries are going to sign or not sign this. 
This is something that is generally under review at this 
time. Some ‘countries, of course, have indicated that they 
will sign. Many countries still have it under review. 


I think many, many countries see a lot of problems 
with particularly the seabed portions of the text, and it is 
by no means clear at this time exactly who will sign and who 
will not sign. Obviously, we are in consultation with these 
countries; we will continue to be in consultation with them. 
Obviously we will. have significant exchanges here. 


I don't think that we are going to be isolated in 
this matter, and to that degree I would disagree with Mr. 
Ratiner there too. 


Q On a follow-up to your question concerning 
the costs provided by the countries that have voted against 
the treaty: If the U.S. is able to approach its Western 
allies successfully in terms of concluding either bilateral 
or multilateral arrangements such as the Reciprocating 
States Agreement for Deep Seabed Mining, will the Law of the 
Sea Treaty, despite the fact that it is signed by some 
100-130 nations, not become an empty shell because of the 
fact that the largest amount of contributions that would be 
needed to support the international seabed authority and the 
international seabed authority's mining operation, the 
enterprise, not be forthcoming from those nations that would 
not sign the treaty? 


A Is that a rhetorical question? Obviously, I 
think that that's a real consideration that has to be taken 
into account. Of course, that is something that has not 
eluded many of our allies and even some that are not our 
allies, I think, who abstained on this question. 


Q Following up to Mr. Toth's question over 
there about the consultations, really I have two questions: 


One is, are you asking the allied countries not to 
sign it? What is the U.S. position about it all? 
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And, secondly, have you told them in advance what 
the President is going to do and what is their reaction to 
oS it? 


A Taking the latter part of your question 
first, yes, we have advised our allies of what our position . 
will be. As far as what our position is going to be on 
encouraging our allies not to sign, these of course will be 
diplomatic consultations with these countries, and I would 
prefer not to comment on that at this time. 


Q What is the position -—- not a question of the 
consultations -- is the U.S. saying, “We're not signing,” 
and to its allies, "We don't want you to sign," or is it 
just saying, “We're not signing, and we don'‘t care what you 
do or we don't have a position on what you do"? 


A Again, that's something that we will be 
discussing with our allies in terms of the consultations 
that we will be having, that we have been having, and we 
will continue to have. 


Q Maybe you can clear something up. You said 
that you were confident that our internatisnal law rights ' 
would apply as far as navigation is concerned through these 
straits, and yet the treaty, if it is signed by everybody, 
will set up a new legal order in effect, allowing a 12-mile 
territorial water instead of the 3. 
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Why do you have confidence that our traditional 
law rights will apply when we have a new set of facts to 
deal with? 
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; A As I mentioned earlier, this is a very, very 
| complex question, exactly how all of these parts will come 
together in terms of the navigational portions and how they 
will relate to the non-navigational portions and how they 
will relate to countries that do not become parties. 


But we feel upon analysis at this time that our 
traditional international law rights, as far as passage 
through international straits, will continue to apply, and 
we certainly have confidence that we're going to have a 
strong legal position in that connection. I would prefer 
not really to go any farther on that. 


Q I'd like to follow up on that. Mr. Ratiner 
in a recent interview said that he was concerned tiat it's 
possible that some of these countries may use the question 
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of territorial waters to gain bilateral leverage over the 
United States in bilateral negotiations. He was talking 
about Gibraltar, for instance. Spain could then use access 
to the Straits of Gibraltar to gain leverage over the United 
States in terms of our bases there. 


Is that a source of concern? 


A’ I suppose there are all sorts of 
considerations that might be brought up then. Those are 
questions that I would prefer not to comment on. I would 
prefer to stand on the statement that I've made that I think 
our rights will be protected through international law. 


Q In the beginning, then, we got into this 
thing because we weren't sure that international law any 
longer guaranteed us freedom of navigation. As I understand 
it, that's the reason for the treaty to begin with, and now 
we've changed our mind and think that international law does 
guarantee us these rights? P 


A No. I think it was not quite so clear-cut as 
that. As I tried to mention earlier, the real reason that 
we went into this initially was because of the continuing 
seaward encroachment of the territorial seas, economic 
zones, various other types of specialized zones that were 
pushing the boundaries out to sea and thus encroaching upon 
the traditional freedom of the seas -- the traditional 
rights of freedoms of the sea -- both in terms of a 
geographic extent and in terms of the functional rights that 
the coastal states would have there. That's what we really 
are addressing ourselves to in trying to see that we got 
some sort Of a limitation on that. 


So that when I'm speaking about the passage 
through international straits, I'm speaking about a slightly 
different question, and again I believe that the traditional 
international law rights that we have there give us the pro- 
tection that we would need. 


SECOND ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might add one 
Clarification, if I could, on that, pleage. To a great 
extent -- I mean, to take the questions that you've raised 
and which my colleague has :aid,#is that in talking about 
international law, to a great extent, that the position of 
the treaties themsevles, if interpreted properly, reflect 
customary international law the way it is. But in effect it 
has reinforced our traditional view in a lot of wags and, if 
interpreted properly over time and developed properly, would 
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simply reinforce things like passage through straits and 
this. 


But it doesn't contradict it. I don't think there 
was anything contradictory in the two. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You make a good 
point. I certainly thought I was implying that in what I 
had said, but I appreciate you clarification and that's cer- 
tainly true. 


Q Are we talking to the Soviets about their 
position on the treaty? 


A Yes, indeed. We have been talking to the 
Soviets. We have been in consultation with them, and we 
will continue to be. 


Q None of the statements today make any 
reference to the significance of the possibility of signing 
or not signing the final act of the conference. 


I'd also like to ask why is it that the U.S. is “i 
making this decision now? There's nothing in the Law of the ' 
Sea conference agenda which would force the United States to 
make a decision on signing the conference treaty, and if the 
United States decided, no, it won't go along with the treaty 
but doesn't yet have an alternative oceans policy, something 
seems confused. 


Q We have, I think, two things, perhaps, wedded 
together in your question. You talk about signing the 
treaty, and the President has made and announced today the 
decision not to sign the treaty. 


The final act is a separate question, but the 
reason that we have decided not to sign the treaty and to 
announce it at this time is that after the completion of the 
New York session on April 30, we again made a very intensive 
review of the situation. 


We condluded that in the deep seabed portions, we 
were unable to meet the President's objectives, and we could 
see no reason in further delay. We felt that it was 
appropriate to get an announcement out now to let others 
know where we stand. Quite specifically we did not see the 
real opportunity to realistically make substantial changes 
in the text that would bring the convention into lithe with 
the President's objectives, and consequently we saw this as 
an appropriate time to go ahead and announce our position. 
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Q But will we sign the final act or not? Isa 
decision made on that? 


A I would prefer not to comment on that right 
now. 


SECOND ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We expect to sign 
the final act and continue our participation in the process. 
Just to clarify a bit further on that, I think the 
President's statement speaks to continuing to participate in 
the process at a technical level and on those provisions, 
non-seabed provisions, and related to that I think we could 
say that we expect to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me make that 
just entirely clear. We will continue to participate on a 
technical expert level in the remaining processes of the 
conference. Those include the drafting that starts next 
week, On Monday of next week, in Geneva. We will be doing 
that strictly in relationship to the non-seabed portions. 


We will also participate in the brief plenary - 
session whic’ will be held before the UNGA in September, and 
of course that plenary session is now scheduled to merely 
adopt the treaty as it has been changed by the drafting 
session. Of course we will go the Caracas session.. 


It is the plan at this time to sign the final act 
as an indication that we have participated. This is a legal 
act and is not to be interpreted as anything beyond that. 

We will not participate in the preparatory commission in any 
capacity. 


Q Thank you. 
A Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 3:18 p.m.) 


A | 
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l THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY 
. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING WITH 
PRESIDENT SUAZO OF THE REPUBLIC OF HONDURAS 


The Briefing Room 
July 14, 1982 


12:25 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, just briefly 
Dr. Suazo, Roberto Suazo Cordova, the President of Honduras is here 
for a two-and-a-half-day visit in Washington, for meetings with the 
President, the Vice President. 


Q Don't drink the water -- don't drink the water. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter). They told 
me not to drink it in Tegucigalpa. I didn't know it was a problem 
here -- here for two-and-a-half days for meetings with the President, 
the Vice President and various members of the Cabinet. 


It's his third visit to Washington, his first as President 
of Honduras. He was here previously when he was President of the 
Constituent Assembly, which drafted a Constitution leading to the 
elections on November 29th, 1981, in Tegucigalpa. 


Honduras, as you know, is a country that has, after about 
10 years of military rule, returned to Constitutionally-elected govern- 
ment last year. That process is well in hand and is part of an overall 
pattern of return to elected governments in Central America. 


I think the principal problems facing Honduras can be 
characterized rather briefly. 


First is a strategic problem which it faces and that 
is the fact that neighboring Nicaragua has headed in a political 
direction that is different from the other countries in the isthmus. 
Nicaragua's armed forces are twice the size of those of Honduras. 
Its military budget is three times the size of Honduras. Problems 
of subversion, which, fortunately, thus far, have not -- subversion 
and terrorism, which, fortunately, have thus far not reached significant 
proportions in Honduras, are starting to spill over from neighboring 
countries and were most dramatically evidenced on the Fourth of July 
when terrorists blew up the power plant in Teguciagalpa, leaving that 
city in darkness for several days. 


In addition to this strategic -- 
Q Except for the time the sun was out. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


In addition to this strategic problem, as I've characterized 
it, Honduras, both because of the political situation in Central 
America and the generally declining prices of commodities in the world, 
which Honduras exports, coffee, banana, various kinds of minerals, 
have left Honduras, along with a number of the other Central American 
countries in a very difficult economic situation. And they are, 
therefore, very interested. And the President of Honduras expressed 
this concern and interest to President Reagan during his meeting 
in the success of the Caribbean Basin Initiative on Capitol Hill. 
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I'd say those were the two main topics of discussion 
during their meeting, including a review of the situation in Central 
America as a whole. 


Dr. Suazo expressed his gratification at the results 
of the elections in Salvador, making the point that prior to the 
elections the left, the extreme left, the terrorists, were being 
characterized as the representatives of the Salvadoran people. But 
since the Salvadoran elections, that kind of characterization has 
—— sy as a result of the overwhelming successful turnout in that 
event. 


I think I'll leave it at that and answer questions 
that you might have. tad 


Q Could you clarify this? There's 


a release to the effect that the person who actually rules Honduras 


is General Alvarez Martinez. And, also it is said that there is 
massive corruption in the military. 


Can you clarify those two points? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, in reply 
to your question about General Alvarez ruling the country, I think 
nothing could be farther from the truth. I want to emphasize, 

Dr. Suazo is the elected civilian ruler of that country. General 
Alvarez, to whom you're referring, is the Commander-in-Chief of the 
Armed Forces. Both personally and institutionally, he has declared 
himself to be fully committed to the return to Constitutional rule 
eh ogy country. And I think that their actions have proven those 
words. 


As far as charges of corruption, I think that it's important 
to note that Dr. Suazo campaigned on a platform of eliminating corruption 
in Honduras. He's imposed an austerity program on his country. He 
has reduced the level of public employment, set as a goal reducing 
public expenditure by 10 percent. And I think that across-the-board, 

I think one can say that he has chosen the most highly qualified 
and people of the highest integrity to assist him in running his 
government in particularly difficult times. 


Q President Reagan made some reference in his short 
talk about international supervision boards and that he fully supported 
that. What was discussed about the supervision of th frontier between 
Honduras and Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jerry, we didn't get 
into that specifically. What the President was, of course, referring 
to was that Honduras, in the month of March, through its Foreign 
Minister proposed before the Organization of American States a com- 
prehensive peace plan for the region that would involve not only 
supervision of various sensitive points along the Honduras-Nicaragua 
border, but also an effort to monitor the entire military situation 
in the region, including inspection of ports, airports, the level of 
armed forces and so forth. 


In other words, the Honduran government has proposed 
what you might call a comprehensive package that would be designed 
to reduce the level of tensions in the region. But it was not discussed 
specific -- in those specific terms at the meeting. 


Q Along with that proposal, does that require any American 
participation in either material or people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that it would 
be hypothetical and premature to comment, to say anything on that 
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because at the moment it’s a proposal. It has not been discussed in 
any detail with other interlocutors. The Hondurans have had two 
meetings with the Nicaraguans at the military-to-military level in 
an effort to reduce the tensions between the two countries. But they 


~ have not gotten into any such detailed discussion of that kind of 
7 peace plan. 
j I'd say that things just simply aren't that far along. 
S Q What did the Honduran President say about his 
S country’s share of the amount requested in the Caribbean Basin plan? 
» Does he think it's enough? Does he want more? 
2 SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first, as I said,” 


Q Question. please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was what 
the President of Honduras said about the foreseen share of Honduras 


in the Caribbean Basin Initiative. 


As you know, the amount that has been proposed to the 
Congress is $350 million of which we have proposed, the government 
the Executive Branch, has proposed earmarking $35 million for Honduras. 


First, as I said, President Suazo congratulated 
President Reagan for the Initiative. He did mention that the needs 
of Honduras were considerably greater than that. But I don't think 
this was in any intended to reflect a lack of appreciation for the 
proposed CBI. 


I think that I can safely say that the concern of, not 
caly the President of Honduras, but all of those who work on economic 
questions in that country, is the urgency of passage of the CBI, rather 
than quibbling too much about the amounts. I think they feel that 
that money was needed yesterday. 


Q Is that $35 million economic or economic and military? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, this is -- We're 
talking -- the $35 million mentioned in the Caribbean Basin Initiative 
is strictly economic assistance and it would be in addition to the 
economic assistance program that we have to Honduras at the moment, 
which is in the amount of $48 million, at the moment. That is our 
aid program to Honduras at the moment. 
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Q There's been a lot of reports in the press that, 
one, Honduran troops, about, perhaps, as many as 3,000 crossed over 
into El Salvador and may still be there in the last month. 


And, also, that anti-Sandanista groups routinely operate 
out of Honduran territory into Nicaragua. 


The Honduran government has denied both of these reports. 


What is the U.S. government position on this question? 
Do we have confirming evidence? And was this brought up in the 
discussion today? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To touch your last 


point first, those specific topics were not discussed today in the 
meeting between the two Presidents. 





But let me just clarify -- to go back to your first 
point -- a point of fact; much has been made of the recent movement 
of several units, by the Honduran army, to their western border, 
that is their border with Salvador. And some of the press stories, 
in their effort to relate these accounts of what had been happening 
on the border, have not always mentioned that the area into which 
the Honduran armed forces operated is disputed Honduran-Salvadoran 
territory. There is a peace treaty, signed in November of 1980, 
between Honduras and £1 Salvador which allows for armed forces of 
either country to patrol in that disputed area by mutual consent, and that 
is what happened the other day. So I think I can assure you, 
categorically, that no Honduran forces went into Salvadoran territory 
the other day and in those operations at the end of June as was, 

I think sometimec mistakenly, portrayed in some of the reporting. 


Secondly, I have been given to understand that Honduran 
forces are no longer in that disputed area; although, they do have forces 
surrounding it. And, I think, quite understandably so in the interest 
of defending their own sovereignty. And this is the Honduran objective. 
They have an interest in posting forces on the Salvador-Honduran 
border in order to minimize the spilling over of the fighting from 
Salvador to the maximum extent possible. 


Q Can you tell us what the anti-terrorist assistance 
is, specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot spell it out 
for you chapter and verse other than to mention that we do have 
military training teams that do come up from Panama under our 
Military Assistance program to give various types of courses to 
Honduran forces. 


Q And that is all? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That would be the basic 
form of -- 
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Q Could you give us, please, the amount of military 
sales we have, currently, to Honduras? And is that going to increase? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some increase is 
foreseen, but the amount is very modest. For fiscal 1982, it is 
$10.5 million. It is, roughly, one-fifth of the size of our economic 
program for Honduras in which, by interesting coincidence, tracks 
with the overall ratio between the economic and the military foreseen 
for the Caribbean Basin Initiative generally. $10.2 million is what 
is foreseen for FY '82. We hope to see it increase somewhat in 
FY '83. I must stress again that Nicaragua has doubled the size 
of its armed forces since 1979, and has got three times the size 
of military budget. Honduras’ military budget at the moment is 
$45 million per annum, and Nicaragua's, we estimate -- we can only 
estimate, is probably on the order of $125 or $130 million. 


We have at any given time 25-30, perhaps, as high as 50 
advisors in Honduras at any given time. In Nicaraqua, as you know, 
there are 6 to 8 thousand advisors from various block countries. 
That was a subject that was mentioned. 


Q Can you give us a dollar figure on how much it 
is going to increase? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, for FY ‘83 
I think it is another $3 or $4 million. There is being studied at 
the moment the possibility of a supplemental for FY ‘82. That is 
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included in the request that went up with the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative. I believe for Honduras, it is $17 million in the FY ‘83 
supplemental that has been requested. 


Q How does the sugar quota that was given to 
Honduras, our friend, fair with the quota that may have been given 
to Nicaragua -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The quota system that 
was arrived at and announced by the President several weeks ago 


_ was according -- and this I understand was a decision at the 
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highest level of the government, the Cabinet level -- was according 


to a strict 
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mathematical formula based on the preceding several years of produc- 
tion. As a result, Nicaragua is getting 2 percent of the overall 
quota; Honduras is getting only 1 percent. This has adversely affected 
their sugar industry, but it is because their sugar industry is a 
fairly recent one and not one that has a long historic tradition. 6&0 
they have been adversely affected. I don't think there was any 
political signal intended whatsoever. It was done according to -- 


Q Is that going to be left that way? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 
Q Is that going to be left that way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding is that 
it will be left that way, although ways are being examined to possibly -- 
to see if we can find ways of compensating Honduras in some way for 
what they, quite understandably, see to be a somewhat inequitable 
situation. 


Q What kind of increase in military -- in U.S. 
military cooperation is envisioned for the additional construction of 
air bases in Honduras? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have -- you're 
referring to something that comes out of another pocket, if you will. 
There is foreseen in the 1983 budget $21 million of military construction 
funds out of the Defense Department budget to improve three Honduran 
airfields. And in exchange for the improvement of these airfields, 
United States forces -- air forces could be allowed to use those fields 
in mutually agreed military contingencies. That is an agreement we 
reached with the Honduran government earlier in the year. The funds 
have been approved by the Senate but not yet by the House, so that 
they will probably have to be thrashed out in conference. But that's 
basically the situation on that one. 


THE PRESS: Thank you very much. 
END 12:43 P.M. EDT 














ik 


" MSS FGoot Tr iead FTOr PUDITICalLIOon ih American rourel 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


July 15, 1982 


The Briefing Room 
12:38 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me read first the 
statement on the President's meet with President-elect Salvador 
Jorge Blanco of the Dominican Republic. 


Q Little louder. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is the statement 
on the President's meeting with President-elect Salvador Jorge 
Blanco of the Dominican Republic. The President conveyed to 
President-elect Jorge Blanco his -- the deep regrets of our nation 
at the death of President Antonio Guzman. 


The President then congratulated Dr. Jorge Blanco on 
his presidential election victory. His country's dedication to the 
democratic process is an inspiration to the hemisphere. -The 
President looked forward to working closely with him after his 
inauguration. 


The United States and the Dominican Repiblic are both 
firml, committed to peace and prosperity in the Caribbean within a 
democratic framework. We plan to cooperate with each other in pursuit 
of these goals. 


President-elect Jorge Blanco described the " ominican 
Republic's economic problems. His country has been hit hard by the 
world recession, depressed commodity prices, and high energy costs. 
As a result, the Dominican Republic is facing serious financial 
difficulties and its government's important developmental and social 
projects are threatened. 


Similarly, these financial difficulties are weakening 
the country's dynamic private sector's efforts to produce anc export. 


It was in response to the difficult economic problems 
of the Dominican Republic and other countries in the Caribbean region 
that the President proposed to the Congress the Caribbean Basin 
Economic Recovery Act. Dr. Jorge Blanco and the President agreed 
that the approval of this legislation, which includes $40 million 
in emergency financial assistance for the Dominican Republic and 
longer-term incentives for trade and investment in the Caribbean Basin 
region, will be vital for the solid economic recovery not only of the 
Dominican Republic but of the entire Caribbean area. 


They also discussed the critical importance of sugar to 
the Dominican Republic and the adverse consequences of the crisis in 
the world sugar market. 


The President was pleased to learn that President-elect 
Jorge Blanco is meeting with members of Congress and other government 
and business leaders during his visit to the United States. 
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Let me say that the Dominican Republic is, I think, 
typical of the countries that lie immediately to the south of us -- 
a democracy, one of -- three quarters of the two dozen countries to 
the south of us in the area are democracies. It is a country of 
5.5 million people, heavily dependent on the export of sugar and 
other tropical commodities; a country, however, that has developed 
a work force and entrepreneurs that would enable it to diversify 
its economy by moving into light manufacturers and moving into 
other forms of market agriculture than the basic commodities it is 
now dependent on. 


It's a country very hard hit by high prices of petroleum, 
and a country which has, President-elect Jorge Blanco told the 
President, some 25 or 30 percent of its work force unemployed, 
suffering very heavily from the crisis. 


It's a country to which we have proposed a total of 
$92 million worth of economic assistance in this fiscal year. 
Forty million dollars of that would come from the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative legislation, if it is passed by the Congress. 


This is a country which used to be synonymous with an 
authoritarian regime, you will recall, a generation ago. And the 
President-elect expressed concern about the future of democracy 
in his country if the country is not able to solve its economic 
problems. 


As you know, the President-elect also saw the Vice 
President. And it's mentioned here that he will be seeing a number 
of people on the Hill. 


Perhaps I could answer questions. 


Q On another subject, there's a report that troops 
from Honduras have invaded Nicaragua -- or at least some armed 
factions. Can you shed any light on that? Do you have any information 


you could give us on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have seen a Reuters 
report to that effect. 
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We've been in touch with our missions in the area and they 
have information that there is some military action on the borders -- 
on the border between Honduras and Nicaragua. They do not believe 
it can be characterized as an invasion in any sense. As you know, 
there has been skirmishing on that border for the past two years. 


. Q Sir, admitting, of course, the need of the Dominican 
Republic for this morfey, what's the economic justification for the 
United States giving them $92 million? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The economic justification 
for that is that this is a country that has a substantial potential 
development in its enterprise class and work force that is a poor 
country, relatively poor country, and can make very good use of these 
funds in the near tern. 


As you know, the concept in the Caribbean Basin Initiative 
overall is to give some emergency assistance the first year but not 
to attempt to repeat it indefinitely but rather to give instead a 
trade opportunity and investment incentive so that the countries 
involved can earn their own way. It is not a proposal to -- this 
is emergency assistance that we are proposing in this case. 


For example, fiscal year 1983 rather than $92 million, 
we are proposing $59 million. So, this is a one time emergency 
appropriation to help them get started again. 


Q I realize that. But what do we get back from this? 
What's the economic justification for it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not -- 


Q Are we going to get something? Are they going to 
develop some particular trade item that we need very much? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we are not tying our 
assistance in that manner. Now, it is true that almost all of this 
money will be spent in the United States for the import of products 
from the United States. However, we do not give aid on the basis 
that the countries involved should produce some particular product 
for export to the United States so there should be some specific 
economic guid pro quo. 


Q Let me go back to the skirmishing or whatever you 
say it is on the Hondura-Nicaragua border. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could we maybe -- I'll 
be glad to come back to that. But could we maybe deal with questions 
on the Dominican Republic and the Caribbean Basin Initiative? 


Q You've taken one question on it. I just wanted to 
clear something up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll be glad to come back 
to that. 


Will we expend any dollars in loans or straight 
expenditures for arms to the Dominican Republic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we have military 
assistance which this year will be on the order of five million dollars, 
five and a half million dollars to be precise. And we expect it to 
be somewhat higher in fiscal year 1983. 


Q For what general type of assistance -- military 
assistance -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is military 
assistance for military training in the United States and there are 
also some equipment items which are provided to the armed forces 
of the Dominican Republic. 
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Q The Dominican President, when he spoke to us, he 
seemed to imply that while he supported the Caribbean Basin Initiative 
in a general way that he thought his country should have a higher sugar 
import quota and at a higher price. Did he express such a request 
to the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he spoke in some 
detail to the President and to the Vice President of the problems 
which his country is facing in the export of sugar. As you know, 
the world market price for sugar is very low. It is on the order 
of six -- five to seven cents currently. 


The Dominican Republic is able to export sugar to the 
United States at a higher price than that. It receives currently 
about 12 cents for its sugar in the American market where sugar 
prices are on the order of 20 cents. 


However, the restrictions which are currently in effect 
in order to protect our domestic sugar program -- a program which was 
not proposed by the administration but was mandated by the Congress, 
have -- are at about 20 cents. So, the Dominican Republic hopes for 
both higher prices and a higher volume. 


Q Did they suggest a volume for duty-free import they 
would like to have? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have proposed to 


the Congress that as part of the Caribbean Basin Initiative the 
Dominican Republic and other sugar producers in the area receive 
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duty-free treatment for their sugar in the American market for an 
amount up to 780,000 tons a year. 


Q That's for a country or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is for -- that amount 
is for the Dominican Republic. 


Q Yes, well, he mentioned that figure. What I'm asking 
is did -- in his meeting with the President did he ask that that figure 


be much higher? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, but he hoped that 
that provision of the CBI would be implemented and he hoped that the 
administration would, on its own, increase the Dominican Republic's 
sugar quota, which is currently less than that amount even prior to 
the passage of the CBI. 


Q Is the administration considering raising its quota 
for the Dominican Republic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The setting of quotas 
is now under consideration of the Department of Agriculture and the -- 
I think they would be a little premature to discuss exactly how they're 
going to come out but probably will be able to do that in a couple of 


weeks. 


Q Well, then does the administration agree with his 
contention that the quota system undercuts the CBI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the -- we think that 
the disastrous situation in the world sugar market has necessitated 
under current 0.S. law this program. That disastrous situation is 
very largely due to the export of subsidized sugar from the European 
community which expends enormous sums to increase its sugar production 
and is, in effect, dumping it on the world market. So we do not 
believe that the current situation is closed by American quotas which 
are defensive in nature. 


However, let me emphasize that these quotas were not 
proposed by the administration. 


Q Are they really as bad off as they say on sugar? 
When they had 750,000 metric tons -- that was when the price was much 
lower, and now its reduced to 500,000 and the price is up around 13¢, 14¢. 


So, doesn't that sort of equal that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, what they're suffering 
from are the very low prices in the international market. In other 
words, they are comparing the situation in the international market of 
some time ago when prices in the 15¢, 16¢, 17¢ range, or even up as high 
as 20¢ were available, their income was obviously much larger. 


The point, Jerry, that you make is a correct point. That 
is to say that if there were no quotas at the present time they would 
be getting approximately the same amount as the world sugar price on 
a larger volume, and we don't know how big that volume would be but 
the effective price would be about half of what they're getting. 

Those two do base each other off. 


But they are suffering terribly from low sugar prices in 
the international market, which they estimate we think with some 
considerable justice, are about half the actual cost of sugar production 


in the Dominican Republic. 


Q Was the administration considering raising the quota 
for the Dominican Republic without raising the quotas on other countries 
by a similiar amount? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think not. We have 
adopted the classically accepted quota mechanism; that is to say one 
which is based on an average of earlier exports from the countries 
that trade with us. This is seen within the context of the GATT, the 
international organization that governs trade in commodities. The 
fairest way to do it and the Dominican Republic has a substantial 
quota on that basis. 


. We did have in this country at one time before, you will 
recall, quotas that were country specific, and that resulted in a 
continuous struggle in the administration and in the Congress for 
concessions for individual countries, which, of course, all off-set 
each other. I don't think there's any disposition to return to that 
system on the part of this administration. 


Q Go on, Sam. 


, Q Well, I'm waiting for -- can we take this question 
now 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Can we go back to -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Whatever is the nature of the fighting on the 
Honduran/Nicaraguan border -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right, and we have all 
the preliminary reports. 


Q All right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're obviously not 
there. 


Q Does the United States have a hand in it or can you 
assure us that in no way have we instigated, aided, abetted, or 
condoned any forces that are fighting against Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not involved in 
any of it. The United States is not involved in this -- 


Q Have we aided or abetted the forces that are on 
that border fighting against Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we're not involved 
in any way in this business. There are -- 


Q Not involved in any way? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not involved. 
Q Then we do not condone the use of force there? 


Q Do your preliminary reports show whether this is an 
Honduran army, which I doubt, or whether its Nicaraguan exiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, we don't know 
that much, Jerry. We really don't know very much about it at all. 


Q But we're not involved in any way, you insist? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not involved. 


Q I mean, I accept your answer, but I want to make 
certain I understand it. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not involved. 


Q Did this come up at all yesterday with President 
Reagan when he met with the Honduran President -- this two years 


of skirmishes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; it did not. 
However, I will have to say that President Suazo Cordova repeatedly 
stressed to the President his fear, his concern at the arms 
buildup in Nicaragua and the very substantial military budget and 
the fact that Nicaragua had an army already twice the size of his 
own, and it was continuing to grow. He expressed great concern about 
militarization in Nicaragua. 


Q Where is -- now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jerry, I do not 
know the answer to that. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 12:55 P.M. EDT 
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MODERATOR: The briefing this morning, as you know, 
is ON BACKGROUND, on the Iran-Iraq war. 
For your guidance only, the briefer is ...... 


And he will have something to say, to open with a few 
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remarks, and then he'll be able to take your questions. 
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Q Can I raise the question of why this is not 


— 


on the record? 

MODERATOR: Again, this is a decision that has been 
made that we feel it would be more appropriate to address 
this in somewhat more detail and be more frank about our 


assessments in this way. 
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SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good morning. 
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Let me just make a very few remarks and try to 
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answer your questions. 

The war between Irag and Iran, which is past 
it's 20th month, has take a new turn with the Iranian invasion 
of Iragi territory with potentially serious consequences. 

In terms of the immediate situation on the ground, 
as in wu. past the press accounts, on the basis of the claims 
of the two governments are, by the nature of those claims 


somewhat confusing. 





The fighting, to the best of our knowledge, is quite 
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havy and there seems to have been, as best we can tell at 
this moment, not a very significant penetration by the 
Iranian forces into Iragi territory. 

Going back a bit, there had been a lull in 
the war since the capture of Khorramshahr. Iraq unilaterally 
declared a cease-fire at the beginning of June, alleging 
that in so doing it could offer support or greater support 
in the fighting against Israel. 

Iraq claimed that it then pulled out of all Iranian 
territory, which it did for the most part. The Iranians 
claimed that the Iraqis were still in a very narrow area 
of Irranian territory near the border. 

The Iranian regime rejected the Iragi call for a 
case-fire and stated three demands for the end of the war: 

- One, that all Iraqi troops bull back from Iranian 
territory; 

- Two, that Irag be internationally condemned as 
the aggressor and pay massive war reparations. 

- Three, that the current Bagdad government of Saddam 
Hussein be deposed. 

Despite the intermediary council of several states, 
Iran would not forego the use of threat -- or the use of 


threat of force -- to renounce Saddam Hussein. 


Over the course of the last two weeks until this 
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present fighting began, there had been a concentration 
of Iranian artillery and armor on the Iragi border concentrated 
near the major Gulf port city of Basra. The Iranians 
have now opened a new offensive in the Basra area. 

There are approximately -- and this is very much 
an approximation -- around a hundred thousand troops on each 
side in that immediate area. And it appears that a very 
substantial number of those forces is engaged in the present 
fighting. 

The initial Iranian military objectives are not 
clear. They could include inflicting heavy damages on 
the Iragi army and perhaps the capture of Basra -- 

Or, at least, large amounts of territory around Basra. 

Attainment of these objectives would, of course 
put severe pressure on the present Iragi Government. 

Tehran has consistently disclaimed any territorial 
intentions in Iraq, but it has called for the establishment 
of a new government acceptable to the Government of Iran. 

The Iranian invasion or attempt to invade Iraq poses 
new dangers for the United States in terms of our interests 
in the Middle East. The region is of great strategic importance. 


We have a longstanding interest in the territorial integrity of 


each state in the region. 


Since the revolution in Iran, Iran's relations with 


4 
neighboring states have been troubled and, therefore, any 





escalation of the war -- and particularly an Iranian move 
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into Irag -- increases the concerns of neighboring non- 
belligerent states and the general atmosphere of instability 
which the war produces. 

As to U.S. policy, we will continue to maintain 
a policy of neutrality between Iraq and Iran -- that is, 
officials in this Administration and the previous Administration 
have pointed out, however, that this policy of neutrality 
does not mean that we are not deeply concerned about the 
war, about the loss of life involved and the destruction 
and about the threat that the war poses to friendly states 


in the region and to our interests there. 
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We believe a political solution to the war must 
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be sought which is based on respect for the independence, 
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sovereignty and territorial integrity of both Iraq and Iran. 
The U.S. will encourage: and support, as it has 
throughout the war, any reasonable efforts to bring about 
a cessation of hostilities and a negotiated end to the 
conflict. We will continue to work in the United Nations 
Security Council to get a cease-fire resolution acceptable 
to both sides. 
Throughout the war we have been in close consulta- 


tion with the friendly states in the Gulf region. Our support 








5 
for the security of these states or of those states which 


might feel threatened by the conflict is well known. We 





will consult with them on appropriate future steps. 
We have developed military supply relationships 


already which help these states provide for their own security. 


me 


The most significant indication of our support in the current 
conflict was the deployment of U.S. AWACS to Saudi Arabia 

in the fall of 1980 or shortly after the war began in response 
to a Saudi request, and we have continued to maintain 

the AWACS deployed in Saudi Arabia since that time. We also 
maintain a carrier task force in the Arabian Sea and the 


Middle East force -- a Navy unit -- which has been, in one 


. a 


form or another, in the Persian Gulf and Indian Ocean since 


the end of World War II. 
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Thank you very much. I'll try to answer any questions 
you may have. 

Q As an analyst, do you see any fundamental 
reasons or causes that make Iran's invasion of Iraq substantially 
different from Iraq's invasion of Iran? There seem to be many 
of the same circumstances -- unclear war objectives, fighting 
on territory other than your own against an entrenched force 


which is fighting on its own territory. 


We saw, when Iraq invaded Iran, the thing bogged down 


and 20 months passed and so on. 








-_ 
2 
i 
co 
1o) 
-_ 
_ 
— 
— 
_ 
°o 
_ 
PS) 
ao] 
UO 
-_ 
-_ 
2 
P= ] 
Qa 
3 
we 
vo 
a 
om 
e 
= 
v 
w" 
ao] 
_ 
& 
. 











Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





. ee 


ed 


6 


Is that sort of prognosis reasonable for the mirror- 
image on invasion that we have now or is it a mirror-image? 

A Well, if I understand, I think you're asking 
really two questions -- one, our reaction to the Iranian 
invasion or attempt to invade as opposed to the Iraqi 
invasion of Iran. 

In terms of U.S. policy, the reaction is the same. 
We were Opposed to the Iragi invasion of Iran; we're opposed 
to an Iranian attempt to invade Iraq. 

Consider now, as a matter of principle, the 
Strategic interests. The invasion of one by the other 
is harmfulto our interests in the region. 

I'm not sure there is an analyst who can give any 
kind of really sound projection as to how this particular 
battle might go or whether there's any reason to believe that 
this sort of action will bog down at a certain point. I 
think at this stage that we have no clear idea of what the 
exact Iranian military objectives are. 

Q Doesn't this seem to be sort of the same thing 
that we saw before with Iraq? Doesn't there seem to be sort 
of a mirror-image, only the other way, or not? 

A Well, perhaps not in the sense that we've seen, 
obviously, a turning of the war in which the Iranian forces 


have inflicted a number of quite significant defeats on the 


7 





Iraqi army. And I think for that reason there is a heightened 


concern that the war might move in such a way to be con- 





) : siderably destabilizing in the area. 

! Q Can you deal with the possibility that what 
Iran is after is to export the Shiite revolution -- as I 

understand Iran is something like 50 percent Shiite already, 
is it not? What is the possibility of an uprising =~ what 


is the possibility of that being an objective? 
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A Well, certainly since the revolution the 
statements out of Iran have suggested an objective of the 
revolution of exporting itself to neivhboring countries. 

It's much less clear that that is an objective of the Iranian 


Government, and the signals have been really quite mixed in 


that regard. 
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There's no question about the fact that the Iranian 
Government though is calling for the overthrow of the 
present regime in Iraq and for the establishment of a regime 
there that would be compatible with the Iranian Government 


and with the revolution. 


‘ As to the prospects for some kind of uprising, I think 


it's just purely speculative to get into that. 


Q Can you deal with the question of the fallout 


of Iran/Iraq on the Lebanese crisis? 





Pd] A Well, I think from what we've seen over a period 
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time in the attitudes of those Arab governments with which 
we have close relations that tension in the Gulf region tends 
not to divert their concern about the Arab/Israel problem 
generally and the Lebanese manifestation of it that we're 
currently facing but tends rather to heighten concerns. 

Q Why? 

A So there's sort of a growing sense of concern 
in which I think, looking basically from their standpoint, 
that in the prospects for stability in the region they 
see the two areas of tension as somehow feeding on one another. 

Q Do you believe that the timing of the Iranian 


offensive had anything to do with the current situation in 


Lebanon? 


A I believe there's no reason to draw any con- 


clusion that it did. 


Q Can you talk a little bit about the Soviet role 
both in terms of what we've seen the Soviets say and do so far 
in this latest round and what we expect they're likely to do 


in this situation? 


A Well, as you know, the Soviets were among the 
members of the Security Council who were unanimous in support 


of the resolution -- on July 12th, I believe it was -- calling 


for an end to the conflict. 


The Soviet public posture has consistently been one 





9 
Of calling for an end to the conflict. Unlike the United 


States though, the Soviet Union has continued to supply 





military equipment to both sides, having in the past a very 
major supply relationship with Iraq. And in the course of 
the conflict the Soviets have maintained some supply of 


Irag and have begun some supply of Iran. 
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In addition, the major supply of Iran is from 
Other Communist countries. It's not absolutely clear to what 
extent the Soviet Union is involved in the decision by those 
countries to supply Iran. 

Q Iran, you say? 


A To Iran. 


2) 


Could you name those countries, just for the 


record? 
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A Primarily North Korea. And then there's been 


some supply of Iran of Soviet equipment from Libya and from 


Syria. 

Q What kind of equipment? 

A Artillery, primarily, and ammunition -- some 
are. 

Q I'm sorry. I'm confused about exactly what it 


is the Iranians are getting at this point from the Soviets. 


What do they need; what are they getting at this point? 


A Again, it's primarily in the artillery armor 
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10 
notably artillery. 


Before the revolution there was a very substantial 
segment of the Iranian force structure that had Soviet equip- 
ment of again, primarily, artillery. And artillery has been 
a very major factor in Iranian tactics over the last 
several months -- and, of course, ammunition. 

Q There have been some reports that a number of 
Iranian units that had been on the Soviet border moved 
away just prior to this invasion, with the possibly implication 
that there was collusion with the Russians -- that they knew 
what was about to happen. Do you know anything about that? 

A Not really. I just have no direct information 
on it. 


Q Back to the arms supply -- 


A I've seen those reports only in the press. 
Q Sir -- 

A Yes, ma‘am. 

Q -- you have referred to the uneasiness of 


some of the states of nations in the area. Have you any idea 
Or could you give us any information as to how many non-Saudi 
Arabian citizens are now working in Saudi Arabia and where and 
what nations they are coming from? 


Are there, as I have heard alleged, several hundred 


thousand Palestinians? 
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A I think that's correct. I think we're talking, 


in very rough terms, about, say, One million foreign workers 





in Saudi Arabia -- perhaps 200,000 Palestinians -- at least 
‘ a half million Yemenis, Or North Yemenis and South Yemenis 
-- and various people, really, have widely differing figures 
on this. You can hear that there are as many as a million 
North Yemenis in Saudi Arabia, but that would almost make 
North Yemen a totally female society. (Laughter.) A large 
number of Pakistanis -- certainly over a hundred thousand. 
Considerable populations of -- particularly in the construction 
field, who come in and out from Korea and other places in 


the Far East -- and the service industry people from 


the Far East: 50,000 Americans, a lot of Europeans. 


Q Sir, on this this, how many of these do you 
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estimate would be Shiites? 
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A Very, very few -- well, let me correct that. 
The North Yemenis would be, to a large extent, Shiah. But 
of a particular sect it has never been culturally very close 


to Iran. 


well be Shiah, just in some rough proportion to what the 


The Pakistanis -- a large number of them -- could 
national population of Pakistan is. None of the other 


Arabs would be, to any degree, Shiah. 


Q You talked of the potentially serious consequences. 
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What are you most worried about? 


A I think we've seen one manifestation that 


is provable--it happened--that is quite worrying; and 





that is Iranian air strikes along the Kuwaiti border -- 


_ 
mom 


Q Where? 

A -- the Kuwaiti border, including the 
destruction of the oil facility in the border area. 

So I think, one, on the basis of that happening, 
and on the basis of the kind of propaganda that&S comes out from 
Iran directed at the Gulf states and the Gulf Council members 
syecifically, warning them against support of Iraq -- financial 
Or supply or otherwise -- one does have to be concerned about 
some kinds of military action. One has to be concerned 


about heightened propaganda and efforts to stir up internal 
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unrest in those countries. 

y We had, some months ago, a potentially very serious 
event in Bahrain, in which a Shiite group of some 70 people, 
armed, was infliltrating Bahrain with some sort of plan to 
try to create unrest, coming from Iran, and presumably with 
-- certainly with the acquiescence of the Iranians, having 


to train them, and possibly with greater support. 





Even if one discounts -- as I tend to -- the 


capability of a group like that to seriously destabilize the 


regime in Bahrain, the idea of 70 people running around armed 
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in a terrorist fashion in a small community is frightening 





© enough. 
a 
B Q Are these oil facilities Kuwaiti oil facilities? 
i A Yes. 
: Q Was this air strike in the last few days? 
: 
A No, no. This was -- 


Q A long time ago? 

A Over the last year. I'm sorry; I just have 
lost it. But there have been, to my knowledge, two air 
attacks in that border area -- one clearly directed at 
supply routes, but the last one hit this facility. 

Q Would you prefer that the same regime stay 


in place? 


— 


A Well, I think we just take no position on 
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the internal affairs of another country. 
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Q Well, you -- 

A We certainly don't favor the attempt by an 
outside state to impose a regime on another country. 

Q Well, what's the worst thing -- 

Q So is it your thought that that regime would 
represent the lesser of two evils? I mean you don't like them 
particularly anyway. 


A If there were a change of regime in Iraq, I 


think it's just very difficult on what kind of change it would be. 
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One can certainly see among possibilities a regime coming 





to power, a successor regime -- if there were to be a 
Successor regime -- and we have no reason to believe that 
anything like that is in the cards in the near term or 
even the long term. But one could see, looking at the make- 
up of Irag, a regime coming to power, that it wouldn't be 
very different in policy from the first one. 

Q Well, what's the worst thing that could happen, 
from the U.S. point of view? 

A Well, I think the worst thing, in terms of our 
own interest, Owuld be some kind of military action against 


friendly states in the region. 


Q In that connection, you said you were going to 


consult with friendly nations On appropriate future steps. 
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What are"“appropriate future steps"; and are there any such 
consultations in the works right now? 

A Very specifically, what we said in the July 14th 
statement released by the White House, which expressed our 
concern about the war and our policy toward it -- and in the 
last sentence it said, “Our support for the security of friendly 
states in the region which might feel threatened by the con- 
flict is well known and the United States is prepared to 


consult with those states On appropriate steps to support 


their security." 
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And I think it is important to keep in mind 
that we have a war that's been going on for a long time 
and there has been a iongstanding consultation with friendly 
states in the region. 

There have been some specific steps on our 
part at their request -- the request of Saudi Arabia -- to 
try to improve the atmosphere of stability and security 
in the region, notably in the deployment of AWACS. 

In our ongoing consultations we will be talking with 
these states, as we have in the past, about their views 
on steps that we might take that they would feel would con- 
structively contribute to the atmosphere of security in the 
region. 

Q For example? 

A For example -- and I don't want to get into 
those consultations -- but we have had, in the AWACS deployment, 
an example of a deployment. 

Q I'm thinking in the future. Are you thinking 
in terms of regional security agreements or something like 
that? 

A I think we're thinking more in terms of would 
there be any types of military exercises, joint exercises, 


that they would find a constructive contribution -- such as 


the exercises that we've had in Egypt, in Iran, in the past. 
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Q Have they asked us in any way in the last 


few days for any kind of special effect? 





A Any kind of special -- ? 


Q Any kind of effort. Have they suggested any- 


_~ : 
> | thing to us? You're suggesting things that we think might 


be applicable. 

A They certainly have not,at this stage. We're 
very early in these consultations, I might add. 

Q You're talking about American forces in these 
exercises, as in Egypt? 

A Oh, yes; yes. 

Q You will remember at the time that the war 


broke out that and were these threats--including the bombing 


ww 


attacks, as I recall, by Kuwait -- at that time ‘there was e kind of 
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allied -- they moved toward a sort of joint response, in 
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which the United States, the French -- as I recall, the 
Australians -- and some others at the same time moved ships 
and other forces too as a tangible expression of support. 

Is that sort of thing under consideration at the 
present time? 

A Well, we're certainly in very close consultation 
with allies on the situation. As to what kind of steps we 


might collectively decide to take I think is simply too early 


to see. 
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In the particular time that you're referring to, 


there was a very major concern -- which was in the early 





stages of the war -- of the threat to navigation, freedom 


of navigation, in the Gulf that might be posed by the 


gn 


war. And, Of course, there is an international, and 
certainly a U.S. and 4 Westerr interest -- a major interest 
-- in freedom of navigation in the Gulf. 

I don't think that we've seen anything in the 
last several months -- or, really, longer than that -- that 
would suggest that neither party in the conflict has any 
interest in interfering with the navigation in the Gulf 


in terms of the Straits of Hormuz and the Gulf generally 





as opposed to perhaps interfering with navigation in the 


other combatant countries’ ports. 
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Q Can I follow up on that by asking you: 
Has the United States informed the Iranians of a possibility 
that the U.S. might take some action if this spread to friendly 
military action against friendly states -- against oil fields, 
or something like that? Have we given them a warning? 

A I've just read you part of the statement on 
joint -- 

Q But I mean more explicit than that. 


A In terms of communication with the Iranian 


Government? 
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Q Yes. 


A You understand the difficulty of communications 





with the Iranian Government. (Laughter.) 


| Q I understand, but the question stands: Have 


gn 


you given them some warning? 

A I already -- 

Q There are intermediaries there -- 

A I think I just have to -- 

Q -- with the United Nations. 

A I think we just have to stand on the public 
statement. 


Q When you talked earlier about one has to be 





concerned about some kind of military action by Iran -- into 


the Gulf area, forexample -- would the United States be pre- 
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pared to use U.S. troops to fend off any such military action? 
P | A As you know, we have some forces deployed in the 
region now -- naval forces in the Gulf and in the Indian Ocean. 
Certainly if those forces were attacked they would be prepared 
to defend themselves. 

In terms of any decision to use U.S. troops or to 
deploy U.S. troops in defense of another country, this is a 
decision that would have to be made at the time on the basis 


of a Presidential determination and in accordance with U.S. 


law. 
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Q But is that a possibility -- a possibility 


of U.S. troops being used? 

A We are certainly not in any way looking at the 
use of U.S. troops at this time -- 

Q Have you had any -- 

A -- nor has there been any expressed interest 
from the area in the presence of U.S. troops. 

Q Has there been any movement of elements of 
the U.S. Fleet since the latest offensive began? 

A I know the answer to that. I'm trying to 
think whether I can give it. (Laughter.) 

The answer is "No" -- 

Q I'm puzzled by the use of -- 

A --"not at this stage.” 

Q About the Soviet -- 

Q I heard yesterday -- if I may just follow up -- 
that there were three U.S. warships in the Gulf, whereas 
in the recent past there had been two. 

A Well, I think what they're referring to is 
the Middle East Force Command, which consists of a flagship 
and three to four -- I think, at a maximum, of 1.5 -- destroyer- 
type vessels that deploy under the Command. 


Now, in recent years usually a majority of those 


deployed units have been in the Gulf at any particular time, 
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but the Command also operates in the Indian Ocean. So 





they go in and out of the Gulf. 
1 Q On the question of Soviet arms, as I understand 
it it's basically an infantry war that's being fought. 
How -- to what extent, are the Soviet arms important in 
making the battle possible, in the first place, or is it 
just a fringe element -- or is central to the idea of the 
invasion happening? 

A Well, I don't want to get into areas that 
I really don't know much about. But my understanding is that 
in terms of the kind of war that's being fought, except 


for the very limited use of the Iranian air force -- which 


has played some tactiital role in the last battles but a 


very limited one -- you're quite correct that it essentially 
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is an infantry war, and both sides are heavily supplied with 
Soviet equipment. 

Now, in terms of resupply of Iran, other piaces -- 
notably, North Korea -- have been the primary source. But 
the equipment is Soviet and the ammunition is Soviet-origin 
ammunition. 

Q Yes. You say “heavily supplied." Mainly 
supplied? 

A Mainly supplied. 


Q How about other sources from the Western area to 
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Iran? There have been reports that they are buying a 


Significant amount from Israel,and also that the U.S. has started 





again selling military equipment to Iran? 


A There certainly is no U.S. sale of military 


c 
mo 


equipment to either Iran ox Iraq. 

Q There isn't? 

wh Our policy has been consistent and firm since 
the outbreak of the war, and that includes permission for 
other countries to transfer U.S.-controlled equipment. 

Now, you ask about other sources. There has been 
a very limited amount. We understand it was really equipment 


that has gone to Iran -- to our knowledge, none for quite a 


long time, and never in a way that would have a significant 


impact on the Iranian capability. 
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I just don't have the facts in my head about Western 
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sources supplied. There may have been some. There certainly 


has been a Western supply to Iraq. 
Q What is the status of American equipment in 


Iran? The equipment that was there before the Shah. I mean 


before the revolution. 


A I don't think we have any precise information 
on that. Certainly though, the Iranians have done a very 


good job throughout a very long war of keeping American aircraft 


operating. And there has been an anticipated decline in the 
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number of aircraft that are operable; but,still, some 





good number of American aircraft are in operating condition and 


obviously, are being used. 

Q You mentioned the possible -- 

Q But given the natural attrition of the Iranian 
military machine, the fact that we really don't know what 
their military objectives are, to what extent do we share the 
concern of our allies or of our friends in the area about a 
possible extension by Iran of its operations? Say, it 
finishes off Iraq? 

A Well, I think that our concerns are very much 


the kinds of concerns that the other Gulf countries, the non- 


belligerents, have. I don't know that anyone is suggesting 


that there might be an Iranian invasion of another country. 
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It's very difficult to see what the purpose of that would 
be at its own initiative, as opposed perhaps to a reaction 
to some kind of military move. 
But there certainly is a deep concern about the 
airand sea-strike capability of Iran against Gulf countries. 
There has to be a concern about the political 
pressure that a military-predominant Iran could assert on 
the area when it is coupled with a clear policy of the 
revolution,as opposed to the Iranian Government of spreading 


the revolution in the region. 
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Q May I follow up on that question now? 

I know it's difficult to deal with intentions; but do you 
see this moving to Iraq as the beginning of an aggressive, 
expansionist Iran or could you make the case that's simply a 
question of revenge? 

A Well, it's certainly hard to speculate on 
long-range intentions. To the extent that they have crossed 
the border, that is an expansionist Iran. Now, the Iranians 
have been very careful to say that they have no territorial 
ambitions in Iraq; but, at the same, they're calling for 
what in effect would be the imposing of a government in 
Iraq. 

Q You've seen stories about the Iranians -- 
that the way to help the Lebanese, the Palestinians and 
the Syrians in Lebanon, is to just cut across in Iraq and go 
to their side. Do we have any faith in that pledge, warning, 
Or whatever? 

A These are the claims, you mean, that Basra is 
the gateway to Jerusalem? 

Q From Tehran Radio or Tenran officials putting 
out stories that this is the way to go. 


A Well, I think that sort of has to be taken 


as wartime rhetoric. 


Q Following up on that, would you elaborate on the 
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Lebanese situation? Do you think that this war in Iran and 
Iraq made it easier or more difficult at the moment for the 
Palestinians? 

A I'm not sure it has any direct impact, except 
to just sort of heighten tensions throughout the area 
and to heighten the concerns of the kinds of governments 
that we work most closely with. 

There's certainly no indication that despite the 
concerns of friendly governments in the area about the Iran- 
Iraq war that their intense focus on the Lebanese problem 
has abated in any way. 

Q There is one possible effect which I'd like 
to ask you about. Earlier on it was suggested that Iraq 
might be one of the places, or probably would be one of the 
places, where the Palestinian guerrillas might go following 
their departure from West Beirut. 

Has the war had any effect on that and, if so, what 
isthe status of that particular prospect? 

A I really don't want to get into what we are 
doing and what people are doing to try to find a place for 
the PLO to go, except that the war has had no impact on it 
one way Or the other. 

Q Well, even in Iraq. 


A No. 


25 
Q Could you elaborate on the possibility 


of joint exercises by the U.S.? Are any scheduled in 





the area in the near future, and are we seeking to -- at 
what point will we actively pursue that option? 

A Nothing is scheduled in the immediate future. 
We will pursue that option if there were a firm indication of 
interest on the part of one or more local states in such 
exercises. 

Q Has such an indication been forthcoming 
yet? 

A Well, without getting into the details of 


Our consultations, there has been no request as yet. 


~ 4 


Q If we see this any more -- 


Q If this conflict poses such concern to the 
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moderate Arab states and the oil fields and all of that that 
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you described earlier, why is it that the American policy is 
SO rigorously neutral? Why don't we tilt toward Iraq, since 
they are the teiidie ons' ve been backed by all the other 
states that are now so concerned? 

A Well, I think the policy of neutrality 
is consistent with longstanding U.S. interests in the region 


and policy toward the region. We view the region as of great 


strategic interest; and for that reason, as well as matters of 


national principle, we oppose conflict in the region. We 
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support the territorial integrity of each state, including 


Iran -- which is, of course, a very strategic country from 
Our perspective -- and feel that the conflict is very much 
not in our interest; it serves no U.S. national interest in 
Supporting one party or the other in the conflict. 

Q Is it because the Soviets -- 

A It is not consistent with our interest. 

Q Is it because the Soviet Union might exploit 
this; that's why it is such? 

A Certainly in our dealings with Iran and our 
approach to Iran, we have to take from the strategic stand- 
point very careful note of where Iran is located and the 
history of Soviet intentions toward Iran. 

Q Could you describe the relationship of the Gulf 
states with Irag in terms of support over the past 29 months? 

A There has been a trend for some time of improved 
relations between Iraq and the Gulf states -- Saudi Arabia, 
notably. Since the outbreak of the war, the Gulf states, 
including Saudi Arabia, have strictly maintained a non- 
belligerent status; but they have supported Iraq financially 
to a very significant degree. 

I don't think that anybody, except perhaps the 
accountants in the Iragi Government know the precise figure. 


There's much confusion in terms of -- I mean some of this support 
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is a matter of public record -- in the Kuwaiti Parliament, fcr instaxe, 


in trying to assess the exact amount, their problems of 





double-counting and problems of promises or commitments 
as opposed to payments; but I think we're talking in a 
range of some 20-billions dollars, or roughly a billion 
dollars a month since the war started. 

Q This is an American policy of neutrality 
that precludes in any way the United States of helping either 
Side in this war by a third country? 

A Well, it certainly has been our policy so 
far, in terms of a policy of neutrality, not to encourage 


other countries to supply either side and very possibly to 


actively discourage it. 


Q Well, what about the position of Egypt? 
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Are you concerned about the position of President Mubarak 
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in his support and the possibility that he might actually 
send troops or get more involved now that Irag is thoroughly 
threatened from within rather than fighting a war in South 
Iranian territory? 

A Well, that would be a decision for President 
Mubarak to make. The question for us would be the legal 
question and a policy question if any Egyptian support for 
Iraq involved U.S. equipment. That situation has not arisen 


yet. 
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Q Is there any -- 


Q But they haven't actually supported or sent 





or sold Iraq any American-made equipment from their own 
arsenal? 

A No. 

Q What are you advising President Mubarak 
in terms of settling it, or what would you advise him? 

A Well, we are keeping in very close consultation 
with him and we are seeking his advice. 

Q Is there any speculation of what would happen 
in Iran internally if the invasion is a disaster? Would 


it have any detrimental effect? 


a Well, I think that's just very hard to read. 


o~ 


Our impression is that the government is in very firm control 
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in Iran. Iran you're talking about at this time? 


Q Yes. 


rT % 


Q The Shiites in Iraq -- can I ask one more 
question? Are the Shiites in Irag at all, in this part 
of the country -- the southeastern part of the country -- 
at all connected, or are there any groups of them that are 
connected with the Shiites in Iran, with the Iranians? There 
has been a third column there that I know has caused problems 


earlier in the war. 


A There is a large number of Iraqi Shiites -- 








29 
from the south, largely -- who have been expelled by the 


Iragi regime into Iran. 





Q Are they coming back in with this group -- 
the force that's invading? 

A That's not clear yet. I think we just don't 
know. 

Q Thank you. 

A Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 11:53 a.m., the BACKGROUND briefing 


was concluded.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


Washington. 0.C. 20520 


July 26, 1982 


MEMORANDUM TO: PA - Mr. Romberg 


As you know, James M. Beggs, NASA Administrator 
and Amb. Gerald Helman will hold a UNISPACE press 
briefing (ON-THE-RECORD) on Wednesday, July 28, 
10:00 a.m. in the Press Briefing Room. Would you 
agree to moderate the briefing or appoint someone 
to do so? I understand that Beggs and Helman will 
have brief opening statements. 


NASA has released the attached information 
regarding the briefing and invited the press. Could 
an announcement about the press briefing be made at 
tomorrow's noon press briefing and also could the press 
office put an announcement on the wires? 


The attached Gist and UNISPACE 82 - News will 
be distributed at the briefing. 


Kathy Kennedy 


PA/PP/MPD 


ext. 22732 
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THE WHITE HOUSE Ste by 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
THE MX AND AIRLIFT LETTERS 
July 19, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
3:33 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. The President 
sent the letters to Congress regarding MX and C-5 because he feels very 
strongly that they are critical components of his defense program. 

The MX is important, of course, in terms of our strategic deterrent and 
also we want to ensure that we have a good, strong, unified position 
with regard to our START negotiations. 


C-5 is absolutely critical to our strategic mobility 
program, our other program. In that letter, the President is asking 
for his program but nothing else; no changes; nothing more, nothing less. 
He simply feels that it's imperative to reaffirm to the Hill, to the 
Congress, the importance of the C-5 program. 


I think the letters are basically self-explanatory but 
I'll try to answer any questions you have. If they're too detailed, 
too programatic, I might refer them to the Department of Defense. 


Q Is the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 


Q Is the option of putting the MX in minuteman silos 
as a first step, the first forty -- is that still part of the program 
that the President wants? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The program is under 
intensive review and a number of options are being explored. It's 
premature to say specifically how that will come out. We should 
know, obviously, this year, and that's the President's intent to 
specify exactly to the Congress his prefered basing mode. 


Q Well, he's asking for money without specifying a 
basing mode -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's asking for money 
for the missile to keep the missile going. If he doesn't get the 
money -- if we don't get the money for the missile, the program will 
slip roughly a year and the cost will increase and it has other 
implications in addition to those, in addition to the direct program. 


Q How much -- how much are we talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Specific dollar figures 
I'é prefer to, if you don't mind -- I'd like to refer that to DOD or 
we can figure it out for you but that, again, the -- or I can look it 
up here in a few minutes, if you like. 


But, again, the basic purpose is to keep the program 
going without slippage, without increasing the costs to, again, try 
to maintain our strategic turn as necessary. And also, again, to 
show our unity with respect to the START negotiations. 


Q Was there some pcint where you promised by September 
30th to have this basiny mode resolved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe the date is 
in the President's letrer. I think it's in December. Is it specified 
in there? 


Q That's the Congress's -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- required date. 
Q Yes, but didn't he promise it earlier. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're going to try to 
have it to Congress as soon as we can. That could be earlier, but I 
can't assure you personally that it will be earlier than that. But 
certainly we'll try to get it in as soon as we can. 


Q The question was was there an assurance made 
earlier that a decision would be forthcoming by that day? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe the answer 
is yes. I believe the answer to that is yes. 


Q Judge Clark, in his one and only public speech, 
talked about specifically keeping open the minuteman silo option, 
and are you saying now that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'm saying is we 
haven't settled on the final option and all options are -- all 
reasonable options are still a possibility. 


Q What's the proper place in relation to MX of the 
BMD? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly, we have to -- 


BMD is always the possible option. That's not to say that we've 
settled on BMD, by no means is it to say that. But it is something 
that is carried along as an option which it could play in the 
panoply of basing options at some time in the future. But, again, I 


emphasize no decisions yet, but we're still in the business of keeping 


our options open and hoping to pin it down and determined to pin it 
down this year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any others? 


Q How much of a delay -- the President saic there'd 
be a year's delay in the MX? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What -- what would that mean? What's the Senate 
version? When would that -- when would the MX come on line if the 
Senate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The way the bill is 
working its way through the Hill, through the system, right now it 
could result in a year's delay and what we'd like to do, by ensuring 
that the money keeps going for missile itself while we settle on the 
basing mode, is to avoid that year's delay. So a year is the key 
factor there. 


Q When's the earliest possible time that the first 
missile could be dceployed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I know but I'd 
prefer to get you a specific answer. Nineteen eighty-six is roughly 
the tire frame we're talking abcut. 

Q That was the original I0C. What is the IOC now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd have to get you an 
answer. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:38 P.M. 


EDT 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND SRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING WITH 
SAUDI FOREIGN MINISTER PRINCE SAUD AND 
SYRIAN FPOREIGN MINISTER KHADDAM 


The Briefing Room 
July 20, 1982 
1:05 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just say a couple 
of words about the logistics and what happened at the meeting in terms 
of who was there and how long it lasted and then hand over to my 
colleague. 


The meeting began at 11:15 a.m. and present on the U.S. side 
were the President, the Vice President, Secretary Shultz, Judge Clark 
and Ambassador Veliotes and members of the NSC staff. 


And trom the Saudi side, there was Prince Saud, Ambassador 
Alhegelan and Dr. Shawaf from Saudi Arabia. 


And from the Syrian side, the Minister of Foreign Affairs; 
the Syrian Ambassador, “ir. Joujejati; and Dr. Sabah Qabbami. 


The meeting, as you know, was scheduled to go from 11:15 a.n. 
to 12:00 p.m., in fact, ran over 20-25 minutes and I think indicative 
of the seriousness of the discussions we had. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You all know of the background 
of this team coming here. They were one of five different teams that 
went off to different Security -- permanent members of the Security 
Council after an Arab League meeting. 


The timing of their coming here was, frankly, determined by 
non-substantive reasons. The President was in California for a while 
and we were in a transition to a new Secretary of State. 


I have very little to add to the characterization of the meeting, 
The general characterization of the meeting, givento you by Prince 
Saud. Doesn't this work? 


Q Yes. 
Q If you'd say something, it will. (Laughter). 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're in the wrong forum, 
Helen. 


The meetings were primarily dedicated to the situation in 
Lebanon. There was a good exchange of views. A follow-on to the -- 
oh, almost three hours of discussions that Secretary Shultz had had 
yesterday in the State Department and the fact that the President 
personally has spent so much time today on this issue is another 
indication of his personal commitment in this matter and his suppor* 
of Ambassador Habib and his mission. 


We did exchange views, some new ideas, which are going to 
form the basis of further discussions. In addition to discussing 
Lebanon both in the White House and in the State Department yesterday, 
of course, we discussed the overall Palestinian issue. This was 
touched on in the White House because you can't discuss the current 
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problem in Lebanon without quickly getting to the core issue which 
is the Palestinian problem itself. 


In that respect, to the extent these discussions touched 
on that issue, the President reiterated our commitment to making 
progress, a renewed commitment, if you will, in light of the situation 
in Lebanon within the framework of the Camp David Accords. 


The other side reiterated their own well-known concerns for 
the Palestinian -- on the Palestinian issue in the context of Lebanon 
and beyond. 
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. Now, with that, I will take some questions. 


Q Did you indicate that there were some new 
iceas, and in what specific areas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; I did not indicate. 
And I will not. 


Q You did. You said new ideas. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes; that is right. 
They came. And we talked. And we talked about some new ideas 
that would be helpful, as we see it, as we move along in the 
ee going on in West Beirut in support of Ambassador 


Q Our new ideas, or the other side? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They came with some 
ideas that we exchanced views on. 


. Q Are they the new ideas that you are referring 
to? 


C Did he leave with anv assurances from the 
Presicent that he would do anything to help the Israelis get out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 


Q Did he leave with any assurances from the 
President that the United States would helr to pursuade the Israelis 
to leave Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position from 
the becinning on this has been that Israel should leave Lebanon. 
To the best of my knowledge, this is consistent, also, with the 
position of the government of Israel, which, both privately 
and publicly, makes clear it has no intention of staying in 
Lebanon and has no intention of permanently occupying Israeli 
territory. In that context, of course the President reiterated 
Our policy pos.tion. It is not new. 


" MEGresst ried For FPuDIICcCation i American rorergn 
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Q Did they tell the President that some Arab 
states, probably Iraq and Algeria, would be willing to accept the 
PLO, perhaps, if there were some long-term commitment on autonomy 
talks and a real movement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not in that 
particular sequence. I know the reports that you are referring to. 
But these two Foreign Ministers, although they were on an Arab Leacue 
mission of course, when you got beyond the terms of reference of 
that Arab League mission, could only speak on behalf of their own 
governments. So they would not presume to speak on behalf of any 
other Arab government. 


*) What understandine does this administration have 
right now as to that possibility or likelihood? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That it is a 
possibility. 

Q Wait, wait, wait. 

Q Is that what you said -- that there is a new 
understanding as a result of today's meetings and yesterday's 
discusssions? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Do you mean by that that there is a possibility 
that Saudi Arabia, which has funded the PLO for so long and is 
currently providing American weaponry to the PLO, will give the 
PLO some homeland in Saudi Arabia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not the 
question that I was answering, I do not think. 


Q That is the one I am proposing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I will answer your 
guestion.., 


Q Great. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Foreign Minister 
of Saudi Arabia came here as part of a team of two Foreign Ministers 
whose basic, Arab League mandzte focused on Security Council 
Resolutions 508 and 509. In the context of the discussions here 
on behalf of his own government and supportinc the goals that we 
have in common of the territorial integrity, the strengthening 
of the central government, et cetera, the Foreign Ministers were 
prepared to discuss the current situation with respect to West 
Beirut to see how a contribution might be made by them which could 
Support the known policies of the Lebanese government with respect 
to the withdrawal of all foreign forces. And that includes Israel. 


Q The question was: Did they offer a place for the 
PLO to go? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you hear my 
answer. 


Q No; I heard an answer that had nothinec to do 
with the question, sir. 


Q Is there any change in the Syrian position 
regarding the possibility of evacuatine the PLO peoole to Syria? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not really 
want to address that. I really do not. 


Q Can we return, please, to the question that 
you were just asked about Irac anc Algeria? You said that this 
government understands that that is a possibility. How were we 
informed of this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We read the same press 
reports that you do, first. Now, I want to be very careful, because 
the two Foreign Ministers are very careful. They were not here 
to speak on behalf of other governments. And I think we owe it 


to them -- 


Q So they sent no official notification. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They did not; they 


éid. not. 
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Q In this meeting it did not -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it did not. 

Q What about to Habib from someone else or just -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you -- 


Q Has there been an official notification of that 
from some other -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From the Algerians 
and the Iragis to Habib? No. 


Q To someone else? 


Q Well, then why did you sort of indicate that you 
had heard of that? Had you only heard of it through the staff? 


Q You said it was a possibility. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 1 said. I said it -- 


Q You said it was not in that sequence so you clearly 
know about it in some other sequence. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that wasn't what 
I was referring to when she mentioned it. 


Q Let's get back to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me get a question 
that I can answer. 


Q The Saudi Foreign Minister said that in the context 
of the Lebanese situation the PLO has said it's willing to withdraw 
from Lebanon and that his concern was in getting, I'm paraphrasing 
here, assurances on the Israeli withdrawal. Were you able in 
these talks to give him or pass on any firmer assurances from the 
United States' side that, as part of a timetable withdrawal of 
PLO forces, the Israelis would also leave? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in the context 
of a specific timetable, Bernie, but certainly a reaffirmation of 
our general policy that there should be, obviously, the Security 
Council resolution should be carried out. We voted for it. We 
have a major responsibility in that respect. And we intend to carry 
it out. 


Q The question that arises here is what is the 
result of the talks yesterday and today? Now, the question was 
asked did Saudi Arabia offer to provide some land in Saudi Arabia 
as a homeland for the Palestinians and you didn't ansvc: tnat 
question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 

Q They did? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I didn't answer it. 
Q You didn't. You don't want to answer it. 

Q You ducked it. You evaded it. Is that it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: And I'm evading it only 


because I'm not going to address that subject. That doesn't mean 
that the subject was or was not discussec. I'm sorry. 


MORE 














eign 


* VECtassitied for Publication in American For 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





( 6 C 


Q Was there any discussion of economic sanctions? 


Q Out of these discussions yesterday and today can 
you characterize whether anything new came out of them that chances 
the picture about the situation in Beirut and Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it adds 2 
new element of possible movement in the near future in the right 
Girection, Don, and I can't go beyond that. Economic sanctions -- 
let me say, no. 


Q When you talked about the new ideas you seemed to 
be saying that they were their ideas that we commented on rather 
than the opposite. Is that the impression that you meant to leave? 


Q Is that it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically, yes. 


Q You referred to the Palestinian question as the 
core of the problem in the Middle East. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Have you received any -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: I said Lebanon, but -- 


Q Well, whatever. Have you received -- you set, 
the State Department set pre-conditions to negotiate with the 
PLO or talk to the PLO or recognize the PLO which is acceptance of 
Israel and 242 and 338. Did the delegation bring you any feedback 
Or input fromthe PLO leadership that you cannot contact directly 
because you don't recognize this subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the extent that 
we discussed that subject and it was not discussed here in the 
White House. It was discussed in familiar terms. We know their 
position. They know our position. 


Q Has there been any movement towards accepting 
your conditions from the PLO that you could tell us about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q No, you can't tell us or no, there hasn't been 
movement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of 
anything. I hear the same rumors you do, but I really, with 
respect to movement towards accepting the requirements, if you will, 
which can be looked at either as a commitment to Israel or an 
Opportunity to the other side, I'm not aware that there has been 
any chance. I've heard about a lot of discussions. I've heard 
about a lot of rumors, but my answer has to stand that nothing has 


been communicated. 


Q Have they carried a letter from Arafat in this 
regard with them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did who? 


Q Have they carried a letter from Arafat in this 
regard? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q A message, a verbal -- 
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Q A messace? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The issue was not 
discussed with the President. I’m sorry. I made that clear. I 
tried to make it clear. Let me -- Dan? 


Q Is the coffer of U.S. forces on a temporary basis 
still a live part of this complex of issues being discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIOV OFFICIAL: Yes, it is, very much 
sco. 


Q Was it discussed today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it was discussed 
in the context of discussing a review of the situation, where we are. 


Q And is it still, as we understand it, is the 
seconcé version of as we understand it which would -- it would be 
the temporary assistance simply for the evacuation which, in and 
of itself, would assist in strengthening the central government, 
but not to stay to strencthen the central government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it would be 
temporary. 


Q Where is this movement that you speak of? Is 
it on a specific issue? Is it on the whole question of Lebanon? 
I mean, you’re being very evasive. We have to write true stories, 
so why don’t you give us a little bit more? Is it on the overall 
problem? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say it has rele- 
vance to the Overall problem, definitely. 


Q These discussions -- only in the context of -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry; start again. 


Q This ciscussion, these new ideas which were brought 
here, how will they be followed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have a real problem 
of opening up tco many channels, you know, so if -- I wouleé assume that 
we would have a -- that views would be communicated to us put that 
as soon as possible we would be communicating to Phil Habib and Phil 
Habib will be doing -- you know, coordinating and being responsible. 


Q There is no shift in the President's attitude towards 
Lebanon? His policy towarcs Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No change. None whatsoever. 

Q No change at all? 

Q When you say it has relevance to the overal’ nz slem, 
you mean specifically that what you have identified is the overai! long- 
term issue of the future of the Palestinians? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I was talking about 
tne -- I was asked about new ideas and was this specific or did it have 
any impact on the overall issue of Lebanon, and I said, yes, for the 
overall -- it had relevance to the overall issue facino us in Lebanon. 

Q You get a new degree in diplomacy. (Laucghter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:19 P.M. EDT 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
TEST BAN TREATY 


July 20, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
1:59 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The issue of nuclear 
testing has been under review within the administration as part of a 
broad-based review of arms control policies and initiatives. ‘The 
administration and previous administrations have been devoted to 
the long-term goal of concluding 2 comprehensive test ban and, indeed, 
this remains the administration's goal. The administration believes 
that a comprehensive test ban should be considered in the context of 
broad, deep, and verifiable arms reductions, expanded confidence- 
building measures and improve verification capabilities that would 
justify confidence in Soviet compliance with a comprehensive test ban. 


’ 


In the context of that broad rubric of arms control goals, 
we are proceeding, as you know, on a number of courses. We are in 
Geneva working toward deproductions in the START negotiations and in 
INF. We are in Vienna and have been for a long time negotiating for 
meaningful reductions in conventional arms. In other multinational 
foray, as you're familiar with I believe, we've been trying to make 
procress in securing Soviet agreemen= to confidence-building measures 
that reduce the risk of war and the chances of misinterpretation. 


I should also aside, I think, that there has been 
established, and is underway today, a working group in Geneva within 
the context of the CCD working upon verification issues in particular 
related, cf course, to nuclear testinc. 


We think that a comprehensive ban on nuclear testing 
must remain a component of this administration's long-term arms 
control objectives, but there are problems to be overcome and these 
deal essentially with verification. My experience has been that the 
Soviets simply have not or have refused to accept measures that would 
assure effective verification. 


‘ VECtasstiried for Publication in American roreign 
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When you deal specifically with the area of nuclear 
testing limitations, this administration is determinec to make progress 
on this front. We're going to press forward anc seex ways in which 
we can correct verification problems that have been associated with 
the Threshold Test Ban and with the Peaceful Nuclear Explosion’s 
Treaties. , 


At present, we cannot effectively verify the TTB and the 
PNE teaties. 


Q How about putting that in English? What's a TTB? 
Q Can you spell out those -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Theshold Test Ban 
Treaty and the Peaceful Nuclear Explosion's Treaties. 


The United States and the Soviet Union in 1976 agreed 
that we would not test, either of us, in excess of 150 kilotons. The 
United States, for its part, has complied with that agreement. However, 
on several occasions, seismic signals from the Soviet Union have been of 
a sufficient magnitude to call into question Soviet compliance with the 
threshold of 150 kt., kilotons, and it's because of the uncertainties 
in our yield estimation process that the United States cannot prove 
beyond any reasonable doubt that the Soviets have violated the Threshold 
Test Ban Treaty. 
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The Soviets have always asserted, when challenged on this 
point, that they have not violated the agreement. But 


/ ( 


this underscores the problem. And that is uncertainty, and the 
recuirement to remove this uncertainty to the maximum extent 
feasible by improved verification procedures. 


= Our security, in the President's judgment, requires 
. that we do not agree to an unverifiable treaty. We cannot have 
a repetition of our experience with the unverifiable biological 
wearcrs convention. And we cannot have a repetition of the 
yellow rain episode. Therefore, we are committed to securinc 
amproved verification arrangements for the TTBT and the Peaceful 
Nuclear Explosions Treaties. . 


Our objective is to seek Soviet agreement to negotiate 
improved verification procedures which would make the Threshold 
Test Ban Treaty and the PNE Treaty adequate for submission for 
ratification. And we will pursue that goal determinedly. 


In addition, as we mentioned, we are, also, discussing 
verification measures on a multilateral basis in Geneva in a 
special working group established earlier this year in the 
Committee on Disarmament. 


At this time, I, and my colleague, would welcome 
your guestions. 


Q You are verifying The New York Times story? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; I would not 
go on every line and statement in the story. 


Q What do you object to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically, I would 
rather take the positive cast and say just here -- 


Q You came here to discuss The New York Times 
story. You did not come to make an announcement to this country 
of what you had cone. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We came here to 
say what we intend to do. And that is what I have said. 
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Q What you are telling us is you are going to try 
to renegotiate the Threshold Test Ban Treaty. You are going to 
try to renegotiate the PNE. And, while you are going to try to 
co something on the Comprehensive Test Ban, you have these oroblems 
with verification with it, also. Is that not the sum of what you 
are saying? 


SENIOR ADOMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: I think renegotiation 
is toc Sroac an expression for what we intend here. What we are 
trying to ¢o is to strengthen the verification provisions of both 
of those. 


Q Are you telling us that you are coing to 
negotiate verification separately, before you negotiate future 
testing? You are not going to negotiate the Comprehensive Test 
Ban Treaty. And you are going to work on verifications first. 
Is that correct? 


SENIOR AULMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we are saying 
is that there is a TTBT. Tnere is a Threshole Test Ban Treaty 
in existence now. It was signed in '74. It has not been ratified 
at this time by either the Soviets or by ourselves. As my colleague 
said, since 1976, we have been comolying with this 150 kiloton 
threshold limit on testing. As we have looked again at whether we 
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should ratify or not, the decision that he is referring to has to 
do with the fact that we do not feel that the verification 
provisions which are in the Protocol to this Treaty -- which is 
part of the Treaty, but it is separate; it is the Protocol -- we 
do not feel that those are adequate to give us confidence that we can 
verify this 150 kiloton ban within the limits that we feel we 
need to. For that reason, we are looking at the verification 
measures associated with the Protocol to the TTB Treaty. 


Q Sir, if you say you are trying to strengthen 
the ratification provisions in a treaty or treaties which have not 
yet been ratified by the Senate, are you not saying you are going 
to try to negotiate the treaties, or at least the Protocols? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Well, how do you strencthen verification without 
further negotiations with the Soviet on changes in the treaties? 


Q If there will be further necotiations, is that 
not renegotiating? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not mean to 
mislead. Earlier, I took the "renegotiation" to apply, broadly, 
to all cf the provisions of the Treaty. No; that is not true, 
the verification portions as they are contained in the Protocols of 
the Treaties. 


Q So you are going to try to renegotiate the 
Pretccols? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 
These are not, however, essential changes to the Treaties themselves. 
The Treaty talks about the limit. And there are certain basic 
provisions. The verification provisions in the TTST are rather 
rudimentary. And we are saying we need to strengthen those. 


Now, we do not know if the Soviet Union will want 
to é¢o this. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we don't know if the 
Soviet Union will want to do this. All this has to be developed and 
proposed in the future. 


- 


__ == Saying that ratification is on hold until you 
get this verification worked out to your satisfaction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, yes. 
Q Are you not going to abide -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the back there, please? 


Q What does this do to compliance? The United States 
would say it'd been complying since '76. Are you now saying that 
you feel free to not comply because you can't verify the Soviets? 
What's the position on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we don’t -- would not 
alter our policies toward continueé compliance with -- 


Q Would either of you explain what you have to do 
physically to get the verification that you want to get? Do you 
have to walk around on the ground in Russia or what physically has 
to be done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those specific details -- 
whether you have to walk around the ground, it really depends on what 
limit of verification you're willing -- what degree of uncertainty 
you're willing to live with. And those issues as to how much we 
can do without having to have on-site inspection, for example, 
have yet to be determined. We have to consider that in further 
work on verification. We have done some. But much more needs to 
be done and a decision has to be made by the President as to what 
specific verification policy we will have. 


C Are you wilting to live with “uncertainty” as you 
put it on this? You said it depends on what degree of uncertainty 
you're willing to lave with. Are you willing to live with uncertainty? 
Ane insofar as treaties, have the Soviet Union shown a great incli- 
mation to isave by many treaties, indeed, hardly any or what? I 
mean, a@ll this uncertainty is a little bit rough when it deals with 
missiles and so forth, doesn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In this particular area 
where a nuclear explosion can have an explosive value which you may 
Measure rather imprecisely, that is, your results may be orders of 
magnitude different 4epending upon variables which you cannot control 
here by the means currently being used. And what we're saviiic is 
that we're trying to vubstantially reduce the uncertainty which 
exists today. 


< Fow can you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: And you can never he 
entirely, precisely certain. 


— 


/ -- except on-site, 48 I understand it. Isn't that 
the on.y way -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFPicta.: Even there -- 
o “- you can get verification that's sure -- on-site, 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘iot necessarily, no. 





VES ta@ss'Trted for Publication in American roreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Can I ask a couple of questions -- 
Q -- continue to abide by the terms? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q Does this apply only to underground testing? It 
does not apply to any of the past treaties on the atmosphere? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it doesn't. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are all unaffected. 


Q Would you address the CTBT because really you haven't 
addressed that. You've told us about these other two. The Times 
story today said a decision had been made yesterday not to resume 
negotiations on the CTBT. Is that correct and you reaffirmed your 
interest isn it but are you going to negotiate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think that the first 
ti:. sg that has to be done is to get to what we have and let's make 
that workable and effective and that is to strengthen the verification 
provisions of the TTST and the PNE. John? 


Q Are you going to put this aside until you get what 
you want on these other two treaties which is, in effect, saying 
you're going to postpone or you're going to put off negotiating a 
CTST until you get the threshhold and the PNE -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's fair in general 
terms. The administration remains committed to the CTB as a goal 
but -- 


Q Committed but you don’t plan to do anything in the 
near-term about it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: It depends how well 
we do on the TTBT and the PNE anc as well right now, we are in Geneva 
anc will continue to participate and verification working group 
analyses that are re.sred to CTB. 


Q Has the Soviet 'nion -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, it's really not 
quite right to say that we will not remain engaged on related matters 
because we are and we will remain so. 

< Has the Soviet Union given any indication that it's 
Willing to look in any productive sense at those verification 
provisions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't had ar 
exchange with therm on that subject yet. 


G ‘se it fair to say that -- 

SENICHR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ; want ° : john -- 
*yst 42 ™inute. 

° The 1980 Pepublican platform which | believe yau 


ned a nang in draft.og and which Candidate Feagan and President 
Peagan strongly supported, pledges an en. *o wheat was called the 


Carter Administration cover-up of Soviet violations of the &/.LT I 
and II Treaties. When would you anticipate the adminiatration is 
going to end the Carter cover-up of these *reaty vio.,ations, 

SENIOR ADMINIGTPATION OFFICIAL Which treaty violations 


are you referring *o? 


Twrwer* oa” 


ee eee * TF ee 
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Q The Republican party platform said that the 
Carter administration covered up Soviet violations of SALT I and II 
anc that the present administration would end this coverup and expose 
these Soviet violations of those two treaties. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not 
prepared today to comment or give you a record sheet on what the 
Soviets may or may not have done with regard to SALT I and SALT II. 
In general, the Soviets have complied with their interpretation of 
SALT I and, to a large extent, to SALT II. I don't think we want 
to get into that today. 


Q Why not? I'd love to get into it. 


STNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These treaties have 
some verification problems that have been pointed out in the past 
and our verification in this regard is primarily with national, 
technical means. 


Q But in the judgment of either of you, has the 
Soviet Union violated either the SALT I or the SALT II Treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we have made 
very clear and we continue to, John. Our briefings take place on 
the Hill by the community and the compliance community within the 
government here and the record of our carrying to the Soviet Union 
and the SEC in Geneva our attitude toward apparent violations of 
any of the 1979's agreements is quite a long history. And the 
position of this administration is firmly and unequivocally that, 
whenever there is an apparent violation, that we will make clear 
in emphatic terms our attitude about it, carry it to the SEC and 
try to get it resolved there. 


Q But you speak about it in the future tense, “whenever 
there is one". My question is, in your opinion, have the Soviets 
viclated either the SALT I or SALT II Treaties which the Republican 
party platform said they had? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If we hadn't had 
concerns about it, we wouldn't have raised the issues that we have 
on countless times and so, to your question of have they ever, if 
we nadn't felt that they had, we wouldn't have raised it. We did. 

Q Why don't you say, “Yes, they have"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said we did. 


Q May I ask you -- You hinted -- 

Q I thought he said he didn't want to talk about it. 
why not ‘ast say, “Yes, *hey have violated frequently.” In fact, it 
'e@ 8 raricy wnen the Soviet Unicon keeps a treaty. Why wot j;ust 


come out and say it like the Republican platform did? ! don'* 
snderetand this evasion. 


9 Should we write when we go back that vou are 
saying that the Soviets have not lived up to the treaty on the 
4ilotons underground testing? bdo you have proof of th. te? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What | sa'd wan that 
on several occasions the information that we were abie to obtain 
surely did call into question whether or not the Soviet Union's 
test had been within the 150 we limit and that uncertainty is what 


makes it essential that you get better ver. fication 


d Oid we yuestion 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: Nh each occasion we 
Nave questioned, yda, 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes, several 
times. 


Q Were any of them recent? Like last month? 


Q Can you give us any kind of timetable on that? 
The last time that happened? 


Q This vear? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This year. 


C This year, this administration. Well, was there 
mot one about a month ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q The Chinese -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Apparently there's pretty broad bipartisan support 


for these two treaties on the Hill and you guys got some letters 
from both Demowrats and Republicans urcing you to go forward with 


these treaties. Co they have-- are the people on the Hill that are behind 


these, umaware of these uncertainties you talk about or why are you 
deciding to go back when they've urged you to get them ratified? 


SENICA ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm giad you put it 
that way because, frankly, I would kind of cast what we're saying 
here in @ positive sense. I guess that's my job, but I mean it. I 
was at the Senate Armed Services Committee when we consicered the 
SALT II Treaty and it was unquestionable that verification was 
@ real concern. 


Q I'm not talking about -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's important, 
however. We are not about to go up with a treaty in wh'ch we feel 
strongly, on which we feel stronaly, that we know cannot fail because 


there are real concerns on the Hill about verification. So, it's 
wath the intent of getting an agreement that we can ratify, that 
we're going to yet verification procedures incorporated into it that 
will not make it vulnerable to that criticism when it’s submitted. 


Q I’m sorry if I'm still a little bat foggy. Can 
you explain to me again in real basic terms how it is that you're 
not stopping the discussions on the CBT? I was under the 
impression for a couple of minutes from some of the questioning 
that you were working on these cther things and you were going to 
mold that in abeyance for a while. fuu're saying that's not so? 
I'm not fo.lowing you. 


MORE 
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SC You mace the impression by saying yo. were coins to 
gO ahead with the other two treaties first. Now isn’t that precisely 
what yOu S$a@ic? Are you going tc go ahead with the CTST -- I mean wath 
the threshoic anc the PNE first, and therefore the: is the implication. 
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mean to mislead 


you. Yes, Cur priority is on TTBT and PNE, but ee are not discontinuing 
a.. efforts fuil-stcs. We are going to continue these efforts in Geneva 
WhicRr ere re.atec to the CTB. 

~ On verification? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL That is right 


to resume those 


negotia- 
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VISIT OF THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED REPUBLIC OF CAMEROON 
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SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It is very 
flattering to se2 so many news people interested in 
Cameroon. I think there are more people in this room from 
the media than I have seen for two years in Cameroon. And 
since my last assignment was about five years long in Saudi 
Arabia, it is with a certain hankering to see more people in 
the news in Cameroon, and I hope the Ahidjo visit will perhaps 
bring more of you and perhaps of your colleagues to Cameroon. 


I can assure you of a warm welcome if you ever manage to make 
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it to that part of Africa. P 

; I will talk a little bit about Cameroon and a little 
bit about American interests there. Then if you have got - 
some questions, I will speak to those. 

Cameroon is an interesting country. It has gone 
through its national life backwards. Many other African 
countries began with a full treasury, a well-trained civil 
service, a tradition of good administration. Cameroon came to 
independence with a very fragmented and a very stormy background 


Cameroon has, to begin with, about 150 different 


linguistic, ethnic, religious groups. In 1960, when it became 











< 
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independent, these groups were locked in what looked to be 

a long, drawn-out, bloody civil war. The civil war went on. 
It began before 1960 and continued a little bit attceverés. 
It was one of the first places where Phil Habib had to go 
abroad as a crisis manager and a crisis surveyor, and he said 
to me, “Hot stuff in Cameroon in those days. Boy, between 
the French Foreign Legion and the Leftists Guerrillas chasing 


each other through the mountains -- those were the days, Hume." 


I said, "Well, that sounds like really something." 





He said, "Don't get your hopes up. It is not like 
that today." And so I didn't know how to take that. But, and 
I think this is the key theme of Cameroon's history. It has 
now been independent for 22 years. It has been stable for 
most of those 22 years. It has developed, not dramatically, 
but, let's say, never less than 2 percent and never more than 
6 or 7 percent compounded annually every year. 

It has done nothing very dramatic. Its emphases 
have always been given to the development of agriculture and 
education. It has pursued a resolutely non-aligned foreign 
policy. Not non-aligned in the sense that Cuba is. It is 
not a policy behind which you can throw spitballs at the 


United States. It has just been plain non-aligned. 


It is my impression that foreign policy in Cameroon 


is very much the handmaiden of domestic policy. What really 
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3° 
matters to the Cameroonians and to their President is that 
Cameroon remains stable, quiet, everything in its place. 
And one way that things get out of place is by a country 
adopting extreme or contentious international positions. They 
have been very careful by their foreign policy to try to ward 
off contention, to ward off those pressures that could perhaps 
begin to destabilize, that could slow up the aggregating 
process that President Ahidjo wants to see developing under 
his control. 

Most recently, Cameroon has discovered oil, and 
they are handling it very cautiously. They don't speak about 
it. They spend a minimum of that oil money. 

It is a country which, when you look at it, now 
twenty years later, you are struck by the lack of salience 
about most things Cameroonian. 

Watching its development has been like watching 
the minute hand -- or maybe the hour hand of your clock -- 
but it has gone forward and has never gone backward, and it 
has never stopped. 

Perhaps it is a small winner. Perhaps some of its 
Significance -- and I said to some of my friends in African 
Affairs, "You can't send a Foreign Service Officer any place 
without him trying to find something signficiant about his 


country. Robinson Crusoe and Friday agreed that their island 


had a great strategic significance, and they are probably 
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waiting for the base negotiations to begin." 

Well, I won't say that Cameroon is strategically 
a key spot in Africa, although when Libya was becoming active 
in Chad, it had some strategic significance. But it has 
some significance with regard to Africa and perhaps other 
parts of the developing world, but maybe especially Africa, 
because when you read the Berg Report, it is a very depressing 
piece of reading. It is almost as depressing as the front 
pages of our major newspapers. Everybody seems to be getting 
poorer fast. 

Perhaps what some countries in Africa and some 
developing countries need as much as or more as additional 
economic assistance is hope. The example that if they do 
the right thing, maybe the too could develop. 

There is no Charles Atlas course promised them by 
the Cameroonian example. Just the fact that if they do things 
prudently, quietly and steadily, twenty years later they are 
going to be significantly better than people who did not do 
these things quietly and consistently and steadily. 

Twenty years seems a long time to wait. And if in 
the meantime you have dismantled much of your productive 


apparatus and sent most of your educated people to exile in 


UNESCO or teaching in graduate schools in the United States, 


it is pretty hard, because first you have got to reclaim that 
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ground. Then you have got to get on with the job further. 
That is a pretty daunting prospect. But some kind of hope 
can be offered by the Cameroonian example. Because here is 
a country that started out with very little and as it has 
Slowly edged forward, other countries have slowly edged back- 


wards, and sometimes moved backwards rather dramatically. 





I am not here to point fingers at people, but I 
was accredited also for a period to Equatorial Guinea, and 
there is a country that was one of the show cases of African 
development in 1960, and then one of their dictators proceeded 
to murder and massacre about one out of every five citizens 
in the country, and the country is in very bad condition today. 

As a result, when you are in Cameroon, and you per- 
haps travel to nearly countries that have had very troubled 
pasts and presents, you come back and you think, “Gosh, what * 
a difference." It seems stodgy, it seems unexciting sometimes, 
unexciting in the kind of thing that no shuttle diplomacy 
is going on in Cameroon. But if you are a businessman, you 
welcome that kind of a situation. 

Perhaps Foreign Service people are a little bit 
like news people. We are pathologists. We look for sick 


people. That is where the research is going on. But once 


in a while, and after twenty-odd years in the Foreign Service, 


usually working with very sick patients, or those that might | 
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fall ill, it has been an interesting experience to work 
with a country that is relatively healthy. 

You may say a few, yes, nothing is perfect, but 
generally it is a country which in actuarial terms is 
insurable. 

About our interests in Cameroon and how they affect 
and how they will be promoted by President Ahidjo's visit here. 
We have very few -- we have no contentious bilateral interests, 
that are issues that have to be threshed out on the rug during 
this visit. 

Cameroon's relations with the United States have 
always been good. It is non-aligned, but not in a negative 
sense. It values the Free World presence throughout the devel- 
oping world because of the breathing space it gives countries 
like Cameroon to develop at their own pace and without Leftist 
interference. 

There are bilateral questions and multilateral ques- 
tions where obviously we and they disagree. They think we 
should take a stronger stand on South Africa. They think 
that the terms of trade, although Cameroon has done fairly 
well by them, are by and large not very fair to the developing 
countries and are skewed in favor of the developed ones. 

These are pretty standard issues. They repeat then, 


but they are not the kind of issues that interfere with the 
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conduct of our business, which is Business. 

This year, our economic presence in Cameroon has 
done well. It began with the then largest economic missidn 
ever sent abroad by the Reagan Administration -- I once said 
the Nixon Administration when I spoke to a visiting journal- 
ist, and I was very -- and they liked that very much. Having 
Secretary Baldrige and Secretary Block come to Cameroon was 
a sign that, when we spoke of traditionally friendly ties, 
it wasn't just a toast and then very good, it is time for 
you to leave, back in the box, we will talk about that once 
again when we get together next time. It was an earnest of 
our interest in Cameroon. 

Some very good businessmen came out. Many doors 
were open, and more than half of the businessmen that came 
out in the delegation have, thank heavens, followed up and 
returned to Cameroon and a fair number have actually closed 
deals in Cameroon. 

One of the great difficulties in the past, not 
just in Cameroon but elsewhere where I have worked, is that 
the doors are open and businessmen will poke their head in 
and say, "Gosh, it is kind of dark in there, I don't think 
I will take a chance. I will go back to Indianapolis." 


Then the foreigners, having gotten their hopes up, say, "You 


Americans, you don't have much bottom. You are not in it for 
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the long push. 

I think we are turning the corner in Cameroon, 
and that the visit of Secretary Baldrige and Secretary Block 
was a real icebreaker. 

In addition, soon thereafter David Rockefetler 
came back and told them that the Chase Bank was going to expand 
its operations. Two other American banks are, or soon will be, 
in operation in Cameroon. We have increased our reputation 
there. We have a Consulate in Douala, as well as an Embassy 
in Yaounde. We now have a Consulate-General in Douala, and 
that does a great deal of Business work. 

American exports are increasing. We export to 
Cameroon about a hundred million dollars worth of goods a year. 
However, we import from Cameroon about six hundred million 
dollars worth of goods a year. So, it is for very good balance 
of payments reasons that we are pushing our export products 
in Cameroon. 

Q Is that in oil? 

rN It is virtually all oil, yes. We import about 
90 percent of Cameroon's oil. 

Cameroon also is a very big producer of coffee and 
cocoa, but we don't get involved in that very much. Coffee 


and cocoa goes elsewhere. 


I am encouraged that as a result of this visit, 
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we will have at both the business level and at the overt level 
of recognition, the kind of recognition that can only be 
given between Chiefs of State. We will have an entree, a ; 
locus standi, with the Cameroon that we can expand what we 
are doing now on the commercial and the economic side. 

If you have some questions, please go ahead. I 
may think of other things to mention. 

Q What is the production level? What are they 
pumping? 

A About 100,000 barrels of oil a day. 

Q And they are depressing that? 

re They are keeping that just steady. They don't 
plan to expand that and they are very pleased that they don't 
have to expand it. That oil takes care of all of their 
domestic needs, and it gives them something to invest, not so 
much something to spend. They are perfectly happy to keep it 
in the ground. The old argument that the oil will appreciate 
more in the ground, and perhaps in the long run, and the 
short run, too, it will be less troublesome to their own 
development plans. 

I have often said, if I were a developing country 
and I had a choice between finding 031 and not finding oil, 


I would probably be well advised to opt for not finding the 


oil. 
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Q Is there any question of U.S. aid? Is there 
an AID program? 

A We have an AID program that in this fiscal 
year totals over $12 million a year, mostly into agriculture, 
agribusiness and education. Just about all. That is virtually 
all of it. 

These levels are rising moderately. We have signed 
some loans over the next five or six years totalling about 
$43 million that will set up in Cameroon the first land-grant 
agricultural university in Africa. 

This is very much in line with the President's 
emphasis on agriculture. In fact, two thingsI think are very 
good when you come to a new country. One is to read the primary 
school history books that the country puts out, and the other 
is to read the collected speeches of the Chief of State. I 
read Ahidjo's collected speeches not forever, but from 1975 
to the present. It was very tough going. All on agriculture. 
Just about all on agriculture except for a few other topics. 
Like heroes of Cameroon history. 

There was a very great emphasis on keeping people 
in the countryside; keeping people productive; keeping people 
tied, literally, to their roots in Cameroon; keeping them out 
of the city where they will become corner boys and lay-abouts. 


This agriculture university will, like our regular 


* 
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land-grant schools, provide three levels of systems, three 
levels of education -- instruction in the classroom, research, 
and a kind of feedback service for farmers where they can 
bring issues to the university and get answers about crops 
and seeds and pests, and the like. 

I think this zshould do something good for the 
management of Cameroon's agriculture, the development of its 
managerial personnel, and maybe provide a market for U.S. 
agribusiness, too. 

Q Is this university already working? 

A It is a small school there now, but it is not -- 
it is just a small Cameroonian college at the present time, 
but under the auspices of the University of Florida, that will 
be the U.S. parent institution or partner institution, the 
University of Florida will work on a school of tropical agri- 
culture development in Cameroon. 

Q Is it in Douala? 

A Near Douala in a place called Tschang. 

President Ahidjo is also very pleased. He doesn't 
just say “Agriculture is very good." He comes to the United 
States for a week -- less than that, five or six days -- 


spends three or so days in Washington, a couple of days in 


New York, and one of those days he goes down to Florida to 


see the laboratories of the University of Florida. 
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We gave him a whole list of possibilities. Some 
heavy on the recreational side; some heavy on the petroleum 
and business side; some heavy on the agriculture side; and 
we personally pushed the University of Florida. We said, 
"You know, all these things you can do, but the University 
of Florida is our top center for tropical agricultural research 
and out-reach, and right away that is the one he chose. He 
said, "In my limited time, I have only got one day for free, 
I think I will go to the University of Florida and see their 
agricultural laboratories." 

I thought that was good. And that message goes 
back. It is not just what the President says, but the fact 
that he goes and he does that. We can go often and talk to 
people and say, "I don't think you need so many lawyers, 

I think you need a few more farmers or farm technicians." 

So, I am very happy about that particular angle of 
our US AID program. 

Q What other visits has he made to this country? 
How long has he been President? 

A He has been President since 1960. He is 58 
years old. He was pretty young, I guess, when he became 
President. He was 36, or something like that. 


Q Since independence. 


A He is the Father of his country. He has visited 
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the United States in 1970 on a private visit; in 1969 on an 
official yisit; in ‘67 on another visit; in ‘62 or ‘63 -- ‘62 
on a visit; and then in '59 -- in ‘62 he met President Kennedy, 
and in ‘59 he often mentions that he met President Eisenhower, 
when he was not quite Chief of State then, he was the Prime 
Minister under the French, so he has been around for a long 
time. 

Q You gave a very glowing account of the hope 

nd 


that Cameroon offers the rest of Africa. What are the warts? 


What is the cost? 
2 


A All the warts that you see in other countries 
are there. It is a matter of relative size, the kind of magnifi- 
cation you give them. 

You have got the problem of population growth. You 
have got the problem, can they hang on to their agricultural 
edge? Right now they export a small amount of food surpluses. 
Can they hang on to that? Can they educate the cohorts of 
young school attenders and job-seekers that you know are 
already on the way? Will they be able to handle corruption? 
Will they be able to handle the growing pains? 

It is a one-party system with a certain amount of 
openness. But what will happen in the long-run? 


In the case of Cameroon, perhaps you can still be 


somewhat optimistic because you have got a reasonable basis 
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14 
on which to make projections from. You have got 22 years 
of experience, and certain trends are indicated by these 
22 years of very, very consistent performance. 

In a word, I think they will have to struggle hard, 
but they see what the problems are, and that with a certain 
amount of struggle, five or ten years from now they will have 
continued to improve their position by a modest few percentage 
points every year. 

Q Why is this trip being made at this time? 

What does the United States hope to get out of it? What 
does the President of Cameroon want? 

py The President of Cameroon -- they see it as a 
very good year for Cameroon. They celebrated 22 years of 
independence and ten years as a united republic. He sees 
himself as a fairly senior member of the OAU. He is one of 
the three or four most senior African leaders. He is inter- 
ested -- he is successful, but I guess nobody feels himself 


too successful, and he enjoys travelling and enhancing his 





international reputation. 

He has made a number of trips this year. He has 
made a state visit to Canada; an official visit to Great 
Britain; and an official visit to France. This will be his 


fourth high level visit. 


In our case, it is the hope to improve our competitive. 
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Of course we want to further improve our traditional friendly 
ties. Let that go at the head of everything that we say 
on this visit. But beyond that, we hope to improve our tra- 
ditionally profitable commercial and economic ties. 

Also, why not recognize a small winner? You some- 
times hear comments -- I have heard them from Cameroonians -- 
that the West tends to give more attention and concern to 
people who lose big rather than to people who just quietly 
go about their business, and duck the hard votes at the United 
Nations, but maintain a good, solid state of affairs at home. 

I think, on our part, it is for reasons of self- 
interest, and also to give some recognition to a small success 
story. 

It is hard to judge other countries. You shouldn't 
try to oversell an argument, because then it loses all of 
its credibility. 

There is an argument to be made, and I have travelled 
to Chad and I have travelled to other countries in Africa, 
and I think that you come back to Cameroon and you see 
a bureaucracy that functions, everybody has been in their 
jobs for 22 years. They are dcing it better now than they 


did when they were inexperienced, and you have a feeling 


that there is some substance to the government and its 


administration. 
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Q How crucial is President Ahidjo to this con- 
tinued progress? 

A He was essential to it -- he was 100 percent. 
essential in 1960. In 1970, I would say -- -- it's like a 
life insurance policy -- I would say he was 75 percent essen- 
tial. Five years ago, 50. I would say now he is probably 
30 or 40 percent essential. Because in 22 years of steady 
development and constant co-optation -- maybe this is a 
point that -- what is impressive about Ahidjo is that he 
has never done anything dramatically wrong. That is, just 
again on the negative side, he has no desire to reform the 
Cameroonian man, no desire to -- the word "new", the new 
order. There are no new orders. It is just the old order, 
and do it a little bit better. 

He has always been contented with these small gains. 
He is a very patient man. He is very patient. He doesn't -- 


there are no Cameroonian movements of consequence, no leaders 


_of consequence outside of Cameroon. 


The Parliament, however -- and the para-state organi- 
zations are full of former Leftists and guerrilla leaders, 
in fact, who are now Vice Directors of the National Railroad 
or head of the Foreign Relations Subcommittee, and spending 
several months of the year at international conferences. 


The domestication of his opposition has been 
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very interesting. People will say he doesn't like to 
imprison people. He doesn't like to execute people. Those 
are sloppy, untidy. They traumatize a body. What you have - 
got to do is bide your time and offer them a job. Don't 
push them to the breaking point. Eventually, they will accept 
that job in the National Airlines. 

He has been very skillful at welding together a 
consensus in Cameroon. Amnesty International -- I mean, 
there are political prisoners in Cameroon. Amnesty International 
pegs the number however at something around ten, or maybe 
less. The last time they were talking about four. 

This is the order of magnitude. Certainly under 
twenty. For a country in Africa, that isn't too bad. 

Q As his importance diminishes and he gets older, 
what do you see for the political process? He could go in 
the next couple of years of natural causes. What happens 
then? 

fy He is 58. He is in okay health, but not great 
health. He smokes too much, overweight, no exercise. 

Probably now, were he to die -- he has surrounded 
himself -- the entire state now consists of quite a number 
of well-educated, experienced politicians who have been 


selected by him and molded in his image. They are very alike -- 


solid, sober, quiet, undemonstrative, a lot of them Muslim 
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gentlemen, and the Christians -- the country makes very 
few distinctions at all on ethnic and religious grounds, 
but they all tend to follow the Ahidjo mold. They have all 
got a very big stake in the system. There is a very large -- 
In 1960, there were, the numbers of groups that did not have 
a stake inthe system was larger than the number of people 
that constituted the system. 

Now the system is larger by considerable measure 
than any of the potential groups or combination of groups 
against it. I think that if Ahidjo were to depart the scene 
that there would be very little change in the course of events, 
that someone who looks and scunds and moves and acts just like 
Ahidjo would take over the job -- and there are several -- 
and Ahidjo would be quickly deified. And realizing that, or 
remembering two things: one ther things were really awful 
back in the -- there is nothing to keep people on the 
straight and narrow as their recollection of a really horrify- 
ing civil war. I guess in Spain for a long time that acted 
as a damper on political activism. And the others thought 
of how much they have invested in this current system -- 
houses and jobs and scholarships for their children and 
hopes of preferment for themselves. 


It goes down to the younger generation where the 


students of the University are excessively pampered, and so 
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there is a big interest that has been built up. Everybody 
has an equity in the system now. 

Q To follow up, do you envision a more democratic 


process evolving in the sense of a democratic process as 





we know it, or do you simply see a continuation of this legacy? 
A I don't see a democratic process evolving. I 
see a continuation of this, what can you call it, a certain 
paternalistic -- things are discussed. People talk and talk 
and talk about things and somehow a consensus emerges. You 
know the boss is listening to you and you know that he has 
got the final word, but insensibly people seem to move towards 
a consensus. 
Again, you never see white spots in the newspapers 
in Cameroon. Everybody knows -- twenty years of training, 
of obedience training, and learning to control oneself. These 
years have established parameters within which people know 
they we safe. Beyond them lies terror incognito. It is kind 
of dangerous to go out there, you know. Boy, you remember 
what happened when you were a boy and the guerrillas were going on. 
Everybody wants to live within this illuminated 
zone, and I think this is what would continue. Not a closed 
system. Within the party, a lot of opinion. They talk about 


dosage, the spoils. Everybody has got something in it for 


themselves in the system. It makes it inefficient, but it 
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does produce consensus. 





Q How has the French presence changed? 
A It is big. It hasn't decreased in size. The 
French in the last, say, over the twenty years, they have 


moved — they have been moved out of the line positions in 
the government and occupy advisory positions, but just as 
advisers. 

The Cameroonians make it very much of a point, and 
the French often complain and admit that these decisions are 
made by Cameroonians for Cameroonians, and that often the 
French will get the shaft just the way other people will 
get the shaft. In fact, the Cameroonians love to give the 
shaft to the French, the way some Arab societies with which 
we are very closely associated like to give us the shaft once 
in awhile. They like to just let us know that they are 
still themselves. 

But, they are the largest community. We have perhaps 
1,500 to 2,000 Americans. The French have, say, 16,000 
French there -- men, women and children. 

Q Is there any military sales program to them? 
Do they feel any defense problems from their neighbors? 

rN There is a border dispute with Nigeria that 
flared up last year. It is not resolved, but it is being 


managed in a rational and low-key way by the two Chiefs 


of State who have a great deal in common. They both come 
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from the same background of Fulani, Hausa-speaking, Muslim 
dignitaries. You see them together and you would think they 


were members of the same family. They speak the same African 


< 


languages. The interests of Nigeria and Cameroon are seen 
to be parallel ones. 

They have sent a very good ambassador to Cameroon 
after a couple of years absence, which is a good sign. He 
is a very excellent, very able, senior Nigerian diplomat. 


So that is the only foreign affairs problem with 





a neighbor that really concerns them at the moment, now that 
Chad is a little quieter. 
At one point they had more than 100,000 Chadian 


refugees, and they were very worried. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Going back to the point that I made that Cameroon 
is very interested in not letting foreign problems spill over 
into Cameroon and begin to spoil what they are trying to do 
there. w 

When Qaddafi was coming into Libya, and the refugees 
were being pushed into Cameroon, they gave them very good 
treatment, but they were also very worried about what Qaddafi 
was doing, and would that produce more refugees. This seems 
to be better now. Iq ess there are practically no refugees 


left there. 


Q What are the Soviets doing? What is the 
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Soviet role in the President's mission? 
A Excuse me, a moment. On military sales, 


I want to say that we have a small military sales program, 


< 


a very small one. They have bought some Cadillac-gauge 
armored cars, and this year they bought a C-130 transport. 
That is about it. They have a $50,000 manpower training 


program, which they do more of. Getting people to do main- 





tenance -- maintenance on equipment is hard. 

The Russians would like to do more. The Russians 
live within a cone of silence in Camercon. The Government 
is very correct with them but not warm, not cordial, but 
very correct. They take non-alignment seriously, and they 


are always polite to the Russians. 
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The Russians have given them some agricultural 
assistance. I am pleased to think that as a result of our 
service agreeemnt, that the Russian presence may become 
unnecesary. 

Then they sell automobiles. They sell some of 
what they call Ladas. They don't do badly. They have sold 
a thousand, this past year. 

It is not a very active presence. The Russians 
would like to be more active, but the Cameroonians have not 


resisted, they have remained impalpable as the Russians reach 


out and try to expand their activities. 











The state watches over what goes on in Cameroon 
and they know that the Russians bear watching. 


Q Do you have any dealings with your Soviet 


counterpart there? 





A No. I see him, but they are always trying to 
be cordial to us and to other Western Ambassadors, but, no, 
I have no dealings. I am polite. I will speak at a reception. 
As you step over people's knees on your way to your seat at 
some function, you will shake hands with him and your other 
colleagues, but that is as far as it goes. 

Q How many Soviets are in the country? 

By Maybe a hundred. 


Q Thank you. 
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A Thank you, very much, and let me repeat my 


invitation, and please pass it on to your friends. 


[The briefing concluded at 3:12 p.m.] 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
ON THE VISIT OF INDIRA GANDHI 


July 26, 1982 


The Briefing Room 
10:01 A.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just go over the 
schedule for the meetings in the White House and then turn over to 


my colleague to deal with some of the issues and objectives of this 
meeting. 


As you know, the President met with Mrs. Gandhi last 
October at Cancun at the summit and both prior and following that 
Summit, there has been a very friendly exchange of letters between 
the two leaders and, therefore, this is, we hope, coing to be a very 
sort of successful visit. 


The schedule for Thursday, July 29th, is the usual 
format that we have here: arrival ceremony at 10:00 a.m. followed by 
the Oval Office meeting between the President and Mrs. Gandhi. 


Q Is that at 10:00 a.m.? We've also heard 10:30 a.m. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the arrival ceremony 
is at 10:00 a.m. and that usually lasts half an hour so that by the 
time they've finished all the pleasantries, the meetings usually 
becin, in terms of substance, about 25 minutes to 11:00 a.m. And then 
after the Oval Office meeting, there will probably be a larcer meetinc -- 
there will be a larger meeting in the Cabinet Room at which point 
the two leaders will make departure statements and then Mrs. Gandhi 
will go to the State Department for a lunch civen by Secretary Shultz. 
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Other major items on the scheduling are being finalized 
right now and we can get you protocol's latest list of who s*e's 
seeing and when she's seeing as it comes out. But there are still 
some uncertainties about exactly what are the Cabinet meetings -- 
members aside from Secretary Shultz, Mrs. Gandhi will be meeting with. 
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I'd just like to sort of emphasize that the President and 
Mrs. Gandhi did establish a sort of very friendly relationship at 
Cancun and it is at least from the White House perspective our intention 
that this be maintained and developed during the exchances on Thursday. 


There will be a state dinner that evening here in the 
White House for Mrs. Gandhi and her party. Now, let me turn over to 
my colleacue to talk to you about substance. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Prime Minister Indira 
Gandhi will arrive in the U.S. tomorrow to begin an official visit 
that will last about one week. This is her first visit since 1971. 
In 1978, Prime Minister Desai visited the United States. But she 
has not been here for 1l years. 


We view this visit as an opportunity to reiterate the 
importance of India and the U.S. to one another. We are the world’s 
two largest Gemocracies. But we not only share this common political 
philosophy, we have extensive ties in areas as diverse as economics 
and education, science and agriculture. We want to build on those 
ties. 


There are differences in how India and the U.S. view 
some global and regional issues. Prime Minister Gandhi and President 
Reagan will want to discuss some of those differences when they meet 
on Thursday. But they will also want to talk about how India and 
the U.S. can work together to resolve the problems that concern both 


MORE 
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countries and how we can build on our agreements. In doing so, they 
will be continuing a productive dialogue that began last year in Cancun, 
as my colleague mentioned, and had been carried out subsequently through 
written exchanges. 


We have a common interest in the security of South Asia 
and the adjoining areas of Southwest Asia and the Persian Gulf. Recently, 
India has been engaged in efforts to improve its bilateral relations 
with China and Pakistan. We support those efforts. Both India and the 
United States would like to see the peaceful resolution of regional 
disputes. This is true whether it be the Soviet occupation of 
Afchanistan or the Iran-Irag War. 
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In sum, we look forward to this visit as an 
opportunity to emphasize the benefits that can accrue to both India 
and the U.S. through a positive and cooperative bilateral relationship. 


Q What are some of those emphases that you refer to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, clearly we have 
common goals with respect to ending the Soviet occupation in Afghanistan. 
I think we have some differing views as to how best to effect this. 
While we both agree on the need for stability and security in Southwest 
Asia and South Asia, clearly we have differing views as to the role 
of an American relationship -- security relationship -- with Pakistan -- 
would fit into this. That is the kind of issue I was talking about. 
Really the goals are not different, but the views on the tactics end 
how to get to these basically agreed goals -- we have differences. 


Q Are these problems where China and Pakistan are con- 
cerned? 

Q Do we see India -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what you mean, 
problems. 

Q Well, they have their attitude and we have our views, 
and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Indians and the 
Pakistanis have started a new process of, I think, trying to resolve 
their differences through systematic political dialogue, and we certainly 
Support that. And then on the Chinese front the Indians and the Chinese 
have been indicating a desire to talk over their differences and we hope 
this will lead to solutions of those differences. We support that too. 


Q Does the United States see India moving away from 
the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Clearly we see indications 
that the Indians would like to improve their relationships with us and 
we reciprocate these indications -- not in the context of the Indians 
moving away from the Soviet Union. That is an issue that really concerns 
India and the Soviet Union. But more in the nature of strengthening 
our own bilateral relationships with then. 


Q Can you answer my question? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I did. 


Q No, you didn't. Does the United States see India 
moving away from the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't cast the 
question in those terms. 


Q But I did. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know, and I cast my 
answer -- 


Q Why won't you answer it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because I gave you my 
answer. 


May I take another question? 


Q Isn't it possible for the country to be friendly with 
both the United States and the Soviet Union, or has it to be either/ 
or? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer to your question 
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is obviously, yes, it is possible for a country. 


Cc Why did Mrs.Gandhi write two very warm, cordial 
letters? Why is she doing all of this opening? What -- does she 
need something? I mean, is she going to ask for particular aid or -- 
what is the reason behind it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I hope the reason 
is that -- is the obvious one that we see, the desire to start a new 
Gialogue with us. 


Q Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because Mrs. Gandhi looks 
at the United States the same -- and we look at India, and she comes to 
the conclusion that this would be in India's interest. 


Q How? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think politically it 
would be in our mutual interest if there was an opportunity to clarify 
misunderstandings and at least be able to clearly -- both sides under- 
stand the basis of disagreements. That is very important. Also beyond 
that we have some important relationships with India. I mentioned the 
economic field. I think we are India's most important trading partner, 
for example. 


MORE 
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This is very important. This gets you to the whole question of Indian 
economic development, internal development. 


As you know, the Indian economy is a mixed economy with 
a government sector and a private sector. We, as a nation, not as a 
government so much, are and can be even more important with respect 
to helping India develop itself through trade investment. This is 
very important. 


Q In recent times, the United States and India had 
a problem about the use of nuclear energy. I can't remember exactly 
what the problem was, but there was concern about it. Did they sign 
the Limited Nuclear Test Ban Treaty? Are they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q -- producing weapons graded plutonium or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the problem -- I 
doen't believe India's ever signed the NPT. Isn't that correct? No. 


The problem has come over post-1978, when we had our 
non-proliferation legislation. And the terms of that legislation re- 
guired that a country that received nuclear assistance from the United 
States defined to include nuclear fuel for reactors in order to remain 
eligible would have to agree to put all of its nuclear facilities under 
so-called “full scope safeguards.” 


This, for the United States and India, caused a problem 
with the Tarapur Reactor, which was AID financed, as I recall, is 
very important with respect to energy for western India and was using 
U.S. fuel. I won't go into the background here, but in 1980, you will 
recall -- 


Q An open mike. An open microphone. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry -- 
Q Carter -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, well, you remember 
in the fall of 1980 there was this battle on the Hill over whether 
we should continue or whether we could continue under the terms of the 
Non-Proliferation Act, given the fact that India had not agreed to put 
all of its facilities under nuclear safeguards or full-scope safeguards. 


The Tarapur Reactor itself, the facility that we were in- 
volved in with respect to the provision of nuclear fuel had always had 
the safeguards. That was not an element of the controversy. Just 
how do we reconcile India's legitimate need for fuel for their electricity 
from these reactors with the provisions of our own legislation making 
it difficult -- making it impossible, given attitudes on the Hill -- 
to continue in a supplier relationship and this is something that we 
both want to solve. 


2 Still not solved? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're hoveful that -- 

2) Is that enriched slutonium you're talking about? 
SENIOR ADMINISTATION OFFICIAL: It has nothing to do with 


-- we're not talking now about reprocessed fuel -- weapons-grade fuel. 
That's not what we're talking about. We're talking, really, about 
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those elements that I described. Our legislation, the problems of our 
legislation, how -- the desire on both sides, it's not controversial 

to maintain the safeguards, but how do you get the fuel to keep it going 
if it doesn't come from the U.S. That's the -- 


Q Well, why shouldn't she maintain the safeguards and 
also sign the Non-Proliferation Treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, those are questions 
that really should be put to -- there's no controversy on the first 
point, Helen, the question of safeguards for the reactor. We're not -- 
that's being, I think, going to be worked out. It's a question of how 
do you get the fuel to keep the reactors going if it can't come from 
the U.S. It's a little complicated. 


Q Are we not sending fuel? Are we not sending fuel -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our last shipment was 
approved in late 1980, September '80. I don't know when the next ship- 


ment would have to be there in order to keep the reactors going, but 
we're trying to work this out. I really can't get into the 


MORE 


< 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


— 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


C C 


details. 


Q Are they, in the meantime, dealing with the 
French or the Soviets on nuclear technology? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Indians have 
dealt with a number of countries on nuclear technology. 


Q All right; how about fuel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: Are we talking 
about fuel? As I said, I do not want to get into the details on 
that. We hope that we can work it out. 


Q Do we expect or do we desire a gesture on the 
part of India in this regard, perhaps to get fuel from a country 
like France but keep in place the safeguards that now exist -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not consider 
it a gesture. I would say that what we are trying to work out is 
an agreed formula that meets India's legitimate need for fuel to 
keep the electricity going to western India, and our needs under 
our own policies and legislation to maintain safequards on those 
reactors. 


Q If we continue to supply them, or we send a second 
shipment of fuel to them, would it be a quid pro quo? What are we 
going to ask of India? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think that 
is an issue. The issue is an alternate source of fuel, a non-U.S. 
source of fuel. 


Q Is it correct to say that India is disturbed, 
worried, concerned because of Pakistan's progress in the nuclear 
field, closer to the weavons race and so forth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that that is 
an issue. The whole question of a votential nuclear arms race in 
the sub-continent is an issue that does not just concern India and 
Pakistan. It concerns all of us. And that includes the United 
States. In our dealings, both with the Indians and with the 
Pakistanis, we make this clear. 


Q Sir? 
SENIOR AMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ma‘am. 


Q Is this the main thing you all are going to talk 
about? And could you be more specific on trade? Following uo 
Ms. Thomas' cuestion, what does she want us to do? And what do 
we want her to do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not the 
main thing that we will be talking about. It will undoubtedly be 
a subject for discussion. 


Q Would you be more specific, clease, on trade 
and other voroblems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
Indians will wish to discuss with us their access to the international 
lending institutions. We have had discussions with them in the vast 
in this respect. The Indians are mator recivients of the so-called 
"soft window" of the ‘orld Bank. As you know, although we are still 
very generous in our funding of that facility, we have had some 
reduction in our availabilities, which has impacted on India's 
ability to maintain the high level of lending that it wishes. 
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India -- I think we had some misunderstanding some 
months back about an Indian desire for lending from the Internaticnal 
Monetary Fund. We have clarified this now. But I am sure they 
will wish to discuss it for the future. We are talking about 
large amounts of money that are development related. We will be 
discussing, I believe, other issues of that kind that they have 
in mind. It would really be their initiative. 


Q Why were we denying her -- of course, we just 
reduced our contributions I suppose. Then she lost. But why 
was India not able to get this international money? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: India was able to 
get it. 


Q If she was able to get it, why is she coming 
here to talk about it now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: India is a country 
that has -- if there is a national policy, domestically, in India, 
it is economic development. And it is understandable that the 
Incian Prime Minister -- in appropriate capitols, and the United 
States happens to be one of them -- would wish to discuss this 
and the future -- describe the Indian programs, Indian requirements, 
and try to ensure that we have as much an understanding as possible 
at the top, and to try to ensure as sympathetic as possible American 
attitude toward Indian requirements. 


Q Do you think Mr. Reagan may pursue and encourage 
some of his friends in the private sector to help India economically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have a very active 
Indo-American -- 
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What's the exact -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- joint business -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- joint business council 


and all the signs are from that forum and my colleague would be able 

to expand on this, that the atmosphere for private foreign investment 
in India in recent years has become much more receptive. And that's 

very important. You hear this from the private American businessmen 

which was not always the case. 


Q Why is she coming here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She's coming to 
Washington because it's here, I guess. It's like climbing Mt. Everest. 


Q Is she doing it for her domestic political reasons 
or because she's trvino to re-alicnr herself somehow internationally 
or what 1s sne coming fcr? I mean, this isn't the best place to 
vacation in August. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think she's coming 
here -- I said earlier that he -- 


Q Better than India, it is. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right -- anything 
to get out of -- in the summer. Goodness. 


Before you came in, I noted that this was her first 
visit to Washington in ll years and -- 


Q But that's not reason enough to come here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you accept the 
thesis that the United States is a superpower that is important to 
Indian interests, in South Asia and beyond -- strategic concerns, 
political concerns, that the United States because of its unique 
position as a contributor to the multilateral lending institutions 
and its influence on these institutions, is in a position to influence 
the flow of funds for Indian development and the fact that we have had 
a reduced but still significant bilateral program with India and 
frankly the fact that something a lot of people lose sight of that 
India happens to be an extremely effective and functioning democracy. 
And I think all of these things add up to one -- I would hope a desire 
for Mrs. Gandhi to come to Washincton. Certainly, these were the 
factors that led the President to invite her from our side. 


Q But did she want to beef up this reduced but 
significant bilateral relationship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Look, there's only so 
much that you accomplish in a couple of days visit. You can, however, 
set a new tone. And, frankly, if you have seen at least -- in that 
respect, I would say that that tone has been emerging over the months. 


Q Is this the new romance that The Post is writing 
about this morning between India anc the U.S.? All of a sudder, you 
know, we're going to walk down the path together and live hapoily 
ever after. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't see that 
article. India's unique position and unigue requirements have led 
a succession of Indian leaders and covernments to @ek to be non-aligned, 
to seek to protect and promote India's interests within the context 
of trying to achieve a balance between the superpowers. I think that 
this makes it imperative for any Indian government to assess the 
bidding and make sure that it is satisfied that this is indeed where 
India's position is at any one time. 


It also precludes, in my view, India and or the United 
States or India and the Soviet Union marching hand-in-hand into the 





tyviw tiyt 


Purim tae 


LB i 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


~~ VOC raSSTTIieU@ Ur FUULILatiun 


- 10 - 


sunset without reference to the rest of -- 


Q Why do the Indians get most of their military 
equipment from the Soviet Union and none from the West -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That second part isn't 
true. They do get some substantial amounts of their military equipment 
fron. Western sources. You mean American sources? 


There's a long history here. 
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I suppose you'd have to go back to the early and mid 60's. In part, 
the kinds of equipment that they wanted really weren't available from 
us. I think that's -- from based on my own experience in India at that 


time. 
Q Are we unwilling to supply India with any military 
equipment should it desire supplies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think we're 
perfectly willing to examine any such issue on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Specifically, what was it we weren't able to provide? 
Were we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This gets back pretty 
far. I'd say most of the major end items. 


You'll recall in 1965 -- you don't recall -- (laughter) -- 
Gary does. He's as old as I am. When you had the Indo-Pak War and 
we unilaterally cut military supply relationships with both countries 
which hardly endeared us to either side as I recall. 

Q I thought we tilted toward Pakistan? 

Q That was later. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was a later 


misconception. 
Q Misconception? 
Q Somehow we got friendly with Pakistan again -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Clearly, as part of this 
administration's priority policies in Southwest Asia, one of the things 
we wanted to do was to discuss with the Paks the renewal of a security 
relationship within the context of an overall relationship including 
significant economic assistance. 


Pakistan is a very important country. As we look at the 
Persian Gulf, Pakistan's close ties to the Islamic countries of the 
area are important to us and the Paks, in our perception, are standing 
very tall against Soviet pressures emanating from Afghanistan. And 
those were the reasons for our doing this. 


Now, the perception in India of our "rearming” Pakistan 
causes them problems. We have hoped and tried, and I'm sure this will 
be discussed here to dispell this perception that our new security 
relationship with Pakistan is not aimed at all at India; that we 
encourage the Pakistanis and the Indians to intensify their political 
dialogue. We want them to improve relations. 


We well recognize which country is the most powerful 
country in South Asia. No one has to explain that to you. 


Q I don't know. Which one is it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nepal. 


Q Nonetheless -- nonetheless, do you expect this visit 
to be in any sense a damage limitation operation on the part of India 
to redress what it considers the harm that has been done to her interests 
because of the American military aid program tc Pakistan in part to 
prevent another escalation of that assistance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was do we 
see this as a motive of Mrs. Gandhi as a damage-limiting exercise at 
least in part to prevent an escalation of the American security 
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relationship with Pakistan. I think that's -- is that correct? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't put it in 
negative terms at all. In the first place, from the beginning of the 
administration's deliberations internally on the desirability of 
moving into a new security relationship with Pakistan we have kept 
the Indians informed. This is nothing that just was sprung on New 
Delhi. I'm not saying that they liked it. That wouldn't be fair. 
But certainly, I think our Indian friends will admit that we weren't 
hiding anything right from the beginning; Our motives for doing it, 
what kinds of equipment might be involved and very frank perceptions 
of our discussions of our differing perceptions on this. 


So, I don't think that the Indians feel they have to come 
here to give us their point of view. I also don't think that, given 
the fact that we have had such intensive and thorough discussions on 
the subject, they think that in lieu of a visit here all of a sudden 
there would be all kinds of 
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new, exciting and, in their perspective, threatening equipment, pouring ~ 
out into Pakistan. I don't think that's it at all. I think Mrs. Gandhi 
is coming here for Indian reasons, trying to accentuat< the positive. 


Q What is India's level of dissatisfaction with our 
use of Diego Suarez -- 


SFNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Diego Garcia. Well, 
the Indians have a policy which is to try to keep "Great Power Conflict,” 
as they put it, out of the Indian Ocean. That would automatically 
envelop Diego Garcia and they would be opposed to it. 


This is not a new posture. When we were first discussing 
with the British the possible use of Diego Garcia in 1965, '64, because 
I was Political Minitary Officer in India at the time, we were talking 
to the Indians about this prospect. And at that time they were opposed 
to it. So this is not a new Indian policy aimed at the fact that the 
United States has a facility in a place called Diego Garcia. 


Q But isn't it true that the Soviet fleet may support 
port calls in India and our fleet doesn't? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know that the Soviet 
fleet has made some port calls, I don't know how many, and our fleet 
doesn't. I don't know that that means that our fleet won't. I'm -- 
Is that correct? 


Q Could I ask you what are the chances while Mrs. Gandhi 
is here on Friday that we'll all be distracted by the success of the 
Habib mission or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I hope that happens. 
Q -- the West Beirut raid by the Israelis. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's really -- I don't 
see by Friday either of those two extremes. I do see by Friday the 
continuation of an extremely delicate and potentially explosive situ- 
ation with Habib making progress towards the goal which we support, 
which is the articulated position of the government of Lebanon. And 
that is moving the PLO and other armed elements out of West Beirut as 
the first step in a process of getting rid of all armed foreign elements 
in Lebanon. 


Q How about Beirut? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, out of Beirut, 
Clearly, the Lebanese government vosition is that they should get out 
of Lebanon and we're supportinc that, too. 


Q But they can stop in northern Lebanon on the way out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is not an option 
which the Lebanese government is willing to accept. That's been made 
very clear. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can have one more 
guestion here and then we've got -- 


Q Have you seen any interest on the pvart of the govern- 
ment of India on a military relationship with the United States? And 
to be specific, can you talk about the apparent willingness of the 
United States to let ‘lorthrup Aviation discuss the possibility, at 
least, in preliminary terms of a co-production of the F-5-G? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you've answered 
your first question. And, as I said, we are prepared to answer -- to 
address any Indian interest in this category through, you know, a case- 
by-case basis. I'm not going to get into the details. There have 
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been some discussions earlier in the administration on certain items 
and -- do we still have an IMET program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So we still have a pro- 
gram whereby Indian Army Officers continue to go to American staff 
colleges and, of course, the Northrup issue is an example of what I 
said our policy is. We're prepared to examine all of these, any 
such Indian interest on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Did I state Northrup correctly? Is that the sort 
of play on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Is the Arafat letter under study? I mean, I'm sorry, 
statement, document or whatever. 


Th Wer rant PVre ry 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Will also be addressed -- 


Q Or is it on the shelf? We've been told for two days 
that they're reviewing it. I don't want to get you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, you haven't been 
told for two days that we're reviewing it, Helen. We just learned 
about it yesterday afternoon. 

Q Well, this is two days. 

Q That's one day and this is two davs. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is the second day. 

Q All right. We were told today. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We were told yesterday -- 


I think you were told yesterday that we had not received it. And 
that all we had was wire service reports. 
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Q Sorry. You don't know what we were told. But for 
two days we've been told that it's being studied. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what you should 
have been told. 


Q Have you received it now then? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have the text of 
what we understand has been -- And I think that ought to be addressed 
over in the other forum, over in -- 

Q What other forum? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The State Department. 


Q We're covering this story, too. In fact, we're 
covering it more in depth yesterday than they were 
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at State where they wouldn't answer any questions. 
Q Can you make any comment on the statement? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On background -- 
Q You are already on background. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Totally on background, this 
has been suggested before, and it has never been seen as sufficient. 


Q Couldn't hear that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It has never been seen as 
sufficient, meaning -- 


Q By us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, by us for obvious 
reasons when you see the statement and when you see what our conditions 
are. 


Q Suggested, then, you say, by the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the many intermediaries 
who have been involved in this. 


Q One more quickie. What is your comment on Congressmen 
going off to do things like this? Does this violate some laws or any- 
thing like that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It doesn't violate laws. 
It doesn't violate congressional policies. The Congress is very jealous 
as to where their members go, who they see, you know. Strictly it is 
their choice. 


Q Were you saying that at 12:30 -- or whenever they 
have their briefing at State -- that there is going to be a formal 
statement or reply or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be a statement 
formally made by the -- 


Q Will it be on the record, what you have just told us 
on background? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will have to sco over 
and work on that. 


Q This is one country. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:39 A.M. EDT 
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BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING WITH 
PRESIDENT AHMADOU AHIDJO OF CAMEROON 


July 26, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
1:26 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. Perhaps 
there are some of you I had a chance to meet when I was at the State 
Department and spoke with the press before the visit took place. 


I'm very pleased that this visit has occurred. It was 
planned as the kind of visit to bring to the United States an African 
leader that has over 22 years set an example of stability, crder, 
sensibleness in running a country. 


Cameroon has not been an easy country to run. I 
remember Phil Habib came to Cameroon in 1960 when Cameroon was in very 
great difficulties with a leftist guerilla movement going on, and this 
was one of the first of the crises that Ambassador Habib was working 
on. 


Since then, in 22 years of independence, Cameroon has 
become relatively prosperous. It continues to export an agricultural 
surplus which is not common in all developing countries. It has 
remained stable, and, as a country that has shown other nations of the 
developing world how development is possible just by doing the prudent, 
sensible thing, it has made a much better life for its people and given 
itself a range of options that many developing countries don't have: 
the luxury of options, the luxury of deciding where to put their 
investment. The emphasis for Cameroon's development is on agricultural 
development, and this is where we and _— think they should continue to 
put their emphasis. 


—_ —- 
—— ome escam-e « - —_ —- 











In terms of the meeting, I guess we'll just start as far as 
things today. President Ahidjo met with President Reagan for about 
half an hour followed by about an hour lunch. The range of topics was 
pretty well indicated in the statements made by President Reagan and 
President Ahidjo after the meetings. 


I would say that the meetings took place in an atmosphere 
of particular cordiality. We are very fortunate in that between us 
and Cameroon we do not have contentious, difficult bilateral relations. 
There are multilateral issues on which, as was mentioned in the 
communiques, we've had an opportunity to exchange views but in no 
sense from standpoints of acrimony or opposition. 


Our relations with Cameroon have always been excellent. 
There are not many countries in the developing world with which this 
can be said to have been true for 22 years, and these relations have 
been getting better with a certain amount of momentum this year. I 
speak particularly of the visit of Secretary Baldrige and Secretary 
Block which at the time was the highest-ranking, largest economic- 
type mission the United States government had sent abroad under the 
administration of President Reagan. 


Q When was that, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In January of 1982. 
The visit was very well-received. About 75 people went out with that 
visit. It was an emphatic statement. It showed that the United States 
didn't satisfy itself simply with talking about the traditional, 
friendly ties by way of an annual birthday greeting to the Cameroonians 
on their National Day but was prepared to indicate that it meant what 
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it said by giving Cameroon the time of some of our most senior Cabinet 

officers. And 1 think this point has been underlined effectively 

today by the meeting between President Reagan and President Ahidjo. 
Now, I really don't know how much -- 


Q What was new? Anything new decided today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that the 
positive directions that -- there are no surprises. This is one other 
good thing about U.S./Cameroon relations. We are not in the business 
of trying to pop surprises on each other but to let each other know 
well in advance what we are working on. And it was < chance to go 


further and at a higher level with exchanges on issues that for long 
have been 
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ef concern to the U.S. and Cameroon, and known to both of us. 


Q Following on Helen's question, were there any new 
agreements or understandings reached on aid or trade or anything like 
that? 


4 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Ahidjo noted 
in his statement that just before he came to Washington, as a setting 
for this visit, four new agreements for economic cooperation between 
the United States and Cameroon were signed --all of them in the field 
of agriculture and to some degree manpower training. But agriculture 
is the area where perhaps we can transfer the most effective technology 
to Cameroon. And President Ahidjo saw to it that these agreements were 
signed before he left the country. 


The biggest one has to do with the establishment under the 
auspices of the University of Florida, which is one of our big land 
grant universities, and our chief center for tropical agrteultural 
research. And the University of Florida will be setting up in Cameroon 
a land grant university modeled after the American pattern. 


Perhaps my colleague has some further comments. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think that covers -- 
in fact the involvement of the University of Florida is underscored by 
the President's going on to Gainesville after he completes his Washington 
visit. 


Q Did the President explain the Middle East situation 
and other -- He said something about gaining a broader -- he hoped that 
the President of Cameroon would have a better understanding of our goal 
and so forth. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, in the course of 
discussing international developments of mutual concern the President 
reviewed the latest developments from our perspective in the Middle East 
and what we are trying to accomplish. President Ahidjo was generally 
supportive and he said some kind words about the importance Camp David. 
And there was no real contention on it. It really was a question of 
the President bringing him up to speed as to the latest developments. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the part on 
Gainesville is important. Again, other chiefs-»f-state may speak 
about the necessity of agricultural development. but in the course 
of 6, 7 days, perhaps, in the United States, President Ahidjo is taking 
one of these days to go down and personally look at the laboratories 
and the test farm areas of the University of Florida. 

Q What is the amount of American exports to them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We export $90 million 
worth of products to Cameroon every year. 


Q And the imports? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We import about $600 million 
worth of Cameroonian oil. 


Q Oil? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oil, yes. 

Q Nothing else? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is about it--a few 


tropical products, but most of Cameroon's tropical products do not come 
to the United States. 
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Q What sort of goods to you send to Cameroons? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Machinery, chemicals -- 
Q Oil industry support equipment? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


 @ The President indicated that Cameroon was opening 
up its private economy to foreign investment. Is that -- was it closed 
before or did I misunderstand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it wasn't closed before 
but it was perhaps overlooked. And now we have offices in Cameroon 
that have been opened in the last year and a half to two years and the 
Chase Bank, the First Bank of Boston, and the Bank of America will be 
opening an office soon. And we think that with such strong American 
financial institutions there that they will be able to lead other 
American firms into the Cameroon market asthe trade mission of Secre- 
tary Baldrige and Block have done. Already there have been I would 


say 20 or 25 return visits to Cameroon from members of that trade delega- 
tion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might note, on that dele- 
gation, which was about 75 strong, over 50 of them were U.S. private 
businessmen who Secretaries Block and Baldrige took along who professed 
an interest in exploring and they were very well received. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:34 P.M. EDT 
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BACKGROUND RRIEFING 
ON 
ICATION ON EL SALVADOR 
STATE DEPARTMENT 
JULY 27, 1982, 4:05 P.M. 


CERTIF 





MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the delav. 


The briefing this afternoon, as you know, is ON BACKGROUND 
attributable to a senior Department of State official. It is 
on the subtect of the certification on El Salvador. Your 
briefer has a few remarks he wishes to make, and then he'll be 
happy to take your questions. 


0 Alan, before you start, can we ask 1f there is 
any ceason why the briefing 1s not ON THE RECORD? 


MR. ROMBERG: Don, the statement that has been a:ven 
to you is, obviously, ON THE RECORD. Your briefer will be 
testifving on the Hill later this week, and it is felt 
appropriate that that should be the occasion for the first 
lencihy ON THE RECORD presentation. 


) Is he going to be making ON-THE=-RECORD straie- 
ments between now and his testimony? 


MR. ROMBERG: No, he will not be. 


SFNIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you very 
much, Alan. What you have here 1s the second certification 
cegquired under law. The certification 1s required, as you 
know, for the continuation of United States military 
assistance to El Salvador. The words "military essistance" 
ace judged to include the ongoing presence of American 
trainers in El Salvador as part of the military assistance 


effort. 


This certification was signed this morning by the 
Secretary of State, a delegation from the President, and 
it's now in the hands of the Congress. The certification is 4 
much fuller one. The Gocument we're giving you is a much more 
Getailed one than the document that we put together on rcather 
Short notice at the end of January. This 1s an effort to give 
you a summary under each of the heads identified by the 


Congress Of exactly where we stand in Salvador, to call it as we 
see it. 
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You will fine in this, under the four headings. We 
have also addec é@ section on the progress in brinaina to 
justice the murderers of American citizens in £1 Salvador, 
which we expect shortly aaqain to become a formal requirement 
of law. In fact, 1t may already be as a resuit of 


Conqressional action today. 


> wee ee 


PO Dew rege. 


We've given you the information that we have -- 
we've summérized it. There is both neaative and positive 
information. This 1S a country which is suffering deeply from 
civil strife, which has made progress towards overcoming what 
has been, in many ways, a verv uneaguitable social svstem. 


We think that there is, in fact, major progress io 
ceport in one of the headings that Congress has established as 
a criterion -- the holding of free elections. That 1S par- 
ticularly important because in our view, free elections in a 
country are ultimately the best guarantee that human rights 
and social equity can eventually be reached. 


You will see that we report under the Human Rights 
heading that the best of our judgment has been a longa, slow, 
Gownwacd trend in the level of political violence. This is 
visible in the statistics which are collected by our Embassy 
ane by 2 number cf Organizations which are sympathetic to the 
insucgents. The figures show substantial declines from the 
last half of last year, but in addition to that, they show 
very substantial declines from the period of the great burst 
of violence, which was in the winter of 1980-81, at the start 
of the counter-insurgency effort which was characterized, 
culminated in the so-called "final offensive." 


We also report on the state of the land ceform. In 
the Land Reform, you will see us saying that progress was made 
in the ficst part of the reporting period. After the March 
28 election and the formation of a new government, there was 
an effort by membecs of that government to derail the land 
reform; and a massive political signal was sent by some of 
them through the country which brought it temporarily to an 
effective halt. Since that time, the government itself, led 
by President Magana, the arcmed forces, have made a concerted 
attempt to get the land reform back on track, and we believe 
that there is substantial evidence that it has been gotten 
back on track. 


Finally, as regards the murders of the four American 
chucchwomen and two American land reform workers, there has 
been some progress, not as much as we had hoped for, but defi- 
nitely some. In the case of the churchwomen's murders, five 
National Guardsmen have been identified, as vou know in 
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February, anc turned over to judae for trial. Thev were iden- 
tified as & result of @ special investigation which wat con- 
Gucted by @ commission named by the Government of £1 Salvador, 
with the support of our Embassy and the FBI. 


Under Salvadoran law, the results of that commission 
ace not themselves grounds for trial. In fact, I doubt very 
much whether they would themselves be grounds for trial in the 
United States. The judge has spent the last four months rein- 
terviewing all of the witnesses that appear in the report of 
that commission. In addition, physical evidence which was 
adduced in the case of the murders has to be rce-done in 
Salvador, because evidence taken outside the United States, 
for example ballistics tests and fingerprint tests done by the 
FBI in this country are not admissible in Salvador: they must 
be re-done there. 


Tne judge, I think, has very substantially convinced 
himself that he will hold a trial -- it 18 his decision to do 
so. We expect the announcement of that decision will be made 
sometime in the course of the fall after he has completed the 
analysis as required, the pre-trial document. 


In the case of the two land reform workers that were 
mucdered, the same commission that was used in the 
chucchwomen's case has gone on to work on that case. We are 
not providing details of this to you, but I can say that we 
are very encouraged by the results of this. We hope that this 
effort will yield, just as the results on the churchwomen did, 
avery substantial case against the allesed murderers of these 
two of our countrymen. 


Over all, although major problems remain, we think 
that we can, as the Congress requires, in fact show signifi- 
cant progress under each of these headings. 


I would like to say one final thing about this pro- 
cess, namely, that the goals that are embodied in this 
legislation -- the improvement of human rights, bringing the 
vacious arcmed services of El Salvador under the firm control 
of the government, the development of democratic institutions, 
and the carccying out of the land reform -- these are all goals 
this Administration shares. We have made an effort to use 
this process as a means of furthering the goals, and that we 
believe is the intent of the Congress. 


2) What about the allegations of this past week 
regacding torture by the Salvadoran National Security Forces? 
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X we have receivec allegations on more than one 
occasion in the course of this period of torture, ané we have 
taken them up very, very vigorously with the Salvadoran 
Government and the police services involved in then. 


We are not making here any statement on trends in 
allegations of torture because we have no basis on which to 
make that -- probably not statistically significant. We have, 
however, taken up those cases that have come to our attention 
that appeared credible. 


We are not going to make public the details of the 
allegations we have received or the action we've taken for two 
reasons, which I think are obvious. One is that we are very 
concercned about the people who have made these allegations to 
uS -- Our sources; and the second is that we are also con- 
cerned in some cases about the safety of the people involved 
or their families. 


fe) What are they telling you when you co to them 
and say, "Hey, we have this kind of trend; we have a number of 
incidents to discuss with you"? Are they saying that they are 
going to stop it, or are they saying that 1t never happened? 


a We discuss every incident that we hear about 
that we believe is credible. We're not discussing a trend with 
them. We're discussing each one. 


0 Do they deny that these take place, or what 15s 
theic rcesponse? 


a I would not like to go into great detail into 
the natuce of these exchanges, some of which have lasted over 
some time. In some cases, Our information we think has proved 
to be not correct. In other cases, we believe that we have 
been able to identify the possibility that this existed, and 
to deter some of the future cases. That, certainly, 1s the 
objective. 


In some cases in the past -- I'm not talking about 
this ceportina period -- we may have been able to save 
peoples' lives or certainly prevent ongoing torture. 


0 How much money is at stake in this cer- 
tification process? 


Ps Actually, we haven't looked at that. I can 
only say that most of the $81 million that is allocated to 
military assistance to El Salvador this year has been spent. 
I don't know exactly how much, but I would say a very large 
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percentage of it has been spent. In immediate terms, between 
now and the enc of the fiscal year, the impact cf it would not 
be that areat. Obviously, though, if the certification were 
not mace, then spending for military assistance covlid not 
Decin agéin at the start of the next fiscal vear 


0 It's not required for economic aid? 

A It's not ceaquirced for economic aid. 

Q Do vou have @ recommendétion for Fiscal '83 
Military aid? 

A Yes, we have a recommendation for Fiscal '83 


military aid, $60 million. 


0 These documents were sent to the Congress 
today? 

2 That's correct. 

Q They were signed bv Secretary of State Shultz? 

A Secretary of State Shultz, correct. 

QO Not by the President? 

rN Not by the President. 


e) Isn't 1t part of the law that the President has 
to sign the documents? 


A The certification was assigned, under law, to 
the President. There 1s a large number of such certifications 
of various types which are assigned to the President, and he, 
in turn, can devolve it to the Secretary of State by a formal 
procedure. That has been done since the last certification. 
The last one was signed by Mr. Reagan. 


e) Can I follow up on the torture question, the 
first one? The allegation in the most recent case, among 
other things, there is a set of rooms in the National Police 
headquarters in downtown San Salvador which are used for this 
pucpose. You don't want to discuss the case specifically, 
but do you have any assurances or any knowledge that such @ 
set of cooms has been dismantled or anything been done which 
would prevent the repetition of the very same thing which the 
White House apparently today called “appalling,” or some 
adjective such as that? 
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A Well, @ proven case of torture, that actually 
occurred would, of course, be appalling; but, Don, I don't 
really want to get into Our exchanges on this particular case, 
nor would I want you to have the impression that the exchanges 
On any given case are necessarily closed at any particular 
point of time. Some of these cases -- 


Q My question, simply put, 1s, do they still 
have, as alleged, a group of rooms in the National Police 
headquarters in downtown San Salvador dedicated to torturing 


people? 


t, I don't want to carry this down to that kind of 
detail, Don, on this. 


Q Can you say that you've never proven a single 
case of torture -- proved to vour satisfaction? 


a Without speaking of this reporting period, but 
over the period ih which I have been involved in this, I think 
that there are some cases that I wovld regard, personally, as 
credible. 


Q Well, then, now let's talk about this reportino 
period, since that's what this 1s all about. Has there been 
One case in this reporting period that's been proved? 


A We have taken up several cases with the 
govercnment. 


Q UQN when you say you've received alle- 


gations of torture on more than one occasion, how mony allege- 
tions are we talking about? 


o There are a great many allegations which are 
made all the time in El Salvador. Many of them have been 
ceported in the American media. And when you'rce down there, 
ouc Embassy is receiving allegations or reports almost 
constantly from one side orc the other. So there is a very 
lacge number of allegations Of some form of human rights 
abuse. But allegations of torture that are specific and 
appear credible, I do not wish to give you the impression that 
we have had a large number of them. When I said “more than 
one," I meant a small number. . 


Senator bode NGG: you cespond to something 


BL Yes. 
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0 He suggestec this certification was é@ sham, ané 
Said that it merely gives @ green light to the D'Aupuisson 
government, as he described it, to go ahead and do what they 
want, that they know they'll have the backing of the United 
States. Could you comment on that? 


QL I think, on the contrary, that when you have 
here a ceport that says, in spite of the fact that some 
conservative politicians down there, including undoubtedlv 
the leader of the ARENA Party himself, attempted to stop the 
Land Reform Program, it was celaunched -- with our strong 
backing and that of the President -- that vou can hardly say 
that this process has given them a green light, when we have 
insisted all along that there should be a true democratic 
tcansforcmétion. And when we have a government which has a 
Constituent Assembly President, D'Aubuisson, elected by the 
way, like the others down there, but who 1s not the only 
figure by any means, nor even the principal one in that 
government or country, you can say there has been some 


progress. 


(Continued on pace &. ) 
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Let me put it this way: If I can get out a littie 
Dit peyona the immediate certification, think a little bit 
about where we were when the United States first became 
Geeply involved in El Salvador, which was three years ago 
when a reformist group overthrew the old Romero Government. 


At that time you had a military government that 
was closely allied to the oligarchy. You had two percent of 
the population owning 40 percent of the farm land, and you 
had elections that were manipulated to keep the military 
government in power. 


They held elections. Often as many as 50% of the 
votes that were put into those elections were blank. And 
where are you now? About 20 percent of the country's farm 
land has been redistributed in the last three years, and 
there's no going back on that. I would invite vou to look 
carefully at this land reform section here. 


You have an elected government that was elected by 
most of the adult citizens of that country. It's not a per- 
fect government. It's got all kinds of difficulties, all 
kinds of things that could be laid against it, but it's the 
first genuinely Gemocractic government you've had in that 
country in our lifetime or, inaeed, ever. 


Finally, after a great burst of human rights 
abuses, you've had them fall by more than 50 percent. I'd 
invite you to look at the graphs in this document after pace 
20, and that will give you a little idea of what we think we 
know and what others are reporting about human rights viola- 
tions over the last -- now almost two years, because we 
Gidn't collect statistics for three years. 


Look at the figures in late 1980 and early 1981, 
reported not just by the United States Embassy out of press 
reports but reported by organizations which are very close 
to the insurgents. That's what the press shows. 


It's down in the back here after page 20. It 
doesn't have a page marking on it. 


That's what the press shows -- 4 long Gownward move- 
ment. It's less than half now, well less than half, of what 
it was before. This is what the other groups say. That's 
not over the entire period. If you add in the other groups 
over the entire period, other reporting organizations, 
that's what they show. 
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This, Dy the way, is perhaps inflated by the 
inclusion of one reported massacre on botn sides -- é 
Massacre that we believe did not certainly occur on the 
scale indicated. 


So that's what you've got. Everybody is reporting 
the same story. So I would say to Senator Dodd, “Aren't we 
making some slow progress, for everything that has happened, 
towards the goals; that we all believe in?” 


Q Basically you welcome the pressure that the 
Congress is exerting on this? That it's working on the 
Government of El Salvador? 


A We are exerting pressure too. As I say, the 
goals are the same, and you'll find them in all of our 
statements and much of our action down there. The exact 
form is something I think we needn't talk about. So we share 
the goals. 


0 Is the purpose of this report to certify 
progress during the three-year period or during the 
reporting period? 


f No. I'm sorry. I meant explicitly to take 
us out of that to give some sense of the overall direction, 
but it is the last 180 days. 


Q And in that regard the two elements which you 
emphasize are the elections and the ability of the govern- 
ment to turn around the effort to stop land reform. 


a In the case of land reform it has been 
turned around and put back on track in our judgment; but 
when you look at the basic underlying situation, it is that 
six months ago you had about 20,000 people that have 
received provisional titles under the land-to-the-tiller 
part of the land reform. Now you have over 30,000. That's 
progress. 


What we're asked to do is to certify continuins 
progress towards carrying out a land reform. We're asked to 
certify a concerted effort to control human rights abuses, 
and we think that there's quite a lot of evidence that that 
is happening and, indeed, that the violence is little by 
little declining. 


Let me say again, we are not saying that there is 
no violence. We're not saying that there are no abdsues. 
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Clearly there are, on @ substantial scale, and we 
want this report to be as direct and candid about those as 
we can. 


Q Since this certification pertains to military 
aid, could you say with some specific or detail what the 
current military situation is, and include in that the 
number of American military personnel now in El Salvador ana 
what specifically they're doing on a Gay-to-day basis? 


Q First of all, we have no military advisers in 
El Salvador in the Vietnam sense. That is to say, people 
who gO Out on patrol or who engage in military action. We 
have military trainers. 


The last time I looked at this was two weeks ago 
and there were 21. How many are there now? 


DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: There's 36 now. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: 38. The 
highest we've had is 57. They are engaged basically in 
training concerning the use of equipment that is given. 


Q What's in the pipeline right now in terms of 
American military equipment? For example, have ail the 
aircraft that were destroyed in the -- 


e, Yes. They have been replaced. And the rest 
is basically light infantry equipment that's coming through. 


Q And what is your assessment of the military 
situation in general? 


A I think the government is making slow 
procress in the military situation. It was very effective 
in March in protecting the election and defeated a country- 
wide effort. As shown in the course of the operations in 
Morazan, which you may have followed, on the border of 
Honduras over the last six weeks, after a shaky start due to, 
I think, some mistakes by the local territorial commander 
the main force units came in, and it's the first time since 
the start of the war that the main force units have been 
able to move through that area and control it effectively. 
I think the picture is one of slow progress. 


0 What can you tell us about the levels of 
assistance the rebels are receiving through Cuba and Nicaragué? 
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A We've Gone a new estimte of this for internal 
use. The levels were at historic highs prior to the elec- 
tions -- they did not drop off entirely since the election -- 
and levels of support which I would describe as substantial, 
when compared with earlier flows, continue now. 


Q You've got another $35 million, I think, in 
military aid. It's tied up in a supplemental bill that 
looks to be dying in Congressman Long's committee. 


If that doesn't get out, will you tack that 
supplemental onto the $81 million for fiscal ‘83? 


A I don't think we've heard the end of all the 
Congressional consideration of the supplemental assistance 
request. 


As you know, the request for El Salvador is part 
of a larger bill with a number of countries -- I think there 
are about ten altogether: Portugal and Sudan and so forth 
-- and I think the fate of that bill has not yet been 
Gecided. 


Q Would that be money that could be spent in 
Fiscal '83? I mean, if we're near the end, as you point 
out, of Fiscal '82 and the money is low, is that money that 
would be -- 


f No. That is money that would have to be 
spent in Fiscal Year ‘82. It would have to be committed in 
Fiscal Year ‘82. 


Q Could I make a variation of that same 
question, put it a different way? 


The money that the Administration has now recom- 
mended for Fiscal Year 1983, which is up on the Hill -- 


f Right. 


Q In your judgment are those funds going to be 
sufficient, given the military and other situations in El 
Salvador, to continue your belief in forward motion in the 
area, Or are you going to have to ask for more? 


Ay From what we know of the present situation, 
it will be sufficient. Let me explain that. The lumpy ele- 
ments here are the training and equipping of battalions. 
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It costs $15 million to train a Salvadoran bat- 
talion as a light infantry force in the United States -- 
take it up and bring it down again. 


That is a one-time substantial cost. Three 
battlions now exist in El Salvador, and we would very much 
like to see a fourth trained and exist. 


That is certainly the one major reason for the 
Supplemental request. We'll have to assess the situation 
if, in fact, that supplemental request doesn't go through. 
This is a very Gesirable item. 


The ongoing costs are less. 


Q Is that what that money would be used for, 
then, is training a fourth battalion? 


A Half of the request would be for a fourth 
battalion. 


Q Do you expect that you'll have to ask 
Congress to -- I don't know if it's actually a Congressional 
requirement -- do you expect you'll have to raise the number 
allowed of American military people in the country? It's 55 
Or something like that now, isn't it? 


om We don't have a formal number, but actually 
we haven't exceeded the original number, which I think our 
high point was 57. 


Q Do you think you'll be able to live with 
that? 


7 Yes. We have found that, indeed, through 
much of the last six months it's been bouncing around at 
much lower levels. 


0 On the guestion of human rights again, yc 
emphasize repeatedly the decline in the trends as reportexu 
by those agencies responsible for reporting civilian deaths, 
Or non-combatant deaths. 


Do you recard the trends as conclusive evidence of 
whether or not the Government of El Salvador is making a 
concerted and significant effort to comply with human rights 
standards, and whether the government is achieving substan- 
tial control over all elements of its armed forces? 


Are there any other criteria over which -- 
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A Yes. You'll find when you read the report 
that the actions of the government are reported here: The 
actions to punish alleged human rights violators in the 
Salvadoran armed forces and security forces, the publicity 
civen to those, the efforts to achieve control over these 
rather disparate forces and so forth. 


Let me say a word, though, why we think these are 
related. Obviously, we have human rights violations by 
insurgents, we have human rights violations by elements on 
the right which are unrelated to the government or armed 
forces, and we have human rights violations by elements of 
the government security forces. Three groups essentially. 
Frankly, nobody knows how to divide out known political 
violence among those three. 


The insurgents have never accepted human rights 
Standards -- that's not one of their goals -- so some part 
of that killing is probshly going to go on as long as the 
insurgents are active. 


Our task is to try to get the government to make 
it impossible for the autonomous right-wing elements -- to the 
degree they can — to do that, andcertainly to get its own 
security forces completely under control. Those are our 
goals. 


To the degreethat there is, indeed, a major decline, 
it suggests that somebody is doing something that is effec- 
tive. I emphasize the trends. I think all of us do that 
have worked in this area. Each of the reporting methods are 
Gifferent. 


One of the organizations we're citing here -- 
Socorro Juridico -=- that was an organization which was 
called Socorro Juridico of our legal aid of the Archdiocese 
of San Salvador -- actually it really wasn't all that closely 
affiliated with the Archdiocese -- and in April the Archbishop 
moved it out and disavowed it. 

I'm not trying to embrace the figures of these 
other organizations. He moved it out for what he regarded 
were overly political activities. 


So when you look at those figures, you should look 
at them in the light that they're considered by us, and by 
the Archbishop, to be special pleadinc. 
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e) Socorro Juridico, es I remember, reméinec 
affiliated with the Archbishopric throughout, isn't that 
correct? 


a No, Sir. 

Q It is incorrect? 

A. It’s incorrect. 

Q He set up a@ new commission about two months 
azo. Correct? 

a He set up his Own new commission, but Socorro 


Juridico has now moved from the Catholic Church to the 
Baptist Church and is reconstituted. 


Q But when was it disavowed? Can you give me a 
date? 


x April. 
Q Just April of this year? 
A April of this year. Is that enough? 


e) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:39 p.m.) 
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"s BACKGROUND BRIEFING . 
—_  =—- BY 
= SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 


July 29, 1982 
The Briefing Roos 
__ 2:43 P.M. EDT 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1°11] make a very few 
* gemarks about the setting of the meeting and then my colleague wil! 
— go into deeper background on the substance. 


The President and Mrs. Gandhi met alone from 10:30 a.m.- -—— 
to 10:55 p.m. in the Oval Office. During these talks, they set the 
stage for the more detailed discussions that followed. The plenary 
session in the Cabinet Room lasted from 10:55 a.m. to 11:55 a.m. 
The President was joined by the Vice President, Secretary Shultz, 
- Secretary Regan, Judge Clark, Ambassador Barnes and State and 
_ NSC officials. 


. 


The Prime Minister was joined by Mr. Parthasarathi 
who is advisor to the Prime Minister, P.C. Alexander, the principle 
Secretary to the Prime Magister, Ambassador Narayanan and other 7 


I 





=—Indian officials. —_ 
= The talks were t.iendly, relaxed, informative and — 2s 
#—constructive and Mrs. Gandhi extended an invitation to the President—-——--. 


_. to visit India. Both delegations expressed their desire to further 
improve U.S.-Indian relations. 
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The major subjects discussed included U.&S.-Indian 
economic relations, the U.&.-Soviet relationship in the context of 
. Afghanistan and U.S. relations with both India and Pakistan. 
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And now, my colleage will go into more detail on ‘these 
subjects for you. 


ed 


— SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, I'll give --. ---- 
--- and senior Indian officials on the one hané and President Reagan 
—- and senior U.S. officials on the other. 
As I told many of you on Monday, we have viewed this 
visit as an opportunity for India and the U.S. to better understand 
just how important we are to one another and in that contert 
to give Mrs. Gandhi and the President an opportunity to develos 
the personal relationship that they began in Cancun. 


ad In the discussions today which involved an exchange 
of views on a broad range of glottal, regional and bilateral issues, 
_ there is no question but that the two leaders gained a 
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greater appreciation than they previously had of each other's 
viewpoints. They discussed topics such as the U.S. security 
relationship with Pakistan, its relevance to the Soviet occupation 
of Afghanistan, India's own bilateral relations with Pakistan 
and China as well as efforts, which we support, which India has 
been making to improve e relations, the Iran-Iraq War and 
-- what might be done to bri about a peaceful resolution of that 
conflict, the Middle East ai. the U.S. role in resolving the 
current situation in Lebanon, “nd a general review of East-West 
relations from our perspective including our views on the need 
to have meaningful negotiations on arms control with the Soviets, 
based on a position of strength. 


«4 vfs 


There were also exchanges on a number of economic 
issues. Mrs. Gandhi and her colleagues briefed the President and 
his senior colleagues on efforts India has been making to 
strengthen its national economy. Mrs. Gandhi was assured of our 
commitment to continue to assist India’s economic development. 
And, in this regard, we said we would work -- we would continue 
our support of the Multilateral Development Bank lending to India, 
which we recognize is of vital importance to Indian develooment 

needs. 


They, also, discussed ways to strengthen international 
economic cooperation and international development efforts through 
the global economic problems which beset developed and developing countries 
alike. And they particularly noted the importance of liberalising 
the internation] trading system at the uocoming GAP ministerial. 


Now, clearly, we did not, necessarily, agree on 
everything. Although, the discussions were extremely cordial. 
There were differing vooints of view without any sharp disacreements. 
I suppose that is the best way to put it. 


With regard to our security assistance to Pakistan, 
for example, Mrs. Gandhi expressed her concern about the possibility 
.« Of the weapons that we are supplying to Pakistan being used against 
_India. She was assured that our assistance is being provided for 
defensive purposes only, to meet the threat to Pakistan posed by 
-+the 100 thousand Soviet troops in Afghanistan. 
led Mrs. Gandhi made very clear that India's traditional 
policy was friendly opposed to any foreign troops in occupation 
of any country, and that certainly included Afghanistan. 


The President and the Prime Minister, also, considered 
me ways in which India and the United States might cooperate in 
further strengthening our already extensive collaboration in 
fields as varied as science technological transfer, agriculture, 
trade, and educational exchange. They agreed on a number of 
--activities where both countries can focus their attention in _ 
-——the months ahead to bring about a strengthening of our bilateral  -———.. 
. relationship. The State Department spokesman will have more to 
say on this tomorrow. But I will mention now that among these 
activities are the establishment of a blue ribbon panel of eminent 
. scientists from both countries to determine priority areas for 
collaboration. 


I will take your questions. 


Q Are you saying that the United States justified 
its arms relationship with Pakistan on the Soviet troop presence in 
Afghanistan? And, if that is true, if there is a solution in 
Afghanistan and the Soviet troops come out, does that mean that 
the United States will scale down its military relationship with 

_, Pakistan? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We were discussing this 
matter with Mrs. Gandhi and her cclleagues in the context of well-known 
Indian concerns that the arms provided to Pakistan under this renewed 
security relationship with the United States might be used against 
India. Now, that was the context, and that was the context of our reply. 
We have a multiyear program -- economic and security assistance to 
Pakistan which I would expect would be fulfilled and which we hope would 
add to, not detract from. The purpose is to add to the stability of the 
subcontinent in the context of Afghanistan. 


Q I'm also trying to drive at the exclusivity of the 
Afghanistan situations being the reason. In other words, was it explained 
to her that there were other reasons for arming Pakistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was the context of 
the discussion, Gary, and in that context we have discussed with the 
Indians another fora, broader policy considerations involving the Gulf, 
but we didn't go into this at this time. Yes. 


a 


- Q And from what you say -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- it appears that both India and the United States -- 
there's no disagreement between the two countries that the solution should 
be drawn from Afghanistan. Now, where is the difference between the two 
countries -- where is the difference in their position of fighters which 
are to attack us before a politicai solution is devised? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We really didn't go into 
any detail today in discussing the differences. Mrs. Gandhi explained 
her perception from her own discussions with the parties involved with 
the Soviets in particular as to what their concerns were, not in the 
context of justifying the Soviet troop presence. 


We explained that we had continuing contacts with the 
Soviets on this issue, and we would imagine that we would continue to 
probe where appropriate and possible to see if there was a chance for 
a peaceful resolution. We frankly noted that as of now we were not 
encouraged that the Soviets were seeking any solution which could be 
stable there and which was other than a Soviet-imposed puppet regime, 
which is what you have now. 


Q On the Tarapur thing, with the Prench supplying the 
fuel will the safeguards be exactly the same as if the United States 
were to supply the fuel? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's my understanding, and 
unless I'm corrected by some of my colleagues here who know more about 
this than I do in details, that all aspects of the 1963 agreement will 
stay in effect in all other respects, including the provision for the 
IAEA safeguards. 


Q So then why is it necessary to go through the devise 
of having a third country supply it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I can very briefly 
remind you of what we talked about on Monday, the issue in the American- 
Indian nuclear relationship has never been the safeguards on the Tarapur 
reactor. According to our nonpoliferation legislation of 1978, we can't 
continue to provide fuel or have any nuclear relations with the country 
that does not have all of its nuclear facilities under full scope 
safeguards. That's correct, isn’t it? 


And therefore -- there is a waver procedure -- I don't want 
to go into this in too much detail, but in late 1980 we won by two votes 
in the Senate and it was clear we would never get through again on this 
issue. So, at that point, we and the government of India tried to find 
another way that would solve India's legitimate requirement for fuel; to 
fuel this nuclear generator of electricity 
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tremendous contradiction. The terms of this -- 


“> for Western India. And our requirements, the requirements cf our 
act plus the provisions for safeguards of this agreement. So, it's -- 
“we believe it's a very happy resolution -- a potentially very thorny 
“Tproblea. 


Q What does the settlement say about the reprocessing 
_ of spent fuel? 

" SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe that issue 

was raised with the Indian briefer today and I won't go beyond what 
he said on that. 


° Q But they say they haven't agreed to it. You 
_.say they have. There's a tremendous contradiction here. 


—a-_ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there's no 


= Q Can it be done by India <-- or a joint determination 
—to a study? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is an issue that 
will be the subject of continuing discussions between us but it 
does not affect this agreement that I have described. 


Q Where does it stand now? 


bie 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am going to read 
you a statement in answer to your question. 


——-_ 
-_ 


<> With regard to reprocessing, the agreement provides 


——=that any special nuclear materiel produced at the Tarapur Atcaic_____ 


- 


Power Station may only be reprocessed in Indian facilities -- 


Q -- can you repeat -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- may only be 
| peprocessed in Indian facilities upon a joint determination by 
the parties -- both India and the United States that the article 
of the agreement that includes safeguards provisions may be 
effectively applied. 


It is clear that there must be a joint determination 
“and the United States has not agreed to such a determination or 
delegated the authority to agree to such a determination. 


No reprocessing of Tarapur spent fuel in India may 
thus occur without United States agreement which has not been 
given. We look forward to a continuing discussion between the 
United States and India on any differences in interpretation with 
@ view to assuring that implementation of the 1963 for Cooperation 
proceeds in a mutually satisfactory manner. 


Q Would you read that sentence again, please? 


SENIOR ADMIN, TION OFPICIAL: Wow, this -- 1'11 
even hand it out for you. 


“ Now, this satisf. ‘Ss us. It satisfies the Indians 
and it does not detract in any way in our perspective from the 
__ success -- 
Q -- there is a question -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Would you let aes 
finish, please? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. -- the 
successful resolution of the Tarapur issue. 
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Now, let me -- one more question and then I'll ask 


ow--o Q -- one more question. se 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fine. 


Q I¢ this discord continues -- from lack of -- 
is this supply from the Prench subject to an agreement or 
independent of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are issues, I's 
Sage Was yee Seuss SS CpeaD Gam Se oases Cisse Se pease 
“and I suggest you start w your government. 


. — ae Q -- Mrs. Ganu..i in her statement -this sorning on- —— 

~ the lawn back here spoke of her country -- 

- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wait a minute, did — 
you want to add anything to any of -- 


2 ap 
=—=a 
‘- 


--- 


Q -- spoke of her country's vcosition of having sore 
than one friend. In the talks today, either here or at the State 
Department, did she go into a further explanation of India's 
relationship to the Soviet Union? Did the United States have 
any comments to make about India's relationship to the Soviet 
Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact that India 
has more than one friend is well known. And I should note that it's 
not only India that has more than one friend is this world. 


= There was -- I think that's taken as a given if what __ 
—You' re referring to is -- Indian relationship with the Soviets. 7 
~ the extent it was mentioned, it was mentioned in the context of 

@ given situation. 


— Q U.S. has nothing to say about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure what 
we could say, honestly. 


- 
-_ 


— 
= 
- 


Q Just a question of fact as to whether he did or not. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I mean not -- no, 
__mot in @ critical sense or anything. 


~S Q Was the idea that they have a friendship with 
=the Soviet Union and we have one with Pakistan related to each 
other -- as having more than one friend? Is that what you're trying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But that’s a good 


analogy. 
og ¢ 
Q -- I thought you were trying to say that. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wish I had thought 
of that. 


~ Q I thought you just said it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I was thinking of 
other situations but, of course, this is relevant. 


-oe- 


Q This didn‘t come up in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not in that sense 
although we made clear that in the context of our renewed security 
relationship with the Pakistans, wo were uraing that both sides 
iaprove their relation. In thet sense, 


i 


what: you've described did come up. I‘m sorry. 


Q A clarification -- there is actually not only «@ 


- request of fuel but also for spare parts. Will the spare parts also 
go through? This will go from the United States? 


- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have received fram 
the government of India their list of requirecents on spare parts and 
we're now considering that list. 

5 Q This is no problem, I think. I sean, there's no 

- problem because of the U.S. law? 


Q A legal probles. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's all we can say 
at this point. 


Q Can I just make sure I understand. The Prench are 
supplying the fuel but we are saying that it cannot be reprocessed 
until we agree to it and we haven't agreed to it and so we and the 
. Indians are going to continue talking about who can reprocess the fuel 

——~whether it's Prench supplied or -- 


= SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. That's -- 


Q You asntion support for the Multilateral Development 
” Bank lending to Indians. Does that a Se Sees o> eecee 
the United States’ contribution? Because as I understand it, the 
Indian concern is over reduction. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Indian concera 
is a concern which I thi is shared throughout the developing world 
- and the contributor wor ‘f you will. That, is every one doller re- 
duction in U.8. contributic. to these institutions sets a aodel for 
-- other doners -- it doesn't he * to, but the facts are, practical 
“ matter it does. So each one dollar reduction results in a eotal of 
“=four dollars reduction. And in that sense, cur Indien-friends urged us 
5 do our best to keep our contributions up. and — 
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Q The contribution comes down dramatically next year, 
*as I understand it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think one thing -- given 
the fact that we're both rather active democracies, I believe Mre. Gandhi 
and her colleagues understand the role of the Congress in this country 
and that they will understand that the President, through his personal 
intervention was able to get Ida 6 through. There are those who 
ergue it's not enough. Without egreeing or disagreeing, if the Presi- 


_ at that level. 


And that's understood. That is the context in which 
___ the Indians made their presentation on the subject. 
_ Q But he didn’t make any commitment to go beck 
~ and ask for more next -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, these . Sa 
. that are going to be handled within the context of our own 
processes. 
Q Did Mrs. Gandhi come up with any new ideas for 


solving Afghanistan? Any proposels? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think that 
* you could say that she did. We weren't expecting that anyone would 
- Come up with any magic new solutions. We just discussed the issues 
and the problems primarily. 





Q What's the Indian concern about the Iraq-Iren wer 
and what does she suggest doing about it? 


Ee «ae 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Indians, 
Mrs. Gancni expressed, you know, shared our interest. First, our 
concerns and our general objective that the war end as scon as possible, 
hopefully through mediation. Serious concern about the spellover is- 
pact of the continuation of a war. India is dependent on those gulf 
sources of supply. Any significant new tightening in the market 
in which the prices shoot up have a direct and major negative impect 
on India's development which is India's top priority, as it should 
be. 


It was in this context that we had a discussion on the 
issue. 


Q -- the poor perforzance of Soviet weaponry and 
- Gur own interest may be in some American weaponry as « result? 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. ° 
Q As far as Soviet weaponry -- 
Q Didn‘t it come up? 


Q As far as Soviet weaponry is concerned, is Indie 
buying an sircraft carrier from the Soviet Union? Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't know. I°s told 
I newer heard of it. 


Q Just MIGs. Right? That's what it would predominantly 


{ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think 
buy a variety of end items from the Soviets, including NIGs. Sut I 
Gon't have before ae the -- 


Q -- ask the question of ere there are are interven- 
tion in Afghanistan -- diecussed -- Mrs. Gandhi discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was « general 
discussion on this -- 
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Q Sorry. 


. SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 know what you're asking, 
but I'm not going to talk about details of the discussion. 


Q I'm asking was the situation of Afghanistan seen 
only as a Soviet occupation problem or was there any other external 
— iaterference problem also? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sot in the sense that 
you are asking, no. 


meee 
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: Q Did Mrs. Gandhi or any member of her party request a 
and/or receive reassurances on Pakistani use of U.S.-supplied weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we said we understood 
the concerns that she had stated. We do. They are long-standing Indian 
concerns. And we assured her that these arms are provided to Pakistan 
for defensive purposes and, as I aentioned earlier in the context we 
were talking about, we noted this was the Soviet occupation of Afghani- 
stan end the pressures that this put the Paks under. 


Q Better relations between Indis and Pakistan -- was 
there any discussion on what the U.S. might do to influence Pakistan to 
promote more harmony on the Sub-Continent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot in any specific in the 
sense that Mrs. Gandhi told us, you have to do one, two, three, four. 
I don’t think that there is any question of doubting our motives in this 
relationship. There is a question in expressing concern as to the re- 
sults. 


Q Was there any discussion on reaching General Sia 
and trying to negotiate some sort of political settlement with the exist- 
ing regime in the country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This kind of detail we did 
not get into. 


Q On the Pakistani arms thing, you say Mrs. Gandhi 
= assured the defensive nature of the arms that the United States has 
civen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q In light of the Lebanese experience and the U.S. 
inability or unwillingness to enforce the defensive provisions there, 
why should she take that seriously? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in the first inetance 

I don't think there is any parallel between the two situations. When 
you teke a look at the Israeli military operation in Lebanon, it is an 
overwhelrwingly superior Isreeli military force marching on Lebanon. I 
don't see where you see -- I don't see that perellel in the Pakistani- 
Indian equation. I don't want to suggest that our response was -- 
reassured our Indian friends. I think that -- at least I hope that 

they understand that this is our policy and this is what we intend and 
we will exert all of our efforts to insure that this is indeed what 
happens. 


Q In an administration that is dedicated to curb 
the flow of high technology, how does the technological arrangement with 
India that is proposed going to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is -- I don't think 
that is correct -- what you have just stated. The administration is 
concerned seriously about the proliferation of nuclear weapons and nu- 
clear-weapons-producing capability. We are in the forefront of trying to 
encourage practical technological transfer amongst the countries from 
the developed to the developing world, which is a whole theology of its 
own that I hope we don't get into. And the proposals that I noted about 
@ committee of scientists is thoroughly consistent with this as is such 
things as our Joint Commission on Economic and Business Affairs, and 
certainly the Indo-American Business Council, which in many reepects 
is in the technological transfer field. And the Indians would welcome 

“B transfer of technology in the economic area. 


Q Could I follow that. You said something about some 
spare parts -- that they have given a list of spare parts and things to 
us for the reectors and so forth. What other items do they went from 
us and what else do they ag from us in the way of assistance? 


SPNT OR PPMINTIST§ JOM PRICT Si et) yb sireed 
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They would, of course, like to see us increase our | 

own contributions, because it works with the sultiplier of three. 

And the Indians are in a highly successful economic development 

program. Everyone recognizes this. They are in a critical 

period now for the next decade. And they are very concerned about 
= availabilities of concessional lending being cut dow. 
7 Q So was that the main thing: nothing else? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically, this 

was the kind of discussion. But, also, not that they were asking 
for anything, they were explaining their position, which represented 
the position of, basically, the developing world, and noting that 
this kind assistance is in the interest of the United States and 


the other developed countries who are interested in creating 
stability. 


Q Was there any discussion of what -- resumption. 
_Was there any reference -- the United Nations General Assembly -- 


-- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: May I edd one point - 
“=to that last question? 


The Prime Minister did say, toward the end of our 
discussions this morning, that she hoped very such a group of 
American business representatives would come to India to see what 
the opportunities now a increased collaboration with -- 


Q A little -uder, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She hoped she could 
have a group of American business representatives come to India 
to see what the prospects are for increased collaboration between 
American firme and Indian firms. It would involwe some transfer 
of technology among other things. 


Q On this assistance and support for sultilaeteral 
aid, will that extend to support for the next vote on the IMP 
funds needed? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had a discussion 
of that. And I think we made clear our satisfaction and, I would 
sey pleasure, with the documentation that the Indians have given 
to the IMP in support of the subsequent tranches. 


°o Ras India showed any interest in American ares -- 
aquiring Americen arms? 


~ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was not a subject 
of these meetings. We addressed this earlier in this forw and, 
I believe, elsewhere. Mr. Stocessel was asked this question a 
. week ago on the record. And we said we are prepsred to consider 
any interest expressed by India on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Has there been any interest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wone was exoressed 
here et this time. 


Q You seem to be -- 


' SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bone wee expressed 
-—@uring the meeting. ; 


Q But on the trip. 
MORE 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, on the trip. 
I ep sorry. I do not sean to play gases. 


Q You seem to be leaving it open. 
—— _-  _— SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Go not mean to. 
. Q Okay. 
SENIGR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was none 


expressed during the meetings held today, either the meeting with 
the President alone, or the larger one with us, or th ~ «<retary’s 











= 
> 
» 
5 
= subsequent working lunch. You know, wrep it all up. “* got 
- hiding anything. 
o 
- Q Pardon me. On the loans, wes there « figure 
- — expressed? - 
e SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo; they know whet = 
E cy __ we have put into the IDA. And they would like sore. = 
c- aum_» Just more. i_-a_« “ene ; i 
Ta SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And hell, we tried 
S = «te get more, too. 
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July 30, 1982 
The Briefing Roos 


11:08 A.M. epT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meeting today between 
aw=the President and the Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign Minister of Egypt - 
.lasted approximately 45 minutes. I am sure that the White House will sake 

availa> le to you ali of the participants. 


There were two basic issues discussed, the current situa- 
tion in West Beirut and the future of the peace process. 


With respect to the current situation in West Beirut, both 
sides obviously welcomed the published six-point declaration of the Arab 
follow-up committee -- saw it aes « positive ster. We also discussed weys 
in which Egvpt could be helpful in resolwing the immediate crizis in 

__ West Beirut. And naturc:iy we briefed on the current status of the Rabib 


- mission. c= 


With resvect to.the broader subject of the future of the 
peace process, both sides egreed on the need to redouble efforts in 
the near future to move the peace process forward,to work for « — 
hensive peace, with the priority on an early solution of the Pales an 
problem in ell of its aspects. 


Okay. I will take some questions and then I will have to -- 


Q Did Egypt agree to -- at least in principle -- to 
_accept « large number of the Palestinians now in Beirut? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIOW OFFICIAL: I don’t want to get into 
who has agree to what. We have been in discussions with the Egyptians 
and they have slways indicated «a willingness to help. The exact terms 
under which this could be worked out is stiil under discussion. 
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Q There was a report a couple of days ago -- I am not 
asking yor to confirm the numbers -- but the report said that they would 
take 3,000 if the United States committed itself to pursuing « homeland 
for the Palestinians. Does this meeting -- wes this a meeting to state 
that commitment and did the President fulfill the requirements that the 
Bgyptians were se*kinrg? 





SCENTOR S0MTNISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the extent that we heave 
differences with the Egyptians, I would describe them ae differences in 
tactics, not overall goals, and in this context we have to remember that 
Egypt is really our foremost friend in the Middle East working not only 
as a partner for peace but with respect to the sutual contributions that 
can be made for the stability and security of that broeder area. And 
that is the general atmosphere in which these discussions were held. 
There is not « complete identity of views on all aspects of how best 
to resolve the West Beirut problem and we will be continuing these dis- 
cussions in depth in the meeting this afternoon in the State Department 
with Secretary Shultz. 


Q It sounds to me as though you are saying that whatever 
does not satisfy what they said was their requirement for taking 
in the PLO. Is that a fair -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't establish -- 
let me caution you, not an established and such an exact linkage. They 
definitely believe, as they I believe heave stated publicly, that there 
should be a form of linkage, the @ore explicit the better, between the 
solution of this current crisis in West Beirut and the future of the 
peace process. Wow just how that impacts -- 








Q 


We don’t believe that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, 


I think that we 
share the belief that the lesson of Lebanon -- really the essential 


lesson is the need to move ahead quickly on the Palestinian issue. 
goals are not a problem with us. 
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Cc Well, what‘s the problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess we have to 
continue to discuss the tactics of achieving what we both believe is 
necessary. That's the solution to West Beirut, as well as how best 
to move ahead on the Palestinian problem. 


Q In line with the tactics, did Minister Ali ask 
for U.S. support for the French-fgyptian resolution and the Security 
“Council, or did he seek ways in which this could be made more 
agreeable to the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Se discussed it, but 
not in the terms, John, that you've suggested -- not seeking American 
support to vote for this rity Council. Discussing it, explaining 

_it from Egypt‘s point of vic and it was helpful. 
* 

I really have to run. Let me take one from the Israeli 

press. 


Q Yes. The Egyptian Poreign Minister just said 
~“outside that there was again a reaffirmation of the PLO, so he said in the 
U.N. yesterday, of acceptance of all the 0.m. resolutions. Is there 


-—-any development? we ee eee = ene 


-- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: I's really not up to 
“Tspeed on that. I don’t know what happened yesterday in the U.N. Just *- 
I haven't had time to find out; that's all. 
Q Will the 0.8. -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I don't know. I 








mean -- 
---- —_ Q Just to follow up -- what you said -- 
s= _ so SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the memo that Habib 


“""abklegedly received from -- was transmitted by Arafat to Bebib? 


oo — oS 


=? SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q As you read the Six Point Plan, does it require the 
Israelis to pull back before the plan is implemented? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are the things that 
are going to be worked on. I can't -- 


Q Has Israel accepted 242 and 3387 





— ~~~" SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A Tong Elms ago. YC wae 
| ——ecomewhat-——- -_— +o en 


aman —_ Are they still accepting them? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Good. 
Q What was that, Belen? 
Q Re said yes -- yes. 
THE PRESS: ‘Thank you. 


ZND 11:16 A.M. EDT 
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MODERATOR: Ladies and Gentlemen, this gentle- 


man needs no introduction. It is just my great pleasure 


to present to you the S.A . \ 


{[Applause. ] 

MMW: Thank you. 

I am, pf course, very pleased to be here at 
this meeting. I see some old friends, many, I hope, new 
friends, as we talk together. 

Y think it is fair to say that we are all here 
because we are friends of the united States, citizens 
of the United States, we love the United States. 

We are*®also people who have a great ettection 
for Israel and we are interested in the events in the 
Middle East, not only for that reason but for broader 
reasons, as well, and that should be the foéal point of 


our discussion. At least that is what I am prepared to 


make a few remarks about, and to engage in a discussion 


with you. 
I think my own thinking about, the subject is 


affected by the fact of the idea of Israel, the ideals 
Lo 


of Israel, and a fair amount of knowledge and acquaintance 


with individuals in Israel. ° 





< 
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To a considerable extent, those acquaintances 
reflect my academic life. I had many students come 
through MIT, the University of Chicago, and, more recently, 
Stanford. 

I have an especially poignant sense of the ’ 
problem of casualties,. and I suppose things that happen 
to you for some reason last, and in my own case I will 
always remember the case of Joseph Levy whmI mentioned 
on another occasion, who was a student at the University 
of Chicago that I got to know and my wife got to know 
because we. gave a little party each quarter for the out- 
standing students, and he was always there with his wife. 
My wife was great at cooking homemade Boston Baked Beans. 
She is real good at it. They used to call it "Dean's 
Beans" when they came, and we had a lot of fun with him. 
He was not only as good a student as I have ever encountered 
but as fine a person, and really a marvelous-individual. 

I remember that I had hardly awakened to the 


’ 


fact that the '67 war was on than I discovered that he had 


left and that he had been killed. 
I am affected emotionally by just recalling 


that to my mind, so of course that leads.into the question 


of what is going on now in Beirut. We are all preoccupied 


by it to a very considerable degree. It tends to dominate 





4 
the calendar, the time, the way you spend your time in a 
job like mine, and no doubt a lot of your thought. 
I think that we must be clear and, on the one 
hand, sympathetic, but on the other hand, hardheaded, 
I think, at this point. It is certainly a prime objective 
to get the PLO out of Lebanon and out of Beirut. 
We feel that it is possible, even probable, 
if the conditions can be right, that that can happen 
through diplomacy; and that it is very desirable to have 
it happen that way because if it does, as compared with 
the alternative, there will be a much lesser loss of 
life, and in particular while, as my earlier story 


indicated, a life is a life, whether it is a combatant 
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Or a noncombatant. Still, I think it is the case that 
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the symbol of this war has become a baby with its arms 
shot off, and it is an image, let alone a reality -- a 
human reality -- that certainly affects you. 

So, we seek a diplomatic solution. I think we 
have to recognize as realists that military pressure is 
part of the process of bringing about a diplomatic 
solution. 

It is the balance that worries us and I would 


have to say in all candor that we felt that the diplomatic 


process was moving very well a couple of days ago. We 
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hope it is going again now. So, on the one hand, it is 
important to get that moving. It is importent to see 
the military pressure there, but it is also important 
not to be using it all the time, because the diplomatic 
process can't go forward in such an environment. 

We could spend all of our time talking about 
Beirut, but particularly with a group of people such as 
this, informed and thoughtful, and people whose identifi- 
cation is for the longer term interests of our own 
country and our role in that region, it seems to me we 
have to remind ourselves, no matter how riveted we may 
get on an issue of the moment, of the broader picture. 

To my mind, the broader picture, I think, must 
bring you to the Palestinian issue more generally, 


because, it seems to me, as long as you have a very large 


Palestinian Arab popnulation in that part of the world, in total 


numbers fully comparable to the Jewish population of 
Israel, and it is a population adrift, at sea, without any 
kind of identification at all, you have a formula for 
continued tension and bloodshed. 

There is a concentration on what is now iden-  . 
tified as the PLO. I would assert to you if the PLO 


disappeared, it wouldn't take lon for another -=- we 
g 


are talking about six thousand people -- it wouldn't 


& 
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take long for another group to be formed. It is easy 
to get arms these days, and you haven't solved any 
problem. 

You have to solve the problem by getting at 
its roots, and its roots lie, I believe, in finding some 
way to meet the legitimate needs that are involved. 

Now, as far as language is concerned, as I have 
studied the Camp David Accord, there is plenty of room 
in that language for bringing about the sort of thing 
without -- and I am not here to tell you "Here is the 
way to do it." I don't know what the way to do it is. 

I come out of a collective bargaining background, to 
some extent, and I am a believer that you can't sort of 
conceive a solution to something and send it in toa 
Situation and expect it to hold water. 

The solutions that people accept are the ones 
that they have a part in working out, and it is surprising 
sometimes what the people involved are willing to give 
on and what they insist on, and you don't always know 
in advance. So you have to respect that kind of vrocess. 

But I would say to you that it is difficult 
to imagine a satisfactory solution to the Palestinian 


issues if the Palestinians themselves are not allowed 


to participate. 
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Now, by varticipate, I don't mean that somebody 
who can be labeled a Palestinian is sitting there. I 
mean that thev have to be represented. and the repre- 
sentation has to be seen as legitimate. Just as in any 
kind of a deal that vou try to work out, whether it is a 
business deal or a labor relations deal or an international 
deal, or anything, if you don't feel that your negotiator 
is somebody you feel "He is my guy or gal", you just 
don't accept the results. 
So, we have to be able to find that representa- 
tion, and in the end it has to emerge from the Palestinian 
wishes, not from the Israeli wishes. You can't have 


the Palestinians represented by a verson handnicked bv the 


Israelis. It won't work. T think we have to recocnize 


that fact. 


I also would like to mention, and then I will 
stop and we can have a discussion, because I know that 
I may not be hitting the things that you are interested 
in, and as it has been said, you don't learn very much 
when you are talking. But I do think it is important 
for us all to recognize that there are other issues, 
security issues, in the Middle East, beyond the Arab/ 


Israeli issue, important as it is, and I think central 


as it is, to some of the other issues. 
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I believe that it is correct to say that to a 
considerable extent the inability to arrive at any kind of 
solution to the Palestinian issue is the avenue through 
which the Russians gain influence in that area. The 
Russian influence is very undesirable. 

It is a curious situation, right now, because 
I think the reality of what has happened in the last few 
weeks must be sobering -- for instance, the Syrians and 
their Russian supeeebees. 

I would say, furthermore, that even after fully 
recognizing the very high quality of the Israeli fighting 
men, still and all, there must be a message tfere about 
the U.S. equipment vis-a-vis the Russian equipment, that 
if I were in the Soviet Union would make me scratch my 
head, and there is a lot that we don't know about that 
subject. 

So, there is that side of the issue, but, of 
course, the situation was made to order in a propaganda 
sense for the Russians and they are making hay with it. 

Beyond that, I think leaving Israel out of it, 
there are among the Arab countries all sorts of disputes. 
It is historic. Everybody knows that. And all is by 


way of saying that there are legitimate military needs 


of these other countries and we have a stake in their 
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ecurity and in the stability in the region, going beyond 
the stability as it may affect Israel directly. So there 
are all of these broader issues involved that I just call 
your attention to. 

With that, I will stop. I don't know that I 
want to recognize a question from Max Fischer. His 
questions are always too tough. I have had a lot of 
experience with him. 

Yes. 

RABBI STERNSTEIN: My name is Rabbi Sternstein. 


I am President of the American Zionist Federation. I 


presume that I speak on behalf of all of as, ICQ 


and others, I am sure, will echo the sentiment of wishing 
you well upon your incumbency of this position. I think 
your reputation and we trust that your approach will 
continue to inspire confidence. We are sure of that, and 
certainly I want to, on my own behalf as well’ as others, 
tell you how grateful we are for the opportunity to chat 
with you this morning. 

I want to, if I may, ask a very brief question, 
inasmuch as you desire to broaden the issues beyond the 


immediate Lebanese crisis, and think of the day after 


tomorrow rather than tomorrow -- 


WWW (Remark unheard via 


transmission.) 
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RABBI STERNSTEIN: Yet I wonder if I could 
pose this problem to you which does have an effect upon 
the tomorrow -- that is, from the tomorrow and the day 
after tomorrow -- in terms of the long-term process, 
in terms of the opportunity for legitimate representa- 
tion. 

Would you not agree, sir, that how the PLO -- 
specifically speaking -- how the United States deals with 
the PLO -- I am putting it in its bluntest and, if you | 
will forgive me, its crassest level, how the United 
States deals with the PLO would have an effect on how 
the process, the peace process, will be undertaken by the 
other Arab States and Arab communities the day after : 
tomorrow? What do I mean by that? 

The fact of the matter is that if the PLO whicn 
some of us -- I am speaking about the American people, 
all of us, I think, in the Jewish community,- and 
most of the world recognize as bluntly a murderous, 
terrorist group -- this is our perception and there may 
be disagreement -- if they are given credence, then why 
should not violence be given credence in terms of the 


rejectionist front? 


If I may recall a brief conversation—i was 


privileged, when -President Sadat was still alive, to 








gn 
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have been received by him in Cairo, and I put thi 
question to him. It was two weeks after one of the 
religious leaders in Gaza, the Imam of Gaza, who sup- 
ported Sadat, came out with a public statement of sup- 
port for Sadat. He was murdered two days later. The 
PLO took credit for that murder, saying that nobody 
will be able to publicly say they are going to support 
Sadat or the peace process, or we will murder hin. 

I put this question to President Sadat: Is 
this therefore legitimate representation by the so- 
calleac PLO? I must tell you he agreed. His views of 
Arafat and the PLO is something I don't ait to quote, 
because it would be an extra favor quote. But I put 
this question to you. 

If credence is given, credibility is given 
to the PLO, is that not a signal for the other Arab 
communities, Palestinian Arabs, other Arab States, on 
how to deal with this entire question? 

WN ~~ Ww I think it is a very good 
question. A question that, to my mind, should get 
a categorical answer in one sense, and an answer with 
some subtlety in another sense -- categorical in the 
sense that we must maintain a position that terrorism 


is unacceptable, and’ terrorist activities anywhere 
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are unacceptable to us, just as we say, as I have 
Said in El Salvador, we shouldn't go along with the 
process where you have an election and 85 percent of 
the people vote, and then we are urged to allow the 
guerrilla forces to shoot their way into the govern- 
ment. That is no way to proceed. 

I don’t want to even suggest a parallel 
between those guerrilla forces and the PLO, which 
has had a different and more widespread, more generally 
terroristic approach. I think we need to categorically 
answer your question insofar as that side of it is 
concerned. 

It is my understanding that the PLO is a 
term that applies to a range of people -- whether they 
should be called factions, or whatever -- and that 
somehow if out of this complex of things comes some 
sort of leadership that announces itself as having a 
Gifferent point of view, a different orientation, we 
should be ready to listen to that. 

I don't say that we should be ready to sit 
down with them, to include them in a process in any 
formal way. I think that it is much too soon to be 


talking that way. But I do think we need to have our 


eye out for places from which representation that might 
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be regarded by the Palestinians as legitimate might 
come. So that is a long way from saying that we should 
be ready to deal with, in a direct way, the PLO as it 
has been constituted and as its outlook has been, but 
it does suggest a different formulation. 

I have had the occasion to reread several 
times the speech that candidate Ronald Reagan made 
to the B'nai B'rith in the election campaicn, and he 
took up the question of the PLO, and he said, as he has 
often said, characterizing them just as you have 
characterized them, and rejected that view, with which 
I am in full accord. He went on to say, on the other 
hand, if somehow there were some people who were 
Palestinian and who had a different attitude toward 
Israel, a different attitude toward the UN resolutions, 
a different attitude, well, that would be a different 
PLO, or whatever you want to cail it, and that would 
be a different situation. 

I think that if we can somehow bring out of 
this process an indication of some legitimate representa- 
tion -- I am not saying the present PLO leadership 
at all -- that is constructive. 


I would have to say to you, I just cannot 


see how it is constructive that when a Mavor in one 
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14 
of the West Bank or Gaza cities or towns, anc who seems 
to be respected by the people in that town, takes a 
position that the Israelis don't like, they get rid 
of them, I just don't see it. 

It seems to me that those are people who hold 
the promise of legitimacy. A person who represents you 
legitimately is undoubtedly go*ng to have some views 
you don't like, that you on the other side don't like. 


[More] 
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So I don't want to give you -- I nope you don't 
think I'm giving you a tricky answer of any kind; I'm trying 
not to. I'm tellince you categorically in terms of 
the nature of the PLO and its activities and the unaccepta- 
bility of them as constituted. But I'm also saying to you 
that if we are going to be successful in this longer-run 
objective, well, I think it's just obviously -- I'm sure 
we all agree -- aS much in the interests of Israel, as 
of the United States, as of anyone in the region, then 
we're gOing to have to find this legitimate representation 
Somehow or other. And the people who do the representing 
are gOing to say some things and have some positions that 
you won't like. 

That's in the nature of tne process of bargain- 
ing in difficult situations. 

What we want 1S revoresentatives who have 

their positions all right but whose objective inthe 

end is to create something that will work -- and will work 
in stability and peace. 

RABBI LEVY: I'm Rabbi Alexander Levy, »vead 
of the Reform Movement, and a Past Chairman of this 
Conference. 


You recognized in your preliminary remaras 


that military force is a factor in bringing a diplomatic 
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solution into being and that there is a need to achieve a 
balance. 

Now, in recent weeks there nave been public 
Signs on the part of this Administration of its dis- 
pleasure with Israel. There are even talks about 
Sanctions. Don't these serve to undermine Mr. Habib's 
mission by increasing the intransigence of the PLO by 
fortifying their hope that they can achieve politically 
what they could not achieve militarily? 

Whac evidence is uhore that tne diplomatic 
efforts have been moving toward a solution? ° 

We stand from the outside. I must tell you, 
NQQ Nn that we see a year of negotiations to 
remove the missiles of Syria and they weren't removed; 
and we see now eight weeks of negotiations regarding 
the PLO and no forward movement at all -- if anything, 
an increaSing evidence of their determination to Stay. 

UQQQQ WwW) I don't disagree with 
your frustration; I share it. 

Let me make the same statements to you that 
I made to the Foreign Minister of Israel when he was 
here as we discussed this very issue. Obviously, it's 


a central issue. 


If it were felt for sure that the PLO was on 
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its way out and there was a process -- you could see 
it and it was laid out; and "This is going to happen" 
and "That is going to happen" and "That is going to happen" 


and "That will be done," I'm sure everybody would sit back 


and let it -unfold. 


So can I describe such a process? No, I inre 
do that. 
But can I identify things that lead me to say 
I'll retreat to my University of Chicago's statistical 


base here a little bit -- lead me to say that, 


tei 


Cannot categorically say that this will happen. Can 


HA 


identify some things that say to me there is a sig- . 
nificant probability that it will happen? 

I think the answer to that is "Yes." I'm 
Sure that the probability I would put on it at this point 
is a higher number than perhaps you would put on it or 
that the Foreign Minister would put on it, and we sort of 
discussed it in those terms. yy 

Now, I think that if the probability is signifi- 
cant it's worth it, because the downside of an all- 
Out assault on Beirut is so great. 
I'm fully recognizing the fact that you can say, 


"Well, what's this with the PLO? They're holding the city 


hostage" -- and all of that. I recognize all that 
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argument. 

I think that in recent days the probability 
-- I believe the probability has been rising, and rising 
in part because of the pressure. 

What are the elements in assessing this proba- 
bility? I think first of all -- and this goes back 
a long distance -- the PLO agreed in principle sometime 
ago,in these odd negotiations through intermediaries 
that Phil Habib has been having, that they would leave. 

So that's an agreement in principle. It's 
a long way from practice. 

The Arab League Foreign Ministers,in their 
Statement approximately a week ago -- I forget now; 

I lose track of time here in this ios 
-- but about tnat long ago issued a statement that was 
categorical that the PLO had stated that. 

I think that that's significant both from the 
standpoint of the PLO and thet the Arab League Foreign 
Ministers Said so because it carries an implication that 

somehow Or anotner they accept a responsibility for a place 
for them to go. And through this negotiating period that's 
that's been going on, that has been the hangup. 


And I might say that -- and I'm going 


back to your question, Sir -- I've said to many of the 
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representatives of Arab countries wno have come to see 
me -- I say, “You are arguing that the PLO is a legitimate 
Organization and if there's anything happening right now 
that's delegitimizing the PLO it is the visible unwilling- 
ness of anybody tc want them to come to their country. 
What is the message?" 

At any rate, the Arab League Foreign Minister's 
Statement I think was an element in this picture. 

Then it is true that as of -- don't hold me 
to these days, aS again my timing -- but as of about four 
days ago -- that is, prior to night before last in our 
time -- military activity prior to that, the discussions 
between the Habib mission and the PLO through the Lebanese 
intermediaries took an entirely different turn. The 
different turn was that they became operational in character 
as distinct from "Yes, in principle, we'li leave. Where 
are we goOing?”", and that kind of thing -- to issues 
involving the method by which evacuation would take place, 
that who's going to do what and where are these troops going 
to be and when is this going to happen, and so on. 

And I think, as you all know--you all negotiated 


many things--that negotiations tend to have a pace and 


people explore and they fidd e «vound and stall and 


talk about their principles ¢ what not, and you never get 





Ss 


~Veclassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


20 
anywhere that way; and then somehow something happens -- 
usually some form of pressure of one kind or another -- 
and people start talking details and operational matters. 
And, at least in the negotiations I've been, aS soon 
as that happens, you say to yourself "We're getting 
there." 

That doesn't mean that the details contain a 
plan that we would think is an acceptable plan but just | 


that they have gotten into that kind of character; ‘and 


even night before last, as the military activity was rising 


rapidly, ironically Phil did receive another-- and he 
thought, and so far as I can see-- what was quite a forth- 
coming response. 

So I think the probability is rising. 
In that regard it has seemed to me that the President's 
reaction to the night before last's military activity was 
SO Ssnarp because it stopped the diplomatic ‘activity for 


a full day. And Phil, according to the report that I got 


just before coming here -- I asked for the most immediate 
posting -- Phil is saying that he is starting again, 
and his attitude is: "I am never going to give up an 


effort to bring this about." 


And I'm sure many of you know him and know that 


that is his chdracter. 
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So, again, alongwinded answer to your question, 
but I think you have to hav2 it there -- that is, pressure. 
You can overdo it if you do too much of it; then there's 
no chance for any negotiations. 

If you don't do any of it, the negotiations 
fritter away. So how do you strike that balance and 
get the thing to happen? That's where the issues are. 

There's no question about the fact that the 
Government of Israel and the Government of the United 
States differed on that point the night before last. 

No -- I'm in Washington now, and I have to 

be very careful and recognize the ladies. (Laughter.) 


MS. BINSTOCE: (inaudible) 


LX UUW You got me there. (Laughter.) 


M3. BINSTOCZ: I'm Dorothy Binstock, President, B'nai 
B'rith Women. 
Regarding your reference to the broader issue 
of Palestinian refugees, should this not:be perceived 
basically as an Arab problem? And, if so,how can we 
influence public recognition of this problem as an Arab 


one, aS Israel itself basically dealt with the Jewish 


refugees of the world? 


CQ: te 's in part an arab problem. 


I'm afraid it is, in a sense, all of our problems as things 
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are constituted because we all have such a stake in Seeing 
it get resolved. 

But I think beyond that -- at least some people 
think -- the resolution of it has to engage itself with 
em geographic terrain involving the West Bank and Gaza. 
And, in fact, the Camp David Accords are very explicit 
about that. 

As I said in my earlier comments, I think 
that at least somehow construed the Camp David language 
contains plenty of room for working at this if people 
will work at it -- if Israel will hs forthcoming and 
if the Arabs will take part. I vaaeekien that they've 
said, “Well, why don't some others: come in besides 
Egypt?" Others have to come in besides Egypt to these 
discussions or they won't be fruitful. That's part 
of our message. 

But I think, given the situation.in the 
Meek Sank and Gaza, it's impossible to walk away and 
say, "Oh, it's just an Arab problem. Israel doesn't 
have anything to do with it." Israel has a big stake 


in it,and there are going to be boundaries and they have 


to be addressed. ° 


= 
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Mr. Yanowitz: WQQQ aa: : Bennett Yanowitz, 


Chairman of the National Jewish Community Relations 
Advisory Council. My question was really to what 
you just addressed yourself to at the very closing remarks 
-- the question of the vitality of the Camp David peace 
process itself -- which, in the brief briefing, Mr. Kemp 
referred to as of critical importance in the area. 

To a dev .e, these other Arab countries’ have 
Supported the PLO and confirmed legitimacy - them. 

How does one bring countries such as Jordan 
and Saudi (Arabia) into the Camp David peace process 
and involve them in formulating appropriate representa- 
tion for the Palestinian people other than the PLO? 

CQ Qy If you have the answer to 

that question, I wish you would tell me what it is. 
(Laughter. ) 

I think it's a central problem, but I'm sure 
that a part of an answer to it involves the appraisal 
that they may have of what kind of results are possible. 


I know from my own experience with Arab leaders over 


quite a period of time what their immediate reaction was as 
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it happened. 

As you may Or may not know, I worked hard on 

the legislation involving the Arab boycott of Israel. 
-Many of you were involved, I know, in tnat effort 

that was undertaken between the business round-table 

and the various Jewish organizations and the lawyers 

team that came together and so forth. = ventually 

language was agreed upon which. interestingly enough, 

was adopted absolutely without changing a comma by the Conqress. I 

think they neaved a sigh of relief and just took it. 

But it was a constructive effort, and I think 
pretty good legislation emerged from it; and the Saudis, 
I guess, thought so. 

Anyway, they invited Irving Shapiro, who worked 
and I think gave the real leadership to make it happen 


and with whom I worked, to come over. And Irving, of 


@murse, Said, "Well, we'll go «to Israel too." And they 


said, "Help yourself." 


So Irving and his wife, and my wife and I, made 


a trip and went to Saudi Arabia, Jordan and Israel 
-- in that order. Ic was a trip set four or five 
months before it actually took place. Sy happenstance, 


. 


it happened to take place just atter President Sadat had 


visitedIsrael for the first time -- came to Jerusalem on ‘at 
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dramatic trip -- but before anything else had happened. 

SO it was an interesting time to make such a trip 
because all the cards had been thrown up in the air at 
that point. 

Of course, the Arabs, I think, it's fair 
to say they were intrigued and interested. They were 
oersonally s et back that Sadat had surprised them all. 
And you'd say to the Saudis, "My gosh, if you're ina 
company and you're going to make some bold move, you 
uSually tell your banker before you do it." But he didn't 
tell his banker; he just did it. (Laughter.) Bankers 
usually don't appreciate that. 

But leaving that aside, which I think they did, 
their instant analysis was: "Well, what this is about is 
that Egypt will get the Sinai back and nothing will be 
done about the Palestinian issues on the West Bank." 

That was their instant analysis. 

I think what they got out of that was a seli- 
fulfilling prophesy, to a certain extent, because they 
didn't do anything that would help bring about a result 
otherwise. 

But all I'm saying to you is that part of the 


answer to that question must be that some thincs that are Cone 


and Said and worked out that mee that appraisal and make 
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them feel that there is a realistic possibility that if 
they engage in this process it will nave an outcome that 
they can feel good about. Tey can't feel good about 
the present situation. 

So it's one of those types of issues, and I 
agree with you. It's essential for the Arabs to 
participate which is by way of saying “to recognize 
Israel.” After all, if you participate in the prccess, 
even if you haven't formally recognized you have accorded 
a measure of recognition. That itself is a step. 

But people are not going to take that step unless they have 
some idea of where we're going, without anybody being able 
to say in any Sure way where we're going. 

Let me conclude by thanking you for your 
attention. You've been very attentive; I can see that. 

I think the questions have been very good and thoughtful 
questions,and I appreciate them and I take them in. I 
want to thank you for your leadoff expression of Support 
and willingness todive me the benefit of the doubt in 
this job. I know you'll be watching me. I'd be watcnir 
you if you were in this job -- everybody is == but I 
think that we have some important opportunities in front 


of us to achieve goals and I'm sure we share absolutely 


the same and that in the process we'll have lots o 
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headaches , problems and difficulties. It will be 
very important for this Administration to have you 
informed, even if you don't agree. I'‘m Sure there will 
be things happening you won't agree with; but you should 
know, be informed, hear the explanations. I hope 
the positions will be reasonable enough on important 
enough issues that you will feel you can Support them 
because I think that in this kind of a process the support 
of the Jewish Community in the United States is of the 
fundamental significance, and I hope tnat -- I'm Sure -- 
the President and we all will conduct ourselves in a 
measure tnat merits hat Support. 


Again, I appreciate the chance to be with you. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
VISIT OF GENERAL SAMUEL K. DOE 
HEAD OF STATE AND CHAIRMAN 
REPUBLIC OF LIBERIA 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 13, 1982, 2:02 P. M. 


STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. I am 
Gelighted to have this opportunity to be with you and to 
respond to your questions. 

I think you have a number of the details about 
the visit. The Liberian Head of State will be leaving 
tomorrow, August 14, from Monrovia, and his visit will 
terminate -- a large portion of it, of course, is private -- 
on August 29. 

The official working visit, at the invitation of 
Our President, starts on his arrival in Washington on Monday 
afternoon, August 16. This will be followed by meetings 


the following day with the Secretary, a meeting at the Oval 


Office, followed by a luncheon with the President and other 
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senior officials of the Administration, a meeting later in 
the day with the Mayor of Washington, Marion Barry. 

We have also envisaged meetings with both the 
Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate and the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the House. We are working on a possible 
meeting with the Black Caucus. 

Other aspects of the visit will include a stop at 
one or more military installations. There will also be 
ample opportunity on the private visit to become acquainted 
with other parts of the country: Los Angeles, one stop. 

The Head of State will be in Akron largely as the 
guest of the Firestone Company, and will terminate his visit 
in New York City, beginning on or about the 25th. 

This is a visit that has been in the making for 
some months, and we are very glad that we have agreed-upon 
dates now. ° 
I think at that point I will stop because you are 
here to ask questions and not to listen to my own presentation, 
so I'm prepared to take your questions. 

Q What is the business of the meetings, sir? 
What's the agenda, particularly of the Washington segment 
of the visit? What will they be talking about? 


A I cannot speak in detail about what they will 


speak about in the meetings witt the President, both at the 


Oval Office and at the luncheon. These topics, of course, 
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will be confidential topics, but I would certainly think that 
there will be a discussion on both sides, I think, on the 
economy. 

Both of our two republics have economic problems. 
I think we will be very interested in hearing what the Head 
of State can tell us about self-nelp measures, measures of 
expenditure, control, revenue collection, financial manage- 
ment, that are designed to help his economy in a particularly 
difficult time. 

Liberia has been struck very hard by the world 
recession, the decline in world trade, the very low prices 
for its three principal products -- iron ore, rubber, and, 
at a distant third, timber -- so I would think that would be 
something that would be of considerable interest to us. 

I would imagine that there would be an opportunity for an 
exchange on that. 

We will obviously want to review the state of our 
relations. We will want to talk about international issues 
of mutual concern. 

I think I shouldn't go beyond that because I 
frankly have just arrived, and I haven't seen the briefing 
papers and I haven't seen what's been proposed. 

| Q Can you give us an idea, what are political 


conditions in Liberia like today? 


A I'll be delighted to do that. I think it 
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is important to talk about that in order to give us a bit of 
perspective on what's happened over the past two and a 
quarter years since the coup of April 12, 1980. 

As _— recall, there was considerable confusion 
in the first months after the coup, as happens very often 
when you have an abrupt change in government. I think what 
we're looking at today is a situation that is considerably 
improved. That situation is in part described in two 
documents that are available to you. I prefer not to give 
you all the details in those since you can refer to them. 

One is a current policy series, No. 343, which 
is an address I gave late last October to the Liberian 
Ship Owners Council. My colleague has copies here. 

Second, I do not have -- which is published -- a 
Congressional document on the human rights report. 

I think we think that important steps have been 
made to begin the process of political reconciliation 
which was so important following the change in government. 
Liberia now can claim to be one of the few countries that 
has no political prisoners. 

There was a general amnesty declared in the 
Christmas speech by the Head of State last December 23. 
This has been followed by other measures, including the 


lifting of the curfew from 1:00 a.m. to 6:00 a.m. which 


had been in effect constantly since the coup. This was 
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lifted, if I recall the date correctly, on May 17 of this 
year following the Head of State's return from the People's 
Republic of China and the Republic of Korea and several Arab 
states. 

The appointments to the cabinet have reflected a 
sensitivity to the need to include all groupings. One 
example I can give you is the most recent appointment in July 
of a new Justice Minister who is from the group commonly . 
referred to as American-Liberians. There is a wide range 
of ethnic groups as far as the indigenous people are concerned 
represented in the government at various levels. 

I think this will give you just a general flavor of 
the direction in which the policy of the country has been 
moving in the past year. I speak specifically of the past 
year because that's when I came on the scene. 

Q If you could also speak in a little more 
detail on the condition of the economy -- their exports. 

A Surely. I'll be delighted to. I hope not 
to bore you with detail, particularly from a non-economist. 

I refer to what I said earlier. I think we must keep in 
mind that the economy if Liberia was already moving into 
choppy waters at the time that the coup occurred. 

| This was based on an overly ambitious development 


program, development budget, which was unrealistic in terms 


of the country's revenue prospects. It was based on heavy 











outlays for the hosting of the Organization of African Unity 


in Monrovia in 1979, and other elements which added to an 
external debt that has Given the country a very heavy debt 
ratio which is still plaguing it. 

This occurred also concurrently and coincidentaly 
with the downturn in the markets for -- as I mentioned -- 
Darticularly iron ore, bu’ also rubber. This has to do partly 
with the production of the smaller car which requires a 
smaller tire and less steel. It has to do with other external 
elements over which this small African republic has no con- 
trol. 


I think it's generally agreed now in Monrovia -- 


certainly if I may use that hackneyed phrase, "diplomatic 
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observers in Monrovia” would agree that a great deal of 


capital flight took place immediately following the coup. 


—_—— 


I would add to that, a certain amount of flight of talent. 
Not all of this capital has come back and not all 

of the talent has come back. However, the Head of State's 

general amnesty and his appeal on the second anniversary 

of the coup April 12 of this year have helped with regard 

to the return of self-exiled Liberians. You will find a 

Statement in this current policy document here in which 


the U.S. Government assesses that situation as far as 


political asylum and political refugees are concerned. 
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In addition to that, there is the problem that 
most developing countries face of the expensive costs of 
imported fossil fuels on which these countries are dependent. 

In addition to that, as with many countries which 
can accurately be described as poor, there is often a heavy 
Salary burden because of the large numbers of people working 
Girectly for the yovernment or for public corporations. A 
number of public corporations in Liberia are experiencing 
great difficulty, and as a result Liberia is in close contact 
with the World Bank, trying to find a project which would 
enable these pair of stables (?) to be redressed and to be 
made efficient again. 

I don't know if you want to go into what we're 
trying to do about that. I'd be happy to do that. Maybe 
I should at least give a broad brush treatment of two things. 
One which is that just after the coup the Republic of Liberia 
signed its first standby accord with the International Monetary 
Fund, and it has just completed a second standby agreement 
with the IMF and is in the process this month of putting the 
finishing touches on a third IMF standby which we would hope 
could be signed some time in the very near future. 

. | This hass, of couse, not only given the economy 


an incentive to be more disciplined in its management, but 


it has also provided much needed capital flow for the budcet 











deficit which has been chronic now for some years. As a 


result of these two agreements and Liberia's efforts, 
Liberia now enjoys the best record in Africa with the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund as regards performance under standbys. 
They have now met the standbys for seven consecutive quarters. 
There was one cuarter missed at the outset of the first 
standby, so they're going back to a third one now. 

This nets the country somewhere around -- again, 
don't quote me on this figure -- I think it's $65 million. 
I am a little vague on that. 

In addition to that, the United States has tried to 


play a helpful role. We have done this largely through 
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direct budcetary support under what we call the Economic 
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Support Fund. Through this account we have managed to make 


availabie large sums of money to help cover the budget 





deficit. This money, both IMF's money and ours, is directly 
primarily at covering that deficit in three major areas. 

One would be thé oil payments that I spoke of. The second 
would be the management of the external debt, meeting the 
interest payments on that, and trying to reschedule what could 
not be met. And, thirdly, to help them with the provision 

of the major staple of the country -- rice. This comes in 
under a PL-480 program. 


Our current levels last year -- the year about 


to conclude, the fiscal year -- was $35 million in the ESF 
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account. $15 million in the PL-480 account. 

The agreement between the IMF and Liberia and the 
agreement between the United States Government for ESF are 
interlinked. In other words, the failure to meet the IMF 
criteria would put the country suddenly in a position of double 
financial jeopardy. They would not then be elicible for the 
ESF. This has imposed a certain discipline, and I think we 
all agree that this has helped to right the economic situation. 

Q What is the FY '83 figure that Liberia is 
in for U.S. aid? 

A I'd have to ask a question here because I'm 
not sure where we stand in the Congressional notification 
process. I can give you an off-the-record -- I'd be happy 
to give it to you on the record, but I just don't know. I 
know what the figures are, but I don't know whether the 
Congress has been notified. 

We're seeking the same levels. 

Q I've seen 70 published. Is that low? 

A At present we're seeking $32 million in ESF, 
$15 million in PL-480 -- and I apologize, but I believe 
the development figure has been fluctuating. I think the 
development figure is 12. 


I wonder if I could get that for you right after 


this meeting to make sure it's accurate. I mean, I don't think 
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there's anything -- I think it's published. 

Q I think they've long since -- 

A -. I just don't have it with me. 

I left out the security assistance which we can 
talk about as a separate topic if you'd like to. 

Q Please. 

A Okay. The securir.y assistance figures this 
year are $12.5 million. We expect $15 million next year. 
It's important to point out that after the coup the Government 
of Liberia informed us that its top priority in the military 
area was to try to eradicate the conditions -- living and 
working conditions -- of the common soldier which had been 
a major occasion for the coup of April 1980. 

We thereupon agreed to make this our top ‘priority 
in terms of a long security assistance relationship that 
goes back to 191ll. 

The U.S. military mission, of course, carries out 
this directive, and they have just celebrated their 35th 
anniversary, so it's an Old relationship. But we have, I 
think, under the new program provided a new emphasis to it. 

So that when you see the figure, $12.5 million, 
you must break it down. $10 million of that is part of a 
$43.5 million military housing construction project. 

Before I left Monrovia yesterday afternoon 


I took part in a dedication ceremony for the first 150 units 
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of this program which accounts for the first $3.5 million. 


This is a 4-year program, so we will be providing this 
fiscal year and next fiscal year and Fiscal Years ':84 and ‘85 
each year $10 million for military housing construction in 
various parts of the country. 

The first part of the construction took place 
just outside of Monrovia, and starting next month we will 
be moving into the interior counties to provide military 
housing. These are generally individual family apartment 
units. 

The $2.5 million that has remained is for the 
continuing force modernization program and the provision of 


basic things like uniforms. 
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But the basic thrust now is that of the mili- 
tary housing program. The second has to do with the IMET 
program, International Military Education and Training. 

This has grown since the coup from $200,000 to next year's 


anticipated totdl of $800,000. 





Again, the focus is somewhat different in 
that much of it is going to bring mobile training teams 
from the United States to Liberia to train Liberian men and 
women in arms on the spot in various areas, including simple 


things like administration and logistics, depot manacement. 


We are revitalizing the Tubman Military Academy which had 
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sort of fallen into disuse, and so forth. So again that is 
directed primarily at the professionalism of the Liberian 
soldier. 

Q Will the Head of State be making a press 
conference while he's in Washington or be featured as a 
speaker somewhere? 

A I am not aware that he will be, and I'm not 
trying to dodge the question. I think that is a detail 
which I think at this point only the Liberian Embassy could 
give you. I think they're working on this question. They 
have some press people on their advance team which has just 
been in Washington. In fact, the head of the advance team 
is the Minister of Information. 

Again, I think you could get that from them. 

Q Did Commander-in-Chief Doe make those visits 
to Ethiopia and Libya that he talked about or were written 


about early in his regime? Has he visited those two 


countries? 
A He has not been to Libya as far as I know. 
Q Ethiopia? 
A I think he did.go briefly to Addis Ababa. 

. — QQ The characterization you made earlier about 


a few months after the coup you said things settled down, 


and you gave a rather positive description. Is that fair 


to characterize that as far as this government is concerned 
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in the nature of a pleasant surprise after the uncertainty, 
that things have gone this way, or what is the posture on 
that? 

A I think, generally speaking, that those of 
us who are stationed in Monrovia have been pleased with the 
trend, and I, of course, failed in my answer to mention one 
of the most important elements which was the declaration on 
April 12 of this year by the Head of State that Liberia 
would be returned to civilian rule on April 12, 1985, which 
would be the fifth anniversary of the coup. 

He did appoint in 198l--in the first half of 198i, 
he appointed a 25-member constitutional commission to draft 
a new constitution for Liberia. The committee was named. 
It's a broad-based committee that consists of the various 
ethnic groups which comprise the country, people from various 
walks of life. 

They were subsequently given the necessary immunities 
to enable them to carry out their work which includes going 
to the grass roots level and talking to the people about what 
should be in a new constitution. That process is well 
advanced, and I'm sure you'll be hearing more about that. I 
should have mentioned that. 

Q What proportion of the economy is related to 


American investment there, and what tax contribution would 


the American companies make? 
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A The American companies are primarily in two 
areas. The large concession sector you would have several 
American companies, both in iron ore and in the rubber 
plantations area. 

The second larce area, large block or cluster, would 
be banking. There are three American banks with offices or 
branches in Monrovia. Two of these have branches up-country 
also. 

I do not have for you -- and I'm not very agile 
with economic statistics -- I cannot tell you what tax flow 
from these companies would be. I don't have that. I apologize. 

Q You mentioned earlier the new Justice Minister 
was American-Liberian. What's the current assessment of 
whether there's any persecution or repression of American- 
Liberians there now? 

A We're on the record on that, both in my 
remarks at Houston last October as well as in the human 
rights report, Aand essentially it is that it is our assess- 
ment that there is no persecution on return. That's the 
basis of the current encouragement of people to return. 

Q What is Liberia's position on the Western 
Sahara issue? 

A Liberia has supported the position taken at 


the OAU summit at Nairobi, and has refused to participate in 
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the recent abortive Tripoli summit on the grounds that this 
was an illegal action to seek the Saharan Democratic Arab 
Republic, and.that it would unnecessarily complicate the 
work of the commission appointed by the OAU summit at Nairobi. 
They have taken this position consistently. 

Q Once again, we don't get to see people from 


Liberia very often. The Washington Post reported earlier 





this summer that the President had sent a congratulatory 
message to President Doe on the second anniversary of the 
coup. 

Can you describe the tone or provide the language 
of that message, if there indeed was one? 

A We can give it to you, I think. I can get it 
for you after this meeting. It would be better for me to 
give it to you. 

Q I asked the question because the coup, as you 
well know, was attended by a great deal of savagery and 
bloodshed, and yet I presume it was not those aspects of 
the anniversary that the President was referring to but 
rather the kind of reform o- 

A That's correct. We'll give you the language 
of that. it was in fact published, so we'll give it to you. 


I think it didn't make the American press, but it did in 


Monrovia. 








Q Do we have any arms sales with the country? 


< 


Arms sales programs? 


gn 


A - Under the Foreign Military Sales Credits 
Programs, of course, they can purchase arms. They purchase 
the necessary rifles that are needed for their army. Most 
of their arms and equipment would be American since the 
primary source of their money for arms comes from the FMS 
Program. 

But, as I said to you, most of this money is going 
into housing, and the $2.5 million -- a lot of that is simply 
for logistical material, including 4-wheel drive trucks 


and jeeps. It's primarily non-lethal. 
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Q Thank you. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
IN THE 
LOY HENDERSON AUDITORIUM 
TUESDAY, AUGUST 17, 1982, 10:00 A.M. 





MR. ROMBERG: Good morning. The briefing this 
morning, as you know, is ON BACKGROUND, attributable to a 
senior WR official. For your guidance our briefer 
is SG 8 ">, WLU € € €0"E 
will open with a statement, and then will be happy to take ~ ; 
your questions. 


Q Can we get this ON THE RECORD? 


MR. ROMBERG: No, we're going to do this ON 
BACKGROUND. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good morning, ladies 
and gentlemen. I welcome this opportunity to brief you on the 
Outcome of our discussions with the Chinese, extending over 
almost ten months on the difficult and complicated Taiwan arms 
sales issue. The United States and China, after these many 
months of intensive discussions, have reached agreement on a 
new joint communique setting a framework for dealing with 
that issue. The text of this document is available, as is the 
text of the Presidential statement. 


The question of U.S. arms sales to Taiwan was not 
resolved at the time of normalization, and the Chinese made it 
clear that they would raise it again. As a result of high-level 
meetings last October, President Reagan and Premier Zhao in 
Cancun, Secretary Haig and Foreign Minister Huang in Washington, 
the two sides agreed to hold discussions in an effort to 
resolve this issue. Tensions at that time were high, and in 
exchanges between Secretary Haig and Foreign Minister Huang Hua, 
both sides stated that they were prepared for a retrogression 
in celations. Discussions were subsequently held by the two 
sides on the basis of firmly held principles. 

The Communique, as finally agreed upon, represents a 
significant step forwacd in resolving U.S.-China differences 
ovec this issue and enunciates policies upon which we and the 
leaders of China hope to move ouc relationship forward to a 
new level. 


Turning now to the document itself, let me point 
out a few key features, and then I'll take your questions. 
First, the document must be read as a whole since ‘the policies 
it sets forth are inter-related. Second, the Communique con- 
tains a strong Chinese statement that its fundamental policy 
is to seek to resolve the Taiwan question by peaceful means -- 


Paragraph 4. In this context, I would point out that 
~ the referénce to théir fundamental policy carries the 


connotation fn Chinese of unchanging and long term. 
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Thicd, the U.S. statements concerning future arms 
sales to Taiwan, Paragraph 6, are based on China's statements 
as to its fundamental peaceful policy for seeking a resolution 
to the Taiwan question and on the new situation created by 
those statements, Paragraph 5. This situation is new because, 
for the first time, China has described its peaceful policy 
towacd Taiwan in the terms I have outlined. Thus, ouc future 
actions concerning acms sales to Taiwan are premised on a con- 
tinuation of China's peaceful policy toward a resolution of 
its differences with Taiwan. 


In that cegacd, I would like to call your attention 
to the statement issued by the President in which he also says 
the same thing: 





"We attach great significance to the Chinese state- 
in the Communique rcegacding China's ‘fundamental’ policy; 
and it is clear from ouc statements that our future 
actions will be conducted with this peaceful policy fully 
in mind." 


To continue, this is indicated by the words at the 
beginning of Paragraph 6, that “having in mind the foregoing 
statements by both sides, the United States Government states..." 
We have no ceason to think that the Chinese will change this 
fundamental policy, but if they should, we would, of course, 
ceexamine ouc position. 


Foucth, we did not agree to set a date certain for 
ending acms sales to Taiwan, and the statements of future U.S. 
acms sales policy embodied in the Communique do not provide 
eithec a time frame for reductions of U.S. arms sales oc for 
theic tecmination. The United States statements are fully 
consistent with the Taiwan Relations Act, and we will continue 
to make appropriate arms sales to Taiwan based on ouc 
assessments of Taiwan's defense needs. 


So much for what is in the actual Communique. Over 
the past several months, there has been considerable specula- 
tion about the substance of ouc discussions with the Chinese. 
As you know, we have not felt free to comment on such specula- 
tion while our talks were undecway. Thecefore, it might be 
useful at this point to clarify our stand on a number of 
issues which have sucfaced in such speculation. 


As to ouc position on the cesolution of the Taiwan 
problem, we have consistently held that it is a matter to be 
worked out by the Chinese themselves. Our sole and abiding 
concern is that any resolution be peaceful. It follows that 
we see no mediation cole for the U.S., noc will we attempt to 
exect pressure on Taiwan to entec into negotiations with the 
PRC. e 
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I would also call your attention to the fact that 
there has been no change in our longstanding position on the 
issue of sovereignty over Taiwan. The Communique, Paragraph 
1, in its opening paragraph, simply cites that portion of the 
Joint Communique on the establishment of diplomatic relations 
between the U.S. and the PRC in which the U.S. acknowledged the 
Chinese position on this issue -- i.e., that there was but one 
China and Taiwan is pact of China. We simply acknowledge that 
position, but we don't take any particular stand of our own 
with cespect to it. 


It has been ceported in the press that the Chinese 
at one point suggested that the Taiwan Relations Act be 
cevised. We have no plans to seek any such cevisions. 


Finally, in Paragraph 9, the two sides agreed to 
maintain contact and hold appropriate consultations on bila- 
teral and international issues of common interest. This 
should be cead within the context of Paragraphs 8 and 9 which 
deal with the two sides' desire to advance theic bilateral and 
Strategic celations. It should not be read to imply that we 
have agreed to engage in prior consultations with Beijing on 
acms sales to Taiwan. 


We hope and expect that this Communique and the step 
forwacd which it cepresents in the resolution of the United 
States-Chinese differences on this issue will enhance the 
confidence of the people of Taiwan whose well being and 
prosperity continue to be of the utmost importance to us. 

From the President on down, we have acted in a way which seeks 
to enhance the future security and prosperity of the people of 
Taiwan -- and I call your attention to the emphasis on this 
mattec in the President's statement. I trust you all have 
copies of that statement. 


Finally, the cemoval of the arcms question as a serious 
issue in U.S.-China relations will help to insure that both 
countries can continue to cooperate on mutually shared inter- 
national objectives -- for example, deterring Soviet aggression 
on East Asia and the removal of Vietnamese troops from 
Kampuchea. It will ease fears by American friends and allies 
that the general peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific 
cegion could be undermined. By defusing the difficult issue 
of acms sales, we will open the way for an expansion of 
U.S.-China celations in a broad cange of economic, cultural, 
scientific, and technological areas as well as in people-to- 
people contact. 


Again, I'd like to cite the President's statement: 





a 
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"Building a strong and lasting celationship with 
China has been an important foreign policy goal of four 


consecutive American Administrations. <b a cela- 
tionship is vital to ouc long-term nat >"! security 
interests and contributes to stability Jast Asia. It 


is in the national interest of the United States that 
this important strategic relationship be advanced." 


I would now be happy to answer any questions. 


Q What is the difference between youc cemarck 
here about there not being a date certain for ending arms 
sales to Taiwan and the phrase in Paragraph 6, “leading over 
a period of time to a final cesolution?" 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We don't define what 
that final cesolution is, and there is no particular time 
fcame in which we ace considering any action On our pact. The 
final cesolution or the final solution how that might take 
Place -- there are a numberc of different considerations orc 
possibilities that one could foresee. I don't want to define 
them here. One of them could be, of course, the peaceful 
cesolution of the Taiwan question by the Chinese people them- 
selves, but we don't define that. 


Q Can I follow up, please? Why, when the United 
States is developing a policy toward one country, does it get 
involved in ten months of negotiations with another country? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I believe you are aware 
of the histocical situation that occurcced since the noc- 
malization and even prior to the nocmalization of celations 
between the United States and China, that as I've already 
indicated, the arms sales issue has hung over the relationship 
between the United States and China since the very beginning. 
You probably cecall that at the time of nocmalization and 
President Cacterc's statement about continued U.S. arms sales 
to Taiwan, on the Chinese side there was a statement which 
called this policy absolutely unacceptable, and China reserved 
the cight to caise the situation again. Consequently, we have 
indeed had the arcms sales issue as a troublesome element 
throughout the entice period of nocmal U.S.-PRC relations. 


Q On the question in that key Paragraph 6, 
whece it says that American acms sales to Taiwan will not 
exceed in qualitative oc in quantitative tecms the level of 
those in cecent yeacs, do you have any explanatory material? 
Ace you talking about absolute dollars? 1979 was a pretty big 
yeac in sales. 
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SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: ‘79 wasn't all that 
biq. ‘80 was bigger. 


Q $800 million, I think, it was in '80. But in 
any event, do you take into account inflation? In other 
words, how do you judge this? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We have a number of 
different considerations in mind. We would take into account 
the financial considerations, and I suppose we can say, based 
on 1980, a period of time; but also there are numerical con- 
siderations and there are technological considerations. All 
of these we have fixes on, and they will all be addressed and 
taken into account in ouc detecmination of this featuce of the 
communique. 


Q In Paragraph 6, again where you use the words, 
"We intend to reduce gradually sales of arms to Taiwan," that 
Suggests an eventual termination of arms sales, does it not? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It doesn't suggest 
anything to me other than the fact that we are going to be 
ceducing, based on the premise that the Chinese will continue 
theic peaceful policy towards Taiwan. And as I said before, 
when we talk about a final solution, we leave that open-ended 
as to what this final solution may be. 


Q Do we considec they are now at peace, both 
China and Taiwan? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me say that the 
Situation in the Taiwan Strait has been more stable in the 
last yeac orc so than in any preceding time, that the tensions 
have been at an all-time low. 


Q On the basis of this, would that suggest that 
we would actually phase out arcms in the -- 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'll let the wording of 
the communique stand for itself, that we will be looking at 
the situation and judging our actions accordingly. 


Q On that question, because this is the one 
clearly wherce most people who are unhappy with this are 
concerned: Most arcms sales by the United States to friendly 
countries, Or in this case Taiwan, are based not so much on 
whether they face an immediate threat, but theic capability to 
defend themselves against a possible attack, in a sense, a 
worse-case scenario -- we do that ourselves against other 
countrcies. 
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Do you take this into account? In other words, do 
you just take it the fact that China says it has a peaceful 
policy towards Taiwan, is that sufficient to reduce arms sales 
to Taiwan? Does that mean you will not take into account the 
balance of forces issue? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We take into account a 
whole variety of different considerations: the military 
situation on both sides of the Taiwan Strait; the political 
situation prevailing; and our judgment of Taiwan's needs under 
those circumstances. 


But again, let me repeat what I said before: 
Everything we do is predicated on the continuation of the fun- 
damental policy of China's of seeking a peaceful resolution of 
the Taiwan question, and that is a factor which I think we 
have to say is a new addition to the scene -- that we have a 
statement from the Chinese side in which the Chinese say that 
they will conduct a peaceful policy. 


Qo On that point, since that is the premise -- 
and in Paragraph 6 it ties it in by saying “having in mind 
the foregoing statements on both sides, the United States 
states that it will" et cetera, et cetera - 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


e) -- if it appeared to the United States that the 
relationship between Taiwan and the People Republic of China 
was no longer a peaceful one, would these statements of the 
United States about its intentions be then null and void? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me remind you of 
what I just said: We have no reason to think that the 
Chinese will change their fundamental policy, but if they 
should, we would of course reexamine our position. 


e) What if the Chinese suddenly got the F-8 -- and 
there have been indications in the current publications that 
they are building an F-8 and building superior fighters? 

Would we consider this in deciding whether we are going to 
give...? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: As I said, I don't want 
to address the F-8 in any specific terms. We don't know where 
that particular issue or that particular element stands in the 
equation, but surely the thing that we bear in mind is the 
peaceful approach of the Peoples Republic of China and, based 
on that, Taiwan's military needs. This is according to our 
Own judgment, and we will keep the situation under review. 
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Q Based on the observation of the celations bet- 
ween China and Taiwan as things go along, if we see the rela- 
tionship worsening, does this communique limit us to the 
peesent level of supplies to Taiwan? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me cepeat what I 
just said to Don Oberdorfer: We have no reason to think the 
Chinese will change theic fundamental policy, which is seeking 
a peaceful resolution of the Taiwan question; but if they 
should, we would, of course, ceexamine ouc position. 


6) Does the United States have a position on what 
action it will take cegarding thicd-country military equipment 
which uses U.S. components? You know, the kind of thing we 
get into with... 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: That would involve a 
licensing situation, and we would have to take into acc nt 
any cequests for licenses on a case-by-case basis in the light 
of the provisos which we have undertaken in Paragraph 6 and 
Taiwan's military needs. 


(Continued on page 8) 
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Q That would not come under the limit? 


A Again, let me say anything involving U.S. 
technology and licensing, I assume, would come under the 
purview of Paragraph 6, but then we would look at it ina 
case-by-case basis. 


0 You said earlier that the United States 
would not pressure Taiwan to enter into negotiations with 
China, but do you have any plans to encourage talks between 
the two? 





4 No. That's a matter entirely for the 
Chinese people themselves to resolve. Our only posi- 
tion in this matter is that the resolution of the matter be 
by peaceful means. 


Q A couple of questions. Are there any 
secret agreements that go along with what you've made 
public? 


ay Absolutely not. There are no secret 
agreements. Everything that we have is before you today. 


0 On the question of arms sales, could you 
help us out by running through the figures you apparently 
have in answer to Bernie's question? 


What sales to Taiwan were, say, ‘79, ‘80, 


*81? 

aN I don't have those figures right now. I might 
have to take that question. 

Q What is the projection, if I just may 
follow up? 

A I don't have a projection for you at this 


time, either. 


9) Can you say how many F-5E's will be co- 
produced in the new agreement coming up? 


A I would prefer to keep the question of F-5E 
co-production separate from the discussion of the joint 
communique, if you don't mind. 


Q You have stated that the U.S. Government 
respects the sovereignty of China. How would you justify 
that the U.S. Government would be responsible for the security 
of a providence of China? How can you compromise it, justify 
it? 
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A I think I'll let the wording of the coa- 
munigque speak for itself and have no further comment on 
that. 


QO You think the U.S. has the sovereign right 
to provide arcms to the Republic of China? 


A May I say that this joint communique rcepre- 
sents a meeting of the minds of youc government, Mr. Peng 
and my govercnment; that your government is satisfied with 
this communique as is my government, so I think your objec- 
tions ace being taken care of. 


Q Ace there any senior level visits now 
planned as a cesult of this in either China or the United States? 


A I wouldn't cule out the possibility of 
visits but we have nothing specific for you at this time. 


Q Going back to your earclier statements, 
how high were the tensions and to what degree do you expect 
celations may have rcetrogressed? 


A I can cecall many articles in the Chinese 
pcess which, of course, were echoed in the American press to 
the effect that if this question was not handled properly that 
there would be a cetrogression in celations, and I can tell 
you from my own knowledge that there was a period of about 
six weeks -- February through about mid April -- when things 
seemed terccibly tense, indeed. 


Q You had no projection on arms sales to give 
us now. Did projections come up in youc discussions with 
the Chinese? 


A We have not discussed specifics. We have 
nevec maintained oc accepted the premise that discussion of 
this issue is something which we would consult the Chinese 
on. I cefec you simply to Pacagraph 3A of the Taiwan 
Relations Act. 


Q The thing that Senatoc Goldwater objected 
to yestecday, on a fundamental basis, is the statements 
cegacding the future of U.S. arms sales to Taiwan which, to 
him, seemed contradictory to the part of the Taiwan 
Relations Act which says that U.S. arms sales to Taiwan 
shall be determined by the President and Congress based on 
the defensive needs of Taiwan. 


You've cepeated that you'll continue to 
make the appropriate sales based on our assessment of 
Taiwan's needs, but how can you be sure that Taiwan's needs are 
going to be contained within these limitations which you 
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have set forth for a gradual reduction, for qualitative and 
guantative limitations and a gradual ceduction; and if there 
is a conflict between a military assessment of Taiwan's 
needs and these limitations, how do you intend to cesolve 
it? 


nas We don't see any contradiction, as I've 
pointed out in my statement. 


Let me cefec you to the letter that 
President Reagan wrote to Premier Zhao Ziyang on the 5th of 
Apcil. That's in the public domain. You can ceferc to it 
yourselves. What it says is that, natucally, if there is a 
continuation of a peaceful policy toward the resolution of 
the Taiwan question, the needs for acms sales would diminish, 
and we could effect gradual reductions. 


So everything we do, in fact, is compatible 
with the Taiwan Relations Act and the assessment of needs. 
Needs is based on military necessity. 


Q How could it be in a world where every 
countcy is increasing theic acms supplies by a terrific rate 
that the one place in the world where the needs are going 
down is to Taiwan? 


A I don't know why we can't have such a 
Situation. China has said that it is it's "fundamental policy" 
to pucsue, what it amounts to, is a policy of peaceful resolu- 
tion of the Taiwan question. That's there in black and 
white, so I don't see any problem in that cegard. 


¢) How will it be detecmined by the U.S. 
Government? What will you take into account in deciding 
what are the defensive needs of Taiwan? 


A Again, I mentioned this eaclierc, we will 
be assessing the military situation on both sides of the 
Taiwan Stcait; the state of tension in the area of the 
Taiwan Stcait, we can continue to assess; the political 
Situation as it appears; we have, of course, analyses which 
we will continue to make. And all of these we will take into 
account in ouc judgment of Taiwan's military needs, which, 
of coucse, ace of a defensive nature. 


The whole stcess of the Taiwan Relations 
Act is on defense. 


Q Let me ask about the qualitative limits you 
put hece in Paragraph 6. As fac as I Know, the Taiwanese 
ace interested in some sort of an anti-torpedo device, and I 
understand our government is unwilling to give them that 
device--on the ground that it is qualitatively superiorc 








ll 
to what they have cight now; is that correct? 


OA I couldn't comment on that. As I said, my 
pucpose here is to discuss the joint communique, and I didn't want 
to get into the subject of acms sales. All I can say is 
that we will continue to examine Taiwan's military needs on 
the basis of the situation which is outlined in this joint 
communique and to make our judgments accordingly. 


Q What was the last level. You do cefer to 
levels supplied in recent years. What was last year's 
level, the top level we've hit? 
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the question of how to resolve the Taiwan question is left 
to the Chinese people themselves; that our only cole in this 
is to express the hope that it be resolved by peaceful 
means. 


0 You'ce supplying arms. 

A I must cemind you again, Mc. Peng, that 
this joint communique is something that has been accepted by 
your govecnment, which means that the PRC has accepted the 
fcamework underc which acms sales to Taiwan will continue. 
It's outlined there very clearly there in Paragraph 6. 

Q It stops -- 


A I cefec you to the fact that it does not 
set a time cerctain. 


Q It will stop? 


A I would rcefec you again to the fact that 
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there is no time cectain set in Paragraph 6. 


Q To get back to the words “qualitative” and 
quantitative," does this communique envisages that the United 
States would continue to acm Taiwan to maintain the rcelative 
balance of forces as it might change in the future, or does 
this mean that it is the intention that the forces on Taiwan 
would not be improved beyond theic curcent state? 


A I think he wording of the communique in 
Parcagcaph 6 speaks for itself. Just cead it. I don't think 
I need to go over that again with you. 


The wording there, I think, should stand on its 
Own mercits. 


2) Could you talk at all on how the nego- 
tiations were carccied out and what prompted this final cesolu- 
tion of it after ten months? 


oy We've been working very harcd since last 
Octobec, as is noted, and I think each side has very 
stcongly that it's in the interest of both nations that we 
ceach an agreement, Oc an accocd on this situation. 


QO It's been stated by people on the Hill -- I 
Just want to check with you -- that a driving force here was 
that the Administcation was committed to sending up a4 noti- 
fication on the F-5E's and there was a desire to get this 
agreement before that point. 


a Let me simply state that, certainly, [ 
think each side would agree. We strongly feel that a rceso- 
lution of the Taiwan acms sales issue is in the national 
intecest of the United States, and I certainly believe that 
the Peoples Republic of China has the same point of view. 


©) At what point in the negotiations did the 
Chinese commit themselves to the peaceful cesolution? 


A To establish the point that it is theic 
fundamental policy, I think that we can say--without going 
into the substance--that that was a fairly cecent develop- 
ment in the courcse of ouc discussions. 


Q Is there any undecstanding oc agreement 
between this govecnment and the Chinese Government about how 
one checks these things, like the quantitative and qualita- 
tive degrees of arms and about the militacy buildup on theic 
side of the Straits? 


A We haven't discussed this. Therce's no spe- 
cific cefecence to that issue in the joint communique. I 
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think you can assume, Bob, that they will be watching us and 
we will be watching them. 


Q How does this statement in which they say 
it's theic fundamental policy that there be a peaceful reso- 
lution differ from things they've said in the past? You 
seem to be sugesting that it's some sort of a breakthrough. 
Can you explain how it compares? 


A Yes. Going back to January 1, 1979, the 
policy expressed by the Peoples Republic of China at that 
time did not contain the modification “fundamental". 
"Fundamental," in ouc judgment, contains the implication of 
basic, unchanging. In fact, the Chinese characters which 
have been used by the Chinese side in this situation seem to 
convey the connotation of great guiding principle. 


So the new situation, as I said, was 
created by the addition cecently of the modification 
"fundamental" to the Chinese policy as described by them. 


0 And peaceful resolution goes back to when? 


A They talk about peaceful reunification. We 
define that as moving toward the peaceful resolution of the 
Taiwan question. You'll notice that there is a difference 
between what the Chinese say in that cegacd in Paragraph 4 
and what we say in Paragraph 5, but we believe it amounts to 
the same thing. 


Q The Chinese have said repeatedly -- Deng 
Xiaoping, if I cecall -- that he will not under any cir- 
cumstances foreswear the possible use of arms, force against 
Taiwan if it should become necessary. Do you take their 
fundamental policy to mean that they have foresworn any 
possible use of arms against Taiwan? 


A All I can say is, we take it at face value 
that they maintain this is theic fundamental policy, and 
I've just given you what the connotation is in Chinese. And 
on that basis we feel confident to go ahead but, as I have 
said -- you've already pointed it out -- with the foregoing 
Statements of the two sides in mind, we then proceed. 


Q Have they told the United States that they will 
foresweac any possible use of arms against Taiwan? 


A The point I would like to stress is the 
positive aspect of defining theic peaceful policy toward 
Taiwan as being a fundamental policy. 


@) Can you be more precise as to the time when 
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it did become fundamental? Was it after the period that you 
described, after April, in which this was done? 


A I can say, yes it's after April. 
Q I understand you have made some kind of a 


linkage between the joint communique and the so-called 
Taiwan Relations Act? 


A No, there's no linkage between the TRA and 
the joint communique. 

Q You have made the linkage. 

A Ouc feeling is, that from the very outset 


of this Administration, the Administration has made it very 
plain that we have two objectives in mind. One is to con- 
tinue the unofficial relationship with the people of Taiwan, 
to improve it in quality and style, while at the same time 
maintaining the strcagetic relationship with the Peoples 
Republic of China -- that's a diplomatic relationship -- and 
to broaden it, to enhance it wiece possible. And we have 
maintained from the very beginn.ng that it is possible for 
us to carry Out our relationship--people-to-people, unof- 
ficial celationship--with the people of Taiwan without 
contradicting the requirements of maintaining and 
strengthening the strategic relationship with China, and 
that is what we believe we have accomplished in this joint 
communique. 


Q Do you have some contact with the Japanese 
Government on this question? 


A Without going into the substance of our 
discussions, we have kept a numbec of governments in touch 
with what we have been doing and among those was the 
Japanese Government, but I don't want to go into any details 
on that. 

Any other questions? 
(No cesponse) 
Thank you very much. 


(The bciefing concluded at 10:32 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE VISIT OF CHAIRMAN DOE 


August 17, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
1:11 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. I thought 
it might be useful to kind of provide a setting to the visit and to the 
events which led up to the present government. 


As you probably recall, the current government took power 
in April of 1980 at which time the oldest ruling political party in 
Africa was overthrown and a new, young government of military leaders 
was emplaced in its stead. 


Since then, the United States has, along with others 
including some of the international financial institutions and some of 
Liberia's other friends, tried to increase its cooperation with the 
government in order to address a serious economic and political situation. 


We have watched progress over the past two years, both in 
the political, the economic and the social areas. And we were very 
pleased earlier in this year when our President extended an invitation 
to the Head of State of the Republic of Liberia to visit the United 
States for an official working visit, which, in addition as you noted 
from the President's statement, has also some private components which 
will begin at the conclusion of this four-day stay in Washington. 


We were very pleased to get the dates that we did because 
it enables the Head of State to be exposed to a wide range of decision- 
makers in Washington, not only in the administration but on the Hill as 
well as in the private sectors. So, we're pleased about the visit as 
you can tell from our statements, and I'd be happy to provide additional 
setting as far as the events leading up to the change in government or 
to the subsequent developments which have led to the current situation 
in Liberia. 


Do you want to make a statement before we take questions. 
Yes, okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just follow on what my 
colleague has said by reiterating some of the points that were made in 
both the Chairman's comments and in President Reagan's comments. 


Liberia is our oldest friend in Africa. It is a 
relationship, a bilateral relationship, by which, overall, American- 
African relations are often judged. 


This administration, unlike its predecessors, has taken 
very seriously the question of how we do get along with Liberia. And 
we have made a major effort, as have the Liberians, over the course of 
the past 18 months or so to address common problems. 


I think it should be stressed that when the new government 
came into power in Liberia it faced an enormous array of problems, 
inherited problems. It faced those problems in an atmosphere of 
international economic downturn involving particularly poor markets, 
low-priced markets for the raw materials that Liberia primarily relies 


upon. 


During this period of time, we have significantly expanded 
the level of American support for Liberia in an effort to back a 
government which is doing, evidently, so much to back and to help 
itself. Liberia has one of the finest records in Africa for adherence 
to and commitment 
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to the kinds of conditions that are negotiated between individual 
countries and the world financial community, whether it's in the 


banking area or in terms of the International Monetary Fund. This 
is noteworthy. 


Liberia has been making significant strides in the area 
of austerity measures designed to live within its own means and, in 
such circumstances, we do what we can to be supportive. So, this 
accounts for the level of effort that we have been making. 


What also accounts for it is the reality of a sustained 
and determined drive by the new government in Liberia to address 
human rights issues and to commit itself to a program of gradual 
return to democratic rule, civilian rule which the covernment has 
publicly committed itself to. 


So, for all these reasons, plus the reality that we, 
as a country, have significant interests in Liberia,we attach great 
importance to this visit and look forward to its continuation in the 
coming days: 


I think with those two opening comments we might move to 
some questions. So, why don't we go ahead and we'll field ther as 
they come. Yes? 


Q Which countries in sub-Saharan Africa receive larger 
amounts of economic and military assistance from the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Receive larger? 


Q Greater amounts of U.S.A. military assistance 
than Liberia. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that data can be 
gotten from Congressional presentation documents. I don't have it 
all right here on the tip of my tongue, but Liberia is among the top 
Six recipients of various categories of foreign assistance from the 
United States. I would say, if one had to make a judgment on a per 
capita basis, that Liberia receives more than any other country in 
sub-Saharan Africa on a per capita basis from our country. But it's 
among the top six. Others that are in that general category would 
include Sudan, Kenya, Somalia, Zimbabwe and so forth. There are a 
handful of others. 


Q Is the constitution still suspended in Liberia 
and is there still martial law? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the constitution 
was suspended with the taking of power on April 12, 1980, and the 
elements of a return to constitutional rule are being put together. 
I will reiterate them very briefly for you. This began with the 
appointment of a constitutional commission, a 25-member commission 
that is broadly based in the sense that it represents all ethnic 
groups and other classes within the society, including some of the 
persons in a group that was formerly the rulinc elite. This was 
appointed in the first half of 1981. They were subsequently given 
the necessary immunities required to collect data and to take 
grassroots findings throughout the country. 


The commission's work is well advanced. A first draft 
is being put together and will shortly be available for further 
consideration. The idea being, of course, to move toward the date 
that the head of state announced on April 12, 1982, namely, that the 
troops would return to the barracks on the 5th anniversary of the . 
coup, April 12, 1985 and that, prior to that, there would be elections. 


Q Does the United States have any difficult” embracing 
in this friendly way someone who came to power in such a violent way? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have dealt with 
governments on the basis of our own interests. We do not ourselves 
choose governments or select the means by which they come to power. 
We've tried to work in a situation that was very confused and difficult 
at the outset in order to assist an old friend, which we've referred to 
as our oldest friend on the continent--a relationship going back nearly 
150 years-- to assist an old friend and, at the same time, to protect 
our own interests and put them on a longer term footing. And we're 
very pleased at the progress which was made even in the early months 
after the coup and which has been accelerated, particularly over the 
past year. 


And the other thing -- I might refer you, also, to the 
latest human rights report which has been published by the Congress 
to give you the latest views of our government concerning the present 
human rights situation. There have been several other -- I should 
mention, there have been several other improvements since then that 
are not in that report that has to do with the general amnesty which 
was declared on December 23rd, 1981 and, secondly, the iiftince of 
the curfew following the head of state's return from his Asian and 
Arab trip in May of this year. 


MORE 
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Q I notice that Chairman Doe said you talked about 
Namibia. I wonder what progress you are able to report if 
any in the Namibian negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not here today to 
make bold revelations about further steps on our Namibia negotiations. 
We did talk about it with the Chairman and his delegation because 
Liberia, like all African states, attaches considerable importance 
to developments in Southern Africa. We indicated that we have been 
making steady progress, that the bulk of the package of items and 
issues concerning Namibia have been resolved; talks continue in 
New York. And at the same time, on a parallel but distinct issue 
of Angola and Cuban troops leaving Angola, that matter is under 
intensive discussion and those talks continue. So, that's kind 
of where it's at. It's at a very important juncture right now 
and we gave a full briefing on it to our friends from Liberia. 


Q Just a wrinkle on that, does the government feel 
that the recent South African incursions or the South African 
fighting is hampering the resolution of this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was, I believe, 
some material discussed at the Noon briefing at the State Department 
today on that subject which you might want to refer to. Obviously, 
any escalation of violence from any quarter is unhelpful and we 
have so communicated to all parties. 


At the same time, our diplomacy is the means to put 
an end to that violence and we believe it can be done in a matter 
of weeks. That's the answer to the violence. 


Q Do you think it's realistic for the South Africans 
and perhaps the American government to insist upon the withdrawal 
of Cuban troops in Angola in the midst of frequent South African 
incursions into that territory -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No one is asking 
Cuban troops to leave in the middle of incursions into Angolan 
territory. That would not make the elements of a deal. 


We're talking about disengagement of forces, a cease- 
fire, the adherence by the South Africans to UN Resolution 435 
which provides in awesome detail for the day-by-day and week-by- 
week withdrawl of South African forces from Namibia leading up 
to elections in Namibia and, ultimately, independence for Namibia 
and in that context which lasts a considerable period of time, 
parallel movement on the issue of Cuban withdrawal from Angola. 
No one is being asked to commit suicide. We don't expect anyone 
to commit suicide. 


Having said that, I think I will as that questions 
get back onto the subject for today, if I cou’ please. 


Q Whenever a Liberian-American relationship is discussed, 
it seems as if the United States is the one trying to help Liberia, 
which is appreciable. But what do you think has been the basis of 
a long-standing relationship? Isn't it mutual? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll invite my 
colleague to respond to that. I would say that there's no doubt 
it's mutual. There's a great deal of mutual interest in the 
relationship. We have important interests there physically in 
terms of facilities that are unique to us and very important 
to us. We also have a very significant concentration of American 
private investment in Liberia. We have been close partners in the 
international scene for generations. 


So, of course it's mutual. Perhaps my colleague might 
want to add a few points on that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't add much to 
it except I think we can refer back to the record that I didn't 
use the word “help" or "aid". I used the word "cooperation" 
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which is by definition -- bilateral. And I'd like to keep it at 
that. I'd like just to underline what my colleague has said, namely, 
that we do have important interests there. Liberia has been extremely 
important to us on many of the great decisions in this century. I 
would remind you that Liberia was present at the founding of both 

the League of Nations and the UN. We have stood side-by-side on 

many multi~lateral issues of importance and continue to do so. And 
we are not unmindful of this important -- of the importance of this 
remaining a two-way street and I think that was the purpose -- one 

of the essential purposes of this very interesting couple of hours 
that the Head of State of Liberia and the President of the United 
States have spent together. It was meant to underline the bilateral 
nature of that relationship. 


Q The President of the United States said that he 
discussed with the President -- with the Head of State of Liberia 
on how the United States can assist Liberia in the national 
development goal. How can this be done, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it would be 
premature for me to comment in detail on an answer to that question. 
There are a good number of areas in which we have on-going assistance 
efforts, cooperation efforts bilaterally with the government of 
Liberia. And it is our intention to continue those within the 
limits of our resources, to continue them in the direction they're 
now moving. We're not here to make specific announcements on 
individual sectors or projects that could very well come out of 
future meetings during the official visit in the days to come. 

There are further meetings scheduled including, obviously, further 
discussions with the Department of State, Agency for International 
Development, the Defense Department and so forth. 


So, I'll leave to those further meetings any specific 
announcements. But it is our intention, God and Congress willing, 
that we will continue to do the maximum we can. 


END 1:27 P.M. EDT 
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SENIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd like to emphasize 
the principal objectives that the President has in mind in this 
speech. The first is peace -- peace everywhere, but peace 
especially in the “Middle East where we have had so much conflict 
historically and especially recently in Lebanon. So we have a 
lesson before us of what happens when the peace process breaks 
down. So, number one, peace. 


Number two, and of extraordinary importance to all of 
us, the President particularly, is the security of Israel. 
Anyone can look at the man and if you've been there you know that 
Israel, while a country rich in its human resources and its 
capabilities, is very small in its geography. So it's easy to 
see how people living in such a small place would be especially 
concerned for their security. The security of Israel must be 
central in our considerations. 


Now, third, consistent with that and contributing to 
that, is the importance of dealing properly and justly with the 
needs of the Palestinian people. And if that can be done and a 
series of agreements or treaties with Israel's neighbors worked 
out go that conditions of peace in Israel's neighborhood can 
prevail, then I think you have the essential ingredients for 
genuine and longer-lasting security. 


All of these points are very much at the front of the 
President's mind as he calls in his speech for a fresh start in 
what is clearly an old process and a difficult process. But he has 
felt that at this moment in time it's essential to, once again, 
take the initiative and move for peace in the Middle East, for 
security for Israel, and for the legitimate rights of the 
Palestinian people. 


Be glad to have questions. 


Q Sir, I wonder if you can tell us what the next 
step ia the peace process will be. We've laid out our ideas here. 
The Israelis have already acted negatively, saying they apparently 
deviate from the Camp David accords. How do. we plan to get the 
various: parties to sit down and negotiate seriously on these ideas? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, 
it's putting the ideas forward so that they are available and 
present in pveople's minds. Just what the reaction: of the parties 
is going to be remains to be seen. We call upon them to study 
the President's proposals and listen to his sveech and think about 
it carefully, because they, as we, have a huge stake in a successful 
outcome here. So we call upon them to do that. And as they do and 
as we are able to explain what we have in mind and listen to then, 
we hope that there will be more players at the bargaining table 
and that that will enable us to have a peace process that moves 
forward. 


Q For the rast several vears, a key player -- 
(inaudible) -- is King Hussein. And he has said repeatedly, most 
recently last Sunday, that he is, more or less, waiting to be 
asked to regain authority or control or to act as spokesman for the 
Palestinians on the West Bank. Do you have any mechanism that 
would bring King Hussein back into this process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that . 
in presenting the President's proposals and developing them, the 
President has had very much in mind the importance of making 
Clear statements about his attitude toward the Palestinian problen. 
And in transmitting his proposals to King Hussein, he's emphasized 
his conviction and his hope that King Hussein will see in these 
proposals a serious and important step toward really helping with 
the Palestinian problems. And that may induce King Hussein to 
enter the process. That remains to be seen. King Hussein has not 
made any such commitment. 


‘e) There's no more specific nlan -- (inaudible) -- 
other side of the West Bank, just to find out whether they want 
Hussein to represent them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has 
put into his speech the essence of what he feels 


MORE 
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it important to put forward at this time. Obviously, what is in- 
volved here is a negotiation. And a negotiation is +«iways an 
interplay between substance and process. So there iw an important 
element of substance put forward in terms of United States 
positions. And we will see what kind of process that can lead to. 


Q In the paragraph about the 
relationship between Israel and Jordan that the President has in 
his speech, where he says, “It is the firm view of the United States 
that self-government by the Palestinians in the West Dank and 
Gaza in association with Jordan offers the best chance for a 
durable, just, and lasting peace.” Can you say, with any mre 
specificity, what kind of an association you envision there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that there are 
all kinds of possibilities. And I would leave it to the negotiating 
process to work on them. And it is my observation in negotiations 
that, once people get to the point where they think something is 
doable and very much in their interest, then the ingenuity at 
developing ways of implementing the objectives involved is very 
impressive. So I think that there are a lot of different ways 
in which that could happen. And I think the President is laying 
out here, on the one hand, the things that we will not support, 
and then gives an example of something that we would support. 


Q Specifically, do you envision that the West Bank 
would be a part of the State of Jordan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, first of 
all, when you say -- “the West Dank” -- we have to be careful with 
that, because, obvisusly, what geographic piece of territory we 
are talking about is subject to negotiations. And, in those 
negotiations, the security needs of Israel will necessarily be 
taken heavily into account. And the President notes that in saying 
that the nature of what is agreed to will heavily reflect the way 
in which these security needs are met. So when you say -- "the 
West Bank” -- presumably, there will be discussions about 
appropriate borders and security arrangements of one kind or 
another which would, presumably, in the end, be permanent. 


Q One of the points that is made in here is that 
the United States will not support the establishment of an 
independent Palestinian state. Then it goes on to say, “We will 
not support annexation or permanent control by Israel." Did 
an that passed between you and Defense Minister Sharon, or 
any other Israeli officials, in the White House a couple of weeks 
ago increase any alarm or feeling that there might be a move to 
annex by Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer is that 
we are not reflecting any particular thing in that statement, 
but, rather, an observation that has been made by many observers. 
And so the President is simply stating where he stands on that 


You have talked about process as well as 

you have any plans now to travel to the Middle East 
to try to initiate this new process, or plans to appoint 

to represent the President to do this? 


thing here is get these proposals out, and give people time 
to examine them, let people have their initial reactions, let 
them think about it some more. We have very able Ambassadors who 
are able to sense the questions that are being raised, and provide 
answers. I think it is clear that there will come a time -- and 
I do not want to lay down what that moment of time would be when, 
probably, I should take a trip out to that area. I want to do it 
a time when it s going to be fruitful 








is not as thougii I have not seen 4 great many of 
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Israel is willing to abandon its policy in that regard. 


SCNIOR AMPMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been various 
points in time in which people in the Isracli government have said 
that they think the settlement process has sone as far as it needs 
to go, but I wouldn't regard there to be any commitment at this 
point. The President is expressing his opinion and I must say, I 
share it, that the continu®ées expansion of settlements is not a 
constructive element in this process because it occupies more and 
more territory and the cxpansion of settlements, I know, is one of 
the things that has led many in the Arab community to feel that in 
the end Israel will not give up this territory. So I think a sta 
ment from isracl on the settlements would be a very positive move 
the whole process. 


Q Could this process that you vizu@lize here go for- 
ward while Israeli troops arc in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but we expect 
anc we have called for the withdrawal not only of Isracli troops but 
Syrian troops and remaining PLO forces in Lebanon. 


Q Do you have essurances from the Egyptians, for 
example, that they will begin taiking on these points with the Israeli: 
as long as Israeli troops are in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have had our 
Ambassadors at each of the four countries thet have been visited 
explicitly here, namely Isracl, Egypt, Jordan, and Saudi Arabia, 
present these proposals and we have asked people to think about them 
carefully. “We expect ‘ to hoar from the key parties concerned. ‘fe 
have not as yet heard directly from thom. 


Q What do you expect the next step to be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We expect to explain 
our proposals here in this country so that pecple here have 4 clear 
icea of whet the President's position is. We await reactions from 
others and we are ready to engage in 2 Cialogue or take part in a 
more general negotiation when that omorges with the key players in 
the Hiddle East. Beyond that I think we have to sce what the reactions 
are, especially the considered reactions after people have heard the 
President's speech and thought about it carefully. 


Q Can you give us any assurances that this is more ~ 
than a pie-in-the sky hope, because actually you are agking the 
Israelis to do something -- give up the ‘fest Bank and Gaza -- that 
they havo said frankly they are not going to do? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that the 
principal motivating force here fur all the parties, as I see it, 
is the possibility of peace. Peace is vory important to everyone 
any place. And I think it must be e pecially important to the people 
in that region and eapecially just now as the devastation of conflict 
is right in front of them. So I think that is the princip . thing 
that may very well motivate peoplo and the prospect of, if it mater- 
ializes, Arab interest in working on this issue and making 4 settle- 
ment wi@b Isracl I should think in the end would be a very oxciting 
possibility, if indeed the Arab community will come forward. 


Q Let mo follow up on that. Do you have 
specific from Israel indicating that they are willing to change 
their long-standing position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have put this. before 


Israel and we await their response. We haven't had a specific re- 
sponse from Prime Minister Begin as yet. 
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#9 you suppose? 


SCIIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First cf all there is 
the cuestion of whethcr Jordan can be in 1 sition te “~ scme 
roprosenting itself. Thc sccond thing is the question °f »cople 
who reside in the Nest Sank and Gaza. In this respect I think 
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as has been -- as I have noted and others have: noted many times -- 
you have to have pecple who are regarded by the Palestinians then- 
selves as legitimate; just as in the labor-management situation, you 
can't have a management that says, “I'll deal with the union after 
I've picked its leaders" -- you don't have very many followers in 
the union like that. By the same token, the -- if we are to have 
representation from the West Bank and Gaza, there have to be leaders 
there that have been picked by the people there. 


Now, I'm not calling here for some immediate plebiscite 
or anything like that, but I'm sure there will be a time when that 
kind of designation is appropriate. 


Q I wonder -- using the paregraph about *he settle- 
ments, you say that the United States will not support the use of 
any additional land for the purpose of settlements during the 
transition period. Of course, that doesn't begin until after the 
sort of election that's talked about in the previous paragraph. 
Does that mean that the United States is not contemplating taking 
any substantial steps concerning current settlement activity? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's 
position in the speech is to call for a freeze on the settlements, 
not their dismantlement, and that means that ou don't extend the 
settlements into additional territory or establish new ones. 


Q As of when? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As of now. 


Q A couple of questions, please. To what degree, 
sir, are the American positions, as outlined here, flexible? And, 
secondly, does the administration contemplate the use of its 
economic and military aid programs to these countries as a form 
of leverage to encourage the process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: Well, as far as the 
flexibility is concerned, the President has set out what you might 
call guiding principles, and he doesn't intend to change them. 
Obviously, they are statements of what the United States believes, 
what the President believes, and other parties may very well take 
other positions. And in the process of discussion and negotiation, 
we'll have to see what comes out of that. But the President felt 
that it's important to give people some idea of where we're going in 
our thinking and where -- what he thinks. So he felt it was 
important to say to the Palestinians and the Arab countries that 
we will not wind up supporting a Palestinian state on the West Bank. 
We will not wind up supporting self-determination as defined as 
meaning a Palestinian state on the West Bank, although the general 
principle of people having a say in their government -- self- 
govermment is obviously one that the United States cherishes. 

So he has tried to lay down a marker, you might say, in that regard. 
And on the other side of the coin, that we would not support the 
annexation of the West Bank by Israel. 


So there are certain things that have been laid down 
there. And I wouldn't expect the President would change those. 
But the negotiating process involves other people and other people 
who. are more directly present in the area. And so we'll have to see 
what they say and how this thing might evolve. 


Q Second question, sir -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as leverage is 
concerned -- 


MORE 
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2] Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- I think that, as 
I said before, the principal leverage -- and I think it is a very 
powerful leverage -- is the possibility of pease. And we want to 
put that up front and keep it up front. 


I happened to have the experience of being in Israel 
very shortly after President Sadat first visited Jervealem -- 
but before anything much else had happened, and I was really 
iiapressed. And I'll never forget the sense in which the possibility 
of »eace -- not necessarily even the probability of peace -- but 
the possibility of peace turned on the neople that I met and was 
a tremendously exciting vossibility for people who had lived 
in an environment where they felt that war was a virtual certainty 
sooner or later. So the possibility of peace not only for the 
Israelis but for neople in the 1rab countries must be a very powerful 
incentive. And that's the thing that I think ve need to keep in. 
front of reovle all the time. 


_— Q Are you ruling out the use of economic or 
military aid as a form of pressure, then? 


MORE 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not rule out or 
rule in anything. I am just -- and I do not think that that is the 
way to go about it. I think, for exampie, that the United States 
has a solemn and continuing commitment to the security of Israel. 
And part of that commitment to security is a commitment to -- 

a military commitment. And I do not think that it would be 
appropriate in any way to violate that. We must stick with the 
idea of security for Israel all the way through here. 


a 


But, having said that, I have to come back again to 
the importance of peace and the power of the idea of peace in any 
area, but particularly that area. 


I think you had a question. 


Q The President -- (inaudible) -- does not mention 
the PLO in this speech, except in terms of the diminishment in their 
military power. Would the U.S., or would the U.S. not, deal with 
them as representatives of the Palestinians in the West Sank? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's 
and the United Staces' position in so far as any talks with the PLO 
are concerned have been stated very clearly and most recently in 
the President's most recent press conference. And that is where we 
are as far as the PLO is concerned. 


Now, as far as their appearance at any bargaining table 
under whatever circumstances -- that is for others to determine, 
as well as ourselves. And I do not have the impression that the 
Israelis would open their arms and embrace the PLO at this point in 
time. 


But, as far as any discussions between the United States 
and the PLO are concerned, the President's statements are the U.S. 
position. 
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Q I wonder if I can get you to be more specific on 
one point. The President refers to, in the long run, there being an 
association between the West Dank and Gaza with Jordan. Exactly 
what do you envision that association being, ultimately, once the 
transition is over? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is the second time 
around on that question. And I would have to give as close as I can 
to the answer of the first time. Namely, that there are lots of 
different ways in which something like that could be accomplished. 
And I think that it is a disservice to the negotiating process to try 
to pin it down further than that. It is just that you have to say 
to yourself, well, if it is not a Palestinian state, and if it is not 
annexed by Israel, what is it? Where is it going to go? And there 
has to be some sort of relationship to others in the area. And this 
is the most sensible~seeming vossibility as the President sees it. 


'@] Could you say what you are now recommending to 
the President regarding the FP-l6s to Israel -- has it been held 
in abeyance? And, more broadly, can you say what the administration's 


findings have been regarding Israel's use of American equipment in 
Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the statements 
have been made with regard to the weapons. And, as far as the F-16 
notification is concerned, that is something that will be dealt with 
in due course. 


But I would like to return to the answer I gave a little 
bit earlier. Namely, that underlying this whole approach is a very 
firm commitment to the security of Israel. And I do not think that 

one wants to, somehow, play around with weapons sales in this regard. 
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Q A couple of times you have been asked about the 
next step. I would iike to take another way, perhaps, of 
approaching it to see whether we can draw you out a little bit. 
In the past, in order for anything major to be accomplished in the 
Middle East peace process, it has taken an enormous amount of 
energy on the part of the United States administrations. In one 
case, Secretary Kissinger going back and forth between the parties, 
which you remember. In another case, President Carter had to 
become deeply involved himselz. 


< 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he asked the 
people to come here -- 


Q Yes, 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- and shuttle between 
cabins. 


Q That is right. Aside from announcing a U.S. 
posture and position on some of these issues, does the President, 
in making this speech, mean to tcll us anything about what he or 
you are prepared to do to take this from a paper position to 
somethins which two, or three, or even more parties are willing to 
come to agreement on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly, the 
implication of the speech and the effort that the President has 
— " : 
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into it, not only the speech, obviously, but ail of the effort and 
attention and thought that has preceded it, show the President's 
commitment to helping bring about a peace in the “iddle East and his 
commitment to the other objectives that I have tried to bring out 
here. So, the answer to your question, basically, is yes, certainly, 
this represents a statement that the President considers this 
question to be of very high priority and is ready to invest time and 
attention himself in it and -- as he already has. And if anybody's 
interested, I'm sure he'll volunteer my services and I'll try to 

get some others involved as well. 


« 


Q A little while ago you said there's a need for 
people who are recognized as legitirate by the Palestinians -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- to come forward and participate. A two-part 
question follows on that. First, do you consider the members of the 
Village Leagues with whom Defense Minister Sheron met recently to be 
legitimate representatives of the Palestinian people? 


And, second, do you consider West Bank and Gaza officials, 
such as Mayor Shawa from Gaza who have been relieved cf heir posts 
by the Israelis, to be legitimate representatives of the people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to 
identify any particular person or form in that regard, but just to 
_ leave it in terms of the importance of legitimacy. And, no doubt, 
‘there are variations on that theme. 


Q When our ambassadors presented this plan to the 
four nations that you mentioned, were they any more specific on the 
President's ideas than the President is being to the American 
people or than you're being tonight? Were the proposals spelled out 
in any more detail? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was an 
effort to spell them out and the ambassadors each had common talking 
points to stand behind the President's proposals, but basically 
their talking points are encompassed in the President's speech. And 
the President has, put them in the speech in a sort of a speech form, 
but basically they're the same. 


Q Because this follows the PLO pull-out so closely, 
I'm wondering: Was there any understanding in that negotiation 
in Beirut that something like this would follow, that the U.S. would 
have a new initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there wasn't 
anything that was explicitly part of that plan, although various 
United States spokesmen, and particularly the Presicent, kept noting 
throughout this process of our struggie in Beirut the : 
imvortance of the underlying Palestinian problem and the need to come 
to grips with it promptly so that we don't have another cycle of the 
same sort. And certainly all of the visitors that came here 
emphasized that and many public statements by people in the area 
emphasized that. And I do think throughout the worst days of 
Beirut, there were many expressions of the need to work on the 
Palestinian problem and many expressed in a way that made you feel 
that perhaps there's a possible turning point here and that people 
have reached the point where they feel they must sit down together 


and try to work something out. 
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Qe The people who have been here to speak on this 
issue have been interested in the Palestinian problem, but since 
Minister Sharon certainly thinks the problem is somewhat different, 
and with Israel being what appears to be a major victor in 
Lebanon, how do you intend to persuade Israel to change its mind 
on all these issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact of strength 
may be a factor, given the threat cf war and the threat of -- to the 
security of Israel of war and the need for huge devotion of 
resources to military means, may be a factor in leading people to 
think they should change. I think that it's not unknown in human 
history that in the wake of victory comes magnanimity and compromise. 
I'm not saying that will happen, but I think it sometimes does. 


oreign 
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it sn¢ coasiderin. it itn< stertin; to tekc -ositions, it 3o0cumed *° 
the Srosicant important to cut com U.S. views cut thore Ssfcra 
ethers cet froton intc ~ositions that are “ifficult te work with 
lacking any stetmort from ths Unite’ Ztctes.- 


Se tho Progiccnt fslt it is inmnecrtart to >st his vleus 
out thers vory -rom-tly ens as revicly es *ro Gicé cat his viovs 
concretely out to thosg different caritals, he falt we 320u1" 10 
that *efore he mal:as his om >ublic statzcnont an! then procoed on. 


9 > Cucision na“a tocay? “Jes tho decision 
mads ectually a 


SLUIOR +Di IIVISTRATION OrricirinL It has been Ciscussai 
for some tine, inclucine soveral wosks aco, that tho Prasi‘ant ‘ould 
makes a public statancnt xn’ w cculdn't be shsolutely sus: of hev 
this =rccoss woulc wor!: out anc when vo voulc want te vo sen’ talk 
with the leccers in the four countries I montionec. And just hor 
enc whon thet woulc be accommlissac -- tut so we saw it Gattin 
accomplishec thon the Aéeision hun: in vory ezisply an” it was 4 
qusstion of to“ay cr tomorrow. 5, the timc we ot Cown to it, 
it suamec thet uncor ths circurstancos tho sooner the »ettur. 


I reesll bac!: to the Cava winan I first erme to “ashin:- 
ton to *s C2crotary of Labor I ks e »erson werkin-g with ™ from 
ths pross nooo Jo> Loftus am as hac a whole bunch of Ast’s that he 
tauvwht =s anc One wee, if you hevo sem nows, don't sit on it. Sc 
I thinl: thie is a consicara>dlo emount of rews anc tho President cic not 
vent tc sit on it. 


a) Do you think tharc src «ny risks in ocutliniac 
this mublic Sceisicn Sy the Unitc’ Statos bcforo mra creundwork 
nas ocean laic with the! other covernnents involvc?” «nc "efore you 
have * elearar noticn bf whers vou want to co oftor cutlininc thom? 


SIUIION ADMIUISTRAVION OFFICI-L: Thera tr. slways risks 
in everything you (o, dut I think thet ono of tho things to boar 
in nincd is the irnortance of statin: your sosition for solf in 
your own way. Ané as wo all know, tha .rocoms of oon tation is 
also n srocess in which sole honr what you havo to sey cn* thun 
ticy may pick up on it end in onc wey or anothor state your “sition 
for you in ways that you don't think aro to your efventa’ oF 
purhaps not as clenr *s you would lika tc ‘lo it. 
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problems of one kind or another. They are, essentially, solvable 
problems. I think there are a lot of benefits. I camnot imagine 
that the role of an occupying power in the West Bank and Gaza is 
a particularly enjoyable one. And, certainiy, there are definite 
costs connected with it. Just as there are costs connected for 
Jordan in the uncertain status of the Yest Bank. There are very 
economic relationships and personal relationships between 
people in Jordan and on the West Bank and Gaga. And so I think 
there are a lot of advantages to straigtening this around. 


I was told that there was one more question, which I 
have answered. Dut I will take one more. 


Q You said that you spoke to the four countries -- 
Israel, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, and Ecypt. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Did the Americans speak to the Palestinians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; but we expect that 
others may have spoken to the Palestinians. 


Q (Inaudible) -- there are reports from Israel that 
you have proposed departures from Camp David by suggesting that -- 
(inaudible) -- Jerusalem, both fcr the autonomy -- (inaudible) -- 
security in the West Dank -- (inaudible) -- Arab authority. Are 
those reports correct -- (inaudible). 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What the leaks are 
at the moment coming out -- or ststements coming out of Israel or 
other places I am not absolutely up-to-the-minute on. But the 
question of who would vote in the event of a vote on a. 
self-governing auchority for the West Bank has been a subject that 
has had a lot of discussion. And so I do not think that that is 
something unusual in the framework of Camp David. We have regarded 
the Camp David Accords and Resolution 242, which are referenced in 
the Camp David Accords, to be, basically, the framework within 
which these proposals -- or these ideas are put forward. And it is 
our view, and it is the view of the people who have been working 
on this for some time, that we are consistent with Camp David. And, 
of course, those who have been involved will make their comments. 


But I think that the proposals are strictly within 
the framework of Camp David. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:16 P.M. PDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
PRESIDENT REAGAN'S ADDRESS TO THE NATION ON THE MIDDLE EAST 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1982, 7:36 P.M. 


‘SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'd like to 
emphasize the principal objectives that the President has in 
mind in his speech. 


The first is peace, peace everywhere, but peace 
especially in the Middle East where we have had so much 
conflict historically and especially recently in Lebanon. 
We have a lesson before us of what happens when the peace 
process breaks down. So, Number 1: Peace. 


Number 2, and of extraordinary importance to all 
of us -- the President particularly -- is the security of 
Israel. Anyone can look at the map and, if you've been 
there, you know that Israel, while a country rich in its 
human resources and its capabilities, is very small in its 
geography. It's easy to see how people living in such a 
small place‘would be especially concerned for their 


security. The security of Israel must be central in our 
considerations. 


Third, consistent with that and contributing to 
that is.the importance of dealing properly and justly with 
the needs of the Palestinian people. And, if that can be 
done and a series of agreements or treaties with Israel's 
neighbors worked out so that conditions of peace in Israel's 
neighborhood can prevail, then I think you have the essen- 
tial ingredients for genuine and longer lasting security. 


All of these points are very much at the front of 
the President's mind as he calls in his speech for a fresh 
start in what is clearly an old process and a difficult pro- 
cess, but he has felt that at this moment in time it's 
essential to once again take the initiative and move for 
peace in the Middle East, for security for Israel, and for 
the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people. 


I'll be glad to have questions. 


Q Sir, I wonder if you can tell us what the 
next step in the peace process will be? We've laid out our 
ideas here. The Israelis have already reacted negatively, 
Saying they apparently deviate from the Camp David Accords. 
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How do we plan to get the various parties to sit 
down and negotiate seriously on these ideas? ~. 

A First of all, it's putting the ideas forward 
so that they are available and present in people's minds. 


Just what the reaction of the parties is going to 
be remains to be seen. We call upon them to study the 
President's proposals and listen to his speech and think 
about it carefully because they, as we, have a huge stake 
in a successful outcome here. 


So we call upon them to do that, and as they do 
and as we are able to explain what we have in mind and 
listen to them, we hope that there will be more players at 
the bargaining table and that that will enable us to have a 
peace process that moves forward. 


Q For the past severai years, usually the key 
player in this has been regarded as King Hussein, and he has 
said repeatedly, most recently last Sunday, that he is more 
or less waiting to be asked to resume authority or control 
Or act as spokesman for the Palestinians in the West 
Bank. 


Do you have any mechanism that would bring King 
Hussein hack into this process? 


A I think that in presenting the President's 
proposals and developing them, the President has had very 
much in mind the importance of making clear statements about 
his attitude toward the Palestinian problem. In 
transmitting his proposals to King Hussein, he emphasized 
his conviction and his hope that King Hussein will see in 
these proposals a serious and important step toward really 
helping with the Palestinian problems. That may induce King 
Hussein to enter the process. That remains to be seen. 

King Hussein has not made any such commitment. 


re) But no more specific plan such as having a 
plebiscite of the West Bank so as to find out whether they 
want Hussein to represent them? 


A The President has put into his speech the 
essence of what he feels it important to put forward at this 
time. Obviously, what is involved here is a negotiation, 
and a negotiation is always an interplay between substance 
and process. So there's an important element of substance 
put forward in terms of United States’ positions, and we'll 
see what kind of process that can lead to. 
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Q In the paragraph about the relationship 
between Israel and Jordan that the President has in his 
speech here, he says “It is a firm view of the United States 
that self-government by the Palestinians in the West Bank 
and Gaza in association with Jordan offers the best chance 
for a durable, just and lasting peace.” 


Can you say with any more specificity what kind of 
an association you envisage there? 


A I think there are all kinds of possibilities, 
and I would leave it to the negotiating process to work on 
them. It's my observation in negotiations that once people 
get to the point where they think something is doable and 
very much in their interests, then the ingenuity at develop- 
ping ways of implementing the objectives involved is very 
impressive. So I think there are a lot of different ways in 
which that could happen, and I think the President is laying 
Out here, on the one hand, the things that we will not sup- 
port, and then gives an example of something that we would 
support. 


Q Specifically, do you envision that the West 
Bank would be a part of the state of Jordan? 


Ay I think, first of all, when you say “The West 
Bank," we have to be careful with that, because, obviously, 
what geographic piece of territory we're talking about is 
subject to negotiations; and in those negotiations the 
security needs of Israel will necessarily be taken heavily 
anto account. The President notes that in saying that the 
nature of what is agreed to will heavily reflect the way in 
which these security needs are met, so when you say “The 
West Bank," presumably there will be discussions about 
appropriate borders and security arrangements of one kind or 
another which would presumably in the end be permament. 


Q One of the points that's made in here is that 
the United States will not support the establishment of an 
independent Palestinian state, and then it goes on to say, 


"We will not support annexation or permanent control by 
Israel." 


Did anything that passed between you and Defense 
Minister Sharon or any of the Israeli officials in the last 
couple of weeks increase any alarm or feeling that there 
might be a move to annex by Israel? 














"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





1982" 


Policy Current Documents, 





A- The answer is that we're not reflecting any 
particular thing in that statement, but rather an obser- 
vation that has been made by many observers; and so the 
President is simply stating where he stands on that issue. 


Q I want to talk about process as well as 
substance. 


Do you have any plans now to travel abroad to the 
Mideast to try to initiate this new process or plan to 
appoint somebody to represent the President to do this? 


A I think the first thing here is to get these 
proposals out and give people time to examine them. Let 


people have their initial reactions, let them think about it 
some more. 


We have very able ambassadors who are able to 


sense the questions that are being raised and provide 
answers. 


I think it's clear that there will come a time -- 
and I don't want to lay down what that moment of time would 
be -- when probably I should take a trip out to that area. 

" I want to do it at a time when it is propitious 
and it's going to be fruitful and worthwhile. 


In the meantime, we've had lots of visitors here, 
of course, so it isn't as though I haven't seen a great 
many of the people involved. 


As to the question of whether there would be some- 
body identified to especially work on this, that remains to 
be seen, and that may or may not be something we'll do. 


Q While the Presiden’ *.. ks very plainly on 
the prospects of further Israeli ‘ coments on the West 
Bank, is there any indication at all that Israel is willing 
to abandon its policy in that regard? 


fh There have been various points in time in 
which people in the Israeli Government have said that they 
think the settlement process has gone as far as it needs to 


go, but I wouldn't regard there to be any commitment at this 
point. 


The President is expressing his opinion, and I 
must say I share it, that the continued expansion of settle- 
ments is not a constructive element in this process because 

















it occupies more and more territory, and the expansion of 
settlements, I know, is one of the things that has led many 
in the Arab community to feel that in the end Israel will 
not give up its territory. 


So I think a statement from Israel on the settile- 
ments would be a very positive move in the whole process. 


Q Could this process that you visualized here 
go forward while Israeli troops are in Lebanon? 


A Yes. But we expect, and we have called for, 
the withdrawal not only of Israeli troops but Syrian troops 
and remaining PLO forces in Lebanon. 


Q Do you have assurances from the Egyptians, 
for example, that they will begin talking on these points 
with the Israelis as long as Israeli trcssops are in Lebanon? 


A We have had our ambassadors in each of the 
four countries that have been visited explicity here -- 
namely, Israel, Egypt, Jordan and Saudi Arabia -- present 
these proposals, and we've asked people to think about them 
carefully. We expect to hear from the key parties con- 
cerned. We haven't as yet heard directly from then. 


Q What do you expect the next step to be? 
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My We expect to explain our proposals here in 
this country so that people here have a clear idea of what 
the President's position is. 
| We await reactions from others, and we are ready 
to engage in a dialogue or take part in a more general 
negotiation when that emerges with the key players in the 
Middle East. 


Beyond that, I think we have to see what the reac- 
tions are, especially the considered reactions, after people 
have heard the President's speech and thought about it 
carefully. 


Q Can you give us any assurance that this is 
anything more than pie-in-the-sky hope, because actually 
you're asking the Israelis to do something -- give up the 
West Bank and Gaza -- that they've said, frankly, they're not 
going to do? 
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A I think that the principal motivating force 
here for all the parties, as I see it, is the possibility of 
peace. Peace is very important to everyone any place. 


“I think it must be especially important to the 
people in that region and especially just now as the 
devastation of conflict is right in front of them. 


I think that's the principal thing that may 
very well motivate people, and the prospect of -- if it 
materializes -- Arab interest in working on this issue and 
making a settlement with Israel-I should think in the end 


would be a very exciting possibility if indeed the Arab com- 
munity will come forward. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q If I may follow up on that, do you have 
anything specific from Israel to indicate that they are 
willing to change their longstanding position? 


“A We have put this before Israel, and we 
await their response. We haven't had a specific response 
from Prime Minister Begin as yet. 


Q The President calls for broader participation 
in the peace process, most immediately by Jordan and by the 
Palestinians. Which Palestinians would be free and willing 
to participate immediately, do you suppose? 


A First of all, there is the question of 
whether Jordan can be in the position to do some representing 
itself. Second, there is the question of people who reside 
on the West Bank and Gaza. In this respect, I think -- as 
I've noted and others have noted many times -- you have to 
have people who are regarded by the Palestinians themselves 
as legitimate, just as in the labor/management situation you 
can't have a management that says, "I'll deal with the union 
after I've picked its leaders." You don't have very many 
followers in a union like that. By the same token, if we 
are to have representation from the West Bank and Gaza, 
there have to be leaders there that have been picked by the 
people there. 


I'm not calling here for some immediate ple- 
biscite or anything like that, but I am sure there will be a 
time when that kind of designation is appropriate. 


Q In the paragraph about settlements, you say, 
"The United States will not support the use of any addi- 
tional land for the purposes of settlements during the tran- 
Sition period." Of course, that doesn't begin until after the 
sort of election that's talked about in the previous 
paragraph. Does that mean that the United States is not 
contemplating taking any substantial steps concerning 
current settlement activity? 


A The President's position in the speech is to 
call for a freeze on the settlements, not their 
dismantlement; and that means that you don't extend the 
settlements into additional territory or establish new ones. 


QO As of when? 


A As of now. 
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fe) A couple of questions, please: To what 
degree are the American positions as outlined here 
flexible? Secondly, does the Administration contemplate the 
use Of its economic and military aid programs to these 
countries as a form of leverage to encourage the process? 


A Well, as far as the flexibility is concerned, 
the President has set out what you might call "guiding 
principles," and he doesn't intend to change them. 
Obviously, they are statements of what the United States 
believes, what the President believes; and other parties may 
very well take other positions. In the process of 
discussion and negotiation, we will have to see what comes 
Out of that. But the President felt that it is important to 
give people some idea of where we are going in our thinking, 
and what he thinks. So he felt it was important to say to 
the Palestinians and the Arab countries that we will not 
wind up supporting a Palestinian state on the West Bank; we 
will not wind up supporting self-determination as defined as 
meaning a Palestinian state on the West Bank, although the 
general principle of people having a say in their govern- 
ment, self-government, is obviously, one that the United 
States cherishes. 


He has tried to lay down a marker, you might say 
in that regard; and on the other side of the coin, that we 
would not support the annexation of the West Bank by Israel. 
So there are certain things that have been laid down there, 
and I wouldn't expect the President would change those. But 
the negotiating process involves other people -- other 
people who are more directly present in the area -- so we 
will have to see what they say and how this thing might 
evolve. 


As far as leverage is concerned, I think that, as 
I said before, the principle leverage -- and I think it is a 
very powerful leverage -- is the possibility of peace. And 
we want to put that up front and keep it up front. 


I happen to have the experience of being in Israel 
very shortly after President Sadat first visited Jerusalem, 
but before that anything much else had happened, and I was 
really impressed. I'll never forget the sense in which the 
possibility of peace, not necessarily even the probability 
Of peace, but the possibility of peace turned on the people 
that I met. It was a tremendously exciting possibility for 
people who had lived in an environment where they felt that 
war was a virtual certainty sooner or later. So the 
possibility of peace, not only for the Israelis, but for 
people in the Arab countries must be a very powerful incen- 
tive, and that's the thing that I think we need to keep in 
front of people all the time. 
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Q Ace you culing out the use of economic or 
military aid as a form of pressuce, then? 


A --I don't cule out or cule in anything -- and I 
don't think that that is the way to go about it. I think, 
for example, that the United States has a solemn and con- 
tinuing commitment to the security of Iscael. Part of that 
commitment to security is a militarcy commitment. I don't 
think that it would be appropriate in any way to violate 
that. We must stick with the idea of security for Israel 
all the way through here. 


But having said that, I-have to come back again to 
the impoctance of peace and the power of the idea of peace 
in any acea, but particularly that area. 


Q The President quite explicitly does not men- 
tion the PLO in this speech except in terms of a diminish- 
ment in theic military power. Would the United States, or 
would the United States not, deal with them as represen- 
tatives for the Palestinians on the West Bank? 


A. The President's and the United States' 
position insofac as any talks with the PLO are concerned 
have been stated very clearly, and most cecently in the 
President's most cecent press conference. That's where we 
ace as fac as the PLO is concerned. 


‘As fac as theic appearance at any bargaining table 
undec whatever ciccumstances, that is for others to deter- 
mine as well as ourselves, and I don't have the impression 
that the Iscaelis would open theic arcms and embrace the PLO 
at this point in time. But as fac as any discussions be- 
tween the United States and the PLO ace concerned, the 
President's statements are the U.S. position. 


Q I wondec if I can get you to he more specific 
On one point. The President cefers to, in the long cun, 
there being an association between the West Bank and Gaza 
with Jocdan. Exactly what do you envision that association 
being ultimately, once the transition is overc? 


rN This is the second time around on that 
question. I'd have to give as close as I can to the answerc 
given the first time, namely, that there are lots of dif- 
fecent ways in which something like that could be 
accomplished. I think it is a disservice to the negotiating 
peocess to try to pin it down further than that. It's just 
that you have to say to youcself, well, if it isn't a 
Palestinian state and if it isn't annexed by Iscael, what is 
1t? Where is it going to go? 
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There has to be some sort of celationship to 
Others in the area, and this is the most sensible seeming 
possibility as the President sees it. 


0. Can you say what you ace now cecommending to 
the President cegarcding the F-l6s for Israel that have been 
held in abeyance? And more broadly, can you say what the 
Administration's findings have been regarcding Israel's use 
of American equipment in Lebanon? 


A I think the statements have been made with 
cegacd to the weapons. 


As fac as the F-16 notification is concerned, that 
is something that will be dealt with in due course. But I 
would like to return to the answer I gave a little bit 
eaclier, namely that undeclying this whole approach is a 
vecy ficm commitment to the security of Iscael, and I don't 
think that one wants to somehow play around with weapons 
sales in this rcegarcd. 


Q A couple of times you've been asked about the 
next step. I'd like to take another way perchaps of 
approaching it. Maybe we can draw you out a little bit. 


In the past, in ocdec foc anything major to be 
accomplished in the Midd]Je East peace process, it has taken 
an enocmoys amount of energy on the pact of the United 
States administrations, in the one case with Secretary 
Kissinger going back and forth between the pacties, which 
you cememberc. In another case, President Cartec had to 
become deeply involved himself., 


A I think he got the people to come here and 
shuttle between cabins. 


Q That's cight. Aside from announcing a U.S. 
postuce and position on some of these issues, does the 
Peesident in making this speech mean to tell us anything 
about what he orc you are prepared to do to take this from a 
papec position to something which two oc three or even moce 
pacties ace willing to come to agreement on? 


A Well, certainly, the implication of the 
speech and the effoct that the President has put into it 
-- not only the speech, obviously, but all of the effort, 
attention, and thought that has preceded it -=- show the 
President's commitment to helping bring about a peace in the 
Middle East and his commitment to the other objectives that 
I have tried to bring out here. 














3 
? 
4 
< 
5 
> 
" 
) 
> 
5 
S 
- 
> 
- 
3 
v 
_— 
f 
yi 
o 
8 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ll 


So the answer to your question, basically, is yes, 
certainly. This represents a statement that the President 
considers this question to be of very high priority and is 
ready to invest time and attention himself in it, as he 
already has. And if anybody is interested, I'm sure he'll 
volunteer my services and I'll try to get some others 
involved as well. 


Q A little while ago you said there is a need 
for people who are recognized as legitimate by the 
Palestinians to come forward and participate. 


A Yes. 


Q A two-part question follows on that: First, 
do you consider the members of the village leagues with whom 
Defense Minster Sharon met recently to be legitimate repre- 
sentatives of the Palestinian people? And second, do you 
consider West Bank and Gaza officials such as Mayor Shawa 
of Gaza, who have been relieved of their posts by the 
Israelis, to be legitimate representatives of the people? 


A- I don't want to identify any particular per- 
son or form in that regard, but just to leave it in terms of 
the importance of legitimacy, and no doubt there are 
variations on that theme. 
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Q When our Ambassadors presented 
this plan to the four nations that you mentioned, were they 
anymore specific on the President's ideas than the President 
is being to the American people or than you are being 
tonight? Were the proposals spelled out in any more detail? 


A There was an effort to spell them out and the 
Ambassadors each had common talking points to stand behind 
the President's proposals, but basically their talking 
points are encompassed in the President's speech. The 
President has put them in the speech in a sort of speech 
form, but basically they're the same. 


Q Because this follows the PLO pullout so close- 
ly, I'm wondering, was there any understanding in that 
negotiation in Beirut that something like this would follow; 
that the U.S. would have a new initiative? 


A No. There wasn't anything that was expli- 
citly part of that plan although various United States spokes- 
men and, particularly, the President kept noting 
throughout this process of our struggle in Beirut the impor- 
tance of the underlying Palestinian problem and the need to 
come to grips with it promptly so that we don't have another 
cycle of the same sort. Certainly all of the visitors 
that came here emphasized that in many public statements and 
people in the area emphasized that. I do think 
throughtout the worst days of Beirut there were many 
expressions of the need to work on the Palestinian problem 
and many expressed in a way that made you feel that perhaps 
there is a possible turning point here and that people have 
reached the point where they feel they must sit down 
together and try to work something out. 


Q The people who have been here to speak on 
this issue have been interested in the Palestinian problem, 
but Defense Minister Sharon certainly thinks the problem is 
somewhat different. And with Israel being what appears to 
be a major victor in Lebanon, how do you intend to persuade 
Israel to change its minds on all of these issues? 


A The fact of strength may be a factor given 
the threat of war and the threat to the security of Israel 
of war and the need for huge devotation of resources to 
military means may be a factor in leaving people to think 
they should change. I think that it is not unknown in human 
history that in the wake of victory comes magnanimity and 
compromise. I'm not saying that will happen, but I think it 
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sometimes does. 


.Q Could you address yourself to 
the timing of tonight's speach, and specifically was it 
moved up because of the disclosures in Israel today? 


A Of course, the timing is, as developed in the 
speech, something that results from a process that preceded 
the Lebanon conflict and goes back quite sometime and in 
Many respects it represents a continuous process over a long 
period. I have spoken with Secretaries of State that date 
back on this issue sometime and they all found the subject 
very familiar and many of the things being said very fami- 
liar. 

So, in that sense, there is a long history here 
and it isn't by any means a sudden thing. Beyond that, it's 
something that the President has been working on very active- 
ly, and certainly the first thing that he task me on, when 
I came aboard, was to get to work on this issue which I have 
been doing in every way that I can think of and working with him 
on it. 


Attention has been given to this area, 
as we see that people in other capitals are giving attention 
to it and considering it and starting to take positions, it 
seemed to the President important to put some U.S. views out 
there before others get frozen into positions that are dif- 
ficult to work with, lacking any statement from the United 
States. So the President felt it was important to put his 
views out there very promptly; and as rapidly as we did get 
his views concretly out to these different capitals, he felt 
we should do that before he made his own public statement 
and then proceed on. 


Q Was the decision made actually today, can you 
say? 


A It has been discussed for sometime, including 
several weeks ago, that the President would make a public 
Statement. We couldn't be absolutely sure of how this pro- 
cess would work out and when we would want to go and talk 
with the leaders in the four countries I mentioned, and just 
how and when that would be accomplished. But as we saw at 
getting it accomplished, then the decision honed in very 
crisply. It was a question of today or tomorrow by the time 
we got down to it, and it seemed that under the circumstan- 
ces the sooner the better. 


I recall back to the days when I first came to 
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Washington to be Secretary of Labor, I had a person working 
with me from the press named Joe Loftus and he had a whole 
bunch of laws that he taught me and one was, if you have 
some news don't sit on it. So I think this is a con- 
siderable’ amount of news and the President didn't want to 
sit on it.. 


Q Do you think there are risks in outlining 
this public position by the United States before more 
groundwork has been laid with the other governments involved 
and before you have a clearer notion of where you want to go 
after outlining his position? 


A There are always risks in everything you do. 
But I think that one of the things to bear in mind is the 
importance of stating your position for yourself in your own 
way. As we all know, the process of consultation is also a 
process in which people hear what you have say and then they 
may pick up on it and in one way or another state your posi- 
tion for you in ways that you don't think are to your advan- 
tage or perhaps not as clear as you would like to do it. 


Once you get to a certain point in any of these 
processes, you are better off to go public and state your 
position in your own way and it's a phenomenon that I've 
seen as Secretary of the Treasury and Director of the Budget 
in trying to bring out material in those areas. It's basi- 
cally the same kind of process. 


Q Could you elaborate a little bit on what you 
see are the difficulties that Jordan would face in taking in 
the Palestinians in some manner and, similarly, the Israelis 
giving up some part of that border area? 


My There are all sorts of administrative issues 
that people will have to face up to and those represent 
problems of one kind or another. They are essentially 
sOlvable problems. I think there are a lot of berefits. 


I can't imagine that the role of a occupying power 
in the West Bank and Gaza is a particularly enjoyable one, 
and, certainly, there are definite costs connected with it 
just as there are costs connected for Jordan in the uncer- 
tain status of the West Bank. They're very strong economic 
relationships and personal relationships between people in 
Jordan and on the West Bank and Gaza. So I think there are a 
lot of advantages to straightening this around. 
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Q You said you spoke to the four 
countries: Israel, Jordan, Saudi Arabia and Egypt. 


A Yes. 
2 Did the Americans speak to the Palestinians? 


A No. But we expect that others may have spo- 
ken to the Palestinians. 


Q At the risk of imposing on 
your patience, could you clear up some of the leaks coming 
out of Israel tonight? There are reports from Israel that 
you have proposed departures from Camp David by sucgesting 
that, for example, the Arab inhabitants in Jerusalem should 
vote for the autonomy, and the security for the West Bank 
should be turned over to Arab authorities. Are those 
reports correct and have you gotten into that kind of 
detail? 


A What the leaks are at the moment coming out 
Or statements coming out of Israel or other places, I'm not 
absolutely up to the minute on. But the question of who 
would vote in the event of a vote on a self-governing 
authority for the West Bank has been a subject that's had a 
lot of discussion. So I don't think that is something unu- 
sual in the framework of Camp David. 


_ We have regarded the Camp David Accords and 
Resolution 242, which are referenced in the Camp David 
Accords, to be basically the framework within which these 
proposals or these ideas are put forward, and it is our 
view and it is the view of the people who have been working 
on this for sometime that we are consistent with Camp David. 
Of course, those who have been involved will make their 
comments. But I think that the proposals are strictly 
within the framework of Camp David. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 8:15 P.M.) 
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; SENIOR AD  .{£TRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning, ladies and 
gentlemen, I thought I'd be useful to give you a little fill-in as to 
the background of the Marcos visit, the purposes that we hope to achieve 
during this visit. 


Now, let me go back a bit in time. As you know, we've had 
very friendly relations with the Philippines for the whole of this cen- 
tury and for the last two years of the last one. And this relationship, 
indeed, continues to this day. We have, I think, something of a very 
particular relationship with the Philippines. It's something we cannot 
forget. We fought together in Baatan and we've maintained very close 
working relations subsequent to that period of time. 


There are 50 million Filipinos and this is, of course, a 
factor which we take very much into account. 


The Philippines occupy a very strategic position in the 
geographical setting in East Asia. We have a very good economic relation- 
ship with the Philippines. It's one of the few places where, indeed, 
we are actually doing better than the Japanese in our commercial sense. 
That -- in fact, our balance of trade last year, unusual in East Asia, 
was favorable, in balance of trade with the Philippines. Although, for 
most years, I must say, it stays in balance. 


That the Philippines are a part of ASEAN, the five ASEAN 
nations are a very potent force in Asian and world politics, especially 
with respect to the Kampuchean situation. And it's our policy to be 
very supportive of ASEAN and of what ASEAN wants to do. 


So taking all these various factors into consideration and 
also the strategic one, which I'll get to in a minute when I talk about 
the bases, it's very important that we maintain a good working relation- 
ship with the Philippines. And the best way to show this and to empha- 
size the friendship between the Philippines and American peoples is 
through an official visit of President Marcos of the Philippines to 
the United States. 


This is the first time that President Marcos will have been 
here for 16 years. It's beenalong stretch of time. And he is a staunch 
friend and an ally of the United States. And while we are aware of 
criticisms of the Marcos government, we expect that his visit here will 
be marked by an overwhelmingly cordial reception. 


That during the course of the visit we expect to discuss 
a number of important things. We're going to be talking about the bases, 
which are important to the Philippines and certainly important to the 
United States. 


There are other elements that we will be discussing, some 
bilateral economic issues and these will be carrying on some series of 
discussions which our representatives in the Philippines have had. 

And also, we'll be following up on the visit of the Secretary of Defense, 
Secretary sedshenees . to the Philippines earlier this year. 
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Anéd while we can't prejudge the content of the discussions 
with President Marcos, it seems likely that we will, indeed, be approaching 
this in a way which will advance our mutual interests and improve and 
continue to develop Philippine-American friendship. 


Let me talk about the bases. I think this is an especial 
element in our relationship. Clarke Field and our naval base at Subic, 
this occupies a very important part in our whole strategic situation in 
the world in which we find ourselves today. Not only do these bases 
represent something in terms of the defense of the Philippines per se, 
but by extension, these bases are significant, in fact, overwhelmingly 
so, in the maintenance of the U.S. presence farther to the west, into 
the _—— Ocean and all the way up into areas where the oil is produced 
these ys. 


That we are committed to a five-year review, a review of 
the bases every five years under the terms of the agreement signed in 
1979 on the bases. And so some time early next year, we will be beginning 
talks with the Philippines, reviewing the prospects of either progress 
in the past five years and looking forward to the next five years in the 
-- how the bases are to be, you know, maintained and the purposes that 
they will serve. 


Our defense treaty with the Philippines runs until 1991. 
But it can be renewed. I wouldn't want to suggest that it would be 
automatically ended in that period of time. 


Let me talk about the ASEAN powers in connection with the 
Philippines bases. They understand very well the role of our bases 
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in the Philippines in terms of the strategic situation that we 
face with the growth of Soviet, military power in East Asia, 
and are very supportive of the continued presence of the United 
States in the Philippines at these bases. 


Let me go over just a little bit about U.S., economic 
assistance to the Philippines. This has been an important feature 
in Philippine, economic development and in stability. 


U.S., economic aid to the Philippines runs about 
$40 million per year in development assistance, plus about $50 
million per year in, what we call, economic support funds. This 
is money which is spent in conjunction with the operation of 
the bases, that is spent in the areas, in theory, adjacent to the 
bases in the Philippines. As I said, about $50 million more -- 
also, around $13 million in PL-480, which totals over $100 million 
per annun. 


The U.S. is, also, a heavy contributor to the Asian 
Development Benk and to the International Monetary Fund, which 
assists the development of the Philippines. And, while acknowledging 
the Philippine recession is largely owing to depressed commodity 
prices in the world economic scene, there has been an upturn in 
the U.S. economy lately. And I think that this would be, if it 
continues, the best tonic for pulling up the Philippine economy. 


The Philippines, like so many other developing countries, 
happens to be caught in this bind of having to spend an enormous 
amount of its annual Gross National Product for the importation 
of oil. As you may know, the Philippines have been trying to 
locate oil off Paloan and other places in the Philippines for 
quite some time, but not with very striking success. So, as a 
developing country, they still have to import very large amounts 
of petroleum. This comes from the Middle East, which then figures 
into our maintenance of the bases at Subic and Clarke. And it, 
also, accounts for the fact that the Philippines are finding it 
tough these days to make both ends meet in terms of -- as I said, 
their commodities, are not doing so well on the international 
market. This would be copra, a number of mineral products, sugar, 
and so on. So it is hard for them to make ends meet, to find the 
money necessary to import the oil which they require as a developing 
country. 


As I said, the best thing that could happen for the 
Philippines is for a continued, U.S., economic recovery. I might 
mention that we have a very heavy, U.S. investment in the 
Philippines. I think probably greater than any other country in 
East Asia. 


Q What is the figure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is the figure? 
It must be somewhere up around $3 or $4 billion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe not quite 
that much. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At any rate, it is 
very high, indeed. 


Q Private? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Private investment; 
yes. 


MORE 
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And, as I said, our ties in the economic field are 
very extensive and mutually beneficial. 


Q And you say that it is higher than any other 
-- that private investment is higher -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right -- 
well, I would -- certainly, in Southeast Asia. I would hesitate, 
at this point, to draw conclusions about what we have in Japan 
or Korea. But certainly in Southeast Asia, our investment in 
the Philippines is greater than any other one. 


Q Because of the strategic value of the Philippines, 
are we not, kind of, turning our head, and looking away from the 
human rights violations and their internal difficulties? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; we are certainly 
not doing that. I would like to call your attention to the fact 
that, fairly recently, we came out with the Annual Report on 
Human Rights, that we are required to provide every year. And, 
if you have not read that, I advise you to do so. And that show 
that we are certainly not turning our heads away. 


We know that there is a problem in the Philippines. 
But let me say in connection with human rights that, first of 
all, it is our policy, a, to discuss these when we find that 
there are problems that need discussing with authorities of any 
country. But we prefer to do this in a quiet, diplomatic means, 
rather than going to the public print all the time. We believe 
that we can get more accomplished through quiet, diplomatic 
discussions than through other means. 


Q Well, what is the problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that I will 
leave that for you to define. I think that -- 


Q Well, you said that you had a published report. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes; the public 
report -- I think I will let the public report stand on that. 


Q Will you tell us what was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not happen 
to have it with me.. 


Q Well, I am sure that the White House is not 
going to give it to us either. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sure that 
the White House could provide it to you. 


Q Why do we condemn martial law in Poland, and 
not in the Philippines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no martial 
law in the Philippines. 


Q -- going on for ten years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Martial law was 
lifted in the Philippines in January, 1981. 


Q Well, it is a rose by any other name, is it not? 
The new constitution perpetuates -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Let me put 
it this way, there have been some rather interesting improvements 
-- what we would call a trend toward normalization in the 
Philippines, which involved, first, the lifting of martial law 
in January, 1581, the 
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restoration of the right of assembly. The National Assembly is 
now functioning very well, thank you. Press censorshin was 
lifted. There have been some improvements in the whole situation 
in the courts. Strikes are now authorized. And, indeed, there 
have been some rather marked improvements. 


Now, again, I wouldn't want to say that the situation 
is perfect. But let me say, as a philosophical point, that if 
we wanted to make our standard the same as we find in the United 
States with respect to every country in the world, we would find 
that our relationships would be limited to precious few. 


< 


What we are trying to do is to encourage progress 
in the field of human rights. And let me say, in this regard, 
last year because of the steps which the Marcos administration 
has taken and to back away from martial law and to make these 
other improvements in human rights, this administration decided 
to vote affirmatively for an ADB loan to the Philippines for 
something which was non-basic human needs. This was for development -- 
to give j30b training to the Philippines -- to the Filipinos so 
that they could earn better income to improve their way orf life. 


This is the policy that we have. If there have been 
improvements, we try to encourage them rather than to say that 
we will have nothing to do -- save a complete change in the 
Situation along the lines that we would favor. And I don't think 
you're going to find that situations change all that readily. 


Q Is Marcos in poor health? 
Q Does this -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. 


« 
Q Does this mean that the administation is 
Satisfied or will the discussion continue during this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Discussions inevitably 
are going to continue whenever we see problems that arise in 
connection with human rights. Indeed, the Congress and other 
interested parties will continue to focus attention on that as 
the administration, itself, will. But again, as I said, we vrefer 
to carry on our discussions on human rights and on other sensitive 
Subtects through quiet dipomatic means rather than always carrying 
On in the public domain. Yes? 
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Q -- take place during this visit with President 
Marcos? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I anticipate a whole 
rance of issues will come up and I wouldn't want to predict 
precisely in what form or on what time. But let me say that -- put 
it this way. The Philippines is very aware of the fact that 
there are criticisms in the United States and we would expect 
that this attitude will be reflected. 


Q How is his health? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'd have 
to ask President Marcos that. 


Q No, I'm asking -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's 
appropriate for me, as a representative of another government, 
to comment on the health of the Philippine President. I think 
you will have ample opportunity to see him while he's here anc 
to make your own judgment: on that. 


Q Yes, but you're a senior administration official -- 


Q That's right. 
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Q -- briefing us on background. Can't you give 
us -- I thought -- you know, you people -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I can say is -- 


Q -- always come here to brief us and then really 
don't tell us anything. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say that 
President Marcos certainly has appeared to be a vigorous and 
active leader of the Philippine political scene. He is all 
Over the Philippines. He makes speeches constantly and we have 
seen nothing, from our standpoint in the United States, that would 
Suggest that he is in any way diminished in his ability to stay 
on top of Philippine political affairs. Does that suit yon? 


Q Thank you. 


Q -- it isn't a question of whether answers 
Suit us or not. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 


Q All we want you to do is tell us what's 20ing 
on. And the whole question of the human rights problem, are 
you saying American people should not know what the problem is 
there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the contrary -- 
Q -- and what the U.S. is doing about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I've referred 
you, first of all, to the annual report which is reauired by 
law. It's about six pages long and I've just gone over it and 
I think you will find it is very thorough in reviewing the 
pros and the cons in the human rights situation in the Philippines. 
And, as I said, we, indeed, are cognizant of these problems and 
where appropriate we call them to the attention of the authorities -- 
not just in any one country but in all the countries that are 
figuring in this human rights report. 


Q What is your assessment of the situation in the 
south with the Muslims? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There seems to be 
a diminished threat as we understand it in this direction -- that 
the Moral National Liberation Front seems to be divided among 
itself and that there seems to be also a trend developing on the 
part of a number of leaders of the MNLF to get in touch with 
the Philippine government and to work out something which might 
lead toward a reduction of tension -- development of some kine 
of an autonomous situation in that part ofthe country. 


Q What's the status of the extradition treaty 
negotiations, if any? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The extradition 
treaty is before the Senate, but I don't think we were going to 
look for any action on it. But you can tell, one problemis 
dealt with and that is the question of who determines the nature 
of offenses which are extraditable and non-extraditable. And 
that's a matter which concerns not just this one 
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treaty, but a whole series of extradition treaties and so until that 
question is resolved, we do not expect the Philippine treaty to be 
considered by the Senate. 


Q Will that be a subject of discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If it comes up, and we 
will tell the Philippine authorities the same thing which I have just 
mentioned to you now, that there is this jurisdictional question between 
the Department of State and the Department of Justice as I understand it, 
which is involved in this matter, and until this is resolved I think there 
are quite a few treaties of a similar nature which will be held up. 


Q On the question of the bases, Marcos seems to be coming 
here to ask for more of what he calls rent for the bases. What will be 
your attitude towards a request for more -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are open for 
discussions on this matter, as I said. This is one of the features 
which I would anticipate which would come up in the bases review be- 
ginning sometime early next year. We haven't set the specific date and 
I imagine that this would be one of the outcomes of the meeting, to set 
the time of the beginning of discussions -- the review. And I would 
assume that the question of what kinds of assistance we would provide 
to the Philippines will also be discussed. But I would not want to 
call what we are providing “rent.” As I mentioned to you, we provide 
certain development assistance, we provide economic security funds, and 
we also provide foreign military sales. And we don't link these aspects 
directly to the bases. 


Q -- that has come out has two points. I wonder if you 
could respond to it. One is that the bases, Clarke and Subic, store U.S. 
nuclear weapons -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they do not. 


Q They don't store them at all? A second point it makes 
that the development strategy used by Marcos has been responsible for 
in fact underdevelopment. It says that people are really worse off today 
than they were ten years ago judging by malnutrition in the countryside 
and that -- it cites this as the reason that there are some thirty differ- 
ent -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that is somebody's 
opinion. I think that one of the most interesting features that the 
Philippine government has come up with lately is the rural development 
program which has been underway since sometime earlier this year. If 
you will permit me, it is called the KKK -- (laughter) -- and this is 
a situation whereby the Philippine government hands out money to a 
barrio -- a locality -- and puts money in the hands of the local people 
to carry out rural development. Now this program is just getting under- 
way, but I believe it is showing some very good signs of success. And 
when you talk about the malnutrition alleged or the economic situation 
in the Philippines, let me remind you again that the Philippines has 
depended for its foreign exchange earnings on a number of export commo- 
dities -- certain things such as sugar and as copra, and these are defini- 
tely affected by the downturn in the world economic scene, and inevitably 
there is a spin-off. The Philippines are now trying very hard to diversify 
the economy and to come up with some other items which they can put into 
the economic export field and we will see what happens. 


Yes, in the back. 


Q Is there any serious question of threat of the United 
States losiag the use of these bases or is this a routine negotiation 
that is coming up -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would like to call it 
more of a routine affair. Every five years we can expect there will be 
another review of the bases situation structure and how that they are 
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being regarded by both the Philippines and the United States, but 
certainly, especially under present conditions, I think there is a 
growing appreciation, not just in the Philippines, but elsewhere, of 
the value of these bases to the maintenance of a stable situation in 


East Asia and also in the region of the Indian Ocean and the Arabian 
Sea. 


Q On the bases, there seems to be some questioning in 
the Philippines as to what do the bases mean to them. They mean a lot 
to the U.S. strategic position but the Philippines, as a member of 
ASEAN, feel that that grouping is not a military organization. What 
will you tell Marcos about what these bases mean to the Philippines 
as distinct from the U.S.-Soviet strategic equation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they are certainly 
a figure, as I mentioned already -- we have a mutual defense treaty 
with the Philippines and they are important to the defense of the 
Philippines against an external threat, and that is understood by 
the Philippines. And of course I cannot just stop there. I have to 
talk about the growing role of Soviet naval power and air power in that 
part of the world and the threat that this could pose to the oil supply 
lines from the Middle East through the Straits of Malacca into the 
South China Sea. And this also is a factor which is of very great 
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importance, not just to the Philippines, but to Japan, to the other ASEAN 
countries, and even to Australia to New Zealand. Yes. 


e Would you say the President is coming here to ask for 
more economical and military aid from the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what the 
Philippine President is going to want to discuss until he gets here. That, 
certainly, we will welcome discussions of any subject which he cares to 
raise with us. 


. Q How does the administration view the recent crackdowns 
prior to Marcos‘s departure for the U.S., the arrests, etc.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't normally comment 
on Philippine internal affairs. Just let me say that reports which we 
have received independent from the Philippines do indicate that there has 
been some move afoot on the part of some opponents of the Marcos 
administration to take advantage of his absence from the Philippines to 
create some sense of tension, period. That's all I care to say. Yes. 


Q Would you tell us how many political prisoners are 
there now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the Human 
Rights Report, which I've just referred to, will deal with that statistic. 
I don't have it with me. 


Q Would you -- you earlier said that you expect an 
Overwhelmingly cordial reception here. Can we assume from that that 
security will not be extraordinarily tight for his visit and that you 
can detail for us now his itinerary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't happen to have the 
itinerary with me, but I don't see -- ' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He arrives Wednesday. We 
will have, I hore, a full schedule tomorrow. He meets with the President 
Thursday morning, 10:00, for the state arrival, and then the meeting 
after that is around 10:30, 11:00. And there'll be a luncheon at the 
State Department following that and a State Dinner that evening. For 
the schedule after that, I don't have it, but we will have it. 


Q How about -- how about the question of the overwhelmingly 
cordial reception? Is that -- and the security for him -- do you expect 
that to be the case? You don't expect to have estrangements here that 
would necessitate extraordinary security? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll just have to see what 
the events will be like. But I can assure you that -- it's my opinion, 
certainly, that the greater percentage of the American people look with 
favor upon our relationship with the Philippines and on the representative 
of the Philippines that's coming here. And that I stand by my statement. 


Let me clarify one thing about this whole question of nuclear 
weapons. Of course, our position is we neither confirm nor deny the 
existence of nuclear weapons anywhere in the world. And that's the 
position that we have with respect to the situation in the Philippines. 

Q Well, you -- are you changing what you say? 

Q That changes your answer from before? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That changes my answer. 


Q On the question of political prisoners, the Human Rights 
Report was completed about eight or nine months ago. Perhaps, we could 
get a more current figure on the number. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe. I will see if that 
figure is available. I can't be sure about it. 


Q That's the lowest you would go? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't seen -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't seen anything 
more recent than that and, certainly, the Human Rights Report should 
give you a ball park figure of the situation. Yes. 


Q Yes. I have two questions: one, do you have the 
unemployment statistics -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 


m Q -- the unemployment statistics for the country -- is 
i = 


Q Unemployment. 
Q -- I hear that it's 25 percent. 
SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you have those? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not for -- but we have 
them at the office. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that 
characteristically there's -- as in the United States, the unemployment 
figure is rather high as a result of the world economic downturn. 


Q Is it as high as 25 percent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think that's 
excessive. 


Q And, secondly, Amnesty International reports, in terms 
of human rights abuses, that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Say that again, please? 


Q Amnesty International says that with respect to human 
rights abuses in the Philippines, torture is routine and political 
arrests and murders are also very widespread. Does your report agree 
with that analysis -- I mean, in general terms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me again refer you to 
the Human Rights Report, yes. Now, let me say about this whole situation 
relative to arrests and other aspects of the behavior of the Philippine 
military, I am aware that the Philippine government itself is concerned 
about this. The KKK program is one reason, one outgrowth, of the concern 
of the Philippine administration about the attitude in provincial areas 
and the need for development which -- there is such a thing as the New 
People's Army. This is indicated in the Human Rights' Reports, and one 
reason there is a New People's Army is that there are economic pressures 
and economic dissatisfactions. These are supposed to be dealt with with 
this local development program, so-called KKK. 


Another feature of the scene has been, indeed, some 
substandard performance by the Philippine armed forces in security 
situations. This factor has also been taken note of by the Philippine 
government, and efforts are being made to try to improve the standard 
of behavior of the Philippine armed forces when put into security 
situations. 


1) 
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Q So you mean that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That means that there have 
been abuses of authority on the part of the Philippine military. 


Q And you're divorcing the government policy at this 
stage of any responsibility for those activities? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not believe there is 
any evidence to suggest that this is a government policy and that any 
efforts -- that performance, lack thereof by the Philippine military 
is a feature of Philippine government policy. 


Let me say that as a result of the MNLF situation in the 
southern Philippines, the Philippine armed forces over the last six or 
seven years underwent a 300 percent increase in size. And this has in- 
evitably meant that a lot of people are in the Philippine military who 
haven't been properly indoctrinated, who haven't been properly imbued 
with the spirit of how the military should operate in civil situations. 


Q What's the military aid figure for the Philippines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Military aid runs at about 
$50 million FMS per year, plus a certain amount more for what we cail 
IMET, International Military Educational Training. That must be in the 
vicinity of around $3 million or $4 million. 


Q Just a clarification. You talk about the guerrilla 
threat seems to be diminishing, most critics would say that it's in- 
creasing, that there are some 30 groups. Is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the question was in 
the southern Philippines. 


Q How about overall in the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there -- an element 
of concern, to, certainly, to the Philippine government and also to us 
has been the growth of the NPA, which I've mentioned. That is distinct 
from the MNLF in the southern Philippines. 


While the southern Philippine situation seems to be quieting 
down, the NPA has grown in strength through -- in other parts of the 
Philippines, in Samar, on certain parts of Mindanao and certainly in 
Luzon. 


Q What do you attribute that growth to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've already indicated that, 
to problems of the economic development. And, in some cases, it's a 
spinoff to the bad behavior of the Philippine military and security 
situations. 


Q Does the United States believe that a restoration of 
democratic rule in the Philippines would be advisable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think that that process 
is well under way. 


Let me remind you that Marcos was reelected as President 
earlier this year by a very strong majority for another six years and 
that in May there were the loca] level elections, the so-called “Bar- 
engay elections,” in which over 40,000 elections were undertaken via 
secret ballot. I don't believe any observers have spoken of a pattern 
of abuses of that particular election. A lot of incumbents were removed 
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from office and we would say that that was an interesting and very 
useful expression in the development or the reconstitution of the demo- 
cratic process in the Philippines. 


Q You said that the press censorship had been eased, 
removed, but is there still a licensing system? That's a much stronger 
handle on the press than censorship. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What about that? 
All I can say is I remember last year in June when then Secretary Haig 
was visiting the Philippines, there was a column that came out in one 
of the major Philippine newspapers which was a rather dramatic attack 
on Secretary Haig and I didn't notice there was any censorship that had 
prevented that from getting into the paper. ° 
Q Of course not. 
Q Maybe it was inspired by Marcos. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I hardly think so. 
Q Or the White House. (Laughter). 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


11:46 A.M. EDT 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE STATE VISIT OF 
PRESIDENT FERDINAND MARCOS 


September 16, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
12:00 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll be fairly brief 
because there are other meetings that are currently taking place 
which I'm expected to be present. 


I would characterize the meeting as one that was 
extremely amiable, as you would expect between friends and allies. 
This was not a meeting to negotiate major problems. It was a 
meeting between the leaders of countries that have a good deal 
of common business and whose policies have been quite complementary. 


It was a meeting focused on ways of consolidating an 
already strong relationship. The President -- President Reagan 
and President Marcos both affirmed the value of our security 
relationship. It was agreed that the review of our military base 
arrangements which, under the 1979 amendment is to take place 
within five years, will commence next April -- that is April 1983. 


It was also agreed that we will regularize our 
consultations between the Defense Ministers. You'll remember that 
Defense Minister -- Defense Secretary Weinberger visited Manila 
last April. Minister Enrile, his counterpart, will come to 
Washington later in the year, I believe, in December to continue 
disucssions between our highest defense official. At that time, 
I'm sure one subject that will be taken up will be ways in which 
the United States can continue to be helpful in modernizing the 
armed forces of the Philippines. 


There were a number of political issues that were 
discussed. The focus was, principally, upon Asian questions. 
President Reagan, of course, emphasized our strong support for 
ASEAN. There was discussion of the Kampuchean question in which 
both acknowledged an important matter of principle at stake in 
the continued occupation by the Vietnamese of a neighboring country 
and our resolve to bring that occupation to an end, if possible. 
There was discussion of our respective policies toward China 
and Japan. The Middle East was discussed. The Philippine government 
welcomed President Reagan's recent initiatives on the Middle East 
and there was some discussion of recent developments in Lebanon. 


With respect to economic questions, the United States 
affirmec its continued interest in providing what support we can 
to the development of the Philippines. The Philippine economy, 
as you know has experienced difficulties as have we in recent 
years and their difficulties have been a function in part of 
commodity prices, slack commodity prices, the high cost of money 
and so forth. 


We did indicate that we could be helpful on one issue -- 
namely the financing of the Batan Nuclear Power Plant where the 
President of Ex-Im Bank recommended to the board and found board 
approval for the provision of an additional $204.5 million financial 
guarantees for that power reactor. That is, of course, subject 
to congressional concurrence, but it was a favorable recommendation 
made by the executive branch and a favorable action by the board. 


MORE 





Q How much -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $204.5 million 
financial guarantees. 


Q From what bank? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From the Export-Import 
Bank. 


It was also agreed that we would develop a more 
regularized forum for treating bilateral economic issues that 
come up. I expect the Treasury Department will take the lead on 
this. The-Deputy Secretary of Treasury regularly visits the 
Philippines in connection with the Asian Development Bank meetings 
in the spring. But it was agreed that we would discuss ways in 
which his presence in the Philippines could be supplemented by 
other experts from our government and their government to provide 
an early warning network for problems and to provide a forum for 
discussing issues that have been festering and require a solution. 
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were the principal points covered. And I can take 2 few questions. 


Q On this Ex-Im Bank loan, was this -- is this 
the first President Marcos had heard of the approval? Surely not. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, but I think the 
dimension -- the decision was reached at the Board, I believe, on 
September 14th, so it's a fairly recent decision. 


Q Is this regarded as festering right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't say 
festering, but there have been questions related to textile -- 
expansion of textile exports, Philippine desires to get additional 
exports into the U.S. under the generalized system of preferences. 


Q Wos there any discussion of human rights? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Human rights was not 
discussed in any kind of detail. You should not assume, incidentally, 
that any discussion of human rights is a critical discussion. You 
will recall -- 


Q It's got to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You will recall that the 
President's remarks on the South Lawn made appropriate reference to 
a very important contribution which the Philippine government has 
made for several years to the handling of refugees from Indochina. 
That's an appropriate -- 


Q -- the internal human rights in the Philippines. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no extensive 


. Giscussion of that. I think the President commented in a brief 


exchange on the ramp out here. 


Q Did he discuss it with the President of the Philippines, 
sir? 


Q With him? Did he discuss it at all with him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This issue, as I say, 
was not discussed in any detail. 


Q Was it discussed at all? 

Was there any talk -- 

Was it discussed at all? 

Excuse me. We've got a question up here on the -- 
We've got'a question -- 


-~ question. Wait a minute. 
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Did they talk about it at all? 


Q Did they discuss it at all? You keep saying it 
wasn't discussed in detail. Was it brought up at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This question was not 
discussed this morning. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Was there any talk of increasing the Philippine -- 
the American contribution for the use of the bases in the Philippines? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we didn't get into 
that kind of discussion. As I say, the focus of the base question 
was when the review will start. The agreement in '979 was that -- 
within five years we would review the base agreement to be sure that 
it. continues to serve the mutual interests of both governments. The 
five years is up essentially in January -- early January 1984. And 
the question was when we'll begin to review the base agreement. We 
agreed we'll commence in April. 


Q Do they need -- 


Q Would you expect a question of increased compensation 
to come up at all during this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wouid I expect it to? 
I would expect that wouid be a question to be taken up in the review 
itself. 


Q What's the problem with the extradition treaty? 
The signs out on the sidewalk seem to be against an extradition treaty 
for the Philippines. What is the difficulty there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure precisely 
what the question is. The -— 


Q Is there a problem right now -- we don't have an 
extradition treaty or they want to make a stronger one or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. In conjunction with 
an effort to modernize extradition arrangements with many countries, 
a treaty was negotiated with the Philippines. There are comparable 
treaties with virtually identical language on key provisions with 
Columbia, Mexico, the Netherlands, and a number of others I've 
forgotten at the moment. But this is within that framework. 


The problem -- it's not a problem. The reason why it 
hasn't moved forward is that there is domestic legislation before the 
Congress concerning extradition. And as between the House and 
Senate bills, there have been some differences on key provisions. 

It seemed sensible to work out our own domestic law before moving 


. forward on the treaty, because the domestic law will have some bearing 


on the terms of our international agreements. 
Q Did they meet alone at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just very briefly before 
they went into the group meeting. 


Q And who conducted the main conversation on this, 
dialogue on this -- on everything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The two Presidents 
with a good deal of participation by the Cabinet members on 


both sides. 
Q Was Mrs. Marcos present? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I think you ean -- 
Q During the whole meeting? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= probably -- you can 
probably provide the members who were present. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we'll get you a 
list -- 


Q Did she add anything to the conversation? 


Q Was there any -- excuse me. Was there any discussion 
of credit to the Philippines on commodities or other imports from 
the United States, credits on prices or credits on interest? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The only question 
that came up along this line was the Ex-Im -- this is financial 
guarantees, by the way. It's not credits. 


Q Did Mrs. Marcos -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That involves guarantees 
against default and it facilitates borrowing in the market. 


Q In that the State Department's human rights report 
Gid find some difficulties with the Philippine situation, why was it 
decided not to bring it up at all? These things usually are brought 
up in these kinds of meetings. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this is not the 
only contact -- I mean, President Marcos is here for several days. 
He will be seeing the President. He will be having other meetings 
around town, so -- 


Q Will it be brought up? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a comment. 


Q Well, can you tell us why it wasn't brought up. 
here today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a comment. 


I think the President -- what I would say is the 
President conveyed his own view that there has been progress since 
the dismantling of martial law, relaxation of press constraints, 
the reintroduction of greater freedom for assembly, the reintroduction 
of habeas corpus -- restoration of habeas corpus, restoration of the 
right to strike, a variety of developments of a positive character. 


Q But President and Mrs. Marcos still continue to 
fly in separate-atrplames, drive in separate automobiles? Why is 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- it's probably 
for security reasons. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you should 
address that to the Philippine spokesman, San. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:14 P.M. EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
PRESIDENT REAGAN'S SPEECH REGARDING LEBANON 
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1982, 4:30 P. M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The statement 
the President will make at 5:00 o'clock is designed to solve 
problems. 


First, the problem of bloodshed and potential 
further bloodshed in Beirut. 


Second, the problem of creating conditions whereby 
the duly constituted Government of Lebanon can assert itself 
and take control of its capital city. 


Third, the problem of clearing Lebanon of all 
foreign forces so that the country of Lebanon can take 
charge of its destiny and govern itself. 


And, finally, and of overriding importance, to 
emphasize once more the importance of the basic peace pro- 
cess and of finding that resolution of the legitimate needs 
and desires of the Palestintan people in a manner consistent 
with the security interests of Israel. 

Those are the things to which the President's 
speech is addressed. 


The immediate action is the expression on the part 
of the President of a willingness to once again take part in 
a multinational force that would establish a presence in 
Beirut and perform a function somewhat like the function of 
the multinational force that was there before. Obviously, 
it's not an identical function. It's not a function to pro- 
vide for evacuation; it's a function to provide a presence 
that will help the armed forces of the Government of Lebanon 
to take charge of their central city. 


Through the evening we have had intensive con- 
Sultations with the Government of Lebanon, with the French, 
the Italians and the Israelis. The French and the Italians 
have agreed to join with us in this multinational force. 


I might note that the Italians suggested it, I 
think, on September 18, or, at any rate, several days ago 
positively, so they were very easy to percsude, as were the 
Fcench. 
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The Government of Lebanon, in consultation with 
various factions in Lebanon, has urgently requested that 
the multinational force return. The Government of Israel 
has been asked to withdraw its forces. As you know, this 
has been a request on the books: Withdraw its forces from 
Beirut and to cooperate fully with a multinational force. 


We have been assured that the Cabinet will meet 
tomorrow morning, Israeli time, and consider this request. 


Again, I want to emphasize the primary thrust of 
this statement as being directed towards solving problems 
and looking toward the longer-term problems as well as the 
immediate problem of Beirut, although the immediate problem 
in Beirut is, of course, one that must capture our heacts 
and our minds and attention. 


I recognize that it's very hard for you to ask 
questions about a speech that you haven't ‘seen, but it may 
be that you have enough sense of it to ask some questions; 
and, when it-comes in, we can pause for a minute while you 
guickly leaf through it, then we can come back to 
questions. 


The President will go on the air at 5:00. 


" Q One, how many Marines will go? Will there be 
any time limitation, and does this have to be cleared with 
Congress? 


A The U.S. forces will be deployed in accor- 
dance with the War Powers Act. The precise dispositions 
ace being reviewed now by the military, and the military 
representatives from the Governments are in the process of 
doing that. 


We envisage a force on the order of the force that 
was there before. 


Q Could I just follow that up? In accordance 
wiin the War Powers Act means that there will be a limit of 
X number of days, whether it's 30 or 60. 


A It depends upon the section of the War Powers 
Act under which the notification to Congress takes place, or 
whether, indeed, there is a particular section that is 
Singled out. 
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The President, according to law, must decide on 


that within 48 hours of the introduction of any American 


forces, and he will do SO; and he will make that decision 
when the: time comes. 


I would say that we have no intention whatever of 
introducing American forces into a basically conflict 
situation, and as before this will be a case, if they go in, 
where they will go in at the request of the Government of 
Lebanon which has itself secured the cooperation of the 
various principal groups in Lebanon. We expect to hear from 
the Israeli Government what theirc attitude will be. 
Obviously, if they say they will oppose the coming of a 
multinational force, we won't deploy under those circumstan- 
ces, but we don't think that that will be the case. 


Q Sir, can you tell us what you expect the 
Israeli response to be? You've obviously been, as you said, 
in consultation with them all this time. And I know the 
Cabinet will meet tomorrow, but at this point, since the 
President is speaking, what ts your expectation? What do 
you hope the Israelis will say, and how will they respond? 


A Of course, it is for the Israeli Government 
to speak for itself, and I don't know that tt's worthwhile 
for me to speculate too much. 

We haven't received any big negative, and in 
exchanges that I've had with Foreign Minister Shamir, he has 
gone out of his way to point out that there is underway a 
process of turning over positions in Beirut to the armed for- 
ces of the Government of Lebanon, and that is underway. 


So I take that as a signal that the idea of a 
withdrawal is something that they are contemplating, but I 
don't want to get myself in the position of seeming to speak 
on their behalf. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Will the Americans go into the camps? 


: A The actual deployments are in the process of 
being worked out. They will probably be along the lines of 
the deployments that we had before, possibly extending further 
south but I*don't want to comment further on that because 

that is something that is now being worked out. 


The function of the force is not to be an internal 
security or police force. We expect the Government of 
Lebanon Armed Forces to perform that function. So [ 
wouldn't expect that these forces would go into the camps. 


Q Given the facts you now know about what hap- 
pened in Lebanon following the death of Bashir Gemayel, was 
it a mistake to withdraw the Multinational Force as early as 
it was withdrawn? 


A I think it is important to point out that 
when the Multinational Force was withdrawn before, the basic 
mission, that is, the evacuation of the PLO and the 
establishment of stable conditions under the control of the 
Government of Lebanon existed. There was a new president 
who had been elected by a constitutional process, and all 
of the indications were that a process of reconciliation was 
underway and there was calm, and I think every reason to 
believe that the situation was as contemplated. 


I think it was appropriate to withdraw. Now, of 
course -- I'll just speak for myself -- when you have a tra- 
gedy like what we have seen, and you have been in any way 
connected with the things that have gone on there, you have 
to ask yourself, or I ask myself, while feeling that what we 
did was right and proper and would be done again, you can't 
help but say to yourself, is there anything that could have 


been done that could have possibly avoided this horrible 
massacre. 


I don't know what it could have been. I don't 
think that under the circumstances the Multinational Force 
was withdrawn too soon; no, I don't. 


Q A couple of questions: One, what happened to 
the idea of sending some of the UNIFIL Forces into Beirut? 
Was that idea not acceptable to the Israelis? 


And, secondly, to clear up any confusion, if the 
Israeli Government says no, you said we wouldn't go in; if 
the Israeli Government says okay, when would you contemplate the 
forces would be able to arrive -- after the Israelis have 
left Beirut or as they are leaving or what? 
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A They are in the process of turning over posts 
right now. I think our expectation is that that process 
will continue and so a process of withdrawal will continue. 
I think the further it goes, by the time the Multinational 
Force arrives,-_the better. 


As far as when could they arrive, I think, in a 
kind of physical sense, considering where people are and how 
they can be transported and so on, that probably contingents 
can arrive in approximately 72 hours. But, at any rate, 
this is something that is being worked out. 


re) And the UNIFIL Force? 


A Let me read to you, reminding you of the U.N. 
Resolution. It says "Requests the Secretary General as a 
matter of urgency to initiate appropriate consultations and, 
in particular, consultations with the Government of Lebanon 
On additional steps which the Council might take, including 
the possible deployment of United Nations Forces to assist 
that government," and so on. 


The consultations with the Government of Lebanon, 
including those that took place before this vote occurred, 
were such as to find the Government of Lebanon definitely 
preferring a Multinational Force, and the Government of 
Lebanon has expressed itself as wanting this Multinational 
Force to come in. It's a very clear expression of their intent. 


Q You said that the overriding importance of 
what the President had to say, or the third point was 
the forward progress on the peace plan itself, and you 
implied the events in Lebanon have distracted, to some 
extent, the attention from that. 


A Let me correct that, if that's the impression 
I gave. Obviously, they have distracted attention from 
everything. But I think they serve only to underscore the 
importance of all parties coming together, sitting down and 
trying to resolve these differences. And, again, we see it 
is the Palestinian issue that seems to be at the heart of 
this. 


Without trying to go into the detail of it, I 
think it only underscores the point that if we are to see 
any fundamental stability and peace in the region, we must 
address the Palestinian issues. 


fe) yoat I wanted to ask you, sir, was if any new 
impetus is beioc clanned in order to advance that process? 


a le are in very strong and constant diplomatic 
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communications with the various governments concerned. 
Clearly, the flow of effort has been diverted, for the 
moment, to the problem in Beirut, and naturally so, but we 
are determined to push hard on the basic peace process. 


The President is determined to do SO, and in his 
address he emphasizes this point. 


Q Before the United States demanded that the 
Government of Israel withdraw its troops from West Beirut 
immediately, and now it's asking them to withdraw. 


A Our demand for withdrawal stands as stated 
and it's there. We demand that they withdraw. They are in 
the process of some turnover, so we regard that as progress. 
But we feel very strongly that they must leave. 


Q How long do you think the troops may remain 
in Beirut? 


A It's hard to say. I think it's a mistake to 
name some number of days or something like that. We will 
introduce, of course, Our portion of the troops under the 
War Powers Act and the War Powers Act does treat, depending 
On what section is involved, the question of duration and 
how duration is determined. 


The answer is that the War Powers Act sets out 
certain conditions under which troops are introduced, and 
the President does it under one of the two conditions or it 
leaves that question open. And depending on which of those 
three routes is chosen, the Act specifies the conditions 
under which they stay. 


Q So the answer is, you don't know at this 
point how long they're expected to stay? 


A The answer is that we haven't determined, and 
at this point I think it is impossible to determine the 
number of days it will take for the Government of Lebanon to 
be judged and to judge itself as now in control and con- 
fident that it can do the job and the Multinational Force 
should leave. So we will have to see how that situation 
develops, and my basic answer was that I think it's a 
mistake to say now what we think the situation might be like 
ten days from now, twenty days from now, thirty days from 
now, forty days from now. I think it's a mistake to get 
yourself in that frame of mind. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Sir, when you met with the President this 
morning, was he at all interested in calling for some sort of 


‘Investigation as to what happened in the Betrut massacre? 


A We are, of course, trying to find out all the 
facts we’can. We have our own sources; there are authorita- 
tive news. accounts beihg produced; the Government of Israel 
has called for an investigation. I don't think we are going 
to lack for investigations, but clearly, we want to Getermine | 
how this horrible event took place. 


The President's speech emphasizes that this its not 
the time to dwell and spend all of our time on that question, 
on the recriminations and whatnot, but really to look to the 
future, to see the problem as it exists, to try to contribute, 
take hold of the problem.as it exists, then focusing on 
the underlying causes, and trying to do something about then. 
It its, I think, as always with the President, constructive, 
forward-looking, and designed to solve these problems. 


OQ WNNANAAANAAAN you did not quite answer a 
question I asked before. The statement the State Department 
made yestecday was that the United States had asked Israel's 
cooperation in having UNIFIL forces go into Beirut, and you 
were waiting for a ceply. Did the Israelis not reply or did 
they -- : 


A They replied. Actually, what happened was, the 
Secretdry-General, after the U.N. vote, wrote a letter to me 
and asked me to ask the Israelis 1£ they would cooperate 
with the movement of the UNIFIL force to Beitrut. I did write 
to Foreign Minister Shamir and suggested that the Secretary 
General also be in touch directly with Foreign Minister 
Shamir. The Foreign Minister has written me back, and the 
gist of his reply is that the matter was discussed in the 
Israeli Cabinet and they find tt troublesome. It @id not 
decline; it did not say yes. It said that it found that issue 
troublesome. I think there is a sense in which the request of 
the Government of Lebanon overtook the subject. °° 


Q NNAQAAAAAANS fn your talks with Foreign 


Minister Shamir, did he indicate any greater willingness on 
the part of Israel now to consider our other demand that they 
withdraw from all of Lebanon, as a result of the massacre? 


A What I said was that in response to the 
Secretary-General's request, I wrote Foreign Mimister Shamir 
about this specific matter of the UNIFIL force, and I had a 
response from him which covered that, as I mentioned, and also 
went out of its way to point out to me the turnovers that are 
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taking place. That's the direct communication I had with 
Foreign Minister Shamir. We have had many discussions -- I 
don‘t have them tabulated here -- with Ambassador Arens who, 
in turn, has talked back and forth with his government 
although it has been difficult because of the time of 
holidays. 


Q Are you saying, then, that there has been no 
communication between the two governments since Friday about 
the subject of the Israeli withdrawal from all of Lebanon, not 
just the limited withdrawal from Beirut, but from all of Lebanon? 


A This subject has been constantly in our minds 
and always present, but clearly, when we had the event of the 
mucdec of Bashic Gemayel and the unfolding of things that hap- 
pened subsequently to that, the focus of our attention was, of 
course, on Beirut and what was going to happen there. That 
was the principal focal point of our discussions. 


Q Can I nail down one more thing? I'm not that 
clear what the purpose of the multinational force its because 
both you and the President have gone out of your way to say 
that tt is not there to be an internal security force or 
police force, but to make it possible for the lawful authori- 
ties of Lebanon to do so for themselves. 


My question is, is the main purpose of the force a 
political one to hasten the withdrawal of the Israelis from 
Beirut, Or somehow make the Lebanese feel better? What will 
the force actually be doing? 


A It will take up positions that are of importance 
because they mark a line between two population groups that 
have historically had a certain amount of antagonism toward 
each other. I think that in itself provides a certain measure 
of stability. And you remember, this was the line along which 
the deployments took place before. Secondly, the very pre- 
sence of these forces I think can be expected -- and the 
Government of Lebanon clearly expects them -- to provide a 
kind of measure of stability and international attention. 


I think, undoubtedly, it will be a factor in the 
withdrawal of the Israeli forces. Those are the types of 
things I think it can do. Its presence, in other words, is a 
significant fact in itself in helping the Government of 
Lebanon to take control. But it its the Government of Lebanon 
and its acmed forces that have the basic task of taking charge 
of their internal security. 
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Q Along that same line, when the earlier forces 
were sent, it was specifically stated that it was to be in a 
non-combatant role, as I recall. Is that also the intention 


with these Marines? 


A Yes. 


Q MAAN you can't say how long the 


Marines will stay. Can you say how long it should take the 
Israelis to withdraw from the City of West Beirut? 


A I think they can withdraw very rapidly. The 
Government c. ebanon and the generals in charge of the army 
have assured u,» through Morris Draper that they feel that they 
can take up those positions, so our demand of two days ago, I 
guess it was, that you referred to, was based on that. We 
referred to that, and that was the basis for saying, "Withdraw 
immediately." So we have reason to believe that there is 


capability there. 


‘The Government of Lebanon at the same,time has 
requested the multinational force; they think it will be help- 
ful in this process. And we feel that under all the cir- 
cumstances, the United States, and I believe the Governments of 
France and Italy feel likewise have a responsibility to 
retucn and help. That is what is being done. 


At the same time, I think we must not let our 
attention get riveted exclusively to this particular 
problem, but also bear in mind that there are broader 
problems; and while these tragic events capture our attention, 
the broader problems are the significant ones that must be 
solved if we are going to avoid a continuation of this. 


I don't know about you people, but I want to catch 
the President's speech. 


Q Thank you. 


(The breitefing concluded at 4:55 p.m. ) 
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ON BACKG ROUND ON BACKG ROUND 








- DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
- BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
7? BY . 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
TO 
MEMBERS. OF THE DIPLOMATIC PRESS CORPS 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 24, 1982, 4:30 P. M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just start 
by saying I remember a discussion upstairs with some of you, 
whoever was around five or six weeks ago, and you made a 
number of suggestions to me about how to conduct the press 
side of this operation. I do remember them. I don't know 
that I followed them all, but this is one of the things that 
you suggested, that occasionally this kind of a discussion 
take place, and so here? we go. 


I guess probably the idea is for it to be sort of 
discursive, and,-.if my answers are too long, shut me down. 
But why don't I just start off with whatever questions you 
want to raise. I guess you always have the first question, 


is that right? 


Q . He'll be happy to do so. 
(Laughter) 


A Or should we break with tradition and go to 
somebody in the back? ) 


Q Tradition is the only thing that keeps this 
building together. 


(Laughter) 


Q My question would be very simple: Can you 
tell us what your schedule will be at the UNGA? 


A As soon as it gets set, I'm sure there is a 
-- or, as far as I know, there's a public schedule, and I 
don't have it in my head, but I know that it's full. It 
a a the world, basically. Was there some aspect of 
it 


Q Your speech is on Thursday, is that correct? 











_A As I understand it, it's on ‘Thursday. 


. Q ; And you have one meeting with Gromyko, and 
that is Toeeday? 


ee . A I think so. Anyway, there is a schedule. 
Better than my trying to remember what it is, as soon as 
it*s firmed up -—- 


J 
" pre rd TARR . 


Q Can you perhaps tell us what might come up on 
; the agenda in your meetings with Gromyko? 





; A I think I'd rather conduct that meeting in 
: its own terms at the time rather than conduct it here first. 


Q Before we get to - 


A- I'm not trying to evade, but I doen't think 
that I want to just say I'm going to take up this, that and 
the other either. 


Q — your predecessor that way, he would send out 
an agenda. Is this going to be unstructured or will you 
have a schedule and agenda of your own which you don't wish 
to share? 





A No. First of all, I don't know what he may 
have to say.- I believe that in the tradition of these 
things, it happens that the U.S. is the host of the meeting, 
and so the’ guest speaks first. No doubt he'll have: certain 
items to talk about, and I'll put forward some, and we'll 
see where we go from there. But I.don't think either of us 
has structured it publicly beyond that. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





Q Can you talk about where we're going to go on 
the Middle East? 


A IT believe that we are basically on our way in 
as a Multinational Force into West Beirut -— into Beirut as 
a whole. 


We are working on the conditions for that, and we 
are expecting that our basic conditions are going to be 
fulfilled. So far they mostly are, but some are not fully 
pinned down. ; 


| I think Phil Habib has another meeting coming up 
in a few hours -— well, fairly soon -=— that should pin 











things down further as-far as the Israeli withdrawal and coor- 
dination with the -coming of the Multinational Force. 


But,. basically, I think that's on track. That's 
— the first thing. Helping the Government of Lebanon -- I'm 
£ just repeatinmg what we've said -— get itself established 
and in control of Beirut, and then we're pushing hard for 
foreign forces to leave Lebanon entirely; and simultaneously 


we're pushing hard to see the basic peace process move 
forward. 


Qg The foreign forces ---the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces -— do you have any idea yet at all of how 
that will be accomplished, how long it will take, and - 
whether indeed Israel beyond Prime Minister Begin having 
said that he doesn't covet an inch of Lebanese soil, in real 
terms, practical terms, whether they are addressing that 
question, the Israeli Government, of a complete withdrawal 
or at least to the 40-kilometer zone? 


A Tf you want to ask about the Government of 
Israel, I think you have to ask the Government of Israel. 
They are obviously very touchy about us saying anything 


about what they believe, and I won't say anything about what 
they believe. 


We believe that it's in their interests, as well 
as. in other people's interests to leave Lebanon. We believe 
that it is a legitimate concern to have a means of assuring 

»that the zone in southern Lebanon that has been a base for 
attacks on Israel -—— there be an arrangement that prevents 


that from happening again. It's a legitimate security 
interest. 
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Certainly they have an interest in having a peace=- 
ful condition with their neighbors. [I don't think that 
should be a condition precedent to withdrawal, however, but 
I think it would be a constructive thing in the Middle East. 


So it's in their interests, and we tend to keep 
Saying that and working toward that end. 


Q But you have no idea -- the United States has 
no idea whether they at this juncture contemplate either a 
complete withdrawal or what kind of timetable, if they con- 
template a further withdrawal of West Beirut? 





A When you say you don't covet an inch, that 
sounds like complete withdrawal is the object. That's what 4 
they say, that's what we say, that is the objective. 
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- We believe that the. sooner this can take Place, 
the better off everyhety’ s going to be. _— 


Q Does this arrangement in southern Lebanon, 
this sort of buffer zone that you alluded to, does that 
involve Major Baddad's forces? 


A What it will involve remains to be seen. We 
have felt that the UNIFIL force can be a constructive ele- 
ment in that picture and maybe be the answer, and perhaps it 
has to have a somewhat adjusted mandate, or it has to be 
beefed up, cr in one manner or another adjusted, but fun=- 
damentally it's, I think, a positive idea. 


- - 
—_—-* 


~-:-- I don’t say that's the only idea, but it's the 
‘best idea that we have in mind, and it is a fact that the . 
existence of UNIFIL has been kept alive, and we have been 
extended periodically, and so it's still in existence and 
it's available at this point of it. 


Q De you envision some type of American par- 
ticipation in a beefed up or altered UNIFIL force in 
southern Lebanon? 


A No, I don't. I think that the presence 
UNIFIL force is satisfactorily constituted, and that it's a 
reasonable basis for it. 


Q Have you had any indication if the Syrians 


‘might be willing to leave soon? 


A We have the same kind of statement that's 
been made from Israel that they will leave when the 
Government of Lebanon wants them to, and my impression is 
that the Government of Lebanon does want foreign forces to 
leave, including the Syrian forces. 


The problem really is to design a plan or program 
or schedule, or whatever you want to call it, that gives 
people some confidence that there can be -— the Syrians con- 
fidence that the Israelis are withdrawing, and the Israelis 
confidence that the Syrians and the remaining PLO forces are 
withdrew or neutralized. 

“ Q You're talking about a phased withdrawal? Is 
that what you're talkin about? 


A Sort of. Yes. 
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Q It would be mutual and simultaneous then? 


A I' don't want to use a word like 
"simultaneous", because that has a precision about -— you 
know, that it may be difficult. But we look for Israel 
right now to withdraw from Beirut as a whole and withdraw 


south of the airport. - That's a step. 


If they do that, I think we'll undoubtedly take 
that and say, "Here's one step,” and go back and forth with 
that. Just how such a negotiation would proceed precisely 
is unfolding, but the object is to have all foreign forces 
withdrawn. Probably the method is to have it happen in a 
manner that gives all parties a degree of confidence that 
the other parties are going to withdraw also. 


I think we have to recognize that the parties feel 
that they are in there under different. conditions, so they 
don't accept the fact that their conditions are identical. 


Q Do you want the Israelis south of the airport 


before the Marines get. in there? Because we understand the 


Marines are supposed to take over the airport... 

A I think the right kind of a program basically 
has the Israelis withdrawing as the Multinational Force 
comes in, but agreed to withdraw. 


Q Does. your concept of an Israeli withdrawal 


‘ from West Beirut include any Israeli presence, either armed 


patrols or plainclothesmen, or arms searches by the 
Israelis in West Beirut? 


A Yes. 


Q You're discussing this now in different terms 
than the President's demand for an immediate Israeli 
withdrawal. 


A No. He called for an immediate Israeli 
withdrawal of Beirut, and that's what we want. 


Q Well, the —-> 


A And that we now have the Multinational Force 
introduced to the picture, so I think that is an additional, 
you might say, increment in a withdrawal program. One can 
readily envisage the Israelis withdrawing as the 
Multinational Force takes shape there. 














* Q Do-you have any clear ideaa <= the. question 
has béen asked a couple of times already, I'll repeat it -- 
do you have any clear idea as to how long it's going to take 
to get them all out of there, out of Lebanon in its ' 
entirety? 





A You' re switching back and forth between the 
Beirut problem and the Lebanon entirety problem. 


Q How about one at a time? 


A I think on the Beirut’ problem we think that 
that should happen right away. That's part of the process 
of the Multinational Porce coming into Beirut, and it's part 
of the Government of Lebanon as a first step being able to 
emerge as a government in charge of its capital city and. 
governing it. 


At the same time we do want to follow on strongly 
and promptly with the Lebanon as a whole problem. 


Q Two days, then, for the withdrawal from 
Beirut? 





A It's being negotiated right now, so we'll see 
what comes out of it, but certainly we're looking for thts 
weekend, we're looking for Sunday. 


Q What indication have you had from the 
‘Israelis that as the Multinational Force moves in on Sunday 
-— what indication have you had from them that they will 
actually begin to -—— the term John has been using all week 
-- thin out from East Beirut as well? 
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Q You're using the term the whole - 
A That's that what we have said. Beirut. 
Q What indications have you had from the 


Israelis that they're actually going to start thinning out 
from East Beirut as well as the West by Sunday? 





A Well, there has been some thinning out. 
There are all sorts of problems, and I don't want to balloon 
them by talking about them. It's hard not for the people 
who are negotiating at them to resolve them, but there does 
seem to be an issue about the presence of groups of 
Israelis, as your question suggested, around in the city. 
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- Our concept is that they should be out, and the 
Government of Lebanon in and taking- charge, and the 
Multinational Force helping the Government of Lebanon. 


When you have a government emerge in a country, 
then: it is basically up to that government to decide what 
individuals can come into the country. There's a whole pro=- 
cess that we do in this country and other countries do of 
having arrangements about visas and what-not. Those repre- 
sent, you might say, sovereign rights of a country. 


Q. Could we move to the broader Middle East 
problem for a second? Could you give us your assessment of 
the Arab reaction to the President's speech on the Fez 
Conference on King Hussein's apparent raprochement with the 
PLO or not, and his statement about not negotiating with the 
Begin Government? 


A I think, first, the reaction to the 
President's speech was a very favorable reaction. There are 
very few places that didn't greet the President's speech as 
being a positive and constructive contribution to a more 
peaceful Middle East. 


That doesn't mean everybody accepted it, but they 
regard it as a constructive step. 


Our position insofar as the Fez Conference is con- 
cerned and the points put forward there, just as toward 


‘positions taken by others is that, well, people take posi- 


tions. The big thing is to come and talk about them, and 
see if in the process of discussion compromises can be 
reached that are mutually satisfactory enough so that a 
settlement can emerge. 


What we're looking for is the emergence of a 
possibility of discussion. 


There's no doubt about the fact that the Israeli 
move into West Beirut and the subsequent massacre and events 
there have made people focus on those events. You have to 
focus on anything like that. So it takes away from the 
flow of the peace process, and, of course, it has an 
inflammatory and embittering quality to it as well. 


However, it has been very interesting to me in 
reading this contunous flow of diplomatic cable traffic from 
around through that area -— and our Ambassadors are very 
active in talking to people and the people are talking to 

















them -— to: see that the peace ‘process and the President's 
initiative and fresh start is very much alive and very much 
on people's minds. 


—_ They’.re talking and questioning with each other 
| and with our Embassies on this subject, so I think it’ shows 
‘ that there is a tremendous vitality to these ideas. 


ov santer P 


Otherwise, the events in Beirut would have just closed them. 


all up, but they didn't. They survived that, and they're 
strong and I think it is a case, as the President said in 
his own statement the day before yesterday afternoon I guess 
it was, that this all continually underlines the importance 
of getting fundamentally at the Palestinian issues. 


L.3..% All of these things that have happened essentially 
revolve around the fact that there hasn't been a satisfac- 
tory solution to the Palestinian issues, so let's get to tHe 
fundamentals. 


Q What is King Hussein's reaction? 


A King Hussein's reaction to the President's 
fresh-start propdsals has been basically good, and he said 
so publicly. He has said some other things, and he hasn't 
yet been able to say that he's ready to sit down and talk. 
But we hope that perhaps things will arrange themselves so 
he can. 


a 


Is there an indication - 


, 
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A I can't say that that has been set out there: 
yet. | 


Q Is there an indication that the nations to 
whom you refer in cable traffic are willing to discuss, 
however the process, with the Begin Government? Are they 
still seeing a way through to do that after Beirut? 


A The active discussion of the President's pro- 
posals can't take place unless you envisage that at some 
point you come to grips with what he set out. I don't see 
any way to come to grips with what he set out without the 
principal parties to it talking to each other. 


“ But that isn't to say that there has been any 
public declaration on anybody's part that they're ready to 
do that, but they're obviously thinking about it. 








- 














“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


ee 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


-Q How do you rate the possibility of. Yasser 
Arafat and King Hussein of Jordan coming. to “terms under 
which Hussein could join the process? 


A "TI think there is a very good chance that King 
Hussein will be given — he will have support from the Arab 
community and the Palestinian community of such a nature 
chat he will be able to proceed, find a way to proceed. 


Just how that will come about, there are a number 
of possible ways, and I don’t want to -—— and just what he 
and Mr. Arafat may talk about and agree on, I don't know, 
and I don't want to speculate about that particularly. 


_ 


But I do think that it's entirely possible that 


out aad this there will emerge a feeling on King 


Hussein's part that he could enter the peace process in such 
a way that he would not be isolated from the other Arabs. 


I think it's important that he be in that posi- 
tion. He'll be more effective if he's in that position. 


Q Is this something that you can advance in 
your way -— in any practical way in your discussions in New 
York with the Arab Foreign Ministers and the Israeli Foreign 
Minister? 


A tI certainly will try. 


Q Do you think U.S. relations with Israel will 
ever be as strong as they were six, eight -- well, two or 
three months ago following both the move into Lebanon, the 
move into West Beirut, and the massacre? 


A I think the basic relationship between the 
United States and Israel is strong, and certainly these 
problems that we have been going through test it; and, if a 
relationship can remain strong in spite of the disagreements 
that we have had, that's a pretty good test. 


I think the strength of our relationship was 
tested earlier today when the International Atomic Energy 
Agency voted not to accept the credentials of Israel. We 
argued against that move all along, and we voted against 


that move, When the majority voted for it, we withdrew from 
the conference. 


I think it's interesting to note that quite a few 
Other countries were able to join us in withdrawing. But 
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that's a measure of some strength of concern, in this case } 
not only about Israel as such, but about the process of exa- al 
mining the credentials of a government when it comes to a 

meeting like that. 


Q Would you discuss what this means in veces of 
the IAEC's future? Obviously, you don’t know what it means 
in’terms of whether they are substantially going to be able 
to expel Israel? Would you deal with the (inaudible) in 
terms of arms control, in terms of where the organization 
goes from here, and perhaps what it means in terms of U.S. 
activity in the United Nations? 


s-« 


Oo) 
. aor Tad 
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A I think it is more to the point of the U.N. 
- => Gredentials procedure than it is anything to do with the 
*"-"" arms control and proliferation and the issues addressed by 
that agency. Really, that's the fundamental objection to ~ 
it. It didn't have anything to do with the issues addressed 
by that agency and represented an intrusion of other con- 
siderations on the legitimate -— nobody challenged the legi- 
timacy of the credentials. 


So the issue wasn't anything to do with the work 
of that agency at all. That gives me the basis for saying 
that, of course, the issues of arms reduction of nuclear 
non-proliferation, of proper monitoring of this area, are of 
utmost concern to the United States, and so in that sense we 
support the agency in what it is to do and want it to be 
strengthened. 


, 
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Q To return to King Hussein for just a moment 


A Did you want to follow up with something? 


Q Take that a bit further. You say it goes to 
the question of basic U.N. credentials. Does this lead to 
another effort, do you think, to expel Israel from the 
i oy Nations? Is there anything like that involved in 
this? ' 


It seems like a terribly incomplete episode, and 
that's I'm trying to extrapolate. 


A I think maybe it's an edpisode that will — 
we'll have to see. Maybe it will serve to clarify a lot of 
people's minds because credentials were challenged on 
grounds that had nothing to do with the credentials as such. 
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‘ What that challenge proceeded in doing was to end 
the méeting. That had a constructive purpose. It doesn't 
end the agency; it ends that meeting. It wasn't only the 
United States who left. e 





left with us as I walked in. That's this piece of paper 
that I'm holding. Would you like me to read the countries? 


+ In fact, I just got the list of countries that 
: 
(Laughter) 

: 





Well, U.S.A., Israel, of course -—— they were 
rejected — Belgium, The Netherlands, Luxembourg, the United 
: Kingdom, the Federal Republic of Germany, Prance, Denmark, 
~--- +~Erekand; Italy, Australia, Iceland, Chile, Guatemala, New 
Zealand, and Japan. 


Q Who's left? 





A I think there is a pretty good message there. 


Q Was it a test? Were the Arabs testing U.S. 


A I will just say that this effort was made on 
the credentials level. There was first a test earlier on a 
matter that needed a two-thirds vote — that was beaten -— 
and then what the credentials need is a majority, so that's 
easier to get. I think the vote was 41-40, and the 4lst 
‘vote came in late, so that was another ground for objection 
anyway. It was ruled to be in order. 
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So a very substantial part of the world that has 
something interesting to say about atomic energy matters 
left, 


Q This State Department Press Office issued a 
statement this afternoon which said that the withdrawal by 
the United States and by these 17 or 18 other countries 
could have ramifications for the whole U.N. system. 





Is that a suggestion that you might walk out of 
the United Nations on occasion? 

A It is only to say that, as we said in the 
beginning, this is not an issue about nuclear matters at 
all. It's about credentials counting in a U.N. agency, and 
there was a very strong objection registered to this 
process. 
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- So those who-are considering using this process ‘ 
again ‘have to consiser- what happened here. - = 


Q _Going back to your New York meeting, can you 
give us any kind of indication of how you can settle this 
quarrel with the European allies over the pipeline? 


2 v4 
** os 
ae 


Where is there room for flexibility on both sides? 
Where will the actual discussions take place? In New York 
or Canada or where? 


A It remains to be seen; of course, but there 
will certainly be some discussions in New York. I will meet 
with the Foreign Ministers of all of the countries involved. 

- I think Mr. Von Staden, whom I know, is going to represent 
Germany in this particular period. So I'll undoubtedly talk 
about it individually. 


.* 
eet deans LOVES W ent eS AY 


. 


There is a meeting in Canada on the weekend so 
people will be in a group there, and it may be that if 
people want to discuss this in different groupings, we'll be 
able to find time in the schedule to do so. 


Our position is that if we can find ways of 
expressing with respect to the Russians our point of view 
and implementing that in terms of the economic side of the 
matter that are stronger, bearing in mind that something 
that has general support gains strength from that fact, then 
that's preferable. We're always looking for a stronger 

’ method. 
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But we have taken a position, we believe in it, 
the President is very strong on it and so are all of his 
advisers, and if we can't find something better, we'll stay 
where we are. But I think that it might be very well 
possible to find something better. 





Q Stronger than what is in place now? 
A Stronger than what's in place now. 


Q For example, in terms of commercial credits, 
would that -— if commercial credit were more widely applied 
than. technological sanctions, would that be satisfactory to 
the United States? 


A I'm going to just have my discussions with 
the Europeans and try to express what it is that we think, 
but obviously the dimensions of this matter have to do with 
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certain elements of trade and the ways in which that trade 
is financed, on the one hand; and over a long period of 
time, sources of: energy on the other. 


| Q ~ Could you. characterize for us the state of 
Soviet-American relations? 


A Of what relations? 


. * 
’ 
| 
SS en Sooner 


Q Soviet-American relations. The background 
against which your talks with Gromyko wili take place? 


Ae 


A Oh, I don't think I want -— I could do that, 
but I'd just as soon not now. 
Q Who will you be proposing on working out the 
arrangements of a summit meeting? 


A That's a subject that we'll discuss. I'd 
rather have my discussion with Mr. Gromyko rather than 
indirectly. That's about what it comes down to. 


Q Can we go back to the pipeline for a second? 
At the very end of what you said — talking about finding a 
way to strengthen America's position, at the very end you said, 
"I think we can.” 


A It's not America's position only; it's the 
position of an alliance of a group of countries that have a 
set of common values, and those values have been challenged. 
There isn't any disagreements about that fact and about the 
desirability of responding. | 


RA ba 


‘+ 
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The question is how to respond, and is there a 
more effective way to respond than the way that is now in 
place. That's what I think is the way to put it. [It isn't 
as though we have a difference in view on these 
fundamentals; we have the same views. 





Q That has been the situation for a long time, 
that the allies haven't differed on the substantive opposi- 
tiond to martial law and so on -— there's no dispute on 
oe there hasn't been -— this agreement has always been on 
tactics. 


Are you suggesting now that the U.S. is prepared 
to accept another mode of expressing that substantive . 
agreement, another mode perhaps that would be proposed by 
the Europeans? 
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A We_are interested in anything they propose; 
we have thoughts to propose, but what we're looking for is 
something that is_ stronger. 


Q ~-Do you find in their case an interest in 
finding a new approach? 


A I believe so. Those are the indications that 
r neve, but, again, I think I can speak for the United 
States in that we're ready to talk to them — we're looking 


. for something stronger -— and they will speak for 


themselves. 
Q What would be stronger? 


A We've talked about that as much as I want to 
talk about it. [I think they obviously think they’re in the 
credit area and the high technology area and the oil and gas 
area, the energy area -—— these are the types of areas that 
are involved. 


Q I wonder if you could come back to the United 
Nations in general. In particular the UNIFIL forces in 
south Lebanon raise the question of what power they have, 
what their mandate is, as you suggested earlier. 


The Secretary General of the United Nations par- 
ticularly made a point about the mandate or lack of mandate 
of U.N. forces. 


Is the 0.S. prepared to make any proposition or 
take the leadership on somehow strengthening the U.N.? Do 
you have any thoughts on that? 


A The thought I have is about the process. 
The process is, here is the UNIFIL force, it is in being, 
it's therek, it's been formed, and we have kept it <= we 
have been among those that have felt it was worthwhile to 
keep it in being and extend its current mandate. That's 
been done several times, so it's stil there. 


A lot of trouble was caused in Israel from the 
area in which the U.N. UNIFIL forces were present, and that 
has led Israel to think that isn't very effective. When 
Israel went into Lebanon, it brushed by these forces. 


The forces -— [ think by definition they're peace- 
keeping forces. It's not an army ready to go to war. ~° So 
out of this no doubt there will be a lot of discussion. 
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Has. the situation changed enough so that it's much more con- 
ceivable that _a force like the UNIFIL force can do what is 
set out for it? . Are there ways in which its. mandate or its 
composition could be rearranged to give it a chance ve be 
more effective?-: 


-e | So Stee like that will be talked about, ond 
F maybe it will be concluded that it's acceptable the way it 
is and can do its job under the current circumstances. 
Maybe it will be decided and worked on to change it 
somewhat. That remains. to be seen. 


Q In other words, working toward the particular 
Proposition. 
2-7 “s"~37=-- A here are some ideas, but these will be 


worked with in the process of trying to negotiate about this 
matter. 


Q Do you. see the UNIFIL possibly taking over 
the security for the entire security zone just north of the 
border there? And, if so, what future would you see for 
Major Haddad's forces? 


A If UNIFIL is able to provide the assurances 
needed for the security for northern Israel not having to 
fear attack from that quarter or harassment from that 
quarter, well, then that's sufficient. 


Q What is our period of vision of what would 
“happen with Major Haddad? 
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A I don't know that we have to <= that's not 
necessarily our problem. It's part of the problem of 
Lebanon. Maybe it's a problem for Israel, but I don't think 
it necessarily has to be addressed as part of this problem. 


Q ~-I wanted to go back and ask you one further 
thing about King Hussein. I think he said in one of the 
newspaper interviews he had in the recent days that he not 
only wanted to talk with the PLO, the Palestinian 


leadership, he was also ready to talk with the United 
States. 


“AY Do you envision at this point any immediate or 
soon talks with King Hussein? de said he wanted to explore 
the meaning of President Reagan's peace plan. If so, who 
would represent the United States -= would you do it your- 
self -— and is anything really possible in this area soon? 


























-A I think-you should know at the beginning that 
there :is a great deal of talk going on now between the 
United States and-King Hussein, and the United States and 
? . the other principals of the countries in that region. 

_ They' re taking place through our Ambassadors and through 
ae people who come here. 


These channels of communication are good channels. 
They carry a lot of information and ideas -- they go fast — 
and the people are skillful, competent diplomats, so one of 
our thoughts. in trying to figure out how to manage this pro= 
cess is to say whatever else we do, we say to ourselves here 
in the Department of State we have an organization set up on 
purpose by the United States taxpayers, and what is its job? 
Its an organization to conduct: diplomatic activity, and it's 
got this fantastic operations center here that's manned all 
the time, and a lot of people around here are supposed to 
know something, and we've got Ambassadors out there, and you 
can go back and forth practically instantaneously, and 
you've got all kinds of secure telephones. It's a fantastic 
thing. 


. i 
—_ 
ee vee ale 


(Laughter) 
Q Nobody ever told us that. 


A I come in here and everybody says, "When are 
you going to send a special guy roaming around to do this 
talking?" And I say to myself, “My God, we've got an orga= 

‘nization here, why don't we use it, and maybe it will do 
some good for us.” So we're using it, and I might say it 
does pretty well. ' ) 


“Declassified for Publication in Ajerican Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


The response to your question is that because I'm 
not flying around or somebody else isn't flying around 
doesn't mean there isn't any talking going on; there's a lot 
of talking going on, and it's being done by people who are 
pretty good at it. 


Q Is there a specific goal, though, you want to 
accomplish in let's say in the next two weeks while you're 
in New York in terms of advancing the Mid-East peace 
process? 


A Of course, it will be useful to me, I'll have 
to say, having said what I just said -— it's useful to me to 
listen directly to the Foreign Ministers of other countries; 
and, as a matter of fact, that's been a very useful exercise 
> 9 I've been here in Washington. I've seen an awful lot 
of then. 
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_ So I'll hear directly from them, but our basic 
objective is to help arrange things so that there is a peace 
table, let's say, and the key people are sitting around it 
and talking val each other, and we're one of then. 


I'm not speaking of that as a sort of physical 
thing — a table -— but using the imagery of that. That's 
the first step. And after people start talking and they 
explain their positions, then maybe we can see what might 
emerge from that. 


We've set out what we think are reasonable boun- 
dary conditions, and others have said different things, so 
let them talk. 


I think I should do this myself -- you might want 
to do it -—— get ahold of what President Sadat said to the ° 
Knesset when he went and made a speech. I think what we'll 
find when we read that is that it isn't that different from 
what was said at the Fez Summit. But Sadat had what you 
might call a ninth point -—— I'm not sure he had eight 
points, but the content -— and his ninth point was, having 
said all this, “Let's talk." 


- That's what we're looking for. Let's ta.k. And 
that's going to -—— how do we bring that about? 


Q - How do you factor in Bussein's refusal a few 
days ago to sit down with the Begin Government? 


A It's a statement that he's made as the head 
of a government. Our approach is,.and will continue to be, 
of course, that when we talk about dealing as a government 


with another country, we deal with the government of that 
country. 


Israel is a democracy, and it has a strong 
democratic tradition and method of establishing its govern- 
ment, and so we'll deal with that government. 


Q On another subject, what is the U.S. making 
of the contacts the Soviet Union and China apparently are 
going to have? Is the U.S. afraid of any additional 
raprochement? 


A No. We have our relationships with both 
those countries. [If think with respect to China we have, I 
think, had a successful negotiation about a communique, 
handling a difficult and delicate matter, and that has been 
accomplished. 
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' Since that time we've had a numberof people 
coming through here, and I have met with thé Ambassador. In 
general, we're loeking to go on from there in the 
development of our relationships with China. I look forward 
to seeing the Foreign Minister of China when I'm at the U.N. 
so that velatiouship will develop. 


We've, I guess, talked as much about the Gromyko 
meeting as we can talk about, and our relationships with the 
Russians are characterized, on the one hand, by a lot of 
differences of opinion and a lot of views on our part that 
their behavior in different parts of-the world is not to our 
liking at all. We are negotiating with them about arms 
reduction in various places, so there is a relationship -- 
you can describe it in various ways -- with them. 


Q TE I could raise a question, in Saudi Arabia 
today, the Saudis announced the arrest of a hundred or so 
Iranians with a lot of Khomeini materials. 


Do you see an indication today that there is a 
threat to stability of the royal family from the Isalmic 
fundamentalists? 


A No, I don't. They seem, however, to be 
taking certain precautions, and these are precautions basi- 
cally against something that. comes from outside Saudi Arabia 
to disrupt things in their country. That's the way I would 


read that.. 


Q Thank you very much. 


(The interview concluded at 5:24 p.m.) 
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THE WHITE HOUSE Che ave of 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRESIDENT RICARDO DE LA ESPRIELLA 
OF PANAMA 


October 1, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
12:10 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me first say a word 
about the schedule of the visit overall. The President has been up 
here, the President of Panama has been up here for several days. He 
has had an opportunity to, in addition to meeting with the President 
now -- they met together in a very small group for 15 minutes and 
then with a larger group in the Cabinet Room for another 15 minutes. 


In addition to that, he's met Acting Secretary Kenneth 
Dam; Secretary Weinberger; met with two groups on the Hil], one with 
Senators Baker, Laxalt, and Hollings, and this morning with a group 
from the House; met with labor leaders here; received a medal and 
given a speech before the America Society in New York; and is talking 
at the National Press Club this afternoon. 


In addition to that, he'll be meeting with the World 
Bank and the multilateral banks and a variety of private investors. 


This has been an unusually warm atmosphere, I think. 
The new Espriella Administration which took office 60 days ago has 
marked some new directions in Panamanian foreign policy. It moved 
very quickly to disassociate itself from talk of creating in the 
aftermath of the Falklands/Malvinas crisis a separate Latin American 
institution. which had been suggested by some, including, discussed at 
some length by some of the predecessors of this Government. It gave 
very strong and helpful support to the United States on the Puerto 
Rico issue in the United States. 


At this meeting here today, the President said that 
he wanted, he was looking forward to a warm working relationship 
with the -- President Reagan, with the Panamanian Administration. 
He said that a healthy economy in Panama would be of benefit to both 
our countries and that was one of the purposes of the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative and that it would be very important to put the emphasis on 
private investment. 


He pointed out that he was concerned about Nicaragua 
and Cuba and the destructive role they were playing in the area, and 
he pledged to work together with Panama on the Canal issues. 


President de la Espriella responded by saying that his 
Government is very strongly supportive of the Caribbean Basin Ini- 
tiative, which he thinks is essential to the future development of 
the area. He pointed out that -- he and his associates pointed out 
that there have been three good years, which he termed the most success- 
ful in history in the operation of the Canal. And indeed, we say 
that that corresponds very much to our own view. Revenues have 
been at an all-time high, the tonnage passing through the Canal has 
been at all-time high. I'd be glad to give those who are interested 
information on this. And revenues have been able to cover increased 
capital expenditures and the operating expenditures entirely. It has 
been a success story. 


With regard to the dangers in the area, President de la 
Espriella said that he also was very concerned about them, that he 
thought that the important thing was to develop democracy in all the 
countries of the area, and noted that Panama is headed towards 
democratic elections in 1984, and that this is vital, as he sees it, 
to the future of his country. 


MORE 








Be added that the President should consider that he was 
MORE 


among friends in Panama, and expressed his admiration for President 


Reagan personally and this Administration. 
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In the course of the agreement, there were two important 
agreements that were signed. One is a bilateral investment treaty which 
assures national treatment for the investors of both countries in the 
other country. 


Q Initialed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Initialed. It,very 
importantly, includes a procedure for the settlement of investment 
disputes, if necessary, through a course to third party arbitration. 


In addition to that, an agreement was signed or 
initialed, again, setting up a study on alternatives to the present 
canal. This is the first step towards determining the best way to 
meet the maritime transportation needs of the next century. The 
question is, of course, do we enlarge the existing canal? Do we 
build a third set of locks? Is a sea-level canal to be built or what? 


ign 


Thirdly, and also importantly, Acting Secretary Dam 
and the Panamanian foreign minister agreed to request the Panamanian 
Canal Board to study two important issues that must be decided in the 
Operation of the canal. One, concerning the wage structure of the 
canal. There are, in fact, two wage structures in place and that is 
causing friction and concern. And the second is the possibility of 
additional investment in this canal to bring it to its, what is regarded 
as its theoretical maximum capacity before the end of the century. 


Overall, I think this is a meeting which was characterized 
by a very warm and supportive tone on both sides. Now, I'll see if I 
can answer your questions. 


Q Did the President apologize for having opposed for 
so long the turning over of the canal to Panama? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The President -- 
Q Did he say anything about it at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President said, as 
I mentioned earlier, pledged to work together with the Panamanians 
effectively on canal issues. As you may know, the President has earlier 
said that, on a number of occasions, pledged himself to implement fully 
the Panama Canal Treaty as the law of the land. 
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Q Well, when you said that the canal has been a great 
success story, is there any sense in the administration that, perhaps, 
the President's position was wrong after all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: We've played the cards 
from where they lay before and have worked as hard as we could with the, 
under the President's instructions, with the new managment to make it a 
success. 





As you know, it is a United States -- the United States 
remains in the leading role in the Panama Canal company at the present 
time, but cooperation with the Panamanian officials has proceeded very 
effectively. So this is a long transition. The transition has been 
operating well. 


Q But since it's been taken -- I mean, the responsibility 
is being shared more and they have such a success story, doesn't it prove 
that the President was wrong? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think that 
that issue is -- 


Q Oh, say yes. (Laughter.) 
Q The President didn't think he was? 








Q Perhaps changed his mind about the treaties since he 
opposed them and the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not discussed. 





7 a “Q Pardon me? 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not discussed. 
| It was a forward-looking meeting. It was not a meeting looking back. 


Q Well, even if it was not discussed, is it the view 
of the administration that this has proved to be the correct course? 


gn 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The view of the 
administration is that we have a treaty that we should apply as 
effectively as we can and we've been doing just that. 


Q Se also said about the canal since then -- you say 
deal with the cards he's got -- if there are any violations the U.¢. 
should go back and seize the canal. Of the treaty. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any violations? 

Q Of the treaty. And now you present a picture of 
a very warm, amicable agreement to work out difficulties and look 
ahead. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION: I'‘m sorry? 
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Q Doesn't this -- Could you say there's no looking 
back? It doesn't make his past comments obviously contrived political 
rhetoric? There's no change here? Are you saying there's no change here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President, when he 
came to office was confronted by a treaty that had been passed by the 
Senate and signed by the previous administration and he did not say that he 
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supported it or thought it was the best way to go, but he did pledge 
himself to implement it, and that is what we are doing. I don't think 
that it need be carries beyond that. 


Q Sir, do you still know of or believe that it is the -- 
that this is still not believed that this is the best way to go? Given 
his druthers -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not discussed. 


, Q Did he agree with your estimate that it a success story 
now 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that was presented on 
both sides by those that are directly concerned with the administration 
of the canal. I don't think that ever the President's concerns about the 
treaty and those of the --- in the debate in the United States -- were so 
much concerns directly about the implementation of the treaty, but about 
larger issues. 


Q Did the President warn the Cubans before they -- before 
the Panamanians came here -- that if they continue their activities in 
Central America the United States will probably take back the canal? Was 
that discussed? Was that done at the United States request? That is what 
the papers have reported. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A group of Cubans invited 
themselves we understand recently to go down to Panama and to talk with 
Panamanian officials. There is -- I can't say that -- I can't speak for 
them, obviously, but as far as we are concerned that was an entirely 
independent action on the Cubans‘ part. 


Q Did you ask the Panamanians to make that point known, 
that you -- that the United States would take back the canal if Cuba didn’t 


settle down? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Was the issue of an American base on Panama discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at the meetings at the 
White House. 


Q Was it discussed -- 
Q The State Department? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there was a review 


of that at the Defense Department and at the State Department and in 
other meetings. There are no issues that are of particular importance 


at the moment. The relationship seems to be going smoothly. 


Q But are there any plans for another military installa- 
tion in Panama or just the ones that already are there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ones that are already 
there. 


Q How important is it politically to the United States 
to have Panama's backing for the American position in Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we will find -- you 
may have noticed here an emerging pattern of countries that have been 
expressing themselves more and more openly on, one, the need to keep the 
democratic transformation going in the area and, two, their concerns 
about the developments in Nicaragua and the continued pressures from 
Cuba. You had here not very long ago the a representative of Costa Rica, 
a long-time democracy, a neutral country without an army, saying very 
much the same thing. 
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Q Is Panama expected to join the CDC -- that democratic 
community or something? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I think 
See see SESS CED GENESNS CSREES Cee Sat ¢ Sen's Gees ey ose 
conclusive. 


Q Were there discussions on building up Panamanian armed 
forces to improve their security? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. We have a -- I mean 
not beyond the existing military cooperation agreements that we have 
which provide for a small security assistance program and military 
training -- IMET it is so called. 


Q Could you give us some detail on the discussions 
about El Salvador, and particularly whether the Panamanian President was 
pleased or displeased with the way the situation has been evolving there 
since the election? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did not have a detailed 
discussion of El Salvador with him, although we believe that in fact 
given his emphasis on democracy and creating democratic institutions that 
he would share our view, that there has been indeed progress. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:30 P.M. EDT 
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PRESS OFFICE 


U.N. PLAZA HOTEL. 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 





SUNDAY, OCTOBER 3, 1982, at 8:00 P.M. 






SEN DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Just a few brief points to 
make about Sapiniere: The meeting was very successful. The 
Secretary of State was particularly pleased with the outcome and 
felt that the i rmal setting of the meeting itself was a key 
to the benef#tial results. We believe that the discussions did 
result in an important meeting of the minds on several fundamen- 
tals about the Alliance. 


a Y ————E 





~ os 


There was a strong consensus at La Sapiniere on the 
essential importance of maintaining the East-West military 
balance. The ministers there recognized the need for continuing 
military modernization of the Alliance's defense posture, both 
for its own sake and in creating an environment that will maximize 
prospects for progress in arms control.in the INF negotiations, 
START negotiations and others. As part of this consensus, the 
ministers stressed the importance of arms control generally and 
the CSCE process, in particular -- this is the European conference 
on security and cooperation. 


ae ee 


The ministers also agreed on the need for a comprehensive 
and global policy to manage East-West relations, including its 
economic dimensions. Reflecting that fact, they agreed on basic 
considerations for East-West economic policy. 


ie 
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In addition, on other subjects they discussed the problem 
of international terrorism and resolved to increase cooperation on 
that problem. They also discussed the GATT Ministerial session 
which is scheduled for next November, and emphasized their deter- 
mination for that meeting to succeed with ministers understanding 
the need to come to grips with forces of aiatatiaimae within 
the Western economic system. 


I'll be happy to answer any of your questions. 


Q Can you explain what was meant by’ an "Bast-West 
economic policy” -- a basic global policy to deal with East-West 
Weet economics? 


” 
soe 


Ay There I just think that they all recognise that a 
basic consensus on East-West economic relations is necessary to 
enhance the overall security of the Alliance, and that kind of 

© consensus needs to flow from a comprehensive and global approach. 





‘.. ON BACKGROUND 





I don't necessarily want to get into semantics here 
because I obviously wasn't there, and I'm not sure exactly what 
"global" means here. I tend to think, Jim, it means more of a 
broad approach to East-West economic relations. 





Q Would COCoM be the instrument or would there be a 
new instrument? 


A COCOM would certainly be part of a comprehensive 
East-West economic policy. COCOM focuses on trade with the 
Soviet Union that could directly enhance Soviet military 
potential. That certainly is one of the areas that was discussed 
this weekend. 


: 
: 


Q By dealing with the future and dealing with the 
needs of the future, did they, in effect, simply put the pipeline 
behind them? 


A As I understand it, the pipeline was not a major 
issue addressed by the participants this weekend. There was a 
desire, I think, to move ahead and discuss broad issues of ;° 
East-West economic relations. 


Q In that connection, MacGuigan of Cahada told people 
up in Quebec that members had agreed to make studies of credits 
and technology to the Soviet Union and their effect on security. 
They indicated that individual nations would make these studies. 


Q Are we making a study? Is there a particular 
portion of this that has been assigned to members? How will 
these studies be done? 
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A Every nation will participate in the studies. 
Some of these studies are already underway. For instance, there is 
a meeting that begins tomorrow in Paris of the COCOM countries, 
and we and other members of COCOM have been preparing for that 
meeting. We have looked at existing lists of technology that 
are administered by COCOM and examining whether that list needs 
to be modified. 


In the area of credits, there has already been a 
substantial amount of work done, and we have had discussions with 
the Allies on the subject. These are two areas--- militarily- 

~, relevant technology as well as credit flows to the East -- that 
we are very interested in; and we hope to achieve a consensus 
within the Alliance on how to manage it. 

Q Last week, a senior official suggested that if 
stronger ways of ‘expressing our concern about what the Soviets 
had done in Poland could be found at an Alliance level, we would 
be prepared to perhaps set aside the specific unilateral sanctions 
that we had imposed. Do you feel, as a result of this particular 
meeting, that we may be closer to finding this through this 
consensus regarding economic relations between East and West? 
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a We think it is necessary to achieve such 4 consensus; 
and I think it is fair to say that we do not want to directly link 
this effort and the pipeline question. I'll let what previous 
Administration officials have said about this problem stand. 


Q The senior official I referred to is not from a 
previous Administration. It was last week. 


A Sorry. But what a senior official previously 
said on this, let that stand. We believe it's important that 
progress be made on the broad question of East-West economic 
relations, and we think we made a very good first step this 
weekend. 


Q Is there any timetable for working out this 
consensus? 

AB No. 

Q Do you hope to have something within six months 


or a year? o 


A- No; We would, of course, just like to reach it as 
soon as possible. ° 


Q Was anything specifically agreed to do to work 
towards this consensus? 


ry No. As I said before, we've made a first step. 
There are a number of things that are underway now. I mentioned 
this meeting beginning this week. There is a number of different 
forums where East-West economic issues can be addressed. COCOM 
is one; OECD is, obviously, another area. But depending on the 
issue, there are appropriate places to address these problems 
and make progress. 2 


Q According to MacGuigan, there would be new studies 
set in motion. You make it sound as if this is simply part of a 
continuing process, and there was no fresh agreement in Quebec 
on a new set of studies. 


A There was fresh agreement to begin work on the 
problems of military-relevant technology transfers to the Soviet 
Union, on the question of financial and credit flows’ to the Soviet 
Union and the Eastern European countries as well as examining 
East-West trade more generally to insure that. that trade does not 
contribute to any strategic advantage. 


Q How about oil and gas field technology? Is that 
a specific category that is going to be -- 


A I think it is just enough now to say that when 
I said East-West trade, what was meant was insuring that it 
does not contribute to a strategic advantage. 
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Q Is it fair to conclude that all of this is done 
with a view to making credit more difficult and technology 
transfers more difficult -- to toughen up the regulations? 


A We don't want to prejudge the results -- 


Rd lla aE eat OR? ey 


Q You're not going to make it easier? 


A -- prejudge the results of the studies. What we 
are interested in doing is reaching a consensus on these issues 
within the Alliance. 


Q A consensus aimed at achieving a degree of 
uniformity in the extension of credit terms rather than any 
particular level? 


Be What I would like to say is, I think I've picked 
out three areas where we want greater harmony within the Alliance. 
We mentioned (1) the area of militarily relevant technology; 

(2) the issue of trade subsidies to the Soviet Union; and (3) 
strategic trade. 


Q So it would not be correct for us to say that all 
of this is aimed at tightening or restricting credits or 
technology transfers to the Soviet Union? 
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A I think what you can say is that there was agreement, 
as I said before, on some basic considerations of East-West 
economic policy. Those are that it, obviously, does not make sense 
to provide the East with technology it can use to enhance its 
military potential, that it does not make sense in the current 
economic climate to subsidize the Soviet economy, and as I said 
before, a recognition of the need to avoid contributing to Soviet 
strategic advantage. These are some broad, basic considerations 
which were discussed and agreed to this weekend. As I said, 
these basic understandings create the framework now for going 
ahead with these studies. 
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Q Let me ask you to undertake a semantic exercise 
re anyway. If you set the pipeline aside, there iS no real reason to 
be doing this, if you take seriously what was done and said at 
Versailles and at the following NATO meeting. What is the need 
for this undertaking? 10 gs 


A The, need for the undertaking -- You read the 
papers as closely if not more closely than I do, Hank. We've seen 
© in the last few weeks reports out of West Germany that suggested 
that the Soviets and the Eastern Europeans have been able to obtain 
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technology from the West which they have used directly to 
enhance their military capability. You have seen a report 
which was released just this week in this country which made 
a Similar point. We make progress step by step, and there 
was some language in the Versailles and the Bonn Summit 
communiques which I think was important language. What we 
were able to accomplish this weekend was to flesh out some of 
those understandings, but it is obvious that a considerable 
amount of work remains to be done. 


I think the Secretary of State was satisfied that 
there was a will to reach agreement and to work out this 
consensus on East-West economic relations that we think is such 
an important priority for the Alliance at this time. 


Q Are you going to hold further meetings like this? 
Was the meeting itself and the format something you -- 


A I'm not aware. of any specific decision on that, 
but I think the Secretary of State as well as the Ministers 
with whom he spoke were quite satisfied with this format -- ‘ 
the informality and the ability to speak freely without a lot 
of bureaucrats and reporters harassing them. I don't know 
which is worse. (Laughter) 


Q Did you get any general sense that this satisfaction 
pervaded the other Ministers as well? 


A I think so, yes. 
Q Not just with the Foreign Minister -- 


A I have seen one wire story that suggested the pipeline 
overshadowed the meeting with some tension and that there was a 
sense of dispute. That I think is not an accurate readout from 
the meeting. The discussions seemed to be very constructive, and 
there seemed to be a real effort on the part of all the parties 
to try to accomplish something positive, especially in this 
area of East-West economic relations. 


Q What was accomplished? 


A Well, since you just walked in -<* ~~ 
5 ee 
Q I walked in late. I caught the last little bit. 


Beyond your consensus -- 18 ge 


A John, as I said, some of the steps towards working 
out a basic approach to East-West economic relations were taken. 


Q But that doesn't have a short-term impact on the 
existence of the embargo, the American embargo? 


A This was not linked in any such way and we're 
not linking it in any such way. 





OY Q Who was there for the Germans? 
’ yd A Baron von nea 
Q Was there any linking? 
A We are not linking it. We are working with the 
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Allies to work out a broad policy on East-West economic relations. 


Q Isn't that linked by the very nature? I mean, it's 
such a -- 


A If you want to establish such a linkage, you can. 


Q We're no closer as a result of this meeting to the 
President taking some action on the embargo than you were before? 


A There was very little discussion on the pipeline this 
weekend. -- 


Q Did the Foreign Ministers press Mr. “Shultz about his 
intentions with regard to further pipeline sanctions? 





A I'm not aware -of that, no. 


Q What's the next logical step for the Ministerial 
level dealing with this developing consensus? Does that come 
at the NAC in Bussels, in December? Are they going to have 
another meeting like this somewhere else? 
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A I'm not exactly clear. I think that we'll have to 
wait and see just what occurs. We'll want to get these studies 
launched; we'll want to see how we move on the question of credits 
and the question of technology transfers and so forth. I know 
the Ministers will want to follow up and will want to stay on top 
of these questions, but I don't think any decision has been made 
exactly how or when they might discuss these issues again. 


Q I don't think you've said how these studies are going 
to be conducted? Are you going to have working. bodies or something? 
id ss 
A I think that that remains to be seen. I think what 
you have seen here is an agreement in principle to launch these 
efforts. Now, we'll have to decide exactly where and how they will 
be done. 


/ 


Q What was it like in Canada without Genscher? Was 
there a feeling about the German change? 








A I understand that towards the end of the meeting 
he was toasted in absentia. It was, after all, his idea to 
hold such a meeting, given the formula-type meeting (?) 





—; but I can't tell you. 
: I think his presence was felt. And as you know, he is 
' now the the German Foreign Minister. 
Q Is there now a bbestern approach to the security 


conference in Madrid? What's going to happen? 


A There were no decisions taken on what the NATO 
approach to Madrid will be. We are continuing to consult on that ) 
and we hope to arrive at a united position before CSCE starts in 
November. But I think the statements and discussions on the 
subject were very useful. 


Q Back on the studies, there still is a lack of 
specificity as to what you're talking about here. Are these 
three areas going to be studied in the way that you have 
segregated them, or are they going to be broken down in other . 
sub-parts, and the participants broken off into little groups 
and so forth? . 

A These are the kinds of questions that we have to 
now look at. What you had this weekend was Foreign Ministers 
who made, as I say again, the first step towards working 
toward some very difficult and detailed issues, and now, @& 
we're going to have to try to answer those questions in the days 
and weeks ahead. 
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Q How will you do that? Will you have further 
committee meetings at your level? 


A We'll sit down and think about it. 
Q Are you going to have someone coordinate this? 
A I'll just go- back again. None of these issues 


are sort of "dead in the water" right now. There are exercises 
underway: There is a meeting in Paris of COCOM just this week -- 
that is an obvious place to begin the process of reaching agreement 
on technology transfer. On some of the other issues we may or may 
not have to create new mechanisms and new groups.” We will have to 
simply see what exists and go from there. 


Q I'm not sure of what you mean by “Strategic trade." 


A What I said, I think, was we don't want trade to 
give or confer on the Soviets strategic advantage, and one of 
the issues that has to be examined now is what areas of trade 
outside of the directly military areas might give the Soviets 
important strategic advantages. 











Q In other words, if a quarter of Western Europe 
were dependent upon Soviet natural gas? 
ee A That's one possibility. 


Q Does COCOM contemplate that kind of thing? 


A No, it doesn't. COCOM only looks at the technologies 
with direct military relevance. 


Q Did the Europeans give any indication that they 
consider grain to be strategic trade? 


A They are interested and have expressed interest, 
not necessarily at this weekend meeting, but they have raised 
agricultural trade with the Soviets and have asked that it be 
examined. We are willing to do that. 


Q Could I come back again - if you are successfuly 
in these efforts, if the Alliance is successful in tightening 
the rules, as it were, for strategic trade and other credits | 
and what-have-you, is the President then willing to take another 
look at the embargo? ' 


A I'm just not going to comment on that. As I was 
telling Barrie, I'm not going to say anything more than has been 
said previously by officials. 


ww 


Q What's the last thing that an official said? 
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A I can't even quite recall. The reason I don't even 
want to answer that question is because I want to emphasize that 
this process is going on under its own momentum and has its own 
internal logic that the Ministers agreed that we must make our 
best efforts on harmonizing Western policies in this area. 
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Q This is only slightly peripheral, because you said 
arms control was mentioned: Has anybody had a chance to look 
\ at the Gromyko proposal for the total testpban? 


A We have looked at that. I mean, we already had 
a policy: We are unwilling now, as you know, to enter into 
pe negotiations on a total tespban because of real. concerns on our 
= part about our ability to vérify such an agreemenpt.,- The same 
problem would apply to this moratorium. | 


Q There is an article in this month*s Scientific 
American which says that technology is in place right now to 
verify satisfactorily anything up to one kiloton, anywhere in 
the world, and that to object to a treaty on the basis of. 
verification problems is now a political rather than a technical 
decision. 
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A We've spent a lot of time looking at this problem -- 
and I haven't seen the ientifi rican -- but there have been, 


I think, eight, episodes since the Soviet agreement to the 
threshold tes¥ban. When was that? Well, at least eight episodes 
in the last few years, where we have been unable to determine 
whether or not the Soviet Union was complying with the 150-ton 
kiloton threshold. In other words, we haven't been sure whether 


they had tested above that level. 


It seems to me that if we have that trouble at that level, 
that we would have many more serious problems at a far lower 
level. 


The President's approach is to go step by step, and 
to try to see whether or not we can improve the threshold testban 
treaty, and then think later on about a comprehensive testban 


treaty. 


Q Wouldn't a total testban be really easier to monitor 
in the sense that any event is a violation? 


-A No, because there have been years and years of 
research done on.this problem; there are all kinds of ways in 
which even very small-yield nuclear tests can be-masked, 
and there are ways in which they can conceivably be violated. 


Q Was there any discussion of Soviet-American -- 


of leadership problems in the Kremlin? Any discussion of the 
possibility or the desirability of a summit between the Americans 


and the Russians; anything of that nature? 


A I'm not aware of that. The major issues were 
economic, East-West economics, and also this mention of the 
importance of sorting out Western trading problems at the GATT 


Ministerial in November, and the importance -- I'd say 
enthusiastic support -- for the notion that the West had to 


continue to improve its military posture, both to restore the 
military balance and to maximize opportunities for arms control. 


Q Do you mean by that that the Dutch.and the Belgians 
came along with agreement on their 48 GLCMs apiece? 


A No. I mean,their position is very clear on that. 
They have not ruled out joining in on the decision, -and we are 


hopeful that they do. 


Q Was the Secretary able to report -any progress at 
either the .NF talks or the Strategic Arms Talks? 


/ 


h What do you mean “report progress?" 


Q They have been talking for some time. Was he able 
to tell the Allies -- 


10 


A We've only had one round in START. 





Q Well, on the INF talks? 


; A He was able to report that the negotiations are 
, F serious and that the Soviets are serious, and that in both 
om / negotiations the Soviets and the American delegations have 


tabled treaties and discussions and both those negotiations 
are proceeding on the basis of the two sides' respective 
treaties. 

Q O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 8:30 p.m.) 
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THE WHITE HOUSE - 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S PROPOSED MEETING 
WITH PRESIDENT DE LA MADRID OF MEXICO 


October 6, 1982 


The Briefing Room 
11:24 A.M. EDT 


; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Meetings between Presidents 
of Mexico and the United States have taken place regularly since the 
Taft administration here and in the post-war period, occasionally in 
the inter-war period, we had meetings between presidents-elect of Mexico 
and those of the United States. 


And, as youknow, President Reagan met with President Lopez- 
Portillo prior to his inauguration on the border also. And this meeting 
that is occurring now is the exact analog of that. 


The schedule that Mort referred to calls for two meetings 
between President Reagan and President-Elect de la Madrid in the Hotel 
Coronado in San Diego. It's going to be followed by a luncheon. 


The President will have his senior advisors with him. He'll 
also have -- on the Mexican side, we have basically a group of officials 
closely associated with de la Madrid in the campaign there, many of them 
concerned with foreign affairs, as well, of course, as their Ambassador 
to the United States. 


Now, President Reagan has given a very high priority to 
creating a relationship of confidence and cooperation with Mexico. It's 
hard to think of two countries that are more interdependent than our two. 
And he moved very early in his border meeting and subsequently Lopez- 
Portillo was the first foreign visitor here. He came to Camp David. 
You'll recall subsequent meetings. We've had an exceptional schedule of 
consultations in meetings between high-level officials on both sides. 


We believe that some real progress has been made in the course 
of the last 18 months in the Mexican-United States relationship. This is 
reflected I think in the statements by leaders on both sides with Mexican 
President Lopez-Portillo talking about the respect and dignity with which 
Mexico is treated and regarded in the United States. We have had many 
consultations, but some important differences on foreign policy matters, 
particularly with regard to Central America. In our bilateral relation- 
ship, there have been significant steps forward. 


We have seen the energy relationship between the two countries, 
which was a matter of considerable suspicion in the mid- and latter-part 
of the ‘70's, gradually move forward into one of cooperation. 


We have not solved some of the trading problems that exist 
between Mexico and the United States, but we have certainly kept them 
from festering and important negotiations are underway at the present 
moment on them. 


We have found that we could indeed consult in advance in 
a friendly and supportive atmosphere on the very difficult question of 
immigration. The United States did so prior to introducing its legis- 
lation which is now in the last stages of congressional action. I don't 
want to say that we have asked for or obtained a Mexican approval of 
that immigration legislation, but Mexico has been very explicit, as I 
noted 
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President-elect de la Madrid was the other day in recognizing 
the United States right to legislate in this field and hoping 
the United States would make sure the human rights of Mexican 
workers in this country are protected and enhanced. And, indeed, 
that is an important part of the legislation which is now under 
consideration in the Congress. And of course when the Mexican 
financial crisis broke this summer, the United States and Mexico 
reached a series of very important agreements which were subsequently 
enlarged to include other countries. I think they're familiar 
to you but let me recall them -- a $1.85 billion multi-national 
Support package was negotiated, half of it contributed by the 
United States; a $1 billion advance payment on oil purchases 

for the strategic petroleum reserve was negotiated as well as 

a $1 billion commodity credit corporation line of credit. 


The purpose of these agreements was to provide 
short-term financing for Mexico while it is giving it time to 
develop a stabilization plan and to carry forward negotiations 
with the International Monetary Fund which are now underway. 


We are, of course, not a party to those negotiations 
with the International Monetary Fund. Overall, we think that 
the outlook is good for the continuation and development of the 
kind of relationship that we and the Mexican President have been 
seeking. We note that President-Elect de la Madrid just a couple 
of days ago on October 3rd had to say that, himself, given 
existing good will, he said in an interview, willingness to treat 
each other with dignity and cordiality, mutually beneficial 
agreements can be reached as, indeed, some already have. And 
he said further that he thought that the areas of conflict between 
Our two nations receive more publicity than our areas of cooperation. 


This meeting is not a meeting to get into operational 
matters, to attempt to determine policy, to negotiate or reach 
agreements on any subject. It is a meeting very much like the 
one that occurred 18 months ago for the two men to get to know 
each other, to talk about their philosophy of government, problems, 
and the possibilities they see in the future for each country both 
internally and externally. Let me stop there and see what you 
have in the way of questions. 


Q Are any Treasury officials going in the 
American party and will there be anything worked out in terms 
of a clearinghouse between the peso and the dollar or any actual 
moves in that direction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, as I say, this 
is -- no specialized officials are going on either side. The 
Mexican President-Elect is just that, a President-Elect. He 
is not there to negotiate or act for his government on operational 
matters. The officials that are going along on this side are -- 
in addition to senior White House advisers are foreign affairs 
officials. And I note that those that are accompanying the 
President-Elect on their side are people who come from the party -- 
the PRI, in large measure -- but are in large measure concerned 
with foreign affairs. 


Q Will you elaborate your remark that the 
energy relationship has improved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You may recall 
the frictions that the energy relationship gave rise to in 
the 70's -- a Mexican concern about becoming overdependent on 
the United States market, a feeling that on the part of Mexico 
that possibly it would be subject to United States pressures 
to increase its production of energy beyond what it would wish 
to do; and, indeed, I would say a hypersensitivity to the question 
overall. I think it's noteworthy that in 
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May of this year the United States and Mexico -- I am sorry, May of 
1981 the United States and Mexico were able to move very fast for a 
first agreement to purchase for our strategic petroleum reserve organi- 
zation 50,000 barrels per day of Mexican oil for stockpile -- an agree- 
ment which I think is suggestive of the new emerging relationship. And 
hay mg agreement with an advance payment was reached in August, as 


Q You are not saying that the financial situation that 
is sodesperate now is not going to come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I would expect that 
the Mexican President would give his analysis of his country's situa- 
tion in the financial and economic area just as our President would of 
ours and that they would indeed talk about it. I want to distinguish 
that very clearly though from the suggestion that there are going to be 
any negotiations or any operational matters or indeed any attempt to set 
policy in that area. 


Q Well, is there any chance that the U.S. side could come 
prepared to talk about policy options for the future after de la Madrid 
takes office? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that that is putting 
it in a too operational sense. This is not a meeting with an agenda. It 
is not a meeting which is designed to lay out matters that would then be 
decided subsequently. It is not that kind of meeting at all. The Presi- 
dent's first meeting with Lopez-Portillo was not that kind either. 


Q But what if the two Presidents could decide that 
they might want to do something later on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I say, I think that 
neither anticipate that it will be that kind of a meeting. 


Q Will the President of the United States respond with 
his analysis of the situation? For instance, some view that nationali- 
zations and the extent of government involvment in the economy that the 
IMF is concerned about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would be very surprised 
if the United States President were to express views about what Mexico 
or indeed any other country wants -- steps it wishes to take in its 
internal policies. 


Q What will they talk about? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they will talk 
about the economic situation in both countries. Both have been in a 
recession. The United States is coming out. Mexico is going into a 
period of stagnation. I am sure that they will talk about Central America. 
I think that they will talk about the operation of the world financial 
and economic system overall. My guess is that they will indeed talk 
about the major issues that are the ongoing issues in the relationship -- 
that is to say trade, immigration, fisheries, border questions. But 
they will talk about them -- if they do -- in terms of a very general 
outlook. And I am trying to make the distinction here between a policy 
or operational option-choosing approach and a general outlook. 


Q Can you tell us how de la Madrid differs from Lopez- : 
Portillo politically, to the right, to the left? Where is he in there? 
Just what are the -- how is he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that is a question 
which you should address to Mexican officials -- 


Q Well, we must have some idea. I mean, you are speaking 
on background. Could you just tell us -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- and ask them to define 
themselves. 


MORE 
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Q Sir, we have heard that the former Mexican Ambassador, 
Dr. Margain, who was formally secretariat of de la Hacienda -- the 
equivalent of our Secretary of the Treasury -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 
-- that he is now in the Senate of Mexico. Now I 


Q 
_ have heard from reliable sources that he ran for the Senate because 


Dr. de la Madrid wished him to do so. Do you know if he will accompany 
the President-elect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is not on the list 
that we have for people accompanying the President - Elect. 


Q What is the immigration -- 


Q Since Mexico is now the largest exporter of oil to 
the United States -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right. 


Q -- outstripping Saudi Arabia by about two-to-one, do 
you think that President Reagan and the administration wanting to 
keep those Mexican oil supplies going will preclude the President's 
options in the Middle East? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over the last year Mexico 
has indeed very substantially increased its exports to this country. 
To some minor degree, as I mentioned earlier, that was the result of 
the strategic petroleum reserve agreement, but that is only really quese 
minor since the total now is almost 20 times greater than that. It has 
been through the commercial activities of the Mexican 
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oil companies and their American counterparts. And Mexico has 
consistently priced its oil and provided other terms in this period 

so that it could maintain and increase its share in the United States 
market, and it's a relationship that we welcome. But it is a commercial 
relationship. 


Q What is the border situation -- immigration? 


. Q And the link with the current legislation, please, 
sir. 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the situation with 
regard to immigration on the border is that the transitive undocumented 
persons from Mexico to the United States, of course, continues. It is 
& matter to which the Simpson-Mazzoli Bill is directed in a number of 
ways. Let me recall to you briefly the major things that the Simpson- 
Mazzoli Bill will do. 


It would, on the one hand, impose sanctions on employers 
in the United States that employ persons that do not have the right 
to work in the United States. It would at the same time create an 
amnesty for persons who had been in the United States as undocumented 
workers for more than a certain period of time, and it would create 
new ability to police effectively our safety and fair wage laws as 
they apply or could apply to workers that have been undocumented in the 
past. So it's a mix of things. In addition to that, it would increase 
by 20,000 the annual immigration quota for Mexico and Canada. 


Q Which is what?- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Twenty thousand. 
Q No. It was increased by 20,000. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

q In Mexico? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And Canada, yes. 
Q What is the count for the -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's twenty. 

Q Oh, I see. 

Q How many -- 


Q I want to get back to my question of before. 
Is it the administration's view that the increase in Mexican oil 
exports to the United States improves the President's flexibility 
and options in the Middle East? And if so, are there going to be 
attempts to continue that -- keeping that flow at a high level? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me take the 
question on the other side -- is that our dependence on Middle East 
oil has, in fact, decreased sharply from the latter part of the ‘70's, 
and it is a major and significant change in the international energy 
picture and in the international strategic picture. It does clearly 
give more options to the United States, less vulnerability than was 
true of the period of the '70's. I would wish to say that this is 
something that the United States welcomes, to have a better balance 
of its supply relationships. Obviously, that's an object of policy 
overall. But it is the market that has produced this. 


Q Is the administration considering any increase or 
addition to the aid that we have already provided to Mexico in its 
economic crisis? And if so, what kinds of things are you considering? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, the packages 
worked out i: August was a package which was designed to create time for 
a stabilization plan development and negotiaticns with the IMF.~ Those 
are going on now. And so this is not a subject which we expect to be 
dealt with at the meeting or which is currently under consideration. 


Q It's not under consideration now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Those packages 
stand and they are designed to give -- they were designed to give a 
time for working out of these longer-term matters and negotiations. 


Q If the President-Elect should ask for some further 
aid from the United States, what kinds of things -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're getting into very 
hypothetical questions now. I -- 


* 


Q Well, let's leave the first part off. What kinds of 
things could the administration do for Mexico further? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, there's no -- 
that's not a current policy issue, and I have no reason to expect 
that it will become one. 


Q What's the timetable on this stabilization plan? 
How much breathing time is there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The packages that were 
developed in August are essentially three-month packages. I don't 


’ know whether the precise timing is all that significant because they 


were clearly rather large sums of money, which were 
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designed to provide a margin in between, and negotiations with 
the fund discussions are actively underway at the present time. 


Q How would you characterize the effects of the 
Mexican financial crisis on border businesses? How would you 


describe them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: The situation in 
the course of the last year has been one in which much of the 
time the Mexican peso has been judged by the market to be over 
valued. And that has meant that there was a very strong 
advantage for Mexicans to come to make purchases in the United 
States, a particular advantage. And a very substantial trade 
of that kind developed. The abrupt change in the value of the 
peso and the controls that have been put on have, obviously, 
eliminated much of that business. 


Q What has been the impact on American businesses 
along the border? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think it 
has been one, first, of very substantial expansion early in the 
year, and very substantial contraction now. 


Q How many undocumented -- 


Q You made a big point of saying that the U.S. 
is not involved in these IMF negotiations. Could you at least 
comment, in a general way, on the reports that the United States 
does favor certain steps to be taken by Mexico to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; I do not want 
to comment on that. 


Q Does the United States believe that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not 
involved in the discussions with the IMF. 


Q Does the United States believe the de la Madrid 
government will be more receptive to the U.S. position on the 
Caribbean Basin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have had a 
series of agreements and disagreements on the Caribbean Basin 
as a whole. As you know, we are joined together in the Caribbean 
Basin Initiative. Mexico is part of it, along with Venzuela, 
Columbia, and Canada, and the United States. And we have agreed 
on the essentiality of addressing that. Mexico is providing 
assistance in oil purchases, and, in spite of its financial 
crisis, is continuing to do thac. And recently that was 
reaffirmed. 


I think it would be entirely wrong to speculate at 
all on positions that the President-Elect would take. I am 
sure he will be defining those, but, largely, after he takes 
office in the same manner an American President-Elect would. 


Q So you are saying that it is unlikely the 
President will get any indication of how de la Madrid may 
approach the Caribbean Basin Initiative or problems in 
Central America? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not saying 
that. I am saying that I am not speculating on that. 


Q Are they likely just to survey what the 
Situation is, and leave it at that as opposed to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sure that 
they will look at the area. I am sure they will talk about 
Central America and the economic and political and security 
problems in the area. I am sure they will. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let us take 
two more questions. 


Q Can you tell us if Lopez Portillo's 
de la Madrid's policies with regard to Central America are 
roughly the same? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not aware 
that the President-Elect of Mexico has defined a -- 


Q He did run for President, right? I am 
assuming he put out some position on it, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He ran for 
President. And his own statements to the -- I think that -- 
I am not at all certain that Central America played a very 
substantial role in the campaign. But I am sure that there 
are statements from him on that. Mexico -- let me say, 
overall, that Mexican foreign policy has a very broad 
continuity to it from administration to administration. And 
I am sure that that will be a factor in whatever policy he 
defines. But I think it is not for us now to start trying 
to say what his policy is before he has defined it, and then 
compare it with earlier ones. 


Q But he has not defined a position on 
Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has -- to the 
degree I can recall the statements during the campaign, they 
were statements which were very supportive of the basic Mexican 
position on the area. Let me put it the other way around. The 
campaign did not signal differences in this area. 


Q You said the traffic of illegal immigrants 
has continued since the deepening of the economic crisis. Has 
it worsened? And, if so, by how much? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is very hard 
to get a fix on that. There were some indications of a larger 
number in August, fragmentary indications. We are not absolutely 
certain whether they continue or not at the present time. 
There probably are -- there appear to be somewhat larger numbers. 
But it is not -- it is very hard to tell, because you are dealing 
only with those that are apprehended. 


Q How about the Tijuana-San Diego border? Is 
there any rough estimate of how many people do come in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In that 
particular part of the border? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There may be, but 
I do not know what it is. 
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Q What is the current attitude toward them 
coming in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I have 
here, if I might cite to you, a quote from de la Madrid on that, 
or at least a statement 
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in his October 3rd interview with John Houston. He did say that Mexico 
does not have the economic ability at the present time to provide 
sufficient employment for all of its own people, and that the U.S. does 
require laborers for work that its own citizens do not -- 


Q Could you go back to, "And the U.S. --" 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, this is a 
paraphrase. 


Q Yes, I understand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. does require 
laborers for work that its own citizens do not wish to undertake -- 
said that there is a structural imbalance in the Mexican economic 
system which provokes migration. And it's this imbalance within the 
Mexican economy which must be addressed according to Mr. de la Madrid 
and not its result, the illegal migration problem. 


With respect to the illegal migration problem, two countries 
must make sure that the human dignity and rights of these workers are 
respected. The United States has the right to establish its own 
immigration policy. President-Elect de la Madrid expressed his hope 
for a humanitarian policy. This is a quote, "So that the Mexican workers 
can be treated in the same manner and with the same equality as U.S. 
workers." 


And, indeed, that is one of the objectives of the Simpson- 
Mazzoli bill. 


Q What is Mexico's -- what's Mexico's unemployment rate? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's very hard to tell 
because the underemployment is such a major phenomenon in Mexico. But 
it's an entirely -- I mean, there's no way you can compare their situation 
with the United States with slightly less than 10 percent. The figures 


simply do not come out on the same basis. On that basis -— on an 
underemployment would be a very high figure indeed. 


Q Secretary Shultz will be there on -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he will. 


Q And what are they doing in Tijuana? Just placing a 
reef -- is that the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
Q The reef where? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Benito Juarez Monument. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:50 A.M. EDT 





gn 


‘ Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRESIDENT SOEHARTO OF INDONESIA 


October 6, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
3:04 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would like first 
before taking your questions to run over the general outline of 
what President Soeharto will be doing in the United States. First 
of all, let me say that the correct spelling of his name is 
S-o-e-h-a-r-t-o -- Soeharto, not S-u. 


The President arrives with his party on October 
10, Sunday, at Greensboro, North Carolina by the Indonesian 
DC-10 Garuda, and will be met there by our Chief of Protocol 
and by our Assistant Secretary of State, Mr. Holdridge, Assistant 
Secretary for East Asia and Pacific Affairs. 


The party will go immediately by U.S. aircraft to 
the Greenbriar in West Virginia. They will spend Sunday night, 
Monday, and Monday night at the Greenbriar, resting from the 
President's previous State visit to Spain. He will have spent 
the previous four days in Spain. 


On Tuesday morning early, that's October 12, President 
Soeharto and Mrs. Soeharto will fly to Andrews. We will have the 
standard procedure at Andrews and then fly by helicopter to the 
Reflecting Pool where the party will have the official greeting 
by Secretary of State Shultz and Mrs. Shultz. They will then 
repair to the Blair House briefly and then over to the White 
House at 10:00 a.m. for the official greeting ceremony by President 
and Mrs. Reagan. That will take about 30 minutes and after that we 
will spend the balance of the morning in talks in the White 
House. 


At lunch that day, which is Tuesday, Secretary Shultz 
will host a working lunch for Foreign Minister Mochtar, and for 
Minister of the Economy Widjojo, and for Minister of State Soedharmono 
in the State Department plus other officials -- a total of approximately 
24 persons. And then after lunch, Secretary Shultz will meet with 
Foreign Minister Mochtar for a brief time, 30 minutes or more. 


In the afternoon, Vice President Bush and Secretary 
Shultz will pay cails on President Soeharto in his hotel. In 
the evening, there will be the State Dinner. The next morning, 
President Soeharto will receive members of the Indonesian community 
in the Indonesian Embassy for about an hour and a half. And at 
approximately 11:00 a.m. in the morning President Soeharto and 
his party will depart Andrews for Cape Canaveral, Florida where 
they will have a program of about two hours. After Cape Canaveral, 
they will fly to Houston where they will spend the night. The 
two events planned in Houston are a visit to the Johnson Space 
Center and a visit to the DeBakey Heart Clinic. 


The Soehartos are very much interested in heart 
surgery, establishing a clinic for themselves in Indonesia modeled. 
along the DeBakey lines. And they have long been interested in 
visiting the DeBakey operation. They will spend the night in 
Houston and then fly to Honolulu. They will spend a night in 
Honolulu and prepare for the trip to Seoul. 


President Soeharto will be making two subsequent 
visits -- one to The Republic of Korea and the other to Japan 
after his visit here. 


Let me just make a few comments, if I may, regarding 
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what we see as the major themes, the general ambiance of the 
Soeharto State visit -- give you a sense of how we view it. 
First of all, we want this visit to emphasize the broad areas of 
common U.S.-Indonesian interests. We want to make clear in our 
personal contacts with the Soehartos and the members of their 
party and to the American public that the United States views 
Indonesia as a front-ranked power in Asia. 
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And finally we want to give appropriate recognition to 
President Soeharto as Indonesia's leader for the past 16 years. This 
is his third trip to the United States in this capacity and we want this 
visit to symbolize the excellent relationship between the United States 
and Indonesia. 


I think most of you will already appreciate the strategic, 
geographical importance of Indonesia. I think that is well known. I 
think that it is less appreciated, however, that Indonesia has the poten- 
tial to acheive major power status in Asia in the very near future -- 
certainly by the end of this century -- indeed a major status in the world. 


As I say, I believe the visit -- the most important encap- 
sulization, if you wish, of the visit is to symbolize our recognition 
of Indonesia's importance and our desire forastrengthened bilateral 
relationship. 


Another important theme, I believe, will be to reaffirm 
the United States support for the Association of Southeast Asian 
Nations -- ASEAN -- and as part of that we want to reiterate our support 
of ASEAN's Kampuchea strategy. As you know, Indonesia plays a leading 
role in ASEAN, considers ASEAN extremely important to its own interests 
and the United States, for its part, sees its relationship with ASEAN 
the organization and the five countries which make up that organization 
as really the keystone of our policy towards Southeast Asia. 


The visit, we would hope, would touch upon a number of 
global concerns. Certainly we will hope to present our appreciation 
of the strategic balance of events in Asia generally and certainly 
on U.S. efforts for peace in the Middle East. We will listen with 
great interest to what the Indonesians have to say on these and other 
key issues. 


I think the question of Indonesian economic growth and 
modernization will certainly be among the topics raised. The United 
States would like to enhance prospects for continued Indonesian economic 
growth and we intend to reaffirm our intention to be of assistance where 
we can, including in the development of Indonesia's private sector and 
in assuring a positive bilateral trade and investment relationship. 
Indonesia has made quite remarkable strides since the mid-60's and we 
believe that a positive trade relationship and development of their 
private sector by promoting U.S. investment and by participating in 
major projects will be extremely helpful to both countries. 


We would like to follow through on scientific and technolo- 
gical collaboration. We have already had a number of exchanges -- a 
number of visits and exchanges of ideas on this topic. 


I think with that I will just ask for your questions, if 
I may. 


Q Is Secretary Holdridge going to spend the weekend 
with the President at Greenbriar? Is that the plan? Are they going 
to meet out there? You said “they” will proceed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he will accompany 
the President to Greenbriar, wiil stay a short time, and then will 
depart. 


Q So it is simply a rest-stop for him? ° 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a rest stop for the 
Soeharto party. As I say, they will have come off a long trip from 
Indonesia followed by their four-day state visit in Spain, so it is 
primarily a rest stop. 
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Q Is he staying at Blair House? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he is not. Blair House 
is closed for repair. He will be staying at the Madison Hotel. 


Q The Soeharto government, out of all the ASEAN nations, 
has been perhaps the least enthusiastic about the plan of going into 
the coalition, including the -- forces for Kampuchea and is also being 
the least enthusiastic about China's role in Asia. Could you comment 
on what we intend to discuss with him in those areas or are we actually 
seeing this really as an opportunity to try to influence his policies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot really comment on 
the specifics of any conversation we would have on the Kampuchea issue. 
I would say only that we have had really a continuing dialogue with the 
Indonesians on this and with the ASEAN's themselves. The most recent 
conversation was just in New York between Secretary Shultz and Secretary 
Mochtar, 


so there is a constant exchange of ideas. 


From everything we get from the Indonesians, they appear 
to be completely supportive of ASEAN's approach towards the Kampuchea 
situation. Indeed, that has come from President Soeharto himself in 
very unmistakable terms and certainly from Foreign Minister Mochtar. 

I would say that in the Secretary's breakfast for the ASEAN Foreign 
Ministers a week ago today in New York, it was quite clear the very 
general unity of views on the Kampuchea situation. 


Q Will you outline for us what the ASEAN position is 
On Kampuchea, briefly? 


gn 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, very, very briefly. 
There was the -- last summer, a year ago July, the International 
Conference on Kampuchea in New York, the result of which was a widely 
supported resolution in the UN that called for a number of things, but 
I think the two salient points are: The complete withdrawal of Vietnamese 
forces from Kampuchea and a mechanism whereby there could be popular 
elections in Kampuchea so that the Kampuchean people would have a chance 
to choose their own government. There are other aspects of that, but 
that essentially is it. And the ASEANs are hanging very tough on that 
as the basis for a settlement of what they consider to be a threat to 
stability in their area. 


Yes, ma'am. 


Q Will this be their first meeting? And what kind of 
aid do we give Indonesia now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Between the Presidents? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Reagan, when 
he was Governor, visited Jakarta in 1973, in late 1973. I believe 
beyond the meeting there at that time, they have not met since. 


In answer to your second question, we do have several 
forms of assistance which we provide Indonesia. For Fiscal 1982 we 
provided Indonesia approximately $67 million in development assistance, 
economic aid. We provided approximately $17.5 million in PL-480, 
food -- I'm sorry -- make that $23 million total, $23 million total in 
PL-480. And in foreign military sales credits, the figure for Fiscal 
1982 was $40 million. In addition, we --- 
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Q Forty -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry? Forty -- $40 
million, yes. 


So in the economic sector our pledge at the International 
Group on Indonesia, the IGI, which takes place every year in Amsterdam 
in the spring -- our pledge this year and last year has been slightly 
under $100 million total. Now, on the military side, I mentioned the 
$40 million foreign military sales credit. We also have a large 
IMET -- International Military and Education Training program -- one 
of the largest that we have in the world. The figure for 1982 Fiscal 
Year is $2.2 million. 


Q Is there a U.S. Ambassador there now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there is not. . 
We have a Charge, John Menjo, who has been there for almost one year. 


Q Will the U.S. Ambassador be announced -- or 
nominated during this visit? Hasn't that become kind of a rub between 
the two countries, there being an ambassador for a year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I better not 
address any question on that particular subject. That's something 
that is not within my purview to address. 
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Q Will you comment on the China aspect, that relationship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think China, Japan, 
and the general situation in Asia, including our relationship with 
China, how it has gone, our relationship with Japan, Korea -- I think 
those are logical topics for discussion between the two Presidents. 
Specifically what they say to each other, I don't think I could 
predict, but certainly the Indonesians have very much in mind, how 
our relationship with China is developing. Indeed, the ASEANs and 
we have a continuing dialogue on that. It's a perpetual subject and 
we have a very full exchange of ideas on that. 


Q Do you expect the lack of an Ambassador to be raised 
in any way, shape or form? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea. As I 
say, I'd like to just not address that at all. , 


Q Will Soeharto be seeking anything in particular? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that we know of. 
We have no 





sense at all that he is coming with a shopping list. I think -- 
we believe that Indonesians view this very much in the same way 
that we do, namely, in a very grand sense to confirm the excellent 
state of relations that exist between our two countries. And I 
think they view it very symbolically in that sense. 


Q You explained why they are going to the 
DeBakey Clinic. What is their interest in space? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Their interest in 
space -- apparently, President Soeharto is a space buff. He has 
long admired, among other things, the shuttle. He wants to see 
the shuttle on its pad in Cape Canaveral. He is going to get 
the best tour that we can lay on. And we are sorry that we 
cannot launch the next shuttie a little bit early. But he 
has expressed a precise interest in that. 


gn 


Also, next year, we are going to launch, on behalf 
of the Indonesians, a communications satellite from Cape 
Canaveral. That will be next spring sometime. So he wants 
to see that. There will be a mock up -- a mock rehearsal of 
the Indonesian space shot for the President. 


Now, at DeBakey, it is a question of President and 
Mrs. Soeharto'’s long having an interest in establishing a similar 
kind of facility in their country. And they know of the DeBakey 
Clinic as one of the premiere clinics of its type in the United 
States. And they -- I believe they have had personal correspondence 
with -- or at least indirectly -- with Dr. DeBakey. And they view 
this as a chance to really see it first hand. It is not at all -- 
let me disabuse you of any notion that it is relating to anything 
having to do with the President's health. That is not it at all. 
They are going for about an hour and a half to see for themselves 
how it operates. 


Okay; are there other questions? 
Q Let me try one more. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes; sure. 
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Q Will East Timor be discussed, and will the 
United States announce any policy on East Timor? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our policy on 
East Timor has been very articulately stated in the testimony 
by Assistant Secretary Holdridge about two weeks ago before 
the Solar Sub-Committee on East Asia and Pacific. It is outlined 
there in very great detail. And I do not think I can elaborate 
beyond that. 


As to being more specific about subjects to be 
discussed during this visit, I think I have given you the grand 
lines of how we are going to approach it. And I do not think I 
can get into any more specific detail. 


Q Do you expect any announcement about increases 
in aid levels? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Given the way things 
are going on the Hill and elsewhere, I would not anticipate any 
announcements of that sort. We do not see the visit as a platform - 
on which to announce new demarches or new programs. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 3:23 P.M. EDT 








BRIEFING 


| V 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE \ 
AT 


U.N. PLAZA HOTEL, NEW YORK CITY 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER §, 1982, 3:30 P.M. 





DEPT. OFFICIAL: You've just come from the lunch. 
Why don't you give us a little readout on the luncheon as 
well. 





SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Sure. First, I would like to 
say that I don't like standing up the press corps. We didn't 
mean to be as late as we were, but we had a most successful 
luncheon that is finished now. It was the annual OAU lunch 
which is hosted each year by the Secretary of State. We had a 
large turnout of African Foreign Ministers and Perm-Reps for 
this annual event in which, basically, people have a chance to 
talk and to see each other who would not necessarily otherwise 
have a chance to do so -=- to compare notes and toasts were 
exchanged. 


The Secretary was at considerable pains to point out 
the obvious importance we attach to our relations with Africa, 
the fact of the forthcoming trip of the Vice-President to seven 
African nations next month, and just the obvious points that 
we do recognize the importance of our political, economic, and 
other interests in Africa, the fact that we Americans come from 
many other lands and that many Americans specifically derive 
their heritage from Africa. . 
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The Secretary made particular stress upon two points, one, 
the economic crisis which affects Africa and the essential 
importance of our getting our own economic house in order as 
a means of addressing the world economic recession, and the 
recession which faces and complicates the lives of so many 
Africans; secondly, the high attention that we place -- and we 
know Africans place also -- on the issue of Namibia and the 
independence for Namibia. He made clear our determination to 
give every effort that we have to resolving that problem. 


His remarks were followed, on behalf of the.African guests, 
by the Foreign Minister of Kenya. As you know, there is a 
continuing crisis, I guess one could say, within the OAU, a 
division of the OAU, which has had the net reSult that Kenya 
continues as the Acting Chairman of that organization, so the- 
Foreign Minister of Kenya replied on behalf of the African guests. 











The second thing I wanted to say is, this is obviously the 
U.N. season in which everyone is flocking to town to get in his 
point of view concerning, regional, and their own national views 
of things. We have had a chance to have many, many contacts 
with our counterparts and colleagues from Africa. The Secretary 
today has met with the Kenyan Foreign Minister, the Tanzanian 
Foreign Minister,eand will be seeing later this afternoon or 
is seeing him right now, the Foreign Minister of Mozambique -- 
three countries which, for a variety of reasons both national 
and continent-wide, are very important contacts for him to be 
making. All three of them have interests specifically in the 
Southern African negotiations, and he has had a chance to get 
their counsel and to share his sense of the state of play in 
those negotiations during these meetings. There will, of course, 
be others as well. 








The third thing I want to say just in general is that we 
have been doing a fair amount in the past two weeks concerning 
the Southern African negotiations. Last week, there were a- 
number of meetings at my level. ‘' ore importantly, the Secretary 
hosted a breakfast of the Contact Group of Foreign Ministers, 
that is the Western Five nations -- I don't think I need to go. | 
through them as to who they are -- who are members of the Contact 
Group seeking to negotiate the issue of Namibia's independence. 


It was a very useful session that took place last Friday 
at the Ministerial level, at which we compared notes, exchanged 
views on how we can continue to pursue and accelerate the pace 
on these negotiations and develop common plans for taking the 
next step. There was a communique issued, which I'm sure John 
has already posted and distributed, which indicated where: we 
see it at this point. 
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As you also know, there have been recent missions to 
Angola for the separate discussions that concerned our bilateral 
dialogue with the Angolans on the full range of issues before 
us including Namibia, including bilateral relations, and 
including the issue of Cuban troop withdrawal. So we have been 
focusing on all these questions with some intensity these past 
two weeks. We will continue to do so here, in Washington, in 
Africa, in the Contact Group capitals, and wherever, to push 
this ball forward. 


tte | 


I think I'll stop there and go to questions. 
Are you ON BACKGROUND now? 
Yes. "Senior State Department Official." 


Q 
A 
Q Are you suffering from paranoia about Cuba? (Laughter) 
A 





Pardon? 
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Q Are you suffering from paranoia about Cuba, as 
the Angolan Foreign Minister seems to think? 


A I wouldn't call it paranoia, no. We're trying to 
negotiate a settlement, and it is our firm conviction that for 
there to be a settlement, we have to be practical, we have to 
be realistic, we-have to recognize that there is a certain 
political peality in the region; and we are seeking to address 


that reality. 


It's not a question of American paranoia; it's a question 
of a long-standing situation that remains unresolved -- on the 
one hand, the continued occupation of Namibia by South Africa 
and on the other hand, the continuing presence in Angola, seven 
years after independence,of foreign forces. 


We believe there is an historic opportunity to resolve 
these questions in parallel, recognizing that they are distinct 
issues to be handled in separate channels. 


Q Would you agree with Paulo Jorge that there are 5, 000. 
South African soldiers permanently in Angola? 


A I wouldn't agree with his numbers or with his language, 
but I'm not here to debate the Angolan Foreign Minister. We 
have something of an understanding, I think, that the specifics 
of our negotiation are not a proper subject for public discussion, 
and I intend to follow that general principle. 


Q Could you give a characterization of the meetings that 
have been held in Luanda recently by Mr. Wisner and Mr. Walters? 


,Can you say how things are going, or are you prevented from 


doing so? 


_A We believe that there has been substantial progress 
toward the framework of an agreement on all the issues that 
remain; but we are some distance still from a final agreement, 
and we are going to "give it our best shot." 


We have no evidence that anybody else has a different view 
or wishes to break things off or to claim that there has »°en any 
kind of breakdown or impasse. So I would say that as le : 
that is the case, as long as people are anxious, as wea . 2 
continue the dialogue, we will continue to do so also. 


Q Have you detected a new, and from your standpoint, more 
depressing tone in the bilateral talks with Ahgola in the last 
week or two? - 


A No. I'would go off the record and say this, that 
whenever people come to New York to give speeches before the 
UNGA, one can expect a new and different tone, that is to say a 
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tone for the record, a tone for history, a tone for various 
domestic and foreign audiences. We don't consider what he 
said in that arena represents what is really of interest to us. 


Q I wasn't asking about UNGA speeches; I was asking 
about the tone of the talks in Luanda. There are western 
diplomats and American diplomats who say the tone has changed 
sharply for the worse in the past week or two weeks. 

A I_wowid not characterize the tone as having shifted 
sharply for the worse. I would simply say that we are dealing 
with some very difficult issues. We have some distance to go, 
and we have not gotten to the degree of precision and specificity 
that would require to get an agreement. We do have considerable 
elements of agreement about a framework that would enable us to 
settle this problem. 


Q When you say you haven't received the specificity tha 
is required, I take it you mean that you have been unable to 
get anywhere on a timetable for the withdrawal of Cuban troops? 

A .I'm not going to go beyond what I've said. These ~ 
are diplomatic discussi*1s and will remain that way. 

Q At the luncheon with the African Ministers, the 
Front Line States complained about the about the tone of 
President Reagan's letter to them, which is reported in 
Zimbabwe today, having said there won't be a settlement 
unless the Cubans go. Was this letter discussed in the luncheon? 


a Not at the table I was sitting at anyway. | — 
| Q Do you have any comment on the contents of the letter 
as published in Zimbabwe today that the President wrote to the 
Front Line States? 


A I haven't seen the press reports that you are referring 
to, sir, so I don't know what was published in the Zimbabwe pres 
today, but we have had a number of communications at the very 
highest levels of our government with the highest levels of 
various African governments. This particular document that you 
refer to I'm not going to confirm or deny the existence of, or 
the validity of, but we do communicate at the highest levels, 
which simply signifies that this government, the-~United States 
Government, attaches the very greatest importance to these 
negotiations and engages in them at the highest level and will 
continue to do that. I think that is the key point. But there 
was no addressing of this issue or the contents of the letter 
at the luncheon that just took place. 





a 
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.Q I know you have been reluctant all along to draw a 
direct link between Cuban troops there in Angola and the 
Namibian settlement, but could you say this: If you could 
resolve the issue of troops in Angola, do you think it would 
take you very long, to finish the Namibian problem? 


A We've made really very considerable progress on the 
Namibian issues, skipping the Namibian issues that concern 
aspects of Resokution 435. Those which remain are manageable 
issues there. There are intellectually identifiable solutions 
to all of them, and I don't anticipate that any of them will be 
major hurdles as soon as we can make the necessary parallel 


progress that we will require on the - now on the Angola 
question. 
Q So, in other words, the Cuban troops there remain the 


stumbling block to the Namibian settlement? 


A They remain an important issue, an important issue. 
There are other issues, obviously, as you know on the Namibia 
question which are not yet resolved, and we are working on them 
with every effort to push them to agreement -- such things as 
the question of which electoral system will be chosen and 
what is the composition of the U.N. force and so on. Those 
discussions are between us. 


Q Some of the African participants in the discussions are 
saying there had been really fundamental commitment by the 
South Africans that Namibia should be free. Will you be able to 
secure this, or rather than saying so, the South Africans' 
possible intention to grant Namibia independence or to agree to 


- the implementation of the plan? 


‘A You know, in a negotiation, I think it is pretty 
obvious in any negotiation that the parties which have the most 


at stake will be the ones playing their cards close to their chest. 


Any other pattern of behavior would be remarkable. We wouldn't 
expect South Africa to be any different in that respect. 


I would say this: We feel the South African Government has 
been involved in this exercise in good faith, that it does wish 
to see a settlement of this question. It doesn't have anything 
to gain from the continued open-ended development of the war. 

It is costly in both treasury and in lives for all sides. We 
don't see any evidence that the South African.Government wishes 
the Namibian conflict to continve in the future’ 


Their interest in the settlement is obviously based on the 
terms of that settlement, and they, like any party, will seek 
to get the best terms they can. So I don't think it's a blank 
check. No, it's not a “settlement at any price” any more than 
it is to SWAPO. 





Q There seems to be always this problem of the 
Americans being optimistic about a settlement in Namibia 
coming early and all the other parties keep Saying that there 
is so much to be done yet. Would you be willing to, say, take 
any rough time estimates of how long you think this thing 1s 
going to go? 





oo ++ omy 


A It's hard to do that. I'm not sure I'm all that 
eager to be-laying down additional timetables. We have had 
some targets in-the past: some of them have slipped; some 
of them have not. I think we have made remarkable progress 
in terms of speed on the Phase Two issues which involve the 
whole conflicts raised the U.N. Force which 
would go into place during the transition. 


Basically, in the period May to August of this year, we 
have resolved virtually all of those questions, which if the 
parties wished to, could go on for years. So from that sense, 
we are very clear in our own analysis that there has been 
Significant progress that has been made. 


Clearly, when parties are entering into the final stages, 
the really tough patches of the negotiations, it is in their 
-nterest to indicate that, no, there still is a substantial 
distance and, no, we have major issues to resolve and so forth. 
Thit is normal negotiations part of.a bargaining approach. 

If I were the Angolans, the South Africans, or the Tanzanians, 

I'd say the same thing. But I don't think privately -- and 

this is what I have underlined -- I don't think privately that 

any of the key parties would deny the substantial progress 

that has been made (and that includes the Angolan Government, 

at includes SWAPO, it includes the South Africans, and includes 
' the Chairman of the Front Line States ...... 
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-Q Are you identified.as a key player in all these 
negotiations, on the outstanding key issues remaining? 


A I think I more or less have. There are several 
Namibia issues -- the choice of an electoral system to be used 
by the Constituent Assembly. There is agreement that that 
choice, first of all, will be made consistent with the terms of 
435; second that it will be made within the context of either 

straight proportional representation or pure single=member 

: districts and that that decision must be made atthe appropriate 
time, and that that implies that whatever may be said publicly, 
that both SWAPO and the Front Line, on the one: hand, and 
South Africa, on the other hand, accept that that is the way 
it will be done. - 


Secondly, the issue of the composition of the U.N. Force, 
both the military and civilian components thereof, there has 
been a lot of progress on that, but there are still some units 
of the U.N. Force which have not been identified. Discussions 
continue on that issue. 
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Finally, there are some logistical planning details for 
the force which are still being worked out between the 
Secretariat of the U.N. and the South African authorities. 
That's on that side of the agenda. Then, there is the issue 
that we are seekimg to get parallel progress on which concerns 
an agreement on the issue of Cuban withdrawal from Angola. 


In conhection with that and with the Namibia plan, there 
has to be progress on -- there is progress on the question of 
a ceasefire and the precise arrangements for a ceasefire. We 
are working on that issue as well, so I think that's basically -- 


Q Is any date for a ceasefire being tossed about? 
A As soon as possible. 
Q Could you characterize what the differences might: be 


on the question of the ceasefire and the arrangements involved 
in that? 

A ~I don't think it really ever serves a purpose for a 
mediator to try and characterize the differences in the public 
arena even on a BACKGROUND basis, but I would say this: the 
Situation is considerably more complicated than it might have 
appeared to be at first. It's not'simply a case of saying, 
"There shall be peace on Day X." There has to be a procedure 
that involves clearly understood commitments on all sides as to 
how forces wiil become disengaged, first of all; and secondly, 
in which areas they will become disengaged and what the - 


Sefinition of "ceasefire" really is. 


We are dealing here with a situation in which there are 
forces of the governments of both Angola and South Africa; 
there are guerrillas involved; there are foreign patrons of 
the government involved, at least in Angola; so it's not an 
easy matter. But we have actually discussed and achieved, I 
think, considerable progress on the framework for a ceasefire, 
some of the broad principles of a ceasefire, the mechanisms 
of a ceasefire. We are now to a few issues about the ceasefire 
which remain to be worked out. 


Q In answer to an earlier question, you said it wasn't 
paranoia, but political realism that governs your concern over 
Cuban troops. I wonder if you could expand on that a little, 
even though it may seem obvious. Did you not“mean that it is 
political realism to expect that if South Africa is to agree 
to Namibian independence, South Africa will want in return the 
departure of Cuban troops? . 
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A We mean that there has to be something in it in 
political and security terms for everybody. That is precisely 
your point, I'm thinking, but it's not a one-sided deal. We 
don't see any great desire on the part of either Angolans or 
Africans for the indefinite continuation in Angola of the 
Cuban Bupeditiongry, Force. 


Q Do you expect there to be ‘something in the deal for 
the United States? And if so, how does that tie up with your 
own characterization of being a mediator? 


A The United States, I think, is really straightforward. 
We have an interest in a prosperous and relatively secure southern 
Africa. What we see today is a potentially prosperous southern 
Africa and a rather insecure environment there, in which there. 
is cross-border activity in both directions, in which there is 
some degree of polarized conflict, some degree of international 
involvement in fueling these conflicts. 


We would like to bring that whole spiral, that whole syndrome, 
as best we can under a greater measure of control. It is in our - 
interest to see a more stable and more secure southern Africa 
for a variety of reasons, political, strategic, economic, and 
so on. So that's what we have to gain by it. I don't think it's 
a question that's more complicated than that. 


Q But you characterized, if I understood you right, your 
own role, at least the United States role, as that of a 
mediator, is that correct? 


A Yes, indeed -- we and our partners of the five.- 


Absolutely. 
Q So you're participant mediators, right? 
A Most mediators have an interest in mediating or they 


wouldn't de it. In that sense, yes. 


Q Well, in industrial relations, mediators can get paid 
paid for cutting the middle, and they don't have an interest 
other than that. 


A Well, this is an active mediation, if you Want to call 
it that. Sure, we have an interest in the success’ of our 
mediation. 


Q Yes. I'm not questioning that. But you have an 
interest in what the outcome should be, not just in gesteng 
an outcome. 


A I think that's fair to say, sure. I'd be surprised 
if it would be otherwise. 
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Q I think the impression is that the United States is 
more interested in getting Cuban troops out of Angola than 
anybody else is. 


A I don't-think it's a question of characterizing 
who is the most interested in the issue. We are interested 
in getting a settlement. We don't see that there is a whole 
lot of prospect: of getting one if you can't get progress on 
that issue.-- .-- 

Q Progress is good enough, though? I mean an under- 
standing that there will be a future, as he was saying yesterday, 
if Angola and Cuba agree on a future -- the beginning of a 
gradual reduction. Is that good enough? 


A I'm not going to define the terms of settlement 
here in this forum. We are talking about something which is 
sufficiently credible, sufficiently tangible that it provides 
a basis for everyone to go forward. That's what we are seeking. 


I'm not going to comment on public speeches of Paulo 
Jorge any more than he would want to comment on mine. 


Q Oh, he will. (Laughter) . 


Q What can you say about normalization of diplomatic 
relations between Angola and the United States in this process? 


A Simply that we have always felt from the beginning 
of this Administration -- and in that respect, although not in 
every respect, we are behaving in a manner fully consistent with 


_ ‘Our predecessors, going back to President Ford -= that the issue 


we are talking about does have a bearing on our diplomatic 
relations or lack of them. 


If settlement occurs, if there is a regional settlement, 
I would expect that we would see, in that context, movement 
toward the normalization of our relations with Angola. It is 
certainly something which.we have the impression is desired by 
virtually everyone in the region and by our allies, and we have no 
reason not to want it ourselves. 


Q In the normalization issue, is there:a linkage or 
parallelism? (Laughter) tel 


A We're talking about all these things. being possible in the 
xame context. It's as simple as that. 


Q Can you explain this? In 1978, during the Carter 
Administration, the Cubans were in Angola. In fact, they have 
been there since 1975. At the Geneva Conference in January '78, 
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this Cuban issue was never raised. It never has been until this 
Administration came to power. How did the issue of the Cubans 
suddenly materialize? At what point did this Administration 
realize that the Cubans were a serious factor in your approach 
to the solution of-the Namibian issue? 


Towards the 6nd of the Carter Administration, it was 
likely that a settlement was "at the end of the tunnel.” At 
least, the South Africans weren't even complaining (?) publicly 
or privately ahout it. 


A In 1978, there was a U.N. or Western plan on Namibia 
which became enshrined in terms of Security Council Resolution 
435. : 


which is the basic document there. 


Q - 


A -- which is the basic document and on which we are 
proceeding. There were three years of negotiations on that 
basis which, in the final analysis, produced zero. They 
produced a framework, they produced an outline of a plan, they .- 
produced a lot of things; but they did not produce implementation; 
they did not produce independence for Namibia. That is what we are 
seeking, and it is on that that we must be judged-in the final 
analysis. 


There is no doubt but that this question has agonized us and 
thers for many, many years. We have no incentive in continuing; 
we have no intention of just drawing it out for an indefinite 
future. We're trying to get an agreement of settlement as soon 
as possible. _. 

So if you're asking at what point did we discover the 
truth (laughter), I think we discovered it pretty early on. 

There is nothing new about this. What continues to amaze us is 
that when people throw questions at us saying, "Gee, we thought 
this Cuban issue had sort of faded into the distance, that it 
wasn't an important issue." It's been important in our view from 
day one of our effort, which goes back a year and a half ago. 

We have said so. We haven't changed our tune at all. 


We're not seeking public recriminations about it in debate, 
but this has been our reality. When asked, we have’ said so. 

Q The election point -- when one decides which election 
system to adopt, you said, at the appropriate time, is it Phase 
One or Phase Three now the South Africans are “sliggesting -- 
in other words, do you decide after implementation or do you 
decide before implementation of the plan? ' 


A, There is an intentional ambiguity here which I am not 
going to define with any greater precision. Let me put it this 
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way: The way in which it will be resolved will be acceptable 
to both SWAPO and and South Africa -- the time frame of it. 


Q A year ago you said it was the hope of the Contact 
Group to have a settlement in Namibiz by the end of this year. 
Can you redefine that time frame now? 


A I think if you look at the guidance and the statements 
that have Been ‘made, you will find we have said for some time 
now that we would envisage the prospect of implementation beginning 
in 1982. For those who don't follow it daily -- and I admire those 
of you who don't -- (laughter) “implementation” means the implemen- 
tation cf U.N. Resolution 435. That in itself will take months, 
sO starting the process in ‘82 will not produce independence until 
'83. It remains our view that implementation can begin in ‘82. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:00 p.m.) 








_ “ 


Office of the Press Secretary 
(Coronado, California) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SEVYIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
FOLLOWING THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING 
WITH PRESIDENT-ELECT DE LA MADRID 
OF MEXICO 


October 8, 1982 


The Ballroom 
Hotel del Coronado 
Coronado, California : 


3:52 P.M. PDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me see whether 
I can answer your questions in a minute to some degree. I should 
say that most of the morning was devoted to discussions between 
the two Presidents, the President and President-Elect, alone, 
or with an interpreter present, not with their associates. I've 
had a chance to talk briefly with the President and know the 
general drift of the conversation; but I will not be able to ‘ 
answer your questions in detail on the conversation which was 
essentially between the two men. 


It was a very cordial conversation, extremely cordial 
and warm conversation between the two men. You'll find in it many 


first and then President-Elect de la Madrid making a point of 
stressing the importance of consultation prior to actions that 
could effect the other country. 


Much of the conversation was devoted to economic 
iesues with the President, President Reagan, giving his analysis 
of the situation that he found coming into office, the importance 
of overcoming inflation in this country, the success that had 
been obtained in this country in doing so and his determination 
to carry this forward. 


He expressed gratification at the indications already 
today, which have been on the wires today of an improving situa- 
tion inthe financial markets as evidence of the success that was 
coming to his policy and his determination to continue it. 


The President-Elect discussed in considerable detail 
his own analysis of the economic situation and outlook in Mexico, 
stressing that Mexico now had, with its resources, with its in- 
creasingly education population, with its strong institutions, 
with its -- what he termed its “nationalistically-minded popula- 
tion" -- and by that I think he meant a population of people 
strongly motivated by love of their country and willingness to 
struggle for their country, that Mexico would overcome this 
crisis and that he was committed to that. 


The two Presidents, the President and the President- 
Elect, discussed briefly the situation in Central America where 
there are some signs of change. They pointed out that although 
we Gon't always agree on everything 








gn 
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Q -- in his remarks at the luncheon, the President 
referring to Mexico's financial crisis, said, “We will work with 
you.” What does that mean precisely? Was it a sort of unofficial -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are, as you know, 
—auting with Hansee 63 Gise ans Revo Been Sastoumentel Sn Guevéding 
the resources that are providing the bridge between now and the 
time when Mexico can take the necessary stabilization actions and 
the -- reach an agreement with the International Monetary Fund. 


Q I didn't quite finish my question, sir. 
SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. 


Q I wanted to ask: Was the President foreshadowing 
more help from the United States in addition to the $3.05 billion 
already given? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 
that was his intention. We're not -- no such discussions were 
or -- occurred today or have occurred. I think it is rather a more 
general statement of our support in this crisis. 


Q Was there any discussion about Mexico's oil 
sales to the United States or whether they might be incrcased? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was not. 
There were not, to my knowledge, any discussions about oil as a 
separate topic at all. Yes. 


Q Any discussion of bilateral relations with Cuba 
and Castro? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL No no only the 
situation in Central America and in the region in very general terms. 


Q What did Reagen mean by “out of our economic 
adversity may spring new incentives to explain advanced technplogy--" 


SENIOR DMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that is an idea 
which has animated the President since the very start and it's been 
one of the fundaments of his approach to foreign affairs and to 
relations with the neighbors. He's put particular emphasis on it -- 
convinced that the prosperity of each nation is essential to that 
of the other and that, in effect, much higher levels of eccnomic 
attainment can be attained by working together. You recall his basic 
notion of a North American accord. It was essentially that. 


Q Did he mention anything specific from de la 
Madrid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not make 
specific proposals -- but you saw both men ; 79 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


”- 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


co C 


echoing that theme, did you not -- the importance of prosperity 
in the other country. President-Elect de la Madrid made a 
particular point of that. 


Q What discussions were there a-out ~ 
immigration policy ty both countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The two noted that 
there are a whole series of issues which required active management 
such as fisheries and energy and border questions, trade -- many 
of which, by the way, are, in fact, under active discussion now. 
Those were mentioned as things that in the future when the 
President-Elect takes office, that he would be discussing with 
us. But they were not the subject of substantive discussions 
here -- simply alluded to because of their rather great importance 
in our affairs. 


Q Did they discuss or can you say if the United 
States will be joining in the Venezuelan-Mexican peace initiative 
for the borders in dispute between Honduras and Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not alluded 
to. A letter had gone, as I think you know, to the Mexican and 
Venezuelan Presidents on that subject saying that we thought 
it was, indeed, a very constructive initiative pointing out also 
that it dealt with a part of the problem and that there were 
larger issues too -- regionwide issues such as the prosence of 
military advisers and the potential import of heavy weapons into 
the area and the fact that not every country in the area was 
a democracy or pledged to pluralism or democracy in an effective 
way as issues. But we certainly welcomed the contribution which 
that proposal made. It was not discussed today to my knowledge. 


Yes, sir? 


Q The discussions on Central America, did 
President-Elect de la Madrid give any indicat’ n of what 
be sees Mexico's role in the Caribbean Basin Initiative that 
would be the same as Lopez-Portillo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was very 
briefly alluded to on both sides. Mexico's made a major 
contribution to the -- assistance to the area and joined with 
us in it. You heard the President refer to that also in his 
remarks at luncheon. But it was a very brief discussion. There 
was no change in the position of either side. 


Yes, sir? 


Q When the President was recounting the economic 
problems that he's felt he's coped with in the United States, 
did he go into the unemployment problem at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he said that 
that was clearly an issue that -- on that and described how 
it had evolved and changed over the period. He pointed out that 
when he started office that there was some, I believe, 7.4 
percent unemployment -- a very high figure already, that it had 
increased but major progress had been made towards dealing with 
the inflation and laying the basis for long-term expansion. 


Q Did either man bring up the nationalization 
Of Mexico's banks and if so what -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not to my knowledge. 


Q Was there any discussion of future 


-more~ 
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meetings on either side of the border where some of the issues that 
were skirted at this session could be talked about substantively? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in detail but rather 
in the general notion that there must be not only very close 
consultations in advance, but, in addition to that, that there must be 
very frequent, close consultation, constant communication between the 
two Presidents. That would certainly mean the kind of meeting that 
you're talking about. Wo specifics on that. 


Did President-Elect de la Madrid formally invite 
President — to attend his inauguration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ~ wot aware of that 
if, in fact, that has happened. 


Q Does President Reagan plan to go to the inauguration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not aware of any planning 
on the U.S. delegation at this point. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:02 P.M. PDT 


gn 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


FRIDAY, OCTOBER 8, 1982, 4:30 P.M. 


VISIT OF PRESIDENT SOEHARTO, INDONESIA 
ON OCTOBER 12, 1982 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me fill you in, if 
I may, on the background of the Soeharto visit to the United 
States, the reasons why we have indeed invited President 
Soehacto to pay an official visit to the United States. 


First, Indonesia is a very interesting developing 
country. It is beginning to realize its potential now after 
a period of some 12 or so years of concentrating on capital 
investment; this capital investment is beginning to pay off. 
Those of you who have visited Indonesia over the years as I 
have, I think will begin to see some cather startling changes 
in the whole way of life, certainly in the areas where the 
development has been most concentrated, the areas around 
Java, Sumatra, and Kalimantan (or Borneo) where again, you're 
beginning to see the payoff of long years of tnvestment and 
vecy lacge big-ticket capital projects. 


Indonesia is going to be a very important country 
by the end of this century. Already of course, by virtue of 
its population -- 150,000,000 people -- it is, incidentally, 
the largest Islamic country in the world. It's strategic 
location, the Malacca Straits, Sunda Straits, and Lombok, put 
it cight astride the very strategic oil lines, the lines of 
communication especially for oil between the Middle East and 


Japan. 


It is also a very integral pact of ASEAN. The ASEAN 
countries today are totalling a population of some 
250,000,000. Indonesia is a very important trading partner 
of the United States. We have very large investments there. 
Economically, politically, and in the security sense, we 
regacd our relationship with Indonesia as being extremely 
important. 


Let me talk a little bit about thé .ASEAN aspect, 
that Indonesia is indeed a very key member of ASEAN. The 
Indonesians like to harken back to 1975 or.‘76, when after a 
period of some years of languishing, it began to move ahead 
very vigorously, and its movement ahead was in part 

stimulated by President Soehartu, who had convened a summit 
meeting of all the ASEAN Heads of State at Bali, in January 
1976. I think you can legitimately it was that Bali meeting 
that started the momentum again for ASEAN and turned it into 
the kind of an organization which exists today. 
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The Indonesians take great pride in the fact that 
they were instrumental in getting ASEAN going again, and 
President Soeharto, I know, regards his relationship with the 
ASEAN countries very important; and ASEAN is, in fact, a very 
key element in Indonesian foreign policy. Of course, in that 
cegacd, we, the Indonesians and the rest of ASEAN all see eye 
to eye. Our policy in Southeast Asia takes ASEAN as its 
keystone, and we want to be very supportive of what ASEAN is 
trying to do. 


I might mention that ASEAN has, of course, in the 
last several years played a very key role in the whole 
question of Kampuchea and the Vietnamese occupation of that 
country. The events of this year at the United Nations 
Genecal Assembly bear out the fact that ASEAN continues to 
play a very, very important part in the whole process of 
trying to get the Vienamese out of Kampuchea. As I said, 
we'ce vecy supportive of what ASEAN is trying to do in this 
regacd as well as in other matters. ; 

- _. Apropos of ASEAN in general, the 250 million people 
in ASEAN together represent the United States-fifth largest 
trading pactnec. Last yeac, our total volume of trade both 
ways was overc $21 billion. Together with Indonesia, the 
other countries of ASEAN also occupy a very strategic posi- 
tion as well as an economic position in our scale of things. 


Finally, let me talk about one other aspect. 
President Soeharto has now been president of Indonesia for 16 
years. He is acknowledged as a very major figure on the 
world scene, something of a world statesman. It is President 
Soeharcto, ceally, who has led Indonesia away from the chaos 


‘that chacacterized the Sukarno era, and got Indonesia away 


from the very disasterous economic policies of that time onto 
the development track which I mentioned to you earlier, where 
Indonesia is really making very striking progress. 


President Soeharto is a friend of the United 
States -- we regacd him as such -- and we want to reinforce 
that friendship. His last official visit to the United 
States was in 1970 -- that's 12 years ago; his most recent 
trip was a very informal, very quick one to Camp.David in 
1975. But it is, in our view, the best way to show how high 
we value the celationship with the country, and the people is 
through an official visit by a Chief of State as indeed we're 
anticipating beginning next week. 


Now I'd be vecy happy to answer any questions that 
you would like to throw my way. 
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Q You used the phrase “strengthening the 
relationship." What do you all mean by “strengthening the 
relationship?" Is it a vague term or is it a specific one -- 
you want to strencthen specific military relations? 


A I'm not talking about this in, shall I say, 
military terms. On the contrary, we're not regarding our 
celationship with Indonesia as having any kind of specific 
militacy application. What I am talking about is just a 
degree of understanding -- you might say rcapor -- which exists 
between the two countries, that if there are some differences 
in our approach to international issues, one way to address 
these differences is through person-to-person contact at the 
highest level. Understanding is then increased thereby. 

This is the kind of concept that we have in mind. 


Although there will be other things that will be 
addressed as well, I think the basic point to get’ across . 
hece, Jim, is the kind of the understanding, the , 
stcengthening of the understanding, the rapor, which exists 
between the two countries. ° 


Q What are some of the things on which the two 
countries disagree? 


A I would say that being an Islamic country, we 
would find some differences of approach in Indonesian policy 
with respect to the Middle East situation, but obviously, not 
of a magnitude to interfere with the other factors that I've 
talked about. And we are looking to a very successful visit 
of President Soeharto to the United States. 


Q What is the United States’ assessment of oil 
production coming from Indonesia in the long term? 


A That is a debatable point. At the moment, 
Indonesia is producing about 1.3 million barrels per day. 
That's the figure assigned to it by OPEC. They could do 
more. I think they could probably go up to 1.6 or 1.7 
without any strain. wo (te 

It's anybody's guess how long they could maintain, 
say, total production up around the 1.7 million barrels per 
Gay level. I recall when I was in Singapope.a few years ago, 
there were some projections which suggested that Indonesian 
pceoduction might start to taper off later on in the 80s. 
However, there has been a sufficient amount of exploration 
and development on the part of the oil companies -- and there 
ace a numbec of finds which have been located which haven't 
even begun exploitation yet. I think at this point we would 





' Vecltassified for Publication in Am™™ican Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


I think at this point we would be very reluctant to 
predict when there might be a sloughing off of Indonesian oil 
production. It looks like it will go at present levels, 
capable of going well into certainly the next decade, at the 
production level that it is occupying right now. 


Q There has been some dissent in Indonesia about 
the OPEC policies. Do you see any splits there whatsoever, 
political splits with other oil-producing nations? 


4 I would judge that Indonesia is probably beset 
by the same differences or differences of interpretation that 
affect OPEC as a whole, that we have a situation world-wide 
where the consumption has not been up to what OPEC had pre- 
dicted in areas of oil glut. 


I might add that Indonesia, knowing that there are- 
problems in this cegacd, that is as far as oil production, ‘is 
leoking around for other sources of energy. One of the areas 
whece they are beginning to develop rather markedly is in 
coal, both in Sumatra and in Bornie -- Kalimantan. 


Q Let me just follow that up? I realize that 
they have the same problems as the other oil-producing 
countcies. But what I'm asking about specifically is, do you 
see them staying within the guidelines set down by OPEC as 
fac as low production, or do you think they want to go their 
own way? Do you see any signs of that? 


ry I haven't seen any siaqn that Indonesia is pre- 


-paced to go off in a course independent from the rest of OPEC. 


Q Indonesia's Ambassador yesterday was asked 
whether or not his country saw American foreign policy 
towacds Asia as being coherent and unified. His ceply, as I 
recall, was genecally along the lines that his country seeks 
clacification from the United States on some key points, 
including the United States’ backing for an expanded Japanese 
defense force and the concept that that defense_would extend 
1,000 nautical miles to sea, and also the American encourage- 
ment of an ‘xpanded Chinese orc perhaps .S. sales to China. 


Do you expect this to come up? “And what would be 
the U.S. attitude toward these questions? : 


A If the Ambassador said that those are . 
questions likely to be caised, I would accept that, and we 
are prepaced to address both those questions. Let me talk 
about Japan first: I, personally, have had some contacts 
with senioc Indonesian officials over the last several weeks, 
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most recently in New York, and previous to that time also 
since the ASEAN post-Ministerial meeting in Singapore last 
June, sO we are aware of the concerns that the ASEANs as a 
group have about the possibility of, say, Japan's being 
used by the United States as a surrogate, and our turning 
over the security of East Asia to the Japanese. 


Well, (a) we have no intention of doing that. When 
we are talking about an expansion in the Japanese military 
cole, what we are hoping for is nothing more than Japan's 
living up to the objective which Japan has set for itself, 
that is defense of the air and sea approaches of Japan out to 
a distance of 1,000 nautical miles. The line would fall bet- 
ween Taiwan and the northern Philippines, the Bashi Channel. 


Q Excuse me. Where do you measure the 1,000 
nautical miles from? 


A Well, the Japanese have done this. I suppose - 
you'd draw it out from Tokyo Bay, but at least I can tell you 
this. It does not extend any farther south than the Bashi 
Channel, and that it is all defensive. The aecent is on 
defense of the the sea and air approaches to the home islands 


out to this distance. 


We ace not interested in turning Japan into a new 
military powec in East Asia. What we're hoping for is 
Japan's picking up some of the slack in the defensive 
situation in East Asia caused by the added roles and missions 
which our Seventh Fleet has had to assume into the Indian 
Ocean as a consequence of the developments in the Middle 
East, especially since the Iran-Iraq and Afghan situations 


.developed. 


The Japanese militacy posture, from all accounts, 
is to be defensive. All we'ce asking is that they fill out 
the blanks, so to speak, in the —- of 1,000 nautical 
miles. . 


Q Did I understand you correctly to say “pick up 
some of the slack in Southeast Asia caused by the new roles 
of the Seventh Fleet?” Oy 


ey 


a In East Asia. You know, the Seventh Fleet was 
Originally designed to maintain a power baiance in East Asia, 
but now some of its ships and aircraft are: spending a good 
part of their time in the Indian Ocean, which does leave the 
cest of the area somewhat more vulnerable. In that, 'we would 
like to have the Japanese help out, do more, in defense of 
the home islands, as a consequence. 


Q The ceason I asked where you measured, the 
Ambassador expressed some concern that if you measured from 
Okinawa, then it would fall into Indonesian waters. 


A As fac as I know, there is no intention of 
going beyond the Bashi Channel. It is not our intention to 
rearcm Japan, to give Japan a security responsibility 
beyond the mission which the Japanese have set for 
themselves. 


Q What kind of trade Or economic issues do you 
expect will come up next Tuesday? 


4 I suppose, just in general terms, the economic 
issues would probably concern more than the North-South type. 
The Indonesians, being a developing country, are much 
interested in the whole North-South concept and the developed 
countries providing the kind of assistance to the developing 
countries which will meet their needs. I think that the 
Fresidents will probably talk in broad and general terms 
against issues such as that. 


‘ 


There ace other lesser issues which might come up 
about, say, levels of American assistance, or other matters 
such as investment, or what-have-you. But I would expect 
those would be taken up outside the Presidential level. With 
President Soeharto is coming Minister Widjojo and others who 
ace amply qualified to talk about these other issues, and 
they will be doing so, in my judgment. 
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Q Will he speak with Baldridge or Regan? 


A Yes, yes. 


Q At what forum, at the Shultz luncheon, 
perhaps? 


A Yes, at’ the Shultz luncheon for.some and spe- 
cial calls for others. 


(Continued on page 7. ) aa 
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Q Is the United States at this point ready to 
consider increased levels of American assistance? 


A What we're considering is some increase, 


Congress being willing, in our foreign military sales 
program to Indonesia, but our economic levels are remaining 


roughly the same. 


As I said, we just pledged somewhere around -- 
what was it? , 


OFFICIAL: Almost $100 million. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Almost $100 
million at the IGGI meeting in Amsterdam, and our aid levels 
will fall roughly in at a sort of a mixture of development 
assistance and PL-480; and they will stay at about the same 
level. 


: i They have been at that same level for several 
years, and I don't anticipate any major shift. 


Q What magnitude do you expect to be considered 
in the FMS? 


A The FMS is in the neighborhood of $40 
million. 


Q Now. And what will it be? 


A We hope to get it up above that, but again 
that depends on a whole lot of factors, not the least of 
which is Congress. 


Q Is that Fiscal ‘83, this number? 
A Yes. That will be for FY ‘83. 


Q What are the differences between the U.S. and 
Indonesia on, first, the Law of the Sea, and, secondly, the 
archipelagic concept? es oo 


, ws LS 
A Actually, the differences between us on the 
archipelagic concept are simply that we haven't signed the 
Law of the Sea. 1 nas 


We are prepared to accept the archipelagic provi- 
sions in the Law of the Sea provided that we can do this 
through the assumption of these principles as part of an 
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international understanding, and we won't need to sign some 
kind of a bilateral agreement. Then we therefore have the 
kind of access or overflight rights for ships and aircraft 
that we would normally expect under those circumstances. 


Q If you applied that concept specifically to 
Indonesia, would it reinforce Indonesia's claim to the 


Natuna Islands? 


A We don't dispute Indonesia's claim to the 
Natuna Islands. 


Q Would it reinforce their claim then? 


A I presume it might. We don't challenge 
Indonesia's concepts of the archipelagic principle, nor do 


we challenge where Indonesia chooses to draw its line -- they 


use the straight base-line method -- and how they define 
their territorial seas, we don't challenge that. ‘ 


” ' Q° But is the President likely in some fashion 
to urge the U.S. to reconsider its position ‘not to sign the 
Law of the Sea? 


A We might get an expression from the 
Indonesians that -- oh, asking if we might not reconsider, 
or consider signing at some point. 


I don't expect, frankly, the Law of the Sea to be 
a major element in the discussion between the two 
Presidents. 


Q What would your response be, though, if that 
request came up? 


A We're simply still stydying the matter, but 
we find our problems are with the deep seabed mining provi- 
sions, and we hold that these are still inequitable and, in 
fact, would make deep seabed mining very difficult for 
anyone -- not just ourselves. 


‘ - —. 
't 


Q Is there any weakening of ASEAN On the 
question of Kampuchea and how does Indonesia -- 


A On the contrary. I think that ASEAN has 
stayed remarkably firm, and I see -- having been present 
recently at the breakfast that the Secretary of State had 
with all five ASEAN Foreign Ministers plus Deputy Prime 
Minister Rajaratnam of Singapore, I think they were all of 
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one mind and fully determined to carry the whole problem of 
the policy with respect to Kampuchea through. 


Q So that's not likely to be a major -- 


A I don't think so, although I suspect that we 
will indeed congratulate the Indonesians for the role which 
they've played in ASEAN and in turn the role which ASEAN is 
playing with respect to the Vietnamese occupation of 
Kampuchea. 


Q Are they asking us to do more in terms of 
military support or other kinds of support for them? 


A I think they understand our position: That 
we've made it very plain that we're not going to provide 
military assistance, and that while we are prepared to con- 
sider in concert with ASEAN -~ keeping in touch with then, 
how we might be helpful in other ways -- our assistance will 
not go to anyone except the non-Communist elements in the 
coalition. -That would be to Prince Sihanouk and to Son 
Sann. 


Q Will East Timor come up? 


A If it comes up, they would have to, I think, 
bring it up. It might. I can't predict how it might. 


Q Does the Administration on that point have 
any response to I believe it's Senator Tsongas’ group in 
Congress that has written the Prespdent, asing for a con-. 
sideration of aid? 


A The response would be the one that I gave to 
Congressman Solarz in his East Asia subcommittee of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee very recently. 


I just happen to have the texts here, and if any 
of you are interested, you can pick them up on the way out. 
But that -- 

Q The policy hasn't changed? “~ -/ 


A The policy hasn't changed, since I testified 
before the Solarz subcommittee. 


Q Getting hack to something Larry asked earlier 
that was the second half of the question about Japan, it 
would be -- 
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A I forgot to mention China, didn't I? Let me 
talk about China, too. 


I'll refer you to what Deputy Secretary Stoessel 
said in Singapore at the post-Ministerial ASEAN meeting -- 
that was last June -- that we regard ASEAN as the keystone 
of our policy towards Southeast Asia, and we would not let 
the relations with any other country, such as China and 
including China, get in the way of our relationship with the 
ASEAN countries. 


We will carry out our relationship with China in 
such a way that it will not be detrimental to the interests 
of the ASEAN countries. 


Q Nonetheless, did you encounter some wondering 
concern on those grounds? 


A Less now rather than earlier, I think. Welve 
beén talking this matter over for quite some time, and I've 
hoticed that without mentioning what particular represen- 
tative of what particular country, they said that knowing 
the difficulties that we had since last October and the 
guestion of reaching agreement on a joint communique, they 
understand full well the nature of our relationship with 
China and they're not as concerned about it surely now as 
they were then, having seen the difficulties that we had. 


Q Although a formal security arrangement with 
Indonesia is nowhere in sight, is it fair to assume that 
over the years the two countries will be drawn closer in 
unofficial situations? 


A Do you mean the United States and Indonesia? 
Q The United States and Indonesia. 


A Certainly, we're not going to seek a formal 
relationship, but we do -- certainly we respond to their 
security concerns by providing FMS, and we hope that we can 
provide more, and we're also providing something called 
IMET. I think you're probably familiar with it -- 
International Military Educational Training. 


I think Indonesia is now one of the largest reci- 
pients -- second. = 


Q Is something specific in mind with this FMS 
increase and do they want anything specifically? 


- 








gn 
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A Yes, indeed. They're concerned about the 
growth of Soviet power, and they've made specific references 
to the growth of Soviet power in Southeast Asia in connec- 
tion with the military assistance which we're providing. 


Q But do they have specific weaponry in mind? 


A They're thinking of air patrol aerial sur- 
veillance and naval vessels capable of keeping an eye on all 
the many islands which they have in the Indonesian 
territory. 


Q The Indonesians have expressed some interest 
in providing for the security of their own sea lanes toward 
the mid-1990s based on a system of land-based missiles. 


I wonder if that has come to your attention 
whether the U.S. would encourage them in that direction? 


_™ A (a) We wouldn't want to tell them what they 
should do in their own defense. That's a judgment that 
they, themselves, are going to make, and we will be suppor- 
tive where we can. That's point number one. 


Point number two: That's an element which we have 
not discussed. ’ 


Q What kind of planes would they use for aerial 
patrol? 


A I have an understanding that they're 
interested in a variant of some commercial aircraft which 
could be used both for transports and also for aerial 
surveillance. 


Q This IMET increase doesn't envision American 
trainers and what not on the ground there, does it? 


A No. It means Indonesians coming to the 
United States and going to American service schools and 
American technical training schools. ae ; 

Q Is there any concern in this Administration 
about the fact that there is no present 2—.S. Ambassador? 


A We're working the problem. 


Q Can you give us a status report on that? 
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A I can't give you a status report. All I can 
say is the problem is being addressed. 


Q Isn't Mr. Kane's nomination about to be 
announced? 


A I can't comment on that. 


Q Do you expect any kind of announcement during 
this visit? 


A I wouldn't want to predict. It's all 
something that is being handled at the White House level, 
and from where I sit I wouldn't be able to add anything to 
it. 


Q You know Indonesia's in a bit of an econo- 
mic bind right now -- 


A Yes. I do know that. 


Q -- and I was wondering whether, although a 
State visit is not necessarily a time for gift-giving, would 
there be some kind of a -- you know, some balm that will 
come out of this? 


A I wouldn't want to think ‘that every time a 
State visit occurs that there's some kind of a quid pro quo 
or they could expect some kind of a gratuity from us. No. 


Again, let me go back to what I said at the 
beginning. We want to reinforce the degree of understanding 
and rapport between the two countries and the two leaders, 
and I would not wish to encourage you in thinking that 
there's any kind of a largesse involved. 


Q The Ambassador said that Indonesia is 
interested in selling more of its non-traditional exports, 
and I think there are two things on the table -- there's the 
textiles and there's the GSP. . 

A All right. We're willing to~take a look at 
that. GSI is especially designed for developing countries, 
and those that have reaching graduation,, while this might be 
something of a problem, in our judgment Indonesia, which now 
has a per capita income of something around $550 per annum, 
is hardly reaching that level. So Indonesia does qualify 
for GSP, and we would support Indonesia in its interest in 
developing a further range of goods for export and deve- 
loping markets for then. 
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Q You know, Indonesia will be the first Third 
World country to go into this syndication market since the 
Mexican financial crisis. They're in for $250 million. 


Although this issue will probably pertain to Japan 
because the Japanese Minister of Finance really sits in the 
bank and tells him what to do, do you think that there could 
be some arguments made for -- with the Treasury to, you 
know, be nice to Indonesia this particular time? 


A I really haven't heard that matter discussed. 
Frankly, it's the first I've heard of it. 


Q Could I ask you more broadly -=- not just 
Indonesia but the other ASEAN countries -- seem to think 
about these recent overtures between the Soviet Union and 


China? 


Do they take them very seriously, or are they con- 
cerned about what the implications are, or do they think ° 
it's just atmospherics? 


A I would say they're watching with con- 
siderable interest. Some of the ASEAN's do have diplomatic 
relations with China, and I would presume that they probably 
asked the Chinese if anything can be expected. 


The line which is going around -- and the Chinese 
expect deeds, not words, and when you ask about deeds, I 
think the four points that have been well known and 
understood for quite some time are still there. That is a 
reduction of Soviet troops along China's borders to the 
pre-1964 levels; withdrawal of Soviet forces from Mongolia; 
cessation of Soviet support for Vietnam, especially with 
reference to Kampuchea; and, finally, withdrawal of Soviet 
forces from Afghanistan. That's for openers. 


(Laughter) 


Q What do you expect to come out of these 
talks? eo (et 


A Again, I just refer you to those four points, 
and all I would say is that based on my personal knowledge 
of Soviet past interests in performances“ and policies, I 
would find the Soviets might find any or’ all of those four 
points a little hard to accommodate. 
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Q Would you amplify on your remarks earlier 
about the U.S.'s willingness to do whatever possible to 
enlarge Indonesia's access to markets for their non-oil 
products? 


A Let me say this: That we have a program now 
in our AID and supported by other government agencies, 
including the State Department, and that is to try to see if 
we can't develop additional markets. That is, areas where 
American investment might take place overseas. 


Of course, if American investment does take place, 
there would be products coming out of this, and there would 
be need for our consideration of what markets there might 
be. 


Let me say here that we're very interested in the 
role of the private sector in economic development of other. 
countries, and this particular office in AID is specifically 
Gésigned to encourage the private sector participation in 
economic development. . 


Q Does the U.S. take the view on Indonesia's 
policy of counter-purchases? 


A We don't like it. 
And are you likely to bring it up? 
If it comes up, we're prepared to discuss it. 


And what would you say? 


rr Oo F VD 


We would not discuss -- I don't think it 
would come up at the Presidential level, but I think we 
would make plain at other levels our views on this as being 
in effect perhaps would get in the way of the kind of 
investment that I've just been talking about. 


Q What about a bilateral investment treaty? 


A That's something which we woilld’ be willing to 
discuss with then. : 


Q And Indonesian participation in a North-South 
round in Geneva in November? ch 


A We're all looking forward to GATT. We want 
to make sure that GATT isn't just a kind of a talk session 
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but there is really something of a concrete nature coming 
out of it. 


We have been discussing with a number of countries 
how we might make the GATT Ministerial in November a very 
useful function. 


Q Did I understand you to say that there is an 
investment treaty on the table now? 


A No. I said we would be prepared to consider 
one if the Indonesians are so interested. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're very welcome. Again, if anybody has 
any questions about our policy in East Timor, there it is. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:01 p.m.) i 
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% If you havofa Frct Sheet there, "hat the level 
of trwe vith Pcolant hra teen in the United States and if ycu 
could brual: that down, al3o, by which products woul.i be offected 
by the revocetion of the FN. 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It probably won't come 
as a surprise to you knowing that our trade with Poland has tapered 
off significantly from what it used to be. To give you some per- 
spective, if you like, for example, in 1979, Polish exports to the 
United States were $427 million; in 1981, $365 million. The first 
six months of ‘82, their exports to us were just a little over 
$100 million. 


This reflects, sbviously, the fact that the Polish 
economy is still in trouble considerably, but also the general 
diminution of trade is a result of the worsening econgric relations 
following the crackdown on the original functions which the Presi- 
Gent ordered in December. 


The compusition of Polish exports: Approximately half 
can be accommodated by three general categories, textiles, fish, 
frozen fish and canned han. 


Of those three, textiles was by far the most seriously 
effected by the -- would be the most seriously effected by the 
withdraval of MPN. There are several other smaller items that 
enter into the trade. I have some of them here if you need further 
help on that. 


Q The other half would be what? Agricultural 
goods that arc ganufactured by -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the canned hams 
there carries no duty, for example. So that would not be effected 
by the MFN. The duty would rise o)) imports of frozen fish, but 
would not be substantial. But <-- (inaudible) -- now at about 70¢ 
@ pound and -- (inaudible) -- duty at the moment with the tariff 
would rise to 1.4¢ a pound. 


Q How severe would you say the Polish government 
will be effected by the withdrawal of MFN? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the most severe 
impact would clearly »e in the manufacturing sector which they 
export to us and textiles is the most important of the manufactured 


products. 


The range, the current range of duties on textile im- 
ports from -- of Polish textiles <-- ranges from a low of about 
4.7 percent to a high of around 40 percent. And those duties would 
change to 4 low of about 10 to a high of almost 60. 


Since -- (inaudible) -- highly-priced competitors, 
one would expect that there would be a significant impact on then. 
Similarly for other manufactured goods, the details of which, un- 
fortunately, I just don't have for you at the moment. 


MORE 
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Q Do you have -- (inaudible) -- figure on textiles? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, hold on just a 


second. It says here textiles comprise 19 percent of Polish exports 
to the U.S. And I think I might have some Gata for 1982, at least 


the first six months. 


Yes, textiles 
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in the first six months amounted to just under $20 million. 
Q -~- mostly disappear? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's hard to say. 
You have to take them category by category and I’m not exactly 
sure what category they're strongest in. But to defend that, 
prices mean quite a lot and I think in the U.S. economy right 
now, the consumer is very price conscious. 


Yes, I would expect that they would have a substantial 
impact on that. It's not necessarily to say that they -- that 
trade would cease. But it would certainly be significantly 


Q -- textiles. Is the United States a major -- 
the major, number four, among Polish customers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not know 
where it ranks among Polish customers in comparison with other 
countries. I would think that our market is not very significant 
to them. If you take it from the other perspective, textile 
imports from Poland, total textile imports from Poland -- one-half 
of one percent of the U.S. textile imports. Is that right? 

So, it's not terribly significant in terms of our market for 
Polish textiles. 


Q Do you have a total for Polish textile 
exports overall? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Overall? I 
don't ow. Do you have that? We have tS find that out for you. 


Q Do you have any ballpark figure on what the 
total cost to Poland would be of this action -- just a rough 
guess across-the-board? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You really couldn't 
make a very accurate assessment. If you take the fact that 
the trade for the first six months has been roughly $100 million, 
if you project that forward -- that would be close to $200 million 
for the year. Then maybe, well, a very ballpark estimate 
might be half where half or little more would be affected by 
the rise in the -- Within that you coulg._not Bay for cerfain 
certain exactly how those would shake out in terms of compromising 
their ability to sell more -- in certain, as I said, quite 
sensitive categories, I think it would have a serious impact 
in others ,; robably less so -- 


Q The President said we will be putting it into 
effect. Do you have any idea when it will go “to effect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that's subject 
to further consultation with “ongress and we have to go through 
that before we can be absolutely certain when we can do it. 


Q Why is that? Is that by law you have to do 
that or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not recessarily. 
What we want to do is to talk to the Congress, the key Congressional 
leaders about how we could best implement this and to that extent, 
therefore, it would be uw. ndent a bit on when it's actually 
done. The President said e's taking the initial steps now 
and very much involved in that is consultation. 


Q -- problem American businessmen would suffer 
if you did it quickly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think sc. 
No, I don't think there is a problem actually. It's a question, 
I think, of whether or not one particular group 


MORE . 
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could take it better than another and what kind of message the 
Congress, itself, would like us to send -- 


Q How long is Pi land having us send -- and 
did the acquisition of that establish -- result in a market 
boost in their exports to the United States at the time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can only 
comment on the past history and how long they've had it rather 
than whether or not if necessarily it had a significant effect 
on their foreign trade 
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the f the United States 

t the end of World War II -- (inaudible) -- Poland 
t was in effect at that 

time which required, in effect, the withdrawal of MPN from countries 
which the President determined were under the control of inter- 
national communism. Then pursuant to an agreement which was 
negotiated between Poland and the contracting parties in the GATT, 
in 1950 approximately, the President made a “cternination again 
of MFN at that time. Poland then acceded to the GATT in 1957. 
They're still becoming a full GATT contracting party with the rights 
that are pursuant thereto. 


Over the years, clearly, as their trade increased, 
Poland must have benefited from it, but to what extent was due to 
just to the fact of MFN -- I wouldn't want to to quantify. I'm 
sure it must have had some impact and probably significant. 


Q Are you sure about this -- my memory, and it may 
be wrong -- is that we gave it to Poland around 1957 at the same 
time of the first fruit for peace -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President had to 
make the determination -- (inaudible) -- 


Q We can't hear that. Say it again. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFFICIAL: The President had to 
make a determination back in 1957 that -- in order to grant PL-480, 
that Polani -- essentially the same determination that was made in 
1960 that sy colleaguo bes referred to -- that Poland was not 
Soviet-dominant -- well, under the domination of the world communist 
movement. But that had to do with PL-480 and not to do with MFN. 


Q So they did not have MFN then. 


SENIOR ADININISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. It had 
been rescinded in 1951 by the Trade Extension Act and then brought 
back again -- or restored in 1960. But this was a later development. 


Q In the present reference you've made to possible 
further economic action that could be taken against Poland, could 
you give us -- (inaudible) --- on background so we can be -- a little 
bit more freely. What other possible actions are there that are 
being considered? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll turn that one 
over to my colleague. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm afraid for my first 
answer I'm going to have to say that we can't get into that, but 
that there are further measures we cculd take. 


Q Well, I mean give us some examples of what, you 
know, there are out there -- not those that you're considering 
taking, but what other economic actions can be taken? Are we talking 
about a total trade «mbargo with Poland? Does that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd rather not 
speculate. I mean, you car think of other things that could be done 
but I'd rather not say wuat we're looking at. ° 


Q Well, don't say what you're looking at. Help us 
think of what could be done. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I jusc don't want to 
get into it -- (inaudible) -- 


Q What are you going to talk to the allies about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICi.L: We're talking with the 


allies about things they might do. We have, for example, been 
MORE 











the new scssion that convenes in 
Madrid and how this recent setback in Poland would 


It is, of course, as 


We have alerted the allies ahead of time to the 


ion. 
President took this morning and asked them to look 


th them about CSCE 
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it always has been up to the allies to decide precisely what they 
will do. We do know that they're deepl, concerned in the 
consultations we've had with them over the last few days. They've 
expressed that concern. I might note that they'll likely approach 
the Polish government in advance of this action and urge the Polish 
government not to take the step that they took yesterday. 


Q What would we like khe allies to do? What steps 
would we like for them to take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would like them 
to join with us in terms of CSCE. Beyond that, I don't want to give 
any specific indications. I might indicate in one other area -- 


Q Do we want them to go beyond expressions of concern? 
We want them to take changeable, economic actions to demonstrate 
their unhappiness with the Polish action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not indicating 
poe kinds of or even areas we would like to see the allies take 
actions. 


Q Would just the expression of concern be enough 
for this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't say what would 
be enough for this. Obviously, we will be pleased if the allies 
take significant actions, but we're not trying to specify now 
publically what kinds of actions they should take. 


Q Where do we stand on the pipeline sanctions? Any 
chance of that being lifted now as a result of this or is there no 
relationship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no 
relationship. They need to stay where they are. 


Q -- conditions set out by the President and the 
allies -- the three conditions which include the revival of 
solidarity still stand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Now, they still 
remain in effect. And the President, of course, reiterated it in his 
statement this morning. 


Q Now, one of the traditional means of expressing 
displeasure to a foreign government is reducing diplomatic 
representation -- (inaudible) -- is that one of the moves 
contemplated or why hasn't it already been done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have, of course, 
a host of sanctions already in effect with regard to Poland that 
date back to December and January, both American sanctions and 
allied sanctions. The President has added a significant further 
step. And I might juet add to what my colleague has said about 
the step that was taken this morning -- that it is one thing what 
it does immediately to U.S.-Polish trade; it's another thing what 
it does to the future of our trade. And, there, of course, it will 
have a very significant restraining effect on the growth in trade. 


In addition, it's important to know that the Poles 
have long thought of MFN as having particular symbolic value unlike 
other countries in eastern Europe and in the Warsew Pact. They have 
had MFN and they have not had it on an annual 1 view basis; they've 
had it on a ccntinuing basis. Therefore, the f»:* *1at we have 
taken it away or are in the process of taking iv *.y or suspending 
it is of both tangible long-term significance a’.  .mmediate political 


significance for the Poles. 
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Q Is Poland the only European country that has it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is the only Warsaw 
Pact member that has it on a permanent basis. There are other Warsaw 
Pact members that have it on an annual basis. 


Q Can I just ask -- (inaudible) -- about that? The 
State Department, as long as I've been here, has always campaigned 
against treating MPN as a special political 


you were trying to give 
8 normal tariffs and that 
you should just treat it as an econcmic factor if all other 


Is this now -- Is there a symbol here that the govern- 
2 ment now really wants to use it more as a political lever? And if 
that is the case, why don't you take it away from Rumania, whose 


under this new law? 


-SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A political question? 
(Laughter). 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At least -- the Presi- 
dent took this decision because we face an immediate situation in 
Poland of such gravity that he, and he believes the American people, 
wanted us to demonstrate the seriousness with which we view this 
and to do it now. 


I do not think, Bernie, that it establishes a new 
overall policy with regard to MFN toward other countries. 


Q -- what measures have been taken that relate 
directly to Poland previously? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've got a list of 
the sanctions that are in effect. And it might be more effective 
gh 7 mind if we just have copies made because it's quite 
a long iist. 


Q What is our -- (inaudible) -- of the Soviet role 
in this action taken by the Polish Parliament? If, in fact, they 
had a hand in it, was there any contemplation of additional measures 
being taken against them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's very clear that 
the Soviet Union bears a major responsibility for the situation in 
Poland. 
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At the same time, we believe that the economic sanctions 
already taken against the Soviet Union represent a comprehensive 
= — response to unacceptable Soviet involvement in Polish 
affairs. 
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Q -- there will be no other actions taken against 
the Soviet Union at this time? Is that what you're saying, then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no plan at 
this time to take any other actions with regard to the Soviet Union 
because we already have, in effect, a very comprehensive program 
and because, I might note, the Soviets do not have MFN, for example. 


Q Yes. Well, I mean, that list, that very long and 
exhaustive list that you will share with us, is there -- can you 
point to any evidence that any of those sanctions have had any 
effect on moderating Polish behavior toward Solidarity or its 


members? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The effect of the 
sanctions to date is very clear in the economic field. Since 
December, since martial law went into effect, the Polish economy 
has suffered a further deterioration. That is in part due to 
the sanctions that the allies and we have put into effect. It is 
clearly also in part due to the fact that the Polish people con- 
tinue, as the President said this morning, to be alienated from 
their government and from the system. 


At the same time, it is clear that this has not moder- 
ated the Polish military's junta toward Solidarity, just -- they 
have just yesterday demonstrated that they continue tc want to 
pursue a policy of confrontation which we deeply regret. 
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Q Do you believe that ultimately these sanctions 
will have some political moderatiiig effect on the Polish junta? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is, of course, 
the whole purpose of the sanctions. 


Q Are you optimistic they will have that effect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that one 
thing the President said in his statement this morning is terribly 
important to keep in mind and that is that we do believe that 
the Polish people have not given up hope. Solidarity continues 
to exist. It unfortunately has been forced into the underground 
but it continues to exist. Dues are continuing to be paid so 
that we, yes, do have hope that the Polish people wil: not give 
up their spirit, their courage, and that they will, in the end, 
be able to have a free trade union. 


C If I understand what you're saying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, just 
one second -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, good. Let 
me read for the California audience the U.S. sanctions which are 
in effect against Poland. 


First, we suspended all U.S. official and cuarar’:ed 
credit for Poland. Second, we have suspended the Export-Import Bank's 
line of export credit irsurance for Poland. Third, we agreed with 
other creditor governments not to negotiate re-scheculing of 
official debts falling due in 1982. 


Fourth, we suspended the Polish civil aviation -- 
the civil airline's privileges in the U.S. Fifth, we suspended 
Polish fishing privileges in U.S. waters. Sixth, we stopped 
issuing export licenses for high technology items consigned 
to Poland. And seventh, in the wake of the expulsion of our 
science attache from Poland, we suspended travel between the 
two countries under the Marie -- (inaudible) -- Curie joint 
travel fund which finances joint research projects. 


I might mention allied sanctions against Poland 
included and include suspended official credits to Poland for 
goods other than food; agreed. to suspend indefinitely negotiations 
with Poland on the scheduling 1982 official debt; and agreed 
to undertake -- not to undermine U.S. sanctions and to maintain 
close consultations with us to that end. 


Q How much grain have we provided -- how much 
food products have we provided Poland in the past year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we'd better 
take that question. I don't have the figures. 


Q You don't have -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Most of the exports 
from the United States, you might be interested, in fact over 
half during the first six months of this year were in the 
form of donations of food and medical supplies and other 
humanitarian needs. 


Q - military? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Military? 
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Q Yes, sir. I'm talking about in terms of 
what they have purchased from us -- exports from us. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From us. Well, 
as I say, that's dramatically been reduced over the last -- over this 
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year. Give you a rough order of magnituds, anyay. U.S. exports 
in -- total exports, anyway, in 1980 were about $710 million, fell 
to $680 million in 1981. In the first six months of ‘81 they 
wore sete million. In the first six months of ‘82 they were $110 


Q When would you expect the process of withdrawing 
BPN status to be completed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that’s the 
function, again, of the consultations which we've started with key 
congressional leaders. But we would certainly hope very quickly. 


Q So Poland will co:.tinue to enjoy MPN status until 
that time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q What is the situation on the banks? There was a 
whole flap about six months ago about whether Poland was paying 
its debts or not. Are they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they have 
reached the agreement with the private banksto reschedule Polish 
debt that was falling due in 1982. I have the figures here, 

Under this agreement the Poles will have to pay the banks approxi- 
mately $700 million in interest this year. There is, however, a 
roll-over credit facility which the banks kave offered to the Poles 
of approximately $300 million, so the net payment there will be 
between $300 million and $400 million. (Inaudible) with the 


private banks, yes. 


Q What will the impact of denying MFN have on thei 
ability to repay this in hard currency? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, 
there won't be any -- as much hard currency from the United States 
as there would have had we not withdrawn MFN. But I think you have 
to keep it in some perspective as well. The total debt out- 
standing, if it had not been rescheduled, was several billion 
dollars. They owe $700 million just to the private banks. That's 
not including, incidentally, all the official credits which they 
still owe. The total experts to the United States during the first 
six months of the year were just about $100 million, so that they 
would have had to find the foreign currency to pay those debts 
from sources other than exports to the United States, in any case. 


Q -- $110 million this year -- so far this year in 
exports, I mean, from the U.S. -- received more than half of that, 
just over half of that in food? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's 
humanitarian assistance of one kind or another -- food donations, 
medical supplies, that kind of thing. 


Q Which bloc countries have MFN status? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- besides Poland? 


Q Rumania and Hungary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Rumania and Hungary -- 
which are reviewed -- (inaudible) -- on an annual basis. 
Poland has had it without having to have it reviewed each year. 


Q The President said this 
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was not directed against the people of Poland but meant the withdrawal 
of MFN status have an effect on the people if they cannot sell as 
much to the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The effect on the 
people of Poland would have been much greater, for example, had we 
decided to embargo agricultural products to Poland because if we did 
that then we couldn't continue the humanitarian aid that's going 
forward to them. The people of Poland, I don't think, will be 
impacted directly by this move. It will certainly diminish the 
amount of resources available to the Polish government, who after 
all are the ones that benefit from trade; the people don't benefit 
fro“ trade very much. 


Q Is there any other product besides textiles that 
would be severely effected? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Severely -- let's see. 
There are appro-imately 60 different commodities which would be 
subject to tariff rises anywhere from two to four times higher than 
they presently aie. Now, I don't exactly have the rundown of what 
those commodities are, but if you're interested could you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If the Poles were 
producing steel plate at the rate that they were producing it before 
the introduction of martial law, that would be effected; they aren't 
and so it isn't. (Laughter.) 


Q You gave a 19 percent figure on textiles, I believe. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What does that figure, percentage figure, on fish? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fish products -- again, 
this would relate to the first six months of this year -- total 
imports $8.6 millicn. 


Q Is that pounds or -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, dollars. 
Q How important is the U.S. as a market to Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Am I correct that the 
figure is -- we take two percent of their total exports? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q So, this will definitely affect their trading 
significantly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would not be as 
significant as if they were a much larger participant in our market, 
but at the margin and given the fact that they are scraping the 
bottom of the barrel for practical purposes for foreign exchange 
from any source, it will have considerable effect at the margin. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One fact that's worth 
noting in that context is that only 40 percent of their industrial 
conecity is now being used. So, in terms of scraping the bottom of 
the barrel, they really are way down there. And a substantial 
portion of their industry depends on western imports and spare parts 
and inputs of various sorts. So, it is misleading to come away with 
the impreasion that they are not in really serious economic trouble. 


Q -- other consideration have you tr. jht of -- 
Polish regime might do now? They'll just roll over a.’ rlay dead 
on this or have you -- what options do they have? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think .hey have a 
very clear option. It's the option which solidarity and 
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the Church has put to them, which is reconciliation -- (inaudible). 


Q It's clear that the Polish government is not 
going into session tomorrow and reestablish -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q -- the law which legalizes Solidarity. 
What can they do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over the next month, 
you mean? Is thore anything that General Jaruzelski could do to 
try to turn the situation -- 


Q Mot turn the situation around. What could he 
do in terms of expressing his anger that the United States has 
pulled back? Retaliation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes, they could 
retaliate when wo in fact withdraw MFN. But that doesn't mean a 
great deal when you're dealing with a communist country anyway. 
They probably will raise their tariffs against U S. imoorts. yes 


Q Can I go back to 

9 nature of the (inaudible) -- is a normal 
procedure, so I assune. In ot1er nets Ss, tere's no Llikelilwmod of 
this heine foll~ ed in ot 1er countries. 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION: I'm not sure I get the drift 
of the question -- 


0 In other words, when -- Polish exports frcm western 


Europe, I assume, come in under the “Most Favored Nation -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Yes. 


9 But there's no tradition in western Europe of 
hiking -- dropping MPN like it is here. So I assume -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of 
any, yes. 


8) So there won't be -- little likelihood of that 
being emulated in western Europe. 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don‘t know 
about little likelihoud, but I certainly wouldn't expect it im- 
mediately. 


9] How long -- (inaudible) -- go back to that other 
question. You said that this won't have a significant impact on 
their ability to pay debts. And yet you say they're scraping the 
bottom of the barrel for hard currency. I guess my question is 
is the United States cutting off its nose to spite its face here 
in making them default on these interest and principle payments? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not making them 
Gefault. And my point was that given the orders of magnitude of 
the amount of debts that they have to pay and the relatively small 
earnings that they get from exports to the United States, that even 
if we were to continue to give them Fr, they still would have 
enormous debts over this requirement. 


Now, this will add to their problem of having to 
sorvice those dobts. But we still expect those debts will be -- 
¥e expect them to pay their debts. And they have other sources of 

oreign exchange and we continue to expect that they will use those 
other sources to pay their debts to the west. That they're the 
agreements they've entered into. 
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9 So for the short term, you are really 
acknowleisiag. I guess you have, haven't you? That this is 
largely a symbolic action, that its economic significance is 
really only long term, if any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The main economic 
significance clearly is long term, that's right. There is an 
immediate political significance to what we've done, given what 
my colleague said about the importance which the Poles have always 
attached to having MFN. And we believe that there is some immed- 
iate, but clearly lesser, impact on their total quests to the 
United States and probably a significant impact in _ terms of the 
exports of particular rroducts. 


, a. What kind of action could the U.S. -- (inaudible) 
-- in the CSCE in November? 


SENIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: What kind of actions 
could we take in CSCE in November? I guess I'd rather not spec- 
ulate too much. It's clear that this is going to be, if not the 
dominant, certainly one of the dominant issues before CSCE in 
November. Dut precisely how we will treat it will have to depend 
on our consultations with the allies which we are now beginning, 
in terms of Poland and the CSCE session. There will be very in- 
tensive discussion with the allies in the next few weeks on 
precisely this subject. 


9 The outlook, anyway, for the CSCE wasn't good 
already ani the Polish situation was going to dominate, already. 
So, I mean, it's just making things worse -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's 
a fair statement. It is making matters worse; but the situation 
was already bleak. The last session of CSCE was heavily dominated 
also with Poland. 
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Q Could there be a recess immediately after 
the opening of -- (inaudible) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd rather not 
speculate on exactly how we're going to approach it. But let me -- 
I wented also to mention one other dimension that I think is 
important. I don't know whether you all saw the statement 
issued yesterday by the AFL-CIO. But in addition to action 
in a multilateral body like CSCE, there will aléo -- will be 
action in the International Labor Organization, the ILO. Our 
union, AFL-CIO announced yesterday that together with the ICFTU, 
the International Confederation of Free Trade Unions, that they 
will be bringing an action in the ILO because of the decision 
by the Polish ‘unta yesterday. : 


gn 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 10:05 A.M. PDT 
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a UN EAS 


~ a : BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


SATURDAY, OCTOBER 9, 1982, 12:30 P.M. 


| MR. ‘ROMBERG: Good afternoon. The briefing, 
as you know, its ON BACKGROUND attributable to Senior State 
Department Officials on the topic of the President's address. 
They will anSwec your questions according to theic areas of 
expertise. 


< 


Q Could you give us first, if you have a Fact 
Sheet there, what the level of trade with Poland has been 
with the United States, and tf£ you could break that down also 
by which products would be affected by the cevocation of the 
MFN? 


A It probably won't come as a surprise to you to 
learn that our trade with Poland has tapered off signifi- 
cantly from what it used to be. To give you some perspec- 
tive, 1£ you like, for example, itn 1979, Polish exports to 
the United States were $427 million, itn 1981, $365 million; 
in the first six months of '82, their exports to us were just 
a little over $100 million. This reflects, obviously, the 
fact that the Polish economy has: been in trouble con- 
siderably, but also the general diminution of trade as a 
cesult of the worsening economic relations following the 
crackdown and the original sanctions which the President 
Ordered in December. | - 
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The composition of Polish exports -=- approximately 
half can be accommodated by three general categories: tex- 
tiles, frozen fish, and canned hams. Of those three, tex- 
tiles would be by fac the most seriously affected by the 
withdrawal of MFN. There are several othec smaller items 
that entec into the trade. I have some of them hece if you 
need furthec help on that. 


Q The other half would be what, agricultural 
goods that are not affected by ~- ? 


f Canned hams carry no duty, for example, so 
that would not be affected by the MFN. The duty would cise 
on imports of frozen fish, but would not be substantial. 
They are coming in now at about 70 cents a pound. They are 
fcee of duty at the moment. The tariff would cise to 1.4 
cents a pound. 


Q So how severely would you say the Polish 
Government would be affected by the withdrawal of MFN? 











A The most severe impact would clearly be in the 
manufactured sector which they export to us, and textiles is 
the most important of the manufactured products. The 
current cange.of duties on textile imports of Polish textiles 
canges from 4 low of about 4.7% to a high of around 40%, and 
those duties would change to a low of about 10 to a high of 


& almost-60.7 _ 

@ t- = . 

° Since these areas are highly-priced competitive, 

- One would expect there would be a significant impact on them and 
S simtlarly; for othec manufactured goods, the details of 

tL which, unfortunately, I just don't hae foc you at the moment. 

a Q Do you have an aggregate figure on textiles? 

c A Yes. Hold on just a second. It says here 





that textiles comprise 19% of Polish exports to the United 
States, and I think I might have some data for 1982, or at 
least the first 6 months -- Yes. Textiles in the first 6 
months amounted to just under $20 million. 


Q ‘Would you expect that to mostly disappear? 


A It's hacd to say. You have to take them cate- 
gory by category; and I'm not exactly sure what categories 
they are strongest in. But to the extent that prices mean 
guite a lot == and I think in the U.S. economy cight now, the 
consumer is very price conscious -- yes, I would expect they 
would have a substantial impact on that. It's not 
necessarily to say that the trade would cease, but it would 
certainly be significantly tmpacted. 
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Q On the part of textiles, its the United States 
a majoc, the major, oc number 4 among Polish customers? 





- Q I would not know where it canks among Polish 
customecs in comparison with other countries. I would think 
that our macket is not very significant to them. If you take 
it from the other perspective, total textile imports from 
Poland ace one-half of one percent of the U.S. textile 
imports. Is that cight? 


So, it's not terribly significant itn terms of our 
macket for Polish textiles. 


Q Do you have a total for Polish textile exports 
overall? 


A We would have to find that out for you. 














< 
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Q Do you have any ballpark figure on what the 
total cost to Poland would be in this action, just a rough 
guess across-the-board? 


A.... _, No. You ceally couldn't make a very accurate 
assessment. T£ you take the fact that the trade for the 
fiest 6 months has been roughly $100 million, and you project 
that forward and say it's going to be close to $200 million 
foc the year; then, maybe a very ballpark estimate would be 
that half or a little more would be affected by the cise in 
the duties. But within that, you couldn't say for certain 
exactly how those would shake out in tercms of compromising 
theic ability to sell more. In certain, as I said, price- 
sensitive categories, Tt think it would have a serious impact; 
in others, probably less so. 


Q The President said you would be putting it 
tnto effect. 


A Do you have any idea when itt would go into 
effect? 


A ‘No. That's subject to further consultations 
with Congress. We'd have to go through that before we could 
be absolutely certain when we can do it. 


Q Why is that? Is that by law that you have to 
do that? . 


A Not necessarily. What we want to dois to 
talk to the Congress to keep Congressional leaders briefed 
about how we can best implement this. To that extent, there- 
fore, it would be dependent a bit on when it actually is 
done. As the President said, he ts taking the initial steps 
now, and very much involved in that is consultations. 


Q What's the problem, American businessmen would 
suffec 1£ you did it quicker? 


A I don't think so. I don't think there is a 
problem, actually. It's a question, I think, of whether or 
not one particular route to take is better than another and 


what kind of message Congress itself would like us to send 
in this category. 


Q How long has Poland had MFN? ~ And did the 
acquisition of that status result itn a marcked boost in their 
exports to the United States at the time? 
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A I can only comment on the past history and how 
long they have had it cather than whether or not it, 
necessarily, had a significant effect on their foreign trade. 
Let's take itt. just from the perspective of the United States 
for a moment.: At the end of World Warc II, they granted 
Poland MFN.~ 4n 1951 we withdrew it undec a law which was in 
effect at that time which required in effect the withdrawal 
of MFN rom countries which the President detecmined were 
undec the ¢cgntrcol of international communism. 


Then, pursuant to an agreement which was negotiated 


“between Poland and the contracting parties in the GATT in 


1960 approximately, the President.made a determination to 
gcant MFN at that time. Poland then acceded to the GATT in 
1967, theceforce becoming a full GATT=-contracting party with 
the rights that are pursuant thereto. ; 


Over the years, clearly as world trade increased, 
Poland must have benefited from it, but to what extent was 
due just to the fact of MFN, I wouldn't want to try to 
qualify. I'm sure it must have had some impact <= and pro- 
bably significant. 


Q ; Are you sure about that? My memory -- and I 
may be wrong -- is that we gave itt to Poland around 1957 at 
the same time of the first Food For Peace -- 


THIRD SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The President 
had to make a detecmination back in 1957, Bernie, that in 
ordec to grant PL-480 -- essentially the same detecmination 
that was made in 1960 that was referred to heretofor today -- 
that Poland was not Soviet-dominated orc under the domination 
of the world communist movement. But that had to do with 
PL-480, and not to do with MEN. 


Q So they did not have MFN then? 


A That's correct. It had been cescinded in 1951 
by the Trade Extension Act and then brought back again or 
restored in 1960; but this was a later development. 


Q In the President's address, ceference was made 
to possible further economic actions that could be taken 
against Poland. Could you give us -=- and since this its ON 
BACKGROUND I assume we can be told a bit morce freely -- what 
Other possible actions are there that are being considered? 


A I'll turn that one overc to ouc other Senior 
Department Official. 
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‘SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'm afrciad for my 
ficst answer, I'm going to have to say that we can't get into 
that, but that there are furthec measures that we could take. 


Q Could you give us some examples of what there 
ace out there, not those that you ace considering taking, but 
what other economic actions can be taken? Are we talking 
about a total’ trade embargo with Poland? 


=~“ -& .I'd cather not speculate. You can think of 
other thrings’ that could be done, but I'd cather not sey what 
we'ce looking at. 


‘Q Well, don't say what you're looking at. Help 
us think what could be done. 


A I just don't want to get into it. I'm sorry. 
Q What ace we going to talk to the Allies about? 


A We're talking with the Allies about things 
they might do. We have, for example, been talking with them 
about CSCE, the new session that convenes in November in 


Madcid, and how this cecent setback in Poland would affect 
that session. ' 


We have alerted the Allies ahead of time to the 
step that the President took this mocning, and asked them to 
look at what they might do. It is, of course, as it always 
has been, wp to the Allies to decide precisely what they will 
do. We do know that they are deeply concerned in the-con- 
sultations we've had with them ovec the last few days. 
They've expressed that concern. 


I might note that they, like we, approached the 
Polish Government in advance of this action, and urged the 
Polish Government not to take the step that they took 
yestecday. 


Q What would we like the Allies to do? What 
steps would we like them to take? 


A We would like them to join with us in tecms of 
CSCE. Beyond that, I don't want to give any specific 
indications. I might indicate one other area-- 


Q We want them to go beyond expressions of 
concecn? We want them to take tangible, economic actions to 
demonstcate their unhappiness with the Polish action? 


A We'ce not tndicating what kind, orc even areas, 
we would like to see the Allies take actions in. 
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Q Would just an expression of concern be enough 
for us? 


A: I can't say what would be enough with us. 
Obviously; we will be pleased if the allies take significant 
actions, but we're not trying to specify now publicly what 
kinds of actions they should take. 

“~  —- Q Where do we stand on the pipeline sanctions? 
Any chance of that being lifted now as a result of this, or 
is there no relationship? 


A There's no relationship. 


Q They just stay where they -are? 
A Yes. 


Q Do conditions set up by the President and the 
allies -- the three conditions which include the revival of 
Solidarity -- still stand? 


A Yes. They still remain in effect, and the 


President, of course, reiterated them in his statement this 
morning. 


Q One of the traditional means of expressing 
displeasure toward a foreign government is reducing diploma- 
tic representation, and we've done a lot toward the Poles 
about touching our diplomatic representation. 


Is that one of the moves contemplated, or why 
hasn't it really been done? 


A We have, of course, a host of sanctions 
already in effect with regard to Poland that date back to 


December and January, both American sanctions and allied 
sanctions. 


The President has added a significant further 
step, and I might just add to what my colleague has said 
about this step that was taken this morning: That it is one 
thing what it does immediately to U.S.-Polish trade; it's 
another thing what it does to the future of our trade. 


There, of course, it will have a very significant 
restraining effect on any growth in trade. 
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In addition, it's important to know that the Poles 
have long thought of MFN as having a particular symbolic 
value. Unlike other countries in Eastern Europe and in the 
Warsaw Pact, they have had MFN. They have not had it on 


an annual review basis; they've had it on a continuing basis. 


~-- e-Therefore, the fact that we have taken it away or 
are in the’ process of taking it away or suspending it is of 
both tangible long-term significance and immediate political 
significance for the Poles. 


Q Is Poland the only Eastern European country 
that has it? 


A It is the only Warsaw Pact member that has it 
On a permanent basis. There are other Warsaw Pact members 
that have it on an annual basis. 


Q Can I just ask you about that? The State 
Department, as long as I've been here, has always campaigned 
against treating MFN as a special political treat. I mean, 
you've tried to argue, when you were trying to give it to 
the Soviet Union, that MFN really is normal tariffs, and 
that you should just treat it as an economic factor if all 
Other economic problems are taken away. 


. Is there a symbol here that the government now 
really wants to use it more as a political lever? And if 
that is the case, why don't you take it away from. Romania 
whose trade unions are in far worse shape than even Poland's 
will be even under this new law? 


A I think that the President took this decision 
because we face an immediate situation in Poland of such 
gravity that he, and he believe that the American people, 
wanted us to demonstrate the seriousness with which we view 
this, and to do it now. 


I do not think that it establishes a new overall 
policy with regard to MFN toward other countries. 


Q Could you recall for us what measures have 
been taken that relate directly to Poland previously? 


A Yes. I have got a list of the sanctions 
that are in effect, and it might be more effective, if you 
don't mind, if we just had copies made because it's quite a 
long list. 
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Q What is our assessment of the Soviet role in 
‘this action taken by the Polish Parliament, and, if in fact 
they had a hand in it, is there any contemplation of addi- 
tional megsures being taken against them? 


A It's very clear that the Soviet Union bears 
the gajen responsibility for this situation in Poland. 

oe 

At the same time we believe that the economic 
sanctions already taken against the Soviet Union represent a 
comprehensive and sustained response to unacceptable Soviet 
involvement in Polish affairs. 


- and 


Q Does that mean that there will be no other 
actions taken against the Soviet Union at this time? Is 
that what you're saying then? 


A There is no plan at this time to take any 
Other actions with regard to the Soviet Union because we 
already have in effect a very comprehensive program, and 


because, I might note, the Soviets do not have MFN, for 
example, so -- 


Q Yes. That very. long and exhaustive list that 
you will share with us, can you point to any evidence that 
any of those sanctions have had any effect on moderating 
Polish behavior toward Solidarity or its members? 


A The effect of the sanctions to date is very 
clear in the economic field. Since December, since martial 
law went into effect, the Polish economy has suffered a 
further deterioration. That is in part due to the sanctions 
that the allies and we have put into effect. 


It is clearly also in part due to the fact that 
the Polish people continue, as the President said this 


morning, to be alienated from their government and from the 
systen. 


At the same time it is clear that this has not 
moderated the Polish military junta's attitude toward 
Solidarity. They have just yesterday demonstrated that they 


continue to want to pursue a policy of confrontation which 
we deeply regret. 


Q Do you believe that ultimately these sanc- 


tions will have some political moderating effect on the 
Polish junta? 
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; A That is, of course, the whole purpose of the 
sanctions. 


_-_ 


Q Are you optimistic that they will have that 
effect? 7 


.e mA - I think that one thing the President said in 
his statement this morning is terribly important to keep in 
mind, and that is that we do believe that the Polish people 
have not given up hope. 


Solidarity continues to exist. It unfortunately 
has been forced into the underground, but it continues to 
exist, dues are continuing to be paid -- so that we, yes, do 
have hope that the Polish people will not’ give up their 
Spirit, their courage, and that they will in the end be able 
to have a free trade union. 


Q If I understand what you're saying - 


A Let me read for the California the audience 
the U.S. sanctions which are in effect against Poland. 


Pirst, we suspended all U.S. official and 
guaranteed credits for Poland. 


Second, we suspended es Bank's line of 
export credit insurance for Poland. 


Third, we agreed with other creditor solcenments 


not to negotiate rescheduling of official debt falling due 
in 1982. 


Fourth, we suspended the Polish Civil Aviation, 
LOT, the civil airlines, privileges in the U.S. 


Pifth, we suspended Polish fishing privileges in 
U.S. waters. 


Sixth, we stopped issuing export licenses for high 
technology items consigned to Poland. 


And, Seventh, in the wake of the expulsion of our 
science attache from Poland, we suspended travel between the 
two countries under the Marie Skwadolfska-Curie Joint Travel 
Fund which finances joint research projects. 


I might mention allied sanctions against Poland 
included and include: 
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Suspended official credits to Poland for goods 
‘ether than food. 


_Agreed to suspend indefinitely negotiations with 
Poland on’ réscheduling 1982 official debt. 


_¢ _. And agreed to undertake not to undermine U.S. 
sanctions..and to maintain close consultations with us to 
that end. 


Q How much food peosucts have we provided 
Poland in the past year? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think we better take that 
question. I don't have the figures. 


Q You. don't have that? 


A Most of the exports from the United States, 
you might be interested -- in fact, over half during the 
first six months of this year -- were in the form of dona- 


tions of food and medical supplies and other humanitarian 
aid. 


Q What about real trade? 


_ A Real trade? 
Q Yes. I'm talking about in terms ef what they 
have purchased from us -- exports from us. 


A As I say, that’s dramatically been reduced 
over the last -- over this year. 


I'll give you a rough order of magnitude anyway. 
U. S. exports in -=- total exports anyway in 1980 were about 
$710 million. It fell off to $680 million in 1981. 


In the first six months of '8l1 they were $440 
million. 


In the first six months of '82 they were $110 
million. 


Q When would you expect the process of 
withdrawing MFN status to be completed? 


A That's a function again of the constultations 
which we started with key Congressional leaders, but we 
would certainly hope very quickly. 
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Q So Poland will continue to enjoy MFN status 
‘until that time? 


- 


7 That's correct. 

Q What is the situation on the banks? There 
was a whole flap about six months ago about whether Poland 
was paying: its debts or not. Are they? 


A They have reached an agreement with the pri- 
vate banks to reschedule Polish debt that was falling due in 
1982. 


I have the figures here. Under this agreement the 


Poles will have to pay the banks approximately $700 million 
in interest this year. 


There is, however, a rollover credit facility 
which the banks have offered to the Poles of approximately 
$300 million, so the net payment there will be between 
$300-$400 million. Just to the private banks. 


Q | What will the impact of denying MFN have on 
their ability to repay this in. hard currency? 


A Clearly, they won't be earning as much hard 
currency from the United States as they would have had we 
not withdrawn MPN, but I think you have to keep it in some 
perspective as well. | 


The total debt outstanding, if it had not been 
rescheduled, was several billion dollars. They owe $700 
million just to the private banks. That's not including, 
incidentally, all the official credits which they still owe. 


The total exports to the United States during the 
first six months of the year were just about $100 million, 
so that they would have had to find the foreign currency to 
pay those debts from sources other than exports to the 
United States in any case. 


Q Of the $110 million so far this year in 


exports from the U.S. you say more than half of that -- just 
over half of that is food? 


A It's humanitarian assistance of one kind or 
another. Food donations, medical supplies, that kind of 
thing. 
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Q Which bloc countries have MFN right now besi- 
des Poland? Romania, Hungary? 

a Romania and Hungary, which are reviewable, 
as my colleague said, on an annual basis. Poland had it 
without having to have it reviewed each year. 

a QQ The President said this was not directed 
against the people of Poland, but won't the withdrawal of 
MFN status have an effect on the people if they cannot sell 
as much .to the United States? 


A The effect on the people of Poland would have 
been much greater, for example, had we decided to embargo 
agricultural products to Poland because, ‘if we did that, 


then we couldn't continue the humanitarian aid that's going 
forward to them. 


The people of Poland I don't think will be 
impacted directly by this move. It will certainly diminish 
the amount of resources that are available to the Polish 
Government who, after all, are the ones that benefit from 
trade. The people don't benefit from the trade very much. 


Q Is there any other product besides textiles 
that would be severely affected? 


A Well, severely. Let's see. There are 
approximately 60 different commodities which would be sub- 


ject to tariff rises, anywhere from two to four times higher 
than they presently are. 


I don't exactly have the rundown of what those 
commodities are, but if you're interested -- 


THIRD OFFICIAL: If the Poles were producing steel 
plate at the rate they were producing it before the intro- 


duction of martial law, that would be affected. They 
aren't, and so it isn't. 


(Laughter) 
Q You gave a 19% figure on textiles, I believe. 
PIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What is that percentage figure on fish? 
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A Fish products -- again, this would relate to 
‘the first six months of this year. Total imports, $8.6 
million. 


“Q= Is that tons or -- 


A Wo. Dollars. 


How important is the U.S. as a market to 
Poland? 


A Am I correct that the figure is -- we take 2% 
of their total exports? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q So this move doesn't really affect trade 
significantly? 


PIRST OFFICIAL: It would not be as significant as 
if they were a much larger participant in our market, but at 
the margin and given the fact that they are scraping the 
bottom of the barrel for practical purposes for foreign 


exchange from any source, it will have considerable effect 
at the margin. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: One fact that's worth noting in 
that context is that only 40% of their industrial capacity 
is now being used, so in terms of scraping the bottom of the 
barrel, they really are way down there, and a substantial 
portion of their industry depends on Western imports for 
the spare parts and inputs of various sorts. 


So it is misleading to come away with the 


impression that they are not in really serious economic 
trouble. 


Q As a political consideration, have you 
thought of what the Polish regime might do now -- that is, 


roll over and play dead on this? -- or what options do they 
have? 


A We think they have a very clear option. It's 
the option which Solidarity and the Church has put to them 
which is reconciliation. 


Q Aside from that. 


A I'm not -- 
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Q It's clear that the Polish Parliament is not 
going into session tomorrow and re-establish this -- the law 
which legalizes Solidarity. 


“WHat can they do? ° 


a»~A . Over the next months, you mean, is there 
anything that General Jaruzelski could do to try to turn 
this situation around? 


_ Q Not turn the situation around -- what could 
he do in terms of expressing his anger that the United 
States has pulled back? Retaliation. 


PIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. They could retaliate when we 
in fact withdraw MPN, but that doesn't mean a great deal 
when you're dealing with a Communist country anyway. They 
probably will raise their tariffs against U.S. imports. 


8) Most-favored nation is a normal procedure, so 
I assume. In other words, there's no likelihood of this 
being followed in other countries. 


A I'm not sure I get the drift of the question. 


Q In other words, Polish exports to Western 
Europe I assume come in under most-favored nation -- 


A That's correct. 


Q And there's no tradition in Western Europe of 
hiking -- of dropping MFN like it is here, so I assume -- 


A I'm not aware of any. 


Q So, in other words, there's little likelihood 
of that being emulated in Western Europe. 


A I don't know about “little likelihood," but I 
certainly wouldn't expect it immediately. 


Q I'm a little confused here. Go back to that 
Other question. You said that this won't have a significant 
impact on their ability to pay debts, and yet you say 
they're scraping the bottom of the barrel for hard currency. 


I guess my question is, is the United States 
cutting off its nose to spite its face here and making them 
default on these interest and principal payments? 
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A We're not making them default, and my point 


was that given the orders of magnitude of the amount of 


debts that they have to pay and the relatively small ear- 
mings that they get from exports to the United States, that 


even if we ®ere to continue to give them MFN, they still 


would have. an enormous debt service requirement. 

= ” dow this will add to their problem of having to 
service those debts, but we still expect those debts will be 
“-- we expect them to pay their debts, and they have other 
sources of foreign exchange, and we continue to expect that 
they will use those other sources to pay their debts to the 
West in accordance with the agreements they've entered into. 


Q So for the short term you are really 
acknowledging -- I guess you have, haven't you -=- that, this 
is largely a symbolic action? That its economic signifi- 
cance is really only long term, if any. 


A The main economic significance clearly is 
long term. That's right. There is an immediate political 
significance. to what we've done, given what my colleague 
said about the importance which the Poles have always 
attached to having MFN, and we. believe that there is some 
immediate, but clearly lesser, impact on their total exports 
to the United States, and probably a significant impact in 
terms of the exports of particular products. 


Q What kind of action could the U.S... and its 
allies take in the CSCE in November? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: What kind of actions could we 
take in CSCE in November? 


I guess I'd rather not speculate too much. It's 
clear that this is going to be, if not the dominant, cer- 
tainly one of the dominant issues before CSCE in November. 


But precisely how we will treat it will have to 
depend on our consultations with the allies which we are now 
beginning in terms of Poland and the CSCE session. 


There will be very intensive discussion with the 
allies in the next few weeks on precisely this subject. 


Q But the outlook anyway for the CSCE wasn't 
good already, and the Polish situation was going to dominate 
already, so I mean it's just making things worse. 
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, A I think that's a fair statement. It is 
making matters worse, but the situation was already bleak. 
The last session of CSCE was heavily dominated also also 
with Poland. 


< 


Q Could there be a recess immediately after the 
opening ef the third round? 
A I would rather not speculate on exactly how 
we're going to approach it. 


<7 


I wanted also to mention one other dimension that 
I think is important. I don't know whether you all saw the 
statement issued yesterday by the AFL-CIO, but in addition 
to action in a multilateral body like CSCE, there also will 
be action in the international labor organization, the, ILL. 





Our union, AFL-CIO, announced yesterday that, 
together with the ICFTU -- the International Confederation 
of Free Trade Unions -- they will be bringing an action in 
the ILL because of the decision by the Polish junta 
yesterday. 


We have the statement here by the AFL-CIO if any 
of you haven't seen it. 


Q Thank you very much. 
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BY 
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ON THE VISIT OF PRESIDENT SOEHARTO 
OF INDONESIA 


October 12, 1982 


The Briefing Room 
12:15 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very happy to give you a 
rundown on how the conversations went between the two Presidents. 


First of all, let me say that the purpose of the meeting, 
as I've explained to some of you, was just to broaden the understanding 
and the rapport between the two leaders and the two countries. And I 
think this purpose was amply accomplished this morning. 


But the two had very wide-ranging discussions of global 
issues involving strategic and economic matters and also a very clear 
discussion of bilateral internal matters. And I think that all of the 


topics which were covered this morning are of primary importance t. our 
two countries. 


Let me say also that the discussions will continue at the 
working level, that matters which were not necessarily discussed in detail 
between the two Presidents will be picked up later. There's going to 
be a luncheon very shortly at the Department of State in which several 
of the Indonesian Ministers, Minister Widjojo and Minister Mochtar will 
be present and will be addressing problems. On our side, we will have 
the Secretary of State, Secretary Regan and you may be sure that there 
will be a very thorough continuation of the discussions which continued 
at the Presidential level. 


And I would say that the atmospherics, of course, as you 
could see this morning from your own observation, were very good indeed. 
and that obviously there is, I think, a very firm bond of understanding 
between our two countries. 


Having said that, I'll be happy to take your questions. 
Q What about East Timor, did that come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say that, as I 
mentioned, a wide range of global and bilateral issues were discussed. 
When it comes to questions, suchas the human rights issue, let me say 
our policy is to rely on quiet diplomacy, behind the scenes. This is an 
issue which we do not bring up in public. 


Q So the answer to my question is no, it did not come up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to answer you. 
I've already said all I care to say on that subject. Thank you. 


Q What are the disagreements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Disagreements, I wouldn't 
really call -- about disagreements. Shall we say that President Soeharto 
pointed to areas of particular concern to Indonesia which he thought 
would be helpful to us in understanding what Indonesia's direction 


happens to be, where it's going and where its needs for assistance might 
be. 


MORE 
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He stressed a great deal national resiliency, talking about 
Indonesia relying very heavily on its own resources, but said also that 
Indonesia relys on external assistance and pointed out areas of concern 
to Indonesia in this regard. 


Q What are those areas of concern? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's just a matter 
of how we might be helpful in, say, providing technical assistance in 
a number of different fields. He mentioned a number of areas of particular 
concern. If you care to, I can say coffee and plywood. 


Q What about an Ambassador to Indonesia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a matter which is 
under discussion and I think you'll be hearing about something in that effect 
subsequently. I'm not going to say now. I don't know when an announce- 
ment might be made. 


Q "Subsequently" means “after this time," but -- Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “Subsequently” means “after 
this time." And I wouldn't be able to predict precisely when. 


Q But not during this trip. 

Q Was there any discussion about tariffs? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 
Q Tariffs of any kind? Tariffs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tariffs. Oh, that question 
was raised, yes. Market access. For a developing country, the question 
of market access in the developed countries is very important and he 
did mention his concern over making sure that Indonesia would have ap- 
propriate market access and he mentioned tariffs in that connection. 


Q Did the two Presidents discuss a question of an 
Ambassador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That one, again, is -- 
that's sensitive diplomatic discussions and I can't really go into that 
right now. 


Q Did the two Presidents discuss giving aid to the 
non-communist coalition in Cambodia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I'm glad you mentioned 
the Kampuchean situation. That was addressed and I wouldn't say that 
the Presidents went into specifics; but President Reagan assured Presi- 
dent Soeharto of our continued support for the ASEAN program and for what 
ASEAN is trying to do in bringing about the withdrawal of all Vietnamese 
forces from Kampuchea. And they agreed that that was a necessary step 
and that the Kampuchean people should have the right to determine their 
own destiny. 


Q How about military for the coalition fighting the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not discussed. 
Q What about East Timor -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've already said all 
I care to say on that subject, thank you. 


Q But you haven't told us whether it was discussed or 
not? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've said all I care to 
say on that subject. 


Q Can you tell us whether those two issues, the Ambassador 
or Timor were even brought up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That, as I say, we rely 
on quiet diplomatic discussions regarding the situation in human rights 
in general and the administration policy with regard to East Timor is 
well known. And if anyone would care, I can provide a copy of the testi- 
mony I gave several weeks ago before the Solar Subcommittee in the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee. 


Q Can you explain what “quiet diplomatic discussions" 








mean? How can we have them when we don't have an ambassador in Indo- 
nesia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: May I point -- sitting 
right here is our Charge in Indonesia. The fact that we don't have an 
ambassador does not mean that all communication forthwith stops. We have 
a large and I believe very effective embassy and various people in that 
embassy maintain continuing contact with their Indonesian office -- 

And you may Fe sure that even in the absence of an ambassador, all major 
issues of importance -- and let me cut it this way -- all issues of in- 
terest to our two countries are being addressed on a continuing basis. 


Q But still the situation with the heads of the two 
nations are sitting side-by-side to discuss major issues, and something 
like East Timor is a question mark. Can you tell us yes or no whether 
they brought the subject up -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have said all that I 
care to say on the subject of East Timor. Let me make it very plain 
in this regard -- that the Indonesian government is very much aware 
of administration policy in this regard, that we have frequent discussions, 
including myself very recently on the subject with senior officials of 
the Indonesian government. This is a matter which we keep addressing as 
appropriate and you may be sure is not going to be allowed to languish. 
But again our policy is to follow quiet diplomatic means of addressing 
an issue such as this. We do not bring it out in the public domain, and 
our policy is well-known, it has been well established. And again, I 
refer you to the testimony that I gave before the SOLAR subcommittee. 


Q That testimony was generally favorable to Indonesia. 
You said you agreed with them that there is no famine there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is quite right and 
I refer you to Jack Anderson this morning. He didn't speak of famine 
either. 


Q But now you are refusing to comment, which -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not going to comment 
on discussions on this issue which may or may not have gone on between 
the two Heads of State. As far as the issue is concerned we are address- 
ing it constantly and as I say all that we need to mention in this regard 
is outlined in very thorough detail in the testimony before -- my testimony 
before the SOLAR subcommittee. 
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Q Why wouldn't it be appropriate to bring it up in this 
setting when -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say that you people 
have asked me about sixteen questions all regarding one issue. Now there 
are a lot of other issues that are existing between the United States 
government and the Republic of Indonesia and we certainly do not let 
one issue eclipse the need to discuss all others. Now there are a lot 
of other things, as I mentioned to you, that were addressed -- the situa- 
tion in the Middle East, the situation North-South, global negotiations, 
the World Bank, IDA, our contributions to it, and I can even say one 
commodity issue was addressed -- a bilateral one, also a multilateral one, 


namely TEN. So we have a broad spectrum of issues domestic and inter- 
national and, as I said, I have mentioned all I care to on this one 
issue. 


Q Okay, what did President Reagan say about Prime Minister 
Begin and the Middle East? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hopefully that the United 
States efforts in reaching or working toward a peaceful solution in the 
Middle East will continue and as I think President Soeharto put it, so 
that the Palestinian people can live in peace with both their Israeli and 
Arab neighbors. 


Q Did President Soeharto have a plan? Does he endorse 


MORE 








Mr. Reagan's broad outline that -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I must say that 
without going into what President Soeharto specifically had in mind, 
I can't know that for sure. It was certainly my impression that what 
President Soeharto had to say constituted encouragement for the American 
efforts to bring about a peaceful solution in the Middle East. 





Q Did they discuss the meetings between Hussein and 
Arafat? Was there any kind of updating? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that was not discussed. 
Q Are there any ASEAN problems that were -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might mention that when 
President Soeharto raised the question of tin, that is not simply a 
question that involves the United States and Indonesia. It also involves 
Malaysia and Thailand as other tin producers. Now he did mention that 
ASEAN should not be regarded as a military alliance, that each country 
should rely on its own resources to build up its own security. But I 
think that in effect our policy and that of the rest of the ASEAN countries 
are in step. There is really no problem as we conceive of them, and our 
support is of course very forthright -- very strong. 


Q Are we going to provide the aircraft and naval vessels 
Indonesia wants? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The issue specifically of 
security has not been touched upon yet, although -- that is in specific 
details. In general terms the President mentioned that we would be 
cognizant of Indonesia's concerns about being secure, building up its 


Own security. Now I will leave the specifics to later. We may not settle 
everything on this occassion 
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and there are some further discussions today in which we may get 
into more detail. 


Q From whom is Indonesia protecting itself? 
Are there any threats to Indonesia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think one need 
only to look at the world scene, and Indonesia's concern about 
its territorial waters, and the air approaches to Indonesia. 

We did not get into specifics this morning. But I do not think 
that Indonesia regards the United States as a security threat. 


Q Would it be appropriate for them to use these 
weapons in Timor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry. 





Q How about in East Timor, for example; would 
the weapons be allowed to be used there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I have said 
all that I care to on that one subject. 


Q Was the Indonesian relation with China 
discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the 
position of a number ASEAN countries, a concern about the potential 
threat of China, not necessarily an existing one -- we understand 
these concerns. And the point has been reiterated, and was 
reiterated again, that ASEAN, per se, is the hard core of our 
policy toward Southeast Asia. And the United States is not going 
to let its relations with any other country get in the way of 
the relationship with ASEAN, or, in fact, constitute a security 
threat to ASEAN. 


Q Did the two Presidents speak directly to each 
other in English? 


VEC GSSIT TIC Ur FUVMEICEGLIOn th mre rican rourergn 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; they went 
through an interpreter. 


Q Ours or theirs? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had an officer 
present taking notes who was a Buhasa speaker. But there was, 
also -- we used, essentially, the Indonesian interpreter who 
was very good in a bilateral sense. He can -- you know, what 
you might call instant -- 

Q He used his notes, did he, like ours? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Instantaneous 
translation is what the Indonesian interpreter is capable of, 

a la the United Nations. He is an extremely good interpreter. 

Q Did they mention textiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not 


mentioned. 

Q Are the Indonesian journalists allowed to ask 
questions? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. Go 
ahead. 








Q We would like to know the changing position 
of the United States on the issue of the Law of the Sea law. 
Could you say something on that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That, I -- 


Q Was that discussed by the two Heads of State? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say this. 
In general terms, we accept the archipelagic principle. We do 
not quarrel with that. But we, also, hope and expect to have 
access through the sea lanes or through over flights derived 
by that aspect of the Law of the Sea being accepted as a part 
of international law, and that there will be no further need for 
any further treaties in that regard. 


Q Do you expect any agreements to come out of 
this visit -- not necessarily this session -- but this visit with 


respect to scientific-technological cooperation or increased U.S. 
aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Increased U.S. aid -- 
of course, everybody has to admit that maybe the administration 
proposes, and Congress disposes. We will continue our contributions 
to Indonesian development and our pledge to the IGGI. For 
TT this year our pledge was in the neighborhood of $100 

ion. 


Now, within the various kinds of aid which Indonesia 
is receiving, some of it comes from straight commercial loans. 
Some of it comes from a kind of XM loans in which you get a 
more concessional basis. Others come from grant aid through 
such auspices as AID. Yes; within that, we would expect an 
increase within -- or shifting around, perhaps, of priorities in 
the direction of technical assistance -- scientific and technical 
assistance, technology transfer. All of those aspects were mentioned 
this morning. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are there any other 
questions from the Indonesian journalists who are here? 
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Q Did Soeharto raise the China question, or 
were you just giving us -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I think it 
would be inappropriate for me to go into too much detail as to 
what was discussed. But, as I mentioned to you, we do understand 
the concerns of a number of ASEAN countries concerning the 
potential problems that China might pose in the course of its 
modernization. 


Q Did the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer to that 
is that we want to be helpful in allowing other countries -- to 
do what we can to permit them to modernize along the same lines. 


Q Did President Soeharto raise the question about 
Japan's defenses? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Peripherally; but 
I think this is something that, again, as I say, is well understood 
by ourselves. And I do not think that there is any question but 
that what Japan is doing and what we are supporting is well within 
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the level of acceptance of the Southeast Asian countries who do 
not see the pattern of, shall we say, defensive, military preparation 


in Japan as being a threat, or reminiscent of what happened in 
World War II. 


Q Were these the replies the President gave to 
him on both China and Japan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Shall I say -- 
these reflect, in general terms, the way the discussion went. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:30 P.M. EDT 








AO! C. 


THE WHITE HOUSE 





Office of the Press Secretary vm 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 


October 14, 1982 
The Justice Department 


11:35 A.M. EDT 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- there's no need to 
repeat that. And, therefore, why don't we just turn it over for questions 
for any of us on the panel. Do you know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- ground rules first, 
gentlemen. This will be attributed to High Administration Officials. 
Obviously no cameras. There'll be no -- on tape recording, you can 
use your cassettes, but no taping -- (inaudible). 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybs should introduce 
yryone quickly on the par RRR MMM 
SQA AAA WQQQQAQAQAQQAQQQQAQ 
t SA LAN \ AAA WAN . 





LS 


Q The President said that in the opinion of virtually 
all knowledgeable observers the South Florida Task Force has been success- ~° 
ful in slowing the flow of illegal drugs in the United States. Could 
you be more specific? Couple of -- who those observers are and how 
much cocaine or heroin were coming in before the Task Force arrived. 
How much -- I haven't been able to find anybody that can tell for sure. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think there are 
a number of factors that at least I look to to see that the South Florida 
Task Force has been successful. The first, and I think the most re- 
liable because statistics in the'!aw enforcement area as in almost 
every area, are,obviously, you can have two views of it. 
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We have a number of contacts with state and local law 
enforcement in South Florida. Before the South Florida Task Force, 
certainly there were many, many discussions with them about the prob- 


lems there. 


At least, from my own personal contacts with them, they 
view the situation as substantially different now as opposed to six 
or seven months ago, that there has been some control exerted over the . 
flow of drugs into that community and some of the crime that's attendant 
to that, I think some of the crime statistics that we've seen in the 
last couple of months show some decline inrelated crimes. The price 
of drugs has increased in that community and the price of drugs -- 


Q The price of cocaine -- I was told last weekend 
the price of cocaine has dropped. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the latest statistics 
that I saw, which would go back about two months or so show a very 
substantial rise in the price of marijuana and a rise in the price 


of cocaine. 


But, principally, I would ri | upon the state and local 
law enforcement people who have responsibility for dealing with the 


crime problem there who see a marked difference in both drug crimes ani 
| &¥ug-telated crimes, including the-Governor who I met with three weeks . - 
ago, who sees and feels that there's a very, very large difference now 


in the problen. 
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Q Well, have you got arrests before and after? That 
would be a known figure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there are statistics 
of that. I can read them off to you. Maybe you want to -- 


Q Well, (inaudible) -- before you go into arrests, let 
me just -- that doesn't answer the question of whether the flow is up 
or down. It could just mean you've got more people out there arresting 


people. 


Do you have any way of knowing how many tons of marijuana 
is coming into Florida now as opposed to six months ago? Or how many 
kilos of cocaine -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The problem with that 
guestion is that you really are asking the question, how many tons are 
not coming into Florida as a result of the Task Force. And there's no 
way we can monitor that. I mean, there's a deterrent effect that has 
taken place we feel. And -- as well as the arrest and seizures that 
have occurred; but it's very hard to judge when you're having a deterrent 
effect and to quantify it. 


Q In other words -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But we do have -- 
Q -- the answer -- (inaudible) -- no. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do -- 

Q (Inaudible). 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we do have price. 
We look at prices of the drugs. And we get information from individual 
informants which indicate that they're wary about coming into Florida 
or they're not coming in or they're having to plan on different routes 
of smuggling. 


And we've also had seizures go up in other areas and been 
able to identify those as having -- as relating to South Florida. 


Q Where? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One in New Iberia, Louisiana 
of 1,000 pounds of cocaine; a couple of months ago of a Florida operation 
in an airplane, a Florida Conveyor 880, which was registered to a company 
in Florida. 


Similarly, a New Mexico cocaine case of -- involving a 
seizure, involving 214 pounds, in which those individuals were going 
to take the drugs overland back to Florida. 


So we think that we're forcing them to takeamore dif- 
ficult route, a more expensive route and a hopefully more risky and 
costly route. 


Q You said you have arrest figures? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right here on this -- 
Right in the fact sheet, several agents in the South Florida Task 
Force have made more than 600 arrests. They've seized $7.9 million 
in assets, including 45 vessels, 1,600 pounds of cocaine, nearly 
one million pounds of marijuana. 


MORE 
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: Q-- I meant @ comparative figure, before and after. . 
(Inaudible). In other words, given a calendar year, let's say, two 


years ago and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A comparison in that area 
last year as opposed to this year. 


Q Yes. 


ign 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have that available 
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but I can get that for you. “And you would see a substantial increase 
over a two year period. 


Q -- South Florida -- (inaudible) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But it's a -- in 
away, it is not the most reliable indicator even if you see a 
substantial increase inthe amount of drugs that are seized. That 
could be a function of a large number of things including more 
Grugs coming in if you're seizing more drugs. The most reliable 
indicator, I think, is the reaction of state and local law enforcement 
to the problem that they have to face. They're the ones that deal 
with the problem of drugs on a day to day basis. And from them, 
I am told, that there is a substantial difference in their having 
to deal with the drug problem now as opposed to six or seven months 
ago. 


Q -- the costs of the South Florida Task Force -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It really is impossible 
to give you an accurate figure or even just a definable figure for 
the cost because we're talking about having moved federal agents, 
federal prosecutors who are on our payroll down there plus the 
time that's already being taken up by the agents and by the 
prosecutors who are assigned to the Southern District of Florida. 

I could give you a very rough estimate but it would be only that -- 
avery, very rough estimate of what its cost to date without 

even factoring in the defense and I would say $10 to $20 million 

in that range if you're considering additional costs above and 
beyond what it costs us in the Treasury Department and other 
departments to maintain law enforcemer.t in South Florida. 


Q And is that for -- (inaudible) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But that is an 
annualized cost. 


Q Could you explain how these -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But, again, I have 
to caution you that that is a very, very rough estimate and it's very 
very hard to break down what the additional costs are since we're 
adding to an on-going law enforcement operation there already. 


Q Could you be more specific, could you elaborate 
on how these 12 regional task forces are going to be set up, operated -- 
said they will be an addition to existing federal operations in 
those regions. Could you be specific? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the task force 
is -- (inaudible) -- I'll ask some others to join in this and 
give you a general overview of what they're going to be -- how 
they're going to be structured. The task forces are going to 
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involve assisting United States Attorneys, other prosecutors from 
the criminal division of the Justice Department, FBI, DEA, customs 
agents, in some cases Coast Guard, in some cases IRS, in some cases 
INS depending on the area of the country that you're in. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- ATF -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And as my colleague 
reminds me, ATF, and I bet there are a few others. But the principle 
components of the task forces would be FBI, DEA, customs and the 
prosecutors that are necessary to prosecute those cases. They will 
be assigned initially -- not assigned but administered initially out 
of core cities but only for purposes of administration. The - 
theory of these task forces is to have available the investigatory 
and prosecutory resources to be flexible and to move into different 
parts of the region. 


One of the things that the South Florida Task Force 
taught us, whatever your analysis of these statistics is, that when 
you put a concentrated federal effort, resources in one place, 
one of the things that you're going to do is divert the way in 
which drugs comes in so that rather than coming in in South 
Florida they will move up the Carolina coast or they will move 
along the Gulf or they will go into the interior. 


Now, what we want to have available is a flexible 
approach so that we can move hopefully even before but certainly 
at or about the same time as these movements of drugs change. That's 
one of the purposes of the task force. And maybe I'll ask my 
colleague to go into a little more detail and then some of the 
others who will be involved in this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you've said 
it very well and there's not much I can add to it except to stress 
that our approach, our strategic approach to these task forces, 
puts a greater emphasis on flexibility and mobility than may be 
at first apparent as we try to outline the where and the why 
of the, at least the initial diagram, of where and how we're going 
to be. 


It's going to be essentially an investigative effort 
coordinated with prosecutors in particular regions which have been 
worked out on the basis of combined FBI and DEA intelligence, in 
concert with other agencies to determine what the particular 
problems in those areas. We've got interdiction problems in 
which there are -- a heavier emphasis and reliance upon Treasury agents 
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and officials will be present. We have crop-growing problems, for in- 


stance, in the south-central area. We have concentrations of heroin 


in some parts of the country, and that's the basis for this allocation 
of resources. 


And the other thing, I suppose, that needs to be said, and 
why I think this is truly an initiative, it is not just moving people 
around, taking resources from one part of the country in order to supply 
a more urgent need in another part of the country. It does reflect a 
very substantial commitment of resources which will permit us to focus 
heavily on this particular problem, and that is the drug trafficking 
problem and its association with organized criminal enterprises, not 
confined to LCN units. 


We hope to do this in a way that does not simply involve 
opening new offices and separating investigative agents as a pool of 
some kind, or simply augmenting local police force exercises. We hope 
that these investigative initiatives will be of the kind that will have 
long-range and permanent benefit in the terms of reducing the successes 
that have been achieved by organized criminal enterprises. 


Q You mentioned crop-growing problems. It's an open 
secret that in Northern California there is heavy marijuana growing. 
Is this task force likely to be aimed at going in there to eliminate 
that or to try to figure out who is doing it? How do they work that 
kind of a problem? Are you going to go against the fields or are you 
going to go against the growers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't ask us to outline 
the specific strategies. They're still in the process of development. 
I don't know whether we're in position to state them publicly. But 
each of these agencies have already specific responsibilities. My col- 
league's agency has a particular responsibility in the eradication 
program, and to the extent that's a problem in an area, it will be 
emphasized through the DEA. 


Q Could you explain why the task force approach was 
favored over the current structure? Why not just increase the strength 


. Of these agencies and the structure that's already there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a lot of good 
reasons that can be given for that. But if you remember what my col- 
league said and what the President said and what the Attorney General 
said, this augments current facilities. It puts an increased physical 
effort to work in this area, with new resources and additional personnel. 
It doesn't mean we're wiping out the old or segregating them from-- it's 
going to be integrated into the ongoing programs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When you look, if you just 
look at a map and you just imagine the different types of law enforce- 
ment responses that are needed, that vary from one part of the country 
to another, I think one of the other lessons of the South Florida Task 
Force is that when you bring law enforcement agencies together you can 
deal with different problems. You mentioned the problem of crop eradi- 
cation. Well, that is a problem in California, it's a problem in some 
states; that is not a problem in Chicago. Interdiction is a problem in 
South Florida, it's not a problem in Denver, obviously. You need the 
ability to react to the problem in different ways, and the point that 
my colleague makes is, one of the things that has us so enthusiastic 
about this program, the sheer increase in the number of agents in 
Justice Department, in the Treasury Department that will be available 
to do drug work and related work, is quite historic. There hasn't 
been an increase in the number of federal agents, until this Administra- 
tion, available to do drug work since DEA was first formed. With the 
consolidation of FBI and DEA, and you can correct me if I'm wrong, sir, 
but I think one fair way to estimate the number of new agents that have 
been put into the drug enforcement effort is at about 500 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- if you look at the man- 


--hours that the FBI has devoted to drugs. -So you start off with 1,826 


DEA agents when we all started, primarily solely doing drug work. We've 
added from the Justice Department's point of view 500 FBI agents who 
right now are doing drug work. This would add, again from the Justice 
Department's point of view, about 600 more agents, possibly even 700 
more agents over a period of a year, in the area of drug enforcement. 
That is a very substantial increase in the federal involvement and the 
Federal Government taking up its share of the burden of enforcing the 
drug laws. 


One of the things that we learned from the Law Enforcement 
Coordinating Committees all throughout the country is that, although 
there are 
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many things that we could do, if they could list a number one priority 

for federal enforcement where we can make the biggest contribution 

to local crime problems -- the biggest contribution they believed -- these 
are basically the law enforcement professionals all throughout the country - 
was in beefing up our enforcement of the drug laws. And that is precisely 
what we did with bringing the FBI in and it's exactly what this 

program will do. Hopefully, it will do a lot more than that. But 

as a start, that's a pretty good -- 


Q Where do you get -- where do you get the -- 


Q Can we just do some numbers? You've got, what, 
about 7650 today in the FBI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Seventy-eight hundred. 
Q Pardon me? 
. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Round numbers, 7800. 


Q Seventy-eight hundred? Now, what are you going to 
have a year from now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These have to be -- 
these aren't cast in stone yet, but I think we're -- what are we in? 
About a thousand more, 800? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All together, we would 
end up with about 600 to 700 more agents in the Justice Department 
and about 300, possibly 400 more agents, in the Treasury Department, 
and 200 more -- 200 more pocssoutess as well as the support personnel 
that go along with that. 


Q So, there'd be a -- (inaudible) -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q So when you say 6 or 700, you're talking about 
FBI/DEA. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
Q And where's the money going to come from for this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The money is going to 
come from our -- an increase in our budget. We are going to submit 
a supplemental in which we ask for the increases that are necessary -- 


Q (Inaudible) -- roughly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be -- once 
fully operational, it will be in the range of -- there's no way to 
tell exactly -- of $160 million to $200 million. 


Q -- you fail to get it, you're already committing 
resources by reprogramming? Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are going to 
start, but we will not be able to fully start until we get the 
authorization from Congress. I don't foresee a grave problem in that. 
Any number of people on both sides of the aisle have recommended 
programs similar to this, are very, very supportive of it. This is 
not -- or should not be a partisan problem at all in Congress. 


Q How many people are involved in the reprogramming 
phase until you get the other thing going? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we're starting 
off with the -- we're going to shoot for our targets and reprogram 


‘to build for those targets and then go forward in the budget process 


at the same time. And we're starting the entire program. 


Q (Inaudible) -- from what kinds of programs are they 
working on now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that has 
been -- I don't think that has been determined -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Inaudible) -- out, but 
that is the plan. 


Q When is all this going to take place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The amendment would go 
to the Congress in late November, early December. We would begin -- 
we are beginning right now -- we had all of the U.S. Attorneys in 
this morning -- yesterday, last evening, and this morning to discuss 
from their point of view what they would like to see, how they would 
like to see it structured. We obviously will be doing that with 
Treasury and with the FBI and DEA. It's going to take a period of 
time to work out exactly how we want to structure these. The budget 
amendment will go to the Congress as soon as they get back, which is 
the earliest possible time that it could go to them, and we will be 
ready to move people into these task forces, certainly, by the 
beginning of the year. 


Q Do you foresee moving existing personnel into the 
task forces and replacing them with new hires -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. That is -- largely 
that is the way -- that is the way it would be done. These would be 
task forces for experienced law enforcement personnel and experienced 
prosecutors and then giving to the affected organization additional 
positions so that they can hire up to whatever they lost. 


Q One of the problems with the old organized crime 
strike force is'-- a recurrent problem was friction between them and 
the local U.S. Attorneys, and one of the reasons that some of them 
were not successful, or at least according to some people. What 
is the plan with regard to these task forces which are -- have several 
jurisdictions included? How do you plan to coordinate with the U.S. 
Attorneys -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The diplomatic solution 
to that, I think, is almost flawless, but tell me what's wrong with it. 


The U.S. Attorneys are going to coordinate the task 
forces in the sense of handling the cases, deciding what should be 
prosecuted and not prosecuted. We have asked David Margolis (sp}, who 
is in charge of the Organized Crime Section in the Criminal Division, 
to -- and put him -- and asked him to step out of his role for a 
period of time, and take on the assignment of helping us form up 
these task forces so that they -- so that they work right, at least 
from the prosecutor's point of view. So David will be, in essence, 
our point man for pulling together the efforts of the U.S. Attorneys. 
It will be U.£. Attorneys who handle the prosecutions and Assistant 
U.S. Attorneys largely who do it with David, at least at the beginning, 
pulling together our organizational scheme. So we're not going to 
have -- we're not going to have separate prosecutors in the field that 
would in any sense be competing with the United States Attorneys. 
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-Q Who's going to direct the activities of the -- 


Q Would the U.S. Attorney and the core city 
direct the task force for that region? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. Attorney will 
handle the prosecutors in the task force, and the cases that go through 
the task force. The agents, their activity will be coordinated by an 
agent who will be decided on for each city by consultation with 
Treasury Department, FBI, DEA. An agent would actually, or possibly 
several agents would actually coordinate the investigative work and 
Other work of agents. The United States Attorney would handle the 
functions that he presently handles. I see you shaking your head, but 
that is precisely, that is precisely the way an organized crime strike 
force operates. 


Q Take the northwest area there, you've got in San 
Francisco a U.S. attorney, you have a U.S. Attorney in the Eastern Dis- 
trict of California in Sacramento, and more U.S. attorneys in Oregon 
and Washington, Alaska, and Hawaii. Which one of those U.S. attorneys 
will direct the one task force -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. attorney in San 
Francisco will be in charge of coordinating the entire effort from the 
point of view of prosecutions every case has to go through. The U.S. 
attorney is the ideal person to coordinate this because every case has 
to go through his office. But he should not be managing and running 
the agents. The agents will continue to report to Customs if they are 
Customs agents, FBI if they are FBI agents, DEA if they are DEA agents, 
just the way they do right now in an organized crime strike force or 
on any other task force that we've ever put together. And they are in 
investigatory activity. What they do that day, what undercover opera- 
tions they get involved in, will be run and coordinated by agents. 
When they get to the point where a case needs the assistance of a pro- 
secutor, need a wire tap, needs to discuss whether you want a search 
warrant, want to talk out strategy on whether it makes more sense to 
follow up this lead or that lead, then there would be assisting 
United States attorneys specially designated and assigned to handle that 
as well as to handle the grand jury investigation, prosecution of the 
case, and whatever else follows from that. That is very, very similar 
to the way an organized crime strike force is organized, except we have 
the United States attorney in charge of the lawyers, not a strike force 
lawyer put out in the field to do it, and we have assisting United 
States attorneys who are handling it. 


Now, the art, in doing this right, for the U.S. Attorney in 
San Francisco, is to be very certain that he makes sure that the re- 
sources are divided in a way that responds to the problem, so that 
when you have problems in Oregon and Washington, they get as much 
attention as the problems in his area. Also the location of the core 
city is a way to start and a way to organize. It doesn't necessarily 
mean that five months from now or six months from now San Francisco 
necessarily would be the place where we would locate for administrative 
purposes the core of the strike force, or you could say the same 
thing -- there are a number of places where -- Baltimore is a good 
example. That could easily be in Philadelphia or Washington. So you 
begin with Baltimore and see how it's working. 


Q This may be ideal in your view and in the view of the 
U.S. attorney in San Francisco, but what does the U.S. attorney in 
Sacramento or Portland or Seattle or Spokane think about it? I mean, 
what -- all of a sudden there is a super U.S. attorney for something 
that -- has never existed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that is not so. The. 
U.S. attorney in San Francisco has no jurisdiction over the the U.S. 
attorney in Oregon or in Washington. He exists to help coordinate how 
we distribute these new resources and how we -- to assist in doing that. 


Q Final prosecution decisions -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Final prosecution in the 
District of Oregon is decided on by the U.S. Attorney in the District 
of Oregon. He decides whether we go with the case or we don't go with 
the case. The same thing is true of the two offices in Washington. 
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As far as we are concerned in Washington, as we monitor 
cases and as we try to coordinate this strategy, we're going to look 
to the U.S. attorney in San Francisco to pull things together. But 
only to do that. He has no authority over the other U.S. attorneys. 


Q Final prosecution -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wonder if a good example 
might be the interact-case that we've worked on for a number of years 
on the docking industry along the West Coast. We have, we used 20 FBI 
field offices and coordinated that. We got 110 convictions. They were 
tried according to the most appropriate place in the most appropriate 
manner. in a number of districts throughout, on the East Coast. 


You have to allow the Department to handle these matters in 


— family. These are not -- you're getting down into the nitty-gritty 
re. 


Q Sir, you cited in your comments, you spoke of the cor- 
ruption reaching the FBI and the DEA and Justice Department prosecutors. 


Is that an ongoing case you were speaking of, or were you speaking 
historically? 


jon in American roreign 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was speaking both histori- 
cally -- these are exceedingly rare but they have occurred and they've 
occurred recently, and we've taken appropriate action. 


Q Could you give us some idea of the scope of that? I 
mean, how many cities involved -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no, it's quite small; 


fortunately it's quite small, and I'm talking about no more than three, 
and I'm sure -- three cities. 


Q There was no mention made this morning of the CIA. 
Station chiefs for the CIA have priorities and narcotics is a very low 
one. Is it a fact that there was some contemplation of bringing the 
CIA into this and that the CIA objected? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was no such 
event that you're talking about. The CIA is part of the Cabinet 
Council Working Group on Drugs. To the extent that they can turn over 
information to us and can be helpful in gathering intelligence on drug 
activities, that will continue. This is an internal domestic law en- 
forcement offensive, largely, as well as interdiction offensive. There 
would be no reason to directly involve the CIA. As I described the 
task force to you, it would involve FBI, DEA, Customs, the other 


agencies that we talked about, ATF; those are all domestic law enforce- 
ment agencies. 


Q I just meant, they could raise their priorities, 
the CIA station chiefs who become aware, have to allocate manpower -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: CIA has an important role 
in the overall control of drugs coming intothis country, as the State 
Department does. But it would be as appropriate to have the CIA 
involved in this as it would the State Department. This is largely a 
domestic law enforcement effort. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That doesn't mean we won't 
still be relying on all intelligence we can get from CIA and from what-. 
ever other sources we can get, as far as the interdiction aspects, 
that feature of the particular plan is concerned. 


Q But they didn't object to coming into this program? 
They weren't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely not. They did 
not object to it. Sir, did you want to add something? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I just want to say that 
the overall drug program of the Administration involves nine departments, 
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29 agencies and four independent agencies, and it's a five-pronged, 
international, domestic law enforcement, research and development, 
detoxification treatment, @ducation and prevention. And what we're 
Gealing with here is just one part of it, and the agencies that may 


not be working with my colleague's people will certainly be working 
in some other areas. 


Q Will your distribution of agents basically be 
the people around -- for each of these new task forces. You have 
about 1,200 new people. Are you going to divide by 12 to figure out 
how many go where or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think they 
will be equal. I think they'll be roughly comparable. It really 
depends now, as we sit down and try to work out with U.S. attorneys, 
FBI, Customs, the other agencies that are involved, DEA; there's no 
doubt there are going to be different numbers in each one of the -- 

I don't think drastically different, but there will be different total 
numbers in each one of these area And also, a very different mix. 
Yes? 


Q You said the South Florida Task Force will continue, 
but its jurisdiction is expanded greatly. Will it get additional bodies 
and funding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It may very well. 
Q But that's not addressed now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is not something 
that we've focused on yet, but -- 


Q What's the overhead personnel beyond the 1,200 enforce- 
ment personnel? What's the total thing we're talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean in terms of secre- 
taries and clerk and -- 


Q Yes -- the number of people. You're talking about 
1,200 enforcement personnel, which is a word of art. How many people 
are we really talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're probably talking 
about 1,500, 1,600, when you consider the additional support personnel 
that are necessary. Also -- 


Q (Inaudible.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. Paralegals. 


Q Another question about the South Florida Task Force. 
(Inaudible.) Are you going to keep doing the same things that you're 
doing now or are you going to change the role of (inaudible)? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you talking about 
South Florida or these other task forces? 


Q South Florida. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think our plan is to keep 
South Florida operating on the same basis as it is now, and the Vice 
President still has a broad coordinating role, oversight and coordinating 
role there, and this particular program is directed at all other areas 
of the country. 


Q -- specifically to the South Florida thing, you have 
enlarged the jurisdiction and and these task forces are supposed to be 
flexible and there's a big emphasis on going -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Actually, though, you know, 
you say that, the South Florida Task Force has, and may still be 
Operating in Jacksonville -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And Tampa. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and Tampa. So I duns ¢ 
know that we've really enlarged the jurisdiction of the South Fle: ius 


-Task Force dramatically. ‘They have been operating in the rest of *¢ ie 


State as well. 


Q But you're saying that there will be no noticeable 
change in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the South Florida Task 
Force will operate as if -- in one way of looking at it -- these addi- 
tional task forces were not -- as it was operating three days ago. 
It will continue to operate; I think it will gain immeasurably from 
the fact that there are additional resources all over the country, and 
it will help in terms of handling the problem of diversion, of drugs 
coming in elsewhere. But as far as South Florida is concerned, it will 
remain operating that way. 


Q The $160,000,000 figure is just personnel, or are you 
intensifying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there's another signifi- 
cant aspect to this that I'd like to mention, so you will understand it, 
because I think it's a major difference from the way a lot of these 
things have been done in the past. And that is that there is money 
built into this for adding additional prison and jail beds to the 
Federal Bureau of Prisons, in the range of 1,200 to 1,500, at least in 
the first year, both jail and prisons. And the reason for that being 
that in large measure, in the past, when people have looked at, well, 
how do we do more about law enforcement, they look at one aspect of it. 
Let's increase the prosecutors, let's increase the agents or the 
police. They never really take a look at what effect this has on the 
end result of the system, which sometimes is the most important. This 
would include additional money for us to increase the capacity of the 
federal prison system and the federal jail -- 


Q Is that figure over and above the $200 million? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that is within -- 


Q What percentage is that (inaudible)? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is approximately 
$20 million to $24 million for increasing the prison facilities and 
about $10 million for increasing the jail capabilities. 


Q Someone said that it is difficult to quantify how -- 
what amount of drugs is not coming into the country because of what you 
are doing. I am wondering if you can use the same criteria to measure 
success nationwide -- You mentioned South Florida but you didn't name 
the price and the involvement of the locais. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the reason 
that it is difficult to measure what kind of control you are having 
on the ambunt of drugs coming into this country is that if they are 
coming in illegally, obviously you are not -- they are coming surrepti- 
tiously and clandestinely and you cannot measure that. I think it would 
be a mistake -- and we had a discussion this morning with all the U.S. 
attorneys about measurement -- it would be a mistake to say that the 
way we are going to measure the success of these task forces is on the 
number of drugs that they seize or the number of arrests that they make. 
Obviously that is a factor, that is something that you look to. What these 
task forces largely would be focused on are organized groups that are 
dealing in drugs -- infiltrating organized groups that are dealing in 
drugs and trying to break those organizations up. That is a fairly long- 
term project. It requires undercover work. It requires sophisticated 
intelligence and the use of that intelligence. I would not want to 
see as a sole measure of their success the number of people they arrested 
or the amount of drugs they seized. You just motivate agents then to 
go for the lowest common denominator when you do that. What I would see 
in working out the exact measure of this is going to take the FBI and 
Customs and the DEAas well as the U.S. attorneys. But what I would 
like to see is something like the system that the FBI has in weighting 
their cases so that we are looking for high quality cases and not just 
large numbers. 


Q Some of us who have been here a while remember exactly 
this kind of session. I can remember one conducted by Attorney General 
Mitchell and I remember one conducted by Attorney General Civiletti,. 
and there have been others that I am not thinking of at the moment, equally 
committing resources, equally committing resolve -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You didn't have a session 
like that with Attorney General Civiletti committing resources because 
in the four years of the Carter administration the FBI dropped from 
8,427 to 7,859 -- a drop of 568. DEA dropped from 2,117 to 1,878. 

The difference -- DEA is getting its first increase in personnel of 

any kind since the time that it was established. This is not -- I think 
the effort you are talking about in the Mitchell era is the O'Dell effort 
which was focused on street dealers, street pushers. That is not what 
this is focused on. It is just the opposite -- this is focused on going 
after the organized criminal groups that deal in drugs and related areas. 
It is really to augment and to follow up on the successes that all of 
these agencies have had in penetrating and doing drug work and to give 
them the resources to get the job done. It is backed up by substantial 
resources that are being put into this -- something that every law enforce- 
ment coordinating committee has asked us to do but one, and many, many 
people in Congress and in law enforcement. So this is not some kind of 

a political effort. It is an attempt to deal with a substentive problem 
in the most realistic way possible by getting more customs agents, FBI 
agents, DEA agents into the field, making cases and making high quality . 
cases. 


Q Is there any link between this announcement today 
and the Attorney General's trip later this month? Are there any aspects 
of that trip that link to this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously the Attorney 
General's trip has a lot to do with the whole drug effort, and there is 
some connection to it, although the trip also will involve refugee issues 
and there will be a briefing on that later. 


6) Any particular thing the Attorney General is doing 
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on this forthcoming trip that deals with narcotics -- — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there is going to 
be a briefing in detail, I believe, on that tomorrow morning. There 
are any number of things but I would not be the best person to describe 
it to you. And a lot of things that are going to occur and that are planne 
can be discussed. A lot cannot because it involved sensitive matters, and 
I am not the best person to answer that question. 


Q I had a question on the LCN -- what we used to call 
the Mafia. I know that is banned now. In the past they have been involved 
in a big way as far as many of the reports go in bringing in cocaine and 
marijuana, although they have gotten involved in heroin, they have been 
buying cocaine and marijuana. Has that changed? Are you seeing any of 
that army of monsters in South Florida actually financing boatloads or 
planeloads coming in or -- ; 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague may have 
something to add to this. We were careful to expand our definition of 
Organized crime so as not to confine ourselves to the organized crime 
families. We deal with cartels, we deal with organized groups of 
motorcycle gangs who are very substantial groups that have drug associa- 
tions. I don't think you can generalize on the so-called traditional 
families to the extent that some are and some are getting involved 
in the lower grade trafficking. Clearly the heroin thing, as you point 
out, is their ball of wax. 
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What would you like to say about that? ._.. _ 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no question in 
my -- must be something akin to some years ago when there were those 
who contended there was no organized crime. 


Then we heard for many years that there was organized crime, 
LCN, or call it what you will, but that they weren't involved in drugs. 
There's no question now that they're heavily involved in drug trafficking. 
Eight-five to 90 percent of the heroin coming into the northeast is 
coming as a result of LCN activities and they're coming by way of Italy 
from the southwest Asian area. 


Up in Philadelphia, we've found traditional organized 
crime, heavily involved in the dangerous drug trafficking, the PCP and 
we found them reaching out around the country to facilite the trafficking 
—— drugs. So there's no doubt in my mind they're heavily in- 
vo ° 


Q (Inaudible) -- cocaine and marijuana -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With regard to the cocaine 
we see organized efforts, but mostly from Latin American countries and 
people from Columbia. 


2 Q Marijuana -- (inaudible). 
Q Marijuana was the other one. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Marijuana also. Columbia. 
The same thing can be said for marijuana with about -- area of 90 per- 
cent coming up from Columbia. So you see organized Columbian groups. 
And they're, in some cases, as sophisticated as the LCN. They are 
Organized crime, no question about it. 


Q If this isn't a political move, how come we have a 
chart over here that covers the years 1976 through ‘80, with like showing 
a decrease in agents -- and an increase in crime? Isn't that kind of 
putting the blame on the Carter administration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In fact, it covers the 
-- 1976 to 1977 was the Ford administration. ‘77 to ‘78, if -- some 
of that is the responsibility of the Ford administration. But I don't 
really want to get into that. That is not an attempt to put the blame 
on the Carter administration or any other administration. It states 
a fact that maybe what -- one wasn't connected to the other as it was 
happening. But in an effort to cut back the federal budget over that 
period of time, ‘76 to '77 to '78 to '79 to ‘80, the resources of the 
FBI and DEA were cut back -- 


Q Weren't they in ‘81 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they were stabilized 
in '8l and '82. There were -- in some cases, there were budget cuts 
that were projected or suggested. The Attorney General, at least from 
the point of view of the Department of Justice, was successful in both 
those years in getting the law enforcement part of the Justice Depart- 
ment exempt from those budget cuts. And now, from our point of view, 
he's been successful in restoring a lot of the depletion that occurred 
in those years. . 


That's a fact. It is not intended to cast blame on any- 
one. It just shows how law enforcement comes into the era of 
additional budget-cuttings. I think if you did that comparison for 
HHS or HUD or some other place, you'd see in that same period of 
time, as they come into the era of fiscal austerity -- they come in 
with some very, very marked increases in '77, ‘78, '79 and ‘80. 


Q On the assumption that everyone on the platform -- 
(inaudible) -- will have some involvement in the current issues, will 
you explain the role of the Department of Labor? 


MORE . 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think all Cabinet 
officers were invited to attend the Gereneng - And Secretary Donovan 


.accepted and showed up. ~~ 


Q Will you give us a breakdown a little better on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not -- the 
Department of Labor is not -- to answer the question, the Department 
of Labor is not directly involved in any of these task forces because -- 
for the same reason the CIA would not be. There's nothing in this 
kind of effort where they would really be helpful. 


Q Will you break down -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was invited as a 
Cabinet officer, as were all the others. 


Q There's no suggestion of investigating organized 
crime and organized labor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, sir. 


Q You said 600 to 700 new FBI and DEA agents. Can 
you break that down into two components, how many new of FBI and 
how many new of DEA? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this point we have 
not done that, but we would like to -- we've asked for additional 
increase and gotten agreement for that for the Department -- for the 
Gepartmental law enforcement area, which would be divided between 
FBI and DEA. And what we would rather do than just making a guess at 
that is to start putting together these task forces and then see how 
that affects DEA and the FBI and then allocate positions to them to 


back-fill. So at this point I don't think anyone knows how that is 
going to break down. 


Have you thought of extending or waiving age 55 
retirement for a little while to keep bodies on board until these -- 
(inaudible) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a good idea. I 
don't know. (Laughter.) Thank you. . 


Q I've got a question about how the investigations 
are going to be undertaken. If a field office develops an investigation 
that tends to show evidence of a conspiracy, are they then going to be 
expected to turn that over to the drug task force office to develop? 


Or are they going to keep it themselves or how are you going to handle 
that, both for 
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.the DEA and the FBI? And secondly, I'm_cyrious as to whether you 


anticipate there will be additional undercover operations as a part 
of the task force -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I do anticipate 
there will be acditional undercover work because that's been both 
in group one and group two undercover programs -- because that's been 
an integral part of the effort and the successes to date. 


It's a little difficult to articulate again what 
we're trying to achieve here and it's not because the idea isn't there. 
It's just I'm not very good at explaining it, I guess. 


We're not going to set up another building and say 
this is where all these people who are in task force assignments 
are going to go. It's going to be a method of coordinating in an 
intelligent way the resources of the federal agencies, the investigative 
resources, in particular areas that are engaged in roughly the same 
kinds of work. And the utilization -- the SAC of a particular 
field office, stays in charge of all his people. The SAC, who is 
designated to coordinate the investigative work, whether it's DEA 
or FBI or in a particular area -~- it might be Customs, that person 
has a responsibility of bringing to bear the combined intelligence 
resources and making some judgments typical of any kind of national 
apparatus. If there are disagreements, we will have solution 
procedures for getting a resolution of a disagreement as to how 
something should be handled. And I think you're going to see a 
successful operation without an overlay of another layer of 
regional baronies which we found to be ineffective in past management 
of this effort. 


Q Is narcotics the principle business of organized 
crime today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think 
you can say that. 


Q This whole thing is being defined in terms 
of narcotics/organized crime. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's actually being 
defined in terms of organized criminal groups who deal in drugs 
in order to avoid -- and to get the focus of this trade right from 
the very beginning -- to avoid trying to displace and to do what 
State and local law enforcement do better which is to handle 
street cases -- street-level cases, and also to recognize that 
although there continues to be a traditional LCN organized crime 
problem that there are other groups that have now emerged that 
are largely involved inthe drug business and that we have to 
concentrate on those groups, infiltrate those groups and not 
have happen what my colleague was alluding to before and that 
is waiting 10 or 15 or 20 years before we recognize that they 
exist and we begin concentrating on them and gathering intelligence 
on them. 


Q But extortion or racketeering is still the 
principle organized crime -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, probably 
gambling. ° 


Q -- gambling -- big money, gambling -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: But gambling, if 
you look at the gambling business, a2 lot of the revenue that -- 
if we're talking about traditional organized crime now, a lot 
of the revenue that organized crime gathers in gambling in New York 
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is used to buy heroin. And it happens to be a very ready source 
of large amounts of cash so that you can bid in an auction for 
a drug shipment that comes in. 


The connection between these criminal activities, 
I think, as the President's speech tried to illustrate and did 
illustrate, is much greater than a lot of people believe. I mean 
there is a very heavy connection and I think it's been a romantic 
myth that traditional organized crime was not involved in drugs. 
You know, Genovese was convicted of drug traffickina in 1965 or 
"66 and he was, if not the head of the -- all of the organized crime 
families -- certainly was a big deal in organized crime, rignt 
at the very top. 


< 


gn 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are wide 
varieties of interrelationships utilizing drugs as a vehicle of 
currency. We're investigating cases where drugs are being exchanged 
for weapons both by terrorist groups and by others who are simply 
in the arms trafficking business. 


Q Overseas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Involving both here 
and overseas, yes, shipped out of the country in exchange for 
drugs. 


THE PRESS: Thank you~ 


END 12:35 P.M. EDT 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 














THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary °* 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE VISIT OF PRESIDENT GEMAYEL 
OF LEBANON 


October 18, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
2:30 P.M. EDT 


MR. ALLIN: If we could start the briefing now. This is 
a background briefing attributable to Senior American Officials. 
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The schedule for tomorrow morning here at the White House 
will begin at 8:30 a.m. with a breakfast and that will] be followed by a 
plenary session. 


N 


Regarding the coverage of the meeting, there will be cover- 
age of the two Presidents following the breakfast when they come over 
from the Residence over to the West Wing. 


There will also be coverage of the departure. And there 
will be departure statements made by both men following the meeting. 
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There will not be coverage of the arrival. He will be ar- | 
riving at the Diplomatic Entrance tomorrow morning. 


What time do you think departure will be? Do you 
have any idea -- 


——— 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About 10:30 a.m. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ten-thirty a.m. or so, 
I suppose. Yes. 


Q The breakfast starts at 8:30 a.m.? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 

Q How long is the breakfast? An hour? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roughly, 45 minutes -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's briefly run over 
the -complete schedule. 


President Gemayel is currently in New York and I think most 
of you know he delivered a speech before the UNGA. e 


He'll be arriving at Andrews this evening at 5:50 p.m. 
and there'll be a receiving ceremony at the Washington Monument grounds. 
George Shultz will be there. And then there's a private evening, al- 
though the Secretary will go to the Madison Hotel with President Gem- 
ayel for a brief meeting. 


MORE 
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The working breakfast tomorrow morning. And then a meeting 
following this with the Secretary of State at Blair House. And a 
working luncheon hosted by the Secretary at the same place. 

President Gemayel will be meeting with Mr. Clausen, the 
President of the World Bank in the afternoon; followed by a meeting 
with the Secretary of Defense. 


And then tomorrow evening there'll be a reception in his 
honor hosted by the Ambassador of Lebanon at the Madison Hotel. 


Tomorrow morning, President Gemayel will depart. He leaves 
Andrews at -- I mean Wednesday he leaves. Tuesday he leaves. 


Q Wednesday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, Wednesday. I'm 
sorry. Wednesday, Wednesday. 


Q But he's leaving Tuesday night. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. The schedule 


is backwards. He's leaving Tuesday night. This is Monday. He leaves 
Tuesday night at 10:00 p.m. I was right. 


Q After the reception. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: After the reception. Right. 
Okay? 


Q And where does he go from -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm told that he is -- 
I don't know exactly what his intermediate stops are, but I'm told 
that he will be visiting Paris and Rome on his way back to Lebanon. 


And in Rome, in addition to meeting with the Italian govern- 
ment leaders, he will have an audience with the Pope. Is that right -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's go over some recent 
history to help put this visit into perspective. 


On August 23, Bashir Gemayel was elected President of Lebanon 
with many abstentions from the Sunni Muslim community. 


On September 14, he was assassinated. 


Sometime between September 16 and 18, the massacres at the 
refugee camps in West Beirut took place. 


On September 20, President Reagan announced our decision to 
reintroduce the Multinational Forces with an American component into 
Lebanon. 


On September 21, Ameen Gemayel was unanimously elected 
President of Lebanon. 


On September 24-25, the Israelis withdrew from Beirut and 
the airport and the American contingent of the MNF was deployed. 


On October 7, the new President of Lebanon announced the 
formation of his Cabinet. 


This is the background, we believe, not only of past 
tragedy but also of hope for the future. 


This visit, in a very real sense, represents the new 


MORE 
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President of Lebanon's debut on the world scene as a leader. 


Today he made a major address before the U.N. General 
Assembly. I'm sure you've all seen the tickers of that. And then, 
this evening he arrives in Washington and he will be having the 
meetings that I described earlier. 


In this series of meetings, President Gemayel will be 
discussing all aspects of the urgent requirements to reconstruct 
Lebanon politically and economically. We expect the discussions with 
the American leaders to focus on ways and means of ridding Lebanon of 
all foreign forces--Israeli, Syrian and PLO. 


In this respect, we have stated repeatedly the essence of 
our policies towards Lebanon is to support the policies of the Lebanese 
government. The government of Lebanon has formally requested the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces and President Gemayel made this clear 
in his public address today before the U.N.G.A. 


The government of Lebanon has also requested the World 
Bank to help organize the necessary economic reconstruction activities. 


As you know, on the questions of withdrawal, we had discussions 
with Israeli Foreign Minister Shamir at the end of last week. The 
Lebanese goverment is aware of the specifics of the proposals we 
discussed at that time. We will now carry these consultations a very 
important step forward in the President's discussions with President 
Gemayel. 


Another issue which will be discussed with the President 
and with the Secretary of Defense will be possible U.S. assistance to 
help rebuild the Lebanese Armed Services so that they can effectively 
control and maintain security throughout the country. We have had a 
military survey team in Lebanon for the past two weeks and it is now 
returning to the United States. 


On the economic front, our aid commitment to Lebanon amounts 
to about $107 million since the invasion. I1 mentioned earlier that 
Lebanon has requested the World Bank to take an active role in coordi- 
nating economic assistance to Lebanon. We are encouraging other 
potential donors to cooperate with the World Bank in this effort. 

These issues will also be discussed. 


As you know, Ambassador Morris Draper, as well as Ambassador 
Robert Dillon are in Washington for these meetings. And AID Administrator, 
Peter McPherson, who is also the President's personal representative 
for reconstruction in Lebanon, will also participate. 


To sum up, the discussions here will take place within the 
context of U.S. policies of support for the sovereignty, territorial 
integrity of Lebanon and support for the strengthening of the central 
government. The meetings between President Reagan and President 
Gemayel will be a key development as we look to the future together. 


I'll answer some questions. 


Q Who are some of the others that we are encouraging 
to help Lebanon economically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have had -- 
Q What was the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Who are we talking to 
about helping Lebanon economically? 


Let me emphasize this is not an American effort. The 
World Bank has been working on this for the last month or so and 
there's to be a World Bank survey team in Lebanon? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, soon. I don't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sometime in the near 
future. We have had discussions with the World Bank. We have had 
discussions with the French. As a matter of fact, the French took a 


leading role in the World Bank councils to encourage the World Bank 
to work as a coordinating mechanism. 


Can you hear me? 


We're also talking to the Italians and we have had initial 
discussions with a variety of countries, including potential Arab 


donors, during the, I think, the Toronto IMF and World Bank meetings. 
So there's been a lot of discussions. 


Q Can I follow up on that? Is there any guarantee that 
this money will actually get dispersed throughout the country? I mean, 


there is quite a history in Lebanon of the money landing in private 
hands and staying the 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you're talking 
about official bilateral and multi-lateral aid, I can't tell you 
that there has been any history of corruption on that score -- 
certainly not our money in the -- No, I can't comment on that. 

I can‘t. All I know is that the new President of Lebanon has 
reiterated the request of his brother -- late brother to the World 
Bank to come in and help then. 


My own view is that there is no reason to believe 
that the funds that are made available, multi-laterally or bilaterally 
for reconstruction in whatever area would not be used for that. 
In our own bilateral area, the funds we made available after the 
worst of the civil war but while the fighting was still going on 
to reconstruct the port went to the port and re-opened it. 


Is that correct? - 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if 
you want to add anything to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't think it's 
a problem. You may think we're naive. I see the grins. 


Q Well, I just had a different impression. I was 
there, that's all. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say, if 
I can on that as well, the Lebanese are already starting to work 
to help themselves. Hardly had the last PLO fighter been removed 
and the Syrians and the others left than West Beirt started to 
clean itself up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thev need some 
help -- some government-to-government help in infrastructure 
which has been badly damaged. But there is a tremendous -- been 
sort of a private effort going on right now. It's really very 
impressive in Beirut. But they're going to need help with the 
infrastructure that has been damagec and we and some other friendly 
countries are going to help. But we're not going to do it for 
them. We're going to assist. 


Q You said that the Syrians have left? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They left Beirut. 
That's what I was talking -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Beirut. 
Q -- Beirut, but not Lebanon. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q They're still in -- 


Q On the basis of your talks with Foreign Minister 
Shamir last week, are you hopeful now, on the basis of those 
discussions that you'll be able to effect a withdrwal of Syrian, 
PLO, and Israeli forces by the end of the year and might you consider, 
if the talks with President Gemayel go well, having another round 
with Shamir on his way back from Costa Rica? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, our target 
date is the end of the year and it's a target date that was publicly 
also stated by Foreign Minister Shamir before he even came here. 
What we're going to do is try to find that right formula that 
allows everyone to do what we hope and believe they all want to 
do which is to get out and comply with the Government of Lebanon's 
request. 


MORE 


c 
mo 
-_— 
°o 
~— 
Cc 
© 
(©) 
- 
— 
Cc 
- 
Cc 
o 
- 
cd 
© 
VU 
- 
= 
2 
=) 
a 
> 
— 
a) 
wy 
-_ 
te 
cy 
" 
" 
© 
— 
UV 
= 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


se C 


Now, we have -~ the foreign minister is returning 
from Latin America. He will be transiting New York. It's possible 
that there could be a meeting in New York. The problem in that 
time frame is that we have the visit of the Fez delegation here 
with King Hassan and six or seven foreign ministers. So, that 
will be a very difficult time frame for us. 


Q From the discussions you've had so far, do you 
know now, are you Optimistic that the U.S. will be able to help 
arrange a speedy withdrawal -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it will 
be complicated and it will be difficult. Nevertheless, I think 
it can be done quickly if the will is really there on all sides. 
And it's one of these very difficult issues where moving people 
out is no problem. They could all get out very quickly. All they 
have to do is jump into trucks and drive out. So, that's not 
very complicated. 


The issue is what kinds of pre-conditions, no matter 
what you call it, the various parties will try to hook onto each 
other. What kind of a Christmas tree is this going to be? We 
think it should be a very bare bones, teeny-weeny pine tree. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q What do you think the dimensions, the potential 
dimensions of American military aid to Lebanon might be? Do you 
have any idea at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I couldn't even 
speculate on that. You know, over the last five years -- I think 
it's five years -- we first testified on this 
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in '77. We have had an FMS Program credit, which must add up to 
-- $170 million? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is over $100 
million. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is over five 
years. I do not remember the figure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If there is a basis 
to go orn in the Lebanese army -- and I am assured that there is -- 
of roughly 15 to 20 thousand, it is because five years ago 
we moved into some programs. 


Q Did any other countries, particularly Arab | 
countries, offer to help fund the military aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not aware of 
others. I do not exclude it, but I am not aware of it. 


Q Are the reports over the weekend completely 
out? We saw reports of $10 billion, and then a report that the 
expectation was really $1 billion. Can you give us some kind of 
guidance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have to be 
careful on these various reports, because it depends on what they 
are talking about. If you are talking about $10 billion from the 
United States or $1 billion from the United States, is that your 
question? 


Q Yes; that is what has been reported over the 
weekend. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say you 
should discount that. If you are talking about an estimate 
that infrastructure damage throughout the country may be in the 
range of $10 billion to $15 billion -- and that includes 
estimates of housing -- of buildings that may have such shock 
damage -- you know, the foundations are split, and things like 
this. That might be near it. But that is not what we are talking 
about in terms of American assistance. 


Q What are we talking about in terms of American, 
military assistance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is the question 
I was asked. We have a team that went out there. Until we have 
the results of the team, until we have had a chance to really, 
then, consult again and Bob has a chance to talk to the Lebanese, 
we will not even know what we are talking about with respect to 
Lebanese needs. Now, that is apart from assistance. The Lebanese 
may find that they are capable of handling most of this on their 
own. We do not know. 


Q Is it likely that the meetings tomorrow will 
end in some kind of announcement of a new American initiative 
on assistance for the infrastructure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; I do not believe 
that there will be any. 


Q No loans; no grants? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No resource related 
announcements; iet me put it this way. That is not what the 
visit is about. 


The visit is about a young President of Lebanon who 
has just taken over in circumstances of great tragedy, and who 
is determined to make a reality out of a vision for the future of 
his country. And he is coming to see President Reagan as his first 
bilateral move in the international arena. 


We assume that this is going to be an extremely 
important visit politically and psychologically, as well as any 
other way. It is not a resource related visit. 


Q Do you assume he is coming with certain requests, 
though ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I assume he is coming 
to talk about all kinds of things. And we are prepared to talk 
to him about then. 


Q I meant, is it your assessment within the 
Department that this young man is capable of uniting that country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. 
Next question? 


Yes; look, I do not mean to -- that is not a 
facetious answer. 


Q Are we going to back him up, or is this just 
window dressing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have to go 
back for about a year and a half I think, and take a look at 
the evolution of President Reagan's policy on Lebanon. It 
became clear a few months into this administration that, for 
the first time since the real troubles hit Lebanon, an American 
President was articulating a Lebanese policy. 


Now, over the time span, lots of things have 
happened. A lot of bad things have happened. The policy really 
has stayed the same in its essence. And the major policy's 
emphasis shift that distinguishes Ronald Reagan from his 
predecessors is that Lebanon was not just to be put off on the 
side and held together with Scotch tape 
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while you got on with the peace process. But you are going to have 
@ Lebanon policy and we have had one, and an important part of this 
policy was to help national reconstruction. Now President Gemayel 
alone is not going to be able to pull the country together. He is 
going to have to have the help of a lot of Lebanese -- a lot of them 
who have been mutually antagonistic for quite a while. 


There are signs that they are tired of the bloodletting 
and they want to try something else. We will help them to the extent 
that we can to move down a different path. There is going to be a lot 
of work. There are going to be a lot of false starts. There are going 
to be problems. However we are optimistic that this can be done. 


Q Are there plans to expand the multi-national force 
and move them over to East Lebanon -- at a later stage to insure the 
withdrawal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a lot of talking 
about this, but there are no plans -- talking I would say in the context 


of individuals talking to each other, not governments talking to each 
other. 


Q Was it discussed with Shamir or will it be discussed 
with Shamir tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not going to get 
into the details of what we talked about cr what we are going to talk 
about. We will talk about anything that the President of Lebanon wishes 
to discuss with the President. 


Q Are you confident that the Lebanese army can handle 
the security in the South and make an agreement with Israel to handle 
the Israeli frontier area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know essentially 
that kind of confidence has to come from the Lebanese in the first in- 


Stance. We are going to be guided primarily by what the Lebanese believe 
is possible. 


Q And if they don't think it is possible? 
Q Then what are you going to do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The aim is to recreate the 
authority of the central government of Lebanon. And we don't have any 
magic formulas for it, but we figure the Lebanese have a better feel 
as to what is and is not possible than anyone else. 


Q But if they cannot handle it, would we conceivably 


allow the Marines to be a part of the peace-keeping force in Southern 
Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not -- that is not 
being contemplated at this point. 


Q That is what I am asking. We have had here a 
succession of incidents. The Israelis say it has to be a non-interna- 
tional peace-keeping force. We have had Sharon here who said his 
views he has checked with Gemayel, which is that the multi-national force 
be expanded and take over the functions of UNIFIL. The U.S. supports 
UNIFIL. What is going to happen, do you think? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think any of 
those concepts are mutually exclusive. UNIFIL can play a role, a very 
useful role. And the MNF is now playing a very important role. Lebanese 
forces, some of them, could be available for movement in limited numbers. 
We are just going to have to talk about these issues and then work on 
the art of the possible within the context of what the Lebanese think 
is best for them. 


Q When you said Levanese forces, were you referring to 
the Christian troops? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I am talking about 
the official Lebanese armed forces. 


Q What is the American position towards the idea pre- 
sented by Shamir here? I mean, the Israeli plan is out in the public 
domain. What is your reaction to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had good consultations 
on it. The timing was very good, to have the Foreign Minister of Israel 
here with these ideas just before the arrival of the President of Lebanon. 
The ideas that we had and the comments that we had on the Israeli pro- 
posals we explained fully at that time to the Israelis, and the -- 

I am not going to repeat them here. 


Q But did you accept or reject the Israel position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We neither accepted nor 
rejected -- we discussed, and where we thought some things were -- 
we introduced a few cautions in certain points. 


Q How could you give us any more -- any explanation 
about the Israeli conditions to incorporate their forces in Southern 
Lebanon to be part and parcel of the security built which Israel demands, 
and which the Lebanese government is objecting to? Are you going to 
be objecting to it yourself or are you going to be discussing this or 
what is your answer about Israeli demands that they be incorporated 
there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are issues that we 
will be discussing 
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with the Israelis and with the Lebanese. 


Q While I'm on the same subject, there has been a lot 
of criticism that what is going on now in Southern Lebanon in the 
refugee camps in West Beirut aud other places, that it is just about 
an open season of lack of security, the insecure Palestinians and 
other refugees there. There have been many reports which are reported 
in the U.S. media and others and even the Israeli media are talking 
about the arbitrary steps of detention and arrest and over 15,000 
people have been put in concentration camps or whatever, maybe prisons. 
Are you going to be discussing this as it pertains to the peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't accept the 
premises that there are 15,000 people being persecuted. These figures 
are wildly exaggerated. The fact that there is insecurity in West 
Beirut exists as a fact of life, particularly in the camps. Everyone 
knows why. Obviously there have been some incidents in the South and 


the Palestinians there are, again with ocvod reason, uncertain and 
insecure. 


We understand, however, if I can take this in sections, that 
in the South there is a program afoot now to couple enhanced security -- 
and I believe you have not heard of any random violence in the camps 
for some time now in the South -- couple enhanced security with an 
expedited program for putting in temporary shelters for the people 
who are there. 


In West Beirut it«.*%, I think the government of Lebanon 
well understood that its ope:stions in West Beirut were being mis- 
understood and greatly exsggerated through the rumor mills and the 
press. 


If I can give you one example, I received a telegram from 
Ambassador Dillon where he had been given a4 readout on what had 
happened between days x and y on picking up in the camps -- and I'll make 
up the figures, but this is illustrative -- 25 Palestinians, 17 
Lebanese, many wanted for for crimes, 6 Iranians, 9 Egyptians, 1 
Bangiadeshi, 7 Iraquis, et cetera, et cetera. That night I was told 
on very good authority at a cocktail party that 4,500 people had 
Gisappeared that day. I think we all have to take some of this with 
the caution that people are understandably nervous and these issues 
get exaggerated. 


I also understand that, after the first few days of the 
Operations in West Beirut, the government of Lebanon, recognizing 
the nervousness of the people and the legitimacy of a lot of this 
nervousness, insured that only Lebanese security personnel in uniform 
and clearly identified as such carried out the search and arrest 
Operations. 


There's a dilemma here. You have a policy that the 
whole world agrees with and that is that the government of Lebanon 
should be strengthened and first priority should be on being able 
to insure the security of everyone, starting with the capital city. 
And then, when that government acts as though it is in charge and says 
it's going in after illegals, it's told it can't do that. Now 
obviously, there are certain things it shouldn't do and I think it well 
understands that and I believe a lot of the nervousness of the first 
days of this operation have now receded considerably. 


Do you have anything to add to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think we feel 
confident that legal procedures are being employed and what my 
colleague has said is right. People were very, very nervous about it, 
but what you've had is almost a revolution in West Beirut. Here's a 
city that was not governed by the government of Lebanon for eight years 
and now it's taking over and I think it’s quite understandable that 
it's kind of messy and the people are nervous about it, but we feel 
confident now that 
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the legal procedures are being observed. 


Q Do the Syrians look as though they're leaving? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead -- 


Q Could you give us some idea of where the American -- 
what the status of the situation is now and where the American planning 
stands? Clearly you will listen to Mr. Gemayel when he comes; but you 
have talked to Mr. Shamir. You've had a lct of discussions in the region. 
Will you be putting forward some general or some concrete ideas for him 
on how, specifically, to get this thing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'il be 
discussing these things with Mr. Gemayel. And there's always the pos- 
sibility for another contact in New York with the Foreign Minister of 
Israel. And then, of course, Ambassador Draper will be gcing back out 
to the area. And that's where the -- if you will -- the negotiations are 
going to take place. 


Q Yes, but what I‘m asking is do you, does this govern- 
ment now see some specific -- have you focused now on some specific steps 
that you're convinced are necessary to take place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When we finish our consul- 
tations, we're going to have to also -- with the Lebanese and the Israelis 
-- there are other actors, obviously, there is going to have to be dis- 
cussions with the Syrians. There will have to be discussions with the 
PLO, not by us, not directly. These are the various parties to this. 


Once we have had a round, or feedback on this, clearly we'll 
be in a better position to put our own ideas forward. 


Q Through whom will the indirect discussions with the PLO 
take place anc -- You don't know yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Syrians, the Saudis, 
the Lebanese themselves. The Lebanese, during -- don't forget, they 
were the channel during the negotiations for the evacuation of West 
Beirut. 


MR. ALLIN: Take about two more questions here. 


Q Detail on this evening. The meeting Shultz is having 
with him this evening is going to be a courtesy call -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 
Q -- or initial discussions or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's traditional. Now, 
when the Secretary of State accompanies a head of state to his residence, 
he offers, you know, he's at his disposal, would he like to talk. It's 
that kind of thing. 


Q What role, if any, will the visit Friday of the 
Arab League delegation play as a follow-on to tomorrow's taiks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't thought through 
that far. Presumably, there'll be some discussion; but whether -- don't 
forget, they're coming here primarily with a focus on the peace process. 
Although, Fez was a part, Lebanon was a part <-- particularly Syrian 
withdrawal was a part of the Fez communique. 


I don't <= you know -- I imagine there'll be some discussions 
at some point, but whether in the big meetings, on the margins -- 
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Q Let me just ask more broadly, President Reagan has 
reportedly requested a more specific timetable for withdrawal of forces 
from Lebanon, as soon as possible. 


Are we really very close to that at this date? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we certainly know 
what the President has tcld us. He says, “Get them all out as soon as 
possible." You know, "the sooner the better, like yesterday." And 
the Foreign Minister of Israc! 2+ one point suggested the end of the year 
would be a good time. We think that's a great time. A better time wovld 
be November 22nd, which is -- what? Lebanese National Day? You know, 
that may -- you know -- this is a bit unrealistic, I suppose. 


But we're going into this new phase with the expectation that 
it will not take too long. And we ask everyone to join us in that spirit. 


Q There's been a lot of talk, in fact there was a flank 
of the Lebanese forces program, and President Shamoun mentioned it the 
other day, of dispersing the Palestinians in Lebanon, not the PLO, but the 
Palestinian residents in Lebanon, above 180,000, which is the group they 
initially agreed to take -- Will that be discussed in these meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean the emigration of 
220,000 people from Lebanon? 


Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I'm aware of. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:04 P.M. EDT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
FOLLOWING MEETING BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT 
AND PRESIDENT GEMAYEL OF LEBANON 


October 19, 1982 
The Briefing Room 


20:36 A.M. EDT 


. MR. ALLIN: We're ready to start this background briefing. 
For those of you who are not here all the time, this is a background 
briefing. You may attribute it to Senior American Official. You 
may use his quotes as you wish, but you may not use his name in your 
ticles. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's briefly run over 
the schedule. The two Presidents had breakfast for about an hour. The 
President of Lebanon was accompanied by the Foreign Minister. President 
Reagan was accompanied by Vice President Bush, National Security 
Advisor Clark, Secretary of State Shultz. 


At the time that the principals were meeting, the rest 
of the two parties that were going to meet later in the Cabinet Room 
were also having breakfast in the Roosevelt Room. The Cabinet Room 
meeting started at approximately 9:30 a.m. The two Presidents had 
an opportunity briefly in the Oval Office before this meeting to meet 
alone. And at the end of that hour meeting, on their way out to meet 
the press, they also went back into the Oval Office for a few moments 
for a private chat. 


You know that there will be a meeting and a lunch at 
Blair House hosted by the Secretary of State. And then the President 
of Lebanon will meet with the Secretary of Defense, and he'll also be 
meeting with. the President of the World Bank. And then there is this 
reception tnis evening at the Madison Hotel. 


Yesterday when we discussed what we expected would be 
the format and general substance of the meeting, I noted that we 
expected the President of Lebanon to have on his mind the following 
major subjects: Withdrawal of all foreign forces, reconstruction 
of the -- an enlargement of the Lebanese Army, reconstruction of 
the country economically, and for all of this, a top priority given 
to national consensus, as the Lebanese describe it, which means the 
acceleration of the healing process internally in Lebanon. These, 
indeed, were the main topics covered in the meetings. And I'll take 
your questions on those in a while. 


As to the withdrawal of all foreign forces, the President 
of Lebanon stressed the importance of «his development to Lebanon's 
ability to recreate itself and asked that the United States continue 
to stay deeply involved in all of the discussions and negotiations 
which will lead to this happy event. President Reagan assured President 
Gemayel that we would, indeed, stay the course, playing -- (laughter) -- 
playing a very active role. And,of course, as you know, Ambassador 
Draper is expected to go to the Middle East again in the near future. 


On the question of help to the Lebanese Army, the 
President of Lebanon thanked the Fresident for 
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our assistance in the past, for our recognition of the urgency 
of this task as manifested by the survey team that has returned 
and delivered its preliminary report to the Secretary of 
Defense. 


We agreed -- the President agreed that we would 
continue to work very closely on this issue and be willing to 
consider whatever mechanisms for cooperation in this area that 
the Government of Lebanon would wish to propose. 


On the economic reconstruction -- again, the 
President of Lebanon expressed gratitude to President Reagan 
for our quick action in relief, and our key role in sensitizing 
the international community to the needs of Lebanon in the 
reconstruction field. The President responded that we would, 
in deed, continue to do our best to help in the context of the 
expected, broader international effort. 


On the issues of the internal Lebanese scene -- 
the President responded that we were all very sensitive to 
Lebanon's needs and requirements in this respect. And we would 
continue to be guided by the Government of Lebanon, in the 
various policies, by their own interpretation of their requirements. 


Overall, the atmosphere was extremely warm. 
President Gemayel repeated privately what he had said publicly -- 
that the basis of his government's policy of close cooperation 
with the United States is a reflection of a Lebanese, national 
consensus. 


For our part, it is clear that President Reagan was 
impressed by President Gemayel, his grasp of the overall 
situation facing his country and, more broadly, in the Middle 
East, and his determination and the determination of his 
government to move ahead. 


President Gemayel, at one point, turned to the 
President and, with considerable feeling, expressed gratitude 
to the President personally for his policies toward Lebanon, 
which he pointed out -- even in Lebanon's darkest hour -- led 
them to have faith in the fact that there would be light in the 
future. 


Now, let me take some questions. 


Q What is the current U.S. position on a peace 
treaty between Israel and Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is an issue 
that is essentially, in our view, a Lebanese issue. And we will 
support what the Government of Lebanon believes it can and must 
do in its own interest. 


Q Well, if I may follow up -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But let me comment 
on this one point. Apart from this issue, the President of 
Lebanon made very clear his country's commitment to peace, his 
country's commitment to the broader peace process. And, in 
that context, 
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his support for President Reagan's September 1 proposals. 
Q Can I just follow up? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Defense Minister Sharon has said several times 
now that the United States is frustrating negotiations on this 
peace treaty, because Syria opposes it. And this administration 
is trying to win over Syria. Can you comment on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, that is 
not even worthy of a comment. Excuse me. 


Q What is the overall figure that is now being 
discussed for possible aid. The President said that there is 
a figure. ' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Lebanese 
have some ideas. They are interested in a lot of assistance. 
They well recognize that it will be an international effort. 

The exact details as to what they think they need and how they 
think it can be provided will be discussed in greater detail, 
On our part, with Peter McPherson this afternoon and with the 
President of Lebanon and Mr. Claussen. 


Q The aid last year was $105 million. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, ever since 
the June invasion -- the hostilities, the aid has been 
approximately $105 million -- of a variety of pockets in the 
U.S. government. 


Q Aside from what the World Bank does and the 
private sector does, are we considering enlarging that a great 
deal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAITON OFFICIAL: Well, you know, 
I see your question. And I cannot really answer it. We are 
considering, preliminarily, helping. 


Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Preliminarily, 
we are considering helping. But there has been no venting in 
the usual manner in the U.S. government of a future aid program 
for Lebanon. 


Q What about the military aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot really 
answer this. And we would expect, however, that the vast 
majority of whatever assistance is required will come from other 
than U.S. government sources. 


Q What about the military? You have got a more 
definite idea on that, have you not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, not really. 
We have a better idea, because we have been working with them. 
But the survey team has just come back. They have some 
preliminary findings. They have not really staffed out a total 
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report to present to Secretary Weinberger, to the best 

of my knowledge. That is as of my information this morning. 
That will require credits. I do not exclude the U.S. playing 
its role. I would imagine we -- I will put it another way. 
Of course, we will play a role through our FMS Program. But, 
again, just how much, I cannot tell you. 


Q Now that you have spoken with both the Israeli 
Foreign Minister and with President Gemayel, are you nearer to 
any withdrawal date? And do you still believe what you said 
yesterday -- that the end of the year remains as a target date? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not fair to 
ask me what I said yesterday. (Laughter.) 


Yes; sure. Nearer? No; not in the sense that we 
have a plan. And I would imagine that we would be reviewing 
the bidding here, and that Morris Draper would be going out, 
let us say, by the end of the week and start the discussions, 
which will obviously result in a very active and central American 
role in these withdrawals. Let us remember, we are talking a 
plural here. 


Q What can you tell us about the President's 
reaction to the program for withdrawals put forward by Foreign 
Minister Shamir last week? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President's 


reaction is, I suppose, the same reaction as the rest of us who 
dealt with it. We appreciated having the opportunity to discuss 
the issues with the Israelis. As you know, the atmosphere of 
those discussions was very good and very professional. And we 
well understand that we were being shown proposals, not all of 
them set in concrete. 
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and I would say the President welcomed the opportunity for that pre- 
liminary discussion and exchange of_views. 


Q Could you give us the reaction on the security 
agreement for Southern Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was discussed briefly 
but not in any detail. 


Q What was his reaction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whose reaction? 
Q President Gemayel's. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we didn't get into 
it in those terms. There will probably be a more detailed discussion 
on some of these issues with the Secretary of State later on today. 


Q To follow up on that, can you say -- it is unclear -- 
did the Lebanese and did President Gemayel indicate that the Lebanese 
would like the UNIFIL forces in the South which he asked to be extended 
three months -- would he like them to stay where they are or is he 
willing to discuss a possible compromise of having Lebanese forces 
south ot UNIFIL so that the Israeli proposal could be worked in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this point I don't 
think you can exclude any of this. 


Q It wasn't specific, in other words? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These were preliminary 
discussions. You know, the Lebanese want their country back and they 
would like to get it back on the best possible terms and in a manner 
that will lead to the future of Lebanon being stronger and more secure. 
Basically, Bernie, I am not trying to avoid your point. I don't exclude 
anything -- any combination like that, which could -- 
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Q Will somebody be meeting with Shamir again later 
| this week or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect so, not 
in Washington. I wouldn't expect that because we have his schedule as 
such and we have all the other people in town. But I would guess so. 


Q But the Israelis say he is dying to come to Washington 
Thursday. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, we have got 
seven or eight foreign ministers in town at that time. I have not 
heard that. I have just heard that he was going to be in New York and 
would be prepared to discuss whatever we had on our mind. 





Q Two brief questions ~- did President Reagan give any 
specific date on Marine withdrawal, and secondly, did they discuss 
the massacres of the Palestinian peoples? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President did not . 
give any specific date on Marine withdrawal. We did discuss generally 
the -- I mean, of course the President of Lebanon expressed his grati- 
‘tude to the American people for deploying the Lebanese force -- the 
Marine forces in Lebanon and risking the lives of our Marines to help 
Lebanon. There was a brief discussion of this. The President, of 
course, was pleased to learn that our efforts were appreciated, but 
there was no deadline set and no real time set except of course no one 
considers the Marine deployment as open-ended. 


Q The second half of the question was, did they discuss 
the slaughter of Palestinians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the meeting I was in 
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there was no direct discussion of it. There may have been an earlier 
discussion, but obviously the events in West Beirut in the camps was 
very much on everyone's mind as the discussions of security for everyone, 
all residents of Lebanon, was raised. And the Lebanese President made 
clear that he and his colleagues intend to provide security for everyone 
in Lebanon, of course including the Palestinians. 


Q Did he actually say that? Are you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he is going to provide 
security for everyone. 


Q He said he would provide security for the Palestinians? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. ° 
Q He said that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, why does that surpri 2 
you? 


Q Because from what we hear he is attempting to make 
it very difficult for the Palestinians to move back into the areas where 
they have lived and resume the life that they have been -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you are talking 
about Southern Lebanon. We covered this yesterday to some extent. 
The people down there are going to go into temporary housing. There 
is a real problem. It is a dilemma, and no one has any perfect solution. 
Certainly I don't. But clearly those people have to be under shelter. 
That is for sure, and everyone agrees on that. The problem is, do you 
recreate camps? There is a lot of concern about that. 
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Q Were there any conclusions made about -- drawn about 
that? I mean, what -- how long will they be in-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WNo, no, no. We didn't get 
into that kind -- We didn't even talk about that. I raised it because 
Bill raised it. 


Q All right. Did President Gemayel ask for any expanded 
role for the Multinational Forse? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He raised the desirability 
or the possibility of an expanded role and an expanded force. 


Q To operate from what section? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we didn't get into 
that. He expressed the hope that the MNF, without describing what MNF 
he had in mind, could stay through the withdrawls of all foreign forces. 


The President, in response, said, “Well, we hear you and we 
will -- we appreciate that our troops are sc well received and you be- 
lieve they're so important. And all of these matters will have to be 
given serious consideration. 


Q Did he say he would like to see that force, the Multi- 
national Force of France, the U.S. and the Italians -- it's -- enlarged 
I mean with more troops? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: “He,” meaning the President 
of Lebanon. 


Q The President of Lebanon -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. But no details. 
Q What was President Reagan's response? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just gave it to you. 


Q Can I follow on that? What size did he say he 
would like -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't say. I said 
no details and there were none. 


Q If it's enlargement, then -- 
Q Enlarge -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really can't address 
where it would go if it were enlarged or who would be in it because I 
don't know. 


Q But if it's larger, clearly, it doesn't need to be 
larger for the airport area. Clearly, we're talking about the south 
Is that not a logical conclusion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not necessarily. I just 
don't know. I mean, I can't answer any questions on this subject be- 
cause I don't have the answers. 


Q Was there an agreement on the size of the Lebanese 
Army? 
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. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we didn't get into 
this. The details on this will probably be discussed with Secretary 
Weinberger this afternoon, who will, undoubtedly, have the benefit of 
the advice of General Bartlett and the Survey Team who were there. 


Q Can you give us a readout after -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But, of course, we 
agreed that the -- with the goal of an enlarged and strengthened Lebanese 
Army as soon as possible. Wo question. 


Q I have two strong questions. It's -- the first thing, 
I talked to you yesterday, I asked you about the people who have been 
detained in the concentration camps or the prisons. We're not talking 
about the 15,000, whatever. Maybe the stories will be exaggerated, the 
figures would be exaggerated, but this matter of the Palestinians and 
the Lebanese who have been held in detention for the past three months 
have been discussed with the President of Lebanon. Andwhat are you planning 


to do together with even the Israelis about releasing these people as well as 


their wives and children? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, now, you know, you've 
raised about six different issues and I'm not going to be able to answer 
them all to your satisfaction. There are about 8,000 people who are 
held in a camp in the south. The Israelis do not consider them prisoners 
of war, but they maintain that they are according them humane treatment. 
I believe the ICRC has visited. The ICRC doesn't talk publically about 
its findings. And that's why it's such an effective organization. 


Q Well, who do they tell? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They tell people like me. 


And I believe it's fair to say that although no prison camp 
is a happy place that as far as prisoners are -- I'm told that it's, you 
know, it's not -- the conditions are not really terrible or the people 
are not being tortured, etc. 


The other issues are those who have been picked up, pre- 
sumably by the Lebanese since they have started their sweeps, Lebanese 
Armed Forces in West Beirut. We have talked this over with the govern- 
ment of Lebanon. These issues are discussed almost daily in a meeting 
that takes place in Beirut amongst the three Ambassadors of the Multi- 
national Force and the Lebanese authorities, often with the President 
himself. 


We are told how many people are picked up and what the reasons 
are. 


Now, the Lebanese maintain that what they are doing is 
according to their own due process and their own laws. They note that 
in addition to 
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Lebanese who are wanted for one reason or another by the authorities. 
There are others who are picked up, including Palestinians -- they 
would be the bulk of the others, who are illegal aliens or for 

some other reason the Lebanese have cause to believe that they're 
worthy of special police attention. 


However, also in this group daily is a list of 

Iragis, Egyptians, Indonesians, Ethiopians, you name it, 
they show up in West Beirut. Now, as I saiac earlier, the President 

of Lebanon announced the determination of his government to provide 
security for all residents of Lebanon. At @ same time, he and 
his colleagues stated an equal determinat‘.. to root out terrorism. 
Now, they're going to do it according to dwe process. This is 
clearly one of the major motivations in their minds behind their 
sweeps into West Beirut. They believe that terrorism is a 
cancer which has not only almost destroyed Lebanon but poses 
@ very serious threat to large other sections of the Arab world. 
And they are determined, they tell us, to reconcile the two 
requirements. And I can’. answer that question any better. 


G I cannot help but to follow this by the excessive 
use of force in doing these things and is this to go along with the 
guarantees, the securities, the assurances that the United States gave 
August the 20th, when they signed the agreements to evict the -- from 
there or not? Does this go along with the language of the agreement 


that you and the Lebanese government and the Israeli government signed 
to -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, look, I don't want 
to make light of this, but questions of police brutality often become 
very subjective. And we have, indeed, discussed with the government 
of Lebanon the many reports that are received. 


I believe it's clear that the situation has improved in 
that respect. I would never expect it to be perfect. And I frankly 
don't see it as an American responsibility per se. It's Lebanese 
responsibility. 


Q May I follow that? 


In these conversations with the Ambassadors or with President 
Gemayel, has there been any discussion of bringing anyone, terrorist or 
whoever, to account for the massacres in Sabra and Shatila? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are issues that 
the Lebanese government is handling. 


Q But you're talking about only people who are as- 
sociated with the other side in West Beirut, not the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Lebanese govern- 
ment is mounting its investigation. 


Q Well, youhaven't really discussed anyone coming to 
account for those massacres. 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Discussed, yes. This was 
not discussed in my hearing in the talks today. 


Q But not with the Ambassadors, three Ambassadors, 
that was not part of their discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, lots of 
things are discussed in those meetings, the details of which I would 
never tell you. So I don't think the fact that I'm not telling you, 
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you should automatically assume that no Ambassador in West Beirut or 
Beirut is ever talking to a Lebanese official about the massacres. 


Q But you have no information on bringing anyone to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That -- I only have the 
information that's given to us. 


Q Was there a new agreement between the two Presidents 
that there should be no compromise at all on the south of Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was an agree- 
ment between the two Presidents to get all foreign forces out as soon 
as possible. I don't know what the -- 


Q Without compromise? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, again -- 
Q Like Major Haddad or whatever? 


SENIOR ADMINISRATION OFFICIAL: Well, those are issues that 
are Lebanese issues that we'll be discussing with then. 


Q Was there any discussion at all on the role of the 
Haddad forces in southern Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in the meeting I 
attended. It's possible there'll be some discussions, generally speaking, 
on peackeeping which may or may not touch on Haddad later on. 


But we believe that, essentially, the peackeeping arrange- 
ments in the south are -- particularly as they involve the Lebanese, 
has to be an issue for the Lebanese. 


Q Have you heard from President Gemayel anything about 
dissipating the fears of the Muslim community in Lebanon and the antagon- 
istic forces that you've been telling us about yesterday who are to rule 
with him, who are to save the country with him? Because you said he 
can't do it alone. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 

Q One thing that comes to mind is the Army being sent 
to the eastern section and getting the arms, some of the arms have been 
hidden. Have you heard from him any guarantees that the Army is going 
to do so and if, when? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer you that 
question 
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specifically on what is the nature of the search operation in Ashrafiyeh, 


East Beirut. Isn't that what you're asking? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer you that. 
But as far as reassuring the Muslims, the President and his colleagues 


a had this at the top of the lists of discusssions that they've had 
with us. 


_SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague is going to 
Want to get to this other meeting, so let's take about three more 
questions. Then we're going to have to call it off. 


Q I had a follow-up -- 


‘Q ‘Did either President mention a specific date, if 
only as a goal, for getting all of the troops out of Lebanon? And 
anna President mention a specific figure for U.S. aid to 

n? - * 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in the meeting I 
was involved in. And I don't believe that this kind of detail was 
touched on. 


Q Not even a goal -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the goal -- we've 
— the end of the year is fine. Let's do that. Tomorrow would be 
tter. 


Q Did either of them say anything about that when 
they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Only in the context 
of being uuderstood that what we were talking about was something 
that happened very quickly, and, you know, to be a little careful 
of deadlines in the Middle East. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Connie. 


Q Thank you very much. Two things. Going back to 
your answer on the peace treaty, did the President say he would 
explicitly recognize Israel? And, secondly, can we arrange some sort 
of readout after the Shultz and Weinberger meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the Weinberger 
meetings, you'd have to check over in DOD. On the Shultz meetings, 
you'd talk to John Hughes. That's the way to do it. On the -- 


Q First question. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Repeat -- 
Q Did he explicitly say he will recognize Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He didn't say he 
wouldn't. It was a -- in the discussion of the peace -- of broader 
peace in the area, the President of Lebanon made very clear his 
country's desire for that peace which meant peace with the Arab 
countries with Israel. Obviously, the word Israel was used throughout 
the conversation in one context or another by all of us. And the 
focus on peace, though, was primarily on the support for the President's 
proposals and the hope that the Arab countries at Fez -- that 
the Fez meeting here would move everyone much closer to peace; 
but nothing explicit. 


I think if I had to interpret, Connie -- and this might 
be helpful -- the concern of getting out too far ahead of the other 
Arabs was there. But that's a practical issue, because when we talk 
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all this money for reconstruction, you get back to some -- as far 
as an internal major issue as well. 


Q Two questions. During the President's stay in the 
United States, there has been a tone of optimism, almost assurance that 
the withdrawal of all non-Lebanese forces will be completed. Is it 
because you have had further guarantees from all the parties concerned? 
Is it because you have accomplished some -- achieved success on this, 
or is this just a mood you established? And the second question, about the 
agreement on the South -- would you say that there is a similarity in the 
understanding between President Reagan's view, the interpretation of 
what that is, and between President Gemayel's interpretation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say in general 
terms, yes. On the question of why are we optimistic -- because we 
figure it's our job to get everyone out and we plan to do it. And 
the President has told us to. And, also, in our discussions with the 
Israelis, the question of Israeli withdrawal -- that issue was never 
a problem. The circumstances for the withdrawal became a problem. 

In our discussions with the Syrians, the question of Syrian withdrawal 
has really not been the issue, because the Syrians maintain that under 
the right circumstances they, too, are willing to withdraw. The PLO, 
we assume that they will leave -- their armed forces will leave. 
There's no place for them there. I think they know that. 


I'm not suggesting it's not going to be a difficult and 
complicated job. We're going to have a fully-charged couple of months. 


Q May I follow up on this? You say circumstances -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wait, now. You've had 
two questions. We've got to move around, because he's got to move on. 


Q Could I just ask what the circumstances -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have to -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jin. 

Q Is there a major hang-up with the Israelis on their 
insistence that the PLO forces must withdraw first before anything 
else happens? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's certainly -- as you 


know, it was in a Cabinet communique, so it's a position that the 
Israelis feel strongly about. 
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If you are asking me, “Do I believe that, if the israelis could 
be assured that the PLO would, also, be leaving by a date 
certain, would they hold that whole thing up for that?" I 
would have to say, I would find that unlikely, but that the 

PLO forces have to leave; yes. It is not only an Israeli ain. 
It is everyone's aim, including the Lebanese. 


Q After the meeting, President Reagan was asked 
whether he felt progress had been made on a withdrawal of all 
foreign forces. He said, “yes.” Can you give us some specifics 
on how these meetings produced progress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in the context 
of having the opportunity to review with the President of Lebanon 
and his colleagues the subject matter. And, having had the 
benefit before this of the discussions with Foreign Minister 
Shamir and his colleagues, in that sense we think that this has 
moved the process forward procedurally and, we think to some 
extent, substantively. 


Q You have mentioned military credits. Is there 
suggestion of U.S. advisors and training group being there in 
the long-term? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no -- 
well, training has always been something that we have been 
giving the Lebanese here. And, even on the ground, I believe 


we had a team helping to train some Lebanese on the demolition 
of unexploded ordnance. 


Q Like cluster bombs? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Cluster bombs -- 
I just cannot get into that kind of detail. I do not know 
what we think would be the most efficient way to help the 
Lebanese build their own army. And some of these issues will 
only develop over time. 


We have had a training program with the Lebanese 
in this country for some time, however. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:16 A.M. 


EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
VISIT OF PRESIDENT AMIN GEMAYEL OF LEBANON 
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 19, 1982, 3:05 P.M. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: This is cruel and 
unusual punishment. Most of you were over there. I'm not 
going to repeat everything I said over there. Why don't you 
just ask me some questions. 


Q After the morning session, you said details 
will be discussed at this working group such as, what about 
southern Lebanon, what about the Multinational Force, num- 
bers, this sort of thing? 


A These issues were discussed at the lunch. 


Q Would you speak up a little bit more. And I 
couldn't here the question, either. 


A The question was, did we discuss at lunch in 
greater detail issues such arrangements in southern Lebanon, 
questions on Multinational Force, and all of that. The 
answer is, yes. (Laughter) 


Q Now after listening both to the Israeli ideas 
about the security arrangements and the Lebanese ideas, how 
close are Israel and Lebanon regarding those security 
arrangements? 


A It will be a difficult and complicated 
negotiation. 


e) Does that mean that Lebanon does not share 
Israel's -- 


A My answer means I'm not going to get into 
talking about the detailed positions of any side. I'm not 
going to negotiate this through the press even ON 
BACKGROUND. Please understand that. I'll answer questions 
that I can. 


Q Maybe you could approach it this way, then. 
Could you give us an outline of the issues that need to be 
resolved here, as you see them? 


A Well, virtually all of them have to be 
resolved. I say that seriously... You have the problem of an 
agreed framework for withdrawal. I say agreed framework for 
withdrawal, and please understand we're talking about all 
foreign forces. 


I well understand that the Syrians will not accept 
any linkage, any explicite linkage, and we all know the 
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Syrian position on why their forces are in Lebanon. 
Q What was that last sentence? 


A We all know the Syrian position on why Syrian 
forces are in Lebanon and how that is different from the 
Israeli forces. But, nevertheless, if you're going to get a 
withdrawal of all foreign forces, all foreign forces have to 
withdraw. We believe that this can only be done -- I don't 
care what you want to call it; I'll call it an agreed fra- 
mework. Maybe a framework that only we have agreed with 
ourselves, but everyone understands. This is the issue. 


There can't be any doubt in anyone's mind as to 
the position of the Government of Lebanon on this subject. 
I can refer everyone to the speech made by the President in 
the U.N. 


Q What about the numbers on the Multinational 
Force? It's my understanding is that the President of 
Lebanon would like an expanded Multinational Force. What is 
the U.S. position on whether more Marines might go in? 


A We didn't talk about more Marines. What the 
President of Lebanon talked about was the desirability of an 
expanded MNF in some form to be used somewhere or in some 
places to facilitate the withdrawal process and to be in 
place until all foreign forces withdrew. That's the way I 
understood it. 


We did not talk about more American Marines. 


0 Is it more likely that an expanded force will 
be deployed, say, in the eastern part of the country than in 
the southern part? 


A That's a possibility. One of the issues, if 
I can come back, is the nature of the peacekeeping forces in 
the south. That's one issue. 


First, I said an agreed framework is a very impor- 
tant issue where everyone understands when the other person 
will be leaving. But for want of a better description, 
let's call it an agreed framework. Then, you have the 
problem of the peacekeeping forces in the south, and the 
peacekeeping arrangements. 


You have the problem, or the issue, of an MNF. 
Will it be expanded; if so, where would it be. This is all 
in the context now of withdrawal. 


Q Would there be an MNF that would stay on to 
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help facilitate reconstituting Lebanon even after the 
foreign forces withdrew, or are they linked only to 
withdrawal? 


A I just don't know whether the Government 
would want some MNF to stay on afterwards or not. The 
discussion just generally pointed out in the context of 
withdrawal. It could be that they would like an MNF or 
elements of an MNF to stay on or UNIFIL or something. But 
that's down the road. 


Q If, indeed, the MNF is expanded, is it more 
likely -- I guess you were probably asked this a minute ago, 
but I want to try to follow it up. Is it more likely that 
it will expanded in the Bekaa Valley, along the Beirut to 
Damascus, than either in the north or in the south? 


A I really can't answer that anymore than I 
could answer it this morning. 


Q Why not? 


A Just because -=- honestly, no one sat around 
with maps and started moving forces. They were discussing 
concepts. 


Q Prior to today -- 


A There have been discussions, or there have 
been suggestions that an MNF could be in the Bekaa, some 
area of the Bekaa. But let's be careful now. These are 
Suggestions. There are suggestions that an MNF type force 
could be in the south. 


re) You're leaving an area of ambiguity here that 
is absolutely basic. You're saying that we didn't talk 
about Marines, but the Marines are the largest single ele- 
ment in the MNF, larger than either the Italian or the 
French forces, so it leaves me with the impression that 
you're talking about enlarging the MNF by enlarging the 
French and the Italian forces but not enlarging the American 
forces. 


A I'm trying to say very honestly that no one 
asked for an increase in American forces. Having said that, 
if we wish to volunteer them I suppose they would be 
welcomed. The talk was the concept of an MNF. It was suc- 
cessful in Beirut; could it be duplicated elsewhere for a 
limited period of time. 


There was no specific discussion of it beyond what 
I'm telling you. This government is interested -- 
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Q Are you talked about expansion in terms of 
numbers of people? 


A It could be either. 


Q Are you talking about expansion in terms of 
the role or the location of the MNF, or numbers of countries 
as Opposed to numbers of people? 


A All those things. 


Q Possible expansion of numbers of countries? 
A You're asking me what does the Government of 
Lebanon mean when it says an MNF could perform a useful 
if not vital purpose elsewhere in the country; and then 
you're asking me, could it mean all these things and I'll 
say yes, but it wasn't discussed in those terms. 


Q What was it discussed in? 
A I've told you what terms they were discussed. 


Q Prior to yesterday there was a feeling that I 
got from you and from others that we would prefer not to see 
the MNF go into the south, into southern Lebanon. Has 
something happened today that now makes that a live possibi- 
lity again? 


A Nothing has changed. There were discussions. 
They came; they had on their minds, they still have on their 
minds a serious of issues and items. We discussed it with 
them. Discussing it doesn't mean agreeing or disagreeing in 
this context. 


Q What are the next steps now? 
A I'm sorry, did I answer -- 
re) No, you didn't answer -- 


A Well, what do you want me to say? What didn't happen 


1) I want you to tell us whether the United 
States Government would seriously consider the possibility 
of sending more Marines to Lebanon. Would it or wouldn't 
it? 


a I suppose the United States Government would 
be prepared to consider any request that anyone wanted to 
put to it with respect to Lebanon or anything else. That 
doesn't mean that I'm indicating that the United States 
Government is sympathetic or favorable to an expansion of 
Marines in Lebanon. I can't answer that. It's not with us. 
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Q Can you quantify that at all? 
A No, I can't. 


Q In terms of numbers or duration of stay, 
forgetting about the U.S. I'm talking about the MNF. 


Chamoun said, when he was in town earlier this 
week, that he hoped that Gemayel would ask for 15,000 troops 
to stay a year to eighteen months. 


A That kind of discussion didn't take place. 


Q You said this morning, you now have to talk 
to the Syrians, somebody has to talk to the PLO. After the 
meeting this afternoon, do you have it clear in your mind 
when and how these things are going to be done -- 


A ~° Gregg asked the question, what are the next 
steps. The next steps are for us to regroup when the 
Lebanese leave. Then when we decide how preliminarily we 
believe the U.S. should proceed, which I think would by the 
end of the week, Morris Draper will go back to the area. 


He will not have a set piace American plan. He 
will have guidelines that will reflect our discussions with 
the Israelis and the Lebanese which, obviously, will have to 
be flexible because he will not have talked to all of the 
parties involved, directly involved, nor all of the parties 
who have influence on those parties directly involved. 


Then, the way things happen is, we're in constant 
communication and then we'll see what the situation is, how 
it develops. 


Q What about another meeting with Shamir in New 
York? 


A Nothing has been set. It makes a lot of 
sense to me to have another discussion with the Foreign 
Minister. I would guess it would be in New York because 
we're going to have so many other people around Washington 
on Thursday and Friday. 


Q Would Shultz be the one to meet with Shamir? 
A I wouldn't think so. If I had to guess, it 


would be Morris, but these decisions haven't been made but 
that would make sense. 


Q Can you give us any idea what the Lebanese 
attitude is toward reinstating the forces of Saad Haddad 
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into the Lebanese ary? 


A You know, 
Government of Lebanon. 





that's a sensitive issue for the 
I think it's an issue that I ask you 


to address them on. That really is a gut issue for the 


Lebanese. 








Q Which means it ceally is an -- 
A It's a difficult issue. 
= Q It means it ceally its an issue in these neco- 
> tiations because it's something that the Iscaelis ev:dently 
want. 
A It's a difficult tissue, thece's no question. 


Did I answer your question? I assume you wece just 
talking about withdrawal. 


Q Actually, I was pecfectly happy to have you 
take it just as fac down the coad as you could in tercms of 
things that must be cesolved in ocderc to being about 
withdcawal, and then we go on from there. 


A 0. K. 


Q Wece thece any agreements ceached of any kind? 
Was thece any U.S. commitment to increased economic oc mili- 
tacy aid to Lebanon? 


a No commitments, but cectainly again a willingness 
Lo ceview anything with cespect to their cequests. 
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But as I said eacliec, it is ouc view that the 
lacgest pact of economic assistance, foc example, ceconstruc- 
tion assistance, would come from other than official USG 
funds. The Wocld Bank is going to get quite active, at the 
cequest of the Govecnment of Lebanon. I believe a Wocld Bank 
Sucvey team will be going over to Lebanon next month. Thece 
ace othec donocs -=- European donocs, Acab donocs -=- who would 
be intecested, and then the pceivate sectoc. 


You have a tcemendous amount of infcastcuctuce 
damage. I don't know what percentage of the buildinas in 
pacts of Beicut, for example, will have to be destroyed 
Secause successive bombacdments ovec the yeacs have mace then 
unsafe. This is a ceal problem again foc the govecnment. 


The economic side -= if you want to get a better 
feel on that, I would suggest that someone from AID, Petec 
MacPhecson come down and talk about it because he's been there 
sevecal times and ceally has a feel. 


Q In listing the pceoblems in trying to set a 
withdcawal, you don't sound like an official who thinks it's 
all going to happen by the end of the veac. 
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A I said it was very difficult and complicated; I 
didn't say it wasn't going to happen. 


Q Now that you've had a chance to talk to the 
President of Lebanon, do you find that the headlines of this 
morning were justified? 


A What did they say? 


Q They said that a very senior official -- it 
might even have been you -- was suggesting to people yesterday 
that it might happen by the end of the year. 


A That's a good target date. We're going to be 
pressing for it. I also said that November 22 would be even 
better because that's the Lebanese National Day. 


Yes, we're going to press. 

Q On the basis of your conversations here, are we 
any closer to meeting that target date than before the 
sessions? : 


- Only in the sense that we've had the second 
round of consultations -- the Israelis and now the Lebanese. 


Q Do you have a fixed date yet for the Fez 
people? Did the stories that have been running today indicate 
that there might be some slippage? 

A As I understand it, we're expecting the King of 
Morocco to arrive tomorrow at five. I'm not sure whether he 
will have with him any of the Foreign Ministers. 

Q His Foreign Minister. 

A He will have his Foreign Minister. But there 
are also to be, as I understand it as of today, the Saudi, 
Jordanian, Syrian, Algerian, and Tunisian Foreign Ministers. 

Q Are the Jordanians in that group? 


fs Yes. This is somewhat a flexible concept on 
the delegation, but that seems firm now. 


Q On that, meetings are planned at the moment for 


Friday? 
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A Yes, meetings are planned. I assume the King 
of Morocco, since he will be here a day before the formal 
start of the delegation, will be having some meetings in 
Washington. I know he will be seeing the Secretary of State -- 
I don't know who else he is seeing -- the day before the official 
meetings which are Friday, right? 


Q Do you have any problem meeting with the 
Algerian Foreign Minister considering the fact that they are 
leading the effort to throw Israel out of a number of U.N. 
agencies? 


A No. We're meeting with him under the context 
of the Arab League, and we'd meet with him anyway. Maybe 
that's an important reason for meeting with him. 


Q You mentioned the economic reconstruction 
problem. What about the question of rebuilding the Lebanese 
Army which is very weak? Was that brought up today? 


A Yes, it was. It will be discussed in greater 
detail in the Pentagon with Secretary Weinberger this after- 
noon. I assume he will have with him members of his survey 
team who have just returned. 


Q The Israeli Foreign Minister, when he was here, 
put forward an Israeli plan for withdrawal and security 
arrangements in Lebanon. Was there a counter plan by 
President Gemayel or was there a discussion of the basis of 
the Israeli plan? 


A I think, as I mentioned earlier in one of the 
briefings, Ambassador Draper went to New York and he briefed 
the President of Lebanon on our discussions with the Israeli 
Foreign Minister here. We did not have what you would call a 
detailed counter plan, but we had certainly comments as to 
what was or was not feasible in their views. 


Q Earlier today, you said that as far as a peace 
treaty went, if I'm paraphrasing correctly, the Lebanese 
wanted peace in the context of a broader peace, not a separate 
peace, and they certainly wanted not to lose support of other 
Arab countries. Would that also hold for any kind of written 
agreement with Isreal such as a security agreement which falls 


short of a peace treaty, but would certainly have a large sym- 
bolic effect? 


A I think that would have problems too for the 
Lebanese. But when I say that, I don't know how much I'm 
implying, except that based on these discussions, I think this 
could have some problems for them. 
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Q I can't hear a ching. 
A I‘m sorry. Did you hear the question? 
0 Yes. 


A The answer is, I think that could give the 
Lebanese some problems. How much, I don't want to indicate 
because I don't make the decisions for the Government of 
Lebanon. 


Q A follow-up to that: Shamir, when he was here, 
said the Israelis are insisting on direct negotiation between 
Israel and Lebanon regarding those esoursty arrangements. Do 
you think that this is feasible? 


A There have been a lot of negotiations or 
contacts that have gone on, pragmatically, in the last two or 
three months just because of the circumstances of the 
Situation. I certainly wouldn't rule that out. 


It makes sense -- makes a lot of sense to me. 


Q How does the U.S. feel about a security 
agreement? 


a I think it depends on what you're trying to 
achieve by it and what the attitudes of the parties are to it. 
Certainly, there is no question as to the American attitude 
with respect to the need for security for north Israel and the 
need for adequate policing of the south and to stop infiltra- 
tion and terrorism. We're four-square behind that. 


The form that takes is going to be one of the major 
issues that is going to be discussed and negotiated, John. I 
can't give you -=- 


That concept can encompass a lot of different forms. 


Q Clearly, the Israelis make it a condition that 
the security arrangements are reached before the withdrawal is 
completed. What you have indicated is that this will cause a 
problem for Lebanon. 


Does the United States have a proposal to sort of 
bridge these two gaps -- 


x No. 
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Q -- while making it a pre-condition for 
withdrawal while you are trying to accomplish withdrawal? 


A I don't think I said that, or I didn't mean to 
say that an agreement on security arrangements or whatever 
were agreement on, as Opposed to an agreement on security 
arrangements was a pre-condition or would be counter to wha- 
tever position the Lebanese might have. 


I could see where you could work on your agreements 
On security without holding up withdrawal. 


Q You mean to say that your understanding of the 
Israeli position is that it is not a pre-condition to have the 
agreement on security in order to withdraw? 


A It is. But I thought you were asking if I 


_ thought that was going to make it impossible for the 


withdrawal to be worked out, and my answer is no. 
It depends on what you mean by “agreement.” 
Q What do you mean by “agreement?” 


A I already answered that with Mr. Wallach. There 
are different kinds of arrangements and agreements, if the aim 
is security. 


Q So you favor an armistice agreement between 
Lebanon and Israel so it will continue and develop on that 
basis? 


A Do I favor the 1949 armistice agreement? 
(Laughter) 


Q No, the continuation. It has an agreement bet- 
ween the two countries. That's an agreement. 


a Let's get this straight: The United States is 
in favor of peace, peace between Israel and Lebanon and Jordan 
and Syria, and everyone. Clearly, anything that will build in 
that direction, we're for. That includes, in these coming 
negotiations, the form, how, and when you do things. These 
are things that are going to be discussed. 


Q What do we know about the Syrian and the PLO 
position at this point?’ You haven't covered that. 
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A The Syrians have said that they are perfectly 
prepared to withdraw, after all the Israelis leave. The 
Israelis have said they are perfectly prepared to withdraw, 
amongst inter alia, after the PLO leave. 


The PLO I don't think have made any public state- 
ment, but privately they certainly have said that they are 
prepared to leave or they don't intend to stay. 


°) Where will they go? Where will the PLO go? 
Is that an issue to be determined? 


A Sure. 


Q How many PLO fighters are we talking about? 
Where will they go? 


A It depends on who you talk to. Our best 
guesstimate is maybe up to 8,000. And how many of these are 
fighters as opposed to people who would prefer to be doing 
other things, either in universities or in soccer fields or 
something else, is a question. We don't know. No one knows. 


Q Is that an obstacle? 


A You're talking about some thousands. Yes. 
Well, it's another problem to be solved. Sure, these people 
have to go somewhere. 


e) It's rfectly clear, or fairly clear anyhow, 
what the Israelis think of the UNIFIL in the south. I'm still 
a little less clear about what they really think about some 
Other MNF in the south, leaving aside the question of U.S. 
Forces. How do they react to that notion? 


A I guess the way to put it is, on any scale, you 
put anything having to do with the U.N. on the absolute bottom 
and anything else above it. 


(Laughter) 


Q Since the Multinational Force went in for the 
second time, particularly from that very first moment when it 
was announced and so on, the Administration has repeatedly 
said that they are in there for a limited period of time and 
that the withdrawal can occur very quickly. “Very shortly, 
very quickly” has been repeated theme. 
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It hasn't happened. The impression I draw from what 
you're telling us today is that very little, in terms of 
reaching the form of that agreement on the southern security 
situation, or the form of an agreement for the withdrawal, has 
been accomplished since the two meetings between the Israelis 
and the United States and the Lebanese and the United States. 


A I think that's fair. 
Q That's fair to say that? 


A That's a fair estimate. We're at the beginning 
of a very difficult and complicated process, but we've taken 
the first couple of steps. 


Q What does that do to the original suggestion, 
statement, assertions, “The troops are there for --" 


A Nothing; they stay the same. 


0 That it can be accomplished very quickly, that 
the troops can be withdrawn in a short period of time? 


A That's our policy. That's what we're going to 
try to implement. 


Q I have a question before you leave. Alan is 
standing there to kidnap you from us. (Laughter) 


Would you be able to tell us what happened with the 
discussions with a number of countries that were willing to 
join the MNF in Lebanon, namely, Britain and the Netherlands? 
Are these discussions continuing? 


A Not really. You're referring to some initial 
contacts that we had. Don't forget, at one point the 
Greek Government also suggested that it might come in. There 
really hasn't been any follow-up on this. 


But if you're talking about enlarging an MNF, you 
obviously would be talking to others. And I would imagine the 
Government. of Lebanon, should it decide to go in this direc- 
tion, would take the initiative on this. 


Q Did you hear from the Government of Lebanon, 
from President Gemayel, today that he wants an enlargened MNF 
and sending some of it to the south with UNIFIL and the 
Lebanese Army to police the south? 
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A Not in that detail and not in that -- 
He, obviously, is interested in an expanded MNF to be used 
elsewhere in, I don't know if you call it a peacekeeping mode 
or whatever -- we have created new organizations and different 
terminology. 


Q Elsewhere in Beirut? 


A One area, yes, because of the success -- in the 
view of the Lebanese, the success of the MNF today. 


Q In one area, you said? 


a The success of the MNF in the one area where it 
has been deployed. 


One possible combination, if you're trying to come 
up with combinations, is the one that you described. I sup- 
pose there is an infinite number. 


Q You referred us to the Lebanese position. When 
he says he wants all foreign forces out, he means just 
Israeli, PLO and Syrian, right? He does not mean the 
Multinational Force? 


A Yes. He's also like the MNF out. But that 


wasn't what he was referring to. He would like the MNF in to 
help get the others out. 


Q All right. That's what I was trying to 
establish. Did he go further? I mean he wants those foreign 
forces out first, and then how much longer does he want the 
MNF there? 

A Wot really == no one got into that. 


Q The other question: Are you as discouraged as 
you seem, or are you just exhausted? 


A I am tired. 


Q Are you discouraged, though? 


A I'm tired. No, I'm not discouraged. It's 
going to be tough. But we want to do it fast even though we 
know it's tough, and President Reagan's policy is to do it 
fast. TT. ‘se are our marching orders. 
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Q Could you just clarify one question: If the 
foreign forces do get out 2ccording to your hoped-for time- 
table, by the end of the year, would the U.S. be prepared to 
stay on? 


A I don't think that's been addressed, Bernie. 
It really hasn't. 


re) Who first raised the possible need for a MNF 
elsewhere in Lebanon other than the question of security 
arrangements in the south? 


A It was the Lebanese who first raised this as a 
desirable model. 


fe) I haven't heard anybody suggest the Syrians are 
going to come barrelling back in again. 


A What you have is a practical numbers problem 
and geogia;iical problem. You've got a Lebanese Army of "X" number 
of people; they have to cover this territory. The Lebanese 
Government looks at this problem; they see how long they think 
it will take to double or triple the size of their own army, 
and train it up to the point where it can carry out the basic 
tasks, and they come to the conclusion that they'd like some help. 


Q Was it your understanding that he sees this 
expanded MNF as just a way of expediting the withdrawal or to 
Stay on station there until the Lebanese forces are more 
competent? 


A I wouldn't exclude that, but that wasn't the 
way we discussed it today. We were talking in terms of when 
we discussed this subject -- and believe me, the amount of time 
we gave to this subject is about 1/1000th of the amount of 
time you're giving to it. So don't take from the fact you're 
asking me so many questions about it that this was central to 
the discussions because it wasn't. 


Q You're not giving us any indication of what 
was central. You keep saying, “We didn't discuss that," that 
you didn't discuss the details of aid -- 


A I just don't think you're very perceptive if 
you haven't been able to see what was central. 


Q Thank you. 
a O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:40 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND PRESS BRIEFING 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1982 AT 11:10 A.M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let's talk first 
about the schedule. King Hassan arrived yesterday. Two of the 
Foreign Ministers, the Jordanian and the Tunisian, were already 
in town. The Moroccan, of course, came with King Hassan. We 
are expecting the arrival of the Syrian and the Algerian Foreign 
Ministers today. I believe that rounds out the list. 

Oh, also the Secretary General of the Arab League. 

The Saudi today as well. 

Q He's here? 

A He's here. Also the Secretary General of the 
Arab League, Klibi, is also here. And this is an Arab League 
delegation. 

Let. me make a few comments on the schedule if you're 
interested. Do you have the schedule, or would you like me to 
run through it? 

Q No, go ahead. 

A Okay. The first official affair of this Fez 
Delegation will be the meeting between the Secretary and King 
Hassan this afternoon at four o'clock at the Moroccan residence. 
Tomorrow at eleven o'clock there will be a meeting of the full 
Delegation with the President, followed at approximately twelve 
o'clock by the private meeting between the King and the President. 
| This will be followed by a luncheon hosted by the 


President at the White House at approximately twelve thirty. At 


three thirty the Delegation will meet with the Secretary of State 
e) 





< 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Here? 

A I believe so. And at five thirty the King meets 
with the Vice President. 

Q Where is that meeting? 

A I believe that's at the Moroccary residence. I've 
got all kinds of papers and very little information. 

Here, yes, the meeting with the Secretary at three 
thirty will be at the Department of State, and the meeting with 
the Vice President will be at the residence of the Ambassador of 
Morocco, which is where the King is staying during his vist here. 

The eight o'clock dinner is hosted by the Vice President 
and will be on the eighth floor of the State Department. I 
believe it's a black-tie affair. And then the Delecation's 
members leave, I believe, on Saturday some time in some crder 
which I just don't know. I don't exclude that maybe one or more 
of the Foreign Ministers may stay another day or so, but I just 
don't know about that. 

Let me make some preliminary comments about the visit. 
The Delegation led by the King of Morocco will also include the 


Foreign Ministers of Syria, Tunisia, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, and 


Algeria, and the Secretary General of the Arab League. 
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This Delegation is coming to the U.S. at the request 
of the Arab League in the wake of last month's Arab League 
summit meeting at Fez. The purpose of the Delegation's visit to 
Washington is to exchange views on how best to restore momentum 
to the Middle East peace negotiations. The Delegation will 
present the views of the Arab League as contained in the Fez 
communique of September 9. The U.S. will present its own views 
and the positions outlined in the President's initiative on 
September l. 

The Delegation can be expected to seek clarifications 
on the President's proposals, and the U.S. will, in turn, seek 
Clarifications on the Arab Leagu's position. 

It will not be a necotiating session aimed at reconciling 
differences between the two approaches, but rather, an exchange 
of views. We do not expect dramatic breakthroughs, but rather 
thoughtful discussion. We value the views of Arab League member 
States anc believe this is an important opportunity for the 
President personally to set forth his views on how best to move 
the peace process forward as outlined in his September 1 sp2ech. 


The President is committed to the positions he set forth in his 


initiative, and we intend to remain firmly behind these proposals. 
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We seek broadened Arab participation in negotiations; 
remain fully committed to the security of Israel and to 
assuring that the legitimate rights of the Palestinians are 
addressed. 

UN Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 and the 
Camp David framework remain central to the negotiations. There 
is no change in the U.S. position with soonest ts dealing with 
the PLO. The U.S. will neither recognize nor negotiate with the 
PLO until that organization unequivocally recognizes Israel's 
right to exist and accepts UN Security Council Resolutions 242 
and 338. As we have stated before, this is the first card for 
anybody to play who is interested in peace. 

The U.S. believes that the only constructive course to 
achieving progress is at the negotiating table. We believe the 
time has come to stop talking about talking about peace and 
start sitting down at the table, negotiating table, Arabs and 
Israelis and the United States, and start achieving Palestinian 
rights and start achieving the broader peace which the key to 
the stability and security for everyone. 

I'll take your questions. 

Q Can that last statement be on the record since you 
Said exactly the same thing on the Today Show this morning? 


A I leave that up to my betters who run these things. 


I have no problem. 











Q Can we get a copy of the statement you just read? 


A That's no problem, although it's not the same. 


Q Can you give us some idea of what parts of the 
Fez proposal you think we are most interested in seeking 
Clarification on? Perhaps a little bit about the proposal itself. 
- A Yes. I don't have’ all the proposals in front of me, 
but it's essentially an update, I would say, gt the original Fahd 
plan. And, as you recall, when asked questions about the original 
proposal we noted that there were some constructive elements. And 
I would say the same thing about the Fez proposals. Those 
constructive elements involve, in detail, the mention of Israel 


and the suggestion in Point 7 of a willingness to recognize and 


live in peace with Israel. 
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More broadly, the Fez proposals are intended by the 
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Arabs as their conception of the framework for peace, and I think 





that's where they would put the emphasis on Fez, not the 
differences between Fez and the Reagan proposals or any other 
proposals, but that this was a united Arab position with the 


emphasis on peace. 


Now, we will seek clarification from the Arabs on 





certain point. First, we would like to hear from them. We 
would like to hear from King Hassan as the leader of the 


Delegation. Also, he's the Chairman of the Arab League Summit. 
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So he'll be speaking in this corporate capacity as to what 
their interpretation is of Fez of their proposals, both in 
general and in specifics. 

We will be asking some questions. For example, does 
Point 7 mean what I have just described? And if that is what 
it means, why not just say so? If we want to start moving this 
process forward, let's start coming out of the closet on such 
issues as this, which are key. 

We are not quite sure what clarifications they will 
seek from us, but we will be prepared -- we, the President, the 
Secretary, the Vice President -- to respond to any questions and 
provide whatever clarifications are required and requested. 

The key element here though is that the negotiations 
for peace must take place around the table between Arabs and 
Israelis, not between Americans and Arabs or Americans and 
Israelis, but at a table where the Arabs and the Israelis and 
the Americans are actually in a negotiation. That's where the 
negotiating takes place. 

Q You're suggesting that the Arabs must recognize 
Israel and deal with it directly you mean for the negotiations, 
is that it? 


A I am saying that if you want to get peace, if you 


want to start achieving Palestinian rights and security and 
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stability, there is no alternative to sitting down and getting 
about this urgent business. But that was the full thrust of 
the President's proposals on September 1. It remains our 
policy. And, of course, as the President made very clear and 
as we have addressed since that time, our view is that an essential 
first step, perhaps the essential first step, is for the Arabs to 
agree to support an early move of King Hussein to the table. 

Q Do you expect a communique to be issued, or anything 
of that sort, a statement of that kind? 


A I would not expect a communique. Communiques are 


. very time-consuming, and I don't find them particularly useful. 


I would expect that there would be statements made by the 
President and by King Hassan after their meetings, as is usually 
the case. That's what I would see. 

Q Are there any provisions -- 

A I've got to recognize Conny. She raises her hand. 

Q Thank you. I wanted to follow up what you said 
about the direct negotiations. The Foreign Minister again said 
today that he wants direct Lebanese-Israeli talks, but you said 
yesterday the Lebanese don't want to to get too far ahead of the 


other Arabs on this. Will the Lebanese go back and sit with the 


Israelis and talk? 
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A Conny, can we say on this? 
Q Well, you said "direct", so I wanted to follow 
up on that. 


A Well, let me stay on this, please. 


Q Can we come back to it, because it is a follow-up? 
A Yes. 
Q Are there any provisions for any corridor discussions 


Or private meetings today or tomorrow or Saturday with the 
Jordanian Foreign Minister, who obviously could maybe give you 
a better fillin on either Hussein's meeting or the Syrian 
Foreign Minister at the talk about Lebanon? 

A We are in the process of trying to organize 
ourselves for possible bilaterals. By this I mean that we 
haven't really seen all of the players yet. We are certainly 
propared. But this raises an issue as to who. You know the 
Secretary is going to be rather occupied. But we probably will 
wish to have bilaterals with some or all of the Foreign 
Ministers. 

Q What is your reading now on the possibility of 
Hussein sitting down at the negotiating table? 

A I think that we will have a better reading after the 
Delegation leaves and goes back and regroups. They'll have to do 


some thinking as well. You know that Hussein and Arafat had 
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meetings prior to the Delegation coming here, and it's just 
too soon to see where they go. It's also too soon to make 

comments about the restlessness that is being manifested on 
the West Bank and elsewhere by Palestinians. 

Q Just to follow up, was there a PLO member brought 
on that plane who was debarked in New York, on the Hassan plane? 

aA No. First, I was not aware that plane touched 
down in New York. But, no, there was no PLO member on the plane. 
I can confirm that for you. 

Q The urgency that you are putting into this, all 
the statements you made here about getting to the negotiating 
table, brings the question whether you think that's a realistic 
possibility before the withdrawal of troops from Lebanon. 

A You know, we from the outset have made clear that 
we view Lebanon and the broader peace process as perhaps related 
but separate tracks, and we stick by this. We well understand 
there is a lot of work to be done in Lebanon, and we have been 
Starting that process, and we've talked about that earlier this 
week. I think it's almost symbolic that in an inadvertent manner 
but a very welcome symbolism that during this week we are having 
very important discussions both on Lebanon and on the broader 


peace process. But to answer your specific question, it is 


awfully hard for me to get into timing. There obviously are some 
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relations here between the two issues. We will continue to do 


our best to press ahead on both tracks. 

Q If you felt that time within the next few months 
when you might be able to bring King Hussein to the negotiating 
table, would the United States, the President, take the initiative? 

° A I wouldn't want to phrase it, John, the way you 
did, that we would bring King Hussein to the negotiating table. - 
I believe if King Hussein decides to come to the negotiating 
table it will be as a result of Jordanian and Palestinian 
decision-making. 

Q Just to follow up, would the U.S., in that event, 


call for some kind of a meeting? 


A Weli, almost any scenario you could think of 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


would be speculative at this point. But clearly there would 





be a scenario, there would be a mechanism, and we would use it. 
Q I would like to ask a question that has to do with 
the relationship between this Delegation and the Camp David 
formula. As I recall, the Camp David formula provides for 
representation by King Hussein and by Palestinians on the West 
Bank. He would be part of the Jordanian and/or the Egyptian 
Delegations? You suggested that you would hope that this 


Delegation would help to urge Kino Hussein to participate in 


the talks. What relationship would this Delegation have to the 
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Palestinian part of it? Is it all the same thing, as you've 
just suggested? 

A Our position in the discussions -- I'm not quite 
sure how to answer the question. Maybe I didn't understand it. 
Let me try to make my comment. Our position in the discussions 
with the full Delegation will, of course, be to support our own 
policies as most recently articulated by the President on 
September 1. Now, Camp David, we believe, is a central element 
Gf the negotiations to come. Apart from all of the merits which 
we see in the Camp David Accord, it has the overriding merit of 
existing as a framework, and if people are serious about the 
urgency of addressing the Palestinian issue and achieving 
Palestinian rights, we urge them to seize the opportunity. 

Q Let me ask the question in a slightly different 
way. Will this Delegation help to define what Palestinians would 
participate in the Camp David process? 

A I would not expect those details to be gone into. 
The Delegation could be expected to support the Fez proposals 
in which the PLO is central. 

Q The British press recently published the full 
text of a classified cable from the Secretary of State to the 


British Foreign Secretary, and it was confirmed by the Foreign 


Office that these cables were correct, are unclassified. Now, 
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in that cable, one of the cables mentioned that the Secretary 
of State here suggested that you would like some of the exiled 
mayors of the West Bank to come with the Fez Delegation to 
Washington and that would be acceptable to you. Can you 
comment or confirm such a position? 

A First, London is beginning to sound like 
Washington. Secondly, no, I can't comment on any cables that 
were or were not published. 

Q But would you have weight on some of the exiled 
mayors? We have already over a period of time welcomed visits 
by the exiled mayors to Washington. I've met with several of 


them. That would be no problen. 


Q But have they come in the Delegation though? 
A Yes, of course. 
Q Isn't it sort of irrelevant what the Arab Summit 


brings here or doesn't bring here because the Israelis have 
said very clearly over and over again that they are not going 
to negotiate away control of the West Bank or Gaza? What 
relevance does this whole exercise have? 

an Well, you could expand it and say what relevance 
do the proposals of September 1 have? (Laughter) We think they 


are very relevant. The issue here is not what are the various 


positions of the parties, particularly with respect to the final 








« 
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status. The fact that final status would be an extremely 
difficult issue was recognized by the signers of the Camp 

David Accords, and we know there are differing positions. 
There's the Israeli position; there's the Fez position; there's 
the Egyptian position; there may be a Jordanian position; and 
God knows how many more. There's an American position. shoes 
issues will be engaged, but there is an essential first step, 
and that has to do with the creation of this autonomy, self- 
governing regime for a transitional period in the West Bank and 
Gaza. 

No one objects to a transitional period. It originated 
as a Jordanian idea. Fez has a transitional period. Camp David 
has one, very well thought out, and we have the mechanism for 
working it through and making it happen. So our view is: come 
to the table with all of your positions that no one agrees on and 
let's start the process first on creating as soon as possible 
the autonomous regime for the transition period. Then once we 
have this process going, once the Israeli military administration 
and military presence is withdrawn and/or recedes, once the 
Palestinians get the habit of running their own affairs, a period 
of time, then we will engage on the real tough issues, hopefull 
with a background of some kind of confidence among the parties 


that today doesn't exist, and, if anything, the situation is 


getting worse. 
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So that's the long answer to your question. It's 
very relevant in the sense of our hopes of getting the Arabs 
and Israelis to come to the table. First things first. 

Q Is it your strategy that if the Arabs show some 
sort of collective unity that's compatible with negotiating at 
a bsrgaining table then you would be able: to go back to the 
Israelis in a much stronger position because it would be a 
real possibility of negotiation rather than just speculative 
possibility? 

A That gets you into where should negotiations take 
place, and that gets you into the problem of what are you soing 
to try to do first, the final status negotiations or the 
transitional negotiations. If you get the final status 
negotiations, we all know right now you are going nowhere. So 
we think the negotiations should be done at the table. Everyone 
comes with all their own bags to this particular affair, and 
let's get down to the first business at hand. 


Q Can this meeting today and tomorrow advance that 


in a practical sense? 


a I hope so, but we won't be able to tell until we 


see the results. 


Q But you certainly don't expect this group to leave 


here saying, "We're willing to sit down with the Israelis"? 











« 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


15 
A Let's understand. We never expected, nor did they, 

that they would accept the September 1 proposals as theirs nor 
that we would accept theirs as ours. We do hope that in the 
course of these discussions, and apart from just explaining 
anything on anyone's mind, that the group will leave here 
sensitized to the fact that we are talking about a two-step 
process, and the sooner we get into the first step the better, 


without asking anyone to change holy script with respect to 
final status. 
Q How much of this was put to Mr. Shamir just now? 
A We didn't discuss the peace process. We talked 
this before when he was here. 

Q When you issued your first prompt call for peace, the 
inviation, and the preconditions for the PLO to come to the 
negotiation table, did you have any indication or any signals 
from the Israelis if the PLO will recognize Israel's right to 
exist in 242 and 338 that they are recognizing the Palestinians 
as a nation or people who deserve any place on this Mother Earth? 

A Let me correct what I said. I said that we view 
the acceptance of 242, 338, and Israel's right to exist as the 
essential first card to play for any party seriously interested 
in peace. Now, that first card happens to be the American 


condition for a direct political dialogue with the PLO. If the 


response to our position is always going to be only in the 
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context of mutual recognition between the PLO and Israel, then 


* 
w 


those who take that position must understand that they have 
vetoes or have given an Israeli veto to any such dialogue 
between the United States and the PLO because there is no way 
that I can see in any near-term final program that any Israeli 


government is going to be prepared to recognize the PLO, and - 


that's where it stands. 

Q Given the history of assurances the United States 
might give to the Lebanese on other things, there is no confidence 
growing atmosphere between the United States and the PLO and the 
Palestinians anywhere in this world. When you are asking the 
Palestinians to comment on this recognition of Israel you are 


completely taking everything that's left for negotiation. What 
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guarantees can you give them that this will be carried on to 





bring Israel to recognize the Palestinians? 

A No one can give any guarantees in that resvect. 
And if all of this is what's required, and I've told you that 
there are built-in vetos, I suppose for ever, do we need direct 
American-PLO dialogue? And that is an issue for the Palestinians 
and the Arabs to think about. 

Q Is the President's initiative of September 1 a 
proposal? How would you define it, a proposal for interim 


agreement or for the final state? 











"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


17 
« 

A The President's proposals of September 1 -- and 
let me emphasize “proposals” -- are the public articulation of 
those positions that the Americans believe would both facilitate 
the creation of the autonomy regime, self-governing regime, for 
a transitional period and form the basis for a just, durable, 
and secure peace. We are not asking that participants to the 
negotiations, as a precondition for coming to the negotiations, 
change their positions and accept ours. 

Anyone who has lived with this issue for a while over 
the past several years has been undera a constant bsrrage from 
the United States, a variety of sources, including the media, 
the Arabs, the Europeans, the Asians, saying, "But what are the 
American positions?" And the President decided on September l 
the time had come to make public the American positions, 
proposals, not an American plan, with the idea of giving a 
stimulous to the move towards the peace table. 

Q I asked my question in the context of your 
statement earlier that in the negotiating table the interim 
agreement should be discussed. 

A The interim agreement is the first step. 

Q Would association with Jordan be part of the 


transition, or is that final status? 


A That's final status. For transition we're talking 
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roughly one and a half Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza 
governing themselves, within certain limits having to do with 
Israel's security requirements. That's basically it. A good 
idea if you care about Palestinian rights. 

Q Is it still Egypt's position that it doesn't want to 
resume the autonomy talks until the Israeli troops are out of 
Lebanon or at least have agreed to a timetable? 

A I think there is an ambiguity also in my mind. 

I would guess that it would be more that there was at least an 
agreed timetable in some short term for withdrawal. 

Q Any indication from the Israelis that that issue 
of venue has yet been resolved? 

A No, but we don't talk about it. 

Q Would it be your expectation if King Hussein would 
express a readiness to join in these talks that the Israelis, 
notwithstanding their rejection of the President's plan, would 
Sit down at that table? 

A I would think so, on the basis of the President's 


plan. To sit down at the negotiating table. 


Q With their own position? 
A With their own position. 
Q A senior official a couple of weeks ago said that 


King Hussein was, I think he said, right at the border of joining 
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the process. What will it take at this point to bring him to 
the negotiation or for him to decide that it is in his interest 
to join the negotiation? 

A Support from a substantial number of moderate 
Arab countries, led by Saudi Arabia. 

Q Do you discern in recent days any easing of 
Israel's opposition to negotiation on the basis of the 
President's September 1 initiative? 


A No. 


Q Can you brief us briefly on the Shamir -- 


A From all I know about it we haven't had many real 


discussions in depth. 


Q In all these talks with Shamir you didn't talk about 


the broader peace? 


A We did but not in any detail, and the last thing on 
the table was the Prime Minister's speech in Jerusalem, which was 


hardly an endorsement. 


Q To pick up at your remark at what it would take 
for Hussein to join, are you getting any support from a 


substantial number of moderate Arab countries? 


A Let me explain because he already has substantial 


support from a very large number of Palestinians. I may have 


mentioned earlier that if you take the West Bankers and the Gazans 
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and add them to the Palestinians in Jordan you've got two and 

a half million people. There's no question about the fact that 
these people would like to see King Hussein be given a green 
light to come in. And they very much like the President's 
proposals incidentally. The next question is, "Does this mean 
these people no longer support the PLO?” And the answer to 

that is, "No." They make very clear when wou" alk to them. 

They will say, "The PLO represents us. It symbolizes Palestinian 
nationalism. Nevertheless, we want to get on this train before 
everything leaves the station." 

Q The Palestinians you refer to are those within 
Jordan -- 

A The West Bank and Gaza. Quite a few. It's a 
rather broad spectrum, and there's rather an Alphonse and Gaston 
act going on now. 

Q But what gives you any confidence? | You mentioned 
Hussein meeting with Arafat. The day after it was over five 
different factions of the PLO attacked Arafat for even talking 
to Hussein. 

A And we've got ten different versions of the meeting. 

Q But in those circumstances, which are not new in 


that area, what gives you any confidence that Hussein would be 


willing to take the risks involved? 
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A I think that he is expecting that he is going to 
be given the support that he needs from the Arabs to come in. 

Q For him to get that support, for instance, you 
mentioned the Saudis in particular, can they support his coming 
to the table without supporting the Camp David process in some 
way? 

A Yes, how much of a substantive problem the 
semantical problem is I don't know, but it's a problem. I 
can't believe it's going to be the controlling issue if 
everything else can be worked out. I don't care what -- 
after all, if they come to the table and we're talking about 
negotiating in the first instance a transitional period for 
five years, whatever they talk about whey they are there we'll 
know they are there under Camp David. 

Q Is it your view that Hussein wants to come in 
but he's waiting for the support to line up? 

mB Put it this way. I think in his discussions with 
the other Arabs its clear that he is taking a favorable view 
towards the need for an early Arab consensus to come to the 
negotiating table, yes. 

Let me answer Conny's question again. 


Q First of all, coming back to this direct question 


because he's very essential. Have the Lebanese taken a step 
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back now? Will they continue direct negotiations with Israel? 
A No, the circumstances in Lebanon and circumstances 

in some other Arab countries are a little different because 

you've got Israelis in an occupation sense in Lebanon. There 

have been discussions between the Lebanese and the Israelis 

for some months. It's a practical issue, and everyone knows 


about it. . 


Q Okay, I just wanted to make sure they wouldn't step 


back on it. 


7 I can't see how they could. I never thought about 
it until you raised it. 

Q On «che Shamir talks, please, can you tell us what 
they discussed, and was the issue of aid raised during the Shamir 
talks? 

A Aid, no. There were discussions of the Foreign 
Minister's visit to Costa Rica because the Secretary had asked 
to get a briefing on that when he came back. We have our own 
interests in Central America. We discussed Lebanon, and the 
Foreign Minister was pleased to know that we are planning to 
have Ambassador Draper starting out again in the near future. 
That was really what we talked about. 

What's your third question? 


Q That was it. 
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A Let me go to people who haven't asked questions. 
The lady in the back. 

Q Could you characterize how the Foreign Minister 
seemed to feel about the situation in Lebanon right now? 

A I don't think there was any difference in his 
views between this visit and the last one. 

Q Did you discuss the peacekeeping force, the 
possibility of expanding? 

A We discussed a number of things in general terms. 
But this was not a decision-making session; this was a consultation 
session. 

Q Did you fill them in on the Gemayel talks; was that 
the primary purpose? 

A The highlights of those talks. 

Q Did you ask what reaction there was? 

A He appreciated the information. (Laughter) 

Q After the Fez Delegation comple tes its talks and 
Draper goes back to the area, what would be the next logical 
step that you would anticipate in this? 

A You had another point? 

Q I wante d to find out if you discussed Hadad at all. 


A Not by name. (Laughter) 


What's the next stop? Let's take Lebanon. Draper 
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will be going back. I can't give you the exact day. I would 
expect within a week. And I expect he would go to Lebanon 

first and meet with the Lebanese, and then from there decide 
where he should go. Of course, we would expect that he would 

go to Syria as well as Israel, and I would imagin Saudi Arabia 
at some point. I would expect also that in bilaterals here with 
appropriate Foreign Ministers the subject of Lebanon will come 
up and we won't be wasting time between now and then. 

Q But any other steps involving the peace process 
or the President's initiative? 

A Right now what would have to happen is this 
Delegation has to go back. I believe they will be meeting 
shortly after they all return to sort of assess the situation. 

Q In Morocco? 

A I can't tell you but I would expect that's where it 
would be. And then we'll have to see where they are. 

Q Are we any closer to an agreed-on formula for 
troop withdrawal after the Shamir visit or for an expanded 
multinational force? 

a No. We're no closer than we were two days ago. 

Q About Lebanon, how wide would you say the gap is 
right now between the Israeli and the Lebanese position of 


security arrangements? And do you see the possibility of a 


recent agreement, signed agreement, between them? 
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A I see the problem not so much in terms of 
arrangements but in terms of formal agreements. That's your 
problem. And that means that the first priority of the Government 
of Lebanon is to try to nurture the growth of whet ther call 
nationa] consensus. And this raises some problems as to how 
far, how fast, the Lebanese Government can go in formal agreements 
with Israel from that perspective and still have a national 
consensus. This is a real problem. 

Q Without mentioning any names, could you discuss the 
disposition of a large force in southern Lebanon made up of 
Maranite, Catholics and Shiite Muslems and what role it will play 
in maintaining the security? 

A We did not discuss a multinational force. 

Q It is not a multinational force. 

Q A militia. 

Q Someone asked you about this earlier and you said 
you didn't want to discuss any names, so I was trying to ask 
you -- 

A That was about Major Hadad 

Q That's right. | 

A No, we didn't talk about that. We didn't get 
into any particular details as to what the peacekeeping 


arrangements in the south would be. We've had good discussions 


with the Government of Israel. The Prime Minister and his 
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party were here a few days ago. There was no need the Foreign 


Minister, 

Q Did you get an answer to the question of how much the 
Israelis want security arrangements and how much they want a formal 
agreement? 

A I couldn't give you a percentage as to motivation. 
I think they are both important to the Israelis. 

Q Just to tidy up one thing, do you anticipate as an 
outgrowth of this any new American -- 

My I'm not suggesting preconditions, but they are 
both very important. 

Q As a result of the meetings this weekend do you 


anticipate any trips by yourself or by the Secretary to the 
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Middle East or any new American initiative. 
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A Nothing specific, not in the way of voyage.of 
anything like that. I would love to get out of town. 

Q Let me ask you a question on a preceding point. 
You said that the Palestinians on the West Bank and Jordan -- 

A And Gaza. 

Q -- and Gaza would like the King to be given a 
green light. 

A A mandate to come into negotiations. 

Q Okay, who is supposed to give the King a mandate? 

A The Arabs collectively. 

Q Oh, I see. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing was terminated at 11:55 A.M.) 
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—_ MR. ALLIN: This is a background briefing by Senior 
Acministration Official on the President's visit with King Hassan 
anc the other members of the Fez Delegation. 


I want to emphasize to those of you that are new to the 
White House Briefing Room that this is a background briefing. You 
May attribute it to a Senior Administration Official. You may use 
his quotations as you wish but you may not use sound or camera. 


For your information only, the briefer is now doing 
his 42nd background briefing of the week. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The shock is that that 
was a "“cohiba,"” to those of you who understand cigars. The Rolls 
Royce; oh, yes. 


The President made his statement and that will be the 
framework for my answering your questions. I think you all know the 
schedule and we don't have to go over this now. There was -- will 
someone correct me quickly? -- there was a meeting at 11:00 o'clock 
in the Cabinet Room with the full delegations on both sides. This 
was followed by approximately a half-hour meeting between the President 
and I believe Mrs. Reagan, and the King and his children. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Then we had a working lunch at 12:30, where the full dele- 
gation was there and the American side was there. That was followed 
by a move to a larger room where people had coffee and the President 
and the King had a working tete-a-tete. And then we came down for 
the departure statements. 
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Now, using the President's departure statement as the 
framework, let me invite your questions. 


Q What's the nuance of an identity for the Palestinians? 


Q What meaning do you read into the use by King Hassan, 
mention by King Hassan of Resolution 242? Does that have any signifi- 
cance as far as the position of the Arab delegation is concerned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's encouraging. 
I characterize all of the talks as encouraging. With respect to the 
seriousness with which the subject of peace was addressed, I would also 
characterize the King's inclusion in his comments of the various ele- 
ments that are on the table -- I think he would put it that way -- 
for peace, including 242, 338, the President's proposal and the Fez 
summit. 


I don't want to interpret for King Hassan as to whether 
or not that means some significant change in the Arab position, but 
this is a question that you can pose directly to the Moroccans. 


Q Did any consensus emerge here, do you think, on — 
Support of these leaders for King Hussein playing a new role in this 
process? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the course of the 
discussions, we expressed our points of view on this subject. The 
President noted that the situation was urgent, time was passing; it 
was important, therefore, to move to the negotiating table and start 
the negotiations, and that we believe this should be done through 
Arab support for King Hussein. 


The reply of the King was that this could only be done 
in the context of an agreement between the PLO and the Jordanians, 
a process which he described as now going on. 


There was certainly no reluctance that we could sense 


on the part of the Arabs -- I should say only King Hassan spoke 
during this, for the Arab League delegation, and only 


MORE 
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President Reagan spoke in this first meeting. Based on what we 
heard in the meeting, there was certainly no reluctance on the 
part of the Arab guests to support King Hussein in negotiations, 
with the qualification that this be done in the context of an 
accord with the PLO. 


Q Let me just follow that question. Did any of 
the Arab leaders -- I gather it was only Hassan who talked -- 
use the word "Israel" in any context -- in the context of peace 
with Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly, the 
word “Israel” was used. 


Q By them? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By them. ° 
Q I do not mean in terms of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By them -- well, 
you know -- I mean, these were a lot of very mature people 
lead by one of the -- I think -- the leading statesmen of the 
world. 


When you are talking about peace, they are talking 
about peace between the Arabs and Israel. There is no z‘eluctance 
on that score. 


Was that your question? 


Q That is what you are saying. Did they say, 
we want peace with Israel, and indicate any willingness, as a 
senior official said yesterday, to come out of the closet on 
recognizing or sitting down with Israelis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Even on that -- 
and I think, in this respect, the King's choice of the word 
"coexistence" in the context of using 242, 338, and what have 
you, and the President's proposals is important. 


But the real question is, have the Arabs stated, 
Clearly and unequivocally, publicly that they are prepared to 
come out of the closet in that respect -- is an issue that really 
is not germane to our discussions, which were private. 


These discussions were encouraging. But, again, the 
issue is not private discussions on that particular point, I 
believe, -- 


Q Did you get this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- with reference 
to yesterday if that is what you are -- 


Q Did you get a satisfactory answer to Paragraph 
Seven of the Fez Declaration, because King Hassan, in his press 
conference in Fez, clearly answered that question that was 
asked of him -- "What is meant"? And I was surprised that you 
people have not heard what he had said in Fez. He clearly said 
what it meant. Now, are you satisfied with what he said today 


on this Paragraph Seven? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The requirements 
are really not whether they are -- I mean, I think that the 
measure here is not whether the Americans are satisfied, but 
whether it is clearly, and on the record, stated that the Arabs 
are prepared, in the context of peace, to recognize and live in 
peace with Israel. Clearly, that has not yet happened. 


Q But he said it in Fez at his press conference -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes; I know what 
he said in Fez. And that was -- again, what the King said in 
Fez was very encouraging. And you will recall, also, subsequent 
to the King's press conference, King Hussein gave two interviews. 
At least one was in London with the BBC, I believe, in which 
he said, "Of course, I accept 242. I have accepted 242 since 
1967. Of course, I recognize Israel. I have done that since 
1967." 


I am talking about a collective statement, clearly 
on the record, that Point Seven of Fez means just that. King 
Hassan's remarks have been encouraging. But I do not think that 
they have yet reached the point where they are as explicit as 
we believe they should be. 


Q Are you telling us that the next step is that 
the Jordanians and the PLO have to work out some sort of an 
arrangement? Is that the next thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Arabs made 
clear -- King Hassan made clear that it was necessary for the 
PLO, whom in the eyes of the Arabs is the sole, legitimate 
representative of the Palestinian people, to give its agreement 
to the Jordanians to enter negotiations which are very much 
involved with Palestinian rights -- Palestinian issues. 


MORE 
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Q Do you have any expection as to when such an agree- 
ment might be reached or did King Hassan have any idea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no one gave us any 
ideas on the timing, but there were in other discussions -- side dis- 
cussions with our visitors -- reference to an expected meeting of the 
Palestinian National Council which might be very dramatic. Now I can- 
not -- I am not promising, I am not saying anyone promised, but it 
seems as though they are thinking of whatever it is the Jordanians 
and the Palestinians might agree on might then be put to this broader 
parliament of the Palestinians. 


Q When is that meeting? 


| SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They talk about four to 
six weeks, but I don't know the exact time. 


Q Does he think that such an agreement is possible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think he was very 
encouraging in that respect. 


Q Did they ever suggest to President Reagan that the 
United States should start talking to the PLO to get the PLO going on 
Hussein? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without reference to these 
particular conversations of today, you know, the standard position of 
the Arabs is that the United States should have a direct dialogue with 
the PLO and nothing is changed in that respect. 


Q Is the President in his remarks to the group during 
the meeting -- did he mention Camp David as a basis for the peace process, 
because he didn't allude toit publicly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we explained our 
point of view. We explained our -- the President discussed his Septem- 
ber lst proposals which, as you know, are based on Camp David. 


Q Did he say that in the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. 


Q Will you be more explicit on, did King Hassan use the 
term “coexistence” in his talks with you as he did outside and did he 
explain what he meant, because some people would say the PLO have always 
talked about coexistence within Israel of Palestinians and Jews? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly in the context 
of the discussion in the Cabinet Room it was well understood that we 
were talking about a State called israel and peace negotiations -- the 
terms “modalities” for negotiations. And the Arabs point out that that 
is what the Fez declaration is all about. 


Q Can you tell us -- 


Q You didn't discuss about the possibility of the 
mutual recognition between Israel and the Palestinians? ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in exactly those 
terms. There was discussion on the P/.O coming to the negotiating table, 
and the President pointed out that you have got a very significant prac- 
tical problem, that the Israelis won't come, so you are not going to 
have negotiations ergo you need another formula. That formula in our 
view -- and this was not really contested -- was King Hussein with 
Palestinians. The Arabs said only if there is prior agreement with the 
PLO could that happen. 


Q You just said the President pointed out Israel would 
not go. Did the President reiterate the United States would not go 
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and the question I really raised my hand to ask you -- that is not 
insignificant your not mentioning it unless you just slipped. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I just think it 
is a moot question. 


Q You think it is a moot question, what U.S. policies 
on the PLO are? All right, the other question is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it is a moot question 
because if Israel is not going to come to a negotiating table, I am not 
guite sure -- : 


— Q You don't think the policy of our own, irrespective 
° e-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAIL: Yes. 
Q Isn't our policy not to negotiate with the PLO? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q Okay. The question I ask you, apart from whatever 
hopes, expectations, hints of meetings you may have, is the Arab League's 
position the same as it was at Fez, that the PLO is the sole and only 
legitimate representative of the Palestinian people? Does that stand 
as they leave today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What is the next step now in American policy? Do you 
just have to wait and see what happens in the Palestinian National 
Council meeting or do you have something else in mind before that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are not going to 
just stand around, but I cannot tell you what else we have in mind. 


Q You don't have anything clearly in mind at this 
point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have anything 
Clearly in mind. We have got some ideas but they have got to be developed 


Q The Reagan administration is approaching this all with 
a sense of urgency. Do you think that as a result of all these meetings 
that the Arab countries realize the sense of urgency that we feel this 


process needs? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's very difficult 
to generalize now and say about “The Arab countries". Based on 
the discussions today, certainly that was communicated -- a sense 
of urgency. Based on our other information, very reliable 
information, many Arab countries share this sense of urgency and 
they also know that the people who consider -- the Arabs who 
consider this to be most urgent of all are those who are living 
under Israeli occupation. There are very few secrets in this 
respect. 


So, I think there is a sense of urgency out there 
but that doesn't mean that certain Arab countries -- 


Q Did any of these countries indicate any willingness -- 


readiness or willingness of their own to sit down with Israel at 
the negotiating table provided this understanding was reached 
between the PLO and King Hussein? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but you're 
talking about different countries. Now, don't forget that we 
were talking -- we're talking about the President's discussions 
and King Hassan was speaking on behalf of a collective and a 
corporate body. But clearly on the basis of other discusssions 
that we've had, including with representatives of some of the 
countries who are in the delegation, certain countries don't 
feel that they have to sit down and negotiate a peace treaty 
with Israel because they feel their only problem with Israel 
is the Palestinian issue. So, that in supporting the Palestinians 
te negotiate or Hussein to negotiate and that issue being resolved 
they would say that takes care of their problems with Israel. 
They're not confrontation states. They're -- might be thousand 
kilometers away. 


Q Did Lebanon come up -- 
Q Did the question of Lebanon come up? 


Q -- in the context of would it delay getting 
on with the peace talks, that sort of thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It did not come 
up in the discussions in the Cabinet Room. There were, of course, 
other discussions, side discussions, in which some of our Arab 
guests or their ambassadors raised this concern in the sense that 
we must press ahead on both fronts. 


Q In your view, was King Hassan speaking on 
behalf of a corporate and collective body when he used the 
words, "I personally believe -- " and then mentioned co-existence 


and 242? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's there on the 
record. 
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Q In your opinion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What's on the record 
is on the record. 


Q Can you clarify your previous answer to Bernie 
about the side -- the discussions on Lebanon? What was the 
context of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You were sitting -- 
there are a group of Americans and a group of Arab leaders together 
for a couple of hours and you're not always in your formal sessions 
and you talk about the things that are currently on each other's 
minds -- in that context, Lebanon. 


Q In terms of the timing -- of the delay? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: There was a 
recognition that for one reason or another the events in Lebanon 
could delay what everyone wants which is the quickest possible 
withdrawal. The Arab side, their position was let's please press 
ahead on that. It's important, it has to be solved. But also 
don't wait for that before you press ahead on this. 


Q They were agreeing that there was no need to -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q They were agreeing with your position that there 
is no need to resolve Lebanon before pressing ahead with this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but that Lebanon 
was important to resolve, yes. 


Q -- PNC meeting, apart from that, could we 
expect or should we expect some formal statement from this group 
or a broader Arab group of support for King Hussein in the next 
few weeks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean support 
for King Hussein to enter the negotiations? 


MORE 
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I don't believe you will get the Arab League to issue 
such statements of support until they are satisfied that there has 
been an agreement between the PLO and Hussein to this effect. 


That's the way I'm talking about the Arab League and 
I‘m talking about the way things stand right now, based on our 
Giscussions today, John. 


Q Is that the second step that supposed to fall in 
place, if the PLO and Jordan reach some kind of an agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that you 
need public declarations. I'm not sure how they'll do it. I really 
don't. Maybe you do. Maybe they'll have a meeting and -- 


Q On the issue of Lebanon, did you have the opportunity 
already to discuss with the Syrian and with the Saudi foreign ministers the 
practical question regarding the withdrawal of foreign forces 
from Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not in the context 
of today's talks. 


Q Are you going to do it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect so. 
Barry Schweider is cutting his throat back there. 


MR. ALLIN: This is the last question here because the 
President's remarks are going to be piped in, so -- 


Q Sir, did you come out and the American Administra- 


tion are now satisfied -- or come out of this meeting with 


the representatives of the Arab World with the Arab League and King 
Hassan, that the Arabs want peace as much as the Israelis want peace, it 
is just a matter of finding the formula? Because there have been so 
many reports that the Arabs don't want peace, just as such. So are 

you satisfied that the Arabs really want peace? Is that a matter of 
looking for the formula, the right formula? 


Q That's a nice short question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: Basically, yes. 
(Laughter. ) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:30 P.M. EDT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF THE PRESIDENT 
TO BRAZIL, COLOMBIA, AND COSTA RICA 


October 25, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
6:30 P.M. EDT 
MR. ALLIN: We'll have the printed announcement here 
in just a minute My colleague will read it to you, what he has. 
This is a.background briefing attributable to a senior administration 
official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thanks, Mort. ~ 


The announcement says at the invitation of the Presidents 
of Brazil, Colombia, and Costa Rica, the President will make a 
working visit to Latin America November 30 to December 4. Have 
you got it there? You've got it there. 


Q Is that all? Is that the official -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will leave 
Washington on November 30 -- I'm continuing on it. On December 
l and 2, he will be in Brazil as the guest of President Figueiredo. 
On Decer>er 3 he will be in Colombia as a guest of President 


Betancur. On December 4 he will be in Costa Rica as the guest 


of President Monge returning to Washington that evening. Got 
the announcement. 


Q How about first names on Betancur and Monge 
and how do you spell Monge? ° 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: M-o-n-g-e, Luis 
Alberto. 


Q Luis? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: L-u-i-s Alberto. 
Q Luis is not on background, I mean -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 


Q Okay, here's the key question. Why Brazil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hang on just a 


minute. Let me get -- have you got it all there? All right. 
Let me -- 


Q -- spells his name, with a c-u-r? 

Q What about Betancur? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Belisiario. 

Q Thanks. 

Q Spell it, please. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: B-e-l-i-s-i-a-r-i-o. 
Q -- a-r- -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- a-r-i-o. 
Belisiario. 


Now, could I say a word on background about the 
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visit -- the visits, the trip. This is a trip, as you can see, 
that takes in three countries in Latin America with quite different 
perspectives. Brazil, of course, if you look on the map is 
enormous, Portuguese-speaking; Colombia, a Spanish-speaking 
democracy just been through election; Costa Rica, representative 
of the Central American countries. : 


This is a visit to discuss matters of mutual interest 
including economic recovery in the hemisphere, the future of the 
Inter-American system in the wake of the South Atlantic crisis, 
on-going security threats in the hemisphere, and the promotion 
of democracy. 


As you know, the President has put particular 
emphasis on hemispheric relations since he announced for the | 
Presidency nearly three years ago. He started out with a 
concept of the special character of relations within North 
America, the North American Accord. He devoted particular 
attention to the cultivation and development of Me~ican-American 
affairs, including a great deal of personal attention. He 
developed the Caribbean Basin Initiative and you've seen here 
a large number of leaders from the area -- 


== «a> 


President Lopez-Portillo was the President's first visitor. And, 
indeed, they saw each other before he was inaugurated. Since that 
time, “e have had President Duarte of El Salvador, President 
Herrera Campins of Venezuela. We have had President Suazo 

Cordova of Honduras and President Monge of Costa Rica. President 
de la Espriella of Panama was just here. President Belaunde of 
Peru is coming here on November 8th to the 12th. 


And you had the President -- if you look back over 
the speech he gave to the Organization of American States 
launching the Caribbean Basin Initiative -- he expressed his 
own vision about relations in the Americas. And he spoke of the 
“unlimited potential of these two great land masses" -- were 
the words he used, and of U.S. participation in a community that 
he saw as belonging as much to others in the hemisphere as to 


us -- words that I recall his dictating himself in the course of 
doing that speech. 


ign 


The last time that American Presidents visited 
this area -- maybe I could give you some of that. President 
Carter was in Brazil in 1978. But before that, you have to go a 
long ways back to President Eisenhower in 1960, President Truman 


- 1947. President Roosevelt made two stops there in 1943 and 
936. 


President Kennedy visited Columbia in 1961. It is 
the most recent trip. President Roosevelt was there in 1934. 


As for Costa Rica -- President Johnson visited it 
in 1968. That was the last visit. I think the last visit of an 


American President to Central America -- President Kennedy was 
there in 1963. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Fore 


Q President Carter went to Panama. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes; the Central 
Americans usually refer to Central America as not including 
Panama, as the Panamanians do. But you could do it either way. 
You are quite right. Carter did go to Panama. 
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Q What is the timing on this? Why this? 
Why now? Why then, I mean? 


Q Where is Mexico? Is Mexico Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mexico -- he has 
just been down to the border to see -- 


Q He was in Mexico for 19.5 minutes -- Mr. 
Reagan -- Tijuana. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has just been 
down to see the President-Elect. Obviously, the President-Elect 
would not have invited him down to Mexico City. 

Q Isn't the Mexican Inauguration December lst? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes; it is. 


Q Well, does this not conflict with that? 
Or would not some of these leaders be in Mexico? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Mexican 
Inauguration is not going to -- they are inviting representatives 
of foreign governments. And they explicitly noted that they 
would welcome the Ambassadors resident in Mexico City. I believe 


they expect to have an austere Inaugural, without foreign visitors 
of rank. 


Q Could you discuss the reasons for his visit to 
each of these countries? Can you develop, also, the relations -- 
could you talk about the development of relations between Brazil 
and the United States since President Carter's 
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rather cold reception in San Diego? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it would be 
fair to say that our relationship between Brazil and the United States, 
which had been as close as any that we have had in the world in the post- 
Second World War period, deteriorated gradually until it reached its 
lowest point in 1977 in a controversy over human rights and nuclear 
non-proliferation. Brazil at that time cancelled our bilateral security 
assistance relationship which had been one of the centerpieces of our 
relationship. Since that time, particularly in the last two years, 
there has been a significant improvement in our relationship. You recall 
that earlier this year in the midst of the Falklands crisis President 
FPiguerieco came to the United States and we had some very cordial talks 
here, at which time he suggested that the President come back. We think 
of our relationship with Brazil as something that indeed does bear close 
cultivation. The two countries have much in common. You know, they 
are both continental countries. They are both free enterprise countries. 
They are both strongly anti-communist countries. They have quite 
different geographic and developmental positions, but within that frame- 
work, meaning that our foreign policies look on a number of issues 
guite differently, we have some very fundamental interests together, 
including very fundamental mutual economic interests. 


Q Before you go into the other two countries, sir, 
could you develop that? What has happened since 1978 on the U.S. 
attitude towards alleged human rights abuses in Brazil and also on 
the nuclear non-proliferation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the human rights -- 
allegations of human rights abuses in Brazil have largely dropped off 
and as far as we can tell human rights abuses in Brazil are almost 
unknown, if not unknown. Brazil has meanwhile taken on a process of 
what it calls abertura, which means opening of Portuguese -- a political 
opening, an important stage of which will occur very shortly. November 
15th Brazil is holding direct elections for Governor, for the lower house 
of their Parliament, and for one third of the members of the upper 


house, which is a major step towards the restoration of parliamentary 
democracy in Brazil. 


Q What decision -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, could I just 
add one more thing to that is that Vice President Bush was down in 
Brazil last year and worked out an agreement with the Brazilians whereby 
one of the outstanding nuclear issues that we had with them could 
be set aside concerning the fuel supply of an American produced reactor 
in Brazil. And the tone and the frequency of our exchanges has improved 
very markedly in the last two years. 


Q What happened in the case of that reactor? How did 
that get resolved? What was it that resolved it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States agreed 
that this fuel load could be bought elsewhere rather than the United 
States and so the question of the exact safeguard regime to be applied 
to that supply if coming from the United States was made moct. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Why is this trip taking place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just -- so you 
will understand it. It is a conflict of law. The American law says 
that at any time United States materials -- nuclear materials -~ are 
exported, that the recipient country should apply a certain regime of 
safeguards to all of its nuclear facilities whether or not they are 
related to the transaction. Brazilian law and the law of a number of 
other countries says that they would be bound by their bilateral agree- 
ments with the United States -- their bilateral agreement with the 
United States which was signed before our nuclear non-proliferation 
act -- specifies that safeguards are required only on the facilities 
to which the materials are going. So there is a conflict between their 
bilateral agreement with the United States and the United States law passed 
subsequently. That is the issue, and it doesn't seem quite so obvious. 

MORE 
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Q Can you explain why this trip is being made at 
this particular time, November 30th to December 4th? -- because we under- 
Stand that it had been planned for later. So is there some 
important reason why it was pushed into the remainder of the year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think your under- 
standing is incorrect that it had been planned for later. This is 
something the President has wanted to do for some time. And the 
trip now seems to us particularly appropriate, given the nature of 
the four items which I mentioned, the importance of them in inter- 
American affairs: Economic recovery, post-Falkland situation, 
the ongoing security problems as well as this long struggle to promote 
democracy. The latter two are longer-range matters; the first two 
are quite immediate. 


Q Is this correct, or incorrect that this trip, in fact, 
was scheduled at first as a trip by Secretary Shultz as a preliminary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: There was discussion 
of that as a possibility, but it was not so scheduled. ' 


Q Is there any concern among -- within the White House 
about the President not being here to see the appropriations bills 
through the lame duck session, or is some thought being given to 
delaying the lame duck session or something? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what the 
exact dates of it are, but I'm sure that he will be able to handle it. 


Q November 29th -- so he'll be gone for those -- he'll be 
gone for the start of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If that's when it starts -- 


Q Will there be any discussion of the deficit -- billions 
of dollars in loans that Brazil has made which they might default? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He'll be gone the 30th -- 
began the 29th -- 


Q So there's no concern? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I know of. He'll 
be able to handle it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to give you 
the impression that this is a specific -- I mean, not that level of 
specificity of this -- an action trip with a given -- with regard to 
a given economic problem. But clearly the question of high debts, 
continued access to capital markets, adjustment for debt services -- 
one of the major economic problems in the hemisphere. And I'm sure it 
will be discussed during this trip. 


Q Were other countries considered for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These were the ones 
that we worked on from the start. 


Q Did youhave invitations from any other countries? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Argentina? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the -- I'm sorry. 
This is not invitation. We have a number of outstanding invitations . 
from a number of countries, but -- quite a number more, but they 
were not considered at this time. 


Q Those two issues that you said that are not longer- 
range, do you see some urgency in terms of having to discuss them -- 
that is, economic recovery and all of this -~ of course, this adjustment 
for debt service, and also the political situation of inter-American 
relations? Is there urgency -~- 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think those are 
very much -- very prominent questions at the moment, the beginning 
of an economic recovery in the United States, ongoing economic 
problems in the area. The post-Falklands situation is clearly 
important. There's been a great deal of debate in the inter- 
American system about what -- how the system should emerge. 


I would point out to you also, though, with regard 
to the question of democracy that there is now -- has been for 
several years -- a long trend towards -- slow trend towards return 
to democratic institutions in Latin America that you can find in 
South America. Brazil is certainly a case in point. Argentina 
is beginning to head in that direction, as Bolivia has just done 
so; and in Central America, which is quite striking as you look 
at the evolution in the last several years. 


Q Will there be anything on the steel dumping of 
cheap steel? They do a lot of steel making, you know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They do a lot of 
iron and steel making, but that is -- but we've had some discussions 
on that. That‘s not a major issue in U.S./Brazilian relations. 


Q Why is this trip going to take place shortly 
after what you mention as, you know, an important event in terms 
of political life in Brazilian elections? Why is it going to take 
place shortly after the Brazilian elections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was a convenient 
time for the President to travel. It would, of course, not have 
been appropriate to go immediately before the elections. In most 
countries you don't do that. This was the earliest available time 
after the elections to do so. 


Q Then you're -- you deny the Brazilian press saying 
that Reagan called the Brazilian President and said he wanted to 
come before the elections and they said, no, it would be better if 
you come after? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wasn't any 
discussion of the President going before the elections. 


Q Did President Reagan call the Brazilian President 
last Wednesday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was not done by 
a President via President call. 


Q There was no presidential call to -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I might say in 
regard to Rich's question, the President will obviously be in touch 
with -- in close consultation with the Congressional leadership prior 
to the session and, as always, must exert both domestic and foreign 
responsibilities and will be able to do that from wherever he is. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 6:47 P.M. EDT 
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QUESTION: Well, as you know my interest is mainly -- although I 
like to think of myself as broadly based -~ my interest is mainly 
in the economic field. I would just be curious as to how inter 
related you find economics and foreign policy and foreign 
affairs. I would take it that you find a strong link and I've 
understood from cther people around town that you have been 
taking avery specific interest in a number of affairs that could 
be labeled broadly economic, such as the pipeline, U.S.-European 
relations -- I notice that you were over at the White House 
yesterday for the meeting that Brock held for some business 
people on the yen-dollar relationship. So I wonde f coul 
et your thoughts in general about the interest “the MANNS WRN 

NAAN ought to be having in this international economic arena. 
And then to get you talking specifically about a few of the 
current problems at which I suppose the pipeline would be high on 
anybody's list. 


MSMOSAS SSS Well, I would say first of all the U.S. eco- 


nomy being large and important and interconnected, has a big 
impact on what is going on in the world economy in general. Sol 
think anyone interested in foreign affairs has to be interested in 
what is going on in the economy. Then their are all sorts of 
more specific strands of U.S. policy that have pretty direct 
connections to what happened either in the world economy 
generally or in particular countries. In a sense more ambiously 
it, I think historically had been true that all of us in the 
field of economics,or almost all of us, who were here in the United 
States have tended’think first in terms of the U.S. -economy. And 
then we have a comment about the world economy to go with it or a 
chapter or however it is that you happen to be working on it. It 
is not an after thought but it isn't integrated into ‘your 
thinking. You think U.S. economy and then 

you have a sort of separate thing on aspects of the world economy 
in the first place. And I have the view that we need to at least 
try to change that somewhat so that we think about the world eco- 
nomy as a way of gaining perspective on our own developments. We 
are by no means in a position to say London, or Switzerland or 
those countries, Singapore, say, where you look at trade as a 
portion of GNP and it is like a 145 percent or something like 
that. 
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But what is going on around the world is an integral part of what 
we do and beyond the usual calculations I think there is a ten- 
dency to calculate trade. What is the volume of trade and then 
think of it in terms of GNP and that is kind of a measure. And 
that kind of measure shows that it is roughly twice as important 
I think as it was, say, fifteen years ago. I'm just throwing out 
numbers here. But even that is somewhat deceptive because there 
certainly is a world financial market without a doubt. We are 
the predominate force in the world financial market. And the 
movements of currencies, the accumulation of debts, the exposures 
and so on all have their repercussions in one way or another on 
our financial institutions and therefore on our economic life. . 


So all of these things are arguments for the importance of the 
economic dimension to our thinking about foreign affairs and for 
the -- lets say -- world economic dimension to our domestic and 
economic thinking. 


QUESTION: Do you think that.dimension has tended to be ignored 
in recent years as policy has been formulated and practiced. In 
Other words are you positively trying to crank more of that into 
the mix in your Administration of the State Department? 


NAGI I don't know that it has been particularly 


neglected I just don't have the feeling for it. I.just can see 
that it is important. I think we are still struggling as a 
profession, consider I'm speaking for myself (inaudible) as you 
are. As a profession I think we are still struggling for the way 
to conceptionalize this. We don't usually do it very well. 


QUESTION: When you say you are “struggling for a way to concep- 
tionalize it’ ‘do you mean in terms of going from the abstract 
thought you expressed a minute ago and to how you managed that 
within the government or are you talking broadly about economics 
as a profession or as more broadly outside of the government? 


MSA Well, I'm speaking of both. Theré is a sense 


in which you say that when you are not in the government and you 
are working at your trade, whatever you are, in a sense build a 
gap. And when you come into the government you are working like 
hell coping with problems and you are drawing on that capital. 

I say there is a certain truth to that. It is also true that 
the, at least from my experience, to say that to work on the 
government on these problems is tremendously educational. You 
get exposed to a range of facts and a sense of the richness of 
the problem, you might say, aspects that are to it that aren't 
strickly economic issues. Very educational. So I think their is 
a little on the two way, but certainly it is not a‘place for the 
coming (inaudible). I believe that we all try to find some 
straight thinking time. 
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problem whatever it maybe, or watching somebody else work on it 
and I'm thinking about it. Take the problem that we were 
discussing yesterday with the business leaders concerned about 
the yen-dollar relationship. And they feel that the yen is very 
wildly under value. There it was yesterday at 276, last June it 
was 230. People thought it was high. It was low then. So they 
say it is wildly out of balance. Well, I think about that. I 
Say to myself, as a matter of trade it is clearly under value. 
But as a currency it is hard to find evidence to say that the 
market is wrong or that their is anything happening in the market 
that is distorting it. What intervention there is, is on the 
other side of the market. There is no Japanese intervention to 
make the yen weak. So, it isn't as though there is something 
funny going on here. And you say to yourself, well what is going 
on. Well, what is going on is that currencies are of course 
effected by trade relationships but their affected by financial 
flows as well. And while it may be and in‘a very long run the 
creative flows reflect it. With the financial flows wind up 
reflecting the trade flows. , 


I suppose it comes to i mind as I find myself working on a 


The financial flows these days are very large and in the case of 
the United States, we are attracting capital from all around the 
world. I give myself a little credit for arguing with my friends 
in Europe and elsewhere. I remember when Helmut Schmidt was here 
last January he was carrying on about the dollar. Yet he shouldn't 
argue that the dollar was getting high and staying high because 
of the high interest rates because you are going to get proven 
wrong. The interest rates are going to come down in and the 
dollar is still going to be there. Another thing is that the 
United States compared with many other parts of the world is a 
much better place to have your money. And that is what is 
affecting these rates. 


Now it is affecting a lot of other things too. On the one hand 
we were worried about not only the sales of imported products 
here but our competative position in the third markets and so on. 
It is like a catipillar's (inaudible) very dramatic. But we have 
had this dramatic fall in the rate of inflation and it has, I 
think it is fair to say, has been a greater fall than most econo- 
mists, most businessmen, most financial people expected. The 
common wisdom was that inflation was going to be very stubborn 
and fall out fast. It has fallen a lot faster then any projec- 
tion, almost that I can remember. I can go and check why. Well, 
it may be that the reason is this tremendous strength of the 
dollar. 
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So that is an effect. But you say to yourself when you listen to 
the business discussion which was a very legitimate, intelligent 
discussion, they were reflecting the current fact that business 
people by and large now have- learned about government and they 
come in well informed. They have done their homework and they 
important things to say. But still in all, have we got the 
problem framed right? Because we are being called upon to do 
something. It is not clear just what. Some action. And 
obviously if we have important problems such as the problem I 
pointed out which is important. Then we've got to do something 
about it. And we want to do something that is effective. And we 
feel there is a lot of effects that we haven't thought of. All 
of which adds up to me that we need to have trained the problem 
carefully, for ourselves. And that is where I don't feel 
Satisfied at least in what is in my own mind on these subjects 
and in all do respect (inaudible) I haven't felt comfortable with 
what I've read in or out of the country. So, I keep hearing 

that we are not quite there conceptionally. The same thing is 
true when we look at all these (inaudible) that people have. 


- - MORE - - 
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WANNNN Well we look at all the (inaudible) some people have. 
Lots of cepercusions occur. Who knows. But I'm impressed with 
the answer that we have. And it's the right answer. Alright, and 
you look at these individual countries that one has to prescribe 
and expect a big dose of austerity. However, if your looking at 
sort of an older run projections of how (inaudible) going to work 
out of these problems. It is the workout is heavily dependent on 
you and on expansion in the world economy. So somebody better 
not be austere or that expansion is not going to take place. Well 
as it happens, I think the US economy is in pretty well course 
for good expansion but, still it is; I was saying to somebody the 
Other day, I do not want to overcpush this because I can see that 
I'm, to a cectain standpoint, I have though it through and I said 
I can pointout myself certain qualities but, there is a simi- 
lacity in the old paradox of thrift and if you studied Canesian 
economics ... (inaudible) 


Q: Your not even suppose to mention it. 


A: Youc not even suppose to mention it. Do you remember the 
pacadox of thrift? 


Q: I am not sure I do. Because you know I'm not a full fledged | 
economist. I'm not an academic. 


A: Well the Canesian analysis of what was wrong was that demand 
consists of consumption plus investment and investment equals 
savings. So if you have a hard cepensity to say and something 
goes wrong in so far as investment is concecned and your economy 
does not want to invest as much as it is saving. Then demand 
falls short of its potential and thereby you have less than full 
employment. And that is what is the matter. And so there was 
pointed out a paradox of thrift. The paradox being that the more 
evecybody tried to save the less demand there was in the economy. 
The assumption was that investment was not going to change and 
evecything was going to remain the same. There for the level of 
economic activity would be prime having tried to save more. that 
it actually saved last yeac. Well, maybe there is a paradox of 
austerity or something. It is not a gooe analogy because it does 
not work. But the point is that what might be the cight thing to 
if we had one country in dire stcaights and everything else going 
great for that country is not necessarily the right thing to do 
if there are a large numbec of countries that are simutaneously 
having to undecgo this same kind of treatment. 


We had a little of the same thing when we had the big oil 
price explosion and you remember the answer that everybody was 
seeking was well in the light of this I will have to expend my 
exports of mineral products and curtail my impocts. And 
obviously everybody could not do that at he same time. Somebody 
had to hold the bag. 


do 
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Q: Can I come back before we leave it briefly to the Yen 
question. Even if you grant that there is nothing in the market 
that suggests the Yen is out of balance and nobody is trying to 
push the Yen down artifically. How about the response that some 
people have that the major problem lies in the contradiction of 
the basic macro mixes here and in Japan. Where we have a very 
tight monetary policy and a loose fiscal policy and we have had a 
tight fiscal policy and a loose monetary policy. Would that 

not tend to explain, at least in part, the cheapness of the 

Yen as against the dollar and suggest that both countries 

have to move a little bit away from the the concentraton on 

the one side of the macro ploicy, which in our case would be 
loosening up on the monetary policy and tightening up on the 
fiscal policy, balancing or getting closer to a balance n 

the budget and that kind of thing? 


A: Maybe. I think it is something that deserves alot of 
attention and I do not know taht is has gotten that much 
attention And you hear that alot. I am more inclined to 
the view chat there is a big relationship to the relevant 
attarctiveness of the US as a haven for capital. That is a 
less complex kind of explanation, but I would subscribe to 
the idea taht a careful study of how the Japanese run their 
show compared with ours would be, as called for, it would be 
a good idea. And it may be that there are things to do less 
heroic than changing our fiscal-monetary mix up, that is 
apretty big order. But things that have to do with controls 
On capital, as well as controls on the investment by foreign 
firms, or aquisitions or what not. It is very difficult to 
go to Japan and by yourself an automobile, compared with 
here, and so on that will help this work. I suppose the 
point I was making at the beginning was, here is an impor- 
tant question and as distinct from alot of issues where we 
think we know what to do. And the other question is to 
figure out how to do it. I think this is a case where, at 
least I, do not fell we are to sure what to do. 


Q: Can I ask you to move to a question on the pipeline, and 
how you are going to get out of that one. I have been told 
you have had some conversations recently with people like 
Bob Goldridge, etc. Your inclination is to try to get away 
from the specific sanctions against the European companies. 
Although it is not clear to me whether you also want to 
abandoned the restrictions by American companies. At least 
in this report I have. In exchange for more positive affir- 
mation by the Europeans of what was said at the Versailles 
summit that holding down on export credits to the Soviet 
Union and attacking the problem at that level. Is it 
correct this is the way you are trying to get the thing 
moved? 
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A: i would, that is sort of right but not quite. The pipe- 
line sanctions are a statement on a piece of behavior, 
directed by the President. That is a kind of statement 
about a strategy in East-West economic relationships. But 
of course, it is not « strategy, it is an action. And it is 
an action that is important in its own right and it is an 
imortant statement on the part of the President that inef- 
fect, some type of strategy is needed here. And I told the 
President I am going to do the best I can to express myself 
about these economic relationships. So what we have been 
doing, what I have been trying to develop, at the Presidents 
directions, the full participation, such that anything that 
happens will be supported by our allies. But what I have 
been trying to develop is a more satisfactory and comprehen- 
sive and supportive strategy, a (inaudible) economic stra- 
tegy. And it is, I suppose in some ways surprising that 
there is not one, after all these years. But at least there 
is not anything that we can point to and say, here is a 
thought-through comprehensive way of looking at this that 
has any kind of a doctrine planted to it. Like we have a 
military strategy in documents only. 


Q: When you say subordered, what does that word mean? 
A: Supported by our allies. 
Q: I knew I was missed something. 


A: Something that we do by our selves that they do not 
agree with. And I think everyone would subscribe to the 
proposition that if you have unity on something it is going 
to be much more effective than if it is just one country, 
however strong that countey is. So we have been trying to 
figure out what are the principles that should underlie such 
a strategy. What are the sort of key ways in which you 
expect those principles to express themselves. And what are 
certain things that ought to be done right today and put in 
place so whle you are develping your strategy, so we have 
enteries in all of those columns. And we are working away 
at it, trying to develop something. The President has said 
publicly, I forget precisely how he phrased it, but it is 
along the lines of, that if we can find something that 
represents a stronger expression of our concerns on the 
pipeline sanctions we will switch to something stronger. 
Otherwise we will stay with what we have got. 


I might say in the negotiation of this, just as a 
matter of negotiating, this represents my own feeling, but I 
think it is correct. That the way to negotiate this is just 
to negotiate it on its own terms. That there is a need for 
Strategy and we must agree on that, and agree on what the 
priciples should be and what we should be doing and so 
forth. In and of themselves, on their merits, the pipeline 
issue has been something for the US to decide on. 

(Inaudible) I think from the standpoint of any agreement we 
reach, it is a much stronger agreement if we reach it that 


AS 


Part 2 - page 4 
way. Than somehow or other it is not seen as a trade. So we 
are not developing as a trading proposition. 


Q: No, but surely one to be hoped for result on the 
(inaudible) such as an agreed upon strategy would be to try 
to eliminate the tensions and the negative fallouts, in lieu 
of the specific pipeline decision, as you know better than 
I, Has effected, is said to effect alot of European economy 
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an agreement is a much stronger agreement if it's reached that 
way and it's somehow or other seen as a trade so we're not developing 
trade (inaudible) 


QUESTION: No, but surely one to be hoped for result from the 
evolution such as an agreed-upon strategy would be to try to 
eliminate the tensions and the negative fall-outs in Europe from 
the specific pipeline decision which would as you know better than 
I was said to affect a lot of European economies very severely so 
Surely there is a connection, one would presume. 


MA MY If people want to make it, they can, but that's 


way out of negotiating as I feel it will be stronger when 
put in sound terms and of course, if we all are able to take a 
deep breath and identify something that we are all agreed on, then 
that changes the situation from one of tension and disagreement 
to one of agreement and a sense of alliance and common purpose. 


QUESTION: When you say the way you're negotiating, who are you 
negotiating with? 


QQ MW)»))))))) Well, the other main governments that are 


concerned. 


QUESTION: How about within our own government? 


WQQ WW») Well, it's the President's decision that we're 


to work at this, (?) because advising him and the standard players 
that you would think, I guess, it would be coming up to the 
acronyms I'm not quite into yet, the (inaudible) established by 

the NSC -- the IEP SIG (?) established by the NSC. Okay? 


QUESTION: (Lauchter) 
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MQW) (Totally garbled) (Chuckles) 


QUESTION: Have you concerned yourself about the economic impact 
in Europe of the sanctions? To play back to you what is heard 
around town, it's reported that you have said during these neao- 
tiations that you are terribly worried about the serious impact 
that this is having on Europe. This is said to be one of the 
reasons you ace anxious to find a new formula of some kind. 


QL OBS Well, everyone has their miseries these days 


ave no desire to add to them for our friends. At 
the same, I think the President {s very firm in his decision and 
“he Europeans are learning just as the other groups have learned 
that that is a very decisive tough guy -- a very nice man -- he's 
nice, pleasant and agreeable and everyone enjoys being with him 
and all that. Some times I ask people to forget that he's always 
so decisive and tough and that he stays with ai tas so 
(imaudible). But that's really no story -- 


QUESTION: I'm sure that betting into this (inaudible) in rela- 
tion to the Young thing, I would assume that it goes without 
saying that you don't want to lapse into any kind of protec- 
tionist mode as a response to the yen or to our other great 
problems with Japan. 


MMA MAS WN No, I think that its a big problem -- a big 


dangec and we put a fair amount of emphasis on the importance of 
the GATT Ministerial. We've been pushing that hard and many 
Others see it as important, too, but it's extremely difficult to 
get enthusiasm and drive into the preparations for that 
Ministerial meeting. 


QUESTION: I know. 


WQQQQ dt) Bill Brock is our leaderc here in this 


Government and he's been with (inaudible) and I've been sup- 
porting him, both within this Government and in my talks with 
people in other Govercnments. 


QUESTION: One of the things that Dan Morgan, whose name you may 
know, and I ace working on a series now relating to the high tech 
problems and one of the things is commonly said, even by people 
who pretend that are besically free traders is that high tech- 
nology gives us a different dimension of the problem. We have 
tended in the semi-conductor industry to export a lot of know- 
how. The Japanese are coming on stream with a generation of 
super-computers and it begins to be said by people that unless we 
consider high technology as something special and take steps to 
protect somehow that we're going to lose an inittative in the 
field where it can't be said the plants are obsolete or fdr the 
reasons it helps explain the problems of steel textiles 
(inaudible) and so on, do you think that high technology is a 
special case of any kind? 


MQNAMNN I don't really think so. I think there is a 
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going back to the East-West (inaudible) really ought to be about 
the rest in a sense transferring all this advanced thinking to 
the Russians in a mannec that doesn't make them pay the price 

in terms of their devotion to scientific and engineering resour- 
ces to develop them themselves. It's not a statement that they 
don't have the capability in the Government; it's a (inaudible). 


QUESTION: But vis-a-vis the West including Japan, you don't see 
that there ought to be any special rules for technology or 
science that would differiate it from anything else? 


QQ QMO) I think we have to take care. We don't have a 


lot of protection to offer in this field and in the services 
field and it's true that trade that we have thought of largely in 
terms of goods of one kind or another -- shoes and crops and 
fruit and steel and automobiles and so on -- and we feel that the 
trade is changing and it involves financial services and engi- 
neering services and information flows and so on to a increasing 
extent to the nature of trade is undergoing a change and we'll 
have to look at the rules for that. And suddenly you find 
countries saying that export information out of the country or 
that you can't import information into the country and you have 
to produce (inaudible) and stuff like that, so you have that kind 
of problem. Just to give you the reverse, you may recall that 
five years or so ago, John Young who handles the new (inaudible) 
packet made a statement that was buying Japanese 

key components, I guess chips or whatever it is they buy because 
they were much more celiable than those they got in the United 
States. And reliability is the essence of quality in their pro- 
duct and that made quite an impact around. 


QUESTION: I cemember it very well. I went out to Silicon Valley 
as a consequence of that and spent a couple of weeks doing a 
series on it. 


QI Wy 1, if you went out again and asked John 


Young about it, he would say we no longer are buying in Japan. 
We buy all around, including .the United States, because it is now 
proved that the U.S. quality is ever bit as good as anything’ you 
can get anyplace else. Now, I suppose what happened to this is 
just like it's supposed to in a competitive situation. People 
Saw that quality was a key dimension, an important dimension to 
competition to price and they really went to work on it and the 
U.S. (inaudible) and in the field of high tech, where they don't 
have sort of big labor cost, traditional kind of differentials 
that they worry about in the automobile industry. You think of 
them as differentials but they're not sort of traditional 
highly (inaudible) situations. 


QUESTION: How are you going to get automobiles and stee? back on 
theic feet without again slipping back into a protectionist mode? 


QQNQAQWn Well, I don't suppose that employment 


(inaudible) have reached (inaudible) levels that they had before 
but I'll speak about automobiles, more on strength of what I 
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obsecved when I was a Director for about a year at General 
Motors, the year prior to it (inaudible) was a very interesting 
year to be a Director at General Motors because there was a lot 
of changes in, their product (inaudible) a big neighbor the 
arrangement that you would have to say was astonishing, 
(inaudible) but nevertheless astonishing that the auto industry 
could bring it off. The steel industry wasn't able to bring it 
off. The auto guys did (inaudible) but at any cate, I think that 
the fleet that GM has on the road now and I suppose the other car 
makers, too, the K-carc is a good car, so these are very different 
automobiles now than was on the market 5 years ago. They really 
have done their work and changed things in not just making down- 
sizing and so on but the whole internal engineering of these cars 
is different and there's more engineered quality as distinct from 
the quality that cesults from attention by the worker. It's 
engineered into it when the product is set up and -- 


QUESTION: They still have a price competive problem -- 


WMQa WW) They have a price competitive problem and of 


course, they're screaming about the (inaudible) which has shifted 
by some very large percentage here in the space of a few months. 
You can a lot of work on getting more efficient and be wiped out 
and feel it and that gets back to the same problem we've been 
talking about. Nevertheless I think the U.S. manufacturers have 
some damn good cars out there and there are some features to them 
that are definitely superior such as their relative safety that 
is demonstrated and certified and a fact and some other things 
like that that we can say come back and are strong. 


QUESTION: Steel presents a different kind of a problem and it's 
so much out-moded (inaudible) in addition to whatever impact the 


-- more -- 
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(inaudible) for security reasons we have to have some level of 
steel capacity in this country and not simply depend on imports. 


NQQQ00MW I think that's true. 


QUESTION: So there, if that's true, you might have to modify the 
general approach of saying well, you have to be guided by what 
the total market's position(?). 


QQQNNWW Well, I don't have that here. I think we're 


down to the point where our security requirements -- 


QUESTION: No, not there yet. 


W Qn) (inaudible) probably do have to have that 


in our minds, I think. But I'm not as familiar with the steel 
industry as I became with the oil industry; but I do observe that 
there has been a lot of very poor capacity eliminated so it must 
be so that we're getting-- our relative efficiencies is shifting. 
And not simply because any given plant may be getting more effi- 
cient but because of a (inaudible) of the total steel structure 
(inaudible) inefficient but I think that the steel industry is 
changing around as a wiridwide proposition and we need to think 
it through carefully what's happening and the agreement with the 
Europeans is sort of holding operations of this back to the 
traditional competitiveness but the competitors 5 or 10 years 
from now are not going to be European competitors, I don't think. 
They are going to be Asian competitors. I think that we have to 


realize how strong the Asian competition is going to become. Because 


the people out there are smart,aggressive andenergetic. They have 
lots of resources available to them once they get going. 


QUESTION: And pretty soon you're going to have to place the 
Chinese into that equation soon. I suppose even in terms of 
steel potential. 


NAY I suppose. However, I think we have a lot 


going for us (inaudible) and we have to keep insisting to the 
people that they have got to compete and I think there is a lot 
of new technology in this area. The impact of information tech- 
nology and the way things are done is breath-taking in my obser- 
vation and it's fascinating to see its impact in an engineering 
company -- the way in which you do drawings, the way in which you 
move around the world, the way in which you correct them -- the 
impact of all this on construction based on the engineering 

plan is much more accurate. We rely a little more on it. 
(Inaudible) is changing. 


QUESTION: You even have a little bit of technology in the news- 
paper business. 


NAAN Belated 1y- 


QUESTION: Here and there, a little bit. Let me ask you quickly 
about Canada -- our neighbor to the north -- you just were up there. 
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How are you coming along in solving some of the problems there which 
again are perhaps heavily economic in our relations with Canada, 
their problem with nationalism, Canadian complaints about us, 
how are those being resolved? I know that -- 


QQQ MN Well, there's a list of things that are cur- 


rently issues. And they are the sort of issues that are bound to 
come along between countries all the time; so we talked about them 
all and didn't try to resolve them but did try to settle ways of 
gcing about them with some success and then when it comes to things 
like to fear and the national energy policy and that was set to 
get some perspective on what was coming out (?) (inaudible) and to 
identify exactly what it is that they're objecting to -- you can't 
object to national (inaudible) and you can't object to rules about 
investments, you make considerable amount of (inaudible) but the 
right of the country to have them is taken for granted. What you 
can ask for is that the rules be applied fairly and that they be 
prompt and decisive (inaudible), that they be applied in a non- 
discriminatory way and that they not be applied retroactively. 

So we said all of those things but the whole object on both sides 
is to try to get the tone -- overall tone -- to be a constructive 
one and we did. And as we worry through these problems, we are 
going to do it in a constructive atmosphere and there are a huge 
number of issues that we see the same way around the world. And 
of course, the two economies are tremendously inter-dependent 
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and it's with all respect. to these problems, one of the great 
success stories of international relations and international 
economics. se it's important to say that to ourselves. You know 
how many people cross that border -- how many border crossings 
there are a year? I found out because I was doing a little 
research -- 77 million. And it's done without any -- it's no 
big deal. 


QUESTION: I know. 


NQNQ QW) Now, that's pretty good. It is. 


QUESTION: I love Canada. I love to go up there; both Alice 
and I like to drive up the St. Lawrence Valley and (inaudible) 
and I go up there to cover stories as frequently as I can. I 
guess I've been in Toronto more frequently than I have been in 
San Francisco last year. 


QQQQQ MW) And I remember you coming out to San 


Francisco (inaudible). 


QUESTION: I remember -~ not very good copy. 


WQi td When I was not in the Government. You know, 


I keep reading I'm not good copy in the Government either. But 
that's a different matter. 


QUESTION: (Laughter) I don't see how anybody could say that. 
I'm willing to make this very good copy on any other basis you 
want -- if you want to change the rules. 


NII (Inaudible) 


QUESTION: I don't know. I WS these. it was necessary 
involvement of che WRN these days, various eco- 
nomic relationships, I intend to use it -=- all of it. The 
grounds are deep background. And what I'm saying is if we 
could liberalize the rules somehow, would you sit still for use 
of your name but not with quotation marks or something? 


Y 


WQQQ MMM, (Inaudible) 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible) It gives me some concern in a group in 
that if you're on the record and you're not quoting the 
Secretary, they're using indirect language and that offers the 
opportunity for mistakes. I would make an effort to stick to 
the language and the nuance of language, but simply not co use 
quotation marks. That would be one solution if you find that 
you're comfortable with that. If not, the original stipulation 
would hold. 


IAA I don't recall anything that I said is some 


big problem. The interview has covered ground that I haven't 
covered with anybody before. Yours was into areas where I was 
just consciously thinking off the top of my head without saying 
here is the way it is. I'm supposed to talk in terms of 
answers in general. (Inaudible) 


QUESTION: The technique we used in similiar situations is that 
if anybody wanted to make quotations to come back and say could 
we use this? 


NANDA (Inaudible) before. 


QUESTION: Well, I would go out of my way to make sure I didn't 
embarrass you. (Inaudible) 


MAY I take it what you want to write is a story 


about the economic conventions in foreign policy. 


QUESTION: Yeah. 


ON UWW And here's some of the issues -- 


QUESTION: And here's somebody who's background has been in 


this area and applying it in a new way that sort of makes 
sense. 


WQQYyY’d’y The place where I would be most cautious -- 


and (inaudible) and so on, that is actually a pretty useful 
thing to share and it includes the people in the economic state 
plus the Secretary of Defense and these issues have been 
thrashed out (inaudible) with the President and I may have been 
more jocular about his words but when I'm negotiating 
something, I'm negotiating it as their negotiator. 


QUESTION: How would you feel about running back by some of the 
areas where you (inaudible) attribute remarks? It's just such 
a logistical problem to do. I mean I don't know whether or not 
I'm going to be in a crash situation and write something today 
Or Saturday or Sunday or if I have more time. I'd rather not 
be =-- 


SPOKESMAN HUGHES: We have a lot of experience with signing off 
On such texts on a crash basis but if there would no direct 
quotations, you wouldn't be troubled anyway. 





ae . P 
part 4 - ,age 4 


WOMAN I hope you're right. I'd rather put myself 


in (inaudiblej's hands, he's always been very honest about 
these things. I can't and you understand the problem that I 
have and I think the nature of the interview has essentially 
been a search for a better understanding for your colleagues 
and not a (inaudible). 

SPOKESMAN HUGHES: The only other area I would say were discussions 
where you asked what was perhaps biggest Administration in 
(inaudible). 

bee's 

QUESTION: (Inaudible) I would come to some judgments of my own 
independently. And that is the conclusion that one comes to 
and it's quite natural that you're getting more involved in 
these affairs -- economic -- perhaps some of your predecessors 
either had the interest in doing or were able to do. 

(Inaudible) 


QQUANK I think also the-.situation with them 


(inaudible). 


~w 


QUESTION: Well, I appreciate all of the time and our 


understanding is use the name but no quotation marks. Okay. 
Thank you. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


— 











"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
on 
A CONFERENCE ON FREE ELECTIONS 


NOVEMBER 1, 1982 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you. 

On Thursday, Friday, and Saturday of this week, we 
will be having a Conference on Free Elections. It will be 
cosponsored by the State Department and by the American 
Enterprise Institute. It constitutes a further step to imple- 
ment the proposal the President made to the British Parliament 
last June that efforts should be made to advance the objectives 
and purposes of democracy around the world. 

There has been a press release on this. I won't try 
and add to that press release except to say that we are delighted 
that we will have a variety of distinguished participants in 
that conference led by Prime Minister Spadolini of Italy, who 
will be addressing the conference on Thursday morning, and 
President Monge of Costa Rica, who will be addressing the 
conference as well at a point later in the conference. 

We will also be having a number of distinguished 


speakers, including Secretary Shultz, who will be speaking on 


Thursday; Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick, who will be speaking 
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on Thursday afternoon, I believe. The President will be 
giving a lunch for conference participants on Thursday, and 
he will also speak to the subject matter of the conference. 

We will have participants from roughly 35 different 
countries in the conference. There will be a variety of dis- 
tinguished American scholars and observers, as well, present. 

We believe the conference will cover a lot of the 
Significant issues involved in free elections. I might add 
that some of the conference participants will be coming a little 
early in order to observe our own elections here. 

I think probably the best way of giving you some 
ideas as to the subject matter of the conference itself is to 
read you the principal papers that will be delivered during the 
course of the conference. 

The first one will be on "Election Systems: History 
and Current Status." Then, "Elections and Democracy”, that is 
the topic of Ambassador Kirkpatrick's presentation. Then, 
"Return to Elections after Non-Democratic Interruptions," 

Next will be "Establishing Free Elections against a Predominantly 
Non-Democratic Background." Next will be “Conducting Elections 
in Developing Countries." Finally, "Promotion of Free Elections 
in Potentially Democratic Countries." 

As you see, in dealing with the subject of free 
elections, we want to deal with the world as it is, where you 


have countries that are democratic, have long democratic tra- 


ditions; countries that are democratic but against a rather 
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unstable background; countries that are newly democratic; or 
countries that are hoping, or individuals hope to move from 


an authoritarian regime to democratic government. 


I think it is obvious that the conduct of free elections 


is a key institution in any democratic process, so we want 

to organize a conference in which varying experiences with 
respect to free elections are shared, information is conveyed, 
ideas are exchanged, and hopefully individuals from around the 
world wili help to share those experiences and apply them to 
national conditions around the world. 


I think that is all I have to say by way of intro- 


duction, but I would be delighted to take questions, and you 


certainly can address the questions to me or to WQNQQQ NA 
or to NQQQAAAAAN as wel. 


Thank you, very much. 

Q Will there be any emigrees from communist coun- 
tries attending the conference? 

A I don't know. I don't think so, but then, again, 
I haven't got a complete list of observers or participants. 

Q Can you be more specific about the schedule 
of the speeches, please -- times and dates? 

A Probably the best thing for me to do would be 


to arrange to have circulated a little later on today a schedule 


of the conference activities. 
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The first day, it is going to take place here; 
the second day, up on the Hill; the third day, at the Mayflower 
Hotel. 

To directly respond to your question, the first paper 
is going to be read at 10 o'clock, November 4, in the morning; 
the second paper on "Elections and Democracy", that is Jeane 
Kirkpatrick's, is going to be at 3 o'clock Thursday afternoon, 
November 4. 

Q Whose is that first paper? 

A The first paper is going to be read by Vernon 
Bogdanor of Great Britain. That is going to be on "Election 
Systems: History and Current Status." 

The title of Jeane Kirkpatrick's paper is "Elections 
and Democracy." 

The third paper will be 9:30 Friday morning. That will 
be on Capitol Hill, the Senate Caucus Room in the Russell 
Building. The title will be"Return to Elections after Non- 
Democratic Interruptions." That wiil be a paper read by 
Giuseppi De Palma of Italy. 

Q Will either President Monge or Prime Minister 
Spadolini speak publicly during this conference? 

A Yes. Let me finish giving you the list of 
papers, and then I will turn to your question. 


The fourth paper will be at 2 o'clock Friday after- 


noon, and that will be the one on “Establishing Free Elections 
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against a Predominantly Non-Democratic Background." That paper 
will be read by Ergun Ozbudun of Turkey. 

The next paper will be read at 3:45 p.m. on Friday. 
The title will be “Conducting Elections in Developing Countries", 
ana that will be a panel chaired by John Richardson of Freedom 
House. 

The final paper will be read Saturday morning at 
9:30 at the Mayflower Hotel. The title is "Promotion of Free 
Elections in Potentially Democratic Countries", and that will 
involve two papers, one by Klaus Liepelt of the Federal Republic 
of Germany, and the second by John J. Heberle. He is the 
Director, Information Services, American Institute for Free 
Labor Development. 

Now to get back to the -- I will have this circulated 
later on this morning. 

Q Yes, but if you could go over the major speakers' 
times and dates, that would certainly help. 

A Sure. Secretary Shultz will be speaking Thursday 
morning November 4, at approximately 9 o'clock, when the 


conference opens. 


Q Here? 
A Yes, here in the State Department. 
Q Then, Prime Minister Spadolini will be speaking 


right after Secretary Shultz. I estimate that will be at about 
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9:20 and that will be in the Loy Henderson Room where the 
conference will take place, at least on that day. 

As I said, the President will be addressing the con- 
ferees at the lunch he will be giving for the conferees at the 
White House on Thursday, November 4. 

On Thursday afternoon, November 4, a special repre- 
sentative of President Shagari of Nigeria will be reading a 
message, a presentation by President Shagari. 

Q What time is that? 

a 2:20, Thursday, November 4. 

Friday, November 5 at 9 o'clock, President Monge of 
Costa Rica will be speaking. As I said pefore, that will be 
taking place in the Senate Caucus Room in the Russell Senate 
Office Building. 

I think those will be the principal speakers, at 
least that we can -- I'm sorry, let me add one or two others, 
if I can. 

On Saturday, November 6, Mr. Baroody, who is the 
President of the American Enterprise Institute, will be speaking, 
and he will be followed by Elliott Abrams, who is our Assistant 
Secretary for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs. That 
will take at the Mayflower Hotel. 

Q Times on those? 


A Baroody is at 9 o'clock, and Abrams is at 9:15. 


I guess the last item is that Richard Scammon is 
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scheduled to give concluding remarks at noon on Saturday, 
November 6, at the Mayflower Hotel. 

Q You said that some of the participants are in 
the country now observing the election process. Is that all 
over the United States? 

A I think that »robably they are going to be looking 
primarily at some elections in the immediate Washington vicinity, 
but the USIA is arranging the schedule, and I don't really have 
it in front of me. 

+ Q It is going to be in Maryland and Virginia where 


they are going to be observing. 


A Okay. 
Q What do you expect to come out of this conference? 
A I would hope that from the conference will come 


a much better understanding of some of the problems involved 

in free elections in a variety of circumstances and in a 

variety of national conditions. We will be havirg as partici- 
pants here, as I said, from some 30-odd countries, distinguished 
people, people who are active in the politics of their own 
countries, who I think want to advance democracy, and who, 
hopefully, will be able to take some of the ideas that will 

be shared during the course of this conference and some of 


the conclusions, hopefully, that the conferees will arrive 


at, in order better to apply the principles of democracy and 
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free elections to their own national circumstances. 

We expect that there will be fairly extensive cover- 
age of the conference. USIA will be giving it, I think, quite 
a bit of attention; hopefully the American Enterprise Institue 
will be considering how best to make use of the results of 
the conference in whatever scholarly activities it undertakes, 
but I do not expect that there will be any resolutions, any 
formal decisions. Weare not dealing with governments here, we 
are dealing with individuals. 

Q You did speak of recommendations, though. 

A Recommendations, perhaps, in a general sense, 
that during the course of any particular discussion, a certain 
attitude may develop which will seem to be common to the views 
of everyone there, but we are not asking them to come up with 
any resolutions, any decisions, that can be recorded in some 
fashion that will in any way be binding. That is not the kind 
of conference it is. 

Q Don't you run the risk of criticim that you are 
meddling in the internal affairs of some of these countries 
which do not have democratic elections? 


A I don't think so, because what we are talking 


about is a pattern of goveinment, a system of democracy. Every- 


body knows we advocate democracy. We think that it is the 


best government, the best form of government available. We 


are not seeking to impose any particular pattern on other 
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countries, but we think they are entitled to know our point 
of view, and the point of view of others who share the same 
principles of democracy. So I don't think it should be taken 
as an intervention, by any means. 

Q Most of these participants seem to be from 
democratic countries. How come there are not more participants 
from non-democratic countries which presumably are the targets? 

A I don't think only non-democratic countries 
are the targets. First of all, representatives from democracies 
are usually the ones that have the most relevant experience, 
and you will note that we have participants from countries 
that have had the experience of moving from democracy to some 
other system and then moving back. And it seems to us that 
their experience under those circumstances has relevance to 
lots of other countries. 

I should add that in many cases, or in some cases, 
some of the participants that we wanted to attend, for a variety 
of reasons, were not able to do so because of their own personal 
schedule, so we don't have as broad a representation as we 
might have otherwise had. 

Q Were the Soviets invited to send a representative? 

A No. We didn't think that they had any relevant 
experience, nothing to teach us. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 10:22 a.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
sY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER SPADOLINI CF ITALY 


November 1, 1°82 


The Briefing Room 


3:33 P.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: This backcround briefing is on the working 
visit of Prime Minister Spacolini of Itaiy who will be here on 
Wednesday and Thursday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, I can be pretty 
brief and I think those of you who follow U.S.-Italian relations 
at all know what the story is. And that is that U.S.-Italian 
relations are probably stronger today than they have been in any 
time in the post-war period. 


We are extremely pleased with the state of that 
relationship and we are extremely pleased that that state will 
be symbolized by the visit of fSpadolini. This is his first official 
visit to the United States but, as you know, we've had a number 
of high-ranking Italians come through Washington in the last year 
Or sO. President Pertini was here last March and I think you can 
see this visit and a number of hich-level visits as a sign of 
how much this administration and the President appreciates the 
role that Italy has piayed -- both in terms of our bilateral 
relationship and in multilateral areas. And I can just give 
you a few examples. 


Italy is a key participant in the NATO December 1979 
Cecision to seek an arms control agreement limiting intermediate- 
range nuclear forces and in the absence of an agreement to move 
ahead the end of 1983 to deploy those systems. i don't have to 
tell you how controversial this decision is in parts of Europe. 
Nevertheless, the Italians have taken an extremely courageous 
position on this issue and their devloyment, for those of you who 
remember some of the detaiis of that decision, is really very 
important -- their deployment -- support for deployment is important 
because the government in Bonn has taken the position that another 
continental power must deploy those systems if they will. And 
the Italians have been the country that have been willing to stand 
up and be counted on this question. So, their role has been more 
than simply a participant. They are a key participant in that 
Gecision. 


In addition, they have been a critical ally in 
the pursuit of our policy in the Middle East. You'll recall when 
we were coming down to the wire last year in terms of bringing to 
an end the first phase of the Camp David Process -- the Israeli 
withdrawal from the Sinai, there was -- a real question arose about 
a veacekeeving force in that area anc the Italians were again 
willing to join with the United States and other countries and 
deploy forces in the Sinai which was critical and essential to 
bringing about Israeli -- the israeli withdrawal. 


More recently, as you know, they have joined the 
United States and France in deploying forces to Lebanon and once 
you had -- the first -- the withdrawal from Lebanon, they were 
right there when we needed to re-insert those forces. And we 
are working very closely with them now in both the forces on 


MORE 
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e cround, in our discussions of fol-ow-on actions into Lebanon. 
and I sust micht point to one or two other areas. 


They, lixe other Europeans, are unhappy with the 

Presicent's decision on June 18 to extend the piveline sanctions. 
But that said, they have taken a very constructive role in helping 
facilitate an emerging consermsus in Ciscussions here in Washington 
anc earlier in Canada between the foreign ministers of the NATO 

lliance in an effort to create a basic framework for conducting 
Sast-West economic relations. As I said, they have taken a 
“ery tositive attituce in these discussions. hey have played 

a very helpful role and we appreciate that. And I might also 
acé that during this whole debate on <he sipeline question and 
the broader East-West economic relationship, they have paused 

=n their own process of deciding whether or not to purchase or 
sign a Soviet natural gas contract. 
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This, again, is something that we appreciate. Ithas,I think eased the 
political atmosphere and made it vossible for us to make progress. 


I just end by saying that there are two special issues that 
we nave begun talking to the Italians about and we're happvy with the 
results in both of those areas. 


One of those areas is counter-terrorism and you'll remember 
the Dozier kidnapping and the problem in terrorism in Italy in recent 
years is something that we are concerned about, the Italians are concerned 
about ans, as I think the Dozier kidnapping demonstrated, they are taking 
action to combat this problem. 


We are cooperating with them very closely on this problem. 
we're very happy with their attitude towards combatting terrorism. And 
we're working with them and other countries to give anti-terrorism a 
greater thrust in our policy. 


And lastly, the issue of crime and narcotics control. Some 
of you know that in Italy they have launched a new campaign against or- 
ganized crime. They are concerned about the problem of narcotics con- 
trol. And the Attorney General will be in Rome, I think shortly following 
this visit, to discuss both counter-terrorism and narcotics control with 
the Italians. 


With that I'll -- 


Q -- where do you all stand on this emerging consensus 
on the pipeline? How quickly is it emerging? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't -- compared 
to what, I couldn't say. I‘1ll just simply say that -- 


Q Well, compared to the election? Compared to the 
Spadolini visit? Will it emerge on Wednesday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is too -- this is 
really too important, I think, to try to link to one or another event. 
It has its own momentum. There are very serious problems and issues at 
stake here and the discussions are continuing. And, you know, the idea 
that someh>’ -- on an issue as important as this -- that we hac -- sort 
of try to urchestrate the timing, they really are complex, complicated 
issues. And there are real differences at stake here. 


Q But do you think that you may have some sort of an 
informal agreement this week which still has to be ratified back in 
the other capitals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just couldn't tell you, no. 
I really can't. 


Q -- thrust of their talks tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will certainly -- I 
don't know what will be the main thrust. They gave you a pretty full 
agenda. It will certainly come up and I know that -- 


Q -- they agree on, except the pipeline. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I mean, what we have 
done on the pipeline is we have moved the debate and the discussion 
away from this immediate question which -~ we know there are disagree- 
ments to this broader question of how to conduct our relationship in 
the economic area with the Soviets. And there is a -- we think we've 
found a good deal of agreement and I think that's what, in these dis- 
cussions, the heads of government will concentrate on. 
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Q You mentionec the case of General Dozier and their 
great -- they rescued General Dozier. And one of the leading officers 
that worxec on taat was reassicnesa to fight crime in Siciy and was 
Marderec. Do you recall th:s case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ido. That's why I was 
referring to their Dattle, their new battle against organized crime, 
which we strongly support and greatly appreciate. 


Q What I am wondering is do you have any idea, when 
General Dozier expressed deep regret to che -- and compassion and sympathy 
-- for the death of this man who helped save him, why the White House 
refzsed to do so? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gee, I just can't answer. 
Maybe -- 


Q Well, Larry Speakes said that -- right here, from that 
pocium -- that the White House had -- would not send any expression of 
compassion. I‘m wondering why. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just don't know. 
Q Okay. 


Q Can you say what specific suggestions the Italians 
have made on the East-West trade issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I realiy can't. I 
will just say that the government, including Spadolini and the Foreign 
Minister, Columbo, who is another terribly important personality in the 
Italian government and who will be along on this trip, have played a very, 
very helpful role. The Secretary of State met with the Foreign Minister 
in New York, previous to the meeting in Canada, and he has made several 
important suggestions that have allowed us to look towards a consensus 
on this issue. 


Q You said that there was a -- that by 1983 they'd 
deplore the Pershing -- Is there a deadline that unless they reach any- 
thing in these negotiations by 1983, then they put them -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there's not a dead- 
line per se. We have a deployment plan. And that deployment plan was 
agreed on in December 1979 by the Alliance. And that plan is being im- 
plemented. In the process, we are trying to find a negotiated outcome. 
If we don't reach an agreement, we assume those deployments will begin. 
We will continue, presumably, to negotiate, but that deployment plan 
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has its own momentum. 

Q That is i983? 

SENIOR ALAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The deployments would 
becin in certain countries at the end of 1983, and I think continue 
tnrouch 1986-67. 

Q Is Spacolini to meet with anybody in the Commerce 
Department, and is the Nuovo Pignone Denial Order to come up 
Guring this meeting -- that you know of? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know whether 


Or 10t it will come up. My own versonal cuess -- 2f course we 
So net know what will come up and what will not -- is that it will 
Se raisec. Mow whether it will be raised by the Prime Minister or 


one of his entourage -- it is one of a series of issues that we have 
Giscussed with them. 


Now on the Commerce Department, I do not -- is he 
coing to see Mac Baldrige? That is right; at the Embassy -- the 
Italian Embassy. When is that, Wednesday afternoon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wednesday morning. 


Q Well, I gather from what you are saying that you 
are not -- this country, this administration is not planning to 
bring up his Denial Order then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not to my knowledge, 
but I cannot speak for Mac Baldrige. 


Q What is the purpose of this visit? 


Q Can you tell us what are the outstanding differences 
still to be worked out with the Europeans, and whether there is any 
chance that some of these might be resolved during this 
visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would be very nice 
if these issues could be resolved as quickly as possible. But I 
cannot give you any signal one way or the other whether they will 
be. And it just would not be fair to the negotiating process if 
we becan negotiating and talking about these differences in public. 
It is just that simple. It would not facilitate agreement. 


Q But in talking to the Italians on Wednesday and 
on Thursday, is there any chance of a breakthrough? Or would you 
caution us not to watch for one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: I would view this meeting 
as standing on its own; it was not arranged with the pipeline or the 
East-West economic issue in mind. It is conceivable that, in the 
course of the discussions, there will be some helpful results which 
will help us in this other process. But these are two different 
things that are underway here. 


Q What is the real purvose of the visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The real purpose of 
the visit is that Italy is one of our closest friends in the world. 
And it is only appropriate for the President of the United States 
to meet the Head of the Government, anc to talk to him about common 
issues. I want to convey this sense that this country has taken 
some political risks for the United States. They have taken some 
very courageous steps in several areas to help this administration 
conduct its foreign voolicy. And we want to show our appreciation. 


MORE 
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2 They are awitlly ocor. Their money is short. 
Are they scoing to ask us for ,ronev? 


SENICR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: I have seen more 
Masserattis in the streets of Rome than you do in Washington. No; 
I am not aware of their asking for any money; no. 


Q In regard to your terrorism situation, there 
have been reports that the Italian anti-terrorist people have 
advised the government that, to the best »f their knowledge, a 
principal supplier and trainer of the Red Brigade has been the 
?LO. And I am wondering in that context, do you expect that they 
Willi discuss the question of dealing with the PLO and, also, the 
invitation to the Vatican of Arafat as well as the attempted 
assassination of the Pope. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sure they will 
Giscuss Middle East policy in some detail, mainly focused on both the 
immediate situation in Lebanon and then the President's own, broader 
September lst peace initiatives. And in that context, I think the 
whole question of the role of the Palestinians and the role of 
the PLO, if any, will have to come up. 


Q Oh, I see. Well then, actually, you all are 
aware of this, too -- that the PLO has been training and supplying 
Red Brigades. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not aware. 
I am not excluding that possibility. I just cannot remember. 
That is just that. 


Q Is there any one of these specialists that might 
know? Because I have recalled reports. (Laughter.) 


Q Was it Spadolini or Colombo who met with 
Arafat? He met with some government official, and I have forcotten 
which. 
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SENIOR ADMIUNISTSATION OFFICIAL: Who did he see? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Columbo. Spadolini did 
mot meet with -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Columbo met with Arafat, 
ut Spadolini dic rect. 


Vv 


= Q In that context, wouldn't that come up -- the U.S.'s 
” refusal to deal with the PLO and the PLO's -- in terms of overall 

v Middle East peace in terms of who's coing to speak for the Palestinians. 
> 

- SENICR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, as I said, that 
- issue will come up -- how to handle the Palestinians, what will be 

4 <ne Palestinian dimension. I would imagine that they would -- 

“ Q How about the U.S. position towards Italy? What 

: will the U.S. express to Italy in view of that PLO -- 

= SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position towards 


Italy will be the same as it is towards any other country in 
describing our position on the PLO which is well known. And we're 
not going to -- 


Q Does the United States -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And we're not going 
to tell Italy how to conduct its foreign policy. We're going to lay 
out our views and why at this time we don't recognize the PLO, what 
needs to happen in order for us to recognize the PLO and they'll have 
their own perspective on this. But, I mean, it would be counter- 
productive, obviously, to get into a big slanging match about the 
areas where our policies differ because the fact is, -- It seems to 
me only three years ago, in a major debate within the Alliance over 
Afghanistan, one of the principal issues was how do we get the 
Europeans to play a bigger role outside the formal boundaries of the 
Alliance. And now we have European forces, Italian and French forces, 
into Lebanon, cooperating ard coordinating their policies with us. 
This is a major success. and I think that's what they'll want to 
concentrate on -- ways to enhance that cooperation, not to just focus 
on the nuances of where our policies differ because in the Middle 
East is a good example. There's greater congruence, in terms of U.S. - 
European policy in the Middle East now, than there has been in ten 
years and that's something that's gooc. 
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Q Are the Italians willing to shift some of their 
forces in Lebanon to other areas as part of the withdrawal plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to specifically 
talk about what they're willing to Go and not willing to do other 
than to say that all through this process, they have been extremely 
helpful and cooperative and very responsive to our ideas. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's take about one 
more question. 


Q I'd like to ask if you'd comment on something 
else. You are one of the U.S. officials who has a particularly 
close relationship to the British -- your role with IISS and so forth. 
I'm wondering if you can just give us a sense of -- this is off the 
record anyway -- but can you give us some sense of how seriously the 
crime situation is seen by the State Department? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This has nothing to do 
with the subject of this briefing. 


Q I didn't ask you. I just asked him if he would 
comment on a different subject as long as he's here. We can't quote 
him anyway, but maybe -- 


Q Yes, I'd be interested in hearing this, too. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't even hear the 
question. 


nn 


C Cn the crime rate there, how seriously it's viewec 
within the State Devartment in terms of our relationship -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Listen, I have no 


access to that stuff, so I'm just not capable of commenting one way 
Or tne otner. 


Q Maybe your colleague would like to comment on that. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not commenting on 


t. This is a background briefings, attributable to a Senior Admini- 
action official. Thank you. 


- 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:49 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


BRIEFING ON SOUTHERN AFRICA 
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1982, 3:00 P.M. 


— 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. 
Just a brief opening comment or two: We have seen a good 
number of comments and reports which would suggest that the 
negotiations concerning a settlement in Southern Africa 
in some cense have come t« a close or are in some sense 
stalemated. It is for that reason, among others, that I 
thought it would be useful -- it has been some time since 


we have had any real contact -- that we have a backgrounder. 


Such reports and such speculation are not accurate. 
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There have beana number of important developments in the 
negotiations over the course of the past month: Ministerial 
contact up in New York among members of the Contact Group, 
at which action plans in pursuit of this negotiating effort 
were discussed and agreed; numerous contacts between members 
of the Contact Group and African Front Line States -- all the 
parties concerned. 

I and my deputies have been in regular contact with 
Our British and French counterparts in recent weeks. All the 
members of the Contact Group and others in the Western community 


of nations are eagerly following these negotiations or making 


contributions to the success of them. 














In addition, work continues between the U.N. Secretariat 


in New York and all the parties, including the South African 


< 


Government with a view to resolving the remaining issues on 
Namibia itself, that is, issues connected directly with U.N. 


Resolution 435, the Electoral System and the Composition of the 


U.N. Force, UNCTAD. 


To mention yet another example, there was, of course, 
a meeting between Secretary Shultz and the Angolan Foreign 
Minister in early October. We envisage during the coming month 
further intensive consultations and discussions amongst all 
the parties. The Vice-President's trip to Africa, for example, 


while it has much broader objectives, will undoubtedly and 
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inevitably get into these questions, particularly during his 
meetings with his Nigerian, Zambian and Zimbabwian counterparts, 
but virtually on al his stops because Namibia and Angola are of 
great interest to all the governments that will be visited on 
the Vice President's trip, November 10 - 23, I think the dates are. 
We anticipate other direct contacts with various parties 
during the month of November. We have every reason to believe 
that our Allies share our assessment of the situation in these 
negotiations and fully share the desire for success that we feel. 


I would go further and say this is a complex negotiation -- 


we knew that from the beginning. We are into some of the tougher 
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issues now. We have always had objectives -- these are 
longstanding objectives. We continue to pursue the course 
towards the realization of those objectives. We don't have 
any reason to conclude that that goal cannot be reached. 

We have no evidence from any party thatthere is a better way, 
and we haye heard from no party any suggestion that we should 
stop doing what wetre doing. The door has not been closed 

by anyone, and no one has said the negotiations have come to 
an end. So that is the way we look at the coming period. 

The dialogue continues, particularly among the 
parties directly concernec on the Namibia issues; but also the 
bilateral dialogue that we are maintaining with the Angolan 
Government, both directly and indirectly, will continue. 

I think with that general introduction, I might just 
take any questions that there might be on those negotiations or 
on other issues. 

Q On the Bush trip, I was told by his staff months 
ago that he was going to go to South Africa. If he is going to 
be talking about it, why isn't he going to South Africa or 
Southwest Africa? 

A No, there was never any plan in the planning of 
that trip that he would go to South Africa. There has been no 


change in that regard. 
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Q It wasn't all that long ago that we were told 
this would probably be resolyed this year, at least to the 
end, to the degree, that the process of implementation would 
begin. I assume that goal is now gone. What is the chief 
reason it hasn't worked out -- this timetable? 

A Well, we have said, I think, for some time 
that it would be our objective, that it would be nice if we 
could get implementation to begin during 1982. We've never said 
there was a deadline, and there is no deadline. It is still 
hypothetically possible that implementation could begin in ‘82, 
but we're not going to characterize the prospects for that as 
being 20%, 30%, or whatever. If indeed implementation begins 
in '83, it will still be, as far as we're concerned, the earliest 
and the only route that we see toward a Namibian settlement. 

Q Having said that, what is the main hang-up at 
this point? Is it the Cuban troops in Angola? 

py We have, as you know from previous announcements 
we've made, we have made very substantial progress on all the 
Namibia issues. Phase One is complete; Phase Two is virtually 
complete. We are going to need comparable movement on the issues 
we're discussing bilaterally with the Angolans, which center 


around the issue of Cuban troop withdrawal. This is a very 


complicated issue; it's a very grave and serious issue for all 
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parties concerned. But we wouldn't be doing this, wouldn't 
be continuing this if we didn't feel that progress was being made 
and that it was worth continuing. 

Q On the Cuban-Angola issue, is there any 
progress that as well? In other words, perhaps progress certainly 
on the Namibia unilateral issue, but comparable progress -- 
any measurable progress on Cuban withdrawal? 


A I think there is a very substantial measure of 





understanding that has developed in the course of these 
negotiations with the Angolans that have been going on now for 
some twelve months. If we had not made progress, we wouldn't 
be continuing -- that's the point I'm trying to make. 

I'm not going to go into the details of these 
negotiations beyond what I've said. But I think there is a 
growing measure of understanding of what must happen for us to 
get a settlement. 

Q What is puzzling -- it doesn't seem to me to 
take a great extended period of time for the American objectives 
to be comprehended by the other party, that you want a Cuban 
withdrawal. What does “substantial understanding" mean by 
Angola? 

A It's one thing to have an understanding about 


what will be necessary;;it's something else to actually bargain 


a settlement that involves very difficult issues for the parties 
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to that settlement. We are talking here about changing the 


realities that have existed for six or seven years in that 


country -- and not our doing it, but their doing it, because 
they agree to it, as a sovereign government concerned. 

Q MQQAiM wn can you discuss for a bit the 
notion that it will be difficult for the Angolans to agree to 
this, to be appearing to acquiesce to United States or 
South African requests or a demand -- politically, I mean? 

A Can you state the question in the way I can 
get a handle on it. I'm not sure I quite see what you’re -- 


(Continued on page 7) 
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Q Ts it insoluble for them to ever come 
around to agree? Is it politically insurmountable 
for the Angolan Government to come around to that 
point of view? 

A I don't think so. I’ve not drawn that 
conclusion; after months of this effort, I've not drawn 
that conclusion. No. 

Q Is it an exaggeration to say that it's 
a potential embarrassment involved for them or 
difficulty to move to this position? 

A I think we should be realistic and 
recognize that there are issues both of principle and 
of substance here. We have made it abundantly clear 
that we’re prepared to address both and to recognize 
both the issues of principle and substance do concern 
them in anyway that we can. 

Whatever questions are raised to us, 
whatever points or counter-proposals are raised to us, 
we are prepared to look at; we're prepared to be as 
realistic and reasonable and flexible as is possible 
in order to find the common ground that we will need 


to get a settlement. 


Having said that, we would not be 
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continuing if we didn't feel this thing is possibly 
within grasp. 

Q Are you trying to get the withdrawal 
of all CuBan forces from Angola; some, or a change 
in their function? 

A We have said that we seek and we think 
it will be necessary to get parallel withdrawal in 
Phase III. The South Africans pulled out of Namibia, 
as you know, and we are seeking a commitment on Cuban 
withdrawal; that is, military forces, combat forces 
during Phase III from Angola. 

That is the answer. The only answer 
I can give you at this point. 

Q Commitment or actual withdrawal? 

A There has to be a commitment before 
we go into Phase III, which would then be implemented 
in Phase III. 

Q Is that the only thing -- the Cubans in 
Angola? If that were resolved, would you expect to 
get the question of impartiality and election 
procedures, is that taken that that would be easily 
solves or partly solved? 

A Other matters are important issues. I 


don*t mean to downplay them, but I think given the 
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spirit that all parties have shown on the Namibia 
question so far that we would expect that they would 
fall into place. 

Q Is there a second track going between 
Washington and Havana on Cuban withdrawal? 

A These negotiations from the beginning, 
we have assumed, should be conducted with the parties 
who are directly concerned on the ground in Southern 
Africa, and that's wherewe are seeking to negotiate 
them. 

So I think that's the best answer I 
can give you. We are not negotiating Cuban withdrawal 
with Havana. 

The Angolan Government has made it known 
that this is a matter that they would have to discuss 
with the government in Havana, that's fine. 

Q What is your assessment of the politics 
in South Africa in terms of Namibia? We've heard that 
Botha is waiting to see what happens with some bi-elections 
that are coming up this month and early next which may 
show the strength of the right-wing which is opposed 
to any withdrawal; what's your assessment of that 


situation? 


a As I tried to indicate in my opening 





10 


remarks, we see no evidence of any party running for 
the exits in this negotiation. This negotiation 


contains within it the seeds of the best shot that 


| 


any party can give. There is, as far as we know, no 
alternative course of any key party. And I mean by 
that, obviously, South Africa and Angola through any 
alternative means. 

We continue to be tupreseed with the 
fact that that is the analysis of others. We don't 
see any evidence of a trend suggesting that South 
Africa is changing its mind in that regard. 

Q Some people have said that they don't 


think South Africa may be negotiating in good faith, and 
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they cite two examples of that. One is with respect 


to their interest in forming a new political arrangement 





within Namibia, possibly in connection with the 
future UDI or something similar; the kind of dumping 
of Mudge and the bringing together of other different 
groups. 

And also the fact that over the last 
three months they have been increasingly bold in their 
forays into Angolan territory itself. 

Would you make any comment about either 


as a reflection on whether South Africa is really 
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committed to this in good faith? 

A There have been for some weeks now 
active discussions and consultations underway as 
between the South African Government and the internal 
authorities in Namibia. I think it would be 
inappropriate for me to comment in any detail on 
those. They‘re not yet completed. They concern the 
tenure of the existing Council of Ministers and 
the National Assembly, and we are given to believe 
that there will be decisions taken in the not-too- 
distant future that will have some impact on that 
issue of the tenure, the license, if you will, for 
those Bodies. 

We are also assured at the highest levels 
that there is no intent in any of this to walk away 
from commitments that have been made in good faith 
in the context of the negotiations, which obviously 
concern an internationally acceptable settlement 
under U.N. auspices leading to free and fair elections 
and independence. 

Q Why is it so important about the 
part about increasing forays into Angola itself by 


South African troops and forces? 


a We have made it very clear on numerous 
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occasions that that we deplore any escalation of 
violence from whatever quarter across that border. 
It is precisely that pattern that goes back and forth 
that has two sides to it which we deplore and which 
we are trying to Bring an end to. 
So, obviously, if you take any isolated 
case, the answer is we deplore it. “ 

Q If I could for just a secorid -- I 
don*t understand it. You said it has two sides to 
it. I don't know of Cuban troops having gone into 
Namibian territory nor Angolan troops going into 
Namibian territory, but there are incidents which 
have been reported of South African troops from 
Namibia going into Angola. What are the two sides of 
that question? Is that SWAPO, you mean? 

A That's what I mean. 

Q Why is it so important that we get an 
arrangement for a withdrawal of Cuban troops from 
Angola as part of an overall settlement? 

A I think there's two answers to your 
question; there are two parts to the answer. 

We saw during the period '77 to '80 a 


lengthy drawn-out negotiating process under the 


leadership of the Western contact group focused on 
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U.N. Resolution 435. That effort was extensive, 
exhaustive for all concerned and did not produce a 
successful result. 

One of the reasons we believe it did 
not is Because it attempted to isolate Namibia as 
though Namibia existed in a vacuum, and it did not 
address the Broader regional questions and the broader 
regional environment in which Namibia lives now and 
will live presumably after independence. 

We feel that was a critically missing 
ingredient just from the standpoint of common sense 
and of security of all parties. In addition, we felt 
it was unlikely -- whatever may have been said -- that 
the South African Government would find it in its 
interest to proceed to a settlement, if that 
settlement would be tantamount to political suicide 
domestically. 

There's got to be something in a 
settlement for everybody if there’s going to be a 
settlement. That's the bottom line. 

Another aspect here, which I think is 
appropriate for me to mention. There has been a 


distorting element in the equation in Southern Africa 


since 1975. Previous to that time, in much of the 
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Third World and in Africa, specifically, there had 
Been, I think, something of a fabric of mutual 
restraint as Between the superpowers in terms of 
the projection of their own military forces in that 
area. 

It is precisely that fabric of 
restraint which we would like to restore, not only 
in Southern Africa but everywhere else te the world. 


So it's completely consistent with our broader global 


objectives. 


Q So is the Cuban question <-- I'm not sure 
I understand if that is a U.S. position or a South 
African position or both. If South Africa ceases 
to require a Cuban withdrawal as a quid pro quo for a 
South African withdrawal from Namibia, would the U.S. 
still insist on that for East-West reasons or for some 
other reason? 

It's a U.S. position as well as well 

as a South African -- 

f It's a pretty hypothetical question 
you're raising. We're seeking to bring the elements 
together that would enable this package settlement to 


have something in it for everybody so we can actually 
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get a settlement instead of just talking about one. 
If the situation that you described were to 


arise, we would look at it and see what the implications 
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were. But we have a very strong interest of our own 
in seeing it established and understanding that there 
should be restraint in terms of the application of 
ouside force in African conflicts and other Third 
World conflicts, so we have our own interest in this. 
Q Isn't there intense danger to the 
Luanda regime if the Cubans actually withdraw? 
A In taking the difficult decisions that 
are involved in this settlement, difficult for 
South Africa, difficult for Namibians who live in 
Namibia, difficult for Angolans who live in Angola, 
there are difficult decisions on all sides. 

We don't downplay for a minute the 
difficulty of this decision the MPLA Government in 
Luanda faces. 

As I said at the outset, nobody ever 
believed it would be easy but we do believe it can 
be done and we do believe that the many problems that 
beset Angola today are being and can be addressed 


through the proposals that we have put forward. 
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We. are not asking any of the parties to talk over 
the edge of a clifé. We are not asking them to 
take a whole series of irreversible steps all up 
front. We are not unreasonable people, in other 
words. 

If I could just say a word again about 
Phase III, which is a concept whose substance may 
elude some. It is an extensive period of time. 
There are an almost infinite variety of possibilities 
for arranging parallel withdrawal in Phase III. 
If there is a desire to settle, there is the 
possibility of a compromise on this issue. 

Phase III, as M said, could last for 
months. There is a chance for each side to 
examine and look at the good faith and the performance 
of the other side. We are not asking anyone to take 
it on faith and to just exist without any resources 


of its own.. So, yes, it's difficult. 


(Page 17 omitted. Briefing continues on Page 18.) 
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Q Could I just follow that up briefly? There has 
been some talk of the possibility of a black African force, or 
a Lusophone force or even with possible French participation 
as possibly replacing over a period the Cuban troops in Angola. 

Can you enlighten us at all about those reports? 

A There have been a lot of trial balloons. We are 
conducting this negotiation in the first instance with the 
Government of Angola. Were that Government to express interest 
in a substitute force of that kind or some other kind that 
involved non-aligned forces, for example, that's for them to 
put forward. We would certainly look at it. 

Q How important are the internal machinations of 
the Angolan Government to the United States in terms of the 
whole complex. There are elections supposedly planned. The 
DTA's representative, Dirk Mudge, came to Washington two weeks 
ago, I believe, and talked to you, and was concerned that you 
hadn't even discussed these elections with him. 

Could you just generally put this whole problem of 
the internal arrangements and elections inside Namibia into 
the general context? 

A Yes. The question was about Namibia, not Angola, 
if I can clarify that for those who may not have heard it at 


the outset. 


Dirk Mudge, leader of the DTA, did visit here recently, 


and he had a number of things on his mind, including a question 
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as to whether or not we had -- that is, we, the U.S. Government -- 
had known in advance or endorsed in some fashion these bruted 
changes taking place in the internal governmental apparatus 

in Windhoek. The answer very simply is that, no, we were not 
consulted in advance and we did not approve any specific 

changes. The changes are still under discussion. There's no 
finite outcome to these deliberations about any, internal reshuffling 
in Windhoek. 

So I would just say that we watch it with interest. We 
attach the greatest importance to continued assurances that we 
have received and we hope we will continue to receive from the 
South African Government. This does not indicate any change in 
their commitments to us concerning 435 and the U.N. settlement 
plan. 

Q Why was he not involved in any of these negotia- 
tions? 

A Why was Dirk Mudge not involved? 

Q Right. You recognize him still as the leader 
of the interim government in Namibia? 

aA Which negotiations, if I could pursue that, 
are you talking about? The internal South African consultations 
there or our negotiations on -- 

Q Your negotiations with the Angolans, with the 


Contact Group, with the South Africans. 








A Okay. I misunderstood your question in the first 


instance then. 


< 


We have taken the view from the beginning, as did our 
predecessors, that the key parties to this negotiation are states, 
not political parties, and in that sense we've been discussing 
the issues primarily with the front-line states, including Angola, 
with South Africa and with our allies. 

But the political reality is also that there are a 
number of parties involved in Namibia which SWAPO is one, the DTA 
is one, and so forth. We recognize Dirk Mudge as the leader of 
the DTA. We do not recognize the internal government authorities 
in Windhoek. We never have. South Africa is responsible there 


and that's our view. The South African Government is responsible. 
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We have had consultations with all these parties. We 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


have on many occasions sent representatives, including myself 
and others -- Judge Clark -- up to Windhoek to have these kind 
of direct discussions with SWAPO, with the DTA. But I would cail 
it a continuing consultation process. 

I don't think it's accurate to say that Dirk Mudge has 
been excluded from any negotiations in that sense. 

Q At this point are you looking for a gesture 
from the South Africans in terms of perhaps reducing of their 


troop figure in Namibia as a way of encouraging the Angolans 


to become more responsive on the issue of Cuban withdrawal? 























a 
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A I don't think that such an issue really is at 


the centerpiece of these negotiations right now, but to be more 
frank with you, if I were giving thought to that, I don't think 
I'd reveal it. 

Q One hears stories that the South African Minister 
of Foreign Affairs Botha is coming to Washington shortly. Is 
there anything you can say about that? 

A As I said, we'll be having a number of consulta- 
tions with key parties at various levels during the coming month 
and thereafter. There has been agreement reached on a visit 
here by the Foreign Minister of South Africa later in November. 

A formal announcement of that will be made in due 
course, but it is for later in November, and the agenda will 
of course include these negotiations, among other things: 
bilateral, international issues. 

Q I just want to ask, what happens next? Do 
you have a month of these bilateral negotiations, followed 
by what? Group negotiations? Can you kind of take it beyond 
a month? 

A We're seeking, obviously, to make further progress 
in terms of our own discussions with the Angolans about the 
Cuban withdrawal issue. There are other issues on the Namibia 


track which we're still pursuing and will continue to pursue. 


As you know, it has never been our position that Angola 
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es 


and Cuban troop withdrawal are part of the U.N. plan -- they're 
not. They're not part of the mandate of the five. The five 
has the mandate -- the Western five -- of looking at the Namibia 
question and trying to resolve it in the context of 435, which 
we're doing. 

But it is we, the U.S., who are primarily involved in 
the discussion with the Angolans as a bilateral discussion on 
Cuban troop withdrawal. 

Q Is it fair to say that there is a stalemate on 
the issue of Cuban withdrawal? 

A Yes, I do. Absolutely I think it's unfair. I 
think it's grossly inaccurate. We hive a continuing discussion 
underway. Negotiations are continuing as we sit here. We pass 
messages to them. They pass messages to us directly and 
indirectly. They have raised questions. We're trying to 
answer those questions. It is a live negotiation. They have 
not asked us to go home. They have not told us they can't 
negotiate the issue. I mean, that's why I'm in, in part, is 
to try and get the point across that the discussions and the 
negotiations do continue. 

The fact that there are difficult issues in the 
negotiations should not be a secret to anyone. 

Q It looks as though you are trying to break -- 


as John suggests, you're trying to break this stalemate with 
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all these discussions; that one in fact exists, and the trick is 
to overcome it. 

A At this point we can get into word mongering about 
what is a stalemate and what isn't. I mean, we have been involved 
in this now for about 18 months, I guess you could say. We spent 
five months getting agreement on the issue of which electoral 
system it would be, and we found that the path of valor was to 
postpone the decision until a bit later, and that broke that 
"stalemate." But what I'm saying is that we two years ago set 
a course, set a direction -- 

Q I wasn't talking about the Namibia issue. I'm 
talking U.S.-Angola-Cuba, which is what John was talking about, 
and we used the word “stalemate.” You said it's unfair, but 
it seems from at least -- I mean, I rarely heard the word 
“stalemate” ever leave that lectern, so it's an understandable 
discussion that we're having. 

a That's what I said. We could get into word 
mongering about it -- 

Q Right. 

A But I don't realiy think that "stalemate" is an 
accurate description of an ongoing negotiation. 

Q When you talk about messages being passed for 


us directly and indirectly and so on, are these on the Cuban 


troop issue or -- 














Yes. 


-- or are they on the other parts of it? 


r Oo PY 


Yes. 


Q What is the Cuban input in this thing? We seem 





to be talking as though they are passive elements. Could you 
characterize the Cuban position for us? 

A We believe the Angolan Government is what it 
says it is: The sovereign government of Angola. And if their 
position is that, that they invited -- albeit before they became 
the sovereign government of Angola -- invited the Cubans in, 
they can also invite them out. 

Therefore, it's not our business to go negotiate over 


their heads in Havana or in Moscow or in Peking or anywhere 
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Q No. But what are the Cubans telling Angola 





about these plans that America has for their withdrawal? 
I'm thinking about Vietnam. We gave some advice there. 

A Our technology is impressive, but I don't know 
exactly what the Cubans are telling the Angolans, and frankly 
I don't think that it would advance our purpose if we were to 
imply that we could crack the nut somehow in another capital. 

Q I don't mean that. I just meant in general what 


is the thrust of the Cuban position to Angola in the context 


of these negotiations? 














A All I can give you is what they said publicly, 


if the Angolans asked them, they will do so, which they have 


. 
eo 


said publicly. 

Q Do you have some independent faith in the 
credibility of that statement? 

A I would suppose that the Angoian Government 
would check out its positions with the key parties concerned 
on its side before it made a commitment rather than make 
commitments it couldn't live up to. 

Q Following that up, in that case where did the 
talks you've had with the Soviets -- and I think the Secretary 
also had with the Soviets -- fit into those, if anywhere? 


A I would characterize them as what they have 
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been termed I think by others in the Administration, as 
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informational exchanges. We do have regular exchanges with 





the Soviets on a range of issues which are on the agenda at 
the ministerial level and then are followed up at more terrestrial 
levels like mine. 
Q That's not involved in these negotiations -- 
A We're not negotiating Cuban troop withdrawal 
from Angola with Moscow. 
Q I would like to ask about the IMF, but before I 
do that can I put in a plea not to have the Botha meeting the 


day after Thanksgiving, please, as is presently scheduled? It's 


> 
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going to be hard on a lot of us. Anyway, on the IMF thing, is 


the U.S. imposing any conditions on South Africa in exchange for 


approving the IMF loan tomorrow? 

A We believe that the criteria for that decision, 
like others, should be the ones that the IMF is best at and is 
equipped to do and is supposed to do, which is economic and 
financial criteria. If those conditions are met, the loan 


presumably would go forward. 


Q Can you confirm that the announcement will be made 
tomorrow? 

A That the announcement on -- 

Q On ganting the loan will be made tomorrow? 

A It won't be made from this lectern. It's an IMF 
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decision. I believe it's on the agenda for tomorrow, and I 
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presume there are other things on that agenda too. Whether 





they get to it or not, I don't know, but it is our expectation 
that the IMF will address the issue tomorrow. 

Q The Canadians and the French have both kind of 
expressed some reservations about the current track. I think 


Cheysson probably more explicitly than the Canadians. Can 





you address their concerns about it, or do you deny that there 
are any problems? 
A I would say that it is one thing to have a 


position on the historical legitimacy of relating Angola to 
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Namibia. It is something else to make a judgment as to the pros- 


pects and the political realities of the negotiation. The French 


have stated a certain position during their recent travels in 
Africa. I don't believe they speak for anyone else in the five 
when they said what they did, but it is the common assessment of 
all five at the highest levels that as a matter of political 
reality, if we're to get a Namibia settlement, we're gcing to 


need this parallel movement that we have been seeking. 





I don't think any of the governments in the five would 
argue with that proposition. 

Q I wanted to go a little away from southern Africa 
althougk it's involved -- since you're available here -- which 


has to do with the OAU meeting which now appears to be on 
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schedule for some time this month in Tripoli. I was wondering 
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what your attitude toward it is, whether this was good that the 





OAU could reconvene or whether it was bad because they're meet- 
ing Tripoli, or whatever comment you had on it. 

A It's obviously an issue for Africans, not for us. 
We're not members of the OAU. It is our view that the principles 
enshrined in the OAU charter are principles which are consistent 
with our own interests and our own policies in Africa. 

The OAU is essentially an organization that seeks to 
promote regional security in Africa which is again very close to 


Our own objectives there. Therefore, the temporary divisions or 
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schisms or whatever within the OAU that were occasioned by the 


decision to admit the Polisario as a member last February in 


Addis, we found unfortunate. 
Obviously, people in Africa had very strong feelings 
on both sides of that issue, but we don't have any interest in 
seeing divisions and splits in the OAU continue to the point . 
that there would be some kind of paralysis in the organization. 
In that sense if there's going to be a meeting as 
reported to patch things up and to somehow put aside this 
previous decision, so be it -- fine with us. 
Q About a little more than a year ago when it was 
first announced, or it became clear that Qaddafi would be the 


Chair for the OAU meeting in 1982, we issued a very torrid 
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statement against that and sought very much -- I mean, we 
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were very clear and very public about how we thcught that was 
a very bad thing for Africa. 

It was only subsequently that Polisario became an 
issue within the OAU itself. 

Are what we said a year ago about Libya's chairmanship 
now no longer germane, or do they continue to be as valid as 
they were in August of "81 I guess? 

A The point is the decision was made that 


Libya would be the Chair for '82. It is not our purpose and 


we have no desire to play a wrecking or a blocking role concerning 
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the functioning of the OAU. We have our own differences -- 
extensive differences -- as a bilateral matter with the Govern- 
ment cf Libya, as is well known, and those differences will 
continue, whether Libya is the Chairman or not unless there's 

a change in Libyan behavior, as we've said. 

So it will make us -- it will be difficult for us to 
relate to the Chairman of the OAU during that period of Qaddafi's 
tenure, assuming this conference does take place. But it does 
not mean that we're going to be taking on in some say the OAU, 
no. 


Q Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:41 p.m.) 











jon in American rorergn 
1982" 


"Declassified for Publicat 


Policy Current Documents, 





EE WHITE HOUSE C 


Office == the Press Secretary 





SACKGROUND BRIEFING 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
CN TEE ELECTIONS 


November 3, 1982 


The Old Executive Office Building 
Room 194 


11:06 A.M. EST 


Q You can put away those statistics about 1928. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to give 
you any statistics about 1928 -- Somebody said last night that by 
all historical standards -- this is the only reference to statistics -- 
by all historical standards, this was an election in which the 
Democrats missed a great opportunity and, obviously, biased as we 
are, we would agree with that. 


I would like to run through the numbers J ran th: 2ugh 
with you last night because last night we didn't know t:hat those 
numbers would turn out that way but they did, in fact, curi out 
that way. And what I said was that we had 192 Repvblicans in the 
last Congress plus 77 Democrats who supported us on one key vote 
Cr another. So, we had a pool of 269 votes from nich to draw 
Our 218 that we were able to pull together from time to time. 

Now, 165 of our Republicans were up for re-election and I said 


last night that we thought approximately 140 would win and 140 
won. 


I also saic last night that that 140 plus approximatley 
25 new Republicans would total 165 for the 98th Concress. I 
think, as a matter of fact, we got 27 new Republicans not counting 
Bob Stump as a convert. Of the 77 helpful Democrats, 68 ran 
for re-election and I said last nicht that we expected 65 to 
win -- approximately 65 and 65 won. And I also said last night 
thac at least 15 new Democrats we thought by reason of prior 
statements or their record, could be counted upon perhaps to 
be new Boll Weevils or to support us from time to time. Anc, 
as a matter of fact, it's srobably going to be closer to 12 
rather than the 15. But the totai is almost exactly the same 
as I said it would be or thoucht it would be last nicht -- that 
is, 245 Republicans and conservative Democrats which constitute 
a pool from which we can draw in trying to continue to voreserve 
chat coalition in the House. We think those numbers are accurate 
ana we think they will -- 


Q Did you subtract the Gypsy Moths? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I didn't subtract 
the Gyosv Moths because we had them on a lot ot the key votes, Saul, 


ana I counted them in the 192 Republicans. There are 165 of those 
- . . - a ~ 
up for re-election and that includes some Gypsv Moths. That's 
correct. ; 
Q -- 245 compared to what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 245 comparec to 
our pool last year of 269. 
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¢ You're 24 dewn? The Ddool is 24 down? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The PCCol is 234 
Smaller. 

2 I don't know how Many Key votes last year 
were within thac Margin but I can think of three Major ones that 
were certainly much lower than this Margin that 
>COl now. 


SENIOR ADMINIS 
© much -- the se 


TRATION OFFICIAL: 
1t? ¢ mean, the impor 


Y iS whether we can 
tant thing is whether we g 


But the key is 
get 218, isn't 
et 218. 


in that case the past doesn't 
re, does it? Because at the very end 


in the House even with your 


SENIOR ADMINISTRA 


TION OFFICIAL: 
things as the nuclear freeze? 


You mean On such 


Q The veto Override, 
Q 


sure. 
Are you Suggesting -- 


SENIOR ADMIN 
Suggesting that the coalit 


Sam. All I'm Saying is y 


ISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
ion is gOlng to be the 
Ou can't say that it's 


Q But you're Suggesting that 
worst off despite t 


he fact that 
hich he won the most Crucial bud 
four, and Six votes in the s 


Dy your own Sigures n 


you're only Marcginally 
when the President was riding 


get votes in the House by two, 
Pring of 198). You're down by 25 
Ow and you S@y you're not any worse off. 
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President's job @pproval ra 
60-something; yes. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I'm Saving is 
5 Congressmen, Congressmen and womer 
* Sure, on the freeze 
amm-Latta one or two votes, 


had we lost four Or five -- 
2== I've JSt to also Say this, Carl. There were votes in the well on 
taodse votes; 


votes, but on Gramm-Latta and on the 
tax bill. 


Q Do you really look at those votes the same way? 
These were in the first S€sSion, you'd have these People who came 
along after @ President who won by a landslide ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION 


again. We could argue, I guess, al] day about 
torical Standpoint it WaS negative or not. 


he range that we Said we thought it 


OFFICIAL: Slight) 


harply different 
President's —— 


NISTRATION OFFICIAL: No question about it. 
made on the Other side in the Senate, Bruce. 
to lose Seats in the Senate. We end up with 

one more Republican Senator than -- 


Can Senators who have Said there Should be defense 
budget increases, Aren't you really Starting in a Gifferent kind of 
mOce than YOu started ou+ in 1981? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL; 


We're not Starting out in 
€ in one very important sense, is, when 
we started out in 1981 nobo 


is coalition, and 
at we'll be able to Pull it 


together again, 
ble to Pull it together again from time to 
time. 
Now, that's Mot to say that it's g°ing to be @S easy as 
it was, because it isn't, 


Q Tell us why you think tha+> On the basis of the raw 
data, on the basis of the Change in mood, you wouldn't think that 
you'd be able to Go it now. What's your - 


SENIOR ap 


lust told you why, 
and I've gone -- you got here a little bit late, but I've just gone 
through the Same numbers | went through last night, which were then 
just guesses as far as we were concerned, or Project 
Proved out. The reason j 

there Philosophically. 
GYPsy Moths in there, 
Gefense votes 


ions, and they 
that those People will be 
Saul does make a go 


and we may lose some of those GYPSy Moths on 


Q But you can't get away from -- 


Q “- the climate has Changed ang to the President's 
disadvantage, from 1981 to 1982 and now -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL; 


To the extent that the 
ting now is 4g or 49 


, whereas then it was 
And that happens -- 
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Q Thinking of the tense state of the economy and 
the fact that vou're heading into a Presidential season which becins 
today, I suppose, all of those factors, aren't you entering a different, 
more difficult climate than anvthinoe encountered even last vear? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you're asking me, is 
it coing to be tougher up on the Hill, yes; the answer is, yes. But 
it still -- what I'm saying is, this election did not put it out of 
reach, that is, did not put our of reach the possibility of Ronald 
Reagan leading by passing legislation on the Hill. 


Now, another thing it didn't do, by the way, is give the 
other side a coalition in the House of Representatives for a return to 
the same old tax-and-spend policies that we've seen in the past. That's 
not there either. 


Q Do you see a signal in the election for a mid-course 
correction, as the Democrats now claim? Do you see that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't see. Let me just 
tell you what I don't see. I don't see this as a disaster for the 
Republicans as the Speaker has suggested. I mean, if he thinks that's 
what it is, I think he may be underestimating Ronald Reagan just lixe 
people have in the past and just like he did for two years, 1981 and 
1982. 


Q You didn't answer Jerry's question. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know it. (Laughter.) 
Q For Pete's sake, what's -- 


Q How many times does that have to be on the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: "Isn't he going to 
have to chance his course?" The President said today in the Rose 
Garden that he looks forward to working with this new Congress in a 
bipartisan way and compromising with the Congress. Now, to the 
extent that that is done, 
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that ‘wili, tc some degree, revresent, where it's an alteration or a 
mocification -- I suppose you can say that would represent a chance 
in course. Sut fundamentais -- he said he would not chance course 
On Drincisies, anc he won't, anc on fundamentals. 


. Q How likely is it that you'll propose a budget with a 
substantial pare-back in the defense increase or any pare-back in the 
Cefense increase, based on this election? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you're asking me 
has the election changed the President's mind about the defense 
levels -- 


v,wrwe* o* 


Q No, that's not what I -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- for '84 and ‘85. 
Q Oh, okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- it has not. 


Se WN FF Ne Se 


Q When you talk about -- 


Q Well, wait a second. Is he going to stick with 
the '84-'85 that were in the budget resolution? Is that what you're 
saying? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's where he is 
now. Now, he's only had one meeting on the budget. He's had the 
first general session. There is another one today. Haven't gotten 
to the question of the defense budcet. But the last thing the 
President has said about the defense numbers is: While I acknowledce 
that we take a reduction in ‘83, I want the '84 and ‘85 levels to 
remain at the level in the February budget resolution. 


MYR ae Fw 
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Q Rather than the ones in the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Rather than the 


VEvViagowdi tft tu 


lower. 


Q And you con't see him changing that, despite this 
election? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not see that -- I 
do not see him as having changed now. And if you ask me what I 
think he's going to do, I don't think he's going to change. 


Q Will you suggest that he should change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to get 
into those kinds of questions. 


Q You said he's going to be more conciliatory or 
there's going to be some change in his approach to Congress. How 
will that play out in this budget process? Willi he confer with 
members of Concress before he puts up a budget, as -- I mean, how 
will it be different from the last time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm sure there 
will be consultation with the Congress before a budcet goes up. 
You know, last time the President tried -- 


Q With Democrats as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that there 
will be bipartisan consultation on the bucget, Ted. But I'll tell 
you this. Last time the President tried very hard to reach an 
accommodation and a compromise with the Democrats through the whole 
Gang of 17 process. And, cuite frankly, had the Democrats compromised 
and taken what the President offered, they woulc have been better off 
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in terms cf their rcesiction, in terms of what they wanted. 


2 But that was after the bucget had been proposed 
anc that was a lonc veriod -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's true, but it was, 
nevertheless, a compromise and one that he -- I mean, he took the 
initiative and he said, “Let's sit down and see if we can't work this out 
On a Dipartisan basis that's acceptable to both of us.” 


Q Do you envisage a repeat of that process, of an 
attempt iike that Gane of 17 attempt, this time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't tell you that 


it will happen, Lou. But I suppose if the Congress is not disposed 
to accept the President's budget, it's not unlikely or impossible 
chat there could be such a compromise solution. 


Q But are you going to make an effort to produce 
a budget that will be more in line with what the Congress is prone 
<O accept, comparec to last year when the Republicans were the ones 
most likely not to accept your budget in the beginning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't prejudge what 
the President is going to do on the budget. He's only had one 
meeting, and that was a general session. 


Q Do you expect him to give on taxes? You're saying 
that you don't expect any chance in defense. He said at his last 
news conference that it would take a palace coup -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said that's where he is 
right now, and at his last news conference he said it would take a 
palace coup for him to supvort a tax increase. And I think that's 
cretty good guidance. 


Q You don't see any weakening in that as a result 
of this election -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I do not, just like 
I con't see any weakening of it as far as defense is concerned. 


Q Well, where is he being more conciliatory, then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I see him being more 
conciliatory at the point that he sits down and tries to work this 
thing out on a compromise basis with them, the wav he did last year, 
Chris, in the Gang of 17. 


Q Are we going to see a veto of -- 


Q -- weakening the wrone word? Is that the problem -- 
is that he'd te --whether or not it's weakening, would he be willing 
to listen to compromise on those two questions more than he indicated 
some weeks aco, as a result of the election? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think the 
election has chanced his mind on those two gquesticns. If you're 
asking ine, has the election chanced his mince with respect 
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to defense srencince or taxing, I do not think it has. 

2 Are we going to see a sort of veto gric lock 
in which ‘e wetces, but they cannot override, and this is going 
to be @ sc@iemate on a lot of programs now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not sure that 
will be the case, because the only issue that I can see that would 
Set to the veto stage would be the third year of the tax cut. I 
mean that is baked in the cake. And that would be a vetoable 
tiece of lecislation. But the question of where the defense 
appropriations ought to be is not a veto. 


Q Can I get at this a different way? You say 
-- "Hls mind has not chanced.” It has only been 12 hours since 
the polls closec. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is richt. But 
you are asking me i2 hours later. 


Q Do you think, however, that his top acvisors 
will want to take another look at some of these thincs and, 
possibly, try to chance his mind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not goinsg to 
get into that. 


Q Well, what do you think? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not going to 
get into that. That is not what I am here to discuss. 


Q Can I get at it in still another way? Given 
the Senate leadership's sense of vriorities, perhaps, being 
different from the Presicent's on the two subjects -- or at least 


one of the two that you mentioned, defense, the President would 
have the option of coming up with a budcet in January that is 
pre-cooked, worked out in advance, or coming uc with a budcet 

that reflects his own priorities anc then aopvroaching it either -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The way the process 
works is the President is supposed to cive the Congress his 
budget, and they are, then, suoposed to tell him how they 
Gisagree and how they agree with it -- where they acree anc where 
they disagree. 


Q You do not expect that fundamental approach 
to change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not expect 
that fundamental approach to change. That is what the Budget Act 
calls for. 


Now, Helen just askec -- "What about those i2 
new Concressmen?" 


Q Who are they? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “Who are they?" 


I do not want to give their names, specifically. 
But let me give you their states. 


Q Why not? 
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SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The reason I do not 
want to cive their names is because it will make i= tougher for us 
=o get then. 


But the states are North Carolina, Florida, Georcia, 
anc Texas. So you can probably figure out who they are. But I do 
mot want to use names. 


Q And, also, who is it who said they missed 
oDvvertunities? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: NBC. 

Q Can I just finish up? If there is compromising 
=> be Giscussec, you would expect it to take volace after the 
?resicent submits his budget rather than before. Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would exvect the 
normal bucset process to be followed; yes. 


C Yes; but I do not understand the incentive for 
these 12 to follow you if those who have followed you lost. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not clear 
on -~ 


Q The Reagan Economic Program, in the exit polls 
anc at the ballot box, did not do well. Why should these people 
join Reagan now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because their 
philosophy is such that they believe in some of the same things 
that the President believes in. I never suggested that they would 
follow us every time. I just said it gives us a pool out there 
Srom which toe draw. I think it does. They are strong conservatives. 


Q I would like to ask one other question. One 
of the things you said last night and again today is that the 
Democrats did not win enough to return to the, as you put it, tax anc 
tax - spend and spend. You did not do well enouch -- there is 
some doubt that you are going to be able to put your program 
forth. Is there danger of paralysis there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is sgoing to be 
toucher, as I have indicated, for us to move legislation. 
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Tne Democrats are not in a ccsition to move legislation 
because trey don't control the Senate ‘sr cne thing. And their control 
o= the House is subject to the fact that there are a large number of 
conservatives. We have a relatively small number of Republicans who are 
moderate to liberal. 


Q Last night on television Bob Dole was saying that 
tre resuits may mean that Republicans on the Hill have to take their own 
acvice a little more and the President's advice a little less. Do you 
see this as being a problem with the Republicans being emboldened to 
seccme more independent now because of the results? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that there was a 


=air amount of independence last year, as opposed to say 1981, which is 
normal the later you get, I think, into a Presidential tern. 


We've had historically splendid, I think, discipline as 
Sar as Republicans are concerned in both the House and the Senate. And 
it's worked very, very well. Sob's in a better position to jucce what 
the Senate will do than I am. 


Q Well, he seemed to be signaling that they'd be a little 
more independent, didn't he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what he was sayings, 
yes. 


Q Are you worried about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And it may well be that 
there could be some. But the Senate and the House, you know, particularly 
the votes in the House, when we were getting 190 and 191 Republicans. 

That was a kind of unity that we've never seen around here on the oart 
of eicher sarty. 


Q Do you want to see -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd love to see it again. 
Q Do you want to see Social Security come up in the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'd love to see it again. 


Q -- lame duck session? Do you want to see Social 
Security come up in the lame duck session? And how will this election -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it will -- 
Q -- effect that in any way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't think it wiil 
come up in the lame duck session. 


Q Do you want to see it come up? You couldc make it 
come up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we couldn't. We 
really couldn't. If the leadership didn't want to treat with it until 
then, a, and, b, if the Commission, the Incepencent Commission doesn't 
report in time to take it up in the lame duck, both of those are not . 
only possibilities but probabilities. 


Q What about the broader cuestion that she asked about 
how this election will effect the lame duck? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think the election's 
going to effect the lame duck. I mean, I think there are 4 number of 
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thincs out there that we've aiready said were proper subjects for con- 
SiGeration in she lame duck, foremost among those being the need for a 
budcset, a 19835 budcet, we need £5 get some appropriation bills <own here. 
We're back on a Continuing Resclution, as usual. 


Q Did you mean, while ago, that there can't be any 
-- won't be any conferences among people to try to arrive at budget posi- 
tions between now and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be conferences 
within tne Executive Branch. 


Q Well, I mean conferences between the President and 
>eoDie outside on issues where he knows there's going to be opposition 
later -- some means of compromise coming through the conferences. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have to have a budget 
ready to go, as I understand it, the first or second week in January or 
maybe it’s February. 


Q All right. But there's plenty of time for conferences 
now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think what you're 
going to see is the normal budget development process, Sarah. 


Q That's normal. That's normal, to have those con- 
ferences in the Executive Branch with the President on issues -- the 
aie SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we're* going -- 

Q -- on the budget. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're coing to be -=- 

Q Sometimes they ask for it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're goinc to be having 
those within the Executive Branch. 


Q But what's yoing to be different -- 


Q Well, you won't -- when somebody comes up from out- 
side and says, “I have a delegation of people here and we woulc like to 
talk to the President about what's going into the budget on this,” you 
mean he's not going to talk to them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, sure. We do that 
routinely, as a matter of course. We see interest groups -- 


Q Well, that's outsice the Executive Branch. 
Q Spagolini, right now. 
Q You do that. You will do that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will -- 
Q There's another cuestion I want to ask you. Did you -=- 
Q Go ahead, Sarah. 
Q Did you agree with the people who said that, last 
night on television, that they'd made a survey, I believe it was ABC, 
Said that there was a margin of 40 liberals now in the House? You seem 
like -- 
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SENICR S=OMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what -- 
Q -- you think the House is still conservative. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what I'm saying 
is there‘s still a pool from which we -- a pool of conservatives within 
the House, greater than 218, from which we can draw to get 218. 


Q Do you think there's a conservative majority in the 
House? 

SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You guys decide when 
we -- 

Q Do you think there's a conservative majority -- 

Q Do you think there's a conse.vative majority in the 
House? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is the fundamental 
issue we've been discussing here today. And that is, can we from time to 
<ime pull tocether a conservative majority in the House. And I'm saying 
I think we will be able to from time to time on selected issues. 

Q Well, what -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The math, I just went 
through -- 


Q Such as? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- shows that there are 
245 targets out there for us to get 218. 


Q What's the answer to the question as to whether 
there's a conservative majority in the House? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that -- What 
I've said is that we think that from time to time we'll be able to pull 
that conservative coalition together. Yes. 

Q Do you think you'll be able -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From time to time on 
selected issues. 


Q Do you think you'll be able to pull that together 
on any social issues at all? 


Q Do you have a sense of what issues? 1 mean, you 
keep saying "from time to time.” 


Q Any social issues, except orayer. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think school prayer, 
we could pull it together on that. i think -- 


Q Are you going to try? 

Q You won't do it cn the Constitutional Amendment, 
will you? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's two-thirds? 

Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was talking about a 
218 majority. 
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a Okay. So that's dead. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- (lauchter). 
Q I'm serious. No, really, really -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- what the issues -- Is 
school prayer dead? 
Q Wouldn*t you agree that it's dead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't agree to school 
trayer's ceac, no. 


Q No, no. Constitutional Amendment to balance the 
bucset. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, Constitutional Amend- 
ment to balance the budget? It's going to be very tough. We didn't 
approach the two-thirds last time. It's going to be tougher now. We've 
got a discharse petition up again, see if we can get it out of -- first 
thing we've got to do is get that one out of committee. 


MORE 
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Q But practically, you would not expect to see movement? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is going to be difficult. 


N 
Q Od beyond the budget orocess -- can we gc beyond 
the budget process? Democratic leaders and to some extent Republican 
ieacers are talxine about bipartisanship and by that they mean between 
che administretion and Democrats who are not Boll Weevils. Does the 
acministration now -- your bipartisanship remains the conservative 
coalition-type from last year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President talked beyond 
partisanship -- just S5o0ll Weevil bipartisanship -- when he made his 
comments in the Rose Garcen this morning. I think what he was saying 
is tnat he is willing anc interested in working with this new Congress 
cn @ Dipartisan Dasis, which would not limit the bipartisan nature of 
it to just Boll Weevils. , 


Q But how was -- 
Q If you would let me follow that up, please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me clear the record. You 
xnow if the balancec budget amencment -- if I. thought it was dead, and 
what I said is, it is going to be extremely difficult, it is going to 
be hard to move it. I am not saying we are not going to continue to 
try and push the balanced budget. 


Q No, but I asked you whether practically you weren't 
just -- 


Q Are you saying you are going to push it? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As a practical matter it is 
very difficult. 


Q Are yOu saying you are going to push it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I am saying is, I 
am not saying we are not going to push it. 


Q I know that is what you are saying, and I am asking 
are you going to push it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the lame ducx we probably 
won't be able to. 


Q No -- at all in the new Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It remains an objective 
and a goal of the President, yes. 


. WN you say that the President -- ’ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, Tom had -- 

Q Well, I tust wanted to follow up on that. Does that 
mean that he is willing to meet with moderates in Congress in shaping 
broac policy beyond the question of the budget process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Getting back, this is not 


anything new. He met with moderates and liberals in the Congress in 
trying to shape budget policy to a greater degree, I think, perhaps than : 
other presidents have. Last year, when we had this Gang of Seventeen 
negotiations that extended over six weeks, detailed, in-depth discussions 
trying to reach an accomodation on a budcet resolution. I would antici- 
pate that if the budcet that the Executive Branch sends up is not | 
acceptable, it may be possible that we would have a similar thing this 
year. I am not saying that we will, but the President indicated this 
morning out there that he would not-be adverse to that kind of thing. 


Q well, NWS if he is willing to work with a bipartisan 


Congress, he has got to be willing to give somewhere. Is he going to 
be willing to give on defense or taxes or -- what are the areas that 
he is willing to give on? 
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SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not in a position, 
the Presicent naving Aac one meeting on the budget, to orejuage that. 
I think you rave to take his positicns on defense and taxes where 
you last saw tnmem. I have seen no evicence that he has changed those 
positions anc this election doesr.'t iead me to believe that he has 
changec. 


Q Do you think he cught to take another look at those 
positions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not have to tell you what 
I think. I am going to continue to not answer the questions about what I 
sRink. 

Q What is he going to do today? What is his agenda 
tocay? Is he going to get more post-mortems, is he going to make 
telephone calis? 

_ ENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he is going to be with 

Spadolini. He w‘ll be callinc some of the winners and some of the losers. 


Q Can I ask you one foreign policy thing? Did the 
success of the nuclear freeze thing in eight states, will that in any 
way be taken as a message by the people to do something new in arms 


control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot say that it will be 
taken as a message to do something new on arms control. We are very aware 


of what happened. We consciously stayed out of those referendums, as you 
know. 


Q What? 
Q In California? What about all those -- you sent all -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We consciously did as far as 
tne political -- 


Q Are we still having a Driefing? Could you speak up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you talking about the Sec- 
retary of Defense's press conference? 


Q No, I am talking about veople from the State Department 
and Clark's office, people from this administration speaking all over 
California and other states against it. Is that staying out of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We dicn't send political 
spokesmen out. 


Q Oh, not political spokesmen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We consciously stayed out 
of the nuclear freeze referendum. 


Q The President saic -- 


2 Wait a minute. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bill Clark accepted a speakinc 
invitation and the Secretary of Defense cave a press conference. 


Q What Go vou have to say about the Texas results? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Disappointed, highly dis- - 
appointed. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:34 A.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER SPADOLINI 


NOVEMBER 3, 1982 
The Briefing Room 


2:00 P.M. EDT 


MR. ALLIN: This is a background briefing attributable 
to a senior administration official on the meeting detween the 
President and the Prime Minister. For those of you who are not familiar 
with the White House background rules, you may quote, use all the 
quotes you want, as long as you attribute them to a senior administration 
official and do not use his name in your story. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ok, let me make a few, 
general off-the-top-of-the-head remarks about the meetings, and then 
I can go into a little more detail. I'll try to be as brief as 
possible so you can ask questions. 


Obviously, as you can tell from the two statements that 
you've just heard, we consider this to have been an extremely successful 
visit. The meetings that were held this morning, first a meeting 
with the Secretary of State at the Italian embassy residence, the 
residence of the Italian ambassador, and then the meeting here in 
the White House that began before lunch and went into lunch was very 
substantive and, I think, reflected, as the President put it much 
better than I could, the fact that we have no better friend than 
Italy. What you see, I think, is an emerging partnership on a variety 
of fronts. Security area symbolized by their support for the deployment 
On arms control approach of the Administration of intermediate range 
systems,in regional problems in the area particularly of the Middle 
East where they have in the past supported us in the Sinai and in 
Lebanon and, as the President said, are now working with us on our 
planning for modifying the roles and missions of the multilateral force 
in Lebanon. 


In other areas, in the area of international economics 
where we are working closely together and with other countries to make 
sure that the GATT Ministerial in November is successful in combatting 
forces around the world of protectionism, in other words, we want 
to work together to protect the world trading system, and, I think, working 
closely on a number of bilateral issues. In my briefing I gave, I think, 
last week, we talked a little bit about the support they're giving us 
on narcotics, the cooperation that's growing and the problem of 
international terrorism. You heard today that there has been an 
agreement to form an intergovernmental aerospace cooperation working 
group, which will focus on how the aviation estabiishments of the 
two countries can work more closely together. And at the same time 
you heard that the Italians have announced a decision in principle 
to purchase thirty DC-9-°0 aircraft for Air Italia. I believe that 
that purchase is worth approximately eight hundred million dollars. 


In terms of some of the other issues that were discussed, 
the question of the President's initiative on youth exchanges, the 
initiative that he took last year to increase exchanges of young people ‘ 
between the countries represented at the economic summit, as well 
as the fact that the Prime Minister is addressing the Conference on 
Free Elections, which begins tomorrow, and this is an American 
initiative, and we are very grateful that an Italian prime minister 
has agreed to extend his stay in Washington to address this conference. 


MORE 
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I think if there is one overall theme in addition to 
the question of partnership and how well we're cooperating, it is 
the fact that both sides recognize the intimate relationship 
between internationa] security problems and international economic 
problems. And there was an extensive discussicn during the lunch 
of the international economic climate, questions about how, as I 
said before, we can protect the world trading system, a lot of 
focus on the domestic economic situation in both countries, discussion 
of unemployment and inflation, but the point being that it would 
be impossible for 
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the West to take the steps necessary to protect security, not only just 
maintaining the military balance but maintaining political and social 
Stability in different parts of the world without a coordinated and a 
concerted effort to solve the current economic problems that all Western 
countries face. 


And this linkage between security and the internationai 
economic picture is one that we will continue to discuss bilaterally, 


we will discuss at the GATT Ministerial in November and wil] be the 
subject of discussions in December when the NATO Foreign Ministers meet. 


I think there was a good feeling about that discussion, 
that some headway was made and some <hemes were established that would 
be useful in follow-on discussions. 


Let me just take a quick look at my notes. 


The President had a chance to explain his position on law 
of the sea. 


Q Talk about the pipeline. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I was going to end up 
on that because I know you're going to want to ask about that. 


And, in addition to Lebanon, the President was, of course, 
able to talk about his broader Middle East peace plan. On East-West 
economic relations, this was clearly an issue that the Italians were 
interested in discussing and one that we wanted to talk about. As you 
know, there is an ongoing process here in Washington discussing this 
question. The fact that the Italian Prime Minister is a key participant 
in -- as Italy being a key participant in these discussions was here, it 
was useful for us. It gave us a chance to describe our views. And, as 
you could tell, by Prime Minister Spadolini's remarks at the end, our 
views and Italian views are substantially in agreement on the questions 
of not bailing out the Soviet economy, exercising restraint on credits, 
taking due care on the transfer of sensitive and strategic technology 
to the Soviets and ensuring that technology, a direct military 
relevance, does not go to the Soviet Union. 


As both I think indicated we think these are the 
elements of a consensus on these issues and -- 


Q But there was a fourth element -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- if we can reach 
that consensus -- 


Q But there was a fourth element -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- if we can reach 
that consensus, the President has said, as he has said several 
times in recent weeks, if we are successful in agreeing on a 
set of these broad measures in terms of East-West economic relations, 
we will be in a position to examine our sanctions on the pipeline 
which was, I believe, the fourth element. 


Q The fourth element was in the contracts which 
had been signed ~~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is, I think, 
just another way of saying precisely what you've said. 


Q Is it true to say that our views and Italian 
views are siibstantially in agreement on all four of the points 
in which the Italian Prime Minister listed in his speech? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would want to 
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listen to those four points very carefully. I think the best way 
to say it is what I= said and thet is that we are substantially in 
agreement with the itaiians on the question of East-West economic 
relations. 


Q -- Prime Minister Spadolini said earlier -- he 
Said right after that that the United States had made a further 
step forward and that that would be presented this evening to the 
Ambassadors concerned. 


Q He called it a formula. 


: Q To what degree does that formula reflect the 
four points? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just would like 
to say that we're continuing the discussions and that there have 
been -- let me finish what I'm going to say, please. We are continuing 
the discussions. A number of new ideas are being introduced into this 
process all the time. We're studying ideas that other people have and 
we hope that people are looking at our ideas. And beyond that, I 
don't think it's really helpful to comment. 


I think I said when I was here last week that we want 
this process to succeed and discussing it in too much detail isn't 
going to heip the process. 


Q Is this a new idea? Is the four points a new idea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Can I follow my own question? Without getting into 
the substance of this thing, are you at a stage where you have made a 
fresh proposal and you're making a fresh start with the Ambassadors con- 
erned? Or is it, as far as you're concerned, part of the ongoing -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: No, this is an iterative 
process. In other words, its evolving. And it's evolved since the 
Secretary of State was in La Savinier in Canada and we carried on -- he 
carried on discussions with the Foreign Ministers. And then the action 
came to Washington and we've continued to carry on these discussions. 


Q You said that an agreement -- 

Q -- this pipeline, can you be more specific? How 
can we agree if they go one way and -- they've been going one way all 
along and if they're going to be in agreement now, we must have changed 
our position. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, part of this whole 
process is to make sure that we don't all go in different directions. 


Q Well, they haven't changed their position, have they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think everyone has 
tried in terms of this process to reach a 
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consensus On some basic stands or positions on East-West economics. 
It's nothing new on issues like technology transfer or on questions 
of credits and so forth. 


Q As I understood the gentleman as he spoke, he 
said definitely we have to keep to the agreements that we made 
already in order to keep our credibility. So, that means that 
Italy is -- to go along in what position she took on the pipeline 
before and we must be the ones that caved in. Is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That isn't. 


Q -- the allies are going to be asked to vote tonight 
on something in the way of a draft oroposal? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not a 
voting process and I'm not even going to comment on what is or 
will not happen tonight. 


Q The President said the Prime Minister had 
Stated Italy's willingness in principle to expand numbers, roles, 
and missions in the MNF. Where do we stand regarding our own 
position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's understood 
that we are examining new roles anc missions for our forces 
there. This is a process that we have to work out slowly because 
it's one we have to consult with people on the Hill. We have 
to address it with other allies. I think our first hurdle was 
simply thinking about the process of expanding those roles and 
missions in order to create a framework so that the Lebanese 
military, in the longer term, can take over these responsibilities. 


Q Are you talking of expanding numbers, roles, 
or both? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just simply 
said expanding the roles and missions. I don't want to go into 
any more cetail. 


Q He said an agreement is at hand -- 


Q He spoke of a parallel announcement in the 
MNF later this week or within a few days. Is that parallel 
just between Italy and the United States or is it your understanding 
there may be others that would join in this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just can't 
answer that question. I don't kncw. I don't even know if a 
decision has been taken. I really don't. 


Q Can you address -- the Prime Minister referred 
to a new agreement. What was that new agreement referring to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was an 
agreement in principle to -- for the Italians to participate 
with us in a discussion and if we can work out all the problems -- 
actual implementation of changing the roles and missions of 
the MNF. 


Q Did they agree to talk about it? 


Q The Prime Minister said very specifically 
a parallel decision to increase our presence in Lebanon. That's 
numbers, isn't it? 


MORE 
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SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll let his remarks 
stand for for themselves. 


Q They are correct? 
Q Sir, what are they going to do on aerospace? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's just a 
mumber of ways, we think, that the two sides can cooperate. 
Particularly, there's a lot of technical know-how and experience 
we have that the Italians are interested in. And this is one 
sector where the United States has a lot to offer and we think 
it's in our interest to work with them -- 


Q Back on the pipeline, he said that an agreement 


is, in his mind, very near. Do you share that assessmentyat this stage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
try to hazzard a guess on when or how we will reach an agreement. 
We hope we will reach an agreement, but I think it's -- I just 
think it's not fruit... for me to speculate how close. 


Q Maybe you could tell me on this. He also 
said he's going to be carrying this plan, essentially, to France 
to see Mitterrand. Do you know when that's going to take place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't. 


Q Was he wrong when he said that a formula 
was going to -- he used the word “formula”. Was he wrong when 
he said a formula was going to be presented to the ambassadors 
tonight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
quibble about semantics. I just -- I don't know how you would 
Gefine a formula. As I said before -- 


Q Well, how would you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that there are -- 
that there -- throughout this process people are producing new 
ideas in an effort to reach a consensus. 


Q What are you -- 


Q You've also said that the last point the Prime 
Minister mentioned is not one of those new ideas. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that has been -- 
I mean, that has never been -- shouldn't be a surprise. We have 
said all along that -- and the President has said that if we 
are successful in reaching an agreement on a set of substitute 
measures in producing this consensus that the President said 
he wanted, then we would be in the position to review our policy 
on the pipeline sanctions. 


Q Does the formula or whatever other language 
you want to use to describe it that is going to the ambassador's 
tonight and is going to Paris next with the Prime Minister, does 
that include that fourth point which is not a new idea but an 
old idea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I doen't really 
want to comment on that because you make this sound like a 
formula is a big brand new large proposal. 
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2 He made it sounc like that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He calied it a 
formula. We have -- we've been working along and putting togetner 
a basic ccnsensus on several points and what people are doing 
is offering new ideas about some of those points where disacreement 
Still exists. 


Q Now, you called this meeting extremely successful 
and very substantive. Are we still at simply the exchange of new 
ideas stage or has there been progress achieved in overcoming -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we've made 
progress all along since the meeting -- I mean, you only have to 
remember six weeks ago, two months ago this was a terribly divisive 
issue within the Alliance. And in the last month or so, we have 
been able to get people sitting down and talking about reaching 
a consensus and that's progress. That, in itself, is an important 
step forward. 


Q What are you presenting to the Ambassadors? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm certainly not 
going to talk about that. I don't think it would be helpful. 


Q Is it something the United States can accept -- 
this formula that the Prime Minister says he's going to present. 
Can the United States accept this -- whatever it is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you should 
go back and look at what the Prime Minister said. 


Q Well -- 


Q Where is this meeting taking place and who is 
presenting it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to 
talk about this meeting. 


Q Is a meeting taking place tonight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to 
talk about when the meeting is. 


Q You won't even confirm what the Prime Minister 
said -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll just let his 
remarks stand. 


Q Can you talk a bit about the differences -- some 
of the differences that we still have with the French? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I just really 
think that that would be totally unproductive. I mean, acain, 
my primary concern is to reach an agreement and airing these 
ditierences in public is the best sure way to just -- to make 
sure that we don't. 


Q -- say that you are letting the Prime Minister's 
ecks stand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let Prime Minister 
Spadolini talk about these issues. That's fine. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we've focused 
on this enough. Do you have some other questions you want to <-- 


Q Could you be a little more specific about 
progress which have been made in this conversation today? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I would not 


want to. It is really not in the interest of the success of the 
process. 


Q I am net talking about the pipeline. I am 
talking generally. I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I could tick off 
all of those issues again. We had this agreement in the aviation 
area. We had the announcement of the intent of the aircraft 
purchase. We had the discussion and the agreement on the 
U.S.-Italian cooperation in a revision of the MNF role. We 
hac discussion on continuec Italian support for the U.S. 
decision to deploy INF, and support for the President's 
zero-option arms control proposal. 


I will have to look at my notes again, but I 
see a number of, I think, important developments. 


Q Will the revision of the roles of the MNF 
involve U.S. forces being deployed outside of Beirut? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not want to 
get into that. 


Q Can you tell me what the meaning is, in 
terms of the interactive politics of the various European 
countries -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This guy has a 
degree in political science -- “interactive politics.” 


Q Can you tell me for what reason Italy is 
being, in effect, the spokesperson to put forward the ideas, 
the specifics on the pipeline question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think 
anybody is being used as a spokesperson. No one is being used 
as spokesperson. People are playing different roles in this process 
as they see fit. And it is not just Italy. It is Britain, Germany, 
the other countries that are immediately involved in this process. 
And there is nobody who is trying to ccordinate this kind of 
overall scenario. Everyone is, kind of, working on his own to 
try to protect his own interest and in the interest, also, of 
Alliance consensus. 


Q Who is representing the United States at 
these sessions? Is it Shultz? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I am not 
going to talk about these meetings. 


Q Could you suggest a reason why Italy does 
find it useful for its Prime Minister to go into the specifics 
when the American President, who just oreceded him, chose not 
to do that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; I cannot. You 
will have to ask the Italians about that. 


Q Yes; that is the usual pattern of the United 
States, is it not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know, 
is it? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:17 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE VISIT OF 
CHANCELLOR HELMUT KOHL 


November 12, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
10:10 A.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: The briefing this morninc will be on the 
official visit of Chancellor Kohl un Monday. This is a background 
briefing attributable to senior administration officials. 


Let me just say because we had talked before about an 
announcement on the funeral delegation, we should have that -- we 
will have it at the noon briefing, okay? 


Q Is it noon or 12:30 p.m. today? 
MR. ALLIN: At 12:30 p.m. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any 
statement to begin with. I might just run through the program very 
briefly. The Chancellor arrives at Andrews, I think, at 4:00 p.m. 
on Sunday. There will be no activities involving the Chancellor 
on the Sunday afternoon. He'll have a private dinner. The Secretary -- 
or the Acting Secretary, should the Secretary not be here, wouid 
be mt breakfast with the Chancellor on Monday. The White House 
arrival -- 


Q Who will --- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon, 
the Secretary of State will be having breakfast with the Chancellor 
On Monday morning. 


Q I thought he was going to 4 funeral? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said or the Acting 
Secretary if the Secretary is not in town. 


?] Who would that be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That would be Kenneth 
Dam, the Deputy Secretary of State, should the Secretary not be 
in town. 


The White House ceremony begins, or the White House 
segment of the program begins at 11:00 a.m. with an arrival ceremony. 
The meeting in the Oval Office is at 11:30 a.m. There will be a 
lunch -- the President hosting a lunch for the Chancellor at 12:15 p.m. 
which I would imagine would be over around, what 1:15 p.m. <-- 1:30 p.m.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At 1:45 p.m. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, 1:45 p.m., I'm 
sorry, -~ 1:45 p.m. 


That would conclude the White House portion of the visit. 
The Chancellor has several other appointments scheduled for the 
afternoon. He will be meeting with the Secretary of the Defense, 
I know, around 3:00 p.m., if my memory serves me. The President 
is having a small private dinner for the Chancellor on Monday 
night. The Chancellor will be meeting with members of the 
Congressional leadership on Tuesday morning and will be leaving 
for New York for a program which centers on the United Nations 
around 10:00 a.m. or 10:30 a.m. on Tuesday. 
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I think he will be departing for Germany from New 
York on Tuesday evening. I'm not sure what the time is. That's all -- 
that's the program as it stands right now. 


Q Is there any consideration that the Chancellor 
may go to Moscow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We understand that 
he will not be going to Moscow. Obviously, this is not our decision. 
We understand that the German delegation will consist of the Federal 
President, Dr. Carstens, and that possibly Foreign Minister Genscher 
would be accompanying him. But the Chancellor, as we understand, 
is still planning to make the trip here. 


Q Would you think that he would have cone to the 
funeral if this trip -- the President -- if this trip hadn't 
been scheduled? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't the slightest 
idea. I think it would depend a great deal on who else will be 
going from the other Western European countries. You could ask 
him when he's here. 


Q Do we know who else is going from -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't. At least 
I don't. 


Q Has the President ever met with Chairman Kohl? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they met here 
in the Oval Office -- 


Q Chancellor. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- Chancellor. They 
met here in October of 1981. The Chancellor was here as CDU leader 
and they had a meeting here. They met again in Bonn -- 


Q When he was here for what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 
They met here when the Chancellor, now Chancellor, was here in 
October of 1981. He was then CDU leader -- Christian Democratic 
Union leader. 


The President and the Chancellor, now Chancellor, 
met in Bonn during the President's visit in June while at the 
close of the President's speech to the German Bundestag. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-=- and in ‘78. 
Q Then why is he coming here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon. 
My colleague corrects me. They also met in 1978 when the President 
visited the Federal Republic. 


Q Why is he coming here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why is the Chancellor 
coming? Well, the Chancellor took office roughly five weeks ago 
and he's been having a series of meetings with his key Western 
counterparts. He's met in Bonn with President Mitterrand. This 
was a visit previously scheduled before the change of governments 
inthe Federal Republic. He's traveled to Paris. He's traveled 
to London. Mrs. Thatcher has been in Bonn. So, I think it's quite 
reasonable that he should come to Washington and meet with the 
President. His role has changed considerably since they last met 
in Bonn. 
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Q Do you think tha- there's going to be a heavy 
discussion of the pipeline sanctions? Do you anticipate the 
Chancellor asking the President to make some movement on that in 
the near future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the question 
of East-West relations will be very high on the agenda. And in the 
East-West relations area, we'll obviously talk about economic 
matters. The President indicated at the news conference -- 
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at his news conference last night that some progress had been made in 
the discussions which are going on with some of our key allies on the 
general question of East-West economic relations. I would not anti- 
Cipate that the pipeline issues, per se, would be a major subject of 
discussion between the President and the Chancellor. 


Q Well, do you think -- 


‘. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be discussed, 
ut I -- 


Q But a follow-up to that, though. Do you think that 
Kohl is one of the people the President is talking about where great 
progress has been made in terms of the East-West -- In other words, 
is Kohl lining up with the President on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Federal Republic 
has participated in all of the discussions which have been going on 
for the last month or so on East-West economic relations to which the 
President referred yesterday and, as to the extent that these discussions 
have made a great deal of progress, the Federal Republic and Chancellor 
Kohl have participated in the progress. To that extent, yes. 


Q What is their principal subject of discussion? 


Q Before we get to that, Helen, on the pipeline, if 
I could just ask another question. What impact does the change in 
leadership in the Soviet Union have on those discussions and is there 
any concern on the part of the U.S. about making some big change in 
terms of an agreement on East-West trade and the pipeline at a time 
of transition in the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that the 
change of leadership in the Soviet Union has no impact at all on the 
discussions which are going on. We're talking about a longterm policy 
which would serve for the Western allies in their trade and economic 
relations with the Soviet Union over an extended period without reference 
to changes in the leadership in the Soviet Union. So, I would not 
suspect that there would be any immediate impact or any impact at all. 


Q Wouldn't some of our allies, particularly Germany, 
though, feel that in implying in a new East, in a new Western trade 
agreement that it might send a signal to the new leadership that they're 
going to tighten credit and restrict trade and would they want to do 
that in this, before they find out what kind of conciliatory steps 
the new leadership might be willing to make? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I see no indication 
that the Western allies, Western European countries, see any reason 
why we shouldn't continue the discussions -- 


Q Was this discussed yesterday after the death? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 
Q Has there been a discussion since Brezhnev's death -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specifically, no. 
But I see no indication in contacts with the Western Europeans that 
any of them feel that there's any reason not to continue on the path 
we're on here. Now the timing, as the President indicated last night, 
remains a matter of question exactly when we would conclude the 
discussions. 


Q Well, is there a difference between Kohl's foreign 
policy and Schmidt's? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the federal 
government, the Federal Chancellor, has emphasized continuity. 
Obviously, there will be some differences -- differences of style, 
differences in temperament, differences between the two people, in that 
Schmidt is quite a difference personality from Kohl -- but the Chancellor, 
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in his public comments and privately, has emphasized continuity. The 
changes, given the fact that -- For instance, you have to take into 
consideration the fact that three of the ministers in the new federal 
government are occupying the same positions that they had in the 
previous government and two of them, Genscher and Lambsdorff, are 
occupying very important positions in terms of the Federal Republic's 
external relations. So, obviously, there are notgoingto be, one 
wouldn't expect, major changes in either foreign economic policy, with 
Graf Lambsdorff still Economics Minister, or foreign policy in general 
with Genscher. But there will be some changes of emphasis, changes 
of style and I think we won't know what they are until we have a bit 
of time to watch this government. 


= 


Q Going back to that question of timing on the East- 
West relations: Do you think that any statement of East-West relations 
would be strung out a little bit longer now, maybe a little bit of a 
delay, to see about the new leadership in the Soviet Union? Do you 
anticipate that it might be elongated -- this time period? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I see no reason to 
believe that would happen. 


Q Well, do you see Chancellor Kohl signing off, while 
he's here, on some new trade policy that, East-West trade policy, that 
would take the place of the pipeline sanctions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not a bilateral 
U.S.-German question. The Germans, the United States, and many other 
allied countries have participated inthe discussions which have been 
going on for several weeks and I would not look to the Chancellor's 
visit as an opportunity for the Federal Republic to sign off on 
anything. This is a multilateral exercise, not a bilateral U.S.- 
German project. 


The discussions, as the Fivsident said yesterday, have 
made progress. They are on a certain time schedule of their own. 
There are certain things that need to be done and I don't see any, 
the Chancellor's visit or the events in Moscow having any impact on it. 
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Q What's the top subject on the agenda for the 
discussions? Isn*t he a hardliner, much more so than Schmidt, not 
for detente? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, that is a 
misreading. I would suggest you read James Reston's interview 
with the Chancellor in The New York Times, not to put a pluc in 
for a specific journal, of I guess it was on yesterday, in yesterday's 
Times. The Chancellor made quite clear that he favors what he calls 
and what the Foreign Minister calls a realistic though hardheaded 
detente, an effort to reach understandings with the Soviet Union, 
where understandings are possible and a firm determination to continue 
building up Western deterrent capabilities preceding with the dual 
track NATO decision on both sides and cooperating closely with 
the United States. So -- 


Q You just described the hardliner. Go on. 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that is your 
characterization, ma'am, not mine. 


Q What are they going to talk about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's quite reasonable 
that the President and the new Chancellor will have a very broad-ranginc 
discussion of all sorts of issues. East-West relations will obviously 
be at the top of the agenda, but I think we'll also want to talk 
about the Middle East, or rather they will want to talk about the 
Middle East. They'll want to talk about economic questions. We have 
some important events coming up, such as «he GAT Ministerial and, 

I think, the President and the Secretary of State will want to make 
Clear the importance we attach to this event. I think we'll want to 
talk perhaps a bit about Central America where we've had some 
discussions in the past. And there's some bilateral matters,not 

say in the sense of a problem but rather in the sense of a program, 

we are following up on the agreement that President Reagan and then 
Chancellor Schmidt reached in January on improved U.S.-German contacts. 
And there will be some events in connection to the Chancellor's visit 
which will demonstrate what we're doing in the area of trying to increase 
U.S.-German contacts, looking toward the 1983 tricentennial year of 
German settlement in the United States. The President has invited 
Federal President Carstens to visit the United States in October 

to commemorate the October 3, 1682 landing of the first German 
settlers in the United States. 


Q He is basically following Schmidt's policy with -- 
Schmidt was very firm that Germany would not host the new U.S. 
weapons unless another European country did so. Hasn't Kohl said 
that Germany will, regardless of whether another country does? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: No, and I've not seen any 
change in the German position on the INF decision. I don't think 
this is an issue, as a matter of fact, because the other Western 
European countries are moving ahead with the Federal Republic with 
us on the INF program, both on the arms control side and on the 
deployment side. Italy -- I don't think, so I don't think this 
no-singularity issue which was one which the former Chancellor Schmidt 
emphasized quite a bit should arise. There's no question that all 
of the Western European allies are prepared to move ahead with this 
decision. 


Q What effect does the Walesa release have on the question 
of anti-Soviet and anti-Polish sanct.ons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, for one thing I'm not 
sure he's been released. I saw an announcement this morning that 
preparations were underway for his release. So, I think we'll have 
to wait and see exactly when he's released and what the conditions 
of his release are. I think obviously to the extent that this 
represents a very partial satisfaction of one of the three conditions 
that the NATO allies set in their January 11 communique. Certainly we 
would welcome the release of Mr. Walesa. One would hope that he would 


be allowed to go back and in freedom continue his activities. I think 
you just have to wait and see what the impact will be. 


Q You do not regard it as a major step. You say that it's 
a partial step . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a step, but I mean we've 
set the conditions, the three conditions which have been stated many 
times since the llth of January for a normalization in Poland, and 


4 I think Walesa's release is a very partial step in that direction. 

- But due to his prominence, obviously it's something people would 

a welcome. One would think that all -- if you can release Walesa, 

> why shouldn't you be able to release all of the detainees? He was 
certainly the most prominent of them. 

8 Q Well, has that caused us to have questions. 

7 SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 

z 


Q Has that -- what you just said -- has that caused 
us to have questions then about what conditions that Walesa might 
have agreed to? Is that -- 


vit 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I have no reason, no, 
I'm just saying that once Walesa's out, I would think one would 
want to look and see how he's treated by the government and what 
he's allowed to do. 


Q Do all three of these conditions have to be met before 
we will relax our sanctions or do we partially relax our sanctions 
in response to the partial meeting of those conditions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we want to watch 
the developments in Poland very carefully and see how the situation 
evolves and calibrate our actions to the situation there. I don't 
think we've ever been specific, and I certainly don't want to be 
specific at this time -- if you'll do this, we'll do that. I think 
you want to watch the overall situation in the country and see what, 
what sort of response from the United States and the Western allies 
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would be appropriate in terms of what they've actually done. 


Q So partial -- if I could follow up, partial relaxation 
of our sanctions is possible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not saying that. 
I'm saying we will watch the situation in Poland and calibrate our 
response to what happens in Poland. 


Q What sort of time frame are you talking about on the 
trade talks? You mentioned they have a face of their own, and 
could they be accelerated by events in Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't think so. 
I would think that they will continue, as I tried to indicate, according 
to the various things which need to be done. And I wouldn't want to 
guess, as the President was not prepared to guess, when they would 
be concluded. 


Q What impact does Andropov's selection have on East- 
West relations, as you see it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Has he been selected? 
Q Yes, it's been announced. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's been formally 
announced that he's -- I heard it was a Tanjug report, which may 
not have too much -- 


Q It's been formally announced. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Formally announced that 
he's the new General Secretary? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I'm just 
not prepared to speculate on that, since I'm hearing it for the 
first time on this stand. We're talking about the Kohl visit anyway. 


Q Is Germany proceeding with elections in March or 
near that time, as Kohl said he would? And how strong is Kohl 
politically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't try to 
answer the second part of your question at all. You can read the 
polls as well as I. But my understanding is that the discussions 
are going on now about the possibility of holding elections, discussions 
among the three parties -- or four parties. There are some constitu- 
tional questions which arise here in terms of how the Bundestag might 
be dissolved, but I think the assumption of observers in Germany and 
people who are watching Germany is that there will indeed be elections -- 
federal elections next March. The modalities by which the Bundestag 
will be dissolved in elections will be called and have yet to be 
determined, how exactly this will hapven under the federal constitution. 


Isn't that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but everybody is 
saying that they're determined to hold elections and so I -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've heard nobody seems 
to be opposed to holding elections. The only question is how you do it. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:28 A.M. EST 
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} MR. JOHN HUGHES: Good afternoon all. Sorry to 
keep you waiting. Secretary of State Shultz sends his 
regrets. He got something caught in his throat during 
lunch. He's fine, but in view of the fact that we're 
heading off to Moscow this afternoon, several of his aides 
thought it would be just as well to get that checked out. 
So he drove over to George Washington Hospital and is 
getting that checked out, so he won't be with us until a 
little later on. 
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0 What did he get caught in his throat? 


MR. HUGHES: I don't know. This is a session ON 
BACKGROUND in connection with the President's radio address. 
You certainly may quote these officials, but you may not 
attribute to them by name. They are to be described as 
senior Administration spokesmen. 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: The only other time I was in here 
it was so bright I couldn't see, and now it's so dark I 
can't see, but it averages out all right. 
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These discussions with our friends -- seven 
countries -- revealed a very broad area of agreement on fun- 
damental aspects of East-West economic relations. Indeed, 
that's really how the discussions got going, when it was 
discovered in the conversations that the Secretary had with 
a number of the foreign ministers, that fundamentally there 
was broad agreement, and an effort was made to follow up on 
that. 


The agreement that has been reached in substance 
is, a signal to the Soviet Union that the Western 
allies agree on the fundamental aspects of their economic 
relationships with the U.S.S.R. 


The countries involved in the agreement have 
agreed that economic relations with the Soviet Union and the 
countries of Eastern Europe are an integral part of the 
overall relationship with those countries and must be viewed 
in a security context. 
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We agree on the necessity of maintaining and 
strengthening strategic trade controls to avoid providing 
technology or equipment to the Soviet Union which would 
contribute to that country's military capabilities. 


We also agree on the need to avoid any aid to the 
Soviet economy and on the need to conduct trade with that 
country on the basis of a strict balance of advantages. 


These provisions will ensure that trade with the 
Soviets benefits the West and does not enhance Soviet mili- 
tary might. 


We have agreed to conduct a series of studies in 
appropriate forums as a basis for implementing firm coor- 
dinated policies on the matter of East-West economic rela- 
tions. These studies will emphasize, among other things, 
the energy question, and particularly in terms of avoiding 
any further dependence on the Soviet Union as a source of 
energy and as regards sales of advanced Western energy 
equipment and technology to the U.S.S.R. 


The achievement of a broad consensus within the 
Western Alliance on East-West economic relations, consisting 
of agreed objectives and agreed criteria and agreed working 
procedures, represents an historic achievement, and one for 
which I believe the President deserves a great deal of cre- 
dit as of course do all of our associates in the enterprise. 


It's very much been a joint enterprise, and the 
credit really needs to be shared fully. It's clearly a vic- 
tory for the Alliance and a demonstration of the ability of 
the Allied countries and Japan patiently and carefully to 
work out their differences in arriving at a common, shared 
position that protects and enhances our mutual security 
interests. 


That commitment to a long-term, realistic and 
multilateral Western policy on trade with the East consti- 
tutes an enduring response, not only to the tragic events in 
Poland but also to the pattern of aggressive Soviet behavior 
of which Poland is the most recent manifestation. 


We agreed that none of us intends to engage in 
economic warfare against the Soviet Union, but that our own 
security requires paying close attention to our economic 
relations with them. 
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That's the end of my prepared statement. Do you 
want to go ahead, or do you want to have questions? Where 
is John Hughes? Did you want to go ahead with questions to 
me, Or do you want to hear from the next senior administra- 
tion official first? 


MR. ROMBERG: Perhaps we could begin with his 
statement. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: The President has instructed the 
Commerce Department to make the following modifications to 
Export Control Regulations affecting the Soviet Union. 


First, effective November 13, today, the December 
30, 1981, and June 22, 1982, Export Control Regulations will 
be lifted. At the same time we intend to resume processing 
requests for licenses to the Soviet Union. 


Lifting these Export Control Regulations will 
allow companies to engage in the following types of commer- 
cial transactions: 


- Shipment of oil and gas, transmission and 
refining equipment, and technical data to the Soviet tiInion 
will no longer be subject to foreign policy controls by the 
Department of Commerce. 


- The Commerce Department will process, on a case- 
by-case basis, requests to export oil and gas exploration 
and production equipment. That's as distinct from 
transmission and refining equipment. 


- U.S.-owned or controlled foreign firms will be 
able to export foreign-origin oil and gas equipment and 
technology. 


- Finally, we plan to resume processing requests 
on a case-by-case basis to export national security 
controlled items to the Soviet Union. 


This will be done under the licensing policy that 
existed before the December order, which order suspended 
processing of such applications, and also we'll resume pro- 
cessing such cases for Poland. 


These actions will allow U.S. firms such as 
Caterpillar, General Electric, to fultill existing 
contracts. They will also allow U.S. firms to compete for 
prospective businesss on an equal footing with their foreign 
competitors. 
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These actions should result in U.S. firms and 
their foreign associates regaining a large part of the $600 
million in business affected by the December regulations, 
and the $1.6 billion in business affected by the June 
regulations. That's over $2 billion in total. 


The Department of Commerce will terminate all 
enforcement actions involving cases related to the now 
rescinded regulations. We expect the temporary denial 
Orders, issued in such cases against six foreign firms and 
certain of their affiliates, to be lifted promptly. 


I think I'll stop there. There may be some 
questions on the specific effects of the sanctions that I'll 
be glad to answer when the time comes, however you want to 
run it. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Let's just see who they direct 
questions to. 


8) I wonder if you could clear up something. Do 
you think it's possible that the U.S. firus like Caterpillar 
will be able to get back some of the contracts that I 
thought had been lost to Komatsu in Japan, for example, on 
the pipeline equipment? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: That's difficult to answer yes 
Or no to. I think probably so, but there's no way to be 
positive about that one way or the other. 


8) In addition to the temporary denial orders 
and the actions within your own Department, there are a 
couple of court cases now pending against the Administration. 


Do you have any indication how this is going to 
affect those? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: No, I don't if they're pending 
against the Administration. I'm not aware of any 
Administration cases except the ones I mentioned against 
Others, but I wouldn't have any way of guessing how cases 
against us would be affected because that's not in our 
purview. 


STAFF MEMBER: They will probably be mooted. 
There's no issue pending before the court now; that the denial 
orders will be dropped. 
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Q Do you know the extent to which this new trade 
agreement will be any more costly to the Soviet Union than 
the sanctions, if in fact that will be the case? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I think it will be considerably 
more costly to the Soviets because it's an agreement on some 
long-range significant policy on credits, energy, other 
significant areas, that will be in place, we feel, for a 
long time. 


The sanctions clearly could delay the construction 
of the pipeline, and thereby delay the earning of hard 
currency by the Soviets. I think it's fair to say that for 
every year's delay in the pipeline, there will be about $5 
billion cost to the Soviets. 


But sanctions are essentially are a short-term 
measure because sooner or later in a period of time people 
find ways around the sanctions, develop new products, and so 
forth that the Soviets can get some place else. So it's a 
strong but temporary measure. 


These other measures are much more long term and 
could have much more of an effect than the sanctions are. I 
don't think there's any question about that. 


0 You're talking about the sanctions costing 
the Soviets about $10 billion a year because of lost 
revenues. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I'd say $5-$6 billion. 


2) So you're saying that the annual cost to the 
Soviet Union, because of the trade agreement, is going to be 
higher than that figure? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I don't know about the annual 
cost because it's difficult to quantify that specifically. 
I'd say over a medium-term period it would cost the Soviets 
Significantly more, but that's got to be a guess. 


Q A good deal has been made about this study or 
the agreement to consider sales of advanced oil and gas 
technology in the military sphere of COCOM. 


Does that have any kind of practical impact on 
what is now being sold to the Soviets? Is there anything 
that as a result of this agreement is not going to be sold 
to the Soviets, that before the sanctions were put in place 
was going to be sold? 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: I want to make sure I understand 
your question right. Is there anything now as a result of 
lifting the sanctions or the new agreement? 


) Does this have any practical, immediate 
effect is what I'm saying. The sanctions have come off, 
everything is going forward, I take it, from what you say is 
the $600 million to $1.6 billion in terms of business that 
the United States will regain. 


Is there anything in practical impact of con- 
sidering oil and gas technology as a military item that will 
result in the Soviets not getting something? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Could I make a comment on that 
and the previous question? It may not be a direct answer, 
but the cost to the Soviet really isn't quite the point. 


The objective is to cut off high technology 
developments that develop in the West which they then are able 
to take over, and they use in their military equipment build- 
up a more effective military establishment, put us to con- 
siderable cost at building up one equally good. 


So one of the objects is to cut down that sort of 
free ride on our high technology, and it will have a reduc- 
tion in the quality as well as an increase in cost. I think 
you can't measure those directly in dollar costs the way 
maybe you could the delay of this pipeline. 


0 Why has the text of the agreement not being 
made public now? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: These negotiations were started 
out and carried on in confidence with the idea -- correctly 
-- which I guess has been recognized since the people were 
writing, drawing up the American Constitution, that nego- 
tiations carried on in confidence can be much more effective 
than those that are open to public view. 


It was agreed from the beginning that the con- 
fidence would be maintained, and so it's simply a con- 
sequence of the atmosphere in which these have gone on. 


I should add, it's been a very cordial and 
cooperative atmosphere. 


0 It was not clear in either the President's 
speech and listening to your statement exactly what has been 
agreed upon except a study. 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: A number of things have been 
agreed on. For example, didn't the President mention the 
fact that the European countries have said they will not 
enter into any new contracts for natural gas from the Soviet 
Union while this is -- 


0 Yes, but he says that is only during the course 
of the study. How long does that last? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: A matter of months. That is, 
these studies are intended to be pushed vigorously and 
aggressively, and that is part of the understanding. 


0 Subsequent to that, they could enter into 
contracts with the Soviets? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: They could. That will depend 
on what the outcome of the studies is, what kind of conclu- 
sions are reached. 


¢) Is there anything binding that says once the 
Studies are completed -- if the studies, for example, say, 
yes, there are viable alternatives of energy -- is there 
anything that binds these countries to say, "All right, we 
will go for the alternative, rather than to go for Soviet 
gas or -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. This does not have that kind 
of binding thing of people being bound in advance to con- 
ditions that haven't yet been determined. 


0 When you get to the bottom line, isn‘t it 
just basically a flip-flop on the policy? Up til yesterday 
or today, the idea was to deny them hard currency. Now we 
are going to help them build their pipeline, and after a 
matter of months there will be no restrictions on purchases 
of natural gas from that pipeline or other projects? So now 
we're going to give them the hard currency that up til today 
we said we were trying to deny them without their achieving 
the stated objective, which was releasing some of the 
restrictions on Poland. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't think it works exactly 
that way. They certainly will -- and would have if the sanc- 
tions had been continued -- complete the pipeline at some 
date, and they have contracts for the sale of the gas. 


The agreement does provide that they will not get 
additional contracts, but I think the important aspects of 
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the agreement are very much more the recognition that we 
have common security interests which are very vitally 
affected by our economic relations, and it requires a good 
deal of careful study to determine exactly where our 
security is affected in our trade relations agreement. 


Q What you're talking about is words as opposed 
to the actions. The concrete actions are exactly what we 
said we would not do. Correct? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: No. 


-- MORE 
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0 Sic, you say you have substantial agreement on 
a plan of action. Do you not just have a framewock for an 
idea of a proposal? Where is the teeth in this to back up the 
cestcictions on technology or credits? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: A team -- 


0 Is there a signed agreement cathec than a 
substantial agreement? Is there a cegulac signed agreement? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The agreement won't be in the form 
of a signed agreement -- this is not a treaty; but there will 
be a completed agreement. There acre some details of wording, 
but not of substance, yet to be worked out. 

0 When you say “substantial agreement," -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We meant that the substance is 
agreed to. 


0 So all of the partners ace in substantial 
agreement -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 
0 -- including France? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: On the substance. Yes. 


0 Specifically, how is that different from what 
evecyone thought he had agreed to at Versailles? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The present agreement? 

0 Yes. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not all that familia 
with Vecsailles, but there ace a numbec of cespects in which 
this goes beyond the Versailles agreements. 


0 Could you give us some specific cases? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: You have that very well in mind, 
sic, having been involved in Vecsailles and this too. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: I think there ace three oc fourc 
specific areas that this goes beyond Versailles. First of 
all, in the acea of credits, what we are saying -- and what 
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the President said -- is that we are going to worck to harc- 
monize credit policy. That goes behind Versailles. That was 
a controversial issue at Versailles. 


Secondly, this says that we are going to strengthen 
systems for the transfec of strategic items in the area of 
COCOM -- that's the coordinating committe with all the NATO 
countries and Japan. That goes beyond Versailles. 


0 In what way does it go beyond Versailles? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: There is no commitment in the 
Vecsailles Communique to strengthen the COCOM machinery. 


Q eeee to strengthen the machinery. There was 
a commitment to ceview moce intensively -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: This is to stcengthen the machin- 
ery and the whole system, as well as to strengthen the list 
itself. 


0 Wasn't it -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Wait a minute. Let me finish. 
In the acea of energy, we have agreed that we'rce going to exa- 
mine enecgy cequicements, with a special focus on European 
enecgy cequicements. There was no such commitment taken at 
Versailles. Most importantly, this so-called “study” is a 
wock peogcam; it's a commitment, to follow up on specific steps in 
the COCOM acea, in the acea of no new contcacts for oil and 
gas equipment, and in the area of credit harmonization. There 
is a wock pcogcam, a commitment, to follow up on these areas 
to ceach further progress. None of that was in Versailles. 


0 Is there anything specific there? The 
President and the State Department were considerably upset 
when the Fcench extended a 7.8% loan to finance the down 
payment on the pipeline. Is there anything specific in here 
which says that eithec in public or in private credits, they 
will be limited to, for example, the OECD 12% consensus? Were 
any of those figuces used? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No specific figures are used. 
Thece is a provision also for monitoring ccedit relations bet- 
ween the Western countries and the Eastern. 


0 But any country that wanted to give an 8% loan 
to the Soviets could go ahead and do it? Thece's nothing in 
this that says it can't? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: It is at 12 now undec the OECD con- 
sensus. 


0 Since the agreement is not complete, as you 
have said, what was the cush on the President's part to go 
public with this, since we have not yet heard any confirmation 
from any of the other countries, and there are already 
intecpretations that this whole thing of doing it today -- the 
timing -- is being designed as some sorct of olive branch to 
the new leadecship in the Soviet Union. 


Could you address that? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The only influence on the timing 
was not to have it coinciding with various other events that 
ace occurccing in the world, particulacly the Brezhnev funeral 
and the visit from Chancelloc Kohl. We didn't want to have it 
coincide with those events. And since the agreement had been 
ceached, we did not want to delay making it public. 


@) What about the olive branch interpretation? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: TI hadn't heard orc thought of that 
one before. 


Q But could it be seen as such? Isn't it rceaso- 
nable to, parcticulacly since one of you officials said that 
items of national secucity importance were also -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think if I were the Soviets, I 
wouldn't look at it that way. We didn't want it looked at in 
the opposite way either. But it is clear that the Western 
countries have now rcecognized that they have an important 
Stcategic interest in economic relations with the Soviets, and 
that issues like what kind of high technology can be sent to 
them are going to be examined carefully in these working 
gcoups, and it seems likely to be tightened up. 


Somebody in the back has been trying to ask a 
question ever since this started. 


@) Thece was a list of criteria that was put out 
for Soviet behavior in Poland, in ceturcn for which we would 
lift these sanctions -- that there would be an end to martial 
law, that political prisoners would be released, and that 
thece would be a dialogue reestablished between Solidarity, 
the Church, and the government. Are those three criteria 
still valid? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: Those conditions have not been met, 
and the President's position from early on has been that if 
something more effective than the sanctions could be put in 
theic place, then he would welcome that, but that he would not 
lift the sanctions until something more effective was put into 
place. 


We feel that the arcangement now, with the 
agreement -- cooperation on the strategic effects of economic 
relations -- is very definitely a stronger move than the sanc- 
tions, particulacly considering the points that my colleague 
hece mentioned about the decline in the efficacy of the sanc- 
tions with the passage of time. 


@) What is the position of Italy with cegarcd to 
the agreement not to sign new contracts? Italy is in the so- 
called “pause of ceflection" about signing the contracts. Can 
she go ahead? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think you would have to ask the 
Italians about that. 


0 Can you tell us three things: (a) when was 
this agrcoment signed? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It wasn't signed. 
@) When was substantial agreement ceached? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: About fourc oc five days ago. 


0 Is there any deadline foc these various studies 
and agreement? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No deadline because it is 
impossible to tell how long they will take, but it was agreed 
that they would be pushed urgently. One of the rceasons for 
being careful about the details of wording is to make sure 
that people aren't inadvectently agreeing to something that 
they would not either be able to, orc wish to, carry out. 


0 When final agreement is reached, are you going 
to let us in on it? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Let you in on what? 


@) Ace you going to let us have a copy of the 
agreement? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: As I said earlier, the negotiations 
were carcied on in confidence, with the understanding that the 
agreements reached would be in confidence. 


Q Do you expect the other countries to make state- 
ments comparable to that of the President today? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I would think they will, yes. 
@) Any yet? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: I haven't heard of any yet. 


MR. HUGHES: The second official wants to make a 
statement. 


0 To clarify something which was just said, the 
President himself said in his radio speech this morning that 
the substantial agreement was reached this morcning. 


That's what the President's language was, but 
you tell us it was four or five days ago. 


0 "The industrial democracies have this morning 
ceached agreement." 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I can explain the difference. We 
had a group negotiating here in Washington early in the week. 
That group came to agreement. Then they all had to check with 
theic capitals and get approval. We got those approvals in 
this mocning. 


@) Did the other countries know that the President 
was going to make this public announcement? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 


0 How early in the week? Before Mr. Brezhnev's 
death was announced or after? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The agreement here in Washington 
did precede his death. The word, as I say from the capitals, 
they didn't all get in until this mocning, somewhere around -- 


0 Will there be an agreement that will be signed 
by all of the countries? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: That's not the nature of the nego- 
tiation, as we're not expecting a signing ceremony -- it's not 
a treaty; but it will be binding in the sense that everybody 
intends -- 


The whole purpose here is to work out something that 
everybody intended to honor and agree to. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I would like to make one last eco- 


nomic point, because it is too easy to fall in the trap of trying 


to say how many dollars this helps or hurts and how many 
dollars that helps orc hurts. The fact is, these are very 
high-stakes kind of policy imiplications here, because if you 
consider the fact that the first strand of the pipeline -- 

we call that a fait accompli -- that means that perhpas 20 to 
as much as 30% of Western Europe energy depenacency for ges 
will be with the Soviet Union. 





As you know, there were strand 2 and 3 projected. 
That could bring Western European dependency on gas of the 
Soviets up to 40% It will also do another thing 
economically: it would more or less foreclose other alternate 
soucces of energy simply because those contracts were signed 
and put into fruition. The fact that we are studying now with 
the Alliance alternate forms of energy, yes, it's not written 
in concrete yet, but if we can come out of that with other 
ways to satisfy theirc energy dependency on the Soviets, in 
completing the second and third strand of the pipeline, that's 
a very high-stakes economic factor. 


Second point on economics: the fact that for the 
first time, we'ce talking about further harmonizing our credit 
policies -- and the OECD you all know about, and those interest 
cates; but beyond that, there are terms of down payment and 
other kinds of subsidies that are very, very important and 
add up to large sums of money over the years, that if that is 
worked out successfully, would be a very big plus for the 
Alliance. There is no reason to give that away to the Soviet 
Union. 


That's why I say that I'm sure that that point is 
correct, that over the medium- and long-range, if this 
agreement works out -- the study groups work out -- it will 
have fac more of an impact than the sanctions themselves 
would, and that is why we think it is more important. 


0 There is no guarantee that this agreement will 
wock out? 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: No, but you can't -- in the 
limited space of time we've had -- there is no way to have 
everything signed in concrete before then. 


e) Would you be willing to be more specific. You 
keep saying “various studies." Can you tell us how many and 
be moce detailed about the studies? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: There is the strategic study that 
involves COCOM; there is the study on credits, further har- 
monizing of credits; there is the energy study; alternate 
sources of energy to the second and third strands of the pipe- 
line. I think those are the most important. 


MR. HUGHES: Let's take one last question from our 
German colleague in back there. Last question. 


@) I would like to come back to this agreement 
question, because if you don't have a signed paper of some 
natuce, in a way it will be easy to construe this as being 
less than the Versailles Summit. At least at Versailles, you 
had something, a paper communique which was agreed upon and 
which everybody could cefer back to. Now you have even less 
than that. 


And you were saying there is a time factor, but they 
have had months to consult. When you don't come out with a paper 
that anyone can sort of hold up against each other, isn't 
there a dangerc that there will be very little basis for future 
cohecence? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Before we had no agreement to even 
get involved in these kinds of serious studies. That's a 
majoc step forward -- a really majoc step -- because I think 
ducing the course of these studies, it will be possible to get 
a common policy together that transcends any effect that the 
sanctions themselves have; but I don't see how you can have 
every jot and tittle signed up before the studies are made. 
These are not simple, one-day negotiations. They have very 
far-ceaching consequences. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'd just like to make one final 
comment that this last question and several of the others bring to 
mind, of a possible misunderstanding of the whole nature of 
the consultation involved here. There is a group of countries 
which have important common interests, and have found that, 
basically, they have a fundamentally common approach to them. 
Now, they do have some differences, but they have agreed that 
they have enough in common to work together intensively overc 
the next few months to try to see how these common fundamental 
principles apply. 
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It's not the kind of thing like a written treaty, 
where after this you can say, "You'ce violating Section 17, 
sub-paragraph 3(c) oc something like that." It's just not the 
spirit of the enterprise at all. The spirit of the enterprise 
was, let's, since we have these fundamental agreements, and in 
some ways we disagree on superficial things, let's nail down 
what those fundamental agreements are and what are the areas 
that need investigation, and we will work on those with the 
idea that once we have worked on them, that that will lead to 
a common policy, and not with the idea that everybody will be 
obligated to follow out in detail the results of some, as- 
yet uncompleted investigation, working party, oc study group, 
and so on. The whole atmosphere here was one of cooperation 
and mutual benefit in trying to understand ouc interests and 
how they apply. 


You Know, you could say you should not have any 
tcade with the Soviet Union because you say any time there is 
any trade, both parties gain. Well, that's right, and so we 
want to carcy on trade with the Soviet Union, except insofarc 
as the gains that come to them actually undecmine ourc national 
security. Otherwise, we would like to carry on the gains as 
long as they're carccied on on the basis of a net advantage to 
the two parties. 


As to where the line comes between the trade that 
benefits them and thereby supports theic military, and thereby 
causes us to spend more money on our military, that can be 
drawn at any point. You have to figure out where you draw 
that line. There is a sense in which anything from which they 
gain gives them more cesources; therefore, they can have a 
little more they can allocate for military defense. 


All of these things we'ce dealing with really have a 
continuum from what absolutely ought not to be done -- and 
nobody would do it -- down to what everybody ought to do. 

I think that's the spirit of the negotiations, and that's why 
there is not a signed agreement, there isn't intended to be 
one. There is no treaty involved, or any of that kind of 
thing. It's simply a group of countries that do have a common 
interest that have a fundamentally common approach to these 
interests and that have agreed to work together to coordinate 
and harmonize theic rcesponse to these things. 


It is in this sense that it seems to me to be a very 
great achievement on the part of the President to have gotten 
that in motion, and on the part of all the participants -- and 
I would say especially perhaps the Secretary, it is certainly 
too bad he couldn't be here -- to have brought this off to 
this point. That's ceally all I want to say. 


MR. HUGHES: 0O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:55 p.m.) 
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Sean «Zr ' 
' Miv—isivENe «=If we could get started. I think most of you 
have a copy of the joint statement. Is that right? Well, there are 
some, I think, in the bins for those of you that don't. 


The briefing on the visit between the President and the 
Chancellor will be conducted on a background basis, attributable to 
Senior Administration Officials. or your information, but not for 






SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Mort. What 
I thought I'd do, especially since, I quess, either you don't yet have 
the joint statement or you've just gotten it, I'd walk you through it 
quickly --I promise quickly -- and then take questions. 


But let me begin by saying that the President and the 
Chancellor met together for a little over two hours, that the discussions 
were quite informal. Indeed, having myself been an observer of a lot 
of such discussions, there was an informality and intimacy which I think gl 





ant-tantegg Ebeel ccs quits vevecs! . One of the reasons for that, 


incicgentally, was the superb translation that was going on simultaneously 
so there wasn't the usual gap in such circumstances. 


What I'd like to do now if just go quickly through the 
joint statement and I won't go through it all or we'll be here all 
afternoon. ° 


Q Hear, hear. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hear, hear, yes. The 


‘second paragraph picks up themes that both the President and the 


Chancellor have made for years in their political pronouncements, 
that is to say, the importance of the common ideals, human and democratic 


values that the two societies share. 


Then, skipping on down a couple of paracraphs, one of the 
common themes of the discussion which they returned to in several different 
ways was the view that the central role of the Atlantic Alliance is 
crucial to the foreicn policies of the two governments. 


The last paracraph is a description of two different 
interventions by the Chancellor describing his own boyhood experiences 
with the Americans in Germany which I found, in fact, quite moving and 
which you've heard him say on other occasions. 


Turning the pace, the second paragraph is a description of 
the Tricentennial Commission which the President announced a few minutes 
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Anc the next paracraph indicates the initiative to broaden 
U.S.-German contacts and set up a multilateral youth exchange program. 


The next paragraph is a Cescristion of the conviction in 
the Bonn Summit Communique, repeated here, of the importance of 
strencsthening NATO conventional forces. 


Moving right alonc, I woulé call vour vsarticular attention 
to the last sentence of the first paracraph on vcace three, which, in 
some sense, sym>olizes the policies of both the Federal Rerublic, the 
Unitec States anc the Alliance. None of the weapons of the Alliance will 
ever be usec except in response to attack. 


The next paracraph is a plea acainst unilateral American 
troop withdrawal, as you can see, to which both the Chancellor and the 
President attached themselves. 


Near the enc of the pace is a paracraph on Berlin, carrying 
the idea that stability in Berlin was an essential element of East-West 
relations. 


Pace four, you'll notice several paracraphs here on relations 
between the West anc the Soviet Union. In fact, almost all of the lunch, 
which went on for nearly an hour and a halt, was taken up with a 
Giscussion of East-West relations and the essence of it here, I think, 
is in the sentence in the paracraph that becins, “In this spirit”, the 
second sentence, “They are ready to conduct relations with the new leader- 
ship in Moscow, with the aim of extendinc areas of cooperation to their 
mutual benefit if Soviet conduct makes that possible.” 


The next three paracgrapns have to do with the recently 
announcecé consensus on East-West economic relations. You can foilow 
those on throuch. 


The next paracraph is a paracraph on five on Polanc. I 
Gon't think you'll find anythine surprisine there. There's no cisagree- 
ment whatever. In fact, I can't think of an issue on which the two 
centlemen cisacreec. 
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The next two paragraphs are on the CSCE meeting in Madrid. 


Then -- I'm now on 6 -- I sucgest you read carefully the 
seconcé paragraph which describes our arms control objectives and the 
-Presicent’s arms control proposals as endorsed by the Bonn Summit of 
last summer. 


And then beginning at the last of that pace, there's a >ara- 
Graph on INF, the two-track decision, indicating that the decision in 
the first instance was based on a finding by all the members of the 
Alliance, that such a decision was necessary in view of the increases 
, in Soviet weapons, in particular the introduction of the SS-20, and 
calling for the complete elimination of these weapons systems in Europe, 
} the zero option anc the Chancellor stating his confidence in the American 
necotiating effort in Geneva and welcoming the consultations. 


The next paragraph indicates that we are preparing proposals 
flowing from the President's Berlin speech on nuclear confidence building 
measures which we will be presenting in Geneva to the Soviets. 


The next paragraph is an MBFR paracraph. 
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Page &. There are two paracraphs on the International Economic 
Situation and its implications for national economies, indicating the 
confidence of the two gentlemen that our free societies would overcome 
the current economic difficulties, a reference to the importance of the 
GATT Ministerial meeting, a paragraph becginninc at the ené on Afchan- 
istan and saying that this is an acid test of -- how the Soviets conduct 
themselves there is an acid test of Soviet readiness to respect Third 
World cenuine non-alignment and a test of whether they're willing to 
exercise restraint in international behavior. 


rE 


Ané finally, a paragraph on the Middle East, in which the 
Chancellor welcomes the President's September 1 proposal. 


I'll take questions. 


Q Any Giscussion of the Chancellor's joy with lifting 
of the pipeline sanctions? Was that discussed at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't -- the 
Chancellor said to the President he thought this was, as as the language 
in the communicue indicates, theven4.t:h2ae-eheo-—wes appropriate, given 
the agreement which had been reached on East-West economic issues. 

That's describeé in the communique. There wasn't an extenced ciscussion 
on this, though. 


Q Any discussion of the French reaction to it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘hex Let me confine 
myself to saying that the essence of the discussion was an ayreement 
that the West would profit from much greater coordination on economic 
relations with the East, that the announcement that the President made 
last Saturday was an important contribution to this, which the Chancellor 
fully supported, and that we would go on to implement that acreement. 


Q Was there any discussion of West Germany's trace re- 
lationship with the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not that I recall. 


Q Any concern expressed by the President about opening 
up too much for the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they discussec at 
aunch the economic prospects of the Soviet ~nion, Sut not rea..y in 
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that context. I guess I could inferentially say that both of then 
behinc what they were sayinc were expressinc the now familiar idea 
that East-West economic relations shoulé fit into an overall political 
stratecy with respect to the Soviet Union. 


Q Was this joint statement prepared before the Chancellor's 
visit? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Well, why doesn't it mention seeinc Secretary Shultz and 
others? 


Q Right. I mean, obviously -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because -- Well, if you'll 
look at the tense, which is drafted carefully, he will be -- he is 


also meeting with, in English, means tomorrow morning. But, no, it 
wasn't prepzrec before they came. 


Q -- the Soviet Union paracraph, sir, dic the gentlemen 
Giscuss the likelihood or otherwise of a summit meetinc between the 
American and Soviet -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't come up. 

Q Did not come up? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did not come up. 

Q Not advanced by Mr. Kohl as a -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did not come up. 

Q In your previous answer, you implied some linkace in 


what Kohl said between the liftine of the vipeline sanctions and the 


accoré on East-West acreement. Is it your understancing chat there 
is a connection? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I just refer you to 
the President's radio broadcast. 


Q Well, that's why I'm askinc because -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just say that 
the purpose of this briefing is not that subject. The purvose of 
this briefing is to ciscuss the meetinc that just took place. And 
that particular issue is being accressec other places. And I would 
prefer not to address it here. 


I woulé be delighted to discuss with vou what just 
occurred in the Oval Office. But I really do not want to co 
beyonée that. 


Q But just to clarify,cteelersfy what you just 
answerec. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, I just 
ask that you look at what the communique says and what the 
President saic on Saturday, which is our definitive position. 


Sir? 
Q Was there any area of less than total acreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know. They 
GicG not look at one another every 10 seconds and say -- Did you 
agree? Did you agree? But what was striking to me was the 
sharec assumptions with respect to the Soviets, the need for a 
stronc defense, but, also, the requirement that we do everything 
possible to reach arms control agreements with them, the hope 
for a better relationship with the Soviet Union if their conduct 
Globally makes that possible. 


All I am saying is 


tha was not struck by -- as one 
sometimes is in meetings -- any par 


7 
icular issues of dispute. 
Yes? 


Q Did they mention any of the concerns of 
possible renewed or intensifiec Soviet appeal to the peace movement 
in Germany, and what effects that might have? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: The Chancellor 
Gescribed the activities of Soviet propacanda in the Federal 
Republic at some length. In fact, in terms which are guite 
familiar to you all, because he has, also, describec them publicly. 


Yes? 


Q In this Page 4 -- the paragraph about relations 
with Moscow, which, presumably, means the new leadership, are 
you talking about -- assuming there are areas cf cooperation. 
that has been a theme for several days -- what areas wf cooperation 
Go you want to extend? What areas cic they talk about in terms 
of improvec relations with the Soviets? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One coes not have 
to be, particularly, a genius to go down -- there are really two 
categories. You can think of the arms control negotiations 
where the President has a set of proposals, which, obviousiy, 
we would think it was a step forwarce if the Soviets were more 
responsive in the future than they have been in the past. There 
are a number of recional issues where the same thing is true -- 
Afchanistan, Southeast Asia, and what have you. 


not want te misleaé you. That particular 
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should be alert for opportunities to improve relations if Soviet 
behavior allows. 


Q What did the Chancellor commit himself to, or 
comment upon, regarding his defense spending? Did he tell the 
Presicent that he was going to have to cut his defense spending 
because of economic situations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; he did not. The 
Giscussion of defense spending was quite ceneral, and really 
referred not so much to their budget or our budget, but the 
necessity, over the long-term, to address the adverse trends in 
the balance. 


Q Did they compare notes on Andropov -- what 
they knew about him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A bit. Not a 
great deal. It was not so personalized. They were taiking about -- 
it was more of a philosophical discussion about various past 
trends in Soviet succession -- what happened in the past, what 
we coulis expect in the future in a, kind of, structural sense 
rather than a personal sense. 


Yes? 


Q Pace &, Paragraph 3 -- about the special 
attention to the southern flank of NATO and supporting the new 
Turkish government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Could you tell me whether they discussed the 
new bases in Turkey? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They dic not. 


Q Dic the President express his hope that the 
German aid to Turkey, which at the moment seems to be put in 
abeyance by the Parliament, woulé go forward in the foreseeable 
future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It really was not 
put like that. The idea was a more general idea that both sides 
would do everything they could to assist the Turkish government 
to return Turkey to democracy. 


Yes? 


Q When you said that there was a general ciscussion 
about defense spending, was there any specific discussion about 
Germany's commitment to NATO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Chancellor 
becan like that. When you say -- "Germany's commitment to 
NATO" -- and this, in fact, is describec in the paper; the 
Chancellor was very concerned to assure the President that 
Germany was not Grifting away, that Germany was solidly within 
the NATO framework, that it had been so in the past, that it would 
remain so in the future, only in that sense. 


But, again, it is a theme that the Chancellor has 
mentioned senmse-he has come to Washincton on several occasions. 


eas —_— 


Yes? 
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Q With respect to the Soviet trade situation -- 
was there any specific mention made of credit, and of the 
technology problem? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No; they did not 
get into that cetail. 


Q How about Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFFICIAL: About Poland, there 
was a-- 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry. The 
cuestion was about Poland. 


I think it is basically described in the communique -- 
that both of them hope that the release of Lech Walesa is going 
to prove to be a step towarc national reconciliation. And you 
will notice that the three conditions which the Alliance adopted 
nearly a year ago, now are, also, mentionec and continue to be 
a benchmark for our joint approach and that of NATO to the 
evolution of events in Poland. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:16 P.M. EST 








ie) 2 2 ee ee 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ee ee wer 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SOUTH AFRICAN PRISONER EXCHANGE 
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 1982, 4:07 P.M. 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'd just like to 
uncerline that this is something that we are very pleased 
about. It's something that we've been working on now for 
more than a year. It's been a subject that has been 
featured very prominently in the talks that Chet Crocker has 
been carrying on with the Luanda Government over the past 
year. 


The success of what is basically a humanitarian 
echievement is due to the cooperation of many parties. It 
was carried out under the auspices of the International 
Committe of the Red Cross. 


The role of the South African Red Cross is very 
important. It also included cooperation between the United 
States and the Soviet Union and the Angolan Government and 
UNITA and the Government of the Soviet Union; the Zambian 
Government which provided the venue for the exchange today, 
and I hope I haven't left out any of the parties. 


As you may know, the final exchange, the complete 
exchange, took place in Lusaka, Zambia, and was completed at 
9:00 southern African time. 


The three American prisoners who were released are 
presently travelling to Paris and will arrive in New York by 
TWA from Paris at 2:05 in the afternoon. 


Is there any questions I can answer. 


0 What do you expect this to lead to; what 
would be a logical next step? 

A The first thing it's led to is the return to 
their home country of about a hundred Angolan, American, 
Soviet and Cuban prisoners. We could see this as a micro- 
cosm of the overall southern African settlement effort 
that's under way. It's obviously not exactly analogous but 
it includes an international organization, South Africa, the 
United States, the Angolans, Front-line States; Zambia is a 
Front-line State, the United States, the Soviet Union. Many 
of the parties that are interested in the overall southern 
African settlement. So, in that sense, this is an example 
of -- on a very small scale, of course, a very human scale 
-- but an example of what we can do working together. 
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0 How. do you get to the hundred? 


y I believe there were 94 Angolan prisoners, 3 
Americans, 3 Soviets and 1 Cuban and then there were the 
remains of some South Africans and a Cuban and some Soviets 
as well. I think that comes to about a hundred. I think 
the total with bodies was 108. 


0 Does any one of the three Americans work for 
the U.S. Government? 


A No. 


0 Can you refresh us on how those Americans 
were in the position of the capture in the first place and 
who they are and what their home towns are? 


Qf Basically, two of them were mercenaries or 
they were convicted in Angolan courts of having been mer- 
cenaries as a result of the 1975-76 events. The third one, 
Mr. Tyler -- and my colleague can you the full names and home 
towns -- was a commercial pilot who was ferrying an aircraft 
from Florida to a purchaser in South Africa and he crashed 
in Angola. He became lost and crashed in Angola and was 
held without charges from that time until the present. 


0 Was he on a U.S. Government mission? 


A No. He was ferrying a commercial aircraft 
to a buyer. 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Gary Acker is from 
Sacramento, California; Grillo is from Bricktown, New 
Jersey; and Tyler is from Seabrook, Maryland. 

0 Spell that, please? 

A “ Seabrook. S-ea-b-r-o-o-k. Maryland. 

0 Do you have ages? 

A Acker is 28; Grillo is in his late twenties 


Or early thirties; and Tyler is in his late twenties. About 
28 also. 


And just to clarify, the two so-called mercenaries 
were captured in 1976. They were tried at a public trial by 
an Angolan court and convicted. Acker was sentenced to 16 
years imprisonment and Grillo was sentenced to 30 years, and 
Tyler did go down, due to mechanical difficulties, in 
February ‘81 and he's been held since that time without 
being charged. 
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0 He's been held in Angolan jails? 
A ‘Yes, al] three have been held in the main 
jail in Luanda, Angola. 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: 
Colleague has Visited them On several] 


I would add that my 
were in prison there. 


Occasions while they 


0 Were they Vietnam veterans, 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: 


I*m not Sure. I 
believe Grillo has s 


€ military, Whether 


- Acker had had some 
he Military, and Tyler, I believe, had 
ham at one point but I'm not sure. 


He was ferrying an 
t @ buyer in South Africa 


had bought, ang that's 
4 fairly routine Procedure, 

e) Are there any other Americans sti)] being 
held? 

a No, there are nO other Americans in Angolan 
jails, 

0 DO you know the identities of the two 
Soviets? 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: 
Soviets, actually. One was held by the South Africans. Let 
me get a correct Spelling. His name was Pestretsoy,. The 
Other two -- 7 guess all we know was what was in the 
N@wspaper., « 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: 


I don't have the 
Spellings. 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I don't either. The 
Soviet Embassy could Probably provide you that, 


0 Does one of them 
sergeant major th 


African raids? 


ry Yes, 


Yes. 


‘And that will probably be Pestretsovy? 


0 


Yes. 


— 


--MORE-- 
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QO Just_to be sure I understand what you meant 
earlier when you talked about it being a microcosm, you're not 
Suggesting in any way, are you, that this agreement in any way 
paves the way for settlement of Namibia? 


A No. 


2) It's really totally unrelated. What you're 
saying is, bureaucratically -- 


A It is and it isn't. It's more than that. It's 
many of the same parties and some of even the very same 
people. Some of the same interlocuters have been involved in 
bringing about the prisoner exchange that are involved in the 
overall Southern African effort. 


In a way, the fact that we were able to do this 
relatively small thing, althouch it's important to the people 
involved, by working together is, I think, encouraging in 
general 


2) I guess I should ask, then, does this agreement 
and this result lead you to be any more optimistic about 
reaching an early settlement on Namibia? 


ro Yes, in a small way. I wouldn't exaggerate it, 
but it's a situation in which some of the parties are the 
same; it's been carried out under the auspices of an inter- 
national organization. I don't mean to "hype" it, but there | 
are some of the same elements in this small affair that there 
are in the larger settlement effort. 


Q Were there any political promises extracted or 
demanded? 

2, No. It's a straight prisoner exchange. 

0 ‘Was there any monetary consideration involved? 

na None that I'm aware of. 

QO How many Cubans do you estimate there are in 


Angola now? 


oe I think that's another subject, but don't we 
usually say about 20,000? 


Q It stcikes me odd that there should be, how 
many Cubans -- one Cuban involved in this? ~ 
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A I don't know that that's odd. There are two -- 
there is one live one and the remains of one Cuban. I think 
it's simply the number that were held at this point in time, 
nothing other than that. 


fe) You'd think that many, thrashing around in the 
bush would at least get lost and fall into unfriendly hands. 


A What are you suggesting? 


Q I'm suggesting that it seems to be a dispropor- 
tionately small number to 20,000 to have fallen into 
unfriendly hands. Or are there more Cubans being held by 
other parties in that part of the world? 


A Not that I know of. 


0 Are the Cubans mainly kept in the cities, or 
what? 


A The Cubans, for the most part, have not been 
involved in actual combat in Angola. Most of the fighting is 
carried out by FAPLA, the Angolan Army, and by UNITA. 


0 Can you tell us anything about the conditions 
under which they were held? 


A My colleague is the best one on that. He visited 
them several times. 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I did get to visit 
them about four times during various trips. I did not get 
to see the conditions of detention as such. We used to meet 
in a separate room, which was just a Spartan environment. 


The prisoners all told me, and also through their 
families, that they were very well treated in Angola -- better 
than the average prisoners, including other foreign priso- 
ners. The diet is very bad; they were living, essentially, 
on ride and bread for a large part of the time and tinned 
meat, that sort of thing. So they are suffering from 
malnutrition to a certain extent, but they all made the 
point of saying that they ate as well as their prison 
guards. So I think you can say they were very well treated, 
not physically abused in any way, as far as we know. 


0 Did you say who Grillo and Acker were working 
for? Did it come out in their trial? What were they 
alleged to have done? 
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A They were alleged to have been mercenaries 
fighting with the FNLA, which is Holden Roberto's group -- 
as I say "alleged." 


re) You don't know what they were doing, or you 
can't say what they were doing? 


A I don't think there is any purpose served by 
that. 


0 Well, this particular group has been well 
financed by the United States ‘Government for a long time, so 
I was just wondering if these two people, if they worked for 
them, they would indirectly be working for the U.S. 
Government, too. 


A I think we can say that the conditions under 
which they may or may not have been recruited to work for an 
Organization was certainly shrouded in a certain amount of 
mystery. I think I can say, at least on the basis of my 
knowledge, that we have never known with certaintyn exactly 
how they were recruited or the total circumstances. There 
have been various rumors surrounding that, but nothing that 
we would consider totally confirmed. 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: What we Know is that 
they were fighting for the FNLA, they were captured, and 
they were tried and found guilty. 


@) In the past, was there not one American who 
was executed -- a mercenary? Just that one, right? 
By That's all we know, just one. You mean 


Gearhardt who was executed in '76. 
Q .Was he captured with these two? 


ay I think they were all captured in different 
incidents, but more or less at the same time, same time 
frame. 


0 Can you be any more specific about the nego- 
tiations that brought this release, especially about the 
logistics of bringing all these people together, how it was 
accomplished, and who did what? 


Ps Basically, as you can see, it was a fairly 
complicated package. Two of the Soviets were held by UNITA 
in the UNITA-controlled part of Angola,-.and they were picked 
up by the South African Red Cross -~- ‘hey were handed over 
to the South African Red Cross, wt ch subsequently handed 
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them over to the International Committee of the Red Cross, 
which then, in effect, put together one package, which 
included the Angolans which the South Africans held, the 
Cuban that the South Africans held, one Cuban body, and the 
One Soviet that the South Africans held. This group was 
assembled and then flown to Lusaka. 


In Luanda was assembled a second package -- the 
three Americans and the remains of some South Africans. 
That g roup was fiown to Lusaka, Zambia. 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: That group was flown 
to -- 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Lusaka, Zambia, also. 
In Lusaka, under the oversight and auspices of the 
International Committee of the Red Cross, the whole exchange 
was carried out. 


e) Was there a formal exchange ceremony, if you 


%, I don't know. We just received the infor- 
mation that it took place. I assume that it was formal. 
There were representatives of our American Embassy in Lusaka 
present; I assume that there were also representatives of 
the Soviet Embassy, the Angolan Government, and so on pre- 
sent at the exchange. 


8) Does that mean now that there are no more 
prisoners on either side? 


a As far as I know, yes. I think that wipes 
the slate clean, but I wouldn't swear to it. I mean, you 
know there is an Ongoing war, really, in southern Angola 
between the Angolans, the Cubans, and UNITA. 


@) On admissions from both sides, they say 
they have now given up, whoever -- 


z, I don't know that that's the case. I mean, 
this particular package was put together with these numbers 
of people. And you do have a situation in which there is an 
Ongoing war between the Angolan Government, supported by 
Cuban troops, and the troops of UNITA, and then South Africa 
fighting against SWAPO. Of course, there are Cuban advi- 
sers, Soviet advisers, and so on. Whether this is everyone 
who is held at this point in time or not, I don't know. 





We have been working with these particular numbers 
Since about the lst of October, so it's more likely that 
this represents the balance as of October 1. But whether 
more have been captured in the meantime, I don't really 
know. 


0 Could Acker and Grillo be prosecuted under 
U.S. law for being mercenaries? 


Pa That would be a question you would want to 
address to the Justice Department. 


e) I mean, is there a law against fighting as a 
mercenary in other countries? 


A That would be something you'd want to ask the 
Justice Department. 


0 O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:25 p.m.) 


~~ vectiassitied ror FPubditcation in American roreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 








THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY A 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS 
is ARMS CONTROL 
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November 22, 1982 
The Briefing Room 


6:00 P.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: If we could begin this briefing. It will be a 
background briefing on the President's speech tonight. It's content 
is embargoed, along with the speech itself, until 8:00 p.m. tonight, 
although you may use it for wire transmission at 6:30 p.m. My 
colleague will outline some of the main themes of the speech and 
then will be open to your questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As my 
colleague said, I will try, without taking too much of your time, 
to outline in a few minutes the principal themes that the President 
will set forth tonight in his remarks and then I'll be glad to take 
your questions. , 


Basically, there are two principal themes in the 
President's speech. First of all, the President will reaffirm in 
his speech his very strong personal commitment to achieving deep 
reductions in the level of nuclear armament in the Soviet Union and 
in the United States. 


In addition, he will explain in simple terms just what 
the requirements of effective deterrence are today. He will explain 
what steps are necessary to preserve effective deterrence in the 
years ahead and he will explain the relationship of effective 
deterrence to arms control. ’ 
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So, in short, two themes -- commitment to arms control 
and those steps necessary to preserve effective deterrence in the 
years ahead. Turning first to his treatment of arms control, the 
President will recap, once more, the comprehensive proposals that 
he has made for the reduction of nuclear weapons in both the STAR” 
talks and the intermediate-range nuclear force talks in Geneva. But 
then he wili proceed to explain his approach to achieving these 
reductions. And basically this approach is born of his personal 
review of history and his judgment as to what has worked in the 
past and what has not. The context in which he reached those 
conclusions includes the SALT I and SALT II negotiations and 
negotiation of the ABM Treaty. In that context, certain things 
have worked and certain things haven't. The President often 
refers to the fact that unilateral restraint on the part of the 
United States has been often tried and it just simply hasn't gotten 
results. 


He recalls, for example, the time in the mid 60's 
where the United States made the conscious decision to stop its 
ICBM force at a certain level, approximately 1,000 missiles in the 
hope or expectation that it might engender some corresponding 
restraint on the part of the Soviet Union at that level or 
something equivalent. It didn't prove out that way as we know. 
The Soviet Union exceeded that level by more than a third. 


Another example which is persuasive concerns the 
well-meaning effort by President Carter in cancelling the B-1 Bomber 
to perhaps engender some corresponding restraint on the part of 
the Soviet Union whether in terms of backfire or the new advanced 
bomber which was then in the R & D stage. Again, the results didn't 


MORE 
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turn out as were hoped and the backfire production rates continued 
and the advanced bomber is at an advanced state today. 


However, on the other hand, there have been times when 
certain things have worked and the President, in this context, recalls 
that in the late 60'S we tried for a long time to persuade the 
Soviet Union to negotiate a treaty on anti-ballistic missile defense. 
And they never had any interest throughout the 60's. But you'll 
recall that in 1970, after the United States Congress did, narrowly, 
but did approve going ahead to deploy this system that the Soviet 
Union did come to the table and a treaty was necotiated and it is 
still on the books today. 


In short, our own verbal pleas or proposals for arms 
control, unless backed by the corresponding willingness to keep the 
balance with our own programs, have been unavailing. But when we 
have shown that we had the will to maintain the balance if we 
couldn't achieve it through arms control talks, then we have gotten 
successful arms control arrangements concluded. 


The other aspect of the President's treatment of 
arms control tonight will feature his disclosure of new proposals 
in the area of confidence-building measures. 


MORE 
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The President in Berlin, you'll recall, on June llth of this past 
summer made certain statements about the need to improve mutual 
communication, confidence between ourselves and the Soviet Union, 

SO as to lessen the likelihood of misunderstanding or misinterpretation 
of our actions individually and committed to propose reciprocal 
exchanges between us in such areas as advanced notification of missile 
launches, expanded exchange of information with respect to strategic 
forces data. 


Since that time, the administration has been studying 
these specific measures as well as others that could be proposed. And 
the United States has, by this time, and the President will explain 
tonight, gone ahead to officially propose to the Soviet Union in 
Geneva those measures that he first raised in Berlin. 


But tonight, in addition to those which he's already 
mentioned, he will report that two additional measures will be proposed 
to the Soviet Union, and these are advanced notification of launches -- 
of submarine launch ballistic missiles -- and of land-based, longer 
range IMF missiles, that is test launches of these systems. 


He also will note that we believe that tne expanded 
exchange of information with respect to the strategic nuclear forces 
On both sides ought to be expanded to encompass exchanges of data 
on intermediate range nuclear forces as well, and,in fact,that the 
United States is already seeking such exchange through the IMF talks in 
Geneva. 


I said the second theme was basically to explain in simple 
terms the requirements of deterrents today and of steps that are necessary 
to preserve effective deterrents in the years ahead. It is the President's 
concern that there has developed in the U ited States, among the American 
people, a kind of inertial confidence in the existence of a level of 
forces -- a balance, indeed -- between the nuclear forces of the United 
States and that of the Soviet Union, and that this basic balance which 
people presume to have existed ten, fifteen years ago has endured without 
substantial change and that whatever changes have been effected are 
at the margins and are inconsequential. 


The President will explain that that inertial view of 
balance simply isn't quite right and that there have been very substantial 
changes in the balance which affect the effectiveness of deterrents and 
that unless corrected could leave us vulnerable and impose political 
cost. The President will treat this issue of the change in the balance 
in specific, static terms and also in terms of trends -- that is, he 
will identify just exactly what have been the trends in the past fifteen 
to twenty years in Soviet spending and how that spending, which is kind 
of hard to grapple with, has translated specifically into weapon systems 
and to numbers --that is, what is today the balance in terms of warheads 
and of missiles. 


And beyond talking about numbers in laymen's terms, terms 
that are understandable, he will also talk about the change that is 
the outcome of nothing more than age -- the comparative ages of the . 
systems. He'll note, for example, that the United States hasn't designed 
a new land-based missile since the mid-60's. He'll also note that 
the United States hasn't designed and built a new strategic bomber for 
twenty years. He'll also note that we haven't deployed a new submarine 
in fifteen years -- a period during which the Soviet Union has built, 
deployed, has operational, sixty ballistic missile submarines. 


The fact that the age of 75 percent of the U.S. warheads 
is over fifteen years of age and that of the Soviet Union, 75 percent 
of theirs,less than five years old and that these differences in age 
have a contribution or an effect upon the balance and the perception of 
baiance here and in Moscow. 


Well, that is all the verbosity I'll inflict on you. I'll 
be glad to take your questions now. Dan? 
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. Q Is the age of the missiles the reason that the 
United States doesn't want to go into a comprehensive test ban? Of 
the warheads. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Question. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was does 
the age of the warheads have anything to do with why the United States 
isn't currently promoting a comprehensive test ban? No, the answer is 
that it doesn't. 


As we discussed, I think, on this platform here four or 
five months ago, the concern with respect to a comprehensive test 
ban relates to the need for improved verification measures. 


Dan, I'm sorry. Go ahead. 


Q Since this is background, let me ask you, in getting 
the President's speech ready and making the announcement today on the 
MX, what part was played by the fact that there's a very new regime 
in the Kremlin that's been very busy sounding out the U.S. and being 
mutually sounded out, was there any feedback from the political side with 
reference to the new regime in the Kremlin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Well, the short answer 
to your question is no, that the concept of -- or the need for a sharing 
with the American people of where the President stands on arms control 
and how things are going there, justified a speech. And this was true 
before there was any change in the Soviet leadership. It goes back 
well over a month ago. 


Now, it's not to say that given that change in leadership 
that we weren't conscious of it, surely, and we were reinforced in the 
view that a speech was timely to simply state for the benefit of the 
leadership there, as well as the American people, just what is necessary 
in the President's view and where we stand. 


Q Did it effect the drafting of the speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In no significant way. 
We were conscious of the need that they would be very carefully looked 
at, surely. 


Q Were you more conscious of the political changes 
here in Congress, in the approaching debate over defense spending 
and policy? Was it -- a lot of that speech to me is speaking to the 
domestic audience about why we need the deterrents. Is that the 
President's message? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, the structure 
of the speech and, really, its substantive concept was discussed well 
before the election and wasn't altered conceptually or in specific 
terms in the wake of it. 


Q -- this week though, really did change this week, 
did it not? In progress. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in any of its thematic 
content, no. 


Q I'd like to follow on what Dan's question was. A 
lot of people were looking to the speech to see if you were trying to 
send a message that was slightly different in tone, perhaps more en- 
couraging, to take advantage, to capitalize on this change in leader- 
ship in the Kremlin. And looking at the speech, about the closest 
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thing that I can find to a remark that is in any way gracious or kind 

of opening a hand to the Soviets is the remark that the proposal in 
Geneva on START is a serious one but it's not enough, but at least it 
shows that they're trying. That's about the closest thing Ican find. 

Is there any other message that the President is trying to send that 

he hadn't already been sending about the importance of deterrents in goinc 


for arms reduction at the same time? Anything different because of 
the change in leadership? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that for this 
President soon after a change in leadership to make absolutely firm and 
Clear his commitment to deep reductions is an important contribution to 


Soviet thinking. But beyond that, there was no hidden intent in the 
speech. 


Q What do you mean by “expanded exchange data"? 
What do you mean by “expanded exchange data, advanced notification" 


in this new -- you said, “new advanced notification with new improved 
relations -- " 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good point. These are 
two different things. The question is what did we mean by an expanded 
exchange of data and, separately, advanced notification of exercises. 
The former, that is, expanded exchange of data, relates to our sharing 
with the Soviets and vice versa data on the characteristics and capa- 
bilities and quantities of U.S. nuclear systems and the corresponding 
systems on the Soviet side. This kind of thing can enable both of us 
to make headway with respect to the varification of any ultimate treaty. 


And with respect to the advanced notification issue, this 
relates to any kinds of exercises which 
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could be viewed as worrisome or of concern in that it would relieve 


that concern if we told them about them in advance and that's what's 
intended here. 


.e) May I follow up with one thing? We have given 
them so much vital material like the computers which are very, 


very, important and yet they use it -- they don't give us anything. What 
do we get from them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, 
since we've given them so much in the way of technology and computer, 
specifically, and we haven't gotten anything in return, why should 
we expand exchange of data. Surely, the intent is not to give 
something away without reciprocal information from the Soviet Union. 


Q Do we exchange -- do we notify them now at all 
of maneuvers or do they notify us or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is today, within 
the context of the Helsinki Accords, a provision for either side 
notifying the other when an exercise is going to take place above 
a certain threshold level of troops. Basically, apart from that, 
we would propose to be more precise and to develop mutually agreeable 
terms that would expand on that really and improve upon it to where 
other exercises not now covered could be agreed, if the Soviets 


were willing, and perhaps lessen the mistrust that could exist. 
Yes? 


Q Also, this speech mentions a special letter. Was 
that sent today? Has iiiat already been sent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q It would be very helpful if we could have some 
kind of read-out consistent with the restraints that you obviously 
have on this type of thing on the status of the Geneva discussions -- 
how forthcoming have the Russians been; what would you say is the 
likelihood that those talks on START and on the cruise missiles 
and the Pershings are going anywhere? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess I have to 
apologize. We and the Soviet Union have made one of the principles 
of the talks that the content would remain confidential. The 
President treats this tonight in terms of these talks having been 
serious. I don't mean to blow smoke at you. The character of 
the Soviet proposals indicate to us, as compared to proposals in 
previous years, that there is genuine interest and I'm afraid that's 
all I can say right now. 


Q I have a question regarding the closely -- the 
CSB system. People who negotiated SALT I and II regard this proposal 
as a violation of SALT I and II because it does construct new 
launchers in disregard of the treaty. However, you call them 
capsules or something else and suggest that the Soviet response 
might be to dig new silos and to add to their missile stock. Are 
you concerned that what you're proposing for deterrence might, in 
fact, lead to a greater problem -- a greater security problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is that 
the CSB concept has been characterized by some who were involved 
in the negotiation of SALT II as a violation of SALT II and/or 
SALT I and are we not concerned that if we were to do this, the 
Soviet Union might respond in an analogous fashion and thus lead 
to a worsened situation than exists today. 


First of all, on the premise that those involved in 
the negotiation disapprove of this or find it « violation, I don't 
think that's quite right. I think, surely, there must be some 
people who will raise questions. Zbigniew Brzezinski, for example, 
today has covered that point and comes down saying that -~- he 
Supports this proposal. But to answer your question, we 
believe, and many who were involved in the last administration 
believe, that as the MPS approach to the deployment of the MX 
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missile was viewed as consistent with SALT II, so is the 

CSB concept. Itis true. it is a new concept. It is novel. It, as 

a novel concept isn't one that you can appraise in terms of the 
definitions and lexicon that was applied to SALT II simply because 

it is different and it is new and it uses a different concept. 

And the last part of your question -- what if the Soviet Union should 
adopt something like this and deploy it in the Soviet Union. Frankly, 
if the Soviet Union were to deploy a system, this or any other, that 
contributes to the survivability of ICBM's, that is a contribution 

to stability and we'd have no problem with that. 


Q In President Carter's first press conference of 
his presidency, he threw out in public several things that we would 
like the Russians to do, one of them being the advanced notification 
of missile tests. About a year later, in a sort of an informal 


talk which not very many people noticed, he commented that they had 
begun to do that. 
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Could you discuss that in outline whether there was progress on that 
at that time and whether it has changed backwards or what? What has 
happened? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There exists today a 
couple of provisions and treaties or agreements that provide for noti- 
fications. The 1971 agreement between the United States and the Soviet 
Union on notification of missile launches provides for pre-notification 
of missile launches that go beyond the territory and in the direction of 
the other party. But in sum, without getting into arcane terms of thes. 
things, they did not cover all missile launches. They didn't cover sub- 
marine launches beyond the national territory, for example. Here what 
we are proposing is notification in advance for both submarine launch 
missiles and land-based ICBM's that are within or outside the national 
territory of either party, and we simply have not had that in the past. 


Now I don't want to give a characterization of whether 
there has been progress or not. I wouldn't say that there has been an 
advance or a decline. There simply hasn't been any coverage at all. 


e You are not aware of a change in the situation within 
the first year of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know of no change at 
that point. 


Q Well, can you say if the Soviet's proposal is serious, 
as you characterize it, is there any message in there showing a willing- 
ness on our side to compromise the difference between their START proposal 
and ours? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think one can rule 
in or rule out from the text of the speech tonight next steps in the 
START process. The President states that the Soviets are moving in 
the right direction. He believes strongly that the U.S. proposal, which 
provides as you know for a one-third cut in warheads and cutting our 
missiles -- deployed missiles -- in half, as a reasonable outcome for 
both sides. And frankly we are not persuaded that the Soviets’ proposal 
is nearly as equitable nor as stable nor as positive contribution to 
real arms reduction. 


Q The President has mentioned, or certainly alludes to 
the parallel past. He mentions the “dual track." Is he prepared to 
use the MX as a bargaining chip and not build it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically the MX has been 
viewed by the past three administrations as necessary to preserve the 
balance in stable deterrence. There has been a great deal written and 
all of you are informed of the vulnerability of U.S. land-based systems 
right now, and so the system is necessary. But it is quite true that 
it is surely a sine qua non of credibility and it provides an important 
incentive for the Soviets to take seriously the START negotiations. But 
it is not cast as a chip in any sense. This is a system that is neces- 
sary to preserve stable deterrence. 


Q The statement tells that the United States will 
never use these except as the ultimate act. And this supposedly 
includes nuclear weapons, and if so, is this the first time for the 
Reagan administration to state formally this statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, that 
the United States will not use its forces except in response to aggres- 
sion in the text tonight. This included nuclear weapons and the ques- 
tion is, is this the first time the President has made this policy 
statement? It is not the first time. The President has gotten ques- 
tions on the road and I think here in the White House about -- at the 
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time, if I recall correctly, of a no-first-use issue being raised this 
past summer, and the President's response then was that no first use 

of nuclear weapons is not good enough, that the United States policy 
was no-first-use of any weapons except in response to aggression. This 
was mentioned my colleagues prompts me in the special session on dis- 
armament speech in June at the United Nations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe it was also 
mentioned in one of the European speeches. 


Q Did the Catholic bishops’ pronouncements have any 
effect on this speech? There seemed to be a great dwelling on the 
simple explanation of deterrence that they were obsessed with. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not identify the 
bishops’ conference per se as a contributing factor. I think that 
all of us and surely the President are conscious of the need for far 
more information available to the American people about the concept 
of deterrence and the 


= 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


~ - 


- 19 < 


existing state of the balance. Going back to last year and 

surely throughout this year, all of us in this room are conscious 

of a greater public angst over the levels of nuclear weanons. And 
it's been clear, the more that this interest has swelled, that there 
were assumptions at large in great numbers of veople that were simply 
wrong. This isn't in the speech, but if you were to ask the 

veople in this room, I imagine, if we have more or fewer warheads 
today than we did 10 years ago, most would say we have many more. 

=e Saas is we have had a steadily declining curve of a number of 
warheads. 


If you ask most people, do we have more megatonnage 
now than wé did in the Kennedy Administration, I expect most people 
would say yes. The fact is we have about half. So there really 
are -- really there is e great deal of misinformation and lack of 
understanding. 


And it's a profound irony -- this thing -- this is 
something the President has personally mentioned a number of times -- 
that here we're talking about the most important public policy 
issue of our generation, vreventing nuclear war and reducing arms, 
and it is the issue on which there is less information and on which the 
American people are less well informed than anythine else. And that 
really was what inspired the speech. 


Q Why didn't you do this last year, to get them 
all ready in Congress? 


Q Can we go back to that before we get too far 
away from it? 


Q Is part of that -- let me just follow up on 
whet he was just saying. Is it the_President's view that if the 
public were not so misinformed, as he believes them to be on this, 
that the -- for instance, the freeze movement would not have 
swept the country as vcowerfully as it did? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the short 
answer is no. Frankly, I think our view -- the President's view 
of the freeze movement -- has been a little imperfect in its 
public elaboration. What I mean by that is that -- the President really 
means what he said in the Rose Garden four or five months ago. And 
that is that it is reasonable for people to be concerned about the 
exorbitant level of nuclear weapons. Anc it is entirely reasonable 
that the government answer those questions. And so to the extent 
that the freeze movement, the ground zero movement, and others 
that are oriented toward learning more about the nature of 
deterrence and of the nuclear balance lead to that, they are 
constructive. 


And so it's not a matter of quashing this or that 
movement or of countering and winning or losing. It's a matter of 
contributing to it in the right svirit, and this is our contribution 
right now. 


Q The speech is directed towards that, towards 
the educational aspect -- to the political aspect, also? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think sharing 
of information, education is a fair statement. 


Q Just a clarification on the first strike issue 
that you were talkince about. Does the administration rule out the 
first use of nuclear weavons if attacked by non-nuclear forces? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The administration's 
position, as I have stated it is, that the United States will not 
use its weapons, whether nuclear or conventional, except in response 
to aggression. And that's our position. 
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Q I just need to clarify that because I don't 
understand whether that means we would not use a nuclear weapon 
against a conventional strike. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, 
aggression committed against the Unitec States by the Soviet Union 
involving, as it surely would, the commitment of the entire Soviet 
force structure, and given the Soviet doctrine of what -- of how 
war is waged, which includes, as you may know, the use of nuclear 
weapons, frankly makes it 4 rather moot point. The specific 
reactions to specific kinds of attack, I think, are hypothetical 
and probably it is unwise to speculate richt now on what precisely 
our response would be. Our response would be effective and what 
was necessary to provide, as, for example, in Europe, effective 
forward defense of NATO. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, in the back 
behind Bob. I can't -- 


ws Q Let's be specific, then. Give us a definition, 
if you will, of an act of aggression committed acainst the United 
States, as opposed to being hypothetical. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Next question. 


Q Can I just ask for a bit of clarification on 
some of these confidence-building measures. This improvement in 
the Hotline, there are no specifics. What kinds of things are 
you looking at in particular? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that wasn't 
designed to ignore the further steps on the Hotline. It's simply 
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further steps on the Hotline simply because we're not finished on the 
Hotline dimension of CBM's. But it could involve, as I think the 
President mentioned in Berlin -- well, he didn't mention it, but it 
was part of the material -- that it could involve perhaps video 
links, it could involve other enhancements to what is now a teletype 
System. But these things really require a lot more studying. We 
simply just haven't finished. That's all. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's try about two 
more here. Laura? 


Q Thank you. The speech tends to accept deterrence 
as the basis for U.S. arms control and arms build up policy, right? 
I would assume that that does not mean that you would rule out or 
that the President is ruling out that in the future, if effective 
defensive systems -- I'm referring to the probably spaced-based 
Or possibly also land-based directed energy beam systems and so 
forth -- were to become possible, that that would not be a preferable 
alternative to simple -- deterrence. In other words,you're not ruling 
out that sort of thing by the simple fact that you're basing in this 
speech your entire policy on deterrence? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We're not ruling 
that out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jim? 


Q Can you comment at all on whatever interest might 
exist on that sort of thing in the administration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, to the extent 
that state-of-the-art in current programs oriented in that direction 


point of being able to make decisions on the feasibility either way 

and as a consequence it's well short of the point where you can deal 
intelligently on arms limitations of them or the advisability of arms 
limitations and so forth. So, really the state of knowledge is still 
too primitive to really reach conclusions, either on weapons development 
Or on arms control in that family. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's take two more. 
Jim and then Walt. 


Q The President in his speech goes through a series 
of different comparisons, but you could tell us whether it's the 
administration's position that in nuclear arms the Soviets are superior, 
have some type of advantage over the United States. I'm not talking 
about a particular case of comparing ICBM's, but in the overall balance 
whether he is saying that the United States is in an inferior position. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's not saying that. 
The -- 


Q He says on the bottom of page two. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In many measures, which 
is the intent of the speech here, of the strategic nuclear balance, 


the Soviet Union is ahead, and the President makes that very graphically 
Clear -- no pun intended. 


Q Virtually every measure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fortunately, virtually isn't 


Q Which ones are we ahead in? 


Q The important point is on the overall question of 
balance, it seems to me that some of these specifics can be misleading 
because it's always been the case that one side might have an advantage 
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here or there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you're quite 
right. And the key point there is to be conscious of the trend more 
than the static condition -- that is, if you find that the Soviet Union 
is ahead in virtually all of these indicators, that's one thing. 
However, if you're doing nothing about it, that's perhaps more important, 
indeed, is more important. And it's the requirement not to allow the 
balance as it is to erode to a position of substantial U.S. inferiority. 
That is the point at issue- and that's the point the President's trying 
to make. 


Q It's accurate to say that now we're still at the 
position of essential equivalence or whatever type of term you want to 
use? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That term, and I'm not 
evading the issue -- I'll answer it all day if you wish -- is associated 
with a particular point in our history, a point at which the balance 
was better than it is right now. And, so, for me to say today we have 
essential equivalence, if that is taken to identify November ‘82 with 
the buzz word of mid-1970's, that's not what I intend. The balance 
is worse now than it was then. But it has reached a point where in 
virtually all the areas, the Soviet Union has an advantage, and it is 
essential that the United States make clear it does not intend to allow 
that balance to erode further and is goi.g to modernize its forces. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Before we take the last 
question, I want you to know there'll be a fact sheet on the history 
of confidence-building measures and some more details on the measures 
the President's announcing tonight as soon as we're done -- following this. 


Q Under SALT II, each party undertakes not to flight test 
at this point new types of ICBM's except one light ICBM. How does 
the MX figure onto this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the MX qualifies 
within that context. It -- I am not trying to be amusing. It is the 
terms of the SALT II Treaty that say anything that is not a heavy is 
a light. Well, the MX is not a heavy. Therefore, it is a light. It 


gualifies. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 6:35 P.M. EST 
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° BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
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The Briefinc Room 
November 24, 1982 
1:35 P.M. EST 
MR. ALLIN: Good afternoon. The brie‘ 


be a background briefinc on the President's tr 
America. 


n¢ this afternoon will 
to South and Central 
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We are piping tnis DSriefing out to California so those soor 
people sitting out there fre-zinc will have an opportunity to hear 
about the trip as well. 


When we're done with the overview, we will take a few c 
from here and then we will take cuestions from out there. And 1 
are more questions here, we'll come back here. 


There are, as I think most of you know, press briefing books 
available for those reople who are manifested on the White House charter. 
I know there are some people that are not going that would like the 
books, but we have a very tight supply of them, so they must go to the 
people who are going on the trip. We just don't have enough for others. 


The background materials that you'll receive have got infor- 
mation on El Salvador and on Guatamala in the rear of the press briefing 
book, bios on the leaders and background notes on the two countries 
in the section that's on Honduras. 


The Galifornia briefing that was just over, they announced 
there that the baggage would be taken here until 5:00 p.m. Monday 
night at the Old EOB and check-in time at Andrews is 9:00 a.m. Tuesday 
morning with departure at 10:30 a.m. And the reason for the lengthy 
time is the number of people that are going on the trip. 


The background briefer this afternoon will be, for your in- 
formation only, KNNNNNNNNNNNANNNAAAANNANANND 
WON | 


\ \\ 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a trip which is 
intended as a statement of priorities. You've seen the President, even 
before he came into office, going to Mexico and meeting with the 
Mexican President. He saw him there after going to Canada. He made 
of the Caribbean Basin Initiative a major foreign policy initiative . 
at the start of this year. He is now going on personal travels to 
South America and Central America in furtherance of that statement of 


priorities to our neighborhood. 





There are basically three themes to the trip. One of them 
is support for democratic institutions. 


Brazil is a country that has just held direct elections for 
governor and -- the governorshios and for the two houses of Congress 
in the largest free election helc in Latin American history. 
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Columbia has just elected a new President in an election in 
which some very substantial portion of the vopulation participated. 


Costa Rica is the oldest democracy in the hemisphere with 
very deep and honorable democratic traditions. 


El Salvador and Honduras, countries that have just come back 
to democracy after long periods under various types of military govern- 
ments. 


And Guatamala, with whose President the President will be 
meeting, is a country whose leader is now considering the establish- 
ment of an election timetable. 


Indeed, all throughout the hemisphere, let me add, you have 
a general movement towards democracy. You have Argentina and Urucuay 
headed in that direction now, too. And, of course, you're well aware 
that within the last few years Peru and Ecuador returned to democratic 
institutions. 





So it's a broad trend in the hemisphere and the President 
will be expressing his support for it. 


Secondly, these are countries with which we are very inter- 
dependent economically, major trading partners. If you add up the 
exports and imports with Latin America and the Caribbean asa whole, 
it comes to some eighty-odd billion, that compares with about $95 billion 
for the European Common Market. Gives you some idea of the extent 
of it. 


We're interdevendent also in the sense that these are major 
users of United States capital. They are major borrowers of United 
States and other capital. And, indeed, we've seen in the course of 
this year that their success in managing their economic policy can 
be extremely important for our success, given the lengths that -- in 
the trade and financial field. 


These are countries that have had a very high rate of growth 
over the last generation, some six percent per annum. Most of them 
now are in serious economic difficulties. 


The President will be discussing ways in which we manage 
our trade and financial affairs in the course of these difficulties, 
as well as how we can get headed back towards the recovery aheac. 


Finally, the President is going, the third theme, on the 
trip to recommit to the inter-American system. This is an area that 
has had the most effective successful regional system, not only in 
its formal manifestions, the Organization of American States, the 
Rio Treaty, but also in its informal ability to solve problems. There 
has been very little war between states in the hemisohere, as a re- 
sult of the effectiveness of this cooperation in our lifetime. The 
Falklands, Malvinas war was an exception. 


This has also been an area, as a result of the relatively 
good security for much of this period in which there's been very 
little military spending. The President will be discussing with 
the leaders he meets how that record can be extendec and reinforced. 


In that connection, of course, he will also be making a 
reaffirmation of our support for those countries in Central America 
that have been threatened by insurgents. 


You will find the President at two of the stops promoting 
the Caribbean Basin Initative. Columbia, though a developing country 
itself is a sponsor of the initiative, along with Mexico, Venezula 
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and Canada. 


Costa Rica, asa potential beneficiary of the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative, will be considered by the Concress in the session starting 
next week. And we are hopeful that the Ways and Means Committee and 
Senate Finance Committee will be acting on it shortly thereafter. 


Let me say a word about the individual countries. Brazil, 
half the continent of South America and one of the great countries 
of the world, is now the eighth largest market economy in the world. 
And I think there is no doubt at all that by the end of the century 
it will be one of the handful of great powers. 


It is a country that exercises worldwide policy, foreign 
policy and the President will be discussing not only Latin American 
affairs, United States affairs, but also Middle Eastern and African 
affairs and East/West questions. 


We will be dealing in Brazil with a series of -- discussing 
a series of difficult and important trade and financial issues which 
are currently under discussion as well as cooperation in such areas 
as science and technology, space and a wide range of other bilateral 
issues. 


In Columbia, which is the fifth largest country in the 
hemisphere, 27 million people, big country with a balanced economy 
that is growing, important enercy resources as well as agriculture and 
industry, we will be discussing the continuation of our trade relation- 
ship, important questions about the sustaining of the inter-American 
system. Columbia has some new thoughts on that that we will wish to 
discuss with them. And in addition to that, we will also be discussinc 
the question -- the shared problem 
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of Grugs, marijuana and cocaine. The Colombians cooperatec with us 
in programs of interdiction of drug traffic, and imsortant progress 
has been made, but a great deal remains to be cone. 


In Central America the discussion will range over all 
the issues in the area; how to promote democratic institutions 
would be certainly the top one. The economic sroblems -- Costa 
Rica is a country in serious economic difficulty just coming through 
with an agreement with the International Monetary Fund. The same is 
also true in Honduras, as well as ongoing support against the insur- 
gencies there. 


Q As you know very well, Brazilisona tightrope just now 
both financially and economically, anc apparently they are expecting 
some gesture from the U.S. both in the area of trade and in cirect 
Support, or indirect support through pressure on the banks to relieve 
the needed resources. What is in the pipeline about that? 


' SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not what Brazil's 
foreign minister, how he put it. He said that indeed there were 
important trade issues which, by the way, have been very intensively 
under negotiation, and important financial issues to discuss, but 
that this is not a trip designed to create operational results in 
either the trade or the financial field, to negotiate immediate deals. 
We hope that the ongoing process of dealing with these problems will 
be handled in the usual ways through the ministers rather than the 
presidential level. This is not a trip designed to produce spectacu- 
lar new assistance programs at any of the stops. 


Q Yesterday there was a news report from Tegu-~igalpa. 
It said that they would be having no joint maneuvers with the United 
States either before or after the President's visit, and it's not 
clear just what this means. Could you clarify it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know -- 
Q -- the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was, a news 
report from Honduras saying that there would be no joint maneuvers 
with the United States either before or after the President's visit. 
Could I comment on what that means? ; 


I don't know the origin of that report. There was a 
maneuver in the planning stage for December, and that has been post- 
poned, but it has not been canceled. Yes, sir? 


Q The question is, whether the President would 
announce the resumption of military aid for Guatamala when he meets 
with the Guatamalan President in Honduras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did everybody hear that 
question? Will the President announce the resumption of military 
assistance when he meets with the Guatemalan President? 


We would expect that all the questions, including that 
one, that possibility, would be discussed, but we would not expect 
that this will be a decision-making or announcing trip, in that sense. 


Q Colombia had some new ideas on the relationships 
within the Hemisphere. What are those? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Colombia has expressed 
interest in a meeting at very high level of the members of the nemis- 
phere, would like to see how the inter-American system could be re- 
vitalized. I think that we will have an exchange of views on that 
when they're there. Colombia has not spelled these ideas out yet, 
although you find some sense of it in the statements of the Colombian 
President after he took office, expressing his feeling that the 
system should indeed be revitalized and relaunched, and we shall be 
seeing what he has on his mind. 
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Q Is the Presicent going to explore the possibility 
that the Costa Ricans are interested in, of developing the northern 
tier there in any way to create some sors: of buffer zone with 
Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The guestion is, will 
the President explore the Costa Rican idea of developing its northern 
provinces in order to create a buffer zone near the frontier of 
Nicaragua? 


< 


gn 


That will be one of the subjects of discussion. President 
Monge has raised that with the President pefore, and we will be lookine 
at that. Undoubtedly it will be toucned on in the discussion, but we 
are looking at it now at the official level. 





Qo In what context are you looking at it? Are you 
looking at it in terms of sending engineers and providing technical 
assistance? What has been requested? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Costa Ricans would 
like both technical assistance and financial assistance for what is in 
effect a very ambitious project. I think that the assistance will 
have to come, if in fact the project is to go ahead, very largely 
from the international, the multilateral development banks, but we 
don't at all rule out the possibility of some U.S. economic aid for 
this project. 


MR. ALLIN: Two more questions, Huberto, Hernando, and 
Michael, and then we will go to California, okay? 


Q I would like you to address a little more in depth 
the second theme of the trip. You said that financial and trade 
methods will be intensively discussed. There have been, over the 
last two years, intensive discussions about those matters. The coun- 
tries that are about to be visited are worse today than when this 
cycle started. 
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I would wonder, first, do you expect -- what are your 
expectations of results after these new rounds of discussions are 
held, mainly in Brazil? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are all facing a 
recession; it's a worldwide recession, and it has hit the developing 
countries particularly hard. As you say, in the course of the last 
two years the position of the developing countries has worsened sharply, 
and particularly the pressures on Brazil have increased substantially. 


The questions of how you manage your financial relation- 
ship with Brazil holding, in effect, $80 billion worth of debt, and 
how you manage your trading relationships at a time when everybody 
must adjust their economies and many cutbacks and stabilization are 
underway, is in fact the basic theme that will be treated in those 
discussions with Brazil. 


Now, I think the fact that we have all been able so far 
to come through this far in the recession, worldwide recession, with- 
out any of the underlying *rading or financial relationships snapping 
shows that we have been successful in managing the crisis up to this 
point. And as the pressures get greater, we've got to make sure 
that we have the kind of cooperation that will get us through the 
remainder without a wave of protectionism, without a wave of defaults 
by debtors or failures to lene by lenders. 


Q You have said that there are intensive negotiations, 
for instance, in the issue of trade. And you also have said that you 
recognize that the Brazilian Government is in a difficult situation 
right now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 
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Q My question is, in these negotiations, the attitude 
of the United States, does it take into consideration that Brazil 
right now 1S passing through a difficult moment? When you sit down 
at a table and of course ask for some reciprocity or will you make 
some concession, do you take into consideration the state of the 
Brazilian economy now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the answer is 
shown by the trip itself, as, reflects very clearly a willingness to 
take fully into consideration the current situation of the developinc 
countries of the region. 


Let me say in that regaré a word about the trip schecule. 
We will be going, as you know, I think, on November 30 to Brasilia, 
and the following day there will be an intensive series of meetings, 
bilateral, between the two presidents, meetings with the senior 
advisors, a luncheon, further meetings between the senior advisors, 
a dinner, a second meeting with President Figueiredo the following 
morning -- that is to say, December 2, a trip down to Sao Paulo to 
address a group of business and financial leaders, back to Brasilia 
and overnight there, then to Bogota. And during the day in Bogota, 
luncheon with the Colombian Cabinet anc President, bilaterals, small 
bilateral, a cabinet-level bilateral, followed by the trip to San Jose 
and a similar series of meetings there, and then finally to Honduras. 


During the course of all of that 
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there will be, indeed, ample opportunity for the President to 
express his concern and understanding of the need for both sides 
to accommodate in order to keep the international system 
functioning. 


Q My I follow that up on Brazil for a moment? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q You said before that you did not expect any 
groundbreaking announcements about aid or anythine like 
that. But can you specify at least what will be on the 
table for discussion in terms of what Brazil is seeking 
either in terms of aid or waivinc countervailing duties or 
anything like that? What specific stuff will be on the table 
that you will be discussing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think 
that I can make it more specific at this stage than I have. 
Although, we will be addressinc that more concretely when we are 
down there, after we have had the sessions. 


But we have had, I should say vorior to this meeting, 
some very intensive discussions of beth of those issues with 
Brazil, and how they can be accommodated between us. And the 
purpose of the trip is not to announce the results of those 
discussions. Indeed, those problems are going to require 
continuous management over the next couple of years as they 
have over the past several years. 


Q You have talked about going on the trip to 
promote democracy. You have not mentioned, specifically, 
East-West conflicts in the region, particularly Nicaragua or 
El Salvador. Does this reflect any diminishing of concern about 
the conditions there. or is the President not there specifically 
to discuss those issues. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sure that, 
as I mentioned, the question of ongoing insurgencies in Central 
America will come up. The threat posed by Nicaragua to its 
neighbors will undoubtedly be discussed by its neighbors. But 
I would not put that as a major theme of the trip. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Let us 
get some questions from California. 


California, do you want to go ahead? 


Q I have two questions. First, on the Costa Rican 
buffer zone -- you make that sound as if it is going to be an 
area made up entirely of factories anc industries when my 
understanding is that Costa Rica wants to have military patrols 
and aerial patrols to prevent incursions from Nicaragua. Is 
there not some military element in what Costa Rica wishes to 
do with their northern border? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Costa Rica is very 
concerned about the security of its norhtern border. And it 
faces threats and pressures from Nicaragua. As you know, Costa 
Rica has no army. It has a seven-thousand-man national police 
force -- whets its considerable concern. 


But the project that is being talked about is one 
of dealing with the infiltration threat, primarily, by economic 
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development. At the same time, as I think you know, the Costa 
Ricans are beefing up the varamilitary elements that they have 

in their police force, which are very small. They have aprliec for 
small amounts of assistance from us, which we gave in the course 

of 1982. It is $2 million. So you can see the scale that this 

is on. 








But the primary emphasis is on economic development 
as the answer to possible subversion in that area. 


Q All right. 


The second question is -- what message is President 
Reagan conveying to the Cuban-style government of Nicaragua by 
visiting their four neighbor nations, which are essentially 
hostile to the Managua regime. And is the message one that is 
likely to say to the Nicaraguans -- come into the system, or we 
are with the others? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a message to 
Say that we will stand behine our friends there. And we want 
to see them succeed. 





Q If the President really wanted to concentrate 
on Latin America at this time anc improve relations with Latin 
America, why did he choose not to attend the inauguration of 
de la Madrid in Mexico? And what does that say about our 
relationship with Mexico? 


SENIOR ADMI‘NWISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not receive 
an invitation to attend, nor indeed did any other Chief-of-State. 
The Mexicans specified that they wished to have the cfficial 
Gelegations led by the resident Ambassadors. And that was 
designed to reflect the austerity that Mexico must undertake at 
the present time. Sc ther is no such message in the failure 
of the President to attend the inauguration of de la Madrid. 
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Q What nations will be represented at the multilateral 
talks in Honduras? And will it just be one meeting or will it be 
broken up into severel meetincs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, no, it will not 
be a multilateral talk. The President will have a bilateral with 
President Suazo Cordova and he will meet separately with President 
Rios Montt of Guatemala. 


Q Why isn't he -- why aren't the Mexicans coming down 
to meet with him? I was told that he was going to try and meet with 
as many Latin American leaders as he possibly could. And, also, what 
is the feeling about the Argentines not wanting to meet with him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has just met with the 
President-Elect of Mexico on the Mexican border in San Diego for a 
very full discussion. There was never any question of a further meeting 
on this trip. 


With regard to other possible meetings, a number of such 
possible meetings were discussed, notably with the Brazilians at 
an early stage in planning. Those ideas were not retained. 


Q Could you give us the administration's view on the 
Argentines not wanting to meet with the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's an inaccurate report, 
as the Argentine Foreign Minister himself said the other day. He 
termed it as such. It was an idea which was discussed primarily with 
the Brazilians at an early stage in planning and not pursued. 


Q What about the Peruvians? Is it true that they did not 
want to meet with the President? And, secondly, what is the status 
of the textile dispute with Peru? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was another one that 
was discussed at Peruvian initiative but it did not fit the schedule 
and so it was set aside. 


On the subject of textiles, the countervailing duty action 
against the Peruvian texiles continues and a preliminary finding 
has been announced. 


Q Well, when you say it does not fit the schedule, would 
we be wrong to conclude that there was no interest by the Peruvians 
to meet with the President at this time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you would be wrong 
to conclude that. 


Q You mentioned the Falklands once very briefly. Although 
you did mention them when you briefed on the day that the trip was 
announced. Will the disagreements of last June between the United 
States and Latin American countries be a major theme during the Presi- 


dent's trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think the concern 
for the system, the system was clearly shaken by the Falklands 
crisis. It, I think, as we've seen at the Organization of American 
States meeting last week, it has pulled together again. But the 
question of how it can be made more effective and vital in the future 
will be very much a topic of discussion. 


Q When you say have it "pulled together again," do you 
mean the OAS or do you mean the whole regional thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: well, I think the OAS 
meeting, only the formal expression of this regional system, showed 
that very substantial harmony had been reestablished in the regional 
organization. But we have an ongoing concern which I think we must 
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have after its failure to prevent the war in the Falklands/Malvinas 
that the very good record of peacekeeping of this organization can 
be extended. And we want to talk about how that can be Gone in an 
area, after all, in which there are a lot of territorial conflicts 
and other threats to peace. 


MR. ALLIN: Anson, do you have a couple more out there? We 
have some more here. 


MR. FRANKLIN: Last question, Mort, and we'll turn it back 
to you. 


Q , There's been some speculation that Mexico and other 
debtor nations in South America might form a debtor's cartel and 
either dictate terms to the lending nations or renounce their debts 
to those nations. How much of a concern is that on the administration's 
part and what part will it play in the President's trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not a concern of the 
administration. The main countries in Latin America have not expressec 
interest in this proposal. Each situation is, indeed, different. Each 
country is concerned to settle its debt problems on its own terms anc 
to maintain its credit-worthiness on its own terms rather than 
to subject itself to some common denominator. So I do not think that 
that is a proposal that is going anywhere. And it is not a concern 
of the Administration. 


Q Will there be any discussion of the Cuban infiltration 
of South America and Central America? It's very important. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure that the support 
of Cuba for insurgencies in Central America and attempted support in 
a couple of South American places will be touched on. I don't think 
it will be a major theme. 


Q What evidence -- or what -- do you have the Guatamalan 
President was considering the establishment of an election timetable 
other than what President Rios Montt has said? What -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're actively working on 
that now and we would like to encourage that. 


Q In what way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they've got -- they, 
in fact, blocked out a timetable which is being debated by the Cabinet 
and -- at the present time. We would like -- and it has all the steps 
in it, the election law, the constituent assembly, constitution, regis- 
tration of voters, etc., etc., presidential election and parliamentary 
election. We would like to encourage early decision on that and ef- 
fective following through. 


Q My question was in what way will we encourage it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the meetinc between 
the President and Rios Montt is designed, among other -- they will 
discuss that. And I expect that the President will, in fact, encourage 
their President to get on with it. That's the -- And the meeting itself 


is designed as encouragement. 


Q You said that you are not concerned with the debtor's 
cartel as a collective action. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q But I will ask you what role did President Figueiredo's 
speech at the United Nations about two months ago play on the timing 
of this visit to Brazil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the speech was read 
very carefully in the administration. And I think you will find that 
when the President is in Brazil he will be commenting on and responding 
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to a number of the themes that the President of Brazil raised in that 
speech, both in his remarks in Brasilia and in Sao Paulo. 


Q Will the President meet with any Salvadoran leaders some- 
place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he'll meet with President 
Alvaro Magana in San Jose. 


Q When you were discussing the visit to Colombia and the 
issue of drugs, you said that a great deal had yet to be done. Do 
we have any hopes for some sort of agreement or progress on that issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have an acreement. 
We have a lot of active cooperation on that issue already in the in- 
telligence field and in the interdiction field in particular. 


Some very substantial quantities of drugs, as you may have 
noticed in recent pick-ups in Miami have been interdicted with the 
cooperation of the Colombian police. 


We are now, however, looking to see, one, how the interdiction 
can be reinforced, and, two, how we can get on towards the question 
of eradication and substitution, which has got to be an essential part 
of the future solution to this problem. 


We've just begun it in the United States, of course, in 
Florida, as our own first program in this. 


Q Are you saying that we're satisfied with what they've 
done so far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, neither we nor they are 
satisified with what has been done. It's an enormous problem, not 
only for us, but for them because the amount of money that is generated 
by this and the power that that creates has produced much great 
lawlessness, a phenomena of corruption in their society that con- 
cern them very much. So there are two sides to this. 


Q Could you tell us what message the President will deliver 
to the President of El Salvador about certification of aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that he will discuss 
the -- all of the issues involved in certification. That is to say, 
the continued progress towards democratic institutions, what has 
been achieved and what will be achieved. Salvador is now discussing 
its presidential elections. Questions of human rights, some progress 
has been made. But a great deal remains to be made. 
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The question of land reform, it has been relaunched after having 
been nearly derailed this spring, and of course very much the 
murders of American citizens, in varticular the churchwomen's 
case which has just gone, you may have noted, to trial, and the 
case of the murders of two American land reform workers, which 

has been brought a long way with the cooperation of the government 
and army of El Salvador, but in which we have yet to be able to 
Obtain indictments from the Salvadoran courts. That is a very 
important point that we would expect to be discussed. 


Q Will Mr. D‘Aubisson be in on the meeting 
with Mr. Magana and the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think 
so. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will take two 
more questions. 


Q Last month, you ana another senior administration 
official, in discussing the financial question in Latin America, 
pointed to the expected recovery of the U.S. economy later 
this year and next year as being a factor that can be counted 
On. More recently, a senior official has said that the 
question of whether the U.S. economy recovers is a very important 
question. 


In your discussions in particular in Brazil, will 
you at that point be saying that they can count on an increase 
in exports to the U.S. and so on because of the recovery? Or 
will you be specifying austerity measures that involve them, 
not counting on any recovery in the U.S. economy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think the 
President will very clearly state his confidence that the U.S. 
economy will recover, that he will very probably describe the 
economy as poised for recovery. 


I think that you will fine him balancing the two. 
We all have to take retrenchment measures and stabilization 
measures. And some very important ones have been taken in the 
United States, as you know -- raising taxes and cutting expenses. 
A number of such measures are now being discussed in Brazil. 
And it is not up to us to try, of course, to say what they 
should be -- other than we know that some measures of that kind 
are inevitable. 


But, equally, there has been a great deal of 
cooperation -- financial cooperation between all of these countries 
and the United States in order to bridge this very difficult 
period without excessive cutbacks. And there has been a major 
cushioning effect and accommodating effect that has taken place 
this year. And that will certainly be discussed. I think the 
President will express his optimism on the medium-term. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will take three 
questions -- the gentleman back there, Maureen, and right over 
there. 


Q You mentioned "bridge." There is a lot of 
talk in Brazil and here in the financial press. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I did not 
mean it in the technical sense. I meant it in the larger sense 
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for the area as a whole. 


Q Does the Reagan administration have any overall 
Latin American foreign policy? Or does it ever olan to have one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. You have the 
three elements of it expressed in this trip by the President. 
And the first one is, indeed, support for democratic institutions 
throughout the the hemisohere. And some cround is being made. 
The second one is making the economic interdependence work. 
And it is major, and the fact that it is not broken. And the 
third is making the regional institutions work to preserve the 
peace and security of the area. They have not worked verfectly. 
But the record in this hemisphere is really very good when you 
compare it with any other hemisphere. 


Q Why was this trip so hastily arranced, at least 
from the President's point of view since, originally, it was 
the Secretary of State? And what are the potential voluses 
and minuses, politically, for the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think 
that I will address the latter question. 


On the former, we looked at two options here -- 
either the President or the Secretary of State. The President 
was chosen because he wanted to emphasize priority in the 
hemisphere as he has by his other trips. This is a trip which 
he has wanted to do since he came into office, and which he 
has often discussed with his advisors. And an opportunity to 
Go it presented itself, and he took it. 


Q Are you afraid that this trip is creating, 
Or will be creating, 
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expectations higher than the ones that the Unitec States is ready 
now to answer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is always a 
possibility. When this trip was announcec originally, you found 
in some Latin American newspapers talk about a new Marshall Plan, 
this time one for Latin America, or a new Alliance for Progress. 


In our view though, that any such proposals are neither 
possible nor appropriate. We are dealing here with middle income 
countries that have progressed a very long way from the time of 

_the Alliance for Progress. You look at the Brazilian economy: since 
the Alliance was announced that economy has grown four times, anc it 
now has per capita income of over $2,000. It's very definitely a 
middle income country, as the others are. And meanwhile, of course, 
you know all the pressures in the Unitec States. 


So I think that neither we nor Latin American countries 
think that that is the appropriate answer. But we do have to manage 
our trade and finance. That's going to be a major theme. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:20 P.M. EST 
11:20 A.M. PST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON 
VISIT OF FOREIGN MINISTER PIK BOTHA 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One of the immedi- 
ate purposes of this afternoon's Dackgrounder is to provide 
a little context on the visit of South African Foreign 
Minister Pik Botha. 


There have been a number of events since we last 


had a time to meet which I thought I might say a word or two 
about in addition. 


Let me refer briefly tc two of them. 


First, the Vice President's trip to Africa which 
has just concluded, and, second, the release of American 
prisoners held in Angola in the context of a wider exchange 
of prisoners involving Americans, Soviets, Cubans, South 
Africans, Angolans, and UNITA. . 


Let me just say a word about the prisoner release 
at the outset since it is in many respects a suitable micro- 
cosm of much of what we're trying to accomplish in the 
southern African region. 


First, it took a considerable period of time. 
Many were sxeptical that it would work out, but by a fair 
degree of persistence and keeping channels open to all the 
parties involved we got the necessary agreements for this 
very complicated prisoner swap. 

It proved a point which I don't suppose is really 
in contention, which is that it is possible to get diverse 
and strongly antagonistic parties to work together when 
everybocy has something to gain by it, and when there is a 
party prepared to play the role of catalyst. 


We salute the parties’ decisions that made that 
transfer possible in the humanitarian interest of everyone, 
and have so stated our views to them privately. 


Concerning the Vice President's trip, which we 
regard as an unqualified success -- the more so because of 
his willingness to stick to an arduous schedule with the 
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interruption of a visit to the Brezhnev funeral in Moscow -- 
I just would make a few opdservations on that. 


First, despite an impression which I think has 
been created to some extent, his visit was not timed to or 
Goes not figure into any particular state of play on the 
Namibia-Angola negotiations. That trip was planned six 
months previously and had tar broader objectives than to 
seek to engage the parties he met in an actual negotiation 
concerning Namibia and Angola. 


The Vice President was not seeking to establish 
new policies, but rather to provide a detailed opportunity 
for face-to-face exchange, to explain our goals and poli- 
cies, and to hear the views of our hosts. 


The Vice President made clear a number of things 
on our side, including our support for African develcpment, 
Our desire to be as helpful as we can given the economic 
crisis facing so many Afric#n countries, and the fact that 
we are able to do more to the extent that our friends are 
prepared to do more to help tnemselves. 


He emphasized our commitments in the field of 
human rights and justice under law. On all of his stops he 
made clear our readiness to bolster African regional 
security, whether in West Africa, in the Horn of Africa or 
in southern Africa. He repeated our commitment of 
longstanding to seek an agreement leading to Namibia's 
independence and explained our position on the need to 
address at the same time and in the same context the broader 
question of regional security, including and involving the 
presence of foreign forces in southern Africa, notably in 
Angola. 


He made the point, in essence, that we can piay 
and are prepared to play through our active diplomacy the 
role of catalyst, something which perhaps we are uniquely 
Suited to play. : 


We have seen some stories about the reaction, if I 
Can put it that way, of a number of the leaders with whom 
the Vice President met, which purport to indicate a rejec- 
tion of American policy in southern Africa. 


I assume that you know that we have not been 
seeking to establish in any formal sense a linkage of Cuban 
troops to Namibian independence. We're, rather, trying to 
get across the point that there is a practical requirement 
for ocarallel movement, however it might be described. 
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We do believe that it's vital to address regional 
security, and we do think that the Cuban issue in Angola is 
integral to that. 


What I would like to say on this background basis 
is that while, of necessity, many African leaders have to 
publiciy state their position of dissociation from any 
linkage of these two issues, virtually all of them have con- 
Siderable sympathy for our effort, support for our effort, 
to achieve this overall regional settlement, particularly in 
light of the reality that it wiil be necessary to do it that 
way in order to get a settlement. 


We fully appreciate and understand that it is not 
possible for them to say so publicly. Many governments have 
their constraints and their various domestic and other 
aucGiences, but the point is that no one should be deceived 
about the rhetoric in this regard. In fact, a number of our 
interlocutors, far from privately condemning our approach, 
made helpful and constructive suggestions as to how we might 
Dring it to successful conclusion. 


As to the visit of Foreign Minister Pik Botha 


itself, I'll make a few general comments before taking your 
questions. 


This was not seen as a negotiating session. 
Neither we nor the South Africans had pianned it to be a 
negotiating session on either bilateral issues or on the 
Namibia-Angola process. It was, rather, a chance for two 
men who had not previously had any chance to work together 
to get acquainted, to exchange views, review the premises 
behind the policies of each side, so that there will be the 
maximum possibility for being able to work successfully 
together down the road. Personal contact in this regard, we 
feel, is very <mportant. 


From our standpoint, we found the meetings to pro- 
vide a useful opportunity to reaffirm -- to identify and to 
discuss a sustainable basis for constructive relations bet- 
ween Our two countries. On the Namibia-Angola negotiations, 
yes. On the broader questions of regional security and how 
it might be strengthened in southern Africa, yes. And also 
On how we can best encourage a process which we believe to 
be underway cf constructive change in South Africa toward a 
system based upon consent, and away from a system based on 
lecaily entrenched racism. 
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I think with those few seneral observations, I 
will stop there and take your auestions. 


Q When he was downstairs, Foreign Minister 
Botha said something I wonder if you would agree with. He 
says, "There are siight differences of opinion on certain 
metnods. . ." -=— talking of the Namibian independence or nego- 
tiations -- ". . .slight differences of opinion on certain 
methods, but by and large are not aware of any substantial 
disagreement facing the two governments at the present 
time.” 


Would you agree? 


A I don't have any arguments to pick with that 
statement. 


Q Would you also agree with his statement down 
there that he thinks the United States has a real chance of 
achieving an internationally acceptable solution, and there 
is no impasse? 


A We've said so repeatedly. Yes. 


Q What about the multinational force idea? He 
seemed cool to the idea. Who was supporting it? How far 
has this proposal gone? 


A It is described in various media as a propo- 
Sal. I wouldn't want to go beyond saying that it's not, at 
this point, a concrete proposition that's being put before 


any party. It is among the possibilities that hypotheti- 
Cally one might talk about. 


So in that sense the Minister was simply saying 
that he hasn't been asked to comment upon it, apart from by 
the press. i mean, he hasn't had a prorosition along those 
lines put before him by us or by anyone else. 


Q What is the American view? 


A We have an open mind. We're prepared to look 
at the various questions that are raised by the Angola 
Government as to how the Namibia transition and its own 
security could be addressed under the framework that we're 
sucgesting. So we rule out nothing a priori, but I don't 





want to imply that there is a proposai along those lines 
that has any concrete status as an American proposal or a 
Contact Group proposal or anything else. 
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Q Is this a proposal we're talking about a non- 
aligned, multinational force that would —— the Cubans 
in Angola? Is that what we're talking about 


A The gentleman to your right was the one who 
raised the guestion. We're not tabling at this point -- 
there isn't any such proposal -- 


Q No, but, I mean, is it an idea, is it -- 
that's what we're talking about here, are we not? 


A Some form of functional equivalent, I suppose 
you couid say. 


Q Okay. So you have an open mind on the intro- 
duction of such a force if the parties do agree. Botha has 
Clearly killed that off. He wants no part of that whatever. 
So how do we reconcile what could be a key element in any 
possible solution? 


A I think it's premature to talk abcut a dif- 
ference of view on it. I mean, the fact is that in any 
negotiation of this kind one would expect that each party 
would have to give something to get an agreement, and we 
think all the parties understand that. 


It's just that I think the Minister was being 
faced with a question which he saw as somewhat hypothetical. 
The goal, which I think all parties that we've spoken to in 
southern Africa share, is one of reducing the East-West 
aspects of this thing, and part of the implication of that 
is reducing the presence of foreign forces in the region. 


Q Are the Americans going to negotiate with the 
Cubans on this issue directly? Is there anv consideration 


of that? Have” they asked the Cubans whether they're willing 
to pull out? 


A We are negotiating this as a catalyst between 
the parties who are directly concerned in the region -- 
those who live there -- I mean those who live there per- 
manently -- and we don't think that it would be a 
confidence-building measure for anyone if we were to start 
impiying that the soiution lay elsewhere, that we were going 
to be involved in an act of deciding the fate of others over 
their heads. That's just not the approach we have taken, 
and we haven't been asked to take that ee by any of 
the parties concerned. 
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Q Have you approached Fidel Castro on this 
issue at all? Has the U.S. Government apprceached Fidel 
Castro in the recent weeks or months? 


A No. 


Q Has the United States Government discussed 
this issue of a multinational peacekeeping force with the 
Angolan Government? 


Have they said they are interested in this idea, 
in exploring this idea? 


A I'm not going to ge into the content of our 
Giscussicns with the Angolans except to say that we have 
made clear that we are prepared to look at all the questions 
they might have as they face and look at the kind of overall 
framework of ideas that we put forward to them. 


This idea is one of very many possibilities. 
There are, as I've said before, an infinite number of ways 
to achieve what we're seeking to achieve, which is parallel 
movement on these two questions. 


Q Can you tell us what are the hangups in this 
wnole thing? I know that's a general question, but over the 
past six months we've been told an agreement is imminent, 
and then it never quite comes about. I'm just wondering if 
you cculd just detail what are the problems? 


a I don't think I have anything terribly new to 
add to that question. We have achieved agreement on vir- 
tually all the Namibia issues. As I've said, there are a 
couple of outstanding ones -- at latest count, about one and 
a half -- that relate to Resolution 345 in the Namibia pro- 
cess itseif; and, of course, there is this other question of 
the necessity of getting a commitment on the issue of Cuban 
troop withdrawal. 


That's to be technical about it. To be more phi- 
iosphical about it, I don't think I could have put it better 
myself than the South African Foreign Minister put it when 
he said there's a problem of trust. 


When we started out this exercise, the position on 
the one side was the Cubans might go after Namibia's inde- 
pendence, which is asking the people who distrust that pro- 
mise to take it on faith -=- and that works both ways. We 





are the first to say that there is a gulf of trust in the 
region which we are seeking to overcome, and that the 

problem of trust or distrust exists on both sides. Sol think 
that's the underlying question which our negotiation is 
designed to try and remedy. 


re) Since you said this idea of the multinational 
peacekeeping force is not really at a proposal stage even 
here, how do you see the -- I mean, six months ago you were 


saving you would not be surprised if there was a settlement 
in place now. 


I'm wondering how you see the timetabie at this 
point. 


A The discussions are continuing through 
various channels between us and the Angolans. We're in 
touch with them. We will probably have further rounds with 
them physically in Angola in the near future. 


I can't give you a timeframe. We're not nego- 
tiating under any self-imposed deadlines. We did feel 
earlier in the year that it might be possible to move things 
rapidly because they had started to move rapidly, which is 
to say that there is a negotiation underway in which there 
was give and take being demonstrated. 
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The most difficult issues of all sometimes are the 
hardest ones to crack, but we have no reason to believe the 
negotiation is bogged down, so we continue. 


Q But the March ‘83 date is out of the picture 
now? That was the date that was previously around. 


A One of the problems in an exercise of this 
kind is that from time to time people doing their homework 
pick up bits and pieces of a story, and they come up with 
Gates which are given some kind of holy quality, although 
they've never been enshrined in anything by any of the 


governments concerned. July 15, August *", and so on and so 
forth -=- May or March ‘83. 





We have never set such deadlines, and we're not 
working under any deadlines now. The South African 
Government, or the Angolan Government, or SWAPO would not 
want us to be giving them deadiines, and we're not going to 
be given deadlines by anybody either. 
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Q With respect to the question of trust, did you 
in your conversations today with the Foreign Minister bring 
up the possibility of South Africa making some kind of 
gesture that might decrease that distrust? Either 
withdrawal from Angolan territory or any other political 
move within Namibia? 


In your last press conference you alluded to this. 
It wasn't, you said, the central question of what you were 
working on, but there was some validity to what you might be 
pushing for. 


A I'm not going to go any further into the 
substance of our exchanges about what we can do to push the 
ball alond. But it is clear that -- as I've said, that all 
the parties that we're in touch with wish us to push the 
ball along, and if that idea appeared to have merit and to 
respond to a concern of one side, we would certainly explore 
it. 


0 Is that the substance of your -- what seems 
to be eternal optimism on this thing, that both sides are 
urging you to continue talking on, or is there something 
deeper behind it? We've heard you say this sort of thing 
now for about a year. 


A I'm not sure that it's quite fair to label us 
as being eternally optimistic. We dao feel that we have 
something viable underway, and we will continue with it as 
long as we see it to be viable based on what the other par- 
ties tell us. 


Optimistic makes it sound like you're asking me to 
put odds on it, and I'm not a betting man. 


Q If you talk about regional security arrange- 
ments, what other alternatives do you see besides some sort 
of a peacekeeping force as a regional security guarantee? 


A There are any number of possibilities for 
guarantees that one can explore, whether they be bilateral, 
multilateral, in the U.N. context. There are any number of 
aspects of the security picture as it faces the Angolan 
Government, as it faces other governments, which one can 
address. 


As I indicated, there are an infinite number of 
ways to define and to work towards a parallel framework for 
implementation for 435 and Cuban troop withdrawal from 


"Declassified for Publication tn American roreign 


Se 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





Angola. It is an extensive period of time, and there are, 


obviously, hypothetically many ways in which one can achieve 
the overall result. 


Q Did Mr. Botha offer any suggestion at all 
that he might be prepared to make just even the slightest 
gesture, as this gentleman asked, that would go towards the 
Angolan Government recognizing the lengths to which they 
want to establish a degree of trust? 


A I think the very fact that the Foreign 
Minister indicated that he identified the issue of trust as 
being critical to the negotiation would speak for itself. 


I'm not prepared to publicly discuss the latest in 
Our Own, and our own, effort, and what our next proposals 
or ideas or suggestions might consist of. But it seems to 
me that defining the problem that way is a way that we can 
understand and identify with too. 


-- MORE -- 











©) Do you expect the next things to happen, 
since trust is the problem, are going to be external things 
or confidence-building measures like this exchange of priso- 
ners and so on, orf do you expect that the next steps, real, 


tangible steps, will be within the framework of negotiations 
of which we're a catalyst? 


a I wouldn't be inclined to separate the two. 
Obviously, we want the best possible environment and 
atmosphere fer our negotiation. But chink all the parties 
recognize that whatever might be done bilaterally we are the 
catalyst in this effort. 


Q Are there any number of things like the pri- 
soner exchange that are pending that could come to fruition 
ané help along the general atmosphere? Did you talk about things 
like that today with Mr. Botha? 


A I wouldn't point to other examples of things 
like the prisoner exchange. I would fust simply point to 
the prisoner exchange itself as an indication of both the 
complexity and the feasibility of operating in this fashion, 
because there isn't anybody else who can do it, and the 
reqion is at a dangerous period. 


There is the potential for the region to slide 
into very, very deep trouble, and we don't believe it's in 
anyone's interest. I mean, sure, there can be destruction 
and without seeking to predict who would win any given par- 
ticular encounter, everyone will suffer. So in that context 

think we have a role to play. 
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Q How do you see the internal political deve- 
lopoments within Namibia impacting on negotiations, the deve- 
lopments in the last few weeks extending the life of the 
National Assembly in the failure to install a different 
government, change of Administrator General? 


— 


a The only point I would make in respcne to 
that is that sat cemains totally consistent with the search 
for an internationally acceptable settlement which is, of 
course, the only basis on which we're seeking to negotiate, 
and we assume that will continue. 


Q At what point do we want the Cuban troops to 
withdraw and at what point do the South Africans want the 
Cuban troops to withdraw? Is there unanimity of agreement 
there at what stage we want the Cubans to withdcaw from 
Angola? 





f I would just indicate at this point that 
we'ce in tne middle of a bargaining process as honest bro=- 
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kers. And, again, neither side in any negotiation can 
expect to get the total of its desired maximum position. 
But it is our view that we need to cet this kind of an 
agreement/commitment on parallel withdrawl in order for us 
to get a Namibian settlement, and on that there's no 
disagreement, and it's just a fact of life. 


Q Are you suggesting that the South Africans 


may have to settle for partial as opposed to total Cuban 
withdrawal? 


A No, I'm not saying anything of the kind. 
What I'm suggesting, *housgh, is that within the framework of 
Phase III, which we have identified as a significant period 
o5f time, there are a number of ways to achieve -- hypothe- 
tically, to achieve parallelism. But we don't start that 
execcise with any a priori notions of how much on which day. 
Obviously, we need to negotiate that and we will do so. 


Q On the question of guarantees, has your work 
been complicated or damaged at all by the failure of U.S. 
guarantees in Beirut to be sustained and respected? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q A simple one: You used the word 
"parallelism." What exactly do you have in mind there? 


A U. N. Resolution 435 begins on date "X" and 
that is the beginning of Phase III. Independence of Namibia 
comes on day "Y" and that's the end of Phase III, and the 
Gifference between those two dates will, at a minimum, be 
seven to eight months and it could well be a year or wha- 
cever, depending on how long it takes the Constitutent 
Assembly to organize itself, to do its work, to write a 
constitution and so forth. 


What we mean by "parallelism" is that in the con- 
text of PhasesrIII, which provides in detail for South 
African troop withdrawal from Namibia, that Cubans would be 
withdrawn from Angola. 


Q Let me just follow up. You mentioned before 
that virtually all of the questions relating to Namibia have 
been pretty much settled. What, then, emerges as the 
central question that is blocking the beakthrough? Is it 
the Cuban issue, or are there still major ones within 
Namibia that are blocking? 


os There are a couple other Namibia-related 
issues which ace outstanding but which we believe are within 
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the powecs of the parties to resolve in pretty short order 
if we can get what we need which is a commitment from the 
Angolan side. 


Cc On the Cuban withdrawal? 
A Yes. 
Qo Let me ask you another question, if I may. 


What would hapren inside Angola if the Cubans were to leave? 
Could the current government stay in power? 


A We have said that we're not asking any party 
to commit suicide and we mean that. If that's the way the 
Angolan Government saw the proposition we're putting to it, 
I presume they wouldn't be interested in discussing it any 
further than chey are. 


Q Have you brought up the multinational force 
issue with the Angolans? Have you discussed this with the 
Angolan authorities? 


fa We've discussed every conceivable 
possibility, just in terms of identifying as possibilities, 
hypothetically, that one might look at. We have not made 
anv proposals of a concrete nature on that particular question. 


Q In tecms of Namibia's internal politics, you 
say that if South Africa agrees, the new Administrator 
General proceeds with internal elections in the spring, that 
is not inconsistent with U.N. Resoluticn 435 oc inter- 
nationally acceptable solution? 


a No, I think you misunderstood me. What I had 
said was that <=he announcement made at the beginning of this 
week concerning the extension of the mandate of the existing 
stcuctuce in Windhoek is wholly consistent with the inter- 
nally cecognized settlement effort. 


What happens next spring remains to be seen. 
Obviously, we'il be in close touch with all the parties 
about that at the time. We are not at this stage trying to 
lock anything into concrete. But we do feel that the posi- 
tion taken to extend the mandate, in fact, is wholly con- 
Sistent with the international settlement effort. 


e) You said a couple times today that there were 
an infinite number of ways that the mutual security needs of 
South Africa anc Angola could be satisfied in this, and that 
the United States is looking to be the catalyst, that 
everyone has cot to jive up something. Can you give us any 
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sense that in your discussions with both cr either side any 
of the ideas, any of these -- even one or two -- ideas have 
interested either party, that they're responding positively, 
they think that's an area to go by? Can you give any sense 
of what any of those hints or suggestions might be? 


A I'd like to be more gratifying than I can be, 
given the nature of my job. The problem is that we're 
Gealing with a number of governments here for whom these 
issues are not likely, or for us Americans, distant problems 
of regional security. They are matters of life and death 
and survival, and if we seek to negotiate in @ public arena, 
the latest exchange of positions on it, we're going to blow 
them out of the water. That's the reality. Public face and 
private concessions are two very different things. I 
shouldn't have to say that so often but I'm afraid that's 
just the reality and that's also the reality in response to 
the Vice President's trip in Africa also. 


Q What's youc assessment of the strength of 
UNITA, and of South Africa's relationship with that group? 


fy I'm not going to comment on the military 
strength of UNITA. We do believe, politically speaking, 
that UNITA represents an important politican force in Angola 
and that ultimately peace in Angola with require that there 
is some form of political understanding among all Angolans. 


Q Just to follow that briefly. Do you think 


that they are gaining in strength or ace the Cubans able to 
hold them? 


A I'm not suce we have the evidence to Craw a 


ficm judgment on the military balance at this point inside 
Angola. 


Q . Who originally broached this idea of the 
multinational force, oc maybe I can ask it another way: Who 
seems most favorably inclined to accept that concept? 


A From what I can tell, the Western media. 
(Laughter) 


Q Wasn't it in Vice President Bush's speech, 
though? Didn't he make reference to it? 


A Not to my knowledge. think I would know if 
he had. He did make reference to American support, and more 
generally for cegional security in Africa in that context 
for Afcican=-supported and organized peacekeeping efforts, 
including multinational forces by which, I think, he was 
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cefercing, in the first instance, to the OAU force in Chad. 
But he didn't make any concrete proposals in southern Africa 
context. 


Q Didn't he intend to provide any parentage 
for the multinaltional force argument? Seriously? 


a I can't provide anything. No. 
C So it doesn't exist. 


A As a hypothetical possibility, sure; like 
many other things. 


Q You say you don’t want to set any deadlines, 
but how lona, in your opinion, do you think it will be 
before the U.S., as the mediator, begins to lose credibility 
in Black Africa? Would you like to see 4 decision or 
something worked out within the next nine months, six 
months, three years, a decade? 


a As soon as possible we would like to see it. 
We don't see that the situation diplomatically in Africa is 
one that can be described as the U.S. losing credibility in 
Black Africa. Far from it. 


The climate in Black Africa, speaking in very 
"crosso motto” terms now, is favorable to the enhancement of 
mutually benefical relations between West and Africa, bet- 
ween the U.S. and Africa -- as I've seen it in twenty years. 
And to look at it in global terms for a minute, we see no 
evidence that the kind of interclocutors that the Vice | 
President was speaking with in his tour in Africa are 
enchanted or attracted by what our global adversary has to 
offer. 


Q Is there anything in the meetings that you 
folks have had today with Botha, was there any indication 
siven by him that would lead you to believe this process is 
going to be speeded up? 


A As I said, this was not a negotiating 
discussion on the issue specifically of Namibia and Angola; 
it was cather a question of identifying and discussing the 
basis for our overall relationship. I think it would be 
misleadina to leave you the impression that what was -- 
what we intended was to reach agreement on a next provosal 
Oc a next step. 


We don't need to bring the Foreign Minister of 
South Africa here to meet our Secretary-of State in order to 
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do that. We have other channels for doing that on a regular 
basis. We do it all the time, whether in South Africa, 
Pretoria, or right here in Washington through my contacts 
with Ambassador Fourie who is the point man on the South 
Airican side for these negotiations. 


Obviously, we are exploring ideas at all points 
along the way. It wasn't something that we were building up 
for today and now we've got it or we don't have it. 


Q Does that same characterization exist for the 
Giscussions that you had with the South Africans when you 
split off from che Bush tour, and also your discussions with 
the Foreign Minister on Wednesday? 


a Those discussions were designed to simply 
identify the groundwork for today, basically. 


Q Two questions, away from Angola and Namibia 
but on South Africa. In the meetings today, I'd like to ask 
you about two issues and whether they came up. 


One, destablization allegations in other parts of 
southern Africa and their effects on friends like Zambia, or 
Malawi by South Africa; and, two, human rights with respect 
to recent bannings in South Africa. Did those come up 
today? 


A As was indicated in the statement that was 
made by the South African Foreign Minister, we did discuss a 
range of international, regional and bilateral issues. Yes, 
we did discuss regional stability in southern Africa in 
sevecal of the meetings that he had tocay in the building. 


We discussed the situation as we saw it and heard 
theic views on a number of other countries in the region, 
and the importance of working to bolster rather than under- 
mine security. That means, obviously, we talked about such 
countries as the ones you mentioned -- Mozambique, Zambia, 
Zimbabwe and so forth. 


We also had an exchange of views, as the Foreign 
Minister indicated, on developments inside South Africa 
itself. 


Q Did you reach agreement on the question of 
workina to bolster rather than undermining other countries 
in the acea? Was there any difference of opinion with 
respect to that? 


4 I'm not going to try and characterize where 
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we stand on that. It is a continuing process. We do 
obviously believe that if the goal is to foster development, 
to bolster security, the way you do that is by seeking to 
build a basis of trust in the region, which is a tall order 
given the history. 


Q Back to the prisoner exchange for a second. 
That was really the first concrete example of any kind of 
dialogue between the MPLA and UNITA. Do you see that as 
having any implication beyond the specifics and the dynamic 
of that whole issue of the mutual interest involved, or is 
this a harbinger -- potential future dialogue between the 
two? And when you say that you don't see a settlement 
without dealing with Savimbi, is that an observation, and 
it's up to the Angolan Government or is that somehow part of 
the package? 


A I think we are confusing two different things 
here. One of them is the ultimate question of é& resolution 
of the civil war in Angola. The other issue is a settlement 
of what we're negotiating on, which is Namibian independence 
and Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola. 


Obviously, to get an end to the civil war in 
Agnola, some basis for that will have to happen. We do not 
believe there's any military solution for that. We do not 
believe that any party is going to have the strength or be 
able to acquire the strength to simply impose its will 
thrcugh military means throughout the country, and therefore 
political solution is needed. 


Q This is a clarification question on "parallel 
withdrawal." It has many of our impressions that the South 
Africans have been demanding a withdrawal prior to day "X" 
Or the beginning of the implementation of of 435. 


A No. 


Q Sc the position is a withdrawal -- when you 
talk about "perallel,” we're talking about some hundred 
thousand South African troops in Namibia and maybe some 
twenty thousand Cuban troops in Angola. 


What would be the equation there? Would you wait 
until the South Africans get down to twenty thousand that 
you begin the withdrawal of the Cuban troops? 


A No. I'm not going to get into equations. I 
Go think that your estimate on the number of South Africans 
would be probably about five times ours in terms of South 
African forces in Namibia. I'm not going to go any further 
than that on equaticas. 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


EE 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


mp-9 


Q What is your view of the Soviet attitude 
toward this problem? Do they want a settlement or are they 
determined to avoid any settlement which entails the depar- 
cure of Cuban forces from Angola? 


PN I can't really speak for them. Their posi- 
tion, publicly stated, we know is that Namibia's indepen- 
dence should have happened yesterday. 


Q But you must have your own impressions? 


A No, I don't think I want to characterize 
theirc position any further than I've already done in the 
past. We do believe that there is no effort by us to mono- 
polize glory in this affair. We're not doing this in order 
to have a grand photo opportunity in Windhoek. We are 
seeking to get something that is -- 


Q It's not a bad idea. (Laughter) 


Q One questicn to clarify in my 
mind. You say that this issue of the multinational force is 
just a hypothetical question that has appearned in the 
Western press. But has the idea at all been discussed at a 
high-level or among officials in the whole process? 


a Perhaps I should just say that there are many 
people talking to many people in this thing and that's why, 
perhaps, my answer may seem ambiguous. We have not proposed 
it. We have not ruled it out. It's among a range of possi- 
bilities that one could conceive of, and it may weil have 
been discussed by others, but it's not -- 


Q It has been broached in the whole process in 
Africa among Angola -- 


A In general terms it's been among those things 
which have been made reference to as a possibility. 


Q How would you characterize the relationship 
between the United States and the other members of the Con- 
tact Group? For instance, France was very critical last 
month of the U.S. mention of a Cuban withdrawal. 


A I wouldn't go beyond what we have said. 
There was a meeting of the Western five Foreign Ministers a 
licttle over a month ago in which we reviewed the bidding, 
made clear on &4ll sides that there was an acceptance of the 
reality that this was the only way to get a settlement. MI 
think it's fair to say that we and our Allies are all 
working, all rowing in the same direction. 





We may have different public formulation, but I 
chink we share the same assessment of the reality. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:40 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 





FRIDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1982, 11:03 A.M. 





MODERATOR: Good morning, ladtes -and:gentlemen. 

As we announced yesterday, this will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing on the upcoming visit of President Zia of Pakistan 
to the United States. He arrives on Monday. Our briefer 
this morning is ..... He has asked me to remind you 
that his questions this morning, or any questions that you 
ask, should be restricted to the visit of President Zia. 

Q Why would you answer -that?:. (Laughter.) 

A (First Senior Official:) Because I'm 
smart. (Laughter.) 

I'll make a few comments and take some questions. 

President Zia will arrive in Washington December 6. 

When is the last time Zia was here? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: He was here during the 
Carter Administration on what was really a working visit, but -- 

A It's been several years. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: <-=- that would have been in 
1980. 

A All right. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: This is his first state 


visit to the country. 
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A All right. 

He will proceed immediately to a meeting with 
Secretary of State Shultz, followed by a luncheon in his 
honor given by Shultz at the State Department. This is a bit 
unusual as far as procedure. But given the fact that Secre- 
tary Shultz had to take off rather quickly to go to Europe, 


President Zia agreed to adjust his schedule so that he could 


_ come in a bit early so that he and the Secretary could meet; 


and we think that's very important. 

The Meeting with President Reagan will take place 
On Tuesday, December 7. This will be the first meeting 
of the two men and we expect that it will be a very good one. 

To proceed with the schedule, Secretary Weinberger 
will host a luncheon for President Zia following the White 
House session on Tuesday, and that afternoon President Zia 
will meet on Capitol Hill with members from both Houses. 

Finally, that evening, December 7, President 
Reagan will host a state dinner in honor of the Zias. 

On December 8, President Zia will continue a very 
busy schedule of meetings, including one with Vice President 
Bush and several Cabinet officers -- including Secretaries 
Block, Regan, and Aid Administrator McPherson. 


} 
He will have met with Attorney General Smith 


the previous evening. 
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Zia is also scheduled to meet with Senator Tower 
on the afternoon of the 8th. On the evening of the 8th, 
President Zia will host a return dinner in honor of Vice 
President Bush. 

He will leave Washington early in the morning of 
December 9, travel to New York, where he will meet with 
the UN Secretary~General, do some media work and speak with 
the Foreign Policy Association. He will also travel to 
Houstor, Sacramento, and San Francisco. 

We believe President Zia's visit to Washington is 
a very important opportunity for us to discuss important 
ieoane with a key partner in the Southwest Asian region. 
It's a very important opportunity for President Reagan to 
have the opportunity to speak personally to President Zia on 
these issues. 

We will, of course, want to review major developments 
on the international scene and the effect they will have 
on that region of the world. President Reagan will be especially 
interested in hearing President Zia's views on Afghanistan. 

A word about Afghanistan,because it is an important 
aspect of our relationship with Pakistan: The U.S. and 
Pakistan are following compatible and complementary policies 


with respect to Afghanistan. We are both committed to 


achieving an early negotiated settlement based on four 
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principles: the withdrawal of Soviet troops, the return 

of the refugees in safety and honor, Afghan self-determination, 
and the restoration of Afghan independence and non-alignment. 

| Moreover, we give great credit to Pakistan's 
courageous opposition to the Seviek invasion in the UN 

and elsewhere,as well as to Pakistan's support of the Afghan 
refugee population -- now nearing three million. 

All of these issues will be high on our agenda 
for the discussions. 

We also expect to brief President Zia and his 
senior colleagues on our view on East-West relations, arms 
control, and developments in the Middle East. 

The President will discuss with President Zia 
his September 1 initiative, which the Pakistanis have 
responded favorably to. These discussions will take place 
within the framework of the substantial agreement which exists 
between our two countries on the overall strategic challenge 
we fact, especially the threat of Soviet expansionism. 

~ addition, a number of bilateral issues may 
come up for discussion. 

Questions? 

Q In terms of the issues of Pakistan's nuclear 


program -- I mean, how will this be brought up? And is 


this considered an issue or a source of some tension between 
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A It's certainly a subject that has been 
discussed in the past and will certainly be discussed here. 

The Reagan Administration considers preventing 
the spread of nuclear weapons to he a major foreign policy 
objective, and Pakistan is well aware of our concerns about 
certain of their nuclear activities as well as the importance 
we attach to sei-neek i temekion. And in this context we believe 
that our program of military and economic assistance will help 
Pakistan meet some of its genuine security needs and thus 
reduce the incentive to explore nuclear weapons options 
in the future. 

And I should say we testified fully to this in 
the Congress at the time we had proposed our new relationship 
with Pakistan. 7 

Our discussions of this issue will continue, 
and over time and in the context of our new relationship we 
hope we will be able to influence the overall direction of 
Pakistan's nuclear program. 

Q Are they developing nuclear weapons? 

A We have some problems with -- I'm not going 
to go into details. We have said in the past that we are 


concerned about certain unsafeguarded nuclear activities, 


insensitive technologies which we regard as inconsistent 


with Pakistan's current nuclear energy needs. But I'm not going 
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to go into any more details on this issue. 

Q Can I just follow that up briefly? You 
testified, or Secretary Buckley testified, on it a year 
ago now, so you've had kind of a year to see whether the 
theory that you put forward at that time is a viable theory. 
Can you say that you are still persuaded as to the validity of 
that theory? 

A Absolutely. 

Q O.K. There's been no development that has 
changed your mind -- | 

A No. 

Q -- as to the validity of it. 

A The theory is extremely valid today. 

Q Cauléyou go back to that last sentence about 
your concerns? We missed that. 

A I'm sorry. 

Q You said in the past that we're concerned -- 

A "Concerned about certain unsafeguarded nuclear 
activities, insensitive technologies which we regard as 
inconsistent with Pakistan's current energy needs." 

Q What is this -- reprocessing you're talking 
about? 


A That's an example. 


Q But these are not yet sufficiently developed 
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f£o.be abIe to state categorically that they are -- 


A No. 


Q -- bent on developing nuclear weapons 


or what? 


A We believe -- I'll get back to the answer 


that I gave to your colleague -- that we believe that the 


Original rationale behind our program,of our new relationship 
with Pakistan in this aspect of it is still valid. But, 
Over time, we hope that by being seen as relevant to 
some of Pakistan's urgent security needs we can help them meet 
those needs -- anid, amongst other things, in the context 
of our new relationship, influence the direction of Pakistan's 
nuclear program. 

Q But just for the moment the Pakistanis are 
@eaf to your concerns, is that right? 

A No. We have just -- 

Q Tell me where they have pulled back in response 
to your concerns. 

A I'm not going to get into the details of this 
subject, so let's go to -- 

Q Well, how could you say they're not unrespongéve -- 
how can you say they are responsive? 


A That wasn't your question. 


Q I'll paraphrase it. Can you tell us whether 
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the Pakistanis are repsonsive to U.S. concerns about 
their nuclear energy programs? 

A I think that they're certainly aware of our 
concerns. They take them very seriously. And I believe 
that that will be reflected -- 

Q Well, how? 

A = in the discussions in Washington. 

Im not going to answer any more questions on 
the subject. 

Q You have nothing on that. 

Q New subject. 

A I have nothing I'm going to say today. 

Q Well, are you suggesting that we're not really 
talking past each other? That we're not talking -- 

a No, we're not talking past each other. 

Q But you can't tell us -- you can't tell 
everything. We have to take you on faith. (Laughter.) 

A I can't answer that. 

Q When you talk about a"“new relationship,” 
I don't understand what you mean. What does that mean? 

A A new relationship, a security relationship -- 
a new relationship of confidence -- is one of the top priorities 


of the Reagan Administration. I think it was as early as 


February in 1981, as I recall, that it was to review our 
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relations with Pakistan and with a view towards developing 


a renewed -- if you will -- close relationship. 

There were a number of factors involved in this, 
but most prominent of course was the Soviet invasion of 
Afghanistan -- a hundred-thousand Soviet troops next door, 
three million refugees. The war was on Pakistan's doorstep. 

Pakistan is not only a country of considerable 


importance to the United States but we have friends in the Gulf 


that are quite concerned about this, about the well-being 


of Pakistan. 

So this was one of the top priorities of the 
Administration when it came in. 

We found that the Pakistani authorities, 
President Zia in particular, reciprocated this desire for a - 
closer relationship; and that's how we got started. 

Q Can you go in and review -- I've forgotten 
this -- in the state of play of these things, how much economic 
aid? What the status of that legislation with the airplanes? 

mA All right. Let me add. 

What's the five-year projection? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: The five-ye. |. ojection 
is 3.2 billion for economic aid and security systems. 


A 3.2 billion over a five-year period. 


Q FY ‘81? 
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A I can give you FY ‘82. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Actually, we can say a 
five-six year period because we started with a hundred million 
in economic assistance for Fiscal : 82. The balance -- 3.1- 

-- is spread over a five-year period and is divided roughly 
equally between economic and security assistance. 

Q O.K. 

A The security assistance, as I recall 
(addressing second senior official) is FMS credits. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's right. Guaranteed 
credits. 

t Guaranteed credits. 

Q Were people complaining rather bitterly 
about part of that economic aid being held up or possibly . 
not going through. ; 

A We have a difficult budgetary situation and a Con- 
gresstanalsituation. I'm not aware that the Pakistan program is 
in any greater difficulty than the general programs because, 
as my colleague mentioned, the hundred-million economic assistance 
Was FY ‘82. We do not have FMS program in FY ‘82, and we're 
in a continuing resolution mode. 

So we have to get an FMS program for ‘83 into the 


continuing resolution. This requires something called a 


"reprogramming exercise." 
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Don't ask me to explain these things. 


« 


Q It's 2.75 million for the current fiscal 
year? 

A No. Two hundred and seventy-five-. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Two hundred and seventy- 
five-. 


A Forward again. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Let's talk about the 
current fiscal year. We're talking about 275 million in FMS 
credits, 200 million in economic assistance, and 50 million 
in PL 480 -- for a total, I think, that will add up to: 525 
million. 

Q What's the payback on that? There's no 


interest or -- , - 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A No, no. It's commercial interest. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Oh, no; they pay commercial 
interest. I think they start to pay 14 percent, but that 
would depend on the commercial market. 

A It's the commercial market. There are vari- 
ations in these things as far as -- 


Q when was the start of this five-year 





period? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That was in September 


of ‘'8l. 
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Q I'd rather take you back to the dodging 


you're doing on my earlier question. If you strike a deal 
for three billion, you still can't point to anything on 
a retrenchment of the nuclear program. 

I don't know what you've got on that issue. 

A I think that's the wrong conclusion to draw, 
but I'm not going to argue with you on that. I think that 
we have a program based on a solid rationale, including our 
goals of influencing the Pak nuclear program; and we believe 
that's still valid. 

Q Is there any reason to believe, from what 
you know of what Pakistan has discussed in Moscow -- Zia 
with Andropov -- that the Soviets might be considering. any 
kind of a-troop withdrawal from Afghanistan? Is that 
going to be a-subject, do you know? 

A Afghanistan will clearly be a subject on the 
agenda, and I would expect it would be on the agenda of 
the President and Zia in their commitments. 

We know that the subject was discussed to some 
extent in Moscow between President Zia and Andropov, and I 
assume that we'll get a briefing. 

Q Do you expect to press President Zia for a 


firm timetable for return to democracy? 


A I don't know that we'll be pressing on 
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timetables. This gets-a.little difficult in dealing 


-with other countries. 


The fact that we are in favor of democratically 
governments and liberal democracies is,I think, a matter of 
record. The fact that we recognize that there are dif- 
fering conditions in different countries is also a matter 
of fact. 

Clearly, we would like to see Pakistan and all 
other countries create themselves in ae image as soon as 
possible. (Laughter.) 

Q Will you put that on the record? (Laughter.) 

Q You won't say all the way on that, will 
you? (Laughter.) 

A And I believe that I saw an interview the other : 
day of President Zia. I think he addressed this issue in 
rather fulsome terms, giving the Pakistani perspective on 
it. You might want to get that. 

Do you remember what that interview was on 
President Zia? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. 

A He was interviewed ,and he asked questions 


about democracy? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: He is talking avout 


elections within two to three years. We'll be talking to 





14 
him. 
A We'll be talking about it. 


Q Enthusiastically. (Laughter.) 


A You're too close. | (Laughter.) 
Q On this same subject, when you talked 
earlier about Zia's support for. self-determination -- 
and Afghanistan and his approach to democracy and self- 
determination -- Pakistan has gone to murder and imprison 
the leaders of the majority party, and he apparently thinks 
that he may have killed off enough to win an election in 
two or three years or he may just have postponed that election -- 
as he did the last time -- by murdering his leading opponent. 


Do you really expect that the United States’ 
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A You don't really expect me tO answer a 
demonstration of that, do you? 
Q Do you really expect us to respect you as a 
man of integrity? | 
A I've been here -- 
Q I think you can answer a question like 
that. 
A I don't care! 0O.K.? 


Q Can I ask a question? Will there be any 


discussion -- or how much discussion will there be -=- on the 








«” 
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whole issue of heroin and, you know, drugs? 

A There will be discussions. You do know 
that the Attorney General went to Pakistan and had a very 
good visit. 

What were the dates on that? Last month? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Last month. 

A And this subject was one into in great 
detail. 

Larry went later. 

And i*ve seen some reports that there have been 
some recent happy developments in certain areas. 

Q Will the President or the Secretary of 
State deal with this in any way? 

A It will be on the agenda. Just who will dis- 
cuss it, I don't know. But, clearly, we are concerned; 
they all were concerned. We think they're concerned -- 

Q On what? 


A Narcotics. 


i> 


Q Gh. o-- at that seer’ fs Fhécses 7s tf. 1h? 
-. A -- and that they're starting toc be more 


effective. 


Q Do we support their negotiations in Afghanistan 


fully? I mean are we -- 


A Sure. 


= 
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Q Well, where? 

A This is their discussions in the UN format 
with Mr. Cordovas -- yes. 

Q We didn't support it initially, did we? 

A No, no. There is a report, an erroneous 
report, that we were not supporting that; but that didn't 
reflect American policy. If in that forum there can 
be a way to get an agreement which meets the requirements 
that both we and the Pakistanis support -- the four 
points I mentioned to you -- then that's fine. We don't want 
to close off anything that has a chance of ending the agony 
of the Afghans, but I'm skeptical. 

Q What was the reason for the hold- 
up of the F-16s? 

A We had some discussions with the Pakistanis 
on certain equipment for the aircraft and timing of the 
equipment being available, the usual problem of delivery 
schedules and other things. 

Q Has that been resolved? 

A I think it has been, yes. I wouldn't expect 
this to come up unless someone has some information that I 
didn't get this morning. 


Q Is there anything they're not getting? 


A I don't think so. 
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Q Because there's -- 

A Look, I don’t know everything that someone 
has other than the F-16. 

Q But, seriously, there are some people who are 


Saying this has quite a lot of symbolic significance because 


> ™F 


Pakistan wahl“become:*the-first country outside of Israel to 


* \Mrr 


have the equipment -- this kind of equipment on the F-lés. 
A I think that the kind of equipment that we're 
talking about -- what, 12 countries? 
SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: The Egyptians and others. 
A Yes -~ that I know. 
Q How are the F-l6s -- 


Q Does the full equipment on that aircraft 
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device? 

A (Laughter.) Consistent with our non- 
proliferation policy, we are equipping all F-l6s that we 
sell with release devices to blow up the world. (Laughter.) 

I saw that somewhere. I don't blame you for 
asking the question. I aaw it. It's mind-boggling. 
(Laughter. ) 

You don't believe me? 


Q No, no. (Laughter.) 


I just want to come back to another question, if I may. 
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Apart from the itinerary and the schedule that 
you listed -- the lunches, the dinners, and so forth -- 
can we look for this trip to produce any decisions or 
resolve any outstanding questions between the two so that 
when it is over A or B or C have — resolved -- or will 
we come again with another successful goodwill, et cetera? 

A tI don't think we're going to be in the 
posture of resolving things. I think that it will clearly 
put our relationship on a stronger basis, and I think on both 
sides we'll move closer to our goals in initiall, establishing 
this new relationship. 

Q Back on the F-16 again for a second, did 
you say that you don't expect it to come up? I thought I 
heard you say you don't expect it to come up. 

A I don't think there's a reason for it to 
be discussed. 

Q They won't even talk about the delivery of 
the F-l6s. 

A Oh, no. 

Q I mean that's not an issue any more, as far 
as that goes. 

A I don't think there's an issue there. Don't 


forget there's a meeting with Weinberger. 


Q Right. 
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Q Right. 
A And then they're going to be reviewing 


all kinds of things, including lots of details. I can't 


excluse that someone isn't going to talk about it -- but 


I don't think as a problem. 

Q And there won‘t be an announcement on that 
transfer -- ° 

A I don't think so. 

Q -- or the timing or anything like that, 
do you know? 

A I don't think so. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Actually, the question 


of the timing and the degree would be resolved before 
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they ever release anything. 
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A I would think so. 

Q O.K. 

A I mean I'm -- 

Q Can I ask you about the refugees again for a 
second? Refresh my memory as to how the economic aid has 
worked since Zia called the U.S. offer “peanuts.” What 
has happened since then? 


A I think that my colleagues can give you the 


details. 


We have and continue -- even at that time we 
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had an active program of assistance to the refugees. 

That was done through the UN -- the UN High 
Commissioner for Refugees. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: But that's not 
included in this. 

A That's nct included in this package. 

Q What's the status of that now? 


It continues. 


> 


Q It continues? At the level -- ? 

A At the level of this year's funding 
level. I don't have it. 

Do you? 

THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: I'd have to get the exact 
figures. I think we're providing about half the UNHCR budget 
for assistance to refugees in Pakistan -- a couple of hundred 
Million. But don't use the figure. I would have to check. 

Q Yes. 

THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: But that's outside these 
other key figures. 

Q If that rough estimate is accurate, that's 
the same level that he publicly called "peanuts." 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. 

A No, no. Brz@egzihski went off to Pakistan 


and said, “We'want to-2support you. The Russians have invaded 


Pakistan; we want to support you. And this is what we have in 
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mind." 

And the figures at that time -- 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: See, Brzezinski was talking 
aout 200 million for economic assistance for one year. And 
what this Administration is talking about, as I said, is 
this program of 3.2 billion; and that is the kind of commitment, 
along with these fgene ‘five-year — 

Q There's a distinction, “About 20 million -- O.K. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: The Pakistanis see a 
hell of a lot in this. 

Q What is the size of the Pakistani community 
that's taking root there in the United States? 

A I don't know. Besides my son, what is 
there in California? 

STHIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: The largest Pakistani 
community in the United States is in Sacramento. Please 
don't ask me how many are there. (Laughter.) 

A The media is in Man Francisco. (Laughter.) 

Q I'd like you to explain, please: Where do 
we stand on the damage that was done to the Embassy and 
the other buildings in 1979? Have they paid up? 

a They have paid some -- or do we have the 


final agreement on it now? 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes, we have the final 


= 
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agreement now. 

Q How much? 

A This dispute has been settled in phases. 

Q How much was it? 

THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: It was in the range, 
altogether, of about 20 million dollars -- give or take a little. 

Q And what have they paid so far? 

THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: They had paid a long time 
back about two-thirds of that, and then we had some technical 
discussion recently about some modalities and funding of the 
final one-third; and that was all settled about ten days 
ago, I believe. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Could you take a question? Can these meetings 
in any way advance the problem of Afghanistan in any meaningful 
way? Do they have, therefore, points -- we have our four 
points -- which are roughly similar? 

aA They're all the same. We have the same -- 

Q Is there any way in which that can -- 

Ms No, it's not in the sense you're asking. It 
will certainly give an opportunity for a thorough review of 


how we see the situation, how we assess the future. 
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But I don't see it resolving it. 

Q Has the visit and does this 3.2 billion 
dollar figure in any way caused problems for us and India? 

A Initially, when we went into the program, 
we were aware that there would be an apprehension in India 
and a negative reaction; and, indeed, there was. 

We, _— the beginnning -- both here and in 
New Delhi -- went, I thought, to gzeat lengths to explain the 
program to the Indians -- to explain what it was, what it 
wasn't, what our goals were. We've had a continuing dialogue. 

I think that today the Indian:concerns are there. 
I think they have a better understanding of our view. acd 
I should say that from the outset we emphasized that we 
thought that a stronger American relationship with Pakistan 
would also be in India's interest because we consider it 
in our interest if India and Pakistan have good relations. 
It's in the interests of the stability of a very important 
part of the world. 

There waS particular concern expressed about the 
F-16. I think probably those concerns are still there. 
But I think, again, we have a better understanding <-- and also 


the fact that in the last year, let's say, more frequent 


and increasingly higher-level contact between the Pakistanis 


and the Indians has been very hélpful with respect to the 
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atmosphere on the Subcontinent; and that reflects back into 
the problem you raised. 


Q Have Indian officials here or Mrs. Ghandi 


in any way protested -- that may be too strong a word -- 


gn 


expressed concern over the past couple of weeks, given his 
visit or given the FP-l6s? 

A No. The F-l16s were an issue that they 
expressed great concern about in the past. 

No. There was -- 

Q Have you had any contacts with the Chinese 
about the F-l6s being located there? 

A I'm sorry? 

Q Have there been any contacts with the 


Chinese in terms of the F-l6s in Pakistan? 
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A No. 

Q Nothing at all? 

A No. 

Q Can you tell us your understanding of how 
the F-l6s are being paid for? 

A They are being paid for in foreign military 
credits. 

Q But there were reports initially when it 
was first announced that fhe sale would go forward that Saudi 


Arabia would contribute to.the financing of this. 


A That would be a very happy solution. 
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Q But it's not resolved in that direction yet, 
I guess. 

A That's a question you better ask the Paks 
and the Saudis about. 

Q Well, \youujustustarted a-question >= and*that 
is: Do you know if Bhutto remains under house arrest in 
Pakistan? , 

A Hasn't she gotten out? 

Q She's in Germany. 

Q That's her mother. 

i Oh, yes. That's the daughter. What do 
you want me to say? 

Q I want you to say whether or not you'lh«make 
any representations to Zia that you'd rather see her not in 
prison. She is the leading member of the majority party 
still in that country. 

A We'll be discussing these issues with the 
Pakistanis. I'm not going to tell you today that we're 
going to make a specific representation on someone who's 
under house arrest -- and that's about all. 

Q O.K., thank you. 


Q There's great concern in India on the F-l6és. 


Is it not likely that that concern has increased because now 


Pakistan seems about to get the kind of avionics gear which 
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even the Pakistanis do not seem to consider necessary 
for Pakistan's defense needs? 

A You're expressing a concern on behalf 
of the Indians or = asking me a question? 

Q I'm asking you. | 

A Would you rephrase it -- because it's awfully 
hard to handle. ° 

Q Iam asking you what your assessment will be 
of the probable Indian attitude towards your supplying the F-1l6s 
with the kind of avionics gear which even the Indian nation 
does not seem to regard as being necessary for Pakistan's 
defense requirements. 

A I take issue with your second statement. 
That's an allegation or something. d 

Q O.K., thank you. 

A My answer to that is "No." I don't see where 
a piece of avionics’on the F-16s will increase the concern of 
the Indians over the aircraft. 

Q Thank you. 

A Thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 11:39 a.m., the BACKGROUND briefing 


was concluded.) 





—_ 
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STATE DEPARTMENT 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ' EUROPEAN TRIP, DECEMBER 1982 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1982, 3:30 P.M. 


STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. This is 
a BACKGROUND briefing on the Secretary's upcoming trip to 
Europe. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. 
I know on a Friday afternoon you want to get out of here pretty 
guickly. Some of you may even have stories to write. I don't 
think I'm going to give you much of a story today, but we just 
wanted to give you the courtesy of some of our thoughts about 
the visit because it is a pretty lengthy one, as you know, and 
there will be a lot of things going on, a lot of things 
happening. It will be useful for you that will be following 
the trip, both from here and on the trip, to get an overall 
perspective. 


It's hard to really package it in any one way. I 
think there are some overall themes that at first we're 
talking about. We think that we have made real progress in 
recent months addressing some of the problems that have , 
emerged within the Alliance and in U.S./European relations. 


One of the first things we were able to work out 
with the Europeans was an agreement on a dispute on steel, 
which was, I think, symptomatic of a growing problem in trade 
in the economic area, in the current economic climate. You - 
are all familiar with discussions we've had on the pipeline 
and our efforts there to reach agreement and our continuing 
discussion and consultation with the Allies in the arms 
control area, in part designed to maintain Alliance cohesion 
behind the December '79 decision. 


Lastly, there is now a great deal of new interest in 
the question of East-West relations, in part because the 
Allies, together with the neutrals and the Warsaw Pact 
countries, are in Madrid discussing a possible concluding 
document in the CSCE area, but obviously and much more 
importantly because we have a new leadership in the Soviet 
Union. Those are all areas that will be discussed in one 
form or another. 


The problem of greater cooperation in the economic 
area -- we just had a GATT meeting where we will want to 
follow up on the limited progress that was made at that 
meeting, in particular to focus on taking as many measures 
that we can to combat protectionist forces. 
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We will want to endorse the President's approach to 
arms reductions in the START talks and the Zero Option in the 
INF negotiations as part of a demonstrating continuing resolve, 
in the absence of an arms agreement, to deploy INF missiles in 
Europe beginning at the end of 1983. We will want to move the 
dialogue we have had on East-West economic relations forward, 
to begin the task of putting some flesh on the bone of the 
agreement that we have discussed here in Washington on 
establishing a broad consensus on how to deal with the East in 
economic areas. Finally, we want to begin this process of 
sharing views on how the West should conduct its affairs with 
the East, looking forward to a new period of leadership in the 
Soviet Union. 


- 


There will be a lot of bilateral meetings. We have 
two central multi-lateral meetings -- we have the North 
Atlantic Council Meeting. That's with Foreign Ministers of 
all 16 of the NATO countries. There the Secretary of State 
will be meeting in what we call a "super-restricted session" 
for a good period of the time. That is to try to induce the 
informal exchange of views along the lines of the meeting in 
Canada, at La Sapiniere. But there will be a number of 
bilateral meetings, and principally in Brussels, at those bilateral 
meetings, he will be meeting with Foreign Ministers that he 
will not be meeting with later in the trip. Immediately after 
the NATO Ministerial Meeting, we will produce a communique 
that we hope will reflect the themes I've just mentioned. 


We have this unusual meeting with the EC Commission 
-- unusual because this is only the second time we've done it -- 
where the Secretary of State, along with the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Of Commerce, Bill Brock, the Special Trade 
Representative, and Secretary Block of Agriculture will sit 
down and have informal discussions with the EC Commission. 


In terms of the bilateral visits, as you know, we 
start off in Bonn -- that's actually before the Ministerial. 
Then after Brussels, where we will have bilateral talks 
with the Belgians, we will go on to Paris, and the Secretary 
will see Foreign Minister Cheysson and President Mitterand; 
and then on to Madrid, where the Secretary will have the first -._ 
high-level contacts with the new Spanish Government, which has 
just been formed; then on to Rome, where again, the Secretary 
will have the opportunity for the first high-level contacts 
with the new Italian Government under Premier Fanfani; then to 
the Hague, where once again, we will have our first high-level 
contacts with the new Dutch Government, and then on to London. 


I'll stop there and be happy to take any questions 
and fill in any blanks. 








Q On the INF talks, or anything else, is there 
any thought here of coordinating any Allied positions prior to 
putting forward any new either Allied proposals or American 
proposals at the talks? 


A In theory, all the proposals that we offer in 
| Geneva are U.S. proposals because these are bilateral nego- 

| tiations. In practice, the proposal that we have on the 
table, the Zero Option, is an Allied proposal because we have 
a mechanism that we use to consult on those negotiations. 

I should have mentioned that during the NATO Ministerial 
Meeting, there will be a meeting of that group. It's called 
the Special Consultative Group. 


> wT 6* ¥ 


The drift of your question is that we are moving off 
the Zero Option, and there were some stories to that effect 
out of the DPC. They were dealt with at the DPC by Secretary 
Weinberger and others, but I will just reinforce that. Our 
position in Geneva is the Zero Option, and it is wrong to 
suggest that the Alliance is moving away from support of the 
zero Option. We expect, as in the DPC, to get full 
endorsement of that position. 


Q Let me just follow that for a minute? There 
was I guess one quote in the paper -- I've forgotten who the 
official was; I've forgotten whether it was Weinberger or who 
it was -- which said that we've never said, "It was the Zero 
Option or nothing." 
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A Well, that's true. The President has always 
said that we will negotiate in good fiath, but you don't start 
talking or thinking about fall-back positions at this stage in 
the negotiation. One of the problems we face in the nego- 
tiations to date is that so far, none of the Soviet proposals 
envisage the deployment of one single new American system. In 
other words, the Soviets in their proposals want to maintain 
their current monopoly in long-range missiles. 


Under those circumstances, clearly, to bring them to 
the table and to convince them that we are ready to negotiate 
seriously, we think it's wise to stick with the best solution 
to the arms control problem, which is zero for both sides. 
Their approach so far is that their Zero Option is zero for us. 





Q But what they seem to have said publicly -- I 
don't know what they have said in the negotiations -- is that 
they would be willing to cut back 25% and perhaps even 50% if 
we would not deploy at all. 
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A I'm not going to get into details. I'll just 
simply say that we have to have an equal outcome in the 
negotiations, and that the best equal outcome is zero for 
both sides, and that is and remains our position. 


Q Can you go into a little more detail about this 
meeting with the EC people? Is it essentially a follow-on to 
the GATT? There were a couple of tough issues that sort of 
emerged from the GATT meeting. Are those on the agenda? 


A It's been planned for some time, but because 
the GATT has taken place, yes, there will be, I think, a 
desire to flesh out that understanding to try to build on the 
limited progress that was made at the GATT, to address other 
economic issues that are outstanding. 


One issue which will clearly come up will be 
agriculture. There were different views on agriculture 
expressed at the GATT. There have been differences in that area. 


Q On that, is there any give? I mean the 
Europeans seem to rule out even talking about agriculture. 
The EC over here do, anyway. 


A These are informal talks. It's too soon to say 
if there is any give, but we expect there to be a full 
discussion on all the issues including agriculture. 


Q What do you get in terms of the reporting out of 
Madrid on how you see the new Spanish Government? Are you 
anticipating any shifts over there that the Secretary is going 
to have to deal with in the talks, any nuances, differences? 


A I think it is fair to say that we have been 
pretty encouraged, first of all, by the fact that an election 
took place, that Spanish democracy, which is a fairly young 
democracy, is functioning; thet the new government has already 
stressed the importance that it places in relations with the 
United States. It has traditionally been a warm relationship, 
and we expect it to continue. 


There will be some shifts of emphasis since it is a 
Socialist government. We take that into account, take it for 
granted; but that doesn't, for us, rule out the possibility 
of cooperation on economic grounds, security grounds, and in 
the political sphere. We expect the relationship to remain 
strong, and I think his visit will be a symbol of that fact. 


(Continued on page 5.) 
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Q At the last public discussion, the French had 
still said they weren't in agreement with the rest of the 
Alliance on that policy on trade with the Soviet Union, or 
economic relations with the Soviet Union. 


Has there been any movement in that or are we 
still in a public deadlock? 


A There have been discussions. I wouldn't 
characterize the current situation as a deadlock. I would 
just quote what George Shultz, I think, said most recently 
about this, and that is that we are proceeding on the 
assumption that an agreement exists and we want now to move 
ahead with the elements of that agreement, the work program. 


I imagine that the question of East-West economic 
relations will be one that the Secretary will want to 
discuss during his various visits. 


Q At the NATO meetings there have been usually 
one or two predominent themes. One year it was AWACS, 
another year was TNF. Will there be any single central 
theme at the NATO Council? 


A I've tried to sort of list them. I think 
there are three or four. One is the question of East-West 
relations in a post-Brezhnev. 


The whole question of the West, as I think we will 
want to work and I think we imagine the other Allies will, is 
for a coordinated united position on dealing with the ° 
Soviets. There is this other theme of East-West economic 
relations, and that is getting an agreement on a prudent 
strategy toward trade with the Soviet Union and the 
countries of Eastern Europe that protects our security 
interest and does lead to Soviet military advantage in any 
way. 


Another important element will be continuing sup- 
port for efforts to improve NATO defenses and, specifically, 
the December 1979 decision. 


Q Is the United States satisfied with the per- 
centage of defense spending by the NATO Allies? 


A We've said very clearly that everyone needs 
to do more. The DPC communique that the defense ministers 
negotiated said that everyone needed to do more. It also 
recognized the real economic constraints that are at work 
for doing more. But we think that everyone can do more. 
This is something that we continue to say both in private 
and in public. 
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Q You haven't mentioned this, but to what 
extent if any will this trip be used by Secretary Shultz as 
an opportunity to deal with expansion of the Multinational 
Force with either the countries who are already involved in 
it or some that may not yet be? 


A I don't want to talk about specific 
countries, but I think that in his visits to separate capi- 
tals he will want to brief them on the status of our 
planning and thinking about Lebanon, and want to listen to 
their views. 


As you know, we're there with the Italians anc the 
French. It will provide an important opportunity to think 
about where we want to go with that force. I think other 
countries will be interested. 


I don't it's really useful for me to go into much 
greater detail but I think all of these countries are, in 
one way Or another, interested in the situation in Lebanon 
and the status of the MNF and the UNIFIL forces and forth. 


0 If I could just folow that. Would it be 
accurate to say that pending this trip, no decision will be 
made on the pending Lebanese request for an increase in the 
force? 


A It may be accurate but I think it conveys the 
wrong impression. It may be accurate simply because no 
decision will be taken. I can't say. I just think that 
you're making the trip much too critical a variable. We're 
having discussions all the time with these governments about 
Lebanon. 


Q So it's possible a decision could be made 
before; the trip won't be used as a vehicle for making a 
decision? 


A Let me give the honest answer: I don't know. 

Q Will there be any meetings -- I understand 
that he's going to meet with the Lebanese Foreign Minister 
in London -- is it the 19th? 


A You should check on that. I don't know if 
it's London. I thought it was somewhere else. 


0 Are there going to be any other meetings with 
any Other parties from outside the area? 


A Not that I'm aware of. I hear there's a 
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rumor running around, something about a meeting with 
Gromyko. I certainly have heard nothing about that 
possibility. 


Q It's not been discussed at all? 
A It has not been discussed with me. (Laughter) 


Q You want to give us the time and date? 
(Laughter) 


Q On Spain, on Felipe Gonzalez, he said that 
Spain will freeze its processing into NATO. Can you talk 
about that; are we concerned that Spain will drop out of 
NATO? 


A I don't think he's actually said that. Here, 
I think it's important to distinguish between what is said 
in a political campaigan and what is said by the government. 


They are obviously going to review the question of 
their membrship in the Alliance. 


@) Spain is going to review? 


A No, they've said, and we know that. But on 
the question of they're going to freeze or whatever, let the 
Spanish Government speak for itself. It's a new government. 
Our position has been clear for sometime. We think Spain 
should be a member of the Alliance, but we don't dictate to 
Spain and it's a Spanish decision. 


Q In view of the Polish Government's rather 
conciliatory gestures and widespread rumors that they will 
lift martial law on the 13th, is the Alliance going to move 
to lift sanctions or at least make some sort of 
acknowledgment of this new attitude? 


A To be honest, the meeting in Brussels next 
week, the timing is a little bit awkward because it's before 
December 13th and any possible developments there. 


What I think they will want to do is perhaps do a 
little contingency planning and probably emphasize the 
importance of not taking any unilateral actions until we've 
had a chance to assess them. Our position, on this, has 
been that we want to watch what the Polish authorities do 
very carefully; that we are prepared to welcome real change 
and to respond, but we are not prepared to welcome cosmetic 
change. 
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So I think people will want to talk a little bit 
about #what might or might not happen in Poland and then all 
agree that we will have to stay in touch following those 
events. 


Poland has been one of those areas where the 
Alliance, I think, has been able in a number of areas to 
stay pretty close together. We have maintained its con- 
tinuing support for the three conditions. From our stand- 
point, that has been pretty effective. The Polish 
authorities seem sensitive to those conditions; they talk 
about them even more than we do now. 


It's useful to keep that, give the Polish authori- 
ties some incentive to take some of these possible steps. 


Q Where do the three conditions stand now that 
Solidarity has been disolved? 


A They have not changed. Those are the three 
conditions that were agreed on by the -- first of all, by 
the EC 10, actually; January 4th, this year, and it was 
January llth NATO agreed on then. 


Q Will there be any meetings in Brussels on 
Namibia, on the Western Contact Group? 


A There will be discussions about Namibia, par- 
ticularly with the members of the Contact Group. 


Q On the East-West credit issue, has there been 
already a decision in which forum this follow-up will be 
the discussions about the credits or is there a chance that 
this will be decided on the trip, and that there will be a 
timetable and implementation to it? 


A These are the kinds of questions that we're 
looking at now. I think it's very likely that questions 
like those will come up in one way or another on the trip. 


Q There has been in the Versailles communique, 
there was already a decision that a group, a monitoring 
group should be set up immediately, and I think this was not 
pre-empted by the Accord after the pipeline sanctions were 
lifted. 


I wonder, on this, how many days and months 
have passed and there's no group. 


BN We've got to get moving. 


Q Just a technical matter. Does he have any 
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speeches planned anywhere? 


A No, he doesn't have any formal speeches. He 
is going to be giving a -- press conferences is usually the 
case after the NATO ministerial. I think there are a lot of 
press appearances; many of them joint appearances with the 
Foreign Minister, so you're going to be hearing from him a 
lot. But I think he prefers that approach. It's a very 
packed schedule and a pretty busy trip. A speech really 
didn't fit in very well. 


Q Following up, do you expect they'll be speci- 
fic decisions on how we are going to follow up on the 
East-West Accord or this trip? 

A I can't say. I really don't know. 

Q Just a clarification. When you broke down 
how he was going, were you signaling a change in the 
announced itinerary? 

A No. Did I make a mistake? 


Q He was going to Brussels, the Hague, Rome, 
Paris, Madrid, London. 


A No. 
Q Thank you. 


(Backgrounder concluded at 4:00 P.M.) 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Sccretary = 
(San Jose, Costa Rica) 





PACGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


December 3, 1982 


The Talemanca: Room 
The Hotel Irazu 
San Jose, Costa Rica 


€:53 P.m. CST 


MR. SPEAKES: Let me have your attention please. We 
are about to begin the background on the meeting with the President 
of El Salvador. It wil’ be on background, attributed to a Senior 
American Official, and following this briefing we will have the 
5coint communique, which is a page and a half, single-spaced. It 
will be available for you at the conclusion of the briefing. 


Also one other announcement. There is a good possibility 
that we will be able to qo beck to our original sshedule for tomorrow 
using helicopters. If that takes place you will get a notice under 
your coor later tonight. Otherwise plan to follow the revised 
schedule. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good evening. The 
President and President Magana of El Salvador met together for about 
fo.ty-five minutes tonight; Secretary Shultz, thoir Foreign Minister 
Fidel Chavez Mena also present. 


President Reagan expressed strong support for the 
efforts being made by the Saivadoran government tc introduce dero- 
cratic institutions, continued land reforms, and human rights ebuses. 
He also expressed suppert for the ongoing effort at containing the 
insurgency. The Salvacoran President gave a detailed description 
of the human rights situation in his countiy end the efforts that 
have been made to bring human rights abuses under control.-- progress 
that hac been made. He also gave an account of the military situ.a- 
tion currently, including the action which is taking place, the 
government offensive in the eastern province of La Union, and he 
dwolied at some length on the difficult economic situation that had 
been brought about by world-wide recession and also by the effects 
of the insuroency, indicating that three were a number of entrcepre- 
neurs and factories that were ready to start procuction agair. but 
that the lack of fcreign exchange made it very difficult to co so 
in many cases because much of Salvadoran industry is dependert 
upen imported materials to process. 


The President stated his interest in seeing that tho -- 
tose responsible for the murders of United States citizens in "1 
Exiveder <= church women and the two American land reform workers -- 
tnose responsible for those murders be brought to justice promptly 
and effectively. 


The two leaders also discussed the general situation 
in Central America, the effect of continved substantial arms doii- 
veries to the insurgents in £1 Salvador from Nicaragua being en 
important -- indeed desisive factor in the continuation of tho in- 
surgency. It wes a very warm meeting and we will have for you 
in Spanish and in English a short communique of ebout a pace and a 
haif which is issued by the two Presidents following their taik. 


Q.viections. 


Q Are we going to renew our military aid? I meen, 
was the Presidont satisficd with the statements on human rights? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, 
are we going to renew our military aid? Was the President satis- 
fied on human rights? The questions involved in certification 
were discussed in detail, however no conclusion was reached on them. 
The certification itself, as you know, is due in January. The 
United States has an ongoing program of military assistance. In 
order to continue it, it must certify every 180 days on four subjects 
which I think are familiar to many of you. Those subjects were 
discussed but no conclusion was reached. 


Q Well, the President certainly seemed to indicate 
that he was favorably inclined. He said that based on everything 
he has heard, they would certainly be satisfied -- certified. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President, as 
I say, expressed strong support for the Salvadoran efforts to inti” 
duce democratic institutions and carry on the reforms, bringing 
human rights abuses under control. This was not a certification 
exceroise per se. 


Q When the President indicated his interest in 
having the murderers of American citizens brought to justice, did 
the President of El Salvador indicate that any progress had been 
mace in those cases? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was, 
did the President of El Salvador indicate that any progress had 
becn made in bringing to justice the murderers of American citizens 
in El Salvador? President Magana referred to the start of the 
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trial of those ,accused of murdering the four Amcrican church- 
womer :5 covijence cf progress, tha fant rhat two guardemen are 


to be tried also for the murder of the two American land reform 
workers. 


He dic note, however, that in the case of Lieutenant 
Lopez Sinrie> helicre’, alleged to be the in- 
tellectual author of the murder of the APIELD workers, that the 
Salvadorian court had set that aside and, indeed, dismissed the 
case against him, an action which occured yesterday. 


The President told us that there were, in fact, 
other remedies that could be looked at under Salvadorian law. 
He made, however, no final prediction as to how this case could 
be handled, other than that it would be continued. 


Q You say that the President promised to bring 
to justice promptly and effectively those who have done wrong 
things. Do you recall how lonq ago it was that the four church- 
women were murdered? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The four church- 
women were murderea on December 2 of 1980. The investigation 
which finally broke the case was done outside the normal legal 
system and it concluded in February of 1982 as a result of a 
special three-man commission named by the armed forces. 


Since that time, the entire basis of evidence, all 
the testimony of the witnesses, has been redone, as required 
under Salvadoran law, by the prosecuting judge and the case 
prepared and is now beinc tried. 


0 Aside from the money we already know about, 
in response to President Magana‘s appeal for help in foreign 
exchange to his factories that are just waiting to begin 
production, did we make any new promises of bridging loans, 
perhaps, something in the way of new aid? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRITION OFFICIAL: No. The aeed 
was outlined, but no remedies were proposed at the meeting. 
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0 If I may, did President Reagan suggest that 
he '™ul“’ take a look at this request or this need? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One of the 
issues which the economy of £1 Salvador faces is the fact 
that the Common Market, Central American Cormon Market, which 
groups a number of countries in this area and which has proved 
to be quite successful in promoting trade and industry, 
is not functioning. Its clearing mechanism has not been working 
for the last year and a half as a result of the disruptions 
caused by the Salvadorian war. by the actions of Nicaragua 
and a number of other factors. 


One of the questions raised was how could this 
Common Market be -- going again. Nobody has a clear answer 
to that. But I think it's an imlication of one direction in 
which we'll all have to look. 


0 Could I ask you whether President ‘lagana 
requested economic aid -- 


SENIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Wo, no. 

0 -- or gmilitory aid you describe. 

SENIOR ADIIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We described the 
economic situation as very serious, all the more serious because, 


in fact, there were the means to get the economy started again 
if we could find some release of the foreign exchance constraint. 


HORE 
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Q Most of us haven't secn the pool report of the 
President's remarks yet. Would you amplify a little bit more about 
what his thinking is on the re-certification? Is he, in other words, 
prepared under current evidence to go ahead with this? And if so, 
does that -- I mean, is that what he said or is that what he meant? 
Does that mean that unless things deteriorate further he will seek 
re-certification? Or is he geuuinely awaitince more evidence and 
is undecided? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was is the 
President saying that he is satisfied with the evidence that has been 
presented to him on certification and he's prepared to recommend or 
will be prepared to recommend that in Jancary or is he stopping short 
of makincg that statement? 


Let me say again the President is making in this meeting 
no attempt to decide the question of certification. That is an 
elaborate process involving the 
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collection of evidence and the weighing of it, which is beginning 
now again, and which must be presented in mid-January. The 
President was not saying that he is accomplishing that now. He 

was expressing, though, very stronc support for the goals of the 
policy that we have been pursuing in El Salvador; that is to say, 
the creation of the democratic institutions in the reforms in that 
country, and for the effort that the Salvadcran government is making 
to carry those out. Those, by the way, are the goals that are 
implicit and, in some cases, explicit in the whole certification 
process. 


Maybe we can get one of these that are back here first. 


Q Do you see any significance, sir, in the fact 
that the President of the Constituent Assembly, Mr. D‘Aubuisscon 
was not present .in these meetings tonight? 


‘SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The questicn was: 
Is there any significance in the fact that the President of the 
Salvadoran Constituent Assembly, Roberto D'Autuisson, was not present 
in the meetings tonight? I'm not aware that they normally travel 
as a leadership group, and I would not attribute any particular 
Significance to that. 


Q Could I follow that up, sir? Could I follow 
that un? 


SENIOR ADMiNISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, go ahead. 


Q -- ask if the current power struggle between 
D'Abuisson and more moderate conservatives in the military who 
are linked to President Magana -- if that struggle was discussed 
between the two Presidents tonight? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was: 
Was the current power struggle between mederate elements in the 
military and Roberto D'Aubuisson Ciscussed tonight between the two 
Presidents? And I would say that cuestions of internal Salvadoran 
politics of this kind were not discussed. 


Q On October 29th, Ambassador Hinton did a speech 
in El Salvador, said everything except aid was going to be cut 
off unless there was dramatic progress made in four areas? 

Did the fact that the nuns' killers -- or the five accused of 
killing them have been bound over for trial, sufficient progress 
Since October 29th made the United States government change not 
only its rhetoric but its view of certification? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was: 
Deane Hinton in a speech a month ago all but threatened to see 
that United States aid to El Salvador would be cut off unless there 
were progress on murders of American citizens and human rights 
abuses, Is the fact that the five National Guardsmen are being -- 
have been indicted and are heing tried for the murder of the four 
American churchwomen sufficient to get the United States to 
continue its assistance? 


As you know -- I think you know -- there are four 
criteria that have been in the law from the start on certification, 
which is to say the control of human rights abuses, getting all 
elements of the armed forces under control, continuing the land 
reform and carrying out democratic elections. And to that have 
been added requirements that progress be made on the murders of 
the American citizens, 80 that the question of the indictment 
trial of the alleged murderers of the American churchwomen is only 
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one tlement which has to be taken into consideration in making a 
certification. XN 
Q Has President Magana provided any new evidence 


of Nicaragua's participation in the insurgency in El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The questicn is: Did 
President Magana provide new evidence of the involvement of 
Nicaragua in the insurgency? Answer: He said, indeed, that he 
had evidence. We did not discuss it then because we also have 
evidence to the sameenc, that substantial flows of logistic 
Support from Nicaragua have continued in recent months and, indeed, 
throughout this year. We think we have substnatial evidence on this 
now, and so the assertion of President Magana, on the basis of his 
evidence, did not surprise us at all. We did not discuss it in 
detail. Yes. 


Q Did the two discuss any need to raise the level 
of military advisors and to increase the amount of U.S. military 
aic to £1 Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cuestion: Did 
the two discuss the need to raise the number of military advisors 
or the amount of military aid to the country? Answer: No, they 
did not. The number of United States training personnel in El 
Salvador -- where is my colleague? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Under 55. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is it this week? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's about 50 for 
this week. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About 50. It's 
bounced up and down in the course of the last year. 
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Ho discussion of increasing that or of increased military assistance. 


; Q Was there any discussion of the propects to end 
the wer in El Salvador? 


; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was substantial 
discussion about the creating of the peace commission as a means of 
providing a basis for an amnesty and for the reintegration of 
dissidents into the political system of El Salvador. And, indeed, 
that was an important topic of discussion. 


Q And what -- I am sorry. could I have a chance to 
follow up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Please. 
Q What were the conclucions which were reached then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The conclusicns that 
were reached were that this is, indeed, an important and necessary 


step forward that the Salvadoran government has announced in principle, 


and intends to implement in the near future. 
Q Who are the members of the Peace Commission? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The members of the 
Peace Commission have not been named. Those of thi Human Rights 
Commission have -- Church, Army, and three independents, along with 
one representative of the UPD -- the Labor Party, the labor 
association. Similarly, when the Peace Commission is named, it is 
expected that it will contain a similar spectrum of Salvadoran 
socicty, perhaps not exactly the same. 


Q You said that the President of Gambia gave a 
@escription of the military situation inside El Salvador. Can you 
tell us what he said about it -- how serious it was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said that the 
sovernment forces were on the offensive, that they had been out to 
Chalatanango (? sp.) on the Honduran border in the last three weeks, 
and had cleared the province quite effectively. They were now over 
in Launion (? sp.), and had had several good days. He expected this 
action to continue on the part of the Salvadoran army. It was an 
upbeat description of the military acticn. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The last question here 
from this gentleman, please. 


Q -- of what these two leaders are saying to each 
other about the violence, how can we be sure of the credibility of 
what the Salvadoran government tells us given what they first said 
about the last shooting of the Americans and then the later autcpsy 
showing powler burns about them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is what 
are the two leaders really saying to each other? How can we be sure 
of what the Salvadoran government is saying given the last experience 
concerning the shooting of an American citizen in which a report 
given originally was changed or proved to be incomplete or 
inaccurate as a result of an autopsy? 


President Magana, I think, has been one of the leaders 
in developing the Human Rights Commission concept, because he thinks 
that it is essential to have an alternative source of information, 
and above all a place where people can go who have been threatened 
or have been the victims, or whose friends and relatives have been 
the victims of human rights abuses to obtain redress. The purpose 
is to get an instrument which is out of the direct line of command 
of the government which nonetheless can act by persuation on the 
rest of Salvadoran society. 
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As you know, the United States Embassy, headed by 
Ambassador Hinton who is here, spends a great deal of time trying to 
document the human richts. situation in El Salvador, and seeking to 
use its influence to obtain redresses in the cases that it can and 
that it identifies. 


So we feel that we dco not have to take the word of any 
Salvadoran on this issue. We attempt to inform ourselves. But that 
should not be read as, in any way, impusgning our faith in the 
judgment of President Magana, who I think is sincerely, deeply 
committed to diminishing human rights abuses in that ccuntry. 


ilk. SPEAKES: . Sorry, we cannot take 
any more. We have now been informed that the green schedule, which 
is the original with the helicopters on it, is operative. We will 
slip a note under the dccr. 


The communique is available in the rear, I believe. 
Also, the advance text cf tomorrow's speech will be avzilable at 
10:30 a.m. in the Press Office. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 9:15 P.M. CDT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY 
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ON THE VISIT OF 
PRESIDENT ZIA OF PAKISTAN 


The Briefing Room 
December 6, 1982 


10:04 A.M. EST 


. MR. ALLIN: This is a background briefing, senior admin- 
istration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm just going to make 
a few remarks about the schedule and then my colleague will go into the 


background of the visit, the objectives and what we hope to accomplish. 


As you know, President Zia will be making his first state 
visit to the United States beginning today. He arrives this morning 
and will meet with the Secretary of State this morning and have a 
luncheon with him. He will then have further meetings this afternoon, 
including Mr. Clausson at the World Bank. 


The official visit begins tomorrow with the arrival cere- 
mony at the White House at 10:00 a.m., followed by a meeting in the 
Oval Office with the President at 10:30 a.m., to be followed by a 
Dlenary session. 


There will then be a meeting in the Pentagon with Mr. Wein- 
berger followed by a luncheon at the Pentagon. 


In the afternoon tomorrow, the President will meet with 
representatives of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee and with the Attorney General. This will 
be followed by the State Dinner here at the White House. 


On Wednesday, he will be meeting with, among other people, 
the Secretary of the Treasury. He will address the National Press 
Club, on Wednesday, that is. He will then meet with Peter McPherson 
of AID and with John Block, Secretrary of Agriculture. 


There will be a return dinner on Wednesday evening hosted 
by President Zia in honor of the Vice President at the Madison Hotel. 
He will also meet on Wednesday with the Vice President and John Tower. 


He then departs from Washington on Thursday for New York 
and will have meetings, among others, with the Secretary General of 
the United States and will stay in New York until Saturday when he 
leaves for Houston and after a couple of days in Houston, departs 
for San Francisco and will leave the United States for Pakistan on 
Tuesday, December the 14th. 


That, in essence, is the schedule, a fairly routine one. 
Q Why is he seeing the Attorney General? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why is he seeing the 
Attorney General? Well, among other things, and my colleague can go 
into more detail here, as you know, we are cooperating with Pakistan 
to try to curb the opium traffic and this will clearly be a subject 
of conversation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. And the Attorney 
General himself visited Pakistan last month to discuss refugees and 
to discuss, even more importantly, as my colleague has said, the nar- 
cotics issue. And we anticipate that would be the focus of their 
talk. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is the first meeting 
that the President will have had with President Zia, although he did 
come to Washington, as you know, on a working visit in the last year 
of the Carter administration, but that was not a state visit. 

Q Is he going on to Canada after the United States? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he is. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION: Yes, he flies from San Francisco 
up to Ottawa on the 14th. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry about that. Yes, 
that's true. Why don't you take over -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. Yes, my colleague 
apologizes for not being here. Your favorite Assistant Secretary is 
getting ready -- is even now meeting Zia out at the airport. And -- 


Q Tell him we'll forgive him. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You will, huh? I will. 
Q Hope you'll be more informative. (Laughter). 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No comment on that. 


Let me say a few things about the visit. As my colleague 
has said, this is his first state visit to the U.S. It's also the 
first high level discussions that we've had with the Pakistanis since 
we revived the security relationship last September. 


We feel this meeting is important as a further effort to 
consolidate the relationship and to build what we hope will be a more 
confident -- more confident and reliable ties between the two countries, 
whose relations, let's face it, have had their ups and downs over the 
last 20 years. 


We also see this as an opportunity to discuss with Zia 
a number of key issues. We will be particularly focusing on 


MORE 


Afghanistan, where the Pakistan government plays a really crucial 

role in the effort to counter Soviet -- the Soviet invasion. We will 
be talking about other regional issues such as India-Pakistan relations, 
about the Iran-Iraq war in which the Pakistanis have sought -- so far 
unsuccessfully -- to play a useful role. The Pakistanis also will be 
interested in hearing what we have to say about the Middle East, where 
they have been particularly concerned about U.S. policy in light of 
their own Muslim character. 





Then there will be other issues -- you might call them 
somewhat controversial -- non-proliferation; narcotics, already alluded 
to. We will also want to hear what the President of Pakistan has to 
say about his plans, which he has discussed publicly from time to time, 
to bring a restoration of democratic and civilian rule in Pakistan. 


But we look forward to this very much as do the Pakistanis. 
He has got a tremendously busy schedule. I think the protocol people 
have told me that the 119-page book which has now been issued is about 
the heaviest they have published in the last few years. And what I am 
impressed by is the President of Pakistan's great interest in getting 
Pakistan's position across to the administrati>*n, to Congress, and to 
the American people. 


So with that as an opening note, I will take your questions. 


Q How do you feel about all the stories that have been 
written sort of as a prelude to his visit which are so devastating in 
terms of torture, human rights abuses -- feeling that there is a real 
lack of sincerity in his promise to hold elections and so forth? I mean, 
does this bode well for his visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that he is in no 
doubt about how we feel about the importance of restoring democratic 
institutions in Pakistan and about this administration's clear-cut con- 
cern on human rights issues. We have talked to the Pakistanis quietly, 
which is the style and policy of this administration, on human rights 
issues and will continue to do SO. 
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Q Could I just follow that up? I realize that because 
of the importance that the administration puts on the strategic relation- 
ship of Pakistan that you are not going to raise what we might consider 
to be some extremely crucial issues, but I am wondering if I should at 
least isolate one and find out if you are planning to put pressure on 
him, and that is the situation involved in the daughter of the person -- 
the last democratically elected leader of the country, Mr. Bhutto, who 
was killed by Zia, who is now in prison within Pakistan -- is recog- 
nized as the leader of the Pakistan People's Party which was of course 
the last democratic party in that country. She is imprisoned -- there 
is an international effort for her release. I noticed on the wires 
that her party is going to be holding a press conference with the Secre- 
tary General in protest of these abuses and so forth. And here these 
are not rebels. This was the democratically elected party that was 
governing the country when Zia overthrew it. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could you ask the ques- 
tion? 


Q My question, since you didn't bring up these facts -- 
I thought I had better -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I am familiar with 
that. You don't quite know the facts. She is not in prison, she is 
under house arrest. 


Q She is under house arrest -- fine. She would like to 
leave the country and I am wondering since -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I did not hear that she 
wanted to leave the country. But in any event I was not aware that she 
wanted to leave the country. But again I would have to fall back on the 
administration policy. We discuss human rights issues privately, but it 
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would certainly be a contravention of the policy for me to say now 
whether we will or will not be discussing Benadir Bhutto's case with 
President Zia when he gets here. 


Q Well, could I just ask if the administration would 
think of it as a positive step if she were released -- if you were to 
understand that she wanted to leave the country? 


gn 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot respond to that. 


Q Have there been any positive steps in the prelude to 
this visit on his part? I mean, has your quiet diplomacy come to any 
fruition at all in terms of saving lives? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would mention one recent 
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case. I think we did speak quietly. I keep stressing that word to 
the Pakistan government regarding the interest of the young lady's 
mother, Mrs. Bhutto, in leaving Pakistan to receive 

medical care overseas. The government naa set up a medical board 
to consider whether such care outside Pakistan was required. Two 
of its members were her own nominees, her own doctors. 


And they did decide to let her go, whether our discussions 
with them and that of others had any influence, of course, I'm not 
in a position to say. 


Q What is Pakistan doing about the Afghanistan invasion and 
what more would you like? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are doing a great 
deal. For one thing, they are taking the diplomatic lead, if you 
consider that there are various elements in the policy which we 
and Pakistan basically share. One of them is -- and they're all 
designed to continue to put pressure on the Soviet Union with a view 
towards persuading the Soviets to agree to a peaceful settlement which 
will involve their withdrawal, the re-establishment of an independent 
and nonaligned Afghanistan, self-determination for the Afghan people 
and a return to Afghanistan of the three million plus refugees in safety 
and honor. 


Pakistanis have spearheaded the diplomatic effort here. 
They were the principle sponsor of the resolution,which once again 
passed by an overwhelming vote at the U.N.G.A. the week before last, 
a vote of 114 to 21. They have provided hospitality to something 
on the order of 2.7 to 2.8 million Afghan refugees, an important measure 
at Pakistan's own expense. They have allowed the various elements of 
the Afghan resistance to headquarter in the border city of Peshawar 
They have generally been supportive of the efforts of the resistance 
inside Afghanistan. 


They have also been very helpful in working with us and 
others in trying to keep the Afghan issue before the international 
public. Obviously what the Soviets would like would be 
for the world to forget about Afghbnistan. But the Pakistanis and others, 
especially including us, are resisting that. We want to keep that a 
fresh idea. 


Q In what ways have they supported the resistance within 
Afghanistan? And if you'd answer the second part of my question, is 
there anything else we'd like them to be doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There isn't -- let 
me answer the second part of your question first. There is nothing 
specific beyond what they are now doing that we would like them to 
do and I do not anticipate that, for that reason, that this is going 
to be a point which will be raised. 


I think we're, as I've suggested, very satisfied with 
what they're doing. We think it's courageous in light of frequent 
Soviet bullying. We think that the security relationship that we 
have worked out with Pakistan encourages Pakistan to continue to 
stand up to Soviet bullying or -- and this is the alternative to Soviet 
blandishments. 


Q What do you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, wait a minute. I've 
got to answer the other part of his question. 


As far as what Pakistan specifically is doing, I've mentioned 
a number of things, but I think that question had best be put to the 
Pakistanis, who, as I've told you will be very anxious to -- will 
be anxious to talk about everything. They'll be particularly keen, 
I think,to talk about Afghanistan. 
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Q What do you think of the report in The New York Times 
which says that there's a split in, between Pakistan and the U.S. in 
the approach to Soviet -- negotiating the 
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Soviets out of Afghanistan,that we are too hardline, that we want the 
Soviets out, out, and that the Pakistanis are willing to be a little 

more compromising to leave the present government in and so forth if 

they'll agree to pull out and let the refugees go back. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not see any 
significant difference between the Pakistan and the U.S. positions 
on this. We are fully supportive of the effort at indirect talks 
between the Babrak Kamal regime in Kabul and the Pakistan government 
with the Iranians being kept informed which have been mounted by 
the UN, a senior officer there, Diego Cordovas. He will be visiting 
the area -- Kabul, Teheran and Islamabad -- once again early in the 
new year. We will be supportive at that time. So I would just 
Giscount reports that there are any significant differences as to 
either how to proceed or what we want at the end of the line. 


Q How much would Pakistan's nuclear program weigh 
in, specifically in today's talks with the Secretary and tomorrow 
will the President bring it up and raise it in a significant way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect that 
the proliferation and non-proliferation issue will come up. The 
administration, as you know, considers preventing the spread of nuclear 
weapons to be a major foreign policy objective. Pakistan is well 
aware of our concerns about certain of their nuclear activities and 
about the importance we attach to non-proliferation. 


To repeat a position which we have frequently taken, 
we believe that our program of military and economic assistance will 
help Pakistan meet some of its genuine security needs and, thus, 
reduce the incentive to explore a nuclear weapons option in the future. 


Q Well, this is a follow-up to that. I mean, will 
we actually say to them, "If you detonate a nuclear device, we will 
cut off this $3 billion program”, or whatever it is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not going to get 
into that, but I think you will find if you look at the legislation, 
that were Pakistan to detonate a nuclear device we would be obliged 
to cut off assistance. 


Q There have been reports that Pakistan is looking 
for help in Western Europe for a nuclear, another nuclear power 
reactor. Have you any reason to think she's going to, President 
Zia's going to make that request here among either the government or 
private industry? 


SENIOR ADMININSTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not permitted 
under U.S. law to assist the Pakistan civilian nuclear program because 
Pakistan is not a signatory to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, nor has 
Pakistan accepted full-scope safeguards. I think that the issue may 
come up in the sense that Pakistan may be interested in what our 
position is, but there is nothing under the law now that we can do. 


Q Would you review the actual numbers for FY ‘83 in 
terms of aid and what they want? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. Now, we have to 
look at this as part of a five to six year program involving a total 
of $3.2 billion, roughly divided between military and economic 
assistance. The figures that we want to provide them in FY ‘83 are 
for, on the security side, FMS guaranteed credits to the tune of 
$275 million. On the economic side, economic assistance of $200 million 
and P.L. 480 assistance amounting to $50 million. That totals 


$525 million. 


Now, we recognize and have discussed this with the _ 
Pakistanis that it will be difficult, given the budgetary constraints 
that the administration faces for us to come up with those figures. 
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This could be a particular problem on the FMS side because 
we did not have any foreign military sales to Pakistan last year. Under 
the terms of the continuing resolution we have to get, we have to notify 
appropriate Congressional committees that we intend to re-program funds 
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for Pakistan. We have so notified Senate and House committees that 
we wish to re-program $150 million in FMS during the present period 
covered by the continuing resolution. 


I understand that Congressman Long has asked that -- 
has put a hold on this as he's able to do within the 15 days following 
the notification. The notification was made on December ist and we 
will be prepared, if necessary, of course, to co up and testify. 
We actually would welcome the opportunity to testify and to explain 
to him why we think it's important to proceed. 


, Q Where do they want to use the $275 million 
or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This will be used 
for various purchases including the F-l6's. There is a particular 
need for them to get the $150 million early on because they do 
have some payments coming due this month on the F-16's. 

Q How many -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The total number 
of F-16's, as you know, is 40 and we will -- 


Q Forty? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Forty -- 4-0. 


Q -- what? That we have committed to or they 





want or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are committed to 
the sale of 40 F-16's. 


Q Is there any new military ecuipment beyond what 
we know or new aid that they are requesting that you expect to 
be discussed or settled on this trip? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't. The 
thorny issue of the timing of the delivery of the first six F-16's 
has now been resolved and so it will not come up as an issue between 
the two Presidents. 
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Q When will they be delivered? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me read the 
press guidance. 


Discussions have been held over the last few days 
between the U.S. authorities and the representatives of the government 
of Pakistan regarding the avionics configuration of the first six 
F-16's to be delivered to Pakistan. Agreement has been reachec 
on this subject and the first six F-16's will leave for Pakistan 
shortly. 


Q Was that a revision of their original order 
of the upgrading of the avionics? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, let me put it 
this way. There was a misunderstanding between ourselves and 
the Pakistanis as to what the nature of the U.S. commitment was. 
This has now been worked out. They will be getting the F-16's. 


Q Which ones? I mean, will they heve the advanced 
equipment or not? Wasn't that the dispute? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was the dispute 
and I can't go beyond what I have said. But I can say that the 
Pakistan government is pleased with the result of the discussions. 


Q Just to elaworate on that. The dispute -- to 
simplify it greatly -- the dispute was between the more advanced 
technology and the less advanced technology, was it not? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q And the dispute has been resolved in their 
favor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say it’s been 
resolved to thir satisfaction. 


Q What is the amount cf their payment? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 


Q What is the amount of their payment? You said 
their payment was coming up. 


SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that. 
It's around $150 million. That's why they need the $150 million 
now. 


Q Payable to whom? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Payable to the 
contractor. 


eC Payable to whom? The contractor -- you say the 
contractor? 


Q It's General Dynamics. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, General Dynamics 
down in Fort Worth. 


Q When was the original order -- this apprehension 
for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't quite 
understand that. 
‘ 
Q When was the original order for the F-16's? 
What time did that take place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not precisely 
sure but it would have followed the decision of September ‘81 to 
go ahead with the security program. 


Q Can you just tell us a little bit about where 
they stand on the narcotics issue, what they're doing, what we 
want them to do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the narcotics 
issue is an important one between us because something like 55 percent 
of the heroin reaching this country comes from opium in the Southwest 
Asian countries. That would include Iran, Afghanistan and Pakistan. 


Pakistan has become increasingly a source of heroin 
as heroin labs have been opened there. What we would like them 
to do basically are two things. One is to further implement 


MORE 
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the ban on poppy ‘growing which they promulgated in 1979. It's been 
difficult for them to do so. And one can easily understand why be- 
cause some of the poppy growing takes place in tribal areas where the 
writ of the government of Pakistan either does not run or does not 
run very solidly. 


The second thing which we think it's important for them 
to do is to bust up the heroin labs. We're satisfied that progress on 
both scores has taken place. Part of this may reflect our efforts, 
spearheaded in November by Attorney General Smith, but, also, I think 
the Pakistanis themselves are recognizing that addiction is becoming an 
increasing problem in their own country. So it is for their own benefit 
to try to control the problen. 


Q -- say “heroin lab” -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've got to go -- I'm 
sorry. I‘*ve got to go over now -- 


MR. ALLIN: Want to take one more? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a lab where heroin 
is manufactured from opium. 


Q -- one question on Afghanistan. When President 
Zia came away from his talks with Yuri Andropov, he characterized those 
talks as disclosing a new freshness of the Soviet postion. And he 
went in an interview with the FT to admit that, indeed, now he was 
prepared to take the Soviets at his word, whereas in the past he 
wasn't. 


I'd like to ask whether anything has come to your attention, 
either through the talk that was held with Andropov and Bush or through 
any other channels that would incline you to think there is a new fresh- 
ness in the Soviet position over Afghanistan or new flexibility? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, we'll 
be talking -- the President, specifically, will be talking to 
President Zia about his impressions from the Andropov visit. 


The Pakistanis, leaving aside from what was said or what 
the atmosphere of the 40-45 minute discussion was, we're very pleased 
that Generai Zia was among the few singled out. I am rather skeptical 
that there has been any -- any evidence of a significant change in 
what until now has been a hard-line, inflexible Soviet postion. 


I would like to hope that this will change. But as far 
as the Soviets moving towards a position which we will find acceptable, 
the Pakistanis would find acceptable or the people, 114 countries 
which voted for the Resolution the other day, will find acceptable, 

I just don't see yet. 


Q Can I follow that up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, you can't. I've 
got to go over to the Shultz talks now. 


MR. ALLIN: There'll be a piece of paper here in a minute 
on the President's invitation to President Mubarak to make a working 
visit to the U.S. January 27th, probably in about 30 to 60 seconds. 


END 10:35 A.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


A BACKGROUND BRIEFING ON 
THE PRESIDENT'S TRIP TO LATIN AMERICA 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1982, 11:20 A.M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: This was a trip 
in which the President wanted to Go three thincs. He wanted 
to underscore his own support for the democratic developments 
in this area. 

George Shultz and I were adding up the numbers, just 
as a kind of intellectual exercise, at the end of the trip, 
and George asked, "What percentace of the population in Latin 
America now lives under some form of democratic regime", and we 
came out with something on the order of 90 percent, given 
changes that are now occurring in Brazil. 

Cbviously these are all kinds of different democratic 
systems, but there is an unmistakable trend, and one purpose 
of the trip which came through, I think very strongly, in each 
of the President's statements, as well as in his private talks 
was to express support and encouragement for that. 

Secondly, we had a whole range of bilateral economic 
issues to deal with and some multilateral ones. 

The President wanted to underscore that it was 
important to manage our economic relations with this part of 


the world, and, indeed, I think it is fair to say that whereas 


in earlier times, the dependency, often then a theme in Latin 














‘ . “a 2. 
America, ran one way, from Latin America to the United States. 


I think it would be accurate to say now that our own sense of 





our interdependency with this area of depending very much on 


their economic performance, whether it is in maintaining their 


records as debtors that pay, or in the way in which they handle 
their trade and investment affairs, is very substantial as a 


major trading, financial and investment partner. 


In that regard, you saw us find a way through a diffi- 
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cult export incentive problem in Brazil -- their use of export 
incentives, which has been decreasing. Now that they are under 
particular pressure on their balance of payments, they want 

to continue them. We want to keep them headed towards phasing 


these out. We were able to reach a compromise on that issue 


when we were there. 
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You also saw us, of course, provide a loan, and I 
just underscore that it is a loan. It was negotiated and 
arranged beforehand to Brazil in order to enable them to get 
from this point to the agreement with the IMF on a stabilization 
loan after a stabilization program has been established. That 
is a bridging exercise for ninety days, but I think it is symbolic 
of the interest that we both share in keeping the system working 
and keeping access of a major country like Brazil to the inter- 


national financial institutions while it makes the necessary 


adjustment. 
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oe In Brazil, we also -- and I think this is going to 
be important -- and agreed on a series of one-time reviews and 
analyses and recommendations on our relationship, touching 


not only the economic/financial area, but also the 


controversial nuclear, the promising space and technology, and 
a new items on our agenda, the possibility of cooperation in 
the industrial field on military projects. 

Brazil and the United States have had a series of 
difficult Bilateral issues with each other over the last 
ten years: countervailing duties is one major one; human 
rights was, no longer is, another; differences on nuclear 
policy are a third. But underlying that has also been the 
question of how to readjust and redefine relationships between 


these two very big countries in such a way so that the 
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Brazilian sense of independence can be fully satisfied at 
the same time that the kind of cooperation that is really 
necessary between these two very big and powerful countries 
is achieved. 

It has been hard to get right. We are not sure that -- 
I don't want to promise too much out of this -- I am not sure 
that we have got it right now, but we have got a new opportunity 
to try to define the balance on this and get the two countries 
headed back towards a relationship of a mutually supportive 
type that we have had before and should have in the future. 


In the case of Col@mbia, we have a government which 


has a strong election mandate behind it, but some very serious 
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internal problems. 

You saw that the Colombian Government is attempting 
to deal with its long-term insurgency problem by offering 
an amnesty. That amnesty has been rejected by some of its 
opponents, particularly the M-19 Urban Group, and we think 
that it is unlikely to be very successful with the rural group, 
but it is an important experiment in dealing with opposition 
movements, and we have wished the “Colombians well on it. 

They raised with us, publicly and privately, a number 
of larger issues: The Inter-American Development Bank nego- 
tiations, which are currently deadlocked over the amount that 
should be given to the four big countries. They are not, 
interestingly enough, deadlocked over the amount that should 
be made available to a country like Colombia. 

But we think it will be worked out and will be 
successful in proposing a major expansion of this instrument 
in the course of the future. 

We talked here about sugar, as we did in a number of 
other places, which is a matter of concern, and a range of 
trade problems, including subsidy, countervailing deed problems, 
and narcotics. 

We also talked at length about Central America 


and about views which are to some degree at variance on how 


to deal with Central America, and in many ways they are also 
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the same; that is to say that Colombia shares our view that 
ultimately there must be a democratic solution in each of the 
countries in Central America, and that this must be our firm 
goal. 

In the case of the four Central American countries, 
if I could say a brief word about issues dealt with in each of 
those cases. The meeting with Alvaro Magana, the Provisional 
President of El Salvador, dealt very much with the question 
of human rights in that country, with our President making 
very clear our concern that progress that has been made in 
the past should be maintained and pressed forward. 

Magana noted that he is establishing a Human Rights 
Commission in order to provide an alternative means for 
dealing with human rights complaints, and also to collect 
information on human rights, which will be composed of a 


member for the Salvadorean Administration, a military member, 





but include also a prominent labor leader, a priest, as well as four 
independent lawyers. 

Obviously err that does depends on what, how 
vigorously it acts, so we ought to wait for results, but 
this is a step forward. 

The President also expressed his concern about 
bringing to justice the murderers of American citizens in 


El Salvador in very firm terms. 














6 
Some of that discussion was dedicated to the economic 
situation in Central American and in El Salvador, with the 


President of El Salvador stating very vigorously his concern 


about the development of the economy there. 
He said that the situation has impreved enough. from 
a security point of view so that entrepreneurs are ready to invest 
again in this country. But it is a very import-dependent 
economy, as all the economies of Central America are, and they 


have got a balance of payments constraints on it. Is there 





some way in which you can release that balance of payments con- 
straint, so that the investment can get on and people can buy 
the kind of process, intermediate process goods that are 
necessary? 


In the case of Monge, a similar focus in our private 
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meetings on democracy and the advancement of the economy there. 
He expressed an interest in developing his northern provinces 
which are being infiltrated by Nicaragua, and we told him 
that indeed we would be able to Ahelp with an agricultural 
loan, we thought, and we would look for some more funds that 
would provide some offsetting advantages to low income persons 
in Costa Rica, as they go through their really quite successful 
stabilization plan. 

In Honduras, sugar and money were very much a theme 


of the Honduran President there, too. As with Magana and Monge, 
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he hopes very much from the Caribbean Basin initiative, and we 
do have a mock-up schedule for it in Ways and Means on Thursday. 

He would like very much to see a change in U.S. 
sugar policy as indeed would our other interlocutors in the 
trip. 

In the case of Rios Montt, he gave us a general out- 
line of his policy.- He said that in particular he was emphasizing 
winding up the death squads, and he thought he had done so, 
that had been active notably around the cities; prosecuting 
the anti-insurgents campaign more vigorously in the countryside 
in two ways -- one by a larger number of men; and, two, there 
are about 25,000 people now in the Guatemalan Army, and they 
are achieving some notable successes against the insurgencies -- 
and, two, in a rural self-defense program in Guatemala, in the 
countryside, in which villages are being, for the first time, 
given some means of armament to defend themselves, and are 
doing so against increasing insurgent attacks on villages. 

He emphasized anti-corruption, and said that he was 
trying to clean up what he regarded as a century of corrupt 
practices, and he said that for the first time in this country, 
which is 60 or 70 percent Indian, we have Indian representatives 
in our Council of State; 33 percent. He thinks it should go 
to two-thirds to represent their element of the population. 


He hopes that this will be a major element in the constitution 


which he is looking forward to drafting. 
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He told us that the Constitutional Assembly law, 
electoral law, would be edicted on March 23, along with the 
law and the constitutional political parties, but he believed 
that -- and he said this again in subsequent meetings with 
the President -- that he would hold elections, constitutional 
elections, in the course of 1983. 

The President had expressed interest in moving on 
towards democracy as rapd¢dly as possible and encouraged him on 
the constitutional Assembly elections. 

Rios Montt said that he would like, above all, econ- 
omic help. He also needed some military help. The President 
did not promise to grant the sales of a variety of commercial 
items, military items, which is the current issue under discussion. 
We are not discussing -- anybody is discussing military assistance. 
The question is, can Guatemala buy commercial items. The 
President did not make a commitment on that, and that issue, 
contrary to some of the reports you have seen, remains undecided, 
and I can't tell you when it will be decided. 

Similarly, just to clear up that one, once again, 
that the President did not intend to make a Salvadorean certifica- 
tion in the remarks that he made after meeting with Alvaro 
Magana. That is a complex process which we will be handling 


in the course of the next month. 


Over all, I think a couple of remarks I would like 
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to make about the trip itself and how it felt, the President 
obviously got on very well with the people he was dealing 
with. He not only had extremely cordial sets of meetings with 
Figueiredo and Monge whom: he knows well already, in what could 
have been the more ..ificult stop in the trip, in Colombia, 
he obviously got on «mmediately very well with Bentacur, 
and they had both a- very mrsonal and a very animated discussion 
on all of these issues on the background in the course of what 
turned out to be a long personal meeting between the two, is 
really what happened in Bogota. 

The President clearly was enjérine himself. He said 
repeatedly that he was there to listen and he did listen and 
to learn and he did learn. He wanted to, coming back on the 
plane, tell some of that to people in the United States, and 
I think wanted to stress the diversity and individuality of the 
countries. He was there. He used the language -- "You'd be 
surprised how different they are", addressing, I think, the 
people in the press, and found himself quoted this morning 
as saying that he was surprised. 

No, I don't think so, and I think the basic purpose 
that the President had in this trip, was to mark a priority 
to the Hemisphere, something that he himself has been pursuing 
since he first met with Lopez Portillo and then went to Canada 


and then this Caribbean Basin initiative and now this trip. 
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I think, and I think he thinks, this was accomplished. We 
really do want to mark that priority and to see whehter we can't 


make these relationships work better than they have been, 


and more effectively. 


I don't think you meant for me to talk that length 
of time, but I haven't quite used all the time you have, so -- 

Q In some of your remarks about the question of 
selling -- he didn't refer to them but we know -- helicopter 
spare parts to Guatemala, the thing, your statements about 
whether the President did mean that he was talking about a 
certification in these remarks he apparently made on the plane 


on the way, about differences. This appears to be kind of what 





we sometimes call a rolling back from a lot of the things that 


were reported rather prominently on the trip. 
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What is the purpose of putting the stress on these 
clarifications? 

A I assume that you want to get this thing as it 
was and is, and so I wanted to note, as I did, in a backgrounder 
down in San Jose, immediately after he saw Alvaro Magana that 
in fact he was not certifying, and it should not be so inter- 
preted as in fact it was, and that in his remarks on Rios Montt, 
after they met, that he was not saying that he had decided 


that military assistance in any form should be sent, that is 


not the questions, or that indeed commercial sales shoyld be 
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made. Those decisions have not been made. 
And, frankly, as to the other remark, I think we 
just misinterpreted it. 


Q But he did say that he was inclined to do 


so; when asked about whether he would resume sales to Guatemala, 
he said, “Yes, I am.” 

A Yes,- that is geite right, but that is not a 
decision, and the President did not mean that, as I say, with 
authority as being a decision. 

Q Do you think that Guatemala received a bum rap, 
as President Reagan suggested? 

A I think what has not come through clearly is 


how much the situation has changed in the last nine months. 


There is no question at all about the fact that the Lucas 
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regimes, and earlier regimes, in Guatemala, were, one, repressive; 





and, two, corrupt; three, followed a @srally: anti-Indian 
policy, and that has been one of the -- and, that, four, there 
were major human rights violations in the countrvside and in 
the cities. We think that there were some two thousand members 
of death squads operating in the neighborhood of Guatemala 
City. 

We think there have been significant changes since 


that time. When the President said that this is clearly a 


matter of great personal integrity, he meant it, and I think 











12 
it is demonstrable. He is a person who was elected, we belieye, 
President of Guatemala in 1974. He went to Europe and came 
back, worked as a school teacher. Nobody can challenge, I 


think, his personal probit,. He has made tremendous efforts 


to clean up the corruption in the military system -- I think 
with some success. He has wound up those death squads that 
operated in the capital area, in particular. 

These advances on taking account of the Indian popu- 
lation in several ways, one, giving them some means to defend 
themself, and, secondly, bringing them into the government, 
are really quite remarkable steps forward. 


He has started -- I think it would be fair to say he is 





only saying he is making the first step down the road towards 


a constitutional government, and we would really like to see 
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that go further. More than that is, we asked ourselves, "If 
somebody does this kind of stuff, and then there is no support 
forthcoming from outside, then maybe it is an open invitation 
for the enemies that he has, particularly on the right, in 
Guatemala to knock him off. 

So that is why we have been giving consideration 
to taking a step further. One step has already been made, 
you know, in this in that Congress decided in the fall to give 
$10 million worth of economic assistance to Guatemala in 


the Caribbean 3asin initiative supplemental. 


Now, it is true that human rights abuses continue, 
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notably in the countryside. It is true that there are human 
rights abuses which are attributable to government forces or 


government-affiliated forces. It is also true that there are 


large numbers of human rights violations that are attributable 
to the insurgents operating as, in effect, the insurgents tried 
to cut the link that may be developing between the government 
and the Indian populations of the highlands. 


One of the things that the insurgents are doing now, 





that they didn't do a year ago, is to attack villages. So, 
yes, I think it adds up to a bum rap, because it is the old 
question of, you know, sort of the better being the enemy of 
the good. People say, “Why haven't you ended all of these 


human rights abuses totally”, and so anybody who tries to move 
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ahead then is somehow not worthy of our support. 
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I think that is the kind of thing he is trying to 
get at. 

Q Can I follow up just very quickly? Is it likely 
that the President will approve some form of military aid to 
Guatemala, and will he recommend that? 

A Once again, we are not talking about military 
aid, we are talking about commercial sales. That is the issue 
that we have been looking at, and which we have been consulting 


on with the Congress. 


I can't tell you what or when the President wil! decide. 
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I think it is not knowable at this point. 

Q On those remarks with respect to Guatemala, 
two organizations, America's Watch, and National Council of 
Churches, have sent delegations down there in the last two 
months, and they have reported on the situation in the 
countryside, and many of their remarks contradict directly 
what Rios Montt has ‘said me. in some degree, with what you 
have said. 

Were those reports brought to the attention of the 
President prior to the meeting with Rios Montt, and did he bring 
them up during his meeting? And, secondly, is the State Depart- 
ment still taking the position that there was not enough fraud 
in the elections last year in Guatemala to rule out the actual 
outcome, or to make fraudulent the actual outcome? 

A On the first question, the President knew of the 
existence of the reports, and hé knew what their tenor was. 

He had not read them prior to his talks. 

With regard to the elections last year in Guatemala, 
we still do not know of fraud on a scale that would have changed 
the outcome. 

I'm sorry, you had one inbetween. 

Q No, that was basically it. 


Q Did you say that he knew of the tenor of the 


reports? I didn't catch that. 








. 
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A He knew of the reports, that the reports had 
been made, and what their basic thrust was, 

I'm sorry, he did not take the reports up with 
Rios Montt. He raised the theme of human rights violations 
as one of the concerns that the United States has, but not 
in terms of the reports however. 

Q In Honduras, there is a tremendous amount of 
discontent within the government as well as without, on the 
amounts of money being spent on military assistance to the 
Honduran Government, and less being spent on human needs around 
the country. Was this discussed at all? 

A No. It was in other terms, that the Government 
of Honduras would like to have its military assistance on a 
grant basis. It did not ask for more. It asked for it not 
to be in the form of loans, thinking that they could not, in 
their present economic situation as a poor country, the poorest 
in the area, sustain those costs. 

However, as you know, Honduras is a major recipient 
of economic assistance, and it receives approximately three 
times economic assistance as it does military. And there was 
-” suggestion by our interlocutors there that they wanted to 
change that. If they want more economic, we would certainly 


welcome that, but they did not complain about the balance. 


And I think your premise is really not an accurate one, if I 
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understood what you are saying, that there was a lot of con- 
cern in the Honduras Government about this. Frankly, I am 


unaware of that. It was not raised. 


Q Just to clarify a point that has been trouble- 


some lately. 
Does the State Department consider that it has any 
sort of an understanding with Congress, or with any specific 


Committees or Subcommittees of Congress, about reaching some 





kind of general consensus before proceeding on these commercial 
sales to Guatemala? 

A Let me clear that one up and tell you how it came 
up. 

A Year ago, the question was raised by Members of the 


House Foreign Affairs Committee of attaching to an aid authori- 
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zation bill an amendment which would have prohibited any economic 
or military assistance to Guatemala. I had a series of dis- 
cussions at that time with Chairman Mike Barnes of the House 
Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on Inter-American Affairs on that 
subject, in which I urged him not to do that as closing off 
possible ways to help if in fact there were an evolution in 
the political and human rights situation. 

Mike Barnes and I reached an agreement, which I think 
is still not fully understood by all members of the committee, 


but which they have a different recollection of. I wrote it 


down at the time, and I am about to provide to the Committee 
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my own note on it. 
What I said was, “Look, if we reprogram any 
economic or military assistance, money, budget money, U.S. 


budget money, we have to go to the Foreign Operations Sub- 


committee of the House and the same committee on the Senate 
side, and then give them an opportunity to comment on that. 

We don't give them formally a veto under our Con- 
gressional practice, but in point of fact if they raise objections, 
then obviously this is a very serious matter which is taken 
into consideration. In fact, I think almost always if there are 


objections, then the reprogramming doesn't go forward. 





I said, “Let us undertake"-- I did undertake to do 
the same thing with regard to the House Foreign Affairs Com- 


mittee on any reprogramming of military and economic assistance 
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for Guatemala. I regard myself as hound by that agreement. 
That agreement does not concern commercial sales, because there 
is no reprogramming involved. But I think that we are still 
committed, and indeed have had very substantial consultations -- 
Steve Bosworth was up before the two Houses on Tuesday doing 
just that. 

Q Have you talked with Barnes, because his under- 
standing of this on the public record seems to be somewhat 


different than yours. 


A That is why I am going to send him my ncte. 


He did not write it down at the time, and it would have been 
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very helpful if he did, I did send him my note, [I am going 
to do it again, and to Zablocki. 
Q Just as a technical thing, we haye to phrase 
this as "A senior official said that Assistant Secretary Enders 
did this -- ? 


A Yes, I have no problem with that. I think that 
I should put my ien-aeee of caida. I think it makes the 
distinction very clear on the record by sending it up to Zablocki 
and Barnes, which I am going to do. Sorry. 

Q First, about Guatemala, it seems that the U.S. 
Administration is ready to back Guatemala's loans by IMF, the 
World Bank, Inter-American Development Bank. That was a change 
of Policy -- 

A That is correct, on the basis of the improve- 
ments that have occurred. 

Q And it is something you are going to do. Have 
you started already? | 

A Yes. 

Q How much are the loans altogether? It was in 
the order of $130 million? 

A I don't know what is outstanding and in the 
Pipeline and under consideration. I can't tell you that. We 
will have to have somebody get that. 


Q My second question is that, of course, the 


Inter-American Development Bank was the subject of talks in 
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Suiteahéa. We all know what Betancur was saying, and you said 
that you hope they wanted to work out an agreement for a major 
expansion of resources. How much? 

A Well, negotiations are not through. I just wanted, 
for your information, to note what the problem is. 

There are two categories of countries -- there are 
several, actually -- but there are two Major distinctions. On- 
is the big, highly advanced countries -- Mexico, Venezuela, 
Brazil and Argentina -- and they have a so-called Category Ay,. 
and then all the other countries have different provisions, 
and there are limits to the amount that Category A can get, and 
the whole purpose is to get it to the less developed countries. 

During the last few years, Venezuela has not been 
taking down its Category A funds. Venezuela would now, in spite 
of the fact that it has a high income and substantial reserves, 
would now like to do so again. And the chief problem is, how 
do you fit Venezuela into a more or less fixed part without 
producing a demand, notably on the U.S. Congress, that would 
not be sufficient -- I mean would be unacceptable to our 
political opinion? 

So, it is a very difficult issue, a tough negotiating 
issue, but all of the proposals that are now being discussed 
would result in a substantial, real expansion, over and above 


the rate of inflation -- well over and above the rate of 


inflation -- for the activities for the Bank as a whole. 
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So that is not challenged by the United States. It 
is just exactly this individual problem of how you deal with 
Venezuela that nobody has found a good solution to yet. 

Q Yes, but there are the problems of negotiations. 
It seems that the U.S. want to reduce their contribution to the 
soft loan window of the Inter-American Development Bank from 
$175 million to $75 million a year. 

A We are certainly going to -- we are very probably 
going to reduce our contribution to the soft loan window, 
thinking that the number of countries to which it really applies 
is now largely in the Caribbean Basin, the poorest countries, 
the bottom of the line in many cases. But that is not a major 
issue in the negotiations. I mean, the negotiations are not 
hung up on that. They are hung up on the so-called Category A 
countries. 

Q And the replenishment fund, I mean, the amount 
of replenishment, is not an issue? 

A The two are related, you see, because if in 
fact you put Venezuela back in, then you have a very substan- 
tially larger figure for the total amount that comes out at the 
end. That is the biggest problem of all. There are some 
other problems, but that is what it is hung up on at the 
moment. I think this is going to be worked out, though. We 
are reasonably confident that this negotiation is going to 


succeed. 
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Q A moment ago you said the President's remarks 
were interpreted, misinterpreted. Were you referring to his 
remarks on certification? I wasn't quite sure what you were 
referring to. 

A I was referring to his remarks about, which he 
made on the plane, saying that you, the American people, would 
be surprised at sia how diverse the countries were, which 
were interpreted as saying that he was surprised. 

Q I thought you were referring to his remarks in 
reply to a question in El Salvador. 

A On the other two issues about whether we had 
certified or not, I wanted to be quite clear that his act was 
not, and that he had not decided on Guatemala. 

Q Then I want to recall his quote on that. JdHe 
was asked if he was, if he did intend to certify, and he said -- 
quote -- On the basis of what I know now, yes, of course", 
which seemed to most of us down there to be a pretty firm 
statement. 

A Not so intended as a certification. 

Q Not intended to be. ‘and did you know why he 
spoke in such firm words? I know you had a briefing there, 
but most of us were filing his words while you were briefing, 
unfortunately, and we couldn't get to hear what you were saying. 


A We had a word on this afterwards as to what 
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his intention was. He wishes to be encouraging, He thinks there 
has been progress. He was not making a final judgment. That 
is the distinction, I think, that we really want to add here. 

Q In Brazil and Colombia, the leaders seemed in 
their toast to be encouraging defusion of tension in Central 
America, and made favorable references to Mexico and Venezuela 
and their ideas. 

As a result of this trip and your having listened 
to those leaders and others, is there a possibility now that 
the United States will encourage direct negotiations between 
Honduras and Nicaragua and will itself undertake a more com- 
prehensive negotiation with Nicaragua? 

A As you know, the Hondurans and Nicaraguans are 
in contact with each other at several levels. Both military 
commanders will meet periodically, and also they met at Foreign 
Minister level when the Honduran Foreign Minister went to 
Nicaragua a couple weeks ago and saw Daniel Ortega. So that 
part of the picture is of course contacts go on, and we, as 
you will recall, reacted in an encouraging sense to the Mexican 
initiative. We thought that it should be part of a larger 
approach, a regional approach seerail. We continue to think 
that that is the case, because you can't sort of take one issue 


out and say that this is the problem, let's deal with it. 


There are a whole bunch of interrelated issues, but 
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we definitely would be encouraging that. By the way, we did 


not really have much discussion with the Brazilians on Central 
America, and they did not make privately any recommendations 
of the kind that you suggest, nor did, by the way, the 
Colombians. 

Q Not privately. 

A No. . 

Q And the prospect of U.S.-Nicaraguan negotiations 
that are more comprehensive level? 

A I don't think the issue is the level, The 
issue is the substance. The Nicaraguans will tell you that the 
issue is the level, but they don't want to deal with our 
Ambassador on this subject. They -ant to have a meeting in 
another country with a higher level representative. But the 
question is, what are the negotiations about, and part of the 
process that you see underway is to identify what the goals 
are, and that is what the San Jose Declaration is all about. 

Now, you may have noted that George Shultz said in his 
OAS speech -- maybe you didn't note it. It wasn't a major, it 
we a't highlighted there, but let me point it out to you. 

He said, talking about the San Jose approach, he said 
that it is really important to know where you are going, what 


your goals are, and let's find out how many countries agree with 


those goals, and if they do agree with them, we can get on with 


the next stage, which would be how to implement them, how to 
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implement them, how to get to then. 

We still don't know whether Nicaragua agrees with 
them, and we would like to know further about, in the case 
of Guatemala, whether Guatemala agrees with them enough so 
that it will really move down a timetable for democratic 
elections. 

So there are some major guestions on two of those 
countries. But that is our next focus, that is, do you accept 
the objectives. If you do, let's see what we can do dout it. 

Q Anything about time estimates on those consulta- 
tions, on San Jose? 

A They have been underway now. Their Foreign 
Minister has made a number of trips in that regard. We think 
there will be another meeting of Foreign Ministers —_- 
early in the next year to take stock. They expect to have a 
meeting of a number of countries at a non-official level in 
a so-called forum for peace and democracy, in which they want 
to get all the peace plans together and have a look at then, 
and make a report then'to the Foreign Ministers, and we will 
see what the next stage after that is. But let's find out 
exactly what the goals have to be. So, I think level is sort 
of, in a sense, a red herring at this point. The question is, 
what is the substance. 

Q Thank you, very much. 


(The briefing concluded at ]2:02 p.m.) 
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PRESIDENT ZIA OF PAKISTAN 


December 7, 1982 


The Briefing Room 
12:09 A.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: For those of you not familiar with the White 
House background procedures, you may quote and use direct quotes from 
this meeting. But you may not attribute them to the individual speakinc. 
You may attribute them to a Senior Administration Official. 


There you go. How's that for a welcome. (Laughter). 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


First, a brief word on the arrangements. There was a private 
meeting between the two Presidents for approximately 20 minutes, from 
10:40 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. Someone has written here, “In the Oval Office 
in wing chairs." 


The expanded meeting started about 11:00 a.m. and went on 
for about an hour. I'm sure you can get the list of who was at the 
expanded meeting. 


The meetings -- the first meeting was the first opportunity 
that the two men had to really get to know each other and to have one- 
on-one discussions of whatever's on their mind. 


And the overall atmosphere of the meetings, clearly, the 
private meetings went very well. And the atmosphere of the second 
meeting was extremely cordial, which is not surprising. 


Overall, the visit itself, which is a state visit, and the 
atmosphere and substance of the discussions that have taken place to 
date -- and I would add to the discussions that took place today the 
very good meetings that we had yesterday with Secretary Shultz and 
President Zia, followed by the working lunch -- demonstrates again the 
value that both sides attach to this relationship. 


We believe that the visit is living up to our expectations, 
that the few days in Washington will significantly strengthen the re- 
lationship. 


This is clearly a very good beginning to an extremely full 
week that President Zia and Begum Zia will have in the United States. 


The two Presidents reviewed our close bilateral relations 
and exchanged assessments of issues of common concern in Southwest 
Asia, in the Middle East and, more broadly, in the world. 


We welcomed the opportunity to reaffirm our i..tention to 
continue to contribute to Pakistan's security. 


We were particularly pleased to note that implementation of 
the six-year agreement, concluded last year, on economic aid and military 
sales to Pakistan has gotten off to a good start. 


For our part, we emphasized that the United States will con- 
tinue to make every effort to continue to provide the proposed assistance 


MORE 
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In this context, of course, there were discussions both 
yesterday and today, about the current budcetary problems, difficulties 
and availabilities, with respect to foreign assistance 


Other bilateral matters were also reviewed, including a 
reiteration of the U.S. commitment to nuclear non-proliferation and 
our strong belief that Pakistan's security interests would not be 
served by a nuclear weapons progran. 


The Pakistan side 
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reiterated that Pakistan is not interested in the manufacture or 
acquisition of nuclear weapons. The Pakistanis stressed, however, 
the right of developing countries to have access to nuclear 
technology for peaceful purposes. 


The results of the Attorney General's recent visit 
to Pakistan were reviewed, particularly in regard to the dru¢ 
problem. Pakistani officials explained measures that they are 
taking to end this traffic. They pointed out that they realize 
that this is a Pakistani problem, which affects Pakistan, which 
also has international implications. They noted their determination 
to do their best in Pakistan, and also noted that severe action 
is required everywhere that the traffic hits -- including action 
against the traffickers, both in the producing, transit, and 
consuming countries. 


They, also, noted that this was an economic problen. 
For those of you familiar with this, you are talking about a casn 
crop often for very voor farmers. And the Pakistanis noted that 
they would have to put economic resources into the effort to 
curb production. And they would like our help with resources, 
with equipment. 


Now, as you know, yesterday we signed an agreement 
for the creation of a joint commission to deal with cooperation 
in fields such as science, technology, culture, education, and 
commerce. We believe that this new agreement will enhance 
existing cooperation in many areas, and promote cooperation in 
others. 


With respect to economics and economic development, 
the Pakistani side described the Pak economic development 
programs, noting <he significant successes in certain areas over 
the past four or five years in agricultural production and the 
growth of exports over imports. They, also, explained Pakistan's 
need for continued economic assistance, and its hopes and plans 
for expanding its trade not only with the United States, but 
elsewhere. 


We welcomed the structural changes. The government 
of Pakistan has initiated to improve its economic situation. And 
we expressed the hope that the process of liberalization will 
continue. We, also, expressed our continuing interest in 
assisting Pak development by official assistance -- and by 
encouraging greater U.S. private investment, which we believe 
will be facilitated by certain liberalizations within the 
Pakistani economy. And our joint commission should be helpful in 
focusing on this issue. 


Both sides, also, discussed the global problems 
concerning resource flows, balance-of-payments problems, and the 
need for growth in world trade. The Paks emphasizec the importance 
of the multilateral lending institutions to the economic growth and 
stability of the developing world. 


Now, the two Presidents had the opportunity to 
review various world problems. We reviewed the state of U.S.- 
Soviet relations as the Soviet leadership takes hold. The two 
parties exchanged views on their recent visits to Moscow, meeting 
with the new Soviet leadership. The President, also, described 
his recent visit to Latin America. ~* 


For his part, President Zia shared with President 
Reagan the impressions he had gained from his recent trips not 
only to Moscow, but to other parts of the world -- North Korea, 
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China, and India. 


The examination of regional affairs began with a 
very thorough discussion of Afghanistan, where the policies of 
our two countries have been very close and complimentary. We both 
noted with satisfaction the recent overwhelmingly favorable vote 
at the U.N.G.A. on the non-aligned resolution on the situation 
in Afghanistan. We, obviously, share the view that an early, 
negotiated settlement for Afghanistan must be found, which includes 
Soviet troop withdrawal, Afchan self-determination, Afghan 
independence and non-alignment, and the return of the 2.8 million 
refugees with safety and honor. 


I should note that President Zia pointed out that 
approximately one-third of Afghanistan's population is in exile 
either in Pakistan -- approximately three million, or elsewhere -- 
including Iran. 


President Zia, also, discussed the current efforts 
by India and Pakistan to improve their relations, emphasizing 
Pakistan's commitment to this effort. For our part, of course, 
we warmly welcome improved relations between India and Pakistan. 


The Middle East was a subject of discussion. The two 
Presidents apprised each other of their views, including their 
meetings with the various parties -- including Arab leaders. They 
both agreed that this is an historic occasion for moving ahead 
toward peace, which should be ceased. 


We, also, discussed the Iran-Iraq War -- obviously, 
agreeing that its continuation is in no one's interest, and that 
an early end must be found. 


We agreed that we would stay in continuing close 
contact on all of these issues of common concern. Both Presidents 
appreciated the openness and warmth in which all of the discussions 
took place. And they are, obviously, gratified with the obvious 
strength this renewed bilateral relationship. 


President Zia extended a most cordial invitation to 
the President and Mrs. Reagan to visit Pakistan at a mutually 
convenient time. (Laughter.) 


I am used to dealing with hostile audiences. I 
will just shout you down. 


Now, I am ready for some relevant questions. 
Q Did he accept? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In principle, sure. 
But that is an issue for -- 


Q He accepted in principle? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Are there any better prospects for working out 
these negotiated agreements to get the Soviet troops out of 
Afghanistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not as a result 
of these discussions -- did not move us toward that. The key 
actors there are really the Soviets. And only time will tell 
whether the new leadership -- 


Q Was there any discussion about human rights, 
or democratic institutions, or elections in Pakistan? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is -- yes -- is going 
to be discussed in the context of our continuing discussions here. 
It will -- 

Q Why -- 

Q Wait. What does that mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it means that we are 
going to cover this. And we will cover this in full depth. 


Q You mean it wasn't discussed between the two Presidents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't tell you whether it 
was or was not in the private meeting. It was not in the other meeting. 


It's not that -- this is a priority issue for the United 
States, not just because of Pakistan, but because we do have a world- 
wide human rights policy. 


Q It is a priority? 


Q If it's a priority, why wasn't it discussed between the 
two Presidents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we have lots of 
priority issues. 


Q Well, obviously, that wasn't enough of a priority to 
come up in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a very important issue 
and it will be given its full attention in the continuing discussions 
that we are having here at very high levels. 
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Q Was the administration pleased with his response on 
whether Pakistan was developing or not developing nuclear weapons? I 
mean -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me tell you that 
we went into our relationship with Pakistan last year, with respect 
to the nuclear aspect of it, convinced that our best opportunity of 
influencing the Pakistan nuclear program was in a context of a new re- 
lationship with the United States that would help give Pakistan more 
security and more confidence. 


We are convinced that the original rationale on this point is 
still very valid and that it is proving itself. 


Q The U.S. Ambassador to Pakistan ~- 
Q Wait. To follow up on that question -- 


Q Well, I want to follow up on the earlier human richts 
question, if I might, I tried to get in before. 


The Ambassador to Pakistan, Ambassador Spires, yesterday 
was quoted as saying, and I quote directly, "The U.S. is not interested 
in any election in Pakistan. It is only interested in the integrity 
of Pakistan." 


I take it from the fact that this was not brought up in this 
meeting -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would refer you to 
Ambassador Spires' public remarks in Pakistan some time back, which 
also included some comments on the internal situation there. 


So -- 
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Q Well, are you saying that it does or doesn't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't accept the premises 
of your question. First, I don't know that Ambassador Spires said that. 
And I don't accept that because you say he said that that means we're 
not interested. 


Q Sir, when you -- back on the nuclear -- 
Q Well, I'm asking what your policy is. 


Q Back on the nuclear question, when you said, “We are con- 
vinced of the original rationale,” could you just clarify that a bit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I just described 
it. The rationale that going into this relationship with Pakista’, 
improving Pakistan's sense of security, increasing Pakistan's sense of 
confidence in a relationship with us is our best way of influencing 
the Pak nuclear program away from nuclear weapons, from the acquistion 
of nuclear weapons. 


These discussions here on that issue have reconfirmed the 
validity of this thesis. 


Now, I'm obviously not going to go into details on the 
discussions. 


Q Have they expressed any further willingness to accept 
full safeguards? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not getting into the 
details of what the Presidents talked about. 


Q Do we accept the Pakistan President's claim that he's 
not interested in developing nuclear weapons? Does this administration 
accept him at his word on that? Or do we have reason to doubt it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course we accept that 
the President of Pakistan is telling us the truth. 


Q So we don't need safeguards then -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't say that we didn't 


need safeguards. You asked me if we believed what the President of 
Pakistan told us and I said yes. 


Q So that means you have no information to contradict that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've answered your question. 


Q Well, ask the question whether you have any information 
to contradict that? That's a new question. 


Q Do we have any information to contradict what the Presi- 
dent -- the reassurances that he gave today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are satisfied with the 
state of this. We have made clear to the Pakistanis what our policy is. 
I mentioned to you in my opening statement, maybe you missed it, let 
me re-read it. 

Q Don't. Thank you. 

Q We all remember it. We all love it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if you all heard it, 
then that's -- 
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Q Okay. We're moving quickly along. 


Q Back to Afghanistan. Following the discussions between 
President Zia and President Reagan, is President Reagan now inclined 

to agree with President Zia that there isa new freshness in the Soviet 
attitude towards Afghanistan? A new flexibility in the Soviet position? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know that 
that is what President Zia's position is. So you will have to 
ask President Zia. 


Q -- President Zia that there is a new freshness 
in the Soviet position. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot comment 
on anything that President Zia is purported to have said. I 
can tell you that our view is that it is too soon for us to tell 
whether there is any change in the basic Soviet position on 
Afghanistan, which is that the problem comes from other people. 
The problem, in our view, comes from the Soviet invasion in 
Afghanistan. There are 100 thousand Soviet troops there. And 
the solution is for them to get out, and let the Afghans take 
care of themselves. 

7? 

Q Did you say that it was too soon to tell -- 
even following President Zia's report on his discussions with 
Mr. Andropov? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It was a very 
good exchange on the mutual impressions on this subject. It is 
too soon for us to tell whether or not there is any change in 
the Soviet position. And I would -- as I say, if you want to ask 
the Pakistanis if they think that there is a change, I think you 
should refer it to them. 


-@ 


Q -- Soviet number of troops in there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The figure, 100 
thousand, is one that we are all using. Sometimes they go up 
a little bit, down a little bit; they exchange. That is a good 
figure. ‘ 


Q Is it your view that they are bogged down in 
there, and would like to get out if they can get a face-saving -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Clearly, they are 
bogged down there. That is not a view. That is a fact of life. 
They are suffering heavy casualities. They are still not telling 
the people of the Soviet Union what is happening there. Whether 
they want to get out or not -- we hope that they do, because it 
is certainly not an East-West issue. It is a global issue when 
you see how many players are involved in Afghanistan. 


Q Did the F-16 aircraft issue come up again? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It did not. 


Q What was the U.S. response to Pakistan's 
request for aid in the drug area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot tell you 
specifically what our response will be. But certainly the 
Attorney General -- who, as you know, has been to Pakistan and 
made an on-the-spot investigation of this -- was also present 
in the Cabinet Room and addressed this subject for our side. I 
would imagine that we are going to be as helpful and responsive 
to the Pakistanis as-.we can be. P 

But there were no shopping lists handed over. And 
no one said -- some of this, some of that. I just assume this 
is going happen. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will give you 
a list afterwards, okay? 


Which Cabinet members were in the room 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


y 


Q Did President Zia, or any of the other Pakistani 
delegation, express concern that the first installment of the aid 
plan may be in trouble in Congress, and put that in terms of 
U.S. reliability. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that 
they are concerned that the first installment seems to be hung 
up. I think that they are probably a little confused as pecple 
try to explain to them what a reprogramming action on a continuing 
resolution is. 


Any of you who understand it better than I do, please 
go over and explain it. 


However, with that, they are aware that the President 
is committed to follow through on his program of economic assistance 
and military credits to Pakistan. They, and we, wish that the 
issues were not hung up. But they are. And I think that they have 
a better understanding, number one, of the technicalities of the 
situation, and I believe an appreciation of the commitment of 
the administration. : 


Q Was any effort made to explain to President 
Zia that, maybe, his human rights record is one of the reasons 
why Congress is not willing or not forthcoming with aid to 
Pakistan now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
Paks have a pretty good feel as to the attitudes of the Congress. 
And, as you know, President Zia is going to be meeting -- I 
believe, tomorrow -- with the House and the Senate. So any 
attitudes that the Congress has on this and on any other subject, 
they are 
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perfectly able to communicate to him directly. 

SENIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll take two more 
Questions. Frank and then back there and that's going to be it 
because we have to -- 

Q Excuse me. Why can't I get in another question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You had one, okay? 
Just hold on, Laurel. 


Q Both of those had two. Why can't you just take -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hang on. 


Q -- three last questions with only three hands up? 
Q That's your question. 
Q Could I just come back to the issue of elections, 


please, and ask again why that was not brought up at the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've already covered 
this. The subject of the American policies towards democratization 
Or human rights, whatever you want to do, with respect to Pakistan 
is going to be discussed and will be adequately treated. 


Q Why is that issue less pressing than with the 
General Rios Montt or elsewhere in this hemisphere? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you answer it 
yourself. Let's go on to the lagt question. 


Q Well, let me hear the answer. 
Q Well, what's the answer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTARTION OFFICIAL: I've already answered 
that three times and no matter how many times you ask it you're going 
to get the same answer. So shall we have another question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. Go ahead. 


Q Is the Pakistan strategic role as an ally of the 
United States, is it any way parallel to that played by Iran during 
the Shah? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. You know, it's 
very interesting and you have to go back to the record to see this, 
but from the beginning we said to the Paks, "Look, if you want to 
come back into this relationship, we understand and respect and support 
that the Pakistan of 1981 is a non-aligned anc Islamic country. 

That will be one of the guiding principles for us." This was very 
important to them and it stiil is important to them and it's 

important to us. So you are talking about a relationship that is 
based on a very important convergence of interests in a very stratecic 
part of the world, but you are not talking about an attempt on our 
part or on their part to recreate a U.S.-Shah relationship. 


Q Can you say in what countries Pakistan has its 
troops, what foreign countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you can go to the 
Paks and get details, but the Pakistanis have been asked by a variety 
of Gulf countries to be helpful to them. I think you'll find that 
there are Pakistani security personnel secunded to a number of the 
countries in the Gulf. The Paks probably do a lot of training for 
Gulf security personnel. That's where I think the focus is. 


Q There's a figure of 22 countries. Could that be 
close? 
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I just couldn't even 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


guess. 


Thank you. 
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SUBJ: DECEMBER S-10 WORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL MINISTERI A: 
VERGATIN TRANSCRIPT OF USG BACAGROUND BRIEFING AT THE 
CMO OF THE COUNCIL'S FIRST Cay OF MEETINGS, DECERBER 9 


1. FOLLOWING IM PARAGRAPH TWO iS THE VERBATIA TRamscRIPT 
OF A GACKGROUND BRIEFING CONDUCTED BY 


Department of State (ZB 





ICLOURAMI + 


K 


POSITION IM THE MEGOTIATIONS AT GENEVA, MORE ATTEN 

OF COURSE GIVEN THERE TO THE INF SIDE Tuam TO START 
BECAUSE THE OTHER COUNTRIES WERE PLAYED & CONSIOERAGLE 
ROLE 1M OUR CONSULTATIONS ON THE SPECIAL GROUP WHICH 
AR. BURT HEADS: & DISCUSTION OF POLAND AND AMTICIPAT! 
THAT SOMETHING 1S GOING TO-HAPPEN WEXT WEEK im POL 
WO OWE 1S QUITE SURE WHAT -- SUT WE WANT TO LOOK B£winD 
THE FACKOE OF AMY ANNOUNCEMENTS THAT ARE MADE (T0' SEE 
if THEY) HAVE SOMETHING TO 00 WITH MWETWER MARTIAL’ Gay 
1S LIFTED OR SUSPENDED MERELY OR WHETHER <OME WORD: 
ART WOULD BE USED SO TWAT THE SAME CONDITIONS APPLY 
THAT APPLY TODAY. SO THERE WAS A VERY REAL CAUTION On 
THE PART OF ALL THERE TO LOOK QT WHAT HAPPENS Im POLAND 
VERY CAUTIOUSLY AND VERY CLEARLY. SUT AT THE SAME TIME 
10 BE READY TO RECOGNIZE FAVORABLE DEVELOPRENTS and HOPE 
FOR FAVORABLE DEVELOPMENTS. Om MADRID, GREAT EMPHASIS 
Ou THE HUMAN RIGHTS ASPECT OF THE CSCE CONFERENCE GOING 
ON iN MADRID. GENERALLY & RECOGNITION AnD A CONSIDERAMLE 
WUMBER OF STATEMENTS THAT WEXT YEAR BEING A VERY iMPOR- 
TANT YEAR WITH THE MEGOTIATIONS GOING Om -- YOU MIGHT 
CALL IT THE YEAR OF THE ZERO OPTION -- THAT THIS WILL 

BE THE YEAR TO OECIOE ON SOME IMPORTANT MEASURES Im THAT 
DIRECTION. FEELING THAT WATO WAS BEEN THE EFFECTIVE 
PEACE MOVEMENT. WE'VE GOT A LOT OF PEACE MOVEMENTS 
THESE DAYS BUT IT'S WATO WHICH WAS KEPT THE PEACE FOR 
MORE THAN THREE OCCADES AWD THEREFORE 1S THE PEACE 
MOVEMENT THAT DESERVES SUPPORT. | SUPPOSE THAT THAT'S 
asoul wat 1 Cam far. 


GQ: ON THE SUBJECT OF THE HOUSE REPUDI AY 10m OF mK 
MOWEY... MEST OF QUESTION IMAUDIGLE)? 


YES, 17 010. YOU AWOW THIS Was A 





2. GEGIN TRANSCRIPT: 


GOOD AFTERNOON, LADIES AND GENTLEREN. 
1S A BACKGROUND BRIEFING. AS SUCH THE RULES OF 
ATTRIGUTION ARE THAT YOU MAY ATTRIGUTE weal 1S Said TO 
SENIOR UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT OFFICiMLS. FOR vOUR 
INFORMATION ONLY. AMO WOT FOR PUBLICATION, THE SRICFERS 
ast 
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1 Thiam 
BEGIN with. 


MIGHT HAVE SOME REMARKS TO 


AS YOU KNOW, VE SPENT MOST OF THE 
DAY 18 WHAT'S WOW CALLED THE SUPER RESTRICTED SESSION OF 
THE MIMISTERS WHICH ENABLES & LOT OF GIVE amd Tané across 
TWE TABLE BECAUSE THERE ARE JUST THE SIXTECH MimISTERS 
AND TWER THE PERAAEPS ARE THERE TO TARE WOTES, ETC. 
AS VITR A MEETING OF THAT SORT THERE was A VERY FULL 
EXCHANGE. EVERY MINISTER SPORE AND SOME BACK And FORTH 
SEVERAL TIMES ON QUESTIONS Amo CLARIFICATIONS, ETC. | 
THIMK THERE EMERGED, CERTAINLY FROM THE POINT OF ViEV 
OF THE AMERICAN DELEGATION: THE SENSE OF STRONG UnITY 
iN THIS MEETING TODAY; & FEELING OF DETERMINATION THaT 
VE ARE ON THE RIGHT TRACK Om OUR DOUBLE-TRACK DECISION 
AND GOING FORWARD; THE STRONG SUPPORT FOR THE AMERICAN 
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SUPER RESTRICTED MEETING SO i'm WOT SUPPOSED TO CO into 
MAL THE DETAILS GUT AR. SWULTI O10 GIVE & RUNDOWN OF 
WHAT HAD HAPPENED IN THE HOUSE au THE FACT THAT WHE 
FUNDS FOR PRODUCTION VERE CUT BACK, ELIMINATED, THE 
MUCH LARGER FUNDS FOR CONTINUING & 4WO 0 WERE KEPT 15 
THE GILL. AMO THE FACT THAT IT GOES TO THE OTHER *OUTE 
OF CONGRESS AND THIS IS JUST GWE STAGE IN A LONG 
PROCESS. 


@: WAS THERE AMY REFERENCES WHATEVER TO THE POSSIaiL ity 
THAT THAT DECISION COULD IM any way AFFECT TE WEST 
CUROPEAN DETERMINATION TO PROCEED...’ 


WO, IT WAS WOT TIED iM AT MAL. 0, 
WO OME DREW ANY CONNECTION OF THAT SORT. 
@: ON THE SAME QUESTION, WaT REACTION 
WAVE YOU, AS & MEMBER OF THE PERrantnT COUNCIL, SEEN 
GETTING WOT OMLY AT THE MELTING BUT PRIVATELY FROM THE 
CUROPEANS OM THAT DECISION? 


On THE mx’ 
@: RIGHT. 


VELL, | THINK DISAPPOINTMENT OVER & 
DECISION WHICH SEEMS A STEP BACKWARDS Im THE antRican 
DEFENSE EFFORT. OM THE OTWER MOND THERE At OTHER 
MISSILES 1M PLACE SO IT DOESN'T MEAN WE'VE LOST CUR 
DETERRENT OR ANYTHING LIKE THAT, BUT Im GENERAL | THIN 
THE EUROPEANS WAVE SUPPORTED THE AmERiCam OFFENSE EFFORT 
SO THIS SEEMS TO GE A NEGATIVE OEVELOPRENT, wich Tety 
REGRET. 


@: TO WAT EXTENT VERE THE MOM-NATO OIVISIORS anonNG THE 
MALIES OM OTHER ISSUES THAT WE POW CF Im THE Pas! rfae 
A CAUSE FOR CONCERN WERE TODAY AS POSTIOLY @FFECTiNG THE 
COMESION OF THE ALLIANCE? SEVERAL EUROPEAN Minici ees 
SEEM 10 WAVE FADE REFERENCE TO 1T. anO LEotuulh ofan 
ASK YOU VWETHER AFGuANISTAN Ficc?ts 4 T*t fEvitw CF 

THE GEMERAL SITUATION GND WHETHER SurCuE THOUGHT Tht te 


masineal 


AFFIC TAL ree 


DION T MAKE ANY IMPRESSION ON FE. NOV, WHEN YOU SPOKE 
ABOUT BHON-HATO DIVISIONS 1° NOT SURE WHAT YOU rtan 
THERE. 

Q: WHAT I°M REFERRING TO 1S THE CCOMOMIC, COMMERCIM and 
OTHER DISPUTES WHICH HAVE CHARACTERIZED TRamS-atanTiC 
RELATIONS OVER THE PAST YEAR. 


WO, THERE WAS WOME OF THAT FEELING 
im THE MCETING. IT WAS A HARMONIOUS MEETING. THERE 
WEREN'T CONTENTIONS AND ARGUMENTS OF THAT SORT. 


@: | WASN'T SUGGESTING THAT THE ISSUES WERE aRGUED asouT 
THERE, GUT THAT THEY PROVIDED AM UNVELCOME BACK-DROP TO 


wO, | OIOM’T FEEL Twat, wo. iT was 
A GOOD MEETING. 


@: TO SOME EXTENT THE MX VOTE IS an 
INDICATION OF US PUBLIC OPINION ON THE QUESTION OF uty 
WUCLEAR WEAPONS. TO WHAT EXTENT HAVE THE EUROPEANS 
TODAY REFLECTED & SIMILAR CONCERN ABOUT THE DEVELOPMENT 
OF THEIR COMESTIC PUBLIC OPINIONS ON igF? an im 
PART(CULAR, TO WHAT EXTENT OO YOU SE A CHANGE OF 
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COMFIDERCE aS TO WHETHER THiS DECISION Cam ACTUALLY BE 
\PLERENTEO? 


| DON'T SENSE AMY CHANGE OF CONF! - 
DENCE amO EVERY GOWERMMENT (5S «5 STRONG aS iT waS EEF ORE 
Om iT, ACCORDING TO TmiS STATEMENT TODAY. EvERYSOOY 
RECOGHILES THAT WE'VE GOT Au (APORTANT (NF ORMATI ON 
GATTLE aWtad OF US AMD THAT THERE ARE THESE CURRENTS 
RUMNBING AND THAT THEY HAVE TO GE TAKEN ACCOUNT OF OE 
WEED TO TELL OUR STORY BETTER. But I'L REFER TO RICK 
Guat FOR THE AK... 


| JUST WANTED TO Mant 4 GRIEF COMPERT On on 
ASSUPPTION Im THAT QUESTION WHICH IS THAT THE Ma VOTE 
REFLECTED PUBLIC CONCERN im THE uNITED STATES e@OuT atv 
WUCLEAR WaPONS. THAT JUST 1S WOT THE CASE and iT |S 
A MISREADING OF THE MX DECISION 1O ORaw Teal COwCL Uti ON 
THE WHITER STATES 1S OEPLOVING wtw a18 (auNCHEG CAui ct 
MISSILES, 11'S DEVELOPING SEA \auncHED CRUISE MIScILES, 
17°S OCVELOPING AMD -~ IM THE ABSENCE OF am ams CONTROL 
AGREEMENT -- WILL DEPLOY PERSHinG 11) MISSILES An0 
GROUND LAUNCHED CRUISE MISSILES. THERE’ > SUPPORT FoR # 
MEW SOMBER PROGRAM im THE SEWATE AnD THERE'S vERY <1 80NG 
SUPPORT FOR A WEW SEA LAUNCHED BALLISTIC MISSILE, THE 
TRIDENT. WHAT THE DEBATE OW THE Mx REFLECTED 1m ThE 
CONGRESS WAS DIFFERENCES OVER BaSinG NODE. anO rou 
SHOULDN'T Thimk THal THIS WAS 4 REPUDIATION OY THE 
AMERICAN PUBLIC OR THE CONGRESS OF THE PRESIORWT'S Cal 
FOR A STRONG RELIABLE STRATEGIC SETERRENT 


, YES, TWE VERY FACT Twat SORE “Ont 
WAS LEFT 18 THE BUDGET FOR FURTHER BESEARCH amo DEVEL OF- 
MENT TRAM WAS TAMEN OUT FOR THIS Ome BaSiwG FODE 1S | 
THIME FUNDAMENTAL TO wal YOU'RE cavinG, @1CR. iT was 
A SEARCH FOR & SURVIVABLE BASING MODE. wal POImT was 
MADE BY PR. SHULTZ 18 THE MEETING. 


@: WHERE O10 THEY END UP im THE MEET I OG 
TODAY OM THE QUESTION OF FOLLOWING THROUGH Om THE «ty 
ECONOMIC POLICY TOWARD THE SOVIET UNION? Twat F1 RST Cant 
UP AT LA SAPINIERE. 


YES, WE #AD & GOOD BIT OF OIStuLCICH 
On THAT amD WE SAD SOME PROGRESS wE Trine and | THime 
LL GEawe 17 af THAT. | MUSTN'T GIVE sway EVERYTHING 
WE'RE GOimG TO Sav (m THE COMMUNIGUE TOMORROW. 
Q: LAST WEEK PRESIDENT Of ecan im GRAY 
SAIO Teal TRE UmsTED STATES WOULD U®GE THE EuROPE an 
MLLICS FOR & GREATER CONTPIBUTiCw TO THe PESCE FORCE im 
LESAMON. WAS THIS BROUGHT UP BY THE SECRETARY im TODar’s 
MET ING? 


WO, iT O1OM’T FIGURE im TOSaY’S 
MECT ing. 


| OOm'T THimm Twat 1S EXACTLY weal THE 
PRESIDENT SAID, WOWEVER, im BRAZIL. | OOm'T Tatwn TwaT 
STATEMENT Teal WE WOULD LAGE EUROPEAN matics TO CON- 
TRIGUTE....8O, | OCM'T THIWN TwaAT’S QUITE... THAT'S a 
LITTLE MORE EMPWATIC THAW waS im FACT THE CASE. 


@: iTS wOwADAYS FASHIOmAGLE, | THIME, 
18 wATO TO DISCUSS ABOU! INFORMATION POLICY, 30 | would 
LIME TO awOw 1F THIS WAS ALSO CISCUSSED al THIS MEETING 
AND iF SO, if IT WAS OMY & OISCUSTION OW TECHNIQUES 
OR ALSO ABOUT RAISING THE BUDGET’ VOTING MORE "OnEY” 


WE O1Om'T HAVE A BUDGET O1SCUSTION, 
WO. TWERE WAS & LOT OF TALA ABOUT THE PUBLIC IMF ORMATION 
PROGRAM, AMO THE FACT THAT IT'S PRIMARILY & waT/ Oma 
PESPONSIGILITY THAT EACH COUNTRY WAS YO TARE CARE OF 
(TS Owm GECAUSE IT 1S THE OWE WHO UNDERSTAROS awO awOUS 
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ITS OV PUBLIC OPINION AND WHAT ISSUES SHOULD BE DEALT 
WITH, M TROUGH THERE VERE ONE OR TWO MIMISTERS WHO 
SAID THEY WOULD GE GLAD TO HAVE HELP FROM GUTSIDOE iF iT 
VERE THE RIGHT KIND OF HELP. SUT ONE COUNTRY DESCRIBED 
18 SOME GETAIL THEIR PLANS FOR GETTING OUT TO THE PUBLIC 
ARO ENGAGING EVERYSOOY FROM THE PRIME MINISTER On COW 
TO MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AND GOVERMMENT OFFICIMLS, ETC. 
$0 THERE WAS A GOOD THOROUGH DISCUSSION OF BOTH THE 
WEED AND THE PLAN TO MARE A MORE EFFECTIVE EFFORT. 

@: APART FROM THE DECISION FROM SPaim, wE awov, 10 
ABSTAIN FROM THE COMMUNIQUE, HOW COULD YOU DESCRISE THE 
SPEECH MADE GY THE SPANISH MINISTER TODAY On THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE QUESTIONS? 


| THOUGHT WE SPOME WITH DIGNITY and 
ViTH FEELING AND WE MADE CLEAR THE SPAmISH DECISION 
THAT AS & WEW GOVERMENT THEY HADN'T HAD TIME TO GO 
THROUGH ALi THIS, TREY DION’T FEEL THEY wanted TO 
CHGAGE, AS WE SAID, 16 DEBATES WHICH MIGHT BE POLEMIC 
Out VAY OR THE OTHER, anO THEREFORE 17 was SETTER Twat 
THEY JUST STAMO BACK AND SIT THIS MEETING OUT. iT was 
A DIGHIFIED PRESENTATION. 


@: 010 | UNDERSTAND YOU TO SAY, SIM, THAT EConOnIC 
MATTERS O10 WOT COME UP AT MLL DURING THIS MEETING? 


moO, WO. | O1OM'T Sav Twat aT mi. 
1 SAIO WaT THE QUESTION Was 010 THE SaCacROuND OF 
ECONOMIC DIFFERENCES FIGURE Im THE DISCUSSION. and | 
SAI0 WO THEY O10 WOT, WE TALKED & GOOD Bi! agouT iT 
AMD | JUST SAID TWAT WE MADE SOME PROGRESS. 


@ WELL, COULD YOU TELL US ALITTLE BIT aBOUT wart 
YOU TALKED ABOUT OW THAT SCORE’ WOT SO MUCH OM THE 
ECONOMIC POLICY TOWARD THE SOVIET UNIOM BUT ECONOMIC 
PROBLEMS AMONG THE HATO ALLIES THEPSEL WES. ‘Hal's “W 
QUESTION. OID THAT COME UP AND COULD YOU Give US anr 
MINTS OR TALK TO US ABOUT WaT was ca10” 


| WOULD SAY AS A BOCHGROUND EVERY- 


LIMITER QFFIC IAL ter 


TELEGRAM 


BOOT RECOGMITES Thal THE CURREMT ECONOMIC CONDITIONS 
ARE WOT THE MOST FORTUITOUS AND MOST ENCOURAGING FOR 
RAISING BUDGETS. 


_& WITH REGARD TO THE LA SaPimIERE 


FOLLOW-UP DECISIONS, IS IT NOW AGREED AMONG THE mato 
MALIES WHAT THE APPROPRIATE FORA ABE FOR RESCH VING THIS 
FIMMLLT? 1S 17, FOR IMSTANCE, AGREED THAT IT SHOULD BE 
RESTRICTED 10 FORA LIME THE GECD AMO COCOM, OR I$ THIS 
A MATTER OF SOME CONTINUING DEBATE’... 


AMBASSADOR GEWNETT: VELL, THERE ARE VARIOUS POSSIGILITIES 
OF uOw TO GO Om THAT AMD | THINK | WON'T GO ImTO THE 
DETAILS WERE IF YOU COM’ T MIND. WE ARE OISCUSSING iT. 

@: A COUPLE OF MONTHS AGO THERE was an 
AWW LOT OF TALA ABOUT THE USE GF SLAVE LABOR BY THE 
SOVIET UNION ON THE PIPELINE. HAS THAT BESURFACED? 
WEVER HEARD THE CRO OF THAT STORY. 


VELL, 1° WOT 18 A POSITION TO GivE 
11 TO Yow TODAY. 


LET ME JUST Sav A VORO. Om THE QUESTION OF 
SLAVE LAGOR, (1°S am ISSUE THAT 1S Am (PPORTANT Ome TO 
LOOK INTO ABO WE ARE LOOMING INTO IT. WE RECENTLY, and 
With | SAT “VE" THE US GOVERMRENT, THE EXECUTIVE SRancH, 
RECENTLY SUBMITTED & REPORT TO CONGRESS THAT DETAILS THE 
FORCED LABOR SITUATION Im THE SOVIET UNiOM. iT IS & GRIM 
SITUATION -- SOME TWO MILLION PEOPLE. An WE ARE LOOKING 
INTO CHARGES AND EVALUATING TRE EVIDENCE Twat SLavE 
LAGOR 1S BEING USED On THE PIPELINE ITSELF. 
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@ SUT BOTHING im TOAT’S 01 SCUSSION 


m0, 'T OIOM’T FIGURE INTO IT. Bur 
| THIRK YOU GUGHT TO KEEP LOOKING INTO IT. 


@: CAM | JUST ASK WHETHER THERE waS AGREEMENT e80UT HOW 
BEST TO PROCEED im MADRIO WOW TO THE IDEA OF a 
CuRoPtan...? 


WO, WE OIONW'T OISCUSS TACTICS ia 
mabe io. 


@: AMADRIO Crom’! FIGURE TODAY? 


WELL, WE TALAED ABOUT THE WEED TO 
KEEP & STRONG HUMAN RIGATS POSITICH AnD | WAS IMPRESSED 
MYSELF WITH THE WUMBER OF MImISTERS WHO REFERRED 10 
WURAM RIGHTS AND THE IMPORTANCE OF THAT. 


@: O10 THE EUROPEAN DISARMAMENT CONFERENCE FIGURE aT 
mi? 


WO, JUST AS QWOTHER ITEM OF THE 
AGENDA, BUT THE EMPHASIS Was ON HUMAN B)GHTS. 


@: stTH @EGARO TO THE ACCESSION OF 

MR. ABOROPOV im THE KREML IM, WAS THERE om ASSESSMENT 
TWAT EMERGED FROM THIS DISCUSSION’ TODAY’ O10 THEY SIZE 
1M UP REALLY AS TO WOW SE'S BEEN SO FAR Ono vas THERE 
SOME KINO GF TALE ABOUT WOW THE ALLIANCE WiLL APPROACH 
POLICY WITH MR. amOROPOY BOV? 


WELL, TWERE was DISCUSSION SUT EvtRY- 
SOOY AGREES, | THIMK, THAT IT'S ALITTLE CAMY TO wave 
ANY FIMISHED AMALYSIS, SO WE°LL JUST BEEP watching iT. 
@: GM INDIVIDUAL COUNTRIES’ DEFENSE SPENDING, COULD TOU 
TELL US ANYTHING AgOUT THAT? 


0, \T WaSm’T THAT SORT OF A 
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DISCUSSION TO GET inTO. 
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ICL CUA 


& DIS EVERTTHinG GO SO WELL? BO PROBLEMS, mOTHING? 


ES, 17 010 GO WELL. ASh R. SHULTT 
TOMORROW. HE TeOUGHT IT O18. 


@: WAS THERE DISCUSSION, OF TwE QuaLiTY 
AMD TIMELINESS OF AME®ICaN COMCUL TATIONS im TwE AL\ | AmCE? 
THERE “AVE GEEM COPE CRITICAL COMMENTS im PECERT Sars Om 
THE CURCPEAN TICE. 


we AD THE CMPwASIS THAT PEOPLE 
LIKE CONSULTING, AnD | THimm WE OO. 


@: WOW O10 MR. SWULTZ RESPOND? CAM YOU ExPAND OW THAT’ 
SY CONSULTING. 


@: HAS WE UNDERTAREN "OC TRY HARDER, OO BETTER, avoid 
WASTY SURPRISES? 


WELL, WE 1S CONSULTING amp | THima 
WE’S GEMEPALLY REGARDED AS & GOOD CONSULTER. SO THERE 
WAS MO PROBLER. 
@: SUT THE CUROPEAN COMPLAINT GOES 4 811 BEYOND ‘Har, 
THAT THE AMERICAN POLICY TEMOS TO PRODUCE COME NASTY 
SURPRISES QUI OF THE HAT EVERY WOW AND THEN weiCe COULD 
PERHAPS HAVE GEEM AVOIDED WITH EFFICIENT PRIOR CONSUL - 
TATION. AS HE HAD AnTTHIaG TO SaY coon Twat? 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 

ON THE VISITS OF 
PRIME MINISTER POUL SCHLUTER 

OF DENMARK AND 
PRIME MINISTER FRANCISCO PINTO BALSEMAO 
OF PORTUGAL 


December 10, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
3:01 P.M. EST 


MR. FRANKLIN: This will be a background briefing on 
the visits of Prime Minister Schluter from Denmark who will be 
here for a working visit on Monday; Prime Minister Balsemao of 
Portugal who will be here for a working visit on Wednesday. 


Your briefers will be referred to as senior administration 
officials. They will speak for a couple of minutes on each country 
and then throw it open to questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought what might 
be most helpful for you all in thinking about these two visits would 
be to, first, characterize them generally and then co over the 
schedule so you'll know what's happening when and then make a best 
guess at what's going to be discussed remembering always that 
our heads of government will discuss whatever they wish when they 
get together. 


First of all, though, I might say that both of these 
visits, I think, the visit of the Danish Prime Minister on Monday 
and of the Portuguese Prime Minister on Wednesday reflect the 
President's determination to engage in intense consultation -- that's 
been going on, of course, in Europe with Secretary Shultz and at 
the NATO meetings today -- yesterday and today -- on the trip that 
he's making around various European capitals. I think they'll also 
reflect the fact that despite some turbulence in transatlantic 
relations in the last several months, that in fact the transatlantic 
relationship is strong, stable, anc in good condition. 


And, finally, I might say, especially as to do with 
the Portuguese visit, that it's a reflection of really the triumsh 
of Portuguese democracy. You all will recall there were concerns about 
the evolution of Portuguese democracy several years aco and it's 
one of the real success stories of Europe in the last cecacc. 


~ 

Now, I'll begin with the Danish Prime Minister's 
schedule and then go through the agenda and then move on to the 
Wednesday meetinc. The Danish Prime Minister Schluter cets here 
on Sunday. He meets with the President on Monday at 11:00 a.m. and 
then the Vice President will host a lunch for him at Blair House 
at 1:30 p.m. Now, he is coming in his cavacity as President of 
the EC Council of Ministers. As some of you may know, there is 
a tradition through which the President of the EC Council, which 
rotates every six months, comes to Washington and meets with the 
American President. And it is in that context that the Danish 
Prime Minister will be here on Monday. 


The agenda, as I can best cquess it, will be U.S.-EC 
political consultation including CSCE, the Middle East -- the Danish 
foreign minister has been in the Middle East recently -- and Africa 
and I would imagine that the Danes will be very interestec int he 
Vice President's recent trip to Africa; then U.S.-EC economic 
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relations, especially agriculture. As you know, the Secretary of 
State and several of his Cabinet colleagues are meeting, in fact, 
right now with the EC Commission in Brussels -- as well as the GATT 
and the whole issue of free trade and the avoidance of protectionism. 


Another item, I think, will be Poland undoubtedly. And 
as you know, the day of the visit is the l3th which is also the first 
anniversary of the imposition of martial law in Poland anc the 
Polish authorities may take some steps. So, I'm sure that will be 
a subject of conversation -- then arms control and defense and I 
think with particular emphasis on the INF two-track decision of 1979. 
And I might say in that context that the Danish government at the 
NATO meetings yesterday and today in Brussels stroncly reaffirmed 
its determination to proceed with the two-track decision of NATO 
of 1979. And then finally, I suspect there will be some discussion 
of East-West economic relations and vost-Brezhnev developments in 
the Soviet Union. 


Moving on now to the Balsemao visit. The Portuguese 
Prime Minister arrives on Tuesday afternoon. He will meet with the 
Acting Secretary Kenneth Dam at 10:00 a.m. on Wednesday. There will 
be an 11:30 a.m. meeting with 
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the President in the Oval Office and then at 12:15 p.m. a working 
lunch hosted by the President. With respect to the agenda for that 
meeting, I think it really will be in two parts -- one bilateral and 
one multilateral. The bilateral part will, I think,emphasize topics 
having to do with the very close security relationship that the 
United States and Portugal have, including the United States’ use 

of facilities that lodge us in the Azores for missions having to 


do with our NATO responsibilities and contingencies beyond the 
NATO area. 


That agreement which allows the United States to use 
those facilities is expiring in February and is currently under 
renegotiation in Lisbon in discussions between our ambassador there 
and Portuguese authorities. At the same time, the Portuguese govern- 
ment is embarked on an ambitious military modernization program. 


And we and a number of other European countries are assisting them 
in that endeavor. 


The second part of the discussion, I think,will have to 
do with many of the same topics that will be discussed during the 
Schluter visit and I‘ll just go over them very quickly -- U.S.-European 
relations, NATO defense improvements, INF and START, East-West relations, 
developments in the Middle East, Lebanon and the peace process, 
especially Latin America. I suspect the Portuguese will be very 
interested in the President's reflections on his trip, Southern 
Africa, where the Portuguese, because of their colonial relationships, 
have a special interest. And again, I think, that they will be very 
interested in the Vice-President's trip there. Let me close at 
that and take any questions you have. 


Q Could you just run through some of the U.S.-EEC 
problems -- agricultural, subsidies, etcetera -- in relation to the 
Danish visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, only to say that 
I don't want to try to tell you what the gentlemen are going to say 
to one another. I'll do that on Monday, but I think the problems 
are well known <-- our concern about subsidizing by the European 
community of its agricultural exports in third areas, and I suspect 
that will be a major subject -- has been already today <-- and will 
be a major subject of discussion in the meetings in Brussels. And 
I would expect it will come up here because it is obviously on 
the European's mind and very much on our mind. Sir? 
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Q Wasn't there a recent vote in Denmark against 
the basing and missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not quite. The Danish 
Parliament voted to suspend funding for INF infrastructure payments 
beyond that which has already been allocated which will take us 
up through the first quarter of next year. And we expressed our 
concern about this. And that was really the origin of my comment 
a few minutes ago when I said that the Danes were at pains curing 
the meetings in Brussels to again express their commitment to 
both tracks of the 1979 INF decision and their determination to proceed 
on both tracks in all respects. 


Q Well, aren't they coming at that two different ways 
then -- the Parliament saying one thing and we're being tolc they're 
staying on track? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there will be 
opportunities, the Danes stress, the Danish government stresses next 
year to reaffirm their funding for INF infrastructure and they 
have made clear they intend to do just that. 
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Q To reconsider -- they're not saying that they're 
going to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. They've made 
clear their intention to carry out their obligations under the two- 
track decision which include funding INF infrastructure. 


Q Well, how will they do that if the Danish Parliament 
does not reverse its vote? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 
Q I suppose they believe it will reverse its vote. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You should really 
ask them that question. 


Q Are we asking them to do anything about it or are 
we asking the Prime Minister about it? He disagreed with it when 
it came out. Is there anything to be done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would prefer 
really to see what Monday afternoon and -- but i don't think that we're 
gOing to give domestic, political advice to the Danes. And I also 
think that they don't have any doubt about our desire that all the 
members of the Alliance carry through on this commitment. But I 
Suspect -- not jusc this narrow part of this vote by the Danish 
Parliament but the whole question of the two-track decision will 
come up because it’s obviously an issue of some transatlantic import, 
both the deployment and the arms control side. 
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when you have a chance to study it, that the NATO communique, which 
is endorsed by all the NATO countries including Denmark, again 
strongly reaffirms the point that deployment will go forward in 

the absence of concrete results in Geneva. And the Danish government 
supported that without hesitation. 


Q Did you say that the President is going to be 
meeting with this gentleman as Chairman of the E.C., is that 
correct? ae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The E.C. Council 
of Ministers is the argot of the community. 


Q But, through that, he will still be able to 
discuss this particular problem about the missiles with him, as 
Prime Minister or President or whatever. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Prime Minister 
of Denmark. That is right. That is the usual drill -- that 
when these people come in this capacity, they discuss issues both 
having to do with the Community and their responsibilities as 
the leader of the Community for that six months. And they, also, 
discuss whatever bilateral issues that are of interest to the 
two sides at the same time. 


Q What is the President going to be telling him 
about the missile issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would prefer to 
wait until Monday, and tell you what, in fact, was said. But I 
am confident the President is going to express his commitment 
to the two tracks of the 1979 decison, and that he anticipates 
that all the allies who were part of this decision in 1979 will 
carry through with it. And I would think that he may well say 
we are confident they will. And again, as I say, that was the 
net result of what happened in Brussels yesterday and today. 


Q The United States issued a pretty strong 
statement after the Danish vote. Will the President's words, 
also, be strong? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not want to 
anticipate what the President is going to say. Why do you not 
sit right there on Monday? I think what I can be most helpful 
in doing is -- try to let you have my best guess of what is 
going to be on the agenda. And, as I say, the whole question 
of the Danish contribution to INF infrastructure is a very narrow 
part of the issue of arms control and defense in Europe. It is 
one that is topical. It may come up. And I would not be surprised 
if it did come up. It may come up from the Danish side, as a 
matter of fact. I mean, after all, the Prime Minister has just 
come from there. And this is one of his preoccupations. So they 
may bring it up for all I know. 


Q In saying that is a very narrow part, are you 
saying that it is not important to make it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I am not. 
Of course, it is not unimportant. But it is a narrow part of the 
whole issue of INF deployment and arms control, which has very 
many elements to it. It is important. Of course, it is 
important. And as our statement -- which we issued a couple of 
days ago -- made clear, we were troubled by by the vote of the 
Parliament. 


Yes? 
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Q Besides the money issue, what are the other major 
points of difference with Portugal on the renecotiation of the 
agreement for the bases in the Azores and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those negotiations 
have just begun. And they are confidential. So you will forgive 
me if I do not really respond to that question. 


But this is -- and I just want to make one point. 
I am sure there will be a general discussion of our security 
relationship with Portugal. But the negotiations have not moved 
from Lisbon. They are going to continue to take place there. 
But this is an opportunity for the Prime Minister and the President 
to discuss, broadly, the intimacy of our security relationship 
with Portugal, which goes back a very long time, as you know. 


Q Yes. But is the U.S. willing to give more 
money as part of what it is asking for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, our 
'83 figures reflect an increase in security assistance and economic 
assistance to Portugal. The ‘84 figures -- I can give them to 
you later. The '84 figures are still under discussion within the 
administration. The point I really would like to make is that, 
as I said before, we are desirous of assisting the Protuguese in 
modernizing their military forces, and will do everything possible 
that we can to assist them in doing that -- as are several other 
European countries. 


Q Do you have those last figures with you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can find them 
for you in a minute, afterwards, if you would like them? 


Q Yes. 


Q Do they not want a major -- in the use of 
the bases? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, I am 
not going get into the confidentiality of the discussions that 
are going on between the two sides. 

Q Yes. But I think they are, very much, 
willing to see their bases being used, for example, for the 
rapid deployment force. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not going to 
get into the discussions, which are confidential. 


Sir? 
Q The Danish Prime Minister is being given a 
lunch by the Vice President at Blair House, you say, after he 


meets with the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 
That is right. 


¢ Any other major officials on his schedule? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is seeing Secretary 
Weinberger as well. 


Q In the afternoon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In that afternoon. 
That is right. 
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Q The Danish or the Portuaquese? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Danish. 
Q Are you going to brief us Monday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I am. 


= 


Q What time? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be after the 
Vice President's lunch, so I would -- let me just think. I would 
think it would be about 2:30 p.m. or so. I will just come over here 
from Blair House afterwards. 


Q How long will the Danish Prime Minister stay in 
Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just have a look 
at his schedule. He is going to leave Washington on December 14th in 
the morning -- early morning. 


Q And the Portuguese one arrives on the 15th anc leaves? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the Portuguese Prime 
Minister arrives on the 14th and leaves the next day. Sorry, the 16th -- 
he leaves on the 16th. His meetings are all on the 15th. 


Q To Denmark or is he going to some other city? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he has some 
other stops here but I don't have the schedule in front of me. 


Q Who will he be meeting with besides President 
Reagan and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Secretaries Recan and 
Weinberger as well as the ones I mentioned. 


Q Any meetings on the Hill? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there will be 
meetings on the Hill. 


Q This is the Danish one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we are on the 
Portuguese -- 


Thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
eENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON MEETING BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT 
AND PRIME MINISTER POUL SCHLUTER OF DENMARK 


December 13, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
3:16 ?.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: For the meeting between the President and 
the Danish Prime Minister, and the working lunch that followed 
with the Vice President and the Danish Prime Minister, ANNNNNNNNY 


will brief on background as a senior administration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. What 
I thought I would do is go through, quickly, the major subjects of 
Giscussion. Before I do that, let me just say for those of you who 
were not here last Friday when I was, the Danish Prime Minister, 
Prime Minister Schluter, was visiting here in the context of his 
position as President of the European Community for this six months. 
And, as I think most of you know, that Presidency revolves around 
the members of the European Community -- there are ten now. And Denmark 
is in the chair. And that was the principle reason for his visit. 
At the same time, always, when these Prime Ministers visit from the 
E.C. countries, there is an opportunity to discuss bilateral issues 
as well. So the discussion went back and forth, really, between 
European Community-U.S. relations, which was the formal reason for 
his presence here, and U.S.-Danish bilateral relations, which 
obviously came up as well. 


So let me go through the discussion. And I will, 
first, begin in the Oval Office in the meeting with the President, 
and then say just a few words about the working lunch with the 
Vice President, which, in fact, just picked up the same subjects, 
by and large, and went into somewhat greater detail. 


On the purely U.S.-E.C. front, the President expressed 
his admiration for the work of Ambassador Borch, who is the Danish 
Ambassacor to Washington, for his crucial role during the working 
out of the consensus between the United States and the Europeans 
on East-West economic relations of the last several months. As 
many of you know, Ambassador Borch, because he was the Danish 
Ambassador here, was the Chairman of the E.C. group in the meetings 
that were held at the State Department in working out the East-West 


economic relations consensus. And the President expressed his , 
appreciation to Prime Minister Schluter about the work of Ambassador 
Borch. 


The President and the Prime Minister agreed that 
progress 1s being made on working out the solutions to problems 
between the United States and the Europeans on economic issues. And 
they had in mind not only the steel agreement that was reached early 
in tKhe fall and the East-West economic agreement, but the meeting 
last Friday in Brussels between several members of the American 
Cabinet and the Commissioners of the E.C., in which it was agreed 
that there would be a meeting in January, I think again as most 
of you know, to start working on the agricultural problem, which is 
a major one on both sides of the Atlantic. 
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The next subject that was discussed was the INF 
necgotiatiors. The Prime Minister explained to the President the 
parliamentary situation in Denmark, which led to the vote last week 
in the Danish Parliament. He stressed, and this was obvious to 
everyone present, that Denmark will remain a firm and loyal NATO 
ally. And the Prime Minister, also, emphasized that there is a 
Great majority in the Danish Parliament for sticking to the 1979 
two-track decision on INF in all its aspects. 


On the negotiating side, the two agreed that the 
zero outcome was the best result in the INF, as three NATO 
ministerial meetings had reaffirmed in the past two weeks. 


The two leaders, also, discussed the transition in 
the Soviet Union, and exchanged views on the new Soviet leadership. 
They acreed that the West should continue to be firm and strona, 
but, at the same time, be alert to any positive changes in Soviet 
conéuct. 


,wiw * yt 


On Poland, they discussed the Jaruzelski speech of 
yesterday, agreed that the situation was somewhat unclear at the 
moment about precisely what the Polish authorities were doing. The 
Polish Parliament is meeting today and tomorrow. And the Prime 
Minister and the President agreed that the Alliance should study 
carefully the actions that the Polish authorities are taking to 
determine in what, if any, way they represent a true restoration 
of the human rights of the Polish people. 
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And, finally, on the Middle East, the Prime Minister 
emphasized to the President that the European Community was fully 
behind the President's September 1 peace initiative. 
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And the two leaders agreed on the urgent need for the withdrawal of 
all foreicn military forces from Lebanon. What we need now, the Presi- 
Gent said, is action on that front. 


In the working lunch, which the Vice President hosted 
at Blair House, the discussion continued on most of these subjects, on 
the new U.S.-Soviet leadership and, as you know, the Vice President 
was in Moscow at the Brezhnev funeral and had a chance to meet with 
Ancropov. 


On the Micdle East, where *gain there was a strong em- 
phasis on the need to see movement, and finally on Africa in which 
the Vice President gave the Prime Minister his impressions of his 
recent trip to Africa and they acreed on the importance of reaching a 
Namibia settlement as soon as possible. 


I will take questions. 


Q Going back to the INF now, what is it that the Prime 
Minister is saying about Denmark's position here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What he is saying is 
that there is a majority in the Danish Parliament and a strong view 
on the part of this Danish government to follow through with Denmark's 
obligations under the 1979 two-track decision. 


Q Review for me -- refresh my memory, or tell me in 
fact what I have forgotten, that the Parliament did -- I thought the 
Parliament in some way took action to say that they didn't want Pershinc 
Or cruise missiles based on Danish soil. Is that it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that was not it. What 
it was was that last week there was a vote on -- it is very complicated 
but if you will bear with me -- there was a vote within the Danish 
Parliament on INF infrastructure, which is the infrastructure funding 
from all NATO countries for the deployment of INF missiles. All countrics 
contribute to INF deployment infrastructure even if those missiles are 
not located on the soil of any particular NATO country. Now what the 
Danish Parliament did was reaffirm the INF infrastructure funding for 
this year and for part of next year but they indicated that they wanted 
to review the subject essentially again next year, which will happen 
within the Danish Parliament. 


Q But this government responded with a stiff -- 
Q I thought that they -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me sSust say -- 


Q -- had actually susvended sayment, voted to suspend 
payment. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The suspension of payment 
is for next year and that is right -- they voted about 25 percent of 
next year's infrastructure funcing, which means that some time next 
year the government will have to go back to the Parliament to seek 
funds for the other 75 percent. There is some question about whether 
this will be in the late spring or the fall. 


Q But what was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just finish and 
then I will take questions. 


So obviously the government will have to go back to the 
Parliament to seek the rest of the funding for the rest of 1983 <-- the 
infrastructure funding. What the Prime Minister said was that he fully 
intends to do that and that, as I said, the Danish Parliament is strongly 
behind -- a strong majority behind the NATO track-two decision. 


Q Yes but how did he describe the action last week 
that this administration described as unfortunate? 
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SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, he described 
what had happened, which was that there was a vote in the Parliament. 


Q But to what does he attribute that to if there is 
a great majority in the Parliament and obviously the backing of his 
sovernment behind continued payment support for the NATO infrastructure? 


Q Good question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think questions that I 
con't want to get too deeply into -- defining for the Danes their inter- 
nal politics, but I think what he was really being was prospective and 
he was expressing his coniidence that Denmark would meet its obligations. 


Q Because our statement said something to the effect 
that it ill becomes a country not to contribute when others are doing 
more than their share. I mean we really whipped it on them. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, our concern was that 
all members of the alliance meet their obligations. And what I am sayins 
with respect to this particular conversation was that the Danish Prime 
Minister said to the President that Denmark would meet its obligations. 


Q He can't guarantee it, can he? I mean, does the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's a parliamentary 
system. 


Q Well, how reassured was the President by these commen: - 
Was the President -- does the administration still view this as unfor- 
tunate or do you now -- is it now so clarified that it is no longer 
a problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Denmark has a parliamentary 
system and we who have a system which is not unlike them in some respects 
should be able to understand it. But obviously the Prime Minister could 
only express what the intention of his government was. He could not 
express what the action of the Parliament would be. 


Q Does the President feel reassured? You didn't answer 
that part of the question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was not inside the head 
of the President. The President obviously from the statement we made 
the other day and the statement that I have just told you is that the 
President obviously was pleased to hear that in the Prime Minister's 
judgment NATO -- that Denmark will meet its NATO obligations. 


G To follow up the question here, you said you didn't 
want to go deeply into Danish politics, but did the Prime Minister 
reconcile his statement of a majority of support in the Parliament with 
the action the Parliament took? If there is a majority for something, 
what will go against it? Did he explain that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he gic not get into 
that. (Laughter.) 


Q Answer my question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to -- I would 
also -- I mean I invite you not to make a caricature out of it either ~- 
because there were a few minutes -- only a few minutes available and they 
took about 15 minutes discussing the INF issue in general. Most of the 
discussion was in fact about the negotiating position in Geneva, the 
desire on both their parts to have a negotiated outcome at zero, and the 
Danish Prime Minister explained his position and the President heard him 
out. 
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and the President heard him out. 


Q Is that the same as -- supporting the zero-option 
that the Presicent has put forward? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, precisely. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wasn't there a 
relatively small number of people that voted in that parliamentary 
vote? 


Q No help. No coaching. (Laughter.) You stand 
on your own two feet. 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About two-thirds 
of the Parliament abstained on the issue. 


Q Abstained? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Denmark has 10 parties in the Parliament. 


Q All I want to know is whether he explained this 
apparent contradiction. That's all I was asking. 


Q If you want to brief, you brief. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I suppose -- let me 
[ust make one theoretical point -- that there are votes in our Concress 
all the time which don't -- are not the end of the story at the end 
of the day. And I think what he was simply -- what he was expressing 
was that although there was this one vote, which we found disturbing 
for the reasons that we said, that he said this is not the end of 
the day -- that it will come up again next year and that he's confident 
that Denmark will meet its obligations. I think that was the only 
point. 


Q The Prime Minister said at -- told reporters today 
that both he and President Reacan welcomed the Soviet initiative 
on the INF talks. It's been reported -- their willingness to 
recuce their intermediate-range missiles by perhaps half. Would you 
confirm that that was the President's reaction also? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know precisely 
what the Prime Minister -- you were there, were you, when he was 
Speaking? 


There was only a brief discussion of this anc there 
is, aS a matter of fact, and this is not a briefing on that oarticular 
Subject, but I would observe that there hasn't been any Soviet proposal 
of the kind that's been described yet. In fact, formally, there 
was an acreement, and perhaps this is what the Prime Minister was 
acvertinc to. There was an agreement between the two of them that 
whatever formal Soviet position was out forth in Geneva, in INF, 
Obviously the two sides would look very carefully at it. There has 
been, at this moment, no such formal Soviet proposal out forwarc. 


Q But before leaving Denmark, the Prime Minister 
had said that the Atlantic Alliance cannot stand any more strain 
from disacreements over trade and I think that was in reference 
to the agricultural exports. What was the message that you saic 
he had for the President on that? They were convinced there was 
progress because there is an agreement to meet, to discuss whether 
there might be progress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said that he was 
pleased at the outcome of the meeting last Friday in Brussels and 
the fact that representatives from the United States and the Community 
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would be getting together in January to start talking through the 
problem which he thought was, I suppose, necessary but not sufficient. 
But it is necessary and he was delightec that that agreement was 
reached and that those discussions will becin in about a month's time. 
And he thought that was a step in the right direction. I don't want 
to convey -- and I don’t think I have -- that he was euphoric on 

the subdject but that he thought this was a step in the right direction. 
And, in fact, he thought the record, over the last several months, 
was chat when the United States a:d the Community were able to cet 
Gown anc talk about these things specifically that they had been 
adie to work their way through to a mutually satisfactory solution. 


Q Did he express concern or iterate concern of 
the Community about possible counter-sanctions, counter-steps bv 
the Unitec States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that didn't come 
up. 


Q I‘m sorry. I checkec my notes again. I was 
wrong about that. The Prime Minister saic that the matter was 
Giscussead and that the Prime Minister welcomed it. Can you at least 
confirm that iat was discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I -- there 
was a, I think, a passing reference to it. But that was not -- most 
of the discussion, in fact, was alonc the lines that I've already 
Gescribecd. There wasn't any discussion in detail of this. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


EXD 3:30 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE MEETING BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT 
AND PRIME MINISTER FRANCISCO PINTO BALSEMAO OF PORTUGAL 


December 15, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
2:32 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. I think, 
as you know, the Prime Minister met first this morning with the Acting 
Secretary of State, Kenneth Dam. And then he came for a meeting 
with the President in the Oval Office. There was a working lunch 
in the Oval Office -- or in the White House -- and then there was 
@ separate meeting after that with the Vice President. 


Ang the Prime Minister's just left to go up to the Hill. 
He will be seeing separately Secretary Weinberger and Secretary Regan, 
both of whom were at the lunch as well. 


I don't know how many of you have had a chance to look 
at the statements that were released at the end of the conversation 
between the President and the Prime Minister. But I might just very 
guickly emphasize and reac a few parts of them which sums up, I think, 
the essence of the substantive nature of the discussions. 


The President said that after the talks today it was 
even more clear to him why our two countries have been such hard and 
fast allies for so many years, the relationship between Portugal and 
the United States being “one of common values, mutal respect and - 
broad cooperation." 


There was a considerable discussion, both in the meeting 
with the President in the Oval Office at the lunch and then again 
in the meeting with the Vice President, of our security cooperation, 
which is, I think you know, is a cooperation that goes back very 
many years and is quite intimate and intense and cooperative. 


And there was an agreement on the part of both centlemen 
to broaden and strengthen our cooperation on these common defense 
objectives. 


The Prime Minister discussed at lenath in several of these 
sessions the military modernization needs of Portugal, and the Presiden* 
reaffirmed our commitment to help Portugal meet those goals. 


Perhaps an important operational sentence in the statement 
the President read after his meeting was the one that states, "We 
agreed that the current negotiations on the security cooperation 


agreement should lead to an early and mutually satisfactory conclusion. 


Finally, the President closed his statement with a 
reaffirmation of our <-- of our admiration for the development of 
Portuguese democracy. Perhaps I'll be courageous enough to say 
that in a conversation the Prime Minister in describing what has 
happened in Portugal in the last six or seven years, which has been 
an extraordinary success story, I think, as you know of the triumoh 
of a people's desire for freedom and liberty -- the Prime Minister 
wryly noted that often good news is no news, so that this wasn t 
a particularly popular theme in the press, but it was well understood 
by the President and our side how important a development this was 
and how we should all be delighted by it. 


In addition, in the lunch there was a rather extended 
discussion between the two sides of the current global economic 
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Situation. And the President expressed his confidence in the under- 
lying strength of the American economy. 


Both at the lunch and then subsequently with the Vice 
President -- there was an extended discussion both of the Middle 
East, where both sides agreed that it was time for action with respect 
to the withdrawal of all foreign military forces from Lebanon and 
concerning Africa and especially southern Africa, where, as you 
know, Portugal has a special interest because of its relationship 
with its former colonies there. I think I'll end with that and 
take your questions. 


Q What is the status of the Azores treaty -- base 
treaty? 


SONIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There -- it expires 
in February. And negotiations 
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concerning a renewal of the agreement are taking -- have begun in 
Lisbon with our ambassador there, Ambassador Alan Holmes leading the 
U.S. side and discussions with Portuguese authorities. Those 
discussions will continue, in fact, next week, I believe. And it's 
the desire of both sides to have them concluded before the present 
agreement runs out in early February. 


Q For how many years is it being negotiated? 


| SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's under 
Giscussion. That's one of the issues which is beinc discussed. 


Q And the current treaty is five years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right and it 
expires on, I believe, it's the fourth of February. 


Q What are some of the issues in that acreement 
that are being discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you'll excuse 


me if I don't go through the issues. These are confidential discussions. 


I characterize the political will on both sides to reach an early 
agreement and I think I'll leave it at that. 


Q The Prime Minister said he'd briefed the 
Presicent fully on political developments in Portugal meaning, I 
Suppose, the political crisis he's left behinc. Can you give 
us something -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that, really -- 
I understand that that's how you can interpret that but that 
isn't what, in fact -- when he said “political developments” 
he was really describing the developments since ‘74 which he 
went into in considerable length -- and the evolution of Portucuese 
Gemocracy. There was not a discussion of the current political 
Situation in Portugal. I could see how you could misinterpret 
that bit what he meant was that he discussec with the President 
what's happened in these years since the Portuguese revolution. 


Q Can you talk about the President -- was the 
military relationship discussed? I didn't quite understand it 
when you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it was. 
Q Can you be specific on the details of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've said as much, 
I think, as I want to say about it. They acreed that this was 
a relationship which was mutually beneficial to the two sides, 
which was very long-standing and which both sides very much want 
to be continued. 


Q Do they want anything? Dic they ask for anything 
in terms of weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thev're in the process 
of modernizing their armed forces and there are continuous discussions 
between their Ministry of Defense and ours but if you're asking 
did specific weapon systems come up, no, they didn't. 


Q The Presidents reaffirmed the U.S. commitment 
to help Portugal with its modernization program. What is the 
U.S. really willing to do? What in terms of money, equipment, 
sophisticated systems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, my 
purpose here is to brief on what the discussions this morning entailed. 
But what we're willing to do is do everything we can, as the President 
said when he made his statement a few minutes ago, to assist Portugal 
is others are doing in the modernization of its military force. And 
e are going to do everything we can to ensure that that occurs in 
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an expeditious fashion. 
Yes? 


Q Has the United States provided military ana economic 
aid to Portugal ovei: the past few years and can you give us an idea 
of the ballpark figure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it has -- for four 
years. I can tell you that in ‘82, the figure which emerced from 
the Concress was $10 million in grant, $45 million in quaranteed 
credits, and $20 million in economic assistance and then another 
$10 million was added in a supplemental -- are <-- the current figures 
up on the Hill for the '83 budget are $37.5 in grants, $52.5 in 
guaranteed tredits and $20 million in economic assistance. 


Q Is that likely to continue to go up at a 
substantial rate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I'll just 
confine myself to repeating that we are going to do everything we 
can to assist the Portuguese in modernizing their armed forces and 
it’s a goal which we believe is important both with respect to 
their NATO obligations and with respect to the important role that 
Portugal and its facilities play in the defense of the West. 


Thank you very much. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:42 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE VISIT OF 
KING HUSSEIN 


, December 17, 1982 
The Briefing Room 


10:12 A.M. EST 


. MR. ALLIN: The background briefing on the visit of Jordan's 
King Hussein will begin. This is a background briefing and the remarks 
should be attributed to a senior administration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I gather you're all 
hung over from the White House party. Is that the -- 


MR. ALLIN: Half of them. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Half of them? 


Q Some of us were not invited. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I'm sorry. I 
didn't realize -- you're lucky. 


T,wr 


King Hussein will arrive at 1800 at Andrews Air Force 
Base on Saturday. His first official event will be a meeting with 
the Secretary of State tentatively scheduled, at least, for 3:00 p.m. 
On Monday. I say tentatively because it could become -- it could 
be 2:00 p.m., it could be 4:00 p.m. But it will be on Monday. And 
then on Tuesday, the King will come to the White House for meetings 
with the President and these meetings will be followed by a working 
lunch. 
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The plans currently call for the King to stay in 
Washington until Wwe sday or Thursday? I'm not quite sure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think Thursday 
but I don't want to be quoted on it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I'm sure that 
he will have a lot of other activities on the Hill, etcetera, and 
with the mecia. 


There will be a dinner, as well, which will be hosted 
by the Jordanian Ambassador. I believe it's the night of the 20th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My invitation hasn't 
come yet. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe it's the 
night of the 20th. In any event, you can get these details. So 
much for the schedule. 


King Hussein was last here on November 19, ‘81, 
when he met for the first time with President Reagan in the White 
House. Each such visit is important and we look forward to this 
next opportunity to exchange views on matters of mutual concern. 
We have a long history of cooperation and friendship with Jordan. 
The King and President Reagan will have a number of important 
issues to discuss. The status of and prospects for the peace 
process will be high on the agenda of both sides. 
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Since the President's September 1 initiative, there 
has been considerable movement on the Arab diplomatic front as 
concerns the peace process -- most notably a dialogue between Jordan 
and the PLO. We have had the visit of the Fez delegation and 
President Mubarak will be coming at the end of January. We are 
in touch with our other friends in the region through diplomatic 
channels including recent discussions with Ambassador Philip Habib. 
We are hopeful that we will soon be able to broaden the peace 
process through the inclusion of a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation 
at the negotiating table. 


President Reagan is determined to press forward with 
his September 1 initiative which was based on Security Council 
Resolution 242 with its principle of exchancing territory for peace. 
And this, of course, this Security Council resolution provides the 
basis for the Camp David Accords. 


Our ultimate objective is a comprehensive peace which 
will be fair and stable and provide for the security of all in the 
area. Without such a peace, the President is convinced there is 
no long-term security for any in the region. 


As the President said on October 22, peace in the 
Middle East means achieving security for all the states in that 
troubled region -- security for the Arab states and security for 
Israel and a sense of identity for the Palestinian people. Thus, 
the security of every state, including Jordan, is a keystone of 
our policy. 


Now, with respect to what is needed to bring King 


Hussein into the negotiations, only the King can address that question. 


(Laughter.) He will be sharing his views with the President on 
where we stand in the process and together they will assess the 
present and discuss the future. 


While there are no deadlines, we stronaly believe 
that an early move towards broadened negotiation offer the best 
hope for progress because the momentum must not be lost. 


Let me make a few comments. 


MORE 
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Q Are we going to get that statement? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The one I'm giving? Yes -- 


Q Do you have it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- it's no problem. 
It's up to the White House. 


Now, recently, the King has publicly supported the 
President's initiative and he continues to do so. In his September 
13 BBC interview, the King clearly stated that Jordan recognized Israel. 
And he called on the PLO to do so as well. This is a key development 
and an essential element in the peace process. 


Clearly, Jordan has taken the lead with respect to the 
Other Arabs and, most importantly, the Palestinians in an effort to 
move toward broadened negotiations. Jordan clearly remains out 
in front in this effort. Jordan is now involved in a major effort with 
the PLO and others to develop a formula whereby the Palestinians would 
participate with Jordan in broadened negotiations with Israel. 


Now, a few comments on military matters -- bilateral 
military relations -- we have a longstanding and mutually beneficial 
security relationship with Jordan which we continue to -- which we 
intend to continue. As recently as this week, we have been holding 
discussions with the Jordanians in the context of the Joint Military 
Commission. This is a longstanding bilateral body that meets twice 
a year. 


The focus was on modernizing Jordan's armed forces to meet 
its legitimate defense needs. We have been discussing for some months 
with the Jordanians the types of aircraft that would best meet their 
defense needs. If and when we receive requests for the sale of new 
weapon systems, these requests will be given serious consideration 
by the Executive Branch. 


As I believe you are aware, consultations with the Congress 
are an integral part of any such consideration. I'll take some 
questions. 


Q Could you tell us what types of aircraft have been 
discussed, recognizing the fact that no formal request has come 
through? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the discussions 
have focused primarily on F-5-G's and the F-16's. 


Q Other weapon systems -- did they discuss -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are other types. 
I'd just as soon not get into those. They're -- they've been in the 
public domain but -- 


Q Missiles -- mobile missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- some people get a 
little sensitive about talking about these issues. 


Q Are the F-5-G's now known as the F-20? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The F-20. 


Q Ed Meese said there were no preconditions on the 
sale of aircraft. Then, yesterday, there was an AP story that there 
were preconditions. Which is it -- granted that there's no formal 
request? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, this is a very 
difficult area to try to wade through. our -- 


Q It sure is. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- our relationship with 
Jordan, including our security relationship, goes back a quarter of 
a century. And there have been differing circumstances surrounding 
that relationship. And American-Jordanian relations, including the 
security component, have been, I believe, relatively stable. 


The point I'm making is that we have looked at our security 
relationship with Jordan, including the sale of particular weapon systems 
On their own merits. Now, obviously, political environment has an 
impact on this, but we are not talking about preconditions and linkages 
as such, while recognizing there are certain factors in the political 
environment that make either less or more likely that you're going to 
get the support that you need for such weapon sales. And I really can't 
address it in any more precision than that. 


Q Just to clarify one more time -- are you going 
to at least say to the King that you'll have an easier time getting 
this through Congress if you join in the peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I expect most of you 
will be saying that. (Laughter.) 


Q At this point, do you expect that Hussein will be 
able to deliver to the President next week a promise that he 
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will participate in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously that -- Jordan 
expressing a willingness -- a readiness to participate in the near 
future is our goal. But I cannot say that I would expect it or not 
expect it. I think that we will find out where Jordan really stands 
on this issue at this point in time when King Hussein and President 
Reagan sit down and talk about it. I wouldn't expect honestly to 
have any advance knowledge on that. 


Q What did you make of the meeting with the Jordanian 
Palace -- in the committee meeting? How do you see that influencing 
your decision? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you mean the latest 
one? Well, you hear so many different things about these meetings and 
it is awfully hard to say that it has advanced you closer to a goal. 
Now as I understand the public play on the meeting, it has been por- 
trayed as upbeat and to some extent this has been reflected in other 
reports. And this upbeat element seems to be hooked to whatever dis- 
cussions they had or whatever movement there was towards agreement: on 
a length between the West Bank and Gaza in Jordan in so-called final 
status of the territory. And that, I suppose, is progress looked at 
from that perspective. However it doesn't get you any closer to what 
is needed to unlock the peace negotiations, which is a decision to 
actually come in and negotiate. 


Q You indicate in your statement that you woulc like 
to see continued Jordanian delegation in the talks. Is this more or 
less what you have in mind -- of whether or not to join a Jordanian- 
Palestinian delegation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me clarify that the 
United States is not trying to engineer something. It is what the Arabs 
say is required before such a move can take place to broaden the peace 
negotiations with broader Arab support. If there is some other way 
to do it to get this show on the road, that is fine. 


Q And when this meeting with Hussein was set up, 

at that time there was a prospect that Prime Minister Begin would have 
been here in advance of it. There was a prospect at that time that 

at least an agreement on troop withdrawal from Lebanon if not some 
actual movement on that score would have occurred by this time. Neither 
of those two things has taken place. The agreement on troop withdrawal 
is maybe as far’away as it was when the Hussein meeting was established. 
My question is, is there stili as much reason to be hopeful for the 
King to come to say yes or no at this meeting as there was at that time 
when you could look forward to some of these other things taking place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You are describing a 
scenario that is not my scenario because you are suggesting that if 
Mrs. Begin had not died and the Prime Minister had been here and then 
the King had come that shere would have been a whole set of factors 
in place that would have made this meeting a yes-or-no meeting. And 
I don't believe that that is the case. We are dealing here on a con- 
tinuum. The Prime Minister's meeting here would have been very im- 
portant but: every time he comes it is very important. There will be 
other meetings. I don't want -- I think it would be a mistake -- if 
you play this the way you decide to -- to build this as a make-or- 
break meeting. This is not what we are talking about. We are talking 
about a very important meeting that we hope will bring us to a new 
plateau of cooperation and frankly bring that date of broadened nego- 
tiations much closer. But we are going to be having continuing 
discussions with the government if Israel 
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and other covernments and presumably -- and Jordan as we move ahead 
down the months. 


Q Could I follow that for just a second? I guess 
what I was trying to get at is at the time the meeting was established, 
it appearedas though it was possible that King Hussein could come 
here and make a decision known in the context of other decisions 
being made known along the way. As he said, it's a continuum. 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q In this context now, if he made a decision known 
next Tuesay, he would be really stepping out in front and saying, 
"We're going to do this even though there is no visible decision 
having been made on Lebanon, no visible decision having been made 
on settlements,” -- all of these other things that are playing along 
at the same time. He would be sort of making the first decision, 
wouldn't he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's a 
good description of some of the dilemmas that King Hussein is facing 
right now. 


Q Do you have any intimations from the Israelis 
that they would accept Palestinian members on the -- specifically 
from the West Bank on the Jordanian delegation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is why you 

would have to go back and read the Camp David Accords. You've heard 
me on this before. It's a remarkable document. It specifically 
provides for members of the -- for Palestinians who are the inhabitants 
of the West Bank and Jordan to be on either the Jordanian or 
Egyptian delegations. So, the principle is already accepted 

and ratified by the constitutional processes of the government of 
Israel. 


Q These are really dilemmas, following up on the 
previous question of Lebanon -- settlements and the fact that, 
as you said, there is more needed from the PLO in order for, you 
said, to join in. Would you say that in the near future there would 
be more emphasis on clearing out the Lebanese scene and putting more 
emphasis on that before there can be any serious movement on the other, 
larger thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thauk that as 
time has gone on, the situation in Lebanon has become more important 
with respect to the possibilities for early movement towards 
broadening the peace negotiations. That's a fact of life. All 
of you know that. And I believe the fact that we had called 
Ambassadors Habib and Draper back and the President had a very 
intensive review of Lebanon with them -~- was it just last week ~~ 
and they are back out there now, indicates that there is an increased 
and renewed emphasis on the part of the President of the United 
States on clearing up the Lebanese situation and the first step 
getting all foreign forces out. The President addressed this very 
eloquently yesterday. I think he used the phrase “occupying armies” 
and so that's a long answer .o Gidon's question. The short answer 
is yes. 


Q -- follow on the question here -- or to be a 
little more precise. There have been suggestions that former mayors 
who were expelled are being considered as part of the Egyptian and 
Jordanian delegation to carry on the negotiation. Now, first of all, 
are these individuals still accepted by the United States as authentic 
and do you think they will also be accepted by Israel and if not, 
what is the United States -- then will do? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to 
address the last part of your question. Let me just -- I can only 
speak for the United States -- the fact that the Secretary of State 
met with the mayors should answer your question sufficiently there -- 


Q What are the chances that there will be some procress 
on Lebanon by the time Hussein gets here? And if there isn't, what 


can the U.S. offer the Arabs in terms of encouragement that 
would -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hussein is arriving 
here tomorrow. 


Q Here in this building? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Here in this building 
on Tuesday. I would hope that by then we would have something 


to report to him -- positive on Lebanon. I'm an optimist on that. 
But let me -- 


Q Do you have any reason for that hope? 


Q Could you answer the second half? If you don't 
have any progress, what other kinds of encouragement can you give 
to the Arabs that would -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I operate on the 
assumption we will have progress. 


Q A follow up to this question. Defense Minister 
Sharon is saying today that during direct talks with Lebanon, 


Israel and Lebanon agreed on non-belligerence, open borders, trade 
and 
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he said that there was some kind of a breakthrouch in those direct 
confabs in the last few days. Do you have any information about 
it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We certainly would 
welcome a breakthrough on cutting through the procedural issues, 
getting to substance to create that agreed framework for everyone 
to get at fast. You know, the idea of direct talks between 
Israel and Lebanon is a concept that we have favored from the 
beginning. 


Q There were reports in Beirut this morning -- 
I have a follow up. There were reports in Beirut this morning 
that Minister Sharon has not met with anyone of consequence to 
decide on such a thing in Lebanon. Would you care to comment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really cannot. 
You better go back to Jerusalem, and then tell me what you 
learned. (Laughter.) I really cannot comment on it. I have seen 
the press report that Refi has mentioned. And I can only say that, 
if there had been some significant developments that have swept 
away the procedural problems that were holding this thing up 
and we can move ahead now to the substance, the key element of 
which is that agreed framework for getting everyone out, that is 
Great. But I cannot say more than that, because I do not know 


anymore. 


Q The basis for your optimism, which is sort of 
injected in here -- can you give us any hint as to what it is 
based on? And, also, does it have any relevance to the talks 
between Habib and Begin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes. It has 
relevance to everything that is going on, most particularly the 
fact that we believe that the Israelis and the Syrians mean it 
when they say they want to get out of Lebanon. 


Q What about the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the PLO as 
well. We understand that they have said that they have no 
intention of staying. 


Q Do you have any new beliefs as of yesterday? 
I mean, we have heard this before. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Have faith, Helen. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q You said that there is no deadline in the 
President's initiative. But in what timeframe are you talking? 
Is it a matter of months that you believe that something can -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, 
the sooner the better. We all understand that any such initiative 
no matter how good, no matter how widely it is supported in this 
country or abroad, has to start translating into somethinc 
concrete at some point, or there is a, sort of, shelf life to 
it. And we are very conscious of this. And that is why the 
President is determined to oress ahead. And do not forget 
that Phil Habib has got two hats <-- three heads, but two hats. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q In your considered judgment, who bears the 
responsibility for the delay in the withdrawal of foreign forces 
from Lebanon? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not want to get 
into that. Anything I say on that can only be misinterpreted by 
everyone -- including Phil Habib. (Laughter.) 


Q Is King Hussein the linchpin now? I mean, is 
he the most important? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. He has always 
been. If you are thinking of expanding the circle of peace in 
the Middle East, if you remember that the priority American 
objectives are peace and security -- security for Israel and for 
the rest of the states in the area and stability and well-being 
King Hussein has always been the key, because of where Jordan 
is and the relationship of Jordan to the Palestinian issue. 

This does not mean that we do not recognize that Syria has an 
important role to play -- geographic factors -- and I am sure 
that the world will cheer when the Syrian government says it 
would like to make peace with Israel. 


Q Is there anything to indicate that the other 
Arab countries are coming any closer towards recognizing Israel? 
And what is Hussein going to have to say about all that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is 
interesting that Hussein did make these statements. I asked them 
to research them out. Let me read some of these things. 


C Give us dates, please. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 
Q Give us dates as read then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I will. 
is September 13 BBC TV interview. 


Question -- “Do you now, post FEZ, recognize Israel's 
right to exist?” Answer -- "I have recognized Israel since I 
helped in formulating Security Council Resolution 242, and 
acce .ced it.” 


"But you do not recognize the state of Israel.” 


"If we are talkine about diplomatic relations and 
normal relations, it is premature at this stage to sveak of that. 
But, obviously, at the end of the line when we establish peace, 
one visualizes normal relations existing between all in the 
area.” 


Then on November 4, the question was -- “Have you 
got the Palestinians, the PLO to accept the presence of Israel 
in the Middle East? Have you really got that out of Yasir 
Arafat?” And the answer -- “We have discussed it, obviously. 
And I hope that the PLO will act in a manner that will help the 
Palestinian cause in the best possible way in the near future. 
It is a question, as far as they are concerned, of what do they 
get in return. What does the Palestinian get in return for 
such a move? It is not a question of whether Israel exists or 
does not exist. It exists, obviously, and it has the right to 
exist. This is not the question.” 


"But you would like to see the PLO come out with 
a statement like this, at least conditionally recognizing the 
right of Israel to exist?” 


"I suggested that this would be of great help to 
our joint cause, to the Arab cause, to the Palestinian cause.” 


MORE 





~Vectassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


- 10 - 


So to the best of my knowledge he has not been disavowed 
in his public comments by any of the major players or by the press of 
any of the major players -- these specific comments. And, Helen, these 
are the kinds of things that tell you a lot in the Middle East. mp private 
talks with them in which they -- King Hassan's interpretation 
of Fez immediately after the Fez resolutions were passed -- his public 
comments here as well as private comments -- someone said that the issue 
now is not whether the Arabs have made the decision to make peace -- 
accept Israel's reality ard live in peace -- but how to do it. 


Q Whe said that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was pundit whom I 
forget. (Laughter.) But it came out of the Middle East -- a senior 
leader -- in describing the current state of play. Now this “how” is 


very important. 


Q Do you think that Israel will recognize the Palestin- 
ians’ right to exist? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you are asking not 
whether Israel recognizes the Palestinian right to exist but whether 
Israel will recognize the PLO. 


Q No, I said “the right to exist of the Palestinians.” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You had better -- I am 
not guite sure that I understand the question, and if I did I am not 
sure I would answer it. (Laughter.) 


Q Apropos of King Hassan, what did he tell the United 
States this week that was of such great importance? Was it related to 
King Hussein's visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Was it related to Israel's recognition? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Let me give you as 
much as I can on it. You recall that when King Hassan was here as the 
leader of the Fez delegation, he left saying that he would send us a 
letter with comments, questions, as follow-up to the discussions here. 
That is what we got. We got a letter which included a lot of questions, 
a lot of statements of position, etcetera, etcetera. It had many differ- 
ent elements in it. It I think was a sincere attempt to be helpful, 
but I would not describe it as directly relevant to the visit of King 
Hussein. It is more a broader Arab-league context. Have any of you 
Grafted in a committee? 


¢) Coming back to your optimism on Lebanon, do you 
think the process can move fast enough that a withdrawal coul¢c begin 
before the end of the year? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It could. It could. 

Let me get someone who hasn't asked -- 

Q How important is the good news you cited as a 
possibility of the success of this meeting on Tuesday -- how impor- 
tant is it that you have good news to present to the King? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What did I say? Was 
that in answer to your question here? 


Q -- optimistic that you might have something to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Phil Habib 
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was sent out by the President with the charge of getting things un- 
stuck. 


I'm hopeful -- we won't have solutions by Tuesday, but 
I'm hopeful that we'll have some positive developments that can be 
reported. At a minimum, the President will be able to brief the King 
on the current status of his efforts in Lebanon through Habib. 


Q As we all recall, when Hassan and the -- Kinc Hassan 
and the Arab Delegation were here, they said that we should expect 
some dramatic announcement by the PLO in the meeting with the National 
Palestinian Council. Now, this meeting, we understand, is delayed and 
postponed. What is your expectation right now to any new decisions 
by the PLO in the near future? 


SENIOR ADMI""STRATION OFFICIAL: The last report I have 
is that that meeting, t>« Palestinian National Council, is scheduled 
for Algeria sometime in January, between the 5th and the 15th. I can't 
remember the date. Now there is a report -- I cannot predict that the 
meeting will actually take place at that time or in that place. The 
way these things happen is, dates drive decisions, and I think we will 
have a better feel for what, if anything, useful might come out of such 
@ meeting when we really-know that it is going to take place -- when it 
is really firm. I cannot answer it. 


Q Going beyond King Hussein's visit, isn't this all 
heading toward irreconcilable positions with Israel? They won't leave 
the West Bank and they won't stop the settlements and they won't go back 
to the 1967 borders? Isn't this heading toward a brick wall? ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would like to think that 
what we are heading for is real peace negotiations and I don't think anyone 
should try to predict with certainty negative reactions out of Jerusalem 
to the prospect of real peace if you have other Arab partners, mst 
particularly King Hussein, who is prepared to make peace and live in 
peace. There are -- right now what we have is a hypothetical situation. 
Very few governments I know change their positions based on abstract possi- 
bilities. 


Q What do you comment on the ongoing campaign in the 
United States Congress by Senators Kennedy and Packwood to block the sale 
of jets and missiles to Jordan even before the United States received 
a permanent list from Jordan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously Congress does 
what it will do and a sovereign majesty cannot tell them that what they 
are doing is good or bad. Apart from the merits of any such initiative, 
I personally -- the timing, as far as I can see, is designed to embarrass 
a guest of the President of the United States, and I cannot see how anyone 
could believe that that could serve the national interest. 


Q Can I follow on this please? Do you see any danger 
for Israel from arming Jordanian armed forces with such advanced weaponry 
if it was required -- requested by the Jordanians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have repeatedly made 
Clear that any arms sales that we contemplate in the Middle East to 
our Arab friends will be viewed against various factors, one of the most 
important as to whether it impacts on the balance of forces and Israel's 
security. So if and when we get these requests we will be looking at 
this element of it extremely closely. 


Q Can I just go through this one more time please? 
You expressed optimism and 
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really we also received some optimism, we members of media from the 
Middle East. And the situation seems to be leaning -- moving somehow 
in the right direction except it is told that one party needs a 
little nudging and that was expressed even by King Hussein's interview 
with The Wall Street Journal two days ago. And I think we really know 
what and who we're talking about. And I'm not -- I don't want to 

ask -- I know you will not answer it. But will nudging be used 
politically, if we have reached so good a thing and all it needs a 
little, just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: More nudging? 
0 Would that be done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's all join hands 
and fall over the cliff together. Sure, we're all going to nudge. 


END 10:49 A.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S EUROPEAN TRIP 
MONDAY, DECEMBcéR 20, 1982, 4:04 P. M. 


MODERATOR: Good afternoon. As we announced this 
morning, this is a BACKGROUND briefing on the Secretary's 
recently completed trip to Western Europe. We will have a 
few comments by the briefer, and then it is open to 
questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I see there's 
a great deal of interest in this topic. 


In general we were very pleased with the trip. We 
think it was successful in many respects. It achieved the 
objectives that we set for it. 


I think, as I said before the trip started, that 
there was clearly a sense of malaise and a sense of crisis 
within the Alliance. We think that the trip itself was the 
capstone of a process of several months where we have been 
able to deal effectively with a number of sensitive issues 
within the Alliance. 


I think the trip demonstrated the importance of 
existing transatlantic institutions such as NATO, the EC -- 
the European Community -- OECD, and the importance of con- 
sultations and what they can accomplish. 


More specifically, I think there were four prin- 
Cipal tasks that we laid out, and the Secretary accomplished 
those tasks. 


First of all, he advanced the process of imple- 
menting the agreement on East-West economic reiations, and 
the work program that was discussed in discussions here and 
in other areas we think is now going to get underway. 


Secondly, we demonstrated allied resolution on the 
December 1979 INF decision with regard both to deployment in 
1983 and continued allied support for the zero-zero nego- 
tiating approach that the President unveiled on November 18, 
1981. The proposal, as you recall, calls for the elimina- 
tion of an entire class of weapons. 


Thirdly, we think we established on a firmer 
basis, particularly in the meeting with the five Cabinet 
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Ministers in the EC Commission a firmer basis for the reso- 
lution of transatlantic economic problems, particularly in 

the area of agriculture -- a strong desire on both sides to 
avoid a disagreement or a trade war concerning agriculture. 


And then fourthly, we think we solidified our 
relationship with a number of new governments in Europe that 
we held discussions at a high level for the first time: The 
new Fanfani Government in Rome, the Socialist Government in 
Madrid, the new government in The Hague. 


I will just stop there and be happy to take any 
questions you might have. ; 


Q Could you -- starting on the first point -- 
the implementation of the’ agreements on the East-West econo- 
mic relations -- can you go into a little more detail? It 
is a little hard to follow it from here. 


Ay What was said by both Secretary Shultz and 
Foreign Minister Cheysson in a press conference on the 
record was that agreement had been reached to undertake a 
work program covering six different areas. 


First, on ‘credits, immediately moving to implement 
the agreement at Versailles to set up a monitoring mechanism 
to keep track of financial flows between East and West. 


Second, another credit initiative which would look 
at the complex problem of harmonizing financial flows bet- 
ween East and West, or from West to East. 


Thirdly, an exercise on enhancing the effec- 
tiveness of the transfer of the system for controlling the 
transfer of militarily relevant technology. 

Q Do you mean COCOM? 

A Yes. COCOM. 

Fourth, a study of what technologies beyond imme- 


diate military technologies might be appropriately examined 
for possible control. 


Fifth, an examination of alternative energy 
resources, focusing on Western Europe, but also looking at ) 
North American and Japanese energy requirements and possible 
alternative sources. 
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And, sixth, an overall study looking at the 
security aspects of East-West economic relations which would 
be undertaken in NATO. 


Q Let me ask you two follow-ups. The third 
point you mentioned was an exercise in enhancing COCOM -- 
multilateral control system. 


My first follow-up: Is the Administration, in its 
proposals this year to renew the Export Administration Act -- 
will the Administration propose formalizing COCOM or taking 
any particular steps in that legislation unless -- well -- 


A I can't say precisely, but I think that there 
are a number of ideas that, we are looking at and the Allies 
are looking at for enhancing the effectiveness. We don't 
want to take any unilateral actions. What we are interested 
in doing, I think, is working with the Allies in the context 
of the study to strengthen the system. 


You shouldn't read that to mean that we won't pro- 
pose any changes in the Export Administration Act, but I 
think right now we need to look at the options before us and 
to discuss them with the Allies. 


-- MORE -- 
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0 In this area of East-West economic relations, 
are there any deadlines set up? What we had in the last few 
months is agreements to look at things and agreements to be 
agreed. 


A I don't think the word "deadline" is the 
right word, but there was agreement that these issues should 
be on the agenda; that work should proceed right away and 
then these issues should be on the agenda of three separate 
alliance meetings next spring. 


There's an OECD ministerial meeting, I believe, in 
May. There is the Williamsburg Summit, the heads of state 
of the seven industrialized countries later in May, and 
there is the meeting of the NATO Atlantic Council. That's a 
foreign minister meeting in Paris in-June. 


There was agreement that various of these studies, 
the ones that are applicable for each of these sessions, 
should be discussed. I wouldn't call that a deadline, but 
clearly because this work is going to be addressed by those 
meetings, that that does put some pressure on people to try 
to accomplish as much as they can. 


Q You think these will keep these issues from 
sort of fading away into the night? 


A Absolutely. What I can tell you is that at 
least the issue as well as the studies will not fade away. 


Q On the EEC -- on the European Community-U.S. 
trade problems, or trade war problems that we seemed to have 
averted at this point, was there any agreement from the 
Europeans to take any specific steps in terms of reforming 
their own trade policies to help avert a crises, and has the 
U.S. made any promise or commitment not to take its own 
agriculture, let's say, subsidy actions during the nego- 
tiating period or discussion period? 


A The important thing, I think, is that there 
was a specific decision to begin consultations and 
discussions on agriculture. 


I think it's just too soon to say whether or not 
that will prevent either side from taking action, but it is 
clearly our desire and the desire of the Europeans to try to 
work out a solution to this problem before unilateral 
actions deepen any strains in this area. 


Q Can I follow up on that? There are a lot of 
people who feel, in the agricultural area here, that the way 
we can improve our ability to negotiate with the Europeans 
is to take some unilateral actions either before the January 
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meeting or sometime during that period. Do you think that 
we would take some action before the meetings in January? 


A I just can't say. I really don't know. 
I think the Europeans understand that the possibility 
exists. 


8) You said there have been a solidifying of 
positions on INF. It seems that in the past few days almost 
everybody in Europe, from Dr. Luns to President Mitterrand 
has been quoted in one place or another as saying that there 
has to be a compromise between zero/zero and the original 
Soviet decision, and all of the Administration really seems 
to be holding firm on that. 


I wonder, what's the basis -- 


4 
A Not a single leader who talked to Secretary 
of State Shultz expressed the view that you just expressed, 
that there has to be a compromise. There was strong solid 
support for the zero option. 


What you've seen are some reports that are I 
would call exaggerations or distortions of what, in fact, was 
the case. We were not at the Defense Ministers Meeting 
where the remark that Luns made that you recalled, but if 
you look at the communique that we were able to achieve at 
the Foreign Ministers Meeting there's no suggestion what- 


soever of any movement away from the zero/zero option. It 
is fully endorsed. 


I can also say that in the case of the French, 
their support for the December '79 position is very strong, 


and we did not hear of any suggestion that our position 
should change. 


Q May I come back to the question of technology 
transfer. The Pentagon recently was very, very critical of 
Austria letting technology through Austria, relevant tech- 
nology, and Clay as well as Assistant Secretary Perle 
accused Austria to be rather loose in this respect. How do 
you see this as an expert, as a matter of fact? 


a I do not consider myself an expert on this 
specific situation so I have no comment to make. 


Q Did that subject come up on the trip -- the 
Clay interview? 


A No, we didn't go to Austria. It did not. 


0 What about agreement -- there was some question 
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-- I know Mr. Shultz is growing rather impatient with this 
question, but nevertheless there's been some question 
whether France actually agreed to the agreement on East-West 
trade. 


A We can go back and forth on this question 
many times. What I advise you to do is to obtain from the 
Press Office the transcript of the Shultz-Cheysson joint 
press conference from the trip. I think that should be 
viewed as the definitive statement so far on this question. 


Nothing else? Okay. 


(Briefing concluded at 4:18 P.M.) 
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For Immediate Release December 21, 1982 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE VISIT OF KING HUSSEIN 


The Briefing Room 
1:50 P.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: The briefing on the visit of the President 
with King Hussein will be on background. You may use the quotes as 
they're given to you but they should be attributed to a senior ad- 
ministration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll start with the 
program. 


The King and the President met alone for approximately 
one half hour -- please correct me if -- from 11:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. 
They were joined at that time by the Secretatry of State, Judge Clark 
and Ambassador Habib for about another 15 or 20 minutes. Then those 
in the Oval Office joined the larger groun and the discus:ssions went 
on there for approximately half an hour? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Twenty minutes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Twenty minutes. After 
which we went to lunch, the same group, andthe discussions continued. 


You have all heard che statement of the President and 
the statement of the King. I would only add that, as expected, the 
conversations, the private conversation and the other conversations, 


ranged across a wide spectrum of issues with the focus being the peace 


process. 


When we last met, we noted that this would be high on the 


agenda of both sides. And, indeed, it was. 
I think now I'll just take some questions. 


Q Both the President and the King used the word 
"candor" to describe the nature of their conversations. As a diplo- 
mat, what does candor mean to you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These were intimate, 
very friendly and, as usual in discussions with the Jordanians, very 
frank. And, therefore, very useful. 


Q Are the Jordanians going to enter the Camp David 
peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question of when 


we can broaden the peace process, of course, is the question everyone's 


trying to answer. When the President and the King exchanged their 
assessments of progress to date, this is what it's all about. I 
can't today give you any specific dates. 


I can say, however, that it's clear from the discussions 


between the King and the President that they both share the same sense 


of urgency about the need to move ahead as soon as possible to make 
peace. 


MORE 
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Q When the Arab League delegation was here, you were 
pretty candid yourself in saying that King Hassan had said that they 
couldn't endorse Hussein's coming in until the PLO had done that. And 
we haven't seen anything on the public record to indicate any endorse- 
ments anywhere. 


Did the King repeat that view that -- he said this himself 
in a BBC interview -- did he say to the President he would like to 
but he has to wait for the PLO and the Arab League? Or how did it go -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, look, I'm not 
going to address directly what the President and the King said to each 
Other. But it's very clear to everyone that King Hussein has been out 
front in the support of the President's initiative. He has publicly 
encouraged the PLO to state its acceptance of Israel and 242 and 338. 
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He just made a comment publicly about commitment 
to just and lasting peace in the area. Now, the question of the 
modalities under which the peace process will be broadened has 
always assumed Jordanian plus Palestinian. In large part, this is 


, what the Palestinian, the PLO-Jordanian consultations are all about. 


How far and how fast they are going to go, of course, is the question 


_ which I can't answer. 
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I have a note -- I should have mentioned this -- you'll 
note that the President did say that he was looking forward to 
meeting with King Hussein again before he leaves. Let me anticipate 
a question. We would expect that King Hussein is planning to 
leave Thursday evening so, obviously, in the next couple of days -- 
probably later rather than sooner, I would imagine. 


Today the two Presidents -- or the President and the 
King agreed to have their close advisers meet to continue the discussions 
in greater detail that they engaged in today. There will be meetings 
at the State Department today and tomorrow. The Jordanian side will 
be chaired by the Prime Minister Badran, B-a-d-r-a-n, and the 
U.S. side would be chaired by the Secretary of ‘ate but because of 
his other pressing commitments, Ambassador Habi» will be in the 
chair most of the time. Ambassador Fairbanks wiil be with hin. 


Q What effect has the reports that Philip Habib 
brought with him from the Middle East about the progress made and 
the negotiations towards withdrawal of all the foreign forces 
from Lebanon -- what effect did this report have on the talks of 
King Hussein here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ambze-sador Habib 
made his report to the President this morning and, fortunately, 
was able in person to brief His Majesty about what we've already 
Geseribed publicly as a positive development -- and that is 
the prospect of the earliest -- of an early opening of talks 
between Israel and Lebanon in which we would participate. On 
that point, while welcoming it, we would like -- think it's 
important to keep in mind that the President's policy is the 
quickest possible beginning, the quickest possible end of those 
talks and then the cuickest possible withdrawal of all foreign 


forces in Lebanon. 


Q Are you any closer as a result of the discussions 
today to King Hussein's participating in the peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't address 
that. You ask King Hussein that question. 


Q What then was the reason you're scheduling an 
additional meeting and the further discussions between high 
officials? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There just wasn't 
sufficient time in the time frame which was allocated for the 
discussions with the King for each side to really plumb in depth 
not only the thinking of the other side -- on a whole series 
of issues stemming from the President's peace initiative but also 
to have a profound feeling for the kinds of consultations that 
have been going on with other parties. 


So, we're going to spend the time very productively 
in the next two days and I would assume that the President and 
the King would review the results of those discussions in their 


next meeting. 


Q Is one of those other parties the PLO? Khalid al 
Hassan is in town for 


MORE 
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consultation with Hussein. Will Hussein be talking with him and 
then coming back to talk with Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea whether 
the King will be talking to Khalid al Hassan. I understand, because 
someone told me, that he's in their hotel, so I suppose someone's going 


"4 to be talking to him. 


Q Was there a discussion of the military arrangements? 


_ And was the discussion today of arms sales? And do you expect some 


kind of conclusion before he leaves Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were discussions 
of bilateral issues and that included the question of our security 
relationship with Jordan. There is no change in the status of this 
situation with respect to specific arms. I can only repeat what I 
said on Friday -- if and when the President has the request from 
the King, asking us to go forward, this will be given very serious 
consideration in consultation with the Congress. 


Q Will the King get the F-16's he's asking for -- what 
do you think? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll duck that one. 


Q This positive development that Mr. Habib reported 
about this morning -- about the breakthrough on the matter of withdrawal 
of foreign forces from Lebanon -- did it contribute in any way to 
the clarity of the talks today, what King Hussein and his staff -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a -- not directly, 
but let's understand what we're talking about -- this is a welcome 
development. It seems as though we've broken the procedural impasse, 
at least with respect to the Israeli-Lebanese side of the equation. 

And you are aware there are other sides of that equation -- the Syrian 
and PLO. And in that sense, that's welcome. We're hopeful this 

will go forward. I haven't asked the King, but I assume he thinks 
that's a positive development, too. 


Q Since the King was in Moscow recently, did that 
visit come up with -- is there any message, any report on Moscow? 
And, secondly, did the King report directly on his conversation with 
Arafat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no message, 
but obviously there were discussions. The President and the King 
talked about a whole wide range of issues, including Soviet relations, 
global relations. And the King shared with the President his views 
of his meetings in Moscow. The King also addressed the question of 
the Jordanian-PLO talks that are going on. He was not in Jordan, 
physically, for the recently concluded talks, but the Prime Minister 
and Foreign Minister and Minister of Information who were there are 
here, and so there was a briefing by them on their view of the status 
of the discussions with the PLO. 


Q Can you be more specific about what the agenda 
will be in your talks over the next few days and what degree the 


extension of these talks now has changed the nature of the mission as you 
had described it the other day? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 
it has changed the nature of what I said the other day even though 
I don't quite remember exactly what it was. The talks will give 
us -- these additional talks are going to give us both a better 
opportunity to be briefed and to be more precise with respect to our 
understandings of each other's positions, most particularly on the 
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key issue of what it takes to broaden the peace talks. Now, I can't 
go beyond that. Jim? 


Q First of all, was there a direct call by the 
President to send -- to 











gn 


‘ VEctasstitied for Publication in American rorel 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


come and join the negotiation? And secondly, do you have now a 
better understanding of what is needed in order to bring 
Hussein to the table? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, in a real 
sense, you can interpret the President's September 1 speech as a 
call to broaden the peace negotiations. It was an invitation to 
Jordan to join the negotiations. Everything we were talking about 
in the context of the peace process, which I would say consumed 
most of the time in the various meetings, had to do with the 
prospects of creating those conditions whereby Jordan and the 
Palestinians would join. 


It is in that sense that you -- 


Q My second question -- do you have now a better 
understanding of what are the conditions which are needed in 
order to bring Hussein to the table? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are going to 
spend the next couple of days trying to refine our understanding 
of this. Having said that, I would like to introduce a note of 
caution. I do not believe that, as a result of meetings we are 
going to have, you are going to have any dramatic breakthrough 
and announcement on Thursday. That is not what we are talking 
about. But this is certainly going to move the process forward 
as we see it. 


Q Will there be an attempt, over the coming few 
days, to try and reconcile the Fez summit decisions with 
President Reagan's peace proposal? And did the King reiterate 
his adherence to the Fez summit decisions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you should -- 
I, frankly, do not recall. But I am sure that there is no question 
that Jordan remains by the Arab League summit. On the question 
of reconciliation -- this is a word that suggests a negotiation 
on the President's September 1 initiatives and the proponents of 
Fez. And that is not in the cards. 


Q To rephrase my colleague's question, which you 
answered partly -- this was the first meeting head-to-head, 
face-to-face, between the King and the President since September 1. 
Did the President, in so many words, ask the King for his 
participation in the peace talks? Or is he standing by his 
generalized request to all parties that he made on September 1? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Clearly, the 
President and his whole team reiterated our sense of urgency and 
our hope that Jordan could enter a broadened peace process as soon 
as possible. This was the entire basis of our discussions that 
were devoted to the peace process. I really cannot go beyond 
this, because I do not think the situation lends itself to that 
kind of exchange. 


Q Is it possible that the United States, and 
particularly President Reagan, will change his policy on Israeli 
settlements? And, if so, how? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In what sense, 
change? 


Q Publicly come out more strongly against them, 
call them illegal, publicly urge the Israelis to stop and 
desist and to dismantle the ones that exist -- just for some 
examples. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter.) The 
question of, first, what is the President's policy on 
settlements; they are obstacles to peace. What has he called for 
in his September 1 speech? He called for a settlements freeze. 
These positions of the President are still operative. 


Now, someone else was going to ask a question on 
settlements. 


Q Wait. I wanted to know if he was going to 
change it any further. And did he say that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot answer 
that. 


Q Was it mentioned at all during the talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer is, yes. 
Settlements was very high on the agenda of King Hussein, making 
clear that the continued settlements were viewed as irrefutable 
evidence of 
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the unwillingness of the Israeli government to enter negotiations 
in good faith in the context of 242, peace for territory formula 
which is the basis, also, of the President's peace initiative. 

It was in that sense that the issues were addressed. 


Q Did the President acree to this definition? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the back. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've already described 
what the President's position on settlements is. 


Q But you didn't answer my question which was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't tell you 
whether -- I mean I can't speculate on the what the President's 
positions might be. I know what they are. 


Q Does the President consider them illegal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We all know that 
on the record it says that they are not illegal, but they are 
obstacles to peace. Our position has been on settlements that 
the legalities are not really controlling here. What is controlling 
is the political aspects and that our official position, the 
President's position, is that settlements are very harmful to the 
prospects for broadening the peace process. 


Q In follow up to the question here earlier, if 
I understand you correctly, and maybe others, too, I sense a bit of 
a drift away from what we were led to believe earlier about a 
Palestinian-Jordanian commission which, in a way, will bypass the 
issue of recognition of 242 and Israel's right to exist. And now 
I sense, and maybe others, that there's a shift from that position. 
Is or was our understanding correct and, if so, is there a shift now 
from that understanding of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not trying to answer 
all of the nuances of what you asked, if I understand them, the 
current thinking with respect to broadening the peace process is 
still a Jordanian delegation with Palestinian members drawn from the 
inhabitants of the West Bank and Gaza. That is the Camp David 
formula. That's what we stand by. 


The discussions going on in Amman between the Jordanians 
and the PLO appear to be addressing this issue -- the nature of 
Palestinian representation. Let me out it that way. And, also, 
addressing what we call,in the jargon,the final status issues of the 
nature of a relationship between Jordan and a liberated West Bank 
and Gaza or those parts of it that would no longer be under occupation. 


If you're asking me what do I think the results of 
those meetings will be, I can't tell you because I don't know. 


Q Well, it's not the results. You said you got a 
briefing on how far they've come. Can you give us some idea of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that -- We're told 
that both sides are approaching these meetings in a constructive 
spirit, in good faith, that the discussions are meaningful, that 
the Jordanians are hopeful that when they leave Washington and they 
go back to Amman for other meetings that this will give a push to 
this dialogue. I really can't get into the details any more than 
that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll take two more 
in the back and then Frank -- three more --Bill. Okay. 


MORE 
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| Q On the discussions that are going to continue here 
im Washington, are these same sorts of questions,like the composition 
cf the possible Jordanian-Palestinian delegation, goinc to be 
discussed between the U.S. and the Jordanian side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be discussing 
everything that's relevant to the question of how can we best broaden 
this peace process as soon as possible. I would say, sure, that's 
an obvious subject. How much time you spend on it, I don't know. 

We have rather firm views on the subject. They're governed by Camp 
David. 


Q Is King Hussein suggesting that the U.S. could do 
something that would encourage Palestinians to join or be willing 
to join in the Jordanian delegation? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you can deduce 
from my comments on Hussein's presentations on settlements that 
he thinks there are some things that will make a major difference 
to perceptions amongst the Palestinians. 


Q Did he say it in so many words? 
MR. ALLIN: Frank. 


Q Last week you said that there was a shelf life 
to the President's peace plan. Have you gotten any indications 


_ here that that shelf life has been extended or that you will be 
able to get,.something before the shelf life has run its course? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no question 
that the Jordanians -- that King Hussein shares President Reagan's 
great sense of urgency. 


Q Really? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And ure reason 
for this is the understanding that unless you keep progress going, 
you run the real risk of going nowhere or going backwards. So, 
with -- I'd say that in the context of this reaffirmation of a 
shared sense of urgency that the shelf life hasn't been extended 
but that the -- it's certainly not been shortened and I never 
tried tc define what I meant by the period of shelf life, if you'll 
recall. But I do believe that this will allow us to really make 


progress. 


Q Does this mean that King Hussein has attached a 
condition to his joining the talks -- the settlements will either 
be frozen or diminished? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not really on this. 
I think the King had strong views on the difficulty of -- any of 
the Arabs to come into the broadened talks as long as there were 
settlements continuing. But I -- whether or not this is a 
condition and under what circumstances if we ever hopefully get 
to that point of definition remains to be seen. But certainly 
it's a very tough call and I think you should address yourself 
to the Jordanians for their own view on -- 


MORE 
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MR. ALLIN: Pefore we take the last question from Lesley, 
the President signed the continuing resolution at 1:5l p.m. There 
will be a Presidential written statement shortly -- I would say within 
an hour or so. 


Q Who was in the room with him or -- give us some -- 
MR. ALLIN: That is all that I can tell you. 


Q A group of Senators and Congressmen have urged the 
President not to give any of the sophisticated fighter planes to Jordan 
until they have agreed to come into the peace process. Does the Presi- 
dent generally agree with that line of thinking? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President is certainly 
aware of such sentiments on Capitol Hill. I cannot really characterjze 
whether the President agrees or disagrees, but we all recognize that’ 
if -- that the atmosphere for American-Jordanian relations, on the Hill 
and elsewhere, would be rather dramatically improved if Jordan were 
participating in the peace process with the United States. 


Q But will the administration try to hold this off 
until there is a stronger signal that he is willing to come in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really cannot address 
that. 


Q Well, did the President tell the King that it is 
unlikely -- Cap Weinberger or someone else indicated that it was 
unlikely that it would be approved until this would happen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that the 
Jordanians have a very fine appreciation of the American political 
scene and -- 


Q Was that being made clearer to them today in these 
talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just think that there 
are certain things that are self-evident. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I could just follow 
up on that question. I think that it is a fact that the President does 
recognize there are some legitimate Jordanian security requirements. I 
believe that he has made it clear to His Majesty that over a course of 
time he intends to meet those legitimate requirements. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:19 P.M. EST 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
ANDROPOV'S SPEECH ON SOVIET INF POSITIONS 
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 21, 1982, 2:45 P.M. 





; MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. As I mentioned 
at our noon briefing, we would have a backgrounder at this 
time which we are now going to have. 


We do now have an ON-THE-RECORD five-paragraph 
statement which I will make ON-THE-RECORD up front, and I 
realize that this will have caught some of you by surprise, 
and if there is a request to repeat it later on for cameras 
that may not be here, I'll be happy -- 


Q Consider the ‘request made. 


MR. HUGHES: And we'll have copies of this. The 
ON-THE-RECORD statment is this: 


The President has proposed to eliminate all land- 
based INF missiles at the Geneva talks. This proposal has 
been reaffirmed in recent days by the defense and foreign 
ministers of the NATO Alliance. 


The Soviet proposal contained in Mr. Andropov's 
speech today is unacceptable because it would leave the 
Soviets with several hundred warheads on SS-20s, while 
denying us the means to deter that threat. 
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We cannot accept that the United States should 
agree to allow the Soviets superiority over us because the 
British and French maintain their own national deterrent 
forces. 





Nor can we agree that INF limits should apply 
only in Europe. This would leave the Soviets free to 
threaten our Asian friends as well as to maintain a highly 
mobile missile force that can be moved at any time into 
position to threaten NATO. 


In sum, we hope the Soviets will now come to 
realize that we cannot give up the means to counter the 
nuclear threat they pose to NATO unless the threat is elimi- 
nated all together. 


That's the end of the ON-THE-RECORD statement. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'm sure you know my 
distinguished colleage. This is ON BACKGROUND,-and I'll be 
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happy to answer .the easy questions and he'll answer the 
tough ones. 


Q Attributable to State and Pentagon officials? 
MR. HUGHES: Senior Administration officials. 
Q Can we distinguish their agencies? 


MR.HUGHES: I don't have @ problem with senior 
State Department officials. 


Q What are the key elements of this latest pro- 
posal, and is there anything in the newest proposal about 
dismantling missiles as opposed to simply removing them from 
the range of Western Europe? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: , Let me clarify one thing. First 
of all, the negotiations in’Geneva are confidential, and we 
have tried to keep to the rule of confidentiality. 


Mr. Andropov, in his speech, has talked about 
aspects of what is the Soviet proposal. I don't think it's 
appropriate for us to go beyond what Mr. Andropov has said. 


I can say that so far in the negotiations we have 
not received a concrete Soviet proposal. So when we use the 
word “proposal,” we're talking about an idea or an approach, 
elements of which were discussed in the last round of the 
negotiations, both in the negotiations and on the margins. 
So we were generally familiar with the ideas that were con- 
tained in Mr. Andropov's speech today. There were also 
newspaper articles talking about an approach like this, as 
you know. 


We have discussed this approach within the govern- 
ment so we were not in any way suprised by the ideas con- 
tained in the speech today. We were able to discuss these 
ideas with the Allies, as our statement noted. 


My colleague may want to say a little bit about 
the discussions in Brussels with the defense ministers. We 
held a meeting of the NATO special consultative group during 
the Foreign Ministers Meeting in Brussels recently, so we 
have fully discussed these concepts with the Allies. And as 
the communiques produced by the defense ministers' and 
foreign ministers’ meetings have shown, there is total sup~ 
port for the President's position in the negotiations. 


I don't want to characterize the other 
governments’ attitudes towards proposals. They speak for 
themselves, but you've seen now a statement by the French. 
We've seen, I think, a statement by the British. I haven't 
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seen it myself. I think, generally speaking, the Alliance 
recognizes that this is a one-sided proposal. 


What the Russians are proposing here is that they 
will be able to maintain a massive force of SS-20s targeted 
against our European Allies and the United States would get 
zero. If you want to see it as a variant, it's a Soviet- 
zero option. That is, we get nothing and they get to main- 
tain a complete monopoly in this class of weapons. 


Q How many missiles? 


A I can just simply quote what Mr. Andropov has 
said. is that -- I think he said they would be prepared to 
size their force on the size of the British and French 
forces. 


Q Would they dismantle the remaining missiles 
or simply remove them from the western part of the U.S.S.R.? 


A It's not completely clear, but if they were 
only going to remove them and not dismantle and destroy 
them, then they would be in the position of being able at 
any time, not only to reach parts of the Alliance from the 
Far East -- and I want to remind you that you can reach pla- 
ces like Norway and Turkey from very far into Soviet Asia -- 
but they could also, because these are highly mobile and 
transportable systems, at any time they can move these for- 
ces back into the western portions of the Soviet Union and 
could threaten the Alliance. 


Let me ask my colleague to comment < 


Q Let me just nail this down. Are you saying 
that we don't know if they're referring to dismantling or 
simply removing? 


A I think our assumption is that they are pro- 
bably only referring to removing, but that's why I made my 
Original point. Mr. Andropov has made some statements in a 
speech; elements of that speech were discussed in the last 
round. We expect that we will see some kind of formal 
proposal in the next round, but we have not been given a 
formal, detailed proposal. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: If I might add one point. Even 
if the Soviet proposal were in fact to entail the destruc- 
tion of those SS-20s west of 80 degrees east, in excess of 
the 162 systems that they attribute to the British and 
French, even they were to dismantle all of the remaining 
ones and if they were to keep only those that are presently 
deployed in the Far East and in Central Asia, they would 
still have under this proposal more SS-20s than they had 











when the talks began. 


So what has been characterized as a proposal to 
cut Soviet forces in half has conveyed a very misleading 
impression that this would substantially alter the Soviet 
deployment. 


We didn't like the situation we faced when the talks 
began, and hence the decision to carry forward on the 
deployment on the NATO side. 


Q Why does the United States need its own 
missiles there if the British and French maintain their own 
deterrent force? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Because the purpose of NATO stra- 
tegy and the purpose of American strategy is to defend the 
entire Alliance. The purpose of those missiles is to make 
it very clear to the Soviet Union that any major aggression 
against the Alliance entailS risk of escalation. That has 
been NATO's strategy for thirty years, and these missiles 
play an important role in that strategy as long as this 
massive SS-20 force exists. 


Here, I think it's a very important conceptual 
point. The role of these missiles is different than the 
independent nuclear deterrence of Britain and France. 


Britain maintains an independent deterrent; France 
maintains an independent deterrent. Those are independent, 
sovereign forces. They are not ~¥- of the so-called NATO 
triad of forces that have been the bedrock of NATO strategy 
for many years. . 
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Q If I may, don't you run the risk of utterly 
making arms control impossible if the Soviets can sit there 
and say their forces are their own independent -- 





A I can only tell you that throughout the 
period of the 1970's when we negotiated on strategic forces, 
with the United States and the Soviet Union, the Soviet 
Union in several junctures said that the British and French 
forces had to be limited or taken into account. We never 
accepted that; we argued that these were bilateral nego- 
tiations, that we had no right nor ability to negotiate for 
someone else who is not at the table, and we were able to 
achieve agreements without limiting British and French 
forces. 


I just don't understand why at this juncture we 
have to accept the concept that we're going to limit British 
and French forces when the experience of arms control has 
demonstrated very clearly that we can negotiate equal 
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agreements with the Soviet Union bilaterally. 


I'll make just one other point along these lines. 
I think that if you accept the Soviet position, that we have 
to limit British and French forces, you're really saying, and 
as well, that you leave Asian forces -- Sovie* Asian forces 
out of the equation, you're saying that the Soviet Union has 
the right to be equal to the entire combination of its 
potential adversaries. Putting it differently, you're 
saying that the Soviet Union has the right to be superior 
over any one of those adversaries. 


In other words, the Soviet Union has the right to 
have more forces than the United States, and we simply don't 
accept that concept. 


The President of the United’States has said many 
times that we have to negotiate on the basis of equality. 
There are all kinds of variables that can be brought into 
the negotiations if you're not interested in a serious nego- 
tiating outcome. 


I'll give you an example: The Soviet Union is 
adjacent to western Europe. Being adjacent to western 
Europe, it enjoys several important geographical and strate- 
gic advantages in terms of being able to bring its power to 
bear on western Europe. We're four thousand miles away from 
western Europen though we haven't asked in negotiations to 
be compensated for the fact by the existence of geography. 
And that's essentially what the Soviet Union is asking here. 


We think that experience has demonstrated that 
when the two -- United States and the Soviet Union -- are 
willing to negotiate seriously and get down to business, 
that you can negotiate on the basis of equality. 


Q The proposal is not acceptable, but is it 
considered a serious effort to get negotiations going? Is 
this a serious move that's been made by the Soviet Union or 
is it just totally unacceptable? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It's a re-packaging of the pro- 
posal that they have made from the very beginning with one 
minor change, which is not a significant one, and that is 
they are now talking about a sub-ceiling on missiles. 
Whereas, previously they talked about limitations on missi- 
les and aircraft together. | 


Q Didn’t that also include a sub-ceiling in 
there by 1990? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Initially, they were talking 
about 300 systems on both sides, missiles and aircraft. Now 
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. talking about 300 on both sides, missiles and 
aireratt at which no more than 162 could be missiles. So it 


essentially a re-packaging, a variant, if you will, of — 
their original position. 


But, to repeat, if we were to accept the most 
optimistic interpretation of what the Soviets have proposed, 
which is that they would dismantle everything above the 162 
and the number now in the Far East, they would be left with 
more SS-20s than they had on the day these negotiations 
began. | 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Which was already much too high. 
Q What was that figure -- a hundred? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think it's roughly a hundred. 
Between 90 and a 100 in the Far East.’ 


About 250 SS-20s when the negotiations started 
last November. i 


Q Could you negotiate your Pershings and GLCM's 
against that 162? 


A The Soviets are saying that we ge: nothing. 


Q I know what they're saying. Maybe they're 
just opening the bidding so to speak. 


A We're negotiating there. If they come for- 
ward with a proposal that doesn't continue to take the posi- 
tion, which their's have, that we get nothing and they get 
something, it's very difficult to see where that leads us. 


--MORE-- 
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'@) Is there another alternative besides 
dismantling and removal, and that is to turn them into 
SS-16 ICBMs? And what would be the U.S. reaction to that sort 
of move? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: There is an agreement that precludes 
the deployment of SS-l16s. You have to go back and revise 
SALT TWO to permit that. But that would hardly improve our 
situation. | 


Q What about this reference in that speech to "no 
first conventional use?" Is that something new, or how do you 
interpret that? . 


FIRST OFFICIAL; /I'm just not sure, Mike, and that 
is something we will have to look into; but clearly, it is a 
purely rhetorical statement. The Soviets have never been 
great practitioners of “no first conventional use," and 
certainly didn't practice that in Afghanistan nor have they 
practiced it against their allies in Eastern Europe. 


What is important is, I think, a serious approach to 
arms control -- and this was a critique we made of the "no nuclear 
first use" -- it is‘easy to make a declaratory policy; the 
question is, how does one police it? 


What we want to do is negotiate arms agreements that 
actually constrain and dramatically reduce the capabilities of 
both sides. “No-first-use" proposals don't do that. 


Q Is there any part of this proposal that you 
regard as positive? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Of what proposal, Marvin? 
Q Of everything that Andropov said today. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think we were pleased with the 
fact that Mr. Andropov has endorsed the President's concept 
for nuclear confidence-building measures. You will remember 
that the President first talked about these initiatives in a speech 
in Berlin last summer. More recently, he laid out in more 
detail, in his televised speech last month of our proposals, 
and we were pleased that the Soviet Union is willing to take 
up these proposals and that they also seem to have some ideas 
to offer of their own. 


Q. Just to follow that up please, if most of what 
they have said -- this is the only part of it that you think 
offers some positive prospect -- why did Andropov put forward 
SPS DSSSts hobs this repackaging of all of the earlier Soviet 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: I think, clearly, they are getting 
ready for another negotiating round. The Soviets have been 
waging a peace offensive for some time. They are trying to 
demonstrate that they are willing to negotiate seriously -- we 
understand that fact. The critical thing is how they behave 
at the negotiating table; and I think, quite honestly, they 
have been put a little off-guard by the strength of the 
President's call for eliminating an entire category of 
weapons systems in the Geneva talks, and I think they have 
been put off-balance somewhat by the continuing strong and 
united support within the Alliance for that proposal. 


Q Do you see this, then’ -- Andropov's first shot at 
arms control -- as Andropov's launching his own peace offensive? 


a 

FIRST OFFICIALY ‘I wouldn't categorize it that way. 
I think we are seeing just a continuation here, as the second 
official put it, of both the Soviet approach to these talks 
and their public affairs line. What they've done is, they've 
embellished somewhat on their original position in the 
negotiations, which is that the United States should be able 
to deploy nothing in Europe, where they continue to have a 
complete monopoly on these systems. 


Q What kind of impact do you think this is going 
to have on the peace movement or the neutralist moment -- the 
anti-nuclear movement -- within Western Europe? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I can't say, but ‘anyone who is 
interested in serious arms control has to recognize that both 
sides have to accept constraints, not just one. 


Q On the numbers, can you just straighten one 
thing out? You said that if you were to take this what boils 
down to 162 SS-20s, it would be more than they had when the 
negotiations began. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: This is overall numbers of SS-20s. 


Q But I thought you said that there were over 250 
when they started. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right -- overall numbers. 
They are talking about a regional sub-ceiling, so ostensibly, 
Or presumably, you would see perhaps 162 SS-20s in the western 
Soviet Union, but you would have to add to that their numbers 
in Asia, which as Richard pointed out, would give you a total 
that -- 
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Q What is the current number in Asia, roughly? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: I thought we said 90 to 100. 


Q Don't you see this as a way of the Soviets 
moving towards some kind of a sub-ceiling on missiles for both 
sides in Europe, and that we can get to a stage in the 
negotiations where their condition on the British and the 
French is dropped, and we're talking about 162 or something 
like that -- that kind of limitation? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: You're asking me to speculate on 
what the Soviet motives are. I think that their proposals so 
far have continually ruled out the-deployment of one single 
U.S. system while they keep a substantial force of their own. 


o ff 
Q Do you consider it significant that they have, 
for the first time, made public their START proposal of a 25 
percent reduction? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't think that this is the 
first time. I think that Mr. Kornienko submitted an article 
to Newsweek magazine where that figure was shown, so there is 
really nothing new at all in the discussion by Mr. Andropov of 
their START position. | 





Let me just make one other point, going back to the 
balance in Europe, because sometimes I think that arms 
control and the negotiations tend to create an artificial idea 
of the reality of the balance in Europe. I think it's worth 
making two points: when one thinks about military stability 
in Europe, you're not talking only about nuclear weapons; 
you're talking about the conventional forces. We've got to 
remind ourselves constantly of the tremendous imbalance in 
conventional capabilities that exists in the Alliance. 


We also have to remind ourselves about the other 
nuclear weapons in Europe or that could be used against 
Europe. This goes back to the British and French forces. The 
NATO Alliance undertook a study last year of that overall 
nuclear balance and found that the Soviet Union could have as 
many as 8,000 aircraft that could be used to deliver nuclear 
weapons against targets in Europe; and that right now, 2500 
aircraft, operationally, could be used by the Soviet Union and 
its Warsaw Pact allies. I think this compares to, I'd say, 
400 similar aircraft on the NATO side, so it's impossible to 
argue that if you include British and French forces in an 
overall assessment of the nuclear balance in Europe, that 
somehow there is a balance. There just isn't. Depending on 
exactly how you count it, NATO is at a disadvantage of 3 
to 6 to 1 in overall nuclear systems in Europe. 
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Q Does this speech leave you more pessimistic 
about prospects in the next round of the INF talks? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No, we're not pessimistic, and we 
are going to continue to negotiate seriously. But we believe 
what is vital to the success of the negotiations is for the 
European allies and the United States together to demonstrate 
that in the absence of an acceptable agreement, that we will 
go ahead and deploy on schedule beginning at the end of 1983. 
We believe that once the Soviet Union believes that and 
recognizes that fact, that we will have a better chance of 


obtaining an agreement. 





Q The 25 percent cut that the Soviets have pro- 
posed would bring the two sides down’ to a level of about 1800 
long-range missiles and bombers, what are the deficiencies in 


that? s 

FIRST OFFICIAL: They are pretty obvious. We have 
called for much more substantial cuts because cuts are good in 
and of themselves -- we think people support reductions -- but 
also because we have a concept behind our negotiating 
approach, and that is to focus on the most destabilizing 
weapons, the weapons that could create uncertainties in time 
of crisis. We do not believe that reductions to the level 
that the Soviets are talking about will solve the problems of 
destabilizing weapons. They do not ask the Soviet Union to 
undertake the reductions in its land-based missile force that 
would create a more stable nuclear balance. 


/ 


Do you want to add -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I think in the absence of speci- 
fics, one has to assume that any reductions would be in the 
Older systems that are probably slated for retirement, in any 
case, at some point in the not-too-distant future. The fact 
is that even at 1800, with freedom to decide which 1800 were 
the ones that counted, there would be room for a continuing 
Soviet build-up. So it counts the wrong thing. 


Q To use the buzz word, is that considered a 
serious offer by the Soviets, or is that something less than 
serious? And it does go further than the March '77 proposal 
that Carter made when he sent Vance to Moscow, so there does 
seem to be some movement toward reduction. So is that 
considered serious or non-serious? 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: I think the whole concept behind 
reductions is to bring nuclear forces down to a level where 
some stability attends. A proposal to reduce to 1800, 
depending on what the I800 were, might actually make the 
situation worse rather than better, so it depends very much on 
what the forces look like that are permitted and what is 
dropped from the inventory. Can't answer the question just 
in terms of 1800. 


Q Do you see in anything that Andropov has said 
a wrinkle that is different from what Brezhnev would have 
said? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I don't. This looks very much 
like a continuation of the policies of Mr.’ Brezhnev. I 
believe that it is intended to produce a negotiation in the 
editorial pages of the United States and its allies. I think 
the Soviets are hoping that by repackaging their basic 
position to create an impression of movement on their part, 
because they really haven't come up with a satisfactory answer 
to zero on both sides, which we believe satisfies the desires 
of people all over the world, and particularly in Europe. 


Q Is there any evidence that they have made a 
similar offer to the Chinese to reduce the number of SS-20s, 
or whatever they have? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No, we've seen no evidence. 


On this question of serious, I don't think it is 
very helpful to, every time something happens in the 
negotiations, to have to say whether or not this or that move 
is serious. We have said -- and continue to say -- that we 
believe the negotiations are being conducted in a serious 
manner. 


Q If you take it from their point of view, they 
have to face both the French and the British in addition to 
anything that we have. So could they not be in a position where 
they think that they would be at a disadvantage were we to 
have our forces in addition to the French and British? What 
would be the incentive for them? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't know. I'm not in the prac- 
tice of feeling sorry for the Soviets, but -- 


Q I'm not asking you to. I'm asking you to look 
at it from their point of view and tell us what their incen- 
tive would be to negotiate -- 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: You would have to ask them why, 
then, they've been willing in the past to sign agreements with 
the United States that did not take the British and French 
forces into account. And it is strange that if we do not 
believe that they should be taken into account -- but they 
are, for the most part, sea-based systems; and as sea-based 
systems, they do not even fit into these negotiations. 


What we're talking about in these negotiations are 
land-based, intermediate-range missiles. So if they were to 
fit into the negotiations somewhere, somehow, they certainly 
wouldn't fit into these negotiations. They are much more 


similar in terms of their doctrine and their character to for- 


ces that are negotiated elsewhere. 
SECOND OFFICIAL: Could I add a point to that? 


I think the signjficance of the Soviet insistence on 
the inclusion of British and French forces has to be seen in 
the light of the number of those forces and the number of 
Soviet forces generally. The Soviets have something on the 
order of 25,000 nuclear weapons, all of which can be brought 
to bear against Europe. 


They are talking about 162 British and French 
systems. Clearly, the balance is unaffected by 162 systems, 
in the military sense. I think it is clear -- and has been 
clear over the last decade of negotiation -- that the Soviet 
effort has been to divide the Alliance by separating the 
United States from its Allies in ways that we have regarded as 
inadmissible from the beginning. * 4 


FIRST OFFICIAL: You know, there is one additional 
point: it is just as convenient that by trying to size their 
proposal to the British and French forces that we come out 
with zero. In other words, by talking about the British and 
French forces, they are essentially able to argue that the 
United States should have no nuclear systems in Europe, and 
they know they consequences of that, the profound political 
and psychological consequences in terms of the continuing cre- 
dibility of the American nuclear guarantee. So it is more a 
device to get the U.S. nuclear presence out of Europe -- and 
as my colleague said, to take advantage of the consequences. 


Q Gentlemen, in his most recent speech, the 
President referred to the negotiations with the Soviets, said 
they were serious and said things were moving in the right 
direction. Presumably, he was referring to ideas such as 
these. Why is it that the President ON THE RECORD finds 
some of these things moving in the right direction, and you 
all ON BACKGROUND can't find anything positive in them at all? 


A No. I don't think that's accurate. I think if 


you go back and look -- I just said that these negotiations 
were serious. 
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Q But what makes him think things are moving 
in the right direction? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think if you go back and read the 
President's speech, I think what he referred to when you say, 
"Moving in the right direction,” is he was not talking about 
the INF negotiations, he was talking about START; and he 
was referring to the fact, as some of the questions here 
refer, that the Soviets had accepted at least in principal 
the concept of reductions. 


Q Well, let's just -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: And that-is a move in the right 
direction. But, having sgid that, we've made it very clear 
that the reductions do nat go far enough in START, and 
they're not militarily meaningful. But I don't think there's 
any difference here. I don't think the President was des- 
cribing the overall negotiations; I think he was referring 
to the fact that in START they —- concept of 
reductions. 


Q But by the same token -- can I follow that 
up? -- by this same token, then, even though the Soviets 
have not moved to a.position that this Administration finds 
acceptable on the INF, can it be said that by accepting 
the lower numbers, lower ceilings than before, they're moving 
in the right direction, or is that not true? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't think you can make that 
case, because the fact is that in the INF area, we have to 
constantly remind ourselves that this is not like START 
where both sides have forces already in place and they're 
negotiating about reducing them. 


What the INF problem is, is that the Soviets 
already have a massive monopoly in these capabilities, 
and any small reductions in those capabilities in an agree- 
ment that would not let us in any way respond to the threat 
that these systems reflected is simply not acceptable. 


Q How can you refer to those as "small reduc- 
tions"? If my numbers are correct, you've got about 600 
systems -- SS-4s, 5s and 20s -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Oh, come on. You know those 
4s and 5s have been in the field for over 20 years. The 
Soviets have already unilaterally said that they were 
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going to retire them -- they would have to retire them or 
they'd fall down. Come on. You can't -- 


Q They're still pointed at capitals -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: The Russians have said now for 
a very long time -- 


° FIRST OFFICIAL: How many times you want to pay 
them for that? They've said they've got to retire them -- 


Q Let's look atthemath for a second and 
just tell me where it's wrong. You've got about 600 
systems. You' take out 90 to 100 for the ones on the 
Eastern front. That's left with 500. If you reduce 
the 162 -- that's about 350, systems they will dismantle. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Because that mathis not mili- 
tarily relevant. The system that counts, the system that 
has led to the December '79 decision in the first place, 
was the SS-20. It's a mobile, highly accurate, very 
lethal system deploying three multiple warheads, and 
what the Soviets are trying to do is they're trying, just 
as they have -- if you want to take your math-- is compare 
a system that's over 20 years old that they have already 
decided to retire, and they want to lump it together with 
the SS-20s. 


That's how they're going to try to sell this 
proposal. The reality of their proposal is -- the reality 
is is that the end result is that we get a big fat zero 
in terms of what we are able to deploy in Europe, and the 
Soviets are able to have an SS-20 threat of almost500 war- 
heads in the Western part of the Soviet Union that can be 
used to strike Europe, and possibly in a larger number of 
systems in Asia which could be any time moved in to target 
Europe. 


That's just unacceptable. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: The Soviets have said for a 
long time that the SS-20s replace on a one-for-one basis 
the 4s and 5s which they now claim would constitute a 
major concession -- the reduction of which they now claim 
would constitute a major concession. 


We have retired more missiles than that in Europe 
since they were initially deployed in the 1950s and 60s. 
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Q If they were to allow you an equivalent 
number, would 162 be a good number, a bad number? Say 
they've said, "All right, you have 162 weapons." - 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The best number is zero. 
Q I understand that. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: It’s the best number. 

Q But they haven't bought that. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We have called for a total 
elimination of an entire category of weapons systems, 
and it's an idea that has generated a lot of support in 
this country, it's generated a lot of support in Europe, 
and it's too good an idea to abandon. 


Q But I want to get back. This is the repackag- 
ing, it is nothing new, it is not something that will get 
negotiations off dead center. 


Would you go so far as to say it's a propaganda 
ploy? I mean, you talked about getting negotiations going 
on the editorial pages. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I said I thought it was intended 
to stimulate a negotiation in our editorial pages, and it 
has already had some minor effect -- some minor consequence 
along those lines. 


Q But you don't see it as anything beyond 
that? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I think the Soviets are hoping 
that it will undermine support for the dual track decision. 
I think they'll be disappointed. 


Q But wouldn't you agree that the introduction 
of the special regional sub-ceiling for SS-20s is specifically 
targeted to curry favor with the West European governments 
who are likely to regard it with favor? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: They haven't. 


Q No. But when you talked -- isn't it true that 
when you earlier in this briefing you talked about NATO 
unanimity, that was unanimity in the ministerial meetings 
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earlier this month on a proposal which -- on a Soviet pro- 
posal which did not include this regional sub-ceiling. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. You're wrong. We discussed 
the regional sub-ceiling concept at the defense ministers' 
meeting. We discussed it at the foreign ministers’ meeting. 
Paul Nitze briefed the NATO Council on this. The allies 
have been kept fully up to date on the course of the negotia- 
tions, and there was agreement that the sub-ceiling concept 
that they outlined is not satisfactory. 


Q At that stage did the allies know that the 
regional sub-ceiling concept had actually been put on the 
table by the Soviets? 


aa 
FIRST OFFICIAL:, Ae I said, it has not formally 
been put on the table. Let me put it this way: The allies 
knew as much about these negotiations as any official in 
this government. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I was at the ministerial meet- 
ing in Brussels. We briefed the allies on precisely this 
proposal, although we made it clear that the Soviets had 
been less than formal in putting it forward. 


This led in the communique of the NPG by 
ministers to a statement reaffirming support for the 
President's zero proposal. 


There was then some speculation from the press, 
following statements by John Nott and Joseph Luns, that 
the allies might have backed away from the President's 
proposal. And so ministers, in their next ministerial 
session -- which was the DPC, which does not normally 
deal with nuclear matters -- took the unprecedented step 
of readopting the language of two days earlier just to 
lay to rest any speculation that there was any disagreement 
within the alliance about how to respond to the Soviet pro- 
posal. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I just might add that at the 
press conference whi¢ch we gave in Brussels following the 
special consultative group, some of you were there, and 
we endorsed the zero option, and we endorsed the December 
"79 decision -- that that followed a meeting where we dis- 
cussed the Soviet ideas in detail. 
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Q Of course, the zero proposition would be 
ideal from our point of view and we can argue maybe from 
the allies, but are you saying or are we to infer from what 
you have said that any kind of a numbers game,--leaving 
both sides with numbers of these kinds of missiles, either 
aimed at Europe or in Europe aimed at the Soviet Union, is 
out of the question, unacceptable, we will not settle for 


anything but a zero? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I can't speculate on what's 
out of the question. Our position remains that of attempt- 


ing to eliminate an entire category of weapons. That's 
our ~osition. . 


Q Presumably Mr. Andropov knew the results of 
the Brussels meetings you were referring to. In other words, had 
got a signal already before he made this speech. 


Was he not perhaps aiming at somebody quite dif- 
ferent from what we've been discussing, namely, public 
opinion in Europe -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Of course. 


Q Yes. And I'm suggesting not just the editorial 
pages, but a wider audience. How do you assess the effect of 
this in that context? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It's very hard to determine what 
effect it will have. I can just reiterate what we've said, 
that the Soviets have got to understand that the key to 
resolving the INF issue lies in Geneva in serious negotia- 
tions and not in terms of trying to influence public opinion. 


They would like, of course, to not pay anything 
for derailing the December 1979 decision. In other words, 
win a public affairs campaign and not have to sit down and 
negotiate seriously in Geneva. And the best way to demon- 
strate that that is the only real option facing them is for 
the Alliance to continue to be united on implementing the 
terms of the December '79 decision. 


Q Why are you so concerned about using the 
word “propaganda,” and you've come up with these various 
public affairs campaigns and editorial pages and all that. 


I mean, aren't you really saying "propaganda"? 
Why don't you just say it? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: What? 

Q If that's what you mean. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: You want me eo sar "propaganda"? 
Q I'm asking you -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Propaganda. (Laughter) 


Q -- why don't you say it if that's what you 
really mean. 


a* 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It conndétes --_ 
4 . 
Q It's a dirty’ word? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It connotes lies,. and the 
Soviets are floating a proposal in the hope that pecple 
will mistakenly commend it as a step forward, and I sommend 
to you the morning papers. 


They're not lies, but they are intended to pro- 
duce a political result. 


Q How do you read the kird of threat that if 
we go ahead with the deployment of the Pershings, that 
they'll go ahead with deployment and testing of a long- 
range cruise missile? Is that a threat? , 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It stands the evolution of 
this whole issue on its head since the deployment we're 
talking about on the Western side is a modest response 
quantitatively much smaller than the SS-20s that it is 
intended to counter. So they are now saying if you counter 
our force, we will deploy something -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The Soviets already have a sub- 
stantial force of cruise missiles. That's one thing. 
And, secondly, I just think you have to think -- sit back 
and think where we would be if every time we needed to 
undertake a necessary military modernization program, that 
the reason we wouldn't undertake that program is somehow 
the Soviets might respond. 


Q Just to aid public clarity in this, we've 
been throwing a lot of numbers around, and you've said 
if you subtract this number from their total deployment, 
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they would end up with more SS-20s than you had when we 
started. 


As I understand it, at the NATO meeting they had 
333 -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q -- SS-20s. How many SS-4s and 5s are still 
deployed, although we gather they're on the way out? What 
is the global figure we're talking about? What is the 162 
being subtracted from, and what would be left where? And 
you've referred to this but you haven't given us a check- 


list? 
4 


FIRST OFFICIAL:’ bo-you want to do it, or do you 
want me to do it? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Well, look, they had -- when 
the talks began, they had roughly 250 SS-20s. Under the 
proposal they've made, they would have something like 260 
SS-20s. They would actually have more than they had 
when the talks began, and we would have zero, as we had 
when the talks began, 


Let me be very clear, we did not think the situa- 
tion was satisfactory when the talks began, so our desire 
is not to return to those numbers. Our desire is to produce 
zero on both sides. ° 


They have roughly 300 SS-4s and 5s remaining. 
They have been dismantling SS-4s and 5s. They have said 
for a very long time that the SS-20 is a replacement for 
the 4s and 5s. They simply deployed the 20s before removing 
the 4s and 5s, but that continues, and we expect that 
number to go to zero. 


Q What is the warhead count on the French and 
English systems? 


— 


FIRST OFFICIAL: One. The French systems I think 
have one warhead per missile. 


Q The Poseidons are three, aren't they? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The British doesn't have Poseidons. 
They have Polaris. And I think they have three on each, 
Barrie, but I -- they're not MIRV'd. They're not raltiply 
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targeted, so it's more the effect of a sort of shotgun. 


Q The French ones are land-based, the rest 
are all -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right. Only 18 inter- 
mediate range land-based missiles. 


Q You said earlier that this amounted to an 
embellishment of an earlier proposal, and that the Soviets 
had now put in a sub-ceiling on missiles underneath the 
overall ceilings on planes and missiles, and I think you 
referred to the number of 300. | 

Is that where they began the talks? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Was it 300? I could not tell from what 
Andropov said whether he was referring to limits on planes 
and missiles just European -- that is, French and English -- 
or all planes, including ours. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: They began by proposing 300 
overall. I think that's where they are today. The only 
thing that's changed is this sub-ceiling. 

Q 300 by 1990, right? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Right. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: It would phase down. 


Q I thought there was a little sub-ceiling in 
that. Is that not right? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. 

Q What about 160? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: No. 

Q In other:words, there was some carrying of 
the British and French arsenal at the outset without 
distinguishing between aircraft and missiles. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: That's right. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:29 p.m.) 
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— BY 
6800 Pa. BST? SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S REMARKS 
AT RECOMMISSIONING OF 
THE U.S.S. NEW JERSEY 


December 23, 1982 
The Briefing Room 
10:00 A.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: In light of the holiday schedule, we thought 
it would be best to have a read-out for you on the President's 
speech next Tuesday at the recommissioning of the U.S.S. New Jersey. 
The Secretary of the Navy, John Lehman, is here to review the 
President's concern about our naval situation and put it in that 
perspective for you. He will make a brief opening statement, and 
then will take your questions. 


This briefing is ON BACKGROUND, should be attributed 
to a senior naval department official, and it is embargoed for 
release until 6:00 p.m. Monday, December 27th. 


Okay. 

Q Can we have him on the record instead? 
MR. ALLIN: We prefer to do it on background. 
Q Why? 

MR. ALLIN: We prefer to do it on background. 
Q Do you have any objections, sir? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I agree with 
whatever Mort says. (Laughter.) 


MR. ALLIN: You can get yourself in big trouble over 
that. (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The President's 
recommissioning is of great significance for a variety of reasons. 
It, kind of, combines the major themes of President Reagan's Naval 
Recovery Program. A lot of attention has been given to the 
expansion to 600 ships from the, roughly, 460 ships that were in 
the fleet when the administration started. The reason for the 
expansion is simply and straightfowardly the commitments that 
represent the vital interests of this country, which are embodied 
in some 40 treaty relationships. And other vital interests like 
our oil dependencies bind us to meet obligations and commitments 
in all the world's oceans. And 460 ships were simply not 
sufficient to meet our minimum vital interests. And, hence, the 
expansion was required. 
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You will all recall the debates of the past talked 
about swinging the fleet. Well, today, that is impossible -- to 
swing the fleet out of the Pacific to meet a NATO contingency, 
for instance. Today, we are very dependent on Alaskan oil that 
was not a dependency before. We have firm and strong ties of 
security dependency on allies in the Far East. And we no longer 
can think about swinging the Seventh Fleet out of the Pacific to do 
the job in the Atlantic. 


So the 600-ship Navy is based on the cold and 
common sense calculation of where our national interests lie 
and the minimum force needed to meet them. The battleships are 
a major part of the building blocks of that expansion. The program 
is to reactivate all four of the remaining Iowa class ships. There 
were Orginally six of them. Two were broken up in the past. These 
will provide major strike power in wartime in a wide variety of 
potential deterrence scenarios. And in peacetime, they will provide 
increased capability for the peacetime deterrent deployments that, 
Since the second World War, have involved the Navy in some 250 
crisis management kinds of operations such as the Marine presence 
in Lebanon that is going on right now. 


You have all heard Henry Kissinger and others brief 
in this room, at this podium how the first question asked in any 
crisis in this building -- certainly when I was here for five 
years on the NSC -- the first question the President always asks 
is -- where are the carriers. Well, now he is going to ask -- 
where are the carriers and the battleships -- because this gives 
us an immediate force expansion of deterrent capability that will 
be deployed in peacetime worldwide. 


MORE 
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A moment about the battleships themselves. These Iowa class were 
designed prior to World War II. The New Jersey was laid down shortly 
before I was born and was commissioned in 1943. She took part in 
nine major battles during the Second World War including Truk and 

the Phi ippine Sea, Leyte Gulf, Okinawa, Iwo Jima, and then was 
deactivated in the period between the Second World War and Korean 
conflict -- reactivated in Korea, earned four more battle stars in 
Korea, deactivated after Korea, reactivated in 1969 or 1967, saw 
duty in late ‘68, ‘69 in Vietnam, was deactivated in '69 again, 

and reactivated now in its most ambitious reactivation of all. 


The prior reactivations were basically just bringing 
her out of mothballs in her original configuration. This reactivation 
was a major modernization. We, in effect, took this historic ship 
and completely modernized her with the latest high-tech computer age 
kinds of weapon systems. We left on her the basic 16 inch main mounts 
Nine of them fire a 2700 pound projectile -- a total distance of 
26 miles at max range. We left on six of her twin five inch gun 
mounts and then we added the very latest high tech naval equipment 
Starting with the Tomahawk cruise missile which has an anti-ship 
and a land attack role. It can be nuclear or conventional armed. 

We added 32 of these in armored box launchers. We added 16 Harpoon 
which is about 60 mile range anti-ship sea skimming missile -- far 
more capable than the Exocet, for instance, which recently got a 
lot of publicity. And we added the latest SLQ-32 multi-mode j2mmers 
that -- it's the latest in electronic warfare equipment. We added 
the SPS-49 which is our latest air defense surface -- or air mass 
search radar; super-RBOC which is the chaff defenses that were 
the main defense of the Brits against cruise missiles. We added 
the Phalanx computer radar-guided close-in Gatling guns -- fires 
uranium shells at 4,000 rounds a minute. And so, on the 28th 

this ship will deploy as the most modern warship in the world. 


Q Are you afraid it's going to sink because of 
all your equipment? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Actually, the 
gross weight is less than its original deployment. That's the beauty 
of high-tech that it doesn't weigh much. 


Q What's the uranium round? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFI7TIAL: Spent uranium 
is a more dense and a more powerful projectile for -- this gun 
has shot down five inch hypersonic aun projectiles. It's a 
very, very effective gun. But you need for close-in, if a 
Cruise missile or an attack aircraft gets in that last mile 
through the outer layers of defense, you need very heavy punch 
to stop it. And so the main ammunition for these 20 millimeter 
Gatling guns is spent uranium. 


Q -- heavy bullet. 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It's a very heavy 
bullet, yes. 


Q Mr. Secretary, despite the new armament on this, 
battleships are historically very big and historicaily very slow. 
What makes you think that this is not the wrong weapon for the 
wrong war? 





TMUMILIVGUiVit «ttl Pwr Var vrerynt 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ve 


i ee ee | 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Well, they are 
historically very big and somehow I keep seeing in the dialogue 
in this town equating big with vulnerable which is, of course, 
the opposite of the laws of physics. They are not, as you suggest, 
very slow. They are, in fact, the fastest major combatants afloat. 


I was aboard New Jersey in sea trial. She did 32 
knots with only part of her boilers on the line. She will do at 
least 36 knots which is faster than nearly all of the Soviet major 
combatants. 


; Q She won't be operating alone. She'll be operating 
with a screen of other ships, will she not? So, what is her effective 


speed? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: First of all, her 
effective speed is -- depends on the scenario. And she will be -- she 
will operate -- she operated in World War II with the fast carriers 
as, in fact, the gun-fire screens for the carriers. She can operate -- 
she is not the limiter. If speed is an asset, it is the smaller, 
cheaper ships that reformers try to make us buy that are the limiters 
in speed because they can't go as fast as the bigger ships. 


The New Jersey, the Iowa class, has more than 16,000 tons 
of armor plate which is more than the heaviest cruiser we have afloat 
today -- the total displacement of it. It has 96 different grades of 
armor. It's got multiple hulls against torpedo defenses, 17-inch 
stressed armor steel. An Exocet, hitting where it hit at the level it 
hit, would have bounced off literally the New Jersey. Had it hit in 
other parts of the structure, the New Jersey would have been contained 
in the baffling and multiple-armored bulkheads and that's why the 
Nimitz and the battleship are the essential building blocks for the 
fleet becr-se they can take hits as we have learned the hard way does 
happen in wir time. They can take hits and keep fighting. 


Q So, despite the lessons of places like Port Arthur 
and Pearl Harbor, you're saying the battleship is the ship of the future? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'm saying that the 
battleship will have a very valuable deterring and war-fighting role 
for longer than probably any of us in this room are engaged in the 
business we're in. It's a basic, solid piece of real estate that moves 
around at 36 knots on which you can keep the latest, updated technology. 


The lessons of Pearl Harbor and of Okinawa and of all 
of the battles of World War II and every battle right up to the Falklands 
is that you need air superiority in order to prevent taking heavy 
attrition in your force. The battleship cannot provide air superiority. 
It must operate with the air superiority provided by aircraft carriers 
or, in certain areas of the world, under the cover of land-based air. 


We would not deploy New Jersey in a threat area without 
air support provided by probably aircraft carriers as part of the 
task force but,in some areas,U.S. air force support would provide it. 


Q What do they cost to bring it out of mothballs and 
then, if you could separate out the cost of all of the advanced, high- 
tech equipment that you put it on? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Yes, the total cost 
and why this ship -- this event on the 28th -- combines the major 
themes of the Reagan program is that it is ahead of schedule, some 
three months ahead of the original schedule I testified to, about 
three weeks ahead of the final one I approved in September of ‘81 
when we began work on the ship. It will come in under the budgeted 
cost, which was $326 million -- was appropriated by Congress. We will 
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deliver the ship with all its weapon systems, fully tested out, ready 
to operate, ready to go to sea. It's been to sea now. It's completed 
her three sea trials, got a strong up-check in all of them -- for 
less than $326 million. 

Q How much less? 


‘4 SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'd prefer 
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to keep that a little vague. We will apply what is left over 

to do the normal fine tuning in the post shake-down period. But 
it's less than $326 million. Three hundred and twenty six million 
is less than the cost of a new frigate which is our smallest 
combatant, which carries one three inch gun. So, the cost 
effectiveness of this is tremendous and it symbolizes the discipline 
that is applied -- being applied now to bring the cost down across- 
the-board in our development and procurement in the Pentagon. 


Q Can you give us any comparisons when -- the 
last time the New Jersey was re-commissioned, what was the 
cost -- 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The last time the 
New Jersey was re-commissioned, I believe the cost was $75 million 
and that was a very minimal reactivation. They added sort of, 
portable air conditioners and new communications equipment but 
they did not add any new armaments. They mainly deactivated. 
They did not activate all of the qun mounts. And, of course, 
15 years ago when it was reactivated, a dollar was worth 50 cents 
or something. 


Q -- ask you, how do you see the use of this 
battleship? What type of scenario? Where will this be useful -- 
in the Middle East or -- 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It's always 
important to bear in mind that there are two uses of military 
force. The one overall purpose you buy these things is to 
deter conflict and that is, in turn, a function of war fighting 
capability. So, what it does in war time to -- how it would 
actually be employed if deterrence were to fail and the firing 
started is the first thing we buy the ship for. That's what 
drives the purchase. 


But in fact, if it's successful, if we make the 
richt choices and have the proper strength, then what it actually 
gets used for is the peacetime steaming and deterring of peacetime 
operations. Let's take them one at a time. 


War fighting task of this ship is to operate as part 
of a carrier battle group which -- and it *rings to that battle 
group a very survivable platform with strike capability in its 
cruise missiles, its Tomahawks -- a very capable screen for 
anti-ship, anti-surface ship warfare both at long range of 
60 miles with the Harpoons and then close-in with its five inch 
guns which are very effective against smaller patrol boats 
that may happen to penetrate outer screen, that kind of thing. 

It is a very good part of the area layer defense with its SLQ-32, 
its search radar and its Phalanx gun system. And then it would 
Operate as the center of a surface action group where air 
superiority is provided elsewhere -- to provide fire power against 
surface warfare, against enemy surface ships, combatants as 

well as commercial. It would operate in one of its more 

important modes as providing massive fire power for forces ashore, 
Marine amphibious army mobile insertions ashore, providing taat 
fan of gunfire, of 26 miles. And it, for instance, in the Persian 
Gulf, most of the targets of interest, the oil facilities and 

so forth are actually under the 16 inch gun ranges of that 

ship standing off -- over the horizon. So, it has a very wide 
variety of war fighting uses. 


In peacetime, it will function like a carrier. It 
will provide the deterring presence in the Persian Gulf, the 
Caribbean, the Indian Ocean, the Mediterranean. It will be a 
major U.S. force presence necessary to back American foreign 


policy. 
Q Where does it go first? 
SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: She will go first 
MORE 
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to the Pacific. She will deploy on what we call a mini-cruise, 

a mini-deployment of just over three months. She will, in fact, 
visit some of the scenes of her greater glories in the Philippines, 
and will operate in exercises with the 
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Seventh Fleet in the western Pacific. And then she will come back 
for her post-shakedown availability and deploy, for a full 
six-month deployment in 1984. So this coming summer will be her 
first deployment as an operational unit of the Seventh Fleet. 

And she will deploy in the Pacific for the foreseeable future, 

and will be home-ported permanently in Long Beach, California. 


Q What is the size of the crew? 


Q I understand that 36 knots is almost the 
fastest thing afloat, and will not be a limiter on the speed of 
any battle formation. But does she not have to travel at the 
speed of the screen -- the accompanying vessels that screen her, 
just as she screens carriers? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Yes. When she 
is operating as a part of a group, of course, she -- what we call 
speed-of-advance is limited by the slowest ship. But the combat 
maneuvering, station changing -- in other words, if the speed-of- 
advance of a large amphibious group is limited by the slowest 
transport -- say, to 15 knots -- the combatants still maneuver 
around, and may be steaming at 22 knots most of the time, as they 
change station and maneuver. So it is a big advantage even if 
your speed-of-advance is limited by the slowest. 


But the screens -- the combatants that will be 
Operating with her will all be 30 knot ships. So, basically, that 
will not be a limiter. I might point out that this ship, with its 
150 separate fuel tanks, can operate at 22 knots for 13 thousand 
miles non-stop while it refuels its screens. 


Q The second part of that question -- is there 
a platform for Harriers on the New Jersey? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: No. There is a 
helicopter platform -- a steel helicopter pad on the fantail of 
the ship. There is no hangar. In a press, a Harrier could land 
on it and take off from it. But it is not really designed to 
operate Harriers as such. There are design proposals to take off 
the stern mount of these Iowa class, and put a hangar deck and a 
flight deck with a ski-jump ramp to operate 20 Harriers. But that 
is not part of the current configuaration. 


Q On that $326 million price tag -- how much of 
that goes to the new high-tech weaponry? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I would have to 
provide that for you. I just do not have the proportion. 


Q Does the majority of the price tag go to 
that, or does most of it go to moth balls -- taking it out of 
moth balls? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I think that it 
may be the high-tech part of it -- depending on how you allocate 
the labor to put it on and how you divide it up -- is a larger 
share. But I am not certain of that. I will provide that for 
the record. 


Q How do you read the tea leaves on Capital Hill? 
As I understand it, the Republican Senate dropped out the 
Missouri from this year's budget. That is the third of the four 
you hoped to modernize. How are you going to overcome Ted Stevens 
on that sort of thing? 
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SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: My judgment is that 
we had a majority of votes in the Senate for the Missouri 
reactivation. It, of course, was not funded in the Appropriations 
Committee. And it was fully funded in the House. It was dropped 
in conference. We are going to put it back in the '84 budget. 

It will mean a year's delay. But we feel that it is very 
important. And all four of them are tremendous, cost-effective 
bargains. And we are confident we will be able to pursuade the 
Appropriations Committee of the wisdom of this now that we have 
New Jersey and the demonstrated record of performance. 


I have to say it is frustrating as a signal that 
Congress does not particularly care about cost performance in 
programs when it goes ahead and jams $350 million for A-10s that 
nobody in the Pentagon wants down our throats, and 
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cancels the most cost-disciplined and successful procurement program 
in the entire budget. It's a frustrating signal to our procurement 
and development people when you beat, drive everybody to come in 
under cost and ahead of schedule and Congress dismisses it with a 
wave of the hand while they stuff airplanes like A-10's in the 


program. 


Q Why don't you try a supplemental if it's going 
to mean a year's delayand more money? Why don't you go for a supple- 
mental? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I wouldn't exclude 
that. That is a -- I would certainly make a bid if there's going to 
be an administration supplemental to include the battleship, New 
Jersey, in it. But that really is above my pay grade, and I don't 
know whether there will be a supplemental. 


Q Why don't you rename it the Alaska? (Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
z* «® 


Q -- to be loaded? they'll be loaded? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIA!.: They'll be loaded 
before that. I would say January or February -- It will be fully 
equipped but it won't have all the missiles loaded aboard and active, 
but the launchers will be there, the fire control systems are ail 
ready to qo, and -- 


Q The $26 million doesn't include the actual cost of 
the missiles, those -- the Tomahawk and Harpoon missiles, but -- 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: No, it doesn't include 
the beans and the bullets, as we say. 


Q What would be the price of the beans and the bullets 
needed to stock the ship cost? What is the price on that? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Well, that's a complex 
guestion. The rounds for the 16-inch guns, we have some 40,000 of them 
in the locker, so -- which is more than was fired in World War II, so 
we've got plenty of ammo that our forefathers bought for us, which is 
still there -- 


Q How many rounds of that do we have, 40,000? 
SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: More than 40,000. 


Q What's your answer to the charge that a single Soviet 
sub could sink one of these big expensive ships? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: That is only true if 
they used it, a direct nuclear round. If we get into an all-out nuclear 
war, naval ships are vulnerable, but so are Air Force bases, and White 
Houses, and Army divisions. But in fact, ships that can travel 36 
knots are less vulnerable in an all-out nuclear war than any Air Force 
base or fixed site. 


Q You say that only a nuclear weapon will sink this? 
A torpedo? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Yes -- 
Q Conventional torpedo won't -- 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The Battleship Pennsyl- 
vania was at ground zero for a one-megaton blast in the Kwajalein series, 
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and structurally she was completely sound at the end of it. She was 
of course full of radioactivity. but she had to be towed away and 
scuttled. 


Q But conventional bombina, conventional torvedos will 
mot sink this shiv? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: If you read “The Sinking 
of the Bismarck," and the accounts of that, you read what it took to 
Sink the Yamato, if you get a battleship dead in the water with no air 
cover, as happened to the Repulse and Prince of Wales, for instance, 
where the land-based air. the RAF, did not provide air cover as it was 
supposed to, and the Japanese just swarmed all over and it took them 
all day to do it. but they sank them. I mean, it took -- 


Q They were just sitting ducks. 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It took something like 
a hundred-and-some torpedoes to take the Bismarck down, and hundreds 
and hundreds of aerial bomb hits. They are just very -- when you see 
the ship -- I hope you all get a chance to go aboard it -- just the 
massiveness of the armor plate on that ship. It was built and sized 
and inched, the 16-inch rounds of the Japanese battleships. which come 
in at Mach 3. and have much more kinetic enercy than any cruise missile 
that the Soviets have in their arsenal. And we took hits, we took 
Kamikaze hits, which are more powerful than any cruise missile in exis- 
tence todav, and we learned the hard way that you've got to keep 
stressing damage control, drilling the crew all the time. You've got 
to build a shiv so you're going to take hits. The energy of the hit 
is contained, you have compartmentalization and redundancy in fire 
fighting and fire suppression and attention to just the carpets you 
put in the officers’ wardroom and mattress material. You know, the 
Brits lost sailors because their cost cutters kept saying. well, go out 
and buy on the open market your mattresses. And so the mattress 
stuffing was toxic and killed a number of sailors. 


It's that kind of attention which is built into the 
New Jersey. The Iowa class was really the culmination of as many 
lessons learned as they could stuff into it by 1943. 


Q What would, say, the cruise missile do to this? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It would depend on where 
it hit. If it hit at, just above the waterline like the Exocet -- in 
a low sea state -- hits, it would bounce off. There is a girdle of 
17-inch, high tensile armor around the hull against just those kinds 
of hits. It's got multiple hulls underneath for under the kee] 


torpedo bursts. 


If a cruise missile hit up in the superstructure, it 
would depend where it hit. If you look at the bridge of the shiv, in 
the conn, there is a citadel inside the bridge of 19-inch armor. 

And there are two of them, there's one forward and in case that gets 
wiped out and everybody killed in it, there is a second citadel aft 
that you can conn the entire ship from, aft. So, if it hit the bridge, 
the watch is always inside the citadel, so the largest Soviet cruise 
missile, if it hit the bridge, would not penetrate the actual conn. 

It would kill everybody outside of the citadel. If it hit in one 

of the spaces, the fire control spaces, it would depend on the size 

of the warhead, the aspect of it. But the damage would be contained. 


Q What about hitting fuel dump areas? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It was built purposely 
with 150 separate fuel tanks, and you cannot take out a given -- first 
of all, you don't get a detonation when you hit a fuel tank. You can 
get fires feeding from it, but you won't get a detonation by hitting a 
fuel tank. They are distributed all over the structure of the ship, 
all behind armored bulkheads, and no matter where you hit you would 
lose capability, but the ship is built in such a way that you don't, 
like in the Sheffield, where the Exocet didn't even explode, it was a 
dud, but the fire that the unspent fuel in the missile started, spread 
through the ship in five hours, and they lost the ship because the fire 
went out of control. 
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Q Can this ship be easily disabled? Not sunk, just 
disabled, put out of action” 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It's -- the short answer 
is, no, not easily. No ship, if it's put dead in the water with, and 
lost its air superiority, if you just keep pounding away at it, obviously 
you're going to be able to undo it. But this ship -- for instance, it's 
got four screws. It can operate on one screw. Four redundant screws. 
The outer ones, the No. 1 and No. 4 screws, have armored keels against 
direct torpedo hits, which protect it. The ship underneath is like a 
catamaran. 


Q How would you compare it to the new Soviet battle 
cruisers? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It's far more surviable, 
far more formidable, as a strike ship, but the Kirov has -- 


Q Nuclear powered? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: -- is nuclear powered 
and has more sustainability because of that, but it is not faster, and 
it -- the Kirov has more antiair capability. It is very heavily air, 
area air -- like our Aegis cruiser, it's got a phased array air defense 
radar, and quite a number of different kinds of SAMs, long-range and 
short-range SAMs. . 


The New Jersey is far more survivable, faster, and has 
much more strike capability in it than the Kirov. 


Q Are there any Harrier -- nuclear -- 16-inch shells -- 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: That is a question 
really of the CINCs and the JCS. It is quite capable of firing 
nuclear-armed Tomahawks. 


Q No, but I mean, the 16-inch shell. 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: There is no nuclear 
16-inch round that -- there is none in the inventory at this point 
that I know of. 


Q What is the status of the Iowa right now? Is it 
being -- 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The Iowa is down in 
Avondale in New Orleans. The contract was won -- we put the Iowa into 
the private sector. We bid it, as Joe Addabbo will tell you, ina 
competition that was fairly actively followed by some on the Hill. And 
it was won by a team of Avondale Shipyard in New Orleans and Litton 
in Pascagoula, Mississippi, and the ship is now in dry dock at 
Avondale under way, being -- it is fully funded and that, too, will 
deliver on time and on cost. 


Q When and how much? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The dates on that I 
don't have. We have put a longer period for that, but we think now 
we probably overfunded it, because we did not run into the difficulties 
that we had foreseen might be there in the three older ships that were 
not reactivated in Vietnam, so we have it two-year from start, and the 
start was October. So it would be two years from October, ‘82, if the 
Iowa is to deliver, but I expect we can beat that. 


Q Who did the New Jersey? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The New Jersey was 
done at the Long Beach Naval Shipyard, in Long Beach, California. 
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Q Is the price tag for the Iowa much -- 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The Navy did -- well, we 
had outside contractors doing weapons integration and that kind of thing. 
There was a team but it was run by the Navy. 


Q What were the next ones after that? Iowa, and then 
what else? 


Q What is the price tag on the Iowa? Do you know what 
shat is? | 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The Iowa was, because of 
escalation and so forth, budgeted at about $450 million in then-year, 
you know, out-year dollars, escalated dollars. But I expect we will 
beat that. 


Q Is there anything -- your overhauls on the West 
coast and in Norfolk? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It is very disruptive of 
good business management, because now we've got to -- 


Q Ever put a carrier in moth? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Well, we're considering 
putting Coral Sea in, which means that Norfolk is, Norfolk's planning 
and manning is going to be heavily impacted. No matter what happens 
now, the private sector will lose ships that we had intended to over- 
haul in the private sector. It's disruptive, but we'll cope with it. 


Q After Iowa then what comes up? Missouri after that, 
if you get it? Or what? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The two remaining are 
Missouri and Wisconsin, and we had -- Wisconsin is right now in Philadel- 
phia in mothballs, and we had wanted to go Missouri, just follow heel to 
toe, New Jersey in Long Beach, which would kave kept the team together 
and maximized the experience, but now that's out the window because of 
the Congresional cut. And so we're back to the drawing board, but we 
will have it in the budget in '84. — 


Q Does having any of this high tech stuff -- 
for example, change the roles and missions of the battle groups? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: A battle group is, the 
purpose of a battle group is to dominate an area of some 600 miles 
across, and dominate all four dimensions, see. That's the key to under- 
standing naval warfare is, you're constantly operating in four dimen- 
sions. The surface of the sea, under it, over it, and the shore, the 
littoral areas that dominate it. So you have to worry about the land 
areas, undersea, surface, anc air simultaneously fused in the battle 
group commanders' -- 


Q That the total -- is enhanced by it doesn't necessarily 
mean that you can take it into a place that you might not have before? 


SENIOR NAVAL DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It is an enhanced capa- 
bility that, it is, first of all, an additional core capital ship to 
build a major presence to go send somewhere which wouldn't be there 
otherwise. In addition it is -- see, there is no set battle group. You 
cannot say a battle group is one carrier and two destroyers and one 
cruiser and --. A battle group is put together for the place and time, 
the task and mission that's assigned, suv, I mean, that's the beauty of 
naval capability. It is totally flexible. You can put together your 
force according towhat the task, the environment, the number of allies 
you have, the water conditions, and the task at hand. The battleship 
adds a new dimension of flexibility for a commander to assemble a force 
to do the best possible job. Merry Christmas. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. Merry Christmas to you. 


END 10:42 A.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF KING HUSSEIN 
OF JORDAN 


The Briefing Room 
2:54 P.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: We'll have a background briefing on the 
meeting between the President and King Hussein. 


I want to emphasize once again to those of you that 
are not here all the time, this is a background briefing. You may 
use the quotations as they are given, but you must attribute them 
to a senior administration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think if you -- I 
should say first, good afternoon. 


Q Good afternoon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think if -- with 
your permission, I'll say a few things first and then we'll take some 
questions. 


Is everybody ready? 
Q Yes. 
Q Quiet in the back. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what I mean. 
Thank you. (Laughter). 


All right. Well, the group met -- the King met -- His 
Majesty met with the President in the Oval Office, present were the 
Vice President, Secretary of State, Secretary of Defense, Judge Clark, 
the National Security Advisor and myself. 


The discussion went on for about 25 minutes after which 
His Majesty and the President emerged, went into the Cabinet Room 
where the President spoke with the members of the King's party. And 
then from thereon, as you know what harpened, they went down to meet 
with you. 


I think there are two words -- Everybody always wants 
to characterize everything, so I think I'd like to use two words to 
characterize the meeting. I think the King used the first one. His 
Majesty characterized the visit, and I think that also can be said 
of the meeting, as “successful.” And I think from the standpoint of 
the administration and the President's standpoint, they not only were 
successful, but they were productive. 


The President considers that, once again, he has had 
an opportunity to reiterate the -- both the sense of urgency, which 
he feels with respect to the veace process and to reiterate his commit- 
ment to the President's initiative of September lst. 


As far as the present view of where we go from here, 
it is quite clear that, as my colleague mentioned the other day, this 
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was not meant to be a definitive, final, make-or-break session, but 

I think you'll recall that this is the only meeting that's been held 
between His Majesty and the President since the September 1 Declaration 
and since the Fez Summit, which you might say were benchmarks of a 
certain measure. 


The President feels, of course, that His Majesty's vision 
of peace for the entire region is one which has had considerable 
significance in the context. 


Certainly, the King's historic decision to involve him- 
self and his nation in the pursuit of peace is a historic development 
that will help to usher in a new era of veace and security in the 
Middle East. 


To assist the parties in the region to enter that new 


era, the President's personal commitment [was stressed], as involved both inthe 


September lst Declaration and in the urgency to which is attached 
the necessity to move forward. 


I think there are, again, if one wants to voint out, 
significant elements in the conversations of the past two days, I 
would say it's reiteration of the committment to the September 1 
process, it's acceptance, the understanding on the part of His Majesty 
and his team of the significance of that statement, the sense of 
urgency that has been attached to the process by both the President 
and His Majesty, those are the things that emerge as the highlights 
of the last several days. 


Naturally, the President and His Majesty covered a 

full range of issues involved both with respect to the peace process 
and, to a lesser extent, the bilateral issues. There's no question 
that the next step requires, as His Majesty said, for him to go back 
to the Middle East where he will be in close contact with those whom 
he characterized as his brothers, that is the people with whom he has 
been discussing the question of Jordanian-Palestinian varticipation 
in negotiations within the framework of the President's September lst 
initiative and based fundamentally on Security Council Resolution 242. 


Frankly, that's about all I think I ought to say as an 
introduction. Your Highness, will you proceed? 


Q Beautiful performance. The question is is the 
King prepared now or at some time in the future to join the peace 
talks? Because we've been hearing, at least since ‘67, how “he's moving 
toward," “he is in favor of." Is he prepared, or, when he wraps up 
a few things in the Middle East, will he be prepared to join the 
peace talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's quite 
clear, you would quote the King himself. He said that he's determined, 
if my notes are correct, to do all in his power. He said he's going 
to go back and have his contacts. He says he's taking back much with 
him. And he says, "We'll be in touch again.” And then he repeated 
a commitment. 


Now, in my opinion, in my opinion, there is no question 
that His Majesty is determined to pursue this process. And on the 
basis of the discussions that have been held in these last few days, 

I think his, both his ability and his readiness to pursue the process 
have been increased, strengthened. I think that the sense of urgency, 
which both he and the President attach to the process, is a further 
indication that it's not just, you know, more of the same old stuff. 


I don't want to be sardonic, equally sardonic, Barry, 
but, nevertheless, I think you've got to understand, it was never in- 
tended he was going to walk out of the room and say, “It's all wrapped 
up. Here I am. Where's the train?” 
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What was intended was that -- just exactly what was 
done. There was much for him to take back and there was much that 
he left. I'll put them both together. And all of it within the con- 
text of support for the President's initiative and the framework that 
the President's initiative presupposed. 


Q Is his participation contingent at all on a 
settlements freeze? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me put the answer 
to that question this way: As the President made clear in his 
September 1 statement, he believes that a settlement freeze is 
necessary. And since then, that has been elaborated. And I think 
in the discussion, in the actual discussions between the President 
and His Majesty, it was quite clear that they're both of the mind 
that continued settlement activity is harmful to the peace process. 
And I'll leave it there. 


Q Well, if not now, when? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When what? 
Q When is he going to be ready? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think he in- 
dicated to you that he's going back and that as soon as he goes back, 
it's my understanding, as soon as he goes back, he will do that degree 
of consultation which he informed you about. When he completes that 
degree of consultation, he then said to the President, “I will be in 
touch with you again.” And that is the next step. 


Q Well, how long -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, just a matter of 
weeks. That was just a matter of weeks. 


Q "Don't call me, I'll call you." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no, no, no, no. 
Come on. You guys, you know -- Kings and Presidents don't talk like 
that, fellows. We talk like that. (Laughter). 


No, let me just get that answer on the record. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we're not onthe record. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. Yes, let's 
get this answer straight ON BACKGROUND. (Laughter). The King made 
it very clear that as he -- when he returns, which will be very short- 
ly, in a few days, when he returns to the Middle East, he intends to 
go through that next stage of consultations and discussions. 
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Obviously, he has been having them -- as you all know. And 

that he does not intend that that is a protracted process, is 

my understanding of all of the content of the discussions that 
they had. What I characterize as a sense of urgency applies to 
those discussions. It applies to the ongoing process. It applies 
-- the sense of urgency applies to the totality of what is to be 
gained from the President's initiative and His Majesty's capacity, 
then, to move into the peace process. 


Q A couple of weeks, you said -- is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said that the 
consultations will begin within a couple of weeks; yes. 


Q Oh, will begin. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And then, we would 
expect to hear from them within -- 


Q A couple of more weeks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTR? “TON OFFICIAL: No, no. Not a 
couple of more weeks. Immed: ately thereafter. 


Q Do these meetings -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Immediately 
thereafter is consultations; yes. 


Q So we ought to know in three weeks whether he 
is going to join the process or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not want to put 
any time frame on it. He did not put any time frame on it. But 
all I would say is sense of urgency means sense of urgency. And 
you know what that means. (Laughter.) 


Q No we do not. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you do not, I 
will describe it in more detail. But that is just semantics. 


Q Do these meetings, in your own personal judgement, 
represent a major breakthrough in the search for peace? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that they 
are a significant step forward. I would characterize them that 
way -- a significant and necessary step forward. I think, moreover -- 
if I may, and I hate to do this to you guys. But not only are they 
a significant step forward, but I have to go back to what the 
President said -- they moved forward and made significant progress. 
So it is a significant step forward in a progressive direction. 
(Laughter.) Because who am I to improve upon the President's 


words. 


Let me remind you what he said. And I think, there 
again, those are the key words out of the meetings. The King's 
characterization is -- successful, that he is taking back much. 
The President's characterization is that it is a move forward, 
and that we have made significant progress towards peace. 
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Now, it ain't around the corner, as we used to say. 
Sut this was an essential meeting in the process. And it has been 
characterized by both of the participants much better than I can. 


Q What is he taking back? You said that he has 
much to take back? What, specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What he is taking 
back is the -- (laughter) -- well, let me just characterize 
a couple of things. (Laughter.) All right; I will tell you, 
in broad terms, what he is taking back. He is taking back the 
President's clear expression of determination to adhere to the 
positions presented in his initiative as representing a fair and 
equitable approach to peace. That is the first thing he is taking 
back -- a reiteration of that commitment. 


He is, also, taking back, it seems to me, a reiteration 
of the President's commitment to the principle that the Arab-Israeli 
conflict should be resolved through negotiations involving an 
exchange of territory for peace as set forth in United Nations 
Security Council 242. Now, you want toembellish that. Obviously, 
there was a lot of dicussion in that context. And what he is taking 
back, we believe, is -- as he characterized it -- much, much in 
the sense that it contributes to producing the next steps, the 
next necessary steps in the process. And the next necessary steps 
in the process are well known to you. 


Q On the basis of what you heard from King 
Hussein, are there any new things that you are supposed to bring 
now to the attention of Israel, to Prime Minister Begin when he 
is here -- any new things that you did not know or ask before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you can be 
Sure that, as is normal in these circumstances, discussions of 
this sort are ususally then a part of the normal diplomatic 
process of discussing the meetings, the results to the appropriate 
extent with the necessary nations. And I would certainly include 
Israel in that regard. 


Q Are there any practical things? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I would say 
there are. But I do not intend to go into them. 


Q I wonder if you sincerely believe that, with 
the actions to be performed, we guarantee that in the future will 
be peace and stability for the future generations, as His Majesty 
emphasized in his departure statement? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will point out that His 
Majesty wasn't the only one that emphasized that. I think the President 
has emphasized it, and if we all recall the President's statement of 
September 1, that was his whole thrust and purpose of the President's 
statement. Yes? 


Q I'm a little bit confused. You say it ain't around 
the corner, and yet you say that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFCIAL: Obviously, obviously. 
There's a negotiation that is necessary that has not yet been entered 
into. 


Q Well, let me finish the question. He's going to go 
back and hold these consultations. Is that the final step at which 
point you would expect after these consultations, would you expect him 
to make a decision to come into the peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's a fair 
expectation. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, the King also said, we will meet 
again. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. There may 
be another meeting between them. That is quite clear. After that pro- 
cess is gone through. Or, you know, you know how those things go. This 
matter is of such priority. That's another word that you could use, 
it seems to me, that was clearly identified. This is a matter of the 
highest priority to the President and of course and certainly, to His 
majesty. And therefore I wouldn't exclude anything of the sort that His 
Majesty mentioned. 


Q Was there any time frame put on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. But not -- but urgent. 
The sense of urgency applies to that also. 


Q With whom is he going to consult? Is he going to 
consult with the PLO on what he discussed here with President Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will consult with 
those whom he thinks it necessary -- yes, quite obviously he is going 
to consult with the PLO, but I suspect he is also going to consult with 
the neighboring states. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, what is your, the United States' 
position about the settlements which was announced that it's not helpful 
for peace, and you never said it was illegal. Was it accepted by His 
Majesty the King as a reasonable position or was there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me make it very clear. 
What I said is that the President and His Majesty discussed the question 
of settlements. And what I am sayinc, and as far as I am willing to 
carry it at this point is, that it was generally agreed that the con- 
tinuation of the settlement policy is not helpful to the peace process. 


Q What are you planning to do specifically in order to 
convene this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has made 
Clear what he thinks should be done. we will see, now, how that comes ° 
about. 


Q In this period of time, now, when Hussein will be 
conferring, is there anything that the United States has to do or accom- 
plish when Hussein comes back to the President? Does the President 
then have to come back and say something -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think it's 
necessary in that context. But quite obviously the United States will 
be supportive of the whole process and the whole effort being made. 
and that will be done in the normal diplomatic way. 
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I heard -- no, men's voices are always louder. Let's 
take that feminine voice that I heard. 


Q Is the President likely to go to the Middle East for 
the follow-up meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 

Q How about the arms that the King would like? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q How about the arms sale that the King would like? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think my colleague 
answered that question the other day. In the first place, it's still 
for the record, there has been no request. Quite obviously, there was 
some discussion in that regard but I don't intend to carry that any fur- 
ther at this point. Yes? 


Q In your introductory remarks, I can't quote you back 
precisely, but you referred to the King's historic decision -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 


Q -- to involve himself. What are you referrinc to? 
Are you referring to a historic decision that's taken place within the 
last two or three days, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, since September 1. I 
am referring to the fact that the King took the September 1 initiative 
of the President's statement, accepted it, supported it, stated his 
support for it, and on the basis of that, as well as he constantly 
reminds us, on the basis of the Fez communique, that, on the basis of 
that, he made the decision to involve himself and his nation in the 
pursuit of peace in this matter. And that I characterize as a historic 
decision. Yes? 


Q Mr. Ambassador, the King -- it sounds like most of the 
burden is being put on the other side, like, the King will talk with 
his Arab brothers, as you stated it. 
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What is the part of the third party -- what is the part of the third 
to do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, at this 
stage of the game, the President has stated his view as to what needs 
to be cone. The next question is to get the necessary parties 
to participate in the process that the President has proposed. 


Now, at this point and up until now, discussions have, 
I would say, concentrated very heavily on the meetings with the King. 
But, remember, if I might recall,that it had been anticipated that 
Prime Minister Begin would have been here earlier this month, but 
the unfortunate, tragic death of his wife changed that. 


Q Were you encouraged over the last couple of days 


from the talks with His Majesty and his advisers about what he transmitted 


to you on the Palestinian positica as the result of their talks in 
Amman ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say -- 


Q Were there obstacles? Were there conditions? Were 
there positive signs, the green light, or how would you characterize -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say -- I would 
characterize it this way -- as positive but necessary that there be 
further discussion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two more questions here. 


Q Do you draw a line between participation in the 
process and accepting the President's formula? I think at a recent 
news conference, he said -- he asked that you come to negotiations. 
He doesn't ask that you would adopt the U.S. plan. Do you require 
these parties to simply participate or do you require them to accept 
his formula, even the formula against no further settlements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President -- 
Q -- setting preconditions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President 
stated his position very clearly and initiative, Barry. I'm 
not going to reinterpret or re-define the President's statement. 
If you'll notice, in that statement, he set forth two basic things, 
it seems to me. First of all, he set certain benchmarks -- certain 
markers as to what positions the United States would take. But 
more significantly in some ways, he set forth a framework and 
a process by which the parties could come together including to 
bring into the process Jordan and the Palestinians. 


Now, His Majesty has made it very clear that from the 
Jordanians’ standpoint, that is what he is working on. Now, cuite 
obviously, he is going to try to satisfy himself in various ways 
that he sadegotenio what he's getting into. Okay, that's part of 
the discussion process. The negotiating process is another one 
yet to come. As the President has made clear, he doesn't want 
to negotiate what he has said. That is what the United States is 
going to support. He doesn't want to negotiate. But what he 
is prepared to do is to discuss the issues and the measures 
necessary and desirable to bring about the negotiating process. 


Q The question is, in simple English, which 
I didn't use before -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You rarely do. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Is the United States going to ask Israel to 
accept Jordan's preconditions on settlements as a basis for 
opening these peace talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President 
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stated his own view with respect to settlements. It has nothing 

to do with anything -- it was said prior to any discussions with 
anybody. The President made it very clear where he stands on 
settlements and that issue has been fairly stated and fairly joixed, 
it seems to me. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Rudy? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You pick them. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, Rudy? 


Q Is it the United States position that you 
want an agreement from Hussein that there will be talks if 
the United States will take further steps to create pressure 
on settlements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I must say 
very honestly that that's not the manner in which the question was 
approached. The question was approached from the standpoint about -- 
look, there's a sense of urgency to getting back to the peace process. 
Everybody agrees to that. I was about to say these guys -- (laughter) 
these two leaders, more than anybody, as much as anybody. Now, 
what now happens is that how do you then see to it that you engage 
all the necessary parties. If you'll recall, in the President's 
initiative, there's a very clear statement with respect to 
participants, with respect to 
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what he sees as the key issues and with respect to the position the 
United States will take. 


Now, that's the environment in which the attempt is being 
made to bring about the negotiating process as soon as possible. 


Q Could you just clear this up because we've been going -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 
Q -- back and forth on this all -- the whole time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are some 
things, you know, I can't clear up. 


Q The public verception on settlements has been that 
King Hussein would not go to the negotiating table unless there was 
at least a temporary freeze on settlements. What you seem to be 
suggesting here, and please correct me if I'm wrong, is that if the 
President publicly states his opposition, as he has in the past, to 
continuation of the settlements, that may satisfy the King, or at least -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. You must not draw 
that conclusion. 


Q All right. Well, then correct me. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You must not draw that 
conclusion. In other words, no, that isn't so. 


Q Is it still a Jordanian precondition, that he will not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not a question of 
pre-condition. It's a question -- in my opinion, to characterize 
something as a pre-condition is to indicate that someone has laid 
it down as a pre-condition. 


Q Well, can talks start as long as the settlements 
policy is continuing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that it 
would be very difficult to imagine that the talks, that the negotiations 
could be conducted while settlement activity continues. That is funda- 
mentally why we say the settlements policy, the expansion of settle- 
ments, is harmful to the peace process. 


Q -- the Israelis have a veto over the veace 
process and they just continue settlements. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think either 

the Israelis, we or anybody else thinks in terms of veto processes. 

These are matters for discussion. I wouldn't accept that characterization. 
MR. ALLIN: Thank you. Merry Christmas. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Merry Christmas to you 

all. Thank you very much. 


END 3:21 P.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
DPC #1 : 


MONDAY, JANUARY 4, 1982, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE: RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
statements for you today. The first on Poland: We have noted 
recent assertions by Polish officials that normalization is 
taking hold. While harsh military rule can make the streets 
quieter for a time in that unhappy land, martial law can never 


lead to normalcy. 


Release of the thousands of political prisoners 
together with internal negotiations and restoration of inter- 
nationally recognized rights could begin a process leading to 
normalcy, but we have as yet seen no evidence that the Polish 
authorities are prepared to return their troops to barracks 


and take the path of political wisdom. 


Secondly, an announcement also relating to Poland: 
We are releasing today a document concerning Soviet involve- 
ment in the Polish crisis. The document is a chronology of 
public Soviet and Soviet proxy involvement in the Polish 
events of the past year and a half, with an attached appendix 


of Soviet statements on Poland. 


This chronology reveals a consistent pattern of 
pressure, threats, and intimidation, that flagrantly violates 
the principles embodied in the United Nations Charter and the 
Helsinki Final Act. It also touches upon surprise trips to 
Warsaw by Kremlin leaders, Soviet and Warsaw Pact military 
maneuvers, threatening statements by various communist 
leaders, more military maneuvers, more statements, and more 
pressures, in short. This is not even to speak of the covert 
Soviet pressure and manipulation about which we have 
classified information that is not contained in this chrono- 
logy. This chronicle reveals a pattern that lays the blame 
for the ultimate crackdown in Poland squarely on the Kremlin. 


I believe we'll have copies of this available after the 
briefing. 


Q For immediate release? 
A As far as I know, that is correct. 


@) Without going into the details of this covert 
pressure, what sort of actions are you talking about on the 
part of the Soviets? 
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A That's the problem, Jim. I can't go into the 
details of it because some of it being linked directly to 


intelligence. 


Q Dean, speaking about the Soviet documents 
you're talking about, is that to imply that Jarezulski has 
taken action only as a result of Soviet pressure and not as a 


result of independent decisions? 


A I think I should let the statement speak for 
itself. My concluding sentence was that the chronicle reveals 
a pattern that lays the blame for the ultimate crackdown 
squarely on the Kremlin, and I just don't want to try to ela- 


borate on that. 


Q On that point, you say “the chronicle reveals a 
pattern which lays the blame." It seems to be a little cir- 


cumlocution around whether you are laying the blame squarely 
on the Kremlin, or is it only the chronicle that lays it? 


A The chronicle is being put out by the State 
Department, so I think you can -- 


@] Does the State D partment lay the blame 
squarely on the Soviet Union? 


A I think we have addressed this question in the 
past, and I don't have anything to add to it, and I certainly 
don't want to suggest that anything we're saying today is sup- 
posed to be straying from what we said in the past on that. 


Q Has your classified evidence relating to these 
covert activities been shared, on a confidential basis, with 


the Allies? 


A Without specifying the nature of the evidence, 
as you know, we've had lengthy discussions with our Allies 1” ' 
we're going to continue to have. Suffice it to say that the<-«- 
discussions have been very frank, and we think very 


forthcoming. 


Q Yes, but have they been briefed on this aspec’* 
of the case that you are making? 


A They have been briefed extensively, as I 
understand it, on virtually everything we know related to tre 
crackdown. 


Q On that subject, can you confirm that the 
Secretary will be meeting with the other NATO Foreign 


Ministers next Monday in Brussels? 
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A Yes, there, as you note, a NATO Foreign 
Ministers meeting scheduled to take place on the llth of 
January. The purpose of the meeting will be to review the 
situation in Poland, and to express a strong common position 
to the Polish authorities and to the USSR on the need for 
releasing detainees and restoring the process of compromise 
and negotiation among the parties involved, namely, the 
government, Solidarity, and the Church. 


Q After Brussels, where will the Secretary go? 


A I'm not able today to give you any details con- 
cerning the Secretary's itinerary. We will post a sign-up 


sheet as soon as possible in connection with this.tripe-——-——- 


Q In connection with that trip, is there a Mid- 


east add-on? 


A I just can't get into any further details of 
the trip now. Let me just add, as some of you may know, a 
trip by the Secretary to the Mideast has been under 
consideration. 


Bernie? 


Q I would just like to make an appeal that in 


addition to this chronology you're putting out, which I gather 
from your comments is more or less what has been available to 


us in the public record -- 
A That's right. 


Q -- if you could declassify two things: One the 
information which has led to the repeated statements that the 
proclamations on martial law were printed in the Soviet Union 
in September, and secondly, what the Secretary elaborated on 
last week, that Marshal Kulokov was receiving hourly briefings 
with 100 other Red Army officers in a bunker in Warsaw, both 
of which are circumstantial, but nevertheless, give some 
"teeth" to the claim that the Soviets were behind all this. 


That's my appeal. 


A Sure. Bernie, as you know, all I can do on this 
is to lay it before the appropriate officials and see what 
the answer is. I'll be glad to do that on your behalf. 


Q Dean, back on the trip, is Turkey going to be 
among the countries? 


A I just don't have any further details I can 
give you on it today. I'll try and do it as soon as possible. 


Q When will that be? 


A I wish I could tell you, but it won't be long. 
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Q Dean, in view of your statement that the docu- 
ment that you are making available today squarely puts the 
blame on the Soviet Union, that being the case from the United 
States view, how, then, would you explain the lack of unani- 
mity, the fact that the some of the Allies have not been able 
to share that conclusion that you have reached? 


A As you know, we don't expect 15 NATO countries 
to agree with every single aspect of our judgments relating to 
the crisis in Poland. The fact of the matter is that there is 
not a great deal of disunity among the Allies regarding the 
situation in Poland. There is a measure of disagreement about 
what steps should be taken in response to it. But we do not 
find it surprising that either of those situations should be 
the case. 


As you know, the German Chancellor is coming in, I 
believe, later today for meetings with the President and the 
Secretary. Foreign Minister Genscher will be arriving either 
late tonight or tomorrow morning to join in those discussions. 
We've indicated now that there will be a Foreign Ministers 
meeting next week. All of this, I'm suggesting, is part of the 
process which is still continuing, and I think it would be 
premature to conclude that somehow it all reflects widespread 
disarray within the Alliance. 


Q You always refer to the NATO Allies. Have you 
written off any assistance from the Pacific Allies -- Japan, 
Australia, and New Zealand? 


A Well, no, not at all. We have been in con- 
sultation with them as well. 


0 Have you had any progress? Have you received 
any word from them that they will participate in sanctions? 

A I don't have any information I can give you on 
that today. 


Q Do you have anything on a call yesterday by 
Kennan and Brzezinski, in different contexts, for some kind of 
large Marshal Plan assistance program for Poland if there 
should be some move toward accommodation within Poland? 


A Nothing definite I can give you. We note with 
interest those statements, and they will, of course, be taken 
into account in the evolution of our own policies. 


Q Is the State Department drawing up some plan for 
large-scale assistance if it shoulc be needed at a later stage? 


A I don't want to be that specific, Don. Just 
suffice it to say that a number of options are under con- 
sideration, and I don't particularly want to rule out anything 
at this point. 
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Q Where does the Administration stand now on 
appointing a high-level representative to the Palestinian auto- 


nomy talks? 


~. 


‘\ 


A That situation remains as it has been, and that 
is to wit, that it is up to the President to decide whether or 
not the appointment of a special high-level negotiator will 
advance the peace process. Up to now, he has not made that 


decision. 


Q Do you know if the Administration is nearing a 
decision on that subject? 


A I just don't have anything to announce for you 
on it today. 


-- MORE -- 














EE eo 











Declassified for Publication in Ame 
ri 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" ee 


> 
te 
’ 


Q When will the discussions between the 
Secretary and Ambassador Lewis and Ambassador Atherton take 


place? 


rs A Sometime this week, Don. Probably not today, 
and I don't have any specific times to give you on that. 


Q Are they back here yet? 


A I understand that they're not physically back 
-- they're en route -- and will be back within a matter of 
hours, if they're not here already. I didn't personally 


check this morning. 


Q Can you please tell us something -- if you 
have any comment -- about the Saudi Foreign Minister's 
interview in The New York Times about recognizing Israel, 
if it would do the two things that he said? 





A We noted the interview and story that 
appeared relating to the Saudi Foreign Minister's comments, 
and we note also that there has been a subsequent Foreign 


Ministry comment. 


I can't characterize our reaction to it other than 
to note that we remain in close consultation with the Saudis 
on the overall issue of Middle East peace. 


Q Is this seen as a positive step from the 
Saudi or Arab side? 


A I prefer to let my statement stand. 


Q Are you concerned about the resumption of 
diplomatic relations with Libya? They seem to also be 
drawing closer to Syria. 


A I don't have any characterization I can give 
you on that today. 


Q On the meeting on the llth, the Brussels 
meeting, is that as of now a one-day meeting? 


A I'll have to check that. I'm not certain. 


Q Secondly, can you help us out about the 
reports about Clark going over to take over the NSC? 
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A No. I cannot help you out on that. I have 
no comment on those reports. 


Q Who would replace Clark? 
A I have no comment on speculation. 


Q Can you tell us any reason why the chronology 


is being released today? Can you deny that it's a -- is it 
a coincidence that Chancellor Schmidt is coming the same 


. day as the chronology is being released or not? 


A To the best of my knowledge it is a coin- 
cidence. I don't think there was any intention to link the 


two. 


Q Do you have any information on reports that 
Nicaraguan troops invaded Honduran territory and killed 200 
Nicaraguan exiles on the 26th? 


A We are aware of those reports and are 
obviously concerned by them, but we're awaiting fuller 
information as to what actually happened, specifically from 
our own officials in the region. 


Q Do you have any comment on Egypt buying arms 
from France, the new weapons? 


A We again noted those reports. We have been 
aware for some time that Egypt and France have been con- 
sidering the sale, so the final conclusion of that 
sale is therefore not a surprise to us. 


We have long recognized that Egypt's need for 
military equipment went far beyond that which we have our- 
selves been able to provide through our own military 


assistance program. 


To the extent Egypt can further its efforts to 
replace a portion of its aging Soviet military equipment 
with assistance from others, this is a development which we 
welcome and which will complement our own efforts to be of 


assistance. 


Therefore, we see no conflict between our own 


program to supply F-l6s to Egypt and the reported French 
sale of the Mirage 2000 aircraft. 














Q Do you have any definite information about the 
reported Israeli F-15s flying for the second time over Iraqi 


territory? 


A I understood that came up earlier. In this con- 
nection our views have been made known to Israel. We regard 
overflights such as these as unhelpful and quite likely to 
increase tensions in the area. 





Foreign 


Q But you're saying that you can't confirm such 
reports, then. I mean, you're saying you're aware of it and 
you have talked to Israel about such acts? 


A If you are asking me did they do it, I don't 
have any information to suggest they did not do it. 


Q Just a broad one on Canadian-U.S. relations. 
Once again Canada and the U.S. seem to be drawing apart on 
various areas. Canada has been critical about the U.S. 
sanctions on Poland and will not participate. 


ublication in American 





It's also been critical about Caribbean Basis 


plans. 


I wondered if you have any comment on that or can 
look into it? And, also, could you give us an update on the 
status of trade talks with Canada and the U.S.? 
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A In regard to the latter part of your 
question, I'll have to take the question and look into it. 
I don't know what the status of the trade talke are. 


“a With respect to the first part, it seems to me 
you're making some assertions that are at least arguable. 
I'm not going to specifically comment on them. I'm aware of 
certain reports reflecting statements by various Canadian 
officials, but it seems to me your questions are so broadly 
drawn that without a little more precise preparation I'd 
prefer not to respond. 


Q The specifics. Are you dissatisfied with 
their statements or lack of actions on Poland and their cri- 
ticism of the Reagan Administration's Caribbean Plan? 


A We are not dissatisfied with the Canadians, 
no. 


Q I have trouble with double negatives. 
Therefore, I ask you, are you saying the Israelis overflew 


Iraq? 
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A I'm saying that I was not denying that they 
have overflown Iraq. This is not an official confirmation. 
I'm not in a position to officially confirm it. I'm just 


not denying it. 


Q On this again, please. If these overflights 
are taking place -- which you have not denied -- the 
Israelis fighters must be overflying one or two other 


Arab sovereign states. 


Have you heard from these other states at all? 


A I don't have any information I can give you 
on that particular point. 


Q You characterize these overflights as unhelp- 
ful and as something else as well -- 


A Contributing to tensions -- likely to contribute | 
to tensions. 


Q - So we're characterizing the overflights 
without confirming that they actually took place? 


A Yes, but I don't want to mislead you here. I 
said I'm not in a position to officially confirm it, but I 
also made clear I’m not denying it and that our response is 


based upon my non-denial. 


Q On this, what is the American position on sur- 
veillance activities by any countries in the area? 


A Rather than again try to address a very broad 
question like this, I'd prefer that my answer be tailored to 
a more specific question which I think this one was. 


Q Why is it unhelpful for Israel to overfly 
Irag or for Saudi Arabia to overfly Syria, for example, for 
intelligence gathering? 


A What we're talking about are reports of 
Israeli overflights of Irag, and you have my answer. 


Q But why is it unhelpful? 


a We think it contributes to the likelihood of 
tensions increasing in the region, which is what I said. 
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Q Last week you announced that the 
Administration had decided to sell some spare parts to 
Taiwan. Following that the People's Daily had an article, 
werning that U.S. plans to continue military sales to Taiwan 
have driven Sino-American relations to a crisis, making a 


solution of the area imperative. 








Do you have any comment on the Chinese reaction to 
the arms sales that you announced? 


A No. I do not have any specific comment. The 
People's Republic of China has made clear to us in the past 
their attitude relating to the whole issue of Taiwan. 
It's well known to us, but I have no comment beyond that. 


@) Have they done anything or said anything in 
official channels following last week's announcement which 


bears on their attitude? 


A No. 


Q There was a story out of Peking this morning, 


saying that an American request for port facilities -- 
refueling and resupplying facilities in Dalian in Northern 
China -- was turned down because, as one official was quoted 
as saying, “We cannot give naval facilities to a country 


which supplies Taiwan." 


A I'm sorry. I'm not aware of that report. 


Q By these overflights, is Israel, as far as 
you know, violating any American agreements with Israel and 
particularly the Arms Export Control Act? 


A No. I can't comment on that. My “no” 
meaning “no comment" on that. I don't have the information 
today that would enable me to draw a conclusion one way or 


the other. 


Q Can someone look into it, please, see if the 
agreement actually disallows or allows Israel to use 
American-made weapons under certain treaties? 


A I suppose I can look into it, or have someone 
look into it, but I think the answer would be the same as 
what I just gave you in response to the earlier question. 


Q Has the United States asked China for port 
privileges? 
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A I don't know. I'll have to look into that. 
This is the first report I have heard of this. 


Q There's a report that Crown Prince Fahd said 
that there are two islands in the Straits of Tiran which 
is Egypt's reponsibility to turn over to Saudi Arabia. 
Israel said if Egypt does that, it’s a violation of the 


Israeli-Egyptian treaty. 
Do you have any comment? 


A No. 


Q What will be the position of the United 
States at the Security Council tomorrow? What is antici- 
pated from the United States on the matter of the Golan 


Heights? 
A I think it's a little premature to speculate. 


We don't know what the resolution will be. Based upon press 
reports, we assume there will be one, but we have not yet 


seen it as far as I know. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 5, 1982, 12:25 P. M. 
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MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. As most of you 
already know, we've posted a trip list for correspondents 
wishing to accompany the Secretary on his forthcoming trip. 
This list will be taken down at noon on Thursday. 


Q You don't have any further stops on that 
trip? 


A As I indicated yesterday, it remains under 
consideration that the Secretary may go to the Middle East, 
but I still have nothing firm to announce today on that. 


Q Do you have a departure time? 


A No. Nothing I can give you definitely at 
this point. 


Q If he does not go to the Middle East, is that 
still a one-day trip? It's listed as January 11 on the 
sign-up sheet. 


A I know. Just bear with me, and I'll give you 
the information as soon as I possibly can. 


Q How many days will he be in Europe? 


A I can't tell you exactly. It depends in part 
on when he leaves, and this also is somewhat indefinite at 
this point. 


I have a statement on Poland. We note with con- 
cern the number of Solidarity trade union leaders who have 
been put on trial by Poland's martial law authorities in 
recent days. Some have been given harsh sentences of up to 
seven years. 


Yesterday the first trials began in Warsaw, ironi- 
cally in the same courthouse where Solidarity was officially 
registered as a legal organization not so leng ago. 


Even as these trials take their foreordained 
course, Polish leaders are stating publicly that they are 
looking forward to self-governing and independent trade 
unions in Poland. 
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We cannot give credence to these assertions when 
courts throughout Poland are rendering stiff sentences under 
summary procedure for union activity. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q There was a report out of Poland yesterday, 
saying that the military government might be willing to send 
some of these Solidarity leaders into exile if some Western 
countries would accept them. | 


Would the United States be willing to make a 
blanket commitment to accept such leaders? 


A Jim, that's.a speculative question. 
Therefore, I'm not going to comment on it. But I would want 
to stress, as we have stated many times, that social 
tranquility and economic recovery can only be achieved by 
means Of constructive dialogue among the Polish authorities, 
Solidarity and the Church. So obviously expulsion of 
Solidarity's democratically chosen leaders cannot serve this 


end. 


Q Can you confirm the fact that General 
Jaruzelski said to the ambassadors of the EC-10 that he was 
thinking of deporting them? Because there's a FBIS story 
from Paris on AFP, saying that a diplomatic source denies 
that that subject was raised in the meeting? 


. A Bernie, all I can say on that is that we have 
seen the published reports. 


Q Can I just follow that up? It was told to us 
at a backgrounder yesterday that the Polish Foreign Minister 
was to meet with the American Ambassador yesterday. 


Did in fact that meeting take place, and can you 
tell us anything about it? 


A My understanding is that the meeting did take 
place, but I have no information on it that I can give you 
at this time. 


Q You say these court proceedings have a 
foreordained course. 


A Yes. As having reference to what I said 
prior to that about the harshness of the sentences being 
meted out. 
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Q You're saying this is just a kangaroo court? | 
A Rather than chracterize it that way, I refer 


you to what I just said: That the severity of the sentences 


is indicative of the course that these trials are taking, in 
our judgment. 


Q Also on that -- what we were told at that 
background session yesterday -- this morning Chancellor 
Schmidt was on the Hill, and some Senators got the impression 
from him that he was complaining about a lack of con- 
sultation about the measures taken by the United States, 
that Germany was not sufficiently consulted and therefore 
could not take parallel action. 


That seems to be in conflict with what we were 
told yesterday that there had been a whole series of 
options. 


Can you straighten out this contradiction? 


A I also noted those reports from the Hill, 
attributing a number of remarks along those lines to certain 
of the Senators present. 


I would only say in that regard, Jim, that we feel 
that we have been consulting with our allies consistently 
from the beginning of this period that we are engaged in 
now; that is, prior to the President's decision to impose 
sanctions on Poland; following that, again prior to the 
President's statement announcing sanctions against the 
Soviet Union and the mere fact that Chancellor Schmidt is 
here, I think, is indicative of our willingness and desire 
to continue consultations with our allies. 


Of course, we did announce yesterday the 
Secretary's plan to attend the NATO Foreign Ministers’ 
meeting next Monday in Brussels which, of course, by defini- 
tion reflects a continuation of that consultative process. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q It may be a significant difference of defini- 
tion. He seems to think that he was notified rather than 
consulted before the U.S. sanctions were imposed. 


A Well, I don‘t want to get into a quarrel with 
the West German Chancellor, and I certainly don't want to 
engage in that kind of semantic dispute. Suffice it to say, 
as I just did, that we feel that we have been regularly and 
consistently consulting with our allies on the subject of 
Poland. 





gn 


Q Change of subject? 
A Yes, fine with me. 


Q Has the Secretary assured the Israeli 
Government that the United States will vote against sanc- 
tions at the UN? 


A I don't have any comment I can give you as to 
our intentions on the UN vote. My recollection is that the 
informal process begins in the Security Council today. We do 
not expect the formal consideration to begin until tomorrow. 
It's not yet certain when a vote will take place. And so 
I'm just not able to tell you how the U.S. will vote at this 
preliminary stage in the proceedings. 


Q Dean, are you saying that we haven't made up 
our minds yet? | | 





A No. 
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Q Or you just can't tell us? 
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A No, I didn*t say that. I said I have no com 
ment on the reports. 


Q Well, have we made up our minds yet? Can you 
say? | 


A I'm not going to comment on that either, but 
that isn't what I said or meant to imply. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on Egyptian 
President Mubarak's proposed visit to Washington in early 
February? 
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Q Are you aware of reports that he plans to 
visit Presidnet Reagan around that time, or isn't that so? 


Q It was formally announced two weeks ago. 
Q The White House announced it. 


A The White House announced that, yes. I 
didn't recall that we had actually announced it, but I'm 
sure that the White House has in fact announced it. 


Q O.K. 


Q What are the mechanics of the meetings with 
the two Ambassadors? Can they make themselves available to 
us at some point? Can we have a briefing on it? 


A You mean Ambassadors Lewis and Atherton? 
Q Right. 


A I'm not aware of any plans for them to meet 
the press while they're here. I understand that they will 
be here for a good portion of this week and, of course, will 
be meeting with the Secretary and other senior officials in 
the Department. 


Q Could we get some sort of a briefing on this, 
please? 


A You mean on their meetings? 


Q Yes. Either from them or from somebody else 
in the Department. 


A Well, I‘ll be glad to put it to them, but my 
guess is that they are not planning any press conferences or 
anything like that. 


Q All right. Just so somebody lets us know 
what's happening, please. I'd be very grateful. 


A All right. Well, I can tell you that 
Ambassador Lewis met with the Secretary yesterday. Ambassador 
Atherton has not yet met with the Secretary, but I understand 
will do so tomorrow. 


I really don't want to get into the substance of 
their discussions. 


Q Dean, can you address the question of the 
successor to Clark? 
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A Well, only to this extent: that a successor 


to Judge Clark will be named by the President, in consultation 
with the Secretary, but I do not know precisely when that 


will be. 


Q Do you have any guidance at all on the 
Richard Allen -- 


Q You left out who? (Laughter.) } 
Q Are you available, Dean? (Laughter.) 


Q Dean, do you have any guidance at all on the 
Richard Allen case -- specifically, a response perhaps to 
suggestions that part of Mr. Allen's problems stemmed from 
having a poor working relationship with the Secretary? 


A No, I have no comment at all on that. 


Q How will it work? Will he keep a foot over 
here for a while until a successor is named? 


A You're speaking of Judge Clark? 


Q Right. 


A Well, he indicated himself yesterday that he 


intends to retain his Deputyship here until his successor 

is chosen and clears confirmation. I believe, however, that 
he will in effect be spending by far the bulk of his time at 
the White House in his new assignment and very little of his 


time in the State Department. 


Q What about that old question? You may have 
given some clarif.cation on it. The Secretary isn't con- 
cerned now any more about this “guerrilla” that is in the 
White House, is he? (Laughter.) I mean that's all passed, 
isn't it? I mean it's gone now. 


A It's certainly gone and passed, yes; and 
I've, as you know, consistently refused -- 


Q Yes. 


A -- to make any comment on it. 


Q I know. I just want to know what you think. 


A Well, you're asking me for comment. I fully 


understand and appreciate that, Les, but my comment remains 
the same old “No comment" that I've been giving on it. So 


there we are. 
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Q I have another question on another subject, 
if I could. The Anti-Slavery Society in London, which you 
know is fairly prestigious -- they have reported that at 
least a hundred thousand black slaves are being held in 
Mauritania and that this has been discussed by the United 
Nations Human Rights Commission. Is the State Department 
concerned about this? 


A Well, I can't even cor. «¥ the State 
Department is aware of it. 


I see. 

I*ll have to look into ‘it. 
O.K., thank you. 

O.K., thank you. 


r Oo Oo FY DO 


All right, you're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:38 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #3 


THURSDAY, JANUARY 7, 1982, 12:38 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: I have one announcement relating to 
the Secretary's trip. The Secretary has extended his forth- 
coming trip to the Middle East by one day to provide more 
time for staff consultations between meetings. He and his 
party will now arrive in the region of the Middle East from 
Brussels on January 12 and depart for Washington on January 


15. 
Q Does that mean he leaves here Saturday night? 


A The 15th is a Friday. 


Q Is there any plan that the Secretary will go 
to Saudi Arabia? 


A No. 


Q Dean, let's figure this out for a minute. 
You had the 12th through the 14th originally, Tuesday 
through Thursday. Now it’s Tuesday-Friday. 


A That's right. 


Q And both these three days will be in the same 
two previously announced stops? 


A Yes. There are no added stops. It is just, 
as the statement said, to give him a little time to consult. 


Q When is he leaving? 


A I think the plan is that he will leave Sunday 
morning. 


Q Do you have a division between Israel and 
Egypt? I mean, when he leaves from one to the other and so 
on? 


A No. Not with me. I can get that for you 
shortly. 


Q I notice you didn't have a statement on 
Poland but the Soviets did. A newspaper today said -- 
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A I'm sorry. What did you say? 
(Laughter) 

Q I'll skip that. 

A A gross oversight on my part, I guess. 


a A Soviet newspaper said today that the sanc- 
tions impo by President Reagan will fail because Europe 
and Japan are non-inclined to support the United States. It 
also denied that there is a wave of terror in Poland, and it 
is ironic that such charges should come from the United 
States where robberies, violence and murders have long since 
become a norm of life. 


Do you have any response to this statement? 
A You are quoting TASS or who? 


Q I knew you would ask me to pronounce the name 
of the newspaper. Sovietskaya Rossiya. 





A I have no comment on that specifically, but 
let me, if I may, give you a kind of general sense of where 
we feel we are with respect to our association with the 
Allies subsequent to Chancellor Schmidt's visit and, of 
course, prior to the Secretary's trip to Brussels. 


The United States has not softened its stance on the 
need for a Western reponse to the Polish situation. In fact, 
the United States is exercising its leadership through the 
example of its own actions and in consultations with the 
Allies. : 


Progress is being made. The EC Foreign Ministers’ 
communique was the strongest statement yet out of Europe. 
There was further convergence of views as a result of the 
visit of Chancellor Schmidt to Washington. 


Our aim now in the NATO Ministerial meeting on 
Monday in Brussels is to create a U.S.-European consensus as 
well as a common strategy. This will provide a basis for 
coordinated action. 


We have never expected the Allies to take the same 
steps as we at precisely the same time. We are moving in 
the same direction together with our Allies. The U.S. will 
continue its leadership effort as long as the situation in 
Poland requires it. 
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Q Can we get copies of that, please? 


A Yes. I will be glad to give them to you 
after the briefing. 


Q That was all stated -- what you have just 
said -- in his own way by the Secretary yesterday. What is 
the need to repeat it today? 


A Yes. This was an effort to underscore what 
he in fact did state yesterday. 


Q Do you feel that he didn't make his point, or 
do you feel that the point was misinterpreted? 


A I certainly think he made his point. What I 
was trying to do, not in direct response to Mike's question, 
was to give you a sense of where we are between these two 
events, namely the Chancellor's visit and the Secretary's 


trip to Brussels. 


Q Why do you feel called upon to say that we're 
not softening our stance? Do you think that there was a 
perception that we had in fact softened it? 


A There were some interpretations of what the 


Secretary said yesterday that conceivably might lead one to 
think that that was the direction in which we were moving. 


Q I think you satd just now that the U.S. never 
expected the Allies to take the same steps at the same time. 


A That's right. 


Q But the U.S. did expect, did it not, that the 
Allies would take the same steps -- maybe not at the same 
time -- but that the sanctions would be supported by the 
Allies and duplicated by the Allies, or at least some of 
them, did it not: 


A That gets you into an area of speculation as 
to whether or not we are marching precisely in lock step 
with the Allies and whether we expect them to do precisely 
the same things that we have already announced that we are 
doing. The point is that we never did expect that. 


Q No speculation. Just whether the U.S. before 
yesterday expected West Germany to go along with the 
sanctions. 
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A As the Secretary indicated yesterday, we were 


very pleased with the outcome of the visit by the 
Chancellor, and what I gave you again today was desi‘jned to 


underscore that. 


Q Didn't the President in his speech express 
the hope that there would be parallel steps? 


’ OA Yes. And we still are hopeful that there 
will be parallel steps. 


Q Do you know of any countries which are com- 
mitted to do that? 


A I think we ought to await the meeting in 
Brussels on Monday rather than speculate about steps 
that may be under consideration. 


Q The question came up yesterday that steps 
could also mean rhetoric, and that it would be enough if the 
European Allies took steps in words rather than in deeds. 


Is that what the United States expects? 


A I don't want to be too specific and too far 
out in front of the meeting on Monday. Obviously, that's 
part of the consultative process that we have been engaged 
in, and it remains to be seen precisely what steps, whether 
rhetorical or otherwise, might be taken by our Allies. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Let me ask not about what the Allies might 
do but what we are going to do in that meeting. 


Will we be asking the Allies to take parallel 
steps, or will we not be pushing that point inasmuch as 
they already know out desires? 


A tI don't think the meeting is intended to 
be such that we would be asking them to take specific 
steps. The purpose of it is to consult with them, to 
carry on a dialogue with them, if necessary to explain 
our rationale for the steps that we have taken; in short 
to try to exercise leadership with respect to this 


Q Can you give us some details on the 
letter that General Jarulzelski sent to the United States? 





A No, I can't, Bernie. 


Q Can you confirm, at least, that he said 
that he would release prisoners; in other words, meet 
the conditions but without setting a date? 


A I am sorry, I can't confirm that. I can't 
comment on it. 


Q Dean, the French Defense Minister, I under- 
stand, has a meeting this afternoon with the Secretary. 


Do you have anything on that, the purpose of 
it? 
A No, no details I can give you on that. 


Q Can you comment on the report that the 
French have sold some military equipment to the Sandin- 


istas? 
No. I have no comment on that. 


Dean, do you know whether this is a fact? 


, O »Y 


I'm sorry? 


Q Do you know whether it is a fact? Was there 
any sale by the French to the Sandinistas? 


A I just have no comment on that. 


Q Can you tell us whether the United States 
requested postponement of the autonomy talks that were 
scheduled to begin Sunday night, and, if so, why? 
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A Yes. We did make such a request in con- 
nection with the Secretary's trip, and the reason for 
it was quite simply that a number of the people who will 
be accompanying the Secretary, or involved in his trip, 
would have been the same persons who would have par- 
ticipated in the talks on Sunday. 


Q It is not because the U.S. is going to be 
introducing anything new into those talks that would 
~ be potentially considered? 


) _ A That was not the reason for the request, 
no. 


Q Will the U.S. be doing that? 





A Be doing what? 


a 


Q Introducing anything new that would be 
considered when the talks, which are now to be post- 
poned, resumed? 


A We have already stated that the primary 
purpose, I suppose you can say, of the Secretary's 
visit to the Middle East is to assess the autonomy 
talks and where we stand and where the £gyptians 
and the Israelis stand. 





ENR 


Q Dean, can you tell us who will be 
accompanying the Secretary to the Middle East? 


A No, not off the top of my head. 


FOlicy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q I am asking for the obvious question, 
is the Middle East negotiator that he may be intro- 
ducing at that time coming along? 


A That is a very clever way to get at 
it. 


I will have to check the manifest before I 
try to answer that, but I would not urge you to that 
conclusion. 


Q You don't have anything new on that 
subject? 


A No, I do not. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on the Syrian 
demands for sanctions at the UN yesterday? 
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A I am not personally aware that a Syrian 
resolution has formally been tabled. I am aware of 
the press reports concerning a proposed Syrian draft 
which has been circulating informally. So, for that 
reason, and because we are still at an early stage 
in the Security Council deliberations, I can't 
tell you preciseiy how we will respond to a resolution 
when it is formally introduced. 


But I could add to that, I think, that we would 
expect that any resolution we could support would have 
to be based on our belief that negotiations, in accordance 
with Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338, are the 
only ways to resolve the Golan question, as well as 
other issues involved in peace in the Middle East. 


As I say, we would hope that the Security 
Council action would reflect that concept. 


Q Dean, do you have anything about the 
question about who has the sovereignty on those two 
islands across the Strait from Sharm el Sheikh? 





A I will have to take that question. I don't 
have anything I can give you on that today. 


Q Dean, Crown Prince Fahd of Saudi Arabia 
was scheduled to be here on the 19th, and then he 
postponed it or cancelled the visit, -- 


A Postponed it. 


Q <-- because the situation in the region 
required him to do so. 


A Yes. 


Q If so, why isn't the Secretary of State 
going to see him when he is the region? 


A I think the answer to that is what I 
indicated was the purpose of his trip to Israel and 
Egypt earlier. It is primarily for the purpose of 
assessing where the respective parties stand on 
the autonomy talks. 


Q Isn't there a need to assess the whole 
situation in the region, the peace process, trying 
to broadening the peace? 


A No. The Secretary's trip is just more 
narrowly focused this time, both in terms of purpose 


and geography. 
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Q Do you have anything on Stoessel or 
Eagleburger, the filling of the vacuum of Clark? 


A No. I certainly wouldn't presume to 
comment on those reports, because those are, as you 
know, Presidential decisions. 


Q Any news you want to volunteer today, 
Dean? 


Q Dean, do you have anything on the meeting 
vesterday of the Mexican Ambassador and Diego Asencio, what 


the subject was? 


A Didn't we have guidance on that yesterday? 
Well, we didn't brief yesterday, did we? 


Q What was the question? 


A It had to do with the Mexican Ambassador 
having *o return to -- 


Q Does that guidance mention how many Mexican 
immigrants are seeking visas? 


A I would have to refresh my memory. I think 
it is quite lengthy, so if you can check afterward, we 
would be glad to give it to you. - , 


Q Did you have any update on the meeting 
between the two Mideast Ambassadors with Secretary Haig 
and what are they accomplishing here so far this week? 


A I don't want to get into any detail about 


their discussions, but they were obviously called back 
here in preparation for the Secretary's trip to give him 
their own firsthand assessments of the status of the 


autonomy talks. 


Q Has he seen them? 


A Yes, he has. 


Q Will they stay until the trip next week 
and go back with Secretary Haig? 


A No. They plan to return prior to the 
Secretary's departure. 


Q Can I repeat my request the other day for 
some sort of briefing on it, please, for some new 
guidance on it? 


A I think you are too late. 
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Q Well, it doesn't have to be from then, 
just from somebody. 


A I see. Okay. 


Q If you could get us something of more sub- 
stance on it, we would be grateful. 


A All right. 
Q Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #4 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 8, 1982, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. As many of you 
probably already know, today is Angie Horkey's last day in 
the Press Office, and I would personally like to express my 
appreciation to her for her fine work and her helpfulness 
during her stay here. I know you'll all join me in wishing 
her the very best in her new job in the Operations Center. 


Q Hear, hear. 


A A statement I would like to give to you. 
Yesterday Under Secretary Walt Stoessel called in Soviet 
Ambassador Dobrynin to make a formal protest on the jamming 
of Voice of America Polish language broadcasts from facili- 
ties inside the Soviet Union. 


The Under Secretary said that we consider this 
activity to be totally unacceptable and demanded that it 
cease immediately. Jamming is incompatible with the Soviet 
Union's commitments under the Helsinki Pinal Act, and a 
direct violation of Article 35 of the International 
Telecommunication Convention, and Article 19 of the UN Semen 
Rights Declaration. 


The Under Secretary in our de marche categorically 
rejected charges made by the Soviet official media that 
Voice of America broadcasts constitute subversive activity 
directed at Poland and other Soviet-bloc nations. 


The Voice of American carries objective news and 
information denied the Polish and Soviet peoples by their 
own government-controlled media. 


I*ll be glad to take your questions. 


Q What happened after Stoessel demanded that it 
cease immediately? 


A I cannot comment on diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Can you tell us if the jamming has ceased or 
does it continue, Dean? 


A IT cannot give you an up-to-the-moment report 
on the status of the jamming. 
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Q Do you recall the date that jamming began? 


A It began on the Polish language broadcasts on 


December 28. We have determined that the jamming signals 
originate at four different sites in the Soviet Union, 


including Karkov, Moscow and Gorky. 


Q You're talking about Polish language broad- 
casts. How about English language broadcasts? 


A At this time the English language broadcasts 
are not being jammed. 


Q Any explanation? 
A Not that I can offer, I'm afraid. 


Q Do you have a read-out on the situation today 
in Poland, as far as martial law conditions? 


A I don't really have a situation report I can 
give you. I have a fair amount of information on various 
questions that may arise concerning the situation, such as 
the military situation, the economic situation, et cetera, 
so if you would like to address a more specific question, 


I'll try and respond. 
Q What is the military situation in Poland? 


(Laughter) 


A Thank you, John. The military situation in 
Poland is unchanged from what we have been saying. However, 
related to that, you may have noted reports that the Warsaw 
Pact forces will be holding maneuvers near Poland, and I 
shall be happy to enlighten you on that, if you wish. 


Q Please do. 


A Under the provisions of the CSCE Agreement, 


- the Czech Government notified our Embassy in Prague on 


January 4 that a winter exercise designated “Druzba," 
meaning Friendship ‘82, would be held between January 25-30 
in Western Czechoslovakia, including areas near the Polish 


border. , 
The notification said that the maneuver will 


involve 25,000 Czech, Soviet and Hungarian troops under the 
direction of Czechoslovakia. Observers were not invited. 
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Q Does the State Department regard that as any 
kind of warning or provocation to the Poles? 


A No. I wouldn't want to characterize it that 
way. The notification appears to have conformed to the 
basic requirements in the Helsinki Final Act regarding noti- 
fication. I believe that under the terms of that Act, any 
time more than 25,000 troops are involved in an exercise 
notification is to be provided. 


Q Are these exercises normal at this time of 
year? 


A My understanding is that they are, yes. The 
Czechs in the past have held winter exercises. 


Q Could we go back a little bit to the broad- 
casts and the jamming? You spoke about the jamming by the 
Russians of Polish broadcasts. You're referring only to 
broadcasts by the United States, is that right? 


What about other broadcasts in Polish into Poland 
from other places? 


A The statement I gave referred to Voice of 
America broadcasts. In addition to the jamming of Voice of 
America broadcasts, our monitoring stations indicate that 
Radio Free Europe broadcasts rémain jammed and have been for 


some time in the past. 
Q "Some time," meaning before December 28. 


A Whatever is the date I gave, yes. In addi- 
tion to that, BBC has reported that their Polish language 
broadcasts are being jammed, and the British Government has 
protested to both Polish and Soviet authorities. 


Q At about the same time? 


A Yes. Approximately. I can't give you a pre- 
cise date. . 


Q What about broadcasts from other countries? 


. A The BBC is, of course, representative of 
another country. In addition to that, Deutsche Welt and 
Radio Vatican so far as we know are being received without 
any interference at this time. 





Q In Polish? 


Te A I presume that refers to Polish, yes. It's 
=] not specified. P 


Q Is this a continual jamming or intermittent? 


A. Let me address it to our broadcasts. They 
are being heavily jammed, but the effectiveness of the 
jamming depends on atmospheric conditions. ; 


Q Just one more on that. A couple of days ago 
Secretary Haig criticized both U.S. media as well as people 
in the State Department for misinformation about our own 
ally, West Germany. 
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Under that condition are you absolutely confident 
that these VOA broadcasts were completely objective? 


a ew - - 


A I'm not sure I see the link quite so clearly 
between what you are attributing to Secretary Haig and what 
I'm saying about the Voice of America. 


Q If you can admit that people in this 
Department have misrepresented the activities of our own 
ally, would it be so shocking to think that perhaps such a 
situation might develop with regard to an adversary as well? 


A I don't, first of all, think that Secretary 
Haic was accusing anybody in the Department of misrepre- 
senting anything. I still fail to see the link between that 
and your question regarding the VOA, but let me just say 
that we do regard the broadcasts as objective, and I'll let 
that statement speak for itself. 
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Q Could you bring us up to date on jamming into 
the Soviet Union? VOA broadcasts beamed at the Soviet Union. 


A No. I can't do that. I don't have any 
information I can give you on that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the French deci- 
sion to sell military equipment to Nicaragua? Did the 
Secretary take it up this morning with the French Defense 
Minister? 


A As you know, the Prench Defense Minister met 
with the Secretary this morning. The matter was discussed, 
and the Secretary registered his strong disappointment over 
the Prench decision to sell arms to Nicaragua. 
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The Secretary will discuss the matter further with 
his counterpart, Foreign Minister Cheysson, in Brussels on 


Monday. 
Q Did the U.S. have any prior warning of this? 


A Not to my knowledge, Don. 


Q Did the Secretary explain or can you explain 
why the United States is strongly disappointed? 


A I prefer not to go beyond the statement I 
gave you today in light of the fact that the Secretary will 
be discussing it further when he arrives in Brussels on 


Monday. 


Q Did the two discuss the Polish situation? Is 
there anything more on the meeting with the French -- 


A Yes. A wide range of subjects was discussed. 
In addition to Nicaragua, other subjects included Africa, 
relations with the Soviet Union, bilateral relations between 
the U.S. and France. On these issues there was a con 
siderable harmony of view. 


The Defense Minister gave the Secretary a letter 
from President Mitterand to President Reagan, and of course 
I'm not able to reveal the contents of that. 


Despite the differing positions on Nicaragua, the 
meeting was very positive. Both sides clearly viewed the 
bilateral relationship between France and the U.S. as very 


good. | 
Q Did they discuss El Salvador? 


A I can't specify more precisely than I have 
what was discussed. ; 


Q What is the American position on the French 
nuclear tests in the Pacific, and was that raised -- 


A I don't have anything I can give you on that 
today ° . 


Q Was it raised today? 
A I don't know. 
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Q Could you please take that? 
A To find out if it was discussed? 


Q And what the American position is on those 
French nuclear tests in the Pacific. 


A I'll find out if it was discussed, yes. 


Q Was there any discussion of the EEC ini- 
tiative or Middle East at all or the Multinational Force? 


A I can't specify whether those topics were 
discussed or not. 


Q What time did Ambassador Dobrynin come in 
yesterday? 


A I will have to check. I'm sorry, I don't 
know. 


Q Was there a possibility of that being made a 
part of the public record at the time prior to his arrival? 


A I will again have to check that. I don't 
know. 


Q On Nicaragua, did the Secretary inquire as to 
why Prance was training Nicaraguan pilots? Are they heli- 


copter pilots or -- 


A I can't go beyond the statement I gave you on 
the specifics of the discussions. 


Q Did they volunteer any further information 
other than what has been disclosed in the press as to what 
kind of weapons and training this involved? 


A I can't go beyond it. 


Q On another arms sale, on November 12 
Secretary Haig told the House Foreign Affairs Committee that 
there had been no decision, even in principle, to sell Tiger 
Shark aircraft to the Republic of China. 


Is that still the situation, or has a decision 
been made? 


A That is still the situation. 
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Q Dean, back on the Middle East. You cannot 
respond to the French Defense Minister's statement that the 
United States should be pleased by the sale because French 
involvement avoids excessive Nicaraguan dependence on the 
Soviet Mion? 


A No. I could respond, but I won't, and for 
the reason that I stated: That the Secretary will be 
discussing the matter further with Claude Cheysson in Brussels. 


Q On the Secretary's trip, could you help us 
out on reports about the Secretary making a speech on 
Tvesday in Brussels? When, to whom, subject, et cetera? 


A There are plans for the Secretary to make a 
speech on Tuesday in the morning before what I understand to 
be a joint press group. That is to say, as I understand it, 
two different press groups meeting together. 


The subject will relate to the Western Alliance 
and will address the Polish situation. I can't be more 
specific. 
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Q Questions, as well? 


A Chances are there will be. I did not inquire 
about whether or not there would be questions. 


He is also having a press conference the day 
before. I am just not sure about the "Q's" and "A's" 
at the speech. 


And what is it, two nights in Cairo? 
I think that is correct, yes. 


a wee 


Be is going to Cairo first, right? 


> Oo F DO 


Yes. 


Q And two nights, as Bernie suggests, and 
then the next day he goes to Israel. 


A That is right. 


Q One day in Israel and fly back that same 
night? 


A No. He will be overnighting in Jerusalem. 
Q Overnighting in Jerusalen. 


Pad 


Thursday night. 


Q In the Secretary's meeting with the French 
Poreign Minister in Brussels to discuss Nicaragua, etc., 
will they also take up the question of the European 
initiative, the French sale of Mirages to Egypt, which 
we welcomed? I can't understand why we welcome them? We 
are giving Egypt a billion dollars in military aid, and the 
Egyptians turn around and spend a billion dollars with 
Prance. 


What is happening here? 


A We have addressed ourselves to that the 
other day. As to whether or not the subject will be 
raised, it is quite conceivable to me that it would be. 
I can't say absolutely. 


Q How do you explain the welcome that we are 
giving this sale, this deal, between Paris and Cairo, 
when we are giving a billion dollars in aid to Egypt in 
military assistance under the Foreign Aid Program for this 
current year, and the Egyptians turn around and say we will 
buy a billion dollars worth of equipment from France? 





We have eight and a half million unemployed, 
don't we? 


—_ A I just don't have anything to add to what 
q we said the other day. 


 @Q Will we discuss these issues in the Middle 
Bast with the French Foreign Minister? 


gn 


A I have every expectation, yes, that those 
issues will be discussed, but I can't say with a hundred 
percent certainty exactly what will be included in the 


agenda. 





mo wee 


Q Will we get texts of the speeches and if 
there is a news conference, the Q and A here? 


ee ee ee ‘ 


- om 


A Yes. I was about to say that we will ar- 
range that the text be provided back here and also a 
transcript of the press conference. 


- 


Q Can we continue on the Middle East, now? 
A Yes. i 


Q Former Israeli Ambassador Dinitz, who was 
here as the representative of.the Labor Party in Israel, 
and not the Begin Government, said in a radio address in 
English. on Sunday that the MUhited States should give 
three commitments to Israel before April of this year -- 
and the date, of course, as everybody knows, is quite 
significant. And the commitments he said that the United 
A States should give to Israel is that Israel's secured 
boundaries means no return to the 1967 lines, no Pales- 
tinian state, and no redivision of Jerusalem. 


Se 
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I wonder if we can get a statement from you 
sometime, Dean, today or next week, as to where we 
actually stand on these three points, before the Haig 
visit to Jerusalem, or maybe afterwards, if that is the 
way it works out. That would be all right, but some—- 
thing definitive. 


A _ Tf thought our position on all three of 
those issues was well known, and I would be glad to refer 
you to what we have said on them in the past. 


I am not aware of any change with respect to 
any of then. 


Q The problem arises, of course, that the 
President says one thing to somebody, and then the Depart- 


ment comes along with something else,_e lly on 
Jerusalem, as ne brought out hére fo nSSbabee2 Y 
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Do we still feel that there will be no -- we 
prefer is the language of the previous Administration, of 
no Palestinian state, but have some kind of an arrange- 


ment made with Jordan? 


What about the return to the ‘67 borders? Does 
all of the Golan go back to Syria, in our view? 


A You know what our position is on that, Joe. 
We abide by, or subscribe to, the appropriate UN resolu- 
tions 242 and 338. 


Q All right, but now fourteen and a half 
years have passed since 242 and nothing has been done. FHow 
long do we continue waiting? Do we have to wait - another 


Golan decision? 
A No. 


Q And just by the way, how does the State 
Department regard the decision made by the Israeli Govern- 
ment to introducing civil law on the Golan? You referred 
to it as so-called annexation, which I think is accurate. 
The media, generally, uses the word "annexation" baldly 


without qualification. 
A Yes. 
As of now, how do you look «i that action? 


The same as we did before, no change. 


ono FF ODO 


So-called annexation. 


A I indicated at the time that there was 
debate even among learned lawyers as to whether or not the 
Israeli action constitutes annexation, per se. 


Q Yes, but a learned media doesn't take 
tips like that. (Laughter.) 


It is not annexation insofar as the State 
Department is concerned. 


A We in the past have not specifically stated 
that it is annexation. 


g Thank you. 


Q Dean, can we skip back to Poland? Do 
you have anything you can give us on availability of food 
in Poland, stores, etc., and on the general economic 
conditions on returning to the work place? 
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A No, I don't have anything I can give you 
on that today. I have got some infcrmation relating to 
private food shipments into Poland, but nothing that 
characterizes the situation there. 


Q Can you give us anything on the level of 
the private food shipments into Poland, what they are, 
and have they increased in the last week or so? 


A No. What the information is that I have 
refers to a report that senior executives of CARE were 
recently in Poland and obtained an official statement 
from the Vice Premier that humanitarian aid extended by 
CARE is reaching the beneficiaries for which it is 
intended. Further that representatives of CARE can 
travel unescorted anywhere in Poland in order to monitor 


‘aid distribution. The Vice Premier, Mr. Ozdowski, con- 


firmed the Government's commitment to honor its agree- 
ments with CARE. 


Q Has the U.S. Government decided the extent 
to which it is prepared to increase its support for these 
food shipments on a humanitarian basis? 


A No. It is under review. I might point out 
that there is speculation in the press today about a 
five billion dollar aid program for Poland raised by German 
officials. I think it appeared in your paper, in fact. 


As I say, our relationships with Poland remain 
under review, but no aid program of that magnitude is 
under consideration. 


Q Questions on unrelated topics? First of all, 
on Canada, there is a story today that the United States 
is to take Canada to the World Trade Court over their 


foreign investment policy. 


The State Department has consistently taken a 
softer line, it appears, on Canadian problems than has 


Mr. Brock's office. 


Do you have any comments on Ambassador Brock's 
actions? 


A I do not. JT will have to take the ques- 
tion. I don't have anything I can give you today. 


Q Okay. On South Africa, please, on a meeting 
this morning with Mr. Crocker, are there any details you 
can give to us other than the fact that there are Namibian 
talks next weeks? Has the United States proposed any 
slightly recast constitutional principles to him, because 
there was a word going around that that is what the 


meeting was about? 
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A No, I can't confirm that he put slightly 
different proposals to him. I would have to check into 
the precise status of those discussions to give you a 
read-out along the lines of your question. 


Q A related subject, Angola. Is there any 
word on allegations of new South African thrusts on 


Angolan territory? 


A Yes. We are aware of the reports, but we 
can't confirm them. I think it goes without saying that 
we deplore violence in Southern Africa from whatever 
quarter, because such violence only demonstrates the -- 
or underscores -- the urgency of achieving internation- 
ally recognized independence for Namibia. 


Q Dean, last night on Nightline, two anti- 
terrorist experts who were interviewed, both of whom 
suggested there was circumstancial evidence pointing to 
possible Soviet involvement in the assassination attempt 


on the Pope last May. 





Does the Department have a view on that at all? 


A No. Not today, anyway. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the report in 
Pravda today of increased U.S. intelligence activities in 


the Soviet Union? The report goes back, I think, about 
seven years on the deportation of diplomats. 


A Yes. It is a very old report, as I under- 
stand it, but we don't have any reaction to it, other than 


that. 


‘ 


Q Other than that? 


A Other than that, that's right. I would have 
to look into it. I don't think we have anything further, 


do we? 


MR. ROMBERG: The CIA has commented. 


Q Dean, it might have come up before, but has 
the U.S. taken a position, or revised any past position, 
on what to do about Polish refugees, people stuck in Europe, 
some of whom want to come here and can't, and are going 
other places because they can't get in here? 


A We addressed that question the other day. 


Q I was not here, [I'm sorry. 
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A I would refer you to that guidance, and I 
would rather do that than try to rely upon my memory for 
precisely what it said. 


Q Back to the Middle East for a moment. 


xe 
a 


Will the Secretary, when he speaks with Prime 
Minister Begin and President Mubarak, be totally on the 
receiving end of discussions of the Palestinian situation, 
or will he be offering any suggestions of his own to | 
those two people? 


gn 





: / 
s A When you say totally on the receiving end, 
t think, knowing the Secretary, he will, from time-to- 
/ time, make comments, but I don't want to suggest by that 
that he will be making specific proposals in the nature 
of a negotiator engaging in negotiations with other 


parties. 


Q Does he not have specific proposals on 
autonomy? 


A Does he not have specific proposals? That 
gets me too far into the area of substance that I don't 
want to address today. 


Obviously, these talks about autonomy have gone 
on now, what, about three years, at least, and there are 


ideas that everybody who has been participating in the 
talks have. So, it would be misleading of me to say that 
there aren't ideas that are under consideration by 


"Declassi fied for Publication in American Forei 
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everybody. 

Q Dean, can you tell us today who will be in 
his party? 

A Be in the Secretary's party? 

Q Yes. 

A You mean on the entire trip, or what? 

Q Yes. 

A I don't have a list with me today. 


Q Is there anything on the U.S. negotiator 
for the autonomy talks today? 


A No. No change in what we have been saying 
on that all along. 
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Q Has there been any consideration, serious 
consideration, of General Scowcroft being the negotiator? 


A I don't want to comment on those speculative 
reports. 


Q Dean, in terms of what you have been saying 
all along, the Secretary said that a move would be made 
in naming a special negotiator if there was already 
progress, and if it appeared as though naming someone 
would accelerate the process. 


Is that what you are talking about in terms of 
what you have been saying all along? 


A I think, to be a little Bit more precise, 
the Secretary has said that he thinks the President 
would address the question of naming a high level American 
negotiator at the time the President felt it would serve 
the purpose of advancing agreement on autonomy. 


~ 


Q Do you have anything on the status of the 
American prisoners in Peru? 


. A Yes, I dow. You are speaking of the hunger 
strikers? 


Q Yes. 


A What I have is quite lengthy guidance about 
it. Shall I post it? 


Q Post it. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #5 


MONDAY, JANUARY 11, 1981, 12:29 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have two state- 
ments to read to you, the first one on Poland. 


Despite some cosmetic changes, most notably in the 
area of transportation and communication, the harsh and bru- 


tal martial law restrictions imposed by Polish authorities 
remain in force. Thousands of Poland's workers, farmer and 


intellectuals have been behind bars for almost a month as 
political prisoners, but without having been formally 


charged with anything. 


A Stalinist-type process of verification is being 
carried on throughout the country in which common workers 
are being threatened with a loss of their jobs and access to 
ration coupons should they not renounce Solidarity. 


As Archbishop Glemp has stated, such actions are 
immoral and unethical and need not bind the conciences of 
those who sign them. The Polish Government continues to 
control access to our Embassy and Consultates, and our 
ability to travel around the country remains heavily 
restricted. The travel of average Poles is also severely 


limited. 


The small amount of internal telephone and telex 
communications that are just now being permitted is under 
heavy censorship. Communication with the outside world con- 


tinues to be sharply curtailed. 


Secondly, on China: Since the beginning of this 
Administration, the President has been conscious of the need 
to carry forward the unofficial people-to-people rela- 
tionship between the United States and Taiwan, and he has 
expressed on many occasions his personal concern for the 
continued well-being of the people of Taiwan. 


This Administration has attached a high value to 


fulflling the longstanding policy of the U.S. Government 
with respect to providing such defense articles as may be 
necessary to enable Taiwan to maintain a sufficient self- 


defense capability. 
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Concerned agencies of the U.S. Government, 


including the Departments of State and Defense and other 
national security elements, have been addressing the 
question of Taiwan's defense needs over a period of many 
months, and have taken into careful consideration the many 


factors which bear on the judgments which must be made in 
implementing this policy. 


On the basis of this study, the Administration has 
aleady taken steps to sell Taiwan items necessary for self- 
defense. We anticipate further steps of this sort. 


A judgment has also been reached by the concerned 
agencies on the question of replacement aircraft for Taiwan. 


Their conclusion is that no sale of advanced fighter 
aircraft to Taiwin is required because no military need for 


such aircraft exists. 


Taiwan's defense needs can be met as they arise 


and for the foreseeable future by replacing aging aircraft 
now in the Taiwan inventory with comparable aircraft, and by 
an extention of the F-5E coproduction line in Taiwan. The 
details have-not yet been worked out. The President has 


approved these recommendations. 
I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Did we inform the Taiwanese authorities of 
this decision? 


A Yes. The Taiwan authorities were informed 
Sunday night in Washington by AIT. 


; Q Were Peking's objections a factor in the 
decision on what kind of arms to supply Taiwan? 


A Bob, I've read the statement. As I say, 


there are many factors which go into this judgment. The 
principal concern is, of course, providing those defense 
articles which may be necessary to enable Taiwan to maintain 


a self-defense capability. 


Q Is there any suspicion on the part of the 
Reagan Administration in making this decision you're talking 
about that the Taiwanese might use it to be offensive in 
procedure against the People's Republic? 


A I'm not sure I follow your question. 
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Q All right. Do you think if we gave them the 


planes that they want and say that they need -- and we say 
they don't need them -- do you think if we gave them these 
planes, that they they would invade the mainland or bomb the 


mainland, Alan? Is that the thought or what? 


A Lester, the thought is that this is what is 
necessary to their self-defense, and that is the 
consideration. 


Q Could you be more specific about what you 


mean when you say “replacing aging aircraft in their inven- 
tory with comparable aircraft and continuing the F-5E pro- 
duction line"? I don't understand the first part of it. 

What do you mean? You're not talking about F-5Es, but some 


other plane? 


A Yes. They also have in their inventory 
F-100s, F-104s. As I say, the details of this thing have 
not yet been worked out, but the kinds of aircraft they now 
have, including the F-5Es, are the kinds of things that one 


would now look to. 


The decision which has been taken focuses most 
particularly on the issue of whether an advanced aircraft is 
necessary. It has now been decided that is not necessary 
and, as I've explained to you, the decision has been made 


that Taiwan's defense needs -- I'll quote again the state- 
ment -- “can be met as they arise and for the foreseeable 


future by replacing aging aircraft now in the Taiwan inven- 
tory with comparable aircraft and by an extention of the 
F-5E coproduction line.* 


Q Is it contemplated that the F-5Es which are 
produced by the extension of this production line would be 
substantially different in character or capability than 
those which have hitherto been produced? 


A Let me address it this way, Don: No decision 
has been taken to upgrade the F-5SE. 


Q No decision has been taken? But you're 
saying that it's not needed, right? Or are you just saying 
that it's possible it might be upgraded? 


A No. I'm saying no decision has been taken to 
upgrade the F-5E. The decision is as I have announced it. 
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Q Is that under review, Alan? Is the possibi- 
lity of upgrading it under review? 


A Is it under review at this point? 
Q Yes. 
A Not to my knowledge, no. 


Q Alan, on the Harpoon missiles which Taiwan 
also wants, any decision on those? 


A This decision was limited to replacement 
aircraft. 


Q To follow up Don's question here, you say 
that to replace aging aircraft with comparable aircraft. 
When you say something is comparable to aging aircraft, does 
that not mean a different brand of equally aging aircraft? 


What do you mean by “comparable to aging 
aircraft"? That sounds like more aging aircraft. 


A I think what it means is aircraft with simi- 
lar capabilities or the same capabilities as those which are 
now in the inventory. I don't have more detail to give you 
beyond that. 


Q Not aging. In other words, they're not 
aging. They're comparable but not aging. Do you mean 
they're the same size or they look the same but they're 
modern or what? I'm confused. I think I'm not the only 


one. 


A I think that they have essentially the same 
capabilities. That's where I would leave it. 


Q How long does this decision last? In other 
words, is this a two-month decision, to be reviewed after 
two months? 


A The statement which you don't have -- and it 
will be available in the Press Office afterward -- talks 
about the foreseeable future. 


I can't go beyond the specific language of the 
statement. 


Let me ON BACKGROUND, though, steer you away from 
speculation that this is a short-term decision. END BACKGROUND 
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Q Alan, you are not ruling out the possibility 
of sale of F-SEs in the future which might be modified or 


have greater performance capability? 


A I'm saying no decision has been taken to 
upgrade the F-SE. 


Q You're also not ruling out the possibility of 
Harpoon missile sales? 


A I am not addressing the question. It wasn't 
involved in this particular decision. 


Q Alan, has Taiwan indicated that it intends to 
buy those planes you're offering? 


A I'm not talking about offers or non-offers or 
whatever. As I said, the details of this thing remain to 
be worked out, and I don't have anything beyond that for 


you. 


Q But the point is that that's what we would 
offer to them, right? The question is whether or not 
they're willing to buy that. 


A I suppose they would have to address that. 


Q Oh, you have no response? 
A I don't have anything to give you on that. 


Q Is there some quid quo pro on this from the 
Chinese? There were some suggestions over the weekend that 
in return for this the Chinese Government might take certain 


steps in regard to Europe or other areas. 


A Let me say that that suggestion is totally 
without foundation, and I would that I think that anybody 
who suggests that doesn't understand how either the United 
States or China addresses this issue. 


Q I got that impression from reading a 
newspaper report this morning. Are you saying that they 
don't know what's going on or what? 


A I'll stick with what I just said, Lester. 


Q What aircraft has Taiwan most recently 
requested from the U.S.? 




















A I don't have the specifics of it. 


Q How do you expect that Peking will receive 
this decision? 


A I don't know, Bob. I think it's up to then, 
if they want to express themselves publicly about it. 








Foreign 


Q Is that the purpose of Mr. Holdridge's visit, 
to convey to them this decision? 





A He went to Beijng this weekend to begin 
discussions on international and bilateral matters of mutual 
concern, among them the question of arms sales to Taiwan. 


a 


Q Is there any limit on how many of these 
replacement aircraft the Government in Taiwan will be per- 
mitted to buy, or will there any time limit set on the end 
of all arms sales to Taiwan? 
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A I'm aware of no such limits. 


'@) . On either case. 


he 6 - 


A In either case. 
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Q I have two questions: You said this decision 
is limited to aircraft. Does this mean the Harpoon issue is 


still pending? 
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A I don't have anything for you on any other 
weapons system, Harpoon or anything else. 


Q And the second question is, does this deci- 
sion mean that the United States will fund the arms sale to 
Taiwan only of those kinds of weapons it already has? 


A I would prefer to address myself here to the 


decision which we are announcing today which relates to 
replacement aircraft in those kinds of specific terms. I 
don't have anything to give you in more general terms beyond 
the statement that I've given you which has some general 


description in it. 


Q What is the status of the proposed visit by 
the Chinese Premier? 


A I have nothing further for you on that visit. 
Obviously, he has accepted in principle the idea of coming, 
but I don't have anything more specific. 
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Q Was any effort made to involve the Taiwanese 
in this decision-making process? Or, more specifically, 
have the Taiwanese now agreed that they do not need these 
more advanced weapons for their own defenses? 


A I think you'd have to ask them that question. 


Obviously, their requests were among the most important 
things we were looking at, and the decision were our 


decisions. 


Q Will Holdridge be discussing with China 
American arms sales to China? 





A I don't know, Marvin, that that would come 
up. It's a possibility. I don't have anything for you on 


that today. 


Q Was this decision partially based, as has 
been reported, on a finding that the PRC is not developing a 
plane that is more sophisticated than what Taiwan already 


has, as had been thought? 


A . David, I don't want to go into specifics 
beyond what I said, that the judgment of the concerned agen- 
cies was that no sale of advanced fighter aircraft is 
required because no military need for such aircraft exists. 


Q Does this mean that we are pledging to Taiwan 
that we will not sell the PRC more advanced aircraft than 


the Taiwanese have? 


A I find that a highly speculative question. 


Q Well, hold on. Speculating? I'm not specu- 
lating. I'm asking a simple question. Are we going to sell 
-- is there any possibility we will sell the People's 
Republic of China more sophisticated aircraft than we are 
willing to sell to Taiwan? I think that's a simple 


question. 


A Lester, it's so speculative that I would say 
it has not really been addressed. 


Q You mention the extension of the current 
coproduction program. When will that expire, and the exten- 
sion will be done before the expiration or after the 


expiration? 
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A The line is go, as I understand it, into, I 
think, mid~1983, so I think that then the description of the 
policy and the extension that I've mentioned to you would 


apply from that point. 


Q Do you mean the extension has not been done 
yet? 


A The line is going on under the current 
arrangements. It seems to me one has to get to the end of 
the process before you extend, but I'm not quite sure I see 


the problem. 


Q If you don't have any assurances that it 
won't be extended, it could just expire. 


A Let me read you the sentence again: 
"Taiwan's defense needs can be met as they arise and for the 
foreseeable future by replacing aging aircraft now in the 
Taiwan inventory with comparable aircraft and by an exten- 
sion of the F-5E coproduction line in Taiwan. The details 
have not yet been worked out. The President has approved 


these recommendations." 


Q I want to make sure. As this controversy has 
developed, the Chinese seem to have staked out some new 
ground. They seem to be saying they don't want even the 
continuation of present levels without the FX -- even the 
present levels, the replacement of present aircraft -- so in 
effect is your statement saying that you are refusing to 
accept that position by the Chinese? That the United States 
will continue at least present levels of armaments to 


Taiwan? 


A Our policy on arms sales to Taiwan is 


unchanged and has been stated many times. The 
Administration has already taken steps to provide items 
necessary for self-defense and we anticipate further steps 
of this sort. I'm not addressing it to the specifics of who 
objects to what or who is asking for what; I'm.telling you 


what our policy is. 


Q Alan, do you . .ve any information on how long 
Secretary Holdridge is going to be there and who he's seeing 
when he's in the PRC? 


A I don't have specific information for you on 
who he's seeing. He will be there for several days. 
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Q Alan, just a couple of points: When was this 
decision made, and when did Holdridge leave? 


A The decision was made by the President on 
Sunday. 


0 Do you mean yesterday? 


A Yes. Sunday afternoon, and Assistant 
Secretary Holdridge left Saturday morning. 


Q Do you mean Holdridge left before the 
President reached a decision? 


A Yes. 


Q Was he assuming there would be a decision by 
the time he was to meet with whatever Chinese officials he's 


meeting with or -- 


A I wouldn't speculate on what assumptions were 
or were not, -but the facts are as I have described them. 


Q Can you relate this decision to concerns that 
have been expressed about the strategic relationship between 
the U.S. and China being affected by a positive decision? 


A I'm not sure I really can. I would just put 
it this way to you: That given the present international 
situation, it seemed particularly important to continue our 
discussion of international and bilateral issues at an 
authoritative level, but I don't think I would want to go 


beyond that. 


-- MORE -- 

















at 
snatine Of 


ore me | i - —e 


ee 


“Declassified for Publication i 
n Ameri 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" ne 








10 


Q I'm not quite sure I understand that in rela- 


tion to my question. 

A Well, you have asked -- do you want to 
restate your question, and then we can have somebody answer 
it? 

Q I want to know how this decision today or 


yesterday relates to concerns about the strategic rela- 
tionship between the U.S. and China. 


A Oh, I see, the decision. 


I don't really have a view particularly to offer 


you on that. Obviously, we are looking to good rela- 
tionships with the PRC; and if this contributes to that, 
then that is obviously to the good. The decisions are based 
on the factors that I've mentioned in the statement. 


0 Alan, do you have any response to the warning 
in the Chinese News Agency over the weekend that China had 
intervened against the United States in the Korean war and 
they would be willing to-do so again, if necessary, over the 


the Taiwan issue? 


A I didn't see the statement. I have no com 
ment. 


Q Were there any Congressional consultations 
before the decision was made and, if so, what were they? 


A Yes, there were. Several key Congressional 
leaders were consulted prior to the President's decision, 


but I'm anticipating perhaps your next question. I don't 
have anything on their reaction. I'm sure that those who 


wish to make their views known. 
Q When were they consulted? 


A They were consulted within the past several 
days. 


0 Do you have a list of who? 
oN I don't have a list to give you on that. 
Q Which members of Congress? 
A 


I don't have a list to give you on that. 


Q Could you address reports from Congressional 
sources that the Administration has decided to break its 
proposed sales of armaments to Taiwan into six packages and 
send them up, one every two months, during the course of 


this year? 
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A I noticed a press account to that effect this 
morning, Don. (Laughter. ) 


Q Could you address the question? 
A No. I don't have anything for you on that 


today. 
@) I want to make sure that I understand 


‘something here -- which is that there is no time limit on 


this extension of the coproduction nor any limit on the 
number of aircraft that can be produced on that line. 


that correct? 


Is 


A No. I'm not announcing any limits, no. 


Q Alan, since Dean Fischer very kindly and 
promptly took my question about a hundred-thousand black 
slaves held in Mauritania, could you provide some further 
information than whose who wrote the posted answer? 


A Excuse me. May we switch to China for the 
moment? 


0 Alan, have the Chinese my now been informed 
by Mr. Holdridge about this decision? 


A Yes. 

Q What was their reaction? 

A I have nothing for you. 

Q I want to come back to the question of 


upgrading the F-5Es. You say no decision has been taken. 
Does that mean a decision on upgrading of F-5Es will be 
taken in the future though? 


A I simply would repeat that no decision was 
taken to upgrade F-5Es. 


Q Is that being considered? 


A At this point, to my knowledge, that is not 
being considered. 


Q Alan, your reference was to continuing con- 
sultations with the Chinese at an authoritative level 
seeming important; and I assume “authoritative level” means 
Mr. Holdridge, not the continued existence of our Embassy in 


Peking. 
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A Yes. 


Q Can you divulge the contents of the requests 
issued by Taiwan that were reviewed by our State Department 
and Defense Department and others? 


| A Well, I don't have it. I think it's quite 
obvious that they were requesting, if one can judge if by 
nothing else than international broadcasts coming from 

Taiwan in upgraded aircraft, but I don't have details to 


give you. 





gn 


0 Do you expect the Chinese Embassy to remain 
at the current level of representation as a result of this 


decision? 





A I have no reason to believe there will be a 


change. I don't have any information to suggest there would 


be. 


0 So that whatever reaction Peking had today 
there was no indication of the change, in their view, on the 


diplomatic status. ° 
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A Marvin, I just don't want to charac- 
terize or draw conclusions from the Chinese reaction. 


QO I was just wondering about something. The 


decision that there was no military need for an upgraded 
claim -- was that a JCS decision or is that a Governmental 


decision? How would you characterize it? 


A I would characterize it as a decision that 
was based on the assessment carried out by the various agen- 
cies of Government concerned. It seems to me this reflects 
| a broad consensus among the foreign policy, defense, and 
il intelligence agencies following extensive study, review and 


discussion. 
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Q The posted answer in regard to the hundred- 
thousand black slaves held in Mauritania poses this 
question: Why are we doing nothing about these 100,000 
black slaves except to support a UN resolution which will 
send a mission of no more than two people, appointed in 
consultation with the Government of Mauritania, to go there 
and study the situation? In other words, why do we need to 
study the slavery which our State Department and Amnesty 
International and London's Anti-Slavery Society all admit is 


in existence? Could you explain that? 


A Excuse me. There's been a request for a 
filing break. 
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Lester, I frankly have not seen the particular 
posted answer that you referred to. 


Q It was posted on the bulletin board and it's 


been in your Country Reports on Human Rights where you 
acknowledge the existence of slavery in Mauritania, to which 
we have given 60 million dollars in aid or loans in the last 


twenty years. 


A Well, I don't have any particular comment for 
you on it. I'll see if anybody else does. 


Q Well, just one follow-up, if I may. How 
effective is our campaign against martial law and labor 
union suppression in Poland when at the same time the 
United States Government is merely willing to study a 
hundred-thousand blacks who are held in slavery in 


Mauritania? 


A I'll go back to the point I made on several 
other occasions -- 


Q What point? 


A -- that each -- if I may continue -- 


0 Oh, absclutely. 


A -- that each situation has to be addressed on 


its own. Obviously, each situation is very complicated; 
different factors enter into it, and the decisions are taken 


in light of those conditions. 


Q All right. Are you suggesting that martial 
law and labor union suppression in Poland is worse than 
blacks being held in slavery? 


A I'm not making a comparison, Lester. 


Q Well, I mean what I fail to understand is 


why our State Department -- unless you've totally aban- 
doned human rights -- is willing to say nothing, and do 
nothing in effect, about a hundred-thousand black slaves in 
Mauritania when you're very agitated, and I am agitated too, 


about Poland. 


I certainly agree with you there, but why the 
silence about a hundred-thousand black slaves? 


A Well, Lester, as I said, I will check and see 
whether anybody has anything further to say. 
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Q Alan, could you address the question of a 
denial of a license to General Electric to make some equip- 
ment that would contribute to the Soviet-European pipeline 
and what the U.S. position is on the European countries 
filling in behind that denial? 


A This is, again, the GE program? 
Q Yes, the GE thing. 
A I don't have anything specific for you on GE, - 


Q Do you have anything on the pipeline? 


A Yes. On December 29, the President | 
announced that in light of the USSR's heavy and direct 
responsibility for the repression in Poland the U.S. was 
imposing new trade controls on oil and gas equipment and 
technology shipments to the USSR; and at the same time the 
President announced that .we were suspending all activity on 


export-licensing cases for the USSR. 


Among the items brought under control effective 
December 30 are gas-turbine engines, which I believe gets to 


your question on GE. 


So long as licensing remains suspended, U.S. firms 
will not be able to supply the Soviet Union, either 
directly or through firms in third countries, with oil and 
gas equipment or technology for use on the West Siberian gas 
pipeline or other Soviet projects; and we have asked our 
allies to take actions parallel to our own and not to under- 


cut our trade controls. 


Our consultations with the allies are continuing, 
and I don't intend to discuss the specifics of those 
consultations. 


Q Would this apply to American technology as 
well as to American components? 


4 


A As I say, either directly or through firms in 
third countries. 


0) No. What I'm getting at is the statement you 
made. Does it apply to American technology being furnished? 


A Well, to the extent that a license is 
required -- ' 


@) Yes. 
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A -- I would say yes. As I say, so long as 
licensing remains suspended, U.S. firms will not be able to 
supply the Soviet Union, either directly or through firms of 
third countries, with oil and gas equipment or technology 
for use in the West Siberian gas pipeline or other Soviet 


projects. 


Q I wonder if I could suggest a change of sub- 
ject on President Assad of Syria. 


A Go ahead. 


Q O.K. He had a comment over the weekend to 
the effect that he supports the call of an Arab organization 
for action against U.S. Embassies, Missions, and interests. 
Do you have a response to that, No. 1? 


A O.K. Marvin, we've seen the report and are 
inclined to believe it is false, although we're looking into 


it further. 


Syrian press accounts of the meeting of the 
International Confederation of Arab Trade Unions -- which was 
the call, I believe, you're talking about <-- and the com- 
munigque that was issued make no mention whatsoever of a call 
for action against American diplomatic missions nor was 
there any mention of alleged endorsement by the Syrian 
President of the. communique, much less any call for action. 


So, as I say, our view tends towards the conclu- 
sion that is a false report, but we are looking into it. 


Q Have you raised this then with the Syrians? 


A I don't have specifics on what we have done 
about it in terms of -- 


Q Have you taken any steps to enhance protec- 
tion of various missions or embassies? 


A I don't have any information on them, Marvin. 


e) Do you have anything, Alan, on Under 
Secretary Buckley's trip to South America? 


-A No. I don't. 


Q Where is he? 


A My understanding is that he was in Panama, 
but I don't know what his itinerary is. 
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Q Can you tell us anything about Haiti? 


A I don't have anything for you on Haiti. 
There was supposed to be some guidance. There was 
something, I think, over the weekend; and I think that there 
will be an update, probably later on. So if you could check 
with the Press Office we'll see what we can do. 


Q Do you have any comments on late reports that 
government troops in El Salvador are massacring civilians, 
including babies over there, and that 13,000 civilians have 
been killed in 1981? 


A I don't have anything specific on that 
report. I think we've addressed these kinds of issues. 


Q How about The New York Times report that two 
Americans witnessed torture? 





A Well, the Defense Department has flatly 
denied that, and we stand by that. 


Q Alan, I hope you can answer this two- 
part question somehow. 


What has the State Department detected, by way of 
reaction from Mexico and from Africa, with regard to the CBS 
remarks about the alleged difficulty of reading contracts 
over tacos or watermelons, as reported in a very long story 
today in The Washington Post? 





A I don't have any comment. 


Q Well, this comes not long after a small 
black reporter for CBS, named Lem Tucker, was in the White 
House Press Room, pushed off his chair and elbowed in his 
crotch by a white CBS reporter, has the Reagan 
Administration considered asking the Civil Rights Commission 
to investigate these cases of CBS racial jokes and CBS 
violence? 


A I would think, Lester, that if you're talking 
about anything that went on in the White House Press Room, I 
would be happy to refer you to the White House. (Laughter. ) 


—Q I will get there. 


Alan, one last one: Since Mr. Wallace of CBS 
explained his taco/watermelon remarks by noting that he 
also enjoys telling Jewish jokes, does the State Department 
believe that Prime Minister Begin won't take this as 
' seriously as CBS took candidate Reagan's campaign story 
about the Polish duck -- or, in a very different context, 
the Secretary of Agriculture's racial jokes? 
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A Lester, if I understood your question I might 


0 Well, I mean CBS certainly did focus on the 
Polish duck joke and they certainly did focus on that 


terrible thing that the Secretary of Agriculture 
did. Now, aren't you at all concerned when the star of 


this great network comes out with this kind of thing or 
don't you care about it? 


A Lester, our attitude toward any sort of 
racial, religious, or other discrimination or slurring is 
guite clear; but I don't think it's appropriate for us to 
comment on the particular stories that you're -- 


Q Well, don't you think it's appropriate? I 
mean -- 


A That's not up to us to comment on. 
0 O.K. 


Q Could you comment on the stories that 
Secretary Haig asked for authority to fire Myer Rashish? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 
Q Thank you, Alan. 


(Whereupon, at 12:59 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #6 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 12, 1981, 12:21 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments for you. I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, have you had time to judge the response 
from Beijing and Taiwan on the arms decision yesterday that 
you announced? Have you any judgment on any response? 


A No. I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q There have been some complaints from Capitol 
Hill that the Administration reneged on a promise to consult 
with the Congress beforehand on this issue. 


5, George, I indicated yesterday there were con- 
sultations taken in the days prior to the President's deci- 
sion, and I don't have anything further. Beyond that, 
whether that met what some\people might have hoped for, I 
don’t know. 


Q Why was it necessary to take the action while 
Congress was in recess? 


A I don't think there was any particular rela- 
tionship between those two. With the people who tried to 
contact us, as far as I know, there was no problem in com 


munications. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Holdridge's _ 
visit? Who is he seeing, what has been accomplished? Do 
you have any developments? 


A No. I don't have a progress report. There 
has been some reporting in the press out of Beijing on this, 
but I don't have any independent, different information. 


Q Could you just tell us whether, in addition 
to the press reports in China and the complaints in the 
press, there have been any official complaints to the U.S. 
Government about the decision yesterday from the PRC? 


A David, as you know, we don't get into the 
question of our diplomatic discussions. I'm just not going 
to get into that. 
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Q How long is Secretary Holdridge going to be 
there? 


A My understanding is he is to leave later this 
week, either Wednesday or Thursday, but I'm not entirely 
sure of what that schedule is. 


Q Is he going to go any place else? 


A As of my latest reading, he did not have 
any plans to make any other stops. That is, of course, 
subject to possible change. 


Q Alan, I think this issue of consultations is 
going to come up again and again. Both Senators Helms and 
Percy say they were not consulted. If you could perhaps 
document who was consulted and by whom, it might be helpful. 


A Senator Pércy said he was not consulted? 


Q I believe so. 


A I don't believe Senator Percy said that. 
I am not going to get into a list of who was consulted or 
who wasn't consulted. As to those people who would be con- 
sulted, it was a decision taken by responsible officials. 
I don't have anything further to give you on that. 


I'm sure that these questions will be raised as 
these issues are discussed on the Hill with the 
Administration in the days to come. I think we should 
leave consideration of that possibly for that time. 


Q Is the U.S. concerned that there may be 
threats to other Americans in Italy besides General Dozier 


from the Red Brigades? 


A t don’t have anything specific for you 
on that. I would say as a general matter, one takes very 
seriously not only the specific action against General 
Dozier, but the kinds of threats which have been laid out in 
various statements by the Red Brigade and so on. I 
don't have anything in specific terms to give you either on 
the nature of our concerns or actions that may be taken to 


deal with them. 
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Q Secretary Haig is going to Israel. He has 
spoken about repairing whatever damage has been done in 
recent months. Now there are reports that Defense Secretary 
Weinberger is going to bypass Israel on a trip to the Middle 
East, turning down an invitation by Defense Minister Sharon. 


Do we have any reaction to that? 


A I understand this is being addressed at the 
Pentagon briefing, and that is where it should properly be 
answered. But my understanding is that the trip has been 
under preparation for some time -- for several months, in 
fact -- and that from the outset there was no stop in Israel 


contemplated. 


se 


So it's not as was reported in the press this 
morning that he was planning to go there and has cancelled 
the visit, or anything of that sort. It was never con- 
templated, and I understand he does intend to go at some 
point. Again, that is a question to be properly 


addressed to the Pentagon. 


Q Is there anything in the works for the 
Secretary to go back to Israel next month on -- 


A I have nothing on any plans beyond this par- 
ticular trip he's going on now. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have any reaction to an Israeli press 
report yesterday that the U.S. has been holding talks with 
the Syrians and the PLO on South Lebanon and the peace 


process? 


A As far as discussions with Syria is con- 
cerned, we hold discussions with all sorts of governments 
lots of times, and I'm just not going to get into the 


substance of it. 


As far as the PLO is concerned, we are not having 


any secret discussions with the PLO. Our position on 
dealing with the PLO is well known and hasn't changed. If 
you want me to give you the formulation then I can give it to 
you. But there's no change and we're not talking. 


Q On the Golan? 


A Yes. 


Q It's beer reported today that Israel is 
erecting buildings on the Golan borders. How do you look at 
this? Don't you think this is the start of the implemen- 


tation of annexing the Golan? 


A. First of all, I'm not able to confirm 
for you that construction has taken place. Obviously 
we've seen the reports, but I don't have any official con- 


firmation of it. 


In any case, as you know, the U.S. joined in the 
Security Council Resolution of December 17 which termed the 
Israeli action on the Golan null and void and without inter- 


national legal effect. 


The final status of the Golan can only be deter- 
mined by negotiations among the concerned parties based upon 
UN Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338. 


Q Alan, there was a report in the Israeli press 
last week that under Gerald Ford there had been a secret 
agreement between Israel and the United States regarding the 
status of the Golan Heights -- the U.S. would support 
keeping it permanently in Israeli hands. And then there was 


some dispute over the exact terms of the agreement. 
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Do you know of such an agreement and, if so, what 
its terms are? 


A I don't know of such an agreement, but our 
policy is as I just stated it -- that the final status must 


be worked out in negotiations. 
Q Can you take the question? 


A No. I don't think that I would take the 
question. I'm articulating our policy on this position on 
the situation in the Golan. 


Q Do you have anything about the current 
discussions in the UN regarding the Golan, the American 


position in -- 
A In the UN? 


Q Yes. 
x No. I don't have anything for you. 


Q NATO? Do you have any response to the 
actions taken by the Ministers? 


A | I don't. I'm going to leave comment on 
the NATO action to the Secretary and his party. They're 
there, and they're talking about it. 


Q There's a fellow in town named Bouvier who 
has recently returned from El Salvador. He's saying that 
he was caught in, I think, the Las Campanas area and he 
observed Salvadoran security forces waging wholesale 
slaughter against the civilian population. Are you aware of 
his charges and do you have any comment to make on them? 


A We've heard about it. We're asking our 
Embassy to look into it, but I don't have anything further 


for you at this point. 


It was the first we had heard about it -- when he 
made this known. I guess it was here, right, that he has made 


these statements? 
Q Yes. 


A, So we're looking into it. 


Q I'm just wondering what's going on in Haiti 
and whether anything happened at all in the end? Do you 
know? ° 











A What's going on in Haiti and whether anything 
happened at all? 


Q That little island off Haiti. 





A I don't have anything, again. I haven't got 
what we had yesterday. I assume you've pursued that and 
got the guidance, but I don't have anything beyond what we 


had yesterday. 


a ee ee te o! 


Q Alan, is there any evidence of the neutrality 
acts being violated by the Haitian exiles who provoked the 


incident? 


A As I recall, we have asked that this be 
looked into, but I don't have any results of that. 


» 1982" 


Q In the press statement on Poland released 
yesterday, the term is used -- "Stalinist type-process of 
verification" is under way in Poland. Is that terminology 
marking any increase of hostility on the part of the U.S. 
toward the Soviet Union? 


A. I think it was a descriptive phrase used to 
highlight the nature of what we think is going on in Poland 
at this point and the repressive degree or the degree of 


repression involved. 


Q Do you have anything that you want to say 
about what the Secretary hopes to accomplish in the Middle 
East when he leaves Brussels? 


Pol icy Current Documents 
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A No. Again, we've addressed this issue 
before, and I don't think there's anything new at 
this point. 


(Whereupon, at 12:31 p.m., the briefing 
was concluded.) 
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_DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #7 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 13, 1982, 12:17 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one announce- 
ment and one statement for you. 


USTR will have a press release and briefing this 
afternoon about the opening of negotiations on bilateral 
investment treaties. We expect to have copies of the 
release available here in the Press Office shortly after the 
statement has been released, which I understand will be 
about 3:00 p.m., so if you could check about that time in 
case you're interested and not going over there. 


Secondly, a statement on Poland. A ranking Polish 
official told Western reporters in Warsaw yesterday that the 
martial law authorities "would like to" end martial law by 
February 1. He gave, however, no indication of a timetable, 
nor do we see any signs that martial law will be ended soon. 


In spite of recent marginal improvements in the 
transportation and communications areas, thousands of politi- 
cal prisoners are still being held, and there has been no 
movement toward negotiations with Solidarity. 


Meanwhile, prosecutors are busy bringing in 
indictments of strikers, many of whom are receiving stiff 
sentences. Moreover, the martial law authorities have 
rolled back gains in higher education to the pre-August 1980 
level. 

Over the weekend the Polish Government forbade 
foreign citizens to enter Western embassies of countries 
other than their own. We immediately protested in Warsaw 
and expect that this new practice will shortly be stopped. 


Last night, Warsaw time, the Ambassadors of the 
vast majority of NATO countries did not attend the tradi- 
tional New Year divlomatic reception hosted by the Chairman 
of the Council of State. Business as usual is impossible 
while martial law remains in effect. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 
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Q Alan, what assurances -- and how were they 
received -- do you have that these restrictions on embassy 


access will end soon? 


A Mike, I think I'd prefer to stick to the state- 
ment. Obviously, it involves discussion between authorities 
of our two governments, and I think I would like to stick to 
our general rule of not commenting in detail on that. 


Q What do you mean by "soon?" Something immi- 
nent, 24 hours, or two or three days, or any idea? 


A I would think within the next few days, as I 
understand it. 


Q You see the Soviets rejected your contention 
that they were behind the martial law. Do you have any 
response to their -- 


A No. We stand on what we've said before. 
~a 


Q Do you have anything on the arrival of new 
Soviet aircraft in crates at an airfield outside Havana? 


— 
A No. I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the 1962 
Washington-Moscow understanding? 


A No. I have no comment on this whole subject. 

Q Does this mean because it's intelligence 
information? 

A I just have no comment on it. 


Q Do you have anything for us today on 
Holdridge's visit to China? When it might end? What it has 


achieved? 


A I can give you some things on it, yes. First 
of all, in terms of when it might end, he's completed his 
discussions with the Chinese. They ended Wednesday, Beijing 


time. 


He is planning to leave Beijing Thursday morning, 
again local time there, with an overnight rest stop sche- 
duled at Tokyo, and should be back in Washington by the 
beginning of the weekend. 








As to a readout, I would simply say that we view 
—_ the discussions that he held as very useful and the visit as 
. a success, but I'm not going to go into details. 


Q What was successful about it? 


gn 


A As I say, I'm not going to go into details. 





Q I mean, everything we've seen out of China 
would indicate otherwise about the Taiwan arms deal. What 
leads you possibly to say it's a success? I mean, that's in 
such startling contrast to everything else that's been 
coming out of China. I'd hoped you could explain that a 


ee ee eee eo a ee ce 


little. 
A John, it's a question of our judgment as 
against the press judgment in Beijing, and I'll stick by what 
| I said. 
; 
Q Is this your judgment on a particular topic 
of China's reaction to the Taiwan arms sales or lack of 
sales? 


it Me RB Baad > i 


A I'm simply not going to go into the details. 
I'm sorry. ‘ 


Q Do you suppose Secretary Holdridge could be 
made available to us early next week to talk about his suc- 
cessful visit? 
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A I will be pleased to look into it. 


banks there to begin consideration of writing off their 
debts with Poland. Is there any similar move here?, 


A I'm unaware of any such move here. 


Q. Is there anything you could say on that sub- 
ject? 


A No. I think this was addressed at a 
background briefing a week or so ago before Chancellor 
Schmidt came, and I don't have anything to add to what was 
said by a senior official on that occasion. 


Q Have any of those MiGs that were expected to 
reach Nicaragua early this year arrived yet to your 
knowledge? 


s Q The Bank of England has begun advising the 
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A To my knowledge, no. 


Q Are there any undertakings in that regard 
beyond those taken in the meeting between D‘'Escoto and Haig 
at the OAS? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Yassir Arafat said that PLO members were in 
Nicaragua and El Salvador. Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Has the Department taken any steps, or does 
it plan to take any steps, to implement the President's 
policy of monitoring press contacts with officials? 


A Bob, I don't have anything on that. We have 
gotten no implementing instructions at this point, and I 
just don't have anything I can offer you beyond what was 
made public last night. 


Q Has anybody been asked to take a lie detector 
test in the building? : 


‘ 
A I don't know. 


Q Pakistan, the Amnesty report. 


A I don't have any comment on that. Obviously, 
we have our own human rights reports that come out, and I 
presume that it will address similar issues. But I don't 
have any comment on the Amnesty report. 


-- MORE -- 


| 
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Q Do you know when those reports will come out? 
a No, I don't have a specific -- 
Q The end of January. 
x The end of January. Thank you, George. 


Q On that new anti-leaks thing, just by what was 
made public, wouldn't that apply to most of the people in 
this building who have classified information? Wouldn't it 
require people here to approve meetings in advance? 

Wouldn't it require memorandums to be written afterwards? 


A I don't want to speculate on what it would or 
would not include, until we've gotten implementing instruc- 
tions. 


Q Are there discussions about it now, how it 
will be implemented? 


A I am not aware of particular discussions that 
are going on, but I am sure people are considering -- some- 
body has got to be working on those instructions, but I don't 
have specific knowledge of what that might consist of. 


Q Does the Department consider unauthorized 
leaks a problem in this Department? 


A Certainly this Administration -- 
In this Department? 
Q Yes. 


A I don't think we are addressing it by 
Department. I think that the Administration considers leaks 
a problem and -- 


Q Well, my question addresses it by Department. 
4 I am not going to address it by Department. 
I think that the Administration considers leaks a problem, 


and it has been made clear by everybody from the President 
and the Secretary on down. 


Q How about authorized leaks? 


A How about them? 


Q That was not a facetious question. 
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Q I don't have any comment on that, John. 


Did you have a question? 
Q Two short ones: 


Does the State Department have any input on the 
Treasury report on Multilateral Development Banks, parts of 
which have been leaked recently? 


I'm sure they weren't classified. 


And the other question which relates to the same 
thing is: Do you have any comment regarding the 
World Bank President Claussen speech in Tokyo yesterday? 


A I don't have any comment on Claussen's 
speech. I think we have some guidance which which I might 


be able to use. 


This relates to your first question on the piece 
in The Washington Post: 





A final version of the assessment which was iden- 
tified in the Post as “Assessment of U.S. Participation in 
the Multilateral Development Banks in the 1980s" -- a final 
version of that assessment incorporating the results of the 
Administration's consultations with the MBD managements and 
the Congress has not been completed at this time but is 


expected within the next few weeks. 


The discussion of the recommendations of the 
assessment in that article was generally accurate; however, 
there have been no final decisions on budget planning 
figures for the International Development Association or for 
the Fund for Special Operations of the Inter-American 
Development Bank, and the figures cited in the arti¢le repre- 
sent only one of several options considered. 


Q Did the State Department have a role in 
drafting that? That was my question. 


4 A role in drafting that particular 
assessment? 
0 In the assessment. 


a Certainly the State Department has a role in 
the consideration of our participation with the banks. I 
can't tell you in terms of drafting that particular 


document. 
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Q When you say “generally accurate" do you 
include the paragraph that related to the World Bank's 
intervening on a specific quotation to tone down the impli- 
cation that somehow the United States dominated the bank? 


A I don't have a specific characterization of 
part-by-part, Jim. 


Q I asked last summer when certain reports were 
in the Italian press that Secretary Haig was linked to the 
P-2 Lodge; and those reports were denied at the time. 


This week L'EUROPEO Magazine, in Italy, has a 
report that documents -- or at least that they claim docu- 
ments -— that both Haig and Michael Ledeen had very close con- 
tacts with an official who resigned from the Italian 
Government as a result of participating in the P-2 Lodge and 
that in fact money was channeled -- and they named the names 
and places and dates, etc. -—- that money was channeled through 
a Swiss bank to Michael Ledeen for political purposes. 


I am wondering if I can get some kind of a comment 
from the Department on the charges in the article? 


A I don't think we would have any comment 
beyond what we offered you last summer. 


Q Well this is entirely new information. Can I 
get some sort of an official -- 


a The issue is the same, is it not? 

Q No. 

a Well, the association of the individuals with 
the lodge is the same, and I don't have anything beyond, at 
this point. 

Q Allen, do you have any information about any 
U.S. citizens or residents being killed in this apparent 
"invasion" of Haitian Isle? 

My U.S. citizens or residents being killed? 

Q Yes. 


The Haitian Government said that three Miami resi- 
dents were killed. 


Or do you have anything you can volunteer on the 
entire thing, other than what you gave us last week? 








* ait 8 
A Well o.k., let me give you something of an 
update on that situation. 


Haitian authorities have informed us that a total 
of 30 to 40 armed persons are known to have landed on 
Tortuga Island, on the north coast of Haiti. Haitian Army 
forces are continuing to pursue them. The situation in Port- 
au-Prince remains normal and quiet. There are apparently no 
more Haitians on South Caicos Island trying to obtain passage 
to Haiti. 


ay 
a 


The U.S. Department of Justice is actively 
pursuing an investigation into possible violation of U.S. 
neutrality and other laws. 


~~ 2 ete 


As far as casualties are concerned, the only thing 
I have on casualties, Mike, is that we have a report that 
among the invaders, five are dead and one has been captured 
by Haitian military forces. 


Q No information on their citizenship? 


A No. 


Q Allen, in that regard, I know that the 
Haitian Government as of a couple of days ago hadn't 
requested any military aid. + Had we offered any military 
aid of any kind? 


4 Let me just tell you what I've got on that, 
which is that at this point the Government of Haiti says its 
forces are able to deal with the invaders without outside 
assistance, and we are following the situation closely. 
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Q Can you take the question as to whether we 
have offered aid? 


A I will look into it. 


Q O.K., and there was also a report that the Coast 
Guard vessel that deals with immigration problems had moved 
to between Tortuga Island and the “mainland” if you can call 
it that, of Haiti. Was that because of the threat posed by 
the so-called invasion? 


a I think I would have to ask you to ask the 
Coast Guard that question. I simply don't have that 
information. 


Q All right. 


Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #8 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 15, 1982, 12:29 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Two items: Do you have comments on the 
reports that Senator Larry Pressler of North Dakota has been 
detained temporarily in Warsaw? . 

A Yes. The information that we have has just 
come in and is not complete, but let me just give you what I 
do have. 


Senator Pressler was visiting a Polish supermarket 
at noon today, accompanied by two Embassy officers and 
American TV crews. The Polish police asked the TV crews for 
identification. While the police were checking the iden- 
tification, the Senator photographed with his personal 
camera the TV crews but not the police. 


The police then confiscated the Senator's personal 
camera. The Embassy officers intervened to assist the 
Senator. The police released the TV crews, returning all 
film to the Senator and to the TV cameraman. The incident 
lasted approximately 30 minutes. 

Q Where is the Senator now? 

In Warsaw. 
He's free to go? 


A 

Q 

ay Oh, yes. He's free. 
Q He hasn't been restricted. It's all over. 
A 


The incident is over. 


Q Were they detained on site or were they taken 
to a jail or some kind of detention facility? 
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A No. As I understand it, just reading the 
words here, they confiscated the camera. The Embassy offi- 
cers then intervened on the spot, and the police then ceased 
their activicy, released them from their questioning, and 
returned all filn. 


I have no information to suggest they were taken 
to jail or anything of that sort, but, again, this is based 
on a preliminary report. 


Q Is the U.S. Government lodging any sort of a 
protest or is there any sort of official action following 
this incident? 


4 I don't nave anything on that. 
Q Who were the crews? Were they Americans? 
q Yes. I said American TV crews. 


Q Do you know if the police had any knowledce 
that Senator Pressler was Senator Pressler or they just 
thought he was a tourist or anything else? 


Q Mike, I have nothing to suggest that this was 
a purposeful harassment of Senator Pressler, which is what I 
believe your question is getting at. 


As I say, the Embassy officers intervened to 
assist him, and the situation was resolved. 


Q Is the Senator a member of a delegation 
that's in Poland? Are there other Congressmen there? 

A I believe he is on his own. I would really 
refer you to his office. 

Q Is it the Embassy's understanding that he's 
there in any kind of official capacity? 

a What do you mean by “official capacity”? 

Q Has a committee sent him to research this 


situation or something like that? 


a I simply don't know, and I would again refer 
you to his office. ~ 
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Q He wasn't on vacation? 


A No. My understanding is he was not going to 
the spas of Poland. (Laughter) 


Q Is it a crime there to take a picture? What 
was the alleged violation? 


A I don't know. I don't have any more details 
than I just gave you. 


Q Why were the Embassy officers with the 
Senator? 


a Embassy officers frequently assist Senators 
and Congressmen when they are traveling to their country. 


Q Do you have their names? 


a No, I don't. I assume that various 
correspondents in Warsaw will fill in lots of detail on 
this. 


Q Was he on an investigative mission to the 
supermarket? Why was he going to the supermarket? 


A I haven't got the slightest idea. I have 
given you -- I will repeat for the third time -- everything 
I've got on the situation. 


Q If we're finished with this, a couple of 
questions on Haiti. Has the Haitian Government made a for- 
mal or informal request for aid in dealing with the supposed 
invaders? And I have one or two more. 


4 I said I would look into that yesterday. I 
haven't gotten anything on that. 


Q In reference to the arrest of Sansarica, do 
you anticipate any problems in justifying in legal terms the 
arrest of this man? 


A I would refer you to the Justice Department 
for that. 


Q I believe it's a State Devartment matter. 
It's international law. 


q I believe that the Justice Department will 
handle specifics of th. legal questions. 
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Q Follow up cn the Haitians. I know that you 
said that Haiti had never asked for any assistance of the 
United States, but the question originally was whether we 
ever offered any assistance to Haiti. 


A I'm sorry. I£ your question was had they 
asked for it, I believe yesterday I answered that question, 
saying they had not requested assistance. You're correct; 
the question I said I would look into is whether we had 
offered any assistance. 


Q And you don't have an answer to that. 
A I don't have an answer to that question. 
Q Has the State Department been of assistance 


to former President Carter in setting up a telephone call to 
the Pentecostal families at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow? 


a I can't answer you specifically; I don't 
know. We're obviously aware of the possibility of a phone 
call, but I don't have specifics on what involvement there 


may have been. 


Q Do you have any further follow-up on what the 
condition of the woman is and whether she's going to be 
transferred to a hospital outside the perimeter of the 
Embassy? 


A I don't have any details on that. I don't 
think that at this moment they're about to be transferred, 
but we take seriously the determination of these people to 
continue their hunger strike. We are concerned that the 
continuation of that strike would lead to a life-endangering 
situation. , 


Q You say you're aware of the possibility of a 
phone call of President Carter. Has he asked the State 
Department for assistance or what is your role in this? 


x I don’t have any information for you on this, 
Mike. I would suggest if you want to get into details of 
what President Carter is doing and so on, that you check 
with his office. 


Q So you have no role in it that you can speak 
of today. 
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A It's our understanding he intended to phone 
them, but again I would refer you to him as to that. I just 
don't have further information. 


Q What is your understanding that he intended 
to say? Has he told the State Department? 


A I don't have anything for you. I think, 
again, I would have to refer you to him. It's his call. 


Q We can check with him, but as far as you 
know, you have no role in this at ali. 


A Obviously, he would phone them at the 
Embassy; but this is his desire to make a phone call, as I 
understand it, and he placed the call. 


Q Do the Pentecostals speak English? 
A I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q What have Embassy officials said to these 
people? Have they said to them that at some point if they 
become too ill, they will be taken out and transferred to a 
Soviet hospital? What have'they said? 


A I don't think it would be appropriate to get 
into what the Embassy would have said to these individuals. 
These are private individuals and our concern is as I 
expressed it, but I don't think it is appropriate here to 
get into details of those conversations. 


Q But you are having conversations with them 
about their future? 


A We are talking about their situation -- we 
have been for all the time they have been there -- but cer- 
tainly about the hunger strike. 


Q Have you encouraged them to end the hunger 
strike? 


A I just am not going to go into detail of what 
we're talking to them about, Mike. I'm sorry. 


Q Have you been discussing this with Soviet 
Government officials? 
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A Let me just put it this way: The President 
is committed to pursuing all possible routes to resolving 
the the dilemma of the Pentecostalists. We are actively 
pursuing the matter, but we don't believe that public 
discussion of these actions would assist the 
Pentecostalists. 


Q Do you have anything on a TASS charge that 
the United States is trying to overthrow the government of 
Flight Lieutenant Jerry Rawlings in Ghana? 


A Let me answer you this way: TASS News Agency 
has recently launched a tendentious campaign, alleging 
various U.S. actions aimed at the new government in Ghana. 


These allegations are utterly without foundation. 
At no time has the U.S. Government urged any other govern- 
ment to take economic measures against Ghana as alleged by 
TASS. 


Similarly, the TASS charges that we're planning 
some sort of invasion of Ghana is a malicious canard. 
Furthermore, at no time has President Reagan sent any com- 
munication to any African chief of state concerning the 
recent governmental change in Ghana as reported in TASS. 


I don't think we care a great deal for what they 
said, nor does it have any truth. 


Q Did you convey your feelings to Moscow? 


A I don't know, Mike, whether we have or not, 
but I don't think I would get into the question of private 
diplomatic conversations. 


¢ 


Q On another subject: Do you have anything on 
the travel plans of Assistant Secretary Veliotes? 


A I do have something on it, yes. He will be 
remaining in the area. As you know, he has been with 
Secretary Haig, and he will be remaining in the area for a 
few days for consultations. 


He does, as reported in the press, plan to visit 
Jordan, but we don't have a final schedule or itinerary. 


Q Any other countries? 
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Py As I say, we don't have a final schedule or 
itinerary. It's possible. I just don't have anything further. 


Q Alan, is there any plan for Mr. Habib to 
return to Syria immimently? 


A Do you mean to resume his mission? 
Q Yes. 


A I don't have anything that would suggest he's 
immimently going to return, but obviously that is a subject 
which, when he is back here, is always open, (as) to his 
going. 


Q Can you confirm any reports that he is sup- 
posed to be there-over the weekend? 


A No. I cannot. 


Q What is the purpose of Mr. Veliotes staying 
in the area? 


4 He's taking advantage of his being in the 
area to discuss various bilateral and international issues 
as well as aspects of the Secretary's trip to Egypt and 
Israel, and he'll be consulting with our Ambassadors. 


I might simply say, in response to the press 
reporting that he's going to try and bring the Jordanians into 
the Camp David process, he is not going there to enlist 
their support for Camp David as such. It's more along the 
lines of what I've described to you, to discuss a variety of 
issues and so on. . 


Q Will he see the Ring? 
A I don't Know whom he will see. 


Q Did Jordan ask for this visit, or how was it 
solicited? 


A I don't have detail on that, Mike. 


Q Just for our records, what time do vou expect 
the Secretary to arrive at Andrews? 


aN The last I heard it was going to be quite 
late, Mike. I don't have a specific time, but it was going 


to be rather late. It depended on things like headwinds and 
refueling and things lixe that. 





Q Do you have any comments on the reports that 
Syria's President Assad has gone to Moscow to seek a strate- 
gic cooperation agreement with the Soviets? 


J 


A Bob, Syria is already party to a friendship 
and cooperation treaty with the Soviet Union which they 
signed in October 1980. According to both Syria and the 
U.S.S.R. that treaty already provides a framework which 


calls for a significant degree of coordination between the 
parties. 


we BR els 


Obviously, we've seen press reports suggesting 
Syria will seek beyond this treaty of friendship and 
cooperation stronger ties to the U.S.S.R., but we don't have 
any information to confirm that. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Does that concern you, those press reports or 

that eventuality? | a 
A I don't have a particular comment on that. 
Q There have been a number of reports _in the 


last couple of weeks about alleged coup attempts in Libya, 
and there's also been a recent report that the leader there 
was hurt in one of them. What do do you know about it? 


A I was asked this -- I don't remember; it was 
earlier this week or last week. Obviously, we are aware of 
reports, but I just don't have any comment to offer you. 


. Q Central America. Cuban crates or Nicaragua. 
| There's an allegation of an attempted -- well, some organi- 
zation that was basically anti-government; do you have any 
comment on that? 


A There's an allegation -- 
Q Let's take up Cuban crates first. 
A I have nothing on that. 


Q As for Nicaragua, there's been a television 
broadcast which was presided over by the Interior Minister, 
Tomas Borge, in which he presented a man identified as William 
Baltodano who has named a number of foreign diplomats as 
being involved in various anti-government activites. Do we 
have any comment on this report which includes apparently an 
inference that the United States may be involved somewhat? 
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A As I understand it, in fact, it alleged that 
the U.S. was masterminding this supposed plot. I don't know 
what version you have. 


| Q The Venezuelan Military attache was one of 
, the "brains behind the action." ° 
A Let me just say we are aware that the report 


was aired -=- I think it was January 12 -- and while we are 
waiting for.more specifics which I don't yet have, I can 
categorically deny the program's allegation that the 

U.S. government is masterminding any assassination or sabo- 
tage plot. Beyond that I don't have any comment to offer 
you, Jim. 


Q Pakistan? 
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A Pakistan? 


Q ‘Yes. In light our $3.2 billion aid “a 
package and the position on human rights taken by the 
Administration, do we have any comment on the rounding up of 
480 opposition people by General Zia? 


A I don't have any information on the subject 
at all. I'm sorry; I can't help you. 


Q Alan, can we return to Central America for 
just a second. Bo you have any new information on the 
investigation into the search for John Sullivan. Is there 
any change in the status of that investigation? 


A I'm not aware of any. I don't know if any 
new guidance was made available when you made some effort. 
Was there something new made available to you? 


Q There seems to be some new information that's 
been developed, but I haven't seen any new guidance on it. 


QL I don't have anything with me. Let me look 
into that and see if there is anything more we can say about 
that. 


Q What about Hinton's remarks that were 
reported today regarding the progress of the war in El 
Salvador? ‘ 


A I don't have them. 


Q Can I raise a continuing question? That is, 
over the past year a number of questions have been raised 
about the conduct of the war or disappearances, alleged 
massacres and so on in El Salvador to which the standard 
reply is “Our Embassy is looking into the matter." And with 
only one exception that I can think of has it ever come 
back that the Embassy has ever filed a report, giving us any 
information. 


a There may be a difference between the Embassy 
filing a report and giving you the information. 


Q I'm sure there is. But what I was wondering 
is, on those kinds of questions where you say the Embassy is 
looking into the matter, is the Press Office notified that 
they have finished? 


A No. I think the only time that we would 
really get that or follow up on it is if there is something 
we would want to say publicly or is followed up in terms of 
a question that we could respond to publicly. Obviously, 
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most of our communications with our embassies, other than 
those that leak or are authorized for use in the briefing, 
we don't divulge. 


I understand your question and to the extent 
that we can be responsive, we will be. 


Q You're suggesting I comb the briefings for 
the last year and find out all those and then raise them? 


2 No, I'm not suggesting that. 


Q Have guidelines been develoved now for 
Department policy on contacts between Department officials 
and the press? 


A No, not yet. 
Q What's the state of that? 


a It's being looked at with some degree of 
urgency, not only here but throughout the government and 
particularly at the White House. Obviously, it is 
recognized there needs to be some clarification for every- 
body concerned, both on the government side and the press 
side so we can deal with this in an effective way. But at 
the moment there is nothing further. 


Q In the interim, while there aren't any guide- 
lines in this Department, what is the policy? I mean, some 
people are saying they don't want to do anything or talk to 
anyone right now until they find out what the policy is. Is 
that what they should be doing or should they not worry about 
it until some guidelines are issued? 


A I guess that's an individual judgment. 
There's no directive from the Seventh Floor on this issue to 
avoid contact with the press at this stage. And in any 
case, I think avoiding contact with the press is not the 
point. The point is quite to the contrary. The point is to 
stop leaks. 


Again, I go back to the point I made before. 
It is obvious that we need to get these guidelines and get them 
out but that the specifics be sensibly drawn up. That may 
require a few days to do; otherwise, it's very easy and that 
is we can cut off all contact with the press. I don't think -: 
that serves your interest or ours. 


Q Alan, Mrs. Gandhi has reshuffled her cabinet 
and Reuters is reporting that it's aimed towards providing a 
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liberal investment procedure in streamlining industrial 
policies. Do you have anything on that in view of Reagan's 
supposed remarks to Mrs. Gandhi for encouraging private 
investment in India? 


Q I don't have anything for you. I'm sorry. 


Q Alan, Japanese officials are circulating a 
proposal prepared by Mitsubishi Corporation for a $500 billion 
dollar infrastructural investment package for the under- 
developed world which they are proposing a number of OECD 
nations participate in. 


Q Did you say billion or million? 


A I said billion. Does the Administration have 
any position on these proposals? 


Q I'm not aware of it, and I don't have any com- 
ment on it. 


Q Can you look into that? 


Q No. I haven't seen anything that suggests 
anything of that magnitude, unless we are talking about 
something of a rather historic period of time perhaps. 


Q It's over a number of years, not for one 
week. 

4 You're talking about investment? 

Q Yes. 


A I just don't have anything at this point. 
I'll be happy to take a look and see if there's anything, but 
I don't promise you I'll come back with any sort of reponse. 


Q Alan, there are reports coming out of Israel 
that a young Palestinian 2xtradited from Chicago is 
being tortured by Israeli authorities. When he was extra- 
dited he was going to receive a commitment or a guarantee 
from Israel that he would be treated fairly. Is the 
American Embassy in Tel Aviv or Consulate in Jerusalem 
checking to see if this man is being really tetured or he 
is being treated fairly by the Israeli authorities as they 
promised the State Department? 


| A I don't have anythine on that. Let me look 
and see if we have anything, but I don't have anythinc here. 


Q Alan, do you have anything about those 








crates in Havana? 


f No, I. answered Jim before and said I do not. a 
Q I had a question about Crocker's talks with 
i the Angolan Foreign Minister and this trip, also meeting 
S with the South Africans. Two questions: One, can-you tell 


us if this is still Phase I of the Namibian negotiations; 
and two, does this involve any kind of quid pro quo, 
Cuban troops out of Angola and South Africans out of 
Namibia? Sort of a two-track negotiations. 


ee ed 


a As far as the talks in London on Namibia, my 
understanding is that this is still Phase I. I can't rule 
out there may be some discussion of what might happen in 
Phase II, but to my understanding we have not finished Phase I 
as of the time I'm talking to you. 


On Angola, as we have made ‘nown, Mr. Crocker 
will be leading the U.S. delegation meeting with Angolan 
officials in Paris today and tomorrow, the 15th and 16th, to 
discuss a range of bilateral and regional issues of mutual 
interest. 


I'm not going to have anything to add on the 
substance at this time. They're taking place oursuant to 
previous talks in New York in September and Luanda in 
October. I would note these are a fully disceet set of nego- 
tiations from his conversations in London, and I think that 
both on the record and on background we have made clear the 
relationship that we see between the Angola situation in 
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Namibia. 
Q What does Secretary Crocker return? 
2 A I don't have a specific time. 
Q Does he have any other plans for travel out- 


side of Paris? 


a I don't have anything further on his travel. 


Q Did you have anything on the restoration by 
the French of aid to Vietnam a couple weeks ago? 


A No. 


Q Can you tell us what you can about the 
meeting in Paris that Mr. 3uckley will be attending? 


os First of all, so that you understand the con- 
text of the question, Under Secretary of State James Rucklev 
will head a delegation of senior officials from the 
Departments of State, Commerce and Defense to COCOM 
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meetings; I believe they're next week, or it is next week. 
I'm not sure how to characterize that. 


In terms of what those sessions are about, we 
are consulting to improve the present system of controls on 
trade and strategic goods and related technology with the 
U.S.S.R. I might note that the issues with which COCOM 
deals, trade and strategic goods and technologies with 
Communist countries, predate the Polish situation and will 
remain even if that situation improves. 


Controls on strategic trade are not sanc- 
tions. They are measures taken to protect Western security. 


Q What are some of the improvements in controls 
that the U.S. hopes to see? 


Q David, I have no specifics to offer you. I 
think we probably would like to offer them to our colleagues 
before we present them publicly. 


Q Alan, how long ago was this meeting planned? 
a It's been planned for sometime. 


Q Was Buckley always planned to head the 
delegation? 


A I have no idea. 


Q Can you say dnything about why he would be 
heading it rather than someone in the Economics Bureau or 
some other area? 


a It's an area certainly that comes under the 
general mandate that he has. 


Q Has the sanctions vote in the U.N. already 
taken place; what time is that suppose to be? What is the 
U.S. position on that? 


A No. Just before coming out here I was 
informed that the meeting of the Security Council to vote 
on the resolution has been postponed to sometime next week, 
but I don't have any further details and I have nothing to 
say about our vote. 


Q Do you know why it was cancelled? 


A I don't have anything more beyond what I've 
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other than Pressler? 


on Fr, O FY 


No, not really. 
Rashish? 
No. I have nothing to announce. 


Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 





I'm sure some people in New York may have. 


Do you have anything in general on Poland, 
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MONDAY, JANUARY 18, 1982, 12:23 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a statement 
I wish to read on behalf of the Secretary. 


The murder of Colonel Ray today in Paris Fills me 
with grief and sympathy for his family and friends, and with 
revulsion for the assassin who killed him. 


It also strengthens my belief that terrorism is 
one of the most serious problems of our time, and one which 
all civilized nations must redouble their efforts to combat. 


This attack will not inhibit us from continuing to 
carry out our diplomatic activities in France and throughout 
the world. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q There's a group in Lebanon which has claimed 
credit for it. Do you have any information about whether 
there is such a group, and do you accept that as a credible 
claim? 


A We don't know who killed Colonel Ray, and, as 
you note, we have also seen the press report from Beirut, 
stating that a group called the “Lebanese Armed 
Revolutionary Factions" has claimed responsibility for his 
death. I cannot confirm that that claim is correct. We 
just do not know. 


What we can do is to confirm the facts as you pro- 
bably have seen already, namely that Colonel Ray was killed 
at about 9:00 this morning, Paris time, as he walked from 
his apartment building to his car. He was shot once in the 
forehead. Apparently he died instantly. He was alone when 
he was killed. 


Q He had no security? 


A It would seem not since it was indicated that 
he was alone. 


Q Sir, it was reported, I believe on the "Today 
Show" this morning, that this was the day that our 
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Ambassador was to have met with President Mitterrand in 
reference to the security. 


Does it not seem that this was a late time, con- 
sidering what had gone on with General Dozier and everybody 
else? That it was rather late in the day to be talking 
about security? 


A Personally, I was unaware of the report you 
referred to. I am not at all certain that this was the 
first such meeting to discuss security, and it may well have 
been the first meeting with President Mitterrand himself. T 
just don't know. 


Q Dean, has the Department come any closer to 
establishing the facts of the previous attack on the Charge' 
in France? 


A I don't have any information I can give you 
on that, Don. I think the answer is no. 


Q Do you know whether the meeting with the 
French President was prompted by any recent threats against 
Embassy -- 


A No, I do not. I indicated I was not even 
personally aware of such a meeting. I will have to look 
into that for any further detail. 


Q Have you heard of this group in Beirut that 
made this announcement? Do you have any information on what 
group -- 


A I'm sorry. I do not. 


Q Is the State Department Office for Combatting 
Terrorism involved and, if so, can you tell us in general 
terms how? 


A No. I will have to get further information 
of that nature for you. 


Q Another question along those lines: I see 
Anthony Quainton is moving over to Nicaragua. Who's taking 
Ambassador Quainton's place at the Office for Combatting 
Terrorism? 


A I don't have any information I can give you 
on that today. 
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Q Do you have anything on the schedule for the 
Secretary's trip to Europe? 


A I can't announce anything on that today, Jim. 
As you know, the Secretary indicated in a press conference 
in Tel Aviv the other day that he is likely to return to the 
area, but- there are no details yet available on that pro- 


jected trip. 
Q Is that likely, or stronger than that? 


A It's however he put it. I don't recall pre- 
cisely. It is expected he will go back. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements 
made by former Secretary Kissinger in The New York Times 
over the last two days, strongly criticizing holding such 
meetings with Soviet leaders during the Polish situation? 





: We, of course, noted the articles that former 
Secretary of State Kissinger authored. I would only say in 
response to that, that this Administration on several occa- 
sions has indicated that it has reserved its right to employ 
other actions at our disposal, depending on the continuing 
course of events in Poland. , 


Future actions by the United States will depend on 
the actions of the Polish and Soviet Governments. I 
recognize that that comment does not directly address your 
question, but it's what I have to say in response. 


Q Are copies of that statement you read for the 
Secretary available in the Press Office? 


A Yes. We'll be glad to make them available. 


Q Is that the extent of your guidance on 
Kissinger's remarks? 


A Yes. 


Q Dean, going back to this morning's incident, 
to what extent will this have a bearing on future security 
precautions that Embassies around the world will be taking 
in general and the Paris Embassy in particular? 


A Obviously, that's a question that is under 
intense review at the moment. I don't have any details I 


can give you today. 
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Q Do you know whether security was intensi‘fied 
after the attempt on Chapman's life? 


A Yes. My understanding is that it was, but, 
again, I'll have to take your question in order to find out 
further details on it. Of course, we couldn't actually pdro- 
vide you with any details insofar as the security pre- 
cautions themselves are concerned. 


Q Have any threats been received against 
Embassy personnel after Chapman? 


A Not to my knowledge. Are you speaking speci- 
fically about personnel in the Paris Embassy? 


Q Yes. 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q On Kissinger again. Did the former Secretary 
of State convey directly his views on these questions to 
Secretary Haig prior to the publication in the newspaper? 


A I can't confirm that. Former Secretary 


Kissinger, in fact, does see the Secretary from time to 


time. They do talk from time to time, just as many other 
officials from past Administrations. 


Q Are you suggesting that perhaps he did? 


A No. I don't mean to suggest that at all. TI 
have no reason to think that former Secretary Kissinger and 
Secretary Haig consulted prior to the writing of these 
articles by Kissinger. 


Q Has Haig talked to him since the articles 
came out about it? 


A I don't know. Not to my knowledge. 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting in Paris 
of Mr. Crocker and the Angolan Foreign Minister? 


A Yes. I can give you a brief readout on 
that. Mr. Crocker led a U.S. delegation that met with an 
Angolan delegation headed by Foreign Minister Paulo Jorge 
on January 15-16 in Paris. 
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The agenda included bilateral and regional matters 
of interest. The discussions were part of a continuing 
dialogue between the two countries, and the door remains 
open for further discussions in the near future. 


Q Did they discuss the establishment of diplo- 
matic relations? 


A I can't go beyond what I gave you on that, 
Jim. 


Q Would you have any comment on the talks bet- 
ween Mr. Haig and Japanese Minister Shintaro Abe? 


A As you know, the Japanese Minister is here 
today, and he is having discussions with the President, the 
Vice President, Secretary of State, the Trade Representative 
for the United States, the Chairman of the Council of 
Economic Advisers. 


I don't mean to suggest that he is having all 
these discussioz= today. He's here from January 17-19, and 
I understand he's on his way back to Tokyo from Florida 
where he participated in trade discussions involving the 
U.S., Japan, Canada and the EC. 


While here his discussions will focus primarily on 
trade and economic issues and other matters of mutual 
U.S.-Japanese interest. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Back to the Namibian talks. Do you have any 
agenda for the next steps; what's suppose to happen next and 
when? 


A I don't have anything specific I can give vou 
on that today. Obviously, Assistant Secretary Crocker will 
be returning after his discussions in Paris . There is just 
nothing I can give you in the way of an updating on pursuit 
of a negotiated settlement of the Namibian issue. 


Q Can he give us a background briefing when he 
gets back? 


A Excuse me? 


Q Can he give us a background briefing when he 
gets back? 


A I'll be glad to take it up with him. Sure. 
Charlie. 


Q In Jerusalem, if you remember, the Foreign 
Ministry people spoke: about the two islands, Senafir and Tiran, 
and it was my understanding at the time that these two 
islands were mentioned in the peace treaty. Apparently 
they're not. What is the American attitude on the future of 
these two island which, I think, formerly belonged to Saudi 
Arabia but have been under Egyptian control now and Israeli 
control for twenty, twenty-five years? 


A I don't have anything before me I can give 
you on that, but I'll be glad to take the question and pro- 
vide you with an answer. 


Q Dean, do you have any response to the publi- 
cation by the Soviet Union over the weekend of an analysis 
of the U.S. military posture? 


A We have not yet received the pamphlet, but 
judging from press reports and information from our 
Embassy in Moscow, the Soviet pamphlet appears to be nothing 
more than a slick repackaging job for the standard shopworn 
Soviet propanganda themes (Laughter) about .S. military 
programs and about the East-West military balance. 


By presenting a distorted history of U.S. 
defense and foreign policy in the post-war era, and through 
selective use of data, the pamphlet tries to protray the 
Soviet Union as simply reacting to threats allegedly posed 
by the West. 


An objective look at the respective U.S. and 
Soviet military programs of the past decade shows that it 
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has been the USSR that has far outpaced the United States in 
the development and modernization of both strategic and 
intermediate- range nuclear forces, while maintaining a 
long-standing advantage in conventional strength. 


Q You don't say whether you liked the book or 
not. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have anything on arrests in India? 
A No, I have nothing on arrests in India. 

Q How about crates in Cuba? 
A 


Crates in Cuba? No information on crates in 


Cuba. 

Q Dean, on the Cuban stowaway, he came on a 
Panamanian freighter -- 

A I'm sorry, could you start again. 

Q On the Cuban stowaway that was returned to 


Cuba, the Panamanian freighter in which he came to Miami and 
unloaded coffee in Miami, this stowaway, Andres Rodriguez, 
reports that he saw that coffee being loaded in Havana into 
the Panamanian freighter. Do we have any way of confirming 
or refuting that fact, that there was Secaesty Cuban coffee 
being brought to the U.S.? 


A I'm unaware of this report. I'll have to 
check into it. We may have some guidance for you later on 
that today. ; 

Could you take it? 
Yes, I'll be glad to look into it. 
Is there any information on Rodriguez? 


On Rodrigues? 


On the Cuban stowaway? 


,r Oo FF OO F WV 


No, I do not. 

Q Is that going to be standard operating proce- 
dure now, that when people come here from Cuban that they're 
sent back to Cuba? 


A I'm sorry, I'll just have to look into it. 


Q I wish you would because it's a new policy. 
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It hasn't happened for years and years and years. 


Q Do you have anything on this report of 
another Nicaraguan exile military camp in California at this 


time? . 


A Yes. We have, as you know, addressed this 
issue in the past with regard to similar training in 
Florida. Our comment is basically the same, namely, that it 
is a crime to prepare an invasion from the United States 
of a foreign country with which the United States is not at 


war. 


Furthermore, our law enforcement agencies are 
carrying out their responsibilities to insure that viola- 
tions of U.S. law do not occur. 


| In the particular article that I think you have 
reference to, a Justice Department spokesman is quoted as 
saying that the U.S. is “not condoning" the paramilitary 
training but the paramilitary excersises using permitted 
weapons doesn't necessarily constitute a violation of the 


law. 





Yes, Jim. 


Q It brings to mind another question, the 
Haitian exile force that invaded Tortuga. Did Mr. 
Sansaricg, did he ever set foot on any Naitian territory at 
any time during the invasion? 


A I don't have any information I can give you 
on that today, Jim. 


Q The thrust of the question is obvious. The 
neutrality laws are being invoked on these peoples’ arraign- 
ments, and some of the training, apparently -- it is alleged 
-- took place in Florida. Although the person who's being 
arraigned or one of them, never set foot on Haiti, and the 
question is, to what extent are we being consistent or 
inconsistent with regard to the enforcement of the neutra- 


lity laws? ° 


A I'll be glad to look into the subject and get 
back to you if I can. 


Q In that general area, regarding Cuba, there 
was a report by one of the columnists to the effect that David 
Korn had met Fidel Castro. Is there any truth in 





that? 


A There is no truth to that whatsoever. I 
spoke to Mr. Korn personally. He tells me that he went to Cuba 
solely on a personal trip. That he went there with the 
intention of visiting a friend of his in our Interests 
Section and that, as I said, there is no truth to the 
report in the column whatever that he saw Mr. Castro. 





Q Did he see any Cuban official? 


. A I'm not aware that he did. And to my 
knowledge, he did not. 


Q Is he still employed at the Department? 
A He is now at the Foreign Service Institute. 


Q Did he go to Cuba at the Secretarv's 
recommendation? 


A Not at all. In fact, the Secretary was 
unaware that he went to Cuba until after he returned. 


Q You are still not commenting on the November 
meeting between the Secretary and Carlos Rafael Rodriguez, 
the Cuban Vice President? 





A I have no comment on that.. 


Barrie. 
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Q Do you have anything in the way of an agenda 
for the COCOM meeting, and what Secretary Buckley's objec- 
tives will be? 


" 


A I'm sorry, I do not have anything I can give 
you on that today. 


Q Do you have anything on developments in 
Poland? 


A I'm pausing only because I have a number of 
guidances I can give you on Poland. I don't have anything 
in the way of a situation report. 


Q Anything relating to Lech Walesa? 


A No. 
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Q Anything relating to the lifting of martial 


law? 
A No. 
Q Anything about the Polish debt? 
A No. 
Q Dean, are we getting warm? (Laughter) 
Q Dean, the Secretary said in Brussels last 


week there were likely to be meetings this week, within the 
NATO Council, possibly with the participation of experts, 
about where they were going next with the NATO communique. 
Are these meetings going to take place this week? 


A I'll have to check to be sure whether they 
are going to meet this week but we understand that in the 
near future there will be such meetings. 


Q Any consideration being given to a NATO sum- 
mit meeting this spring? : 


A I'll have to look into that to give you 
anything specific. 


Q Dean, do you have anything about this Greek 
servicing of Soviet ships? 


A I'm sorry, Greek servicing of Soviet ships? 
No, I don't have any comment I can give you on that today. 


Q Thank you. 
A Your welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 20, 1982, 12:42 P. ™M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I am sorry for 
the delay. 


I have two statements to read to you, the first 
regarding the Presidential proclamation on Solidarity Day. 


Foreign 


The President has signed today a proclamation 
designating January 30, 1982, as a special day of solidar- 
ity with Poland. 


In this proclamation, the President calls upon 
the people of the United States and free peoples everywhere 
to observe the special day with appropriate actions express- 
ing their support for the Polish people whose human rights 
are being brutally and severely violated by the martial 
law regime. 


— 


Copies of the proclamation are available in the 
Press Office. 


I also want to note that the designation of 
January 30th as Solidarity Day results from an- initiative 
of various private organizations, including labor and 
church groups in the United States and abroad. 
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Second, also with regard to Poland, in the way 
of a Sitrep, the martial law authorities continue to 
| proclaim life is returning to normal in Poland. There is 
“ room for a great deal of skepticism in light of the facts. 


Martial law has been in effect for more than 
Five weeks, but there are still no signs of any substantive 
dialogue with the elected leaderg of Solidarity. 


Thousands remain in detention. Their number, 
reportedly, is growing. 


In addition to the continued suspension of many 
basic rights, severe restrictions remain in force. 


Travel outside the provincial borders is 
impossible without special permission. Foreign travel is 
even more out of the question. Telephone subscribers can 
make only local calls, and they are reminded by recording 
that the conversation is being controlled. Mail from the 
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West is censored. A curfew is still in effect nationwide. 
Parts of Warsaw remain sealed off to private vehicles. 
Drivers everywhere are made to undergo frequent checks 

of their identity. 


All Western news reports leaving Poland must go 
through a single control point. There are only four 
Telex operators, and the control point is not always open. 
Western reporters remain severely limited in their ability 
to travel throughout Poland. - 


Many workers continue to be forced to sign 
loyalty oaths, and if they do not, they are fired because 
of political unreliability. 


I will be happy to take your questions. 








Q Alan, could we get a copy of that second 
one? 

A Yes. 

Q Alan, do you have any sense of -- the Presi- 


dent yesterday, again, said that American patience is not 
unlimited on the martial law situation in Poland. 


Can you be any more precise about what the time 
limit is before the United States takes further action, or 
considers taking further action? 
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A John, no, I don't have anything further 
beyond what he said. . 
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Q Alan, also yesterday, the President mentioned 
a lengthy communication he received from Pope Paul. 





Could that be made available? 


A You will have to check basically with the 
White House. My understanding is that probably not, but 
in any case, I would simply note that this was part of a 
continuing contact between the Pope and the President 
since the imposition of martial law in Poland. 


Q Do you know what the President meant when 
he said that the sanctions had had an impact? 


A Yes. Let me just say, insofar as Poland 
is concerned, there is no question of the economic 
effectiveness of the sanctions. The Poles have been de- 
prived of valuable fishing rights in U.S. waters which 
they have regularly exercised in past years. The normal 
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flow of U.S. feed grains to Poland has been interrupted 
with inevitable effects on Polish livestock and poultry 
industries. The interruption of LOT airline service to 
the U.S. has deprived the government of revenues pre- 
viously received from that source. 


As far as the Soviet Union is concerned, our 
sanctions against the Soviet Union have served to convey 
the seriousness with which we view Soviet involvement, 
and also have had an economic effect. 


The suspension of Aeroflot flights has deprived 
the Soviets of revenue. The suspension of the export of 
high technology and oil and gas equipment has, at a minimum, 
disrupted Soviet plans and probably increased costs. 


The new port access regime has cut off all cruise 
and some commercial revenue, and the closure of the Soviet 
Purchasing Commission reflects the reduction in U.S.- 
Soviet caused by the sanctions. 


Q Alan, do you have a report yet on what goes 
on at COCOM, and what the American objectives are at that 
meeting? 


A I don't have a report on results, Barrie. 
As far as objectives are concerned, the high level COCOM 
meeting stems from an agreement at the.Ottawa summit last 
year to consult to improve the present system of controls 
over trade in strategic goods and related technology with 
the USSR. 


The decision for such a meeting was taken without 
direct reference to the events in Poland. 


COCOM proceedings are confidential, and I can't 
discuss any specifics concerning the meeting or the 
proposals being discussed. 


I can say, however, and I think we indicated 
last week, the United States seeks to strengthen controls 
over items strategically important to the Warsaw Pact 
military capabilities and to improve the administration 
and enforcement of such controls. 


Again, as I noted last week, this concern was 
expressed and manifest well before the events in Poland, 
and would remain even if the martial law regime were lifted 


- in Poland. 


Q Could you say what kind of a response 
the U.S. is getting to some of its proposals, in general? 


4 
A I don't have any characterization of that. 


Q Alan, to go back to your second statement, 
I think you said at one point that the aumber of prisoners 
dveing held was reportedly growing, indicating that you are 
really not sure of that. 


Could you give us any idea of how accucake some 
of these charges are, and specifically that one itself? 
No you really Know Ehat they are taking aore prisoners, 
or have you just gotten radio broadcasts from some sources, 
| or what is youc basis for saying this? 


A I can't give you specifics of that, Rob. 
I think that the conclusion derives fron a nunber of dif- 
ferent sources, and I think one has to assume that it 
would not be included in this kind of a ceport if we 
didn't at least attach a certain degree of credence to 
it. But we are saying that it is rcapochel, as oppose 
to conficaing it. Th is vary hard, obviously, to confirm 
something like this in this situation. 








2 T have a couple of questions about coaaunica= 
tions reygarcdiay Poland. 


It is reported that Secretary Haig intends to 
bring up the matter of Poland in his meetings with foreign 
Minister Gromyko next week. Can you confirm that? 


A I don't have anything on the agenda for the 
Gromyko meeting, nor have we, in fact, announced the trip. 
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9 Well, the Secretary, I think, has referred 
to it on a number of occasions, that he is going to meet 
with Gromyko. 
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A It wouldn't shock me if it were to take 
place. 


Q But you don't have anything on it about the 
plan to discuss Poland. 


A I don't have anything on it. 


Q Secondly, a while back, there was a letter 
to Washington from the Polish leader, General Jarulzelski. 


Has there been further communication? Has the 
U.S. responded to him? Has he sent any more communications 
this way? Can you tell us in general what the state of 
play is between the United States Government and that of 
Poland? 
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A Don, I am unaware of whether there has been 
in fact a specific response to that letter. There has 
continued to be discussion through diplomatic channels, 
both in Warsaw and in Washington, but I am not in a posi- 
tion to characterize it for you. 


Q Alan, Bob Hormats announced yesterday after- 


noon that he was going to Europe in order to try to get 
the Allies to take some action with regard to the Polish 


situation. 


Can you say a little bit about what he is doing 
in Europe? 


A No, I don't have anything specific on Bob's 
trip. 


Q Is it felt that he can succeed where the 
Secretary failed last week? 


A I don't have anything on Bob's trip. David? 


Q Can you take the question about what Bob 
Hormats is going to be doing this week in Europe? 


A I just said that I have nothing on it and I just 


don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Can you tell us what, if any, role the State 
Department will play in this up-coming telecast that ICA 
is organizing, and what the purpose of the telecast is? 


A I am going to have to refer you to ICA. It 
is their show, if I may put it that way. It is being run 
out of ICA, and certainly there is cooperation throughout 
the Government, but it is their lead, and I think that is 
the appropriate place to address your question. 


Q Can you give us some idea of how many heads 
of government have accepted the State Department's invita- 
tion to participate in the show? 


A I don't have anything on that. Barrie. 


Q There have been a number of reports in 
recent days about crates in Cuba. I was wondering if 
there was any determination yet as to what was in that 
crate, or those crates, and whether or not what is in 
them is a violation of the 1962 agreement with Cuba? 


A Barrie, while you were off enjoying the 
sights in Europe, and so on, I have not commented on 
that question. I still have no comment to offer on the 


question. George. 
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Q Since you are on Cuba, do you have any- 
thing further on the Rodrigues matter, particularly 
to answer the question, is it now practical policy that 
any Cuban who seeks asylum here for other than political 
purposes will be returned to Cuba, and has the Cuban 
Government agreed to that? 


A Let me just start out answering that with 
the fact that on the evening of January 19th, Cuban 
officials informed our Interest Section in Havana that 
Andres Rodrigues Hernandes had been celeasei, and will 
not be tried. ’ 


As far as why he was returned to Cuba and is 
this U.S. policy, and so on, the INS deternined that 
he lacked the legal basis for remaining in the U.S. and 
ordered that he be excluded. At the request of the 
INS, and as part of our normal diplomatic function, the 
Department asked Cuba to take him back, and it did. 


I would note that in the 1980 Refugee Act, 
the same standard is applied to requests for asylum 
regardless of nationality of the applicant. The policy 
hasn't changed. 


Q Was that part of the deal that he be 
released when returned? , 


A Let me say this. Pursuant to the 
Refugee Act of 1980, which I just mentioned, and under 
established procedure for the tmmigration Service, INS 
the Department reviewed the request for asylum and 
rendered to INS its advisory claiming that the applicant 
had failed to establish a well-founded fear of persecu- 
tion on return to Cuba. That, I believe, is in accord- 
ance with the requirements of looking at asylum. 


Q That is in no way responsive to what I 
asked you. 


Was it understood by the United States when he 
was returned that he would not be tried? 


A It is responsive to your question, Jin, 
in that there was, in our judgment, no basis or well- 
founded fear of persecution. 


I am not going to speculate about the motives 
for the Cuban action itself, but our Interest Section 
in Havana did inform the Cubans that the USG would be 
following treatment afforded this man upon his return. 
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Q Will it be on a continuing basis? I mean, 
are you going to check up on him periodically every few 
months to make sure that he has not suffered any conse- 
quences? 


A I don't have anything on that. Let me 
go back to Jim's question a moment. In terms of any 
concessions or agreements or quid pro quo's, there were 
none of that sort. The U.S. simply expressed its con- 
cern over the treatment to be afforded to him. 


Q - Going back to the subject of the sanctions 
in Poland, it is reported today that a group of West 
German banks, I believe, have put off a final conclusion 
of a commercial agreement with the Russians which has to 
do with the building of the pipeline across -- the natural 
gas pipeline. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A Not particularly. Our position on the 
pipeline is well known. It hasn't changed. 


Q You don't want to say you are happy or 
sad or have any reaction to it? : 


A I don't have detailed facts on it. In 
any case, I wouldn't want to respond because of that. 


Q Can we go to the Middle East? Do you 
have any comments on the talks of Mr. Sharon in Cairo, 
and any independent understanding of exactly what. was 
agreed there? ’ 


A We have not been officially notified of 
the results of the discussions, but initial reports 
suggest that a good understanding was reached. %bviously, 
we welcome any development that facilitates the full 
implementation of the Egyptian-Israeli Peace Treaty. 


Q I understand that they agreed something 
regarding those two islands. Do you have anything about 
this? Do you understand what they agreed about, and 
what does it mean? 


A As I say, we don't have an official 
notification of the results. I just don't have it. 


Q Coming back to the subject of the MFO, 
this is the Multinational Force and Observers. 
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According to the Post this morning, Israel is 
not happy or not accepting the position of the European 
countries to participate, and according to the report, 
that Secretary Haig asked Mr. Begin to accept the posi- 
tion. 


Will you comment if there would be no agreement 
on this matter? 


A Let me put it this way. The four Euro: 4% 
states are committed to participate, and while there 
still some areas of disagreement, as to terms of thet par- 
ticipation we expect those differences to be worked out 
in the very near future. 


As I have said before, we warmly welcome 
European participation and are confident that contingents 
from the four concerned states will be there when the 
force is in place on March 20th. 


Q Alan, you are saying that you still have 
not received replies from the Europeans to that statement 
that was issued when Foreign Minister Shamir was here? 


A My understanding is that we were not par- 
ticularly expecting responses to us. The Israelis, I 
believe, indicated they wanted some responses from the 
Europeans to them, which they have now received, and which 
is the subject of our current conversation. 


Q What are the areas of disagreement? 


A I don't have anything further for you, 
John. 


Q I want to follow up this? According to 
the Israeli Radio, there is contradictory statements 
from Israeli Radio and Egyptian Radio, that Israel is 
demanding the stationing of a permanent position on the 
Island of Tiran, and everybody knows it is Saudi Arabian. 
They say that Tiran and Senafir are two Saudi islands, and 
they want them back from Egypt, when Egypt will give them 
back. And Egypt says that they didn't agree, or they didn't 
say that they would approve the stationing of MFO forces 
there. So it is going to create bringing Saudi Arabia into 
the whole situation while there is no initial agreement on 
that. 


A As I said, we don't have official notifi- 
cation of the results of the talks, and I just don't have 
anything to say about it at this point. 
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Q There have been some reports coming out 
of the Middle East that the Soviets are planning to hold 
some military maneuvers in the region. 


I wondered if you had any evidence of this, and 
if you are concerned about them? 


A I have no information with regard to that. 
Q Could you look into it? 


A I will look into it. I am not sure that 
I can come back with anything. Don? 


Q Last week, at the conclusion of Assistant 
Secretary Holdridge's meetings in Peking -- 


Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 
Q All right. 


Q Do you have anything on the travels of 
Assistant Secretary Veliotes? Where has he been, and 
what is he doing there? 


A Yes. Following the Secretary's trip to 
Egypt and Israel, Assistant Secretary Veliotes remained in 
the area and travelled to Jordan and Saudi Arabia to discuss 
various bilateral and international issues, as well as 
aspects of the Secretary's trip, which may be forthcoming. 


He was in Jordan from January 17 to 18, and met 
with King Hussein, Crown Prince Hasan, and members of the 
Jordanian Government. 


He visited Saudi Arabia from January 18 to 19, 
and met with Crown Prince Fahd, Foreign Minister Saud, and 
other members of the Saudi leadership. 


He returned to Washington today. 


Q Alan, there are reports that Sol Linowitz 
is involved in some sort of shuttle diplomacy between Tel 
Aviv and Cairo. Do you have anything on that? Is he a 
representative of the U.S. Government? 


A No. He is there strictly on a private 
visit. 


Q Now, is he a special advisor to Haig, which 
is what some of the wire reports have said? 


A I saw the wire reports. I frankly don't 
know what the answer is to that question. 
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10 
Q Can you look into that? 


A I do know that the Secretary has said that 
he certainly draws upon Mr. Linowitz's wisdom from time to 
time. Whether he has got some sort of formal relationship 
or not, I don't know, but certainly he does talk to him 
from time to time. But in this case, I saw the report 
before coming to the briefing and checked on it and was 
assured that this visit is a strictly private visit. 


Q Can you check into whether he has got any 
sort of official position? 


A Yes. Don? 


Q Can we go to China? (Inaudible) said that 
after Holdridge's trip, that talks between the United States 
and the People’s Republic of China on the pending questions 
would continue. Have they continued? Have any further 
talks been held since Mr. Holdridge left Peking? 


A Don, let me say this. Number one, I am not 
aware that there have been at this point any further talks, 
but I don't think we are going to get into a Sitrep on talks 
with the Chinese on these issues. 


What was implied and indicated in the statements 
both by the U.S. and the Chinese officials on the conclu- 
sion of Ambassador Holdridge's visit was that discussions 
would continue, and that these would be in diplomatic 
channels, and I just don't see the point, on a day-by-day 
basis, of indicating whether we have had a meeting or not 
had a meeting, or discussed it, whatever. You can take 
it that the discussions will continue. 


Q It would seem, from the Press point of view, 
that there would be every point in saying whether you were 
having discussions between two governments on a matter 
of great importance. 


A That may be, but since I wouldn't go into 
the substance of what any individual discussion covered, 
it wouldn't be of much use to you anyway. We meet with 
Chinese diplomats all the time. 


Q Do you have anything further regarding the 
United States’ relations with China or with Taiwan? 


A That is a very broad question. 


Q Have you got anything in your kit bag there 
that you can add to what we already know? 





ll 


A No, not really. There were some articles 
about the Consular Convention Instruments of Ratification 
being exchanged. I don't know if that is of particular 
interest. 


Q Were they? 


A Oh, yes. They were exchanged in Peking. I 
am not sure precisely when. ° 





Q When Holdridge was there? 


A I think it was when he was there. But the 
press reports indicate it was afterward. But, in any case, 
it has been within the last week or so. 


Q What significance do you put on that? 


A It will certainly affect the ability of our 
Consular Office to perform central functions for their 
nationals abroad. It is the first Consular Treaty with 
the PRC that we have. It is similar in form and content 
to other recently concluded bilateral Consular Treaties. 





Q Do you take it that this is an indication 
that the relationship between the two countiies is back 
to normal? 


A Back to normal? I think I would avoid 
characterizing it in terms of that sort. I think it cer- 
tainly indicates that normal business is going on between 
the two countries. 
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Q Where does it set up Consulates? 


A As I understand it <= I haven't the text 
of it -- it is a Consular Convention and it sets out the 
general rules, and so on for Consular performance. 


Q And specific locations have to be worked 
out later? 


A I am unaware -- I tried to see before the 
briefing whether this had any specific information about 
further Consulates, or anything like that, and I was 
told that it did not. So, I don't know, Jim, the answer 
to your question. 


Q Have the visits of any Chinese leaders who 
are committed in principle to coming here, specifically 
the Premier, or the Chief of the Military Staff, been 
yet established? 
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A I have nothing to give you on that. 


Q Is this the same Consular Convention that 
President Carter signed? 


A No. This was signed by President Reagan 
on January 4th of this year. It was approved by the 
Congress on December 17, 1981. 


a But there was a long period in which it was 
on hold up there, wasn't there? 


A That is correct, it was. It took some time 
to get it through. 


Q That was one of the highlights of the Teng 
Xiaoping visit. 


A That probably was agreed some time ago. 
There is no question that it was agreed some time ago, 
and that may well be the case. But it wasn't signed 
because it hadn't been passed by the Congress. 


Q Is there agreement that when the Madrid 
Conference resumes on February 9th for it to resume at 
Foreign Ministers’ level? 


A John, I have nothing on the Madrid Confer- 
ence. I will have to take the question. 


Q Can you please- take the question? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you have any response to a charge by 
an Iranian official that the United States is reneging on 
the agreement which was signed a year ago? 


A The short answer to your question is no, 
we are not. I will give you a longer answer, if you would 
like? 


Some $8 billion in Iranian assets were transferred 
to an escrow account with the Bank of England last January 
$2.8 billion went to Iran and the rest has been paid to U.S. 
bank claimants, or will be as settlements are concluded. 


A further $2 billion was transferred to the Cen- 
tral Bank of The Netherlands in August, from which $l 
billion was placed in a security account for payment of 
awards made by the U.S.-Iran Claims Tribunal in The Hague, 
and $1 billion was returned to Iran. 
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While there are relatively minor issues to be 
resolved through negotiation or arbitration, the record 
is clear that the U.S. is living up to its obligations 


under the Algiers Accords. 


Q You say an additional $2 billion. That is 
$2 billion in addition to the $8 billion, or in addition 


to the $2.8? 


A The $8 billion were transferred to an 
escrow account with the Bank of England in January. That's 
right. I would say it has to be other -- I will go back and 
double-check this, but the guidance says $2.8 billion went 
to Iran, and the rest has been paid to U.S. bank claimants, 
Or will be as settlements are concluded. 


Then we go on to talking about a further $2 
billion. I have to conclude that logically that is an 
additional $2 billion, beyond the $8. 


—Q On top of the $8? 


A On top of the $8. Let me ask you to double- 
check with us later, and I will double-check with the appro- 


priate people. . 


Q - As-I understand it, the burden of the 
Iranian complaint is that the United States is not being 
diligent enough in researching the family assets of the 
Pahlavi family. Do you have anything to add to what was 


said a year ago? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have anything in a general way, given 


that this is the anniversary of the release, as to how 
U.S.-Iranian relations are, where they stand at this point? 


Can you characterize them? 
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A We continue to support the independence and 
territorial integrity of Iran. While the U.S. Government 
recognizes the Iranian revolution, this does not mean that 
we approve of all that is taking place in Iran at present. 
Obviously we deplore the summary executions and continuing 
bloodshed stemming from the revolutionary turmoil in that 
country. 


However, U.S. policy must rest primarily on a . 
careful calculation of how Iran might affect vital U.S. 
interests in the region, and it must be clear to all that 
we cannot remain indifferent to the fate of Iran. 


Qo What do you mean by indifferent? 
Q Are you worried about the Russians moving in? 


A Obviously instability in Iran and efforts 
to export revolution are potential threats to U.S. 
interests, and any change in Iran would make it less of 
a buffer between the Soviet Union and the Gulf, and that 
would clearly heighten the direct and indirect threats that 
we confront in the area. 


Q Are you concerned by Iranian threats to 
Sheikdoms and other independent states in the Persian 
Gulf? 


A I don't have any thoughts to offer you on 
that, other than our hope for a negotiated settlement in 
the war with Iraq. ° 


Q There have been some stories suggesting that 
Iran was now winning the war with Irag, and that the U.S. 
was unhappy about this. 


Can you confirm that? 


A No. I will repeat what I said, Bernie, that 
we favor a negotiated settlement to end the war based on 
the maintenance of independence, territorial integrity and 
sovereignty of those countries. 


Q I have a question about Libya. What happened 
to the review of relations that you have been conducting, 
the United States Government? 


A It is still going on. 


Q What about Iran? Can you address the 
periodic reports that the Iranians have been offered a 
peace and friendship treaty by the Soviet Union, or have 


accepted Soviet advisors for the secret police in Iran, 
and that sort of thing? 
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A I don't have anything to give you on 
that. 


Q Alan, a year ago when the President wel- 
comed the hostages back from Iran, he promised swift 
and effective retribution against terrorists that harm 
U.S. diplomats abroad. 


Can you tell us what steps have been taken 
by this government to implement the President's policy? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that 
today. 


Q Do you have anything about the letter from 
Prime Minister Begin to the President? 


A No, other than to confirm that the Presi- 
dent did receive a letter from Prime Minister Begin on 
January 19th. 


Barrie, did you have a question? No. 
Q I did, on Libya. 


Has the Department called in executives of Ameri- 
can companies this week to see what is being done about 
getting their employees out of Libya? 


A I missed the first part of the question. 


Q Has the State Department called in executives 
of American companies this week to see what is being done 
about getting their employees out of Libya? 


A I don't know. 
Q Can you take the question? 


A I can look into it. I don't know, again, 
that we are going to get into the question of giving a 
continual status report of what we are doing on that. 


The general assessment is that things are going 
well, and that Americans are indeed being withdrawn. 


Q Let me give you a more general version 
of Don's question. You say that we would be concerned 
over any change in Iran's status that provided less of a 
buffer between the Soviet Union and the Persian Gulf. 


Has anything happened in recent months to give 
you any greater concern in that regard? 
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A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 


Q Could I follow up on Bob Simon's question, 
and ask how many Americans are still in Libya? 


A To the extent that I can provide you that 
answer, I will endeavor to do so. 


Q You said Iran exported revolution, and you 
will not allow it. Do you have any evidence that Iran 
has been attempting to export the revolution to the 
neighboring Gulf states? ' 


A I think I will stick with what I have said. 


Q On El Salvador, could you tell us what role 
the U.S. is going to play in the planning towards the 
elections on March 28th? Is the U.S. soliciting other 
countries to be observers, to send observers? What is 
going on on this problem? 


A David, I am not going to go into the details 
of what we are doing diplomatically. Obviously we support 
the election process. We have made that very clear. We 
have offered to be of assistance in a variety of ways, in- 
cluding being available to the various parties, and so on. 


I don't have anything beyond that. 
Q Will the U.S. send its own observers? 


A Will the U.S. send some observers? I am 
sure we will. I don't have any specific guidance to give 
you on that, but I have no doubt that we will have some. 


Q Alan, is the United States going to pay for 
the observer process? 


A I have nothing to suggest that we are going 
to pay. For other countries’ observers? 


9) Any ideas of getting some kind of funding. 


A Let me check on that. I am not aware of 
that. 


Q Do you have anything on that Salvadoran and 
Honduran statement yesterday, or last night? 


A Yes. The United States welcomes the 
formation of the Central American Democratic Community 
announced yesterday in San Jose, Costa Rica, by the Foreign 
Ministers of Costa Rica, El Salvador and Honduras. 
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We believe this to be a very positive step toward 
a resolution of the serious problems now besetting the 
region, and hope that other nations will give their support 
to this group and its efforts to promote democratic values 
and political and economic cooperation. 


The United States fully supports the new initiative 
and will assist where feasible and appropriate. 


I might tell you that we have received an informal 
translation of the text of declaration, which is, I believe, 
now available in the Press Office. 


Q Has the U.S. suggested some way that this be 
done? | 


A I'm sorry? 


Q Was this done at some suggestion made by the 
United States Government? 


A I don't have anything for you on what dis- 
cussions may have bern held, Don. Obviously this is some- 
thing which ti.c*e ctnree countries are doing. I don't have 
anything on the details of our involvement. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports out of 
southern Lebanon, on any military activity? 


A Of what? 


Q The report that Syrian missiles were fired 
at Israeli aircraft yesterday? 


A Yes. The facts of the incident that were 
reported in the press remain unclear. We note that an 
Israeli spokesman has confirmed that no Israeli aircraft 
were hit. This spokesman said that Israeli pilots did 
not site any missiles. It does appear, however, that 
missiles were fired, possibly from Syria. 


We urge maximum restraint on all the parties 
involved at this tense time. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #11 


THURSDAY, JANUARY 21, 1982, 12:36 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED..) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have an announ- 
cement regarding the Secretary's travel. 


As previously agreed, Secretary of State Haig will 
be meeting with Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko in Geneva on 
January 26 to continue the exchange of views begun in New 
York in September. 


Secretary Haig will visit Israel and Egypt on 
January 27 to 29. In Israel, Secretary Haig will meet 
with Prime Minister Begin and in Egypt he will see President 
Mubarak. 


The purpose of the Secretary's trip is to continue 
his fact-finding mission on how best to proceed toward an 
autonomy agreement. 


There is a sign-up sheet posted, and I should 
caution you that that sheet, because of the short time, is 
going to have to come down at COB today. 


ON BACKGROUND, let me say to you that the depar- 
ture is, at this point, scheduled for Sunday morning and 
return for Friday evening. END BACKGROUND 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 
Q One day meeting with Gromyko? 

A Yes. 

Q The 26th only? 

A That's correct. 


Q Alan, on the Middle East part of the trip, on 
his last trip there, if I'm not mistaken, it was suggested 
that he would be bringing some new idea, some American ideas 
to both sides on the Palestinian autonomy talks. Is that 
still the case or is he still, on this trip, going to be 
basically sounding out both sides? 


A John, I simply don‘t have anything beyond the 
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description of this in the announcement as a fact-finding 
mission on how best to proceed. That's all I've got. 


Q Regarding the meeting with Mr. Gromyko, ‘on 
November 19, at the time of the President's speech on arms 
control, there was a backgrounder here by a senior official 
who said that that meeting with Mr. Gromyko would be used to 
discuss, I believe, a time and place of the commencement of 
START talks. Is there any reason to now put that as an ino- 
perable phrase? 


A Bernie, I'm simply not in a position to go 
into detail of that sort at this point. 


Q Alan, on the Gromyko talks, are you ruling 
Out the possibility that he might meet with Groymko on the 
27th? 


A Secretary Haig has a busy schedule and will 
be moving on to the Middle East following his talks with 
Gromyko. We are confident that in the current climate we 
can accomplish our objectives in one day. 


Q Alan, in terms of the Middle East -- 


Q Can we follow that up. Does that rule that out, 
as Bob asked you? 


A I will stick with what I just said, that we 
are confident that in the current climate we can accomplish 
Our objectives in one day. 


Q Doés the Secretary wish to have more than one ° 
day of talks with the Foreign Minister? 

A I'm sorry, does he -- 

Q Does the Secretary wish to have more than one 


day, and settled for this one session? Did Secretary Haig 
wish to spend two days in meeting with Foreign Minister 


Groymko? 


Q This schedule is in accordance with our 
wishes. It's agreed between the two sides obviously, and 
it is quite satisfactory to us. 


Q Can you characterize the current climate that 
you alluded to? 


Q Can you start over again? We were just 
called. 


A I will just go over a couple of points. One, 
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there is an announcement of the trip. You can get a 
copy of that in the Press Office. Secondly, I was asked 
about the fact if it's going to be one day; it will be a one 


‘day meeting. 


I explained Secretary Haig has a busy sche- 
dule and will be moving on to the Middle East following 
talks with Gromyko. We are confident in the current cli- 
mate we can accomplish our objectives in one day. 

Q Can you tell us what your objectives are? 
Q How about the current climate? 


A The current climate was asked. I think it 


doesn't require a great deal of explanation. 


Q You're confident that you can accomplish your 
objectives. What are they? 


A Let me put it this way: Secretary Haig and 
Foreign Minister Gromyko will discuss the full range of 
issues in U.S.-Soviet relations, but clearly the primary 
focus will be on Poland and its impact on East-West rela- 
tions in general. Problems in other regions will also be 
discussed, and we will raise bilateral and human rights 
issues. 


Q ‘All in one day, Alan? | 
A They're very efficient talkers. 


Q Does it leave time to setting a date for the 
start of the START talks? 


A I'm sorry, perhaps you didn't come in either. 
I'm just not prepared to go into that sort of detail at this 
moment. 

Q Has that been ruled out? 

A I'm not prepared to go into detail now. 


Q In your list there, you don't mention arms 
control. Is that supposedly a bilateral issue? 


A I would expect that arms control issues may 
well come up. 


Q Have you discussed with Soviet Ambassador 
Dobrynin an agenda for the meeting before the Ambassador 
returns to Moscow? 
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A I don't really want to go into that sort of 
diplomatic discussion. 


Q I ask you that, Alan, because you say that 
Secretary Haig and Foreign Minister Gromyko will discuss the 
full range -- the primary focus will be on Poland. Is that 
by Soviet agreement, or are you talking for the American side 


only? 


A In answering the questions, I'm speaking for 
the U.S. only. 


Q Did he see Dobrynin yesterday? 


A No. Ambassador Dobrynin came in at his own 
request and saw Under Secretary Stoessel. 


Q Alan, yesterday you said that, if I recall, 
that our policy is that Iran would be a formidable buffer -- 


A Excuse me, could we stick to this subject. 


Q This is it. Is there any intention on the 
part of the Secretary to bring up with the Soviet Foreign 


Minister the recent reports that we've been getting about their 


activities in Iran that might seek to change that situation? 


A I'm simply not in a position to go into 
that sort of detail. 


Q I'm still baffled by your original statement 
a little bit because you say that the current climate you 
can accomplish the objectives in one day but senior offi- 
cials of this Administration have said in recent weeks that 
when relations deteriorate it's more important to have more 
meaningful exchanges between the parties. And then you turn 
around and say -- you seem to be giving the signal that 
there really isn't very much to talk about at this point 
other than the full range, and everybody knows what that's 


about. 
Can you reconcile the two positions? 


A I'll stick wit! what I said, including the 
answer I gave to the questic:.. what our objectives were in 
which I described in general terms what we would be 
discussing. 


Q If you could answer this question, actually 
why you're haying the meeting? 


A I don't have anything beyond what we talked 
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about before. 


Q Without raising a dead horse here, former 
Secretary Kissinger said it makes no sense to have a 
meeting. Now, in fact, it's counter-productive. 


A It is obviously the judgment of this 
Administration that there is utility to the meeting. 


Q On the Middle East part of the trip, will he 
be meeting with Sol Linowitz at all. Will he be there at the 
same time? 


A The Secretary, as I understand it, does not 
have any specific plans at this time to meet with Ambassador 
Linowitz although he does look forward to getting his 
impressions and observations from the Middle East after he 
returns. 


I would reiterate the point I made yesterday. 
That Ambassador Linowitz is on a private visit. 


Let me answer a question I said I would look 
into yesterday. Former Ambassador Linowitz has no formal 
Status as a special advisor. As I noted yesterday, the 
Secretary values his relationship with Mr. Linowitz and has 
spoken with him in his capacity as a a expert when- 
ever he's had the opportunity. 


Q Could I ask a follow-up on that? Mr. 
Linowitz is a member of an international organization named 
the Club of Rome which, according to its official published 
documents, welcomed the 1973 Mideast War because of its 
impact on the oil supply situation and also has as its pri- 
mary goal the elimination of all sovereign nation states. 
These are all in the writings of (inaudible), the chairman 
of that organization. 


I'm not asking to verify them. Any dummy can 
read those books and verify this information. But given the 
fact that Sol Linowitz is dedicated to eliminating sovereign 
nations (Laughter). Given the fact -- 


A Can we cut the question down. What's your 
quest ion? 


Q Given the fact that Sol Linowitz wants to 
replace sovereign nation states with a multinational global 
empire, run by multinational corporations, given the fact 
that he welcomed the 1973 oil war, what possible wisdom can 
Alexander Haig get from him, unless these are all Secretary 
Haig's desires? 
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A I think that Mr. Linowitz would have to speak 
for himself as to whether he endorses all those particular 
positions. It strikes me, based on what -- 


Q As I said, I'm not asking you about that. 
That's on the public record. 


A No, it isn't on the public record as to what 
his views are, and I'm just not going to address his views. 


Q Alan, is the cutting back of the meeting in 
Geneva, going from two meetings to one, is this going to . 
affect the rest of the schedule? 


A The schedule is as I have announced it. Were 
you here when I announced it? 


Q No. 


A Let me read it again. As previously agreed, 
Secretary of State Haig will be meeting with Soviet Prime 
Minister Groymko in Geneva on January 26 to continue the 
exchange of views begun in New York in September. 


Secretary Haig will visit Israel and Egypt 
from January 27 - 29. In Israel, Secretary Haig will meet 
with Prime Minister Begin, and in Egypt he will see 
President Mubarak. ’ 


The purpose of the Secretary's trip is to 
continue his fact-finding mission on how best to proceed 
toward an autonomy agreement. 


Q Let's try this again. On the Groymko 
meeting, it was reported today that Secretary Haig, as a 
result of the decision taken within this Administration, 
will tell Gromyko that there is no point in setting a date 
for the beginning of START talks so long as the situation in 
Poland is as it is. Can you comment on that? 


A I'm simply not prepared to go into the sort 
of details as to what might or might not be discussed on 
that. 


Q When Chancellor Schmidt was here, Secretary 
Haig, in a news conference, spoke of arms control talks as 
being in a special category that should not be linked with 
the situation in Poland. Is that still the policy of this 
Administration? 


A I have nothing to suggest a change and the 
INF talks at the present will continue. 
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Q Alan, I just want to come back to another 
point. Do you have any guidance at all as to whether you 
are ruling out the continuation of these talks to a second 


“day if anything constructive happens? 


A It is very hard to be categorical about 
something like that. You should take it from the announce- 
ment and what I have said to you beyond the announcement 
that the plan is to go for one day of talks. 


I'm not trying to leave it open. You're 
asking me, will I absolutely put a pin in my finger and put 
blood on the paper. Obviously, the Secretary of State, if 
he decides ne wanted to continue talks, would have the 
Option, one presumes, to try and do that. That is not the 
way I am leading you in this discussion. We are looking 
towards one day of talks. 


Q Was there a plan for two days of talks at 
sometime and you got cut back? 


A I'm announcing that there will be one day. 
Q Yes, but was there a plan for two days? 


A I don't have a specific answer for you. I 
think you could look up and see what was said on this 
before. 


Q You remember that you did talk from this 
podium about a meeting that would be on the 26th and 27th? 


A I understand. 


Q A couple of weeks ago there was a comment by 
the Secretary that in times of crises it's perhaps even a 
better idea to have summit meeting. 


A We have had that discussion already, Marvin. 


Q Yes, but you were pointing people in various 
directions, and I'm nearsighted. I was wondering if you 
could address yourself verbally to the issue of whether, at 
this particular time, it makes sense to have a summit 
meeting, to move toward a summit meeting or whether it does 
not? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on the 
subject of a summit meeting. 


Q Can you tell us if any consideration was 
given to cancelling the meeting with Gromyko? 
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A I don't want to get into the subject of what 
has been considered and not considered within the delibera- 
tions, looking to this meeting. 


Q Alan, you said you're leading us down a cer- 
tain path. I don't know where it's going. The impression, 
I think, a lot of us get is that this is not so much a matter 
of some talks as an opportunity to deliver a message and get 
out of town. (Laughter) 


A I don't want to characterize it that way. I 
will stick to what I said before about discussing the full 
range of issues with the primary focus clearly on Poland and 
its impact on East-West relations in general. 


Q Who will be in the Secetary's party? 
A I don't have information on that. 


Q I was wondering whether you have consulted 
with the U.S. Allies in Europe about what the agenda will be 
for this meeting the Secretary is going to have with Mr. 
Gromyko and whether they are already aware of U.S. inten- 
tions of cutting the time for discussions? 


A I can't give you a specific answer to that. 
Let me just say we obviously remain in constant, frequent 
communication with our Allies on the subject of relations 
with the Soviet Union and the subject of Poland. 


Q Does your guidance specifically not include 
any mention of the INF talks or of setting a date for the 
START negotiations? 


A I'm not going to go over what my guidance 
included. As I said, INF is continuing. As I said, I would 
expect arms control issues will come up. INF may well come 
up. 


Q Will the Middle East be a part of the agenda 
in Geneva. And, secondly, wili the Secretary go to Egypt 
first on the 27th and then to [Israel on the 28th, or what? 


A Again, that has been discussed -- I'm sorry 
to repeat myself but I just don't want to go into the speci- 
fics. I said other problems and other regions would be 
discussed. I'm not going tc go beyond that. 
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Q What about the dates? 


A I don't have the specifics on the dates but 
ON BACKGROUND again he will be going to Israel first, I 
believe. END BACKGROUND 


Q Alan, what is the Secretary going to do on 
Monday? 


A I don't have the schedule for him. 
Q Any bilateral meetings scheduled? 
A I don't have the schedule for him. 


Q Alan, can we just ask the question directly? 
Is it the Administration's position that the events in 
Poland have put a pall or a damper over the possibility for 
strategic arms discussions and negotiations? 


A I'm simply not going to go beyond what I've 
said. 


Q Can you describe the Middle East part of the 
trip as it affects the continuation of this fact-finding 
mission? Is the Secretary going to bring any new ideas and 
proposals? 


A This was asked before. I would prefer to 
stick with the characterization in the announcement. I 
don't: have anything to give you on whether he will have 
anything to raise himself or not at this point. 


Q Alan, can you address the contents of Mr. 
Begin's letter to the President? 


A No, I don't have anything. 


Q Do you have any reaction to or analysis of the 
Soviet Prime Minister's remarks yesterday? 


A Yes. We have noted Mr. Tikhonov's comment 
that the Soviet Union seeks a constructive dialogue. This 
Administration has sought from the beginning a broad, pro- 
ductive dialogue with the Soviet Union and a constructive 
long-term U.S.-Soviet Union relationship. We have made 
clear at the same time that such a relationship, to be suc- 
cessful, must be based on restraint and reciprocity. 
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We look forward to ascertaining at the coming 
meeting in Geneva and in Soviet actions whether Mr. 
Tikhonov's public rhetoric will indeed be translated into | 
concrete terms. Unfortunately, to date, Soviet international 
actions have not demonstrated the restraint which provides 
the only possible basis for constructive East-West 


relations. 
Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. ; 
Q Alan, in reference to the previous question 


here about the contents of the Begin letter to the 
President, you said you have no comment. Can you tell us 
what was in the letter without comment? 


A No. 


Q The story was leaked yesterday, it was in the 
papers and so forth, and we are left with the impression 
that Begin made such and such a commitment, and we really 
don't know whether he did or didn't. Something happens in 
Lebanon and the first thing that will happen, as you well 
know, will be another smear of Israel; Begin isn't keeping 
his word. Why don't we get the facts? 


A I'm no going to comment on the letter. 


. Q Don't comment on the letter; what about the 
contents? 


A That's commenting on the letter. 
Q Is the story correct, or isn't it? 


Q Is it firm that the NATO ministers will be 
going to Madrid February 9 for the Helsinki Review? 


A I don't have anything on that. I'm sorry. I 
took that question yesterday, and I don't think we've gotten 
a response to that. I'll look into that after the briefing. 


Q Is the Middle Eastern part of the trip being 
characterized as a fact-finding mission? 


A Yes. The purpose of his trip to the Middle 
East is to continue his fact-finding mission on how best to 
proceed toward an autonomy agreement. 


Q Can you tell us what the status is right now 
of the State Department's investigation into the killings of 
the nuns in El Salvador? 
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A I don't believe it's the State Department's 


.investigation. It‘s the El Salvadoran investigation. 


The investigation continues into the murders 
of the four American churchwomen in El Salvador on December 
2, 1980. Our Embassy in El Salvador is very pleased with 
the pace of the investigation in recent weeks. The embassy 
believes that the case is significantly closer to resolution 
now than it was two months ago. We hope that homicide 
charges will soon be brought before a civiiian tribunal in 
El Salvador, but we can't speculate as to exactly when that 


might occur. 


Q Could that occur in advance possibly of the 
President's certification that the Congressional conditions 
for future aid to El Salvador will take place? 


Does the embassy expect that? 
A Again, I can't speculate on the date. 
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Q Can you fill us in on any of the details 
which substantiate the assertion that the pace of the 
investigation has stepped up in recent weeks? 


A No. I don't have anything further for you. 


Q Is there any question of any new evidence 
with regard to that investigation? 


fy I think that it would be inappropriate from 
here, when they're proceeding with the judicial proceedings 
there, to be commenting on that. 


Q Why are you commenting at all? 


4 I was asked a question about our attitude 
towards it, and what's happened to it. 


Q You say the Embassy is pleased about the pace 
of the investigation, but you have nothing to back it up? 


Ay If you prefer that I not comment, then I 
will take that under advisement. 


Q Do you have anything to back up your 
statement? 


a 


I have nothing -further to say on the subject. 


But that's a serious question, though. 


r ODO FY 


I understand it's a serious question. 


Q On the one hand you're saying you're pleased 
which is a comment on a criminal proceeding in £El Salvador. 
On the other hand, you provide us with absolutely no infor- 
mation to indicate why we should be pleased. 


A I understand your point. 


Q Has the State Department been in contact with 
an individual who may have been a witness to these slayings? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q By what date does the President have to cer- 
tify that the Congressional requirement has been met for El 
Salvador not to lose -- for the funnel not to be shut off for 
aid? 
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A It's 30 days after passage. I understand 
it's around the 28th of January. 


Q Is it true that the State Department is going 
to ask Congress shortly to appropriate up to $100 million to 
El Salvador in economic assistance under the Caribbean Basin 
initiative? 


A In recent Congressional testimony, both 
Assistant Secretary Enders and Under Secretary Ikle of DOD 
made clear the fact that additional resources would be 
needed for El Salvador, certainly on the economic side but 
also on the security side. 


There are a number of options available which are 
under review, and we would expect to be taking this up with 
Congress shortly. But I don't have anything to give you 
beyond that on it. 


Q Nothing on the CBI in particular? 
A No. I don't have anything specific at this 
point on that. | 


Q Just one other, following up on this. The 
Chileans recently announced that their Supreme Court had 
overruled the military court decision regarding the Letelier 
case. 


Has that been communicated to you, and will that 
help in your certification -- of the certification require- 
ments up to Congress? 


A I don't have anything on that, Jim. Let me 
look into it and see if we can give you something. 


Q Two questions I have regarding terrorism. 
One was there is a UPI report that General Dozier may have - 
been handed off to a foreign government. I was wondering if 
you had anything regarding that. 


And, number two, did the State Department ever 
find out anything more about the Lebanese group that claimed 
credit for the killing of Colonel Ray? 


A I don't have any further information on the 
Lebanese group in particular. On General Dozier, I don't 
have anything to substantiate that, but I also would make a 
statement that I think we've made before: That we're not, 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





SV All ANREP ER BED OG ree 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


See eaten Pace ete 


14 


for obvious reasons, going to get into a detailed 
discussion. The answer to your specific question is, I 
haven't seen anything to suggest that. 


Q What is the U.S. attitude with regard to 
additional aid to the OAU peacekeeping force in Chad, either 
through the United Nations or bilaterally? 


A We recognize that the peacekeeping operation 
will need to find further sources of funding if it remains 
in Chad for an extended period of time, which in fact may be 
necessary. 


We're hopeful that the OAU will find sufficient 
funds from a variety of donors to enable this important 
operation to continue until a negotiated settlement can be 
reached within Chad. 


Q Will the United States be willing to play its 
part, as has often been said, in other contexts in finding 
these funds or providing these funds? 


A In terms of our own funding, we've already 
authorized $12 million, and at present we have no peane to 
provide additional funds. 


Q Is it the feeling that the $12 million is 
enough as a U.S. contribution? 


A Again, I think that I would simply say 
that at present we don't have plans. I could give you a 
little detail, if you would want, on what's happened with 
that money. 


As you know, the President determined on December 
5, 1981, that $12 million would be made available for sup- 
port of the Zairian and Nigerian contingents of the OAU 
peacekeeping force. 


Our assistance is limited to the supplying of non- 
lethal military supplies and equipment and to the provision 
of air transportation. 


We made an initial round of deliveries to Zaire 
for its contingent in mid-December. Supplies were flown out 
in four C-141 U.S. military air command aircraft. 
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These same aircraft transported heavy equipment 
for the Zairian contingent from Kinshasha to Ndjamena and 
airlifted the Kenyan and Zambian observers and their equip- 
ment from Nairobi to Ndjamena. 


We are currently completing air shipment -- I 
should note that this is a status report that's about a week 
old, so when I say "currently," I don't know exactly how 
that fits in -- but completing air shipment of priority items 
for the Nigerian contingent by commercial air charter and 
MAC flights. These items are principally tents, boots, 
items to enable the Nigerian air force to operate in remote 
fields in Chad, and rafts and boating equipment for the 
Chari River. 


Q Because this matter came up and apparently 
caused some controversy, has the United States flown any 
crates of Coca-Cola in connection with this supply mission? 


A I don't have anything on that, Don. 


Q Are we in touch with Habre right now? 
He seems to be causing some more trouble. 


_A I have no information to suggest we are in 
touch with Habre. 


Q Could you look into that? 
A I have nothing to suggest that we are. 


Q There are reports to the effect that Sol 
Linowitz had proposed when he was Ambassador that the inha- 
bitants of East Jerusalem vote in Bethlehem in connection 
with the autonomy. 


Is this a U.S position now or is this just 
something that was thrown out by Linowitz, or what is it? 


A I think that it would not be productive to be 
addressing specifics of the autonomy issues here from this 


podium. 


Q Do you have any comment on a New York Times 
report that trucks sold to Libya are hauling Soviet tanks and 
Other Soviet equipment? 





A Yes, I have something for you. We can con- 
firm that most, if not all, of the 400 heavy duty Oshkosh 
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trucks which were sold in 1978 for civilian purposes have 
been converted in violation of Libya's written assurances. 


The U.S. Government has, of course, prohibited the 
shipment of any further vehicles, as well as spare parts for 
these vehicles. J 


Q Is there anything the State Department can do 
or is going to do about this? 


A I'm not sure what could be done at this 
point. The trucks are in Libya, and we don't exactly control 
that situation. 





Q You say converted. How about completing that 
| sentence? Converted to what? 
: 
' 


A To military use. 


Q Back to the Dozier kidnapping. The 
magistrate in Rome who is the equivalent of the Chief 
District Attorney of Rome, Mr. Imposimato, gave an interview 
over the weekend to Il Messagero after making the first 
three arrests in the Dozier kidnapping case, in which he 
said that his investigation had identified about 20-25 
people involved in the kidnapping and had traced out links 
to various foreign intelligence agencies, including the 
Mosaad. 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 
ee ee - - - 


"Declassi fied for Publication in American Forei 






Do you have any comments on that? 


A I'm simply not going to comment at all one 
way Or another on that. 


Q Do you have any comments on the outcome of 
the CoCom meeting? 


A Yes. I have to limit myself primarily to 
reading you the statement, because the results are confiden- 
tial. But we were quite pleased with the results of the 
meeting. Let me read to you, in case you don't have ic, 
the press statement agreed at the high-level meeting: 


The coordinating committee for the export of stra- 
tegic commodites held a high-level meeting on January 
19-20 in Paris. The aim of that meeting was to review 
together after more than 30 years of the committee's 
existence the means to insure the adaptation of its methods 
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to the evolution of the situation, particularly in the tech- 
nological field of strategic importance. 


In this respect the committee reached unanimous 
agreement. 


Q Do you have anything on Hormats' trip to 
Brussels on Saturday? 


A No. 


Q Since we're on economics, I understand that 
Mike Rashish submitted his resignation to the President 
yesterday. Has that been accepted, and do you have any com- 
ment about that? 


A I would have to ask you, John, to address 
that question to the White House. 


Q Do you have any comment on the issue of his 
leaving the State Department? 


A No. I have no comment. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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DPC #12 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 22, 1982, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. ) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. No announcements 
today. 


Q A continuation of the conversation which was 
apparently held yesterday. Has a decision been made to 
defer the START talks? 


A Let me, if I may, give you some perspective 
on this, as we see it. The Administration's interest in 
meaningful arms reduction neogitations, including reductions 
in strategic arms, is undiminished. 


In his address on November 18th, the 
President made clear his commitment to substantial reduc- 
tions in strategic arms which will result in levels which 
are equal and verfiable. 


Our work on START is continuing. The Soviets. 
are weil aware that the START process cannot be insulated 
from other events. Indeed, the Secretary has emphasized 
that the continuing repression of the Polish people -- in 
which Soviet responsibility is clear -- obviously constitutes 
a major setback to the prospects for constructive 
East-West relations. 


There can be no question that the climate of 
East-West relations in turn has a serious effect upon the 
prospects for moving forward in arms control. 


Q I take that to mean that you have decided it 
would be better to defer? 


A I don't want to try to forcast the outcome of 
the discussions that the Secretary will be having with 
Foreign Minister Gromyko in Geneva before they are even 
conducted. 


Q Will the subject even come up in the Gromyko 
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4 The subject of START talks specifically? I 
can't really predict, in specific terms, what will come up. 
I think Alan indicated yesterday that we anticipate that the 
subject of arms limitations is likely to arise. 


Q Will it be raised by the Secretary? 


A Again, that gets me into the position of 
attempting to anticipate what subjects might be raised by 
one side or the other. As you probably will recall from the 
talks in New York, neither side comes forward with a specific 
agenda as such although each side obviously has issues that 
it wishes to raise. And, essentially, these discussions are 
unstructured. 


Q Is that on the agenda, the Haig agenda? 


A I don't want to get into the subject specifi- 
cally of what's on the Secretary's agenda. 


Q Will General Rowney travel with the Secretary 
to Geneva? 


A I have not heard that he plans to. I will be 
glad to check that if you wish. 


Q If one were to talk seriously about START, 
would it not make sense to have Rowney around? 


A I think not necessarily. As you know, the 
INF talks are cotninuing, and they have their own channels 
for dialogue so I wouldn't attach any particular signifi- 
cance to that, whether he goes or whether he doesn't go. 


Q On the INF talks, your initial statement 
talks about arms reductions in general; do you include the 
INF in that statement? That there's no question that the 
Climate of East-West relations is affected? 


A The statement was sufficiently broad, I sup- 
pose, so that it could be so interpreted. The fact of the 
matter is, however, that the INF talks are continuing. 


Q ‘Dean, in previous meetings between the 
Secretary of State and Gromyko, most often when the SALT 
talks were going, they would use that occasion to actually 
negotiate aspects of the treaty. Will Mr. Haig and Mr. 
Gromyko come to grips with any specific issues in the INF 
talks? 


A I would not anticipate that, Barrie, because 
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the talks themselves are going on in the channels set up for 
their conduct. 


Q Can I just ask a question. If you have an 
Te answer, fine. It's often been said whenever the subject of 
a linkage of East-West relations to arms control talks are 
raised, it‘s often said that arms control negotiations are 
not a favor we do for the Russians. Do you have any answer 
on why there is a kind of atmospheric linkage implied, at 
least, in your statement? 


gn 


A Why there is any atmospheric linkage? 


Q If we think SALT talks, START talks or INF 
talks are in our interest, as well as presumably the 
Russians, why it is that we regard whether we talks to the 
Russians about it or reach any agreement about it, as some 
kind of concession we're doing for the Russians or why even 
talking about it is not possible when there's some other crises? 





A I think we've made our position clear on our 
overall approach to East-West relations and arms talks 
within that context. I really don‘t have anything I feel I 
can add today. 


i ee ee Re CR re . 


Q To approach this from another way, would it 
be fair, then, to draw a distinction between the INF talks, 
which are in a very special category, to use the Secretary's 
words, and the START talks which, as you say, can't be insu- 
lated from other events in the East-West relations? 
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A All I can do is to reiterate that the INF 
‘talks will continue, are continuing in fact under the pre- 
sent circumstances. 
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Q Have the Soviets been informed either here or 
in Moscow of the U.S. belief that the atmosphere adversely 
affects the START negotiations and therefore would be 
deferred? 


A Jim, I don't want to get into the diplomatic 
discussions that we have been having with the Soviets. 


Q Have there been any contact with the Soviets 
’ this week on the issue of arms control? 


A We have been in contact with the Soviets in 
preparation for the Geneva talks. 


Jim. 


Q Could it be the Russians would cancel because 
of the agenda the State Department has set forth? 
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A We haven't set forth an agenda publicly. 


Q The way you have talked about what will not 
-be talked about, or will not be raised, or what may not be 
raised, et cetera. Your sheer ambiguity, for example, is 
there any possibility that could happen by the Soviets? 


A No. The answer is that we have no expec- 
tation that the talks will be cancelled. 


Q Dean, I was out yesterday so maybe you raised 
it. I read today that the Secretary was outraged by 
Kissinger's articles and that, at least in the view of some, 
it was the Kissinger article criticizing this Administration 
that prompted the Adminstation to take the present stand. 
Could you address that please? 


A Sounds like an unauthorized leak. (Laugher) 
No, I'm not going to -- 


Q Are you saying it‘s true? 
A Not at all. 
Q What is “not at all?" 


A I'm not saying it‘s true; I'm not saying it's 
false. I'm just not commenting on such characterizations. 


Q Dean, how do you explain this double standard 
on making this distinction between strategic arms and Euro 
missiles; what's the difference? 


A I don't know that I would care to descibe it 
as a double standard even if I accepted the premise of the 
question, which I don‘t.- 


Q What's the difference? 


A Obviously, the substative difference is that 
we're talking about intermediate-range missiles and we're 
talking about strategic missiles. And all I can say, again, 
is that the talks on intermediate-range missiles are con- 
tinuing and the prospects for the start of so-called START 
talks remain to be determined. 


Q Put another way, are the procedures of the 
INF talks, the contents of the INF talks affected in any way 
by the climate created around Poland in particular? Is our 
determination to go ahead and negotiate in good faith, as we 
said we would, on the INF talks, affected in any way by 
what's been going on recently that's affected the climate 
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between the Soviet Union and the United States, the East and 
West? 


A We are determined to neogitate with the 
Soviets in good faith on INF. And, as I said, the INF talks 
will continue in the present circumstances. 


Q Has the Secretary made a final determination 
as yet as to whether or not he will go to the Madrid 
Conference, and do we know yet for sure whether the Soviets 
or Gromyko will go or not? 


A There are no final plans for the Secretary to 
go to Madrid. However, as I'm sure you're aware, it has 
been discussed in the past, specifically in a January 4th 
statement by the EC 10 foreign ministers, a statement on 
January 5th by President Reagan and Chancellor Schmidt, and 
a January llth declaration on Poland by the allies, all of 
which call for the Madrid Conference to discuss Poland on a 
urgent basis and ministerial level. 


We are hopeful of a strong turnout by allied 
foreign ministers when the Conference resumes on the 9th of 
February. 


Q Do we have any indication yet as to whether 


| Gromyko will go? 


A Personally, I do not. I have not head any 
such indications disclosed. 


Q What would it take from the State 
Department's perspective to restore the atmosphere and make 
it possible for the START talks to go ahead in this initial 
contact about the START talks to begin? 


A I don't want to be specific on that, Jim. We 
feel there are a number of things that might be taken by the 
Soviets to improve the climate of our relationship around 
the world. 


Q Such as? 
A I'm not going to try to be precise. 


Q Are you linking it directly only to Poland or 
are you making a world-wide atmosphere? 


A I'm not linking it directly to Poland. 


Q In other words, should there be an end to 
martial law, would that improve the atmosphere enough to 
seriously begin discussions? 
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A Again, I don't want to pin it on a specific 
event or a specific action. I think we made our point of 
view quite clear as to what we would like to see happen in 
Poland. I do not want to link that possibility to any par- 
ticular event that might occur as a consequence. 


Q Are there any specific human rights issues 
that the Secretary intends to raise with Gromyko in Geneva? 


A If you‘re asking me, are there any specific 
human rights issues, the answer is, I cannot confirm that 
there will be but I would anticipate that humanitarian con- 
cerns might well be addressed during the course of their 


| meeting. 





Q Within the Sowiet Union; for example, the 
Pentecostalists or is there any particualr case or cases the 
Secretary has in mind? 


A This is a subject I‘m not going to get into in 
any specific terms. 


a he oe. 


Bernie. 


— 


Q New subject, please. 


A . Let me just ask, is there anything further on 
this general subject of the Geneva talks; and then I'll be 
glad to get back to you. = - 


Q Dean, for sometime now we've been asking you 
and your colleagues about the situation in Iran. As you 
know, your former publication published a story that a KGB 
unit was set up there in Teheran. Now, there are reports 
that the Soviets have offered a treaty of friendship with 


Iran. 
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Thus far, at least publicly, you and your 
colleagues have had no comment on these things. Have you 
got anything to offer now? 


A No, I do not. I don't have anything to day 
on that. 


I'm sorry, Bernie. I thought we were going 
7 to stick to the same subject. 


Q Do you have anything on tic Americans being 
released from Cuba today and when they might be arriving 
here, please? 


iN Yes, I can give you something on that. We 
can confirm that four American prisoners have been released 








7 
and they are scheduled to return to the U.S. this afternoon. 


Q Can you tell us where and when please? 





A I'm sorry, I don't have that information. 
Q Names? 


A The names include Vincent Simone, Robert 
Bassett, Robert Kovick and William Mahoney. 


Q What were the charges they were being held 
on? 


A They were charged and convicted for drug 
trafficking and illegal entry into Cuban waters. They have 
been released in response to a personal request from 
Congressmen Benjamin Gilman, Hamilton Fish and Robert Garcia 
of New York. 
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Q When were they captured? 


A I am told they were imprisoned somewhat less 
| than a year; a year or less. 

Q Do we welcome this development? 

h Let me say that the Administration was not 


involved with this. And I repeat, that the men were 
released as a gesture in response to the request by members 
of Congress. 
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Q Will their case be investigated in the United 
States when they return? 
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A I'm not aware of what might happen upon their 


return. 
Q Can you say where they're from, Dean? 
hy I don't have their addresses. 
Q Is there any linkage between this case and 
f — by the United States of Mr. Rodriguez the other 


A Not to my knowledge. I've not heard anything 
to suggest there is any such linkage. 


Q Speaking of Cuba, do you have anything on 
these reports about Cuban Mig 23's being shipped to Cuba, 
Soviet Mig 23's? 
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A I have no comment today on that. 
Q Dean, do you have anything on these Irish 
patriots -- 


Q Wait. More on the Cuban story. What sort of 
interpretation does the Administration put on the fact that 
the Cubans did release the four? 


A Any interpretation? I don't have any to give 
you beyond, again, saying that the Administration was not 
involved in the initiative undertaken by the Congressmen. 


Q Why not? 


A Why not what? 


Q Why hasn't the Administration sought the 
release of these four? 


A It was something that was done, as I say, at 
the request of the Congressmen. I just have no further 
information on that. 


Q Did the Administratin at any time seek to get 
these four released? 


A I don't have any information on that. 
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Q Do you have anything on those two Irishmen 
that are being held in Buffalo? 


A You are presumably referring to a Mr. Carron 
and a Mr. Morrison. Is that correct? 


Q Right. 


A Their cases are under the jurisdiction of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, and I will have to 
request that you ask them about your inquiry. 


Q Back on Cuba. Are there any other Americans 
being held there? 


A Yes, there are. 
@) Can you help us on that, please? 
A I will give you the number as we understand 


it. We are aware of 19 American citizens who are still in 
prison in Cuba, and we have Consular access to the 13 of 


those 19 who are not dual nationals. 


Q Are we seeking their release? 

A I don't have any information on what we are 
doing, if anything, on obtaining their release. 

Q Are these 19 held on political charges, are 
or they all on criminal charges? 

A I don't know what the charges are for those. 

Q Dean, on the four released today, are they in 


any way directly, indirectly, on any U.S. Government 
payroll? 


A I have no information on that, Bernie. 


QO Dean, could you take the question as to 
whether we're seeking their release? 


A All right. I'll look into that. 


Q On Korea. President Chun Doo Hwan of South 


Korea made comprehensive Korean unification proposal to 
North Korea, including establishing a liaison office, both 


in Seoul and Pyongyang. 
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Do you have any comment on that? 


A Yes. I'll give you a general comment. As” 
you noted, in his New Year's policy statement of January 22, 
President Chun presented major new proposals for 
unification. 


For our part, we welcome these constructive propo- 
sals which, along with President Chun‘s invitation last year 
to meet with North Korea's Kim Il-song, can contribute 
significantly to the prospects for peace, reconciliation and 
eventual reunification in Korea. 


We strongly hope that the North Koreans will posi- 
tively respond to the these proposals. 


Q Clarification. On the subject of the 
establishing a liaison office in Seoul and Pyongyang, I 
think this is one step short of so-called cross-recognition 
of the United States, the Soviet Union, China and Japan to 
both North and South Korea which, I think, the U.S. 


‘Government proposed several years ago, known as the 


Kissinger Formula. 


_ $0 I wonder whether the U.S. Government supports 
this South Korean proposal in a diplomatic way with contact 
with the Soviet Union or China? 


A No. I'm not aware of any plans on our part 
to contact any other parties. We regard this as an issue 
that must be worked out eventually by the two Koreas them- 
selves, and, beyond reiterating that President Chun's propo- 
sals have our fullest support and expressing the hope that 
the North would react favorably, I don't have any further 
information I can give you on it. 


Q Do you see any difference between this South 
Korean Government and previous South Korean proposals for the 
unification? 


Bs I'm really not in a position to try to com- 
pare what President Chun has proposed with any previous 
ideas that may have been floated. 


Q Do you see any possibility that North Korea 
will accept this proposal? 
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A I don't have any way of gauging that. We can 
only hope that they respond positively. 


Q Let me ask one thing more: what is the posi- 
tion of the so-called Three-Way Talks between the United 
States and the South and North Koreas, which was proposed by 
the previous Administration? 


A I don't have any position I can offer you on 
that today. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report that 
appeared in an Israeli paper this morning that the United 
States has delayed aid payments to Israel? 


A Yes. It is absurd to suggest that we are 
carrying out punitive measures against Israel in the field 
of economic assistance. 


Our payment arrrangements are more generous with 
Israel tha with any other country receiving economic ‘ 
assistance. 


For the past two fiscal years, we have been 
turning over to Israel 50% of our economic. assistance by the 
end of December, with the remaining 50% being turned over in 
two equal tranches at the end of March, approximately, and 
at the end of June. 


This is precisely what we are doing for the Fiscal 
Year ‘82. Israel has already received $403 million and the 
remaining $403 million will be disbursed in the-rtwo further 


payments. 


The payment schedule in no way is designed as a 
punitive measure against Israel, and it is not only absurd 
but also mischievous to suggest that it is. 


Q What do you make of this report? What is the 
purpose of those widespread rumors and you say that this is not 
punitive measures. What are the Israelis are planning to get 
out of this? 


A Quite frankly, I don‘t know the sources of 
the report. I am responding to the report in the context of 
the question that was asked med. 


Q There was in the report of the conference 
committee on the Hill when they approved thd™foreign aid 
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bill for this year a recommendation that, unlike in previous 
years, the money would be given within 30 days from the 
signing of the bill. 


Why was it that this recommendation unlike other 
recommendations which are included in that report wasn't 
accepted by the Administration? 


A As you know, this is a time of budget 
stringency, and we don't think that we ought to go beyond 
the already generous arrangements that already exist. 





This schedule, in fact, saves us tens of millions 
of dollars in additional interest on the public debt. 


oe 


Q Could you find out how much would be saved, 
given the amounts that are being given to Israel this year? 
You say tens of millions. 
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| A By this arrangement, do you mean? 

Q Yes. Instead of the tens of millions, could 

.. you ask what the figure would be? - 

A I'll have to take the question and look into 

% it. 

; Q As to the process, if you could give us more 

q details. The recommendation not to accept the recommen- 

i dation of the conference committee, did it come from the 
— State Department or from the Treasury or from where? 


A I'll have to look into that too. I don't 
know specifically. 


Q Dean, aS to th« Korean question, every time 
the South Korean president or whoever proposes the unifica- 
tion in a new proposal, the State Department welcomes and 
you know, expresses hope that North Korea would respond 
positively on this issue. 


Was the State Department consulted in advance on 
this issue by the South Korean Government? 


A I am not aware personally of any prior con- 
sultation per se, no. 


Q But was the State Department’ informed in 
advance on this proposal? 
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A I will have to look into that. I don't know 
the answer to that question. 


Q Would you look into that? 


A Yes. But I want to re-emphasize we do regard 
this as a matter between the two Koreas. 


Q On Korea again. I think that this Reagan 
Administration is less enthusiastic and less positive, not 
only for the diplomatic effort for the unification but 
they're using tension in the Korean Peninsula if they are 
compared with the diplomatic effort of the previous Carter 
Administration. 


This is my understanding. What is your 
understanding, your assessment? 


A I wouldn't agree with that assessment at all. 
Q Can you give us any reason why? 


A I just don't accept the premise of your 
question. : 


Q In the wake of the U.S. veto at the Security 
Council, there have been calls all over the Gulf States made 
in today's papers there, asking for action against U.S. 
interests in the Middle East. 


Have, as far as you can tell, any specific 
measures been taken to protect U.S. interests? 


A No. I'm not aware of any specific measures 
taken to protect U.S. interests. 


Q Do you have any kind of update or situation 
report about the people on hunger strike in the U.S. Embassy 
in Moscow? 


A Nothing on that I can give you today. 


Q Dean, there's a piece on Georgi Mamedova's 
wife defecting. Is that true? 


A We can confirm that following a request by 
Mrs. Mamedova, the State Department arranged a meeting bet- 
ween her and Soviet officials on October 8. During that 
meeting Mrs. Mamedova agreed to return with her daughter to 
the Soviet Union. 





I 





2 om 


Ce 6 ~~ 


Tre —@ 


ed 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


a’ a 


' MUSY TGoOOWt tr ICU UF FUME IVa ivil ffl ferme fF Peele 


7 
aa. 





14 


Q ° Dean, a question on U.S. trade sanctions 
against the Soviets in response to Poland. What kind of 
response is the* Administration getting from our allies in 
response to those sanctions? o 


k - We have tried to keep you informed as this 
process has evolved. I don't have anything new I can give 
you today. There was a CoCom meeting earlier this week, and 
I believe we made a statement on that, did we not? 


Phere is also what they call a reinforced NAC 
meetjng scheduled for Saturday in Brussels; that is to say, 
the North Atlantic Council. I can give you some information 
on that if you wish in terms of who will be representing us. 

Q How does that get reinforced? 

A It's to be reinforced by the presence of Alan 
Holmes, the acting Assistant Secretary of State for European 
Affairs, and by Bob Hormmats. They are the reinforcements. 


Q Dean, I have one. Anything on the mission 
going to Hanoi to look for the MIAS? - 


A No. Nothing I can give you on that today. 
Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, JANUARY 25, 1982, 12:37 P. M. 
(ON THE "ECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one or two 
announcements, and then I will be happy to take your 
questions. 
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First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Assistant Secretary for Administration, Thomas ©™. 
Tracy, before the Subcommittee on Governmental Efficiency 
and the District of Columbia. The subject is "The Foreign 
Missions Act." 
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Second, available later this afternoon will be the 
testimony of Assistant Secretary for Consular Affairs, Diego 
Asencio, .before the Subcommittee on Immigration and Refugee 
Policy of the Senate Judiciary Committee. The subject is 
"Numerical Limits on Immigration to the U.S." 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


y Current Documents 


Q What do you have on the speech in Poland 
today, Alan? 


r VECtassiried for Publication in American 
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A We've only heard some preliminary reports on 
that. I haven't seen a full text. The speech was not 
broadcast live. Our preliminary reports are that Jaruzelski 
strongly defended martial law, that he claimed that 
Solidarity was led by extremists who had as their goal 
taking over power, that he said martial law would be greatly 
modified by the end of February, that he gave no promises on the 
release of detainees but apparently did rule out their 
forced deportation, and he claimed that the U.S. is leading 
a campaign against the Polish people. 


. 


I simply don't have any comment at this point, not 
having a text. That's really a summary of reports that we 
have. 


Q Do you have anything on the whereabouts or 
welfare of Lech Walesa? 


A I don't have anything recent on that, Bob. 


Q Do you have anything on the Brussels meeting 
on Saturday? What happened? Were there any results? 
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A I can give you a little bit on that. The 
January 23 meeting continued our review of the situation in 
Poland and the Soviet role there, and considered what 
measures allied governments might take to effect it. 


There was complete consensus that the situation in 
Poland had worsened since January 1l, and that Polish 
authorities supported by the Soviet Union were still 
ignoring the aspirations of their people. 


The allies determined to maintain pressure on 
those responsible and indicated a number of steps which they 
have already taken or will take in the near future within 
the framework of measures outlined in the January 11 
declaration. 


Specific decisions will be announced in capitals. 
It was also agreed to continue monitoring the Polish 
situation in future NAC discussions. 


Q When you say “specific decisions will be 
announced in capitals,” does that mean we can expect an 
announcement here soon? 


A I think that I would leave aside for the 
moment the question of what we might or might not do at this 
particular point, but I think, obviously, if we have something 
to say, we will say it. But I would focus more on the kinds 
of complementary measures at this point that we might see. 


I don't have anything to announce to you at this 
point about further steps, which is what you're asking 
about. 


Q You mean complementary steps from our allies? 


A Yes. And I think we just have to wait and 
see in terms of our own steps where we go at this point. I 
don't have anything to give you at this point. 


Q Do you have any indication that our allies 
are going to take specific measures aside from that 
statement? 


A I think there are indications that there will 
be some specific steps. I believe that this has been 
addressed, at least on background, by some officials who 
have been at these meetings and so on. I don't have 
anything more to add from here at this particular point. 
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Q Have you said anything about this 
French-Soviet Union deal on gas? 


A I don't have any report other than that which 
has come from the press as yet. Assuming that the report is 
true, as an Administration official accompanying the 
Secretary or on the Secretary's plane said, "We were disap- 


pointed by this development." But, beyond that, I don't 
have any comm. 


Q The French didn't tell the U.S. they were 
going to do this? 


A I have nothing to indicate other than what 
I've just given you. 


Q Alan, what were you saying a moment ago on 
possible new U.S. sanctions? Is the U.S. considering addi- 
tional sanctions of its own or we're not, we're just waiting 
to see what our allies do? 


A I think it's been made clear in the past that 
we have left open the door to taking further sanctions as we 


deem appropriate. I don't want to go beyond that at this 
point. 


Q Would the U.S. weicome General Jaruzelski 
announcing a date on which he will reduce martial law, 
reduce the effect of martial law? 


A David, I think we have to wait and see what 
is done, rather than trying to guess what he might do. 
Obviously, we're interested in the realities as opposed to 


the rhetoric, and I think we have to see what that amounts 
to. 


Q Do you have anything on the hunger strike at 
the Embassy in Moscow? 


A Yes, I do have. Despite the efforts of staff 
members at the Embassy and also the families’ other suppor- 
ters in the United States and Western Europe to dissuade 
them from their hunger strike, the two women who have been 
engaged in this strike last week informed Embassy officers 
and members of the media that they intended to refuse all 


sustenance, including water, beginning the evening of 
January 23. 
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As of the end of the day, January 25, in Moscow 
their health had begun to show signs that they have carried 
through with this threat. We are very concerned for the 
health and increasingly for the lives of these people. 


The Embassy doctor continues to monitor their con- 
ditions closely throughout the day. 


Q Is it possible that they will be transferred 
to a Soviet hospital? 


A Let me put it this way: Our primary concern 
from the very beginning has been to preserve the lives and 
the health of the Pentecostalists who sought refuge in our 
Embassy in Moscow in June 1978. 


This concern will continue to guide us with regard 
to the two hunger strikers with all of the circumstances 
that this will entail. 


Q Has there been any response from the Soviets 
over the hunger strike? 


A I don't have anything specific to give you on 
that. I think we've noted before that both the President 
and Secretary Haig are committed to pursuing all possible 
routes to resolving this dilemma, and the matter has been 
discussed at high levels with the Soviets, and these 
discussions are continuing. 


Q I want to go back to that NATO meeting for a 
followup question if I could. When is the next step in this 
process? There are more meetings planned, as I understand. 
Can you fill us in on when they are and at what level? 


BY As I understand it, the NAC meets weekly at 
the permanent representative level, and I believe there 
would be another meeting devoted to the situation on Poland 
in about a week or so. 


Q Do you mean a permanent representatives 
meeting? 


A I think that that's correct. 


Q Is there another assistant secretaries 
meeting sometime soon? 


A I don't have the details on that, Jerry. 
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Q On the Middle East. On the 19th, Arafat gave 
an interview to an American journalist, where he said that 
he had gotten an official request from the U.S. to help pro- 
tect Americans in Lebanon, and he also said he got a cable 
of thanks. 


Can you confirm that, and do you have any comment 
on it? 


A No. I can't confirm it. I think we've 
talked in the distant past when there have been problems in 
Lebanon about practical dealings on protecting American 
lives and so on, but I don't have anything specific about 
any recent efforts nor do I have anything about a cable of 
thanks. 


Q He characterized it as an official request, 
and could you take it? 


A Let me look into it and see what that's all 
about. 


Q Did the Egyptians discuss with you in advance 
this gesture they've made to the Soviets, or do you have any 
comment on it? ' 


By Rather than getting into what we may or may 
not have discussed, let me just say that obviously we're 
aware of the reports that Egypt has asked Soviet technicians 
to assist in their factories, but we don't attach undue 
importance to this development. 


Apparently the Egyptians need Soviet technicians 
to repair Soviet equipment in certain factories. 


Q Where did they get this assistance up to now? 

A I don't know. You'd have to ask then. 

Q Yesterday there was a story in Newsweek about 
aid that the Saudis are giving to Egypt to buy some jets in 


France and that they are asking the Egyptians not to be 
forthcoming in the autonomy talks. 





Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. I frankly had not seen that report, but 
I think we, obviously, have our own rather continuous and 
high-level consultations going on with the Egyptians, and 
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I'm not terribly concerned about the lack of communication 
or the issue of whether we understand what their position is 
on the autonomy talks. 


Q Are you going to resubmit ARABSAT? 


A I have something for you on that. In fact, 
the case was renotified to Congress today, January 25. The 
decision to renotify was made by the Secretary following a 
careful review of the case and consultations with Congress. 
The appropriate Congressional staffs were notified in 
advance that we would be sending up the case at this time. 


Q Does this trigger the 20-day informal period 
or the 30-day formal? 


A I don't have anything on the formal notifi- 
cation period as a 30-day period. Obviously, I don't know 
whether there's an informal that's running separately. 


Q. Have you given Congress assurances that there 
won't be any undue military implications? 


BN I don't know, to answer your question speci- 
fically, but since this question was raised at the briefing 
before, I, myself, have looked into it, and I'm told that 
there are quite different characteristics between a civilian 
satellite and a miitary satellite. 


The question was facetiously asked here if 
satellites don't accept military messages, but I think in 
fact that one finds they are configured differently. 


In any case, I'm sure that the concerns in 
Congress over that issue will be satisfied. 


Q Any new developments regarding the European 
participation in the Multinational Force in the Sinai? 


iy No. I have nothing further on that today. 

Q Alan, there's a question on ARABSAT. Any 
changes between the way it's set up now and the way it was 
set up before? Was it the same basic plan? 


A I am unaware of any changes on that. 


Q Do you have any reply to a lot of the criti- 
cism that's been aroused in the Arab world as a result of 
our veto in the U.N.? 








A ec ORS Stage Me Geom & 


ublication in American Forei 


* VeCclassified for Pp 


+ | 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


~~ 


ote Anes 


a No. I think we explained our position quite 
forthrightly at the time and don't have anything beyond 
that. 


© There's a new report today about Cuban arms 
smuggling to South America through Miami drug dealers. Do 
you have anything on that? 


A No. I don't have anything on that at all. 


Q Central American area. Do you have anything 
on the use of civilian helicopters by Guatemala in military 
use and/or the report in this morning's Post about the land 
reform program in El Salvador? 


Ay On the helicopters, let me just say that 
military helicopters require a State Department license for 
export, and no such license for Guatemala has been approved 


in recent years. 


Civilian model helicopters require a Commerce 
Department license, and such licenses do not require State 


Department approval. 


The story that appeared this morning is not a new 
development. We understand that the Guatemalan Government 
has purchased a number of civilian helicopters beginning in 
1980 under Commerce Department licenses. 


It could also be noted that there's a strong 
secondary market for used commercial helicopters throughout 
the world, but I would have to refer you to the Commece 
Department for further information on their licensing 
procedures. 


As far as El Salvador and the land reform, let me 
just say that Ambassador Dean Hinton is quoted in the 
article this morning as saying that, “It is essential to 
view the reform within the context of violence and social 
upheaval taking place in El Salvador today." 


To that I would add that it is also important to 
recognize El Salvador is an underdeveloped country at war. 
There are implementation problems but the Government of El 
Salvador is trying to carry out the most revolutionary land 
reform in Latin American history. 
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The Salvadoran Campesinos (UCS) analysis to 
which the press story refers was prepared at the request of 
President Duarte and the Salvadoran Government. The fact 
that the government would solicit the UCS critique is, we 
believe, impressive evidence of its commitment to the land 
reform program. 


The report points out a number of deficiencies in 
the program, deficiencies which the Salvadoran Government is 
attempting to remedy. Despite the problems mentioned in the 
UCS report, the land reform program has been a remarkable 
success, particularly if you put it in the context of El 
Salvador's past and present troubles. 


Q Going back to the Guatemala case for a 
second. Will tius affect our approval of new sales of 
helicopters? 


A Will what affect it? 


Q The fact that they've made these civilian 
helicopters -- or applied them to military uses? 


A I don't have information here, Jim, to 
suggest that they might have done inat. I don't have 
anything on it beyond what I've given you. 


Q What's the standing of their request for 
Spare parts, about $2.5 million worth of spare parts, for 
helicopters? Is it still under review? 


A There's no change from what we last gave you. 
Was it under review when we last referred to it? 


Q Yes. 


A Okay. I'll double check that. If there's a 
change, I'll let you know. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Why are the Guatemalans having such difficulty 
in getting military equipment from the United States? 


A I think this is a decision that we have 
taken, the position -- I don't know that I'd quite describe 
it the way you're describing it -- in any case, I'm not 
aware, other than the spare parts -- the spare parts is 
military, is that not correct? Other than that, I'm not 
aware what requests are outstanding, frankly. 


Q They asked for a new military relationship. 

A At this point I think -- I don't have a 
general statement of policy to give you, basically that is 
what it comes down to. 

Q Alan, can you confirm that this building is 
preparing a $3 million dollar military assistance package in 
addition to what is about a $500 thousand dollar IMET pro- 
posal for submission to Congress? 

A For Guatemala? 

For Guatemala. 
No, I can't confirm that. 
Can you take the question? 


I can check into it. 


on FF ODO FP VO 


Back on the story about the Salvadoran land 
reform. You don't seem to be disputing what the report 
said, that there is military-backed terror and a hostile 
bureaucracy that is opposing the land reform. Is that what 
you mean by problems? 


A I think there are a lot of different kinds of 
problems. I do have some further gudiances on the question 
of displaced persons and so on. Let me give you that. 


The majority of displaced persons or refugees 
Outside of El Salvador are from major areas of conflict, such 
as Chalatenango and Morazan. 


Of this group, as many as ten thousand maybe 
potential beneficiaries of either Phase I or of Decree 207 
of the agrarian reform. Efforts are currently being made by 
FINATA, the Salvadoran government agency with responsibility 
for implementing Decree 207 to contact these displaced per- 
sons and establish their preferential rights so that upon 
return to their homes participation in the reform will be 
assured. 
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FINATA field offices estimate that some two 
percent of the Campesinos filing claims under Decree 207 
have been evicted. These are generally concentrated on or 
near the major areas of conflict. 


Reports from Campesino leaders indicate that 
in areas not affected by the high levels of violence, little 
in the way of evictions has occurred and that generally, 
albeit not always, the armed forces are supporting the 
agrarian reform process, including attempts to assist far- 
mers who have been illegally evicted. 


As far as violence is concerned, per se, 
although the number has decreased, the number of incidents 
and deaths and so on, over the last year, violent deaths do 
continue in El Salvador but there is no confirmation of the 
claims attributed to the UCS report but the violence is 
either specifically or disproportionly directed at benefi- 
Ciaries of the agrarian reform or that such violence is on 
the increase. 


Politically active organizations in rural 
areas such as the UCS are in an especially difficult posi- 
tion of being accused by the right of having leftist 
leanings or associations and by the left of being promoters 
of the government's programs. In either case, the accusa- 
tions can and have resulted in individuals being threatened 
or killed. But the number is impossible to determine with 
any degree of accuracy. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes, we'll give you a copy of that. 


Q The question of evictions, in a side story, 
also dealt on the lack of transfer of legal title. Does the 
Department agree with the findings in the study in the Post 
story that almost no titles have been transferred? 


A I think there is probably general agreement 
that added reforms, and elimination of bureaucratic bottle- 
necks are needed in the registry process, but it should be 
remembered that titling is only one part of any agrarian 
reform process. 


The farmers who benefitted from Phase I are 
now in possession of their land, having received credit and 
are nearing completion of their second harvest. They have 
Organized themselves into cooperatives and are in the pro- 
cess of developing functional farming operations. 


Although titles are important, timely produc- 
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tion credit, medium and long term credits to replace machi- 
nery and equipment, technical assistance and training are 
equally important. It is important to recognize that this 
fundamental process is ongoing. 


I don't have a number to given you, Charlie. 


Q But people who have watched land reform 
attempts in a lot of places, how does anybody get along 
without a title? 


A All I've got is what I've just give you. 


Q How much security is provided? Until there 
is title, it's not necessarily legal, is it? 


A I will not pose here as an expert on the 
legality of land reform. 


Q In light of the protest against the group of 
Salvadoran soldiers at Fort Bragg and officer training 
cadets at Fort Benning, could you give us the reasoning 
behind having them here and whether they are just the first 
group of many to come? 


A I think I would prefer to refer you to the 
Pentagon for that. It's a Pentagon program, obviously. 


Q Isn't that a decision made here that they 
would be coming? 


A The decision is probably a government wide 
decision but it's a program being implemented by the 
Pentagon. I think that's the appropriate place to address 
it. 


Q Was it a decision that the State Department 
is supporting? 


A I don't know of any disagreement on it. 


Q I'd like to go back to that report about 
Cuban involvement in drug smuggling. The report alleges 
that Castro's brother, Raoul, supplied logistics to a drug 
dealer in exchange for transshipment of weapons. The 
Department has documented Cuban subversion. Are you saying 
that you don't have any information or is this the first 
time that the question of drug ‘dealing in exchange for 
weapon shipment -- 


A I just don't have anything here at all. I 
don't know what the government as a whole may or may not know. i 
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Q Can you look into it? 
A I'll look into it. 


Q Back on El Salvador. I believe that the 
President has to certify that progress is being made in the 
reforms and so forth before aid can go forward, and I 
believe there's a January 28th deadline for the President to 
reach a decision. 


A I indicated last week that that's an approxi- 
mate date. I'm not sure of the exact date. 


Q You don't know whether any action has been 
taken. Is he going to wait until the last minute or -- 


A I don't know what the status of it is. The 
indications given to me are that we would anticipate that 
the certification would in fact go forward on time. 


Q Do you expect arrest of suspects in the 
killings of the nuns before that certification? 


A I think that -- the arrests? 
Q Or indictments. 


A In the statement we made last week, we indi- 
cated that there was some movement on this but I don't have 
anything beyond what I gave you at that point, and, I think, 
at that time I said I could not anticipate precisely when 
that would happen. 


Q What about the two individuals who are 
accused here of having participated in the murder of the two 
agrarian reform -- the three agrarian reform experts’ two 
are Americans; they have been released, haven't they? 


A Frankly, I'm not entirely clear on the status 
of both of them. Let me just give you what I do have. 


On December 19, 1981, a Salvadoran court 
suspended all judicial action in the Sheraton murder case. 
It is our understanding from our Embassy in San Salvador 
that subsequently the Salvadoran Attorney General appealed 
that judicial action which has had the effect of staying the 
lower court's judicial order pending conclusion of an 
appellate review. 


While Sol Mesa and Hans Christ, the two 
suspects, remain out on bail, the U.S. District Court in 
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Miami will apparently give further consideration to the 
extradition request for Hans Christ at the end of this month 


Or in early February. 


Q Former Ambassador White, at one point in his 
Congressional testimony, alluded to information suggesting 
that Major D‘Aubisson might of had a major hand in the 
killing of Archbishop Romero. Now that Major D‘Aubisson is 
a candidate for the presidency, if he were elected in that 
unlikely case, would that trigger a reassessment of U.S. 
backing for the government? 


A That's so speculative, Dennis, on all counts, 
starting with the factual assumptions you make in going on 
to the election; I'm just going to stay away from it. 


Q Just several points. Something ought to be 


done to bring the influence of the government customs 
agency to eliminate funding for Major D‘Aubisson coming from 
this country. Do you know whether any action has been taken 


in that case? 


A I don't have any information on that. 


Q Does the U.S. have evidence that D'‘Aubisson 
did, in fact, participate in a conspiracy to murder the 
Archbishop? 


A I don't have any information on that. 


Q Can you take the question? 


A I would think that if information of that 
sort were available it would probably be something that we 
would share with the authorities and not in public. 


Q For example, the State Department did issue a 
statement regarding Major D‘Aubisson, his whereabouts at a 
certain point when that question originally came up. So will 
whatever information that is relevant be shared with us on 


that basis as well? 


A Let me see if anybody has anything that can 
be stated. I'm certainly not promising to come back with 


anything. 


Q As you may know, General Lugaresi, who's the 
head of Italian military intelligence who's been conducting 
investigations into the activities of the Propaganda II 


Lodge in Italy. 


Over the last several weeks, a number of 
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reports have appeared in La Republica and L*Europeo on 
naming Michael Ladine as the recipient of funds from a num- 
bered Swiss bank account that came from the Propaganda II 
Lodge. Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. You raised this question before and I 
didn't have any comment then and I don't have any comment on 
it now. 


If I might just add, Alan -- 
Bob, do you have a question? 
I'm not going to get into the whole question. 


Q Alan, on Friday, a news organization put out 
a story that Polish defectors were flocking in masses to 
American embassies around the world and one of them was a 
Polish general who is now being held in a safe house in 
Northern Virginia and giving the U.S. government all kinds 
of information about what was goind on in Poland. 


At that time there was a preliminary denial 
put out by the State Department but I wonder if you have 
anything either to confirm any of that or any formal word on 
that situation. 


A Bob, I'm aware of the press reports but I 
simply have nothing to offer you on that. 


Q Can't you issue a denial if it's not true? 


a4 Not necessarily. We generally have not got- 
ten into giving details of asylum cases unless the indivi- 
duals concerned so wish. By saying we could give a denial, 
if it were not true, it would suggest it definitely is true 
and I think we have to avoid that kind of assumption. 


? Without getting into to many details, could 
you take the question of whether there have been any defec- 
tion beyond the two which have already been announced? 


A I think that probably, for the same kinds of 
reasons that I just stated, perhaps not very eloquently, we 
would probably not get into. I think we've actually said 
that from here. I think not even numbers. 


Q I was under the impression you did deny it. 


A Bob, on that particular case, I'm not aware 
of -- I wasn't here and I don't recall in looking at the 
record that there was a specific denial. If it was denied, 
I suppose then it's on the record already. If we haven't 


denied it, then I don't have 
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anything further to add. 


Q I wasn't clear exactly what was denied, and 
that's the reason for my question. Specifically, the issue 
of whether there is in fact a Polish general who has 
defected and is in a safe house in Northern Virginia is 
something that, it would seem to me, you could find out and 
let us know whether that's true or not. 


A It may Or may not be true, we could find out. 
Whether we could let you know would be a second question. 
Let me look into it and see if there's anything to say. 


Q Do you have any comment on former Secretary 
Kissinger's speach this weekend and his assertion that NATO 
is threatened with dissolution? 


A Yes. We cannot agree with Mr. Kissinger's 
assessment that the alliance is in danger of disintegration. 
As Ambassador Kirkpatrick has pointed out, the NATO Alliance 
was created to deal with the Soviet threat to Western 
Europe. It has indeed been a colossal success. 


Mr. Kissinger referred specifically to a lack 
of consensus on East-West issues. Yet, the results of our 
two recent meetings on Poland, on January llth and January 
23rd, reflect a remarkable degree of consensus on a very 
complex issue of East-West relations, and our vigorous reac- 
tion to date stands in sharp contrast to the NATO response 
to earlier crises in Czechoslovakia and Hungary. 


Q He was suggesting there was a consensus of 
the fearful; his words. 


Q Declarations that have no back-up. 
Q Followed by promises of non action. 
A I think we have addressed what might come out 


of the NAC Meeting and some further action there and I think 
we've already taken some actions. 


Q Alan, while we're on the subject of critics, 
Conservative Weekly Human Events has called for Secretary 
Haig's resignation. I wonder if the Secretary had any conm- 
ment on that? 
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A I don't know. I guess you would have to 
really get that addressed to his party. I know of no inten- 
tion of his to resign. 


Q Was Ambassador Kirkpatrick speaking for the 
Administration in her speach this weekend? 


A On Ambassador Kirkpatrick -- let me find for 
you, if I can, some guidance that comes out of her office 
which I think is only fair because we‘re talking about her 


speech. 


It seems clear that there was some misun- 
derstanding of Ambassador Kirkpatrick's speech to the 
Committee for the Free World in Washington on Saturday. The 
speech was part of a conference on the crises in transatlan- 
tic relations which emphasized problems in the Alliance. 


In this context, Ambassador Kirkpatrick 
emphasized the strength and effectiveness of the Alliance in 
accomplishing its purposes. There was no discussion of 
Poland in her speech. 


In response to a question following the 
speech, Ambassador Kirkpatrick rejected the suggestion of 
the questioner that the lack of a complete agreement on 
measures concerning Poland meant that there had been a 
failure of or crises in the Alliance which had, afterall, 
had been constructed to deal with other problems. 


Obviously, she very much hopes for the 
cooperation of Europe and other allies and friends in 
dealing with oppression in Poland. 


That's guidance that comes from her office, 
but I don't see in any way how that differs from anything 
else that's been said authoritively in this Administration. 


Q Did she clear her remarks with anybody in 
this building beforehand? 


A I don't know. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #14 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 26, 1981, 12:07 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Let me make one announcement. 
Available in the Press Office is the testimony of Deputy 
Legal Adviser Daniel W. McGovern before the House Committee 
on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Crime. The subject is 
"Extradition Law Revision." 


Also available is his testimony before House 
Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject is "The Extradition 
of Ziyad Abu Eain." 


I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, for the record, do you have anything to 
say about the talks in Geneva? 


A No, Mike. I'm going to leave that up to the 
party. 


Q Is that statement that the Secretary made 
last night the definitive word on Poland? You haven't got 
anything to supplement that? 


fy I have nothing to supplement that today. 

Q Do you have anything on those crates in Cuba? 

my No. I think that Larry Speakes addressed the 
general question, including non-comment on crates in Cuba 
yesterday. I don't have anything beyond what he said. 


Q On that region, the Salvadoran Episcopal 


Conference, I understand, has issued a statement in support of 


the electoral process in El Salvador. 


Is this correct or do you have any information on 
that? 


A I think I have something which addresses the 
general question of the upcoming elections and specifically 
that. Over the past few months there have been occasional 
conflicting comments on the Church's attitude toward the 
election in El Salvador. 


I think that the recent -- that is January 22 -- 
= Salvadoran Episcopal Conference makes very clear their sup- 
q port for the elections. 


The text, as we received it, has dropped several 
words. We'll make the complete text available as soon as 
we get it. There is a very long quote which we have which I 
would prefer to make available afterward instead of reading 
to you at this point. 


It was a statement that was signed by Jose Eduardo 
Alvearez, Bishop of San Miguel, Army Chaplain, President of 
Cedes; Arturo Rivera y Damas, Bishop of Santiago de Maria, 
Apostolic Administrator of San Salvador; Pedro Arnoldo 


@ Aparicio, Bishop of Santa Ana; and Freddy Delgado, Secretary 
pal General of Cedes. 

a 

~ 

Cc —_— —_——— T/T OE OE rE EEE Er EEE EEE et | | 
E THE QUOTE REFERRED TO ABOVE IS HEREBY INCORPORATED INTO THIS 
g BRIEFING AS FOLLOWS: 

. "We see in the approaching elections, scheduled 

£ for March 28 of this year, a faint glimmer of hope, a 

3 possible beginning of a solution to the present crisis of 

> the country. We believe that these people, who are still 

x suffering destruction, death, hunger, persecution, and 

on sickness caused by the unceasing military conflict, would be 
a 


able to begin another epoch in which these same people would 
express themselves and speak for themselves. By means of 
these elections we will move from a de facto government to a 
legal government, a change which is basic for the develop- 
ment of the country. The deputies to the constituent 
assembly will revise the present constitution or write a new 
constitution which will form the base of the political, 
judicial, and social order of the nation. 


Cee rt res Tor Fublication in American Foreign 


"We have reached the moment when we should unite 
to begin the reconstruction of our already very deteriorated 
country. Our efforts will be addressed toward the search 
for the welfare of all the people, of every honest citizen. 
Together, we will realize in our society the message of love 
tiat our Lord Jesus gave us: Love Thy Neighbor. 


"Divine and human law obliges us to publicly and 
privately express our worsip and love for our Lord and also 
commands us to fulfill our obligations to the fatherland, 
which ought to be an expression of the realization of the 
well-being of all. One of these obligations is the public 
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expression of what the people desire through means of the 
vote. Given the special circumstances in which we live, we 
want to remind all Catholics that they have the obligation 
of conscience to vote. In this way we will know the will of 
the Salvadoran people. 


"It would be ideal if all citizens participated in 
the elections. For that reason, we regret that some of our 
brothers reject them. 


"We appeal to all responsible that, in creating 
adequate conditions for the elections, they make possible 
the participation of all Salvadorans in the electoral pro- 
cess. This is a fundamental condition for the elections to 
obtain the desired result, opening the doors to a future of 
peaceful work and durable peace. 


"From today, we hope that the citizens elected as 
deputies to the constituent assembly will leave behind all 
partisan or personal interests and zealously dedicate them- 
selves to elaborating a constitution that is responsive to 
the will and interests of all the Salvadoran people. .. ." 


END QUOTE 


Q Alan, this morning the American Civil 
Liberties Union and the America's Watch issued a detailed 
report which they have compiled in which they contend that 
systematic abuses of human rights and repression inciuding 
what they call, based on sources supplied by the legal office 
of the Archdiocese of San Salvador, 12,501 murders committed 
during 1981 by various forces, either belonging to the govern- 
ment or in league with them. (sic) 


And they then go on to say that, therefore, in 
this opinion the Salvadoran Government has not met the pro- 
visions of the legislative requirement that was put on the 
aid bill and call on the President not to certify that 
Salvador is making a concerted and significant effort to 
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comply with internationally recognized human rights. 


And the other thing, it is particularly 
interesting because this is the first time in its history 
that the ACLU has specifically addressed a situation in 
another country and issued a policy statement on it. 


I wonder if you have any comment on it? 


a John, I don't. I think that the 
Administration's view on this whole subject will be 
obviously addressed in the certification documents -- 
that's coming up shortly in any case -- and I would prefer 
to leave a considered statement to that. 


Q When will that be out? 


as I've indicated before that approximate date 
-- and I should know more definitely by now, but I don't -- 
it is about January 28. 


Q Certification will have explanatory material? 


ass I don't know. At that point it seems to me, 
though, that it would be appropriate, if it doesn't, to 
raise the question, frankly. Whether my friends in ARA will 
be happy with what I just said, I don't know, but it seems 
to me it's appropriate. 


Q Can you take the question of 12,500 murders 
since -- while it's not the only one, the source that they 
use for this documentation is one of the sources that our 
Embassy does use down there in giving information? 


A I don't have any details on that, John. 


Q When do you expect the human rights report to 
come out? 


A I don't have details on that, either. 


Q One other question relating to El Salvador. 
Yesterday in your long statement regarding the agrarian 
reform you used the phrase which was, "El Salvador is a 
country at war." 


Does the phrase “at war” carry with it certain 
legal consequences? Was that carefully drafted? How did 
you mean “at war"? How is it at war? 
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A It is at war, certainly, in the sense that it 
has a guerrilla war with which the government must contend. 
I don't think that it was meant to carry any particular 
legal consequences for the United States. 


Q Would it carry the international legal 
consequences? 
A Obviously, our view is that this guerrilla 


war is supported from abroad, but I'm not prepared to 
address the question of international legal consequences at 
this point. 


Q Do you have anything on the President and his 
State of the World message? 


A No. 


Q You have nothing, that he is planning to make 
or not or has changed his mind or what? 


A No. I think you'd have to address that to 
the White House. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Can you tell us just as a matter of curiosity 
whether anybody in this building is taking lie detector 
tests”? 


A In recent times, in connection with the leaks 
problem? 

0 Yes. 

A I'm not aware of any myself. 


Q Could you take that, please? 


A I think that, for privacy's sake, I probably 
would not be able to give you a specific answer. We do have 
some guidance which we can provide you about the guidelines 
which obtain at this moment on lie detector tests, and that 
you can get from the Press Office. 


But I don't think I would be in a position, as I 
say, for privacy reasons, to get into it. I can tell you 
that I, myself, do not know of any, and I've not heard a 
rumor of any. 


Q To follow on the State of the Union, have yeu 
received any complaints from foreign Ambassadors here in 


=. Washington or threats to break up the speech tonight because 
= - of the requirement that they be searched? 
' A John, I'm simply not aware of anything about 
it. 


gn 


Q Apparently some are. 
A I just don't know anything about it. 


' By the way, I took Bernie's question to mean State 
of the World as opposed to State of the Union. Is that 
correct? 


1 we 


Q That's right. 


a Anyway, no. I don't have any answer for you 
on that. 


> 


Q Do you have any comment on the report by 
Italian state radio that negotiations are under way in 
Geneva by the United States and the Red Brigades for the 
release of General Dozier? 


A No. I don't have any comment on it. 


Q What is this? Is there anything to it? 
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A I don't have anything on it, and I'm not 
going to comment on this subject. I've indicated before 
that whether it's a totally off-the-wall or a more legitimate 
report, it is not productive nor in the interests of 
saving General Dozier's life to comment on the reports of 
this sort. 


Car | a 


Q Back on leaks, I believe it's been about two 
weeks or so since the directives were issued at the White 
House concerning relations between Government officials and 
the press. Do you have any specific guidelines here yet as to 
what people in this building are supposed to do in terms of 
their press contacts? 


A No. There has been no implementing document issued 
as of this point. 


Q On South Africa, there's a report that they 
responded conditionally favorably to the Phase I part, the 
constitutional principles of the Western proposal last 
Friday. Can you confirm that? And have you received an 
additional communication from them today or yesterday that 
gives the conditions under which they approve Phase I? 
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A Jim, I simply have no comment to offer. 
Until we have something to announce it would be 
inappropriate to discuss our communications with them. 


Q O.K., one other -- well, have the South 
Africans complained about any U.S. pressure at all? 


A I don't know of a complaint about U.S. 
pressure. There were some reports, I think in the media in 
South Africa, which we addressed with a posted statement 
yesterday indicating that diplomatic pressure is not part of 
our dialogue with South Africa. 


Q You rest on that? 
A Yes. 
Q Alan, do you have anything on Rashish and 


Hormats? 
A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything from this podium 
on the recent attacks by the Soviets on the Italian 
Communist Party? 


A No. I have no comment on that. 


@) Has the Interests Section in Cuba checked in 
on Mr. Rodriguez yet? How is he doing? 


A I have no information about him. 


Q You said at the time he was sent back that 
the Interests Section would periodically be checking to make 
sure how he was being treated. As far as you know, is he 
being treated all right by the Cuban Government? 


4% David, I don't I have any information. Let 
me check and see if there's anything I can offer you on 
that. 


Q I knew this was covered to a degree on 
Friday, but I wanted to ask it again. Is military aid to 
Israel appropriated for FY '82 for the first quarter been 
held up? Do you have that? 
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A No. I'm not aware it's been held up. There 
actually was addressed and the procedures being followed were 
addressed at that point. I'm not even sure I still have the 
guidance on it still in the book -- I don't -- but we stand 
on what we said at that point. The suggestion was raised 
that there was some sort of punishment involved here, and 
that just is not the case. 


Q Those funds were supposed to be disbursed by 
January 15. Have they in fact been disbursed? 


A I again would have to refer you to those who 
administer the program. 


Q O.K. One other thing: Yesterday I asked if 
you would take a question regarding official communiques with 
Yassar Arafat? 


A Yes. I don't have a formal answer to give 
you at this point. Nobody that I have checked with knows 
anything about it at all. I think an effort is being made 
at this point to find out what the press report was to see 
precisely what was said, much less whether there's any 
backing to it. 


Q Alan, apparently yesterday the Secretary 
met with Prince Bandar in Geneva, I think. There were 
reports that a new date has been fixed for the visit of 
Prince Fahd to Washington. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Alan, the Post has a story today suggesting 
that the climate in relations between the United States and 
China appears to have eased somewhat since the announcement 
regarding Taiwan two weeks ago. Do you have anything from 
here to supplement what is being said in Peking? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. We've 
addressed the question before and made clear that 
discussions would be continuing. I just don't have anything 
beyond that. 


Q You said the Holdridge talks there were a 
success, and you dropped it right there. 
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A Well, I think he himself used terms like 


"constructive" and so on, so you can get his statement, but 


I don't have anything beyond that. : 


¢) Alan, on the PRC side of the negotiation 
or discussion, will these two eventually terminate United 
States' arms sales to Taiwan either at the initial stage 
then and limit at the (inaudible) or type of weapons and so 
on and so forth? What's the purpose of the American side -- 
to engage in the negotiation? 


A On the discussions that we're talking about I 
don't want to get into purposes and so on. Obviously this 
is a subject which is of interest to both the U.S. and the PRC. 
I think I'd just as soon leave it there. 


I would caution you on a guidance basis about that 
sort of speculation though. 


Q Anything you want to volunteer, Alan? 
(Laughter. ) 


A No. 


Q There is an American citizen by the name of 
Jack Shelton who went to Guatemala and arrived there on July 
12. He, according to his family, is totally apolitical 
and only interested in archeology. He has completely disap- 
peared. There is no communication of any kind, and they 
obviously fear for his life. Do you have any information as 
to what the U.S. is'doing and whether the Embassy has 
brought this to the attention of the Guatemalan Government? 


A I have no information on that at all. 
Q Could you look into it? 
A I can look into it. I'm not sure again what 


can be provided because of the privacy act and so on and so 
forth, but, sure, we can look into it. 


Q And just a related question on Guatemala and 
another individual, when Father Stanley Rather was killed 
last year, from this podium it was said that the Embassy was 
going to investigate that. Do you have results of those 
investigations? 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 


(The briefing concluded at 12:22 p.m.) 9 


I don't have anythng to offer you today. 
Can you look into that? 
I can see if we have anything on that. 


Thank you. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #15 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 27, 1982, 12:40 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements for you. 


First, Assistant Secretary Robert Hormats of the 
Bureau of Economic and Business Affairs and Treasury 
Assistant Secretary Mark Leland will testify on Polish debt 
at 2:00 p.m. today before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on European Affairs. 


They will not have formal statements. They will 


instead submit a joint background paper, and copies of this 
paper will be available in the Press Office after 2:00 p.m. 


Secondly, a statement on the Namibia Contact 
Group: Senior officials of the Namibia Contact Group Five 
met in Bonn on January 25-26, 1982, for another in the con- 
tinuing series of working meetings to review the state of. 
the Namibia negotiations. ) 


During Phase I of the current negotiations, 
agreement is sought on constitutional principles. The Five 
received replies to their proposals from all concerned, and 
they noted that agreement has already been secured on many 
points. However, some issues raised by the Front-Line States 
and SWAPO require further consideration in order to complete 
Phase I of the negotiations at the earliest possible date. 


The Five also reviewed the issues to be discussed 
in Phase II and further developed their ideas on impar- 


tiality and UNTAG. They will present proposals on these 
subjects to the parties concerned after the conclusion of 


Phase I. 
Q Can we get copies of that, Alan? 


A Yes. Let me hold the questions on this at 
this point. Let's go through the announcements and go back 
to then. 


Thailand: I would like to note a major step taken 
by the Royal Thai Government against the narcotics trade. 
On January 21, Thai forces began operations against the base 
areas of the chief heroin trafficking group in the Golden 
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Triangle, the so-called Shan United Army led by warlord 
Chang Chi-fu. We view this as a courageous, forceful action 
on the part of the Thai Government and greatly appreciate 
this important blow against heroin production and traf- 
ficking. 


We want to express our thanks to the Royal Thai 
Government for this action, and our regret at the casualties 
which were suffered by the Thai forces in this operation. 


Finally, a statement on Poland and Solidarity Day: 
You will note that in his State of the Union address last 
night, President Reagan called attention to the fact that, 
through the initiative of various private organizations, a 
Day of Solidarity with the people of Poland will be held 
this Saturday, January 3''. The Department wishes to empha- 
size the importance of this public expression of solidarity 
with the Polish people in their renewed struggle for their 
freedom and national identity. 


This private organizational activity has reached 
impressive proportions, with large rallies, special masses 
and other events scheduled already for 16 American cities. 
These cities are: Chicago; Washington, D.C.; Boston; New 
Haven; New Castle; Pennsylvania; New York City; Buffalo; San 
Francisco; Detroit; Cleveland; Columbus; Milwaukee; Fort 
Worth; Houston; Denver; and Sacramento. 


The United States Government strongly supports 
this private initiative and will do its own part to keep 
world attention focused on the need to end the repression of 
the Polish people and to restore in that country a genuine 
internal dialogue among the authorities, the Solidarity 
union and the Church. 


As a manifestation of our support, Secretary Haig 
himself will participate in the Chicago Solidarity Day 
Program, which is cosponsored by the AFL-CIO and the Polish- 
American Congress. This will take place on Solidarity Day, 
Saturday, January 30, in Chicago's International 
Amphitheater, beginning at 1:00 p.m. CST, which is 2:00 p.m. 
Washington time. 


Similar private organjzational efforts have been 
underway in other countries as well, again led by labor, 
church and other organizations. Rallies will be held in 
various foreign countries and a large number of world 
leaders have already indicated their intention to join 
President Reagan in making special statements of support for 
the Polish people. 
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The U.S. International Communication Agency is 
organizing a special one-hour TV program to record the high- 
lights of these activities and the statements of these 
leaders. Among those international leaders who have agreed 
to make statements to be included in this program are: 


Australian Prime Minister Fraser, Belgian Prime 
Minister Martens, British Prime Minister Thatcher, Canadian 
Prime Minister Trudeau, FRG Chancellor Schmidt, Icelandic 
Prime Minister Thoroddssen, Italian Prime Minister 
Spadolini, Japanese Prime Minister Suzuki, Luxembourg Prime 
Minister Werner, Norwegian Prime Minister Willoch, 
Portuguese Prime Minister Pinto-Balsemao and Prime Minister 
Calvo-Sotelo of Spain. 


Finally, I want to note, as the President indi- 
cated last night, that a special day has also been declared 
for the people of Afghanistan, who are now in their third 


. year of national resistance against the Soviet occupation of 


their once non-aligned country. 


This day, to be held on Afghanistan's traditional 
New Year's day of March 21, results from an initiative taken 
by the European Parliament which has received strong support 
in this and other countries. The European Parliament has © 
passed a resolution supporting Poland's Solidarity Day as 
well, which is another manifestation of our unity in the 
West in standing up to be counted when freedom is at stake. 
We believe it important that free peoples everywhere join 
together on those two special dates to express their support 
and solidarity with the Polish and Afghan peoples. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, will the Secretary have remarks there 
and will they be available here or will they be piped in? 


A I understand he will have prepared remarks. 
When they will be available, I cannot tell you. Obviously, 
we will make them available when they are. It is not yet 
certain whether his remarks will be piped in. You'll have 
to keep in touch with the Press Office on that. 


Q Is he the only Administration official, as 
such, who will be participating in rallies or functions that 
day? 


A I don't have details. Of course, the 
President will be making a statement. 
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Q Physically appearing at functions. 


A I don't know. I do know that there are a 
number of American political and labor leaders who will be 
participating -- Senator Baker, Speaker O'Neill, AFL-CIO 
President Lane Kirkland -- but about other Administration 
officials I simply don't know, Mike. You might check, by 
the way, with ICA and see if they have anything further on 


that. 
Q He'll return to Washington Saturday? 
A 


I don't have the travel schedule on that. 


Q Is it the position of the Contact Group that 
there can be a solution reached in Namibia without Cuban 
withdrawal from Angola? 


A Connie, the question of the relationship bet- 
ween the situation in Angola and the situation in Namibia 
has been addressed before. Obviously, there is a rela- 
tionship. 


I don't believe anybody has drawn any precon- 
ditions or anything of that sort, and I think we simply 
ought to stick with the statements that have been made 
before on this subject. 


Q You've got that guidance left open. What about 
this Commerce Department statement yesterday that the U.S. 
might liberalize or again resume trade to South African 
police and military? 


A As I understand it, all export controls under 
the Export Administration Act, including those controls 
affecting South Africa, were extended intact on December 3l, 
1981, for a period of 60 days. 


This extension was required so that the 
Administration can complete its review of these controls in 
an orderly fashion; and it affects everybody, not just South 
Africa. I don't have a comment to offer while the review is 
underway, Other than to say that obviously we would continue 
to respect the U.N. arms embargo for which we voted. 


Q Reagan seemed to be signalling a big policy 


change. 








A As I say, the entire Export Administration 
Act controls are under review because they were.extended for 
a 60-day period. 


Q For all the countries in the world? 


A That's my understanding, yes. It's 
world-wide. 


Q You said SWAPO has raised new issues 
regarding the session on the 25th. Can you detail those? 


A The Front-Line States-SWAPO response contains 
four points of difference with the revised constitutional 
principles as presented to all the parties five weeks ago -- 
that is, on December 17. 








Further consideration will be necessary before 
we're able to complete Phase I of the negotiations and move 
to Phases II and III, but I don't have details to give you 
on what those differences are. 


or ee 
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Q There are reports that one of the sticking 
points is the revised version of the constitution, calling 
for two houses, one of which would essentiall,’ be one- 
person-one-vote, and the other which would be some form of 
proportional representation that I'm told is based on -- the 
*whole system is sort of based on the West German parliamen- 
tary model. 


ee 
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Could you explain that, and can you also say 
something about what the South Africans have objected to, if 
anything, regarding the constitution? 





A On your first question, as I say, I'm not 
going to go into details of what the points of difference 
are, so I'm afraid I will have to let that one go. 


As far as the South African Government response is 
concerned, their response to the revised constitutional 
principles was positive and helpful in the context of 
contributing to progress toward a Namibia settlement. 


Its response was made after consultation between 
the South African authorities and the internal parties in 
Namibia. But, again, I don't have further details to pro- 
vide you. 
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Q Since the President said last night that "We 
must see that those laws guaranteeing equal rights are 
enforced," will the State Department now begin applying the 
equal rights principles so that refugees from the human 
rights violating government of Haiti are no longer denied 
the same political refugee status as refugees from Poland, 
Cuba and Southeast Asia? 


A Lester, I don't have a statement to give you 
on our policy on the Haitian refugees with me at this point. 
It is certainly not a policy of discrimination. 


Q Well, they're regarded as economic refugees, 
I understand, and all the others are political refugees. 
When your human rights country reports point it out that 
it's a very, you know, tyrannical dictatorship down there, 
I'm just wondering why these people are economic refugees 
and thrown into detention camps and so forth, but the others 
-- Polish, Cuban and Southeast Asia -- they're not treated 
like economic refugees, and I just wonder if you find this 
consistent? 


Congressman Fauntroy has raised this issue in 
great and deep concern. 


A I understand that. Let me just leave it this 
way: I will come back to you if there is anything further, 
but obviously the question of judgments about this is -- 
there are people who can differ on this sort of a question. 


I don't have a specific statement. 


Q Can you tell me why the State Department does 
this? That's all I want to know, because it seems to be 
unfair; at least he thinks it's unfair. 


A I understand that, and I'm sure there will be 
a dialogue with the Congressman on this subject. 


Q I have one followup, if I may: Since the 
President said last night that “America will not conduct 
business as usual with the forces of oppression," will the 
State Department apply this principle in cutting off all 
grants and loans to Mauritania until the more than 100,000 
black slaves are released? Or do you regard the President's 
words about oppression as not applying to any blacks held in 
slavery? 


~~ —_- 
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A Let me (a) reject the racist charge implicit 
in your question -- 


Q I didn't use that word, Alan, and I -—- 
A Yes. In other words, you did. 


Q Well, you've admitted that there is slavery 
in Mauritania. Your human rights -- your own statement from 
the State Department admits that there are slaves there. 


A May I - 


Q It has been repeatedly reported and I just 
want to know, will you apply this, what the President said, 
to slaves in Mauritania? That's all I want to know. 


A As I said, I would reject your implication of 
a racist policy to begin with. Beyond that, if I have a 
further statement that we can offer you on aeemeenl E I'll 
be happy to do that. 


Q Alan, I just want to go back to something 
Lester mentioned there. Is there a distinction made between 
economic and political refugees, officially by the State 
De partment? 


A I'm not sure whether there is or isn't, 
frankly. The judgments that are made are basically in terms 
of whether people who are going back, as I understand it, 
what circumstances they would go back to. 


Let me try and get a general statement and see if 
we can clear this up. 


Q There are new and detailed reports today 
about massacres committed by the Salvadoran Army in Morazan 
Province. Do you have any comment on them, and how these 
reports may Or may not have an impact on the President's 
certification that human rights are being protected in El 
Salvador? 


A To answer your second question first, as you 
will learn from my answer to the basic question, we don't 
know the facts and it's very hard to have an influence when 
you don't know what the facts are. 


In any case, if these reports were proven to be 
accurate, we would obviously deplore such an incident. Our 
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Embassy in San Salvador has been acutely alert to such 
stories and has attempted to seek out evidence to corro- 


borate the facts. 


The allegations in the current story are very 
similar to a reported incident which surfaced in El Salvador 
in mid-December. In an extensive cable response to an 
inquiry on that incident by Dr. Eugene Stockwell of the 
National Council of Churches, our Ambassador to El Salvador, 
Dean Hinton, noted that, "I certainly cannot confirm such 
reports nor do I have any reason to believe that they are 
true. None of the tested sources available to this Embassy 
has given us even a hint of massive civilian casualties, which 
has not always been the case in the past... the only sources 
that I have seen alleging something like this are the clan- 
destine Radio Venceremos reports... Frankly, I do not 
consider Radio Venceremos to be a reliable source. I find 
it interesting that a military communique from the FMLN, 
issued in the names of Commanders Jorge Melandez and Juan 
Ramon Medrano, two days before the above account was 
carried, made no mention of any massacre of civilians in 
recent operations in Morazan." 


Our Embassy has, and will continue, actively to 
seek corroboration of such reports. But I think we have to 
recognize that the continuing difficulty in El Salvador of 
tabulating civilian deaths, let alone the difficult, if not 
impossible, task of attributing clear responsibility exists; 
and stories detailing such deaths frequently have a politi- 
cally motivated overtone, and absolutely reliable figures or 
impartial witnesses are vitually impossible to find. 


We have made it clear from this podium in the past 
-- I will repeat now -- that we abhor violence of this type, 
whether from the right or the left, whether by government 
troops or guerrilla insurgents. 


Q What you're saying then, Alan, is that this 
report is similar to reports that have come before and have, 
by your own investigation, through the Embassy proven to be 
unreliable. 


A The suggestion in this, Lester, is that it 
may well be a report of the same incident to which 
Ambassador Hinton referred in his other report, and that is 
his observation on it. 


Q Right. Then Zpe_ Washington Post had an enor- 





mous story on this and, therefore, you t feel that 
that's credible enough to proceed on. Is that correct? 


A No. I said our Embassy is continuing to seek 
corroboration of such reports. 


Q But so far there is no cooroboration at all? 


ae | 


A Not of this one. 


Q In other words, you suspect the validity of 
this report, is that right, Alan? It was in the paper this 
morning. 


A I*ve said what I have to say on it, Lester. 


Q Well, okay. Well, I mean, I just kind of 
derived that as a kind of an implication, Alan. 


A I understand. 

Q More or less on the same issue, there was a 
neighboring piece on body counts in which the author, John 
Dinges, apparently received an authorized cable about these 
counts. 


_ Can you confirm basically that the procedure that 
is out lined in that article is the correct procedure? 





A Let me just give you a brief statement on it 
without referring specifically to the article. I don't have 
it in front of me. 
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Since September 1980, our Embassy has reported 
weekly on apparently politically motivated deaths in El 
Salvador. In the great majority of these cases, respon- 
sibility for these murders cannot be fixed. These weekly 
reports show, with periodic fluctuation, a downward trend 
since late 1980, including throughout most of December 1981 
and January 1982. 


The matter of violent deaths in El Salvador will 
be considered in the Department's annual Human Rights Report 
which is to be submitted to the Congress at the end of this 
month. 
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Q On methodology, it says that the Embassy 
study does not include in its count any civilians killed 
as a result of government combat actions. 


My question is: Can you confirm that that is 
true? 


A I can‘t. Let me look into that and see if 
I can get you something. 


Q Alan, there is a newspaper in Amman, Jordan, 
citing the -- 


can Foreign 
RED 


A Excuse me. I think people would like to stay 
on this other question. Let's try and do that, if we can. 


Q Any developments on the case in San Salvador 
on the death of the four churchwomen? 


A Nothing beyond what I gave you the other 
day. I saw a press account coming out of El Salvador on 
this, but I have nothing to offer you beyond that. 


na 


Q Will the President certify what he has to 
certify tomorrow, or is it going to happen today, and what 
form will it take? 





A David, I don’t have the specifics of it. 
As I indicated before, it is anticipated that the certifi- 
cation will be made on time. 
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Q Which is by midnight tomorrow, right? 
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} | A Again, I just don't have a specific time. 
a Q Where will it be announced? 
A I don't know specifically where it will be 
announced. 


_- 


Q Alan, you have nothing on the NBC report 
concerning the investigation of the nuns’ deaths? 


A No. I gave you a statement last week some- 
time, I think it was, on this. I have nothing on that 
specific report. 


Q Alan, is it possible to find out just how 
many reports Of massacres have proven to be questionable 
or insubstantial, along with how many reports of missing 
priests or nuns that have subsequently reappeared? 


Is there some kind of a task force that is watch- 
ing to keep track of these things, because I seem to recall 
that there are two or three instances of priests or nuns 
who disappeared and were presumed EISeS, and then 
they reappeared. 
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I just wonder if we are keeping any tabulation 
on that. 


A Lester, I am not aware that anybody is keep- 
ing a tab of the sort you suggest. I think the information 
that you are talking about is available publicly, and you 
can do that kind of tabulation. 


Q I mean, you have some kind of a task force 
that is watching El Salvador, don't you? 


A I am not aware that there is a particular 
task force. There, obviously, are officials who are 
charged with dealing with matters there. 


Q Do they keep track of these things? 


A I don't know, in the sense that you are sug- 
gesting of keeping a tab. ' 


Q Alan, is it accurate, with regards to the 
Post story, that this brigade was trained by U.S. advisers 
for rapid deployment, and so on and so forth? 


A Which brigade? 


.Q The brigade, the elite one-thousand-man unit? 
The part of the Salvadoran army that is --. 


A I would refer you to Defense on that. I 
don't know. . 


Q In the last week and a half, a number of 
people who have been asked by their governments, by their 
parliaments, from Scandinavia and Ireland to look into 
the situation in El Salvador, have, upon arriving in that 
country, been told that they require visas, and have been 
turned away. 


In terms of our interest, or in view of our 
interest in having as many foreign observers for the 
elections as possible, are we trying to persuade the 
Government of El Salvador not to do that kind of thing so 
that other people can come in? 


A Jim, I don't know, and I don't think we 
can get into the detail of our discussions on this thing. 


Obviously, we do favor observers coming in; but 
it is also, obviously, up to each individual government 
to determine entry procedures, and visas are required in 
a lot of countries, including this one. 
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Q Secretary Stoessel, on the Hill, testified 
that the Administration is looking forward to an early 
beginning of START talks, but that it depends on the situ- 
ation in Foland; and he said, “We are hoping the situation 
will improve in Poland, but we are not linking the start 
of the talks to any particular element of the Polish 
situation.* 


Can you give us anything more on that? I mean, 
what is an early start to the talks? 


A I don't have anything to give you beyond 
what Ambassador Stoessel said, and also what the Secretary 
said yesterday. He addressed the subject, and I think 
that that is available to you. I am not going to try an 
amplify that. 


Q Let me just ask you, is it still thought 
that there will be a summit between Presidents Reagan and 
Brezhnev in 1982, and is it thought that the START talks 
would start before that? 


A I don't have any observations to offer you 
on dates of such meetings. 


Q So I can assume that there still is 
expected to be a summit in 1982. 


A I wouldn't make assumptions one way or 
another. The Secretary addressed himself to the subject, 
and I have nothing to give you beyond that. 


Q On the Middle East? 


Q Well, this is Middle East. Stoessel said 
also that the U.S. has received assurances -- I don't know 
what his exact words were -- we have some assurances from 
Prime Minister Begin that there will be no surprises in 
the future. "We hope that will be the case," he said. 


Did those come in the letter that Prime Minister 
Begin sent? 


A David, I would have no comment on our ex- 


changes. 
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Q Yesterday, President Mubarak of Egypt made a 
speech where he said that one of the principles of Egyptian 
foreign policy was nonalignment. 








Do you have any comment on that, or any other 
aspects of his speech? 








A Simply that the U.S. respects Egypt's non- 
aligned status. As we said before, we do not think its 
policy of nonalignment will affect our relationship, nor 
is it an impediment to our policies in the region. 






| 


Foreign 


Q May I follow on that, connected with Mubarak? 


A Yes. 





Q There is a newspaper in Jordan citing Western 
diplomatic sources in Cairo as saying that the United States 
wants to remove Mubarak from power. The United States sent 
an ultimatum to Mubarak early this week. At a meeting 
attended by the Israeli Ambassador in Cairo, Roy Atherton 
proposed that those involved in the assassination of Sadat 
be executed before April 26 so as to save Mubarak from 
tendering his resignation. If this is not done, Atherton 
said, the U.S. will take the necessary steps to depose 
Mubarak. 


, 1982" 


A Is “nonsense* a strong enough word? 


Q What is the U.S. attitude toward Mubarak? 
Are you satisfied with his performance as President? 
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A I don't think it is a question of the U.S. 
being satisfied or not. We certainly have a cordial and 
good working relationship with him, and we look forward 
to his visit. 


Q Is your report on U.S.-Libyan relations 
still underway? Are you still undertaking it, in the light 
that you have accused the regime of Mr. Qadhafi of disturb- 
ing the peace of his neighbors, and one of his most 
important neighbors is coming to visit you. Definitely 
you are going to discuss this affair. 





A Without getting into the question of the 
agenda, the answer to your question about whether the 
Libyan review is still underway, the answer is yes, it is. 


Q There is some news that Mr. Ahmed Shahati, 
who is the head of the, or the equivalent of the Foreign 
Minister or Secretary of State of Libya, came to Washington 
and met with State Department officials, among them Mr. 
Peter Constable, a couple of days after you announced the 
measures Of asking the Americans to leave Libya. 
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Would you be able to confirm this? Did he come 
here? Did he meet with Mr. Constable? 


: I don't have anything on that. 
- Would you be able to take the question? 


Let me look into it. 


o0 FF DOD YF 


Alan, on Libya, you did take a question 
early last week on how many Americans remained. in Libya. 


Did. you ever get any answer on that? 


A Yes, we have something on that. I think if 
you check later, we have some figures. They are rough 


figures. 


Q Do you consider resumption of full diplomatic 
relations between Egypt and Russia as a positive step which 
can contribute to stability and peace in the Middle East? 


It sounds like the Israeli press is not happy with 
it, and they say that this will be not promoting the inter- 
ests of the Western world if the diplomatic relations will 
be restored. 


A - First of all, my understanding is that that is. 


not quite factually what is happening - that is, that there 


necessarily is going to be as radical a change, as your ques- 
tion suggests. , 


In any case, it is certainly not up to us to 
even comment, but certainly not to offer judgments 
upon those kinds of questions. That is up to the govern- 
ments concerned. As I said before, our relationship 
with the Government of Egypt is quite good, and we are 
quite pleased with it. 


Q There is a report that two Soviet bombers 
violated U.S. air space. | 


Does the State Department plan to take any 
diplomatic action or lodge any protest? 


A It is inaccurate. The story was misleading, 
if I may say, in the first paragraph in suggesting that 
it was a violation of air space. The aircraft concerned 
were nowhere near U.S. air space, but they were within 
our air defense zone. I understand that this is not 
exactly the first time that this has happened, and it 
probably won't be the last. They were escorted out of 
the area, and I think that I would leave it at that. 
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Q Could you tell us how far the air defense 
zone extends? 


as A 200 miles. 


Q Is that considered, then, a violation, to 
be within that? 


A I don't have a technical explanation of that. 
I would refer you to the Pentagon for that. 


Q This is a diplomatic question, I think, 
rather than a defense question. 


; A I think we are talking about an air defense 
zone. 





Q Yes, but we are talking about freedom of 
navigation, also, which is a diplomatic issue. 


ee 


A We are talking about military aircraft 
entering into zones surveilling -- 


Q Yes, but I mean, if a ship can enter into 
anything three miles off the coast without violating -- 


Oe ee ee ee Pen 
. 


Q What do you mean, escorted away? 


J 


A Again, let me refer you to the Pentagon 
for follow-up questions on this. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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Q Alan, this is related to the source of 
where they came from. 


A That was very sneaky. (Laughter) 


Q The source, yes, sir. I don't understand. 
There was this allusion to the MIG 23-7 fighter-bombers 
that might have been delivered to Cuba recently. 





Can you please explain what Mr. Haig was re- 
ferring to? Were those already assembled, or those 
things that are suspected of being in the crates that 


have caused some -- ? 
A I have nothing to say on this. 


Q Just to go back to this question raised, 
how far is U.S. air space off the mainland? 


r 


A This is not a question of U.S. air space. 
This is a question of the air defense zone. And, again, 


I am going to -- 








16 


Q I understand that, but you have said that 
it is maccurate. You said, “It is nowhere near U.S. 
air space." 


A Yes. 


Q Now, would you tell us what it was nowhere 
near? You said, "U.S. air space." I would like to know, 
what is U.S. air space? Do you have to be over the land 
or three miles from the land, or what? I mean, you made 
the statement, Alan. 





A Air space would be that space which would 
be over the territorial seas. 


ee 


: Q In other words, they are not over U.S. 
air space until they are right above our land, is that 
| correct? 

A No, I said “over the territorial sea." 


9 OF RIT 


Q Over what? 


TAL ete I « 


A Territorial sea. Water. That is usually 
liquid as opposed to land. (Laughter) 


Ree Uy 


Q I am very delighted to get a little bit of 
Clarity here. Now, how far out does that go? 


A At this point, it seems to me we are in 
negotiation on that. I can check and see whether it is 
still formally three miles, or whether we are doing twelve 
miles on it. I am not sure. 
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Q What did you mean? 


A The closest point of approach, in my under- 
standing, was something like 42 miles. 


Q 42.miles, so that if they would not, the way 
you look at it, when you say U.S. air space, they would not 
have gone over our U.S. air space, or into our U.S. air 
space, unless they come within three miles of land? 


A Again, I haven't got a definition of that 
particular limit. 


Q In other words, when you say it is nowhere 
near U.S. air space, you don't know what U.S. air space 
is. 


A I am telling you it is either three or 
twelve, and I haven't got a formal definition in front of 
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Q Do you know where they came, if it was 
either three or twelve? 


A Lester, go to the Pentagon, please. (Laughter) 


Q Maybe I could get it clearer from the 
Pentagon. 


A Good. 


There is an answer posted today on the re- 
lationship between various terrorist groups and some drug 
smuggling operations. 


I was wondering if you could remark on whether 
this reflects any cooperation with another operation 
going on? The Italian Government of Prime Minister 
Spadolini -- they are an allied nation -- announced that 
in their view the Red Brigades terrorists and other terror- 
ists cannot operate without assistance. from the inter- 
national drug-smuggling networks of the Mafia, which, of 
course, include the Club of Rome. And they issued 75 
indictments against Sicilian drug runners which they 
announced were part of an anti-terrorist drive. 





eS ee 
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Is either the Office for Combatting Terrorism 
in the State Department, or other agencies of the United 
States Government, cooperating with Italy in shutting 
down international drug traffic? 


A Let me take the question and see if I can 
get you an answer. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Q Just to go back on Cuba, for a second, what 
is the status of the policy review that has been underway 
for a year or so? 


A It is still underway. 


Q I mean, can we look forward to it soon 
coming to fruition? 


A I don't want to try and give you a time. 
As with the Libyan review, one might get some decisions and 
still the review would continue. You say, come to 
fruition... I would just caution you, as a matter of prin- 
ciple on that, but I don‘t have a time table to offer you. 


Q Could it be part of the President's promised 
speech on foreign affairs? 
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A I am not going to speculate on what the 
President's promised speech on foreign affairs might be. 


Q Since the occupation of Afghanistan, if I 
can take you back to Afghanistan, since you have declared 
that some time in March you will have Afghanistan Day. 





A Right. 


| Q Many Afghanistan freedom fighters came to 
the United States asking for assistance, and they were 
all asking for small weapons or light weapons and anti- 
tank weapons and other things, to repel the Russian 
forces. According to your reports that were published 
by the State Department about the majority of the cities 
and towns are taken over by the freedom fighters, and it 
is just a matter of time before they will be able to 
squash or eliminate the Russians and who are taking over the 
daytime activities there. 





My question is, what is the extent to the assist- 
ance that the United States Government, in the way of money, 
in the way of food, in the way of weapons, and other things 
that they supplied to the Afghanistanis, and through which 
the Afghanistani leaders of the freedom fighters, and what 
did the weapons and the other things go through? (Sic) 





A We have addressed this question before. I 
don't have the guidances that we have used in the past, 
but I think we can dig it out for you. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Be, ee eee ee) 


Q Will you take that question, please? 
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A No. I think we have answered the question, 
oe and nothing has changed in terms of our answer, so I would 
an ask you to check with the Press Office in terms of what 
we have said before. 


Q The reason I am asking is because some of 
the freedom fighters’ leaders complained that the United 
States is not giving them adequate assistance in order to 
try to do their job there. 


A I understand. 


Q Do you have anything about the meeting 
of Secretary Haig with Prince Bandar of Saudi Arabia? 


A No. I understand that the party did note 
when they were in Geneva that there was a courtesy call, 
but I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q He met with the Secretary. 
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A That is my understanding. Again, I don't 
have details, and I don't know exactly either what hap- 
pened or what was said, so I would have to defer to what 
was said there. But I do understand there was some confir- 
mation of a courtesy call of some sort. 


Q There was a report lasc night charging that 
the Italian investigation looking for Dozier and the people 
that kidnaped him is less than effective, that it is poorly 
led, that the police were shoddy. 


Are you satisfied with the Italian effort to 
find Dozier? 


A We continue to have full confidence in the 
Government of Italy and its operation to secure the release 
of General Dozier and the apprehension of his kidnapers. 


The Government of Italy is using the resources 
of a number of its agencies, and there is every indication 
that those resources are being used in a coordinated manner. 


Since the kidnaping of General Dozier on December 
17, the Italian authorities have arrested a number of 
Red Brigades members, and have prevented other terrorist 
incidents. Those actions may, over the long run, signifi- 
cantly reduce the effectiveness of the Red Brigade. 


Q Could you tell us what other incidents they 
prevented? 


A I think it is obvious on the face, just as 
starters, that if you have gotten terrorists, you are 
preventing them from acting. I don't want to go into any 
details as to whether they have discovered any particular 
plans. I don't think that is appropriate. 


Q Do you have any comment on the recent Presi- 
dential elections in Finland? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Will you? 


A I don't think so. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:17 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #16 


THURSDAY, JANUARY 28, 1982, 12:30 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: GOOD AFTERNOON. I HAVE A 
PEW ANNOUNCEMENTS FOR YOU, AND THEN I WOULD ALSO 
LIKE TO POINT OUT AFTER THE ANNOUNCEMENTS 
THAT, ASSUMING YOU HAVE FURTHER QUESTIONS ABOUT 
GENERAL DOZIER°S RELEASE, WE HAVE WITH US AGAIN 
AT THE BRIEFING HERE TODAY, MR. FRANK PEREZ, WHO 
HAS BEEN DIRECTOR OF THE DOZIER WORKING GROUP AND 
THE ACTING DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE FOR COMBATTING 
TERRORISM; AND ALSO AMBASSADOR SAYER WHO IS 
CHAIRMAN OF THE INTERDEPARTMENTAL GROUP ON 
TERRORISM. I THINK MR. PEREZ WOULD BE PREPARED 
TO TAKE QUESTIONS, BUT LET ME MAKE THE 
ANNOUNCEMENTS FIRST. IF YOU DO HAVE QUESTIONS, 
WE OUGHT TO GET TO THE DOZIER MATTER FIRST SO 
THAT THEY CAN GO ON AND DO OTHER THINGS, AND THEN 
WE CAN GET BACK TO OTHER ISSUES. 


FIRST, I WOULD LIKE TO CORRECT A 
MISUNDERSTANDING AMONG SOME CORRESPONDENTS 
CONCERNING THE MEMBERS OF THE U.S. DELEGATION TO 
THE INAUGURATION OF THE NEWLY ELECTED PRESIDENT 
OF HONDURAS, ROBERTO SUAZO CORDOVA. SENATOR 
CLAIBORNE PELL, WHO WAS INVITED TO JOIN THE 
DELEGATION, DID NOT ACCOMPANY THE GROUP TO 
TEGUCIGALPA FOR THE INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 
SENATOR PELL HAD DECLINED SEVERAL DAYS 
PREVIOUSLY. 


THE U.S. DELEGATION WAS LED BY SENATOR 
JESSE HELMS AND INCLUDED REPRESENTATIVE ROBERT J. 
LAGOMARSINO, REPUBLICAN OF CALIFORNIA, 
REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM F. GOODLING, REPUBLICAN OF 
PENNSYLVANIA, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE THOMAS 
O ENDERS, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE ELLIOT 
ABRAMS AND NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL ADVISER 
ROGER W. FONTAINE. 





NEXT, ON EL SALVADOR I HAVE TWO 
ANNOUNCEMENTS. YESTERDAY FOLLOWING AN EARLY 
MORNING ATTACK ON ILOPANGO AIRPORT BY LEFTIST 
GUERRILLAS, THE GOVERNMENT OF EL SALVADOR 
REQUESTED U.S. ASSISTANCE TO REPLACE THE SEVERAL 
SALVADORAN MILITARY AIRCRAFT DESTROYED OR 
DAMAGED. 


THIS ATTACK, IN OUR VIEW AND THE VIEW 
OF THE SALVADORAN GOVERNMENT, IS PART OF A 
GENERAL INTENSIFICATION OF GUERRILLA ACTIVITY 
DESIGNED TO SABOTAGE THE FREE ELECTIONS SCHEDULED 
FOR MARCH 28. 


THIS IS A CRITICAL JUNCTURE IN 
SALVADORAN HISTORY. THE GOVERNMENT OF EL 
SALVADOR, IN THE MIDDLE OF A WAR SUPPORTED FROM 
THE OUTSIDE BY CUBAN AND NICARAGUAN ASSISTANCE, 
IS ATTEMPTING TO CARRY OUT SWEEPING ECONOMIC AND 
POLITICAL CHANGES AIMED AT REDUCING THE CAUSES OF 
THE PRESENT DIVISION AND STRIFE. 


WE CANNOT ALLOW TERRORISTS, COMMITTED TO 
ACHIEVING POWER THROUGH VIOLENCE AND THE 
DESTRUCTION OF THE COUNTRY'S ECONOMIC 
INFRASTRUCTURE, TO UNDERMINE THESE EFFORTS. 











ACCORDINGLY, WE MUST BE PREPARED TO 
INCREASE OUR ECONOMIC AND OUR MIITARY ASSISTANCE 
TO EL SALVADOR AS NECESSARY. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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WE ARE PRESENTLY REASSESSING ASSISTANCE 
NEEDS ON AN URGENT BASIS. 


WITH RELATION TO THAT, THE PRESIDENT 
TODAY SIGNED A PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATION AND IS 
SUBMITTING TO THE CONGRESS A CERTIFICATION UNDER 
SECTION 728 OF THE INTERNATIONAL SECURITY AND 
DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION ACT OF 1981 (PL 97-113). 


THIS ACT STATES THAT A WIDE RANGE OF 

SECURITY ASSISTANCE MAY BE PROVIDED AND CERTAIN 
MILITARY PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO EL SALVADOR ONLY 
. IF THE PRESIDENT MAKES A SPECIFIC CERTIFICATION. 








ome ie 


gn 


ey ene See ee) 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


BRIEFLY STATED, THE POINTS FOR 
CERTIFICATION ARE THAT THE GOVERNMENT OF EL 
SALVADOR IS MAKING A CONCERTED AND SIGNIFICANT 
EFFORT TO COMPLY WITH INTERNATIONALLY RECOGNIZED 
HUMAN RIGHTS, ACHIEVING SUBSTANTIAL CONTROL OVER 
ALL ELEMENTS OF ITS OWN ARMED FORCES, MAKING 
CONTINUED PROGRESS IN IMPLEMENTING ESSENTIAL 
ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL REFORMS, IS COMMITTED TO 
THE HOLDING OF FREE ELECTIONS AT AN EARLY DATE, 
AND IS MAKING GOOD-FAITH EFFORTS TO INVESTIGATE 
THE MURDER OF SIX U.S. CITIZENS IN EL SALVADOR. 


THE ADMINISTRATION CERTIFICATION IS 
ACCOMPANIED BY A BRIEF JUSTIFICATION ON EACH OF 
THE POINTS TO BE CERTIFIED, AND THE 
ADMINISTRATION'S POSITION CAN BE AMPLIFIED 
THROUGH CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS AT THE APPROPRIATE 
SUBCOMMITTEES’ DISCRETION. 


OPEN HEARINGS HAVE BEEN CALLED BY 
SENATOR HELMS FOR MONDAY, FEBURARY 1, FROM 
10:00-12:00, AND BY CONGRESSMAN BARNES FOR 
PEBRUARY 2 AT 2:00 P.M. 


LET ME JUST POINT OUT THAT THE DOCUMENT 
ATTESTING TO CERTIFICATION ITSELF WILL BE 
PUBLISHED IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER, ALTHOUGH THE 
JUSTIFICATION IS NOT TO BE. BUT THAT SUBJECT, AS 
I SAY, WILL BE ADDRESSED DURING THE HEARINGS NEXT 
WEEK. 


LET ME SUGGEST, AS I DID BEFORE, THAT 
ON QUESTIONS WE TURN FIRST TO WHATEVER QUESTIONS 
YOU MAY HAVE AT THIS POINT ON GENERAL DOZIER'S 
RELEASE, AND THEN PROCEED TO OTHER ISSUES. MR. 
PEREZ? 


THE FOLLOWING PORTION OF THE BRIEFING 
IS CONDUCTED BY MR. FRANK PEREZ: 


Q MR. PEREZ, COULD YOU DETAIL FOR US 
WHAT OUTSIDE SUPPORT OR INVOLVEMENT THE RED 
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BRIGADE FACTION HAD IN KIDNAPPING AND RETAINING 
GENERAL DOZIER? 


A FIRST OF ALL, LET ME JUST START 
OFF WITH A SHORT STATEMENT, AND THEN I'LL RFEFER 
TO YOUR QUESTION. 


WE ARE OVERJOYED BY THE NEWS OF THE 
SAFE RELEASE OF GENERAL DOZIER THIS MORNING. WE 
WISH TO EXPRESS TO THE ITALIAN GOVERNMENT OUR 
ADMIRATION FOR THE EFFECTIVE AND DEDICATED MANNER 
IN WHICH THEY RESOLVED THIS VERY DIFFICULT CASE. 


WE ALSO WISH TO THANK THE MANY 
THOUSANDS OF ITALIAN OFFICIALS AND POLICE WHO 
WERE INVOLVED IN THE MASSIVE SEARCH FOR THE 
GENERAL, AND PARTICULARLY TO THOSE INDIVIDUALS 
WHO EFFECTED THE RESCUE. 


THE SUCCESSFUL RESULTS DEMONSTRATE THAT 
DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENTS CAN DEAL EFFECTIVELY WITH 
TERRORISM THROUGH A VIGOROUS AND COORDINATED 
EFFORT. 


RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE RESCUE OF 
GENERAL DOZIER WAS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE 
ITALIAN GOVERNMENT. WE PROVIDED TECHNICAL 
SUPPORT AS REQUESTED BY THE ITALIANS THROUGHOUT 
THE INCIDENT, BUT THE SUCCESSFUL LOCATING AND 
RESCUING OF GENERAL DOZIER BELONG SOLELY TO THE 
ITALIAN GOVERNMENT. 


WE CONGRATULATE THEM ON A JOB WELL 
DONE. 


GENERAL DOZIER IS CURRENTLY IN THE U.S. 
MILITARY HOSPITAL AT VICENZA WHERE HE IS 
UNDERGOING OBSERVATION. THE REPORTS WE HAVE, 
HOWEVER, INDICATE THAT HE IS WELL AND IN GOOD 
SPIRITS ALTHOUGH TIRED. 


HE HAS BEEN IN TELEPHONE CONTACT WITH 
HIS WIPE IN WEST GERMANY WHO WILL BE JOINING HIM 
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SOON. THE FUTURE PLANS OF THE GENERAL WILL 
DEPEND UPON THE RESULTS OF THE MEDICAL CHECKUP. 


THE SUCCESSFUL RESCUE OF GENERAL DOZIER 
IS AN IMPORTANT MILESTONE IN THE FIGHT AGAINST 
TERRORISM AND SHOULD SERVE NOTICE ON TERRORISTS 
THAT DEMOCRACTIC SOCIETIES INTEND TO DEAL WITH 
THIS INTERNATIONAL SCOURGE IN A VIGOROUS AND 
FORCEFUL MANNER. THANK YOU. 


YOU WERE TALKING ABOUT OUTSIDE 
INFLUENCE? 


Q YES. SUPPLY OF ARMS, TECHNOLOGY. 
WHAT OUTSIDE ROLE HAVE YOU FOUND? 


A THE ITALIANS HAVE INDICATED THEIR 
CONCERN THAT THERE MAY BE EXTERNAL SUPPORT FOR 
THE RED BRIGADES. THERE HAVE BEEN ARMS WHICH THE 
RED BRIGADES HAVE USED WHICH APPEAR TO BE OF 
PALESTINIAN ORIGIN. AT LEAST THERE HAVE BEEN 
REPORTS TO THIS EFFECT. 


THERE ARE ALSO REPORTS TO THE EFFECT 
THAT RED BRIGADES MEMBERS HAVE BEEN TRAINED IN 
SUCH PLACES AS LIBYA AND SOUTH YEMEN, BUT AT THE 
PRESENT TIME WE DON'T HAVE ANY INFORMATION OF 
DIRECT LINKS TO OTHER COUNTRIES OUTSIDE OF ITALY. 


Q ARE YOU TALKING ABOUT THESE 
SPECIFIC INDIVIDUALS OR RED BRIGADES GUERRILLAS 
GENERALLY? DO YOU MEAN THESE FIVE WHO WERE 
CAPTURED? 


A I'M TALKING ABOUT RED BRIGADES IN 
GENERAL. 


Q NOT THE ARMAMENTS PICKED UP IN THE 
APARTMENT? 


A NO. NOT THE ARMAMENTS PICKED UP 
IN THE APARTMENT. AS YOU WILL RECALL, FOR 
EXAMPLE, IN ROME A COUPLE OF WEEKS AGO THEY MADE 
A MAJOR HAUL OF TERRORIST WEAPONS THERE. BUT IN 
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TERMS OF WHAT WEAPONRY THIS PARTICULAR GROUP HAD, 
WE HAVE NOT RECEIVED ANY REPORTS SO PAR. 


Q ANY OTHER LINKS THAT YOU PERCEIVE 
BETWEEN THIS GROUP AND THE MIDDLE EAST? 


A NOT AT THE PRESENT TIME. 


Q JUST A TECHNICAL POINT: WHEN YOU 
SAY THEY'RE USING ARMS OF PALESTINIAN ORIGIN, 
WHAT DOES THAT MEAN? THAT THE ARMS ARE MADE SOME 
PLACE IN PALESTINIAN CAMPS? WHAT DOES IT MEAN 
THEY'RE OF PALESTINIAN ORIGIN? 


A THESE WEAPONS ARE BASICALLY, A LOT 
OF THEM, OF SOVIET ORIGIN, AND THEY FUNNEL 
THROUGH THE ARAB WORLD TO THE PALESTINIANS AND 
THEN TO THE HANDS OF THE RED BRIGADES. 


BUT ALSO, I MIGHT ADD, THAT THE RED 
BRIGADES HAVE A LOT OF OTHER WEAPONS FROM 
DIFFERENT SOURCES. 


Q WHY ARE YOU SINGLING OUT THE 
PALESTINIANS, THE PALESTINIAN ORIGIN OF THESE 
ARMS, IF YOU DON'T HAVE ANY REASON TO CONFIRM THE 
ALLEGATIONS THAT YOU'RE THROWING, THAT THEY ARE 
FROM PALESTINIAN ORIGIN, THAT THEY'VE BEEN TRADED 


IN LIBYA AND SOUTH YEMEN? 


A THE ONLY THING I'M SAYING IS THAT 
WE'VE HAD A NUMBER OF REPORTS INDICATING THAT THE 
RED BRIGADES HAVE RECEIVED WEAPONS OF PALESTINIAN 


ORIGIN. 


Q BUT WHY ARE YOU PICKING UP ONLY ON 
THIS PART AT THIS PARTICULAR TIME? 


A BECAUSE I WAS ASKED THE QUESTION. 


Q WHAT OTHER ORIGINS ARE THE RED 
BRIGADES GETTING ARMS FROM? 
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A CLEARLY, WEAPONS OF AMERICAN 
ORIGIN SHOW UP, BUT WE DON'T KNOW WHAT CHANNELS 
THEY GO THROUGH TO GET THERE. ALSO WEAPONS OUT 
OF EASTERN EUROPE, AND WEAPONS FROM VARIOUS PARTS 
OF THE WORLD. 


AS YOU KNOW, THERE IS A MAJOR 
BLACK MARKET IN WEAPONS WHICH ARE AVAILABLE TO 
TERRORISTS. 


Q COULD YOU TELL US WHAT YOU KNOW 
ABOUT HOW THE ITALIAN POLICE FOUND OUT WHERE 
DOZIER WAS? WHICH ONE OF THE PEOPLE THEY 
ARRESTED TOLD THEM ABOUT THEM? JUST ANY DETAIL 
YOU HAVE ON THAT. 


A I WILL GO ON BACKGROUND ON THIS. 
{HE ITALIAN AUTHORITIES ARRESTED SOME RED BRIGADE 
MEMBERS AND THROUGH THE INTERROGATION GOT LEADS 
TO OTHERS WHICH THEY ARRESTED AND WERE ABLE TO 
OBTAIN INFORMATION ABOUT THE GROUP THAT HAD BEEN 
RESPONSIBLE FOR THE KIDNAPPING OF GENERAL DOZIER. 


HOWEVER, IT'S NOT CLEAR AT THIS TIME 
WHETHER THAT INFORMATION LED DIRECTLY TO THE 
RESCUE OF GENERAL DOZIER OR WHETHER IT WAS THE 
METHODICAL AND EXTENSIVE SEARCH WHICH THE 
ITALIANS WERE CONDUCTING THAT LED TO THIS HIDEOUT 
WHERE GENERAL DOZIER WAS LAST NIGHT WHERE HE WAS 
RESCUED. SO AT THIS POINT I'M NOT REALLY ABLE TO 
SAY WHAT LEAD LED THEM TO THE PARTICULAR HOUSE 
WHERE HE IS. OFF BACKGROUND. 





Q CAN YOU SAY WHETHER, WHEN THEY 
WENT INTO THAT HOUSE, THEY KNEW WHAT THEY WERE 
GOING TO FIND? 


A AT THIS POINT I CAN'T SAY WHETHER 
THEY KNEW HE WAS IN THERE OR WHETHER THEY JUST 
HAD A SUSPICION THAT HE MIGHT BE THERE. 


Q SIR, CAN YOU CLARIFY REPORTS THAT 
THE GENERAL HAD A GUN TO HIS HEAD WHEN THE 
ANTI-TERRORIST POLICE ENTERED THE HIDEOUT? 
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A I CANNOT CONFIRM THAT FROM THE 
REPORTING THAT WE HAVE SEEN. THE REPORTING WE 
HAVE SEEN INDICATES THAT NO SHOTS WERE FIRED. 


Q YOU MADE REFERENCE IN YOUR EARLIER 
BRIEFING TO DOCUMENTS THAT WERE RECEIVED. CAN 
YOU TELL US MORE ABOUT THAT? 


A I THINK IN MOST OF THESE RAIDS ON 
RED BRIGADE HIDEOUTS, DOCUMENTS HAVE BEEN SEIZED. 
IN TERMS OF WHAT THEY HAVE SEIZED IN THIS 
PARTICULAR HIDEOUT, I‘M NOT ABLE TO SAY AT THIS 
TIME. WE DON'T HAVE ANY INFORMATION. 


Q SIR, CAN YOU SAY WHETHER THE 
GENERAL WAS AT THIS LOCATION FOR THE WHOLE 42 
DAYS OR WAS HE BEING MOVED FROM PLACE TO PLACE? 


A WE HAVE NOT RECEIVED ANY 
INFORMATION ON THAT, BUT I HAVE NO REASON TO 
BELIEVE THAT HE WAS MOVED DURING THE WeSC Lr 42 
DAYS. 


Q MR. PEREZ, CAN YOU GIVE US A 
BETTER SENSE OF WHAT THE U.S. ASSISTANCE WAS NOW? 
ON BACKGROUND, IF NECESSARY. 


A WE HAVE BEEN PROVIDING TECHNICAL 
EXPERT ASSISTANCE TO THE ITALIAN GOVERNMENT AS 
THEY HAVE REQUESTED IT AND WE HAVE BEEN ABLE TO 
PROVIDE IT. 


I CANNOT GO INTO ANY DETAILS OF 
SPECIFICALLY WHAT WE DID PROVIDE, BUT CLEARLY 
FROM OUR POINT OF VIEW THE ITALIAN GOVERNMENT WAS 
RESPONSIBLE AND IN FULL CHARGE, AND WE PROVIDED 
WHATEVER ASSISTANCE THEY ASKED FOR. 


Q WAS THIS LIKE SURVEILLANCE? 


A I WOULD PREF®R NOT TO COMMENT ON 
THAT NOW. 
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Q U.S. PERSONNEL WERE INVOLVED, OR 
YOU'RE TALKING ABOUT EQUIPMENT? 


A NO. WE DID SEND U.S. PERSONNEL TO 
WORK WITH OUR EMBASSY AND WITH THE ITALIAN 
GOVERNMENT. 


Q SIR, COULD YOU DESCRIBE FOR US, AS 
YOU UNDERSTAND IT, THE SCENE WHEN THE AUTHORITIES 
WENT INTO THE HIDEOUT, WHAT THE SITUATION WAS, 
AND WHAT HAPPENED? 


A WE DON'T HAVE ANY OFFICIAL 
REPORTING, BUT MY IMPRESSION FROM WHAT I'VE SEEN 
IS THAT THE ITALIAN AUTHORITIES HAD INFORMATION 
SUGGESTING THE POSSIBILITY THAT GENERAL DOZIER 
WAS THERE. 


THEY STAKED OUT THE BUILDING AND THEN 
CONDUCTED THEIR RAID EARLY IN THE MORNING, 
PRESUMABLY WHILE THE TERRORISTS WERE STILL 
ASLEEP. 


AS WE GATHER, THE OPERATION WAS : 
EXTREMELY WELL DONE AND THE TERRORISTS EVIDENTLY 
GAVE UP AND GENERAL DOZIER, AS YOU KNOW, EMERGED 
UNHARMED. 


Q WAS HE SHACKLED AND TIED UP IN ANY 
WAY? HOW WAS HE BEING HELD IN CUSTODY THERE? 


A AT THIS POINT I DON'T HAVE ANY 
INFORMATION ON HOW HE WAS BEING HELD WHEN HE WAS 
-RESCUED. 


Q HAS HE HAD A CHANCE TO GIVE ANY 
KIND OF DEPOSITION OR TO TALK WITH ANY OF YOUR 
PEOPLE YET ABOUT WHAT HAPPENED DURING THOSE DAYS? 


A NO. BECAUSE HE'S NOW, AS YOU 
KNOW, IN THE HOSPITAL IN VICENZA, AND HE'S 
UNDERGOING MEDICAL OBSERVATION. WE WOULD NOT 
WANT TO DISTURB HIM AT THIS TIME, PARTICULARLY 
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SINCE HE WILL BE GETTING TOGETHER WITH HIS WIFE 
AND, I PRESUME, OTHER MEMBERS OF HIS FAMILY. 


WE WOULD WANT TO QUESTION HIM EARLY ON 
AS TO ANY INFORMATION HE HAD WHICH MIGHT INDICATE 
THREATS TO OTHER INDIVIDUALS IN ITALY AT THIS 
TIME OR TO GET ANY TIMELY INFORMATION, BUT WE 
WOULD NOT WANT TO SUBJECT HIM TO ANY SORT OF 
MAJOR DEBRIEFING AT THIS TIME. 


Q DO YOU KNOW OF ANY OTHER THREATS 
THAT YOU WANT TO LOOK INTO WITH HIM? 


A WE'RE CONCERNED ABOUT THE THREAT 
TO AMERICANS IN GENERAL IN ITALY FROM THE RED 
BRIGADES, AND WE'VE TAKEN, AS YOU KNOW, MEASURES 
TO INCREASE OUR SECURITY. SO WE FEEL THAT THERE 
IS A CONTINUING THREAT THERE DESPITE THE MANY 
ARRESTS THAT HAVE BEEN MADE, AND SO WE HAVE THIS 
VERY MUCH ON OUR MIND. 


Q CAN YOU SPEAK TO THE EFFECT ON 
THE RED BRIGADES OF THIS OPERATION, WHAT DAMAGE 
YOU THINK HAS BEEN INFLICTED? 


A I THINK IT'S DIFFICULT TO MAKE ANY 
SORT OF RELIABLE ESTIMATE AT THIS TIME, BUT MY 
IMPRESSION IS THAT THE MANY ARRESTS THAT HAVE 
BEEN MADE, THE ARMS THAT HAVE BEEN SEIZED, AND 
THE ARREST OF THOSE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE DOZIER 
KIDNAPPING HAVE SERIOUSLY AFFECTED THE RED 
BRIGADES AND HAVE REDUCED THEIR EFFECTIVENESS AND 
THEIR ABILITY TO CONTINUE OPERATIONS OF THE TYPE 


THEY HAVE CONDUCTED. 


Q MR. PEREZ, DO YOU HAVE ANY 
THOUGHTS ABOUT WHAT THE RED BRIGADES HOPED TO 
ACHIEVE BY THE KIDNAPPING? WAS THERE EVER ANY 
DEMAND MADE OR WAS THERE EVER ANY CONTACT OR ANY 
CONFIRMED THING THAT THEY WANTED? 


A THE RED BRIGADES ISSUED FIVE 
COMMUNIQUES, AND NONE OF THESE CONTAINED ANY 
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DEMANDS. WE FEEL THAT THEY WERE ENDEAVORING TO 
GAIN MAXIMUM PROPAGANDA FROM THE SEIZURE OF THE 
GENERAL. THEY HAD MADE KNOWN THROUGH THEIR 
COMMUNIQUES THAT THEIR PRINCIPAL TARGET WAS NATO 
AND THE UNITED STATES. 


MY FEELING IS THAT THEY WERE TRYING TO 
CAPITALIZE ON THE PEACE MOVEMENT IN EUROPE “AND 
THE CONCERN IN CERTAIN QUARTERS ABOUT THE 
DEPLOYMENT OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS. 


AS YOU KNOW, THE RED ARMY FACTION IN 


WEST GERMANY HAS BEEN ESPOUSING THE SAME LINE IN 


CONNECTION WITH ITS ATTACKS AGAINST AMERICAN 
INTERESTS THERE. SO WE THINK THAT THE RED 
BRIGADES WERE TRYING TO USE THIS TECHNIQUE TO 
GAIN SUPPORT FOR THEIR MOVEMENT. 


Q SIR, I WONDER IF YOU COULD 
COMMENT ON A REPORT BY THE ITALIAN MAGISTRATE -- 
WHO IS SAID TO BE ITALY'S FOREMOST EXPERT ON THE 
RED BRIGADES -- THAT THERE IS A SCHISM IN THE 
GROUP, AND THAT THERE ARE MILITARIST HAWKS WHO 
FEEL THAT ASSASSINATION IS THEIR BEST STRATEGY, 
BUT A SORT OF DOVISH WING THAT BELIEVES THAT 
POPULAR SUPPORT IS MORE IMPORTANT TO GET THEIR 
IDEAS ACROSS, AND THAT DOZIER HAD BEEN CAPTURED 
BY THE MILITARIST FACTION. 


A THAT IS MY UNDERSTANDING THAT 
THERE ARE FACTIONS, SOME OF WHICH ARE MORE 
HARD-LINE THAN OTHERS, AND THE FACTION WHICH WE 
BELIEVE HAD TAKEN GENERAL DOZIER WAS THE 
HARD-LINE FACTION WHICH HAD KILLED PRISONERS IT 
HAD TAKEN BEFORE. 


Q COULD I ASK YOU, WHAT IS YOUR 
UNDERSTANDING, WHAT'S THE MAXIMUM PENALTY THESE 
PEOPLE FACE FOR WHAT THEY HAVE DONE IN ITALY? DO 
YOU KNOW? 


A I'M NOT SURE WHAT THE CURRENT LAWS 
ARE, BUT IF THEY BELONG TO AN ORGANIZATION WHICH 
SUPPORTS VIOLENCE AND SUBVERSION, THERE ARE LAWS 
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COVERING THAT AS WELL AS CRIMINAL LAWS DEALING 
WITH KIDNAPPING AND MURDER. 


Q HAS THE SOVIET UNION SAID ANYTHING 
ABOUT THE KIDNAPPING IN PARTICULAR OR THE RED 
BRIGADE IN GENERAL LATELY? 


A THE SOVIET UNION, TO MY KNOWLEDGE, 
HAS NOT HAD ANYTHING DIRECT TO SAY ABOUT THE 
KIDNAPPING OF GENERAL DOZIER OR THE RED BRIGADES 
RECENTLY. 


Q COULD YOU GIVE US MORE DETAILS ON 
THE ARMS? NATURE, QUANTITY, ALL THAT KIND OF 
THING? 


A AT THE PRESENT TiME THE ITALIANS 
ARE IN THE PROCESS OF ANALYZING THE WEAPONS WHICH 
THEY HAVE CAPTURED AS A RESULT OF THESE RECENT 
RAIDS. SO I'M NOT IN A POSITION AT THIS POINT TO 
GIVE YOU ANY FURTHER DETAILS. 


Q ON THAT QUESTION THAT YOU READ IN 
YOUR STATEMENT, I'M STILL A LITTLE CONFUSED. YOU 
SAID ORIGINALLY THAT THEY WERE PALESTINIAN 
ORIGIN, AND THEN WHEN ASKED FURTHER, YOU SAID 
THEY WERE OF RUSSIAN ORIGIN. 


CAN THERE BE TWO SEPARATE ORIGINS OR 
ARE THEY ORIGINALLY FROM THE SOVIET UNION? 


A THEY'RE SOVIET TYPE WEAPONS. SOME 
OF THEM COULD BE MODIFIED BY, SAY, THE 
PALESTINIANS FOR THEIR OWN USE, BUT THEY'RE 
BASICALLY, FOR EXAMPLE, RPG-7 OR SA-7 MISSILES, 
WHICH ARE OF SOVIET ORIGIN. 


Q WHICH MEANS THEY WERE 
MANUFACTURED ORIGINALLY -- 


A IN THE SOVIET UNION, BUT THEY. 
COULD HAVE BEEN SOLD TO PALESTINIANS OR LIBYA, 
AND FOUND THEIR WAY INTO THE PLO. 
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Q BUT YOU SAID UNEQUIVOCALLY THAT 
THEY WERE OF PALESTINIAN ORIGIN. I STILL DON'T 
UNDERSTAND EXACTLY HOW THEY CAN BE OF TWO 


DIFFERENT ORIGINS. 


A THE ONLY THING I'M SAYING IS THAT 
THERE ARE REPORTS THAT THERE ARE WEAPONS OF 
PALESTINIAN ORIGIN, AND THE PALESTINIANS DO 
CERTAIN THINGS TO THEIR WEAPONS FOR THEIR OWN USE 
WHICH WOULD INDICATE THAT THEY ARE PALESTINIAN. 


Q IT COULD BE SOVIET ORIGIN AND 
PALESTINIAN MODIFICATIONS? 


A MODIFIED. YES. 


Q IS THERE ANY INDICATION THAT THE 
$2 MILLION IN MONEY THAT WAS PUT UP BY PRIVATE 
GROUPS WAS ANY FACTOR IN RECOVERING GENERAL 
DOZIER? 


A I DON'T HAVE ANY DETAILS ON THAT, 
BUT, CLEARLY, IN TERMS OF RECOVERING THE GENERAL, 
IT WAS STRICTLY GOOD POLICE WORK ON THE PART OF 
THE ITALIANS. SO I WOULD SAY THAT THE PURPORTED 
REWARD FOR INFORMATION LEADING TO HIS RELEASE DID 


NOT PLAY A ROLE. 


Q MR. PEREZ, DO YOU HAVE ANY 
INDICATION AT THIS POINT WHY THEY HAD NOT KILLED 
HIM? 


A ‘AT THIS POINT, NO. PRESUMABLY, 
GENERAL DOZIER WILL BE ABLE TO GIVE US MORE 
INFORMATION. MY OWN FEELING IS THAT THEY HAD 
NOT, CERTAINLY, MILKED ALL THE PROPAGANDA THEY 
HOPED TO GET FROM HIM. 


IN THE CASE OF, FOR EXAMPLE, ALDO MORO 
OR PECCI, THEY WERE HELD 54 DAYS. OTHERS WERE 
HELD FOR LONGER PERIODS. 
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Q MR. PEREZ, THE GENERAL HAS 
OBVIOUSLY HAD ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED INFORMATION. 
IS THERE A CONCERN THAT THE RED BRIGADES WERE 
ABLE TO EXTRACT ANY CLASSIFIED INFORMATION FROM 
HIM ON NATO MOVEMENTS OR -- 


A THE GENERAL DID HAVE ACCESS TO 
CLASSIFIED INFORMATION ABOUT NATO AND OTHER 
THINGS, AND THIS WILL BE ONE OF THE THINGS THAT 
WE WILL BE DETERMINING FROM THE GENERAL -- WHAT 
SORT OF QUESTIONING HE RECEIVED. BUT WE HAVE NO 
INFORMATION TO INDICATE THAT HE PASSED ON ANY 
CLASSIFIED INFORMATION TO THESE PEOPLE. 


Q IS THERE ANY DOUBT IN YOUR MIND 
THAT THEY DID INTEND TO KILL GENERAL DOZIER AFTER 
THEY HAD GOTTEN ALL OF THE PROPAGANDA MILEAGE OUT 
OF HIM THAT THEY COULD? IS THERE ANY DOUBT IN 
YOUR MIND? 


A I°M NOT CERTAIN THAT THEY HAD 
DECIDED TO KILL HIM, ALTHOUGH I THINK THERE WAS A 
STRONG FEELING AMONG THOSE EXPERIENCED IN ITALY 
ON THESE MATTERS THAT HIS CHANCES OF SURVIVAL 
WERE RATHER SLIM. 


Q MR. PEREZ, IS THERE ANY INDICATION 
WHY THE ITALIANS WERE SUCCESSFUL IN GETTING 
GENERAL DOZIER BACK WHEN THEY HADN'T BEEN 
SUCCESSFUL IN ANY OF THE OTHER CASES? WHAT'S 
DIFFERENT? 


A I THINK IN THIS CASE THEY MOUNTED 
WHAT IS PROBABLY THE LARGEST SEARCH OPERATION -- 
THE LARGEST MANHUNT -- IN THEIR HISTORY. 


THEY LEFT NO STONE UNTURNED. THEY HAD 
LITERALLY THOUSANDS OF PEOPLE WORKING AROUND THE 
CLOCK, ROAD BLOCKS, HOUSE SEARCHES. THEY DID IT 
VERY METHODICALLY, AND THEY DID IT VERY 
INTENSELY, AND I THINK THAT IT'S BASICALLY GOOD 
POLICE WORK AND DEDICATED WORK ON THE PART OF 
THEIR POLICE OFFICIALS WHICH LED TO THE SAFE 
RELEASE OF THE GENERAL. 
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Q MR. PEREZ, MRS. DOZIER SAID THIS 
MORNING THAT SHE HAD BEEN KEPT VERY POORLY IN- 
FORMED OF THIS MATTER THROUGHOUT THE ENTIRE 
= ORDEAL, THAT IN FACT SHE HAD BEEN INFORMED OF 
_ HER HUSBAND'S KIDNAPPING AND RELEASE BY A 
REPORTER. 


DO YOU CARE TO REFUTE THAT? 


A _—s*WAS THAT MRS. DOZIER OR GENERAL 
DOZIER'S SISTER? 


eS i a ITP Le . 


' Q IT WAS MRS. DOZIER. 


A MRS. DOZIER. I MIGHT SAY THAT 
MRS. DOZIER HAS BEEN HANDLED BY THE MILITARY 
AUTHORITIES IN EUROPE WHO WORKED WITH HER AND 
I KNOW THAT SHE HAS BEEN KEPT INFORMED BY THEM, 
AND ALSO OUR OFFICIALS IN THE EMBASSY IN ROME 
HAVE VISITED HER. SO, I DON'T KNOW HOW TO 
RESPOND TO THAT COMMENT. 


Q MR. PEREZ, IF I CAN GO OVER, JUST 
TO DOUBLE CHECK, WERE THERE ANY AMERICANS THAT 
WENT INTO THAT HOUSE AT ALL IN ANY CAPACITY? 


A WE HAVE NO INFORMATION THAT ANY 
AMERICANS WERE INVOLVED IN THE RESCUE MISSION. 


Q GENERAL DOZIER'S SISTER DID SAY 
THAT SHE HAD NOT BEEN KEPT INFORMED, AND BY 
THE STATE DEPARTMENT SHE HAD NOT BEEN KEPT 
INFORMED. 
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IS THAT CORRECT? 


A THE STATE DEPARTMENT ASSUMED THAT 
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE, SINCE HER BROTHER WAS 
A GENERAL, WAS KEEPING HER INFORMED. 


I TALKED TO HIS SISTER, OTHER PEOPLE 
IN MY OFFICE HAVE TALKED TO HIS SISTER DURING 
THIS, TO RESPOND TO REQUESTS WHICH SHE HAD, BUT 
WE DID NOT KEEP HER ROUTINELY INFORMED OF 
DEVELOPMENTS. 
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Q MR. PEREZ, WHAT IS THE ORIGIN OF 
THESE REPORTS ABOUT THE WEAPONS BEING OF 
PALESTINIAN ORIGIN? WHERE DID IT COME? DID THE 
ITALIANS CONFIRM THIS OR DID YOU HAVE OTHER 
SOURCES OF INFORMATION? DID YOUR INTELLIGENCE 
SAY THAT, THAT THE WEAPONS ARE OF PALESTINIAN 
ORIGIN, OR WHAT? 


A WE HAVE SEEN REPORTS, AND WE HAVE 
SEEN STATEMENTS BY ITALIANS TO THE EFFECT THAT 
THE ORIGIN OF SOME OF THE WEAPONS AVAILABLE TO 
THE RED BRIGADES HAS BEEN OF PALESTINIAN ORIGIN. 
SO, THAT IS ABOUT IT. 


Q ONE OF THOSE WEAPONS WAS AN 
SA-7, WHICH, I BELIEVE, IS AN ANTI-AIRCRAFT 
WEAPON. 


ARE THERE ANY INDICATIONS THAT THEY 
PLANNED TO BRING DOWN ANY AIRCRAFT -- I MEAN, 
FROM THE QUESTIONING OF THE CAPTURED RED 
BRIGADE MEMBERS? 


A IT WAS CLEAR WHEN A MAJOR GROUP 
WAS PICKED UP IN ROME, FROM THE INFORMATION 
AVAILABLE, THAT THEY WERE PLANNING ADDITIONAL 
OPERATIONS UTILIZING THESE WEAPONS. 


Q CAN I FOLLOW UP, MR. PEREZ, ON 
THIS, PLEASE? 


A YES. 


Q DOES THAT IMPLY -- BY YOUR REFERENCE 
TO THE PALESTINIAN ORIGIN ARMS -- DCES THAT IMPLY 
THAT THE PALESTINIANS ARE INVOLVED IN THIS 
KIDNAPING IN ANY WAY, OR ARE YOU TRYING TO HINT 
THAT THEY ARE? 


A THE POINT THAT I MIGHT MAKE IS 
THAT WE KNOW THAT THE VARIOUS TERRORIST GROUPS 
IN EUROPE HAVE CONNECTIONS, AND THEY HELP EACH 
OTHER OUT, AND THEY PROVIDE TRAINING AND ASSIST- 
ANCE IN ARMS PROCUREMENT, SO THE ONLY POINT I 
WAS MAKING IS THAT THERE WERE REPORTS, THERE ARE 
REPORTS TO THE EFFECT THAT WEAPONS OF PALESTIN- 
IAN ORIGIN HAVE SHOWN UP WITH THE RED BRIGADES. 
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Q IS YOUR INTELLIGENCE MORE REFINED 
THAN THAT AS TO WHICH PALESTINIAN GROUPS MIGHT 
BE INVOLVED? 


A NO, NOT AT THIS TIME, AND I 
WOULDN'T WANT TO GET INTO ANY MORE DETAILS AT 
THIS TIME. 


Q DO YOU HAVE ANY INDEPENDENT 
CONFIRMATION? YOU ARE MENTIONING REPORTS OF 
WEAPONS, ETC. DO YOU HAVE ANY INDEPENDENT CON- 
FIRMATION THAT THESE REPORTS ARE CORRECT, OR 
ARE YOU JUST MENTIONING THEM AS YOU GO ALONG? 


YOUR INTELLIGENCE, HAS IT CONFIRMED 
WEAPONS OF PALESTINIAN ORIGIN WITH MODIFICA- 
TIONS? 


A THE ONLY THING I WOULD SAY IS 
THAT WE DO HAVE INFORMATION WHICH INDICATES THAT 
WEAPONS OF PALESTINIAN ORIGIN HAVE GOTTEN INTO 
THE HANDS OF THE RED BRIGADES. 


Q WERE THERE ANY IN THAT APARTMENT 
ROOM TODAY? 


A THAT WE DON'T KNOW. WE HAVE NOT 
HAD ANY REPORT YET. 


Q WHEN YOU STATED THAT -- OR YOU 
HYPOTHESIZED THAT THE KIDNAP MIGHT HAVE BEEN 
DONE IN ORDER TO GAIN SUPPORT FOR THE MOVEMENT 
AGAINST NATO, SOMETIMES CALLED THE “PEACE MOVE- 
MENT* IN EUROPE. ARE YOU ALLEGING ANY CON- 
NECTION BETWEEN THE RED BRIGADES AND THAT 
MOVEMENT IN EUROPE, ANY DIRECT CONNECTION 
BETWEEN THE TWO GROUPS? 


A NO, I AM NOT ALLEGING ANY DIRECT 
CONNECTION BETWEEN THE TWO GROUPS. I THINK THERE 
ARE CLEARLY MANY LEGITIMATE PROTESTERS IN THAT 
PEACE MOVEMENT, ALTHOUGH WE DO SUSPECT THAT 
THERE MAY BE OTHER INFLUENCES, OUTSIDE INFLU- 
ENCES AFFECTING IT AS WELL. 
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Q HAS THERE BEEN ANY CONNECTION, 
ANY COMMUNICATION, BETWEEN THE RED BRIGADES 
AND MEMBERS OF THIS PEACE MOVEMENT IN EUROPE 


DURING THIS TIME? 
A NOT THAT I AM AWARE OF, NO. 


Q CAN YOU SAY ANYTHING ABOUT PRIME 
MINISTER SPADOLINI'S STATEMENTS THAT THE RED 
BRIGADES AND OTHER TERRORIST GROUPS DEPEND ON 
THE INTERNATIONAL DRUG-RUNNING MAFIA FOR SUP- 
PORT FOR THE CREATION OF THE ENVIRONMENT IN 
WHICH THEY FUNCTION? 


A NO, I AM NOT ABLE TO MAKE ANY 
SPECIFIC COMMENT ON THAT, ALTHOUGH WE HAVE SEEN 
CASES IN VARIOUS PARTS OF THE WORLD WHERE WE 
DO SEE A CONNECTION BETWEEN THE DRUG DEALERS AND 


THE TERRORISTS. 


Q A LAST QUESTION ON THE PROCURE- 
MENT OF ARMS, YOU ARE IMPLYING THAT THESE ARMS 
ARE OF PALESTINIAN ORIGIN. I DON'T GET IT. 


A NO, NO. I JUST SAY THAT PALES- 
TINIAN ARMS HAVE BEEN REPORTED -- 


Q FINE. COULD THEY HAVE BEEN 
OBTAINED BY THE RED BRIGADES THROUGH THE BLACK 


MARKET? 
A THAT IS ENTIRELY POSSIBLE. 
Q THANK YOU. 
MR. ROMBERG: THANK YOU, VERY MUCH. 


(THE REMAINDER OF THE BRIEFING WAS 
CONDUCTED BY MR. ROMBERG. ) 


Q ALAN, IF GENERAL DOZIER PROVES 
TO BE OKAY, ARE THERE SPECIFIC PLANS TO BRING 
HIM BACK, ANY TIME TABLE FOR HAVING HIM COME 
BACK TO THE STATES? 
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A I THINK THAT IN TERMS OF THA‘? KIND 


‘OF A QUESTION, YOU HAVE TO GO TO THE PENTAGON. 


I WOULD ASSUME THAT THERE PROBABLY ARE. 


Q ALAN, HOW MUCH PAPER DO YOU HAVE 
TO GIVE US ON THIS EL SALVADOR BUSINESS? 


A I REALLY DON'T HAVE ANYTHING 
PURTHER, HANK. AS I SAY, THE JUSTIFICATION IS 
NOT BEING MADE PUBLIC. THAT IS STANDARD 
PROCEDURE, BUT THE ISSUES WILL BE AIRED FULLY 
ON THE HILL NEXT WEEK. 


I DO NOT HAVE, OR DID NOT HAVE IN MY 
HAND AT THE TIME I WALKED OUT HERE, THE SIGNED 
PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATION. I EXPECT TO GET 
THAT AND BE ABLE TO MAKE A COPY OF THAT AVAIL- 
ABLE. IT WILL BE IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER. THAT 
WILL BE QUICKLY AVAILABLE, IN ANY CASE. 


Q WHAT ABOUT YOUR STATEMENT? WHAT 
ABOUT WHAT YOU JUST READ? CAN YOU MAKE THAT 
AVAILABLE TO US? 


A YES. 


Q IF I RECALL CORRECTLY, THE JUSTI- 
FICATION ON CUTTING OFF AID TO NICARAGUA, WHICH 
WAS ALSO LEGISLATIVELY MANDATED, WAS MADE PUBLIC. 
SO WHY IS THAT STANDARD PROCEDURE? 


A JOHN, I HAVE BEEN INFORMED THAT 
THIS IS THE CASE, AND THAT IS WHAT I AM GOING ON, 
AND I THINK THAT THAT IS WHERE IT WILL STAY. 


Q ALAN, CAN WE HAVE A FILING BREAK? 


A IS THERE ANY OBJECTION TO A FILING 
BREAK? NO, GO AHEAD. 


Q I MEAN, IF YOU ARE GOING TO GO UP 
AND TESTIFY ON IT NEXT WEEK, ISN'T THIS KEEPING 
PEOPLE IN SUSPENSE? 
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A NO. I THINK THAT THERE IS SOME 
DESIRE TO BE ABLE TO EXPRESS THE VIEWS. AGAIN, 
MY UNDERSTANDING IS THAT THE JUSTIFICATION FOR 
IT NOT BEING RELEASED IS, AS IT WAS EXPLAINED 
TO ME, STANDARD PROCEDURE. BUT IN ANY CASE, 
IT SEEMS TO ME QUITE REASONABLE TO BE ABLE TO 
EXPECT THAT ADMINISTRATION WITNESSES GOING UP 
TO THE HILL PRESENT THEIR CASE AND TAKE 
QUESTIONS AT THAT TIME. 


Q JOST YESTERDAY, AN OFFICIAL IN 
THE SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE TOLD ME 
THAT HE HAD BEEN INFORMED THAT IT WAS NOT A 
CLASSIFIED DOCUMENT AND HE ASSUMED IT WOULD BE 


MADE PUBLIC. 


THE LAW WAS ONLY PASSED THREE DAYS 
AGO. WHAT IS STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE ABOUT 


A BRAND NEW LAW? 


A IF THE CONGRESS SEEKS TO RELEASE 
IT, I CAN'T SPEAK FOR THEM. MY INFORMATION IS 
THAT IT IS IN FACT NOT A CLASSIFIED DOCUMENT, 
BUT IT IS A SUBMISSION TO THE CONGRESS, AND I 
THINK THAT IS THE GOVERNING CONSIDERATION. 


Q BUT, ALAN, THERE HAS BEEN A LARGE 
NUMBER OF CHARGES BY OUTSIDE GROUPS DISPUTING 
THE PRESIDENT'S CONTENTION ON THIS, THIS WEEK. 
THERE HAVE BEEN PRESS REPORTS, WHICH, YOU SAY, 
YOU DON'T KNOW ABOUT THINGS LIKE THIS, WHICH 
WOULD GO AGAINST THE THRUST OF WHAT THIS IS. 


DON'T YOU THINK THERE IS SOME KIND 
OF OBLIGATION TO <= IF THE ADMINISTRATION IS 
MAKING A BLANKET ASSERTION THAT IT FINDS SOME- 
THING TO BE THE CASE, TO GIVE THE REASONS WHY 


IT FINDS IT SO? 


A JOHN, IF THERE WERE NO PLANS 
FOR ANYBODY TO TALK ABOUT THIS ISSUE IN AN 
AUTHORITATIVE WAY IN THE VERY NEAR FOTURE, 
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IT SEEMS TO ME THAT THAT MIGHT BE A REASONABLE 
POSITION TO TAKE, BUT THERE IS A PLAN, AND 
— AS I SAY, MY UNDERSTANDING IS THAT THIS IS 
A SUBMISSION IN RESPONSE TO A CONGRESSIONAL 
REQUEST, OR A CONGRESSIONAL REQUIREMENT. I 
AM NOT ADDRESSING WHETHER THEY ARE GOING TO 
MAKE IT PUBLIC OR NOT MAKE IT PUBLIC. I 
DON'T KNOW WHAT THEIR INTENTIONS ARE WITH 
REGARD TO IT. BUT IT IS NOT THE ADMINIS- 
TRATION'S INTENTION AT THIS POINT TO MAKE 
IT PUBLIC, BUT THE ISSUES WILL BE AIRED. 


gn 


Q BUT IT WILL BE PUBLIC ALL 
OVER THE HILL WITHIN THREE HOURS. WHY MAKE 
PEOPLE'S LIFE MORE DIFFICULT. IT JUST IS A 
MATTER OF STUPID -- 


A THERE ARE CERTAIN PROCEDURES 
AND COURTESIES TO BE OBSERVED. 


Q ALAN, I WONDER IF YOU COULD 
ELUCIDATE A POINT HERE OF THIS GOING UP TO THE 
HILL. YOU MENTIONED TWO INDIVIDUALS WHO 
AREN'T SENIOR CHAIRMEN OF MAJOR COMMITTEES. 
ONE IS AN OPPONENT OF THIS, AND THE OTHER IS 
ON THE OTHER SIDE. 


HOW DID BARNES AND HELMS -- THIS IS 
A MATTER THAT USUALLY WOULD BE HANDLED BY THE 
SENIOR COMMITTEES. 
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A YOU WOULD HAVE TO ADDRESS THAT 
QUESTION TO CONGRESS. MY UNDERSTANDING IS 
THAT THEY ARE CHAIRMEN OF THE RELEVANT SUB- 
COMMITTEES. 


Q DO YOU HAVE ANYTHING NEW ON THE 
REPORTS OF MASS KILLINGS BY THE EL SALVADORAN 
ARMED FORCES? 


A NO, I DON'T HAVE ANYTHING BEYOND 
WHAT WE TALKED ABOUT YESTERDAY. 
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Q ALAN, DO YOU HAVE ANYTHING MORE 
ON THE DAMAGE YETERDAY IN THAT ATTACK, NUMBER 


ONE? 


A YES, I CAN GIVE YOU SOMETHING ON 
THAT, BEYOND WHAT I GAVE YOU IN THE STATEMENT, 
ONLY TO CONFIRM THAT DAMAGE, PARTICULARLY TO AIR- 
CRAFT, WAS SUBSTANTIAL. BUT WE ARE AWAITING A 
MORE DETAILED AND FULLER REPORT ON THE FULL 
EXTENT OF THE DAMAGE. 


Q "AIRCRAFT" MEANING HELICOPTERS, 
I TAKE IT. 


A MY UNDERSTANDING IS THAT THAT 
INCLUDES HELICOPTERS, BUT I DON'T HAVE DETAILS 


TO GIVE YOU. 


Q SO WHEN YOU SAY THAT THERE IS 
AN URGENT REASSESSMENT ABOUT MORE AID TO EL 
SALVADOR, WHAT DO YOU MEAN, AN EXTRA SHOT IN 
THE ARM, SO TO SPEAK, BECAUSE OF THIS, A WHOLE 
FLEET OF CHOPPERS BEING SENT OVER? WHAT IS 


ENVISIONED? 


A BOB, I THINK IT WOULD BE GETTING 
AHEAD OF THE PROCESS TO TRY AND TALK ABOUT WHAT 
IS BEING ENVISAGED BEFORE DECISIONS ARE MADE. 


THIS IS BEING CONSIDERED, THOUGH, ON 
AN URGENT BASIS, AND I DON'T EXPECT THAT IT WOULD 
BE TOO LONG BEFORE -- A PRESENTATION OBVIOUSLY 
WOULD HAVE TO GO TO THE CONGRESS BEFORE THAT 


WOULD BE DONE. 


Q ARE YOU CONSIDERING REPLACEMENT 
ABOVE AND BEYOND WHAT WAS DAMAGED OR DESTROYED 


YESTERDAY? 


A I DON'T WANT TO SPECULATE ABOUT 


WHAT WOULD BE INCLUDED OR NOT INCLUDED. I THINK 
WE HAVE TO WAIT UNTIL THE DECISIONS ARE MADE. 
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Q BUT ARE YOU ONLY TALKING ABOUT 
EQUIPMENT? ARE YOU TALKING ABOUT PEOPLE, TOO? 


A IN TERMS OF MORE ADVISERS OR 
MORE TRAINERS, YOU MEAN? 


Q YES. IS THAT WITHIN THE CONTEXT 
OF YOUR WORDS? 


A I THINK I WOULD -—- I DON'T HAVE 
ANY INFORMATION ON THAT, BOB, AND I WOULD JUST 
LIKE TO WAIT AND SEE WHAT THE DECISIONS ARE. I 
AM NOT SUGGESTING THAT SPECIFICALLY, BECAUSE I 
DON'T KNOW. 


Q ALAN, IS THE U.S. INVESTIGATING, 
OR CONDUCTING ITS OWN INVESTIGATION OF THIS 
AIRPORT INCIDENT? 


A ITS OWN INVESTIGATION? 


Q $$ WELL, THERE IS AN ALLEGATION THAT 
THIS MAY HAVE COME FROM THE INSIDE AS OPPOSED 
TO FROM THE OUTSIDE, OR EVEN BOTH, AND I WAS 
WONDERING IF WE WERE INTERESTED IN THE RESULTS 
OF THAT KIND OF SPECULATION? 


A I AM SURE WE WOULD BE INTERESTED 
IN FINDING OUT HOW THIS INCIDENT CAME ABOUT, 
AND WE WILL BE WORKING WITH THE SALVADOR AUTHORI- 
TIES. IT'S BASICALLY THEIR INVESTIGATION. 


Q WHAT STEPS ARE WE TAKING REGARD- 
ING THE ALLEGATIONS, SPECIFIC STEPS ARE WE 
TAKING REGARDING THE ALLEGATIONS OF THE MURDERS 
IN MORAZAN PROVINCE? ACCORDING TO HINTON, HE 
WAS AWARE OF SUCH ALLEGATIONS AS EARLY AS 
DECEMBER. AT LEAST TWO U.S. REPORTERS HAVE BEEN 
ON THE SCENE SINCE THAT TIME, AND I WAS WONDER- 
ING WHAT STEPS THE U.S. EMBASSY WAS TAKING TO 
DETERMINE WHO WAS RESPONSIBLE? 


A JIM, I INDICATED YESTERDAY THAT 
THE EMBASSY IS LOOKING FURTHER INTO IT. I DON'T 
HAVE DETAILS TO GIVE YOU. 
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Q TWO QUESTIONS. DO YOU HAVE THE 
AID FIGURE WHICH IS INVOLVED HERE IN THE PRESI- 
DENTIAL CERTIFICATION? 


A NO. THIS IS NOT A FIGURE, IT IS 
A CERTIFICATION TO ALLOW CERTAIN TYPES OF ASSIS- 
TANCE TO PROCEED. 


Q WHAT IS THE AID PROGRAM FOR EL 
SALVADOR IN THIS FISAL YEAR? 


A I DON'T HAVE THE FIGURES WITH ME. 
OBVIOUSLY, THEY HAVE BEEN MADE PUBLIC, AND WE 
CAN GET THAT AGAIN FOR YOU. 


Q ALL RIGHT. ABOUT FIVE MINUTES 
AGO, YOU SAID SOMETHING ABOUT MAKING AVAILABLE 
TO US A PIECE OF PAPER -- THE SIGNED PIECE 
OF PAPER? 


A I WOULD HAVE TO CHECK WHETHER I 
CAN MAKE COPIES OF THAT AVAILABLE. IT IS TO GO 
IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER, AND I WOULD EXPECT THAT 
WE OUGHT TO BE ABLE TO. WHAT IT DOES, HOWEVER, 
XS SIMPLY TO CERTIFY THE THINGS THAT ARE IN THE 


LAW. 
THERE IS NO NEWS IN IT. 


THERE IS NO NEWS IN IT. 
WHAT IS THE RATIONALE -- 


rr Oo FY DO 


EXCUSE ME, THE SIGNATURE, 
OBVIOUSLY, IS THE NEWS, BUT THE PIECE OF 
PAPER WILL NOT CONTAIN ANYTHING FOR YOU 
TO CHEW ON, PARTICULARLY. 


Q WHAT IS THE RATIONALE AND THE 
LINE OF REASONING THAT THE DEPARTMENT FOLLOWED 
IN CONCLUDING THAT AN ATTACK ON AND AIR BASE 
AND HELICOPTERS IS AN ATTEMPT TO DISRUPT THE 
ELECTIONS IN MARCH? 
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A CHARLIE, THERE ARE ALL SORTS OF 
INDICATIONS OF INTENTS TO DISRUPT THE ELECTIONS 
IN A VARIETY OF WAYS. LET ME JUST OFFER YOU, 
FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION, A LINE OF REASONING 
WHICH WOULD SUGGEST THAT AN INCREASED 
GUERRILLA CAMPAIGN, MIGHT PROVE USEFUL TO 
ANYBODY WHO WANTS TO DISRUPT IT, AND ANYBODY WHO 
COULD HARM THE ABILITY OF THE GOVERNMENT TO 
GET IN THE WAY OF THAT CAMPAIGN, MIGHT SERVE 
THEIR PURPOSES, AS WELL. 


Q ALAN, SOME OF US WERE DOWN THERE 
AND DUARTE SAID THAT HE DIDN'T NEED ANY 
MORE MILITARY ASSISTANCE, AND THEN GARCIA CAME 
UP HERE AND HE SAID, “WE GOT THESE REBELS ON 
THE RUN.” 


NOW THEY COME IN, RIGHT ON THE OUT- 
SKIRTS OF THE CAPITAL. THIS SITUATION SEEMS 
TO BE ANOTHER VIET-NAM, AND THE WHOLE THING 
IS UNRAVELLING FOR THEM. 


A I THINK I WOULD AVOID THAT KIND 
OF A CHARACTERIZATION. 


Q WELL, DO YOU STILL AGREE WITH 
THEIR ASSESSMENT THAT THEY HAVE GOT THESE REBELS 
ON THE RUN? 


SOME OF THIS HAS BEEN MADE FROM THAT 
PLATFORM. 


A I WOULD SIMPLY ALSO SAY THAT WE 
HAVE SAID FROM THIS PLATFORM THAT THE NATURE OF 
THE GUERRILLA OPERATION SEEMS TO HAVE CHANGED 
FROM A PREVIOUS EFFORT, WHICH DID NOT SUCCEED, 
TO MOUNT SORT OF A FULL=-SCALE OFFENSIVE, IF YOU 
WILL, TO OPERATIONS AGAINST THE ECONOMIC INFRA- 
STRUCTURE, AND I EXPLAINED THE REASON AT LEAST 
I SAW THAT MIGHT LINK THIS ATTACK TO THAT, AND 
I AM SURE THERE ARE OTHER EXPLANATIONS AS WELL 
THAT ONE COULD MAKE. I THINK THAT THAT KIND OF 
THING OBVIOUSLY IS MORE DIFFICULT TO DEAL WITH 
BUT THAT DOESN'T NECESSARILY CHANGE THE PICTURE 
OF OVERALL STRENGTHS, AND SO ON. 
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Q ALAN, YOU SAID YOU WOULD AVOID THE 
CHARACTERIZATION OF THIS BEING LIKE VIETNAM. 
ALMOST SEVENTEEN YEARS AGO, IN JUST A COUPLE OF 
MONTHS, THERE WAS AN ATTACK ON HELICOPTERS AT 
PLEIKU, AND IT LED DIRECTLY TO THE MAJOR AMERICAN 
INVOLVEMENT IN VIETNAM. THE SECRETARY OF DE- 
FENSE AT THAT TIME SAID THAT THIS WAS A DIRECT 
CONTEST OF OUR WILL, AND THE RESPONSE WAS VERY 
MUCH THE SAME, I MEAN, THAT THE GOVERNMENT GOT 
QUITE EXCITED. 


NOW, THESE ARE SOME INTERESTING WORDS, 
"TO URGENTLY REASSESS THE THING.” YOU DON'T 
SEE ANY PARALLELS AT ALL? 


A I WOULD THINK THAT THE KIND OF 
PARALLELS YOU ARE TRYING TO DRAW, CHARLIE, I 
WOULD STAY AWAY FROM. 


Q ALAN, I WOULD LIKE TO FOLLOW UP 
ON THE INFRASTRUCTURE IN EL SALVADOR. 


A JIM, I JUST WENT THROUGH THAT. 
I AM NOT GOING TO GO THROUGH IT AGAIN. I EX- 
PLAINED THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN AN ATTACK 
THAT -- ONE EXPLANATION -- I AM NOT SURE THAT IT 
WOULD BE THE ONE THAT THE GUERRILLAS THEM- 
SELVES WOULD GIVE, BUT I CERTAINLY THINK IT 
IS A LOGICAL EXPLANATION OF THE RELATION- 
SHIP BETWEEN THIS ATTACK AND THEIR STRATEGY 
OF GOING AFTER THE INFRASTRUCTURE. 


Q ALAN, UNTIL TODAY ACTUALLY, THE 
OFFICIAL POSTURE, I BELIEVE, -- I AM NOT SURE 
IF IT HAS BEEN STATED FROM THE PLATFORM OR 
PUBLICLY, ALTHOUGH I THINK IT HAS BEEN, BUT AT 
LEAST ON BACKGROUND, AMONG OFFICIALS -- HAS 
BEEN THAT THE MILITARY SITUATION HAS ESSEN- 
TIALLY BEEN STALEMATED, AND THAT WHILE WE 
WERE CONSIDERING INCREASES IN AID TO EL 
SALVADOR, THE MAIN EMPHASIS WOULD HAVE BEEN 
ON ECONOMIC AID, AND THAT THERE WOULD BE LESS 
OF A NEED FOR INCREASED MILITARY AID IN THE 
PUTURE. 
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NOW, DO YOU THINK, IS THIS STILL 
7 YOUR OPINION, THAT THE MILITARY SITUATION 
7 THERE IS ESSENTIALLY STALEMATED, AND, ALSO, 
q AND WHY, ALL OF A SUDDEN, ARE WE URGENTLY 
REASSESSING WHEN THERE HASN'T BEEN ANY URGENCY 
EXPRESSED ABOUT IT PRIOR TO TODAY? 


gn 


A ONE ELEMENT OF URGENCY, 
OBVIOUISLY, IS, GIVEN THE SUBSTANTIAL NATURE 
OF THE DAMAGE INFLICTED ON THIS EQUIPMENT, 
WHICH IS IMPORTANT IN THE EFFORT TO CONTROL 
THE GUERRILLA EFFORT, THAT THAT EQUIPMENT 
AND REPLACEMENT MUST BE CONSIDERED. 


alSO, THE ECONOMIC INFRASTRUCTURE 
ATTACKS WOULD GIVE SOME URGENCY ON THAT SIDE. 


Q BUT THIS HAS BEEN EXPECTED. I 
MEAN, PEOPLE HAVE BEEN TALKING ABOUT THIS FOR 
SEVERAL WEEKS NOW, THAT THEY WERE EXPECTING 
THIS AS THEY GET CLOSER TO THE ELECTIONS. 


Q ALAN, SOME OF THOSE HELICOPTERS 
WERE LEASED, OR IN SOME WAY NOT AN OUTRIGHT 
GRANT TO THEM. 


WHO PAYS FOR THEM? 


A LET ME REFER YOU TO THE PENTAGON 
ON THAT. I DON'T KNOW, 


Q ALAN, TWO QUESTIONS. HOW MANY 
HELICOPTERS WERE DAMAGED? 


A I DON'T HAVE DETAILS, AS I JUST 
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Q NOT EVEN THAT GENERAL. 


A NO. 
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Q OKAY. SECONDLY, WHEN YOU TALK 

ABOUT NEED FOR URGENT CONSIDERATION OF AID, ARE 
YOU CLASSIFYING “URGENT® AS STUFF THAT IS GOING 
TO BE NEEDED BEFORE THE ELECTIONS, BECAUSE, IN 
YOUR MIND, AT LEAST, THE OFFENSIVE WOULD BE 
GEARED TOWARD DISRUPTING THE ELECTIONS, AND ARE 
YOU VIEWING THIS AS SOMETHING THAT IS GOING TO 
BE NEEDED THAT QUICKLY SO THAT IT GETS DOWN 
THERE BEFORE THE ELECTIONS SO THAT CONTROL CAN 
BE MAINTAINED DURING THE ELECTION PERIOD? 


A I AM JUST SIMPLY NOT IN POSITION 
TO CHARACTERIZE WHAT THE AID MIGHT BE AND THE 
PACE OF DELIVERIES. I ASSUME THAT IF THE DE- 
CISION WERE MADE TO GET IT DOWN THAT FAST, IT 
WOULD BE SO NOTIFIED TO THE CONGRESS, AND THE 
JUSTIFICATIONS WOULD BE PROVIDED. 


Q WERE THERE ALSO FIXED-WING AIR- 
CRAFT THAT WERE DAMAGED? 


A CHARLIE, I JUST SAID THREE TIMES 
THAT I DON'T HAVE DETAILS. I ASSUME THAT THERE 
WERE BOTH HELICOPTERS -- BASED ON WHAT I HAVE 
SEEN -- BOTH HELICOPTERS AND FIXED-WING AIRCRAFT, 
BUT I DON'T HAVE DETAILS, AND I WOULD REFER YOU 
TO THE PENTAGON 


Q ALAN, CAN WE SAY THEN THAT ABSENT 
THIS ATTACK YESTERDAY, THE WORD "URGENT" WOULD 
NOT BE IN YOUR GUIDANCE -- "REASSESSMENT OF NEED 
FOR FURTHER AID." IS THAT THE ONLY ELEMENT OF 
URGENCY YOU ARE TALKING ABOUT. 


A I CAN'T TELL YOU WHETHER SOMEBODY 
WOULD HAVE DECIDED THAT THAT WOULD HAVE LED TO AN 
URGENT REVIEW, BUT IN ANY CASE, THAT IS A 
SPECULATIVE QUESTION, AND IT IS URGENT. 


Q WELL, TELL ME THEN, PLEASE, WHAT 
OTHER FACTORS ARE INVOLVED IN AN URGENT REVIEW? 
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A AGAIN, I WILL REFER YOU TO THE 
STATEMENT THAT WE CANNOT ALLOW TERRORISTS COM- 
MITTED TO ACHIEVING POWER THROUGH VIOLENCE AND 
THE DESTRUCTION OF THE COUNTRY'S ECONOMIC INFRA- 
STRUCTURE TO UNDERMINE THESE EFFORTS. 
ACCORDINGLY, WE MUST BE PREPARED TO INCREASE 
OUR ECONOMIC AND OUR MILITARY ASSISTANCE TO 
EL SALVADOR, AS NECESSARY. WE ARE PRESENTLY 
REASSESSING ASSISTANCE NEEDS ON AN URGENT 
BASIS. 


I WOULD NOTE THAT THE URGENCY APPLIES 
HERE TO THE REASSESSMENT, AT THIS POINT. 


Q ALAN, TWO MORE DETAILED QUESTIONS. 


ONE, DOES THE EMBASSY REPORTING GIVE 
YOU ANY INDICATION AS TO HOW LONG THIS ATTACK 
TOOK? TWO, DOES IT GIVE YOU ANY INDICATION 
AS TO WHETHER THE DAMAGE WAS PRIMARILY DONE BY 
BOMBS PLACED INSIDE THE AIR BASE OR BY ROCKETS 
FIRED INTO THE AIR BASE. 


A DAVID, I DON'T HAVE ANY INFORMA- 
TION ON THAT. 


Q TWO QUESTIONS. 


FIRST, HAS THE NATURE OF THIS WAR IN 
EL SALVADOR BEEN SUBSTANTIALLY CHANGED BY THIS 
EVENT? SECOND, DO YOU HAVE ANY INDICATION OF 
FOREIGN PARTICIPATION IN THE PLANNING OF THIS 


ATTACK? 


A I DON'T HAVE ANY INDICATION, TO 
ANSWER YOUR SECOND QUESTION, ONE WAY OR ANOTHER 
ON THE PLANNING. IN TERMS OF WHETHER THIS 
CHANGES THE NATURE OF THE WAR, I DON'T KNOW 
IF I WOULD CHARACTERIZE IT THAT WAY. OBVIOUSLY 
THIS IS AN IMPORTANT EVENT, BUT I DON'T KNOW 
THAT I WOULD GO SO FAR AS TO SAY THAT IT 
CHANGES THE CHARACTER OF IT. 


reign 
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Q THE GOVERNMENT WANTS TO RENEW 
MARTIAL LAW FOR ANOTHER THIRTY DAYS, SO WE'RE 
INTO THE ELECTION PERIOD, AND IT APPLIES TO 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND FREEDOM OF MAIL, 
POSTAGE, AND SO ON LIKE THAT, EXCEPT FOR THE 
POLITICAL PARTIES. 


DO YOU THINK THAT THE RESETTING OF 
MARTIAL LAW FOR ANOTHER THIRTY DAYS WILL BE 
CONDUCIVE TO THE FREE AND FAIR ELECTIONS TWO 
MONTHS AWAY? 


A I DON'T KNOW HOW TO ANSWER THAT, 
EXCEPT THAT YOU, YOURSELF, CITED AN EXCEPTION 
FOR POLITICAL PARTIES, AND IT SEEMS TO ME THAT 
IS WHAT WE ARE TALKING ABOUT LARGELY WHEN WE 
ARE TALKING ABOUT FREE SPEECH AND THE POLITICAL 
PROCESS, BUT I DON'T HAVE AN OBSERVATION, 
ESSENTIALLY, TO GIVE YOU ON THAT. 


Q DO YOU HAVE ANY REACTION TO THE 
LETTER FROM THE LEADERS OF THE OPPOSITION IN 
EL SALVADOR THAT HAS BEEN SENT HERE ASKING FOR 
THE U.S. TO COME OUT FOR NEGOTIATIONS? 


A UNLIKE SOME PRESS REPORTS, WE 
DIDN'T FIND THE TONE OF THE LETTER MORE CON- 
CILIATORY THAN PREVIOUS FMLN STATEMENTS. 


IN SUBSTANCE, IT IS ESSENTIALLY THE 
SAME AS PREVIOUS CALLS FOR NEGOTIATIONS AS AN 
ALTERNATIVE TO THE SCHEDULED MARCH ELECTIONS, 
AND PROBABLY MORE SIGNIFICANTLY THE LETTER 
SHOULD BE VIEWED IN THE CONTEXT OF THE FMLN'S 
SEEMING INTENTION TO DISRUPT THE ELECTORAL ; 
PROCESS IN WHICH THEY ARE UNWILLING TO PAR- 
TICIPATE. 


Q ARE THE JUNTA AND THE U.S. 
OPPOSING THEIR PARTICIPATION? 


A NO. I THINK THAT THE GROUND 
RULES FOR PARTICIPATION HAVE BEEN MADE CLEAR, 
BUT CERTAINLY THEY HAVE BEEN WELCOMED TO 
PARTICIPATE. 


— Soomro! 
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Q YOU WANT THEM TO FINISH THIS 
STRUGGLE, AND THEN LAY DOWN THEIR ARMS, AND 
THEN PARTICIPATE. 


A WE HAVE GONE THROUGH THAT 
DESCRIPTION BEFORE, WHAT THE TERMS ARE. 


WE HAVEN'T HEARD FROM YOU FROM THIS PODIUM 
FOR SOME TIME ALLEGATIONS THAT NICARAGUA 
HAS BEEN HELPING AND CUBA HAS BEEN INCITING 
AND THE SOVIET UNION HAS BEEN SENDING THESE 
ARMS. 


WILL YOU BRING US UP TO DATE ON 
THE RELATIONSHIP OF THESE FORCES WITH THE 
PMLN? 


A I DON'T HAVE A STATUS REPORT 
TO GIVE YOU ON IT. OUR VIEW ON THIS SUBJECT 
HAS NOT CHANGED. 


Q DON'T YOU THINK BY SENDING MORE 
ARMS TO THE MILITARY REGIME IN EL SALVADOR, AND 
YOU HAVE MARTIAL LAW, THAT YOU ARE OPPOSING 
THE MARTIAL LAW IN POLAND, AND YOU ARE CONSIDER- 
ING IT EMPTY HUMAN RIGHTS, YOU WOULD BE FUELING 
THE CONFLICT AND YOU WOULD BE PUSHING THE FMLN 
TO SEEK MORE ARMS FROM VARIOUS SOURCES TO 
CONTINUE THE STRUGGLE? 


A ONE CAN PHILOSOPHIZE ABOUT THAT 
A GREAT DEAL, I SUPPOSE. THE POINT IS THAT 
THE GOVERNMENT OF EL SALVADOR HAS OUR SUPPORT 
AND IS THE LEGITIMATE GOVERNMENT, AND HAS 
SUFFERED IN THIS PARTICULAR CASE A BLOW AGAINST 
ITS MILITARY, WHICH WE NEED TO REVIEW AND SEE 
WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE TO HELP RESTORE THE 
SITUATION. 


Q THANK YOU. 


(THE BRIEFING CONCLUDED AT 1:17 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #17 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 29, 1982, 12:31 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements and statements for you. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Trade and Commercial 
Development Harry Kopp before the Subcommittee on 
International Trade, Senate Finance Committee. The subject 
is: Pricing Practices in Non-Market Economies. 


We are hoping to be able to pipe into the briefing 
room the Secretary's statement at the Chicago Solidarity Day 
program tomorrow beginning at approximately 2:00 p.m. 
Washington time. We're not certain we will be able to pipe 
the statement in, but we are making every effort to do so. 

I would ask that you check with the Press Office for an update 
on that. 


At 2:30 this afternoon, there will be a special 
briefing on the Law of the Sea here in this briefing room. At 
2:00 p.m. a Presidential statement and a fact sheet will be 
made available to you here. At 2:30, Ambassador James L. 
Malone, the President's Special Representative to the United 
Nations Law of the Sea Conference, will be here to answer 
questions on the record. The statement and the fact sheet 
will be embargoed until after Ambassador Malone's session is 
completed. 


With respect to President Mubarak's visit, for your 
guidance, at 11:00 a.m. on Monday there will be a background 
briefing at the Foreign Press Center by senior Administration 
officials. At 2:00 p.m. on Monday, there will be a background 
briefing at the White House by senior Administration 
officials. I would presume there will be another briefing or 
briefings during the course of or following that visit, but I 
don't have anything further for you on that. 
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I have an announcement on the Tegucigalpa statement: 
You will recall that on Januaray 19, the three Central 

a American countries of Costa Rica, El Salvador and Honduras 
~y announced the creation of the Central American Democratic 
Community. The objective of this group is to defend and sup- 
port democracy in Central America at a time of growing concern 
over security as well as economic difficulty. The three 
countries appealed for help. Three regional democracies, 
Venezuela, Colombia, and the United States, have now joined in 
supporting this group and will work closely with it. 
Representatives of the six nations met in Tegucigalpa and 
issued a statement of common views, including the promotion of 
democracy, economic support, and use of the Inter-American 
system to defend against aggression. 


gn 
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This new grouping and its support by those democratic 
states is part of the collective security approach to the 
area‘s problems outlined by Secretary Haig at St. Lucia. The 
six are part of the widening partnership of American nations 
determined to defend their values and security in a period of 
rising danger. The six countries will meet shortly to draw up 
action proposals. 


I- would note that copies «' the statement are 
available in the Press Office. 


Next, a statement on the murder of the Turkish 
Consul General in Los Angeles: 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Yesterday morning in Los Angeles the Consul General 
of Turkey, Kemal Arikan, was brutally murdered by gunmen. An 
anonymous caller has claimed that the Justice Commandos of the 
Armenian Genocide carried out this assassination. The Justice 
Commandos are a well-known terrorist organization which has 
been killing Turkish diplomats and their families around the 
world for the past few years. Kemal Arikan is the 2lst victim 
of this savage campaign. The Justice Commandos also claimed 
responsibility for the Columbus Day 1980 bombing in New York, 
which severely damaged the Turkish U.N. Mission and adjacent 
buildings and injured a number of innocent pedestrians. 


President Reagan, Secretary Haig, and Acting 
Secretary Stoessel have extended their condolences to the 
Government of Turkey and the family of Mr. Arikan. They have 
also expressed shock and outrage at this vicious and cowardly 
act. We are deeply gratified to learn that authorities in 
California were able promptly to take several suspects into 
custody. 
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Terrorism is a hideous crime which violates the 
norms of decent human behavior. It cannot be tolerated by the 
civilized community of nations. Those who practice it must 
find no excuse and no haven. The murder of Kemal Arikan is 2 
sharp reminder to all nations of the need to redouble their 
efforts to stamp out the worldwide menace of terrorism. 


Next, a Nicaraguan Travel Advisorv: 


Today we are issuing the following travel advisory 
on Nicaragua: "The Department advises Americans who may be 
planning to travel to Nicaragua that as of January 25, 1982, 
travel to the entire Department of Zelaya has been restricted, 
as the area has become a restricted military zone. These tra- 
vel restrictions to the east coast of Nicaragua apply to 
everyone -- Americans, other foreigners, and Nicaraguans. 

The Government of Nicaragua will not permit any travel to the 
Department of Zelaya without special permission of the 
Ministry of the Interior, and that permission has been dif- 
ficult to obtain. Consequently, the Atlantic half of 
Nicaragua is now off limits for ‘security’ reasons." 


As a point of explanation, this most recent action 
by the Nicaraguan Government (GRN) follows a number of other 
measures that the Government of Nicaragua has taken against 
its largely English-speaking Miskito Indian East Coast popula- 
tion. In addition to restricting travel and declaring the 
area a “military zone," the Government of Nicaragua has 
recently seized the leading independent radio station in the 
area, expelled religious workers from the region, and effec- 
tively prohibited the circulation of La Prensa from the Fast 
Coast. We've also noted a new exodus of Miskito Indian refu- 
gees to Honduras. There are also numerous, though uncon- 
firmed, reports of repressive tactics by government forces. 


Finally, the last announcement, on chemical warfare: 


As most of you are aware, the U.S. Government has 
obtained evidence that mycotoxins are being used as chemical 
agents in Southeast Asia, and we have stated that we would 
provide you with additional information as it became 
available. There is available in the Press Office a report on 
the results of the analysis of blood samples taken from vic- 
tims of a chemical weapons attack in Kampuchea that indicates 
probable exposure to mycotoxins. The report of symptoms from 
survivors of the attack are consistent with previous reports 
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of mycotoxin exposure, and the tentative identification of 
mycotoxin supports their claim. -These latest results contri- 
bute another piece of evidence to the growing body of data 
Supporting the charge that trichothecenes have been used as 
chemical/biological agents in Southeast Asia. 


We are making this information available to you at 
this time as evidence that these attacks are continuing. We 
are also providing this information to the United Nations team 
investigating the reports of chemical weapons use. It is our 
hope that public and governments will use every influence to 
seek to bring the use of these illegal and inhumane weapons to 
a stop. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, on Nicaragua, is this just an accumula- 
tion of events that led to this restriction, or could you iso- 
late that for us? 


A Our travel advisory is based on the action by 
the Government of Nicaragua which has indicated that it is a 
restricted area, it is a military zone, and that travel is not 
going to be possible without special permission. It is our 
judgment that we should advise people that it has been 
restricted. 


0 Does the United States have any reason to 
believe that this "security" zone has something to do with the 
extension of runways and plans for MIG jets to be put in there? 


ny I don't have anything on the reasons for it 
beyond what I offered you as a point of explanation following 
the announcement. 


Q Alan, regarding the allegation of clergy being 
expelled from the area, they have been invited back, have they 
not, by the Interior Minister? 


A I don't have information on that, Jim. 

8) It was published in this (indicating FBIS) 
yesterday. I wonder if you could take that question. 

A I'll be happy to look into it. Sure. 

Q In light of the statement you read on the 


Turkish Consul General and in light of the developments 
yesterday in Italy, I'd like to know if the United States is 
going to make a major effort to clean up the U.S. connections 
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to the Red Brigades, and specifically two people I have in 
mind: Mel Weinberg, who says in his book, The Sting Man, 
that he had extensive connections with the Red Brigades; 

and Thomas Puccio, who in Italy right now, evidence is 

coming to light that he has extensive ties with Michele Pappa 
-- Michele Pappa calls him "a very good friend." Michele 
Pappa is, of course, the man who was liaison between Billy 
Carter and the terrorist government of Oadhafi, plus himself 
has extensive ties with the Red Brigades. (Sic) 





A I think that the kind of thing you're talking about 
are efforts or investigations mainly by Justice officials. 
To the extent that there are investigations with which the 
State Department cooperates -- obviously, we do that -- I 
don't have specific information on that. I refer you to 
Justice. 


Q Alan, do you have anything new on the four 
American religious workers? You indicated the other day that 
something was, maybe, in the offing. 


A The four American religious workers? 

Q In El Salvador. 

A I don't have anything new for you today. 

Q Do you have anything to add on El Salvador? 


A I don't really believe I do. I guess the only 
thing I could update is on the attack yesterday on the base, a 
very brief point, that we have confirmed, as I indicated 
yesterday, there was substantial damage to Salvadoran Air 
Force assets. But at this point, we believe you should 
direct your inquiries about specific damage to aircraft to the 
Government of El Salvador. 


Q Alan, on the four churchwomen murdered in El 
Salvador, do we still expect there will be Some court action 
on this soon in addition to what has happened so far? 


a I have nothing to add to what we said the other 
day on this. 


Q You said the other day there was an urgent 
reassessment of the military and economic needs of El Salvador 
on tap. How is that progressing? Is it progressing? 


A It is progressing. 
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Q How? 
A I don't have anything to announce on it. 
Q About this travel advisory, this Department has 


issued travel advisories on Guatemala and El Salvador over the 
past year, but they have never taken the opportunity presented 
by the noon briefing to make a formal announcement. Why is 
this being treated differently from the other cases in which 
advisories which, in fact, were more strict than this have not 
been announced from that podium? 


A I don't have a particular reason to give ‘ou. 
It was decided that it was useful to explain what is going on. 


Q Is there any reason for why it was useful? 


A We like to educate people. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q On the six nations, would you say now that tre 
United States is prepared to put some money into this 
grouping? 


A I don't have specific information as to what 
we're going to do on that, Max, but instead of addressing that 
let me just refer you to the statement that is available in 
the Press Office. It's a rather lengthy statement, and I 
think that will help answer a number of questions. 


e) We subscribe to what's in it? 
A Yes. 
QO On specifically that point, why were Panama, 


Guatemala, Belize and Nicaragua excluded from the formation 
of this? 


A Of this grouping? 
Q Yes. 


A I don't have specific information as to how 
this grouping came about. 


Q Can you take that question? 


A I can look into it. I'm not sure I can come 
back with anything because, obviously, it would involve diplo- 
matic conversations of various sorts. 


@) At what point were we invited to cake part in 
this -- when the declaration was made? 

A When the declaration -=- you mean -- 

Q The original declaration. 

A I don't know. I don't have details on how 


this was organized. 


Q Was Mexico asked to join? 
A I just said I don't have details on this. 
@) Alan, since we moved from one topic to the 


Other, I'll go to the Middle East, for a minute, about 
settlements. 


Mr. Berg was quoted today in the Post saying that 
the President does not consider the settlements, or Israeli 
settlements on the West Bank, as legal or legitimate. Was 


ia 
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the Israeli quoting correctly the President's views about 
settlements? 


aq I thought that he was referring to what 
I've seen were remarks attributed to Prime Minister 
Begin about settlements. Let me just say our position on 
the issue is clear. 


We regard settlement activity as unhelpful 
and detrimental to the search for peace. 


Q Is it legal, as he quoted the President as 
saying, or is it illegal as the previous Administration called it. 


A I don't have any words to offer you on 
whether it's legal or illegal. Obviously, we think it's 
unhelpful and detrimental and I'm going to leave it at that. 


Q Also, on the West Bank, do you have anything 
on the Washington Post report that Richard Fairbanks is 
going to be the new special negotiator? 





A No. I think that the Secretary has said 
something about Dick Fairbanks' duties with regard to the 
Middle East on his trip. I don't have the exact quote he 
used. I think he said something about assisting him. I'm 
not aware that he's announced a particular title or anvthing 
of that sort. I don't want to go beyond whatever the 
Secretary said on this. 


Q Since it's creating a lot of controversy and 
a lot of questions, this matter of the settlements and the 
position of the United States, the official position of the 
United States, is there any way that the State Department 
and White House could issue a White Paper on the position -- 
White Paper, Green Paper, it doesn't make any difference -- 
but a real, final position, clear-cut statement from the 
President or the State Department or the Pentagon or anybody 
who's in charge of foreign policy in this country in order 
to give us a good picture of what is the policy on the 
settlements? 


fy I've given you the statement we have on 
settlements, and I don't think there's any inclination or 
purpose served to go beyond that. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on the state- 
ment that was made by King Hussein yesterday, saying that 
he's going to send Jordanian contingents to the Iragi front? 


a The King's statement appears to be a call for 
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volunteers. Apparently, he would not be sending reaular 
units of the Jordan Army, but obviously we have to wait and 
see what develops. 


Let me be clear, thought, about the position of 
the U.S. Government regarding this war, in general. 


As we have said, since the outbreak of the 
fighting, we do not want to see the conflict widen. Our 
concern over any action that would tend to widen or prolong 
the war is well known. 


We have supported efforts, such as those by 
the Security Council and the Islamic nations, to bring the 
hostilities to an end and to find a way for the parties to 
settle their differences through negotiations; and the J.S. 
believes that such efforts remain both essential and urgent. 


Q Have you got any information about how the 
war is going? It seems clear from the fact that the 
Jordanians are joining in that the Iranians are on top. I 
wonder if you have any up-to-date intelligence information 
about the progress of the war? 


A If I did, I don't think I could share it with 
you here. 


Q Do we consider Hussein's volunteering to be a 
widening of the war? 


BN I've offered you, I think, all I intend to 
offer you on that. 


Q Has our ambassador talked to the King about 
this? Any consultation? 


A Has he talked to him about it? 
Q Yes. 


A I wouldn't go into our diplomatic exchanges 
on it. 


Q Any indications of what materials the King 
may be planning to use, equipment, military supplies that 
may have been purchased or furnished by the United States? 


A I don't have any indication of that. Let me 
say that the agreement with Jordan provides that defense 
articles of U.S. origin will not be transferred to a foreign 
military force without the consent of the U.S. Government. 


There's been no request for such a transfer 
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of U.S. equipment. It also provides that such articles will 
only be used for certain purposes, such as legitimate seli- 
defense and to permit Jordan to particioate in measures 
which are consistent with the U.N. charter. 


Our position on the transfer, or use of such 
equipment to either side in this war, is a matter of long- 
standing public record. 


Q Alan, last night, ABC had a brief report in 
which it said it outlined how the three U.S. C-130's got to 
Libya, which is something we talked about here before. Does 
the State Department have any comment on that account? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. Let 
me see if I can get something. I'm not sure that we will 
but I'll look into it. 


Q Do you have anything at all up there on 
Libya? 


A On Libya? No. 


Q You call the settlement activites unhelpful 
and unhealthy. Why? Why are they unhealthy? 


A I have made the statement on it.« I'm not going 
to be drawn into a further discussion of it. 


Q Alan, can you tell us why is it unhealthy or 
unhelpful? I'm just quoting your wording. 


A I think the logic of our position is self- 
evident, and I'm not going to be drawn into further 
discussion of it. 


Q Do you have any statement of the Israeli 
acceptance of the Four European Nations in the Multinational 
Force? 

ay No, I don't have anything on it. 

Q Could you take it? 

A No. I think when there is something to be 


said, either by us or by them, it will be announced, but I'm 
not going to take your question. 


Q There were reports in some Arab newspapers 
about secret meetings between some of the Egyptian officials 
and the Libyans in preparation for restoring diplomatic rela- 
tions. 
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aA And Libyans, you say? 


Q With Libya and Egypt. Do you have any com- 
ment on this? 


A I don't have any information about it. 
That's the first I've heard of it. 


0 Do you have any comments? Will there be any 
kind of Administration response to the letter delivered to 
the White House yesterday from Farabundo Yarti? 


A Yes. We addressed this yesterday. I refer 
you to the Press Office. You can get our response from 
yesterday. 


0 General Dozier? 
A I don't have anything on General Dozier. 
Q Any indication when he returns? 


A Mike, I think these are questions which would 
properly be addressed to the Pentagon. 


Q Congressman Biaggi and Senator Moynihan have 
put in a bill up on the Hill to allow an unlimited number of 
Polish refugees into this country. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


4 I don't have any comment to offer you at this 
point. 


Q On Poland, do you have any response to the 
allegations of CIA activity? 


aN Yes, I think we put something out on this 
last night. Let me simply repeat it. It was quite late so 
I'm sure many of you didn't get it. 


The persons named appear to have been 
selected at random from among members of the U.S. Foreign 
Service serving in posts all around the world, and in at 
least one case a post that doesn't exist. There is no U.S. 
consulate in Cologne, Germany. 


Nonetheless, it is the policy of the United 
States Government not to respond to this kind of ridiculous 
allegation. 


Q Alan, is anybody in our Embassy in San 
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Salvador digging into the facts presented by the New Yor 
Times and the Washington Post on the alleged massacre last 


month? 








A Max, I addressed this yesterday. I said that 
we had indicated that we were looking into the matter but I 
wasn't going to go into specifics of what was being done. 


Q Wht is the status of that? Could you tell us 
who's looking into it. 


A I just said I was not prepared to give speci- 
fics of what was being done. 


Q Can you confirm the Wall Street Journal 
report on a large sale of U.S. aircraft to Turkey? 





A No, I don't have anything on that. Let me 
just take it and see if I can get you something. 


Q My question related to Poland. Now that the 
START talks have been deferred for the time being after the 
Gromyko-Haig meeting, what is this Administration's position 
on the upcoming Helsinki group meeting in Madrid, and par- 
ticularly the question of the European Conference on 
Disarmament? Are you going to suggest deferring that also or 
will you look into the matter more favorably than you did 
into the matter of the START talks? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on the 
disarmament meeting, but on Helsinki it's been announced 
there will be a meeting starting on the 9th of February. 


Q On the 9th, yes. I just wonder, what kind of 
position are you going into that regarding the European 
Disarmament Conference? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 


Q Anything today on the meeting between Haig 
and the Cuban Vice President? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Maybe you can confirm another Wall Street Journal 


story that the Secretary is becoming politically isoiated 
and losing influence again in the White House inner circles? 





Q Say "yes" or "no." (Laughter) 


A It is "no .«... comment." (Laughter) I have 
nothing to offer you on that. 


Q Alan, Libya claims that American servicemen 
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are included in the OAU Peacekeeping Force in Chad. ™® you 
have anything on that? 


A Yes, I do. This is one more example of 
Libyan falsification and distortion. The Peacekeeping Force 
in Chad is at OAU operation stemming from a purely OAU 
initiative. 


The U.S. was pleased to support this ini- 
tiative and has been providing transporation and material 
assistance to the Force at the request of the OAU states. 
American military personnel have been in Chad only in con- 
nection with the delivery of this material to — + OAU Porce. 
There are no American military personnel atta.:.ed to the 
Peacekeeping Force or currently in Chad. 


Q Alan, are those deliveries still under way oar 
have they been completed? 


a I don't have anything beyond the update I 
gave you -- what was it, a week or so ago? 


Q One technical question. Anything about spe- 
cial credentials for the Mubarak visit? 


A I don't know. Darlene Kirk in the Press 
Office could help you. 


Q Another technical question. Is there going 
to be a budget briefing here; has that been announced? 


rss A budget briefing? 


9 Yes. 

A I'm not aware of it. 

Q Like when the budget comes out -- 
departmental? 

4 I'm not aware of any briefing that's been set 


up. 


Q You mentioned that you hoped to pipe the 
Secretary's remarks in here. Will you have a statement here 
prior to or at the time of his remarks Saturday? 





id 


A I said before, Mike, yesterday I guess, we 
would try to have a statement as early as possible. I don't 
know that we will or won't. It depends on mechanics. 


Q Thank you. 


— 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 





om . —— 


ee 


——-— al 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


> 
y 

_ 

> 

he 

= 

c 

Y 

_ 

— 
— 
c 
°) 
— 
— 
o 
UV 
- 
re} 
5 
a 
o 
aaa 
0 
oe 
- 
aa 
-_ 
”" 
" 
© 
: 
: 





ARID 3° TT 





— so 


a 


wh ony * 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ee 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Monday, February 1, 1982 





INDEX 





SUBJECT PAGE 


EL SALVADOR 

Summary of Investigation of Massacre in Morazan........1,4,12 

Emergency Military DIG ccccccececcccocccceceeecoooccooees 
SINAI 

European Participation in MFO. ccccccccccccccesesseseeee’ 

Agreement on two islandS..cccccccccceceseseesessessssesd 
POLAND 

Clash with Demonstrating Youths in Gdansk...ceeceeessee2d 

Lech Walesa's Health ccccccccccccccccccceeceesesesessees@s 

Payment of Sie 2 rr rr rrr Pt 

UN Human Rights Commission Meeting....secsecessssesseeed 

CSCE Meeting (US WALKOUE) cccccccccccccceseeeseesesseess IO 

Congressmen Biaggi & Moynihan Bill re RefugeeS....++.+-l 
USSR 
. Siberian Pipeline. cccccescccccescsccssssssesesesseseseed 

Stanford Univ./Nikolai Umnov...cccceccccsccccvsseseseeslOmll 
CHINA 

Time limit on Sales to TaiwaneccccccccccscccscsesssesssehysS 
IRAN 

U.S. Embassy DOCUMENES. ccccccccccsccseccsesecesesessseel 
LIBYA 

Shipment of HErculeS.cccccccccccccssesessssesssssssssesd 
ISRAEL 

Capture of 3 PalestinianS..ccccccccsccccsssesessssssseeed 
EGYPT 

Additional Military Aidecccccccccesccscsccssssesesesess Im ll 
AUTONOMY TALKS. ccccccccsccccecesccccsessscesessesesessesee ld 

Special Negotiatorecccccccccccccccssccccccesessveseseve ll 
JORDAN 

Volunteers to fight with Trade ccccccccccssssssessseeeelO 
CUBA 

Haig's Meeting with Vice President....cscccceeeeeeeesesll=12 


sen eR eR eR RR 








“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








se ly a et ae 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #18 


MONDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1982, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. My apologies for 
being late. It always seems that way the day after we return 
from a trip. There are several announcements today. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testimony 
of Thomas Enders, the Assistant Secretary for Inter-American 
Affairs, before the Senate Foreian Relations Committee, the Subcommittee 
on Western Hemisphere Affairs. The subject is “Democracy and 
Security in the Caribbean Basin." 


Also available is the Fmbassy summary of its investiaation 
into the reported massacre of civilians in El Mozote, 
Morazan Department, from which Assistant Secretary Enders 
drew in his testimony this morning. 


Secondly, I would like to introduce to you a new 
member of the Press Office staff, Paula Lorfano, who recently 
worked in the Office of the Historian, in the Bureau of Public 
Affairs. She begins her duties today in current history 
rather than in older history, as a press relations assistant, 
and I hope you will make her feel welcome. 


Thirdly, Secretary Haig, as many of you know, will 
testify tomorrow morning at 9:45 before the Senate Foreian Relations 
Committee. The testimony will be in Room 4221 at the Dirksen 
Building, and because of his scheduled appearance, we do not 
plan a press breifing here at noon tomorrow. 


Q Is that open? 


Yes, my understanding is that it will be open. 


A 

Q Entirely open? 

A Always subject to the Committee's judqments. 
Q 


The subject? 
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A I have the impression it will be quite broad 
ranging. 


I have a statement: We are very pleased that the 
Israeli Government yesterday formally accepted the par- 
ticipation of Italy, the United Kingdom, The Netherlands, and 
France in the Multinational Force and Observers in the Sinai. 
The Israeli acceptance of European participation sets the stage 
for contingents from Australia and New Zealand to join this 
Force. We warmly welcome the participation of all these 
states in this vital peacekeeping Force, and we believe that 
their presence enhances its overall credibility and its 
effectiveness. 


We wish to express our thanks to the governments of 
these states as well as to the Governments of Fiji, Colombia, 
and Uruguay, which previously agreed to participate. We look 
forward to the deployment of this peacekeeping Force on March 
20, this year, as called for in the Egypt-Israel Protocol 
establishing the Multinational Force and Observers. 


Lastly, a statement on Poland: 


Police clashed with demonstrating youths in Gdansk 
on January 30. According to official Polish reports, six 
civilians and eight policemen were injured and 205 persons 
were arrested. The Gdansk provincial authorities have 
lengthened the curfew, and once again suspended entertainment 
and sporting events, cut private telephone service, and banned 
use of private automobiles. Large price increases for food 
and electricity, as well as other items, went into effect in 


Poland today. 


The foregoing seems to suggest that the situation in 
Poland remains very troubled and tense. The martial law 
authorities have restored piecemeal some of the rights of the 
Poles to communicate and interact with each other, but on 
occasion, as in the case of Gdansk, have reimposed even more 
stringent regulations and restrictions. Further, martial law 
leaders appear still unwilling to enter into negotiation with 
the elected leaders of Solidarity. Without an internal pro- 
cess of reconciliation among the authorities, the Union, and 
the Church, Poland is highly unlikely to resolve the acute 
social and economic crisis which it faces. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q On that subject, Dean, do you have any confir- 
mation of reports that Lech Walesa might be seriously ill? 
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A No, € do not. I have no information on that. 


Q Dean, The Post carried a story on Poland saying the 
United States was exploring new ways to halt the Soviet 
gasline as part of the sanctions against Poland and the Soviet 
Union, and went into some detail. Do you have anything on 
that? : 





a I noted the stucy. I don't have anything I 
could add teday on that subject -- nothing new on that. 
Q Dean, there is a story in The Times today that 





the U.S. Government is going to pay $71 million in Polish 
Government debt to American banks. 


A Yes. 


Q And yesterday, the President in this television 
spectacular, said if things get worse in Poland, the United 
States will consider further measures, and there was this rioting 
in Gdansk. How do these things measure? It looks like we're assisting 
the Polish Government here to prevent it from having to 
declare bankruptcy, and yee we are also talking about taking a 
tougher stand. 


A I don't think that there is any contradiction 
between these two expressions. In fact, in my judgment, they 
complement each other. The question of default is still open, 
and it is one of a range of options still before the U.S. 
Government. We intend to make every effort to collect on 
these debts, and the procedure adopted is the hest way to do this. 
It's another way of saying that default does not help to 
collect this debt. 


The NATO Ministers agreed to suspend discussions on 
the rescheduling of Poland's 1982 debt, and this agreement 
reflected an allied consensus that for the present, the West 
should keep pressure on Poland to pay what it owes. 


Q Would you repeat again how you find these 
complementary? 


A Well, because the point I was making is that if 
we were to adopt a procedure which calls for default, it does 
not in any way help collect the debt which Poland owes; and in 
that sense, it seems to me that there is nothing contradictory 
about the two expressions. 
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Q Dean, there are reports that China is supplying 
aid to Poland. Do you think this will affect U.S./China 
relations? 


A I don't have anything I can give you on those 
reports today, so I would rather not comment on it. 


Q Can you comment on China‘s now making public 
its desire for the United States to negotiate a time limit for 
the extension of sales to Taiwan? 


A I would rather not address that question 
directly. I would point out that there were reports 
appearing, I believe over the weekend, on a hearing which was 
classified and closed that was conducted last week before a 
Senate Committee. 


The only thing I would say in somewhat specific 
response to your question is that we normally don't comment on 
Chinese press articles, and our discussions with the Chinese 
on the issue you raised are continuing. I don't want to com- 
ment on the substance of these diplomatic exchanges, and 
ON BACKGROUND I would steer you away from any characterization 
of the talks that are conducted between us as "negotiations." 
END BACKGROUND 


Q Dean, do you have anything on reports about a 
new massacre in El Salvador yesterday? 


A The only information I have in connection with 
El Salvador is in effect what I said about the announcement of 
Assistant Secretary Enders’ testimony today. I don't have 
anything I can add to that, and I would refer you to his 
testimony which I believe also is taking place this afternoon 
and tomorrow, and the Summary that I referred to earlier. 


Q Would you give us an idea of what that Summary says? 


A I don't have it with me, Bob, but we do have 
copies of it available right after the briefing. 


0 Does it indicate any second thoughts about the 
President's certification of progress of human rights in view 
of what happened yesterday in El Salvador? 


a I think the combination of Assistant Secretary 
Enders’ testimony and the statement that we plan to issue to 
accompany it will encompass that auestion. 
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Q Can I just get back to my other question on 
China? There was a report in The Times yesterday which reported 
on Secretary Holdridge's testimony, in which he was supposed to 
have said that the Chinese did raise this question about 
setting a time limit, and that he told them that was out of 
the question. I think that was -- 





A I just don't want to comment in any way on the 
substance of that closed hearing beyond what I said. 


Q I would like to go back to Poland again on the 
question of helping Poland to pay its debts. Even though this 
is important to America, to get its debts back, one could also 
argue, couldn't they, that this is also very helpful to the 
Polish Government by keeping it from having to be in a 
bankrupt situation? 


A Yes, but I want to reemphasize the fact that we 
feel it increases the pressure on Poland to pay its debt -- to 
pay what it owes. The payments due to the private banks are 
now owed to the U.S. Government, and we intend to act 
vigorously to secure payment. A portion of that debt was not 
guaranteed, and the banks themselves may also be expected to 
continue their collection efforts. 


Q On Poland, do you happen to know whether the 
United States intends to raise Poland at the U.N. Human Rights 
Commission meeting which opens today? 


No, I do not know. 


Would you take a question on that -- 


r O PYF 


Yes. 


Q -- specifically, whether we have decided to 
seek a resolution on Poland at the Commission? 


A I'll have to look into that. 


Q Dean, you said in your statement -- accurately as 
I recall it -- that the NATO Ministers had agreed to suspend 
discussion on rescheduling Poland's debt. But isn't the 
action that has been taken by the U.S. Government now, in 
effect, a rescheduling of the debt since you have postponed 
their bankruptcy problems? And my question is, did the U.S. 
Government discuss this with our allies before this measure 


was taken? 
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4 Specifically, I can't answer your question, 
Bob. As you know, we've had a series of meetings with our 
NATO Allies -- and in fact another one is scheduled for the 
day after tomorrow. The purpose of this North Atlantic 
Council meeting on Poland will be to carry on the intensive 
consultations that we have had with our allies for some time 
in the past. : 


Again as to the specific question you asked me, I 
cannot say if in fact we did engage in consultations, but I 
will be glad to look into it. 


Q Dean, I don't quite understand: What pressure 
is it that we could put on Poland to pay its debt when we are, 
in effect, paying its debt for it? I don't understand how we 
can exert more pressure than the banks could have, because 
they could say, "We're not going to extend you any more credit 
if you don't pay your bills.” 


What kind of pressure can we put on them, now that we 
have incurred the debt, that the banks couldn't? 


A Again, I would have to refer you back to what I 
said earlier. I simply can't elaborate on that other than to 
reiterate that by the action we have taken, we feel it 
increases the pressure on Poland to pay its debts. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Are there some new measures under con- 
sideration of other sanctions against Poland? 


A I think other spokesmen for the 
Administration have addressed this question, including the 
President and Secretary. Without getting out ahead of 
actions that may be taken in the future, obviously, we have 
number of options under consideration. 


Q Is there any question in your mind at all 
that by paying this debt to the Poles that we are in effect 
helping bolster the regime which is carrying out the 
repression that you decry? 


A Again, I would quarrel with that interpreta- 
tion for the reasons that I stated: Namely, that we feel 
that what we have done actually increases the pressure on 
Poland, not decreases it. 


Q By being a creditor of Poland, what addi- 
tional leverage do you have over the government? 


A I don't have anything further I can give you 
on that. 


Q Do you have any comment at all on these docu- 
ments which I guess were taken from the American Embassy in 
Tehran and have now made their way into print here? 


A No. I don't have any comment. 


Q Dean, is the Secretary of State going to 
attend the opening of the Helsinki conference coming up? 


A Yes. I believe we announced that last week. 


Q In connection with that, I understand that 
Poland is scheduled to be in the chair when that meeting 
reconvenes, which could well lead to the subject of Poland 
never coming up since they have some control over the 
agenda. 


Has some thought been given to that? 


A I'm sure thought has been given to that. I 
don't know myself the parliamentary intricacies that would 
apply to how the subject might be raised under those cir- 
cumstances, but I'm sure that the people connected with the 
meeting have indeed thought of it. 
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Q But the foreign ministers intend to be there 
at the opening and only on that day, the 9th. 


A The foreign ministers? 


Q They're not sitting around until the 
Chairmanship passes to Portugal, for example. 


A I can't give you a precise itinerary on the 
Secretary's plans at this point, and I can't speak about the 
other foreign ministers who plan to be present. It is quite 
conceivable that some of them would remain beyond the 
opening day. 


Q Is there any consideration being given, Dean, 
do you know, to an American walkout on the conference 
because of the Polish situation? 


A I have not heard any thought being enter- 
tained along those lines. 


Q Mr. Enders this morning said that $55 million 
in emergency military aid was going to El Salvador. Could 
you explain exactly how that aid is divided up and how much 


' Of it is to replace the military craft that were destroyed 


last week? 


A No. I cannot today. - The extent to which Mr. 
Enders addressed that, I think will be reflected in the sta- 
tement that we will release. It may well trigger additional 
questions, but I can't answer them at this point from this 
podium. 


Q ABC News went into some length last week on 
the shipment of Hercules transports to Libya. Does the 
State Department have anything on that? 


A No. I don't have any information on that 
subject today. 


Q On the Middle East, first about the 
Multinational Force. Could you tell us anything -- what are 
the arrangements that were agreed to last week regarding those 
two islands? How are they going to be supervised? 


ay I do not have the details on that I can give 
you today, but an understanding was reached with Egypt and 
with Israel that appears to satisfy both of them with 
respect to how those islands will be viewed by the MFO. 
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Q Another question on that subject in the 
Middle Fast: There was an infiltration of Palestinian 
terrorists from Jordan -- I think Friday or Saturday -- into 
Israel. 


Does the State Nepartment view this as a violation 
of the cease-fire agreement between Israel and the 
Palestinians agreed to last summer in Lebanon? 


A We've seen reports that Israelis captured 
three Palestinians who had apparently crossed into the West 
Bank from Jordan, but we do not know the details of the 
incident. 


We strongly deplore any such operations, and I 
would wish to re-emphasize that the cease-fire is of the 
utmost importance to our broader efforts to maintain peace 
and stability and to promote a negotiated settlement to 
conflicts in the Middle East, 


Q You mentioned the cease-fire right? 
A Yes. 


Q Which one? Do you connect it in any way to 
the agreement reached by Ambassador Habib in the summer? > 


A I said that we don't know yet the details of 
the incident that you asked me about, and, therefore, I 
can't go beyond what I said in response to your question at 
this time. 


Q But in general, does infiltration through 
other borders or other Palestinian terrorist activities 
which are not along the Lebanese-Israeli border -- are they 
governed by this summer agreement? 


A Because we don't know the details of the 
incident, I can't go beyond what I gave you at this time. 


Q Do you have anything on The Times report that 
the Administration is studying additional military aid for 


Egypt? 





A That we are considering it? 


Q Yes. 





+ Veclassified for Publication in American roreign 


i | 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ore.” 


—a Ch «= 


14 


A I, of course, saw the reports over the 
weekend, but I don't have any comment to give you today and 
will not until the budget review process is complete and the 
figures are submitted to Congress. 


Q What is the view on the Middle East of the 
Administration on how possible it will be to achieve an 
autonomy agreement by the end of April? 


A I think that subject has heen addressed fre- 
quently in the past and most recently in past days. We 
remain hopeful that there will be meaningful progress 
rapidly made. We are committed to no deadlines in connection 
with that quest, and we are determined to pursue it with as 
much vigor as we can muster, together with our partners in 
the process, Israel and Egypt. 


9 Has there been any communication with Jordan 
as a result of the King's decision to create this group of 
volunteers to go fight in Iraq? Either that they don't use 
American equipment, or fine, you can, or that this is a 
wrong thing to do, right thing to do? I mean, how concerned 
are we, I guess, about what he's doing and about the 
Iraq-Iran situation, period? 


A I have no information today I can give you on 
that. 


0 The Times has a story, according to which the 
Soviet Union and some East European countries are asking for 
some more time to pay their debts to Japanese and West 
German companies. 





Do you have any independent confirmation of that, 
and do you intend to do anything about it? 


A I don't have any information today I can give 
you on that. 


Q Do you have any response to reports that the 
Soviets are calling for a missile moratorium or disarmament? 


A No. I saw those reports, but I don't have 
any reaction to them. 


Q A couple of weeks ago the State Department 
asked Stanford University not to admit a Soviet scientist, 
Nikolai Umnov, and Stanford refused to go along with the 
guidelines. But now The Times says that they're trying to 
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work out a compromise with the State Department so that Mr. 
Umnov will be allowed to go to the Stanford campus. 


Can you tell me what the status of that situation 
is now? 


A I'll have to look into it, Bob. 
Q You'll take the question? 
A I will. Yes. 


Q Do you have anything further on Nicaraguan 
travel restrictions that were announced on Friday? 


A I don't believe there's anything further I 
can give you on that. It was addressed last week, as I 
understand it, and there's no additional information I have. 


Q How about the Central American Democratic 
Community. There was also an announcement on that made on 
Friday. 


A Again, I have no updated information I can 
give you today. 


Q Could you give me the thinking behind the 
decision to change the status of Ethiopians who are resident 
in this country? 


A I have nothing on it today. 

Q Can you take that for later? 

A Yes. I'll be glad to look into it. 
Q 


When can we expect an announcement on the 
nomination of Mr. Fairbanks? 


A I can't help you on the precise timing of the 
subject you ask about. It is something that is under 
serious consideration. I would expect that an announcement, 
if made, will be made shortly. 


Q Dean, the Cubans say that the meeting between 
the Cuban Vice President and Haig in Mexico City was 
arranged by the Mexican foreign minister. Is that our 
understanding too? 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





12 


a I don’t want to comment on the circumstances 
surrounding that meeting except to note that the President 
addressed the subject, and I don't want to go beyond that. 


Q Congressman Mario Biaggi and Senator Moynihan 
have introduced a bill in Congress that would allow an unli- 
mited number of Polish refugees to be admitted to the United 
States during the period of martial law. . 

What's the U.S. Government's attitude toward this 
legislation? 


A I'll have to take that question. I have no 
information on it today. 


Alan handed me a note here about the Fthiopian 
situation I was asked about. The Press Office has infor- 
mation relatina to that question. 


Additionally, the question of Jordanians volun- 
teering for service in Iraq apparently also was addressed 
last week. 


Q Do you have any comment on the civil suit 
that was filed against former Treasury Secretary David 
Kennedy by the Italian Government which had to do with his 
involvement with Michele Sindona and the Franklin National 
Bank Affair? 


A No. I have no comment on it. I must say 
that's the first time it's been brought to my attention. 


Q Dean, you seem to suggest that if we had 
questions about this document on Fl Salvador that you'll be 
providing after the briefing -- were you intimating that 
this afternoon, if we have any questions about these figures 
and so forth, that there will be an opportunity to ask you? 


A No. I wasn't suggesting you could ask me, 
but I did point out that Tom Enders is continuing to testify 
this afternoon and tomorrow morning. Coupled with the 
information we will make available after this briefing, that 
might well answer most of your questions. 


Q Are you more or less deferring to him to 
address this? 


A Yes, I am. That's correct. 
Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:42 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #19 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1982, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have three 
announcements for you. 


First, regarding the Secretary's trip. Secretary 
Haig will travel to Europe and North Africa on February 
7-13. He will depart Washington on February 7, traveling 
first to Madrid. In Madrid the Secretary, along with other 
Western foreign ministers, will participate in the plenary 
session of the CSCE Review Conference on February 9, and he 
will hold bilateral meetings with King Juan Carlos, Prime 
Minister Calvo Sotelo and Foreign Minister Perez Llorca. 


The Secretary will then travel to Lisbon where he 
will hold bilateral meetings with President Eanes, Prime 
Minister Balsemao and Foreign Minister Goncalves Pereira. 


The Secretary's discussions in Spain and Portugal 
will cover a wide range of issues of mutual interest. 
Following his visit to Lisbon the Secretary will travel to 
Marrakesh, Morocco, for bilateral meetings with King Hassan 
II and other Moroccan officials. : 


These talks will cover a wide range of political 
and security issues. 


At the invitation of the Romanian Goverment, the 
Secretary will make the final stop of his trip in Bucharest 
where he will hold discussions on issues of mutual interest 
with President Ceausescu, Foreign Minister Andrei and other 


Romanian officials. 


The Secretary will return to Washington from 
Bucharest on February 13. I might note the trip list has 
been posted. If you plan to sign up for the trip, please do 
sO as soon as possible. The list will be taken down at noon 


tomorrow. 


Q Alan, on the trio, can you do a little better 
on the days and the place? 
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A I don't have a detailed itinerary at this 
point to give you. 


Secondly, an announcement of a background 
briefing. A senior administration official will give a 
press backgrounder on the CSCE Review Conference which resu- 


mes in Madrid on February 9. 


The backgrounder will take place this coming 
Priday, February 5, and is tentatively scheduled for 11:00 
a.m. in the press briefing room here, Room 2118. 


This time is subject to change, and I would ask 
you to stay in touch with the Press Office concerning the 


final schedule. 


Obviously, we view this particularly important 
in light of the Secretary's forthcoming trip. 


Finally, we would like to express our thanks to 
Mrs. Rosa Pace for her invaluable assistance for the past 
five years in the Press Office. Rosa will be joining the 
Historian's office next week. We wish her the best of luck. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the 
negotiations between the United States and Cuba on the 
extradition of the hijacker? 


A I really don't have any details particularly 
on that. We have requested that the Cuban authorities pro- 
vide us with information on the hijacker, including his 
identity and background, and we've also requested through 
our Interests Section in Havana that the hijacker be 
returned to the United States for legal action, as was done 
in an earlier case in September 1980. 


The alternative would be to prosecute the hijacker 
under Cuban law which provides for severe penalties for air 
piracy, but I don't have anything further for now. 
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Q Do you have any comment or information on the 
guerrilla attack at Nuevo Trinidad in El Salvador as 
reported yesterday? 


A No, I don't. 

Nothing at all? 

I don't have anything on that. 

Is General Garcia coming up here? 


r Oo PF DO 


I have no information on General Garcia's 
travel. 


Do you have anything on the report today in 
the “Evans and Novak" column on the use of TU-95s operating 
along the American eastern coast out of Cuba? 


A I do. This happened on January 26 when two 
TU-95 reconnaissance aircraft observed the sea trials of the 
U.S.S. Vinson. I would refer you to the Defense Department 
for details. 


Since 1975, Soviet TU-95 aircraft have used Cuban 
airfields to support reconnaissance missions in the Atlantic 
to support Soviet naval maneuvers in the Atlantic and 
observe U.S. and NATO naval maneuvers. 


I should point out that these are not heavy 
bombers equipped for nuclear weapons but variants of the 
BEAR, configured strictly for reconnaissance missions. 


The recent incident is the first time such Soviet 
aircraft flying out of Cuba have tried to observe a U.S. 
naval sea trial. 


Q How far was that off the coast of the U.S.? 


A I think we talked about this one before. As 
I recall, the closest point of approach to U.S. territory 
was something like 42 miles, and we went through this at one 
point, Bernie. 


Q Is it specifically your conclusion that the 
existence of these planes in Cuba does not represent a 
violation of the ‘62 agreements? 
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A I don't have anything particularly to give 
you on the ‘62 agreement, Barrie, but, as I say, these are 
reconnaissance aircraft. 


Q Just to follow that up, yesterday Senator 
Helms had complained that he had still not received copies 
of that agreement or at least summaries of it. 


Has he yet received it? 


Q What is your attitude about the release of 
the information on the McCloy-Kuznetsov effort -- 
Kennedy~Khrushchev, whichever way you want to put it -=- the 
agreement back in ‘62? 


A Marvin, I simply don't have any information 
on what the releasability  f it is. As I understand it, 
there's not a single piece of paper on this. I don't have a 
position to give you. 


Q Any more details on the Rodriguez-Haig 
meeting that keeps coming out in hearings? Nothing at all? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any details about the 


Secretary's allegations of an upsurge in the amount of 
weaponry flowing from Cuba-Nicaragua into El Salvador that's 
now reaching the proportions, according to him, of a year 


ago? 


A I don't have anything specific for you at the 
moment, other than to indicate the statements represent a 
clear consensus by those accumulating and assessing the 


data. 


In general, the arms flow level has been 
approaching that of just prior to the guerrillas’ general 
offensive of last year which is to say several hundred tons 


per month. 
| Q How are they getting there? 


A I don't have any further details. 
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Q Are we going to be provided any evidence 
whatsoever to substantiate these continuing charges? 


A Jim, I don't know what is releasable or not 
releasable and, obviously, these are sensitive matters, . 
and, even giving you a general approach of that sort, repre- 
sents a certain degree of sensitivity. But it is wel} known 
that it would be desired to get out a more detailed backup, 
but these are not always easy matters. 


Q One of the networks reported last night that 
U.S. Government specialists are being rushed to El Salvador 
to, I think, help prevent the land reform program from 


collapse. 


A Yes. I saw that report. There is no 
emergency team being sent. One AID expert has been sche- 
duled to go to El Salvador since November 1981 but has been 
unavailable until now because of another routine assignment. 


He is now scheduled to go to El Salvador for a 
routine, temporary assignment next week. 


Q Alan, yesterday the Secretary was asked about 
MiG-23s in Cuba, and he was asked if those are the most 
sophisticated aircraft now available in Latin America. He 
said something to the point “for the time being." 


I wonder if you can shed any light on what he 
meant by that remark? 


A No, I can't. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q He also said, Alan, something about an inter- 
national or worldwide press campaign around El Salvador, com- 
paring it to something that occurred during the Vietnam War. 
Can you enlighten us as to this international press campaign 
and whether anybody or any organization represented in this 
room might be party to that campaign? 


A I don't have anything to add to what the 
Secretary said. 


Q You can provide no details as to what he was 
referring to? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


Q Can you take that question? It's a fairly 
serious charge. 


A No, I think the Secretary said whatever he 
wanted to say on the subject, and I don't expect to amplify. 


Q Can you amplify on the statements Secretary 
Enders made yesterday in regard to questions about the involve- 
ment of U.S. military attaches in the killings of four church- 
women in El Salvador? 


A I don't know exactly what he said. I simply 
will tell you that there is no information in the possession of 
either the State or the Defense Departments at this point that 
would indicate there is any basis in fact to that allegation. 
Obviously, if Congresswoman Oakar raises this issue -- and I 
don't know what the state of her particular request is, frankly 
-- I'm informed that normally one would pursue this, and see if 
there is any information to be developed. But there certainly 
is nothing at this point to suggest that there is any basis in 
fact to this at all. 


Q Are you suggesting that you are pursuing it? 


A I would address your question to DOD, since 
we're talking about a Defense Department employee. 


Q They suggest that it's a State matter. 


A I don't know when you talked to them, but I 
think they may have something further on this. In any case, I 
don't have anything further at this point. 
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Q Alan, Libya said today that two U.S. Phantom 
jets intercepted a Libyan passenger aircraft over the Aegian on 
Sunday. Are you aware of that? Do you have any response to 
that charge? It was monitored in Beirut. 


A Yes, I know. We've seen the reports and are 
checking into it to see if anything of the sort has occurred. 
I would suggest, though, again that this would be properly 
referred to DOD for any follow-up; but I think what I'm reflecting 
at the moment reflects their current state of knowledge. 


Q Alan, I missed a briefing or two, so if you have 
answered this, forgive me: Why didn't the Administration make 
public at the time it reached a decision to pay off that $71 


million Polish loan? 


A I don't have a particular reason to offer you. 
I don't know. 


Q Do you have any reaction to some comments by 
Brezhnev about the INF talks, saying that we're not serious 
about them, I think? We got a story on the wire. 


A Saying what? I'm sorry. 


Q I'm not quite -- I forgot to bring it, but he 
had some comments about it. 


A Without the specifics, I can't even try. 


Q There was a story this morning on the wire, but 
you don't have anything on it? 


A £NO. 


Q I asked about this a couple of days ago, but let 
me amplify the question: There is a suit in court in New York 
right now which was filed by the Italian Government and the 
Banca Privada Italiana against a number of individuals and cor- 
porations including former Treasury Secretary David Kennedy, 
also including the Sterling National Bank Corporation. One of 
the board members of Sterling National is Max Rabb, who is as 
you probably know, the Ambassador from the United States to 


Italy. 


Do you have anything to say on this or is there an 
investigation of Max Rabb and improper dealings that he might 
have had with Michel Sindona and other people in this matter? 
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A I'm not personally aware of any investigation, 
and I don't think, given the nature of the matter you are 
raising, that it would be appropriate to address it from this 
podium in any case. 


Q Where would it be appropriate to address it? 
I mean, we have an Ambassador who is essentially named in a 
suit by the nation to which he is the Ambassador. 


A. You're talking about a judicial process, and I'm 
not going to get into it. 


Q The Secretary also mentioned increased 
repression in Cuba yesterday, and when he was pressed on that 
point, he referred to the despatch of Cuban troops overseas to 
Africa. In light of that, could you explain to me the logic of 
the change in the Ethiopians’ voluntary departure status in terms 
of Ethiopian residents in this country? 


A Let me just address myself to the Ethiopian 
question. I don't have anything on that at this point. We've 
explained our position on that before. It's available in the 
Press Office, and I just simply refer you to it. 


Q Isn't that a odd signal to a country which 
receives Soviet arms, has Cuban troops in its country, has a 
military pact with Libya? What's going on there? What's 
going on here is my question. 


A I simply have nothing further for you at this 
point. 


Q Similarly, in a report that was noted over the 
weekend, there is allegedly another report by the United 
Nations High Commission on Refugees that she United States may 
not be complying with international conventions regarding -- 


A Who may not be, the United States? 


Q What did I say? The United Nations High 
Commission -- that the United States may not be complying with 
international conventions regarding refugees in the case of 
Salvadoran refugees who have come here. Do you have any 
response to that? 


A I don't have guidance to offer you on it. 


Q Will you look into it? 
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A Yes. 


Q On the TU-95s that you talked about before in 
Cuba, were you saying that this kind of plane configured for 
reconnaisance has been flying out of Cuba since 1975? Was that 
what your guidance said? 


A Yes. They've used Cuban airfields to support 
reconnaisance flights. 


Q This particular plane, as configured in this 
way? 


A Yes. TU-95 aircraft, reconnaisance aircraft. 


Q Has the TU-95 configured in any other way in 
flying out of Cuba? 


A I'm not aware of any such flights, no. 


Q One question on Taiwan: There have been charges 
from the Peoples Republic that the timing on U.S. sales of arms 
to Taiwan needs to be reevaluated. Do you have anything on 
that? 


A No. We've addressed the question before that 
the issue of arms sales to Taiwan was discussed most recently 
in terms of high-level visits -- Ambassador Holdridge's visit 
to China -- and that discussions would be continuing. But I 
have nothing -- 


Q Is there a deadline for ceasing sales to Taiwan? 


A Is there a deadline? No, I don't have any 
deadiine. 


Q Alan, could you take a question as to whether 
the TU-95 configured in a different way other than for recon- 
naissance has been flying out of Cuba in recent times? 


A I will look into that. My information is that 
there has not been, but I will look into that. 


Q Because it seems as though from the Hill there 
is a suggestion that it is not a reconnaissance plane that has 
been flying -- 


A Yes, I understand that, and this guidance that I 
gave you was developed specifically in response to the reports 
that there had been TU-95 bombers flying out. 
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Q Are there other kinds of planes that routinely fly 
out of Cuba that may show up in a c:lumn tomorrow (laughter) that 
you can take care of right now for us? 


A I don't have any information for you, Marvin. 


Q Do you have any guidance to flesh out what the 
Secretary said yesterday and what Seéretary Enders said the day 
before about the squadron of MIG-23s? 


A No, and I think the Secretary addressed himself to 
this question when he left his testimony, left the hearing room, 
saying, "We're just not going to get into a discussion of this 


publicly." 


Q Syria put forward a three-point peace plan. Do you 
have any opinion on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any remarks on the new confederation of 
Senegambia? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Would you have any objection to the confederation 
process, considering that one country had intervened militarily to 
restore the government of the other? 


A I simply don't have anything on it to offer you. 
Q Could you take it, please? 


A I can look into it and see if we have a position. 
I'm not sure that given the fact that it involves two other 
countries we will be commenting. 


Q Thank you, Alan. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #20 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1982, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


(Darkened briefing room. Spotlight on Bernie Kalb.) 


MR. DUNSMORE: Ladies and gentlemen, Mr. Bernie Kalb! (Applause) 


ALL (cantabile): Happy birthday to you! 
Happy birthday to you! 
Happy birthday, dear Bernie! ' 
Happy birthday to you!! (Applause) 


VOICES: Speech! Speech! 


MR. KALB: I'd like all those remarks to show on the record. 
(Applause) And I'm prepared to take over the briefing. 
(Laughter and applause) 


MR. ROMBERG: Happy birthday, Bernie! (Applause) 


Good afternoon. I have a couple of very brief 
announcements for you. 


As I told you yesterday,- there will be a background 
briefing on the CSCE review conference which resumes in 
Madrid on February 9. I just want to confirm that 
backgrounder will take place tomorrow at 11:00 a.m. in this 


room. 


Second, the Secretary will conduct an on-the- 
record briefing on the visit of Egyptian President Mubarak, 
Friday at 2:45 p.m. in the Loy Henderson Conference Room. 

Q Is that a press conference? On the record? 

A It's on the record. 

I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Will our regular briefing be here at noon? 


A Yes. The Secretary's briefing will be on the 
Mubarak visit as opposed to other issues. 


Q Are you saying we cannot ask questions on 
anything else? 


A Not that's not related, yes. I'm saying that 
it has to be related to the Mubarak visit. 


Q We can ask him but he won't answer? 


A You'll be violating the normal rules of the 
game. : 








gn 





Tee, 


eh a eee 


Oe Me ee 


Current Documents, 1982" 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


ef Policy 
Bet cence 





®) 


Q Do you have any kind of response to Brezhnev's 
proposal about a two-thirds cut? 


A I'd like to refer that question to the White 
House, Marvin. I think they may be prepared to answer that. 


Q Sir? 


A I'd like to refer that to the White House. I 
believe they are prepared to answer that question this 
morning. In general, the fact is that it does not represent 
anything new in our view, but I think they have a more pre—- 
pared answer at this point. 


Q Alan, in that same area, there is a report 
from West Germany this morning to the effect that the 
deployment of SS=-20s has been either slowed down or halted in 
recent weeks. Do you have any confirmation of that? 


A We have no indication of a halt in Soviet 
deployment of the triple wachead SS-20. Deployment has been 
continuing at the average rate of one SS-20 missile a week. 

As of January 1982, the Soviets had deployed 280 SS-20 
missile launchers carrying 840 independently targetable nuclear 
warheads. 


The halt of deployments “targeted on Western Europe" 
would not address the problem. Because of their range and 
mobility, all SS-20s pose a threat to Western Europe wherever 
they are deployed. Even if the Soviets were to halt global 
deployments of SS-20s at their present level, this would do 
nothing to rectify the real problem, which is the Soviet mono- 
poly in longer-range, land-based INF missiles. Thus, calling 
attention to this appears to be an attempt to convey the 
impression of Soviet restraint, while diverting attention 
from the enormous growth in Soviet capabilities that has 
already taken place and the resulting imbalance in INF. 


I think this gets to a number of the points you 
were after, Marvin, but again, I -=- 


Q Could I rephrase the question? Do you have 
any indication of a slowdown in deployment west of the Urals? 


A I don't have anything that refined to give 
you. 


Q Have the Soviets, to your knowledge, proposed 
in the negotiations or elsewhere a unilateral freeze? 


A I don't have information on that, John. There 
have been some public statements on it, but you're talking 
about at the negotiations themselves. I don't have any 
information on it. 
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Q The 280, they are all west of the Urals or -- 


A I said I do not have specifics or that sort of 
refined information as to where the deployments are. 


Q So they could be on the other side of the -- 


A I just don't have information to give you on 
that, Bill. 


Q On another subject, there are reports today 
that Secretary Weinberger has a policy split with the 
Administration in that he opposes the decision to make those 
payments to the U.S. banks on behalf of the Polish 
Government, approved last week. Secretary Haig this week 
favored that position. Is there a split between Secretary 
Haig and Weinberger on this issue? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of 
internal deliberations to either suggest there is or there 
isn't. I mean that's something that we don't talk about. 
Obviously, the President has made this decision and will make 
future decisions. ) 


Q So Secretary Haig still holds the views 
expressed on the Hill this week? 


A Sure. 


Q Can I move you back to the subject of 
President Mubarak's visit? It was not scheduled for him to 
have another meeting with the President this morning at 
10:30, but they announced yesterday that there would be 
another meeting. Could you give us some background into what 
was the reason for the second meeting? 


A No. The second meeting was scheduled before 
President Mubarak arrived, simply in the course of discussing 
the arrangements to be made between the two sides. I really 
would refer you to the White House for it, but that happens 
to be the fact. 


Q About two or three hours before he arrived? 


A John, I don't know specifically when, but it 
was on the schedule before he showed up. Let me just say, 
I think the suggestion in the question was there was 
something that came up in the first meeting that required a 
second meeting, or something of that sort. What I'm pointing 
out is that this meeting was laid on before he showed up. 








xe 


y Current Documents, 1982" 


WEP eer a eas > 


Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


x Polic 
ey 


Q Do you have any comment on that ABC report 
about the United States being involved with Argentina in trying 
to get Argentine para-military people into Nicaragua to overthrow 
the government? 


A Bernie, as a matter of practice, we don't have 
comments on stories such as this, but I would simply add that 
you should not take this as implicit confirmation of the 
story either. 


Q You're not knocking it down? 
A I'm not commenting on it. 


Q Alan, I couldn't hear all that Bernie said. 
What kind of stories do you not normally comment on? 
(Laughter) 


A Stories about Argentina sending forces into 
Nicaragua. 


Q Are they a frequent story? 


A It's stories involving other countries and 
stories that presumably would involve intelligence operations 
if they were going on. In any case, it's other countries, 
and we're not going to get into that. 


Q Have we consulted much with Argentina recently 
about events in Central America? 


A I simply don't know. And again, I don't think 
I would get into the question of our diplomatic conversations. 
I would assume we do carry on conversations with them 
about the subject. 


Q Alan, can you take a general question on 
whether we would welcome the use of friendly forces to help 
out in situations like El Salvador and Nicaragua? 


A No, I don't think I would take that. I think 
that in terms of El Salvador, the President of El Salvador 
has addressed himself to that question and his own attitude 
toward it. There is no point in looking into the United 
States attitude. I think our position on Nicaragua has been 
spelled out to the extent that it is going to be spelled out 
in various public statements and so on. 


Q Can you comment on Joe Kraft's report that the 
State Department is planning to set up a Council of wise men 
to restructure, or come up with alternatives for NATO? 
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A No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Can you tell us when the $55 million military 
package will go to El Salvador? 


A I don't have information on that. I'd refer 
you to Defense since they will be administering it. 


Q Do you have any information on the raid on 
Nueva Trinidad -- casualties, et cetera? 


A According to reports that we've received, 
guerrillas entered Nueva Trinidad, on January 31, and 
occupied it until February 2 when they were driven out by 
government forces. Some security forces personnel and 
some civilians were killed by guerrillas, but we have no 
reliable reports yet as to just how many. 


Q How did we verify that the civilian personnel 
were in fact killed by guerrillas? 


A Do you want me to say they did a ballistic 
analysis, Jim? 


Q Seriously, we've heard from an Assistant 
Secretary of State, with conviction, that we can't ever 
determine except maybe in 2 percent of the cases, who 
is responsible for what deaths. And now the State Department 
has just said, categorically I assume, that the guerrillas 
killed "X" number of army people and civilians. I'm just 
wondering about the discrepancy. 


A We haven't said "X" number because we said we 
don't know what the "X" number is. 


Q I agree with you. But the question regarding 
how we know that guerrillas killed those civilians that are 
alleged to have been killed by the guerrillas -- 


A Presumably, some others were killed by those 
defending the area. The fact is that according to the 
reports we received, the guerrillas did enter the area, and 
they were driven out after a couple of days. Obviously, you 
have to assume there was some fighting which went on, and 
that people were killed. This is the reporting that we have 
thus far; we don't have more details. 





Q Alan, just sort of a general question to take 
if you would: Back about 100 years ago, we announced some 
actions against Libya, and you said that others were under 
consideration, and that there were various reviews going on. 
Could you check on the status of those reviews? 





A No, I won't take it; I'll simply answer the question 
that the review is ongoing. 


Q On Libya, do you have any reaction to a Greek 
charge that the United States buzzed a Libyan plane enroute 
to Greece? 


A Yes, I do have something for you on that. 





We have confirmed with the United States Navy 
that the only American carrier operating near Greece on 
January 31 was the John F. Kennedy, which was in the central 
Mediterranean operating in international waters. Five 
unidentified aircraft entered the carrier's operating area 
during that day. In keeping with standard procedures, Navy 
Fl4s identified them visually. 


Lew. ere 8 ee Ee 


Identification of unknown aircraft carriers is a 
_normal and prudent peacetime protection in naval operations. 
All of the five planes were identified as commercial airli- 
ners, and were flying over 200 miles south of Athens. There 
was no harassment of any of these planes. 
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Q Was one of them a Libyan airliner? 

A I don't have further detail on that. 

Q That would seem to me the first quest ion they 
would want to ask since they got a protest that U.S. planes 
were wing-to-wing with the Libyan airliner. 


Did you ask them whether one of these planes was 
the Libyan airliner? 


A I would refer you to the Pentagon for that. 
I would simply stress that there was no harassment. They 
were following routine procedures. 


Q If there's no harassment, why are you not 
willing to say what the plane was that wes being identified? 


A I just don't have the information. 

Q How about getting it? Could you ask for it? 

A I will try and get it, but I would also 
suggest you - your colleagues or you call up the Pentagon 
and see if they can provide it to you more directly. 


Q Alan, you said five unidentified aircraft. 
Over what period of time? 


A I said during that day. 
Q What constitutes an unidentified aircraft? 


A I guess they didn't know who they were when 
they were coming out. 


Q Are they privy to all the traffic that goes 
on between -- the commercial traffic that goes on? 


(Note handed to the spokesman) 


A This is a correction to what I just gave you, 
in fact, because as I was giving it to you it didn't exactly 
make sense. It says, “Identification of unknown aircraft," 
-- which is what you're asking about instead of “aircraft 
carriers" -- "is a normal and prudent peacetime practice." 











A A EONS eg in ily 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


RG Wir ewer we 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


: 


ae 
; 











Q Any airplane which did not originate on the 
carrier itself would be categorized as an unknown aircraft? 


A I'm going to refer you to the Pentagon to ask 
them those questions. 


Q The Nicaraguan Foreign Minister has been in 
New York the past day or two, telling whoever has been 
willing to listen that the U.S. allegations of Nicaragua 
being used as a conduit for weapons flows to El Salvador are 
lies, and he said that there has been little U.S. interest 
in the Nicaraguan proposal that joint patrols be set up 
along the border between Nicaragua and Honduras, presumably 
to monitor -- or to insure that no weapons flows actually 
reach El Salvador through Honduras from Nicaragua. 


Do you have any comment? 


A I've noticed he's been quite active. I 
gather he's going to be on a few more shows before he gets’ 
through. I don't have a specific response to it. 


I did note that there was at least one report the 
other day that indicated that our policy toward Nicaragua 
suggested that the door was closed or something of that 
sort, and I would simply say that the door in our mind is 
still open, but at the same time I think that the 
Secretary's recent testimony could be interpreted as indi- 
cating that our assessment is not particularly optimistic. 


I think the reasons for this should be clear, 
based on the comments from this podium in the past: Con- 
tinued presence in that country of a large number of Cuban 
advisers which equate to about one for every 20 Nicaragauan 
military personnel, the presence of Soviet advisers, the 
continuing military buildup and support to the guerrillas in 
El Salvador, and the continuing failure of the Sandinistas 
to comply with their previous commitments on political 
pluralism. 


I would also say that I think it bears repeating 
that these concerns are not ours alone. It's an overly 
narrow focus to see the situation in Nicaragua as solely a 
bilateral issue. This is best indicated by the recent for- 
mation of the Central American Democratic Community on 
January 19, and the additional endorsement by Venezuela, 
Colombia and the United States. 
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The support within these like-minded nations for 
the promotion of democracy and the use of the inter-American 
system to defend themselves against aggression is a 
hemispheric reflection of concern about the very points that 
the Secretary addressed. 


Q Two questions on what you just said. Are you 
suggesting that the creation of a Central American 
Democratic Community and its big brother supporters was done 
in reaction to events in Nicaragua? 


A No. I would say that one has to look at 
events there and elsewhere in the region as having an effect 
within the region as a whole and not simply being spot loca- 
lized to individual situations. They have a spillover effect 


in the whole region. 


Q The second question is, would the United 
States consider it a positive and constructive step for the 
armies of Nicaragua and Honduras to jointly patrol the 
border between the two countries? Would they consider that 
a step in helping calm violence and stopping the flow of 
arms? | 


A I don't have a judgment to offer you on an 
operation that would be carried out between two other 
countries. 


Q But I mean we have feelings about what -- 


A We may have feelings, but I don't think we're 
going to offer a public judgment. 


Q So that means you won't take the question, 
either, will you? 


A That's a good guess. (Laughter) 


Q Would you address specifically the point 
whether you have received any proposals by Nicaragua about 
joint patrol? 


A No. I'm not going to get into the details of 
the discussions we've had. 


Q You said that there are Soviet advisers in 
Nicaragua. Do you have a figure on that, and can you tell 
us what they're doing? 
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A I don't have a figure. Let me see if I can 
get one for you. I know that the Foreign Minister this 
morning indicated -- at least in one of his interviews -- 
that there weren't any. 


Q But there are. You have evidence that there 
are. 


A We have a somewhat different assessment of 
it. 


Q One question on the human rights reporting that 
passes to Secretary Enders’ office. How much re- 
evaluation takes place, and what is the criteria for 
Secretary Enders to discount some reports and to pass others 
on to the Secretary? 


A I meant, in fact, to raise that issue when I 
talked with him this morning, and I forgot to do that. Let 
me simply say that I saw the report to which I think you're 
referring which suggested that he has the final say and so 
on. 


I frankly am not going to get into the question of 
the internal bureaucratic handling, but I think that anybody 
who suggests that if Elliot Abrams has a different view from 
Tom Enders that he's simply going to be rolled over 
doesn't know Elliot Abrams, and I think also to suggest 
there's a difference of view between Elliot Abrams and Tom 


Enders on questions relating to their reports is pure specu- 


lation. I would not encourage you to engage in it. 


Q As you've brought up Elliot Abrams since he's 
back from his trip tc Geneva, and after caucusing with the 
other countries in the Human Rights Commission, have you 
decided to introduce a resolution on Poland or not? Do you 
know? 


A I don't have information on that. 


Q Back to Salvador a second. In talking 
about differences of view, have you resolved whether or not 
there's a difference of view between Secretary Enders and 
Deane Hinton? 


A Have I resolved the question of whether or 
not -- 


Q Yes. 








ll 


A I wasn't aware that I was addressing that 
question. 


Q Mr. Enders in his testimony Monday indicated 
he didn't agree, provided that what he read was an accurate 


quotation -- 
A I have no information on that. 


gn 


Q Another issue. What is the U.S. doing in the 
U.N. ‘regarding the attempt by the Syrians to expel Israel 
from the General Assembly? 


A I don't think I would get into the question 
specifically of what we're doing. Let me simply say that 
over the years the United States has consistently and strenu- 
ously opposed threats to expel Israel from the United 
Nations, and any such threat or attempt against Israel or 
any member state would violate the principle of universality 
on which the U.N. was founded. 





. We have also made clear that suspension or 

expulsion of Israel from the U.N. or any U.N. body would 
have serious consequences for continued U.S. participation 
in and support for the U.N. or the U.N. body affected. 


et Pes! 
>» 


Q One more on Libya, please. On the 2lst after 
The New York Times carried this Oshkosh truck story, in the 
posted response the State Department said that -- in your 
answer to the question -- you said, of course, we do not 
allow the export of these trucks any more. 
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I'm not sure, but I'm pretty sure that there was 
never any restriction put on the export of those trucks. 
There was an export put on spare parts, I think. 


~——— 


Could you check on that and if, in fact, there was 
no control put on them, see if one is contemplated? 


A I will check on it. My understanding, and it 
was addressed from the podium as opposed to being posted, as 
I recall was that they did require licensing, and so it 
wasn't an automatic shipment in any case. What has happened 
is that the licensing is no longer permitted. 


Q Could you check on that? 


A I will check on that. 
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Q Could you shed any further light today on 
this infiltration of arms to Salvador? A question that came 
up yesterday. 





y I have nothing beyond what I gave you 
yesterday. 


Q Are you trying to get something further on 
it? 


A There is an effort underway to look at 
whether something more can be done. 


Q Do you have anything more on the MiGs in 





Cuba? 
A No. 
Q Could you just say on the arms, when you used 
. the number of several hundred tons per month, you were 
' referring to the level that is currently going in? And 


whether you were referring to the level that is going in 
from all sources, or whether you were talking about what's 
going through from Nicaragua to Honduras to El Salvador? 


A I am going to stick with what I said yester- 
day. I don't have anything to go beyond. I have no way of 
specifying what that is, although I will look and see if I 
can provide you a better definition, at least of that if not 
the broader breakdown that you were asking about, Don. 
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Q Are we making any progress in that respect, 
Alan, with the rest of the bureaucracy? 





A I don't think I intend to go into that here. 
Anything else? 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:41 P. M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #21 


FRIDAY, FEBURARY 5, 1982, 12:42 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the 
delay. A few announcements for you. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Under Secretary for Security Assistance, Science and 
Technology, James L. Buckley, before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. The subject is F-l6s to Venezuela. 


In official ceremonies this morning at the White 
House the President announced he is launching his first 
Agricultural Task Force to Peru. The Task Force, which was 
invited by Peruv-ian President Fernando Belaunde Terry, will 
leave for Peru in late March. Their responsibility is to 
help the Government of Peru find methods of improving its 
agricultural production and marketing policies. 
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You may recall, during the North-South summit 
talks at Cancun, President Reagan offered to send American 
= agricultural experts to any Third World country requesting 
” assistance with their agricultural problems. The President 

directed Peter McPherson, Administrator of the Agency for 
International Development, to head this effort. 
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3 This first Task Force to Peru is under the chair- 
manship of Dr. Clayton Yeutter, President of the Chicago 
Mercantile Exchange. 


The President expects that more task forces will 
be invited to the developing countries in Asia, Africa, 
Latin America, the Caribbean and the Middle East. 


For additional information, you may contact the 
AID Deputy Director of Public Affairs, Don Thieme, at 
632-4200. 


0 Can we have copies of that? 


A Yes. 
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Q Do you have any additional details that you 
can provide us? 


A I do not. 


Regarding Egypt and PL-480 Agreement: The United 
States and Egypt plan to sign this afternoon an agreement on 
PL-480 agricultural aid and an additional agreement obli- 
gating part of AID's Economic Support Funds for the 
Commodity Import Program. 


The PL-480 agreement will amend an earlier 
agreement reached in Cairo which had provided for $200 
million in food aid. PL-480 aid is normally provided in 
tranches; and today's agreement, to be signed at the 
Department of Agriculture, brings the Fiscal Year 1982 level 
to a total amount of $275 million. Details of the PL=-480 
amendment will be released by the Department of Agriculture 
later today. 


The Commodity Import Program finances U.S. exports 


to Egypt such as machinery, equipment, spare parts, 


industrial raw material, semi-finished goods and consumables 
needed to increase domestic production and maintain essen- 
tial public services. 


Today's CIP agreement will be signed at the 
Department by AID Administrator Peter McPherson and 
representatives of the Government of Egypt. It will provide 
$300 million in Fiscal Year 1982 money to enable Egypt to 
purchase the above types of items from U.S. exporters. 
Details of the Commodity Import Program agreement will be 
available from AID later today. 


Regarding a visit by the Yugoslav Vice Premier: The 
Vice President of the Federal Executive Council (Vice 
Premier) of the Government of Yugoslavia, Zvone Dragan, will 
pay an official visit to the United States from February 
8-11 at the invitation of Secretary of Commerce Baldridge. 


During his stay, Vice Premier Dragan will meet 
with the Vice President, Acting Secretary of State Stoessel, 
and United States officials in the fields of trade and 
energy matters. 
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Vice Premier Dragan will be the highest ranking 
member of the Yugoslav Government to visit Washington since 
the Reagan Administration took office. His visit continues 
the high-level dialogue which has proven to be mutually 
beneficial to both countries in recent years. 


I will be happy to take your questions. 

Q Alan, do you have any more enlightenment for 
us on the reason for the expulsion of the Soviet Military 
Attache’ ? 

A No, I do not. 


Q What grounds, other than what you have 
released so far, can you tell us for his removal? 


A Mike, I have no detail beyond what we've 
already said. 


Q Can you at least say if there's been some 


‘response, protest, whatever, from Moscow on this action? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of 
diplomatic exchanges. Sorry. 


Q Are you expecting any retaliation from the 
Soviets in response to the action that was taken here? 


A I don't think we really know what will be 
done, and I really wouldn't want to speculate on it. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Has there been any kind of communication 
from our Embassy there as to anything that has transpired 
since the Soviet Military Attache was kicked out? 

A That, again, is the kind of thing I 

wouldn't go into. 

Q Has Ambassador Dobrynin been in regarding 
this matter, or any representative for him? 

A I am sure this matter has heen discussed be- 


tween the governments, but I have no details on it. 


Q Do you have any historic precedents on it? 





A I don't. 


Q Alan, what is the State Department's 
reaction to this story finding its way into the press? 


ee See Bee eed 


A I don't have a particular reaction to offer 
you on it. 


ON 2 BS OR tp 


Q It is neither helpful nor harmful to U.S.- 
Soviet relations? . 


A I. just don't have a reaction for you on it. 
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Q Can you say when or who in the Soviet 
Embassy was informed that Chitov was going to be declared 
persona non grata? 
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A No, I don't have any details on it. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to the 
British decision on sanctions? 


A We have read press reports of the announce- 
ment that Her Majesty's Government has taken measures in 
a number of important areas to protest the deteriorating 
Situation in Poland. We welcome these measures as further 
manifestations of firm and unified Western pressure on 
both the Polish authorities and the Soviet Union. 


It is critical to send a clear message that 
there can be no business as usual as long as violations 
of internationally recognized human rights continue in 
Poland. 


Q Do we have any indication of steps by 
other countries in the near future?. 





A Barrie, I thought we had indicated 
earlier -- perhaps we haven't -- that we do anticipate 
that there will be other steps announced by other 
countries; but those will be announcements which come 
out of capitals, and I don't want to anticipate them. 


Q There is a report from Brussels -- our 
report actually -- that a senior U.S. official said 
there last week that there will be meetings at the 
highest level here next week to consider further actions 
along the line of sanctions. 


Can you confirm that? 


3 A No. I am not confirming any meetings. 
We have indicated that we have under continuing review 
the question of sanctions and what further steps 
might be taken at appropriate times and in appropriate 
circumstances, but I don't have any details to offer 
: 








you. 


' Q Is there any sort of significance in 
next week? ; 


A I don't have anything to offer you on 
that. 
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Q Alan, on this British action, did you 
say we have press reports? : 
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A We have seen that they have announced 
it. I don't think that it was a surprise, if that is 
question. 


~ 


rt 0 Well, yes. I would have thought with 
our allies we would have something more than press 
reports on it. 


A But they have announced it, we have 
noted that, and we welcome that announcement. 


Q But did we know about it? 

A I don't know whether we knew each of the 
individual specific things, but, yes, coming out of 
discussions we have had with our allies we anticipated 
a variety of steps of this sort. 


Q Alan, could I just try one more time? 


Is there any reason why we are not giving out 
any details on the Military Attache being kicked out? 
Is there some reason why we are not doing that? 





ove 


A I just don't have anything further for 
you. You can keep on asking questions, but I don't have 
anything to give you. 

Q Will you ever? 


A No, I won't. (Laughter) 





Q On Central America, does the State |. rt- 
ment stand by Ambassador Kirkpatrick's statement ~*: 
there are 250,000 Miskito Indians in Eastern Nicar«.,ua? 


A I don't have any information on the 
Miskito population of Eastern Nicaragua, and I don't 
think it is a question worth pursuing, frankly. 
Q Gee, I hate to act like Lester, but (laughter) -- 


A Are you going to volunteer to go down and 
do a count? 





Q No, but we are forced to rely on intelli- 
gence about what is going on, and then she says something 
like this, and all my population books say something dif- 
ferent. We are wondering what the quality of intelligence 
was. P 
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A Well, I don't have any information here. 
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Q Can I ask you a question related to another 
statement she made which went to the inutility of joint 
policing of the Honduran-Nicaraguan border because most of 
the present arms trafficking between Nicaragua and Fl 
Salvador went through the Gulf of Fonseca? Do you stand 
behind that? 


Polic 
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A Let me give you just a statement about 
that issue, as opposed to addressing your specific point. 
I don't have a specific answer to give you on relative 
values, if you will, or weights. 


We have addressed before the issue of what 
we regard as a continuation of arms flows into El Salvador. 
The guerrillas have traditionally made use of smuagling 
routes through Honduras to put military equipment. into 
the hands of Salvadoran guerrillas. 


In recent weeks, we have noticed a substantial 
increase in the flow of supplies to the guerrillas 
across the Gulf of Fonseca and into coastal regions of 
El Salvador. There is also a flow of arms through the 
use of aircraft operating from Nicaragua. 
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I would also point out that access to land- 
smuggling routes in Honduras can be gained from that 
country's long, sparsely populated, and relatively lightly 
secured north coast. 


Q No you have any reaction to the Hondurans 
saying that they don't believe there is any such 
smuggling going on to any degree? 


A I think that I would leave my statement 
where I just did on that. 


Q Wouldn't they know it? I mean, it is their 
country. 


A I am not entirely sure, for one thing, 
who the sources were for that. It was not terribly 
specific. 


Q What about the numbers? Have you got 
any numbers for us now about how big this “almost as much as. 
it was at its peak before the final offensive" was? 

A I don't, Don, at this point. It is 


not a dead issue in terms of getting some numbers to you. 
I hope we can do something on that relatively soon. 


Q How soon is “relatively soon?" 
A It would not be today, I am sure. 


Q There is a report in the Wall Street 
Journal this morning that part of the military aid 





package, the emergency military aid package, will be 


aircraft which we have not previously sent to El 
Salvador. 


I don't have the specifics. One is a spotter 
plane; one is a transport; and there was one other one. 


Can you fill us in on anything along those 
lines? 


A I can give you informally some indication 
that I have gotten, but I think DOD is prepared to 
address that issue in somewhat greater detail, and perhaps 
you would be best advised to go there where they have 
got some formal guidance to offer you on this. 


Q What is your informal guidance? 








A The informal is that it could include -- 
that is, of the $55 million package, $25 million will go 
for replacement of equipment that was damaged during the 
raid. It could include -- and I don't have the exact 
wording, so I, again, refer you to them for the exact 
wording -- C-123 cargo aircraft; 0-2 forward air control 
aircraft; six UH1H helicopters; and close support aircraft 
such as the A-37. 





Foreign 


Again, I would rather not have you use this 
as an official word and refer you to the Pentagon, but 
that will guide you a little bit, perhaps, Jim. 





Q The Canadian Foreign Minister addressed 
Parliament earlier this week saying that in view of the 
$55 million that was going to El Salvador, they would have 
to reconsider any decision to participate in the 
Salvadoran elections as observers or in any other fashion. 


Do you have a comment on that? Will you regret 
such a reassessment on their part? 


~~ eee ee 


A I have no information about it at all, so I 
don't think I should comment. 


Q Alan, with that kind of a package, will we 
have to be sending more advisers down there for training 
in fixed wing, or will their pilots be trained here in the 
program? 
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A I don't have information to offer you on 
that today. 


Q Please pardon me if you answered this ques- 
tion before. What do you make of the reports that have 
been broadcast during the last 48 hours that you are 
working on a plan to send an inter-American force or 
a Latin American force, one from Argentine, into Nicaragua 
to destablilize the Nicaraguans, and rid Nicaragua of the 
Sandinistas? 


A We have addressed this question to the 
extent of saying that we are not going to comment on that 
sort of report, but that one should not draw inferences 
from it one way or another. We simply are not going to 
comment. 


Q Are we going to send any type of delega- 
tion to Ottawa next month when the Queen travels there 
for the official patriation of the constitution? 
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I have no idea. 
Can you take that question? 


I can look into it, yes. 


0 », O PF 


Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 1:56 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have just one 
announcement today. 


Foreign 


We will have available in the Press Office at 2:00 
p.m. the testimonies of Thomas Enders, the Assistant Secretary 
for Inter-American Affairs, and Elliott Abrams, the Assistant 
Secretary for Human Rights, before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. The subject is “Certification 
Concerning Military Aid to El Salvador." 


I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q On that subject, incidentally, with Mr. 
Abrams up there, some of us would like to register a protest 
on the manner in which the Human Rights Report was allowed 
to be kind of slipped under the door on the Hill without any 
advance notice on the weekend, incidentally, when the budget 
was also leaked out. ; 





A PERE - - 


And we had talked about this with the Human Rights 
Bureau, asking that some advance notice be given so that we 
could have a chance to look at this very complex document 
before it hit the wires and nothing happened. 
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A Yes. Personally I regret that. I just 
learned about that this morning, and I did talk to Elliott 
Abrams shortly before coming out here. If it would be a help to 
you, he is willing to give a briefing either late today or 


tomorrow. 


Q I think that would be helpful. 

A If you'd like it, we can arrange it. But 
then the question arises when would be the best time, 
because he can't do it until 5:00 p.m. today. 


Q Tomorrow would be better. 


A Tomorrow morning? 


Q Yes. 
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A We'll set that up and let you know the time. 


Q Newsweek carries a story this week to the 
effect that the United States has sent a small group of 
military advisers to Haiti. Can you tell us about that? 





A I don‘t have anything on that subject, 
Jim, so I'm afraid I have no comment on it. 


Q Is that because you don't know or is it 
because you are not willing to say? 


A I haven't seen the report personally. 
Q Could you look into it, please? 
A Yes. 


Q On a similar report, though in a different 
part of the world, Tripoli Radio over the weekend protested 
what they claim was American military presence in the 
Chadian -- among the elements of the Chadian peacekeeping 
force. 


Is there any American military presence there 
Other than the planes to transport these people back and 


, forth? 


A To my knowledge, Don, there are none. I'll 
have to look into it -- 


Q Would you look into it? 
A -- and get back to you on it. 


Q In the same general part of the world, do you 
have anything on the story that the U.S. has warned Israel 
not to attack Palestinian strongholds in Lebanon? 


A I noted the reports. I think there was a 
wire service report as well as a news magazine report. 


What I can say on this is that the situation in 
the region is tense, and of course we remain hopeful that 
all concerned will respect the cessation of hostilities 
which was agreed upon in July. 
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I don't want to get into any details about our 
contacts through diplomatic channels with Israel except to 
confirm that they are frequent and they are detailed, and 
they obviously include events taking place in Lebanon. 


Q On that subject, Dean, the Secretary on 
Friday focused on recent reports that there had been an 
upsurge in supplies to the Palestinians in Lebanon. He 
mentioned artillery and rockets, in particular. 


Can you add any more to that? And also can you 
enlighten us as to whether the Habib mission will be renewed 
soon as the Secretary seemed to hint on Friday? 


A I can't go beyond what the Secretary said 
with respect to the arms shipments to the Palestinians. As 
to Ambassador Habib, he remains at the President's disposal 
and will return to the area if and when the President deems 
it useful for him to do so. 


Q All right. The question to which the 
Secretary was replying actually had to do with supplies to 
Palestinian main forces, probably in Syria, from the Soviet 
Union rather than through supplies in Lebanon. 


Do you have anything on that latter point? 


A No. I'm sorry. I can't go beyond what the 
Secretary said, and I'll have to let his comments stand on 
their own. 


Q Dean, about a week ago The Detroit Free Press 
carried a report that the NSC had considered U.S. military 
action against the Syrian missiles in Lebanon or giving 
Israel a green light to take them out. 





Do you have anything on that? 
A No. Nothing whatsoever. 
Q Can you take it? 


A No. I wouldn't comment on speculative 
stories of that nature. 


Q Do you have anything on the Indian protest 
over the issuance of a visa to a leader of a secessionist 
movement ? 





Foreign 


Declassified for Publication in American 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Ms 


> 








~— we 


Same 


a 


od aR 


A We had something on that, I think, last week. 
This I believe concerns a visa which has been issued to one 
Jagjit Singh Chohan. I thought my information was that he 
had been granted a visa. Is that not correct? In any 
event, we were informed by the Government of India that they 
had revoked the passport that he used, and the officer who 
issued Mr. Chohan a visa and the Customs Inspector who 
admitted Chohan the first time were unaware of this. 


But when he applied to return to the U.S. in Vancouver, the 
INS inspector was aware of the Indian notice and declined to 
accept Chohan‘s passport as a valid document. His refusal 
to allow Chohan to proceed to the U.S. was then required by 
the Immigration and Nationality Act. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, in that part of the interview which ran 
in The Times over the weekend on China, the Secretary seemed 
to imply that there are talks now going on with the Chinese 
involving the U.S. military relationship with Taiwan and 
China. Is this a correct surmise? Can you give us a 
any notion of where and when these talks are going on? 





A I'm sorry, Jim, I can't go beyond the 
Secretary's comments on that. The remarks he made, I 
believe, were published in their entirety, and I think they 
speak for themselves. I can't go into any detail about it. 


Q Dean, now that the budget has been published, 
can you shed any further light on some of the increases that 
are being planned for foreign military and economic aid, 
especially what countries are involved. There are reports 
in various places, including a rather thorough one in 
today's Wall Street Journal, which talks about the increases 
for Egypt and Israel, an increase for Pakistan, some for 
Central America, El Salvade’, Guatemala, et cetera. 





A I can't go into any specific detail about the 
countries you asked me about. All these things are under 
consideration, winder review. I believe in the specific case 
of Egypt, the Secretary did address that subject at his 
briefing last week; and I just don't have any further detail 


I can give you regarding Egypt. 


Q The overall numbers,-as you know, have been 
published with the budget -- 


A Right. 


Q -- showing what the Administration is going 
to ask for in its aggregate form. 


A Yes. 


Q When are you going to make public who this 
money is going to and in what amounts? 


A We hope very soon to be able to do that. 


Q Is there a plan now? How is it going to 
work? 


A I just don't have any detailed breakdown to 
give you today. I'll be glad to look into it, but my 
understanding is that some of these decisions remain to be 
made, or to be put into firm form. 





Q When that comes out, will you please make 
sure that we are all aware of it? 


4 A I'll do my best. 


Q On another matter, while it's not really your 
problem, but since the White House is not having a briefing 
today, as I understand it, maybe you can address it: It is 
i the question of this interview, or non-interview -- whatever 

it was -- with a West German publication where the President 
was quoted, and the White House was then quoted as saying 
they could find no record of the interview regarding Israel 
and its importance in the Middle East. 





evade @ be 


Can you shed any light on that? 


A Simply to confirm what you just mentioned in 
your question. I understood the White House did respond to 
it precisely along those lines, that they could find no 
record of it. On any further questions, I would have to refer 
you to the White House because I just don't have any addi- 
tional details to give you. 


- 


Q Do you have any guidance on the death of 
that union organizer, the doctor who died in South Africa? 
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A No, I'm sorry I do not. 
: Q Any comment on it? 
j A I don't have any comment on it. I'm sorry. 
‘ Q Do you have any comment on the new African 
- proposal for the Sahara? 


A The new African proposal? 


Q A group of African nations have proposed a -4- 





A No, I have nothing on that today. 


Q How about the joint statement that was 
monitored in Lisbon between the Cuban and Angolan Foreign 
Ministers about the withdrawal from Angola of Cuban troops. 


A You'll have to enlighten me further, Jim. 
I'm not certain what you're referring to. 
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Q They issued a statement this weekend in which 
they indicated that Cuba would begin withdrawal in some sort 
of parallel withdrawal with South African troops from 
Namibia. It was the first time they had both come out and 


said that together. 
A I just have nothing on that today. 


Q On Friday, there was some guidance concerning 
five Americans and one Afghan, who is a naturalized American 
citizen, being held in Iran; and at that time you couldn't 
give names or the circumstances surrounding their internment. 
Do you have any more details today on that? 


A I understood we made a statement Friday. 


Q Yes, you made it on Friday. I was told that you 
might be seeking to get some waivers so you could give some 
more details. 


A Yes. 


Q I was wondering if you had gotten those 
waivers and if you could give any more details about the 


people. : 


A I cannot today. I don't have any further 
information on it. 


Q Nothing to add to Friday's -- 

A Nothing to add to Friday, yes. 

Q Thank you. 

(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #23 


TUESDAY, FEBURARY 9, 1982, 12:21 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 





MR. FISCHER: I have several announcements today. 


First, available in the Press Office is a statement 
on a recently released movie entitled "Missing." As you may be 
aware, the movie is based upon Thomas Hauser's book, The 
Execution of Charles Horman. 





Also available in the Press Office are the 
following testimonies: Statement by Ernest Johnston, Jr. 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Economic and Business Affairs, 
before the House Subcommittee on Investigations and Oversight 
of the House Committee on Science and Technology. The sub- 
ject is The Impact of Western technology on Soviet energy 
planning. Additionally, a statement by Robert Hormats, 
Assistant Secretary for Economic and Business Affairs, before 
the Senate Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations. His subject is the Polish debt situation. 


I have one announcement to make in addition: 


The Government of Cuba has advised the U.S. 
Interests Section in Havana that Cuba will prosecute the 
hijacker of the Air Florida flight on February 2, in accordance 
with its antihijacking laws. We welcome this decision as a 
demonstration of the importance of bringing criminal 
hijackers to justice. Such actions serve as a deterrent to 
future hijackers. 


Q Do you have his name? 


A Jim, I'm sorry, I don't have it with me, but 
we will be glad to provide that. 


Q Can you straighten us out on yesterday's state- 
ment about the Indian secessionist leader? 
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A I'll be glad to, and I apologize for 
misleading you on that. It's a rather lengthy statement so 
if I may, I'll read it in its entirety. 


Dr. Jagjit Singh Chohan was admitted to the United 
States by waiver of the passport requirement on January 31. 
We did in fact address the issue last week, and apparently it 
was while I was away. I was not familiar with the 
background, but let me reiterate several points. Dr. Chohan 


was initially refused entry on January 16 from Vancouver 


because he was not in possession of a valid passport. 


In instances, where for any number of reasons, 
individuals do not have a passport, they are often allowed to 
enter the United States by granting a waiver of the passport 
requirement. This is a routine administrative procedure 
which we had no reason to deny to Dr. Chohan. Moreover, Dr. 
Chohan was able to demonstrate personal reasons for his 
return to the United States. He has a heart ailment, and he 
is under treatment for this in Texas. Therefore, humani- 
tarian considerations also entered into our decision that 
Chohan should be allowed to complete his travel in the 
United States. 


As we emphasized last week, the decision most cer- 
tainly does not indicate any U.S. sympathy for Dr. Chohan's 
movement. The U.S. has strongly and consistently supported 
the unity of India as a key element in regional stability, 
which is a major objective of United States policy in the 
south Asian region. Our decision to admit Dr. Chohan on 
humanitarian grounds in no way detracts from this 
longstanding position. 


Q Is there any condition that he shall not 
engage in political activities? 


A Unless this question came up last week, I 
don't believe I have any information on it. 


Q I believe that's what the flap is all about -- 
the Indians have protested, id so forth. 


Q Is it possibie to find out and post it? 


A Yes. I'll have to look into that. I do not 
have that information with me today. 


Q While we're in that part of the world, do you 
have anything on an American biologist or botanist -- I'm not 
sure what it was -- who was expelled from Pakistan allegedly 
for his work on -=- 
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A I think you're referring to one Dr. David 
Nalin who is the director of a U.S. AID-supported anti- 
malerial laboratory in Pakistan. It is our understanding 
that the Pakistan Government declined to renew Dr. Nalin's 
visa in December. The anti-malerial laboratory with which he 
is associated is a University of Maryland institution which 
has been funded over the years by NIH. During the last fiscal 
year, AID provided local currency for the operation of the 
Center. 


We understand that the decision not to renew Dr. 
Nalin's visa stemmed from considerations regarding the inter- 
nal operations of the Center, and we suggest that you ask the 
Pakistan Government for any details. 


We have been aware of totally baseless Soviet pro- 
paganda charges concerning the Center, but these do not 
appear to be related to the decision of the Government of 
Pakistan not to renew Dr. Nalin's visa. 

Q What internal considerations were involved? 


A I'll just have to refer you to the Pakistani 
Government for those. , 


Q And is the United States cutting the program, 
as a result of this? 


A I do not have that information. 
Q Could you find out? 
A Yes, I'll be glad to look into it. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on Weinberger's 
statement announcing a joint U.S.-Saudi military committee? 


A Unfortunately, because of the time difference 
and the Secretary's travel schedule, I am not in a position 
to confirm that. We have, of course, noted the press reports 
on it. 


Q Are you aware of any of the details of this 
committee? 


A No. No, I'm not. 


Q Was the State Department involved in the nego- 
tiations for the committee? 





A Prior to the Secretary's trip, of course, there 
were discussions between State and Defense on the purposes of 
that trip, but I'm just not in a position to provide any 
details today. 


Q On the purposes of the trip, but not on the 
committee, you're saying? 


Foreign 


A I don't want to go beyond what I said, but we 
) should have further information on this, if not later today, 
certainly by tomorrow. 





Q Dean, are details of the arrangements 
regarding the AWACS being made public? 


re 


A I don't have any information I can give you on 
that. I would suggest that you ask the Pentagon that 
question. What we are awaiting is a full report of confir- 
mation of those reports which have appeared in the press 
relating to Secretary Weinberger's visit. 


~~ 


~~ 


Q Dean, I'd like to take you back to Pakistan. 
-A Yes. 


Q Has this government raised this situation with 
the Pakistani Government, asked questions about it? 
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A The situation concerning the doctor? 
Q Concerning the doctor, yes. 


A I will have to look into that. I don't have 
that specific information today either. 


Q Dean, there was a report a week ago in an 
Israeli newspaper that a group of six young Palestinians are visiting 
the United States on taxpayers’ money, as far as I know, and 
with the U.S. Youth Council. Can you tell us something about 
them, who they are, what are they here for? 
A I have no information regarding that. 
Q Can somebody please look into it? 
A Yes, yes. This arose what, last week you say? 


Q Yes. It was actually in the Jerusalem Post. 





I've been trying to get some information about it, and 
unable to get anything about it. 
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A This is the first I've heard about it at all. 
I'll be glad to look into it. 


Q If possible, please, I would like to know who 
they are, where are they, and what are they doing here? 


A O.K. 


Q Is Ambassador Habib being sent back to the 
Middle East? 


A The question you ask arose yesterday during Assistant 
Secretary Veliotes' testimony on the Hill. It's under active 
consideration, and the Ambassador will be consulting soon in 
the Department. A final decision on whether and when he will 
go will be made at that time. 


Q And also I guess Fairbanks’ possible trip came 
up too. Is that the same? 


A I have no information on Fairbanks’ possible 
travel plans, either relating to Veliotes' testimony or not. 


Q Does he have to be confirmed by the Senate, 
incidentally? 


A Dick Fairbanks? 
Q Yes. 
A My assumption is yes, but let me check that to 


be sure because I don't believe the White House has yet for- 
mally made that announcement. 


-- MORE — 


Q There have been some numbers reported on the 
amounts of aid that El Salvador is slated to received. Can 
you confirm them, and do you have any numbers for El 
Salvador or other countries? 





A On the Salvador report that appeared in at 
least one newspaper, that we are contemplating doubling mili- 
tary aid, I cannot confirm that today, and the reason for it 
is that the budget figures for fiscal year 1983 have been 
embargoed until they are submitted to the Congress this 
Thursday. 


gn 





I will say that, obviously in light of the 
Congressional testimony on the subject this week, it is 
clear that this Administration views the problems in El 
Salvador as basically political and economic, and that solu- 
tions should be cast in the same way. 


ee 


Within this context, though, the Foreign 
Assistance Act spells out our national security interests. 
It's fair to assume that there will be requested increases 
both in economic and military assistance in the next fiscal 
year, 1983. 


oa - 


As to the second part of your question, I think 
later in the week we will be in a position to give you a 
detailed breakdown on aid figures for a number of countries. 
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Q Can I ask another Salvador question? Some of 
the guerrilla leaders claim that they have seen American 
military personnel in helicopters flying over fighting. 
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A I've seen those reports, but I don't have any 
information I can give you on that today. 


ms 


Q In view of your statement about the hijacking 
and welcoming the statement, I've asked this question 
before but no answer has ever been posted. 


There was a plane hijacked out of San Jose by 
Nicaraguans, anti-Sandinistas, sometime ago, and it was 
taken to El Salvador. 


What I was wondering is if we've encouraged El 
Salvador to either expedite the perpetrators of the act to 
Costa Rica -- it has been asked -- or to prosecute them in 
their own country? 
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A Jim, I'll have to look into it. I don't have 
any information today. 


Q The Secretary last week said something about 
the Soviet supplies to the PLO. I wasn't sure if he really 
was confirming these supplies or if you would clarify what 
he said and can confirm it to us? 


A Again, I think this subject came up when 
Assistant Secretary Veliotes testified yesterday. I think 
it came up in the context of the question he was asked as to 
whether or not Soviet armed shipments to the Palestinians 
were a good thing. 


In fact, he did not say it was a good thing. He 
was asked whether he had seen reports of such shipments and 
whether he believed them. He replied that he had seen those 
reports and that he considered them credible, but during his 
testimony he was not asked to make any judgment on then. 


As far as our own position is concerned, I think 
it is clear we're anxious to reduce tension in the region, 
and in this context Soviet shipment of arms to the 
Palestinians are not helpful. 


Q Is it helpful, putting arms and Israeli tanks 
on the south Lebanon borders in the Mareioun area? 


A As a general rule, we are opposed to any 
action which escalates tension in the region by any party 
within that region. 


Q Why do you refuse to answer the question 
directly, Dean? I'm asking about the Israeli movements in 
Mareioun. Do you mean them? What you are saying, you are 
meaning the Israeli movements or not? 


A I'll let my statement stand just as I 
expressed it. 


Q Dean, are you in fact confirming these things 
Or are you saying if they are, they are unhelpful? 


A Are you now referring to the Soviet shipments 
of arms to the Palestinians? 


Q Right. 
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A I am quoting to you what Ambassador Veliotes 
said yesterday which was that he had seen the reports, and 
he considered them credible. 


Q Same general area or very general area. You 
were asked about the OAU negotiations with the Western 
Sahara. They've come through with a recommendation 
apparently that Morocco negotiate directly with the 
Polisario, which is the rebel group in the Western Sahara. 


Morocco has, according to The New York Times, 
rejected that recommendation. In view of our interests with 
respect to Morocco and our traditional support for the OAU, 
how do we feel about this rejection? Is the Secretary going 
to be bringing this up in his discussion with King Hassan? 





A My understanding of the basic purposes of the 
Secretary's meeting with King Hassan is for the purpose of 
discussing bilateral issues, so I can't comment on what the 
Secretary is likely to say in response to your question. 


Q On the bilateral issue, obviously one of the 
things that's going to be discussed is military aid 
increases to Morocco with which Morocco will probably use to 
prosecute the war against the Polisario. ~ 


I'm interested if we are willing to associate our- 
selves with the recommendations made by the OAU in this 
respect as to how to bring an end to that conflict. 


Can you take the question if you can't answer it 
at this time? 


A Yes. I'll be glad to take the question. I 
did note that there were some press reports about the 
meeting in Nairobi regarding the cease-fire proposal in the 
Western Sahara. But because the meeting is still in 
progress and no final communique has been issued, we don't 
have any comment on any proposals that may come out of the 
meeting at this point. 


Q During his Press Club luncheon, President 


Mubarak said that Egypt was sending arms and ammunition to 
Iraq. Later in the day the Secretary said the U.S. opposes 
any action that prolongs or widens the war. 


Did the United States know about these arms ship- 
ments, and what's the U.S. position on them? 
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A I have no comment I can give you on our 
awareness of arms shipments. On the overall question of 
arms transfers, that matter is delicate, and I don't want to 
provide any further elaboration on it. 


Q Can you take the question and see if you 
could get a little more on whether we were aware of it and 
maybe flesh out the position a little more? 


a We've had a number of consultations with a 
number of governments on that question. In those conver- 
sations the questions of arms transfers has arisen, but I 
don't want to go beyond that. 


Q Arms transfers in general, but arms transfers 
specifically to the combatants in the Gulf war? 


A Specifically to Iran or Iraq. 


Q Was it discussed by President Reagan and 
Mubarak while they were here? 


A I can't comment on that. 


Q You say it's sensitive. Are you saying that 
the question is arising now of American arms being shipped 
to Iraq? 


A I said just the overall area of arms trans- 
fers to either one of the combatants I think I referred to 
as delicate, and I just don't want to elaborate on it at 
this time. 


Q But are you talking about American arms? 


A I'm talking about the whole question of arms 
transfers. If you're asking me specifically American arms, 
I am personally not aware of any American arms going to 
either side. 


Q Dean, also with the Iran-Iraq war, is the 
United States now coming under pressure to take sides in 
that war from various Arab allies in the area? 


A There are pressures and then there are coun- 
tervailing pressures, but I think our position is clear as 
to how we view the conflict. 
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Q Could we move to another area? Is this 
exhausted? The Italian news magazine, L‘Europeo, carried a 
story which alleged that Michael Ledeen, an official of this 
Department, offered $15,000 to the Uruguayan Government in 
order to retrieve a copy of a dossier which was found on the 
person of one Lucio Gilli who's now believed to be in resi- 
dence in Uruguay, which reportedly contained some infor- 
mation on activities of Alexander Haig, possibly Michael 


Ledeen and others. 





A You're really hung up on this, aren't you? 
Go ahead. 


Q We'll see who gets hung up on it. 


A Yes. We will. 


Q I mean, since you raised that, let me ask 
the broader question: L'Europeo, Panorama, La Republica are 
major news magazines and newspapers in Italy which is an 
ally of ours and a rather prominent nation in Western 
Europe. It's an important area of the world. 








A series of allegations have appeared since last 
spring which seemed to indicate that Italian military 
intelligence has uncovered some rather serious wrongdoing on 
the part of officials of this Department. 


The response of the Department has been to deny 
that any investigaticn is going on of these charges, and yet 
to say that they're poppycock, balderdash, nonsense and so 


on out of hand. 


I'm wondering if you can explain why that sort of 
stonewalling is going on. 


/s Poppycock, balderdash you consider 
. stonewalling? How about a categorical denial? 


Q But how can you make a categorical denial 
without an investigation? Are you saying that Michael 
Ledeen is above reproach or above suspicion? 


A I am categorically denying the allegations 
which you are raising. 


Q Was there an investigation or not? I mean, 
my information is that the only investigation was conducted 
by Michael Ledeen himelf, and that the purpose of that 
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investigation wasn't to look into the allegations but to 
look into the possibility of the allegations spreading to 
the point where the Administration -would have to do 
something about it. 


A I have nothing further to say beyond what I 
just did. 


Q You're saying that it's possible, though, to 
categorically deny charges without looking into whether 
they're true or false? 

A No. I didn't say that. 


Q Then explain how you can categorically deny 
those allegations? 


A I am denying the allegations that you raised, 
period. Okay? 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 P. M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC van 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1982, 12:39 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements: 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Thomas Niles, Deputy Assistant Secretary for European Affairs, 
before the Foreign Relations Committee, Subcommittee on Arms 
Control, Oceans, International Operations and Environment. The 
subject is US-Canadian Relations. 


I have a statement: 


The Department of State wishes to call attention to 
the continued imprisonment in the Soviet Union of Yury Orlov, 
founder of the Moscow Helsinki Watch Group. Five years ago 
today, Orlov was arrested for his activities in drawing 
international attention to the abuse of human rights in the 
Soviet Union. He was sentenced in 1978 to seven years in a 
prison labor camp, plus five years of exile. The efforts of 
the courageous Soviet citizens of the Moscow Helsinki Watch 
Group, and other groups formed in the Soviet Union to monitor 
human rights conditions, are a testament to the universal 
desire for freedom. Like Orlov, many Helsinki Monitors such 
as Anatoly Shcharansky, Mykola Rudenko, and Viktoras Petkus 
remain locked up in the vast Soviet system of prisons and 
forced labor camps. But their ideas cannot be extinguished. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 
Q What prompts you to make that statement today? 


A We were asked to make the statement, and we 
felt it an appropriate statement to make on this occasion. 


Q You were asked by whom? 


A We in the Press Office were asked to make the 
statement. 


Q By whom? 


A On behalf of the State Department. 








— Q Before we go into business, can I raise a 
a matter of procedure? I was just looking through my notes 
| here, and the briefing never starts before 12:25, and it 


often starts after that. If you were to schedule the 
briefing at 12:30, we could build our day around that rather 
than noon, and just kind of hanging around. 


I'd like to renew my earlier suggestion that you do 
schedule it for 12:30, which is a more realistic hour. 





A It does seem so. 


Q That won't mean the briefings will start at 
1:00, right -- if they are scheduled for 12:30? (Laughter) 
I'm serious. 


A I know you're serious. 
Q Schedule it for 11:30. 


A That's what I would prefer, but unfortunately I 
don't think we'll be able to do it. 


I'll be glad to do it if that is the consensus, but 
I think I'll tell the rest of the building that we'll con- 
tinue to have it at 12:00. (Laughter) 





Q On a matter of substance, the Baltimore Sun 
has a story quoting a senior official today as saying that 
the Administration is aiming to begin the START talks in 
June. Can you comment on this? 
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A Sure. As the President made clear in his 
November 18 speech, the United States is committed to real 
progress in arms control, including substantial reductions 
in strategic arms. However, in the present circumstances, I 
think discussion of a specific date for beginning START talks 
is clearly not appropriate. 


Our internal preparations for the START nego- 
tiations are moving forward, and we will be ready to 
begin those negotiations as soon as conditions allow; but the 
START process cannot be insulated from other international 
events. The continuing repression of the Polish people, in 
which the Soviet responsibility is clear, obviously constitu- 
tes a major setback for East-West relations. There can be no 
question that the climate of East-West relations, in turn, has 
a serious effect upon the prospects for moving forward in 
arms control. 
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Q During his last European trip, the Secretary 
said that the Polish crisis looks to be a protracted one, with 
no early end in sight. Is your statement, then, put together 
with what the Secretary said, an indication that the United 
States would start the START talks if martial law is still 
in effect in June, for example? 


A I don't want to tie a decision on our part to 
propose the start of START talks to a specific event. I 
don't think that's helpful. I'd rather again refer you to 
what I said in my statement, which refers to present circumstances 
and the reference to not wishing to separate the START process 
from other international events. The climate of East-West 
relations obviously is a consideration. 


Q Just one more question on this: You say we 
will be ready to begin soon. I presume that the U.S. posi- 
tion, then, would be ready before June? 


A I corrected myself because I didn't want my 
Original misstatement to go uncorrected. What I did mean 
to say was that our internal preparations for the START 
negotiations are moving forward. We will be ready to begin 
those negotiations as soon as conditions allow. 


Q On related matters, too? 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Secviet position 
on the INF talks as announced yesterday in Moscow? 


A Yes. We consider it unfortunate that the 
Soviet Union apparently intends to conduct these negotiations 
through their press rather than at the conference table. This, 
as well as the content of their proposal, raises doubts as to 
their seriousness in putting it forward. This Soviet propo- 
sal is based on familiar Soviet themes which we and our NATO . 
allies have long made clear cannot provide an acceptable 
basis for an arms control agreement. 


By seeking to include third-country systems, the 
Soviets refuse to accept as a principle for any agreement 
equality between the United States and the Soviet Union. 


The Soviets insist on limiting any agreement to 
Europe, thus permitting an unlimited build-up of nuclear, 
long-range Soviet missiles capable of striking Western Europe 
from elsewhere in the Soviet Union. 


By selective inclusion and exclusion of systems, 
the Soviets base their proposal upon a spurious assessment of 
the existing balance. 
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The practical effect of this Scviet proposal, ‘if 
implemented, would be to allow the Soviet Union to continue 
its present modernization program including new deployments 
of the SS-20 in Europe and unlimited deployments outside 
Europe, while forcing the United States to cancel its planned 
deployments of Pershing and ground-launched Cruise Missiles 
entirely, and also the West to reduce existing systems in 
Europe. The sole concession which the Soviets would propose 
to offer would be the very gradual retirement of older 
Systems, such as the SS-4 and SS-5, which the Soviets have 
maintained they intend to retire in any case. The Soviets 
would not be required to destroy a single SS-20. This is not 
arms control. 


S,viet positions in this negotiation seem to be 
based upon the principle that the Soviet Union has a right to 
maintain forces as strong as those of all others combined. 
To accept such a Soviet claim would be to legitimize the 
hegemony which the Soviet Union appears to seek, for total 
security for any one nation must mean total insecurity for 
all others. The United States is willing to negotiate with 
the Soviet Union in good faith on the basis of equality bet- 
ween our two countries, but we cannot allow the Soviet Union 
to secure superiority, either at the negotiating table or 
elsewhere. 


The United States calls again upon the Soviet Union 
to join in a serious effort to work out at the negotiating 
table an equitable agreement which enhances the security of 
both sides. The offer put forward by the United States for 
the total elimination of long-range, land-based, 
intermediate-range missiles would have this effect. We now 
invite the Soviet Union to respond in Geneva to the detailed 
proposals that we have put forward there. 


Q You begin by saying “it is unfortunate that 
the Soviet Union apparently intends to conduct negotiations 
in the press rather than at the bargaining table." 


A Yes. 


Q The stories generally interpreted the Soviet 
announcement as a response to the White House announcement, 
which was also in the press, of last week, setting forth the 
U.S. position. How do you differentiate between what the 
United States did in announcing its wsosition and what the 
Russians have done in announcing theirs? 
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A I'm not trying to make a sharp distinction in 
the context of the question you asked. I think that ours 
appeared in the press after it was put on the negotiating 
table. 


Q Are you saying they did not put on the nego- 
tiating table what they've announced here? 


A No, I'm not saying that at all; but we believe 
that the Soviets, as I said, apparently intend to conduct 
these negotiations through the press, as opposed to putting 
forward a proposal which, in effect, raises questions about 
the seriousness about their intentions. 


Q Can I get straight on something here, Dean? 

A Sure. 

Q I thought that announcement last week was in 
response to something the Soviets had specifically said about 


the negoitating position, that it was not volunteered in a 
vacuum, as I recall. 


A The statement we made? 
Q Yes. 


A I'll have to check the chronology on that, 
Hank. 


Q Have the Soviets made this proposal at Geneva? 


A I'm assuming that they obviously have because 
the content of it raises doubts, as I said, about their 
seriousness; but I will have to check precisely when it has 
been done. 


Q Do we think that in the event of a nuclear 
exchange our NATO allies would desert us? 


A No, we don't think that. 


Q What's the problem, then, with lumping NATO 
weapons with U.S. weapons? 


A Because, as I think the statement made clear, 
we believe that the negotiations now under way in Geneva 
should be between ourselves and the Soviets. I think that 
statement speaks for itself. 
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Q Should your statement be taken to imply that 
the U.S. does not feel that these negotiations are going to 
get anywhere? 


A No. We remain hopeful that the proposal put 
forward by our side will form the basis for meaningful nego- 
tiations leading to an arms control agreement. 


Q Dean, so far what seems to have happened is 
that the United States has made a proposal and the Soviets 
have made a proposal, and they are mutually exclusive. Do 
you have any idea of what will happen now? What is the sce- 
nario for each side to deal with what has happened in Geneva 
so far? 


A I can't give you a detailed, blow-by-blow 
account of the meetings, if that's what you are suggesting. 


Q Are we studying the Soviet proposal or are we 
totally rejecting it? Have they totally rejected our 
proposal? 


A This is our response to their proposal, as 
reflected in the Tass article. 


Q So after a couple of months, we're essentially 
back at the same position we were when we began? 


A I don't want to characterize it that way. I 
think the appropriate way is to say, as I did, that we have 
made our proposal and we are now calling upon the Soviets to 
join in a serious effort to work out an equitable agreement. 


Q Dean, you reject the Soviet attempt to include 
the British and French arsenals. Do you also, in this state- 
ment or at this stage, reject the Soviet attempt to include 
U.S. forward-based aircraft? 


A I don't want to be in the position of cate- 
gorically ruling in or ruling out anything. I want to go 
back to the emphasis that we have made our proposal and we 
think the time has now come for serious negotiations. 


Q Do you believe that the Soviets have been 
negotiating in good faith? 


A We would like to think that the Soviets are 
prepared to negotiate in good faith. 





Q The negotiations have begun. Do you believe 


A We expect the Soviets to negotiate in good 
faith. 


Foreign 


Q I suppose it doesn‘t do any good to repeat the 
question? (Laughter) 





A Probably not. 
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Q Can you give us more details today about the 
nature of the negotiations that led to the U.S.-Saudi mili- 
tary committee announced in Saudi Arabia? 


A No. I have no details I can give you today. 
I have to refer you at this point to the Pentagon for details 
on that. 


Q Can you tell us anything about State 
Department personnel who were present at the negotiations? 


A In Saudi Arabia? 


Q Yes. 
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A There is a State Department representative 
accompanying Secretary Weinberger. 


“Declassified for Publication in American 


iat 


Q Who is that? 
A Bob Pelletreau. 


Q Do you have any reply to the statements that 
Prince Sultan made about Israel? 


A No, I have no comment on that. 


Let me add, in connection with the previous 
question, that Secretary Haig was apprised of the purposes 
of Secretary Weinberger's mission. They discussed it prior 
to Secretary Weinberger's departure, and my reticence about 
commenting on it is because it is Secretary Weinberger's 
trip, and we feel it most appropriate that comment should 
come from the Pentagon. 
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Q The Foreign Minister of Denmark, last night on 
Danish Television, in an apparent reaction to the Secretary's 
statement in Madrid yesterday, criticized what he called the 
double standard of American foreign policy and lack of con- 
sistency when the Adminstration is criticizing Poland in 
view of what is happening in Salvador. He said it makes it 
difficult for our European allies to understand this. Do you 
have any reaction to that? 


A I do. Allies and friends, of course, may have 
different approaches to international problems. We have 
regularly discussed our views on these issues with our 
allies, and we have worked to maintain thorough con- 
sultations in NATO and in other fora. We are, therefore, 
disturbed both by the Prime Minister's decision to express 
his differences with U.S. policy in public and by the 
substance of his comments regarding Poland and El Salvador. 
We believe that this public debate has been unfortunate and 
does not contribute to the kind of dialogue which can lead 
to solutions to these problems. 


-~- MORE -- 











ae 


gn 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foret 


~ 





Q Before we leave Denmark, has the United 
States conveyed this privately -- this sentiment that 
it's unfortunate that he spoke out -- to the Danish Prime 


Minister? 
I don't know the answer to that, Don. 


Could you find out? 


r Oo PF 


I can look into it, sure. 


Q The question was on the Foreign Minister. 
Your answer was on the Prime Minister. Which is it? 


A I beg your pardon. Perhaps you were 
referring to some other statement that was made? 


Q No. I'm sure if you have the Prime Minister, 
it was the Prime Minister. 


A Okay. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Yesterday Mr. Johnston from this Department 
and a couple of other Administration witnesses said on the 
Hill that: (a) a decision on further sanctions in the form 
of licensees of U.S. products would be made within a week or 
so; and (b) that agreement had been reached with at least 
one ally in terms of coordinated sanctions in response to 
Poland. 


Do you have anything more on that? 


A No. I presume the second reference you made 
is to Britain's announcement of sanctions. 


Q No. It's Japan. 
A No. I have nothing I can add to this. 


Q Also on Poland, a Polish official or a member 
of what's called the Research Institute on Contemporary 
Capitalism was refused a visa to speak to a student con- 
ference at Texas A&M. 


Is that a specific case or is there a general 
blanket denial of any visas to any Polish officials? 
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A I don't have any information about that, Jim. 


Q Just for the record, I'll give you his name. 
His name is Longin Pastusiak. Could you look into that? 


A Yes. 

Q Will you take that question? 

A This question? 

Q Yes. 

A Yes. I'll be glad to look into it. 


Q On a related European question. Is there a 
high-level delegation going to Europe concerning the 
Siberian pipeline? Are you having another appeal or some 
more talks? 


A Not that I'm aware of. I will look into that 
too. 


Q Any comment on reports of an uprising in a 
province of Syria? 


A We have seen some early reports of serious 
disturbances in the City of Hammah. 


According to those reports, that city has been 
sealed off by Syrian authorities. We're in touch with our 
Embassy, and we are not aware of any harm to American citi- 


zens in Syria. 


Q What is the nature of these reports? Are 
they press reports? Intelligence reports? 


A No. I'm not confining what I said to you to 
press reports. 


Q Can we get to Leban: ease? There are 
reports of a military buildup in and around the Lebanese 
border. 


A We are not aware of any recent military 
buildup on the part of Israel along the Lebanese border. 
The situation obviously continues to be sensitive, and we're 
watching it closely. We expect the cessation of hostilities 


to be maintained. 
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Q What can you tell us about the meeting 
between Secretary Haig and the Israeli official? 


A There was an emissary in Washington last week 
from Prime Minister Begin whose name is Major General 
Yehoshua Sagi. While he was here, the Major General spoke 
with Secretary Haig. I cannot go into the substance of that 
exchange other than to say that it dealt with regional deve- 
lopments, including the so-called cease-fire or cessation of 
hostilities. 


Q Will Philip Habib's trip be speeded up in 
order to try to cool down the situation? 


AK My understanding is that Phil Habib will be 
coming to Washington this coming week for consultations, but 
no decisions have yet been made regarding his possible 
return to the Middle East. 


Q This coming week. Does that mean next week? 


A Next week. 


Q On this question, you say that there's no 
recent buildup of troops and yet you seem to be accepting 
the assumption that the situation is more tense. 


What's making it more tense? 

A I think we have characterized the situation 
as tense for some time. I don't believe I used the 
expression “more tense." 

Q You didn't, but it was used and you didn't 
seem to take any exception. Would you say that then you're 
denying that there's any change in the situation over the 
last several weeks? 

A As I say, we do think the situation is tense. 

Q More tense or more dangerous? 


A I am not trying to characterize it in that 
way, no. 


Q Do you have anything on the shootout in 
Colombia in which two drug enforcement agency officials were 
wounded? 
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A I am told that questions concerning the 
incident should be referred to the Drug Enforcement Agency. 


Q A number of heads of Jesuit orders in about 
seven countries, including ten from the United States, have 
appealed publicly to the United States Government to bring 
up at the present meeting of the U.N. Human Rights 
Commission in Geneva the case of Father Luis Pellecer who 
they allege to have been brainwashed by Guatemalan 
authorities. 


Do we intend to bring that up, and have we con- 
veyed to the Guatemalan Government our concern about Father 
Pellecer? 


A According to the information I have, Father 
Pellecer, a citizen of Guatemala, has stated his intention 
to leave that country. 


Guatemalan authorities have agreed to his depar- 
ture. From out point of view it would obviously clear up 
some of the controversy surrounding him and his statements 
if he traveled abroad. 


Do you have anything additional, like when 
will this take place and where does he want to go? ' 


A No. I do not have any further information 
along those lines. 


Q Same area. Do you have any reaction to the 
arraignment of the alleged killers of the nuns in Salvador? 


fy I am not personally aware that there has been 
any such arraignment. I have some information relating to 
the churchwomen which is to this effect: that we 
understand the investigation is all but complete. 


Over the past two weeks, Salvadoran authorities 
have been assembling the evidence and doing the necessary 
legal groundwork to submit the case to the courts. 


We're not in a position to comment on press 
reports of developments or give you details about the 
investigation at this point, and I would point out that such 
details could not be made available if the case were being 
conducted in the United States. Similarly they cannot be 
made available in a judicial proceeding in El Salvador. 


Seth 
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Q This morning a number of people on the Hill 
held a press conference which basically called for nego- 
tiations -- not the exclusive election route for a solution in 
Salvador that we're pursuing but for negotiations bet ween 
the factions. 


Are you aware of this, and do you have any reac- 
tion to that position? 


A I heard reports before coming out here that 
there was some discussion of that on the Hill. I don't have 
any particular reaction to give you on that, but I'll be glad 
to reiterate our position on the matter of a negotiated 
settlement. 


As you know, we favor elections as the means to 
determine the form and orientation of any future government 
in El Salvador. As we have repeatedly said, we are willing 
to assist the parties in this process. 


We believe that a negotiation on power sharing, as 
is proposed by the guerrillas, would constitute a usurpation 
of the right of the Salvadoran people to determine the 
nature of their own government. 


We are ready to assist the parties in finding a 
way to participate in the electoral process, including ways 
in which the FDR can participate safely in fair elections. 


The FDR has been unwilling to discuss elections at 
all. Instead, they only want to negotiate a division of 
power which would exclude the view of the Salvadoran people. 


As Assistant Secretary Tom Enders stated earlier 
this week, and I quote: "I say to the FDR that we would 
support talks on its participation in the election, but it 
would be wrong to assist any party that is not prepared to 
accept the verdict of the voters or that would not forego 
military operations to permit the people to express them- 
selves without fear. But as President Duarte himself stated 
on the 29th of January, again inviting the armed opposition 
to join the electoral process, we believe in elections by 
voting, not in elections by violence." 


Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 


A Yes. 
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Q The two Congressmen and two Senators whd made 
the proposal did not limit their proposal strictly to having 
the U.S. press for negotiations. They sugyested that nego- 
tiations be tied to the further military funding, and that a 
cease-fire also be a part of that tie. 


In view of what you just said, does the 
Administration favor a cease-fire, and it would it tie a 
cease-fire and negotiations on the elections to the fun- 
neling of further military aid to El Salvador? 


A As I said at the beginning, I do not have a 
full report on what was discussed on the Hill other than to 
acknowledge that we have heard the general subject ature, so 
therefore I don't want to comment on that. 


In response to the general thrust of your question, 
I think that our position with respect to El Salvador is 
clear and is as I stated it in the statement. 


Q Does the position include continuation of 
funding while on a parallel front urging these negotiations, 
suggesting these neyotiations, or does it make the funding 


.contingent upon negotiations? 


A I think the statement I gave you explains as 
well as we can. , 


Q It does not say anything about funding. 


A I understand that, but I want to stick with 
the statement. : 


Q A specific statement: The FDR has been 
unwilling to discuss elections at all. I would be very 
interested in the evidence that you could adduce to back up 
that particular statement. 


A I suppose I'd be very interested in any 
contrary evidence you could bring to my attention. 


Q I'll be happy to. 
Q Better watch it, Dean. 


(Laughter. ) 


A After the briefing you mean. 





Q One on Libya: This may 1av72 come up the past 
couple of days -- I haven't been here -- but there was a 
report on Friday in the Toronto paper that a Canadian couple 
has been, I guess, funneling spare parts for the Oshkosh 
trucks from the United States into Libya. 


. 
. 


; Does the State Department have anything on this? 


A I don't have any information on that today, 
no. | 


Do you have anything on Libya? 
Anything in general on Libya? 

Yes. 

No. I don't think anything today. 


How about how many Aaerivais ac2-in Libya? 


_?,;? Oo +> DOD PF O 


No.'. I can't yive you a precise number today. 


Q Do you have anything about the visit by 
Senator Glenn to Saudi Arabia? Is it a private visit or is 
he carrying any message? ° 
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A I don't have any information to give you on 
that. I noted the press reports that he was there. 


“Declassified for Publication in American rorergn 


Q When are you expecting an announcement of the 
details: of the Caribbean Basin Plan? 


A Soon. I can't give you a specific date. 
Q If I can ask you -- if I can follow <-=- since 


this Administration came into power, it will be a year and a 
half now that there's talk about this plan. 





The Secretary in an interview this weekend talked 
about the plan as if the fruits of it were coming already, 
and I was wonderiny if you can be a Little more specific? 
Any time we ask you about this, you say “soon.” 


A No. All I can say at this point in response 
to that is that I think we indicated earlier that there 
would be a request for legislation implementing the plan 
that would be sent to the Congress in the first quarter of 
the year. Insofar as I know, that timetable will be adhered 
to. 
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9 Yesterday you said you would have some 
announcements to make later this week on aid proposals. 


A Yes. Nothing today. 


Q But will there be a briefing here or will it 
be delivered to the Hill or what? 


A Both possibilities exist, but I can't be more 
specific today than that. 


Q Do you know if it will be tomorrow? 


A I can't suggest to you that I think it likely 
tomorrow. 


Q You took a question yesterday about Richard 
Fairbanks and whether his new position requires Senate con- 
firmation. 


A I have nothing I can give you on that today. 


Q Do you know what his specific title will be? 
Will he be an ambassador-at-large or special negotiator? 


A I have nothing I can announce today on that. 


Q One other question: The Costa-Gravas sta- 
tement on the movie "Missing" yesterday -- it was a 
remarkable statement. What I wondered is whether Ernest 
Lefever had suggested that such a statement be made because 
he was very outspoken against “State of Siege" in the early 
*70s which was done by the same director, and I'm really 
interested in an answer to that if you can possibly get one. 


A I'm not aware that he suggested it. 

Q But I know he's a special assistant to the 
Secretary and makes a certain amount of money by the State 
Department. 

A Consultant I think is his title. 

Yes. But actually it's a serious question. 


Q 
A Sure. I'll look into that. 
Q Thank you. 

A 


You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:11 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #25 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1982, 12:36 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon, I have one announce- 
ment today. 


We understand that President Duarte and other men- 
bers of the governing Junta and the armed forces in El 
Salvador made a public announcement last evening indicating 
that the six ex-National Guardsmen had been turned over to 
the criminal courts. President Duarte completed his state- 
ment by indicating: “We hope that the courts clearly 
establish the facts and that the perpetrators of this shame- 
ful crime will be brought to justice; we, the government and 
the armed forces, could not justify that the guilty parties 
remain unpunished.* 


The U.S. Government is, of course, pleased to see 
demonstrated progress in this case, and we will, through our 
Embassy in San Salvador, follow closely the developments in 
the proceedings. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q On El Salvador, do you know anything about 
several Congressional delegations going down there? 


A Nothing other than what I've read in the 
press. 


Q Presumably, they are cleared with the State 
Department? 


A Yes, but I don't have any details on it. I 
saw that Tip O'Neill was planning to, I guess, not go him- 
self, but send a delegation down. 


Q Right, and there is some confusion about 
whether there is a Senate delegation as well. 


A There may be. I'll have to check that to be 
sure. I think, in fact, it is true that there are some -- 
one or more going; but I don't have the details today. 


Q Dean, in the same area, the guidance you gave 
yesterday on Father Pellecer in Guatemala created some com- 
motion in Jesuit circles. Can you explain what the U.S. 
position on the Pellecer case is in light of the appeal by 
the Jesuits to bring it up in Geneva at the Human Rights 


Commission at this session? 
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A You'll recall, Jim, I think you asked yester- 
day questions relating to this. The only additional infor- 
mation I have on this general subject is as follows, namely, 
that Vatican observers are present at the current session of 
the U.N. Human Rights Commission. For our part, we believe 
it would be more appropriate that this issue be raised by 
those observers under Item 12 of the agenda, which is the 
item reserved for issues of general human rights concern. 
Beyond that, I don't have any further information. 


Q The specific appeal by ten regional directors 
of the Jesuits in this country was that the U.S. Government raise 
that issue. May I take it from your statement, then, that 
the U.S. Government does not intend to and will leave it to 
the observers to raise it? 


A I just don't know, Jim. I gave you 
everything I have on that. 


Q Do you know how long the legal process in El 
Salvador should take? 


A It's, I think, very difficult to estimate its 
length. I can give you a bit of background -- not ON 
BACKGROUND -- of my understanding of the process. The six 
National Guardsmen were dismissed from the National Guard as 
of February 8, thereby clearing the way for their trial in 
criminal court for the murders of the four U.S. 
churchwomen. The case was then turned over to a judge of 
the first instance on February 10. They have now been 
remanded to the judge's custody. . 

There are, obviously, differences between the 
Latin-American legal system and our own, and among them is 
the fact that the judge in El Salvador has 72 hours, in this 
case, until Saturday the thirteenth of February to take 
legal declarations from principal witnesses. He will then 
undertake his own more thorough investigation based upon the 
evidence collected. 


The question as to whether the case will go before 
a jury is a determination that will be made by the judge 
following his review of all the evidence. 


Q Who is the judge? I mean, whose judge is it? 
Who does he work for? 


A I can give you the name of apparently the 
city, which I think I'll have to spell for you: 
Zacatecoluca. 


can Foreign 
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Q Is he under any special protection? There's 
a problem with judges in El Salvador. In the past, they 
have had to flee the country on occasion. 


A I don't know the answer to that, Jim. 


Q Did the FBI play any part in gathering the 
evidence against these six? 


A I think in the past we have made reference to 
offers of assistance on the part of law enforcement offi- 
cials here. 


Q And were those taken up? 


A I would have to check to see precisely what 
was the association there. 


Q Dean, what is the status of the Administration's 
plans for coming in with a big speech or statement on the 
Caribbean Basin and Central America? 


A I don't have anything I can announce today on 
that, Marvin. 


Q Are you expecting that shortly? 


A Yes. In the near future I think that there 
will be some public expression. 


Q You expect it to be one public expression 
embracing both aspects, the Caribbean as well as Central 
America? 


A I can't predict that at this point. 


Q What is the U.S. policy on military aid to 
Guatemala, in the light of the recently-announced unification 
of the Guatemalan four left-wing organizations? 


A The policy is basically the same, and has 
remained the same over the past few months. We want to assist 
Guatemala in the face of growing insurgency, while at the 
same time being mindful of the important element that human 
rights plays in our foreign policy formulation. These are 
questions that involve concerns on both sides. 


To date we have no military assistance program to 
Guatemala. The issue of military sales to Guatemala con- 
tinues to be under review, and we are committed to consulting 
with Congress prior to any additional sales. We think it 
should be recognized that a savage war is going on between 
the Guatemalan military and externally supported insurgents. 
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As you know, elections are scheduled for March 7 in 
Guatemala. Regretably, there are those on the left and on 
the right who fear the results of democratic elections. 

These groups have sought to disrupt the process through bomb- 
ings, kidnappings, and assassinations, all of which have 
affected all political parties and coalitions. We strongly 
support the electoral process, and we are watching its 
development closely. 


The Government of Guatemala has committed itself to 
conducting those elections fairly and to taking all steps in 
its power to halt disruption of the campaicn by violence. 


Q Can we get a copy of that statement, as well? 


A Sure. 


Q There has been some criticism, however, in 
Britain that the United States Government has condemned the 
actions of the Polish military government on their abuse of 
human rights, while supporting similar governments in Central 
America, which have had much worse abuses of human rights. 
Could you comment on this? 


A Obviously, we don't share the view expressed 
by the critics, and I think the statement I just gave you on 
policy toward Guatemala, plus one I gave yesterday with 
respect to Salvador, clearly articulate our policies towards 


those two countries. 


Q Under what conditions would military aid be 
renewed to the Guatemalan Government? 


A I can't really predict that. I can't go 
beyond what I gave you in the policy statement, but 
obviously, human rights considerations would continue to play 
a large role in our determination as to whether or not mili- 
tary assistance should be provided. 


Q Do you have any evidence that the left wing in 
Guatemala is getting aid from the Nicaraguans, either arms or 
other help? 


A I made reference to external sources of sup- 
port, and beyond that, I don't really want to specify. 


Q Dean, on Guatemala, in the Annual Human Rights 
Report which was just released there was an allusion to a 
massacre of the male population of a village in Guatemala 
that took place, according to the report, in the latter half 
of 1981. The entire male population was wiped out by the 


Army. 
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Could you take the question of where this took 
place and what the circumstances of this massacre were? 


A Jim, I could look into-it. I'm not at all 
certain I could come up with anything that goes beyond what 
was reported in the Human Rights paper. I'll see if it is 
possible to do so. 


Q I'd appreciate that. 


Q -<*\a, back on the Salvadoran case just for a 
minute, the Defense Ministry statement that came out yester- 
day said the investigaiton was now closed. I'm just 
wondering: Does that mean that only those six people will be 
involved in this case, and it will not go any higher or will 
not involve anyone else? 


A I really am not in a position to speak to 
that, because as I indicated earlier, the judge now makes his 
own determination, as we understand it, and the proceedings 


will follow that. 


Q But just on those six, as I understand it. 


A I can't help you on whether or not it limits 
the investigation to these six or whether it is possible to 
broaden the scope. 


Q Also, on the Guatemalan election, is it true 
that one of the most right-wing candidates, Mario Sandeval 
Aleron was reportedly here in the State Department last 
week. Do you know anything about that? 


A I have no information on that. 


Q Dean, this is the last question from me. In 
view of your statement on the elections in Guatemala, can you 
tell us whether the United Staets Government believes that 
these elections are as authentic and likely to be as free and 
fair as those that we are supporting in El Salvador, or did sup- 


port in Honduras? 


A I don't know that it is prudent to try to com- 
pare electoral processes among various countries. I did 
address the subject of the election in my statement. I have 
nothing to add to that. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on the reported 
fighting in Syria? 
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A Again, I addressed that yesterday, and I do 
have something I can add today. The Syrian Government pro- 
tested to our Ambassador in Damascus what were their 
impressions of what I said yesterday about the situation in 
the City of Hammah. The Ambassador, in turn, provided the 
Syrians with the exact text of what I had said yesterday, 
and thereupon asked the Syrians what was happening. 


The Syrian official with whom he spoke said in 
effect that government security forces have been engaged with 
elements of the Moslem brotherhood in Hammah for the past 
week. Sections of the city have been sealed off to facili- 
tate security operations, which he said were being carried out 
sc as to avoid harm to the civilian population. 


The situation in the rest of the country is calm, 
according to the Syrian official. And again I would want to 
add, as I indicated yesterday, that to the best of our 
knowledge, no harm has come to American citizens. 


Q There are reports that perhaps more than a 
thousand people have been killed in that fighting. Can you 
confirm that? 


No, I have no comment on that. 


Q Do you know the number of Soviet advisers in Syria? 


A I do not. 


Q What specific objection did the Syrians have 
to your statement? 


A I don't really want to get into the specific 
objections. There were press reports based on information 
that arose elsewhere beyond what I said. I'll just let it go 


at that. 


Q Do you know anything about, I think it's 
called a National Front for the Liberation of Syria? 


A No. I personally am not aware of a group by 
that particular name. 


Q Who is the official the Ambassador saw? 


A I would have to check that. I don't know. 
I don't have the name with me. It was a Foreign Ministry 
official, but I'm not sure who the individual was. 





Q Acting Foreign Minister -- the one who saw 
> the Ambassador. 





| A Thank you. 
Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 


A O.K. 


Q On the Middle East, there was a report 
yesterday that General Sagi of the Israeli military 
intelligence visited Washington. Can you confirm that? 


A I did yesterday. 


Q You did confirm that he was here. I'r sorry. 
I wasn't here yesterday. 0O.K. And the other question, 
Senator Percy in his speech at the National Press Club last 
week, said that the United States should have known that 
Israel will annex the Golan, and therefore it should have 
sent a clear signal to Israel what the United States will 


not accept. 


In the light of reports now from the Middle East 
of an imminent Israeli movement into South Lebanon, first of 
all, if you accept the Senator's argument, can you or will 
you send a clear signal to Israel as to what the United 
States will not accept about a future possible move to 
the south of Lebanon? 
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A I don't presume to speak for Senator Percy, 
and I don't think Senator Percy was presuming to speak for the 
Administration in saying what he did; but I think our policy 
was made clear at the time of the Israeli action with 
respect to the Golan Heights. I have nothing to add to 
that. 


I think there was another part to your question, 
but I've forgotten what it was. 


Q O.K. It was that there were two major 
newspapers yesterday that reported an Israeli move into 
South Lebanon is just about certain, and in light of what 
you just answered me now about this Senator's argument, will 
the Administration do something to stop the breakout of 
fighting, hostilities, in the area by sending a clear signal 
to Israel? 


A Again, I addressed the subject of a reported 
Israeli build-up at the briefing yesterday, and I believe I 
said that we have no evidence of any recent build-up, but 
that the situation is sensitive. There are tensions in that 
immediate area, and we are watching it very closely. 








I think I also said that Ambassador Phil Habib 
will be in Washington next week for consultations, and it is 
possible, if the President so decides, that he will be 
returning to the region soon. 


Q Dean, as far as that build-up is concerned, 
you were addressing an Israeli build-up south of the border, 
as I understand it, right? 


A Yes. That was the context in which it came 
up yesterday. 


Q Has there been a build-up north of the border 
on which you can give detail? 


A No details, but again I would refer you to 
Assistant Secretary Veliotes’' testimony the other day when 
I believe he termed “credible” reports of some Soviet-supplied 


equipment to the PLO. 
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Q Does the State Department support Secretary 
Weinberger's effort in Jordan to sell Hawk batteries as well 
as F-16s? 


A We have supplied air defense aircraft in the 
past to Jordan, and we recognize that Jordan eventually will 
need replacement aircraft. 


There has been no decision on the possible sale of 
F-l6s, and it's obviously a subject that would require 
Congressional consultation. 


With respect to air defense equipment, such as 
I-Hawk missiles, we are aware of Jordan's air defense needs 
and their requirement for additional anti-aircraft defenses. 


Again, no decision has been made regarding the 
further sale of I-Hawks to Jordan which would also require 
Congressional consultation. I believe Secretary Weinberger 
also made that clear. 


A Does the State Department feel that it is the 
Defense Department that engages in this kind of negotiation 
for arms deliveries to a Middle Eastern country? 


A That is a loaded question if ever I heard 
one. 


Q Is it really loaded? I didn't mean it to be 
that way. I was just trying to get what you thought about 
it. 


A Obviously, Secretary Haig and Secretary 
Weinberger worked closely together. As I indicated yester- 
day, there is a State Department representative accompanying 
Secretary Weinberger on the trip, and Secretary Weinberger, 
in addition to reporting back to the President, regularly 
reports to the Secretary of State. 


Q So that the idea of the Secretary of Defense 
engaging in this negotiation in Jordan -- 


A I'm sorry to interrupt. I'm not sure that it 
should be labeled negotiations. 


Q What would you label it? 


A Sounding out: Exploring. 


gn 


, VeClassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Exploring the possibilities. 


A Discussing their air defense needs and their 
aircraft needs. 


Q Was this worked out with Haig prior to 
Weinberger's departure for the Middle East? 


A Secretary Haig was apprised of Secretary 
Weinberger's purposes before he left. Yes. 


Q Was one of the purposes to negotiate or to 
sound out the Jordanians on this issue? 


A I just want to leave the statement where it 
stands. 


Q I know, but the statement does not address 
this issue. 


A It addresses the overall purposes of 
Secretary Weinberger's trip. 


Q Do the overall purposes include this specific 
issue? 


A I will just leave it that they discussed the 
overall purposes of his trip before the two of them left. 


Q Did Haig know about this specific issue prior 
to Weinberger's trip? 


A I'm not going to get into the specific issues 
which may or may not arise on the trip. 


Q Secretary Weinberger or an official on his 
plane was talking also about more balance in the Mideast 
policy of the Administration. Do you have any comments on 
those remarks? 


A I have no comment on statements arising from 
Secretary Weinberger's travels, and I think for obvious 
reasons I would refer you to the Defense Department for any 
elaboration of what was reportedly said. 


In respect to any change in policy toward Israel, 
there definitely has not been. We remain committed to 
Israel's security and its well-being as well as to main- 
taining the best possible relations with other states in the 
Middle East. 
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Q Did Weinberger ask the Jordanians to step up 
surveillance against Palestinian incursions into the West 
Bank and Israel? 


A I have no information to suggest that he did, 
but I'm again not the best person to ask that. I think that 
question should be addressed to the Pentagon. 


Q How do you view the Moslem extremists in 
Syria? Are they terrorists? Are they non-terrorists? And, 
if so, how are you dealing with them here in the States? 


I mean, yesterday the news broke from a represen- 
tative of the Moslem Brotherhood or one of their organiza- 
tions in New York. 


If they are terrorists, why are you keeping them 
here? And if they're not, how do you characterize them? 


A I don't have any characterization I can give 
you about a large group. I recall this question coming up 
some months ago now. Obviously, we deplore terrorists of 
any stripe, but I'm not going to attempt to characterize an 
entire group or organization in that manner. And I'm cer- 
tainly not going to comment on any characterization of the 
Moslem Brotherhood within Syria because that's an internal 
Syrian matter. 


Q Dean, I'd just like to change the subject. 
The Secretary a few days ago said that the talks with the 
Chinese in Taiwan over the Taiwan arms question were 


difficult. 


Where does that rest now? Could you just update 
us? 


A No. It rests right where he left it. 


Q I understand it's now up to the President to 
make a decision. Is that correct? 


A To make a decision on what? 
Q That's what I'm asking. 


A No. I'm not going to comment on that. 


Q Are there talks still going on with both 
sides on this question? 
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A We are engaged in talks with the Chinese 
regularly. 


Q Have the Chinese to your knowledge asked for 
a specific time limit or deadline of any kind for American 
arms sales to Taiwan? 


A I don't want to comment on that. 


Q Did Seceretary Haig say in Madrid that the 
United States should not exert continual pressure on 
European allies on the pipeline question? 


A Let me, if I may, give you what he said. 


"I think the United States* position on the gas 
pipeline project has been long-standing and consistent. It 
has been one of great concern that our Western European 
partners not permit themselves to become overly dependent on 
Eastern sources for natural gas or any energy product. 


"In that regard we raised this issue at the Ottawa 
Summit in Canada last summer. We sought to develop a 
program of attractive alternatives. As I recently said in a 
press interview, unfortunately those alternatives were not 
attractive sufficiently because of our own austerity at 
home, in our ability to develop coal alternatives and other 
alternatives. 


"We have not given up. We are continuing to 
review attractive alternatives to present to our European 
partners with the hopes that they will scale down or cancel 
the pipeline project. ° 


"However, it is vitally important in the period 
ahead that we do this in a consultative give and take way. 
We have approached this problem from the beginning and 
recognize that our European partners have their own impera- 
tives as well. 


"I do not think that the crisis in Poland should 
be seized upon to change the basic approach that we've 
already consistently followed from the outset of this 
question." 


Q Is that all he said on the subject? 


A That's all I understand he said on the 


subject. 
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Q Do you expect to have a further transcript of 
that? Because that contradicts the story from Lisbon this 
morning. I mean, the Lisbon story says he opposed continual 
pressure, which you didn't even address in that statement. 


A What I tried to do is to give you his state- 
ment in the entirety and perhaps the story you were quoting 
from did not give the statement in its entirety. 


Q That's why I'm asking. But you don't know 


whether he said anything else. Is that just his prepared 
statement or have you also seen the questions and answers? 


A This is the transcript of the press con- 
ference when he was asked about it. 


Q On that subject, do vou happen to know 
whether there's any understanding with the Japanese about 
their selling pipelayers to the Soviets? 


A No. I do not, John. I'd have to look into 
that. 


Q Could you take that question? Because there 
have been some conflicting reports that either the Japanese 
are cooperating with us or not going to make the sale. 
There have been other reports that they are going to go 
ahead and make the sale. 


A I know. I just don't have any current infor- 
mation to give you on it. 


Q Could you get it or find out? 
A I'll look into it. Sure. 


Q Dean, are you saying that the Lisbon story is 
wrong? 


A I don't know precisely what he is quoting 
from. 


Q A front-page story in The New York Times this 





morning. There are also some quotes in here on the subject. 
"Never before has there been such unanimity of views within 
the NATO Alliance,” etc., etc., etc. I mean, apparently he 
has said something else. That wasn't in your statement just 
now, was it? 
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A No. But I thought that addressed a different 
aspect of the question you asked me. 


Q Go ahead. 


A I'll tell you, we'll be happy to supply the 
entire transcript of the press conference, or at least that 
portion of it that addresses the question you asked. What I 
tried to do here was to put into perspective the Secretary's 
point of view on the pipeline issue, andi I think what I gave 
you reflects that there has been no change in his position 
on it. 


Q I understand there'’s been no change in his 
position on the pipeline, but either he said something else 
that gives grounds for this sort of lead or else the lead 
has nothing to do with what he said. 


A Let's look into it afterward. This is what I 
was given as the essence of what he had to say on the sub- 
ject when it arose at his press conference. 


Q Senator Jackson said today that he thought 
the Administration hadn't done enough to slow down or stop 
the pipeline project from the U.S. point of view. 


Has the Administration reached any new decisions 
on exporting technology to the Soviets with regard to the 
pipeline? 


A This question of high technology exports to 
the Soviet Union is constantly under review. As you pro- 
bably know, all export license applications for potentially 
sensitive exports to Warsaw Pact countries are closely scru- 
tinized through an interagency process that includes both the 
Commerce and Defense Departments. Items found to have sen- 
sitive military applications are denied. 


In response to the martial law situation in 
Poland, the President directed that the issuance or renewal 
of licenses for the export to the U.S.S.R. of electronic 
equipment, computers and other high technology materials be 
suspended. He also suspended issuances of licenses for 
equipment and technology related to oil and gas. 


That's not an effort to address specifically 
Senator Jackson's comment, but it is an effort to explain 
Our approach to it. 
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Q The Senator said that that was foot dragging 
and confusing. 


A Obviously, we don't think so. 
Q Obviously, you don't agree there. 


A No. 


Q Secretary of Commerce Baldridge testified in 
the Congress yesterday to the effect that it may be dif- 
ficult for the United States to speak to the free trade if 
the U.S. trade partners, particularly Japan, will not 
respect the reciprocity of the trades. 


Do you have any State Department position on the 
trade question between Japan and the United States? 


A Nothing I can give you today. But, again, I 
think we've addressed that question in the past so we'll be 
glad to refer you to what we've said in the past. 


Q Will you take that question? I think this is 
a very important thing between the relationship between 
Japan and the United States, so that I wonder what will be 
the formal position of the State Department on this impor- 
tant subject. 


Will you take a question on that subject? 
A Okay. 


Q There's been some public discussion of 
perhaps trying to expand that slowdown on transfer of tech- 
nology to technology emanating from foreign-based sub- 
sidiaries of American companies. Can you address that? 


A I don't have anything I can give you on that 
specifically today. 


Q Dean, follow-up on that. Administration wit- 
nesses, including Ernest Johnston from this Department, said 
a couple of days ago on the Hill that a decision on foreign 
subsidiaries and licensees of American technology would be 
made within a week or so. 


Is that still expected to occur? 
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A I am not aware of any alteration of that 
timetable. 


Q Can you confirm that Robert Hormats will 
address the meeting next month at the Club of Rome to 
celebrate the tenth anniversary of the issuance of 
the Limits to Growth Report? 


A No. 


Q Let me ask a few related questions on that 
and ask you to take them because the Club of Rome has 
announced that Hormats will address that meeting as an offi- 
cial representative of the United States Government, and 
that the reason why he's addressing the meeting is to 
express the closeness of the Reagan Administration to the 
viewpoints of the Club of Rome. 


So if it's possible for you to put together some 
sort of statement of whether or not he will attend that 
meeting and the banquet honoring Aurelio Peccei, whether 
he's doing that on his own behalf or on behalf of the 
Administration and to what extent the Administration agrees 
with the outlooks of the Club of Rome -- you know, if indeed 
he is attending it -— I would like to see that. 


One related question or one specific thing I would 
like you to comment on is whether the Administration views 
the Club of Rome as being a KGB-directed or influenced body, 
and I would specifically refer you to a 1976 article in The 


New Republic by Claire Sterling and Michael Ledeen which 
ent inaudible) who's on the Executive Board 


of the Club of Rome as a top-level KGB operative. 


A Maybe I should get Bob Hormats down here for 
a backgrounder. I will ask Bob if he plans to go. 


Q Yesterday the United States volunteered a 
comment on the fifth anniversary of Yury Orlov's detention. 
I wonder whether the United States Government has anything 
to say today on the third anniversary of the revolution in 


Iran? 


7% 


A No. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q You issued the report on human rights prac- 
tices around the world, and in the report there were indica- 
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tions of a lot of Israeli violations of human rights 
practices in occupied territories. 


What have you done or you planning to do in order 
to ask the Israeli Government to alleviate the situation of 
these people who have been subjected to all of these 
mispractices like you mentioned in the report, which is ten 
pages on the occupied territories, and I haven't read 
any document which indicates the total mismanagement and 
total violation of human rights in any country around the 
world much more than I read in that report concerning the 


occupied territories. 


A As you know, Elliott Abrams had a briefing 
here early this week. I don't have anything I can add to 
what he said on that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #26 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 1982, 12:36 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. As I'm sure you all 
know, Monday is a Federal holiday. The Press Office will be 
closed and operating on a Sunday schedule. Therefore, there 
will be no daily press briefing. 


Secondly, we have available in the Press Office a 
statement released in Geneva on February 10 by Michael 
Novak, the U.S. Human Rights Commissioner, on the situation 
regarding Nicaragua's Miskito Indians. 


Thirdly, the Secretary of State has designated 
Richard Fairbanks as his Special Adviser, and the President 
has conferred upon Mr. Fairbanks the personal rank of 
Ambassador. Mr. Fairbanks will undertake special projects 
for the Secretary of State. The first of these will be to 
represent the Secretary and assist him by devoting full 
attention to the ongoing negotiations for Palestinian auto- 
nomy in the West Bank and Gaza. In this connection, Mr. 
Pairbanks will be traveling to the Middle East next week. 


As most of you know, Mr. Fairbanks was the 
Assistant Secretary of State for Congressional Relations for 
the past year. Prior to joining the Administration he was a 
founding partner in 1974 of the Washington law firm of 
Beveridge, Fairbanks and Diamond. He served as Associate 
Director of the President's Domestic Council from 1972 to 
1974. Mr. Fairbanks is married and has two children. 


That concludes my announcements. I'll be glad to 
take your questions. 
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Q What news do you have out of Syria? 


A Let me start by saying that I have nothing to 
confirm speculation that fighting has spread beyond the City 
of Hammah, and I don't think any useful purpose would be 
served by dealing with rumors and speculation. 


Q Where is fighting going on and how serious is 
it? 


A We have indicated in the past couple of days 
that there has been fighting in the City of Hammah. Syrian 
Government spokesmen themselves have now commented on devel- 
Opments there, and I'm sure you've seen the press reports 
of statements by the Syrian officials. 


Q Dean, do you have any information on the 
number of Soviet military advisers currently in Syria, and 
whether they are in any way in the line of fire? 


A No. I'm sorry. I don't have any up-to-date 
information I can give you on that. 


Q Dean, the speculation that you don't want to 
confirm came from an official on Secretary Weinberger's , 
plane. I'm wondering whether the Pentagon and the State 
Department are getting the same information from the same 
sources about the Syrian situation. 


A I am, Of course, aware of the reports you're 
referring to, but I would want to emphasize that official 
U.S. Government comment on foreign policy matters comes from 
spokesmen or identified officials, not unidentified sources. 


Q Your are invited to go to Hammah by Abd 
Khaddam, the Foreign Minister. Are you going? 


A I'm aware of that invitation. I'm grateful 
for it. I recall, in a previous capacity before I took this 
job, with great fondness visits to Syria. I don't have any 
immediate plans to go because my schedule doesn't permit it 
at the moment, and I'm grateful for the kind invitation. 
(Laughter) 


Q On a more serious note. The Syrians have 
asked the Arab Foreign Ministers meeting in Tunis today to 
apply sanctions against the U.S. for the U.S. application of 
the veto in the Security Council regarding the Golan 
annexation. 


What do you have to say about it? 
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A Nothing new I can give you on that today. 
We've addressed ourselves to that subject in the past, and I 
would have to refer you back to previous guidances on that. 


Q Would you make it available for us? 


A Yes. 


Q Also from Secretary We.nberger's plane 
yesterday, there was a shift in U.S. policy. Do you have 
anything further to say about that today? 


A Not at all. I addressed that yesterday, and 
there's nothing I can add. 


Q Shifting slightly, Secretary Haig announced a 
new U.S.-Moroccan military agreement. Do you have any 
details of that? 


A Nothing I can add to what was reported from 
the Secretary's own party. It may well be that we'll have 
something further to say, but I'd like to defer responding 
to that question until we've had a chance to see the 
complete report on the Secretary's trip to Morocco. 


Q Would there be any point in pointing 
out that we already have a U.S.-Moroccan joint military com- 
mittee there? Is this any change? Can you take that? 


x As I understand it, it was reported as the 
establishment of a joint military commission, but I simply 
don't have any further details I can offer you on that. 


Q I have two questions, but the first: When 
will Fairbanks be going to the Middle East? You said next 
week. 


BN Yes. I don't have a more specific time I can 
give you today. 


Q Something else, and I ask my colleagues to 
forsive me if it's a little long. For two weeks now I've 
been trying to get some information about some Palestinian 
group that is visiting the United States and supposedly have 
met with some government officials. 


I haven't been able to get anywhere. The group is 
partially supported by U.S. funds through the ICA. Early 
this week I asked you a question, and the question was taken 
and still I haven't got an answer. 
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A You have not received an answer? 
Q I have not received an answer. 


A Let me look into that, and we'll endeavor to 
get an answer for you. I don‘t know what has happened to it. 


Q Then I would like to add to the question now 
the following, if possible: Why nobody has been willing to 
answer these questions? What is the policy in this matter -- 
I mean, if there is a policy as to U.S. funding of these 
Palestinians? They're not youths. I found out that they are 
40. I mean, none of them is younger than 40 years old, 
although they're supposedly here as youth groups sponsored 
by the U.S. Youth Council. 


Three: I would like to know if they met any State 
Department officials, who they met and what they talked 
about? And, again, if possible, what's the purpose other 
than that, and how were they selected? 


That's all, if you can answer, if it's possible. 
And the least, their names, if possible. And I would please 
really ask you because I've been waiting for two weeks to 
get something on this. 


4 We'll be glad to look into it. 


Q Was there ever a clarification of what it was 
Secretary Haig said, if anything, about continual U.S. 
pressure on the European allies on the pipeline? 


iN Beyond what I gave you yesterday? No. 


Q Can I put the question to you, then, is it 
the position of this Department or this Administration that 
the United States should not put continual pressure on the 
allies on the pipeline question? 


a I just think that the Secretary's remarks 
which I gave you yesterday speak for themselves, and I 
simply don't have anything to add on that subject. 


Q I know there's nothing in there from our 
side. I'm just putting the question. Is that the position? 


EN The position is as the Secretary expressed 


it. 
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Q On the pipeline, do you have confirmation on 
the report now repeated by TASS of French banks advancing a 
Sizable loan to the Soviet Union for construction of part of 
the pipeline, or do you have any comment on this? 


A The only comment is the one I made yesterday. 
At that time we had no confirmation, and I would be glad to 
check again today to see if we do. But as of now the answer 
is we still do not. 


Q A series of questions on Central America, 
starting with, if we could, El Salvador, please. 


Could you outline for us what the existing U.S. 
official Government policy is regarding the carrying of arms 
by American military advisers in El Salvador? 


iss Your question refers, I think, to the -- 


Q My question refers strictly to the official 
U.S. policy on the carrying of arms by American advisers in 
El Salvador. 


A If that is your question, strictly, I refer 
you to the Pentagon for a response on that. 


Q You have enunciated that from this podium 
previously. 


A I know what we've said in the past. 


Q Could you tell us what you've said in the 


past, please? 


A No. I don't want to try and do that off the 
top of my head. I would simply repeat that you should seek 
that clarification from the Pentagon. 


Q Can you tell me whether the Department is 
aware of pictures of American military advisers in El 
Salvador carrying combat weapons? 


rN As I was about to say in response to your 
first question, yes. We understand that a television crew 
did film some members of 4 U.S. technical training team at 
a bridge construction site carrying M-16 weapons. Some in 
the Department have seen that videotape; I have not, and it 
would appear that at least some of those trainers were 
carrying M-l6s. 
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We understand that that situation is being | 
investigated, and any warranted corrective measures will be 
taken. 


Q You suggest that some investigation is 
necessary. Why would an investigation be necessary if 
there's no contradiction of policy or even possible contra- 
diction of policy. That's why I asked about the policy 
first. 


A Again, I will refer you to the Pentagon. 
Q Who is conducting the investigation? 
A I don't know. 


Q From whom do you understand that an investi- 
gation is being conducted? 


A Prom other officials in the government. 


Q Is the activity that you understand to be 
under investigation authorized by the United States 
Government? 


A Again, I don't wish to duck your questions, 
but I still feel that the appropriate place for you to go in 
response to your questions is the Pentagon. 


Q With regard to the U.S. Embassy in El 
Salvador -- which I take it is under the jurisdiction of the 
State Department and not the Pentagon -- the same report 
referred to U.S. Embassy officials who have said that it is 
strictly against regulations -- their words -- for American 
military advisers to be carrying combat weapons. 


Is that what the American Embassy said? Is that 
the American Embassy in El Salvador's policy, and what, if 
anything, is the American Embassy in El Salvador doing about 
this incident? 


A I cannot give you an answer on those 
questions. I first of all have not seen confirmation of the 
report you attributed to the Embassy, and I just have 
nothing to add to what I said. 


Q Has the Department been in touch with its 
Embassy in El Salvador on this subject? 


A We have been in touch with our Embassy on 
this and other subjects, yes. 
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Q Can you tell us anything further about 
those discussions, about those contacts? 


A No. 

Nothing at all? 

No. 

What is being investigated? 


What is being investigated? 


ono FF O FY DO 


Yes. 


Ay Precisely what I told you is being 
investigated. 


0 Which is what? 
A The situation. 
0 What situation? 


Ay Look, you can ask me as many questions as 
you like on the subject, but I'm still going to reply that 
the question should be addressed to the Pentagon. 


Q The Embassy is investigating. 


Q A procedural question: Why should these 
questions be directed to the Pentagon when the initial 
policy regarding the carrying of weapons was put out by 
the State Department as well as other agencies? Why are 
all of these questions going to be referred to the 
Pentagon? 


A Because I think that's the appropriate 
place for them to be put. 


Q Does the Pentagon also have a copy of this 
statement? 


A Of this statement that I just read? 
@) Of the tape, the film? 


A I would assume so. I don't know for a 


fact. 
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Q The investigation, then, is being carried 
out both here and there? Right? 


A In the State Department? 


Q And in the Pentagon. 


A No, I didn't say that there was an investi- 
gation being carried out by the State Department. 


Q Is the investigation prompted solely by the 
video tape or is it prompted by other reports as well, 
such as reports that I've asked you about in the past of 
American personnel being in helicopters over combat zones? 


A To my knowledge, the investigation applies 
to this specific situation reported hy the television net- 
work. The reports you have asked me about in the past -- 
I think you asked about it just the other day -- I have no 
information to substantiate any of those reports, cer- 
tainly not in recent weeks or months. 


Q Could you recall for us what the language 
was that the State Department used last February when it 
was announced that these advisers were going? 


A No, not off the top of my head, but we'll be 
glad to get that for you after the briefing. 


8) When President Duarte was here and he was 


asked about the military, he always would give the 

question to the head of the military who was accompanying him. 
There is a kind of parallel situation here that I'm a 

little disturbed about. Is the State Department satisfied 
that it has control over American military forces acting 


in El Salvador? 


A Yes. 


Q Can you tell us whether the Embassy has 
called the individuals involved in this incident to the 
Embassy in San Salvador to explain to State Department 
officials at the Embassy to ask them about this incident 


or ask for an explanation? 


A No, I have no information to be able to 
confirm that that is true. 
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Q Would it be possible for you to seek such 
information? i 


A Sure. 


Q Could you perhaps address -- leaving aside 
the question of the M-l6s -- whether it is policy to per- 
mit U.S. military personnel to go into areas where there 
might be fighting? 


A This is one of the areas which I think 
touches on what Jim just asked me; and rather than try to 
recollect precisely what we said at the time, I would 
prefer to get it on a piece of paper. 


Q One more on Central America -- on 
Nicaragua: Why does the State Department feel it 
necessary to put out Ambassador Novak's declaration on the 
Miskito Indians, in view of the policy enunciated in the 
annual Human Rights Report released over the weekend, saying 
that the United States would not engage in a policy of 
selective indignation? 


A I don't know specifically what you have 
reference to here. 


Q Is the State Department going to release 
all of Ambassador Novak's interventions at the Human 
Rights Commission in Geneva? 


A No. We have a press release that I indi- 
cated we were prepared to make available. That's all. 


Q With regard to Nicaragua? 
A Yes. 


Q But you're not trying to single out 
Nicaragua? 


A I'm not trying to single out anybody. I 
just made reference to the existence of the press release 
in case you were interested in it. 


Q Can you tell me whether the State 
Department ke in advance of finding out about or hearing 
about the viJeoctapes that American military advisers were 
carrying M-1] apons anywhere in El Salvador? 
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A In this particular instance, I don't know 
that I can speak for the entire State Department. I 
didn't know, and don't know of anyone who did know; but I 
would hesitate to give you a blanket yes or no on that question. 


Q Could we find out? Could you try to find 
that out? 


A If anybody in the State Department knew in 
advance whether anyone was carrying an M-16. 


Q I think that's a reasonable question, yes. 
That's not an awful lot of people presumably. It's the 
number of people who stay in daily contact -- perhaps more 
frequent contact -- with the Embassy in El Salvador. 


A We can look into that. 
Q Thank you. 


Q I gather that some people on the House 
side have been briefed in some detail about the Caribbean 
Basin Plan, and I wonder when you are going to announce it. 


A I have been consistently saying soon, and I 
will have to stick with that. I don't have a specific 
date to give you. 


Q What is it waiting on? 


A It's waiting on full completion of the 
details and on the legislative submission which I men- 
tioned the other day which is expected to go to the Hill 
before the end of the first quarter of this year. 


Q Do you have those figures you were talking 
On just previously this week that you thought would be 
available by the end of the week, on aid figures? 


A I'm sorry I do not, but we would hope to 
have them next week as early as possible. 


C Dean, could you confirm that story in the 
Post today on aid to Guatemala which says specifically 
that aid has been requested and is being held up until the 
Situation improves, which is not exactly what you said in 
your statement on Guatemala yesterday. 





ll 


mS A I don't recall specifically what I said 

: yesterday; but the stories you refer to, or the story that 
you referred to, is essentially correct, even though we 
have not yet released the Fiscal Year 1983 budget figures 
for individual countries. Funds have been included in the 
budget in order to provide the necessary legislative and 
financial authority if a decision is eventually made to 
proceed with a training program. That decision has not 
been made, and we will consult with Congress before 
actually proceeding with either training or military 
sales. 


I thought that is what I said yesterday. 


Q You simply said it was under review; but 
this was that those funds have been requested and will go 
ahead if the human rights situation warrants it, which is 
another step. 


A I would prefer to stick with what I just 
gave you. 


Q You're confirming essentially what the Post 
reported? 


ay Yes, namely that the funds are included in 
the Fiscal Year 1983 budget. 
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Q Is that $250,000 figure correct? 
A I believe it is, yes. 


Q The United States Ambassador to Japan 
Mansfield said in Nashville, Tennessee, that opening of 
U.S.-Japan summit meetings, a Reagan-Suzuki summit meeting, is 
desirable in May for the reconciliation of the two 
countries’ trade friction. Do you support the 
Ambassador's idea or not? 


A That there should be a summit meeting? 


Q Yes. 


A There aren't any plans for the President to 
travel to Japan at this time, but he does look forward to 
meeting with Prime “Minister Suzuki in Versailles this 
coming summer. 
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Q Are you saying the coming summer? 

A Whenever it is, June or July. I think it's 
June. 

Q Also a question related to the area: Do 


you have any comment, Mr. Fischer, on the statement made 

by Senator Goldwater in the Senate yesterday in which he 

charged that the Reagan Administration has failed to live 
up to the Taiwan Relations Act? 


A I have no comment, but I understand the 
White House does, if it hasn't already commented. 


Q The White House? 


A The White House, I think, intends to conm- 
ment on that. 


Q I see. What about the accusation that the 
State Department has tried to block the sale of the FX? 


A Was that contained in Senator Goldwater's 
Q Yes, sir, also in his speech. 
A No, I don't want to comment on that speci- 


fically because I think the White House statement will 
speak for itself on the whole subject that you ask about. 


Q One more question: Also the Senator in his 
statement said that he heard that within the State 
Department the State Department proposition these 
days is that Peking is the Pacific anchor of NATO. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


A I think I would prefer that comments 


regarding State Department policy be made by State Department 


officials, or in the particular instance you asked me 
about first in response to Senator Goldwater, by the 
White House. 


Q Dean, if I could return you tec El Salvador 
for one more moment, does the Department have any problem 
with the statements of Ambassador Hinton with respect to 
the serious excesses about the government's treatment in 
its war against the guerrillas in El Salvador? 


—" 
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A No, we do not, and I think the Ambassdor's 
remarks should be interpreted as noting an awareness on 
the part of the Administration and-the Government of El 
Salvador generally that human rights abuses constitute a 
serious preoccupation in the development of events in 
El Salvador. 


The Ambassador's remarks reflect our concern about 
the situation, and in no way do they run counter to either 
the certification or the human rights report on El Salvador. 


Q Were his remarks cleared with the 
Department before he delivered his speech? 


ay Yes, they were. 


Q Quickly, on a related matter, you put out a 
Statement this week on that movie "Missing" and the 
Foreign Service Association did too. I'm just wondering 
why we chat issued since there was no question raised 
about it at the briefing that I was at? 


a I can't tell you the specific reason why it 
was issued. I understand there was precedent for it. I 
would have to look into the background to tell you more 
specifically why it was released. 


Q Could you do that? 
A Yes. 


Q Could I just ask if you can say anything 
about the timing of Mr. Hinton's remarks? Why now, just 
before a Congressional delegation going down, just after 
the Human Rights Report? Any particular reason why the 
Salvadorans are being warned by the United States at this 
point? 


ny I'm not sure it's appropriate to describe 
what he had to say as a warning. I assume, without having 
personally checked into it, that the speech was not 
something that was laid on all of a sudden, or that it had 
anything to do with the impending visits of Congressional 
delegations. I think the timing was, therefore, quite 
coincidental. 


Q If not a warning, how would you charac- 
terize his remarks? 
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A As an expression on his part, which we 
share, of concern about human rights problems in that country. 


Q Dean, can you confirm that the Secretary 
said “peanuts” when French Defense Minister talked about 
aid to Nicaragua? 


My No, I cannot confirm that. In any event, I 
think our position with respect to aid to Nicaragua has 
been stated a number of times, and we have not altered our 


assessment. 


Q Dean, do you have any comment on the 
Safire column today? 


A No. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 


reign 


Documents, 1982" 


wee 
x 








Olicy Current 


bs p 


+ Declassified for Publication in American Fo 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
' DAILY PRESS BRI=ZFING 


_ TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1982 


INDEX 


Subject Page 


ANNOUNCEMENTS 





Carolyn Johnson introduced... ..ccserecceccccece | 
Secretary Haig going to 3al Harbour, Florica 
2/19/82, for AFL-CIO Executive Committee.......1=-2 


BUCKLEY TRIP .to EULOpe.cceececerecccceccseeccseeeelns,8 
FAIRBANKS TRIP to Middle East... .cccscccsecececeesda4 
HABIB TRIP to Middle East.....cccecccccccccvesccecsm4 
ISRAEL 

Knesset resolution... .cccccccccccccccesccscceecd 


I a kk ns b04h00066040 05 
Arens presents credentials today at White Wouse.4 


JORDAN. 


Military supply relationship..........ieececeees -5 
Weinberger's CEP. cccccccccccscccccccccccccccces 


Israeli ll) ee ee eee a a ee ee ee 


ay Ul & 


EL:’:SALVADOR 





_._.Security_and economic assistance........+sseeeee/ 


SE ee Ee ee ee ee ae 


Alleged political and paramili 1 2 

in Minsteshaseatsstaseesecete ee 7 
No German observers at elections?...................7 
SAG fund COLSOL cece cccccccccccccccccccccceees,,,9 








3 private sector leaders released 


CARIBBEAN BASIN INITIATIVE 
POLAND 


re fo | 


Lech WaleSAa... ee eee e ccc cc ccc ccccccccuccee 10 


ITALY 





Allegations re Michael Ledeen. 
Club of Rome... oon re oo 


COC CCC CEC e CeO eee eeeEeerererececesesecscedd 








PS ad 


Pes Ge BRITA nl RE RETR CI 6 


“lag Beh 


‘ Bsc IE - 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Ly 
t's 
. ,* 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





*¢ 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #27 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1982, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Welcome back to the traveling press 
corps. I would like to first of all introduce a new press 
officer who is named Carolyn Johnson, sitting at the end 
over here. Carolyn entered the Foreign Service in 1979, and 
she recent.ly served as a political officer and a consular 
officer at. our Embassy in Tokyo. She attended Georgetown 
University, and she has a background in public relations. 
We're delighted to have her with us. I hope you will join 
me in welcoming her to the Press Office. 


One further announcement. The Secretary will meet 
with the AFL-CIO's Executive Committee at an 11:00 a.m. 
closed session on Friday, February 19, at the Bal Harbour, 
Florida, Sheraton Hotel. Immediately following the commit- 
tee session the Secretary will hold a press conference. 


If you wish to cover that press conference, then you should con-. 


tact Murr:ay Seeger who is the Director of Information for the 
AFL-CIO. Mr. Se@ger may be reached in Bal Harbour at 
(305) 865-7511, Extension 1177 or 1178. 


Q What is the time of that again, Dean? 

A The Secretary's private appearance will be at 
11:00. His press conference will follow that, we antici- 
pate, sometime between 12:00 and 1:00 p.m. 

Q Will it be piped in here? 

A I would hope so. 


Q Will the press conference deal only with the 
matters that he discussed in the closed session or will it 
be a general press conference? 


A I would guess it would deal with more general 
matters than that. 


Q Is the purpose of the meeting the Caribbean 
Basin initiative? 


A No. Not specifically. 
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When is he going down? 
On Priday. 

Friday morning? 

Yes. 


How long is he going to be down there, Dean? 


r OD Fr ODO F O 


I can't give you a precise return date or 
time. For your guidance, he may be staying on a day or so. 


Incidentally. in that connection, I'll just add 
this. We would not pian to brief on Friday, particularly if 
we can get this press conference piped in. 


Q Will he have any seats on his plane going 
down? 


A I don't believe so, Bernie, without checking. 


Q Dean, can you tell us anything about the 
Buckley mission to Europe that was mentioned by the 
Secretary on Sunday? 


re I can give you a bit on it. We are 
discussing a trip by Under Secretary Buckley and officials 
of other concerned departments to Europe shortly to consult 
with allied governments on a whole range of East-West trade 
and economic issues. 


Dates, itineraries and other details have not yet 
been decided. 


Q How is it that the Under Secretary for 
Technology and other matters is going and not the Under 
Secretary for Economic Affairs. 


A The Under Secretary for Economic Affairs 
position is vacant. 


Q And there is no acting, other than Buckley? 
A Not to my knowledge. 
Q Is Hormats going on this trip? 


A I was just going to add, though I don‘t have 
a list of the delegation to give you today, it would not at 
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all surprise me if Assistant Secretary Hormats accompanied 
Under Secretary Buckley. Let me check that. — 


Q What about European Bureau people? 
Eagleburger going? 


A I can't give you any further names at this 
point. 


Q The Secretary said on Sunday that the issue 
he mentioned was future credits to the Soviet Union. 


A That's correct, yes. 


Q Does the United States have any sort of 
scenario it would like to lay out on how to deal with Soviet 
credits? 


A To underscore what the Secretary said, 
that is a subject that's going to be discussed. I can't 
really give you any further details on it. 


Q On the subject of trips, when -- or have they 
already gone -- are Fairbanks and Habib leaving? ~— . 


A I believe we announced last week that we 
expect Phil Habib to be coming to Washington this week for 
consultations, but there has been no decision yet on his 
returning to the region. 


With respect to Ambassador Fairbanks, he departs 
Washington today for the Middle East where he will spend 
several days each in Israel and Egypt. The purpose of his 
trip is to consult with the leaders of both countries as a 
follow-up to discussions held during Secretary Haig's two 
trips to the areas last month. 


Q Which one is he going to first? 
A I believe Israel. 


Q Dean, is Habib already in town having his 
consultations? 


A To my knowledge he's not, but I didn't check 
that this morning. 


Q With whom will he meet? 








Pe a 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


x Pigs 





A It's customary when he comes for these con- 
sultations to meet with the Assistant Secretary for Near 
East affairs. 


Q The roles of Habib and Fairbanks will be as 
-- Fairbanks will be the autonomy and Habib will be -=- what 
is it? To oversee the peace -- “cessation of hostilities" -- 
Or what is it? 


A That's basically accurate, yes. There's no 
overlap in their responsibilities. As the White House indi- 
cated last week in its announcement, Ambassador Fairbanks 
has been designated a senior assistant or special assistant 
to the Secretary, with the specific immediate responsibility 
for involving himself in the autonomy negotiations. 


Q Do you have any comment on Begin's speech 
yesterday, on the Knesset resolution? 


A No. I don't have a specific comment on the 
resolution. I understand the White House may be addressing 
that question later today. 


Q Has the United States received a letter from 
Prime Minister Begin on that subject? 


A I don't have any comment to give you on that. 


Q What about the Presidential letter to Prime 
Minister Begin? 


A Again I would refer you to the White House 
for comment on that. 


Q When do you expect the Secretary to meet with 
the new Israeli Ambassador? Will it be today? 


A No. To the best of my knowledge there are no 
plans for him to meet the Secretary today. I believe, 
though, that he will be presenting his credentials at the 
White House today. 


Q In other words, you're leaving this whole big 
to-do that is now breaking over Jordan to the White House? 
Is that what we understand you to mean? 


A That's a slightly different question than I 
was asked. I want to reiterate that there's been no change 
regarding our military supply relationship with Jordan, and, 
as the Defense Secretary said this morning, we have not 
received any new requests from Jordan. 
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Q Are we making any new offers to Jordan? This 
seems to be part of the crux of- the problen. 


A I think the Defense Secretary was very clear 
in his appearance on television this morning about the 
nature of the discussions he conducted with the Jordanian 
leaders. I just have nothing to add to that. 


Q He said this morning that the subject of 
Jordan seeking additional arms from us was premature. 
Doesn't that indicate that he left Jordan with an 
understanding that there would be such a request pending? 


A No. Not necessarily. I wouldn't automati- 
cally apply that interpretation to it. But I don't want to 
try to speak for the Defense Secretary. I repeat, he was 
asked about all these subjects this morning, and I thought 
he clearly answered all the questions addressed to him on 
those subjects. I have nothing to add to it. 


Q Has Secretary Haig met already with Secretarv 
Weinberger to discuss their two trips? 


A No. I'm not aware that there's been a 
meeting for that specific purpose. 

Q Did they meet since they came back to town? 

A They have seen each other, yes, since each 


returned. 


Q Has the Department got any more detailed 
report about Weinberger talks in Jordan, Saudi Arabia and 
Oman? 


A We have detailed reports, yes. But, again, I 
don't have anything to add to what the Defense Secretary 
said today or what the Secretary of State had to say on that 
subject Sunday. 


Q The White House said this morning that -- 
Larry Speakes said this morning that there had been a 
request from Jordan. Are you saying that there — 


A I am not aware of that report. I have not 
seen it. 


Q The White House also says that Haig and 
Weinberger met with the President yesterday afternoon. 
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A That's correct. 


Q At that meeting do you know whether they 
discussed the trips of the two Secretaries? 


A It may have come up as an aside. That was 
not the purpose for which they were meeting. 
Q Did they discuss the Jordan-Israel arms -- 


That was not the purpose of the meeting. 
What was the purpose of the meeting? 


I would refer you to the White House on that, 


non FF Oo YF 


You said that Haig and Weinberger had seen 
each other. 


A At this meeting. Yes. 


Q It was at that meeting. It was not a meeting 
between the two of then. 


A Not at all. No. 


Q Based on what you said, then, not what 
Speakes said, you think that Israel is reacting to less than 
correct information or news reports? I mean, the Israelis 


have really been reacting quite unhappy about so-called news 
of arms supplies. 


What do you think Israel is reacting to? 


A I obviously have to let the Israelis speak 
for themselves, but again I indicated that the White House 


would be addressing questions related to this subject later 
in the day. 
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Q On another subject, on El Salvador. CBS has 


reported that there is a planned increase of military aid 


to El Salvador of $600 million. The Washington Post 
reported on Saturday or Sunday about a broad plan of politi- 
cal and paramilitary aid in Central-America. Could vou com 
ment on that? 





A I will comment in general terms. As we rave 
stated previously, we continue to assess El Salvador's need 
for security and economic assistance. The levels of aid in 
both categories requested for fiscal year 1983 will be 
elaborated on shortly. 


' We are also examining the need for addi- 
tional resources, particularly in the economic area for the 
remainder of this fiscal year, but we are not aware of any 
basis for the reported $600 - $800 million 

increases. 


Q What about the secret plan? 


A Ihave no comment. As you know, our stucy 
of that region have been under review for sometime. It 
involved economic, political, security-related. issues. I 
have no announcement to give you today. 


Q You don't deny the existence of it? 
A Of what? 
Q Of the office plan. 


A I'm not confirming or denying the existence 
of any plan. I'm just telling you our situation regarding 
that region is under constant review. 


Q Can we expect something this week in that 
regard in terms of the Central American briefing or announ- 
cement or new policy or anything of that sort? 


A No. 

Q Dean, did you say something about a supple- 
mental there for '82, and would we expect some clarification 
of figures for '83 this early along with the supplemental? 


A Whether or not they're going to precisely 
coincide, I can't tell you. My guess is that it will be in 
approximately the same timeframe. 


Q Can I get back to this European trip for a 


minute? 
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A The one by Buckley? 


Q Yes. You said the Under Secretary for . 
Economic Affairs position is vacatéd. That's the first time 
you said that? 


A The White House announced it the other Gay, 
I believe. 


Q The German government announced on Friday 
that it wsn't going to be sending observers to the 
Salvadoran elections. Do you have any comment? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any comment on the release of 
the three private sector leaders in Nicaragua? 


A Yes. We noted our serious concern when 
those leaders you referred to were jailed initially in 


October 1981. We are gratified that they have finally been 
released. ° 


I would also point out, however, that there 
release in no way erased the serious damage that was done by 
their arrest in the first place to the prospects for 
democratic pluralism in Nicargua. 


Q There seem to be conflicting reports on 
whether the fighting up in the northern part of Syria in 
Hammah has ended or not. Do you know whether it's over or 
what the condition there is? 


A Of course you were on the trip. I did 
address that last week. What I can tell you today is that 
the Syrian government has said that roads around the 
northern city of Hammah have been reopened, and beyond that 
we have nothing to indicate that the situation in Syria has 
changed from what it was when I addressed it last week. 
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Q And that was that there was still fichtine 


continuing? 


A I believe so. I would want to check to be 
sure but that's my recollection, yes. 


Q Dean, back on Salvador. Do you have any 
reaction to the efforts by members of the film community to 
raise money, a million dollars that they're going to donate 
to the leftist cause in El Salvador? 


A No, I have no comment on it. 
Q Can you takea question on it in that recars? 
A What is our reaction to it? 


Q Does it violate any statute? In effect, 
they're making monetary donations to people against -- I 
mean, that we characterize as terrorists and worse. Does 
that government have any reaction to U.S. citizens makinc 
contributions? 


A Yes, I'll look into that. 


Q Yesterday, Ambassador Herman Cohen of the 
Department made some comments downtown before the American 
Legionnaires Convention that were rather startling. I'm 
wondering if these might reflect some kind of change in 
policy toward our government toward the Mexican government? 


He was asked by the people at the conven- 
tion, during the course of a speech he gave, about why the 
Mexican Government: has recognized the Sandinistas and what 
the role of the Mexican Government is in the current situa- 


tion in Central America. He made a quote which I would 
like to give you because it's rather startling. 


He stated "Well, the Mexican government, as 
you know, considers itself to be a revolutionary government. 
They had a revolution in 1912 and ever since then they have 
been calling themselves a revolutionary government in Mexico 
even though the government themselves have become very con- 
servative run by a small oligarchy not doing a very good job 
by the poor people of Mexico or by the vast number of 
peasants in Mexico. However, they call themselves a revolu- 
tionary government. 


"In order to maintain the revolutionary cre- 
dentials, they tend to do things outside of Mexico they 
would not do inside of Mexico which is to support revolu- 
tions. 
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"The revolution of Mexico was over in 1912. 
Ever since then they've forgotten about it, but outside of 
Mexico they've always been friendly with Cuba. Even in the 
worse days of relations with the United States, they've 
always had good relations with Cuba. They feei ctnét 1= they fu 


6 


_ port revolution in Central America that maybe they can keeo 


revolution away from their doors." 


That's a direct verbatim quote from 
Ambassador Herman Cohen. 


Q What is the question? 


A The question is, is the Reagan 
Administration now changing its policy on Mexico, and is it 
the official policy of this Administration that the Mexican 
Government is run by a small oligarchy which is not doing a 
very good job by the poor? 


A I have not seen the statement, and I would 
not want to comment on it without knowing the context in 
which that reported Statement was made. [I will be glad to 


take the question. 


Q Do you know now or have you any better iceas as to when 
the CBI speech is going to be made, who's going to give it, 
when it's going to be made and whether there will be a briefinc 
beforehand for us? — 


A No, I can't give you any details on that 
today. We have consistently said we expect there will be 
some public statement or some public expression soon, but I 
have to leave it with that today. 


Q On another subject for a moment. Lech 
Walesa. Does the U.S. Government know anything about any 
change or possible change in his captivity situation, 
allowed to be visited or anything like that? 


A Not specifically in response to your 
question. We understand, however, that the martial law 
authorities are continuing to refuse to allow Walesa ‘Ss advi- 
sors of his choice in talks reportedly aimed at Solidarity's 
future. 


The martial law authorities on February 
15° made clear their intention to restruce Solidarity 
into a series of guilds rather than a nation-wide organiza- 
tion. 


The follow-up to that, we have nothing to 
indicate that Walesa's terms of detention will soon change 


one way or 
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Q A member of the Italian parliament, “r. 
Bassanini, raised a question concerning Michael Ledeen's 
travels to Uruguay recently, specifically alleging that 
there's some sort of association between Ledeen and Lucio 
Gili, who's a fugitive from Italian justice, believed to be 
in Uruguay. Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. 


Q Do you know if the Italian Government has 
made inquiries to the State Department concerning that since 
they are required by law to respond to a parliamentary 
question? 


A I do not. 

Q Can I ask you one other question? If you 
have such implicit confidence in Michael Ledeen, why don't 
you accept his characterization of the Club of Rome? 

A I don't know what you're referring to. 

Q Referring to a question I asked last 
Thursday about Michael Ledeen's description of the Club of 
Rome aS supported by the KGB? 


4 I beg your pardon. I remember now. Did I 
take that question? 


Q I think you did. I think you said you would 
look into it, if that means you took it. 


A . TI thought your question -- 


Q You said you would look into whether or not 
Bob Hormats was attending a meeting. 


A That's correct. 

Q But you refused to look into the whole 
question of the Club of Rome and why Bob Hormats has a rela- 
tionship with it. | 

A If he does. 

Q Do you refuse to look into, one, if he does, 


and, if so, what the nature of that relationship is or will you 
look into that? 


A I'll be glad to talk to Bob about his rela- 
tionship with the Club of Rome, alleged, reported rela- 
tionship with the Club of Rome. 
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Q I want to get back for a minute to this 
business with Herman Cohen. Does the Reagan Administration 
have under review its previous posture of calling for a 
‘North American Accord with the Governments of Mexico and 
Canada; is that being reappraised at this point? [Is this 
any indication of what Cohen is talking about? 


“ A I can't really address myself to the remarks 
that you attributed to Ambassador Cohen but I can assure you 
that the President's desire to promote, to improve cordial 
relations between Canada ané ourselves and between Mexico 
and ourselves remains as firm as ever. 


Per ed 
. 





; Q Why is a State Department official running 
around saying comments like this? 


A You keep asking me the question but I can't 
comment on it until I know precisely what he said and in 
what context he said it, and I said I would be glad to take 
the question. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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DPC #28 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1982, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


“s _— 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. 


gn 


; I mentioned yesterday that there would be no press 
briefing on Friday because of the Secretary's press con- 
ference in Bal Harbour. I also want to announce today that 
there will be no press briefing tomorrow because of the 
President's press conference. 





The Secretary will be addressing two groups in 
Washington next week. He has accepted an invitation to meet 
with the National Governors’ Association on Monday, the 22nd 
of February, in the Hyatt Regency Hotel on Capitol Hill. We 
expect that the Secretary will speak at about 12:45. If you 
wish to cover this event, you should contact Joe 
McLaughlin, of the Governors’ Association, at 624-5331 for 
information on credentials. 


» 1982 


In addition, the Secretary will address the Inter- 
national Forum of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce at lunch, 
Wednesday, February 24, in the Chamber's headquarters 
building at 1615 H Street, N.W. This meeting will begin at 
about 12:30 p.m. The Secretary is expected to speak at about 
1:10 p.m., and if you wish to cover this event please con- 
tact Jim Bryant of the Chamber at 659-6230. 
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Q Are there any O&As with these? 
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A My guess is yes, but I'll have to check it. 


\ = 


Q There will be briefings both days? 

A We would like to have briefings on both those 
days, but obviously to do so would require that we do it 
prior to his speeches. How do you all feel about it? 

Q Amen ! 

Yes, that's fine. 
Skip the briefings? 


If he has Q&A, skip it. 


ry Oo FY O 


Skip it? 

















2 
MR. ROMBERG: He's not going to have the Q&A at 
the Governor's from the press. 
a Q He's not going to have the -- 


‘ A Questions from the Governors but not the 
press present, is that right? 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes. 
Q The subject matter? 





A Nothing I can announce today. 


: Well, why don't we get together afterward, Jim, 
and you can decide on behalf of the group a consensus on 
what you'd like to do regarding briefings. 


O.K. The next announcement, statement, is as 
follows: 


By an overwhelming vote of 19 to 0 with three 
abstentions, the Organization of American States decided 
yesterday afternoon to accede to El Salvador's request for 
election observers. All participants in the debate, 
including the U.S., strongly supported this outcome. Not a 
single voice was raised in opposition. El Salvador had 
requested that OAS observers witness the election procedures 
during the period February 15 through March 30th and 
suggested that the mission be accomplished by a series of 
visits. En supporting the Salvadoran request, the OAS 
followed established precedent in authorizing invitations to 
three distinguished individuals to serve as observers in 
their personal capacity. 
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That's the end of my announcements. 
Q Do you know who they are yet? 
A I do not have the names of the individuals. 


I understand that they will represent the OAS 
themselves but in personal capacities. 


Q Do you know what countries? 
A I do not yet, no. 


Q Why and by whom was it decided that the 
Europeans would not send observers, do you know? 


A Well, my understanding is tht that is up to 
the European countries themselves to decide. 
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You're probably aware that the El Salvador 
Government did send invitations to a number of countries to 
send observers, end at this point we know of at least 12 
nations who have responded favorably. We would expect that 
the number of favorable responses will grow in the weeks 


ahead. 


Q Do you know how many have responded 
unfavorably? , 


A No, I'm sorry; I do not. 

Q Are these all Latin American countries? 

A Not to my knowledge, but I don't have a -- 
Q Do you know what they are? 


A -- checklist of countries that have ndicated 
that they are willing to send advisers. 


Q Can you get that, Dean? 
A We can certainly look into it, sure. 


Q Dean, the Polish News Agency announced that 
more than 3,000 people have been swept up in an apparent new 
wave of arrests. Do you know anything about it, and what 
reaction do you have? 


A We've seen some recent reports atrributed to 
Polish Radio that that number of people -- 3500 -=- have been 
arrested in the last 48 hours for violations of martial law 
regulations. We are currently checking into this report. 


If it is true, we would find this latest example 
of increased repression to be deeply upsetting. It would 
remove all questions concerning the Warsaw Government's true 
intentions insofar as the continued violation of its 
populace's internationally recognized human rights is con- 
cerned and would make a mockery of all the recent Polish 
Government's statements to the effect that life is beginning 
to return to normal in Poland. 


Q Where does this Government stand on the next 
Slice of sanctions? Last week the Deputy Secretary of 
Commerce -- Mr. Olmer, I think his name is -=- said that it 
was to be decided within a week about the tranche. 
Nothing's happened. Where does that stand? 
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A I can't give you an up-to-date asséssment of 
that. We did make reference earlier this week -- I think 
yesterday, in fact <= to the nission headed by Under 
Secretary Buckley — 


Q Yes. 


A -- to meet with our allies on the question of 
future credits and some other subjects related to that 
overall subject, but as of now there's nothing further I can 
give you on it. 


Q Dean, the head of CARE in Poland has stated, 
after studying the situation there, that he's coming back 
and is going to ask American officials to lift the embargo 
against sending grain and other food materials to Poland. 
Is there any thought of a reassessment of that embargo? 


A Not to my knowledge, Bob, but I have to con- 
fess I'm not familiar with the report you refer to. I don't 
have any information on it. 


Q "Dean, in his interview with Business Week 
this week, Secretary Haig said that the alternatives which 
the United States proposed to the Europeans -- we proposed 
various alternatives to the pipeline to them, including coal 
which is not new, but what he did say is: "We found that 
alternatives" -- etc., etc., etc. -=- had to be discarded 
because of an unwillingness of the bureaucracy to make the 
sacrifices at our end." That is new. What bureaucracies 
was he talking about? 


A Oh, I have no elaboration I can give you on 
the Secretary's comments. The thrust of it is I think that 
we were unable to come up with alternatives which were suf- 
ficiently appealing to the Europeans thus far to persuade 
them not to proceed with the pipeline. 


I would want to emphasize or underscore that we are 
continuing these efforts and, hopefully, we will be able to 
arrive at a consensus within the Government on alternative 
sources of energy supplies which they would find appealing. 


Q When you say “consensus within the 
Government," you mean within the United States Government? 


A Yes, that's correct. That was the thrust of 
the Secretary's remarks. 


Q Well then, the one thrust of his remarks is 
then that it's not as we previously thought -- that the 
problem was that the Europeans just wouldn't go along with 
alternatives but the problem was that there's no consensus 
within the Government. 


A I think both things have to be viewed 
together. I wouldn't suggest to you, nor do I think the 
Secretary was suggesting, that it was solely one factor 
which caused the Europeans to hesitate. 


Q How major a problem is the lack of consensus 
within the Government? 


A I can’t elaborate on what the Secretary said. 
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Q On the Buckley mission, can you provide us 
any more detail than we have, like when it's leaving? And 
on the question of trying to get a consensus on no future 
credits, is that future credits to the Soviet Union? And by 
"future," does that mean for deals not previously agreed to? 


In other words, would credits to help finance the 
pipeline be not included in the list? 


A Bernie, I don't want to be too specific at 
this point. (A), it has not yet been decided -- the date of 
the mission's departure. (B), I have no further information 
today to share with you on the composition of the delega- 
tion. And (C), I think to try to define or refine the specifics 
of the trip at this point would be premature. 


I did say that among other subjects to be 
discussed would be the subject of future credits, but I'm not 
in a position today to be more precise than that. 
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Q Dean, back in El Salvador. Why is it a 
source of pleasure, if that's the right wrd, for the State 
Department that international observers be present at the 


time of the election. 


A It is something that we have welcomed in the 
st. We obviously view the elections as an important event 
what is going on in Salvador these days, and we feel 
that particularly because the announcement of the observers 
in this instance comes from the OAS. It reflects the member 
states interests and concerns with respect to the con- 
tinuation of the democratic process in El Salvador. 


Q Is there a question in your mind that it 
will continue? 


A No, not in my mind. 
Q You think it will continue? 


A Yes. 


Q When you said you welcomed this in the past, 
when, in the past, did you welcome these observers in El 


Salvador? 


A I think in previous statements in the past 
we have indicated our subscription, if you will, to the idea 
of sending observers. If not from this podium then from 
various statements the Secretary and other officials have 


made. 
Q Is that to legitimatize American aid? 


A No, not at all. I think it is to underscore 
what I said, which is that we regard the elections as an 
important step in the contemporary history of El Salvador. 


Q I'm sure that's true, but elections are 
always important in every country. But why important in £l 
Salvador now? 


A You'll have to look at the elections against 
the backdrop of the unrest that is going on down there. 


Q Dean, yesterday, a question was asked about 
some remarks made by Ambassador Cohen to the American Legion 
group here. Do you have any sort of response? You said you 
wanted to place that in context. 


A What I said was that I wanted to see the 
remarks and try to determine in what context they were made. 
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I beg your pardon. I thought it was in the 
book today. We have posted an answer on that. 


Q One other question that you took yesterday. 
_ Phe U.S. Government's attitude toward this fund raising by 
some people in = to make donations to the leftist 
cause in Salvador. Do you have any attitude or opinion 
toward that, whether it's a good idea or do you encourage it 
or “‘scourage it? 


A We will be pane that answer as wel... I 
dou. . have it with me. | - 

Q Dean, on £l Salvador, there's been a number 
of reports in the last several days coming out -- you may 
have been asked this question already -- coming out, 
apparently, of the U.S. Embassy in El Salvador to the effect 
that the war against the guerrillas cannot be won without 
U.S. or other outside military help. Is that, in fact, the 
State Department's assessment of the situation? 





A I don't want to forecast what future actions 
may Or may not be taken or options that may be under con- 
sideration. As you know, our policy on El Salvador and the 
Caribbean is under continuing review and beyond saying that 
we have repeatedly said there are no plans, for example, to 
send U.S. troops to Salvador. I just don't think it would be 
prudent for me, particularly since the Secretary feels the 
same way, to try to indicate what future course of action 
might be undertaken. 


Q I really wasn't asking for that. I was 
asking for the current assessment of whether or not the 
civil war is winable by government troops without some out- 
side military assistance? 


A Por me to try to respond to that question 
would, in a way, signal whatever future steps might be con- 
templated in the future. 


Q There have been a number of signals coming 
from apparently the embassy itself. CIA reports are being 
quoted, military people in the embassy, informed sources and 
others saying that is their assessment. So my question is, 
is it your assessment? We are not operating in a void or a 
vacuun. 


Q Didn't the Secretary address this in the 
T.V. thing last night? 


A I'm sorry. 
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Didn't the Secretary address this in the 


Q 
' #.V. thing last night? 


A That specific question? 


Q As I recall it, yes. He said he knows of no 
such assessment. 
A I don't specifically recall that. But in 


any event I would not want to address specifically the 
question that you put to me. 


Q Dean, just to get a clear picture, what 
you're saying is that the United States is counting and 
relying very much on the electoral process in £l Salvador. 
On the other hand, the Secretary of State said yesterday on 
the television program that there is a broad panorama of 


options. 
A Yes, that's correct. 


Q I don't understand. What are you relying 
on? On the elections or the other options? I can't get a 


clear picture. 


A Again, I don‘t think you can isolate the 
election from what is going on in Salvador. We encourage 
the elections; we welcome their taking place. 


Q But you have a setback. On the other hand, 
you're prepared for other things at the same time? 


A Prepared for other things -- what I mean to 
suggest by that is that the policy is under review and we 
will make announcements concerning the outcome of that 
policy or the evolution of that policy, if you will, when 
the time is appropriate. That entails economic aid, mili- 
tary aid, a variety of related subjects within that broad 
framework which will be addressed shortly. 


Q How do you respond to the question of -- if 
you respond at all -- is American military action, apart 
from the sending of combat troops to El Salvador, under 
consideration? 


A American military action? 
Q Yes. 
A Here, again, I think the Secretary last 


night most recently, while acknowleding there are no current 
plans for any American military action, does not deem it 
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prudent, as it put it, as I recall it, to provide a road map 
to opponents who would then determine their policies on the 
basis of the exclusion of a particular option. So I cer- 
tainly don't want to do that from here. 


Q Without excluding them, are such steps under 
consideration at the moment? 


A I just don’t want to get into the specifics 
of what options may be under consideration. 


Q Dean, yOu may not be able to answer this 
immediately but I wonder if you could take the question as 
to whether this Administration believes that it has the 
legal power to send American troops into £l Salvador without 


the permission of Congress? 


A I wouldn't presume to try to answer that 
without the benefit of some research. 


Q Could you take the question? It seems to 
me it's becoming less than academic. 


A There is such a thing as the War Powers Act. 
I just wouldn't want to try to hazard a response without any 
prepared guidance to that. 


Q That's understandable. That's why I'm 
suggesting that maybe you would like to take the question. 


A The specific question as to whether this 
Administration feels it has the authority to send troops, 
combat troops, you mean, into El Salvador? 


Q Troops into combat in El Salvador without 
the permission of Congress? 


A Bob, I'll take the question with this pro- 
viso. It's a hypothetical, and I fear the mere taking of 


the question might somehow send a signal that this is 
something that we're seriously considering at this point. 


Q It seems to me that you must be since you 
won't rule it out. 


A But I thought I explained the reasons why. 
I don't wish to rule out anything. 


Q I understand that but it seems to me that 


the question is not purely hypothetical. It's a very impor- 
tant question in view of the situation we seem to be facing 
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in Bl Salvador, and I would like to know what the view of 
this Administration is on that. 


A I*ll look into it. 


Q On the election in Guatemala, which is just 
three weeks away, the Secretary General of the Christian 
Democratic Party who is in Washington, held a press conference 
today. There, he suggested that the United States is not 
insisting strongly enough that that be a fair election, that 
the government respect the results of it. Can you respond 
to that at all? | 


A No, Im sorry, I have no response to make to 
that specific statement. 


Q Have we made that clear to the Guatemalan 
government, we expect them to abide by the results of that 
election? 


A I really hesitate to make a comment on that 
because I haven't seen what was said this morning and I 
prefer to look into that further before responding. 


Q Could you take it and look at it? 


A Let me look at the report and then we 
can decide whether or not we have a response. 


Q Also on Guatemala, can you tell us whether 
the Administration has any information about reports of the 
violence involving the Mayan Indians in which supposedly 
fifty people were killed, as to the origin of the violence; 
does the Administration know who did the killing or have any 
idea who did the killing? 


A I don't have any information on it today. I 
will look into it, yes. 


Q Dean, can we go back to the question of 
Ambassador Cohen's remarks on Mexico. The posted response said 
that there is a prepared text. Was that prepared in this 
building? Do you know? 


A I don't specifically know where he prepared 
it. 


Q The response said that those particular 
remarks were his personal statement. What I'm trying to get 
at was, was his appearance overall in his official capacity 
as an Official of INR or were his prepared remarks also his 
personal statement? 
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A I think that statement that we posted speaks 
for itself. 


: Q I think it only speaks to one aspect of the 
thing. It doesn't speak to what I'm asking. 


A I think it made clear that those were his 
personal views. : 
Q It made clear the specific question and 


answer were his personal views. Was the speech overall his 
personal view? In other words, what I'm trying to get at 
is, did you decide it was his personal view because he 
insulted the Mexican government or is he initially sent out 
on a private mission or a mission for the Department? 


A I just have nothing to add to the statement 
that was posted out there. 

Q Have you sent any sort of apology to the 
Mexican government? 

A I don't know. I haven't looked into it. 

Q Did the Mexican government make a complaint? 

A Not to my knowledge, it didn't. 

Q ‘Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #29 


MONDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 1982, 12:08 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. 
I have a couple of announcements today. 


First, barring any technical problems, we will 


be piping the Secretary's speech before the National 
Governors Association. It is scheduled to begin at 


approximately 12:45 today, and we will do our best to pipe 
it into this room. 


The speech will be followed by questions and 
answers. 


Secondly, available in the Press Office are 
limited copies of "Volume III, Foreign Relations of the 
United States, 1951", entitled “Western European Security 
and the German Question." It is in two parts; and be- 
cause of the limited number, we must limit distribution 


to one copy per organization. 


I have a statement on Poland I would like 
to give you. 


The draft plan for reorganizing Polish trade 
unions published by the Warsaw Government on February 
21 is a matter of great importance for Poland's future. 


We, like all those who hope for a return to 
a dialogue in Poland, will be carefully watching the 
government's handling of this matter. 


In the past, the Warsaw Government has stated 
that it intends to reopen a dialogue with the Church 
and with Solidarity. There is no more appropriate sub- 
ject for discussion among the various elements in Poland 
than the future structure and role of trade unions. 


A failure by the government to permit 


Solidarity leaders to play a meaningful role in the 
national debate on this question would remove all doubt 


concerning the government's real intentions. 


I will be glad to take your questions. 
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Q Dean, relative to that, there was a story 
out that Walesa was supposed to be released yesterday. 


Do we have any indication that he was, or is 
about to be? 





A I'm sorry, I have no information to give 
you to confirm that. 


gn 


Q Dean, a technical question on the Haig 
speech. Who is going to do the Q and A? Will that be 
just from the Governors? 


ADR ee aa 


A My understanding is that it will be 
limited to the Governors. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Dean, on Poland, can you confirm the 
story in The Times yesterday morning that new sanctions 
have gone to the President because of differences 
between the State Department and the Defense Department? 





A No. I am not in a position to comment 
on that story. 


Q Can you tell us what the state of play 
on further sanctions is, or if an announcement could 
fi be expected this week? 
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A No, I can't try to give you a time-frame 
on any future actions that may be taken in that regard. 


We will announce them obviously when and if 
they occur. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the 
Buckley mission? 


A The Buckley mission is under consideration, 
but I haven't any dates to give you with regard to that. 


Q Dean, the Secretary said on Priday that 
he would be going this week, if I remember correctly. 


Is that off? 
A There is no definite date set yet, Bernie. 


Q What is the reason for the change, then? 





A Obviously we have to ensure that all 
preparations are completed before he is able to depart. 


Q Is one of those preparations the figuring 
out what we are going to do on sanctions? 


° + 
aotrn Beaten 


Da A That is another way of asking the question 
you asked before, I think. 


I can only repeat that the trip is very much 
: under consideration, and we will announce the date for it 
when he is ready to depart. 


gn 


Q When you say it is very much under con- 
sideration, does that mean it might not occur? 


A No, I am not trying to suggest that to 
you at all. 


Q That would be duplicitous. (Laughter) 


Could you tell us whether the investiga- 
tion on the leak of the story of last Friday has begun, 
who has been investigated so far, what progress has been 


made? 





A I have no details to give you on that. 
We are looking into it, but that is all I can say on it. 


Q Could you tell us, just as a matter of 
practice, whether lie detector tests will be employed 
in the course of the investigation? 
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A I have no idea as to whether that might 
Or might not happen. Personally, I hae heard no dis- 
cussion of that whatsoever. 


Q Do you know whether lie detector tests 
have been employed here at the State Department since 
Secretary Haig has been in charge? 


A To my knowledge, the answer is m. I 
will be glad to look into it, but barring a one-tenth of 
One percent possibility that there is something that 
happened that I don't know about, I would be awfully 
tempted to catetorically say absolutely not. 


Q As you are doing that; could you also 
look into the question of whether there has been any 
wiretapping of officials or reporters who cover this 
building in pursuit of finding out leaks? 
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A Again, Marvin, my answer would have to 
be the same. I will be glad to look into it, but — 


I would appreciate that. 


Q 
A = ~ I'm as confident as I can 
possibly be, that the answer is a cateqorical no. 


Q Dean, uO you have anything in response 
to the speech of President Lopez Portillo yesterday, 
and the proposals that he made for better relations 
vis-a-vis Nicaragua, El Salvador? 


gn 





A I have no information I can give you on 
that today. I will just have to leave it at that. 


Can you take that? 


1982" 


Sure. I will be happy to. 


It is a fairly substantive speech. 


r Oo F DO 


I will be glad to take it, sure. 


Q Dean, Chancellor Helmut Schmidt had made 
a couple of statements in interviews published in the 
London Guardian and elsewhere about efforts both within 
Germany and outside Germany to topple his government. 


Is there any investigation going on in the 
State Department or elsewhere in the Administration to 
find out who here is involved in that effort? 
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A To topple his government? Who here is 
involved in that effort? Did I hear you correctly? 


Q I think you did. 


A No, not at all. That is an internal 
matter. We would not be involved in any way. 


Q Well, with all due respect, when Chancellor 
Schmidt visited the United States, Secretary Haig did 
chastise some people in the Department -- I forget the 
exact words he used -- but for making irresponsible 
remarks or misrepresenting Chancellor Schmidt's policies. 


Although I know it is not usually the practice 
of the Spokesman to comment on off-the-record remarks, I 
think there is no one in this room who deserves his pay 
check who can't list three or four officials of this 
Department who have said at one point or another that they 
would like to see somebody replace Schmidt. 
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So, I think, based on the Secretary's public 
remarks and on Chancellor Schmidt's public remarks, cer- 
tainly an investigation is in order. 


A I am sorry, I just can't follow your logic 
on this. You talk about off-the-record remarks by unnamed 
officials, and you expect me to make a comment on that? 





Q I am talking about public statements of 
Secretary Haig that people in this Department were speaking 
irresponsibly about the head of state of an allied power. 
I am also talking about that head of state of an allied 
power saying that there are people trying to get rid of 
him. And you are saying that you don't think that it is 
in order to investigate whether there might be somebody 


here involved in that. 


A There is just nothing to investigate. It 
is an internal German matter. 


Q Back on the Mexico speech, you can't comment 
on the substance of what the Mexican President is proposing. 
Could you indicate if there is interest or not in pursuing 
that, using Mexico as some sort of mediator? Can you make 


any kind of statement? 


A No. I will have to defer any comment on 
that at the present time. 


Q Can you tell us anything about Philip 
Habib's new mission to the Middle East? 


A This afternoon, Ambassador Habib is meeting 


with the President and the Secretary. I have no information 
at this point I can give you regarding the timing or 
likelihood of his visit, but I would refer you to the 

White House for any announcement concerning his future 


travel plans. 


I would want to add to that that any speculation 
about a “postponement” of his next visit to the region be- 
cause of the fighting in Syria is baseless. 


Q Dean, in what: context did the United States 


Government approach the Palestine Liberation Organization 
and Yasser Arafat to change the cease-fire to a truce, 
and how did the United States Government go about approach- 


ing the PLO? 


A You say in what context did we approach 
the PLO? 


Q Yes. 
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A Obviously, you know that we don't have any 
direct dealings with the PLO. Are you referring to an 
article in the newspaper? 


- Q Yes. 

* A Let me just say that the United States con- 
tinues to believe that the cessation of hostilities 
announced last July serves the interests of all concerned. 

i= 
mo 


: We are gratified by the efforts that have been 
a; made to maintain it and by the lives on all sides that 
; have been saved because of its observance. 


As you know, and as your question suggests, we 
have been active diplomatically, particularly in times of 
tension, to forestall developments that could undermine 
the arrangement and provide an occasion for military 
escalation. 


I am not going to get into the details of those 
diplomatic efforts, but I will repeat that, as we have said 
publicly on many occasions, we urge restraint and caution 
on all who are benefiting from this arrangement. 


Q Back on Central America? Do you have any 
comment on the bombing at the Managua airport yesterday? 


A I thought we had some guidance on that, but 
I guess not. 
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Q You don't know if the Justice Department is 
involved in any investigation since the flight originated in 
U.S. territory? 
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A I*m sorry; I do not. I don't have any 
information on that. 


Q Also, U.S. officials, including, I guess, 
most importantly or most strikingly U.S. Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick, and to some extent the Secretary in his 
speech or in his press conference the other day in 
Plorida, kind of hinted that they thought that press 
reporting out of El Salvador and Central America, in 
general, was biased. 


Does the State Department believe that this 
reporting on the part of U.S. journalists has been biased 
in El Salvador? 


A No, we have taken no official position 
on reporting out of El Salvador. 
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Just a personal comment, clearly we favor 


balanced reporting, and we would expect balanced report- 
ing to continue. 


Q Up. to now, you believe that it has been 
balanced? 


A I just don't have any characterization 
I can give you on that. 


Q Pinally, last week, a Coalition for 
Elections in El Salvador announced its formation. Did 
the State Department have any welcoming remarks for 
that coalition? 


A I'm sorry, a coalition of what? 


Q It consists of former ambassadors to 
the region and some business people and concerned citizens, 
and they held a press conference at the Press Club last 
week for elections in El Salvador. 


A I have no comment other than to under- 
score our own position with regard to elections in 
El Salvador. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on reports of 
the President's decision not to grant CCC credits to 
Romania? 


A The State Department, some months ago, 
supported CCC credit guarantees to Romania for the pur- 
chase of $65 million of U.S. agricultural commodities. 


At that time, this seemed a level appropriate 
to Romania's ability to repay. However, when Romania's 
current financial difficulties became apparent, the 
President decided that it would be desirable to suspend | 
consideration of new U.S. Government-backed credits at 


this time. 


Secretary Haig so informed Romanian officials 
during his February 12-13 visit to Bucharest. 


Q So, it was a decision that was taken before 
last week? 


A Yes, priocr to the Secretary's visit. 


Q Is that the State Department's position, 
as well? 


A Is it the State Department's position? 
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' Q Yes. The wording of your answer is that 
the Secretary passed on a decision made by the White House 
within the context of a differing State Department assess- 
ment earlier. 


A All I will say about that, Marvin, is that 
it is the Administration's position. The Secretary sup- 
ports the decision. 


Q Middle East? 
A Chay. 
Q There has been a lot of controversy re- 
cently about the intimidation of correspondents in Beirut, 
and today there was another piece in The New York Times. 


I was wondering if you have any comment re- 
garding that? 


A No. TI have no comment to offer on that 


Q Dean, also on Lebanon, I understand that 
the leader of the Lebanese Nationalist Movement is in town 


and is meeting today with the State Department officials. 


Can you tell us anything about what they are 
discussing and in what context they are doing that? 


7 A Wo, I don't have any information on that. 
Q Can you take it and give us an answer? 
A I will look into it, sure. 
Q Dean, there is a report out of Tokyo today 


eentes that the Japanese have said that their supplying 
the equipment for the Siberian natural gas pipeline does 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A We are aware cof the contracts signed by 





The Japanese Government has indicated, most 
notably in a January 19 statement by the Poreign Minister, 
it would do nothing to undermine our own actions, 

t also indicated that it would take appropriate 
measures cf its own. 
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These contracts do not represent a violation 
of the policy because they were concluded prior to December. 


We do not believe they represent an attempt 
to offset the sales lost by Caterpillar, because they were 
concluded prior to the suspension of the Caterpillar con- 
tract. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing was concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #30 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD ONLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


: MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. 
I have several announcements today. 


Pirst, available in the Press Office are the 
following testimonies: Larry Eagleburger, the Under Secretary 
for Political Affairs, before the Senate Banking Committee. 
His subject is the Polish Debt. Also available is the testi- 
mony of Elliott Abrams, the Assistant Secretary for Human 
Rights, before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. The sub- 


ject is Implementation of Human Rights Provisions. 


Secondly, because of President Reagan's speech 
tomorrow at the OAS, which I understand is being announced at 
the White House today, Secretary Haig will not address the 
International Forum of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce as pre- 
viously announced. In addition and also because of the 
President's address, we will not plan to have a press 
briefing here tomorrow. 


Q Is there going to be a backgrounder here on the 
President's speech or is that going to be at the White House? 





A I*m coming to that. 


The White House is arranging a press backgrounder cn 
the President's Caribbean Basin Program speech. It will pre- 
cede the speech, and will be held tomorrow, "february 24, at 
10:15 a.m. in Room 450 of the Old Executive Office Building. 
An advanced text of the speech will be available, but 
embargoed until after delivery. No cameras will be allowed. 


It is our understanding that both White House and 
State Department Press Corps credentials are sufficient for 
entry to the backgrounder, but we would urge anybody without 
a White House pass or credentials to call the White House, 
456-2100, to alert them that you will be attending. 


T have a statement to read: 


We in the State Department were saddened to learn 
that our’ good friend, Frank Gill, New Zealand's Ambassador to 
the United States, has been hospitalized. Mr. Gill has, in 
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his one-and-a-half years as Ambassador, become a well-known 


figure throughout Washington, not only tc those on the Hill 
but to the ranking officials of numerous U.S. Government 
agencies, particularly those involved in trade matters. Our 
prayers and thoughts are with Ambassador Gill and his family 
during this difficult time. 


Lastly, the request of the Polish Press Agency that the 
Polish Government is trying Leszek Moczulski and four other 
member of the tiny Confederation of Independent Poland for 
their political activities, as well as the attack carried in 
the Polish media against Lech Walesa unfortunately suggest a 
continuing failure of the Polish military regime to recognize 
the obvious need for genuine reconciliation of all social and 
political forces in Poland. Our concern is heightened by the 
fact that these actions come only one day after the Warsaw 
government issued a draft plan for reorganizing Polish trade 
unions, which left the role which Solidarity will play in the 
mational debate unclear. Contrary to General Jaruzelski's 
promises of a return to “renweal," the Polish Govern ment 
appears to be moving toward increased repression. 


I'll be glad to take your questiuns. 


Q The fact that the Polish Government “appears 
to be moving toward increased repression" might suggest to 
some that United States sanctions have not either been effec- — 
tive or understood by the Poles. [In light of this event, 
what does the United States plan to do? 


A I don't have any specific actions or decisions 
I can announce for you today, Jim. As I mentioned yesterday, 
there are plans in preparation for Under Secretary Buckley to 
lead a delegation to Europe. The date for that trip has not 
yet been set, so I cannot advance you beyond what I said on 


that yesterday. 


Q Is there disagreement between various depart- 
ments holding up the Buckley mission? 


A I would just put it that we wish to make sure 
that all the preparations are in order and completed before 
we announce the date of the mission's visit. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the Japanese moves 
to impose some sanctions on the Soviets? 


A Yes. 


Q Or on their announcement that since the pipe- 
line was already underway prior to the crackdown, they are 
(inaudible) 


A First, on the sanctions, the Japanese 
Government publicly indicated early on that it would take 
appropriate measures of its own in response to developments 
in Poland as well as doing nothing to undermine our 
sanctions. We are, naturally, gratified by the latest 
Japanese Government actions in that regard. 





I did address the pipeline issue yesterday. We 
welcome the steps taken by the Japanese Government in 
response to the direct and harsh Soviet role in the 
repression in Poland. We understand that the last Komatsu 
contract to supply 495 pipelayers to the Soviet Union was 
consumated in mid-November, which thus predated the December 
13th crackdown in Poland as well as U.S. measures that were 
announced later in the month. We have been informed that the 
sale was not backed by official Japanese credits or 
guarantees. 


Purther, United States and Japanese officials have been 

in close contact on the general issue of how to respond to 

events in Poland, and have specifically discussed pipelayer 

sales to the Soviet Union. With regard to future sales, the 
Japanese Government has assured us that they will make utmost 
efforts not to undercut U.S. sanctions. We would, of course, 
welcome any additional measures by the Japanese that would 

ensure that the Soviets bear the full costs of their role in 


Poland. 


Q Do you have anything on the statement out of 
Brussels today that the EEC Ministers have agreed in principle 
on limiting Soviet imports? 


A No, nothing I can give you on that. I'll be 
glad to take the question. . 


Q What is the status, Dean, of American steps to 
impose further sanctions? 


A The status, I think, is as I addressed it in 
response to Jim's question, 


Q -- which is that no decision has been made? 








cuments, 1982" 


PGR <P Woetie. 


nae ted for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Do 


ae" 


ae 





—— ree oe ret we + Se re - ee ——— = -- _—_— -—*. - > - - -- - _—— 


A That is correct. 


Q So it's still under consideration -- at the 
White House? 


A Yes, and I made reference to the trip that is 
planned by Under Secretary Buckley. 


Q But without the time frame? 
A No, no date to be announced yet. 


Q Dean, in response to Jim's question, you 
didn't deny that there are disagreements over what Buckley 
should do in Europe, is that correct? You're not denying it. 


A I didn't confirm it; I didn't deny it. What I 
did say was that preparations are under way. 


Q Yesterday, you said you'd take the question on 
a response to Mexican President Portillo's suggestion on how 
to resolve the El Salvador issue. 


"A Yes. We have ourselves raised directly with 
Nicaragua many of the issues mentioned by Mexican President 
Lopez Portillo. Beginning with the visit to Nicaragua of 
Assistant Secretary Enders in August, we have made a number 
of proposals designed to meet these issues, including 
Nicaragua's security concerns, bilateral assistance, a reduc- 
tion of Nicaragua's arms build-up, and cultural and technical 
assistance. 


We have, however, also stressed a fundamental 
point, that any successful effort to address these issues can 
only take place when Nicaragua ceases its support to the 
guerrillas in El Salvador. This has not occurred. 


Q What aboi't, the part of the U.S. and Cuba 
getting into a dialogue? 


A We're studying the Mexican proposal. 


Q Dean, has the State Department discussed in 
any detail Lopez Portillo's proposals since he made the 
speech, because there are several things that he addressed in 
addition to Nicaragua. 


A Yes, I understand that, but we are studying 
the proposal overall. 
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Q And you're discussing it with the Mexican 
Government? 


A Whether or not there have been any direct conm- 
munications with the Mexican Government, I can't confirm. 


Q Has there been any initiative from the Cubans 
for a dialogue? ‘ 


A I'm not aware of any recent such initiative, 
no. 

Q Dean, I have one more question on the previous 
subject. In light of the sanctions on the Polish situation, 


the Italian Foreign Minister last week, in Washington, put 
forward a proposal for a more formal organization, an econo- 
mic organization of the Western alliance -- sort of an economic 
NATO, as it were. This appeared to be a considered and well 
thought out proposal. Has it been made to the United States? 
Has the United States a view on whether there should be a 

more formal arrangement economically between members of the 


Western group of nations? 


A I have nothing I can give you on that today, 
Jim. I'll be happy to look into it. 


Q Dean, can I go back to Central America for a 
second? 


A Yes. 


Q Daniel Ortega of the ruling junta, Sandinista 


junta, in Nicaragua, also made a speech at the same time in 
which he presented a program of proposals for normalizing 
relations with the United States, and he also submitted it to 
the Secretary-General of the United Nations. Do you have any 


response to his remarks? 
A No, I do not. 


Q Will you take it please? Is it possible to 
get, elicit some response? 


A It seems to me that the response I gave you to 
the Lopez Portillo proposal touches on our response. I'll be 


glad to look into it further if there is anything further we 
wish to say on that subject. I don't want really to commit 


myself to making a firm commitment. 
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Q The Mexican President made quite an effort 
there, and the Secretary had a lot of very flowery rhetoric 
about the great state of relations with Mexico, and your sta- 
tement seems to just "kiss it off" as a useless undertaking. 
I mean, do you have anything constructive in the statement at 


all? 


A No, Bernie. I assure you I read the whole 
statement. But I would not characterize it in the way you 


chose to. 


Q That's the impression you're leaving. 


A Well, that's up to you to decide the 
impression; but this is the statement, and that's where it stands. 


Q Tf it's not the intent, I urge you to get some 
amplification fairly soon. 


Q Congressman Barnes, Chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Inter-American Affairs of the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, wrote in the Christian Science Monitor 
today regarding United States-Nicaraguan relations in the 
hemisphere, and he also has a series of proposals located in 
the third-to-the-last paragraph of the column. Do you have 


any response to it? 


A No, sir, I don't. I saw the article you've 
referred to, but I have no comment on it. 


Q Would it be useless to ask for some response 
to that? Those are fairly concrete proposals as well. 


A I know, but we don't make it a habit of 
responding to every proposal that comes down the pike on 
this. What we do try to do is to make clear, as best we can, 
what our position is on the issue, so I'm a little bit reluc- 


tant to take that question. 


O.K., well, then, more specifically, on a spe- 
cific issue that has been raised over and over, is the United 
States willing to support the idea put forward by the 
Nicaraguans since last fall of joint patrol of the 
Nicaraguan-Honduran border, through which it is alleged that 
many of the arms supply comes? 


A Again, Jim, it seems to me that we have 
addressed on many occasions the subject of our relationship 
with Nicaragua, and I think I would only be repeating that in 
response to that particular question. 
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Q You never addressed that specific question. 


A TI have certainly tried to articulate what our 
policy is with respect to Nicaragua; and if it hasn't 
addressed that specific point, I really don't think I'm 
likely to get any more precise guidance that somehow goes 
beyond what we've already said on that subject. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q One of the things that you mentioned a moment 
ago was that the fundamental point, as you put it, was that 
Nicaragua has to cease its support of the rebels. 


Do you have information that you can share with us 
that documents your case that this support is coming into El 
Salvador from Nicaragua? 


A I can't document it. I did note, though, 
that there was an article that appeared in one of the 
newspapers yesterday or today, alleging that Salvadoran arms 
aid via Nicaragua had been reduced to a trickle. 


What I would say in response to that is that we 
remain convinced that Nicaragua has continued its arms traf- 
ficking to the Salvadoran guerrillas, and that this activity 


has not abated. 


Q There was some talk recently about making 
public some of the evidence that you have at your disposal. 
How does that stand now? 


A It stands that I can't announce any plans to 
make it public today. 


Q In other words, you can't make it public 
today, obvously, but will it be made public in the coming 
weeks? Some of it anyhow? 


A I believe we did indicate the likelihood of 
that earlier, and that has not changed. 


Q Can you quantify your assertion that the arms 
flow is continuing at previous levels? 


A No. 


Q What was the point of mentioning the article 
that said it had been reduced to a trickle? 


A Because it enabled me to get a handle on the 
question that Marvin asked. 


Q You're saying that it has not been reduced to 
a trickle; it's continuing at the same levels, right? 


A It has not abated. 


Q Is that more, the same? 
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A Again, I'm asked to quantify it. I'm not 
able to do that today. 


Q Many people say that Israel annexed the Golan 
Heights because the eyes of the world were on Poland. Do 
you feel that there is a possibility of an Israeli invasion 
of southern Lebanon, and, if so, what is the U.S. reaction 


to that possibility? 


A I think that's quite a hypothetical question 
that I prefer not to address today. Let me just add to that 
that our position regarding the situation in that region is 
well known, and in essence it amounts to the expression of 
hope that all parties would continue to exercise restraint. 


Q What would U.S. reaction be if Israel did 
invade southern Lebanon as was spoken about in Israel about 


a week ago? 


A Again, we've addressed this frequently in the 


past, and I would simply say that any kind of violence 
involving the parties in the region we would deplore, and we 
would hope that it could be avoided. 


Q Have these plans been brought to your atten- 
tion at all? 


A These specific plans? 
Q In terms of a possibility? 


A I have no comment on specific plans as such. 
Again, there was an article that appeared in one of the news 
magazines this week which reported that the Israeli Defense 
Minister, Ariel Sharon, is advocating an attack on Lebanon 
to wipe out the PLO there. In response to that, I would 
note that Israeli defense officials have already dismissed 


the story. 


For our part, we urge all parties to observe the 
cease-fire and to abstain from acts that threaten that 


cease-fire. We would further take a very dim view of 
actions by any party that might threaten the peace in that 


area. 
Q Any word on Habib's trip? 


A I believe the White House announced yesterday 
that the President asked him to return to the Middle East in 
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order to underline the importance we attach to the preser- 
vation and strengthening of the ceassation of hostilities 


that he helped arrange last July. 


As was the case in his previous missions, 
Ambassador Habib expects to see leaders in several 
countries, but there will be no details provided about his 
itinerary at this time. However, he does plan to leave for 


the region later this week. 


Q Dean, in regard to the cease-fire, PLO offi- 
cials have been saying that they regard the cease-fire as 
applying only to the Lebanese border, and Ariel Sharon gave 
an interview where he said it applies to the entire area, 


land, sea and air. 
Can you clarify that or have a comment on it? 


A No. I really can't clarify it. We are of 
the opinion that the cessation of hostilities is hopefully 
sufficiently broad to prevent violence instigated by any 


party. 


Q Apparently there is a different interpreta- 
tion on exactly where it applies, though. One other, also on 
the Middle East: Jordan just expelled the entire Syrian 
Embassy from Amman. I was wondering if you had any comment 
or clarification on that? 


A No. I have no comment on it, and, apart from 
seeing a report about it, I'd have to look into it. 


Q Yesterday you didn't have anything on the 
visit of Walid Jumblat and the meetings of the Lebanese 
officials who were here in the last few days with the State 


Department. 


Could you give us some information about the 
meetings yesterday? 


A I believe we were going to post that, were we 
not? It has been or it will be posted. 


MR. TAYLOR: Will be. 


Q Back to Central America. In your statement 
about Lopez-Portillo's initiative, you said that a fundamen- 
tal problem was that the Nicaraguans would not cease 
assisting the rebels in Salvador. 
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The normal litany that you give about the problems 
with Nicaragua include their supposedly building the largest 
military force in Central America and their actions against 


Gissident political voices in their country. 


Is there any reason why you didn't reiterate this? 
Are those problems not perceived as important as they pre- 
viously were? 


A They're indeed important. I just didn't wish 
to bore you. 


Q But, I mean, these are still the problems on 
the agenda that would have to be solved before relations 
between the U.S. and Nicaragua could be normalized? 


A It's obviously in the background of the 
problems and concerns we have with respect to what is taking 
place in Nicaragua. Yes. 


Q Do you have any comment today on the airport 
bombing in Managua? 


A Yes. We have always condemned in the past 


the actions of those who seek to impose their views on 
others by resorting to terrorist tactics, so consequently we 


regard the terrorist bomb explosion in Managua as a 
deplorable act. 


Q Are we taking any measures in view of the 
fact that the flight originated in the United States? 


, 


A I'm told that the appropriate authorities are 
investigating the incident. 


Q If you can't quantify Nicaraguan aid to El 
Salvador, can you give us any idea as to how it's getting 


there? 
A No. But I would hope in the near future 


we'll be able to elaborate on what we have said from this 
podium and elsewhere. 


Q This morning Mr. Rostow up on the Hill said 


that there has been no progress in the Geneva talks, and 
that the Russians appear to be posturing to the galleries in 


Western Europe and Japan. 
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Does the U.S. plan, in light of that judgment, to 
continue those talks? 


A We are now, of course, referring to the INF 
talks. Yes. I am not aware of any plans whatever to cur- 


tail those talks. 
: I must say, Marvin, I have not seen that report. 





Q That's what he said. 


A I am not quarreling with that, but I haven't 
seen it, and I don't know precisely in what context he made 
it. So I would have to reserve any comment on it. 


Q For about two weeks I've been trying to find 
out about Bob Hormats’ appearance at the Club of Rome 
meeting this coming Monday. 


Now, he's listed on the schedule that the Club of 
Rome is distributing and his appointments secretary confirmed 
to me that he's speaking there, why has Secretary Haig 
ordered you not to confirm that for the record? 


A Who told you Secretary Haig ordered me not to 
confirm that for the record? 


Q Well, you're saying that you're defying his 
orders by not confirming it? 


A No. We haven't even discussed it. 
Q Why won't you confirm it? Can you tell me? 


A I haven't asked Bob about it, but if you have 
the confirmation from his secretary, I suggest you go with 
it and don't wait for me. 


(Laughter) 


Q Let me ask you some related questions for the 
record on that which you may want to look into. Does the 
Secretary find it intolerable that one of his top aides is 
committed to destroying the United States as a sovereign nation? 


(Laughter) 


A I'm sure that the Secretary would find it 
intolerable if he knew one of his aides was committed to the 


destruction of the country. Yes. 
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Q Why is it, then, that you won't bring this to 
his attention? 


A It hadn't quite occurred to me to put it in 
precisely that way, I guess. 


(Laughter) 


Q You know, all that that indicates is 
something that's not surprising which is ignorance of the 
public record positions of the Club of Rome. 


B That sounds to me like a comment as opposed 
to a question, so I don't think I'll dignify your comment 
with a rebuttal. | 


Q Let me ask a few more on this same area. 
Does the Secretary find it intolerable to have a top offi- 
cial in the State Department who is committed to destroying 
the Judeo-Christian ethics because he views it as a male fer- 
tility cult. 


A That sounds like quite a bill of particulars 
you've drawn up. I have no comment on that, and I suspect 
on anything else you might choose to bring up in this 
area. 


Q Does the Secretary at all look into what the 
associations, political beliefs and others are of people who 
ask to be appointed to positions in this Department? 


A I think the Secretary is fully confident that 
the people who work for him are not inclined to go along the 
directions that you suggest they are. 


Q But the information is available on the public 
record. 


Q Is Haig planning a trip to Panama? Can you 
say? 


> 


No. 
Q He's not going to Panama? 


Tha srrect. 


> 


Q Dean, to follow that up, I understand that he 
is planning to meet with the Mexican Foreign Minister in New 
York in mid-March, the second week of March. Is that true? 


A I have nothing I can announce on that today. 
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'Q How is the investigation going on the leaked 





A We're looking into it. . 


Q Has anybody been asked in the Department to 
take a lie detector test? 


A I promised to get Marvin Kalb some guidance 
-- who has left, I guess, already -- on that question. I 
don't yet have it, but I would hope to have some by the end 


of the day. 
Q Are you going to post that? 
A Yes. 


Q Two quick ones on Central America. One, 
Defense Minister Garcia is quoted as asking for lots of 
helicopters. Do we have anything on that? 


A No. I have nothing on it today. 


Q And, second, there has been recent specula- 
tion about Argentine presence in Central America. Do we 


have any policy regarding that? 


A Any policy? 


Q Yes. Any response to the press speculation 
about -- 


A I know exactly what you're talking about, but 
I think the Secretary addressed that at one of his recent 
television appearances, and I have nothing to add to that. 


Q Dean, can I take you to the Middle East, the 
Rafah Border. There was a story in DAVAR which appeared 
in PBIS today, and I'm asking about it in regard to this, how 
do you feel about dividing the town of Rafah between Egypt 
and Israel in order to implement the peace agreement at the 
same time that you have denounced time and again the 
partition of Berlin and the building of artificial borders 
between inhabitants of one city? 


A Without accepting the premises of your 
question, I will be happy to look into it and see if we have 


a position on it. 
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Q Dean, the Secretary's speech that was 
scheduled for tomorrow, is it cancelled? It will not be 
given at a later date? 

A I think that is correct, Bob. Yes. 


Q Thank you. 


<tr pong! 


Foreign 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. First, I want to 
extend a bipartisan hand of welcome to one of my 
distinguished predecessors from this podium, Hodding Carter, 
who at least to me is visible evidence that there can be 


life after spokesmanship. Welcome, Hodding. 
MR. CARTER: Thank you. 


PRESS: He used to start the briefing at 12:00 
o'clock. 


(Laughter) 
PRESS: Almost always on time. 


MR. FISCHER: I guess a lot of things have changed 
between that Administration and this one, but that's not one 
we can claim credit for. 


Available in the press office is the testimony of 
Elliot Abrams, the Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs, before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere Affairs. The 
subject is “Human Rights in Nicaragua." 


Secondly, the Secretary will address the 
Conservative Political Action Conference on Saturday, 
February 27, at 11:15 a.m. at the Mayflower Hotel. If you 
wish to cover this event, you should contact Tom Edmonds at 
the CPAC press room, which is the North Carolina Room, 
628-8048 or 628-8049 at the Mayflower Hotel for information 


on credentials. 


Barring any technical difficulties, we'll plan to 
pipe the Secretary's remarks into the briefing room. 


Q Will there be Q&A? 


A I will have to check that. 
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Is there a text? 
At present, no. 
Is there a subject? 


No. None that I can announce today. 


on Fr Oo FY DO 


Is it anticipated that there will be a text, 
or will it be spontaneous? 


A Personally, I'm not aware that there will be 
a text, but I will check into that and we'll let you know 
tomorrow. 


I have a statement on Poland. Despite the 
promises he made in his Christmas eve speech, Premier 
Jaruzelski's remarks yesterday indicate that he has still 
not come up with a meaningful plan for restoring Poland's 
political and economic stability. His only apparent plan 
for the future is to continue martial law. 


Furthermore, his intemperate attempt to blame the 
United States for a continuation of martial law is not only 
absurd but it indicates that the General has been forced to 
look for a scapegoat to help explain the junta‘s inability 
to obtain even a modicum of acceptance on the part of the 
Polish populace. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q When does the next scheduled interest payment 
come up for Poland? 


A I don't know the precise date. I will have to 
check into that. 


Q Has a decision been made to once again pay it 
by the U.S. Government and postpone default? 


A No. No decision has been made. 


Q And on that, do you have any reaction to the 
measures announced by the European Community nations on 
Poland? 
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A Did we not post that yesterday? 
MS. STOCKMAN: Yes. 
Q Do you have a date for the Buckley mission? 


A No. No date to announce today, but it is 
still under preparation. 


Q Does that mean there is still no agreed posi- 
tion on the actions to be taken by U.S. subsidiaries 
overseas? 


A I can only repeat, Jim, that the trip is 
still under preparation. 


Q I'm just curious. Is this the first time you 
have referred to the Jaruzelski Government as a "junta"? 


A I don't believe so. No. 


Q Do you have anything on Romania, par: icularly 
regarding the The Post story today? 





A Yes. The question I assume you have in 
mind is any information we can provide about the $5.8 
million that it owes the United States. 


Q Yes. 


A For the specific details on the procedure for 
repayment of the CCC credits through private U.S. banks 
acting as agents, I have to refer you to the Department of 
Agriculture. 


The State Department first learned of this report 
late yesterday. We've instructed our Embassy in Bucharest 
to seek a full explanation from the Romanians on why they 
are late with these payments, and we will be asking the same 
question of the Romanian representatives here in Washington 
today. 


We will be asking that they bring their payments 
up to date immediately. 


Q Are you confirming that that $5.8 million 
figure is correct and that the U.S. Government has indeed 
paid banks that amount? 
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A As I say, we learned of the report late 
yesterday. We will be discussing that issue with the 
Romanians both in Bucharest and here today. 


Q Do you mean this possibility never came up in 
the talks.that Secretary of State Haig held in Bucharest? 


A The possibility specifically I can't speak 
to, but I did mention on Monday that the Secretary informed 
the Romanians in Bucharest that any further consideration of 
their longstanding request of CCC guarantees would have to 
await the outcome of their discussions with private banks as 
well as the IMF, plus the resolution of their current finan- 


cial difficulties. 


Q Let me make sure I have this straight. What 
you're saying is that you are going to ask them to imme- 
diately make their accounts good? In other words, you're 
going to seek that $5.8 million from the Romanian 


Government? 


A Yes, indeed. We're asking them to bring 
their payments up to date immediately. 


Q And what if they don't? Are they then auto- 
matically in default, or is there some other process where 
they have to be declared? 


A At this point neither the United States nor 
the private banks have declared Romania in default. The 
situation simply is that Romania is in arrears in payment to 
both the government and to the banks. 


Q Did the CCC actually repay the banks what was 
due them? 


A For this I have to refer you to the Departmen 
Agriculture. 
Q I'm still not quite clear about your previous 


answer. Did not the Secretary and President Ceausescu 
discuss this whole problem while the Secretary was there? 


A I acknowledged that. But in specific 
response to a question, did this particular payment arise in 
the discussions, I don't have any information for you. 


Q Yes. But the specific figures and the speci- 
fic payment aside, did not Ceausescu warn the Secretary that 
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they might have to default on some of their payments or get 
an extension? 


A I don't have any information on any warning 
given the Secretary by Ceausescu. The information I have on 
the meeting is what I gave you. 


Q What about the meeting with the Foreign 
Minister? Did he not point out that they might have to do 
this? 


A I just can't confirm that, Bob. 


Q Are you likely to have something on this 
after you complete your discussions this afternoon? 


A Later today? 


Q Yes. 


A I don't know. I don't know precisely what 
time these meetings are planned to be held. 


Q Can you tell us who's doing the meeting? 

A I can find out, yes. 

Q Just a point about this Romania issue again. 
Why is it that the Administration is taking this line on 
Romania and taking a different one on Poland when Romania 


has not experienced the upheavals that Poland has in the 
last three months. 


A different line? 


Yes. 


r Oo PF 


We haven't declared Poland in default. 


Q No. I understand that. Is that what you're 
doing now in Romania? 


A No. I'm not saying that we are -- 
You're asking that the Romanians -- 


Q What I am asking you is, what is the dif- 
ference in the line? : 
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As I understand what you're saying, the Romanians 
are being asked to pay up now and you're going to talk to them 
here and in Bucharest. : 


A Yes. 


Q The Poles are in debt to the United States 
for a lot more than $5.8 million. Have you made a similar 
request to the Polish Government to pay up today? Are you 
alerting them that they have to pay today as well? 


A No. 
Q Why the difference? 


A The answer to that question is that we are 
not asking Poland to pay up today, but I don't see 
what the basic difference is here in our approach to the two 
countries. 


Q The United States Government was paying the 
interest payments on the Polish debt, but it is not prepared 
to do so with the Romanian debt. 


A The point is that we first learned about this 
late yesterday, and we are having meetings today. Until 
those meetings are held, I can't give you any indication as 
to what will be the decision in the future based on those 
meetings. 


Q But you said that you are going to tell the 
Romanians that they have to pay up to date. 


A We will be asking that they bring their 
payments up to date. 


Q Have you ever said that to Poland? 


A I will have to take that question. I don't 
know the answer to that. 


Q Isn't it clear that there are two different 
approaches here? 


A The problem I have with this is that 
we haven't yet had the meetings with them, and so I'm not 
sure that I can accept the premise that somehow there is a 
difference of approach until we've had communication with 
them directly. 
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Q I don't want to belabor it, but obviously you 
have not asked the Poles and you are asking the Romanians, 
and it appears just on the face of it to be two different 
approaches, and I was asking you what -- 


A I can't confirm, without checking, that we 
haven't asked the Poles to do this. 


Q You didn't the last time it came up. The 
U.S. Government paid the money. 


A I understand that. 


Q Are you saying that the Secretary, when he 
came back from Bucharest, had no inkling that Romania would 
default on its next payment? 


A No. I am not saying that at all. I can only 
repeat what I did say which was that the Secretary informed 
the Romanians that any further consideration of their 
requests for guarantees would have to await the outcome of 
discussions with banks as well as the IMF. 


Q I know, but we're talking about a payment 
coming due. Did he know that was not going to be paid? 


A This I cannot confirm. 


Q Dean, does their inability to make this 
payment in any way jeopardize any future consideration for 
CCC credits? 


A Again, I think we have to await the outcome 
of the meetings today before we can prejudge what might be 
the situation as a consequence of those meetings. 


Q Can you at least say whether they are State 
Department meetings, or are Agriculture Department officials 
meeting with Romanian officials? 


A No. I will have to look into who is meeting 
on our behalf. 


Q Did you already say or were you asked when 
these meetings are? What time? 


A No. I don't know the precise times. 
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Q Dean, I want to take you to Vietnam. During 
the just-completed visit of the Armitage group to Hanoi, did 
they discuss anything other than MIA's? 


A No. It is my understanding that they did 
not, and that the visit was conducted solely for the purpose 
of exploring the issue of the missing Americans. 


Q The President's speech yesterday was 
briefly covered by National Public Radio which proceeded 
immediately to give from five to ten times as much time to a 
fired Ambassador, Robert White, who proceeded to denounce 


the President. 


My question is, since most nations know that this 
Government subsidizes National Public Radio, how will you 
explain such unbalanced treatment of the President as com- 
pared to this fired Ambassador? 


A I try to avoid, whenever possible, unless 
temptation overcomes me completely, from commenting upon the 
way in which various media report public events. 


Q Right. Could I follow up with another one? 


A Sure. 


-- MORE — 
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Q Since the diplomatic function area of Adams, 
Jefferson, Franklin and Monroe Rooms are as attractive, in 
my view, as anything in Washington and they're not always in 
use, would the Secretary be willing to provide them to his 
fellow Cabinet officers for their parties? 


A I thought you were going to suggest that we 
move the briefings up there. (Laughter.) 


Q Well, that would be all right, but I mean I 
just wondered if he would -- 


A I presume that you have some reason for 
raising that question. (Laughter. ) 


Q Well, yes. Since you raised that -- 


A I'd like to know what that is before I even 
try to hazard a guess. 


Q Well, it appeared to me to be -- I guess you 
guessed it, Dean; you're very perceptive. It would appear 
to be much more appropriate than having big cocktail parties 
in the middle of a National Cemetery, don't you think? 


(Laughter. ) 


A I still am somewhat in the dark as what 
thrust your kind of question -- 


Q Well, sure, these are beautiful rooms 
up there and I'm just trying to, you know, help the 
Administration avoid embarrassment. There are beautiful 
rooms up there and they're a lot of times not in use. And 
wouldn't the Secretary be willing to help out his fellow 
Cabinet officers, as well as the Vice President's wife, who 


want to hold parties in a nice place? 


A I don't know if anybody is asking that 
question. 


Q Well, the Secretary of the Interior, as you 
well know, had this party and now they are making him pay 
back the funds and so forth. 


A Yes. I know the Secretary is a charming host, but 
I don't know that this question has ever been put to him. 


Q If you could take the question, I'd be very 
grateful; and if you'll excuse me I've got to try to get home. 


A I don't want to delay you. (Laughter.) 
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Q Do you have anything on an OAU Ministers’ 
meeting in Ethiopia? 


A I have no comment to give you on that. 


Q Dean, on the Middle East now, can you tell us 
what the Administration's position is towards the Jewish 
community in the Golan Heights and, in particular, the 
detention of four Pruze leaders by the Israeli authorities? 


A Again, since we didn't brief yesterday -- I 
thought we had some guidance on that yesterday. 


I don't have it in my book today, so I refer you to 
the Press Office for that. 


Q Dean, can we go to another question about the 
Middle East? What can you comment from here on Begin's call 
on Shimon Peres, the leader of the opposition, to form a 
National Unity Government. 


A No comment. That's strictly an internal 
Israeli matter. 


Q O.K., another question. What's the State 
Department position regarding the Gulf Corporation Council's 
declared plan to establish a Gulf Rapid Deployment Force to 
protect their security interests? 


A I would be inclined to think, without having 
checked, that we would make no comment on that; but I'll be 
glad to take the question. 


Q Please. 


Q Dean, why is Ambassador Ghorbal in today? 
Can you tell us anything about that? 


A I'll check to see for what specific purpose 
he's seeing the Secretary. 


Q And who requested the meeting? 


A I don't know. I'll have to look into that 
and let you know. 


Q Dean, do you have any comments on Qaddafi's 
successive visits to Tunisia? 
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A No. 


Q No comment on the rapprochement between Libya 
and Tunisia? 


. A No. I have no comment today. 


Q Dean, I understand the Israeli Ambassador 
said this morning that Israel may take some action across 
the Lebanese border against PLO positions. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A Not beyond what we have said in the past -- 


that we are hopeful that the parties in the region will con- 
tinue to exercise restraint and to observe the cessation of 
hostilities which was established, I believe, last July. 


Q Let's have a filing break, 0O.K.? 
A A filing break. Yes. 


Q Thank you for the response I did eventually 
receive on Hormats' addressing the Club of Rome. 


A Oh, good. (Laughter. ) 


Q And I apologize for my premature statements 
that it wasn't available, but there are a few questions left 
unanswered. 


The response says the fact that Administration 
officials speak before a group does not mean that they share 
their views. Can I ask you: do Administration officials 
often speak before groups whose views they find to be 
repugnant and reprehensible? 


A The premise of that question I just find 
impossible to accept. It presupposes that Assistant 
Secretary FPormats happens to have that attitude with respect 
to the group that he is addressing. 


I haven't discussed this with him. So, frankly, I 
don't think I can even begin to address that question. 


Q Well, I was asking it in general. In other 
words, what I was trying to get at it is: does the fact 
that he's speaking before them presuppose that he doesn't 
find their views repugnant? 
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A I just can‘t characterize any reasons why, 
beyond what we said in the statement that Assistant 
Secretary Hormats was speaking oefore that group. 


Q No. Now beyond that, Mr. Hormats himself, at 
his confirmation hearings and in other places, has endorsed, 
at least in part, and this Department has officially 
endorsed at least in part the views of the Global 2000 
Report, which was prepared by members of the Club of Rome 
for the Administration who had been voted out of office in 1980. 
So that it seems to me that you're not being entirely candid 
and, as a matter of fact, this Department at least has 
embraced some of the views of the Club of Rome. 


A So what? 


Q Well, whenever I've raised the specific 
outlook to the Club of Rome in this briefing you and other 
people in the room have quite properly reacted with laughter 
and ridicule, because it is a laughable and ridiculous 
organization; and their views are not only laughable and 
ridiculous but because they're held by people in positions 
of power liuke Alexander Haig, Robert Hormats and others, it 
is something which is quite dangerous to the security of 
this nation and the world. That's so what. 


A Anything else? 


Q Yes. Dean, Israeli Defense Minister Sharon 
is being quoted as having said that Israel would not allow 
sophisticated American weapons to be sent to Jordan. What 
is your response to that kind of a statement? 


A I don't have any comment from this podium to 
offer you. Those of you who know General Sharon know that 
he speaks his mind usually very forcefully, but I have no 
comment to offer on that statement from here. 


Q Dean, last week I asked about the 
Administration's reaction to Edward Asner's initiative to 
raise funds for the Salvadoran left and you said that there 
would be or was an answer posted. 


A I thought there was. 
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We just don't have anything yet. 
Q So there never was a posting? 


a 


A I guess not. If I said that I was mistaken. 


Q So is the answer to the question the Department 
has no position on it? 


Foreign 


A At present that's correct, but I will check 
that. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Dean, on one of my questions the day before 
yesterday about Rafah. I saw your posting the answer that 
this is a matter of bilateral relations between Egypt and 
Israel. I believe that the peace negotiation between Egypt 
and Israel was also negotiated through the United States and 
the United States is a third party and a full partner of the 
peace process. I don't believe -- I will not take it as a 
bilateral much more than a trilateral, so it's your respon- 
sibility if the City of Rafah is going to be divided and it 
will be human suffering as much as the human suffering in 
West Berlin and other places to look into the matter deeper 
than just giving me an answer that it is a bilateral matter 
between Israel and Egypt. I will appreciate any further 
look into the matter. 
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A Yes, all right; but my recollection is that 
the Egyptians and the Israelis themselves have been meeting 
on this issue. We have not been involved in it, to the 
best of my knowledge, at any point. You are suggesting, I 
guess, we should be involved? 


Q Yes, you should be involved, to my knowledge, 
because you are a partner to the peace process -- a full 
partner. I think there will be human suffering if you 
would demolish homes of people who are not having -- if, 
according to the premise of Israel, that maybe there's a 
security offense, or whatever it is, like in the West Bank 
and Gaza. But this is a different story; it's not the story 
of just, you know, demolishing homes or evicting people out 
of their homes and dividing the city, and the suffering is 
very immense. 


A I hear your opinion and I appreciate it, but 
I think the answer that was posted is the one that we plan 
to stand by. 
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Q What is the Department's position on the list 
of alleged violations by General Sharon of PLO violations 
of the cease-fire? What's the Department's position on 
that? 


A Much the same as I stated it in response to 
an earlier question. We hope that all parties in the region 
will continue to exercise restraint and observe the 
cessation of hostilities. 


Q Does the Department accept as valid that list 
of violations? 


A I don't want to characterize them with the 
use of a word such as “violation." 


Q Dean, do you have anything on Brezhnev's 
reported remarks yesterday on the START process? 


A I do. If you are asking me for our reaction 
to it, first of all I'll be glad to give that to you. 


Brezhnev's reply appears to be a compendium of 
standard Soviet positions on arms control issues. We do not 
see anything especially new. As we said many times before, 
the test of the Soviets’ claims that they are seriously 
interested in effective and verifiable arms control 
agreements will be in their approach to negotiations and not 
in propaganda. 


Q Do you have anything on Philip Habib's 
itinerary? 


A I have nothing to give you on that today. 
A Has he gone to Damascus? 


A I have nothing on his schedule to give you 
today. 


Q But he left yesterday, actually. 


A I'm sorry. I still don't have anything to 
give you on it. 


Q And just following up on Brezhnev, what is 
the position of the U.S. Government on starting START at 
this point? 
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A The position of the U.S. Government? You're 
asking this not in response to Brezhnev's statement but the 


policy in general, is that it? 


Q Well, Brezhnev's statement, Rostow's state- 
ment -- a whole bunch of statements. 


A Our position on the start of the START talks 
remains as it has been described in the past. To reiterate 
that, we will approach strategic arms talks seriously when 
they begin. This means that it's a political fact of 
life that U.S.-Soviet arms negotiations cannot be totally 
isolated from Soviet international behavior generally. The 
Administrations’ review of policy toward strategic arms nego- 
tiations is moving toward completion and we will be prepared 
to proceed with negotiations when conditions permit. 


Q But the INF talks can be isolated from Soviet 
behavior world-wide, is that right? 


A I would only state tht the INF negotiations 
are continuing, and we have explained our approach to those 
in the past. I just have nothing to add to it. 


Q O.K., thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:53 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. A couple of announ- 
cements today. First, at the invitation of Secretary of State 
Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Hans-Dietrich Genscher, the Foreign 
Minister of the Federal Republic of Germany, will visit the 
United States from March 7 to 9 to continue high-level 
U.S.-German discussions. While in Washington, Foreign 
Minister Genscher will also call on the President. The 
visit is part of the continuing German-American dialogue 
and follows recent discussions with Foreign Minister 
Genscher on February 8 in Madrid on the fringes of the CSCE 
meeting and the visits in January by Chancellor Schmidt and 
Foreign Minister Genscher to Washington. 


The discussions will focus on preparations for the 
NATO summit in Bonn. Foreign Minister Genscher will also 
meet with other leading members of the Administration and 
with members of Congress. 


A Do you have the names of who else in the 
Administration they'll meet with? 


A Not today. 


Q Dean, will the visit be confined to 
Washingtoc.:? 


A I don't have any information to suggest other- 
wise, but I really don't have a full itinerary. 


Q Dean, when is the NATO summit in Bonn? 


nN I'll have to get you the dates. I don't 
recall. 


0° It's in June, though? 
A In June, yes. 


Q Is the Foreign Ministers meeting in May still 
on, or has it been -- 


A To my knowledge it is, yes. 


Q In Luxembourg? 
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A Yes. I think that's right, isn't it? 


Q Dean, will there be any other Foreign 
Ministers coming to Washington in connection with the NATO 
summit on the same line as Mr. Genscher? 


A I don't know of any, Joe. 


Q Why is Mr. Genscher coming and not some of 
the others? 


A I can't rule out that others won't, because I 
just haven't checked. 


One more announcement: On February 25, Norway 
became the second NATO member country to deposit an instru- 
ment of ratification of the Protocol inviting Spain to join 
NATO. Canada was the first, on January 8. A formal invita- 
tion to join the alliance will be extended to Spain once all 15 
member countries have ratified the Protocol signed last December 
in Brussels. 


The United States continues to encourage the expedi- 
tious handling of the Protocol ratification process by all NATO 
members. 


0 Why hasn't the United States signed yet? 


A The situation with respect to that is that in 
late January, the President transmitted the Protocol to the 
Senate for its advice and consent. Our current information is 
that the Senate Foreign Relations Committee will take up the 
matter in the very near future, with full Senate action to be 
completed shortly thereafter. 


I will be glad to take your questions. 


Q Can you tell us what the situation is in regard 
to imports of oil from Libya? Is the United States considering 
a cutoff of those imports? 


A It's standard policy, as you all know, not to 
comment on National Security Council meetings; but I can tell 
you that the United States continues to be concerned by illegal 
Libyan support for international terrorism and subversion, and 
that U.S. policy toward Libya remains under review. Before any 
final decisions are taken on U.S. policies toward Libya, we will 
be consulting, as appropriate, with Congress, and we will also 
want to discuss these matters with key allies and friendly 
governments concerned. 
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Q You brought up the National Security Council 
meeting. I didn't. Was that the one on Tuesday? 


A I'm just not going to comment on the 
substance. 

Q Which one are you referring to? 

A I'm not referring to any particular one. 

Q You threw it in. What National Security 


Council -- 


A Just as a reminder of our policy not to 
discuss the substance and nature of National Security 
Council meetings. 


Q Has this been discussed by the National 
Security Council? (Laughter) 

Q How many Americans are still in Libya? 

A My understanding is that there are approxima- 


tely 400. Only about 50 of these are employees of American 
companies. The remainder are employees of Libyan entities 
under direct contracts with them, or else they are spouses 
of Libyan citizens. Prior to the President's request that 
Americans leave Libya, there were some 1500 in that country. 


Q Is the State Department still asking the 
remainder to leave, and are they still leaving? 


A I can't give you a status report beyond the 
figures I just gave you. We've made our wishes known in the 
past. 


Q Can you tell us, for instance, how many might 
have come out in the past month? 

A I cannot, Bob. I'm sorry. 

Q On the outside chance that this is something 


that is being discussed outside of the National Security 
Council, can you tell us if this Administration is con- 
sidering slapping export controls on oil-drilling equipment 
to Libya? 


A No. I don't want to comment on any specifics 
related to this. I refer you again to the consultative pro- 
cess I stated earlier. 
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Q Is the Administration going to begin con- 
Sultations with Congress and key allies on the subject of Libya 
in the very near future? 


A Prior to any decisions taken, we certainly will. 

Q Will it come up in the discussions with Genscher? 
A I don't know. I can't really prejudge that. 

Q Dean, could you specify where Libya continues to 


‘Support terrorism? You referred to that in your statement. 


What were you referring to specifically there? 


A I really don't have a list of all the places with 
me today. 

Q Are you referring to something qualitatively new 
than what they've done for the past ten years. 

A I'm just not in a position today to try to 
detail. 

@) Dean, on that question, as I recall -- and I may 


be wrong -- the last specific criticism of Libya was because of 
their activities in Chad; they have withdrawn from Chad. Has 
there been anything since then that we have been particularly 
exercised about? 


A No, I wouldn't specify any particular event of 
that nature. 

Q Is it just gratuitous concern? 

A No, it certainly isn't gratuitous concern. 

Q In other words, we're all asking why is it that 


it has come up again now when there is no specific incident to 
trigger off this story on the campaign against Libya? Is 
there any specific reason that we don't know about? 


A I can't really speak on whether or not you know 
it or not. (Laughter) No, I just have nothing to add to what I 


said. 


Q Is there any linkage with the earlier reports on 
Libyan “hit squads"? 


A I wouldn't suggest that you make any direct 
connection there. 
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Q What current figures do you have on oil imports 
from Libya? Do you have the current levels? 


A Not with me today. I think I saw some figures 
the other day which we would be able to supply you with. 


Q Dean, let me ask a related question on this? 
Libya as well as three other countries -- one is Yemen, one is 
Iraq, and I don't remember the fourth one -- are listed in 
government regulations as countries supporting international 
terrorism. As long as we're on the subject, can you find out if 
we still consider all four of those countries to have shown con- 
tinuing support for international terrorism? Or is that under 
review? 


Py I'll be glad to look into that. I can't tell you 
today what the latest estimate is, but I'm not aware of any 
changes. 


0 I'm particularly interested in Iraq. 
A Yes. 
Q A number of countries in the region have recently 


been improving relations with Libya -- Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and 
Qadaffi's into Tunisia. Do you have anything to say to these 
particular countries since you're taking this move at this time? 


a No, I have nothing to say about the foreign poli- 
cies of other countries in that regard. 


Q Do you favor these rapprochements? 


A I think those countries just have to speak for 
themselves on the policies they pursue. 


Q Dean, On December 13, a briefing official, when 
the initial steps were taken invalidating .S. passports for 
travel to Libya, the statement was made that U.S. citizens in 
Libya might be in some imminent danger. Has that danger 
increased or receded, or what is the status of that danger? 


A I don't have a value judgment to give you on an 
increase or decrease, but I would again reiterate that the vast 
majority of Americans then in Libya have since left. 


Q Does the United States have any plans to hold 
military exercises near Libya? 


A I have no comment on that, and my “no comment" is 
not meant to convey that I am personally aware of any such plans. 
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Q Dean, do you think that this leaked story pro- 
bably was made in order to prevent any rapprochement between 
Libya and Egypt at this time? 


A Again, I have to go back to what I said in 
response to the first question, which is that we are not going 
to comment, but to go on to say that before any final decisions 
are made, we will engage in the appropriate consultations. 

Q Dean, but when the OAU was going to hold its 
meeting in Tripoli, you had no hesitation about commenting on 
that. I mean that was the decision of that organization. 


A I don't think we did make a comment on that -- 
(inaudible) 


Q Oh, yes. You were very unhappy with it. 


A Wasn't it yesterday I -- 


Q The Organization of African Unity. 


A I'm not sure I recall what you're referring to 
specifically. 
Q I remember that when, I believe -- I'm not sure 


whether they were going to hold their meeting in Tripoli or 
Libya was the next Chair of the organization; and there was a 
statement -- and it may have come in testimony -- 


A You're talking now about a previous meeting, not 
the one that was just held. 


Q No. This was when they were planning to do this. 
And I remember the State Department was not happy with that, 
and made that unhappiness very well known. It just seems a 
contrast between these burgeoning relationships with Libya that 
are going on by the other countries that you won't comment on 
now, but you didn't hesitate to express your displeasure with 
those kind of relations before. 


A I'd have to go back to see what we said in con- 
nection with that. 


Q I'm sorry I can't be more specific on the date 
and exactly who said it. 


A Yes. 





= 
Q At the time the travel ban was announced, I 
think, there were about 2,000 Americans in Libya. In the 
following month, I think the figures were that about 500 of them 
5 had left -- maybe not that many. You're saying now that 


1500 have left in the last month. Did they leave voluntarily? 
A The figures I gave you made reference to 1500 
Originally, and 400 are still remaining in Libya. And your 
question is, did those leave voluntarily? 
Q Did they leave voluntarily? 


A Yes, of course, they did. We didn't force them 
out, if that's the thrust of your question. 


Q At the time the travel ban was announced, there 
were pressures announced that you would be using if they did not 
return voluntarily. Did any of those pressures have to be used? 

A I'm not aware that any pressures were applied. 


Q Dean, why are you steering us away from any 
linkage between this action that is being reported and the 
earlier reports of the hit squads? 


A Would you refresh my memory on what you asked? 
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Q I asked you whether there was any linkage to 
these reports on Libya in connection with the earlier reports on 
Libya, and you said, "I would not suggest you make any direct 
connection with that." 


A Or any specific linkage with that. 


Q Why not? 


A Because our concerns with Libyan involvement with 
terrorism and subversion are not confined to those earlier 
reports. 

Q Dean, there were reports from Italy with General 


Dozier's liberation that PLO and Libyan sources have shipped 
weapons into central Europe via Italy. Under these circumstances 
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how safe do you assess the Bonn visit of the President, 

actually? The German state attorneys agree that there are 150 
armed terrorists in West Germany. There are 300,000 demonstra- 
tors being organized to be in Bonn when the President arrives. 


We have seen what happened in Berlin with Haig. I 
just wonder how useful such an exercise is just because Genscher 


wants it. 


A We have complete confidence in the German security 
officials’ ability to control situations that may arise, as well 
as confidence in our own security. 


Q I'd like to ask you, Dean, about the con- 
sultations that you will have with key governments, as you put 
it, before the final decision is made on Libya and on the 
embargo. Can you give us any clues as to which governments will 


be consulted? 


A No. I made reference to allied governments, so I 
think you can draw appropriate conclusions. 


Q Governments with which we have formal treaties of 
alliance, military alliance, or something like that? 


A No, no, no. 
Q Just friendly governments like Saudi Arabia, say? 


A Friendly allied governments. I can't give you a 
list of the countries with whom we might be consulting. 


Q Would it be a form of paranoia to suggest that 
the embargo on Libyan oil has something to do with the oil glut? 


A I would not accept that premise as applicable. 


Q Dean, is there any linkage between this move and 
reports of Libyan arms going into southern Lebanon? 


A Again, I don't want to be more specific than to 
reiterate that we have been concerned for a long time with 
Libyan involvement in terrorism and subversion. I don't want to 


specify. 


Q Dean, on the consultations with the other govern- 


ments, do you ezpect those will be simply informative, or do you 
expect that we'l ? 


be asking them to join us? 
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A I would not at this point want to characterize 
the nature of the consultations, but the emphasis is on the word 
consultation. 


Q Dean, on a related subject, if I may, the Israeli 
Ambassador is quoted in the papers today as suggesting that 
Israel will be forced to take preemptive strikes against neigh- 
boring Arab countries because of American arms deliveries 
to those countries. Do you have any response to that? 


A A general response. Violence from any quarter 
can only exacerbate the Arab-Israeli conflict, and perpetuate 
the difficulties faced by all concerned in that troubled part of 
the world. The United States cannot condone violent attempts to 
solve political problems of any kind. History has proven time 
and time again that violence begets violence, and no solution 
can be found through armed attacks in the Middle Fast. 


As you know, Ambassador Habib is in the area now on 
his mission to try to help strengthen the cessation of hostili- 
ties which was agreed to last July. 


On the more specific issue of arms, we are of course 
opposed to any arms buildup in southern Lebanon. We are not 
aware of any major infusion of arms from any source since last 
July that could be construed as significantly altering the 
balance of forces. Obviously, this is something we continue to 
watch closely. 


Q Can you make copies of that available? 


A Yes. 


Q Dean, if I could follow up my question, this was 
a specific warning by a specific Ambassador from a specific 
country, Israel. Have you made any direct approach to Israel to 
voice concern about this attitude, that an American arms rela- 
tionship with neighboring Arab countries gives Israel a legiti- 
mate reason to strike at those countries? 


A I don't want to comment on what might have been 
the nature of the discussions we have had with the Ambassador 
from Israel here or with Israeli officials there. 


You asked about the possibility of arms shipments to 
Arab countries? 


Q His rationale, as he was quoted in the press 
today, was that the U.S. policy of arming Arab countries is 
threatening to Israel to such an extent that Israel would be 
justified in a preemptive strike in a matter of time. 
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7 In response to that, I would simply point out 
that President Reagan himself has said -- and I will reaffirm -- 
that we remain fully committed to maintaining Israeli's qualita- 
tive edge in the regional balance of forces. Quantitative 
factors will also, obviously, continue to weigh in our delibera- 
tions. 


At the same time, Jordan is a good friend of the 
United States, and we want Jordan to be secure. We have a 
longstanding military relationship with Jordan, and regularly 
conduct talks with that country about its defense requirements 
and its military equipment needs. 


Q May I just finish up on that specific subject 
following up on Lars' point? The Ambassador's point was that if 
the United States is selling the Arab countries the very best 
that the United States has, specifically F-l15s and F-l6s, there 
is nothing else available to sell to the Israelis to maintain a 
qualitative edge. How do you answer that? 


A I just have no further response to make beyond 
what I said. 


Q Dean, I don't understand how you can say that 
Jordan is a good friend of the United States when Jordan 
rejected Camp David, when Jordan has, in effect, been 
threatening Israel in different ways, when it has harbored all 
sorts of animosities and made statements in the United Nations 
Only two weeks ago in an action in the Assembly to which 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick took strong exception. How can you call 
Jordan a good friend of the United States, and in which way is 
it a good friend? 


A I don't believe that you can apply a particular 
attitude as a litmus test to friendship between two countries. 
As I said, we have a long-standing relationship with Jordan, 
including the military aspect to that relationship; and I stand 
by my description of Jordan as a good friend of the United 
States. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, do you have a response to Defense 
Minister Sharon's statement that Israel will not permit 
Jordan to receive sophisticated arms from the United States; 
Israel will also not allow Egypt to, in his words, remili- 
tarize the Sinai? 


A No, I do not have a specific response to the 
Defense Minister's comments. I was asked a similar question 
yesterday, but I think the answer I gave you in connection 
with the questions posed by the Israeli Ambassador are equally 
applicable to that question. 


Q Dean, could you clarify something in your 
Statement? Are you saying that the United States is not 
aware of any buildup by the Palestinians? 


A Let me read precisely what I said. First, I 
said, we are opposed to any arms buildup in southern 
Lebanon. I then went on to say that we are not aware of any 
major infusion of arms from any source since last July that could 
be construed as significantly altering the balance of forces. 


Then, I concluded by saying that this is obviously 
something we continue to watch very closely. 


Q I don't think anybody disputes the fact that 
the Palestinians have been rearmed. They concede that 
publicly. What is the operative phrase there? 


A I didn't say I was disputing that either. I 
said I was not aware of any major arms infusion. 


Q I thought the Secretary, about a month ago, 
at a press conference on the Mubarak visit, talked about a 
substantial flow of arms into southern Lebanon. 


Q Artillery and missiles. 


A You'll have to link that with the other part 
of what I said about altering the balance of forces in any 
Significant way. 


Q It doesn't alter the balance of force -- 


A What does what mean? 


Q What does altering the balance of forces 
mean? Does it mean in an all-out war Israel could defeat 
the Arabs, or what? The Secretary seemed rather concerned at 
that press conference about the flow of arms. Has he now 
moderated his concern? 
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A No, I don't see that there is any difference 
here in what he said and what I'm saying today. Of course, 
we are concerned by any step that might be taken by any 
party which would contribute to rising tensions in the 
region. 


What we're saying is that we're not aware of 
any major infusion of arms that would significantly alter 
the balance of forces, and the Secetary certainly didn't say 
anything contradictory to that. 


Q Can we carry it one step further? Are you 
Saying that Israel would not be justified in undertaking any 
Operation against a buildup of arms as it exists there now? 


A I would not take that one step further. 


Q In the transcript of what the Secretary said, it 
says, “It's true there are reports of levels of both tubed 
artillery and rocketry moving through Lebanon to the 
Palestinian forces, and southern Lebanon is one of the areas 
that is the focus of Ambassador Habib to achieve a ter- 
mination of these destablizing actions, and in the period 
ahead we clearly have additional work to do in that area." 


So it was “destablizing” then and is not 
destablizing anymore? 


A I said that we are opposed to any move 
which threatens to upset, or rather to contribute to any 
increase in tensions. 


Q What actions are we prepared to take in order 
to stop such a destablization? 


ay Ambassador Habib has returned to the region 
in order to resume the mission that he began last year for 
the specific purpose of doing as much as we possibly can to 
encourage the continuation of the cessation of hostilities. 


Q Do we know where Habib is right now, or could 
you tell us where he is? 


A I believe Ambassador Habib is in Beirut 
today, and I'm not able to give you any further information 
on his future travels for obvious security reasons. 

Q Has he been to Israel yet? 


A Is he going? 


Q Has he been yet? 
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a No, he has not. 


Q Did the Syrians express any desire to refuse 
receiving Ambassador Habib? 


A I don't have any information I can give you 
on that. 


Q Dean, you seem to build that sentence about 
"we are not aware” around an adverb. The adverb is 
"significantly." 


Since you have included that adverb very 
carefully -- you mentioned it -- does that mean that there 
has, in fact, been an alteration in the balance of forces 
but not a significant alteration? 


4 I just think the statement speaks for itself. 


Q Dean, going back to the Israeli Ambassador, 
you keep bridging two things that he said. There are two 
separate things that he said. One, that there is a buildup 
of forces in southern Lebanon among the Palestinian forces; 
and, two, American-supplied arms to other Arab countries are 
destablizing in the sense that it will erode Israel's military 
edge in that area. 


On that specific point, on unrestrained U.S. 
arms sales to the Arab world, do you have any comment? 


a Not beyond what I gave you, no. 


Q If I recall properly the President said at 
the height of the AWACS battle, he had a press conference, 
and his statement was that the United States will not allow 
any country to interfere in U.S. domestic policies. Would 
you consider that the Israeli Ambassador's comment on arms 
to the Arab countries is interference in U.S. domestic 
policies? 


A No, I don't think that would be an 
appropriate characterization at all. 


Q Is it part of the mission of Ambassador Habib 
now to ask the Syrians or the Palestinians to stop the 
insignificant infusion of arms in south Lebanon? Is it 
part of his mission? 


NM I really think that is stretching a bit to 
twist what I gave you earlier as to our assessment about the 
arms situation in southern Lebanon. 


I did explain again today what was the pur- 
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pose of Ambassador Habib‘s mission. 


Q Therefore, I'm asking it because when you 
talked about his purpose you didn't mention anything 
regarding arms infusion to the border area. The question 
is, is he going to talk about it? 


a His purpose is broader than that. That's my 
whole point. It is meant to try to do as much as we 
possibly can to encourage the continuation of the cessation 
of hostilities. 


Q There isn‘t any doubt that there wasn't any 
fire along the Israeli/Lebanese border. The question is 
whether there was some movement or injection of arms to the 
border area and if he is going to deal with the specific, 
maybe narrower problem? Is he going to deal with it? 


Bs I just can‘t be more specific in response to 
you than what I have already given you about the nature and 
purpose of his trip. 


Q Your announcement about Spain joining NATO, 
do you expect any difficulties or objections from other NATO 
members and particularly Greece in view of the statements 
Papandreou has made recently? 


fy On what subject is this now? 

Q On Spain joining NATO? 

A Do I expect any? 

Q Yes. 

A I don't want to try to anticipate what other 


governments may do in that regard. 
Q Today, this morning, the Deputy Prime 
Minister of Greece visited Deputy Secretary Stoessel. Do 


you have anything to say about it? Did they discuss the 
American bases? 


nN I have no comment on that meeting. 


Q Will you take the question, sir? 


A Other than to say it's part of the continuing 
series of diplomatic exchanges that we engage in, I would 
have no comment to make. 
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Q Could I just go back to the balance. 


A The what? 


Q Is one of the goals of Mr. Habib‘s mission to 
achieve a balance of forces or to maintain a balance of for- 
ces along the border? 


A Charlie, I wouldn't describe it that way in 
any way. It was for the purpose of seeking to maintain the 
cessation of hostilities. 


Q There's been no major infusion of arms from 
any source which would significantly alter the balance of 
forces. I didn't know a balance of forces existed. I 
didn't think a balance of forces along that border was one 
of the points on which the United States took a stand. 


A I don't think you should take that statement 
I made in that connection and apply it, or use it as a 
measurement for Phil Habib's mission there. What I'm trying 
to say is that the mission and its purpose is much broader 
than what I said in response to a specific question about 
some comments made by the Israeli Ambassador. 


Q Dean, to pick up Charlie's question now. The 
statement on the balance of forces does not mean, I take it, 
that the status quo insofar as arms on both sides was to be 
preserved, you could read that statement that the PLO could 
devote themselves to catching up co match the amount of 
hardware that the Israelis have on their side of the border. 


A I don't think anybody has any doubts in their 
minds about the balance of forces in that regard. 


Q I do. I do on the basis of what you're 
saying. 


A I don't follow you, Bernie. I'm sorry. 


Q I can read your statement to mean that so 
long as the PLO does not increase its forces to a point 
where it exceeds what the Israelis have positioned along 
the border, that's fine? 


A That's hypothetical, you know. 


Q You can find that in your sentence, do you mean 


A You may not be able to find it in a sentence, 
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but I am telling you that it is such a hypothetical that it 
is beyond my comprehension. 


Q But do you mean it or not? 


A Do I mean what? 


Q Do you mean that the PLO, on the basis of 
that statement, can bring in all the hardware they want to 
achieve a balance of forces to what the Israelis already 
have on their side, or what the Israelis are bringing up as 
well? 


4 That is not what that statement means. 
Q New subject? 
A Yes. 
Q Is the President going to decide today, as it 
is reported, what to do about the question about the sub- 


Sidiaries and licensees in the Polish sanctions? 


A I'll just have to let the day's events 
unfold. 


Q Let me ask you this. Do you suggest that 
people who are interested in the day's events stick around 
anyplace? 


A Not necessarily. 
Q Anything on Buckley's mission? 


A Nothing that I can add to what we said 
earlier this week and as late as yesterday. That mission is 
still in preparation. 


Q Is it Buckley's mission? 

A It is the Buckley mission. 

Q Have you anything on Romania? 
A 


I have some updating I can give you on 
Romania. The Romanians have not yet responded to our 
inquiries about the payment of the $5.8 million dollars owed 
on the CCC loan. A Deputy Assistant Secretary, Tom Niles, 
met with Romanian Ambassador Ionescu yesterday to discuss 
this problem. 


Our Charge in Bucharest, Samuel Fry, was 
instructed to make a parallel approach in Bucharest today. 
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Is that it? 


That's it. 


So the check is in the mail... (Laughter) 


So there's been no decision made on whether 


to declare them in default? 


Q 

A 

Q 

A We are talking about Romania. 

we're are. 
A No. 

Q 


Do you have any idea when that decision might 
be made? 


A No, I can't help you on that. 


Q Does it depend on the day's events? 


A No. I wouldn't necessarily confine it to 
today's events. 

Q Is there any deadline? 

A No, not that I'm aware of. 


Q I had a question about Lannon Walker's trip to 
Europe. 


A Lannon Walker? 
Q Isn't he in Europe? 


A I don't know. It's possible, but I have no 
information on it. 


Q Dean, new subject. Do you have anything on 
Chile, the U.S. Government certifying Chile as making 
progress in the human rights field so that we can sell them 
some aircraft? 


A I have nothing on that today, but let me check 
and see if we didn't have some recent guidance on that. I 
think we did, didn't we? Yes. 


Q You think that will be forthcoming today? 
A I think we have it in the Press Office. 


Q Dean, in connection with human rights. In 
connection with the report that was issued, have you had any 
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reaction from foreign governments that you can share with 
us? 


A In reaction to our human rights report? 
Q Right. 
A No, I have nothing on that that I can give you. 


Q Two short ones on Central America. One, the 
; Nicaraguans have invited the Inter-American Commission on 

: Human Rights to investigate the Miskito situation en loco. 
Does the United States support such an initiative? 


The second question is, Argentina has offered 
unspecified military assistance to El Salvador. Does the 
U.S. welcome the provision of Argentine military aid and 
possibly Argentine military personnel into El Salvador? 


A Taking the second question first, I am not 
going to address what is the U.S. position with respect to 
it. I will only say that press reports concerning the visit 
of General Flores of Salvador to Argentina appear to be con- 
Sistent with official Argentine statements as reported by 
Our embassy. 


As to the first question, I have no position 
I can give you on that today. 


Q Can you take it, please? 
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A Yes, I'il look into it. 


m Q You don't intend to comment at all about 

E third party support for El Salvador, military support? Is 
that going to be a policy while on the other hand we do comment 
on third party support for observing elections there? 


A I have no comment on that question today. 


Q Also on El Salvador. Is there any further 
reaction from here to President Lopez Portillo's initiative, 
particularly the idea that in a negotiated Salvadoran solu- 
tion there can be guarantees that would satisfy U.S. con- 
cerns about a Marxist takeover in El Salvador? 


A President Lopez Portillo's proposal remains 
under study. That's all I can give you on that today. 


Q Do you have anything about U.S. discussions 
with Mexico about it? 


A No. 





19 


Q I heard that the Secretary might see 


— Castaneda somewhere soon? 


+ A I have nothing to announce on that today. 
; 
j Q Do you have anything on the reports about a 
= deal finally being worked out with the U.S. and the Saudis on 


the AWACS? 


ee ee hee 


A On the AWACS? Yes, there's something I can give 
you on that. 


During his recent visit Secretary Weinberger 
discussed with the Saudi leadership the full range of 
security issues of mutual interest to our two countries. 
Included were various follow-up discussions concerning the 
details of a series of arrangements concerning the sale of 
AWACS which we view as very much in the interest of both 
countries. 


The discussions of this subject as well as of 
all other matters of common interest were conducted in the 
traditional spirit of friendship and respect for Saudi 
sovereignty which is fundamental to this relationship. 


We are pleased with the results of the visit 
which contributed to the strengtening of U.S.-Saudi 
relations. 
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Q Can we have a copy of that, too? 


A Yes. 


He asked me a follow-up question: What are 
the results? Let me just say that we are fully satisfied 
with the progress so far in implementing the AWACS sale in 
light of the commitments made in the President's October 
28th letter to Congress. 


Q Was there an official document of some kind 
Signed by the two sides regarding the use of the AWACS? 


A I have no further comment. 


Q Do you know who Weinberger met with -- I 
mean, who was his opposite number? Did he meet with the 
defense minister or was this on behalf of Prince Fahd or the 
King or somebody from the Saudi side? 


AL I think you should ask the Pentagon that. I 
recall reading there were meetings between Weinberger and 
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the Saudi Defense Minister, but I'm not in a position really to 
help you much on whomever else he may have met with. 


Q Can you tell us whether those talks that 
Weinberger had completed the specifications laid down by the 
President? 


A I cannot. I just have no further comment. 


Q Dean, once an agreement is signed between the 
U.S. and Saudi Arabia regarding the (inaudible) AWACS, would 
it be announced? 


A I can't speak to that. I'm just not ina 
position to make any further comment today. 


Q Who will present the arrangements to the 
Congress? Will it be the State Department or the Defense 
De partment ? 


A Somebody help me on that. I'm not sure I 
know it without checking for sure. We'd better check that, 
Joe. I'm sorry. I want to be sure I'm right. 


Q Do you know when it might go to the Congress? 


A No. 


Q And we don't know whether it's actually been 
completed or not, the contractual details? 


A I just don't have any further comment beyond 
what I gave you. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Security 
Council resolution to increase the number of the UNIFIL for- 
ces in Lebanon? 


A I think as we made clear the other day -- I 
think it came up the other day -- we fully support the 
UNIFIL mission, and we welcome the strengthening of that 
force. 


Q What impact do you think the additional 
one thousand will do? What difference will they make? 


A Obviously, there was a belief that that force 
needed strengthening. I'm really not that sufficient of 
an expert in military matters to be able to tell you preci- 
sely what the additional one thousand men will mean to the 
fulfillment of that mission. 


Q One more try regarding the Lebanon arms. 


gn 
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Would you say that Israel has a legitimate reason for con- 
cern with or without the change in the balance of power 


there? 


A Clearly, the Israelis have to speak for them- 
selves on the degree of their concern. I can only reiterate 
that we are hopeful that all the parties in the region will 
continue to exercise restraint. 


Q Coming back to the UNIFIL force, the vote was 
thirteen to zero. Poland and the Soviet Union abstained. 
I'm not clear as to whether they abstained because they 
don't want to pay the money for the upkeep of the force or 
whether there was opposition to the increase in the force, 
the fact that the force is there. What is the problem? 


A I think you have to ask them, Joe. 

Q I know, but we were involved in this, weren't 
we? 

A Yes, but you're asking me to give you reasons 


for the abstention of Poland and the Soviet Union, and I'm 
not in a position to do that. 


Q Can you tell us what the U.S. view is on 
that? 

A I gave you the U.S. view. 

Q I mean in terms of the Polish -- 

A No, I can't. 

Q Continental China has approved the 


resolution. Does that mean that China now will pay toward 
the upkeep of the force? 


A Joe, I just don't have any details on how 
that would work. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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DPC #33 


MONDAY, MARCH 1, 1982, 12:55 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 





MR. FISCHER: I have several announcements today. 
First, John Holdridge, the Assistant Secretary of State for 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs, will testify this afternoon 
before the House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on East Asian 
and Pacific Affairs on the subject, "U.S. Relations with 
Japan." 





The text of his prepared statement is now 
available in the Press Office. It is embargoed until 2:00 
p.m. this afternoon. 


NEARING gh de el? 


Pe ae ae 


Secondly, Secretary Haig will testify tomorrow 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee at 9:30 a.m. The 
subject is “East-West Relations." Due to his testimony, which 
3 I understand will take most of the morning, we do not plan a 
press briefing here tomorrow. 
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Q Does he have a prepared statement? 


A I think there may well be a prepared state- 
ment. Yes, John. ’ 
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An announcement on U.S. observers for the 
Salvadoran elections. The United States is pleased to 
announce its acceptance of the Government of El Salvador's 
invitation to send observers to witness the March 28 consti- 
tuent assembly elections in that country. 


The U.S. observer delegation will be headed by 
Senator Nancy Kassebaum. Other delegation members include 
Congressman Robert Livingston of Louisiana, Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State Everett Briggs, the President of Notre 
Dame University, Father Theodore Hesburgh, Mr. Clark Kerr, 
President Emeritus of the University of California at 
Berkley, and election specialists Richard Scammon and Howard 
Penniman. 





Mr. Scammon and Mr. Penniman will make a prelimi- 
nary visit to El Salvador this week to observe election pre- 
parations as well as the ongoing political campaign. 
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The entire delegation will visit El Salvador 
during the final week of the campaign to witness the polling 
and vote-counting process. 


The United States Government is convinced that the 
electoral process represents an essential first step for a 
peaceful solution to El Salvador's political problems. The 
March 28 elections have been strongly endorsed within El 
Salvador by the Catholic Church and the nation's major 
peasant, labor, business and professional organizations, and 
externally by the overwhelming majority of members of the 


OAS. 


The OAS an’ five countries -- Costa Rica, 
Colombia, Great Britain, Egypt and Uruguay -- have already 
publicly announced their intention to send observers. We 
anticipate that many Latin American democracies will also 
send observer-missions, as will several governments, politi- 
cal parties, or private organizations from other regions. 
The presence of this significant group of international 
observers will help insure the Salvadoran people an oppor- 
tunity to choose their own leaders in free and fair 


elections. 


I would like to clarify press reports, specifi- 
cally a Latin-Reuter dispatch out of i.ima, concerning the 
role of the U.S. in the Ecuador-Peru border dispute. 


We are good friend of both countries. Under the 
Rio Protocol of 1942 the United States, Argentina, Brazil 
and Chile are obliged to offer their friendly serves to seek 
a prompt and honorable solution to the problem. 


We remain prepared to work with the other guaran- 
tor countries to that end, and we are not contemplating any 
initiative outside the framework of the Rio Protocol. 


Finally, we were saddened to learn of the death of 
the New Zealand Ambassador to the United States, Frank Gill. 
The Secretary is sending a letter to Mrs. Barbara Gill, 


expressing his condolences. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 
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Q Dean, on El Salvador, the elections, The New 
York Times is reporting today that the White House is very 





gloomy about the elections, that senior officials there don't 


believe the elections are going to be fair or just. 


I take it that is not the Government position? 


A I don't have any specific comment on the 
alleged statements by Government officials that are referred 
to in the story, but on the general question of the March 28 
election of the constituent assembly, I am aware that there 
has been reference to the history of Salvadoran elections as 
not having been either fair or free. 


President Duarte's own experience in 1972 in the 
presidential elections is a case in point. But the fact is 
that President Duarte, despite his torture, exile and 
threats against his life, returned to El Salvador and has 
committed the current government to free and fair elections 
on March 28. 


We cannot predict how the elections will go, but I 


‘ should point out that extraordinary measures are being taken 


to insure that they are free and fair. The junta picked a 
highly respected independent, Dr. Jorge Bustamante, to head 
the Central Elections Council. That council has a free hand 
in running the elections. 


The council sponsored an intensive interparty 
forum in October, November and December of 1981 to give all 
participating groups a chance to make known their views on 
the electoral ground rules. This forum resulted in a 
detailed electoral law which was promulgated in 
mid-December. 


The government has lifted the state of seige for 
political parties to enable all to campaign freely. All 
parties have access to the media. The military strongly 
supports the elections and has pledged its neutrality. 


Finally, as I indicated earlier, there will be a 
significant international observer presence. 


As to any fears that the Salvadoran army does not 
have the capacity for a military victory, we have repeated a 
number of times that neither Salvadoran nor U.S. policy is 
based upon a military victory. The problems are essentially 
political and economic, and the policies pursued by the 
United States are directed toward that kind of resolution. 
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Our own security assistance to El Salvador is 
essential to allow the Salvadoran Government to defend 
itself while implementing political and economic reforms. 


Q If the United States, as you say, policy is 
not based upon a military victory, why not negotiate with 
the people who are opposed to the government? 


A I think our position on negotiations is well 
known. The Secretary has addressed it a number of times 
ublicly. I really have nothing I can add to an articula- 


tion of that policy. 


Q But is there any feeling in this building 
that after the elections such negotiation might make sense 
between the elected assembly and the forces who are opposed 


to the government? 





A I wouldn't want to try to prejudge the out- 
come Of the elections and signal some kind of policy change, 
even to speculate about it at this point. 


Q On the Fl Salvador (sic) question, do you have 
anything there about the question of these ~hotographs that 
the Secretary has referred to a couple of t:nes -- Le Figaro? 


I'm told that Le Figaro now has a‘nitted or has 
said that these photographs were not of the “iskito Indians 
but of Nicaraguans who were involved in the '78 civil war. 


A My understanding is that the nhotographs 
don't have anything to do with El Salvador but with 


Nicaragua. 


0 I'm sorry. I meant Nicaragua. 
A No. I also have learned that Le Figaro planned 

to make a correction here -- we learned this over the 

weekend -- but I have not actually seen the correction or 

the clarification, so I really don't know precisely what 

they plan to say about the publication of that picture in Le 


Figaro. 


Irrespective of that, though, I would refer you to 
Statements we made on February 5 most recently, I believe, 
in which we said that the Nicaraguan Government has recently 
taken a number of repressive measures against the local 
population. I then went on to point out the relocation of 
the 10,000 Miskito Indians from the border and indicated 
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that this was the latest in a series of repressive acts by 
the government. 


Q Dean, what is your interpretation of the 
remarks made by the Pope yesterday and the implications of 
same? 


A It was a positive statement. It called for 
an end to violence from all sides. It endorsed the appeal 


of the Salvadoran Bishops who, in their recent statements 


and homilies, have urged their people to support the March 
28 elections. 


Q Did you not interpret his remarks about an 
"end to outside interference" as a possible backhanded slap 
at the United States? 


A We don't have a full text of his statement, 
but our understanding is that he made a broad appeal for a 
united effort to end the bloodshed, so that Salvadorans can 
solve their own problems without external exploitation. 
These are goals that we support. 


Q There are two votes, I understand, coming up 
before the House tomorrow, which have a bearing on American 
policy toward El Salvador. One is the Yatron Amendment and 
one is the Solarz Amendment. 


Do you have any guidance for us and for the House 
in anticipation of that vote? 


A I have something I can give you on the Yatron 
Amendment. Since last summer, in fact, before Congressman 
Yatron introduced this resolution in the House Inter- 
American Affairs Committee, our position has closely 
paralleled the thrust of that resolution: Namely, support 
for free and democratic elections in El Salvador, and an 
offer to assist the parties to discuss the terms under which 
they might participate fully in them. 


Unfortunately, the Marxist-Leninist guerrillas 
have rejected this position as they have rejected repeated 
calls by the Salvadoran Government to join the electoral 
process. This process is underway and, of course, in the 
elections of March 28 the Salvadoran people themselves will 
be offered their first opportunity to express themselves 
freely. 
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Q Dean, on the same area, today I gather the 
state Department is putting out a revised list of countries 
which support international terrorism. It now includes Cuba 
and does not include Iraq. 


One, can you confirm that that letters has gone 
forward? And, two, what are the implications of it for both 
countries involved? 


A I don't have the precise timetable for when 
the letter is to be forwarded. I do not quarrel with your 
conclusion that this will be the case. 


I have very lengthy guidance relating to all this. 
I wonder if it might nc* be simpler and easier if we would 
just make it available after the briefing. 


Q Dean, On El Salvador, do we have an estimate 
of the total population that is under the control of the 
guerrillas and, therefore, would probably not be able to 
participate in this election? 


A I don't, Bob, and I don't recall seeing any 
such estimates. 


Q It would obviously affect the credibility of 
the election if a large percentage of the population does 
not vote, would it not? 


A Obviously, we are hopeful that the steps 
being taken by the government will insure that as many 
people as possible throughout the country will participate. 


Q But that depends to some extent on how much 
of the population the guerrillas control since they are 


opposing. 


A I don't have any estimates I can offer you on 
that. 


Q On the election again, a couple of questions. 
First, I know you've had a statement each time we've 
announced that we're sending observers, that the OAS is 
sending observers, or other friendly countries, but do you 
have a statement regarding the fact that most of our allies 
in the Atlantic alliance and most recently, I guess, 
Australia and Japan, have said that they will not par- 
ticipate with observers. 
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Do you have any statement in that respect? 
A No. I have no statement on that today. 


Q The second question is: Of the people who 


will be observing it -- Mr. Penniman -- is this the same Mr. 


Penniman who wrote on elections in South Vietnam in 1972? 
A I don't know, Jim. 
Q Can you take that question, please? 
A Yes. I guess we can look into that. 


Q Third, with regard to the questions of making 
it easier for the rebels to participate in elections, there 
was last year, as Dr. Ungo alluded to yesterday, a hit list 
published by the military, delineating traitors of 138 
individuals. 


The State Department at that time said that they 
understood that the civilian sectors had approached the 
military, and the military had agreed to review that list. 


Do you know whether that list has been withdrawn 
by the military high command? 


A I'm sorry. I don't. 
Q Could you take that question? 
A I'll look into that. Yes. 


Q On Mr. Ungo, will he meet with any 
Administration officials while he's here? 


A I think that came up last week, did it not? 
MR. ROMBERG: No. 
A I'll have to look into that. 


Q Could you also find out, he said yesterday 
that the Democratic Revolutionary Front which he heads, it's 
policy is that the civilian population in El Savlador "will 
not be killed, threatened or harassed because they par- 
ticipate in the elections,” and he said that that was the 
official line of the high command. 
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Is that an accurate statement? 
A I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Would you take that and find out if in fact 
they are being harassed or not? 


A I thought you said “will not be." 


Q He said that they will not be, but the State 


Department has previously put out evidence to the contrary, 
that the voters of El Salvador are being threatened. 


A By the guerrillas. 


Q By the guerrillas. And he's denying that 
that is the case. I'm curious who's telling the truth. 


A I think I've given you everything I possibly 
can on our position regarding the efforts being made by the 
government to insure that the elections will be free, fair 
and, hopefully, open to as many voters as can possibly 


participate. 
I don't really think I would have any further com- 
ment to make regarding his particular accusations. 


Q But isn't it the government's position here 
that the left is trying to disrupt the elections? I think 
that's what John's asking about. 


A All right. tT'1l look into that. 


Q On the arms flow question, is there any evi- 
dence that the State Department wishes to make public? 


A Wish is father to the thought, or to the dee. 
I have no evidence I can give you today. 
Q The U.N. Ambassador, Mrs. Kirkpatrick, on the 


Hill was asked her reaction to the idea of d naval blockade 
by the U.S. to stop the flow of arms to the rebels in El 


Salvador. 
She said that the idea had some merit and might ‘-« 
feasible. Is that Administcation policy? 


I don't want to comment on what steps might 
If it gets into 


A 
Or might not be taken in the future. 
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options, it would just be counterproductive for me to try to 
address. 


Q On that question that Marvin raised, you 
sounded like the Administration is beginning or is- preparing 
to release some evidence. Is that true? Was that a hint to 
that effect? 


A I have nothing I can give you today. 


Q Is that why Cuba is now added to the list of 
those countries supporting terrorism? 


A Jim, this, as I say, gets us into this whole 
subject of a great deal of information I have on it which I 
will make available right after the briefing. 


Q But is an answer to that question included in 
that, do you know? In other words, what is different about 
what Cuba is doing this year compared to last year? 


A We've addressed the huge quantity of arms the 
Cubans arc receiving from the Soviet Union this past year 
compared to previous years and made the point that it is 
much higher than any year since 1962. 


We have also said that we have evidence that Cuban 
arms are being transshipped to El Salvador via Nicaragua. 


-- MORE -- 











"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








2 MEPs 


a oe 


25 Ras 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


— 


-_ er ee 





Q What does that have to do with terrorism? 


A I'm not sure that it has anything to do with 
terrorism per se, and I would have to check the information 
I have. 


Q That's what I'm trying to find out, if that is 
included in your definition of terrorism. 


A I would rather have you read this, and then we 
can address the questions after that, if you like. 


Q Dean, have you ever found a single Soviet 
weapon in El Salvador -- a kalashnikov or anything? 


A I'm not going to comment on that question 
because it gets into the whole question of evidence; and I'm 
just not prepared to address that today. 


Q Dean, on Friday, I asked what the U.S. atti- 
tude was toward an invitation extended by the Sandinistas to 
the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights to investigate 
the situation regarding the Miskitos? Have you gotten any 
guidance on that question as yet? 


A Not that I've seen. No, not.vet. 


QO Second, if you said that the State Department 
had reason to believe that those photos that appeared in 
Figaro and which were alluded to by the Secretary over the 
last couple of weeks was discovered to not be accurate 
necessarily this weekend, was that before or after his 
remarks on Saturday? In other words, did he know or have 
reason to know at that time that those photographs were -- 


A At the time of his remarks? 
Q Yes. 

A He did not. 

Q He did not? 

A No. 


Q Dean, on that, could you tell us who provided 
those to the Secretary? 


A Those what? 
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Q The photographs. 


A I don't know that anyone provided them to him. 
I think someone told him about them, and he may well have 
seen them after they were published. 


Q Was that Mr. Fagoth, the leader of the 
Miskitos? 


A ° No, I don't believe so, but I can't recall 
precisely when the Secretary was first informed of it; but I 
don't believe that that was the case. 


Q Are you saying that he has never seen those 
photographs, but that he alluded to them last week in Bal 
Harbor, just on the basis of hearsay? 


A Well, when you say hearsay -— I mean someone 
did tell him about them. Whether or not he actually saw 
them, I will have to check. I just don't know. I think he 
did, but I want to be sure that I'm correct. 


Q Another area. Secretary Haig was quoted as 
suggesting that American arms sales to Taiwan be linked to 
the development of peaceful unification between Taiwan and 
China. Is this one of the United States position? 


A First, I would like to know where he said 
that. I don't know what you're quoting from. 


Q | I think this was quoted in The New York Times, 
as I remember, since last November. 





A In an interview? 
Q Yes. 


A As you know, there was an exchange of letters 
today between the President and the Premier. I presume 
you've all seen them. I really don't want to respond to your 
question in specific terms. I would point out that there are 
areas of disagreement between us and Beijing. It's not a 
time to go into these matters. We are in the midst of an 
effort to resolve those differences, and with good faith on 
both sides, we believe that we can anticipate a substantial 
degree of further advance in U.S. China relations over the 
coming decade. 


Q Dean, will that work culminate in any kind of 
a new document or declaration of principles, or anything of 
that sort, that might update the Shanghai Communique? 
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A I just don't want to get into specific charac- 
terizations of the discussions which we are currently 
engaged in with the Chinese. 


Q I'm not asking you whether the United States 
is going to recocginize Chinese sovereignty over Taiwan. 


A I know you're not asking that. 


@] I'm askinc you whether this effort that you 
talk about is going to end up in some new, or if that is the 
American desire to produce some new piece of paper that might 
serve as the basis for avoiding some of these disagreements 


in the future. 


A I would only repeat that we are engaged in 
discussions with the Chinese, and stress, if I may, that in 
the exchange of letters between the Premier and the 
President, each referred to a willingness to make efforts to 


overcome the problems that we are addressing. 


e) Would this effort, do you think, require the 
Secretary to visit Peking? 


A I just can't comment or specilate on anything 
beyond what I said. 


Q One last question: Since such exchanges are 
normally in the category of private diplomatic exchanges, why 
were they released? 


A I believe they were released, in fact, I know 
they were released by mutual agreement. And as you know, 
Sunday was the tenth anniversary of the issuance of the 


Shanghai Communique. 


Q Dean, when was the Premier's letter received? 


A Over the weekend. 


0 Well, the weekend starts on Friday night and 
ends last night. I'd like a more specific time. I have a 
reason for asking that. 


A Let me check to be sure, but it was later than 
Priday night. Let me check. Was it Saturday evening, Sunday 
morning? Sunday morning, I think, was when it arrived. Yes, 
it was received then. 


Q Then that explains something. 
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Q Both letters were dated February 28, but 
actually according to some of the news reports, the present 
letter was sent Friday or something like that. 


A Yes. I was asked about when the Premier's 
letter was received. 


Q Why was it dated February 28th, when it 
was actually sent out on the 26th? 


A Well, I don't remember the specific date of 
the President's letter. The President did send his letter to 
the Premier Friday of last week, and on February 28th, the 
Premier sent a letter to the President in response. 

Q Would you say Zhao Ziyang's letter was in 
response to the President's letter or was a letter on his 
own? 

I just did. I said it was a letter in response. 
In response? 

Yes. 

Can I ask you some related questions? 


Yes. 


Gon r OF DO YF 


What is the United States position on this 
Peking claim to sovereignty over Taiwan? 


A Well, let me get it for you because I don't 
want to misstate anything as important as that. 


Q I have a reason for asking you that. 
(Laughter) 


A Oh, I bet. 


Q I think, Mr. Wallach, in his questions, referred 
to this thing, because there was a report to the effect that 
prior to the release of the exchange of letters, the United 
States and Peking were preparing some sort of a joint sta~ 
tement to mark the tenth anniversay of the Shanghai 
Communique. The report. said both sides were working on some 
language that would have the United States recognize Peking's 
sovereignty over Taiwan as a sort of a guid pro guo for 
whatever concessions Peking might make with regard to continued 
U.S. arms sales to Taiwan. 
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A I made reference to the exchange of letters. 
I. have no comment on press speculation that might tend to 
lead one in different directions. I have found the language 
of the Communique, incidentally, if you want me to read it. 


Q For the record. 

A For the record. 

Q Unless you have something new. 
A I have nothing new. 


"The United States acknowledges that all 
Chinese on either side of the Taiwan Strait maintain that 
there is but one China, and that Taiwan is a part of China. 
The United States does not challenge that position." 


Q That is from the Shanghai Communique? 

A That's correct. 

Q So the position has remained unchanged? 
A Well, yes. There is no chanae. 


Q One last question: What is the U.S. position 
on this issue of continued arms supplies to Taiwan? 


A I made reference earlier to the differences, 
the problems, but the only thing I would emphasize here is 
that we wish to work out those differences and problems in 
order for our relations to continue, to develop, and to 
expand. And I just have nothing further to add to that. 


0 Can you confirm news reports to the effect 
that the United States had told Peking that the U.S. cannot 
agree to its demands that the United States cut off its arms 
supplies to Taiwan within a certain period of time? 


A I just have nothing to add to my statements on 
that subject. 


Q Thank you. 


Q From your previous answer, it seems that the 
discussion between the United States and China will continue 
in the future. Mo you have a new target date to resolve the 
difficulties, the differences, because from the previous 
report it seems that both sides decided to resolve the 
issues by February 28, the date the Shanghai Communique was signed? 
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A You are suggesting that somehow the exchange 
of letters indicates that? 


Q No. To resolve the arms sales issue to 
Taiwan, to reach some kind of conclusion. 


A Again, I would have to refer you to what I 
said earlier, which is that the letters reflected a 
willingness to make efforts to overcome these problems. 


~~ 


Q Anything on Ghorbal? 


A You all know that Ambassador Ghorbal met with 
the Secretary. He gave the Secretary an oral message to be. 
given to the President. I have no comment to add to what 
Ambassador Ghorbal had to say in the lobby as he left the 
building. 


Q Is it your understanding that President 
Mubarak does not want to visit Jerusalem? 


A I think Ambassador Ghorbal made a statement. 


Q He did, but that was not clear in his 
statement. . 


A I just have nothing to add to it. 


Q What does the United States feel on this, or 
does the United States have no opinion? 


A I just have no comment to give you on that. 


Q It was described as an urgent message. Having 
heard it, does the Secretary feel that the word “urgent” was 
warranted? 


A Did Ambassador Ghorbal use the word "urgent"? 


Q I believe all the press reports over the 
weekend describing his return here said there were urgent 
messages. 


A Yes. Unless Ambassador Ghorbal used that 
word, I would prefer not ‘to characterize it. 


Q Do you think the situation that warranted his 
return here with the message is urgent? 


A I just have nothing to add to what I said 
about the purpose of his meeting with the Secretary and what 
he himself said. 
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Q Do you have any general opinion on whether it 
would be a good idea for the Egyptian President to visit 
Israel prior to the turnover of the remainder of the Sinai? 


A I just have no comment on that. 


Q Is the urgency perhaps explained by the 
situation along Israel's border with Lebanon? 


A No comment. 
Q Is the situation still as it was when you 


described it on Friday, that there had been no significant 
new arms supplies to the Palestinian positions since July? 








A The situation remains as I described it, that is 


correct. We are not aware of any major infusion of arms from 
any source that could be construed as significantly altering 
the situation in southern Lebanon. We are opposed to any 
arms build-up in that area, and we continue to watch the 
situation closely. 


Q Dean, in that connection, there were two 
caveats -- to use a popular word here -- “major infusion" and 
"significantly altered." Has there been any infusion that 
does alter? - 


A I got into this semantic debate, if you will, 
with your brother the other day. 


Q It's in the family. (Laughter) 


A But it does seem to me that the statement 
speaks for itself. 


Q You can drive three trucks through it? 


A When I say we are not aware of any major infu- 
sion of arms that could be construed as significantly 
altering the situation in southern Lebanon, and that we are 
opposed to any arms build-up, I think that statement speaks 
for itself. We are monitoring the situation closely. 


Q It speaks of testimony of ambiguity, not to 
Clarity. 


0) Dean, do you have anything on Hussein's 
remarks yesterday, specifically his suggestion that the U.S. 
had closed the door on him or turned its back on him in 1980 
when he had the Syrian threat, and therefore, he had to turn 
to the Russians, and that he is still interested in buying 


Weapons from us? 
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A I'm not going to try to address the specifics 
contained in your question. I will reiterate that there has 
been no change in our military supply relationship with 
Jordan. As Secretary Weinberger said over the weekend, “we 
have had no new arms requests from the Jordanians." Any deci- 
sion on future arms sales to Jordan, or any other country in 
the region, will be made in the context of our firm commit- 
ment to Israel's security and the need to bring peace to the 
region. 
As the President said, "Our policy in the area is 
designed to enhance U.S. influence with all states in the 
region. We recognize that Jordan has legitimate defense 
needs, and we want our longstanding military supply rela- 
tionship with Jordan to continue. Our friends in the region 
should be confident that we are interested in their ability 
to defend themselves." 


Q Is it your view, as Secretary of Defense 
Weinberger said, that the Hawk anti-air missiles that they 
now have in place are ineffective? 


A I think Secretary Weinberger is fully capable 
of speaking for himself. I don't want to project my own view 
into that. 


Q Isn't it getting a little academic for you to 
say there that there have been no requests from the 
Jordanians since the King is now publicly saying that he 
would like these arms, and is preparing a shopping list to 
send to us? Do you have any comment on his obvious desire 
for these arms? 


‘A We try to be as scholarly as possible in our 
approach to your questions. 


Q I'm serious. Do you have any comment on this: 
He has now said publicly that he wants the things that he, 
obviously, told Mr. Weinberger he wants. What's the reaction here? 
A Just as I gave it to you. 


Q The Secretary of Defense talked about a formal 
request? It's also semantics. 


A Formal means formal. I don't have anything to 
offer you. 


Q Is there any likelihood of the Buckley mission 
leaving this week? 
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A There is no date I can announce for you. That 
trip remains as we have described it consistently, namely 
under preparation. ; 


Q Where is Habib now? 
A Habib is in Israel now. 


Q There is a report out of Israel that says he 
is there primarily to keep the Israelis from moving into 
southern Lebanon. Can you confirm that? 


A I'm not going to try to go beyond describing 
the purpose of his mission beyond what I said last week. 
It's much broader than that, and I don't by that answer mean 
to'suggest that that is necessarily even a part of it. 


Q One ambiguity: You said that the Egyptian 
Ambassador had given an oral statement to the Secretary that 
he would be transmitting to the President, but the Egyptian 
Ambassador told me last night he was carrying a letter. What 
do you know about the letter? 


A I beg your pardon. I may have misstated 
myself on that. Let me check that. The point of it was that 
it was a message to the President. 


Q He said today it was oral. 
A I understood it was oral, too. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:34 p.m.) 
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MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements today. Secretary Haig will testify before the 
House Appropriations Committee, the Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations, at 2:15 p.m. tomorrow. The subject is “Foreign 
Assistance." At this point we do plan to have a briefing 
tomorrow since it's afternoon testimony unless there's a 
great upsurge in sentiment in opposition to it. 
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We have available in the Press Office the testi- 
mony of Tom Enders, the Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs, before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee. His subject is Cuba. 
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Mr. Richard Burt, the Director of the Bureau of 
Political-Military Affairs, gave a speech at the Tootsing 
Disarmament Conference in Munich yesterday. The title of 
his speech is "A New Future for Security and Arms Control". 
We have copies available in the Press Office. I'm calling 
your attention to the speech because it contains some 
further information on Warsaw Pact thinking about toxins as 
chemical warfare agents. As we've noted previously, we will 
continue to provide you with this sort of information as it 
becomes available. 
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I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q On Cuba, and going back to an answer that you 
provided on Monday, on those countries which are on the list 
of countries supporting international terrorism, Cuba, you 
noted, is added, and you said because of its shipment of 
arms -- presumably Soviet arms -- through Nicaragua into 
Central America, is that right? 


A I don't recall my exact response. I think 
what I was suggesting is that we should wait until after the 
briefing so that I could make available the statement as 


such. 
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Q During the briefing you said transshipment of 
arms to guerrilla forces. | 


A I think I did make reference to that case. 


Q Why, then, is not Nicaragua on the list? 
Why, then, also is not the Soviet Union on the list? 


A Jim, I don't have answers to those questions 
for you, and that illustrates the risk of my trying to make 
a statement here without the information before me. 


I would much rather that you take the written 
material that was made available to you after the briefing 
rather than attribute to me the answer I gave you because I 
did not have it before me. 


Q I did, and the written material didn't 
address the matter of Cuba at all. 


A I understand. Yes. 


Q But now that we are on the subject and you 
have addressed it, I'd also like to know, in addition to 
Nicaragua and the Soviet Union -- since presumably they are 
part of this arms chain -- since the United States also 
has evidence, for example, that in Bahrain and Saudi Arabia, 
there were examples of apparent attempts by the Iranians 
to overthrow the various regimes in the Middle East, why 
Iran is not on the list of countries which export and sup- 
port international terrorism. 


A I'm just going to have to take the question, 
Jim, for any further information on the rationale for 
putting those countries on the list beyond what we made 
available to you the other day because, as you can imagine, 
the guidelines for that sort of thing are very strict and to 
some extent legalistic, and I would not want to try to 
hazard responses without checking with the appropriate 


people. 


Q Okay. On the matter of the Soviet Union spe- 
cifically, can you tell us if the United States decided not 
to send a military plane into the Soviet Union because of 
conditions imposed on the Embassy for a military flight in 
the last day or so? 


A No. I don't have any information on that 


today. 
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Q Can you find out? I'm told that the Embassy 
is saying that the flight did not take place because of 
"unacceptable conditions." I'd like to find out what -- 


A I'll have to take that question. 


Q And if this is new, if this is a change in 
the Soviet policy. 


A Okay. 


Q Dean, what is the irrefutable evidence that 
the war in El Salvador is being directed at the guerrilla 
Operations from outside the country? 


A I'm not going to try to go beyond what the 
Secretary said yesterday on that subject. 


Q Is the Department going to be prepared at any 
time in the near future to supply some of that? 


A We certainly hope so, and I have so indicated 
from here in the past. 


Q Is there any reason for withholding on that 
presentation of the irrefutable evidence? Are we trying to 
time it with the elections or something? 


A Not at all. That has nothing whatever to do 
with it. What we are dealing with here, of course, is the 
subject of sensitivity, and we have to be extremely careful 
in our presentation of that evidence. 


Q Going back to Jim's question, I was not here 
Monday. When you say Cuba has been added to the list of 
countries supporting international terrorism, I saw the ver- 
sion of the regulations that the government was handing out 
to -- on foreicn policy controls -- that the government was 
handing out to businessmen on Monday, and I didn't see 
anything about Cuba in there. 


A Did we not make available that whole package 
of testimony? I thought we did. That's why I didn't want 
to get into it at the briefing because it's quite 


voluminous. 


Q Okay. What I'm asking, was it added in the 
change in the foreign policy control regulations or was it 
added somewhere else? 
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A No. There was a separate guidance, I 
believe, on Cuba directly. 


Q That wasn't in the package given to me. That 
was said by you at the podium. The guidance that was handed 


out dealt only with Iraq. 


A I'm going to have to look into that, Jim. I 
thought that we handed out everything. If we didn't, it's 
certainly available. 


Q All right. But Cuba is definitely on that 
list now with Syria, Yemen and Libya? Is that what you're 


telling us? 
A Is that the list? 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes. 


A I believe that's right. Those four 
countries. 


Q Related to the question of transshipments, 
does the United States have evidence that there are any 
cross-border raids from Honduras into Nicaraguan territory 


by anti-Sandinista forces? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Can you take the question? 


A Again, we get into evidence here which we 
hope to make available as soon as possible relating to the 
whole subject that we're discussing, and I don't have 
anything for you today. 


Q I don't think this questions has been asked 
before at this particular forum. The question is whether 
the United States has evidence -- whether it's irrefutable 
or not is a different question -- as to whether there are 
raids being mounted by individuals who are opposed to the 
present government in Nicaragua from Honduras, and whether 
those raids are crosing the border from Honduras to 


Nicaragua? 


A I don't have any information today on that 


subject. 














Q Would you take the question as to simply 
whether there is such evidence? Not going into any detail, 
just the evidence, whether we have it. 


} A I said I will look into it subject to the 
proviso that it may in fact be part of this broader subject 
we're discussing. 


Q Do you have anything on the statement from 
-- amplifying the Pentagon statement about the U.S. seeking 
landing rights in some Caribbean countries? 


A Yes. The Department of Defense has requested 
$21 million in its fiscal year 1983 military construction 
budget request for the purpose of airfield improvements in 
the western Caribbean area. 





ee 


No final decision has been made on the airfields, 
and no agreements have been reached with any country con- 
cerning airfield improvements. 
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When decisions are made and agreements reached, 
the Congress will be informed and appropriate public announ- 
cements will be made. 


y Current Documents, 1982" 


‘WAP aes 2 tomes ye 


Q Can we get that, please, Dean? 


a Yes. 
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Q What is the purpose of it? 
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A I am not really at liberty to go into the 
specifics as to the purposes. Let me just say that in any 
agreement we would reach for airfield construction, we would 
seek permission for use of the improved airfield by U.S. 
aircraft on training, search and rescue and relief flights, 
and for such other activities as agreed upon between the two 
countries. 


ee 


Q Are we talking about the western Caribbean or 
are we talking of the Caribbean coast of Central America or 
are we talking about Islands in the Caribbean? 


A We are talking specifically in this instance 
about Colombia and Honduras. 


Q When you say “training,” what kind of 
training do you mean? Repeat that again what you said a 
minute ago? 
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4 That in any agreement we would reach for air- 
field construction, we would seek permission for use of that 
airfield by U.S. aircraft on training, search and rescue, 
and relief flights, as well as any other activities to which 
the two countries might agree. 


Q The U.S. still has a pretty big base down 
there in Panama, the Panama Canal area. I'm just curious 
why you need one that close in Colombia? 


-A I have given you all the information I can on 
this subject. 


Q In fact, on the western Caribbean, you're 
limiting it only to the two countries? 


A I am addressing today the possibility of such 
airfields being constructed with those two countries. 


Q These are both new airfields, correct? This 
will be new facilities? 


A John, I don't know whether it would be new or 
improved facilities. I can't answer that. 


Q Do we have any comparable arrangement at the 
present time with either of those countries? 


A To my knowledge, no, but I would refer you to 
the Pentagon on that question. 


Q How are these discussions being handled? Is 
it something that the State Department is doing, or is it a 
Pentagon-to-military type of thing? 


A I will have to take that question, Don. I 
don't know specifically. 


Q Is this similar to the base arrangements we 
have with those various Middle Eastern countries like Oman 
and Somalia, where they could possibly be used for our Rapid 
Deployment Force? 


A We have agreements. Specifically, how simi- 
lar they might be, I cannot say, but we do have agreements 
with many of our allies in Europe and Asia, as well as with 
a number of other countries such as Oman, Somalia and Kenya. 
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Q Dean, are you confirming that there are 
discussions, negotiations, under way between the United 
States and Honduras and Colombia specifically? 


A I did not specifically confirm that 
discussions are under way. I said that the Pentagon had 
requested money for that purpose. 


Q But specifically with regard to Honduras and 
Colombia, is that correct? 

A That is correct. 

Q Are there any other countries with which we 


may be engaged in negotiations in the area for similar 
arrangements? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q A follow-up, please. On “that is correct" 
means there are negotiations under way at the present time 
-- Honduras-Colombia-U.S. -- is that right? 


A I said I wasn't confirming that there are 
discussions or negotiations. I was just making the state- 
ment that the Pentagon had requested money for the purpose 
of improvements. 


Q I understand. That's why I asked the 
question, because I'm left with a bit of a blur. Are there 
such negotiations under way now, two sets of bilaterals? 


A I'll have to take the question to see -- 

Q Didn't Weinberger testify that there were 
discussions? 

A He may well have, Don. I just don't have 


that information today. 


Q This is a tangent of this, but do you happen 
to know whether there are any contingency plans or whatever 


contingencies for the use of Rapid Deployment Forces in Central 


America? 


A We do not envision the need for the Rapid 
Deployment Force, and specifically in terms of using these 
airfields we are discussing in Latin America. 
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Q You seem to be drawing a parallel, though, 
between what we did in Somalia and Kenya and elsewhere and 


the -- 


a I was asked a question, are there similar 
agreements or arrangements with other countries, and my 
response was, yes, that we do have. 


Q As I recall, the ones with Somalia and Kenya 
are specifically designed to enhance U.S. access to military 
facilities in those countries for possible military actions, 
and you seem to outline a much more modest role for the air- 
fields in Colombia and Honduras when you talk about 
training, search and rescue, and relief flights. 


So they are not actually parallel to what has been 
agreed to with Somalia and Kenya. 


A I also pointed out that other arrangements or 
activities may be included if the two countries agree, and 
then I just mentioned about use of the RDF, and I said we do 
not envision the use of such facilities for RDF purposes. 


We can't, of course, anticipate all future con- 
tingencies, but whatever those contingencies are or how 
they're dealt with, would be dependent upon agreement, con- 
currence, between ourselves and the country where such an 


airfield might be located. 


Q Dean, could I just come back to my question 
whether you envision the possible use of RDF forces in the 
area broader than whether you or the government envisions 
the use of these airfields for support for RDF forces. 


A I'm sorry, John. Would you repeat the 
quest ion? 


Q Yes. In other words, is there.any con- 
sideration being given to the use of RDF forces in Central 
America or in the Caribbean. 


A I said we do not envision the use of the RDF 
in Latin America. 


Q Do we already have access to these fields -- 
since you say this is for improvement -- and do we have 
similar arrangements? 
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A No. I'm sorry. I didn't say it was for 
improvement. I said I didn't know if it was new facilities 
Or improved facilities. I just don't know that. 


Q Do we already have free access to these 
fields? 7 


A I do not know. 


Q And do we have similar arrangements with 
other countries in Latin America? 


A I really don't know of any arrangements in 
Latin America where we do have such understandings. 


Q Is this $21 million part of the $60 million 
contemplated on further military aid in the Caribbean Basin 
policy for 1982 and 1983? 

% don't snow if it is included or separate. 


A 
Q Have we notified Venezuela or Mexico about 
these talks? 


A I don't know. 
Q Did somebody else want to go to Europe, 
because I just want to throw in one more on El Salvador, if 


possible. 


Q How did these discussions or the contacts 
with the Colombian and Honduran Governments start? 


A Sorry. Come again? 


Q When were these two governments first con- 
sulted about this? 


A I don't know. 
Q Would you please be able to check that? 


A. Yes. I'll be glad to look into it. 


Q Is there any new development on the 
Venezuelan request for the sale of F-15s to their 
government? 
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A There is no new development that I am aware 
of. 


Q Is it the State Department's view that the 
President or the Reagan Administration has pressed for 
unconditional discussions among the major political factions 
in El Salvador in order to guarantee a safe and stable 
environment for free and open democratic elections? 


A You're going to have to enlighten me -- 

Q It's . leading question. 

A Yes. I know. 

Q It sounded like one. 

A -- as to what you are reading here or what 


you're referring to. 


Q I'm referring specifically to the language of 
the Yatron Amendment that was passed by the House yesterday. 


A All I can do in response to that is to repeat 
the position that we addressed on Monday and which the 
Secretary alluded to in his testimony yesterday. 


This is simply that our position has closely 
paralleled the thrust of that resolution, namely, support 
for free and democratic elections in El Salvador and an 
offer to assist the parties to discuss the terms under which 
they might participate fully in then. 


The guerrillas have rejected this position, and 
they've also rejected repeated calls by the Salvadoran 
Government to join the electoral process. 


One last comment: As you know, the March 28 
constituent assembly is not a one-shot event, but rather 
part of a ongoing electoral process which will lead to later 
presidential and parliamentary elections as well as a review 
of the current constitution. 


Q But if I can just follow up for a second. 
Some people in Congress believe that the thrust of the reso- 
lution has to do with unconditional discussions, and the 
question is whether or not the Reagan Administration has 
pressed for discussions without conditions or preconditions 
that might lead to elections. 
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Is it the Reagan Administration's view that in 
fact we have pressed for discussions without conditions or 
preconditions? 


A Jim, I've given you our position on it. 
I've noted press reports in which various members of the 
House gave differing interpretations of their own with 
respect to the resolution, and I just have nothing to add to 
that. 


Q I might ask you a question about Poland. 
Shortly after the crackdown, the United States imposed tra- 
veling limitations on Polish diplomats, confining them to 
Washington because presumably American diplomats were not 
allowed to travel freely in Poland. 


Are those restrictions still in effect? 


A I assume so. I have not heard of any change. 
I don't know. It's a good question. We'll have to look 
into that and see if there's been any change. 


Q As long as you've gone to Europe, do you have 
anything for us on the Buckley mission? When it might go? 


A As we have been saying in the past, we're 
still in the process of planning for that mission, and Under 
Secretary Buckley, of course, will lead it to Europe. 


This would be part of an ongoing consultative pro- 
cess with our European allies which will focus on a variety 
of important East-West economic issues. 


We feel it is very important that we develop a 
better common understanding with our allies on these issues. 
And, as I have stated -- I think quite consistently here -- one 
key subject for the Buckley mission will be future credits 
to the Soviet Union. 


Q Could I follow that? Are we going to know 
pretty soon when it's going to be? Can you give us any kind 
of guidance on it? 


A I think in a few days we'll be able to 
announce the details of the visit, the itinerary. Yes. 


Q Hasn't this been announced by the White 


House? 
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A No. Not the dates. 


Q There have been stories which suggest that 
Buckley will tell the Europeans that the United States is 
going to play hardball on the subject of the pipeline, and 
there are stories now saying that the pipeline issue is a 
dead issue. 


Which of those stories would you suggest is closer 
to the reality? 


A Let me say that our ieee with respect to 
the pipeline has not changed. 





Q "Our" meaning State or the Pentagon? 
(Laughter) 
A The Administration position with respect to 


the pipeline has not changed. We continue to feel that the 
project is undesirable both in terms of Western European 
energy security and as a source of hard-currency revenue for 
the Soviet Union. 


As I said, what we're seeking here is a better 
cooperative framework so that the members of the alliance 
can have a coordinated effective policy in which issues such 
as European energy security can be addressed. 


Q Does that mean you plan to try to block the 
pipeline or that you plan to use it as a lever in nego- 
tiations to get the allies to be tougher on future credits? 


A The President has decided, pending the return 
of the Buckley mission, to hold further action in abeyance. 
His decision on the applicability of the December 30 sanc- 
tions, involving the embargo of oil and gas equipment exports 
to the U.S.S.R., is similarly to be addressed after Buckley 
returns. 


Q Could you go over that last sentence? 


A I said the President had decided to hold 
further action in abeyance as well as his decision on appii- 
cability of the December 30 sanctions involving the embargo 
of oil and gas equipment exports to the U.S.S.R. 
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To European subsidiaries. 


Applicability to whom? 


r OD 0 


Exports to the U.S.S.R. 





& Q I mean, he said "applicability to whom” 

2 regarding European-based subsidiaries and licensees. 

o 

A I prefer to leave it the way I said it. 
-- MORE -- 
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Q The way you said it doesn't make any sense. 
A Why? 
Q It's applicable to whom? 
A What do you mean "applicable"? 


It's applicable to the USSR. That's what I said. 
We have adopted sanctions. 












& Q Yes. The second sentence. 

2 

2 A Applying to this equipment -- 

Cc 

s Q Right. 

= 

& A == subject to export to the USSR. 
= 

= 3) Q Yes. 

| c— 

i A Yes, so? 

oO 

= é Q And the second sentence reads? As well as 

2 re) all tines 

ao 

ge A It's actually all one sentence. 

sé Q The second clause. (Laughter.) 

ar x) 

2> A What is your question? 

o- 

v5 Q My question is I'm still in the air on 

5 applicability. Who -- 


A It is pending the return of the Buckley 
mission. 


i 


Q These sanctions are applicable against whom? 


A Again, I say applicable against the USSR. 
Isn't that what we're talking about? 


Q Dean, that's not what we're -- 


Q No, no. The question is: what is the 
President holding in abeyance? W .-t is he waiting to decide 
until after Buckley returns? 
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A Any further action regarding sanctions 
against the USSR. : 


Q Dean, under that, if my understanding is 


-correct, the issue involves the rotors, compressors, that GE 


wants to sell for the pipeline -- or, in fact, has sold to 
the Soviets -- being manufactured in France. Unless the 
President takes action to stop that, that is not included 
within the sanctions already in place; is that not correct? 


A That is correct. 


Q So that is the narrow issue, I believe, that 
you're speaking of. 


A Yes, yes. But I'm saying that any further 
actions of this nature will be deferred until the Buckley 
mission returns. 


Q Dean, regarding the Buckley mission, one of 
the things you keep saying they're going to talk about are 


future credits and financing. io 


A That's right. 


Q I assume that this includes, though it's not 
exclusively, about future credits in financing for the 
pipeline. Can you give us an idea of the magnitude of Western 
European financing for the pipeline? 


A I'm sorry, I don't have those figures with me 
today. 


Q I've been chasing them for a day. I wonder 
if you could help me out. Could you take the question? 


A Yes. I'll be glad to look into that. 

Q Dean, can I go back to this applicability 
business here? The sanctions on their face say they apply 
to the Soviet Union and Poland. 


A Right. 


Q All right. Now, the current issue is the 
subsidiaries and licensees. So are you telling us that he 
is going to make a decision on whether they are to be 
applied to licensees and subsidiaries? Obviously, they 
already apply to the Soviet Union. 
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A Of course. They all apply to the Soviet 
Union. 


Q Right. 


A That's my point. And any further action in 
this area will be deferred until the Buckley mission is 
concluded and he returns to the United States. 


Q Well, when you say "applicability," are you 
talking about applicability as in expanding them to licen- 
sees and subsidiaries? 


A All I'm telling you is what the President has 
decided. 


Q You wouldn't cut them back. 


A Any further action awaits the return of the 
Buckley mission. 


Q Dean, isn't the whole thing academic? Because 
my understanding is that GE has already made the sale to the 
Soviets. So even if further action was taken, it would pre- 
sumably not be retroactive. 


A I do not know the status of any sales to the 
Soviet Union. 


Q So the implication of what you're saying is 
that the President is going to wait to hear from Mr. Buckley 
about the views of the Europeans, what the Europeans are 
willing to do or not willing to do. Is that the correct 
interpretation of what you're telling us? 


A Are you now talking about the overall pur- 
poses of his mission -- 

Q No, no. 

A -- or are you talking about specifics? 


Q I'm talking about this question. When you 
say that he's decided to defer any acticn until after the 
Buckley mission, the inference, at leat that I draw, is he 
wants to hear from Buckley what the Europeans think about 
it. 


A That's obviously one of the purposes of the 
mission in the first place. It is to discuss these issues 
with the Europeans. 
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Q Dean, is it possible there's a broader con- 
text here that now we may indeed ship oil and gas equipment 
from the United States to the Soviet Union? Is an entire 
sanction now in question? 


A Not at all. That sanction has been 





announced. 
& Q It is not being held in abeyance. 
2 
2 A Oh, no. Nothing that has already been 
— determined or announced is going to be cut back. 
© 
12) 
L Q So you're not going to limit the applicabi- 
s lity of these from what they are now, right? 
=3 A No; no, no. 
c- 
= of Q Dean, that mission of Buckley's was held up in 
so) part because of an internal dispute within the Administration 
za about how to proceed. Can you tell us whether that dispute 
23) has now been resolved, or is it -- 
“8 
-. A, I'm not going to address so-called "disputes." 
-c 
ve Q Well, could one logically conclude that since 
= Si no decision really has been reached, except to defer a deci- 
o>! sion until Buckley gets back, that the dispute continues to 
on exist? 
wh 
& i The dispute is in the eyes of the beholcer. 


I'm not going to address -- 


Q It has nothing to do with beholders. 


; "| Po 
a. a a 


A I'm not going to address that, Marvin, and I 
think you fully can appreciate why. It's not productive 
for me to discuss internal deliberations within the 
Administration on these issues. What I did say was that one 
key subject of the Buckley mission would be future credits 
to the Soviet Union. 


Q Dean, what's the Haig position on this? 
I'm serious. 


A The Secretary has made clear his position 
regarding future credits, regarding other related issues, a 
number times. 





Q No. On the narrow issue of whether the 
United States should act unilaterally to, at this point, stop 
the pipeline from being constructed. 
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A I would refer you to his statements on that 
subject. 


Q Dean, on the subject of the sanctions, has a 
final decision been made on Libyan oil imports? 


a I don't have anything that I can give you 
today that takes us beyond what I said the other day -- last 
Friday, I believe. 


Q O.K. And in the same general economics and 
business area, why did Assistant Secretary Hormats not show 
up at the Club of Rome? (Laughter. ) Did it have anything 
to do with the Judean-Christian ethics? (Laughter. ) 


A It had to do with a conflict that Mr. Hormats 
had on his schedule. He attended and participated in a 
meeting of the President's Export Council at the same time 
as the meeting of the Club of Rome. 


Q Is that a subversive organization too? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Dean, on the same subject, at the Club of 
Rome meeting there was a gentleman -- Mr. Paul Balabanis 
-- in the Economic and Business Affairs Bureau who showed up 
to fill in for Mr. Hormats. Now, I was assured by both Rush 
and by spokespersons for the Club of Rome that Hormats was 
invited as an individual, was going on his own -- not as a 
representative of the Department or the Administration. 
What was Mr. Balabanis' role there? Can you look into that? 
Was he a personal representative of Mr. Hormats or was he 
going in his official capacity, or what? 


A I just don't know. It's not something I 
really was focusing on this morning. 


Q Can you focus on that for me, Dean, or get 
someone to focus on that? 


A I'll sure look into it, yes. 


Q With respect to Central America, when you say 
the training in the airfield, is it only limited to the 
American soldiers or include the training of the soldiers of 
Honduras and Colombia? And could you say what kind of training? 
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A No, I can't. I gave you all the information 
I have on that. 


Q Does this include such kind of lending of 
information (sic), or what kind of training does that mean? 


A Well, again, I don't have any further infor- 
mation I can give you. But I did say that there have been 
no final decisions on this subject, and that's where we . 
stand. 


Q Dean, Libya? Colonel Qaddafi made a speech. 
One, he replied to reports of American sanctions against 
Libya. The other thing was he called on the Saudi popula- 
tion to rise against their rulers. 


Do you have comments on either of those, and par- 
ticularly how it may bear on our policy of preventing another 
Iran in Saudi Arabia? 


A No, I don't really have any comment. The 


comment of one leader calling for an uprising of the peoples 
of another nation I don't think even deserves comment from here. 


Q Dean, on Libya, can you give us any idea when 
you might have something on these continued deliberations on 
further action against Libya, export controls? 


A Can I give you an idea of when? 


Q Yes. 
A No, I can't, today. 


Q On the Middle East again, is there any basis 
for the reports coming out of the Israeli press about the 
Habib mission that Habib is trying to seek the influence of 
the moderate Arab countries to reduce Syrian influence in 
Lebanon? 


; And the second question is: Does the 
Administration believe that the cease-fire in South Lebanon 
applies to all the fronts rather than just South Lebanon? 


A Let me address the question of Ambassador 
Habib's mission first. 


We're not going to comment on any press accounts 
of his mission. The Ambassador will report to the 
President upon his return. In the absence of his authoritative 
report, accounts of portions of his mission are misleading 


by their very nature. 
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Your second question had to do with what again? 


Q Does the case-fire -- does it apply solely to 
South Lebanon or does it include other fronts such as 
Jordan, Syria and other places in the Middle East? 


A The basic elements of the understanding on a 
cessation of hostilities were that there should be no 
hostile military action from Lebanon into Israel or from 


Israel into Lebanon. 


I'm not going to go into the details of the 
understand beyond that, except to emphasize that the impor- 
tant thing is to preserve and to strengthen the cease-fire. 


Q So in other words you're saying that it does 
not apply to the other fronts. 


A I'm not saying that. I'm saying that because 
Ambassador Habib is currently in the Middle East he is 
engaged in efforts to preserve and strengthen the cease-fire 
and it just would not be fruitful for us to try and get into 
the details of what constitutes a cease-fire violation while 
he's in the Middle East talking about these very matters. 


Q But overall, would the Administration like to 
see the Syrian presence in Lebanon reduced or not? 


A I'm just not going to address that subject. 
I would only add to what I said in respect to Ambassador 
Habib's mission -- that we continue to believe strongly that 
all involved should behave with restraint and caution and 
fully cooperate with the cease-fire. 


Q Dean, why can't you be more helpful on this 


question about whether the cease-fire applies to other 
fronts as well? Your answer seems to limit it to southern 


Lebanon and Israel both ways. 
BR No hostile military action -- 


Q Both ways. 


A -- from Lebanon into Israel or from Israel 
into Lebanon. 


Q Right. But then the story suggests -- 
perhaps it also means -- say, Israel-Jordan. And you're 
saying you're not going to get involved in that. 
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A That's right. 
Q Why is that? 


A Because I don't wish to, and I gave you the 
reason why. 


Q The reason is not an answer. 


A The reason is that Ambassador Habib is in the 
area addressing those very questions. 


Q Habib is in the area discussing this question 
of whether the cease-fire applies to different borders as 


well? 


A That's what I said before on that. Yes, 
that's precisely what I said before. 


Q He's discussing the question of whether the 
Israelis -- 


A What I said is that it would not be fruitful 
for me to get into the details of what constitutes a cease- 
fire violation while he's in the Middle East talking about 


these very matters. 


Q Let me try my question once more -- 


A All right. 


Q -- because that is not responding to my 
question. 


Is Habib discussing a perception that the cease- 
fire that you talked about -- southern Lebanon and Israel, 
both ways -- applies as well as a cease-fire, say, between 
Israel and Jordan? 


A I know. I understand precisely what you're 
Saying. 


Q And you say that Habib is discussing that 
very question. 


A I'm saying again it wouldn't be fruitful for 
me to get into the details of what constitutes a cease-fire 
violation while Ambassador Habib is in the Middle East 
talking about these very matters. 
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Q Dean, does he have any plans to go to Amman, 
for example? 


A Yes, I believe so. Let me -- 
Q He's there now. 
Q There was an announcement. 


Q Oh. Apparently it's already been answered, 
and I apologize for raising the question. 


on No, but I have some information I could give 
you on that. Let me check it. 





Q Fine. 

x I'm quite certain we have something on it. 
9 Fine. 

Q With respect to Lebanon, can you confirm or 


deny press reports that the Israeli Government has already 
warned the United States Government that it is going to 
invade southern Lebanon and maybe Jordan; and what do you 
make of these reports, although you said something earlier 
towards the cease-fire. 


A I'm not familiar with those reports to which 
you refer and, therefore, I don't have any comment on then. 
But I would want to underscore and reemphasize that we con- 
tinue to believe that the continuation of the cessation of 
hostilities is essential. 


Q Dean, the Secretary yesterday on the Hill 
mentioned again that the PLO in South Lebanon is rearmed -- 
he said -- with long-range artillery, sophisticated 
rocketry, and some tanks. After what he said, do you still 
stick to what you said before about the fact that there isn't 
any major infusions that could change the balance of power there? 


A Our position on arms buildups is clear. We 
oppose any buildup of armaments that would significantly 
alter the military situation in the region of southern 
Lebanon. 


We are aware, as the Secretary acknowledged, that 
equipment has been added to PLO inventories in Lebanon 
within the past eight months. But to repeat what I said 
earlier, we continue to believe that the continuation of the 
cessation of hostilities is essential. 
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Q Your other sentence last week was a little 
different. You talked about "that nothing that significantly 
alters the balance" -- which is the question of what Haig 


Said yesterday and what you said last week are reconcilable. 





A I have addressed the question in the way I 
wish to address it today. 





gn 
SSO i alll 


Q . Dean, do you have -- 
: Q Just a minute. Does that mean there has been 
a Significant shift in the balance then? 

A I'm just not going to get into a debate on 
the subject today, Bernie. 

Q Dean, do you have any comment on the state- 
ment issued in Moscow after General Jaruzelski's visit 
there? 

A Yes. 


We see nothing in the Soviet-Polish communique that 
gives grounds for optimism that the Polish regime intends to 
ease the current repression in the near future. Jaruzelski 
received a clear Soviet endorsement for the policies he has 
followed since December 13th and indicated his intention to 
proceed with those policies. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
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The Poles and Soviets are continuing to try to pin 
the blame on the United States and other Western nations for 
Poland's present difficulties, which in fact are 
self-inflicted. 


ry 


We continue to believe that the only path to long- 
term stability in Poland is through a process of national 
reconciliation and dialogue with both the church and the 
trade union movement. 


Q Will you make copies of that, please, Dean? 
A Yes, sure. 
Q Does that communique change anything in what 


the United States is physically going to do about Poland? 
Does it extend the sanctions? Does it change the Buckley 


mission, for example? 


A No. I wouldn't want to link the communique 
and our assessment of it specifically with whatever actions 
we might take in the future either in connection with the 


Buckley missicn or not. 
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Let me just go back and answer the question about 
Ambassador Habib's whereabouts. 


He completed his talks in Syria, and now he is in 
Jordan. He met with President Assad this morning as well as 
other senior govenment officials, including the Prime 
Minister and the Foreign Minister. 


He is visiting Jordan. It's his custom, when time 
permits, to see friends in Jordan on his trips to the Middle 
East. The Secretary and the President both had hoped that 
Ambassador Habib would have an opportunity on this trip to 
see King Hussein. 


Q Another area. Do you have anything on a 
North Korean complaint that the United States has violated 


its airspace? 
A No, I have nothing on that. 


Q The magazine Figaro had an announcement yester- 
day about that photo, Dean. 





A Yes. 


Q On the basis of that announcement, do you 
have anything to add about this matter? 


. A It indicates that regrettably even a respec- 
table publication such as Le Figaro sometimes is guilty of 
making mistakes. 





0) I would like to -- 


A I shouldn't use the word "guilty." They're 
sometimes made victim of mistakes. 


Q Does this episode in any way justify any 
question about the quality of the evidence that the United 
States has? 


A No, it has nothing to do with it; no. 


Q Dean, regarding that, Ambassador Kirkpatrick 
made a number of statements regarding the human rights 
situation in Nicaragua, in which she said that it was the 
worst human rights situation in Central America. Does the 
State Department stand by her remarks? 





reign 
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A What Ambassador Kirkpatrick was doing was 
responding to a question from the Subcommittee on Western 
Hemisphere Affairs of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, and she was expressing her view of the serious 
human rights situation in Nicaragua. 


We certainly believe that Nicaragua's repression 
of the Miskito Indians is a deplorable violation of human 
rights. The U.S. view on the general human rights situation 
in Nicaragua is contained in our Country Reports on Human 
Rights Practices for 1981. 


Q Was her view regarding the degree -- or the 
assertion that it's the worst situation in Central America 
-- identical with that of the Reagan Administration's? 


A I've given you our view. 
Q The Miskito Indians -- 


Q That brings to mind the pictures published of 
the burning bodies and the supposed fact that those pictures 
belong to the previous period -- four years ago in 1978; pic- 
tures taken by the Red Cross, or somebody of the Red Cross 
burning bodies in Nicaragua. Would you have anything to say 
about that? 


A No. I addressed that earlier in response to 
the question of do I have a response about the statement by 
Le Figaro that, as I recall, deeply deplored that that 
mistake was made. 





Q Does the United States Administration share 
the Israeli position about the upcoming visit of President 
Mubarak to Israel? 


The visit of President Mubarak to Israel? 
Yes, sir. 


This is -- 


Yes, I know. 


A 

Q 

A 

Q To Jerusalem. 
A 

Q It's the matter of Jerusalem. 
A 


Yes, I know; I understand. 
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We don't think it appropriate for the United 
States to take a position on what we regard as a bilateral issue. 


Obviously, we fully support all steps toward the nor- 
malization of close, friendly relationships between Egypt 
and Israel in the spirit of the Camp David Accords and of 


the Peace Treaty. 


Q Are you in any position of maybe doing some 
mediating in order to bring this visit to a close? 


A I said we regard it as a bilateral issue. 
Q O.K., thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 1:24 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #35 


THURSDAY, MARCH 4, 1982, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have two state- 
ments for you today. First, we note the Polish Ministry 
of Interior directive permitting the several thousand Poles 
who have been held as political prisoners since December 13 
to apply with their families for passports for emigration 
from Poland. We find this a cynical and deplorable move 
which, i effect, offers the prisoners -- whom the Polish 
Government cynically persists in referring to as detainees -- 
the choice of continued imprisonment without being formally 
charged with any criminal act, or of permanent exile from the 
homeland and people they sought to serve by espousing greater 
democracy, social and political justice, and regard for human 
rights. The net effect is forced deprivation of citizenship, 
expulsion from their native country, and permanent exile -- 
all without due process -- which constitutes a clear and 
egregious violation of human rights provided for by the 
Helsinki Accords, which Poland signed. This is a glaring 
admission of the Polish regime's inability to meet the 
democratic aspirations of the vast majority of the Polish 


people. 





Our view remains that Poland's crisis can be 
addressed only through release of the prisoners and the 
establishment of a genuine dialogue among the authorities, 
the Church, and the Solidarity trade union movement. In any 
case, we doubt that a policy of forced emigration of critics 
would succeed, given the fact that the overwhelming majority 


of the Polish people oppose martial law. 


Secondly, I have a statement to give you on the 
decision regarding civil aircraft controls in Syria and South 
Yemen. As you are aware, the Secretary of Commerce, 
following consultation with the Secretary of State, has 
notified the Congress of a number of changes in the annual 
determinations required by the Export Administration Act of 
1979. One of these determinations concerned the controls to 
be applied for sale of aircraft to scheduled civil airlines 
in Syria and the People's Democratic Republic of Yemen (South 
Yemen) for which assurances against military use have been 
received. This determination, while it eliminates controls 
on such sales based on terrorism criteria, in no way alters 
existing controls on such sales based on national security 


criteria. 
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There are no pending applications for the approval 
of aircraft to civil airlines in either Syria or South 
Yemen. If any such applications were to be received, they 
would continue to be reviewed carefully in the light of 
national security criteria and, if found to be contrary to 
our national security interests, would be denied. Among the 
elements that would enter into our review would be the 
receipt and credibility of assurances from the importer that 
any aircraft sold would not be used for military purposes. 


This determination does not constitute either a 
softening of the Administration's fight against terrorism or 
a gesture toward Syria and South Yemen. Our concern with the 
support of these two countries for international terrorism 
continues unabated. The determination simply reflects a 
review of export controls and their contribution to our 
foreign policy goals and the resulting finding that there is 
no meaningful link between international terrorism and the 
sale of civil aircraft to legitimate civil end users. 


Q Can we get a copy of this? 


A Yes. 


Q What did you send to the Hill that led 
Congressional staff members to think that the United States 
was contemplating the sale of civil aircraft to these 


countries? 


A What did we send? 


Q Yes. 


A By clerical error, this amendment was inadver- 
tently left off the list of foreign policy controls which the 
Department of Commerce forwarded to Congress. 


Q Say that again. Which amendment? The Fenwick 
Amendment or what? 


A The amendment to the Export Administration Act. 
Q Yes, the Fenwick Amendment. 


A Is that what it's called? I'm not sure. 


Q Yes. This one. (Handing document to 
spokesman. ) 
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MR. ROMBERG: The amendment refers to the notice 
that the Commerce Department sent up last week, and it left 
off this particular -- 


A That's right. 


MR. ROMBERG: It's the amendment to that 
notification. 


Q What went to the Hill, then? I'm confused. 


MR. ROMBERG: The letter from t!:e Commerce 
Department. 


MR. FISCHER: The letter of notification, is that 
what it's called? 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes. 


Q Dean, is there a move by some of these 
aircraft manufacturers, Boeing and Douglas specifically, to 
sell civilian aircraft to Syria and South Yemen? And is that 
the reason why you have to review this and ease the 
restrictions? 


A Bob, I don't know whether or not there has 
been such a move. 


Q Dean civilian aircraft -- if I can make my way 
through this story, it will be a miracle -- 


A It is torturous. 


Q Yes. Are there independent, private companies 
that have airlines in Syria and South Yemen, and that 
explains the distinction that you're making between selling 
it to an airline as opposed to selling it to Syria? 


A This statement refers to scheduled, civil 
airlines in Syria and the People's Democratic Republic of 
Yemen. 


Q And do those airlines exist independent of 
the government? 


A I have to assume so, Marvin. I also have to 
confess that I am not familiar with how it works in either 
country. 
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Q Could you, then, just find out for us whether 
you are talking about planes that would be sold to airlines 
that exist independent of government control? 


A This is my reading of the statement I gave to 
you: “controls to be applied for sale of aircraft to sche- 
duled civil airlines" in those two countries. 


Q I know, but you're making it seem as though 
you're not selling anything to Syria or to South Yemen, 
that you are selling it to independent airlines that exist -- 
the same as selling it to United. 


A It's a fair question. I just don't have the 
answer. I'll be glad to look into it. 

Q O.K. 

Q Dean, I assume it's implied, but is it a fact 


that we are not going to accept any of these Polish prisoners 
in this country as immigrants? 


A Yes. I think we posted something on this last 
night. We would approach this on the basis that they would 
be processed on their merits and in accordance with our laws. 
There may be something further posted on it, but that's my 
understanding of our approach. 


Q Back to the airlines, can you tell us what 
kind of assurances we got from Syria and South Yemen that 
these would not be used for military purposes? 


A I don't have any further information on the 
subject other than that which I gave you, so I really can't 
be more specific on that subject. I might say that if there 
were any indications that governments violated assurances 
given to us and employed U.S.-origin civil aircraft for mili- 
tary purposes, we would, of course, take appropriate action. 
It does not directly address your question because I don't 
know the answer to it. 


Q Well, could you take that question? And could 
you also ask if there is a document to this effect that was 
signed, and how does this differ from any kind of assurances 
we got from Libya that they wouldn't use American trucks for 
military purposes, which they subsequently did? 


A In the case of Libya, it has repeatedly disre- 
garded end use assurances it has provided us, and that is one 
of the reason we have imposed much more stringent export 
controls on sales to that country. 





Q How did the Syrian assurances differ from the 
kind that we got from Libya at the time that we sold that 
equipment to them? 


A I'm sorry. Would you repeat that? 


en sah J 


Q When you take this question, when you look 
into it, could you find out how these assurances from Syria 
and South Yemen differ from our assurances from Libya when 
they purchased our previous equipment? 


46 eh 


A I don't think it's a question of assurances 
that we've already received, but any future ones related to 
any future proposed sale that we're talking about. 


Q Who is doing the negotiating on these sales? 
Is it the private companies? How is the State Department 
involved? 


A I just don't know that anyone is negotiating. 


Q A question on that, if I may: I seem to 
recall some months ago that Syrian-Arab Airlines, which I 
believe is a government airline, was ferrying troops from 
Damascus to Lebanon using Boeing 727s. Could you find out 
just what happened in that case, if there was any State 
Department issue, any kind of protest, or if there was 
anything done about that? I remember this was about six or 
seven months ago -- there was a story to that effect which 
might be relevant in this case. 
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A I can look into it. I don't know if there is 
an answer that I will be able to provide you with. 


Alan handed me a note in response to your question, 
Marvin. There are no independent civil airlines in either 
Syria or Yemen. They are owned and operated by the 
government. 


Q So that the distinction you were drawing 
before was really a vacant one. It's the sale of aircraft, if 
it takes place, to the two governments. 


A I think the operative phrase here is "scheduled 
civil airlines." 


Q The operative phrase could be Syria, and the 
People's Democratic Republic of Yemen (Laughter) 


A In Syria and the People's Democratic Republic 


of Yemen. 
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Q Dean, I may be missing something, but I don't 
quite see why this has all started. Why did the Commerce 
Department determine this? 


A That's a question you will have to address to 
the Commerce Department. 


Q Why did they suddenly “out of the blue" decide 
to do this? Is it a company or a government that started the 
process? Did somebody ask for this? 


A I just don't know the answer to that. It's a 
question I think you ought to direct to the Commerce 
Department. 


Q Dean, can I direct the question to the State 
Department because these sorts of decisions are made by the 
State Department, not by the Commerce Department. 


A Well, I'm not certain that's entirely 
accurate. It's a consultative process between the 
Secretaries of the two departments. 


Q Can you find out where the idea started, here 
or there, so we know where to direct our questions? 


A I suggested that you check with the Commerce 
Department on a similar question just asked. 


Q On this same subject, Dean, we still don't 
have answers to the series of questions posed in the last 
couple of days about why Cuba is on there, and not the other 
links in the chain, Nicaragua and the Soviet Union, or the 
criteria used in putting nations on this list of countries. 


A The posted information did not cover that? 


Q There is no posted information on Cuba, in the 
press room anyway. 


A I think we are still looking into it, and we 
simply will get it. We don't have it yet, but we will get it 
to you as soon as we possibly can. 


Q Dean, while you're looking into that, could 
you find out why the business about adding Cuba to the list 
was not in the regulations sent over to the Federal Register? 
And will it be put into the regulations? 
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A With respect to Cuba? 


Q To Cuba -- adding Cuba to the list of 
countries supporting international terrorism. 


A We’1l make a note of that, and look into it. 
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Q Going back to Syria, can you say that this 
action was done by the Commerce Department and also the 
State Department in order to alleviate the future action 
which could be done by the Arab League of boycotting 
American goods? Because the story in the Christian Science 
Monitor this morning says that the Information Minister of 
Syria, Ahmad Iskandar, said that Syria wouldn't boycott -- 
unless Arab League nations did -- the American goods. 





This could be sort of "cooling off the atmosphere." 
We're not pushing the Arab League or the Arab League will 
take action of boycotting American goods because of the vote 
in the United Nations Security Council? 


a I really don't want to speculate on reasons 
for the action at this time. I did say we would look into 
it and try to provide you with further information, but I 
would not want to entertain speculation along those lines. 


© One more question on the airlines: Since, as 
you said, the notification of the changes for the airlines 
was not in the notification to Congress, is the change 
legal? Congress is required to be notified, and they weren't. 


A I said it was by clerical error which I 
assume \“s since been corrected. 


Q Could you find out if it has been corrected? 
MR. ROMBERG: It has been. 


Q Maybe you can clarify something that was said 
yesterday on the Hill by Mr. Constable. He admitted that 
Iraq was taken off the list although Iraq hasn't stopped 
totally supporting terrorism. 


He said that the State Department just tected 
some change in the direction of the policy of Irdq and that 
you still know that they're still supporting, to some 
degree, terrorist activities around the world. 


Could you clarify why the decision was taken to 
take them off the list? 


A I can't clarify it beyond the information 
I've given you. 


Q But I think that the information that you put 
out a few days ago said that there is no reason to keep them 
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on the list of the countries supporting international 
terrorism. Now Mr. Constable is saying that they haven't 
stopped supporting terror, so it's in some way a little 
contradictory. 


A I will have to confess I have not seen that 
statement by Peter Constable, and so I don't want to hazard 
a comment until I do. 


Q Could you look into it, please? 
A Yes. I'll look into that. 


Q Do you have anything further on the Buckley 
mission? 


A No. Nothing. 


Q Dean, I have firm reports from Warsaw that 
the West German Government is negotiating with the Polish 
Government, and the West German Ambassador in Warsaw, who is 
the only Western Ambassador who speaks Polish, has been 
visiting with Solidarity members in their cells and has per- 
suaded them to immigrate into a Western country. 


Does the Department know about it? Did the 
Germans ask the United States to condone this or what is 
the situation on this? Because these reports are reliable. 


A This is the first information I've had 
on this. I know nothing about those reports. 


Q But we have no inkling of that? I was told 
that the West German Government wants to get out of this 
situation, and by having the Solidarity members removed to a 
Western country, the German Government believes that they 
can avoid being dragged into the sanctions against Russia or 
Poland. That is the situation according to highly reliable 
sources. 


a I'm sorry. It's the first I've heard of it. 
Q I'm glad I can provide you with this. 

By Thank you. 

Q Do you have any comment on the letter signed 


by about a quarter of the members of the House, backing 
Lopez Portillo's suggestion for negotiations with the 
guerrillas? 


es 


, Veclassified for Publication in American roreign 


» soomgie 


wer eee 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 








10 
A No. I have no comment on that. I can give 
you -- go ahead. 
Q To be clear about this, is Jim talking about 


the Yatron Amendment? 

Q No. I'm talking about a letter that was - 
signed by about a quarter of the members of the House, sup- 
porting the Lopez Portillo initiative. 

A I don't have any comment on that. 


Q What about the Yatron Amendment which passed 
two days ago? 


A That I made a comment on yesterday, and I 
have nothing to add to it. 


Q I don't recall it being a substantive 
comment. 

(Laughter) 

A Oh. Well, substantive or non-substantive, I 


don't have any further comment. 


Q Let me follow that up if I can. Congressman 
Yatron is quoted in today's papers as saying that two White 
House officials, including the chief Congressional liaison 
person in the White House, told him that the amendment is a 
"reasonable approach" and, in fact, congratulated him on its 
passage by a vote of 396 to 3. 


Do you have any comment on that? As far as the 
State Department is concerned, does the amendment reflect 
American policy? 

A I addressed that yesterday, John. 


Q I don't recall a very substantive comment on 
that yesterday. 


A The Secretary also discussed it in his testi- 
mony on Tuesday. 


Q As I recall, the Secretary said he did not 
agree with the thrust of the amendment which called for 
unconditional negotiations between all sides in El Salvador. 
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A But the point is I have no further comment on 
it. That is our comment. 


Jim, I'm sorry, were you referring to the letter 
regarding the Lopez Portillo proposal specifically? 


Q Yes. Well, that part of the Lopez Portillo 
proposals suggesting negotiations between the left and the 
right in Salvador. 


A I said I have no comment -- that's correct -- 
but I would draw your attention to what the Secretary did 
say on Tuesday. He noted that "the parties who wish to 
responsibly negotiate a solution to the tensions must commit 
themselves to a termination of the illegal activities which 
are the cause of the tensions." 


He then went on to say, "We welcome any construc- 
tive proposals that would offer hope for resolving the 
problem in Salvador and in Nicaragua." 


Q Have any American officials met with Mr. 
Ungo? 

A No. 

Q During the time that he was in the United 
States? 

A To my knowledge, that is correct. 

Q And since his return to Mexico? 


A Still no. To the best of my knowledge, 
that's correct. 


Q Do you have any comment on rebel radio 
Claiming that U.S. helicopters flying off of a U.S. warship 
off shores of El Salvador are engaging in the anti-rebel 
drive by the El Salvador Government? 


A I have not heard that specific report. I 
will be glad to look into it but suggest that you should 
view it with great skepticism. 


Q Dean, back to the Middle East. About two 
weeks ago the GAO came out with a report. It had two 
elements: One was that Egypt couldn't absorb American 
weapons which were being sold to it, and most of these 
weapons had been sold for political reasons. 





+ Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


| 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


- bales f 





bk 


12 


The other part was that the United States warships 
have been overcharged for use of the Suez Canal. 


I wondered if you had any comment? 
A No. No comment today. 


Q Dean, can I come back to the Secretary's 
testimony the other day? He said with some emphasis that he 
would be in touch with Lopez Portillo fairly soon. Has 
anything been done about that? 


A That's not my recollection of precisely what 
he said. I don't think he made reference to being in touch 
with Lopez Portillo. I think he made some reference to 
discussions with the Mexicans. 


Q Okay. I'll buy that. Has anything been done 
about that? 


A The point is I have nothing I can enlighten 
you with on that today. 


Q Isn't that scheduled to be the middle of 
March when he's in New York? 


A That is a meeting in New York you're 
referring to. I believe we've announced it. If we haven't 
announced it, I think -- 


Q Is that on the 14th? 


A What can I say on it if we haven't announced 
it? I thought we had. Let me say, if I may, at this point 
ON GUIDANCE that we anticipate that there will be a meeting 
in New York the weekend of the 14th, but that it is not for 
that purpose. 


Q For what purpose? It's Caribbean Basin, 
isn't it? 


A For your GUIDANCE it's the Caribbean Basin, 
yes. 


Q I want to go to the Middle Fast now. 
Premier Begin has made statements concerning Schmidt. The 
American-German community, of course, is quite upset about 
these contentions Begin made, but we are also aware that 
Schmidt, being the Defense Minister of West Germany from ‘69 
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to '73 or '74, had contracts with the Deputy of Himmler, 
Professor and S.S. General Hoehn, who by the way during wartime 
was involved in sterilization programs of three million pri- 
soners of war in Poland -- and I have the documentation 


here. 


I just wonder, since the State Department is in 
charge as the custodian of wartime records, would you for 
the benefit of the German-American community of the United 
States furnish us with the records once and for all fixing 
what did Schmidt do during the wartime? 


And, secondly, why did Schmidt have contact with 
former S.S. General Reinhart Hoehn in the 70's and still 
maintain that Begin's accusations are unjust. 


I just wonder what kind of “coodle-moodle" we have 
here. Begin is right. 


A I'm honestly not prepared today to address 
those. I don't even know who is the custodian of such 


records. 


Q The (inaudible) in Berlin which is under the 
State Department control. 


A Let me say that it's not something I wish to 
get into from this podium, but I will note your statement, 
your concern. 


Q There are 10 million German-Americans who 
have to beer it, that the German Chancellor is called Nazi, 
Nazi, Nazi. Unfortunately, he has associated in ‘69 with a 
man who was notorious as being Himmler's deputy. Hoehn has 
hired Eichmann. He was the man who hired Eichmann, and that 
is a fact -- it is documented -- and it is in your collec- 


tion of documents. 


A I understand. I hear your concern. 


Q In today's Los Angeles Times Haig is quoted 
in an interview as saying that Mexico is threatened by what 
is going on in Central America. He implies that the 
Mexicans are unable to speak out about this threat for 
domestic-political reasons. 





Is that a correct characterization of what he 


said? 
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A I have nothing further to add to what the 
Secretary said, and I'm not sure from your reading whether 
he said that or if someone reported that as an interpreta- 
tion of what he said. I can't tell from -- 


Q He's quoted directly, I believe, as saying 
that what's happening in El Salvador poses a long-term but 
direct threat to the oil fields in Mexico, and that in fact 
he expects to see similar El Salvador-type problems in 
Guatemala within, I think he said, months, within several 
months. 


A Assuming the attribution is correct and that 
the quotation is correct, I don't quarrel with it. 
(Laughter) 


But I want to be sure. I would want to see it 
before I would even venture a comment beyond that. 


Q When you try to make sure whether this quote 
is correct, would you try also to see whether this was con- 
veyed by the Mexicans to him or this is an assumption made 
by Americans? 


A First let his words speak for themsevles. He 
usually is very good at expressing precisely what he wishes 
to convey, and it's not for me to try to elaborate upon it. 


If he wishes to add to it at some future time, I 
am sure he will. 


Q In view of the Secretary's testimony, why 
don't we have a filing break now? 


A Filing break. 

Q Can I have one more shot? This meeting on 
the 14th which you mentioned ON BACKGROUND, is this a 
meeting of all CBI participants? 
No. 
This is Mexico and America? 


It's donor countries. 


Who's sponsoring this? 


r Oo F-* OO FY 


The participants are agreeing to meet. 





— 
. | v 


can Foreign 





— 


se 


» 1982" 


cae ee ate « <a te 


Policy Current Documents 


' VECtassitied for Publication in Ameri 
Pee 5 a Sate 





15 


Q Canada and Venezuela will also participate? 
A That's right. 


Q Dean, is there anything you can tell us about 
the Administration plans to train foreign police officers 
in counterterrorist activities? Will that be to protect 
American embassies abroad and, if so, where will the 
training occur? 


A I am not familiar at all with that subject. 
I have not seen any information on it. 


Q Would you be good enough to check and see 
whether there -- 


A Whether we are training foreign security 
people? 


8) Whether you have plans to and, if so, for 
what purpose and where? 


A All right. I'll look into that. 


Q Do you have anything on the involvement of 
Richard Burt and other people in this Department with Mr. 
Angelo Codevilla who is an aide to Senator Malcolm Wallop in 
a plan or a plot to topple the Schmidt Government in 
Germany? 


Ay Oh, good heavens! That is so bizarre as not 
to warrant any comment at all. 


Q Thank you, Dean. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 P. M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #36 


FRIDAY, MARCH 5, 1982, 12:50 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I'm sorry for the 
delay. I have a number of announcements for you. 


~~ 
. 


First, with regard to Afghanistan Day, we are very 
adopted a joint resolution designating March 21 as 4 
Afghanistan Day. In doing so, it joins the European 
Parliament and other parliments in the world in thus 
honoring the valiant resistance of the Afghan people and 
condemning the continuing invasion by the Soviet Union. The 
President, on several occasions, has expressed his support 
for Afghanistan Day and will, we understand, be signing the 
joint resolution on March 10. William Rogers, former 
Secretary of State, has undertaken to organize appropriate 
commemorative events in the United States on March 21. 


On March 8, Deputy Secretary of State Walter 
Stoessel will offer testimony on the situation in 
Afghanistan on behalf of the Administration to the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee in open session. Through the 
commemoration of Afghanistan Day, the American people will 
have the opportunity to join other free peoples in 
recognizing the valiant struggle for freedom of the Afghan 


people. 


Secondly, an announcement about a meeting taking 
place tomorrow. This weekend, Saturday, March 6, 
Secretary Haig will meet in New York City with Mexican 
Foreign Minister Castaneda. The purpose of the meeting is 
to review a number of bilateral. issues and issues related 


to the region. 


Q Do you have a time and place of that meeting? 


A I don't have details of it. I understand it 
is likely to be at the U.N. Plaza Hotel about midday, but let 
me ask you to be in touch with the Press Office later in the 


day. > 
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Q Is that the only meeting he's having? 
A That's my understanding. 


Q Just with the Mexican, not the Canadian 
Foreign Minister? 


A I have no information on that. 


Let me just go on and finish the announ- 
cements and get back to it. 


On the Guatemalan elections: We welcome 
President Lucas’ statement of yesterday that he would 
guarantee the integrity of the March 7 elections. Sunday's 
elections are part of an electoral process taking place 
throughout most of Central America which began in Honduras, 
has continued in Costa Rica, and will also inciude El 
Salvador at the end of this month. There are indictions 
that the Marxist guerrillas will step up their efforts to 
disrupt the electoral process through interruption of conm- 
munications facilities and intimidation of voters. However, 
we look to the Guatemalan Government to carry through on its 
commitment to a fair election. 


Finally, let me just note that later today we 
will have available, perhaps right after the briefing -- I'm 
not sure -- additional information concerning human rights 
abuses against Miskito Indians in Nicaragua to which the 
Secretary referred in his testimony yesterday. What it is 
actually is a fuller account of the report on which his 
testimony was based. 


Q No pictures? 
A No, this is the Embassy reporting. 


Q Alan, the Secretary's meeting with the 
Mexican Foreign Secretary tomorrow. We were told that there 
would be a meeting, I believe, on the 15th involving the 
Secretary, the Mexican Foreign Secretary and the Foreign 
Ministers of Venezuela and Canada. 


A I think Dean yesterday gave you ON GUIDANCE 
information about that, and that is a different meeting. 


Q That one will still take place? 
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A I haven't anything to announce to you, but we 
are talking about a different set of meetings. 


Q At whose request is this? 
A I don't have details on that. 


Q Is the U.S. reconsidering its attitude toward 
the Lopez Portillo offer of negotiations? 


A Don, I don't have anything to offer you on 
that. I wouldn't be surprised if that subject were to come 
up, but I don't have an agenda to offer you. 


Q Alan, do you have some totally persuasive 
evidence you can give us regarding outside influence in the 
guerrilla war in E) “:lvador? 


A I thought all of the things I said were 
totally persuasive. (Laughter) 


Q You always are, but anything else you can 
provide? 


A The question of a briefing, I think, is 
really what you're talking about. We've said before this is 
an issue which we've had under consideration. It remains 
under consideration. I just don't have anything further for 
you today. 


Let me say, though, as I'm sure you're aware, 
the Administration has been briefing Congressional commit- 
tees, the two intelligence committees, on the evidence of 
the issues regarding arms flow and related issues. 


The Chairman of the Senate Committee, Senator 
Goldwater, and the Chairman of the House Committee, 
Congressman Boland, have released statements on those . 
++ eat and there are copies available in the Press 
Office. 


I might simply note that in the absence of 
any further public disclosure, because of the sensitivity 
question which we are still wrestling with, those briefings 
were an effort to present the evidence to a non-Administra- 
tion body of public representatives who could make their own 
assessments on the strength of the data. 


Q The Secretary said yesterday that he hoped to 
have some of that intelligence available today. Why isn't 
it available today? 
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A It is simply taking longer than he hoped it 
would. 


Q What is the sensitivity issue? 


A The sensitivity issue is the sources and 
methods, John. 


Q The what? 


A Sources and method. We are talking about 
information which would come largely from intelligence 
materials, and we have addressed this several times from 
this podiun. 


Q Would you comment on the reports that the 
Nicaraguan who is the source cf some of this information, 
according to some television reports and wire services, is 
missing and/or has sought refuge in the Mexican Embassy in 
San Salvador? 


A No, I don't have any comment on that. 
Q You have no comment at all on that? 


A I have nothing further for you beyond what 
the Secretary said yesterday. 


Q Is that the guy? (Laughter) 


A I think if I answered your question, I would 
be offering you a comment on it. The only thing I could say 
is that the Secretary's testimony on this yesterday was 
based on a communication from our embassy in San Salvandor 
which in turn was transmitting reports from Salvadoran 
authorities. 


Q When was this communication? 


A I think he (the Secretary) indicated it had 
was in the last couple of days. I don't have the date, but it 


Q Was he aware of the man had escaped when 
he testified on the Hill? 


A I don't have anything on that issue. 


Q Can you take the question as to what happened 
to the gentleman? Are you interested in him? 


A I think that at this point we simply don't 


‘ have anything further to offer you on this subject. 


Q You said that the Secretary's testimony was 
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A A report from our Embassy which in turn was 
based on a report from the Salvadoran government. 


Q Alan, you've been in touch with the Embassy 
on this issue, haven't you, today? 


A Today? I don‘t know today particularly. 


Q Has the Embassy in San Salvador informed the 
U.S. Government that the man has escaped? 


A Bernie, I have nothing to offer you on that 
subject beyond what the Secretary said yesterday. 


Q Do you stand by what the Secretary said 
yesterday, that a Nicaraguan was captured and he was an offi- 
cial of the FSLN? 


A Yes. I stand by that, and I am giving you the 
basis of the Secretary's testimony which was an embassy 
report coming from a Salvadoran Government report. 


Q Alan, are you trying to find out what has 
happened to this so-called missing prisoners? 


A Bob, I just don't have anything further to 
offer you on the subject. I'm sorry. 


Q Why is that you have nothing? 


Q The Secretary made a point yesterday of 
offering that as evidence of foreign involvement in El 
Salvador. The guy skips out, and now you've suddenly gone 
silent on that issue. 


A You just have to let us make our own decisions 
on whether we are going to comment further in any way on 
press reports or anything else. 


Q New subject? 


A No, let's stay on this until we get rid of 
it. 


Q You expect to have something later on this, 
Alan? 


A I don't know. We may. I just don't know at 
this point. 


Q While you're on the subject of embassy 
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reporting, do you have any comment on a report that the 
previous claim by I guess it's Mr. Enders that American 
representatives from the Embassy had come back from the area 
of this alleged massacre was actually based on helicopters 
flying over it somewhere? 





A Let me give you a little introduction to an 
answer to that and then a specific answer to that, or what I 
think is specifically responsive in any case. 


First, let me say that we have an excellent 
Embassy staff in El Salvador, and their reports are fully taken 
into account by Washington policymakers, which was an issue 
raised in the article to which you're referring. 


In Assistant Secretary Enders’ testimony on 
Monday, February 1 of this year before the Foreign 
Operations Subcommittee of the House Appropriations 
Committee, we made available several pages which summarized 
the Embassy in San Salvador's efforts to determine facts 
related to that incident. In his testimony, Mr. Enders 
noted that "We have asked members of the Embassy to go into 
the area. The town itself of Mozote is again in insurgents’ 
hands, and we have not been able to go there. We have been 
able to interview refugees from the area, talk to the mayors 
and other officials and a very large number of people in the 
surrounding area. We think we can make some tentative 
conclusions about that." 


He went on to quote from the Embassy's 
report, “Although it is not possible to prove or disprove 
excesses of violence against the civilian population of 
Mozote by government troops, no evidence could be found to 
confirm that government forces systematically massacred 
civilians in the operation zone, nor that the number of 
civilians killed even remotely approached the number being 
cited in other reports circulating internationally." 


His testimony is a matter of public record. 
He made clear at that point, Don, that his statement was 
based on, granted, an inability to go directly into Mozote but 
a number of interviews and so on. 


Q Where did the quotes come from, where it was 
used in the report this morning from Enders? He must have 
testified on this someplace else. 


Q He testified before a Senate group a couple 
of weeks ago in which he talked about our sending two people 
from our Embassy, et cetera. 


A I don't know. This testimony is on the 
public record. 














Q So is the other one, apparently. Could you 
find out on what basis he made the other testimony. Did he 
know at the time that they hadn't been able to go there? 


A I would say this testimony was given on 
February 1. You're telling me, Bernie, that the other 
= testimony was given later than that. I don't have his 
' direct testimony to indicate that he necessarily said that 
they went directly into the town of Mozote, but they did go 
certainly into that area and interviewed a number of 
people. I don't think there's anything more to say about it. 





Q I just want to be clear on something. When 
does the State Department, intend to brief the American 
people about the evidence. 


A John, I just addressed this. I said before I 
don't have anything on this at this point. We have been 
trying to look at the issue of providing further information 
and we continue to look at that. 
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Q Do you have any time sense at all about what 
we could expect, perhaps a briefing here? 


nts, 


A We are trying do it as soon as we can, but I 
don't have anything to offer you on that. 


Q What prompted the Secretary to tell Chairman 
Long yesterday that he hoped to have it tomorrow -— today, 
that is -- and tell us outside that he hoped to have it today? 


A I think he hoped to have it today. 
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Q What happened? 
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A As I said to you before, it's simply taking 
longer to make it available than he hoped. 


Q Is this possibly in two stages, that the 
Secretary meant that the evidence is going to be presented 
to the Chairman and the Committee privately and then later 
we get it publicly, or what's the procedure? 


A I'm not aware of what that staging might be, 
but I think it is fair enough to say that at this point that 
presentation is not ready. 


Q On either level? 


Q Neither to the Chairman or the Committee nor 
to the public? 








eT, 


erican Foreign 


cation in Am 


Olicy Current Documents, 1982" 


' “lee Gen TOrF PUDIT 





A That is my understanding. 


Q Alan, to what degree is the Stete Department 
embarrassed about this missing guerrilla? 


A Bernie, I'm not going to address the issue 
of the so-called missing nature of the guerrilla that the 
Secretary referred to yesterday. 


Q Does this fellow have a name? 


A I presume he probably does. Yes, George. 
(Laughter) 


Q One you could share with us? 

A I don't have anything. 

Q On the Western Caribbean area, is there a 
distinction that can be drawn between the word 


"negotiations" and the word “discussions” as used by the 
Pentagon? 


A I'm not sure what you're specifically 


referring to. Obviously, there are differences between the 


words “negotiation” and “discussion,” yes. 
Q They're used interchangeably? 


A Sometimes they can; sometimes they can't. 
Let me just say, in terms of that issue we have said what we 
have to say about it and I would refer you back to that. I 
don't have anything to add to what we've said. 


Q The Pentagon told me this morning, a spo- 
kesman, that they have sent two survey teams to those two 
countries in the last week. Do you know what that would 
have been the result of? 


A I have no information on that. If they've 
given you some information, then I suppose I would use it. 


Q Can you take the question because he also 
indicated that the initiative for something like this would 
have to come from the State Department? 


A I'm not going to go beyond what we've said on 
this, Jim. That's simply where we'll leave it. 


Q Is there a stonewall on this? 


A I think we've said all we intend to say about 


it. 








Q May I follow that, Alan? 





A Yes. 


Q There's an item on the FBIS today which 
quotes the Foreign Minister of Honduras as saying he knows 
nothing about this plan involving airports. 


A I said we have no negotiation. We posted 
that. We made that very clear. I don't know what the 
nature of the discussions is that Jim is talking about. 
Maybe there's some technical low-level discussions. I don't 


know. 


Q Have you had discussions or talks with offi- 
cials of that government? : 


A There are no negotiations, and I would leave it 
where we left it. 
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Q Alan, are you saying that the first Honduras 
was aware that you might be interested in base access was 
from what was said from this podium? 


ments, 


A I'm saying nothing different from what we've 
said before, and I'm really not going to go further into the 
issue. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Wait a minute. How can there be no nego- 
tiations when you said a couple of days ago that we're seeking 
access to build these units? How can you be seeking 
ne and not be talking to the government about seeking 

t? 


A What I said was that we were considering the 
possible expenditure of funds for the improvement of airfield 
facilities in the western Caribbean area. The subject is at 
a preliminary stage, and we have not begun negotiations on 
this subject with any government. 


I think that DOD had requested money for this pur- 
pose; but no final decisions have been made, no agreements 
had been reached, and as we have made clear, no negotiations 


had been undertaken. 


Q Then Dean said the two countries involved are 
Honduras and Colombia. Is that statement still operative? 


A I think what he was referring to was the 
countries that were referred to in the Post story. 


Q No, no, no. Nice try. Got you again, Alan. 
(Laughter) 


Q Does that statement still stand? 


A Look, everything we have said, I'm just going 
to leave where it is. 


Q When you leave it where it is, are you still 
interested in Honduras and Colombia? 


A I think you have to take together all the 
things that we have said, and the latest thing that we said on 
this was the statement we posted the other evening, and 
that's where we are. 


Q Can we talk about General Guttierez's visit 
today. Whom did he see in this building? 


A I understand he met with somebody in the Latin 
American Bureau and that he met with the Secretary. 


Q Can you tell us why the photo-op was 
cancelled? 


A I don't have an entirely clearly picture of 
that, Bernie, but my understanding is that the arrangements 
for that had not been fully coordinated between the two par- 
ties, and that there was some confusion about that, and 
therefore, it was cancelled. 
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Q At whose instance was the session cancelled? 


A I don't have details on it. I just can't give 
you more than that. 


Q Why could we not see him when he came through 
this building? Was he taken through the garage way? 


A You'd have to ask the Salvadorans. I don't ; 
have the -- 


Q No, I'm asking you. 


A Through the garage? I doubt that he was 
taken through the garage. 


Q Do you know? 


A It's not my impression that he was taken 
through the garage. 


Q There seems to be an effort here in this 
building to make sure that no reporter got close to hin. 
I'm putting that question to you: Was the State Department 
involved in this? 


A My understanding, again, is not perfect on this, 
but my understanding was that it was on the schedule; we 
were not hiding the meeting. So I'm not quite sure what the 
implication of your question is. 


Q You were hiding the general. 


A You can try and get hold of him. As I say, 
there apparently was a mix-up in the -- 


Q We were not allowed access to him. 

A Bob, he's not simply in this building; he's 
elsewhere in town, seccenebin. But I'm just simply telling 
you that there was a mixup; there was a logistics snafu, and 
in the end it resulted in the cancellation. 

Q What was the snafu? 


A Bernie, I said I don't have full details on 
it. 


Q When did he arrive in Washington? 
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I have no idea. 


What was the focus of the discussion with the 
aoa Secretary? 


A I don't have details on it. I think it is 
rather obvious that we have a number of concerns in El 
Salvador that might be on the agenda. 


Q Did they talk about the missing guerrilla? 


w A You're going to be a missing guerrilla soon. 
(Laughter) 


Q At the Foreign Press Center yesterday, 
Messrs. Penniman and Scammon gave a briefing. Some con- 
fusion arose out of that briefing. But the question I would 
like to raise is, is it the role of the observers that we're 
sending down there to assess simply the technical election 
procedures, or is it also to assess the election itself as 
an expression of national will -— I mean, for the whole 
society, basically. Do you understand the thrust of my 
question? , 
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cuments, 


A I'm not sure. I think that probably the role 
of the election experts ger se would certainly go to the 
first part of that -- and we talked about that. But I think 
it has a broader purpose that goes to the invitation to 
observers from a variety of countries and the dispatch of 
observers from a variety of countries. I don't really know 
how to describe it to you. I mean, there are experts; but 
going beyond the experts. there are others who will go down 
and observe the elections and be able to form whatever 


judgments they want to form about it. 
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Q I just have one follow-up, though: My 
question derives from the fact that these people seem to be 
extremely ignorant about the situation in El Salvador, not 
just from a philosophical point of view. My question is: 

In their report, those two, will they address the broader 
purposes to which you refer or only the technical aspects of 
the election. 


\ 
A I simply don't know. I don't know the 
answer. 


Q Given the controversy surrounding El 
Salvador, did the State Department in any way encourage 
General Guttierez to meet with reporters? 


A I have no idea. 











' Vectassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


13 


Q Was there any command decision on the 
Secretary's part not to come down with him and meet with 


reporters? 


A I haven't talked with the Secretary since the meeting. 


Q Alan, could you tell us the purpose of 
President Mitterrand's visit here next week, and does it have 
anything to do with Salvador and the Portillo plan? 


A I have very little I can offer you on that. 
His visit is part of the continuing exchange between the two 
Presidents on issues of mutual interest. They last met in 
Cancun in October, and this meeting would give them an 
opportunity to review recent developments and have a preli- 
minary discussion of issues that may come up at the summit 
meetings in Europe in June. 


Q Why was the date set so suddenly? 


A I'm not sure when the date was actually set. 
It was announced, obviously, in just the last day; but I 
don't know when the meeting was set. 


Q When is the date of the meeting? 


The date of the meeting? He is coming on 
March 12. 


Q Is it a one-day trip? 


aA It looks that way from the announcement the 
White House issued yesterday. 


Q Alan, do you have any rebuttal to the allega- 
tions made by Jaime Wheelock, the Nicaraguan Agriculture 
Minister, yesterday? 


A Any rebuttals to his -- 


Q He made a whole series of allegations. 
Q Accusations. 
A In terms of the accusations that he made, 


some of them were on issues that we wouldn't address in any 
case. I do think I have something here if I can find where 


it is. 
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Q Can we start with the CIA? 

A Here we go. No, I really don't. Sorry. 

Q The whole thing? 

A Our position on Nicaragua has been made clear 


a number of times, and I don‘t think I have anything new to 
add today to that. In terms of the charges on intelligence 
operations, again, this is the kind of issue we don't 
discuss without suggesting we should lean one way or another 
on it. We just don't discuss it. 


Q Did he ask to see or did he see any officials 
in this building? 


A The Nicaraguan Embassy did ask the Department 
if it would be willing to receive him, and we said that we 
would; but to my knowledge, there is no meeting scheduled at 
this point. 


Q Whom did they ask for him to see? 
A I don't have details. 


Q You mean you can't deny his allegation that 
the United States is undertaking a broad-based campaign to 
destabilize the Nicaraguan Government? 


A George, I don't have a detailed account of 
what he said, and I don't want to respond in a detailed way 
to what he said. I think we have made our position on a 
variety of issues of that sort clear before. 


Q They charged yesterday that they cannot get 
meetings here. 


A I didn't hear what he said, but I'm telling 
you that we indicated to the Nicaraguan Embassy that we 
would be willing to receive him, and we will if -- 


Q Is it possible that he asked to see the 
Secretary, and we said we could see ARA/P? 


A I don't know what his desires are or what the 
specifics were. I wouldn't think that's quite the way it 
would be handled. 
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* Q Can you comment -- he charged that a man 
named Steadman Fagoth, who is widely alleged to be a leader 
of former Samoza forces, is received regularly at the State 
Department and has even made a speaking tour around the 
United Statés under the auspices of the State Department. 


A I don‘t know the details of that. Steadman 
Pagoth certainly has been in the United States, but -- 


Q Is he regularly received by the Department? 
A I haven't got the slightest idea, John. 

Q Has he had discussions with officials in ARA? 
A 


I haven't got the slightest idea. In any 
case, as I said, Mr. Wheelock we'd be willing to 
receive. 


Q If I could go back to MitterRand, do you have 
anything on the results of his visit, and specifically, how 
do you feel on his statements in asserting the rights of the 
Palestinian people to an independent state? 


A Let me just answer that, because it's very 
quick, and that is that we don't have any comment on his visit. 


Q Alan, could we go back to the Secretary's 
comments in his testimony yesterday? Could you amplify what 
he said about the Soviet technicians, Soviet presence in 
Nicaragua? What is their role? And do they have a role in 
El Salvador? 


A I don't have anything to add to what he said 
at this point. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that Soviet 
technicians, approximately 100 based in Nicaragua, have a 
leading role in running air re-supply operations from 
Nicaragua to guerrilla camps in El Salvador? 

A What are you reading from, Mike? 


Q Ned, in the First Reader. (Laughter) 


A I don't have anything to give you. I'm just 
curious where that is appearing. 
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Q There is a William Safire column today which 
says the so-called Buckley mission is going to Europe to say 
that the United States is now ready to cooperate with the 
East-West natural gas pipeline. Has the U.S. changed its 
opposition to the pipeline in any way? 


A No. Our position on that issue remains the 
same. I don't have anything for you specifically on the 
Buckley trip today, though. But our position on the pipe- 
line is as has been discussed here before. 


Q Is there a thought of reconsidering a plan to 
certify Chile to get military assistance? 


A We are looking carefully at human rights con- 
ditions in Chile and the certification requirements set 
forth by the Congress. I would want to point out in this 
regard that what we are talking primarily is the licensing 
of commercial sales by American firms. We have not antici- 
pated any significant amount of U.S. military assistance, . 
although we have proposed the resumption, I think as you 
know, of a small military training program -- about $50,000 
-- in the FY ‘83 budget request subject, of course, to the 


certification. 


Q What is the impact of the apparent murder of 
the trade union leader whose name is Jose Tucemal Jimaney 
about a week and a half ago? Is that going to force a 
reassessment of the human rights situation in Chile? 


A I don't have any specific information on that 
case. I would assume that in looking at the overall 
situation, if that is a relevant factor, it would be fac- 
tored in; but I don't have any specific information on it. 


Q Is Assistant Secretary Enders in Chile? 
A Enders has gone to Chile, yes. 
Q How long will he be there? 


A I'm not sure I have the specifics about where 
he is on each stop. Let me just see what I've got. He left 
on March 4 on a trip to Venezuela, Argentina, and Chile as 
part of his program of travel to countries in the region, 
and in response to invitations from those governments. He 
will be returning on March 10. 


Q Do you have anything on the Chilean 
Government's attitude toward the Letelier investigation, 
which is part of the certification? 
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A We would have to look at that issue, too, and 
we are. 


5 Q Alan, in your first announcement the General 
Assembly of the United Nations declared a day -- I think it 
is November 29 -- a day cof Palestine. The United States 
never sponsored, participated, or agreed with such resolu- . 
tion. Now, you're announcing a day for Afghanistan. Since 
this government believes that both areas are under 
occupation -- that's Afghanistan, West Bank, and Gaza -- how 
would you respond to those who may argue that this is a kind 
of a double standard? 


A I don't propose to give you a formal answer 
except I don't see the analogy between Soviet occupation by 
upwards of 100,000 troops and continuing fighting, use of 
helicopter gun ships, all sorts of weapons against the 
Afghans. Obviously, there are all sorts of situations 
around the globe which one could address. The situation in 
that area is obviously of great concern to us, and we are, 
from a policy point of view, addressing it very intensely. 


Q To follow on this, I mean what you're saying 
is that there are levels of occupation, that there are 
degrees of occupation? 


A I'm not going to get into a discussion of 
that. I'm saying that the situations are not analogous. 
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Q Has the United States any new evidence 
regarding possible Israeli action in Lebanon? 


A Evidence regarding new Israeli action in 
Lebanon? I don't have anything to offer you on that. 


Q U.S. officials are reported as saying that it 
is now inevitable. 


A We saw the article, but it doesn't reflect 
our view. We expect the cessation of hostilities to be 
maintained. The President has sent Ambassador Habib to the 
region to underscore our conviction that the ceasefire must 
be maintained and strengthened. I would simply note, as 
you quite well know, that under the cessation of hostilities 
there is to be no hostile military action from Lebanon into 
Israel, or from Israel into Lebanon. 


Q Do you have his weekend travel schedule? 
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A No. I believe at the moment, he is in Saudi 
Arabia, but I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the meetings 
between Assistant Secretary Crocker and the Angolan Foreign 
Minister Paulo Jorge? 


A I don't think I do, Don, beyond what you have 
doubtless already gotten, which is that he met with them in 
Paris on the 4th and Sth. I don*t know whether those 
meetings are concluded at this point or not, but the 
meetings are taking place in the context of a continuing 
dialogue regarding bilateral and regional issues. But I 
simply don't have anything further. 


Q Reuters quotes an unnamed U.S. official as 
saying they are talking about, among other things, the 
requirements for the establishment of diplomatic relations. 
Can you comment on that? 

A I just don't have anything on it. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC 237 


MONDAY, MARCH 8, 1982, 12:42 P. ™. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have one announce- 
ment. Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Deputy Secretary Walter Stoessel, before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. His subject is "Afghanistan Day." 


I have a statement about an article that appeared 
this morning in The Washington Post. Mr. John Goshko's 
piece in The Washington Post this morning is inaccurate in 
virtually all respects. 








It is unfortunate that Mr. Goshko would write such 
an article without apparently having consulted any of the 
principals to whom he referred in the article. 


Normal journalist ethics and sensible practice 
would have suggested his report would have been more 
complete and accurate had he done so. 


The facts are, the Secretary has asked the 
President to nominate Mr. Malone to be Ambassador-at-Large 
in charge of the Law of the Sea negotiations and to head the 
U.S. delegation to the negotiating conference. 


The President decided that the U.S. would continue 
its vigorous efforts toward negotiation of a Law of the Sea 
Treaty. This will require intensive, full-time effort in 
the development of a negotiating posture in the direction of 
the large U.S. delegation, and in the actual conduct of 
extremely involved and continuous negotiations. It requires 
the full and undivided attention of the senior U.S. official 
heading the delegation. 


A successor to Mr. Malone as Assistant Secretary 
for Oceans, International Environmental and Scientific 
Affairs will be named in the future. No decision has yet 
been made. 


Mr. Malone's conduct of his Sureau has been 
exemplary. There is no question as to his full and complete 
pursuit of the President's nuclear energy policies or the 
President's nuclear export policy. He has had and he 
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retains the full confidence of the Secretary of State in 
these matters. 


Mr. Richard Kennedy, the Under Secretary of State 
for Management, has not, as the article suggests, assumed 
"de facto control of the nuclear policy functions of 
Malone's Bureau,” nor would he do so. Mr. Kennedy was 
appointed by the President as the U.S. Representative to the 
International Atomic Energy Agency, and in that connection 
has maintained a general oversight of nuciear export policy 
on behalf of the Secretary of State. 


Day-to-day policy and operational responsibility 
is in the OES Bureau under the direction of the Assistant 
Secretary. The OES Sureau in all respects other than the 
nuclear export policy oversight is subject to policy 
oversight by the Under Secretary for Security Assistance, 
Science and Technolosy, Mr. James Buckley. 


No changes in these arrangements, which have been 
in effect for many months, are contemplated. 


Lastly, a statement on the Association of 
Southeast Asian Nations’ dialogue. The fourth ASEAN-U.S. 
Economic Dialogue will convene tomorrow morning at 9:30 in 
the Loy Henderson Conference room. The head of the U.S. 
Gelegation is Anthony Albrecht, Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs. 


Deputy Secretary Walter Stoessel will welcome the 
ASEAN Representatives. His speech and the ovening ceremo- 
nies of this three-day conference will be open to the press. 
The plenary sessions that follow will be closed-door 
meetings, but we are scheduling a press conference for 11:15 
on Thursday after the closing of the conference. Packets of 
background materials will be available at the Press Office 
early tomorrow morning. 


Q What is the purpose of the conference? 


A It's obviously to discuss economic relations 
between the U.S. and the ASEAN nations. 


Q Dean, we're delighted to get all that 
information about the internal workings of the top of the 
State Department. When we ask you questions about it, vou 
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normally tell us, -in effect, that it's none of our business, 
so I'm kind of curious as to why you gave us all of that 
information today. 


A You are having reference to The Washington 
Post article? | 





Q Yes. 


A I believe the principals in the Department 
felt it important to set the record straight. 


Q For reasons that relate to diplomacy or their 
Own activities? 


A I wouldn't want to characterize it in a more 
specific way than I did. 


Q You're very specific. I was just wondering 
why you were deluging us with all of that information. 


Q The thrust of the article was that he was no 
longer going to be continuing as Assistant Secretary. It 
doesn't seem to me to be gquibbling with that lead of the 
story, is that correct? 


A As I indicated in the statement, it is 
correct that we expect to name a successor to Mr. Malone as 
the Assistant Secretary in the future, but that there has 
been no decision made yet. 


Q How about the other point in the story that 
there has been a significant change in our nuclear export 
policy, and this personnel shift is merely a minor reflec- 
tion of that? 


4 The President's July 16 statement of policy 
Clearly commits this Administration to a vigorous non- 
proliferation policy. The President's statement includes, 
among Other objectives, the re-establishment of this country 
as a predictable and reliable vartner in nucler cooperation 
so that the U.S. will be in a position to influence the 
direction other countries take in their non=-proliferation 
policies. 


In this connection, we would note that the 
President has asked that the existing extensive and detailed 
legislation bearing on nuclear export matters be reviewed dy 
the concerned agencies of the Executive Branch, and that 
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consideration be given to what steps might be taken con- 
sistent with non-proliferation objectives to remove unne- 
cessary impediments to commercial relations in the field of 
nuclear energy. 


Q What does that mean? 
A It means just what it savs. 


Q In other words, it means unnecessary impedi- 
ments to commercial transactions. Is that the opposite part 
of the --- 


A I have no further details to give you on 
that. I think the President's policy statement speaks for 
itself. 

Q Are you telling us, Dean, that Malone has 
been nominated as an Ambassador-at-Large or is going to be? 


A I said that the Secretary had asked the 
President to nominate him, and if you check with the White 
House later in the day, I think that they may be in a posi- 
tion to give you additional information on that. 


Q Why was that not disclosed until now? 
A What? 
Q Why only now in the wake of The Post story is 





it made Known that he's being nominated as Ambassador-at- 
Large? 


A We don't normally like to get out ahead of 
the events. 


Q Are you saying now the events may take place 
today? 

A Yes. 

Q On nuclear non-proliferation matters, do you 


have any comment about the message in The Post editorial 
today about Argentina moving toward a nuclear explosion? 





A Yes. I have reference here to not The Post 





editorial per se, but I think it will cover what you are 
asking me because another paper made reference to it 
recently. 
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The fact is I don't have any information about the 
Particular statement that Argentina may build a peaceful 
nuclear device, but, as you know, the consistent position of 
Argentina's Government has been that it wanted to reserve 
the option of developing nuclear explosive devices for 
peaceful purposes. 


I would, however, note that the United States does 
not recognize a distinction between nuclear weapons and 
"peaceful nuclear explosives.” 


Q I have been asking for about a week now and 
I'm willing to continue asking: We still don't have a 
rationale cn why, if Cuba is added to a list of countries 
exporting terrorism through Nicaragua with Soviet arms, why 
those two countries are not on that same list. 


A I know you've been asking, Jim, and, God 
willing and the creeks don't rise, we'll have an answer for 
you this afternoon. 

Q Okay. I'll just keep asking until I get it. 

A Okay. 


Q Was Cuba, in fact, added to the list? 


Because my understanding is that modification of the 


regulation did not make it on the Federal Register, and that 
the State Department set up one statement but in fact it was 
never bureaucratically accomplished. Do you know? 


ay I don't have any information on that but 
hopefully that question will be addressed when we have the 
information this afternoon. 


Q Can I just go back to one thing on nucler 
proliferation? Do you have anything today on the status 
of the Tarapur negotiations? 


A Yes. I think so. The discussions between 
the United States and India are continuing regarding the 
future of our nuclear cooperation agreement. The only other 
thing I would add is that Mr. Malone's appointment, as hopefully 
will be clear from my other statement, is totally unrelated 
to those discussions. 


Q On the terrorism list, there are reports cir- 
Culating that Iraq has continued to mount terrorism opera- 
tions since the time that the report mentioned they hadn't 
been. 
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Do you-have any comments on that? There's " 
something called a 15th of May organization, which is Iraqi 
related? 


A I have nothing to add to what we said the 
other day on that subject. 


Q Have you seen these reports? Are you fami- 
liar with them at all? 


A Personally, I'm not familiar with any reports 
aiong the lines that you're discussing. 


0 What's the status of the evidence on 
Nicraguan arms flows to El Salvador? 


A The status of the evidence? 

Q Of making the public the evidence. 

A Nothing I can announce today on that, 
John, but, again, I would hope that in the very near future 
we will be able to make available, as the Secretary indi- 
cated, information relating to that and other subjects. 


Q Will that be in the context of a briefing 


here? 
4 We are hopeful, yes. 
Q Special briefing. 
x We are hoveful of that. 
. Q Do you have any comment on the Guatemalan 
elections? 
ay | The comment I would make is as follows: 


There appears to have been a heavy vote, and fortunately a 
minimum of violence. 


We note that some people were still standing in 
line at midnight when the polls were scheduled to close. 
Tabulation of the vote appears to be far from completed, and 
the sparsity of the returns so far maxe it too early to spe- 
culate on the final outcome. 


Q There has already been some charges of vote 
fraud, both in the polling and the counting. Does the 
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United States have any independent means of determing if the 
vote is honest? = 


A I don't know that I want to address the 
question of whether we have independent means of making that 
determination. I would point out that, although we have 
heard reports alleging fraud from party representatives, 
they have not yet provided any evidence to this effect. 


For Our part it would be most regrettable if fraud 
did occur in an election such as this one where Guatemalans 
have obviously supported the process by turning out in such 
large numbers. 


Q Do you have anything about another 
Washington Post story about an interview with an El Salvador 





guerrilla leader saying or predicting that there would be an 
upsurge in fighting prior to the election with a view 
towards disrupting it? 


A The Salvadoran guerrilla leader you're 
referring to, I believe, is Cienfuegos. Mr. Cienfuegos con- 
firmed several important points that we have been making for 
some time. 


First, that the FMLN leadership is Marxist; 
second, that the FMLN is committed to disrupting the March 
28 elections; and, third, that its leadership is comfor- 
tably based in Nicarzsua. 


The statements of Mr. Cienfuegos vary dramatically 
from those of President Guillermo Ungo of the FMLN/FDR who 
appeared, as you Know, on "Meet the Press” on February 28. 


The fact that a large-scale disruption campaign is 
already underway, including encirclement of several of the 
nations cities, is compelling evidence that it is avowed 
Marxist guerrilla leaders like Cienfuegos, not political 
front men like Ungo who control the FMLN/FDR. 


We were also struck by Cienfuegos' reference in 
the reported interview to his group's murder of ERP rival 
Roax Dalton as "an historical accident." 


Perhaps it's important to bear in mind, in 
assessing Mr. Cienfuegos' statements and intentions, that 
this is the same man whose group in the 1970s engineered the 
Kidnapping of a Japanese dSusinessman named Matsumoto, bru- 
tally murdered him, and then, claiming that Matsumoto was 
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still alive and well, continued negotiations for his release 
until his group's demands were met. 


Q Could we get a copy of that, please? 
a All right. 


Q What is the progress, if any, on trying to 
work out a negotiated settlement in El Salvador? 


A As you know, the Secretary met the Mexican 
Foreign Minister Saturday in New York. The Secretary 
addressed that at his press conference following the, I 
believe, two-and-a-half hour meeting with Foreign Minister 
Castaneda. 


So what I would co is to refer you to the 
transcript of that press conference, but in general terms I 
can indicate that the Secretary said that he visualized that 
in the period ahead these discussions will continue. 


Specifically, the Secretary was referring to a 
meeting next weekend where, once again, he would be seeing 
Foreign Minister Castaneda. 


Q Can you tell us when that meeting will be 
held? - 


A I can't at this point yet, John. 


We have vet 
to formally announce it, but we will he doing so shor 


tly. 


Q When you say “weekend,” I mean, it's more 
logistical than anything. Is this Saturday, Sunday? 


A For your guidance you can look for Sunday and 
Monday. Not Saturday and Sunday. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, the Mexican Foreign Minister indicated 
at his press conference that he hoped to get a reply from 
Secretary Haig in terms of some of the details of the 
Mexican Peace Plan when they meet again, is that accepted by 
the Secretary? 


A I don't believe the Secretary has in mind a 
deadline for responses to Foreign Secretary Castaneda's 
Suggestions. I would just have to leave it that, as I say, 
they will be meeting again next weekend. The Secretary 
indicated that he looked forward to continuing the 
discussions with a view toward finding a solution to this 
very dangerous problem. 


Q The Mexicans have not requested any kind of a 
deadline or expressed in terms of a hope that the Secretary 
will be able to give them some kind of definitive encourage- 
ment or answer? 


A No, the Mexicans have not talked in terms of 
a deadline. 


0 Do you expect it will be an important talk in 
the discussion with President Mitterrand just before this 
weekend? 


A I'm sorry, in the context of this? 


Q Do you expect it will be an important subject 
in the discussion with Mitterrand just before the weekend? 


o As you know, President Mitterrand is coming 
here for the purpose of discussing a variety of subjects and 
I don't want to suggest somehow there's a limitation on 
those discussions by focusing on one particular issue. 


Q Dean, do you have anything more specific on 
in what specific ways the comments of Cienfuegos and those 
of Ungo diverge? 


A Let me go back to what I said earlier. I 
would say, in response to your question, they diverge basi- 
cally in this sense: The differ in their characterizations 
of the FMLN/FDR attitude toward the March 28th election and 
the approach that the guerrillas will take. 


Q Back on Sunday's meeting. Will the Secretary 
have meetings both days, Sunday and Monday, or just arrive 
for Sunday's meeting only. 


oN He will have meetings both days. 
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Q That was not originally intended, the war,in 
El Salvador, to be the prime sania of discussion when they, 
meet. Does it now occupv a higher priority than it did? 


A I'm in the Gdifficuit position here of not 
having yet formally announced the meeting and vou're asking 
me what they're going to talk about. 


e) The thrust -- 


A As I indicated, the Secretary concluded, 
after his meeting last weekend with Foreign Minister 
Castaneda that it was approvriate to continue the 


discussions with him the next time he sees him which happens 
to be next weekend in New York. 


Q Could you tell us whether there's any 
action that the United States may be taking directly or be 
encouraging the El Salvador Government to take in light of 
what Cienfuecgo said about an upsurge in fighting prior to 
the election? 


A Advice we are giving to the Salvadorans? 


0 Any actions the United States may take or 
would encourage the £1 Salvador Government to take? 


Q Oh, no, I don't want to be in a position of 
offerr‘’-}; advice or bassing On suggestions to the 
Salvadorans from this podium. I would not comment on that. 

Q Do you take seriously what Cienfuesos said 
about trying to encourage an upsurge of Stetina orior to 
the election? 


é 


= I think the Salvadoran Government, certainly, 
takes it seriously. 

Q Does the United States take it seriously? 

a The answer is yes. 

Q What would you do about it if you take it 
seriously? 

a Nothing that I am prepared to disclose. 

Q Dean, on the subject of the U 2 


aiding Such movements, do vou have 
in the New York Times that the Uni 


fy © 





t 
indirect aid both to a radio station 
groups? 
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a No, I have no comment, consistent with our 
Standard oractice of not commenting on allegations regarding 
intelligence matters. 


Q - Do you have any comment on vesterday's story 
in The Post suggesting that the United States not only has 
no plans to send combat troops to £1 Salvador, the President 
has ruled out, or virtually ruled out -- words to that 
effect -—- any commitment of U.S. troops? 





A No, I stand by the statements that the 
Secretary has made on that subject. 


Q In the meeting with Castaneda on Saturday, 
were there any new proposals made, not directiy from the 
Mexicans, but perhaps the Cubans through the Mexicans? 


A Oh, John, I don't want to get into specifi 
discussion of what was part of a confidential dialogue bet- 
ween the two foreign ministers. 


Q Can I come back to George's question, when 
you say you stand by what the Secretary said. The 
Secretary, until last week, usually said, in answer ~* the 


question about U.S. forces, that as the President has said, 
there are no current plans for anybody, in principle, he 
can't rule anything out. 


4 I think that is what he has consistently 
said. 


Q Well, on the Hill last week he was asked a 
Similar question by Congressman Solarz and he gave the 
answer: Nobody has any plans in the Administration to do 
anything like that. And then he said the same thing in his 
press conference Saturday. What's missing is his statement 
about he doesn't want to rule anything out or doesn't want 
to leave, as he said, a roadway for -=- he doesn't want to 
circle the options and give a roadway to the adversary, et 
cetera. Has he now dropped this line about not ruling 
anything out? 


A I don't Know that just because he didn't put 
the same emphasis in the two statements vou referred to that 
he intends to rule out options. But as he noted, both he 
and the President have consistently said that we have no 
plans for the introduction of U.S. combat troops. 


Q Have you been able to pin down what happened 
in the case of the Nicaraguan officer who was captured much 
before the Secretary suggested he was and was also already 
Out of custody when it was announced he had been captured. 


Do you Know what happened there? 
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a Again, the Secretary acdressed this on 
Saturday and I don't really wish to elaborate on what he 
said but I would point out that among the things he said was = 
that since the local authorities, those con the ground -- 
whatever their point of view -- seemed to be the most 
Knowledgable, I would leave it right there. 


Q How about the very question about did he know 
when he made the statement on Thursday that the fellow had 
already skipped out to the Mexican Embassy? 


A The honest answer is, Bernie, I don't Know. 


Q Do we share President Duarte's statement or 
endorsement of a police report that this individual may 
have been trained in Mexico? 


A This, I think, is what the Secretary had 
reference to in his press conference on Saturday, that he 
would leave it to the people on the ground, the local 
authorities to address the issue. As I said, we'll leave it 
right there. 


Q We have no evidence that necessarily the 
Mexicans are training guerrillas, either Nicaraguans or 
Salvadorans? 


A I'm sorry, do we have what? 


Q Do we have any evidence that the Mexicans are 
training guerrillas, Nicaraguans and Salvadorans? 


Q The Secretary was also asked that question 
and he just said he preferred not to get into it. 


Q Nicaragua has promolgquated a new election 
law, and also export laws in the last couole months. Have 
we any comment on those new laws? 


a We welcome any new law which would protect 
the private sector and also help promote pluralism in 
Nicaragua. We will closely be examining these laws to which 
you referred in your question. At the same ti tll 
continue to speak out against laws which curb the rights of 
the Nicaraguan people. 


For example, the Sandinista Government had 
preposed a law which would bring all media under the control 
of the government and which includes sanctions such as 
Outright seizure of offenders for those who fail to adhere 
to its stipulations. 
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Q We don't have an opinion? 
= That's correct. 
90 There are reports of another massacr=2 in 


El 
Salvador. I wonder if you have any comment on that at ali? 

A Yes. We, of course, have seen these reports. 
We do not at this point have any independent information to 
confirm that such a massacre took place or the extent, 
timing or proportions of the alleged incident. 


As in the past, when allegations such as this 
have arisen, our Embassy is attempting to gather as much 
information as possible from a variety of sources to assess 
what might actually have happened. 


Q Amnesty has a report coming out tonight on 
violations by the Salvadoran military. Are you aware of 
that; do you have any response perhaps? 


a No. I personally was not aware of that, and 
I do not have any response to it. 


Q Do you happen to Know whether the First the 
Embassy knew about it was the television and newspaper 
revorts of this massacre? Is this something they were 
looking into independent of the reports which surfaced over 
the weekend? 


Q I have no reason to believe that the Embassy 
knew about this incident prior to those reports appearing. 
I cannot confirm that as a fact to my own knowledge. 


Q Dean, in the last couple of weeks has the 
U.S. been talking to the Cubans, the Nicaraguans or the 
rebels from El Salvador with a view towards trying to work 
Out a negotiated settlement? 


A In the last couple of weeks -- again? 


Q In the last couple of weeks, has the U.S. been 
in touch with Nicaragua, Cuba, the rebels in El Salvador, 
with a view towards working out a negotiated settlement? 


a Marvin, my answer to that is that our posi- 
tion on negotiations, I think, is very clear and I wouldn't 
want to comment beyond reiterating that position. 


Q I know your position is clear Dut I was 
asking whether in the last couple of weeks you've been 
meeting with any of these people? 


4 That's my response. 
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¢ It's not an answer. You're not answering 
question. It's alright with me. I just wanted to know. 


Q Would you just restate for the record the 
position? 

Q About negotiations? 

Q Yes. 

A We have consistently opposed negotiations 


which, in our view, would lead to power-sharing. we have 

consistently supported negotiations which would p 
free and fair election, provided the guerrillas lay down 
their arms. That's a paraphrase of what I underst 

our traditional position. 


Q Why is it you won't comment on Marvin's 
Question about any talks we may have had with the Cubans or 
Nicaraguans? 

es What I said was that you know our position 


with regard to negotiations and I just have no further 
comment. 


Q You can't rule out that such talks have taken 
place? 

a I leave my answer where it stands. 

Q You released an Embassy redort regarding the 
Miskito Indian exodus, entitled “Twelve Thousand “Seek 
Refugee in Honduras” and included in that report is a report 
by a source that anti-Sandinista forces are Ddlanning a major 
bp on Sandy Bay, which is in Nicaracua, to free an esti-~- 


ated fourteen thousand Indians. Do vou have any other 
iademmetion On such anti-Sandinista groups? Was it included 
in the report and deleted? Does the U.S. support such 
anti-Sandinista groups and do they come from Honduras? 


A I Aave nothing I can give you on that today, 
Jim. 

2. Could you look iato that question, since it 
was raised by the document that the State Deoartment itselé 


distributes? 


m4 


os I will have to look into. I have nothins 
can give you today. 
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; : Q Do you have any comment on the charges made 
>* by the President of Syria yesterday that he cot evidence 
that the U.S. is involved in disrupting conditions in Syria? 


- I am not going to be drawn into a comment on 
the internal affairs in Syria. But accusations that the 
United States is involved either directly or indirectiy in 
—_ Syria's domestic affairs are completely unfounded. 


Q Haddad, in southern Lebanon, as you Know, 
has been warning that he will use force if the military is 
increased in southern Lebanon, and this Haddad, as vou 
know, is an Israeli agent and has assistance all the time. 
Do you consider this as an indication that he might perpetrate 
some hot activities in the area to break the ceasefire as it 
Stands now? And, can you comment on the other side of th 
question about the reports -- what do you mean by soli- 
Gifying the ceasefire of the Habib mission in the area and 
can you Dring us up to date about the Habib mission and its 
Success and what's he Going there in the area? 


Q As you Know, we consistently expressed the 
position that all parties concerned with the continuation of 
the ceasefire continue to exercise restraint in that tense 
region. 


As to Ambassador Habib, I can only tell you 
today that he is in Israel. The other part of your 
question, if you would repeat it, I would appreciate it. 


Q You said the reports are that solidifying the 
ceasefire in the “Middle fast, what do you mean by 
"solidifying tue ceasefire?" While he was also in Jordan 
and he was talking to the Jordanians about the bilateral 


relations between the United States and Jordan? 
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A Without associating A 
ineraryv, o£ course he is 
Det 


vels or places he stops on his it 
engaged in strengthening and per 
— 


Q Dean, will the Secretary come down with Foreign 
Minister Genscher at 2:00? 


| 


a I'm sorry, I don't know if he will or not. 
Gid not checx that this morning. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press SDriefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #38 


TUESDAY, MARCH 9, 1982, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements today. 


The testimony of Ernest B. Johnston, Jr., the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Economic and Business 
Affairs, is available in the Press Office. His testimony is 
given before the Committee on Public Works and 
Transportation, Subcommittee on Water Resources. The sub- 
ject is: Waterway User Charges. 


Also available in the:Press Office is testimony 
of the Assistant Secretary for Economic and Business 
Affairs, Robert D. Hormats before the House Committee on 
Agriculture. The subject is: Agricultural Exports. 


Secretary Haig will testify tomorrow before the 
Senate Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations, 10:00 a.m. in Room 1318, the Dirkson Senate 
Office Building. The subject is: Foreign Assistance. 


As we have already indicated, at 2:00 p.m. this 
afternoon there will be an ON THE RECORD briefing on 
Nicaragua by Admiral Bobby Inman, the Deputy Director of the 
CIA and Mr. John Hughes, the Deputy Director of Intelligence 
and External Affairs, the Defense Intelligence Agency. The 
briefing will be held in the Dean Acheson Auditorium. 
Obviously, by ON THE RECORD it means that filming and 
cameras will be permitted. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Dean, is this just going to be on the 


Miskito Indians and the alleged military build-up in 


Nicaragua? Is it going to consider the alleged flow of arms 
from Nicaragua into El Salvador and external control of the 
insurgency? 
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A This will be on the subject of Nicaragua. gg 


Q Will there be a prepared text here or at the 
Dirkson Building? Where can we find that? 


A I think our customary habit is to make the 
prepared text available here more or less simultaneous with 
the presentation of the Secretary on the Hill. 


Q You say 10:00 o'clock, tomorrow? 
A 10:00 a.m., yes. 


Q According to what the Secretary said in New 
York Saturday and other press reports, he saw a dry run of 
the briefing on Friday and asked for some fine tuning. Is 
he satisfied now that fine tuning has been accomplished? 


A I don't want to really address the 
internal arrangements for presentation of briefings. There 
will be a briefing this afternoon. 


Q It's interesting because it's not a State 
Department briefing, as such, is that correct? 


A We are providing the facilities. 
Q Is that the extent of cooperation? 
A Not at all. | 


Q Do you have a comment on the Amnesty Report 
which was published last night? 


A Yes. The Amnesty International Report 
covers events eight to fourteen months old. This raises the 
question as to what is served in terms of a fuller public 
understanding of the human rights situation in El Salvador 
by a report which does not address the contemporary 
situation. 


It is not clear to us why it was issued now. 
Like many other human rights organizations, Amnesty 
International makes no pretense of assessing anything other 
than governmental actions with regard to human rights. 


We believe the human rights situation in El 
Salvador cannot be fully or fairly evaluated if con- 
sideration of guerrilla actions is excluded. We believe 
that the character of an act -=- murder, torture, or whatever 
it may be -- determines whether it is a human rights abuse, 
not who commits it. 
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The Administration's recent certification on 
human rights in El Salvador made clear that ir our estimate 
the government is, “making a concerted and significant effort 
to comply with internationally recognized human rights." 


We found this was, in fact, the case. 
Nevertheless, there's no question that the human rights 
situation in El Salvador remains serious and that there are 
violations of human rights by the government's own security 
forces as well as that of guerrillas and elements of the 
extreme right. 





i Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q A quick follow-up on that. Apparently they 
kind of addressed, in a certain section, one of the problems 
we may have with the report. They said, it is also aware of 
reports of abuses having been committed by non-governmental 
forces. And then it concludes, "After careful study of all 
available information, AI has concluded that a great 
majority of the reported violations, et cetera, have been 
carried out by the security forces and have been directed 
against non-combatants, civilians not involved in guerrilla 
activitivies." 





ee eee eee 


That seems to indicate that they did assess, 
to the extent they could, non-government abuses. Do you 
have a comment specifically on that question since they 
addressed that? 
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A Not beyond what I said. 
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Q I have a little problem with this statement. 
= Are you saying that human rights violations cannot be fully 
te and fairly determined if the action of the guerrillas are 

excluded. It sounds a little like two wrongs make a right. 


How can you justify any degree of civil 
rights violations by either side? 
f 


A Oh, my good heavens. I hope what I said 
didn't suggest that we were justifying any civil rights 
violations by anybody. I'll repeat what I read at the end: 
There's no question that the human rights "ginameien in El 
Salvador remains serious; that there are violations of human 
rights by the government's own security forces as well as by 
the guerrillas and elements of the extreme right. 








Q How does that square with the President's 
finding? 
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A What the President found and what I indi- 
cated, again, in the statement, was that we believe that the 
human rights situation is reflected in the fact that the 
government is making a concerted, significant effort to 
comply with internationally recognized human rights. 


Q What you're saying is, so long as an effort 
is being made the President can certify “that Congressional 
directive is being followed? Is that correct? 


A This is within the context of the cer- 
tification which the President made. 


Q It wasn't clear to us why the report was 
issued. What are you getting at? I don't understand. 


A tI said it's not clear to us why it was 
issued now. 


. Q Why is the question of motivation as regards 
now __ something the State Department would comment on when 
this is a human rights organization that issues reports 
periodically on the state of human rights observance in many 
countries? 


A The question of the timing is one which, I 
think, you would have to address to Amnesty International. 


Q It seems, however, that you're raising it in 
your statement. I just don't understand why you're raising 
that particular question. Are you trying to attribute some 
motive of some kind? 


A No. I said there is a question in our minds 
as to why it was issued then. . 

Q Dean, does the Administration feel that the 
human rights picture in El Salvador has improved in the last 
eight months? 


A I‘m not going to go beyond what I said about 
the Administration having certified or issued a cer- 
tification on human rights which made clear that in our 
= the government is making a concerted effort to 
comply. 


| Q Your report doesn't address the contemporary 
situation. I'm wondering whether you think the contemporary 
situation is better than the time period that the report 
does address? 




















I'm just going to st ick with the statement I 


A 


gave to you. 
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Q Do you have anything on human rights in 
Chile, whether there will be a certification on that 
country's status? 


A I don't have anything « on that today. 
Q I hoped it would be more definitive. 
A Nothing new today. 


Q Dean, on the timing of the Amnesty report, 
are you suggesting that Amnesty may have timed it with an 
eye toward the coming elections? 


A I am suggesting that you should check with 
Amnesty on why they issued it now. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on the Guatemalan 
election now that things may be a little clearer? 


A Without necessarily subscribing to your 
premise, I will say that we note with concern the reports 
from Guatemala of substantial irregularities in the vote 
count in the Guatemalan election. As we have stressed 
previously, we attach great importance to the holding of 
free and honest elections. We are urging the Government 
of Guatemala to move promptly to respond to these charges 
of irregularities, and to insure that the vote is fully 
and accurately counted. 


Q Who should the Government of Guatemala 


respond to? Have you asked them to explain to you met 
happened there? 


A To respond to the charges of irregularities. 
The charges, as I understand it, are coming from certain 
of the candidates involved in the election. 


Q But you haven't asked them to explain their 
election to you? 


A In specific terms, I am not aware that we 
have asked for an explanation. 
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Q ‘Would your future.attitude towards the 
Government of Guatemala depend on the way they behave 
with these elections? . 


Puture attitude in what sense? 
Aid, especially. 

Aid? 

Yes, and financial support. 


I think the question is premature. 


on Fr} OF ODO PF 


Dean, can you tell us something about the 
PLO involvement in Nicaragua and El Salvador? 


A _ No. I am going to defer questions in 


light of the fact that the briefing that we have announced 
will take place this afternoon. 


Q It can be raised this afternoon? 
A You can raise anything this afternoon. 


Q Just by the way, has Amnesty International, 
have you questioned Amnesty International reports in 
the past? 


A I don't know that I have personally. I 
can't speak about -- 


Q Hasn't Amnesty International in the past 
been one-sided in its presentations? 


A I am not going to make a value judgment 
in general terms. I gave you the statement im reference 
to this particular report. 


Q Isn't Amnesty International considered 
the chief witness in the event: in Central America 
or elsewhere in the world on human rights? What 
establishes it as the chief witness? 


A Joe, I gave you the response we tive to 
the issuance of the report. I have nothing to add to it. 








7 Q Are we through with this area? If we are, I 
will switch subjects. 


Not long ago, there were reports that the 
Administration planned to cut off oil imports from Libya. 


Do you have anything on that today? 





A No, nothing I can announce today. 


Q Will you have an announcement soon? 
A I would think so. 


Wait a minute. Let me just qualify something. 
Let me just respond more fully to George's question. 


If we have an announcement, it will be made soon. 
(Laughter) 


How soon will it be made if you have one? 


I can't give you any real guidance on that. 





Q Is it going to be here or at the White 
House? 


A I have nothing further to add. 
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Q Do you have anything on Ambassador Habib 
now? 
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A Excuse me? 


: Q Anything on Ambassador Habib. It seems that 
he is concluding his mission. 


A Be is in Beirut. 
Q Is he coming back? 





A Of course he will come back, eventually. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on whether or not 
President Mubarak will go to Jerusalem? 





A No. I have nothing on that. 
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Q Are we doing anything about it, are we involved 
in any way in this discussion? 


A  ~- That question arose the other day at a 
briefing and I said that we regard it as a bilateral 
issue to be resolved between Egypt and Israel. 


Q Yes. There is a report to the effect that 
the missiles, additional missiles, Hawk missiles, are being 


offered to Israel. Has the State Department been involved 
in that? 


A I will have to take the question, Joe. 


Q There is one thing that came up yesterday, 
which is unfortunate, and I would like to make a comment 
on it, since I didn't hear it at the briefing on the 
reporting, and that is with reference to an article in 
the Washington Post. — 





Now, having been sitting at these proceedings 
for something like 13 years, I can say that it is unfor- 
tunate for the State Department to single out a reporter 
by name and denounce him publicly, because we don't know 
what happened to that reporting itself. 


To denounce the Washington Post, as I have done 
frequently, is one thing. feaahter) And I even have 
suspicions about many of the people who work on it, but 
I wouldn't report, single out somebody by name, because 
this story might have been edited. It might have been 
that part of it was left out. The same thing goes for 
a broadcast. Because somebody broadcasts something which 
is untruthful doesn't mean to say that it is all the 
responsibility of the brocdcaster. 


So, I was going to suggest, as being a veteran 
here, that perhaps in the future, unless the Department 
actually has quizzed the author, broadcaster or writer, 
that he not be mentioned by name in these proceedings 
for the record, although the entity for which he works 
certainly can be denounced at any time. (Laughter) 


A I will take that under advisement. 


Q Dean, what can you tell us about the 
visit of Somalian President Barre to the United States? 


A I'm sorry I don't have anything to give 
you on that today. It is my understanding that he is, 
of course, either coming, or perhaps has already arrived 
in the country, but I don't have a schedule. 
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Cc Has he left yet? ; 
A I'm sorry, I am not following you. 
Q - was just talking to Gedda. 


A There was a background briefing at ‘the 
White House on the visit this morning. 


Q Dean, can you tell us to what degree 
positions expressed in the “Open Forum Journal" 
represent the State Department positions? 


A I don't know what you are referring to. 


Q There is a publication that is put out 
by the Secretary's Open Forum. 


A Oh, yes, the internal publication. 


Q Yes. Could you tall us to what degree posi- 
tions published in that publication are representative of 
the Administration's policies? 


A No, I cannot. 
Q Why can't you? 


A Because I don't know the answer, and I don't 
know what you are referring to, specifically.. 


Q There was an article in the last edition 
of it regarding the Palestinian state, and I just wondered 
if you had any -- 


A No. I think you should take my statements, 
hopefully, as an expression of Administration policy re- 
garding that issue. 


Q Dean, just a quick question if you could 
take it, please? Could you find out when the Administration -- 
The Administration aired the list of terrorist coun- 
tries last week, but they never did it publicly, by which 
I mean they never pointed to any regulations that amended 
the act. Could you find out when they are going to do 
that? 


A I am told that it will be done very soon. 


Q This morning, Deputy Secretary Stoessel 
spoke about stepped up military aid to countries in 
Southeast Asia. 








f . - ll 


Do you have any specifics on that, whether or 
not it is something new above and beyond programs that 
have alredy been announced? 


A No. I have nothing to add to what the 
Secretary said. 


Q Thank you, Dean. 





A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #39 


THURSDAY, MARCH ll, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I think we should 
get started. 


Bowing to popular demand, my colleague, Richard 
Burt, the Director of Political and Military Affairs has 
consented to come down because he has a statement to give 
you on the proposed nuclear freeze, and he's also agreed to 
take some question, if you have them. Rick. 


MR. BURT: Thank you, Dean. 


As Dean said, I would like to make a brief state- 
ment on the Nuclear Freeze Resolution which was introduced 
in the Senate yesterday. 


The President and his entire Administration share 
the concern felt. throughout the world over the danger that 
nuclear weapons pose for mankind. That is why in his speech 
of November 18th the President proposed a far-reaching arms 
control program for seeking equitable and verifiable 
agreements which will not just freeze current nuclear and conven- 
tional forces but actually significally reduce them. 


In Geneva, the United States is now negotiating 
with the Soviet Urion on the basis of the President's bold 
proposal of November 18th, which calls for the elimination 
of the Soviet nuclear systems most threatening Europe in 
exchange for cancellation of scheduled NATO deployments of 
comparable intermediate-range land based nuclear missiles. 


While we understand the spirit that motivates the 
freeze effort, the Administration cannot support the freeze 
itself. A number of compelling facts argue against a 
freeze. It would freeze the United States into a position 
of military disadvantage and dangerous vulnerability. 


Soviet defense investments have far outpaced ours 
over the last decade. While we exercise substantial 
restraint, the Soviets across-the-board modernization 
efforts have produced new weapons, including new generations 
of intercontinental ballistic missiles directly threatening 
our nuclear deterrent. 


In Europe, Soviet deployments of new 
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intermediate-range missiles have given the Soviet Union an 
overwhelming advantage over the West in this category of weapons. 


As I noted, we want verifiable agreements that go 
beyond freezes to produce real reductions. The freeze propo- 
sal, which we don't believe is verifiable, nor, of course, would 
it reduce weapons, is not only bad defense but as Secretary 
of State Haig said yesterday, it is also bad arms control. 


The President needs the strategic modernization 
program if we are to have a credible chance to negotiate a 
good strategic arms reductions agreement with the Soviet 
Union. The freeze would, of course, kill the modernization 
program and with it our chances for achieving the reductions 


that we all seek. 


Finally, as I have noted, we have embarked on a 
very important negotiation on intermediate-range nuclear 
weapons with the Soviet Union in Geneva. Thus, the United 
States and the NATO Alliance must have the flexibility to 
continue with the two-track approach that NATO agreed to in 
1979, | 


The freeze proposal would concede to the Soviet 
Union its present advantage in intermediate-range nuclear 
missiles and thus eliminate any Soviet incentive to reach a 
fair and balanced agreement that would reduce nuclear 


weapons in Europe. 


I will be happy to respond to any questions you 
might have. . 


Q Was there any consultation with Senator 
Kennedy and others who sponsored this prior to their doing 
it? 


A I do know that Senator Kennedy, as Secretary 
of State Haig said yesterday, was in touch with the 
Secretary of State prior to his introduction of the proposal 
yesterday. | 


Q But not before that? 
A As far as I know, no. 


Q How do you account, then, for -— I mean, 
you've made the point here several times that such a freeze 
would put the United States at a considerable disadvantage. 
How do you account for intelligent senators putt ing forward 
a proposal that would -- 


A What I account for is the fact that the people 
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who support the freeze share our desire to reduce the threat 
of nuclear war and to reduce existing nuclear stockpiles. I 
think we don't disagree at all with that objective. 


In fact, President Reagan has strongly sup- 
ported that objective not only in rhetoric but in practice. 
Our proposal in Geneva is designed to go beyond a freeze. 
—s It's designed to reduce to zero the most threatening weapons 
: deployed against Europe today. 





So our disagreement is not one of strategy 
or objectives; it's really one of tactics -- what's the most 
effective way to stop or curb the nuclear weapons 
competition. 


gn 





Q Mr. Burt, a member of the Soviet delegation, 
diplomatic delegation here recently told me that we are 
really not serious there in Geneva, that various proposals 
have been put forward that we have not picked up on and that 
it was his view and of his colleagues that our position was 
that the Pershings were so much better than their various SS 
weapons that -- that's what we're going after -- 
superiority. 


— 


A I would just say several things. Right now, 
in Europe, the Soviets have anywhere from a three-to-one to 
a six-to-one advantage in nuclear weapons. The Soviets 
right now have 288 SS-20 missiles. Each one of those mis- 
siles have three warheads targeted against, or could be used 
against targets in Europe. We have zero long-range land-base 
missiles. And to argue that somehow the Pershing would be 
more superior -- first of all, I have to take into account 
the SS-20 is undergoing deployment right now, the Pershing 
isn't undergoing deployment. 
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The Pershing is a single warhead missile; 
the SS-20 has three warheads. So you just simply cannot 
argue that there is anything approaching a balance in this 
category of weapons. 


Secondly, as for being serious, we are 
completely serious. I would simply ask you, what side has 
laid down a treaty in Geneva? A treaty that we would be 
willing to sign very quickly if the Soviets would agree to 
it? That's, I think, a demonstration of how serious we are. 


Q One point. When John and I and some of us 
were over in Europe late last year, we were told that site 
preparations for the installation for the Pershings had 
begun. 


A That's precisely our point. If we want to 
negotiate freezes or real reductions, we have to give the 
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Soviets incentives to negotiate. 


Let me give you a little history here. 
After the Alliance in December 1979 agreed to the so-called 
two-track decision, both to seek an arms control agreement 
and to deploy these new systems, the Soviets dragged their 
heels for almost a year before entering into negotiations 
because they believed that they could scuttle or derail that 
two-track decision. 


It is only the unity of the Atlantic 
Alliance in moving ahead with these deployments that gives 
the Soviets the incentives to negotiate seriously, and 
that's the problem with this freeze proposal. The freeze 
proposal is essentially the Brezhnev proposal in Geneva. 
They would like very much to freeze the current inequality 
in nuclear systems in Europe, and that's unacceptable. 


Q How do you account for the fact that some- 
body like former Vice President Mondale, who is certainly 
privy to practically all of the information that you have, 
has endorsed this? 


A I can't account for it. All I can simply 
say is that we share the objectives of Vice President 
Mondale and others to limit and curtail nuclear weapons con- 
petition. As I said before, we disagree on what is the most 
effective way to do it. 


Q Can you tell us, are you making any real 
progress at Geneva and, if so, how? 


A I think it's fair to say that we are | 
because, as I said, we have gone now to great trouble to 
detail our proposal. The Soviets are asking us questions, 
detailed questions about our proposal. We are explaining it to 
them, and certainly that is the first step that has to take 
place in any negotiation. The two sides have to 
understand each other's position, and that process is 
underway. 


It is just simply too soon to say whether 
this progress will result in an agreement in the near 
future. It's important now, I think, that the two sides 
understand each other's position, and explain those positions. 
That understanding is a prerequisite to further progress. 


Q Have the Soviets in Geneva gone beyond what 
they have said publicly about the one-third cutbacks and 
two-third cutbacks and freezes? Have they made any propo- 
sals in Geneva that you cosider constructive? > 


A They have made several different proposals. 
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They have made most of those proposals in public. 

Basically, their proposals so far are designed to allow them 

to continue to maintain their superiority in SS-20s and 

other intermediate-range missiles and would deny the United 
™ States the ability to deploy any offsetting systems. 


That's the theme of all their proposals. 
“5 They are still trying to derail the decision taken in 1979 
by the Alliance. 


Q How would this freeze proposal affect your 
preparations for the START talks? 


A Most importantly, Bernie, it would affect it 
by denying us the leverage we think we need to accomplish 
real reductions in arms control. 
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One of the principal problems with the SALT 
II Treaty was that it would have provided for a substantial 
build-up of Soviet strategic capabilities through 1985. We 
want a reduction. And experience has demonstrated to us 
+ the Soviets must have incentives to agree to reduc- 
tions. 
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I'll just give you another historical 
example. Our ability to complete the ABM Treaty in 1972, I 
think, was closely linked to the fact that the United States 
was moving ahead with its own ABM program. The Soviets thus 
concluded that it was in their interest, given the U.S. 
program, to reach an agreement. 


We think the President's strategic moder- 
nization program is indispensable to achieving real reduc- 
tions at the START negotiations. 
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Q Do you think this freeze proposal stems from 
general frustration not only among Democrats but «mong large 
sectors of the public about the lack of progress, both at 
Geneva, and the lack of any start to the START talks? 





A No. I think that's too shortsighted. I 
think there is frustration. I don't think it's frustration 
directed against the Reagan Administration in its arms 
control policies because, as I pointed out, the President, 
in his November 18th speech, I think, outlined one of the 
most ambitious and farsighted arms control agenda in many, 
many years. 


What I think it reflects is a broader 
frustration with the continuing nuclear competition. A com- 
petition that we know has been going on for decades. We 
share that frustration, and this is one reason why we are 
taking new bold approaches to the problem of curbing arms. 
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Q Can you tell us anything more today about the 
timetable for opening the START talks? 


A I don't want to say this, because others have 
addressed it, other than to simply say we are completing our 
analytical work so that we will be ready to negotiate some- 
time soon. 


Q Rick, paraphrasing one of your statements 
there, are you now saying that on the entire strategic pic- 
ture, world-wide, that the United States is now, today, in a 
state of nuclear inferiority? 


A I did not say that. I did say that we felt 
that in certain important areas we are in a position of 
military disadvantage. And I would particularly focus it in 
two areas where we are concerned. One is land-based intercon- 
tinental ballistic missiles where the Soviet Union is 
achieving the capability to destroy a large fraction of our 
land-base missile force and the balance, and more realisti- 
cally, more precisely the imbalance in intermediate-range 
nuclear capabilities where the Soviet Union continues to 
deploy SS-20 missiles at the rate of about one new missile 
every five days and the United States and its Allies, of 
course, have not yet begun to deploy any new offsetting 
systems. 


Q Are the START talks dependent to any degree 
upon progress in Geneva now? : 


A No, we don't want to link the two. They are 
analytically linked in that we have said that any limits on 
any intermediate-range systems would, at some stage, be 
linked, or should be linked to strategic arms control, but we 
certainly do not want to let progress in the Geneva talks be 
driven by what we do at START. 


Q What happend about Poland? The Secretary 
made it quite clear in Geneva that there would not be a 
start to START until the situation changed considerably. 


A That's not exactly what he said, John. What 
he said was events like Poland threaten to erode 
the political confidence that is necessary to proceed with 
effective arms control. 


We are watching the situation in Poland 
carefully, and that will be one factor that we will want to 
analyze in looking at the question of initiating the START 
process. And I don't want to say anything beyond that. 


Q He went beyond simply saying that the 
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environment would have to change. He linked it directly to 
changes inside Poland. 


A I don't want to argue about it. 


Q Rick, Franz Josef Strauss of the Federal 
Republic of Germany is visiting Washington next week. He'll be 
meeting with Secretary Eagleburger, I believe, Secretary Haig, 
and others in the Administration. Is that show of support for 
Franz Josef Strauss part of this giving of incentives to the 


Soviet Union that you referred to? 


| A Not at all. He's a .::*inguished West German 
politician. We're not sending any s.”'».. to Moscow along those 
lines. 





Q Thank you, Rick. 





MR. FISCHER: I have several announcements today. 
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First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of James Buckley, Undersecretary for Security Assistance, 
before the House Appropriations Committee. His subject is 


Foreign Assistance. 


ublication in American Foreign 
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Secondly, the Secretary of State and the U.S. 
Special Trade Representative, William Brock, will be meeting 
with the foreign ministers of Canada, Mexico, Venezuela and 
Colombia in New York City this weekend, March 14-15, to discuss 
the Caribbean Basin Initiative. The purpose of the meeting is 
to exchange views on each country's economic program for the 
region and to plan the next steps in the development of their 


joint efforts for the Basin. 
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Q Sunday and Monday? 

A Sunday and Monday, yes. 

Q Is that all? 

A All the announcements? No. 


Q Dean, what do you have on the briefing arrange- 
ments in New York? You'll be up there with the Secretary for 


that? 
A Yes, I'll be up there. 
Q What is their plan regarding a possible news con- 
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ference or briefing by yourself? 


Q We'l. get you those details, and my 
understanding is that there will likely be a press conference 
on Monday, and we would anticipate briefings at some point on 
the meetings on Sunday as well. But I don't personally have 
the details at this point. 


Q Will he be meeting the Mexican Foreign Minister 
bilaterally on Sunday? 


A Yes. The hope is that he will be having bila- 
terals with each of the other participants. 


Q Isn't Colombia a new edition to the original 
four that meet in Nassau last summer? 


A It is in the sense that they did not meet with 
the four previously. As you know, Colombia is a large country 
bordering on Central America and the Caribbean. It is a donor 
to the region. It has Caribbean islands as part of its terri- 
tory, and it is vitally interested in the region. 

After a preparatory meeting in Ottawa earlier 
this week the four countries in the group decided to invite 
Colombia and Colombia accepted. 


Q Will the four of them also be taking up the 
question of Lopez Portillo's proposal? 


A I can't anticipate in advance specifically what 
subjects might arise in bilateral meetings. 


Q You don't know if that -- I don't mean 
bilateral. 


A You mean together -- 
Q In addition -- 


A No, I do not anticipate that at all. It is not 
for that purpose. 


Thirdly, on the 10th of March the U.N. 
Commission on Human Rights, meeting in Geneva, adopted a reso- 
lution which expressed its deep concern over the widespread 
violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms in Poland. 
The 43-member Commission adopted the resolution by a vote of 19 
in favor, 13 opposed, with 10 abstentions and one 
non-participation. 
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The resolution affirms the rights of the Polish 


people to pursue their political and economic development, free 
from outside interference. 


It calls for the end of measures restricting 
human rights and fundamental freedoms, release of prisoners 
detained without charge, and a review of sentences proposed 
under martial law. 


It also requests the Secretary-General to 
undertake a thorough study of the human rights situation in 
Poland and present a comprehensive report to the next annual 
session of the Commission. 


This action by the U.N. Human Rights Commission 
was an important event. It was the first time in 38 years that 
the Human Rights Commission has spoken out on human rights 
violations in an Eastern European country. It demonstrates 
that Poland is not an East/West issue, but a matter of world- 
wide concern. The resolution received support from all regions. 
The sponsors of the resolution were all European nations. And 
many small countries courageously resisted Soviet pressure to 
vote against the resolution. 


This action by the Human Rights Commission is a 
victory for human rights and for the Polish people. It repre- 
sents an important expression of deep international concern 
through a United Nations body, for the plight of the Polish 
people who are struggling against the deprivation of their 
human rights and fundamental freedoms. 


Both copies of the resolution itself and a 
voting breakdown of Member States will be available to the 
press following this briefing. 

Q Question on that, Dean? 
A Yes. 
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Q Why did the United States vote with 
Argentina, Brazil, Pakistan, the Philippines and Uruguay in 
that same forum to oppose a resolution regarding ending the 
state of emergency in Chile? I think that's unprecedented 
also. 





A I will have to look into that. 
'Q You don't have anything at this time. 


A I'm not personally filled in on the 
background as to precisely what the resolution was or preci- 
sely what was at issue here. 


Q O.K., that's it? 
A That's it, yes. 


Q We have a report out of Salvador that the 
United States has been asked and is considering sending as 
many as 200 advisers with the next increment of military 
assistance. Can you comment on it? 


A There is no consideration being given to 
increasing the number of U.S. military instructors in Fl 
Salvador. 


9 Do you have the present level? 


A Approximate. I understand it's about 50. . 
The number has fluctuated between 25 and 55 since trainers 
were first sent to Salvador early in 1981. 


Q And when you use the word “military 
instructors," it's a synonym for the word I used -- 
"advisers." 


A Yes. It's just that there have been no U.S. 
combat advisers in El Salvador, and there are just no plans 
whatsoever for sending then. 


Q But a military instuctor is synonymous with 
an adviser. | 


A Well, provided you distinguish between combat 
advisers and instructors or trainers. 


Q Yes. 


A Yes. I don't quarrel with the semantics 
there. 
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Q Dean, are there still any plans for--another 
briefing this week on Nicaraguan involvement in Salvador? 


A I can't swear that there will be one this 
week. It's possible that it might be postponed until early 
next week. 





9) But there still will be? 


A Oh, yes. We anticipate that there definitely 
will be a briefing. 


Foreign 


Q Is the Department attempting or trying in 
connection with that briefing to bring Nicaraguan pilots 
who have defected to Honduras to Washington? 


A John, I've seen some speculation along those 
lines, but the fact of the matter is that both the timing 
and the content of the briefing remain to be determined. 





Q Dean, of the candidates who are running in 
the elections in El Salvador, are there any that the U.S. feels 
it could not work with and would not wish to help in a mili- 
tary way if elected? 


Mh” +e .arP 


A The Secretary addressed this, perhaps 
indirectly, yesterday. I forgot precisely the question he 
was responding to. 


I think the best way for me to try to paraphrase 
my understanding of what he said is that if we are satisfied 
that these are free and fair elections, we are prepared to 
live with whatever result determined by the people of El Salvador. 
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Q Dean, do you have any response to what Jaime 
Wheelock said at his news conference yesterday? He talked about 
the lengthening of the runways having been started under 
President Somoza in 1977, and he also denied that there were 
any Nicaraguan pilots being trained in Bulgaria. 


A All right, yes; I will be glad to give you a 
response to that. 


The study he referred to by AID is a fact. In 
1975 the Agency for International Development funded an 
extensive national transportation study for Nicaragua by the 
consulting engineering and planning firm of Wilbur Smith and 
Associates. 
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As that document noted, and it was a voluminous 
document, the focus was “on the facilities and operations 
related to inter-city and inter-regional transportation, 
including rail, highway, air and water transportation." 


Among the 11 high-priority construction items 
listed that included all these various modes of transpor- 
tation, three dealt with airport reconstruction at 
Bluefields, Puerto Cabezas, and La Rosita. These air 
transportation recommendations were based upon the study's 
findings that there had been a growth in air transportation 
of 300 percent in 11 years. The study, which is inciden- 
tally available if you're interested in obtaining it at the 
AID office, never envisioned nor recommended the type of 
militarily~oriented modification of these and other facili- 
ties which this week's briefing in the State Department 
outlined. 


Q Dean, I think that Mr. Wheelock also pro- 
tested the overflight of Nicaragua by American spy planes. 
Do you have any repsonse to that? 


A I do. First, let me say that our Embassy in 
Nicaragua was told yesterday that a formal protest would be 
delivered, but so far we have not yet received any; and in 
terms of what our response will be if we do receive one, I 
simply cannot get into the specifics of diplomatic 
exchanges. 


Q Are there any -- 


Q Well, wait a minute. I'm not asking for any 
details of diplomatic exchanges. We did, according to 
Admiral Inman, overfly. I guess we have to ask the 
question: Is that considered legal by the United States then? 


A Let me put it this way, Bob: The briefing 
that Admiral Inman gave made clear that the photographs were 
obtained by manned overhead reconnaissance. 


I'm not going to get into any specifics as to 
methodology. 


Q That's fairly specific, isn't it? Anyway, 
that's not an answer to my question. My question is: Are 
overflights by U.S. spy planes considered legal by this 
country? 


A As I said, we have yet to receive any kind of 
protest; and so it would be premature, as well as coun- 
terproductive, to get into any of the specifics of any 
response we might make, and I've told you everything I can 
with respect to your question. 
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Q Dean, there was a protest made public at the 
UN today. 


A Perhaps there was, Bernie. We've not -- 


C Are you making a distinction between satellite 
reconnaissance and flights? 


A I referred to manned overhead reconnaissance. 
Q O.K. 


Q Dean, the Russians are using heavy transport 
planes to ship raw material into Nicaragua. In fact, they 
are using Halifax and Goose Bay as refueling stops. 
Otherwise they couldn't reach Nicaragua directly. 


Are we considering asking the Canadians to stop 
these refueling privileges, at least for transport planes 
which carry war material? 


A I don't -have any information today to enable 
me to respond to your question. 


Q With respect to Admiral Inman's briefing in 
this, he said that they had no evidence or confirming evi- 
dence of any cross-border incursions; but in the statement, 
an Embassy report that you released here last week, there is 
a statement citing a "well-informed source" suggesting that 
anti-Sandinista forces are planning a major attack on Sandy 
Bay in the next few weeks to free an estimated 14,000 
Indians being held in confinement. 


Can you tell me whether he considered that in his 
statement and whether that is evidence that would require 
greater inquiry? What do the U.S. Embassy and the 
intelligence community do with evidence that's put out by the 
State Department that states that right up front? 


A I don't recall the specific statement you're 
referring to. ” 


Q I'm referring to a statement that was issued 
in the Press Office here entitled, "Indian Exodus Continues 
-- 12,000 Seek Refuge in Honduras." On page 5, the first 
full paragraph is the relevant citation. 


A And I'm sorry. Your question then specifi- 
cally is what? 
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Q Well, I'm baffled, because on the one hand 
Admiral Inman said that there was no confirming evidence of any 
such cross-border incursions and on the other hand here's 
the report upon which he clearly relied in describing the 
plight of the Miskito Indians -- the plight of the Indians 
there -- which makes reference specifically to such an 
incursion to free 14,000 people. And I'm confused; I'd like 
to be straightened out on that. 


A On what? 


Q Well, it just appears to be a contradiction, 
and maybe others -- you know, maybe I'm crazy (laughter); 
but, on the one hand, Admiral Inman said that there was no 
confirming evidence that incursions take place from Honduras 
into Nicaragua. 





A Yes. 


Q But, on the other hand, the State Department 
put out a copy of an Embassy report which refers to 
anti-Sandinista forces planning a “major attack" on Sandy 
Bay in the next few weeks, citing a well-informed source. 


A Jim, I'd have to go back and see the precise 
document that you're referring to. It sounds to me like one 
is a report, and Admiral Inman said there's no confirming 
evidence. 


A PE Role ae owe * AO ALOR OEE Bn sill CLAM Re 


i 


So I don't see that they're contradictory. 
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Q So that's the distinction. 0O.K. 
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Q Bob asked you about Wheelock's statement 
about denying that there were Nicaraguan pilots flying 
MiGs in Bulgaria -- training on Migs in Bulgaria? 


A Yes. I'm sorry I didn't get to that part of 
the response. 


We were talking in the context not of his question 
but of someone else's questions earlier about the AID study; 
and let me just pick up there, if I may, in trying to 
respond because I think the two are connected with the 
overall topic that we're discussing. 
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This study recommended that runways at Puerto 
Cabezas and Bluefields should be expanded, both to 6,000 
feet, as part of its overall recommendations for highways, inland 
navigation, seaports and rail transportation. As the study 
indicated, the central government at the time was “pursuing 
a policy of passive support of competitive efforts by 
Nicaragua transporters. . . (which had) resulted in unfa- 
vorable inequities for the local transport industry." But 
it should be clear that the study did not recommend or 
envision the military modification of these air facilities,. 
which has taken place, or the additional steps in the area 
of the Nicaraguan military buildup -- such as the extension 
of runways beyond the recommendation, as in the case of Puerto 
Cabezas and Sandino to approximately 8,000 feet, the 
construction of revetments, the placement of anti-aircraft 
guns, the training of Nicaraguan pilots in Bulgaria, or the 
additional airfield facilities expansion which has taken 
place. 


I think it's important to note that this study did 
not recommend any extension beyond 6,000 feet -- that is to 
Say, runway extension. According to John Hughes -- who par- 
ticipated in the briefing, as you know, the other day -- 

a fully bomb-loaded MiG would require approximately 6,600 
feet for takeoff. Sandino and Puerto Cabezas airstrips 
have been extended to some 8,000 feet; as I said, 
Bluefields to 6,670 feet. 


Another airfield, which was not mentioned -- or, 
at least, not recommended for expansion in the study -- has 
also been extended to 6,700 feet. 

Q Well, I just want to come back. 

A Yes. 


Q Wheelock denied that there were Nicaraguan 
pilots being trained on MiGs in Bulgaria. 


A Yes. This question was addressed the other day. 


Q So you are saying that you have evidence that 
they are being trained on MiGs in Bulgaria. 


A I certainly stand by what was said the other day. 
Q Do you have any comment on the report in the 


Times today that the United States is providing funds to 
support the moderates inside Nicaragua? 


A I of course saw the report. We do not com- 
ment on subjects such as this. 
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Q Dean, in that vein, Presidential Counselor 
Edwin Meese last night addressed the subject of The 
Washington Post report on the covert operations to destabi- 





lize Nicaragua. Do you subscribe to what he said, and could 


you expand on it? ? 

A I'm sorry, I'm not familiar with what he 
said. 

0 It was good. You ought to read it. 


(Laughter. ) 


Q Dean, back on the overflights, are those 
overflights continuing? 


A I just don't have any further comment to give 
you. . 


Q Do those flights have to be approved -- will 
they take Presidential approval? Does he consult with 
Congress before a series of flights or in any way before 
they're conducted? 


A Bob, I'm sorry. I just don't have any 
further comment on that subject. 


v Do you know anything about a possible visit 
to eitne: Washington or New York of the Nicaraguan Foreign 
Minister? 


A No. I heard rumors about this yesterday, but 
I don't have any confirmatian at all on this. 


Q Would the Secretary be willing to meet with 
the Foreign Minister if he came to New York? 


A I don't know. There are no plans for any 
such meeting. 


Q Is there any reason for him not to meet with 
him? 


A I just can't respond to a hypothetical. I 
just don't know. 


17 


Q Dean, is anyone in this building going to be 
a meeting with Colonel Mahano, who's in town? 


A Colonel who? 


Q Mahano. He was the one who did the coup, the 
revolution, in October 1979. 


A I didn't know he was in town. I have no 
notion of whether or not there are any plans to meet him. 


Q Could you take that? 


A I'll look into it, yes. I can see if there 
are any officials who plan to. 


Oe ee 


Q Are there any meetings, talks, discussions, 
negotiations of any kind under way between the United 
States, the FDR and the junta? 


Le 


A Any plans for negotiations? 


Q No. If any are actually taking place -- 
any talks, discussions, negotiations -- however you define 


it -- any meetings. 
A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Is the Secretary coming down with President 
Siad Barre? . 
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3 A We anticipate that he very well might. 
4 Q And what time would that be, do you know? 
A Oh, what is it -- two something? 2:30, 2:15? 


2:15 or thereabouts. 


0 Dean, can you tell us something about why 
Habib is coming back to Washington? 


A This portion of his mission has been 
completed. 


Q Can you be any more specific than that at 
all? 


A No, no. 


Q Do you have any plans on how long he's going to 
be here, or is he planning to go back to the Middle East at 
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any point, can you say? 


an I do not have any plans following his return 
at this point. I just couldn't rule it in or rule it out. 


Q Is he back already? 


A No. 
& Q And when does he come back? 
A I'm not sure of his exact time of arrival. 


MR. ROMBERG: Dean, on the Secretary, if he comes 
down it will be at 1:45. 


| A Oh. 





MR. ROMBERG: And there will be a freeze at 1:30. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


A I'm sorry. A freeze at 1:30, I'm told. 
: Thank you. 


; Q Dean, there are reports that the Austrian 
Foreign Minister may be coming to Washington to brief offi- 
Cials on the visit by Qaddafi. Do you know anything about 
that? 


A No, sire I haven't heard of that. 
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Q Dean, what's the United States position about 
the current legal status and who is in authority on the West 
Bank and Gaza, and what is your comment on Jordan's con- 
tinuous interest in overseeing the conduct of day-to-day 
living by the Palestinians under occupation? 





ae 


A I have no comment I can give you today. I 
will have to take that question. 


Q I'll follow this maybe with another one. 
What is your comment on the threats of Israeli Defense 
Minister Ariel Sharon this morning to Jordan that they will 
be considering Jordan as a terrorist state if they will 
oversee the conduct of the civilians who are still getting 
funds from Jordan and they are supported by the Jordanian Government? 


Again, I just have nothing on it today. 


A 
Q Will you take the question, please? 
A O.K., yes. 

Q 


Dean, let's have a filing break, please. 
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A A filing break. 


Q Dean, there is also some information from 
Israel, I understand, that there are some Syrian units, 
observation units, who have moved lately very close to 
the Israeli-Lebanese border. Do you have any information 
about it? 


A No information to confirm that. 


Q Dean, also on the Syrians, there's a report 
over the FBIS wire that the Soviets are thinking of giving 
them an expanded missile network and an improved version of the 
MiG. Do you have anything on that? 





ow. 
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A I'm sorry, no information on that. 
Q Do you have anything on the coup in Surinam? 


A No. I've seen those reports, but nothing I 
can give you today. 


Q Nothing the Embassy can say about it other 
than the streets are calm? 


A Not at this point. I'll be glad to take the 
quetion, however. 


Q Do you have any statement on the outcome of 
the Guatemala election? 
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A The outcome? 
Q Or lack thereof? 


A We did make, as you know, a statement the 
Other day. 


The unofficial results indicate that no candidate 
will obtain a majority. The outgoing Congress has the 
responsibility for analyzing and acting upon the electoral 
returns on any claims of fraud. That congress will select 
the President from among the top two vote-getters; and we 
understand that the Congress will reconvene tomorrow, the 
12th of March. 


Q Do you have any judgment as to its freeness 
or fairness? 


A No. None that we have advanced from here. No. 
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Q Another newspaper report -- the New York Post 
carrying a story today that the Soviet Union is building 
bases for nuclear submarines, strategic bombers, and chem- 
ical weapons in Cuba. Have you seen the report; do you 
have any comment on that? 





A I have not seen that particular report, no. 


Q Dean, there was a press conference this 
morning given by the National Democratic Policy Committee 
which presentd a wealth of evidence about Italian Government 
revelations concerning people in this Department, including 
Alexander Haig, Michael Ledeen, Vernon Walters -- their 
involvement with organized crime, with drug-running, with 
terrorism. 


I know that some of these specific allegations 
have been addressed from here previously. What I'm won- 
dering is: Has any protest been made to the Italian 
Government, who have allowed a seemingly endless stream of 
vilification to appear in the press attributed to govern- 
ment sources for the last year on these questions? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 


Q Well, is that because you accept that there 
is no defense that can be made against these charges? 


A Why don't you answer your own question on 
something as ridiculous as that. 


Q Well, if you can defend the Department 
against these charges, why is it that you continually allow 
reports to appear in the press attributed to the Italian 
Government, attributed to an official parliamentary investi- 
gation of Propaganda-2 Lodge? 


A We hardly have any control over what the 
Italian press writes. 


Q Well, as you know, you have often protested 
false allegations made about the Department and officials of 
the Department. 


A And I'm continuing to do it today. 
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Thank you. 


Q 
A 


You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 1:18 p.m., the briefing was 


concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
DPC #40 
FRIDAY, MARCH 12, 1982, 12:42 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have just one announce 
ment I'm going to make, and then I'm going to have the briefing 
done by Alan today. 


The announcement concerns an interview we have set up at 
2:00 p.m. this afternoon with a Nicaraguan prisoner captured by tr 
Salvadorans early in 1981. The interview has to be pooled, and we 
have chosen the following people to be members of the pool: Barri 
Dunsmore of ABC, Phil Taubman of The New York Times, Bob Toth of 
Los Angeles Times, David Martin of Newsweek, and Greg Nokes of AP. 











We will also include a UPT photographer who will be 
pooling for everybody and, obviously, we will make available a 
transcript to you just as soon as it is humanly possible to get it 
out. 


And, other than that, the only other detail is that the 
interview will take place in my office, Room 6800. we'll leave : 
to the poolers to get the information out as soon as possible. 


Q Have you got the time? 
A At 2:00 p.m., yes. 


Q Dean, before you leave though, there is a bit of 
business from yesterday concerning you. When I asked you yesterde 
if you had any comment on the report in the moderates inside 
Nicaragua, you answered you''d seen the report but you did 
not comments on subjects such as that. 


Then last night your Press Office put out an 
answer which made that response of yours inoperative and, in 
- effect, said: “Yes, we are providing a total of something 
like 17 million dollars in a period of two years." 
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It seems to me that when your office puts out an 
answer which is in direct contradiction to something which 
has been said generally that you have an obligation to make 
it generally known that the answer is no longer standing and 
that there is a change, that information put out here was 
wrong, and that you have an obligation -- just as we have an 
obligation -- to correct it as quickly as possible. 


A Well, as you probably know, your colleague 
Mike called me on this this morning. 


Q Yes. 

A I said I goofed because I misunderstood the 
thrust of your question. I thought it had to do with a 
question concerning covert action. And that is the reason I 
responded the way I did. 

Q I'm just pointing out that the answer still 
has not been put out generally. In order to get this, one 
has to go into your office and ask specifically for it and 
then it comes out. But-it strikes me as such a logical, 
normal procedure that I'm surprised really it happened. 

A All I can say is we goofed. 


Q Dean, can I ask you why this thing has to be 
pooled? 


A At this point it is the only way we can do 
it. 


Q That isn't exactly what I call a complete 
answer. (Laughter.) Can you tell us wi that's the only way 
you can do it? 


A Because of a request that was made that we do 
it this way. 


Q By whom? 
A By the person being interviewed. 
Q He doesn't like to see everybody? 


Q Dean, will there be videotape and sound out 
of this interview,or is strictly for the four? 


A We hope so, but I can't guarantee it at this 


point. 
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Q 
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; All right. Will there be some provision. for 
radio sound of this interview? 


We're going to be:taping it, yes. 


O.K. 


Dean, did the individual explain why he 


wanted to do it this way? 


I think you should ask him those questins. 
Yes, but some of us can't. (Laughter. ) 
But you will be represented. 

Videotape did you ask about? 


I was interested in radio sound, but I want 


to know if television will also have pictures and sound 


tonight. 


well. 


r OD FY ODO PF 


on Oo OD FY DO 


A 


At this point we don't know yet. 

Well, if they do, you know, radio -- 

We'll do our best to provide that. 

Will the gentleman speak Spanish and English? 


Well, there'll be an interpreter present as 


O.K. 

I don't believe he speaks any English. 

But he knows about pools! (Laughter.) 

La Pool. 

Alan, can you pick up where he left off here? 
(Responses now by “Mr. Romberg) . St. 


have a couple of announcements to read. 


Q 
A 


O.K. 


Let me do that and then we'll go back to it. 
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First, available in the Press Office, is the 
testimony of Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
Thomas Enders before the Senate Judiciary Committee, 
Subcommittee on Security and Terrorism. The subject is 
Cuban infiltation in the Western Hemisphere. 


Secondly, a statement on a recess that has been 
proposed at the Madrid CSCE Conference. Since February 9, 
the Madrid follow-up meeting of the Conference on Security 
and Cooperation in Europe -- CSCE — has been addressing 
repression in Poland and repeated serious violations of the 
Helsinki Accords by the Soviet Union. Like its allies and 
many other CSCE participating states, the United States 
deplores the turn of events that has brought active nego- 
tiations in Madrid to a standstill. Our delegation in 
Madrid reports today that a proposal to recess the meeting 
until November 9, 1982, has been advanced at today's Plenary 
Session, which is still under way. The proposal to recess 
was presented by delegations from the neutral and nonaligned 
States. It follows exhaustive consultations by the spon- 
soring states with other delegations, East and West, 
regarding the advisability of continuing the meeting under 
existing circumstances. We expect the recess proposal to be 
adopted. 


Events in Poland go to the heart of the CSCE pro- 
cess and have prevented business as usual at Madrid. The 
United States and many other participating states greatly 
concerned about the plight of the people of Poland have 
insisted that the Madrid meeting devote its attention to 
these massive violations of human rights. With many others 
who are committed to the integrity and success of the 
Helsinki process, we have also insisted that it will be 
possible to negotiate agreements on new CSCE undertakings 
only when the Soviet Union and Polish authorities begin to 
live up to their existing commitments. 


Secretary Haig and other allied Foreign Ministers 
who addressed the Madrid meeting when it convened last month 
stressed our continuing dedication to the principles and 
provisions of the Pinal Act and our desire to be able to 
move ahead on the basis of a draft concluding document pre- 
sented last December by the neutral and nonaligned 
countries, taking into account the need for improvements in 
both the human rights and military security areas. 
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When we return to Madrid in the fall, we will 
review the situation in Poland. We hope this review will 
show that conditions in Poland and elsewhere permit the 
Conference to resume the effort toward agreement on new 
steps to strengthen the Helsinki process. But this depends 
on evidence of a genuine effort by the East to live up..to 
its existing Final Act commitments. 


I do have one other on this same subject, a briefing ~ 
on CSCE. H. Allen Holmes, Acting Assistant Secretary of 
State for European Affairs, will give a briefing on Monday, 
the 15th, on the CSCE Review Conference in Madrid, which is 
expected, as I announced, to go into recess until November 
9. The briefing will take place at 10:00 o'clock here in 
the Press Briefing Room and will be ON THE RECORD. 


Q Yes. Following on the point raised 
there of getting away from the procedures and substance, 
there's a certain amount of confusion left by what has been 
said yesterday. So if you'll indulge me I want to try to 
get some of it straightened out. 


A «ALL right. 


Q There is a press guidance which was issued by 
the Press Office yesterday which talks about last year, for 
example, we provided $ 8.5 million in economic support 


funds to the private sector and then additional $1.9 million 
in development assistance. 


Now, when Congress passed an aid-to-Nicaragua bill 
in 19-— what was it? -— in the last months of the Carter 
Administration, I guess -- 


A Yes. 


Q — in 1980, they specifically stated that a 
portion of this was to be given to organizations or 
institutions. I believe it's either in there as a direc- 
tion or an expressing of the intent of the Congress -- I 
forget which at the time there -- that a certain portion of 
it go to private organizations or be used to strengthen pri- 
vate’ enterprise and democratic forces. 


Is this what you're talking about -- on the funds 
that were appropriated at that time with which a certain$15 
million of it which was earmarked for direct aid to 
the Nicaraguan Goverpment later suspended. But this is what 
is being referred to. Is this money appropriated for 
Congress as a supplement to the foreign aid bill? 





A John, I don't have an answer. Let me take 
the question. ; “7 - 


As was indicated yesterday, we consulted with the 
Congress on this process; and it also, of course, has been 
known to the Government of Nicaragua. But I don‘*t know the 
specific answer. Let me just take it. 


Q The point of it is, the confusion is, that 
there is some kind of question as to whether this is a part 
of a covert program of strengthening democratic forces -- 
some sone Yeo St have put it this way -- or whether that is 

se or whatever. I wish you could straigthen it 
ie, ane, just for me. 





A Yes. I would hardly say that this could be 
part of a covert program when it's known to the Government 
of Nicaragua and known to the Congress,and it’s on the 
public record. 


a ee ee a ee 


So if that's your question, I would say this is 
open; and I don't see that there's anything further to look 
at. 


Q That's what I mean. This is a continuation 
of the aid we started disbursing in 1980. 


eee inn 
—s a 
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A Yes, but you've asked a specific question. I 
don't know if you want me to pursue it. And that is whether 
the actual funds are those funds referred to -— I guess it 
must have been reports -- 


Q Yes. Who was that? 
4 -- or it was the language of the legislation. 


Q Well, the legislation posed two requirements. 
One was the periodic certification that Nicaragua was not 
engaging in terrorist activities or, you know, interffering in 
the affairs. It was under that provision that the current 
Administration subsequently suspended direct aid to the 
government. 


a Right. 
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Q But there's another provision in there saying 
that part of the appropriated funds had to be for develop- 
ment of the private sector. And what my question is is 
whether this is what this money is. 


A O.K. I'll get you a specific answer. 


IT would note that this continuation of U.S. 
assistance to the private sector in Nicaragua is not unique, 
that we do have private sector assistance elsewhere in the 


world. 
But let me get a specific answer to your question. 


Q Alan, on that subject, Enders testimony raises 
further questions which I have raised here. He's talking 
about Cuba as an exporter of terrorism. 


He says in here that Nicaragua has now joined in 
as an active participant, and then’he also says: "We must 
be clear about Cuba. It is a Soviet surrogate.” 


He raises a question which I have raised here time 
and again, and I still don't have a satisfactory answer. 
If Cuba is acting as a Soviet surrogate in exporting 
terrorism, why is not the Soviet Union and Nicaragua on the 
list of the countries which the State Department defines as 
exporters of terrorism? 


A Jim, I haven't read the testimony. I'm not 
sure I would agree with the way you've characterized it, 
necessarily -- what Tom Enders has said -- but in any<case I 
will only answer you this part specifically -— and that is 
that we have given you the criteria on which we make these 
decisions. 


I know it doesn't satisfy you to have that answer, 
but that is the answer we posted. The judgments are then 
made by individuals reviewing the situation. And I'm not 
going to take a question to go back and explain the specific 
judgments that went into any individual country beyond what 
we've already said about it. 


r Q All right. Just to keep the record straight, 
you haven't given the criteria under which a country is 
defined as exporting terrorism. In fact, your -- 


A It's in your -- 


Q No. It does not give a checklist. 


4 A quote, I believe. 




















Q It does not give a checklist. a 
A It gives a quote, Jim, if you go check it. 
QO Yes, but it does not give the criteria for - 


why and which countries are put on that list. 


A I believe it does, so I'm not going to argue 
with you on it. 


Q In testimony last week, Alan, before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Secretary of State Haig, in 
question, said very specifically that Cuba is -- I forget; 
he used either the word “sovereign nation" or "independent 
nation"; and he said that they frequently do things that 
annoy the Soviets or deviate from Soviet attitudes and 
policies. 
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So how does this square with Enders' statement 
that Cuba is a Soviet surrogate? 


ina ve GOA. 


yo NO: 


A I'm not going to try and square it. 


Al ett OE A 


Q Yes, well -- 


A I don't think they're mutually inconsistent 
in the sense that I presume the nations take a number of 
steps -- in this case, Cuban steps -- some of which would 
fall into one category, some into another. 


MS TRAY Oi bet MP 2m 
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Q Oh, I don't know how you can be sovereign and 
independent. 
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4 I don't have a problem with that. People act 
as surrogates in some capacities and they don't necessarily 
in others. 


Anyway, I don't think that's a fruitful argument 


to pursue. 

Q Alan, another question on the statement on 
Nicaragua? 

A Yes. 

Q The statement makes reference to business 


associations, independent labor unions, producer cooperatives, 
et cetera. 
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Was that list intended to be all-inclusive? 


-A No. 
Q Are there other organizations in Nicaragua 
omitted? 
A Again, it says, for example, so clearly it is 


not all-inclusive. 


I can give you yet some further examples today, if 
you would like; and I'm sure we could get some further 
description, if you want to pursue it. 


But for purposes of illustration, the direct 
assistance program focuses on such projects in FY ‘82 as 
programs for agricultural and cooperative development among 
the Miskito Indians on the East Coast, along with broad- 
based health services in the same area. Economic support 
funds have supported such institutions as COSEP; the 
Chambers of Commerce, Industry and Consruction; and the Pan 
American Agriculture School at Zamorano. 


So, again, if you want, we could pursue it and try 
and get a fuller list. But it's certainly not portrayed in 
yesterday's guidance as full. 


(MORE ) 
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Q _ What agency of the United States Government. 
is dispensing this AID? 


A That's a good question. I believe that AID 
is, but I asked that questivun myself, and I'm not. sure based 
on what I've been given today whether that is absolutely 
correct. Let me check on that. 


Q Is formal notification given to the 
Nicaraguan Government or does the Nigaraguan Government know 
only generally of what's going on here? 


A Let me look into that. 


Q Alan, on the same general area, there's a 
tiny dispute that involves -— excuse me. 


A You'll have to start again, we have technical 
problems. 


Q The question I have regards a dispute that 
involves the UN High Commissioner on Refugees along the 
border between El Salvador and Honduras. There are two 
refugee organizations that are involved in taking care of 
the refugees in that area, especially in La Biet Tood 
(phonetic). One is Clode. The other is Ceden. Does the 
United States have any interest, and has it expressed an 
opinion, with regard to who should be the major sponsoring 
organization for those refugees in that area? 


A I'll have to get an answer for you. 


Q A brief follow-up. Do you have any reaction 
to the European Parliament's endorsement of Mexico's ini- 


tiative and the UN Human Rights Commission vote yesterday on 
Salvador? 


A I don't have any reaction to the European 
statement on the Human Rights Commission. We're disap- 
pointed by the Resolution. We voted against it because we 
could not support the undermining of an electoral process 
central to a peaceful solution to the strife in that 
country. We note that the OAS, THE Church and the largest 


. peasant, labor, business and professional organizations have 
endorsed the electoral process. 


Joe. 


Q In line with this interview that is being 
pooled this afternoon, there are two apparent Nicaraguan 
pilots who defected the other day to Honduras with members 
of their family and were interviewed on Honduran radio and 
television and said that they wanted to come to the United 
States to tell their story. Can you tell us af any arrange- 
ments are being made for them to come to the Unite State 
and tell their story? 
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A I don't have anything to give you on that 
today, John. 


Q Can you find out about it? 


A If we have something to give you we'll give 
it to you. 


Q Do you have any detail on the circumstances 
of this prisoner's capture? 


A No, I don't. I suggest that you make sure 
that your colleagues who are asking might ask that question. 


Q Why is he being prsented here today? 
A Because he has some relevant things to say. 


Q Did he ask to be brought here, or whose 
initiative? 


A I simply don't know. 


Q Wasn't he the pilot who crashed in a cargo 
plane in El Salvador? 


A That sounds right, but again have your 
colleagues ask the right questions. 


Q In his testimony today Mr. Enders said that 
there are reports, I believe he put it, indicating that the 
reports had some credence here at the State Department, that 
arms are bveing passed to revolutionary groups in Central 
American through Mexico. There has also been at least one 
report that there is a training camp in southern Mexico for 
rebels, Nicaraguan, Salvadoran, and Quatemalan. Can you 
broaden what the Assistant Secretary said or give us any 
more information? 


A I don't have anything on it, Bob. 


Q Will you also find out if you've raised that 
matter with the Mexican Government? 


A I think the Secretary addressed this to some 
extent when he was up in New York and indicated that he 
wasn't about to get into the subject, and I don't think I'm 
going to either. 





Q Also in Enders' testimony he says the United 
States has for the first time firm evidence that the Cubans 
are involved in drug trafficking from Colombia and 
apparently Florida and the Bahamas. Has the United States 
done anything about this with the Cuban Government? Has it 
raised it; has there been a response? 


A I will look into whether we can provide any informa- 
tion on that, but again, it gets into the question of 
diplomatic exchanges. I think as a general matter you can 
assume that when we get information of this sort we do 
take actions. Whether the specific things you are raising 
or not, I cannot answer you today. 





Q Also, he mentions two of the people who gave 
the evidence are in custody, but is it still going on? 


eg PRN OREN 


A . I don't know. 


a et ee 


Q Can you find out? 


A I can try. Obviously it's not a State 
Department matter as to people who are in custody. 


ie Ba re 


Q One of the things the Subcommittee didn't ask 
Secretary Enders was about Chile. I wonder if there is any 
change of status on that. This is on the human rights. 


Mie -a -« 


A On the certification? No. As I said previously 
we're looking carefully at all elements connected with the 
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1 certification. 

: Q Do you expect any announcement soon since he 

q is back? 

3 

i A I don't have an estimate to give you on when we would _ 


have a determination. 


Q Just briefly, is the individual who is going 
to be speaking, is he going to be relating events -- I guess 
he left Nicaragua in early 1981 -=— will he be addressing 
issues post- early ‘81? 
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A I don't know specifically what he will be addressing. 
I presume he will be addressing issues of which he has first-hand 


knowledge. 4 oa 

Q Will this be of a ieahsapeneny nature? 
A TI haven't talked to him; I don't know. 

Q Are you going to be there, Alan? 

A No, I'm not going to be there. 

Q Did Ambassador Habib return to Washington, arrive 


- in Washington? 


A No, I don't believe he has returned to Washington. 

Q Alan, can I ask some questions? Mr. Kreisky says 
that the reason why Qaddafi is in Vienna is because Qaddafi 
fears that a U.S. military operation against Libya is imminent, 
or words to that effect, in the next few days, and the Austrian 
Foreign Minister apparently is ‘coming here next week to brief 
Washington, I suppose about the imminent U.S. raid on Libya. 

I don't know what he means. Do you have something on that? 


A I think you can rest easy that there is not going 
to be an attack within the next few hours or any time beyond that 
that I am aware of. (Laughter.) Foreign Minister Pahr is 
going to make a private visit to Washington. Deputy Secretary 
Stoessel will take that occasion to meet with him on, I believe 
it is March 15, to have a general exchange of views, and if 
Foreign Minister Pahr has anything he wishes to raise in this 


. regard I'm sure the opportunity exists. 


Q In connection with this visit, apparently, according 
to the media, Kreisky was supposed to have said that the reason 
that Qaddafi was visiting Austria is because of the economic ::<-. 
situation in Austria. He needs the money; he needs the business. 
This is, of course, not particularly true only of Austria. West 
Germany is doing the same thing. But the question here is 
whether there's a conflict here in the Austrian statement. 
Do you have something in general on the Qaddafi visit to Austria? 


A No, I don't. 


Q You have no comment at all? 


A I don't have any. 
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Q I know that a few days ago I asked about the 
problem with the partitioning -- <a 


A Excuse me. Let me go back to Joe's question 
before you go to that. 


I should say that we have made clear to the 
Austrians through diplomatic channels our concern about the 
Kaddafi visit, but I don't want to co beyond that. 


Q I have a lot of other questions if my colleagues -- 
A Well, let us go on to some others. 
Q All right. 


Q A few days ago I asked a question about the 
partitioning of Rabah in the Sinai and I asked if the United 
States would be involved, should be involved, The answer 
came back that this is a bilateral problem between Israel and 
Egypt. But now the Israelis have issued a report which is 
published in FBIS today. The situation is that the arbitration 
looks like it's impossible to reach the demarcation line 
within fifteen points, and I think I'll read the statement 
just to the effect of.it: there will be no Israeli withdrawal 
from the line the Israelis are on today unless the entire 
border is marked. Its position regarding the border 
demarcation at the fifteen disputed points is not acceptable 
to Israel, Israel will not accept an international arbitration 


' yegarding the dispute to the International Institution's 


hostile attitude towards Israel. So where are we going to go 
from here? Is this a threat to the possible evacuation? 


A This is obviously an issue that has to be addressed 
by the Israelis and Ecyptians, and I think thev are addressing 
it. I don't see any purpose to be served by commenting on 
it from here. 

Q You say we've made clear our concerns throuch 
diplomatic channels about it? I thoucht vou didn't discuss 
diplomatic -- 

A We haven't said what we said. 


Q Can you give us any inkling of why the United States 
would be concerned if Qaddafi travels to Austria? 


A I don't want to go beyond what I said. 
Q In South Africa -- 


A Again, let's stay with the Middle East. 
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Q May I ask some more questions?. a 
A If they are really questions, Joe. (Laughter) 


Before he does, some are agitating for a filing 
break. 


A Okay, filing break. 


Q Thank you. Jordan apparently has made some 
threats against people living on the West Bank o# formed 
a league of some kind towards development of the West Bank 
politically. I believe you had a question on this several 
days ago but there was no response. 


A I don't recall that we took a question on that. 
There was some question about the legal status of the West 
Bank, and we will post an answer on that this afternoon. 


I don't have anything to say about the Jordanian 
position except that obviously Jordanian interests in Arab 
inhabitants of the West Bank derives naturally from its 
previous administration of the area and the fact that 
West Bankers hold Jordanian citizenship, but I don't have 
anything on that, Joe. 


Q You have no comment on the fact that the 
Jordanians have threatened the death penalty against 
people who may join this organization? 

A I don't have anything. 

Q That is not of any concern? 


| A I just don't have anything I can offer you on 
that. 


Q All right, now, do we have anything on the 
Egyptian President going to Jerusalem? 


A No. 

Q Nothing on that? What about the position of 
the sale of Hawk missiles to Jordan after the 25th visit 
to Amman, have you anything on that? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any announcement onthe 3ucklev mission? 





= 





ee mal 


ee ee ae | 


~~ _~ 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


RET SS WS nid eth Oem 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





— en — |e 
, 





16 


A Announcement on the Buckley mission? We 
announced the Buckley mission some days ago, I think, on 
the 5th. He's leaving, I believe, tomorrow. 


Q Alan, there is reference to a report that the 
Common Market is cutting back its sanctions against the 
Soviet Union. Any comment on that? 


A- Yes. We're not aware of any public announcement 
by the EC to this effect. In fact, our understanding is the 
final EC action probably can't be expected before next week. 


As you know, we would welcome meaningful EC sanctions 
as a response to the Soviet-inspired repression in Poland. 
By the same token, we would resret any weakening of the 
stress that was originally contemplated. 


Q What exactly is the policy regarding the visit 
of senior military officials from South Africa, and have 
there in fact been a change in that policy or modification 
of that policy compared to what it was, say, two years ago? 


A Let me just answer this way. The U.S. policy 
remains to review these applications of high ranking South 
African military officers, which I believe is the focus of 
your question, on a case-by-case basis to insure that they 
reflect our national interest and are consistent with our 
arms embargo on South Africa. 


Q What I'm not clear on is -- and maybe you 
can help me out -- whether this case-by-case stuff came 
in with the Reagan Administration or whether there was 
basically a blanket denial of visas for senior military 
officials prior to the Reagan Administration's accession 
to power. 


A I'll have to check and see if I can set 
something for you on that. 


Q Baye there been recent visits unannounced 
by South Africans‘! 


A Unannounced? The New York Times had an 
article, which I can't vouch for the accuracy of all of 
it, but it did mention military officers had been included. 
They were induded in South African delegations cominc to 
the U.S. as part of the Namibia negotiating process, and, 
as I think was indicated in that articie, we don't presume 


to dictate to South Africa the composition of their 
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negotiating teams. ~ 


Q Is Secretary Haig going to meet with the 
French Foreign Minister at the State Department? | 


A No, I believe he will meet here, and for 
your information our expectation is -- I can't promise 
you -- that he will come down with him after they conclude 
their meeting at about 3:30. 


Q Three thirty? 
A About. I would remain alert to that. 


Q The talks of President Barre in Washington, 
how do you describe the story this morning that he's not 
very happy about the net results of his talks? 


A I think the White House has addressed this. 
We are aware of his desire for more aid, and obviously we 
would look at what specific proposals might come forth 
within the context of what we can do, but I don't really 
have anything beyond that to offer you. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing was concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #41 


TUESDAY, MARCH 16, 1982, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. ) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a number of 
announcements today. 


We have available in the Press Office the follow- 
ing testimonies by Ambassador H. Eugene Douglas, Coordinator 
for Refugee Affairs, before the House Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee. The subject is the world refugee situation. 


-- By Ambassador Richard D. Vine, Director of the 
Bureau for Refugee Programs, before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee. The subject is an overview of the 
world-wide refugee situation. 


Available at 1:30 this afternoon will be the 
testimony of Deputy Secretary Walter Stoessel before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject is Afghan- 
istan Day. 


With respect to a Congressional hearing on 
Korean rice purchases, I have the following statement: 


The House Committee on Agriculture is holding 
a hearing this afternoon to continue its inquiry into 
allegations of improprieties in the management of U.S. 
rice exports to Korea. 


Anthony C. Albrecht, the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs, is scheduled to testify today. Copies of his 
prepared statement will be available at 2:00 p.m. in the 
Press Office. 


Lastly, a senior State Department official 
will be available at 2:00 p.m. in the Press Briefing 
room today to respond on background to questions on 
President Brezhnev's proposa] ~° nissiles reductions. 


I understand the Pi ‘* at will be addressing 
this isste, if he has not already, in a speech in 
Oklahoma. We further understand that the White House 
will be issuing a statement on that proposal shortly. 
We will have copies of that statement in the Press 
Office, hopefully immediately after the briefing. 


Q Is that the same official who addressed 
the question in this room yesterday? 
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a Yesterday? 


Q The 2 o'clock briefing today -- there was 
a briefing here yesterday at 12:30 by a senior official 
ON BACKGROUND. 


A Having been in New York yesterday, I am 
not -- 


Q On more or less the same subject, is that 
the same official? 


A Yes. 

Q So you are not prepared to take any ques- 
tions on his plan now? 

A No. 

Q Dean, why are you mounting such an availabil- 


ity of statements and officials to react to the Brezhnev 
plan? 


A We like to be helpful to you. (Laughter) 


2) Dean, do you have anything on an incursion 
into Angola by South African forces? 


A I do not, Mike. I saw a report. I don't 
have any confirmation or comment I can give you at this 
time. 


Q Can you comment on the developments in 
Nicaragua, the state of emergency? 


A Yes. We understand that the Government of 
Nicaragua announced on March 15 that it was declaring a 
"state of emergency". The Government has suspended cor- 
stitutional guarantees for at least 30 days, and has imposed 
censorship on the media. 


We are concerned about this action by the 
Nicaraguan Government, and are concerned further that this 
may be a prelude to a general crackdown on the democratic 
elements which remain in the country. 


Q Dean, are you planning for tomorrow, or 
any time in the foreseeable future, to present in public 
the evidence of Nicaragua's involvement in El Salvador? 


a Bob, as you know, we have discussed this 
in the past. I have nothing I can announce as to a 
presentation today; that is to say, I can't announce 
today about what will be the dates of future presenta- 


tions. 


Q But there is nothing today. 
A Nothing today. That is correct. 
Q The rationale by the Nicaraguan Government, 
= as I understand it, is the reports of American-sponsored 
i activities against their government, including the blowing 
up of two bridges. 


Do you have anything to say to that? 








ak. x No, I have no comment on anything relating 
to that subject. 


a hs Bee 


Q Dean, the Government of the United States 
according to a large number of news reports, now validated 
by Senator Goldwater, has undertaken a campaign of action 
against the Government of Nicaragua. In that case, a 
"no comment” on your part seems to confirm that the United 
States is responsible for the very things that you are 
decrying in Nicaragua. 


A I still say no comment. 


Q Dean, could you clarify something that the 
Secretary said yesterday -- I am sorry if this was asked and 
answered in New York, but I wasn't there -- which was that 
one of the offers being made to the Nicaraguans is that the 
U.S. will enforce the Neutrality Act if they end their sup- 
port for the insurrection in El Salvador. 


a 


It sounds as though you are making enforcement 
of a U.S. law an issue for a negotiation. Is that your 
intention? 
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My I will have to take the question because 
I don't have in front of me the text of the Secretary's 
statement of yesterday. 


Q He talked about a political commitment to 
deal with the exiles, and he says, "I am talking here, of 
course, about epplying the Neutrality Act.” 


Now, Lf enforcement of the U.S. laws are a sub- 
ject for negotiation -- 





A This is why I hesitate to try to respond 
without actually seeing the language he used. I will take 
the question, though. 


Q Dean, in this general area, I notice that 
Newsweek this week says that the State Department wouldn't 
pay for the ticket of the leader of the Indians there 
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that have been ousted, the Miskito Indians, Fagoth, and 
that he only saw a low level officer here, suggesting 

that this guy is being held at arms length. But I was 

told by the people at Georgetown that the State Depart- 
ment asked them to set up a program over there where he 
could talk and meet the press, and so forth, and that 

he was accompanied by two fairly senior officers, including 
Jon Glassman, suggesting that he was getting a rather 
courteous and fairly high level of reception here. 


Could you clarify that? What is your position 
on this guy? 


A I will have to look into it. I haven't 
had a chance to read the entire article thoroughly, and 
even if I had I would still have to look into it to see 
what were the arrangements made in connection with his 
visit. 


Q But in a broader context, what is our posi- 
tion on these Indians? 


A We deplore what is happening to them, and 
that is about as broad a context as I can address. 


Q Are we working with them in any way at all, 
I mean, in assisting them to resettle? 


A I am not personally aware of any governmental 
plans to help them resettle, but have not really explored 
this, and I hesitate to try to give you a reply. 

Q Will you take that? 

A Yes, I will. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Does the U.S. Government have any more in- 
formation on who blew up the bridges that the Nicaraguans 


are complaining about? 


By We just don't address allegations of this 
sort. 


Q You don't? 


Q Well, what I asked was, does the U.S. Govern- 
ment have any information -- 


4 I heard your question, Don, and that is my 


response. 
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Q Dean, now that a legal issues has been 
raised, can you explain in any detail at all the legal 
basis for Tardencillas' appearance or flight up here, his 
stay here, his transfer to Nicaraguan authorities, to what 
extent he was advised of his rights by counsel, or any 
legal basis for this entire procedure of any kind? 


A I am not sure how responsive I can be to 
your specific questions about the legal background. I can 
give you a chronology, if you will, of how he came here 
and the basis upon which he returned. If you want to 
hear that, I shall be glad to spell it out for you. 


Q You just said we don't address allegations 
of that sort. You have addressed them all the time. Look 
at some of your statements about charges of U.S. inter- 
ference or espionage or covert activities in Poland or 
Afghanistan, or quite a few places. 


Is this a new policy? 
A This is a different sort. (Laughter.) 


Q Dean, are you going to address -- I didn't 
get a sense of the-- 


A John injected a new question, and I said I 
would be glad to give you what I have on the background 
and chronology on the subject of your question. 


0 Were you going to do that? I mean, I would 
be happy to hear it. 


A If that is the consensus of the house, I 
shall be delighted to, yes. 


Orlando Tardencillas Espinosa, as you know, is 
a 19-year old Nicaraguan who was captured in January 1981 
in El Salvador. At the time of his capture, Tardencillas 
declared in a TV interview that Sandinista support for 
the Salvadoran guerrillas is “direct and total." 


Tardencillas added that Sandinista support 
for the FMLN started in November of 1979, that he and 40 
"comrades" had been chosen by the Sandinista National 
Liberation Front to join the Salvadoran guerrillas. He 
added that he had been trained as a demolition expert in 
Ethiopia. 


Tardencillas had never strayed from that story 
in his conversation with Salvadoran or U.S. officials. 
Details of his story, which were carefully checked, were 
consistent with other reports we had of Nicaraguan involve- 
ment in the Salvadoran insurgency. 
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In early March of 1982, the U.S. Government 
asked the Salvadoran Government for permission to bring 
Tardencillas to the U.S. The Government of El Salvador 
agreed, and Tardencillas was granted a non-immigrant 
visa by the U.S. Embassy to travel to the United States. 


Tardencillas repeated his earlier story to U.S. 
officials, and the decision was made to invite journalists 
to hear his story. 


As you know, Tardencillas recanted his story 
in the presence of a number of journalists. The fact 
remains, however, that in front of those journalists, 
as in 1981, he stated that he is a Nicaraguan guerrilla 
who not only fought but actively led insurgent forces, 
combat forces, in El Salvador. 


On the evening of March 12, the Department re- 
ceived a diplomatic note from the Nicaraguan Embassy asking 
that Tardencillas be turned over to the Nicaraguan 
Ambassador. 


Tardencillas said he wished to meet with the 
Nicaraguan Ambassador and to return to Nicaragua. Since 
Tardencillas had not violated any immigration law by his 
presence here, the State Department decided to grant his 
wish and to allow him to return to Nicaragua. 


Accordingly, a meeting was arranged early 
March 13 with the Nicaraguan Ambassador, as well as his 
representatives, after which Tardencillas left with 
Nicaraguan Ambassador Francisco Fiallos. He has now 
returned to Nicaragua. 


Q Why didn't he go back to El Salvador? 


A Because he expressed a wish to go to 
Nicaragua. 


0 But what were the ground rules on the deal 
worked out with El Salvador about letting him come up 
here? You asked permission. Did that permission at that 
time say that after he does whatever he does, he is free 
to visit Disneyland, or what? 


A I don't know the details. All I know is that 
when he expressed a wish to return to Nicaragua, it was 
granted. 


@) Did we che "k that out with the Salvadoran 
Government? 


A Did we check it out? 
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Q That is, when he expressed a wish to return, 
did the Salvadorans say, “That's fine, he can go back"? 


A I don't know. 


Q Dean, he said that he was held in custody 
from his arrival in the United States on Tuesday up until 
the time of his release. Since, as you say, he broke no 
law of the United States -- and I am not just asking this 
frivolously, I have had several lawyers who called and asked 
this -- can you cite what the legal authority was? 


A No, I cannot. 

0 Can you get something on it? 

A I believe we said last Friday that he was 
in the hands of the U.S. Government. Now, beyond telling 
you that, I do not know how to describe it legally. 


Q But you can't be in the hands of the U.S. 
Government without being charged with something. 


A If you want further information on it, 
I will have to look into it. That is all the information I 
have at this point. 


Q Last Friday, you said that he had been 
paroled to the U. S. Government. That connotes a legal 
understanding that he still had some ties to El Salvador. 


Was that the word you intended to use? 


A That was the word I used on Friday. 
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Q My question -- well, maybe you can straighten 
this out. Was he ever permitted to see counsel while he was 
in the United States? 


A I don't know. 


Q I wonder if you could take that question, and 
specifically with respect to any future witnesses you may wish 
to present to us. I'm very concerned about whether these 


people -- 
A You're concerned about their human rights? 


Q -- are being afforded Constitutional, legal 
guarantees that the United States has traditionally upheld. 


A Yes. 


Q It's not a frivolous question. I'm not trying 
to score a point. 


A I'm not smiling. 


Q This is another question, Dean: He had volun- 
tarily come here, and I think the Secretary or a senior offi- 
cial or both had said that the Salvadorans had set him free. 
Had they released him from prison when he came here? What was 
the legal basis? 


A As I say, I have no further information 
relating to the legalities. 


Q The President intimated that maybe you had been 
set up. Have you anything to illuminate on that; that this 
guy was sent up here just to embarrass this government? 

The President addressed that the other night. 


A I don't think I have anything to add on that 
particular point. Yesterday, the Secretary addressed the 
question of the young man's credibility, and I really don't 
think it necessary for me to go beyond that. 
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Q Let me ask another: At the time that he was 
seized in El Salvador, he was either 17 or 18. That was 
January 1981. In your view -- and we appreciate the chrono- 
logy -- have you thought about a world superpower basing its 
policy on some teenager's account given in a wartime 
situation? In retrospect, do you think this was a smart move 
by the United States of America? (Laughter) 


A No. 
Q But you were part of it? 
A Well, I would still say no. 


Q Was this primarily, as far as you know, a State 
Department-CIA operation? 


A I'm not going to get involved in who was 
involved. 


0 Let me follow that up. Was anybody in the 
White House, at any senior level, aware of the decision to 
bring this man to Washington? 


4 I don't know. 

Q Are you aware of a policy directive that has 
been issued by the White House that there oe 10 repeat of this 
incident without full approval of the President? 

A No. 


Q Can you take a question as to whether, 
perhaps, you could make that directive public? 


A I doubt that we would if there is any such 
directive, so no, I won't take the question. 


Q Dean, to check back on that chronology, please, 
on what date did you ask the permission of the Government of 
El Salvador to bring this young man to the United States? 

A On what date? 

Q On what date in March? 


A I thought I said early in March. I don't have 


the -- 
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Q Can you give us the date as to when the United 
States received custody of him in El Salvador before it broucht 
him to the United States? 

A No, I cannot. 

QO Can you give us an idea of what prevaration -- 
coaching, if you will. whatever -- he underwent with U.S. offi- 
cials prior to making the statement he did? 

A Not beyond what I said, no. 

Q Could we get a copy of that? 

A Yes. 


Q Could we call a filing break for those who may 
want to attend the luncheon today? 


A Yes, filing break, sure. 


Q I just wondered why it took 14 months for the 
decision to be reached to bring the young man here? 


a I'm not aware we knew he was in prison during 
that period. 


Q When did you learn about him? 

A I don't know. 

9 Can you find that out? 

ay My understanding is, it was quite recently. 

Q On a related matter, can you comment on a report 


that the State Department has informed its embassies overseas 
sometime over the weekend that not much progress was made in 
the talks between Secretary Haig and the Foreign Minister of 
Mexico? 


I never comment on internal communications. 


You're not knocking it down, though? 


rr Oo »,Y 


I'm just not commenting. 


Q Can I just clarify? Should we still expect that 
at some point in the not-too-distant future the State 
Department will be releasing some information, some evidence 
which might suggest that the Nicaraguans command, control, and 
supply El Salvador's rebels? Or should we no longer expect 
that? 


A We have consistently said that we intend to 
make as much information public and available to you as we 
possibly can, provided it does not compromise sensitive sour- 


ces. We will continue to do that. 
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Q And at this point, would I be right in assumina 
that what is holding that up is that the Congressmen who need 
to hear about this first have been too busy? 


A No, no. These briefings of Congressmen, I 
understand, are continuing. I wouldn't even accept your term 
"being held up,” and certainly it would not be attributed to 
that. 


Q But officials were talking about a briefing last 
Friday at one point. 


a Oh, I understand. There have been a number of 
proposals under consideration; and we will do as I said we 
would as soon as possible. 


Q You think this week? 


4 I can't put a date on it, but as soon as 
possible. 


Q Are two Nicaraguan pilots who defected to 
Honduras, are they here in Washington now or in the States 
somewhere? 


My I don't have any comment on that. 
Q Are you ready to go off Nicaragua? 
a I don't know. 


Q One more Nicaraguan question. Has it always 
been the State Department's position that as far as it knew 
officially, there were no anti-Nicaraguan terrorists, from the 
Nicaraguan point of view, guerrillas training on U.S. soil? I 
think that has been the official position, that they didn't 
know of any. 


And yet, when Haig went through his proposals 
yesterday with us in New York to Nicaragua, he said that the 
United States would make a political commitment to curb the 
activities in this country of exiles who oppose Nicaragua's 
Sandinista government? Wasn't that an admission that in fact 
these guys in Miami are operating, and the U.S. is turning a 
blind eye to activities which it condemns when other countries 
do it? 


yn I understand your question. It has arisen in 
the past, and I, again, don't want to rely on my memory to try 
to respond to it. It is a question again of the legal status, 
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and whether or not laws have been violated. I think we have 
consistently said that no laws have been found to be violated; 
but we have guidance on that in the Press Office, and I would 
refer you to it. 


0 The Times ran a transcript of what Haig said on 
that particular point. He said, "A United States political 
commitment on the activities of Nicaraguan exiles in this 
country -- that involves, of course, the application of the 
long-standing United States Neutrality Act," and he went on to 
the next point. 


a Thank you. 

Q Noes that mean that application of this 
longstanding Neutrality Act depends on something which is hap- 
pening between Nicaragua and the United States. 


4 Lars asked me this question earlier. I said I 
would have to take the question. I do not know the answer. 


0 I thought you didn't know what he said. 
A I didn't know what Lars said? 
Q 


No. Haig. 


A I said I didn't have before me what the 
Secretary said, that's correct. 


13 


= > Q The Guatemalan elections are now over, and 
. according to the Congress General Anival Guevara has been 
elected President-Elect. Do we regard his election as 
President-Elect to be legitimate? 


A This, I think, gets to the question of whether 
or not there was fraud involved in the election, and all I can 
say in response to that is that the charges of fraud were for- 
mally dealt with, and found groundless by the Guatemalan 
Cenqress. 


- - O° a 


9 Is that all you nave? 


A That's all I have in response to your question, 
yes. 


Q So, we're not going to say, "We really don't 
regard your election as legitimate,” or anything like that? 


iy No. I gave you what I have. 
Q Are we conducting our own investigations as to 


whether we believe that these allegations of fraud are, in 
fact, groundless? 


- Veclassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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Embassy might be inquiring along those lines? 


A I don't know. I haven't heard of any such 
; investigations. 

- Q Can you take the question as to whether our 
7 


A Let me say that if I learn of information that 
such an inquiry is being made, I'll endeavor to make known what 
I can on that subject. 


Laie | 


Q On Guatemala, before we get off the subject? 
Before the election, Secretary Haig, on several occasions, 
expressed the hope that the election in Guatemala might make it 
possible for the United States to enter into a new relationship 
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with the Government of Guatemala. Now that the elections are 
over, is there any change in that, or what is the thinking 
about the possibility of a change in the U.S. relationship? 


4 The question is premature, Don. 


Q Do you think you'll wait until the new man takes 
over, or what? 


A I can't put any kind of time frame on it. I'm 
just saying that at this point, the question is premature. 


Q Do you have any thing else on the Guatemalan 
elections? 


A Nothing other than just a reiteration of the 
actions taken by the Guatemalan Congress. 


Q Dean, back on Guatemala, since the Congress 
there is controlled by Mr. Guevara and his party, it seems a 
little strange that we would base a finding of "no fraud" on 
that Congress’ finding, if you get what I'm saying. 


a Yes, I can understand what you're saying, I 
think; but I gave my response to a similar question earlier, 
and I have nothing to add to that. 


Q Dean, have you made any allegations of 
Cuban-Nicaraguan or Soviet support to the Guatemalan guerrillas 
who have been a steady, but small-scale, operation for many, 
many years now? 


A Have we made any allegations? 


Q Yes. Do you believe that the Nicaraguans, the 
Sandinistas, the Cubans, or anybody else are supporting the 
Guatemalan guerrillas? I think there have been 12,000 people 
killed in the past several years. I just wonder whether you 
regard them as a Communist-inspired insurrection also? 
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A I will have to refer you to the Secretarv's 
comments in various fora on that subject, and leave it at that. 
I don't have any comment I can offer you today. 


Q Dean, tell us as a point of fact if all the 
Secretary's travel outside the country has been announced 
publicly by you? 


A What do you mean? Are you suggesting he has 
gone outside the country, and we've never told you about it? 


Q Well, I'm asking if -- 


x The answer is no. 

Q Is it a general policy that if kh were to do 
that, that you would announce all trips? 

a Of course. Sure. 

Q There are no plans in the next few days for anv 


trips ovtside the country? 
Ay No, sir. 


Q Dean, on the Secretary's talks with the Foreiaqn 
Minister of Mexico, which, I understand, would be resumed after 
the elections in El Salvador -- 


Mh At some point, after the elections, yes. They 
indicated they agreed to get together. 


Q Some of the people on the Hill yesterday were 
saying that they couldn't see any way that Congress would 
approve U.S. aid to a government in El Salvador headed by Major 
d‘Aubisson. What do you expect to get out of these elections 
in El Salvador? And how do they tie into the talks in Mexico? 


A What we would like to see is a free and fair 
expression of the people of El Salvador -- 


Q Like Guatemala? 


Kh -- as to the type of government that they would 
wish to have. And I'm sorry. What else did you say? 

Q Like the election in Guatemala? 

aN I'm not making any comparisons between Guatemala 


and El Salvador. 
0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #42 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 17, 1982, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. ) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a few announcements 
for you today. 


Available in the Press Office at 2:00 p.m. will be 
the testimony of Thomas Enders, the Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs, before the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, the Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The sub- 
ject is the Caribbean Basin Initiative. 


Secondly, by way of alerting you, we are trying to set 
up a BACKGROUND briefing on the Salvadoran elections, in 
response to a number of requests we have had. Tentatively, 
we are hoping to schedule it for tomorrow at 3:00 p.m. I cannot 
yet give you the name of the briefers, but I would expect to 
be able to confirm all of this information tomorrow. As 
I say, at this point I would just like to give you an 
advance notice of the possibility for planning purposes. 


Lastly, the Department of State warmly welcomes the 
action take on March 16, 1982 by the Senate in unanimously 
approving a resolution of advice and consent on the Protocol 
inviting Spain to join NATO. An instrument of ratification 
will be deposited in the near future. To date, four NATO 
member countries have deposited instruments of ratification 
of the Protocol -- Canada, Norway, Iceland, and the United Kingdom. 
A formal invitation to join the North Atlantic Alliance will 
be extended to Spain, once all 15 member countries have 
ratified the Protocol signed last December 10 in Brussels. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q On that point, is there a time limit for the 
15, do you know? 


A Not that I'm aware of, Jim, but I will have to 
check to be sure. As I indicated, all 15 member nations do 
have to submit the instruments of ratification, at which 
point the invitation to membership would be extended. 


Q On another subject, do you have any further 
thoughts on what the South African raid into Angola is going 
to do to the U.S. diplomatic attempts to solve the Namibian 


problem? 
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A That's quite a broad question. Let me first 
address the reports of the raid. We continue to deplore any 
escalation of violence in that region from any quarter. The 
loss of life involved in this raid clearly underlines again 
the urgency of moving forward towards a settlement of the 
Namibian issue. 


As you may be aware, Assistant Secretary Chester 
Crocker will be meeting in London on March 18-19 with his 
counterparts from the other western contact group nations to 
that end. 


Q Do you feel that this raid, or this sort of 
thing, will have any impact on the diplomatic initiative? 


A As I say, we feel it lends urgency to the 
necessity for achieving an agreement on the independence of 
Namibia as soon as possible. 


Q To change the subject, Dean, do you have any 
clear idea today of what that veiled Soviet threat was 
yesterday about placing American territory in jeopardy 
somewhat similar to the threat that the Soviet Union faces 
from the Pershings and the cruise missiles? 


A As I'm sure you're aware, the President 
addressed that this morning. As I understand it he indi- 
cated that we are studying, but have not completed studying 
all the implications of that. I think I prefer to leave it 
there for the moment. 


Q Do you happen to know whether there has been 
any exchange between the President and Soviet leaders? 


A I do not happen to know whether there has been. 


Q Is that a question you can take or is that a 
White House question? 


A You specifically said the President, so I 
would think that that question should be addressed to the 
White House. 


Q How about the Secretary? 


A I am not personally aware that they have had 
any exchanges on that subject. I am also not certain -- far 
from certain -- that I would be able to tell you if in fact any 
such exchanges had taken place. 
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Q Has there been a meeting with Ambassador 
Dobrynin within the last few days that we're not aware of? 


A Yes. 

Q When was that? 

A Yesterday. 

Q What time? 

A Oh, I don't remember the time. 
Q What was the subject? 


A I don't know, and I would not be prepared to 
go beyond the details. 


Q Can you take a question, because there was 
some confusion over the weekend about to what extent El 
Salvador and Central American in general was discussed with 
the Russians? If you don't know, could you take questions as 
to whether the elections in El Salvador, the general issue of 
Soviet and Cuban involvement in Nicaragua and in the 
hemisphere was raised at the meeting yesterday? 


A No, I won't take the question, John, because 
we just don't customarily address the subject matter that is 
discussed in these meetings. 


Q This question, then, I suppose becomes acade- 
mic, but do you know whether there is any consideration of 
another meeting between the Secretary and Foreign Minister 
Gromyko being considered? 


A No, I'm not aware of a date being set for 
another meeting, but they do meet quite frequently. 


Did you say Gromyko? 


Q I said Gromyko, yes. 

A Excuse me. I thought you said Dobrynin. 

Q No, no. 

A My misunderstanding. No, I'm not aware of any 


plans at present to meet with Gromyko. 
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Q Has that subject been discussed at all, do you 
know? 


A I'm just not aware of any plans to do so. 


Q You said Dobrynin was in yesterday. He saw 
the Secretary, is that right? 


A Yes. 


Q Was he asked to come in by the Secretary or 
did he ask to come? 


A I really don't know. 


Q Was it in any way in connection with the 
Brezhnev speech and clarification thereof? 


A Again, I just would not comment in any way on 
the discussions that were conducted. 


Q Dean, could you say whether the United States 
is seeking through any channel clarification of what the 
threat exactly is? 


A No. I just have to leave it as the President 
indicated today, that we are studying the implications. 


Q Back to the South African thing for a minute? 
You made a general comment. Does that mean you have no speci- 
fic comment about the particular invasion of Angola by the 
South Africans? 


A I did address that in saying that we deplore 
violence from any quarter in that region. 


Q Dean, why are we studying it when we have 
already dismissed it? 


A What do you mean, we've dismissed it? 
Q The Brezhnev package. 


A No. My response was to a specific question 
about that particular subject. 


Q But there was a wholesale dismissal of the 
Brezhnev package yesterday by the Administration. After we 
dismiss it, we are now studying it. 
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A Well, I didn't read what was stated yesterday 
as a complete dismissal of every single point that Brezhnev 
made. 


Q What parts were not dismissed, do you know? 


A I've already addressed that as the President 
said this morning, the implications of this one subject are 
being studied. 


Q Do you mean to leave open the possibility that 
the Administration may welcome some aspects of it? 


A No, I don't mean to leave open the implica- 
tion, but when asked if what was said yesterday represented a 
completed dismissal -- 


Q It would seem to. 


A Yes, but I'm still pointing out that the 
implications of this one particular point are being studied. 


Q The point about the Cuban thing? 
A That's correct. 


Q Could you take the question as to whether the 
Administration considers there to be anything positive in the 


A We've addressed this subject, and I have 
nothing to add to what was said yesterday. 


Q Dean, you have just accepted the premise that 
Cuba was somewhat involved in this. Is that the basis of 
your review? 


A I'm not accepting any premise except to 
reiterate for you what the President said this morning, that 
we're studying the implications. 


Q Just to be perfectly clear here, the implica- 
tions of what the President is studying is what? Can you be 
specific in what he is looking at? 


A Well, yesterday at a BACKGROUND briefing here 
question was asked, "Do you think there is anything implicit 
in the careful wording of President Brezhnev that threatens 
the placement of Soviet missiles in Cuba?" What the 
President said today is that we are studying all the implica- 


tions relating to that. And we have not completed the study 
of those implications. 
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Q What would the United States reaction be if it 
turned out that the translation of the threat led to the 
installation of missiles in Cuba? 


A I'm just going to leave it where the President 
left it this morning. I have nothing to add to it. 


Q Dean, could I change the subject slightly? 
A Sure. 


Q Could you take the question: Is anybody in 
this Administration considering further Soviet sanctions in 
reaction to what is going on in Central America? Are the two 
tied together at all? 


A Not in the context in which you put the question. 
Q I'm not trying to put it in any context. 


A You're suggesting there is some kind of 
linkage here between the application of sanctions and some 
hypothetical possibility that may or may not take place in 
Central America. 


That's why I say I can't address the question in 
that context. 


Q I'll have to rephrase it for another context. 
A . Why don't you try that? 


Q Is the Administration considering expanding 
or changing the sanctions to the Soviet Union in connection 
with anything that's happening in this hemisphere? 


A That sounds like the original question. No, I 
don't have anything I can offer you on that. 


Q Ambassador Hinton said in an interview that 
was published in this morning's papers <-- and I'm 
paraphrasing -- words to the effect that the United States 
might have some difficulties in cooperating militarily with 


one or more of the candidates who are running in the election 


there. Was he speaking for the Administration? 


A His comments were very consistent with the 
Administration's views on the Salvadoran elections. And as 
we have stated in the past, it is up to the Salvadoran people 
themselves to choose their own leaders. We do not want to 
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prejudge the outcome of the election. At the same time, the 
United States has its own policy concerns with respect to El 
Salvador, and these concerns will not evaporate after the 
election. 


Among these concérns are the continuation of the 
economic and political reform program and the improvement in 
human rights performance. Obviously, our ability to work 
closely with the Salvadoran Government that emerges from the 
elections will depend on its attitude toward these and other 
U.S. policy concerns. 


Q Have officials at the Embassy there been 
talking to any of the candidates to find out how on these 
issues -- economic and political reform and human rights per- 
formance -- they might be expected to stand? 


A I really don't know if they have been talking 
to the candidates or not. 


Q Dean, back in one of those sentences in there, 
is that a kind of suggestion that if there should be an 
extreme right-wing victory, there could be a cutoff of econo- 
mic and military aid to El Salvador? 


A I think that any speculation about what our 
aid policy toward Salvador will be after the elections is 
premature. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, can I ask you a question, goirg back to 
something Secretary of State Haig said in New York? I just 
want to be clear. 


Has the United States or has the Secretary 
empowered the Mexican Foreign Minister to go back to the 
Cubans and Nicaraguans in an effort to continue trying to 
put together all the elements of the peace plan? 


A I think the Secretary's statement on that and 
other related subjects in New York on Monday is very clear. 
In essense, what he said was that we welcome the par- 
ticipation of the Mexicans in the attempt to bring about a 
peaceful solution to the problems of the region, and I have 
nothing to add to that. 


Q The reason I ask is that Congressman Barnes 
yesterday rather angrily attacked the Secretary for having 
welcomed the Mexican initiative and then having umempowered 
the Mexicans to continue negotiating. 


Has the Secretary in fact told the Mexicans that 
they do not have our blessing or our permission to go back 
to the Cubans and Nicaraguans and continue this process? 


A John, I think I just said that we welcomed 
the Mexican willingness to participate in the process, and I 
think that answer applies to your followup questions as 
well. 


Q Does the U.S. feel, in the way that the 
Secretary presented the five points made towards Nicaragua 
over the weekend, that he added anything or went any further 
than Secretary Enders had many months before? 


Was the U.S. more forthcoming than it had been 
earlier? 


A No. I think what happened was that the 
Secretary spelled out in some greater details what Tom 
Enders had discussed with the Nicaraguan Foreign Minister 
last August, and what the Secretary himself discussed with 
the Foreign Minister in St. Lucia in December. 


It was not a case of going further but perhaps of 
making public additional details of the nature of the 
American proposals. 


Q I would like to inquire into the answer given 
to the question yesterday about enforcement of the neutra- 
lity laws. 





ae 
+ In the Post this morning it was reported that in 
Miami a member of a military force called the National 
' Liberation Army took credit for the blowing up of those six 
| bridges, and also you recall, the plane that was 

S unloaded, part of the baggage of which then exploded in 


Managua in December, killing four people, originated in 
Louisiana. 


Is this statement by this person in Florida being 
taken as a possible violation of the neutrality act, and is 
this being investigated? 


A We have seen the reports, and we have further 
been informed by the Justice Department that they are 
looking into the purported involvement of the so-called 
National Liberation Army in the destruction of the bridges. 


I would refer any questions you may have on this 
and any questions regarding possible violation of U.S. 
neutrality laws to the Justice Department. 


Q Just one follow-up, please. The last sentence 
in the answer that was given to the question yesterday 
reads: “What was offered as a point of negotiation was a 
political statement by this Administration regarding its 
attitude toward military training exercises directed against 
Nicaragua. ”* 
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I don't understand the import of that sentence and 
how that could be a point of negotiations. Is it meant by 
that that the Reagan Administration would come out and say, 
"We don't think military training exercises regardless of 
the applicability to the Neutrality Act should go on in this 
country?" 


I don't understand why that doesn't relate speci- 
fically to the Neutrality Act. 


BN Are you reading from the posted guidance? 


Q Yes, I am. 


rN I don't really have anything I can add to the 
posted guidance other than to remind you of what I said 
yesterday regarding the legality. I would stand on the 
statement I made yesterday as well as what we posted in 
response to that question. 





, Veclassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


10 


Q Do you have any comment on the latest report 
that Iraq is ready to negotiate and end the war with Iran? 


A The continuation of this war, which we 
believe serves the interests of neither Iraq nor Iran, poses 
a danger to the peace and security of all nations in the 
Gulf region. 


We certainly have never regarded the conflict, and 
do not regard it now, as being in the interests of the 
United States or of the free world. 


It has therefore been consistent U.S. policy to 
refuse the sale or transfer by third countries of U.S. 
controlled military equipment to either state, and we have 
urged that others avoid actions which will have the effect 
of prolonging or expanding the conflict. 


The U.S. has welcomed responsible international 
efforts to bring the fighting to an end and the parties to 
negotiations. We consider a peaceful settlement, reaf- 
firming the independence and territorial integrity of both 
Iran and Iraq, to be essential to the security and well- 
being of the region. 


The international community should therefore be 
sensitive to and supportive of opportunities to promote an 
urgent settlement. 


Q Did Under Secretary Veliotes meet anybody, 
any Iraqi officials, on his latest trip to the Gulf? 


A I don't believe he did, but I would have to 
look into it to be sure. 


Q In that regard, do you have any kind of an 
update on the situation inside Iran? Is there any reason to 
believe that there is a new crisis inside Iran that may be 
looming? 


A No. I have no information I can give you on 
that today. 


Q Could you possible take the question about 
Soviet movements along the Iran border? 


A Yes. I can look into that. 
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Q Yesterday there was a discussion of the means 
by which this 19-year-old Nicaraguan guerrilla -- whatever 
we're going toc call him -- 


A That's as good a name as any. 


-- came to the United States, and the means 
by which that he left the United States -- I mean, in terms 
of his immigration status and all that sort of thing. 


Subsequently there has been a report attributed to 
Nicaraguan Embassy officials that he did not have any travel 
documents whatever, and they had a lot of difficulty, there- 
fore, getting him into Mexico and then onward to Nicaragua. 


Can you shed any further light on the immigration 
and legal status of this young man while he was in the 
United States? 


A As you know, I took some questions on this 
subject yesterday. I think we have a posted answer. 


MR. ROMBERG: We're still looking into it. 


A We should have something, hopefully, later in 
the day. 


Q In that same general area, do you have any 
reaction to the OAS’ Inter-American Commission on Human 
Rights asking for an investigation on possible violations 
involving the Haitians at several detention centers in the 
United States? 


A No. I don't have any information on that 
today. 


Q On the same general area, Venezuela wanted to 
introduce a resolution in the OAS earlier this week, con- 
demning NATO maneuvers in the Caribbean. Do we have any 
response to that? 


A I am not sure that they have done so, and, if 
they have, I do not have any response to that. 


Q Also, there was an arms cache that was 
received in Costa Rica. What details do you have, and is 
that related specifically to any official Sandanista 
involvement? 
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A The day before yesterday the Costa Rican 
judicial police announced the discovery of a safe house in 
San Jose which not only contained a cache of arms but also 
explosive, uniforms, passports, documents, vehicles with 
hidden compartments and other items, all connected with an 
ongoing traffic in arms through Costa Rican territory to 
Salvadoran insurgents. 


Nine people were arrested, including Salvadorans, 
Nicaraguans, an Argentine, a Chilean, and a Costa Rican. 
Statements made by at least one of those detained indicate 
that this particular cache of arms was to be delivered in 
San Salvador prior to March 20, “for the elections." 


Q Where did the arms come from? 


A I don't have any further information on that. 


Q How were they supposed to travel to 
Nicaragua? Do we know? 


A I do not. No. 


Q You said the Nicaraguan prisoner's story was 
checked in detail, very carefully checked. Was he ever 
given a lie detector test? 


A I don't know. Not to my knowledge, but I 
just don't know. 


Q How was his story checked? 


A A number of people talked to him, as I indi- 
cated yesterday, both here and in El Salvador. 


Q Was he questioned in detail about his sup- 
posed training in demolitions and Ethiopia? It seems to me 
that's a story that could have been checked out easily. 


oN He was questioned on that subject, among many 
others. 


@) Did he ever indicate that he was tortured in 
El Salvador to any U.S. official prior to the presentation 
to the press? 


BN No. Not to my knowledge. 


Q He never said that. 
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A No. 


Q Yesterday I think it was said ON BACKGROUND 
or guidance or some basis about the Secretary's trip down to 
South Carolina since he's going, I guess, today if he hasn't 
already gone. 


A He's not a’ready gone, but he is going. That's 
correct. 


Q Can we now discuss that on the record? A 
question is, I gather he's going to be down there for some 
days. 


A Yes. 


Q Is he going to be seeing officials of any 
foreign government during his trip to South Carolina? 


Ay Not unless they are there by happenstance, 
but I can assure you there are no plans for him to see offi- 
cials of any government, foreign or domestic. 


Q Is he planning to take any trips outside the 
United States? 


A No, sir. Not at all. 


Q I would like to ask about the Hinton inter- 
view. The Ambassador seemed at one point to be accusing the 
Mexicans of having intervened on the side of the guerrillas. 
He said Mexico has already intervened here, and then he men- 
tions the sponsoring of the training camps and propaganda 
efforts by the Mexicans against the El Salvador Government, 
which would seem to me to compromise Mexico's position as 
any kind of a neutral negotiator in this situation. 


Does the Department agree with Ambassador Hinton 
that Mexico has intervened on the side of the guerrillas? 


A I'll have to take that question. I 
wasn't personally aware that he touched on that subject in 
the interview, so I will have to take it. 


Q Dean, could you do something about this wan- 
ton invoking of BACKGROUND status? Yesterday Burt was here 
and he goes on MacNeil/Lehrer a few hours later and says the 
same thing, and one of our editors reads this and he thinks 
I'm crazy that I can't pry out of the State Department who 
this official is. 
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A I notice that there is a growing tendency for 
BACKGROUND information to be put on the record anyway. 


@) Yes. But that isn't the solution. 
Yesterday someone asked why this was ON BACKGROUND, and it 
was utterly for a frivolous reason. It was said because the 
senior official wanted it. We deserve some better reason 
than that. 


A I can't speak as to the specific reason why 
that particular senior official wanted it ON BACKGROUND at 
that time. I will take under advisement your request that 
we put as many of these briefings on the record as possible. 
I'd be glad to do that. 


Q You just wonder, who are they concealing this 
from, or who are you concealing this from? 


fy You mean the identity of the spokesman? 


Q Yes. It's just concealing it from our 
readers, nobody else. 


A I understand your concerns, and I'll be glad 
to take them into account. 


Q Particularly when an official comes here and 
briefs and then immediately appears on television where he 
obviously is not ON BACKGROUND. 


(Laughter) 
A We agree on something. 
Q In the case of something like Richard Burt 


who has a history of skepticism towards arms control, his 
identify is important. I don't think we have to say that in 
the story, but it's important that people know who he is, 
and they don't think it's a senior official from the Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency. There are a lot of dif- 
ferent senior officials in this Department. 


A Okay. I appreciate that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #43 


THURSDAY, MARCH 18, 1982, 12:39 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. Couple of announce- 
ments. First, I'd like to confirm the background briefing 
that we announced yesterday. It will be this afternoon at 
3:00 in the press briefing room, and it will be a 
backgrounder on the upcoming March 28 elections of the 
constituent assembly in El Salvador. This has been arranged 
in response to a number of requests for specifics on the 
mechanics of the electoral process itself, and the 
backgrounder will focus on these issues. 


For your guidance only, I can tell you that the 
briefers will be Richard Scammon, a U.S. elections expert 
and a member of the U.S. observer delegation to El Salvador 
for the purpose of the elections, and also Assistant 
Secretary for the Bureau of Inter-American Affairs, Thomas 
Enders. 


Obviously, because this will be a backgrounder, 
there will be no cameras permitted. 


Q You said it will be on the mechanics of the 
election. 


A Yes. 


Q Will the briefers be prepared to discuss the 
political consequences of this outcome or the other of the 
election? 


A George, I don't know. It will be a question 
you're obviously welcome to put to the briefers, but I can't 
answer for them. 


The second announcement pertains to the availabi- 
lity in the press office today at 2:00: The testimony of 
Under Secretary for Management Richard Kennedy before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on 
International Economic Policy and Trade, and the 
Subcommittee on International Security and Scientific 
Affairs. The subject is “International Atomic Energy Agency 
Safeguards." 
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I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Do you now have any clearer idea of what 
Brezhnev meant when he was talking about a new strategic 
wea pon ? 


A I unde_ttand the President again addressed 
this subject this mcrning, and he said that we are con- 
tinuing to study the implications of that portion of 
Brezhnev's speech. 


Q Does your study focus on the possibility of 
the use of Cuba? 


A Focus on the possibility of the use of Cuba? 
Q By the Soviets. 


A Again, I addressed this question yesterday, 
and it's clear that the President's remarks apply to what 
Brezhnev said about the situation being made analagous. It 
is, as a number of officials have indicated, a somewhat 
murky, ambiguous reference, and it is that which the 
President again reiterated today: That we are studying the 
implications. 


Q Does your study include a request for clari- 
fication from the Soviets? 


A To my knowledge we have not made any such 
request. 


Q Why not? 


A I think the President indicated that we're 
perfectly capable of studying the implications ourselves. 


Q Is there any concern that one of those impli- 
cations might be Soviet development of a mobile ICBM? 


A John, I just can't go into the details. I 
have to leave it with what the President said this morning. 


Q Dean, at the briefing the other day a senior 
official said that any effort by the Soviets to put those 
things in Cuba would be a c.earcut violation of the 1962 
understandings. Would it be in violation of any treaties or 
understandings if they tried to do it in Nicaragua? 
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A These, of course, are very hypothetical 
questions, and I hestitate to respond because they're 
hypothetical. I'm fully aware, of course, of what the 
senior official said the other day, and I'm certainly not 
gGuarreling with that. But I would stress that it is 
hypothetical, and I really don't want to get drawn into 
specific responses to hypothetical questions. 


Q I mean, there's no nuclear free zone in 
Central America or anything like that? 


A As I say, I would much prefer to stick with 
what the President said again this morning: That we are 
continuing to study the implications. 


Q On television this morning Secretary 
Weinberger in the course of things said that he believed the 
START talks would begin in the early summer. He had no 


qualifications or anything else. Do you have any clarifi- 
cation of that? 


A I can say that we have entered the final 
phase of intensive preparations for START negotiations with 
the Soviet Union. These preparations, which have been 


thorough and comprehensive, will be completed in a matter of 
weeks. 


We will proceed with negotiations when conditions 
permit. We are optimistic that our approach to the nego- 
tiations will provide a realistic basis for a verifiable and 
equitable reduction of strategic nuclear arms. 


Q Dean, what does “conditions permit" mean? 

A This is what Secretary of State Haig has said 
consistently, and it is a reflection of Administration 
policy with respect to this matter. 

Q Is it still related to Poland or not? 


A I'm not going to get drawn into any further 
definition of what the phrase “when conditions permit” means. 


Q Why not? 


A Because I prefer to stick with what I said. 
That's why not. 
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Q But the Secretary is on the record, having 
said after his meeting with Foreign Minister Gromyko, using 
the same language, but applying it very specifically to 
Poland. Now you're refusing to say anything, to link Poland 
to this phrase “when conditions permit" leads me to the 
conclusion that it doesn't matter any more what happens 
inside Poland as far as the START talks. 


A I certainly wouldn't want to lead you to that 
conclusion from anything I said. I would question the pre- 
mise of what you said about the direct linkage of Poland to 


the statement the Secretary had said about when conditions 
permit. 


You might use that as one barometer, but I don't 
believe you'll find in the Secretary's statements anything 
quite as precisely drawn as you presented it. 


Q I understand that, but all I am asking you 
is, is that one barometer that you are still using? 


A I'm just going to stick with what I said: We 
will proceed with neogotiations when conditions permit. 


Q Can I just come back to my original question? 
Mr. Weinberger did not have the guidance in front of him 
that you do, but nevertheless he's involved in this, and he 
gave us his best thinking, I suppose, that the talks would 
begin in early summer. Is that a fair estimate? 


A Bernie, all I can tell you is that I am 
giving you the Administration's point of view on this 
subject. 


Q Do “conditions now permit" -- is it only the 


preparations that prevent the proceeding of the beginning of 
these talks? 


A No. 
Q So then conditions now do not permit? 
A I would much rather put it the way I did, 


rather than get drawn into a discussion of what precisely is 
meant by the phrase “when conditions permit." 


Q Could we broaden it away from Poland? Does 
it have to de with the international situation? 














"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A Yes. And we have consistently said so. The 
overall climate of relationships between the Soviet Union 
and the United States. 


Q Would you steer me in the direction of an 
interpretation that the international situation would 
include Central America? 


A I'm just not going to be drawn into being 
more specific about what this language means than what I've 
already given you. 


Q Will another meeting with Gromyko be required 
before negotiations can begin? 


A I don't know that that would be necessary nor 
am I aware that any such meeeting is planned. 


Q If it has to do with the overall climate, how 
are you characterizing today's climate? 


A I'm not trying to characterize today's cli- 
mate. I'm telling you what our approach to the start of 
START talks is and will continue to be. 


Q Will today's climate allow for the talks to 
begin? 


A I'm not going to comment on the climate 
today. 


Q It strikes me -- if I may just editorialize 
for a minute -- that that phrase means well nigh nothing at 


this point if you're not willing to say whether today's con- 
ditions permit. 


A I don't think it serves any useful purpose to 


define in particularly specific terms precisely what that 
phrase does mean. 


Q Have you been satisfied in any way that there 
is movement in Poland toward easing some of the repression? 


A I don't have a report card I can refer you to 
today. We obviously continue to be very deeply concerned 
about the continuation of martial law and about lack of 
movement toward establishing a dialogue among the church, 
the government, and Solidarity. 
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Until those conditions are met, then clearly we 
cannot be described as satisfied with conditions that 
currently exist in Poland. 


Q Did the guidance that you have on the 
starting of START talks -- conditions permitting and so 
forth -- was that developed after Weinberger had made his 
remarks this morning? 


A Bernie, I can‘t really speak to that 
guidance. It seems to me what I am giving you today is a 
reiteration of what the Administration's policy has con- 
sistently been. 


Q Is the starting of START talks part of what a 
senior official on Saturday called a panoply of options 
available to the United States to influence Soviet behavior 
in Central America? 


A I wouldn't want to try to get drawn into a 
discussion of what was meant by that term, "a panoply of 
options." I think what we're dealing with here applies not 
just to Central America but to a whole range of issues that 
we have been discussing and will continue to discuss with 
the Soviet Union, but I don't want to try to suggest there's 
a specific linkage here between the policy we're pursuing in 
Central America and our policy on the start of START talks 
Or any number of other issues that I could mention that we 
have been discussing here. 


Q You said that your guidance, in effect, on 
the START talks and so forth represents a reiteration of 
what the Administration's position has been. 


A Yes. 


Q If you could help me, please, was there 
anything at all in that statement that you read about pre- 
parations, for example, being completed in a matter of 
weeks -- is there anything at all in that statement that is 
new? 


A Bernie, I don't think so. It may have been 
somewhat more sharply drawn when we said that we've entered 
the final phase of intensive preparations. If so, that's 
only a nuance. It's nothing significantly different from 
what we've said in the past on that. 





Q Let's try this once more, if I can. Is it 
fair to conclude that without some change in Soviet beha- 
vior, either in Poland or Central America or somewhere, that 
these talks will not go forward as planned? 
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A I don't know how I can be more clear in 
responding to your questions on this subject than I have 
been. “When conditions permit" means precisely what it says, 
and we will determine at the time whether or not those con- 
ditions do permit a start on START talks. But I'm not going 
to be more precise or definitive than that. 


Q So summer or June, or whatever you want to 
call it, is not a factor when the conditions may permit or 
when the talks may start. 


A It simply means that we will decide when con- 
ditions permit. I'm not going to be pinned down to a par- 
ticular month or season or anything like that. 


Q No. But he had pinned it down himself, and 
you're not taking that as a fact. 


A I'm just giving you what the Administration's 
consistent point of view has been with respect to the start 
of START negotiations. 
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Q So that “early summer," Weinberger's phrase, 
means nothing. 
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A Bernie, I don't want to go beyond what I 
said. 


Q I'm trying to reconcile “conditons permit" 
and a forecast on the calendar. 


uN I don't know how I can help you beyond 
constantly repeating what I've said. 


Q But that's not being helpful, frankly. 
A I'm sorry. That's your judgment. 
Q I'm confused on Bob's question. In answer to 


that question you said what we're talking about here applies 
not just to Central America but to a whole range of issues. 





What are we talking about here that applies not 
just to Central America? 
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A Do you mean in connection with the start of 
START talks? 


Q I don't know. That's what I need to know. 


A I thought the question suggested there might 
be some relationship between the two. 


Q Your answer seemed to suggest such a rela- 
tionship because you said it applies not just to Central 
America, but to a whole range of issues which means you are 
including Central America in that. And I wanted to see if 
I'm correct in interpreting it that way. 


A I'd like to rehear the question, quite 
frankly, before I address that. 


Q Do we have a legal procedure whereby the 
court reporter reads back the question? 


(Laughter) 


A Bob, can you remember precisely what your 
question was? 


Q I asked you whether part of what a senior 
official referred to as a panoply included Soviet behavior 
in Central America, and, indeed, you replied that not just 
Central America was -- 


A Yes. But I think that reference to what the 
senior official said was in the context of our policy in 
Central America. 


Q No. It was whether the decision on when to 
start START talks -- 


A No. I don't think that's right, Bob. 
Q Court reporter? (Laughter) All Jim is 


asking is whether Central America is one of the parts of the 
world that we're interested in. 


A All right. If that's what he's asking, I've 
said before and I will repeat again, I don't want to be spe- 
cific about the ingredients that fall into the assessment we 
will make about when conditions permit. I did add to that 
that clearly that implies that the overall climate of our 
relationships with the Soviet Union are involved in the ren- 
dering of that assessment. 
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Q Dean, may I take you back to Max's question? 
He asked you about the possibility that Brezhnev had his eye 
on Nicaragua, and you said that's hypothetical. 


But it seems to me that when you say that you are 
continuing to study the implications of Brezhnev's words, 
and then you say that you have not requested clarification 
from Moscow, then you have to deal in hypotheses. Did he 
mean Cuba? That's a hypothetical question that the 
President and the other officials have to pose. 


Did he mean submarines off our coast? Did he mean 
Nicaragua? All these are hypothetical. They are 
hypotheses. 


A Yes. But my point is that so long as the 
President says that we are studying the implications of what 
Brezhnev said in his speech, I'm not going to go beyond that 
to speculate about precisely what those implications may be. 


Q Once the study has finished, will you publish 
your results? 


A Maybe the President will address them personally. 


Q Are you ruling out by your answer on this 
issue -- the President's study -- are you ruling out that 
Secretary Haig did not ask Mr. Dobrynin, when he met with 
him earlier this week, just what Mr. Brezhnev might have 
meant ? 


A No. I have not addressed or did not address 
yesterday nor will I today precisely what was discussed be- 
tween the Secretary and Ambassador Dobrynin. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q The reason I asked is because it sounded to 
me like you said something about the President didn't need 
to ask the Russians, that we had our own ways of 
interpreting. That would imply we don't ask the Russians 
what they mean. 


A I think the question was, has the President 
requested clarification from the Soviet Union? My answer 
was, "No, not to my knowledge." 


QO But could not the Secretary of State, even 
perhaps without the President's request, have asked Mr. 
Dobrynin what Mr. Brezhnev meant? 


A It is conceivable yes, but I can't confirm 
it, and will not confirm it. 


Q Weinberger this morning was asked what 
would happen if the Soviets try to put missiles on Cuba, 
and he issued a very strong statement to the effect that 
we would not allow that to happen. 


A Yes. 


0) Did the Secretary issue words to that 
effect to the Soviet Ambassador? 


A I'm just not going to address what the 
Soviet Ambassador and the Secretary discussed. 


0 You won't even say if we -- 
A No, no. 
0 Let me take you back to “when conditions 


permit." Does that mean any time you feel like it? 


my I suppose you could so interpret it 
(laughter) but for goodness sake, Bernie. I think the 
English language still retains some meaning, and those 
words mean precisely what they say. 


0 Why don't you be more specific and say, 
"When the Soviets show some moderation in their policies"? 
Isn't that what you mean by "overall climate"? 


A I have said everything I'm going to say on 
this subject. 


) Is it your feeling that if you were to say 
yes, the Russians would go -- 
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A I'm sorry. Say again. 


.e) If the Administration were to say, "Yes, 
we're ready to go on START,” is it your feeling that the 
Russians would be there ready to go on START talks? 


A The Soviets would have to speak for them- 
selves on that.” 


0 Dean, the Middle East? 


A O.K. 


Q The Voice of America this morning reported 
that the Mayor of Albireh and the local council there was 
disbursed by the military governor, and the council 
refused to cooperate with the civilian authorities and the 
civilian administration, the Israeli Administration. What 
do you have on this? 


There is a very strong crackdown going on now on 
the West Bank in Nablus, Ramallah, and Albiereh by Israel; 
authorities who try to impose the newly-formed, Israel-designed 
legal villages. There is a lot of protest. As a matter 
of fact, the communication between the lnited States and 
the West Bank in these three cities has been hampered, 
so what is your input in this? 


A I don't have anything I can give you on 
that today. 


QO Dean, on the Middle East, according to a 
report, Foreign Minister Shamir has told Eqyptian Foreign 
Minister Ali that the autonomy talks next round will take 
place in Jerusalem, and that the Israelis will insist on 
that site, and that if the Egyptians refuse to hold them 
there, that will be the end of those talks. Do you have 
confirmation of that report, first? And do you have 
any comment? 


A Insofar as confirmation is concerned, no, 
not first-hand. We understand that the quotation was 
attributed to Israel Radio. As to a general response, as 
you know, the venue of the working level of autonomy negotiations 
has not in the past been a matter of dispute, so we trust 
that the issue you address will be resolved soon. 


We remain convinced that the negotiations should 
proceed as intensively as possible, and we are prepared to 
meet wherever the parties may choose. And for our part, 
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12 
in the absence of their agreement on a new venue, we are 
prepared to continue with the practice of the past few 
years. 


0 --which is? 





A The practice of the past few years is that 
the working level groups dealing with autonomy have met 
alternately in Tel-Aviv and Giza, a suburb of Para. 


Q But if the Israelis in fact do insist on 
Jerusalem as a site, would the United States seek to per- 
suade them to move it elsewhere if the Egyptians don't 
like it? 


4 We are just hopeful that the issue will be 
resolved soon. I gave you what our position is on it. 


Q Dean, Ambassador Arens said last night on 
ABC that Ambassador Habib had said while in the Middle 
East that he believes that the cessation of hostility 
agreement applies not only to the Israeli-Lebanese border 
but to all other borders of Israel. Do you have anything 
on that? 


A The cessation of hostilities pertains to 
all hostile military activity from Lebanon into Israel and 
vice versa. Therefore, any hostile action originating 
from Lebanon, but going through Syria and Jordan into 
Jordan would be a violation of the ceasefire. 


The same would apply to an Israeli action from 
Israel into Lebanon, transiting international waters or 
foreign territories. 


Q Did Habib present this view in the Arab 
countries that he visited, too? 


A As you know, we don't make it a habit of 
discussing Ambassador Habib's dialogues with the leaders 
of the countries he visited. I do understand that 
Ambassador Habib is seeing the President this afternoon, 
and it is possible he may be available to the press 
following that meeting. 


@) At the White House? 


A At the White House, yes. 


Q It is my impression that this puts a new 
angle on the cessation of hostilities. When did this occur? 
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A "New angle?" I can't tell you precisely. 
I don't accept the term “new angle." Perhaps it is 
correct that the interpretation of what would constitute a 
violation of the ceasefire is put somewhat more precisely 
than we have put it in the past. 


Q Would you have given the same answer to 
this question yesterday, Dean? 


a That's really a hypothetical. (Laughter) 
Q Why don't you answer? 


A I really can't answer that. The question 
wasn't anything that came up yesterday. 


Q It's an interpretation of the ceasefire we 
haven't heard from the Administration before. When was 
this definition arrived at? 


A I can't really give you a specific time 
when it was arrived at. Obviously, Ambassador Habib just 
came back from a tour of the Middle East. Beyond that, I 
really can't go. 


Q Is this interpretation accepted by all 
parties? 

A I can't speak for all parties. 

Q But is it your impression or Ambassador 


Habib's impression? 


A Again, I can't speak to Ambassador Habib's 
impressions. What I'm giving you here is our interpreta- 
tion of the ceasefire. 


Q Seriously, Dean, does that guidance have a 
date on it? 


nN Of course. 
Q Would you tell us what it is? 


A The 18th of March. 


Q Dean, under this interpretation, would you 
say that there were some violations of the ceasefire since 
it started last July? 
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A Can I say if there have been any 
violations? 

Q Yes, under this interpretation. 

A No, I cannot say. 

Q There is also a report today that Secretary 


Weinberger is going to Israel in May. Is there now an 
ending of the suspension of contacts that were ordered by 
the President in December following the Golan Heights 
action? As I recall, the President told Weinberger not to 
make a trip to Israel that had been planned for January. 


A It is news to me that the President told 
Secretary Weinberger what you are telling me. 


QO It was read at a briefing right in this 
room by you, I think. 


A I don't remember that, Bernie. I don't 
recall ever saying at a briefing the President told 
Weinberger he couldn't go to Israel. 


Q In January. Sure he did. As I recall, the 
press release was in retaliation for, in response to the 
Golan Heights action that the President had ordered 
suspension of planned actions in implementing the strate- 
gic cooperation agreement, including Secretary 
Weinberger's trip to Israel. 


A All right. If you're talking about the 
Memorandum, yes, of course. But I don't recall that 
linked directly with any plans for Secretary Weinberger to 
go to Israel. Anyway, I would have to check that. 


fe) He was invited and turned it down? 


Q Let's put the question another way, Dean: 
Are there any plans now to have the implementation talks 
go forward? 


A In response to that, and as we have stated 
previously, the President has instructed both Secretary 
Weinberger and Secretary Haig not to proceed at this time 
with discussions intended to implement the Memorandum of 
Understanding that was signed on November 30 last year. 


8) Does that order still stand? 
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A No date for meetings of the Coordinating 
Council specified in the Memorandum of Understanding has 
been set. 
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QO And Weinberger, therefore, will be 
instructed not to discuss the M.0.U. while in Israel in May? 


A Here again, I'm not confirming that he 
plans to go in May. I'm not aware of that. 

QO Will conditions permit by this summer? 
(Laughter) 

A The climate is nice at that time of year. 

Q Will you please re-check that guidance, 


seriously, because Sharon's office, which presumably would 
know what it's talking about, he being the Defense 
Minister, said today that Weinberger is coming to Israel 
probably in May. I don't think they would have put that 
out unless they -- 


A No, but you understand I can't confirm from 
here Secretary Weinberger's travel plans. 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q I understand. But it is inconceivable to me 
that he would go there in May with that kind of instruc- 
tion still being your guidance. 





A I'm sorry, but that's what the guidance is 
today, and I just can't comment beyond that. 

Q Dean, could I go back to Nicaragua? 

A Sure. 


Q Yesterday, the Department said that they 
were checking this claim of one of the leaders of the 
Somoza exiles in Florida, that they were responsible for 


the dynamiting of those bridges and that you were checking 
into it. 


The Justice Department was, yes. 
You don't have any word from them? 


No, I have not heard from them today. 


on F ODO PYF 


Would that come from them, if they had a 
statement? 
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A I think it would, yes. They suggested 
yesterday that they were looking into it, so I think 
questions should be directed to the Justice Department. 


Q Any reaction to Nicaragua's complaint to 
the United Nations that the U.S. violated airspace to get 
the aerial photographs? During those briefings, the CIA, 
I believe, sidestepped that issue. 


A We have seen reports indicating that the 
Government of Nicaragua has sent a letter to the U.N. 
Secretary General, but as far as we know, the Nicaraguans 
have not so far asked the Security Council to take up the 
question. 


Q But is there any response to the complaint? 
As to whether or not this represents a violation? 

0 Yes. 

A As we've indicated previously on this 


matter, in order to respond, I would have to go into the 
details of methodology, and I'm just not prepared to do 
that. 


0 Dean, has the Department decided whether or 
not to have some part of the government produce Mr. 
Quizada and Mr. Berara, to tell their stories, the 
Nicaraguan pilots? And has the Nepartment decided yet 
if and when to hold a briefing on whatever evidence it has 
to suggest a Nicaraguan role in command and supplying 
Salvadoran rebels? 


A With respect to future briefings on those 
subjects, no decisions have yet been made as to timing. 


Q And on the first half of the question? 


A With respect as to who might participate in 
such briefings, also no decision has been made. 


Q Has the State Department been told by the 
White House not to have any more briefings until after 
March 28? 


A No decisions have been made either in 
respect to there being briefings between now and March 28 
or after. I don't want to get into the question of inter- 
nal communications, which I think your question suggests, 
based upon a story in a newspaper this morning. 
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Where are the pilots, Dean? 
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Q 
A I don't know. 
Q Dean, let's have a filing break? 
A Filing break. 


Q Dean, I just want to make sure there hasn't 
been a change. In a BACKGROUND session at the White House 
today the impression was given that there are no meetings 
scheduled, planned, or coming; and then just this week, I 
was under the impression here that there is something 
coming -- you don't know when, but something is coming. 
The White House is saying there is nothing they know 
planned, scheduled, or coming involving Nicaraguan 
involvement in El Salvador. 


A What I said was, no decisions have been 
made on that subject yet. 


Q Have you got any reaction to the Committee 
on Present Dangers' complaints about the Administration's 
defense policies? 


A No. I have no comment on that. 
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Q Dean, what is the objective of sending 82nd 
Air Battalion soldiers to the Middle East, to the Sinai, to 
become the MFO from the United States instead of sending 
some other soldiers or some other of the armed forces of 
the United States, knowing that the 82nd Battalion just 
finished, not a long time ago, the “Bright Star II" and 
is part of the rapid deployment forces which are geared 
for the Middle East? 





A I guess I understand the thrust of your 
question or its implication. Let me just say that it was 
decided sometime ago that elements of the 82nd Airborne 
would be among the military units sent to the Sinai solely 
for purposes of participation in the peacekeeping force in 
the Sinai -- solely. 


Q With respect to the article that appeared 
in the Post today about Nicaraguan moderates, do you have 
any statement with respect to that? 
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. A There were a number of points made in that 
article, and some of them I'm not going to comment on. I 
can tell you, though, that we understand and sympathize 
with the pressures under which the pluralistic, democratic 
elements in Nicaragua are trying to exist. In the article 
to which you refer, the publisher of La Prensa, Jaime 
Chamorro states that, "The principal objective of the 
state of emergency is to censor La Prensa, and shut down 
the independent radio stations," which are required to 
transmit only the government emergency network. 








We have stated before, and I would repeat, that 
we are concerned about this action by the Nicaraguan Government 
and are worried that this might be a prelude to a general 
crackdown on the democratic elements which remain in the 
country. 


Q The same individual said, "It's evident 
there is a campaign by the Reagan Administration to pre- 
pare American public opinion for any possibility, and they 
are probably aiding the counter-revolutionaries." 


Would you credit that statement with as much 
State Department endorsement as the previous statement? 


A As the article notes, the concerns 
expressed by moderates, such as Mr. Chamorro and Mr. 
Rebello, have generally have been press reports about which 
the United States has offered no official comment. 

We have officially stated a number of times, though, that 
the door is still open to a normalization of relations 
with Nicaragua. The Secretary's comments on the issue 
have been clear, and we assume well understood by the 
Government of Nicaragua. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Colombian 
President's statement? 


A President Turbay's remarks reflect the 
growing concern among democratic governments in this 
hemisphere about Marxist support for local insurgencies. 
We do not have an official text of the President's remarks 
at this time, so I cannot comment further. 


Q Dean, I'm going to leave this room with an 
impression of another clash between the Pentagon and the 
State Department on the START talks. You've got the 
Secretary of Defense talking early summer, and you've got 
the State Department talking “conditions permit." Would 
you care to have any observation on my impressions? 
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A Beyond what I said earlier, Bernie, the 
answer is no. 

Q No impression or no -- 

A What I said earlier and will reiterate 


that this has been the consistent Administration policy 
with respect to the start of the START talks. What I did 
today was simply to reiterate that position. 


Q Has he talked out of turn? 


A Bernie, I'm not going to get drawn into a 
dispute. I'm just going to reiterate yet again, if you 
wish, what I just said. 


Q Dean, do you have any comment on a report 
out of Argentina about how the government wants to talk to 
the families, one by one, about their disappeared? 


A Accounting for the disappeared is one of 
the most important issues in Argentina, and one which the 
Argentines themselves must resolve. We have consistently 
encouraged Argentine authorities to make available what- 
ever information they may have to the families of missing 
people. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #44 


PRIDAY, March 19, 1982, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a spate of 
announcements, a veritable torrent. 


On March 22 the Department will release a report 
on Chemical Warfare at 11:00 a.m. Copies of that report will 
be available in the Press Office at 8:00 a.m. on Monday, with 
an embargo until 11:00 a.m. 


Q Excuse me. It's chemical warfare, but not 
micotoxins, or whatever? 


A It covers the whole thing, yes. 
Q The whole thing? 
A Right. 


MR. FISCHER: On Tuesday morning, March 23, senior 
Administration officials, including, for your guidance, H. 
Allen Holmes, the Acting Assistant Secretary for European 
Affairs, will background the press in the White House 
briefing room on the U.S. visit of Italian President Pertini. 
The briefing is expected to begin at approximately 10:00 
aem., but the exact time will be announced on Monday. 


On March 18, 1982, Belgium became the fifth NATO 
member country to deposit an instrument of ratification of 
the protocol inviting Spain to join the NATO Alliance. 
Canada, Norway, Iceland, and the United Kingdom have already 
completed the necessary steps. A formal invitation to join 
NATO will be extended to Spain when all fifteen member 
countries have ratified the protocol signed last December 10 
in Brussels. 


Japanese Foreign Minister Yoshio Sakurauchi will 
arrive in the United States on March 20. On Monday, March 
22, he is scheduled to call on President Reagan and other 
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members of the Administration in subsequent days. He will 
begin two days of meetings on that date with both U.S. offi- 
cials and members of Congress. This will be the Foreign 
Minister's first visit to the United States since his 
appointment last December. He will be meeting with Secretary 
Haig on March 23. He plans to depart Washington Wednesday 
morning. I have a more detailed itinerary of his visit if 
anyone is interested in it. 


Q Dean, on that one, do you plan to have any 
sort of briefing for us on the visit, the outcome, or 
anything like that? 


A I understand there will be some BACKGROUND 
briefings associated with his visit. We will have to let you 
know later about the dates and times. 

Q Not scheduled yet? 


A Not firmly scheduled at this time. 





Q Dean, can I ask you to back up a moment first? 
What are the dates for the Italian President's visit? What 
were they? 


A I'm sorry. I don't have them with me, but 
we'll be glad to give them to you. 


MR. FISCHER: The UOSICA branch office in Pusan, 
Korea, suffered major fire damage early Thursday. A Korean 
college student who was using the ICA library at the time of 
the incident was killed and three other patrons were injured. 
The State Department wishes to express profound sympathy to the 
families of these innocent victims. 


We also wish to take note of the prompt action by 
Korean fire and police authorities in responding to this 
emergency in Pusan. 


Although the investigation of the fire is not yet 
completed, it does appear that it was an act of politically 
motivated arson. Anti-American leaflets were found in the 
area. The United States strongly condemns all acts of poli- 
tical terrorism, and we will cooperate fully with the Korean 
authorities in their effort to bring the perpetrators to 
justice. This act of violence against innocent people is not 
representative of the Korean people or the relationship that 
we share with them. 
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Lastly, I have a statement concerning Afghanistan 
Day. 


On March 10, President Reagan, in response to a Joint 
Congressional Resolution, signed a proclamation designating 
Sunday, March 21, as Afghanistan Day, in recognition of the 
Afghan people's struggle to reclaim their freedom from Soviet 
occupation. It was first proposed by the European Parliament 
and supported by nations and peoples around the world. 
Afghanistan Day, therefore, will be a demonstration of sup- 
port for the principles of freedom and national independence 
which are so immediately at stake in Afghanistan. The Soviet 
Union will learn again that the world has not forgotten, and 
will not forget, its aggression there. 


The issues in Afghanistan are clear and unam- 
biguous. A regime opposed by all but a handful of the popu- 
lation is being maintained in power by a foreign occupation 
force of up to 100,000 troops, utilizing repressive measures 
of the utmost barbarity. Tens of thousands of Afghans have 
perished in indiscriminate bombings of civilian areas. 
Others have fallen victim to internationally prohibited che- 
mical weapons. So ferocious has been the assault on human 
rights in Afghanistan that as many as one person in five has 
fled the country for a life of exile in Pakistan or Iran. 


Largely neglected, if not forgotten, by the media 
in this country and much of the rest of the world, the Afghan 
people fight on against overwhelming military might in what 
is surely one of the most remarkable demonstrations in modern 
history of a people's will to defend its freedom. There can 
be no doubt but that the price exacted by the Afghan freedom 
fighters from the Soviets for their aggression against a 
non-aligned Muslim state has been high and will continue. 


Americans, like all those who cherish freedom, owe 
the people of Afghanistan a debt of thanks for their coura- 
geous refusal to knuckle under to Soviet aggression. In the 
United States and around the world, Afghanistan Day will pro- 
vide all of us with an opportunity to demonstrate to the 
Afghans our deeply felt gratitude, our respect for their 
brave example, and our support for their right to freedom and 
self-determination. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Dean, does the United States have any comment 
on the shutting down of the Palestinian town council in the 
West Bank town of Al Bireh? 
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A It is always unfortunate when elected offi- 
cials are no longer able to serve their constituents. We 
remain convinced that the best way to assure the politically 
responsive representation of the inhabitants of the West Bank 
and Gaza is through the free election of a self-governing 
authority to replace the existing military government. Such 
elections are a central element in the autonomy agreement 
called for by the Camp David framework. 


Q Is the United States planning to do anything 
about it in its communications with Israel? 


A I can't speak about private communications 
between ourselves and Israel, but the statement I gave you is 
our response. 


Q Does this bode well for the autonomy talks? 


A I don't know that I want to go beyond what I 
just gave you in response to Jim's question. 


Q Would the United States favor the move which 
is now afoot of bringing this before the United Nations? 


A I do not have any policy position I can give 
you on that at this time, Jim. 


Q Can you give us anything on the status on 
what happened to those four Dutch journalists who were 
killed? 


A We deeply regret the deaths of the four Dutch 
journalists. Along with their journalistic colleagues from a 
number of countries, the media has worked hard to report and 
interpret events in El Salvador for millions of people out- 
side that country. We regard it as a tragedy when the press, 
in pursuit of its profession, pays such a price. 


Q The articles from the scene, as well as a 
reading of the communique, suggests they were killed by the 
Salvadoran military; and there is a suspicion, at least from 
the articles I read, that this was not an accident. Has your 
Embassy investigation turned up anything? 


A As you note, the U.S. Embassy did visit the 
site on the 18th of March where the journalists were killed. 
They talked with armed forces personnel at that locale. This 
was done with the full cooperation of the Salvadoran armed 
forces, and we've passed on the results of the Embassy's 
observations to the Dutch Embassy here in Washington. 
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As to the otter part of your question, the 
Government of El Salvador conducted its own investigation 
into the incident shortly after it took place, and they have 
been briefing the press in El Salvador. Our Embassy's 
inquiries into the incident did not produce any information 
which would contradict the Government of El Salvador's state- 
ment that the four Dutch journalists were killed in a battle 
between guerrillas and Salvadoran armed forces near Paraiso 
on the evening of March 17. 


Q Is that meant as an endorsement of the 
Salvadoran Government's explanation of the incident? 


A I would not say that it is an endorsement, per se. 
I would simply repeat that the officers from our own Embassy 
did make inquiries into the incident personally, and as I 
said, found no evidence that would contradict the Government 
of El Salvador's statement as to what happened. 


Q Would it be possible for us to see the 
Embassy's report? 


A I will look into that, but my guess is that we 
probably would not make it public, just as a matter of 
custom or normal procedure. 


Q Can I turn your answer around? Did the 
Embassy find any evidence to confirm the report? 


A I just don't feel it would be productive on my 
part to try to characterize the Embassy's findings in any way 
other than I did. 


Q Dean, is the investigation closed? 


A The investigation on the part of the U.S. 
Embassy? 


Q Yes. 


A I am not personally aware of any plans for a 
follow-up inquiry. 


Q But was the Embassy permitted to see the 
bodies of the four journalists in its investigation? The 
reason I ask is because those who have seen the clothes note 
that these people were shot at very, very close range, and 
over and over again, which would not suggest necessarily that 
they were in a battle, or that's the inference that is being 
taken. 


A I can't personally say whether or not they 
viewed the bodies. "=F Y say 

















Q Could you take that question? 


< 


A Yes, I'll be glad to look into that. 


Q Dean, I realize that this is not normal, but I 
would like to put in a request that we be allowed to see a 
copy of the Embassy report since this is a matter of deep 
controversy. 


A I said I would look into it, Bob. 


Q Dean, just to second that, and not to sound 
editorial, but quite frankly your statement sounds kind of 
lame in the wake of some of the reports coming from El 
Salvador and the fact that you're just a few days away from 
the elections down there, and in the wake of all of the 
controversy over the human rights certification. This is all 
you know that they are going to put out? 


A This is all the information I have. I would 
stress that the Embassy has consistently made good-faith efforts 
to inquire into incidents such as these, but nothing I have 
said should be interpreted as to suggest that we lack con- 


fidence in the investigations by the Government of El 
Salvador. 
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Q Dean, Howard Lane, who is, of course, an 
Embassy officer, is on one of these lists. Is there any 
intention to pull him out of there, and do you have anything 
that would link this so-called “death list" with the deaths 
of the four Dutch journalists? 





A No, I'm not aware of any linkage here. As you 
note, there have been press reports about such a death list. 
We don't have any official confirmation as to their 
accuracy. 


Q Is Howard going to stay there? 


A I have no idea whether he will or not, but I 
certainly have no information to suggest that he will not. 


Q Dean, with respect to that death list, it was 
supposedly the work of General Maximillian Hernandez 
Martinez, of the Anti-Communist Alliance of El Salvador. 
That organization has been connected with a person who is 
running for president of El Salvador called Major Robert 
D'Aubuisson, including apparently by U.S. sources. 
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Do you have any information that you could provide 
us with the relationship between that organization and the 
head of the ARENA Party in El Salvador? 


A No, I'm sorry, I do not have such information. 
Q Could you take that question, please? 


A I will look into it, Jim, but really. I gave you 
all the information I have in connection with the death list 
which has been reported. 


-- MORE -— 
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Q There was another death list issued last 
year by the armed forces -- the high command -=- which included 
137 names of promiment opposition members. 


I've raised this question as to what the standing 
of that death list was on a number of occasions over the 
last couple of months, and I still don't know whether the 
military high command, in the U.S.'s judgment, has withdrawn 
that list or whether it still remains under consideration by 
the high command. That was the last comment that the State 
Department gave on that death list. 


A I have nothing to add to it today. 


Q It is the view of some of the journalists in 
San Salvador now that the killings of the Dutch journalists -- 
which most of those journalists, I gather, believe were by 
government forces -- were meant as a warning to the whole 
press corps there not to cover the rebels as heavily as they 
have been. 


In light of that concern, which I'm sure the 
Embassy is aware of, can you tell us anything about what the 
U.S. Government has said to the Salvadoran Government on 
this, and do you have anything to say about how journalists 
should be allowed to do business in El Salvador? 


A With respect to the former, I have no infor- 
mation as to what our Embassy officials may have com- 
municated to the Government of El Salvador. 


With respect to the second question you asked me, 
obviously we hope that the journalists in Salvador will con- 
tinue to have full access to covering the events that are 
going on in El Salvador. We have consistently defended 
freedom of the press from this podium, and we obviously 
abhor any threats from any quarter to that freedom. 


Q Is the Department concerned about the impact 
that the death of the four Dutch journalists will have on 
European public opinion concerning Central America? 


Will this further inflame European opinion against 
U.S. policy in Central America? 


A That's a difficult question for me to>try to 
respond to. We're obviously concerned with European public 
opinion about activities in El Salvador, and particuarly 
what sometimes appear to be misunderstandings on the part of 
Europeans about our policy objectives in El Salvador. 
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Having said that, I don't know that I would want 
to directly link the deaths of the four journalists with, as 
you put it, some kind of inflaming of public opinion. I 
think we have await the facts, if there are further facts to 
be developed, before making judgment on that. 


Q On that, have we heard from the Dutch 
diplomatically? I mean, have they asked us to cooperate 
with them? They're having their own investigation. 


A I did indicate that we passed on the results 
of the inquiries of our Embassy in Salvador to the Dutch 
Embassy here. I am not aware that we have had any other 
communication directly with the Dutch on the question. 


Q They're sending their man down from Mexico 
City. In other words, would our Embassy there -- would 
Ambassador Hinton -- be receptive and provide information to 
him? 


A I'm sure he would. 


Q Do you have anything on the report from 
Nicaragua about a stated readiness on the part of Nicaragua 
to open some negotiations, discussions, with the U.S., on 
peace in Central America? 


A We have received no official communication 
from the Government. of Nicaragua to the effect that that 
government is ready to talk and to negotiate peace. 


But, as the Secretary has indicated, we're pre- 
pared to address with the Government of Nicaragua a range 
of outstanding bilateral issues as we have done in the past. 


Q Have we sought to find out from the 
Nicaraguans about these reports by these two officials about 
readiness to open discussions with the U.S.? 


A Our new Ambassador, Anthony Quainton, arrived 
this past week. ['m sure that he in already in the procenn 
of establishing communication with the Nicaraguans. But 
that's a general response, and I don't have any more speci- 
fic information than that. 


Q In supplying aid to the guerrillas in Fl 
Salvador regarded as a bilateral matter? 
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A It is certainly regarded as a matter which we 
are prepared to discuss with the Nicaraguans, yes, of course. 


Q What do you mean by “bilateral issues"? 
Generally bilateral issues don't involve a third country. 


A Bilateral issues, bilateral discussions, are 
what we're talking about here. 


Q I know. What I'm saying is bilateral issues 
are generally understood to mean between two countries. The 
‘injection of a third country would seem to take it beyond 
the realm of bilateral. 


A I think the term “bilateral" refers to the 
discussions that would be held between ourselves and the 
Nicaraguans. 


Q Secretary Haig -- can you tell us where he 
is, please? 


A I hope he's on a tennis court or a golf 
course somewhere. (Laughter) 


Q The question we've been asking you all week: 
He's not out of the country seeing Nicaraguans or Cubans? 
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A No, sir. 


Q He's not in the tropics anywhere? 





A . No, sir. Unless you consider South Carolina the 
tropics. 


Q Can you confirm that U.N. Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick met in the last week with the Nicaraguan represen- 
tative at the U.N. 


A I believe that Ambassador Kirkpatrick herself 
confirmed that, and for any further questions you have I would 
refer you to her office at the U.N. for response. 


Q Back to El Salvador for just a second. 
Yesterday a senior official from that podium indicated that 
there were three “policy guidlines" that the U.S. would look 
to after the election. 


He mentioned land reform and human rights, both of 
which have been mentioned by you and Ambassador Hinton. 
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Then he added a third. He said, “We also support the 
government that will vigorously continue the struggle 
against the insurgents." 


Was that addition a message that the United States 
expects whatever government is elected next Sunday to con- 
tinue its military activities against the FDR/FMLN and at 
the expense of any possible negotiations? Or why did he add 
that third provision which hadn't been mentioned before in 
that context? 


A I think I recall seeing statements on the 
record by senior officials of this Department along those 
same lines. I'm not aware that this is all that new. 


Q Why wasn't it included in what Hinton said 
earlier this week and in the State Department statement 
that we supported Ambassador Hinton in those statements and 
enumerated those two and left out the third? 


A I can't explain that. I don't find it 
surprising that this was mentioned specifically yesterday, 
but I don't see any particular mystery about that. 


Q One other question: How many military instructors 
does the United States have in Honduras at the present time? 


A Somewhere between 90 and 100. I don't want 
to leave it on the record that they are advisers. They are 
trainers. 


Q In what are they training, and who are they 
training? Are they training, first of all, only Hondurans? 


A Let me say that most of them are on temporary 
duty. Besides the military trainers and the defense 
attache officers, the U.S. militarty training teams at the 
request of the Government of Honduras are in Honduras to 
train the Honduran military in such technical areas as heli- 
copter maintenance, air base security, patrol boat main- 
tenance, and communications. 


Q So your answer is that they're only training 
members of the Honduran military and nobody else in 
Honduras, is that correct? 


A That is correct. 
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Q Is it possible to get a breakdown of just how 
many are assigned to each function as you did in El Salvador 
about a year ago? 


A It may be possible, but I suggest you take 
that question to the Pentagon. I do not have a breakdown. 


Q Do you know when they arrived there? That 
number of them. | 


A This number? 
Q Yes. 


A The number has fluctuated over the months, 
and I can't tell you precisely when this number was reached. 
It fluctuates because the individual training teams come and 
go, and, as I say, they are virtually all on temporary duty. 


Q Mr. Castaneda from Mexico is seeing Fidel 
Castro, and then he's going to Nicaragua. Is there a date 
already for his meeting with Secretary Haig to report on his 
discussions with them? 


A No. I don't believe that any date has been 
set. The two agreed, when they met in New York, that it 
would be useful to get together at some time in the future, 
but no date was set. 


Q Wasn't it understood that they would meet soon 
after Mr. Castaneda's contacts with the Cubans and the 
Nicaraguans? 


A Yes. But when you say “soon,” it's rather 
imprecise. I really don't know if they were talking in 
terms of weeks or months. I'm not sure. 


Q Yesterday you weren't here, but a senior 
official on background said that the State Department had 
looked into the allegations of fraud in the Guatemala elec- 
tions and found none. 


My question is, is that the end of it as far as 
we're concerned and are we now prepared to resume military 


aid to that government? 


A Those are two questions which ought to be 
separated. First, I am not aware that we are pursuing any 
inquiries in Guatemala concerning allegations of fraud, 
and I've addressed that subject in the past. 
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I think it's premature to speculate about whether 
or not military aid might be resumed to Guatemala. As you 
know, we've made known our concerns in the past, and I have 
nothing to give you further on that today. 


Q In the last couple of days there have been at 
least two naval clashes in the Gulf of Fonseca: one between 
the Salvadorans and the Nicaraguans, the other allegedly 


between the Hondurans and the Nicaraguans. 


Do you have any information on that? 


A Not beyond saying that we're aware of the 
reports, but, without any official confirmation, I don't 
have any comment. 


Q Is the U.S.S. Karan -- I think that's the 
name -- still in the Gulf of Fonseca? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Let me take you to the Middle East. The sta- 
tement that you read earlier about the Al Bireh Council, you 
just said it's unfortunate when elected officials can no 
longer serve their constituents, etc. 


Do you think this is the extent of your objection or 
your concern about what's happening in the occupied West Bank 
and the situation with these: Now it's Al Bireh, then 
Ramallah, Nablus, and others. 


I understand there is a crackdown on the elected 
officials because they don't want to cooperate with the 
military governor or the civil governor and others. 


Is this the extent of what the United States has 
shown in its concern about the deterioration of the situation 
when elected officials are barred from doing their duty, 
besides just a statement like this? 


A I just have nothing to add to the statement I 
gave you. 


Q On the same subject. There's a report on 
FBIS this morning that journalists in that region were being 
expelled. 


A In what region? 
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Q Of Al Bireh in the West Bank. 


A I'm sorry. I don't have any information on 
that. 


Q Can you shed any light on the nature of the 
military rule there? Has the Israeli military enhanced their 
activities, martial law, or? 


A No. I'm sorry. I don't have any information 
on that. i. 


Q Can you describe in detail about the politi- 
cally motivated arson in the U.S.-ICA building in Pusan? 


A No. I have no further detail on it. 


Q Is there any indication what instigated that 
arson? 


A Not to my knowledge, beyond what I said. 


Q Is there any outside anti-American demonstra- 
tions at that time? 


A No. I'm not aware of any. 


Q Does the United States Government have any 
evidence at all to suggest that there might be Americans 
still alive in Laos? 


A I saw some reporting on that subject, and 
really I don't have any comment on what I understand to be 
the personal views of an unidentified official of another 


department. 


I would reiterate, though, the official U.S. 
Government position based on professional evaluation of 
reports that Americans maybe held against their will in 
Vietnam and Laos. 


It is that we have been thus far been unable to 
substantiate any of these reports, but priority effort con- 
tinues to be assigned to investigating those reports. 


Q But I understand that the official who gave 
his personal opinions on this wasn't suggesting that the 
Americans were being held against their will, but that they 
might have voluntarily stayed or have been brainwashed and 
therefore be staying. 
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A As I say, I'm not going to comment on the 
personal views of another official, but I will, as I did, 
reiterate our policy in this regard. 


Q A question on Jordanian King Hussein's state- 
ments that were published today in the Times. Do you have 
anything? 


A No. No comment. 


Q Do you have anything for us on the Buckley 
mission? 


A No. I believe that the mission will be 
returning tomorrow, but I have no comment and would not have 
until the mission had an opportunity to report on its fin- 
dings on the trip. 


Q Remind me: Was he to return tomorrow as 
scheduled? ° 


A I think that's correct, isn't it? Saturday? 
Perhaps over the weekend. I'm not sure of the exact date or 


time. 


Q You have nothing for us on the success or 
failure of the mission? 


A No. As I say, I wouldn't want to try to 
assess it before they had an opportunity themselves to 
report. 


Q Could you put in a request that he brief us 
next week? 


A Yes. Be glad to. 
Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #45 


MONDAY, MARCH 22, 1982, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. Several announce- 
ments today. 


Pirst, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Chester Crocker, Assistant Secretary for African 
Affairs, before the Senate Judiciary Committee, Subcommittee 
on Security and Terrorism. The subject is the role of 
Communist influence in southern Africa.* 





Secondly, a senior Department official will be pre- 
pared to meet with the press tomorrow afternoon, March 23, 
here in this briefing room to discuss Japanese Foreign 
Minister Sakurauchi's visit. 


The briefing will follow the Foreign Minister's 
meeting with the Secretary. It will be ON BACKGROUND, and 
we propose to begin it at 2:15 p.m. 


Thirdly, the Commission on Security and Cooperation 
in Europe of the United States Congress will hold a public 
hearing on Tuesday, March 23, to receive a report and to 
review developments at the most recent phase of the Madrid 
CSCE follow-up meeting which, as you know, recessed on March 
12. 


Appearing as witnesses will be Under Secretary of 
State Lawrence Eagleburger and Ambassador Max Kampelman, 
Chairman of the U.S. delegation to the Madrid CSCE meeting. 


The hearing will take place at 9:00 a.m. in Room 
2221, the Dirksen Senate office building. Copies of the 
commission's news release and of this statement are 
available in the press office. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the shootings and 
disturbances on the West Bank? 


A We are following the increased confrontation 
and violence on the West Bank with profound concern. We 
deeply regret the bloodshed that has occurred and par- 
ticularly the tragic loss of life. 


We hope that all those in a position to do so will 
exert their best efforts to calm the situation. We are 
especially concerned about the use of lethal and potentially 
lethal force. 


Q Have you discussed with the Israeli Government 
the apparent beginning of the dissolution of the elected 
committee in El Bira? 


A As you know, I don't make it a practice 
of getting into the diplomatic exchanges that we have with 
the Government of Israel, and I don't have any comment on 
that. 


Q Does the United States Government think it was 
justified to dissolve those committees? 


A I have nothing I can offer you on that today. 


Q Do you share Egypt's concern that this may 
affect whatever progress exists on the Palestinian autonomy 
talks? 


A Obviously, we are hopeful that the autonomy 
talks will continue, and we continue further to believe that 
they can progress. Beyond that, there's no comment that I 
would be prepared to make. 


Q Has the United States offered Washington as an 
alternative site for the next meeting which was suspended 
because the Israeli's insisted on holding it in Jerusalem? 


A I will have to check into that. 
Q Are we in any way particularly concerned with 


the use of violence by paramilitary forces or settlers in 
the area? 


Is there any special comment we have to make with 
regard to that, and also specifically with regard to the 
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dead child whose body was discovered Saturday morning out- 
side of one of the settlements? 


A The statement given earlier is what I wish to 
stand on at this time. 


Q May I ask you something about this? About 
this matter of the autonomy discussion in Jerusalem, have 
you been apprised of this in some way as to where these 
locales should be, why Egypt is objecting to Jerusalem as a 
site for the discussion? After all, Sadat was there and 


made the speech. 


A Yes. I'm, of course, aware of the reports 
about this, but we have consistently said here that it's a 
bilateral issue that ought to be resolved between the : 
Egyptians and the Israelis. 


Q But supposing they don't reach an agreement on 
this? What happens? 


A It remains to be seen. 
Q Are we discussing this with Egypt and Israel? 


A Again, I don't want to get into the subject 
matter of our discussions with the two countries. 


Q Who is involved now? Is it Mr. Atherton and 
Mr. Lewis? Are they the two people who are working on this 
or is it what's-his-name, the fellow who was sent out there? 
I've forgotten his name. 


A Richard FPairbanks? 


Q Richard Fairbanks, yes. I'm sorry. I apolo- 
gize to Mr. Pairbanks. 


A All of them, of course, are involved in the 
autonomy negotiations. 


Q Who is the chief of this in the negotiation? 
A Mr. Fairbanks is the chief of the tean. 


Q Coming back to this thing about the violence 
on the West Bank, how did this all start? What is the 
State Department view of this? 
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A I've given you the statement which is prepared 
in response to the question about our reaction to the con- 
tinuing violence on the West Bank. 


Q I understand that, but what I'm trying to get 
at is how did this violence start? What precipitated the 
violence? Did somebody shoot at somebody or did somebody do 
something else? 


A There's no further comment I wish to make. 


Q All right. Let me then refer to your comment 
of Priday in which you spoke about it being unfortunate -- 
your word -- that elected officials cannot serve their 
electorate. 


Isn't it the duty of the mayors and the town coun- 
cil and others who are elected -— and remember, I take into 
account that these people were elected, and the only 
democratic country in the Middle East, they were elected 
to these offices -- aren't they beholden -- aren't they sup- 
posed to confer with the authorities, with the occupying 
authorities, on problems that affect the area? 


A As you pointed out, we did address this 
question on Priday. There's nothing I can add to it today. 


Q You're not responding to my question. Aren't 
those elected officials supposed to cooperate -=- at least 
discuss, let alone cooperate -- discuss the issues? These 
officials refuse to discuss issues with the military and the 
civilian authorities. Do we agree with that position? 


A You can try a number of ways, but I will still 
stand on the comment I made on Friday. 


Q I know, but are you saying, in effect, that 
you will not respond to that question? 


A I'm saying that I gave you the response we 
wish to give on Friday, plus what I had to say earlier in 
this briefing. 


Q I understand that, and I won't press you any 
further beyond asking you.whether or not you will take the 
quezc_ion as to whether or not these elected officials are 
required under international law to discuss problems with 
the occupying personnel of a territory in which they're 
elected. 


*. 
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A It seems to me this is a subject that ought 
not to be addressed here but to the Israeli Embassy. 


Q No, it is not, because the United States has 
made remarks to the effect that it‘s unfortunate about this 
thing. Therefore, since it's a remark made by the United 
States, the United States must respond to it, which it 
isn't. ; 


Let me ask you another question. There is a state- 
ment made here that the Israeli authorities are treating the 
civilians on the West Bank with some impugnity just because 
they're not associated with the authorities that the Israeli 
Government has on the West Bank. 


But this does not parse, apparently, with the state- 
ment made by the Defense Minister of Israel to the effect 
that, according to the report that we get in here, the pro- 
tection will be provided by the Israeli Government not only 
to the inhabitants of the West Bank who are ready to 
cooperate with the civilian administration but also to those 
who publicly state their support for an independent state or 
those advocating ties with Jordan as long as they do not 
Support the PLO. 


Isn't that a fair statement? Don't we support 
that? 


A I'm not prepared to make a comment on that 
today. 


Q Apart from the statement that you just made 
expressing your profound regret, without going through the 
details or the substance of it, are you expressing it in any 
other way to any of the parties other than a public state- 
ment such as this? 


A Beyond saying that we are in very frequent, 
almost constant, communication with our Embassy in Tel Aviv 
and thereby with the Israeli Government, there is nothing 
that I would want to add to that. 


By that I mean in general terms, not necessarily in 
connection with what I just said about this incident or 
incidents in the West Bank. 


Q With respect to the call by Syria for a 
Security Council debate, do you have a comment on that? Do 
we support such a move at this time? 








< 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A I'm sorry. A call for the Security Council? 


Q To convene. That Syria has asked its 
delegation. | 


A I just want to be sure I heard you correctly. 
No. I can't confirm this story at this time. As President 
of the Council this month, the United States would be the 
official recipient of such a request and none has been 
received yet. 


We would, of course, act in accordance with 
Security Council procedures to consult with other members 
in our capacity as Council President, if and when a request 
is received. 


Q You just said that you will have all the 
information about what you can to confirm the story about 
the Security Council meeting, but I understand that the 
Security Council President now is Mrs. Jean Kirkpatrick. 


A That's correct. 


Q Mrs. Jean Kirkpatrick, as the Security Council 
President, will she be meeting with the PLO representative 
in New York at the United Nations in the line of fulfilling 
her duty as Security Council President and not as the chief 
delegate for the United States Mission of the United Natons? 


A No. I shouldn't think so. 


Q Do you have any comments by the PLO leadership 
in a press conference, I think it was, over the weekend 
responding to your earlier description of the rules for the 
cease-fire in Lebanon? 


A No. What we've tried to do was to make 
public, I suppose one could say, in more precise detail our 
interpretation of what would constitute a cease-fire 
violation. ° 


Q They say that's not their interpretation. I 
mean that was the story. 


A Yes. But they obviously have to speak for 
themselves. 


Q Has Israel or Egypt asked the U.S. to assist 
them in attempts to resolve the dispute regarding the 
marking of the border? 
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A I don't want to get into any comment on this 


beyond saying that, again, we have regarded this as a bilateral 


issue. We feel the Israelis and the Egyptians should 
resolve it. 


Q If they would ask the U.S. to assist then, 
since we are getting very close to April 25, would the U.S. 
be ready to sit down with the sides to reach some agreement? 


A It's a question that at this stage is hypothe- 
tical and, therefore, I really can't address it. 


Q Are you following that -- I mean, are you 
informed about the discussion between Israel and Egypt about 


A Again, let me say that we are in frequent con- 
tact with the Egyptians and the Israelis on that plus a 
number of a issues relating to autonomy, to the withdrawal 
from the Sinai, etc. 


Q On this point, the Israeli Cabinet decided 
over the weekend, I believe, in its last meeting not to 
withdraw from Sinai before coming to complete agreement on 
the disputed borders between Egypt and Israel in Sinai. 


What are your comments on this statement? 


A Again, these are issues which are under active 
discussion between Egypt and Israel and, beyond that, we 
have no further comment. 


-- MORE -- 











. 
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Q If I could move from this Security Council 
business to other Security Council business, do you have a 
statement of the U.S. position about a meeting of the 
Security Council called by Nicaragua? 


A Yes. What I wish to say on this is that, as 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick has indicated, whether or not the 
Council meets depends on the wishes of all its members. As I 
pointed out earlier, Ambassador Kirkpatrick is serving as 
President of the Council this month. If and when there is a 
debate, the U.S. point of view will be made clear. 


Q Does the United States have a position on 
whether it, quite apart from Mrs. Kirkpatrick's activity as 
President, whether the United States would like to see a 
meeting or would not like to see a meeting? 


A As I say, if and when the debate takes place, 
we will make known our views. 


Q No. My point is, do you have a position on 
whether there should be a Security Council meeting? Does the 
United States have a position quite apart from her good offi- 
ces as Council president? Does the U.S. favor or oppose a 
meeting? 


A Ambassador Kirkpatrick, in her capacity as 
president, would feel, I think, obliged to maintain neutra- 
lity on the subject of whether or not there would be such a 
meeting. 


Q Do you have anything on a reported clash bet- 
ween a Nicaraguan ship and some Honduran planes? 


A We have reports of such a confrontation, if 
you will. It is our understanding that the Nicaraguan patrol 
craft was alleged to have entered Honduran waters and pro- 
ceeded to carry out hostile action against Honduran fishing 
vessels. We understand the Honduran Air Force took protec- 
tive and defensive action in response to provocation. 


Q In light of the arrest and expulsion of the 
Jehovah's Witnesses over the weekend, is the United States 
taking any steps to protect American citizens there, or do 
you have any comment whatsoever on the arrest and 
expulsions? 


A On the arrest, as we noted over the weekend, 
we understand that officials of the Nicaraguan Ministry of 
Interior started raiding the homes of Jehovah's Witness 
missionaries early on Saturday, March 20. Nicaraguan 
authorities arrested 18 to 20 missionaries, including 10 
American citizens as well as citizens of Canada, Great 
Britain and West Germany. 
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One series of arrests was witnessed by a consular 
officer of the U.S. Embassy in Managua. U.S. Embassy 
inguiries late Saturday morning produced no information from 
the Nicaraguan Government. Our Embassy protested the 
arrests Saturday afternoon and demanded consular access. 
Our request was never granted, and we were informed at that 
time that the misssionaries would be deported for alleged 
"counter-revolutionary activities." We understand these 
deportations were carried out. 


-- MORE -- 
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This represents a flagrant violation of freedom of 
expression and religion, and is regretably only the latest 
in a series of acts by the Sandinista Government to deny 
basic freedoms in that country. We deplore these repressive 
acts which raise serious questions about the Nicaraguan 
Government's interest in maintaining a pluralistic society 
or improved relations with its neighbors and the United 
States. 


Q There was a report out of Tegucigalpa on 
Friday about a Nicaraguan doctor having fled to the 
Nicaraguan Embassy in Tegucigalpa, and then being abducted 
by the Secret Police of Honduras, DNI, at the airport when 
he was bound for a plane from Managua. His name is Dr. 
Vasguez, and he was allegedly fleeing an anti-Sandinista 
hospital that had been set up in Tegucigalpa, and he had 
been threatened, he alleges, by Argentine military officers. 
Do you have any report on him at all? 


A We have no information on it today. 


Q Do you have any thing regarding the legal 
account now of Tardencillas and how he was brought up here 
and how he was returned? 


A I'm sorry. What? 


Q The Tardencillas case. Have you drafted up 
any guidance regarding the legality of his having been 
brought up here, and what steps were taken to insure that he 
was dealt with in a legal fashion? 


A There is nothing further —_—— what we have 
already made available... 


Q And these seperte of the naval skirmish that 
you mentioned, did these reports come from our Embassy in 
Tegucigalpa and Managua, or where did they originate? 


A I'm not at liberty to indicate the sources of 
those reports. 


Q. Would you repeat that line? Was this 
Nicaraguan planes that acted against the Honduran fishing 
vessels? 


A No, the Honduran Air Force took protective, 
defensive action. 
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Q Do you have any new or different -information .. 
on the killing of the four Dutch journalists last week? Do 
you still believe that there is no evidence to contradict the 
government's version? 


A I believe we posted this answer. If not, let 
me say that the American Embassy personnel, in fact, saw the 
bodies and confirmed that both the guerrillas and the jour- 
nalists suffered multiple gunshot wounds. 





In a more general response to your question, 
essentially I have nothing more. As you know, a represen- 
tative of t+» Government of the Netherlands is conducting an 
inquiry into the circumstances of the journalists’ deaths. 
The Government of El Salvador, as indicated by President 
Duarte's comments this weekend, is continuing to look into 
the deaths. I think we will simply have to let the process 
work itself through. 


Q Dean, that same posting that you read from, as 
Originally issued, also contained the information that in the 
opinion of these experts they were not shot at extreme close range. 

A Yes, that's correct. 

Q Is that still true? Is that still operative? 


A There is no further information to suggest 
that our Embassy's assessment should be any different. 


Q You're still saying that they weren't shot at 
at extremely closely range, right? 


A That's correct. 

Q Dean, did you say that the Embassy personnel 
saw both the journalists' and the guerrillas’ bodies’ at the 
scene <-- guerrillas plural? | 

A That's correct. 

Q But I thought that only one guerrilla was 
brought back to the morgue and that three were buried at the 
site. Did they exhume the bodies at the site? 

A I can't tell you that. 


Q Can you take that question? 


A As tc how many bodies of guerrillas the 
American Embassy personnel saw? 
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Q Yes, and where they saw them, because three 
were alleged to have been buried at the spot where they 
were killed, and only one was alleged to have been taken to 
the morgue. i 


“A All right. I'11 look into that. 


Q Dean, two questions: On El Salvador, there 
have been a number of reports that the guerrillas were 
intending to open up a larger offensive to disrupt the elec- 
tions -- with at least one aim, to disrupt the elections. 

Is there evidence to that effect? 


A That they are opening up a larger offensive? 


Q That there are more hostilities and an increase 
in incidents? 


A There is nothing specific that I can offer 
you on this, but obviously press reports have speculated - 
that this may well be one of the guerrillas intentions be- 
tween now and the election. 


Q I was wondering if there is any evidence that 
this is in fact happening? 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A Let me put it this way: We have no reason to 
dispute what has been reported, that that is in fact the 
guerrillas’ intention. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Q But are there more incidents, more violence 
that you can point to that is at this point backing up the 
idea that there is in fact a new offensive? 


A There are no specific incidents that I can 
point to today to suggest that. 


°Q Secondly, in the past week, given the Mexican 
effort to try to work in a diplomatic way to resolve this 
problem, is there any progress that you can report to this 
date? 


A I'm sorry. Would you repeat the first part 
Oi ,; sur question. 


Q In the past week or so, the Mexican Foreign 
Minister has been trying to negotiate an end to this 
problem. Can you report any progress in this connection? 
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' A ~ Wo. I noted the press reports that Foreign 
Minister Castaneda met with Cuban officials over the 
weekend, but we have no reading from that. 


Q He doesn't report back to you after seeing 
the Cubans? 


A It's conceivable that at some point he will 
be in contact with us, yes. So far, I'm not aware that 
there has been any such report. 


Q Dean, in that CBS Special on Saturday, 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick said that in her opinion The 
Washington Post, The New York Times, and CBS were the main 
oftenders regarding not very good coverage of the situation 
in Central America. 





Does the State Department stand by her remarks? 


A I don't wish to comment from here on charac- 
terizations of press coverage other than the charac- 
terizations we've made earlier. 


Q But is it your opinion that she was speaking 
as a U.S. official or in her personal capacity? 


A That is a question you should address to the 
U.S. U.N. Mission. — 


Q Dean, back on the Dutch journalists again, 
can I just ask one? There is a story running on one of the 
wires, which I guess was picked up from a Dutch newspaper, 
where the Dutch journalist is quoting a senior U.S. Embassy 
official in El Salvador as telling him that the Embassy 
believes that soldiers were waiting in the hills for the 
Dutch journalists, and that they were expected, and that 
their killing was planned. 


‘You have responded on the question of multiple 
gunshot wounds and so on, but can you address that? 


A Yes, I'll be glad to. Our Embassy's 
assessment of the information available remains that the 
journalists were killed in an exchange of fire between 
government troops and guerrillas. Beyond that, I think we 
ought to wait until more information is» available. 


Q Is our Embassy trying to gather more infor- 
mation actively on this case, then? 
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A I am not aware of a continuing investigation 
by our Embassy. I made note earlier of the fact that the 
Salvadoran Government continues to investigate, and also 
that the Dutch Government, through its Ambassador, I believe 
to Mexico City, is conducting an inquiry into the deaths. 


Q Dean, what is the position of the United 
States Government on the military governor in East 
Jerusalem, or whatever it is, that banned the distribution of 
the East Jerusalem daily newspapers to be distributed on the 
West Bank -- this was a report in FBIS over the weekend -- 
since we believe in freedom of the press and we all fight 
for it? 


A It's a report that I have not personally 
seen. I will have to look into that first. 


Q Will you bring us a comment on that, please? 
Can you take a question and give us your position on that? 


A Yes, I'll take the question. 


Q Dean, back on the Middle East, do you have a 
comment on the remark by the Queen of Jordan of what 
Israeli-style democracy is, to plant bombs in the cars of 
mayors? Is that suitable coming from an American who threw 
over political democracy for a tiara? 


A I have no comment. 


No comment on that at all? 


-—— « ~~ _—_— - . _ -_ 


Q 
A No. 
Q You don't stand by it, though, do you? This 
is part of our free speech, isn't it? 
A No comment. 


Q No comment. Well, let me ask you something 
else. The question arose on the points at issue on the 
border between Egypt and Israel. As I understand it, there 
are 15 points at issue. Is that your understanding? 


A No. I cannot confirm that, no. 


Q On another area of the world, there is a 
report from Peking on one of the wire services that the 
Chinese Government expects Mr. Holdridge to go back within a 
short time to Peking for further negotiations. Can you give 
us anything on that? 
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A There is nothing I can give you on that 
today. - oes os 


Q Could you look into it, to see if he is going 
back, and if so what is the status, and why he’ s going back? 


= -* - 


A. Yes, I I will ‘Look iis that. 


Q There is a ceport from Nicaragua of U.S. 

military personnel in Costa Rica. Could you comment, or do 
you have any information. on what the level of U.S. military 
personnel is in Costa Rica? 


As iIt's something I would have to look into. I 
have no information to give you today. 


Q coule you & chat, please? 
A Yes. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welenms. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #46 


TUESDAY, MARCH 23, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a few 
announcements for you today. 


Available in the Press Office are the following 
testimonies: the testimony by Nicholas Veliotes, the 
Assistant Secretary for Near East and South Asian Affairs, 
before the House Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on 
Foreign Operations. The subject is a Near East overview; 
also, testimony by Deputy Assistant Secretary Morris Draper 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on 
Europe and the Middle East. His subject is the military 
assistance program for Israel. 


Q What are the dates of those appearances? 
A I don't have the dates. 


STAFF: This morning. 


MR. FISCHER: Also I wish to call your 
attention to the fact that we now have available in the Press 
Office copies of the testimony that I referred to yesterday 
by Under Secretary Eagleburger at the hearings held by the 
Congressional CSCE Commission on March 23. The firn, 
unified position, taken by the West at the just-adjourned 
Madrid CSCE follow-up meeting was successful in keeping the 
focus on the repression in Poland and Soviet responsibility 
for that repression which is in flagrant violation of the 
Helsinki Final Act. 


Western diplomacy made it clear that 
“business as usual" would not be conducted in Madrid until 
martial law in Poland is lifted, the prisoners released and 
a genuine internal dialogue underway. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 
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Q On the matter of testimony, why is the 
Haig hearing today closed? 


A Why is it closed? 
Q Right. 


A I presume that was at the request of the 
Committee. 


Q Usually, it isn't. Usually, it‘s at the 
request of the witness. - 


A I'll have to look into it, Jim. I don't 
know the precise reason for it. 


Q On the Middle East, does the Secretary have 
any plans, tentative or otherwise, to travel to the Middle 
East in the next month or so? 


A There are no circent plans for him to travel 
to the Middle East. 


Q Any thought being given to that? 
A Not to my knowledge, Bernie. 


Q Do yOu have any comment on the current 
situation in the West Bank? 


A We are increasingly concerned over the 
heightened level of tensions, demonstrations and especially 
the use of lethal force against demonstrators. We deeply 
regret the tragic loss of life that has occurred. We hope 
that all those involved will exercise the utmost restraint 
to calm the situation and to prevent further bloodshed. 


Q Is that changed from yesterday; didn't we 
hear that yesterday? 


A It's similar to what we said yesterday. 
Q What is changed about that? 


A I should suggest, I think, that you go back 
and compare it. 


Q Substantively, there's no change in the 
Department's reaction to what has happened there? 
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A We referred yesterday to the use of lethal 
force and called upon those involved to exercise restraint, 
so it's certainly the same tone. 


Q Dean, you said there are no current plans 
for him to travel to the Middle East. Is there any con- 
sideration to a suggestion that he visit the Middle East. 
The operative word there, is it “current” or “planned"? 


A I'm not trying to mislead you. I have not 
heard any discussion whatsoever of the possibility of the 
Secretary travelling to the Middle East at any time in the 
near future. 


Q Will the Administration support any condem- 
nation of what's happening on the West Bank at the United 
Nations if the Security Council meets in the coming day or two? 


A The Arab group of delegates at the United 
Nations did send a letter late yesterday to Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick in her capacity as this month's President of the 
Council requesting such a meeting. 


At this point, Ambassador Kirkpatrick is 
beginning consultations with other Council members in accor- 
dance with the procedures of the Council, with a view to 
scheduling a session as soon as possible. We do not have 
any further comment at this time. 


Q Dean, with respect to the statement that you 
read initially, yesterday, you didn't say -- you did use the 
adverb “especially”, did you? 


A Which statement are you referring to -- on 
the West Bank? 


Q Regarding the tension on the West Bank. 


A Jim, I don't have the text of what I read 


yesterday with me today. It'll be a simple matter for you 
to compare them. 


«Q But we don't wish to signal by the use of 
that adverb that we are taking particular notice of the use 
by the Israeli authorities of lethal force? 


A I just would prefer that the language of the 
statement I gave you speak for itself. 


Q Dean, I heard yesterday and I'm hearing it 
today, and I don't want to wait for the Security Council to 
issue a condemnation or not, but I did not sense, beside the 
deep regret, I did not sense any readiness on the part of 
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this Administration to condemn the violence which has been 
perpetrated against the Palestinians in the West Bank. You 
didn't come to the point of condemnation nor did you show 

any -- not regard as much as it is consideration of the 
situation which is, I think, a word of condemnation coming 

from this Administration at this time. (Sic) It might have a lot 
of impact on the area. 


A Again, I can only say the statement I gave 
you is what we wish to say about the situation at this time, 
and I'm not going to go beyond it. 


Q Has the American Ambassador to Israel had 
any private talks with Prime Minister Begin over this matter 
in the last 48 hours? : 


A I'm not personally aware of any such talks, 
but, as you know, he does meet with the Israeli leaders fre- 
quently and so I can't completely rule it out. 


Q Has the Israeli Ambassador here have any 
discussion with any level of State Department officials 
along that line? 


A At any level? Again, I can't confirm that, 
whether that may be true or not. I'm not aware there have 
been any such meetings. 


Q You said you're increasingly concerned about 
this. Are you concerned about the humanitarian aspects of it 
Or are you concerned about the larger political effects it might 
have on the Middle East? 


A Let me just say again that our concern is 
expressed in the context of the heightened level of tensions, 
demonstrations and especially the use of lethal force. 


I just do not want to go beyond that at this 
time. 


Q There's a report on one of the wire services 
today that the United States is planning to make one final 
push to gee the West Bank autonomy talks going after the 
Sinai withdrawal and that if it fails the report says it is 
considered likely the U.S. will give up on the Camp David 
Accords? 


A I saw the report. All I can say in response 
to that is that we are committed to the Camp David process 
and that commitment will continue. 


Q Dean, yesterday, we had a query as to 
whether the United States had suggested that the autonomy 
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talks be moved to Washington in view of the dispute over 
whether they should be in Jerusalem. You were going to take 
the question, but we never got an answer. 


A Yes, I have an answer for you now. For 
the vation level session that was originally scheduled for 
March 21 in Israel, the U.S. did propose Washington as an 
alternate site; and we are currently in touch with Israel and 
Egypt to reschedule this session. 


Q Here? 


A In Washington, yes. 
Q Have they agreed? 


A No, I don't want to suggest that they have 
disagreed but that we are still in consultation with them 
about the possibility of Washington as a venue for the next 
round. 


Q Dean, On Mike's question that he just raised 
here about that report regarding one last chance for the 
autonomy talks, you say we remain committed to it. Is 
there any basis at all for that report? 


A No, not to my knowledge. Our policy 
remains as we have always stated it, that we regard the Camp 
David process as the only feasible vehicle for pushing for- 
ward in the search for peace in the Middle East. 
"Framework", I think, is a better word than "vehicle." 


Q You were asked yesterday -- let me just ask 
you again. Do you have anything separate to say about the 
use of firearms by the settlers against some demonstrators? 


A I have no further comment beyond the one I 
gave you in response to the other question. 


Q Is there any legal recourse that the United 
States would have if, in fact, the lethal weapons turn out 
to be American made, American supplied? 


K You are speaking here of what -- the use of 
weapons in the West Bank? That's beyond my depth, Jim. I 
would have to look into that. I don't have any feeling 
about that without checking. 

Q New area? 


A Fine With me. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that the 
President of Venezuela has been approached by the El 
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Salvador guerrillas, the FMLN, and asked to negotiate a 
settlement? 


A No, I have no comment on that. 
Q Were you aware of it? 
A No, I was not personally. 


Q Dean, how many countries have accepted invi- 
tations to send observers to the Salvadoran elections? 


A Oh, my goodness. Twenty, thereabouts? 
That's about the last count I have seen. I don't have 
anything current today. 


Q Is it possible to get a list of those 
countries which are sending observers? 


A I'll have to look into that. Some, we have 
already announced publicly. I'm not sure about the entire 
number. 


Q Anything more on our position regarding the 
request for a Security Council meeting by 
Nicaragua? 


A The Security Council, we understand, will 
meet in informal consultations late this afternoon to 
discuss the Nicaraguan complaint. That's where the state of 
play is at the moment. I think I did mention yesterday that 
as the President of the Council this month, Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick has indicated that the decision as to whether or 
not the Security Council will meet will be dependent upon 
the wishes of all its members. 


--MORE-- 
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Q When is Ambassador Quainton going to present 
his credentials in Managua? 


A I know he has arrived in Managua. I can't 
tell you what the timetable is for the presentation of 
credentials. 


Q Could you take that question? 


A Yes, to the extent we can try to get an 
answer, I'll be glad to look into it. 


Q Has the United States heard anything from the 
Mexican Foreign Minister or some other Mexican officials 
about the results of the discussions in Cuba and Nicaragua 
which have been carried out the past several days? 

A To my knowledge, not yet, Don. 

Q In that connection, do you know whether an 
American official in Managua is trying to get the answers to 
that particular issue, whether anything has come up relative 
to the Mexican initiative? 

A I can't answer that. I don't know if we've 

Q Do you know if anyone has gone down there 
from here? 

A As far as I know, no one i:as gone. 


Q Did the United States ever respond to 
Nicaragua's protest over the reconnaissance flights? 


A Did we respond? 
Q Yes. 
A I'm sorry. The reconnaissance flights -- 


Q -- over Nicaragua, which produced the pho- 
tographs about the military build-up. 


A No. We've not gone beyond the statement I 
made at the time it first arose. 


Q Does that mean we have responded to them? 


A I just have no comment on that. 
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Q With respect to the outbreak of hostilities 
between Nicaragua and Honduras in the Gulf of Fonseca, you 
said last week that some of the hundred U.S. trainers in 
Honduras were working on PT boat maintenance, or boat main- 
tenance, and so on. Is there some concern about U.S. 
trainers or U.S. personnel being present if and when hosti- 
lities break out? In other words, I'm going through a War 
Powers Act issue. 


A Yes, I gathered that. 


Q There is a destroyer in the Gulf; you've got 
100 trainers in Honduras, and increasing tensions in the 
area. Is there some concern about consulting with Congress 
on this question? 


A No. I've heard no concern expressed by 
anyone about that. 


Q Are the Honduran trainers under the same 
general instructions as those in El Salvador regarding that 
they must remain at base and only carry sidearms? 


A Jim, I can't give you the details on that. 
I'll have to look into it, and also I might suggest you 
check with the Pentagon on that. 


Q Today at the OAS, the Salvadoran Government 
was going to ask for OAS helicopters, and then they have 
said since that that request is not going to be entered 
because they have their transportation from other means. 
Is it possible we have given additional helicopters to the 
Salvadoran Government? 


A I think we have indicated in the past the 
amount and type of military equipment we have provided, and 
I have no further information on that today. 

Q This was specifically related to the elec- 
tion. These were helicopters to be used by the observers. 
I'm wondering if*we are sending any helicopters for that? 

A For the purpose of observer use? 

Q Yes. 


A I've not heard that. 


Q Yes, they were supposed to submit a formal request 
to the OAS. 
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A I had not caught up with that report today. 


Q There is a report that the Hondurans want to 
go to the OAS about these latest clashes. Do we have 
anything on that at all? 


A No. 


Q Dean, could I go back to your answer on the 
West Bank and your special concern about the use of lethal 
force twenty-four hours after you mentioned it? Are you 
implying by that that the Israelis have used lethal force 
since you said yesterday that you were concerned about it? 


A Jim, again, I just do not want to go beyond 
the statement I gave you on it today. 


Q In a question you talked about Kirkpatrick 
conducting soundings on the basis of the Arab group's 
call for a Security Council meeting. Does the United States 
favor such a meeting? 


A Again, it's not a question of whether or not 
we favor it; it's a question of Ambassador Kirkpatrick, in 
her capacity as president, being obligated to sound out the 
wishes of the members. 


Q That's fair enough, but what is the U.S. 
position on a meeting? 


A We have taken no position on such a meeting, 
but I would reiterate, as I did yesterday in the context of the 
Nicaraguan request, that we would, obviously, reserve the 
right to make known our views if and when it was decided by 
the members to have such a meeting. 


Q On the issue of possibly beginning stra- 
tegic arms talks with the Russians -- it's been kicking 


around for a week or so now -- 
oe 


A Yes. 


Q -- does that fall outside the general range 
of not doing “business as usual" with the Soviet Union 
because of the Polish business? 


A You are speaking of strategic arms talks as 
opposed to the INF talks? 
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Q Yes, sir. 


A We have addressed the subject, as you know, 
in the past and have said that we are nearing completion on 
preparations for the START talks, and that is where the 
matter rests for the moment. 


Q Yes. As far as that part of it is concerned. 
What I'm trying to get at is, is that, therefore, outside 
the range of the no “business as usual" with the Soviet 
Union? 


A I understand your question, but I have to 
rest on the answer I gave you. 


Q Meaning that this, like the talks in Geneva, could 
be an acceptable area of East-West negotiations despite 
Poland? 


A Again, we've addressed that aspect of the 
question. We have said that it depends upon the overall 
climate of our relationships with the Soviet Union, and I 
just have nothing to add to that today. 


Q Could you tell us whether the conditions have 
eased in Poland so far as the State Department is concerned? 


A I am not aware of any assessment on the part 
of the State Department that would suggest that the 
situation has eased. 


Q So that it is pretty much, in your view, where 
it has been in the last couple of months? 


A You know, the three conditions that we have 
discussed -- the establishment of an internal dialogue, the 
abandonment of martial law, and freeing the prisoners -- 
obviously have not been met. 


Q @° nothing has been fulfilled on those three 
conditions, as far as you know? 


A To my knowledge, that is correct. 
Q So that from that point of view, just 


following the logic of the Department, you couldn't very 
well start START at this point, could you? 


A I just have to stick with what I said earlier 
about our attitude with respect to the start of START talks. 
It does depend on the overall climate of relationships bet- 
ween the Soviets and ourselves. 
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Q Do a number of other officials in the govern- 
ment, aside from yourself and the Secretary of State, know 
things about Poland that you're not familiar with, because 
they seem to say it is going to start in the summer? 


A This question arose the other day, and I 
addressed it at that time. I just have nothing to add to 
that. 


Q I don't think you had quite zeroed in on an 
answer then either. 


A We left it where we wanted to. 

Q A follow up: Is there a distinction for the 
Department between the INF talks and the START talks? In 
other words, INF not in any way conditioned on Poland, but 
START conditioned on Poland? 

I mean, the INF talks are continuing, right? 


A Yes. They are currently, I believe, in 
recess, but they are continuing. 


Q So they have no relationship to the situation 
in Poland? 


A We explained our rationale at the time we 
agreed to start the INF talks, why we wished to do it. 


Q And that rationale was? 


A I'll have to go back and check the precise 
language there. 


Q But they have continued regardless of what 
has happened in Poland? 


A Yes, of course, they have. 
® 


Q So there is a distinction, then, between INF 
talks with the Soviets and START talks with the Soviets? 


A Yes, and it is as I described it. 


Q Dean, there is a story on the wire -- a 
bulletin has just come in -- that there is an apparent coup 
under way now in Guatemala. It's General Lucas. Did you 
know anything about that when you came in here for this 
briefing? 
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A No, that's the first I've heard of it. 


Q Tanks and troops surrounding the palace in 
Guatemala City. 


Q As long we're on the subject of coups, there 
are reports in Europe that a large number of British 
intelligence operatives have entered Sicily, and are working 
in collaboration with the Sicilian Mafia to foment destabi- 
zations and disruptions in that area. The report goes on to 
say that on the United States end, this is being coordinated 
by the inheritors of the old relationship between the United 
States intelligence operations and the Sicilian ” ia. 

Those inheritors who are named are David Rockef 2r, Henry 
Kissinger, and Alexander Haig. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A Well, the Secretary is obviously in good 
company. (Laughter) 


Of course, I have no comment on that. It's an 
Outrageous allegation. 


Q Let me ask one more: The Secretary is 
very open and speaks very fondly about his association with 
the Trilateral Commission membership, both in Europe and the 
United States. You here have been rather testy about the 
Secretary's relationship with the Progaganda Two Lodge in 
Italy. 


Now, given the overlapping membership between the 
Propaganda Two Lodge and the Trilateral Commission in Italy, 
and given the almost total identity of political policies 
and purposes between the two, why is it that the Secretary 
is so open on that question, and you have been so defensive? 


A I try to avoid being testy, but sometimes 
temptation just overwhelms me, and I -— (laughter) 


Q You might want to check that with the 
Secretary since he doesn't seem at all ashamed of his rela- 
tionship with the Trilateral Commission. I wonder if he is 
ashamed with Propaganda Two, as you seem to be. 


A Well -- 


Q Dean, this is the odd one I've been asked to ask. 
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A Who put you up to that? (Laughter) 


Q The astronauts that are up there, their com 
munications broke off over Iran and China. (Laughter) I 
wonder whether the Department is inquiring with those two 
countries or with anyone in that area as to whether they 
were jamming or doing anything unusual which might have 
interfered with the communications. 


A I'll have to look into that. .t*s the first 
I've heard of it. 


Q Dean, I asked the question yesterday about 
what is your comment on the banning of the East Jerusalem 
newspapers on the West Bank, and you said you would take 
the question. Do you have the answer for me? 

4 Yes, I have no answer to give you at this time. 

Q One more point, in FBIS it talks about Prime 
Minister Menachem Begin sent a secret appeal to President 


Reagan about the autonomy talks. Can you tell us something 
about the contents? 


A I'm not aware of any such communications. 


Q It's in FBIS, on page I-l, or something like 
that. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #46 
bgt 417) 
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 24, 1982, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements today. 


Pirst, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of the Director for the Bureau for Refugee Programs, 
Ambassador Richard D. Vine, before the House Appropriations 
Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The subject 
is “Fiscal Year 1983, Appropriation for the Migration and 
Refugee Assistance." 


The Foreign Ministers of the three countries of the 
Central American Democratic Community -- Costa Rica, El 
Salvador, and Honduras -- will be meeting in Washington on 
Thursday, March 25. The Central American Democratic 
Community was created by the three countries on January 19. 
As you will recall, the objective of the group has been to 
defend and support democracy in Central America at a time of 
growing concern over security as well as economic difficulty. 
The group will be meeting specifically to discuss the 
Administration's recently-announced Caribbean Basin 
Initiative, as well as general developments in Central America. 
My understanding is that the Foreign Ministers will be 
meeting with the President Thursday morning and with the 
Secretary of State that afternoon. 


I have a statement regarding the statements of the 
Honduran Foreign Minister: We welcome the Honduran Foreign 
Minister's strong expression of support for a lowering of 
the level of arms and militarization in Central America 
which he made yesterday in the Organization of American 
States. We believe these proposals are worth exploring as a 
means of lowering tensions in the region. 


I would also like to announce that Congressman 
John P. Murtha, Democrat from Pennsylvania, will serve on 
the U.S. Observer delegation for the Salvadoran elections of 
March 28. Congressman Murtha, a member of the House 
Appropriations Committee, will join Senator Nancy Kassebaum, 
the head of the delegation, and Congressman Robert 
Livingston, as part of the congressional representation, along with 
the previously-announced five civilian members. 
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Q Could I ask on that, do you have a list of 
how many international ccuntries have agreed tc serve as 
observers, Or could you get us one for some other time? 

an The answer is posted. 

O.K. I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Can we first check on one of your announ- 
cements today? 


A Yes. 


Q Is the Secretary meeting any of these Foreign 
Ministers tonight? 


A Not to my knowledge, no. 


Q Is he holding any kind of a luncheon for them 
here tomorrow, or do you have the time for that meeting? 


My I haven't seen the schedule yet for his 
meeting with them. I'll try to get that information for you 
later today, if we can. 


Q Do you have a readout on Guatemala for us? 


My Sure. We are continuing to monitor the 
situation in Guatemala carefully. The leader of the coup 
effort made a public pronouncement last night, which I 
assume you have all seen. Our Embassy in Guatemala City is 


in touch with elements from across the political spectrum, but I 


don't want to make any further comment at this time. 


Q You have no judgment on the wisdom of the 
coup, or future relations? 


Ys As I say, we are continuing to monitor the 
Situation carefully. The question of future relations in 
terms of recognition really does not arise at this point. 
The real question is whether diplomatic relations will 
continue, and the normal practice is for a new government to 
pledge respect for its international commitments and to evi- 
dence a desire to continue friendly relations with the 
United States. 


Q How much of a setback is this to our plans 
for normalization in Central America through the electoral 
process, given the fact that this is two weeks and one day 
after the election? 
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A I just don't want to characterize it beyond 
what I said. The situation is still unclear. We're con- 
tinuing to monitor it very carefully. 


Q In other words, you're still not clear what's 
happening, who is in charge, who they represent, or what 
color of the political spectrum they reflect? 

4 The situation is still unclear. 


Q Have you seen any evidence of their desire to 
continue friendly relations with Washington? 


A, There is really nothing I can add to what I 
said, Mike. 


Q Is General Walters going down there, Dean? 


4 I know of no immediate travel plans for any 
member of the State Department. 

Q Is our Embassy there in touch with the 
leadership? 

4 As I said, we are in touch with elements from 


across the political spectrum. I don't want to be more spe- 
cific than that at this time. 


Q Does that mean that we are not in touch with 
the junta or the people who claim to be ruling the country? 


A I just don't want to be any more precise at 
this time. 


Q Dean, I guess it's the same subject, Central 
America. What can you tell us about the reports from Mexico 
City, hinting at the possibility or the likelihood, 
according to some of these reports, of negotiations between 
the United States and Nicaragua in the very near future? 


A There are three general observations I'd like 
to make in relation to that subject: First, I'd like to 
reemphasize the fact that the United States has always been 
interested in the pacific settlement of any disputes; 
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secondly, I think the Secretary's remarks have made abun- 
dantly clear that this government appreciates the efforts of 
the Government of Mexico to work toward the resolution of 
tensions in Central America; thirdly, as the Secretary indi- 
cated last week in New York City, in addition to continuing 

to discuss these issues with Mexico, our government will 
continue also to deal bilaterally with the relevant govern- 
ments on a resolution of these conflicts as may be appropriate. 


Q What does that mean? Are there going to be 
negotiations in the next few days or not? 


A This is the reiteration of essentially what 
the Secretary said, and I'm just not prepared to go beyond 
that at this time. 


Q Do you mean to say by those words that you 
have been talking to the Nicaraguans all along? 


A As you know, we have had bilateral 
discussions with the Nicaraguans as far back as last August and 
also in December, when Secretary Haig met the Foreign 
Minister of Nicaragua in Saint Lucia. 

Q How about since then? 


A I believe Ambassador Kirkpatrick confirmed 
that she had a meeting with Nicaraguan representatives in New 
York last week. 


Q Has anyone met with a Nicaraguan official 
within the last few days? 


A When you say “anyone,” do you mean other than 
representatives at the Embassy? 


Q Yes. 


A To my knowledge, there have been no meetings 
with Nicaraguans in the last few days. 


Q Other than -- 


A The direct, normal contacts with the Embassy. 


Q Do you have anything on Secretary Enders’ tra- 
veling to Mexico and Nicaragua soon for possible discussions 
with Nicaraguan officials? 
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A I'm not prepared at this point to confirm 
reports that Assistant Secretary Enders will be traveling to 
the region. 


Q Do you have anything on contacts with Cuban 
officials? 


A No. 

Q Dean, can I go back to Guatemala for just a 
second? 

A Yes. 


Q Do you have any information regarding the 
whereabouts of either former President Lucas Garcia, his 
brother Benedicto, the chief of the armed forces, or Guevara, 
ex-President-elect. (Laughter) 


A Let me put it this way: We have no infor- 
mation, as was suggested in some reports, that any members of 
the former Guatemalan Government are coming to the United States. 
That's another way of saying that insofar as we are aware, 
they remain in Guatemala. 


Q Wasn't Guevara reported to be in Miami? 


A Yes, but we have no information to confirm 
that. 

Q Have we asked the INS? 

A Asked? 

Q Asked the INS, Immigration & Naturalization? 

A Personally, I have not. 


Q I'm still a little puzzled. Last week, a 
senior State Department official speaking from that podium 
stated that there was no evidence to suggest that "massive 
fraud” had taken place in the elections. Our consistent 
policy has been to support elections in Central America; and 
you are making no comment at all about a coup against an 
elected government. I just don't understand, I mean in a 
sense -- As Secretary Enders sometimes says, "You can't have 
it both ways,” although I know you're not having it one way 
right now. What is our position on a coup against an elected 
government? 
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A Why don't you supply the answer to your 
carefully-phrased question? 


Q It wasn't all that carefully phrased. Can you 
take this question as to what our policy on elections is and 
whether we have changed our convictions regarding whether or 
not massive fraud may have taken place in Guatemala? 


A I'll be glad to address the question about 
whether we have changed our opinion. The senior official you 
spoke to made the remarks on the basis of, essentially, the 
finding of the Parliament in Guatemala that there was no evi- 
dence of fraud in the voting. 


That statement stands, and I am not going to go 
beyond what I said to you earlier in the context of providing 
information on what happened in Guatemala because we are con- 
tinuing to monitor it carefully, and that remains where it 
is. 


Q He said in addition to that at the time that 
people in opposition parties had come to the United States, 
Or he indicated that, and had put forward information 
regarding their allegations of fraud, but that the United 
States simply wasn't persuaded that there was massive fraud, 
certainly not that which would have been “necessary 1) change 
the outcome of the elections," which would have required the 
swing of 100,000 votes. 


4 I thought that's essentially what I said. 


Q I thought you said that he was basing his 
position on the question of fraud on the findings of the 
Congress in Guatemala, but he indicated that he had indepen- 
dent evidence of some kind, including from Venezuela, for 
instance. 


A I think we indicated at the time as well that 
we made some inquiries, and it squared with what was the fin- 
dings of the Parliaments. 


Q So at this point, we stand by that, that there 
was no evidence brought to us of any massive fraud on those 
elections? 


A What I'm say is that at this point, I stand by 
the statements made by the senior official. 


Q Just a clarification: the senior official 
about whom you're speaking right now, was he speaking on 
background -- refresh my memory -- or was he on the record? 
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A He may well have been speaking on background, 
but that does not necessarily mean his identity has not been 
disclosed. 


Q I remember his identity. 
(Laughter) ° 


Q Dean, on the assertions that we were given 
last week about the outside interference in Central America, 
there was a clear implication that prominent people and 
Senators had seen the intelligence evidence to sustain this. 
This morning, I asked Senator Moynihan about this, and speci- 
fically I asked him about the assertion that Castro, three 
months ago, had begun or “had directed," I think the words 
were, a massive arms build-up in anticipation of the 
Salvadoran election, and he was astonished. He said he had 
never heard of this before, that this was never told to him. 


A Maybe he was not one of those Senators who had 
been briefed. I can‘t speak to that. 


Q Don't they brief the whole Intelligence 


Committee? 
4 Is he a member of the Intelligence Committee? 
Q Yes, yes. Vice Chairman. 
Q I thought that was the safeguard that the 


Intelligence Committees were being briefed. My question is: 
Were the Senators told about this and given the background 
evidence for this? 


A Clearly, I can't address myself to specifi- 
cally what was contained in the intelligence briefing given 
to members of the Committee. Secondly, I do not know of 
my Own knowledge whether or not Senator Moynihan was present 
when the briefing was given. 


Q No, he wasn't present when The New York Times 
was distributed, and the story was in it, so that is possible 
that he wasn't (inaudible) 





A I just don't know. I'm sorry. 


Q But I would like to know, if you would, 
please, if the Committee was told about this and shown the 
Supporting evidence, because the implication of that paper we 
were given was that prominent citizens who had security 


clearance, as well as members of the intelligence committees, 
had seen this evidence. 
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A Well, that is correct, absolutely. 


Q How about this specific one? You have a 
Senator here who is a member of the Intelligence Committee, 
and he said he didn't see it -- never heard of it before? 


A Again, I don't know the circumstances in which 
Senator Moynihan is addressing this. I don‘t know if he was 
present; I don't know if he received the briefing. 


Q Well, Senator Moynihan aside, let's assume he 
was sick. Was it given to the Intelligence Committee? 
That's what I would like to find out. 


A Was this specific item given to the 
Intelligence Committee? 


Q The evidence to sustain it, yes -- on this 
specific item. 


A From this podium, I don't 
think I can address specifically what was given to the mem- 
bers of the intelligence committees. I do know, however, 
that they were given a very thorough briefing based on 
intelligence and including intelligence. I just have to 
leave it there. 


Q Why do you have to leave it there? Why can't 
you make an inquiry and see if they got that sustaining 
evidence? A lot of us led with that, and it would be 
embarrassing if the Intelligence Committee never got such 
evidence, and this is just some assertion off-the-wall. 


A I can assure you, it‘s not an assertion 
off-the-wall. 
Q I think it would sustain your case a little 


more, then, if you could find out if the Intelligence Committee 
was ever told it was given the supporting evidence for this. 

I can't see what the objection is to it. We're not compro- 
mising any -- 


A I'll have to look into it as to how far we're 
prepared to go to specify precisely what intelligence was 
given to the committees. 


Q No, I didn't want you to -- 


A That's what I'll have to do. I'm sorry. 
Before I address it further, that's what I'll have to -- 
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Q Well, that isn‘t what I'm requesting. I'm not 
requesting that kind of specificity at all. I just want to 
find out if they were given sustaining evidence for this 
assertion. 


A O.K. 


Q Same question. The same paper referenced a 
meeting with former officials of the government who were also 
presumably presented with this evidence, and the paper quoted 
from testimonials from four of those officials saying that 
they found the evidence convincing. 


As I recall, there were about 20 to 25 officials 
and former officials involved in that briefing. Does that 
mean the rest of them did not find the evidence convincing? 


A No, I don't really think that is a very logi- 
cal conclusion. It may well have been that not all 20 were 
interviewed. 


Q Could we have a filing break? 
A Filing break. 


Q Could I raise another question on Central 
America? There is a wire service report out of San Salvador 
that Ambassador Hinton has changed the American position 
toward negotiations with the guerrillas. Although the story 
itself doesn't have any direct quotes to support its lead, it 
does assert that the Ambassador suggested, in answer to a 
reporter's question yesterday, that any new elected govern- 
ment of El Salvador ought to consider negotiations with the 
rebels. 


I would like to know if that is a change in policy 
of the government toward the question of negotiations? 


4M I have not seen a complete text of Ambassador 
Hinton's remarks, but I am led to believe that his remarks 
were consistent with our position regarding negotiations. 
This position is as follows: We have repeatedly emphasized 
that we support a political solution to the Salvadoran 
conflict, not a military solution. We support President 
Duarte's efforts to move toward a peaceful resolution through 
free elections. We offered our good offices to facilitate 
discussions with the extreme left on its participation in the 
March 28 elections, but the FDR chose not to do so. 
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We hope that the constituent assembly elections 
will improve the climate for talks between the Government and 
the extreme left, which would lead to bringing at least some 
elements of the extreme left back into the political 
mainstream. 


The agenda in terms of any such discussions will, 
of course, continue to be up to the Salvadoran Government. 


Q You are saying that there is no change in 
position, and the statement you just read reflects an 
existing position? 


A The statement I just gave you reflects our 
position; and my understanding is that Ambassador Hinton's 
remarks do not depart from that position. 


Q Dean, didn't Duarte invite them to take part 
in negotiations on electoral modalities, election modalities, 
that would include any referendum on a constitution in any 
subsequent election on the presidency? I mean, it wasn't 
just limited to the March 28th elections. 


A I think that is correct. I can‘t remember 
specifically what President Duarte said on that subject. 


Q But you limited your response to the March 
28th elections? 


a That being the next yardstick in the electoral 
process. That was the purpose of pointing to that date. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, how does that square with the state- 
tement by a senior official last week, a State Department 
official, that one of the three main policy guidelines that 
the United States wished to see continued beyond the March 
28th elections -- one was to “continue vigorously the 
struggle against the insurgents"? 


A It doesn't seem to me to contradict it. If 
the left is willing to enter into discussions and to 
reenter the political mainstream, then obviously that's the 
kind of peaceful solution we would welcome. 


Q Dean, you started this statement by 
suggesting that it was nothing new, that Ambassador Hinton's 
remarks were consistent with the U.S. position. But isn't 
it true that up until now the U.S. position has been a 
willingness to have the Government of El Salvador negotiate 
with the insurgents on the subject of elections but no 
willingness to negotiate on -- 


A Power-sharing. 

Q Power-sharing. 

A That's right. 

Q What else is there to talk about? 

A What else is there to talk about? 

Q What else would these talks that you're 
discussing now in this context be about? 

A About participation in the electoral process. 

Q Future elections? 

A Yes, sure. There are presidential elections 


scheduled when -- in 1984, -85? I've forgotten the date. 


Q So in your statement you're only referring to 
that. You're only saying -- 


x We are saying and reiterating that we have 
consistently favored negotiations relating to the electoral 
process but not relating to power-sharing. 


Q That remains the position -- no negotiations 
On power-sharing. 


A That is correct. 
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Q And would you forecast that that would remain 
the position after the elections as well? 


A I never like to address hypotheticals. The 
position is as it remains; and though we view the elections 
as a very important benchmark in this electoral process, I 
can't personally imagine that we would depart from this position 
afterward. 


Q Dean, in that connection, do you have any 
response to President Herrera Campins‘’ statements yesterday 
quoted in today's Post? 


A He made a number of statements. Is there 
anything in particular that you're referring to? 


Q Well, he indicated that the recent 
rhetorical attacks by the Reagan Administration were not 
helpful. He thought that. And he thought that the U.S. 
wasn't treating Central America and Latin America as if it 
really understood it. And he also indicated that he was 
interested in a complete reevaluation of his government's 
position with respect to negotiations after the March 28 
elections. 


A We've read the press reports to which you 
refer, and essentially I would suggest that we're very much 
in agreement on the major issues at stake. The President of 
Venezuela, for example, reiterated his country's support for 
a democratic solution in El Salvador as well as the upcoming 
March 28 elections of a constituent assembly. 


Q Nothing further? 

A No. 

Q On Guatemala, you said yesterday you didn't 
know anything about the coup attempt. Was the U.S. Embassy 


in Guatemala City similarly surprised? 


A Yes, of course. I'm not aware that they had 
any advance knowledge of the coup. 


Q Dean, could I take one more crack at 
Guatemala? 

A Yes. 

Q Is it safe to assume that the nature of the 


future U.S. relationship with Guatemala hinges on the abi- 
lity of the new government to improve Guatemala's human 
rights record? 
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a George, I just don't want to get into specifics 
of that nature until the situation there clarifies. 


Q In your contacts with these elements across the 
political spectrum, what are you looking for? Are you 
trying to determine to what extent this group has support 
from the political spectrum, or what? 


A Again, let me say it's a situation in which 
judgments I think would be premature. This is why I keep 
stressing that we're continuing to monitor the situation. 


Q Any idea when it will clarify? 


A I certainly cannot give you a precise time on 
that. 


Q Dean, another military coup in Bangladesh. 
Do you have anything on that? 


A Are we off Central America? 


Q Dean, could I just ask a sidebar related to 
Central America? A number of churches in the United States 
today -- Episcopalians, Presbyterians, and Catholics -- 
announced they'll be providing shelter for Salvadoran refu- 
gees to the extent of providing them bail money if they're 
picked up by the INS. Do you know anything about that or 
have any reaction? Do you find it particularly troublesome? 


nN No. I don't have any comment I can give you 
On that today. 


Q Don't expect to have anything later on? 


Ay We'll have to look into it. I just don't 
have anything at this point. 


Q Dean, on Ambassador Hinton's remarks, do you 
think it's possible to see a full text of his remarks to the 
press? Because there seems to be some question as to the 
word “negotiation” in here, and “discussion.” You are 
implying that there's nothing new in that, and yet from the 
wire story it seems that in fact there was something new. 


x I said I have not seen a full text of his 
remarks, but my understanding was that it was very much 
parallel to our position. 


Q Well, when you see it, do you think you could 
make it available to us also? 


A We can try, sure. 
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Q Dean, one more question on the question 
between Honduras and Nicaragua and Central American peace 
proposals. Does the United States have a position as to 
whether this should be discussed within the OAS or the UN, 
or does it have a preference as to what forum should be the 
place where this is discussed? 


A A preference as to the forum? 

Q Yes. 

A As you know, there is, I believe this after- 
noon*, a meeting of the UN Security Council to consider the 
complaint of Nicaragua about alleged U.S. intervention. 
This also, as you know, is based upon Nicaragua's request. 


We addressed our attitude on this yesterday. I 
have nothing to add to that. 


Q O.K. So there’‘s no specific preference that 
the U.S. has with respect to the most appropriate forum in 
which these questions should be addressed. 


4 I'll let my answer stand where it is for 
the moment. 


Q On Bangladesh -- 

Yy Bangladesh. 

Q Is it clear there? (Laughter. ) 

A Again, we're keeping this situation under 
review. As you know from reports, martial law was imposed 
early in the morning on the 24th of March. We understand 
the military takeover was peaceful. No violence has been 
reported. All Americans are safe. 

I would further add to that that ever since the 
establishment of Bangladesh a decade ago, we have had the 
deepest humanitarian concern for the welfare of its people. 


Q How many people were arrested under martial 
law? 


A I don't have any figures on that. 
Q You don't? 
A No. 


Q You don't know about the president, the 
former regime -- President Sattar? 





* Correction: The Security Council meeting on the 
\icaraguan complaint is scheduled for Thursday morning, 
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A There is no information to suggest he is 
anywhere other than in Bangladesh. 


Q Dean, they just had an election there. 
What's our attitude toward a coup with respect to elections? 


a I think I‘ve addressed that question. 


Q In yesterday‘s? But, no, seriously, I sawa 
State Department statement that reflects some disapproval with 
respect to this specific coup in Bangladesh. 


A We did address that. I have nothing to add 
to it. 


Q Could you post that? Because some of us 
didn't get to see that statement. 


4 I thought it had been. 

Q I didn't see it at all. 

Q Can we go to the Middle East? 

4 Is that -— O.K. go ahead. 

Q So far seven Palestinian youths were killed 


by Israeli army bullets; and one woman, according to the news 
this morning, was raped in Gaza. How far can violence reach 
to a point before the State Department, the United States 
Government, can come out and condemn the Israeli iron-fist 
policy in the occupied territories? 


My Let me try to answer in my own words without 
accepting the language contained in your question, if I may. 


We reiterate our call for the exercise of 
restraint on the part of all concerned. We especially 
regret that violence is continuing and has brought the tra- 
gedy of death to more families. Violence from any 
quarter cannot solve the problems of the occupied terri- 
tories. We will continue to monitor the situation closely 
and to urge the utmost restraint. 


Q Two questions. 


One, do you have any comment on yesterday's no- 
confidence vote in the Knesset? 


A No. That's an internal matter -- 
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Q O.K. 


A -- for the State of Israel, and I would not 
presume to comment on that. 


Q O.K. 


The second question is: This morning the Israelis 
intercepted a Fedayeen patrol or group in Israel that had 
infiltrated from Lebanon. Do you have any comment on that? 
Is that a violation of the cease-fire, in your view? 


4 I have no comment except to note that I saw 
reports on it. 


Q About the same question, could you look into 
it or take that -- that it might be a violation? 


A We have made known, I think very clearly, 
what we regard as violations; and I would refer you back to 
what we said as recently as last week on it. 


Q You stand by the statement last week on it =~ 
ay Of course. 

Q -- in that connection? 

A Of course. 


Q Did you get any reaction from Israel or Egypt 
regarding your proposal to have the next round of the working 
groups of the autonomy talks here in Washington? 


A No. We have not gotten any reaction. I men- 
tioned yesterday that that remains a subject of consultation 
between ourselves and Israel, and also Egypt. 


Q Dean, we know that the United States is a 
full partner in the Camp David Accords and Camp David did 
not leave the Palestinians in the West Bank unprotected. 
Where is the United States responsibility here? 


A Our responsibility? As you know, we are com- 
mitted to the -- 


Q No. As you know, the United States is a full 
partner in Camp David. 
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A I understood that, yes. And our respon- 
sibility is reflected in our continued commitment to the 
Camp David Accords, and specifically those provisions of the 
Camp David Accords which call for autonomy for the inhabi- 
tants of the West Bank and Gaza. 


Q Dean, what's your opinion of the village 
leagues which have been supported by Israeli money and 
weapons and Israeli occupational authorities have been 
creating. Are they to be considered the representatives 
of the Palestinians in the occupied territories or is it the 
elected mayors of Nablus and £1 Bireh and other places who 
are now subject to all kind of possible deportations who are 
the representatives of the people? 


a I would refer you back to the statement we 
made the other day on the issue of elected representatives 
serving their constituents. 


I do not have the text of that statement in front 
of me, so rather than try to paraphrase it, I would refer 
you back to it. 


Q Dean, to follow up on that, it's interesting 
that that statement said that it's always unfortunate when 
elected representatives are unable to serve their 
constituents; and it seems interesting that the State 
Department could come out with that statement regarding El 
Bireh but it hasn't said anything about Bangladesh or 
Guatemala on that order. 


You know, the word “always” would seem to indicate 
that it's always the case. 


A I suppose you could parse every single answer 
I give up here and try to detect some contradiction between 
various statements. But I believe my statements today on 
Guatemala and Bangladesh are clear enough. 


I don't like to get into a position of comparing 
apples and oranges when situations are different from one 
country to another. 


Q Dean, why would you use the word "always"? I 
mean “always” is always. 


4 I have to go back to the context in which 
that word was used. 


Q "ll let that go. 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


18 


Q Dean, I understand the delicacy of the 
situation in Central America, especially in Guatemala, and 
that a wait-and-see attitude is in a way perhaps the wisest 
-- and this is not a facetious question: Isn't it really a 
setback to our goals in Central America of pursuing the 
search for peace through elections? Isn't this coup a major 
setback? 


A All I can say is what I said earlier. We are 
continuing to monitor the situation and that process will 
continue until it clarifies. I'm not trying to characterize 
it beyond that. 


Q Dean, to go back to the Middle East, does the 
United States today have a position regarding the Security 
Council meeting on the West Bank? 


a A Security Council meeting on the subject of 
the West Bank, I understand, is to be held this afternoon at 
3:30. We are not trying to block consideration of the 
Situation. It‘s obviously up to the members of the 
Security Council themsel' zs tc determine if the Council 
should or will meet on any given issue. 


As to reaction to any resolution which may be put 
forward, obviously we can't comment or anticipate what our 
position will be until it has been formally tabled. 


Q Until it's been formally tabled? 
vy Until it has been formally tabled. 
Q Is the United States looking for a resolution 


it can support in the situation? 


A It's a hypothetical question that really 
can't be addressed until we know what the language of the 
resolution will contain. 


Q Is the United States negotiating with the 
Arab ambassadors and others on language? 


A I am not. personally familiar with whether or 
not we have had consultations up to now with the Arab states 
Other than presumably related to the process itself as 
Opposed to the contents. 


Q Dean, I°il ask the question. When you talked 
about autonomy for the West Bank, were you talking about 
autonomy for peoples or autonomy for territory? Has that 
been cleared up in this discussion? 
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A Clearly, that subject has arisen in the. 
discussions that have been held among the representatives of 
the U.S., Egypt and Israel -- 


Q What's the announced -- 


A -- and I don't wish to put it into those 
terms. We talk about full autonomy, and I don't think it 
serves any useful purpose for me to try and go beyond that. 


Q Is Secretary Haig -- will you please let us 
know if the Secretary decides to go to the Middle East in 
April? Yesterday he just said he has no plans to go in the 
near future. 


A Yes. 

Q Could it be the next three weeks? 

A Oh, we'll let you know if he goes; sure. 

Q And when he makes the decision. And, also, 


what would be the practical effect, in your estimation, of 
the Moynihan resolution passed in the Senate? 


A I have no comment to offer on the Moynihan 
resolution. 


Q There are reports that the State Department 
is actually fighting that. Could you comment on those 
reports? 


A There is just no comment for you today. 


Q Well, actually, East Jerusalem newspapers 
were confiscated two times in this week and they were not 
permitted to be sold in the West Bank. Also, the editors 
were ordered not to report any news about what's happening 
in the West Bank in their own newspapers. Would you comment 
on the situation of freedom of the press in the occupied 
territories? 


a The only comment I have to stand on is what I 
gave you in a broader context. 


rh Pulm r rear FVroign 


VEvLiagososdti tt ttCuU Ur FUME ITVauivel 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


20 


C Dean, what was that? 

A The statement I gave you earlier on the West 
Bank. 

Q I believe you have a statement due for me 


about the freedom of the press in the West Bank, the con- 
fiscation of newspapers, which I was going to get. 


A This is my response to that. 
Q O.K. 
Q Dean, wouldn't it be possible, since so many 


things are happening in Central America right now, to have a 
briefing for us just by somebody who deals with that issue, 

like Mr. Johnston or someone like that? Because there are 

an awful lot of things that seem to be happening, and it 

would be really helpful just to get some background information. 


A I'll be glad to take that under advisement. 
Q I'd espveciote it. 

A Yes. 

Q Could you help me in another area? The 


French Foreign Minister said today that there were insur- 
mountable differences that came out of the Buckley mission 
in Europe. Do you have any comment on that or anything at 
all on the Buckley mission -- what it accomplished, what it. 
did? 


A We have noted some press reports, mostly in 
Europe, speculating that the Buckley mission had not been 
very successful. We can only say that that assessment, in 
Our judgment, reflects a misunderstanding of the objectives 
and scope of the mission. 


The visit of the mission was for the purpose of 
preliminary consultations with our European allies on the 
question of future official credits and credit guarantees to 
the Soviet Union. The mission was encouraged to find that 
our allies share many of our concerns regarding the strate- 
gic and financial implications of this question, and further 
consultations aimed at reaching a common position will 
continue. 


At this point we're still reviewing the results of 
Our talks in Europe, as are our allies, and it is too early 
to state exactly when and in what context these discussions 
and consultations will be resumed. 


.Q, Which specific difficulties does the French 
Foreign Mifister regard as insurmountable? 
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A I don't know. You'd have to ask the French. 


Q Do you have any guidance on this series of 
hearings on southern Africa? Why are they singling out 
southern Africa regarding terrorists? Could you look into 
it? 


_ 


A Who's doing this now? 

Q It's this series of hearings of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee about terrorism in southern Africa. It 
goes on for about a week. 


A Isn't that a question that should be 
addressed to the Committee? 


Q Well, I just wondered whether the State 
Department has a view on it. 


No. 


Or any fresh guidance on it. 


rr OD PY 


No, we do not. 


Q Is Haig going down to ANZUS in Australia? 
Can you let us know about that? 


A I will let you know if and when a decision is 
made, sure. 
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Q Is he going: to New Zealand? (Laughter. ) 
Q All right, thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 1:16 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #48 


THURSDAY, MARCH 25, 1982, 12:37 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. If the world would 
slow down, I would be faster. I apologize for the delay 
today. 


I do have several announcements. There is 
available in the Press Office testimony by Deputy Secretary 
Walter Stoessel before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. The subject is the Caribbean Basin Initiative. 


Also, testimony by Chester Crocker, Assistant 
Secretary for African Affairs, before the House 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations. The subject is the fiscal year 1983 foreign 
assistance budget. 


Testimony by Robert Hormats, Assistant Secretary 
for Economic and Business Affairs, before the Senate 
Subcommittee on Energy and Mineral Resources. The subject 
is the strategic petroleum reserve in U.S. international 
energy policy. 


Available at 2:30 p.m. today will be the testimony 
of John Holdridge, Assistant Secretary for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs, before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. The subject is 
the fiscal year 1983 budget request. 


Secretary Haig will meet with the Foreign 
Ministers of El Salvador, Costa Rica and Honduras today at 
3:30 p.m. There is a likelihood that the Secretary will 
accompany the Foreign Ministers down to the lobby following 
their meeting, and for that reason a stakeout area has been 
arranged. 
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Tomorrow at 10:00 a.m., Friday, March 26, there 
will be a signing ceremony between the U.S. and the 
Multinational Force and Observers on the 8th Floor in the 
Benjamin Franklin room. The Secretary of State will sign 
for the United States and will make some remarks. 


Director General Hunt will sign on behalf of the 
MFO and also make some remarks. 


Press coverage, I am told, is unrestricted, 
thereby cameras as well as press will be allowed. 


I have a statement on an attack that took place 
against our Consulate in Bombay, India. At approximately 
4:45 p.m., March 25, which is 6:15 a.m. today, Washington 
time, the American Consulate General in Bombay, India, was 
attacked and damaged by about 50 Indian demonstrators. 


There were no injuries to either American or 
Indian employees of the Consulate. One demonstrator was 
killed by Bombay police and 29 others arrested. The 
demonstrators threw fire bombs, burned ten vehicles, and 
caused considerable damage to the front exterior of the main 
consulate building. They did not gain access to the 
interior of the building. Local police brought the 
Situation quickly under control. 


The demonstrators carried pamphlets addressed to 
President Reagan. Printed in Hindi, the pamphlets iden- 
tified the group as the "Azad Hind Sena," which translates 
into Free India Army, a group about which little is known. 
The pamphlet contained anti-American rhetoric but it gave no 
specific reason for the attack. 


Lastly, at midnight last night and again at 3:00 
a.m. today armed leftist guerrillas launched attacks on the 
headquarters of the Salvadoran Electoral Commission in San 
Salvador. Both attacks were repelled by Salvadoran security 
forces. 


This is a very clear exampl: of the kind of con- 
certed effort the guerrillas in El Salvador are making to 
disrupt the March 28 elections. It is obvious that the left 
fears the electoral process and is willing to resort to 
still more violence in an attempt to destroy it. 
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We have repeatedly expressed our view on the 
importance of these elections as a first step in a con- 
tinuing electoral process. The concerted violent efforts 
by the guerrillas to disrupt the elections is obviously 
inconsistent with a peaceful resolution of the problems in 
El Salvador. 

Q Can we get those, please, Dean? 

A Yes. 


Q Incidentally, when does the Kassebaum delega- 
tion go? 


A I will have to check. It's this weekend. 
Perhaps as early as tomorrow. We'll check that. 


Q It better be soon. The election is Sunday. 
A That's right. 


Q Do you have the casualty list figures from 
those attacks? 


A In Salvador? 
Q Yes. 
A No, I do not. 


Q Also on Latin America, can you confirm a 
report that Ambassador-at-Large Walters went to Cuba? 


A I can neither confirm nor deny that report. 
There's just no comment. And I'll be glad to take your 
questions. I'm sorry. I don't know if I said that or not. 

Q Why did he go? 

(Laughter) 

A Good try, Bernie. 

Q Is the United States planning to negotiate 


directly with Nicaragua on Salvador and Nicaraguan issues -- 
Central American issues? 


ay As I believe I indicated yesterday in 
response to a question about Foreign Minister Castaneda's 
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remarks, the Secretary stated last week in New York City 
that our government will continue to discuss these issues 
with Mexico and will continue also to deal bilaterally with 
the relevant governments on a resolution of the conflicts in 
Central America as may be appropriate. 


I am not prepared at this point to give you a spe- 
cific time or place as to any future discussions. 


Q Can I follow that with a similar question 
about direct negotiations with Cuba, either in the immediate 
past or currently ongoing? 


A Again, the Secretary has said that we have 
had discussions in the past. We will continue to have 
discussions, and that applies to Cuba as well as to 
Nicaragua. 


Q What can you tell us about Secretary Enders‘ 
travel plans in regard to this? 


A I am not aware, again as I said yesterday, of 
any travel plans at this point for Assistant Secretary 
Enders. I think it would be safe to assume that there would 
be no meetings in Mexico City or Nicaragua or New York 
before March 28, but I really can't give you anything speci- 
fic for the period after that. 


I mentioned New York. I should have obviously 
made reference to the fact that the U.N. Security Council is 
meeting, and one of the subjects under discussion is 
Nicaragua, so that is obviously not what I had reference to. 


Q Is Secretary Enders in town today? 
A Yes, he is. 


Q Have you had a chance to sort out what's hap- 
pening in Guatemala? 


A The quick answer is no. The situation there 
is more or less as follows: The junta continues in the pro- 
cess Of organizing itself. The situation overall remains 
calm, and we continue to have contacts with a broad range of 
people both inside and outside the government. 


We are obviously very concerned about what the 
government's plans are for a return to democratic processes, 
as well as concerned about the suppression of political 
violence that has plagued that country for a long time. 
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Q When it first happened, there were some 
people here who said that there were some moderates involved 
in the coup. Now the reports from there suggest that these 
are pretty much the old line generals. 


Do you have anything to say about the role of the 
younger officers in the coup? 


A No. I don't wish to characterize the com- 
position from this podium of the participants in the coup, 
as I already indicated we are, of course, very interested in 
learning about the junta‘s plans for a return to democratic 
processes. 


Q Did the United States have advance knowledge 
of the coup? 


A I don't want to get into the question of what 
information may or may not have been available to the 
Embassy. As you know, I was asked this question yesterday, 
and I said I think, to the best of my knowlege, we, meaning 
essentially myself, knew nothing about it prior to its 
having taken place. 





Q What you seem to be saying, then, is that 
whatever level it penetrated this building, the Embassy did 
know. 


A No. I'm saying that I just don't want to 
discuss what information was or was not available to the 
Embassy. 

Q Let me rephrase the question: Did the U.S. 
Embassy in Guatemala City have advance knowledge of the 
coup? 

A And my answer would be the same. 


Q Which is. . .? 


A That I just prefer not to get into the 
question of whether or not information was or was not 
available. 

Q But are you prepared to state that the United 


States had nothing to do with the coup? 


4 Yes. I would say that categorically. 
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Q At least one network and some newspapers are 
filled with talk today about the possibility of a less rigid 
U.S. attitude on the question of negotiations in El Salvador 
with the left. 


A I'll be glad to address that. There has been 
no change of policy on the question of negotiations and the 
electoral process in El Salvador. 


Our position is and has been that we favor a poli- 
tical resolution of the conflict in El Salvador through 
democratic reform. 


We proposed last July to facilitate contacts bet- 
ween the various political elements in El Salvador to work 
toward the broadest possible participation in the electoral 
process. 


As you know, the extreme left has decided not to 
participate in the constituent assembly elections scheduled 
for Sunday. In fact, as I indicated earlier, they have 
mounted an intense campaign designed to disrupt this process 
through violence and through intimidation. 


The constituent assembly elections, however, are 
only the first step in this electoral process. After these 
elections Sunday there will be further opportunities for the 
extreme left to participate in legislative and presidential 
elections. 


We will continue to urge all parties to the 
conflict in El Salvador to join in this process as a means 
of achieving a political solution to the conflict in that 
country. 


We do not now support nor do we intend to support 
any process which would deny the Salvadoran people their 
rightful role in deciding the form and composition of their 
government and in specific negotiations to share power. 


Q What you have just said applies not only to 
San Salvador and Guatemala, but all countries in the world 
-- isn't that right? -- the democratic process that we 
support? 


A I prefer not to have my statement in response 
to a specific question broadened to include or to encompass 
all conceivable situations that might arise anywhere in the 
world. 
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Q We are for the democratic process everywhere, 
are we not? 


A Of course, we favor the democratic process. 


Q All right. So when there is opposition to a 
regime or there is an attempt to establish another political 
party somewhere in the world which is also in a democratic 
process, we wouldn't oppose that, would we? 


A Let me just repeat what I said, and that 
is that my response was to a specific question relating to 
El Salvador, and I don't want those words in that response 
necessarily to apply to all conceivable situations that 
might arise elsewhere. 


Q I'll give you a specific example, then, if 
you may be averse to it, and that is the West Bank where 
there are people who are trying to organize a political 
party in opposition to the PLO adherence, and of course the 
government of Jordan threatens death and so on. 


Aren't we in favor of the political process in the 
democratic way on the West Bank as well? 


A For the third time, I will repeat that my 
response was in connection to a question relating to El 
Salvador. If you want to address the West Bank, we can do 
that, but I think maybe we ought to stay in Central America 
first. 


Q I just want to conclude this by one more 
question in this direction, and that is, we do favor the 
democratic process everywhere, not only in Central America? 


A We favor the democratic process. 


Q In the meeting with the Foreign Ministers 
this afternoon, what are they talking about? Are they 
talking about Guatemala or the general situation or what? 


A My understanding is that the primary purpose 
of the meeting is to discuss the Caribbean Basin Initiative. 
Obviously, questions relating to the situation in Central 
America are almost certain to arise. 


Q Did you say what time that meeting ‘s sup- 
posed to get out? 
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A It begins at 3:30 and is expected to last an 
hour or so. 


Q Are you prepared to go beyond what you 
said yesterday on Ambassador Hinton’s remarks? He called on 
the £1 Salvadorans after the election to show greater flexi- 
bility in terms of negotiations. 


Is that still consistent with what you just said? 


A Yes. And I have to add to that that we have 
still not yet received a full text of Ambassador Hinton's 
remarks. But there is nothing I have seen to suggest that 
it is inconsistent in the full context with what I gave you 
earlier in response to another question. 


Q Is what you're saying about the possible 
talks between the Salvadoran Government and the left, is 
that the United States Government would favor such talks if 
the only agenda items were participation in future 
elections? 


r, As we have consistently said, we favor talks 
between the parties, factions, what have you, in Fl 
Salvador, provided those talks are conducted within the frame- 
work of the electoral process. 


9 But within the framework of the electoral 
process, is there room for other agenda items such as a 
cease-fire, what to do in areas that have been badly 
damaged, areas where guerrillas are more in control then in the 
government? 


Is there room for other agenda items in that 
context? 


A I don't think it would be up to us to dictate 
the agenda to which the parties in Salvador themselves would 
agree. What I am spelling out to you is our position with 
respect to discussions among the various groups, and we feel 
that they should be within the electoral process and not for 
the purpose of power-sharing. 


Q Isn't that dictating the agenda? 


A No. I'm just telling you what our view is. 
It's not any attempt to dictate an agenda. 
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Q But you said yesterday the agenda and the 
terms of the discussion would be set by the £1 Salvadoran 
Government ? 


A Yes. Of course. 


Q But now you're saying you would not support. 
any negotiations on anything other than electoral 
modalities. 


A This has been our consistent view. 


Q What if the Salvadoran Government said that 
they wanted to negotiate about things in addition to 
elections? Would you then change your view? 


fs I can't speak for the Salvadoran Government. 
I'm giving you our consistent position. 


Q But would you be against. that? 
4 I can't address a hypothetical. 


Q But you seem to be indicating two different. 
things. One, that any discussion should take place within 
an electoral framework; and, two, that any discussions 
should be governed by the agenda and modalities that is 
decided upon by the Salvdoran Government. 


Unless you assume that there is a complete unifor- 
mity of view between those two positions, then you're sup- 
porting two different things, I think. 


A I fail to see the inconsistency here in 
telling you what. our position is with respect to discussions 
among the parties in El Salvador and with respect. to what 
those parties themselves may decide to do. 


Q But the Salvadoran guerrillas, the leadership 
2€ the guerrillas, has stated that they're willing to hold 
1egot. lations with any precondit.ions and with an agenda to be 
agreed upon by the parties involved. 


Isn't that essentially the same thing you've said 
about your attitude with regard to the Government of £1 
ia Lvador agreeing to negotiations? 


Mn Isn't. it the same thing I said -- what? 
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Q I'm asking you, isn’t there a coincidence of 
positions there? If the guerrillas say they'll negotiate 
without preconditions and with an agenda to be agreed upon 
by the parties involved, and you're saying that it’s up to 
the 21 Salvadoran Government to agree to the agenda, isn’t 
this the same position? 


4 This was in the context of an earlier 
question about whether I thought we could dictate the 
agenda. viously, we cannot. What I am saying ‘ts our 
position with respect to negotiations or discussions among 
the parties in #1 Salvador, and it has been a consistent 
position from the time this Administration toor office. 


0 What I want to know is whether you could be 
more specific in your characterization of what you called 
the extreme left in &1 Salvador? “hat elements? Mes that 
include the Guillermo Ungo, for example, and the “NP party? 


A These questions have arisen in the past, and 
I have nothing to add to what we have said. 


0 And a collateral question: In Guatemala you 
referred yesterday that you've been having discussions with the 
full spectrum of political parties and today it's a very 
broad range. 


Does that include parties that 4id not take part 
in the elections that have now appeared to have been voided? 


A I'm not in a position to be more specific 
than I was. 
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Q Could you take that question? 


4 No. I don't think we would be prepared at 
this point to be more specific about the contacts we have 
been having. 


Q But by "full spectrum” that means that it's 
everybody, right? 


A A broad range. It means a broad range. 
Right? 


Q Dean, are you aware Of any restrictions on 
Embassy personnel in Guatemala City regarding their 
movements? 


A, No, I'm not aware of any. 


Q There was a report that the junta had asked 
to see the American Ambassador, and the American Ambassador 
had refused. Is that accurate? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 

Q I think this was addressed before, but maybe 
not recently. A couple of weeks ago when the declassified 
photographs were shown, it was indicated that this was the 
first of a series of declassified information. 


oN The first of a series of events relating to 
making public information on Central America. 


Q It was implied that there would be more such 
briefings in the near future. 


A We had one last Saturday. 
4 \re there any more expected? 
‘ot that I can announce today. 
Q Is there any thought on possibly having a 
briefing on all this Central American -- I mean just what is 


happening, on a background basis, so that we can be brought 
up to snuff, as _= were? 


4 2-c.cat up to snuff? I said I would take it 
under advisement. There is nothing I can announce today on 
ite 
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Q Is there any chance we might have such an 
occasion before the elections on Suncav? 


A Probably not, no. 


Q The Middle East? 

fs O.K. Barry. 

Q Your reaction to events of the last few hours? 
A We are profoundly concerned by the deteriora- 


tion of the situation on the West Bank and Gaza which has 
resulted in needless and tragic deaths and injury to 
Palestinians and Israelis alike. It is a source of regret to 
us that appeals for restraint to calm the situation as yet 
have had no effect. 


To go beyond that, and in particular response to 
the report today of the West Bank mayors who were removed, we 
have always regarded the Israeli decision to permit municipal 
elections as a progressive and helpful policy. Consistent 
with this position, we regret, as we have made clear pre- 
viously, the removal of elected municipal officials on the 
West Bank. Of course, as you know, the Security Council will 
be addressing the overall situation on the West Bank. 


Q Copies, please? 
A Yes, we can make that available. 


Q In addition to the public statements that 
we've made on the subject, what other actions is the United 
States taking or contemplating? 


A We are, of course, as I frequently say, in 
frequent contact through our Ambassador in Tel Aviv with the 
Government of Israel. 


Q Is there any concern that the current round of 
developments could affect the scheduled transfer by Israel to 
Egypt of the third segment of the Sinai on April 25? 


A Prime Minister Begin has consistently said 
that he intends to adhere to his commitments in connection 
with the Camp David Accords. We believe that the withdrawal 
will take place on schedule. 
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Q Dean, since the occupied territories are under 
international @iscussion and the United States is a full 
partner in the peace process which might result in an auto- 
nomy agreement in the West Bank and Gaza Strip -- and you 
have to excuse me for my long question -- and since the 
situation is very explosive in the occupied territories and 
because there are already United States forces in Sinai, why 
not send United States forces to occupied territories in 
order to keep the peace out there, knowing now that the 
Israeli occupying forces are on a collision with the 
Palestinians on the occupied territories. 


This proposal, I believe, will be welcomed in the 
Arab world if the United States will accept it. What do you 
think of it? 


4 My response to that is that it would be in 
complete violation of the charter of the Sinai peacekeeping force 
for it to become involved in anything other than the purposes 
of that force. 


Q Couldn't you send some other forces from the 
United States because the occupied territories, as you know 
-- and you told me that a few weeks ago -- are still under 
international discussion, and Israeli forces are supposed to 
be withdrawn from that territory within now till three years 
when the autonomy organization will be established. So since 
the West Bank is not the domain of the Israeli occupying for- 
ces now -- it is under international discussion, arbitration, 
and all kinds of things. So in order to bring this situation 
which is very, very dangerous, and you already spelled out 
your feelings about it in the last few days. 


So is there a way you might be able to entertain 
the idea of having some U.S. forces there? You are making 
peace in the Sinai, and keeping the peace or keeping the 
ceasefire, or whatever it is in the Sinai, Lebanon, and other 
places. This might be polemic or might be your angle that 
the State Department or t1.35 “Gc’ernment could consider? 

Ay This is not 4. :.57ect I am prepared to 
address at length today, but let me assure you it is not an 
Option under serious consideration. 





Q Dean, does the Department have any reaction to 
the report in The Post this mor..1: about Iraq asking the 
United States to halt trans-sh_-:.:. of American arms to Iran 


by Israel? 
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A Yes, it has been our policy to urge other 
nations to avoid actions which have the effect of prolonging 
Or expanding the Iran-Iraq conflict. In our view, the supply 
of arms to either Iraq or Iran can only serve to prolong that 
conflict. It remains firm United States Government policy 
to refuse to sell or license the export of defense articles 
and services subject to Foreign Military Sales controls to 
either Iran or Iraq. 


We have also refused to license the transfer of 
arms subject to U.S. control by third countries. All 
interested nations have been made aware of our position. 


Q Are you saying that you do know of Israeli 
supplies to Iran? 





A Well, without getting into the specifics of 
our diplomatic exchanges, Iraq has raised reports of arms 
shipments to Iran with us from time to time. Let me add to 
that that in the context of our frequent discussions and con- 
tacts with the Israeli Government, there have been 
discussions on the situation regarding the Iragq-Iran war. 


Q Dean, if your policy is to refuse licenses for 
this stuff, and assuming that Israel is sending some sort of 
American war materiel to Iran, it's safe to assume that 
either the stuff is not licensable under U.S. law or despite 
the U.S. policy of refusing to grant licenses, Israel is 
shipping it? Right? 
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A I can't confirm that. All I can do is to 
reiterate what our policy is with respect to transfers of arms 
by third countries. 


Q Can you tell us if the reports of Israeli 
shipment deal with items that would be licensable under U.S. 
law? 


A No. I can only reiterate our policy in this 
regard. 


Q Dean, in that first part of your sentence, 
without getting into -— You talked about Irag has raised 
reports of arms shipments -- 


A Yes, to Iran. 


Q Is that arms shipments from Israel? 
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A I'm not specifying. “Reports of arms ship- 
ments," generally. 


Q When President Mubarak was here, he said spe- 
cifically at the Press Club luncheon that Egypt was shipping 
arms to Iraq. Have we brought those shipments up with Egypt, 
and do we have any plans to? 


A Again, I do not want to get into the specifics 
of diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Dean, what about the shipments and the 
volunteer army that King Hussein has raised to support Iraq? 
Have we had any comments on that that would throw some light 
on what is happening, on our licensing procedures, and on our 
policy? 


A At the time it was made known of King 
Hussein's intentions, we addressed that subject. 


Q And what did you say? 

A I can't remember. 

Q Did you condemn the act? 
A 


I will have to refer you to what we said at 
the time. 


Q Can we get that back on the bulletin board? 
A We can certainly make it available, sure. 


Q When you had these talks with the Israelis, 
discussions about the Iran-Iraq war, what was the purpose of that? 


a For me to go beyond what [I 33.4 is to violate 
what I said I wouldn't do, which is to be sz2c.itc about the 
exchanges we had. 


Q Dean, there are people who are saying that the 
United States has gotten itself enmeshed in a bunch of 
"banana republics" down in Central America that ar2 not that 
important in the strategic point (sic), whereas ~1incs are 
really bubbling over in the Middle East. Do you “212k that 
this focus on Central America is in any way detracting from 
this Department's ability to deal with these various crises 
in the Middle East? 


A No. 
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Q Dean, is President Nixon in Morocco? 


A Whether or not he is there at present, I can't 
confirm; but I understand he is on a private visit to 
Morocco. 


Q Is he carrying messages on behalf of the 
Administration? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 


Q Can I go back to Iraq for just one moment? 
About 150 years ago, (laughter) there was a problem with 
some frigate engines, and the issue was put in abeyance. 
Since Irag has been taken off the list of terrorism- 
supporting countries, would you just check and see what the 
status of that whole issue is? 


A Yes. I'll have to look into it. I don't have 
any information today. 


Q Dean, was President Nixon briefed before his 
visit to Morocco? 


A I don't know. I'm not aware of any briefings. 


Q On Iraq and the supply of arms, would such 
things as 155 mm. artillery shells manufactured in Israel, but 
under American licenses, be covered under this transfer 


agreement? 


A Beyond what I said in explaining our policy, I 
am not competent really to address specific questions. I 
don't know in what precise way the policy covers it other 
than what I gave you. 


Q Could you find out, please, if military goods 
manufactured in Israel, perhaps of an American design, but at 
least standard American weapons manufactured in Israel are 
covered under this agreement? 


A I will be glad to look into it to see if I can 
provide any more specific information, yes. 


Q Is the United States satisfied that U.S. law 
is not being broken by Israel? 


A Again, I have to go back to what our policy 
is. I have no comment to give you in specific response to 
your question. 
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Q Is the United States seeking to find out 
whether U.S. law is being broken? 


A Beyond saying that we have discussed the 
Iran-Iraq war with Israel, there is nothing I can offer you 
today. 


Q Dean, back to the West Bank for a second, if I 
heard you correctly, you noted that calls to restrain the 
violence have as yet had no effect. Is the United States 
contemplating any further steps beyond continuing to call for 
the restraint of the violence at this time? 


A At this time, as you know, the issue was 
raised in the Security Council yesterday, and a number of 
speakers expressed their views. No resolution has been for- 
mally presented. Beyond that and beyond the fact that we are 
in consultation frequently with the Government of Israel, I 
am not aware of any steps we are prepared to take. 


Q In view of the role that settlers may be 
playing in fanning the violence to some extent, do we still 
regard the settlements on the West Bank as not being illegal 
but only as obstacles to peace? 


A There has been no change in our policy 
regarding the settlements. 


Q Dean, has the Israeli Government offered the 
United States any explanation in the discussions you have had 
Over the removal of the mayors that would lead the United 
States to merely regret, as opposed to be profoundly con- 
cerned about that removal? 


A Let me just say that I gave you the response 
to a question that was asked about events on the West Bank, 
and I intend to stick with that. 


Q Dean, let me ask you, isn't it the obligation 
of elected officials on the West Bank to discuss problems 
with the occupying authority, in the first place? And in 
the second place, aren't these elected officials, under 
their oaths of office, called upon to maintain the peace and 
not incite the population to violence, which has resulted in 
stone-throwing and other ways of injuring those in authority 
on the West Bank? 


A There is just no other comment I care to make 
on the subject of the West Bank. 








, 
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Q I know; but isn't this a factor in this whole 
thing? This is where it all originates. 


A I'm sorry, Joe. I'm just not going to go 
beyond what I -- 


Q All right. Let me ask you just one more 
thing. Would you call these people who throw rocks, who 
throw hand grenades and in other ways inflict injury upon 
those soldiers or those people who are trying to maintain the 
peace, would you call them demonstrators as if they were 
children marching in a parade with placards? 


A I'm not trying to call them anything. I gave 
you the statement I have on the West Bank, and I'm just not 
going to go beyond it. 


Q How would you refer to these people who throw 
hand grenades and rocks? 


Ay Joe, I'm just not going to go beyond what I 
gave you. 


Q Would you say that it's a fair term to call 
them demonstrators? 


A There is nothing more I intend to say, Joe. 
Q Filing break, please? 
A Filing break. 


Q At this point, Dean, since these people who 
are on occupied territories are occupied, anybody around the 
world could deprive the occupied people from resisting the 
occupation if it resorts to military power, killing, mur- 
dering, and destroying the property and the lives of human 
beings. Is there a way that you could say that the 
Palestinian people who are in the (inaudible) have no right 
to resist even if they were to resort to force? 


A Again, I must repeat that I gave you the state- 
ment that I wish to on the West Bank, and I'm going to 
stick with that. 


Q I have a couple of questions on the same 
matter. First of all, do you have any comment -- You said 
there is no formal resolution in the Security Council, but 
there is a draft which was distributed by Jordan on behalf 
of 22 Arad nations. Do you have any comment on this draft? 
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A No. 


Q The other question is, you said that all the 
consultations between the United States and Israel on this 
matter are in Tel Aviv. The question is, in the past, if I 
recall, there was some kind of activity in times of crisis in 
the Middle East, here. Isn't the Secretary of State going to 
involve himself in this matter? 


A The Secretary of State, of course, is 
following the reports of the events on the West Bank very closely 


Q But isn't there going to be a meeting with the 
Ambassador or -- 


A I'm not aware of any scheduled meetings with 
the Ambassador and the Secretary. 


Q Dean, The Washington Post, in an editorial, 
called for building up a Palestinian state on the West Bank 
and Gaza. Isn‘t this in line with the Soviet policy of a 
Soviet state? 








A I'm not going to get into an area which 
suggests that you are inviting me to conclude that The 
Washington Post and the Soviet Union are bedfellows _ 
(Laughter) in their approach to the problems of the Middle East. 
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Q Some of their thinking is in the same bed. 





Q May we move to another area? 


Q One last, minor thing on the Middle East: 
About a week ago the Dallas Times Herald had a story about a 
Saudi woman who had “holed up" in a French restaurant, in 
Laredo, Texas, and would not return to Saudi Arabia. The 
Immigration and Naturalization Service is involved, so 
apparently maybe the State Department. 





Could you take the question and see how the case 
has progressed, and if the State Department has, in fact, 
done anything regarding the case? 


A It certainly sounds worth looking into. 
(Laughter) 


Q What. is the position of the United States, if 
any, on attempts by the British Government to secure the 
release of Michaele Sindona, an Italian citizen, who is 
currently in jail in New York City? 
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A It is not a subject I am personally familiar 
Q Can you look into that? 

A We'll try to look into it, I suppose. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:17 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #49 


FRIDAY, MARCH 26, 1982, 12:14 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. Just one announce- 
ment today. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Lawrence Eagleburger, Under Secretary for Political Affairs, 
before the Senate Armed Services Committee. The subject is 
"Burden-Sharing-Troop Withdrawal." 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 
Q Is that to do with power-sharing? 


A Burden-sharing. A throwback to Kipling's 
era, I guess. 


0 May I ask you: I have reports from West 
Germany that segments of the U.S.-German armed forces are on 
a slowdown since yesterday in order to protest the policies 
of Schmidt and to protest against the order to participate 
in the Socialist Party Congress in Munich which is taking 
Place April 15, and the Chancellor has ordered tne officers 
to become active propagandists for the Socialist Party. 


In your opinion would that cut down on the utility 
of German armed forces in NATO? 


A I expressed the hope yesterday the world 
would slow down, but I have to confess I'm not aware of that 
report. I have no comment I can give you on that. 


‘ got it from the West German official short- 


wave .- 

4 I'm sorry. I just didn't happen to listen to 
it this morning. 

9 There's been an awful lot of talk, reports, 
about negoti-- >¢ the possibility of neqotiations 
involving on- : Or another of Central America. Can you 


sort some of <... out for us, pleas? 
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A I had hoped that the Secretary had 
accomplished that task for you last night. Really I have 
nothing to add to what I said yesterday at the briefing. 


I can reiterate that, if you like, or refer you to 
what the Secretary said or to what Assistant Secretary 
Enders said this morning on one of the networks. 


9 Are there any kind of negotiations underway 
under any of the headings, whether Nicaragua, Cuba, El 
Salvador? 


A At present the answer is no. 


9) Without going into any details about meetings 
which may or may not have taken place between Administration 
officials and President Castro, do you have any insight into 
what Cuba's attitude toward negotiation is? 


A Into what Cuba's attitude is? 


0 Yes. 


oN Let me simply say that I noted the report 
this morning that Cuba has a desire for wider talks and 
further reference to the fact that Cuba claims the U.S. is 
ready to talk to them. I simply have no comment which I can 
offer you which taxes us heyond what we have said throughout 
this week on that subject. 


9) Realizing your problem, nevertheless, what is 
there to talk about from the U.S. point of view? 


The Secretary has said, as you know, that we 
have had «:2tings or discussions with the Cubans, and we 
intend to have future meetings. But there is nothing I can 
point to specifically in that regard at the present time. 


9 What would you like Cuba 
I don't think it would sec ul pur- 
pose for i+ to try to specify what we would lixe Cuba to do 


other than <9 point out that we feel, as we have con- 
sistently said, that it would be helpful if Cuba would cease 
its support of subversion in this hemisphere and elsewhere. 


9) There are reports from Central - “sae 
the flow of arms, far from diminishing or stor: sudible) 
increase, do you have any confirmation of that? 
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A There's nothing I can offer you in the way of 
specifics. I would refer you, however, to the briefing of 
last Saturday as the latest expression of our concern about 
the shipment of arms. 


Q With reference to negotiations, Daniel Ortega 
proposed yesterday in the .N. a possible meeting with offi- 
cials of our country, perhaps in the month of April. 


Do you have any official response to this 
call for talks in a third country? 


rs Again, there is nothing I can offer you today 
which would take you beyond what the Secretary said on the 
whole subject of negotiations yesterday. 


0 Yes. Rut these are negotiations in Fl 
Salvador that he talked about. This is Nicaragua-U.S. 


A I beg your pardon. I thought he had made 
reference to negotiations, but I think you're quite right. 


In response to an earlier question today, I said 
that there were no plans at present regarding discussions 
with Cuba or Nicaragua. ‘Nothing I can offer as anything 
specific at this time. 


0 Can you tell us anything about developments 
in Guatemala? Has the junta yet been in touch with the 
Embassy, and what is the state of relations between the 
Guatemalan Government and our own? 


A I will have to repeat what was said yesterday 
on this. We continue to have contacts with a range of indi- 
viduals, both inside and outside the government. 


The government continues to be in the process of 
organizing itself. The situation in Guatemala remains calm, 
and we are still waiting for the junta to detail its 
programs. 


9 In tha- “Nn, could I ask about the 
previous government whe- ‘a't extend aid or extend 
bank loans, and contrasted to the more favorable treatment 
given to the Polish Government where we did extend a certain 
amount of commercial and credit opportunity. 


Can you trace for "2 of consistency in our 
economic policy with respec” ‘2 two economic policies? 
Guatemala, the cutoff of a. ole at least not hostile 


to us; and Poland, the extension to a government that evi- 
dently is hostile to us. 
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4 No. I wouldn't presume to try to charac- 
terize the differences or distinctions in approach on that 
subject to various countries around the world. 





0 I was hoping you could note a consistency in 
Our economic policy. Can you then note no consistency? 


A I don't feel that it really serves any useful 
purpose to try to draw comparisons between our approach to 
two countries that are vastly different in terms of our 
policy objectives. 


Q There must be some similarity. We have a 
nationally known bank figure going to Africa saying the 
thing he likes about some of the despotisms there are that 
their checks don't bounce at the City Bank. He likes stable 
governments. 


Is that what we like about Poland, that it's 
stable, if hostile, whereas Guatemala and so forth are not 
so stable? 


- We've repeatedly addressed our policy with 
respect to Poland. I don't think there's any question about 
Our approach there, and I'm not going to be drawn into com 
parisons between countries such as Poland, black Africa or 
Guatemala. 


0 Can I go back to Guatemala? Your statement 
was about the same yesterday as today, as you suggested. 


mes That's right. 


@) But you talx about we're in contact with a 
range of individuals, inciuding some inside the government. 
Does that mean civil seryvents in the bureaucracy or are we 
in touch with members of cne ruling junta? 


A I'm not at liberty to specify more precisely 
the individuals with whom we have been in contact. I woul? 
only add to it that we ra/2% Seen in contact with the 
Guatemalan Embassy in Was ncton as well as having had - 


tact in Guatemala itself ®. 


0 Give us some idea of the tone or the 
character of these contacts: Friendly, warm, hostile. 
What's the atmosphere? 
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A I don't want to try to characterize it at 
this point, and the main reason for this is that, as I 
noted, the government is still sorting itself out and we're 
still waiting for further details on the programs of the 
junta. 


Q So far as the discussions -- whatever you wish 


to call them -- have produced nothing? 


A We're just maintaining contact. There's 
nothing I can be more precise about in that respect. 


Q On Cuba, is the U.S. position that Cuba must 
stop aiding the guerrillas in El Salvador before nego- 
tiations can be held with the United States? 


a We have made known our concern frequently 
about Cuba's aid to Nicaragua, and, as I mentioned earlier, 
to the character of its activities aiding subversion 
elsewhere in the hemisphere. 


I would not want to suggest that there is a pre- 
condition attached to discussions with the Cubans, and, in 
fact, I would point to the meeting the Secretary had in 
Mexico with the Cuban Foreign Minister* as evidence that no 
such precondition exists. 


0 In that respect you said earlier that there 
were meetings -- in the plural -- and you just referred to 
one, presumably between the Secretary and Vice President 
Rodriguez. 


Can you name any others that were on a comparable 


level? 
. A You're really trying to catch me out this 
morning. 
2) Now, no, I'm not. 
(Laughter) 
A No. I'm not going to sper... .ny other con- 


tacts “iat we may or may not have had. 


0 But there have been others, clearly, because 
otherwise you wouldn't use the plural of “"meetina.” 


*Correction: The Secretary met with the dent 
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a As the Secretary said, we have had 
discussions with the Cubans, and we expect to have future 
discussions with the Cubans. 


Q Okay. And if I could just throw in one on 
Guatemala. With respect to those contacts that we have, 
can you tell us regarding those individuals within the 
government whether those contacts have been initiated by 
U.S. personnel or by people within that government? 


A No. 


Q You can't? I guess that means you can't 
tell me, right? 


A Correct. 


Q Can I ask you about Fl Salvador? Is the 
level of fighting there in the run-up to the election about 
what you expected or not? And, if it's not, which the 
published reports seem to suggest, what does this say about 
the arms flow that you allege had been going on between 
Nicaragua and £l Salvador? 


A I don’t think I care to address it in the 
context of what we have said about the arms flow. We have 
expected, and recent incidents in Fl Salvador bear out the 
accuracy of this expectation, that the guerrillas would make 
a major effort to try to disrupt the elections which will be 
held on Sunday, and this in fact has been the case. 


Q A major effort? I mean, is that what you're 
calling it? 


A Yes. They have said themselves that they 
intend to make a major effort to disrupt «1:2 elections. 


0 But do you assess what's been going on the 
last two days a major effort on their part? 


A I think they are inten’ ..* to make a major 
effort to disrupt the elections. Yes. 


Q Has the fighting escalate? considerably? 


A I can't really give you a sort of report from 
the battlefield in that regard, but there is fighting going 
On. 
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QO But why are you saying, then, that you think 
that they are making a major effort? What indications do 
you have of that? 





A We have the word of the guerrillas themselves 
that they have consistently said that they are intending to 
do that. 


O Based on their word, not on evidence from the 
battlefield, in other words? 


A It's not evidence from the battlefield I'm 
attempting to give you here, but, as you know, there has 
been reporting about a number of incidents that have taken 
place. 


Q Since we are so concerned about a flow of 
weapons, I asked you before, Canada is offering refueling 
rights for Soviet transports who come, refuel in Halifax or 
Goose Bay, and fly into Managua directly. 


A I think we have an answer for you on that -- 
Q Oh, yes? I didn't see that. 


A -- which I understood was posted, what? two 
weeks ago or so? 


MR. ROMBERG: I don't know about that, but it's in 
the Press Office. 


A I beg your pardon. There is an answer. 
e) Can you enlighten me on one thing? How does 


Our negotiating team go to Havana? Do they directly fly 
from Miami or -- 


(Laughter) 

8) -- or the other? 

A They charter a fishing vessel. 

(Laughter) 

@) No, no, I mean seriously. I mean, how -- 


A I don't know. 
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Do they go to Guatanamo or -- 
I really don't know. 
Directly Miami-Havana, military aircraft? 


I don't know. I have never inquired. 


o FF OD YF OD 


D I would love to know it. Can you take that 
question, please? 


Q What's the reason for the secrecy about 
U.S.-Cuba contacts or talks? What's the point of that? 


A Secrecy about contacts and talks? 


@) Yes. Walters, when Haig met Rodriguez, etc. 
Why is the lid on that so tight? What's the purpose of 
that? 


A If I respond to that question, it amounts to 
a confirmation of sorts that any such meeting took place, 
and I'm not prepared to do that. 


0 Well, deal with it any way you like, but 
what's the reason for the secrecy about that? 


A Again, that presumes that the meeting vou 
refer to took place, and I'm neither going to confirm nor 
deny it. 


0 Deal with it as future meetings, let's deal 
with the philosophy of secrecy. 


0 The meeting with Haig and Rodriguez was 
confirmed. 

A Yes, of course, it was. 

@) But for two months it was not confirmed, and 
I think the question is an accurate one. Why did it taxe 
the President of the United States to decide to confirm ‘ie 
meeting? 

A I prefer that the President of the Unit2=* 


States confirm these things than that I do so myself. 








Q How do you use the word "negotiations" versus 
"talks"? When you talk about negotiations, do you mean 
there has to be an agreed agenda? 


A No. I tend to use the terms interchangeably, 
although I recognize that the term “negotiation” has a more 
formal connotation than “discussion" or "talks" or 


‘ "dialogue." But, no, there is no attempt to -- 

0 But you've been using them interchangeably in 
3 these briefings. 

A I have, yes. 

-- MORE -- 


Met ieae wet 
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Q Does that apply only to Cuba or does that 
apply also to Colombia and Honduras? S8ecause - 


A Oh, it probably applies to just about 
everything I can say about it. (Laughter.) There's @ cer- 
tain imprecision on my part. 


Q Well, can you confirm that there were nego- 
tiations between Honduras, Columbia and the United States on 
locating airfields there -- or extending airfields, making 
airfields improvement and having access agreements? 


A That subject was addressed earlier. 


Q Can you tell us briefly about Israel? I know 
we're on Central America. But yesterday you expressed con- 
cern about the violence going on in the West Bank. Is the 
United States prepared to do anything to express that con- 
cern to Israel, and what has Israel's reaction been to 
United States expression of concern? Particularly in light 
of the fact that yesterday two more mayors were dismissed. 


A What we have said on this is that we have 
frequent dialogue with Israeli leaders, but I don't want to 
specify the contents of that dialogue. 


Q Are you hopeful that this dialogue will pro- 
duce any kind of cessation in the violence on the West Bank 
on the part of the Israeli military authorities? 


A That's a slightly different question. Let me 
address it in the context of our assessment of the situation 
in the West Bank today and not in the context of whatever 
dialogue we have been conducting with the Israeli 
Government. 


We understand that while sporadic demonstrations 
and strikes continue, protest activity has decreased 
somewhat. We're not aware of any further shootings or 
deaths since yesterday's tragic events, but obviously the 
situation remains tense. We continue to hope that all those 
in a position to do so will exert their influence and their 
best efforts to calm the situation. 


Q What do you think would be necessary for 
Israel to do to effect some kind of calm and to ease ten- 
Sions in the West Bank area? 


A That is not for me to address. 
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Q Do you think that this is a prelude to 
annexation of the West Bank -- 


No. 
-- in an effort to annex the West Bank? 


No. 


on F YO PY 


What would U.S. reaction be if Israel did 
annext the West Bank? 


A I'm not going to address a hypothetical. 
Prime Minister Begin, as a signatory to the Camp David 
Accords, is fully cognizant of the fact chat those Accords 
call for the final resolution of the occupied territories of 
the West Bank and Gaza to take place five years after the 
autonomy plan goes into effect. 


Q The last question: Does the violence in the 
West Bank -- do you think this is going to impact negatively 
on Israeli withdrawal from the Sinai and negotiations on the 
autonomy proceedings? 


A No. Again I would say that the Prime 
Minister has frequently said publicly, privately, that he 
has every intention that Israel will withdraw from the Sinai 
on schedule. We believe that that will take place. 


Q Dean, while we're on the subject of the 
Middle East, Egypt announced today it wasn't sending obser- 
vers to the election in El Salvador. (Laughter.) Do you 
have any reaction to that? 


A No. 
Q Were you aware of that? 
A No, I'm sorry. I just let that one slip me by 


as well as the West German slowdown. 

Q O.K. One follow-up? 

Q Dean, Egyptian Defense Minister Ghazal: is 
arriving this afternoon. Will he be seeing the Secretary 
tomorrow? 


A I'm sorry. I don't have a schedule for his 
series of meetings here. 


Q Do you know why he's coming? 


Q Will you take that? 
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A My understanding is that he is coming prin- 
cipally to discuss the ongoing Egyptian-U.S. military supply 
relationship. 

Q He is supposed to have a message from 


President Mubarak. Is there any indication that it relates to 
the current unrest in the Middle East? 


A I can't speculate about that, Barrie. 


Q Dean, what is the Secretary's schedule for 
the weekend? 


A I don't even know myself. 


Q So he will be here over the weekend? He'll 
be in town then? 





A Oh, yes. 

Q Do you have a duty person named? 

Ay We do. I don't know who it is this weekend. 
Anita, can you help me? 

MS. STOCKMAN: Rush Taylor. 


A Rush Taylor. 


/—6UNUC Tass ITTIed TOF FUuDIICatioOn in American roreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Do you have that number? 

4 We can provide it for you. I don't have it 
with me. 

Q Yesterday The Wall Street Journal reported 





that two United States universities are planning to invite 
North Korean scholars to meet in this country for the first 
time. Do you have any comment on that report? 


A Yes. 


First, any applications by North Korean citizens 
to visit this country would be considered on a case-by-case 
basis. That does not represent a change in our policy. 
These applications would be reviewed in light of 
longstanding Department regulations which are applicable 
worldwide. 
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Any North Korean scholars invited by American 
institutions and that may be permitted to enter this country 
would be admitted for specific scholarly purposes and for 
those purposes Only. It would be up to their sponsors to 
insure compliance. 


Q Dean, can you tell us whether any North 
Koreans have been given visas to the U.S.? 


A My understanding is that none have. 


Q Therefore, why does it not represent a change 
in policy? 


A Because, as I explained, the policy that is 
applicable applies worldwide and that scholars invited by 
American institutions, as is the case elsewhere in the 
world, would be admitted for specific scholarly purposes and 
only for those purposes. 


Q Well, let me ask -- I don't think I asked you 
it this way: Have any North Koreans applied in the past 
that you've turned down? 


A I'll have to take the question, Bernie. I 
don't know. 


Q Dean, about three weeks ago there were 
reports of a meeting between South African military officials and 
State Department officials, although I've heard nothing that 
came Out of that meeting. Can you comment on that? 


A No, I'm sorry. I'm not up to date on that. 

Q You had an answer on that. 

A Probably we did. 

Q Dean, On North Korea, one more question. I 
understand that last year the Korean resident in Japan -- 
Cho Soren -- a scholar, came to this country and attended 
the symposium held in Philadelphia. In that case in Tokyo 
-- our Embassy -- issued the visa for him? How long? 


A I am sorry. I'm just not familiar with the 
details of that nor can I confirm that it happened? 


Q Could you look into this? 


A O.K. 
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Q Thank you. 


A Dean, can I take you back to El Salvador for 
just a minute? 

A Sure. 

@) In the elections this weekend, there are 


several parties, and it's not clear that these parties 
stro; gly support the whole question of reform. Could you 
give us some indication as to what U.S. policy is on that 
subject? How conditional is our support for any government 
in El Salvador to their dedication to agrarian reform? 


A I think the important thing here is to talk 
in terms of policy and not in terms of political party. 


For instance, I noted that there have been some 
wire service reports quoting our Ambassador, Dean Hinton, in 
this regard; and I think it would be a mistake to interpret 
any of his remarks as an indication that the United States 
is supporting any particular party in the Sunday constituent 
assembly elections. 


Further, as the Secretary said yesterday, “We con- 
sider it essential that whatever government emerges from the 
Salvadoran elections be committed to the same principles" 
of democratic development, and social and economic justice. 


We will look to it to carry forward the advances 
made by the current government with respect to land reform, 
the creation of democratic institutions, the restoration of 
the rule of law, and the elimination of human rights abuses 
by left and right. 


9 Are there plans now in being in the Depart- 
ment for a post-election -- that's after Sunday -- urging 
the Salvadoran Government to share -- whichever government 
emerges -- to share its power or to negotiate with the 
querrillas? 


A Absolutely no plans whatsoever that would 
lead one to think that we support in any way power-sharing. 


Q What is the rationale behind the increase of 
military advisers to Honduras; and do you feel that this is 
going to increase tension between the nited States and 
Nicaragua and confirm their feelings that the United States 
is going to invade them, covertly or overtly? 
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A Without accepting the premises of your 
question, let me point out that we addressed this subject at 
some length about a week ago; and I would refer you to the 
guidance that we made available at that time. 


Q Dean, why don't we have a filing break? 

A Piling break. 

Q Dean, one on -- 

A Do I hear a call to call it off? (Laughter.) 
Q -- on Nigeria? 

A All in favor say “aye”? 

(Chorus of “aye"s.) (Laughter. ) 

All right, let me take the one on Nigeria. 


Q Do you have anything on the import ban in 
Nigeria? 


A Yes, I do. 


Briefly, in terms of what the freeze on imports 
might mean or will mean for U.S. firms doing business there, 
the Nigerian Central Bank's instruction was for the banks to 
submit their inventories of existing foreign exchange obli- 
gations by the 30th of March. The Central Bank will 
thereafter make an evaluation of the situation and issue 
further instructions. Only at that time will we be able to 
see what the results will be for U.S. business. 


Q You have no idea of how long this may last -- 
or is it all-inclusive, all imports? 

aN I'm sorry, I don't have any further details. 

Q Deun, just one more on El Salvador. The head 


of the Christian Democratic Party there, Ray Prendez 

held a press conference yesterday in which he claimed that a 
number of Christian Democratic activists around the country 

had disappeared in the last 48 hours and suspected 

right-wing death squads connected with D'Aubuisson, and possibly 
certain military units were part of that as well. Do you 

have any comment on an upsure of right-wing activity prior 

to these elections or any way that can confirm that these 

things are going on? 
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A No. I have no information to suggest that 
there is such an upsurge, and I have no confirmation of any 
kind that would support that. 


Q Will you look into that? He said that quite 
a number had just disappeared in the last couple of days and 
that they had no way of knowing where they were. 


A We just have no information on that. 


Q Dean, as a Friday night special, may I ask 
you one question I asked you before? What is our status in 
relation to Belize -- this newly independent country, you 
know. The British provide sort of marginal assistance to 
them, and the English-speaking population of Belize tries to 
enlist help, aid, and so forth from the United States. 


Could you enlighten me on what we are planning to 
do about it? 


A I'm sure we have a policy position regarding 
Belize. I will have to refer you to what we have said on it in 
the past. 


Q Dean, do you have anything to say about the 
coup in Bangladesh? 


ey Well, nothing beyond what we have said 
earlier this week on that subject. But let me be sure that 
there is no updated information I can give you. 


The only additional information I can give you is 
that we note that the Bangladeshi press has reported that 
several arrests of former leaders have been made. We do not. 
have any confirmation, but also it's an internal matter and 
it would be most appropriate for me not to comment on that. 


Q Dean, could we come back just briefly to the 
West Bank? I believe in the past our Consulate in Jerusalem 
has had contacts with local elected mayors in the West Bank. 
During recent events, has there been any contact between our 
Jerusalem Consulate and local leadership in the area? 


A i can't confirm of my own knowledge that 
there have 't.en such contacts. But, as you note, we have 
had such contacts in the past, and I have no reason to think 
that they have ceased; but that is not to be taken as con- 
firmation. I have not checked into that. 
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Q Dean, to follow that up, you've also had 
indirect contacts in the past with the PLO. Is there any 
reason to believe that we‘re contacting them to try to help 
them now alleviate the situation? 


A You know what our policy is, I'm sure, with 
respect to contact with the PLO. We have no direct contact. 


I am not aware of any indirect contact -- third- 
party contact, or what have you -- with the PLO with respect 
to the curent situation. 


Q Dean, yOu may not have anything immediately 
on these, but last week Lord Mayhugh, who is the British 
Liberal Party defense spokesman, was in Washington. I 
believe he met with Eugene Rostow, with Caspar Weinberger, 
and with some people in the State Department. Can you look 
into who he met with and what you can say, if anything, 
about the subjects of the meetings? 


A I'll be glad to look into it, but don't 
expect me to provide information on meetings of other 
Administration officials. 

Q I wasn't expecting that. 


Another question -- a couple more questions which I'm 
sure won't be very lengthy answers to. 


A The questions might be. (Laughter.) 

Q Can you confirm that Her Majesty's Government. 
has threatened that if Michaele Sindona is not released from 
jail in New York City, scandals will surface on two officials 
close to Secretary of State Alexander Haig? 

A No, I certainly can't confirm that. 

Q One last brief question. Has the invocation 
of the British Official Secrets Act made it at all difficult 
for the United States to obtain information on violence 
planned for upcoming anti-NATO demonstrations in Sicily? 

A No, I have no information on that. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:47 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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‘DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #50 
MONDAY, MARCH 29, 1982, 12:24 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. The Secretary 
has a statement on the Salvadoran elections. 


Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY HAIG: I'm pleased to see you in your 
true glory in this room. 





I would like to make a formal statement on the 
outcome of the elections in Salvador yesterday. 


I want first and foremost to express my admiration 
for the people of El Salvador. Ordinary Salvadoran men and 
women, in unprecedented numbers, yesterday displayed awesome 
courage and civic responsibility. The Salvadoran people's 
stunning personal commitment to the power of the democratic 
vision is an unanswerable repudiation of the advocates of 
force and violence. 


Secondly, I would like to note that yesterday's 
results are a military defeat for the guerrillas quite as 
much as a political repudiation. Despite their clear inten- 
tion to disrupt the elections, the guerrilla forces were 
unable to shake either the people or the security forces at 
their moment of greatest vulnerability. Moreover, the beha- 
vior of the armed forces proved that although in El 
Salvador, soldiers by law cannot vote, their professionalism 
this weekend served the cause of democracy. 


We should be aware, of course, that despite their 
undeniable repudiation by the people of El Salvador, the 
guerrillas still have the external support to continue their 
campaign of terror at levels that would be impossible if 
they depended on their own people. 


Finally, these elections are a major achievement 
in the development of democracy in El Salvador. We are con- 
Fident that the constituent assembly, given the extraor- 
dinary mandate it has received from the Salvadoran people, 
will find ways to hold out a hand of conciliation to those 
adversaries who are prepared to take part peacefully in the 
democratic process now so encouragingly under way in El 
Salvador. 
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Formidable tasks still lie ahead. The Salvadoran 
people have dramatically demonstrated their desire for peace 
and for democracy. We and free peoples everywhere must be 
proud of the victory we have all won. We owe it to our- 
selves, as well as to the people of El Salvador, to continue 
to support these courageous people as they advance the poli- 
tical reform process, to strengthen the land reform program, 
and to curb indiscriminate violence caused by extremists 
from both the left and the right. We believe yesterday's 
Success greatly advances these long-term objectives. 


Thank you. 


MR. FISCHER: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 


Q Do you have copies available? 

A Yes, sure. We'll have copies available. 

0 Is this the fist time that the Secretary has 
come to the briefing room, do you know? 

A I believe it's the first time this Secretary 
has. 

Q I mean this Secretary. . ~-° 

A I'm not aware that he as come down before. 


All right. I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Do you now have any figures to indicate how 
many people voted and which party is leading? 


A No, Jim, we do not yet have very full infor- 
mation on those points. We're just going to have to defer 
responding to questions until we get fuller accounts. 


0 How can the Secretary talk about 


"unprecedentei" participation in the elections? What is he 
basing it upon? 


A Ai. che estimates suggest that the turnout 
was very heavy, and that, I think, with the exception of one 
province, that pattern prevailed throughout the country. 


Q Have you had a report back from the observer 


team? 
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A We have not had any kind of written report 
from the observer team. My understanding is that they will 
return tomorrow, and are expected to meet with the Secretary 
tomorrow. tc give him a formal report. At this point, we do 
not have anything. 


Q Dean, what was that province where there 
was an exception? Was it a province? We heard conflicting 
reports -- whether it was all of the eastern part of El 
Salvador. 


A I think I said in one province. I didn't 
mean to suggest it was an entire province. 


Q Do you know what the name of that province is? 
A I'll have to check it. 


Q Dean, when the Secretary talks about "holding 
Out the hand of conciliation" and to join in the democratic 
process, can we sort out again, as we have in the past, what 
that means? Does it mean the shaping of future elections, 
Or does it mean that to be direct to the point -- does it 
mean a power-sharing? 


A It most certainly does not represent a com- 
mitment to power-sharing, but to discussions and dialogue 
among the parties in Salvador within the context of the 
electoral process. 


Q Dean, when he says "unprecedented," in 1972, 
1.2 million people were supposed to have voted. Do you 
think that, on the basis of the reports you now have, that 
the number will exceed 1.2 million people? 


A I can't respond to that at this point because 
we do not yet know the exact numbers of people who voted. 


Q Dean, does the United States have plans now 
to engage in talks with Nicaragua and/or Cuba over the 
Situation in the Caribbean? 


A Our position on talks with the Nicaraguans 
‘and Cubans remains as we have stated in the past. I think 
the question arose most recently on Friday when there was a 
report at the United Nations that we were prepared to meet 
with the Nicaraguans in Mexico City. We labeled that report 
premature because no such meeting had yet been agreed to. 
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Obviously, we're appreciative of Mexico's efforts 
in assisting the process. We will continue to discuss these 
issues with Mexico, and also we will continue to deal bila- 
terally with the relevant governments as may be appropriate; 
but at this time, I'm not in a position to give you a speci- 
fic time or place as to any future discussions. 


Q Do you find the results so pleasing that the 
United States will now reconsider whether it should cut back 
its presence in El Salvador, particularly military advisers? 
Is the democratic process so well along now, as the result 


of this election, that the American profile could be 
reduced? 


A I think all questions of this nature are ore- 
mature because we simply don't have sufficient information 
about how the constituent assembly itself will be formed, 


how many seats will be won by one party as opposed to 
another. 


What we have said on this in the past is that this 
is the first step in a series of steps which are intended to 
culminate in the election of a president in two or three 
years, and that we welcome this process and will continue to 
assist it in any way that we can. 


Q Dean, has the United States received any 
assurances that if the right wing should.decide to form a 
majority group, that it will not put any Christian 
Democratic leaders in jail, and that it will pursue reforms? 


And what would be the implications if indeed it went this 
other way? 


A Again, I think it's pvremature for me to spe- 
culate because we don't know what the composition of the 
constituent assembly would be at this point. Again, I would 
refer you to what we said on this subject, which is that we 
are not advocating parties, per se, but we are advocating a 
process; and that we are hopeful that whoever emerges as 
part of a coalition or whoever should end up with the 
majority of seats would retain a commitment to fulfillment 
of the objectives that we have always articulated, that is 


to say land reform and the various other goals that we have 
cited. 


Q Putting the former president or members of 
his party in jail would have some bearing on the future 
American commitment to El Salvador? 


A I think we have to await developments in the 
future rather than try to make judgments at this point. 
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Q Dean, there is one thing that I am confused 
about with respect to the powers of this constituent 
assembly. We're talking about presidential elections two 
Or three years from now -- " 


A Yes. 


Q -- presumably legislative elections. If this 
is a constituent assembly which will have to write up a 
constitution, to what extent have the parties already agreed 
that regardless of who wins the constituent assembly, the 
constitution will provide for presidential elections and 


legislative elections with.n the time frame that you're 


talking about. 
A It's not a question that I can answer today. 


Q But in other words, the United States isn't 
Saying, “These are the elections that we expect to take place 
over the next two years in order for our aid to continue"? 


A No. We're not naking any judgments about the 
Future of our aid program to El Salvador. I think it would 
be very premature to try to do that at this point. But it 
should be clear what our objectives are and what we expect 
and hope for in terms of the evolution of: this process. 


Q But one of those is the holding of presiden- 
tial elections two or three years from now? 


A Yes. 


Q Dean, how do you account for the com- 
munications snafoo with Mexico last Friday? 


A Beyond giving you what I already have, I have 
nothing to add to it. We simply said it was premature 
because no agreement had been reached to hold such a 
meeting. 


Q What have the Mexicans told you when you 
raised the premature with them? 


A I'm not aware of any reaction on the part of 
the Mexicans. 


Q Why do they keeping saying this, then? 


A You'll have to ask the Mexicans that. 
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Q You hear it from the Foreign Minister and 
from their Ambassador to the U.N. They must have some 
reason for saying what they have said? 


A But obviously, I can't speak for them beyond 
giving you what we already have on that subject. 


Q You don't feel you're being railroaded into a 
meeting you don't want to take place? 


A No, no, I wouldn't characterize it that way 
at all. . 


Q Dean, is it possible that there could be an 
announcement by the United States of a meeting with 
Nicaragua this week? 


A I wouldn't want to attach any time frame to 
it. If you said, “Is it possible?" Anything is possible, I 
Suppose. But we will make an announcement if and when any 
such meeting occurs at the appropriate time. And beyond 
that, I can't predict when it will be. 


Q Is the United States working toward agreement 
with Nicaragua right now for such a meeting? 


A Bernie, all I can do is repeat again what we 
have said in the past, and that is that we have conducted 
discussions with the Nicaraguans. We expect that in the 
future, we will also conduct discussions; but I'm just not 
in a position today to indicate when that might take place. 


Q Dean, there was a rumor the end of last week 
that Castaneda may be coming here this coming week. Po you 
have anything on that at all? 

A I have not heard that rumor, Barrie. 

Q On that same .. there were reports that the 
Secretary talked directly with Castaneda after that announ- 
cement by the Mexican Ambassador to the U.N. on Friday. Did 
he talk with Foreign Minister Castaneda about it? 

A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Can you take it? 


A I will look into that, ves. 
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Q Have there been any assurances by all the 
political parties involved in the elections that they'll 
accept the ultimate outcome, say to avoid a coup as hap- 
pened in Guatemala? 


A Any assurances by the parties in El Salvador? 


Q Right. Participating in the elections, that 
they'll accept the results? 


A. I can't confirm of my own knowledge that 
there have been those assurances, but obviously we are hope- 
ful since they participated in the electoral process, unlike 
the guerrillas, that they would in fact be committed to the 
course of democracy upon which they are embarked. 


Q Let's have a filing break. 

A Filing break. 

Q Middle East, please? 

A Let's stick with Central America, if we may, 


before we switch areas. Is there anything further on 
Central America? ; 


Q There have been reports that the United 
States is keeping a kind of stand-offish position from the 
new government in Guatemala. 


Is there anything new on that since the end of the 
week? 


A Let me just say this on those reports: I did 
point out the other day that we have had contacts with 


government officials as well as others outside the govern- 
ment in Guatemala. 


Q Anything else on Guatemala? 


A No. Not unless you have some specific 
question in mind. 


Q How about El Salvador? [Is it the position of 
the United States t*at the leftists did everything thev 
could yesterday to disrupt the elections, and that this was 
kind of their test similar to that which took place over a 
year ago in the so-called final offensive? 
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Or, is there evidence that they may have held off 
Or that there was some confusion? It seemed like Ambassador 
Hinton was saying that we can see that they're doing 
everything they possibly can to disrupt the elections. I 


want to get an idea as to whether that's an official U.S. 
position. 


A I can't speak as to whether the guerrillas 
felt they did everything they possibly could. I would 
simply refer you back to what the Secretary said earlier, 
that it amounted.to a military defeat for the guerrillas 
quite as much as 2 voolitical repudiation. 


Q Is the Administration now endorsing the pro- 
posal by Senators Warner and Nunn and others on eventual 
freeze after there has been substantial reductions in 
nuclear weapons? 


A As the Secretary indicated yesterday, the 
President is expected to address the overall subject of arms 
control later this week, and I have nothing to say that 
would go beyond that at this point. 


Q Let me try, though. Do you find this propo- 
sal or the Hatfield-Kennedy proposal or some of the others 
-- Mathias proposal -- is any one of them particularly con- 
sistent with Administration policy or are they interference? 


A Again, I don't want to make a value judgment 
on this because of the fact that the President will be 
addressing the subject later this week. 


Q Agency TASS has charged that the election in 


El Salvador was a farce and cited an NBC report that 10,000 
ballots went missing. 


What comment does the State Department have about 
that charge? 


A Again, I refer you to what the Secretary 
said. Obviously, we don't consider it a farce but an 
extraordinary demonstration of people's determination to 
cast their votes in difficult circumstances. 


Q A couple of questions on arms for Taiwan. 
Has there been a decision on the part of the Administration 
to accept a time frame on the sale of U.S. arms for Taiwan? 
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A There is no deadline for submission of the 
formal notification to the Congress. We are in regular con- 
tact with concerned members and committees of the Congress 
on this matter, and I do not wish to go into the details of 
those consultations at this time. 


Q Dean, I'm sorry. I'm not sure you were being 
responsive, or maybe my question wasn't usually as articu- 
late as it should have been. 


A Perhaps I misunderstood. I thought you were 
talking about a deadline. 


Q Has the Administration accepted the concept 
of a time frame on the sale of American arms to Taiwan? 


A I thought my response was in response to what 
you asked me. 


Q You talked about a deadline -- 


A I said there was no deadline for submission 
of formal notification. 


Q Are you saying, then, that the Administration 
has accepted the idea of the time frame ‘on sales but has not 
yet agreed on when it would submit the idea formally to Congress? 


A I have no further information I can give you 
on this. 


Q Is Assistant Secretary Holdridge going to 
Peking soon, do you know? 


A No. Not to my knowledge. 


Q Can I try my question again, because maybe -- 
I don't know what's happening here, but maybe you're losing 
me or I'm losing you. Can somebody else ask the same 
question? 


Q Let me intervene here. I think your answer 
a question, "Has the Administration decided to send up 
to une Hill a list of spare parts for Taiwan?" That was 
preliminarily discussed about two months ago. 


A Yes. 
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Q Marvin is asking, in the course of these sen- 
sitive negotiations going on between China and the U.S., has 
the U.S. agreed to a Chinese proposal that there be a fixed 
time frame by which time the U.S. will stop selling arms to 
Taiwan. 


A Then I did misunderstand the thrust of your 
question. I thought it was in the context of the spare 
parts which we have addressed. 


Now on the broader question, again, as the 
Secretary indicated yesterday, the talks with the Chinese 
that we are having are at a sensitive stage, but I don't 
want to comment dDeyond that. 


Q The Secretary was never asked yesterday, 
unfortunately, about that specific issue of the time frame. 


A Other than in the context of the spare parts, 
which I thought your question was addressing, I have no 
further comment. 


Q Could you take the question about whether the 
Administration is entertaining that idea, the Chinese propo- 
sal as a way cf£ getting around the issue at this point? 


A . I prefer to stick with what I just said and 
the overall context of talks with the Chinese. 


Q Can you see the Administration sending a 
delegation to Peking this week or next week to discuss this 
issue? 


4 I can't envision it at this point, so the 
answer is no, I don't anticipate it. 


Q Do you anticipate an announcement by the 


Administration on arms sales to Taiwan over the next couple 
of days? 


A I can't give you any firm information on that 
at this point. 


Q So you can give no firm information on 
whether there's going to be an announcement, but you do not 
anticipate a delegation going to Peking? 


A I am not aware of any plans for a delegation 
to go to Peking. Put it that way. 
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Q Whereas you are not being that committal on 
the possibility of an announcement being made regarding 
sales to Taiwan. 


A As I say, there's no formal deadline for sub- 
mission of formal notification regarding spare parts. 


Q Do you have any scheduled meeting between the 
United States delegates and Chinese delegates on these mat- 
ters again in the next couple of weeks? 


A I'm sorry. Could you repeat the first part? 


Q Yes. Do you have any scheduled meetings be- 
tween the United States side and the Chinese side to get 
together again and discuss this matter? 


a There are no details that I am prepared to 
discuss today on that subject. 


Q In regard to the Middle East, yesterday the 
Secretary mentioned in his interview on NBC that there were 
some Jordanian activities which he said had triggered the 
violent events on the West Bank. 


Do you know what kind -=- what was he referring to? 


a The Secretary's remarks on that subject were 
made in the context of our abhorence of the recent violence 
on the West Bank and our repeated calls on all those who can 
influence the situation to help calm it. 


Q What was he referring to? Why wasn't it 
done in that time frame? 

A Excuse me? 

Q I say, I would have to disagree with you. It 


was made in the context of, I think, that he was asked 
whether the Israeli actions constitute annexation, and he 
Said, no, he thought that was too stark a term in answering, 
and then went on to say that you have to maintain an objec- 
tivity towards this and then cited the fact that there were 


Jordnian activities that helped to trigger what is happening 
right now. 


So, I mean I didn't quite get it in the context of 
an abhorence of violence. 
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A I think what he was suggesting is that, along 
with others, Jordan has an influence on the situation. 


Q But can you be specific about his reference 
to Jordan? Can you sort of flesh out what he was getting at 
there? 


A No. Not beyond what I said. 


Q On this point, I believe a few weeks ago I 
asked you what's the legal status of the occupied terri- 
tories and if the Jordanian Government is right in its own 
terms to express some concern about the life of the people 
in the West Bank, and you said to me in an answer, I 
believe, a couple of days later that since the people in the 
West Bank were carrying Jordanian citizenship prior to the 
war of 1967 and they're still holding that citizenship 
because there was money allocated from Jordan through the 
joint Palestinian-Jordanian Committee which were given to 
the West Bank mayors and the West Bank Communities; and you 
said that is something natural because they still hold 
Jordanian citizenship. 


So yesterday it sounded like to me -=- what I read 
from the text here -- "I think you will recall there were 
some measures taken also by the Government of Jordan which 
tended to trigger the events that we are faced with today,” 
and I think this is a flat blaming, or putting the blame on 
the Jordanians, together with other elements in the area, 
that the violence erupted in the occupied territories, and I 
think this needs explanation, and I believe I will join my 
colleagues here to exhort you more to give us example or 
examples. 


If you consider showing interest in the life of 
people who are still citizens and you told me that this is a 
matter of discussion internationally and Israel is supposed 
to be withdrawn from that territory when you come to auto- 
nomy agreement and other things, that this will trigger some 
hot-headed discussion about why Jordan has to show some 
interest. These are its citizens, so the interest is there. 


So are there other things that you could add or 
examples of triggering the events or the violence that 
Jordan could be blamed with? 

A No. 


(Laughter) 
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Q Do you have any details on the meeting be- 
tween the Secretary and the Egyptian Defense “Minister? 


A I have no details to give you other than if 
such a meeting was held this morning, but I don't have a 
readout that I can give you. I understood that the Defense 
Minister, himself, did meet briefly with members of the 
press after the meeting. 


Q Has there been a U.S. response to the 
Nigerian trade action? 


A The Nigerian trade action? 
Q The import issue. 
A I think I addressed that last Friday. 


0 Nothing since yesterday or last Friday. 
Nothing since then? 


4 The only thing I can give you is in response 
to news reports that oil companies have called the 


Department regarding it, but it's not really addressing your 
question. 


>. 
+ © 


I have nothing new on it. 


Q Do you have anything new on Bangladesh? 
A No. Nothing. 


0 Last week initially when the coup took olace 
the State Department apparently released a statement 
deploring the failure of the constitutional process and 
hoping for a speedy return to democratic rule. 


A We addressed it then. 


0 That appeared to have been pulled, and now 
over the weekend General Ershed, who's the acting martial law 
administrator, said that the United States changed its mind 
about the coup in the early stages of it. 


Can you tell us what he might be referring to or 


whether specifically it's related to that change in the 
guidance? 
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No. I can't speak for him. 
Want to look into it? 
No. We addressed it at the time. 


Thank you, Dean. 


r OF FF DO PF 


You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m. } 
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DPC #51 


TUESDAY, MARCH 30, 1982, 12:21 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a number of 
announcements today. 


First, available in the Press Office are the 
following testimonies: James Buckley, Under Secretary for 
Security Assistance, Science and Technology, before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Human 
Rights and International Organizations. The subject is 
"U.N. Environmental Issues." 


Also, the testimony of John Holdridge, Assistant 
Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, before the 
House Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Governmental 
Operations. The subject is "U.S. Interests in East Asia and 
the Pacific Region.” 


A statement on the EC Council: We are very 
pleased to learn that the EC Council, in its statement issued 
in Brussels today, called for a study together with the 
United States and other interested countries, of issues in 
the East West trade area, including the very important 
question of credits. 


We welcome this decision reached at the highest 
level and look forward to working closely with our allies in 
the coming weeks on reaching a common approach to these 
issues. 


I have a statement on Chester Crocker's trip to 
Angola. Senior Contact Group delegations will be in Luanda 
and Cape Town on April 1 and 2 as part of our efforts to 
bring Phase I of the Namibia negotiations to a close and to 
obtain the agreement of all parties to the negotiation that 
the time is ripe to move ahead to Phase II discussions. 
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The Contact Group team in Luanda will be led by 
Chester A. Crocker, Assistant Secretary for African Affairs, 
and France's Africa Director, Jean Ausseil. That team will 
meet with SWAPO President Sam Nujoma and other SWAPO leaders 
as well as with Angolan officials. 


The Contact Group team will be putting forward a 
new proposal aimed at obtaining agreement by SWAPO and the 
Front-Line States to the constitutional principles proposed 
for Namibia by the Western Five. 


At the same time the Contact Group will be setting 
forth these ideas for concluding Phase I in the capitals of 
the Front-Line States: Zambia, Zimbabwe, Angola, Botswana, 
Mozambique, Tanzania and Nigeria. 


The Contact Group team in Capt Town will be led by 


Sir Leonard Allenson, Assistant Secretary Crocker's counter- 
part at the British Foreign and Commonwealth Office. 


I will be glad to take your questions. 


Q Relative to the Holdridge testimony, what can 


you tell us about an approaching decision on the Taiwan arms 
deal? 


A Nothing. We are, as I said yesterday, in 
discussions with the Chinese. It's a sensitive discussion, 
and I have no comment to offer you. 

Q Where are these discussions taking place? 


Ay Again, I don't want to get into details about 
the nature or venue of the discussions. 


Q Is Holdridge planning a trip to Peking? 
A No. Not to my knowledge. 
Q Can you comment on the Chinese protest note, 
which they've made public now, on March 26 concerning the 


immigration laws? 


A No. I have no comment on that. 


Q Can you acknowledge there was a protest? 
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A No. 


Q Are we going to have a backgrounder or 
readout of any sort on the Buckley mission? 


A I'll have to take that under advisement to 
ascertain precisely what the Under Secretary wants to do. 


Q When you say you have nothing to say on the 
Chinese protest, I missed you on that. You have nothing to 
say -- 

A I have nothing to say on that. 


Q Very short briefing. 


A Well, you all have to go to lunch, I 
understand, anyway. 


Q Do you have any new word on the possibility 
of a meeting in Mexico between U.S. and Nicaraguan 
officials? 


A Nothing beyond what I said yesterday. There 
are no plans for such a meeting at the present time. 


Q Are discussions underway about organizing 
such a meeting? 


A Within the Department you mean? 

Q Between ourselves and the Mexicans? 

A At the present time, I'm not aware of any 
direct discussions with the Mexicans regarding such a 
meeting. 

Q Dean, there's a report that President Reagan 


will ask Congress to approve the sale of arms to Taiwan 
before the Congressional recess in a couple of weeks. 


Do you have anything on that? 
A No. I have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have a readout on El Salvador at this point? 


fy That's a broad subject. Let me start by 
giving you, if I may, the information we have regarding the 
latest vote count. 
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As of very early this morning, with some 750,000 
valid votes tallied and some 1500 of the 4500 voting booths 
yet to be counted, the incomplete results are as follows: 


Christian Democrats: 41%. 

ARENA: 29%. 

National Conciliation Party: 17%. 
Democratic Action: 9%. 

Salvadoran Popular Party: 3%. 
Popular Orientation Party: 1%. 

Did you have any further follow-ups? 


Q Can you give us a readout of Ambassador 
Hinton's meeting or party yesterday? 


A Yes. At a press conference given by some of 
the members of the U.S. observer delegation, that question 
arose, and, as explained at the press conference by those 
members, the Ambassador's luncheon was simply an opportunity 
to get together with representatives of the political par- 
ties whom they had not had a chance to meet during the 
course of their observations. 


It also, of course, underlines our hope that in 
the aftermath of these very successful elections, the 
various political parties of El Salvador will put aside par- 
tisan differences and dedicate themselves to the political 
and economic reform and control of violence which the people 
Of El Salvador have chosen. 


Q When have political parties ever put aside 
their partisan differences? 


A I think in this context it has to do with the 


affirmation of the commitment to political/economic reform, 
human rights, etc. 


Q Is Senator Kassebaum going to be here today? 


A Here in the State Department? 


Q Yes. She said yesterday that they were going 
to report to the Secretary. 
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A There was that possibility, but my 
understanding is that she may report at the White House but 
not necessarily today. 


Q Were you saying that the United States would 
not be able to support a constituent assembly that did not 
Support reforms -- land reform? 


A As the Secretary made clear in his comments 
yesterday, we stated on several occasions the kind of poli- 
cies we'd be prepared to support from whatever government 
emerges from the constituent assembly elections. 


Our support for the basic principles of democratic 
development, social and economic justice is constant, and we 
consider it essential that whatever government emerges be 
committed to these same principles of land reform, the 
creation of democratic institutions, restoration of the rule 
of law, and elimination of human rights abuses by both left 
and right. 


Q And you believe that the ARENA party, for 
example, is dedicated to those principles? 


A I think this question arose yesterday as 
well, and I would only reiterate that what we are committed 
to is a process. We are not talking about support for or 
Opposition to political parties as such. 


Q I wasn't asking you whether you supported it 
Or Opposed it; I was just asking if you think they support 
those principles which you've just laid out. 


A I think that's a question that will have to 
be determined by the future. 


Q If I could just follow that. Could you tell 
us how you would determine the constituent assembly, which 
is brand new and which has essentially the job of rewriting 
the constitution, is for or against human rights -- or has 
been for or against human rights? 


A My understanding about precisely how the 
constituent assembly will function is vague. We anticipate 
that, among other things, they will address the question of 
revising or rewriting the constitution, they are likely to 
choose an interim president, and we anticipate further that 
they will look toward the scheduling of presidential elec- 
tions at some point in the future. 
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Again, I would emphasize our commitment to the 
process here, which we have consistently advocated, and 
suggest to you that the constituent assembly must determine 
itself precisely how it goes about hopefully fulfilling the 
process that we advocate. 


Q So there will be a period in which the United 
States will watch this constituent assembly to see what its 
track record is? Is that correct? They won't go by what's 
been done in the past. 


A Obviously, we will be influenced by the com- 
mitment of whatever government emerges in El Salvador to the 
principles which we have consistently maintained underline 
our policy toward that country. 


Q If I could just ask one technical question: 
Is Major D‘Aubuisson currently permitted to enter the United 
States? 


A My understanding is that his U.S. visa was 
invalidated in 1980. I'm not in a position today to give an 
answer on what would be the response if he were to request 
permission to enter. 


Q Why was it invalidated? 


A I'll have to look into that. I don't have 
the precise reasons for that action. 


Q Was that done by Ambassador White? 
A I don't know. 


Q In that same respect, the State Department 
said last year on the record that he was ineligible for a 
visa because it was determined that his presence here would 
be prejudicial to the interests of the United States, and 
then they listed a number of things of which he had been 
accused. 


On March 4 you were asked if the United States 
continued to hold that view, and the answer was, “We have 
seen nothing to cause us to change it.” 


Have you seen anything since March 4, 1981, to 
cause you to change that view? 
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A Again, let me refer you to what I said in the 
event that Major D‘Aubuisson seeks to enter the United 
States. I‘m not in a position to -- 


Q Has he applied for a visa? 


A I do not know. If he has, I'm not aware of 
it. 


Q Does the United States Government possess any 
evidence of any kind that would tie him to the murders of 
either Archbishop Romero in 1980 or one of the leaders of 
the PCN party last January, Rafael Rodriguez Gonzales? 


A I'm not aware of any such evidence. 
Q Could you take that question? 


Q The reason he asked, former Ambassador White 
said on television that there was some evidence. 


A Yes, I know. I'm fully aware of what former 
Ambassador White said. 


Q He was killed on the first day of the elec- 
tions. He was the head of the PCN party which is now 
thinking of going into a coalition with him. There's a 
question of intimidation here, which made -- 


A Yes. There's also a question of so-called 
evidence. Without committing myself to providing you with 
an answer, let me look into the subject, and, if there's 
anything I can say about it, I will. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Why don't we have a filing break? 
A Filing break. 


Q Dean, could I go back to those vote totals 
just a minute? 


A Sure. 


Q Out of that 750,000, how many were not valid 
-- were above that number -- how many were declared 
null? 


A According to information we have, there were 
some 28,000 abstentions and 3,200 challenged votes. 


Q Well, the FBIS total that was listed this 
morning listed almost a third of the total vote -- over 
140,000 as not valid, for one reason or another. 


i A hundred forty thousand? 


Q Out of 500,000 votes, it listed 140,000 as not 
valid. 


A I've not seen those figures. 


Q Would you have any way to account for what 
may be a large number of apparently invalid votes? 


A No, I would not; but I would reiterate the 
figures I just gave you on the numbers. My understanding is 
that these numbers are correct and that they came from the 
Central Electoral Council. 


Q Dean, does the United States Government have 
a plan or does it have some suggestions which it's offering 
as to how some elements of the far left might be enticed 
into participating in the election process in El Salvador? 


ay No, we don't. That is a subject, I think, 
that ought properly be addressed by the Salvadoran political 
parties themselves; and our position on that, just to 
reiterate, is that we feel that it would be inappropriate to 
have such discussions <= or negotiations, if you will -- 
between the guerrillas and the government for the purpose of 
power-sharing. 


If the guerrillas want to lay down their arms and 
take part in discussions and dialogue with the political 
parties in El Salvador within the context of the electoral 
process, then we would welcome it. 
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Q Obviously, we don't have any ideas as to how 
we might offer them security in the event that they wanted to 
lay down their arms and participate. 


A No, and I would suggest that we don't see 
ourselves as playing any kind of mediating role in this pro- 
cess. It is up to the Salvadoran people themselves. 


Q By the process of economic reform, do you 
mean retention of the nationalization of the banking system 


and exports and implementation of the next phase of land 
reform? 


A I'm not in a position to be precise in 
defining what is meant by the term “economic reform." 
It obviously encompasses land reform, but beyond that I 
don't have any specific information I can give you. 


Q Assuming that is the definition of the term 


A Let's not assume that. 


Q Well, a majority of the voters apparently 
have voted for parties that reject the next phase of the 
land reform and want to roll back some of the economic reforms. 
Doesn't that fact mean that U.S. policy is at variance with 
the wishes of the Salvadoran people? 


4 Not necessarily. 
Q What do you mean? 
a I don't accept your assumptions. I think 


it's entirely premature to make those assumptions at this 
point. 


Q Well then, does the State Department favor 
implementation of the next phase of the land reform? 


a I said I'm not going to be more specific than 
to say that we have continued to advocate land reform as a 
general proposition. 


Q Do you support or oppose the nationalization 
of the banking system and the nationalization of the 
exports? 

A I have no comment I can give you on that. 

Q Dean, do we have any idea of what the total 


number of eligible voters were for this election? 
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A Total number of eligibles? Maybe somebody 
can help me on that. I'm not sure. 


STAFF: 1.4 million. 


A 1.4 million? The Embassy's estimate was 1.4 
million. 


Q That is, of Salvadorans over the age of 18. 
a Eligible to vote, yes. 


Q In a population of at least four and a half 
million, only 1.4 -- 


A I don't think it's that large, is it -- four 


million? 

Q I want to go to the -- I don't understand; I 
hate to be using up time, but I love that. (Laughter. ) 

A Oh, never mind. I'm not in any rush. 

Q It would be very interesting to find out what 


the statistical base was for this election so that we can 
get some idea of the percentage of eligible voters who did 
actually vote when the votes are finally finished. 


aA I already gave you the figures of 750,000, 
and I pointed out that about one-third of the vot ing-booths 
votes are still to be counted. 


Q No. I mean just when that's all finished, can we 
get an idea of how many eligible voters we think there were 
-- sO we get an idea of the percentage of the number who 
voted? That's all. There's nothing in your answer right 
now, I don't think, about that. 


A I did say according to the Embassy estimates 
there were 1.4 million eligible voters. 


Q Is this an official U.S. Government estimate? 


K This is what I'm told, yes -- the Embassy 
estimate. 


Q Can we switch to the Middle East? 


A Yes. 


Q One more on El Salvador? 
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A Yes. 


Q Yesterday you said that you didn't think the 
elections were a farce. One of the specific charges on the 
election was that there was no mechanism for preventing 
people from voting a multiple number of times. Do you have 
any information on that? 


4 My understanding is to the contrary -- that 
there was, indeed, a mechanism for preventing that kind of 
abuse. 


Also, I would refer you to the comments of the 
various observers -- not just from this country but to other 
countries as well -- and, to my knowledge, unanimously they 
praised the election as being not only an opportunity for an 
overwhelming number of people to cast their votes but that 
it was very free and very fair. 


Q Dean, is the U.S. still volunteering its good 
offices for these contacts between the six participants in 
the election and the rebels on a political basis? You said 
we don't see ourselves as a mediator, yet the U.S. force 
said it was willing to facilitate this kind of dialogue. Is 
there any change on that? 


4 If it could be helpful. I suppose within the 
context of the electoral process I referred to earlier, yes, 
I suppose we might be willing to be helpful; but essentially 
we regard this as a matter for the Salvadoran people 
themselves. 


Q Could I change the subject to the Middle 
East? Do you have anything on the West Bank today? 


a The situation on the West Bank appears 
somewhat improved over that which prevailed last week. 
However, we understand that sporadic demonstrations, strikes 
and violent incidents are still occurring, though at a 
lower level. We continue to hope that all those in a posi- 
tion to do so will exert their best efforts to calm the 
situation. 


I'm sorry, did you have a follow-up? 
Q On a different subject within the Middle 


East, anything on Iranian victories over Iragi forces? 
I have reports to that effect. 


a We have closely followed reports. Really, I 
basically have no comment on the stories that you are 
referring to. 
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Q You don't? 


A I say that we are closely following those 
reports, but I basically have no comment on then. 


Q Dean, On the statement you made on Namibia, 
what's the difference between Phase I and Phase II -- the 
talks on Namibia? 


A Let me refer you to the past guidance on 
that rather than have me trying to define the specific differences. 


Q Can you say anything about the new proposal 
that's going to be put forward to the leader of SWAPO? 


A No, not in detail. 
Q Can you say anything at all about it? 
A No, no; not in any detail. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on the visit of Egyptian 
Defense Minister Abu Ghazala? I know he met with Veliotes 
on FPriday. 


4 He also has seen the President, the Vice 
President, Secetary Haig; and I understand he will be seeing 
Deputy Secretary of Defense Frank Carlucci and other 
Pentagon officials today. And, furthermore, we understand 
he will be meeting with senior members of the Congress. 


Among the subjects discussed were regional 
security issues, the peace process and the Egyptian-American 
bilateral relationship. 


Q Dean, when the Egyptian Minister came out of 
the White House he expressed the Egyptian concern regarding 
the possible effect of the events on the West Bank on the 
peace process and said that it's reflecting instability all 
around the area. Do you have anything to say from your side 
after hearing the Egyptian assessment of the situation and 
its effect? 


A No. We've given you, on a daily basis for 
the past week or ten days, our assessment of the situation; 
and the Defense Minister of Egypt obviously was addressing 
that subject from his perspective. 


Q Do you know how long he's going to stay in 


town? 
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A I'm sorry, I do not. 


Q There was a report in FBIS that Israeli 
Defense Minister Ariel Sharon is going to propose to the 
Israeli Knesset, the parliament, that the settlers in Judea 
and Samara -- which is the West Bank; it's the biblical name 
for it -- 


A Right. 


Q -- will be able to carry weapons and to 
serve as reserve-duty personnel. 


Due to the fact that there were clashes last week 
and the settlers were involved and, you know, actual 
violence, what's the State Department position on this 
matter, if you want to take this question? 


A I'll have to look into that. I've not seen 
that report. 


Q Do you have anything on Peking's protest to 
the United States over the U.S. granting Taiwan a separate 
immigration quota? 

A No, I have no comment on that. 


Q Well, I understand Peking delivered a formal 
note to the U.S. Embassy in Peking on this subject. 


A Yes. 

Q What's the U.S. response? 

A I have none. 

Q Back to El Salvador, since 4 majority of the 
voters have rejected the party that is identified with the 
land reform program, why does the U.S. make its support for 
the new Salvadoran Government. dependent on continued support 
for that land reform program? 


fy We like to be consistent with our principles. 


Q Even if they conflict with the wishes of the 
Salvadoran people? 
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A That's for the future to determine. I'm not. 
going to try to prejudge the future course of whatever 
government may emerge in El Salvador. 


Q Could I just go back for a moment to your 
guidance? Do you know by any chance how many voters these 
1500 election districts represent? 


4 I'm sorry, I don't. I don't have a more pre- 
cise breakdown than that. 


Q And one last question. Do you have a projec- 
tion of these percentages within the possible seats, by any 
change, in the constituent assembly? 


A Nothing beyond what I've read in the press. 
Q Yes. 
A I don't have a different estimate than that. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:47 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #52 


THURSDAY, APRIL 1, 1982, 12:24 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements today. 


Available after 2:00 p.m. today will be the 
testimony of James Buckley, the Under Secretary for Security 
Assistance, Science and Technology, before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International Security 
and Scientific Affairs. The subject is "Worldwide Security 
Assistance and Arms Transfer Policy." 


A statement of the attack on the Israeli Embassy 
building in Paris: We condemn the terrorist attack yester- 
day involving machine gun fire directed at the Israeli 
Embassy annex in Paris, but we are relieved that no one was 
injured. 


I shall be happy to take your questions. 


Q Any comments on the attack on the U.S. 
Embassy in Guatemala? 


it The attack took place a little after 7:00 
p.m. The attackers, passing in two vehicles, strafed the 
Embassy with automatic weapons fire and launched a rocket- 
propelled grenade at the building. There was little damage 
and no injuries. 


No one has claimed responsibility for the attack 
to the best of our knowledge. 


Q Do you have anything on the various reports 
about Brezhnev and his hospitalization or illness? 


A Simply that we have seen the reports, and we 
have no confirmation of them. 


Q That he is even in the hospital? 
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A That is correct, 


9) Are we going to get some confirmation? Is 
there likely to be something you'll have to say at any point 
about this? 


A All I can add to it is that we are, 
obviously, aware of the rumors, but we can't confirm or deny 
them without any confirmation. 


Q There are reports that the father of this 
young Soviet boy who's been granted asylum here -- Walter 
Polavcek -- the father has been granted a visa to come to 
the United States. 


Do you know if that's the case, and why has he 
requested to come, and why was he granted a visa? 


A I'm sorry. I've not heard those reports. 
I'll have to look into that. 


Q Has Argentina asked the United States to 
mediate between the United Kingdom and Argentina in its 
conflict for the Falkland or Malvinas Islands? 


A I can't confirm that Argentina has asked us 
to mediate. We have been in close touch with both the 
Argentine and British Governments. The reported buildup of 
naval forces in the region is a matter of concern to us, but 
I have nothing further on the subject at this time. 


Q Do you have any confirmation for these 
reports of a buildup of forces there? 


a I acknowledged that there was a reported 
buildup, but I can't go beyond that at this time. 


Q Did the U.K. detach some of its ships from 
the NATO maneuvers presently going on near the Caribbean to 
go down to Argentina, or to go down to that area? 


A I have no further information I can give you 
on that at this time. 


Q Do you have any press guidance this morning 
on the Administration's attitude toward the coalition 
government now being formed in El Salvador? 
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A Yes. I can offer you something on that. 
First, I think we ought to recognize that, although there 
have been a number of public statements by various 
Salvadoran political figures, the possible composition of a 
new provisional government is far from resolved. 


I can't be any more definitive from this podium at 
this point on what is essentially an internal Salvadoran 
process. But, as we've indicated previously, it continues 
to be our hope that in the aftermath of these very success- 
ful elections, the various political parties of El Salvador 
will put aside partisan differences and dedicate themselves 
to the objectives of political and economic reform and 
control of violence for which the people of El Salvador have 
so clearly spoken. 


I would further note that we look for a government 
which can both credibly and effectively implement those 
policies which we have supported in El Salvador and which we 
expect to be able to support in the future. 


Q And if you don't get that government? 


A The President addressed this in his press 
conference last night. I have nothing to add to what he 
said. 


Q The PCN party, which was going to be 
the decider as to which coalition may form, has indicated 
that they don't think that the presidential election should 
be held for at least a couple of years, possibly as many as 
three, because, in the words of its secretary, the 
Salvadoran people are tired of elections. That's what he 
said. 


A Tired of elections? 
Q And politics, he said, too. 


A Some of the voters had to walk many miles to 
cast their ballots. 


Q Well, they don't want to do it too quickly, I 
think. But what would be our attitude with respect to a 
delay of two to three years for a presidential election? 


Ay I have heard those predictions before. It 
seems to me that this is essentially a decision that has to 
be made by the political parties themselves as to timing of 
any future elections. 











gn 


VEC asst Tied TOr PuDIICcCation In American Forel 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





We have consistently said that we regard the elec- 
tion held last Sunday as the first step in a democratic pro- 
cess which we anticipate will continue. 


Q Could I return to Argentina for a minute? 
Ambassador Shlaudeman met with the Foreign Minister, Costa 
Mendez, in Buenos Aires the day before yesterday. Was he 
expressing concern with the naval buildup, or was he express- 
ing concern about the 400 people being held after the mass 
demonstration? 


A I'm sorry. I don't have any information on 
that meeting. 


Q Could you take the question? 
A I will be glad to look into it. 


Q Do you have anything on the demonstration 
that took place in Buenos Aires? 


A We don't have much information beyond what 
has been reported in the press, but we understand that an 
Argentine Government spokesman said that there were about 
400 people still being detained as of last evening. 


At this point we don't know if they have been 
released, but we have been in touch with our Embassy 
regarding the status of those who have been detained. 


Q A couple of days ago you made, I think, 
essentially the same statement in this appeal: That the 
political parties in El Salvador put aside partisan dif- 
ferences in the composition of the government. 


Has the United States seen anything that would 
Suggest that that in fact is taking place? 


a We are obviously hopeful that this will take 
place, and, because we think it's premature to speculate on 
the outcome of the composition of the government or of the 
coalition, if you will, we have no reason to abandon our 
hopes that that will occur. 


Q Do you see from your point of view any 
contradiction by making an appeal, putting aside partisan 
differences, that the U.S. in effect is repudiating the 
results of the election? 


~Veclassifieag for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A No. On the contrary, we feel that the elec- 
tion called for precisely that kind of approach to the con- 
tinuation of the democratic process that the election on 
Sunday so effectively highlighted. 


Q Ray Prendes said the other day that, if the 
Christian Democrats had to go into the opposition, words to 
the effect of "God help the country.” 


Do you have any thoughts on that about how 
severely that -- whether or not that would damage the 
Ongoing democratic process? 


A Again, I would want to emphasize that it is 
the process itself that we are most interested in as opposed 
to parties and personalities who are part of that process, 
and we feel that that process is best served by the parties 
themselves negotiating, talking with each other, in the 
efforts to form a government. 


Q Could you envision so large a group as the 
Christian Democrats in the opposition? 


A Could I envision it? 
Q Yes. That possibility. 


Q I don't really want to comment on what may be 
the outcome or may not be the outcome of the discussions 
among the various political parties. 


I would only reiterate that we're hopeful that 
whatever government is formed continues to adhere to the 
principles which we have consistently advocated or proposed 
be followed in El Salvador. 


Q Is the United States a party to those 
discussions among the political parties? 


a We've had discussions with members of the 
various parties, yes, but it is in the context of empha- 
sizing that hope that the democratic process will be adhered 
to, and that the principles of economic/political reform, 
control of human rights abuses, be pursued. 


Q How actively are you participating in those 
discussions? Can you give us a reading on what degree? 
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A I think it was reported that Ambassador 
Hinton hosted a lunch of many of the political leaders, par- 
ticularly those that he did not know well, after the 
election. 


Q But beyond that, what are we doing day to 
day? 


A There have been other discussions, but, 
again, I would emphasize that it was for the purpose that I 
just described. 


Q Do you have any comment on the observations 
of Ambassador Toon concerning the quality of the ambassa- 
dorial appointments of this Administration? 


A I of course noted Ambassador Toon's remarks. 
Obviously, we disagree with them. If the President didn't 
think his ambassadors were qualified, he would not have 
appointed them in the first place, and that applies to both 
career and to non-career appointees. 


Q Anything today on future meetings between the 
United States and Nicaragua or the United States and Cuba? 


A No. There's nothing I can announce to you 
today to provide any details. 


Q Are discussions Ongoing about arranging such 
meet ings? 


4 I am not aware of any current discussions 
with either of the two countries regarding future meetings 
at this particular time. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, do you have anything on the possibility 
of a delegation going to China? 


A No. No, there are no plans for a delegation 
to go to China. 


Q No fresh guidance on the Taiwan question, the 
Spare parts sale? 


A No, nothing beyond what I've said before. 


Q The state of relations with Guatemala? 

4 The two governments have exchanged notes 
expressing the desire to maintain friendly relations. This 
is a routine, normal process. Our Aadassilor hes .ve vith 


the new Guatemalan Government officials, including both the 
leadership and members of the Cabinet. 


Q Does this mean that we recognize this as the 
legitimate government of Guatemala? 


on As I think we indicated before, the issue of 
diplomatic recognition does not really arise. 


Q Is it just “business as usual" now? 


rN I would characterize the talks as friendly and 
concerning matters of mutual concern, but I don't want to go 
into further details at this time. 


Q Last week, you were saying that the situation 
was murky, and that you were watching it carefully to deter- 
mine the significance of the coup. Is the situation any 
clearer this week than it was last week? 


My I think when I made that characterization, 
the coup was in such early days that we felt it 
inappropriate or imprudent to try to go beyond what we had 
said. What I did say is that we have now had communication 
with the senior officials, and to that extent, I suppose I 
would agree that it is clarified somewhat. 


Q But you have no judgment on the key question 
of human rights performance or future elections, and so 
forth? 


A I have no judgment I can offer you today. 


Q Have we acquired any additional evidence as 
to whether or not the March 7 elections were fraudulent? 
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a No, nothing further I can offer. 


Q Dean, do you have any statement there in con- 
nection with the President's comments last night on whether 
the Soviets have a definite margin of superiority in nuclear 
weapons with the United States? I mean that statement was 
much more definitive-sounding than previous statements by 
this Administration which talked more of trends or to pre- 
vent this from happening; but I've never seer it so boldly 
stated. I just wondered whether there was any modification 
of that or any elaboration. 


Ay What the President actually said was that the 
Sovie=s have a margin of superiority. 


Q He said "a definite margin.” 


4 All right. But as we have repeatedly 
stressed, we are concerned about the development of a large 
Soviet force of intermediate range missiles, about the 
vulnerability of our land-based missile force, and about the 
long-time momentum of Soviet nuclear weapons deployments. 


The President's strategic modernization program is 
designed to correct these deficiencies in order to sustain 
the credibility of our deterrent strategy. The President's 
program is necessary not only to reverse these unfavorable 
trends, but to provide incentives to the Soviet Union to 
negotiate seriously on significant and verifiable reductions 
to equal levels in the forces of both sides. 


Q Can we get that, please? 
A Yes. 
Q On that same question, is there any modifica- 


tion of the statement that the Soviets can absorb an 
American nuclear attack, and then hit back at us? 


A As I have indicated, the President was 
referring to our concern that the Soviets’ new, large inter- 
continental ballistic missiles have the capability to 
destroy a large fraction of our systems, a capability we do 
not possess. Thus, they could absorb a U.S. retaliatory 
attack on their land-based missiles, and still have the 
capability to use their remaining ICBMs to again strike the 
United States. 
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Q Dean, also on the President's news con- 
ference, he alluded last night to violations of the 1962 
Kennedy-Khruschev agreements on Cuba. Have any of those 
violations taken place during the time of the Reagan 
Administration? If so, what were they? 


A No, not to my knowledge. And I think the 
President was addressing this in a somewhat hypothetical 
context. 


Q Yes. That was in reference to the possibi- 
lity of putting nuclear weapons in there now. 


A Right. 


Q But he did say that there had been, he 
thought, other previous violations of that agreement. We 
know about some of them over the years, but I'm wondering if 
there have been any since he took office. 


A No. To my knowledge, there have been none. 
I believe the President was addressing previous such allega- 
tions in the past. 


Q We don't consider the new MIG-23s there viola- 
tions of that agreement? 


My We have addressed that in the past, and I 
just have nothing to add to it. 


Q Dean, One point on this “margin of 
superiority." Former definitions such as equivalence 
in strategic strength between the two superpowers, are they 
now superceded by this? This seems to go a clear step 
beyond that. Is that the intent of the Administration? Is 
that what you want to do? 


A This, of course, is what the President said, 
and my statement was intended to amplify on what he said 
last night, so we obviously stand by it. 


Q So that in the three areas -- the inter- 
mediate range missiles, which are clear; the vulnerability 
of the ICBM force; and the long-term trends -=- that 
indicates to you, in sum, that the Soviet Union now has a 
margin of superiority across the board, or just in these 
three areas? And I'm really addressing the larger question 
of whether both forces are still regarded as equivalent forces 
Or one is now in the ascendency. 
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A Marvin, I just don‘t want to get into any 
further details or greater refinement of what the President 
had to say last night. 


Q Dean, On the Middle East, do you have a 
readout or comment on the results of the visit of Defense 
Minister Abu Ghazala of Egypt? 


A I have nothing new on this today. I thought 
we -- Well, we didn't brief yesterday. I think we have 
some information available which we will be glad to give you 
on the visit. 


Q You will post it or -- 
STAFF: No, I'll get it for you. 


Q Another question, do you have any comment on 
the announcements of the meetings in Tunisia of Arab State 
officials there who called on Egypt to recall their Camp 
David Accords? 


rz No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Dean, also on the Middle East, do you have 
anything on these reports of Iranian victories against the 
Iragis? 


My We have followed the reports coming from both 
sides, including official statements. We ourselves do not 
have comment to offer on the state of the current fighting. 


As we have said on many occasions -- most recently 
on March 17 -- the United States supports responsible inter- 
national efforts to bring the fighting to an end and the 
parties to negotiations. We consider a peaceful settlement 
reaffirming the independence and territorial integrity of 
both countries to be essential to the security and the well- 
being of the region. 


The international community should, therefore, be 
sensitive to and supportive of opportunities to promote an 
urgent settlement. 


Q Dean, what is the State Department comment on 
whether the mayors of the West Bank were appointed or 
elected by the Palestinians under occupation? 


Do you still stand by your statement from last. 
week in expressing sorrow about their dismissal by the 
Israel occupation authority? 
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A Oh, yes. Of course, I do. 


Q Do you believe that they were appointed or 
that they were elected in a democratic election under 
Israeli occupation? 


A They were elected. I presume you are 
referring to what the President said on the subject last night. 
I think he was talking about it in the context of the 
Israeli machinery, if you will, or framework of electing the 
mayors. 


Q Another question on the Middle East, which follows: 
Israel's chief rabbi was in Washington, and he delivered a 
message to President Reagan. In the AP wire service story 
which is starting some concern in my mind, he said that 
Israel will go to war if necessary to prevent the creation 
of an independent Palestinian state on the West Bank of the 
Jordan River. He said that he speaks on behalf of Prime 
Minister Begin, that the situation is causus belli, a legi- 
timate cause Of war. 





Working on the premise of all your statements 
about calling for restraint, and no inflammatory statements 
coming out from the area, in order to cool the area, will 
you comment on such rhetoric that is coming out from offi- 
Cials who are representatives of the Israeli Government? 


A No, I don't wish to comment on what the chief 
rabbi said. Obviously, the Israeli opposition to the 
creation of an independent Palestinian state is nothing new. 
But I have no comment specifically in response to his 
remarks. 


The Golan Heights <= anything on that today? 


Q 
y On the Golan Heights? 
Q Yes. 

A 


No, I have nothing new on that. 


Q Today was the first day that the residents of 
the Heights were supposed to be carrying Israeli I.D.s, and 
apparently the Israelis had said they were going to lift the 
blockade around thé villages, and allow the journalists in. 
According to press reports today, they have not lifted the 
roadblocks, so nobody knows what is going on up there, and 
the strike is still continuing. 
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Could you check into that to see if -- 


Mh I'll be glad to check into it. I just have 
no information on it at the moment. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on the whereabouts 
of Robert. Vesco? 


a No, I don't. 
Q There are reports that he is in Costa Rica. 


A I am aware of those reports, but there is no 
confirmation of it. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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, qDPC 253 
t Pe e 
FRIDAY, APRIL 2, 1982, 12:25 P.M. . 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. 


One announcement: Available in the Press Office is 
the testimony of Richard R. Burt, Director, Bureau of 
Politico-Military Affairs, before the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on International and Scientific 
Affairs. 


I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, can you tell us about what -the United 
States is doing in the Falkland Islands' affair? Also, does 
the United States recognize British sovereianty or just 
British administration over these islands? 


A I think that we have issued some statements 

before. Let me repeat our position on what has happened 
there. We've made clear that we deplore the use of force by 
the Government of Argentina to resolve this dispute. We have 
called on Argentina to cease immediately the hostilities and 
to withdraw its military forces from the Falkland Islands. 
We are continuing to work both bilaterally and in multi- 
lateral fora, such as the U.N., to obtain a cessation of 
hostilities and withdrawal. I think the White House has 
addressed certain aspects of this question as well. 


I don't have anything for vou at the moment on the 
%.S. position on the sovereignty. I'll try and get that for 
you. 


Q What about administration? 
A Administration? 
Q That is to say, does the U.S. recognize 


British administration of the Falkland Islands? 


fh Again, let me draw that into the answer that I 
will get for you. 


0 What is the name of these islands? How does 
the United States refer to these islands? 





t 
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A I'm not going to get into the issue which 
you are trying to draw out here. 


Q Wait. Do you have guidance which refers to 
those islands other than "those islands in the South 
Atlantic"? (Laughter) 


A I'm not going to get -- 
Q That's a specific question. It's either yes or no. 
A I'm not going to let you draw conclusions 
about our position from the way we refer to the islands. 
Q Alan, aves this come under NATO in any way? 
A Does it come under NATO? I'm not aware that 


it comes under NATO. 


Q Are we obligated to the British in any way 
under the terms of the NATO Treaty with reference to these 
islands? 


A I think NATO has a very specific frame of 
reference. 


Q What about the converse of that, are we obli- 
gated to the Argentinians? There was some mention of 
something about the Rio Treaty today. Wat does that involve? 
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4 Who mentioned the Rio Treaty? 

Q I heard that on the radio a couple of hours 
ago. 

4 I think I prefer not to get into the Rio 
Treaty. 

Q Can you take a question? 

A No, I will not take a question. 

Q Alan, do we have any U.S. military personnel 


On those islands? And do we have any military assets, naval 
ships, et cetera, in the region? 
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A I can't answer your last question. ,in, fact, I 
really can't answer the first question either. Ivrefer you 
to the Defense Department. I can say -- 


Q Alan, they referred me here. 


A I don't have anything on naval deployments or 
military deployments. That's not ours. I will say there are 
five American citizens with nine dependents registered in our 
Embassy in Buenos Aires as resident in the Falklands. We 
know of one other, and there may be a few more Americans 
there. We're still checking at this time, and we have no 
information on the status of those Americans. We have told 
the Argentine Government of our concern for the welfare of 
those Americans. 


Q None of them are there in an official 
capacity? 


A I'm not aware of the capacity that they are 
there at all. 


Q Where did you say the dependents were that 
were on "those islands?" 


A You could take Lobe out and string him up. 
(Laughter) 


Q Which island in the Islands? 

A I have no idea. 

Q You don't know which island? 

A I have no idea. 

Q You said five U.S. citizens, plus nine depen- 


dents, is that right? 


A Yes. Plus we know of one other who is not 
registered. We're still checking on others. It's volun- 
tary to register. 


Q The Administration made, in the last few 
months, a great effort in Congress to eliminate the restric- 
tions that used to.apply to Argentina. The first thing that 
the Argentinian Government does after these restrictions are 
eliminated is to take over the territory of an old ally of 
the United States. Does it in any way embarrass you? 


A I'm not going to try to characterize it. 
tI think we have addressed our concerns on this issue. 
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Q Alan, what is it about this particular dispute 


that would make the President of the United States devote so 
much personal attention to it? 


A I think that the concern here is over the 
dispute arising between two countries we would prefer not to 
see have a dispute; there is the potential loss of life. 

We don't know if there has been loss of life in this 
situation already. 


Q Why are these citizens registered in Buenos 
Aires instead of London? 


A I don't Know. It's probably because that's 
the nearest place, and they probably go through Buenos Aires 
to get there. 


Q You call for the withdrawal of the Argentinian 
forces. What steps are you going to take to see that 
withdrawal take place? 


Also, there is supposedly a British fleet steaming 
towards the Falkland Islands. Will you take any steps to 
discourage some greater form of contact down there? 


A I don't have anything to say beyond what I've 
said on this. In terms of future steps, as I indicated, we 
are continuing to work both bilaterally and multilaterally to 
try to bring about a cessation of hostilities and withdrawal. 
Obviously, we have encouraged in the past the peaceful 
resolution of this issue. 


Q Is the U.S. position one of neutrality in this 
dispute? 


A We're getting back to the same question that 
was asked before, Bernie. I simply don't have an answer for 
you at this point. 


Q You don't have an answer on that? 


A I don't think, in terms of the dispute, it's a 
question of neutrality other than to say that we hope that 
there can be withdrawal and a peaceful settlement. 


In terms of the issue of sovereignty, I said I'm 
going to have to get you an answer on that. 








° -s 
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Q I'm not asking you on sovereignty or. ae ¢ 
administration; I'm talking on the dispute, is the U.S. posi- 
tion one of neutrality? 


A I don't have a particular view to offer you. 


Q Can you go into any background on the diplomatic 
steps that were taken preceding today? In other words, had 
the United States asked Argentina specifically not to do what 
it did? 


POL A ARGC 


A I don't have a history to give you, Bernie, and 
I don't think we would get into the question of discussions 
of that sort. 


Q Alan, the Security Council has been called now, 
I understand, to a meeting to discuss this problem. Will you 
support the resolution that calls for the withdrawal of 
Argentinian troops? 


A Let me say that the Security Council has met in 
formal session this morning to debate the British complaint 
against Argentina. As I've indicated, we've told the 
Government of Argentina earlier that we dep’wre the use of 
force to resolve the dispute, and called on Argentina to 
cease hostilities and withdraw its military forces from the 
Falkland Islands. 


The United States strongly supports the statement of 
the President of the U.N. Security Council made on behalf of 
the Council on April l, and we fully endorse the Council's 
call for the exercise of restraint and for the continuation 
of the search for a diplomatic solution. 
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Q Isn't the call for withdrawal taking sides? 


A I think it's a part of the effort to bring 
about a peaceful solution of this at this juncture. 


Q What has been Secretary Haig's involvement in 
this matter, last night, today? 


A I don't want to specify what has been his 
involvement in this question. 


Q What has been the U.S. position on the Falkland 
Islands prior to this dispute? You say you have nothing to 
give us on either sovereignty or administration; but what has 
been the U.S. approach to this? Has it simply ignored the 
Palkland Islands or the dispute, or what? 
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A I think that gets back, Bernie, to the same 
question that I said I am going to have to look into for you. 


Q Alan, has the President spoken with Mrs. 
Thatcher about this? 


A I'm not aware of that. I think that was 
addressed by the White House, and I would ask you to check 
with them. 


Q Do any American oil companies hold leases 
either on-shore or off-shore in the Falklands area? 

A I have no information on that. 

Q We have the Commander of U.S. Naval Operations 


in Buenos Aires right now, Admiral Heyward. Has the State 
Department suggested to him that he depart in view of this 
situation, or has there been any communication between him 
and the State Department? 


A I don't have any information on it. 


Q Is the United States likely to ask any other 
allies to become involved as a mediator in this situation? 


A I don't want to get into specifics. Obviously, 
we're working, in part, in cooperation with the effort at the 
U.N., which involves a whole range of countries. 


Q Is Secretary Haig, or anyone on down, meeting 
with the Argentine Ambassador or the British representative 
here today? Do you have anything on that? 


A I think you have to assume that there have been 
communications through a variety of channels, and I would 
certainly not exclude that channel. But I don't want to go 
into the specifics of our communication beyond what has been 
said about the President and his telephone call. 


Q You can't say if anything is to be placed on 
the Secretary's schedule for a meeting with any of these 
people today? 


As I'm not aware of anything at this point, but I 
can't tell you that that won't happen. 


Q The head of the Conservative Caucus has 
announced plans to promote the restoration of the Monroe 
Doctrine as the basis for American policy in Latin America, 








t 4, 
\ ¢, 
— according to Howard Phillips. What is the State Department's 


3 position on the Monroe Doctrine? And if it considers the 
Monroe Doctrine valid, would our position in this dispute 
take place within that context? 


A I don't have a position to articulate to you 
about the Monroe Doctrine. I don't think I care to -- 


Q Is there a State Department position? 


A I'm not aware there is a particular State 
Department position. 


Q Alan, the use of force by Argentina -- and the 
United States opposes that use of force; deplores it -- would 
that then jeopardize any possibility of a future or ongoing 
military assistance program to Argentina? 


A That is speculative at this point, and I'm just 
not prepared to address it. 


Q Without specific reference to this, does the 
use of American arms in a situation other than strict 
national defense preclude further U.S. military assistance? 


A I think that one would have to look at the 
terms of the agreement which, in standard terms, it depends 
on the interpretation of what has been done, what is being 
done, and whether American arms are used, and so on. We go 
back to what happened last summer, in terms of what happened 
in another region of the world, there could be an inference. 
But I just don't have anything for you in this instance, and 
I think it is premature to try and make those kinds of 
judgments. 
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Q Are we re-examining our policy toward Argentina 
at all, in light of what we've said their improving their 
human rights policy since they've gone in and invaded the 
Falkland Islands? Is there any re-thinking of our policy 
toward Argentina going on right now? 


A I think our effort right now is to work on this 
specific problem. 


Q Wouldn't that cause a reexamination of that 





policy? 


A Again, I think our effort right now is to look 
at the situation, and to do what we can to help calm it down. 
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Q Are you Saying there has been no chang in mind 
about Argentina at all in the State Department? ‘ .¢ 

A Since 4 o'clock this morning, or 8 o'clock last 
night? 

Q Yes. 


A I don't think there has been a major effort to 
have a major review of policy towards Argentina. 


Q There was a reference by Jim about the use of 
U.S. arms. I don't know if he meant it specifically or in 
theoretical terms. Do you have anything on whether there was 
any use of U.S. arms by Argentina? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Alan, do you see this complicating, in any way, 
your efforts to involve South American, Latin American, 
countries in a settlement in Central America? Is it helping? 


A I don't think I have anything to give you on 
that. 


Q According to Reuters today, in an interview 
published in Paris, Secretary Haig stated that, "We will 
provide the assistance necessary to enable the Government of 
El Salvador to defend itself and its reforms that have been 
set in motion if the guerrillas continue the war." 


What type of assistance is he talking about? 

A I'll answer you very briefly, but I think we 
ought to stick with this issue and get rid of it. I think 
that the kinds of assistance we have been providing in the 
past are the kinds of assistance that he's been talking 
about. Let's stick with this issue, though. 

Q Since you started this thing (laughter) -- 

You're the one who complained, Kalb. (Laughter) 
I have a question in each -- 


A, 
Q 
A Let's stick with the Falkland Islands. 
Q Ah-hah! (Laughter) 

Q 


A duck now falls from the ceiling. (Laughter) 
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Q Alan, what about reports of ott. * Do you 

know anything about oil in that area? . 
. 

A I have no knowledge of oil. I've ‘decks *. 

reports there might be some. I've seen them in the press. 


Q When Israel annexed the Golan Heights the 
United States took certain punitive measures against Israel. 
Would punitive action of some sort be considered against the 
Argentines if it continues its occupation? 


A I don't accept your characterization 
necessarily. I don't think we've said we believe that Israel 
annexed the Golan Heights. In any case, as I say, I think 
the whole question of what we do in response to all of this 
is premature. 


Q Can you describe what you believe is your 
understanding of the nature of the Argentine military 
Operation? ; 


A I don't have details. All we have that I 
can give you is that the Argentine Government claims to have 
occupied the Islands, other Islands as well, such as the 
South Georgians and South Shetlands. The British Government 
has acknowledged that an invasion has taken place, and we 
have no information on fighting or casualties. 


Q Does the U.S. Government have people on the 
ground there or are going to send people there? 


4 I don't think we have any officials there at 
this point. I know of no plans not to send somebody there. 


Q Was the U.S. informed? Was it given any 
advance warning before the troops were moved out? The 
troops, as I understand, were on the way when Reagan talked 
to Galtieri last night. Was the U.S. told that this opera- 
tion was going on? 


A I don't think that would be an accurate 
description. I think there were a number of indications that 
this might be going on, which is one of the reasons the phone 
call took place. 


Q On a scale of one to ten, which would rank 
as a bigger story, this or Vanuatu? (Laughter) 


Q Alan, did you say the Argentinians have 
occupied the Falkland Island, the South Georgians and the 
South Shetlands? 
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A That's what they have claimed to dad, 
accordiag to the information I have. Le 
t 4 
Q Is consular jurisdiction exercised from ~< 
Buenos Aires? . 4, 
A I don't know the answer to that. Let me 


check on that. I assume it may be, but I don't know. We'll 
get an answer to you. 


Q Are we relying just on Embassy reports or 
are we in contact with the Argentinian Embassy and the OAS? 

A We are in contact with a variety of people. 

Q Other than the U.N., are there any other 
multilateral organization with which you consulted? 

A At this point I think the answer to that is 
no. 

Q So at this point there's no particular idea 
of going to the OAS about this? 

A As I say, at this point we have not con- 
tacted anybody else to my knowledge. 

Q Is there any comment on the report that the 
British have broken off diplomatic relations with Argentina? 

A I don't have any information about it. I 
haven't heard that had been said. 

Q Reuters is reporting that. 

4 I'm sorry, I just don't have anything. 

Q Can you confirm that Major D'Aubuisson is 


going to be granted a visa to visit the United States? 


A No. As I understand it now, he does not now 
have a valid visa. If and when he applies, the application 
would be considered on its merits and the circumstances pre- 
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ll —_ 
vailing at that time. 


Q Assistant Secretary Enders was interviewed, 


I guess, on National Public Radio in which he indicateg that 
in fact the visa would be granted. Loa 
A I think that's a conclusion drawn from what 


he said. According to what I have, when asked about this, 

as a sort of a hypothetical question, he said, "Tt don't 
envisage any immediate meetings up here with any of the 
current leaders. I think the U.S. can and should 
appropriately, obviously, have meetings with any of the poli- 
tical parties that are active down there and I would look to 
the future rather than the past." 


I think it was a hypothetical kind of a situation. 


Q Has the United States decided that Mexico is 
not the proper venue for its upcoming meeting with 
Nicaragua? 


A I don't think we have anything to say about 
the question of an upcoming meeting at this point one way or 
another venue, timing and people. 


Q Back to D‘'Aubiusson. In that same interview 
he said in the future, absolutely, we would expect to see 
him and the others up here. I don't think he would receive 
any different treatment from the others. You stand by that, 
the other electoral leaders? 


A I would stand by it; I would still stand by 
what I said before, too. 


Q It's been reported that Bulgaria has been 
training Nicaraguan pilots for Mig 2ls for which the runways 
have been extended, as I think was pointed out by the State 
Department in the security briefing. I wonder if the State 
Department believes it's an unfriendly act to the United 
States for Bulgaria to train pilots from Nicaragua in this 
context, particularly after the public declarations of why 
these runways are being prepared? 


A I don't have a characterization to offer you 
on that. 


Q Does that mean the State Department has no 
attitude as to whether this is friendly or unfriendly? 


A It means I don't have a characterization to 
offer you on it. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the story from 
Greenville, South Carolina, about Bob Jones, the Chancellor 











: 12 . — 
4 urging students to pray that the Lord smite Secretary 


of State Alexander Haig and destroy him quickly and utterly2 


(Laughter) 
‘s 

A I shall overcome temptation and say Ishave 
no comment on that. s a 

Q How are you praying? 

Q Are there any plans for the Secretary to 
meet with Foreign Minister Castancda this weekend? 

A I have no information suggesting that. 

Q Can you look into it? 

A I will look into it but I won‘t promise to 
come back necessarily. But I have no information to suggest 
that. | 

Q That same general topic. Has a decision 


been made not to make public meetings that Administration 
officials may or may not hold with Secretary Castaneda, 
with Nicaraguan officials or with Cuban officials? 


A I can't tell you that a decision has been 
made in those broad terms. I would assume that some meetings 
that are held not only with that group of countries, but with 
other countries, will be made public and others will not be 
made public. I don't have a better answer or a more defini- 
tive answer. 
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Q Piling break? 
A Piling break. Fine. 
Q Yesterday, in the Christian Science Monitor, 





James Nelson Goodsell wrote a story that detailed the various 
infiltration routes into El Salvador that the arms supply 
goes through. 


He implies that he got this information from 
Ambassador Hinton. Can you confirm the accuracy of this 
article as corresponding to the intelligence that we might 
have been provided? 


4 I didn't see the article. 

Q Can you look into it please? It's very 
detailed. 

A I'll ask that it be looked into. It may run 


afoul of our concerns about intelligence matters. 
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Q One other thing. Has Columbia asked the 
United States to supply sophisticated air defense ,radar 
system for Columbia on San Andreas Island off thea coast of 
Nicaragua? | —— 


A I think we had something on this yesterday 
or the day before, and if you check with the Press Office 
you can get whatever it there is. 


Q Can you -- 
A No, there is guidance on it. 
Q Alan, do you have anything there in your 


guidance on efforts to settle the Iran-Iraq war? 


A. No. I don't. I think we've addressed this 
issue before, our concerns for a end to the ane but I 
don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything ane on 
President Brezhnev? 

A No, nothing. 

Q Back to the Middle East. Any word on wh2t 


the Egyptian Defense Minister's is discusssing with 
Secretary Haig? 


A Today? 
Q Yes. 
a No, I think this was a farewell call prior 


to his departure which, I understand, is tomorrow. 


Q Alan, can you confirm that Brezhenev is 
sick? I haven't been here. 


A I think we've said we've seen reports to 
this effect. I don't think we've gone -- 


Q Have we been in contact with our Embassy; 
have they said anything about the reports? Can they confirm 
anything? 


A I just don't have anything beyond what we've 
said to offer you. 


Q The Foreign Minister of Egypt was supposed 
to leave yesterday. He adjourned his trip until tomorrow. 
You are saying that it was a farwell. Is there anything 
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more to it? ’ 


‘ 


A I don't know anything more to it. & shink 


you might address your question to the Egyptian Embassy. 

Q Can you bring us up on where we stand on the 
question of an arms relationship with Argentina? 

A No, I have nothing new to offer you today. 

Q What is the on-going position about that? 

A I would have to get some sort of a guidance 


on that. I don't have anything for you. 


Q- Do you have anything about what's happening 
in the Golan Heights after the report of shooting four 
people there by the Israelis? . 


A I don't have a status report, if you will. 
We are concerned by the reports about the incidents there. 
We believe it's particularly unfortunate the situation has 
arisen in an area where peaceful co-existance between the 
Arab inhabitants and the Israeli authorities has prevailed 
for so long. We hope that all concerned will exercise 
the utmost restraint to do what they can to avoid further 
bloodshed and to restore calm to the area. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the state- 
ment that was issued last night by the Central Council of 
the PLO in Damascus calling on Arab countries for measures 
against the United States? 


A No. I wasn't aware of it, frankly. 


Q Do you have anything to say for Israel in 
behalf of all the sacrifices they're making in pulling out 
of the Sinai? It is a very traumatic time down there. 


A I think we've addressed that before and 
understand that, but I don't have a specific statement to 
offer you. 


Q Do you have any update on the efforts to 
form a government in El Salvador? 


A No, I don't. Our position on those 
questions has been stated before and I really have nothing 
to add to it. As the press reports indicate, the Salvadoran 
political parties are continuing to discuss the formation of 
a provisional government. I just don't have any obser- 
vations to offer you on that. 
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Q Any reaction to reports that Guatemala is. 
seeking relations with Nicaragua and Cuba? . 
. & 
4 No. 
. 4, . 
Q There's been a great deal of react‘ion.to. the 


President's statement about Soviet superiority and strategic 
weapons. Does the Department have anything further to say 
about that in light of this reaction¢ And, secondly, is it 
possible that the President misspoke himself? 


A I think you would have to ask the White 
House. I doubt that the President misspoke himself. 
In any case, as to reaction, I don't have anything further 
beyond what Dean gave you yesterday. 


A . Do you know if that was a conscious decision 
on his part to say that or was it just an ad hoc response? 

A I just don't have anything to offer you on 
that. 

Q Alan, do you have anything on what you're 


going to do in the Security Council debate regarding the 
West Bank. There is, I understand, a Jordanian draft that 
was presented yesterday. 


A I understand that, too. I don't know when a 
vote is going to take place. Consultations continue among 
the members. That is all I have. 


Q What are you going to do? 
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A As you know, we make it a practice not to 
disclose our vote in advance on U.N. resolutions. 
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Q Is there already a decision by the 
Administration not to vote for or to veto any draft or reso- 
lution which would include sanctions? 


A I would have to repeat what I said. As you 
know, it is our practice not to state in advance what our 
positions will be on specific U.N. resolutions. 


Q The reference earlier to the interview that 
the Secretary gave to a Paris newspaper. I got a call on that 
which made no reference, as it was reported to me, that the 
degree of on-going American aid to El Salvador would be con- 
tingent on the degree of commitment to the on-going reforms. 


The way it was read to me, at least on the 
basis of the lead, that there seems to be an open-ended 
pledge of support of assistance. Is that what was meant? 
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A No, I don't want to try and parse “the 
answer. I saw it earlier this morning. I don't want to try 
and recall it. Again, I think we've addressed ourselves to 
this. What the Secretary was specifically addressing, as I 
recall it, and I would ask you to check on the specific 
quote, was that if the guerrillas persist in their military, 
armed efforts that we would continue to provide assistance. 


Why don't you check later. I think we have 
the specific quote that was used. 


Q That still -- 
A Bernie, I don't have the quote. 
Q The fact is, Alan, we don't have his 


answers. The answers may be different from the story. 


A As I say, I think that portion of that 
answer certainly could be made available to you. 


Q Does the United States have a current valid 
understanding with the Soviet Union for consideration not to 
invade Cuba? 


A Not to invade Cuba? 

Q You know, dating from the Cuban Missile 
Crisis? 

A The 1962 -- 

Q Is that still valid? 

A Without specifying the terms of the 1962 


understandings, certainly, we consider those understandings 
still valid. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing was concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have one announce- 
ment to give you in connection with the plans for the 
Secretary to deliver speeches. 





Tomorrow, the Secretary will give a speech on the 
subject of “Peace and Deterrents" before the Georgetown 
University Center for Strategic and International Studies. 
It will be at 9:15 a.m., April 6, at the International Club. 


If you wish to cover this event, you should contact John 
Vondracek of the Center at 775-3263. 


We plan to pipe the speech back to the Department, 
and I think also to the Foreign Press Center. Because of the 
Secretary's speech, we will not have a briefing tomorrow. 


In addition to that, the Secretary will address the 
Forum Club at lunch, in Houston, Texas, on Thursday, April 
15. The lunch will begin at noon, Central Standard Time, and 
will be held in the Grand Ballroom of the Galleria Westin 
Hotel. Again, if you plan on covering the Secretary's 
speech, please inform Mr. Dale Henderson of the Forum Club at 


(713) 688-7774. 


Again, we will plan to pipe the Secretary's address and Q&A 
back to the Department <-- and I presume, again as well, to 
the Foreign Press Center. 
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Q Can you give us the topic of the second 
speech? 


A I have no topic to announce on the second 
speech today. 


Q Is there to be a Q&A tomorrow? 


A No, there are no plans for Q&A tomorrow. 
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Q Will you have a text available? 


A We expect to have a text available sometime 
tomorrow morning, embargoed until delivery. 


Q How long was tomorrow's speech in the works? 


A It's been quite some time. I can't give 
you a precise time when it was decided. 


Q Dean, can you bring us up to date on what the 
United states is doing or trying to do on the Falkland Island 


crisis? 


A As you know, Alan addressed the subject on 


Friday. When you ask me to bring you up to date, there isn't 
really anything very specific that I can add to what Alan 


discussed with you on Friday. 


You are, of course, aware of the OAS meeting this 
afternoon. 


Q With whom is the United states Government in 
touch? 


A We are in touch on a bilateral basis with both 
the Government of Great Britain and the Government of 


Argentina. 


Q ls the United states putting forward anything 
resembling a plan for detusing the crisis? 


A There is nothing specific that I can otter you 
on that today beyond reiterating that we have made available 
our good offices in an effort to resolve the dispute. 


Q ‘Have those good ottices been accepted? In 
other words, is there any sort of formal role for the United 


States as mediator or whatever? 


A No, I can't say that there is at this point. 


Q Has there been any British request tor 
retueling or resupply facilities on the part of the United 


States? 


A 1 noted some press reports regarding British 
use of the facility on Ascension Island. Our view on this is 
that Ascension Island is a British possession. The United 
Kingdom has the legal right to land military aircraft there. 
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after notifying the United States Air Force Commander at the 
airfield. The United States Government is obligated, under a 
1962 agreement governing its use of the airfield, to 

cooperate in the United Kingdom use of logistic, administrative, 
or operating facilities; and therefore, such use of the air- 
field does not, in any way, constitute U.S. involvement in 

the United Kingdom—Argentine dispute. 


Q Does logistic support include refueling? 


A Jim, I don't have the specifics of what the 
agreement would encompass beyond what I gave you. 


Q Dean, the Argentine Foreign Minister came into 
town today to participate in the OAS meeting. Will he have 
any meeting with any U.S. official? 


A I have nothing on it at this time. 


Q Has any effort been made by Argentina to set up 
a meeting? 


A I just have nothing I can offer you at this 
time in regard to that. 


Q Has any effort been made by the United States? 


A I have nothing further on it. 


Q Will you be able to say something this afternoon 
after a meeting takes place? 


A I don't want to suggest to you that I 
necessarily think there will be such a meeting. I just have 
nothing to offer you. 


Q Well, to give credence to the American position 
that it is eager to help resolve this problem, if the 
Argentine Foreign Minister is in town, why would it not be 
logical that the U.S. would try to meet him, and work towards 


a resolution? 


A There is just nothing I can give you at this 
time on that. 


Q Dean, didn't he see the Secretary here this 
morning in the building? 


A The Argentine Foreign Minister? 
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Q Yes. 


A No, not to my knowledge. 


Q Dean, as I recall, a body formed by the OAS a 
couple of years ago came out with a report saying that 
Argentina's sovereignty over these islands was unassailable. 
There isn‘t a pretense here of impartiality, is there? the 
OAS has already taken the position that Argentina has 
sovereignty there. 


A As you know, the Argentine Minister will 
address the OAS in a protocolary session at 3:00 p.m. today. 
There will be no debate. 


I cannot really offer you any speculation about 
what will be the reaction to the Argentine presentation. 
It's not up to us to speak for the member governments or to 
attempt to present their views for them. The OAS is a multi- 
lateral organization which has available a variety of peace- 
keeping mechanisms which have proven useful in the past 
should the member governments decide to proceed. But the 
point of that is, I think we have to await the outcome before 
we speculate on what reaction we might have. 


Q Does the U.S. representative plan to speak 
today? 


A No, my undrstanding is that he will not. 


Q Was the State Department consulted in advance 
about the propriety of Admiral Heyward, our Chief of Naval 
Operations, arriving in the Buenos Aires capital at the same 
moment that Buenos Aires was launching a naval invasion of 
the Falkland Islands? 


A I think that is a subject that ought to be 
properly addressed to the Pentagon. I have no comment to offer 
you on that. 


Q But so far as you know, the State Department 
was not constructed about the propriety of that? 


A I am not awaré, one way or another, whether or 
not informed. 


Q Could you also speak to what is a growing 
impression that the object of U. S. policy in the Falklands 
dispute is to preside over a negotiated settlement which 
would transfer sovereigny of the Falkland Islands to 
Argentina, as a quid pro quo for Argentine involvement in 





Central America? 
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A I would not want to comment or speculate on 
our assistance or efforts in attempting to resolve the 


dispute. 


Q Have there been ongoing negotiations with 
Argentina about their participation in a multilateral force 
in Central America? 


A Beyond affirming that we have been in touch 
with the Argentine Government, I do not want to get into 


specifics. 


Q Two questions: Do you have any comment on the 
change in Foreign Ministers in Great Britain? 


A It is essentially an internal matter, and we 


will have no substantive comments on the resignation of Lord 
Carrington or the other foreign and Commonwealth officers. 
However, the Secretary has sent a personal message to Lord 
Carrington, who has been a firm friend of the United States 
and who has worked closely with us on a host of difficult 


international issues. 


Q Will this change effect the way the United 
States and Great Britain work together? . 


A I wouldn't want to speculate on that. The 
relationship between the two governments is very close, and 
we would anticipate that it would continue. 


Q One last question on Argentina: Can you 
please get for us some explanation as to why we have no 
treaty commitment to Argentina in this case, any treaty com- 


mitments that Argentina can invoke? 
A Any treaty commitments, per se? 


Q Right. If they ask us to come to their 
assistance, how do we get out of it? (Laughter) 


A As you know, we have provision for military 
assistance for Argentina, but no action would be taken on any 
possible assistance until the process of certification is 
completed. In any event, only military training would be 


planned. 
Q How about -- 


A I was trying to answer the question not in 


terms of any treaty relationship we might have, but in terms 
of our relationship with the Government of Argentina. 


Q If there were hostilities between Argentina 
and Great Britain, is there any treaty responsibility that 
the United States has to help Argentina? 
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A I will have to take that question. 


Q Let me put it this way: There are strong 


indications -- and I know you're going to say let's not 
anticipate -- and the Argentines have virtually said that in 


the event of hostilities, they will invoke the Rio Treaty of 
1945, to which the United States is a signatory. 


A Yes, I understand that. 


Q Do we feel ourselves committed or bound, under 


the present circumstances, to come to Argentina's aid and 
assistance if they do invoke this, and call on us for help? 


A You anticipated my answer. At this juncture, 
the question is premature. 





Q Dean, the United States has another standing 
policy -- or at least, I thought it did -- called the Monroe 
Doctrine, which was specifically promulgated to prevent 
British military interference in this hemisphere. 


On Friday, Alan said he wasn't aware that the State 
Department had a specific position on the Monroe Doctrine. 
It seems from what you're saying today that the Department 
has repudiated it since it was last upheld in the Kennedy 
Administration. Is that the case? 


A I don't want to hazard any comment. Alan gave 
you the response on Friday. There has been no change. 


Q It seems to me that we have a situation now 


where the Monroe Doctrine is specifically called into 
question. For you not to invoke it at this point is de facto 
repudiation. Or do your statements have any relation to the 


real world situation? 


A The world is as we perceive it. I have no 
comment to give you on that. 


Q Dean, the lower parts of those islands come 
under the Antarctic Treaty, to which we are signatory, which 
provides for no military troops or maneuvers or tests or 
anything like that. 


A How do I see it? 


Q Yes. Do we stand by that treaty? 


A On any questions relating to issues of this 
nature, 1 really prefer to defer comment on it at this time. 
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Q Can I take you back to one of your earlier 
statements about making available U.S. good offices to 
resolve the dispute? Could you tell me when that was made 


available? 


A Oh, no, no. I don*t mean this in any formal 


sense at all. We have simply in the context of our 
discussions with both governments made known our wishes that 
it could be resolved without the use of force. 


Q And has there been any response from either 
side? 


A I don't want to go further into the dialogue 
between the respective governments than that at this time. 


Q With respect to the certification that you 
mentioned, certification requires the U.S. Government to 
certify with respect to human rights violations in 
Argentina. It doesn't say anything about the military 
adventures of various kinds. 


Are you indicating that, as far as this 
Administration is concerned, we will treat our interests in 
providing Argentina with military assistance only with 
respect to the certification requirements laid down by 
Congress last December, or does this action that they took 
last week -- might it affect our desire to provide military 


assistance to that country? 


A There are two major points involved in our 
certification of assistance to Argentina. One is that 
Argentina make substantial improvements in its human rights 
performance; the other is that certification is in the U.S. 
national interest. Beyond that, I‘m not prepared to be more 


specific at this point. 


Q Could it be that the U.S. national interest 
may be affected by what took place last week? 


A I will simply stand on what I've said in 
response to that. 


Q Has Great Britain made any other requests 
regarding any support on the part of the United States besides 
diplomatic support and presumptively the use of 
Ascension Island? 














gn 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


4a I have no comment to make on anything else 
relating to that general subject. 


Q Do we know the fate of the British marines 
and otmers who were captured by the Argentines and how 
they're being treated? 


A No. I have no specific information on that. 
As of this morning, we have no indication of any fighting at 
this time, although we are aware of reports of a few British 
marines remaining on the islands. 


Q Do we still recognize British administration 
as we did last week? 


A There has been no change in what was said 
last week on that particular point. 


Q So we do not recognize in any respect the new 
administration of the Argentines. Is that correct? 


A Again, I don't want to go beyond what was 
said already on that. 


Q Finally, one final question: The Prime 
Minister of Britain accused Argentina of being engaged in an 
act of unprovoked aggression. Do we believe that this is an 


act of aggression? 


A I'm not going to comment beyond what we've 
already said on that subject. 


Q Does the U.S. Government have a position on 
whether it is prepared to follow the British economic sanc- 
tions against Argentina by U.S. economic sanctions against 


that country? 


A It's again a subject that I would think is 
premature to speculate about at this time. 


Q Is the government trying to decide whether to 
take such a step? 


A I don't want to get into further details 
about what we may or may not be contemplating. 


Q In view of the fact that we've offered our 
good offices in this situation, has the White House or the 
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State Department designated any kind of individual or any 
task force to keep an eye on developments? And, if so, who 
is that? 


A We have a task force set up to monitor the 
situation. But, again, as in response to Bernie's question, 
I don't want to mislead you into thinking that when I spoke 
of good offices it meant anything other than a desire to see 
this brought to an end without force and violence. 


It is in no sense a formal offer of any kind. 
It's an effort through our bilateral relations with both 
countries to be as helpful as we can. 


Q You're staying away at the present time from 
a mediation effort, I gather, but is that not a possibility? 


A Again, it's something that I feel would be 
premature to speculate on at this time. 


Q Perhaps a bit of a long=-shot, but it's kind 
of an open secret that the Soviet Union's largest trading 
partner in Latin America is Argentina. They've decorated 
Argentine military people in Moscow and vice versa, and they 
abstained on the resolution on which we voted in favor last 
week. 


Are we concerned at all about a Soviet role with 
respect to this crisis and whether or not it would be help- 
ful or not helpful? 


A I think our position on the Soviet role in 
this hemisphere is well known. Beyond that, I would have no 
comment. 


Q Two questions: Could you say what the U.S. 
position is on Britain's right to use force to defend its 
interests under Article 51 of the U.N. Charter? 


And, also, could you say what the American atti- 
tude is now that Argentina has said that it will not comply 
with the part of che Security Council resolution which calls 
for the immediate withdrawal of Argentinian forces from the 
islands? 


A No. I prefer not to make any comment at this 
time on that. 
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Q Are you sending American special envoys 
either to London or Buenos Aires? 


4 No. Not to my knowledge at this time. 


Q Different subject: The Evans-Novak column 
today on alleged Soviet violations of the SALT II 
understanding, related to reports of their being 200 mobile 


ICBMs. 


A Our intelligence information does not support 
those statements as reported in the column. 


Q Another subject: Do you have a comment on 
the assassination of an Israeli diplomat in Paris, and does 
it constitute, as some in the Israel cabinet think, a 
violation of the cease-fire on the Israeli-Lebanese border? 


A We condemn in the strongest terms the 
cowardly terrorist act of murder of the Israeli diplomat in 
Paris. I might add that we do not have any information on 
the group claiming responsibility for the killing. 


You asked about whether or not it constitutes a 
cease-fire in our judgment? 


Q A violation of the cease-fire. 


A I would simply refer you to the statements on 
that subject that we have made in the past concerning viola- 
tions of the cease-fire. 


Q That would be yes, wouldn't it, then? 


A What we have said in the past is that the 
cessation of hostilities pertains to all hostile military 
activity from Lebanon into Israel and vice versa. 


Q I would like to go back to this Evans-Novak 
column, your answer. Our intelligence information: Is that 
State Department or is that community wide? 


A Of course, I speak only for the State 
Department. However, I am not aware that there is any 
disagreement on the basis of the statement that I gave you. 


Q On that subject can I rephrase it and make it 
somewhat broader? Are the Soviets doing anything that would 
not be in accordance with the provisions of the SALT II 
treaty as negotiated? 
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A That is a different question which I would 
hesitate to address without having the opportunity of having 
guidance in front of me. 


Q Could you take that, please? 


A I think we've addressed this in the not-too- 
distant past, but I will have to look into it to be sure 
that what I'm saying is accurate. 


Q On the Middle East again. Last week Prime 
Minister Begin gave an interview where he seemed to indicate 
that he thought that the MOU was still in effect. 


What's the State Department's understanding of 
the status of the Memorandum of Understanding? 


A That there is no change from the way we 
described it in the past. I would refer you to those 
statements. 


Q Did you discuss with Israel during the last 
couple of days the question whether the assassination in 
Paris was or wasn't a violation of the cease-fire? 


A Obviously, I don't make it a habit from here 


of getting into the details of our discussions with the 


Government of Israel or any other government. 


I gave you what is our position with respect to 
what constitutes a violation of the cease-fire. I'm not 
prepared to go beyond that. 


Q Could you just clarify it? If you're reading 
this statement, what does it mean regarding this specific 
incident? Was it or wasn't it a violation of the 
cease-fire? 


A To repeat, I gave you today what has been our 
attitude with respect to violations of the cease-fire. 


Q Which means that you don't see this incident 
as a violation of the cease-fire 


A I'm just going to stand on the statement I 
gave you. 


Q Follow-up on that. If it is proven, then, 
that the orders were given from Lebanon, then what happens? 
Is it then a violation? 
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A I'm just not going to get drawn further into 
definitions of what we think constitute the cease-fire. 


Q Could you possibly take it and give us more 
on it? 


A No. It is not possible to take it. 


Q Have you any response to the Soviet protest 
that was delivered to Ambassador Hartman this morning in 


Moscow? 


A Regarding what? 
Q Chemical warfare. 


A No. I have nothing I can give you on that 
today. 
Q On a different subject, could you give us any 


indication of the purpose of the Secretary's planned meeting 
with the Chinese Ambassador this afternoon? 


A The meeting, which the United States 
requested, is part of our ongoing discussions with China on 
the broad subject of our bilateral relations. 


I have no additional details about the meeting to 
share with you. 
Q Could you tell us whether the United States 


has -- whether the Executive Branch has decided on the time 
for sending to Congress the notification of the spare parts 


sale to Taiwan? 


A There's nothing new to give you beyond what 
has been said on that in the past. 

Q You're not saying whether it's been decided 
or not? 


A I'm essentially saying “no comment." 


Q What is your reaction to the reports that our 
intelligence has concluded that Brezhnev is very ill and 
that he is going to step down next month as reported in 


Newsweek? 





A We have no confirmation of those reports. 
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Q I just want to go back to Argentina for one 
second. It's just not clear to me. We seem to wishy-washy 
about this. Do we disapprove of what Argentina did last 
week, and if -- do we disapprove of that? 


A I think the statement Alan gave you on Friday 
is a very clear expression of our attitude with respect to 
what happened last week. I have nothing to add to it. 


Q But that just simply called on a cessation of 
hostilities and a withdrawal. It deplored the action. 


A I believe, as I was going to say, it went 
considerably further than that. 


Q Okay. Can we only go so far as to deplore? 
We still deplore? 


A Of course. There‘s been no change in our 
attitude on that. 


Q Two things: Do you have any comment on the 
Socialists International meeting recommendations in Bonn on 
Friday? 

A No. No comment on that. 

Q Does the United States Government have any 
comment on the disclosures that the Government of Japan was 
involved in germ warfare experiments at the end of World War 
II? 


A No. I'm sorry. I'm not familiar with that 
report. 


Q Thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE L 
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WEDNESDAY, APRIL 7, 1982, 1:00 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. My apologies. As 
I think you all know, it is sort of "one of those days." 


I'll be happy to take your questions. I have no 
announcements. 


Q Why was it decided not to take press? 


A I don't have a specific answer, Jim. My 
understanding is that since these are preliminary discussions, 
the Secretary simply felt it was appropriate to travel in this 
manner. 


Q Do you have any tentative schedule for him? 


A Very tentative. I don't even know whether they 
have left. They were due to leave this afternoon, perhaps 
about this time. Maybe you even know more than I do about 
that. 


Going to London; expected to be in London on 
Thursday. I do not have a schedule after that, except of 
course, that the Secretary will travel on to Buenos Aires, and 
then will return to Washington from Buenos Aires. 


Q There is no chance that he'll go back to 
London? 

A The schedule is as I've just articulated. 

Q Can you describe in a phrase what exactly the 


Secretary is trying to do? 


A Again, these are preliminary discussions, and 
the purpose is simply to offer assistance in resolving the 
dispute. 


Q Is it mediation? 


A I wouldn't characterize it that way. I think 
I'd prefer to use the language I just did. 


Q He has no plan or no formula that he is going 
to propose? 
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A No. As I say, this is a phase of preliminary 
discussions. 


Q Who are the key people in the party? 


A I don't have a full list, frankly. I do 
understand that Assistant Secretary Enders is going, along 
with at least one of his people, I believe Robert Service, 
Country Director for Southern Cone Affairs; Jim Renschler of 
the NSC; also from State, from the European Bureau, the 
Country Director for, I guess it's Northern European Affairs, 
Bob Funseth -- 


Q Can't hear you. Will you speak up, please? 


A Yes. The U.K. desk officer, and Dean has gone. 

Q Is he taking Concorde or the slow American 
planes? 

(Laughter) 


Q Why has the United States, at this point, 
decided to take this highly visible initiative to see whether 
a solution is possible? What is in it for the United States? 


A I think that this has been addressed pre- 
viously. The President made clear, in the announcement 
today and in what he said previously, that we wanted to offer 
to be of assistance if we could. And it is in that spirit 
and that framework that this mission is going forth. 


Q Alan, “preliminary discussions" -- there is only 
about a week before discussions have to stop being prelimi- 
nary. Do you expect these discussions to move quickly? And 
if so, on what basis, if there is no plan or no formula in 
mind or being proposed? How can they be preliminary if there 
is only a week's time, or is there a feeling that perhaps 
there would be a way of creating more than a week's time? 


A I'm not going to try and speculate on that. I 
think we'll just leave it where it is, and see how the 
situation evolves. 


Q Who is the Secretary going to see in Buenos 
Aires and London? 


A I just don't know. 
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Q Is it at the Ministerial level -- 





A I simply don't know. I could speculate along 
with you. I think it certainly will be Ministerial level. 
I just don't know. 


Q Can you explain the relation between the 
meetings he had yesterday and this trip? In other words, was 
he making sure both countries agreed to this t~ip or did some- 
body in those meetings urge him to take such a trip? I'm 
trying to figure out at whose initiative this trip was decided 


upon? 


A I can't give you a detailed readout of the 
meetings. The White House announcement said this morning, 
I believe, that the President directed the Secretary to make 
this trip at the invitation of both governments. 


9) Alan, an Argentine news service, Noticias de 
Argentina, says that the U.S. Embassy in Buenos Aires 
gave a briefing to local reporters, Argentine reporters, in 
which U.S. officials outlined possible guidelines for 
mediation. The guidelines they say -- it's rather vague here 
-- that Argentina would pull out troops in exchange for 
British recognition of sovereignty. 








Can you tell us was there such a briefing? Did U.S. 
officials in Argentina outline anything? 


A I haven't got the slightest idea, but I would 
say that it would all be quite speculative, in any case. 


Q Could you take the question, whether there was 
a briefing, at least? 


A Not really. The state of our involvement is as 
I have described it. 


Q Alan, a few questions here, please: Do you 
have anything on the reports in the Times of London and the 


Daily Telegraph quoting intelligence sources, saying, 
WEvidence of Fcentina'e top secret invasion plans, including 


U.S. satellite photographs were relayed to London ten days 
before the action on Friday?" 





A I think that this question has been addressed 
by the Pentagon, which, as I understand it, issued a memoran- 
dum to reporters, or whatever they call it, this morning -- 
memorandum for correspondents -- which indicatcd that a report 
along those lines on television last night was completely 


untrue. 
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Q Forget what the television reported -- whether 
it was U. S. satellite photographs that were made available? 


A I think the substance is the same. 


@) But Alan, what about that report put out by the 
official Argentine news agency that Soviet subs were expected 
in the Falklands soon to back up Argentina? 


A I have nothing on that. In fact, I think I saw 
something this morning in which an Argentine official denied 
that. But I just don't have anything on it for you. 


Q What are the closest U.S. naval ships to the 
Falkland Islands? 


A I have no idea. 


Q Does the United States Government's position 
still remain what it was on Friday and on Saturday, that 
Argentina should pull its troops out of the Falkland Islands, 
and have discussions? Or has the U.S. now taken the position 
of no position because of this desire to be helpful? 


A I would say we've taken both positions, that is 
that we desire to be helpful, but that our vote and statement 
of last week stand. 


Q Have other ships appeared on the scene? 
A I don't know. 

Q Russian ships? 

A I don't know. 


Q It was said at the briefing earlier this week 
that because of the treaty the U.S. has with Britain, that if 
Britain wants to use the airfield at Ascension Air Base, the 
U.S. of course has no objections. But is the United States 
also going to be able to supply anything like fuel or other 
logistical support for the British if they ask for it in the 
Atlantic? 


A Bernie, I don't have anything on that kind of 
question. I would rephrase a little bit what was said about 
the Ascensions. I think we lease a facility there, and the 
Obligation of the British to use it is simply to notify us. I 
think we have a more formal statement that is probably in the 
Press Office if you want to get that. 
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Q But the point is, there is no sense of their 
using it unless they can also get refueled. 


A It includes, as I understand it -- and I really 
would ask you to look at the formal statement; I don't think I 
have it here -=- providing logistical support at that facility. 


9 Is that just for aircraft or does that include 
naval -- 

A I don't know. 

Q Alan, Edwardo Roca, Argentina's U.N. 


Ambassador, was on "CBS Morning News" this morning, and he 
made a comment about the U.N. Security Council resolution that 
called for the withdrawal of Argentine troops, and he seemed 
to be saying -- or it was my interpretation anyway -- that 
Argentina would consider that part of the resolution as part 
of an overall settlement. Did the State Department interpret 
him as being optimistic regarding the possibility of a 
withdrawal? Is there any comment on that? 


A I just don't see any point in commenting on an 
issue in which we are embarked, obviously, in an effort to 
assist in a peaceful resolution, and the Secretary has just 
gone off to hold discussions on it. I don't see the percen- 
tage in that. 


Q Alan, could you develop that a bit more if 
possible about what is in this whole initiative for the United 
States? 


A I think I addressed this myself last Friday, 
that we are concerned that there is a potentially rather 
serious problem and obviously, a problem viewed very seriously 
in both the U.K. and Argentina, and that these are two 
countries we would not like to see have such a problem. And 
if we can help, we'll help then. 


Q Do you see any impact on the U.S. position in 
Latin America and Central America if this tension just keeps 
escalating? 


A I don't want to speculate on that, Bernie. 


Q Alan, they are taking Argentine civilians onto 
the Islands. They want to ship thousands of people there, 
according to the press attache of the Embassy here, in order 
to prevent the British from sharing that island. 
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A First of all, I haven't heard of it; and 
secondly, I'm just not going to get into a further discussion 
of this. 


0 If we can go back to this question about 
logistical support of the British, as I understand the U.S. 
position, we're neutral in the dispute, and yet you seem to be 
refusing to answer a question about whether we are going to 
logistically help one of the sides. 


If you don't know about any help beyond the 
Ascension Island thing, you could at least look into that? 


A I could see if there is anything. The issue 
that has been raised was specifically the issue of the 
Ascensions. 


Q Beyond Ascension Island, is there any logisti- 
cal support, aid, or supplies that we're giving to either 
side? I think that's a question that should be answered. 


A I will try to look into that. 


Q How would you describe the U.S. position? Is 
it one of neutrality? 


A I would leave it where I left it, Bernie. I 
don't have a particular label to put on it -- 


Q Could you give it? 


A That we are concerned about the situation, and 
that we have offered to be of assistance, and that we are pro- 
ceeding on that basis. 


Q Pursuant to Bernie's earlier questions, when 
did the United States first have evidence that Argentina 
intended an invasion? 


A Again, I addressed this last week, Jim. I 
think that there were some indications a couple of days before 
it took place. 


Q But nothing earlier than that? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 


Q And, do you know how we acquired that infor- 
mation some days before? 
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A I don't have any comment to offer you on that. 


Q What is our attitude toward the Colombian ini- 
tiative in the OAS? 


A Let's stick with this subject. 
Q It is this subject. I wouldn't change that quickly. 


A You might. We're studying the Colombian propo- 
sal, and are consulting with other governments, but I'm not 
prepared to get into any specifics about our feelings about 
it. 


Q Do we consider the British Islanders, the 
2,000 that are there, hostages? 


A Again, I think this is the kind of issue which 
doesn't really do us much good to try and get into 
characterizations. 


Q Do you see any conceivable similarity between 
their situation and our hostages in Iran, the 52 that were held 
captive there? 


A You're asking me the same question; I'm going 
to give you the same answer. 


Q Let me ask what is maybe a broader question 
that perhaps you can offer a comment on. Is the fact that, as 
you said, both countries invited us to mediate, or whatever it 
is we are doing, does that make the U.S. more optimistic than 
a couple of days ago, that this thing can be resolved without 
coming to blows? 


A Jerry, I don't want to try to put values on 
this. Obviously, we hope that the situation can be resolved 
peacefully, and we're willing to contribute to that. 


Q I just wanted to pick up Jim's question. You 
said there were indications a couple of days earlier about the 
Argentinian invasion of the Falklands. 


A I don't have the precise time, but it was 
within that time. 


Q Not 10 days or anything like that? 


A No. 
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Q Was that information relayed to the British? 


A I think I would simply say that we were in 
touch with the British on this subject, and within the 
time frame that has been discussed publicly. 


Q So that they, the British, knew a couple of 
days or so -- 


A I don't want to be pinned down to this "couple 
of days" business. I don't have, as I just said to you, a 
precise time to give you; but it is within the time frame that 
we have talked about before. It is not within ten-days prior 
to that time frame. 


Q So that the British were informed by us about 
this, then, a couple of days forward -- 


A No, I'm not saying what kind of information was 
passed from whom to whon. 


Q Wouldn't it be a reasonable attitude just to 
forget about the Falkland Island, such a small trouble spot, 
and actually nothing will come out for anyone out of it. 
Since it is a disputed area, would you agree that it would be 
a reasonable effort to let the British just forget about it, 
and just pull out? 


i I think I've already addressed our concerns 
about it. 


Q The Argentine Foreign Minister two days ago 
said his government was considering invoking the Rio Treaty. 
Could you say what the U.S. position is on the applicability 
of the Rio Treaty to the Falkland dispute? 


A Frankly, I think it would be speculative and 
hypothetival to get into that area. It has not been invoked, 
and I jist don't see any point in addressing that. 


Q Not premature? 


A That too, John. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Any update on what is being done with the 
Americans on the Islands? 


A According to our latest information, there 
are about 35 American citizens on the Islands. We have 
received no information on any problems or difficulties 
for them. In fact, there have been no reports of harm 
to any civilians on the Islands. 


High level Argentine Government officials have 
assured our Embassy in Buenos Aires that everything will 
be done to ensure their protection and welfare. 


Q What do they do there? 
A What do they do there? 
Q Yes. 


4 I don't know specifically. I saw a press 
report that there was one religious group there. I don't 
know what occupation they are in. They are civilians. 


0 Alan, notwithstanding the seriousness with 
which the crisis is viewed, there is still a large bulk 
of public opinion that thinks it is all a lot of comic 
opera. 


Could you make an observation on that? 


A Obviously we think it is a serious situation. 
We wouldn't be engaged at this level if we didn't think 
SO. 


Q Alan, in the same hemisphere can you tell us 
what our new Ambassador to Nicaragua, Ambassador Quainton, 
was talking about when he said the United States is ready 
to revise all of its policies toward Nicaragua? 


A I understand that Ambassador Quainton 
gave an interview to Managua's independent daily, La 
Prenza, and the interview was conducted in Spanish. 


The quotes attributed to him in the press on 
a report that I think we probably have both seen, are 
incorrect, perhaps as a result of faulty translation, I 
don't know. 


In any case, what the Ambassador said was that 
he had gone to Washington for consultations to -=- quote -- 
review the entire situation in Central America -- close 
quote -- with the State Department, which I think is a 
rather different statement from -- 
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¢) "Review" and not "revise". 


A Yes. What he was talking about was what 
his purpose of consultations was, not what the U.S. policy 
was. 


Q In other words, then, our policy toward 
the Nicaraguan Government today is the same as it was when 
he took over. 


On that same general subject, do you have any 
comment on a story in The New York Times yesterday quoting 
some anonymous Cuban officials saying that some of the fault 
in the relationship is theirs, but that they are prepared now 
to seek a better relationship with Washington? 





nN No, I don't have any comment for you on that. 


Q Why do you duck the definition of the U.S. 
position as one of neutrality in this affair? 


os I would prefer to express it the way I did, 
Bernie. 


Q But is the U.S. neutral? 


A I prefer to express it the way I did. 
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Q Why do you reject the characterization of 
mediation as far as the U.S. role is concerned? You say, 
"If we can help, we will help", but you won't characterize 
it as mediation. 
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A I think there is a certain degree of formal- 
ity that probably attaches to that word that is probably 
inappropriate in this particular case. It is a matter of 
just fact. 


Q In summarizing, then, we have Mr. Haig, who 
you don't know if he has left yet; we don't know exactly 
who he is going to meet with, or when he is coming back, 
or how long he is going to stay, or what exact kind of talks 
he is going to hold. 


Is that a good summary? 


A I think it is a slightly exaggerated summary, 
but -- 


Q When we leave this room in ten minutes, will 
Mr. Haig have departed? 
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aN I don't know. I have been involved in some 
other things in the last hour and I do not know. 


Q What have you been involved in in the last 
hour? 

A Figuring out how to duck your questions. 

Q Is there some sort of timetable against 


which -- some sort of a clock against which the U.S. 
is operating? You have read the same reports about it 
will take about two weeks for the British armada to 
reach the Falkland Island waters. 


Is that the time-frame that you are fighting 
against? 


A Bernie, I don't want to attach a particu- 
lar time-frame to it. Obviously there is a need for, 
in our judgment, action at this time, and we are pro- 
ceeding, but I don't want to try and set deadlines or 
time-frames in that particular sense. 


QO Could we add to it that this is an 
atomic clock, really? 


Q Alan, as I recall, there were two mediation 
efforts on the dispute between Argentina and Chile over 
those three small islands, including one by the Vatican, 
and they found that Chile's case for a claim to sover- 
eignty was valid, and Argentina simply rejected the 
two mediation efforts. 


What is there in their track record that would 
Suggest that if an amicable solution were put forward 
that they would accept it? 


A Excuse me, you said Chile's case? 
Q Yes. 
Q The Beagles. 
A You are talking about the Beagles? 
Q Yes. 


A I don't have any comment on the Beagle 
Channel dispute. 


Q I mean, there is their record. They had 
two independent mediators who studied the thing, and they said 
they belonged to Chile, and Argentina just said, "Well, 


we don't accept that, period." 
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What hope is there that they are going to be 
amenable this time? 


A Max, all I can say is that we think that 
the situation is serious, and that we want to be of . 
help, and we are going to try. 


Q Alan, in yesterday afternoon's and last 
evening's meetings between the Argentinian diplomats and 
Henderson, did both countries ask the United States to 
engage in the sort of initiative that Secretary Haig 
is now doing? 


A Again, I think that the White House an- 
nouncement today indicated that the Secretary was 
travelling at the invitation of both governments. I 
would refer you to that statement. I think you ought 
to look at it. 


Q Although you emphasize that they are 
preliminary discussions, is the Secretary going with 
any sort of plans in his pockets or preliminary ideas 
which he can give to the British or the Argentinians? 


A I don't know that he is going with 
any specific plans at this time. I think that that 
would not fit in with what one would cali preliminary 
discussions at this point. 


Q What are preliminary discussions? They 
deal with timing and scheduling, is that what preliminary 
discussions are, or finding out what the dispute is? 


A I think it comes down to discussing the 
various attitudes and problems and the needs and the 
thoughts, and see where that leads you. 


@) Didn't they do that last night? 


A I hardly think that this issue can be 
exhausted in a one-hour discussion. 


Q Does this mean he is going to go back 
after a while? 


A I don't know. 


Q In terms of the dispute and the parties 
interested in the dispute, what value is being given 
to the position of the Falkand Islanders themselves? 
Will they be a party to any of these negotiations? The 
reason I cite this is because they effectively vetoed 
the last negotiation, effective negotiation, between 


Argentina and the U.K., or is it understood that their 
interests will be represented by the United Kingdom: 
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A You know, you are trying to pin this -- 
or hammer this into too much of a legal framework 
for the kind of preliminary discussions that I am saying 
we are undergoing, or undertaking, and I just don't 
want to try and be drawn into that. 


Q Do we have any sense of what their inter- 
est in this is? I mean, whether they are to be recognized 
as -- 


A Jim, I just don't want to get into that 
kind of question. 


Q Just to move to another topic for a second -- 


A No. 


Q At some point, the White House is apparently 
considering a role for George Bush in all this. How do we 
get from Bush to Haig? 


A I think that this has been addressed at the 
White House, and I don't have anything further to add. 


Q Would it be fair to say that preliminary 
discussions, as you have characterized them now, and 
particularly with regard to your last answer, will deal 
with the possibility of just having like a cooling off 
period? 


A I don't want to try and be specific about 
it. I realize you would like to get it all nailed down 
as to -- 


Q Not all nailed down, just anything. Like 
maybe a departure time. 


A Why don't you see if we can find out his 
departure time? 

Q Is it just a secret? 

A The secret is it wasn't set when I last 
heard.- 

Q I guess what I am getting at is, would 


preliminary discussions deal not with the substance of 
the dispute between the two countries over the territory 
but with the impending military confrontation? 


A I just don't want to characterize it 
beyond what I have said. 
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Q Alan, I don't see why you refuse to say 
whether the United States thinks that self-determination 
should be a criteria for solving this problem. Did you 
suddenly give up on self-determination? 


A Roberto, I have addressed it as far as I am 
going to address it. 


Q But that was the only issue between the 
British and the Argentinians. 


A As I say, I have addressed it to the extent 
I am going to address it. 


Q When this invitation was accepted for our 
participation, did we simply accept and say "Secretary 
Haig will be there", or did we say, "We will be there 
if -- something." 


A (a), I don't know the answer to that, and 
(b) if I did, I wouldn't tell you in any case because it 
comes down to the question of our diplomatic exchanges. 


Q I suppose you might want to go to another 
topic. 

A I think it might be more fruitful to go to 
another topic, yes. 

Q Is the Secretary to discuss Ireland? 

A Discuss Ireland? 


Q Yes. Another topic. 
A No. Max? 


Q Alan, on the Secretary's speech yesterday, 
as you recall, the United States ratified the Geneva 
Protocol which prohibits the first use of chemical and 
biological warfare. 


Why would it not consider doing the same thing 
on nuclear warfare? 


A Frankly, Max, I had guidance to give you 
answers to all of this, but I really believe -- and you 
can get it from the Press Office because it is very lengthy, 
but I really believe that the Secretary's speech was 
quite clear on this point, and I don't see much point in 
going over that same ground again. 


Q What is the Department's reaction to the 
article, "Nuclear Weapons and the Atlantic Alliance", a 
copy of which was supplied yesterday to the Secretary 
by Robert McNamara and McGeorge Bundy? 
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A Again, as I say, there is extensive guidance 
on this in terms of a variety of issues. I don't think 
that I could address a general reaction to it. One aspect 
of it, obviously, is the no first-use pledge, and that 
issue, as I say, was addressed specifically by the 
Secretary. 


I don't know what other aspect you are particularly 
concerned about. I am not about to go through a whole 
article and parse it. 


Q Would we be able to just get the copy of the 
guidance, then? 


A Excuse me, I have got two people talking. 


Q I say, if you have detailed guidance there 
on these issues, can you just make that available? 


A Yes. It will be available in the Press 
Office. 


That answers your question, I think, too. 


Q At the McNamara press conference, he said 
that he did not believe the Secretary had actually read 
the article. Is that true? 


A I don't know whether he read the entire 
article or not. I can't tell you. 


fe) So he was responding then to what he assumed 
would be in it. 


A I think that there may be something of a 
misconception. Obviously that point is one of the points 
that was raised in the article, and it was known, I think, 
what the position was in that article. In fact, my 
understanding is that the speech was largely an articula- 
tion of a rather long-standing policy, and there have been 
some issues raised with regard to it about some specific 
issues, but it was a reiteration of the policy and an 
explanation of it at what was deemed to be an appropriate 
time. 


That issue of non-first-use was one of them. 
Nuclear freeze was another one. There were a number of 
issues dealt with there; conventional forces were dealt 
with, in part. 


Q Alan, does the State Department have any 
comment on a long commentary which appeared in the 
Chinese People's Daily yesterday? 


A Have any comment? 
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6] Yes. 
A In what regard? 


Q Well, dealing with the Taiwan arms deal and 
possible repercussions. 


A No. 


Q Also on China, do we have any report to 
confirm something in the Wall Street Journal today which 
was that the Chinese have told us that they will not 
downgrade the embassy if the parts sale goes through. 


gn 


A I don't have anything specific to offer 
on that particular point. 


tT might note, perhaps in that regard, that back 
in December, to set the record straight with regard to 
that issue, shortly after our informal notification to 
Congress, we told the Chinese essentially three things: 


One was that the transfer involved no weapons 
whatsoever; 


Secondly, that the transfer was part of a long- 
standing arrangement concluded many months before, and 
before the President met with Premier Zhao at the Cancun 


summit; and 


Third, that we contemplated no new decisions on 
arms sales during the next few months when our talks were 


underway. 
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Q In the same report, you say that the United 
States has agreed to stop new military transfers to Taiwan 
after the spare parts deal goes through. 


Could you also confirm this -- ? 


A I would refer you to what I have just said. 

Q Does the United States have any comment on 
the use of Soviet force in Iran? 

A I think the answer is no. Yes, we have 
simply seen the reports, but I don't have anything for 


you. 


The note I was just given indicates that we still 
don't have a departure time. He will leave later this 
afternoon. That is why I am being unspecific. 


8) Has he left the building? 
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A I don't know if he has left the building 
or not. 


Q Alan, on Central America, are we going to 
be sending any officials to either Havana, Managua, or 
Mexico City this month? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that 
today. 


Q Can you give us what the state of our 
attitude toward the Mexican initiative is at this time? 


A I have nothing to add beyond what we 
have said on this before. 


QO Where is General Walters? 


A I have no idea where General Walters is, 
which is my general state of knowledge about hin. 


8) Do you plan to let us know later as to the 
time of departure? 


A I think we can try and keep up with it, 
sure, but I would ask you to take the responsibility to 
be in touch with us on it. 


Q Has the Secretary's trip been postponed 
Or cancelled? 


A No. That is not the suggestion that I take 
out of this. He will be leaving later this afternoon. 


Q No, I'm sorry. Excuse me. To the Carribbean. 


A The President left this morning. 


Q The Secretary, since the Secretary was to go 
to the Carribbean. 

A The Secretary was going to accompany the 
President. 

Q Right. 


A But he is not, obviously, going with the 
Pre: ~* since the President left this morning, and 
Ambass...0r Stoessel went to represent the State Depart- 


ment. 
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Q So he won't be going later, it is just 


A Ambassador Stoessel is going in his place. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #56 


THURSDAY, APRIL 8, 1982, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, before we get to the obvious, do you 
have any comment on the reports from Salvador that there is 
a coalition in the process of formation which will include 
the Christian Democrats? 


A No. I really don't. The process goes for- 
ward, and I don't think it's appropriate to comment from 
here. 


Q On the obvious, do you have any comment on 
the British statements that there can be no negotiations 
until the Argentinian troops are removed from the Falklands? 


A No. Again, as I said yesterday, I don't 
think it would serve any useful purpose for me to comment on 
that kind of question while Secretary Haig is engaged in his 
current mission. 


Q Did the Secretary know the British decision 
to declare the 200-mile war zone before the decision to 
leave for London was taken? 


A I don't know. 


Q Do you know if anyone in the U.S. Government 
knew that? 


a I don't know of the precise timing. We were 
officially informed of it, but I don't know what the timing 
was relative to the public announcement. 


Q Would it be fair to conclude that the last- 
minute decision to send Secretary Haig was based on that 
information? 


rN No. I think that the decision to send 
Secretary Haig was based on the overall situation and the 
things that we talked about yesterday. 
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Q Alan, the word was did Haig go before? I 
didn't understand your two answers on the British -- 


A I do not know whether he knew before. 
Q Would it be possible to find out? 


A No. He's off in London, and I am not going 
to pursue that. 


Q On another subject: My newspaper ran a story 
the other day with a Havana date line ir which, among other 
things, a senior Cuban official said that Cuba had stopped 
sending arms to Salvador about 14 months ago and was not 
sending any more to Nicaragua. 


Does anything in the U.S. Government confirm that? 


A No. Our information shows no change in the 
pattern from what we have described. 


0 So there is no -- 


My We've described this recently -- the Saturday 
morning paper and so on -- but there's no change from that. 


Q Could you possibly tell us what provision 
NATO is making or going to make for the withdrawal of the 
British units from the North Atlantic? 


ay I can only say that in accordance with NATO 
procedures, any changes in readiness and availability of 
allied forces are notified as necessary to the major NATO 
commanders through normal military channels; and any read- 
justments in NATO forces which might be required as a result 
of those changes would be the subject of consultations 
within NATO. 


Q Have they started? 


nN I do not have any specific information with 
regard to that. 


Q Can I just take you to the first subject, 
please? I know the United States Government is going to be 
neutral on the Islands -- Argentina, British -- but in prin- 
ciple do you support the idea that Britain is promoting or 
talking about self-determination for the people on the 
Islands? 
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A I don't know if you were here yesterday. I 
would refer you to -- we had a long exchange on this in 
which I basically said I'm not going to get into that kind 
of an issue -- (laughter) -- and I'm not. Sorry. 


Q I'm just going to see what you have more pre- 
cisely on Haig's schedule now. 


A I don't have really anything more precise 
except to indicate that he is, to my understanding -- he 
probably already has met with Prime Minister Thatcher as 
well as other officials in the U.K. 


I don't have a precise timetable for his, onward 
travel to Argentina or return to the U.S. 


Q There are reports that Argentine officials 
have been sent to the United States to raise funds in U.S. 
banks. Given that the British Foreign Minister in 
Parliament yesterday asked that Britain's allies discourage 
their banking institutions from lending to Argentina, will 
the United States make a statement vis-a-vis loans to 
Argentina? 


A Again, I think that's the kind of an issue 
which I am not going to address at this point, given the 
Secretary's mission. 


Q You wouldn't ask that there be at least a 
moratorium or a delay in decisions on loans? 


A It is not the kind of a question which I'm 
going to address at this point. 


Q Do we approve of the British declaration of a 
200-mile war zone? Or perhaps this has been addressed at 
some other point and I missed it. 


Ey Again, the same answer stands. You can 
hit this issue from whatever angles you want; it's just 
inappropriate at this stage to comment on the questions that 
you're raising. 


Q Can I just ask something peripheral, then, 
which you probably also won't comment on. There are all 
kinds of reports surfacing that Britain is in the process of 
hocking most of its naval forces, including the aircraft 
carrier Invincible and so on. 
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Do we still feel that Britain is a valuable NATO 
ally in light of its dismemberment of its own forces? 


A Without accepting the implications of your 


question, of course we consider Britain a valuable NATO 


ally. 


Q There is some talk on the Hill about a move 
after the recess to exclude Argentina as a purchaser of U.S. 
arms. Do we have a position on that now? 


A We have no FMS progran. 
Q But they're buying from private -- 
A 


Commercially? I don't have anything for you 


on that. 
Q $50 million. 
You're saying that they're purchasing commer- 
cially. 
Q Now. 
A I don't have anything on that. 


-- MORE -- 





gn 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Is there any discussion in connection with the 
Falkland situation of getting President Reagan personally 
involved in discussions, talks, negotiations, mediation or 
whatever word you might choose to use -- direct personal 
involvement with Thatcher and Galtieri? 


om As you know, the President made a call the 
other evening to President Galtieri, but beyond that, I don't 
have any information to suggest that we have plans until the 
Secretary returns as to what we'll do in any respect. I think 
what we do in the next steps will depend on his mission. 


Q Just to clarify, you don't have any information 
until he returns, or there are no plans until he returns? 


4 I think any next steps regarding any aspect of 
the Administration from the President on down will be deter- 
mined in large measure by what happens in the course of these 


preliminary discussions. 


Q Alan, where is General Walters now? 
A I don't know. That was asked yesterday. 


0 I know. I thought you might have found out in 
the meantime. 


A No. 


Q Is he involved in the negotiations or the 
diplomacy in thi-c? 


A I have no idea, Jim. 


@) Could you find out? 


By No. I think that General Walters’ activities 
are generally -- he keeps a schedule which I don't trv to keep 
up with, and I don't think he particularly wants it kept up 
with. He operates very effectively. 


QO Has the British Embassy raised with the State 


Department the attendance by a number of State Department 
officials at a dinner last Friday night at the Argentine 
Ambassador's residence? 


A I'm not aware that the British Embassy has 
raised that. 
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Q Has anyone? 
A I'm simply not aware of any. 


0 Do you have any comment on the "Foreign Affairs" 
article by these four former -- 


A No. The Secretary, as I said, vesterday, 
addressed this issue in his speech to the extent that he did, 
and I think we will simply stand on what he said. 


Q On that, you promised a series of long involved 
answers which never appeared. They never were available. 


A No. I think what I said is they would be 
available if people wanted to ask further questions. I didn't 
say I would post them. The fact is that they basically repeated 
many of the things that were said in the speech. The fun- 
damental answer is this variety of issues were addressed in 
the speech -- it was a comprehensive statement -- and I refer 


you to that document. 


0 Alan, on that, Rush did give a couple of us the 
guidance that you had alluded to. In it, the statement is 
made that adoption of the no-first-use policy would, in 
effect, withdraw the nuclear umbrella from Europe; but the 
proponents do not advocate that. They say, in fact, the oppo- 
site, that the nuclear weaponry that we have would have to be 
retained there in the event that someone else began to use 
them first. So that really is -- 


A No, I don't think that's quite accurate, Max. 
I'm aware of what the group yesterday said, and I don't think 
there is a contradiction between what has been said here 
before and what the Secretary said in the statement. I would 
invite you to go back and look at that a little more 
carefully. I don't think it says it quite that way. 


0 Do you have any comment on the propriety 
of Ambassador Kirkpatrick's attending that dinner Friday 


night? 


A No. I think -=- again, we addressed this yester- 
day -- the dinner in her honor had been long scheduled. 


WA 
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Q On a different subject, there are some reports 
of some massing of troops on the northern border of Israel. 
\re you aware of that? Can you confirm that? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q The meeting between the Prime Minister, 
including other Israeli officials and Ambassador Lewis, that 
you can confirm? 


A Yes. He certainly has seen the Prime Minister -- 
I don't know what other officials, I don't 
know guite when that was. Recently. 


e) You cannot tell us anything about it, I guess? 
A No. 
9) One more thing, please -- i haven't been here 


for some time now: The Israeli interpretation of what consti- 
tutes a violation of the cessation of hostilities, or cease- 
fire. Does the U.S. Government subscribe to that? 


A We have articulated what our position is on 
that, and I would refer you back to that language. 


Q Any particular date that you can refer me to? 


A Let me see if I have something which would 
refer back to that date. I don't think I have it with me. 
You can get it in the Press Office. I'm sorry. I just don't 
have it with me. 


0 Alan, does the United States Government have 
any comment on the development of the new government in 
Guatemala and on the recurrent rumors of a possible 
counter-coup? 


My We don't see how the Guatemalan people would 
benefit if their political process should degenerate into a 
cycle of coup-plotting and the resultant instability. We note 
that General Rios Montt called for the convocation of a 
constituent assembly in the near future, and we would hope 
that the junta would carry through on its plans to end 
violence and human rights abuses, and to return the country to 
democratic processes, which is the course that we favor. 


Q O.K. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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DPC #57 


FRIDAY, APRIL 9, 1982, 12:22 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments today. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, there's been a Notice to Mariners put 
Out about ships approaching the Falklands. Can you tell us 
any of the details? Does it affect only American shipping 
or -- in other words, do you have it? What's the wording of 
it? 


A Let me give you what I've got on this. Last 
evening, following the British and Argentine announcements 
regarding naval zones around the Falklands, the following 
Special Warning to Mariners was issued: 


"(1) South Atlantic. Mariners are advised not to 
sail within 200 nautical miles of the Falkland Islands 
(Islas Malvinas) until further notice. 


"(2) This notice is solely for the purpose of 
advising U.S. mariners of information relevant to nagiva- 
tional safety and in no way constitutes a U.S. Government 
position regarding foreign claims or proclamations." 


Q Can we get that, Alan? 
A - Sure. 


Q Is there anything else there? For example, 
are they suggesting that ships illuminate their flags or 
anything like that? 


A I think this is the extent of the advisory, 
of the Special Warning. 


Q Who issued that? 


A This Special Warning to Mariners is a message 
authorized by the State Department to advise U.S. merchant 
shipping of a political or military situation which could 
develop into a threat to the safety of American mariners. 





Special Warnings are broadcast by the Defense 

= Department to vessels at sea and wired to U.S. shipping com- 
panies. Several Special Warnings, for example, were issued 
in the course of the Iran-Iraq war to advise U.S. mariners 
of changing conditions in the Persian Gulf region. 


gn 


Q How is that broadcast? Is that put out over 
that station in New Orleans? 


A I frankly do not have details. As I say, DOD 
puts it out, and I would really ask you to go to them for 
any details on that. 


Q Have you any idea of the number of American 
ships that might be in that area or that normally use those 
waters? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


Q My question is, have you issued any travel 
advisories for Argentina or are you requesting that 
Americans living in Argentina might leave the country? 


A I don't know if we have a special travel 
advisory for Argentina. However, we have, in light of the 
measures announced by the British and Argentine Governments, 
advised American citizens to stay away from the Islands 
unless they have very compelling reasons to be there. 
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Because of the situation in the Falklands, trave- 
lers must keep in mind that the U.S. cannot provide normal 
protection to American citizens there. I understand that 
there was an initial advisory which didn't contain quite 
this language, but that one is being drafted now in fact, 
Or drawn up right now, to this effect. 


Q Have you requested Americans living in 
Argentina to leave the country? 


A I have no information to suggest that. 


Q Of the Americans in the Falkland Islands 
now -- I think there are about 31, 41 -- what's going to hap- 
pen to them? 


A I think we've addressed this before here. We 
have been in touch with the Argentine Government about their 
well-being. In fact, I understand that the Argentine 
Government has been in touch with a large number of them, and 
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there is, as far as we can tell at this moment, no problen. 
There were assurances, as I understand it, that anybody 
who wanted to leave would be provided transportation and 
could leave. 

Q Has anyone left? 
I don't know. 
Is there an effective date on that advisory? 


The one I just gave you? 


on FF OO PY 


Yes. 


A I think that this is being revised as of 
today. There was an advisory earlier -- 


Q I meant the maritime advisory. 

A I'm sorry. That was last evening. 

Q But is there a period in which they should 
exercise special caution, a beginning date, or is that 
immediately? 


A Again, it says “until further notice." It 
takes effect, I presume, when it is issued. 


Q Do you have an update on the number of 
Americans in Argentina? 


A No, I don't. 


Q There's no advisories to the Americans in 
Argentina, is there? 


A No. 


Q Does all of this imply that you think Haig is 
not going to be successful in his mediation efforts? 


A Good try, Max. 


(Laughter) 


Q Have you got any information on insurance 
rates going up on shipping bound for Argentina? 
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A I have no information at all on that. 


Q Over the last several days Senator Jesse 


Helms and Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., have both issued state- 
ments calling on the United States Government to invoke the 
Monroe Doctrine and keep British military intervention out 


of this hemisphere. 


Is there any Administration position on that? 
A I have no response to that. 


Q What's the schedule for the Secretary in 
Buenos Aires? 


A I don't have an exact schedule, but he is due 
to arrive there late tonight and will be meeting with top 
officials of the Government of Argentina, including the 
President and the Foreign Minister. I presume that will be 
tomorrow, but I don't have anything further in terms of 
details. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Alan, the European Community is meeting 
today to discuss economic sanctions against Argentina in 
keeping with the Security Council resolution voted last 
Saturday. Has the United States been approached; is the 
United States considering any sort of economic sanctions? 


A Jim, I addressed this question before. I 
said I thought it was inappropriate to talk about anything 
in that range of issues, a broader range, while the 
Secretary is engaged in his current activities. 


Q The Security Council resolution, does; it not 
make mandatory sanctions by the U.N. members if the 
Argentines don't comply? 


A I don't know what the terms are, but even 
what you're telling me would put it into an "if" situation, 
would be speculative, and I'm just not going to 
address it. 


Q New subject? 
A Yes. 


Q The United States has put forth an 8-point 
plan to Nicaragua, and you're familiar with the 8 points. 
Why can't that plan be seen, because some of the specifics 
listed therein, as U.S. eeitainiis in the internal affairs 
of Nicaragua? 


A This issue was addressed in some detail this 
morning at a BACKGROUNDER, and I really don't have anything to 
say beyond it. I would only note the point that was made at 
that time, that this was a proposal being put forward by the 
United States and we would welcome a counter-proposal. 


Q Alan, could you elaborate in any way on the 
interview the Secretary gave with this Egyptian news 
organization? 


A That's a little broad, Max. 


Q It was a warning about crossing frontiers 
and so forth and that the U.S. would not stand by idly. It 
seemed to be directed against Iran and its possible invasion 
of Iraq. 


hh I don't have anything to amplify on that. 


Q What would be the position if they should 
cross into Iragi territory? 


EN I think that is one of those hypothetical 
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questions I would prefer not to address. 


Q Do you have anything more on the 
Irani-Soviet border and what was reported to be going on 
over there? 


A On the Iran-Soviet border? 


Q Yes. There were some reports that there had 
been bombing of villages and the Soviets were trying to 
clear sort of a demilitarized zone along there? 


A This was the ABC report. We are aware of 
the report but have no information that would tend to confirm it. 


Q It would be the ABC report? 


A Yes. 


Q How about the Iran-Afghan border. Do you 
have any reports of any incursions? 


A Again, I have seen the reports but I don't 
have any comment on those. 


Q Different subject. 


Do you have any information on Turki Bin 
Abdelaziz who was granted diplomatic immunity and is a resident 
of Miami? 


A There is some guidance on this. I don't 
happen to have it with me today, but I think you can ask in 
the Press Office afterwards and ask your specific questions 
and they can respond to them. 


Q On the subject of Nicaragua again. In the 
New York Times this morning there was a story of criticism 
of a PBS film on Nicaragua. Is there any U.S. Government 
reaction to that? 





A I have no comment on that. 
Q Who was this Abdelaziz? 


A I don't have the guidance with me, Bernie, 
so I'm not able to go into it. It's all discussed in the 


guidance. 


Q That's not the head of Saudi intelligence, 
is it == Prince Turki Ibnaziz? 


A I just don't have enough of it in my head, 
Lars, to comment. 


gn 


 VJectassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q You would remember it if it was Prince 
Turki, wouldn't you? 


A I think the issue does involve a Prince Turki 
but I don't have specifics on it. 


Q On another subject. There was a rumor also 
in Miami about stopping flights to Cuba by the American 
Airways Charter Company. Is there any truth to that? 


A American Airways Charter has been designated 
as a Cuban national for purposes of the ’Trading with the 
Enemy Act, and this will halt commerical dealings between 
American Airways Charter and any U.S. firm or person, effec- 
tively putting the company out of business. 


Q Does that mean the flights have been 
stopped? 


BN I would have to assume that that would be an 
effective result of it. If it got no business, it's a 
little difficult to fly. 


Q When was this declaration made -- today? 


A No, I think that this was a couple of days 
ago. I don't have the specifics. 


MR. TAYLOR: It was today. 
A Was it today? I'm sorry. It was today. 


Q Can you explain that. I can't follow you on 
your answer. 


Es I'm not a legal expert, and I'm not going to 
try to pretend to be. But there is a violation of U.S. law 
involved here, and action has been taken in response to it. 


Q Are there any other tourist flights scheduled 
for Miami or does that end all the traffic between Miami and 
Havana expect for charters? 


A There are two things, I guess I could say. 
One is that the question of travel between the U.S. and Cuba 
is a separate issue, really, and remains under review. If 
Cuban authorities are interested in direct travel to Cuba, 
there's no reason why other American carriers shouldn't 
respond to the commercial demand. 


Q So it's just American Airways Charter the 
one that is not allowed to operate. Is this a result of the 
indictment of the company? 
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A I would have to refer you to the Justice 
Department. I'm sorry. 


Q But it's still open for American planes to 
fly in there? _ 


A I'm not giving you any change in the overall 
status. I'm giving you one specific point. 


Q Thank you. 


(Briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #58 


MONDAY, APRIL 12, 1982, 12:39 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the delay. 


I have one announcement, regarding the travel of 
Deputy Secretary Stoessel: With the agreement of all the par- 
ties, the President has asked Deputy Secretary Stoessel to 
travel to the Middle East to assist Egypt and Israel with the 
arrangements leading up to April 25, which as you know is the 
last in the calendar of events leading toward full implemen- 
tation of the Treaty of Peace. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, there are reports out of Israel that 
Defense Minister Sharon now opposes giving the total Sinai 
back to Egypt. According to some Israelis, the Egyptians are 
not abiding by all of the provisions of the treaty, and have 
not abided by the Camp David Accords in their contacts with 
other nations. Is that part of the reason why Stoessel is 
going? 


A No. I think he is going, basically, because 
there are some things which remain to be worked out in the 
period ahead. I don't want to get into details, frankly. 

To address your earlier point, we remain fully confident, as 
always, that Egypt and Israel will carry out all their commit- 
ments under the Treaty and the Camp David Accords. 


Q Without getting into the details, are there 
problems with the mechanics of the withdrawal or the actual 
fulfillment of the provisions? 


A Jim, I don't think, as I say, that I'm in a 
position to go beyond what I've said. 


Q Alan, when you say Sto2ssel is “to deal with the 
arrangements leading up to April 25," you're not linking that 


in any way, I notice, with the reports of ongoing tension at 
this very moment -- Israel-Lebanon and so forth. 


A Lebanon? 


Q Will Stoessel be involved in that aspect, as 


well? 
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A The principal focus is as I have described it -- 
that is, the arrangements leading up to April 25. Obviously, 
Deputy Secretary Stoessel would be prepared to address all 
areas of tension, and obviously also the ceasefire remains 
essential. 


Q May I follow that up, please? Why is Stoessel 
necessary when you have Veliotes right on the spot there, who 
saw Begin today? 


A Nick is on a quite different mission and has a 
calendar of his own that he needs to follow. Assistant 
Secretary Veliotes and Deputy Secretary Stoessel will meet in 
London, and thereafter Ambassador Stoessel will go on to 
Israel and Egypt. 


Q What is his calendar? 


a When will they meet? I think the departure is 
this evening. 


Q It is not a commercial flight? 


A I believe it's not. I don't have the details 
of the arrangements. 


Q Will he see the Secretary there? 


i Will they see the Secretary there? I have no 
idea what the Secretary's plan is. 


And I don't know, Marvin. I guess if he is leaving 
tonight, obviously, he would arrive tomorrow U.K. time and 
then he will go on. I don't have a precise schedule, though, 
either for onward travel or when he is coming back, that sort 
of thing. 


Q Alan, when did these arrangements become so 
complicated that they required the Under Secretary in a manner 
that was not previously foreseen? 


A I don't think I would describe it that way. As 
I said, there are some things which remain to be worked out, 
and it was considered appropriate that he go. 


Q Such as, Alan? 


A I also have said I don't want to get into 
details at this point. We have noted before that this is an 
important moment, and all parties simply felt it was 
appropriate for a senior U.S. official to be there. 
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Q When was the decision made for Stoessel to go? 


A I can't give you a precise time. It was some- 
time in the last two or three days. 


Q What is Veliotes' mission which is so different? 


A I don't have a full description of what he was 
doing. He was out there basically on bilateral issues. 


Q Alan, you say “all parties," does that imply 
that Egypt and Israel have asked for his presence? 


A I would prefer to leave it the way I've 
described it. What were the words I used? "With the 
agreement of all the parties." 


Q How about Habib? Are there any plans for him 
to go out there? ‘ 


A No. I know of no plans for Ambassador Habib to 
go out there. 


Q Will Stoessel also go to Cairo? 


A Yes. 
Q Who is in the Stoessel party? 


A It's going to be a small party. It includes 
Deputy Assistant Secretary in NEA Morris Draper, Assistant 
Legal Adviser Michael Kozak, and National Security Council 
member Howard Teischner. 


— Q Alan, do you have a status report on the MFO, 
by any chance, who is there, who isn't there -- 


A No, I'm sorry, I don't. 


Q Alan, I thought the White House said this morning 
that the Stoessel mission was primarily related to the Lebanon 
problem. Did the White House make a mistake, or was that a 
journalistic misimpression. 


A I don't know precisely what it is that was said 
over there. I can't really comment on it. 


Q What degree of anxiety is there here about a 
clash along the Lebanese border? 











A I don't know that I would want to characterize 
it quite in the terms you are asking about, Bernie. 


Q Feel free to revise it. 


A I would mention what we did last week -- I 
don't think it was at the briefing, but afterwards -- that we 
have renewed our appeal to all those involved, or with 
influence on those involved, to show the utmost restraint, 
that this is a time for maximum caution. 


I would draw your attention to the comment 
Ambassador Lewis made following his meeting with Prime 
Minister Begin, in which he said that the Prime Minister, 
"assured me that the Israeli Cabinet has made no decision to 
go into Lebanon in any way, shape, or form." 


As we repeatedly said in the past, we strongly 
believe that the ceasefire is in the interest of all parties 
involved. 


Q Alan, there is no difference in our attitude 
about possible hostilities breaking out today from Saturday, 
is that correct, or have tensions -- 


A I haven't particularly tried to characterize it 
one way or another. I would refer you to what I just said, in 
terms of Ambassador Lewis' most recent statement following his 
most recent meeting with Prime Minister Begin. 
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Q Does his statement assure us? I mean, shouldn't 
we then be relieved as a result of that? Why are you 
repeating the same advisory as Saturday unless his meeting had 
no effect? 


. 


A We certainly take the Prime Minister at his 
word, but I think the situation certainly has certain delicate 
elements to it. We have always described the ceasefire as a 
fragile one that could be upset. I would simply leave it at 
that. 


Q Alan, when you say “to show the utmost 
restraint,” what is that based on, this call for utmost 
restraint? I've read the news agency reports, but what is it 
based on, from your »oint of view? What prompted the U.S. 
Government to issue that statement? 
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A I think there was a sense that there was a cer- 
tain higher degree of tension in that border area. And while 
obviously we welcome the statement and assurances we've 
received, as I said, there is always a degree of fragility and 
delicacy about that situation. 


Q Alan, can I follow that up? You're using the 
past tense. Are you saying that higher degree of tension now 
has evaporated because of Prime Minister Begin's assurances? 


A I really don't want to get into characterizing 
it in those terms. 


Q Having characterized it as a certain higher 
degree of tension, is that a tension that continues today, or - 
is it one that has dissipated? ° 


A I don't think that the tension has at any point 
dissipated. Obviously, it has its higher and lower moments, . 
but I don't think I want to give you a temperature reading on 
it, particularly. 


Q Does the Administration consider the infiltra- 
tion of this terrorist group two days ago through Jordan, to the 
Jordan Valley, in violation of the ceasefire agreement? 


A From the information we have available, it 
would appear this particular incident represents a violation 
of the ceasefire. As you know, the cessation of hostilities 
pertains to all hostile military activity from Lebanese terri- 
tory into Israeli territory, and vice versa. 


Q But this was from Jordan. 


A I don't have further details to give you other 
than that judgment. 


Q When he asked about Jordan, you said it is a 
violation of the ceasefire; but then he restated something 
that mentions only Lebanese territory. 


A As I said, from the information we have 
available, it would appear that this particular incident 
represents a violation of the ceasefire. I don't have further 
details to give you about what that information is, but 
obviously, it comes within the context of the definition I 
just gave you. 
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Q Alan, have you found any sign of two Israeli 
divisions having moved to the north of Israel? 


A It is a fact that there has been a 
strengthening of Israeli forces in the north over the past 
week, but I don't have details to give you, John, as to héw 
much, two divisions, or whatever. 


Q Again, I may not have understood you. The 
infiltration was from Jordan. You said that the violation of 
the ceasefire only includes or limits it to Lebanese terri- 
tory. Do you have any other information? 


A I'm not sure you were here when Dean went over 
this at one point, when he made clear -- and I really, I 
guess, refer you to the Press Office to get the exact 
words, but let me give you the sense of it, and ask you to | 
check the exact words that were used -- that if such action 
Originated in Lebanese territory against Israeli territory, 
but went through another area, that still would consti- 
tute a violation in our view, and also the other way. So I 
would ask you to go check those words. 


e) Alan, after the violation of the ceasefire, 
then what? 


A I don't have a “then what" for you, Lars. 
Obviously, a "then what," at the very minimum, would be 
to cause us to reiterate, as I have done today, our call for 
caution and restraint. 


Q Alan, if the tension, as you said, hasn't 
really dissipated as before, why hasn't the Administration 
sent Ambassador Habib who originally worked out the ceasefire. 


x Why not send him in addition or instead of 
Ambassador Stoessel? I don't quite understand the thrust of 
your question. 


Q It's just that you said Veliotes was for 
something other than the possibility of the breaking out of 
hostilities, and Stoessel is also for something else. Well, 
if there is tension, why is it Ambassador Habib who originally 
worked for the ceasefire hasn't been sent there? 


A I think with Ambassador Habib's travel and so 
on there is always a question of judgment as to how he could 
be most effective or when his travel to the area would be most 
productive. Obviously, that judgment has not been made at 
this moment. 
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Q Alan, could you say whether Stoessel is going 
out to that area because of new problems which have arisen in 
the last couple of days? 


A I wouldn't want to characterize it that way, 
particularly, Marvin. 


Q Well, clearly, he had not been planning to go 
out, and you have always known about April 25, so what is 
the reason for his going out? 


A I simply would refer you back to what I've 
already said. This is an important time in the process, 
something we've noted before; and it was considered by all 
those concerned that it would be appropriate for a senior U.S. 
official to go out. 


Q Does it relate specifically to complaints that 
Israel has raised with the United States in the last 24 hours? 


A Marvin, I'm not going to go beyond what I've 
said in terms of what the problems are, in terms of simply 
saying that some things remain to be worked out. But as I said 
before I don't really -- 


Q Are these new things that remain to be worked 
out? 

A I've said what I have to say on the subject. 

Q Alan, on that same thing, you say it's an 


important time or an important moment, and that it has always 
been recognized as such. Was there always a plan for a senior 
State Department official to go out at this time, at this 
important moment? 


A I don't think I would put it in terms of 
"always was the plan.” I think this is the kind of situation 
in which one obviously judges as time goes by. 





"“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q On that subject, Alan, does the United States 
believe that both sides are living up to the spirit and the 
letter of the Camp David Agreement? 


A I think I've already addressed this issue. 
Q No. You've addressed the peace treaty. 


A I would say that all parties clearly remain 
committed to and we are confident will live up to the provi- 
sions of the Camp David Accords. 


Q You said Veliotes was out there on a dif- 
ferent calendar. Can you tell us what that is? 


A I frankly do not personally have details of 
it. 


Q In broad outline? 


A He has some things back in Washington now I 
believe he is committed to. | 


Q I mean, what was his purpose for going? 


A I don't have details. We had some guidance 
last week on this, and I think, as we said, part of his nor- 
mal responsibility is engaging in discussions of aspects of 
our bilateral relationships. I don't think we've gone 
beyond that. 


Q With who? 
A With the Egyptians and Israelis. 


Q The shooting in the Mosque: I just want to 
ask whether this in any way contributed to Stoessel's deci- 


sion to go? 


A No. I don't think I would put it that way. 
Obviously, as you know, we have condemned that incident. I 
think that you probably have our statement on that from 
yesterday. 


Q Will Mr. Stoessel be confined to visiting 
Jerusalem and Cairo or will he roam further afield? 


A The details remain unsettled -- the 
length of his trip and so on -- but we're 
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talking specifically about Egypt and Israel and April 25. 
So when you say “further afield," I do not envisage that -- 


Q In other words, Egypt and Israel agreed to 
this when you spoke about the agreement of all parties. 


A Sure. That's, I think, what it means. 
Q But you didn't say who initiated that. 


A No. I said “with the agreement of all the 
parties." I haven't talked about initiation. 


Q Has any thought been given to Stoessel and 
Haig's swapping assignments? (Laughter) 


A I should think at this point that the 
Secretary might even be interested in doing that. He must 
have triple jet lag. (Laughter) No. 


Q Could you tell us whether the Administration 
was in touch with Habib in asking him about this Stoessel 
visit? Was that assignment offered to him and he turned it 
down or what? 


A No. I don't think I would be that specific. 
we remain in touch with Ambassador Habib about the 
situation regarding his mandate and Lebanon and the cease- 
fire and so on, and that contact continues. But that's a 
different focus from this. 


Q That’s an intriguing answer when you say “I 
don't think I would be that specific.” 


A The question, “Have we been in touch with him 
recently," I can't tell you whether we've been in touch with 
him recently. It's quite possible. 


Q No. On this mission. 
A This mission, I don't have a specific answer 
for you. I don't know whether he was consulted as to the 


wisdom of it. I couldn't rule it out. 


Q Where is he at this point? 


aN I don't know. The last information I had on 
him was that he was in California, but I don't specifically 
know. 
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Q You mentioned the Haig mission. Is he going 
back to Buenos Aires? 


A I don't know. 
Q When will that be decided? Do you know? 


A No. I think it probably won't be decided 
until he finishes his discussions. I can't give you a time, 
but not all that long ago he was still in discussions in 
London. So I really am going to have to let you rely on the 
correspondents covering it from there to get his schedule. 


Q Do you have anything at all on the Falklands 
today? 


A No. 


Q Do you know what the OAS meeting is about 
this afternoon? 


A Yes. The Permanent Council is scheduled to 
meet at 3:00 today to consider the resolution which was 
deferred last Thursday by an overwhelming majority of the 
OAS Permanent Representatives. 


Q Are you sure that's still on? 


A As of an hour ago, my understanding was that 
that was still on. 


Q I think it was postponed. 


A You may be right. It may have been postponed 
since then, but that was my latest information. I'm sorry 
if it's out of date. 


Q Has General Walters been found? 


A I think General Walters finally surfaced. My 
understanding is that he is with the Secretary's party. 


Q Following up on last week's story on Saudi 
Prince Turki, have the Saudi Arabians given you any word on 
what his diplomatic title is? 


A I don't have anything beyond what we gave you 
last week. 
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Q What you gave us last week said that you were 
awaiting word from the Saudi Arabians on what his diplomatic 
title was, and I wonder if you could take the question. 


A No. I don't think that's quite what we said, 
and I think I'd refer you back to the guidance on that. 


Q I think that that's almost exactly what it 
said. 


A In any case, I don't have any updating on it. 

Q I've got one more question on Prince Turki. 
Can you give us any past case where there has been post- 
facto diplomatic immunity granted? 

A I haven't got the slightest idea. 

Q Could you take that question? 


A I could look into the question. I can't pro- 


| mise you anybody will know for sure. 


Q Do you know what the status of his household 
staff is? 


4 I don't have anything beyond the guidance 
that was available in the Press Office last week. 


Q Going back to the Falkland Islands, Jeane 
Kirkpatrick said on CBS “Face the Nation" yesterday that we 
did not regard Argentina's attack as armed aggression 
because they had a claim to the Palkland Islands and because 
we didn't recognize either side's claim. 


Was she speaking for the State Department, and 
would that apply elsewhere? 


BN I don't remember her quite using those words. 
The fact remains that in the United Nations we voted for the 
resolution calling for their withdrawal. We ourselves 
issued a statement on the action, and I have nothing further 
to offer you on that. 


Q Who has sovereignty over the Falkland 
Islands? 


A We talked about this last week, Lars. You 
should join us more often. 


oreign 
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Q Would that I could. 


A We miss you. (Laughter) We have not taken a 
position on the competing claims. 


Q Any progress with the Nicaraguans following 
last week's -- 


A I have nothing to follow up on last week's -- 


Q Do you have anything on military activity 
around the Falklands? 


A No, I don't. 


Q There are more reports of violence in 
Jerusalem and the West Bank today. Do you think that there 
is kind of relaxation in use of weapons at least on the part 
of Israel? I mean, do you think they are really using 
weapons easily or to disperse protesters and demonstrators? 


I mean, are there any other means available you 
think that could be used rather than using live ammunition 


and weapons? 


A I'm not going to get into the question that 
you've just raised. Obviously, tensions are very high. We 
understand that a commercial strike was in effect throughout 
the Arab-inhabited sections of East Jerusalem and in certain 
towns in the West Bank. 


There have been outbreaks of violence. We 
understand a tourist bus was stoned and some tourists were 
injured, and a number of demonstrators have been shot in 
scattered incidents in the West Bank and in particular in 


Gaza. 


Some prominent Jerusalem Arabs have been detained 
for leading an unauthorized but peaceful protest 
demonstration. 


I would simply repeat that yeterday's outrageous 
and tragic violence at the Dome of the Rock in Jerusalem has 
understandably generated strong emotions and passions. We 
deeply regret the bloodshed resulting from that incident 
and the disturbances which followed it. 


Again, in this highly charged atmosphere, we hope 
that those in a position to do so will seek to calm passions 
to prevent additional tragedies. 
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Q Were any U.S. authorities asked to help the 
Israeli police in the investigation of the background of the 
man who acted yesterday? 


o I don't have anything on that. I can 
confirm that Israeli authorities have informed us they're 
holding a dual Israeli-American citizen named Alan Goodman 
who they said is responsible for yesterday's shooting 
incident. 


We are seeking consular access to him, and we've 
been assurec we'll be able to visit him as soon as the 
police complete their questioning of him. But I have no 
information to suggest they've made the request that you 
suggested. 


Q Where is he from? 


A I don't have further information on him. I've 
read press reports, but I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Would you use the word “terrorist attack" in 
reference to yesterday's attack on the Al Agsa Mosque, or 
would you refer to it as just a shooting incident? 


A I think we've referred to it as a senseless 
act of violence. 
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Q Is it a terrorist attack? 


A I'm not in a position to suggest that. 
According to the information available to us, this was 
obviously the work of a deranged individual. I don't know 
whether you consider acts of a deranged individual terrorist 
attacks or not. 


Q Only deranged? 

A Only deranged? 

Q That's the question. 

Q Do you know if there were Americans wounded, 


and, if so, who they are and where they're from? 


BN Our Consulate has reported that five American 
citizens were injured in the rock-throwing incidents following 
the shooting at the Dome of the Rock. I don't have any 
further information on it. 
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Q Do you say that he was deranged because of 


any previous information from a psychologist or somebody or 
are you actually saying the act would lead one to conclude 


that the person is deranged? 


A I'm saying based on the information that was 
available to us, or has been available to us, this is our 
judgment based on everything we know about it at this point. 


Q Have you ever taken a position on the organi- 
zation headed by this Rabbi Kahane and whether it's a 
terrorist organization or not? 


A I don't know that we have. In any case, 
I understand from press reports -- and this is not speaking 
from here in some official capacity -- that they've denied 
responsibility for this and so on. But, in any case, I 
don't know the answer to your question. 


Q Are you satisfied that this deranged indivi- 
dual was acting alone or was he part of some group? 


A I have nothing to suggest he was acting as 


part of some larger conspiracy. But, again, I think that 
all of us are going to have to wait until he gets questioned 


by the police. 


Q Getting back to the Argentine situation 
briefly, I understood that there was going to be a meeting 
in Buenos Aires beginning Tuesday of various air force offi- 
cers from throughout the continent. 


Are the Americans included in this meeting? Is 
the meeting still on? 


A I don't know. 


Q And the other question is, is there anything 
new about the Americans who were on the Falkland Islands? 
Have they been evacuated or are they still there? 


A My latest informat.ion is that we're waiting 
for a fuller report but the Americans on the island are 
being asked by the Argentine authorities whether they wish 
to stay or leave. The arrival of one American family in 
Buenos Aires has been confirmed, and the Argentine military 
provided transport for them from the Islands. 
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Q One more thing: You said based on infor- 
mation you have, you figured, you believed. What infor- 
mation do you have about the person? 


A I don't have specifics beyond what I've given 
you at this point. I don't have the reporting in front of 
me on that. 


Q What I'm saying, Alan, is that you're basing 
it upon information that you're saying you have. Can we 
just have a hint of what that information is? 


A I don't have anything further to offer you on 
that. 


Q On another subject: Is the Administration 
any closer to send the Taiwan spare parts deal to the Hill? 


A I have nothing new for you on that today. 


Q With respect to fleets and armadas, this 
month there will be two exercises in the Caribbean. Both of 
them are the largest in the history of their yearly exer- 
cises. The first is "Red X" which began last week, having 39 
ships and two aircraft carriers; and then later in the month 
there will be “Operation Ocean Venture" which will be 60 
ships -- I guess about 65 percent larger than the British 
fleet -- and 45,000 active-duty military personnel. 


Is this part of our diplomacy in the region? Was 
the State Department consulted on the size of these 
exercises? Because these are unprecedented sizes by a con- 
siderable amount. 


a I don't have details. My understanding is 
that exercises are generally coordinated in some fashion or 
other, but I don't have details for you. 


Q But are they connected with the Nicaraguan 
proposal and our talks with Cuba? 


A I think that's stretching it quite a bit to 
make that kind of a link. 


Q Do you have any follow-up on the President's 
suggestion he might like to meet with President Brezhnev at 
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the U.N. this summe<? Has that been passed on to the Soviet 
Union? Have they responded? Do you know how Brezhnev's 
health is? 


A I don‘t have anything on any of those subject 
today. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #58 


TUESDAY, APRIL 13, 1982, 12:44 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Yesterday we talked briefly about Prince 
Turki and whether or not the Saudis were going to respond to 
you about what his diplomatic title is, and whether or not 
the guidance had said that he would. I just want to clear 
this out of the way. 


The guidance last week said, “As to his specific 
diplomatic title, we are awaiting further word from the 
Saudi Government." Have you received further word from the 
Saudi Government? 


A I have no information on that. I will 
endeavor to look into it further, but I've got nothing today 
new on that. 

Q When is Secretary Haig coming to Washington? 

A I don't have anything to offer you on this 
beyond what the Secretary said to the press in London, and I 
don't have an official version of it. I have a version that 
came ofi a radio tape, and I prefer not to muck up the 
waters by giving you some different words from what he did. 

Q Has he left the ground yet? 

Yes. 
He has left the ground? 
Yes. 


When does he get here? 


on Oo FF OO PF 


You are expecting him at Andrews at 7:30 or 
so? 


My understanding, yes. 


Any arrival statement? 
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A I have no idea whether he'll have an arrival 
statement. I wouldn't be surprised, but I don't -- 


@) Do you know when he'll report to the 
President? 


A No. I have no information on that yet. 
Q Any idea when he'll go on to Buenos Aires? 
A No. I do not know. My understanding is, 


again, that in his statement -- and I refer you to his sta- 
tement for the authoritative version -— he used the word 
"shortly." 


Q Shortly for what? 


A That he would proceed on to Buenos Aires 
shortly. But, again, I'll refer you to his words and ask 
you not to take it from nme. 


Q In those words was he upbeat or did he indi- 
cate any progress, anything like that? 


A For your guidance only and no use, simply the 
version I have says, "I don't describe myself as disap- 
pointed or anything else.” 


(Laughter) 


Q Could I ask you about the announcement at the 
Pentagon on the decision to send the letter of notification 
to Congress on spare parts to Taiwan? 


I've only seen a wire version of that statement. 
It seems to say that this is the logistical requirements for 
the year. Does that mean there are no other plans to sell 
any military equipment to Taiwan this year? 


A I don't have those words. Let me just tell 
you what I do have. I confirm the Administration is sending 
to Congress today, April 13, formal notification of approval 
of a $60 million transaction for the sale of spare parts to 
Taiwan. 


This package is part of a longstanding supply 
arrangement, and its inception dates back to last summer. 
No weapons of any kind are involved. 
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Q You have quite a different statement than the 


Pentagon. 


A I'm not trying to give you what the Pentagon 
statement was. They have the notice to the press, I think, 
on what their notification procedure concerns. 


Q Let me ask you, are there any plans for any 
additional sales? 


A I don't have anything further to say to you 
today about further sales. As we've said before, there's no 
change in U.S. policy, though. 


Q Have you notified Peking that this was hap- 
pening, and what is their reaction? 


A We have informed Beijing in the appropriate 
manner. I would also say, by the way, that the American 
Institute in Taiwan provided appropriate notification to its 
counterpart organization, and I would also make mention of 
the fact that, as I indicated on April 7, we've had 
discussions on this general subject with Beijing as long ago 
as December. 

Q Do you have any reaction from Peking? 


A I think it would not be appropriate for me to 
get into that subject. 


Q What's the status of the possible extending 
of the F-5SE line in Taiwan? . 


A I don't have anything further from what we 
discussed January ll, I think, on that. 


Q But this is beyond that? 

It's a different subject. 

What you're talking now is spare parts? 
Yes. 

Not for weapons? 


Spare parts. 
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But not for weapons? 
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A I don't know what the spare parts are, but 
they're not weapons systems. Anyway, it's a different 
subject from the F-S5E and the production line and all of 
that, and I would refer you back to the statements we made 
on January 11 which I think speak for themselves. I don't 
intend to comment on then. 


Q Does it include ammunition? 

A No. 

Q Could I pick that up? Spare parts -- you 
said no weapons of any kind involved, but these are spare 
parts for weapons. 

A I just don't have -- 

You don't have that either. 


Q 
A I don't have that. 
Q 


Is that available somewhere, a list of what 


A I honestly don't know. I presume the 
Pentagon may have it, but I can't tell you. I don't have 
the answer to that. 


Q Just to clear up one area of confusion: 
Are these spare parts what the Chinese have been complaining 
to the United States about, or was it just related to the 
larger issue of the F-5E? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of our 
conversations with the Chinese, and I'm not going to discuss 
the characterization as to whether they have been complain- 
ing or not complaining about this particular -- 


Q Has there been any change in the F-5E status 
beyond what had been discussed here several months ago? 


A No. 


Q Can you tell us, are there still "sensitive" 
discussions going on with China? 


A Yes. 
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Q Does the Chinese Government intend to 
withdraw its Ambassador for consultations or for any other 
reason? 


a That would be speculative, and I'm not going 
to engage in it. 


Q Has the Chinese Government informed this 
Government as to their intentions in this regard? 


A Again, I'm not going to get into the question 
of discussions between ourselves and other governments. 


Q Have the Chinese made it clear that any mili- 
tary-related supplies are unacceptable to them because that 
relationship mandated by the Taiwan Relations Act is unac- 
ceptable to them in principle? What is your position on 
that? 


A I have no comment to offer you on that. 
That's your characterization of their position, and I'm not 
going to get into the question of -- 


Q Are you rejecting that characterization? 


A I'm not going to comment at all on that 
issue. 


Q Can't you put it in perspective? Just 
describe the agreement or the statement you made several 
months ago affecting the F-5E and other aspects and compare 
it to what you are now announcing, or what the Pentagon is 
now announcing? 


A No. With regard to that, I would refer you 
back to the record at that point. I'm not going to go 
back into that issue at this point. 


Q Why not? Just for clarification reasons. 


A Because I don't have all the words in front 
of me, and I would suggest you go back and look at the 
record of it. We had an extensive discussion at that 
point, and I'm talking to you about something which is quite 
different from that and in a different context. 
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Q The Administration's reading of the Taiwan 
Relations Act -- is it policy posture? Any particular posi- 
tion on the Taiwan Relations Act, and in particular the com- 
ponent which refers to arms sales? 


A I said earlier today that there's been no 
change in U.S. policy, and I would refer you back to our 
previous statements on that. 


Q What effect is this? Is Holdridge or some- 
body going from the State Department to talk to the Chinese 
about this? 


4 No. No reason to talk to them about this. 
We have had discussions, though, as I said, about this. 
We've informed them in an appropriate manner. 


Q What effect does this sale have on the basic 
military balance in the area? 


A I'm not going to speculate on this subject. 
We're talking about a sale of $60 million worth of spare 
parts. I think you can draw your own conclusions. 


Q The Pentagon said the spare parts were to 
maintain aircraft supplied by the United States. 


A Fine. I don't have that detail. 


Q Could you characterize the nature or tone of 
the notification to China? Was it apologetic for this sale? 


A I would, for your guidance, steer you away 
from that line of reasoning. 


Q Did the U.S. inform the Soviets? 


A I do not believe that the United States 
informed the Soviet Union. 


Q When was the last time there was a transfer 
of military equipment to Taiwan? 


A I don't have that information. 


Q To follow up on that, is this the first 
transfer of spare parts in the Reagan Administration? Isn't 
this the first arms sales package to Taiwan in this 
Administration? 
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A Again, I don't have information on when the 
last one was. I think that something was addressed in this 
sense in January. Anyway, the answer is I don't have infor- 
mation for you s_ecifically. 


Q Would you take that question to see whether 
Or not this is the first time any spare parts have been 
transferred? 


A Yes. 


Q How does this compare in size to previous 
Spare parts transactions? 


A I don‘t know how to -- 

Q In terms of dollar value. 
A I don't know. 
Q 


Por previous years, what has been the dollar 
value? 


A I don't have those numbers. 


Q Is there any significance to the timing of 
this announcement whatsoever? 


A Significance to the timing? 


Q Right. And any reason why it's being made 
now? 


A I don't have a particular reason to offer you 
except that I suppose it was felt that it was needed to be 
done now. 


Q Not to spur anything else or to calm anything 
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Q Is there any other package that may fall into 
the category of longstanding arrangements, as you mentioned, 
of these spare parts? 


A I don't have any other announcements to give 
you today on this. I think I'm going to have to leave it at 
that. 


Q Just one thing: Has there been any decision by 
the Administration to stop supplying spare parts or arms to 
Taiwan at a certain point? 


A This gets into the question of what we are 
talking about. That's one way of getting back into the 
question of arms sales to Taiwan. First of all, I've said our 
policy is as before. There is no change in U.S. policy. 
Without leading you one way or another, I'm not going to get 
into the question of the diplomatic discussions that we're 
having on this subject. 


Q Back to what you just said a minute ago, why 
was it felt necessary at this time to go ahead? 


A I think this was a technical judgment. 

Q Relating to the usefulness of the -- 

A -~- the need for the spare parts. 

Q Alan, you say the policy is not changed, but at 
the present time you emphasize the sales involved do not 
involve any weapons' spare parts. Does that mean that in the 


future that equipment or articles, items, falling into the 
category of weapons will be excluded? 


BN It means that this package -- 

Q -- would involve some kind of change, yes? 
. A No. This package involves spare parts, is what 
it means. 

Q Can we have a definition of a weapon as opposed 


to spare parts? 


A No. I'm not in a position to give you a 
technical definition. 


Q The Middle Fast? What have you got on Stoessel 
and Veliotes, and so forth? 
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aA That's a nice broad way of approaching it. 
Assistant Secretary Veliotes will meet with Deputy Secretary 
Stoessel in London today. Assistant Secretary Veliotes will 
thereafter return to Washington, and Deputy Secretary 
Stoessel will proceed to Israel for meetings there on 
Thursday. He will be meeting with senior leaders in both 
Israel and Egypt, including Prime Minister Begin and 
President Mubarak. After Thursday, the Deputy Secretary's 
schedule is indefinite. 


Regarding the purposes of the mission, I refer you 
to what we said yesterday. I am not going toc have anything 
further to say about that. 


Q What was the level of anxiety today about the 
Lebanon border? 


a I think I've said before that I don't intend to 
give you temperature readings. 


Q You gave us one yesterday. 
A No. Anyway. 


Q Was the guidance the same as yesterday? Does 


that still hold? 


A I referred you to what I said yesterday. 
Q Oh, I didn't hear that. I'm sorry. 


Q Can you comment at all, given what you just 
said about Stoessel and Veliotes, the status of Habib in all 
this? 


A There is no change from what I said about that 
yesterday, just that at this point, he has no plans to go out 
there. 


Q Do you have any report on any additional 
infiltrators picked up? You mentioned that. 


4 Yes, we understand the Israeli military has 
reported that two people infiltrated into the West Bank from 
Jordan, and threw a hand grenade at an Israeli military 
vehicle. There were no reported casualties. We're still 
attempting to get more information on the incident. 


Q When was this done? 


A I don't have the specific information. 
Obviously, it was within the last 24 hours. I saw « wire item 
on that this morning. I don't know precisely when *«* ‘appened. 
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Q Have you (inaudible) Are you confirming this or 
are you just -- 


A No. I'm saying we understand that the Israeli 
military have reported this, and we're still attempting to get 
more information on this. 


Q You may have addressed this yesterday, but is 
the exchange of Stoessel for Veliotes a signal that the 
Israelis wanted somebody higher up the ladder to talk to, with 
all due apologies to Mr. Veliotes? 


x I did address this question yesterday, and I 
don't intend to go over the same ground again today. Let me 
refer you back to the record on that, please. 


Q Do we have any statement on violence on the 
West Bank, Jerusalem in particular, that broke out today? 


4 We understand that sporatic demonstrations and 
commercial strikes continue in reaction to Sunday's attack by 
a deranged gunman at the Dome of the Rock mosque. There have 
been additional casualties among both Israelis and 
Palestinian Arabs as a result of rock-throwing and the use of 
lethal force to disburse demonstrators. 


Reports indicate that the casualties include two 
young children killed by gunfire in the course of Israeli 
efforts to disburse demonstrators. We understand that a girl 
of five died of gunshot wounds received at the D'heishah Refu- 
gee Camp yesterday, and a young boy was shot and killed in 
Gaza today. 


We deplore the actions that led to these tragic 
deaths, and extend our condolences to the families of the vic- 
tims. We again call upon all those in a position to do so to 
exercise maximum restraint to prevent further such senseless 
deaths. 


Q Alan, has Goodman had consular access yet? 


A I am not aware that he has. Let me just see 
what I have on it. No, I have nothing further. He has been 
charged with murder, and the Israeli investigation continues. 
I am not aware that we've gotten consular access to him yet. 


Q What could a consular official offer him? 
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A I don't want to be flip, but I suppose the name 
of a lawyer is one of the things that consular officials do. 
They also check to see that the laws, as understood, of the 
country are being followed, and so on and so forth, and the 
offer of assistance to be in contact -- that kind of thing. 


Q Is it pro forma, then? 


A I don't know if I want to describe it as pro 
forma. I described it as standard consular procedures. Don't 
take what I've just said as a formal definition of what those 
procedures are. If you want them, I'm sure we can get it for 
you. 


Q Do we think the use of lethal force by the 
Israelis to put down these disturbances is justified? 


A I'm not going to comment on that. I think that 
our concern has been that all parties involved should exercise 
the utmost restraint in this obviously difficult situation. 


Q How, then, does the State Department respond to 
the various calls for either U.N. action or Arab League 
Action? 


A As far as the U.N. is concerned, we understand 
the Security Council will convene, or probably did convene, in 
informal session this morning to consider requests for a 
Security Council meeting on the subject. There might be a 
formal Council meeting this afternoon. That is all the infor- 
mation I have at this point. 


Q What does one see happening at that kind of a 
session? 


A I don't really want to speculate on that, 
Marvin. 


Q Alan, this really puzzles me a little bit. Are 
you calling on the West Bank people who are striking, because of 
which they are being shot at, to stop their strikes; the 
Israelis to stop their shooting; and children to stcp throwing 
rocks, and the Israelis to stop shooting bullets? Are you 
equating the two things? 


A I'm not trying to draw weights and measures 
here. What I'm trying to do is to reiterate our often- 
expressed hope that everybody will exercise maximum restraint. 
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Q Including the children who are throwing rocks 
and the Israeli soldiers who are shooting bullets, is that it? 


a I will not accept the implications of what you 
are saying, but the answer is, we are calling on everybody to 
exercise restraint in this situation. 


Q Are you aware that the Israelis are using 
American weapons in the territories? And if you are -- if the 
answer is yes -- does this fit within the American Arms Export 
Act, and are they allowed to use American arms in the 
territories? 


A Didn't we have something on that? Is it 
posted? 


MS. JOHNSON: It is posted. 
Q Oh, is it posted? 
A Because that question came up before. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the defection of 
the Polish Ambassador to Finland? 


A The defection of the Polish Ambassador to 
Finland? No. This is the first I've heard of it. 


Q On the Middle East again, as a result of 
Veliotes’' talks in Cairo and Israel, can you say whether any 
of the problems which were referred to yesterday have been 
taken care of by now? . 


nN I don't have a characterization to offer you on 
that. 


Q Beyond being aware of reports that there are 
problems between the Soviet Union and the Iranians along their 
common border, do you have anything to add on that? Have we 
consulted, for example, the Soviets on that? 


A I don't have anything to add about it. I don't 
think I would get into the question, just as a matter of 
principle; but I don't have anything beyond what I said the 
Other day on that subject. 


Q Thank you. 


A O.K. 
(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DC #59 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 14, 1982, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a number of 
announcements today. oo 


Available in the Press Office are the following 
testimonies: 


- Under Secretary for Security Assistance James 
Buckley, before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. The 
subject is “Security Assistance." 


- Deputy Assistant Secretary for Economic Affairs 
Ernest Johnston, before the Senate Subcommittee on 
International Finance and Monetary Policy. The subject is 
"Reducing Transfer of Militarily Significant Technology to 
the Soviet Union and its Warsaw Pact Allies." 


Also available in the Press Office is the speech by 
Chester Crocker, Assistant Secretary for African Affairs, 
which he delivered this morning at the Boston Conference on 
Trade and Investment in Africa. The subject is "Enterprise 
in Africa." 


Also, I want to announce that the Secretary's 
speech before the Forum Club, in Houston, which was scheduled 
for noon tomorrow has been cancelled. 

Q Any reason? (Laughter) 

A Let's just say it's been cancelled. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q When does the Secretary go back to Buenos 
Aires? 


A Let me say, Jim, in response to that, two 
things: Number one, I don't know; but more importantly, I 
want to refer you to what the President had to say this 
morning about the sensitivity of the situation regarding the 
Falkland Islands. He said that no further comment would be 
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appropriate at this time, so I am perfectly willing to take 
your questions on any subject you wish to raise except any 
question related to the Falkland Islands. 


“Taughter) 


Q Referring to the President he described the 
Situation as critical. I gather we can presume from that 
that Haig is leaving soon. 


A As the President said, he directed the 
Secretary to return for further talks, but I simply have no 
details to give you as tc when the Secretary will be leaving. 


Q Dean, can you comment on reports that several 
variations of 2 plan are being put forward which would 
involve American troops as part of an international force? 


A Jim, I'm sorry. I mean it literally when I 
say I'm not able to take any questions at this time regarding 
any aspect of the Falkland Islands situation. 


Q How about the question of whether the 
Secretary will be taking press with him on this leg? 


A Yes I understand in my absence a formal 
request was made. Is that correct, an official request? 


Q Yes. 


A We appreciate your concern, but because of the 
sensitivity of the mission that the Secretary has undertaken, 
he feels, in his judgment, that it is best that press not 
accompany hin. 


Q Dean, I'd li. 2 to ask a question that is 
related indirectly to the Falklands thing, about the 
Secretary's health, his physical condition, whether he is 
under any particular strain as a result of the rigorous sche- 
dule he has been following. 


A Obviously, he's tired; we all are. But he is 
bearing up very well. 


Q How much sleep has he been getting? 


A Oh, I can't give you a -- You know, he has a 
bunk on the plane that we're traveling on, so he gets some 
sleep. 
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Q How much sleep? 


A As I say, I haven't tried to count it up, but 
he's in fine shape. Don't worry about him. 


Q Dean, can I try something that is related to 
the Falklands? It has to do with a vote yesterday at the 
OAS or the lack of a vote. Does the United States still 
stand by its vote in the Security Council on Resolution 502? 


A Of course, we do. But again, I want to empha- 
size that I'm not going to be able to address any aspect of 
the situation. 


Q You can't tell us, then, why the U.S. 
Representative did not cast any vote in the OAS Permanent 
Council yesterday, when the eastern Caribbean nations 
attempted to incorporate the language, or a reference to 
Resolution 502, into the OAS resolution that was passed? 


A At this time, I just don't think any comment 
would be appropriate. 


Q Anything, Dean, on the Soviet sharing of 
intelligence with Argentina? 


A You're really trying, but again, I just have to 
repeat I can't comment on any aspect of the situation. 


Q You certainly can as far as the President has, 
I assume. The President said that it had been pretty well 
established that the Soviets were aiding Argentina. Has it 
been pretty well established? 


A Well, you heard what the President said. I'm 
just not going to comment further. 


Q Dean, with reference to the decision not to 
take the press on this trip, what is the Department's posi- 
tion on the aspect of the precedent that this sets in the likeli- 
hood that it is something that might easily be followed on 
another occasion? 


A We would not expect it to be regarded as 
anything other than an extraordinary departure from normal 
practice. 


Q Is it possible to either get to the Secretary 
or to Assistant Secretary Veliotes in the next day or two on 
a background basis? 
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A Is it possible to get to them? I don't have 
anything to announce in that respect. 


Q Can we put in a request for either one -- for 
different topics, obviously? 


A Yes. I can't speak for Assistant Secretary 
Veliotes. I'm not even sure he's back yet. 


Q He is supposed to be back today. 


A Perhaps that's true. He was in London yester- 
day, but the point is that, of course, all the officials are 
acutely aware of all of your interest in both subjects that 
you have referred to. But at this point, I have nothing 
that I can offer you. 


Q Two things: When the Secretary was still in 
London, were there any meetings that he had relative to the 
Middle East with Stoessel or Veliotes? 


A Yes, he saw both Ambassador Veliotes and 
Deputy Secretary Stoessel. 


Q To what extent is his return to Washington 
related to the problems in the Middle East? 


A The Secretary's return to Washington? 
Q Yes. 


A I would not ascribe it as having to do with 
the situation in the Middle East. 


Q Has there been any Chinese reaction to the 
announcement yesterday of the spare parts for Taiwan? 


. A Let me see what I have on that. As you noted, 
the Chinese did today formally protest the United States 
announcement. It is a strong, serious protest consistent 
with their position on this issue. Our discussions are 
continuing, and we seek an outcome which would be acceptable 
to both sides. 


Q Did they say anything about pulling out their 
ambassador? 


A Anything I could say with respect to that, as 
well as any other action, would only be speculation, and I 
have nothing I can offer you. 








Q Also, on the sales of arms and such, can you 
confirm that the Administration has decided to go ahead with 
the sale of L-100s to Iraq? 


A The confidentiality provisions of the Export 
Administration Act preclude us from commenting on the status 
of export license applications. 


Q Can you tell us what you mean by “outcome?" 
What "outcome?" There is no outcome to a sale that has now 
been approved by the Administration. That's the outcome -- 


the sale to Taiwan of these spare parts. What do you mean by 
"“cutcome acceptable?" 





A Oh, I'm sorry. You're back to Taiwan? 
Q Back to Taiwan. 
A What do I mean by “outcome?” 


Q I'm not sure I understand that. As I understood 
what the State Department said yesterday was that the sale 
had been approved, and the spare parts would be going. Now 


you're saying that you hope there will be an outcome accep- 
table to both sides. 
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A This has reference to the overall discussions 
we are having with the Chinese. 
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Q On all kinds of other subjects, not related 
necessarily to the sale of spare parts? 


A It has reference to the overall discussions 
we're having. 


Q On Taiwan again, do you have a reaction to the 
Chinese protest? 


A Do we have a reaction? 
Q Yes. 


A Not other than to characterize it as I did, as 
a strong, serious protest. 


Q Did you use the word “consistent” in that? 


A Yes. 


Q What is "consistent?" 
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A Consistent with their position. 


Q What is consistent? They have threatened to 
downgrade. There is no reference whatever in the Chinese 
protest. Don't you see the Chinese protest, which you 
characterize as strong and serious, as a serious retreat, in 
fact, from the original Chinese position? 


A I just don't wish to characterize it beyond 
what I said. 


Q Dean, just to follow up on that, am I correct 
that you have not been informed that the Chinese Ambassador 
is being recalled for consultations? 


A As I say, anything said on that subject would 
only be speculation. 


Q Have you been informed that the Chinese are 
putting in abeyance all future official exchanges between the 
two governments? 


A No, I do not personally know that, and I have 
no comment on it. 


Q Back on the Irag thing, you say you can't talk 
about the issuance of commercial licenses. 


A Yes. 


Q Don't you have to notify Congress in this spe- 
cific sale? 


A I will have to take that question, Jim. I 
don't know the answer in this particular instance. 


Q While you're on taking, could I ask you also, 
during a recent Congressional hearing with Secretary Veliotes 
a Congressman challenged him on the proposed sales to South 
Yemen, Iraq, and Syria. Could you possibly please give us an 
update, telling us anything you can about American proposals 
to those countries? 


A I will be glad to look into that, yes. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Anything on arms to Jordan, possible arms 
sales to Jordan? Do you have any comments? 


A I understand it has been reported that the 
Administration has decided to offer Jordan a compromise arms 
package, including F-5G fighters. 


In response to that, I don‘t want to get into the 
internal deliberations of this Administration on issues 
which are yet to be decided, but with respect to the 
question of new arms sales to Jordan, as we said before, we 
do not have any requests from Jordan. 


At the same time we recognize that Jordan has 
legitimate self-defense needs, and we want our longstanding 
military supply relationship with Jordan to continue. 


Our friends in the region should be confident that 
we are interested in their ability to defend themselves. 


Finally, the President has made clear that any 
decision on future sales to Jordan or any other country in 
the region will be made in the context of the 
Administration's firm commitment to Israel's security and 
the need to bring peace to the region. 


Q Are you confident that with all the turmoil 
in the Mideast right now that Israel will indeed hold to its 
commitment and withdraw from the Sinai by the 25th, or do 
you think something might disrupt that? 


A The answer is yes, we are confident. Prime 
Minister Begin has consistently said that he fully intends 
to comply with the provisions of the Camp David Accords 
casling for with¢c:awal on April 25. 


Q Do you have anything for us on granting 
diplomatic immunity to the Saudi who lives in Miami? 


A I do not have anything today. Is there not 
some information available? 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes. 


A If you could check with the Press Office 
afterward, I think there is something we can give you. 
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Q On Mr. Alan Goodman, the suspect in the 
shooting on the Haram, could you describe what the United 


States Government's consular activities or efforts are in 
his behalf? 


A We've been assured by Israeli authorities 
that consular access will be granted to Mr. Goodman once 
police complete their initial investigation. This is in 
accordance with Israeli law and has been the usual practice 
in arrest cases involving American citizens. 


What initiated the attempt by the consular 
officer to visit him? Was he requested to do so by some 
member of Mr. Goodman‘s family or was it initiated by the 
Department of State on its own? 


I do not have the background to that. 


Could you take that question? 


r oO F 


We'll be happy to look into it, yes. 


Q If that delay is in accordance with Israeli 
law, is it also in accordance with the treaty on Consular 
access? Don't we give Consular access within 24 hours -- 


A Again, I will have to look into it. I don't 
know the answer. 


Q Is it permissible that, according to United 
States’ law, for an American citizen to serve in the armed 
forces of another country besides his native country and 
still keep his American citizenship? I have another 
question which poses -- 


A Let me try to address this question first. 
I want to emphasize that all cases of possible loss of U.S. 
nationality are considered individually and decided or. a 
case-by-case basis. There is no class of persons such as 
Americans who have taken Israeli nationality that is treated 
as a group by U.S. laws or practice. 


Our consular officers in Israel report cases of 
possible loss of U.S. nationality to the Department for 
decision in keeping with standard procedures used by the 
U.S. consular offices worldwide. 


Secondly, the effect of Supreme Court decisions on 
this issue is to make the intention of the individual the 
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decisive factor in determining whether loss of U.S. 
Nationality has occurred. A person does not automatically 
lose U.S. citizenship by performing a given act such as 
accepting foreign nationality or serving in foreign armed 
forces. 


What is required is that the individual perform 
such acts with the intention of relinquishing U.S. 
citizenship. 


Q Copy, please? 


A Yes. I have some other background infor- 
mation on this. 


Q I would like to get a copy of this. 


A All right. But just for the record, let me 
cont inue. 


A given act may be seen as evidence of a person's 
intention, but the act alone is not sufficient to automati- 
cally result in loss of nationality. 


Israel is not the only country whose citizenship 
laws make it possible for an American to become a citizen of 
the second country without taking a positive action such as 
filling out an application. 


Many countries, including the U.S., consider the 
children of its citizens, regardless of where they are born, 
as their own citizens. Our laws and practices regarding 
citizenship recognize the fact that dual nationality is 
possible because of such laws. 


We will make this available to you afterwards. 


Q The same part of the question, which maybe 
you have addressed it already before I ask it: If an 
American citizen commits a crime in a foreign country and 
there was enough evidence to indict him, can the United 
States demand his extradition in order to have him stand 
trial in the United States? This is my question which might 


A It's a question I will have to look into. 


Q Please. 
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Q Let's have a filing break. 
A Filing break. 


Q Do you know whether the Secretary has read 
the Hersh article and whether there's any reaction? 


A He has not read the Hersh article. He has no 
reaction. 


Q There was an article in the Post yesterday 
about American sales of uranium to South Africa. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A Uranium to South Africa? 


Q Right. And is there any violation of 
American law in that two American firms involved? Uranium to 
South Africa. 


A The consistent United States’ position on the 
question of nuclear fuel supply for South Africa has been 
that we would not be able to provide enriched uranium for 
the French-built Coberg power reactors unless South Africa 
adhered to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and accepted 
IAEA safeguards on all its nucler facilities. 


A decision on the part of other countries to 
supply the uranium, as well as a French decision to provide 
the fuel fabrication services, would be the sovereign peroga- 
tive of those countries. 


From an examination of the relevant U.S. statutes 
and regulations, we do not believe that the activities in 
question on the part of U.S. firms involving the provision 
of brokerage services for the supply of special nuclear 
material from outside the United States to South Africa 
constitute a violation of U.S. law. 


It should be pointed out that brokerage services 
by U.S. firms should not be considered a vital element in 
the transactions since such services are freely available 
from foreign firms as well. 


We are continuing to press South Africa to accept 
full-scope safeguards and to adhere to the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty. 
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We believe that such efforts are best served by a 
dialogue that takes place in a non-confrontational 
environment. 


Q Can I get a copy of that? 


os Yes. 


Q While you're at it, do you have anything on 
Namibia? 


A In what context? 


Q Any update? We never did really get a 
progress report on the Crocker talks last week. 


A I have nothing I can offer you on Namibia 
today. 


Q There's a resolution that's been introduced 
into the Senate by Senator Sims and a number of others which 
essentially repeats the language of the 1962 resolution 
passed during the Cuban missile crisis and involves a reaf- 
firmation of support for the Monroe Doctrine. 


As I understand it, you refused to comment from 
that podium on the Administration's position on that resolu- 
tion. However, I've seen some reports that the 
Administration has asked the Senators to withdraw it. 


I, on the other hand, have reason to believe that 
State Department officials have told the Senators involved 
that they support the language of that resolution. 

Can you enlighten us on that? 


A No. I'll have to look into it. I don't know 
the background to it. 


Q Back on the Falklands, if I can for a moment. 
A Try. 
Q Did anyone, as far as you're aware, in the 


American party accompanying Secretary Haig tell reporters, 
Or a reporter in London that third-party involvement and 
possibly American involvement in either policing or in some- 
how defusing this crisis on the ground in the Falklands was 
being considered? 
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I saw some quotes to that effect attributed to 
someone close to the Secretary, and I am curious whether 
those are accurate. 


A It's a very gcod try, but I have no comment. 


Q On the Ascensions -- the State Department has 
addressed this in some detail in the past -- the agreement 
between the British and the U.S., just one technical detail: 
Does the agreement provide that the actual fuel itself will 


be provided by the United States or is it the fueling facility 


and the landing facility that is provided by the United 
States at British request? 


A I'm not going to hazard an answer today. I 
will have to look into that. 


Q I would like to go back to Taiwan. Can ywu 
tell us if there is a freeze now on U.S. arms sales to 
Taiwan in view of United States’ assurances to Peking that 
the United States would not consider any new arms sales to 
Taiwan while the talks are going on? 


A There's no response to that that I can offer 
except to reiterate that discussions are continuing between 
Chinese and U.S. officials. 


9] The Chinese note noted the American assuran- 
ces in this regard. 


A The American assurance? 


Q That the United States would not contemplate 
any new sales while the talks are going on. 


A That question was addressed in an earlier 
briefing, I think, on April 7, and I would refer you to 
that. 


Q I'm aware of that response earlier, but it's 
not very clear because the question really is: Does that 
mean so long as the talks are going on that there will be no 
new sales to Taiwan? The talks could drag on for a year or 
like the Warsaw talks for ten years. 


A I'm sorry. I just have to refer you to the 
statement made at the earlier briefing. 
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Q Earlier today did the President order the 
Secretary of State to keep this Department quiet about cer- 
tain sensitive situations that we don't want to discuss 
here? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 
Q Thank you, Dean. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 
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é 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one announce- 
ment for you. 


Today the Governments of the United States and the 
Federal Republic of Germany signed a bilateral agreement 
concerning host nation support during crisis or war. 


Ambassador Burns represented the United States and 
Foreign Minister Genscher signed for the Federal Republic of 
Germany. This wartime host nation support agreement represents 
important progress towards an enhanced and more rational 
division of labor within the alliance. Such a division of 
labor is becoming increasingly necessary in view of the 
major new burdens which the United States is being called 
upon to shoulder, both within the NATO context and on mat- 
ters outside the NATO area which are of strategic importance 
to the alliance as a whole. 


This is a visible demonstratior of the agreed 
principle of division of labor within the alliance and a 
strong reaffirmation of the United States' commitment to the 


defense of the Federal Republic of Germany and NATO by the 
United States. 


For its part the Federal Republic of Germany 
intends to train and equip some 93,000 Bundeswehr reservists 


who will provide support for United States troops deployed 
in time of crisis or war. 


Copies of the joint U.S.-F.R.G. press release on 
this event and Foreign Minister Genscher's statement at the 
signing ceremony today are available in the Press Office. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q On that, do we have such agreements with 


Other countries? Are we intending to sign them with other 
countries? 
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A I simply don't know whether we have formal 
agreements on host nation support. Obviously, we have other 
arrangements with other nations on support, but I don't know 
whether we have exactly the same arrangement. 


Q On that announcement, somebody this morning 
on the air called that a treaty, but it is not, is it? 


A No. It is not a treaty. This is a bilateral 
agreement. 


Q What have we heard back from the Nicaraguans 
on the 8-point plan? 


A Assistant Secretary Thomas Enders and 
Nicaraguan Ambassador Francisco Fiegos met here yesterday at 
the request of Ambassador Fiegos. The Ambassador brought a 
response to our 8=-point proposal presented to the Nicaraguan 
Government by Ambassador Quainton on April 8. We're 
studying the response carefully. 


Q Does that mean that the talks will now open 
Or what? 


A I don't have anything beyond what I've just. 
given you. 


Qo Do you view it as a positive move? I mean, 
their response was positive? How would you characterize it? 


A I don't have a characterization of their 
response to give to you. We're still studying it. 


Q Do the Nicaraguans agree to negotiate? 


A I don't have anything beyond what I've given 
you on this in terms of what the response consisted of. 


Q Is Enders with Haig, by the way? 

A Yes. 

Q Is General Walters with Haig? 

A I don't know. I meant, frankly, to get a 


list of who was with him at this point. He may well be. I 
wouldn't be surprised, but I don't know. 
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Q One old subject before we move on to 
Nicaragua. Are we ever going to get a response on the legal- 
ities of Tardencillas' visit here? 


A I haven't gotten anything back yet. 


. 


Q Is it possible we might get something out? 


A I don't know. 


Q You brought out a State Department official 
here to give us a fill-in that day on Nicaragua without any 
requests, so far as I know, being made by any reporter. 


Today you are talking about Nicaragua only in 
response to questions and keeping it down to an absolute 
minimum. How do you explain the contrast between what you 
offered last time and today's tight-lipped approach to 
history? 


A Do you cr.ft these phrases at home before you come 
in? (Laughter) 


We are still studying what their response is. How 
can we comment on what we haven't fully studied? 


Q Yes. But agree or reject or -- 


A I think it's appropriate to study something 
before you decide whether you agree with it, reject it, 
think it's good, bad or indifferent. 


Q But their response says they're willing to 
sit down and talk with you without any preconditions and 


negotiations. Anything you want to talk about. What is there to 
study? 


A That's what you have from other scurces, but 
I'm telling you as far as we are concerned officially -- 

Q I can read you the whole note if you want me 
to. (Laughter) 

A I appreciate the offer. 

Q I mean, what is the delay? 

A It was brought in yesterday, and it takes time 


to work these things. I'm sorry if the pace of covernment 
is frustrating. 











Q The Nicaraguans responded initially within 
hours, saying it was a positive gesture. 


a That the gesture was positive. They did not 
comment on the eight points until they brought in their 
response yesterday which is almost a week later. 


Q But they at least responded to the gesture 
itself. Do you think it would be inappropriate for the 
State Department to comment on whether the gesture is one 
that is positive? 


A We had indicated before that we obviously 
were looking for a counter-proposal, and I think that in 
that sense certainly this is a positive development, but I 
don't have anything substantive to say about the 
counter-proposal. 


Q Are you in touch with the Mexican Government 
on these developments? Have any government officials of 
the U.S. met with Mexico in the last few hours? 


A I don't know, but I think I probably would 
not go into that question in any case. Obviously diplomatic 


conversations of that sort are something we don't generally 
comment on. 
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Q Mexico yesterday apparently issued some kind 
of a statement, praising the U.S. Government in saying that 
the Mexican proposal for negotiations had been met, so to 
speak. 





4 I haven't seen it, frankly. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything on the presence of this 
destroyer, the U.S. Coontz -- 


Q Wait a minute. We're on Nicaragua. 


0 It is. Well, it's not on the plan, but they're 
reporting the presence off their Caribbean Coast of a U.S. 
destroyer called Coontz; do you have anything on that? 


A No, not specifically. 


Q Alan, just to tidy this up. Were you calling 
the response a positive development? 


ra I'll stick with the words I used. You'll 
have to go back and refer to them. 


Q You said the fact they had delivered a 
counter-proposal was, in that sense, a positive development. 
You're sticking by that? 


A I'll stick with what I said. 
Q How long did the meeting last? 


A I don't have any further details on that. 
Sorry about that, Mike. 


0 Alan, let's just go back to this German 
agreement for a second. Does this imply any change in the 
level of our personnel in Europe? 


A No, I don't think that it does. I would ask 
you to look at the statement that's available in the Press 
Office. But I don't think it's related to that sort of 
thing. 


9) Alan, on the Falklands, there seems to be some 
question about the origin of the invitation of the Secretary 
to go to Argentina. He said he was invited, and there are 
reports coming out of Buenos Aires which are saying, for 
example, that he had not precisely been invited but that he 
offered to come and the Argentinians, always polite, invited 
him. Have you sought that out? 


A Bernie, the Secretary addressed this question 
yesterday. I'm going to have to stick with our position 
that I'm not going to go into questions on this whole issue 
while the Secretary is engaged in his efforts. I would 
refer you to what the Secretary said about this. 


Q Alan, do you have any separate knowledge, 
aside from press reports, that two Argentine ships have 
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actually run the British submarine blockade of the 
Falklands? 


A No, I don't. I would also say that, again, 
it is something I simply wouldn't want to comment on in any 
case. It's not going to pay us to get into that sort of an 
issue. 


9) I was just wondering if the plane with windows 
and good communications has signaled back any response to 
reports today that there's a new rift between this building 
and the White House, and also to the lead editorial in the 
New York Times? 





A As far as the first part of that question is 
concerned, I don't have any comment for you Barrie. As far 
as the second comment is concerned, I think our position on 
why we are engaged in this effort and what our objectives 
are have been stated quite clearly. 


Q Alan, do you want to get into this intelligence 
issue? Do you have anything -- 


A No, I don't. (Laughter) 

0 Do you have any anything on reports that you, 
the State Department, that the Soviets have been shadowing 
the British fleet and passing on the information? 


A Bob, I'm not going to get into that question. 
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0 How about the converse, that we have been 
aiding beyond past agreements the British? 
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A I think to the extent -- I'm not going to get 
into the question. I would, again, refer you to the 
Secretary's remarks yesterday. 


Q Does the Secretary plan or expect to meet 
with leaders of any other South American/Latin American 
countries during that visit? 


B, I don't have any information to suggest that 
that's the case. 


Q Do you have any information on where he will 
be stopping for refueling? 


A No, I don't have any information of that 
sort. 





9 A report from B.A. about some remarks made iy 
the President in which he is quoted as saying, "Should the 
pressure of the industrial world increase, Argentina could 
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seriously think of receiving Soviet assistance.” Then, 
there's a quotation, without this, meaning selling its soul 
to the devil. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


L Bernie, I am simpiy not going to comment on 
any aspect of this situation. I'm sorry. 


Q Is the island of South Georgia considered 
part of the Falklands archipelago? If not, is it one of the 
islands under contention? 


A I can't answer you. I'm not a geographer and 
do not know whether its considered geographically a part of 
it, but, I do think that politically, it probably falls 
within it. But I'm not an expert on this, and I would turn 
to somebody who is to get that answer for you. 


@) For the first time in a year Cuba and 
Argentina have exchanged ambassadors. Do you have any com- 
ment on that with respect to Cuba's isolation in the 
hemisphere? 


A Nos — 
Q None at all? 
A No. 


Q Alan, I want to change the subject briefly. 
There are two Guatemalan Christian Democratic leaders in 
town. I was wondering if they had met with anybody in the 
State Department and also if there was any new state- 
ment by the State Department on the new military government 
there? 


A On the latter, the answer is no, there is 
nothing new on that, and on the former, that's the first I've 
heard of it. 


QO Do you have anything on that Senate vote 
yesterday on the Symms resolution? 


A No. 
Q You have nothing at all? 


A No. 


0 Can you take that question with respest to 
the Christian Democratic leaders who are here? 
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A I can look into that, sure. It would be 
helpful if you provided some names to the Press Office. 


0 Consensio Cerezo. 

A There were two of them? 

Q The other one is Alfonso Cabrera. 

A Spell it. 

0 C-a-b-r-e-r-a. 

Q On the Symms resolution, Dean took a question 


yesterday as to the Administration's position on that. Is 
there anything on that? 


A I don't have anything further to add. 
Q How about negotiations in El Salvador? 


A No, I think we are where we have been on 
that. 


Q Anything on Stoessel? 


bet I can give you what he did today if you want. 
You want that on Stoessel? 


The Deputy Secretary met with Prime Minister 
Begin and other senior Israeli officials today in Jerusalem. 
His present plans are to proceed to Cairo in the next day or 
two for talks with President Mubarak and other Egyptian 
leaders. 


0 Anything on Prince Turki's diplomatic status 
today? 


ney No, I have nothing new on that. 
@) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements for you. 


First, in response to widespread public interest in 
the nuclear arms issue, especially the proposals for a bila- 
teral freeze on nuclear weapons, the Department has prepared 
a brief essay on the proposed freeze, copies of which are 
available in the Press Office. 


Q For it or against it? 
A Welcome back to Washington, Bob. (Laughter) 


Q Secondly, a statement regarding the State 
Visit of Queen Beatrix and Prince Claus of the Netherlands: 


We wish to emphasize the significance of the State Visit 
to the United States of Queen Beatrix and Prince Claus of the 
Netherlands which will commence with the White House 
Welcoming Ceremony on Monday, April 19, at 10:00 A.M. April 
19, in fact, marks the 200th anniversary of the establishment 
of dilomatic relations between our two countries. This is our 
longest, unbroken, peaceful relationship with any nation. To 
commemorate this longstanding relationship, Congress has 
designated April 19 as Dutch-American Friendship Day, and 
President Reagan has proclaimed 1982 as Dutch-American 
Friendship Year in the United States. Numerous events will 
be held during the Queen's visit and throughout the year to 
celebrate the many facets of Dutch-American ties. 





We place great importance on the Dutch-American 
relationship not only because of our special bilateral ties, 
but also due to our shared political and security interests 
and our mutual responsibilities in the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization. 


In addition to demonstrating our shared interests 
within the Atlantic Community, the Queen's visit and the 
events during this special year will serve to highlight the 
very significant contribution to this country made by the 
many Americans of Dutch heritage, including three Presidents 
-- Theodore Roosevelt, Franklin Roosevelt, and Martin Van 
Buren. It will also demonstrate the remarkable economic 
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relationship between our two countries. Despite the small 
size of the Netherlands, 14 million people in an area the 
s.ze of Maryland, the Dutch are the single largest foreign 
investors in the United States. 


A schedule of the key events during the Queen's 
visit, which will include the White House ceremony on April 
19 and her address to a Joint Meeting of Congress on April 
21, is available in the Press Office. We are also making 
available there a special State Department publication com- 
memorating the Bicentennial. 


Q A follow-up on that? (Laughter) I do, I do. 
I'm serious. The report by the Dutch Government on the 
deaths of the four journalists. (Laughter) 

A You're stretching a point. (Laughter) 

Q You talked about ties. What I wanted to know -- 
it kind of slipped by -- did the State Department have a 
reaction to their report? 

A No. We have not seen that report. 


e) Will the U.S. ask Queen Beatrix to provide it? 
(Laughter) Sorry. 


Q Has it now been decided whether the Secretary 
will go on to London? 


A Jim, as far as I know, there has been no deci- 
sion taken. 


Q You don't have anything on his plans or trip? 


A I have nothing on his itinerary at all for 
you. 


0 Alan, do you have anything on the story in The 
New York Times this morning that the United States has 
shifted its position on the pipeline? 





A We remain strongly concerned about long-range 
European dependency on Soviet gas and the overall impact of 
increased gas sales on Soviet hard currency earnings, and we 
have repeatedly made this position clear. Although we 
recognize Europe's need for additional energy supplies, we've 
urged them to limit dependence on the USSR and to develop 
alternative and more secure energy sources. 














We are continuing our efforts, in cooperation with 
our allies, to improve Western energy security and to limit 
Soviet access to the large and growing volume of subsidized 
hard currency credit. 


As for the specific question of our export 
controls, no new decisions have been taken. 


Q That's not quite what I asked. Does the 
Administration still oppose European participation in the 
pipeline, aside from the question of possible extra- 
territorial application of U.S. export controls? 

A I've just given you our position on it. 


Q Is that all you've got? 


A Yes, and it is a consistent position, and 
hasn't changed. 

Q There has been no change? 

A There has been no change. 


Q There used to be a time of outright opposition 
to the pipeline. — 
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A This is a very consistent position, Bernie. 





Q I have a question on that. Does the State 
Department still require all of our diplomatic establishment 
in the Soviet Union to exchange its currency at the official 
ruble exchange rate, when they could get those rubles for 
one-third the price in Switzerland? And if so, how does this 
gibe with your policy to restrict Soviet access to hard 
currency? 


A I can check on the factual question for you. 
I don't happen to know the answer. 


Q Thank you. 


0 Is the Department aware of, or do you have a 
reaction to, a report from the Argentine news agency, N.A., 
which says an agreement has been reached in the Falklands 
dispute? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 








Q If I could just back to The Times article for 
one moment, it also says in this article that the 
Administration wants to set up common ground rules for 
East-West trade at the summit. Is that what the 
Administration wants to do? 





A I have no comment at this point on the summit 
and the objectives. I think that this will be addressed over 
time by others, but I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Is this the economic summit you're talking 
about? 


on Yes, the Versailles summit. 

Q Can you tell us whether the quotes attributed 
to conversation between Mr. Reagan and Mr. Haig during the 
Secretary's flight to London a week ago Sunday are accurate 
quotes? 

an Bob, I have no comment on that report. 

Q I mean last Sunday. 

BN Yes. I have no comment on that report at all. 

Q Let me follow that up: Whether the quotes are 


accurate or not, what is the explanation for the Department's 
having a non-secure line for the Secretary to talk on? 
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A What is the explanation? 


Q Yes. How come there is a non-secure line? 
Isn't there a security breach involved in that somewhere? 





A I don't think I'm going to get into the 
question of communications as a general matter. It's a sen- 
sitive area and I guess I better leave it there. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Tass accusa- 
tions that the United States is involved in this as a ruse to 
establish an American foothold in the South Atlantic, that is 
to say involved in the Falklands? 


A I could tell you I don't have written guidance, 
but I feel fairly confident just telling you that that is 
absurd. 


8) Can you tell us about Dobrynin's visit here 
today? Was it to get a protest from the United States on 
these charges? 
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A All I have to say to you about that is that 
Ambassador Dobrynin met with the Acting Secretary as part of 


the continuing U.S.-Soviet dialogue on matters of mutual 
interest. 


Did they discuss the Falklands? 


I have nothing further for you on it, Bernie. 


0 
A 
Q Is that Eagleburger? 
A Yes. 

Q I wanted to change the subject to Nicaragua 
briefly. Yesterday, in San Jose Costa Rica, the former 
Sandinista leader, Commandante Zero, reappeared and criti- 
cized the revolutionary government, made several accusations, 
and said that he was ready to lead a march against it. 


I have two questions on that: One is, does the 
U.S. Government have any reaction to that statement? And 
what impact might it have on the beginning relationship, or 
for negotiations between the two countries? 


A I don't think we are going to comment at all 
on the second. I'm not sure how one could make such a 
judgment. But in any case, we are presently analyzing Mr. 
Pastora's rather long statement, and we will reserve comment 
for the time being. 


Q In regard to that, has the United States 
Government been in touch with Pastora since he left Nicaragua 
nine months ago? 


A I'm not aware, Jim, but I -=- 
Q Will you look into that? 


A Yes, I will look into it. In fact, I had 
asked that question myself this morning, and I never got an 
answer to it. 


Q Alan, to what degree are the Russians involved 
in the Falkland crisis? 


A I have no comment on that. I told you yester- 
day, the day before, and several other times that we are just 
not going to comment on this issue while the Secretary is 
engaged in his mission. 
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Q I have a copy of a letter signed by four 
Senators, most particularly the first signature is Senator 
Percy, to the Secretary, suggesting that it is now time for 
the Salvador Government to start negotiations with the 
guerrillas. He asks for a reaction from the Department as to 
whether there should be a resolution to that effect passed by 
the Senate. What is the status of the reaction by the 
Department? 


A I don't know the answer to that, Bob. Our own 
position, of course, is quite clear. But I don't know the 
status, to answer your question specifically, of a response 
to the Senator. 


Q What is our position on the proposal? 


A Our position has been generally that we favor 
negotiations or talks that would be within the election con- 
text, and would oppose negotiations or talks which would lead 
to simple power-sharing. We would hope that the electoral 
process and talks within that context could lead to bringing 
the various elements into the political process in El 
Salvador. . 


Q Now that the election is over, what you're 
saying is that there should be talks of some kind. 


A The electoral process continues in this 
sense, that there will be elections at some point for the 
President, the Assembly, and so on. This is an ongoing 
process. It's not something that stopped as of the last 
election. 


Q Wouldn't your reply, then, amount to a rejec- 
tion of what the Senators are suggesting? 


A I don't want to characterize the response to 
the Senators until it has been developed. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Professor Bob Liken, when he came back from 
El Salvador and testified with a number of the observers who 
were down there before, I believe it was the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, suggested that the United States 
begin negotiations with one element of the guerrillas, 
namely, the FARN led by Cienfuegos. 


Can you confirm whether the United States may be 
following up that piece of advice? 


A I think our position on dealing in El 
Salvador is quite clear. We're dealing with the government 
-- and in terms of its own dealings. 


We have in the past made it known that if it would 
be of use, we would, of course, try to provide good offices 
Or whatever to facilitate contacts between various El 
Salvador groups. But I don't have anything specific on that. 


Q Certain green card holders, legally admitted 
aliens, have been traveling outside the United States into 
the Caribbean and have been contesting and taking actions to 
Oppose U.S. foreign policy. 


Does the State Department perceive this as a 
problem area in our foreign policy in the Caribbean? If so, 
what is the State Department doing about it? 


A Again, I would have to look into that 


question. 
Q You'll take the question? 
As I will look into it. 
Q Do we have anything on arms sales to Peking? 
A No. 
Q General Fazle Haq of Pakistan is meeting 


with Nick Veliotes this morning. I've been told by the 
Bureau of International Narcotics Matters that the purpose 
of his trip here, which is jointly sponsored by INN and the 
Drug Enforcement Administration, is to acquaint him with 
methods that the United States uses against smuggling opium 
and opium products into the United States. 





~Dectassified for Publication in American roreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


It appears from everything I've seen that his 
state is highly dependent on the profits of opium export -- 
he's the governor of the Northwest Frontier Province in 
Pakistan -- to the United States and our allies. 


His brother, as I understand, is wanted by 
Interpol for various narcotics charges. 


Is this part of our promotion of free enterprise 
to invite him over and acquaint him with our anti-smuggling 
met hods? 


A Without specifically responding to your 
rather smug question, I will simply say that Governor 
Fazle Haq of Pakistan's Northwest Frontier Province is 
visiting the United States at the invitation of the 
Department of State. 


He will be discussing issues of mutual concern, 
including narcotics, refugees and development assistance, 
and he will also be observing Drug En forcement. 
Administration operations. 


Q Can you take -- 


A Excuse me. No. I'm not going to take any 
further questions on it. 


Q Perhaps this went by me, but yesterday when 
we asked you for a U.S. reaction to the Nicaraguan response, 
you said that you'd welcome counter-proposals, the response 
being a positive development, but you had no charac- 
terization of the Nicaraguan response. 


Do you have one today? 


A No. I have nothing further today for you. 
We're still studying it. 


Q Has a date been set for the negotiations to 
begin? 


A We're still studying the response. 


Q Yesterday an officer in the Soviet Embassy 
without any hesitation told me that they were and are 
assisting the Argentines, and that the reason was that we 
were assisting the British. 
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I mean, they don't seem to make any bones about 
it. Why would you be so reluctant to address the issue if 
they're admitting it publicly? 


A First of all, it's the first time I've heard 
that. Second of all, I think I've explained several times 
Our rationale for not commenting on this issue in any way, 
and I'm going to leave it with that. 


Q Any word on how long Stoessel is going to be 
in the Mideast? 


A No. I don't have any word on that. I can 
give you his latest schedule, though. The Deputy Secretary 
left today for Cairo where he will meet tomorrow with 
President Mubarak and other Egyptian leaders, and thereafter 
he will be returning to Israel to continue his discussions 
there. 


Following his meetings yesterday, the Deputy 
Secretary said that he's optimistic that arrangements for 
the April 25 withdrawal will be worked out and, as we've 
said before, we remain confident that the parties will 
fulfill their commitments under the peace treaty. 


Q Would you comment on the meetings that the 
Argentine labor movement and political party leaders have 
made with State Department officials? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q Does the United States have any plans for any 
special delegation to be on hand April 25 with the 
Israeli-Egyptian turnover of the Sinai? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 
Let me look into it. 


Q Do you have anything about the meeting today 
with the Defense Minister of Lebanon's meeting with Mr. 
Veliotes and Mr. Eagleburger? 


Do you have anything you can tell us about this? 


A The Lebanese Defense Minister is in the 
United States on a private visit. He's taking advantage of 
his time in Washington to meet with officials at the 
Department. of State and the Department of Defense. 
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He met this morning with Assistant Secretary 
Veliotes of the Bureau of Near Eastern and South Asian 
Affairs, and he will meet later today with Richard Burt, 
Director of the Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs. 

I can't go into the substance of the discussions 
but obviously the current situation in Lebanon will be a 
subject of discussion. 

Q He's not going to meet with Mr. Eagleburger? 


A I have nothing to indicate that that is the 
case. 


Q Do you have anything on his meetings at 
Defense? 


A No. You have to ask them. 


Q Just quickly, do you have anything further on 
the L-100 sales to Iraq? 


A Anything further? 

Yes, than you had two days ago. 
Did we not address that question? 
Yes. You did. 


I have nothing further. 


on FF OD F DO 


Like confirmation of the sale, for example. 


A No. I have nothing further. I think you'd 
probably have to go to the Commerce Department to get 
anything further on that. 


Q Congressman Dellums is on a tour of certain 
Communist countries in the Caribbean area, ending w ia 
visit to Cuba. 


Has the Department of State received any infor- 
Mation concerning a sophisticated organized network of 
information collection and propaganda aimed to defeat 
current U.S. policy in the Caribbean, of which Dellums is a 
part? 
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A I think that suggests in some way some 
inappropriate activity by the Congressman, and I would not 
entertain a question of that sort. 


Q I have some questions on the Middle East. 
In the first place, the Egyptian delegation at the meeting 
of Foreign Ministers of the non-aligned in Kuwait advocated 
the establishment of a Palestinian state. 


Would you say that's in accord with the Camp David 
agreement? 


A I have no comment to offer you on his 
statement. 

Q Why not? 

A I have no comment to offer you. 

Q Wait a minute. Wait a minute. 

A Do vou have a question? 


Q Yes, sir. I understand the Foreign Minister 
of Honduras is coming here. Could you confirm this, and 
does this suggest that we're now prepared to work with that 
new government there? 

Ay Of Honduras? 

Q Yes. 

A You are sure you mean Honduras? 

Q Oh, that's right. They didn't change, did 
they? (Laughter) They change so often I -=- but when is he 
due here and what's the purpose of his visit? 

4 Whoever it may be. (Laughter) 

Q Or wherever he's from. 


A I'll have to look into that. 


Q If the Department of State had any infor- 
mation of improper conduct about a member of the legisla- 
ture, would the Department of State feel compelled under the 
balance of powers to deliver such information over to 
Speaker of House O'Neill? 
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A I'm sure the Department of State would take 
appropriate action. 


Q Is the Department of State coordinating the 
Dellums’ trip in any way? 


A I have no specific information on the role, 
but obviously in the normal course of events we provide 
assistance as requested by members of Congress in their 
travel. 


Q Has Colombia requested any assistance with 
defending the San Andreas Islands off the Caribbean coast 
against Nicaragua in view of the Malvinas situation? 


A I have no information. I don't think I'd be 
in a position to look into it because, again, it would 
require getting into diplomatic conversation. 


Q Why don't we have a filing break? 
A Filing break? Fine. 


Q Anything today on behalf of the Secretary in 
connection with the Hersh article? 


A No. 


Q I have one question on the subject of Latin 
American officials visiting places. I understand that the 
Vice President of Cuba, Carlos Rafael Rodriguez, is going to 
visit France officially starting May 3. 


Does the U.S. Government have any comment on this? 
A No. 


Q The Nicaraguan Government today was 
complaining about a couple of U.S. destroyers, apparently 
they say in a menacing position near Nicaragua? Anything on 
that? 


A I don't have anything specifically on that. 
I do have some guidance with reference to reports that a 
U.S. naval vessel picked up some Nicaraguan fishermen at 
sea. 


I can confirm that the U.S.S. Coontz, while on 
normal duties in the Caribbean, picked up two Nicaraguan 
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fishermen on April 14. They were in distress and had been 
adrift for two days. We've notified the Nicaraguan authori- 
ties, but I don't have any further details of the incident. 


Q Did the State Department ever say anything 
about the President, Elias Sarkis, of Lebanon's description 
of 40,000 Israeli troops being massed along with two armored 
division on the Lebanese frontier? 


A We have addressed the question of -- 


Q No. On that specific point. Have you said 
anything about that? 


A May I answer your question, or is that beyond 
the bounds of your -- 


Q Well, you so often cut me off, I just want to 
be sure you're answering the question. 


A I see. We addressed the question of 
further buildup of Israeli forces in the north a few days 
ago, and I have nothing further to add to that other than to 
repeat the statements we have made about calling for con- 
tinued observance of the cease-fire. 


Q But did you actually, specifically describe 
or refer to the Lebanese President's remarks about these 
Israeli troops? 


A We have not addressed any individual's 
remarks nor have we addressed specifics of this issue. 


Q There is a feeling that the State Department 
has been building up this report about an Israeli buildup for 
its own purposes, and actually tens of thousands of vaca- 
tioners from Israel have been on the northern frontier and 
there has been no sighting of Israeli troops. 


How do you stand on that? 


A I don't think it's particularly relevant to 
what I'm saying. 


Q Thank you, Alan. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, APRIL 19, 1982, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q I gather you don't know when and where Haig 
is going next? 


A I don't, Jim. 


Q O.K. Has the United States received any 
messages from the Israeli Government about the Sinai 
withdrawal? Particularly, why is it necessary to reaffirm 
the decision in this Wednesday Cabinet meeting? 


A I'm really going to have to fall back on 
what I said last week on this, and that is that Ambassador 
Stoessel is out in the region and is conducting discussions 
with both Israel and Egypt on this subject, and I really 
don't think it would be productive for me to get into the 
substance of those issues. 


Q Without getting into the substance, did the 
United States receive a message in the last couple of days 
from Prime Minister Begin? 


A Again, I think you're trying to draw me into 
the question of discussions with the Government of Israel 
on the subject of the Sinai withdrawal. As I say, I'm just 
not going to be drawn into that discussion while the Deputy 
Secretary is engaged in this effort. 


Let me just tell you that he is in Jerusalem, and 
it's possible he will go to Cairo tomorrow. We are pleased 
with the reports we have received on his mission thus far. 


Q I'm not trying to draw you into any 
discussion; I'm trying to find out if a message has been 
received by this government from the Israeli Government. 


A We receive messages from the Israeli 
Government all the time, Jim. 


Q Relative to the Sinai? 
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A We are, obviously, engaged in discussions 
with them. I'm just not going to get into the question of 
what kind of messages, discussions, or otherwise we have 
had with then. 


Q I know this has been asked before, but the 
subject keeps coming up. Is there any U.S. Government 
involvement or consideration of taking action to stop 
American citizens from going to the Sinai? There are 
reports now that the Jewish Defense League group over 
there, largely composed of Americans, are preparing to com- 
mit suicide in an attempt to block this. 


Do we regard this as just their right and freedom 
to travel, and the U.S. Government has no involvement? 


A First of all, I know of no effort, to answer 
your first specific question, from our point of view, to 
prohibit Americans from going to the Sinai. Obviously, 
there may be some regulations which others who have control 
over the area may have. I saw a news report this morning 
indicating something about action that had been taken with 
regard to those people, but I don't have anything official 
to give you. There was something, which you may want to 
check on, about the Israeli authorities’ having gotten to 
those people. 


Q But the U.S. Government takes no position on 
an American citizen traveling and getting involved ina hot 
spot like this? 


A Not in terms of issuing travel advi- 
sories, no. 


Q Do you still repeat your sense of confidence 
that the withdrawal will take place as scheduled? 


Py Yes. 


Q Alan, is there any more thinking about a 
U.S. Delegation attending the ceremony? You said no, ina 
hand-out last Friday. 


A Right. We've posted an answer to that question. 


9 Has there been any change in that? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Is there any possibility the Secretary will 
be there? 
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A I have no information that would suggest 
that he would be there. 


Q I wanted to go into Central America now if 
-- The Nicaraguan Government says that they would like to 
fix a date on negotiations now with more urgency than 
before because they say they have protested to the U.S. 
Government on the process of this U.S. vessel in front of 
their coast. 


I was wondering if the State Department had any 
response? 


pot As you're aware, the U.S. Government pre- 
sented the Nicaraguan Government with a detailed eight- 
point proposal on April 8, and the Government of Nicaragua 
replied with an essentially procedural response on April 
14. We're reviewing the Nicaraguan reply carefully, and 
developing our ideas at this point about next steps. 


I must say that as far as the operation of a U.S. 
naval vessel in that area, U.S. vessels have traditionally 
operated in international waters of the Caribbean. The 
U.S.S. Coontz was in international waters well off the 
Nicaraguan coast, and I don't see how the presence of U.S. 
naval vessels on normal duties, in waters where they have 
traditionally operated, could be construed as harmful to 
the process of dialogue, or to progress in that dialogue. 


Q Alan, was it the Coontz that picked up the 
two fishermen? I think you mentioned that. 


A Yes, it was. 


Q Have we recieved any kind of response from 
the -- Can you tell us how that evolved, what subsequently 
happened with that? 


A I did have, I believe, at the end of last week 
something which indicated that they had in fact been returned 
to the Nicaraguans. 


Q Is that correct? 

nN Yes, but I don't have details on it. 

Q The Nicaraguan Government said nothing? 
A I don't have any further details on it. 
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Q How long does it take to review a reply? 


A Sometimes it takes a while. Let me suggest 
to you that there is no stall being undertaken here, which 
was the sense of a story that appeared last week -- I think 
it was on Saturday. 


Q Can I follow up? 
A Sure. 


Q You've had this 8-point offer; you get an 
answer. I'm still a little puzzled by the time involved in 
a review. 


A Bernie, this is not a simple issue. It is 
one that has been under discussion between the two govern- 
ments for several months. Our response took them over a 
week, or about a week, to come back with a response, which 
was, as I say, essentially procedural. Although the 
Nicaraguan response didn't address the substance of many of 
the areas that we had in our 8-point plan; as I said, we're 
giving it careful consideration and will be responding as 
soon as the review is complete. 


Q Has your review been slowed by Mr. Enders’ 
being in Argentina? 


ay I'm not aware at this point that that has 
been a factor. 


0 How is the review of Commandante Zero's sta- 
tement coming? 


A I think I can give you something on that. 
We have studied the remarks of Eden Pastora made in Costa 
Rica last week. Many of the concerns expressed by Pastora, 
particularly with regard to the large Cuban influence in 
Nicaragua, are concerns which we share. Over the past 
several months, we have frequently pointed out the extent to 
which Nicaragua is being used to serve Cuban interests in 
Central America. 


It is also clear, however, we do not share many 
of Pastora's views on Central America as a whole; and in 
particular, we strongly disagree with his views on the 
situation in El Salvador. 


e) Can we get a copy of that? 








A Sure. 


Q In addition, did you get an answer to the 
question about whether or not the United States Government 
had been in contact with Mr. Pastora between the time that 
he left Nicaragua and the present time? 


< 


A I hope to have an answer for you tomorrow on 
that, Jim. 

Q How far away was the Coontz at the time that 
-- I mean, you talk about its being in international 
waters. 

A I'd have to refer you to the Pentagon. I'd 


rather not give you figures which I've seen, but there was 
no question in terms of our view of international waters 
that this was -- 


Q But is that the same view as the Nicaraguan 
view? 


A I don't know what they claim. We get back 
into this whole area -- the different people. 


Q They claim 200 miles. 
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As territorial waters? 
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Q Yes. 
A Obviously, it would not be the same. 
What do we claim? 


Was the ship within 200 miles? 


-> OO YO 


Yes, I believe the ship was within 200 
miles. 


Our claim at this point -- we recognize a 3-mile 
limit, although as you know, a 12-mile limit is being 
discussed in the Law of the Sea context. 


Q What do we recognize for Britain on the 200 
miles around the Falklands? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. 
I don't think that it is being claimed as territorial waters, 
in any case. 





< 
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Q On the Nicaraguan response, can you say 
whether they addressed this key issue of arms flow to El 
Salvador in their counterproposal or procedural response? 


A I would prefer not to get into specifics 
about that at this point while we're studying the reponse. 


Q Can you say how many of the points they 
responded to subsequently? 


A I would rather not get into the details of 
this. 


Q I would like to draw these two things 
together. Is the fact that Nicaragua is protesting about 
the presence of the ship out there at all an obstacle to 
pursuing this negotiating path that we seem to be on now? 


A No. I wouldn't characterize it that way. 
Q. On that question, did they literally protest? 


A They have protested and we expect to respond 
promptly. We have not done it yet. 


Q You said Friday you'd check to see if the 
Foreign Minister of Honduras was coming up here. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A I thought we had posted that answer. 

Q You did? 

A Yes. Check in the Press Office. 

Q I have a follow-up question on Nicaragua. 
The Nicaraguans have also said that they would like to meet 
with the United States within the context of the Mexican 
peace proposal. 

Would you rather meet with them face to face with 


no outsiders or would the U.S. be willing to accept third 
parties in the negotiations? 


A I think, again, any response of that sort, I 
would -- we've expressed ourselves essentially on this 
before, but I would like any response to the Nicaraguan pre- 
sentation the other day to come in the context of the 
completion of our review. 
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Q Let me go back to the Sinai. If you cannot 
issue any travel restrictions against United States citizens 
traveling to the Sinai, aren't you concerned about such actions, 
and aren't you concerned about their safety when it comes to 
what is called suicidal tendencies by some people there? 


A Obviously, we would not welcome suicide 
attempts by anybody -- Americans or anybody else in this 
situation. 


Q Do you have anything beyond what the White 
House has said on the Brezhnev summit proposal? 


A No. 


Q What do you have about the flow of arms from 
Nicaragua to other countries in Central America? 


A I have nothing today to update what we've 
said before on this. 

Q Do they continue at about the same rate? 

A I don't have a specific assessment to give 


you. I have no indication there's been any major shift, 
though. 


Q That's "yes" to Nicaragua. Is that what 
we're saying? 


A Yes. 

Q The Brezhnev proposal -- are you saying that 
the only thing that you have is that small TASS com- 
munication, that you've not received this -- 


A What I was saying is the White House issued a 
Statement on Saturday -- 


Q Yes. I know that. 


A -- and I don't have anything beyond what that 
said. 


Q That was in response to a TASS communication. 
Have you received no further word from the Soviet Union 
Since that TASS dispatch? 
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A I simply don't have anything beyond that. I 
don't have an indication that we've necessarily gotten the 
formal presentation, but I also would hestitate to undertake 
to look into this again on the grounds that we don't talk 
about our diplomatic conversations. 


Q In connection with the Dutch Queen's visit, 
does the United States expect a formal protest from the 
Dutch over the U.S. position on the investigation of the 
deaths of the Dutch journalists in El Salvador? 


A No, not at all. To my knowledge there has 
been no complaint about this, and I would refer you to the 
Dutch to ask that question. 


Q At the risk of going to a dry well, let me 
just ask: There are reports out of Argentina that one of 
the junta members is saying that negotiators are approaching 
a solution. Is that an overly optimistic appraisal of where 
things are? 


A I'm not going to get into the subject, sorry. 


Q Do you have any guidance on the Leslie Gelb 
piece in The New York Times yesterday, suggesting that Cuba 
is maybe more interested than it has been in some sort of 
accommodation with the United States? 





A No. I don't. 


Q On another part of the world, have you got 
anything to say on the planned visit of Prime Minister 
Indira Gandhi to the United States? 


A I do have something brief. We can confirm 
that the President has invited Mrs. Gandhi to visit the 
United States in July and that she has accepted the invita- 
tion in principle. The exact dates are still to be worked 
Out. 


Q Is there anything special about the timing? 
Has it got anything to do with the planned visit to the 
U.S.S.R. in June? 


A No. I have nothing to indicate there's 
anything particularly special about the timing. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report by Jack 
Anderson that the United States is sending weapons to the 
Dominican Republic in preparation for a coup? 
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A The United States looks forward to close 
cooperation with the Dominican president who emerges from 
the Dominican democratic process as a result of the May 16 
national elections. 


While we strongly support that democratic process, 
the United States is impartial with regard to the specific 
candidates and parties in the election. This has been made 
clear regularly, including last October, by Vice President 
Bush when he visited the Dominican Republic, and I would 
note that the Dominican secretary of the armed forces, the 
chiefs of staff of the army, navy and air force, and the 
chief of the national police all issued a statement on April 
16, reiterating their support for the constitutional process 
and their support for the candidate selected by the majority 
will of the Dominican people. 


Q Could a copy of that statement be obtained? 


A Sure. 
Q That does not sound like an answer. 


A I think it is an answer. I think that it 
makes it very clear that that story is not accurate. 


Q But what about the factual allegations made 
in there that arms shipments are being sped up to the 
Dominican Republic? 


A As far as our military assistance, we've had 
a program. The U.S. Government has made available foreign 
military sales loans to the Dominican Republic at approximate- 
ly commercial rates for the purchase of military arms and 
equipment totaling $6.2 million during FY ‘81 and ‘82. 


The Dominican Government has purchased various 
materiel under this program, and Congress has approved an 
offer of an additional FMS loan of $4 million and map grant 
Of $1 million for Fiscal ‘82. 


The Dominican Republic has not yet responded to 
the offer, so there's no mystery about about this sort of 
assistance. 


Q But the program of delivery isn't being 
accelerated; it's going strictly according to course, right? 
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A I have nothing on the schedule, but I think 
that what I've said should make it clear that the story is 
not accurate. 


Q I wanted to just follow. There is a letter 
to the State Department, Dominican Desk, mentioned in this 
report. 

Was there a response on the part of the Desk? 


A I have nothing about the letter one way or 
another. 


Q According to one news source, the Polish 
Ambassador to Helsinki who was called back two months ago 
has never arrived back to Poland, and according to the same 
source, Mr. Wisniewski, the Ambassador, has asked, presu- 
mably, political asylum in the United States. <4 

Have you any comment or any knowledge about this? 

A I have nothing on that. I'm sorry. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DEC #63 


TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1982, 12:44 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
brief announcements, and then I'll be happy to take your 
questions. 


The statement by Assistant Secretary for Consular 
Affairs Diego C. Asencio given before the Subcommittee on 
Immigration and Refugee Poiicy of the Senate Committee on 
the Judiciary, and the Subcommittee on Immigration, Refugees 
and International Law of the House Committee on the 
Judiciary is available in the Press Office. The statement 
is in regard to the Simpson-Mazzoli Bill on Immigration. 


Second, a statement by Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Inter-American Affairs Steven W. Bosworth before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee will be available at 2:00 
p.m. this afternoon in the Press Office. His statement is 
on the Security Assistance Program for FY ‘83 for Latin 
America and the Caribbean. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Can you give us an idea of how events are 
going to be unfolding? For example, will there be any state- 
ments from either here or the White House after the White 
House meetings today? 


A I simply do not know whether there will be 
any statements. My understanding was the Secretary in fact 
was over there this morning and was then going immediately 
into lunch, but I don't know whether “immediately” means 
he'd be saying anything in the meantime. I would tend to 
doubt it, but I really ask you to check over there. 


Q How about the schedule for Pym? 


A I don't have one. He's coming to Washington 
on Thursday at the invitation of the Secretary to continue 
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discussions aimed at achieving a peaceful resolution of the 
dispute in the South Atlantic, but I don't have any speci- 
fics on his schedule. 


Q Is there any reaction to the statements made 
by Mrs. Thatcher's Government in reference to the Argentine 
agreement ? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Is Pym coming here because the Secretary's 
been doing a lot of traveling and we're trying to be a 
little easy on him, or is there another reason that the 
British are coming here instead of us going to the British? 


A I think I would simply say that it was 
mutually agreed that this would be a useful way of pro- 
ceeding at this stage. I don't have a further 
characterization. 


Q Does the U.S. have a position on the invoking 
of the Rio Treaty in this situation? 


oN As you know, Argentina has asked for a 
special session of the OAS Permanent Council today <-- my 


understanding in fact is that it may be underway at this moment 


to consider invoking the Rio Treaty; that is, setting up a 
meeting of the Organ of Consultation as it's called in the 
Treaty or the meeting of foreign ministers. 


Should Argentina press its request to a vote in 
the Permanent Council, we assume the required simple 
majority -- that is, 11 out of the 21 signatories -- would 
be in favor. But as to our own position, I would simply say 
the U.S. is anxious to do nothing that would jeopardize 
Secretary Haig's efforts and our role in the OAS Permanent 
Council today will be governed by that fact. Therefore, at 
this point I don't have any further comment. 


Q Doesn't it take a two-third vote? A vote of 
14 rather than 11? 


A No. I don't think at this stage for this 
particular purpose. 


Q But to invoke sanctions? 


A That's my understanding. 
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Q That would take a two-third rather than a 
majority vote. 


A That's my undestanding. 


Q Are we obliged, however, to abide by the pro- 
visions of the Rio Treaty which we did sign? 


A I don't intend today to get into the question 
of whether the provisions will be invoked and whether that 
question arises. I think it would be premature to discuss 
that at this point. 


Q Are you saying that before the provisions 
could actually be put into use that there would have to be a 
meeting of the foreign ministers and that's what the vote is 
actually going to be on? 


A That is my understanding. You might be well 
advised to check with the OAS on this, but that is my 
understanding of what is being proposed. 


Q You don't draw together the two halves of 
your statement. Would the convoking of the foreign 
ministers or invoking of sanctions be detrimental to the 
Secretary's peacemaking attempts? 


A As I said at the conclusion of my comment 
before, I don't have anything further to offer you at this 
particular moment. Presumably, our position obviously will 
be divulged in terms of what is~-proposed and formally on the 
table at the meeting, and I think it would be premature to 
lay out a statement at this moment without knowing precisel 
what's going on at the meeting. 


Q I must have missed something there, but I 
didn't understand how you said the U.S. will vote on the 
convoking of the -- 


A I didn't. 


Q Don't we have to vote in that? You simply 
said we assume that they'll get the simple majority they need 
for that stage. 


A Yes. I didn't say what we would do. 


Q But we will vote. We are assuming that we 
will vote. 
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Q Will we abstain at this point? 


A I don't have a position to give you at this 
point. When it comes to the time that there is a vote to 
be taken, obviously we will let our position be known. 


Q Is an abstention under consideration? 
A I don't have anything to give you on that. 


Q Do the 1l countries that you obviously have 
tallied to make that statement include the United States? 


A I simply am not going to go beyond what I've 
said on this. 


Q Could you list the 1l countries that you 
tallied? 


A No. I don't have a list with them. I'm 
sorry. 


Q Do you perceive the proceedings at the OAS as 
detrimental, as an obstacle to the negotations being pursued 
by the Secretary? 


A ‘I don't want to characterize them. 


Q Did Mr. Haig not -characterize them himself in 
Caracas? 


A No. I'm not aware that he characterized 
them. I believe his statement was rather more neutral on 
that. 


Q On another subject, do you have anything on a 
Statement issued by a Korean group of Protestants and Roman 
Catholics demanding the withdrawal of Ambassador Walker and 
the Commander of the U.S. Forces for alleged anti-Korean 
Statements they had made? 


aN I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Do you have anything further on the Cuba 
business yesterday? 


A I'm not sure. What do you mean, “anything 
further"? I think that Treasury issued a press release 
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explaining what action they were taking, and we had guidance 
available here. What is your question? 


Q Let me just ask you this: Is this the 
beginning of a series of actions against Cuba? 


a I don‘t want to speculate on what other 
actions we might take. I think we have consistently avoided 
discussing options before they are actually exercised. 


Q Can you give us any more explanation as to 
the timing of this? For example, did the State Department 
participate in the suggestion of the timing of when this 
would be announced? Did it have anything to do, for 
example, with the status of the negotiations with Nicaragua? 


A No. On the first question as to whether the 
State Department participated, this was an Administration 
action/decision and is obviously being taken by the 
Treasury Department because it comes within its purview. So 
there was full coordination in that respect. 


As far as Nicaragua, no, I would not encourage you 
to believe that this has anything to do with Nicaragua. 


Q Can you suggest any timing? I mean, any 
reason for the timing? 


A The decision was taken, and we moved ahead. 
I don't have the specifics, frankly, but I don't have any 
suggestion from discussions I've had that lead me to believe 
that it was timed in some intricate, delicate way. 


Q Nothing sigificant about the timing, in other 
words? 


A I know of nothing that's significant about 
the timing. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Alan, what is the status of the efforts to 
get some kind of discussion going between the Cubans and the 
United States? 


A I have nothing further for you today on that, 
John, beyond what we've said before on that. 


Q Alan, to go back to Mr. Haig for a minute, 
the fact that the Rritish Foreign Minister is coming here, 
does that mean he will not engage in shuttle diplomacy -- if 
it's really shuttle diplomacy -- and try to conduct his 
mediation from Washington? 


A Barry, if there is one thing I think that 
everybody should have learned from this recent experience it 
is not to try and speculate on how this may go in the 
future, and I'm not going to try to do that. I really don't 
have anything -- 


Q I was sort of reaching to see if he learned a 
lesson that it may not be profitable to spend four days in 
Argentina, and that he wasn't prepared to do it again. 


A I don't think ! would draw that conclusion 
from this. 


Q I suppose it's a waste of time, but on the 
timing of this action against Cuba, it follows a meeting 
between Mr. Haig and the Vice President of Cuba and then 
the visit of General Walters with Mr. Castro. One wonders 
if relations between the United States and Cuba, as a result 
of these two meetings, is deteriorating and that's why the 
action was taken. 


A No. I don't think there is any incom 
patibility between our efforts to reduce tensions, on the 
one hand, and the action that was taken and announced 
yesterday, on the other, even if Cuban expressions of 
willingness to act on behalf of improved relations are 
accepted at face value. 


The Secretary has said that he met with the Cuban 
Vice President, and we do not discard the possibility of 
further contacts. That remains the case. 


Q You don't see any incompatibility in taking 
an action of this kind? Is this action meant, then, to ease 
Our problems with Cuba? And if so, maybe you could explain that. 
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A I think the action was explained yester~ 
day, and I don't think there is much need to go over it 
again. The point is that we are looking at what Cuba is 
doing as opposed to what Cuba is saying, and we are per- 
fectly prepared to meet to discuss, in some future context. 
I don't have specifics, as I said to John earlier, on where 
we may be going and when we may be doing it. But I do not 
see that they are incompatible. 


Q If you follow that, wouldn't they be looking 
at what the United States is doing rather than what the 
United States is saying? And if they were looking at that, 
wouldn't they draw the conclusion that the U.S. is not 
interested in improving relations because of what it's 
doing? 


A We have been fairly consistent in 
saying that we were looking for ways to, for example, 
tighten the embargo, and this is a way of doing that. 


0 Alan, what is Cuba doing right now? I mean, 
in terms of Central America. 


A There is, I think, no change in what we have 
perceived before in terms of Cuban activities related to not 
only the build-up in Nicaragua, which we have discussed, but 
support for guerrillas, in El Salvador or elsewhere. 


0 Alan, are further economic actions under con- 
Sideration for Cuba? 


A I think that our policy remains under review. 
I don't really care to specify what the nature of those 
actions might be. Our policy does, obviously, continue to be 
under review. 


0 O.K. Let me ask you this: There is vir- 
tually no trade with Cuba. I don't believe there is much in 
the way of loans with Cuba. And then there is this action, 
so you can't take money to Cuba. Could you take the 
question of what sort of economic transactions are now 
possible with Cuba? There shouldn't be more than about two 
Or three. 


A I can look into it, but I would suggest you 
might want to refer your question also to Treasury if you're 
talking about economic transactions as opposed to financial 
transactions. Is that your point? 


There is the trade embargo, there is this. I 
really would leave it to you to look at the range of 
activities, and see what more in the economic field 
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there might be. I don't think I really want to get into the 
area of laying out for you what might or might not be open 
to further action, which is what you're asking me to do. 


QO Does this action in any way forestall the 
taking of cash to Cuba? 


A Well, yes. It depends on what your purposes 
are. We can go through this whole thing that was laid out 
yesterday, but I really would prefer to refer you to what is 


in writing. It's very long and -- but sure. 

Q Cash money, as opposed to credit cards and 
checks? 

A It affects all of them, in somewhat different 


ways to my understanding; but it affects all of them. 
e) The Middle East? 


A O.K. 


QO Anything on Stoessel and the Sinai withdrawal 
today? 


A On Deputy Secretary Stoessel, simply to note 
that he will be going to Jerusalem today for further talks 
with Prime Minister Begin and his colleagues. I don't have 
anything beyond that. 


Q O.K. On the U.N., do you have any position on 
a U.N. Security Council vote regarding Jerusalem? 


A No. I would simply note for you that the 
Council convened informally late this morning for con- 
sultations on its schedule, and it is possible that a formal 
meeting will be held this afternoon, at which a vote on the 
Islamic resolution may take place. However, we don't yet 
know the result of this morning's informal consultations. 


Q Do you have any position regarding that 
resolution? 


A I wouldn't want to state in advance what we 
would do, if it came to a vote. 


QO Under miscellaneous, did we ever get the 
Prince Turki's diplomatic position? Do we know what that 
is? 
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A Yes, in fact, we have something on Prince 
Turki today. The Government of Saudi Arabia has informed us 
that Prince Turki has been accorded the diplomatic title of 
Special Envoy. 


Q Is he here on a special diplomatic mission of 
any sort? 


A Regarding his duties, I would refer you to 
the Saudi Government. 


Q Does this bring the whole thing to a close 
now, as far as you're concerned? 


A I'm not sure what "the whole thing to a 
close" means. It has not been an issue except in terms of 
questions you've been asking for some time. 


Q The questions were based on your previous 
answers. 


A I understand that, but I mean in terms of 
"does it bring it to a close....?" He was accorded diplo- 
matic status, and I think that brought it -- 


QO Is he expected to travel to Washington at any 
time -- 

A I have no information about his travel. 

0 -- to carry out his diplomatic activities? 

A I don't know, John. 

0 What is your understanding as to when his 


Special Envoy status began? 


A I think we have addressed this before, and I 
would refer you back to the Press Office because there was 
guidance on that, when it was requested and when it was 
granted. 


0 Alan, what sort of precedent does this 
establish? I mean, can any government take any member of 
its royal family, say he is a Special Envoy, and install 
him in a foreign country for a couple of years, making him 
immune from any local laws, suits, prosecutions? 
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A I'm not an expert in this area. I'm not 
really qualified to answer your question except to say that, 
Obviously, any government does have the power to request 
Giplomatic status for somebody they want to have that status. 


Q And you're willing to grant that regardless 
of whether or not he actually carries out a real diplomatic 
mission? 


A Again, I don't know what goes into all these 
decisions. I can't give you a blanket statement as to what 
would happen in every possible case that might come along. 


e) Are you also willing to do it in the future 
retroactively, as you did in this case? 


A Again, we had some guidance on that 
before, Jim, which is that the question was really one of 
whether the immunity was retroactive, and I think that is 
always the case, if I recall correctly, what we have 
available in guidance in the Press Office. 


Q Is it always the case? 

A Once the immunity is granted, it is effec- 
tive. 

e) Alan, there was an allegation that a member 


of his entourage, Nadia Lutefi as being held against her 
will. Does the Department know the-_-existence of this 
person? Was she ever found? 


A I don't have any information about that. I 
would suggest, unless I misconstrue your question, that that 
is probably a law enforcement question, and I simply don't 
have that information. 


.@) Presumably, she is part of his household, and 
would be on the A List, the white list of household 
employees. 

A I don't have any information on that list. 

0 Do you have anything on meetings in the 


Department with Romanian officials about renegotiating 
Romania's debts? 


A No. 


e) O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at one o'clock p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #65 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 21, 1982, 12:46 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements for you today. 


-- The statement by James Buckley, Under 
Secretary for Security Assistance before the Kasten 
Subcommittee is available in the Press Office. The subject 
is "NATO and the U.S. Response to the Polish Debt Crisis." 


-- Available later this afternoon will be the 
statement by Thomas Enders, Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs before the House Subcommittee on 
Inter-American Affairs. The statement deals with Fiscal 
Year 1983 Security Assistance Program. 


-- Also available in the Press Office is the 
testimony of Dominick Di Carlo, Assistant Secretary on 
International Narcotics Matters, which is being given 
today to the House Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


I will be glad to take your questions. 


Q When we left off, I was asking you, does 
the use of American aircraft in the raid on Lebanon 
violate any understanding or United States law? 


A Jim, we're looking into every aspect of 
this situation, but I have nothing specific to say on this 
Or related questions at this time beyond the statement I 
read earlier. 


Q Beyond the statement that you made, is 
Ambassador Lewis or anybody else bringing your feelings 
directly to the attention of the Israelis? 


A My answer will have to remain the same. We 
are, Of course, in frequent contact with the Government of 
Israel; but by saying that I don't want to suggest that it is 
in any way specifically linked to your question. 


Q What are some of the other actions, Dean, 
that you refer to in the statement here? You say, "There 
have been a number of actions recently which have 


threatened to violate the ceasefire, including violence 
against Israelis." 
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Do you have any idea of what specifically is 
being referred to there? 


A I would simply refer you again to the sta- 
tement. I don‘t want to specify beyond that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Israeli 
Cabinet's approval of the final withdrawal from Sinai? 


A Yes, we welcome that. We're pleased with 
that news. 


Q What is Mr. Stoessel‘s role in the situation 
right now? Where is he and what is he doing? 


A I, quite honestly, did not check on his 
whereabouts this morning. As you know, he has been going 
back and forth between Cairo and Jerusalem. I'll be glad to 
look into that and let you know. 


Q Dean, the question I've been asking 
regularly: Will there be a U. S. delegation, or will 


Secretary Haig be in the Middle East, for the April 25th 
turnover? 


A There are no plans at present for the 
Secretary to travel to the Middle East. I can't tell you 
at this point when Deputy Secretary Stoessel plans to 
return. 

Q Please. 


A I say I cannot tell you at this point, but 
perhaps I can provide that information later in the day. 


Q Doesn't he plan to stay out there until the 
turnover of the Sinai? . 


A John, I just don't know. I'll have to 
check into that. 


Q Dean, has there been any communication with 
other parties in the conflict -- Syria, the PLO, and -- 


A In connection with what? 
Q In connection with the incidents today. 
A The statement I read? 
Q 


Yes. 
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A I cannot confirm that at this point. 


Q Dean, is this the reward the Israelis give 
to Secretary Stoessel for getting the Israeli Cabinet to 
agree to withdraw from the Sinai, to go and bomb Lebanon 
while he is in Israel? 


A Let me again say that the statement I gave 
you, I think, speaks for itself. Statements from this 
podium and elsewhere, I think, make clear the purpose of 
Ambassador Stoessel's trip to the Middle East. 


Q Dean, would you perhaps give us an idea of 
where this statement differs, if at all, from similar sta- 
tements that have been made in the past nine months or so 
-- since last July -- when the ceasefire went into effect? 
Did it differ at all from any of the statements that 
you've given from that same podium regarding other inci- 
dents in that period of time? 


A That's a tall order. I'm not sure -- in 
fact, I'm certain I cannot give you a word-by-word com- 
parison of statements we've made on the subject. 


Q I'm not asking for a word-by-word com- 
parison, I‘m asking whether the substantive -- 


A I thought that was the thrust of your 
question. 


Q No. The thrust is whether there is any 
substantive difference between this statement and the 
similar statements that have been made by the United States 
in the past nine months or so. 


A This statement had reference to the 
situation in the Middle East at the present time, and I'm 
not going to suggest that it is meant to apply to all pre- 
vious situations that we have addressed in the past. 


As you know, we have made clear a number of 
times our view on violations of the ceasefire. If that is 
what you are referring to, then I would simply stand on 
what we have said in the past. 


Q Does this statement differ from that? 





A No, I don't see any particular difference 
in what we've said today compared to anything we've said 
in the past on the subject. 
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Q In that connection, on the ceasefire viola- 
tions, I think last week the Spokesman acknowledged that 
there was one violation, or at least said that one action 
by the Palestinians represented a violation of the cease- 
fire. The statement today suggests a number of 
violations. 


A Yes. 


Q Is that. the intent, that there have been 
violations by the Palestinian side as well as the Israeli 
side, a number of them? 


A It seems to me the statement is quite clear 
on that point. It refers to a number of actions, recently 
which have threatened or violated the ceasefire, including 
violence against Israelis, and the air strikes into Lebanon. 


Q Could you tell us what represents, in the 
State Department's view, the violations? You have a nice 
covering statement. I was just wondering if you can give 
us the detail on it? 


A No, I don't wish to go into any further 
detail. 


Q But it's more than one that you're talking 
about ? 


A Either threatened or of actual violations, 
yes, that's correct. 


Q Is there something in addition to the one 
Israeli soldier killed in the lanu mine? 


A Again, I don't want to specify beyond what 
the statement said. I would note that it is understood by 
everyone involved that hostile acts against or from the 
area controlled by Major Haddad are viewed as clear viola- 
tions of the ceasefire. 


Q Dean, two questions, please: You are spe- 
cifying here the including of violence, and you are saying the 
Israeli air strike into Lebanon. Can you as much give us 
a hint as to what constituted the other violation -- what 
Palestinian violations there were? You are specifying the 
Israeli air raid. Can you equally tell us what is the 
Palestinian side of the violation that you are referring 
to? 
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A As you know, we have reports about the 
killing of the Israeli soldier by a land mine in southern 
Lebanon. 


Q Is that a violation? 


A I'm just going to let the statement speak 
for itself on either threats or actual violations of the 
ceasefire. 


Q Is there any reason why the statement enu- 
merates a specific incident with regard to Israel, but 
does not enumerate a specific incident with regard to the 
other side? Was there a reason why that was done, a 
diplomatic reason? 


A The statement covers violations of the 
ceasefire, including violence against Israelis as well as 
the Israeli air strike into Lebanon. 


Q But it specifies the Israeli air strike, 
and it doesn't specify any other particular incident. Is 
there a reason why that was done? 


4 It says “violations against Israelis." T 
don't think it could be clearer than that. 


Q Dean, you mentioned land mine, Mes that % 
mean that the United States has evidence that it was in 
fact a Palestinian land mine? 


ny Again, I would refer you to the statement I 
just gave you on the terms of the ceasefire. 


Q On that land mine specifically, do you have 
evidence that it was in fact a Palestinian mine? 


A I again am going to repeat, Jim, that I 
refer you to the statement I gave you on violations of the 
ceasefire. 


Q Dean, when an Israeli soldier blows up a 
land mine in southern Lebanon -- 


A Just one moment, please. 


Q The statement speaks of "....threatened or 
violated the ceasefire." Which party threatened the 
ceasefire, and which party is actually violating the ceasefire? 
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A I am not going to try to parse what are 
violations and what are threatened violations. I think the 
statement speaks for itself, and I'm going to stand by it. 


Q Where was that mine located, exactly? 
A I can't help you on that. 
Q Would the Department condemn the presence 


of an Israeli soldier on Lebanese territory even if he was 
blown up by a mine? 


A I will again have to refer you to the state- 
ment I made about what are considered to be ceasefire 
violations which I gave you. 


Q Dean, you just mentioned the land mine which 
killed an Israeli soldier as one of those violations. If 
you don't know, or if you don't want to tell us, where the 
mine was -- where was it placed -- then how are we to 
believe that it was really a violation? 


What I'm trying to say is, if you can tell us, 
please, where was the mine where the soldier was killed, 
and then to follow by saying that that is a violation, it 
would kind of clear it up a little for us. When you don't 
tell us where it is, but say that it still is a violation, 
it leaves things a little ambigous and vague -- to me, at 
least. 


A I think you're trying to read more into the 
statement than was meant by the statement. The statement 
simply means violations or threats of violations on either 
side. I'm not going to go beyond that. 


Q But, Dean, you just said to me here before, 
in answering my question, that the killing of the Israeli 
soldier is considered one of those. I assume you were 
talking about the mine. I'm trying to find out where was 
the mine, in which part? 


A I was putting that in the context of what 
we consider -- and all parties consider -- to be viola- 
tions of the ceasefire. 


Q And you don't know where the mine was 
placed, where it exploded, and where the Israeli soldier 
was killed? 


A I have no information I can give you on 


that. 
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Q Can you find out please? 
A Yes, I will look into that. 


Q Dean, I think some of the parties involved 
in the ceasefire take a very legalistic approach to the 
question of ceasefire, so I think it is very important to 
try to distinguish what we mean here. 


A I assume it's understood by everyone involved 
that hostile acts against or from the area controlled by 
Major Haddad are in clear violation of the ceasefire. 


Q Let me just ask my question. Are actions 
which threaten the ceasefire considered by the U.S. Government 
to be violations of the ceasefire? 

A I'm sorry. 


Q Are actions which threaten the ceasefire 
considered by the U.S. Government to be violations of the 
ceasefire? 


You're using two verbs here, and they mean two 
different things. And in a situation such as this, it 
would seem important to clarify whether, in fact, we do 
consider these threats as violations of the ceasefire. 


nh Are you suggesting, do we consider a threat 
to engage in violence a violation of the ceasefire? 


Q Yes. 
A No. 


Q Did the Israeli air strikes violate the 
ceasefire? 


A I gave you the statement that I wish to make 
in reference to -- 


Q So according to that statement, the Israeli 
strikes didn't violate the ceasefire? 


A I'm sorry. What? 


Q The Israeli air strikes. 
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A What I said was that there had been a number 
of actions recently which had threatened or had violated 
the ceasefire, including violence against Israelis, and the 
Israeli air strikes into Lebanon. 


Q Were the air strikes a threat to the 
ceasefire or a violation of the ceasefire? 


A I'm not going to add to the statement. 


Q Do you have any information on the aerial 
combat clashes between the Syrians and the Israelis? 


A No. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q You don't have information at all on what 
happened? 
A We have seen press reports. 
Q Do you expect that it will escalate into 


further confrontation between Syria and Israel? 


A We would, as I say, urge all people, all par- 
ties concerned, to respect the spirit as well as the terms 
of the ceasefire. I'm not going to go beyond that. 


8) If they don't respond positively, what would 
be the action here? 


A It serves no useful purpose for me to specu- 
late about a hypothetical. 


Q Dean, is there any consideration as to the 
possibility of resuming Habib's mission now? 


XK I have no information today I can give you on 
that. 


0 Is the Secretary spending much time today on 
this crisis or this issue? 


A He's obviously very closely informed of it 
and is following it closely. 


Q Dean, any plans for him to meet with any of 
the Ambassadors to Washington who are participants in the 
ceasefire? 


A I don't have anything I can give you as to 
his schedule involving that at this time. 


Q Dean, what is the Secretary's purpose of 
going to meet with businessmen from western Massachusetts 
today in Congressman Conte's office? 


A I am sorry. I'll have to get information on 
that for you. 


0 Incidentally, Dean, will it be here or in the 
Congressman's office? 

A I understood it was to be on the Hill. 

Q I see. I didn't see that earlier. 


Dean, do you have anything beyond press reports on 
the action that took place today? 
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A No. I don't believe we do at all. 


.@) Dean, did the Israelis notify us in advance 
that they were going to attack Lebanon? 


A No. I don't have any information to suggest 
that that was the case. 


Q Dean, can we assume that had the Israelis not 
carried out that strike this morning that you would not have 
read that statement? 


A I think the statement, again, speaks for 
itself; and I don't want to go into any particular specula- 
tion about the background as to why we decided to make the 
statement today except to say that we obviously felt it was 
important to make it. 


Q I'm obviously asking you if the State 
Department is at least attempting to make some signal that 
they consider this action to be more serious than other 
recent actions that the statement might or might not be 
referring to, which we'd have no way of knowing. 


A Just assume that we would not have made the 
statement if we hadn't felt that it was important to do so. 


¢) Have you heard from either side that they now 
regacd the ceasefire as invalid? 


A To my knowledge we have not received any such 
indications. 


Q Don't you think that the United States veto 
at the Security Council yesterday -- in a way which was a 
few hours before the strike in Lebanon -- maybe created the 
atmosphere or gave encouragement to Israel to go ahead 
because it looks like, you know, when you took the veto 
Iscael assumed that you might be taking another veto if it 
comes to the Security Council? Certainly the veto would be 
dead in Lebanon, and that was after. 


Ay I'm certainly not going to accept the premise 
of your question. Obviously, we judge resolutions in the 
Security Council on theirc merits and in the context in which 
the issue arises. 
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@) In that connection, Lebanon, I believe, has 
asked the Security Council to take up today's actions. Does 
the United States support the Security Council's taking up 
the question of the actions by Israel and perhaps by others 
today? 


A We've only seen press reports so far that the 
Lebanese Government intends to do that. I'll have to defer 
comment until it actually happens. 


) Would the U.S. consider asking the Security 
Council to take it up? Does the U.S. consider these events 
to be serious enough to make such a request on its own? 


A I'm not aware that we have any plans to make 
a request on Our Own. 


0 When you do find out what hapened today, will 
the State Department be taking any position in the inevit- 
able debate on whether this air strike was offensive or 
defensive? 


A Again, I addressed this question when Jim 
posed it. I have nothing to add to it. 


0 I see -- for now. But when the situation 
clarifies itself, will you take some position? 


ay I will just stand by the statement I made 
in response to Jim's question. 


0 Dean, do you have any guidance today on the 
Palklands crisis? 


0 Can I, please, sir -- 


A Let us continue to finish the Middle East 
first, if we may. 


Q All right. 

A Go ahead. 

QO Yes. i just want to know. Secretary 
Stoessel went to the Middle East -- for two purposes, as far 


as we were told --- tc deal with the Sinai withdrawal and to 
calm down the nocthern front: Israel, Lebanon. 


Now, knowing what happened now, how does the State 
Department see the mission of Secretary Stoessel? I mean 
was he really successful? Did he do a good job? 

(Laughter.) Did the Israelis kind o: reciprocate with what 
the Secretary wanted? 
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A What we have said about the purposes of 
Deputy Secretary Stoessel's mission still applies. 


Yes, Lars. 


Q Implicit in this statement is that a violation 
of the ceasefire by one side does not, in your view, justify 
retaliation by the other side. Is that the correct 
inference that I'm drawing there? 


A Let me just repeat that the United States 
deplores the actions referred to in the statement. 


re) I thought you did not answer my question; 
maybe I didn't understand what you said. I asked it. It's 
my assumption that the Secretary went there to deal with the 
Sinai and the border -- the Lebanese-Israeli. Is it a good 
assumption, to solve that problem? 


A Again, I think we addressed the purposes of 
his visit earlier and -- 


Q Can you just refresh my mind? I'm trying to 
find out if -- 


A Let's check precisely what we said at the 
time that we announced that he left. 


0 O.K. Assuming that he did go there to deal with 
both issues. Was his mission successful as far as keeping 
the ceasefire intact? Would you say so? 


A Again, I repeat that we made clear at the time 
what were the purposes of his mission. I have nothing to 
add to that. 


) Dean, two miscellaneous questions not dealing 
with the ceasefire or anything. 


One was an interview given by Pelletreau from 
the State Department in Saudi Report where he denied that there 
had ever been a concept of strategic consensus. He said we 
never had it in mind. There were a few newspaper articles, 
and I think a Senator even once prompted the idea. 





Is this the case? 


A The Secretary has addressed that subject many 
times publicly. 
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Q Yes. 

A I would refer you to his statements on that. 

Q O.K. And to drudge up one other matter, 
which is Prince Turki, apparently since he has diplomatic 
status now, there's a suit against him in the Washington 
District Court for 30 million dollars for imprisoning ser- 
vants hired here in the United States. Does this exempt him 
from that suit since he's a special envoy? 


A I'm personally not familiar with what you're 
referring to. 


8) Can you take the question? 


A I'll be glad to look into those reports, 


0 Dean, do you have anything on the Falklands 


A Are we off the Middle East? 


Q Just one more on that, please. Mes the 
United States believe the ceasefire that was successfully 
concluded after Habib's mission is in the same state today 
as it was when it was first enacted or passed, or whatever 
-- signed? 


A Again, I'm simply not going to go beyond the 
statement I made. 


0 Dean, are you disappointed that one of the 
parties did not heed to your constant appeals for restraint? 


A You can try me in a number of ways, but I'm 
just not going to comment beyond the statement. 


Q Do you have more for us on the Falklands? 
(Laughter. ) 


A What specifically do you have in mind? 


0 Do you have anything on the British 
Ambassador's visit here this morning? 


A No. I have nothing I can offer you on that. 


Q Any comment on the Argentine Foreign Minister's 
stacement that they plan no further concessions? 
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A The Argentinian Government will have to speak 
for itself. 


Q Do you have anything on Costa Mendez coming 
here? 

A We don't know his travel plans at this point. 

Q How about the Secretary's? 

A The Secretary's travel plans? 


Q Right. Anything beyond after the Pym visit? 
Does he have any plans that you know of? 


A No. At this point I'm not aware of any tra- 
vel plans at all. 


Q Has he cancelled or has he ruled out any more 
shuttle diplomacy? 


A There are just no travel plans I'm aware of 
at the moment. 


Q Can you give us Pym's schedule? 


A My understanding is that Foreign Minister Pym 
will be arriving -- I don't know whether he will be arriving 
tonight or tomorrow; but my understanding is he will meet 
with the Secretary tomorrow, late morning, and that will be 
followed by a a working lunch. There's nothing definite as 
to the rest of his schedule. 


Q Yes. Is the Foreign Minister of Argentina 
coming to Washington? 


A I said just now that were not aware of any 
travel plans on his part. We don't know what they are. 


Q Dean, does the Secretary plan to be at the 
OAS meeting next Monday? 


A I don't know. 
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Q (Inaudible) 
A A reaction to the vote? 
@) Yes. 


A As you know, the United States, Colombia and 
Trinidad abstained on the vote; and as Ambassador Middendorf 
explained in his statement to the OAS, the United States 
believes the Argentine request to convoke an organ of con- 
Sultations as being neither appropriate nor necessary. We are 
anxious not to prejudice our ongoing efforts to promote a 
peaceful settlement within the framework of UN Resolution 
502. 


It was for these reasons that the U.S. abstained 
on the motion voted, and we hope to continue to lend our good 
offices to the cause of peace. 


Q How might this prejudice our efforts in that 
regard? 

A How might what prejudice our efforts? 

@) The vote. You just said that we were anxious 


not to prejudice these efforts that were undertaking. How 
does the vote in the OAS prejudice it? 


A I was giving you the reasons why we decided 
to abstain -- 


Q No; I understand. 

BN -- and among the reasons why we decided 
to abstain is that we're anxious not to prejudice our 
efforts. 


0 I know that. 


. A So we obviously feel that to have done other- 
wise would have prejudiced our efforts. 


re) So we're prejudiced -- the efforts are preju- 
diced. That's it. Thank you. 


A I said our vote. 


Q Did Secretary Haig tell London that he would 
not be going there? 


my I'm sorry? 
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Q I asked that in the context of which came 
first -- that is to say, Haig saying he would not go to 
London and thereupon Pym coming here. 


A, No. Secretary Haig did not tell London he 
would not go to London. 


Q Was he asked to come there? 

A No. 

Q Pym was volunteered? 

A Yes, that's my understanding; yes. 


Q Do we know if the British Fleet is taking its 
time getting down to the Falklands to give the Secretay's 
diplomacy a chance to work out? 


4 I have no information I can give you on the 
movements of the British Fleet. 


Q Dean, yesterday the spokesman said that Pym 
was invited by the Secretary to come to the United States; 
and now you're saying Pym was volunteered and so he's 
coming. Who initiated the movement of the personalities in 
the thing this week? 


A No. I think what I meant in response to 
Bernie's question was it was decided by the Government of 
Great Britain that the Foreign Minister should come here. 


Specifically, whether or not he was invited by the 
Secretary I would have to check. 


Q I don't understand. 

A I don't understand your question. 

0 O.K. You just said it was decided by Britain 
that Pym should come here, and then you say whether he 
was invited or not you don't know. 

Yesterday the Department said that he was invited. 


Either he was invited oc Great Britain decided he should come. 
Which side decided he should come? 


A I suspect it was by mutual agreement, but let 
me check the record on that. 
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Is it really that important to you? 


Q Can you tell us whether Pym will be meeting 
with anyone besides Haig? 


A No, I cannot; no. 
Q O.K. Thank you. 
A O.K., thank you. 


(The briefing was concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #66 


THURSDAY, APRIL 22, 1982, 12:24 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments today. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony Of Ambassador Eugene Douglas, the U.S. Coordinator for 
Refugee Affairs, before the Subcommittee on Immigration, 
Refugees and International Law of the House Judiciary 
Committee on the Refugee Assistance Amendments of 1982. 


Also, available at 2:00 o'clock will be the state- 
ment of Herbert L. Beckington, Inspector General of the 
Agency for International Development, before the Senate 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations, concerning the budget for Fiscal Year 1983. 


With that, I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Can you tell us what's going to be the drill 
this afternoon on the Pym talk? 


oN The meetings are essentially open-ended. By 
this I mean that, as you know, the Foreign Minister arrived 
at approximately 11:30. He will be meeting with the 
Secretary, and then they will be having a working lunch, 
followed by additional meetings this afternoon. There's no 
way I can predict at this point when those meetings might 
end. 


Q Do you expect Haig to appear with Pym 


downstairs? 
A That cemains to be determined. 
Q Is there some consideration being given to 


having meetings this evening here? 
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A I can't rule it out. Based on the experience 
of the trip, it wouldn't surprise me, but it really is pre- 
mature to try to predict how long they will go. 


Q Is there any thought in the Department that 
the United States will try to bring together Mr. Pym and Mr. 
Costa Mendez when he comes? 


A I am not aware of any plans to do that. 


Q Do you have any comment on Senator Moynihan's 
little speech yesterday, saying the talks had failed and 
let's side with the British? 


A No. I certainly have no comment. I think 
it's clear what the Secretary has been engaged in since his 
mission began, and he's obviously been very actively engaged 
in an effort to seek a peaceful resolution of this dispute 
since he returned. 


Q Does the Secretary have any planned meeting 
with Costa Mendez as of now, aside from a possivility or a 
non-possibility of a three-way session, Haig and -- 


4 Our understanding is that Costa Mendez will 
be in Washington to attend the OAS Foreign Ministers’ 
meeting on Monday the 26th. 


We don't have any additional information on his 
schedule, but we do expect that he will be meeting with the 
Secretary after his arrival. 


Q Will he arrive Saturday? 


A I'm not sire he arrives in Washington 
Saturday. 


Q That was the plan. 
Q He leaves Saturday. 


A I don't have the details of his schedule, but 
at some point during his stay here, we would expect that he 
will meet with the Secretary. 


Q Will the Secretary attend the Foreign 
Ministers’ meeting? 


My Again, that remains to be determined. 
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Q The Washington Post reported this morning 
that some people in the Acministration are considering a ban 
on sales to Cuba by foreign subsidiaries of U.S. firms. Do 
you have anything on that? 





A No. I have no comment on that. 

Q Do you have anything on Stoessel? 

A The Deputy Secretary is now in Israel, having 
had discussions in Cairo earlier today. He plans to return 
to Cairo tomorrow and after that his schedule is uncertain. 

Q Still uncertain? 

My Still uncertain. 


Q Any idea whether a U.S. delegation will go 
out for the April 25 ceremony, or the Secretary? 


on I have :.> information to suggest either of 
those. 


Q Did Stoessel hand over a letter to the 
Israelis from President Reagan? 


a I believe the White House has addressed that, 
and, if not, I think they intend to. 


Q Do you know what they said or will say? 
A No. I'm sorry. I don't. 


Q Do you have any confirmation that the 
Administration has sent a message to the PLO, asking for 
restraint -- that's what the PLO representative at the U.N. 
said yesterday -- and how was it done, if so? 


A We are in touch with a number of governments 
with influence on the situation, but I'm not going to get 
into the details of those discussions. As for contacts 
with the PLO, our longstanding policy is well known and has 
not changed. 


Q But has it been done through third parties as 


far as you can tell? Because that was officially stated at a 


press conference yesterday. 
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A I understand that that was the case, but, I 
repeat, we have been in touch with a number of governments 
with influence on the situation. 


Q On the Middle East, in the press statement 
you released today you said there have been a number of 
actions which have threatened the cease-fire. 


Does this in any way -- are you then offering a 
U.S. justification for the Israeli raid into southern 
Lebanon two days ago? 


A As you know, we did address this subject 
yesterday. I would simply follow up today by saying-we are 
very pleased by the indications that we have received that 
all parties concecned intend to respect the cease-fire. 


Again, as I mentioned yesterday, our key concern 
is’ that the cease-fire be maintained, and, as you know, we 
called upon all the parties involved to exercise the utmost 
cestcaint and to avoid actions which could prolong or esca- 
late the violence. 


We are gratified by the responsible positions 
adopted by the parties involved to avoid taking actions that 
could lead to a breakdown in the cease-fire. 


0 Has Israel said or made a commitment, then, 
not to continue the bombing? 


My I have seen statements attributed to Israeli 
leaders. In that connection I would refer you to them. 


Q Can I get a copy of the statement just read? 
4 Yes, of course. 
Q Can I go back to your previous answer? You 


asked about contact with the PLO, and you answered, "We have 
been in touch with a number of governments." 


By Yes. 

Q Do you consider the PLO a government? 

ay No. 

Q Then how is that cesponsive to the question 


about the PLO? 
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A It was as responsive as I care to be to the 
question. We are in touch with a number of governments with 
influence on the situation. 


Q Why can't you say “in touch with governments 
that are in tcuch with the PLO"? 


A I prefer to use my own language, if you don't 
mind. 

(Laughter) 

Q Could you tell us what the indications are 


from the PLO that you mention, that you're very pleased by, 
that they're going to observe the cease-fire? 


A I don't want to be more specific in what I 
said, but it's clear, I hope, that when I said we're pleased 
by the indication we have ceceived that all parties con- 
cerned intend to respect the cease-fire, I think it's clear 
to whom we're rceferring. 


Q Yes. It's clear to whom you're referring, 
but it isn't cleac to me as to what indications you're 
talking about. 


A Suffice it to say that we have these 
indications. 


Q Do those indications include more than your 
observations of what's taking place on the battlefield? 
Does it include diplomatic exchanges? 


A Let me be careful in trying to address this. 
When you ask about diplomatic exchanges, be sure you bear in 
mind what our policy is witn cespect to the PLO. 


0 I think diplomatic contacts of some sort. 
4 I can't go beyond what I said about our 


having been gratified by the indications that we have 
received. 


Q Can I try that another way? 
Ys Yes. You can try. 
Q Did you get these indications from that 


numbec of governments that you are in touch with with 
influence on this situation? 
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A We have gotten the indications from a variety 
of sources. 


Q On the Middle East again -- I hate to go over 
territory you my have dealt with yesterday -- 


A It wouldn't be the first time. 


Q But basically I'm wondering, are you saying 
then that because there were some violations of the cease- 
fire which you claim were done against Israelis, does that 
then justify the bombing of southern Lebanon according to 
the United States? 


a Again, I don't wish to go beyond the state- 
ment we made yesterday. 


Q Which is? 


4 We'll make it available to you. I don't hap- 
pen to have it at the moment. 


Q So beyond deploring violence on both sides, 
then, you have no particular -- there's no particular policy 
on the particular action of the bombing and killing of 28 
people by Israel into southern Lebanon? 


A There's nothing that I'm prepared to say that 
goes beyond the statement of yesterday. 


Q What would you say would be the major viola- 
tion, then, of the cease-fire by the Palestinians? 


A Again, it's a subject that was addressed at 
some legnth yesterday, and I'm not prepared to go beyond 
that. 


Q What conclusion do you draw from the explo- 
sion this morning in Paris and from the deterioration of the 
relation between France and Syria? 


as I have no conclusions to draw for you on that 
today. 


Q The Syrians expelled two French diplomats. 
Do you have ary comment on that? 


A No. I have no comment on that. 


-- MORE -- 








gn 


~Veclassified for Publication in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


0 What about Holdridge? Is there any chance he 
may go to China? 


B Ambassador Holdridge? 
Q Yes. 
A 


I'm not aware of any plans for him to go to 
China. 


Q The Nicaraguans for the second time, I 
believe, in a week have called for resumption of a dialogue 
or the initiation of a dialogue. Do you have anything on 
that? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 
9 As you know, next week there will be here the 


Foreign Minister of Nicaragua. Will the State Department 
receive Mr. D‘Escoto? 


A You mean he would we here for the OAS 
meeting? 

Q He will come for the meeting. 

A I know of no plans at this pont for anyone in 


the Department to meet with him. 


Q One of the demands or requests by Nicaragua 
is that Mexico now be included as a moderator in the 
Giscussions with the United States if they occur. Does the 
State Department have any acceptance of Mexico as a modera- 
tor, Or any comment? 


A We have addressed our view -- and a very 
favorable view it is -- of Mexico's desire to be helpful in 
our diplomatic dealings with other countries in the region. 
I have nothing to add to that. 


0 Dean, in that connection, in a meeting with 
out-of-town journalists and editors of the Woodrow Wilson 
Center on Saturday, Ambassador Bosworth gave a talk in 
which he said that the United States does not want to be 
tied exclusively to the Mexican channel, and that Mexico's 
desire to carve out an independent identity in the field of 
foreign policy mearis that its interests are not necessarily 


the same as our interests. 


Is this a sign that we don't really want to nego- 
tiate in Wexico or under the rubric of a Mexican host 


€- ramework? 
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A John, I haven't seen the speech or statement 
to which you are referring, but I don't think there should be 
any doubt about our position with respect to Mexico's offer 
of assistance. The Secretary has addressed that many times. 


QO But if a dialogue does occur with Nicaragua, 
would the United States be willing to accept a Mexican 
moderator in the dialogue rather than a face-to-face, one- 
On-one conversation? 


A You use the word “moderator.” I have a 
little problem with that. We made it clear that we do 
appreciate Mexico's role, but that we, obviously, do reserve 
the right at the same time to conduct diplomatic dialogue 
directly with Nicaragua as well as Cuba. 


Q Dean, what can you tell us about the meeting, 
I believe the night before last, that General Walters had 
with the principal political leaders in El Salvador? 


QO Can we stay on Nicaragua for one more? 


A Let me take this, and I'll be glad to get 
right back to you. 


While he was in El Salvador, Ambassador Walters 
met with government and military leaders as well as with 
political leaders from all parties represented in the 
constituent assembly, and it was for the purpose of 
exchanging views on the current political situation. 


Q Did he basically lay down the line of what 
conditions the United States would set for continued 
economic and military assistance? 


A No, I would not put it that way. The purpose 
of his visit, as I say, was to exchange views. Those views 
on a new government in El Salvador are, I hope, very well 
known to all elements in El Salvador. 


Q Dean, in his testimony yesterday, Assistant 
Secretary Enders, of course, got into quite a bit of detail 
with reference to El Salvador, Honduras, Guatemala, 
Nicaragua, and so forth, and he said that there were 
disturbing signs that Cuban- and Nicaraguan-supported 
insurgent activity is spreading to other countries. Do you 
know what countries he was referring to? 


A, I have nothing to add to the testimony of 
Ambassador Enders yesterday. 
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Q On El Salvador, do you have any comment on 
the alleged massacre that took place a few 
days ago in Morazan? 


A Our Embassy is looking into the allegation of 
the massacre. So far, we have no information that would 
either confirm or disprove the press reports of the 
incident. 


0 Back in February, I believe, when the 
accounts of the very large massacre that allegedly took 
place in Morazan hit the news, apparently Embassy officials 
contacted the Sucorro Juridico, the legal aid office of the 
Archbishop of San Salvador, to co-sponsor an investigation 
into the area. That never took place. 


I was wondering if in this case there had been a 
Similar approach. 


A I don't know. 


QO And if I may, just to go back to Nicaragua 
for a second and cet that out of the way, does the United 
States intend to negotiate with Nicaragua? 


4 Intend to negotiate? 

Q Yes. 

A We've made it very clear that we are prepared 
to talk to the Nicaraguans. 

9) Does it consider the counter=-proposals that 
Nicaragua submitted last week to be a basis for negotiation? 

A I can't answer that. T haven't looked into that. 

Q When negotiation is contemplated, at what 


level would be the appropriate level, do you believe? 
Ambassadorial or at a higher level than that? 


A I'm not aware that any such decision has been 
made. 


0 Again on El Salvador, the Dutch Foreign 
Minister, Mr. van der Stoel, said that he told Secretary 
Eagleburger on Monday that his government finds major 
discrepancies in the El Salvadoran official account of the 
killing of the four Dutch journalists, and that they are 
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dissatisfied with it, but that they are finding the 
Salvadoran authorities uncooperative in their attempts to 
investigate further, and that he asks Mr. Eagleburger, in 
effect, to see if the United States could intercede in 
getting better cooperation. 


Can you tell us what, if anything, is happening on 
that front? 


A Sure. The United States continues to regard 
this matter as a strictly bilateral issue between the 
Governments of the Netherlands and El Salvador. Within that 
context, we have attempted to provide every appropriate 
assistance to the Dutch investigative effort. . 

In response to the Dutch request, we will attempt 
to be helpful, and will advise Salvadoran officials that El 
Salvador's interest could be well served by their coopera- 
tion with the Dutch investigation. While we will be sup- 
portive of the Dutch request, we, obviously, cannot 
guarantee a positive Salvadoran response. 


Q On Salvador again briefly, when you talked 
about General Vernon Walters, is he carrying any letter or 
document from President Reagan on support for human rights 
in El Salvador, oc selecting the president or the new 
government by a given date, or whether che Christian 
Democrats should be included in any new provisional govecnnent? 


A I don't want to go beyond what I've said with 
respect to the purpose of General Walters' visit. He has, 
incidentally, returned. I would simply repeat that it was 
for the purpose of exchanging views, and then I pointed out 
to you that it is well known in El Salvador what our views 
are with respect to the formation of a new government. 


Q On Guatemala, do you have anything on mili- 
tary aid for them? 


A There has been no decision made with respect 
to lifting the ban on military sales to Guatemala, but we 
note, as many have in Congress as well as in press 
reporting, that the new government in Guatemala appears to 
be taking positive measures to end violence, human rights 
abuse, and corruption. 


We think these positive actions which represent a 
break with past Guatemalan Government attitudes should be 
recognized and encouraged. For that reason, we are studying 
carefully the situation and consider'n7 various actions that 
we might appropriately take, in response to the steps being 
taken by the Guatemalans. 
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Q Can we get a copy of that? 
a Yes. 


Q Following on that, Dean, would this be 
something that you would take up formally with Congress, or 
would you do it just on your own, or only after informal 
consultations? 


A I think it is a bit premature at this stage. 
Where we are at the moment is that we are considering the 
issue internally, and we are informally consulting with the 
Congress. There is no specific timetable for a decision. 

Q No 10-day decision? 

A There is no specific timetable. 


Q Is there any plan for General Walters to 
visit Guatemala any time soon? 


A Any plans for a visit? 


Q Yes. 

A I'm not aware of any plans. 

Q Are they considering sending him back? 

A I'm not aware of any plans for him to visit 
Guatemala. 

Q Do we now consider the results of the March 7 


elections in Guatemala to have been a fraud? 


oy We have addressed this question in the past, 
Jim 

QO Well, so the attitude hasn't changed, is that 
correct? 

oy There is nothing I can add to what we've 
said. 

Q Can you give us an update on the status of 


Americans in the Falklands? 
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a There is some guidance in the Press Office. 
I don't have it with me today. My recollection is that 
there are 28 Americans there. But please be sure to check 
that with the Press Office. 

Q Thank you. 

4 You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #67 


FRIDAY, APRIL 23, 1982, 12:17 P.M. 


= (ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
: 
; MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have two 
announcements. 
: First, available in the Press Office is the state- 


ment by Political-Military Director Burt before the 
Advertising Council Luncheon. His subject is America’s 


commitment to peace. 


Second, as part of National Consumer Week, the 
State Department has invited United States Trade 
Representative William Brock, Assistant Secretary Robert 
Hormats, and William Niskanen, member of the Council of 
Economic Advisors, to speak on Tuesday, April 27, beginning 
at 2:15 p.m. in the Dean Acheson Auditorium. The topic is 
"The International Economy and the Consumer." The press 
is welcome to attend. There will be a question and answer 


_-—< <peperiodewith each speaker. Space may be limited. 


a 


Q To whom is he speaking? 
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A The State Department has invited these people 
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Se ed 





uve to come to RpOe. 
ge Q As ide from the press, is anyone else invited? 
-_- °° 

a A I don't know what the attendees list might be, 


in that connection. 


Q They just raised the price of coffee 
Gownstairs from 22 to 33 cents, ii that connection. 





- —-_  ° »§ Teethat right? In that connection, I may buy 
less coffee downstairs. 


Q This morning did Mr. Pym meet with Secretary 
Haig? 


A Yes, he did, but I don't have any readout for 
you, Jim. 


0 And what are the plans for the rest of the 


day? 
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A I don't have anything at this point. I 
understand that they were to have lunch together; but I don't 
have the details on that. 


Q That's at the British Ambassador's residence. 
But will subsequent meetings also take place there? 


A I don't have anything on the schedule that I 
have seen beyond that. I can't rule that out by any means. 


QO Could you clear up something? You may not be 
able to, but I'm just asking you in terms of your knowledge. 


A Please. 


Q There was some confusion late yesterday or 
this morning about whether Pym would be seeing the President 
Or not. Some British Embassy people led us to believe that 
he would be seeing the President. The White House says they 


don't know anything about it. 


. Was it ever set? Is it being considered? Do you 
know definitively whether he will or will not? 


A I have to refer you to the White House on it 


except to say that to my knowledge, as of an hour or so ago, 
it was not on the schedule; it had not been on the schedule. 
It is a White House matter, and you wou!d have to go -- 


Q But is it your understanding that it is still 
under consideration? 


A I don't know what the state of consideration 
for it might be. I can't say whether it was or is. I'd 
really have to ask you to go -- 


0 But it was never on the schedule? That's what 
you're saying? 


A It has not been scheduled. 


Q What is the state of the talks right now? 


A I don't have a characterization to give you on 
that. I think Foreign Secretary Pym made some remarks when 
he was leaving this morning, and I don't have anything beyond 


that. 
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Q Alan, what is the Secretary's schedule for the 
rest of the day, after the lunch? 


A I don't have a schedule to offer you for the 
rest of the day. 


Q And the weekend? 


A I don't have a schedule for him for the 
weekend. I have no special events noted, particularly. 


Q Is there a Haig-Costa Mendez meeting on 
Sunday? 


A We understand that the Foreign Minister will 
arrive on Sunday, but again, I would ask you to check with 
the Argentine Embassy on that. As Dean indicated, I think 
yesterday, we do expect that he will meet with the Secretary, 
but we don't have a definite schedule on that. I cannot 
tell you that it would be on Sunday. 


Q You don't know whether he will meet before the 
OAS meeting? 


A No, I don't know. 


Q Do you know whether the Secretary will head 
the U.S. Delegation to the OAS meeting? 


A No, I don't have any information on that. 


Q Alan, is it your expectation that the Pym 
talks will conclude with lunch? 


A I can't give you a reading on that. All I can 
tell you is that that is the last thing that was on the sche- 
dGule that I saw; but given the nature of these talks, one is 
not safe predicting anything on them. I would not want to 
lead you one way or another on that. I simply don't know. 


Q Is Secretary Haig's time blocked out beyond 
that? 


A Secretary Haig has other things on his sche- 
dule, but I don't think that rules anything in or out. 


Q Do you know if Mr. Pym still intends to leave 
the country this evening? 


A You would have to ask the British. I 
understand that he has expressed himself as saying that that 
is still his intention, but that's not for me to say. 
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Q Where is the meeting this afternoon going 
to be? 


A The lunch, I believe, is correct. It's 
scheduled for the British Ambassador's residence. 


Q What is the schedule after that? 


A I don't have anything on the schedule after 
that. 


Q Could you revise the schedule as the day 
wears on so that we know where the meeting is, if there is 
one? 


A We'll try and keep up with events. 


Q Alan, could you be helpful at all in one of 
the British spokesmen saying that the work is now being done 
on an American document? 


A No, I'm not going to characterize any 
aspect of this. I don't think it's productive for me to do 


that. 
Q New subject? 
A Please. 


Q Can you confirm reports that Secretary Haig 
says Fidel Castro is “anguishing” over a U.S. offer to sever 
Cuba from the Soviet Union? And could you tell us what the 
offer is? 


A Let me say a couple of things about this. 
First of all, you are referring to reports about a session 
the Secretary attended up on the Hill sponsored by 
Congressman Conte. That session was OFF THE RECORD, 
despite the fact that it was characterized in one press 
report -- I think the one that originally reported on it -- 
as not being OFF THE RECORD. That was incorrect. 
Therefore, I'm not going to comment on these remarks as 
relates to what was said on the Hill. I will, however, 
address the issue in substantive terms; but it would just 
not be appropriate to take something which was OFF THE 
RECORD and be commenting on it as if it were ON THE RECORD. 
So let me set that as a ground rule. 
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Secondly, I think that if one were to consider the 
question, is there a specific offer on the table of some 
sort, that Casi. is now anguishing about, that would not 
accord with what we have said in the past about this issue. 


What we have said consistently is that if Cuba 
were to change its policies in certain areas --and I'm not 
going to go into great detail trying to specify that again 
today, but obviously it revolves around the point of inter- 
fering in other countries’ affairs -- that we would be 
willing to reconsider our relationship with Cuba. 
Certainly, I don't think it would be surprising if an 
assessment were made that given Cuba's current economic 
state, which is not a very happy one, if that situation 
were to cause Mr. Castro and his colleagues some anguish 
and thought about whether it might not be in their interest 
to consider rejoining the Western Hemisphere community of 
nations on a basis which would be acceptable to those 
nations. 


Q Is that tv be taken that you are talking in 
terms of reopening our trade with Cuba, or even going beyond 
that, and talking about economic aid to Cuba? 


A I don't want to try to get into some speci- 
fics again as if we were making some specific offer, “You do 
this, and we'll do that." What I'm saying is that our con- 
cerns, as expressed publicly on a number of occasions, are as 
I have described them. We have said that if they 
were to change their policies and approaches, then we would 
consider changing our approach to Cuba. 


Q Are there any indications that the Cubans are 
seriously considering that proposition? Is there anything 
that you can tell us to indicate that Castro has given 
serious -- 


A I'm not going to try and speak for the Cuban 
Government on it. 


Q How and when was this communicated to the 
Cubans? 


A We have said this publicly -- various offi- 
cials have said this approach publicly. Again, when you 
say communicated, it sounds like you're talking about a 
specific offer, and I'm not talking about - 
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Q That's what it sounded as if the Secretary was 
talking about. 


A I think that even if you were to assume, which 
I will not do, but even if you were to assume that the quotes 
that were used in the various reports were accurate, it 
doesn't even talk about an offer within those quotation marks. 


Q Has the Secretary discussed this directly with 
Cuban officials? 


A I'm not going to go into the question of what 
the Secretary might have discussed with the Cubans. 


.) When he met with Rafael Rodriguez? 
A I'm not going to go into it. 


Q Alan, I think I follow you, but you've got a 
bit of a problem here in that what was reported yesterday has 
at least the people I work for all excited. Basically, can 
you just nail or address one way or another, do we think we 
are winning the battle for the heart and mind of Fidel 
Castro? (Laughter) Is there any sign of this, or is it 
something that everybody can go back and forget about, to get 
them off my back? (Laughter) 


—Q Mine, too. 


A I understand that. I'd like to relieve your 
problem for you. I don't think I can give you a charac- 
terization, and I really think -- again, I go back to, I 
guess it was, Rick's question -- and say you have to go to 
the Cubans and ask them what they're thinking about. But 
what I'm trying to describe, in order to get away from the 
misconceptions which came out of this story, even to the 
point of -- I believe there was one report talking about our 
seeking to get Cuba as an ally. 


I would rather have you take what I just 
said as an expression of what we're talking about; and I just 
am not in a position to characterize the current state of 
thinking in Havana. 


Q Alan, you seem to be sending from this 
Administration some rather confusing signals to Cuba. 
Earlier this week, you cut off some trade and tourists’ 
access to Cuba, and now you're saying that, "Of course, we'd 
like to restore relations." Which is the Administration's 
policy toward Cuba? 


I rr, 
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A I think what I have just said is an aspect of 
it. Another aspect of it -- one way that you can perhaps 
persuade Cuba that it is in their interest to re-think their 
policies is to take actions which make them re-think. I 
think it is in that vein that some of the actions that you 
are talking about have been taken. 


Q You mean it's a kind of carrot-and-stick 
policy this Administration is using? 


A I don't want to characterize it that way. The 
point is that both in terms of the objective situation and in 
terms of our own policies, we are seeking, and would like to 
see, Cuba change its policies. 


Q Yes, but what basis does the Secretary have 
for saying that Fidel Castro was anguishing over the choice 
between the system of the West and the system of the East? 


A Again, without confirming that he said that on 
this occasion, I think the issue simply is one of the very 
difficult straits in which Cuba has found itself by following 
its current policies, and that one assumes that the 
Government of Cuba will try to improve the situation within 
Cuba. And if it isn't working the way they are doing it, 
maybe they should do something else. 


Q Why do you characterize it as some kind of 
revelation when it is, as you said, has been the same thing 
stated by various -- 


A I can't tell you. 


Q Is the flip, the change, on the 
Administration's position on the Symms Resolution, is that 
relevant to what you have been addressing here this morning? 


A I don't think there was a flip on the Symms 
Resolution, for one thing. 


To go back to the question before, we didn't mak- 
an issue of this appearance or the line that we're talking 
about, which has been a consistent line I don't know 
quite how to relate it to your -- 


Q But there has been a series of policies or of 
actions taken by the Administration in the very recent past 
which have been directed at Cuba. One of them has been the 
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tightening of the economic embargo another one, it appears, 
has been at least a modification of the Administration's 


position with respect to the Symms Resolution. 


A Well, I’m not sure I agree with that, but go 
ahead. 


-- MORE -- 











“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


Q Assuming, arguendo, that that's true, does 
that have a relationship to what the Secretary may be 
referring to both publicly and privately? 


A I think it has a relationship to what the 
consistent approach to Cuba has been which is to get them to 
change their policies. 


Q Are there any plans for any U.S. officials to 
meet with any senior Cuban official in the near future? 
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A I don't hawe anything to give you on that at 
this point. 


Q A colleague of mine on the Times, Mr. Saffire, 
wrote a column by coincidence today in which -- I don't have 
it with me, but I think he refers to a CIA movie about 
Castro which also suggests that Castro is sort of Hamlet- 
like trying to decide what to do. 


&) WSF Se aS 


Did Mr. Haig see this movie by any chance? 
(Laughter ) 


A (A) I don't know anything about the movie, 
(B) if it does exist, I don't know whether he saw it, and 
(C) I guess I really couldn't comment on it if even I did 
know since, as you suggest, the story refers to it as an 
agency. | ; ; : 
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Q Could I just ask a couple things? I'm not 
sure I understood your reply. 
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You were asked, are there any indications -- you're 
takking about one would-assume;, given Cuba's economic plight 
that they may be thinking about what to do. Are there any 
indications that you have received that Cuba is in any way 
reassessing or altering its policies? : « —- <<a 


sd —— 





A I am not going to comment on that. I don't 
think it's appropriate for me to do that. 


Q About the reported offer, I'm not sure I 
understand what you're saying. Has there or has there not 
been any such offer? 


A I'm saying that the position I articulated 
has been a consistent position, and it would be misleading 
to construe it as a specific offer as it was in some of the 
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press reports in the way that we have said to Cuba, "You do 
the following four things, and we'll do the following seven 
things.” That is not the way I would characterize it. I 
would refer you back to what I said earlier about our 
willingness to reconsider our policies towards Cuba if they 
change their policies. 
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; Q On the story that eppeared today, also 
3 another part of it said that this offer, whether it was 
‘ specific or general, asked Cuba to cut its ties with the 


Russians. 
Can you address yourself to that part of it? 


A Again, I don't want to talk about what was 
said or not said up on the Hill for the reasons I explained. 
I think that it would be consistent with a change in policy 
for Cuba to change its relationship, perhaps, with the 
Soviet Union. ) 


oil RL 


I don't know of anybody who has suggested that it 
is within the realistic realm of possibility that anybody 
would suggest that Cuba should cut its ties, Tf you're ~ ~— © 
talking in some absolute sense. But there are certain 
aspects of the relationship which would obviously be 


affected, sure. 


Q Do we still think in the face of Cuba's = 
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i denials that they are supplying or assisting in the supply 
of arms and tii? command and control of rebels in El 
s Salvador? 
ae - A Yes. 
~@ Is there any sense of optimism that our rela-  — _ 
tionship with Cuba might improve? 
| —__ * theve-no-chearacterization to give you on 


‘that. 


Q Is there anything new in this? In other 
words, hasn't this been the policy of every administration 
to say if Cuba would move away from the Soviet Union, there 
might be an opportunity to move closer to the U.S.? I 
mean, what's new in this at all? 








ll 


A I've not argued that there's anything par- 
ticularly new except we've taken some specific steps which 
=r have been mentioned in the room today and on other days. 
_ But in terms of the general approach, it is a line and a 
policy line which has been consistent in several 
a administrations. 


Again, it was not the Administration that 
j suggested there was something new and dramatic here; it was 
the press that did that. 


Q As I understand your explanation of this 
thing, you're saying that Castro might be anguishing because 
of his economic situation which might cause him to shift 
toward the United States. 


on Given the pathetic state of the economy of 
. Britain, which has often been described as a closer and old 
3i ally of the United States -- although I may not agree with 
e that -- what could possibly cause Castro to think that his 
3 economic situation might be better as an ally of the United 
4 States? 
8 Dene 
1. -- — (Laughter) 
A I'll send you down there as-—an adviser to 





him. First of all, I again would point out that nobody has 
talked about Castro being an ally of the United States 
—  excepk -- 
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Q Or moving closer to the United States. 





A -- participating in the Western hemisphere 
community of nations in a constructive way and abandoning a 








F images number of-—its policies which are inconsistent with that. 7 
ame -L'm not going to try and comment on models for the Cuban — 
economy. 
— Q When you talked about reconsidering their ; 


pelicy, you suggested that evidence of a change would not 
necessarily involve cutting ties with the Soviet Union, but 
what? 


A But altering those ties. Altering the role 
that it plays. I'm not going to try and be specific to 
anticipate a followup, but, as I said, I don't think anybody 
realistically expects that Cuba would cut its ties with the 
Soviet Union. 
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Again, I've seen that written that way, but I 
think it's simply not within people's realistic thinking. 


Q And alteration of those ties would represent 
the kind of change you're seeking? 


A Alteration of those ties in ways that I've 
been describing it. I don't know if we want to pursue this, 


how fruitful -- 


Q No, we don't. What is your reaction to the 
formation of the new assembly in El Salvador? 


Q Can I ask just one question about this 
discussion? The word “anguishing” has been used several 
times in this room. I presume that that's a room that came 
out the secret hearing, but was it actually used or is it 
being put in the Secretary's mouth? 


A I have said several times, I'm not going to 
comment on what was or wasn't said at a session up on the 
Hill because it was an off-the-record session. I'm sorry. 








- -2 No.---But--what I‘'n saying~its that urder tie 
circumstances the word “anguishing" is going to bé used as ~ 


coming directly from the Secretary, secret hearing or no. 
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The guestion I‘m asking is whether or not this is 


_actually the case, and if you can't get authorization to. 


confirm or deny it. 


h I'm sorry. I've addressed the issue as far 
as I intend to. i 





Q Tell us what you think about the provisional. 
government in El Salvador, would you, please? _ . 


A Let me just give you what I have on it. The 


—-——@@8MAstitvent Assembly met on April 22 and -etected the ~* 





leadership of the Assembly. Robert D'Aubuisson of ARENA was 
elected president of the Assembly. 


This should not be confused with the selection of 
the provisional government of El Salvador which will serve 
until Presidential elections which are expected within the 
next two years. 


We understand that discussions are continuing 
among the parties on the selection of the president and the 


—_—_- -_ 
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other members of the provisional government. 


x3 Q Will this affect the U.S. attitude toward El 
Salvador and the U.S. aid program? 


sso aactgy 


$ A I think that that sort of speculation is 
inappropriate. Again, I would point to the fact that 

; this regards the Constitutent Assembly and not the provi- 
sional government. 


Our concerns, which we've expressed in the past 
about policies and so on, remain unaltered, and I just think 
it's premature to make the kind of judgment that you're 
suggesting I make. 





Q What would your attitude be toward the selec- 
tion of, I think it's Alvaro Magana, as the provisional 
president? 
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A I don't have a view to offer you on that 
today. 


Q _ Are you unhappy or unhappy? ss 
A Again, I don't have anything to offer you. 


Q Then why do you think it's important to have 
Christian Democratic representation in the provisional 
government ? 
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Ah I think that we have expressed our views 
before on the importance of a government of national unity, 
and I what we have said before on this remains operative. 


Q You referred that you expect presidential elec-_ 
a a tions—within the next two years. Previously it was the 
government's view that it should be about a yase from the 
constituent assembly. . | ow - -—-+-= aD 


A You are correct that we have talked about 
1983. There is no set time, as I understand it, and 
obviously this is something which we are not the ones to 
control. 


I think that this was simply drawn up to point out 
that there is a process ongoing here, and I would not attach 
great importance to the time frame in this statement as 
opposed to other statements, but the point is of this state- 
ment is that we are trying to make sure everybody 
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understands that this is the Constituent Assembly and this 
is not the provisional government. 


Q Let me just, if I can -- that's a little 
troubling. Our position with respect to possible par- 
ticipation of the left in El Savlador in any government or 
in any process has always been conditioned within the frame- 
work of the ongoing electoral process. 


Now it seems to me that it would be quite an 
important issue as to whether the next stage of that elec- 
toral process were to take place in one year or in two 
years. 


A It may make some difference, but I'm not 
trying to address that point. It's not ours to decide. 


Q But this isn't -- since we ourselves said one 
year in the past, this isn't a concession to the right or 
anything like that in El Salvador, is it, that we suddenly 
speak of two years now? 


A I would not draw great significance from that 
language. 

Q On the question of Nicaragua, has any answer 
come down on whether there might be a date to begin 
negot iations? 

A I don't have anything on that. 

Q Has the government determined whether 
American weapons or planes were used in the raid near 
Beirut? 


A I have nothing to offer you beyond what we 
Said the other day on this subject. 


Q Are you looking into that? 


A I think we expressed ourselves on that the 
other day, and I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Can I just go back very briefly to Nicaragua? 
Do we have any response yet to Ambassador Fiallos' demarche 
two days ago, requesting urgently -- 


A I was asked about this basically, and I said 
I don't have anything on it. 
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Q Aviation Week and Space Technology has an 
article in this latest issue that Jordan has turned down 
F-5G fighters, and I was wondering if you had any comment 
on that? 





He also quoted State Department officials saying 
that the sale would be brought up after the November elec- 
tions. Do you have anything on either of those? 


A I don't, in specific terms, except that I think 
we indicated before that until we get some sort of a formal 
request, which we have not, that we would obviously not be 
in a position to address the issues. I don't have anything 
beyond that. 


Q The PLO spokesman announced that there was an 
American request through a third party to keep restraint. 


Can you confirm that there was an American 
request? 


A We addressed the question yesterday and 
pointed out that we were in touch with a variety of parties 
with whom we have contact and who have contact with par- 
ties concerned to urge restraint, and so on. 


I would refer you back for a specific statement to 
what was said at the briefing yesterday. You could get that 
at the Press Office. 


Q Will Phil Habib be going back to the region? 


A I know of no plans for Ambassador Habib to do 
that. He's in Washington at this point, as I think I indi- 
cated to a number of you, for previously scheduled appoint- 
ments in connection with a private trip to China. 


As you know, we are, have been, in regular contact 
with him on developments concerning Lebanon, and while he is 
here, he will be meeting with various Department officials 
to discuss the situation there. But I don't know of any 
plans for him to go to the region. 


Q What are Mr. Stoessel's plans for the 
weekend? 
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A He returned to Jerusalem from Cairo just a 
short time ago. I believe he spent most of today, in that 
time frame, in Cairo, and has now returned to Jerusalem, but 
I don't have anything further to give you on his schedule. 

Q Do you expect him back this year? 


A The likelihood is he will be back this year. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 





"Declassified for Publication in American 





Fore‘ gn 


1982" 
so MS a? 2° ART RN TR Be aah rm 


Policy Current Documents 


Phi DA PEON TIDY AE OO AT CRIN Oo. 


MCE ata lacs 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Monday, April 26, 1982 


INDEX 





SUBJECT PAGE 





CUBA 
TransAfrica Forum Interview with Fidel Castro...ccccccscvel 


FALKLAND ISLANDS DISPUTE 

Sec. Haig Contact with Costa MendeZ..ccccccccsseveveseeeselm2,3 
Sec. Haig at OAS Meeting. .ccccccecseccccsescecesessesesesesay3 
U.K. Retaking Of South GeOrgiad...rcrcccecccccsccsscccseseeee 
U.K. Request for U.S. Support for Economic Sanctions 

AGAInNSt ALGeNtiNac ccereccvcccsesecccccsscsesesesessseses 34 
U.S. Position to Find a Diplomatic Solution....cccccceeeeeed 
U.K. Release of 200 Argentine MarineS..ccccesecseccccceessO-7 





ISRAEL 
PM Begin's Comment re West Bank & Annexation. .cececcccseeed 
Transfer Of Sinai tO Eqypt..cccccccecccccccvesessevessesees 
Autonomy TalkS.ccccccccccccccccscesesvcccsessscsessesesesesveel 





EL SALVADOR 
Amb. Hinton on U.S. AlGeccoccccccccccccceccccccccccccccccc ce SeG 





MONROE DOCTRINE 


LT LTT PPT TETETELELELTEELIELILILLEELULTLILiLirrieririririrys .. | 





VOICE OF AMERICA 
Solzhenitsyn & Brookhiser Comments re Broadcasts into 
the Soviet OS Freee TT eTTTTTTTLELELTTTTILITrrrrrrirel | 





zx erkrekerk 











reign 





+S UE 


ER Ah RET ae Aelia bat eK 


hate 


+ 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ah eB AY Se AE 


“Declassified for Publication in American Fo 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #68 


MONDA?, APRIL 26, 1982, 12:06 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: A couple of announcements. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Acting Assistant Secretary for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs Thomas Shoesmith before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, Subcommittee on East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs. The subject is “Foreign Assistance." 


Secondly, there will be a background briefing 
today, 4:00 p.m., in the White House press briefing room, 
on the visit of the Tunisian Prime Minister. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q A procedural question first: Is the 
Secretary still on tomorrow morning with -- what is it? -- 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, is it? 


A To my knowledge, that's correct. I will have 
to check that to be sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on an interview given 
to TransAfrica Forum by Fidel Castro that was published over 
the weekend, in which he appears to open up the way for 
talks with the United States on improvement in relations? 


A I do not have any comment on that. 


Q Are the talks between the Secretary and 
Argentina and Britain in a state of suspension as Costa 
Mendez said last night? 

















5 
Y 
° 





lication in American 


uments, 1982" 









Policy Current Doc 


TPs PP eres 


“Declassified for Pub 


on 


. 








A The only thing I can say to update you from 
what we said last night is that the Secretary and the 
Argentinian Foreign Minister have been in touch today. 


As you probably know, the Secretar. iid go to the 
OAS meeting this morning. He also is expec « © make a 
statement late this afternoon. We would hop. J make 
available to you as soon as possible copies of what he 
intends to say, but at this point I cannot guarantee that 


they will be available prior to delivery. 


Q Does the United States agree that the 
British, in retaking South Georgia, acted in accordance with 
Article 5l of the U.N. Charter? 


B I have no characterization to givé-you on 
that. 


Q Can you tell us whether the Secretary is con- 
sidering going to Buenos Aires? 


A I can't give you any guidance at all on 
that possibility. 


Q Where did Haig and Costa Mendez meet, or did 
they confer by telephone? Can you tell us anything about 


that? 


M All I can say is that they have been in touch 
today. 


Q UPI has a story that they conferred at the 
OAS prior to the session. Can you confirm that? 


4 I have to repeat that they've been in touch 
today. 


Do we believe that the British -- 


Q 

A Welcome, by the way. 
Q Thank you very much. 
A 


I haven't seen you for awhile. 


Q I've been out in the grass roots. Do we 
believe that the British have a right to defend Gibraltar or 
to recover it if it is seized? 














A I don't have any characterization to give you 
on that today. 


Q Do you have any imagination on it? 
(Laughter) I mean, is there any thought about this? 





& A No comment today. 
; Q No comment? Okay. 
S A Not to suggest I lack imagination. 
° ; Q No, no, not for one second. I was simply trying to 
& probe because I think -- you know, I think -- I'd sure like 
cy to see if you did have. 
oy 
- Q What is the forum for Haig's statement later? 
Pu Is it OAS or here or -- 
of 
= oi A I'm sorry. At the OAS. 
So; 
a} Q When did the Secretary learn that he would 
a not be meeting with the Argentine Foreign Minister last 
» & night? 
SE 
co A Shortly before I came down to make the 
aa statement. 
$2 
vo Q Did he feel in any sense affronted that he 
> was kept waiting for some time? 
=. 


A No. 


> 
~ 


Q You say that Haig has met with Costa Mendez, 
or talked with him, anyway. Has he talked with anybody from 
the British side today or any plans to? 


A I am not personally aware that he has. I 
would prefer to check that, though, before giving you a 
definite no. 
| 


Q Can you comment on reports that the United 4 
States has been asked by the British to cooperate in the | 
economic sanctions against Argentina, and that it's favored | 
by many members of Congress? 


mele 


A I have no comment on that. 
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Q Can you say whether it‘s true that the 
British have asked us to cooperate? 


A I would have to check that. I cannot say. 


Q On another area: Do you have any comment on 
Prime Minister Begin's statement on one of the talk shows 
yesterday that Israel cannot be said to be annexing 
something which is already Israeli, namely the West Bank? 


A Our position on the status of the West Bank 
is clear, and I would have nothing to add to what we have 
said on that subject in the past. 


Q Last week, late in the week, Ambassador 
Hinton -— I don't have the exact quote here -- but was 
quoted as saying essentially that aid to El Savlador will go 
on no matter what, and Senator Tsongas was quoted yesterday 
in The New York Times as saying that he hadn't been elected 
to anything and that that implied that that's a decision that 
Congress would have to make. 





Do you have any guidance there on the composition 
of the government there and U.S. policy? 


4 With reference to Ambassador Hinton's 
remarks, we think they speak for themselves. There's no 
inconsistency between his reported comments and previous 
statements by the Department that the discussions which have 
been taking place in El Salvador among the political parties 
are part of an ongoing process. 


The selection of leadership roles within the 
Constituent Assembly and still to be announced provisional 
government is theirs to make. 


The Department has addressed the issue of a con- 
tinuation of aid to the Government of El Salvador in the 
past, and has made it clear that the issue is one of poli- 
cies rather than personalities. 


We continue to look for a government which will 
credibly commit to and effectively implement those policies 
which we have supported in El Salvador. 
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Q Dean, back to the Falklands, the President 
added a statement to his speech this morning which was very 
similar to what had been said yesterday about the need for 
trying to bring about a diplomatic solution in this. 


Just for my own guidance -- it sounds like a silly 
question -- can we just assume that's still the policy of the 


Administration? 


A Absolutely, that every effort should be made to 
find -- 


0 The Secretary's statement this afternoon is not 
going to contradict that? 


A No. 


Q Dean, also to go back, if our position is quite 
clear on the West Bank, why can't we be clear on South Georgia 
Or on the rights of self-determination of 1800 residents of 
the Falkland Islands? 


4 Why can't we be clear? 


Q Yes. They are both hot spots. If we're clear on 
the West Bank, why can't we be clear on the rights of 1800 
people? I know that's a small number, but -- 


A I do not want to get drawn into a discussion of 
topics that have been under intensive discussion in Buenos 
Aires, London, and Washington in connection with our efforts 
to peacefully resolve the crisis in the South Atlantic. 


Q But you can understand our efforts to try to 
draw you in? 


A Oh, sure. 


Q One follow-up on this, if I could? We have 
condemned the Russian invasion of Afghanistan. Why are the 
rights of the Falkland Islanders less clear? 


A It's not a question that I would accept in the 
terms in which you pose it. I just have to repeat what I just 


said about -- 


Q So in other words, because it's in current 
negotiation rather than something done a while back, you don't 
feel it's appropriate to comment? 
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A There are and have been intensive discussions 
for nearly three weeks on the subject, and I don't want to get 
into the specifics of those discussions. 


Q Sorry to jump all around here, but as a follow- 
up to your statement on El Salvador, can we assume from what 
you've just said that this government, the State Department, 
will recommend to Congress that we continue providing aid no 
matter who emerges in leadership roles? 


A Gregg, rather than respond again to the phra- 
seology of your question, I feel that what I said earlier is 
sufficiently broad to cover what you're asking me. 


te) Dean, may I ask a question related to that? 
A Yes. 
Q Do you have any assurances that this government 


in El Salvador will support and implement the policies that 
we've been following in El Salvador? 


Ay Any assurances? 


@) Yes. 


A Again, I think the statement I gave you about our 
hopes that the government there would effectively implement 
those policies that we have espoused addresses that. I said 
also that the Department has addressed the issue of a con- 
tinuation of aid in the past, and that we have made it clear 
that the issue is one of policies instead of personalities, 
and that we feel that the election was a free and fair 
expression of the will of the people. I'm not sure that I can 
go beyond that. 


Q But you did say, "We look to a government that 
will" -- what did you say? -- "support and implement those 
policies," and I just wondered if you had any assurance from 
that government that they were going to do that -- such things 
as land reform, for example. 


A Yes, I understand. They are fully aware of our 
attitude and our policies. 


Q On the Falklands, do you have any comment on 
Britain's announcement that they will release the 200 
Argentine Marines who were taken yesterday? 
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A No, I have no comment. I, personally, was not 
aware of that announcement. 


Q On the Sinai -- you might have addressed it 
yesterday -- do you have any comment on the completion of the 


transfer? 


A Well, at the time -- I've forgotten now which day 
it was late last week -- we said that we welcomed Prime 
Minister Begin and the Israeli Cabinet's decision to proceed 
with the withdrawal on schedule. And, of course, as you know, 
the President addressed it yesterday. 


Q Dean, do you have anything to add to what the 
President said yesterday about pursuing the autonomy part of 
the Camp David Accords? 


A Nothing other than to underscore what he did 
say, which is that we remain committed to the Camp David 
Accords as the best framework for pursuing a just and compre- 
hensive peace in the region. 


Q Is there any timetable set for getting those 
negotiations going again? - 


fy Nothing I can announce for you today, but we 
anticipate that we, together with the Israelis and the 
Egyptians, will be moving swiftly in pursuit of an autonomy 


agreement. 


Q Have we invited the Egyptians and the Israelis 
to come to Washington for a meeting here? 


A No. 

Q It's not been done? 

A No. 

Q Dean, two very quick questions: The first one 


has been asked -- it was asked, I think, about two years ago 
by John Lofton, and then I asked it about seven years ago -- 


A My historical memory doesn't go back that far. 


Q No, no, I understand. I think maybe it was 


Alan that was asked, and that is this basic question: 
What, specifically, is the status of the Monroe Doctrine now? 
Is it still in effect, or it something that has been relegated 


to history? 
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A I'll have to dig up the past guidance on that, 
rather than try to paraphrase it. 


QO You can take the question? Great. 


A I know that the question has arisen in the 
past. I'll have to see what the status is. 


Q I'll be very grateful. 


aon I wouldn't want you to wait another seven 
years. 


Q I've got to give a speech on Monroe on 
Wednesday afternoon, so I'd be very deeply grateful if you 
could give me some guidance. 


The second question is, do you have any comment on 
the written comments of Solzhenitsyn and Brookhiser, in the 
National Review, who charge that the State Department is some- 
how influencing the Voice of America so that they don't 
broadcast strong criticism of the Soviet Union, or at least as 
strong as they feel they should? 





A Les, I haven't seen the article to which you 
refer. I have no comment to make on it. 

Q I can bring it in. I'd very much appreciate 
it. 

A Fine. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:20 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


: DPC#69 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 28, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR.FISCHER: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments today. 


Available in the Press Office at 2:00 p.m. today 
will be the testimony of Elliott Abrams, Assistant Secretary 
for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs before the House 
Subcommittee on Human Rights and International Affairs, House 
Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject is "1981 Country 
Reports". ; 


I have a statement for you on the exchange of let- 
ters between the Secretary and the Canadian Minister of 
External Affairs, or rather Secretary of State. The 
Department of State and the Canadian Department of External 
Affairs have released an,exchange of letters between the 
Canadian Secretary of State for External Affairs, Mark 
MacGuigan, and Secretary Haig regarding financing for the 
Alaska Natural Gas Transportation System. That exchange is 
available in the Press Office. 


The Department would like to underscore the fact 
that the President has characterized this project as an 
important contribution to the energy security of North 
America. The Secretary referred to the completion of the 
pipeline as being in our security interests. We are hopeful 
that the arrangement of the private financing of this imporc- 
tant project will not be subject to undue delay. 


And with that, I'll be glad to take your 
questions. 


Q Dean, I wondec if you could clear up for us a 
couple of reports on the Falklands. One, that the Secretary 
offered to come back to Buenos Aires but the Argentines didn't 


even respond. 


EN Yes. I've seen those reports. Let me try to 
put it in perspective, if I may. The Secretary felt it best 
to present our ideas on the resolution of the dispute 
directly to Argentina rather than to await the outcome of 
the OAS meeting here in Washington which, as you know, 
Foreign Minister Costa Mendez is attending. 
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The set of U.S. proposals was presented both 
to the British and to the Argentinians, and they are 
currently under consideration by both sides. . 


Q Did the Argentines respond to this 
suggestion? 


A We are awaiting a response. 

Q And there was no deadline involved or 
implied? 

A There's no ultimatum and no deadline in 


responding to the American proposals other than the reality 
of the movement of forces which poses a greater danger of 
further escalation of the conflict. 


Q So, in other words, the U.S. offer stands for 
Haig to go to Buenos Aires? 


A Yes. The Secretary has said consistently 
that if the parties feel it helpful he would be prepared to 
go at any time. 


Q Does this set of U.S. proposals include a 
Suggestion that the United States would be willing to put in 
military forces to supervise an Argentine withdrawal? 


A As you know, Jim, we have consistently 
avoided describing any of the details contained in the pro- 
posals. I must stand on that today. 


Q Was there any comment on the latest British 
announcement setting up an exclusion of airplanes to the 
Falklands commencing Friday morning? Is this helpful, 
unhelpful, no comment? 


A It is quite clear, in light of this announce- 
ment, that the crises has reached a critical point. 
However, I would reiterate that we remain at the disposition 
of the two parties in efforts to arrive at a peaceful 
settlement and we hope that a solution can be found before 
there is further bloodshed. 


Q Can you give us more details on the U.S. 


ideas that were turned over to Foreign Secretary Pym on Friday? 


A They were given to Foreign Secretary Pym 
during his visit here. 


Q When were they turned over to the Argentine 
Government and through what channel? 











A They were given to Foreign Secretary Costa 
Mendez. I would have to check the precise time of that. 
a2 They were also transmitted to Argentina for submission to 
.- the junta via our Ambassador in Buenos Aires.* 


3 Q What day? 





S A I can't remember exactly when that was done. 
w 
° Q In other words, the proposals that you gave 
"a to the British last week, now, they were then commented on 
S by the British and came back here. I'm assuming that the 
= latest American proposals, or what have you, are somewhat 
w different? 

A No. 

Q They're exactly the same? 

A Yes. 


Q So it took four days to get the Argentinians 
what the British had before? 


A No. I said I would have to check the date on 
precisely when the proposals were given to the Argentinians. 


PRS Saee'c a 


Q It had to be Sunday or Monday. 


ae J Ber 
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Q Were they given to Costa Mendez here in 
Washington after he arrived to attend the OAS meeting? 
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A That is correct. 


Q fle got here on Sunday. The Secretary, we 
know, talked to him on the telephone. Did the Secretary 
give him those proposals on Sunday on the telephone? 


A This is what I have to check. Not on the 
telephone. 


Q Not on the telephone. Then, it would have 
had to have been on Monday or yesterday? 


A Yes, I presume so. I have to check to be sure. 


Q Is there a document involved here? Is there 
something on paper? 


A There's a set of U.S. proposals, as I said. 


Q Can you describe it in any way in terms of 


* clarification attached 





FALKLAND ISLANDS April 28, 1982 
Clarification 


With regard to the timing,of the presentation of the US proposals 
™™ on the Falkland Island dispute, we wish to make the following clarifi- 
> cation: 


Identical proposals were sent to London and Buenos Aires simultaneously 
overnight between Monday and Tuesday, April 26-27. This represented 
some minor adjustments of the draft proposals given to Foreign 
Secretary Pym when he departed Washington on April 23. 
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specificity or length? 
A No. ; : 


Q Dean, did the British reply formally to the 
proposals? 


A I said that we are awaiting that response. 
They are currently under consideration. 


Q So the British have not replied to these pro- 
posals that were given to Foreign Secretary Pym last week 
nor have the Argentines replied to that same set of propo- 
sals that were given to Costa Mendez sometime after his 
arrival in Washington on Sunday; is that correct? 


A That is correct. 


Q Can you doublecheck that because the British 
Foreign Office said today that they got last night the 
latest American proposals that had been transmitted to the 
Argentinians. They also said over the weekend that they had 
responded to the proposals that Pym took with him. Are you 
just repeating the same language? . 


A I am not familiar with what the British 
Foreign Office said today. 


Q Dean, can you explain, with Costa Mendez in 
Washington, why should it be necessary for Secretary Haig to 
communicate directly with the Buenos Aires Government there? 


A He felt it was most appropriate to proceed in 
that manner. 


Q Does that imply then that Costa Mendez is not 
able to speak with authority for the Argentine Government? 


A No, it doesn't imply that at all. 
Q Is he meeting with Costa Mendez today? 


. A There's a possibility that there will be a 
meeting today. There has been some discussion but there's 
nothing that I can give you specifically at this time. 


Q When you say discussion, that means they have 
been in contact by telephone today? 


A I will have to check whether or not they have 
been in contact this morning. 


Q What do you mean by "discussion"? 
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A It's conceivable that someone on the 
Secretary's staff might have spoken to somebody on Costa 
Mendez's staff to discuss the possibility of a meeting. I 
can't confirm that. 


Q But you said there was discussion? 
A There was discussion; correct. 


Q On the exclusions on the FBIS report on the 
wall there, it says that the exclusion applies not only to 
Argentine vessels but to any ship or vessel in support of 
the occupation of the Falklands. It specifically makes 
reference to Soviet ships that have been tailing the British 
fleet and possibly the Soviet airplanes that have been 
watching it. 


If Britain is read; to start shooting down 
Soviet airplanes or sinking Soviet ships, does that meet with 
your approval? 


A I'm not going to characterize it in the con- 
text in which you've addressed the question. If what you 
are asking me is, does the new British zone exclude civil 
aviation and ships of all nationalities my answer would be 
simply to refer you to the Government of the United Kingdom. 


In connection with that, we issued on April 
26th a new special warning to mariners which we have a copy 
of and will be glad to make available to you. 


Q Mr. Norman Bailey of the National Security 
Council said this morning, on the record, that the Soviet 
Union is providing intelligence to Argentina. Britain has 
now threatened that any Soviet ship or vessel within this 
exclusion zone is subject to attack. Is that your only 
reaction to it, that you issued a notice on April 26th? 
Have you not urged restraint upon all parties as you normally 
do? 


A Well, other than to say that Secretary Haig's 
efforts to assist in the achievement of a peaceful resolu- 
tion, I have nothing more specific to add. 


And, furthermore, I would add that we do not 
expect that the discussions that are currently underway are 
the final round of discussions. 


Q There are reports, I am told second-hand so I 
can't be more precise, from Buenos Aires, that President 
Reagan has made a new appeal or sent a message -- here it is 
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right here. This is the military junta, Communique No. 35. 
"Let us note that the Public Information Secretary has saig 
that the proposal” -- this refers to a proposal -- to boil 
it down, is there a message or a new message in the last day 
or twenty-four hours or anything from Reagan personally to 
Buenos Aires? 


A No, not to my knowledge at all. 


Q Do you have an explanation for the U.S. deci- 
sion to abstain on the OAS Foreign Ministers' resolution? 


A The explanation that I can offer you is 
simply to quote the comments made last night by Ambassador 
Middendorf, the U.S. representative to the OAS, which I will 


be glad to do if you like. 
Q Yes. 


A Ambassador Middendorf said that "We are grati- 
fied by the support expressed in operative Paragraph 5 for 
the efforts of Secretary Haig to avert wider conflict and 
to obtain agreement on a framework for peace. It is precise- 
ly because of those effots that my delegation has voted as 
it did on the proposed resolution. The resolution comes at 
a delicate moment in Secretary Haig's efforts; at a moment 
when the U.S. has redoubled its peace efforts. Given the 
Secretary's mission, the United States is not in a position 
to express views on many of the issues addressed by the 
resolution, and therefore has abstained. In so doing, we 
reaffirm the fervent hope, shared by each of us, that all the 
actions of this distinguished body will truly facilitate 


peace." 


Q Can we get a copy please? 
A Yes. 


QO If I can go back to the proposals again, just 
to clear up a misunderstanding that I have. Are you saying 
that the current U.S. proposals being considered are the 
same ones that were worked out while Foreign Secretary Pym 
was here and that were given to him as he left on Friday? 


A That is ©. :cisely what I am saying. A set of 
U.S. proposals was presented both to the British and to the 
Argentinians and we awaiting a response and they are 
currently under consideration by both sides. 


Q So they haven't changed since he carried them 
back? 


A That is correct. 





- Ss ~ = 


oe PT Pp Rie Le 


“we N 


. Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


ee 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Dean, there's something I want to clear up 
from the very beginning as well, which is, you made a state- 


ment about our disposition and willingness to go anywhece to 


help resolve this. But the reports are that Secretary Haig 
actually asked to go to Buenos Aires to meet with members of 
the junta and that this specific request was rejected? 


A This I am denying. 


Q You're denying that flatly? 
A Yes. 


Q Dean, on this issue of the possible exclusion 
of or sinking of a Russian ship or shooting down of a 
Russian aircraft in the area, if that happens does that-~ 
involve NATO? In other words, is that area included in the 
NATO Alliance or does what happen down there between the 
Russians and the British not involved in NATO? 


A Is this something that arose from the break- 
fast session this morning? 

Q I wasn't at it, so I don't know. 

A Lars asked me a similar question. 


Q In the FIBS announcement the British 
say quite explicitly that the exclusion applied to Soviet 
ships that have been engaged in surveillance of their fleet 
and giving this intelligence, presumably providing some 
suport to the Argentinians. 


A Again, my response has to be that you should 
address the Government of the U.K. on that. I have no com 
ment to make. 


Q We are involved in NATO. This is a vital 
question to us, not just to the U.K. 


A But I have no comment to give you on it. 


Q Just a couple other minor points in this 
thing. One, is it fair to characterize the proposals as an 
American plan? 


A I prefer to use the description I did, which 
was a U.S. set of proposals. 


Q As I understand it, the proposals were worked 
out with contributions from both the United States and the 
United Kingdom. 
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A‘ Well, that's partly correct. Let me put it 
this way. It would be fair to describe it as the evolution 
of the series of discussions that the Secretary has had in 
London, in Buenos Aires and in Washington with both the 
British and the Argentinians. 


Q On another point, there has been a report 
that Secretary Haig, in some way, informed the Argentines 
that if war should break out the United States would be com- 
pelled to side with the British. Is that report true? 


A I have seen the reports. I have no comment 
on them. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Dean, did the proposals go out over the 
Secretary's signature? I assume they did. They went in 
his name. 


A Oh, yes, sure. 


Q Can you explain why the Argentinians 
yesterday, and again today, are referring to it as 
President Reagan's peace plan? 


A Not other than to suggest to you that 
the Secretary acts at the President's instructions, so I 
see no inconsistency in such a description. 


Q Dean? 
A Yes, Jim. 
Q On that point, what was the meeting at 


the White House about this morning with Reagan and Haig 
and others? 


A Walt Stoessel attended. I did not check 
that specifically, but I assume it was for the purpose 
of the Deputy Secretary reporting on his trip to the 
Middle East. 


Let me take one over here. 


Q Dean, the Secretary is going up for a 
closed session on Capitol Hill this afternoon, I believe. 
Can you tell us what the subject is? 


A Yes. I understand that it is still on 
his schedule. It is for the purpose of briefing the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee in closed session on 
his discussions in connection with the Falkland Islands 
crisis. 


Bernie. 


Q To try a question that was asked earlier, 
there was a report that U.S. military units would be sent 
to the area as part of this U.S. set of proposals. 


Can you help us on that? 


A No. That gets us into the area of what 
is contained in the proposals specifically, and I am not 
going to comment on that. 


Q Dean, there are reports that the U.S. 
may be evacuating non-essential U.S. personnel from 


Buenos Aires. Are we doing so? 
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4A Evacuating non-essential U.S. personnel. 
Q Dependents. 
A We had some guidance on this the other 


day, and it still applies, but will you refresh my memory 
on it? 


° MR. ROMBERG: There is none. 


MR. FISCHER: The answer is there is none. 


Q We are, in fact -- 

A I just said the answer is that there is 
none. 

Q There is none -- ? 

A No evacuation. 

Q There is no evacuation. I'm sorry. 

A That's right. 


Q Now that we are actually faced with the 
imminence of an assault by an extra-hemispheric power in 
this hemisphere, I want to raise the Monroe Doctrine ques- 
tion again, because in looking at the history of it, it 
is very clear that it was reconfirmed as both U.S. law 
and as recognized international law by several U.S. 
Administrations in the past, and by Acts of Congress. 


Now, given that that is the case, why wouldn't 
we have to consider that U.S. law is being broken by that 
not being invoked? 


A I think in the present circumstances I 
would rather stick with contemporary history than history 
that goes back a while. 


Q I just want to follow that up. 
A That is my only comment. 
Q Could you get us some response as to 


whether you would agree with the analysis that my publica- 
tion has reached that it in fact must be read as now 
being codified in law in existing treaties that were 


ratified. 
A I have nothing to say on it. 
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Q Dean, can we go over one more time on the 
Argentine response, or lack of it, to this plan? They 
have been reacting like crazy in Buenos Aires on two 
points: one saying that they have turned down Haig's 
request for a visit; and, secondly, today they are saying 
that they turned down the general plan because it con- 
tains language about self-determination for the Islanders. 


Is it possible that they have made some sort 
of preliminary reaction to us if they haven't come in 
with their final reaction? 


I find it difficult to believe that they would 
be reacting so firmly in Buenos Aires and that there would 
be no word put into the official channel. Could they. 
have turned down Haig's request for a visit today without 
turning down the possibility of his visiting there later 
this week or next week? 


A John, I don't know who “they” are. 

Q Well, they are Argentine officials. 

A Who? 

Q A number of them who have been quoted as 


unnamed sources. 


A That is right, and so therefore I am not 
accepting the stories attributed to these unnamed officials 
as an official Argentinian response to the set of U.S. 
proposals. 


Q Has there been any sort of preliminary 
Argentine response on either of those points -- Haig's 
trip -- 


A No. 
Q Is Britain operating Nimrod aircraft and 
Victor refuelers out of the U.S. airbase on Ascension? 
’ A I don't know. You would have to ask the 
British. ; 
Q Well, it is a U.S. base. 
A Yes, but I am not familiar with what 


equipment the British have brought in. 


Jim? Yes. Filing break. 
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Q Did Secretary Haig -- I am still trying to 
get a small point clarified here -- actually request of 


the Argentines that he be permitted to go back to Buenos Aires? 


I understand your denial earlier, but I am trying to pin 
down whether he made such a request at all. 


A He said, and has said consistently, that 
he would be prepared to go there if it would facilitate 
the peace process. . 


Q But what is the answer? 
A I thought I just did. 
Q No. He said he was willing to, but the 


reports out of Buenos Aires are that he asked to go back 
specifically, and that that request was rejected by 
Argentina. 


A I denied that. 


Q So, are you saying he did not ask to go 
back, he is simply available to go back, he is willing to 


go back. 


A That is correct. 
Q Okay. 
A I would also note that it coincided with 


the arrival of the Argentinian Foreign Minister to 
Washington for the purpose of attending the OAS meeting. 


Bernie. 


Q You are denying that, one, Secretary Haig 
made a request to go to B.A., and, two -=- 


A I affirmed it in the context of his ex- 
pressed willingness to go at any time if it would be 
deemed helpful by the parties to facilitate the peace 
process. 


Are you trying to pin ne down to a specific 
invitation or a specific request to go, which was then 
denied? 


Q Yes. 

A That is what I am denying. 

Q You are denying both a specific request 
by Haig as well as a denial by Argentina. 
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A That is correct. 
Q Thank you. 
A And I want to put it, if I may, in the context 


of the Argentinian Foreign Ministec's arrival here, and as 
you know, they have been in frequent communication since 
his arrival here. 


Q Dean, can we change the subject? 

Q Not quite. 

A Keep pressing. 

Q Do we still consider ourselves impartial 


in this dispute, officially impartial? 


A The Secretary has made known quite fre- 
quently our position in regard to the dispute. I would 
point you to his statement at the OAS the other. day as 
the most recent articulation of our posture. 


Q I wanted to ask about Nicaragua and Cuba 
now. Has Secretary Haig met with the Nicaraguan Foreign 
Ministec, Miguel D'Escoto, on the question of negotiations, 
the fact that D'Escoto is here? 


A The answer to that is no, not during this 
current visit. 

Q Are there any plans for any meeting like 
that? 

A No, not to my knowledge. 

0 Why is that, Dean? 

fy Why is what? 

Q Why are there no plans? D'Escoto, I 


believe, has made known that he would like to do it. 


a The Secretary has been cather busy on 
other matters these days. 


Q Dean, have you got any response to the 
new settlements Israel has started to build today in 


the West Bank? 


A Let's conclude Latin America, if we 
may, and then we will switch. 
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0) Did Assistant Secretary Enders meet with 
any Nicaraguan officials yesterday, or can you tell us 
anything about with whom he met in his bilaterals yester- 


day? 


A With whom who met? 

Q Well, he set up office at the OAS — 

A Who? . 

Q Oh, I'm sorry -- Assistant Secretary 
Enders. 

A I don't know whether or not Tom Enders 


has met with anybody. I am not aware of it. 


Q Do you still plan, as Mr. Enders and 
Mr. boadbeth have said, to reply very soon to Nicaragua, 
and can you tell us how soon “very soon" is? 


A I can't, John. I just haven't tracked 
that recently. 

Q Is the statement still operative then 
that you are going to reply very soon? 

A I presume so. I just personally have not 
checked into that. 

Q A State Department official is testifying 
today on the Hill <= Ketterly, I believe, about -- 

A Kennedy? 

Q Ketterly, I think. 

A It is misprinted, isn't it? Yes. Under 


Secretary Kennedy. 


Q This was printed on the calendar then, but 
about the U.S. relations with Guatemala. Do you have an up- 
date on that? 


A No, I do not. 


Q Dean, on the question of Cuba, I wanted 
to raise this: My understanding was that the Cuban Govern- 
ment, in retaliation for the travel ban, had renounced 
a couple of accords on Coast Guard operations in the 
Florida Straits. 


Do you have any comment on that? Is there any 


guidance? 
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A No, I don't have anything on that today. 


Q Dean, with respect to El Salvador, it 
appears that some members of the PCN party are claiming 
that they have been threatened by ARENA, D'Aubisson's 
party, physically, should they eventually side with the 
military and the Christian Democrats in electing a 


provisional government. 


Do we have any comment at all on these allega- 
tions? Do we have any comment at all about the formation _ 


‘of a provisional government at this time? 


A On the allegations, we can't confirm 
them. We have seen the press reports alleging the threats. 


Your other question had to do with -- 





a 


— Q They seems to be abrogating unto them- 
selves certain powers that may not have been contemplated 
Originally, that is, the Assembly. . 





Do you have any comment on that? 


A Yes. As it seems apparent at this point 
in El Salvador, there continues to be considerable 
maneuvering for influence and leadership, but until a 
provisional government is officially designated, even a 
tentative estimate as to the direction of future govern- 
ment policies would be speculative. 


Q Do we have any plans to send any U.S. 
official down there that might talk to them about the 
importance of forming a provisional government? 


A I am not aware of any such plans. 

Q Thank you. 

Q The Middle East? 

A Middle East? Yes, go ahead. 

Q Have you got any comment on the new 


settlements Israel started to build today on the West 
Bank? 


A I presume you have reference to the 
statement by Prime Minister Begin, and without commenting 
on his remarks, I will simply restate our position that 
continued settlement activity is unhelpful to the peace 


process. 
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As you know, we will assist Egypt and Israel 
to negotiate an agreement for the establishment of an 
elected self-governing authority that will provide full 
autonomy for the Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza 
during a five-year transitional period. 


son td 


Following this, negotiations to determine the 
final status of the West Bank and Gaza are to begin as 
soon as possible, and no later than three years after 
establishment of the self-governing authority. 


_ These negotiations will be based on Security 
Council Resolution 242, which is the basis of the Camp 


David Accords. 
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Q There was a report carried in an Israeli 
newspaper that Fairbanks and the whole autonomy scene 
would be moved to Washington -- the next meeting would 
be in Washington in May at a Ministerial level. 





A The next meeting would be moved to Wash- 
ington at Ministerial level? 


! 
; 


Q Yes. 
—— oe Let me just say this in response to that. 


The calendar for the resumption of talks is 
being worked out, but there is nothing definite I can give 


you on that today. 
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I would point out that we and the Governments 
of Israel and Egypt have emphasized our determination to 
move forward, and of course we will keep you informed of 


major developments. 
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Adding to that, if I may, Bernie, both the 
calendar and the venue for the resumption of talks have 
been discussed, and these discussions continue. 


Q On that same question, that same inter- 
view with Begin, I just saw on the FBIS, said that unless 
the talks are held in Jerusalem next, they won't be held. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A Simply to reiterate what I just said, 
that they are still under discussion. 


Q Dean, also Prime Minister Begin, on 
Sunday, on a television program here, was asked about the 
likelihood of annexing the West Bank and Gaza, and he said, 
almost word-by-word, that you do not annex what is yours. 
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As a signatory to the Camp David, what is 
the United States’ position on such a statement, stating 
that the West Bank and Gaza are actually Israel's territory? 


A I think the response I gave to the 
earlier question represents our policy with respect to 
that. 


Q Can I ask one more question, please? 


Earlier you took a question about the make of 
the fighters, jet fighters, that Israel used to strike 
Lebanon last. 


No answer has yet been given. Are you still 
looking into it, as to if these fighters were American-. 


made or not? 


A It is part of an overall review. 


Q What is your definition, Dean, as a 
signatory of Camp David, of the actual autonomy for the 
Palestinians in the West Bank or Gaza? 


A I'm sorry, I didn't follow you. 


Q What is your definition, what is your 
perception of the autonomy that you are talking about 
of full autonomy for the Palestinians in the West Bank 
or Gaza? What is different from the position of 


Menachem Begin? 


A What does “full autonomy" mean? 
Q Yes. 
A That is clearly the subject of discussions 


that have been held in the past, and they are going to con- 
tinue to be held in the future among the signatories to the 


Camp David Accords. 


Q Does the U.S. have any reaction to the 
couple of Arab leaders that welcomed Egypt back into the 
Arab fold? 


A No, I have no reaction I can offer you 
today. 


Q One more question, please. 


Seeing that Secretary Haig was rather busy with 
the Falklands lately, what prompted the exchange of letters 
between Haig and MacGuigan? 


Foreign 
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A Oh, I wasn't trying to suggest to you 
that the only thing that has been preoccupying the Secretary 
was the crisis in the South Atlantic. Other work also 


goes on. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #70 


THURSDAY, APRIL 29, 1982, 12:28 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. A couple of brief 
announcements today. 


Available at 2:00 p.m. today will be the testimony 
of Robert Hormats, Assistant Secretary for Economic and 
Business Affairs, before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. The 
subject is "Export Credits." 


= ~ 


Available at 3:00 p.m. today will be the testimony 
of James Buckley, Under Secretary for Security Assistance, 
Science and Technology, before the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The subject 
is "Security Assistance." 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Yesterday at a breakfast, Norman Bailey of 
the National Security Council said that the main sticking 
point in the negotiations on the Falklands is the wording of 
a question to be put to the Falkland Islanders. Is that 
accurate? 


A On the subject of the breakfast you refer to, 
I'm simply going to have to refer all your questions to the 
White House or Mr. Bailey. I have no comment. 


Q On the Palklands in general, any word from 
Buenos Aires? Any new plans for the Secretary? 


A Let me say that the situation remains very 
serious. There is no movement, and there is very little 
basis for optimism. However, we remain in touch with both 
parties. 


Q And no suggestion that the Secretary fly to 
Buenos Aires? 
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A We remain in touch with both parties. 


Q There's a story on the FBIS from Buenos Aires 
saying that the Argentine Government —ie6 seeking clarifica- 
tions of the latest proposals. Is that accurate? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Prime Minister Thatcher was reported to have 
said in Parliament today that her understanding when the 
U.S. distributed these proposals is that it was to Argentina 
to reply before Great Britain replied to the proposals. 


Is that consistent with the U.S. understanding? 
A I don't have any comment on that. 


2) Nid the Secretary see or talk to Costa Mendez 
today? 


A Again, I can simply say, and have to say, 
that we remain in touch with both parties. 


9 You can't even tell us whether he saw or 
talked to Costa Mendez? 


A I have to stand with what I gave you on that. 


Q Do you have any comment or reaction to the 


various proposals which are going through the Congress 
today, in a sense putting the United States on the side of 


Britain? Any comment on that? 


A I think the Secretary feels that that's the 
business of the Congress. 


Q In other words, he's not objecting to it? 
A It's up to the Congress to decide. 


Q Often the Secretary has addressed to 
Congress, expressed his hopes what the Congress would do. 
This is a kind of a hands off policy, is that correct? 


A I suppose you could describe it that way, yes. 


Q Another line of thought yesterday was that he 
went up to the Hill in order to dissuade at least the Senate 
from proceeding with the resolution. 
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A That was not the purpose of his meeting with 
the Senators. The purpose of the meeting with the Senators 
was to update them on the situation involving the crisis in 


the South Atlantic. 


Q Understood, but could a byproduct of the 
meeting have been an intent on his part to try to dissuade 


A No. I gave you the Secretary's attitude with 
respect to the resolution. 


Q Just for the record, do we consider that the 
Haig attempts at mediation are still viable? 


A We are still hoping to be helpful in 
achieving a peaceful resolution of the dispute. 


Q One thing, I'll just refer back to the Bailey 
breakfast. There is a report that the State Department is 
quite upset that he spoke at all. Is that correct? 


A I'm not going to address that. 


Q Since it's apparent you have to kind of draw 
a curtain on this subject, I'd like to ask one that I think 
you may find it very easy to answer, if I may. 


Jody Powell writes in connection with an inter- 
cepted telephone conversation between the Secretary and the 
President that the White House baggage handlers load ABC, 
CBS and NBC equipment onto press planes which in his words 
"is used to eavesdrop on the President, his staff and the 


Secret Service." 


A two-part question: Is this true or false? 
Q Excuse me. Filing break? 


A Filing break. I can't say whether it is true 
Or whether it is false. I assume Jody Powell is basing his 


remarks upon his own experience in a previous administra- 
tion, but I personally never heard it in connection with -- 


Q You've never heard of that? 


A No, I've not. 
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Q Argentina. Do you have anything on reports 
that the United States approved a license for the export of 
some number, probably about 30 jet engines, for Sky Hawk 
fighter planes -- I think their designation is A-4 -- for 
Argentina within the last month, probably around April 8? 


A Last December the Department of Commerce 
issued a license for $2 million worth of aero engine parts 
applicable to J-65 engines. This Korean War vintage engine 
powers the early models of the A-4. 


Because of its age and its potential application 
to civilian non-aircraft uses, it was removed from the muni- 
tions list in 1980 and falls under Commerce export licensing 


procedures. 


It is our understanding that the exporter, who 
planned the supply relationship with Argentina, purchased 32 
engine assemblies from the Navy last March. The exporter 
planned to ship these engine assemblies to Argentina in 
April under the December license. 


We also understand that Argentina intends to have 
12 of these engine assemblies overhauled in Italy, and 
recently submitted a second application for a license to 


cover this export. 


No action has been taken on this license and to 
our knowledge no engine assemblies have been shipped out of 
the United States. 


Q Let me go back a minute. First off, can we 
have a copy of that? 


fy Yes. 


Q So this was parts? Is that what you said? 
Not whole engines. 


4A $2 million worth of aero engine parts appli- 
cable to what is called J-65 engine. 


Q Now, that second bit at the end where you 
said some of them are going off to Italy to be refurbished, 
and then you talked about Argentina has now applied for a 
second license. 


Do you mean for a license for a re-export -=- do 
you have more there? I mean, can I <= 
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A I do not. I'm sorry. I'll have to take any 
other questions you may have on it. 


Q That second bit about the second license. Do 
you mean they are licensed for re-export from Italy? I'm 
trying to figure out what licenses that we're talking about 
because the only license you've mentioned as having been 
granted was last December. 


A And then I made reference to a second appli- 





cation for a license to cover the export, = — 
Q “fffat wiS@aft@r you talked about Italy, rf@ht? 
A 


Yes. That's right. 


. @ Okay. Could you ftnd out @®Bctly what that 
license would cover? 


A I will have to take that question. 


Q Can I go back to your early statement on the 
Palklands business? You said there has been no movement. 
At least you .used those words. —<-. - —_— --— 


Do you mean- no movement from where the situation 
was left yesterday when revamped American proposals went on 
to Argentina and Great Britain, and you were waiting word 
from both of the parties? There has been no movement since 


that time? 


A You can apply it specifically but also 
generally. 


Q What do you mean by “general”? I'm trying 
to be specific -- 


a There has been no movement in the pursuit of 
a peaceful resolution. 


Q There has been no movement in the pursuit of 
a resolution. Is that what you mean? 


A That's correct. 


2 And that would follow, then, that even though 
you remain in touch with both sides, what you are hearing 
from both sides lends you no sense of optimism that there is 
any forward motion. I just want to follow through the lLoyic 
o€ your words. 





a I understand. At this sensitive stage I 
don't want to go beyond my statement that we are in touch 


with both parties. 


Q No. But your words have to have a meaning, 


and I'm just trying to understand it beyond the level at 
which you've given it to us. But there's no movement, and 


you have been in touch with the other people, and there is 
nothing that either side has told you that advances a peace- 


: fut resoiutior?— — 
———— A I don*t want to parse it in-terms—cf-what—we— 


may have heard or not heard from one party or the other. 


The fact of the matter is that there has been no movement 
And again, I repeat, I don't —— 


toward a peaceful resolution. 
want to go-beyond-saying—that—we—havebeen-—n—_touch—with —— 
both sides. 


Q And as being in touch with both sides, you 
_.are clearly discussing the proposals that you passed on. 
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& A We're discussing the entire situation. 

0 -_ 

A 4 Q Is the Secretary's offer to remain at the 

= disposal ofshe pasties to be of help in these negotiations 

” contingent in any way on an outbreak of fighting? 

g In other words, should there be fighting, would he 

: then have to reconsider the offer to go to Buenos Aires if 
necessary? 

A I noted some press reports which focused on 


his willingness to go to Buenos Aires. I think what I said 
yesterday was that he would be prepared to go to either 
Buenos Aires or London if it would facilitate the search for 


a peaceful solution. 





In response to your question -- "What would his 
posture be in light of an outbreak of fighting?” <= it's 


simply too early to say. 


Q Would it be fair to say that time -- despite 
the fact that there's no movement, is time running out? 
Which was an impression that you gave yesterday with respect 
to the movement of the fleet. 


Are you comfortable with reiterating that today? 








ss 


A Yes, of course, but I did also point out that 
there's very little basis for optimism. 


Q No. But I mean you believe that time is -- 


A If you want me to repeat what I said yester- 



























































= day, I'll be happy to. 

; Q I just want to get an idea of whether we con- 
sider that time is running out because the fleet continues 

s- — 

FP A I said that yesterday. . 
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Q Dean, yesterday, the Rio Treaty signatories 
passed a resolution by a fairly large majority which 
recognizes Argentine sovereignty over the Malvinas. Two 
of the delegates speaking for the majority in that reso- 
lution expressed their opinion that it was binding on 
all signatories to the Treaty. 





Ambassador Middendorf, who was present, raised 
no objection, expressed no disagreement with that inter- 
pretation of the Treaty. 


Is that the State Department's interpretation 
of the Treaty? ___ | ieee — 


—_ —— > 


7= 
_ a — ° 


The resolution clearly constitutes a decision 

of the Organ of Consultation. However, the—decision -does— 

not fall with issdrt 

with binding measures pursuant to Article VIII. Except 
._—for_certain—procedural matters, such as remaining open 

to rceconyene if necessary, the content of the resolution 

does not impose operational obligations on the general 
——“hembership. — ee 


——— 
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Q Have you transmitted that to the appropriate 
authorities in the Organization of American States, anda 
so on? 
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A I can't speak to that. I just know what 
our position is with respect to it. 


Q Dean, is there any feeling in the State 
Department about whether relations between the U.S. and 
some countries in Latin America, especially Argentina, 
or other military governments, may be strained or suffer- 
ing because the U.S. is taking a very neutral stand, or 
may even tilt toward Britain? 


A I don't want to speculate on that at this 
point. 


Q Dean, can I follow that up a little? 


There is a report cegarcding Secretary Abrams’ 
testimony yesterday in which he apparently implied that 
the Chile certification was tied to the Argentine certi- 
fication in principle, and that one would not proceed 
without the other. 
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Is that an accurate interpretation of the 
certifications? 


A There has been no decision to link the two 
certifications. The reviews of the situation in both 
countries are continuing. 


Q Is there a State Department chronology 
that has been drawn up for release to the press detailing 
responsibility for Argentina in the breakdown? 


A I don't want to comment on internal 
mechanisms in the State Department. 


Q Dean, you said that it is too early to say 
what our posture might be in the event of an outbreak of 
hostilities. 


Does that mean that the posture of not taking 
sides in this dispute is contingent on the maintenance 
of peace, and that we expect to take sides in the event 
of an outbreak of hostilities? 


A I don't want to forecast what steps or 
actions we might or might not take in the future. I think 
we have clearly tried to point out in the past, and con- 
tinue to try to point out, what has been our position with 
respect to the dispute. It is a fact, of course, that 
Resolution 502 has been the basis of the Secretary's 
efforts to attempt to assist in the resolution of the 
dispute by peaceful means. 


Q Dean, On another subject, do you have 
any comment now on the new Israeli settlements that have 


been announced since Sunday? 


A Nothing new I can give you today. I don't 
recall, did that question come up yesterday? 





all Q Yes. 


A I think it did, and there is no change from 
what was said yesterday. 


Q Dean, how about Poland's apparent decision 
to release, I believe, a thousand political prisoners? 


A Let me say that any move by the Polish 
Government which contributes to reversing the repression 
imposed on the Polish people last December is welcome 
to this government. However, as we have stated consistently 
from the outset, there was no justification for the harsh 
repressive measures taken against the Polish people by 


ed 7 - : _—_ 
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their government in December, and therefore all the 
Solidarity members who have been held without charges 
for well over four months should be immediately released 
to their homes and families. 


— The release of one thousand internees and the 
“J rescinding of the curfew and some travel and communica- 
tions restrictions may be a sign that the Polish Govern- 

ment may be beginning to recognize that without the 
full restoration of the internationally recognized rights 
of the Polish people, it can make no economic progress. 


Q Do you know how many internees are left 
after these? 


A I will have to check the estimated figure 
on that, Jim. I don't have it before me. 


Les? 


Q How long has the State Department known 
that the Soviet Union has already negotiated with some 
countries in the world on their ability to deliver Saudi 
oil in the future? 


A I am not aware of the background that leads 
to your question. 


. veciassiTtied Tor Publication nm AMerican roretign 
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Q It is a Reagan statement. 
A I'm sorry, I'm still not aware of it. 
Q You are not aware of any such thing. 
_ Ay I am not aware of the background of what you 
Wa are raising. 
Q Do you have any comment on a column by 


Jack Anderson -- I think it was Monday <-- in which he 
prints what he purports to be a transcript of a telephone 
conversation between Larry Eagleburger and, I guess, one 
of Jerry Bremer's assistants? 





A No. 
Yes, Jim. 
Q Back on the Middle East, for a second. 


There is a report that Saudi Arabia today 
indicated that it believes that a comprehensive peace in 
the Middle East can be achieved "through existing channels” 
which is taken to mean Camp David, or an enlargement of Camp 
David. 
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Do you, by chance, have any comment on that? 
A No, I have not seen that report, Jim. 


Q Do you have any comment on a forthcoming 
meeting between South African Prime Minister Botha and 
Mr. Kaunda? 


A Between Botha and Kaunda? No real comment 
except to say that we naturally welcome any communication 
between the parties that might lead to a lessening of ten- 
sions in the area. 


Q Did the United States have any role in 
setting that up? 


A I am not aware of any such role, no. 

Q Do we consider that the Namibia peace pro- 
posals, independence proposals, are still on track, because 
there is increasing speculation in that article and else- . 
where that they have fallen off track? 

A We don't share that view. The situation is 
as follows. We are awaiting authoritative responses from 
all the parties on proposals that we have put to them 
for concluding Phase I of the negotiations, and on that 
basis we expect to hold another in the series of senior 
level Contact Group meetings in the near future to prepare 
proposals for Phase II. 


Q Dean, can I go back to the Falklands just 
for one more try? 


A Yes, sure. 


Q Now that this zone of hostilities is likely 
to be put into effect tomorrow morning, do you have any 
indication that suggests that any outside parties are in 
the line of fire, that this could expand beyond Argentina 
and Britain? 


A I do not personally have any such indica- 
tion. 


Q Because there have been reports of Soviet 
ships trailing the British fleet, and the British have 
made it clear that that zone of hostilities applies to 
all hostile vessels. 


A I have no indication that that is the case. 
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Q I wonder if you could take that? It is 
an objective question, and in past hostilities, the State 
Department has provided us what it knows from its own 
sources about who is involved and who is likely to get 
hurt, and so on. 


A I will look into it, but without promising 
that I would be able to provide anything to you on it. 


Q Are Americans in Buenos Aires being asked, 
advised, to leave? 


A No, I am not aware of any such advice, but 
let me check that to be absolutely certain. 


Q If not, the question is why not? 


A As of now, my understanding is that there 
has been no such advisory. 


Q Dean, what is our reaction to the seizure of 
three journalists, British journalists, by them? 


A I would only note that at this time it 
appears that normal judicial practices are being followed 
in connection with the arrest of the three British journal- 


ists. 
Q Normal judicial practices is -- 
Q Argentine normal, or normal normal? 
A Normal judicial practices. 


Q Dean, in other words, are you saying by this 
that you feel that it is normal to arrest journalists? I 
don't cecall that they have arrested too many down there 
before this, and you said you don't feel that there is 
anything untoward about this, is that what you mean? 


my I have given you what I have on it. 


Q Dean, isn't this different from your usual 
guidance on harassment arrests and other efforts to 
interfere with journalistic activities in Latin America 
and elsewhere? 


A John, I don't know that I can address that 
On a comparative basis. 


Q But you have said in the past that you 
frequently deplored efforts to interfere with journalists 
in the exercise of their legitimate functions, news 


reporting. 
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A To the extent that your memory is accurate, 
I suppose that you can grant that this represents a dif- 
ference, but the point is that this is my response to the 
question that was asked of me. 


Q In other words, this is a difference. In 
other words, are you in any way suggesting -- 


A I said based on John's memory, assuming it 
is accurate. 3 


Q My memory is accurate, if you go back over 
your guidance. 


A But my point is that this is a response I 
am giving you to the specific question that was asked of me. 


Q Can you tell us who provided that guidance? 
A It was prepared in the normal way. 
Q Like that normal Argentine. 


Q Dean, is Fairbanks going to -- what is the 
status of Fairbanks, right now, the status for autonomy 
talks? Is he here? Is he going back soon? And do you 
have any other Middle East guidance that is new or different? 


A On Mr. Fairbanks, he has been designated 
by the President to be the Ambassador in charge of the 
conduct of autonomy negotiations. 


Q Secretary Stoessel was saying last night 
that he is going to get more active. Can you find out any- 
thing else about that? 


A I don't have anything to announce to you 
today about future travel plans. 


Q Could you look into what he and Habib are 
doing? 


A We will let you know when he decides to 
take a trip. 


Q He is here now, then. 


A I don't believe he is here in Washington, 
but I also know that he is not overseas. 


Q PFaicbanks or Habib, now. 


A Fairbanks. Isn't that who you are asking 


about? 
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Q Yes, and Habib, too, while you are at it. 


A Habib, I think, is on a private trip to 
China, isn't he? I don't know if he has left either, but 
he was in the Department recently to get a briefing. 


Q Do you have any fresh Middle East guidance 
today, other than that one line? 


A On what? 
Q On the territories. 
A On what? 
Q 


The territories. Anything new that you want 
to say? 


A It is not a question of whether I want to 
say it. What do you want to ask me? 


Q Do you want to make any comments about events 
today? 


A I can give you a statement about the press 
reports celating to violence in the West Bank. 


We have seen the reports of demonstrations on the 
West Bank. We are concerned about the heightened level of 
tensions and the use of potentially lethal force against 
demonstrators. 


We deeply regret the tragic loss of life. We 
strongly urge all concerned to exert their best efforts 
to restore calm and to avoid further violence and bloodshed. 


Q Dean, yesterday I was told that within the 
last three weeks, the Israelis were twice poised to invade 
Lebanon and were twice dissuaded by the Administration, 
once within 30 minutes of the time they were going to leave. 


Can you -=- ? 


A I don't have any comment on that. I will 
just leave it there. 


Q Back on Bernie's question about Americans in 
Argentina, are Americans there being advised to get ready 
to leave on short notice? 
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A Again, I am not aware of any such advisory. 


Q Could you take the question? 


A I will look into it, again with the proviso 
that I don't think there will be any change in what I 


just said. 


Q Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPE #71 


MONDAY, MAY 3, 1982, 12:26 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments today. 


First, a sign-up sheet for the press seats aboard 
the Secretary's plane for his trip to Turkey, Greece and 
Luxembourg has been posted in the main press office. Please 
note the list will be taken down and applications closed at 
noon on Wednesday, May 5. 


Secondly, the Secretary will travel to New York 
City on Tuesday, May 4, to receive an award from the Ireland 
Fund at a black tie dinner at the Waldorf-Astoria. The only 
evening event open to the media is a photo opportunity at 
7:20 p.m. in the East Foyer of the hotel. If you have 
questions regarding the Ireland Fund, please call Betsy 
Bromberg of the organization. Her number is area code (212) 


944-5705. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the Falklands 
diplomacy? Particularly, did the Argentines deliver a pro- 
test and has the United States answered? 


A I can confirm that a diplomatic note was 





sei iveces to the Department on Sunday evening, but,—as—you — 


know, it's our standard practice not to discuss diplomatic 
exchanges. 


Q What were they protesting about? 


A Simply this was in the context of the diploma- 
tic activity of yesterday. 


Q Which was that? 
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A We have made a statement last night. It was 
in that context. 


Q What statement last night? What did you say 
last night? 


A We issued a statement last night in connec- 
tion with some diplomatic activity that was under way, which 
I will be glad to elaborate on today if you like. 

g Yes. Would you? 

A There were discussions with the Peruvians in 
which a number of ideas emerged that were discussed with 
them and with the parties concerned. Our most recent con- 
tact was a conversation Secretary Haig had with President 
Belaunde early this morning. 

Q That was yesterday morning? 

This morning. 
When this morning? 


I haven't got a precise time to give you. 


on Fr, OO FF 


You mean before dawn? 


Q Was this something that followed up the acti- 
vity of last night and could have taken place at 1:00 
o'clock in the morning, or are you talking abut this 
morning? 


A I'm sorry. I don't have a precise time. 


MR. ROMBERG: The former. In the early hours of 
the morning. 


Q The Argent jges have been saying that whatever -_ 











interjection has been made by the Peruvians is simply a 
variation of the American plan that was revealed last week 
by the Secretary. 


Is that true? Is it simply just a reshuffling of 
those points? —_ _ 


A As I indicated, a number of ideas emerged 
which were discussed. In the context of the Argentinian 
statements, I would have to say that in recent hours they 














-have_not _beenencouraging..__—_—— ee 








In any case, as the President indicated over the 
weekend, we hope that all parties concerned will continue to 
look for a peaceful solution, and we intend to continue our 


efforts toward that end. 


Q Is that negotiating channel -- the Peruvian 
President -- still alive? 


A I can only repeat that the Argentinian state- 
ments in this context have not been encouraging. 


can Foreign 


Q Are you talking about their public statements 
or the statements made to Americans? 


A I want to confine it to the public statements 
because of the answer I gave you earlier about their 
response to us directly. 


Q Just to clear up something, have the 
Argentines been informed of these new ideas that have 


emerged? 


A Obviously, they were responding to what had 
been presented to them. 


Q The latest new ideas. 


ney Yes. 
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Q Was the effect of the Secretary's contact 
with the Peruvians this morning to put the Peruvian proposal 


on ice? 


A I don't want to characterize it beyond saying 
that the Secretary did have a conversation with President 


Belaunde. 


Q What happens next? In whose court is the © 
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A All I can say at this point is that we'll 
continue our efforts toward a peaceful solution. 


Q Could you tell us what the British response 





— —. was? You've-describedeuhe Acgentinian—one. - — << <a 
A No. I cannot characterize the British 
response. 
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Q Did they give you a response? 


A I can't characterize the conversations we had 
with the British on the subject. 


Q Secretary Haig first approached the Peruvians 
about presenting this new proposal to Argentina, or did 
Peru come to the State Department suggesting that they make 
the approach? 


A Again, I have to say that there were 
discussions with the Peruvians in which a number of ideas 
emerged. They were discussed with then. 


Q Phrased another way, why is it that the 
United States felt that Peru might be a good country to 
involve in this? 


A I'm not making a value judgment on whether or 
not it's a good country. I'm simply telling you what was 
the situation with respect to the discussions that were 
held. 


Q But what the question goes to is simply -- 
well, to reiterate the question that was just asked, does 
the United States feel that a Peruvian intercession or 
intermediation at this point could be particularly helpful? 
And, if so, why? 


A Obviously, we're interested in exploring 
ideas from any source that we think would assist in the 
achievement of a peaceful resolution of the dispute. 


Q But you can't tell us whether we sought out 
Peru on this or vice versa? 


a4 I just want to stick with what I said about 
the ideas evolving from the discussions that were held. 


Qaw—Mhere were these-discussions -held? Were 
these held in the State Department or were they held in 
Lima? 








— A~- —T dor*t want to characterize them. ~~ 
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Q I'm not.asking you to characterize them, just 











to place -them. —-- — —-— —= —— 


A I don't want to place them. 
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Q Can you talk at all about how the proposal 


from Peru -- that apparently was made yesterday -- differed from 


a proposal that the Argentinians said was made in the first 
days of this dispute and was acceptable to them? 


- What was acceptable to them? 


Qo They claimed this morning that shortly after 
they entered the Falklands, Peru made a proposal which ulti- 
mately would have guaranteed sovereignty to Argentina. They 
of course accepted that. 


Can you talk about how last evening's proposal 
differed? 


A No. I don't want to go into any detail other 
than to say that the ideas were discussed. 


Q Does this mean that in fact there are no 
direct contacts between this government and Argentina's 
government at this point? 


A There have been direct contacts. 


8) Maybe it's because I didn't have a restful 
weekend, but I'm totally confused as to what really happened 
here. 


Which country approached Argentina first, or which 
country broached this plan? Was it the United States 
through Peru or was it the Peruvians who initiated this, 
and when did the initiation take place? 


A I don't want to describe it as a plan. I 
said that there were discussions involving Peru in which 
these ideas were discussed. 


Q But who initiated it? 


A I don't want to go into the details of who 
initiated it. 


raenegh im” Wren dtd-tt first take place?” when did it 
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Q So the discussion this morning that the 
Secretary had with President Belaunde was not the first? 
Had he talked to Belaunde -- 


A We have had discussions with the Peruvians. 
I don't want to specify in personal terms the discussions 
that had taken place. 


gn 


Q I see. It was not necessarily the Secretary 
who had discussed with the Peruvians before this morning. 


A: I want to stick with what I said on that. 
Q Is this still alive? 


A I was asked that before. I said in response 
that the Argentinian statements in recent hours are not 
encouraging. 


Q But that wouldn't theoretically prevent the 
United States from continuing the discussions with Peru. 


A No. It would not necessarily prevent that. 
Q Is that still ongoing? 


fy I am not aware of any conversations sub- 
sequent to the conversation the Secretary had this morning. 
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Q Can you give us any more idea of what types 
of -- I mean, Foreign Secretary Pym said he had a fairly 
general discussion with Secretary Haig about the types of 
American materiel support England might get. 
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Can you at all be any more specific? 


A No, I cannot. I think that's a question that 
should be addressed to the Pentagon. My understanding is 
that the discussion that Foreign Minister Pym had with 

~--- Secretary Weinberger was also general in nature. = 


Q In this trip tomorrow by the Secretary to New 


York, is he expected to do anything else like go to the _ _ 
~~ “United Nations or meet \ With Re bya? 7 
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— A_ No. I _understand that Mr. Pym has already _. ai 
left for London. =— - = —— - 


* 2. 


Q Has he left already? 
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A That's my understandinc. 


Q I just wanted on one point acain. You have 
described the Argentinian reaction to these ideas which you 
are not defining, but you say you won't describe the British 


reaction. 


A I think it is for the British to describe their 
reaction. That's my reason for not describing -- 


Q No. But then why are you describing the 
Argentinian reaction? 


A Because this is what their statements have 
indicated. 


Q Oh, well, the British said -- 


A I'm not aware that the British have made any 
statements in that connection. 


Q So the only thing you're responding to are 
public statements from Argentina. Is that right? 


A That's correct. But I am also not discussing 
or describing the nature of the private contacts we have had 
with Argentina. 





Q You're leaving an impression here that an 
idea was floated, one way or another, and the Argentinians 
are responsible for thé tact that in rece urs ngs ar 
not encouraging in this respect. 

A I said their statements have not been 
encouraging. 


Q The implication is the whole thing is not 
encouraging, but the British you don't describe in any way, 
as though they have no responsibility at all for what is 


happening. 


A It's not for me to say what is the British 
responsibility. 


Q I'm not asking you for the British 
responsibility. 


‘ A I thought that was the implication of your 
question. 
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Q No, no. The implication of what you're 
saying here -- just to repeat it again -- is that Argentina 
is responsible in recent hours, having provided you with 
not encouraging news, with the fact that this thing doesn't 
seem to be getting anywhere, but you don't describe the 
British response to it which could have been equally bleak. 


A I have nothing to give you on the British 
response. I gave you what I have on the Argentinian 
response. 


QO Do you have any reaction to the most recent 
military actions down there? The ships that have been fired 
on and all of that? 


A Do I have any reaction? 
Q Yes. Any comment at all? 
A No. 

Q Last week when these sanctions were announced 
against Argentina, the Secretary said they were taken "in 


light of Argentina's failure to accept a compromise." 


Yesterday Francis Pym said that he could not say 
that the British Government was prepared to accept the 
Secretary's proposals either. 


In light of that, is there any reconsideration of 


the actions that have been taken? 





A Reconsideration of the actions by whom? 

Q By the United States. 

A I'm sorry. I don't follow your question. 

Q I'm saying that according to the British 
Foreign Minister, the reason on which -=- or at least as I 
read this speech -- the reason on which these actions were 
based is no longer operative. 


In other words, the British were no more prepared 
to accept a compromise than the /fryentinians were. 


A I'm not prepared to characterize the British 
response in that way. 
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Q The British characterized them in that way. 


A Let the British speak for themselves. I'm 
not going to do it. 


Q In other words, you're saying that the United 
States has taken an action based on the fact that we were 
led to believe in some way that the British were prepared 
to accept a compromise. 


The British have now said that they were not pre- 
pared to accept a compromise. You know, they either misled 
the Secretary or the Secretary misled the President, or what- 
ever, however it happened. 


A This doesn't ring true to me at all what 
you're saying. 


Q Well, it doesn't ring true to me either. I'm 
trying to figure out -- 


A What you are saying doesn't ring true to me. 


Q Do you have a transcript of what the British 
Foreign Minister said yesterday? 


A No, I do not. 

Q Perhaps you should get hold of that. 
A Perhaps you should reread it. 
Q 


To ask another question: Jeff Biggs has told 
me that to his knowledge there is no treaty arrangement that 
the United States has or any other sort of United States law 
which has obliged us to take the actions we took to support 
the British in this situation. 


Are you aware of any such treaty obligation or 
other law? 


A I can't speak of it in terms of treaties, but 
it seemed to me that the Secretary made very clear Friday 
why the United States took the actions that it did. I have 
nothing to add to that. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q That seemed to be based on something that he 
called the special relationship with Great Britain. Since 
that's not codified in written law, perhaps you could clarify 
what the nature of that special relationship was. 


A I have no intention of clarifying what the 
Secretary said. 

Q Is he going to talk to the Secretary-General 
of the U.N. tomorrow? 

A No. 

Q Is the U.N. at all involved in these contacts 
with the Argentines? 

A I do not know the answer to that. 

Q What about the Spanish Foreign Minister who 
has been talking about a Spanish mediator role? 

A Again, we welcome any initiative to solve the 
crisis peacefully and to avoid bloodshed. 

Q Could you address yourself specifically to 
whether the Spanish want to get involved? 

A No. That's for the Spanish to say. 

Q Is the Secretary going to see the Spanish 
Foreign Minister in the next day or two? 

A Not to my knowledge, but I haven't checked 
it. 

Q You said earlier that there had been direct 


contacts with Argentina. Does the Secretary, despite the 
open support now for Great Britain still consider himself to 


be a mediator in the dispute? 


A I don't want to use words like "mediator" to 
describe the Secretary's role. As I said, we still continue 
to hope that we can be helpful in a peaceful resolution of 


the dispute. 
Q Is he still working actively in that regard? 


a He's still very much involved in the problem. 
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Q Dean, getting back to the contacts with the 
Argentine Government that are direct, at what level, where, 
and are they at all productive? 


A I'm not going to specify that. 


Q Are any discussions in progress right now 
with any other country besides Peru in trying to search for a 
peaceful solution? 


A Well, yes, of course, there are. 

Q Can you tell us what countries they are? 

A No, I cannot. 

Q Does the United States welcome the decision 


of the U.N. Secretary General to set up his own mediation 
machinery? And doesn't this make some of the other things we 
have been discussing today redundant? 


A No, I don't think it makes anything redun- 
dant. Again, we welcome the good offices, if you will, of 
the United Nations in attempting to resolve the dispute 
peacefully. 


Alan handed me a note here. The Spanish Foreign 
Minister will be seeing the Secretary on Wednesday. 


Q What's his name? 

a Llorca. Perez Llorca. 

Q Is this because of the Falkland Islands? 

A I will have to check what is on the agenda. 


I haven't any doubt that the subject will be discussed. 


Q Can you clarify whether, in fact, the United 
States has told the Soviet Union that it will take part in 
this summit meeting in October? 


A I saw some reports to that effect. First, I 
would note that President Reagan's offer to meet with 
President Brezhnev in New York this June remains on the 
table. This is a serious offer to expand U.S.-Soviet high- 
level dialogue, and we regret that the initial Soviet 
response was not positive. We hope the Soviet side will 
reconsider, and that Presidents Brezhnev and Reagan will be 
able to meet in June in New York. 
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With regard to a full-fledged summit in October, we 
will carefully consider this possibility in the light of 
events and the substance of our bilateral dialogue with the 
Soviet Union over the coming months. President Reagan has 
made it clear that our longstanding criteria for a formal 
summit meeting remain in place. That is, it would have to be 
carefully prepared, it would have to be justified by the 
overall state of our relations at the time, and hold reason- 
able prospects for positive results. There are currently no 
specific preparations for such a meeting. 


Q Dean, what are you responding to there? Is 
that still the Pravda interview that Brezhnev gave where he 
suggested this thing, or have the Russians followed it up 
with a formal invitation? 


A No. There has been other press speculation 
in the American press to the effect that President Reagan hed 
agreed to a summit with President Brezhnev. 


Q That's not my question. My question is, when 
you respond about your interest in an October summit, had the 
Russians proposed to you formally that there be a summit in 
October or are you still responding to the way that that was 
Originally floated, which was a Brezhnev -- 


A Yes, Of course. That's the original source 
for the report. 

Q You have not gotten any formal invitation 
from the Russians to a summit in October? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Have you said to the Russians more or less 


what you're telling us today, that we will carefully consider 
the possibility of such a summit, or has the United States or 
the President put it more affirmatively that we will go to 

such a summit -- that we are willing to go to such a summit? 


In other words, is your language here, "We will 
carefully consider the possibility of such a summit" what has 
been communicated to the Soviets? 


A Well, we've been continuing to discuss all 
aspects of our relations with the Soviets, through our 
respective embassies here and in Moscow. 


Q You're saying there is no agreement to hold 
a summit in October? 
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A That is correct. 

Q There is no agreement to hold a summit in 
October? 

A That is correct. 

Q Can I just clear up something? Maybe it's a 


tonal thing that is not possible at a briefing to clear up. 
But our colleagues at the White House, by talking to Mr. 
Speakes this morning, have certainly written stories 
suggesting the White House has confirmed the report that 
there is an agreement. 


A But I don't believe that was based on anything 
Mr. Speakes said. 


Q I'm not breaking any confidence because as 
one wire report said, "Mr. Speakes was asked if he was 
knocking down the Post story?" and he shook his head negati- 
vely, that he was not. 


-A I've given you what I have to say on the subject. 


Q- Dean, if I could go back to Argentina for the 
moment, I notice that officers of the uniformed division of 
the Secret Service have been placed outside the Argentine 
Embassy in Washington. Is that at the request of the 
Argentine Ambassador, or was that an initiative taken by our 


government? 


A I don't know. That's the first I've heard of 
that. 


Q Dean, there is an AP report saying that the 
United States is going to be selling 36 F=-5G's to Jordan, 
plus Stinger missiles. 


A Yes. 

Q It quotes State Department sources. 

A It quotes State Department sources? 

Q Yes. 

A I don't know who your State Department sour- 


ces are, but I can say that we have been holding discussions 
with the Jordanians about the possibility of some military 
sales. I have nothing to announce today about the outcome of 
these talks. Any sales would, of course, be subject to 
Congressional approval. 
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Q On such things as military sales, has the 
Administration decided to hold up the sending to the Hill the 
licenses for the six L-100s for Iraq, in light of the 
Congressional opposition? 


A Jim, I don't have anything current I can give 
you on that today. I'll have to look into it, if you wish. 


Q Dean, do you have any reaction to the distur- 
bances in Poland yesterday and today? 


A We've seen reports that Polish police used 
force to break up a demonstration today. Our Embassy in 
Warsaw confirms that force has been used by martial law 
authorities against peaceful demonstrators in Warsaw. We 
deplore that fact, and find it indicative of the deep cle- 
vages which continue to exist in Poland. It is another 
reminder that what is needed is a return to a genuine dialo- 
gue in that troubled country. 


Q Does the State Department have any reaction 
to reports from Venezuela and Panama to the effect that some 
reorientation of the Inter-American system is going to be 
needed now that the United States has come down on the 
British side in the Falklands dispute? 


A I have no reaction to offer you on that. 


Q Can I return to Poland for a second? Are you 
disappointed that your policy of relative moderation toward 
that Polish Government -- such things as rescheduling the 
loans and going through with the food aid -- has not produced 
any greater progress than seems apparent from these reports 
about the police using violence against the peaceful 
demonstration? 


A There is nothing I can offer you on that 
today. 


Q Do you have anything on the swearing in of 
the provisional government in El Salvador? 


A I can offer you something on President 
Magana's remarks at the swearing in ceremony. His inaugura- 
tion remarks stressed three areas of importance for El 
Salvador in the coming months. He called upon all sectors of 
the Salvadoran nation, along with friendly governments, to 
join in an effort to combat economic insecurity and restore 
confidence in the economy. 
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President Magana highlighted the crucial importance 
of the agricultural sector and its reforms, and noted sat- 
isfaction that the constituent assembly's ratification of 
the previous government's economic and social reforms was a 
clear indication of its intent to continue trying to solve 


the nation's serious problems. 


In response to the clear demands of the voters on 
March 28, President Magana asserted that the Government of 
El Salvador must continue efforts toward peace. "There is no 
room for resentment, revenge, hatred, or sectarian position," 
he said. "Only with real paternal spirit and solidarity 
among all Salvadorans," the President continued, “could the 


country overcome its problems." 


Q What do you think about what he said? 
A I think his words speak for themselves. 


Q Dean, could you be a little bit more helpful 
on the summit thing, as we've got two somewhat contradictory 
stories? The White House stories, as reported by the wires, 
are that the United States and the Soviet Union have agreed 
that there will be a summit in October. You seem to be 
saying that there has been no Soviet invitation, there has 
been no agreement, although we will consider that. 


A That's right. 


Q Has there been an informal agreement with the 
Russians that we would both aim for a summit by October? 


A I would repeat that there are apparently no 
specific preparations for a summit meeting in October. 


Q Preparations. But actually has there been an 


agreement that we would both aim -- To prepare for a summit 
is one thing. To agree that there will be a summit is 
another thing. Have we agreed with the. Soviets that there 
should be a summit in the fall sometime, in October, in 


September? 


I'm trying to understand why there is evident 
contradiction between what you're saying and what the White 
House seems to be saying. 


A It seems to me that when I say we will care- 
fully consider this possibility, and that at present there 
are no preparations underway for such a meeting, that it 
obviously precludes agreement on such a meeting. 
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It precludes agreement? 
Yes. 

At this point? 

Yes. 


That there has been no agreement? 


r Oo FF} OD FY DOD 


That's right. 


Q Can you define for me what the distinction is 
between the meeting proposed in June and the summit proposed 
in October? 


A Make the distinction in what terms? 


Q What sort of scale meeting do you have in 
mind for June as opposed to October? 


A I think the P.esident addressed this the 
other day. He said he would not describe it in terms of a 
full-fledged summit meeting, but an opportunity to get 
together with President Brezhnev. 


Q What is the status of possible negotiations 
between the United States and Nicaragua at this point? 


A On the 29th of April, Anthony Quainton, our 
Ambassador to Nicaragua, delivered a detailed, substantive 
response to the April 14 document presented by the Nicaraguan 
Government. 


Q And? 
A That's where it stands. 
Q So, we're waiting for their reply to this 


detailed substantive response, is that correct? 


A In our response to the Government of 
Nicaragua, we indicated how the Nicaraguan concerns, 
expressed in their April 14th response, could be addressed 
within our eight-point proposal. And beyond that, I am not 
willing to go into the specifics of our diplomatic exchanges. 


Q I thought you didn't talk about diplomatic 
exchanges. You wouldn't in one case, and now you do. 


A I'm sorry. 


can Foreign 
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Q I say, earlier you refused absolutely to 
discuss any diplomatic exchanges. Now, you do. 

A I said we delivered a detailed substantive 
response. 

Q Are these negotiations, by another form, the 
equivalent or the starting phase of negotiations? 

A I think it's too early to tell, Jim. 

Q But would we expect that now it's in 


Managua's court, and they should reply to this latest 
response by the United States? 


A As far as we're concerned, our original eight 
points are still on the table. 


Q The U.S. Navy announced a large-scale 
maneuver in the Caribbean. Are there any plans to use the 
supply ships for that maneuver as backups for the British 





— -—_ ----- 


A I don't think so at all, but for a more 
authoritative reaction, I think you should ask the Pentagon 


that. 


forces? 


Q Thank you. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements today. 


Pirst, we'll have available in the Press Office at 
1:30 p.m. testimony of Acting Assistant Secretary for 
International Organizations Nicholas Platt before the House 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. 
The subject is "Contributions to International Organization 


Programs." - 


Secondly, I have a statement on the assassination 
of the Honorary Turkish Consul General in Boston. At about 7 
pem. yesterday, the Honorary Turkish Consul General in Boston, 
Mr. Orhan R. Gunduz, was assassinated by a gunman while 
driving through Somerville, Mass. Anonymous persons repre- 
senting Justice Commandos for the Armenian Genocide called 
press agencies to claim responsibility for this brutal, sense- 
less deed. The Justice Commandos are a well known Armenian 
terrorist organization which also claimed responsibility for 
the assassination of the Turkish Consul General Arikan, in 
Los Angeles on_the 28th of January, and the bombing of Mr. 
Gunduz' business in Cambridge, Mass on March 22. 


SN —— 
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Worldwide, they have been responsible for the cold- 
blooded murder of some nine Turkish diplomatic personnel in 
recent years. The United States Government extends its 

————=—<« Jeepest—regrets -and condelenees to the family—of Mr. Gunduz, 
and to the Government of Turkey. We thoroughly condemn this 
vile act and those who committed it. Federal, state, and 
local officials are fully engaged in bringing the guilty par- 


ties to justice. 


Terrorism is the scourge of the age, a hideous 
crime which plagues modern society. It must and it shall be 
rooted out. There can be no sanctuary and no justification 
for terrorists and their crimes. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 
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Q Dean, can you bring us up to date on the 


Falklands diplomacy? For example, can you describe anything 
about the meeting between Sir Nicholas Henderson and the 


Secretary, and are they expected to meet again today? 


A In respect of your specific questions, I'm not 
going to comment on the meeting yesterday and at this point, 
I am unable to confirm any scheduled meetings today. 


I will say that at the President's direction, the 
Secretary remains actively engaged in an effort to do all we 
can to assist in a peaceful outcome of the crisis in the 
South Atlantic. As the Secretary said yesterday, the ulti- 
mate solution must be peaceful or the consequences will be 
lasting and grave. In that context, we welcome any forum or 
venue that would bring the conflict to a halt. 


Q Is the Secretary's operation separate and 
distinct from what is going on in the United Nations? 


A Again, I just don't want to get into any spe- 
cific detail at this critical juncture in the process. 


Q There are reports coming out of Britain that 
the Secretary has suggested a 48-hour ceasefire, something to 
that effect. Can you say whether those reports are accurate 


or inaccurate? 


A I saw a wire service report shortly before 
coming out here, but I have no comment. 


Q Would the United States like to see a tem- 
porary ceasefire? 


A I'm just not going to comment on any specifics 
as to the diplomatic activity that is underway. 


Q Have the Argentines accepted the continued 
role of the United States despite the statement by the 
Secretary on Friday? 


A Jim, beyond the statement I gave you, I just 
am unable today to go into any detail. 


Q If he is still active, it implies that he is 
in touch, at least indirectly, with both sides in this 
Gispute. Is that an accurate analysis. 


a I am just not going to comment beyond the sta- 
tement I gave you today. 
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Q Can you tell us, has Mr. Haig been in touch 
with the President of Peru in the last 48 hours? 


A We have addressed that in the recent past, 
and there is nothing I can give you today on that subject, or 
for that matter, any related subject. 


Q Have you got an update on removing Americans 
from Buenos Aires? 


A We issued some guidance yesterday. 
Q Nothing more recent? 


A We have advised Americans resident in 
Argentina to register at the Embassy if they have not already 
done so. Because of the unsettled conditions in the region, 
some private American residents have departed or sent their 
dependents out of the country for a temporary period. Our 
Embassy in Buenos Aires is in close touch with the American 
community and its representative organizations in Argentina, 
and has the situation under constant review. 


Q Dean, the Spanish Foreign Minister is in the 
building. I know you can't give us a readout because he is 
still in his meeting with the Secretary, but do you have 
anything there on what they were expected to talk about? 


A I'm sure there are a number of issues, both 
bilateral and multilateral, that will arise in the meeting. 
And as I indicated the other day, I will not be at all 
surprised if the South Atlantic crisis was among those sub- 
jects to be discussed. 


Q This was scheduled long before the South 
Atlantic problem arose, right? 


A Oh, sure. Yes. 


Q Dean, was the Secretary in touch with the 
President last night by telephone? 


a Specifically last night, I don't know. 
Today? 


Q 
A Yes. 
Q 


In person F by telephone? 


) 


A He saw the President in person. I can't say 
for sure about whether there was a telephone conversation. 


at Q Is Costa Mendez coming back? Have you been 
advised by B.A. that he'll be returning? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 
Q Has the Department received any communications 


from the Embassy in Buenos Aires suggesting that the 
assessment is that Americans might well be in danger there? 


can Foreign 


A I gave you what we have in terms of the acti- 
vity relating to private American citizens in Argentina. I 
could add to that by pointing out that the temporary reduc- 
tion in official personnel and dependents, which we referred 
to yesterday in the statement, is a common practice in 
situations of tension, because these officials and their 
families often have a special visibility that does not 
necessarily affect the private American community. 


To date, there have been no reported difficulties 
involving private U.S. citizens residing in Argentina. And 
as I said earlier, our Embassy is monitoring the situation 
closely. 


Q Dean, why did you qualify it by saying 
"private"? What about those who are working with the U.S. 
Government? 
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A As I say, we addressed that yesterday, and the 
only additional information I have is what I just gave you. 


P Q Do you have a number to go with that? 


A I'm sorry I do not, Bernie. I have numbers 
which I understood were released yesterday on the numbers of 
personnel attached to the Embassy <-- that is 79. There are 
approximately 100 dependents. 


Q But you have no idea of the temporary 
reduction? 


A I do not. 


Q Dean, the Secretary yesterday suggested that 
the sinking of the General Belgrano would add to Argentina's 





intransigence. Now that the score has been evened more or 
less by the sinking of the Sheffield, has his estimate changed? 
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A I don't want to accept your assessment of the 
situation as an evening of the score. This is a very deli- 
cate situation, and I'm just not going to be able to comment 
any further beyond what I've given you. 


Q Well, has the assessment changed? 


A I'm not going to comment beyond what I gave 
you, and obviously, the Secretary's statement speaks for 


itself. 


Q Dean, what is the U.S. attitude to the Irish 
motion before the Security Council? 


A We have not taken a position on anything 
relating to the Security Council. I would simply point out 
that we understand the Secretary-General has made some speci- 
fic proposals himself, and is awaiting their replies. 


On the more specific subject you asked me, I 
understand the Security Council is scheduled to meet infor- 
mally this afternoon to consider the Irish request. We will, 
of course, give full consideration to the views of all of the 
members of the Council and to the wishes of Argentina and the 
United Kingdom in determining whether further action by the 


Council would be helpful. © 
Q Do we support the Secretary-General's effort? 


A We welcome, as I said in my statement, 
anyone's effort in any forum or venue that would be helpful 
in contributing to a peaceful resolution of the crisis. 


Q Dean, that seems to be at least a change in 
flavor from what we were told Friday afternoon by a senior 
Administration official, who said in effect that the United 
States would prefer that this dispute not be thrown into such 
fora as the OAS, because it would tend to have a dividing 


effect along predictable lines -- I'm paraphrasing, but 
generally, that is what was said. This seems to change that. 


A I will leave the interpretation to you. I 
just have no further comment to offer on it. 


Q To clarify that, do we consider the United 
Nations, the Security Council, or the General Assembly to be 


such a possible forum? 
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A I said we would welcome any forum that could 
be helpful in a peaceful resolution of the dispute. 

Q Dean, are you calling now for a ceasefire? 

A I'm not going to comment in any way on any 


diplomatic activity that may or may not be underway. 


Q Fine. But when you say that you would welcome 
any forum or venue that would be helpful in leading to a 
peaceful settlement, wouldn't a ceasefire be a step in that 
direction, and wouldn't you, therefore, favor it? 


A If you're asking me, "Do we favor a ceasefire, 
in the abstract?" Of, course we do. 


Q The abstract is within the context of this war 
today. Do you favor a ceasefire now, or are you calling for 


one? 


A I'm not going to be drawn into a discussion of 
the diplomatic activity that is underway. 

Q Can you characterize that activity in any way? 

A No. 

Q Can you say whether there is more activity 


today than there was yesterday? 
A The Secretary remains very heavily engaged. 


Q What does it mean, “a ceasefire in the 
abstract?" I don't understand what that means. 


A I've said all I'm going to say on that subject. 


Q If Britain and Argentina agree to a cease, 
would the United States welcome it? (Laughter) 


A I have no further statement to make because 


these questions, obviously, are aimed at trying to draw me 
out and elicit responses which I am not prepared to give. 


Q There are reports emanating from Americans 
that there may have been increased military activity in the 
South AtJartic, but the British said they didn't know anyting 


about it. 


b Nor do we. 
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Q Do you know where that report might have come 
from? 


A No. We have no information to substantiate 
any such reports. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on a letter sent by 
President Reagan to several Latin American heads of govern- 
ment on Sunday, explaining the announcement by Secretary Haig 
on Friday of U.S. support for the British side? 


The Panamanian President said he got a letter, and 
he understood that several letters were sent to other Latin 


American Presidents. 


A My understanding is that the White House is 
prepared to address that. 


Q But you can't substantiate -- just so I 
understand you, your time limit there -- your time limit 
there. Is that post-Sheffield operation, is that what you 
mean? You cannot substantiate any military reports since 


when? 


A The report specifically referred to military 
action this morning. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Since there was no briefing yesterday, you 
haven't had a chance to comment on President Brezhnev's com- 
ments yesterday, backing Argentina and attacking the United 
States. 


Do you have any reaction? 
A No. 


Q Have we been in touch with the Soviets since 
that time? 


A I am not going to comment on the parties with 
whom we have been in contact. 


Q Do you have any reason to be any more con- 
cerned today about direct or indirect Soviet involvement in 
the crisis? 


A The assessment we've given you in the past 
has not changed. 


Q The Soviet Union's assessment of the 
Falklands’ situation continually depicts the U.S. as being 
in the center of the fray, even minimizing Great Britain. 


Is that perceived to be a complication of the 
peace-seeking process? 


A What President Brezhnev has said? 

Q Yes. 

A No. 

Q Is the lack of any military activity the last 
several hours a reflection in any way of the diplomatic 
efforts that have been under way late last night? 

A I can't confirm that. 

Q How does the United States assess the 
accuracy of the reports on fighting and casualties that have 
come from each country, Great Britain and Argentina? 

A We haven't attempted to assess the accuracy. 


I'm not going to suggest that we are making a value judgment 
in that respect. 
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Q Have we received any requests from the 
British for fuel, medical supplies, food, anything of that 
nature? 


A The Secretary, as you know, addressed that 
subject yesterday, and I am not prepared today to go beyond 
what he said yesterday. 


Q One more on the Falklands. Do you have 
anything on three Americans being arrested by the 
Argentines? Journalists. 


A Again, I saw a wire service report shortly 
before I came out here. I have no confirmation of it, but 
we are looking into it. 


'e) Did you say the Secretary was still in touch 
with the Argentine? 


A I said that today I am not prepared to 
discuss the parties with whom we are in contact in connec- 
tion with this dispute. 


Q Does the Department, two days after the fact, 
have any comment on Prime Minister Begin's speech, one ver- 
sion of which says he would apply Israeli sovereignty to the 
West Bank after a period of five years of autonomy? 


A As you know, the Camp David framework neither 
requires nor precludes any specific final outcome of nego- 
tiations. This applies equally to the application of 
Israeli sovereignty over the West Bank and Gaza, the 
establishment of an independent Palestinian state, or any 
other possible result. 


What Camp David does require is that the outcome 
of negotiations on the final status be agreeable to all par- 
ties involved, including the Palestinian inhabitants of the 


West Bank and Gaza. 


Q Can we have copies? 
A We can make available copies. 
Q Do you have any new language on possible arms 


offering to Jordan? I was told something might come out. 


A No. I have nothing further to give you on 
that today. 





ce ol 


gn 


ON EGOS EE IES TOT FUDTICaALIOnN Ih American rorel 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





10 


Q Do you have anything new to say on the West 
Bank situation? 


A I don't know if the guidance we had yesterday 
was made available or not. Was it? 


Q That I got. 


A That you got. All right. Then that's it. I 
have nothing further for you. 


Q At the outset of the briefing you said that 
at the President's direction the Secretary remains actively 


engaged. Does that reflect any new instructions from the 
President? 


A No. Not at all. The Secretary has been 
acting under the President's instructions from the beginning 
of this process. 

Q Who's he talking to? 

Who? 
The Secretary. 
Who's he talking to? 


on FF OO PY 


Yes. 


A Beyond confirming that, as you all know, he 
met with the British Ambassador last night, I'm not at 
liberty to say today. 


Q What about the other side? The Argentine 
side. 


A Who are they talking to? 


Q The Secretary's certainly not limiting him- 
self to just Henderson. 


A No. And I don't mean to suggest that he is, 
but I'm not prepared to give you a scorecard today. 


Q The phrase, "We understand the Secretary 
General has made some specific proposals to the British and 
Argentines: “I understand" means sort of a secondhand aware- 
ness or knowledge. 
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In view of this close attention that the !resident 
has directed Haig to give to this problem, doesn't he know 
-- hasn't he been in touch with the Secretary General 


directly? 


A Again, I'm not going to be able today to give 
you a list of people or parties with whom the Secretary has 
been in touch. 


Q Do you have anything on the new arrests in 
Poland? 


A Yes. It is not specifically in response to a 
_question about arrests, but I do have a kind of situation _ 





report which I'll be glad to give you. 


The Polish authorities are faced with the problem 
of their own creation. A represssion by force of peaceful 
demonstrations shows that the regime is not yet seriously 
pursuing a policy of reconciliation. 


Their excessive use of force is evidence that the 
gulf between the authorities and the people of Poland will 
not easily be bridged. 


Only a restoration of genuine dialogue between the 
government, Solidarity and the Catholic Church can hold out 
the promise of averting further violence in Poland. 


We remain hopeful that the regime will understand 
this and move away from repression and establish a climate 
for reconciliation based on respect for human rights. 


Q Is there any chance of getting a SITREP on 
the military situation in the Falklands? 


A We, as you know, have not been attempting to 
provide that kind of information. The British and the 
Argentinians are making their own reports on that situation. 
I don't think it's an appropriate posture for us to be in, 
to be doing that. 


Q Can I follow up on Poland? Does this new 
crackdown lead to any change in the relatively moderate 
strategy you've pursued toward the military government on 
things like loans, commodity credits, and so on? 


Are any of those being reassessed or re-examined 
in light of the new violence? 
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B I'm not aware that there's been any review of 
our current policy with respect to that. 


Q Let's have a filing break. 
A Filing break. 


Q I want to ask you about this opening remark 
of yours about the murder of the Turkish Consul General. 


You specified the dates and events. That means in 





four months this is the second murder, and about six weeks 
ago there was the bombing of this place in Boston. 
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of that meeting came out like there are not enough measures 
taken on this subject from the American Government -side. - 


What would you say on that? 


A I'm sorry. I have nothing I can offer you 
beyond what I said in the statement, and I understand also 
the White House had a statement on it today as well. 


Q But terrorism is not going to be pursued in a 
more expanding and more -- 


A There's no additional detail I can provide 
you with today. 


Q On southern African affairs. Did you have 
anything new today on the Namibian talks or on the mercenary 
charges -- the charges made that South Africa did know 
about the Seychelles? 


A. Yes, I have something on each. Regarding the 
Namibia negotiations, it has been reported, I understand, 
that a communique from a meeting of the Front-Line and other 
African states and SWAPO have rejected the Western Contact 
Group proposals in certain respects of the negotiations. 


We have not yet had the opportunity to study the 
full text of the communique, but obviously this would be a 
serious development in the negotiating process which will 
result in further delay in achieving the result we are 
seeking, namely, Namibian independence on the basis of U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 435. 


This morning the Turkish Ambassador held a press . 
Gonterence. There were questions and answers. The result 
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But before reacting further, we'll obviously wish 
to consult closely with the other parties to the nego- 
tiations. In that*regard the Contact Group will be meeting 
in the near. future at the seniar level, and,also we will be 
meeting with the South Africans in Geneva on May 10 and li. 





Assistant Secretary Crocker witli tead the delegation to — 
Geneva. 


Q Can we get a copy, please? 


a 
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A Yes. On the other question you asked, - 
relating to the trial in South Africa about the Seychelles, 
the 45 persons presently on trial in South Africa are doing 


--their-best to defend themselves against very serious charges 





carrying multiple penalties up to and including three man- 
datory prison terms of 5 to 30 years. 


— ie 
—— a — ee ———— 


_ _. It would be entirely inappropriate for us to com- 
ment on the proceedings in any way at this time. 














As you know, it is also our standard practice not 
to comment on allegations of CIA activities. 


When the Seychelles was attacked in November 1981, 
the United States condemned the action and deplored the loss 
of life in strong terms. The United States also urged that 
the perpetrators of the assault and subsequent hijacking be 


prosecuted. 


We are encouraged that the prosecution is pro- 
ceeding in a timely manner. 


--_ 


a 


Q Do you have anything about the visit of the 
Nicaraguan head of state to Moscow? 


A Yes. It is our understanding, based on 
having seen the press reports, that Daniel Ortega is in 
Moscow for talks with the Soviet leadership and with senior 
party officials. It is not his first visit to the Soviet 


Union. 


We do not know precisely what he will be 
discussing in Moscow or whether it might affect our own 
effort to engage Nicaragua in substantive discussions of our 
mutual concerns which, as you know, we outlined in our 
8-point proposal and which Nicaragua has promised to 


consider. 
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Q The sugar quotas that are just to be 
announced, are there any offsetting measures that we're pre- 
“pared to take with respect to the beneficiary countries 
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“under the Caribbean_Basin—initiative?—Speetticaliy 
____ Dominican Republic, Panama and Guatemala? 





Sl -—-—_-— — 
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A Yes, there are. What I have is very lengthy 


~ guidance on thé siibject of the sugar quotas: I would prefer -~-- 
making it available to you and anyone else who wants it 








——atterwar?ratherthantry—te-piew—threugh- it. - --— —- —_ 








Q I'd like to try one on the Seychelles. You 
have spoken from that podium in the past on one country 


attempting to-subvert-a uS means and here -are - 
some serious allegations that South Africa is behind an 


_.attempt to overthrow a government in this particular 
country. 


Sl 





i 








Isn't that the sort of thing that the United 
States would normally be concerned about and want to look 
into? 


om Of course, it is, but because the trial is 
under way, we don't think it is an appropriate time to com- 
ment on those allegations. 


Q Does that suggest you may have something to 
say on it later? 


A I can't promise it, but all I can say is that 
at this particular time we think it would be entirely 
inappropriate to comment on those allegations. 


Q Thank you, Dean. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 p.m.) 
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i MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. First, I am 
informed that Greg Nokes has joined me at the ripe old age 
of 45, so I'm delighted to welcome you to the august company 


of 45-year-olds. (Applause) 


erican Foreign 


Maybe Mike Myers will lead us in a rendition of 
"Happy Birthday." 


Q Take a vote. (Laughter) 


‘ 


MR. FISCHER: Several announcements today. 
Available in the Press Office are the following testimonies: 
by Jim Buckley, Under Secretary for Security Assistance, 
Science and Technology, before the Senate Committee on 
ntal Atfairs, subcommittee on Investigation. The He 
subject is "Control of Technology Transfers to the Soviet 


Union." ; ee 


~~~ AIso, Assistant Secretary for Internat ional 
Narcotic Matters, Dominick_DiCasle, before the-Senate-Foreign — _—— 


i Relations Committee. The subject is "International 
# Narcotics Policy." 


Lastly, Assistant Setretary for Economic ang ~~ — 
Business Affairs Robert Hormats before the Senate Committee 


—The_subject—is.- — 


- oo _—— - 


Oar eS) ha 
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“Internat ional Energy. Agency." 
On Friday, May 7, at 2:15 p.m., Secretary Haig 


Will address retired Foreign Service employees gathered EO 





-_-—» - 








ee —— 











honor their comrades killed in the line of duty. The cere- 
mony will take place in front of the American Foreign 
Service Association memorial plaque located on the east side -~ 


of the C Street lobby. 
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This year Lieutenant Colonel Charles Ray, who was 
killed in Paris while on duty at our American Embassy, will 
be honored. Ambassador Charles Whitehouse, President of the 
American Foreign Service Association, will also speak at the 
dedication. 


Tomorrow at 11:30 a.m. Under Secretary Richard 
Kennedy, on behalf of Secretary Haig, will dedicate the 
Benjamin Franklin statue outside the C Street entrance. In 
honoring Franklin, who has often been called America's first 
professional diplomat, we also commend the men and women who 
have served American diplow.cy during the entire 200 years 
of the Department's existence. 


This ceremony will be the centerpiece and the 
culmination of the State Department's bicentennial activi- 
ties. All funds for this statue were donated by private 
citizens. The press is invited to attend. 


Q Where is that statue? 





outside the diplomatic entrance. (Laughter) With that, ~ 
I'll be glad to take your questions. 


———__ —— 
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com Can. you bring. us. up to-date- on—the—Patkiands 





no plans_at this point for the Secretary to_go to New Yer. 


diplomacy, and is there any prospect that the Secretary will 
go to New York for the U.N.? 


A Taking your latter question first, I know of 








‘President addressed himself to the Falklands/Malvinas _ 
-eentroversy today, and there ts little I can add to what 


Taking your first question last, as you know, the 


the President said. Among other things, as you know, he 
been working to achieve—a— 








peaceful settlement under the provisions of U.N. Security 
Council Resolution 502, which calls for both a cease-fire and 
a withdrawal. 


I would add that we would welcome, as I said 
yesterday, any forum which would lead to a solution in 
accord with those principles included in Resolution 502. We 
are not singling out any particular approach in the pursuit 
of a peaceful resolution of the dispute. We are pursuing 
every opening that we hope could lead to a solution. 
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Stes has_been working to achieve a—settlement—which calls 


Q Could you tell us about the Peruvian opening 
a little bit? 


A Again, I believe the President acknowledged 
that the President of Peru has been involved, expressed 
appreciation for his involvement. I would simply underscore 
that by saying that Peru's efforts to resolve the dispute 
are helpful and they have our support. 


Q Where does this leave us regarding a possible 
follow-up meeting of the Security Council, unless something 
has happened on that today which I don't know about. 


A I am not aware that anything has happened on 
it today. My understanding was that there were to have been 
informal discussions yesterday, and it is quite possible 
that those informal discussions will continue again today. 

I don't have a firmer reading on it than that. 


Q Do you have a position on whether we're 
interested in a further meeting of the Security Council? 


ne : No. I don't have any position I. can offer _——-—_— —— 
you on that. aime <td - a a - 


—-—_-_—_-—---Q.——_ You--queted the President-as- saying the tnited ——- 








for both a cease-fire and a withdrawal. 
A Yes. 


___Are yoy saying that. because perhaps the _ — 





Peruvian proposal calls for a cease-fire before a withdrawal? 


A I wasn't linking my remarks to it. I was 
simply reiterating what the resolution itself calts for. 


_Q. Do you have any concern that-what -is—being— - 
discussed now in diplomatic channels would put a cease-fire 


prior to a withdrawal cf£ Argentine forces? 


A I have seen the press speculation on that, 
but, as I said, our position is that the two have to be 
linked in accordance with Resolution 502. 


Q Is that also your understanding of the 
British position? 


A I can't speak to that. 
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Q Is there now in effect a de facto cease-fire? 
4 A There's nothing I can add to what the 
4 Secretary said on that subject yesterday, and, as you know, 
he said "no." 


Q What is the U.S. position on a public session 
of the Security Council? I've read somewhere that the U.S. 


Lond Telnet TE 


A A public session? 


Q An open session. Today I've read chat eae 
U.S. favored, in support of the British position, a closed 


session. 


, 1982" 


A I think I saw a report to that effect myself. 
We haven't taken a position, and I have none I can give you 
on that today, but Mrs. Kirkpatrick has been involved in the 
informal consultations at the U.N. 


2 , 
a at 


Q Is Secretary Haig still one of the key 
players in this? _I ask this against a background of -- the. 7 
British Ambassador in Lima has acted therewith the Peruvian. - 
Gtplomats, ahd thé Argént inés apparently have sent two oe 
— peerage agen +o Lima. -.—---— ———_—-- - -—--- — —— 


—s— -- ——— Dp - —_—- <> 


Is he “stepping | back away from the process now? | 
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A No. I wouldn't describe his role in any wy 
like that. He remains very actively engaged. I understand 


_that the British Ambassador wes _in mahey FOE a meeting with 
the Secretary, ‘so that he is very “much volved. 


Q What time was he in? 


—_ _——_—— crm 


A I don't pave the time. 














Q Is he out, or is he still in the building? 


A I don't even know that at this point. He came 
in this morning. 


Q Have the Peruvian proposals, as modified by 
the Secretary and commented upon by the British, been for- 
warded back to the Peruvians so the Argentines can see 
what's happened to them? 











A I can't comment on the diplomatic process in 
that kind of detail. 


Q Has the Secretary had any contact with the 
Argentinians since last Friday? 


gn 
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A I will have to stick with what I said yester- 
day. I'm not going to be able to supply you or provide you 
with a scorecard of people with whom the Secretary has been 
in contact. There have been numerous contacts. 


Q Can you clarify something: The Secretary 
General now seems determined to press on with his mediation 
efforts, and today the British said they would accept the 
U.N. as a framework although they still want withdrawal as 
part of the cease-fire. 


EEE > teed A oe Ben 


And you said the U.S. supports any initiative, but 
in reality is the U.S. willing or going to help out the 
Secretary General's efforts, or are there two parallel tracks 
that are going to keep, in a sense, compet ing for attention 
here? ~ : - 


3s 
| 
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A The focus again, the emphasis, has to be upon 





' 


our willingness to pursue every opening that might con-. —_ 
--- ceivably lead to a solution. 


~ —~~ “-9-——-you used the eerm "Fa ands vinas ~ 
controversy." Was that a conscious decision on your part to 
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A Yes. I usually refer it to the crisis in the 
South Atlantic. 





Q So you've decided now to go along with the 
Spanish halfway at least on this yame? 


= ae 


~ _— _ - ——- 


A Please don't read engenian signi ticnak—tare 
my description of it. 














Q With respect to the question about the dif- 
ferent tracks, do we consider any one track to be more hopeful 
than another? Are we working specifically on one track 
because we think that that would bear fruit or is more 
likely to bear fruit? 


A I don't want to characterize our efforts in 
that way. We're eager and anxious to pursue any track that 
we think is feasible in the pursuit of the objective. 


———_— . — ° 





Q But are there two tracks or are they all one? 


= A I wouldn't describe it as one or two or three 

. or X number of tracks. It‘s just an effort on the part of 
the Secretary, acting at the President's instructions, to be 
as helpful as possible in achieving a peaceful resolution. 


Q Are these tracks competing? 


reign 


A No. I'm not even accepting the description 
that there are tracks involved here. 


° NE in: 





Q Has the Secretary talked with the Secretary 
General or any of his people? 


A I said I'm not going to be able to give you a 
list of the various people and officials with whom the 
Secretary has been in contact other than to acknowledge the 
obvious which is when Ambassador Henderson comes into the 
building. 


. way. * 


Q But when you say that Peru's efforts have 
been “helpful” and “have our support," does that go for the 


Secretary General’ s efforts as well? 
——— ——>— - — _ 


A It seems to me what I said earlier applies to 
- all-of the. efforts under way-- ‘in ‘order to achieve a | peaceful ~ 
— —tesotution. 
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that it was both helpful and has our support? 


“Declassified for Publication in American Fo 


* 
of 


———<— -—- = 


ae. A I -was- asked--a-questie.: that had to do with e+ 
Peru, and I responded in that context. 


Q Do you consider that the U.N. Secretary “ = 
General's efforts have been aeagees and have our Suppost 


A _We_are anxious. asc. I said, to. pursue every —-..—--. 
avenue which has any hope of achieving the desired 
objective. 


—_——- 


Q What was the purpose of the Ambassador's 
visit here this morning? 


A To continue the discussions that have been 
going on in recent days. 
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Q Didn't he deliver the British reply yesterday 
to Mr. Haig's most recent work on the Peruvian ideas? 


A It has been so reported. 
Q Perhaps you don't know the answer to this 


question, but is there one set of proposals that everybody 
is contributing to? The Peruvians, the U.N. -- 


A No. 

Q -- or are there in fact several sets of 
proposals? 

A There are numerous ideas advanced by numerous 


parties in an effort to arrive at a peaceful resolution of 
the dispute. 


—————— TT — 
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Q There is no “peace plan," as such? | 


A You know that we submitted our own set of 
proposals, U.S. proposals, earlier. 


Q Is it those that are being refined, worked 
on, added to, or are we talking about two or three different 
sets of other peoples’ plans as well? 


A Well, there are a number of plans of paren- 
tage, a number of proposals advanced. 


we. we a 


Q Dean, the Secretary said ten days ago, I 
think, that the surest road to peace was through U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 502. Does the Administration 
believe that these peace plans which are being advanced have 
to be consistent with that Resolution, or could they depart 
from it? ' 


a | 


he 


A We have maintained from the beginning that 
they should be consistent with Resolution 502. 


© & i 
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Q Dean, is there any reason today for being 
—- ——“fi6F@ optimistic about the prospects of a peaceful settlement 


than there were yesterday or the day before? 
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Q A week ago you were going out of your way to 
give temperature charts on things. 


= A —Was-i?—what did I-say a week agd -= opti- 
mism, pessimism? 


°Q ‘You were finding very little grounds for 
optimism a week ago. There was sort of a leitmotif a week 


~ago ==—.a week-ago today, as a matter of fact. 
- — _ -- 


- ——_ Be  ——— _- —— _-——-—-?_ 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have any more confidence today in the 
wake of all t' is diplomatic activity in the last 48 hours 
that the two sides will refrain from engaging in further 
military action? 


A John, it's not for me to say. There is no 
way that I can respond to that in any helpful way. 





s > <0 —_ -° <2 be «=e -@ a 
A I find it very unproductive to try to attach 


———  — 
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Q What I'm asking you is, do you have any 
impression, in view of the fact that both sides have now 
accepted something, which is, I suppose, the U.N. mediation 
effort, that there has been a kind of informal drawdown or 
backing off by the two sides militarily that would allow 
Giplomacy more of a chance? 


A No. I can't really respond to that, as I 
say, in any helpful way, because it is a question that I 
think has to be addressed to the two parties to the dispute. 


Q Dean, let me put the question this way: Mrs. 
Thatcher has said that they accept the U.N. proposals in 
principle -- 


A As a framework. 


Q -- I'm sorry, as a framework. And the 
Argentines have said they accept it in principle. What do 
you take that to mean? 


— 


, , —_ 


I'm not ina position to try to elaborate upon what they 


themselves have said about the proposals. eee 


Q Do you think it takes us closer to a solution 
or a negotiated settlement or not? ee 
7 I just can't judge that. We continue to be 


hopeful that there will be a peaceful resolution, but beyond > 


that I can't really offer you any helpful commgntary. __ 


Q Dean, is the framework that Mrs. Thatcher and 








———— 


— 





the President of Peru put forth, or are there two different 
frameworks that are being worked on simultaneously? 


_the Argentines seem to have accepted the-same framework—that— 





—---22 A I don't know what” is contained in the U-N. 
Secretary-General's proposals. 


Q As the Secretary continues to meet with 
Ambassador Henderson, is he continuing his role as an ally 
or is he moving back into the role of mediator? 


A The Secretary has expressed himself and his 
perception of his role, and I have nothing to add. 


Q Several days ago you said you couldn't 
characterize the Secretary's role any longer as that of a 
mediator. Has that changed since -- 
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A We never did characterize his rol2 as that 
of a mediator. We did characterize it as an effort on his 
part to be helpful in achieving a peaceful solution, and 
that role has never changed. 


Q Dean, one element in the U.N. plan that 
Francis Pym said “might very well be a suitable solution" 
is a U.N. trusteeship. Does the U.S. also think this might 


be a suitable solution? 


A I just don't want to speculate on various 
possible solutions to the problem. 


Q Dean, you said that you didn't know what was 
in the U.N. Secretary's plan. 

















Policy ‘Cur nt Documents, 1982" 


A Right. 
Q Does Secretary Haig? 

a om A I haven't asked him... +... em 
Q Does anyone in this building, to your 


knowledge, know what is in the U.N. Secretary's plan? 


A I don't know. 


nam —- 








Q A question related to this, Dean: What do 
you comment on the Israeli Foreign Minister's statement 
~~ which was made Tuesday in an Israeli magazine stating that... oy 
~~Ygsrael will not sign any more agreements for selling arms to 
Argentina after the delivery of the asieianeanaiies arms 
_agreement with Buenos. Aires?.. i ; oe 








A I'm sorry. I did not see that statement. 





A A TT, 


~— om. -— 


-—  — @ This was-in FBIS on page I-z, "Arms Sales to 
Argentina,” May 5, 1982. 





A I have no comment. I simply haven't seen 
that. 


Q Did we send any letter to the British, as has 
been reported, expressing concern about the torpedoing of 
the cruiser the other day? 


A The answer is, no, not to my knowledge. I did 
see that reported. I'm not aware of any such letter. 


Any comment on the offer of Cuban aid to 


’ Argent ina?= 
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A No, no specific comment other than to suggest 
that we would not regard it as particularly helpful in a 
peaceful resolution of the dispute. 


Q Dean, the other day Secretary Haig said that 


the attitude of the Argentine junta was characterized by 
intransigence. Do you still believe that that is the case? 


Is that the major obstacle in working out a solution? 


A Far be it from me to publicly engage or even 
privately engage in a dispute with the Secretary's 


assessment. 


Q It's not a question of a dispute, Dean; it's 
a question of updating the assessment. He was speaking of 


something two days ago now. 


A I understand that. I'll stand by what the 
Secretary said. 


Q Dean, I just want to make sure I understand 
something you said earlier. There were press reports that 





the United States and Haig would favor a 72-hour ceasefire, 
separate from Argentine withdrawal or any other action. 
What you said earlier, I take it, means that that is not the 
position of the United States, that we are not pushing for a 
separate, whether it be a 48-hour, a 24-hour, or a 72-hour 


ceasefire. a 


A I have not said publicly precisely what our 
proposal is in that respect, and I'm not going to comment on 


it. 





Q I thought you said the ceasefire would have 
to be accompanied by an Argentine withdrawal from the 
Falklands. 


A In the context of U.N. Resolution 502; it 
calls for both. . 


Q But separate from that, there could be a 
ceasefire which we would support. 


A I can't say whether we would support it or 
whether we wouldn't support it. 


Q Dean, do you have any recent reports from 
Poland as to what is going on there? 
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A No, I have nothing in the way of updating to 
give you today. 


Q Do you know, are grain talks beginning soon 
with the Soviet Union -- between the United States and the 
Soviet Union? 


A Jim, I don't know the answer to that. I 
would have to, if you like, take the question and look into 
it. 


Q Would you take another question also, which 
is, in January when the sanctions were announced, in the wake 
of martial law, by this government, the pipe-laying tractors 
by Caterpillar were specifically included as banned because 
no export license had been issued although a contract had 
been signed. Could you check to see if this is still indeed 
the case, that they are still on the banned list? 


A Yes, I'll have to check into it. I don't 


know the answer. ™ —_ — 





Q Dean, can you tell us whether the Government 
of Great Britain has made any request of the United States 
for any sort of military support or assistance in connection 
with the South Atlantic? 


A No, I could not tell you that. 


Q Is it that you don't know or that you - — 
wouldn't comment on it? ~~ . . 


A I didn't say I didn't know. I said I 
couldn't tell you that. 


Q As of two days ago, Secretary Haig said that 
no requests had been yet received. Is that still the 
situation? 


A I'm just not going to comment at this point. 
Q Have you got anything else up there? 

A Almost nothing. 

Q The Middle East? 

A O.K. 


Do u ve anything on Jordanian arms 
purchases From the Sov ie Union? ° 
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— A Nothing on that specifically except to refer 
4 you to the statement the other day about our own discussions 
; with the Jordanians on the possibility of some military 
. sales. I have nothing on the story about the decision to 
purchase Soviet equipment. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on the report that 
was carried over the radio today that Fairbanks will be 
going to the Middle East this weekend? 


7 The question of Richard Fairbanks‘ travel is 
under discussion at the moment. There is nothing I can give 
you on that subject today. 


Q What is the current status of the autonomy 
talks? And when do you expect them to resume? This might 
be following up the -- 


aA Obviously, I have no announcement to give you 
on when or where will be the next session of the autonomy 
talks. I would simply emphasize that we are confident that 
commitments of support for the“famp David process, as 
recently expressed at the highest levels of the Israeli and 
Egyptian Governments, indicate that any and all procedural 
matters will be satisfactorily dealt with, and that progress 
in the autonomy talks will go forward. 


be)  ————. —— wm —_ 


Q Do you have any comment on Israel's 
insistence that at least some of the future sessions of the | 
autonomy talks take place in Jerusalem? - = _ 2 
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A I think you could apply what I just gave you 
to that question. — 


—_ 





— 
—— —— 


Q Do you have any update on the Namibia 
question now that the Front Line States have actin for- 
mally rejected -- ; a - —— ~+-—— 


—_—_ 





A We addressed that yesterday. 
Q No further -- 
A No. 


Q If I can just switch over to Salvador, do you 
have any comment on the constitution of the government? 





M The constitution or composition? 


Q Both. I acquiesce to your word. 
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A I want to be sure I'm addressing myself to 
your question. 


Q The Cabinet. "Composition" is great. 


A President Magana's new Cabinet appears to 
represent a balance among the three major political parties, 
in accordance with his efforts to achieve national unity. 
The unanimous ratification of the appointments by the 
constituent assembly would appear to confirm this objective. 


Q We have no reservations about the fact that 
the Agriculture Ministry and the land reform now appears to 
be in the hands of the ARENA Party, as opposed to the 
Christian Democrats? 


A The statement I gave you, I think, speaks for 
itself. 


Q Dean, do you have any information regarding a 
request for protection for the Honorary Turkish Consul who 
was killed in Boston? 


A I have nothing further I can give you on this 
that takes us beyond what was said yesterday, either here or 
at the White House. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:33 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #74 


FRIDAY, MAY 7, 1982, 12:23 P. M. 
(ON THE RE ORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. It looks like every- 
body knows it's Friday except those of you who are unfor- 
tunate enough to be here. (Laughter) 


reign 





A couple of announcements today: 


First, the Secetetary will make an off-the-record 


) 
a 
oO speech before the Business Council tonight at 7:00 p.m. at 
ge Hot Springs, Virginia. 
Vv 
F Q Off the record? 
3) A Off the record. Right. 
7 Q Will there be a text? 
o 
7 (Laughter ) 
3] 
3a A We will supply you with an off-the-record 
- text. 
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Q What's he telling them that he won't tell us? 





A Top secret. 


Q Do you want to bet on how long it's going to 
be off the record? 


Q If it's off the record, why did you announce 
it? 


A Because we always make it a habit of 
informing you of the Secretary's travel plans. 


Q Travel plans, but what about saying that it's 
off the record? It's making a speech. Why didn't you just 
say he's going there for a couple of days’ rest and forget 


this -- 
(Laughter) 
A Thank you, Joe. 
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Q Is he spending the weekend? When will he 
return? 


A He will be returning at some point during 
the weekend, probably on Sunday. 


Q Do you know about what time he leaves today? 


A Sometime this afternoon. Mid-afternoon, 
approximately. 


Q Will he be there all the time, in Hot 
Springs? 


A Yes, he will. 


Secondly, Ambassador Richard Fairbanks and members 
of his staff will travel to the Middle East this weekend, 


going first to Israel, then to Egypt, in order to resume 
autonomy negotiations under the Camp David framework. 


We expect that Ambassador Fairbanks will be in the 
Middle East for about a week. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Is he going with any American plan or any 
American set of ideas or whatever phrase you'd like to use? 


A The Ambassador is traveling to the area as 
part of the ongoing negotiatins process. I'm not able to 
get into the specifics of the talks he will be having; but, 
as I noted earlier in the week, the Egyptians and Israelis 
have expressed their determination to move the process of 
negotiations forward, and Ambassador Fairbank's trip has the 


aim of assisting in that effort. 


Q There are no actual sit-down talks scheduled, 
right? - ; 


A He will be -- 


I mean, the tripartite Palestinian autonomy 


talks. 











A Not tripartite, no. He will be meeting with 
the relevant senior officials in each of the two countries 
he will be visiting. 


Y 


Q Don't Israel and Egypt still have differences 
over holding the talks or any talks in Jerusalem? They 
haven't resolved that issue, have they? 


gn 


A I can't bring you up to date beyond what I 
said on that subject yesterday. 


Q I thought you suggested yesterday that they 
pretty much had resolved it, but I see stories today -- 


A I said that we were confident that questions 
of procedure would be resolved. 


Q Did the Department convey to the Government 
of Israel a statement that you read here on Wednesday in 
response to a question on the Begin speech about applying 
sovereignty over the West Bank? 


Ce A a ee) ee 


A Did we convey it to Israel? 


Q Yes. I mean, apart from reading out the sta- 
tement here which said the future of the West Bank has to be 
acceptable to all sides, did you make that available to the 
Israeli Government? Did the Ambassador walk in and say, “We 
are making a statement available; this is our position"? 
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A I don't know. 





Q Do you have any specifics on travel on the 
Fairbanks trip? That is, when they're leaving here and 
when they might be arriving in Israel? 


A I believe he plans to depart tomorrow. 
Beyond that I don't have a breakdown on his schedule. 


Q Can you give us any idea of the goals of this 
trip? Something in general? What does he hope to 
accomplish? 


A Not beyond what I said, no. It's just part 
of the ongoing autonomy discussions. 


Bob, I could add that he will be in Israel on 
Sunday. 


Q He arrives in Israel on Sunday? 
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A Right. 


Q Is he going to explore avenues for getting 
substance back into the autonomy talks? Because there really 
is none. 


A I don't know if I'd quite put it that way. 
He will be having substantive discussions, yes. 


Q But did you answer the question I think some- 
body asked here about whether he will carry proposals for 
moving the talks forward? 


A What I did say was that I wouldn't be able to 
get into the specifics of the talks. 


Q There have long been reports and speculation 
that right after the Sinai withdrawal there'd be a big push 
on the autonomy talks from the United States. Should this 
be considered part of that big push or is that speculation? 


A I don't want to use terms like "big push." 
It's just, as I say, the continuation of the discussions 
that we have been having. 


Q Senator Percy said last Sunday that there is 
a new initiative that's being discussed. I'm just wondering 
as to what the State Department knows about what Percy is 
saying when he speaks about a new initiative and who's 
discussing it? He didn't go any further than that in this 
talk show. 


A Obviously, I don't want to try to speak or 
presume to speak for Senator Percy, but I hope it's obvious 
that our policies with respect to autonomy, to the Middle 
East in general, are under constant review and discussion. 


Q But the point, of course, that's interesting 
here is the fact that he used the expression "new initiative." 
I was wondering what he meant by that. 


A As I say, I can't attempt to try to define 
what Senator Percy was suggesting, but it should certainly 
not be construed as suggesting a departure from the fra- 
mework of Camp David. 


Q Okay. Another question that was alluded to 
here earlier, in reference to the statement that you made 
the other day regarding the West Bank and Gaza and the 
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possibility of a Palestinian state arising. This is the 
first time, as I understand it, that the State Department 
has ever spoken about the possibility of a Palestinian state 
on the West Bank and Gaza. 


Why was that brought into the picture at this 
tim®? 


A I think you have to look at the statement in 
context. What we were talking about is that the future of 
the occupied territories would be determined in accordance 
with the Camp David agreement at the conclusion of the five- 
year interim period of autonomy. 


Q Yes. But there was mention made previously 
by -- I don't remember whether actually this Administration 
did, but the Carter Administration certainly spoke about a 
preference for the West Bank and Gaza to be part of Jordan 
at some future time. And the Carter Administration, of 
course, was quite heavily involved in the Camp David 


process. 


But this was not mentioned in the State Department 
statement. 


A Nothing specific was mentioned in the state- 
ment of the other day. 


Q But is it a preference that I mention about 
the West Bank and Gaza reverting to being taken over by 
Jordan at some time or making some kind of an issue being 
made of that? Is that also a possibility? 


A The purpose of the statement was, as I 
explained it just now, to point out that the future of the 
occupied territories would be resolved in accordance with 
the Camp David agreement after the five-year interim period 


of autonomy. 


Q There's also speculation -- maybe you can say 
something about this -- that the purpose of the State 
Department statement and the way it was framed regarding a 
Palestinian state was to encourage the Arabs to join in the 
process. There is this mirage being waved in front of them 
-- look, there might be a Palestinian state in the West 
Bank and Gaza. Is that true? Can you comment on that? 


A Is it true that there is a mirage being waved 
in front of them? 
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Q No. Is it o> 


A Really, I have nothing to add to the state- 
ment of the other day. You could try to parse it ad infini- 
tum, but it seems to me it speaks for itself. 





Q Is Ambassador Dobrynin in the building? 


= 
m 


A I can't speak as to whether he's in the 
building at this moment, but he is expected at some point. 


Q Is he coming to see the Secretary today or 


D someone? 

A Yes. 

What is the subject of the talk? 

4 We normally don't discuss the subject of 
: their -- 





: Q At whose initiation is his visit? 
A The Secretary asked him to come in. 
: Q What time? 
| A It was for lunch, as I recall. I don't know 
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precisely the time. 
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Q Will the Secretary's speech on the weekend be 
dealing with the beginning of START? 


oy 
— 


i Q Did they talk about START? 


A As always, I'm not at liberty to divulge the 
purposes of their meeting. 


Q Not always. Sometimes. 


A I don't recall ever straying from that with 
respect to a visit by Ambassador Dobrynin. 


Q Did you say they're having lunch together? 


A I think that's right, yes. 
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Q Can I just go back to the Middle East for a 
minute, please? 


A Yes. 





Q Do you have anything today on the new 
violence in the Golan or on Jordan's arms purchases from the 


Soviets? 


A I have nothing I can offer you to bring you 
further on the Jordan arms purchases. 


‘ow TRAE 


With respect to the situation on the Golan, which 
apparently involves the reported shooting of six Druze, we 
do not have full details of this incident. But as we have 
stated before, we are deeply concerned by the overall cli- 
miate of violence which has been allowed to develop in the 


occupied territories. 


ra es 
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We continue to hope that those in a position to do 
so will exert their influence to avoid a repetition of such 


tragedies. 


Q Are you calling for a crackdown, Dean, on the 
West Bank? 


a a 


A I'm not’ calling for anything, Lars. 
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Q Well, you were complaining about the climate 
of violence that's been allowed to develop, suggesting that 
the security forces have been lax or something. 
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Zs: A You're reading something into it that I don't 
think is justified. 


Q Who allowed the climate of violence to deve- 
lop, according to this statement? 


A I beg your pardon. I made a mistake in 
saying to you that Ambassador Dobrynin is here for lunch. 
He's here for a meeting. 


I'm sorry. Go ahead. 


Q Dean, on that question, you said that a cli- 
mate of violence has been allowed to develop. Who allowed 


it to develop? 


A I'm not going to be more specific than I was 
in the statement. 
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Q Violence against whom? 


A Again I'm not going to be more specific. It 
is clear that there is violence. 


Q Dean, that phrasing “allowed” -- why not say 
just that it has developed? Is it synonymous? It seem very 


peculiar. Maybe only to me, but it -- (laughter). 
No. 
I think it's peculiar too. 


Thank you very much. (Laughter. ) 


Q 
Q 
Q 
Q There's a general consensus. 
Q Very peculiar, very peculiar. 
Q Hear, hear! 

A 


I will duly note that some have suggested 
that it is peculiar. (Laughter. ) 


I think it's strange. (Laughter.) 


Q 

Q It's Friday. 

Q Dean, can we go on to the Palklands crisis? 
A Whenever you're ready. 


Q First of all, could you tell us if the Secretary 
of State is now engaged, or has the spotlight shifted to the 


‘United Nations -- and if that is the case, is Ambassador 


Kirkpatrick now in charge of our activities? 


A Obviously, Ambassador Kirkpatrick, as I said 
yesterday, has been involved in informal consultations at the 
UN. She has been in touch wih the Secretary in the for- 
mulation of our approach to the discussions and deliberations 
that have been going on at the UN and which we expect will 
continue to go on at the UN. 


Q Do we consider that the UN now is the most 
promising vehicle for pursuing this? 
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A I addressed this yesterday. Let me say 
on the*overall diplomatic situation regarding the crisis in 
the South Atlantic that over the last five days, with 
the vigorous cooperation of President Belaunde, the 
Governments of Peru and the United States have been engaged 
in the search for a peaceful resolution of the current cri- 
sis. As a result of these efforts, an approach was deve- 
loped for consideration by the two parties in the dispute. 


As Foreign Secretary Pym of Great Britain has 
indicated, Britain was prepared to accept the proposal. 
Unfortunately, Argentina was not. 


We continue to believe the terms of UN Security 
Council Resolution 502 calling for the cessation of hostilities, 
withdrawal and negotiation form the basis for peace in 
the South Atlantic. 


The United States remains ready to assist by any 
means in the implementation of this resolution. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, Dean? 
A We can make copies available, yes. 


Q Are you saying that the U.S.-Peruvian 
approach then is dead? 


A I didn't say that. I said unfortunately 
Argentina was not prepared to accept the proposal. 


Q Could you tell us why? 


Q Well, since they don't accept it, does that 
not imply that the approach is dead? 


A I'm not prepared to use that formulation. 


Q Well, what's on the table now? What are you 
left with? 


A What's on the table? 


Q Yes. I mean, are we back to 502 and that's it? 


A I think the statement I gave you covers what 
is under way at the moment. 


| Q Dean, is the U.N. proposal too vague on troop 
withdrawal for British tastes? 
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A I can't speak for the British. They have 
addressed it themselves. 


Q Dean, do you consider the rejection by the 
Argentine Government «2 sign of intransigence? 


A The Secretary has addressed that before. I 
have nothing to add to what he said. 


Q What exactly are you talking about? His sta- 
tement before the Senate Appropriations Committee -- is that 
still the State Department's position? 


A Yes, it is. 


Q Dean, do you think that the U.S.-Peruvian 
proposal is still viable? 


A I think that's a different way of asking the 
Same question that Mike asked. 


Q You could say that, but do we think that? 
A I've given you what I have on that. 


Q Dean, can we go back to the question I asked 
to start with? Has the spotlight shifted and our activity 
shifted to the United Nations now? 


A Yes, but that isn't to suggest that we 
necessarily rule out other avenues that we think might lead to 


the conclusion that we are seeking. 


Q Dean, Foreign Secretary Pym said this morning 
that he would not exclude a British attack on the Argentine 


mainlands. 
nA Yes. 


Q Does the United States have any position on 
this? Would we welcome such an attack, support it? 


A I'm not going to try to articulate a position 
other than to reiterate that we are hopeful that a peaceful 
resolution of the dispute can be achieved. 


-* ——_——_ —_—— -- -—. 
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Q On the, same subject, Winston Churchill III 
gave an interview to the Executive Intelligence Review 
yesterday in which he said that there would be absolutely no 
danger to British forces if they carried out such an attack 
either from the Argentinians or from other nations. Does 
the United States support this sort of strategic delusion 
in which the British right now think they're invulnerable, 
or have we tried to bring them up to reality? 





A Thank God it's Friday! (Laughter. ) 


I'm not a military expert. I wouldn't presume 
either to accept the premises of your question or even to 
dignify it with a response. 


Bernie? 


Q Dean, could you tell us why Argentina did not 
accept the U.S.-Peruvian proposal? 


A No, I cannot tell you. 


Q What was the ingredient that the Argentines 
found objectionable? 


A I cannot tell you why. 


Q Dean, does the United States believe or has 
it been informed tht a de facto cease-fire is in effect in 


the area? 


Ay No. 

Q Then, on the contrary, have you heard of any 
fighting? 

A No. 


Q So how do you think this came about? After 
some very violent fighting, suddenly there's a lull. Why 
do you think? 


A I can't speculate on that. I don't know. 


Q Dean, are there any Americans on the 
Falklands? 


A Yes. There are 17. Seventeen Americans. 


Q What are they doing there? Who are they? 
(Laughter. ) 
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A I'm sorry; I don't have their names. 

Q I mean but are they residents, are they offi- 
cials, are they military people, are they sheepherders? 
(Laughter. ) 





A Joe, I just don't have a rundown on what they 
are doing there. 


| Q But they are American citizens, 17 of them, on 
‘ the Falklands. 


A That's correct. 


Q Dean, is there a de facto cease-fire? I 
didn't understand your answer to that. 


oe HH. Pe, 
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A I said no. 





Q Dean, does the United States have'any posi- 
tion on the sovereignty question, whether it should be con- 
ceded to Argentina in advance of a withdrawal or not? Do we 
have any position at all on that issue? 


ey We addressed that subject, among others, in 
the set of proposals that we put forth; and I have not, from 
this podium, tried to specify or describe the nature of 
those proposals. 
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Q Why not? 
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A Because I'm not prepared to do it. That's 
why not. 


Q You say we're in favor of Security Council 
Resolution 502. 


A Yes. 


Q But that does not contain any language per- 
taining to how the sovereignty issue should be handled in 


the interim. 
A That's correct. 


Q And that seems to be the stumbling block 
now. Do we have any way or any proposal for getting around 
that? 
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Yes, we do. a 


What's that? 


r Oo PY 


I'm not prepared to descibe it. 


Q Dean, do we agree with Argentina that the OAS 
Charter needs to be reassessed in light of the fact that the 
United States is siding with Britain in this cause? 


A I don't have a policy position to give you on 
that today. 


Q Dean, let's have a filing break. 
a Filing break? Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the Latin reaction in 
general to the Falkland Islands question? Specifically, 
the reduction in the length of time of the Brazilian 
President's visit here next week because of the Falklands 
problem. 


A No, and I am not able to confirm that his 
visit was shortened because of that problem. 


Q Dean, there's one report that's been 
published in Britain that says the U.S. has been discredited 
as mediator, negotiator -- whatever word you want to 
use. Apparently there's been some criticism, some 
suggestion that the United States asked Britain to hold off 
for a few days while the Peruvian Plan was being discussed 
at that time. What's your response to that? 


A That's not true. 


Q All right. What kind of expressions have we 
received from the British? Do they still appreciate our 
efforts or is there any anger that you know of? 


A Again, I don't like to speak for the British. 
There have been some press reports in recent days suggesting 
thta the British have expressed appreciation for American 
efforts, but you should ask then. 


Q When Secretary Haig and Ambassador Henderson 
meet together, could you describe the tenor of the meel.ings? 
Have there been problems in those sessions? 


A Have there been problems? 
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14 
Q Yes -- or have they been seeing eye to eye, 
or have there been -- 
A You don't really expect me to respond to a 


question like that now? 


Q I do; I really do. (Laughter.) I mean you 
come out and say that things are cordial -- or I just would 
like some kind of description of the meetings. 


A You know we have been dealing with the 
British for many, Many years -- 


Q Two hundred years. (Laughter. ) 


-- with very close relationships. 


A 

Q In 1812. (Laughter. ) 

A In 1918, 1942. 

Q 1776. (Laughter. ) 

A Jim? 

Q There's some speculation that Foreign 


Ministers who are meeting this weekend in San Jose, in Latin 
America, are going to be discussing the possibility of 
alternatives to the OAS and the Rio Pact. Are we sending a 
delegation to the inauguration, and who will it be headed by? 


A I'm sorry, I don't have that information. 
Q Could you take that question, please? 
A I'll be glad to look into it, yes. 


Q Dean, yesterday you said the Secretary 
remains actively engaged in the diplomatic efforts on the 


Falklands. 
A Yes. 


Q Now that the Peruvian initiative has 
collapsed, according to the British, is there any change in 


the Secretary's level of involvement? 


A No. 
Q Is he seeing the British Ambassador today? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
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Q No change concerning the level of his 
involvement? 

A He remains actively engaged in the processs 
of seeking a peaceful resolution. 

Q How do you do that from Hot Springs? 
(Laughter. ) 

No, seriously. That's a serious question. 


A All right, I will take that as a serious 
question. Obviously, everywhere the Secretary travels he's 
in very close touch, instant communication, with the 
Department of State. That applies whether he's traveling 
on an airplane or whatever country or whatever state he's 


in. You know that as well as I do. 


Q Do you happen to have any information from 


the United Nations? What is the progress -- where it's 
going, formal meetings, new resolutions, anything along that 


line? 


A The Council, as you know, met informally 
yesterday afternoon and decided at that time that no formal 
session was necessary at this time. Beyond that I don't 
know what they will develop as a timetable. 


Q A new subject? 
Q No. The same. 


A Bernie? 


Q Can you give us some sense or feel within the 


State Department about what the outlook is on the possibi- 
lity of a breakthrough against this background of no mili- 


tary action? 
A No. 


Q Well, you gave us a reading, as was noted 
yesterday, about how pessimistic you are. I think it was last 


Friday when you put out that brief statement. 
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A Yes. 


Q Yesterday you chose not to get involved in 
thermometer readings and so forth. 


A Yes. 
Q Perhaps you will today. 


A No. All I can do is to reiterate our hope 
that the Secretary General‘s initiatve will be productive and 
will lead to the kind of peaceful resolution we all ardently 


wish for. . 


Q Dean, do you have anything new on Soviet involvement 


with the Argentines in this crisis? 


A No. 


Q Any new warnings to the Soviets not to 
interfere? 


A No. We have stated our position on that in 
the past. 


Bob? 


Q Dean, does the Secetary's meeting with 
Ambassador Dobrynin fall within the realm of the Secretary's 
activities in pursuit of a settlement over the Falklands? 


A I'm not going to comment on that. 


Q Dean, are we intervening with other countries 
who have offered military assistance or sales to Argentina 
so that they will not do so? 


In other words, are we trying to broaden our own 
interdiction of the sales to Argentina? 


A You are referring, I think, to speculative 
news reports of the possibility that some countries may in 
fact be offering assistance of that nature; and because 
they're speculative, I'm not going to comment on them. 


Q But a number of countries actually have said 
that they are prepared to provide material assistance to 
Argentina. That's not speculative; they said that on the 
record. 
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A But I just have no response. 
Bernie? 
Q Dean, I could use some help on what we have 


said about Soviet involvement in the Falklands. 


A I'll have to refer you to the past statements 
on that. I don't remember off the top of my head. 


Q Dean, just to refresh my recollection one 
more time. Are you at least aware that there are 
discussions going on among diplomats in the OAS to move the 
Headquarters to another country? 


A Yes. I've seen such reports, but I'm not 
commenting on them. 


Q Can I try a new subject? 
A Go ahead. 


Q Yes. Well, I was going to ask you about El 
Salvador. Yesterday the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
tentatively approved a resolution that sort of appears to be 
aimed at forcing the U.S. to change its policy in El 
Salvador and seek a negotiated solution. Is there any com- 
ment on that? 


A Sure. As we have long stressed, we desire a 
political solution to the conflict in El Salvador. We 
believe that the ongoing process of democratic reform, 
including free and open elections, can achieve this politi- 
cal solution. 


In that regard we have consistently supported 
negotiations, dialogue or practical steps to bring into the 
Ongoing democratic process all political elements which 
are prepared to participate peacefully. 


However, we continue to oppose the 
notion of negotiations to divide political power out- 
side the ongoing democratic electoral process in El 
Salvador. Accordingly, we are pleased by the pro- 
posed resolution's stress on the goal of a peaceful 
and democratic solution. 
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Q But the resolution might have the 
force of law because it's a joint resolution. If it 
went through both Houses, it could become -- I mean 
it could go to the President for signing. And it 
seeks a negotiated solution with the help of 
countries in the region. 


A Yes. 


Q Now, it seems to be sort of a contra- 
diction of the current U.S. policy. 


A All I can add to what I said is that 
given the stress of the resolution on the need for a 
peaceful and democratic solution, we find that its 
objective is consistent with the Administration's 


position. 
Q Dean, can we get a copy of that? 


A Yes. 


Q And, in addition, can you tell us in what way 
the opposition could be brought in on the democratic reform 
process in future elections when there are no elections pre- 
sently scheduled to take place in El Salvador? 


A There was an election scheduled which the 
opposition chose not to participate in. 


Q Yes, but your statement goes to the future 
and not to the past. 

A I understand. 

Q And there are no elections presently sche- 


duled in El Salvador. How is it then that opposition par- 
ties could be brought in without some kind of power-sharing 
arrangement -- or negotiations, as you put it? 


A I don't have anything to add to what I said. 


Q Can you take that question? 


A No. I think the statement I gave you speaks 
to that as fully and frankly as we care to address it at this 


time. 
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Q Can I make sure I understand where we stand on 
this, because I thought the Administration's position was 
that a dialogue concerning participation in the process was 
part of the Administration's policy -- that is, between the 
establishment or the assembly in the interim government and 
the left, specifically directed toward future elections. 


A Yes. 
Q Then O.K., right. - 


A But within the context of the poltical 
process. 


Q Yes. 
2 Yes, sure. 


Q What elections are we talking about when we 
say “future elections"? Do we have any answer to that question? 


A It has been discussed in the past that there 
will be a presidential election at some point in the future. 


Q Well, is that what we're referring to then -- 
a presidential election, to take place sometime in the 
future? 


A I just don't want to be precise about what 
will happen in the future because we don't know exactly what 
will happen in the future. 


Q So there may not -- well, I'm not going to go 
any further. 


Q Thank you, Dean. 
A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:52 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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MR. FISCHER: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. I tried 
to get him to stay longer. 


I have a number of announcements today. The 
Secretary, as he indicated, will testify before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee tomorrow at 9:30 a.m., and due 
to his testimony, we will not have a briefing here 


tomorrow. 


Available in the Press Office at 2:00 p.m. today 
will be the testimony of Nicholas Veliotes before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and the 
Middle East. The subject is the Persian Gulf. 


Also available in the Press Office are the copies 
of the letters to Chinese leaders from President Reagan. 
The letters were released to the press in Beijing over the 


weekend. 
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I also want to add that we will have copies of 
the biographies of the three officials that the Secretary 
just discussed with you in the Press Office after the ° 


briefing. 
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Finally, I have an announcement regarding 
Assistant Secretary Crocker's visit to the Ivory Coast. 
Chester A. Crocker, the Assistant Secretary for African 
Affairs, will visit the Ivory Coast on May 14-15. 
Arrangements for the visit were made at the end of April. 
This will be Assistant Secretary Crocker's first oppor- 
tunity since assuming office to exchange views on global, 
regional, and bilateral matters of mutual interest directly 
with Ivorian President Houphouet-Boigny, who is one of 
Africa's most respected elder statesmen, as well as his 


colleagues. 


Crocker also will take this opportunity to brief 
President Houphouet-Boigny on our effort, in conjunction 
with the Contact Group, to rcesolve the Namibia problem and 
bring peace to southern Africa. We regard President 
Houphouet=Boigny's counsel as a great value on the full 


range of African issues. 
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I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q On the Middle East, what can you tell us 
about the contacts that have been made, particularly with 
the Israelis? 


A Nothing really beyond what the Secretary 
said--namely, that we have been in touch with the Israelis 
yesterday and today, as well as with all governments and 
quarters having any influence over the situation. I might 
add to that that we welcome yesterday's announcement by the 
PO that it wishes to re-establish and maintain the cease- 
fire; and, according to press reports today out of Israel, 
the Israelis have also announced their willingness to 
reestablish the ceasefire. 


I think that it goes without saying that we are 
encouraged by the announcements from both sides. We feel 
that it is important that all do their best through caution 
and restraint to preserve the ceasefire, despite the 
violations. " 


Q Can we get that please? 
A Yes. 


Q Mr. Secretary, this is the second time 
Israel has said they have bombed southern Lebanon due to 
ceasefire violations by the PLO. Has any evidence ever 
been offered to the State Department, to the United States, 
of those ceasefire violations to justify the Israeli 


bombings? 


A Rather than specify claims on the part of 
one side or the other as to what constitutes a ceasefire 
violation, I would simply want to reiterate that we do not 
support any military action, and we strongly urge all con- 
cerned to refrain from any action that violates the 
ceasefire. 


Q It seems like we've been through this -- 
what, two weeks ago? Does the United States see this kind 
of action continuing on the part of Israel? And is the 
United States prepared to do anything to assure that there 
is not going to be any more bombing in southern Lebanon? 


A As I said, we are in touch with all the par- 
ties and governments in the area, and we are hopeful that 
Our appeals for caution and restraint will be heeded. 
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Q Besides verbal appeals, is there any other 
action that the United States is prepared to take to assure 
that the ceasefire is being respected? 


A We've been in consultation with the parties 
and the governments concerned. 


Q Since Habib was the man who put this whole 
thing together, is there any consideration of sending him 


back there now? 


A We have been in touch with Ambassador Habib, 
and he will be coming to Washington next week for 
consultations. 


Q Just after the Secretary gets back from his 
trip? 


A I can't give you a specific time or date for 
his arrival. Excuse me: he is coming to Washington this week. 


Q This week. 
Tiis week. I'm sorry. I misspoke. 


Before the Secretary goes? 
I don't know. I'll have to let you know. 


o> Oo » 


On the Secretary's trip, is he reconsidering 


in view of the Falklands crisis, or is he going to go to 
Turkey and Greece this week despite the Falkland situation? 


A As of now, the plans that we announced the 
other day stand. He will be going. 


Q What is his involvement in the Palklands at 
this point? 


A He is, obviously, following it very closely. 
I can't give you a blow=-by-blow account of his activities 
over the weekend, but I do know that he was in touch with 
the State Department, and has remained in very close touch 
with all the developments at the United Nations and 


elsewhere. 


Q Was he in touch with the British and the 
Argentines or with the Peruvians? 
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A I said I can't give you a specific account 
of his activities. 


Q Is the U.N. initiative the only one that 
you're aware of? 


A You mean at the present time, the only 
diplomatic initiative? 


Q Yes. 


A Yes, I guess so. But as I said the other 
day, we don't want to necessarily rule out any other pro- 
mising avenue that would lead to a peaceful resolution of 


the dispute. 


Q Dean, on the Middle East, has the -increased 
tension between Israel and the PLO caused any change in 
Ambassador Fairbank's plans? Is this a new difficulty for 
working out some arrangement for resuming the autonomy 


talks? 


A No. As you know, Ambassador Fairbanks is in 
Iscael at the present time, and we anticipate that he will 
be proceeding with the meetings that he had scheduled with 
Israeli leaders during his stay there, and then, of course, 


proceed to Cairo. 


-=- MORE — 
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Q On Ambassador Habib again, when you say 
you've been in touch with Ambassador Habib, as a result of 
these latest incidents or do you mean just that you've 
always been in touch with him? 


A I meant it in the context of him coming to 
Washington this week for consultations. 


Q Is there any consideration for sending him 
back to the area? I mean, that's sort of implied, I guess, 
by the fact that he's coming here, but where does that 
stand? 


A It would obviously be up to the President to 
decide when or if Ambassador Habib would go, and I have 
nothing to say on that today. 


Q Is it be considered? 


A It's a possibility, but again I would have to 
defer a response on that until the consultations take place. 


Q Is he coming back to Washington this week as 
a result of these latest events over the weekend or was he 
planning to come to Washington this week anyway? 


A No. He was asked to come to Washington for 
consultations this week after we were in touch with him. 


Q But when were you in touch with him? I'm 
just trying to -- 


A We were recently in touch with Ambassador 
Habib, and we asked him to come to Washington for con- 
sultations this week. I'm not going to be pinned down as 
to precisely when the call was made. 


Q But you don't mean, then, to relate it in any 
way to the recent events in southern Lebanon over the 
weekend? Is that correct? 


A I don't want to divorce it from that. 
Q So it is related then, right? 


A I think you could reach that conclusion, yes. 


(Laughter) 
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Q Can you refresh our memories with your origi- 
nal interpretation of the cease-fire, or is it Israeli 
interpretation which is prevailing now? Because I heard 
this morning that Israel says wherever, whenever, whatever, 
in any place on this mother earth, if the Palestinians or 
if any Israeli will be hurt, it's going to be blamed on the 
PLO and it's going to be a cease-fire violatie? Just about 


like that. 


A Again, I would only repeat what I said 
earlier. I don't want to get into the position of defining 
what one side or the other describes as a cease-fire viola- 
tion. I would simply again reiterate that we call on all 
the parties involved in the dispute and in the conflict to 
exercise caution and restraint. 


Q Excuse me, let me follow on this. Your own 
interpretation, which was -- the first interpretation which 
came about a few months ago, which created a lot of 
pleasure because you said it's between south Lebanon and 
Israel and between Israel and south Lebanon. Then in a 
sudden the change of venues came when you said that the 
interpretation includes anything which originates from 
Syria or Jordan or other places, and the Arabs, the 
Palestinians, and everybody in the Middle East were very 
upset because you widened the interpretation. It was not 
accepted by the Arab side, to put it this way, and it looks 
like it is prevailing now. 


So can you come with a clearer statement than the 
interpretation which was originally and then reconstructed 
new and it looks like -- 


A No. I have no clearer statement than the one 
we gave you at the time. 


Q Can you tell me the manner in which the 
United States consults with the Palestinians? The PLO? 


A As you know, our policy with regard to the 
PLO has not changed. We will neither recognize nor nego- 
tiate with the PLO until such time as it recognizes Israel's 
right to exist and accepts the United Nations Security 
Council Resolutions 242 and 338. 


As I say, we have been in touch with governments 
and parties in the area that we think have influence on 
other parties in the region, and I'm not prepared to specify 
beyond that. 
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Q I was thrown off when you said "all parties." 
That's what threw me off the track. 


A I see. I hope that clarifies it. 


Q While we're on the Middle East, I understand 
that Moroccan King Hassan is coming to Washington next week, 
and that trip has been advanced by a couple of weeks. 


Is there any reason for that? Do you know? He 
was scheduled to come towards the end—of the month, and—new—— -— 


apparently he's coming the middle of next week. 











A I don't have any details to give you on that 
visit today. ; __ 7 


Q Can you confirm it has been moved up? 

















———— 


A No, I cannot. I was not aware of that. 


-  —————  - ——— me ee ee 


Q There are actually reports—also from northera— —- 
Israel today that Defense Minister Sharon was visiting 


the settlements there, and there were some speculations 
that there may be a land invasion into southern tebanon; 





-_ ——— ne 





Arce you aware of that, can you Confirm it, and; 
if you ace, what have you done ‘in order to kind of inform 
the Israelis of the U.S. position in such a move? 


A I referred earlier to the press reports out 
of Israel in which the Israelis announced their willingness 


to re-establish the cease-fire. 


That's the only response I can give you on that. 


Q So you're saying that there is no con- 
centration of troops or any intention on Israel's part to 


invade south Lebanon? 


A It seems to me that the reports suggest that 
Israel intends to re-establish the cease-fire. 


Q Coming back to the Falklands for a minute, 
can you be a little more helpful on the stories that are all 
over the wires this morning about Argentina backing off 
somewhat on its demand for sovereignty as a precondition? 








A I can't go beyond what the Secretary said on 
that, and obviously any clarification would have to come 
from the Government of Argentina. 


Q Does that, as far as you know, reflect a new 
position? 






































& A I say, any clarification would have to come 
Ne from the Government of Argentina. ; 
° 7 
we ; 

_Q the subject of the President of Brazil 
-S —arriving tomorrow, how tong -=="do you have-a-schedule for his—— 
— visit? . - 
vu 
=. A I do not have one with me, but I think one 
= 8 will shortly be made available if it is not already. The  __ _ 
= specifics of his visit will be announced by the White House. 
ce ee _.. As you indicate, he will be arriving tomorrow .-—s—s— 
= 23 evening and de ng Washington on late Thursday. On 
2 Wednesday he will have meetings with the President and the 
i) a —-- Sectretaryfrand Members of Congress. ~— ee ae <n — 
Oo 
~ oh ~ Q There was a report =- in fact, one of their 
rot papers this morning said -- that he had cancelled a reciprocal 
Oo state dinner, apparently because his visit was being zffec- 
a > ted by the Falklands crisis. Can you confirm that? == "= © 
ctr 
v9 A I cannot confirm your specific report. I'm 
s aware, of course, of some reports that certain events were 


cancelled. I can only say to that that’ these were decisions 
made by the Brazilian Government and those decisions we 


respect. 


I would also point out, however, that the changes 
in the visit have not affected the substantive discussions 


which will take place. 
Q What are those discussions? 


A I just reiterated them for you: meetings 
with the President, the Secretary, and Members of Congress. 


Q Do you know what the issues might be? 


A No, I do not. 


Q What do you make of Mr. Begin's statement 
over the weekend that autonomy talks will not be reconvened 





unless they will meet in Jerusalem, which, as you know, the 
Egyptians object to it and they will not go to Jerusalem to 


meet ? 


A There's no further comment I can give you on 
that beyond what I said the other day -- that is to say, that 
we are hopeful that procedural issues and problems will be 
resolved so that the autonomy talks can resume. 


eign 


Q Back on the Middle East, is the continuing 
_~—_——--¥iolence in the West Bank ---de- you think that’s-—going tc-- —- 
_have an impact on autonomy talks, and does the United States — 


have a position on the continuing violence in the West Bank? 





A We have addressed that subject a number of 
7 times in the recent past. I have nothing to add to what 
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we've said before. 
—  Q On the Middle East, there was a report over 
- ——“theé weekend quoting a senior official of Egypt as warning of 
--. -grave consequences-if Iran's armies-cross the Iragi-border. 


t 
' 


cuments, 


7 
| 


What is the U.S. position on that? 











ee e-- 


A There's nothing I can offer you on that 





-—— ——— TT = —_— 








today. 


Q Could you take the question of what the U.S. 
attitude is on Iran's conflict, specifically any incursion 
into Iraq? 
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A I'll be glad to look into it, but I would 
also point out to you that our position with respect to that 
conflict has been to remain scrupulously neutral. 


Q Does that mean the U.S. would not have a view 
of Iran crossing into Iragi territory? 


provide you with information beyond what we've given in the 
past. I'll look into it. 


Q On Nicaragua, two things: One, a demarche 
was supposed to have been delivered to the State Department 
on Friday. Do we have any response to that? And, also, 
with respect to the end of Ortega's visit to Moscow and the 
invitation to Brezhnev? 


A It's a forewarning that we may not able to 
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A I don't have any comment to offer you on your 
latter question. In respect to the question about the 
response from the Nicaraguan Government, since the 8th of 


“| April when we made our 8-point proposal to the Nicaraguan 
Government, we have exchanged ideas and correspondence on 
several occasions with the Nicaraguans, both here and in 


Managua. 


We did receive the latest Nicaraguan reaction last 
Friday when Ambassador Fiallos met with Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Steven Bosworth here at the Department. At the 
—woment we're studying their response carefully. -for that ~ = 


___. __Feason I_don" 
our diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Following on that, for about three and 
a half weeks now you've been saying that you've been ss 
studying responses. 

The thing is, a senior official standing where 


— you're standing summoned reporters to a briefing and said, “We 
are proposing a negotiation based -on-an 8-point- plan." 





The Government of Nicaragua originally came back 
' and said, “Fine, we're perfectly wiiting to discuss those ~-— 
eight points and anything else you want to do or you want to 
OS talk about. Let's get going; name your negotiators.” = =  # 





What is it that's requiring all of this studying? 
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A The reason for it at the moment is because we 
did receive their reaction last Friday, and there has not 
yet been an opportunity to carefully study it. 
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Q You got their reaction earlier. They said, 
yes, they're willing to discuss your eight points or any 
other points you want to discuss. 


A There was a request for clarification of some 
of the points based upon their original response. 


Q Do you consider that Friday's presentation 
was the first time they've responded to your 8=-point peace 
plan. Is that correct? 


A No. I didn't say that. 


Q Okay. 
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A I said there was a request for clarification. 


Q Do you think that there may actually be nego- 
tiations with Nicaragua in the foreseeable future? 


A I can't give you a timetable as to how soon 
we think they might occur. We've certainly expressed our 


willingness to participate. 


_ Q Is_there.a trigger mechanism or is there a 
specific condition that the United States has set for the 


?_Like maybe pledoe something on Et 











Salvador? 
Is there ® any specific point? 





—_ 


A I'm not at liberty to get into the specifics 
of the dialogue that we've been } CarEying on with the 
-- —._--_Niearaguans—at- this-point. a= e — 


“ -  Q”:s«sTtE (Seems to me that the Nicaraguans have also 
requested from the U.S. that Mexico be included in the 


— talks. _This maybe delaying the action, too,-on the -part of ——-. 
the U.S.? Would that be one of the questions? 


—_ > - 


~—- —_— -——— a ee me ee —— — — — —- ee 





— 


A We, of course, have frequently expressed our 


appreciation for the Mexican role in facilitating the 
beginning of direct conversations with Nicaraguan authori- 
ties. Beyond that, I really don't have any specific comment 


to offer you on that particular point. 


Q Have we responded in the way of clarification 
to their request for a Mexican role? 
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A To the Nicaraguans? 


Q Yes. 


A I don't know whether we have specifically 
responded to that request. 


Q Do we have an objection to Mexico playing any 
kind of intermediary or meditator or good offices role in 
this negotiation? 


A Not at all. We stated a number of times that 


we appreciate the Mexican efforts, especially those of 
Mexican President Lopez Portillo, and we intend to continue 
discussing these issues with the Government of Mexico. But, 
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at the same time, we have reiterated our intention to con- 
tinue bilateral efforts along the same lines. 


Q Just to go through -- when they first 
responded to the 8-point plan, you characterized that as 
kind of more procedural than substantive. And then they 


came forward with an additional response, apparently, 
which they said addressed the substantive issues. 


Do you regard them as having responded to both the 
procedural one substantive aspects of the original 8-point 


-_ 





o-492002 nz , — 








— A Tt"s too early for me to comment upon the 
responses we received on Friday because they are still undec 


study. 














Q Do we consider a Mexican cole in negotiations 
to be a procedural o Or a 1 substantive aspect? ee 
“+ A I've given you many times what our view is of 


the M Mexican participation. I have nothing to add to it, 
Q Given the fact that the Secretary, I believe, 


on ET - 








———__._ has only had one news conference this year here in  —-.-- 


Washington, do you think that you might ask him if he would 


——-----be so king as to talk to some of the rest of us either on 


the cecocd or on background at some point in the near 
future? 


A I thought he just did. 
Q I knew you. were going to say that. 


(Laughter) 


Q There were some other questions besides the 
personnel issues that I think some of us would like to ask. 


A Some of which were asked. I'll take 
your question undec advisement. 


Q Last question on the Middle East: Israeli 
sources stated over the weekend that your announcement last 
week about autonomy is considered as an acceptance of the 
Iscaeli position, and that you have been all along con- 
firming the Iscaeli demand about the West Bank and Gaza. 


13 


What do you make out of this official Israeli 
statetement, and if you cannot have an answer now, can you 
23 take the question, please? 


A Our position on autonomy, I think, is very 
well known. There's really nothins I can say in response to 


that. 


Q Have you got any explanation beyond the let- 
ters themselves of the U.S. position that is included in 


a a ee 


A Any explanation in what s sense? _ __. . p> «eal 
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Q Any further explanation of what it means or 
——what it-deesn't—mean?— @here's speculation in-soOwe of the ~— ~~ 
stories this morning about the meaning of some of the state- — 
ments jn the letter from President Reagan. I just wondered. 
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lee ———— 
. if you had anything there that might shed any further light 
e on it? 
(i) = etic «ma, Gp -—< 0 - eee -- - - -- qa. -_-— 
“8s A I do have some guidance prepared, but it's a 
Se little difficult for me to just read ever eases out without 
52 -- —knewing more—ocpeeificaliiy—what—you're a 
~ & ~<a 
cS Q The questions have been raised where the ~~ — 
v > President seems to be tying the level of a future arms 
s- supply to Taiwan to progress in the negotiations for reuni- 
ge fication between those two parties. 


Is this a pledge by the United States about its 
arms supply? Does it represent a new position? To what 
extent does it seem to go against the strictures of the 
Taiwan Relations Act? 


A In specific response to that question, I have 
to refer you back to the statement of April 7 which Alan 
gave you, and which I will be glad to reiterate for you. 


Back in December we told the Chinese three things. 
One was that the transfer involves no weapons whatsoever; 
second, that it was part of a longstanding arrangement 
concluded many months before and before the President met 
with Premier Chou at the Cancun summit; thirdly, that we 
contemplated nc new decisions on arms sales during the next 
few months when... ‘alks were under way. 


There's been no change in our policy since the 
articulation of that statement. 








. 
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Q Do the President's statements in the letter 
that was released yesterday and which I gather is now 
available in the Press Office -- 


A Yes. We have them available in the Press 
Office. 


Q Do those statements -- are they a modifica- 
tion in any respect of the previous U.S. position, and do 
they commit the United States to undertake or, in this case, 
not to undertake a certain level of arms supplies to Taiwan? 

















“ —A—--- Be yond 73 clarification i-just gave you, I 
think honestly the lettéts speak for themselves, and that 

there has been no sudden shift in policy with respect to the 
issve. 





Q Do you see that the mission by Vice President 


—-—Bush—has—made—seome-—progress- teward-reseliution of this-matter 


between the U.S. and China or is it just about where it 
stood? 


—_—- er -w 
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A I think the only thing I could do in response 
to that is to call your attention to the Vice President's 





remarks and to a re) we think It cléar that both ~ 
sides regard the visit to have been useful and constructive. 


Q Does the linking of the arms sales to the 
reunification mean that in fact there will be no new deci- 
sions made so long as that process continues? 


A I addressed that in restating the position 
expressed on April 7. 


Q You said “during the next few months." The 
Chinese position, of course, they put their 9=-point proposal 
forward and they haven't had any kind of a response, posi- 
tive response. 


A Let me say in respect to the 9=-point proposal 
that we've consistently held that Taiwan is a matter for the 
Chinese to decide themselves. Our sole concern is that any 
resolution be peaceful and, to the extent that the nine 
points embody a peaceful approach, we welcome it. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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—s WEDNESDAY, MAY 12, 1982, 12:32 P. M. 
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MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. For once I have no 
announcements. I will be glad to take your questions. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on what the 7 
____United States would like ta work out ar themsenue for the- ———-— - 
autonomy talks? 


ee “~ AW Theré‘s nothing I can offer you on that today 
other than to reiterate what I said yesterday which is that 

--= --- we have remained—confident that the procedural matters con= 
cerning the autonomy talks will be resolved so that they 
will be enabled to continue. ee 


-— ——  —— ——_ —_— 


_—_——-  — —_- 


—_ 


: Q And by procedural matters you include the 
site of the talks? 


A Yes. I would include the site. 


— —— 


Q To follow that up, does the United States 
believe that some part of the talks should take place in 
Jerusalem? 
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A We haven't taken a position on that, and I 
don't want to go into any great detail. But, as I say, we 
a remain confident that these procedural matters will be 
; resolved satisfactorily. 


Q Has there been any progress made in the 
Fairbanks mission on this issue? Do you know? 


A I'm not at liberty to get into the details of 
Ambassador Fairbanks' mission. 


Q When does Habib come back? When will he be 
in Washington? 


A Thursday this week he'll be in for 
consultations. 


Q Where is Fairbanks right now? Israel? 


Egypt? 
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a He was going to Cairo from Jerusalem, but I 
don't know his whereabouts at this particular time. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe that there 
will be another outbreak of hostilities in the Falklands? A 
British invasion perhaps? 


Q Before we do that, just one last question on 
the venue business. 


—— 











_A._ All right. Go ahead. 





—"——=" “Pe you have any position 6n Weypt*s ~ 


suggestion that talks be held in Geneva? 


— a - 





-_:-> 
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A No. We don't have a position specifically as 
to the venue of the talks. : - kin tla imtetaim 








Q Would you object to Geneva? 


em A —_—- —_— —_——we 7 
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A It would obviously depend upon agreement with 


the other two participants as well as ourselves. 





Q I have one on that topic. Do you expect a 


-high=level visit-soon by another senior American official, 


not necessarily Ambassador Habib? 


A There was a report which made reference to a 
visit. I am assuming that it referred to the travel of 
Morris Draper, the Deputy Assistant Secretary, who will be 
departing Washington next week to visit Lebanon, Syria, 
Jordan, Israel and Saudi Arabia. The trip is not prompted 
by any particular development but is rather a part of our 
Ongoing consultations with governments in the area on bila- 
teral and regional issues of common concern. 


Q Did you say Israel on that list? I'm sorry. 


A I did. 


Q Since you're in the area and there was no 
briefing yesterday, do you know -- the White House announced 
the visit of King Hassan here next week. 


Do you know whether that visit has been sped up or 
speeded up for any reason? 


A No. I haven't checked that. I was asked 
that the other day but I was not aware that -- 


= Q You don't know whether it has anything to do 
; with plans for another Arab summit? 


A No. I have no information on that nor can I 
confirm that it was speeded up. 


gn 


Q Do you have any information about the place 
and the time of the meeting between Prime Minister Begin and 
President Reagan? 


A No. No information I can offer you today. 


Q There was some talk about the meeting next 
month in New York orc in Washington? 


ee 





ial —- —-- —=-—-. a - 


A To the best of my knowledge there has. been no 
-. arrangements set for such a meeting. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation with 
respect to southern Lebanon, whether all sides are continuing 
to show restraint? 


— + 


Ay There's nothing furthec I can add to what we 
said earlier this week. 


-_—_—<— @ 


Q On the site of the autonomy talks, has the 
American Government proposed anything as to what it would 
like? I mean, has it come up with any proposals to both 
parties orc you're just following suggestions from both 
parties? 
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a A There have been a number of suggestions 
raised in the discussions, but again I'm not at liberty to 
specify precisely what they are. 


Q Do you have anything about the visit of 
Minister Sharon to the United States? 


A I have no information on that. 
Q Who? 
A Minister Sharon. I'm not aware that there 


ace plans for him to come to the United States. 


Q Do you have anything on the Falklands? 


A No. Nothing specific, other than to 
reiterate the Secretary's hope of yesterday that the U.N. 
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Secretary General's efforts to resolve the dispute peace- 
fully will succeed. 


Q Any involvement that we should know about by 
the Secretary in the last couple of days? 


A He remains actively engaged in every way 
possible to assist in that process. 


—_— — 


@) With who? 


A I can't tell you in any specific terms today. 
Q Has he talked to the Secretary General yet 
about the—rnegotiations? = 


A No. I'm not aware that he has spoken 
directly to the Secretary General, but I would have to check 
specifically to see if there have been any such direct 
contacts. 


0 Can you take the question as to whether he 
has? — 


4 Yes. I'll be glad to look intc that. 


0 Also, can you confirm what Mr. Reston said 
today, that he has raised this question with the Soviets? 


A, No. I don't make it a habit of commenting 
specifically upon newspaper reports. Suffice it to say that 
the Secretary has been in touch with a number of individuals 
and leaders of various countries in his own pursuit of 
peaceful resolution of the dispute. 


¢) Is he going to stop in London on his way back 
from the NATO meeting? 


Ps. The Secretary? 


0 Yes. 

A No. I'm not aware of any plans for him to do 
so. 

Q Do you have anything on decisions made to 


provide specific materiel assistance to Britain? 
Specifically, are there orders to get more heavily involved 
at the point where the British begin to suffer heavy losses 
in the fighting? 
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will have. 


A I noted that my colleague at the Pentagon was 
asked a similar question yesterday, and the fact is that 
we're just not going to discuss the details of any British 
request for assistance that we may receive. And neither 
whether or how we are responding. But, again, I would 
reiterate that there will be no direct U.S. military 
involvement. 


Q Under any circumstances? 


—_———_——— _——_—_—_—_ ——— a 


—_——_— ——— — —— 


— — - eed 


_.._ _____-A—. -There- will be no-direect U.S.—mititery -———- 
involvement. 


Q When is the Secretary seeing Mr. Pym in NATO? _ 
Is it going to be Sunday night? a —— « se 


- A I'm sorry. I don't have the -precise-. sche- 
dule. There are plans for a number of bilaterals during 
that visit. 


rr 


Q Presumably one with Pym. 











—_—— — 


A Yes. I think that's one of-those that he — 





ee ee -_-_——_——__- 
_< —s —- 


Q ‘Is the United States being kept informed on a 
day-to-day basis or even on an hourly basis on the various 
negotiating positions of the two sides? 


A Do you mean in New York? 


Q Yes. 


A I can't say that it's on such a regular basis 
as that. We do receive reports, but I can't be more speci- 
fic than that. 


Q What I'm wondering is if you are aware of the 
latest position of the two sides and if you are still 
willing to say that you are hopeful or are you less hopeful? 


I notice that Mr. Pym today seems to be more hope- 
ful than he's been in some time. 


A I don't want to comment on the state of Mr. 
Pym's assessment. We certainly remain hopeful that the 
Secretary General will succeed in his diplomatic efforts. 





Q Do you have any comment on Bobby Ray Inman's 
— testimony, suggesting that Argentina may turn to the Soviet 
Union for aid? 


A No. I have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the abduction of 
the U.S. newsman in Buenos Aires? 


gn 


A Yes. We understand that our Embassy is 
assistina the newsman who reports that he was detained and 
threatened for a number of hours by unidentified persons 
whom he believes to be Argentine security personnel. 


Such action, if confirmed, would constitute 
harassment of a sort which the United States Government 
strongly deplores. 


Our Embassy is raising this incident with 
appropriate Argentinian authorities. 


Q Does that mean a protest has been -- 


A I don't want to label it a protest at this 
point. They're still looking into the circumstances 
surrounding the reported incident. 


Q On the matter of protests, does the United 
States plan to take any further action against Poland for 
the expulsion of two diplomats? 
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Q One more on Argentina. 


A All right. Please. I‘1ll come right back to 


you. 
Q Is there any active work in this building 

towards perhaps putting together a multinational force for 

the Falklands? There have been a few reports to that —_ --a&. 


effect. Or is that too premature? 


A The answer is no. I'm sorry. Shall we move 
to the previous question? ee eee 


Q Does the United States intend to take further 
action since the expulsion of two. Americans. from-Potand? =~ —- — 


AA You're referring, of course, to the two 
diplomats? 


os 
_ — 

















p — 


can Foreign 


» VeCtassitied for Publication in Ameri 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Right. 
A We're preparing an appropriate response at 
this point. 


Q Which means what? Throwing out two Polish 
diplomats? 


A I'm not at liberty to say what that response 
will entail. 


Q Also in that general area, do you have any 
comment on the somewhat veiled threats that some American 
newsmen have been receiving in Poland from the Polish 
Government authorities? 


A We would characterize that as standard 


Soviet-style propaganda. It appears to be a continuation of 
a campaign on the part of the Polish martial law authorities 
to intimidate and isolate Westerners who live and work in 


that country. 


The martial law regime in Poland has succeeded in 
censoring the Polish press, and now they seem to be trying 
to censor the Western press by intimidation. 


Q Have you gotten any response to the 
President's proposal on starting the START talks? 


A There has, of course, been the commentary in 
TASS. We're disappointed that that Soviet press commentary 
chose to distort the intention of the President's speech in 
the way in which it did. 


The President presented a positive framework for 
the development of a more stable and constructive | 
U.S.-Soviet relationship. 


On START the Picsident calied for reductions to 
equal levels in the arms of both sides with special emphasis 
on the most destabilizing weapons. 





— 





This would clearly require “substantial reductions 
in the nuclear arsenals of the United States as well as 


Our approach provides a realistic basis for nego- 
tiating an agreement that is equitable and verifiable. 


+ —e — 


those of _the_t. S.S.R. en: Giana ssenhie anus det ohee alemai wean ee 
—— nS anne mee 


ee 


oe me 











~—vectassitied for Publication in American roreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Do you have any plans to spell out the 
details of this agreement? One of the promises held for it 
was that it would be simple, easily grasped, and there are a 
number of questions that came up yesterday in the Foreign 
Relations Committee like what happens to bombers and so on. 


A The Secretary addressed those questions to the 
extent he felt able to do so in a public session, and I'm 
not prepared to go beyond what he said yesterday. 


Q Do you intend to keep the American nego- 
tiating position secret from the American people until when? 


A We think the negotiations on this subject 
should be done at the negotiating table. 


Q But does that mean that even after they're 
presented to the Soviet Union, you will not say what you're 
trying to negotiate beyond what the President has said so 
far? 


a I think it will be clear and in my judament 
already is quite clear what the approach is on the start of 
the START talks; and the extent to which we will get into the 
numbers game I can't predict at this point. But I'm sure 
that the American people will be kept fully informed on our 
approach to those negotiations. 


re) One of the reasons I asked this is because 
many people in this current administration said that one of 
the flaws of SALT II, for example, was that it did not 
control the Backfire bomber. 


I just wondered if this Administration is trying 
to avoid that kind of dispute at home by not revealing what 
its proposals would or would not control. 


A The Secretary indicated yesterday that 
questions relating to those types of weapons we would anti- 
cipate would be covered at a future time. 


eee _ “== MORE <- 


———— an 














Q Dean, I have two questions. 


In answer to Bernie's question, you responded 
to the commentary in Tass. 


_ al 
- A Yes. 
Q Has there been any other response that you've 
S. had from the Soviet Government as to the willingness to sit 


down with the United States in Geneva in late June or early 
Juiy? 


A John, I'm not aware that we have yet received 
an official Soviet response to the President's proposals. 


Q Well, what about a somewhat less official 
response? Have you had any indications that the Soviets 
would be willing to negotiate on the basis of the proposal 
that's been made? 


A We assume that the Soviets will treat this in 
good faith and respond in due course. 


Q But have you had that indication from them, 
that they will treat this in good faith? 


A Other than the commentary in Tass, I have to 
repeat that I'm not aware of any official Soviet response. 


Q Let me ask one other question. [In light of 
the fact that three former Secretaries of State in the past 
48 hours have called for ratification of SALT II, is 
Secretary Haig, on the basis of what he had to say vester- 
day, incontrovertibly opposed to any further consideration 
a? of SALT II in the Senate? 
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Ay I think the Secretary made very clear what is 
the Administration's attitude with respect to SALT II. He 
pointed to the flaws in that agreement and indicated that we 
had conveyed to the Soviets our assessment that SALT II is 
dead and that the time has now come to get on with the 
President's proposals as the basis for strategic arms 
negotiations. 


Q Dean, on the question of SALT, the Foreign 
Relations Committee is pursuing a resolution that would in a 
sense say what the Secretary said yesterday -- that the U.S. 
will observe-it-.as-long—as—the—Soviets observe it. What is ———=s 
the Administration's position toward that kind of a sense of 
the Senate cesolution? Do you think that that would be 
helpful or not helpful? 





aS 
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A You mean that the Soviets and ourselves would 
continue to abide by the SALT II provisions? I don't have a 
position to give you on any Senate committee resolution. I 
will have to take the question in order to find out what our 
policy would be in that respect. But based upon your 
description of it to me, it would seem to me that it would 
be entirely acceptable; but I'd want to check that to be 
sure that it doesn't contain something that I'm not familiar 
with. 


Q On the Secretary's testimony yesterday, do 
you know if he responded to Senator Helms’ question about 
the missiles on British ships? 

A Did he respond to the question? 

Yes. 


QO 
A I don't know. 
Q 


Could you look into that, please, because 
that would be of great interest to us. Could you find out? 


A Other than the response he gave yesterday, 
I'm not aware that he plans to respond further. 


Q If he does, would you let us know, please? 
(Laughter. ) 


A Well, you know -- 
Q It's a very important question. 


Q Dean, yesterday South Africa announced that 
it had exchanged a Soviet spy for eight high-ranking Western 
intelligence agents. Do you have any comment on that, 


including whether any of those agents are Americans? _ 


A We've heard no mention of Americans, but I 
want to point out that at this point we have no information 
beyond what has appeared in the press on this whole matter. 











Q In other WOCeS, the United States peeved no 
cole in-areanging the -swap, - Sa es ee 
A This is the extent of my awareness of where 


the situation stands. 





—— 
eee ee 
. 





aa 
, 
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Q One more, if I may skip across the world to 
El Salvador. What is the U.S. attitude on Americans 
fighting as mercenaries for the Salvadoran Government? I 
ask it in the context that a man named Ben Carr of Roanoke, 
Virginia, has told reporters there that he has been hired by 
the Salvadoran Government to fight guerrillas. He has 
signed a six-month contract, along with about 40 otherc 
Americans, under which he'd be paid $1800 a month. Were we 
aware of this? Do we have an attitude toward it, and is it 
illegal? 


A I'm not personally familiar with it at all. 


Q How about the question of legality? I know 
it's been addressed before, but I can't remember what that 
is -=- with American mercenaries. 


A I'll just have to look into it. I'm just not 
familiac with any of the details. 


Q Will you take that? 
A Yes. I'll be glad to. 
Q I have two questions on South Africa. 


In cesponse to Greg's question, when you do hear 
officially from the South African Government, will you then 
have a cesponse orc have some comments to make on the spy 
swap? 


A To the extent that we become familiarc with 
additional details, yes, we may well have further comment. 


Q Also, the other day -- excuse my ignorance on 
this, but the President talked about the simultaneous 
withdrawal of Cuban forces from Angola as essential to 
achieving Namibian independence. Has that always been our . 











position? Calling for the withdrawal? 
AK We've addressed this question in the past, 


and I don't want to try to cely on my own memory of precise- 
ly the way in which we have addressed it; but there is 
no change in our basic position. I would just have to refer 
you to previous statements on that subject. 

Q Would you mind taking it? Because I thought 
it was a change; linking withdrawal that way. I thought we 


_had fudged in the past. (Laughtec.)— If you-could take-it -—~ — 


I'd be grateful. 


A... _I'm-sorey,—you—thought what? —----. = --—- 
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Q I didn't think that we had come out that 
Clearly before and called for withdrawal. So if you could 
take it I'd be grateful. | 


A First, let me refer you to what we've said on 
this in the past. 


Q O.K. 


8] On Salvador, do you have any comment to the 
deletion of 53 million dollars in supplemental funds hv the 
Subcommittee of the House Foreign Affairs Committee yesterday? 


A Yes. There were, as I understand it, two 
Subcommittee votes yesterday. In response to those two 
actions, I would say that we place a top priority on both 
the Administration's total Caribbean Basin package and the 
assistance program for El Salvador. We will continue to 
push for Congressional passage of both aspects in the full 
Committee consideration on the floor and in both the House 
and the Senate. 


The $128 million proposed for Fl Salvador is an 
essential ingredient at this juncture and a cutback in the 
Salvadoran portion would seriously affect our ability to 
support the ongoing efforts by El Salvador to develop both 
democratic institutions and to promote social reforms as 
clearly desiced by the Salvadoran people. 


It should also be noted that the 1983 
appropriations rcequest has built-in assistance increases for 
all the key countries in the Caribbean Basin, which will be 
targeted for the more conventional economic development 
objectives -- such as health, education, and infrastructure. 


To redirect the requested $350 million in the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative package away from providing 
credit for private companies and to ameliorate the Caribbean 


countrites*“batance of payments deficits would seriously 
undermine a key ingrediént of our efforts. 








Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 


aN Yes, you could. It's almost more than you 
bargained for. __. Le . —— 


Q That's great. It's incredible. (Laughter.) 

—_ ae -_-— <-> 7 comm 
Does that mean that we don't like what happened 
yesterday? (Laughter. ) 





A 


- —--———- + ————<_ —_ 
po <0 -_ - 





4 I'll leave that interpretation to you. 
- [ Q All right. 


One other on Nicaragua. A senior official, 
briefing the press on the visit of the Brazilian President 
yesterday, made note of new developments in Central America 
and said that there had been a major split -- or the deve- 
lopment of a major split in the Sandinista leadership. 

Was he referring only to Pastore's declaration of a couple 
of weeks ago after a year's absence from Nicaragua or is he 
referring to something more than that? 


7 I have nothing to add to what that senior 
official said. I can't elaborate. 


Q Could you take the question, please, so that 
senior official could clarify what it was exactly he was 
referring to? 


A I suspect that senior official wished his 
remarks to remain right where they are. 


Q Oh. It sounded to me as if he was dying for 
somebody to ask him about that at the time, but -- 
(laughter). 


A Probably that senior official has a telephone. 
I suggest you call him. 
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Q Well, good luck! (Laughter.) 


3 Q Can I go back to the Middle East for one more 
question? Are you aware of a report yesterday that Jordan 
has decided to defer its request to buy American weapons 
until after the November elections? 








a I saw the ceport. — I have no comment on ite 
- Q You have no comment on it? 
A No. 
- _ rr : While we're beck on the Middle East, do you 


have exact dates foc Draper's trip? 


fy I am soccy; I do not. We can find those out 
. for you. 


tl —<  ——— TT | LT _ - oo — . — 


@) O.K. I'd appreciate it. 


= - —_—— 








gn 
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Q On the Middle East, does the Department still 
hold Iscael up to human cights measurements? I'm talking 
about the interview given the other day by six Israeli ceser- 
vists who were complaining about the treatment of Arabs on 
the West Bank by the Israeli military. I just wonderc 
whether you were watching that situation in view of the alle- 
gations that are made. 


A It seems to me that you are asking two 
questions; and, of course, the answer to the first question 
is that Israel is among those countries which is included in 
Our annual Human Rights Reports. 


With respect to the report in the press about the 
Israeli military officers, obviously the continuing violence 
in the West Rank and Gaza and last week's problems on the 
Golan Heights are of great concern to us. Violence of the 
sort that has occurced over the past weeks cannot offer 
solutions to the problems that beset the occupied terri- 
tories. The United States has urged restcaint on all sides. 
We cenew the call for an end to the violence that has tragi- 
cally claimed lives on both sides. 


Q Copy, pease? 
os Yes; we can make a copy. 
Q On the same subject -- related -- Ambassador 


Faicbanks is quoted, I think in the Jerusalem Post, yester- 
day as having said that if no agreement can be reached be- 





tween Iscael and Faypt on the autonomy that that will increase 


pressure on the United States to consider otherc options 
Other than Camp David. Do you know if that's an accurate 
quote? Do you have any -- 

a No, I am sorry. That's the ficst I heard of i 


Q Can you take the question? 


A As to whether he gaid it? 
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0 Yes. 


A That's a very difficult question for me to 
take when he's traveling and there's no immediate way for me 
to try to obtain confirmation or denial. I can't tell, from 
what you have told me, if it's a quote directly attributed to him 
Or a quotation that he allegedly had made in a private 
meeting. I just don't know the circumstances. 


Q Well, is that American policy that if serious 
snags develop in the autonomy talks that that will lead to 
secious consideration of other alternatives to Camp David? 


A American policy is as we have articulated it 
frequently in the past, and that is our belief that the Camp 
David framework affords the best possible approach to the 
achievement of an overall coprehensive peace in the Middle Fast. 


Q Your statement there on urging restraint on 
violence seems to put this in the context that one side 
shouldn't throw cocks and the other side shouldn't shoot. 
Do you see any underlying problem that is the cause of the 
violence that should be changed or corrected? 


Ay I have nothing to add to the statement I 
made. 


Q O.K., thank you. 


A You'ce welcome. 


MSS FGSSFrrIreU TUF FPUVDETCALION Til American rurergn 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


(Whereupon, at 12:59 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DPC #77 


THURSDAY, MAY 13, 1982, 12:28 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the 
delay. I have a number of announcements to make this 
afternoon. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony Of Under Secretary of State for Management Richard 
Kennedy before the Senate Government Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Energy, Nuclear Proliferation and 
Governmental Process. The subject is "Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation." 


Second, we have completed an analysis of blood 
samples from victims of a recent chemical attack in 
Kampuchea. As we have stated previously, we intend to make 
available to you the results as we obtain them. The report 
on the analysis is available in the Press Office, and we 
will shortly submit it to the United Nations and other con- 
cerned parties for their consideration. 
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We regret to report the continuance of these 
attacks even in the face of increasing worldwide awareness 
F and concern. 


Third -- 
Q Wait a minute -- 
A I want to go through them, and then we can go 


back if you want. But I would suggest you might look at 
the statement. —s—— 








QO Yes, but so that we can ask-you questions. 


A It's in the Press Office. 


——--—— = =® 


——————— 
Q It would be handy if we could see it. 


-——-e “_< 








“Declassified for Publication in American ryureryr 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


— eee a 





oe I know it would be handy, but I don't have it 
here. 


0 What are the attacks? 


Mn I'm net going to do that. We frequently do 
this, and that's the way we -- 


Q What I'm saying, if we're expected to ask 
intelligent questions about this thing, we're going to have 
to have an idea what's in it. 


a I'm not able, in any case, to answer any 
questions because, as you will see, it has a lot of 
technical analysis data in it. It provides information 
regarding the dates, the places the samples were obtained. 
It's all the information that I have on it, so I can't -- 


e) What kind of attacks? 


A These were chemical attacks which include T2 
Toxins. 


On the Western Contact Group in Namibia: 


Senior officials of the Western Contact Group on 
Namibia met in Paris on May 12-13 to review the recent 
exchanges with SWAPO, the Front Line States and Nigeria as 
well as the talks held in Geneva between representatives of 
the United States and South Africa. 


They considered means to bring about the conclu- 
sion of Phase One and prepared proposals concerning UNTAG 
and impartiality for early consideration by their Ministers 
and subsequent submissions to the parties. 


A statement finally on Poland: On May 10 the 
Polish Government demanded that two American diplomats, 
John Zerolis, Scientific Attache, and J. Daniel Howard, 
Cultural Affairs Officer, leave-Poland by May 14 for alle- 
gedly "promoting destabilizing activity" by visiting a 
Polish scientist who had recently been released from 
detention. . . 


The actions of the Polish authorities in illegally 
detaining diplomats, whoewhad-identig@eed themselves, and 
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manhandling and searching them were a clear violation of 
diplomatic practice. 


We have therefore told the Polish Embassy that 
before midnight, May 17, Mr. Andrzej Koroscik, Attache for 
Science and Technology, and Mr. Mariusz Wozniak, Political 
Officer of the Polish Embassy in Washington, should leave 
the United States. This action is being taken in reta- 
liation for the Polish Government's expulsion of our 
diplomats. 


In addition, officials of the Polish Government 
have been alleging in the Polish press that visiting 
American scientists are engaged in espionage activities. 
These untrue accusations threaten the continuation of 
jointly financed program of scientific research in Poland. 


This program over many years has built up close 
and valuable contacts between the scientific communities of 
the two countries. It has provided useful research con- 
ducted in Poland in such important fields as agriculture, 
public health and energy. Both countries have benefited. 


In light of the attitude adopted by the Polish 
mactial law regime toward these American visitors, we have 
found it necessary to suspend travel by participants in 
ongoing, jointly financed research projects between our two 
countries until the matter can be carefully reviewed and the 
Polish Government's attitude clarified. 


8) Can we get copies of that? 
A You can get copies. 


Q Which way is that travel? Is that from them 
to us, or -- 


A No. These are, as I said, research programs 
conducted in Poland. 


Q How many people are involved in it? 


A The personnel exchanges involved about 100 
people per year per side. 


Q Are there any Poles here at the moment in 
this program? 








=— A I do not know whether there are any Poles who 
: are here or not. 
Q Does this mean that the people who are there 
now should leave or just people who are planning to go there 
& will not be able to go? 


A The latter. Let me just take a look here in 
terms of people here. If anybody who's listening in can 
provide information while we're doing the briefing, it would 
be helpful. But it looks to me like it's entirely in Poland 
because the entire fund under the programs that have been 
carried have been in Polish currency. 


Q You're suspending travel and reviewing the 
program, Or suspending the program? 


A Travel under this program or with regard to 
the projects is being suspended. There is an agreement. 





= “tet—me go into tiis a rittie bit just to help, if I may. I 
hope I'm not going to confuse vou. 





_ . —_In—1974 the-twe—countrtes—signed—an—agreement 





which “prov ided- they woutd conduct cooperative sctentirie 
research in areas of mutual interest and benefit. They set 


up a joint fund for this and a joint board to manage the 
fund and to determine the-areas of research which-woutd be 
undertaken. 
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That agreement expired on December 3l, 1981. 
Prior to its expiration both sides decided the program was 
4 mutually beneficial and they desired to continue it beyond 
1981- and accordingly they met in Warsaw in order to nego- 





tisce a new agreement to accomplish this. 
. —_—— —_ a 





Both sides had intended to sign the new agreement 
prior to January 1, 1982, but since the imposition of mar- 
tial law in Poland, we have suspended discussion with the 
Polish authorities on this matter. 


Nonetheless, the 1974 agreement contains a clause 
which permits projects agreed upon under it to continue to 
completion even though the agreement itself may expire, so 
that work on uncompleted projects has continued since 
January 1, although travel has been minimal in fact because 
of the conditions in Poland. 


Q Are you suggesting that Marius Wozniak and 
Andrzej -- I'm sorry, I didn't get his second name -- did 
anything improper, or is this strictly retaliatory? 








A This action is in retaliation. 
6) Would you spell those names for us? 


A Sure. Although you're going to get the state- 
ment, I think, and we'll make it available. 


@) Is it in there? 

A We'll make it available. It is spelled out. 

Q Was this fund a soft currency fund from some 
sort of concessional agricultural sales, or was it a hard 


currency fund that paid for this? 


A The entire fund is in Polish currency. In 
the 50's and 60's, the U.S. sold Poland large amounts of 
_ surplus U.S. agricultural products.for which-we accepted. = 
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~ Polish money which is not usable outside Poland, as you 
know, -- these are known as PL-480 funds -- and by the early 








f 
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1970s the U.S. owned words amounts of Polish curcency which 
Ww not spendable outside of Poland. In 1972 we agreed . — 











ur 


with the Polish authorities that one useful purpose could be 
to finance such scientific programs of mutual benefit; and 
further agreed the Polish side would nateh ate U.S. 


contrtbutions. ee en oan ee — a 
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—_—¢ Is -tml@re any special theme to the research? 


That is to say, is it medical in nature or is it over the 


‘wide spectrum of science and technology? 





———_ 





A I ‘think I said that it has included such 
important fields as agriculture, oublic health and energy. 
Q When was the Polish Embassy, and in what 


manner, informed that there two people have to leave? 
aN I don't know the answer to that. 
Q Can you find out? 
A Yes. I'll find out. 
Q 


Have there been other incidents other than 
the Howard and Zerolis fracas? 


A Other incidents? 


Q In Poland, involving American diplomats? 





== A I'm not aware of any of this particular sort. 

; Obviously, in terms of martial law there have been problems 
with moving around and occasionally there have been other 
problems, but not of this -- 


Q Have any of the American scientists visiting 
Poland been harassed or accused of improper activities? 


A Specifically, I don't know. Again, as the 
statement says, officials of the Polish Government have been 
alleging in the Polish press that visiting American scien- 
tists are engaged in espionage activities. So in the 
general sense, yes. I do not know whether any specific 
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S instances have been cited. 
° Let me just say: Three categories, I am told, are 
$ suspended: U.S. travel to Poland, Polish travel here, and 
rT scientific projects there -- that is, in Poland -- which are 
o8 _ pending review. __I'm not-sure .-quite understand the last ——~. — —— 
E category, but anyway -- 
© Q Is there any parallel toughening in theseco= 
ot nomic area in U.S. relations with Poland? 








A There is nothing new I have to announce on 
this at this point. These actions are being taken specifi- 
TW. Cally-£or the reasons—stated ——e— 
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0 IT understand that. I was just wondering 
if there's anything that bites in the economic area that you 
" are thinking about. 

















—_ ap - —_— nine ~neteod i ns ones ont eats 
= T have nothing Further 1 to announce at this 
point. 
Q Do you have any overall statement to make at 


this time regarding the situation in Poland as seen by the 
United States? 


A I don't. We've addressed it on various occa-~ 
sions when you've been away, but I don't think in terms of 
the general wrap-up, here is where we are, no, not today. 


e) Do you have any comment on the public 
demonstrations which apparently continued there today? 


A No, I don't. We had some comment on 
demonstrations the other day which I would refer you to. 








Q Do you have anything on Soviet military acti- 


= 
: vity near Poland? 
A No. Are you looking for unusual Soviet mili- 
tary -- 
0 Yes. 


A No. I have nothing. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Kissinger 
speech of yesterday on Haig on ratification of SALT II? 


A Not really. The Secretary addressed the 
issue when he testified the other day. Our position is that 
reopening the debate on SALT II and seeking to renegotiate 
elements of it with the Soviet Union wouldn't be helpful to 
the START effort and would divert attention from nego- 
tiations on reductions and lower their incentives, in fact, __ 
“to negotiate seriously toward that end. 





So from our point of view, without addressing what _ 
—— - he has satd, the task before us is to focus on START nego- 
tiations on significant reductions and to develop a national 
consensus behind this approach, one which will provide a 
strong political basis for eventual agreement. 











- 





——-— - 


Q Did the Secretary know that former Secretary 


| 
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- Kissinger was going to make this address? The substance of " 
it? 
aa Sam A ___I don't know_whether he did Or not. 


—_ _ — — —_ —— -_— —_——-$ ——F - 
—- = ~ - 
—— _ = _~ 


Q As long as we're on speeches by Kissinger, on  =§-_ 
Monday, Henry Kissinger spoke before the Royal Institute of 
International Affairs in London and made some statements 
about his conduct of foreign policy in the State Department 
here, in which he said that because of his preference for 
what he described as the Hodgian philosophy of Britain to 
what he described as a traditional American foreign policy 
based on moral precepts, he had worked closely with the 
British Foreign Office to the extent of letting them draft 
treaty arrangements with the Soviet Union, letting them con- 
duct negotiations with the Soviet Union for us. He said 
that he kept the British Foreign Office more closely 
informed of his activities than the State Department, and 
said -- actually about 21 pages worth of admissions of this 
sort that he made. 
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I'm wondering, given the number of Kissinger pro- 
teges currently in the State Department, whether there is 
any investigation as to whether this kind of collaboration 
with the British Foreign Office continues? 


A I‘m not aware of the former Secretary's | 
remarks, and I wouldn't have any comment on it. : 


-- MORE -- 




















- 


Q Alan, I'm not asking you to comment on the 
Secretary's cemarks. I can read those for myself. What I'm 
asking you to do is to comment on current State Department 
policy. 


== 


A Current State Department policy with regard to 


Q With regard to whether we keep the British 
Foreign Office more informed of what is going on than the 
State Department bureaucracy, as Kissinger said was a proper 
and appropriate practice. Do we let them conduct nego- 
tiations on our behalf with the Soviet Union and other 
powers? Do they draft agreements that we use? 


A I'm not going to comment on what his practices 
were. In terms of this Administration's practices, I think 
it is very clear that the operation of the State Department 
is very deeply involved in the policy process, and nobody 
else is doing our bidding for-us, aithough obviousty we- -. — ~ 
cooperate with other countries, and so on. 


. Q Alan, could you tell us please about General... —. 
Walters’ travel in Argentina, and what the purpose of his 
mission was? 


é 
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A Ambassador Walters was in Buenos Aires at the 
Secretary's cequest to keep in touch with the Govercnment of 
-Aegentina, and to facilitate communications in this very 
delicate situation. He did not go there for negotiations, 
and he has already left Argentina. 


| 
| 
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gil - How could he not go there for negotiations? 


— 


—_ 
——— - ee 


or 
ae 


Q 
A How could he not go there? a 
Q 
A 








Yes. 
It's very simple. 


Q There are telephones, there is cable. Explain 
what you mean by "going there to keep in touch,” a matter 
of communications. 


A I'm not going to be more specific about his 
conversations. He met with a number of members of the 
Argentine leadership, but he was not going there with some 
negotiating initiative, which is, I think, the thrust of what 
you were getting at. 


Q Did he meet with any of the junta? 
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A I don't know specifically with whom he met. 
am I don't have that information. 


Q Do you know when he left Argentina? 

















| 


was bypassed. 


er eee ee  ——e 


-_—_—_— — ——~ ——_ . — — wiih —-—--— 
me Why ‘was it necessary to supplement the activi- 
ties of the U.S. Ambassador in Buenos Aires? 








. A No, I don't. 

mo 

ad Q Do you know if he is there now? 

o 

he 

2 A He has left Argentina, I am told. 

o 

U 

£ Q Where did he go this time, from Argentina. 
se A I don't know. 

©8 

cm te) Alan, what was the reason that he was sent? 
os A As I said, he was sent to keep in touch with 
4 the Government of Argentina, and to facilitate _ _—— 
a5 communications. 

° & 

a 0 Why was it necessary to bypass the U.S. _ 
a: -- Ambassador in- Buenos” Aires? —_ * a 

® © , 

ra. A. I'm rect to say tiagt he —. 
a> 

vu 

nae 

32 


— —. 





aN It was a judgment that was made at this par- 
= ticular moment, and I can only say that as a general matter, 
- 7 Ambassador Walters makes it a practice of working wery close=-— 





“ly with the American Ambassadors in the countries to which 











-<- ——he travets. - nes 


Q Did he carry any communication from the 
Secretary or the President? 


A I don't know. 


0 Specifically, with respect to the present cri- 
sis in the South Atlantic, or were there other questions also 
on the agenda? 


A I don't know whether there were other questions 
on the agenda, but certainly that was an important feature of 
what he was -- 





ll 


ieee Q Do you have any reports of further American 
. newsmen being arrested, harrassed, or otherwise troubled? 


A Further beyond what has been in the press? 


Q Well, we had one case mentioned. yesterday. 
Since then? 


A I can't tell you specifically. I don't have 
anything that is not in the press. 


Let me just say this about all of that: Obviously, 
we are very concerned about these incidents. We strongly 
deplore such activity from whatever source. Our Embassy has 
made known our views to appropriate Argentine officials. We 
understand that the Government of Argentina has stated that 
no government personnel are involved in these incidents, and 
that they have offered to. provide protection for journalists. 
We welcome these assurances. 


i 








Q Do we eceget that assurance as to their non- 
involvement, no o cia nvolvement, with respect to these 








abductions? 
OO A I have nothing to suggest we have contradicted 
— ; - aa <i 
—_— —a—_ er —_ —Za - 


— —_e 
-_-- . 
— -—— 


@] ‘Is the Embassy takin any kind of independent... __. . 
~" ~inveStigation, or is it satisfied with the assurances by the 
military junta? 
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: | A __1I don't know,—Jim,—what speeific actions they —-- —] 
have taken. Obviously, they are in touch with the situation . 
_— and withthe Argentine Government. 





Q Could you take -- 


A I don't think I'm going to take a question as 
to what, specifically, they are doing there. They are con- 
cerned with the issue and they are active in the issue. 


Q But wouldn't it be fair to simply take a 
question on whether or not the Embassy is initiating its own 
independent investigation as to who may be responsible? 


A No, I don't think so. I don't see how, par- 
ticularly, they do that. It's not a police force. 


Q Did the Argentine Government describe what it 
had in mind by the "protection of journalists?" 
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= 4 I don't have any more details on that. 

Q What about the three British journalists who 
are now in jail? Is it still standarcd practice on the part 
of Argentine authorities to keep them in this condition? 

c 
- A I have no information on those particular 
journalists. 

Q Do you know whether our concern for what has 


happened in the last few days with the abductions of jour- 
nalists now extends to their condition, as well? 


A Our concern applies to the general question of 
journalists, but our responsibilities and what we do about it 
specifically in terms of helping individual journalists 
applies to those who would normally turn to us for help. I 
think the British journalists have turned to the British 

--——=-: Embassy, and so on. It's not our responsibility. — -—— . 

Q Alan, can you explain, then, why the U.S. 
Embassy was particularly slow and reluctant to react or to do 
anything to help Chris Jones? 





> —t-—~ T-stmpiy disagree with that description. The 
Embassy was not slow to react. When Mr. Jones' case first 
came-to-the Fmbassy*s attention on Magyll, a Consular Officer 
immediately went to the police station where Mr. Jones had 
4» .. gane. for assistance. The Consular Officer then took him to —- 
his hotel, and since then our Consular Section has remained 
in regular contact with Mr. Jones, and provided all possible 
J assistance, including accompanying him to meetings with 
= 


—— potice ottittais. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the report in 
the Journal today about the pipeline? 
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A We can't confirm the report about the German 


The German banks, right. 


Q 

a I can't confirm that. 

Q O.K. Do you have anything on it? 
A 


No. 


Q Elsewhere in the story, a fellow from 
Telefunken is cited as saying he expects the United States to 
lift its ban on various turbine parts of the pipeline. Do you 


have anything on that? 
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A I know of no basis for this speculation. 
President Reagan announced the imposition of U.S. controls on 
exports to the Soviet Union of oil and gas items, and this 
decision remains in effect. 


@) Is subsidiaries overseas, affiliates of 
U.S. corporations, is that question still under review? 


4 There has been no change in status. 


Q Could you take the question as to whether it's 
under ceview? 


Ay There is no change in status. Those things 
which have been culed on, the rules remain; those things 
which were held in abeyance are still in abeyance. There is 
no change in the situation as of this point. 


Q Do you expect a change? The reason I'm asking 


A I have nothing to give you beyond that. 


Q Could you take some other form of the 
question? 

A No, I can't because I think we are not going 
to SOF SRS-OSgRSE CEr-RIVES-TaETEe we ace ready to take them. 


_ _. 0... De you have anything to confirm a report out 
‘Of Zaire that President Mobutu has decided to renounce all 


U.S. economic aid? 


- —-— Pr Just very briefly, that we have seén reports. 
We are aware of the position of the Government of Zaire, and 


we will be discussing the subject with the Zaire Government 


in nocmal diplomatic channels. 


Q Do you have any comment on his allegation that 
the United States has been giving aid and support to Ngouza? 


A I have nothing to offer beyond what I just 
did, Jim. 


Q If I can go back to Poland real quickly -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- I'm unclear about what our view is on the 
substance of the charges Poland made about the activities of 
ouc diplomats there? 
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-_, 3 That they are totally unfounded. We addressed 
this the other day. Were you here? 


Q No. Maybe I missed it. 


gn 


Ps Well, let me refer you back to that. 


Q What do you mean when you say “we were aware 
of the position of the Government of Zaire?" Position on 
what? 


an That it has decided to reject all assistance 
from the United States as a result, as I understand it, of 
action in the House which was critical of Zaire. That was my 
understanding of the basis for that action. 


Q That was a citation from those House hearings 
_bhefore the Solarz committee. nn 


A Yes. 
Q In other words, you're saying that indepen- 
dently of this news article, the United States is aware that _ 





————the Government Of Zairé has decided €6 reject the economic 
aid, is that cight? 


-— «= —~eee a —_ 
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Ay I don*t know if it would be put that firmly, —~ 
_.. but. it does certainly go in that direction, Don. The words 
ace that "We are aware of the position of the Government of 
Zaire," so I have to say that, putting that together with the 
premise that they have rejected all assistance from the 
—trrited States as a resiilt Of the action in the House, that it 
does cefer to that. 
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Q When did the U.S. become aware of this 
position? 


A I don't have any further details on that. 
Q Could you find out? 


A I can look into it. It might involve diploma- 
tic discussions which I couldn't comment on. 


Q What is the current U.S. aid program to Zaire? 


A I don't have details on that. 


Q Can you take the question as to how the 
United States is aware of the -- 





om That is the same question that Don just asked 
me. 


@) He said "when." "How" is a little different. 


pot As I say, I will look into the question. I 
cannot promise you, because of the nature of the con- 
munications, that I necessarily can answer that. 


Q Where is Ambassador Stoessel? 


aA He was in the building when I last saw him this 
morning. 


Q Do you have any comment on the South African 
power-sharing report? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Is Ambassador Habib going to see President 
Reagan? 


A I don't have a schedule foc Ambassador Habib. 
He will be coming into town today, if he isn't already here 
-- I think it will be later today. But I don't have any 
schedule details. 


———e 
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- — 9 Do you have anything on why the Brazilian 
President shortened his visit by one day? 
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A We've gone through this before. I don't have 
anything to add. I think they have addressed themselves to __ 
“““tnts qiestion. 
8) Did you get an official explanation? 


A I don't have anything further to add to it, 
John. 


0 Two questions, please: Prime Minister Begin 
has announced that the ceasefire is null and void. Do you 
have anything on that yet? 

A I'm not aware that he has done that. 


Q The secoi.d one: Do you have anything today 
on that South African spy swap? 


A On the South African “yy squad? 


@) Swap. 
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M Spy swap? I'm sorry. 
Q Yes. You hadn't heard officially yesterday. 
M No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Alan, can you explain how Mr. Vesco got away, 
and what cepresentations you are making to the Costa Ricans 
about that? 


M Ouc Embassy in San Jose is checking into the 
incident ceportedly involving Mc. Vesco yesterday to deter- 
mine the facts of the situation. There are a lot of 
conflicting reports out on this, and in view of those reports 
on what the facts were, it would be inappropriate for me to 
comment until we've gotten some confirmed information. 


_Q Had you not had consultations with the Costa 
Ricans over the past month with regard to extradition, should 
Mr. Vesco appear in the country again, as he had been over 
the past month? 


A We've discussed the issue with the Government 
of Costa Rica. Frankly, though, we. do. -not—knowewhat—the- am 
facts are at this point. The facts that we thought we had 
yesterday came f£ reports that went to our Embassy, that 
the incident t e at some distance from the Embassy, up 
near the border. They are obviously in doubt at this point, 
and { just am not going to comment any further until we can 
find out. — 









~ Q Was there a specific extradition request in 
the Costa Rican Government's hands at any point yesterday 
Or prior to it? 


A I don't know that there was in some legal 
sense. We made our views known about Mc. Vesco. 


Q Would it appear that by sending him back out 
of the country, denying him admission, that they are trying 
to duck the whole question? 


A I don't have any comment on that again, until 
we know more what the facts are. One report suggests that he 
wasn't even involved. 


Q Filing break? 


A Filing break. 
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—_ Q I'd like to ask, can you enlarge in any 
way on the Western Contact Group, on their statement, because 
it seems to be in contradiction with events earlier this 
week, with respect to the position of the Front Line States 
and SWAPO? 


gn 


Mh No, I don't have anything further beyond the 
statement. 


Q Nothing at all? 
A No. 


Q And also do you have anything on whether the 
United States now intends to sell $4 million worth of spare 
parts to Guatemala, in view of yesterday's vote? 


x We have previously stated that no decision has 
’ been made on the issue of military sales to Guatemala, that 
we are considering the matter internally, and are also con- 
sulting with the Congress. There is no specific timetable 
for reaching a decision on this matter. 


@) But would you take yesterday's vote as any ss— P 
~~" “““Pidication that™ttfatemala was not to be considered a gross 


human cights violatoc? 


°s I don't have a characterization to offer you 
on-that. ine i «eines 


—— —_ —— ——— 
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Q Thank you. 








A OK. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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~ wa —ROMBERG EG at a aes 
™ couple of announcements. 
m~ 
2 
re 
a _—___- ——— “Regarding the Secretary's plans, Secretary Haig 
? will visit Chicago, Illinois, on May 26, and Pittsburgh, 
ov -Pennsyivania, on May 27. Im Chitago, the Secretary has == ~ 
= 
7. accepted an invitation to address a dinner meeting of the — __ 
>, Chicago Council on foreign Relations on the occasion of 
* their 60th Anniversary. He will speak at 8:00 P.M. 
——_ Central Daylight Time at -the- Palmer House Hotel. If you 
eo plan to cover the Secretary's speech, please inform Sharon 
2 Ee —Bathott—ofthe—Counctt at tSt277 26-3860. “Tao not 
25 _ have a topic. In Pittsburgh May 27, the Secretary will par- 
& oF ticipate in the World Affairs Council sponsored conference 
_= on “Western Hemisphere Stability: The Latin American Connection." 
ee He will speak at 1:00 P.M. Eastern Daylight Time at the 
of Hilton Hotel. If you plan to cover this event, inform Pam 
25 Sheehan of the World Affairs Council at (412)281-7970. My 
_~ understanding is that those speeches are both to be piped 
ao back to the Department Press Room here live. 
ge Q You didn't give us a topic on the Chicago 


one, did you? 
A Xr gaid, no, I did not have a topic. 


There's one other thing. It's not an announ- 
cement, but I think I really have to take notice of a story 
which appeared in the London Times this morning which indi- 
cated that General Walters had carried some "new ideas" to 
resolve the Falklands dispute and that he had done this 
because the U.S. had lost faith in the U.N. effort and also 
went on to say -~- this is all, of course, citing sources -- 
the U.S. would rethink its present policy and position. I 
would just like to say that none of that is true. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Other than that was the story okay? 
(Laughter) 


Q What can you tell us about the situation on 


§ 7 





the Israeli-Lebanese border? 


A I don't have anything in detail to give you 
on that. With regards to the reports of a buildup, I 
believe that an Israeli official who is with the Chief of 
Staff referred to some buildup and he's acknowledging that 
took place. My understanding is that it took place in the 
context of the events of last weekend, and I would not 
describe the situation along the border at this point as any 





-_——- 











more—tense—than—it—had- been—previeusly.—§_§_——- 


Q You're saying, you would not describe -- 





reign 


A I'm saying this. Obviously, it remains a 
delicate situation. I'm not trying to say that everything 





is well; but it is not 
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__went there last weekend; is that right? 


critical moment, any different from what it has been. It is 





- —. ——..__—-@ lways a delicate-situation. --- ane a 


a ° i The two divisions, or whatever number of 
troops involved, in other words are still there, but they 
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Q I don't either. We just have his word for 


it. What I'm saying is that from your information the 
buildup that occurred last weekend or whenever is still pre- 


sent on the border? 


A I think that is correct, but I really would 
refer you to the Israelis on that. I have no information 
there's been a particular pull-down, drawn-down of forces. 
But, again, what I'm trying to get across in terms of 
the atmosphere is that it is not different qualitatively, in 
our judgment, at this point from what it has been for 


somet ime. 


Q And the President said last night that he 
will be seeing Habib tomorrow; is that right? 


A I would refer you to the White House. I 
don't have the President's plans on that. 


Q You don't know when and if Habib is going out 
to the Middle East? 


A No, I have no indication at this point that 
he has any plans to go. I assume that decision would have 


to be made by the President and so on. 


Q But Draper will? 


as a-particularly 
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A Yes. Mr. Draper is going to go out. He's 
leaving Monday I believe for about ten days. 


Q The Prime Minister was quoted to have decided 
that the cease fire is null and void. How does this 
Administration respond to that? Do you see the ceasefire 
as null and void, and does that introduce a new element to 
the situation there? 


pnadiinner tar asta - - What you're referring to is-a-variety of" 
press ave wy some of which are contradictory. Let me just 
say as far as our perception of what the siuation is, the 


__—_— President addressed—it_tast night and he-caid ——t believe— 


this is the accurate quote -- "The word we get from both 
sides is that they want. it" -- that is, the ceasefire -- "to 


cont inue.* 











rr © i Therefore, you consider the ceasefire as con- 
tinuing as it was before the Prime Minister made his state- 
ments yesterday? 


| 


—& Whatever those statements were. In any case; —— - 
the answer to your question is, yes. And our understanding 
is that so ‘do they oe ne — —>o> 





Q The Israeli press says that the Prime 
Minister received a message from the Secretary, in effect, 
Saying that implemention of the Memorandum of Understanding 
will be carried out soon. The implication seemed to be that 
this might even taken place when Sharon is here. Can you 
bring us up to date on that? 


A Let me simply say there have been exchanges 
on the subject of the MOU and related matters, and these will 
be continuing. As you note, Minister Sharon will be in the 
country later this month, as I understand it, on a private 
visit but we anticipate there will be an opportunity for 
talks with him at that time and it is reasonable to expect 
that the topic will come up. I just don't have anything 
further on that, though. 


ee EE TES TOr Fubiication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q You just told us that the massing of forces 
has been for a week. It's the first time, though, that any 
American official said such a thing. Have you been aware of 
this before today or yesterday and why weren't we told and 
we really asked quite a few questions about that subject? 


A I didn't use the term "massing of forces" first 
of all. I said I understood and it is our understanding 
that the Israelis have acknowledged that they have built it 
up. It's not the first time during the course of briefings 
that we have acknowledged that on occasion there has been 
some augmentation of forces, and I don't feel particularly 
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obliged to come out and give you a daily reading on that. 


Q From time to time from that podium you have 
cautioned the parties in the area to use restraint and 
respect for the ceasefire and you're not doing that now at a 
time when there are reports of a buildup of Israeli military 
strength in the border region and obvious tension. Should 
we read anything into that? 


ee —— 


= A “Wo: fet me take your cue and, indeea, do 
that. I think that this is a continuing concern and 
obviously we continue to wish and to convey the wish that 








a - —— ile weer —- . se a 











_—_—— the parties concerned wilt exercise restraint and caution 
and maintain the ceasefire. There's no question about that 
—--- ~ and certainly no change in that. a 








Q I have to really follow up on that question. _ 
- “If you're obliged or not, that's another subject. The thing is, 
you are the State DepartmeAt spokesman or whoever was when _ 
you weren‘t here, and we asked about the situation and we 
were not given the information you now say that was a 
~~ available to you a week go. eae ; - 2 











. a eae eee 


“A + Tt wasn't a week ago. My understanding is 

that this began and that it was related to the events of 

last weekend; that is what I said. I'm not giving you a time as 
to when forces were actually moved. I don't think it was a 
week. ago that forces were actually moved. That really is 

not for me to address in detail and I refer you to the 

Israeli authorities for that. 


Q Just one more thing. We were told last week 
by Dean Fischer that Ambassador Habib will be in on <> 
Thursday. I was informed just a while ago, and I could be 
wrong, that Ambassador Habib was in the city since 
Wednesday, or in Washington since Wednesday; is that trve? 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A My understanding was that he came in yester- 
day. That was the information I was provided, and I believe 
that is true rather than Wednesday. 


Q How can you correlate between Mr. Begin's 
Statement last week, after the last raid on South Lebanon, 
that they will not repeat the raid on Lebanon if the PLO 
will not violate the ceasefire; have there been reports of 
PLO ceasefire violations to justify this massive buildup on 
the southern border? 


A I'm not going to try and get into questions 
of who's justified in doing what. I'll go back to what Dean 
Fischer said -- I don't remember whether it was earlier this 
week or last week on the subject; I think it was earlier 
this week -- that we are not getting engaged in an effort to 


5 
point fingers. Our concern is that people exercise 
restraint, and I'm not going to try to answer the question 
of who's iustified to do what. 


; Q You still call on the two parties to restrain 
themselves and not to resort to violence? 


A I said, jn answer to Gregg's cnestion before, — 
—- that we call on all parties te-continue to-exercise west ra int 
and to observe the ceasefire. . — —- 





gil 


Q . Let me take the story this morning in the New 
York Times that the MOU will be renewed sort of as a prize 
Of good behavior of Israel on the arena of giving back the 
—_. .§inai anda few other-things. -Aren't you-going to be using = ~~ 


the MOU to create the situation - A I've 
already addressed here at the briefing the MOU question. I 
have said what I have to say on—it. - -- _- — 


Q On another Middle East subject, do you have 
_. any position on. ‘the new.-developments in the Iran-Iraq war? 
a 1-don' t- really have anytaing cn any new deve- 
lopments. I could reiterate for you, though, our attitude 
towards it which I think might be appropriate as this all progresses 


U.S. policy with regard to the Iran-Iraq war 
has been clear and consistent since the outbreak of the 
hostilities twenty months ago. The policy enunciated when 
Iraqi forces entered Iran remains our policy today. The 
United States supports the independence and territorial 
integrity of both Iran and Iraq as well as the other states 
in the region. In keeping with our policy world-wide, we 
Oppose the seizure of territory by force. We see the con- 
tinuation of the war, as we have repeatedly said, as a danger to the 
peace and security of all nations in the Gulf region and we 
have therefore consistently supported an immediate ceasefire 
and a negotiated settlement. We have maintained a firm 
policy of not approving the sale or transfer of American 
military equipment and supplies to either belligerent, and 
we have welcomed constructive international efforts to bring 
an end to the war on the basis of each state's respect for 
the territorial integrity of its neighbors and each state's 
freedom from external coercion. 


eM EGAOOETPIeUM TUT FUVDETCaALION til Ae rican Foret 
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Q Is there a new turn in the war now that has 
changed your attitide? 


A No. Our policy remains consistent on this. 


= Q Do you have any comment on tlic action by the 
| House Foreign Affairs Committee refusing to take Iraq off 
thts Bist of terrortsii-banned countries 


“~ A Yes, I Go have something on that. Let me — 
address the amendment as a whole as it was adopted 
== ===" yestérday. 


The amendment would impose the controls that were — 
removed by the Administration in February. The decisions to 
remove Iraq from the terrorism list to acccept civil aircraft 
for civil airlines from controls SOK, anti-terrorism purposes 

“~~ and to adjust the controls for South Africa were made after a 
lengthy review which is required annually. The review took 
into account the compatibility of the controls with U.S. 

_. foreign policy objectives, the reaction of other—countsies—amm— -— 
to the controls, and the likely effect of continuing 
controls on U.S. export performance. All is required by the 
Export Administration Act. 














| 


We oppose the restrictions the amendment would 
impose. Fixing controls by legislation reduces our flexibi- 
lity to respond to changes in the international arena and to 
insure tha: export controls further our foreign policy 
objectives as is required by the Export Administration Act 
itself. Changing. course at this time will also confuse foreign 
governments and call into question the credibility of the 
United States as a reliable supplier. 


MMM FESO PIeU TUF FUDETCALION th American rure rg 
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Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Could I ask a somewhat related question 
having to do with Zaire? One of the things that apparently 
caused the House Foreign Affairs Committee to make very big 
cuts in some programs for Zaire was their contention that 
the Administration ignored a conference report recommen- 
dation in the budget year of 1982, Fiscal Year 1982, calling 
for spending of not more than $6 million for military 
assistance -- primarily arms credits; I think exclusi- 
vely arms credits -- to Zaire when the Administration had 
asked for $10.5 million. And the Congressmen say -- 
including Chairman Zablocki, and, as I understand it, the 
chairmen of all the subcommittees -- and have written a 
letter objecting to the fact that despite this provision in 
the conference report, the Administration went ahead to 
spend the $10.5 anyway. 





That's one of the things at issue here. Could you 
respond to why the Department or the government has gone 
ahead, despite the conference report, to spend money which 














- the Congress in their report advised you not _to spend? 

: 7 A I‘ll have to take that Guest ion. 

= Q Have you now heard officially from Zaire 

> UCU  abeut their renouncing U.S. aid? 

+= 

2 A . We have an answer to be posted, which 

— ~ —ts- very brief. It will be posted afterwards. It simply says 

= we were told of their attitude through diplomatic channels. 

e “= ——— I think the date was the 12th, but I would really 7 


ask you to look at the posted answer. 


Q What is the U.S. reaction then to it? _ _ 








A As I said yesterday, we will be discussing © 
this issue with the Government of Zaire through diplomatic 
channels; and I don't have anything further. 


Q Do you see the situation now, in * wht of 
what's coming out of Israel's Eitan.and Mr. Begin, requiring 
any more expressions of concern on your part and the 
Administration's part than what has been expressed usually 
before what came out lately? 


A I don't want to try and gauge our responses 
in that sense. I think we have expressed ourselves on the 
subject in a way that we wish to at this point. I don't 
have anything further. 


web Fe@sstrred ror Fublication in 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q You don't see any need really that the 
Situation requires any more than what you have said last 
week? 
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A Look, the situation remains delicate. It has 
been for months; it is what has been described as a fragile 
cease-fire for months. There is just no question about 
that; it is a dangerous situation. But I don't have 
anything to add today in a specific way beyond what I've 
already said. 








re —<—y - cr 





—_ -- 





a Q You have largely answered some of the 
questions I was going to ask which relates to the Times 
article of this morning. There's one other element of it 


“~————f'@-iike to ask’a question about. It says that when General 


Walters went to Buenos Aires he took with him some new ideas 
- --for resolving the key sovereignty issue. It refers later on 
to a “new peace initiative." _ : 





_ I mean, first of all, is there any such thing as a 
new U.S. peace initiative? OO 





A No. 


Q And, secondly, can you Say anything about 
what General Walters actually was doing? ~~ —— 








—_——— 


A No. I addressed the question yesterday of 
what he was doing and indicated in elucidating to you on 
the subject that he was facilitating communications. 


I don't have specifics to give you about what he 
was doing, but what I did point out yesterday and what I 
would say my statement on the Times article today is con- 
sistent with is that he was not going to negotiate. 


So I would wrap all of that into an answer to your 
question. 


Q And one final point. Is there another peace 


initiative of any sort backed by the State Department 
running alongside and parallel to the United Nations talks 


on the Falklands? 


A So far as I know, the only active peace ini- 
tiative at this point is the one that is going on under the 
auspices of the Sec'retary General. 


Q Where is General Walters now? 
A I don't know where he is. 


Q Is he now back in the United States? 


A I don't know whether he's back in the United 
States yet. 
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Q Just one clarification on the 
London Times article. Are you denying as well that 





he carried “new ideas." 


—_—A—..— I -would put that.inta the category of a seneemibconts 
negotiations. 





Q Can we then take it to mean that it was 


-strictly U.S.-Argentine relations? = ee eee 


A I addressed it yesterday. 
Q Oh. 


A I think I'll leave you with those-golden - —-- 
words. 


Q At the UN they talk about this weekend being 





-<—< 


some sort of déadliné where they want to reach-some —— 


“Conclusion oné way Or th@*other. Does-the Department—have—- 


any sense of that, that there is a time limit here that 
you're looking at? 


A We have indicated, as each stage has gone on, 
that the clock is ticking, that things are happening out- 
side the negotiating framework. I don't want to say that we 
think that there is a deadline, and I'm not sure it was 
quite put that way by the Secretary General either; but the 
fact of the matter is that it is of some concern that if 
there is to be a peaceful settlement it come sooner 
rather than later because events aren't necessarily going 


to wait. 


Q The phrase “facilitating communications" -- 
I wonder if you can elaborate at all on what that means? 
Does this mean there is a communications problem now between 


the two parties? 


A No. I addressed it yesterday and I'm not 
going to go back to that. 


Q You're not going to go any further. 


A Sorry about that. 
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Q Representative Stark wants to initiate an 
inguiry into what the State Department knows about the 
President of the Constituent Assembly in El Salvador, 
Roberto D‘Aubuisson. He stated from the floor that he's 
tried to get State Department cooperation on this for the 
past two months and that he has received none whatsoever and 
now he's going to take it in-the—form-of a—resoiuticn- -—-—--- 





rr —ew Se ee o—- 


to the Floor of the House on Monday. Can you explain why 
the State Department hasn't responded to his request and 
what the State Department's attitude might be concerning his 


resolution initiative on Monday? 
A I don't know any of the facts behind it, and 


I think if this is in any way -- and I suspect €hat you are 


thorough in your research -- the way you're describing it, 
it would be something I think ought to be handled by 


Others in the Department with Representative Stark rather 


than handled from this podium. 
Q A change of subject? | ; __ 
Yes. 


Q Amarado Hess has announced yesterday that 
they're going to buy Libyan oil and have a swap arrangement 
in Europe and import into the United States the results of 
that swap, and I wondered if that was in contravention of the 


oil ban that was imposed on Libya. 


A My understanding is that that is not in viola- 
tion of the legal requirements, although it certainly is not 
consistent with the spirit of what we were doing. 


Q Is there any guidance concerning materiel aid 
to Great Britain? 


A No. Not beyond what we've said. 


Q Is the British fleet in the South Atlantic 
carrying nuclear weapons? 


A That would be a question that I think the 
British ought to answer. 


Q Do you regard that there is an urgent need 
for a diplomatic resolution for the Falklands? 











gn 
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A Yes. I think we have said that for some 
time. Obviously, as time has gone on, things have happened, 
people have been killed. The urgency remains and probably 
gets higher. But to go back to the earlier question, I 


“~~ didn't want to get into any sense of-particular deadlines. 





I don't think that's - 


Q All right, but the fact that reinforcements 
have arrived in the area or are about to arrive, do you 
feel that that changes the urgency for a peaceful resolution? 


A Tt certainly argues that it’s in everybody's 
interest to try and reach a peaceful resolution as soon as 


possible. 


Q Do you have any comment on the latest events 
regarding Nicaragua <-- the central banker fleeing the 
country and the report by some group in New York saying 
that violence has not been practiced there? 


- — ee 


A On the report regarding Alfredo Cesar, who is 
the head of the Central Bank of Nicaragua, we are aware that 
he has left Nicaragua. But I really think it's more 
appropriate for him to explain his reasons and why he left 


and why he resigned his position. 


As far as the report that was referred to in the 
paper this morning on human rights questions in Nicaragua, 
we have not yet seen a copy of the report and therefore are 
not in a position to comment on it. 


Q How much oil did the United States buy from 
Iran and what are the justifications of buying such oil from 
a Khomeini's government? 


A I don't have any figures on what the Iranian 
oil purchases have been, but they are not prohibited under 
our law. 


(Whereupon, at 12:54 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. An announcement 
that ACDA has asked us to makes There will be a photo 
opportunity at 3:00 p.m. today in the Diplomatic Entrance, 
that is the C Street entrance of the State Department 
building, when Ambassador Paul Nitze departs for Geneva to 
resume negotiations with the Soviet Union on Intermediate 
Range Nuclear Forces. These negotiations represent one 
aspect of the broad approach to the problem of Arms Control 
which President Reagan outlined on November 18. These 
negotiations, coupled with the START talks which we proposed 
to begin as early as June, offer a practical, fair, and 
substantial basis for the reduction of nuclear weapons. 





Q When does Nitze actually leave Washington? 
And when do the talks begin? 


A The INF talks resume, I believe, on the 
20th. This represents a departure. It says, "When he 
departs for Geneva,” according to this announcement I just 
gave you. 


Second, it's not ceally an announcement, but I 
really think I have to take note of the fact that John 
Davis, Director of the Office of East European and Yugoslav 
Affairs, was seriously misquoted in a Washington Post article 
yesterday. The Post was informed before publication. The 
verbatim text of his cemarks taken from two separate 
complete videotapes of the occasion will be made available 
-- they may be available, in fact, immediately afterc the 
press briefing. I'm not sure. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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Let me read you, using this guidance, the appli- 
cable portion. The article itself said at one point that 
Mc. Davis had said, “We hope it” -= presumably meaning 
Solidarity --"will bring about the end of the regime in 
Poland." 


We have never encouraged Solidarity to seek to 
overthrow the Polish Government, nor has it ever been 
Solidarity's policy, to our knowledge, to try to do so. Our 
policy remains that we are prepared to restore normal rcela- 
tions with Poland when that Government has lifted martial 
law, released those detained, and reinstituted a genuine 
dialogue with Solidarity and the Church. 
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Let me just cead you the one paragraph that I 
think was seriously distorted: 


"Solidarnosc, I was able to determine when I was 
in Poland, is very much alive." This is quoting John Davis. 
"The spirit of the whole Polish people is embodied in this 
effort to gain sc. 2 say in their destiny and in their future 
course. As we have already heard, the programs of the 
government in Po.and have failed. Solidarity is sometimes 
blamed for the economic difficulties which have “alien upon 
Poland. People “orget that Solidarity arose Secause of the 
economic difficulties; it did not cause them. And only 
with the help and cooperation of Solidarity which repre- 
sents, as I say, the majority of the Polish people, can we 
hope and can the regime in Poland hope to bring about the 
recovery, and a social compact, an understanding, and a 
movement forward in Poland for which we all yearn." 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q On that, what was The Washington Post's 
reaction when you brought to their attention this, as you 
say, distortion? Have they offered to make any correction 
of this distortion, Alan? 





A When it was ficst brought to theic attention, 
neither we nor they had a tape; and the correspondent, I am 
told, simply said, "Well, my notes say this, and you don't 
have any way of showing me otherwise." Obviously, I'm 
cepocting a third-hand conversation. 


Q Sure. 

A I tried yesterday to get a hold of him to get 
a correction, and unfortunately, the editor who was cespon- 
sible did not get back to me, so I don't have a specific 
reaction to that. 


Q Who was the ceporter? 


A I don't want to try and -- It was on page 
26 of the Sunday Post, but I really -- (Laughter) I don't 
care to attack any individual reporter, but I am concerned 
— this distoction. I don't get in the business of doing 
te 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





- % 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q One follow-up on this, which is apropros: 
Is the State Department Press Office happy that Washington 
is now once again a two-daily newspaper town? Or unhappy, 
Or don't you think it is, or what do you think? 


A I don't have a State Department view to offer 
you on that. 


Q You mean, you're not happy about this? 
A I don't have a State Department view -- 


Q Maybe they will answer your pleas, Alan, what 
do you think? 


A IT hope that any newspaper we approach 
will do so. 


Q I'd just like to say on this thing, I don't 
know exactly what happened, and I'll try to get into it. 
But I do know, having been peripherally involved, that it 
was The Post who got in touch with the State Department 
about the quote, not the other way around, to try to find 
Out what was going on here. 


A Initially that is correct. But when it was 
pointed out that that was not the sense of what was said, 
there was a refusal to accept that as fact. I accept that 
amendment to the scenario of what went on. You're correct. 


Q Alan, on the Falklands, the Argentine spokes- 
man is quoted as saying that the hang-up is now whether 
the United States would give a guarantee against a renewed 
Argentine invasion. Has the United States been approached 


for such guarantees? 


A I'm just not going to get into the question 
of any diplomatic conversations on this, Jim, one way or 
another. 


Q Without getting into the substance of it, is 
the United States still a party to the negotiations? 


A The United States is certainly actively 
interested in promoting a peaceful resolution to this 
problem, and will do everything it can toward that end, but 
I am not going to get into the question of details. 


Q Including offering a guarantee? 
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A That's a detail. I'm not going to get into 
the question of details. 


Q Do you have anything more to say about these 
allegations with cespect to the U.S. Embassy in Buenos Aires 
and undermining the Galtieri junta? 


A I can only essentially reiterate what the 
Embassy itself has said, which is that there is no truth to 
the allegations of inappropriate conduct on the part of the 
U.S. Embassy in Buenos Aices. Ambassador Schlaudeman is 
one of our most distinguished and experienced professional 
diplomats. 


Q On that Polish thing, did you say that it is 
the hope of this government that Solidarity does not 
ovecthrow the Polish Government? 


A Was it in what I cead? I don't cecall what 
you ace cefercring to. "We have not called for, nor do we 
understand that Solidatity has called for the overthrow." 
What I said is that we've never enccuraged Solidarity to 
seek to overthrow the Polish Government, nor has it ever 
been Solidarity's policy to try to do so. 


Q Do you think it would be a good thing if they 
were successful in overthrowing the -- 


A I'm not going to get into that kind of a 
question. 


Q Do you think the Polish Government is legitimate? 
A Do we think the Polish Government is legitimate? 
Q Yes. | 


A I think we certainly have dealt with them as 
the Government of Poland. 


Q I realize that. 


A I'm not going to try and legitimize 
governments. 
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Q I£ I could just go back to the question on 
the Embassy, 4 it true or not true that Ambassador 
Schlaudeman met with opposition leaders over the past month? 


A To our knowledge, he has not in fact cecently 
met with opposition leaders, but I would note that it is 
indeed the cesponsibility of every Embassy to understand and 
report on events and attitudes in the host country, so I 
would put that response in that overall context. 


Q When you say "recently," can you give us -- 
A No. I don't hdve a time frame. 
Q How do we use it conventionally? 


A I don't have a particulac time frame to give 
you. I don't mean the last two or three days, if that's 
what you're talking about. I mean somewhat of a rather 
longer period of time than that. 


Q Alan, am I correct in my understanding that 
the Reagan Administration's foreign policy is opposed to 
financing Marxist-oriented governments, especially those who 
threaten religious freedom including the freedom of speech? 


A What's your second question, Lester? 
(Laughter) 


Q I'd just like to gather that. My 
understanding is that you don't, that your policy is not to 
finance Macxist-oriented governments, and that you certainly 
haven't abandoned human cights. Let's put it that way. 
Would you agree with that? 


A As a genecal proposition, I would agree with 
that pending your second question. 


Q Thank you. There is a news ceport of the 
Africa Press Secvice of the All-African Conference of 
Churches which is, as you know, hardly a conservative orga- 
nization, that on February 22, Prime Minister Robert Mugabe 
said -- and this is a quote: "We expect the churches to 
leave the government and politics well alone, and stick 
strictly to worship." This went with a threat to close down 
churches who preach against his government. 
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My question is: Does the State Department have 
any concecn about such threat to the churches by a govern- 
ment that we are providing $75 million a year? 


A Lester, I think that is the kind of question 
the concerns regarding which would be best expressed in 
diplomatic channels. I don't have a specific answer here to 
give you, and I don't think it is the kind of question that 
I'd take anyway. 


Q Let me try and cephrase’ it just one other way. 
Since you said in general, we are opposed to financing 
Marxist-ociented governments and those which suppress 
Eceedom, will the Secretary consider rethinking our policy 
of giving this Marxist $75 million a year, or not? 


A I think we have addressed our policy in the 
past, and I don't have anything to add. 
Q I missed that. If you could just tell me, is 
there any chance that you will stop giving $75 million to 
this Marxist, Alan? 


A So fac as I know, there is some concern on 
theic part that perhaps they don't want to take the aid.* 
But in any case -- 


Q They don't? That's delightful. I'm very 
grateful to you. That's wonderful news. 


A In any case, I'm not going to address the 
question that you've asked specifically here. 


Q What seems to be the trouble in the United 
States, Zairean relations, which is prompting Mobutu's 
government to restore diplomatic relations with Israel, and 
open its embassy in Jerusalem. In light of your position 
on Jerusalem, which you do not consider to be the capital of 
Israel, what do you think of such a plan of the Government 
of Zaire with whom you are on good terms? 


A Getting back to Lestec's question on Mugabe 
vecsus Mobutu -- 


Q I think that's a darned good question. 
A Let me get back to your question and say I 
don't know what the attitude is on theic part.** 


* Spokesman subsequently latec clarified that it was Zaire 
and not Zimbabwe to which he was refecring. 


** The pact of Zimbabwe 
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Q _But in terms of Zaire's attitude towards 
Iscael, what is our attitude, basically, toward the 
reestablishment of celations with Israel? 


Q First of all, the first part of it,. what 
seems to be the trouble with you and your relations between 
Zaire and the United States Government because -- 


A We addressed this the other day. 


Q Excuse me. 


A I don't have anything to add to what I said 


the other day about this. ‘ 


Q Don't you have anything regarding the cesump- 
tion of celations? 


A On the resumption of relations, obviously, 
this is a bilateral matter; but I would say that we do 
welcome the cestocation of celations between -- 


Q In Jecusalem? 


A That's a matter between Zaire and Iscael. 
Our position on Jecusalem is well known. 


Q Do you think that they made a mistake? 


A As I say, that's a matter between them. Our 
position is well known. 


Q ~ Anything about the further plans of Richacd 
Faicbanks? Is he going back to the Middle East? 


A The question is about Fairbanks, for those 
who couldn't heac it, and has he any plans to go back? He 
has just cetucned from a week of bilatercal discussions on 
Palestinian autonomy in Iscael and in Egypt, as I'm sure you 
know. His discussions in both capitals were productive, and 
he cepocted to the Secretacy in Europe, en route home. 


The next steps in autonomy negotiations are being 
actively considered with our Israeli and Egyptian partners, 
but I have nothing further for you on any of his plans. 


Q How about Habib? 


A There is nothing furthec I have for you on 
Phil Habib's plans. There is no decision that he should go 
out there. 
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Q Is he still in town? 


A I'm not sure whether he is in town at this 
moment, but he will be meeting with the Secretary this week; 
so if he has left town, he will be back. 


Q Alan, on this Fairbanks mission, can you 
repoct any progress on the venue problem? 

A As I said, this: cremains under active 
discussion. 


Q Can you confirm the reports from Luxembourg that 
the United States proposes to have the autonomy talks in 
Washington or in a neutral site? 


A We have, in the past, from this podium, 
acknowledged that we have offered Washington as a possible 
site. I don't want to express a particular preference. I 
think that is something to be worked out among the various 
parties. And that, as I say, continues under discussion at 


this point. 


Q Is Morris Draper bringing any particular 
message from the Secretary or the President to the parties? 
And there was another report that the United States is pre- 
pared to restore $200 million in aid to Israel. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A As fac as Morrie's trip, I think we have 
addressed this before. He is going out to the countries 
where he has responsibility as Deputy Assistant Secretary. 
I don't know that he is carrying any particulac ideas with 
him at this moment. 
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As fac as $200 million, I'm a little confused. I 
got a phone call about that this morning from one of your 
colleagues. I don't know what $200 million in withheld aid 
one is talking about. I think this must refer to something 
that was connected with the M.0.¥., which was not, as I 
understand it, a question of aid -— it was a question of 
procurement. And I've addressed the M.0O.U. question before, 
that this is a subject we have kad under discussion, and could 
well come up during Mr. Sharon's visit here, but I don't 


have anything specific on it. 


-~- MORE -— 
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You see, I don't know that that $200 million 
will come up at that time. I'm just surmising from what I 
can gather. 


Q Is there any heightened tension here about 
this Syrian-Lebanese border situation? 


A This is a subject which. is always of serious 
concern to us, but I don't havé anything different to offer 
you on that. 


Q You mentioned Sharon's visit, and I wonder if 
you have a date of his visit? ’ 


A No. The other day I said he was coming later 
this month. I don't have anything more specific than that. 


Q Anything about the reports about naming a new 
ambassadoc to Israel? 


A No. The reports I've seen talk about other 
changes in the Middle Eastern area. What I would say about 
all of them is we don't comment on versonnel changes of that 
sort, but I'll leave that. 


Q Following that, you said that the Fairbanks 
talks were productive talks. Can you elaborate a little bit 
about what you mean by “productive talks"? Because there 
was no date which was set for the resumption of the talks, 
and you still have that thorny problem of getting the 
meeting to be held in Jerusalem or not. What's ‘he progress 
on that? 


A I will stick with the characterization of it. 
I think that Ambassador Fairbanks himself addressed what he 
wanted to say about the talks when he met with the press 
immediately after each of the sessions, and I have nothing 
to add to what he said. 


Q About Zaire. Does the United States 
encourage other African countries to restore relations with 


Israel? 
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a Obviously, we're pleased by and welcome this 
restoration. I don't want to try and prescribe for other 
governments what they should do, but I think our attitude in 
general certainly is encompassec bv my words. 


Q Another question: Can you describe today the 
situation in the Israel-Lebanese border? Is it more calm 
and less tense? : 


A I was asked in essence: about this before. I 
don't have anything new to add to what we've said about that 


before. ’ 


Q One more related on thec<s CSS reports about 
the Nazi collaborators. Are you commenting today on that? 

A You're stretching for relationships. 

Q Well, there's a close relation. 


A Yes. Going back in history. Let me say 
this. FPirst, let me emphasize that we continue to condemn 
in the strongest possible terms Nazi atrocities, and we are 
deeply disturbed at the presence of Nazi war criminals ille- 
gally in the United States. | 


In recent years a number of allegations have sur- 
faced that Nazi war criminals are in the U.S. and, in fact, 
it's my understanding that the Justice Department is taking 
some action at this point to deport some who have been 
found. 


The Department of State has cooperated fully with 
all investigations of these allegations. For example, we 
cooperated with the Department of Justice's Office of 
Special Investigations which is specifically charged with 
investigating such charges, with the 1978 GAO inquiry, and 
bp a subsequent Congressional inquiry held by Congressman 
Eilberg. 


We continue to cooperate with the efforts of the 
Office of Special Investigations to secure information from 
‘the Soviet Union and other Eastern European countries as 
well as Israel. 


As to the role of the Department of State in the 
allegations made on "60 Minutes," we are reviewing our files 
to see whether they contain any relevant information. 
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Q ‘Didn't you have time to ceview the files 
before now? They do these shows and put them in the can. 


A I don't know what the state of knowledge 
within the Department was on this rarticular one. 


Q The first that the Department knew about it 
was just yesterday? 


A I simply don't know, but I would say that in 
line with what normally happens with a show like that, it is 
not known specifically what is going to be sa‘’d until a show 
airs. But, as I've said, we have cooperated fully with 


‘investigations of this in the past, and there simply has 


been no effort here at lack of coopecation or coverup. 
Q Who is conducting the review of the files? 
A I don't have details. 


Q Were you aware before this took place that 
the kinds of allegations being made by the responsible 
then-U.S. Attorney were being made at the time of his 
investigation at the Justice Department? 


Q What kind of allegations are you talking 
about? 


Q With cespect to the State Department's early 
cooperation with helping secrete Nazi's into this country. 


A I personally am not. I can't tell you what 
Others did oc didn't know. This issue goes back to the 
immediate postwer period. 


Q No. But he obviously had raised them as a 
result of his own wock from 1978 to 1981 when he left the 
office. Didn't it come to the attention of the State 
Department that the people in the Justice Department had 
uncoveced such evidence? 


A I am not in a position to go into details 
except to say to you that we have fully cooperated with any 
investigations conducted by Justice, GAO, Congress or any- 
body else. 


Q On another aspect of that cepoct, he alleged 
that cight after Wocld Wac II the United States was 
conducting clandestine operations against the Soviets 











gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


a 








ee of ae | ey 


specifically, specifically parachuting teams into 
Byelorussia. ve 


Do you have any comment on that part of the 
report? ce 


A I can't. That gets into the area of intelli- 
gence activities, and as a matter of principle, without 
trying to lead you one way or another, I just can't comment 
on that soct of thing. . 


Q Can you comment on any of the developments 
cegacding the Iran-Iraq war in recent days? There have been 
statements out of Iran, some of which seem to raise the 
possibility that they might go into Iraq, statements speci- 
fically reported over the weekend by the Iranian Prime 
Minister. There has been a speech by Khomeini, warning 
other countries not to help Iraq, the Gulf Coordination 
Council met -- you know, the Gulf states -- and made some 
statements about their concern. 


Do you have any comment on any of these develop- 
ments or the situation in general? 


Q I don't. The other day -- I don't cecall 
whether you were hece -- 


Q I was. 


A Okay. That statement, which addresses 
itself, among other things, to the question of territorial 
integrity and use of force is where we stand at this point. 


Q Is the U.S. doing anything in this situation? 


A I think you can take it as a given that we 
ace concerned about the possibilities of the broader impli- 
cations of this situation that we have tried to work for a 
negotiated settlement within certain bounds obviously. It 
-hasn't been our principle action, but I don’t have anything 
beyond that to give you at this point. 


Q Do you have anything on the OPEC meeting in 
Ecuadoc? 


A No. 


Q Was the State Depactment in agreement with 
De. Billy Graham about alleged freedom in the Soviet Union, 
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religious freedom, and higher rate of Moscow chucch atten- 
dance than in Charlotte, the wonderfulness of Arbotov, and 
how much caviac he ate? + 


What was the State Department impression of this? 
Wece you impressed, grateful, or what? 


A tI think that our views about religion in the 
Soviet Union have been expressed on various occasions in the 
past. I have nothing to add to that today. As far as Billy 
Graham is concerned, I don't have any comment on his 
remarks. : 


Q Just one followup on this: Would you deny 
that Dr. Graham's statement that his heart was strangely 
warmed might just possibly be due to caviar-caused gas 
pains? You won't deny that. 


A I have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the repoct on 
South African military -- well, the situation in Namibia 
with cespect to the Church cepoct, alleging that South 
African troops were intimidating the population, etc., etc.? 


A I have nothing on that. 
Q What about Crocker's trip? 


A I have nothing beyond what we've said about 
it before. I think we've addressed that. 


Q Could I ask you a question about arms 
control? 


A I'm not sure what I have to add to what's 
already been said by a variety of people including the 
President, but try. 


Q In a September 28, 1981, interview in U.S. 
News, Assistant Secretary of State Eagleburger said, an 
quote: "The Reagan Administration does not view cooperation 
with the Soviet Union as an end in itself. Linkage will be 
an operative principle... The leaders of the Soviet Union 
cannot expect to enjoy the benefits of joint activities in 
areas of interest to them even as they seek to undercut our 
interests." 
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In his speech at Eureka College, the President 
made no mention of linkage. Which is the Administration 
position? Eagleburger's or the President's? 


A I don't think those are inconsistent state- 
ments. The fact is the President was addressing specifi- 
cally his START proposals. 


Q You're talking about arms control now, aren't 
you? - 


A The other question whether Soviet behavior 
in general affects our relationship in some specific areas, 
I think that clearly remains true. But the President has 
articulated our policy on START at this point. 


Q It's still true that linkage will be an 
operative principle? 


A Linkage is in the eye of the beholder. [It 
depends on (inaudible). 


Q It was Mr. Eagleburger's words. 


A I understand what you're saying, but I'm also 
saying to you, your use of the word "linkage" can be 
interpreted in a variety of ways -- 


Q Was he speaking for himself or for the 
Department? 


A -- and I would prefer to leave the -- 


Q I know what you would prefer; you'd prefer 
that the question not be answered. 


A No. I prefer to leave it the way I just 
expressed it. 


Q The Agency for International Development gave 
a grant of $125,000 to the City of Halhoul in the West Bank 
to build a produce and fruit market, and this amount of 
money is still held in abeyance by the Israeli Government 
which still refuses to allow the construction of the market 
which is to be financed by United States' aid money. 


Do you have any comment on this situation or do 
you like to take the question? 
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A «I don't know anything about that. 

Q Can you take the question, please? 
A I can try to look into it. ' 
Q Please. 


Q Central America2 Do you have anything on the 
elections in the Dominican Republic? 


A Not much more than a status report 
actually. Voting took place on Sunday, May 16, from 6:00 
aem. to 8:00 p.m. Except for a few local disturbances, the 
voting took place in an orderly manner and the country is 
now quiet. 


With 10% of the vote in, Salvadoc Jorge Bianco's 
Revolutionary Party -- the PRD -- is reported to have 
ceceived 48% of the vote. This is again with 10% of the 
vote in. 


Joachim Belanguerc and the Refocmist Party -=- the 
PR -— is reported to have 34%, and Juan Bosch of the PLD is 
cepocted to have 10.5% 


Votec turnout was cepoctedly heavy. Since the 
voting was done enticely with paper ballots, complete 
cetucns ace not expected to be available until tonight. 


I may note that the U.S. Government is encouraged 
that the democratic process in the Dominican Republic 
appears to be operating so smoothly. 


Q Can I get a couple more on Nicaragua? Are 
there any indications when talks with Nicaragua might begin? 


A I understand that we probably will respond to 
their latest presentation shortly, but I can't define that 
for you in number of days. 


Q At present is the 8=-point proposal still 
intact? ! 


A Intact? Sure. 
Q To go back to the Falklands. At what point 


did the U.S. relationship to the effort to promote a peace- 
ful resolution shift from being actively engaged in every 





way possible to now actively interested? What difference 
does -- 


A I think we do remain actively engaged in a 
variety of ways as well as actively interested, but 
obviously the principle focus of talks at this moment is at 
the U.N. I think that that is a different set of cir- 
cumstances than when the Secretary was engaged in his 
efforts. 


Q That was the case last Wednesday as well, but 
the U.S. Government was still said to be actively engaged -- 


A I would not want to leave you with the 
suggestion that our interest or engagement has changed from 
last week. That is certainly not the case. The difference 
would be between when Secretary Haig was engaged in his 
active mission and so on, on the one hand, and the fact that 
the action has largely shifted to theSG.N. I would say 
"actively engaged” is still an accurate description of that. 


Last question. 
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Q Trying to muzzle the press. Do you have 
anything on the alleged report out of Cleveland about the 
nuns‘ slaying in El Salvador? Any update? And can you tell 
us what the opinion of the U.S. is now with respect to that 
investigation? 
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A I'm not sure. You have to be a little more 
specific about the first part of it. What do you mean? 
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Q An AP report that was published today in The 
Washington Post refers tc a State Department document. 





A That material which is referred to consists 
of our written cesponses to a number of questions about the 
investigation raised by the families of the church women, 
and that was information prepared specificially for those 
families and will not be made public by the Department. 


As far as the state of play of the investigation, 
my understanding is that it is as it was, that the judge who 
has the case under his concern continues to be looking at 
it. I don't think there's any change in that. 


Q Just one. I wonder if I could go back to a 
previous question. I'm a little puzzled in view of what I 
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heard from that. podium introduced a new appointee as 
occupying a New York Times chair at the State Department -- 





A I think you were the one who raised that 
first. ¥ 


Q I did. Yeah. I asked, “Isn't there a 


Washington Post chair at the State Department," and suddenly 
the evasion set in. : 


Now, we just opened this briefing with a very 
strong concern about the distortion of The Washington Post. 
I don't understand why it is you have to evade whether 
you're glad there's another newspaper in town because, [ 
mean, certainly I understand the State Department favors 
competition, doesn't it? And a free press, doesn't it? 





Could you give us some little hint, inkling and so 
forth? Aren't you glad? 


A I'm always glad when there are more 
newspapers. 


Q Oh, that's wonderful. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, MAY 18, 1982, 12:21 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Has the Department had a chance to analyze 
the Brezhnev speech yet? 


A I can only give you a very preliminary 
response. I think the Secretary and the Vice President 
already have commented. In general, we welcome President 
Brezhnev's announced willingness to begin negotiations on 
substantial reductions in strategic nuclear arms. 


We are studying the President's statement and will 
do so in detail, but have not completed doing that. 


Q Did the U.S. Government have any advance 
indication of what that speech was going to contain? 


A I have no indication that we had advance 
knowledge. Specifically I think that people had made some 
surmises about what he might say when he got around to 
addressing the issue. 


Do you expect further amplification? 


From us? 


Go F, YO 


From them to you. 


A I do not know at this point. Obviously, when 
we get to negotiating -- 


Q No, I mean -- 
A At this point? 
Q Yes. 
A 


I simply don't know. 


Q Do you expect, in other words, the Soviets to 
clear up any ambiguities that there are in his speech 
through other forms of communications to you? 
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A I would think that most of the questions that 
exist would probably be addressed during negotiations. 


Q How do you expect to engage your. -- 


A I don't have anything further at this point 
in terms of what proposals might be made or how they might 
be made for actually beginning talks, which is I assume what 
you're asking me about. 


Q That's right. 
A I don't have anything. 


Q How do you assume the Secretary will meet 
Gromyko in New York this -- 


A I don't know. I have seen remarks which have 
been attributed to members of the Secretary's party on that 
as a possibility, but I don't have specifics. 


Q Can you respond to two specifics in the 
Brezhnev speech? One is the nuclear freeze idea, and the 
second is what seems to be a proposal to move the SS-20s out 
of the range of Western Europe. 


A With regard to the proposal to freeze strate- 
gic arms as soon as the talks begin, let me just say two 
things very briefly. 


One is, as we have said before, a freeze now would 
codify existing Soviet military advantages. And, second, it 
would remove Soviet incentives to agree to the substantial 
reductions which President Reagan has identified as our pri- 
mary objective in START. 


With regard to the proposal to limit additional 
deployments of intermediate-range missiles, it appears to be 
little more than a reiteration of earlier Soviet proposals 
to freeze the current nuclear imbalance in Europe and, as 
such, it falls short of President Reagan's proposal for a 
total elimination of longer-range, land-based INF missiles on 


both sides. 


On the latter question -- the INF question -- we 
may have some more detailed respone later on, perhaps today. 
But that's all I've got on this at the moment. 


Q Do you see anything new in this proposal to 
freeze on both sides of the Ural Mountains? 
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A I'd prefer to stick where I am at the moment. 
As I say, we may have something more later, but I don't have 
anything further. 


Q In rejecting a freeze, you're not insisting 
that actual deployments have to be accomplished at some 
point, are you? You're just saying you're going to continue 
with your programs. 


A Do you mean, if we were able to in fact nego- 
tiate a reduction, then we would not insist upon going ahead 
with the deployments? 


Q Yes. 
A There's no change in that. 


Q A number of people up on the Hill who have 
responded to the Reagan speech and now the Brezhnev answer 
have said that the negotiations likely are going to be long 
and difficult, and in that case both sides continue to 
build up their weaponry. And there's some unhappiness with 
that and some attraction, therefore, for the freeze idea. - 


Do you have anything in your book there that 
addresses that general issue? 


A We've addressed the issue of freeze, I think, 
in great detail before, and I don't have anything today to 
add in detail to that. I do think we have gone into great 
detail in explaining why a freeze is not acceptable, and I 
don't think there's any secret about our position on this. 


Q But what about the other question, that 
during the course of the negotiation both sides do manage to 
continue to build up their weaponry so that you could have a 
negotiation going on for three or four years, if there's any 
pattern in the last two, and during that two or three-year 
period both sides just continue to build up. There's no 
effort made in the course of that long negotiation to knock 


it back. 


A I would simply point out that, of course, we 
are committed to not undermining the terms of SALT 
agreements provided the Soviets do the same while those 
agreements, in fact, are not ratified, and it is the 
Administration's position that SALT II should not be 
ratified. But that position remains the same so that in 
terms of numbers, at least that within the ground rules I've 
just explained, holds. 
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Q Going back to your first reason for opposing 
a freeze, you say that they would codify the Soviet military 
advantage. 


Are you now saying that the Soviets overall have a 
military advantage over the United States? 


A We've addresed this many times before. I 
don't have anything to add to what we've said before on it. 


Q Middle East. Do you have any comment on the 
political committee of the Council of Europe meeting in 
Jerusalem? 


A No. I have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have any comment regarding the story 
that appears in the-Post this morning regarding Ratheon and 
Prince Khalid of Saudi Arabia? 


A Not really. It's a criminal matter pending 
before the courts, and therefore I would have no comment and 
would refer you to the Department of Justice for any comment 
they might have. 


Q Just a follow-up on that. To the best of 
your knowledge, does Prince Khalid hold any diplomatic post 
here in the United States? 


A I simply don't know the answer to that? 
Q Could you take that? 
A Sure. 


Q And could you take it, did he hold any post 
back in 1977 when these things transpired? 


A I will add that to the inquiry. 
Q Can I return to this nuclear discussion? Do 
you expect the Secretary to have any remarks this afternoon 


-- any update or change anything that's been said today? 
He's coming in, what, shortly before 6:00? 


A On President Brezhnev's speech? 


Q Yes. 
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A I would not anticipate that he would have a 
great deal more to say at this point. I can't predict with 
great certainty, but I don't have any reason to believe at 
this point that he would be giving a much more detailed 
response right now. 


Q The reason I raise it is because there's a 
rumor among the White House press corps -- which is not 
known for believing in rumors -- that the Secretary is being 
rushed back in time for the evening network news to make a 
statement on the Brezhnev speech. 


A My knowledge of his schedule is that it 
remained such that he wouldn't be back in time for that. 
I have no knowledge of his being rushed back in time for the 
evening network news. 


Q As long as we're talking about the 
Secretary's schedule, there were some reports from his party 


yesterday that he would be stopping in Spain and that 
apparently has now been scrubbed. Is that correct? 


a They issued a statement on this, and I think 
we have the text available in the Press Office. Let me 
refer you to that. 


Q On this nuclear issue again: The Secretary 
said that SALT II is dead and you're trying to get into 
START I. There's been a lot of talk about trying to do 
something in between to get some kind of an agreement prior 
to the possibility of an agreement on START. 


Do you have anything on that possibility? 
A No, I don't. 


Q As near as I can tell in the Brezhnev speech, 
he doesn't talk about timing of the negotiations. Is that 
cause for any unhappiness here, or is it read as an indication 
that he isn't interested in starting at the end of June as 
the President has said? 


A I frankly don't have a reading for you on 
that, but I've heard nothing which has suggested that any- 
body thinks this is something which is going to be put off 
for months and months and months. As I say, people -- the 
Vice President this morning, the Secretary, and we here in 
the statement that I've got -- have welcomed the announced 
willingness to begin negotiations. 
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I think that indicates our assumption is that 
we're not talking about something delayed that way. 


Q I recall, I think, this morning a quote from 
he Secretary saying that the Brezhnev approach was com- 
patible with the American approach, and I think much of the 
paraphrase or a direct quote were praising it because it 
built on previous agreements. 


A I have not seen anything to that effect. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q At the tnited Nations, Perez de Cuellar 
apparently spoke with Secretary Haig twice last week by phone. 
Are these just briefings or is he giving some input into 
negotiations? What can you tell us about those phone calls? 


A I can't give you any details on the phone 
calls. I do know the Secretary has talked with the Secretary 
General, but not only on one subject. Put he has talked with 
him; he talked with him shortly before he left for Europe 
about the South Atlantic and the Secretary General's efforts 
there. He has talked with him about a number of things, but I 


don't have details to give you. 


Q To follow up on that, could you give us any 
kind of idea where you think the issue stands now? Is this, in 
fact, the last few days of the negotiations in New York? What 


can you say? 


Pe I don't have a reading to give you on that. 


Q Alan, do you know anything about a possible Pym 
visit here Thursday or Friday? 


A - I know nothing about a possible visit by 
Foreign Secretary Pym. 


Q Alan, anything on a British request for U.S. 
assistance? 


A No. As I have said before, we're not going to 
get into the question of British requests. 


Q There is a report -- I think it was in The 
Times this morning -- that the United States was lobbying for 
sanctions to be applied by the Common Market, or for them to 
be renewed, I should say. Do you have any comment on that? 


ey I have seen such reports. We, obviously, have 
been in touch with various EEC member states as well as other 
interested countries since the beginning of the dispute in the 
South Atlantic as part of our effort to contribute to a peace- 
ful resolution of the conflict. But I'm not prepared to go 
into details of these diplomatic communications, so I'm afraid 
I have to leave you uninformed on that. 


Q Does the United States have a position with 
respect to whether the Common Market should renew its 
sanctions? 
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M As I think the Secretary indicated in 
Luxembourg, we have no specific comment on the EEC action. 
Our position has been clear from the beginning, that is, a 
peaceful, quick resolution of the dispute based on U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 502. We support whatever measures 
might encourage the parties to resolve their dispute in these 


terms. 


Q Do you have any idea what measures there might 
be with respect to the Common Market? 


A I have nothing further to offer you on that. 


Q And we have no plans of our own to impose simi- 
lar sanctions? 

M I have nothing to announce to you on that. 

Q On King Hassan, I have a couple of clarifica- 


tions on that. A senior official stated yesterday at the 
White House that King Hassan had agreed, he thinks, to OAU 
supervision of the plebiscite or a referrendum in the Western 


Sahara. Is that accurate, or what? 


A sit think you would have to ask the Moroccans 
what the King has agreed to or not agreed to. That's your 
question, right, what he has agreed to? I would not presume 


to speak for then. 


Q As far as the SAM-6 attack, the Secretary said 
that this SAM-6 attack by the Polisario took place inside of 
Moroccan territory, but the Department has later said that he 
misspoke himself. I'd like to know where it took place, 


according to the Department. 


y I'm not familiar with which particular SAM-6 
attack you are referring to here. 


Q The one that has been used to justify the 
increase of military aid to Morocco. 


A I think the increased military aid to Morocco 
has been justified on rather a broader question than that. 


Q Can I have a clarification on whether the 
Secretary was right or wrong on this issue? 


i Why don‘t you provide some more details on when 
it is these statements were supposedly made, and we will look 
into it. 
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Q The Secretary stated it before the Foreign 
Affairs Committee. 


A The House Foreign Affairs Committee? 

Q The Senate. 

A The Senate Foreign Relations Committee? 

Q Foreign Relations. I don't have the date. 

A O.K. Why don't you provide dates to the Press 


Office and so on. If you can do that, we will be happy to 
check into it. 


Q Finally, one last thing if I may, the official 
said that the Moroccans are not initiating attacks in the 
Sahara but are defending themselves in the Sahara, and I 
wonder how a country defends itself outside its own borders. 


A I'm going to have to leave the record where the 
official left it yesterday. I have nothing to add to that. 


Q Do you have any statement with respect to 
alleged raids by South Africans into Angola? 


A No, I have nothing. 


Q Anything on Gutierrez giving up his position as 
commander-in-chief? 


A Simply that General Gutierrez’ resignation 
appears to be another aspect of the transfer of power from 
the revolutionary junta to the new provisional government. 
With the reenactment of the 1962 Constitution, President 
Magano became commander-in-chief. General Gutierrez, 
therefore, resigned from that post, just as earlier he had 
stepped down along with other members of the junta when 
President Magano was inaugurated. 


Q Do you just happen to know whether there are 
any officials left at the senior levels of the Salvadoran 
government who installed the revolutionary government in 
October 1979? 


A Jim, I don't have any information on that 
subject. 


Q Also on Salvador, tomorrow the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee is talking about an inquiry into 
d'Aubuisson. Does the Departmen: have a position on that? Do 
you favor such an inquiry? 
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A I have no position to offer you on that. 


Q Could you take that, and see if the Department 
has a position? 


A I don't think I would take that at this point. 
If we have something to say to the Committee, I think we 
would say it to the Committee. 


Q Just one follow-up: Will you provide infor- 
mation to the Committee if they request it on the background 
of the -- 


A I can't tell you specifically what would be 
requested and what would be provided, but obviously, the 
Department cooperates with Congressional committees to the 
maximum extent it can. 


Q Alan, are you prepared in this building 
generally to accept questions on nuclear strategy and so on, 
some Of underlying principles of the proposed START talks? 


A I think that that would be something which 
would perhaps not be properly addressed in this particular 
forum. I think there are people in this building who could 
address the subject. . 


Q But you don't want to talk about it as a 
matter of policy on a day-to-day basis in the briefings? 


A I don't know, but what kind of thing do you 
want to get into? 


Q There was a challenge yesterday by, I think, 
Herbert Scoville, to the President's negotiating position 
on the grounds it would leave the U.S. survivable missile 
force vulnerable to even more Soviet warheads -- that kind 
of question. Are you prepared to take that question? 


A I can give you a general response to that par- 
ticular question. 


Q O.K. Fine. Thank you. 


A We have not yet seen the full text of Mr. 
Scoville‘s remarks, so comments would be preliminary. The 
President's proposal would reduce, not increase, the danger... 
of war. It addresses the main threat to peace, 
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which is posed by the massive Soviet build-up of land-based 
ballistic missile forces which are the most destabilizing 
systems in the nuclear balance. Because of their large size 
and short flight times these missiles pose a significant 
threat to U.S. deterrent forces. 


As part of our proposal the total number of 
warheads would be reduced by one-third, and both sides would 
have to cut the total number of their ballistic missiles to 
equal levels. We believe that such deductions will enhance 
deterrence, and therefore, will have the effect of stabi- 


lizing the nuclear balance. 


Q The argument he makes, basically, is that you 
are reducing the number of warheads, but you are also 
reducing the number of targets that those warheads have to 
hit, and reducing the number of targets in such a way that 
you have even greater vulnerability than you have now. 


A I have seen a press account of his remarks, 
but as I say, we haven't seen the full text, and I think 
there is an inclination to wait to see the full text rather 


than responding to the press account. 
Q Will you see -- 


A I will take back the thought that there is 
interest in a more detailed response to his points. 


Q Right. And this would be the place to address 
questions from? 


A Right. That's fine. I will undertake to get 
that. 


Q Where is Ambassador Stoessel? 


A He was here this morning. I don't know where 
-- What are you looking for? People keep asking about his -- 


Q There must be a reason if people keep asking. 


Yes. I'm asking you what your reason is. 


A 

Q We'll see. 
A We'll see. I see. O.K. 
Q 


Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 19, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. It's nice to see all 
of you again. 


I don't have any announcements today. Be glad to 
take your questions. 


Q Dean, is the Secretary doing anything in the' 
Falklands crisis? 


A Today, I cannot say that he has been doing 
anything specifically. As you know -- well, maybe you don't 
know -- he has been quite active this morning and even at pre- 
sent in connection with King Hassan'‘s visit. 


Q Is there any heightened degree of concern here 
about a British attack on the Falklands? 


A Well, we obviously read the press, but beyond 
acknowledging that, I don't have any specific comment I can 
offer you on it. 


Q Is there any sense of concern here at all about 


A Well, there has always been concern, and that 
is why the Secretary has been so active from the beginning in 
seeking a peaceful resolution of that dispute. 


Q Concern about the crisis, but is there any con- 
cern, per se, about the possibility that it may escalate 
dramatically in the next 48 hours? 


A Again, beyond saying that we read the press as 
you do, I really don't have any more specific comment to 
offer. 


Q Dean, it was suggested in New York that if the 
Secretary General fails, that it would be turned over to the 
Security Council. Does the United States feel that the 
Security Council could play any useful role in the crisis at 
this time, or would it simply be divisive? 
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4 I think it's a little premature to speculate 
on that since the U.N. Secretary General's efforts are still 


continuing; and we are fully in support of those efforts. 


4 Q Dean, it was disclosed here, I think yester- 
day, that the Secretary has been in touch at least twice with 
Perez de Cuellar while he was on this trip. Has there been 
any contact between the Secretary and Perez de Cuellar since 


his return? 


A I don't know, John. I just don't have an 
answer for you on that. 





ear re er ee 


Q Dean, the Secretary said a few days ago that 
the matter was at a critical stage. 


a Yes. 


vnc wiki 


Q That was Sunday; now we are at Wednesday. Has 
the concern of this Department -- the Secretary -- lessened 
to some degree, that the situation is no longer at a critical 
level? Is it really proper to call this a Falklands crisis 


per se? 





A There is no disposition in this Department to 
suggest that it is any less critical than when the Secretary 


made his remarks. 


Q At the same time, the situation is not any 
worse than we were some days ago? 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


* A I don't think it would be very productive for 
ad me to try to go beyond that so long as Perez de Cuellar's 
, initiative is still in progress. 


Q Dean, do you have anything to say about which 


side has been more cooperative, less cooperative, more 
reasonable, or less reasonable through the Perez de 


Cuellar attempt? 


ry Not beyond referring you back to statements 
made and actions taken since the onset of the crisis. 





Q Well, the statements made in reference to the 
Secretary's earlier attempts and in reference to President 


Belaunde's attempts. Are you saying those still apply 
throughout the current series with the U.N. Secretary General? 


A I'm not quite sure I understand the thrust of 
your question. What was it again? 





Q I'm saying that at least two points since the 
beginning of this crisis the Department has stated, either 
through the Secretary or yourself, I believe, that Argentina 


= was being either less reasonable or less cooperative than 
Britain. 
A That is precisely what I meant in my response. 
= 
mo 
2 Q You're saying that that has persisted through 
° the U.N. Secretary General's attempts? 


A I'm not making a value judgment on what has 
gone on in connection with the Secretary General's attempts. 
As you know, those have been confidential discussions in 
which he has spoken to each side separately. I, again, don't 
think it would be helpful for me to try to characterize what 
you are asking me in the context of the Secretary General's 
initiative. 


What I was trying to suggest to you is that we have 
made statements and taken actions in the past, which I think 
speak for themselves. 
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Q Do you think your previous statements of those 
sorts were helpful? 
A I honestly don't quite know how to respond to 
that question, were they helpful. 
Q Just say yes or no. 
r, A We expressed our point of view, and we had 


reasons for expressing that point of view. 


a ¥ 


P Q Dean, putting it another way, do you still 
feel that Argentina has been intransigent in the negotiation? 


rn I have no reason to depart from the statements 
made in the past in connection with that subject. 


Q Dean, do we have anything to suggest that the 
Soviet Union is now furnishing intelligence information to 


the Argentines? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Dean, have there been any more visits, so far 
as you know, by any American emissary such as General 
Walters, to Argeutina? 
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No. 

Since the Walters visit? 

No. 

There have not been? 

That's correct. 

What was the upshot of that visit? 

We addressed that -- I think Alan did in -- 


Not really. (Laughter) 


r oO Fr, OO Fr OOUmUPPrhlUlUCOUCUDY 


Well, you may not have been satisfied with the 
way it was addressed, but it was addressed. I don't have 
anything to add to it. 


Q Just for the record, there was no answer 
on that -- just that he went. 


A Well, no, I think it went a bit further than 
that. We suggested the purpose of his visit was to facili- 
tate communication and maintain a dialogue with the leaders 
of Argentina. 


Q How do you facilitate? 


A Make every effort to maintain the channels of 
communication. One of the ways you do that is by such a 
visit as General Walters undertook. 


Q I just want to come back for a minute because 
I'm confused about the initial question and answer. Are we 
neutral on the subject of whether Britain attacks the 
Falklands? 


A Are we neutral? 


Q Are we neutral? Yes. From what you say, I 
gather that there is sort of general concern about the cri- 
sis. But have we, for example, expressed any concern or any 
reservations or any misgivings to the British about launching 
a full-scale attack on the Falklands? 





” eis: 


<A ote AMT ZOTL 


ie = 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
he 


| Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





A Oh, no, I don't think it would be appropriate 
to characterize what we have done in that context. Clearly, 
we still continue to hope that there will be a peaceful 
resolution or a negotiated solution to the crisis in the 
South Atlantic. Equally clearly, we joined the British in 
Resolution 502 in the beginning; and I think the language of 
that Resolution is very clear, and it is a clear indication 
of where the United States stands with respect to the crisis. 


I would point out to you that the NATO Foreign 
Ministers, as part of their communique, left no doubt in 
anyone's mind as to precisely what the problem is, as they 
see it. The United States was a signatory to that 
communique. 

Q In other words, is it too much to say, Dean, 
that if Argentina is not more flexible, that the United States 
would support any actions that Great Britain might feel it 
has to take? 


A The Secretary addressed that at his press con- 
ference in Luxembourg yesterday. 

Q Some of us were not privileged to be there. 

f No, but you probably saw news reports on it. 


I have nothing to add to what he had to say on it. 


Q Do you have an answer on John's specific 
guestion, “Is the United States neutral on the question of an 
invasion by Britain of the Falklands?” 


fs The answer I gave is the one I wish to stand 
by on that particular point. 


Q A negotiated solution. 


on A negotiated solution, but I also made 
reference to our support of Resolution 502, and called your 
attention again to what the NATO Foreign Ministers said 
yesterday. 


Q Dean, there is the sense that there could be 
an invasion, or more warfare, over the Falklands in the very 
near future. Haig is now back from his trip. Is he playing 
any role at all in trying to head off more fighting, or is he 
now resigned to letting events take their course? 
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A As I indicated earlier, I can't give you today 
an indication of what he has done in this connection since he 
returned. 


9 Dean, to bring us up to date, is there any 
restriction on the use to which Britain may put the 
"materiel" support that the United States would provide? 


A Any restriction? 


Q Yes. If we supply them fuel supplies, and 
they use the fuel and supplies in certain endeavors as an 
invasion, is there any restriction? 


A All I can say on that again is to reiterate 
what we have said in the past, and that is that if we receive 
reguests of the British, we will address them, and we will be 
prepared to be responsive to those requests based on our 
assessment that they would be suitable or appropriate. 


Q Does that mean you have received no requests 
whatsoever? 

Bb I don't want to comment on that. We have not 
done that. | 

9 To pick up that business of the question 


earlier about whether the Soviets are providing intelligence, 
we've read about a report of a new satellite in position. 


Ay Yes. 


Q Perhaps the role that Soviet information may 
have played in pinpointing the Sheffield. Your answer is 
that you have no comment? 


A That's correct. 


Q Is that to be interpreted that you don't know, 
Or you don't want to say? 


A No. When I say “no comment," I hope it's 
usually not interpreted as meaning I don't know. 


Q What does it mean? 


fh If I don't know, I would say I don't 
xnow. I said no comment. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What is the problem with revealing whether 
the U.S. knows if the Soviets are providing intelligence to 
Argentina? 


A Because I prefer not to make any comment on 
it. 


edalicl Ob oder, 


Q Do you want to characterize the Soviet role 
in this in any way? Have they been relatively restrained? 


A No. I'm not going to characterize it. 


Q Let me come back. I want to ask you one 
thing because I'm still unclear. I asked you whether the 
United States had expressed any reservations or misgivings 
to the British about the possibility of full-scale attack, 
and you answered that "I don't think that would be an 
appropriate way to characterize what we have said to the 
British." 


Can you characterize in any way at all what we 
have said to the British? 


A No. Not at all. 


Q Have we talked to the British about the 
possibility of an invasion? 
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A We have talked to the British on numerous 
occasions, but I'm not going to get into the substance of 
those discussions. 


Q What is the strategy behind your 
stonewalling on all these questions we're asking you? 


(Laughter) 





fs To frustrate you. Specifically. 


Q I can see that. 


hs There's no other reason for it except for 
that. 

(Laughter) 

Q I accept that as a compliment, but can you go 


beyond that? 











. No. Other than to say that, as I did 
earlier, this is a very critical time, and I don't think it 
would serve any useful purpose whatsoever for me to try to 

mz characterize it because we continue to hope that the 
Secretary General's initiative will be successful. It is 


still en train. 


J 
eed? 2° 3ST ME 


Q Are we still in direct touch with the 
Argentine Government ? 


ww eee ao 


4 Through our Embassy, yes, of course. 


can Foreign 


Any plan for General Walters to return? 
Not to my knowledge. 
Has he got his bags packed or -- 


No. I have nothing to give you -- 


ono Fr, OD F WO 


Can you give us some notice next time? 


a -- and I would not wish by my saying I have 
nothing to give you to suggest that there are any plans for 
General Walters to return. 


Q Are there any plans for the Secretary to talk 
to the Soviet Ambassador about this situation? 


on No. Not to my knowlecge at this particular 
time. I, in fact, am not certain the Soviet Ambassador is 
in town, but I honestly haven't checked that personally. 
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Q Does the United States support a policy of 
self-determination for the islanders? 


’ ; 
" 
‘ 


A That gets us into an area that has been the 
subject of intense controversy in connection with the nego- 
tiations, and I'd prefer not to address that. 


Q Any word from the Russians on the proposal 
for starting the START talks? 


A No, sir. 


Q Are you still expecting them to begin in late 
June or early July? 
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“ That obviously will be dependent, may be 
Gependent, in part on the response that the Soviets bring 
back to us. 


Q Is that a target date or an expectation? 


A I wouldn't wish to characterize it either way 
at this stage. It will, as I say, be dependent upon future 
communications we have with the Soviets. 


Q Anything firmer on a Haig-Gromyko meeting? 


QM No. Nothing firmer. Nothing obviously to 
announce. 


Q Did we ever get a flat no from the Soviets on 
the President's proposal to meet Brezhnev in June at the 
United Nations? An official response -- negative? 


A I will have to look into that. 


Q But it's safe to assume that there will not 
be a summit in June in New York. 


look into that. 


Mad 
a 
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Q Do you have any comment on Indonesia's rejec- 
tion of Ambassador Abramowitz? 


A On the matter of the Abramowitz appointment, 
the question of agrement on ambassadorial appointments is a 
matter between the two governments, and I cannot comment on 
the matter. 


Q Have they formally rejected it or is it just 


A I just gave you the response that I'm able to 
give you. 


Q Is there another assignment being planned for 
Ambassador Abramowitz? 


oy I can't speculate about that at this time. 


Q Have you any idea why he was not welcomed by 
=hne Indonesians? 


A Do you want me to repeat it again? 


gn 
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Q I'm trying to -- 


A You're trying to get me to go beyond what I 
gave you, and I'm not prepared to do that. 


Q Is the matter closed? Is that it? We're 
not going to have any other suggestion that he will be going 
to Indonesia? 


om I really can't go beyond what I said on this 
at this time. 


Q According to news reports, Taiwan has lodged 
a protest with the United States regarding the discussions 
between the U.S. and the People's Republic of China, among 
other things insisting that the Taiwanese representatives be 
briefed on these discussions which involve arms sales to 
Taiwan. 


Can you tell us whether you've received the pro- 
test as reported and whether the United States has briefed 
or will brief Taiwan about the discussion? 


a No. I'm sorry. I can't give you anything on 
that. 

Q Will you take the question? 

fy As to whether or not we have received a 
protest? 


Q Yes. As reported, and whether the United 
States has or will brief Taiwan on the discussions as repor- 
tedly they asked. 


4 I will look into that but without a guarantee 
that I'm going to be able to come back with a precise answer 
to your question. 


Q On that same issue, can you confirm <= this 
was a newspaper and a radio report yesterday -- that Vice 
President Bush told the Chinese while he was there that the 
United States would not sell arms to Taiwan indefinitely. 


A I cannot comment on the substance of our 
Ciscussions with the Chinese on this matter. 


Q So you can't take the question at all? 
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A No. It wouldn't do you any good. 


e) Do you have any comment on the Salvadoran 
Government's decision to suspend -- at least they say tem- 
porarily -- part of this land reform program? 

o We haven't yet seen the text of the decree 


which we understand was passed yesterday evening. We'll be 
examining that decree closely and, as soon as we have the 
text in hand, following that I would expect we might well 
have some comment. But, until that happens, I can't. 


Q Is it something you think you'll get today? 
A I don't know. 
Q Middle East. Do you have any comment? 


Saudi Arabia broke relations with Costa Rica. 


A No. That's a matter between the two govern- 
ments which I'm not prepared to comment on. 


Q There's an accusation in an Israeli paper 
that the consulate in East Jerusalem is funneling funds to 
the PLO through charitable organizations in the occupied 


territories. 
Do you have anything on that? 


A Nothing specific in connection with that. I 
noted the news report you referred to, but I think we have 
made very clear our position in connection with similar 


allegations in the past. 


Q One last question: Yesterday I asked about 
the diplomatic status of Prince Khalid, or if he had any. 


A Excuse me. Who? 


Q Prince Khalid. He's the Saudi Air Defense 
Minister, and it was in connection with a story that 
appeared in the Post yesterday, and I didn't see anything 


posted. 


A I'm sorry. I'm not up to date on that. 


MR. ROMBERG: We're getting that. 


A Still looking into it. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee attempt to discharge or get information 
about Mr. D'Aubuisson from the Department? A resolution to 
that effect they're discussing this morning. 


A Again, I'm not familiar with the case. 


Q And, secondly, could I also inquire about the 
Secretary's statement of November 12 last year that the 
Folisario used SAM-6 missiles inside of Moroccan territory 
on October 13 of 1981? If the Department maintains that 
that's an accurate statement or not, since I've gotten it 
both ways. 


MR. ROMBERG: Dean, we took that question 
yesterday. 


Q Is it going to be answered? I haven't seen 
anything. 


MR. ROMBERG: I imagine it will be, at some point. 


Q Do you have any general guidance as to the 
general expectations of the visit of the King here? What 
Our objectives are? 


ray At this point I don't. Was that addressed 
when it was announced, what the overall objectves are from 
Our point of view of King Hassan's visit? 


MR. ROMBERG: There was a background on that at 
the White House. 


A I'll have to refer you to that. I have 
nothing to give you today. 


Q What was the answer to the question about the 
statement regarding the Polisario? I couldn't hear it. 


A It's being looked into, and we'll offer some 
guidance as soon as it's available. 


Q Is there any other briefing set on King 
Hassan's visit? 


A I will be glad to check that. My expectation 
is that it is likely, but I'm not sure. We'll be glad to 
look into it for you. 
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Q Have you got anything there on Iran-Iraq, 
specifically on reports that Iran is on the edge of a mili- 
tary victory? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything from Morrie Draper and 
the progress of his trip? 


A No. I've seen nothing in connection with 
that trip. 


Q Is Ambassador Habib going to see the 
Secretary this week? 


A Yes. 


Q Is there any plans that he will go again to 
the Middle East? 


A None that I am aware of at this point. I 
think that question, again, was addressed by Alan in our 
absence on the trip. I'm not aware of any change in that 
whatsoever. 


Q I wanted to ask about Namibia, but when is 
Habib going to meet with the Secretary? Do you have a date 
on that? 


4 No specific time I can give you at this 
point. 


Q Could you let us know, please? Post it, if 
possible? . 


4B I will certainly do that. 
Q Is there anything new today on the Namibia 


talks? I saw the guidance yesterday. Any other update? 
Have you heard responses from them? 


a No. I might point out to you, however, that 
a senior official did have a backgrounder on the subject of 
Namibia in recent days. We could make available some infor- 
mation on that, I hope, within the next 24 hours. 
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Q Returning to disarmament, is there any reac- 
tion to proposals by Prime Minister Trudeau at Notre Dame 
that not only should there be no linkage of other issues 

- i with the disarmament talks, before they happen, but that 
commercial interdependency could assist disarmament, such as 
the natural gas pipelines? 


. 
nw iY? TOT LES 


A I don't think I have any reaction to that to 
: offer you. I'm sorry. 


gn 


Q Thank you, Dean. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #82 


THURSDAY, MAY 20, 1982, 12:28 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a statement 
that I would like to give you on behalf of Secretary Haig. 


It has been reported in the press that the 
Government of Indonesia has refused agrement for Morton 
Abramowitz as Ambassador of the United States. I do regret 
to state that the Government of Indonesia did not act on our 


request for agrément. 


Mort Abramowitz is a truly outstanding Foreign 
Service officer who has served with distinction in a variety 
of responsible and challenging positions, most recently as 
Ambassador to Thailand. 


There has never been any question in the 
President's mind or in the Secretary's that he was an 
excellent choice for the post in Jakarta, and we expressed 
to the Government of Indonesia our full confidence in hin. 


Q What press? You said "in the press." 
There's a lot of press. I mean, it wasn't a wire service 
story, was it? Could you designate where in the press this 
false report was made? 


A That's not the point. I'm not suggesting 
it's a false report. ° 


Q I beg your pardon. 
Q Is that the end of the statement? 


A Yes. That's the end of the statement. I'll 
be glad to take questions. 


Q What effect does this have on relations 
between the two governments? 


A I can't go beyond what I gave you in terms of 
the statement, and certainly not in the context of the 
question you asked me. 


Q Is the nomination being withdrawn? 
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A What we are faced with now is an examination 
of the possibilities of another suitable assignment for 
Ambassador Abramowitz, and so far as the post in Jakarta, we 
will nominate another candidate. 


Q How soon? 


A I can't give you a time on that. I'm sorry. 


Q Did the Indonesians say why they would prefer 
that he were not Ambassador? 


A They did not. 


Q Have we made any representations to the 
Indonesians about their refusal to accept this agrement? 


A They are aware of our views on the matter. 


Q It's also been reported that there had been 
some memo impugning the ability and political background of 
the candidate that might have been a factor in this. 


Can you comment on that? 


A I think from the statement I gave you, the 
attitude of both the President and the Secretary of State is 


clear. 
Q I'm not asking for your attitude, I'm asking 


A It's not my attitude. It's their attitude 
that I'm talking about. 


Q I'm asking if you can confirm the existence 
of such a memo. 


A And I'm saying that the attitude of the 
President and the Secretary of State -- 


Q That's not answering the question. 


That's the answer I'm giving you. 


A 
Q Thanks. 
A 


You're welcome. 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


. é rs amhiueme 


Q You said you don't know why the Indonesians 
refused the Ambassador. Do you know -- do you have any idea 
why they refused him? 


A No. I cannot give you an idea because they 
did not indicate. 


Q And you don't want to speculate. 
A No. I don't wish to speculate. 


Q Do you have any general assessment of the 
state of negotiations between Britain and Argentina through 
the United Nations on the Falklands? 


A I do not. I saw a bulletin shortly before I 
came out here, so I think I just have to let the Secretary 
General speak for himself and for the British and 
Argentinians. 


Q You have no view on the status of those 
negotiations? Whether they're alive or -- 


A Not on the status of the negotiations. No. 


Q -- or on ICU or -- 
A We have no view on the status of the 
negotiations. 


Q Can you tell us anything today about Haig's 
activities? Is he involved in trying to resolve the crisis? 


A Again, I don't have any kind of blow-by-blow 
account I can give you. I can assure you that he is 
following the developments in New York with intense 
interest. 


Q Do we still have the kind of relationship 
with Argentina that would permit the Secretary to become 
actively involved again as a go-between or as a mediator 


should it become necessary? 


4 I think it entirely premature to speculate on 


that because the Secretary has repeatedly said that what is 
under consideration now is the Secretary General's diploma- 
tic initiative which we have fully supported and continue to 


support. 
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Q There's a report out of Buenos Aires from the 
BBC that Argentina has asked the United States to get back 
in. Is there any confirmation of that? Have you received 
any communications from BA about this? 


A No. Not to my knowledge. 
Q You have nothing on that report? 
A That's correct. 


Q The White House has now started denying or 
refusing to comment on questions as to whether the British 
have sought any aid, which previously they denied that 
there's any such request which of course results in 
suggesting that they have made requests. 


Now presumably you can't comment on this either, 
but in the event that requests are made, is it possible that 
we can consider them under the historical precedent of the 
U.S.S. Lexington in 1831? 





A I'm going to have to ask you to elaborate a 
little more on what you're getting at with that analogy. 


Q No. The action of the U.S.S. Lexington in 
1831. You're familiar with it? 





(Laughter) 
A No. Not in any intimate detail. 


Q Well, the Lexington in 1831, of course, was 
not an aircraft carrier, it was a Corvette sent to the 
Falkland Islands, a United States Naval warship, after the 
Republic of Buenos Aires seized three United States sealing 
ships, and it laid waste to the Republic of Buenos Aires 
settlement, after which the British moved in. I just won- 
dered, are you going to assess that, or what is our position 
on that now, or what? 





is We'll try to take a long historical view of 
the situation, yes. 


Q Can I take you back to Abramowitz. Can you 
tell us how often or when the last time was that an agrement 
was rejected by a country? 
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A I cannot. 
Q Will you take that, please? 


A I will. 


P MR. ROMBERG: Let me make the point that this 
agrement was not rejected; the request was not acted upon 


for the -- 


Q That's usually the way in which these things 
transpire. 


Q Could you take that question, then, the last 
time one of these things was not acted on? 


A Yes. We'll be glad to see if we can come up 
with an answer on that. 


Q Has the Secretary been in touch with any of 
the principals in the Falklands in the last 24 hours, either 
in Argentina or Great Britain, like the U.N. or Perez de 


Cuellar? 


A I can't give you a rundown on that, 


Q I want to come back to Abramowitz so we have 
the record clear. Did the Indonesians say they were not 
acting on it or did they say they would not accept it? 


A They refused agreement and did not act on our 
request for agrement. 


Q How long was that request in? 


A I don't know. 


Q Is there any suggestion that religion is a 
factor here and will religion be a factor in your selection 


of a successor? 


aN The Indonesians never gave us any indication 
that religion was a factor. 


Q What do you believe? Do you believe it might 
have been? 


A I'm not going to go beyond that. 
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Q Does the United States have any view on 
direct assistance by various allies to the Falklands 
situation? For example, New Zealand today has offered one 
of its warships if the situation gets any worse. 


A No. I don't have any comment to offer you on 


what other nations may be contemplating doing in that 
regard. I think you know very well what our position is 
with respect to it, and I don't have anything to add to 


that. 


Q Back on Abramowitz, when was the last time 
that Abramowitz saw the Secretary personally or the 
Secretary asked to see him? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know. 
Q Could you take that, please? 
A I think we can do that. 


Q Before we got off into a question of the 
Lexington, there was a question raised about whether the 
British had asked us for materiel support, and in the past I 
think it was accurate to say that we got answers saying they 
had not done so until recently. Yesterday I think you said 
you couldn't comment. 





A That's right, but I think our "no comment" 
predated the recent trip the Secretary undertook. I don't 
think it's all that recent. 


Q So the situation is that in approximately the 
first week after the Secretary made the announcement here 
that we were no longer neutral in this situation, 
they had not asked us for materiel support. Some time after 
that first week they did ask us for materiel support, and 
you can't comment now, is that correct? 


Ay I'm not commenting on whether or not they 
have asked us for materiel support. 


Q Wouldn't that be something that the American 
public would have a right to know about, if we're giving 
them materiel support? 


vy I am sorry. I can't go beyond that today. 


Q Isn't it logical and reasonable for us to 
conclude that in view of the fact that previously the Reagan 
Administration was saying there has been no request and now 
all of a sudden a kind of a curtain descends on this and you 
say, "I can‘t comment,” do you think it's unreasonable for 
us to speculate that, yes, the British have asked? 


a I don't want to speculate on the unreason- 
ableness of your speculation. 


can Foreign 


Q I appreciate that. 


A There is simply nothing I can say on the sub- 
ject beyond what I said. 


Q Do you have any assessment at all about how 
ciose new fighting might be? Are we looking at a few hours 
Or another day or two? Does diplomacy still have a chance 
as far as Haig is concerned? 


A Again, I have to refer you to the assessments 
being made in other capitals and in New York, and there's 
nothing I can offer on that particular subject that would 
lead you one way or the other. 


Q Do we believe that Britain should respect its 
obligations under the treaty on prohibition of nuclear 
weapons in Latin America? 
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ay Obviously, that's a question you should 
address to the British. 


Q No. We are also signatories to that 
treaty, I'm asking whether we believe that they should main- 
tain their treaty obligations to us and the rest of Latin 


America? 


Ay And I will repeat, you should put your 
question to the British. It's not for me to comment on 
other countries’ interpretations of their treaty 


obligations. 


Q In other words, we're not concerned about 
their violation -- 


A I didn't say that. 


Q -- of international law in that respect. 
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A I didn't say that. 


Q But we're willing to support them in a war 
over what we claim to be Argentina's violation of inter- 
national law. 


7 I didn't say that. 


Q There was a news report this morning, I 
believe, that Costa Mendez may come to New York today. Do 
you know anything about that? 


A No. I do not know anything about that, nor 
have I seen that report. 


Q Just on a diversion: Do you have anything on 
the Secretary seeing the Israeli Defense Minister? 


A He plans to see him, but I don't have a date 
or time to give you today. 


Q That would be within a week's time, you 
believe, or less? 


A He, Defense Minister Sharon, arrived this 


morning. He plans to depart on 26 or 27 May. He is here on 
a private visit, and we understand he will take the oppor- 
tunity to meet with both Secretaries Haig and Weinberger. 


Q On Morocco. On Haig's schedule is a signing 


ceremony with the Moroccan group today. I undersand that's 
scheduled for 5:00 o'clock this afternoon. Can you tell us 


what will be signed? 


A It's a cultural agreement. 
Q It's not the bases, facilities agreement. 
A That is correct. It is a cultural agreement. 


Q Any word on when the facilities agreement 
might be worked out? Haig said yesterday he hoped that 
could be done on this visit. 


fy As you know, King Hassan and Secretary Haig 
agreed to open discussions on such an agreement during the 
Secretary's trip to Morocco in February. 


gn 
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Yesterday, during their meeting, President Reagan 
and King Hassan reaffirmed this agreement and talks are now 
underway on the details of the implementing document. 


I want to emphasize that these discussions concern 
an agreement on access to sovereign Moroccan facilities for 
the transit of U.S. aircraft to Southwest Asia in case of 
need. Further, there is no question of American bases or of 
the permanent stationing of American forces in Morocco. 


Q Will that implementing document require 
signing? 


a I would assume that it would require ini- 
tialing at least. 


Q Does what you say there on sovereign Moroccan 
territory or bases imply that -- 


A Facilities. 


Q Does that imply that Morocco would have a 
veto over the use of transiting American aircraft when they 


were in -- 


A I can't predict what will be agreed to until 
the talks are concluded on the implementing document. 


Q But it was my understanding that Morocco 
requested such a veto. Is that correct? 


A I'm sorry. I can't comment on that at this 
point. 


Q By saying that you have an implementing docu- 
ment underway now, are you saying that they already have an 
agreement for the use of these facilities and all that needs 


to be done now is some subsidiary piece of paper? 


os No. I'm saying that during the Secretary's 
trip in February they agreed to open discussions on such an 
agreement, and it was that agreement to open discussions 
which was reaffirmed in the meeting of the President and the 


King yesterday. 


Q Were there no discussions between the 
agreement and the visit? 


A With the Moroccans? 
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Q Yes. 
A There may well have been. 


Q Why do you call this an “implementing 
document"? What is it? Is it that they are going to sign a 
document or are considering signing a document giving the 
United States access rights to Moroccan bases? Is that -- 


A This is the subject under discussion. That's 
correct. 


Q And that would be the implementing document? 


A Yes. 


Q Okay. When Secretary Haig was there in 
Morocco in February, he was quoted as talking about the use 
of two facilities of Morocco. 


Yesterday at a White House backgrounder, they're 
saying that the discussions had to do with the use of one 
facility, an air base. 


Could you explain the difference in the number 
being discussed? 


A I'm sorry. I cannot. 
Q Could you look into it? 
A Yes. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, On the same subject, Morocco, there seems 
to be some disagreement. This morning, Foreign Minister 
Boucetta said that the American access to bases was in no way 
related to the Middle East, that it was not for transit, but 
was to help Moroccan sovereignty, is the way he put it. And 
he insisted on that point. 


Is there some disagreement over exactly what these 
bases are for? 


A If so, I'm unaware of it. 


Q Right nearby, in Mauritania, have we got any 
report of our investigation through the United Nations of the 
100,000 black slaves held in Mauritania? I mean is the 
Secretary at all concerned about this? I presume he is. 


A I really haven't heard him express himself on 
that recently. 


Q He doesn't care about slavery, or what? 


A I said -- 


Q Oh, I see. He does care, but he hasn't men- 
tioned it. What is the latest report on it? We were sending 
somebody there. 


A I just have no information on it. 


Q If you would take the question, I would be very 
grateful. 


A O.K. 


Q The Globe and The Sun have carried stories, 
as you know, citing as a source several staffers including 
an experienced analyst in the area, who claims that the 
reports sent into Washington are being used for toilet 
paper, presumably indicating, metaphorically, that 
Washington is ignoring the real facts. 








The issues listed are the degree of Castro-Cuban 
influence, the degree of totalitarian government, the size of 
Nicaraguan armed forces -- on which you had a briefing here -- 
and the fate of the Miskito Indians. Now that that person 
has been identified by the Department of State, could we see 
some of these reports that have been sent in that Washington 


has been ignoring? 


ay What person has been identified? I don't know 
what you're talking about. 
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Q The person who is considered by your own press 
guidance as having been the exclusive source of the story, 
according to The Sun, which denies this, by the way -- says 
there were two sources, not just the one the State Department 
— admits to. At any rate, the identity of this individual -- 





A Tell me who it is. I don't know who you're 
talking about. 


gn 


Q I don't know that I should. (Laughter) Your 
own desk officer claims that he knows who he or she is. All 
right? 


A It's a little difficult for me to respond to a 
question about some individual whose identity you know and who 
you're not willing to disclose to me. 


Q That's very coy. Let's just say, can we examine 
the head of the Political Section of the Embassy in Managua's 
reports, now that she has been identified as the source of 
this "toilet paper” that Washington is ignoring. May we exa- 
mine some of those reports to see if they are dissident or if 
they aren't, to determine where the truth is, whether The Sun 
and The Globe are lying, whether the Department is lying, 
or whether the news reporter is lying? Where is the truth? 
May we examine these reports? 








A I don't know what is the status or the nature 
of the reports. They may be classified. 


Q I see. Will it, then, take a Congressional 
investigation to examine these reports? Is that what your 
answer is? 
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r A No. I'd first like to establish what the 
af reports are and what they -- 


Q But they are in your hands. Only the 
Department of State knows what they are. 


(Laughter) 


A No, I'm sorry. 

Q You mean the Department of State 
has not received these reports from the Embassy that are being 
referred to in The Globe, The Sun, by :our desk officer, and 
so forth? 





A You know, I really would like to help you, but 
I don't think I can. 
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Q I don't discern that from the nature of your 
answer. 


A Well, that's your subjective judgment. Can we 
move on? 


Q Excuse me. Are you refusing to have access of 
any sort to these despatches, even the ones that may be 
unclassified? 


A No, I'm not really trying to suggest that I am 
refusing access because I don't know still which documents it 
is that you are talking about. 


Q How specific can one be? I've named the author 
of the reports -- 


A No, you didn't. 


Q -- I've named the post, and you know the sub- 
ject, Nicaragua, U.S.-Nicaraguan relations. 

A I've got nothing to offer you. 

Q On El Salvador, do you have a comment on the 


Salvadoran Government's decision to suspend the Land-to-the 
Tiller reform program? 


A Yes. We've made it quite clear that we support 
the iand reform process as well as other reforms in El 
Salvador, and our Ambassador is consulting with the Government 
of El Salvador to determine a definitive interpretation of the 
new decree. Our Embassy has discussed the new legislation 
with a number of political leaders in El Salvador. 


There is still considerable disagreement and 
confusion over the potential effects of the legislation. Some 
members of the Constituent Assembly have informed us that the 
legislation applies only to future contracts between landlords 
and tenants, and was designed to assure landowners that they 
could go ahead and rent land that had been lying idle without 
fear of expropriation. They emphasize that the new measure 
specifically guarantees the rights of those who are benefi- 
ciaries under Decree 207, which is the Land-to-the-Tiller 
program for tenants and sharecroppers. We understand that the 
measure would affect only one crop cycle. 


If this is indeed the effect of the legislation, it 
could provide a healthy stimulus to the economy without 
endangering the land reform process. However, there is some 
concern that the legislation may make it impossible for those 
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tenants who had not already applied for provisional titles to 
the land they farm to now do so. This interpretation could 
delay full implementation of the land reform program. There 
appears to be general agreement that no beneficiary under 
Decree 207 who had filed his application prior to May 18 will 
be adversely affected by this new legislation. 


Q Can we have that? 
A Yes. 


Q Dean, can we have a copy of your statement on 
Indonesia, as well? 


A Yes, sure. 


Q The one you announced at the beginning of the 
briefing? 


A Yes. 


Q Dean, recently, I posed the question -- and it 
was before Secretary Haig's statement of our alignment with 
the British -- and that is, do we believe the British have the 
right to defend Gibraltar? And there was a very strong “no 
comment." So I also raise the issue, do we have, as the 
United States, the right to defend Guam, and there was no com- 
ment there, which Congressman Won Pat was very concerned 
about. 


Now that Secretary Haig has stated that they have 
the right to defend the Falklands, I presume that we agree 
that the British have the right to defend Gibraltar as well, 
is that correct? 


a I'm not going to get into whether or not we 
think Britain has the right to defend Gibraltar. It seems to 
me that is for the British to say. 


Q Dean, we do believe we have the right to defend 
Guam, don't we? 


A You know, you asked me a question that -- 


Q You won't say that? 


y No, not without looking into it. 
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Q You mean there is any doubt in your mind of the 
right of the United States Government to defend Guam? Are you 
seriously saying this now for the record? 


A I'm saying I haven't any answer for you today. 
Q Do you mean you are in doubt? 


Q Wasn't WWII fought over that issue? 
(Laughter) 


Q Are you serious, Dean, really, in saying that 
you don't know and you're not going to comment on whether we 
have a right to defend Guam? 

A Not in the context of your question. 


Q Dean, I want to take you back to the Abramowitz 
story again. You're saying that Indonesia did not act on our 
request for the agrement. Do I take it, then -- 


A I said they did not act on -- 


Q -- our request. 
A Right. 
Q You're also saying they gave you no reason for 


not acting. 
A That is correct. 


Q I don't quite agree with that wording, Dean, 
because you got a message from Indonesia, didn't you? 


Q You said you did later on -- that they refused 
the agrement. 


Q Will you let me ask my question, gentlemen? 
When you say they didn't act, that suggests there was no 
message received from Indonesia. My understanding is, there 
was indeed a message which said, in effect, that they neither 
approved nor disapproved. 


A Bernie, the only thing I can do is to go back 
to what I told you earlier, that they did not act on our 
request for agrement. 


Q First you said they refused -- 
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A -- that they have refused agreement -- 
Q Yes. 
A -- for Abramowitz. Yes, I did say that. 


In terms of what messages have gone back and forth, I can't 
help you on. 


Q But if you say they refused, that means they 


did act. 
A I said they refused agreement -- 
Q That's an action. 
A -- and that they did not act on our request. 
Q If you refuse something, isn't that an action 


on the request? 


A Well, this is the language that I'm authorized 
to give you on this. I do not know additional details of the 


back and forth on it. 


Q Can I come back to this for a moment? In the 
whole discussion of this, we have skirted very delicately an 
issue which is central, and that is the fact that Mort 
Abramowitz is Jewish, and Indonesia has apparently a substan- 
tial Shi'ite population. The Ambassador feels, I understand, 
he was not granted agrement because of his religion. 


You have stated here, Indonesia never gave us any 
indication that religion was a factor. 


A That's right. 
Q Does the State Department accept that? 
A Does the State Department accept that? 


Q Does the State Department accept the validity 
of the Indonesian explanation that religion in this case was 
not a factor in his not being accredited as the American 


Ambassador to Indonesia? 


A John, I'm not at liberty to go beyond what I 
gave you in response to the earlier question. 


Q Do you have any guidance there at all about 
whether religion ought to be or ought not to be a factor in 
accrediting American diplomats? 
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A On the subject of the question of religion, I 
gave you what I am able to give you. 


Q A follow-up on that? Could you please check to 
see whether any other ambassadors have been refused a position 
because of religion? 


A I was asked an earlier question about when was 
the last time a similar situation occurred, so I'll be glad to 
look into that. 


Q Could I follow up on the statement you made 
about the land reform situation in El Salvador? As I 
understand the position of the United States Government, going 
into the election, it was that the United States was deter- 
mined to assist the government in carrying on the reforms in 
that country, including land reform. 


A Right. 


Q Now, you're saying, as I get it from the state- 
ment, that though they suspended part of the land reform, the 
fact that it may not reverse reforms already made seems to be 


acceptable to the United States -- 


A No. 


Q Instead of saying that the United States is 


interested in carrying it on, you're saying that as long as 
they don't tear up what they've already done, it seems to be 
an acceptable position. In some way, it seems to be a big 
shift in what the United States is willing to stick up for 


there. 


A What you are saying I said is not what I said. 
I said there was considerable confusion and disagreement 
over the impact or the potential effects of the legislation in 


question. 


Q Yes. And then you went on to list some 
theories which were that people who had already filed would 
not be prejudiced, and that they would not take away from 
those who had land the land that they had, and so on and so 


forth. 


What I'm getting at, I'd like to put in the form of 
a question. 


A Right. 
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Q Is it the. United States position now that it is 
important to continue the land reform in El Salvador, or has 
the United States now taken the position that it is important 
not to eliminate the reforms that have already been taken? Do 
you now feel that affirmative motion in these reforms is 
necessary, or only a lack of negative motion? 


A As I said in the very beginning of the statement, 
we've made it clear we support the land reform process. 


Q But the land reform process is now at a standstill. 


A That is your interpretation. I'm suggesting to 
you that there is some confusion about the effect of the new 
decree. 


Q It suspended a part of the land reform process, 
did it not? I mean, that's what the decree says. 


A I can't carry you any further than that. 


Q Can you clarify what the United States position 
is with regard to the continuation, forward motion, in the 
reforms? 


A I thought I had already done that by saying we 
Support the land reform process, and we always have. 


Q But, Dean, would we support a different version 
implemented by the Salvadoran Government? That's what the issue 
is here. 


4 That's what this controversy is all about, isn't 
it? 


Q Yes. 
A That's what our confusion is all about. 


Q Are you saying that we continue to support the 
land reform program as it was designed before the election, in 
cooperation with the United States? 


A It, obviously, depends on the specific proposals 
that you are discussing. 


Q So you are saying in fact that it is open to 
interpretation by the Salvadoran Government? 


ny I did say that, and not just by the Salvadoran 
Government. 


vectassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


19 


Q Dean, can I try that one a different way? 


A You can try. 


Q O.K. In the period prior to the elections and 
subsequent to the elections, during the maneuvering for the 
formation of the government, various officials -- I believe you 
among them -- both ON THE RECORD and ON BACKGROUND, the 
Government said repeatedly that the question of future U.S. aid 
would depend upon there being a government that continued to 
carry forward certain processes, and always among them was 
listed the question of continuing to go through with the land 
reform program. 


A Right. 


Q Now, your statement seems, you know, making 
allowance for the fact I would agree that there may be some con- 
fusion about what it does and doesn't mean, but your statement 
seems to leave open the possibility that maybe we may be 


changing that message or that opinion. Is it possible to get some 


kind of clarification on this? 


A As to whether we are changing our policy in sup- 
port of land reform? 


Q Continuing -- of the continuing reform program of 
the type that was in process prior to the elections. 


a I really don't know how I can be more specific 
than I was when I said we supported the land reform process. 


Q But they have suspended it. 


Q They have suspended part of it -=- the part that 
is up for implementation at the present time. And you are 
justifying approval of this, possible approval of this, on the 
grounds that it doesn't destroy what had already been done. 
That's quite a different thing from insisting on its being 


carried forward. 


A So you're real question to me is, do we continue 
to support land reform progress? 


Q Not just the question of supporting it. It was 
made a condition of American support for that government. It's 
not just a question of some philosophical statement of whether 
we like it or don't like it. It was made a condition of con- 
tinued United States support for the Government of El Salvador. 
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A Well, it should be clear to you by now that for 
me to go beyond what I've given you is going to require that I 
take the question. 


Q Yes, that's what I -- Fine. 
A I'll be glad to take the question. 


Q Yes, yes. 


Q Dean, can I ask a new tact, without context, but 
a new tact since I have heard the United Nations debating 
the issue of the alleged U.S. occupation of Puerto Rico, do we 
believe we have the right to defend Puerto Rico? 


A I'm not going to get drawn into -- 


Q How about the Virgin Islands, Dean? Surely, 
you'll support them. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #83 


FRIDAY, MAY 21, 1982, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a statement 
to give you on the visit of King Hassan. 


The discussions with His Majesty King Hassan II 
have been most satisfying and thorough, covering a broad 
range of subjects. Perhaps the most important outcome of 
the visit was the opportunity for the President and King 
Hassan to have face-to-face discussions on the major issues 
of common concern and our respective positions on then. 


Secretacy Haig and Foreign Minister Boucetta, in 
the presence of the King, exchanged the instruments of the 
ratification of the agreement establishing a bi-national 
cultural and educational commission on the 20th of May. 
Secretacy Haig signed the agreement in Marakesh in February 
and the rapidity with which the whole process was completed, 
testifies to its importance to both countries. 


We also had a chance to review economic issues of 
common interest. In order to promote U.S. investment in 
Morocco, an investment working group in the U.S.-Moroccan 
Economic Commission will be established to begin operations 
soon, and we've held discussions on the possibility of nego- 
tiating on a bilateral investment treaty. We also discussed 
3 a cooperative venture in dryland agricultural development. 

It is our hope to be able to provide around $200 million 
dollars in assistance ovec the next five years for this 
effort which could cushion Morocco against the effects of 
another devastating drought. 


~Veclassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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We reviewed the important security aspects of our 
relationship. Morocco and the United States have had a long 
tradition of close cooperation on security issues which has 
been strengthened recently with an expanded strategic dialo- 
gue. The joint military commission is an important vehicle 
for continuing discussions between our respective military 
establishments. 
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Both sides also stressed the importence of our 
security assistance relationship. We are proceeding with 
negotiations in which Morocco will grant U.S. forces access 
to Moroccan transit facilities in special contingencies of 
concern to both countries. A detailed agreement will now be 
worked out, and we expect agreement on a text before His 
Majesty departs the United States. 


We discussed the implications of the OAU actions 
taken toward the Western Sahara. The King's initiative 
taken at Nairobi last year calling for a ceasefire and 
refecendum continues to be the basis of our policy. Afterc 
the excellent beginnings of the implementation committee of 
this yeac, we hope that the OAU will persist in its activi- 
ties. ’ 


Finally, we had a productive exchange on the 
Middle East situation. We very much value the views of King 
Hassan and the constructive approach that he has tradi- 
tionally taken toward that issue. We reiterated U.S. deter- 
mination to press forward with the autonomy talks. We look 
forward to a continuing dialogue with Morocco on this vital 
matter. 


Q Dean, on that statement, you said you expect 
agreement on a text on the transit cights before His Majesty 
departs the United States? 


A That's correct. 


Q Does that mean something will be signed or 
that you just will agree to it? 


A At least initialed. 
Q At least initialed? 


A Yes. I don't know that signing is required 
as such. 


Q When is he due to leave the States? 


A I believe he's going to New York today. I'm 





» VeCtassiried ror Publication inh American rurerign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


not certain of the date of his departure. We can certainly 
get that for you. 


Q Who would be the parties that would initial 
it? 


h I don't know, Mike. 


Q I asked you the question the other day with 
regard to the switch from talk of two installations being 
used by the United States to one installation. I never did 
get an answer. Can you tell me now why the change from 
talking about two bases to one base? 


A That was a taken question. Do we yet have a 
response to that? : 


It is still under discussion, Don, the number 
of facilities. 


Q The White House briefing the other day said 
one. 


A This is the best I can do for you at this point. 


Q Dean, today, you used the plural 
"facilities." 


A That's true, but I think that doesn't 
necessarily refer to more than one facility. It refers to 
facilities made available by Morocco. The fact of the 
matter is I do not have a specific answer for you because, 
as I said, it's still under discussion. 


Q How can one facility be described as 
facilities? 


A When you talk about this kind of access I've 
frequently seen the word "facilities" used to describe a 
singular. 


Q Well, like the lavatory. You use the facili- 
ties and so forth. 


A I suppose that's one way of looking at it. 
Okay, fine. I'm delighted to exonerate you. 


Q 
A I don't know what I'd do without you, Les. 
Q 


Did the Fahd plan come up during any of these 
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discussions? 


| A I have no information to suggest that was 
discussed specifically. 


Q Could you help us out on the converstion bet- 
ween the Secretary and Ambassador Henderson? 


A When I finish my announcements. 


Q Before you go further, can we get copies of 
your statements? 


A Yes, of course. 


Q Will they be made available before the 
briefing ends? 
A I don't think we can do it before the 
briefing ends. We'll be glad to give it to you right afterward. 


Q Do you have any further guidance on the pro- 
ductive exchange on the Middle East situation between Hassan 
and the Secretary? 


A No. 


Q One more on this. I'm a little confused. We 
back the King's initiative and we also back the OAU. Which 
one do we think will bring peace -=- which organization or 
which initiative do we think will most likely bring peace to 
the Western Sahara? 


A I can't give you a more specific answer than 
what's contained in the statement. 


Q Can you take that question because there's a 
lot of confusion about whether we back Morocco's position or 
whether we back what the OAU is doing? 


A The statement speaks for itself. 


Q It speaks confusingly, then. I just wondered 
if we could get some clarification on that? 


r I honestly don't think I'm going to be able 
to go beyond what the statment said. 


Q Is there any linkage between the facilities 
and military aid to Morocco? 


A What facilities and what? 
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And the military aid, U.S. military aid to 
Morocco? 


You mean a kind of quid pro quo? I wouldn't 
put it in those terms, no. 


Q Did the King, for example, ask to raise the 
amount of U.S. military aid to Morrocco? 


A I can't comment on discussions pertaining to 
the military aid progran. 


I have another announcement. Anything else 
on Morocco? 


Q You said you had a productive exchange on 
the Middle East situation. Yesterday, Mr. Boucetta, in a 
very specific way, outlined three objections that the 
Moroccan government had to Camp David and they said 
about the withdrawal from all the territories, 
including East Jerusalem and that the Palestinian problem is 
the core of the whole issue and the recognition of the PLO 
and there will be no parital solution, it will have to be a 
comprehensive solution which will cover the whole thing; 
that they welcome the return of the Sinai. Therefore, they 
will persist in their objection to Camp David.(sic) Was 
this in the talks about the Middle East situation that you 
Say was a productive exchange? What's the dimension of this 
productive exchange you talk about? 


A It's a very broad-ranging productive exchange. 
(Laughter) 


Q Let the record show that was a very good 
response. 


A Gee whiz! My cup runneth over. (Laughter) 


A statement on the election in the Dominican 
Republic. The President of the Central Election Board in 
the Dominican Republic has announced the results of Sunday's 
national elections. Senator Jorge Blanco has been declared 
the winner of the election for President. 


The campaign was vigorously contested and 
some seventy-four percent of the eligible voters went to the 
polls. It was another demonstration of the strength which 
democratic traditions have attained in the Dominican 
Republic during the past several years. They have proved 
that democracy can work, bringing peaceful change within a 
framework of freedom and order. Outgoing President Guzman, 
the voters, candidates, election officials and the security 
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force who provided the conditions for the orderly elections 
are to be congratulated. We congratulate Senator Blanco 

on his victory, and we look forward to close cooperation with 
him and his administration. 


With that, I'll be glad to take your 
questions. 


Q What are you in a position to provide us with 
on the conversation that the Secretary had this morning with 
Ambassador Henderson? 


A When the Ambassador left the meeting, he 
talked to the press in the lobby and gave what I thought wes 
a very fair, thorough assessment of his talks with Secretary 
Haig. I have nothing really to add to what the Ambassador 
had to say. ¢ 


Q On the specific question of whether 
Ambassador Henderson asked Secretary Haig to become rein- 
volved in a peace negotiation with Argentina, can you help 
on that? 


A The Ambassador indicated that there is no new 
peace initiative to be undertaken by the United States. 


Q Yes, I understand what he said. 


A And I would add to that that the Secretary 
has always said that we stand ready to be helpful in any way 
that we can in the achievement of the peaceful solution of 
the crisis. 


» Q Can I follow that up please. Have you had 
any indications at all from either Argentina or Great 
Britain that the proposals put forward by the Secretary of 
State some weeks ago now still remain valid as a possible 
foundation for bringing this conflict to an end? Not that 
they have been accepted but as a basis for continued 
negotiations? 


A I don't know that I could quite put it that 
way since the diplomatic initiative shifted to the United 
Nations and the U.N. Secretary General's approach. As you 
know, the British and possibly the Argentinians as well by 
now, but certainly the British published <lements of the 
proposals which were under discussion at the United Nations. 
It is clear that the elements of a peaceful solution haven't 
really varied all that much from when Secretary Haig under- 
took his initiative. 


I'm not in a position to parse it for you and 
to go down the list of how they differ and how they compare, 
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but obviously they're talking about ceasefire, about 
withdrawal, about arrangements for an interim administration 
and about a negotiating framework to achieve a final settle- 
ment cf the dispute. So that's a rather long-winded way of 
saying that I don't think I can quite accept the thesis of 
what you said. But the elements or the ingredients are 
obviously by now well defined. 


Q What about the general issue that Bernie 
asked? Have you had any indication at all from either the 
British or the Argentines that they might welcome or might 
be interested in the Secretary becoming reinvolved in the 
process? 


A The answer is, the Secretary, as I said, 
stands ready at any time to be of assistance. I also . 
noted what the Ambassador said’when he met with the press, 
which was that there is no new U.S. initiative as such in 
the immediate offing. 


Q No. What I'm asking is -- 
A I understand what you're asking. 


Q I understand the Secretary is ready. Has he 
been asked by either side? 


A I'm just going to have to stand with the 
response I gave you. 


Q Dean, there are reports today that General 
Walters is either on his way or will soon be on his way back 
to Argentina. Can you enlighten us on that? 


A I did not personally check that this morning, 
but I'm not aware of any such travel plans on his part. 


Q Can you take that question? 

A Yes, I'll look into it. 

Q Dean, is it true or false that we have sent 
fuel to the British base on Ascension Island as was printed 
in one of our two daily newspapers this morning? 

A Let me say at the outset that we are not 
going to be discussing any details of any British request 
for assistance nor whether or how we are responding. 


Q This means you neither confirm nor deny? 


4 That's right. 
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Q Can I follow this up very quickly. Since 
this is a new day, could you now clarify whether the State 
Department believes we have the right to defend Guam, Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands which right you declined to 
affirm yesterday? 


- In the context of your question yesterday -- 
Q No, no. 


7 -- that is correct and I have nothing to give 
you today. 


Q How about Alaska- and Hawaii? We would 
defend that, wouldn't we? 


A Les, the trouble I have with your questions 


is that they always have such a barb to them that if I try 
to answer them I'm going to get in terrible trouble. 


Q Why should you be troubled? 


A Because I always have the feeling vou're after 
something beyond the innocent-sounding questions that you 
pose to me. (Laughter) 


Q Can we go back to the Palklands situation. 
Has the Argentine Ambassador seen Mr. Haig today? I 
understand he's in the building. 


A Yes, but not to see the Secretary, to see 
Assistant Secretary Enders. 


Q Do we know what the import of his visit is? 


a Nothing that I can offer you because he 
arrived shortly before I came in for the briefing. 


Q At his request or that of Mr. Enders? 
a It was at ‘the Ambassador's request. 


Q Did he request to see Assistant Secretary 
Enders or to see Secretary Haig? 


A He came at his request to see Assistant 
Secretary Enders. 
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Q What can you tell us about the Peruvian Plan? 
Anything at all? 


A I don't have any details I can offer you on 
that plan. I've noted the reports that there is such a 
plan, there's such an initiative. We do not know what the 
responses of Argentina and Great Britain are. It is, as I 
understand it, strictly a Peruvian initiative. And because 
the Peruvian Government is discussing the proposal directly 
with the two parties, it would not be appropriate for us to 
comment further on it. 


Q Didn't Ambassador Henderson tell the 
Secretary what the British opinion was of that plan, or talk 
about it or discuss it? 


, 


A It wouldn't be appropriate for us to comment 
on it in any event. 


Q What are the Secretary's plans for the next 
two or three days? 


nn To stay in Washington. 


Q Beyond that, does he have any speaking 
engagements? 


A Yes. 
Q Where? 
A We announced them sometime ago. Speaking 


engagements in Chicago and Pittsburgh on Wednesday and 
Thursday. 


Q Over the next two or three days he doesn't 
have anything here in the way of public appearances, does 
he? 


A No. 


Q Are those trips back and forth the same day, 
and could we get a calendar date on that, please? 


A I thought we announced this before. I'll 
refec you to the announcement. It is an overnight trip. 


Q One trip? 


A Yes. Chicago and then Pittsburgh. 


Q Is the overnight in Chicago? 
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A Bernie, I'm sorry, I just don't remember. I 
think he does overnight in Chicago and then flies onto 
Pittsburgh the next day. 


Q Do you have any general comment on the devel- 
Opments in the Falklands today? 


A Yes. In light of the Secretary General's 
announcement of last night I can say that we, as we have 
said before, strongly supported the Secretary General's ini- 
tiative. We deeply regret that his efforts to find an early 
peaceful settlement to the dispute have not succeeded so 
far. We feel an early settlement, based on Security Council 
Resolution 502 and on the United Nations Charter, is 
urgently needed to avoid greater loss of life. We continue 
to hope that a fair and peacefyl solution can be found. 
And, as I said earlier, we remain ready to assist in efforts 
to achieve that objective. 


Q You think the British were justified in 
raising the level of fighting there in the last twenty-four 
hours? 


A I'm not going to make a comment on that. It 
would be entirely inappropriate for me to do so. 


Q Dean, just to follow that up, a couple of 
days ago you indicated that British action would be 
justified under -- would be considered a legitimate act of 
self-defense under Article 51 of the U.N. Charter. Is that 
not the position -- 

A I think, John, I put that in the context of 
the British perception of what is in their interest. I 
don't believe I said -- I did not mean not to say that I was 
making a value judgment on whatever action they may choose 
to take. 


Q We do not consider that <= sorry, I misun- 
derstood you because I thought I had understood you a couple 
of days ago to say that any action the British feel they 
might have t» take would be justified -- 


A You must have been talking to some official 
who was speaking ON BACKGROUND. I don't recall saying that 
from this podium. 


Q Is there any effort underway at the United 
Nations to put this problem before the Security Council, and 
what is the United States’ view of that? 


A The only reading I can give you on that, Bob, 
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is that I understand there were some informal discussions at 
the Secucity Council this morning. There is a likelihood 
those will continue this afternoon. 


Our view of it is that we will, of course, 
participate in those informal discussions. And I can only 
reiterate that we are hopeful that out of the discussions 
there will come a peaceful settlement. 


Q Have you heard anything about a Soviet ini- 
tiative in the Security Council? 


A I do not personally know anything about a 
Soviet initiative. 


Q Do you have anything on the military hostili- 
ties which have been reported in the past few hours? 


oo No, I do not. 


Q With respect to the crash of the helicopter 
in Chilean territory, do we regard that as any -- do you 
have any comment on that? There was a formal protest? Do 
we have any comment as an apparent widening of the war zone? 


x No comment in that context. We are, of 
course, aware of the exchange of notes on the subject of the 
downed helicopter between the two governments, but I don't 
have any comment of my own to offer you. 


Q Only that you're aware of it. 
ie We are aware of it. 


Q If I raised that question in that context, 
you would have -- okay, very well. 


Q Let me try to clarify on this question of 
material support. There's been a question raised that the 
reason why there's no comment out of the Administration on 
support is because there's no legal justification for the 
support that's being given. 


A That's not true. 


Q Under what laws is support being provided to 
Britain? 


A That's a way of getting me to confirm there 
is such support being given. 


Q A guilty question. 


Q I think the question is straightforward. 
Q Secretary of State Haig said that the 
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President had directed the United States to respond positive- 
ly to requests for material support. 


A That is correct. 


Q Well, was he announcing that the President 
intended to do something legal or illegal, and if it was legal 
what's the legal justification for it? 


A There are a number of treaties of long 
standing between the two countries, and I can assure that 
anything that is done will be entirely legal. 


Q If you directed them to respond positively, 
Dean, why is there this curtain again, this kind of iron 
curtain that comes over when a generally reliable newspaper 
reports that we are giving fuel to Ascension Island? I'm at 
a great loss to understand why this hush, hush. We're 
behind the British, why -- if he said to respond positively 
for a request for aid, why are we covering it up? 


A We are not covering it up. 


Q You are not covering up the supply of fuel to 
Ascension Island; is that what you mean? 


A I don't think to say “no comment" means that 
I'm covering it up. 


Q Why not? Why not either you deny it or con- 
firm it? (sic) 


A Because I prefer to not comment on it. 
Q You really do? 

qm Yes, I really do. 

Q Back to the Middle East question -- 

A 


Let's finish on the Falklands here, if we 
may. 


How would you describe the Secretary's 
involvement in this issue today? He's obviously more 
involved than he was yesterday. He saw the British 
Ambassador. (Laughter) 


Q How do you know? (Laughterc) 


A Without getting into an hour-by-hour 
accounting of his schedule, the fact of the matter is that 
from the beginning of the crisis the Secretary has been 
intensely involved, he is continuing to follow it with 
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intense interest and I don't accept your suggestion that 
he's moce involved today than he was yesterday. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Well, yesterday I think you said he wasn't 
involved -- he was hardly involved, or something to that 
effect -- but he's intensively involved today. 


A And yesterday. 


Q Mr. Fischer, may I ask you what you could 
tell us about Mr. Haig's reaction to what the British 
Ambassador told him of the current military operations which 
are going on down there and any military objectives that 
Britain may have in mind? : 


A No, sir; I have no reaction to give you on that. 


Q May I ask you how our legal position is 
determined within the Department of State when it becomes a 
matter of legality -- the issue of legality, the various 
treaties and that sort of thing? Could you trace very 
briefly how that is determined, what is legal and what is 
not legal? 


A No. I'm not sufficiently qualified as a 
lawyer to help you on that. 


Q Can you tell me what part of the Department 
determines that? Is it the Legal Adviser's duty to determine 
that? 

3 Yes; I'm sure they're involved in it. 


Q But you can't tell me who makes the final 
decision on the subject. 


A The Secretary usually makes final decisions. 
Q Is he a lawyer, international or otherwise? 


Mh No, but he has excellent legal advice at his 
disposal. 


Where is this legal advice? 
I think it's in the Office of Legal Counsel. 
I see, all right. 


Yes. 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 


That's what I wanted to know. 
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Q Dean, just one more on this. Do we consider 
informal, secret arrangements between Britain, France, the 
United States and Israel regarding involvement in these 
areas to take precedence over ratified treaty agreements? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Dean -- 


a Well now, wait a minute. Let's be sure there 
aren't any more lingering Falklands questions. 


O.K., go ahead. 


Q What's the position of the State Department 
about the reports in today's Washington Times about the 
total dead Palestinian people? Where 31 persons -- 
mostly youth and children -- 12 persons kidnapped by Israel 
lynch squads and 365 wounded. How can a country which 
Claims to be a civilized country and a law-and-order abiding 


country allow Israeli lynch squads to operate when it is a 
friend of the United States? 


rs I'm sorry, I haven't seen the story. 


Q Can you take the question and possibly check 
on that for me? 


A Not in the way in which you phrased it, no. 
We don't normally comment on stories of that nature. 


Q I asked a question about a month and a half 
ago about Mr. Sharon trying to get the approval of the 
Knesset for arming the settlers in the West Bank and 
carrying guns to protect themselves or maybe to form lynch 
squads or whatever it is, and I repeated my request to get 
an answer from the State Department and all I got is “no 
comment” and nobody commented on that. I'm concerned about 
this because there are 12 persons kidnapped by Israeli lynch 
squads, which I assume that they came from the settlers 
who carried some guns by the edict of Mr. Sharon. So please 
check into this; and I will request that you check into 
this, if you can. 


x I will be happy to look at the story. 


Dean, has the Secretary seen Mr. Habib? 


Q 
A Yes, he has. 
Q 


What is the result of theic conversations? 
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Nothing I can disclose for you today. 

When aid he see him? 

What was the question? 

He saw him this week. 

And nothing on travel plans for Mc. Habib? 
At this point, a 


Another on the Middle East? 


r Oo FY ODO FY OD YD PYF 


Yes. 


Q Back in February the magazine Defense 
Electronics stated that the United States had given tacit 
consent to Israel to supply arms to Iran. Can you confirm 
that? 








aon No, I cannot. As you know, the policy of the 
United States with respect to military supply to the com- 
batants in the Iran-Iraq war has been consistent from the 
beginning of the conflict -- that is to say, we continue to 
refuse to allow military equipment under U.S. controls to be 
provided to either party. The policy is consisent with our 
support of all constructive efforts to bring about an end to 
the hostilities. 


Q O.K. Has the United States ever explicitly 
told Israel not to do any shipping with Iran? 


ay Israel is fully aware of our policy with 
respect to the conflict. 


Q Are they following U.S. policy? 
rss I can't comment beyond what I just gave you. 


Q Has the United States ever expressed this to 
Taiwan or France? 


A In the context of the Iran-Iraq war? 
Explicitly to Taiwan and France. 


Q 
A I con't know. 
Q 


With the Ican-Icagq wac to Taiwan. 
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Q Could you look into that? 
A Whether we have infomed them of our policy? 


Q Yes. Explicitly. I mean, you know, not just 
a general statement; an explicit message. 


A An explicit message. I'll look into it. 


Q Also, I wanted to ask: How does the American 
purchase of Iranian oil tie in with this hands-off policy 
towards the Irc2n-Iraq war? 


A I think it's a different question. 
Q You don't think it's prolonging the conflict? 


A It has nothing to do with our policy governing 
the transfer of military equipment. 


Q O.K. One other thing that I wanted before we 
went -- I had asked the question about Prince Khalid of 
Saudi Arabia -- he's the sa 1di Air Defense Minister -- and 
whether he had ever had dipiomatic status. 


A I need some help on that. Have we taken the 
question? 


MS. STOCKMAN: We took the question. 
We're working on it. 


It's being worked on. O.K., thank you. 


A 

Q 

Q Since there are -- 

Q Can we stay on this Iran question? 
Q 


Oh, yes; of coucse, Joe. 


Q Evans and Novak had a column today which 
implicated Secretary Haig in some ways in harboring a notion 
that Israel is doing something illegal or contrary to 
American interests in this Iraq-Ircan war. Do you have some 
comment on that? 


c A No. 


/ 
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Q Has he actually said anything to the Israelis 
about this personally? 


A I'm not going to get into discussions of what 
the Secretary tells the Israelis. 


Q Well, we're all, of course, aware of the 
Evans and Novak anti-Israel propaganda; but in this case the 
Secretary's involved in the report. 


A It was so reported. I have no comment on 
that column. 


Q Do you have anything on the Abramowitz matter 
today? . 


A Only a very brief follow-up. I will pretend 
you asked me a couple of questions, all right? 


Q All right. (Laughter. ) 
Q Our cup cunneth over! (Laughter. ) 


A With respect to the relationship between the 
two countries, overall our relationship is very good. We 
have expressed our concern to the Government of Indonesia on 
this issue; but, as I said yesterday, we will be nominating 
another candidate as Ambassador to Indonesia. 


Secondly, as you may know, President Suharto 
plans to visit the United States in the autumn. We're 
looking forward to that visit. We have a broad range of 
mutual interests with the Republic, and we highly value the 
basic relationship. 


Q Are you going to raise this with President 
Suharto when he visits officially? 


A I can't speak to that. I don't know. 


Q Yesterday some questions on Abramowitz were 
put to you about when was the last time Secretary Haig asked 
this -- 


A Yes. 

Q -- when they got together. 

Q Do you have an answer on that? 

A I do not personally. We don't yet have an 


answer, but we should be able to provide you with it. 
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Q And when was the last time -- 
A I know for a fact it was not very long ago. 


Q All right. And the last time there was any 
comparable case was another taken question. 


A Yes, yes. 


Q And does the State Department have anything 
to say, to follow up on yesterday's observation that there 
would be an exploration of the possibilities of a suitable 
assignment for Abramowitz -- is there anything you can add 
to that? ° 


A No; not today. 


Q Is the Department eager or interested in 
finding him something suitable? 


A Of course. As we indicated yesterday -- or as 
I indicated on behalf of both the President and the 
Secretary -- he is a very highly valued, competent Foreign 
Service Officer. 


Q I'll try and not make this -- I'll make it an 
openly guilty question. Since there are more than 12,000 mem- 
bers, according to the protocol, of the diplomatic commun- 
mity in Washington, how is the State Department explaining 
to them the local, and yet at the same time international, 
legal paradox whereby it's being claimed in New York that 
there are no objective people available for a jury to try 
the Korean evangelist -- Sun Myung Moon <= while at the very 
same time in Washington there are hundreds of journalists 
who work for Mr. Moon's newspaper and insist that they are 
very objective. (Laughter. ) 


A Well -- 


Q What? Would you repeat the question? 
(Laughter. ) 


A I'd be delighted. 

Q Don't. 

Q Yes. How -- 

A I don't have any answer for you on that. 
It's not something that -- 


gn 
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Q In other words, you look on this as a paradox 
too, is that correct? I mean, if you have some guidance 
I'll be delighted. 


A Oh, yeah. Well, I don't. 


Q I know that Secretary Haig is not a lawyer, 
but, you know, to contend that there is no availability of 
anyone that's objective in New York, while there are 
hundreds of objective people in: Washington, is a bit of a 
paradox; don't you think? 


A I don't know. It's not something that's come 
to my attention before nor is it anything that I thought 
deeply about, so I really don't have an answer for you on 
that. (Laughter. ) 


Q Well, I always like to try to provoke your 
thought; and thank you. 


Q On Central America, do you have any comment, 
has the land-reform proposal been sufficiently clarified 
Since yesterday -- No. l, and, No. 2, do you have any com- 
ment on the Senate Foreign Relations Committee's action in 
transferring the '82 supplemental for the CBI to the World 
Bank? 


A Yes. 


On the first question, we understand that last 
night the leadership of the Constituent Assembly held a 
press conference in order to explain the new legislation. 
The Assembly leadership, including Assembly President Roberto 
D'Aubuisson, stated categorically that the effect of the new 
measure is not to modify the Land-to-the-Tiller program but 
rather to help reactivate. the agricultural sector while pre- 
serving fully the rights of all potential beneficiaries 
under Decree 207. By eliminating uncertainty over the legal 
Status of land which may be rented under new contracts, the 
new legislation will help to insure that this land is placed 
in cultivation. It was made clear at the press conference 
that the new legislation does not affect the rights of 
Decree 207 beneficiaries who have applied for but have not 
yet received provisional titles or who have not yet applied 
for titles. 


In sum, the rights of all potential beneficiaries 
under Decree 207 to gain title to land that they have been 
farming are preserved intact and unaltered. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 


! 
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a Yes. 


Q And then the second part, a follow-up -- 
unless they want to pursue this one. 


Q Yes. Could I pursue that for a moment? It's 
a question that was raised yesterday about this matter -- 


A Yes. P 

Q -- about whether the United States continues 
to insist on affirmative movement, forward movement in the 
reforms, Or whether it is content to have a standstill in 
the reforms. : 


A I know it gets back to what I said yesterday, 
but it seems to me that what I just told you helps clarify 
-~ if any clarification were needed -- what our policy is. 
The fact of the matter is it has not changed. We continue 
to urge upon the Government of El Salvador land reform which 
is effective and which is helpful in the implementation of 
the program. 


Q Previously the position of the United States 
was that it would insist that Salvador go forward with the 
reforms. Now you're saying that the law that has been 
passed -- at least, by the Constuent Assembly -- which 
suspends some of them does not affect the rights -- that's 
another thing: their rights, or whatever legal rights they 
may have -- but it certainly affects the reforms; they've 
Suspended them. 


A We continue to believe that this represents 
progress in Salvador's land-reform program, for the reasons 
that I stated. 

Q That what they did represents progress? 

A Yes. 

Q How is that? 


x I can only read it to you again. 


Q Well, you've explained that it doesn't affect 
their rights. 


A Yes. 


Q But how does it affect progress in it? 
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| A We see nothing contradictory in our endor- 
sement of the land-reform program and what the Constituent 
Assembly did. 


Q Yes, but with respect to that I’m a little 
confused because you say, on the one hand, it may not affect 
cights, but it may affect usage and possession, which 
would seem very much part of the idea of a land reform -- 
especially if, as it appears, there's a delay in the time 
that people who may have rights to land under Decree 207 can 
actually obtain possession. é 


A I just have nothing further I can give you on 
it. 


Q Well, can you take a question? 
A Which is what? 


Q A further clarification of what this 
in fact means, as to the distinction between rights versus 
possession? 


A No. I don't think I'd be able to provide 
you with any fuller information than I just did. 


Q Well, at the cisk of sounding obnoxious, is 
that because the State Department isn't any more clear on 
the question of cights versus possession? 


as No. I just think the statement speaks for 
itself, and I've given you our interpretation of it. I 
don't think I need an interpretation on an interpretation. 


Q Well, could you then answer the second part 
of my question? 


4 I've forgotten what it was. 


Q With respect to the action taken by the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee on Wednesday night. 


A On the Caribbean Basin? 


Q That's right. 
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A We would agree that as a part of an overall 
effort to aid the economic development in the Caribbean 
Basin area, the multinational developments banks have an 
ee important role in the area of supporting economic 

; infrastructure and long-term de'#lopment programs. However, 
the $350 million of the Administration's Caribbean 
Basin Initiative is designed to meet the urgent needs of 
several key countries through balance-of-payments assistance 
and credit to the private sector. This is an integral ele- 
ment of the overall trade and investment initiative. 
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The Committee's action would seriously jeopardize 
the basic thrust of the Caribbean Basin Initiative. We 
Oppose such a transformation, and we will seek to restore the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative to its original framework. 


Q Can we get a copy of that as well as this? 


A Yes. 


Q To follow that up, in view of the intense 
questioning on this issue yesterday and today -- which, of 
course, is perfectly legitimate -- 


A On this issue? 


Q Yes, the Salvadoran land reform -— have you, 
as Spokesman, detected any similar concern for human rights 
in Zimbabwe, where the Prime Minister, whose government 
we're giving $75 million to, has threated to ciose down any 
church that criticies his government? And have you heard 
any, except my, questions about a hundred-thousand black 
Slaves in Mauritania? 
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A We have an answer for you, by the way. 

Q You have an answer for me.- 

A Yes, we do. 

Q That's wonderful, but have you heard from 


anywhere else in Washington any similar concern or is it -- 


A About Zimbabwe? 


Q About Zimbabwe or Mauritania. It appears to 
me that the concern expressed here indicates that we expect 
Hispanic governments to have a higher ethical conduct than 
either Arab or black governménts, and if you can disabuse me 
of this I'd be very relieved. 
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A You know that we subscribe to human rights 
everywhere, and we certainly don't make distinctions along 
the lines that you are suggesting. 


Q We subscribe to human rights in Saudi Arabia? 
A Everywhere. 

Q Equally? 

A Everywhere. 


Q But most of the time the State Department has 
always said, "It's a case by case, and you can't compare 
apples and oranges" and so forth. If this is a new policy, 
I'm absolutely delighted; consistency has arrived. 


A Thank you. 
Q South America? 


Q I will just take you back to the Falklands 
for one second. Is it accurate, on the basis of what you 
said, that neither Britain nor Argen. 1a has asked for Haig 
to get reinvolved? 


A I really said that I would prefer not to com- 
ment on that; but I did go on to say, as you all know, that 
the initiative diplomatically obviously has been focused on 
the United Nations. 


Q I'm glad you put that in the past tense. 
Looking ahead a couple of days, are we safe to assume that 
Mc. Haig will be around here? 


A You asked-me that, and I said "Yes." 
Q All right. Thank you. 
Q Back on Central America -- Bolivia, specifi- 


cally, there have been threats apparently against our 
Ambassador there -=- Edwin Corr -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- from a group called "Sovereignty." 
That's the way I read it over the wire. Do you have any 
comment on those? 


A I have to take the question because I don't 
have anything I can give you on it at this point. 
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Q You don't know if it will be withdrawn or 
anything along those lines? 


A I just have to take the guestion at this 
point. 


On Central America -- 

Yes. 

-- back to the eenakton put yesterday on -- 
Can we have a filing boasie. Dean? 


Filing break; yes, sic. 


on ,-r, ODO ODO FY WO 


-- the question put yesterday on Nicaragua, 
my soucces confircm that it was the DCM in Managua who -- 


Q Just a second. I think out of courtesy to 
Our colleague, could you ask these gentlemen not to talk 
loudly? I'm trying to listen to his question, and I think 
that's only courtesy to my colleague. 


a They asked for a filing break, and that 
usually is accompanied by -- 


Q And they jump up.and then start talking 
loudly while another person is trying to ask a question; and 
that's not fair; it's not courteous, and it's not fair, and 
I hope you'll sit on it. 


A Shall I call in the sergeant-at-arms? 
Q Yes. That would be a very good idea. 
A Yes, I'm sorry. Go ahead. 


Q Yes. My sources conficm that it was the DCM 
in Managua at the staff meeting who declared that the 
Embassy either has been totally ignored by Washington or 
told to shut up. And the experience -- this is apropos to 
the Baltimore Sun and Boston Globe articles -- the 
expecienced analyst in those acticles apparently has 
admitted that he made an error in judgment, and now he's 
being transferred within a few weeks. Can you confirm -- 








A No, I cannot confirm. I now know what you 
were talking about yesterday. We have some guidance, and I 
don't know if it's up to date or not. Is it? 
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MR. TAYLOR: We'll have to get it to check and see. 
A We'll have to check it. 
Q All right. 
A But I have nothing I can offer you today. 
Q May I ask then one other? 
oo Yes. 2 

Q I would be interested in that guidance. The 
facts, if they are facts -- it's my best information -- 
suggest that either the Department thinks that its personnel 
in Managua ace lousy and their analysis is poor, or, in 


order to avoid a scandal, they are not taking action. 


A We, of course, do not have that judgment 
about our personnel in Managua. 


Q Then do you deny the facts, that are as I 
stated they were? 


on No; I don't think I said I denied any facts. 
What I did say was that we have some guidance; I cefer you 
to it. And it will be updated, if necessary. 

Q Fine. Thank you. 


Q Can I go back to Abramowitz just for two 
small questions? 


a Go ahead. 


Q One is: Was the nomination actually sent to 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee at any time? 


A I'll have to check that to be absolutely 
certain. 


Q All right. The other thing is -- 
A Can anybody help me about that? 
MR. TAYLOR: No. 


A The answer is "No." 
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| Q "No." Has the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee asked for and made inquiries about this impasse at 
this point? 


A I don't know. 


Q Any update on negotiations with Nicaragua? 
A No. 

Q Thank you. . 

x You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 1:25 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) . 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a statement 
I would like to give you on the car bombing at the French 
} Embassy in Beirut today. 
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The United States deplores senseless acts of 
violence such as these that kill and wound so many innocent 
people -- Lebanese and foreigners alike. 


We extend condolences to the families of the 
victims and call upon all concerned to redouble their 
efforts to work with the Central Government to end the 
violence, reduce tensions, and achieve national recon- 


ciliation. 


I also have a statement on the death of a 
Moroccan official in the fire in Chicago. 


The Department of State notes with deep regret 
the death of Mr. Abdelaziz Blal, an elected official of 
the Casablanca City Council, who accompanied a Moroccan 
delegation to Chicago in connection with a twinning 
ceremony between Chicago and Casablanca. That ceremony 
was scheduled to take place today, the 24th of May. 


ERE Re Res. ines 


Mr. Blal was one of five persons who died in 
a fire at the Conrad Hilton Hotel in Chicago over the 
weekend. 
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We express our condolences to Mr. Blal's 
family and to his colleagues at Mohammed V Univer- 
sity in Rabat, where Mr. Blal was a prominent 
professor. 


I will be glad to take your questions. 


Q Dean, can you bring us up to date on what 
the United States is doing and would like to do in 
the Falklands crisis? 


A Of course, we are continuing to watch 
it very intensely. We are participating in the 
deliberations at the United Nations. I can't give you 
an up-to-the-minute report on precisely what is 
going on up there today. We continue to hope that 
there will be a political solution to the dispute. 
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Q Is there any chance that the U.S.- 
Peruvian initiative might be revived? 


A I don't think it is possible to pre- 
dict mutt kind of diplomatic initiatives may surface. 


As the Secretary said yesterday in his 
television appearance, until some evidence of some 
change in the military situation is available, there 
may be continued stalemate -- by this he meant 
diplomatic stalemate. 


Q Dean, is the Secretary involved at all 


. in any kind of a negotiating effort at all here, talk- 


ing to both sides, or involved in any way in trying 
to determine what would be required to get this 
thing back on the peace table, as opposed to war? 


A At this point, John, I think it is most 
accurate to describe the Secretary as continuing to 
keep a very close eye on the crisis in the South 


Atlantic. 


He is, of course, talking to other parties, 
and will continue to do so. 


Q What other parties -- presumably both 
Britain and Argentina? 


A Other parties. 
Q Let me ask you one other thing. 


There have been a number of stories today that 
the Reagan Administration, specifically the State Depart- 
ment, is concerned that the Falklands crisis may over- 
shadow the President's trip to Europe. 


A Yes. The White House addressed that. I 
don't believe it is fair to say particularly the State 
Department -- the White House addressed that this morning. 
I have nothing to add to what was said over there. 


Q Dean, Senator Symms' office has a copy 
of the April 14th letter from Alvin Paul Drischler, of 
your Office of Congressional Relations, in which he 
writes that regarding the Senate's 1962 anti-Castro 
resolution, which Senator Symms introduced for reaffirma- 
tion -- and this is a quote -=- We do not find the Symms 
resolution helpful to our over-all efforts in that 
region now. End of quote. I have a three-part question. 
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First, is Assistant Secretary Tom Enders quoted 
accurately in today’s Washington Post in describing this 
letter as -- quote -- an incredible screw-up, and is his 
Deputy, Stephen Bosworth, actually quoted as saying it 
was a screw-up? 


A No comment. 


Q Did Mr. Drischler's reference to “we" in 
this letter mean Secretary Haig? And does Secretary Haig 
believe this resolution was not helpful? 


A Also no comment. 


Q One last one. Is Mr. Drischler being 
disciplined for writing this unauthorized -- presumably 
unauthorized -=- letter declaring State Department policy, 
or is he deemed inculpable in view of intervention in 
this matter by Senator Percy? 


A No to the first part of your question. 


I don't quite follow what you were saying is 
deemed inculpable. 


Q Well, “unblameable"® is the definition, in 
other words. I don't gather he is being disciplined. At the 
same time, I don't imagine that this is the policy of the 
State Department, is it? 


A Is what the policy of the State Department? 


Q That we do not find the Symms resolution 
helpful? 


A We have made our position on that clear. 


Q It is not clear, according to the Washington 
Post this morning. 





A We have some guidance on it, I am sure. 
Q You do? 

A Yes, we do. 

Q Okay, thank you. 


Dean, can we return to the Falklands just 
for a minute, please? 


A Sure. 
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Q One of the wire services is quoting officials 
in this building as saying that there is fear that a de- 
cisive British victory in the Falklands could make nego- 
tiatons, or a negotiated settlement, far more difficult. 


Is that the feeling of the State Department? 
A I'm sorry. Say it again. 


Q One of the wire services is quoting State 
Department officials saying that they fear that a decisive 
British victory in the Falklands would make negotiations, 
or a negotiated settlement, more difficult rather than 
improve the prospects for a negotiated settlement. 


I am asking you if that is the view of senior 
officials in this building. 


A NO. 


Q Yesterday, Secretary Haig said that Argentina 
was getting some limited military aid from other Latin 
nations. 


Could you tell us anything about where that is 
coming from, and what form it takes? 


A No. I'm sorry, I can't go beyond what the 
Secretary said on that yesterday. 


Don? 


Q The Iranian Government has announced that 
they have retaken Khorramshahr. In view of that, does 
the State Department have anything more to say about the 
U.S. position on the course of the Iran-Irag war, and 
what Iran should now do? 


A Don, what I can do on that is simply 
reiterate essentially what we have said in the past, and 
that is to say that from the outbreak of hostilities, 
we have been in close touch with friendly governments 
in the region and our own allies to express our concern 
about the dangers of the war and our support for all 
constructive efforts to end it. 
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I would refer you also to what was said here 
earlier this month which essentially is that the United 
States’ pelicy with regard to the war has been clear 
and consistent since the outbreak of hostilities. The 
United States supports the independence and territorial 
integrity of both Iran and Iraq, as well as of the 
other states in the region. 


We see the continuation of the war as a danger 
to the peace and security of all nations in the Gulf 
region, which is why we have consistently urged and 
supported an immediate cease-fire and a negotiated 


settlement. 


Q Could I follow up on that? 


Over the weekend, there was a report that the 


United States has been in touch especially with some 
Islamic countries asking them to use their influence with 
Iran to bring about a settlement of the war, and a number 
of countries, including Turkey, Pakistan, and Malaysia, 


were mentioned in the report. 
Could you comment on that? 


A I would refer you again to what I said 
initially, that we have in fact been in close touch with 
friendly governments in the region, as well as our own 
allies, to express our concerns about the dangers of 


the war. 


Q Could you say whether or not the countries -- 
the report suggests that we are asking the countries 
to put heat on Iran. Is that correct? 


A I don't want to characterize it beyond what 
I just said. 


Q You are not knocking down the report of 
contacts with the countries named in that article. 


A I am not at all knocking down the report 


of contact with countries in the region, as well as our 
allies. Iam, in effect, confirming that. 


Q Does the Administration plan to sell those 
L-100s to Iraq? 


A Do we plan to? 


Q Yes. 
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A I confess I am going to have to check that 
to see what is the status. I am not aware that there has 
been any change since we last addressed it, but I haven't 
looked into that recently. . 


Q Dean, do you have any information regarding 
any American arms that are finding their way to Irag or Iran 
through third countries? 


A We have addressed this, I think most 
recently, last week. There is nothing that I can add to 


that today. 


Q Dean, at that time, I asked about whether 
we had ever made explicitly clear to France or Taiwan not 
to ship arms to Iran. 


A I don't know if we made a response. 
We don't have it yet, apparently. 


Q On that subject, one of the columnists in 
The New York Times today says that the United States, as 
part of its balanced policy in the area, is casting a 
blind eye on Israeli supplying of arms, American arms, 
to Iran. 





Is that true? 
A * No. 


Q If you are not casting a blind eye, what 
kind of an eye are you casting? 


A This is what was discussed most recently 
last week, and I can again refer you to -- 


Q As I recall, Dean, and correct me -- I 
know you will correct me if I am wrong -- it was discussed 
in the form of a question, for which, as quite frequently 
is the case regrettably, I don't recall an answer -- 
correct me if I am wrong. Do we belive that Israel is -- 


A Les, I can't correct you whether you're wrong 
if you don't recall an answer. 


Q I mean, I just want you to refresh my memory, 
if you would. Is Israel doing this -- does the State 
Department recognize that Israel is feeding, sending, 
this equipment to Iran? 


A I refer you to what we said last week. 


Q What did you say? I don't think you said 
anything. 
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A I don't have it in front of me. 


Q You don't remember, either. Okay. Do you 
know now? I mean, just -- 


A I will refer you, Les, to what we said last 
week. Okay. 


Q Last week, a Beirut paper Alnahar, reported 
that an invitation had been extended to Farouk Kaddoumi of 
the PLO from Lee Hamilton and from Senator Percy. 


Do you have anything on that? 


A Nothing to update you on. Did we not 
address that last week? 


Q No. 

A It didn't come up. 

Q It didn't come up then. 
VOICE: Yes, we did. 


A I thought we did, either from the podium 
or --. I will be glad to give you our latest ‘information 


on it. 


We have seen the press reports that PLO officials 
in Beirut have been invited to visit Washington by members 
of Congress, but at this time we don't have any requests 
from officials of the PLO, including Mr. Farouk Kaddoumi, 
for visas to visit here. 


With respect to any plans by members of Congress 
to invite such officials to Washington, I would refer you 
to those members. 


Q Dean. 
A Yes, John. 


Q Has the State Department decided yet, just 
exactly what it thinks about the action of the El 
Salvadoran Assembly in regard to the agrarian reform law, 
and, more specifically, do you agree with the contention of 
an article in The New York Times today that this seems to 
mark a halt to the agrarian reform program? 





A All right, now, are you with me? 


Let me recap briefly the status of the over-all 
land reform. 
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As you know, Phase I was designed to break up 
estates larger than 1,235 acres. These estates represented 
some 12.1 percent of the total farm area, envisioned some 
34,658 beneficiary families, or 7.2 percent of the nation's 
farm families. 


Phase I is continuing to be carried out, and 
redistribution of the land was turned over largely to 
cooperative management. Compensation to the former owners 
and issuance of final titles remain a majority priority 


under Phase I. 


Phase II was announced by the former civilian- 
military junta, but never carried out. This would have 
affected middle-sized land-holdings between 247 and 1,235 


acres in size. 





Acting upon a recommendation of the current pro- 
visional government, the Constituent Assembly's new legisla- 
tion confirmed the indefinite deferral of Phase II. 


Under Phase III of the land reform, peasants who 
were working as tenants were allowed to make application 
for up to 17 acres of land. 


The number of potential beneficiaries under 
Phase III when the decree was announced was estimated to 
be between 125,000 and 150,000, or some 31.2 percent 
of El Salvador's farm families. 


‘ As was made clear at the recent press conference 
in El Salvador, the new legislation does not affect the 
rights of Decree 207 beneficiaries who have applied for 
but have not yet received provisional titles, nor does it 
affect those who have not yet applied for titles. 


In sum, it remains our understanding that the 
right of all potential beneficiaries under Decree 207 
to gain title to land they have been farming are pre- 
served intact and unaltered. 


As has been made clear by the leaders of the 
Constituent Assembly, what the new legislation has done 
is to protect the legal status of the potential bene- 
ficiaries envisioned by Decree 207 when it was promul- 
gated, while at the same time eliminating what had been 
an area of uncertainty over the legal status of land 
which could be rented under new contracts. 


We will be following the practical implemen- 
tation of land reform with great interest to see if it 
corresponds to the intent of Decree 6, as clarified 
by the Assembly leadership on May 20th. 
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Q Can we get a copy, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Can we try to get this translated into 
English, if you will bear with me. 


I think you will agree that this is taking refuge 
in technical language. 


A No. 


Q Let's go back to the -- I mean, I follow you 
on it, but nevertheless you have not at any point in that 
answered the question of whether or not we considered the 
actions being taken by the Assembly in El Salvador to be in 
line with progress toward economic reform, including land 
reform, as included in the certification requirement that 
is imposed on the President by Congress, and whether or not 
we agree, as I put to you earlier, that this, in effect, 
brings -- according to The New York Times article's conten- 
tion -=- brings the land reform program to a halt. 





A We do not think it brings it to a halt, and 
there is really nothing I can add to it. 


Q Let me try it this way. 


Do you think that it allows for a continuation of 
economic reforms, including land reform, as called for under 
the legislation, and as several members of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, including Senator Percy, were 
demanding explanations about the other day, and were assured 
by Mr. Bosworth that they would be coming forward shortly. 


A I certainly hope it will be soon. 
Q But you don't know at this point. 


A When that would be? No, I'm sorry, I do 
not. 


Q Do you think you will know by the time the 
President has to make a certification? 


A John, I honestly don't know. I don't know 
when that is required. 


Q In other words, if we follow you correctly, 
the U.S. Government, at this point, does not have a clear 
picture of the status of the land reform program in El 
Salvador, and the intent of the present authorities down 
there towards its implementation, how they mean to 
implement it, whether they mean to continue implementing 
it, or whatever. If I follow you correctly, that is what 
your answer is. 


a+ meee 
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A I would rather stick with the language I 
gave you than accept yours. 


Q Dean, does the language that you use there, 
and I haven't followed this that closely, but does it 
in effect mean that Phase II is over and that you still 
have confidence that they will go to Phase III, despite 
the fact that they don't go through Phase II? . 


A John, I did address both those questions 
in the statement I gave you. I don't particularly want 
to repeat that. . 


Q Is that a correct interpretation? It seems 
to me that is what you are saying. 


A As I did point out, the Constituent 
Assembly's new legislation confirmed the indefinite deferral 
of Phase II, and so in that sense, yes, that is correct. 


Q Can there be a Phase III without a Phase II? 


A As I also said, under Phase III, the 
peasants who were permitted to make application for up to 
17 acres of land resulted in potential beneficiaries 
estimated between 125,000 and 150,000 farm families. I 
went on to say that the new legislation does not affect 
the rights of the Decree 207 beneficiaries who have applied 
for, but not yet received provisional titles. 


< 
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Q I'm really confused by that statement, but 
quoting from the announcement that was provided on Thursday 
night by leaders of the Constituent Assembly which you 
gouted on Friday, they say that 207 has been temporarily 
suspended in its application to the crop cycles of cotton, 
sugar cane, grains, livestock activities -- which basically 
£ are the major crops of the country. Now, you're saying 
there that nobody's rights have been affected in all this, 
and yet they're saying themselves that in fact the program, 
Phase III, 207, has been temporarily suspended. That also 
is the interpretation of the Archbishop of San Salvador and 
also, apparently, the interpretation of the Campesino Union 
who have sent a delegation to Washington to discuss this. 
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My question is, (1), do you have any information 
that would suggest that that is not a correct interpretation 
-- that, in fact, Phase III has been suerended; and, (2), 
are State Department officials meeting with the Campesino Union 
people who are here under the auspices of the American 
Institute for Free Labor Development, a branch of the 
APL-CIO, in order to clarify this? 


A With respect to your first question, it's our 
understanding that the one-year, one crop-year suspension 
would affect any enlargement of Phase III beyond the origi- 
nally envisioned number of beneficiaries -- in other words, 
125- to 150-thousand farm families -- but that this original 
group's cights will be fully protected. 


If our understanding turns out to be in error, we 
would obviously have to reassess the status of the reform 
program which we have supported. 
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Q Now, is there an attempt -- there are 
Salvadoran elements who have been watching this and who a have 
great interest in it, such as the UCS — 


A Yes. 


Q -- which is affiliated with AIFLD. They are 
here because they are “very upset" and they think that the 
reform process is at an end. Are you meeting with them to 
try to persuade them that in fact the reform process is not 
at end and that the Constituent Assembly didn't do what it 
now purports to have done? 


A I don't know. 
Can you take that question, please? 


Q 
A Whether we're meeting with them? 
Q 


Yes. 
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A Yes. I'll be glad to look into that. 
Q And can we get a copy of today's statement? 
A 


Yes. 


Q This time I'll preface my question first with 
a statement. It's a matter si record that the legislation 
as originally proposed down there envisioned exemptions for 
cotton- and sugar-growing lands but that in its passage 
through the National Assembly additional lands -- those from 
livestock grazing and cereal grains -- were added on, which 
is what made it unacceptable to some of its original 
backers, like the Christian Democratic Party. 


Now, can you tell me whether or not the U.S. 
Embassy has informed President Magana and others 
there that the United States regards the legislation as 
passed as unacceptable and, also, whether it has asked for 
or received any assurances from President Magana about 
whether or not he will veto the legislation? 


A I cannot tell you that. 


Q Can you check on it? I mean unfortunately 
we're going into the unnamed officials thing, but this was 
the stance of -- 


Yes, I understand. 
-- U.S. official last week at the time. 
Yes, I understand. 


That's what I was informed. 


on Fr, ODO YF 


A I'll be glad to look into it but with the pro- 
viso that I may be back at you simply by saying that we 
don't want to go into the specifics of a dialogue between 
ourselves and the Salvadoran authorities, but I will look 


into it. 


0 Well, failing that, could you get us a 
briefing or something or somebody who will straighten out 
whether we have a position on this issue and, if so, what it 


is? 


A You're just not satisfied with what I've 
given you on it. 
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Q You'll have the Hill going up like Mount St. 
Helens this afternoon and then you have to try to follow it 
around. Maybe if we could just get it out of the way in one 
fell swoop or something like that - 


C Can I just ask -- if my editor is to ask me: 
"Is the State Department saying that the thrust of the story 
is wrong?" what should I say? Yes or No? 


A I think you'll have to write another story 
based upon what I just gave you. — 


Q Then you're quarreling with the thrust of the 
story. (Laughter. ) 


Q Are you saying neither? 
A Excuse me, Les; I'm talking to Bernie. 


Q Are you quarreling with the thrust of the 
story, which is that -- 


A I'm not going to characterize it in terms of 
a pacticulac story. I can only say what I did in response 
to the question that I was asked concerning the subject and 
our understanding of where the situation stands. 


Q D'Aubuisson, the President of the Constituent 
Assembly, spoke to the Chamber of Commerce in San Salvador 
last week, and he said he wanted to privatize the Banking 
sector again. Nationalization of the banking sector 
was part of the original reform program. Do we support 
that? Do we think that's a good idea? 


A I don't have any comment to offer you on that 
subject. 


Q Could you take a question regarding banking 
reform then? 


A Let me be sure I understand correctly what 
you are ceferring to. When you speak of banking reform, 
you're not talking about it being related to agrarian reform 
-- which is something entirely separate. Is that correct? 
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Q Well, the United States always supported 
reforms and then said "such land reform, banking reform," et 


cetera. 
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A What I'm trying to get at is whether you are 
referring to banking reform in the context of agrarian 
reform or whether it's some other subject that you're 
referring to. 
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Q The original package was always related because 
with banking reforms then newly landed peasants could 
acquire credits and so on. That was part of the idea -- so 
banks were. nationalized. 


A So what you're saying is that your question 
is linked to agrarian reform, is that right? 


Q Yes, insofar as all the ceforms are linked to 
each other. 


A All right. The only thing I can say on that 
is that apart from the press report we're not aware of the 
letter that I think that press report referred to which 
called on Salvadoran junior officers to reject their 
"conservative" high command as well as D'Aubuisson's 
leadership of the Constituent Assembly. And in that context, 
what I'm getting at is to point out that we would note in a 
press interview on the 23rd of May that General Jose Garcia, 
the Minister of Defense, reportedly said “We are not 
going to permit the agrarian reforms to be distorted or changed." 
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Q That isn't exactly what I asked, but I'm sure 


A That's why I tried to pin you down 
on precisely what you had in mind. 


Q Well, your answer was much more interesting 
than my question. 


A Oh, good. (Laughter.) It must be a first. 


Q Was this in response to the OpEd piece that 
appeared in The New York Times today regarding the young 
officers in El Salvador as voicing discontent with the tide 
of political events since the elections? 
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A It's in response to press reports, as I said. 
Q All right. I'll drop cut at this point. 


Q How about Sharon's visit and meeting with 
Haig? Do you have anything? 


A No precise time to give you, but my 
understanding is that he will be meeting with the Secretary 


tomorrow. 


Q Any comment on remarks made by both Sharon 
and Begin over the weekend regarding arms sales to Jordan? 


A For a specific comment regarding Secretary 
Weinberger's recent remarks, which was a subject reported 
about comments made by Prime Minister Begin, I would refer 
you to the Pentagon. 


Our general policy toward arms sales to Jordan has 
been enunciated before from this podium -- namely, we do not 
have any outstanding requests from Jordan for aircraft or 
additional I-Hawk missiles. Obvious, any requests which 
resulted in a U.S. proposal to sell such systems or any 
other systems to Jordan would be submitted to the Congress 
in accordance with the law. Of course, any future request 
we may receive from Jordan will be reviewed with careful 
attention to their potential impact on the security of 
Israel. In particular, we will be mindful of our commitment 
to maintaining Israel's technological advantages in the 


region. 


Our security assistance relationship with Jordan 
is longstanding, and of mutual value, reflecting our common 
interest in the security and stability of the area. Jordan 
has legitimate defensive needs and our friends in the region 
should be confident that we are interested in their ability 
to defend themselves. 


Q Can I follow up on that? Does that apply 
also to F-5Gs and Stinger missiles? You mentioned specifi- 
cally I-Hawks and F-l6s. Does this apply to F-5Gs and 
Stinger missiles? 
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A I think that was what was mentioned in the 
press. I don't have a position to give you on other types 
of armaments today or a level that -- 


Q Is it conceivable that requests have come in 
for other types of armament? 


A I don't know. 
Q O.K. 


Q Secretary Haig -- well, has this 
Administration worked out a deal for Versailles where 
they were going to drop their opposition to the pipeline in 
return for allied cooperation on Soviet credits, as reported 


in the Times today? 


A I'll have to take that question. I have no 
guidance to give you today on that. 


Q Do you have anything today on Abramowitz? 
That is, you talked about a suitable assignment for 
him in the wake of last week's affair. Do you have anything 


at all on that today? 
A No; I have nothing to give you today on that. 


Q ~- Do you have anything for us on the new U.S. 
candidate that has been or will be submitted to Indonesia as 
the next Ambassador to Indonesia? 


A No, I do not. 


Q Do you have anything from Indonesia that goes 
beyond non-acting on the agrement? 


A No. 

Q That is, no reason still not given? 

A As far as I know, that is correct. 

Q Can you comment on the information, the 


report, attributed to Foreign Minister Mochtar that this was 
entirely the doing of the United States and that Indonesia 


did not do anything here? 


A We addressed it last week, and there is just 
nothing I can add to what was said at all. 
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Q Could I ask just one more question while 
we're on Asia? 


A Sure. 


Q Over the weekend, the representative of the 
Coordination Council for North American Affairs, which 
represents Taiwan in this country, reportedly said at 
press interviews that he had received a briefing by an 
authoritative person on Vice President Bush's recent trip 
to East Asia, clarification about the United States position 
on future arms sales to Taiwan and so on. Can you confirm 
that, and will you tell us who it was who gave him the 


briefing on this? 


A I can't confirm that. It's the first I've 
heard of such a briefing. 


Q Could you check into it, please? 


A Was it suggested that this briefing came from 
the Department of State? 


Q If it's going to be a briefing about what the 


U.S. position is about a trip by a high U.S. official out to 
China and the letters that were distributed here by the State 
Department, it doesn't say Department of State but I think 
it's very likely the State Department would have a hand in it. 


A But if the person is unidentified, I'm not 
sure how productive it will be for me to try to pursue who 
ostensibly did the briefing. 


Q Well, it was unidentified by him in this par- 
ticular press report. 


A Yes. 
Q The que: ' is <= I asked the same question 
last week and I didn't. an answer. I asked at that time 


whether the U.S. was going to-or had briefed Taiwan. Now 
I'd like to know: Has the U.S. briefed Taiwan about this, 
who did the briefing and what did the United States say to 


Taiwan? 


A All right. I'11 have to look into that. I 
don't have anything I can give you today on that. 
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Q Do you have any other guidance on the status 
of the meeting between Secretary of State Haig and Foreign 
Minister Gromyko? 


A No, other than to say that there has been no 
firm date set for such a meeting. The Secretary did discuss 
his interest in such a meeting when he appeared on televi- 
sion yesterday, but there's nothing definite to-announce yet. 


Q Do you have anything on the status of 
U.S.-Soviet talks on the grain purchases beyond September 
30th? There was a report, I think in the paper Sunday, 
saying that the talks had either broken down or that no 
grain would be sold after September 30th. It was not quite 
clear. 


A I'm sorry, I have nothing for you on that 
today. 


Q The announcement put out by the Contact Group 
said that proposals dealing with Phase II would be put out 
to the parties, and there was a report in one South African 
paper saying that those proposals have already gone out -- 
at least, to South Africa. Do you have anything on that? 


A There was a report in the South African 
newspaper Argus, as I understand, that the South african 
Government had agreed to proposals from the Contact Group on 
Phase II issues in connection with the negotiations on 
Namibia. 


The story is incorrect. No Phase II proposals 
have been presented to any party. 


Following meetings between Assistant Secretay 
Crocker and representatives of the South African Government 
discussions in Paris with the Contact Group, the Western 
Five Foreign Ministers meeting in Luxembourg, reviewed the 
current state of the Namibia negotiations. 
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In the communique issued after their May 17th 
meeting, the Ministers said the Contact Group intends to pre- 
sent proposals in the near future to the parties concerned 
on Phase II issues -- notably, on the question of impar- 
tiality and the military component of the United Nations 
group known as UNTAG. 


This has not yet occurred vis-a-vis any parties to 
the negotiation, including the South African Government. 





Q One last question regarding the arms sale. 
Would you take the question: Has Jordan formally requested F-5Gs 


or Stinger missiles? 


Foreign 
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A All right, I guess so. 


Q Do you expect a Haig-Gromyko meeting in 
New York or is there a possibility they will see each 
other in Europe somewhere? 


A No. The Secretary was talking about the 
possibility of a meeting in New York, in June. 


eee 


mise 


Q Has the chief U.S. Political Officer at the 
Embassy in Montevideo been declared personna non grata? I 
don't know why. 


A - I saw a press report to that effect shortly 
before coming out here, but I have nothing I can offer you at 


this point. 
Q Could you look into it? 
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A Sure, absolutely. 


.Q Anything on the Congressional visit in 
Guatemala on human cights questions? 


A No. I have nothing on that today. 


Q Anything on the meetings of Crown Prince 
Hassan of Jordan here in Washington today and tomorrow? 
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A Yes. Crown Prince Hassan is on a private visit 
to the United States, primarily to deliver lectures, 
according to our understanding. I have no details of his 
schedule and I refer you to the Jordanian Embassy for sich 
details. While here though, he will be meeting with the 
Secretary tomorrow. There is no time I can give you at this 
point. And I understand he also wi]l be meeting with the 
Vice President and with Secretary Weinberger. 


Q Do you have anything further on the Morocco 
agreement on the bases? Has it been reached yet? 


A The agreement has not yet been reached but, 
as we said last week, we expect it to occur in the near 
future. And by that I mean we expect to agree on a text 
before King Hassan's departure later this week. As you pro- 
bably know, he's now in New York on the private portion of 


his visit. 


Q Time Magazine, in a report this week, seems 
to suggest that the Administration may have promised him 
additional arms aid. Can you tell us whether any such indi- 
cation or pledge of any sort was made to King Hassan while 


he was here? 


A On that subject, let me say that I don't want 
what I'm about to say in any way be construed as confirmation 


of that report. 


I do want to say that during his visit to 
Washington, there were wide-ranging discussions on the full 
range of issues of mutual interest in the very broad 
Moroccan-American relationship, including contingency use of 
Moroccan facilities by U.S. aircraft and U.S. assistance in 


its various forms. 


Q Could you say whether or not the 
Administration has indicated to him that it will give, or will 
ask Congress to give, additional arms aid to Morocco? 


A No, I can't say that. 


Q To come back to the Falklands, does the 
United States recognize British sovereignty over the 
Falklands? 


A We've never taken a position on the 
sovereignty issue of those islands. 


Q You've never taken a position. 
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A That's correct. 


Q Edwin Corr, the Ambassador there who is 
threatened -- do you have anything on that? 


Q Was it posted? 


A I beg your pardon. I don't have it with me, 
but it is posted. 


Q There is a report that a senior U.S. diplomat 
in Uruguay has been declared personna non grata. 


A I was asked that earlier, but I have no 
information at this point on that. 


Q Thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 1:19 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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TUESDAY, MAY 25, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. Just one announcement 
today. 


Because of the Secretary's speeches in Chicago 
tomorrow, May 26, and Pittsburgh on the 27th, there will be no 
daily press briefing either tomorrow or Thursday. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 
Q How do we fill that vacuum, Dean? (Laughter) 


A It looks like the audience is so diminished 
today that I suspect that everybody was anticipating that. 


Are you going to have the text tomorrow? 
I'm certainly going to try, Bernie. 
And the same holds for Thursday? 


You mean an advance text? 


on Fr Oo FY DO 


Yes. 


A Yes, we'll do our best on that. Also, we'll 
pipe in the speech on Thursday. We won't do it tomorrow 
because it is an evening speech, probably to be delivered at 


about 9 p.m. 
Q Will there be a Q and A on Thursday? 


A I believe there is Q and A on both occasions. 


Q Is he up on the Hill tomorrow morning with the 
Barnes subcommittee? 


A No. 


Q That's been postponed? 
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A If it was ever scheduled. There was some con- 
sideration given to his appearing on the Hill, but T never 
quite honestly heard before which committee he planned to 
appear. It is not now on the schedule. 


Q I don't suppose you need to be reminded that it 
would be extremely helpful to have that text as early as 
_ possible tomorrow. 


A I couldn't agree more. I have so passed the 
word. 


Q Is it 9 o'clock our time, tomorrow, the Chicago 
speech? 


A It may even be later than that, Eastern Time. 
Q What time are you going to try to get the text? 


A As soon as possible any time from, let's say, 
mid-day tomorrow on. 


Q What would be the release time, Dean? 
A It would have to be embargoed until delivery. 


Q You couldn't allow it to be released at 6:30? 
A.M.'s release? 


A You mean for the -- 


Q It would be helpful to the morning newspapers 
as well. 


A When I say “embargoed until delivery," it means 
for printing purposes, doesn't it? Isn't that what your 
understanding would be? 


Q What are you going to do about broadcasting? 
A.M.'s release is normally 6:30. 


A I'm sorry, Bob. I don't quite understand. 
You're not suggesting that you want to do it on the evening 
news? 

Q Yes, that's exactly what I'm suggesting. 

A Before he gives it? 


Q Yes. 
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A What kind of camera work would you -- 
(Laughter) Would you show a picture of the text on the 
screen? (Laughter) 


Q (inaudible) 


A No, I don't think we can do that. I'm tempted 
to say, "Sure. Why not?" but I don't think that would be 
fair to everybody else. 


Q Maybe you can get Haig to do a stand-up. 
(Laughter) 


A Maybe we can get Bob Hope to do it. 


Q Henderson was in the building today. Can you 
tell us who he saw and what was achieved here? 


A I understand he talked to the press briefly in 
the lobby. He saw the Secretary, but I can't really get into 
any of the details of their discussion other than to 
acknowledge the obvious, which is that they talked about the 
crisis in the South Atlantic. 


Q There have been reports coming out of state- 
ments the Secretary apparently made this morning to a 
Congressional group at the White House indicating that the 
Secretary has information to believe that the British seem to 
have victory in their grasp very soon. Can you give us any 
clarification of what the Secretary said or meant to say? 


A I saw the reports you referred to. I can con- 


firm generally their accuracy. What the Secretary is quoted 
as saying represents his assessment of the situation. I have 


nothing I can add to it. 


Q Dean, in the interview that Secretary Haig gave 
to European journalists yesterday, which I believe has been 
released now, has it not? In any case -- 


A I presume so. I don't know that we've released 
it, but my understanding is that it was aired live in Europe, 
so it obviously is public. 


Q At one point, he was asked if the British are 
able to regain the Islands, what he thought should then happen 
or would then happen, and he urged the British to be magnani- 
mous. He used the word “magnanimous." 


A Yes, he did. 
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Q Could you tell us what he meant by that? 


A I think the context in which he used it is that 
they were vigorous in battle and magnanimous in victory. He 
related that to words that Churchill had spoken. 


Q Do you have any idea what he meant? Was he 
urging the British to give the Islands back at some future 
date, or make some concession after -- 


A No, no, I don't want to be more specific than 


the Secretary was in making the remark he did. 


I think he was 


simply, as I suggested, harking back to a British tradition 
which has been articulated by Churchill, among others. 


Q Are we going to get a transcript of that? 


TO STAFF: What do you normally do on that? Can we make a 


transcr’ pt available, at least for reading? 


STAFF: Yes, we can. 


A O.K. We will certainly make it available to 


you. 


Q Dean, it's been said in recent days, I think, 
by the Secretary and others that there is no possibility of 
diplomatic movement until one side or the other gains a mili- 
tary advantage. It appears now that the Secretary feels the 
British have. Does that mean it is time to move diplomati- 
cally, and if so, what does he have in mind? 


A Of course, there is movement diplomatically at 
the United Nations. As you know, there are various resolu- 
tions circulating in the Security Council concerning the South 
Atlantic crisis. We are in the posture at the present time of 
participating in the discussions, and within that context I 
would reiterate that we continue to believe that Security 
Council Resolution 502 remains the basic framework for a 


settlement, and it should not be undermined. 


We would support 


any initiative consistent with 502 that would lead to a nego- 


tiated settlement. 


Q But would you support a resolution that just 


calls for a ceasefire? 


A I think what 
can, what we would support. 
particular text because the 
versions and amendments are 


I gave you specifies, as best I 

I don't want to comment on any 
situation is fluid, and different 
currently being discussed. 
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Q Would the United States favor some kind of 
diplomatic action short of what the British consider a mili- 
tary victory? 


A I'm sorry. Say that again. 


Q Would the United States consider some kind of 
diplomatic action that falls short of what the British intend 
to pursue, which is a military victory? 


A I think that is a hypothetical question, 


Marvin. 

Q Not on the basis of what Mrs. Thatcher has 
said. 

A I obviously can't speak for Mrs. Thatcher. 

Q That's why I asked you to speak for the United 
States. 


A I'm speaking for the United States in saying 
that I think it is a hypothetical question, and that we have 
to see what happens in the United Nations discussions, what 
kind of resolutions emerge, and then make a determination as 


to which, if ary, we could support. 


Q But to go back to my first question, then, 
putting aside the U.N., is the Secretary himself going to get 
involved now that one side appears to have the military edge 
in his view? 


A Well, as he has repeatedly said -- and the 
President has said -- we remain ready to be helpful in any way 
possible in a resolution of this dispute. 


Q Dean, in connection with that, the Argentines 
have said publicly in the last few days that the United States 
would have to stop supporting the British and would have to 
become even-handed in order to be acceptable as a mediator at 
a future point. Is the Administration considering any step 


toward that? 


A Not in the context of the question you ask. It 
just seems to me that what we have done from the beginning is 
to make clear our support for Resolution 502, which as you 
know, calls for a ceasefire, the withdrawal of Argentinian 
forces from the Islands, and a political solution. Everything 
we have attempted to do since the introduction of that resolu- 
tion and our support of it has been consistent with it. 
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Q Do you have any comment on Argentina's request for 
the OAS emergency meeting to resume on Thursday? 


A First, I can confirm for you that Argentina has 
sent an official note requesting a session of the 20th Meeting 
of Consultation of Foreign Ministers. Their note requests 
that the meeting consider the additional measures it should 
take in accordance with the provisions of the Inter-American 
Treaty of Reciprocal Assistance, otherwise known as the Rio 
Treaty, and the meeting has been scheduled for 11:00 a.m. 
Thursday. 


Our position with respect to the meeting is that the 
framework for a solution to the United Kingdom-Argentinian 
dispute is contained in U.N. Security Council Resolution 502. 


Q Can we transmogrify that into specifically saying 
that you do not think the Rio Treaty applies? 


A I don't want to go beyond the statement I just 
gave you with respect to our position. I think it would be 
premature, for example, to comment on whatever measures 
Argentina might propose at the meeting. 


Q The meeting is on Thursday, and the Secretary 
is planning still to give a speech in Pittsburgh on Thursday. 
That implies he is not going to be representing us at the OAS 
meeting. 


A It would certainly imply that, but I hasten to 
add that the representation of the United States at the 
meeting is yet to be determined. 


Q Dean, do you have any information to support 
these various reports from Buenos Aires that a certain fac- 
tion, at least, of the junta wants to turn to the Soviet Union 
for aid -- military support, diplomatic support, whatever? 


A I have no reaction to give you concerning that. 
I think it is clear from statements the Secretary and the 
President have made as to our attitude regarding Soviet 
involvement in the dispute. 


Q Dean, can you confirm that Vernon Walters is 
either headed down or is now in Rio? 


A I spoke to General Walters yesterday. I don't 
cecall his saying that he has any plans to go anywhere in the 
immediate future. 
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Q Yes, but he normally doesn't tell you what his 


plans 


A He sometimes tells me. I'll check that, but I 
have no knowledge whatsoever of any plans for him to depart. 


Q We have a report that he is expected down 
there, and that's why.I‘'m -- 


A There is a report almost daily concerning 
General Walters’ whereabouts or travel plans. 


Q There have been reports in Argentina that the 
Government is considering reducing some of its relationship 
with the United States, to remove the military delegate to the 
Inter-American Defense Board. 


A Yes. 


Q Have they done that and have they notified you 
of that? 


A I can't confirm that they've done it. We've 
seen the press reports, but we have no confirmation of it, nor 
can I offer you any comment at this time. 


Q A question that's only partially tongue-in- 
cheek here: In 1831, Martin Van Buren, when he was Secretary 
of State, was engaged in correspondence on the Falklands 
Islands dispute, and at that time he said, "The Government of 
Buenos Aires can certainly deduce no good title to these 
islands." 


You have refused to take a position on sovereignty 
from this podium. Can we assume that that particular state- 
ment is no longer applicable to the current situation? 


A That's about as tongue-in-cheek as Les' 
question getting me to comment on the activities of the 
Lexington in the same year, I think. 
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Q You have been studying that, I take it. 
A No. I just remembered what you said. 


I haven't seen what you are quoting fron, 
but, as you noted, we have consistently said that we have 
taken no position on the question of the sovereignty of 
the Islands, and that statement is applicable. 


I am not speaking for Martin van Buren. 


Yes, Les. 


Q Dean, when your office puts out a press 
guidance, as Secretary Haig*s Spokesman, do you feel a 
personal responsibility to see that it is not misleading 
and if it is inaccurate to correct any misinformation? 


A I do my best. 


Q Okay, fine. Yesterday, you referred to 
your guidance of April 2lst in which you quoted Ambassador 
Bosworth as telling the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
on April 20th -- quote -- As we told Senator Symms, we 
have always endorsed the thrust of his resolution. I am 
reading from it here. Senator Symms' foreign policy -- you 
know Senator Symms is not a member of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, but his foreign policy aide, David Sullivan, 
said yesterday that this statement is not true, that the 
Senator was not told any such thing by the State Department, 
and that this should be quite evident from the letter 
written on April 14th by Alvin Paul Drischler, that 
unqualifiedly opposed the Symms resolution. 


A Yes. 


Q Well, since you put this thing out, and so 
forth, and since it is not true, what is your comment on 
that? I mean, here is your person, your State Department 
Ambassador, saying that we told Senator Symms that we have 
always endorsed the thrust of his resolution. According 
to Senator Symms' office, that is not true. They were even 
more emphatic than that. They made a strong comment on 


this. 
A I can't speak for Senator Symms. 


Q Then do you think that Senator Symms has 
forgotten, or will you take this question to Ambassador 
Bosworth, who is not available to ordinary people, and 
also Mr. Drischler, and see if we can get this 
straightened out? And I have one follow-up. 
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I stand by the statement we made. 


You stand by. 


r Oo PY 


Yes. 


Q Even though Senator Symms' office says it 
is not true. 


A I stand by the statement we made. 
Q One follow up on that, if I may. 


You say in your guidance that Mr. Drischler's 
letter is not incompatible with the Bosworth testimony. 
When Drischler's letter has no mention whatsoever of any 
support for the Symms resolution, while Bosworth's 
testimony only six days later says that we have always 
endorsed the thrust of his resolution. 


How did you reach compatibility in these two 
letters which are diametrically opposed? 


A I believe we addressed that at the time 
we issued the guidance. 


Q No, no. Here is the written thing that 
was issued by your office, and it says, "We don't believe 
they are incompatible." Period. End. So, you didn't 
explain it. Can you explain it now? 


A No. I stand by what we said then. 


Q In other words, you stand by it even though 
it is obvious there is no compatibility, and you stand 
by the first one even though Senator Symms' office says 
you never did what is said here. 


A I stand by the statements we made at the 
time. 


Q Dean, do you have any detail on the meeting 
with Sharon today, whether there is another meeting later, 
or anything like that? 


A I am sorry, I have no detail. I think the 
meeting is scheduled for this afternoon. 


Q Do you know if the Secretary is coming 
down? 


A I do not know. 
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Q Crown Prince Hassan, who did see the Secre- 
tary this morning, spoke to reporters afterwards, and he 
seemed quite concerned about the impact of the Iran-Iraq 
war on the situation. 


I wondered if you had any comment on the apparent 
loss of Khorramshahr to the Iranians. 


A Or as the Iranians call it, Kuninshahr. 


We are aware of the latest military development. 
Once again, we reiterate the United States’ view that the 
interest of all will be best served by an immediate cease-fire, 
and a negotiated settlement based on the territorial 
integrity and independence of both Iran and Iraq. 


Q That is the normal position, but there is now 
talk that some of the Arab states that are troubled by 
what is happening may even send troops to help Iraq. 


President Mubarak of Egypt was asked about that 
today. 


Do we have any feeling as to whether other Arab 
countries should send troops to help Iraq. 


A No. We haven't take a position on that, and 
I am not planning to today. 


Q On that same matter, there was a report this 
morning that Syria has supplied a considerable amount of 
Soviet military equipment, or Soviet origin military equip- 
ment, to Iran, and that was described as an important part 
of the Iranian ability to do so well in the war. 


Does the U.S. have anything to say about that? 
Has it talked to the Russians about it or the Syrians 
about it? What is our posture on these supplies going 
into Iran? 


A There is just no comment I can give you 
today on that, Don. 


Q Can we go back to the Falklands for a 
minute? 


A Yes. 


Q Argentine Foreign Minister Costa Mendez 
said in an interview yesterday that he didn't believe that 
the United States had taken any kind of bona fide neutral 
stance from the outset of the crisis. 
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In light of the Secretary's efforts at shuttle 
diplomacy, would that have pre‘jjudiced the Secretary's 
efforts if that was the Argentine's view of the United 


States? 


A Two points I would make in response to that. 
One is that the Secretary undertook his efforts at the 
invitation of both the British and the Argentinian Govern- 


ments. 


Secondly, to underscore what I said earlier, 
his efforts were undertaken against the backdrop of our 
support for Resolution 502. 


Q Dean, I am wondering whether, when this 
whole Falklands thing is resolved in one way or another, 
does the United States expect to continue a military 
supply relationship with Argentina, to help it rebuild 
its Air Force, and so on. 


A I really can't speculate about that at 
this point. 


Q Would you expect that there would not be 
a military relationship in light of the fact that the 
U.S. has now come down on the side of Britain? 


A I just can't project that far ahead. 
Q Dean, a follow-up on that. 


Is there any material in the pipeline going to 
Argentina from the United States to supply their American 


equipment? 


A It is a question I think you had best 
address to the Pentagon. I have not got an answer for 
you on that. 


Q Dean, do you have anything to say about the 
report that South Africa is selling arms to Argentina? 


A Just that we have seen the reports, ar I 
just have nothing for you on that. 


Q Dean, can I go back to the Iran-Irag situ- 
ation? 


A Sure. 


Q Yesterday, in response to questions about 
an article that had appeared over the weekend about alleged 
U.S. efforts to contact Iran through third countries and 
tell them that it will be best if they do not proceed with 


their military action. 
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Your response was read by some people as meaning 
that the U.S. had recently been in contact with Islamic 
countries in order to contact Iran. I must say I couldn't 
tell whether you were intending to give that response or 


not. 


Could you clarify whether there has been any 
recent contact by the United States with these various 
Islamic countries, as was suggested in the article, such 
as Turkey, Pakistan, and some others, to send on messages 
to Iran of the kind that was mentioned. 


A Don, I don't have the precise language I 
used yesterday before me. My recollection is that what 
I said was in the context of having had recent contacts 
with countries in the region. I did not specify pre- 
cisely what the purpose of those contacts is, other than 
to discuss with those countries our concerns about the 


war. 


Q Well, the article that was in The New York 
Times on Sunday talked about a specific kind of appeal 
being given through these Islamic countries to Iran, and 
I think the last thing on it that was said yesterday, 
I asked if you were -- you're certainly not knocking it 
down, and you seemed to be saying that you were confirm- 
ing the story. 





A I remember that. I am not confirming the 
story but confirming that we had been recently in con- 
tact with a number of countries in the region on the 
subject of the war and to express our concerns about it. 


Q Can you say whether the contacts that we've 
recently had are along the lines mentioned in the 
article? 


A No. I don't want to go beyond what I 
said yesterday on that. 


Q Dean, did you ever post an answer to 
the question of whether or not the State Department 
briefed the Taiwanese representatives on George Bush's 


trip to Peking? 
A It is being posted? 
STAFF: Yes. 
A I haven't got it with me. It will be. 


Q How about the Uruguay -- the diplomat in 


Uruguay? 
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A We are in touch with the Uruguayan 
Government, but I have nothing to offer you on the dis- 
cussions at this point. 


Les. 
Q Dean, kind of a housekeeping question. 


I haven't done a tally yet, but I would imagine 
that if we did a tally on the number of questions raised 
today, the number of times that you said, "I don't have 
anything on that today," "I refer you to the Pentagon,” 
or "to Senator Symms," "I stand on what I said before," 
regardless of what the Senator said, denying its truth, 

"I don't want to go beyond that," and so forth -- how many, 
just in going back, how many times do you think that you 
have answered? What batting average do you have in pro- 
viding us any answers to the questions, and some of these 
were pretty substantial questions, in an open Administration 
-- at least that is what I understood. I mean, Dean, this 


worries me. 
A Oh, well -—- (Laughter). 


Q I mean, do you want to convey the im- 
pression that the State Department just wants to put an 
iron curtain above everything? 


A I suggest one way to alleviate your worries 
is that you stop coming. (Laughter) 


If you find them so unproductive, I don't know 


“why you bother wasting your time. 


Q Even a steer can try. I just would hope 
that maybe you could -- because we can keep score and at 
least see -- 


A Be my guest. 
Q All right. 


(The briefing was concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #86 


THURSDAY, MAY 27, 1982, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements for you today. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Assistant Secretary for Economic Affairs Robert Hormats 
before the Joint Economic Committee. The subject is the 
Versailles Summit: Its Historical Context and Major 
Objectives. 


Barring any technical problems, we will be piping 
in Deputy Secretary Walter Stoessel's remarks before the ~ 
World Affairs Council in Pittsburgh beginning at approxima- 
tely 1:00 p.m.. 


Secretary Haig's speech before the Organization of 
American States will be piped into the Briefing Room this 
afternoon. We do not have a specific time so I would ask 
you to please keep in touch with the Press Office. 


Also, the White House will hold a BACKGROUND 
briefing today on the upcoming Economic Summit at 1:00 p.m. 
in Room 450 of the Old Executive Office Building. 


I have a statement cegacding the Facilities 
Agreement signed by the United States and Morocco. The 
United States and Morocco have reached agreement on the use 
and transit by the United States forces of agreed airfields 
in emergencies and foc periodic training. The United States 
will not permanently station acmed forces or establish 
United States military bases in Mococco in connection with 
Carccying out this agreement. It will have an initial term 
of six years and will continue thereafter unless terminated 
On two years’ notice by either party. 


I will be glad to take your questions. 
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Q What is meant by "emergencies?" 


A I really can't get into any specific defini- 
tions about what the word “emergency” means. 


Q You're not talking about a plane in distress, 
having to have a six-year agreement so that it could land 
there if it lost an engine or something like that? 


A I suppose that's one definition of it. 

Q "Emergency" means an international emergency, 
such as a war; that's one thing. If it means simply a 
mechanical failure of an aicplane, it's something else 
again? 

A As I say, I can't get into details of what 
the agreement specifies but I think it goes beyond what 
you'ce suggesting. 


Q Are you going to release the text of the 
agreement? 


A I understand we are not. 
Q Why is that? 


A Because I understand that it is not to be 
released. 


Q It's a secret agreement? 

A Whether or not it should be characterized as 
secret, I don't know. I'm just told that we're not planning 
to release the text. 

Is it classified? 
I don't know if it's classified or not. 
Is it an agreement or a treaty? 


It's described as an agreement. 


Does it need ratification of the Senate? 


r ODO + CFC FY DOD 


I don't believe so. 


Was that at the request of the Moroccans that 
it not released? 


A I don't know. 
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Q How many facilities does it cover? 

A I can't specify that. 

Q Does it cover more than one? 

A I can only say that it refers to Moroccan 
facilities. 


Q For example, would it cover the Rapid 
Deployment Force? 


A Again, I can't offer you any further detail 
on it. 


Q Has the Congress been informed of its 
contents? 


A I'll have to take the question, Bernie. I 
don't know. 


Q When we are talking about emergencies, aren't 
we basically talking about threats to the ‘Mideast oil 
fields? 


A I don't want to define further what the 
agreement specifies. 


Q Dean, because of the White House briefing -- 
a catch-all question -- do you have anything there to add, 
to give any specificity to the initiatives announced yester- 
day in Chicago by the Secretary? 


A There is some information I can offer -you 
Which really doesn't go very far beyond what the Secretary 
Said yesterday. Let me see if I can address specifically 
what the Secretary referred to in connection with the U.S. 
Posture regarding the Iran-Iraq war. . 


We've always maintained that the Iran-Iraq 
War poses a danger to the peace and security of all nations 
in the Cialf region. As the Secretary said in his speech 
last night, "There is great risk that the conflict may spill = 
Over into neighboring states and may lead to unforeseen and 
far-reaching changes in the regional balance of power, 


offering the Soviet Union an opportunity to enlarge its 
influence." 


Clearly, then, the interest of all will be 
Secved by an immediate cease-fire and a negotiated settle- 
Bent based on the territorial integrity and independence of 
both Iran and Iraq. In this context, we have consistently 
velcomed constructive international efforts to bring an end 
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other countries and 
~ that hostilities can 
é possible. 


: 


3 


, countcies in this connection. 


ort 


4 


a the wac on the basis of each state's cespect for the 


teccitecial Integcit7 of ite neighbors 
freedom from extecnal coeccion. 


and each state‘s 


| known to 
have made our views on the war 
. we will continue to do so in the hope 
be brought to an end ar. soon as 


Q Which other countries are involved? 


We have been in touch with a number of 


t I can't specify them. 


Q It seems to me, in substance, you're really 


the 
not adding to the position we've taken before and yet 
ianechhew aanbad to convey the notion that, in fact, he did 


vlan diplomacy that went beyond what the United States had 
done befoce. Can you take that any further? 


A In cesponse to a question he was asked con- 
cecning his cemacks on this subject, he did refer to imme- 
diate internationalization of the conflict. I cannot go 
beyond that. 

Q What does that mean, “of the conflict?" 

A Well, regacding the conflict. 


Q "The immediate internationalization" -- I 


don't follow the phrase, Dean. 


B I misspoke. I didn't mean to say inter- 
nationalize the conflict but to take steps to immediately 
intecnationalize the approach to the conflict. 


Q Why would that be different from the efforts 
made by the Islamic group up to now which have been 
unavailing? Is it different? 


A I am not at liberty today to go further in 
Specifying the details that the Secretacy referred to. -- 


Q He also referred to Lebanon and he spoke of 
the time having come to take concerted action in support of 
@ stcong central government. And the President has there- 
fore directed Ambassador Habib to retucn to the Middle East 


Soon to discuss our ideas for such action. What action does 
he have in mind? 


A Again, I'm just not able to go beyond what he 
Said on the subject last night. I think we have to await 
the events as they unfold. 





Q This goes beyond merely handling the 
- cease-fire. 


nN The answec is, yes. 


Q How about the autonomy talks, can you flush 
=m, Out there anything he said last night? 


A No, not in any more specific way. 


Q The Falklands. You got anything you can 
, contribute? 


A As I mentioned, the Secretary is speaking to 
the OAS meeting this afternoon. 


Q He's going there just to make his speech but 
not to listen to anybody else? 


A No. I think he's already gone, or, if not, 
he will be there shortly. He will be listening to other 
Speakers prior to his own. I believe he's fifth in line. 


Q I think the first speaker is the Argentine 
Foreign Minister. He will be there in time to listen to him 
as well? 


A I can't absolutely confirm that. My 
understanding is that he was to have left shortly if he has 
hot already done so. 


Q Did he have any meeting planned with the 
hecsien Minister of Argentina? 
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A I don*t know of any plans for a meeting with 
the Foreign Minister at this point. 





Q Has the State Department satisfied itself on 


os Ecuadoran aicplane that had this military equipment on 
t? 


A My understanding is that the license has been 
applied for, but it has not yet been issued. 





Q By whom has the license been applied for? 


A I presume by Ecuador. I haven't really 
looked into this. 


Q Dean, there was a question also, not simply 
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A It's Ecuatoriana Aircraft, or Air Company. 


Q There was a question also, apart from the 
absence of a license of the manifest being deceptively 
labeled as aircraft parts. Do you have any understanding of 
how that's been resolved? Is that against the law; is that 


> something you're looking into? 


A It's something that obviously we're looking 
into. My understanding is that we have no information that 
would indicate the cacgo was intended for any ultimate 
destination other than Ecuador. I do not have any details 
On what the cargo contains. | 


Q Also on Latin America but in another area. 
Do you have any comment on the Foreign Relations Committee 
action yesterday cutting a $100 million dollars in Salvador 
aid? 


A Let me add one other thing on the question 
about the Ecuadorans. We understand that the Israeli 
Sovernment has categorically denied that the shipment was 
intended for Argentina and that the Government of Ecuador 
has stated that none of the cargo of the detained plane was 
intended for military use outside of Ecuador. 


8) Related to that, do you know whether it is 
true, as ceported, that the United States is now sending 
Sidewinder missiles to Britain? 


. A As you know, we have not commented upon any 
Of the speculative stories about the kind and type of 
assistance that we may or may not be offering the British. 


Q When the Secretary said weeks back that we 
would be providing materiel, that would be a large enough 
unbrella to put some Sidewinder missiles under it? 


A Again, I'm not going to comment on the specu- 
lative stories about the type of equipment which has been 
discussed and speculated about. 


Q The story didn't seem very speculative as 
written. 


Q But I have no comment to make on it. 


Q Following on that, two nights ago ABC's 
Nightline reported from Buenos Aires that the Argentine 
Government had said that it had been assured by Assistant 
Secretary Enders that the United States would provide no 
offensive military weaponry such as missiles to Britain. 
Can you confirm whether or not Enders did, indeed, provide 
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Such: assurance? 


A No, I have not heard that before, 


Q There is a report that there's some U.S, 
general on the QE II. 


A That is incorrect, I believe the ~~ 


Q He's left over from a cruise. (Laughter) 


A We, of course, have been in touch with a 
number of Latin American countries every since the crisis 


€gan- I don't have any specific comment to offer you on 
the nature of those discussions, 


Q Has the State Department given Acgentina 


assurances that the U. S. vernment will not Provide Great 
Britain with Offensive weapons? 


repeatedly, that there wil] 
€ no direct U.S, military involvement in the conflict. 


Q Does that rule Out a reported British request 
for an AWACS to fly over the South Atlantic? 


A It certainly would. 


Q Has such a request been made? 


A Again, I'm unable to comment on that. 


ng assets and en masse not repaying 


ifference 
one in some official way 


Jebt to British banks and so forth. “Is there ad 
N our reaction to that if it's not d 
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fZugh the OAS if individual countries choose to do that? 
¢ that something that we would have a public problem with? 


A I really can't speculate on that. I don't 
ow what our response would be if it were undectaken out- 


| de the auspices of the OAS. 
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Q How about Salvador? 


4 Our response to the Senate Foreign Relations 
ymmittee's decision to freeze the Administration's Security 


:sistance is as follows. 


The Committee froze the fiscal year 1983 
scucity Assistance at the fiscal year 1982 level and cited 
-s concern over the alleged uncertain status of land reform 
. El Salvador. We understand, however, that if the 
iministration certifies in a satisfactory manner in July, 
ne Committee will be prepared to reconsider raising the 
eyel of assistance in fiscal year 1983 to that which we 


equested for El Salvador. 


While we obviously share the Congressional 
‘oncecns that thece be no cetrceat from that commitment to 
and ceforcm, we would have prcefecced that the Committee 
iuthocize the fiscal yeac 1983 Security Assistance cequest, 
wacing itn mind that the Administcation must in any event 
ev Lew the status of land cefocm as pact of the cer- | 
tification process that is cequiced to be undectaken in 
July. In any case, the assistance foc fiscal year 1983 
would not be available until October 1, 1982. 


Q In keeping with your statement the other da 
about land reform and the various phases, I presume, hen,” 
fou ace prepaced to certify that this is no substantial 
i>andonment of the principle of the program? 


A I just don't want to get out ahead of the 
ictual process of éertification by the President. 


Q Do we still maintain that this doesn't aff 

. ect 
“he eSente of people who might have been beneficiaries in 

e — cefocm, Or Go we have a different attitude as a 
esult of the visit of the Campesino leaders up here? ) 


A _—*'I_ have nothing to add to t 
nents we made on that subtest. he previous state- 


Q In light of this action, d 

. . , do we think that the 
‘egislation passed by the Salvadoran Assembly last week 
should cemain on the books, or do we have a feeling that it 
night be better 1f it was vetoed and the status quo ante 
restored? 
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A Again, I think that's speculative, John. I 
addressed the subject last week and eaclier this week and 
thece's nothing I can add to it. 


Q Dean, I'm still a little bit confused on | 
this. Are we going to try to make representations on behalf 


of the U.S. Congress, or whoever, to the Salvadoran 
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- Government that they might consider changing what the. 


constituent assembly did on May 18th or are we satisifed 
that, in fact, nothing has ceally happened and there's no 
problem so we will not be trying to convey a message that 
aid may be in big trouble? 


A To convey a message to the Salvadorans? 


Q To the constituent assembly or to the 
President of El Salvador. 


A I think they can draw their own conclusions 
from the action of the committee. 


Q The Embassy is not making any special efforts 
in that respect? | 

A I wouldn't want to comment on the discussions 
Ouc Embassy may be having with the Salvadorans. 


Q Also, the House Foreign Affairs Committee 
deferred consideration of the entice CBI Supplemental '82 
package as a result of this latest land ceform snafu. & 
you have any comment on that? 


A I have no specific comment I can offer you 
today on that. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Can we safely say now that the Caribbean 
Basin Initiative is dying? I mean I just want to get your 
ceaction. 


A No, I wouldn't think that would be a fair 
assessment. : 

Q But when do we think it might have a chance 
of passage? 

A I can't give you a date on that, but we are 
still hopeful that it will be approved. 

Q Can I retucn to the Middle East for a 
second? 

A Sure. 

Q Do you have anything to clarify the report 


that the United States is authorizing 75 F-16's for Israel? 


A I can confirm that on the 24th of May the 
Administration notified the Congress of an intention to sell 
75 advanced F-16 aircraft to Israel with associated support, 
test, and cepair equipment valued at $2.7 billion. Such 
notification is required under Section 36(b) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. The case will be before the Congress 
for six weeks' consideration. The F-l16s are the latest 
production version of the aircraft. First delivery would 
commence in late 1985. 


Q Also on the Middle East, has there been a 
Change in the U.S. policy banning the import of Iranian oil? 

A The answer is I don't know, Jim. I have 
hot heard of any such change. 

Q They ace buying it frequently. 

A Yes, of course, but I mean are you asking, 


"Has there been a change from that?" 


Q Yes, because there are reports that the 
United States, through a Swiss trading company called GAT, I 
think, oc something like that, has bought a total of $3.6 
million wocth of Icanian crude. Is that legal? 


A Well, if you ace asking does that represent 
a change in policy, we addressed that some weeks ago. I 
don't know that there has been any change from that. 
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Q Well, what I am missing is a -- 
Q . The hostages were celeased. 
Q There is no ban? I see. That was part of 


the hostage release. 


A I thought you were asking, "Is there a 
change cecently from the announcement or the disclosure that 
we had purchased oil from Iran?" and I'm not aware of any. 


Q On the Moroccan thing, just to flush out 
your "No comments," are there any commitments to Morocco 
as part of this arrangement? In other words, are we taking 
on any additional protection or other involvement with that 


country? 


A There is no guid pro quo, but we do envi- 
Sion spending some funds to upgrade Moroccan facilities. We 
regacd our relationship with Morocco as a mutually coopera- 
tive one, and I might point out that we have a number of 


cooperative programs with Morocco. 


- 


Q Dean, is there any provision there to keep 
Amecicans who may be there on temporary duty out of the line 
of fire with the Polisario? 


A Let me say that there is no intention to 
Station any U.S. personnel in Morocco, but if needed to 
handle traffic small numbers of personnel could be sent tem- 
Doracily to Morocco on TDY. 


Q Dean, ducing the '73 war the United States 
had a lot of trouble finding a place to refuel in its effort 
to ce-equip Israel. In the event of another Middle East 
wac, and granting your quick use of the word "speculative," 

- Goes this agreement allow for American planes to land in 
“ococco on their way to Israel? 


A First, I would want to point out that we 
ace talking basically about access for aircraft refueling. 
Now, I don't think it appropriate that I should get into the 
Cuestion of precisely the purposes for which that refueling 
cight might be extended. I can only say that as part of 
the agreement reached with Morocco, we did discuss the use 
of Moroccan facilities for the support of common interests 
and shared objectives. I don't want to be more specific 


than that. 


Q Dean, does-Morocco have any sort of a veto 
Over what we would be using the facilities for, a specific 


event? 


aR, 


~~ 
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A Greg, I don't have any furthec information 
give you on that. 


Q Dean, do you view this agreement as -- just 
one way of putting it -- putting another pillar in place in 
the strategic consensus in the Middle East? 


A Well, as the Secretary has frequently 
pointed out, the strategic consensus is a fact; it exists; 
he didn't create it. I'll stand on what I said. 


Q May we have a filing break? 
A Yes. Filing break. 
Q Dean, the specific facility or facilities 


that will be used, is that now spelled out, and is there 
egceement on that? 


A I'm sorry. Say again. 


Q Even though you're not telling us what facili- 
ties ace involved, is a specific facility spelled out in the 
agceement? Do we know what the facility is? 


A Yes, we do. 


Q Dean, on Mococcan facilities, last week 
Gucing King Hassan's visit you specifically mentioned that 
these facilities would be used in case of some emergency in 
Southwest Asia. That's what you said from that podium. Are 
you changing that at all? 


B No. 

Q That languge is still operative? That's 
the pucpose of the facilities agreement? 

4 But I wouldn't necessarily confine it to 
that. 

Q Second question. You said there was some 


element of training involved but yet there won't be any 
‘mecicans posted in Morocco. 


ca Except possibly on temporary duty. 


9 Does that mean that the training of the 
“Oroccai ,ecsonnel is going to take place in this country? 


A I'll have to refresh my memory on what we 
Said last week. I don't cemembec what was said about it. 
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I I mean specifically -- 
h 1 undecutand wat you'ce asking. I don't 
"=| cemembec what was said about it. 
Q Last week you didn't say anything, but I'm 
asking you -- 
& A I thought you said I did. 
Q I'm talking about the Southwest Asia 
aspect. You mentioned that last week. 
A No, I thought you were asking me now about 
training. 
Q Yes. As part of the announcement that you 


just made, you said that there was an element of training 
involved of Moroccan, presumably of Moroccan armed forces. 


Right? 
A Oh yes, for peciodic training. 
Q Now, training whom? 
A I just have no further details on that. 


Q Well, I mean isn't that a fair question? 
Who is going to be trained, whether it's Americans being 
tcained orc Americans going to train Moroccans? Can you take 
that question? 
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A I'll have to look into it. I don't have 
any fucther details. 


Q Do you have anything on a statement reaf- 
firming the American commitment if the Soviets do likewise on 


SALT agreements? 


A I know I have something, Bernie, if I can 
find it. Yes, here we are. 


Your question addresses the question of an 
acticle in the Washington Post about interim restraints? 





As we said before, our current policy is that the 
United States will take no action that would undercut 
existing agreements provided the Soviets exercise similar 
restcaint. We expect, however, that the President will 
have more to say about interim restcaints as well as other 
acms control issues in the neac future. 
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Q Dean, do you have anything on the report 
that Secretary Haig and Secretary Baldridge have signed off 
on the bsic framework of an agreement or agreements easing 
the expoct of hazardous materials? Front page Washington 
Post -- or Business page. 





A I have no information on that today. 


Q Dean, what's the State Department's view on 
the statement from Prime Minister Costa Mendez and other 
membecs of his Government that U.S. aid or support for Great 
Britain might force Acgentina to look elsewhere for — 
fciendship and support, with the strong suggestion that 
elsewhere would be the Soviet Union? 


A We have made our position very clear with 
cespect to Soviet Union involvement in the crisis in the 
South Atlantic, and nothing I can add to that today. 


Q Nothing to add to that at all? 

A No. 

Q Do you have anything there on the possibi- 
lity of a summit involving Begin, Mubarak and the President? 

A No, nothing at all to offer you on that 
today. 

Q When is Begin seeing the President? 

A Charlie, I don't cemember the exact date. 

Bernie Gwertzman says the 2lst in New York. 

Q In Washington. 

A I beg your pardon. In Washington. 

Q I'll check with Bernie later. (Laughter) 
hn A He has a better historical memory than I 


Q One last clarification on Morocco if we 
could. If I undecstood your statement correctly, you said 
use in transit by U.S. forces of agreed airfields, which 
would appeac to be a plural -- I know we've established that 
facilities is not necessarily a plural -- but are we safe in 
assuming that “agreed airfields" means more than one airfield? 


A It wouldn't have been plural otherwise. 


Q Thank you. 
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Do you have anything new on Jordanian arms 


proposals today? There was that press conference up on the 
Hill a short while ago. 


A 


I don't believe so. Certainly not in the 


context of the press conference. 


Q 


A 
Q 
A 


Any new offerings to announce today? 
No. 

Thank you, Dean. 

Okay. You're welcome. 


(Press briefing condlued at 12:45 P.M.) 
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DEDARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #87 


FRIDAY, MAY 28, 1982, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have an announ- 
cement to make. Monday is Memorial Day, and the Press Office. 
will be closed. We will operate on a normal Sunday schedule. 


Secondly, Deputy Secretary Weiter Stoessel will 
address the Annual Meeting of the Naticual Council for United 
States-China trade on June l, 1982, at the Mayflower Hotel. 
His topic will be: United States-China Relations. I. 
understand an advance text will be available on the morning 
of June 1. We do not plan to pipe in the speech, and we 
anticipate that the speech will be delivered starting 
somewhere between 1:00 and 1:15 p.m. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


—— 


Q Does the State Department have any position on 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee action the other day 
in, in effect, servicing Israel's debt to the United States? 


A Jim, there is nothing I can offer you on that 
today. 


Q Will you take the question and offer us 
something on it next week? 


A Yes. 


Q Particularly, what we'd like to know is, was 
it a State Department initiative? Does the State Department 
favoc it? 


A Yes, I'll be glad to take the question and 
pceovide you with an answer on that. 


Q Do you have any date now for Habib's trip? 


A No. No date has yet been determined. 


Q Defense Minister Shacon is quoted today as 
saying that he has had extensive talks with United States 
officials on Iscael's military support for Iran, that he 
had presented them with full details, and that nobody really 
objected to this business. I may be taking liberties with 
the paraphrase, but that's the thrust of it. 


91 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Did, in fact, the Israelis tell us in advance or 
tell us at the time what they were sending to Iran? And what 
was the U.S. reaction? 


3 We have had numerous discussions over many 
months with the Israelis on this subject. We were asked to 
approve shipment of some items under U.S. control, but we did 
not give our approval. We also expressed the strong hope 
that Israel would not ship any other items, since we believed 
all nations should follow the United States policy of not 
shipping acms to either belligerent. 


The Iscaeli's have assuced us repeatedly that they 
have accepted our position with cespect to U.S.-controlled 
items, but that they intended to sell to Iran limited amounts 
of items not subject to U.S. control. Recently, the Israelis 
told us that thé amount of such shipments has not exceeded 
approximately $27 million. 


In cespect to your question about whether the 
United States was informed in detail and in advance about 
Iscael's supply of military equipment to Iran, the answer is no. 


Q Can you give »s a copy of that statement? 
A Yes. 
Q For example, would tires and wheels for an F-4 


Phantom be items that would come under U.S. control? 


A Jim, the specific answer is, I have to assume 
so if those are some of the items that have been shipped by 
Israel. The reason I say that is that the Israelis again 
have assured us repeatedly that they accepted our position 
with cespect to the shipment of U.S.-controlled items. 


Q I think we've missed a negative here. I asked 
if the tires for an F-4 Phanton would be -- 


A I understood. 


Q -- and you say you would have to assume that 
they would be under U.S. control. 


A No. I'm sorry, I meant the opposite. 


Q Dean, when you said there was a strong hope 
that Israel would not ship any other items. Is this post 
facto the $27 million shipment? 
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a No. What I was suggesting to you is that in 
the course of our discussions over many months we made that 
clear to the Israelis. 


Q In other words, you made it clear to the 
Israelis that during the time that they were sending the $27 
million worth of stuff? In other words, that that strong 
negative hope applied to the stuff that has already gone? 


3 Yes. What I' saying is that in the course of 
Our numerous discussions, we made very clear to the Israelis 
what our position is with respect to shipments to either 
billigerent. 


Q Then, are you saying that they continued to 
ship those items despite the U.S. opposition? 


ass I ‘think what I said speaks for itself. 


Q Then, you are denying that there was advance 
notice of the intention to send other equipment? 


7s". 


ry Yes. 


Q When did the Israelis first broach this sub- 
ject with the United States? 


A I can't tell you when originally. I don't 
have a specific time I can give you on that. 


} 
Q Was it close to the beginning of the war? 


a I just can't help you on that. I don't know 
at what point it was first -- 


Q Can you take that? 


A Obviously, it was many months ago. Do you 
need to be more precise than that? 


Q We'd appreciate it. 
A I'll try and find out. 


Q Can you tell us at what level these 
discussions took place? 


A Well, many discussions, of course, go on be- 
tween ourselves through our Ambassador in Israel and the 
Israelis. As you know, Defense Minister Sharon was here this 
week. It was discussed this week. There have been many 
discussions involving numerous officials on both sides. 
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Q Did you repeat again this week the same hope 
in the discussions with Sharon? 


_ A Bernie, I can't specify that we did, but at 
the same time I am convinced that there is no doubt in the 
Israelis' minds as to what our policy is on this matter. 


Q I didn't get it all, Dean, but in what you 
were saying, did the Israelis ignore at any time or go along 
with the U.S. desire that no U.S.-controlled items be shipped . 


to Iran? 


A I said I think my statement speaks for itself. 
We have had the discussions over many months. We've made 
clear to the Israelis what our policy is on this subject and 
what our wishes are with respect to it, and I gave you the 
estimated amounts of military equipment the Israelis have 
shipped. 


4 


Q To broaden it, then somewhat, Dean, could you 
say whether we've had similar conversations with Arab states 
supporting Iraq with whom we have a military supply rela- 
tionship, namely Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Jordan? 

A Without specifying the countries -- I'm not 
able to do that today -- rest assured we have had conver- 
Sations on the subject with many parties interested in that 
pacticular problem, yes. 


Q Could you find an answer to the question, (a) 
have we asked those countries not to send things subject to 
Our control, and (b) have we asked them not to send anything 
else? 


A, All right. I can look into that, sure. 


Q I think you probably have answered this, but I 
want to make sure. Where did the $27 million figure come 
from? You had asked the Israelis about this ex post facto? 





A The Israelis have informed us that this is the 
amount that they have -- 


Q Recently? 


A Yes, that they have shipped. 


Q Dean, were you given a detailed list of what 
it is that makes up the $27 million? 
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A I don't have it, Bernie. I don't know if it 
is possible to produce that or not. 

Q Do any of the items under the $27 million come 
under United States control? 


A To the best of our knowledge, the answer is no 
because the Israeli's have assured us that that is the case. 


Q Aside from the remarks today, are you going to 
make any sort of complaint to the Israelis about Minister 
Sharon's apparently erroneous claim that the United States at 
least didn't object to these shipments? 


, 


A No. 
Q Why not? 
A I don't think it's necessary. 

Q You haven't made any independent effort to 
find out whether the $27 million figure that the Israelis 
gave the United States actually includes items that are not 
legally under U.S. Government control? 


Are you simply saying that you take them at their 
word and that's where it ends? 


A I'm not aware that we've made any independent 
effort, no. . 

Q Is Israel selling these goods or donating 
them? . 

A I don't know. That's a question you would 


have to ask the Israelis. 


Q Dean, do we have any sense that sales of these 
items in this amount have made any significant contribution 
to the Iranian war effort? 


A I don't know how to measure that. Given the 
amounts ceported, the amounts of money spent for weaponry, it 
does not strike me as a very significant amount. 


Q I can understand why the United States would 
oppose Israel's sending American licensed or made equipment 
Since the United States is taking a neutral position on that 
question; but why does the United States oppose Israel's 
sending military equipment in general to Iran? 
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. A I think this gets to the point of our policy 
with cespect to the war there. We, obviously, wish that it 
would end as quickly as possible; and by shipping arms 
to either of the belligerents, there is a good prospect that 
that will prolong the war. 


Q Dean, isn't the same thing true of the 
Falkland Islands dispute, where the United States is 
equipping one of the parties? Don't you wish that war would 
end as quickly as possible? 


A Yes. Well, of course, we wish that war would 
end as quickly as possible. 


Q You don't find any logical problem with the 
United States supporting Britain with Sidewinders, while 
Israel supports Iran with an insignificant, in your own 
terms, amount of equipment while Iran indeed was losing the 
war? 


A Well, as you may not know, since you haven't 
been here for a while -- 


= 


Q I listen to you all the time. 


A -- I haven't commented at all on any material 
assistance we may Or may not be providing the British. 


Q So,, we don't know that you're providing the 
British anything? 


A Excuse me? 
Q I say, I don't get your point about -- 


A My point is that I am not commenting on what 
we may Or may not be providing the British. 


Q What I'm trying to ask you is -- I don't know 
if your objective is a standoff in a particular war or an end 
of the war. 


A In which war? 
Q Well, in ony war you care to -- 
A We favor an end to all wars. 
—Q Presumably, you favor peace in all parts of 


the world? 
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A Pardon me? 
Q Presumably, you favor peace in all parts of 
the world. 


A That's right. 


Q But this is an insignificant amount of equip- 
ment while Iran was on the defensive. Don't you like to see 
a sort of a balance struck as a way to end a war? 


A A balance struck? I don't know that I would 
put it that way. I prefer to put it the way I did. 


Q Do you know if these discussions were 
regarding the Israeli Government's shipment of these spare 
parts, or whether’ they were done through private dealers? 


A I really can‘t help you on that. 


Q Dean, given Begin's comments very recently 
that he considers the Ayatollah Khomeini the greatest threat 
to the Jewish people since Hitler, do we see a contradiction 
between Begin's stated attitude towards Khomeini and 
Sharon's statement? 


A That's really something you have to address to 
those gentlemen. 


Q I just wanted to know if the State Department 
sees a contradiction. 


A I have no comment on that. 


Q Dean, do you know if these Israeli shipments 
are still going on or if they have stopped? 


A I do not know. 
Q They could be still going on, in other words? 
A I do not know. 


Q Were there shipments while Americans 
were held hostage in Tehran? 


A I have no idea. 
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Q Dean, on this Iran-Iraq situation, could you 
tell us'whether the Administration or the State Department 
has begun any of the activity that Secretary Haig referred to 
in his speech the other day when he said the United States 
was going to be more active, or what is envisioned? 


A We are in touch through diplomatic channels 
with a number of countries concerned about that problem. I 
don't want to go beyond that today. 


Q Have we been in touch through diplomatic 
channels since his speech? Is this a stepped-up activity or 
is it just simply the same thing as what has gone on before? 


A We have been in’ touch before and since. 


Q Is there any rise in the level of those diplo- 
matic communications since he announced his position in 
Chicago? 


A I don't want to characterize it in terms of a 
rise or a lowering of the level. Rest assured that we are 
very actively engaged. ~- 

Q But was he announcing a new level of U.S. 
involvement? 

A I don't believe he used the phrase "a new 


level." | 


Q What I'm trying to establish is whether there 


is any difference in our activity with respect to that war today 


than there was before he spoke in Chicago? 


A I think what I said earlier addressed that. I 
said that we had been in touch before he gave the speech, and 
we have been in touch since his speech with parties 
interested in the resolution of that conflict. 


Q Do you have any assessment today of the like- 
lihood of the spread of the war to other areas nearby, the 
kind of thing the Secretary was saying the other night there 
was a danger of? 


A I have no assessment I can offer you on that. 
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Q Can you give us anything about the course of 
events out there? 


A No. No, I'm not really a seer. 


Q Do you have any position regarding Iranians 
entering into Iraqi territory? 


A A position on that? I would refer you to our 
statements regarding the subject of the two disputants in 
the past, and I think you'll find our position on that 
reflected. 


Q I want to ask one last question about the 
arms shipments. Just for the record, when you said the 
Israelies knew the American position, was the private 
American position in those discussions the same as the 
public American position? 


, 


A Well, of course. 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


Q The $27 million dollars refers to arms or 
equipment that was shipped to Iran from thé very beginning. 
This is a total figure? ; 


A That's correct. This is what the Israelies 
have told us is the amount. 


~ Q While you can't give us an itemized account 
of what was shipped, an itemized account was given to the 
State Department or the United States got a list of items 
that were shipped that added up to $27 million dollars? 


A I think we have, within the Department, not I 
personally, a pretty good idea of the specific items that 
were shipped. Yes. 


Q Hadn‘t Israel informed the United States 
Government it would not provide arms while the hostages were 
being held? 


A I don't know. 


Q I think at one time there was a State 
Department's response on that. 


A The answer is I don't know. 


a 
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Q What I'm trying to ask you is, is there 
new confusion about it or has the State Department never 
known? Or do you personally not know? 


A I personally do not know when the shipments 
began. 


‘ Q Have the Israelies told you about any arms 
supplies to Argentina? 


A No. That question arose in connection with 
the Ecuaduran plane which was grounded in New York and the 
Israelies, as I indicated earlier this week, categorically 
denied that the cargo on that aircraft was destined for 
Argentina. " 


Q Has that plane been released yet? 
A I don't believe.so, Bernie. 


Q Is this because the Customs Department 
doesn't accept the State Department -- 


A I'm not certain precisely where we stand in 
specific reference to your question. I can say that the 
office of Munitions Control in the State Department this 
morning* issued a transit license to the Ecyadoran 707 that 
had been detained for the last two days at JFK Airport. 


We expect the plane, which was carrying mili- 
tary cargo from Tel Aviv to Quito to leave for Quito today. 
The license was issued following a careful review of the 
cargo manifest by Customs and the Department of State and 
upon receipt of assurances from the Ecuadoran Government 
that the material was destined for the sole use of the 
Ecuadoran Air Force and not for trans-shipment elsewhere. 


Q It's been implicit in your remarks about this 
Israeli shipment of U.S. equipment, but could you answer a 
specific question. Do you think that the revelation that 
U.S.-made items have gone to Iran is in any way a compli- 
cating factor to ending the war? 


A I don't think you understood what I said. 
It's not a --revelation of U.S. equipment. I 





* See correction on page ll. 


gn 


~Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


yy = 
' 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ll 


made, I thought, very careful note of the fact that 
according to what the Israelies told us, no U.S.-controlled 
equipment has been shipped to Iran by Israel. 


Q I'm not sure if I understand whether 
U.S.-controlled equipment -- is that a legal definition for 
items that were made in the United States but are no longer 
under our control or does it mean it specifically is 
something. that originated in Israeli manufacture? 


A I understand it is the latter but I want to 
be sure that there's -- 


MR. ROMBERG: It's manufactured in the U.S. 
or under U.S. license. 


Q So it could include items that are U.S. manufactured. 


A You're asking me a technical question for 
which I would have to get guidance to supply you with a pre- 
cise answer. 


The point is that U.S.-controlled equipment, 
according to what the Israelies have told us, has not been 
shipped to Iran by Israel. 


Let me just correct something I said about 
the licensing for the Ecuadoran plane. The-license, I 
understand, actually was issued yesterday, not this morning. 


Q Clarification on that. When you say that 
it's for the sole use of the Ecuadoran Air Force and not for. 
trans-shipment, is it understood that the Ecuadoran Air 
Force might not use it in another part of the continent? 


A You're asking me a hypothetical question for 
which I have no answer. I told you what their assurance was 
and I have nothing to add to it. 


Q But you don't know if the assurance extended 
to that? The reason I ask is because Argentina is asking 
for material support at this OAS meeting. 


A It's obviously something I can't comment on. 
Q Why? 
A Because they gave us the assurance that it 


was for the sole use of their Air Force. It's not up to me 
to tell you what their Air Force is going to be used for. 


Q We didn't cover that eventuality in seeking 
to acquire assurances; is that correct? 
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A I can't speak to that. I gave you the infor- 
mation of their assurances. 


Q I'm trying to establish -- 


-A I understand what you're trying to establish. 
I can't answer your question. 


Q Can you take it? 

A No; ask them. 

Q As to what assurances they gave? 
Be 


No, as to what use they pla. to use it in the 
Air Force. 


Q Okay. I'll pass. 
Okay, thank you. 


Q That license was issued yesterday. You said 
you didn't believe that the plane had yet left. What is the 
hangup? 


-— 


A I don't know. 


Q I want to go back to the Israel thing and ask 
you, because this isn't the first time discussions between 
the United States and Israel -- sometimes in fact nego- 
tiations haven't become public. Does the United States 
object to the surfacing, to the publication by Israeli offi- 
Cials, of accurate’or sometimes inaccurate accounts of what 
has been discussed'with American officials? 


A I'm not going to comment on that. I'm 
dealing with a question that I was asked and let's let it go 
at that. 


Q Will this inhibit your discussions with 
Israeli officals? 


A I shouldn't think so, no. 


Q Does the United States know now what kind of 
arms and equipment Israel sold to Iran? 


A I have no idea. I don't have the list of 
equipment that was transmitted. 


Q Can we get that, Dean? 
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A I was asked that earlier. I don't know if 
it's possible. I said I would look into it. 


Q Also the Middle East. Two former mayors from 
the West Bank -- Melhem and Qawasmi are in Washington. 
Yesterday, they held a press conference and during the 
course of it said that American officials from the 
Administration attempted to contact them. He wasn't speci- 
fic. Do you have anything on that? Do you know of any 
attempted contacts? 


A No. 

Q Another thing on-the Middle East. Do you 
know anything further about Kaddoumi coming down to 
Washington? 

A I'm sorry, who? 

Q Farouk Kaddoumi, the PLO -- 

. A Nothing beyond what we said on that subject 
about a week ago. At that time we understood that he had 
not yet requested a visa. 

Q Just one historical thing~you might take. 
Has the U.S. ever issued a waiver of the 25-mile limitation 
around New York which applies to PLO diplomats? 

A I don't know. 


Q Could you take that? Have we ever issued a 
waiver to the PLO? 


JOURNALISTS: Yes. 

A There's your answer. 

Q Just in the course of your discussion of the 
arms to Iran, you said that the U.S. has a good idea of what 
the items were that were -- 

a Yes. 


Q -~ that were shipped. You also said you 
don't know specifically what they are. 


A Personally, I do not. 


Q You also said that you feel they were 
insignificant in terms cf Iran's war effort? 
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on I said “*insignificant" in the context of the 
enormous amounts of money that have been invested in weipons 
which have gone to the two belligerents. I wasn't making a 
value judgment on whether those particular items were signi- 
ficant or insignificant, but in the total cash expended for 
purposes of the war it is insignificant -- relatively 
insignificant. 


Q Two short ones on Salvador. One, do you have 
a response to Magana‘s announcement that he would not veto 
the land reform legislation; and two, a number of Christian 
Democratic mayors have recently been assassinated and the 
Suspects are none other than people associated with Roberto 
D*‘Aubuisson? Do you have any comment on either question? 


A With respect to your first question concerning 
President Magana, we understand that as the press report 
indicates, President Magana will ask the Constituent 
Assembly to enact legislation clarifying the rights of 
tenants to buy their land. In other words, codifying what 
has already been stated by the Assembly: that the right of 
beneficiaries and: potential beneficiaries under Decree 207 
will be protectd. 


With respect to your other question about the 
murder, or murders, we have infomation about two of these 
murders but no reports on who may have been .responsible for 
them. And in that context, I wish to emphasize that we 
deplore violence in El Salvador from both the left and the right. 


Q Are you conducting any kind of investigation 
at the Embassy? 
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A Jim, I have no information to give you on 
that question. 
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Q Could you take that question? 
A Yes. 


Q Dean, I am a little bit confused about the 
meaning of what everyone is saying regarding the con- 
tinuation of Phase III of the land reform program. As I 
understand it, the Government of El Salvador has suspended 
for one crop cycle the implementation of Phase III. I don't 
know what it means when the Government of El Salvador and 
the United States Government say that the rights of 
Claimants under that program have been protected. Does that 
mean after the completion of one crop cycle, which I under- 
sand is three or four years or something, these people can 
then come back and apply? 


In other words, is the Phase III effec- 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


15 


tively suspended by your interpretation, by the 
Department's interpretation, for the crop cycle? 


A Hank, beyond what we said on this in the 
past, I can't help you. I note that Deputy Secretary 
Stoessel addressed the overall subject of the land reform 
program yesterday, and he noted that considerable confusion 
has arisén recently over the legislation of the Constituent 
Assembly affecting the program. 


He also said that we have been assured that 
the purpose of the legislation is to improve agricultural 
efficiency while reaffirming the rights of land reform bene- 
ficiaries. And he concluded that part of his speech by 
saying that we are watching the practical effects of this 
change very carefully to see that progress will continue. 
The Salvadorans should know we will support no less. 


Q Why don't we have a filing break. 
A Piling break. 


Q Can I follow up on that. The American 
Institute for Free Labor Development has been very clear 
about what they feel the effects are of this legislation, 
and they oppose it and they would support Camposino 
Organizations who have called for a general.strike unless it 
is repealed. And the Camposinos that they brought up here who 
met with Secretary Enders and so on have also made very 
clear that they think it's very clear what the implications 
of this are. Do we support Camposinos organizations who call 
for a general strike in response to this? 


A Jim, I can't put it in those terms. The only 
terms I can put it.in is our position with respect to it. 


Q AIFLD is funded in part, at least, by the 
Agency of International Development which is part of the 
U.S. Government. That part of the U.S. Government is 
saying, essentially, that this is a disaster for land 


reform. 


A I've given you our position. I can't add to 
it or detract from it. 


Q What are the Secretary's plans now for the 
weekend? What are we looking at here? 


4 To the best of my knowledge, he'll be here 
throughout the weekend. 


Q When does he take off for Europe? 
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A For Europe, on the 2nd of June. “He'll be _ 
accompanying the President, of course. 


| Q Is he appearing on some program over the 
weekend? 


>A No, not this weekend. 


— 
Q Dean, dealing with the summit, do you have 
any response to the IMF World Economic Survey that was 
released yesterday? It gave a gloomy forecast. 
= 
mo 


A No, I do not. 


Q Anything on export. of hazardous materials in 
the plan that's been circulating? 


Oo With respect to the status of the export 
policy regarding hazardous substances, a policy recommen- 
dation has been jointly forwarded by the Secretaries of State 
and Commerce. This recommendation, in turn, has been 
transmitted to Ambassador Brock, the U.S. Trade Represen- 
tative, for review by the Trade Policy Committee as the 
President directed. 


Q One last one on the MiddIt¢e East. Do you have 
anything about Libyan attempts to attack American AWACS in 
Saudi Arabia? There have been reports to that effect. 

a Attempts to what? I'm sorry. 


Q Attack American AWACS in Saudi Arabia? 
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a No.’ I have no information to suggest 
anything of that nature. 
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Q There was a report that said President Reagan 
Pp , - would announce over the weekend a continuation of observing 
, SALT I and II. Do you have anything on that? Will he make 
such an announcement and when will it be? 


A I'll let the President speak for himself on 


that. 

Q But do you expect an announcement over the 
weekend? 

a You better check with the White House on 
that. 


Q Thank you. 


A Your welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BREIFING 


DPC #288 


TUESDAY, JUNE 2, 1982, 12:45 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the delay. 


I have no announcements. I'll be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q Can you confirm that Lisa Wichser is about to 
be released? 


A Yes. Our Embassy in Beijing has been informed 
by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs that Miss Wichserc will be 
released from detention at 1800 hours on Thursday, June 3, 
Beijing time. At that point, she will be requested to leave 


China within 48 hours. 


Q What kind of protection was she supposed to 
have had under this convention that Mr. Stoessel mentioned in 


his speech yesterday? 


A I don't have a text of it with me. I'm sure 
it's available to you. 


Q Did they explain why they picked herc up? 


my There were allegations involving access to 
intecnal documents, but it was not clear at this point, 
Bernie, whether formal charges were ever placed against her. 
At least, it's not clear to us here in Washington. We expect 
moce information will become available upon her rcelease and 
cetucn. 


fe) Has the U.S. protested her treatment in some way? 


A I think that we made clear yesterday -- cer- 
tainly the Embassy in Beijing did -- that we had made our 
views clear to the Chinese on this. We have and will con- 
tinue to do this. We have been particularly concerned about 
the question of how our consular convention, which was 
ceferced to before, is to be interpreted, both as it applies 
to this case and to future cases. 


As Deputy Secretary Stoessel indicated in his 
speech yesterday, we intend to adhere vigorously to its pro- 
vsions and its provisions, and expect that the Chinese will do 


the same. 
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Q What do you mean, how it's interpreted? What 
is the difference in interpretation that is possible here? 


A First, at this point, not all the facts are in. 
Second, our principal concern is for her well being, and I 
don't see any useful purpose, given those facts, of talking 
further about it at this particular moment. 


Q You were the one who brought it up abut the 
difference of interpretation. 


Ps I understand. 

Q What is the difference here we're talking 
about? 

A In a general way, I have referred to it. I am 


not going to go beyond that at this point. 


Q Was there a protest? You said we made our 
views known. Was there a protest or not a protest? 


A I think that I have expressed it at this point 
the way I wish to. I wouldn't quarrel with you, if you 
wanted to use that word. 


Q Will they let her fiance leave the country 
too? 


A I have no information about that, Bernie. 


Q Alan, will there be any ramifications in U.S. 
policy towards China as a result of this episode? 


A Any broad ramifications? 
Q Broad, small -- I don't -- 
A I think the statement I just made about our 


concern about vigorously applying the provisions of the con- 
Sular agreement and continuing concern about this kind of 
issue and this kind of case will certainly be something we 
will want to discuss; but I would not try to draw overly 
broad conclusions or ramifications from it. 


Q Alan, if she is going to be released, does it 
mean that there was nothing to the allegations to begin with, 
or is it a courtesy to the U.S. or what? 
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A Again, I don't have full details. There were 
some allegations regarding access to internal Chinese docu- 
ments. I don't know any more than that. I don't know 
whether formal charges were placed. The last information I 
had was that at one point they had not been. I can't tell 
you whether subsequently they were or were not. 


Q What has been her reaction just to the way she 
has been treated so far, judging from discussions that you 
have had with her? 


A I think you will have to wait until she comes 
out and speaks for herself on that. 


Q When you talk about the application of the 
consular agreement, are you referring to access to this par- 
ticulac suspect? 


a As I said, I don't want to go into the 
question. It gets back to the question caised earlier by Don 
about what the differences are in interpretation, which is 
another way of cutting at the same question. At this par- 
ticular moment, I don't think our purposes are usefully 
served by addressing that. 


As I say, the convention certainly is available to 
be looked at. There are a number of aspects of the role to 
be played here, and access is obviously one of many things 
that are covered by that. 


Q Were we able to see her while she was being 
held? 

ey She has been seen. 

Q Regarding China more broadly, do you have 


anything to say about the statements being made either in 
Peking by Senator Baker about how seriously the Chinese took 
up the Taiwan question with him, or by Senator Goldwater in 
Taiwan who seems to have a quarrel with how the State 
Department describes the People's Republic of China, or by 
the Chinese Premier in Tokyo? 


aN No. 


Q Who has seen the young lady? You said she's 
been seen. What U.S. official? 


A I don't know specifically who has seen her, 
but I presume it must have been a consulac officer. 


In what kind of facility was she being held 


exactly? Q 


: | 
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A I don't have a detailed description to give 
you on that. 


Q Are there any links between her and the U.S. 
Government? 


A Not to my knowledge, no. She was doing gra- 
duate research. I'm sure that there were no links. I can't 
tell you that she never did anything, but in terms of her 
role in China, she was there not for the U.S. Government; she 
was there in a private capacity. 


Q Alan, have there been difficulties with 
American scholars getting access to information and 
documents? 


A Dennis, I'm not prepared to address that 
today. I just don't have the information to share with you. 


Q Will you take the question? 


A I can look into it, sure. I'm not sure that 
we are the right people. There are a number of people around 
town who look at that question more specifically than we do, 
but I'll be happy to try and look into it for you. 


Q Do you know when she was first seen? She was 
picked up Friday. 


A I do not specifically know when she was first 
seen. 


Q There is a British report, if I'm quoting it 
correctly, to the effect that the Secretary suggested, to 
understate it, to the British not to take any kind of action 
against Argentine air bases on the mainland. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A No. I wouldn't have any comment on that kind 
of report. 


Q Do you know yet when Ambassador Habib is 
leaving for the Middle East? 


A My understanding is that he probably has 
already left. Can anybody confirm that to me? We'll see if 
we can check that while we're in session. 


Q Do you have his itinerary? 


A No, I do not have an itinerary for him. 
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Q Do you know if it includes any areas concerned 
with the Iran-Iraq war? 


A No. His mission was explained earlier, I 
believe. It has to do with Lebanon -=- Lebanon in general. 


Q Solely from the timing? 


A Yes, that has been his mission all along, and 
it continues to be his mission, both the ceasefire dimension 
to it and the broader Lebanese situation. 


Q Is he not supposed to be involved with some of 
the other areas the Secretary spoke about in Chicago? 


A No. 


Q The statement by Butros, the Lebanese Foreign 
Minister on the peace. Do you have comments on that? 


A Not specifically, no. 
Q How about generally? 


A In general, let me just say that the Lebanese 
Government has consistently supported our efforts to help 
find solutions to Lebanon's many problems. These efforts, as 
the Secretary indicated on the 26th of May, are being inten- 
sified; and the Lebanese Government has indicated that it 
welcomes Ambassador Habib's forthcoming visit, and looks for- 
ward to its meetings with him. 


Q What about comments coming out of there of the 
possibility of the Soviet Union playing a role? 


A I have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have any guidance about the possible 
visit of President Mubarak of Egypt? 


A Unlike Prime Minister Begin, President 
Mubarak, as I understand it, has not been planning to attend 
the Special Disarmament Session at the General Assembly in 
New York, and consequently, in terms of any meetings which 
were also suggested, it appears unlikely there will be an 
early opportunity for a meeting with President Reagan. 


Q Have there been any discussions cegarding a 
separate visit by Mubarak here in the future? 


A I'm not going to answer the question of what 
discussigns have been. At this point, I'll stick with what 
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Q Regarding visas for the sessions, some peace 
groups are claiming that a total of 480 people, including 431 
Japanese, have been denied visas to attend it. The State 
Department figure was 300 Japanese. I was wondering if you 
had any other figures or -- 


A The figure I have at the moment is that there 
have been denials to 348 Japanese applicants. I can't tell 
you that that represents the total number. You know, the 
process keeps going in terms of applicants and actions. 


Let me just give you a little bit of background on 
that. First of all, I note that hundreds of visas have been 
granted to Japanese applicants who in fact are members of 
antinuclear organizations. Most of the 348 Japanese to whom 
I referred earlier who were applicants had been members of 
Gensuikyo, an organization closely affiliated with the World 
Peace Council. The World Peace Council is an organization 
with strong affiliations with the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union. We are denying visas in those cases as 
required under section 212 (a)(28) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act which prohibits the issuance of a visa to 
anyone who is a member of or affiliated with a proscribed 
Organization. Both the World Peace Council and Gensuikyo are 
prosccibed organizations. 


I would note that, as cequirced by the McGovern 
amendment, the cases are now being ceferred to the Attorney 
Genecal, who will consider on a case-by-case basis whether 
specific grounds of ineligibility should be waived and entry 
visas issued for members of proscribed organizations. So the 
process is not yet complete. The denials are not directed 
specifically toward Japan, but based on longstanding provi- 
sions of the Immigration and Nationality Act. In addition, 
there have been administrative problems with processing so 
many applications in such a celatively short period of time. 


Going back if I may, Ambassador Habib has left. 
0 As of when? 
A I don't have the detail of when he left. He 


is making a private visit on the way, I gather, and arriving 
in the Middle East next week. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Where in the Middle East? Which country? 


A I don't have details to give you at this 
point. 


Q On these visas, is it not the case that pre- 
viously the Department applied the McGovern Amendment to 
grant visas not cequiring it to go over to the Attorney 
General? It seems to me this is a different way of 
handling it than the way you handled it a year or so ago. 


A This is the information I've got. I can look 
into that and ask somebody if they -- 


Q Would you, to see if there is some different 
procedure being applied here? 


ry Yes. 
Q Who determines proscribed organizations? 
as Proscribed organizations ure detecmined, as I 


understand it, essentially by the Department of State based 
on consultation with other agencies of government. 


0 How often is it updated? The list. 


oN I'm not sure there is a cegulac updating. I 
would also note that if, in the course of processing an 
individual visa application, one finds grounds for ineligi- 
bility, it doesn't necessarily have to be an organization 
which had previously been proscribed. 


Q There is a report from Chad that the forces 
of Mc. Habre are moving in on the capital city and lots of 
people are fleeing the capital. 


Do you have anything on that? Does the U.S. have 
any position on it, having been so at least peripherall 
involved in the OAU peace effort? 


a I don't have a general comment along the 
lines of your last question. As far as ceports that Habre's 
forces are closing on in Ndjamena, we've seen reports, but 
I'm not in a position to confirm then. 


Q Do you have anything on Chester Crocker's 
meeting with Sam Nujoma? 


ESA 
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a Assistant Secretary Crocker did meet with Mr. 
Nujoma yesterday in Bonn. This was another in a series of 
talks we're having with various parties to the Namibia 
negotiations. 


Q Do you have anything further on that? 


a No. I really don't have any further 
information. 


Q Do you have Phase I incomplete still? 


a That's my understanding as of this moment. 
That's correct. 


Q Are we still optimistic and confident that 
the election procedure will be resolved shortly? 


A I can't give you a detailed readout on the 
election procedure versus any other aspect of it, but the 
general feeling remains that this is quite a doable project. 


Q While you're on Africa, if you will recall, 
about ten days to two weeks ago the President of Zaire, 
Mobutu, suggested that he was going to refuse all further 
U.S. aid. The Department was looking into this to try to 
determine whether he means it or not. 


Does it have any reply yet? Does it have any 
assessment as to whether he is in fact refusing U.S. aid? 


A I don't know that that's quite the way we put 
it. I'd say we would be pursuing this question through 
diplomatic channels. I will consult to see if there's 
anything further to be said. I don't have anything with me 
to say on that. 


Q Still Africa. What is General Vernon Walters 
doing in Tanzania? (Laughter) And also visiting the Front 
Line States. 


A Ambassador-at-Large Walters and Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Frank Wisner ace meeting with leaders of 
the Front Line States in the context of moving forward the 
Namibia negotiations on an urgent basis. 


Q Ace these on the same plan here? I mean, in 
other words -- 


2 a We'ce talking about Namibia. 


Q Yes. But is this by coincidence that Crockec 
met with M:joma and Walters met with the Front Line States? 


A I think essentially it would be by coin- 
cidence. I know the connection you're trying to draw, but I 
wouldn't make too much of an effort to try and link them up 
in other than that obviously they'ce dealing with the same 
issue. And, as I say, the context for Ambassador Waltecs and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary Wisnec's trip is to move forward 
the Namibia negotiations on an urgent basis. 


Q The Front Line States have endorsed SWAPO's 
call for direct negotiations with South Africa. Does the 
Reagan Administration have any position on this? Is it 
possible that that's what's being arranged now? 


A I don't think it would be appropriate to go 
into moce specifics at this point, particularly while 
discussions are going on. I don't think that's helpful to 
the process, and that is our basic objective. 
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Q I would like to refer for just one second to 
the Lisa Wichser situation. Will she be provided with an 
escort out of the country within the next 48 hours? Any 
type of official U.S. escort? 


Policy Current 


A I'm not aware that she will have an escort 
out of the country. 


Q Has there been any word on the fate of her 
boyfriend who she's been trying to get permission to marry? 
Has he been detained or anything? 


A I have no information rcegarding him. 


Q The West Bank Mayors of the Cities of Halhul 
and Hebron, Mr. Vad Qawasmi and Mc. Ahmed Malhem were at the 
State Department yesterday meeting with Secretary Veliotes 
and Mr. Fairbanks. 


What do you have to give us on their meetings with 
officials here? 


A Mayors Qawasmi and Malhem did call on 
Assistant Secretary Veliotes and also on Assistant Secretary 
Abrams yesterday. The calls were arranged at the Mayors' 
initiative. They took place in the context of our 
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willingness to meet with a broad rcange of Palestinians other 
than members of the PLO, and the two meeting permitted an 
exchange of views on the situation in the West Bank, on 
.S.-Middle East policy as enunciated most recently in the 
Secretary's May 26 speech and on the prospects for progress 
in the autonomy talks. 


Q May I have a copy of that, please? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you have any cesponse to the Palme 
Commission cecommendation on withdrawal of battlefield 
nucleac weapons from the front lines and on strengthening 
the collective security mechanism of the U.N.? 


A I don't have a reaction to that with me. Let 
me see if something can be developed. They were working on 
it and I just didn't get anything. 


Q Could you get the answers to some of theirc 
other recommendations at the same time? Is it a comprehen- 
sive statement? 


oy What I will try and get is a general ceaction 
to it, taking into account the specific questions you've 
raised. Whether these will all be addressed, I can't tell 
you, but I will try and get a rceaction. 


Q Do you have anything to offer us on the 
Falklands today, either on the way the fighting is going or 
on any words of wisdom that the U.S. Government might have 
about what should happen henceforth? 

a No. I really don't. 

Q Do you have anything on the purpose of the 
two Argentine military officers who came to the United 
Nations? 

A I don't. 

Q Have we had any contacts with them? 


A I'm not aware of any, but I can't tell you 
since they're up in New York. 


Q You don't Know whether Ambassador Kirkpatrick 


is -- 
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a I direct your question to her. 


Q Do you have any information on this large 
battle that's supposed to have occurred in Afghanistan? 


X In Afghanistan? 


0 Whose tanks were lost and who all these 
people were who were killed? 


A No, I don't. Sorry. 


Q Representative Peyser's comments on nuns? Do 
you have comment? 


a Anita, do we have something on that? 
MS. STOCKMAN: No. 


My Sorry. That case has remained under rceview 
in the legal system in El Salvador, but I don't have 
anything for you on it. 


Q Last week in Mexico City after Jose Lopez 
Portillo's meeting with Lyndon H. Laroche, Jc., an official 
of the International Communications Agency released a state- 
ment to the press, according to the press and according to 
this official, Mr. Zucherman, saying that Mr. Larouche 
cepresented no significant political faction in the United 
States. 


Does that represent State Department policy or Mr. 
Zucherman's policy; and,if it does not represent State 
Department policy, is any action being taken against Mr. 
Zucherman? 


A I'm not familiar with it. I think it's 
something I would ask you to check with the Embassy on. I 
don't know anything about it. We don't comment on political 
forces within the United States. That's not our role to do. 


Q You have done it. That's the point. The 
Embassy has commented on it, and you're saying you don't 
speak for the Embassy or the Embassy doesn't speak for the 
State Department? What are you saying? 


A I'm not familiar with the case, and I'm not 
going to spend a lot of time looking into it. If you want 
to ask the Embassy what the status of that cemark was, 
you're free to do that. 
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Q Let me point out why this might be something 
you might want to look at. Mr. Larouche made some widely 
circulated, widely reported on statements after that meeting 
with Lopez Portillo in which he said, amongst other things, 
that Secretary of State Haig should be declared persona non 
grata thoughout Latin America. 





It would appear if you don't retract the state- 
ments made by the Embassy in Mexico that it's the policy of 
the State Department to lie about its political opponents 
abroad. 


an Is that what it would appear? That isn't 
the way it would appear to me. 


Q I don't think very many people are concerned 
about what might appear any which way to you. 


A I see. Well, I'm not concerned with how ic 
appears to you, so we're even. 


(Laughter) 


Q Do you consider that the rift between the 
United States Government and Israeli Defense Minister Sharon 
about sending Israeli arms to Iran to have rested in peace 
or is it still a problem which is still hanging on? 


A I don't think there's any particular problem 
that I would turn to. 


Let me mention there was not much moce than I said 
to you, essentially, but a little more detail on the 
question about the status of the chucchwomen's case. 


The investigation task force, as you know, was 
created in 1981 by the the Salvadoran Government to 
thoroughly review the cases of the four murdeced church 
women, and FBI technical assistance was provided upon 
Salvadoran request. 


Evidence collected led to the indictments of five 
national guardsmen, the five suspects remain in jail, and 
the judge is preparing the case for trial. 


Q Back to the Falklands. Does the U.S. 
Government have any public position as to whether or not the 
Bcitish should now press ahead for an absolute military vic- 
tocy on the island? 
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A I don't think it's up to the United States 
Government to be telling the British what to do in a case 
like that. The British Government, the 0.K., is in anv case 
committed to negotiations along with a cease-fire and the 
withdrawal of Argentinian forces under the terms of the 
Security Council Resolution 502 which it has made clear it 
fully supports and accepts. 


The U.K. has the same right as every other country 
to act in self-defense. And to stop fighting in the absence 
of any provision for the rapid removal of Argentine forces 
would detract from that right. So it's not up to us to tell 
them how to act in these circumstances. 


Q There have been a number of articles and news 
analyses pointing out that the Dense Pack proposal for 
basing the MX is a possible violation of SALT. In view of 
the fact that you haven't gotten that far yet, can I ask 
whether your arms control goals are going to have any impact 
On youc armament plans? How do they fit in? I mean, which 
influences what? 


nes As you say, no decision has been taken on the 
MX basing mode and several alternatives are under consideration. 
The President, as I understand it, intends to make a deci- 
sion by December. 


' I understand your question, but I don't think it 
would be useful to speak in hypothetical terms at this 
point. I think that in carrying on these deliberations, 
the various factors that are relevant will be taken into 
consideration. 


Q Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #89 


THURSDAY, JUNE 3, 1982, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony Of Under Secretary for Management Richard Kennedy 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on 
International Operations. The subject is the Foreign 
Service Act. 


Second, regarding the Deputy Secretary's travel. 
Deputy Secretary of State Walter J. Stoessel, Jr., will head 
a delegation of U.S. officials scheduled to visit Manila, 
Singapore, Canberra and Wellington this month. In Singapore 
the Deputy Secretary will represent Secretary Haig at the 
annual Foreign Ministers Dialogue following the ASEAN 


Ministerial meeting there. 


In Canberra the Deputy Secretary will represent 
Secretary Haig at the annual ANZUS Council of Ministers 
meeting. The Deputy Secretary will be meeting with senior 
officials in all the countries visited and is also expected 
to hold discussions with officials from other countries par- 
ticipating in the ASEAN Post-Ministerial Dialogue in 


Singapore. 


The delegation is scheduled to depart Washington 
June 13 and should be returning to Washington the weekend of 
June 26. The schedule for the entire trip is not yet firm. 
We will make it availible in the Press Office when we 


have it. 
Q Copy of that, please? 


A Yes. I will make that available. I'll be 
happy to take your questions. 


Q Just for the record, why is the Secretary not 
taking the trip? 
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A The Secretary has other likely scheduling 
conflicts. I don't have anything further at this point. 


Q Do you have anything for us on the reported 
release of the American research student -- research grant 
-- in Peking? 


A -I can tell you that she has been released 
early this morning our time. 


Q In what condition did the Consular Officer 
find her in? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
I gather from press reports that there was some discussion 
of this by the Embassy in Beijing, but I don't have anything 
on that. 


Q Will she be leaving China? 

A She will be leaving China soon. 

Q Do we have a time for that? 

A I don't have specifics. 

Q Do yOu care to comment on the Chinese behavior 


in this whole episode? 


A I have nothing at this point to offer you 
beyond what I said yesterday. 


Q On that point, the Xinhua News Agency reports 
from Peking -- this is according to them -- the U.S. Embassy 
one-sidedly interpreted the relevant provisions of the 
Consular Convention and unwarrantedly accused the Chinese 
side of failing to notify the U.S. side in time and to 
arrange for U.S. consular officials to visit her. The U.S. 
Embassy lodged a protest and the Chinese Foreign Ministry 
categorically rejects the protest. 


Do you have any comment on their charge that the 
U.S. is one-sided in its accusations and unwarrantedly 
accused the Chinese of failing to notify the U.S. side of 
the matter in sufficient time? 


A Again, I think I will stick where I was 
yesterday for the moment. I may have something to offer you 
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on that later, but I think at this point what I said yester- 
day and the reasons I gave yesterday for being more general 
about it would hold. That would extend to responding to 
Xinhua. 


Q The Chinese have made their position public. 
Is the United States going to remain silent over that? 


A I would expect that I might have something to 
offer you on this, but I don‘t at this moment. 


Q Are you talking about later today? Got any 
idea? 


A It may not be till tomorrow. 


Q Did she admit to any wrongdoing as is implied 
in the stories? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. I 
think this is something that she would have to address in 
any case, when and if she talks with the press. 


Q While we're on China, a different section, if 
I may. Human Events, which, as you know, President Reagan 
regularly reads and has enthusiastically endorsed, reports 
-- and this is a quote, it's not mine, it's theirs -- “The 
Red China lobby at State, headed by Secretary Haig, 
Assistant Secretary Holdridge and Foreign Service Officers 
Bill Rope and Charles Freeman, is going full speed ahead to 
get the President to agree in principle to cut off all arms 
sales to Taiwan." 





Can you deny this report? 


A Two points on that: First of all, I think 
that the characterization of the individuals named as the 
"Red China lobby” is totally inappropriate. 


Q It wasn't mine. I didn't write that. 


A I understand that. You asked me for a 
reaction. 


Q Good. 


A Second, we have indicated before that 
discussions are continuing with the PRC on the issue of our 
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policy on arms sales to Taiwan, and that we were not going 
to comment in detail during the course of these discussions. 


Q You have very firmly denied that there is a 
Red China lobby, but you have not denied the real substance 
here about that they are trying to get -- whatever "they” are 
-- trying to get the President to cut off arms sales to 
Taiwan. And since there have been numerous times that you 
have denied reports from that podium, your refusal to deny 
this report about the attempted cutoff leaves open the 
conclusion that it's true, doesn't it? 


A No. I wouldn't draw you to any conclusions. 
I would only say that my position is consistent, has been 
all along, that we are simply not commenting in detail on 
this issue. I would not want you to be led one way or 
another on it. 


Q I have one follow-up on this. Senator 
Goldwater told the Senate, what he described as the weak 
explanation by the State Department regarding spare part 
sales to Taiwan, which he said may leave a false impression 
that the United States had decided against future arms sales 
to Taiwan. Sorry to bring this up, but this was Senator 
Goldwater. 


Has the State Department decided against future 
arms sales to Taiwan or not? 


A There has been no change of our policy on 
this. 

Q You haven't decided, is that it? 

A There has been no change in policy. 

Q Then that means you haven't decided. 

A You can go back to our past dealings on that. 


Q Do you have any more guidance today in con- 
nection with the flap about visas for disarmament people? 


A I don't at the moment. There may be some 
available later in the day. What specifically are you 
interested in? 


Q For example, there's one report that among 
those who have been unable to get approval for entry is a 





former deputy commander of NATO forces in Italy, and a 
former President of Portugal. 


A I've seen the reports. I don't have anything 
further, but we'll keep that in mind as we try and get the 
further information later today. 


a 
ati 


Q Follow-up on this. How does it work on the 
McCarran Law? For example, diplomats who are members of 
Communist parties have free access to the U.S. to carry out 
their responsibilities at the U.N. 





Is it a non-diplomat who is denied the visa? Is 
that the distinction line? 


A I don't have a detailed accounting of that 
beyond what I gave you yesterday. Section 212(a)28 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act defines organizations in 
which membership in, or affiliation with, constitutes grounds 
for ineligibility. That includes Communist parties and 
other organizations affiliated with Communist parties. 


Q How about Ambassador Dobrynin, for example? 


A Obviously, you've raised the issue of people 
who are here on official business or that kind of thing. I 
can't cite for you out of my own knowledge the basis for 
which people in that capacity travel, but obviously there is 
full provision for that. 
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That is not the issue. The issue here is people 
who are coming not on an official delegation. They're not 
diplomats but they’re going for other purposes. I hope that 
later I will be able to provide you something more helpful 
on that. 


Q You may have the answer to this. Are all 
those who have been invited by the United Nations being 
given a visa, or does that law that you talk about apply as 
well? 


A Again, I think I may be able to address that 
later on today. 


Q You were quoted in one of the reports as 
saying that the State Department recommended to the Attorney 
General that the restrictions be waived in the cases 
regarding Japan. 
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A That's accurate. 


Q That is accurate? 


A Yes. In accordance with the McGovern 
Amendment. 

Q That is accurate that you're recommending 
waiver? 

A That's right. 

Q You didn't say that yesterday. 

A No. I didn't say that yesterday. 

Q When was that disclosed? 

A I don't know when it was disclosed. It did 


come to my attention that that was-specifically what had 
been done until yesterday afternoon, but I was not familiar 
with the provisions of the McGovern Amendment in more detail 
than I gave it to you. 


Q Can you tell us why the State Department is 
recommending a waiver? 


A I'd refer you to the terms of the McGovern 
Amendment which call -- 


Q Well, but if the State Department is recom- 
mending a waiver -- , 


4 Let me paraphrase it and ask you if you're 
going to use it, to turn to the law. It calls for the 
Secretary of State to recommend a granting of a waiver to 
the Attorney General unless security interests are involved. 


Again, that's not an exact quote, but that is the 
sense of it. So let me ask you again to turn to the speci- 
fic language. 

Q Who denied the visas in the first place? 


A Visas are denied by the State Department, 
broadly speaking, under the law. 


Q You denied, but you recommend -- 
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A Under the law. That is the procedure. If 
they are ineligible, they are denied the visa. Then the 
waiver procedure is undertaken. 


Q Is it taken simultaneously? 


A I can't give you an exact timing. It cer- 
tainly is of a piece. 


Q Do you know how much time in this case there 
was between the decision not to grant visas and a decision to 
ask for a waiver? 


A No. The applications, as a whole were 
received in the Department only about ten days ago or so, 
and I think within about three or four days the initial 
decisions were reached and within a few days after that -- 
I can't give you number of days -- the process for the 
waiver began. 


Q The waiver was in effect yesterday when you 
were telling us that there hadn't been anything of the sort. 


A No. You say the waiver is in effect. The 
recommendation, I did say -- I will repeat the words I used 
yesterday. As required by the McGovern Amendment, the cases 
are now being referred to the Attorney General who will con- 
sider on a case-by-case basis whether specific grounds of 
ineligibility will be waived and entry visas issued for mem- 
bers of proscribed organizations. So the process is not yet 
complete. 


Q But you did not say yesterday that you have 
recommended waivers. 


A No. I did not know that yesterday. 
Q Was there any reason for that? 

A Any reason for -- 
Q 


For your not adding that to what you did say 
yesterday? 


A I didn't know it. 


Q Are you saying that the State Department has 
recommended waivers in all of these cases or in some of 
these cases? 














A I can't say for sure that in absolutely every 
one that that is the case, but my understanding is that cer- 
tainly in the large majority -- the ones we're talking about 
-- that is the case. 


Q Just to clarify what you said before about 
this, you're saying that it was the Secretary of State's 
judgment that there was no security threat posed by these 
people coming into the -- 





A Under the terms of the McGovern Amendment, 
the State Department -- I don't know whether it's the 
Secretary or somebody on the Secretary's behalf -- has 
recommended to the Attorney General that waivers be granted. 
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Q Can you say whether it's the intention of the 
Administration through the Attorney General to, in fact, let 
these people who have been initially denied visas into the 
country, or is that not the case? 


4 You'd have to ask that to the Attorney 
General. Again, whether what I can give you later on 
today will help on that in a general wey, I honestly don't 
know. I haven't seen what further guidance was being pre- 
pared, but there is guidance being prepared. 


If it doesn't address it, then in any case it is 
the decision of the Attorney General to be made. 
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Q Do you have the total number of visa applica- 
tions involved at this point? 


A I don't. 





Q You said yesterday that the procedure has 
changed and that in the past under the McGovern Amendment. 
the State Department did not go through the process of first 
denying the visas and then seeking a waiver. 





Can you clarify that? 


A I car not tell you in terms of how a visa 
applicant perceives it that it is absolutely the same in 
each case. The procedures are the same. That is, I don't 
know whether when John Doe comes in and applies for a visa 
and he's turned down on these grounds that he is told 
before the waiver procedure goes forward that his visa has 
been turned down and that a waiver is being applied for, or 
the waiver procedure is going forward, or what. But the 











internal procedure of the denial determination being made by 
the Department of State and then the waiver procedure going 
forward with the Attorney General, that has not changed. 
That is the same. 


Q How was that information on the recommen- 
dation of a visa waiver made available yesterday afternoon? 
How did any reporter get that information? 





Lamhe #2 


A The question was asked. A call was made and 
the question was asked. 


Q Before we leave the Far East, on August 25, 
1980, Presidential candidate Ronald Reagan made this two- 
sentence statement: 


abt an & Ga? 


"I recognize that the People's Republic of China 
is not pleased with the Taiwan Relations Act which the 
United States Congress insisted on as the official basis of 
Our relations with Taiwan. As President I will not accept 
the interference of any foreign power in the process of pro- 
tecting American interests in carrying out the laws of our 
land." 
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Is this Reagan campaign promise now regarded by 
the State Department as inoperative? 
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; A No. I don't think anything we've said 
suggests that our implementation of the law is being interefered 
4 with. 
dl Q One follow-up on this. Presidential can- 


didate Reagan also said in that same day that despite 
Taiwan's being our long-time friend and ally, our represen- 
tatives are not permitted to meet with Taiwan officials in 
their offices and ours. Taiwanese officials are ignored at 
senior levels of the United States Government. The 
Taiwanese Relations Act specifically requires that Taiwanese 
be permitted to keep the same number of offices in this 
country as before. Previously Taiwan had 14 such offices, 
today there are nine. And, finally, Taiwanese military officers 
are no longer permitted to train in the U.S. or attend 
service academies." 





Now, that's not my complaint; that's Ronald 
Reagan's. My question is, have any of these conditions 
which were deplored as absurd by Presidential candidate 
Reagan then changed by President Reagan's State Department? 
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A I don't have specific details to give you on 
a number of those things. In general I would say that 
certainly there has been an effort to deal in an appropriately 
courtesy manner in appropriate channels through the unof- 
ficial organs and so on with the representatives of the 
people of Taiwan. I don't have anything further to give 


you. 


Q The Taiwanese desk could give me chapter and 
verse on whether these promises have been fulfilled or not? 


A You can ask them. 


Q Can I just take you back to the waiver for 


One moment? One reply that I didn't get or didn't 
understand. What was the basis for the recommendation of 


waiving the denial? 


A I think, again in terms of the McGovern 
Amendment -- and I hate to keep doing this, but I would 
refer you back to the terms of that Amendment -- let's see 
if I have some language that refers to that. 


Again, as I understand it, this is not a quote I 
have from it directly in front of me, but unless admission 
would be contrary to the security interests of the United 
States. I would have to assume that the determination 
is made with reference to that criterion. 


Q So that the waivers would suggest that these 
people represent no threat to the security interests? 


ay I can't go beyond what I've said. 


Q Do you have a date yet for the Haig-Gromyko 
meeting at the U.N.? 


A No. I understand that the Secretary was 
asked the same question and indicated he didn't have a date. 
yet. 


Q Do you have any thoughts on the Falklands 
today? I mean, the battle seems to be about to take place. 
Is the U.S. position still that essentially the Argentines 
have to withdraw, period? 


ay I don't have anything to offer you beyond 
what I said yesterday and beyond what the Secretary said. 
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— Q What ace we saying to Buenos Aices now about 
the wisdom of a ceasefire and a withdrawal? 


a Again, it's not a subject that we have 
discussed; that is, any of our discussions with either side or with 
the U.N. or anybody else involved. We just have not gotten 
into details, and I'm not going to violate then. 
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Q You said before that the United States stands 
ceady to help in any accord. Is the United States ready to 
agree to a provision whereby it would station our forces on 
the Island or be pact of a multilateral force on the Island, 
as has been reported? 
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fh In some soct of intecim arcangement? 


@) Yes. 


Din BA 


fy I think the Presidert addressed this the otherc 
day. He said that this kind of a suggestion had been made, 
and was one that he cectainly didn't tucn aside. But I think 
to say yes orc no, in any definitive way, would be to specu- 
late on what might come up, and I wouldn't want to do that. 


Q Do you have any guidance on what Ambassador 
Hinton said to the House Foreign Affaics Committee breakfast 
this morning? 
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5 Q On Hinton? 
A Yes. 
Q Alan, there was an article today in The Times 





that alleged that there was fraud -- the article was on the 
Op-ed page by a professoc from Loyola University -- alleging 
that there was fraud and an inflation of the voter turnout in 
El Salvador, and in fact, even pointing to Dean Hinton as 
having knowledge of this. Can you comment on that? 


aA Let me give you a general reaction 
first. The criticism appears somewhat belated in what must 
have been one of the most scrutinized elections in recent 
memory. I think at this point, everyone is aware that at the 
polling place itself, officials and poll watchers from com- 
peting political parties as well as international observers 
and press, vecified the count as well as the fairness of the 
voting proceduce. The most significant check against fraudu- 
lent count was probably the preparation at the precincts of 
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tally sheets, ten copies of which were distributed to pre- 
cinct workers, poll watchers, and party rcepresentatives, and 
made available to international observers as well. These 
results from the nearly 4,500 precincts were read over tele- 
vision. None of the participating political parties or pol! 
watchers complained of fraud. In addition, internaticn2i 
observers, after spot-checking the tally in a number of pre- 
cincts, found the same figures recorded on the computer print- 
outs at Central Elections headquarters. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. Sure. 


Q Alan, that report says that this whole affair 
took place with at least the knowledge of the United States 
Government. Are you rejecting everything here in this? 


is Certainly in terms of -- Well, “everything” in 
it. I mean, there -- 


QO How about that one, if I start isolating, with 
at least the knowledge of the U.S. Government. You're saying 
"somewhat belated," which can almost be a kind of belated 
endorsement. Are you cejecting this whole thesis here? 


B In tecms of whetherc the United States was party 
to a fraud, yes. 


Q How about the fraud itself? 


A I think the answer I just gave you suggests 
that we don't agree, noc do an awful lot of other people who 
observed the process. I have given you a number of factors 
why we don't agree, including on-site observation of the 
elections by both party people within El Salvador and inter- 
national observers. 


Q What was being suggested here, it seems that 
there was an agreement among the parties, so the relevance of 
party observers being present at the polling places -- 


A That was a different point. 


Q Do you have any cesponse, point by point, in at 
least the three points that are being made here? Do you have 
a cesponse to each one that you might just be able to post or 
something? 


A What ace the three points you want to get at? 
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Q The physical difficulty of having that many 
people vote, giving the voting conditions and the number of 
hours in which the ballot places were open, that's number 
one. I don't want to bore everybody. 


A Well, go on. Let's have the three, so I know 
what you're talking about. 


Q Second, with respect to the shutting down of 
the election returns to public scrutiny at a certain point, 
and then the alleged tabulation of more than half a million 
votes after the shutting down; and third, with cespect to 
references made by political parties to the "pact" which had 
allegedly been agreed upon in advance with the participation 
of the U.S. Ambassador there. 


A I will address them here so we don't let this 
thing hang on. As fac as the second point is concerned, I 
think it is addressed by what I gave you, in terms of nun- 
bers, tallies, and readouts, and the provision of numbers to 
various observers on the scene, in the computer, and so on 
and so forth. I think all of that addresses your second 
point. 


In tercms of the physical impossibility, as it was 
chacactecized in the article, of having that many people vote 
in that period of time, let me give you the following: I 
think the key error in the acgument is the assumption that 
each voterc began and completed the voting process before the 
next voterc began. The actual proceduce, as the international 
observers and press in £1 Salvador on election day observed, 
had as many as four voters engaged simultaneously in various 
stages of the process, one presenting an identity carcd for 
authentication, another sianing the register, still another 
ceceiving the ballot and voting, and finally, one picking up 
the identity cacd from the election officials. The time it 
took each voter to receive and cast a ballot probably canged 
from 30 seconds to somewhat over a minute. 


Second, in terms of the alleged "pact," obviously, 
I wasn't at the reported meeting, nor do I suggest was the 
author of the article, and it doesn't stretch my imagination 
to assume that the question -- this is a meeting that took 
place, I believe, after the election -- of frivolous charges 
of fraud might have been discussed. Had there been any 
substantial and verifiable charges, I don't think that any of 
the political parties would have been cestrained from making 
the charge. 
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Q What about the Hinton thing, specifically, 
where Hinton has allegedly "enjoined the leaders of the poli- 
tical parties from discussing electoral fraud?" 


A Again, I think that ther2 is just no truth to 
any suggestion that the United States, or Ambassador Hinton 
specifically, was party to covering up any fraud. 


Q Can we get a copy of the remarks you made, 
point by point? 


A Yes, you may. 


Let me go on and just say there was one other part 
of this relating to the "pact," and that was the supposed 
observation of an ambassador, "the Ambassador of a large Latin 
American country, who estimated the political parties agreed 
to at least a doubling of the votes." That's part of this 
"pact" question. 


I'm not going to dignify with an answer the asser- 
tion that an unnamed Ambassador from an unknown country, 
corcoborated by an unnamed constituent Assembly Deputy, esti- 
mated that the political parties agreed to double the vote. 

I will say that any statement that there was such an 
agreement is an obvious fabrication. It is not true. There 


was no such agreement. 


0 Might it be possible, since Hinton is here, to 
accange a backgrounder just on the situation in El Salvador 
in which maybe some of these things could be brought up in 
addition to -- 


A I will take back that question. 


Q Did the United States know about this study 
before it appeared today? 


A I did not. I can't tell you whether anybody 
else did, but I certainly didn't. 


Q Had you heard it? 


A I had not heard anything about it. 


Q Is the State Department taking any steps to 
loosen up emigration from Romania? Can you discuss that 
issue? 
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A The only thing I can address with regard to 
Romania is the item which appeared in the press today about 
the President's message or information to the Congress. The 
matter of Jewish emigration from Romania is a subject of 
serious concern to the United States Government. We have 
continually made our human rights' concerns known to the 
Romanian Government. 








In addition to the low level of Jewish emigration, 
these concerns include: the harassment of prospective 
emigrants; the persecution of some religious groups in 
Romania; the arrests of believers for attempting to bring in 
Bibles; reports of discrimination against minorities; and the 
lack of access by private Americans to see for themselves 
whether reports of political and religious persecution are 
indeed true. 


Oy lees NRA Sere red 





’ Q Can we ask you to keep us posted if you detect 
a change in their policies as a result of U.S. pressure? 


A I'm not sure that I'm going to try and give 
you a temperature reading on this issue. From time to 
time, perhaps you could check and see whether there is any 
thought on this, but I wouldn't expect to give you a daily 
reading on this. 
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A Sure. 





Q Do you have anything new on the South African 
negotiations today -- South/West Africa, Namibia? 


A Not particularly. I can summarize where we 
ace by noting that our meetings with various key parties to 
the negotiations over the past weeks, South Africans in 
Geneva, the Contact Group in Paris, the Contact Group at the 
ministerial level in Luxembourg, Chester Crockerc's meetings 
with SWAPO President Sam Nujoma in Bonn, General Walters’ 
meeting with the Frontline States Chaircman, Tanzanian 
President Nyerere in Dar es Salaam, have provided what we 
believe is important new momentum which we hope will carry 
the negotiations forward to an early and successfully conclu- 


sion. 


re) Can we ceturcn to Central America for a second? 
On El Salvador, a prominent PCN Assemblyman suggested that 
presidential elections be put off until March, 1984. Do we 
have any reaction to that? 
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A A very brief reaction. First, as I 
gather from both your question and on the little squib I saw 
-- and apparently this is only a proposal as of this point -- 
in any case, there never was a specific date set for the pre- 
sidential election. This has always been seen as one of the 
items foc business by the Constituent Assembly. While it 
has always been our hope that presidential elections can be 
held as soon as possible, this is obviously a matter for 
the Salvadorans themselves to decide. 


Q On the matter of Africa, on which you just 
read that statement, the one part of it that I didn't hear you 
mention were the meetings with the Angolans, both Crocker's 
earlier meetings and now General Walters is supposed to be 
going to Angola. 


Can you give some idea of how that is going, or is 
expected to go? 


A Don, at this point, I'm not going to be able 
to comment on discussions on that particular aspect of the 
southern African settlement process. 


Q Why do you list all the rest of the meetings, 
but you don't mention the ones having to do with Angola? 


A I think we have made clear that we think there 
is a relationship between the two, but we haven't linked them 
in inextricable -- 


Q General Walters is on the same trip where you 
mention two othec meetings, and he is also going to Angola. 


A I was talking about Namibia negotiations. 


fe) Doesn't the meeting in Angola have to do with 
the Namibia negotiations? 


A I say that we have always said that there was 
a celationship; but they are not the Namibian negotiations -- 


Q When is he going to Angola? 

A I don't have a specific date. 

Q Could you find out? 

A I can ask. 

Q Also, while we're on the general area, do you 


have any cesponse to the question I asked posseccey about Zaire 
-- the discussions about whether Mobutu has actually rejected 


all aid? 
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A The only answer I had, and the only answer I'm 
going to get, is that, as I said yesterday, we are discussing 
the subject through diplomatic channels. I just don't have 
anything further to add. 


Q Isn't it true that United States' spokesmen 
have said repeatedly that they look forward to presidential 
elections in 1983? 


A We have referred to 1983; we've referred to two 
years; we've referred to a variety of time frames. 
Obviously, as I say, we hope that they could be held early, 
but this is not our decision to make. 


ip tittmas CRIM: 


Q One more with respect to Guatemala, and the 
Bonner article that appeared in The Times today, in which he 
alleges that the repression in the countryside of Guatemala 
has actually increased since the coup as opposed to in the 
cities where it has decreased. Do you have a comment on that? 





A As we have noted previously, the ceports on 
violence in cural Guatemala are frequently conflicting. The 
Guatemalan Government contends the incidents of violence 
cepresent guerrilla actions, while the guerrillas make simi- 
lar charges against the government. 
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We continue to believe that the Government of 
Guatemala has demonstrated its desire to eliminate the 
indiscriminate violence committed by security forces under 
the previous administration, most specifically in urban areas, 
and is making efforts to see that these policies are carried 
Out throughout the country. 
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me Q What is Deputy Assistant Secretary Bosworth 
_ doing in Guatemala? 


A He is on a familiarization tour, basically. 
Q Has he been there before? 
A I don't know whether he has ever been there 


before. But in any case, on a familiarization trip, he is 
going to be meeting -- or perhaps has been; I'm not sure 

of the exact dates of this, John -- with various members of 
the junta and other government officials on matters of bila- 
teral and regional interest. 


0 Are these for helicopter spare parts? 


A I have nothing further. I think the 
situation is as it was, that there has been no decision. 
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Q Or is that part of the "bilateral matters of 
mutual interest?" 


A I don't know that that is going to be taken 
up. 
Q If I could follow this gentleman's question 


up, as I understand, your answer was that we are looking for- 
ward to elections in El Salvador. Is that correct? 


A Oh, sure. 

Q Are we looking forward to elections in 
Nicaragua? 

A I don't know whether they're going to have elec- 


tions in Nicaragua. In other words, we've addressed this 
issue -- 


Q We're looking forward to them in El Salvador, 
but we're not looking forward to them in Nicaragua? 


A Lester, I don't know what your point is. We 
have -- 


Q I just want to know: Are we looking forward 
in both places, or are we just looking forward in El 
Salvador, but not looking forward in Nicaragua? 


A Let me answer you this way: We have in the 
past, expressed our concern over the lack of precision, if 
you will -- perhaps more than that: the lack of what perhaps 
would seem a definite commitment to having further elections 
in Nicaragua. That's on the record. You can go back and -- 


Q You're just as concerned about elections, 
looking forward to elections in -- 


A In that sense, yes. 


Q But we don't think that the prospect is as 
bright in Nicaragua as we do in El Salvador? Is that ------ 


A I think that's a fair -- 


Q If I could follow this up with kind of a 
housekeeping question, a leading New England daily newspaper 
has published an editorial by its publisher, describing as 
"ridiculous," the State Department's official NEWSLETTER's 
coining of a new word, which I don't know the 
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pronunciation, but it's "s/he" to replace "he," and since I 
presume this was done with the Secretary's consent, could you 
tell us whether you will also substitute "s/him" for "him," 
and how does the State Department cefer to the manholes in 
youc basement? (Laughter) 


Could you explain this? I presume this is done 
with the Secretary's consent. I just wonder, is this going 
to spread, or what? 

A Lester, somehow it seems to me that this is 
probably one of those few issues which has slipped by without 
the Secretary's personal attention to it. 

Q Slipped by? 

A I suspect so. 


@) Can we get a copy of the Guatemala cesponse 
that was made? 


A Which one? 


Q The question of violence and the conflicting 
ceports. 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have today an answer or comment to the 


suggestions that were -made by the Palme Commission several 
days ago? Remember we were working on that yesterday? 


A Yes. This afternoon, I should be able 
to post some responses to the questions that were caised 
yesterday about this. I don't know that I will have all of 
the aspects to post immediately. 


It isn't going to cover everything in the report, 
first of all. It will cover a number of areas, but there was 
one specific area that was raised that an answer is still 
being worked on. But, yes, we will have some responses on 
them. 


0 Alan, can you confirm that the Secretary of 
State is a member of an Organization called the Danish 
Association of St John -- 


A No. 
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Q -- which is one of the Knights of Malta associations? 


A I can't. I don't go into the Secretary's mem- 
berships or non-memberships. 


Q The reason that I'm asking that is that it has 


been .2ged that because of his involvement with the Knights 
of Mi:‘.s, Secretary Haig is now one of the leading coor- 
dinat. in the security threat against President Reagan. 
(Laughter) 

A I don't know how to measure the absurdity of 


that,question, much less the charge. 
| Is there anything else? 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #84 
FRIDAY, JUNE 4, 1982, 12:48 P.M. V0 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a number of 
announcements to make, and I would like to get through them 
and then we can turn to the questions, please. 


First, on the subject on which there was a briefing 
this morning, I would like to just make one further statement 
on this question of the processing of visa denials. On the 
question of the WPC and related visas, I want to clarify that 
there has been no reversal of the Administration's policy 


towards these cases. 


As you were earlier briefed by Department officials, 
the Department of State has been following required procedures 
laid out in Section 212 (a)(28) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act and the McGovern Amendment. The initial ine- 
ligibility, subsequent recommendation of a waiver by the 
Secretary of State, and the subsequent review by the Attorney 
General are administrative steps laid out by the Immigration 
and Nationality Act and the McGovern Amendment. The only 
exceptions to that process are cases where the Secretary of 
State certifies to the Congress that the admission of the 
individual to the United States would be contrary to security 
interests. Thus, these applications are being reviewed on a 
case-by-case basis. As the process goes forward, some persons 
initially found ineligible will be granted visas. This pro- 
cess should not be perceived as involving reversals. 


Second, regarding the CSCE semi-annual report. On 
behalf of President Reagan, Secretary Haig yesterday 
transmitted the Twelfth Semi-Annual Report on Implementation 
of the Helsinki Final Act to Chairman Dante Fascell of the 
Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe. These 
ceports are submitted to assist the Commission in its function 
of monitoring implementation of the Helsinki Accords. The 
present ceport covers the period December 1, 1981, to May 3l, 
1982. It provides a factual survey of developments in the 
aceas covered by the Final Act -- human rights and humani- 
tacian concerns; security; economic, scientific and tech- 
nological cooperation; and educational and cultural exchanges. 
The ceport concentrates on Soviet and Eastern European 
compliance with the Final Act, and focuses particularly on 
events in Poland. Copies of the report are available. 











Finally, on Middle Eastern events: 


The despicable assassination attempt on the Israeli 
Ambassador in London has once again set off a new spiral of 
violence in the Middle East. We have been receiving reports 
of Israeli air strikes in and around Beirut today. These air 
strikes have now ceased, according to our latest information. 





gn 


We also have press and other reports that just a 
little while ago rockets launched from southern Lebanon began 


hitting northern Israel. 


The United States would be deeply and profoundly 
concerned over any loss of innocent lives caused by this 


threatening spiral of violence. 
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We call on all parties in the strongest terms to 
refrain immediately from any further acts of violence. This 
would only bring the loss of innocent lives. We call on all 
with influence on the parties to use their best efforts to 
bring this violence to an end immediately. 
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I would be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, could we get copies of that and the visa 
statement? 


hte 


A Yes. We certainly can do that. 
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Q Alan, on the Middle East, do we share the 
Iscaeli view that the attack on the Ambassador in London was a 


violation of the ceasefire? 


A Gregg, we have addressed the question of cease- 
fire violations and what constitutes a ceasefire violation in 
the past. I don't have anything further to add to what we've 
said before about that. 


Q This has not been covered in your past state- 
ments, so I can assume, then, that we would not consider that 


a violation of the ceasefire? 


A I've said what I have to say on that subject. 


Q Can you sort that out, Alan? It seems to me 
that sending us back to re-read past guidances at this par- 
ticular point seems to undercut the urgency of the situation. 
What in fact is the U.S. view on whether this violates the 


ceasefire? 








A In terms of what constitutes a ceasefire viola- 
tion, I just have nothing to add to what we have said in the 
past; and I would refer you to the record on that. 


Q Where is the pertinent ruling? What date shall 
we look it up under, please? 








A We can probably find that date for you. 


I would simply note here that our purpose is not to 
point fingers; our purpose is to try to encourage people to 
stop killing. I think one ought to be very clear about that. 


+ ad : «* 
. by 
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Q In view of the fact that the identity of the 
assailant of the Israeli Ambassador in London was not 
revealed and is still kept a secret except for the report in 
The Washington Post of Middle East identity or something 
like that, do you believe that an attack justifies Israel's 
taking the law into its own hands, and destroying and killing civi- 
lians, as they did this morning by eight F-16 jets which 
struck nine times at Beirut, according to the UPI report, 
Since it was all unclear about the identity, if it was a 
Palestinian, if it was from the Third World or the underworld, 


and nobody knows? (sic) 
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A Do you have a question? 


Sy 


Q Yes. My question is does this type of despi- 
cable act, attack, that was committed in London justify 
Israel's immediately considering this as a violation of the 
ceasefire or that it was the responsibility of the Palestinian 


that -- 


- 
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a A I think I have addressed both the question of 
Our concern about the ceasefire and our definition of it to 
the extent that I am going to do so at this point. We do not 
have further details at this moment about the events in 
London, but would note that the British authorities are 
vigorously pursuing their investigation. But I think I have 
already addressed the main things that you were concerned 
with. 


Q Has our Embassy had any diplomatic dealings 
with the Israelis today on this matter? 


A I don't know the answer to that. I wouldn't be 
sucpcised, Bernie, but I don't know the answer. 


Q Alan, as I recall the Secretary's speech in 
Chicago, one of his goals was to restore the territorial 
integrity and fabric of Lebanon and the authority of the 
centcal government. It has become a practice now that any 
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fime Israel feels that it has been attacked or a terrorist 
action has taken place, it attacks Lebanon in retaliation, 
striking back at PLO targets there. 


Do you find an; contradiction in that Israeli prac- 
tice and the goal that the Secretary has set for restoring the 
territorial integrity of Lebanon? 


A I think that the basic goal of restoring peace 
and stability to the region underlies everything that we have 
been doing, and I really am not going to have any further com- 
ment on this at this point. 


Q Do you have anything on where Habib is today? 
Can you let us know -- : 


A Habib, as I indicated the other day, has left; 
he has not yet arrived in the Middle East. He is planning, I 
understand, as of this moment to proceed on schedule to the 
cegion early next week. 


Q Do we regard the ceasefire as still being in 
effect? 


A Obviously there are problems with the cease- 
fire, and there have been from time to time; but I would not 
say that the ceasefire is not in effect. There are two ways 
of looking at it: one is in the very broad sense of, is the 
ceasefire no longer valid? And I would say we do not think 
that. The other is, have there been incidents across the 
border in both directions, and I think the answer there is, 
obviously there have been. 


Q Will the United States look into the use of 
American military equipment in this raid on Beirut, if the UPI 
story is correct? 


A That is always a question which arises in an 
incident like this, and I think it is always something which 
is looked into, but I don't have anything special to offer you 


on that. 
@) Then, it will be looked into, you anticipate? 


A I think, as in previous cases, yes. 


Q Has the Administration a cleac detercmination 
what Palestinian organizations are part of the PLO and what 
ace out of the command of the PLO? 
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A I don't have the definition to offer you on 
that. 


Q Alan, I have a couple of questions on this. 
Question number one is: Has any Arab authority, any Arab 
government, condemned these killings and spoken of it as a 
despicable act that should stop or -- 


A I don't know, Joe. 


Q The State Department hasn't ceceived any 
communication of that kind from any source, is that right? 


A I don't know, Joe. 


Q When asked about the territorial integrity of 


Lebanon, which most nations, I think, agree to, including 
Israel, there is a question raised here, "Can Israel do this 
with inpugnity?" Who controls Lebanon, in your estimation? 


Who runs Lebanon? 


A Joe, there is no point in my getting into those 
sorts of questions. 


Q I mean, the record ought to show something like 
that. 


A You're raising this as rhetorical questions, 
and I appreciate your sentiment on this, that you want to 
express that, but I'm not going to get into it. 


Q Can I switch to Namibia? 
A No. Can we stay on the Middle East? 


Q Do we have any information with respect to the 
identity of the assailant in London, number one? And two, do 
we have any reports of casualties on the bombing in Beirut? 


A On the first, I don't have any further details. 
And again, I think even when details are available, it will be 


~ 


appropriate for those who are investigating it to deal with 
that question. Secondly, on casualties, I do not have any 


casualty reports at this point. 


Q Thece was another assassination in India of the 
Kuwaiti Ambassador. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't think it was the Kuwaiti Ambassador; I 
believe it was the First Secretary. 


Q The First Secretary. 
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A Obviously, we deplore this kind of violence. 
I don't have any specific information on who was involved. 
I'm not sure that anybody has announced that. 


Q Alan, I don't know if you said it or not -- if 
you did, I'm sorry for asking about it: Is the Israeli attack 
a violation of the ceasefire? You said the Palestinian, you 
would not comment. Is this Israeli raid -- 


A I said I'm not going to get into this question. 
What you and others are going to try to do is to put me in a 
position of saying that this is a violation, or that is a viola- 
tion. That is not, from our perspective, useful. 
What we ace trying to do is to urge and work for the 
restoration of peace and stability in the region. And I'm not 
going to try and judge what is or what is not a violation of 
the ceasefice other than to refer you back to the definitions 
that we have provided in the past, in general terms. 


Q I know what you're saying. The thing is, 
you've been ucging for the cessation of hostilities for 30 
yeacs now, and obviously, they have not stopped. We're trying 
to pick on one particulac segment of this violence, and trying 
to see what the United States Government position is, and 
you've not being helpful. 


A I've said- what I have to say on this particular 
subject today. 


Q Aside from this particular statement, what 
Other concrete steps are being taken to preserve the peace? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that at 
this point. 


Q Alan, is it the policy of this Administration 
to only take concrete steps against the use of force in 
settling international disputes in cases where force is used 
against Anglo-Saxons? 


A I don't accept the premise of your question. 
The answer is we're not -- 


Q How do you explain the disparity between your 
action in this case where you say you're condemning the 
violence in the strongest possible terms, but you haven't 
announced any cutoff in the half-billion dollars a year aid 
given to Israel to purchase weapons; you haven't announced any 
cutoff in acms shipments; you haven't announced any cutoff 
in the other concessional aid given to Israel. 
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On the other hand, in the case of the Argentine 
peaceful occupation of the Falklands Islands, you announced 
credit sanctions, the cutoff of arms shipments and other sanc- 


tions against Argentina. 


A I'm not going to try and draw parallels between 
situations. 

Q Then we have to draw our own conclusions, don't 
we. 

A You usually do, yes. 

Q Alan, how much was the Secretary and his party 
in Paris involved in pursuing this issue? 

A I honestly don't know. I'm sure they are 
informed of the situation. 

Q In tecms of contacts with other parties and -- 

A I simply don't know. These events obviously 


have taken place within the last few hours, so I don't know. 


Q Had we urcged the Israelis to restrain them- 
selves before they actually conducted theic raids in Lebanon? 


A We have obviously urged all parties to exercise 
restraint in the region. I don't have anything to offer you 
in this particular context about what we have said, and I 
would not get into particular diplomatic discussions on this. 


@) Did the United States know about this Israeli 
attack before it started? 


A No. 


Q Alan, I will go back to my colleague's question 
that you didn't elaborate on, where in the situation that your 
interpretation of the ceasefire has been questioned by not 
just the PLO, but by all the Arab countries, the League of 
Arab States, Dr. Clovis Maksoud yesterday, who represents the 
Arab world in the United Nations and the United States. He 
argued with your interpretation of the ceasefire, and you 
didn't make the point very clear about what means the cease- 


fire. 


I think the first interpretation was, any activities 
which will go from southern Lebanon to Israel, and it vas 
enlarged and widened. Mc. Sharon and Mr. Shamir and Mc. Begin 
said, any Israeli, or any Jew around the world, if he will be 
hurt, they are going to blame it on the PLO, and this will be 
a violation of the ceasefire -- almost this wording. 
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So if you cannot come and be the judge, and give us 
this good description that we are looking for and this 
interpretation that we are looking for, where can we look for 


this? 


A (A) I'm not going to be a judge and (B) I said we 
would provide to you again -- I think we could get out after 
the briefing, make available again, what we have said 
on this subject in the past. 


I have heard you, in questioning, in the past 
describe our position in ways which were not quite accurate, 
so I hope you will look at what we said. 


Q Sir, is there any doubt in the minds of this 
govecnment that the arms that the Israelis are using are arms 
that came from here, and they are using them in the violation 


of agreements? 


A I have no idea what arms were used in this, and 
whether the acms being used, even if they were arms supplied 
by us, would be in violation of the agreement. I just don't 
have anything to offer you on that at this point. 


Q You don't have anything to offer, but I mean 
there is no doubt that but what that is the case. 


(Laughter) 


A I'm saying I don't have anything to offer you 
on it. 


Q One moce, please, on the Middle East? How did 
you inform the parties of this urging? Is it the first time 
you are announcing it now, or have you communicated with the 
parties urging them in a more formal way? 


A I honestly do not know at this point whether 
there have been formal diplomatic communications since the 
actions of last night and this morning. I simply don't have 
that. And again to anticipate, I would not get into what we 
might have said. But I'm sure we will, if we have not been in 
touch with them, be in touch with them; and we may well have 


already. 


Q Which is “them?" You're talking about the 
Iscaelis? 


A The vacious parties. And as I said in the sta- 
tement, it includes those with influence over the situation, 
not just those who might be directly involved. 
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Q Yesterday, The New York Times carried the 
Reuters report reflecting unconditional rejection by SWAPO of 
the Western Contact Group's constitutional proposals on 
Namibia. Is this correct? If it is, why does the State 
Department continue to project so much optimism on Namibia? 





A Let me simply answer you in this way: it 
doesn't perhaps go directly to your question, but it certainly 
addresses the basic concern behind it. Responding or 
cefeccing to Assistant Secretary Crocker's conversations with 
Sam Nujoma, we believe the talks were positive. 


Inter alia, Mr. Nujoma made the following points: 
He believes the Reagan Administration is sincere in attempting 
to get all parties to implement Resolution 435, and he has no 
reason to doubt U.S. sincerity. He said that the talks had 
been useful in clarifying several issues, and he was looking 
forward to further discussions in the near future. 


Finally, he also said there is no need for a Geneva- 
style conference if what had been discussed in those talks 


works out. 
Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A No, because I have not used exactly what is on 
the page, but the sense of it is what is there. 


Q Do you know when those next contacts are going 
to take place? 


A I don't have information on that. I'm sorry. 
Dirk Mudges' statement in Windhoek? 

I'm sorry. 

Dirk Mudges' statement in Windhoek? 

No, I don't think I have anything on that. 
Will you take it? 

I can look into it. 


Alan, new subject? 


r oO Fr Oo FF ODO FP DO 


Yes, go ahead. 
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Q Going back to the visa business, apparently 
there began yesterday and continues today a U.N.-sponsored 
journalist conference on the subject of Disarmament, where 


four persons with invitations from the United Nations -- three 
of them from Communist-bloc countries, the fourth a Finn, who 
is a member of, what is it, the World Peace Council? -- who 


although they had invitations did not get visas. Can you 
clarify the situation in terms of when they applied, what 
action was taken, and things like that? 


A John, I can't do that, but I can say that it is 
my understanding that all the applications for those who 
applied for visas to attend the journalists' meeting have now 
been approved, with the exception of one case, a Mr. Wieslaw 
Gornicki, whose case is currently being reviewed in the State 
Department. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What is the reason for that? Because there 


have been suggestions raised at the U.N. that in the case of 
Gornicki it involves a political decision about our attitudes 


towards the present Polish regime. 


A I have nothing further to say on that. I 
don't have any further information; and, as the case is being 
reviewed in State, I wouldn't be able to get you anything 


further at this point. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the decison by 
Scientific American to publish a Russian edition? 





A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have confirmation that Sean McBride is 
being denied a visa? 


A My information, just before coming out here, 
is that Sean McBride had not applied for a visa. 


Q Did you say Gornicki might get a visa? 


A I said the case is being reviewed, so I'm not 
giving a judgment one way or another. 


Q Who is ceviewing it? 


A The State Department. 


Q In other words, no recommendation has been 
made yet in that application to the Justice Department one 
way Or the other. 


A That's correct. 


Q This one journalist who's been rejected, is 
he Polish? It sounds like -- 


A He has not been rejected. His case is being 
ceviewed. 


Q What nationality is he? 


A I don't know. I would guess, along with the 
rest of you, that the name is a Polish name. 


Q He's a formec journalist who has been acting 
as the spokesman for the Polish Government since December. 
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A Okay. Fine. I don't know. 


; Q On the Falklands. As to whether the U.S. is 
| encouraging Britain to hold off on a frontal attack on Port 
Stanley to give more time to the possibilities of a nego- 
tiated settlement? 


A No. I don't have anything to say on that 
beyond what we've already said. 





Q Anything on that report of the Soviets 
working on rcadac in Argentina? 


‘ 
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A No. I don't have anything for you. I've 
seen the story. 


Q New subject? Versailles. 


a et! ee eres A ovlgh aah 


A All right. I don't think I'm going to be 
able to say much about Versailles. 


Q Do you know anything about the report in the 
Post this morning about the dispute with the French over 
East-West trade questions? 





A No. 


i). er 


Q Do you expect to have anything? 
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A No. I think that any questions regarding 
actions in Versailles would be referred to the party. 


Q Are you planning to have a briefing after 
they come back? 


> = 
; 


A I honestly don't know. 
Q New subject. I asked you last week about is 
there still a problem between Israel and the United States 
about Israeli arms shipments to Iran. And you say there is 
no problem. But my question is, would you comment on a 
report which was published in the Jewish Week and the Near 
East Report written by the editor, saying that if indeed 








Israeli middlemen have purchased and transshipped arms to 
Tran, such aid pales into insignificance by comparison with 
the documented shipment of $480 million worth of arms by the 
United States to Iran in 1981? 
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If you can take the question and check it out and 
give an answer Or comment on it? 


A No. I would say our policy on this has been 
quite clear and our actions on it have been quite clear, and 
there's nothing -- 


Q The report is not true? 


A That report is not true. The United States 
has not itself shipped arms to Iran or Iraq, it has 
opposed it coming from other countries as well. We're 
looking for a peaceful resolution to the situation. 


Q I have a gqustion on the Salvadoran elec- 
tions. Now that the head of the Electoral Commission has 
admitted there is some inflation of the vote, is there any 
change in your position from yesterday at all on that? 


A No, not really. We have never said that this 
is a perfect process. We don't accept, however, what 
appears to be the implicit suggestion -- either in the 
article today or yesterday -- that the electoral process in 
El Salvador has somehow been discredited, addressing both of 
these articles. 


While we're prepared to accept the fact there pro- 
bably is a margin of erroc involved in any election tabula- 
tion, we do not accept the suggestion that electoral 
obsecvers from El Salvadorc's political parties which have 
wide ideological variations, the international observers, 
the press who observed the elections, Dr. Bustamante, and 
the staff of the Election Commission somehow all conspired 
to give a fraudulent presentation of the March 28 election 
in El Salvadoc. 


I might also add it's my understanding that Dr. 
Bustamante has talked with the Salvadoran Ambassador, 
Rivas Gallont, about the alleged remacks, and I would refer 
you to the Embassy of El Salvador for further clarification. 


Q When will Ambassador Hinton be made available 
to talk about this? 


A We are looking into the question of whether 
it would be possible for him to give a background briefing. 
That's still -- 
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Q In view of the fact that Hinton was on 
MacNeil/Lehrer's report last night, talking about all of 
these things in the few minutes -- I heard the last few 
minutes by the time I got home -- what is the difficulty in 
getting Hinton here? 


A I didn't say there was necessarily a 
difficulty. 

Q The question that has been raised several 
times -- 

A It has been raised once to me. In any case, 


we're looking into it. I didn't say it isn't going to 
happen. 


Q The Washington Post this morning had a story 
to the effect that the Senate Committee had reduced the 
State Department's request for aid to Zaire, and in the 
stocy it spoke about Israeli lobbying and APAC lobbying -- 
well, it happens that the Post is wrong as usual on that, 
but that's not my question. 





Has the State Department actually received any 
support, any request from either APAC or Israel to support 
the cequest for aid foc Zaire? 


A I am not aware of any such requests, but in 
tercms of their own activities and their own policies I would 
address you both to the Iscaeli Embassy and APAC. 


Q Well, I have, but they denied it, and 
vigorously. But another question is that the aid program 
specifically says that -- while the Post reported part of it 
it didn't report all of it as usual -- and that is the fact 
that the aid program does specifically allow underdeveloped 
countries to use American equipment, including aircraft, if 
need be, for the use of the head of government like the com- 
mander in chief and for agricultural and development pur- 
poses. That's right in the act, but that's not in the 
story, and I was wondering whether you would conficm that 
and look into it and put out a straight story as to the 
State Department's position regarding aid to Zaire. 


A Let me say the agreement does provide per- 
mission for the aircraft to be used for work related to eco- 
nomic development as well as strictly military tasks. 

That's true. 
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Q Do you have anything on the visit of Mr. 
Kamal Hasan Ali? 


A Yes. We're looking forward to a visit by 
Foreign Minister Ali to Washington this month. Details of 
the visit, including the dates, have yet to be determined 
finally, but we would anticipate a further announcement 
shortly. 


QO Is there any special reason for his coming? 
Can you tell us something about that? 


4 The Foreign Minister's visit will be in a pat- 
tern of periodic, high-level consultations and contacts 
which have characterized U.S.-Egyptian relations in recent 
years, and we would anticipate a number of appointments with 
senior officials, both in the Administration and with the 
Congress and discussions involving a full range of bilateral 
and regional issues. 


Q You can't tell us whether or not his visit 
will come before oc after the Begin visit? 


A I don't have a date to give you at this 
point, but, as I say, I expect an announcement shortly. 


Q Going back to the elections in Salvador, did 
the United States pay for the trips of any international 
observers that went to Salvador during the election? 


A I don't have information on that. 
Q Do you think you could check that? 
A I can try to. I just don't know. 


Q Do you know anything about a new agreement 
with the Japanese involving increased airline service between 
the two countries? 


A Negotiators reached agreement in the early 
morning hours of June 3 on the details of an interim accord 
to settle the most serious outstanding issues in the 
aviation negotiations between the United States and Japan. 


The agreement includes provisions to allow United 
Airlines to serve Tokyo from the northwest part of the 
United States and for Continental Air Micronesia to serve 
Nagoya from Guam and Saipan. 
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Each country will be permitted to operate up to 


353 B 300 one-way charter flights per year during the life of the 
= agreement. Japan will receive rights to operate into 
- Chicago with passenger flights five times per week, and 


Starting in April of 1984 will be permitted to carry - 
passengers from Los Angeles to Brazil twice a week. 


Japan also received permission to fly two cargo 
flights per week to Chicago, using narcrow-bodied aircraft, 
but no date has been agreed upon for the initiation of that 
service. 


We're very pleased with the agreement, and we 
: believe that it will serve as the basis for a broader 
understanding between our two governments in the civil 
aviation area in the coming months and years. 


“ 


Q By "Pacific Northwest," do you mean CTAC air- 
port, Seattle? 


- I don't have anything moce specific to give 
you. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. We can get a copy of that. 


Q Any comment on the Lisa Wichser case, and do 
we agree she confessed to crimes? 


ele MEMO TE ne rican Fore rgn 
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A Let me make the following statement to help 
. Clacify the record -- and Bernie in response to your question 
, about our response to Chinese handling, at least the press 
handling, I'm not going to address specifically the NCNA 
report. 


We delivered to the Chinese Fmbassy in Washington 
a formal diplomatic note on June l, 1982. The note detailed 
the secious concern of our government cegarding what we 
considered an excessively literal intecpretation of the 
U.S.-China Consular Convention with cegard to the promptness 
of notification called for in cases of this sort and with 
regard to the prompt granting of consular access to detained 
persons. 


We felt that this literal interpretation was in 
clear contradiction to the spirit of the Convention, which 
in our view required immediate notification and access as 
soon as possible but not later than the specified deadlines, 
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and we were particularly disturbed, since this was the first 
instance involving a U.S. citizen in China since the 
Convention came into effect. 


We recognize that there is room for differences of 
interpretation of the Convention on these two points. I 
reiterate that our concerns addressed the spirit rather than 
the letter of the Convention in regard to notification and 


access. 





However, in addition to the concerns named above, 
we also detailed specific acts and omissions which we con- 
sider violations of the letter of the Consular Convention 
in the course of handling of this case, some of which con- 
tinued after we called them to the Foreign Ministry's 


attention. 


We are not, however, going to engage in a public 
debate over the concerns we have expressed and violations we 
have noted. We will follow them up in discussions with the 
Chinese Government in a spirit of good will and with the 
hope that disagreements of the kind we have had over the 
past week can in the future be avoided. 


Q Do we agree with what the Chinese Foreign 
Ministry is apparently saying, that she confessed to what 
they'ce accusing her of? 


A The only information that we have on this 
case, other than the Xinhua statement of June 3, comes from 
statements that Miss Wichser made to our Consular Officers 
over the past few days. All information from her is pro- 
tected under the Privacy Act and cannot be disclosed by the 
U.S. Government without her consent. 


We're not going to comment on the basis, as I 
indicated before, of what Xinhua had to say. I undecstand 
that she may be speaking to the press at some point when she 
comes back, but I'm afraid I'm going to have to leave it at 


that. 


Q Can we get the Chinese note there, please? 


a The first thing that I cead? I'd be happy 
to. 


Q Do you have anything on an arcest of some 
occupants of the C-130 that landed in Buenos Aires 
yesterday? A U.S. military plane. 
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A. Yes. The Department of Defense obviously is 
best able to comment on activities of U.S. Air Force person- 
nel during the conduct of routine logistics support 
missions. I can say, however, that the plane in question 
was on a cegularly scheduled Embassy resupply flight, and 
that the crew members who took pictures were acting in a 
strictly personal capacity. 


According to our information, the film that they 
had was confiscated and the crew members were not detained. 
We regret the failure of the crew members to abide by regu- 
lations in force at the airport. The matter has been 
brought to the attention of appropriate U.S. Air Force 
authorities. 


Q So these people are no longer detained. 
They're released to our custody. 


A As I understand it, they were not detained. 

Q Has INS indicated to you when they would 
complete their case-by-case review, and would you anticipate 
that case-by-case review to be finished by the time the 
disarmament conference starts on Monday? 

ray I can't project their scheduling on that. 


Q Can you say whether or not 112 visas were 
issued today in Kobe? 


A No. I don't know. 


Q In an acticle that appeared today by Jonathan 
Randall in the Post there is an implication that the U.S. 
has ties with Habre and has been providing him with support 
in Chad. 


Previously you've denied that we have any dealings 
at all with Habre. Could yeu clarify that? 


A We are not supporting Habre. 
Q Ace we in touch with him? 


A I don't have any information to suggest we 
are. 


Q Could you check that? 
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B I would leave it where I just put it. 


Q Do you have any response to the Pravda analy- 
sis of President Reagan's arms proposal? 


A A relatively brief one. It would be 
inappropriate to respond in detail to the TASS commentary -- 
or I gather it came directly from Pravda. We intend to 
negotiate at the negotiating table, not in public. 





I would say, however, it is apparent the Soviets 
are not aware of the full dimensions of the proposal, and we 
will of course discuss our position with them when the nego- 
tiations begin on June 29 in Geneva. 


I would add that the President's proposal for 
START is designed to provide the basis for an agreement with 
the Soviet Union that is equitable, verifiable and results 
in militarily significant ceductions in strategic nuclear 
weapons. 


We expect to achieve equal levels of strategic 
forces on both sides requiring substantial reductions by 
both the United States and the Soviet Union. We seek 
equality, not superiority. 


As to what systems are included in the U.S. propo- 
sal, President Reagan has stated that nothing is excluded. 
We believe, however, that the initial focus should be on the 
most destabilizing systems. 


Q May I follow up that question, please? When 
you say it is apparent that the Soviets are not aware of the 
full dimensions of the proposals, are you suggesting that 
they missed something that has been spelled out to them? 


A I'm suggesting that that is a conclusion one 
has to draw from the statements that have been issued -- the 
one that we'ce cefecring to, the TASS ceport as it comes out 
-- but, as I say, we'll be discussing these things in Geneva 
and that's where we intend to -- 


Q As I cecall, it's been said both publicly 
here and by the Russians that they have gotten no briefing 
orc detailed explanation of what the President meant beyond 
the public text of his speech. 


You seem to be suggesting that they're delibera- 
tely overlooking something that has been made clear to them. 
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A I'll leave the statement where I had it. 


Q Do you have anything today on the case of the 
Vuican bomber that landed under abnormal circumstances in 
Brazil yesterday? 


A We understand the bomber ran low on fuel and 
made an emergency landing. The British Government has said 
that it is in touch with the Brazilian Government about the 
departure of the plane and the crew. I don't have anything 
further on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Costa Mendez's charge 
that the U.S., Great Britain and South Africa wanted bases 
in the Falklands? 


A I think we've made clear before and, if you 
haven't gotten that, it should be very clear the United 
States certainly is not going to establish any bases in the 
Falklands. 


Q Was Lord Carradine in the State Department or 
did he talk with any of our officials while he was here for 
this anti-Israel meeting last week? 


a I have no idea whether Lord Carrington has 
recently has been in the State Department or talked to State 
Department <-~«< 


@) Carradine. 


A I'm sorry. Lord Carradine. I don't know 
whether he is -- 


QO Does the State Department consider him as the 
author of Resolution 242 as The Washington Post says? 





A I have no judgment to offer you on that. 


Q Do you have any report about two American 
Vice Presidents of Central Data Corporation being held 
hostage in their factory in Korea and released at 2:00 a.m. 
this morning? 


A At the conclusion of a lengthy discussion 
with members of Control Data Korea Union on June 3, two 
Amecican officials of Control Data -- Roger Wheeler, Vice 


President for Public Relations, and Edward Vargan, Vice 





erican Foreign 


“Declassified for Publication in Am 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


21 


President for Labor Relations, were prevented by Korean 
employees from leaving the Control Data Korea plant. 


They were treated politely at all times. The 
American Embassy in Seoul informed Korean authorities of the 
situation and the latter acted quickly and professionally to 
release the Americans who were being held, and we consider 


the incident closed. 


Q Do you have any information on the outcome of 
this battle northeast of Kabul? 


A No. I have no information on that. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:26 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one announce- 


gn 


ment. 


We have set aside 30-40 minutes on Friday at 10:30 a.m. 
for a background briefing on El Salvador. 


I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Can you tell us what is in the pipeline in 
terms of arms to Israel and if there's any question of 
either a delay or a halt? 


A As far as pipeline is concerned, I think 
you'd have to address that question to the Pentagon. I have 


no idea. 


I have no suggestion at this point that there is 
any delay or halt. The Secretary addressed this question, I 
might note, yesterday in a press briefing he gave I 
have nothing beyond what he said. 


Q You said that you didn't want to suggest -- 
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A I don't have anything to suggest that there 
is any delay at this point. 


Q Do we support Israel's invasion of Lebanon? 


A Let me offer you a general statement on this. 
We deeply regret that the spiral of violence -- the one that 
began with the assassination attempt against the Israeli 
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Ambassador to Britain and that moved on to Israeli air strikes 
on Lebanon and Palestinian shelling of Israel -- has now 
reached new heights, threatening the lives and property of a 
great many innocent people in Lebanon. 


The United States has been doing its very best, 
not only in recent days but also as far back as last year, 
to forestall the terrible tragedy that is now unfolding. 


Two nights ago the United States joined in the 
Security Council's call for a cease-fire yesterday at dawn 
which, if observed by all sides, might have prevented these 
present developments. 


The U.S. has been in touch not only with the 
Israeli Government but with all governments and quarters 
which have influence on the situation. 


Our counsels of restraint and caution have been 
intense and constant. We had hoped that it would have been 
possible to deal with the underlying causes of the present 
violence through other means, which is why the President had 
once again called on Ambassador Phillip Habib to go to the 


region with some new ideas. 


The United States strongly supports the indepen- 
dence, territorial integrity and sovereignty of Lebanon 
within its internationally recognized borders as the 
Secretary made clear in his recent speech in Chicago. 


A divided Lebanon must not be the outcome of this 
present violence. Israel will have to withdraw its forces 
from Lebanon and the Palestinians will have to stop using 
Lebanon as a launching pad for attacks on Israel. 


Q In your statement, you seem to be parsing 
blame on all sides here. But with regard to the specific 
actions underway in Lebanon, if you're not going to say 
whether we support Israel's invasion, I'd like to ask the 


question do we oppose it? 


A I think the Secretary again addressed this, 
if I may refer to his remarks. When asked would the U.S. ask 
Israel to withdraw from Lebanon, he said, "Clearly, we have 
sought that, we didn't want them to go in in the first 


place." 
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But I would put that in the context of the state- 
ment which I just gave you. 





Q Are you suggesting that the attack on 
Ambassador Argov was a Palestinian attack launched from 


Lebanon? 


A I told you the other day, I'm not going 
to get into the question of direct cause and effect or 
who is to blame here or there. Our efforts are designed to 
bring about a restoration of the cease-fire and the 
cessation of the killing. 


Q But my point is that the Israeli doctrine of 
regarding an attack upon an Israeli anywhere in the world as 
a violation of that particular cease-fire line seems to 
leave the doorway open to continuous Israeli retaliation 
even if Palestinians did do what you just suggested that 
they do -- that they stop using Lebanon as a springboard for 


attacks on Israel. 


A I think the statement addressed the 
facts as opposed to a judgment about the justification. I'm 
not going to get into a question of justification and who is 
right and who is wrong. That's not productive at this 
point. What we want to do is to get them to stop fighting. 


Q How can you say that Israel will have to 
withdraw? Do you have any time limit for that? 


A I don't, have any time to offer. Obviously, 
what we would hope is that this whole situation could be 
resolved as quickly as possible. Again, I would point to 
the statement that was made by U.S. Ambassador Lichenstein 
up in New York yesterday in dealing with the U.N. Resolution . 
in which he pointed out that we believed that the two objec- 
tives in the resolution, which are incorporated in the 
statement I gave you -- which is the cessation of hostili- 
ties by all parties and withdrawal of Israeli forces from 
Lebanon -- are inextricably linked. But I don't have a 


time frame to give you. 


Q You suggested before, you said the spiral of 
violence, and you mentioned the attack on the Israeli 
Ambassador in London -- do you, by that I mean the State 
Department, see that Israeli action is a response to the 
attack on the Israeli Ambassador in London? 
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A I can't tell you whether this is in Israeli 
eyes a specific response. The point is that there has been 
in recent days a series of events. I'm not going to try 
to link them in the sense of cause and effect. But they 
have all occurred within recent days, and that's where I 
would like to leave that. 


Q I would ask the Israeli Embassy about their 
views, but I'm asking if you see -- if the State Department 
and the U.S. Government -- see this Israeli action into 
Lebanon as a response to the attempt on the life of the 
Israeli Ambassador in London? 


A I have no particular judgment to offer you on 
that. 


Q Are you aware, Alan -- or I'm sure you are -- 
that what Ambassador Parsons said at the United Nations, 
that the alleged attack upon the Ambassador's life was -- 
they have a hit list. The name of the PLO representative, 
among them, is on that hit list. Does that -- I mean, I'm 
sure you're aware of that. Does that change your views 


about anything? 


A I haven't offered you a judgment on any of 
this, and I'm not going to offer you a judgment on that 
aspect of it either. I'm just not. 


Q Ambassador Kirkpatrick yesterday on "Meet the 
Press" seemed to link not just the assassination attempt of 
the Ambassador but a series of other alleged violations of 
the cease-fire on the part of the Palestinians. Presumably 
that's what she was speaking of. 


Can you provide any other detail that would, well, 
could give us an idea of what other things she was referring 


to? 


A I would refer back to what I said in the 
longer statement. I referred to the assassination attempt 
against the Israeli Ambassador to Britain, then moved on to 
Israeli air strikes on Lebanon and Palestinian shelling of 
Israeli. These are all events which have taken place. 


Q It is true that Israel has not heeded the the 
U.N. call for a cease-fire. Are there any indications that 
the PLO is willing to go along with the cease-fire? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
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Q You mentioned in your statement something 
about being in touch with governments and quarters. What 
quarters are you talking about here? 


A We've talked about this before here. There are 
various institutions such as the United Nations. There are 
various individuals around who have influence on the 
situation. There's nothing special to be taken about 


this. 


We had a long discussion of this the other day, 
and I would refer you back to the record on that. I 
don't want to get into that again. 


Q The other question I have on this is another, 
hasn't the PLO always said it represents all Palestinians? 


A I'm not going to go into PLO doctrine. 


Q It's still vague to me. What is the 
Administration's position? Does it consider the attack on 
Lebanon by Israel, an offensive or a defénsive attack? And, 
if so, how does it relate to the U.S. Arms Sagest Law and 


the supply of arms? 


A I'm not offering you any judgments on offense 
or defense, and I think I've made that fairly clear. 


Q (Inaudible) another country is being 
abrogated which has been accepted of by the United Nations and 
by Secretary Haig himself. 


A I think our position on this is very clear, 
that we would like Israel to withdraw. We also think that 
there is a linked issue which is that the Palestinians 
should cease to use Lebanon for firing into Israel. 


Q But isn't there a link to the U.S. Arms 
Export Law and the supply of arms to Israel, which is very 
binding? 


A As I indicated the other day, we will, of 
course, be looking into the question of possible use of 
American equipment subject to FMS controls. I think the 
Secretary addressed this in Versailles and said that this is 
a question not unrelate: discussions that Ambassador 
Habib will be having in ixs.ael. But I think it would be 
premature to say anything beyond that at this particular 


moment. 
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Q Specifically, have we talked to the Soviet 
Union about this situation? Do you know? 


A I do not know that we have talked to the 
Soviet Union. 


Q You did say we talked to all interested par- 
ties so I'm really asking whether -- 


A Parties with influence on the situation. I 
do not know whether we have talked to the Soviet Union. I 
don't think I'm going to pursue that one either because we 
have not laid out a detailed list of those with whom we 
have talked. That's where I'm going to have to leave 


that. 


9 In connection with that, would you have a 
comment on the Kremlin's statement about Israel committing 
genocide against the Palestinian people? 


A That obviously is not our view, but I think 
there have been a number of statements coming out of the 
Soviet Union which I think have not been terribly helpful on 
this situation. 


Q What sort of plans does this government have 
to facilitate the evacuation of Americans in Beirut? 


A Basically I would refer you, in terms of any 
military involvement, to the Pentagon. Let me note that 
in response to developments in the Middle East some U.S. 
Navy ships have been directed to depart Rota, Spain, and to 
proceed to the eastern Mediterranean where they will be in 
position, if required, to assist in the humanitarian evac- 
uation of civilians. I have to refer you to the Pentagon 


beyond that. 


My understanding was that there were certainly 
other less drastic kinds of considerations or means being 
attempted to get those people out who were leaving. 


Q What's the number of the American civilians 
in Lebanon? 


A I don't have a total to give you. 


Q What was the damage to the U.S. Embassy in 
Lebanon? 
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A I don't have anything beyond what the Press 
Office issued this morning. 


Q Are there any changes considered for Prime 
Minister Begin's visit here which is scheduled for June 21? 


A I have not heard anything about any amendment 
of that plan at this point. I think we're dealing with this 
thing step by step. I don't want to suggest that there is 
consideration being given to it. Obviously, I would think 
from his point of view he would want to see how events are 
unfolding at that time and so on. I don't have anything 
at this point on a change of plans. 


Q Another question: Do you have any report 
from Ambassador Habib? 


A No. He was due to meet at about 11:00 
o'clock our time with Prime Minister Begin. I don't have 
anything beyond that. 


Q I have two questions. Do you have any infor- 
mation about the exact location of the fight? And, second, 
do you have any information about Syrian involvement in the 


fight? 


A No. I don't believe that we're going to give 
you battle reports from here on this subject. 


Q What about the Syrians? 


A Again, the same thing. I've seen the press 
reports. Some have said there have been engagements. The 
Israelis, I think, have said there have been none. I am not 
going to get into the question of that. 


We have expressed our concern, I might note, that 
there not be a widening of this conflict. Again, the 
Secretary addressed this yesterday. I think that 
Clearly is an important concern that this conflict not be 
widened. We have urged that on all parties. 


Q I heard some report this morning on the radio 
that the Secretary in Rome mentioned something about reports 
that the Administration is getting from Syria or about 
Syrian involvement. 


A I'm sorry. You're ahead of me. I haven't 
seen those reports. 
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Q What are some of these other ideas that Habib 
is taking with him? 


A I wouldn't be prepared to address that from 
here. 


Q Has the United States ruled out the possibi- 
lity of using U.S. troops to evacuate Americans in Beirut, 
or is it actively under consideration? 


A No. The involvement of U.S. forces, or con- 
sideration, contingency for use of U.S. forces -- specifi- 
cally the ships that I have referred to -- is just that. 

I don't have anything further to offer you. 


Q There are ships you have not referred to that 
are much closer than Rota, Spain. The carrier JFK is -- 


A I think the JFK will probably, my 
understanding is -- and again I would refer you to the 
Pentagon -- but my understanding the JFK would join up with 
those that are coming from Rota to be prepared on the same 
basis for emergency evacuation on a humanitarian basis of 


civilians. 


Q Are U.S. forces going to be put on any higher 
alert? 


You'd have to ask the Pentagon. 


How many Americans are there in Beirut? 


r Oo YF 


I was asked that before. I don't know. 


Q We're going to call upon the Israeli troops 
to withdraw. Where should they withdraw to? 


A I think that the resolution that the U.N. 
Security Council adopted unanimously demands that Israel 
withdraw all its military forces forthwith and uncon- 
ditionally to the internationally recognized boundaries of 
Lebanon. 


Q Have we received any assurances from the 
Israelis as to what their goals are beyond that which was 
given to the President? Did Ambassasor Ahrens pass anything 
along today? 
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A I'm not going to get into the question of 
diplomatic discussions. The Israelis have addressed their 
objectives, however, in public, and I would leave it for 
them to talk about it. 


Q Do you have any idea how the Israeli objec- 
tive -- assuming you agree with it -- can be enforced or 
should be ensured that the Palestinians be kept beyond range 
of the Israeli northern settlements? Do you support U.N. 
peacekeepig forces in the area or what? 


A It is just premature to get into that. 
These are the kinds of issues which obviously will be part 
of discussions which will be going on intensively in a 
variety of places over the coming days, and I am not going 
to be able to go into it from here. 


Q Should the Israelis withdraw, then, before 
those issues are resolved? 


A I'm not prepared to address that. Again, I 
would refer to what I said before: That we think that the 
two issues are inextricably linked, but I'm not prepared to 
get into a question of that detail at this point. 


Q In your statement -- you said it twice -- you 
said that the shelling of Palestinians on south Lebanon of 
northern Israeli settlements and the attempt on the Israeli 
Ambassador's life -- am I to understand that you're really 
operating under the assumption that those who attempted, 
tried, or shot at the Israeli Ambassador are Palestinians? 


Is that what you believe? 


A I am talking about violent events that have 
occurred in recent days that have all been part of what has 
now gone on, however you want to characterize, and I don't 
know. I leave it up to the British authorities to identify 
who these people are. There is no question that 
event is part of the series of events which have led us to 
where we are today. Let me leave it at that. 


Q Over a period of many months there's been a 
lot of stories in the papers about concern by the American 
Government that the Israelis might invade southern Lebanon. 


Are you aware of any specific request by the 
President or the Secretary of State or by this Government to 
the Israelis to avoid invading southern Lebanon? 
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A I am not going to get into the question of 
substance of our exchanges with the Israelis. Our concerns 
about maintaining peace and the cease-fire, and so on, have 
been a matter of public record. They certainly have been 
expressed privately to a variety of governments, and to go 
back to our other word before, quarters concerned or with 
influence, but I'm not going to get into specifics. 


-- MORE — 
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Q Is there any consideration being given to the 
Secretary going to the Middle East after the European trip is 
over or before it's over? 


A I simply don't know. I'm not aware of any 
consideration being given to that at this time. 


Q How many staff and dependents are there in 
Beirut? Are they being thinned out? Does the drawdown of 
American Embassy personnel in Buenos Aires continue? 


A I don't have numbers on the people in Beirut, 
nor do I think we would give them out in a situation like 
this. I think Larry Speakes addressed the question yesterday 
of a drawdown. I don't have specifics at this point to offer. 


Do we have something further, Rush, in the Press 
Of fice? 


MR. TAYLOR: No. 


Q In other words, does the drawdown continue in 
Argentina? 


A I don't know of any further drawdowns beyond 
what what we had previously announced in Argentina. 


Q Alan, you've said repeatedly that the issue of 
the Palestinians ceasing to use southern Lebanon as 2 base for 
operations against Israel is inextricably linked with the 
Israeli withdrawal of troops. At least, that's what I 
understood you to say. Yet you have refused to say 
anything in detail about how the Palestinians have been using 
southern Lebanon as a base against Israel. I think many of us 
were under the impression that during the period of the cease- 
fire and cessation of hostilities, that had largely stopped 
until the recent Israeli attacks against southern Lebanon. 


I'm just trying to urge you to give a detailed 
account of how you see that area being used as a base by the 
Palestinians, since you are -- 


A I will respond to you simply by referring again 
to the terms of U.N. Security Council Resolution 509, which 
demanded that all parties observe strictly the terms of 
Paragraph 1 of Resolution 508, which called on them to cease 
immediately and simultaneously all military activities within 
Lebanon and across the Lebanese-Israeli border. I am not 
going to go beyond that and try to detail incidents. I just 
don't intend to do that. 


Q You seem to be saying that there is a problem 
there, you know, beyond simply withdrawing Israeli troops. 
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A Yes. 


Q That there is a problem beyond Palestinian 
response to the Israeli attacks. 


A That's correct. 


Q 0. K. —_ ae <6 


Q The 75 fighter-jets that we recently agreed to 
sell the Israelis, is that under reconsideration? 


A As I said, I have nothing further at this point 
other than what I gave you before about the possible use of 
U.S. equipment. The Secretary addressed this, and noted that 
these were questions of extreme importance -- that is the 
possible use of U.S. weapons -- "questions upon which 
assessments will be made in the hours ahead," to quote him 


yesterday. 


He also said, and I would ask you to hear the same 
plea: “I'm sure that you will understand while I say we have to 
continue our assessment, gather all of our facts on the 
situation before I give you a substantive answer. 


Q Do you accept actually the assumption there that 
you are tying -- I understood his question as saying that 
you are tying the Israeli withdrawal with Palestinian cessa- 
tion of firing on northern Israel. Is that correct to 


undercstand? 


A I will read the last sentence of the statement 
I gave you earlier: 


"Israel will have to withdraw its forces from 
Lebanon, and the Palestinians will have to stop using 
Lebanon as a launching pad for attacks on Israel." 


Q But you're not saying that in order for Israel 
to withdraw the Palestinians must cease their shelling of 
northern Israel, or what? 


A I think there is a logical connection between 
the shelling of northern Iscael when you talk about a launching 
pad for attacks on Israel, coming out of Lebanon. What's the 


confusion? 


Q This is something new. There is nothing in the 
United Nations resolution which has mentioned that. 


A Well -- 








reign 


~veCctassitied for Publication in American Fo 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


13 


Q The United Nations, I think, called for an Israeli 
withdrawal regardless, and then they will deal with the 
Palestinians shelling or not shelling. Are you -- 


A I don't believe that is how -- It is ina 
separate paragraph, the question of activities across the 
border and withdrawal, that is correct. But in the explana- 
tion of our vote, as I said -- I read this to you earlier -- 
"We wish to emphasize that these two objectives are, in fact, 
inextricably linked, and that their implementation must be 
simultaneous." That is our position. , 


Q On that point, if you possibly can. Are you 
really saying that Israel can stay there if there is no 
assurance that the Palestinians will cease their shelling of 


northern Israel? 


A In answer to a question before, I said that I'm 
not going to try to get into detail of timing of how such 
things might be worked out. 


Q Just dealing with those two sentences, what is 
the distinction between that American position and the Israeli 
position? 


A I am not prepared to address the Israeli posi- 
tion. 


Q The Israeli position, as I understand it, is 
that they will assure that Palestinian gunners are no longer 
in a position to shell northern Israel, and then withdraw, 
which seems to me to be pretty much what you're saying. 


A I prefer to use the words that I've used 
for an expression of U.S. policy. 


Q Yeste.day, Ambassador Kirkpatrick was asked 
about this business of the violation of the rest of the 
ceasefire. In response to a question she said -- and I quote 
from the transcript, to the reporter who asked the question: 


"If you mean shellings, incidents of shellings 
across the Lebanese border into Israel, certainly we've 
been aware of those. And by the way, the Israeli 
Government has brought those to the attention of the 
Security Council of the United Nations repeatedly." 


I wonder if you could give us a list of those inci- 
dents which were brought before the United Nations Security 
Council? 
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A No, I don't think that's my function to 
do. I would note in that connection, though, again referring 
back to what Secretary said yesterday: 


"We're extremely disturbed by the loss of 
innocent lives in this fighting on the Israeli-Lebanese 
Border. It has involved, as you know, the exchange of 
artillery and rockets for a prolonged period preceding 
Israeli ground penetration." 


It gets to the same point. But I'm not going to try 
to detail for you incidents. 


Q The Haig remarks, by the way, can we have them 
later on? 

A Yes, we can make that available to you. 

Q Is the Israeli Ambassador here, or has he, appeared 


here today, or is he scheduled to come here today? 
A I do not know whether he is coming in today. 


Q How specific are we on these evacuation plans 
for Americans? I mean is Beirut Airport open? 


A I don't have details. I don't think 
there is any way I could keep up on a minute-to-minute basis 
with it. I understand it was closed for a long time. Whether 
it has reopened, and enabled people to leave or not, I just 
simply don't know. 


Q If the airport isn't open, they'll come out by 
ship, then? 


A Not necessarily. There could presumably be 
possible other ways as well. 


Q Could we have a number? Could we put a 
question, how many Americans are involved in this in Lebanon? 


A I can take it. I don't think,however I will 
get an answer, because as I understand it, we do not normally 
comment on the numbers involved in a situation of this sort. 
But I can take the question. 


Q Just a general question: The upshot of what 
you're saying is that the U.S. Government hasn't made, and 
isn't ceally attempting to make at this point, a determination 
about whether this was an offensive or defensive action by 


Israel? 


~Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





15 


A Our focus, Jerry, is on getting the fighting 
stopped, and on the implementation of the U.N. 
resolution. I think that the questions which go beyond that 
which will have to be considered, at least in certain respects 
as I've indicated, will be questions which will logically 
follow. The emphasis now is to get the fighting stopped 
and to try to get implementation of the U.N. Security Council 


resolution. 


Q Can you tell us what the current status of the 
Memorandum of Understanding between the United States and 
Israel currently is? 


A I have nothing new to tell you about the 
Memorandum of Understanding. 


Q Do you have anything else about the plans of 
Ambassador Habib after his meeting in Jerusalem? 


A No. 
Q Is he going to other countries or coming back? 


A As I indicated before, I don't have anything 
further on his itinerary beyond the meetings in Israel. 


Q A question that comes up from Friday about 
President Mubarak saying that he will not go to Jerusalem, and 
Jerusalem was ruled out of the autonomy talks as a site, a 
rotation with Cairo, Washington, and so on. There was a report 
to that effect. What can you tell us about it? 


A I have nothing to offer you on that. I 
think that, obviously, this is an issue which we are well 
aware has been raised. The issue of site I think continues 
under discussion, but I don't have anything to offer you. 


Q Kamal Hasan Ali has come in with this message, 
something on that order. He is coming here June 12, as I 
understand it now. Is that right? 


A I don't have a date to offer you on his 
arrival. 


Q As far as we know, the discussions as to whi:re 
the autonomy talks will be held, and so on, are still going 
on? 
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A That's right. 
And we don't know just how it will work out? 


ee 
+ A That's right. 
O.K. Can we get off of this? Other subjects? 
& Q How about a filing break? 


A O.K. Filing break. 


Q Do you have anything on a coup d'etat going on 
in Chad? We have one unconfirmed report that the American 
Embassy there was attacked, as well. 


A According to incomplete reports, the city of 
N'Djamena was taken by Habre's forces this morning, June 7, 
after brief fighting. This followed the defeat, on June 5, of 
the government forces, the GUNT forces, at Massaguet, some 50 
miles northeast of N'Djamena. At last report, the situation 
'in the capital is relatively quiet. 


I don't know anything about an attack on the 
American Embassy. I can tell you that the Embassy was closed 
on June 6, and all personnel were safely evacuated to 
Kousseri, Cameroon, which is across the river from N'Djamena. 
The Embassy staff of six persons and all the American citizens 
known to be in N'Djamena are reported to be safe in Kousseri. 
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Q Do you have any reaction other than just a fac- 
tual account? 
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A A reaction? 


Q I mean, do we think this is good in restoring peace 
to Chad, as we've said so often. - 


A I don't have that kind of a judgment to give 
you. 


Q How will this affect our support for the OAU 
multinational force, to which we have given quite a bit of 
money and materiel? 
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A I think that remains as before. The OAU 
continues to press for reconciliation and an end to hostili- 


ties, an approach which we fully support. 


We note that Habre has also publicly expressed sup- 
port for this effort. As I understand it, the peacekeeping 
force remains in Chad, and at last report was operating a 
ferry across the Chari River from N'Djamena to Kousseri. 


I have nothing beyond that. 


Q Will we continue to supply materiel aid to that 
peacekeeping force now that Habre's forces have taken the 
capital and presumably control most of the -- 


A Jim, I have no way of projecting what their 
needs are going to be and so on, but our support for the OAU remains. 


Q Do you have any report today, any sign, that 
there could be diplomatic progress that might forestall the 
invasion of Stanley, in the Falklands? 


A No, I have nothing to offer you on that one way 
Or another. 


Q On this subject generally, do you have 
anything? 


A No, I really don't. 


Q Can you clarify, did Ambassador Kirkpatrick 
have instructions to give the explanation of the change of vote 
Or to make the presentation that she made after she had vetoed 
on the resolution in the Security Council in public session? 


A I don't have personal knowledge of that. 
I think we have addressed this question. I think Ambassador 
Kickpatrick addressed the question of the whole incident of 
the vote, if I may so charactecize it. I'm not going to drag 


it out any further. 


Q Could we consider her account to be accurate? 


A I don't have personal knowledge of all the 
details of it. I'm not going to offer you a judgment, but I 
also am not going to drag this thing out. It's not fruitful. 


Q Do you have any comment on Duarte's statements 
about land reform, violence and other things in Salvador? 


A "And other things," that's a nice broad 
question. As to the current status of the land reform, par- 
ticularly Phase III, I think we're going to have to wait to see 
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how the newly-amended Decree 6 will be implemented. There 
should be little doubt in El Salvador about both this 
Administration's and the Congress‘ continuing support to the 
Salvadoran land reform program. 


I would note that on June 4, the government's Provi- 
sional President, Alvira Magana, issued titles to 103 families 
in Phase III of Decree 207 of Land Reform. We also understand 
the Minister of Agriculture has instructed the head of the 
agency implementing the Land Reform Program to continue 
receiving new applications. These acts don't seem consistent 
with the determination to quash the Land Reform Program. 


His other major observations, such as his estimated 
date for Presidential elections -- it has always been our hope 
that Presidential elections can be held as soon as possible, 
but this obviously remains, as I indicated the other day, pri- 
marily a matter for the Salvadorans to decide themselves. 


I finish by noting that any observation regarding 
that article and interview would have to take note of the fact 
that former President Duarte rejected the charges by 
researches at the University of Central America of fraud in 
the reported turnout for the March 28 election, and accused 
the publicized report of, “trying to destroy the democratic 
process." 


UCA is the same university whose human rights 
reporting refers to killing by the guerrillas as 
"adjusticiamentos” or “just executions." 


Q So what you are saying is that aside from the 
statement about the elections and the report that just came 
out, you disagree with what he has to say? Isn't that 
correct? 


A I'm not trying to characterize his remarks. I 
didn't see a complete transcript, in the first place, but this 
is our observation on the subjects which were raised. 


Q Do you have any reaction to more evidence that 
was provided by Mr. Bonner over the weekend about certain 
election icregularities such as the 19 tables that gave iden- 
tical votes to each party? 


A No. I've addressed the issue to the extent I'm 
going to address it at this point. I don't have anything 
further on that. 


Q A very minor question, but I've been asked to 
ask it: Did the State Department have anything to do with 
stopping the export of this chess computer to Moscow? 
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A I'm going to have to refer you to Commerce. 


Q Alan, there was a report to the effect that 
Israel is sending aircraft or is prepared to send aircraft to 
Argentina. Have you seen anything on that? 


A Obviously, we're aware of such reports, but I 
don't have anything to confirm it. I would simply note the 
Israeli Government has said publicly that it is honoring its 
prior commitments, but is not entering into new arrangements 


for the delivery of arms. 


I don't have anything for you on the Libyan report 
although such actions would not be inconsistent with previous 
activities of the Qadaffi regime. That was included in the 


same report. 
Q Can I have that, too? 


A You'll have to get it later, but yes, you can 
get it later on. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry we're so late. 
A couple of brief announcements: 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs 
John Holdridge before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
Subcommittee on East Asian and Pacific Affairs. The subject 
is "U.S. Policy towards Southeast Asia." 


Available at 3:30 this afternoon will be the testi- 
mony of Under Secretary for Security Assistance, Science & 
Technology James Buckley,* before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee. The subject is: "U.S. Economic Sanctions and 


Credit Restraints." 


Also I would note that there is available in the 
Press Office a statement on the delay in the issuance of U.S. 
passports, the problem that has been encountered in some 
offices within the United States, for your information. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, what is your assessment of the situation 
in the Middle East today? 


A I don't have an assessment to give you of the 
Middle East. Let me note one thing about this -- and I think 
it's going to affect a lot of questions, and perhaps shorten 


the briefing. 


The Secretary had a rather long press briefing in 
London today. I don't have the text of it, so at this moment 
we're going to have to rely on reporting that comes out of 
that briefing. We hope to have it. I have no idea when we 
will be able to get it. Once we have it, we'll be happy to 
make it available, as we did with the one we made available 
yesterday. He addressed virtually all the issues that you 


would be concerned about on the Middle East situation in that 
briefing. 


* It was learned following the briefing, that Mr. Buckley's 
Hill appearance was closed. 


No transcript was made available. 
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Q Did he say if he will go to the Middle East? 


A I'm not aware that he said he would go to the 
Middle East, and I'm sure he did not. I've seen the reports 
coming out of Jerusalem, I guess it is, suggesting that he is. 
I have no information on that. 


Q Have you seen the reports of Mr. Arafat asking 
the Soviet Union for assistance or to intervene in some 


manner to stop the fighting? 


A I don't have any particular words of wisdom to 


offer you. The only thing I've seen was reporting that 
suggested they did not expect Soviet forces to be involved or 


anything of that sort. 
Q Who didn't expect? 


A The PLO. Arafat, whom you quoted. I didn't 
think it was Arafat whom I saw quoted, but it was a PLO 
official. 


Q Alan, on the possibility of the current hosti- 
lities expanding to a wider war, to say involving direct 
clashes between Israel and Syria, what is the U.S. view of 


. that? 


A I thought I had addressed yesterday our view 
that we certainly trust that the conflict will remain contained 
withiin the present context, and that we strongly urge all par- 
ties to do nothing that risks a further widening of the 


fighting. 


Q Do you have any information, Alan, on Iran 
declaring war on Israel? That's a report that has come out of 
New York. 


A What I saw was a press report indicating that 
Iran might be planning to send some troops. I didn't see a 
declaration of war. But in any case regarding those reports, 
we're aware of them, but cannot confirm them. 


The only comment again that I would want to make is 
that the United States hopes that no actions from any quarter 
will be taken which will aggravate the situation and widen the 
hostilities. We are working urgently for a ceasefire and 
Israeli withdrawal in accordance with the Security Council 


resolution of this past weekend. 


Q Alan, any word on Habib's movements? 
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A No. I have nothing further except that he was 
to meet with Prime Minister Begin at 11:30 this morning our 
time -- that was at 5:30 Israeli time today. Obviously, he met 
with the Prime Minister yesterday, but I have nothing further 
for you on that. I have no comment, obviously, on the 
substance and I have nothing further on his itinerary. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Stoessel's meeting 
today with the Arab Ambassadors? 


mh No, other than to note that they came in at 
their request, but I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Do you know who? 

A I do not know which ambassadors were involved. 
Q How many? 
A 


I don't know. I do know that there was a 
group, but I don't know how many or from which countries. 


Q What is the United States doing beyond these 
messages to other countries about not widening the war, and so 
forth, beyond Habib's mission -- the President's call in 
London today? 


A I think when you take all that in its full 
realization, if you will, there is a lot of activity going on. 
I think as I pointed out, and I believe the Secretary pointed 
out yesterday -- perhaps again today -- the focus of a lot of 
our attention at this moment is on the discussions that 
Ambassador Habib is having in addition to the diplomatic con- 
versations we're having with other countries and parties 
concerned. But I don't have anything beyond that to offer. 

I, obviously, can't go into specifics of the substance at this 
point. 


Q Has the PLO made any effort to get in touch 
with the U.S. Government? 


A I don't know whether the PLO has tried. You 
mean, directly? 


Q Yes. 


A I'm not aware that there’ has been any direct 
effort, but obviously, as in the past, the pattern of our 
activity has been that we are in touch with people who have 
influence in the situation. 
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Q Indirect effort on the part of the PLO to get 
in touch with the United States? 


A I'm not aware of specific attempts by the PLO 
to get in touch with the U.S., either directly or indirectly. 


Again, our views are, I think, being made clear to 
all parties we have contact with who are either directly 
involved or have influence on those who are involved. 


Q I just want you to confirm these reports about 
American vessels heading towards the area, and what are they 
doing there? 


A Yesterday I addressed this. There were some 
ships -- and again this is something that I would ask you to 
address to the Pentagon -- directed to go from Rota, Spain to 
the eastern Mediterranean to be available in case it were 
necessary to evacuate civilians on an humanitarian basis. 
That is what those ships are doing. 


For authoritative language on this, if you would, go 
to the Pentagon if you need it. 


Q Does that "civilian" mean only the U.S.? 


A As I understand it, it does not only mean 
the U.S. It does mean primarily the U.S. But there is 
authority to direct that others be included. I can't give you 
a categorization of others who might be -- 


Q If there should be a request for some sort of 
Palestinian evacuation of some Palestinians, what would be the 
U.S. response? 

A Bernie, I couldn't speculate on that. 


Q Can you speculate on Mr. Habib's travel plans? 
Have you announced that? Where is he going now? 


A I just said before that I have nothing further 
on his itinerary. 


Q You said there is a lot of activity. What has 
the response been of the parties you have contacted about 
these activities that the United States has undertaken? 


A I don't have any status report to give you. 


Q What have you esked the parties, Alan? 
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A Again, I have indicated before, I'm not going 
to go into the substance of our discussions. The basic U.S. 
policy and approach is to bring about the realization of the 
U.N. resolution which calls for a ceasefire and the 
withdrawal of Israeli forces. We addressed this yesterday. I 
gave you a policy statement on it yesterday. I would like 
simply to leave it at that. I don't have anything further to 
Say today. 


Q Is there any official Israeli reaction to the 
statement by the President that Israel should withdraw from 
Lebanon? 


A Again, I'm not going to get into the question 
of discussions between ourselves and any of the parties 
concerned. 


Q Last Friday, Alan, you deplored the assassina- 
tion attempt on the Israel Ambassador in Britain, and you 
called the assassination attempt despicable. And there was 
the statement which came out over the weekend from Ambassador 
Anthony Parsons of the United Nations, also fortified and sup- 
ported by Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, who is a good ally of the 
United States, that the assassination attempt and the whole 
assassination squad or “hit list," or whatever even included 
the PLO representative in London, Nabil Ramlawi. 


What is your comment on such revelations or the initial 
investigation by Scotland Yard that the Palestine Liberation 
Organization and the Palestinians had nothing to do with this 
éssassination attempt. All the people who were arrested -- 
and they are now in the custody of Scotland Yard -- are 
Iranians, Syrians, Iraqis and Jordanians, none of them being 
Palestinian. 


A I addressed this yesterday, and I have nothing 
further to say beyond what I said yesterday on this question. 


Q I wasn't here yesterday -- just if you can 
cefresh, if you don't mind to. 


A I'm sorry. Let me ask you to refer back. We 
can, I'm sure, provide you the language that I used yesterday 
on this. I don't want to quote myself inaccurately; so if 
you'll just look back at it, it shouldn't be very harcd to find. 
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Q Let me follow this with another short 
question: With this thrust now, Israel is about 10 miles 
from Beirut. There was a call for a ceasefire -- the 
President's calls and everybody's calls. 


Mr. Secretary of State said that he supports the 
independence of Lebanon and her territorial integrity. 


‘A Right. 


Q Doesn't this deserve a flat condemnation of the 
United States for not abiding by either the request of the 
United States to stop, or the Security Council to stop, or the 
international community to stop the thrust into Lebanon? 


A Again, I addressed these questions yesterday. 
I'm sorry you were not here, but I would refer you to the state- 
ment I gave. I gave a rather lengthy statement on this 


yesterday. 
Q I have your statement. 


A O.K. That's what I intend to say about the 
matter at this point. 


Q Alan, what is the status of the study of 
whether United States law was violated, or is continuing to be 
violated, by the use of U.S. weapons by Israel in Lebanon? 


Ay Don, again I repeat what I said yesterday. We 
will, of course, be looking into this question; but as the 
Secretary said, both in Versailles and I think again in 
London, this is a question which would require some 
assessment. It is not unrelated to discussions ‘hat 
Ambassador Habib is having, and it simply is premature to say 
anything further at this point. 


Q Alan, on that, on June 6th, what the Secretary 
said is, according to your transcript: "These are questions 
which are clearly of extreme importance, and questions upon 
which assessments will be made in the hours ahead." 


On the normal use of “hours ahead,” if you're speaking 
of a day, two days, a week, three months, you speak in terms 
of days, weeks and months, not in terms of hours. Was Haig 
using his own peculiar formulation there, that hours may mean 
thousands or hundreds of thousands or millions of hours, or 
have you changed your position on making these assessments? 
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A No, I don't think his usage was particularly pecu- 
liar, and I also don't think he meant it would be made within 
the number of hours you could count on your hands. It, 
obviously, is very clear from what I said, from what he said, 
and what every U.S. official spokesman has said that our 
focus right now is on trying to restore peace and bring about 
the realization of the U.N. Security Council resolutions. 
That is where our priority attention is going to lie. 


Q Speaking of hours ahead, do you have some idea 
of what time today you may have the transcript of Haig's 


briefing? 


A I don't, and I can't promise you even a rough 
time frame. I've just been on the phone about this. I gather 
it's a very long transcript. I must note that we've had some 
trouble sometimes with the clarity, the technical, the physi- 
cal reading of this when it comes through. Sometimes the 
middle of the page has been wiped out, so I can't tell you. 
But we will have it for you as soon as we can. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q The language is always clear? 
A The language is always clear, John. 
(Laughter) 


Q On the assumption that the Israelis withdraw 
from Lebanon, what is our position on, or our hope on who 
would take their place? 


A I again don't want to get ahead of develop- 
ments. These are the kinds of questions in terms of 
arrangements that might be reached which have to be 
addressed in diplomatic conversations, and I don't want to 
try to address that from here. 


Q Secretary Weinberger is meeting with the 
Israeli Ambassador today. Do you know who requested the 
meeting and what it's about? 


A No. I would ask you to address that to the 
Pentagon. 


Q Last night the Department put out a statement 
regarding a U.S. Navy helicopter that was fired on, 
according to the statement, by a Nicaraguan patrol boat. 


Today the Nicaraguan Government has published, 
according to the AP, a note which calls this an act of 
aggression and says that the helicopter, “flying in a 
warlike attitude" toward the Nicaraguan patrol boat, and 
that it came from a ship located barely three miles off the 
Nicaraguan coast. 


Can you amplify any further the statement that was 
made last night or respond to the statements coming from 
Nicaragua? 


A Let me try from a number of angles to get at 
that. First of all, as far as I know, there has been no 
protest received as is suggested in that wire story. I 
understand you're saying they published it. I'm telling you 
that as far as I know there has been none received 


officially. 


Again, this is mainly something that should be 
addressed to the Pentagon but I will reflect information 
that we have from the Pentagon. Let me give you a longer 
statement and then get at a couple of short parts of that. 
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As we noted in our statement that was posted 
yesterday evening, a U.S. Navy helicopter from the USS 
Frigate Trippe was fired upon with heavy machine gun fire by 
a Nicaraguan patrol vessel. At the time of the attack, both 
the USS Trippe and the helicopter were in international 
waters. The helicopter was not damaged and no fire was 
cretucned by the USS Trippe or the U.S. helicopter which 
was not armed. Both the ship and the helicopter were 


engaged in routine naval activities. 


Again, as I said, I'm going to have to refer you 
to the Pentagon for more specifics. I would only note that 
in response to this incident the Nicaraguan Ambassador was 
called to the Department yesterday to receive an official 


U.S. protest. 


I specifically asked -- although the U.S., of 
course, only recognizes a 3-mile territorial sea under 
current international law -- whether at any time the ship or 
the helicopter went within 12 miles, and I understand from 
the Pentagon the answer to that is definitely no. But, 
again, perhaps you should get an answer quotable from the 
Pentagon. 


These were routine naval operations, not 
threatening. 


Q What are the routine naval operations that 
we're conducting down there? 


A It is my understanding that the Defense 
Department does not normally comment on specific operations, 
but I would refer you to them for anything they might care 
to say about it. 


Q Do they have an answer? 


A As I say, my understanding is they don't nor- 
mally comment on it. 


Q Do you think that this will affect our effort 
to engage Nicaragua in negotiations on the 8=-point American 
plan? 


A We don't expect that this incident would have 
a direct bearing on our ongoing exchanges with the 
Government of Nicaragua. 


Q Do you see anything imminent on that front? 
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A No. As we have indicated previously, we have 
received the latest Nicaraguan reaction to our 8-point pro- 
posal of May 7. We have been studying their lengthy 
response carefully and considering our options on how to 
proceed. I'm not prepared to give you a time frame, but we 
regard our 8-point proposal as still very much alive. We do 
expect to respond in due course. 


Q What response will that be? I mean, which 
round? 


A Which round? 


Q Yes. How many times will we have responded 
to a response at that point? Have you got a spot score on 
that yet? 


A I don't have a tally of this. You'd have to 
do the bookkeeping on it. 


Q What about the charge here, as reported by 
the AP, that the helicopter was flying "in a warlike atti- 
tude toward the Nicaraguan patrol boat"? 


A I don't know what that means. 


Q It seems to be saying that it somehow seemed 
to be menacing the boat, or at least that's their -- 


A As I said to you, it was unarmed, so I don't 
quite know what that means. 


Q Maybe they didn't know that. 


A I don't know what it means. It's a very 
loose phrase. 


Q Can you take the question or ask the question 
of whether or not there was some unusual kind of maneuver by 
the helicopter that might have given rise to these firings? 


A I will refer you to the Pentagon on that one. 
Q Do you have anything on the comments by Mrs. 


Kirkpatrick in her assessments of U.S. behavior at the U.N. 
and U.S. foreign policy in general? 


A No, I don't. 
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Q No comments? 


A No. I think there was some brief exchange 
with the Secretary on that, too, in the same press briefing, 
but I don't think it was a substantive exchange on it. 


Q On another subject, do you know of any effort 
currently underway anywhere to try to patch together a plan 
for a cease-fire that would prevent the battle over Stanley 
in the Falklands, either in this building or at the U.N.? 


A I don't have any comment on the Falklands or 
diplomacy relating to the Falklands. Sorry. 


Q In line with your statement from yesterday 
about the concern to the lives and property of innocent 
people in Lebanon, you said earlier that there are ships in 
the Mediterranean who will be -- you know, to offer 
necessary help or humanitarian help. 


My information that there are so many hospitals 
and clinics in Lebanon which were destroyed by the Israeli 
shellings that there are no places for people to go to get 
any medical care or medical attention. 


Will the United States possibly come and offer 
such a gesture of aiding these victims who are being -- 


A Humanitarian assistance? 
Q Yes. 


A That sort of thing I think is under con- 
sideration, but I don't have anything to offer you at this 
moment. | 


Q Another point: What about United States' 
support for UNIFIL in southern Lebanon? You still think 
that there is mandate for the United Nations emergency for- 
ces there? 


A We certainly do continue to think that UNIFIL 
has a role to play. Specifically what will happen in the 
days ahead and so on, I don't think anybody is in a position 
to predict. I'll leave it there. 


Q Let me ask another question on general 
foreign policy relating to policy, particularly I think 
toward Latin America. 
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It is our well-known position that there should be 
free, fair democratic elections in Central American and 
elsewhere. Do we feel that our ability to influence that 
sort of development positively will be impaired by the inci- 
dent yesterday in California where Governor Brown illegally 
called out the highway patrol against black and Hispanic 
voters? 


A I obviously would have no comment on anything 
that happened in California in particular. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the 
takeover of the capital of Chad other than what you said 
yesterday on some kind of factual basis? 


Now it seems that the prior government authorities 
have fled and so on. Where does the U.S. stand on this? 


A Very briefly, at this point again, we 
understand the capital has fallen to Habre's forces. We have 
no current information on the situation in the rest of the 
country Or on the whereabouts of former President Gokouni. 


Our Embassy staff remains across the river in 
Kousseri, Cameroon, but will return to N'Djamena as soon as 
it's safe to do so. 


I'd also note yesterday the question came up, "Was 
the Embassy attacked?" To the best of our knowledge, it was 
not. 


Q Has the Embassy or any other U.S. official 
had some contact with Mr. Habre? Does it anticipate doing 
so? 


A To my knowledge at this point there has been 
no contact with Mr. Habre. I would have to assume that if 
he remains in control there -- and I have no reason to 
believe that that is going to change -- but, in any case, 
assuming he remains in control there and the Embassy does go 
back, as I suggested, as soon as it's safe to do so, that 
there would be in the normal course of events some contact. 
But I don't have anything specific. 


Q You don't see any barrier or bar to having 
contacts with him if he is in de facto control of the place? 


A No. We deal on a practical basis with the 
authorities that are in charge and on a normal basis. 
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Q Is that true only in Chad? 
A No. Why? That's our normal practice. 


Q In view of what the Secretary said in Chicago 
May 26: “Lebanon today is a focal point of danger. All of 
those conditions are present in abundance which might be 
ignited into a war with farreaching consequences. The lives 
of the people of Lebanon are at stake. The life of the 
state itself is at stake. The stability of the region hangs 
in the balance." 


In view of that attitude that the Secretary was 
impressing upon us, why were we caught unawares as we were? 


A Caught unawares. I'm not sure I would accept 
that in a large sense. In a specific sense, we did not know 
that the plan was to go in at the time that the Israelis 
went in, but odviously there has been concern over this 
possibility for a long time, as the statement that I gave 
you yesterday indicated, as the Secretary has indicated, as 
he indicated in that speech. 


So “taken unaware" depends upon exactly what context 


you're putting it in. In the “specific, at that moment 
context," yes, we did not know. We did not have infor- 
mation from the Israelis that they were going to do that. 
But in terms of our concerns that that might happen, of 
course, and that's something we've been working on among 
other elements of trying to preserve the cease-fire. 


Q What kind of an ally is that -- strategic 
ally, we're always told and an old faithful ally -- that 
would treat us that way? 


A I'm not sure what "treating us that way” 
means. But, in any case, I don't think it serves any useful 
purposes at this point to go beyond the kinds of statements 
that we've made and the one I made yesterday, and I don't 
intend to do it. 


Q Would you answer the charges of some Israelis 
who were marching in Tel Aviv yesterday against the war and 
against the entaglement with Lebanon, an attack on Lebanon, 
that the United States has given the green light to Israel 
to attack Lebanon and do whatever they are doing now? Some 
Israelis; they were not Arabs marching in the streets of Tel 


Aviv. 
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A I understand. This clearly was an Israeli 
decision. It was not a U.S. decision. I don't know what 
else I could say about that. 


Q Could you tell us what has happened in the 
discussions taking place between the U.S. and Angola? Are 
they still going on? Is General Walters and Mr. Wisner 
still there, and have they reached any conclusions? 


A I do not have an update to give you on 
Angola. 

Q Could you ask for it? 

A Yes. I'll be happy to ask and see where we 
are. 


Q You said “caught unaware." Is intelligence 
failure the right phrase? 


A No. I would not say it was an intelligence 
failure. 


Q What's the difference? 


A The question that I was addressing was 
whether we were given specific knowledge ahead of time that 
the attack was going to take place, and we were not notified 
that the attack was going to take place. Whether we 
expected it -- 


Q The U.S. said it didn't know. 


A I don't think I'm going to get into the 
question of what we do or don't know specifically through 
intelligence. 


Q Why can't you identify these Arab Ambassadors 
who are here today? 


A We can try and find out who came in. I don't 
happen to know who it was. 


Q Thank you. 
A Okay. 
(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #93 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 9, 1982, i2:57 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. i'm terribly sorry 
for the delay. I think you can understand with events going 
on, however much or little we may say about them, that 
people who are concerned with press guidance are tied up. 


One announcement. A senior Department official 
will give a background briefing on the Namibian negotiations 
tomorrow June 10 at 2:00 o'clock in the press briefing room. 


I would also take note that we will have available 
in the Press Office two things. One is a statement issued 
by the President's party -- a statement by the President -- 
regarding humanitarian aid for Lebanon. Second, the text -- 
I guess it's a partial text the way it reads, it starts “in 
progress" -- of a briefing that Secretary Haig gave on board 
Air Force One between London and Bonn. He addresses Lebanon 
as he did in his last briefing. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q I'm sorry. You said that is incomplete or -- 


A It's as complete as we're going to have it. 
I gather that whoever recorded it didn't get there until it 
was underway, but it starts out with a key question such as, 
"Tell us about Habib." So it's got the key things, I think, 
that you're interested in. I don't see gaping holes in it. 


Q How could you explain the United States’ veto 
in the Security Council last night? Aren't you encouraging 
Israel to disobey you -- your will and desire to stop the 
fighting -- and violate a cease-fire by such unbelievable 
behavior on the international diplomatic arena? 


A I guess I see the question in there. How do 
we explain it? I would simply explain our vote by noting 
that the two earlier resolutions contained balanced language 
that took account of the complex origins of the conflict in 
Lebanon and across the Israeli-Lebanese border. 
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Regrettably this balanced approach was not present 
in the resolution voted on last night to a degree sufficient 
to contribute to the ending of the cycle of violence and to 
establish conditions for a permanent peace in Lebanon. 


Q Do you have some statement there on the 
situation in the Middle East -- in Lebanon -- today? How 
serious do you view the situation now. 


A I don't have a status report. Obviously, we 
are deeply concerned by the latest turn of events there 
which make it all the more urgent that diplomacy work in 
bringing about an implementation of the U.N. Security Council 
resolutions and a prevention of the further widening of the 
war. 


Q Is there a greater danger now for the expan- 
sion of the war? 


A I can't offer you a judgment beyond what I 
said. 


Q What do you mean by “latest turn of events"? 


A I'm talking about the reporting that has come 
in regarding events and shooting between Israeli and Syrian 
forces. 


Q In light of the way this thing is going, do 
we still believe the original Israeli announcements that 
they were concerned mainly with a limited operation in the 
southern areas of Lebanon and also did not want to engage 
Syria, if Syria would stay at a distance? 


A I have no reason to change what we've said 
on this before. I also, though, would refer you to some 
remarks the Secretary made before this latest clash was 
reported, but I think that I would not have anything new to 
offer you on that. 


Q Follow on this. Also, there is considerable 
reporting from within Israel, saying that the Israeli press 
and commentary in Israeli newspapers and television seems 
almost universal in coming to the conclusion that the low 
key U.S. response so far is a tacit acquiesence or green 
light, to use the various phrases, in calling for this 
thing. 
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Have we been receiving any reports from our 
Embassy in Tel Aviv that this seems to be the feeling within 
Israel? 


A I obviously could not go into the question of 
what reporting from our Embassy would be, but I did address 
yesterday this question that was raised and said it was 
quite clear what our attiude was. We had not wanted them to 
go in the first place, and we've expressed ourselves, I 
think, on this question ever since events developed. 


Q It's quite clear to who? Apparently that 
does not seem to be. I mean, all you have to do is look at 
your reports out of Israel and you're going to find, if you 
ask Sam Lewis, he can tell you it's obviously not quite 
clear. 


A I think it was clear to the Israeli 
Government what our attitude on this was. 


Q I want to follow up on that. Did you have 
any indication from the Israelis at any point, when they 
came over to brief you on the operation, that they would go 
after the Syrian missiles? 


A I (a) don't know personally, and (b) would 
not look into it because you're getting again into the 
question of what our discussions are about. I am not ina 
position to go into any substantive discussions. 


Q Let me ask about attitude. Do you feel you 
were misled? 


A I don't have anything to suggest misled or 
not misled. I don't have a comment particularly on that 
issue. 


Q Any update about the whereabouts of 
Ambassador Habib? Is he going to see President Assad? 


A Ambassador Habib arrived in Damascus today, 
but I don't have any information on the schedule of his 
talks. Actually, I've seen some press reporting on it, but 
I have nothing official on his schedule. 


Q We're providing arms to Israel for defensive 
purposes. Officially how do we rationalize the ongoing 
supply of arms given the turn of events? 
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A Again, I've addressed this question of arms 
supply and the possible use of U.S. arms before. I don't 
have anything new to add today to what I said to that. 


Q Back to Habib. Is there any suggestion at 
all -- in light of what the Secretary had to say 
yesterday about strengthening the central government in 
Lebanon as being given top priority in American policy -- 
whether Habib will be going to Beirut? 


A I don't have anything on a further schedule 
at this point. 


Q To follow the question about arms, can you 
address the question about proportionality of the U.S. 
response? When we had an Israeli raid on the Iraqi nuclear 
reactor, there was a halt or a delay in the arms supply of a 
fairly public and dramatic character. 


Proportionately, we've had nothing like that hap- 
pen over the invasion of Lebanon although it is apparent to 
everyone that the invasion of Lebanon is a far more serious 


affair. 


I think that this is what gives rise to the sort 
of conclusions that John Gosko is talking about, that the 
United States isn't very serious about it's concern if it 
does less over Lebanon than it did over Iraq. 


Can you address that question in any way? 


A I don't think that they are necessarily com- 
parable situations. I've addressed it from here, the 
Secretary has addressed it. The first priority is trying to 
help bring about a cease-fire and an arrangement for the 
withdrawal of Israeli forces from Lebanon; and, in the mean- 
time, to prevent a widening of the conflict. 


The way we have approached it, both privately and 
publicly, is the way we think will contribute most effec- 
tively to those objectives. 


Q Would you say that an arms embargo at this 
time would be a counterproductive measure for your 
diplomacy? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that 
subject beyond what I've said in the past. 














Q Despite your diplomacy the conflict seems to 
grow wider and wider. Is there not some point when you 
decide that the diplomacy, that approach, isn't working you 
might decide to try another? 
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A If there were such a point, we would let you 
know, but I am obviously not suggesting that today. 


Q Can you say, has the RDF been put on alert at 
all? And, secondly, is the United States considering at all 
the prospect of sending an American peacekeeping force over 
there as a way of negotiating a cease-fire? 


A First of all, as far as the RDF is concerned, 
you would have to address that to the Pentagon; I have no 
idea. As far as U.S. participation in some sort of peace- 
keeping force, I don't know of any plans to do that. But, in 
any case, I think that gets you in to the question that I've 
said is something to be worked out in the days ahead once 
you have established this or are working on establishment of 
a more sustainable basis for the cease-fire and so on, which 
is something to be done in diplomatic channels, and I don't 
have any observations to offer you on that. 
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Q You haven't addressed this specifically, so 
let me ask it specifically. Do you oppose the actions 
Israel has taken in the last day and a half or so to go 
further north and further east? 


A I've expressed our views on this in the way 
that I'm going to express them. 


Q You sort of waffled earlier on the diplomatic 
consultations with Israel. Did we have advance word that 
they would attack the missiles? 


A As I said, I am not going to get into the 
diplomatic conversations. I would say this: The question 
of specific operations by Israel I don't think is something 
that would normally come into their telling us, “We're about 
to do this." As a general matter, let me say that, but I 
don't want to go beyond that. 


Q Yesterday you said we had no advance word 
that they would invade Lebanon. You're not -- 


A I'm not contradicting that. 














Q Anything on Secretary Haig's plans regarding 
the Middle East? 


A No. I have no indication. You're talking 
about traveling to the Middle East? 


Q Yes. 
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A I have no indication that he has plans to 
travel to the Middle East despite the reports that have been 
around. 


Q Would the United States oppose Soviet par- 
ticipation in an expanded UNIFIL force in southern Lebanon? 


A That's very, very speculative, and it doesn't 
strike me offhand as the kind of thing that we would be 
looking to. But, in any case, I just don't have anything on 
the composition. I don't want to get into the question of 
the composition of what might be an expanded UN.f'i:, on that 
Or any other aspect of it. 
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The Secretary addressed the question of UNIFIL, I 
might say, in the interview he gave on the plane. As I 
said, we'll have a transcript available for you. But I 
would note, beyond that, that the U.S. has been a strong 
Supporter of UNIFIL, and we believe it's played an important 
role in maintaining the fragile cease-fire on the 
Israeli~Lebanese border over the last four years. 
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Q Did he say anything about U.S. participation 
in an expanded UNIFIL? 


A I don't see anything here on that. 
Q Could you address it? 


A No. As I say, I think it is premature to 
talk about. I addressed this before. It's premature to 
talk about the structure of whatever arrangements there 
might be later on. 


Let me just go on to say that we believe the pre- 
servation of UNIFIL will be a vital ingredient in bringing 
about and preserving the cease-fire and withdrawal. 


Q There are reports to the effect that 
underground sources in the Administration have been saying 
that the people responsible for the attempted assassination 
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in London were not PLO people at all. What do we have on 
that and why do you suppose such propaganda is being 
distributed? 





A What I have to say on that is that we 
have learned from British authorities that the suspects in 
the shooting of Ambassador Argov are linked to a dissident 
terrorist group called “Black June" led by Abu Nidal 
which has opposed recent PLO policy and leadership. 


For any details, however, I would have to refer 
you to British authorities who are investigating the 
shooting. 


Q Wouldn't it be fair to assume that the 
British might have their own motive for saying something 


like this? 


A I would not even be generous with you on 
that. 


Q Could you make your government statement 
clear about the question: doesn't the United States 
Government want Israel to destroy the Palestine Liberation 
Organization and its institutions within the coalition of 
all Palestinian's unions and professional organizations and 
its umbrella for the Palestinian future nationhood? 


A I don't have any views to offer you on that 
beyond what I've said before in terms of our view on the 
whole conflict. 


Q I believe one of the <= if I am not wrong == 
over last night Secretary Haig or the President or one of 
the Administration said something to this effect that we do 


not want Israel to destroy the PLO. 


A I haven't seen that. I am uninformed about 
that. 


Q Yesterday when Henry Catto was asked at the 
Pentagon whether the United States favored the return == 
what he said was that the United States wanted to return to 
the status quo ante, and then he was asked, “Does that frean 
that we would want to see the Palestinian forces returned to 
southern Lebanon?" And he said, "Certainly not. We 
wouldn't encourage that." 
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Do you have confirmation of this as administration 
policy? 

A My understanding of what Henry said was that 
what he was referring to was that status quo ante meant 


stopping the killing and so on. He was not trying to render 
a judgment on what the shape of the settlement should be. 


As he later on said in his briefing, he didn't 
want to commit foreign policy. 


Q He did say that. 


A I have expressed to you our views in words 
that we're going to give you on this. 


Q What I'm trying to get at here is that the 
State Department doesn‘t agree with the Pentagon view of the 


situation. 


A I don't happen to accept your interpretation 
of what Henry said, so I wouldn't accept that either. 


Q What is the status of the task force that 
might be used to evacuate the U.S. citizens? 


A I don't know. 
Q There has been no change that you know of? 
a No. There's no change that I know of. 


Can you confirm that Habib carried a message 


Q 
from the Israelis to the Syrians, suggesting that as long as 
they stayed out of it the Israelis would not attack them? 


A I would have nothing to say about the 
substance of his aission at all. 


Q Let me just follow this, then. If that's 
true, as reported, would you again feel that Habib was used 
in this case? 


x Again, I have nothing to say about the 
@ubatance of his aission,. 


== MORE << 
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Q I was just going to ask you the same thing, 
Alan: What is the result of the meeting between Mr. Habib 
and the Prime Minister? What effect has it had if any? 


A I have no status report to give you on that. 


Q We don't have any real -- or at least you will 
not say that there have been -- some real substance coming 
out of the remarks being made as to what the Israelis told 
Habib, what Habib was carrying to Damascus -- we don't 
really know about this. The assumption is that the Israelis 
have been using the United States and Habib. Isn't this 
really nonsense made out of prejudice? 


A If you start me -- 


Q I mean if we're going to try for peace, we 
ought to ask questions in forms of peace. 


A Joe, I'm not going to start down that par- 
ticular path in any way. I am just not going to comment on 
this. Ambassador Habib is undertaking a mission on behalf of 
the President. He is doing various things in the course of 
that mission, and that's where I'm going to leave that. 


Q May I ask a housekeeping question for those of 
us who have deadlines? At what point can we get the Haig 
transcript? 


A I believe it's available immediately after the 
briefing. I would say, then, you are going to have to, in 
terms of those who want to look later to a filing break, I 
think that we're going to have to wait till I finish up here 
to make it available so that it is fair to everybody. 


Q Have the Russians ever come to us, and in 
bilateral discussions, mentioned this situation in Lebanon? 


A I'm sorry. Say that again. 


Q Have the Russians talked with us bilaterally 
about the situation in Lebanon? 


A Again, I said the other day, I'm not going to 
get into the question of what countries we have discussed the 
situation with. We have discussed it with a variety of 
parties of the countries concerned. I'm not going to go 
beyond that to be specific. 

















can Foreign 


weMwIGOOTT IEG TOr FUDITICatTIOnN Nn AMeri 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


10 


Q My question is, how long did Mr. Philip Habib 
have to wait when he first arrived in Israel before Prime 
Minister Menachem Begin received him, because according to 
the news it was quoted, “He has to cool his heels" or his wheels 
Or whatever before Mr. Begin came back from the Lebanon 


(inaudible). 


A I saw the press reports on that. I have no 
indication from Ambassador Habib that he was particularly 
perturbed by whatever the schedule was. I haven't even seen 
in official channels what was involved there. I've only seen 


the press reports. 


Q Now that it is apparently established that the 
people accused of shooting the Israeli Ambassador to London 
were members of a group hostile to the PLO, has this in any 
way changed our assessment of the degree to which the Israeli 
action in Lebanon might or might not be justified? 


A Gregg, as you know, I have not addressed the 
question of justification, and I specifically said I'm not 
going to address the question of justificaiton, so that 
affects your question as well. 


Q Let me ask you on this point whether or not it 
has been established? We have the word of what, of whom? Has 
the British Government actually said they have the evidence 
that these people are hostile to Arafat? And what about 
Arafat himself? 


A Joe, I've given you a statement. 

Q Isn't he the chief of a terrorist 
organization? 

A Joe, I'm going to end that discussion by 


saying, I have given you a statement on this. I have absolu- 
tely no reason to doubt the word of the British authorities in 
this matter, and I'm not going to entertain further questions 


in that line. 


Q Would we consider what was just asked a 
variable in assessing whether or not this would have been a 
defensive or offensive operation? 
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A I have no comment to offer you on that, Jim. 


As you know this is not a subject I'm going 


to get into. 


Q I'm going to ask another housekeeping 


question. 


A Yes, Dick. 


Q If there is an emergency evacuation of 
American personnel from Beirut, where will they be taken? 


A I don't know the answer to that. 
Q Has it been determined? 
A I can't answer you. I don't know. I just 


don't know the answer to that question. 


Q Can you find out? 


A I can look into the question. I just don't 
know how much we're willing to talk about emergency proce- 
dures of that sort, but, yes, I'll be happy to look into the 


question. 


Q Alan, do you know whether the ships are in a 


position to perform an evacuation yet? 


A I just answered the question before that I do 
not know what their status is, and I would really refer you 
to the Pentagon on that. That's not appropriate for us to 


address, in any case. 


Q They are referring it to you. 


A I don't think in terms of the position of the 
ships they were. I know what Henry said on this yesterday. 


No. Today. 


Q 
A Today? 
Q 


Today. They were referring the questions -- 


A O.K. I don't have anything on it, and I don't 


expect to have anything particular today. 
we're going to be getting anything further. 


I'm not aware that 
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Q Alan, I'm still puzzled about why, after 


Secretary Haig on May 26 so eloquently outlined ali the 
perils in Lebanon, the whole focus of our government imme- 
diately seemed to turn on these vapid ceremonials over in 


Versailles and London. (Laughter) 


A Oh, I think there were a few other things 
going on in the government besides what I would consider 
rather serious meetings that went on in Versailles. 


Q Paul Revere went back home and played a game 
of whist. (Laughter) 


A Did he? Therefore -- 


Q I just wondered why there was this hiatus when 
nothing was done. Habib -- 


A I don't know that I would assume that there 
was a hiatus in which nothing was done. As you may recall, 
among other things, Ambassador Habib was heading out to the 
acea before the most recent events took place. 


Q I recall Secretary Haig said that in that May 
26th speech that Habib was heading out into the area, and 
here it was a week and a half later, and he was still heading 


out into the area. 


Q Yesterday, Secretary Haig, in answering 


questions in London, said, "The primary objective of U.S. 
policy which has been, and will be," ‘even' I suppose he 
means "more urgently pursued in the hours and days ahead is 


to strengthen the central government of Lebanon." 


Could you tell us what is being done in pursuit of 
that urgent objective? 


A Don, again, I don't have details to offer you 
on that although I think that that is an accurate important 
point to be raised here. I think that the future stability 
and maintenance of peace will be importantly attached to that 
particular question, but I just am not in a position to give 


you details on -- 


Q Is there anything being done, actually, be- 
cause there seems to be no movement in that direction that's 


visible anyway? 
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A Obviously, the immediate focus of our atten- 
tion in that region is to bring about the ceasefire and the 
withdrawal of Israeli forces. This also is an important con- 
text in which those efforts will take place, that is the 
strengthening of the Lebanese central government. But I just 
am not in a position to offer you specifics at this moment. 


Q He said it is going to be urgently pursued -- 
he said this yesterday -- in the hours and days ahead. But 
there is no showing of any movement whatever. Is there 


anything going on? 


A Diplomacy doesn't always show, but in any case 
I don't have anything further to offer you at this point. 


Q Let me ask one other thing. In referring to 
the reason for the veto of the Security Council resolution 
you mentioned its unbalanced or not balanced nature. There 
was at least a radio report from New York that Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick was instructed not to attempt to negotiate improve- 


ments in the resolution. 
Could you say whether that's true? If so, wy. 
A I don't have any information on that. 
Q Could you find out if it is accurate? 


A I could look into the question, again, without 


necessarily knowing that I'm going to be able to come back to 
you on internal instructions. But I will be happy to look into 


it. 


Q I wonder if there are any developments on 
whether or not Prime Minister Begin is coming to Washington? 


A I have nothing further on that question at 
this point. I have no indication that there is any develop- 


ment. 


Q In other words, he is still scheduled to come? 


A As far as I know. 


| 
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Q My reading is that in Italy this week, or 
since Sunday, that in the letter that President Reagan sent 
from Versailles to Mr. Begin, according to NBC, Marvin Kalb, 
my colleague here, that the United States is considering if 
the Habib mission will fail, and he will not accomplish, not 
get a ceasefire from the Israelis, that the United States 
will consider cutting the military aid and the supplies and 
appliances, whatever it is, to Israel, and possibly joining 
other nations in calling Israel the aggressor in the way all 
are calling to condemn Israel. 


All of a sudden, they started having a drift from 
this strong position at the beginning of the week, which was 
intensified by the statement of Mr. Bush that the Arab 
Ambassadors in Washington, by the way, requested to meet with 
him here yesterday or the day before yesterday, and they were 
rejected, and sent to see Mr. Stoessel at the State 
Department -- and this is my information -- which means that 
there is a callousness on the part of the Administration even 
in cesponding to Arab Ambassadors who are not PLO members. 
And there is a callousness (inaudible) and giving Israel 
this arm, this continuation of going into eastern Lebanon. 


A All right, all right. Number one, obviously, 
I'm not going to address the question of correspondence bet- 
ween the President and the Prime Minister. Number two, I 
think that there certainly is no callousness in our approach 
to the Arab nations in this matter, and we take very 
seriously not only their concerns, but our working together 


with nations in the region. 


I had no idea -- I did not hear that they had 
requested an appointment with the Vice President; I don't 
know anything about that. It's not a question I could 
address. But certainly, Ambassador Stoessel, who is the 
Acting Secretary while Secretary Haig is in Europe was more 
than pleased to meet with them and to exchange views on this 


rather urgent matter. 


Q Just one quick one -- it's a fishing expedition, 
but is there any chance you could get us a readout on what 
the various American officials have been saying to the 


Israeli Ambassador? 


A No. There is no chance at all. 


Can we get off of this subject? 
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Q Just one thing about the Iranian development, 
can you tell us anything about the remarks from Tehran about 
going into Lebaron or Syria or wherever to support the war 
against Israel? 


ay I addressed this yesterday, Joe. 


Q Alan, on the Falklands, do you have anything 
for us to report regarding the reported attack on the tanker 
noctheast of the Falklands yesterday? Are you able to con- 
firm what aircraft, what nationality was responsible? 


A No government has acknowledged responsibility 
for the incident. The U.K. Government has stated categori- 
cally that no British aircraft took part in any incident of 
this type. Argentine authorities have told us that they have 
no information on the incident. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe who was 
cesponsible, or did the attack actually occur? 


A Did the attack occur? 


0 Yes. 


Q I don't think there is any question that the 
attack occurred, which I might note we would consider a 
flagrant violation of international law, both with respect to 
freedom of the high seas and the use of force. 


Q Could you confirm the AP story which was 
cacried by The Washinaton Post this morning on new U.S. 
policy on nuclear reprocessing? 





A On nuclear reprocessing? 


Q Yes. 


A You will recall that the Presidential policy 
statement on nuclear cooperation and non-proliferation of 
July 16, 1981 directed the Secretary of State, in cooperation 
with other responsible agencies, to give priority attention 
to efforts to reduce proliferation risks, to enhance the 
international non-proliferation regime and, consistent with 
United States security interests, to re-establish a 
leadership role for the United States in international 
nuclear affairs. Under this mandate, one of the follow-on 
reviews has focused on approaches for a more predictable 
policy for exercising U.S. rights to approve reprocessing and 
use of plutonium subject to U.S. control under our peaceful 
nuclear cooperation agreements. | 











16 


That review has now been completed, and the 
President has decided that in certain cases the United States 
will offer to work out predictable, programmatic arrangements 
for reprocessing and plutonium use for civilian power and 
research needs, in the context of seeking new or amended 
agreements as required by law. These agreements would 
involve only countries with effective commitments to non- 
proliferation, where there are advanced nuclear power 
programs, and where such activities do not constitute a pro- 
liferation risk and are under effective safeguards and 


controls. 
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U.S. approvals will be given only if U.S. statutory 


criteria are met, and will be valid only as long as these 
Criteria and other conditions in the agreements continue to apply. 





It should be noted that the United States has been 
approving reprocessing requests on an ad hoc, case-by-case 
basis under existing agreements for many years. What the 
President has not approved is a new approach to granting 
long-term approvals in certain cases for the life of speci- 
fic, carefully defined programs, as long as the conditions I 
have described are met. 
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Q Could we have a copy of that? 


A Yes, I'll be happy to provide a copy of that. 


Q The Egyptian Ambassador, did he meet with Mr. 
Stoessel this morning, on the Lebanon situation? 


A The Egyptian Ambassador has met cecently with 
Ambassador Stoessel. I do not know whether he met with him 
this morning. I simply don't know whether he did or not, but 


he has in the last day or so. 


Q Is there anything new on the Namibian talks 
since you've got that briefing tomorrow? 


A No, not really. There have been meetings -- 
representatives of the Contact Group, most at the Africa 
Directors’ level are meeting with officials including members 
of SWAPO at Lusaka and Dar es Salaam, June 8-12. The purpose 
of the meeting is to hold informal consultations before the 
Contact Group develops its proposals for Phase II of the 
negotiations. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:35 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #94 


THURSDAY, JUNE 10, 1982, 12:39 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announcements. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Acting Secretary Walter Stoessel before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. The subject is the Soviet challenge 


in East Asia and the Pacitic. 


Available at 2:00 p.m. will be the testimony of 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs 
Anthony C. Albrecht before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, Subcommittee on East Asian and Pacific Affairs. 
The subject is U.S. economic ns with Southeast 


Asia. 


Also available immediately after the briefing is 
completed, are copies of the press briefing given by Larry 
Speakes on June 9 in Bonn, and the press briefing given by 


Secretary Haig in Bonn also on June 9. 


Also to anticipate and to answer questions, I 
understand the Secretary is either briefing now or about to 
brief, and I think I will leave questions about the Middle 


East to hin. 


It's been nice seeing you all. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q What can you do? 


Q A housekeeping question: Would it be 
possible, when you have a transcript already to go of the 
Secretary's briefing prior to the noon briefing, wouldn't it 
be possible to distribute it before hand so we'd know what 
the Secretary answered and what he didn't answer? 


A I didn't have this too much before our 


briefing, and to the extent we can do this, we will. 
housekeeping is sometimes a matter of getting hold of 
transcripts, Jim, as opposed to getting them out in a nice, 


timely fashion. 


But 
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Q What can you tell us the United States is 
doing today to stop the fighting in Lebanon? Can you give us 
an update, at least? 


A I really don't have an update to give you. 
Ambassador Habib is in Damascus, but the Secretary certainly 
will be addressing that question. I don't have anything 


further on it. 


Q I know the Secretary will speak to this, but 
what are his travel plans? Is he or i he not going to the 


Middle East? 


A I have nothing to announce on his travel 
plans. Frankly, I have no idea what his answer to the 
question to be raised with him at this point would be. 
Obviously, we've seen the reports, but I can't confirm all 


that is in the wind. 


Q Has any activity begun, Alan, on evacuating 
Americans from Beirut? 


A No, I don't think there has been any such 
activity at this point. One thing I might clarify -- 
something I said the other day that would be useful. I 
raised, in answer to a question, the point that some 
non-Americans could be involved, if there were such an eva- 


cuation. 


I would like to refer to guidance I actually had at 
that time, but I guess I didn't have it asked when it was in 
front of me. As I indicated, the principal focus is on 


Americans, but missions can, at their discretion -- and 
assuming space is available -- authorize the evacuation of 
third-country nationals from friendly countries and of 
foreign service national employees. Doh't ask me to define 
it further, because I can't. I wanted to refine the answer 


I gave you the other day on this. 


Q Alan, there have been reports from Lebanon 
about possible Israeli cooperation with Lebanese Christians 
in recreating a government that would be more acceptable, 
possibly acceptable, to Israel and Lebanese Christians. 


Do you have any position on that sort of Israeli 
activity, whether they should or should not get involved in 
the internal Lebanon political process? 


A I simply have nothing to offer you on the 
subject. I just am not going to get into that with you. 
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Q How many flavors do you come in today? 
(Laughter) What else can you talk about? 

A On that issue, there is very little that I can 
say. 


Q Does the United States still stand by the 
statement you made two days ago about opposing any kind of a 


partition? 
A Sure. We stand by what we have said thus far. 


Q There's been no change in that? 


There is no change in our position. 


Alan, just to clarify the American position, 


Q 
if I understand our position, we advocate a ceasefire and an 
Israeli withdrawal as well as some kind of a commitment from 


th Palestinians that they will stop shooting. 
What would our position be on a ceasefire in place? 


ad 


A I am simply not going to get into the 
question of the details of what arrangements there might be. 
Our objectives remain as before, to prevent a spread of the 
war and to get implementation of the U.N. resolutions calling 
for a ceasefire and the withdrawal of Israeli forces. I 
am not going to get into detaiis. I wouldn't have done that 


regardless of the Secretary's briefing. 


Q Do we believe that any sort of a negotiating 
process would be necessary to bring this ceasefire about, or 
do we just want everybody to operate on the basis of that 
piece of paper? 


A Clearly, there will have to be discussions to 
try and bring it about. I think that is one of the hearts, 


if you will, of our efforts. 


Q All right. Would you expect that the United 
States would engage in those discussions? 


A I would say that a great deal of our effort 
at this poinc is directed towards helping to achieve that - 


end. 


Q A couple of questions: First of all, do you 
have anything at all about the meeting between President 
Reagan with the Saudi Foreign Minister? 
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A No, I don't. 


Q And then, what are the plans for Philip Habib? 
Where is he going from Damascus? 


A I have nothing on a further itinerary for hia. 


As I say, he is in Damascus at this point. As you know, he 
saw President Assad yeuterday. I don't have anything on 
meetings today, or a fi ther itinerary. 


Q A third question on a related subject: What 


can you suggest to us on the subject of the Iragi announ- 
cements of a ceasefire with Iran? How does this relate to 


the war in Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything for you on that, and I 
wouldn't try to make a judgment about the second part of your 
question. 


Q To the best of the State Department's 
knowledge, is Saddam Hussein in power in Bagdad? 


A I have no information to confirm “he reports 
that were around yesterday that he had been removed from 


power. 
-- MORE — 















Foreign 


Aas te, aha: 


Publication in American 


Documents, 1982" 


hdc 5, b” Oh eG 





ans 


“Declassified for 
Policy Current 








Q Do you have any indication of a ceasefire 
between Iran and Iraq? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q In regard to the incident that sparked this 
whole thing, do you have anything further about the 
individuals who were arrested in London? 


A No. 


Q And do you have any information about Jewish 
leaders being on the hit list they supposedly had? 


A No. I have no information beyond what I gave 
you on that yesterday. 


Q Supposedly there were some briefings given by 
the State Department on Capitol Hill in which some of the 
briefers indicated that to their knowledge the shellings 
that took place in response to the aerial raid on Beirut 
from the Palestinian side appeared to be designed not to hit 
settlements and came around an area which indicated premedi- 


tatec misses, more or less. 


Can you confirm that's what the State Department 
has been telling Congress, and that's what it believes? 


A No. I can't confirm that. 
Q Can you take that question? 


A No. I think that private briefings to 
Congress, whatever they would consist of, would not be 
something we would discuss. I'm not commenting on the 
report for that reason. 


Q I'm told that there's a broadcast report that 
the Soviets have sent some sort of a letter or a warning 
that they cannot allow the Syrian Government to fall. Do 
you have anything on that? Do you know about that? 


A No. I think that Larry Speakes, again, 
addressed this issue in Bonn. He indicated that he was not 
going to talk about the content or even necessarily confirm 
any specific communications between the Soviets and ourselves 
except -- i believe these are the words he used, and I would 
go with your correspondents who are with the party -- as 

















American Foreign 


Documents, 1982" 


pt _, ne ee a bands 


or Publication in 


“Declassified f 
Policy Current 


WES ek: 


ESSN rr ccc | ; 












. awe " 





quoted by a wire service that might be close to your heart, 
it says: 


"We have asked all parties with any influence to 
help bring an end to this serious situation. We remain, 
always, in contact with the Soviets on a wide range of 
issues. We cannot confirm any specific contact at this 


time." 


That again is coming from a wire, but it's essen- 
tially, I know, what he said. 


Q The Secretary, I believe, yesterday said that 
the U.S. objective in Lebanon included a lessening of the 
Syrian presence there. Is the U.S. position now that the 
Syrian peacekeeping force should be removed? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that 
subject. 


Q Is Prime Minister Begin still expected in 
Washington? 


A Again, I have nothing further beyond what 
I've said before. There's no change in plans to my 
knowledge as of this time. 


Q Do you have any evidence of this Israeli 
alleged attack on a suburb of Damascus? The Israelis denied 


yesterday, and there's a report in the paper today that tra- 
velers from Damascus saw the raids or saw the evidence of 


the raids. 


A I am aware of the reports of the raid and 
aware of the reports of the Israeli derial. I am pot aware 
of any evidence to confirm that particular report, though. 


Q The Common Market today condemned the Israeli 
actions as unjustified. Does the United States think that 
such a condemnation is helpful or unhelpful to stopping the 


violence? : 


A I have no view to offer you on that. 


Q Have you any reports that the Israelis 
droppec surrender leaflets on Beirut? 


A Yes. I do understand that leaflets were 
dropped over Beirut this morning, but I don't have anything 
beyond that. 
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Q You don't know what they said? 


A I*ve seen reports in the press of what they 
said. 


Q Do you have anything for us on the Falklands? 
Weather report? 


Q Skiing conditions? 

No. 

Is there anything you want to volunteer? 
Guatemala. 

What about Guatemala? 

There was a reshuffle in the leadership there. 


on Fr, ODO Oo YF 


A We understand that the Guatemalan ~Government 


and armed forces have indicated that yesterday's actions 
were taken to unify the armed forces command, but I'm not 
going to speculate on the implications of this change in 


Guatemala. 


I would note the official announcement of the 
change stated that the other two junta members had volun- 
tarily given up their positions. 


(Laughter) 


Q On that subject, there was a press report a 
couple of days ago that Rios Montt had shifted his position 
and now was requesting U.S. military assistance, specifi- 
cally helicopters which previously he had not saw fit to 
request. Is that true? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know. I can only 
say that there has been, from our point of view, no decision 
taken on the issue of military sales to Guatemala, and, as 
I've indicated in the past, there's no specific timetable 
for a decision. There's no change in that. 


Q Does the change in leadership somehow affect 
the decision, and in what way? 


A Again, I wouldn't want to speculate on that. 
I would ask you to use my last answer in response to that 


question. 


Vv 146° 




















Q Do you have any comment on the reports of 
continuing and ever increasing bloodshed in that country, 


massacres and so forth? 


A In a general way I think I addressed this 
previously, talking about urban violence and rural violence. 





gn 


Q Do you have anything further since these 


reports seemed to be, at least from some sources, 
: continuing? Has the Embassy said whether it believes that 
é this has actually taken place or to what extent it is? 


4 wee 


A We have seen an OXFAM report which I think 


occasioned the most recent press reports on this, but our 
understanding, again based on press reports rather than. . 
having seen the OXFAM report itself, is that is largely 
based in turn on events prior to the March 23 coup in 


Guatemala. 
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Our Embassy reports on violence in Guatemala since 
the coup have indicated a general reduction in violence, and 
we've noted previously a substantial reduction of political 


violence, particularly in urban areas. 


It's also been observed that reports on violence 
in rural Guatemala are frequently conflicting and respon- 
sibility for the violence remains difficult to clearly 


establish. 


The Government of Guatemala contends that the 


—_ incidents of violence, represents the efforts of the 
s. guerrillas while, as I said before, the guerrillas make 


similar charges against the government. 
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We continue to be concerned about reports of 
indiscriminate violence but we believe that the Government 
of Guatemala has demonstrated its desire to eliminate the 
indiscriminate violence committed by security forces under 
the previous administration and is making efforts to see 
that these policies are carried out throughout the country. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #95 


FRIDAY, JUNE ll, 1982, 12:41 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. 


Available in the Press Office after the briefing 


are copies of a news release entitled, “Agency for 
International Development Acts to Provide Humanitarian Aid 


for Victims of Conflict in Lebanon." 


Second, I would note that also we have available 
in the Press Office -- and you may actually have gotten it 
-- copies of the Secretary's press conference yesterday in 
Bonn. So, as requested yesterday, we're trying to keep you 
as up to date as we can. I would note he had a pool 
briefing on the plane also, which we don't have a transcript 


of. 
Q Will you at some point? 


A I don't know if we will or not, but the pool 
will presumably share it. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q What's the success of the cease-fire so far? 
How is it holding? 


A I don't have a status report on how it's 
holding. Let me make a couple of general observations, 
though, about the cease-fire. 


The President is gratified a cease-fire has been 
announced. As the Secretary said today in his meeting with 
the press on the plane, this is a very positive first step. 
The danger of a wider war has been averted and a cease-fire 


is now being consolidated. 


A matter of priority is humanitarian assistance to 
relieve the suffering of innocent victims of the fighting. 
The President has already anncunced U.S. participation in 


such an effort. 
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Much, of course, remains to be done to assure 


compliance with U.N. Security Council Resolutions 508 and 
509, and the restoration of the sovereignty, wnity and 


territorial integrity of Lebanon. 


The Secretary has been in communication with Prime 


Minister Begin several times. Ambassador Habib, the 
President's Special Envoy, has been extremely active during 
the past five days pursuing discussions with Israeli and 
Syrian leaders, and he will be continuing his important 


mission. 
Q You said Haig said this on the plane? 


A That's not a direct quote of what he said on 
the plane, but it is consistent with what he said on the 


plane. 
Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A We'll try to provide it. I don't know if 
I'll have it immediately afterwards because it is not in 
shape to give you physically at this moment, but perhaps by 


the end of the briefing it will be. 


Q Does this mean Secretary Haig has recon- 
sidered and will now go to Israel? 


A No. I think he indicated that at this time 
he's not going to go, and he left open the question of 
whether he would go in the future. 


Q When's he coming back? 


A He's on the President's plane and will be in, 
I guess, late this afternoon. I don't have an exact arrival 


time. 


Q A little point. When Haig said this, were 
the correspondents in a position to file this? 


A Excuse me. He did not say all of that. 


Q Yes. But what he did say. 


A He met with a pool group, and obviously there 


has been some filing because I've seen some reporting on it. 
I can't tell you what specifically has been done with that. 
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Q You talked about aid to innocent victims of 
the fighting. I've got a question I haven't seen addressed 
any place else, so forgive me if I'm asking it of you but 


you're ali I've got. 


A Thanks, Lars. 


(Laughter) 


Q What about the prisoners Israel has taken? I 
mean, they presumably have taken large numbers of people 
they regard as Palestinian terrorists. Have they given you 
any indication of what's to become of them? 


A I don't have any information om’ it. I don't 
have any indication of what they've done with the prisoners 
nor whether they have shared that information with our mili- 


tary people. 


Q You say the next step is, or your statement 
says the next step is the humanitarizn angle, but -- 


A I said a matter of priority. 


Q What about the question of the Israeli 
withdrawal? What does the United States plan to do to faci- 


litate that? 


A As I said, we have been and will be devoting 


great attention and energy to the issues which are still 
before us in the next few days both through Ambassador Habib 
and through our intensified efforts and intensified contacts 
with a number of other concerned governments. Since these 
issues are the subject of an ongoing diplomatic process, I 
won't be able to give you further details, though. 


Q Has the U.S. made up its mind in 
what way it wants to bring about the Israeli withdrawal? 


A I don't have a specific plan to offer you. 
The shape of the cease-fire is still taking form, so I 
couldn't comment on that. 


It is imperative that all parties now in Lebanon 
cease their military operations and, as I said and as the 
Secretary indicated in his meeting with the press today, 
much remains to be done to assure compliance with the U.N. 
Security Council Resolutions which of course include not 
only the cease-fire but withdrawal. 
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But the specifics again and how this is to be 
done, as I've said over the last several days, remain to be 


worked out in diplomatic conversations. 


Q Did the U.S. have anything to do with the 
cease-fire in the sense of there are different versions of 
it? The Israelis are saying that the cease-fire includes 
that Syrian cannot replace its anti-aircraft missiles that 
were destroyed in the Bekaa Valley. The Syrians are saying 
they've agreed to the cease-fire on the basis of a tctal 


Israeli withdrawal. 


Since Habib has been in both places, I'm wondering 
whether he was in fact carrying messages to this effect or 
are these understandings that both sides have agreed to or 
what? 


A I'm not in a position to comment in detail on 
this. Obviously, as I said before, we've been extremely 
active in the last five days in promoting an end to the 
fighting and therefore we are gratified that a cease-fire 
has been announced. But I am not in a position to comment 
as to what Phil has been doing in terms of relaying posi- 


tions and so on and so forth. 

I would note again that we urge all parties to 
refrain from any actions that would complicate the situation 
in the tasks that we face. 


Q Do you have any readout on the military 
strength of the PLO? There was one report last night that 


A No. I have no readout on that. 


Q What about the question of the peacekeeping 
<orce? The Israelis have made it clear that they link the 
withdrawal to the placement of a peacekeeping force in 


Lebanon. 


Can you tell us what level the conversations or 
what stage the conversations about that are in? 


A I can't characterize that for you. 
Obviously, that question is one that has to be addressed in 
terms of how we're going to assure -- I don't mean “we," the 
United States, but the various parties concerned are going 
tu assure -- that what we noted the other day were the linked 


aspects of maintaining the cease-fire once it was 
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established and getting Israeli withdrawal to be imple- 
mented. But I don't have a characterization to offer you. 


Q Are you ruling in or out the possibility of 
U.S. participation? 


A I have nothing to add to what we said about 
that the other day and what the Secretary said about it. 


Q Do you recail whether that ruled it out? 


A He didn't rule it out. He talked about it in 
terms of -- I would ask you to look at the words in the 
transcript you already had from yesterday. It talked about 
the conditions and the mandate and all sort of things, and he 
characterized his attitude at that point towards it. 


Q Could you clarify the American position? Are 
you calling for a unilateral Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon 
or are you calling for a withdrawal in the context of 
withdrawal of all foreign forces as last night the Chairman 
of the Chiefs of Staff said on TV? 


A I don't have a specific answer that I can 
offer you on that other than to refer you to our previous 
statements on this subject which noted that there is a link 
between the cease-fire and the fact that we do not believe 
Lebanon should be used as a platform for attack against 
Israel on the one hand, and the Israeli withdrawal on the 


other. 


Q That doesn't deal with Syria, though. 


A It does not deal with the question? I didn't 
understand that to be the focus of your question, but as far 
as Syria is concerned, I don't have anything to offer you at 
this point. 


All of these questions, obviously, are going to 
have to be worked out in the days ahead. 


Q Israeli Government sources are quoted as 
saying that the cease-fire that they agreed to involves a 
cease-fire with Syria but not with the terrorists, by whom 
I assume they mean the PLO. 


What about the cease-fire that you're talking 
about? Is that between Israel and Syria, Israel, the PLO 
and Syria, all parties involved? What is it? 
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A I think we're talking about an end to the 
fighting, and I would like to leave it at that. I don't 
think I'm going to characterize it. 


Q Are you suggesting that there is some thought 
that the cease-fire extends to Israeli operations against 
the PLO? Is that your understanding of the cease-fire? 


That it's -- 


A I have seen various reports of what the 
Israelis have said about what the cease-fire extends to. I 
would only articulate our position which is that we think it 
is imperative that all parties now in Lebanon cease their 


military operations. 


Q In the past, though, on this point you've 
accepted the Israeli argument that various things not 
related to the Lebanese border are violations of the cease- 
fire. You've said that infiltrations from Jordan, for 


example, are violations of the cease-fire. 


A No. I think that's an imprecise statement of 
what we've said, and we put out again the other day the 
guidance that we've been using on that. 


I don't want to go into that again. I think that 
we are at a different point right now. What we're talking 
about is we would like all the military operations to cease. 
We think it's imperative that this happened. 


Q Will Haig be seeing Prime Minister Begin in 
New York next week? 


A I'm not aware that he'll be seeing him in New 
York. He is, I believe, coming to Washington on the 2lst 
and that session is still set. 


Q Can you say anything about Haig's schedule 
next week? 


A I can give you just bare-bones stuff. The 
Secretary does plan to be in New York with the President in 
connection with the SSOD meeting. I might note in that con- 
nection that we anticipate that he will be meeting with 
Foreign Minister Gromyko, but we're not in a position to 
provide any details at this time. 


Q What days do you have on that? 


A I don't have any more details. 
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Q Two things: One was the situation of the 
American evacuation in Lebanon, and the c*her one is that 
there have been a lot of charges of American complicity in 
the invasion and that it was discussed when Sharon was here. 


I was wondering if you could address that at all. 


A As far as evacuation, I have nothing new to 
offer you on that beyond what we've said before. Just to 
reiterate in general terms, there is nothing going on in 
terms of a general evacuation to my knowledge. 


As far as U.S. complicity in this, I have said 
before from this platform that any charges or accusations of 
that are simply unfounded. I don't know how to be more 
direct about that. 


Q I don't know if you mentioned it earlier 
before I came. Do you have any estimates of the civilian 


casualties in Lebanon? 
A I don't have casualty figures for anybody. 


Q One more thing, please. Have you in fact, or 
has the State Department issued a condemnation of Israel's 
invasion of Lebanon at any point since it took place since 


last Sunday? 


A I think you're aware of all of our various 
public statements on that. 


Q Can you please answer if you did issue a 
condemnation? 


A I am not goinc to try and characterize what 
is a condemnation or what is a statement. You have our sta- 
tements on the public record and you can refer to those. 


Q What role has the State Department played in 
the welcoming ceremony for President Reagan at Andrews this 


afternoon? 
A What role has the State Department played? 


Q Yes. Specifically, has anyone in this 
Department, this building, conveyed the wishes of the 
Administration that the Ambassadors of various countries in 
Washington attend the -- 
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A I haven't got the slightest idea. 


Q You have not issued a -- called up people to 
express that? 


A I have not heard of it. 
Q Could you check that for me? 


A I can look into it. 


Q Quickly, back to the Middle East for a 
moment. I haven't been here for a couple of days so forgive 


me if you've addressed this. 


There was a story in the Post earlier this week 
saying that the consensus among American intelligence ws 
that the assassination attempt in London was the Black June 


movement. 


A We've addressed that. Let me refer you back 
to that. We said based on information from British authori- 
ties that that was the case, but let me ask you to go back 


and check the record. 


Q Could I ask you to take the question of 
Black June reportedly has been based or had some con- 
nection with Iraq. 


Can you find out if, given that, any recon- 
sideration is being given to recent loosening of trade 


controls with Iraq? 


A I can look into it. I would think that 
information about Black June would normally, in terms of our 
own information -- and what I said was that the British 
authorities indicated to us that these people were the Black 
June -- but specific information would probably come under 
intelligence information. But I will look into it. 


Q My question is reconsideration of the 
trade controls decision. 


A I see. I will look into that. 


Q Al ‘Ahram newspaper today mentioned that the 
Israeli attack on Lebanon was with the knowledge of the 
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United States and agreement of the United States. Do you 
have anything to say on that? 


A I said before that that simply is not the 
case. 


Q In regard to Iraq, do you have anything on 
Saddam Hussein? Whether he's stil in power or he's still 


alive? 


A Nothing beyond what I said the other day 
which is that we have no indication that he is not still in 


power. 


Q One other thing in regard tc Lebanon: There 
are reports that most of the fighting by the Palestinians is 
being done by the Popular Front for the Liberation of 


Palestine as opposed to Fatah. 
Do you have anything on that one way or the other? 


A I have nothing on that at all. 


Q How is the aid to reach the Lebanese civilian 
population that we're forwarding here? Has that. been agreed 
to by the Israeli Government, for example? 


A I don't have details. There is some 


guidance which we have that existed the other day -- I don‘t 
have it with me -- on humanitarian aid and how this would be 


carried out. 


It's, I think, largely going to be carried out 
through humanitarian organizations -- ICRC and so on. The 
AID press release which I mentioned at the outset of 
the briefing might help answer some of your questions on 
this. To the extent that it doesn't and that the guidance 
which we have in the Press Office doesn't, I would refer you 
to AID. They have, obviously, more details on this than we 


do. 


Q There were reports, I think, this morning or 
last night of American officials -- I don't know if it's in 
Europe or here -- saying that the nature of Israel's act was 
defensive. Can you comment on that? Was there such a state- 


ment from American officials? 


A I don't know whether there was such a state- 


ment or not. 
to offer you. 


In any case, I don't have a characterization 
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Q Now that the ceasefire has been achieved, has 
there been any progress in the examination of whether or not 
the Israelis used U.S. weapons in violation of U.S. law? 


A I have nothing new on that. 


Q That was a statement attributed tr «ese, I 
think. Meese said that it has heen determined tf» «:)” 
Administration that Israel had a defensive use f. ° »ese 


weapons. 


A I'didn't even see the telecast of it, but I saw 
a version of the telecast which was not a direct quote. I 
don't know specifically what he said. In any case, I have 
nothing new to offer you on that. 


Q Have you got any estimate of how long that 
would be? You told us a week ago today that it was being 


initiated. 


A No. I said also that a priority would be on 
obtaining a ceasefire. 


Q Is that determination of what Bernie 
said going to be included in your overall assessment of 


misuse of American weapons by Israel as to whether Israeli 
action was defensive or not, is that what you're saying? 


A I'm sorry. I missed the first part of your 
question. 


Q The first part is, we asked about the statement 
that the Israeli action was defensive. 


A Right. 


Q And you said you have no assessment. Will your 
assessment come out when, if ever, about the abuse by Israel . 
of American weapons and American arms ° 


A If you go back to the problems of last summer 
and the action taken at that time, you recall that at that 
time in the end, I believe there was no determination 
reached. There was no determination that they had in fact 
violated the terms, so it was a no-determination situation. 
I can’t tell you whether in this case there would be a 
determination beyond that or of that sort or a different 


sort. I can't predict that. 
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Q Alan, does the United States want to see the 
Israeli troops pull out immediately from Lebanon even before 
any arrangements are made for what follows? 


A Be nie, I've answered this today already. 
I*'m noc going to answer specifically except to point. to our 
previous statements that we think that the issue of not 
having Lebanon used as a launching pad for attacks against 
Israel is linked to the question of Israeli withdrawal. We 
think all of that is necessary. Obviously, we want Israel 


to withdraw. 


Q Are you, by implication then, accepting Israeli 
linkage of their withdrawal to the placement of the peace- 
keeping force? 


A I'm not linking it to anything in specific 
terms beyond what I've said. 


Q You're saying -- 


A As I said, I am not answering the question in 
direct specific ways other than to point out that this linkage 
I just mentioned is one that we have made previously. 


Q You're saying, on the one hand, that you accept 
the fact that Israel should not withdraw until there can be 
some guarantee that Lebanon will not be used as a platform to 
launch attacks against Israel, right? 


A I said that the issue of having a ceasefire and 
not having Lebanon used as a launching pad against Israel is 
linked. In the Security Council Resolution, the ceasefire 

I'm 


which includes that concept is linked to the withdrawal. 
not being specific. I don't think that it is appropriate at 


this particular moment to try to say that this is specifically 
linked to that and that these are the terms that are 
necessary. These are all the things that have to be worked 
out in the discussions in the days ahead. 


Q Just a follow-up on this: Do you have anything 
today on what Don had asked about yesterday on what we're 
doing to strengthen the Lebanese Government to insure that the 
sovereignty of the Lebanese state is maintained -- this whole 
business that Haig had said was very urgent. 


A Well, I don't have yesterday's guidance, 
but the basic thought is that we have this issue very 
much in mind. It clearly is one of the basic concerns and 


is something that will be involved in the discussions that 
we hold in the days ahead. 
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Q What would that be? 


A The question of Lebanon and strengthening 
the central authorities and so on. As I mentioned in the 
first statement that I gave you, I made reference to the restora- 
tion of sovereignty, unity, and territorial integrity of 
Lebanon as one of the things that we're interested in, very 


interested in. 


Q Alan, can I go back to the question before 
last? In discussing the linkage of the Israeli withdrawal 
with the prevention of Lebanon being used as a platform for 
attacks, you said, “These things are all to be worked out in 


the days ahead.* 
A The specific implementation. 


Q Right. Can one assume or infer from that 
that while these things are being worked out in the days 
ahead, you are content to have the Israelis remaining in 


place? 


A I don't want to express contentment or noncon- 
tentment. I don't think that that is appropriate. I think 
that the issue is that we need to move ahead with discussions 
on these issues, and get them to move ahead with the implemen- 
tation of the U.N. Security Council resolutions as rapidly as 


we can. 
Q Yes, but while the talks are going on? 


A I don't have a further view to offer you on 
that, Lars. 


Q Do you know where Habib is now? 


A Habib is now in Jerusalem. In fact, there have 
already been two meetings with Prime Minister Begin today. I 
might note that he wishes to expand the scope of his 
discussions to include Lebanese Government leaders and politi- 
cal figures, and will be looking for ways to do this in the 
days to come. In fact, I believe the Secretary said in his 
meeting with the press that he would have preferred that 


Ambassador Habib go to Lebanon first, but the uncertainties there 


in terms of the military situation, the airfield, so on and so 
forth, made it necessary that he delay that a bit. 


Q Alan, is there a sense in the State Department 
that there may be a partial Israeli withdrawal between now and 


when a U.N. peacekeeping force is -- 


A I don't have any views to offer you on this 
subject of withdrawal beyond what we've already said. 
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Q I'd like to explore a little bit your use of 


the word “linked.” Are you saying that the policy of the 
United States is that Israel can condition its withdrawal on 
arrangements that it would like to see in Lebanon to protect 


itself from fire? 


A I haven't said that, Don. I have used other 
words, and I would ask that you look to those words. 


Q What do you mean by "linked?" 


A They are, by their nature, related. I would go 
back and refer again to what was said in New York at the time 
of the adoption of 509, which I read to you the other day, 
when I said, “We wish to emphasize these two objectives are, 
in fact, inextricably linked, and that their implementation 


must be simultaneous." 


The objectives were identified in thzt statement as 


the cessation of hostilities by all of the parties and the 
withdrawal of the Israeli forces from Lebanon. 


Q Those are two different things from what we're 
talking about now. 


Q Yes. 
A Well, they are not unrelated. 


Q Wait a minute. Go through that once more. 


A Let me just read you the statement. I'm not 
going to go further into this. I think I will leave you with 
the words of the explanation of the vote in New York, and 
let's move on to something else. 


The explanation of the vote was as follows: 


"This Resolution focuses on two elements as a means 
of ending the present military confrontation in Lebanon: 
a cessation of hostilities by all of the parties and the 
withdrawal of Israeli forces from Lebanon. 


"Operative paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Resolution 
seek to accomplish these two inter-related objectives. 
We wish to emphasize that these two objectives are in 
fact inextricably linked, and that their implementation 
must be simultaneous. This, in our view, is the clear, 
logical and necessary meaning of this Resolution. I need 
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only to add that it is the fervent hope of my government 
which has devoted so much effort to the resolution of 
this conflict, and that even at this very moment is 
carrying forward its commitment to this task, that the 
bloodshed be ended immediately and that conditions be 
reestablished for a just and enduring peace in the 


region." 


You keep on trying to get me to say what needs to be 
done before we will accept this or that; I am saying, this is 
not something which I'm going to address from here. It is the 
subject of what needs to be done within Lebanon in order to 
facilitate the withdrawel. That is a subject that needs to 
be addressed in the discussions that will be held with the 


various parties concerned at this point. 


Q With all due respect, it seems to me that the 
statement that you have read, which talks about the link bet- 
ween the cessation of hostilities and the withdrawal, is quite 
a bit different from the statement which you gave previously 
which talks about the relationship between not having Lebanon 
a launching pad and the withdrawal. Those are two completely 


different things. 


A That statement was a statement that I gave from 


this podium as well, and I refer you back to that. I don't 
happen to have it with me. But that was part of what we have 


said before, Don. 


Q Where is the specific linkage now? Is it bet- 
ween cessation and withdrawal, or is it -- 


A Bernie, I've said what I have to say on the 
subject. 

Q But you have succeeded in leaving us all massive- 
ly confused. 


A Let me refer you to the statement I just read 
and to the statement I gave you the other day on the fact that 
these two things must be accomplished. 


Q There are three things you're talking about now. 
You've got two sets of linkages. That's the problem here. 


A But the logic of the situation is that in order 
to assure that. Lebanon is not used as a launching pad 
against Israe., there must be some further arrangements 
made. What I'm avoiding doing -- and I will not do -- is to 


try to tell you what specifically we think those arrangements 
should be. I'm not sure that at this point that has been 











gn 


. 
ai eaten nines 9.9% ST ENR 


blication in American Forei 


' Veclassified for Py 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


‘ 
o 








15 


worked out even in the minds of everybody in the U.S. 
Government; but it is clearly an issue to be worked out in a 


discussion with the parties. 


Q Can I put it one more time? Are you saying the 
United States still doesn't know whether there is any link 
between an israeli withdrawal and a Syrian withdrawal? That's 


the other -- 


A I have not addressed that question. I have 
nothing to say about that. I don't have any guidance to offer 
you on that. 


Q Could you point out after the briefing, or 
have someone do it, where these other previous statements of 
yours can be found? 


A That one, sure. That was -- 
Q The one we're talking about. 
A Yes. We'd be happy to do that. 


Q Alan, when you say “some further arrangements 


need to be made regarding the launching pad aspect of this," 
do those further arrangements need to be made before Israel 


withdraws, as a condition of withdrawal? 


A That's what I'm not going to try to prejudge. 
It's not for me to decide. That's to be worked out. I can't 
give you a position on that. 


Q Do you know if the U.S. Government plans to 
take an even more active role in creating the political con- 
ditions for a withdrawal? 


A I don't know how to say a “more active” role. 


Q Besides Habib? 


A We have been in touch with a number of other 
governments in the course of the last several days. We will 
continue to be engaged in active diplomacy, both, as I indi- 
cated before, through Ambassador Habib's mission and in other 
ways. These contacts will continue. 


Q What governments, Alan? 


A I'm not going to specify again. We haven't 
before, and I don't see the point in doing it at this point. 
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Q You know, the whole thing was at the beginning, 


from the intentions of the Israelis, according to what they 
said, that they wanted to clear Lebanon and free Lebanon from 
being uséu as a launching pad for the Palestinians‘ activities 
-- the Palestine Liberation Organization's and others. My 
question here, has the Administration taken now the oppor- 
tunity for grappling with the core issue of the whole 
launching pad against Israel from Lebanon, which is the 


Palestinian question? 


The Palestinians have been squashed all over in the 
West Bank. They have been terrorized, exterminated, arrested. 
Also, in Lebanon the mass genocidal war which is going on now, 
and before I came here there was the news that there is no 
ceasefire, that it has been broken continuously, and the 


shelling is continuous. 


Is the Administration going to grapple with this 
oppoftunity, which is a very human tragedy and blood-thirsty 
Opportunity to grapple with the issue of the Palestinian 


future on this motherland? 


A I don't have a general observation to offer you 


other than, obviously, there is a great deal of human tragedy 
involved here, and we are very concerned about that. 


Q Alan, in Mrs. Kirkpatrick's explanation of 
vote, which you just quoted -- 


A It wasn't hers; it was Ambassador 
Lichenstein's. 


Q Lichenstein? All right. In his explanation of 
the vote, he told the council that cessation of hostilities 
is inextricably linked to a withdrawal by Israel, and the two 


things must occur simultaneously. 


You have now, or since then, amended that to say 
that it has to be the potential for the continued cessation of 
hostilities -- that it has to be created -- before withdrawal 
has to happen. Have you conveyed that thought, that amendment 
of your original explanation to the Security Council? 


A I don't know that I have amended it in the way 
that you are suggesting it. The thoughts that I've given you 
are not new thoughts. They have been expressed by us before. 
I don't know what else I can tell you about it. 


Q Do you have anything on where the autonomy 
talks stand? 
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A I have nothing on that, Bernie. I don't have 
any update on the autonomy talks. 


Q Is the Egyptian Foreign Minister coming this 
weekend? 


A Yes, I believe Secretary Haig addressed that -- 
indicated that he would meet with the Egyptian Foreign 
Minister, I think he said over the weekend; but I would ask 
you to check the report that came out of that interview 
because I don't have the detail on that. 





Q Do you know when he's coming? 


A I would ask you to check with the Egyptian 
Embassy on that. 


Q Will you take one on another subject? 
A Yes. 
Q Do you have any comment on the statement by 


the, I guess it is, the Prime Minister in Taiwan about their 
policies now toward unification with the mainland? It is in 


today's papers. 


A We are aware of the statements that were made 
in Taiwan. We were very interested in the import of the 
speech which appears to be consistent with the concept of 
peaceful settlement of the differences between Taipei and 
Beijing. We welcome any moves in this direction. We 
reiterate, however, our firm policy that the resolution of 
those differences is a matter for the Chinese people then- 
selves, and our only interest is that anv resolution be peace- 


ful. 
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We do not see a role for the United States in pro- 
moting or arranging such a settlement. 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting with the 
Lebanese Minister of Housing with Mr. Veliotes? 


A No. 
Q What is the nature of the meeting? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Why don't you see a role for the United States 
in arranging a settlement between Taipei and Beijing? I 
thought the United States was actively engaged in trying to 
arrange settlements all around the world. 
*The Secy is scheduled to meet with ForMin Ali on Monday, 


June 14, 
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Q As I said, this is a matter for the Chinese 
people themselves. That's our view of it. 


Q Where is Veliotes now? 
A He's here. 

Q He's in the building? 
A 


I don't know if he is in the building at this 
moment. 


Q Has he been here at the State Department 
throughout the week? 


A No, he wasn't here throughout the week. I 
don't know when he was here and when he wasn't here; but he 
has been here since the last couple of days, at least. I 
don't have details on his whereabouts. 


Q I know everyone is vitaily interested in this: 
Do you have any readout on Stoessel's meeting with Doug 
Anthony? 


A No. 


Q Can you get us the topics on that, or somebody 
tell us about it later? 


A Why don't you check with the bureau. 


Q This morning when Moshe Arens, Israel's 
Ambassador in Washington, was interviewed by ABC, David 
Hartman asked him, “Do you think the United States endorsed 
and blessed what you did in Lebanon?" His answer was, "The 
United States shares our view about what we did all along." 


What is your comment on this? 


A My comment is that we have expressed our views 
on this, and I don't have anything further to give you. 


Q Thank you. 


A O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:16 p.m.) 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


MONDAY, June 14, 1982 





oreign 
Soha NOR eM. ap aaa 7” 


INDEX 
Subject Page 





LEBANON 

U.S. BELOrtSeccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccoel 

~—Ceasefire.cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccesccccoedl 

--Withdrawal of Foreign Forces (U.N. Resolutions)..1-2,3-4,6-10, 
12,15-16 

--Strengthening Central Government....cccccccccccee 2s /,19,11 

Habib Lt bT.” See eee Pee oo SL. 

UTP Ike cccccccccccc ccc cc cccecceceecesececcccccecece DgLOg hag iS 

--French WithArawhleoccccccccceeeeeeococecoocecooooens 

Soviet ee SPST TTTTTTTTrrrrerrrrrrrrrrrrrrriritit 

Sovet Resupply Of SyriANS?..cccccccccccccscsesesseesO 

U.S. Ships for Evacuation. ccccscccccccscccssscsseesel 

U.S. Troops in Peacekeeping FOrce?.cccccccccceseeee ll 

U.S. Positions/Action toward Continued Fighting....12 

Lives Taken/CasualtiesS..cccccccccccccscesessesesssesilsz~l3,14 

Sixth tC | FPPC TTTrreyeyreyyyrrererrerrrrreyeriririrry? | 

Palestinian Prisoners treated as Terrorists.......14-15 

Iscaeli Use of US-Supplied AcmS..ccccccccsccccseseelS 


Pw + Fas ie 


Ct a Fd 


ISRAEL 
F-16 Sale PrOPOSAleccccccccccccccsccescceseseveseseelka 


wi TRE a 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


SAUDI ARABIA 
Death of King Khalid (U.S. Delegation) ..cceeeeeeeee 16 


MeN IGT Ieuw TUF FUDITTICaLlion in American fr 


re 8 


Ss 


. VIETNAM 
id Offer to Send Detainees to U.S. (Orderly Departure 
PLOGLAM) cccccccccccccccccsesessesecsceseesessseeel& 


ECUADOR 
Rumocs OF a COUPc ccccccccccccccccescccccsccscsseses lOml? 


FALKLAND ISLANDS CONFLICT 
Acgentine Message to Vatican ce Ceasefire and 


Withdrawal. ccccccccccccccccccccccccccsccscccsccsseells 
ze enektke#eteente et 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING Dt Cs 


MONDAY, JUNE 14, 1982, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


a 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. It‘s nice to see all 
of you again who weren't on the trip. 


I have just one brief announcement. I would like to 
alect you that the C Street Lobby may be frozen at 1:15 today, 
so that those of you who wish to cover the departure of 


Egyptian Foceign Ministec Ali should be there prior to that 
time. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Will the Secretary be there, too? 


ee ee ee 


ay I don't have any ficm word on that, Bernie. 
It's customary that he accompanies his Foreign Ministerial 
guests to the lobby. 


awe 


0 Can you go through with us what the United 
States is now doing and attempting to do in the Lebanese 
situation? 


ee Sak 


A As you know, the Secretary addressed that 
yestecday in his television appearance, Jim, and I can't 
ceally add anything to the essentials of what he said, which 
is that we ace hopeful of establishing a cease-fire, that in 
the context of the U.N. rcesolutions that were passed in con- 
nection with the Lebanon crisis, we are hoping for the 
withdcawal of foreign forces from Lebanon. We further hope 
that the central governmental authority of Lebanon can be 
applied to the entice tercitory orc sovereignty of the country. 
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Q Going to your ficst point, in its hope for a 
cease-fire, has the United States been dealing with the PLO? 


ts We, of course, have not been dealing with the 
PLO directly. We have had numerous contacts, as you know, 
with pacties and with countries with influence on the PLO, and 
I would anticipate that those contacts would continue. 


Q Could you sort out the sequence here? You and 
the Secretary both refer to the removal of foreign forces from 
Lebanon. The U.N. cesolutions you're talking about, I think, 
referred only to Israeli withdrawal. 
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A Yes. 
Q Yet, that language has shown up several times. 
Are we talking about concurrent action here? 
Q "Concurrent" -- do you mean simultaneous? 
Q Yes, or whatever sequence you'd like to deal with. 


A I don't want to suggest to you that it would 
necessarily have to be simultaneous. What I'm suggesting is 
that it seems to us that in order for the authority of the 
central government to be applied throughout Lebanon does in 
fact cequire the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Q Dean, ace the PLO forces included in the cate- 
gory of foreign forces? 


A I would suggest to you in that context that the 
Palestinians who would cemain in Lebanon would, obviously, 
have to be subservient to the central authority of the 


Lebanese Government. 


Q Are we discussing ways of strengthening the 
Lebanese Government with that government directly? Is Mr. 
Habib imminently going to arcive in Beirut? | 


A Mc. Habib is in Beirut. 
@) In Beirut. 


A Yes. 


Q What is the purpose of that? Is that to 
discuss strengthening the government? 


7 Cleacly, that is an objective that we would 
hope to see accomplished. If Ambassador Habib can be useful 
in promoting that process, then that would be -- 


Q Does he intend to continue the shuttle, then? 
I mean, if he can further that process, will he go back to 


Iscael? 


A I can't really predict at this point, John, 
what Ambassador Habib's future movements will be. 


Q Is he actually in Beirut? The wires said he 
was in Damascus. | 


A I am informed -- and we've double-checked -- 
that he is in Beirut. 
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Q Did he fly in or did he drive in? 


A I have no information on that. 

Q Dean, can I come back to my original question 
again? 

A Yes. 

Q Do we want the Israelis to withdraw before a’ 


arccangement is made for the withdrawal of other foreign forces 
from Lebanon? 


A Hank, we want the Israelis to withdraw in the 
context of the U.N. resolution calling for Israeli withdrawal. 


Q Aren't you interpreting that resoltuion to call 
for the withdrawal of all foreign forces? 


A I'm simply reiterating what the Secretary said 
yesterday as a movement which would be desirable, if not 
essential, in the achievement of Lebanese authority throughout 


the country. 


Q The U.N. cesolution doesn't say anything about 
the withdrawal of any forces other than those of Israel. I 
don't quite understand what -- 


A I don't believe that I said that it did. 


Q Well, you answered the question, as I 
undecstand it, by Hank who asked if the U.S. wanted Israel to 
withdraw before the withdrawal of the other forces or everybody. 
And you answered about the U.N. resolution. 


A Yes, that's correct. But I do not wish to 
leave the impression that I'm misleading you about what the 
U.N. resolution calls for. What I am trying to emphasize is 
that we feel that the withdrawal of all foreign elements from 
Lebanon is essential in order to achieve the authority of the 
centcal government throughout the country. 


Q Could you address again in a way that I could 
get a little clearer in my mind the question which Mr. 
Tcewhitt asked, whether the United States wishes Israel to 
withdraw now or wishes it to wait for all foreign forces to 


withdcaw? 


A We obviously, continue to support the objec- 
tives of the U.N. Resolution calling for Israeli withdrawal, 


which we supported. 
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Q But do you condition that on the withdrawal of 
others? 


A I am not conditioning it on anything. I am 
Simply saying again that we feel the withdrawal of all foreign 
elements is essential to the achievement of Lebanese authority 
throughout the country. 


Q How could you explain that you want to support 
the central government of Lebanon while you have the Israeli 
acmed forces 300 yards from the Presidential palace? And I am 
asking, ace you in consultation with whatever cemains of the 
centcal government in Lebanon to ask them to persist on your 
new interpretation of the cease-fire orc the Security Council 
Resolution 509? 


This bcings us back to another interpretation of the 
cease-fice, which was last yeac, when they expanded it. 


A As I indicated, Ambassador Habib did arrive 
today for meetings with Lebanese leaders, so clearly it will 
be discussed with those leaders while he is present. 


Q Dean, I am puzzled by your use of the words 
"Lebanese leaders." Are you making an effort to avoid saying 
the Lebanese Government? I gather there has been some change 
in the govecnment this morcning. 


i Yes. There was a ceport that the President had 
formed something called the National Salvation Committee. Our 
position with respect to that is that, consistent with its 
tcaditional long-standing policy, the United States supports 
all developments which could enhance the prospects for the 
unity, sovereignty, and territorial integrity of Lebanon. To 
this end, we welcome such steps. 


Q Ace you dealing with this Committee as the new 
government? 


A You'ce asking me a technical question here as 
to whether orc not it constitutes a new government as such. I 
can't say that from this podium because I haven't tried to 
pacse precisely what it means to establish a National 
Salvation Committee. 


Q But you're welcoming it, aren't you? 


A Yes, I said that we welcome such steps. 
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Q Dean, what is the Department's view on the U.N. 
mandate which expires on Saturday? Should it be renewed? 


A Clearly, this is one subject that we are 
studying at the moment. As you know, there are a number of 
options that have been discussed about what type of force 
should be established in southern Lebanon. That certainly is 


one of then. 


Until the situation clarifies in terms of what the 
United Nations will be addressing, I don't want to prejudge 
precisely what our position will be. 


Q Is part of Ambassador Habib's mission to try to 
prevent the Israeli forces’ entering the city of Beirut? 


x I don't want to go into any specific aspects of 
the discussions that Ambassador Habib will be having. I think 
I addressed the overall thrust of your question when I said we 
continue to hope that the resolutions calling for Israeli 


withdrawal will be carcried out. 


Q Dean, TASS has reported that the Soviet Union's 
vital interests may be involved, and they have demanded that Israel 
withdraw. Do you have any comment on that? It came over 


Reuter. 


oy Yes, I saw the report on the wire, but I do not 
have any specific response to give you on that. 


I would point out that much of the Soviet rhetoric 
on the Lebanon crisis, particularly its charges that the 
United States has been in collusion with the Israelis, has been 
both groundless and inflammatory. As the Secretary said 
yesterday, “Soviet actions in the crisis thus far have been 
relatively cautious, and we are hopeful that the Soviets will 
use their influence in the area in a responsible manner to 
help reduce tensions." 


Q What is the schedule for a meeting between the 
Secretary and the Soviet Foreign Minister? 


A No date oc time thet I can give you today, 
John. 


Q Do you know when the Secretary will be going up 
to New York? 


A Not for certain. Most probably Thursday, but 
it's not absolutely firm yet. 
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Q I would just like to get one thing straight. 
Habib is seeing this National Salvation Committee? 


- I said he was seeing the leaders of the 
Lebanese Government. 


Q And you don't -- 


A I'm not trying to make a distinction here. 
It's just that I've only seen fragmentary reports of the for- 
mation of the National Salvation Committee. 


Q This Committee includes people who are not mem- 
bers of the government -- Walid Junblat, Bashirc Jumayyil. 


A Yes, I understand that, yes. 
Q So, he’s not seeing them? 


A No, I'm not saying he's not seeing them. I 
said he was seeing leaders of Lebanon, but I don't have a list 
of those people with whom he will be discussing this. 


Q Are the Soviets now resupplying the Syrians? 


4 Thece is nothing I can offer you on that, 
nothing I can share with you on that today other than to 
stcess that we have continued to urge the Soviets to show 


cestcaint. 


Q Dean, there is a report out of Beirut that the 
U.S. Embassy has said that ships there will evacuate, as 
well as Americans, otherc people but not acmed Palestinians. 
Does that mean American ships will evacuate other arcmed 


people? 


A I haven*t seen that cepoct. 


Q It's on the wires. Do you know what the policy 
is about whom the ships would evacuate, apart from U.S. 
nationals? 


A I've not heacd of any suggestion that they were 
thece for any pucpose other than the evacuation of U.S. 
nationals, if it should become necessary. 


Q Dean, you leave me with the impression that the 
United States is now agreeing that Iscaeli troops should -- 
that he is in Beirut. 
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in other words, that this government is now supporting the 
Iscaeli position in that there is no rceal pressure on Israel 
to withdraw immediately. Is that the correct impression that 


you mean to leave? 


A I don't want to put it quite the way you did. 
I prefer to put it the way I did, which is that we, of course, 
continue to subscribe to the purposes of the U.N. Resolution 
calling for Iscaeli withdrawal. But again, as the Secretary 
said yestecday, at the same time we feel that in order for 
there to be established strong central governmental authority 
throughout Lebanon, that all foreign elements should also be 


withdrawn. 


Q How does that position differ from the Israeli 
official position? 


A I can't give you a point-by-point comparison of 
the two positions. All I can do is to try to articulate our 
position with cespect to it. 


Q Dean, that effort could take several weeks, 
pechaps several months. Is that what you mean to imply, that 
if it takes several months to strengthen the central govern- 
ment to the point where the Israeli forces can withdraw, that 
in that interval the United States has no objection to 
Iscaeli forces cemaining in Lebanon? 


h Again, you'ce trying to put it slightly 
differently than I did. I prefer to acticulate it to you in 


the way that I did. 


Q Let me ask you this question: Is the United 
States, in addition to the Habib mission, preparced to under- 
take a majoc diplomatic effort to strengthen the central 
govecnment involving perhaps a trip by the Secretary or -- 


A There ace no present plans for the Secretary to 
travel to the cegion. Of course, we will do what we can in 
ordec to accomplish these objectives. 


Q Dean, when and why did you adopt the position 
that you, just now, and the Seccetary laid out yesterday? 
I ask that because last week the Spokesman cepeatedly said, 
when asked what we wanted in the Lebanese crisis, that we 
wanted the withdcawal of the Iscaeli troops and a cease-fire. 
Now thece is this new condition that we want those two things 
plus the withdcawal of all foreign forces. When did that 


become ouc position? 
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A It's not a condition. It's simply an attempt 
on my pact to again express to you what we feel are necessary 
ingredients in the achievement of the strengthened central 
authority of the Lebanese Government. 


¢] But that wasn't an element in the crisis though. 


A I don't see that is inconsistent with our sup- 
port of the U.N. Resolution calling for Israeli troop 
withdcawal. 


Q I'm not saying it is. I'm just saying that 
eacly in this crisis there was no mention of that, and now there 
is. I'm wondecing why the switch. 


A Well, it's an evolving situation. 


Q Dean, howevec, it is a condition that the 
Iscaelis have stipulated as a pre-condition for theic -- 


My That's cight. 


Q It is a condition which the Israelis have 
stipulated that there must be Syrian withdrawal before there 
would be any pullback. So you are accepting, therefore, if 
the Iscaelis ace to withdcaw, that the Sycians must precede 
them? 


hy No, I didn't say that, and I do not accept the 
suggestion that it is necessarily a condition for Israeli 
withdrawal. 


Q But do you accept that it is a condition that 
the Iscaelis have stipulated? You don't quibble with that, do 
you? 


A That the Iscaelis have said this? No, I do not 
quibble with that. 
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Qo Does not one follow from the other, then? If 
it's an Iscaeli precondition and you go along with the idea 
that the Israelis will withdraw? 


A But I think we're prepared here and capable 
of making up our own minds and making our own determinations 
about what is the policy we should pursue with cespect to 
that area. 


Q Ace the nationalist forces in Lebanon and 


the leftist movement in Lebanon supporting the PLO supposed 
to be also foreign troops to be withdrawn from Lebanon? 


4 You're speaking here of nationalist Lebanese? 


Q Yes. 


No. I would not apply that yardstick to 
then. 


Q And if they are carrying arms? 


A If they are carrying acms, then our position 
would be that they should make themselves subservient to the 
central Lebanese governmental authority. 


Q Follow up on that. Does the U.S. see any 
mechanism for trying to keep the arms out of that area? How 
far along have we gotten on plans for a demilitarized area? 


A You're speaking here of southern Lebanon? 


A I'm sorry. I guess I'm confusing two things. 
All cight. I'm speakiny of the demilitarized area and also 
do we have any plan to keep the acms out of Palestinians or 


PLO members who stay in Lebanon? 


A I think that's a bit premature for me to try 
to address in any specific terms. 


Q Do you think there's a possibility, though? 
Do you see any possibility of keeping arms away from the 
Palestinians? 


A Again, I would have to say that it's prema- 
ture to try to give you any specific answer to how that 
might be accomplished other than to reiterate that we advo- 
cate the application of central Lebanese authority 
thcoughout the country. 
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Q What is the definition of "foreign forces"? 
Just Israelis and Syrians? Is that it? 


A A definition of "foreign forces"? I think 
it's quite cleac from what I've said that essentially that's 


coccect. 


Q How about the Palestinians? Does the U.S. 
have an alternative place for them other than Lebanon? 


A I said the Palestinians who cemain in Lebanon 
should be prepared to accept the authority of the central 
Govecnment of Lebanon. 


Q But you're not including in “foreign forces," 
obviously, the UNIFIL? The Norcwegians, Nigerians and 
others. 


A No, no. Not at all. 


Q You twice said that you support the objec- 
tives and the purposes of the U.N. Security Council Resolu- 
tions. Do you still support the specific language of those 
cesolutions? As I rcecall, one of them called for an uncon- 


ditional Israeli withdrawal. 


A I don't have the language of the resolution 
hece before me. Quite clearly, since we voted for the rceso- 
lutions, we continue to support them. 


Q You said you supported the objectives, and I 
can see supporting the objectives, but you said the language 
has been ovectaken by events. 


A I'm not trying to suggest to you we're 
dcawing back from our support of the resolutions. 


Q Yestecday the Secretary said the 
Administration hasn't given serious consideration to pro- 
viding U.S. troops for any peacekeeping force. 


Has that position changed? Is there now serious 
consideration? 


A No. Nothing fundamental has changed in that 
respect in the past 24 hours. 


Q No secious consideration of using U.S. forces 
in southern Lebanon? 


ll 


A I would stick with what the Secretary said on 
that yesterday. 


C Again, the foreign elements are -- can you 
please state them to us? Who are the foreign elements in 
Lebanon? 


A I said that I think it was clear from what I 
had said earlier who they are. 
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¢) Can you, please -- I wasn't here -- can you 
state who they are? 


A I just cesponded to that question. 


Q I mean, the PLO is considered a foreign 
element? Is that one of the foreign elements in Lebanon? 


Bat S 


A I said the Palestinians in the country should 
abide by the authority of the central Lebanese Government. 


ei 
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¢) Assuming that's what the Lebanese Government 
wants oc the future Lebanese Government or is this U.S. 
position? 


A This is the U.S. position on that point. I 
can't speak for the Lebanese Government. 


Q So it would be left for the Lebanese 
Government to decide if they want the Palestinians or the 
PLO out of Lebanon or not? 
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A We wouldn't presume to try to dictate to the 
Lebanese Government how it should address that question. 


Q Can you tell us what is the United States’ 
attitude orc policy towards the question of renewal of the 
mandate of UNIFIL which expires this coming Saturday? 


A I was asked that question earlier. I said 
that we would address that at the time the issue arises in 
the United Nations. 


Q Do you expect the Secretary while he's this 
week in New York to meet with Prime Minister Begin? 


A I'll have to look into that. I don't know 
what the schedule calls for in respect to that at the 
moment. 
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Q Is it the U.S. position that Israeli forces 
should stay out of Beirut? 


A I don't want to be drawn into a kind of an 
oréerc of battle assessment here. I think it's clear when I 
say that we continue to support the U.N. resolution calling 
for Israeli withdrawal that that means precisely what it 


says. 


Q Has the Secretary received a more up-to-date 
briefing of what the Israeli objectives are from the 
Iscaelis since his return to Washington? 


A Since he's returned to Washington, he has 
been in touch with Israeli officials. Yes. 


Q Can you tell us what's been taking place in 
the last -- well, since yesterday when the Secretary spoke 
on television regarding U.S. contacts with the various 


parties. 


As you know, he said that people had been up all 
night -- I think he implied he had -- the night before in 
trying to keep the truce operation on the rails. And then 
yesterday, as I'm suce you'ce aware, there was a lot more 
fighting acound Beirut and in that genecal area. 


Has the United States continued to be active and 
what position have we been taking and what have we been 
doing cegacding the continuing fighting in that area? 


A We've obviously been very active, and par- 
ticularly Ambassador Habib. From here we have been in com- 
munication with ouc Embassies throughout the cegion, and 
thece has been dicect communication with certain parties 
concecned with the situation as well. 


Q Will there be any delay in sending the F-16 
sale proposal to the Hill? 


A I have no information to give you. 
Q It's supposed to be up there today. 


A I have no information to give you on that at 
this time. 


Q Lebanese police authorities now say that 
there ace about 10,000 dead and 16,000 wounded. 
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Do you have any observation of that number? Does 
it seem realistic to you based on what you know? 


A It's awfully difficult to try and make an 
assessment of numbers of casualties, and I guess I prefer 
not to try to be drawn into what would have to be a guessing 
game at this point. 


Q I understand, Mc. Fischerc, that the United 
States Government is supporting the United Nations Security 
Council Resolution which calls for an Israeli withdrawal. 


But could you tell me, does the United States 
Government support the mopping up operation against the PLO? 


A Again, I don't want to be in a position here 
of having to support or deny certain actions. I would ceferc 
you back to what I said earlier about our continuing support 
for the U.N. Resolution, and to depact from that, it seems 
to me, would be to invite all kinds of questions that I 
would find increasingly difficult to answer. 


Q Is there any expectation that the United 
States might make a proposal or might be able to make enough 
progress to get an alternative force into place in Lebanon 
that would not require the UNIFIL mandate to be extended? 


a I can't predict that at this time. 


Q Is it possible? I mean, is it within the 
cealm of possibilities? 


A That such a force could be created? 
@) Yes. 
A The answec is I don't know. I can't predict 


what may evolve in the next few days in that particular 
cespect. 


Q Has the Secretary been able to persuade the 
French battalion to cefrain from withdrawing? I understand 
that they are talking today about getting out. 


a I am not aware of any imminent move of that 
nature. 


Q Is there still a link between Israeli 
withdrawal and Syrian withdrawal to a mechanism that would 
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cease to allow Lebanon to become a launching pad? A link. 
Inextricably linked was the word. 


A A withdrawal by both Israeli and Syrian 


forces? 
0 Yes. 
A No. I'm not aware of any such link. 
Q Maybe you could answer this question: Is the 


Sixth Fleet in the Meditercanean -- is it underc the direct 
ocdecs of the United States or is it under the orders of 
Iscael? Because according to the -- 


A It is undec the dircect orders of the United 
States. 


Q Because according to news reports it was 
ordered, the Sixth Fleet, not to take anybody but Americans, 
according to AP wire story which was before the briefing. 


I'm just wondering about who is cunning the show 
in the area there. 


A I think I answered your question. 


Q Another topic in the Middle East. Do you 
have anything on the death of -- 


Q Can we stick on this for one more point? I 
want to follow up an earlier answer of yours. Somebody 
brought up the point that there are 10,000 killed, esti- 
mated, and 16,000 casualties. You mentioned that you don't 
want to get into an estimation game and then moved on. 


How does the United States see this? Is this just 
the price of progress in the Middle East or what? 


A Of course, we would never characterize it as 
the price of progress. We find it deplorable that violence 
should take the lives of so many people, and we have stated 
this consistently. 


Q The Washington Post had a story, I think 





Satucday, quoting Israeli sources and saying that 
Palestinian prisoners would not be treated as prisoners of 


wac but as tercrocists. 
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Do you have any confirmation or denial of those 
reports, and what is the Department's opinion as to how 
those prisoners should be treated? 


A I have no confirmation or denial, and I do 
not have any position I can give you regarding that today. 


Q What's the status of the Department's 
investigation into whether U.S.-supplied arms were used in 
this operation? 


ns We are looking into it. 


Q Do you know when the investigation might be 
completed? 


Bh No. There's no deadline that I can suggest 
to you today. 


Q What are you looking into? Whether arms have 
crossed the border or whether they are legitimate use of 
U.S. arms? 


A The legitimate use of U.S. arms. 


Q The authorities in Lebanon say that 
up until now there is complete, total destruction of 
apartment buildings and infrastructure -- not necessarily 
PLO infrastructure -- and that the mounting casualties is 
unbelievable, including Palestinians and Lebanese. 


Do you think that this is Mr. Sharon's 
final solution to the Palestinian problem with Mr. Begin? 


A I've addressed the question put in a number 
of different ways, and I would hope by this time that our 
position with respect to the fighting and the violence is 


guite clear to you. 


Q Can we have a filing break? 


A Filing break? Sure. 


Q You've conficmed the rceports that the Israeli 
special committee of the cabinet gave to Mr. Habib -- I 
guess it was on Saturday -- their position regarding the 
reguicements for withdrawal from Lebanon? 
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A I'm not going to conficm it. I don't want to 
address the specifics of Ambassadoc Habib's discussions with 
the Israeli officials. 


Q Do you have anything on the death of King 
Khalid? 


A Nothing specific I can offer you today. As 
you know, the Administration, the President, has offered 
condolences, and I believe the White House today announced 
the composition of the U.S. Delegation which will be going 
to Saudi Arabia to pay rcespects and to express condolences. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Vietnamese 
offer on television here to send all its political detainees 
here? 


A This was the CBS "Sixty Minutes" program? 


Yes. As Ministec Thach certainly knows, 
Vietnamese may leave theic country for cesettlement in the 
United States in a legal mannec through the Orderly Depar- 
ture Program negotiated with the SRV by the United Nations 


HCR. 


Many Vietnamese now held in ce-education camps 
probably would be eligible for consideration and many have 
been accepted for this program because of theirc special ties 
to the United States, but Hanoi has not issued them exit 


pecmits. 


The State Department added that it had signified 
to the Vietnamese that the United States is willing to 
ceceive up to 1,000 eligible refugees a month under the 
Ocdecly Departure Program. 


Q On another subject, have you heard anything 
about a coup in Ecuador? 


A Thece have been cumors, as I understand it. 
I would point out that United States’ support for Ecuador's 
democratic institutions is longstanding and well known. 


We strongly supported the restoration of democracy 
in 1979, and we are very much opposed to any attempt to 
violate Ecuador's constitutional processes. 
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Our support for the present government, which was 
chosen in a free election, remains firn. 


Q So you don't know if there is one or -- 


A No. Other than the cumors, I don't have any 
information beyond that. 


Q Do you have any comment on a report out the 
Vatican that President Galtieri has sent a message to the 
Pope, saying that the Argentines are willing to accede to an 
immediate cease-fire and withdrawal of troops from both 


sides? 


A No. I have no comment on it other than to 
acknowledge that I saw the report. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #97 


TUESDAY, JUNE 15, 1982, 12:39 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements for you today. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony Of Robert Hormats, the Assistant Secretary for Economic 
Affairs, before the House Banking Committee, Subcommittee on 
International Development, Institutions and Finance. The 
subject is "U.S. Participation in the Multilateral 


Development Banks." 


Secondly, at 4:00 p.m. today in the Exhibition 
Hall of the State Department, the Secretary will host a small 
reception to commemorate the 200th anniversary of the Great 
Seal of the United States of America which officially occurs 


on Sunday, June 20. 


After remarks by the Secretary, Postmaster General 
William F. Bolger will present the first-day cover com- 
memorative envelope of the Great Seal to Secretary Haig. 
General Arthur Hansen, who is the General Counsel of the 
U.S. Capitol Historical Society, will present the Secretary 
with the Society's 1982 medal which features the Seal on one 


side. 


The Secretary will then affix the Great Seal to an 
official document. There will be a photo opportunity as the 
Secretary affixes the Seal. 


Q Piling break? 
(Laughter) 

A Filing break. 
Q Is that it? 


A That's it for the announcements. 


Q That's all we can take. SGefore we go on to 
various wars and other situations, the Soviet Fureign 
Minister at the U.N. today pledged that the Soviet Union 
would not be the first to use nuclear weapons. 
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Is that seen by the United States to be either new 
or significant? 





A I only have a press report on that. Strictly 
off the top of my head, it strikes me that this has been 
stated before by the Soviets, but I‘*ve not had a chance to 
consult with anybody on that. 


Q Then moving on to Lebanon, but also New York, 
does the Secretary plan to see Prime Minister Begin up 
there? 


A At present there are no plans for him to see 
Prime Minister Begin in New York. 


Q Will he be seeing anybody up there in regard 
to the Lebanese crisis? 


A At the moment, as I recall his schedule, the 
answer is no. 


Q Could you give us the schedule? 
A No. I cannot today. I don't have it with 


Q On the Lebanese crisis in general, can you 
tell us what's going on, what the United States is doing, 
and what are chances for a ceasefire? 


A That's a pretty general question. Let me try 
to address it by focusing upon the situation around Beirut, 
if I may. 


We remain very concerned about reports of con- 
tinued fighting and troop movements in spite of the cease- 
fire declarations of the various parties. 


As the Secretary said yesterday, we have been 
assured that Israel has no intention of occupying Beirut, 
and we anticipate that Israeli forces will not take this 


step. 


We trust that none of the parties will do anything 
to contravene their stated intention to observe a ceasefire. 


Q Does the movement of troops viloate the 
ceasefire? 





A A movement of troops per se? 


| Q Yes. The Israelis have said that they might 
za want to improve their positions. 


A Yes, I understand. I don't know that I am 


in 
a position to tell you explicitly that troop movement per se 
violates a ceasefire, but in my statement I did say that we 
remain very concerned, not only about continued fighting but 


also about troop movements. 


Q The Secretary did say yesterday that he has 
been assured that the Israelis would not occupy Beirut. 
Does that mean and does he understand that to mean also that 
they wouldn't go into Beirut and then come out directly? 


can Foreign 


A I can't speak for the Secretary's 
understanding in any way that goes beyond the statement I 


just gave you. 


Q Can you speak to the general question of 
whether we have sought an assurance that the Israelis would 
not go into Beirut and then come out? Whether in fact we 


have gotten such an assurance? 


A Rather than respond to your question that 
explicitly, I think that the statement I gave you really 
covers our attitude with respect to the ceasefire encom- 
passing troop movements as well as continued fighting. 
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Q So you agree that it leaves open the possibi- 
lity for a surgical strike into Beirut? 


A No. I'm not suggesting that at all. I'm 


suggesting to you that the statement I gave you is quite 
clear, and there shouldn't be any doubt about our attitude 


with respect to it. 


Q Just to make it even more clear, when you say 
"the ceasefire," you're talking about the ceasefire bet- 
ween Syria and Israel? 


A No, no. Not at all. If you want to be suf- 
ficiently broad, we are obviously hopeful that ceasefires 
between Syria and Israel, and Israel and the PLO are 


honored. 


Q To be a little more precise about this, there 
have been reports from Israel suggesting that commando probes 
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into the city to capture or otherwise dispose of the PLO 
leadership might still be in the offing, and I don't think 
anything you've said covers that. 


A It seems to me that when I say that we are 
concerned about reports of continued fighting and troop 
movements, that it covers just about every possible con- 
tingency you can think of. 


Q But that doesn't answer the question as to 
whether we've been assured that the Israelis won't go in 
with troops and then carry out their raids and to come back 
out of Beirut. 


A If that's your question, then obviously I'm 
not going to go into any diplomatic discussions we've had 
with the Israelis. 


Q I think that the question -- that is the 
question, and what you're leaving us with is the impression 
that the Secretary and the United States Government don't 
mind if the Israelis do that. 


A How can you reach that impression when I say 
we remain very concerned about these reports of continued 
fighting and movement of troops? 


Q Because you've been concerned about it since 
the very first day that this fighting broke out, but you've 
never done anything about it. Being concerned doesn't 
resolve the issue. 


A I'm not suggesting it necessarily does, but 
it certainly reflects our attitude with respect to it. 


Q Have we asked the Israelis not to do it? 


A Again, I have to say that I'm not going to 
get into the details of our diplomatic discussins with the 
Israelis. 


Q Would the United States deplore Israeli 
commando raids inside Beirut at this time? 


A I'm not going to go beyond the statement I've 
given you on this. 


Q Can I try to fill in one gap in this? It 
seems to me that you say that the Israelis have assured us 
that they are not going to occupy Beirut. 


A Yes. 


Q That would imply some kind of, presumably, 


long-term presence. You say that you're opposed to troop 
movements which theoretically would keep them out of Beirut 


in the first place. 


Is there a gap in there, in your judgment, about 
the U.S. position on that? 
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A If so, it is certainly not intentional. 


Q How about the use of American arms in this 


A How about it? We are looking into -- 
Q Are they legal? 

A We're looking into that. 

Q 


Have you said anything to the Israelis about 
the use of U.S. arms in Lebanon so far? 


A Again, I don't want to get into a situation 
where I'm discussing the details of what we have been 
talking with the Israelis about. 


Q There is a perception -- I think it's quite 
broad -- that if the United States does not make clear its 
position about the arms -- American arms -- that are being 
used there, the United States is consenting on their use? 
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Is this correct, incorrect, or how would you deal 


> 


with it? 


A Clearly, I can't address myself to other 
people's perceptions. All I can do is to repeat that we 
are looking into it as to whether or not American law may 
have been violated. 


Q Just to follow up on arms: Will there be a 
delay in the formal notification about the F-16 sales? 


A My understanding from the White House is that 
the President will make a determination about the timing of 
the notification. 
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Q Is the United States any closer now to 
deciding its position on an extension of the UNIFIL force in 
Lebanon or, alternatively, on the question of some other 
kind of multinational force to be organized? 


A As you know, the United States has been a 
supporter of UNIFIL. We feel that UNIFIL has played an 
important role in maintaining the fragile cease-fire on the 
Israeli-Lebanon border over the past four years. 


Given current uncertainties, we believe it is pru- 
dent to extend UNIFIL when its mandate comes up before the 
Security Council this week. 


Its mandate must not be allowed to lapse at this 
critical juncture. Looking beyond such an extension, we 
believe that a peacekeeping arrangement will be a necessary 
ingredient in bringing about an Israeli withdrawal in accor- 
Gance with Resolutions 508 and 509. 


Q Could you say how long the United States 
would like to see the mandate extended for? 


A No. I can't help you on that. 


enn*e a. P — do you mean by “looking beyond"? I 
on't quite follow. 


A That sentence, I think, relates to whatever 
extension the United Nations Security Council should decide 
upon for the mandate of UNIFIL. 


Q Has the U.S. or is it in the process of 
notifying the other members of the Security Council of this 
position that you just stated? 


A I'm sure that we are in the process of doing 
that. Yes. 


Q Do you know whether the Russians are disposed 
to agree to the extension of UNIFIL? 


A I do not. 


Q Could you read that last line, please? That 
mandate, peacekeeping mechanism, whatever? 


A I said, looking beyond such an extension we 
believe that a peacekeeping arrangement will be a necessary 


reign 
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ingredient in bringing about an Israeli withdrawal in accor- 
dance with Resolutions 508 and 509. 


Q Do you mean a peackeeping arrangement beyond 
UNIFIL? 


A Not necessarily. I'm not suggesting to you 
that we would necessarily go in th+ direction. ) 


Q Does this now mean that we will be content to 
have only UNIFIL? 


A It doesn't mean that either. There are a 
number of options under consideration. 


Q Does this mean that it will be necessary in 
our opinion that guarantees that Palestinians not move back 
into the occupied areas before we think it will be necessary 
for the Israelis to withdraw? 


A The Secretary addressed himself to that sub- 
ject on Sunday. I have nothing to add to what he said then. 


Q You said a number of options are being looked 
into. Could you address the question cf whether the United 
States would be prepared to contribute to some peacekeeping 
arrangement in the form of troops that could go into the 
Lebanese buffer zone? 


A I think it's premature to speculate on that. 


Q Were you in touch with the Soviets regarding 
their latest statements regarding Lebanon, and what's your 
reaction to those statements? 


B To my knowledge we have not been in touch 
with the Soviets. You're referring, I trust, to the TASS 
statement of yesterday? 


Q Yes. 


A As far as I know, we have not been in touch 
with the Soviets since that statement appesred. As to reac- 
tion to it, I think I addressed that ye: ’e 


In general terms, let me say this. Obviously, 
such Soviet statements as indicated by yesterday's are not 
helpful in our view to efforts to promote a cease-fire and a 
lasting solution for the problems of Lebanon. 
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In addition, the allegations of United States 
collusion in the Israeli attack and of our intention to par- 
ticipate in a division of Lebanon are completely false and 
are clearly designed to serve Soviet propaganda objectives. 


Q Did you say that yesterday? 
A No. But I said something similar. 


Q Does the United States favor an increase 
in the size of UNIFIL or favor considering an increase in 


the size of UNIFIL? 


A I don't want to go beyond suggesting to you 
today that we feel at this time that the mandate should be 
extended. Questions about its size, geographic composition, 
etc., have to await the deliberations at the U.N. 


Q Do you know what the present size of the 
force is? 

A I'd have to check it. My recollection is 
that it's somewhere between 7000-8000 men, but that ought to 
be checked. 


Q What would the United States' attitude be 
toward the participation of the indigenous Christian forces 


in Lebanon in a peacekeeping force? 


A Again, I think it's premature to speculate 
about that. 

Q On the subject of UNIFIL, can you tell me why 
the United States thinks its important and useful to have it 


when it apparently played no role at all in what amounts to 
a takeover of the southern half of Lebanon? 


A I think one has to look at the entire life of 
the UNIFIL force there, and I believe that most independent 
observers would say that it has, in fact, played a useful 


role. 


Q What was that useful role? 


A To act as a kind of buffer between opposing 
forces. 


Q You don't mean to make a roll-back from what 
the Secretary had to say in Europe, do you, that the UNIFIL 
mandate needs to be strengthened? 
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A Not at all. I don't think that was the 
question I was asked, about whether or not it should be 
strengthened. I didn‘t want to try to be precise about how 
large it should be or what is the geographic area that it 
should be assigned to be responsible for. 


Q Would the U.S. be opposed to it being 
strengthened? 


A No. Not at all. 


Q A moment ago you talked about -- a question 
was raised about Israel getting F-l6s. You said something 
about the President will make the determination on timing 
and notification. 


Is that routine or is that a new something you're 
telling us or what? 


A Is it routine? 


Q Is it routine that the President does this 
and the planes are either authorized to go or not go, or is 
there something in what you're saying that I'm missing? 


A I believe it's customary for the President to 
make such a determination. 


Q But the question is that an informal notifi- 
cation was sent to Congress 21 days ago, and the practice 
has been almost without change that after that some 20 
days a formal letter goes to the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee and the House Foreign Affairs Committee. 


Yesterday that letter was not sent, and you're 
saying now the President will make that determination. 
There's a strong suggestion here you're holding up the sale 
-- holding up the notification, excuse me. Is that true? 


A What can I say other than that the President 
will determine when it will go forward. 


Q You're saying when, or when or whether? 


A When the notification to the Congress will go 
forward. 


Q Isn't that notification, to the best of your 
knowledge, late now? 
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A What do you mean? Late in the sense that 
Bernie Gwertzman's question that the informal notification 


period has expired? 
Q Yes. 


A I don't want to suggest to you that it is 
late; I am simply saying that the President will determine 
when it will go forward -- the formal notification. : 


Q Senator Percy has said that he has informed 
Secretary Haig that it would not be a timely move now to go 
forward with that sale. Do ycu have any response? 


A Yes. I believe he said that Sunday. 


Q Do you have any response to his statement 
specifically? 


A No. 
-- MORE -- 


e 
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Q Dean, yesterday you welcomed the establishment 
of what was called a National Salvation Council. 


A Yes. 


Q This Council hasn't worked out. Have you any 
comment on that? 


A No. 


Q Are Habib's meetings in Beirut confined to the 
President and the Prime Minister? 


A I can't give you a checklist of people that he 
has been seeing. Ambassador Habib is remaining in Beirut. 
He is continuing to hold discussions with Lebanese leaders. 


Q Dean, in a general sense, about 19 days have 
passed since the Israelis crossed the border into southern 
Lebanon. Could you describe exactly what the American posi- 
tion on this is? Are we neutral? 


A Of course, we're not neutral. We supported 
the two Resolutions, as you will recall -- 508 and 509 -- 
calling for a cease-fire and Israeli withdrawal. And to 
reiterate, our position is consistent with those two Resolu- 
tions whose goals are, as I just mentioned, withdrawal and a 
cease fire, both in Lebanon and across the Lebanon-Israeli 


border. 


Obviously, the achievement of these goals implies 
that there be no return to the status quo ante, and that 
appropriate structures be created to organize and maintain 
implementation of the Resolutions. We are working with the 
Lebanese Government and other governments to implement these 
Resolutions as promptly as possible. We urge that everyone 
support current efforts such as the mission of Ambassador 


Habib to achieve this goal. 
Q Where is he now? 
A He is in Beirut. 


Q Did the Syrian President refuse to see him 
yesterday? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 


Q He was in Damascus, but he -- 


A Yes, but I'm not sure he stayed in Damascus 
longer than to transit it. As you know, he did see President 
Assad on previous trips to Damascus. 


12 


‘Q But on this -- 


—_ A ‘I don't think he had any intention of talking 
os to Syrian leaders yesterday. 


Q I want co get back to the question about whether 
we are neutral. You pointed out, in answer to the question, 
that we supported the U.N. Resolutions. Are you trying to 
suggest that we oppose the Israeli invasion of Lebanon? ‘ 


gn 


A Of course, I think that the U.N. Resolutions 
and the language of them give you a very clear picture of 
our position with respect to the Israeli invasion. 


Q Then, is the answer to my question that we 
oppose the Israeli invasion? 


A Rather than put it precisely in your words, I 
prefer to say to you that we support the purposes of the two 
resolutions. 


Q Does support for the resolution imply that the 
United States wishes that the invasion had never taken place? 


A I understand the question. I'm just not going 
to go beyond what I gave you On our support for the 
resolutions. 


Q Dean, does the United States not believe, 
though, that there is a unique opportunity in light of the 
invasion to proceed with the peace process in some form or 
fashion? 
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A A unique opportunity? 
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Q -- or some possibility that would not have 
existed otherwise? I'm not saying you're gleeful, but is 
there some opportunity now to achieve some goals that might 
not have been achievable had this invasion not occurred? 


A I refer you again to what the Secretary said 
on this yesterday, namely, that perhaps there will be an 
opportunity -- a "catalyst" I think is the word he used -- 
to proceed with the peace process, if and when central 
governmental authority is restored throughout Lebanon. 


Q Dean, why is the Secretary not seeing Prime 
Minister Begin in New York? 


A It was never scheduled. 
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Q Is the Prime Minister still scheduled to see 
President Reagan here in Washington? 


A We're hopeful that that meeting will take 
place. 


Q Will Secretary Haig see Prime Minister Begin 
at any point, here in Washington? 


A There is nothing I can give you at this point 
as to whether he will or will not. 


Q There have been a couple of reports about 
Soviet ship movements in the Mediterranean or an increased 
state of alert in the Black Sea. Do you have anything to say 
on that? Are you satisfied with the current state of readi- 
ness of the Soviet navy? 


A Satisfied about the state of Soviet readiness? 
I don't think is for me to comment on. I will say that 
Soviet naval deployments and military activity in the 
Mediterranean remain at normal levels. As usual, most of 
their ships are in the eastern Mediterranean. 


Q Dean, is the U.S. doing anything toward huma- 
nitarian relief. That was mentioned yesterday by the 
Secretary. Can you give us any specifics? 


A With respect to Lebanon? 
Q To Lebanon. 


A Yes, but I don't have the specifics with me 
today. We have it in the Press Office, do we not? 


You put out the 25 million. 
Yes, that's what I'm referring to. 


Is that all that is now being contemplated? 


rr Oo F ®D 


As far as I know, yes. 


Q Dean, on the Begin meeting with Mr. Reagan, 
you say it's hopeful. But is it not scheduled for Monday? 
Is there some doubt about whether it is actually going to be 
held? 


A It is tentatively scheduled, Bob. 


Q Only tentatively scheduled? I see. 
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A Yes. 
1 Q Why only tentatively? 
A Because that is the way it is scheduled -- 
tentatively. 
| Q There was a message about a week or two weeks 
ago from Ambassador Lewis delivered to Mr. Begin specifying ‘ 


the date, the time, and the location of the meeting, so at 
that time it didn't sound that tentative. It was firmly 
scheduled. 


can Foreign 


A If you have any further questions regarding 
it, I suggest you put them to the White House. 


Anything further on the Middle East? 


Q Yes. Israel has said that the Palestinian 
guerrillas that were captured in Lebanon are not considered 
POWs; they are terrorists. This suggests that they may be 
subject to some kind of ill treatment. 


Number one: Does the United States agree with the 
Israeli position on the status of the captured Palestinians? 
Two, would it collaborate with international bodies such as 
the ICRC to be assured that such possibility of ill treatment 
didn't take place? 
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A I'm sorry I don't have anything for you on 


that. 

Q The Palklands? 

A I'm sorry. Is there one more Middle East? 

Q You mentioned earlier that a Soviet comment 
was not helpful. You made specific reference to U.S. 
collusion. 

A Yes. 


Q What is unhelpful -- I mean, subject to the 
various aspects of it that the Israeli invasion threatens the 
Soviet national interest and that Israel is committing a genocide. 
What is particularly unhelpful, can you tell us, please? 


A Oh, I don't want to parse it beyond what I've 
given you. 
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Q But you did. You said the collusion is not 
helpful. You made a reference to that. What other? Is it 
the reference to risk to Soviet national interest or the war 
on genocide, then? 


A I might just point out by way of passing that 
the Soviets have not supported the Camp David peace process. 


Q Dean, after this cease-fire, unofficial as it 
may be, do you have any comment about the situation in the 
Falklands? 


A I'm sorry. In the Palklands? 
Q Yes. 


A As you may know, the President issued a state- 
ment this morning which I will be glad to pass on to you. 


The United States welcomes the ceasefire which is 
now in place in the Falkland Islands. We hope the tragic 
loss of life which has thus far occurred in this crisis can 
now be brought to an end. For its part, the United States 
continues to stand ready to assist in any way it can to help 
resolve this conflict. 


Q Dean, Prime Minister Thatcher, in Parliament 
today, said that the United States is expected to help in the 
transportation of the captured Argentine troops from the 
Islands and also in the supplying of food. Has the British 
Government formally asked us to do that? If so, are we going 
to participate? 


A Bob, I can't confirm the request that you're 
asking me about. I did note that Ambassador Henderson, when 
he emerged from his meeting with Secretary Haig, made 
reference to the Secretary's willingness to provide humani- 
tarian assistance in connection with the conflict. 


I do not have any details at this point on pre- 
cisely what will be the nature and type of assistance the 
United States might provide. 


Q Dean, Vice President Bush is widely quoted in 
Latin America as having greeted the news of the Argentine 
surrender today with the word “hurray." Do you have anything 
on it? 


A Oh, yes, I saw those reports. I think, if it 
is accurate that the Vice President used the word “hurray," 
it was in response to the information given him that the 
fighting had ceased. 
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Q Are there any plans to lift the various sanc- 
tions that were imposed on April 30 by this government? 


A It's just too early for me to address that, 
Bernie. I don't have any information I can offer you on that 
today. 


Q Do you have anything on whether the United States 
believes, consistent with what the Secretary said two or 
three weeks ago, that Great Britain should be magnanimous in 
victory? 


A Again, I don't want to try to suggest to you 
precisely what will be the next steps in this process other 
than to suggest that we continue to believe that U.N. 

Security Council Resolution 502 provides the basis for a perm 
anent and peaceful settlement. 


Q Dean, have you sought any contact with the 
Argentinians since the cease-fire? 


A As you know, our Ambassador is on station in 
Buenos Aires. I cannot confirm for you specifically that he 
has been in contact with Argentine officials, but he has been 
throughout the crisis. 


Q Dean, is the United States concerned that 
Britain in its continuing responsibilities in that area may 
have to degrade its contributions to NATO, and therefore, 
the United States may be asked to do more? 


A No, I haven't heard that concern expressed by 
anybody up to and including the Secretary. 


Q You know he is quoted as saying that this morning? 
Senator Byrd was reported, after a bi-partisan leadership 
meeting, as saying he asked the Secretary that if Britain 
garrisoned the Islands, would this degrade from Britain's 
contributions to NATO. The Secretary is reported to have 
said yes. 


A I can’t confirm that, Bernie. I haven't seen 
the report. 


Q Filing break 
A Filing break. 


Q Do you have anything about the eventual 
arrangement that can be found to guarantee the independence 
of the Islands afterwards? 


gn 
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A No. Again, I think it's entirely too prema- 


* ture to speculate on what the next steps will be. 


Q At the White House, Speakes was quoted as 
saying in answer to questions, that the United States felt 
it wee up to Britain and Argentina to talk, in the first instance. 
Do you have anything along those lines? The implication was 
that while we are ready to help, we are not coming forth with any 
particular proposals or anything. 


A To my knowledge, I don't think we are coming 
forth with any specific mediating proposals, as such; but I 
just have no details I can offer you today on what our next 
steps will be. 


Q Can you specifically suggest today that the 
British ought to promptly seek some sort of negotiations with 
Argentina? 


A Other than the way I put it, which was in the 
context of Resolution 502, I really have nothing to add to 
that. 


Q Dean, earlier you were asked about the Soviet 
statement at the United Nations regarding the first-use of 
nuclear weapons. You didn't have a specific response because 
it just came in. | 


A That's right. 


Q If you have one in the course of the after- 
noon, some position as to what the United States thinks or 
whether it will go along with it, could you make it 
available? 


A Sure. If you like I'll be glad to take the 
question. 


Q I just may be able to add something on this, 
Dean. The Secretary made a speech on the 6th of April on 
this subject, it would be interesting to know if all those 
points are still operative -~ dealing specifically witn that 
subject. 


A All right. Within the context of Don's 
question, sure, we'll see if we can't get you a response. 


Q Have you got anything on a Gromyko meeting 
yet? 


A Nothing firm I can announce today. 


can Foreign 
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Q Do you have any reaction to the story in the 
Post this morning about France's unwillingness to go along 


with economic squeezing of the Soviet Union? 


A Yes. 


It is incorrect to characterize U.S. policy 
vis-a-vis the Soviet Union as economic warfare. This is 
neither the intent nor the substance of U.S. policy, and we 
do not expect it of our allies. This has been made clear to 
all of then. 


The objective of the United States Government in 
negotiations led by Under Secretary of State James Buckley 
has been to subject western trade with the Soviet Union to 
the same market forces that govern trade among Western 
countries themselves. We believe that it is both financially 
and strategically imprudent for Western governments to sub- 
sidize their trade with the Soviets by granting them official 
credits at below market rates. Moreover, these subsidies 
come directly out of the pockets of Western taxpayers. 


At Versailles, we all agreed to commercial prudence 
in limiting credits to the Soviet Union, and to control the 
export of strategic goods. Our agreements reached there 
formed the basis of a shared approach on trade relations. 


Q Dean, what are the countries that are trading 
with the Soviet Union and giving official subsidies below 
market rates? 

A I'm sorry. 


Q What are the countries that are trading with 
the Soviet Union and giving subsidies? 


A What are the countries? 


Q Yes, in the Western Alliance that are doing 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 


this. 

I can't really give you a checklist on that. 
Could you take this question? 

About which countries are doing this? 


Yes. 
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A Well, I don‘t know that it would serve any 
particular purpose to try to do that. I think the statement 
I gave stands on its own. I don't really feel it is 
appropriate for me to try to label specific countries who are 
engaged -- if they are engaged -- in that kind of practice. 


Q Is it only one country? 


A I can't answer that. You know, it is a very 
complicated subject, and to try to label specific countries 
who are doirg «>t you are suggesting they are, I think might 
very well leave one with a misleading impression. 


Q I think you were suggesting this, not me. 
A No. I don't think I was suggesting that. 


Q Aren't you saying that the United States would like 
its allies not to give official credits below market rates? 


A I made reference to Under Secretary Buckley's 
various missions, but I concluded by saying that at Versailles 
there was agreement reached in limiting credits to the Soviet 
Union, and further to control the export of strategic goods. 


Q Dean, is it your position that Prance is 
adhering to those agreements taken at Versailles, or is 
France going off on its own, and not doing as it agreed to 
do? 


A I really don't care to go beyond what I've 
given you on this subject. 


Q You don't have anything specific about Prance 
as alleged in that story this morning? 


A This was my response to the question. 


Q That is your entire response? There is no, 
"If pressed......?" 


A There is no, “If pressed....* 


a characterize, please, the visit of 
the Chilean Poreign is 
afternoon? 


ter with Secretary Haig this 


" 
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You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 


A I have nothing I can offer you on that. 
Q Nothing? 

A No. 

Q Thank you. 

A 


p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #98 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 16, 1982, 12:45 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: I have just one announcement. 
Secretary Haig will meet with Soviet Foreign Minister Andrei 
Gromyko in New York on Friday, June 18, at 2:30 p.m., to 
continue their ongoing series of discussions. 


Q Where will the meeting be? 


A I believe the meeting will be at the 
USUN Mission. 


Q Will he be meeting the Israeli Prime Minister 
as he has said several times in public? 


A The Secretary will meet with Israeli Prime 
Minister Begin in New York on Priday. 


Q When? 
A At breakfast time. 
Q At the Israeli Prime Minister's? 


A I don't have a place to give you. 
Quite frankly, I don't know where Prime Minister Begin is 
staying. 


Q On Mr. Begin, can you firm up the meeting 
with the President yet, or is that -- 


A No. I have to refer you to the White House 
for any comment on the President's plans to meet with Prime 
Minister Begin. 


Q Is the meeting still tentatively scheduled? 


A I have to refer you to the White House. 


Q On another meeting, an official of the PLO 
today called for direct talks between the PLO and the United 
States to stop the bloodshed in Beirut. 





“eet TleG ror Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





A He called for direct talks with the United 


States? 


Q Yes. Direct, face-to-face talks with the 
United States. 


A As the President has said, we are prepared to 
talk to the PLO provided the PLO recognizes Israel's right 
to exsist and provided the PLO accepts Security Council 
Resolutions 242 and 338. 


Q What happens if in the case where you might 
have received or might receive a signal or word from the PLO 
that that's what they want to talk about? 


A That's a kind of a chick and an egg question 
that I'm not sure I can really respond to in any specific 
terms. I'll have to rest with the statement I gave you. 


Q That's a flat unconditional statement in the 
sense that they have to first make that public commitment 
before we will have any talks with them? 


A I can't improve on the wording that I gave 
you in terms of our attitude with respect to talking with 
the PLO. 


Q In past crises, such as involving evacuation 
of Americans from Beirut, the United States has been willing 
to talk to the PLO on the ground <= on humanitarian issues. 


Is it conceivable that on that same basis you 
might have discussions with them? 


A Again, I don't want to be more specific, at 
the same time any less forthcoming, than I just was in 
responding to the question about whether we're prepared to 
talk to the PLO. 


Q There's a slight legality on this 242 and 


338. In the past, the argument has been made that the acceptance 


of 242 implicitly recognizes Israel's right to exist. 
Are you saying they've got to do all three things? 


A This is our usual formulation, as you know. 


Q In 1976 when the civil war started in 
Lebanon, the U.S. Embassy was in contact with the PLO for 
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the protection of American Capentents who “were being 
evacuated. 


Are we to assume that the present situation is 
seen as not equally serious and not requiring that sort of 


contact? 


A I don't want to characterize or rather com 
pare the situation today with the situation in ‘76 in terms 
of seriousness. I guess I'll just leave it there. 


Q What has prompted your ducking the question 
on Begin and Reagan meeting? Yesterday you were prepared to 
say from the same podium that the meeting was tenatively 


scheduled. 
A Yes. I'm not ducking -- 


Q Today you're shunting the question to the 
White House. What's happened? 


A Simply because the White House is prepared to 
address it and I'm not. 


Q In the Haig meeting with Begin, which yester- 
day you said was not scheduled, now that it is scheduled, 
does this imply that there's been some flexibility on the 
part of Israel regarding, for instance, Beirut or other 
aspects of the Lebanese war? 


A No. It shouldn't be interpreted as implying 
anything one way or the other. Obviously, the Secretary and 
the Prime Minister will have a number of issues to discuss 
and it would be surprising if, among those issues, the 
Lebanese problem would not be discussed. 


Q Is there any feeling here that the Israeli 
Government has misled the Reagan Administration about either 
its objectives or timing of its withdrawal? 


A No. I'm not going to comment on that, and 
"no comment" should not be inferred as any suggestion at 
all that that is the feeling. 


Q Do you have a clear idea now of what the 
Israeli objectives are and the timing of their 
withdrawal is going to be? 
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A I don't have what I could define for you as a 
clear idea about timing of withdrawal. I prefer not to get 
into any of the specifics of any of the continuing dialogue 
that we have had with the Israelis from the beginning of 
this crisis. 


Q What about Beirut? What about the apparent 
concern that the Israelis might attempt to -- 


A I note that again yesterday before he 
departed Israel the Prime Minister said that Israel has no 
intention of taking Beirut. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on Mr. Habib's 
activities? What has he accomplished in his mission, and is 
there anything in regard to any indirect discussions he may 
be having with PLO representatives? 


A Regarding your second question, our policy in 
discussions with the PLO has not changed, and therefore 
Ambassador Habib has not had any direct discussions with the 
PLO. 


He does remain in Beirut. He is continuing his 
discussions. He is having meeting with a wide variety of 
Lebanese governmental and political leaders. 


Q How about indirect discussions with the PLO? 


A I can only repeat our policy with respect to 
dealing with the PLO. 


Q Because you made a point of saying no direct 
discussions. That's why I raised the indirect question. 


A I think that was part of the question, and 
therefore I incorporated it as part of my answer. 


Q Will you exclude that there have been any 
indirect discussions between Mr. Habib and another party in 
contact with the PLO? 


A I couldn't possibly exclude the possibility 
that Ambassador Habib has had meetings with people who may 
have direct contact with the PLO. Obviously, many Lebanese 
leaders have contact with the PLO. 


Q Is he trying to facilitate, do you know, a 
direct meeting between the new national -- whatever it's 
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called -- National Salvation Group in Lebanon and the 
Israeli Government? 


A I don't want to get into any of the specifics 
that the Ambassador is pursuing in his meetings. 


Q Are you still concerned about the troop move- 
ments in and around Beirut? 


4 Let me say that we are hopeful that the 
various parties will adhere to their ceasefire declara- 
tions. There have been, as I am sure you have read, a 
number of suggested demands about Syrian withdrawal, Syria's 


refusal to do so, etc. 


I can only say that since we're now engaged in a 
major diplomatic effort with respect to Lebanon, I can't 
comment on any of the specific demands and responses voiced 


by the various parties. 


But to reiterate, we continue to expect that the 
various parties will adhere to their ceasefire declarations. 


Q Would you please clarify for us the problem 
with Mr. Haig's semantics? Sryia was invited into Lebanon, 
Israel was not; and yet Mr. Haig continues talking as though 
Israel was invited in, but Syria was not. 


A I don't know how you managed to draw that 
conclusion. 


Q Syria was invited in by the Lebanese 
Government some years back, if you recall. 


A I understand that. 


Q Israel was not invited by the Lebanese 
Government. Could you please explain why Mr. Haig continues 
to ask for withdrawal of all parties when in fact one party 
was invited in, but the other was not? 


A I addressed that yesterday and the day 
before. I don't want to leave you, however, with the 
inference that I accept the premise of your question, which 
is that the Secretary is unaware of the distinction you 


draw. 


Q The reason I ask the question, sir, is 
because in his comments on the air. He seems to be glossing 
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over that distinction. Would you comment-on that, please? 


A I addressed that at some length yesterday and 
the day before, and I refer you to what I said then. 


Q Do you know today whether a troop movement is 
a violation of the ceasefire? 


A I have no definition that I can give you. 


Q Because it seems to me you leave yourself an 
opening there that either side can move forward, the other 
side starts shooting, and the side that shoots first is the 
one that violates the ceasefire, unless you -- 


A Here again, I did address that yesterday, and 
I have nothing to add to it. 


Q You said you didn't know yesterday. 


A I said I was not going to attempt to define 
specifically whether that constitutes a violation of the 
ceasefire, but I made it clear that we were hopeful that 
both troop movements and actual fighting would cease. 


Q What is the status of the formal notification 
on the F-16s now? 


A No change from what I gave you yesterday. 
The President will make that determination. 


Q Do you have anything today on Soviet 
activities? Any unusual troop movements, troop alerts, 
anything like that? 


A No. No indication of any unusual troop move- 
ments whatsoever. It has been reported that General 
Yulasov, who is the First Deputy Commander in Chief of the 
Soviet Air Defense Forces, is in Damascus. We assume his 
visit may be related to the recent clashes between Syrian 
and Israeli forces, but beyond that we don't have any infor- 
mation on the specific purpose of his visit. 


Q What about the status of Soviet ships in the 


Mediterranean? You addressed that yesterday. Is there 
anything new to say about the number or their location? 


A I don't have any hard information I can give 
you on the number. Location, as far as we know, is as 
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’ indicated yesterday. Most of them tradittonally are in the 
eastern Mediterranean. No change in that, of course. 


Q To follow that up, since the Syrians are 
allied with the Soviets and the State Department apparently 
wants Syrian withdrawal from Lebanon, has there been any new 
thought given to asking the Soviets to play any kind of a 
role in achieving that? 


A No. Not to my knowledge. 


Q There was a report from Lebanon and a 
Kuwaiti news agency, that the Ame:ican Ambassador in Beirut 
met last Sunday with Yasser Arafat. 


A It's false. 


Q Does your concern about troop movement in the 
Beirut area extend to the Christian militias and the 
Lebanese army? 


A Our concern extends to all the parties 
engaged in the conflict. 


Q Do you have any reports that the Christian 
militias have entered into combat against Palestinians? 


A I have no confirmation of that. 


Q What would be the United States’ attitude 
towards the capture of PLO leaders by other Christians or 
Israelis? 


A I don't have a position I can offer you on 
that. I don't think it would be appropriate for me to do 
so. 


Again, I'll refer you to Prime Minster Begin's 
Statement yesterday, saying that the Israeli's have no 
intention of capturing Yasser Arafat. 


Q He said it wasn't the prime priority; he 
didn't say he had no intention. 


A That's not the report I saw. 
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Q Do we have any information about Arafat 
having sought refuge in the Soviet Embassy in Beirut? 


A No. 


Q Dean, is the Secretary likely to raise the 
question of the Syrian troops in Lebanon with Mr. Gromyko? 


A I don't want to get into the dis- 
cussions that the Secretary will be having with Foreign 
Minister Gromyko. Suffice it to say that there will be a 
lengthy menu of issues discussed. 


Q Dean, to go back to the PLO bit for a minute, 
outside of the public comments that were made by repre- 
sentatives of the PLO, have you had any indications through 
other channels that they would like to discuss anything 
with the United States? 


A There was a wire service report this morning 
which I saw, which I presume triggered the question 
initially. 


Q I know that. I have seen that. 


A I have no information to suggest that there 
have been any other feelers, if you will, or signals 
regarding that. 


Q Dean, if the United States wishes all troop 
movements to cease, would it deplore the use of Israeli 
assassination squads in Beirut? 


A I am not going to comment on that, and the 
reason is that I think I made our position clear yesterday 
and the day before. 


Q Well, it isn't really clear. 


A I hope it is. It is as clear as I can 
make it. 


Q If you don't want any troop movement, would 
this be a troop movement that we would deplore? 


A I addressed that question yesterday, and I 
have nothing to add to it. 


Q Dean, regarding Gromyko, do you have any 
statement to make about whether this statement by the 
Russians that they won't use nuclear weapons first is 
something new? Do you have any response at all to that? 


A Are we off the Middle East? 


Q For the moment. 
A 


For the moment, okay. 
— Q Dean, I would like to ask a last question 
about the Middle East. 


A I will come right back to you, excuse me. 


- Q The United States announced last week that 
they will give immediate aid, $25 million, from the 
Congres: , asking the Congress, and have given $5 million, ° 
and now the Sixth Fleet is in the Mediterranean. Has 
there been any immediately attempt to deliver medical 
supplies or water or anything, not to leave it to the 
Israelis or the occupiers, by the United States, as a 
gesture, a humanitarian gesture, to the half a million 
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o people who are uprooted and have no homes and they are 

~ Sleeping under the trees in Lebanon? 

”" 

A { don't have any information I can give 

c you as to whether or not the humanitarian aid that we 

o indicated last week that we were prepared to provide has 
E actually arrived in Lebanon. If that is your question, 

2 I can't answer it specifically. 

; Q Yes, I would like it, very much, if this 
C aid, in the name of humanity, be enhanced to be delivered 
> to the people who are dying, the children and the -- 

2 A Of course, we are making every effort to be 


as helpful as we can in that regard. 

Q Do you have any tnformation on whether or 
not any American citizens have been killed or wounded in 
the fighting around Beirut? 

A Excuse me? 

Q Any American citizens been killed. 

A No, I have no information to suggest that. 

Q Counsellor Meese said that he considered 
that Israeli use of U.S. weapons not to be a violation of 
the Arms Export. ‘Control Act, or he is quoted ‘to that 
effect. 

Do you have anything on that? 


A I am ‘sorry, I have not seen that report. 
I prefer not to comment. 


Q Can you give us anything on the Gromyko 


speech? 





weve TESS FOr FUDTTCation in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





10 
& Yes, indeed. 


I have forgotten the specific question you 
asked, but in the nature of a general response to Foreign 
Minister Gromyko's speech,.I would say this. 


The Soviet pledge is not an effective way to 
reduce the danger of nuclear war. As the President said 
in his November 18 speech on peace and arms control, 
no NATO weapons, conventional or nuclear, will ever be 
used except in response to attack. 


A simple pledge gives no assurance that an 
aggressor would not in fact resort to the first use of 
nuclear weapons during a conflict or a crisis. 


A pledge of this sort is unverifiable and un- 
enforceable. 


I would also note an important point made by 
Secretary Haig in his Georgetown University speech on 
April 6. Given the enormous conventional military 
forces of the Soviet Union, a pledge of non-first use 
of nuclear weapons on the part of NATO would be tanta- 
mount to making Europe safe for conventional aggression. 


The United States aims both to deter war, either 
nuclear oc conventional, and to achieve balanced and 
verifiable agreements providing for substantial reductions 
in the level of armaments. 


We believe this is a more effective and credible 
means of reducing the danger of war than a promise not 
to use nuclear weapons first. 


Q Do you consider the Gromyko offer an old 
Soviet position dressed up in new clothes, cr is it a 
new departure, Or what? Do you have any assessment of 
that? 


A My initial reaction yesterday was that it 
sounded familiar. It may be that this is the first time 
it has been proposed in a forum similar to this. It may 
be that it is the first time it has been advanced as a 
unilateral gesture, but the fact of the matter is I have 
not checked that. 


Q Could that be checked? 


A Sure. 
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In any event, I don‘t think it detracts 
from the basic reaction that I just gave you. 


Q Do you feel the hostility of our reaction, 
though -- by this I mean, not even accepting the 
rhetorical ploy -- is beneficial to our country, or 
do you think this puts the Russians even more on guard? 


A I am not going to try to characterize that 
other than to point out to you that in a series of speeches, 
the President has laid out in quite precise terms our 
approach to the problem of nuclear armament, and even con- 
ventional force issues. 


I have nothing to add to that. I think it is 
quite clear. 


Q Another Soviet subject? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on reports that the 
Soviets are starting to put pressure on European firms 
to supply components and equipment for the pipeline? 


A Let me say, first, that it is a complicate? 
matter in which we must weigh our ability to influence 
Soviet behavior through the measure you refer to, and the 
sacrifice required in terms of U.S. jobs, exports, and 
future markets. 


The U.S. has exercised leadership with Western 
Europe and Japan in Presidential initiatives on East/West 
economic policy, and has obtained significant cooperation 
in some areas. 


We are working closely with our allies to follow 
upon the President's trip. I would add to that that the 
President has not made a decision on the question of U.S. 
components or U.S. export controls relating to the 
pipeline. 


Q When do you expect that? 
A I don't know. 
Q What I was asking about was a specific 


report that the Soviets are now exerting pressure on 
Europeans. 


A I have nothing specific I can give you in 
response to that. 
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Q Mr. Pischer, this is a new topic regarding 
the Palkland/Malvinas. At the end of the fighting there, 
what is the U.S. assessment of the Rio Treaty right now? 
. What utility do you see? Do you see any future in it? 
Do you see the need to revamp it or to restructure it? 


A I think our position regarding the Rio 
Treaty was made very clear some weeks ago by the Secretary 
in his attendance at the OAS meeting. There is nothing 
I can add to that. 


Q Do you have anything on humanitarian 
help to the Palklands? 


A As we repeatedly have said, we stand ready 
to assist in any way we can, including providing 
humanitarian assistance. We have thus far received no 
specific requests from the British or the Argentines to 
provide such assistance. Therefore it would be premature 
for me to comment. 


Q Dean, is there any thought being given in 
this Administration when, at some point when this was 
heating up, we put some limits on military item trade 
with Argentina -- is thought being given to reconsider- 
ing those controls? 


A On the overall question of sanctions, 
there is nothing I can offer you today. 


Q Any kind of a high level mission being 
sent to Argentina in the wake of the end of the fighting? 


A I am not aware of any plans to do that. 


Q Dean, there have been reports coming primar- 
ily from Argentine sources about the nature of the military 
equipment technology supplied by the United States to 
Britain. 


During the fighting, it was policy not to comment 
on any of that. Is that still the policy, or will we 
at some point reveal what kind of supplies were given 
to Britain 


A It is still the policy. 


Q Dean, do you have any general reaction to 
General Galtieri blaming the U.S. in large part for the 
Argentine surrender? 
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A I'm sorry, that he is saying that the 
U. Ss. is =< 


Q In his speech last night, he laid at least 
some of the blame for their defeat was at the feet of the 
U.S. 


Do you have any reaction? 
A I have no comment on that, no. 


Q Do you have any comment on any aspect of 
the speech? 


A No. 


Q New topic? Any update on those Namibian 
talks that are supposed to be held this week at 
the UN? 


A On the Namibian negotiations, all I can 
tell you today is that we have had communication with 
Tanzanian President Nyerere, who is the Front Line State 
Chairman. We are involved in continued informal consul- 


tations on an urgent basis. 


Q General Rios Montt of Guatemala said he 
was sending a delegation to Washington to speak to 
leftist guerrillas whom the government is battling. 


Has the United States offered its offices, 
or is it in any way involved in the negotiations 
between his government and the guerrillas? 


A To my knowledge, we have made no such 
offer. In response to the report you have mentioned, 
we have seen it, but I have no comment to give you on 
it. 


Q Dean, back on the Falklands again with 
regard to aid if cequested, is the United States pre- 
pared to provide ships for the cepatriation of 
Argentine prisonercs? 


a i just can't be specific about the type 
Oc naturce of aid that we would provide if it is re- 
quested at this time. 


Q One more on the Mid East. Has there 
been any evacuation of American personnel yet? 
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A Yes, I think there has. In fact, I can 
give you hece what the status is as of the moment, 
but not in terms of any specific numbers. - 


The American Embassy is operating in limited 
fashion, and continues to assist in facilitating the 
departures of American citizens who so wish. 


Those who ace departing Lebanon are doing so 
by commercial vessels from the port of Juniye. The 
American Embassy in Nicosia reports that over 100 
Americans, plus many other national‘*ies, have 
arrived at the port of Larnaca in Cyrus, where the 
Embassy staff is assisting American citizens there. 


Q Is the Sixth Fleet playing a role in the 
evacuation at all? 


A These acre commercial vessels which are 
being used. 


Q I understood that, but to your knowledge, 
they are not playing -- the naval forces there aren't 
playing a role in the evacuation. 

ay That is correct. 

Q What is their purpose there? 


ns As you know, the Sixth Fleet is frequently 
on station off the coast of the Middle Eastern countries. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q*- Was the United States aware -- if not of the 
exact timing, was tne United States aware that Israel 
planned to launch its raid into southern Lebanon? 


A How many times do we have to address this? 


Q The specific reason why I'm asking today is 
that the Israel Defense Minister, Ariel Sharon, in a televi- 
sion interview yesterday, said that during his visit here he 
made it clear to them -- meaning the United States offi- 
cials he met -— that, “We would take action because we had no 
choice, and they understood that there was no choice. 


"In my opinion, they began to understand the matter 
in its larger scope, namely, the danger of terrorism to 
peace. In my opinion, this accounts for their relatively 
restrained reaction." - 


al 


Is he a liar? 


A Let me state our position on this one more 
time. We obviously were aware of the dangers and the possi- . 
bilities of this kind of action and Israeli concerns about 
cross-border operations. 


We have been working for almost a year to 
strengthen and maintain the ceasefire that was arranged last 
July with the help and facilitation of Ambassador dabib. 


We were not apprised of Israeli plans to attack -- 
and we have said this many times -- and we were not in favor 
of their doing that. I think that is where I am going to 
leave this question and hope that it doesn't come up again 
here. 


Q Has the United States received some new . 
assurances from Israel regarding its plans to not go into 
Beirut? 





MSY FGootrrIeUu TUT FUYVETOCGALION ffl Pier rear PryVre rg 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





A I*m not aware of specific new assurances. We _ 
have addressed this issue before. The Secretary addressed 
it the other day. We obviously continue to discuss with 
Israel as well as with the other parties concerned this 
whole situation, and I would say the position has remained 
consistent since we indicated the other day it was our 
understanding that the Israeli Government had made.clear it 
did not intend to occupy Beirut. 


Q Is there some change ‘in the status of Prime 
Minister Begin's tentative meeting with President Reagan? 


A I think the White House addressed this 
yesterday. I don't have anything to add to what they said. 


Q On a related point could I ask, there have 
been reports from the Middle East -— and I guess some from 
around here -- that the PLO is asking for some kind of 
discussion with the United States Government, the 
Legislative Branch, if not the Executive Branch. 


I guess my question comes in two parts: Is there 
any change in the U.S. official posture regarding official 
contacts with the PLO? And, secondly, what is the attitude 
of the Executive Branch of Government about meetings between 
the PLO = that may take place between them and Members of 
Congress? 


A On the first, the answer is no. There has 
been no change. 


On the second, I don't have an attitude to express 
to you about that. 


Q Can you give us the latest word on who the 
Secretary is seeing and when up in New York today? 


A. I have only, again, I think as Dean had, a 
tentative schedule. I think that the party up there 
doubtless will have an up-to-date schedule, and I would ask 
your colleagues up there to look at it. 


I can perhaps afterwards for your guidance help a 
little bit with what I have, but I think in terms of giving 
you information on the record, it really should come from 
the party up there. 


Q What is Habib's immediate overriding priority 


in Beirut? 
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A I don't have magic words to give you. 
Obviously, it is to work on the things that he has been. 
We've talked about that all along; that is, on the issue of the 
ceasefire and on the issue of the general situation within 
Lebanon. But I can't weigh for you individual aspects that 
he is dealing with at this point in terms of priorities. 


Q Is he getting told what the PLO is telling, 
for example,, to former Prime Minister Salim? In other 
words, is there some sort of indirect negotiation under way 
through Salim or others who apparently have seen the PLO 
leaders about things they would like the United States to 
do? 


A I wouldn't want to suggest that there is an 
indirect negotiation going on. 


Q You would? 


A I would not want to suggest that. I think as 
Dean indicated yesterday, clearly we are talking to people 
who talk to the PLO, the PLO is talking to people who talk 
with us. I wouldn't want to characterize that as some form 
of negotiation. - 


Q Is part of that -- the indirect talks -= are 
we making clear to the PLO in any way what they would have 
to do in order to have-more direct conversations with us? 
More direct talks? 


A Again, I don't want to suggest we are passing 
messages. You say “indirect talks." That suggests again a 
dialogue, proximity talks almost, and I don't want to 
suggest that. 


In any case, as far as the basic question you 
asked, our position is well known. As I said before, it has 
not changed, and I don't think that the PLO is any in doubt as 
to that. 


-- MORSE - 
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Q Can we go to another topic? 
Q I have a couple more on this. 


Is the United States prepared to use its military 
force to defend the Israeli invasion from possible Soviet 
involvement? 


A That strikes me as v2ry, very speculative, 
and I don‘t have any comment to offer you on it. 


Q, The reason I ask is because Defense Minister 
Ariel Sharon was asked about che possibility of Soviet 
involvement in the conflict, and he noted that a U.S. 
destroyer had just entered the port of Beirut, and he said 
there were two superpowers involved in this. Do you 
suppose we are one of the two he was talking about? 


A I don't have anything to give you that 
would suggest that we expect that sort of confrontation at 
all. I am not going to speculate on something 
that is as distant as that would be. I believe he himself 
indicated he didn't expect the Soviets to become involved. 


Q Well, the reason he didn't expect it is 
that he expected us to back him up. 


One more on this. Given that Ariel Sharon 
apparently misread our intentions during his meetings in 
Washington last month, if ome can believe your statements 
to that effect, is there a possibility that he is now 
misreading the United States’ intentions vis-a-vis the 
Soviet Union, and wouldn't it make sense for you to 
make our intéiitions clear in that regard? Obviously you 
can't make a policy judgment, but might you want to 
loox into that and make some clear statement that we 
won't go into a superpower confrontation for the sake 
of this operation? 


A I don't think I would want to characterize 
it in those terms at all. In terms of our own intentions 
and our own policies in the area, we have a very complete 
dialogue with the Israelis, and I don't think there is a 
lack of communication or a problem with that. 


Q So you are saying that Sharon's state- 
ments are inaccurate? 


A I am standing on what I just said. 


Q Moving on to the Falklands, have the, British 
asked us for any help in dealing with the 15,000 prisoners, 
Or have we volunteered any help at all, either humani- 
tarian or in any ctler form? 
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A As we indicated yesterday, there have been 
no specific requests. My latest information is that that 
remains the case. We also indicated, I think, that, as 
we have repeatedly said, we stand ready to assist in any 
way we can, including providing humanitarian assistance. 


But I can't go into specifics in the absence of 
a request. 


Q Alan, are you prepared to tell us now what 
sort of materiel support the United States gave Britain 
during the conflict? 


A No, I am not going to get into that issue, 
Joe. 


Q Why not? 


A It has been our standing position that we 
are not going to do it, and we are not now. I don't 
know whether we are going to get into that issue at any 
time in the future. 


As indicated before, whatever we have done has 
been within the context of existing agreements, and I 
don't think we have always made public that sort of thing. 

Q Alan, can you help us on what ways the 
United States stands ready to assist in any way it can~ 
with humanitarian aid in the Falklands? 


A In humanitarian terms, it is an offer, if 
you will, that is on the table in a general way. I think 
the definition requires some requests in order to see . 
whether we could do what it is that might be requested 
of us. 


Q To stand ready to offer to be of some 
assistance, you must have some idea of what you would do. 


A I just don't want to -- 


Q What is it you are offering, or would be 
prepared to offer? 


A I would rather not speculate on that in. 
the absence of a request. 


Q Alan, is the U.S. pressing Britain for some 
sort of compromise on a long-term solution? What can you 
say about that? 


a 
* << 
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A I saw stories this morning that suggested 
that. Let me just repeat our position, which is as 
envisaged in UN Security Council Resolution 502. Our view | 
all along has been that a political solution to the _ 
South Atlantic dispute is required, but we are not going 
to comment with regard to diplomatic exchanges or inten- 
tions. 


Q What is the U.S. view of some sort of 
long-term political solution? What would you like to see? 


A,.. I don't think it would be appropriate to 


try to spell that out at this point. 


Q Alan, now that the situation in Buenos Aires 
has kind of turned sour for the junta, a lot of people are 
calling for a return to democracy to replace the people in 
power. 


Is the United States in favor of that kind of 
change, or are they working to try to maintain the status 


quo? 


A I wouldn't have a comment on that. 


Q Is there any consideration of General Walters 
going to Buenos Aires? * 


—_— 


A I have heard of none. 


a 


Q Alan, did the United States take any position 
on this threat that Britain made to use nuclear weapons against 
Argentina through their Swiss intermediaries? 

A I am not aware of any such threat. 


Q Could you look into whether London informed us 
of that before they made it? 


A I am not aware there is such a threat, so I 
don't accept the premise of your question. 


Q Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, JUNE 18, 1982, 12:14 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports of the 
U.S. pressing the Israelis to give a 48-hour guaranteed 
ceasefire for various possible political actions inside 


Lebanon? 


A No, I don't. I think the Secretary was 
asked about a ceasefire this morning, and he addressed it 
very briefly. I don't have anything beyond what he said. 


Q Do you have any comments on the change of 
government in Argentina? 


os Not really. I would ask you to rely on 
information from the Argentine Government regarding it. As 
we understand it, General Nicolaides has replaced General 
Galtieri as Army Commander in Chief and member of the 


governing junta. 


There are reports that Interior Minister General 
Saint Jean will serve as Acting President pending the deci- 
sion of the junta on a new president. Again, I would stress 
that the only authoritative versions and explanations and 
information must come from Buenos Aires, but I don't have 


any comment on it. 


Q Do you have anything on Habib's mission that 
you can -- 


, A No. He's still in Beirut, but I don't have 
anything further on that. 


Q A delegation of Arab-Americans was here to 
see Mr. Abrams this morning. Do you have any readout on 
that meeting they had concerning conditions in Beirut and 
southern Lebanon? 


rey I have a brief readout. The Executive 
Director of the Palestine Human Rights Campaign, the 








Reverend Donald Wagner, and the organization's director, Dr. 
James Zogby, raised a number of concerns related to the 
current situation in Lebanon, including the problems of the 
civilian population in Beirut, Lebanese and Palestinian pri- 
soners captured by the IDF, and relief and rescue operations 


in south Lebanon. 


gn 


Mr. Abrams discussed the matters with Reverend 
Wagner and Dr. Zogby, shared information available to him 
on the situation in Lebanon, and agreed to check into the 
questions that they had raised with him at the meeting. 


Q Where will he begin? What format will that 
go into first? 


4 I don't have specifics on that. 


Q They mentioned that they discussed with Assistant 
Secretary Abrams the "POWs," and they said that Abrams 
showed some concern, and he said -- I thought they said -- 
that the U.S. Government would maybe look at them as POWs. 


Is that a correct reading? 





a I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
I would only note that the Israeli Government, to my 
understanding, has announced that despite the fact that they 
don't legally consider them POWs, they will give them the 
same treatment. But I don't know what Mr. Abrams said spe- 
cifically, and I don't have a position to give you on that. 
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Q Have you got any comment on a Washington Post 
story today about a U.S. direct inquiry to Israel on the use 
of cluster bombs? 





fy Nothing beyond the fact that, as Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Cluverius said yesterday on the Hill, we 
are making inquiries. 


Q There was a report from the Palestine Red 
Crescent Society in Beirut yesterday, saying that the 
Israeli forces prevented the International Red Cross commit- 
tee from bringing any supplies, any medical treatment, or 
any nurses or doctors to West Beirut, and the only thing 
which arrived was in Sidon and Tyre with the City of Beirut 
completely cut off. There are no doctors, there are no nurses 
for the people who are losing their limbs and losing their 
kids and losing everything. 
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What do you have to say about the behavior of 
International Red Cross committee or Israeli authorities in 


this regard? 


A I wasn't aware personally of that particular 
report, and I don't have a reaction to it. Obviously, we 
are concerned with humanitarian efforts in the wake of the 
fighting, and I think we've made some announcements in 
recent days about what we ourselves will be doing, in impor- 
tant part in cooperation with the ICRC. But I don't have 
any information on that. 





Q Earlier this week I asked a question if 
the $5 million that the Reagan Administration immediately 
put at the disposal of Lebanon to get some immediate relief 
and medical supplies and everything have arrived or not. And 
I talked to the people at AID here in this building, and 
they said they don't know how to get it there because there 
are no ships and no other things, and I earlier mentioned 
about the Sixth Fleet being there on the ports and the 


neighborhood. 


You said you would look into the matter of 
possibly utilizing the Sixth Fleet to drop these medical 
supplies into Beirut. So what has been done since you 
announced and the Reagan Administration announced to put the 


$5 million immediately -- 


A Again, I would have to refer you back to 


AID since they are the ones who are implementing this and 
are the ones who would be liaising with organizations that 
would be delivering the assistance. I don't have anything. 


Q When you talk about making inquiries into the 
reports of Israeli use of cluster bombs, inquiries toward 


what end? 


A To find out if it's true. 
Q And? 
A No "and." Let's start with facts, and then 


we'll decide whether there's an "and." 


Q May I follow up on the question previously 
regarding the Red Cross? Yesterday there were statements 
made by the State Department's representative to the 
Subcommittee about Israeli support of rehabilitation or 
reconstruction in Lebanon. 
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But quite apart from the allegations that were made 


in the question, isn't it true that the ICRC has not 
recognized -- rejected the application for membership from 
the Israeli Red Star for almost more than 50 years now? 


A You would have to ask them. 


Q The investigation about the cluster bomb, is 
it a separate investigation about the cluster bomb? 


a I didn't say investigation. I said we're 
making inquiries. 


Q Okay. The inquiry. Excuse me. The inquiry 


about the cluster bomb. Is it an inquiry about cluster 
bombs alone or is it included with the inquiry about 
U.S.-Israeli use of weapons, American weapons supplied to it 


as a whole? 


A I think in the case of the cluster bomb 
question we are simply trying to confirm whether or not 
they've been used. I think the broader question has a 
somewhat different context. The question, as Dean indicated 
the other day, was whether any U.S. weapons had been used 
improperly, if you will, and that's I think a different 


question. 


We're simply in this case trying to find out the 
facts, and I don't have anything further until we find 


some answer to that. 


Q Did Dean say that there is evidence that 
Israel used American weapons other than cluster bombs? 


A No. I haven't got anything for you on this 
in terms of where our questions on this question have gone. 


I have nothing new for you. 


Q You have seen photos in the U.S. press of 
U.S. cluster bombs taken by Israel to Lebanon, haven't you? 


| A I have seen photos in the press. I can't 
tell you whether that constitutes an answer to the question 


of whether they've been used. 


Let us pursue our processes instead of dealing with 
press photos on this. Obviously, we're aware of those 


photos. 








Q If I could follow, what would be the proper 
use of cluster bombs by Israeli troops in Lebanon? 


A I didn't say there was a proper use. I said 
we're looking into the question of whether they were used or 
not, and that's where I'm going to leave it at this point. 


Q Yesterday on this question what Cluverius 
said is that the United States had asked the Israeli 
Government about the use of the cluster bombs; they hadn't 
yet reponded. 


You're saying that we're trying to find out what 
the facts are. We're trying to establish what happened. 
Are those two things equivalent? 


A Yes. 


Q In other words, your request to the Israeli 
Government is your attempt to establish the facts. 
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A That's right. 

Q You're not doing anything on your own? Is 
that it? 

A I'd leave it where I just left it. We have 
asked whether they have been used. I don't have anything 
further. 

Q If Israeli says no, that will be it? 

A I'm not going to try and speculate beyond 
that. 

Q No. Alan, but it's -- is the United tates 

A Look, I've given you -- 

Q -- going through other venues to find out if 


Israel used cluster bombs other than asking Israel itself? 
That's what I'm trying to find out. 


A I have nothing to add to what Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Cluverius said yesterday. 
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Q One thing, really. A very simple fact 
disturbs me from the -- maybe you could comment on that or 


give me your opinion on it. 


There has been all along reporting in the media 
about the number of casualties from Israel or the wounded -- 
number of casualties of the Palestinians and the Syrians -- 
and now nobody ever mentions, whether it's in the media, 
radio, television or newspapers, any numbers or figures of 
the casualties of the Lebanese people who have been hurt in 
this war, in this genocidal war in Lebanon. 


Do you believe that there are many casualties, and 
how could the people substantiate the numbers? It looks 
like there is sort of maybe a conspiracy of silence not to 
mention the Lebanese because you don't want to state it or 


something. 


-- MORE -- 
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fe I can't address myself to what the press is 
reporting or not reporting. Obviously, there are many 
thousands of people in Lebanon who have been affected by 
this; we're very concerned about it and we've expressed that 
concern in concrete terms in going forward -- I understand 
your questions about the implementation -- we're going forward 
with our humanitarian assistance programs. There's no 
question about that. But we've not offered from here 
casualty figures of any sort, and I'm not prepared to do 
that. I don't have them. 


Q You have no casualty figures? 
We don't have any casualty figures. 
Homeless figures? 


I'm sorry? 


oOo F OO PYF 


Homeless? 


A No. There are lots of figures being used by 
a variety of different sources, but we don't have any way of 
confirming those figures. 


Q This really strikes me as rather insensitive. 
A I disagree with you. 


Q And I would say also callous, not being sen- 
sitive about people who are dying, bombarded, and losing all 
of their lives; and this Administration will not have any 
consideration whatsoever under the circumstances to look at 
the human side of it, look at the political side of it. And 
just this morning the Human Rights department was interested 
in debating with these gentlemen who came and met with them 
about the political side of the issue and not the human side 
of the issue, and they came to address the human side of the 


issue. (Sic) 


Will you, please, in the name of humanity, show 
some sensitivity to those people who are dying with your 
Cluster bombs and your F-l6s that you are supplying to 
Israel? That's my question. 


A No, that's your speech. 


Q That's my speech, yes. As you want to. 
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rom And I would respond, as I responded the other 
day, that we are very concerned about the humanitarian 
efforts. I would not agree with you, based on what I just 
gave you in terms of the readout on the meeting with Mr. 
Abrams, that he was debating political points. I think he 
expressed great concern and said he would follow up on their 


questions. 


Q Can you tell us something about this meeting 
with Mr. Abrams? 

A I gave you a readout. You weren't here 
earlier. 

Q I'm sorry. I'll get to it later. 

Q What can you give us, please, on a readout of 


Mr. Habib's activities? What are you pursuing? 


35 I don't have anything further. I don't have 
any details on his activities, and I can't comment, in 
accordance with our usual procedures. 


Q Could you comment on reports that he's 
seexing a firm ceasefire for a 48-hour period in which the 
Lebanese Government could take -- 


A No. I addressed this before. 
Q I'm sorry. I came in late. 


A Yes. I said the Secretary addressed it very 
briefly this morning. and I have nothing beyond what he said 
in New York. 


Q What's the status of the investigation as to 
whether the weapons being used by the Israelis have been 
used on a defensive or offensive basis? 


rs I have nothing new on it. 
Q O.K. 
Q There was a report in the Detroit Free Press 





recently that the Israelis asked that any U.S. vessels or 
allied nations vessels that are off the coast of Lebanon 

return any Palestinian prisoners that they happen to have 
treated. Do you have any response to that? 


A First of all, I wasn't aware of it, so I 
can't respond to it, 
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Q Anything new on the F-16 sale? 


A No. 


Q Have any American military ships been used in 
evacuating personnel from Lebanon? 


A No. Let me also make one point on definition 
of terms. I don't think that we would characterize the volun- 
tary departures which have taken place thus far as an eva- 
cuation. There have been, as I understand it, perhaps 30 to 
50 Americans leaving daily on commercial ships and so on. 

But the answer to your specific question: To my knowledge, 
there's been no use of U.S. naval vessels for that. 





Q You say 30 to 50 a day? 


A Thirty to fifty is what I'm given as a rough 
order of magnitude, yes. 

Q How many have left since this began? 

iy I don't have a total. I'm just giving you an 


order of magnitude of what we get reports on, but I don't 
have a total. 


Q How many days has this thing been going on so 
we can add them up? 

ry I don't know. 

Q Six. 

A I don't know. Is that when they started 
pulling out? 

Q Since the invasion began. 

A I don't know when this figure started. This 
is a current figure. 

Q Can you you tell us anything about the Soviet 
ships in the Eastern Mediterranean -- reinforcements? 

ra I have nothing on that. 

Q Anything about Soviet weapons going into 


Syria? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 
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Q You have nothing on that. 

A No. 

Q New subject? 

A Let's continue on that. 

Q Has the Administration -- I'm not aware if 


they did -- have you notified Congress formally about the 
F-16s? 


A No. I said there was nothing new on that. 

Q You have not notified Congress formally 
therefore? 

A That's correct. 

Q And one more thing before we go into another 


subject. The inquiry into the cluster bombs -- is there 
usually a time limit as to when the other government should 
respond to the U.S. Government? 


A I don't have a time limit. I don't think 
we're operating in that particular way -- imposing dead- 
lines, and so on. 


Q Despite repeated denials from this podiun, 
there still seems to be a certain sense amongst people as 
divergent as Ariel Sharon and the Government of the Soviet 
Union that there is some measure of U.S. agreement or collu- 
sion in this raid. Can you just clear up that confusion by 
Saying that there is no official U.S.-Israeli collusion but 
that there was an agreement reached between Sharon and 


Alexander Haig? (Laughter. ) 


A No. I would not suggest that there was any 
such agreement. You're the only one in this room who seems 
to be continuing to push that. 


Q On Namibia, does the U.S. Government view the 
South African statement linking progress in Namibian inde- 
pendence to a Cuban pullout from Angola -- do we regard this 
as a setback to the process? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
There was a background briefing given some days ago by a 
senior Department official, and I would refer you to that 
briefing. I think the question of our view of that issue 
was addressed at that time. 
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Q Can I go back to Argentina? 


A Yes. 


Q Has the U.S. received any request to airlift 
the POWs in the Falklands? 


A No. There has been no request of any kind for 
humanitarian assistance as of this point. 


Q From either side. 


A From either side. We've been in touch with 
both governments; and, in fact, we're encouraged by reports 
that they are making arrangements for the expeditious return 
of Argentine troops to the mainland of Argentina. But there 


have been no requests. 


Q I know that there is no question about 
recognition of the new government, but what are the con- 
ditions now for normalization of U.S. relations with 


Argentina? 


A I don't have any particular words to offer 
you on thet. 


Q Since the Kennedy-Humphrey Amendment 
was eliminated from the books, does the U.S. Government 
still want to get an accounting of the disappeared, human 
rights progress, democratization? Is there anything in -- 


nan I just don't have any words to offer you 
today on that. Obviously there have been some problems in 
the relationship in recent weeks and we would look to 


improving the relationship, but on the specific issues you 
raised I don't have anything new to offer you beyond what we 


have said in the past on those questions. 


Q Is there any question of recognition with the 
new leadership? 


A No. We would, as usual, continue contacts 
‘with the authorities. 


Q I think you made reference to ways for 
looking to improve relations. Could you amplify that a bit? 


oN The Secretary made that remark. 


Q Oh. In New York today? 
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A I think it was on television, actually. But 
I don't have any specifics to offer you, and I don't know if 
it was actually in regard to Argentina specifically as much 


as countries in the region in general. 


Q Was he on TV this morning? 

A Yes. 

Q One of the talk shows or what? 

A Yes. He was on NBC. 

Q Can you prepare a transcript, by any chance, 
of that? 

A Do we have the transcript? 

STAFF: Yes. 

A Yes. 

Qo Are you going to prepare one? 

ey There is something that we can make available 
to you. 

Q Can I ask a question on China? Do you have 


anything on reports from Peking in the last few days about an 
agreement being worked out on the Taiwan issue? 


A No. As you know, we've been discussing means 
to resolve our disagreement on the Taiwan arms sales 
question for some time but, as I've said before, we're not. 
going into details of these diplomatic discussions. 


Q Where is Vernon Walters? (Laughter. ) 

A, Where is Vernon Walters? I don't know. 
Q Would you take the question? 

A No. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:33 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #101 


MONDAY, JUNE 21, 1982, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Alan, can you tell us about the U.S. study on 
whether the Israeli use of American weapons in Lebanon is a 
violation of the Arms Export Control Act? 


A Jim, I have nothing new for you today on 
that. 


Q Do you have anything on this report that 
Weinberger yesterday on television said it was incorrect to 
assume that Mr. Haig, who has refused to criticize Israel, was 


speaking for the Administration? 


A Other than that I don't think he addressed 
himself in those terms, I looked through a record of what he 
said and I did not see any inconsistencies between what he 


said and what Secretary Haig had said. 


Q Let's take it beyond Weinberger, then. Does 
the Secretary speak for the Administration? 





A Of course. 


Q Did the Secretary have a meeting last night 
with Prime Minister Begin in which questions of substance were 


discussed? 


A I honestly don't know. 


Q Could you find out -- 


A I don't know if there was such a meeting, 
Barrie. 


Q It's reported on Israeli Radio -- that's why 
we're asking. 


A I just don't know, but obviously, they are -- 


Q Could you look into that? 
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A The Prime Minister, obviously, is meeting the 
President today. 


Q Of course. 
A And -- I can look into it, sure. 
Q Since everything is consistent, does the 


Secretary endorse what Mr. Weinberger said about the Israeli 
military actions? 


A Bernie, we have addressed this question of 
military actions and our attitude towards it in the past. I 
don't, again, see any inconsistency between what Secretary 
Haig has said and what Secretary Weinberger has said. There 
is no change in our position. Let me leave it at that. 


Q Alan, can you be a little more specific than 
the Secretary of Defense was yesterday about who is conducting 
this study of the use of American forces in Lebanon? 


A No. 


Q Alan, just to be sure that I understand the 
consistency here, does Secretary Haig continue to demand that 
the Israelis withdraw immediately from Lebanon as he did while 


we wece in Europe? 


A Bob, let me again reiterate this. There is 
no change in ouc position; we want a strong central Lebanese 
authority; and we want the foreign troops out. I would note, 
however, that this is a delicate moment in discussions within 
Lebanon. There is a risk that if the various parties cannot 
come to terms, fighting will be renewed; and in these 
circumstances, it would not be productive to comment further 


from here. 


Q Can I have a copy of this? 


A Sure. 


Q Alan, there were suggestions over the 
weekend that Ambassador Habib has met sub rosa with Palestine 
Liberation Organization officials. Can you tell me whether 
that is true or not, and what the policy is now of having con- 


tact with them? 


A It is not true, and the policy remains 


unchanged. 
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. Q But is it our policy not to talk to the PLO 
about Lebanon either? I mean I thought we just didn't talk to 
them about Palestinian autonomy. : 


A Other than some mention which has been made 
in the past of some contacts -- not in the recent context that I 
know of, but in the past -- about immediate safety to indivi- 
duals, there is no change about talking to the PLO directly 


about anything. 


Q Aren't we talking to the PLO now about safety 
and security measuces of the sort you have just described? 


A I'm not aware that we are. I just referred 

to that so that I don't get accused of saying that it hasn't happened. 
Q I know you referred (inaudible) 4,250 Americans there. 
A I'm not aware of any discussions at this 


point. 


Q Alan on that point, it appeared over the 
weekend that the United States Government was not facilitating 
the evacuation of American citizens who wanted to get out of 
Lebanon, that this was being left to the French, and perhaps 
to some extent to other governments. With the U.S. Sixth 
Fleet in that area, why is it that they acen't taking out 


American citizens? 


A I addressed this a little bit, I think, last 
week. There is no evacuation per se going on, and the Sixth 
Fleet has not been called upon. On the other hand, there has 
been some voluntary departure, and the U.S. Embassy has helped 
where it can on this. My understanding is that in fact there 
is an American Consular Officer who is helping people actually 
on-the-spot at the port of, what is it, Juniye, I guess, where 
they are leaving. It's just that there is no formal eva- 
cuation at this point, but I would not say the United States 
is not helping Americans who want to leave. 


Q They are helping? 


A They are helping, sure. 


Q Alan, over the weekend the Secretary made 
some remarks about Soviet strategic weapons tests. 
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Apparently, he got the information on which 
he based his remarks shortly before making them. Did he check 
with the President before deciding to go public with that, or 
was that a “shoot-from-the-hip" decision of his own? 


A Obviously, I would not address a question of 


what the Secretary does internally. I would note that 
Secretary Weinberger and ACDA Director Rostow made similar 


points on Sunday. 


Q Isn't he criticizing the Soviets essentially 
for practicing what he has preached? 


A I think what he has raised is the question of 
inconsistency between Soviet words and Soviet actions. 


Q Isn't it Haig's policy to go ahead with stra- 
tegic weapons build-up -- which I presume includes testing -- 
while negotiating for arms control? 


A The Secretary addressed this at some length 
on Saturday, and I don't see any point going beyond what he 
said. 


Q He left the impression that he is just sort 


of a little bit mentally unstable on these questions. (Laughter) 


A I obviously reject what you're saying, and I 
don't see that as a purposefully useful conversation. 


Go ahead, Marvin. 


Q In that same general area, the Secretary 
spoke about the tests being unprecedented. Do you have any 
information that fleshes that out -- in what way have they -- 


A No, I can't be specific, given the nature of 
the information. 


Q What do you mean “the nature of the 
information," too sensitive to discuss in public? 


A In terms of any detail beyond what the 
Secretary said. 


Q The Secretary did further speak about 
integration of functions, leaving a strong implication that 
these tests were in some kind of sequential relationship to 
One another. It seems to me we can put the two together; but 
it seems to me also that it is your responsibility to do so, 


and not ours. 
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A I'm not going to go beyond what he said. 
Again, I believe this was addressed on television over the 
weekend. I have nothing further for you on it. 


Q The press reported over the weekend that 
American citizens' names have to be submitted to the Israelis 
for approval prior to their leaving Lebanon. Are the Israelis 
also occupying the American citizens in Lebanon besides Lebanon, 


too? 


A Frankly, I'm not aware of the requirement 
which you have cited from the press, so I just can't comment 


On it. 
Q One of the networks reported that over the 
weekend. 


_ A I accept that you hearcd such a reporct, 
but I'm not familiac with it, so I can't comment on it. 


Q Alan, do you have any ceaction on President 
Mubacak's invitation to the PLO to come and form a government 


in Egypt? 
A No, I don't. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Can I shift to Venezuela? 


A I don't have anything on Venezuela, but 
you're welcome to shift to Venezuela. 


Q The cool-off period for discussions of 
Essequibo -- the territorial claims the Venezuelans have on 


Guyana -- has expired. 


Do you have any comment about that? 


A Yes. I guess I do have one brief comment on 


that. The protocol which effectively put the matter on ice 
for the past 12 years expired on June 18 and will not be 


renewed. 


However, the 1966 Geneva Accord signed by 
Venezuela, Guyana, and the U.K. provides a framework for the 
parties to work out a peaceful solution of this problem. 


We're heartened by the statements of both govern- 
ments, indicating their commitment to a peaceful, diplomatic 
solution of this territorial dispute or territorial issue 
consistent with Article 33 of the U.N. Charter. 


Q If I can follow, you don't see any problem 
about continuing with your sale of the F-l16s to Venezuela 


during this stage? 


A I don't know even what the delivery dates on 
that are, but the comment I have for you on this is as I 
have just given it to you. 


Q Well, if I can -- 


A I don't have any further comment for you. I 
think that we welcome the statements that they intend to 
peacefully resolve this situation. I don't have anything 


further. 


Q Since we want the PLO out of Lebanon, do we 
like the idea of the PLO moving to Egypt? 


A Again, as I said, I would have no comment on 
this and, as I also said earlier to Adib, given the circumstances at 


the moment I don't think there's any purpose. In fact, it 
would not be appropriate to comment further. 
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Q In terms of Habib's effort now, how would you 
describe his priority? What is he trying to do first? 
Because you've given us a general statement of American 
policy here. What's he trying to do first? 


A I was asked this the other day Marvin. I don't want 
to try to give you a statement of his priorities. 
Obviously, the issues that he is addressing are clear in 
terms of trying to help where he can to strengthen the 
Lebanese central au’ "ity, to work for the maintenance or 
restoration of the “«»*2£ire, removal of foreign forces, 


etc., etc. 
I don't want to try and list every issue he's 


trying to deal with, but I at this point don't want to try 
to give you a detailed priority listing of what he's doing. 





Q Do you have any time frame in mind for when 
you would like to see all of this accomplished? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that 
today. 


Q Prime Minister Begin said yesterday there is 
no security force in Lebanon that he would find satisfac- 
tory, that this could take seven days, seven weeks, etc., 
but he left it kind of open-ended until this security force 


is created and in place. 


Is the U.S. comfortable with that kind of a 
time table? 


A As I say, I don't want to go any further than 
I have here. I would aiso note, I don't know whether 
there's going to be a briefing, readout, following Prime 
Minister Begin's meetings over at the White House, but on 
the assumption that there might be, I think it would be 
appropriate to leave that question for them. 


Q National Security Adviser Clark said this 
morning in this building that the U.S. was going to try to 
mediate between Britain and Argentina. 


What are the objectives of the mediation beyond 
bringing a formal end to the war? 


A I'm not aware that he quite put it in those 
terms. I haven't seen a transcript, to be honest with you, 
about what he did say other than to indicate that Prime 
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Minister Thatcher had accepted an invitation to come to 
Wathington. I don't think I could prejudge that in any 


case. 


Q Is the United States doing anything at this 
point about establishing some kind of multinational force or 
thinking along those lines? 


A You're talking about Lebanon again? 


Q Yes. Lebanon. As I heard Mr. Begin yester- 
day, there won't be any budging until such a force is in 
place. The clock won't start ticking until something is 
done to start getting it into place. 


A I understand that. Without trying to be spe- 
cific, obviously the question of getting a stable, 
sustainable ceasefire is one of the important questions to 
be addressed, and I think we have addressed both from the 
podium -- the Secretary has addressed it -- that we're 
looking at a variety of possibilities. But I don't want to 
go into any detail at this point. 


Q Do you have any assurances from Mr. Begin 
that trigger happy Ariel Sharon will not punch into West 
Beirut and blow every attempt that you are doing through 
Habib to pieces? Because the man is known to be that he's 
ultra heavy about using his guns. 


A Again, we've addressed the question of Beirut 
before, and I want to stick with what I said earlier. 


Q You have assurances that he will keep the 
ceasefire or they will not charge into West Beirut? 


A I've addressed the subject -- I think the 
Israelis have addressed this subject probably -- and I have 
nothing further from here to say on it. 


Q Back on the missile tests. I think Mr. 
Rostow said yesterday that we had known that these tests 
were coming up some time ago. 


Do you have any indication how far in advance we 
knew they were planning the tests? 


A No. I wasn't aware that he had addressed it 
in those terms. In any case, I don't have any information I 
can share with you. 
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Q Have we made any protests to the Soviets or 
do we think there's any basis to protest to the Soviets 
about the tests? 


A The Secretary addressed this, to a certain 
extent, on Saturday, but I'm not quite sure what your -- 
I mean, we've made known, obviously, in public what our view 
is on the inconsistency between the actions and their words. 
Beyond that I'm not sure what you have in mind. 


Q When you knew the tests were coming, did you 
say don't do it? 


A I didn't say that. I'm not commenting on the 
question of what we knew and when we knew it. 

Q To use a famous phrase. 

A To use a famous phrase. 


Q The Soviet Union's obligation. This rings a 
bell with me. I'm trying to track it down. The Soviet 
Union has an obligation to inform us in advance of multipie 
missile launches. 


A I don't know what their specific obligations 
are, but I could tell you that we do not believe that any 
agreement per se has been violated. 


Q As the Secretary said, this was an unprece- 
dented event -- these series of tests. It seems to me it's 
an unprecedented event for us to be told about it. 


Have you got any data that you could give us about 
previous series or sequences of this kind? 


A I don't. And, again, I don't think it's the 
kind of question that I would likely be able to get you 
anything on. 


Q But it seems to me that if we could get that 
kind of information all of a sudden after a meeting with 
Gromyko, maybe what happened a year or two ago the intelli- 
gence community would be willing to now release so we could 
make a comparison of just how unprecedented this is. 


Would it be not possible for you to get some 
information on other tests of this kind? 
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A I will put that question to the system, but I 
would not hold your breath about getting a response. 


Q Do you have anything on the backlog of 
passport applications and the delays in issuing them? 


A No. I think actually there is some extensive 
guidance on this in the Press Office. Let me ask you to get 
it later. 


Q In connection with what the Secretary said, 
has the U.S. through the Embassy in Moscow had any formal 
discussions with the Soviets about the strategic activity 
the Secretary referred to? 


A Rather than giving you any comment on that, I 
think I would have to stay by our standard position of not 
getting into diplomatic discussions. I don't want to 


violate that. 
Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


oo 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments today, so I shall be glad to accept your questions. 


Q On Lebanon, is it the U.S. position that 
Israel should withdraw all its military forces from Lebanon 
forthwith and unconditionally? es 


A Let me reiterate what the President said 
yesterday and which the Secretary underscored today. 


First, the President said, with respect to 
Lebanon, it's clear that we and Israel both seek an end to 
the violence there and a sovereign, independent Lebanon 
under the authority of a strong central government. 


We agreed that Israel must not be subjected to 
violence from the north. The United States will continue to 
work to achieve these goals and to secure the wi«hdrawal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


The Secretary used essentially the same language 
this morning. 


Q The reason I'm asking is that in the ANZUS 
communique today in Canberra, the three nations involved 
including the United States, included a demand that, “Israel 
withdraw all its military forces from Lebanon forthwith and 
unconditionally.” 


Does that properly state the U.S. position? 


A I think I have stated the U.S. position for 
you. 


Q There seems to be more than a degree of dif- 
ference between what you said and what this flat statement 
said. Unconditional withdrawal would not have anything to 
do with protection of Israel's northern borders. 


A Again, I don't want to be in a position here 
of suggesting to you that there's necessarily any 
disagreement in the interpretation put to the question at. 
ANZUS and what I've given to you. 
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Obviously, we are hopeful that the Israeli 
withdrawal will take place as expeditiously as possible, and 
it has to be within the framework of the statements made by 


the President yesterday. 





Q And how is your study going on whether 
there's been any violation of U.S. law and Israeli use of 


American arms? 


A That is a subject that is still under review. 


Q How long do you think it will be reviewed, 
Dean? 


A I would not expect it to go on ad infinitum, 
but I don't have a deadline I can suggest to you today. 





Q You know, I've seen other things that have 
been subjected to review and they just kind of -- you know, 
they just kind of go off into the sunset and disappear and 
are never heard from again. And maybe that subject would be 
very nice to -- it would be nice from your position to have 
it sort of disappear. Do you think that might be the -- 


A No. I wouldn't suggest that to you at all. 


Q So you think about in a matter of weeks, 
would you say? 


i I would suggest you stay tuned. 


Q I'll try my best. 


Q On the matter of use of cluster bombs, do you 
have a reply from the Israelis to your inquiries as to 
whether or not they were used? 


iy The status of that is as follows: We have 
raised with the Israelis the question of the possible use 
of cluster bombs in the course of the operation into 
Lebanon. We do not yet have an official reply. 


Q What's the status of the F-16 notice to the 
Hill? 


A It's a determination that the President 
will make as to when that will go forward. 
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Q To follow up your reference to, "We hope 
Israel will withdraw as expeditiously as possible.” Do we 
feel that the Syrians are in the process of withdrawing 
expeditiously, or when was the first turn where we suggested 
the Syrians ought to get their army out of Lebanon? 


A What was the first “turn"? 


Q Yes. In other words, as I've been asking 
several times when we want the Syrians to get out, and the 
answer from that podium frequently is, well, either no or 
they're there by -- to protect the peace, even though 
they've, you know, used weapons and so forth, and I just 


wonder. 


A We have, as I indicated at least for the 


past week suggested that we think it important that all 
foreign forces withdraw from Lebanon in order to facilitate 
the establishment of a central governmental authority within 


that country. 


Q Right. And what is the reaction of the 
Syrians to this suggestion that they withdraw? 


A I have nothing I can offer you from this 
podium. 


Q One last follow-up on that. Do we expect the 
Israelis to withdraw sooner than the Syrians to withdraw? 


A I don't think that it can be viewed 
necessarily in that kind of relationship. I think we've 
made ourselves clear on what we hope will be established and 
what we feel is necessary to be established in order to 
achieve the objective I just said. 


Q Can you reassure us that we do not expect 
more of the Israelis than we do of the Syrians vis-a-vis 
withdrawal? 


Ay I think the language I've already given you 
is very plain. 


Q It's plain, but it doesn't solve that 
guestion. Do we expect more of the Syrians than we do the 
Israelis? 


rs It's not a question that I wish to address. in 
any other context than the one I just did. 
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Q Can you expand in any way. on the very upbeat 
statement that Begin and the Secretary made this morning 
after their breakfast meeting, particularly the view that 
some resolution might be possible within the next few hours? 
To what were they referring and why? 


A Specifically in the case of the Secretary, he 
said we hope that the continuing activity by Mr. Habib will 
lead to a positive outcome in the hours ahead. I think that 
is a formulation that he has used previously, and I think it 
underscores the Secretary's hopes that what Ambassador Habib 
is seeking can be achieved as soon as possible. 


Q Nothing more specific than that? 


A No. Nothing more specific that I can offer 
you. 


Q The phrase "in the hours ahead" is one of 
some urgency. Was that meant to be more genera. than it 
looks? When you say "in the hours ahead" people begin to 
assume that you really mean it. 


(Laughter ) 
A I can assure you that Ambassador Habib -- 


Q Could he have as easily have said "in the 
days ahead," “in the weeks ahead"? I mean, is this 
something that may come to pass within 24 hours? 


A It's impossible to predict precisely when 
what we are trying to accomplish will be accomplished, but I 
do think it underscores the urgency that the Secretary and 
the Israeli Prime Minister feel is necessary. 


Q Was it based on any reports of new progress 
from Lebanon? 


A I don't want to characterize it in that way. 
Obviously, Ambassador Habib is extremely busy continuing to 
meet with Lebanese leaders, and we are hopeful that those 
results will bear fruit in the very near future. 


Q What I am really trying to get at is that it 


appeared to be that you were more hopeful than you were 
yesterday; that by using the phrase "in the hours ahead" it 
would lead one to believe that. 


Is the situation about where it was yesterday? 
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4 The situation is as I just described it, 
namely, that Ambassador Habib is working day and night in 
order to achieve the desired outcome. 


Q Could you say more clearly what the desired 
outcome is? I understand there was a breakdown of the 
ceasefire during the day, Lebanon time, and that the cease- 
fire was re-established. Is that what the Secretary was 


referring to? 


A That's obviously one of the essential ele- 
ments in what we hope wiil be accomplished. 


Q You leave me with the impression that the 
Secretary thinks that a new Lebanese Government can be put 
in place in the hours ahead. Is that what you're saying? 


A I'm simply saying that the Secretary, by 
using that phrase, I'm confident is doing so in order to 
underscore the urgency of accomplishing these objectives as 


rapidly as possible. 


Q Do you have any comment on the PLO published 
proposal today for a demilitarized Beirut? 


A No. I have no comment on that specific 
report. 


Q On the cluster bomb again. I think last week 
-- it's been more than five working days or six or seven 
working days -- you told us the same thing, that you have 
asked the Israelis. 


Is it really unusual? Does it take this long for 
the government to know if it has used a particular weapon, 
and when would you kind of put the special emphasis on this 
and ask for an Israeli reply? 


A We obviously anticipate a reply as promptly 
as possible. I can't predict precisely when that reply 
will be forthcoming. 


Q One more thing, please. 
A You want to follow up. 
Q It's not a follow-up. It's about another 


thing. The Israeli and American media yesterday 
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reported that Israeli had shelled a hospital -- 13 shells 
fell in a hospital -- and the Red Crecent Society by the PLO 


-- financed by the PLO. 
Any particular response to that? 


A No. i think it's impossible for me to try to 


address, in terms of responses, every report of targets hit. 
We clearly hope that there will be a ceasefire and that it 
will be respected on both sides. 


Q So you have no reaction to a report that 
Israel had shelled a hospital, killing three and wounding 


13? 


A Not other than what I just said, that we are 
hopeful that the ceasefire will take hold and will be 
honored and respected by both sides. 


Q Can I please have a follow-up -- excuse me. 
Just one more. A major newspaper yesterday said that up 
until yesterday -- The New York Times, in fact -- the 
Administration has not criticized Israel for its act. Is 
that a good characterization of the U.S. position on this 


issue? 





A I'm sorry. That we have not criticized 
Israel for its "act"? 


Q For the invasion. For the invasion since it 
began on June 6. 


A I think the comments by the President and by 
the Secretary from the beginning of this crisis very clearly 
articulate what our policy is with respect to that as well 
as to the overall goals that we are seeking in Lebanon. 


Q Do you still stand by Security Council Reso- 
lution 509 in its entirety? 


A Obviously, that's on the books, and we have 
not backed away from it. 


Q May I follow up my colleague's question? Do 
you consider also a hospital as a PLO target if you cannot 
come and condemn like you condemned the assassination 
attempt on the Israeli Ambassador in London? That this 
could be despicable or whatever it is to kill children? 
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A I've only seen press reports about this 
hospital being hit. As I say, I don't think that it 
serves any purpose for me to try to respond to every 
single report of specific targets being hit by one side or 


the other. 


It seems to me that when we say that we're hopeful 
that there will be a ceasefire, that essentially covers 
the overall subject as far as we are concerned. 


Q I would be remiss if I were not to mention 
that your characterization of the assassination attempt on 
the Israeli Ambassador in Lonbon as despicable -- it has 
been interpreted by many people as the green light to Israel 
to go on with this raiding into Lebanon with their might. 


A Whoever interprets it in that light is 
totally misrepresenting our position with respect to it. 


Q Do you have anything to support reports from 
Lebanon that the Israeli forces are interfering somehow, are 
not cooperating with humanitarian efforts? 


A I don't have any specific indications to 
suggest that that is the case. As you know, we have under- 
taken a fairly substantial aid effort. I don't believe I 
have any specific information I can offer you on that today 
beyond reiterating that the President has announced that we 
would provide $5 million for immediate emergency assistance, 
and an additional $20 million in relief and rehabilitation 


efforts for Lebanon. 


We understand that at least some of this aid has 
been received. 


Q Do you have any comment on a suggestion by 
Senator Tsongas that the 25 should in fact be raised to 50 
and that the other 25 should come out of Security Assistance 


funds destined for Israel? 


A I have no comment on that. I understand 
that the Senate committee is exploring this today, but I 
have no reaction to offer you on it. 


Q There have been a lot of different figures 
going around about civilian Lebanese casualties. Do you 
have any figures today? 


A Nothing firm I can offer you. 
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Q Where are the figures that the State 
Department is using? Where are they coming from? 


A I wasn't aware that we were using any. I've 
seen a number of estimates as obviously you have, but I'm 
not aware that we have attempted to establish any kind of 


firm estimate. 


Q What figures are State Department delibera- 
tions being based on? Nothing given publicly, I mean. 


A Again, even privately I'm not aware that we 
have tried to firmly establish any estimate of the numbers 


of casualties. 


Q Are we using Red Cross estimates? 
A I'm not aware we're using any estimates. 
Q Are we making any effort to determine -- I 


mean, On our own -- the -- 
A The number of casualties? 


Q Has AID sent a fact-finding team to Lebanon, 
in other words? 


A I don't know if that's been done or not. I'd 
have to look into that. 


Q We didn't put out the press release regarding 
all the different kinds of humanitarian aid that were going. 
At that time they used -- at least in terms of homeless -- 
350,000. I mean, that's obviously a figure that came from 


somewhere. 


A I don't know where it came from. I have not 
inguired. 


Q Could you look into it? What our sources for 
this accounting are? 


A I'll be glad to see if I can, what it is based 


On. 
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Q New subject? 
A Yes, sir. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Leslie Gelb 
news analysis today? 


4A You'll have to refresh my memory about what 
Mr. Gelb wrote today. 


Q He talks about a rift between Secretary Haig 
and Judge Clark. 


A Oh, yes. 
Q Does that ring a bell? 


(Laughter) 


A Yes. Now that you mention it. I think I did 
see that piece today. 


No, of course I don't have any comment. I have 
been struck by the number of stories in the press about 
rifts and alleged rifts among people in the Administration 
on a number of topics. It just seems to me, however, that 
what is operative in this Administration, as it is in most, 
is what the President decides. It is his policy that ought 
to be focused upon, not other people's interpretations: of 


it. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, since the Reagan Administration, 
through Vice President George Bush, very seriously warned 
the Reverend Billy Graham not to let himself be used by 
the Soviets in Moscow, and since Dr. Graham made in Moscow 
such statements as, "I saw no evidence of religious re- 
pression in Russia", and various other statements that 
rather astounded a lot of people in the United States, 
since Vice President Bush has gone down to New Orleans 
and saluted Billy Graham for what he termed, “Taking the 
Lord's message across the world”, does Secretary Haig 
also believe that Dr. Graham should be saluted for his 
mission to Moscow or not? 


A I haven't heard the Secretary address him- 
self on that subject, so I wouldn't want to try to hazard 
a guess without checking with him. 


Q Great. I would be delighted -- I don't want 
you to hazard -- I would be delighted if you could ask him. 
And also isn‘t the Bush salute of Billy Graham a clear 
indication of a massive reassessment of freedom in the 
Soviet Unic: by the United States Government? 


A I hadn't quite heard it put in those terms. 
I think it is a question you ought to address to the 
Vice President. 


Q I tried all day, and nobody is available. 
I just got the manuscript of what he said to the Southern 
Baptists, Dean -- 


a The manuscr: pt? 


Q Yes, Of what he said, and he commended the 
religious right, and all manner of things. This is another 
thing you might ask -- does Secretary Haig suspect that 
possibly Vice President Bush is running for President in 
1984? 


bs Oh, good heavens, Les, you know, I am pre- 
pared to take your serious questions, but I am not -- 


Q You think that is not serious? You think 
he is not running? 


A It is not my position to address that. 


Q I understand that, and I would very much 
appreciate it if you can take the first too, I will be 
satisfied. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Gromyko 
news conference yesterday in New York? Any statements? 
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A Yes, I do. Is there any particular 
statement Gromyko made which you would like me to 


comment on? 


Q I suppose the strategic activity. You might 
as well start out with those missile launches. 


A If you want to start there, '™ am not so sure 
that I can extend you past what the Secretary said on 
Saturday. What I can respond to is the sanctions which he 
discussed, the so-called "destroying the bridges” remark, 
and what else. You take your pick. 


Q You just read to us from that piece of 
paper that you have. (Laughter. ) 


4 Let me start with the allegation by the 
Foreign Minister that we are seeking to destroy bridges 
built between the two nations over the years. 


It is most certainly not our policy to try 
to destroy bridges between the United States and the 


Soviet Union. 


The Soviet Union is well aware that we are pre- 
pared for improvement in all aspects of our relations 
if there is real, not just cosmetic moderations, in 
Soviet international actions. 


Until that happens in deed and not just in words, 


the responsibility for tension is the Soviet Union's. We 
have made it a point to keep channels of communication 
open, and a very extensive dialogue at high levels is 


already underway. 


The point here is that the United States cannot 
ignore Soviet international actions which inevitably affect 
our bilateral relationship, such as the Soviet invasion 
and continuing occupation of Afghanistan, and the Soviet- 


supported repression in Poland. 


It was in regard to the specific case in Poland, 
where unfortunately the situation remains unstable, and 
where there still has not been a serious effort to 
establish a genuine internal dialogue, that the President 


took the decision to extend our sanctions. 


Q Before you go on, on the specific matter 
of sanctions, a West German cabinet minister said that the 
extension of the U.S. sanctions, particularly pipeline 
technology, is in fact in contravention to what the United 
States agreed to at the Versailles Summit in terms of 


free trade. 
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Do you have any comment on that? 
A No, 1 do not have any comment on that. 


Q Okay. Why don't you continue with what you 
have on Gromyko. 


A Specifically regarding the sanctions, as 
you know, Foreign Minister Gromyko said that the U.S. 
measures announced over the weekend -- quote -- will not 


have any adverse effect on Soviet plans whatsoever. Un- 
quote. 


Our response to that is that the pipeline project 
already is behind schedule. Our action will further impede 
it. The unavailability of United States equipment and 
technology for the project at a minimum will increase its 
cost and require the expenditure of additional scarce 
resources by the Soviets. 


We also continue to hope safer alternatives to 
Soviet energy can be found. 


Q Dean, on the same subject, his comments 
about agreement in principle on a summit meeting between 
the President President Brezhnev -- 


A I can't get into the substance of the dis- 
cussion between Secretary Haig and Foreign Minister 
Gromyko other than to acknowledge that the subject of a 
summit did arise. Both sides have stated in the past 
their willingness to consider a summit. President Reagan 
has made clear that it is his sincere hope to meet with 
President Brezhnev at an appropriate time. On the other 
hand, a summit would have to be well prepared, and have 
a prospect of positive results. 


At his press conference in New York Saturday, 
the Secretary indicated that both sides agreed to that. 
The Secretary also noted that the President will probably 
comment on this subject in the months ahead. 


Q Dean, do you have any reaction to Foreign 
Minister Gromyko's remarks about the U.S. position on arms 
control? 


Bs No, I don't have any specific response to 
offer you on that other than to reiterate what the 
Secretary did, namely that we feel that our position on 
arms control has been very clearly spelled out and 
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articulated, principally by the President in a speech 
last fall, and his subsequent speech at Eureka College, 
his statements during the trip to Europe, and also the 
Secretary's Own comments regarding that. 


It seems to us that this is the response, if you 
will, which actually preceded what Foreign Minister 
Gromyko said about them. 


Q Dean, apropos of this, in what you have just 
stated, as I understand -- correct me if I am wrong -- in your 
response to Mr. Gromyko, you have stated that it is our 
desire not to destroy any bridges to the Soviet Union. 


Would Secretary Haig welcome another visit, 
perhaps even a crusade, in the Soviet Union by Billy 
Graham? 


A Again, as I told you, it is not a 
subject that I have discussed with him. I don't know what 
his feeling is on that. 


Q Sure. Could you add that to the question 
you are going to take to him? 


You know, he is very informed theologically 
speaking. I mean, he has used theological terms. 


Ay Secretary Haig? 


Q Yes. He must have known what Billy was 
saying there -- 


Q He is a vicar. 


Q He is a vicar, that's right. And he and 
the Bishop, the equivalent, must have been aware of what 
Billy Graham was saying there, and since the Vice Presi- 
dent commends Billy Graham, as I say, if you could -- 
that, too, I would be greatly fascinated. 


A I will be glad to look into it. 


Q Thank you. 


Q On the pipeline announcement last Friday by 
the President, the West Germans and the Japanese have com- 
mented critically over the past 24 hours. Do you have any 
comment on their reaction? 


A With respect to the West German criticism, 
as we stated previously the President's action to reaffirm 
and broaden the scope of the sanctions we took last 
December, following the imposition of martial law in 
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Poland, is a clear demonstration of our deep dissatisfaction 
with the absence of progress toward the restoration of 
basic human rights in Poland. 


We do recognize that this decision poses some 
costs for our allies. At the same time, American firms, 
it should be pointed out, are bearing substantial or 
significant losses as well. 


We remain hopeful that we will be able to reach 
a common position with our allies on this issue. 


. Now, I have no specific reaction to offer you 
on the Japanese comments, but that is our general observa- 


tion. 


Q To go back to the subject of cluster bombs, 
you requested information from -- or the answer from -- 
Israel early last week, and you didn't get the answer. 


If any independent services or agencies that you 
can trust, or Israel can put some respect to, can bring 
your government pieces of these cluster bombs as evidence 
from the places which were hit, would you accept that as 
a proof that the Israelis actually used these bombs in 


Lebanon? 


rey It is a very hypothetical question. I don't 
know quite how I can go about responding to that in any 
helpful and meaningful way. 


I have told you what we are seeking, and it is 
under study, under review, and obviously it would depend 
upon the type and nature of the evidence produced. I really 
can't prejudge that. 


Q But since Israel is dragging its feet, 
and possibly not responding to your request, as a result 
they are busy with the war. 


4 I am obviously not prepared to accept that 
hypothesis. 


Q Can we go back for a minute to that question 
on the Gelb story? 


A Yes. 


Q You dismissed the rifts and reported rifts. 
You said what is really important is what the President 


decides. 
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a Yes. 
Q You didn't address yourself to the question 
= of whether this story is accurate. 
And I don't intend to. 
7 That the rifts exist? 
mo 


A 

Q 

A I don't intend to. 

Q You can't tell us whether the rifts exist? 
A No. I am not going to comment on that. 


Q Were there shouting matches in Europe 
between the two? 


A No comment on that. 


Q Dean, as I understand it, Mr. Gelb, wasn't 
he in the State Department? 


A Yes, he was in the State Department. 

Q Well, you know, he was -- 

A Not in this Administration. 

Q -- a former employee. Well, I mean, is there 
a kind of professional courtesy? I mean, just to dismiss 
this former State Department officer who works for The New 


York Times with a lofty "no comment", sounds a little 
cavalier. 
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4 What is your question? 


Q Well, the same thing as Marvin's, the same 
thing as two or three other people. ; 

A I have already given you the answer. 

Q I mean, that a man of such stature should 


write these things, and you would dismiss it as if it 
were irrelevant, facetious, immaterial, and so forth, 
rather than responding to it. It is kind of a serious 
thing, isn't it? 


fy Oh well, you can take me to task after the 
briefing. Whatever you want to write -- 


Q This is a very distinguished fellow. You 
can understand why I am perplexed. 
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AB There are often reasons why I wonder why 
you are so perplexed, but that is your business. 


0 Dean, On the Gromyko news conference, what 
is your reaction to his dismissal of the Secretary's 
disclosure of unprecedented missile-testing? 

I have nothing to offer you on that. 
I thought you said you had something. 
No, I don't have anything on that. 


Dean, why don't we have a filing break? 


r Oo FY YO PY 


Sure, filing break. 


Q Dean, do you have any comment on the agree- 
ment reached by the three anti-Vietnamese resistance groups 


in Cambodia? 
A Yes, I think there is something here. 


We are very pleased to learn of the formation of 
a coalition of Khmer groups resisting the Vietnamese occupa- 
tion of Kampuchea. 


It is a positive step forward in providing the 
framework for leadership against the Vietnamese occupa- 
tion, and for the ultimate self-determination for the 


Khmer. 


This is a very important development which we 
welcome. 


Q Dean, will the United States offer any 
assistance to this coalition? 


A As you know, our position on assistance is 
well-known. We have given political and moral support to 
the non-Communists. We have also contributed heavily to 
international programs of emergency humanitarian relief 
for the Khmer people no matter where they are located. 


What we do beyond that will depend on further 
developments and our Own assessment. 


I want to reiterate that we do not plan to offer 
military assistance, nor will we provide support of any 
kind to the Khmer Rouge. 


Q Can you say why? I mean, if we welcome this 
move, and the problem in Cambodia is the Vietnamese military 
occupetion, why will the United States not offer military 


assistance? 
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A Because we do not feel that conditions are 
appropriate at this time to justify a change in our long- 
standing policy. 


Q Can I go back to the Middle East for a 
second? 


4 


A Sure. 


Q Prime Minister Begin said yesterday that 
what had occurred in Lebanon was not an invasion, and he 
apparently made this point both publicly and at length 
privately to the President. 


Does the U.S. accept that argument? 


a Do we accept the argument? I am not 
aware that there is any fundamental disagreement expressed 
during the meetings that the Prime Minister had with the 
President or with the Secretary on that point. 


Q So it is not an invasion. 


fy I said I am not aware that there was any 
disagreement expressed on that point. 


Q Does that mean we accepted it? 


A I can't offer you anything beyond that. 

Q Was it an introduction of troops? 

A Excuse me? 

Q What would you call it then, an introduction 
of troops? 

As I don't have any characterization to offer 
you on it. 


Q Hot pursuit? I mean, maybe it could be 
called hot pursuit. 


a, Maybe it could be called that, Les. I just 
am not offering my own definition. 


Q Dean, is the Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs being phasec out? 


A No. It is still alive and well. 
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Q Can you tell us anything about the status of 


the personnel? There has been no Under Secretary for quite 
some time, and I understand that both the Assistant Secretary 


and his principal Deputy Assistant are resigning in the 
near future. 


Are there plans to replace any of these people? 


A I just don't have any up-to-the-moment 
assessment I can offer you on replacement for the Under 
Secretary's job, nor can I comment in any authoritative 
way on the likelihood or unlikelihood of anyone else 


departing. 


Q Is there complete agreement within the 
Administration on how to staff that bureau? 


A I can't answer that. I don't have any idea. 


Q Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #103 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 23, 1982, 12:25 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) . 


MR. FISCHER: Several announcements today. First, 
there will be an on-the-record briefing on the subject of 
humanitarian aid to Lebanon tomorrow, Thursday, June 24, at 
2:00 p.m. here in the press briefing room. The briefer will 
be AID Administrator Peter McPherson. 


Secondly, for your information, Prime Minister 
Margaret Thatcher will hold a press conference at 6:15 p.m. 
today in Room 2008 of the New Executive Office Building. 


Correspondents with State Department and White 
House passes as well as British correspondents will be 
admitted. For further information on the press conference, 
contact either Charles Anson or Neil Matthews at the British 
Embassy. The telephone number there is 462-1340. 


Also, for your information, Secretary Haig will 
provide a readout after the meeting between Prime Minister 
Thatcher and President Reagan following Prime Minister 
Thatcher's press conference. That readout will be at the 
White House press briefing room at about 7:00 p.m., but I 
would suggest that those of you who wish to attend be there 
somewhat earlier than that because it's possible it may 
Start somewhat earlier than 7:00. 


Lastly, at 11:00 a.m. tomorrow there will be a 
background briefing on the START talks also here in the 
press briefing room. 


So, with all those briefings announced, this one 
can begin. 


Q On Haig's readout, is that going to be on the 
record? 


4 My understanding is it will be on-the-record 
but not for camera. 


Q Not for camera. 


A Yes. That should be checked with the White 
House, but that's the last word I had. 
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Q Before we get to the obvious, can you tell us 
how and when and where the United States protested to 
Vietnam about the shootout in the South China Sea? 


A I will give you what I have on that. Let me 
say, first of all, that questions on the matter relating to 
the shooting incident on June 20, involving U.S. Naval 
vessels and Vietnamese fishing boats in the South China Sea, 
questions on that should be referred to the Department of 
Defense. 


In response to your question, we will officially 
protest the incident. The U.S. consistently protests any 
restriction on the freedom of the high seas in international 
waters. And how and when -- I can't tell you precisely 
when. I can say that we communicate with the Socialist 
Republic of Vietnam when necessary through our respective 
missions in Bangkok, New York or Paris. 


Q How certain is the U.S. that it was indeed a 
Vietnamese vessel? 


A I have to refer you to the Pentagon on that. 
I have no further information on it. 


Q On Lebanon, where do we stand with the 
Embassy there? Is it now totally shut down? 


A I understand we made available to you last 
night an extensive amount of material regarding the 
Situation in Beirut. I don't want to go through the entire 
amount of information here. 


It is true, of course, that the Chancery building 
in West Beirut has been closed, and Americans have been 
informed that a U.S. ship is expected in the Port of Juniyeh 
tomorrow, Thursday, June 24. 


I can elaborate on this if you like, but I suspect 
that to do so will be simply to reiterate the information 
you already have. Is there anything more specific that -- 


Q Yes. Is it a commercial ship or is it a U.S. 
Navy ship? 


A It is a U.S. Naval vessel, transport, which 
is what we anticipate that will be used in the departure 
from Juniyeh. 
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Q How Many people are to be picked up? 
A I don't know. 
Q Where will they be evacuated to? 


A Do we know that? I'm not sure that we know 
for sure what the destination is. 


Q What has been the level of evacuation over 
the past few days? 


A You use the term “evacuation.” This is, I 
think, a misnomer. It is a voluntary departure on the part 
of all U.S. citizens who choose to leave. 


What we are seeking to do is to facilitate that 
departure and to make it as organized as possible for those 
who wish to leave. 


Q How many? 
a I don't have a figure. I'm sorry. 
Q How would you characterize the flow? Has it 


been heavy? Has it been light? Has it been moderate? 


oy We had some figures the other day which indi- 
cated that it was quite light, but I haven't kept up with it 
on a day-to-day basis. 


Q Due to this fact that you are just saying 
that the Chancery is closed and you are preparing to eva- 
cuate the Americans from Juniyeh Port who are volunteering, 
are you saying that <= or, if not saying, inferring that the 
Israelis are going to be taking over West Beirut or marching 
into West Beirut like they march in other places? 


BN No. The information we gave out last night I 
think indicated the reasons for taking this action at this 
time. I would refer you to that. 


Q Maybe one of the reasons, because I didn't 
get the information last night. I'm sorry. Is it 
available? 


x We'll certainly make it available to you. 
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Q Do you have any casualty figures yet? The 
death toll in Lebanon? The Israeli Government yesterday 
said that the civilian death toll was something like 460. 


A I know. I saw those figures and the answer 
is that we do not have any accurate, precise figures that I 
can give you. 


Q Do you have any rough estimates? The 
President talked about his concern over the humanitarian 
problem and civilian suffering. I mean, some evidence must 
have been brought to him in some terms. 


a But nothing by way of precise figures that I 
am able to give you today. I suggest that you ask Peter 
McPherson that question when he talks to you tomorrow. 


Q It's not a question of precise figures. It's 
a difference between 460 and 9500. 

A I understand. I have nothing I can offer 
you. . 

Q Senator Percy said today that the actions of 


Israel in Lebanon have undercut U.S. policy in the Middle 
East. Does the State Department agree with that statement? 


A I saw the report you referred to. We feel 
that we have consistently explained what our policy objec- 
tives are. By way of reiteration, we are cortinuing to work 
with all the parties involved in order to make the ceasefire 
in Lebanon effective. As you know, as has been reported in 
the press, unfortunately sporadic clashes are continuing. 


I am not going to be able to go into the specifics 
of our diplomatic efforts, nor can I provide you with any up- 
to=-the minute accounting of violations. But we renew our 
call on all of the parties to stop the shooting and adhere 
to the ceasefire so as to facilitate the ongoing 
negotiations. 


Q Is one of these parties the PLO? 
“y Is one of what parties the PLO? 
Q You said, “We call on all of the parties to 


stop shooting." 
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A Yes; of course. Yes. The PLO, Syrians, 
Israelis, anybody who is shooting at each other should stop. 


Q I had a vagrant thought here. With the chan- 
cery closed, how is Habib operating? 


A Let's see if we addressed that. Let me take 
that question. I can assure you that he is continuing his 
efforts, but I don't want to go into any detail at this 
point on how he is proceeding. 


MR. ROMBERG: He's operating out of the residence. 


MR. FISCHER: Yes. I know that. Am I allowed to 
say it? 


(Laughter) 
MR. ROMBERG: Yes. 
MR. FISCHER: Thank you. 


Q In regard to the ceasefire, there's a report 
out of Israel today that a lot of the ceasefire violations 
are coming from Iranian volunteers who said they didn't come 
from Tehran just to observe the ceasefire. 


Do you have any information on that? 


A We've seen reports about Iranians having 
entered Lebanon. I have no information to be able to con- 
firm or to deny that for you. 


Q Do you have any reply yet on the inquiry 
regarding these cluster bombs? 


A No. Nothing that has been received thus far, 
to my knowledge. 


Q Anything on F-16s? 


A No. That remains where it has been, which is 
that the President will make the determination as to when 
that formal notification will go forward. 


Q How about the use of American equipment in 
general? Have you progressed on that” 


A It's still under review. 
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Q Can I understand from what you just said that 
the United States has been also asking the PLO to stop 
shooting? Was this through -- through whom are you asking 
the PLO to stop shooting? 


A This question arises in many forms almost 
every day. You know that we have no direct dealings with 
the PLO. You also know that we are in contact with people 
who do. So I think you can draw your own conclusions about 


that. 


Q Another point. There was a story on the wire 
this morning that the arrangement, or the agreement between 
the National Salvation Committee, the seven members, and the 
PLO was accepted by -- it was originally a proposal of the 
PLO to ask Israel to withdraw six miles outside Beirut and 
they would stack all of their weapons and everything in one 
camp and they will go under the aegis of the National 
Guidance -- or National Salvation Committee. And this was 
flatly rejected by Israel. 


Can we infer or can we come to the conclusion that 
Israel is exercising a veto power also on the exercise of 
the national rights of the Lebanese to do what they think is 
good for the Lebanese Government or Lebanese people? 


a Everything in your question, it seems to me, 
is based on press reports, which I am not going to comment 
On, nor am I going to comment on any aspect of Ambassador 
Habib's efforts to achieve the ceasefire and to further our 
objectives of assisting in the establishment of a central 
governmental authority in Lebanon. 


Q Let's have a filing break. 
A Filing break. 


Q Yesterday after Prime Minister Begin's 
meeting on the Hill, Senator Tsongas, quoted the Prime 
Minister as saying that President Reagan had told him that 
the President considered the Jewish settlements on the West 
Bank to be legal. And Senator Tsongas said that there had 
been a change in the U.S. policy, at least as far as Prime 
Minister Begin understood that policy. 


4 There is no change in our policy. 


Q Do we consider the Jewish settlements on the 
West Bank to be an obstacle to peace? 


can Foreign 
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4 We do. Not helpful to the peace process. 


Q Was there a request during the Prime 
Minister's visit for the Israelis to do anything about the 
settlements, either to stop settling or dismantle, or was 
there any request made of him regarding the settlements? 


A The answer is not to my knowledge, but I do 
not know for an absolute fact. 


Q Have you picked up anything from your own 
reporting about possible Israeli settlements in Lebanon? 


A No. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q On the cluster bomb issue, my recollection is 
that for several days you've been saying that the United 
States is trying to get information from the Israeli's. 
Yesterday, on the Hill, the Prime Minister said he didn't 
know anything about this. And so my question is: What is 
the rule by which we're trying to get information on whether 
the Israelis did use cluster bombs? Do we do it through our 
Ambassador in Israel to the military or do we do it from our 
Ambassador to the Foreign Office in Israel or how are we 
trying to find out? 


q I didn't see the Prime Minister quoted along 
those lines and I don't want to go into any specific detail 
about how we're making these inquiries, but it is obviously 
through official channels. 


Q Last week you said that the U.S. had assur- 
ances that Israel wouldn't occupy Beirut. Are there any addi- 
tional assurances of the extent of Israeli military 
Operations in Lebanon? For instance, are there any assur- 
ances that they won't enter Beirut? 


f I don't want to get into any of the details 
of the discussions that Prime Minister Begin had here 
beyond what senior officials said yesterday. 


Q And what you said last week still stands? 
There still is the assurance that they won't occupy Beirut? 


4 I'm not backing away from what was said last 
week, if that's your question. 


Q One more point on the cluster bombs. Has 
Secretary-General de Cuellar passed on to the United States 
the reports and photographs on this that he has from the 
UNRWA Director in Lebanon? 


A I don't know. I have not hear about that. 

Q You said you're not backing away from the 
statement that was made last week. 

A Yes. 

Q Of course, whatever was said last week was 


said last week. 
zy Right. 


Q Has Israel changed its assurances or 
withdrawn those assurances? 


A I'm just not going to be drawn into a 
discussion of anything further on the situation. 
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Q So you won't say whether those assurances 
still hold or not? 


A I'm just not going to comment on the 
situation at this point. 


Q Any comments on these reports that Ambassador 
Habib has considered resigning because of the 
Administration's fallouts or unwillingness to keep up what 
he was informed before he went to Beirut, Lebanon? 


4 Yes, I have a comment. They're absolutely 
false. 


Q A good comment. (Laughter. ) 


Q Along those lines, in the same report there 
was a statement that the Pentagon registered a formal dissent 
regarding American policy. Do you have anything on that? 


My No. I remember vaguely a report along those 
lines. I'm not at all familiar with what that has reference 
to, if in fact it was ever done. 


Q A new subject? 
A Sure. 


Q What is the United States’ position on the 
Sanctions against Argentina? Are we preparing to lift those 
Sanctions now? 


res We have made no decisions on lifting economic 
sanctions against Argentina. We're looking closely at the 
U.S. measures that were announced on the 30th of April. 
Obviously, one element in our consideration is the position 
of the Argentinian Government, and I think I'll just let it 
go at that at this point. 


Q Position on what? 


ay I noted one story today that an official in 
the Administration made reference to a "definitive position" 
on the part of the Argentinian Government toward a cessation 
of hostilities, and I'm saying to you that the position of 
the Argentinian Government is obviously one element in the 
consideration that we are giving to this matter. 


Q Does the Administration still consider UN 
Resolution 502 to be the basis for the settlement or do we 
think that events have sort of pushed that in the 
background? 


id 


‘ A We have not ever backed away from 502, which, as 
you know, calls for a cessation of hostilities, withdrawal 
of Argentinian troops, and a political settlement. 
Q O.K. 
is 
> Q Secretary Enders told this Council of the 


Americans that there would be no consideration of lifting of 
sanctions until there was a general ceasefire recognized 

by the Argentinian Government. Has there been any change in 
that? 


4 Could you repeat the question? 


Q Secretary Enders suggested that there would 
be no consideration of lifting the sanctions against 
Argentina until the Argentine Government recognized a 
general ceasefire. 


A As I say, the position of the government 
regarding cessation of hostilities is obviously an element 
in our consideration. I don't want to go beyond that. 


Q Can I ask one more on the cluster bombs? 


4 Yes. 


Q What is normally the method that the U.S. 
approaches Israel in this case. Normally, putting aside 
this case, how do you usually approach Israel to clarify -- 
Or any other country -- if a country has violated U.S. rules 


of law or not? 
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4 Obviously, short of direct contact between 
the leaders of the two countries, as was the case here 
this week when Prime Minister Begin was here, our contacts 
are conducted through our Ambassador in Tel-Aviv with the 
Israeli Government. 


Q But you're actually saying that the President 
and the Prime Minister did talk about this particular issue 


A No, I didn't say that at all. You asked me 
how do we normally approach the Government of Israel, and 
that's how we normally approach it. 
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QO So, therefore, the two ways is either by the 
two heads of states talking or through the Embassy -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- and since the heads of states are not, 
therefore -- 


A I didn't say that they talked about it or 
they didn't talk about it. That wasn't your question, as I 
understood it. 


Q Yes. I just wanted to know normally and to get 
my own deductions and conclusions, which I did. 

A Yes. 

Q I know that you don't like to base your com- 


ments on new reports, and this is the only thing that we 
have; but, according to the Israeli press that I happen to 
read and get the impression from it, the members of the 
Labor Party, who are the opposition in the Israeli Knesset, 
especially in the Committee for Security and Foreign 
Affairs, they are accusing Prime Minister Begin that he 
deceived the Israeli nation, the Israeli people, about the 
objectives of the invasion into Lebanon. 


And the second part of this question was, or is, 
that the Israeli press also reports that one of the members 
of the Committee said that there was a change in the objec- 
tives of Israel in the invasion into Lebanon as a result of 
the position of the United States, which could infer that 
the Israeli Government got encouragement from the United 
States to continue in this war according to the Israelis. 
So what do you comment on this? 


4 It's an internal political matter, and I have 
no comment. 

Q Another one on the Mideast. The U.S. posi- 
tion on recognition of the PLO is very well known. 

A Yes. 

Q Lo the PLO meets the conditions spezified -- 
namely, recog the right of Israel to exist and UN 


Resolutions 24. . . 338 -=— will the United States then 
recognize the PLO and deal with it? 


My We have always, as you Know, conditioned any 
direct dialogue with the PLO on the PLO's acceptance of those 
points that you just specified. 
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Q Well, what I'm asking though is: Is the 
United Stated committing itself to recognize the PLO if 
those conditions are met or are we just saying tht we won't 
recognize them unless the conditions are met? There is a 
difference. 


a There may be; I can't quite grasp it. 


Q Well, the reason I'm asking is that there are 
certain off-the-record reports that the PLO has offered to 
accede to those conditions and the United States said that 
they cannot guarantee that they would recognize the PLO even 
if they acceded to those conditions. 


A I'm not aware of any such reports. 


Q Well, again, if you could look into it <= if 
you can. I don't know how I can make more clear what the 
difference between those two positions is. I mean the dif- 
ference between the PLO making these statements and then 
finding themselves left suspended. 


A I don't know how I can make it more clear 
than to say again to you that we are prepared to open a 
dialogue with the PLO if they accept the conditions that you 
specified in your question. 


Q Well, you didn't say that before. 0O.K., 
fine. 


A I didn't? I did in New York. I guess you 
weren't there. 


Q No. 


Q Yesterday the Justice Department and the FBI 
announced that six people were arrested in the case of 
the industrial espionage case which involves IBM and two 
Japanese electric companies, and they also said that a 
warrant was issued against 12 Japanese people who are 
currently living in Japan and the warrant cannot be served 
without having any cooperation from the Japanese authori- 
ties. And I'm wondering if the State Department has already 
started seeking that kind of cooperation from the Japanese 
authority or not. 


°y What you are referring to is a criminal 
matter and I think the question you ask has to be addressed 
to the Department of Justice. 
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Q The Department of Justice said that they have 
to have the cooperation of the State Department in order to 
get in touch with the Japanese authority and I wonder if you 
have started that talk. 


A I can't answer that. I don't know if we have 
been in touch or not. 


Q I don't know if somebody asked before. There 
are reports this morning that the U.S. Embassy in West 
beirut, or in Beirut, is being vacated and the folks of the 
Embassy are being moved somewhere else -- and one network said 
because it's becoming clear to the American diplomats there 


and the Ambassador that an Israeli move into Beirut is imminent. 


First of all, is the Embassy being vacated; and, 
two, do you read the same thing into these reports? 


a I thought we went through all that at the 
beginning of the briefing. 

Q O.K. I just said that I wasn't here, so lI -- 

4 Oh, I beg your pardon; I'm sorry. thought 
you were. 

Q No. 

Q Do you know exactly what is the nature of this 


inguiry you are making about the cluster bombs? 


A I don't have any additional details I can 
offer you on that. 


Q Yes, but what exactly are you doing with the 
Israelis? Are you asking them whether they have taken 
cluster bombs to Lebanese territory, whether they've used 
them -— under which authority? What exactly are you trying 
to establish in your contacts with the Israeli Government 
about this specific matter? 


4 Again, I just have no further details I can 
offer you on that. 


Q Can you say whether there is any investigation 
of this matter? 


A We addressed it yesterday. I just have 
nothing to add to it. 
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Q I'm asking this because General Eitan sent a 
letter to the IDF, to the Israeli Defense -- 


aA General who? 
Q Eitan. 
Q Eitan. 


He sent a letter to the troops of the Israeli 
Defense Forces in which he says that -- mentioning about 
"these soldiers picked up pieces of cluster bombs as souvenirs 


and were injured." 


So there is a letter, and this letter is carried by 
FBIS and it comes from the IDF radio from Tel-Aviv. So there 
is a letter here from the General -- Eitan -- mentioning that 
Israeli soldiers picked up in Lebanese territory pieces of 
cluster bombs. These cluster bombs were given by the United 
States Government to Israel. 


So considering that an Israeli General is men- 
tioning that there are these bombs there, I was wondering 
what exactly are you trying to ascertain in these 
investigations? 


A I just have no further details I can offer you. 


Q Will you comment on a statement of Congressman 
Clement Zablocki yesterday, which was in the Post, that 
Israel violated the U.S. Law about using the weapons 
in a defensive manner, not -- I mean in an offensive manner, 
not defensive manner, in Lebanon -- which was in the Post? 





A As I told you, it's a matter that we have 
under review. 


Q O.K., thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC # 104 


THURSDAY, JUNE 24, 1982, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: I have one statement I'd like to 
make. I want to take the opportunity to clarify what has 
and has not been done with regard to the status of our 
Embassy in Lebanon. 


First, we continue to maintain our Embassy in 
Lebanon. To the extent that present severe limitations of 
staff and communications permit, consular and other services 
normally provided at the West Beirut Chancery will continue 
from the Ambassador's residence in Yarzeh. The Ambassador 
has not closed his office and moved. Since the beginning of 
the crisis he, and more recently Ambassador Habib, have 
been working exclusively out of the Yarzeh residence. 


And, finally, the Embassy has not ordered an eva- 
cuation of American citizens from Lebanon. I think I made 
reference to that yesterday. It has advised the American 
community that those who wish to leave have the opportunity 
to do so today aboard U.S. naval vessels calling at Juniyah 
Port. Personnel have been on hand at the Port since the 
beginning of the crisis to facilitate the departure of 
Americans wishing to leave aboard commercial vessels, and 
personnel will continue to be on hand after today for the 
same purpose. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q On the question of Lebanon, it looks as if 
new shelling and air raids are now taking place in Central 
Beirut. Do you know who the fighting is between, and what 
does this mean in regard to the U.S. efforts to create a 
ceasefire? 


A We do have, of course, reports of renewed 
fighting -- not only in the Beirut area but elsewhere in 
Lebanon. We obviously hope that all elements who are 
engaged in the fighting will cease because our position, our 
efforts continue to be directed toward the achievement of a 
stable, lasting cease-fire; and, of course, Ambassador Habib 
is at the center of those efforts. 


Q But what is he doing? Who is he talking to? 


A He remains in Beirut. 
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Q Oh. 


A He continues to discuss the crisis with 
Lebanese leaders. 


Q There's a story he has left for Jerusalen, 
unless I'm misinformed. 


Mm Yes; I saw the story. It is not correct. 

Q Not correct. 

A That's right. He is still in Beirut. 

Q Has he got any plans which just haven't hap- 
pened yet? 

A You know our customary practice here, for a 


number of reasons, is not to confirm Ambassador Habib'‘s 
destination until after his arrival; and I have to adhere to 
that. He has, of course, in the course of his mission, 
visited several of the countries which have either direct 
involvement or interest in the work that he is pursuing. I 
can only say at this point that that practice will continue. 


Q Can you in general terms define Mr. Habib's 
mission now? Is there any progress achieved? Are the par- 
ties closer to an agreement? 


oy I hesitate to give you a thermometer reading 
Or temperature reading on the status of Ambassador Habib'‘s 
mission. Obviously, it's a very delicate time. What he 
continues to pursue, other than the ceasefire that I 
alluded to earlier, is the achievement of the essential ele- 
ments of a stable solution to the problems of Lebanon -- 
namely, the reestablishment of the authority of the Lebanese 
Central Government and the restoration of Lebanese 
sovereignty, unity, and territorial integrity. 


Obv ously, in pursuit of this objective, the 
existence of all foreign armed elements on Lebanese terri- 
tory must be brought to an end as soon as possible. Armed 
enclaves cannot exist in a sovereign state if stability and 
reconciliation are to be fostered. 


Concerning the PLO presence in Lebanon, nego- 
tiations currently are under way between the Lebanese 
authorities and the PLO; and we just feel it would not be 
helpful to try to comment on those discussions and those 
negotiations further in public at this time, 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
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a Yes, sure. 


Q When we were in Europe, the Secretary at one 
point said he did not know what the Israeli objectives were 
in going beyond the 40-kilometer line. 


A Yes. 


Q Subsequent to that, he said he had been 
assured that the Israelis had no intention of occupying 
Beirut. 


A Yes. 


Q Can you tell us now what the Israeli objec- 
tives are and what their assurances to us are? 


A I have no information to suggest that the 
Israelis have departed from their previous assurances that 
they do not intend to capture or occupy West Beirut. 


Q Last week you said that the U.S. favored the 
evacuation of all foreign forces, and when you were 
questioned you agreed that that meant Syrians and Israelis 


A Yes. 


Q -- and that Palestinian forces were, in your 
words, “not foreign,” which should be “subservient to the 
Lebanese authorities." Has the U.S. position now changed, 
and are we now supporting the Israeli position that 
Palestinian forces should also be evacuated? 


A Again, I have to refer you to the statement I 
made earlier on that point; and just to underscore it, I 
said that we feel the existence of all foreign armed ele- 
ments on Lebanese territory must be brought to an end as 
soon as possible and that armed enclaves cannot exist in a 
sovereign state if stability and reconciliation are to be fostered. 


Q Does that mean evacuation? 
AN Excuse me? 
Q The non-existence of armed enclaves -- does 


that mean their evacuation, as with the Syrians and the Israelis? 


4 I'm just not going to go beyond that. 
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Q We've gone through something of a transition 
in language regarding sequence of objectives in Lebanon. 
What is your current formulation on whether the Israelis 
should withdraw -- first, in keeping with the resolution, 
whatever it is, 508, 509, or something -- with regard to the 
presence in Lebanon of Syrians and the armed PLO forces? 


A I don't know that we have deviated from what 
we have said on that in recent days or for the better part 
of a week or so. 


Q Try me again, if you have it there in front 
of you. 


A Of course, we continue to believe that the 
Israelis should withdraw from Lebanon as soon as possible. 


We also believe that that withdrawal should take 


place within the framework or against the backdrop of the 
achievement of the objectives that I referred to earlier, 
which Phil Habib is attempting to achieve. 


Q In reference to armed enclaves, is that spe- 
cifically the PLO, or would it also include Major Haddad's 
group, the Phalange group and so on? 


4 I just don't want to be more specific in 
response to that. 


Q Can we infer from the reference to the armed 
enclaves that the U.S. position is identical with Israel's 
position -- i.e., that we are not going to allow the 
Palestinians to bear arms even if they withdraw to their 


camps? 


Ay I prefer from this podium to address our 
position -- 

Q Yes, but is that your position -- 

Mh -- and I don't want to get drawn into a com- 


parison with some other party's position. 


Q Yes, but the reference to the armed enclave 
is new -- relatively new. Is your position to insist on 
disarming the Palestinians even if they withdraw go to their 
camps? 


ay Again, I just don't want to go further 
into the subject beyond what I've given you. 


Q 


Is there any help you can give us on the 
Syrian role in all of this? It seems as though a lot of the 


fighting right now is between Israel and Syria. 


We do have reports that there is fighting 


In what way are you trying to get the 


: 
a 
between the two. 
= Q 
@ Syrians to pull out? 


A 


Q 


A 


Q 
A 


Q 
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I again don't think it would be prudent 


or productive for me to try to specify the contacts 
that we are having with the Syrians -- or for that 
matter, with any of the other parties involved in the 
conflict -- other than again to reiterate that we are 
hopeful that all parties engaged in the fighting will 
respect a ceasefire. 


The Secretary said over the weekend that 


Yes. 


the Soviet role in all of this so far has been cautious 
and concerned. 


Does that remain his judgment? 


Yes. 


Do you have any comment on the statement 


in Anthony Lewis' article this morning about Sharon 
saying that the Reagan Administration or the Reagan 


Government is the most inept, incompetent American 
Government in this century in foreign affairs related to 


the Middle East? 


A 
Q 
Q 
A 


statement. 
(Laughter. ) 





I disagree. (Laughter. ) 


Name a worse one. 


Multiple choice. 


That's the trouble with any kind of flat 
I always lay myself open to a follow-up. 


I'm sorry. 


Go ahead. 
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Q May I follow this? Also in Anthony Lewis, I 
know that you don't like to report about press reports, but, 
you know -- 


4 Especially those kinds. 


Q -- we are not getting a lot of things from the 
State Department so we have to report to the press reports. 


So according to Anthony Lewis again, the real 
objective of the Israelis is to completely exterminate the 
Palestinian national movement or nationalism. Do you 
subscribe as the State Department and the United States 
Government to this type of objective, as enunciated in the 
article of Anthony Lewis? 


4 Again, I am going to adhere to my usual 
practice of not commenting on stories -- and, particularly, 
commentaries. I think our position regarding the situation 
in Lebanon, regarding the PLO, the Palestinians, is very 
clear, and I just have nothing to add to it. 


Q Do you have anytyhing for us today on the 
request for cluster bomb use? 


4 Nothing further I can add to that. My 
understanding is that it is still being looked at by the 
Pentagon, and we have not, to my knowledge, we have received 
any reports from the Pentagon yet. 


Q In the wake of the concern expressed on 
Capitol Hill, has there been any kind of renewed inquiry of 
the Israelis? 


nN A renewed inguiry? You mean in this connection? 


Q I mean that Capitol Hill expressed a good deal 
of interest in that question. Have you, as a result of 
that, redoubled your efforts to get an answer from the 


Israelis? 


A No. I don't think it would be fair to 
describe it in those terms. 


Q Are you suggesting that the Israelis have 
responded to the Pentagon and we haven't seen the response? 


My No. I have no information to suggest that 
they have. 
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Q Why would the Pentagon have something to do 
with it? I thought that the State Department went out and 
asked the Israeli Government whether it was true that these 
weapons had been used in Lebanon. How does it get to the 
Pentagon? 


A My understanding of the process is that the 
Pentagon initiates the inquiry and then submits its findings 
to the State Department. 


Q Well, I may have been misinformed, but I 
thought a State Department Officer testified on Capitol Hill 
that through the diplomatic channels the U.S. had gone out 
to Israel and asked them: "What about it?" 


A I don't think those are inconsistent. 
Obviously, the initial inquiries have to be conducted in the 
field. My guess is -- I haven't checked it personally -- 
that one of the Defense Attaches in Israel would be given 
that responsibility. 


Q But the State Department isn't involved in 
this? 

fy I understand that initially it is a Pentagon 
determination. 


Q Has anybody from the Embassy in Beirut, such 
as a Defense Attache or anyone, been to the camp Rashidiyah 
where the cluster bombs were dircpped? 


as I just. don't know. I just have no details on 
that. 


Q Did you have any communication with the 
Israeli Government after the Cabinet meeting today? 


om I don't believe we've had any official com- 
munication whatsoever. 


Q Do you have anything on casualty figures in 
Lebanon yet? 


A No. I have nothing on that that I can offer 


you. 
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Q On the matter of the cluster bombs, in the 
FBIS of the 2lst -- I think one of my colleagues brought 
this up yesterday -- isn't it enough the admission by the 
Israeli Chief of Staff, Rafael Eitan, in his letter which was 
sent to all the soldiers in Lebanon, the occupied territories 
of Lebanon, on the 19th of this month -- isn't this enough, 
by his own admission, the man who is running the whole war 
that he is warning his soldiers not to carry on -- 


A Well -- 


Q -- and he is saying that eight soldiers 
carrying -- you know, like we said yesterday, eight soldiers 
were carrying pieces to take to their mothers as a souvenir 
from Lebanon? 


im As you noted -- 


Q Isn't this enough evidence that they are 
admitting that, and you still didn't come up with the 
conclusion about this investigation? 


Ay As you noted, that subject did arise yester- 
day. All I can do is to reiterate for you that the matter 
remains under investigation. I have nothing further for you 
on it. 


Q Yesterday I got the impression that the 
consular services in Beirut had been moved to the 
Municipal Building in Juniyah, and today you say you -- 


nN No, I think that's incorrect. 
Q I see. 
By What we have in Juniyah, as I indicated, were 


personnel there to facilitate the departure of those 
Americans who wish to leave. I think the whole Consular 
Section is there. Am I correct in that? I understood that 
it was to be conducted out of the Ambassador's residence. 
I'm not aware of any other locale for it. 


Q Who is providing security for Ambassador 
Habib and the Ambassador's residence there? 
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a The answer is I honestly don't know, but if I 
did I wouldn't be able to tell you. 


Q Why not? 
A For obvious reasons. It's a security matter. 


Q I mean even to identify whether it's Lebanese 
troops or Israeli troops? 


a That's right. Now I see the thrust of your 
question. (Laughter.) 


No. I think we are responsible for the security 
of Ambassador Habib. 


Q Back to the cluster bombs one last time, you 
spoke of an investigation of whether or not they've been 
used. Have you done anything more than ask the Israelis? 
Does the investigation include anything more than that? 


a I just have no details on how it's being 
conducted. 


Q Well, does it go beyond a formal inquiry to 
the Israelis? In other words, are we relying on ourselves? 


4 I don't know. 
Q Can you find out? 


A I would suggest you refer that to the 
Pentagon. 


Q On the matter of cluster bombs, if in fact 
cluster bombs had been used, does that by itself constitute 
any sort of violation of the agreement under which they were 


supplied to the Israelis? 


A A determination would have to be made to that effect. 


Q But just their use, in and of itself, does 
not imply that any violation of the Arms Export Control Act 
took place, does it? 


A I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Just to make sure -- 
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10 
an But, obviously, the whole inquiry is focusing 
on whether or not cluster Soabs wece used and whether or aok 
that somehow constitutes a violation of wisteverc acas 
agreement we aay hive with Israel. 


Q I thought you were Looking si 4 broader 
question about arms in general -- aircraft? 


A We are. That's quite true. But all the 
questions heretofore have focused today on cluster boabs. 

9 Who does know the answer to that question? 

A Which question? 

Q The question that you said you didatt know the 


answer to -- namely, who makes the deteraination as to whether 
a legal, proper use of it -- 


A I didn't say I didn't know the answer to that 
question because that question wasn't asked. 


Q Did I misunderstand the question -- 
You must have. 
Well, who does? 


The Administration makes that determination. 


ono Fr OO °F 


Would you identify a little more precisely 
who it is? 


No. 


You will not? 


I see, 


Q Given all of the violence that has taken 
place in Lebanon -=- the bombing, the shooting, the artillery 
exchanges -- why is this Administration so concerned about 
cluster bombs? Why the big concern about that? 


oN A number of people have voiced concerns about 
it. There has been press reporting about it. And we have 
said that we were looking into it. 
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Q But that doesn't answer the question of why. 
What distinguishes cluster bombs from the other bombing and 
shooting that's going on? 


a I don‘t have a specific answer for you on 
that. All I can tell you is that it's being looked into. 


Q Is there any special category under which 
Cluster bombs are supervised any differently from any other 
weapon that we supply to Israel? 


4 I am not a cluster bomb expert. I don't 
know the answer to that. 


Q No. I mean it goes beyond being an expert. 
I mean arms are supplied under the general understanding 
that they be used for defensive purposes. 


A Yes, that's right. 


Q So the issue, if I'm not mistaken, is 
whether not just cluster bombs but any and all U.S. weapons 
supplied to Israel -- 


A I acknowledged that. 


. Q O.K. Now, what is this subcategory of con- 
cern about cluster bombs? 


rN I didn't say that there was one. The point 
I'm trying to make is that all the questions I've been 
asked today and in recent days deal with the use of cluster 
bombs, so I'm couching my response in those terms. I'm not 
suggesting to you that there's any kind of, as you put it, 
"subcategory of concern." 


Q Why would you go to Israel, to ask them 
if they've used them, but -- 


A You have long ago exhausted my knowledge of 
the subject. I have nothing I can offer you, other than the 
fact that it's being looked into. 
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Q Is it not true that there was an agreement 
-- and I don't have the date in my mind; it's about two 
years ago -- that after cluster bombs were dropped on the 
Rashidiyah camp in southern Lebanon that Israel speci- 
fically undertook not to use cluster bombs in its raids into 
Lebanon and that that is why there has been so much atten- 
tion to the bombs? 


A The answer is I don't know. 


Q It's now been more than a week that the 
Israeli forces have been outside of Beirut engaging in their 
military activities with the people inside. Quite apart from 
any statment made to the U.S. Government hy the Israelis, 
what is the U.S. position with regard to whether the 
Israelis should go into Beirut or whether they should 
withdraw from the environs of Beirut? 


A I think that gets us into an area that is too 
specific in terms of what I'm prepared to respond to. 


Q Can you -- 


A And we have said consistently that we hope 
that the Israelis will withdraw as soon as possible, and I'm 
not going to go beyond that. 


Q But you have not addressed the question of 
what the U.S. position is with regard to Beirut. You've 
made a more general statement about your hope that the 
Israelis will withdraw from Lebanon as soon as possible. 


A Yes. 


Q What is the U.S. position with regard to 
what the Israelis should do or should not do with respect to 


Beirut? 


A Yes, I understand the question; but I'm just 
not prepared to address it. 

Q Does it have a position on the matter? 

A I'm just not prepared to go into it. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, the other day, the Secretary said that 
somehow out of whet is happening in Lebanon, the prospects 
would be enhanced for taiks on Palestinian autonomy. 


Could you take us through, if you understand it 
yourself, the logic on that? 


A The logic on it? 
Q Yes. 


x Oh, I am tempted to, just to prove to you 
that I think I understand it. (Laughter.) At the same 
time, I see all kinds of pitfalls in an attempted response. 


Q That's all right. 


A I think the Secretary made very clear in 
his own comments the direction of his thinking, and I am 
not prepared to go beyond that at this time. 


Q Was there a discussion, when Begin was in 
town, Of a timetable for resuming this effort? 


A Not to my knowledge, no. 


Q Dean, on the Palestinian autonomy talks, 
is it the position of the United States that a successful 
completion of those negotiations concerning the West 
Bank and Gaza would provide some sort of a solution also 
for the Palestinians who are now in Lebanon? 


A Hopefully any solution achieved on 
Palestinian autonomy would be sufficiently broad as to 
incorporate whatever Palestinians who wish to return 
to those areas would be permitted to do so. 


Q So the United States would envision that 
a successful autonomy agreement would allow the Pales- 
tinians who now live in Lebanon to return to the West Bank 
and Gaza. 


A It is an obvious element in the discussions, 
sure. 


Q Dean, since we are not clear, or we are 
not getting any clarity from this Administration about 
the objectives of the Israelis, as was said on June 6th 
by the Israeli Embassy here in Washington, 25 miles, etc., 
the whole thing, and signing a peace treaty with Lebanon, 
I want to make it very short. 
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Are we exercising ourselves any cover-up here in 
this Administration by not revealing the truth about the 
objectives, as contradicts your objectives of the U.S. 
Administration, the objectives of the Israelis, as your 
intelligence understands in the area? (sic) 


A I am going to make my answer even shorter 
than your question. No. 


Q Dean, is the United States concerned about 
the safety of the PLO leadership, including Arafat? 


A I am, again, not going to get into questions 
regarding the delicate mission that Ambassador Habib is 
engaged in. 


Q Dean, Bob asked, I think, a two-pronged ques- 
tion there. One you answered; the other you didn't. 


What is your understanding of Israel's objectives 
now in Lebanon. 


A We have addressed them in the past, and I 
have nothing to add to what we have said before. 


Q You have addressed what your perception is, 
or your understanding of what Israel's objectives are, did 
you address that before? 


on We have addressed it, but I have nothing to 
add to it. 


Q Can you refer me to a particular date on 
this? 


aN No, not off the top of my head. 


Q Dean, I thought the last time you addressed 
it, the Secretary of State said he didn't know what 
Israel's objectives were. 


a I don't think it was put in quite those 
bald terms. 


Q Well, I think it was, since I asked the 
question, and I said, "Do you know what their objectives 
are?" and he said, with some heat and anger, "No." And 
as far as I know, that is the last time that issue has 
been addressed, unless you are aware of some other objec- 
tives that have been conveyed to this government. 


4 Quite frankly I don't recall that, Bob. 
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Q Haig talked about it after the breakfast. 
A I‘m sorry. 
Q Haig talked about their agreed goals after 


the breakfast with Begin. 


a I understand that, but that is not what 
you are referring to. 


Q Well, they may be the new objectives that 
you understand. It seems to me that it is a legitimate 
question. When was the last time that we understood 
what Israel's objectives are, and what are they, as we 
understand them? 


an I will have to take the question. 

Q Fair enough. 

Q Dean, can I please ask one more thing 
in this area? 

A I'm sorry, go ahead. 

Q In your opening statement, you said they 
are fighting in Beirut and other places. 

A I said around Beirut. I don't know 
specifically where the actual fighting is going on. 

Q Just generally around Beirut. 

A In the Beirut area, yes. 

Q Dean, Ambassador Arens yesterday said that 


there was no reason to talk to the PLO any further since 
they were now non-existent. 


Have we an American position in response to that? 


A (a), I am not aware that Ambassador Arens 
said that. (b), I would point out to you that the Israelis 
have never talked to the PLO. (c), Our policy is not to 
talk to the PLO either unless they meet certain conditions 
which I am sure you are fully familiar with. 


Q He said this in a television interview that 
I just happened to see on one of the major news networks, 
and, secondly, he said there was no reason to continue 
with the autonomy talks. 


A I'm sorry, I did not see that. 
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Q Was Egypt's offer to the PLO leadership to 
move to Cairo helpful? 


A I am not going tc comment on that. 
Q New subject? 


Q One more on this. On a number of occasions, 
the Under Secretary for Security Assistance, James Buckley, 
has said that the purpose of the United States in providing 
both security assistance and in carrying out foreign mili- 
tary sales is first and foremost to achieve the national 
security goals of the United States. 


Does this apply in the case of Israel, which is 
Our number one customer for weapons, and the number one 
recipient of our aid? 


A Could you repeat it, please? 

Q Is it the case in our foreign military sales 
to Israel and our security assistance to Israel that our 
primary objective is to fulfill the national security 
objectives of the United States, which is what Under 
Secretary Buckley has repeatedly said is the purpose of 
the U.S. security assistance and foreign military sales? 


a I think any time we enter into sales of 
military equipment with any country around the world, 
that is the underpinning for the decision made to do so. 


Q So you are saying that Israel's objectives 
and ours are at least largely coincident, if not identical. 


A I didn't say that. 
Q Well, you are playing semantic games, Dean. 
A So are you. 


Q No, I am trying to get at the reality of the 


situation which seems to be something that you have consistently 


stonewalled on. 
A I have nothing to say on it. 


Q Do you know what other embassies, apart from 
the American and the British, have left Beirut? 


A I'm sorry, I do not. No, I do not have that 
information. 
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Q Dean, there was a report this morning from 
Wafa saying that Ambassador Habib is in fact trying to 
achieve Israel's goals, which are still being pursued 
militarily. 


Would you care to comment on that? 


A I'm sorry, he is trying to achieve Israel's 
goals -- ? 


Q Ambassador Habib is trying to achieve 
politically what Israel -- 


A Politically, excuse me. 


Q -- Israel's military has been trying to 
achieve. Would you care to comment on that? 


oy No. I have no comment to make on that, 
just as I am not commenting on any aspect of Ambassador 
Habib's tactics and approaches. 


Q Dean, can we switch over to El Salvador? 
A I hope so. 


Q Do you have anything for us on the question 
of U.S. advisers participating in -- ? 


ty Yes, I do. Our embassy in San Salvador has 
looked into the issue, and has reported that our military 
trainers were not participating in combat operations, as 
alleged in some reports. The reports apparently based 
on interviews with Salvadoran security personnel near but 
not actually working with the trainers do not accurately 
reflect events. 


This was a training mission. There was no viola- 
tion of any U.S. policy. 


In terms of more detailed responses, a response 
to your question, yesterday, the 23rd of June, was the 
third day that a six-man training team had visited a 
Salvadoran army encampment guarding the railroad bridge 
over the Lempa River. Their mission was to instruct 
Salvadoran forces in the conduct of a static perimeter 
defense. 


Instruction was in basic subjects, such as pre- 
paring fighting positions, obstacles, and training in 
weapons such as the M-16, the M-79 grenade launchers, 
and the 8lmm mortar. 
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As part of the training, all these weapons were 
routinely handled. The 8lmm mortar was fired, not against 
any rebel encampment or guerrilla target, but rather at 
its minimum range of about 500 meters in an open field. 


The mortar was deliberately set at its minimum 
range so that the soldiers being trained could see the 
effect of the rounds. 


Q Could we have a copy of that? 
a Yes, sure. 


Q Dean, I understand there have been Namibia- 
related talks here in the building yesterday and today -- 
yesterday, the contact group, and today, the South 
Africans. 


Do you have anything? 


a Yes. Representatives of the Contact Group, 
at the level of the Africa Directors, are currently meeting 
in Washington to discuss developments in the Namibia nego- 
tiations. 


Assistant Secretary Chet Crocker is heading the 


U.S. team in these discussions. A South African delegation, 


to be headed by Ambassador Brand Fourie, is expected in 
Washington on June 24th for further Namibia talks. 


These bilateral U.S./South African discussions 
will take place in the context of our on-going dialogue 
aimed at achieving an internationally acceptable solution 
to the Namibia issue. 


Q Dean, on that subject, do you have any 
further word regarding the position of Angola in the 
Namibia talks, specifically their willingness to call for 
a withdrawal of Cuban forces if the Namibians accept? 


A I do not, today, Don. 


Q Have you seen, or do you have any comment 
on the statement by the Central Committee of the ruling 
party in Angola to the effect that they will not accept 
any preliminary conditions for the establishment of 
diplomatic relations with the United States? 


A I have not personally seen that. 
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Q Would you take the question and see if we 
have a comment on it? 


a A response to that? 


Q Yes. 
a Yes. 
Q Dean, a question that goes back to the 


American Embassy Operating from the residence of the 
Ambassador in Yarzeh. Who are the troops in control 
of that area, or guarding the Yarzeh area? Is it 
Lebanese, Phalangist, national government, Israelis, 
PLO, who are in that area? 


A I don't know. 
Q New subject? 
A Yes. 


Q Mrs. Thatcher, yesterday, seemed to indicate 
that in her view, Resolution 502 is now a dead issue, 
because the Argentines did not fulfill the requirement that 
they withdraw from the Falklands, and instead were defeated 
in battle and removed by other means. 


What is the U.S. position regarding 502? 


Ay As I am sure you know, the Secretary 
addressed it in a press briefing he gave at the White 
House after Mrs. Thatcher's own press conference. 


Essentially he said that we wished to defer 
comment at this juncture. 


Q Wait a minute. You defer comment. That 
seems to leave us with a strong inference that 502 is no 
longer the underpinning of our policy in the South 
Atlantic. 


a He also said that until the situation 
clarifies in the region, that it is somewhat premature to 
address the subject at this point. 


Q On the question of sovereignty, this govern- 
ment, I gather, has never ruled on sovereignty. 


A That's right. 
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Q Yesterday, the Secretary referred to the 
Falklands as "We don't tell the British what to do with 


their property." 


on That was in the context of the discussions 
that were conducted between the President and the Prime 
Minister. It was clear that the Secretary's remarks were 
not intended to be .a statement of the U.S. position on 
the ultimate issue of sovereignty. 


Q The sovereignty is still undecided. 


a We have not taken a stand officially on 
the issue of sovereignty. 


Q Has there been any contact between the new 
government in Argentina and the United States about the 
situation in the South Atlantic in the last few days? 


4 I can't give you anything very specific 
in that regard. As you know, our Embassy is functioning 
in Buenos Aires. I would assume that there has continued 
to be official contact between the Ambassador and his 
staff and government officials, but I don't have anything 
specific on that. 


Q The new government has not requested the 
assistance that the U.S. has offered to resolve the con- 
flict? 


A To my knowledge, no. 


Q You said the United States has not taken a 
position on the sovereignty question -- 


A Right. 


Q But it seems to me the Secretary said last 
night that the United States does not presume to tell 
Mrs. Thatcher what to do with her property. 


A That is precisely right. 


Q That seems to be taking a position on the 
sovereignty question. 


A You could reach that conclusion, but that is 
why I tried to put it into the context of the discussion 
that had been held on the subject. 
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He is not endorsing the British claim to sover- 
eignty over the Islands. I think his response rather was 
an acknowledgement of what Mrs. Thatcher said, and should 
be viewed in the larger context of what was the discussion 
that took place. 


Q Can I try to make sure I understand what 
our position is on 502? 

A Yes. 

Q Throughout the preliminaries to this affair, 


and the conflict itself, we stood by 502 as the basis for 
a solution. 


Now a new reality has been created in which the 
British are saying that 502 is no longer applicable be- 
cause of those new realities, and we are simply not taking 
a position on that. So, 502 is in limbo at the moment 
in our thinking, is that right? 


4 I would rather use the language I did in 
addressing the issue initially. 


As you will recall yesterday, Hank, I think you 
were there at the Prime Minister's press conference, she 
pointed out there were three elements to 502: one, the 
cessation of hostilities; two, withdrawal of Argentine 
forces; three, a political settlement. Then she made some 
reference to how a three-legged stool can't stand on only 
two legs. 


The Secretary, when he was asked about this at 
the White House, said essentially what I told you, that 
at this juncture, we would want to defer comment. 


Q But last Friday, the Secretary gave an un- 
qualified endorsement of 502, and this was after the 
military victory by the British in the Falklands. 


aN Well, George, I have given you what I have 
on it. 


Q Dean, do you have anything -=- any contacts 
with the Japanese Government on the various arrests in 
this computer business? 


a The answer, I believe, is that we have not 
had, but let me be sure I am correct on that. 


That is correct. We have not received a formal 
request -- I'm sorry, I beg your pardon <= that is, a formal 
request from the Department of Justice, and I am not aware 


that we have had any formal contact. 
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Q A formal request about extradition? 
a About extradition, that is correct. 


Q And the Japanese Government has not contacted 
this government about those people arrested? 


A As far as I know, that is correct, but I 
would like to check that to be certain. 


Q Dean, the U.S. Attorney's Ofrice in San 
Francisco said the State Department would have a say in 
determining whether or not to seek extradition. 


You seem to suggest that you are simply waiting 
to hear from the Justice Department. Is that correct? 


a No. Jim's question was whether or not we 
had had any direct contact with the Japanese Government. 


I said, as far as I know, we have not, but I 
would want to check to be sure I am correct on that. 


Q My question is, will the State Department 
have a say in determining whether or not to seek extra- 
dition from Japan of the 12 people who were indicted who 


live in Japan. 


A I don't know. I will have to look into it. 


Q Thank you. 


Q vean, if we could return to the Secretary's 
-~- I think it was called a session last night at the 
White House. He opened his statements with some revelations 
concerning his sexual fantasies regarding Mrs. Thatcher. 


Is that a mark of mental stability, in your 
view? 


A I don't know. I am not going to comment on 
anything as ridiculous as that. 


Q Well, Mr. Haig brought the subject up, I 
didn't. 


A Yes, but that is your interpretation of 
it, which may say something about your own fantasies. 


Q Well, I think that that tape is available 
if anyone wants to draw their conclusions on it. 
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Does your policy against commenting on things 
that are ridiculous explain why you have so little to 
say about what the Department does? 


I will let others be the judge of that. 


A 

Q Filing break? 
A Filing break. 
Q 


Dean, I would like to return to El Salvador. 


You are saying, basically, that it was an 
erroneous report, then. 


A Excuse me -~- on El Salvador? 


Q It was an erroneous report that American 
military advisers were seen firing weapons in a hostile 
action against guerrillas. 


My As I understood the context of the report, 
yes, that is correct. But the point of explaining it is 
not necessarily to label the report erroneous. It is 
simply to explain the circumstances of what happened. 


Q So the action of firing the weapon did 
occur, but it was not against a hostiie force. 


oN Apparently in the course of the training 
exercise that was being conducted, that is correct. 


Q Dean, what is the current U.S. policy on 
those advisers carrying M-16's versus .45 sidearms? 
Was that changed at some point? 


4 There is no change in the policy, to my 
knowledge, but I believe the policy remains unde. 
review. 


Q It has been under review since those 
soldiers were seen carrying M-16's, is that correct? 


vy I would have to check to be sure that 
is when the review began. I believe that is correct, 
yes. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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DPC #105 


FRIDAY, JUNE 25, 1982, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: I don't have any announcements today, 
so I'll be glad to address your questions. 


Q Dean, do you have any comment on the resigna- 
tion of the Lebanese Prime Minister? 


fs The Lebanese Government must continue to cepre- 
sent the major groupings if it is to succeed in its efforts. 
We continue to support these efforts, and we call on all par- 
ties now involved in Lebanon to do the same. 


Q Dean, are you acmed with anything there to come 
to the sort of basic question about the disparity between what 
the United States is asking for in Lebanon and what is hap- 
pening cight now. The fighting is continuing. There is no 
evidence that anybody is paying much attention to the cease- 
fice. The Israelis are certainly not leaving. 


Do you have any general observations on what seems 
so far to be the absence of progress in your policy? 


a Let me attempt to address it in this way. As 
we have cepeatedly said, the essential elements of a stable 
solution to the problems of Lebanon are the reestablishment of 
the authority of the Lebanese Central Government and the 
cestoration of Lebanese sovereignty, unity, and territorial 
integrity. 


Obviously, the presence of all foreign armed ele- 
ments on Lebanese territory must be brought to an end as soon 
as possible, and armed enclaves which are incompatible with 
Stability and reconciliation must disappear. This applies to 
the Palestinians as well as to others. Negotiations are 
cucrently underway between the Lebanese authorities and the 
PLO, and I don't believe it would be helpful for me to comment 
further on them in public at this time. 


Q Do you have any preference as to how those 
armed enclaves disappear? 
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A Any preference? 
Q Yes. 


a I'm not prepared to go into any details about 
how this is to come about. It's clearly critical to our per- 
ception of what must be done. 


Q Dean, do you have any reaction to the European 
and Egyptian calls for increased United States activity to 
bring about the withdrawal of Israeli forces from the vicinity 
of Beirut? 


A We feel that the approach that we have under- 
taken -- and that is to attempt to bring about a ceasefire 
and hopefully in the process to contribute to the 
strengthening of Lebanese central governmental authority -- is 
the correct one. Ambassador Habib remains in Beirut pursuing 
that objective. He is continuing his discussions with the 
Lebanese leadership in Beirut today. I think I would 
respond in that way to your question. 


Q Would you care to take it a step further and 
pechaps react to The New York Times report today that there is 
an effort to get Arab governments and others to speak to their 
fciends in furtherance of the policy which you have described? 





A Ace you asking me if I think that this is advis- 
able -- 


Q Going on? 
a -- or if it is going on? 
Q Yes. 


A I don't want to make any comment on the role of 
Other parties other than to reiterate to you that we have been 
in touch with ot.ier parties and other governments that we feel 
would be helpful in the cesoluticn of this crisis. 


Q Dean, are we urging restraint on the Israelis 
in their attacks on West Beirut in the last two days? 


A I think our actions in that regard and previous 
Statements from this podium and elsewhere give you a clear 
picture of what we hope will be the desired outcome of this 
crisis. I have nothing to add to that. 


Q Dean, your reference to armed enclaves: Do you 
mean foreign armed enclaves? 
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A I'm referring here to armed enclaves in the 
context in which I gave it to you. I really can't go beyond 
what I said earlier on that. 


Q Dean, the Lebanese Christians have an enclave 
there which is armed. Some people might think you are 
referring to them, too. 


A I just don't want to go beyond what I gave you 
on that subject. 


Q Dean, should that statement be construed as an 
endorsement of the Israeli demand for disarmament of the 
Palestinians as opposed to stacking their weapons in their 
refugee camps? 


A I again am going to beg off going into any 
further detail on this on the grounds that, as I said yester- 
day, it's a very delicate time; and I think to attempt to 
become more specific has the potential of undercutting 
Ambassador Habib's efforts. 


Q Dean, the statement made yesterday by the White 
House about a commitment or a pledge or a promise, or what- 
ever, by the Israelis not to take Beicut, do we consider that 
still operative and binding on Israel? 


A I made reference yesterday here that we had no 
information to suggest that the Israelis had departed from 
their previous assurances that they do not intend to capture 
Or occupy West Beirut. I would stand on that today. And I 
would define this to mean that it simply means that the 
Israeli Cabinet has made no decision to take those steps. 


Q Dean, you say “capture or occupy." That 
wouldn't cule out something in the order of surgical strikes, 
would it, selected attacks into the City? 


A I'm not trying to be coy or cute here. I'll just 
stick with the language that I just gave you. 


Q Are you confident that the Israeli Cabinet will 
not take action to turn that around? 


A I really don't want to tcy to speak for the 
Iscaeli Cabinet. 


Q Dean, in your various statements over the past 
couple of days, maybe I'm being forgetful, but I recall them 
all as being voiced in terms of hope for the future rather 
than for any regret that your past warnings have gone 


Unh 
"edeq, Do you have any sense that you are being ignored? 
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a When you ask, "Do we have any sense that we are 
being ignored?" I have to ask you, "By whom?" 


Q By everybody. 


4A No, I don't think that is a fair comment at 
all. I would hope I didn't have to point out, but I will 
point out that Ambassador Habib is on the ground, the Secretary 
here, and the President in the White House are closely 
following this crisis, and doing everything possible in their 
judgment to bring it to an end. 


Q You must be aware that your efforts so far have 
not been successful. I just have not heard any statement of 
regret for the continuing loss of life or the continuing 
violation of the ceasefire? 


a Obviously, we deplore ti:e loss of life asso- 
ciated with armed conflict when it occurs. 


Q Dean, in your initial guidance, you referred to 
negotiations being underway between the Lebanese parties and 
the PLO. I understood that in the aftermath of the resigna- 
tion of the Prime Minister and the cesignation of Jumblatt and 
the other Druze member from the Committee for National 
Salvation, in fact there were no negotiations going on, 
and that everything was at a standstill. Do you have specific 
information to the contrary? 


a Ambassador Habib's efforts are continuing, and 
if anything, his efforts have been accelerated. 


Q Do we know how much money the Arab countries 
are contributing to help medically in Lebanon? 


A Medical assistance? 

Q Yes. 

nN No, I'm sorry, I don't have any figures on that. 
Q Are they contributing anything? 

Pes I don't have any details on that. 


Q Is the United States contributing anything 
towards medical relief in Lebanon? 


fy We have addressed this, and in fact had a 
bciefing yesterday on that subject. I cefer you to it. I 
dca't have the specifics before me. 
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Q Dean, could you help us out on one point about 
the negotiations? You say they have accelerated. Yet, 
Jumblatt has resigned. 


How are you being informed of or dealing with the 
PLO at this point? 


a With the PLO? 
Q Yes. 


a Obviously, as we've said before, we do not have 
direct dealings with the PLO. Ambassador Habib is meeting 
with Lebanese leaders, some of whom do talk to the PLO. 


Q Jumblatt was one of the main ones who did. 
A Yes. 


Q And he is now gone, so that is why I put the 
question. 


an But he is not the only one. 


Q Dean, in answer to a question about whether the 
United States is urging restraint, you said, "I think our 
actions and statements give a clear picture of what is the 
desiced outcome." 


Would you care to take the opportunity to urge 
restraint in the sense that while the United States is opposed 
to Israel's moving into Beirut, it doesn't seem to be opposed to 
-- at least at the present time -- to heavy shelling and 
bombing of Beirut. I'm wondering if you want to urge restraint 
on that? 


4y Bob, I prefer to confine my comments to the 
achievement of the overall objectives which we hope to see 
accomplished -- namely, a ceasefire. 


Q But you leave me with the impression that the 
United States Government does not particularly object to the 
heavy shelling and bombing of Beirut, and I'm not sure you want 
to leave that impression. 


A No, I don’t want to leave that impression at 
all; but it seems to me that within the context of our efforts 
to achieve a ceasefire and to strengthen the central governmental 
authority, that speaks for itself. 


Q Dean, let me put the question this way: Does 
the United States Government have a view as to whether or 
not the shelling of west Beirut from land, sea, and air is 
helpful to achieving the goals that you have stated? 
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A I just don't want to address specific military 
actions, and my reluctance to address them should in no way be 
construed as a sign that we welcome military activity of any 
kind when we're in the process of attempting to achieve the 
objectives that I just outlined. 


Q How does the U.S. Government view the French 
proposal on Lebanon that is being discussed today at the United 
Nations Security Council? 


A I don't have a response to give you on that today. 


Q Dean, I'll try a question that you also answered 
before and see if you have a new formulation on it. It has to 
do with withdrawal. 


I noticed 2 few moments ago that you spoke of 
withdrawal of all foreign forces with no discrimination among 
the vacious forces. 


A Specifically what I said was that the presence 
of all foreign, armed elements on Lebanese territory must be 
brought to an end. 


Q At the same time, would be my question. 
a As soon as possible. 


Q Do you make any distinction about when various 
people -- would you like to see any foreign element withdrawn 
ahead of the others, or would you be prepared to encourage the 
withdrawal of any foreign element ahead of the others? 


A I'm not prepared to address the question with 
that much specificity. 


Q Do you have anything for us today on 
the cluster bomb? 


A No, I have nothing further to add to what I said 
yesterday. 


Q In checking it out, do you have any indication 
that you will have anything for us on that until after hostili- 
ties die down? 


A I just have no time table I can offer you on 
this. 
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Q A point on the cluster bombs: Some guidance 
came out yesterday saying that the understanding between the 
United States and Israel on the use of cluster bombs was 


classified. 
A Yes. 


Q But in fact it's well publicized and I think 
is on the public record that Israel is to use them only foc 
defensive purposes against invading or hostile armed 
elements. 


ay Yes. 


Q So why do you say it's classified? 


A I think that ceference to classification 
refers to the restrictions associated with its use. 

Q So you could in fact have given a more responsive 
answer. 

A To what? I'm sorry. I'm not following you. 

Q To the-quéstion of the restrictions on the 
use of -- 


Ay Do you mean yesterday? 


Q To the question regarding the cestraints 
under which the United States supplies cluster bombs to 
Israel. 


A A more cesponsive answer than what? 
0 The one that said that the answer was 
classified. 


A No. I don't think I could have. 


Q Will the conclusions of the investigation be 
made public? 


A The honest answer is I don't know. I have 
not inquired. 


Q In regard to weapons use, a friend gave me 4a 
military shipping. tag from Lake City Army Ammunition Plant 
in Lake City, Missouri, for something weighing about 3,000 











pounds that went to Saudi Arabia, which is unremarkable 
except that it was found in a PLO enclave in Lebanon. 


I was wondering if there was any sort of an 
investigation into other countries’ shipping U.S. weapons? 
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a I'm sorry. I'm not familiar with that speci- 
fic report. 


Q Can I try that basic general question one 
more time? It seems from the responses that we've gotten so 
far today -- and I assume in previous days -- that what you're 
trying not quite to say is that while you want all foreign 
armed enclaves out of Lebanon and don't specify among them, 
that the Administration doesn't have any particular problem 
with having the Israelis bring that about in whatever way 
General Sharon might find useful. 


a I think that would be a misinterpretation of 
the whole thrust of our remarks here from the beginning of 
this crisis. 


Q Then can you educate me a little? How 
would you put it? 


A Simply the way that I did earlier: That we 
continue to favoc a ceasefire, we continue to help in the 
establishment of a central governmental authority in 
Lebanon. 
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Q Can I ask a question? Does the U.S. think 
that the shelling and the military pressure by the Israelis 
around Beirut facilitates the achievement of your other goal 
which is the ending of foreign enclaves in Beirut and in 
Lebanon or, in fact, retards it by producing such things as 
the resignation of the Prime Minister today? 


A It's a very good question, but I'm not going 
to address it in terms other than what I've already used. 


Q You have been saying that we advocate 
all foreign elements withdrawing from Lebanon, but nobody's 
been able to come up with any guidance as to any ideas as to 
how this should be perpetrated. 


The only person from my understanding that can 
give us any guidance on this is Ambassador Habib. Is that 
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correct? In other words, you say what the United States 
would like to do, but we don't have any idea as to how -- 


A As to how it's to be done. 
Q As to how it should be done. 


A Obviously, the reason for that is that these 
are very sensitive discussions that Ambassador Habib is 
engaged in, and I don't think it serves any useful purpose 
to make public at this point precisely how he and the people 
with whom he is working are attempting to achieve that. 


| Q Is Ambassador Habib's stay in the Middle East 
indefinite, especially given the lack of progress so fac? 


a I certainly have no travel plans that I can 
offer you at this point. | 


Q That ceally wasn't the question. 


a You asked me is his stay indefinite. I said 
I can't tell you when he intends to be leaving. 


Q The question was whether his brief from the 
White House is to stay until he accomplished something or 
whether at some point the Administration will be forced to 
reassess his mission? 


fn I'm absolutely confident that Ambassador 
Habib will be continuing to work this problem so long as the 
President and the Secretary of State think it is useful that 
he do so. There's no way I can put a time frame on this. 


Q To touch another base, the Israelis have been 
expending a lot of ammunition. Is the United States pro- 
viding any resupply at all at the present time? 


A To the Iscaelis? 
Q Yes. 


A Nothing that I am aware of other than what- 
ever would be nocmally flowing through the pipeline at this 
time. In other words, we have not, to my Knowledge, 
received any rcequests from Israel for any form of military 
assistance by way of cesupply. 
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Q I guess my nacrowec point is that rcesupply, 
given the relationship between the United States and Israel, 
is pretty much a constant process. Has anything been done 
to inhibit the flow through the pipeline? 


a Not to my knowledge. 
Q Is it even under consideration? 
A Is what under consideration? 


) Prohibiting. 


a Not in the context in which you're asking the 
question. No. 


Q Would you think that the present remains of 
the Lebanese Government and Salvation Committee are 
qualified to solve the problem? 


A Do we -- 


Q The remains of the Government and the 
Committee are qualified to continue trying to solve the 
pcoblem? 


A As we have indicated in the past, we 
welcomed the formation of a National Salvation Council, and 
Ambassador Habib continues to have discussions with Lebanese 


leaders. 


Q You are aware now that a couple of people quit? 
a Of course, I am. 
Q Do you think they're still qualified? 


A We feel that the approach that Ambassador 
Habib has undertaken holds promise for the achievement of 
the objectives that we have been discussing. 


Q You've been saying repeatedly that you want a 
stable and strong Lebanese central government. Obviously, 
there is no govercnment, and Prime Minister Wazzan said that 
he cesigned because of the relentless Israeli bombardment of 
Civilian areas that are not inhabited by Palestinians 
necessarily in West Beirut. 


ll 


First, who is frustrating Habib's efforts there 
and with whom basically Habib is going t* negotiate now? 
There's no government there, the National Salvation 
Committee is in shambles, and it seems to me that Habib's 
efforts are being frustrated and you're not willing to say 
by whon. 


A To my knowledge, two members of the National 
Salvation Council have said they cesigned. In response to 
what you ceferred to as Mc. Wazzan's statements, you would 
obviously have to ask him what he means. 


It's clear that the high state of tension induced 
by the failure of the various parties to observe the suc- 
cessive ceasefires and to keep their troops in place has 
made it extremely difficult for the Lebanese leadership to 
pucsue its efforts at national cec»*cililation and its nego- 
tiations with the PLO. 


TMM EPS TYE Ft PE PN Pg 
1982" 


ocuments, 


We ace obviously not unaware of the difficulties, 
in otherc words, that are encountered in this tense 
Situation. 


7 wer 


Policy Current D 


Q Okay. The PLO are not moving their 
forces because they're trapped in Beirut. You're talking 
about regular army, you're talking basically about the 
Syrians and the Israelis. 


——_——_— FS Sa F F 


Can you tell us who's breaking the ceasefires by 
troop redeployment or movement? 


Q It's very, very difficult to make a deter- 
mination as to who breaks a ceasefire. I'm not going to 
attempt to do that. 


All I can do is to reiterate that all parties to 
the conflict observe ceasefires. 


Q Will the United States now consider the 
Salvation Commission qualified to represent all Lebanese 
people? 


ey Ambassador H° bib will continue to work with 
the Lebanese leaders in the achievement of the objectives 
that we have spelled out. 


0 Did Ambassadoc Habib visit Israel yesterday? 


A No. 
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Q Does Ambassador Habib confer with the 
Iscaeli military in the course of his discussions? 


A Wath the Israeli military? In Lebanon you're 
speaking of? 


Q Right. 


- I'm not aware that Ambassador Habib has had 
any discussions with Israeli military officers. 


Q Does he somehow communicate with Israeli 
political officials? 


B The answer is, not directly. Not while he is 
in Beirut, if I understand the thrust of your question. 
I'm not quite sure I do. 


His focus in Lebanon, of course, or in Beirut, has 
been to continue the discussions with Lebanese leaders. As 
you know, he was in Jerusalem prior to going to Beirut, and 
he obviously had discussions with Iscaeli officials there. 
If and when he should go back, he will obviously resume 
those discussions. 


What I'm saying is that I'm not aware of any 
direct discussions that Ambassadoc Habib has had with 
Iscaeli officials in Lebanon. 


Q It's known that General Sharon has been in 
and out of Beicut many times. Has Habib ever met him? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q The ceason I ask is there has been a plan 
which was submitted -- I understood it was submitted by 
Ambassador Habib, and I may be wrong about that -- for the 
Iscaelis to withdraw six miles from the outskicts of Beirut, 
and that plan was rcejected by the Israelis. 


A I have seen such reports, but I have 
absolutely no confirmation of that whatsoever. 


Q How would any kind of ceasefire plan »5e 
tcansmitted to the Iscaelis if he doesn't have contact with 
them? 


A, He is in frequent, diregt contact with tie 
Secretary. The Secretarcy and our Embagsy in Tel Aviv are 


i ee” ee 8 ee 2 ee ee ee B® 8 ryvrerygr 


Documents, 1982" 


"wer 


Policy Current 





13 


obviously in frequent, direct contact with Israeli 
officials. 


Q Any contact with the Syrians? 

A Who? 

Q Habib. 

oo Again, I'm not aware that he has had any 


discussions with any Syrian officials since he arrived in 
Beirut. He has, of course, previously had contact with 
Syrian officials. 


Q In one of your earlier statements you said 
that you wanted the Palestinians, I believe, to be subser- 
vient to the Lebanese central government. 


A Yes. 


Q At this stage, do you know, is that still 
possible or would any surrender have to be done to 
Iscaeli forces orc any departure from Lebanon go 
through Israeli lines? That is, is it still possible for 
the PLO to turn in theirc arms to a central Lebanese 
Government but they don't have to deal with the Israelis? 


A, Is it still possible? 


e) Yes. To deal with the central Lebanese 
Government. 


ns Yes. We feel it is. This is essentially 
what we have been seeking. 

Q So they don't have to pass through Iscaeli 
lines at some roint then? 

fs No. 

Q New subject? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have anything for us today on the 
Contact Group talks? Any rceadout on their progress? 


s 


My The Namibia Contact Group? 
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Q Yes. 


a Nothing new on that. I had a brief statement 
yestecday. Nothing by way of update. 


Q Will they conclude today? Will they run on 
next week? 


q I'm socry. I'll have to check that. We may 
have addressed that yesterday, but I don't cecall the dates 
of the meeting. 


Q Housekeeping. What is on the Secretary's 
schedule for this weekend? 


on He will be in Washington. He'll sbviously be 
continuing to pay very close attention to the crisis in 
Lebanon. 


No public appearances? 
No. No public appearances. 


Q 
A 
Q Who is the Duty Officer? 
4 It's posted. 

Q 


Do you have an update on the talks between 
the United States and Nicaragua? 


a, No. Nothing new I can offerc you on that. 
Q Thank you. 


A You'ce welcome. 


(The bciefing concluded at 1:01 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #106 


MONDAY, JUNE 28, 1982, 12:41 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: I have no announcements, so 1 will 
be glad to take your questions. 


Q Starting out with Lehanon, do you now believe 
that the Israelis have been using American arms, par- 
ticularly cluster bombs? 


A With respect to the cluster bomb question, we 
of course noted the press reports that an Israeli military 
official said yesterday that cluster bombs were used against 
"organized resistance, mainly the Syrian armor and 


infantry." 
Our Embassy in Tel Aviv has requested an official 


explanation from Israel, and we will not have anything to 
say until that is received. 


Q How about other arms? 


A What do you mean, "How about other arms"? 


Q Other U.S. arms. Are they legitimately 
being used? 


A That general subject remains under review. 
I have nothing for you on that today. 


Q This request that the Embassy made, is it in 
addition to the request that you have been making all of 
last week or is this -- 


A This is a request made in the wake of the 
press reports, as well as obviously I'll reconfirm that 
there were earlier made requests. 


Q Has it occurred to you that the Israelis 
maybe are not anxious to do it right away? That they are 


stalling? 


A I'm not going to characterize that. Just say 
that we have made a renewed request. 
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Q One follow-up. The general review, is it 
underway in this building or has this building finished its 
part of the review? 


A I don't know what I could tell you in speci- 
fic terms with respect to that. The review is continuing 
within the Administration. 


Q What is the distinction between the use of 
cluster bombs and other U.S.-made weapons? Why is a 
distinction there? 


A My understanding is that there are certain 
restrictions which are classified which are imposed upon the 
sale and use of cluster bombs. 


Q Do you mean they're different from the use of 
F-15s and so forth? 


A They are different in the sense that there 
are certain restrictions applied to their use. 


Q They're not applied to anything else that we 
give Israel? 


A My understanding is there are certain speci- 
fic restrictions applied to the use of cluster bombs. 


Q What is the purpose of the restriction? Why 
are these restrictions? 


A I can't tell you that. I don't know. 


Q In reply to your initial inquiry with Israel, 
they have not yet responded. Is that what you're saying? 


A They have not responded officially. That's 
correct. 


Q How do you read this lack of response? Their 
military general there actually confirmed the use. Why 
haven't they responded to U.S. requests so far? 


A I can't answer that. 


Q Also on another confusing issue: Does this 
Government have any -- 
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A Other than to say -- Jim, excuse me -- that 
obviously they are looking into it, and we have no doubt 
that they fully intend to report to us as the Prime Minister 


has stated. 
Q If they really find out that they have used 


it, why haven't they communicated this to you? Because 
you've asked for their views two weeks ago just about. 


ra 


A They are looking into the use and into the 
agreements, and we're confident that they will report back 
to us when that review is completed. 


Q On another confusing issue, does this govern- 
ment have any assurance -- written or otherwise -- from the 
Israeli Government that it does not intend to go into West 


Beirut? 
A As you know, this subject arose last week, and 
I said on Friday that I had no information to suggest the 


Israelis have departed from their previous assurances that 
they do not intend to capture or occupy West Beirut. 


I added that we interpret this to mean that the 
Israeli Cabinet has made no decision to go into Beirut, and 


I will stand on that today. 


Q Because General Sharon, at about the same time 
you were saying that, was saying that there was no such 
assurance. 


A I said that there was no decision made by the 
Israeli Cabinet to go into Beirut. 

Q Specifically, did Begin give Reagan assur- 
ances that they wouldn't go further into Beirut? 

A I'm just not going to go beyond what I gave 
you on that. 


Q What's the phrasing, attack and occupy? 


A What I said was that there had been previous 
assurances that the Government of Israel does not intend to 
capture or occupy West Beirut, and then I followed that 
Friday by saying that we interpret that to mean that the 
Israeli Cabinet has made no decision to go into Beirut. 
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Q You do stand by the statement of the White 
House that Prime Minister Begin promised President Reagan 
that they will not occupy Beirut. 


A I am standing by what I said, and I 
understand the White House is addressing that issue today. 


Q Can you confirm a Jerusalem radio report that 
five ships left Alexandria today for Beirut to pick up -- 

A No. We have no confirmation of it. I saw 
the report. 


Q Do you have anything on the Secretary's 
short meeting, the long-term plans? 


A No. I'm sure the Secretary will be here in 
the Department for most of this week. Beyond that I have 
nothing I can give you. As you know, he met with Mr. 

Shultz yesterday for an extended period, and I think that it 
will be up to the two of them as well as the President to 
determine how long this transition period will last. 


Q What can you tell us about the current nego- 
tiations with Ambassador Habib and where the possible eva- 
cuation of the Palestinians stand? 


A Let me start by saying that we, of course, as 
you know, vetoed a French resolution in the U.N. Security 
Council over the weekend. We had hoped that the Security 
Council would adopt a resolution that would support the 
objective that is the basis of our policy toward the Lebanon 
crisis, namely, the restoration of the authority and 
sovereignty of the Government of Lebanon throughout the 
country and restoration of Lebanon's territorial integrity. 


In that context, let me say that our goals with 
respect to the situation in West Beirut are the same as the 
goals of the Government of Lebanon. ‘they were embodied in 
the proposed Lebanese resolution to the U.N. Security 
Council which I believe is a public document, or at least a 
document publicly available. 


These goals include: the deployment of the Lebanese 
army in and around Beirut; an end to the armed Palestinian 
presence in and around Beirut; the withdrawal of Israeli 
forces from the area around Beirut; and, the redeployment of 
all foreign forces in the Beirut area. 
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We also have confirmation that the position of the 
Lebanese Government at the Arab League meeting in Tunis was 
consistent with the proposed Lebanese resolution in New 
York. 


Q Can I follow up, please? Did you say in that 
-- and I'm sorry that I didn't keep up with every word -- 
that the Palestinians should either (a) lay down their arms 
and leave, or (b) leave West Beirut? 


A I said that the proposed Lebanese resolution 
called for an end to the armed Palestinian presence in and 
around Beirut. 


Q Is there any difference between that resolu- 
tion, which you say you support, and what the Israeli 
Government supports? 


A I hesitate to say flatly that there is no 
difference. I would suggest to you that the objectives 
appear to be approximately the same. I don't want to say 
flatly that there is absolutely no difference whatsoever. 


I think the important point here is that this is 
the position of the Lebanese Government itself with respect 
to how to resolve the crisis in West Beirut. 


Q The four points are Lebanese? 
A Do you want me to repeat them? 


Q No, not necessarily. But the four points are 
the Lebanese Government position? 


A These are the positions that were embodied in 
the proposed Lebanese resolution that was under con- 
sideration by the United Nations Security Council. 


Q Where doe.. that stand now? 


i It stands that the U.N. Security Council, as 
you know, took a vote on the French resolution. The United 
States vetoed that resolution. The reason we did that is 
because in our judgment the resolution failed to support the 
objective of restoring the authority, sovereignty, of the 
Government of Lebanon throughout the country and restoration 
of Lebanon's territorial integrity. 
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Morever, it did not call for disarming of 
Palestinian elements in Beirut who are operating in defiance 
of Lebanese Government authority. We viewed this as a fatal 
defect, and therefore we vetoed the resolution. 


Q What was Our reaction to the number of U.N. 
peacekeeping troops who were in Lebanon and that kind of -- 
you know, the Israelis just drove their tanks right by them 
and there was -- 


A I think our reaction is best expressed by the 
fact that we supported an extension of UNIFIL's mandate. 


Q Let me ask you this: The presence of armed 
troops and so forth apparently has had very little effect, 
hasn't it? The U.N. troops just had almost no effect, 
didn't it? I mean, why do we support it if they have no 
effect? It's cost a lot of money, hasn't it? 


A We feel that overall the mission of UNIFIL, 
since it was established in 1978, has been very well carried 
out. 


Q How is it well -- could you explain this? 
How is it well carried out if in almost all respects they 
just sat there and watched? I mean, they watched the 
Israeli army come right in, and they also have watched when 
the PLO has conducted military operations. 


How has it been well carried out? It costs a lot 
of money. Could you explain how is it well carried out? 


A We feel that we've addressed this in the 
past, and I have nothing to add to it. 


Q On your four points that you just enunciated, 
do you want those to be implemented in the order that you 
listed them? 


A No. I wasn't suggesting that. 


Q I still don't understand where the Lebanese 
resolution stands. Is it before the Security Council or -- 


A No. I don't believe it is any longer before 
the Security Council because the Council voted on the French 
resolution. It was under consideration by the Security 
Council prior to the vote. 
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Q Yes. But couldn't we re-introduce it, and do 
we intend to do so? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Is Ambassador Habib working on this resolu- 
tion, these ideas? 


A I'm not going to get into the details of 
Ambassador Habib's approach. What I'm suggesting to you is 
that these goals by the Government of Lebanon are consistent 
with what we would like to see accomplished in West Beirut. 


Q Do you have any response from the Israeli 
Government concerning these proposals? 

A I'm not aware of any response. 

Q As long as we're on the subject of how to 


achieve the objectives that we support in Lebanon, can you 
address the question of a Saudi pressure on the United 
States to put pressure on Israel that has surfaced in 


Beirut? 


A No. I have no comment on that. 
Q Was there any such pressure? 
A I have no comment on the reports except to 


say that in general terms the Saudi Government has expressed 
its great concern about the situation in Lebanon and has 
urged the United States to do everything possible to bring 
the fighting to an end. There have been no threats made or 
issued by the Government of Saudi Arabia. I don't want to 
get into the specifics of our exchanges. 


Q On those four points, the language used, the 


phraseology, would suggest that if they get out of West 
Beirut, they could go somewhere else in Lebanon. Is that 


acceptable to the U.S. Government? 


A I'm not going to comment on that point beyond 
what I've already discussed. 


Q If all the Palestinian armed forces leave 
Lebanon, does that make the 25-mile zone redundant, and, if 
not, what would it be a security zone against? 
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A What we have said on that point is that we 
feel that the central governmental authority of Lebanon 
should be applied throughout the country. Therefore, I 
don't think there's anything inconsistent about the articu- 
lation of these goals and that objective. 


Q The Lebanese national forces would take over 
that area, and there would not be a need for a specific 
security zone, is that correct? Is that what you're saying? 


A There would not what? 





Q Be a need for a security zone of 25 miles. 


A Are you talking now about the 25-mile wide 
buffer zone? 


Q The security zone that was the initial stated 
objective of Israel next to their border, next to the 
Israeli border. 


A All right. No, no. As I indicated earlier, 
we did support the extension of the UNIFIL mandate. 


Q I'm not referring to that. I'm saying that 


a You're talking about the security force for 
the zone, are you not? 


Q Right. 
oy That's what we support. 


Q My Original question was if there are no 
Palestinian armed forces in Lebanon at some future date, is 
there still a need for a 25-mile security zone for Israel in 


southern Lebanon? 


A That remains to be seen. 


Q I would like to ask a procedural question and 
then a couple of substantive ones. Procedurally are the 
statements that you're making here regarding U.S. policies 
on tae Middle East checked in any way with Mr. Shultz, and 
does he have some role in determining what is being said at 


this point? 
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A As you know, the Secretary had a lengthy 
meeting with Mr. Shultz yesterday. I understand Mr. Shultz 
has been busy this morning meeting with officials of the 
National Security Council and the State Department. The 
Middle East situation was discussed. Beyond that, I have 
nothing to offer you. 


Q What I'm asking is, because we do have this 
awkward situation with one Secretary having resigned -- as I 
understand it, he still actually is Secretary of State -- 


A That is correct. 


Q -- he's acting as Secretary of State at this 
point, yet another person is clearly coming in to take the 
job. 


I was really trying to establish to what extent, 
if at all, the statements being made here are made with the 
concurrence of Mr. Shultz? 


A I can't answer that. I don't know. This 
represents American policy. 

Q But you have not talked to him or heard from 
him directly? 

A No. 

Q If I could get to the substantive ones. 


There have been reports over the weekend that Secretary Haig 
was disturbed by what has been described as a second channel 
of United States policy going toward the Lebanese issue, 
coming from the White House and the Saudis. 


Can you address the question of whether he is 
disturbed and what is the position on it? 


A I have no comment. 


Q Further, one more, if I may. Could you tell 
us, what is the U.S. position at this moment toward an 
Israeli attack into Beirut or a further Israeli military 
action in Beirut? 


A What is our position regarding an Israeli 


attack? 
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Q Yes. What is the U.S. stand about it? 


A I would have to refer you back to what I said 
last Friday on that subject which is that we continue to 
hope for a ceasefire, a disengagement of forces, and the 
extension of Lebanese authority throughout the country. 


-- MORE - 
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Q Dean, On page 9 of the transcript of last 
Tuesday's briefing, you were asked -- I believe Marvin Kalb 
asked you -- about Leslie Gelb's report of a serious rift be- 
tween Secretary Haig and Judge Clark, and your answer was, "Of 
course, I don't have any comment. I have been struck by the 
number of stories in the press about rifts and alleged rifts 
among people in the Administration on a number of topics." 


I have a two-part question: First, when you said 
you were struck by the number of stories, by that did you mean 
that you were surprised, or that you were appalled, or that 
you were perplexed? What did you mean by this word “struck?" 


A I got hit over the head with them. 


(Laughter) 


Q I mean does it mean you were surprised, 
appalled, or perplexed? 


A I'll stick with what I said at the time. 


Q O.K. Did these reports of rifts also strike 
Secretary Haig and contribute to his decision to resign? And 
will you be going with him in the manner of Hodding Carter 


with Secretary Vance? 
A I have no comment. 


Q No comment. 


iy With respect to your second question, I intend 
to comply with the Secretary's wishes to make the transition 
as smooth as possible. 


Q Does that mean that you're going to serve with 
Secretary Schultz if he is confirmed? 


A I'm not commenting. 


Q You will stay until the transition is complete? 


A I intend to do what the Secretary wishes in 
that regard. 


Q Can you give us any information, please, on 
what President Reagan said about the Lebanese situation on 
June 19 in his message to Heads of State in the Mediterranean 


area and what they may have replied? 


A No, I wouldn't go into the details of our 
diplomatic exchanges. 
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Q Dean, could you please explain what you mean by 
a “redeployment” of foreign forces in Lebanon? Isn't that one 
of the four points? What do you mean by a "redeployment ?" 


A I'll have to let the language speak for itself. 
I have nothing more specific to offer you on that. 


Q That is the term you intend to use, 
"redeployment?" 


a That was the term that was embodied in the 
resolution that was under consideration by the Lebanese. 


Let me add that I was just handed a note on that. 
When I referred to the Lebanese resolution, I may have misled 
you somewhat. It was, in fact, a series of amendments that 
the Lebanese Government wished to add to the French resolu- 
tion. Although they were unable to do so, it is our 
understanding these amendments still represent the position of 


the Government of Lebanon. 


Q Dean, if I just might follow up for one second? 
Before, we've been saying that we wanted all foreign forces 
removed from Lebanon, but now we're talking about simply a 


redeployment. 


A We're talking about the specific West Beirut 
crisis. 


Q But our position remains that we want all 
foreign forces removed from Lebanon? 


A Of course. 
Q That includes the Syrians? 


A Of course. 


Q Dean, in the interest of the smooth transition 


that you spoke of earlier, why wasn't Secretary Haig invited 
up to Camp David when the President met with Mr. Shultz? I 
understand the Middle East was discussed. 


A I don't have any comment on that. I don't 
know. 


Q One more on the resolution, Dean. How did the 
Lebanese Government vote on the French resolution? 


“4 This was a Security Council Resolution. 


Q Dean, you were talking about foreign forces a 
moment ago. Does the U.S. consider the Palestinian forces to 


be foreign? 
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A We haven't, as I recall, made a specific, public 
statement in that regard. 


Q So that the foreign forces you're talking about 
includes the Israelis and the Syrians, but possibly not the 
Palestinians? 


A For me to go further than that, Marvin, I think 
would tend to undercut or detract from Ambassador Habib's 
negotiating efforts at this time. 


Q It may be the case, but it is the central point 
which you are trying to achieve. 


A What is the central point? 


Q You are making a point about the withdrawal of 
foreign forces. 


A Sure. 


Q But you're leaving vague, in your definition of 
what is “foreign,” one of the central elements to the problem. 


A I don't want to go further for the reasons I 
stated. 


Q Dean, you have a position on the PLO offer, as 


reported by Lebanese officials, that they be given safe sea passage 


out of Lebanon? 


A I'm not going to comment on the specifics. 


Q Can we get clear on the status of the PLO for- 
ces, in the context of what you were just saying before Bob 
asked his question, because my understanding was -- as a 
matter of fact, I think somewhere in all these notes here, 
you're referring to the disarming of the Palestinian offi- 
cials -- in the past haven't you ‘aken the position that the 
Palestinians should be disarmed and subject to the authority 


of Lebanon? 


A Of course. But I don't think that was Marvin's 
question. 


Q In reply to the question that I asked you, 
exactly the same question that Marvin just asked you, you said 
yes. I think you said "foreign forces" includes Palestinian 


forces. 


A No, no, no, I haven't said that. You've got to 
make a distinction here between West Beirut and Lebanon. 
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Q My question was, when you said the U.S. 
Government position was that all foreign forces should be 
withdrawn out of Lebanon, and I asked you if that includes 


Palestinians, and you said, "Yes." 
A No, I don't recall saying that. 


Q Then, actually what you mean is, all foreign 
forces should be out, and the Palestinians disarmed? 


A Yes. 


Q So they don't necessarily have to get out, they 
just have to be disarmed? 


A I'm saying to you, I'm not going to go into the 
specifics on that particular point. 


Q No, I just want to be absolutely clear. You 
say that all foreign forces, including the Syrians and the 
Israelis, should be out, and the PLO disarmed? 


A Right. 


Q Dean, are you suggesting any distinction bet- 
ween PLO forces and Palestinian forces? Are the PLO and 
Palestinian forces are one and the same, or are they a 


different group? 


A We're talking about armed PLO or Palestinian 
elements. 

Q Interchangeable -=- PLO and Palestinian forces. 
The same. 

A Yes. 

Q Dean, by virtue of disarmament, do you then not 


consider the Palestinians a force? They just meld into the 
general population? 


A I'm not commenting on that particular aspect of 
the efforts that Ambassador Habib is engaged in. 


Q If they are disarmed, would you then say that 
they are not a force? 


A I'm not commenting on that particular aspect. 


Q The Palestinian refugees could remain in 


Lebanon? 
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A Palestinian refugees? 

Q Disarmed? 

A You're speaking here of the 600,000 estimated 
Palestinians? 

Q Yes. 

A I see no reason why they should not remain, 


provided they accept the authority of the Lebanon Central 
Government. 


Q If a PLO troop, a soldier, puts down his 
weapon, does he then, by that definition, become a refugee? 

A That's a distinction I am not prepared to draw 
today. 

Q Could you draw the distinction for us between 


what you describe as the West Beirut situation and the 
larger Lebanese situation? 


A The goals and objectives that I gave you, 
incorporated in the Lebanese Government's series of amend- 
ments, apply only to West Beirut. 


Q Dean, I would like, if possible, for you to 
address one question. These proposals which you say were made 
by the Lebanese Government, as I understand, the Lebanese 
Government is quite unstable. The Prime Minister resigned; 
there are members of the National Council for Salvation 
objecting to the Council meetings and resigning also; and 
there is also the fact that some of these decisions were made 
with an occupation army inside Lebanon. 


Would you address this, whether these decisions 
which were made by the Lebanese Government while there is an 
invasion of the country, whether you consider them legitimate? 


A Are you asking me, do I think they are made 
under duress and not under the free will of the Lebanese 
leaders? 


Q Precisely. Yes, that's the point. 


A The answer is that the Lebanese leaders have 
been meeting with Ambassador Habib, and we take these goals 
which I have given you as an accurate reflection of the 
wishes of those leaders. 
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Q Dean, will you comment on Senator John Glenn's 
statement yesterday on one of the networks that Washington is 
becoming a puppet of Jerusalem, and Israel is becoming the 
third power in the world after the United States and the 
Soviet Union? 


A No, I have no commest on Senator Glenn's 
remarks other than to suggest to you that we are capable of 
making our own policy judgments. 


Q Dean, there were leaflets yesterday dropped by 
Israeli jets and forces on Beirut, asking the civilian popula- 
tion to leave the city. 


A Yes. 


Q Does that contradict -=- you haven't actually 
admitted it -=- the commitment that Prime Minister Begin gave 
to President Reagan that there will not be any -- 


How do you see this dropping of leaflets on the 
civilian population of Beirut? 


A You are linking it to something that I have 
already addressed, so I have no further comment. 


Q O.K. Just by itself. 
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Q Just the dropping of leaflets -- 





A What about it? 


Q -- on Beirut, for civilians to leave, how do 
you see that? 


A I don't have any comment on it. 


Q Dean, also referring to John Glenn on televi- 
sion yesterday, he said that he would favor having Alexander 
Haig testify at the confirmation hearings of George Shultz? 


Would Secretary Haig be willing to testify at these 
confirmation hearings? 


A I don't know. 


Q Could you take the question? 


A No. 











gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


17 


Q Why, Dean, why? I think it's a very legitimate 
question. 


A Let's await the time for the confirmation 
hearings, and address it then. 


Q Dean, could you tell us about the channel of 
command or the channel of communication with Habib? There 
is talk about two approaches -- the Habib/White House 
approach and the Habib/State Department approach. 


A I was asked that earlier. I said I had no comment. 


Q Dean, at one point, you said you see no reason 
why the 600,000 Palestinians could not remain in Lebanon, if 
they -- 


A -- if they are subservient to the Lebanese 
Government authority, and I should probably add that if it is 
acceptable to the Lebanese Government. In other words, it is 
a Lebanese matter to be resolved. 


Q My question is, do you know whether that is 
acceptable to the Israeli Government? 


A I do not. 


Q Dean, you said back at the beginning of the 
briefing that you expected the Secretary to be here for most 
of this week. 


A Yes. 


Q Are you suggesting by that that he will not be 
here next week? 


A No. I said that I expect him to be here for 
most of this week, and beyond that, I can't really speculate 
on the transition period except to reiterate that it will be 
up to the Secretary, Mr. Shultz, and the President. 


Q Dean, there were many reports that Habib will 
be going to Israel -- last week it was rumored or said several 
times. Why is he still in Beirut, and he never made it to 
Jerusalem to the (inaudible) -- 


A Because he is still working very hard to 
accomplish the objectives that we hope will be accomplished 
with the Lebanese leaders. 
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Q Dean, you talked about the disarming of the 
Palestinians as one of the needs and the importance of 
stretching the authority of the central Lebanese Government. 
What is the U.S. position on the Christian militias who, I 
understand, are moving into some of the positions the Israelis 
have taken over in and around Beirut at this stage? 





A I'm not aware of that reported movement. 


Q Would we object if the Christians invaded West 
Beirut, they being Lebanese? I mean, what's wrong with 
Lebanese going into West Beirut? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 
Q No comment ? 
A No. 


Q Does the United States have any objection to 
the PLO as a political organization operating from Beirut with 
the present leadership or any other leadership? 


A It's a matter for the Lebanese Government to 
decide. 

Q So we're not demanding that they cease to exist 
as a political organization in Lebanon? 

A It's a matter for the Lebanese. 

Q Dean, there were reports over the weekend -- I 


believe in the New York Post and some other places -- that 
during Haig's efforts to resolve the Falklands crisis, he 
withheld a lot of information specifically regarding Argentine 
proposals from the President. Do you have any comment on that? 





A It's totally false. 


Q Can I ask you again: You said “no comment" 
twice to these question of two channels in foreign policy. 
Were you referring specifically to the question about two 
channels of communication with Habib or the overall question 
of there being a White House direction of foreign policy 
separate from the State Department direction of foreign 


policy? 
a You can put it either way. I still say “no 
comment." 


Q Well, isn't your "no comment" an act of 


unconstitutional insubordination to the President? (Laughter) 
How could there possibly be a second channel at the White 
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House? Wouldn't the second channel have to be here, since the 
President has the only constitutional authority to make 


foreign policy? 

A Take it up with the President. 

Q I think it has already been taken up with the 
President. 


Q Dean, will you tell us about how the State 
Department communicates with Habib? 


A How we communicate with Habib?- No. I'm not 
going to get into that, but there are direct channels of 


communication. 


Q It doesn't have to go through the White House? 
A There are direct channels of communication. 
Q Whose forces are in charge of the Yarzeh 


area where the Ambassador's residence and Mr. Habib's 
(inaudible) 


A I haven't got an order of battle I can give you 
today. 


Q Can I just take you to Central America with one 
quick question? There are reports coming out of El Salvador 


that Honduran helicopters, provided by the United States, are 
being used in El Salvador. Do you have anything on that? 
A No, nothing on that specific report. 


Q Is there an outside chance that you might have 
something? Do you have anything at all today on the events 
leading up to last Friday's announcements? 


A No. 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #107 


TUESDAY, JUNE 29, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have one 
announcement. 


Available in the Press Office at 3:00 P.M. today will 
be the testimony of Michael Newell, Assistant Secretary for 
International Organization Affairs, before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. The subject is: The U.N. Industrial 


Development Organization Treaty. 


I will be glad to take your questions. 


Q Dean, this morning, the European Community 
meeting in Brussels put out a couple of statements, (1) con- 
demning the Israeli invasion of Lebanon, and (2) asking for 
urgent consultations with the United States about the pipeline. 


Do you have any response to either of those? 


A I'm sorry, I don't yet. I'm fully aware 
of the reports that you are referring to, but there is nothing 


I can offer you yet. 


Q Could you take those? 


A I would be glad to. 


Q Where do we stand on Lebanon? What is 
happening? What is the United States doing? 


A Let me start with Ambassador Habib. It will 
sound familiar to you. He is continuing his discussions today 
with the Lebanese leadership in Beirut, and as usual, I don't 


have any comment for you on any ongoing itinerary. As usual also, 


I cannot provide you with any details on the discussions that 
he is conducting. 


I will say that although I'm not able to give you 
anything specific on the negotiations with respect to the PLO 
or other aspects of the talks underway, I will reiterate our 
often-repeated call for preserving the ceasefire so that the 
political dialogue can continue and further loss of life can 


be avoided. 








By way of reiteration, I remind you of my remarks 
yesterday which indicated that our goals and the goals of the 
Government of Lebanon are in effect goals which we hold in 
common. 


Q Dean, speaking of loss of life, do you have any 
estimate now of what the death toll has been in Lebanon? 
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A No. 


Q Do you expect you will ever have an estimate, or 
has time gone so far now that you could never reconstruct what 
the casualty figures were? 


A We don't really have any independent means of 
making an estimate of the casualties. I note that the 
estimates as to numbers of casualties vary enormously. I sup- 
pose one day there will be a commonly accepted estimate, but 
we certainly don't know what it is today. 


Q Sir, are there any plans that you know of to 
send American teams of doctors and nurses to help in the 
American University Hospital, at Beirut, which has been of 
such great assistance? Are there any plans to send teams now 
or to send a hospital ship? 


A I'm not aware of plans for assistance for that 
specific purpose. We have, of course, made public our overall 
humanitarian aid proposals. I cannot answer you specifically 
as to whether or not that would include assistance at the American 


University Hospital. 
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Q Anything further on the cluster bomb 
controversy? 


A We have yet to receive from the Israeli 
Government its report, but we expect to do so shortly. 


Q One of the phrases that you used -- I just 
wanted to see if you could amplify it. You say that you are 
reiterating a call for preserving the ceasefire so a political 


dialogue can continue. 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 


Yes. 
That is a call that goes specifically to whom? 
What do you mean, to preserving the ceasefire? 


Yes. 
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a It refers specifically to Israel; it refers 
specifically to the PLO. The context in which I gave you this 
was the situation in Beirut. To the extent that there is 
fighting between Syrians and Israelis, it would obviously 


refer to the Syrians as well. 


Q Is there any fighting between the Israelis and 
the Syrians? 


A Not to my knowledge at the moment in the Beirut 
area. 


Q Does that mean when you call upon the Israelis 
in this context, one of the things that has come up over the 
last couple of days is whether the United States has any kind 
of assurance from the Israelis that they would not enter West 
Beirut. The argument has been posed that if this indeed 
has been passed on to the PLO side, it gives them less of an 
incentive to come to some kind of an understanding. 


What is the bottom line here? When you ask the 
Israelis to preserve the ceasefire, are you really not saying, 
"Under no circumstances go into West Beirut?" 


A I've addressed this a number of times. 
I have nothing to add to what I said on that subject 


yesterday. 


Q I was here yesterday, and I'm not quite sure 
that specific question was asked that way. 


A Probably not quite the way. 


Q Are you asking the Israelis not to go into West 
Beirut under any circumstances? 


A I would prefer to put it that we are calling 
upon the parties to preserve the ceasefire. 


Q In doing that, so the political dialogue can 
continue, it seems to me that is introducing a note regarding 
the political dialogue which I don't remember in the previous 
calls for the ceasefire to be preserved. 


I'm curious if you could tell us your sense of the 
status of the political dialogue. It would seem to suggest 
that you think that the dialogue is going along well enough to 
hold some real promise; otherwise, you wouldn't be mentioning 
it. Could you tell us how it is going? 
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A No. At the risk of sounding facetious, we 


sometimes do introduce new phrases so as to avoid the 
impression that we are a “broken record.” I would not want to 


suggest to you that we are making a value judgment at this 
point on the success or failure -- or the prospects of either 
-- at this point in the efforts that Ambassador Habib is 


engaged in. 


Q If you've reached the conclusion that the 
political dialogue isn't going to get anywhere -- 


A I certainly haven't reached that conclusion. 


Q No. I say if you do, would you then take a 
different attitude about urging that the ceasefire continue? 


A That's a hypothetical question, as I'm sure you 
appreciate, which I'm not prepared to address. 


Q Dean, I just want to straighten out one mecha- 
nical problem here. Ambassador Habib is playing a central 
role in these negotiations, right? 


A On our behalf, that is correct. 
Q And who are the parties involved? 


A He has been meeting, as I frequently say, with 
Lebanese leaders. 


Q Who are the parties involved in the ceasefire? 


A I think Marvin asked me that, and I responded 
to the best of my ability. 


Q Well, it's slightly different. Who would you 
say the armed parties are? 


A I've already addressed that question. 


Q Let me put it this way: Are they the PLO and 
the Israelis? 


A Obviously, those are parties who have been 
fighting with each other. 


Q Since the Ambassador is playing a central role, 
is this not, in effect, negotiating with the PLO? 
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A We don't have any direct dealings with the PLO. 


Q Would you agree that it is, in effect, 
negotiating with the PLO? 


Py No. 
Q Who is negotiating with the PLO? 


A There are leaders in Lebanon who have direct 
contact with the PLO. There are other parties whom we have 
contact with who have contact with the PLO, and beyond that, 


I'm not prepared to go. 


Q But if, as you say, Ambassador Habib is playing 
a central role -- 


A -- on our behalf. 


Q Yes. -- then those people in contact with the 
PLO are simply acting as communicators, correct? 
A I prefer to leave it just as I have. 
-- MORE -- 
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Q Your goal of getting an end to the armed 


Palestinian presence in Beirut, if the PLO laid down its 
arms, declared that it was subservient to the Lebanese 
Government, would the U.S. support the continued presence of 


the PLO in Lebanon? 
A I'm not going to comment on those specifics. 


Q Let me try my question a different way. The 


Israelis today said that they're not going to wait forever -- 
a matter of days -- they feel the PLO is dragging its feet, 


etc. 
(1) Do you share that judgment? 


A We hope the ceasefire can be preserved. 


Q And (2) if the Israelis were to move within 
the next couple of days, feeling that the PLO was indeed 
dragging its feet, would that be against the advice now 
being passed on to the Israelis by the U.S.? 


fy The very question you ask implies that some- 


how we are sitting here, attempting to give a green light 
for Israel to take an action which we have already suggested 


we do not advocate by calling for preservation of the 
ceasefire. 


Q The very question I asked was whether you are 
giving them a red light, not a green light. 


A I am prepared to stick with what I gave you 
and to go no further. 
Q If one side should shell the others -- the 


Palestinians, the Israelis or the Syrians -- under your call 
for a ceasefire, should the side suffering killed and 


wounded not respond? 

a I'm sorry. I have a little troubling 
fathoming what you're trying to get me to say. 

Q I'm not trying to get you to say anything. I 
just want to understand -- 


A Then I have trouble fathoming your question. 
Q On the call for a ceasefire, if, in the event 


one side of the three should fire, should the side suffering 
the hit respond under the U.S. preference? 
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A Clearly, a ceasefire is most successful is 
both sides abide by it. 

Q I'm writing a scenario and one side is taking 
action. 

A Right. When we call for a ceasefire, we are 


calling on all sides or all parties to a conflict to abide 
by it. 


Q Does the U.S. have a position on whether the 
PLO can stay in Lebanon or should leave Lebanon? 


A Yes. 
Q What is it? 
A I'm not prepared to say. 


(Laughter) 


Q Does the U.S. Government think that the 
Government of Lebanon should sign a peace treaty with Israel 
and join the Camp David process? 


A I'm, again, not going to comment on that. 
There are a number of speculative reports that I've seen -- 
and cbviously you have as well -- but it again serves no 
useful purpose for me to be drawn into a detailed discussion 
of the aims and objectives that Ambassador Habib is pursuing 
on our behalf, and on aims and objectives which the 
Government of Lebanon is itself seeking to accomplish. 


Q There is a report today that Saudi Arabia has 
offered transport for the Palestinians out of Beirut. 


A That's a new one. Yesterday it was the 
Egyptians. I had not heard about the Saudi proposal. 


Q Well, today it's the Saudis. 
A I have no comment. 
Q 


Can you take the question on that? 


A I'll be glad to look into it to see if there 
is such a report, yes. 
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Q Can you comment further on reports that Saudi 
Arabia and other states threatened an oil boycott at any 
time? 


A My comment is the same as it was either 
yesterday or last week. It's not true. 


Q Different subject, but somewhat related. 
Could you tell us anything about the movements of either the 
Secretary-designate or the Secretary of State over the next 


few days? 


A The Secretary of State is in his office. 
There is one item on his public schedule. Can you refresh 
my memory? 


MR. ROMBERG: The Korean Foreign Minister. 


A The Korean Foreign Minister is coming in this 
afternoon. As for the Secretary-designate, I understand 
that he is making courtesy calls on the Hill today -- beyond 
that I have no information as to his activity. 


Q You don't know when he's going to California 
or when the Secretary is going to leave? 


A I do not. 


Q You said that the United States has a posi- 
tion on whether the PLO might remain in Lebanon unarmed. 
Has that position been conveyed to the Israeli Government? 


A I don't want to say anything on that other 
than to say that it is a subject, as there are many sub- 
jects, which have been discussed in the negotiations. 


Q Is the U.S. position the same as the Israeli 
position? 


A I'm not going to comment. 

Q Has the position been conveyed to the PLO? 
A I'm not going to comment further on it. 

Q You said yesterday that the U.S. has no 


objection to the PLO maintaining a political office in 
Beirut if that was acceptable to the JTebanese Government. 


Is that still the situation? 
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A Yes. That's essentially what I said, and that 
it is a problem for the Lebanese Government to decide. I 
stand by that. 


Q Do you have a similar position on the PLO 
setting up a government in exile or a political office in 
Cairo? | 


A No. Nothing that I can give you today on 
that. 


 Q Do you have any reaction to Mubarak's most 
recent remarks about the United States? 


A Yes. 
Q Will you share those with us, please? 
A Yes. I would say that we remain in close 


touch with President Mubarak and members of his government 
on developments in Lebanon and elsewhere in the region as 
befits the strength and warmth of our relations. 


Our discussions with the Egyptian leaders have 
been frank and wide-ranging. We believe that our two 
governments remain in basic accord on objectives in the 
region of the Middle East. 


Q Do you have any specific reaction to his spe- 
cific criticism that the United States was holding back from 
exerting its influence on Israel? 


A This is it. 


Q Back on Israel, do you regard the Israeli 
demands on the future of the Palestinians in Lebanon as 
being consistent with your objectives that Lebanon should 
have sovereignty over its own soil? 


A Repeat the first part of your question? 


Q Do you regard the Israeli demands on the 
withdrawal of Palestinians and their future role in Lebanon 
as consistent with your objective about Lebanese 
sovereignty? This country, as I understand, has said the 
future of the Palestinians should be up to the Lebanese 
Government, and the Israelis position as I gather it does 
not allow for Lebanon to decide the future place -- 
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A Of the Palestinians? 


QO Of the Palestinians. Yes. The Israelis 
want -- 


A Are you speaking of the 600,000 Palestinians 
who live in Lebanon? 


Q It's not clear who they want to leave, but 
apparently they're not willing to leave this up to the 
Lebanese Government. 


A It's news to me that Israel has demanded the 
exodus Of 600,000 Palestinians from Lebanon. 


Q I'm not saying that they have demanded the 
exodus of 600,000, but their position on the future role of 
the PLO leadership. 


A That's a different question. 


Q Right. But they are not willing, apparently, 
to leave that to the Lebanese Government. I just wonder 
whether you regard that as consistent with your position 
that Lebanon should have sovereignty over its own soil. 


A I'm not commenting on that particular 
question which strikes me as somewhat different than Russ's 


question. 


Q Yes. It is different. You're not commenting 
on it. 


A That's correct. 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #108 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 30, 1982, 12:31 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. No announcements 
today. Jim, I will be glad to have you launch the 


questions. 


Q Why don't you just start out and give us what 


you have on Lebanon, and we'll take it from there. Okay? 


A Let me start by saying this: As we have said 
repeatedly, we support the goals set forth by the Lebanese 
Government. This is a delicate moment in the discussions 


underway in Beirut now. 


The risk remains that if the various parties can- 
not come to terms, fighting will be resumed. In these cir- 
cumstances, it would not be productive to comment further 


from this podium. 


Q In this case you're talking about Beirut, 
right? You're talking strictly about the situation in and 


around West Beirut. 


7 In terms of the fighting possibly resuming, 
yes, you can certainly put it in that context. 


Q In that sense, then, we can assume that the 
parties are really the PLO and Israel, and the Syrians are 
not directly involved in this. Is that right? 


A I have to say, of course, there have been no 
reports of fighting in the Beirut area since the ceasefire. 
Let me say that there have been no recent reports of 
fighting between Israeli and Syrian forces. 


Q Your statement that the risk remains that 
the fighting could be resumed if the parties don't come to 
terms could be taken as a threat to the Palestinian forces 
in Beirut that they had better surrender or else the 
Israelis are going to go in. Was that your intention? 


aN Is it my intention? My intention is to 


emphasize the fact that the risk remains that fighting will 


be resumed if they can't come to terms. 
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Q Fighting resumed by whom? 


A Fighting in the Beirut area between those 
parties who previously were fighting. 


Q The Israelis have specifically threatened 
that the Palestinians only have a couple of days to make up 
their minds and accept this or else Israel might go into 
Beirut despite your previous warnings. 


Can you respond to that? 


a I can't speak for the Israelis. I'm aware of 
the reports. 


Q Do you disagree with that intention? 
A I'm not going to characterize it. 
Q Has the United States put any ideas forward -- 


either its own or anybody else -- for the evacuation of the 
Palestinians in West Beirut out of that area? 


A The question about evacuation I really can't 
comment on for the same reason that I'm not able to comment 
on anything related to Ambassador Habib's efforts. 


Q When you say you support the goals of the 
Lebanese Government, one minister of the Lebanese Government 
has suggested the propriety of war crimes trials after this 
whole effort sorts itself out. 


Surely we're not endorsing that view of the 
Lebanese government. 


oy I'm not personally aware of that suggestion. 


Q Is Secretary Haig in touch with Phil Habib on 
a continuing basis? 


A Indeed. 


Q So he is still running the Middle East 
policy? 


sy On behalf of the President, yes. 


Q For how long? 
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A I can't give you a precise time limit on 
that. 


Q Concerning the renewed violence, is there any 
serious concern of a counterattack by the Palestinians? 


A I don't want to go beyond the statement I 
gave you on the risks that obviously remain about the possi- 
bility that fighting will be resumed. 


Q What both Lars and I are trying to get at is 
that the risk is fairly one-sided, isn't it? 


A I understand precisely what you're trying to 
get at. I'm not going to comment on it beyond what I said. 


Q Are those negotiations taking place, in the 
U.S. view, against some sort of implicit ultimatum on the 
part of the Israelis of a day or two as Begin has said in 
his speech before the Knesset? 


A We feel it's a very delicate time in the 
negotiations and urgency is certainly called for. 


Q There's a report by Israeli Radio that Haig 
has sent a message to the Israeli Government saying the 
U.S. might support continuing political presence by the PLO 
in Beirut if the Lebanese Government also agrees to that. 


Can you comment on that? Has there been a message 
and is that our position? 


fy I again can't comment on the specifics 
relating to the effort. 


Q Have the Israelis notified the U.S. that 
there is a deadline now? 


ra I'm not going to comment on that, and my “no 
comment” is not meant to suggest that there has been any 
such notification. We are, of course, in close and frequent 
contact with the Israeli Government. 


Q Do we read what Begin said to the Knesset 
about another day or two as an ultimatum? 


A Again, I don't want to characterize state- 
ments by the Prime Minister of Israel. 
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Q Can you comment on whether the Secretary 
wrote to or telephoned Prime Minister Begin after his 
resignation? 


A No. I'm not going to comment on that. 


Q The ceasefire that's four or five days old 


now is a U.S.-arranged one, and you seem to imply 
from two previous questions -- you did not imply, but the 
understanding is that if there is a violation, it will be 


an Israeli one. 


How will the United States act upon such a viola- 
tion of a U.S.-arranged ceasefire? 


A I'm not going to try to prejudge actions that 
this government might take in case this ceasefire were 
broken. 


Q From your first statement that the risk remains 
that if the parties will not come to an agreement, fighting 
will resume about Beirut, do I understand from this that you 
are holding also in abeyance or you are not going to spare 
the city of Beirut from destruction by repeating this threat 
which has been repeated yesterday, which is implication of a 
threat by Mr. Begin? So you are almost voicing the same 
utterance of Mr. Begin, if this will not be done, the eva- 
cuation of the PLO or the withdrawal, that we're going to 


hit. (sic) 


Is the international community going to be silent, 
or is the United States going to be silent about Israel 
taking over, because this goes beyond the objectives of the 
war from the beginning, the destruction of West Beirut? 


ay That's an interesting twist to put on the 
statement, but again it seems to me the statement about the 
risk of renewed fighting is self-evident. 


Q Is the Administration still satisfied that 
the government of Prime Minister Begin has no intention to 
go into, invade or occupy Beirut? 


res On that point I have nothing to add to what I 
said before. 


Q Before today or before over the last several 


weeks? 
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A Before today. 


Q Do you have anything on reports that Major 
Haddad is passing out weapons to Shi'ite Muslims in the 
south of Lebanon in an attempt to create new civil guards or 


new militias down there? 
A No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Could you look into that report? Because it 
seems to be at variance with your aim that the Lebanese 
army should take control over their country if -- 


A I, again, have not seen that report. I'll 
certainly look for the report. 


Q You talk about the risk of renewed fighting 
being self-evidence, but I don't seem to remember your 
raising this scenario that if the negotiations fail, 
fighting will be resumed in the discussions in the past 


few days. 


Heretofore you have reiterated the appeal for the 
preservation of the ceasefire. This seems to me as intro- 
ducing a new dimension from this podium. Although you call 
it self-evident, you have not up until now said it that way, 


if my memory is right. Why today? 
A Because we feel that this is what should be 
said today. 


Q Does that mean you've lost control of the 
ceasefire situation? 


os I wouldn't put it that way. 


Q I think the spokesman for the Israeli Cabinet 
today said that the Begin Government was hoping that the 
United States would put additional pressure on the parties 
in Beirut -- and I presume that means the PLO through its 


negotiating track -=- to disarm and pull out. 
Is your statement designed to apply such pressure? 


i I'm going to let the statement stand on its 
own legs. 


Q I'm going to ask a question -- maybe it's 
already been asked in this way and, if so, forgive me -- but 
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yesterday you called on both parties to respect the cease- 
fire so negotiations can take place. 


Today you're saying the risk of new fighting is 
self-evident. 


Does that mean you've had something to indicate 
that yesterday's call for a ceasefire is being ignored or 
not responded to, or have you had a negative response from 
one side or the other? 


A No. Not at all. It‘s not meant to convey 
that. 


Q What's the status of the assurances this 
government received from the Israeli Government which were 
interpreted to mean that the Israeli Cabinet had reached no 
decision whether or not to enter Beirut? 


A What is the status? 


Q What's the status of those assurances? Are 
they still valid? 


a The assurance that they have reached no deci- 
sion to enter Beirut? 


Q The assurances which you interpret to mean 
that the Cabinet has reached no decisiun whether or not to 


enter Beirut. 


A Our understanding is that the Israeli Cabinet 
has made no decision to enter Beirut. 


Q Is there anything today about the inquiry 
about the cluster bombs or an explanation from Israel? 


ay We, as you know, have made renewed requests 
for information concerning their use from the Israeli 
Government. We do not yet have a reply. 


Q Do you have anything at all on the 
Secretary's schedule for the next 48 hours? 


iy No. Nothing I can offer you from this 
podium. 


Q Is it customary for your bilateral relations 
between Israel and the United States that when you request 
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anything, any explanation from the Israeli Government, they 
procrastinate and they drag their feet for over a month or 
four weeks before giving an answer to the question of 
cluster bombs? 


A I've addressed the question. We've made 
repeated requests, and we expect an answer shortly. 


Q How do you interpret this lack of response by 
the Israelis? Is it customary? This is my question. 


A I understand your question, but I've 
addressed it in the way in which I intend, and I have 
nothing more to say about it. 


Q On the question of arms, do U.S. arms ship- 
ments to Israel go forward during this period? 


A I honestly don't know the status of that. I 
think it's a question that ought to be addressed to the 
Pentagon. I‘m not up to date on what, if any, equipment is 
in the pipline at the moment. 


Q One more question. There's a strange report 
out of Beirut -- I think from the Palestinian radio -- 
saying that there are American ships off the coast, and some 
of them were flying what appear to be Palestinian flags. 


A Oh? I haven't heard that one either. 
Q Are there any U.S. ships in the area? 


A Of course, there are ships in the eastern 
Mediterranean as there usually are. 


Q I mean any in port involved in the evacuation 
or in preparation for further evacuations? 


My I don't have any recent indication that any 
ships are at the Port of Juniyah for that purpose. No. 


Q Do you know whether the Secretary is still 
planning to leave on his long weekend tonight or tomorrow? 


nes Yes. He is. 
Q Tonight or tomorrow? 


rs Tomorrow he hopes to get away. 
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Q Who will have the operating responsibility 
then for directing, instructing, communicating with Mr. 
Habib? 


A He will. 

Q From wherever he is. 

A That's correct. 

Q And where is that "wherever"? 

A I am not going to get into it; not publicly. 
Q On this long weekend, is he planning to come 


back to the Department after this or is tomorrow night going 
to be his farewell? 


Mh I can't help you on that. It's a question 
that remains to be resolved among the Secretary, the 
President, and Secretary-designate Shultz. 


Q Have those three talked about this problem? 
It's been something that's been mentioned here for a couple 
of days now. 


ty Which problem? 


Q When the Secretary or if the Secretary is 
going to come back from his long weekend? 


a It's not a problem. At least no one I'm 
aware of views it as a problem. The Secretary is fulfilling 
the President's request that he continue conducting 
and supervising Ambassador Habib's efforts on the 
President's behalf. 


Q You keep saying that whether he comes back 
next week is a matter for himself, Mr. Shultz and Mr. Reagan 
to decide. 


Yes. 


A 
Q Have they talked about that? 
B I don't know. 

Q 


Could you check on that? Because that's been 
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4 No. I think that's among the three of them. 


Q Is he devoting himself exclusively to the 
Lebanon problem? 


A No. 


Q Can you clarify as to whether there was -- 


M Let me just add to that -- I'm sorry to 
interrupt you -- but he is still acting as Secretary of State. 


Q Just to follow that up, does he continue to 
brief Secretary-designate Shultz? 


A I don't know how frequently they have met, 
and I must say I haven't inquired. 


Q There's no meeting scheduled today? 


A Not to my knowledge, but it's quite con- 
ceivable they will meet. I just don't know. 


Q Are you able to clarify whether there was a 
letter of resignation from Secretary Haig in existence at 
the time the President said he had accepted Mr. Haig's 
resignation? 


rs I'm not going to comment on that. 


Q Can I ask one more question on that, please? 
Technically speaking, Ambassador Habib reports to the 
President or to the Secretary of State? 


A He reports to the Secretary of State who 
reports to the President. 


Q Couple of more points on the Lebanon 
situation. The Soviets appear to be claiming that the 
Israelis are using something that they describe as nerve gas 
supplied by the United States. Do you have any comment? 


rs I do not, nor do we have any confirmation. 
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Q You don't have a denial of having supplied such 
weapons to Israel? 


A I'm sorry. I can't help you on that. We'll 
have to look into it. I just don't have any information on 
it. 


Q Secondly, Israeli Defense Minister Sharon, evi- 
dently reading from his own Memcon of his conversation with 
Secretary Haig on May 25, told the Knesset yesterday that he 
had, in effect, said that the Israeli invasion of Lebanon to 
"clean out" the PLO could take place almost at any time, -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- thereby intending to tell his colleagues 
that the United States had virtual foreknowledge of the inva- 
sion, which appears to be his motive in saying that. Do you 
have any confirmation of that? 


A I believe he put it in the context that he 
thought the United States should not be surprised if or when 
such an invasion took place. 


Let me just say in response to that, that in ali our 
discussions with Israeli leaders prior to June 5, we expressed 
the strong view that Israel should not undertake any such 
action into Lebanon. The Secretary's meeting with Defense 
Minister Sharon referred to by the Defense Minister was no 
exception. 


Q Dean, are you now accepting the invasion con- 
cept or term? You repeated "invasion"; somebody suggested it 
was an invasion, and previously you said that you didn't 
want to agree with the Prime Minister that it was not an 
invasion. 


A Oh, I think the question earlier was put, was 
this some sort of violation of the ceasefire, and I said I 
wasn't prepared to describe it in those terms. 


We all agree the Israelis have moved into Lebanon -- 
Q But is it an invasion. 


A Whatever word you wish to use to describe that 
move into Lebanon, I really can't help you with very much. 


Q I'm still intrigued, Dean, by the first state- 
ment where you said although you don't like to talk about 
the sensitive mission of Ambassador Habib in Lebanon. Are 
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these remarks that you just made, "the risk remains that if 
the parties will not come to an agreement, fighting will 
resume," are these also reflecting the opinion or the 
thoughts of Mr. Habib in Lebanon? 


A Oh, I'm confident that Ambassador Habib shares 
the concerns that we all have that unless an agreement is 


reached, there is a high risk that fighting will resume. I 
haven't any doubt whatsoever that Ambassador Habib shares that 


view. 


Q In this question about whom Habib reports to, 
two days ago Larry Speakes said that Habib reports both to the 
State Department and to the White House, which as I recall is, 
first of all, typical for Ambassadors and also what was 
announced when he was first appointed. 


Could you reconsider the answer you just gave? 


A No, no. There is nothing inconsistent. I said 


that he reports to the Secretary. The Secretary is super- 
vising Ambassador Habib's efforts on behalf of the President. 


Q O.K., but the White House said that he reports 
either to the Secretary or through the White House. 


A I'm not familiar personally with that 
statement. 


Q Could you take that question? 


A No. Of course not. I'm standing by what I've 
told you. 


Q Well, I'm familiar with that statement, and 


it leaves the appearance that the State Department is, for 
whatever reason, continuing in its intransigent statements that 
there is some difference between the White House and it. 


A Next question, please. 


Q Dean, has Israel specifically told the United 
States that there is a time frame, a deadline beyond which it 
will not wait before taking military action? 


A Marvin, I don't want to get into the diplomatic 
exchanges that we have with Israel, but my answer should not 
be construed as suggesting that that is confirmation of the 


question you are asking. 


Q But it does suggest that. 
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& If I respond to a question like that, then I'm 
wide open to responding in equally specific terms to other spe- 
cific questions. 


Q You've been selective in the past. We're 
really asking you, if you say that there is a high risk that 
fighting will resume, it seems as though you're saying that 
not out of the blue, but on the basis of information that you 
have. I'm just asking to confirm that impression, whether in 
fact the Israelis have said that by X date, if there is no 
deal, they will move? 


A The response I gave you should in no way be 
construed as confirmation of what you're asking. 


Q Dean, could you confirm the report that a 
Chinese ballet dancer had asked for political asylum in this 
country yesterday? Could you give us the status of his 
application and his whereabouts? 


A The information we have indicates that one Mr. 
Lin called on the U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Office 
in New Orleans yesterday, June 29, regarding his desire to 
remain in the United States. 


After discussion with Immigration and Naturalization 
Service officials in New Orleans, Mr. Lin left in the company 
of a friend. 


Q You have no information about his whereabouts? 

A I do not have infotmiation on his present 
whereabouts. 

Q Do you know who this Mr. Lin is, or can you 
tell us anything about him? 

4 The name I have is Mr. Lin Jianwei. 

Q Do you know of any reaction from the Chinese 


Embassy here? 


A I am not aware of any such reaction, no. 


Q Who is he? 


A, The question was put about a Chinese ballet 
member. That's who he is. He is a member of the Chinese 
ballet delegation that is visiting Jackson, Mississippi. 


gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


13 


Q Dean, may I get my question in, please? I've 
been waiting. 


Q Let's stay on this. 
Q Yes, but I had been recognized. 


A Let's follow up on this. I promise I won't 
overlook you. 


Q Thank you. 


Q It seems odd -- this hangs in mid air, what 
you've told us. He appeals, in effect, for political asylum, 
and then he leaves in the company of a friend. 


A I didn't say that. I said that he called on 
the U.S. Immigration & Naturalization Office. In the event he 
applies for asylum, the INS will make a decision on his 
request. The State Department does provide advisory opinions 
to the INS on all asylum applications and, obviously, all 
cases are determined on their individual merits. 


Q Did he just, then, leave the office? 
A Yes. 
Q Did he say, "I'm interested in staying in this 


country, and I'll see you around"? (Laughter) 


A I don't know what he said. I'm giving you 
the facts as I have them. After his discussion in the 
office, he left in the company of a friend. 


Q You're saying he has not yet applied for poli- 
tical asylum? 


A That's correct. 


Q Is it possible he was just checking into 
Immigration procedures, or was it political asylum 
specifically? 


A This is all the information I have on that case. 


Q Did the INS do anything to discourage his 
application for political asylum? 


A I don't know what the INS officials told him. 
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Q But the Chinese asked that he be returned to 
the Chinese authorities here? 


A I don't know. I don't have that information. 
He has not formally asked for asylum? 

That is my understanding. 

Do you know where he is now? 

I do not. 


Was the friend Chinese? 


r Oo FF OO YF WO 


I don't know that. 


Q Do you know whether the friend came with hin, 
arrived with him, or he met him there? 


A I only know what I gave you. He left in the 
company of a friend. 


Q Inscrutable. (Laughter) 


Q Dean, may I ask about South Africa, please? 
Two things: I understand you have a statement on the status 
of the Namibian talks. Also, could you please tell us why 
Secretary Haig wrote to the South African Prime Minister on 
Friday night? And could you please, if possible, release to 
us the contents of that letter? 


And can you tell us whether the Secretary wrote to 
any other countries assuring them of continuity of policies? 


7.’ No, I'm not going to comment on the latter 
question you asked me. 


Q Why not when it's already been released to 
South Africa? 


A Well, that's their business; it's not mine. 


Q Can you tell us if you wrote to any other 
governments, please? Would you look into that? 


4 No, I'm not going to. I'm not going to say 
other than to reiterate that messages went out to all our 
Embassies at the time of the Secretary's resignation. 


Q In what form, cables or -- ? 


A Cables, of course. 
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Q Can you read the Namibian statement, please? 


A It's not a Namibian statement per se. I can tell 
you that a senior South African delegation headed by 
Ambassador Brand Fourie has just completed a week of talks 
with U.S. officials headed by Assistant Secretary Chet 
Crocker, as part of the Namibia negotiating process. 


The subjects consisted of a wide range of issues 
comprising the elements of the Namibia independence process 
within the context of the general situation in southern 
Africa. These included the questions of the nature and 
mission of the United Nations Transition Group and United 


Nations impartiality. 


Q Does the United States consider us now to be in 
Phase II of the negotiations? 


A I don't want to characterize it in terms of one 


phase or another. We are continuing to press forward as 
rapidly as possible in order to bring about the desired objec- 


tive as soon as possible. 


Q When we were briefed a few weeks ago, we were 
told that that shase II announcement would come that week. 


2, I've given you what I have on that. 


Q On that point, Dean, is the United States 
encouraged or discouraged about the possibilities of the 
withdrawal of Cuban forces from Angola in tandem with some 
kind of action in Namibia? 


a Rather than put a value judgment on it, let me 
say that we continue to believe that the issue of the presence 
of Cuban combat troops in Angola must be resolved if con- 
ditions of peace and security making possible the independence 
of Namibia are to be achieved. 


Q Are you making that a condition of the settle- 
ment now? 


on No. I'm not saying that. I'm saying that we 
continue to believe it must be resolved. 


Q How is the process of resolving it coming 
along? Can you give us a report as to what is happening 
on it? 


a Beyond what I gave you, I'm not going to try to 
characterize it. 
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Q Could I follow that up? It‘s my understanding 
that when Vernon Walters met with the Front Line African 
Presidents, along with the American position of the Cubans 
having to withdraw in some sort of parallel movement, he also 
told them that Savimbi had to be somehow cut in. Can you con- 


firm that? 


A No, I'm not going to comment on that. 


Q Is it the American position that the South 
African troops must withdraw at the same time as the Cuban 


troops? 


A Again, I'm not going to be that specific in 
responding. 
Q Dean, do you have anything on the curtailment 


of telephone lines from the Soviet Union to the West? 


A I've seen the report, Lars. I don't have 
anything on it for you. 


Q Do you know if it affects this country as well 
as Western Europe? 


By I really don't have details on it. 
Q I believe you. 


Q Dean, do you have anything yet today on reac- 
tion to the EEC Ministers, their comments on yesterday or the 
day before, criticizing the U.S. position? 


A On what? 
Q On the pipeline. 


on On the pipeline, as I recall, the question was 
posed in terms that the European Council had issued statements 
condemning -— No. I beg your pardon. I'm confused because 
there were two statements here. 


What we do understand is that the EC desires, and we 
would support, continued consultations on a variety of issues, 
one of which is Polish sanctions impacting on the pipeline. 


Q Have you any comment on the EC condemnation of 
the Israeli action? 
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A That's what I started to give you. 


On the statement regarding the situation in Lebanon, 
we don't have any problem with public statements issued by 
members of the international community as long as they do not 
interfere with the delicate, important negotiations underway 
which have been undertaken by Ambassador Habib. Beyond that, 
I have no characterization to offer you about the statement 
itself. _ = 


As you know, the statement also called for PLO par- 
ticipation in the broader peace process in the Middle East. 
The United States remains committed to the Camp David peace 
process as the only existing workable basis for a negotiated 
resolution of the Palestinian problem. And as you recaili, the 
Camp David Accords call for a solution that recognizes the 
legitimate rights and just requirements of the Palestinian 
people and also insures the security of Israel. 


Q Dean, a follow-up, please? Does the United 
Stated regard the EEC statement as interfering in the 
negot iations? 


4 I said as long as they do not interfere, we do 
not have any problem with public statements. 

Q So you do not see that as interfering? 

A No. 


Q Dean, did you have anything more on the EC sta- 
tement on the pipeline? 


A No. No; that was it. 


Q The EEC apparently has moves underway to 
take the United States to court, as it were, in the GATT over 
the sanctions. Also, there has been some interest expressed 
in the President of the EEC coming to this country in the near 
future on the subject. Do you have anything on that? 


fy On the specific question concerning going to 
court <= 

Q Not actually going to court. 

a -- I don't have anything on that. There is, as 
you pe:. out, an appeal for an urgent dialogue with the 


United Staces on various areas of dispute. The United States 
is concerned that our differences with the EC over trade not 
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jeopardize the cohesion of the trans-Atlantic Community. 

We have discussed these issues at the semi-annual United 
States-EC high-level consultations. The Cabinet-level 
U.S.-EC meetings last December in Brussels and earlier this 
year in Washington demonstrate the Administration's 
willingness to address these issues at the highest levels. 
The United States is willing to continue mutually acceptable 


consultations. 


Q Was there any consultation with the Europeans 
before the June 18 announcement ? 


A I have no information on that particular point. 


Q Has the EC, say in the last 24-48 hours, 
approached the United States about sending the President of 
the EC here to talk? 


A I'm not aware of that. 
Q Could you take that question? 
ty Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on Argentina sanctions 
today, Dean? 


a Argentina sanctions? No. 
Q O.K. Thank you. 
on You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #109 


THURSDAY, JULY 1, 1982, 12:45 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a statement 
marking the tenth anniversary of the Simla Agreement. 


The United States notes with satisfaction that July 
2 marks the tenth anniversary of the Simla Accord, through 
which India and Pakistan have enjoyed a decade of peace. 
Given our friendship with both parties, we have been par- 
ticularly pleased by their recent agreement to resume 
discussions on additional measures which might be taken to 
strengthen bilateral relations. These constructive efforts 
serve the common interest of stability and peaceful coopera- 
tion, both in south Asia and in the world at large. 


The United States applauds the far-sighted 
statesmanship of the leaders of these two great nations as 
they move forward in the spirit of Simla. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 
Q Do you have a reading there on Lebanon, Alan? 


A Lebanon? You're interested in Lebanon? 
(Laughter) What is your specific question? 


Q Let's start with -- 


My Let me give you a general point which, hope- 
fully, would foreclose other questions. Take a try, right? 


As we indicated yesterday, we are in a very delicate 
moment in the efforts that we and the other parties are making 
to end the crisis in Lebanon. Ambassador Habib remains in 
Beirut, continuing his intensive discussions with Lebanese 
leaders. Deputy Assistant Secretary Draper visited Jerusalem 
today for talks with Israeli leaders. He is now back with 
Ambassador Habib. I must, therefore, refrain from comment on 
their activities and on the numerous reports purporting to 


address various aspects of the negotiations. 


Obviously, what we have said before about a settle- 
ment for West Beirut and for Lebanon as a whole remains as 


stated. 
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As the President indicated last night, we also 
believe that rapid progress on a settlement in Lebanon will 
also enhance the prospects for an early resumption of our 
search for a solution to the Palestinian issue, which is 
essential if true and lasting peace is to come to the Middle 
East. We look forward to resuming the autonomy negotiations 


as soon as possible. 


Q Alan, your statement yesterday, the warning 
that there is a prospect that a real risk that fighting could 
resume unless there was a political solution was widely 
interpreted as pressure on the Palestinians to make a deal. 


Was that your intention? 


A The intention was to state the risks and the 


facts of the situation as we see them. It was a factual 
observation from our point of view. It was not intended as a 


threat to anybody. 
Q Does the risk still exist today? 


A Of course the risk still exists today, sure. 


Q What are Secretary Haig's plans? 


Ay I don't have anything further for you from what 
Dean said. He has gone off on his long weekend, but he also 
has with him full communications and will be in constant com- 


munication with the Department. 
Q Will he be back here next week? 


Ay I don't know what his plans are specifically, 
Jerry. I don't have anything beyond what Dean has mentioned. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the wire 
agency story of Butros Ghali charging that Haig had advance 
warning of the Israeli invasion of Lebanon, and gave it his 
blessing in return for Israeli support in the ‘84 Presidential 


election? 


A I have not seen it. I've heard from other 


people about that particular report. I guess I would say, 
"Horsefeathers,” but ask you to think of a different animal 


and a different animal product. (Laughter) 


Q Oooooh! 


Q Will you give us the statement in writing? 


An In writing, no. 





Q You said a moment ago that we look forward to 
7 resuming the autonomy negotiations as soon as possible. Can 
you elaborate on that? Do we have indications from the 
Egyptians and the Israelis that they are ready to negotiate? 
Is there a time table, a time frame, in mind here? 


A There is nothing new on that at this particular 


gn 


point. 


Q Haig had indicated that these probably would be 
put off because of the fighting. Are we re-thinking that? Do 
we think that prospects for the negotiations are somehow 
enhanced by what has happened? 


A No, I don't want to suggest that. What I do 
want to suggest, though, is what I said before, that addressing 
those issues is a critical element, obviously, for long-term 
stability and peace in the Middle East, and that a settlement 
in Lebanon would “acilitate moving back to that. But I don't 
want to try and draw the kind of conclusion that I think 
you're aiming at. I don't have any further observation to 
offer you on the prospects for when those talks might be 
resumed. 


Q Alan, from a little more personal standpoint, 
will you and Dean be still around next week and the week after 
that, or are there going to be changes right away in the 
Public Affairs section, or what happens? 
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A You can't wait to get rid of me, is that -- 


Q No, no, no. We want you to stay -- especially 
after this one about horsefeathers. (Laughter) 


A Joe, I have no plans to change. I don't know 
what Dean's plans are. te would have to address that himself. 
I think he said the other day he wasn't commenting on his 
plans at this point, so I wouldn't attempt to do it. 


Q Has anybody said anything about a note of 
thanks to the Secretary and his staff for his support of the 
journalists, open forums, and so on in his tenure? 


A Have any journalists sent such thanks? 


Yes. 


Q 
A I'm not aware. 
Q 


Well, let the record show that at least one has. 
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Q Don't. put it to a vote. (Laughter) 


Q At what point did the State Department know 
that Larry Speakes had misspoken on the question of Beirut? 


A Bernie, the President addressed the question 
last night. I'm not going to address it any further. 


Q The status or direction of the U.S. review 
of whether or not Israel used American weapons in violation 
of U.S. law, is that a proper subject of discussion through 
diplomatic channels between the United States and Israel? 


a I don't think I really want to get into the 
subject at this point. Obviously, to the extent that we need 
information, we would seek such information, but I have 
nothing new to offer you on the subject. I think the first 
part of it is as responsive at this point as I can be to that 


question. 


Q Forgive me if this was asked yesterday because 
I was away, but is the Secretary now planning to stay until 
after Secretary-Designate Shultz takes over or is there going 
to be an interim in which Mr. Stoessel wi'l be in charge? 


A As I said before, Bob, I don't know what is 
going to happen with that. As Dean has pointed out several 
times, ‘that really is an issue that (a) has not been decided 
yet and (b) would be up to Secretary Haig, Mr. Shultz, and 
the President. 


Q I was going to ask you whether you can do 
better on the question of the misstatement coming from 
the White House, because the integrity of the Administration's 
word is on the line. If the State Department knew about this 
earlier and kept quiet about it, it would seem to me that it 
raises this very question of a credibility gap on the part of 
this Administration. 


A (A) I don't really agree with it. (B) I'm 
simply not going to address it, Bernie. If you have 
questions -- 


Q Agree with what? 


A I don't agree with you that it really raises 
questions about a credibility gap. We addressed the issue of 
assurances at various times -- Dean did. I really don't think 
that there is anything more that I am prepared to say about 
it. 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q As I recall your assurances, though, nothing 
had changed since you had assurances that the Israeli Cabinet 
had made no decision to enter Beirut. 


A Dean addressed it. What we've said is on the 
record. I'm not going to get further into the question. 


Q Alan, would it be possible to conclude from the 


fact that Morris Draper has made a quick trip to Jerusalem and 
that some of the statements which are being made in Beirut, 
including even by Mr. Habib, have a somewhat upbeat nature, 
that we are getting close to denouement on this issue? 


aN I don't want to characterize it. I don't have 
anything to offer you specifically on what Morrie Draper did 
in Jerusalem. I really think this is not a time to try to put 
values and readings of that sort into -- 


Q How do you explain Habib going public with that 
sentence of his yesterday, since he rarely ever says anything 


public? 


a I don't know. Maybe he was feeling par- 
ticularly forthcoming. I couldn't tell you. 


Q The French say that they want to send an envoy 
to help out. Do you have any reaction to that? 


My Not really. We've addressed the issue of 
others making statements. For example, I think Dean yesterday 
talked about the EC statement on this, and we made the point 
that as long as what others are doing contribute in a 
constructive, positive, or supportive way to what we're doing, 
we certainly don't have any objection. 


I don't have any specific comment on the question 
that you've raised. 


Q Alan, can you confirm the existence of a nine- 
point peace plan as being reported this morning and yesterday 
being negotiated by Habib? 


A No. As I said in the first answer I gave with 
regard to the Middle East, I want to refrain from commenting 
on any other aspects in the various reports that have come 
out. It was meant to address specifically that kind of thing. 


There are a number -- 


9 I didn't ask about the content of the nine 
points. Is there such a -- 
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A I know. I understand that, and I use the same 
answer. 


Q Can you give us an update on the status of aid 
to Lebanon? 


A I don't believe I have any. Let me just check. 
No, I don't think I have a very recent report on it. 


Q Ambassador Habib has been all along in Lebanon, 
during the conflict, or most of his time. How are Israel's 
views about a possible solution being filtered to Ambassador 
Habib to relay to the Lebanese and the Palestinians? 


A We certainly have full communication and con- 
tact with the Government of Israel. 


Q So it's Washington-Jerusalem—Washington-Habib? 


A I don't know if that's the only channel, but we 
are certainly part of that communication network, sure. 


Q May I also ask another question, please? 
You just said that, to the extent that we need information 
about the Israeli use of American weapons, you are relaying it 
to Israel. You are not changing the position before stated to 
us that you actually did ask, that there is an inquiry with 
Israel to respond to cluster bombs? 


A On cluster bombs, no. I'm not changing that. 
The question before was, as I took it, a more general question 
about the entire weapons question. But cluster bombs, as we 
have told you before, we have made direct inquiries. 


Q But that's, I mean, about other Israeli use -- 


A I'm just not going to address that question. 
This was a specific question of whether they were used, and 
then an explanation asking for further explanation of the 
public statement which was made by -- I guess it was General 
Yaariv, but I'm not going into any more detailed response on 


that. 


Q Is it now the U.S. position that all of the PLO 


forces in Lebanon are foreign forces, that they must all 
leave and, therefore, leave behind no political presence or 


office? 


A I don't have the statement, the language that 
we've used before on that. I think we've used different 
language on that. I think we've indicated that there could be 
no armed enclaves and that this applied to the Palestinians as 
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well as to the PLO, but that the modalities of this was something 
being worked out between the Lebanese and the PLO. I don't 
think I've gone beyond that or Dean has gone beyond that. 


Q But the PLO are now considered to be foreign 
forces in Lebanon? 


PN I don't have anything to add to what we've said 
on that, Joe. 


Q Can you confirm that the two messages that were 
quoted both in Cairo and in Jerusalem regarding the messages, 
in one case from Haig to Begin, and in the other case from 
Reagan to Mubarak with respect to the future political pre- 
sence in Beirut of the Palestinians and with respect to 
safeguarding the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people? 


A I wouldn't have any comment on that. 
Q No confirmation? 
A No. Unfortunately, missing your presence here, 


you have also missed some of our answers. 


Q I'm sorry. 

aA I'm not going to get into the question of 
messages that may have been sent. 

Q Was Habib instructed to issue that one line 
publicly? 

A Was he instructed to issue the one line 
publicly? 

Q Yes. 

A I'm not aware of particular instructions that 


went to him on that subject. 


Q Is there a time frame on the negotiations in 
Beirut? 


A Is there a time frame? I can't give you a par- 
ticular time frame. The situation is urgent, and I think our 
statements on this speak to that question. 


Q But without giving me the exact time, is there 
generally a time frame -- without getting into how many hours 
or how many days? 
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A I think I would prefer to stick with what 
I've said on that. The situation is urgent. 


Q Is it true, as has been reported, that the 
White House has sent a message to the Israeli Government 
saying that if it moves into West Beirut, the United States 
will cut off aid and also cut off arms material that's in the 


pipeline to Israel? 


A There have been no threats made. 


Q I understood the President yesterday answering 


a question about the cluster bomb as saying -= the way I 
understood it, at least -- that it was defensive. He made up 
the answer that Israel's northern settlements were being 
shelled, and it wasn't said to be justification for the use 


of the cluster bombs. 


Is that the correct understanding, do you think, or 
would you care to -- 


A I don't know. At this point, we have nothing 
more than the same press reports that you've seen. 

Q Is my understanding correct, Alan? Would you -- 

A I don't know. I don't have the press report in 


front of me. I have no idea, if I had it in front of me, how 
accurate it is. I can't answer the question: 


Q I think Shamir was saying today, after 
meeting Draper, or a report on that meeting, to the effect 
that the Israeli patience was running out and that time was 
running out. Does the U.S. share that view? 


A I don't have a view to offer you on that, par- 
ticularly, beyond what I've said. I think the situation is 
urgent. The risks have been addressed a number of times, and I 
think I'll have to leave it at that. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Yesterday Dean was indicating that there was 
a risk and you are repeating that there is a risk, and it 
almost sounded yesterday that he was sending a threat to the 
Palestinians to move and accept some of these solutions -- 
and today you are saying it wasn't intended as a threat to 
the Palestinians. 


Can I understand from this that you are somehow a 
little optimistic much more than yesterday in the way of 
coming to an agreement, or you don't want to talk about the 
Situation, the talks? 


A You are correct in the latter statement. All 
I'm saying in answer to Lars’ question before is that the 
statement was an observation of the urgency we believe that 
applies and the risks that are involved here and not a 
threat to anybody. It's just that we think that it is a 
very dangerous situation. 


Q In the President's statement last night about 
the cluster bombs, you mentioned General Yaariv's statement, 


which was, I think, made into the context of this, and anybody 


who took care or took notice of the letter of Rafael Eitan, 
the general chief of staff of the Israel armed forces, which 
was sent to his troops in Lebanon during the 19th, telling 
them -—- and he had the statement, saying in the letter, that 
the eight soldiers were wounded because they picked up the 
Cluster bombs or pieces of cluster bombs, they were taking 
it as souvenirs, and they were hurt. 


Was the President aware or the Se::retary of State 
aware Or are you making this as part of the inquiry? Is 
there such an inquiry about the cluster bombs, or you are 
just completely ignoring this fact which is admission of 
guilt of Israeli army and its chief of staff for throwing 
the cluster bombs in Lebanon? 


A I don't know whether the President was aware 
of it. I think that the point is we have asked the 
Israeli Government to respond to our requests on this, and 
we do expect an answer shortly. 


Q “There are reports that the Israelis are 
disarming the Lebanese forces of Mr. Jumblatt's Progressive 
Party in the central area in Lebanon, an area that is not 
inhabited by Palestinians. 


Do you have a position on that, and do you see 
that practices such as these contradict the goals that you 
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and Dean and the President enunciated yesterday? 


A I was not aware of any such reports, and I 
don't have a comment to offer you on that. 


Q What is the U.S. view today as to whether or 
not there could be a continued PLO political presence in 
Beirut? 


A I again would fall back on what I said at the 
beginning. I don't think this is a time to be getting into 
that kind of question. 


Q Does that mean you're backing away from the 
previous position that that was a subject of negotiation 
between the Lebanese Government and the PLO? 


A I don't think it was addressed in those spe- 
cific terms, but the PLO and the Lebanese Government are 
talking about issues of that sort and other issues related 
to it, and it is not appropriate, I think, for me to comment 
from here on those subjects at this point. 


Q Could I ask for clarification on this business 
of the United States not threatening or warning Israel? The 
Israelis have certainly threatened and warned, especially 
over the last 24 hours -- again with this mock bombing and so 
forth this morning -- that they are about to do, when their ° 
Own time frame, whatever it is, runs out -- they're about to 
do something that we told them not to do. 


Are you saying that we have not made any presen- 
tations to the Israeli Government about what we would do in 
response to their taking that action that they're now 
warning they will take and that we've said we don't want 
them to take, and we're not even giving them some indication 
of what our reaction might be? We're not even discussing 
this with them? 


My I'm not going to get into the details of 
discussions. I was asked about sanctions specifically, and 
there were some specific ones named that had been 
threatened, in essence, and I said there had been no 
threats. 


I don't think that the Israeli Government -- Prime 
Minister Begin, when he went up to the Hill, for example, 
could have come away without understanding the concerns in 
this country, but my answer stands. 
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Q Excuse me. I just want to ask on that. You 
mention the Hill, but you don't mention that he could have 
come away from the White House -- 


A We had discussions in this Government as well 
and the Administration, and I'm not going to go into the 
details. 


Q I just want -- are you saying -- 


M I'm sorry. I know what you want. I'm 
telling you. 


Q What I want right now is -- in his discussions 
with the White House, do you think that Prime Minister Begin 
came away with a sense that the United States would take 
some action should he do something that we make it clear we 
don't want him to do? 


Ay I'm sure Prime Minister Begin went away from 
his discussions in Washington with a clear understanding of 
the U.S. positions. 


Q Are parties like Egypt and Saudi Arabia 
involved right now in the discussions? 


A I can't ‘answer you specifically. I don't 
know. Certainly they have expressed their views to us and 
to others. How to characterize that as to whether they're 
involved in the discussions, I can't characterize it for 
you. 


Q Regardless of the word “threats,” you said 
there were no threats to Israel in response to the CBS 
question. 


Was there a factual statement of realities as to 
what might happen if they persisted? 


Ay Again, Lars, I'm not going to go into the 
details of it. I would repeat what I said before. I think 
that Prime Minister Begin left Washington very clear on U.S. 
views. 


Q When you deny that there were threats made, 
are you also denying that there was any factual recounting 
of the consequence of an invasion of Beirut? 
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A I'm not prepared to address the question. 


Q So your denial refers to specifically the 
word "threat" because of the tone it conveys rather than the 
substance? 


A I wouldn't want to leave an impression that 
necessarily you should interpret the other as having been -- 
I really am not prepared to address it. I have to leave you 
in limbo on that I'm afraid, but again I don't think that 
there is any doubt or should be any doubt about the concerns 
in this country. 


Q I think this Administration in this rubble 
of the war ought to be complimented on stating a state- 
ment about the core of the problem, the Palestinian 
issue which you mentioned earlier in your statement. 


I want to ask you, are you standing by the 
statement which was from Dean the day before yesterday that 
if the Lebanese and the PLO will come to an agreement about 
keeping a political or diplomatic mission in Lebanon, that 
is up to them? Are you standing by that statement, which I 
heard very clearly? 


a I don't have in front of me what Dean said. 
What I'm standing by -- I assume from what you're saying is 
in essence the same thing I'm saying, that this is an issue 
being discussed between the Palestinians and the Lebanese 
Government, and this is a matter for them to decide. 


Q The United States Government said if they 
would settle it between themselves, we will accept that. 


nN I don't know what words we've used. These 
are issues that they are addressing and that they should 
obviously resolve. 


Q Last night the President made a clear 
distinction between the PLO, which is terrorist, and the 
Palestinian people, which is a completely different thing. 


I notice that these words are being bandied around 


here as if the PLO is the Palestinian people and the 
Paiestinian people are all terrorists, which is not true. 


So I'm just wondering in this context whether you 
will reaffirm so that people will know clearly the PLO is 
one thing and the Palestinian people are something different. 
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a You're asking actually a broader question 
than your words would convey. Clearly, the President made a 
distinction between the role of the PLO in the talks in 
Lebanon and in terms of their armed forces and so on from 
the large numbers, the hundreds of thousands of Palestinians, 
who are in Lebanon. There's no question about that. 


I'm not going to get to the question, though, of 
what Palestinians the PLO does or doesn't represent. I 
don't think that's a fruitful line at this point. 


Q The State Department used to have a defi- 
nition of the PLO, according to which it was an umbrella 
organization that included both legal movements and 
terrorist movements. 


Do you still use those definitions? 


A I frankly don't know, Roberto. I was not 
familiar with that particular formulation. t is an 
umbrella organization, but whether we have those words, I 
just don't know. 


Q You stated twice today that Prime Minister 
Begin left here with a clear understanding of what the U.S. 
position is. 


Since the Prime Minister went back, Beirut was 
very severely hit, two days, severe days, under shelling and 
bombardment. 


Is that part of Begin's understanding of the U.S. 
position? 


aN I don't think it would be helpful to try to 
ee any details. 


Q I mean -- 


A I understand your question, but you're asking 
me basically to get into some details of the discussions 
here and what was said and what was implied, and I am simply 
not going to do that. 


Q But you're leaving me with the impression 
that this is really what the Prime Minister went -- I would 
like you to, if possible, if no, to say no, because that's 
the impression I have. 
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A I don't think that you should be left with 
any particular impression other than that I'm not talking 
about the details of what the discussions were. 


Q Do you have any information on starvation in 
the Soviet Union? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Is there any hint of progress at all in these 
Beirut talks? 


A I don't want to try to characterize it; I 
really don't. I think this is a delicate moment, and one is 
not going to benefit from doing that. 


Q I have two quick things. Anything on a 
missing University of Colorado Professor in Mexico by the 
name of Nicholas Schrock? 


an There was some guidance which was brought 
down just as I was coming out, and I would ask you to go to 
the Press Office and get that. 


Q A second question: A suit has been filed on 
behalf of the four churchwomen who were murdered in El 
Salvador, asking that the Government turn over all documents 
in the case to the attorneys for the nuns. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


a We understand the anguish felt by the fami- 
lies of the slain churchwomen. We've spent hundreds of 
man-hours reviewing related documents in order to respond to 
the family members’ requests under the Freedom of 
Information Act. 


An interim reply was sent to the family some weeks 
ago, and another packet, with a number of additional docu- 
ments, was sent this week. 


We will continue to cooperate as fully as possible 
with the families of the churchwomen and to assist in any 
way possible to bring to justice the perpetrators of the 
crime. 


Q I'd like a copy of that if I could, and also 
one last question: Congressman Peter Peyser said the reason 
the government has been not forthcoming on documents is 
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because it knows that high officials of the El Salvadoran 
Government were responsible in the murders -- or for the 
murders. 


Any comment on that? 


a You put me in a difficult position because I 
Q Peyser had a news conference today. 
4 I understand. I am not aware of th” reports, 


and I'm not sure it would be appropriate to commer iu that 

case. I do not want to lead you to believe that that report 
is correct, but I'm not really in a position to give you an 

answer to it. 


Q The Guatemalan state of seige. Do you have 
any comment? 


Ay Yes. We've seen reports about it, but 
actually we have not read the full text of President Rios 
Montt's statement, so, no, I don't have any comments. 


Q Can you take it so that you will have a com- 
ment when you've seen the full text? 


oy I will put the question. Yes. 


Q Do you have any comment on the British action 
to protect their companies against the U.S. embargo plan? 


Yes. The British Government has informed us 
of their decision to take the first legal steps to trigger 
their powers under the British Protection of Trading 
Interests Act. 


This could permit the British, if they choose, to 
order U.K. firms not to comply with U.S. contrcls against 
exports from Britain to the U.S.S.R., including the West 
Siberian Pipeline. 


We've had ongoing discussions with British offi- 
cials on the impositions of U.S. Export Control regulations 
following the President's decision of June 19 to expand 
export controls on oil and gas equipment and technology for 
the U.S.S.R. to cover U.S. foreign subsidiaries and 
licensees. These contacts continue. 
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Q Could we get a copy, please? 
on You may have a copy of that. Sure. 
Q The South Korean Foreign Minister is now 


visiting Washington, and he had meetings with Mr. Haig and 
Mr. Stoessel. 


Could you tell us what they discussed and what 
they agreed upon? 


a As you know, this is the Foreign Minister's 
first visit to Washington since his appointment earlier this 
month and was at the invitation of Secretary Haig. 


In his meeting with the Foreign Minister on 
Tuesday, the Secretary assured Minister Lee that there would 
be no change in our policy toward Korea and that our commit- 
ment to the security of the Republic of Korea and main- 
tenance of peace and stability on the peninsula would 


endure. 


The Secretary and Foreign Minister Lee exchanged 
views on the situation in East Asia and the Pacific in which 
both our countries are vitally interested, and where the ROK 
is playing an increasingly prominent role as well as on 
other international issues. 


The Secretary also pledged continued U.S. support 
for ROK efforts to open a dialogue with North Korea, notably 
President Chun‘s proposals of January 22. 


Many Of these same subjects were reviewed by the 
Foreign Minister and Deputy Secretary Stoessel during the 
luncheon hosted by the Deputy Secretary on Wednesday. 


Minister Lee's visit confirmed a high degree of 
understanding between our two governments toward important 
international issues. 


His meetings with the Secretary and Deputy 
Secretary took place in an atmosphere of warmth and 
friendship, reflecting the excellent state of our bilateral 


relations. 


We were particularly pleased that the Foreign 
Minister could come to Washington during the Centennial Year 
of U.S.-Korean Relations. 
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Q Can you reconcile your comments about the 
U.K. action with the President's statement last night that 
our European allies have confidence in us once again? 


A I don't think there's anything unreconcilable 
about it. They've taken a specific, preliminary step. I 
don't think that that tracks, Bernie. 


Q Aren't British officials saying now, though, 
that they think that since the Versaille meeting that 
there's been a drop-off in confidence that the Europeans 
have in the U.S. in being able to cooperate on these things? 


A I'm not aware of British officials’ remarks 
to that effect. 


Q There's an article in The Washington Post 
which says that U.S. influence has convinced the South 
African Government to relent on press curbs. 





Did you have any guidance on that or statement? 
a I don't have any guidance on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the U.S. decision to 
cancel the tax treaty with the British Virgin Islands? 


ay I think there is something, but I don't have 
it right with me. If you could check with the Press Office 
later, I think we could probably help you out. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:17 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, JULY 2, 1982, 12:37 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements, or actually one announcement, and then I 
would like to go back to a question that was asked 
yesterday. 


The announcement is that simply Monday, July 5, is 
a federal holiday. The Press Office will be closed, no 
press briefing, obviously, and we will operate on a Sunday 
schedule. 


Q Who is the duty person this weekend? 


A I don't know. It's posted in the Press 
Office. 


Second, the question was asked yesterday about 
accusations that the Department had information about high- 
level involvement in the murder of the churchwomen in El 
Salvador, and I thought I would share with you here the 
guidance that I got on that issue. 


During the February 17 meeting with family members 
of the slain churchwomen, Department officials pointed out 
that the evidence available from all sources does not 
suggest higher level involvement. In fact, all the available 
evidence, including polygraph results, suggests that there 
was no higher level involvement. This view is based on the 
aggregate of information which has been developed in the 
course of the investigation of this crime. 


The investigation has yielded a large amount of 
sworn testimony and significant physical evidence that five 
members of the Nationa) Guard murdered the churchwomen, 
acting on their own. 


The investigation has followed up on a number of 
allegations that other persons might have been involved in 
the crime. The investigations have not been able to 
substantiate any of these allegations. 


We will, of course, continue to c»operate with the 
families and assist in any way possible to bring to justice 
the perpetrators of this crime. 
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Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A Yes. 

Q This was what they told the families on the 
17th? 

A That's correct. 

Q Does the President have to certify again soon 


that vrogress is being made in the investigation to enable 
Salvader to continue receiving assistance? 


A I should know, but I don't know if that's 
part of the July 28th -- I think it's July 28th -- cer- 
tification, but that should be easily found out. 


Q Is the certification due on July 28? 


A I'm not sure if that's the date. I think 
that's the date. 


Q Late July. 
fy Late July. 


Q What is the United States doing in the 
Lebanese situation? Where are our efforts centered? 


As As I said yesterday, and as the President 
emphasized on Wednesday, we and others are engaged in very 
delicate negotiations,and Ambassador Habib continues his 
intensive discussions with the Lebanese leaders in Beirut. 


I am simply, therefore, not going to be addressing 
today any of the various reports or aspects of the 
negotiations. 


Q And what is Morrie Draper doing? 


He's with Phil. 


He went to Israel. 


A 
Q Was hc not in Israel yesterday? 
rN 
Q 


But he's back in Beirut? 
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a He went back to Beirut. I'm not sure if it 
was yesterday, though. 


Q And through what channel are we communicating 
with the Saudis? 


A Through what channel? 


Q Yeah. Do we have anybody there? 

A Sure. 

Q I mean emissaries. 

A Oh. No. I'm not aware of any emissaries. 


In any case, their embassy, our Embassy, and. I think we have 
plenty of communication. 


Q On the Saudis, is former Ambassador Newman 
acting as an official emissary with Saudi Arabia? 


A I don't know. I saw the account of this 
teievision interview that somebody suggested he was bringing " 
a-- or he said he was bringing a message back, but I don't 
know anything more beyond what he said. 


Q You don't know whether he is or is not acting 
as an emissary? 


A I'm not aware that he's acting on our behalf 
as an official emissary. Maybe the Saudis asked him to 
bring a message. I can't tell you about that. 


Q Safire's column today says that this 
celebrated Speakes' statement says that Mr. Speakes is 
saying he got his misinformation from the State Spokesman 
who denies it. 


Can you sort any of that out, please? 


A I've addressed this issue. I addressed it 
yesturday. I'm not going to get into that. No. 


Q Where's this denial coming from? He denies 
it. Are you denying it today or doing nothing today? 


A I'm doing nothing. I'm not going to get into 
the issue. We've addressed it more than enough. 


Q There's a report today that Ambassador Habib 
and the U.S. Government have asked that the Muslim armed 
groups disarm -- turn over their arms to the Lebanese 
Government -- but that the Christian Phalangists not do so. 


My question is, is that U.S. policy now? Is that 
what Mr. Habib is urging? 


gn 


A I'm going to have to stick with what I said 
at the beginning, that I'm simply not going to address any 
questions today regarding Lebanon. 


Q But you're not going to deny the report? 


A I'm not going to address it. You shouldn't 
take that as confirmation, denial or anything else other 
than the fact that I'm not addressing the issues today. 


Q On the subject of Saudi Arabia again, some 
Israeli sources are saying that in the caches of ammunition 
found in Lebanon there have been supplies of 
U.S.-manufactured ammunition which have been sold to the 
Saudis and turned up in Lebanon. 


Do you have any reports to confirm that? 


4A I am aware of the reports, but I don't have 
anything on it for you. 
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Q Are you doing anything about it? 
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A I don't have anything on it for you. 


Q When you say you're aware of the reports, you 
mean press reports, governmental reports? What kind of 
reports? 


A I am aware that this is what the Israeli 
Government has said to various people. 


Q Have they said it to the U.S.A.? 


A I don't want to get into the question of what 
we have or haven't said directly, but the point is that we 
are certainly aware of their concerns on it. 


Q Where do we stanc on the Israeli use of arms 
and particularly cluster bombs? 
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A I have nothing new for you on that today. 


Q Do you have anything on the story in The 
Washington Times, Senator Goldwater, a headline reading that 
"Aides' Lies Cost Haig His Job, Goldwater Says"? 





Are you familiar with that story? 


A Yes. 
Q You've seen the reports. 
A Obviously, I'm not going to comment in any 


way on the question of Secretary Haig's resignation. In 
terms of the allegation that the State Department lied to 
the President, the Vice President, the National Security 
Adviser, that's clearly untrue. Other than that I don't 


have a comment for you. 
Q Who is that clear to? 


A Who is it clear to? 


Q Yes. 


A I think it's clear to everybody within the 
government. 


Q Back for a moment to the report of Saudi arms 
-- American arms found in Lebanon -=- have you ever asked 
Israel about this? 


fy I'm not going to go into the question any 
further. 


Q Have you asked Israel to supply you with some 
serial numbers that you can use in tracing where they might 


have gone? 


A I think my answer would apply to that 
question as well, would it not? 


Q Not necessarily. 
fy Oh. Well, okay. It does. 
Q Going back to the China matter, several dif- 


ferent places have published what purports to be a two- 
Option proposal from the State Department regarding Taiwan 


arms. 
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Can you say if those proposals are actual State 
Department proposals? 


A I would say two things on this. (1) 
Obviously, we don't comment on internal documents, including 
alleged leaks, alleged documents; and, as I've said many 
times, we're not commenting on the substantive aspects of 
our discussions with the PRC, so I'm afraid I'm going to ask 
you to draw a zero on this one. 


Q Do you have anything you can comment on at 
all? 

(Laughter) 

Ay I gave you a statement on El Salvador. 


Q Does the State Department have any reaction 
to Mrs. Thatcher's rather strong remarks yesterday in the 
House of Commons regarding our pipeline policy? 


A No. I don't have any. Nothing. 
None whatsoever? 

How about Secretary Haig's plans? 
I have nothing new on that. 


Will he be back here on Tuesday? 


r Ob FF OD DO 


Again, I don't know. I don't know what his 
plans are, beyond the fact that, as I said, he's actively 
engaged -- got full communications with him and so on. But 
I don't know. You're asking me for next week beyond when he 
returned, and I simply don't know. 


Q He will still be in charge until he says 
otherwise? 


A I think Dean's addressed that. That's a 
question to be worked out between the Secretary, Mr. Shultz, 
and the President. 


Q Can you tell us whether Stoessel is relaying 
the incoming material from Habib to Secretary Haig? 


A I'm sure he is. Yes. Sure. 
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Q You're sure? You know? 
A Yes, he is. The Secretary is fully involved. 


Q What are George Shultz's plans over the 
Fourth? 


A I aon't have detailed plans to give you. He 
will be out of town. 


Q He'll be out of town? 


Q Is he going back to California? Can you tell 


us that? 

A At some point I understand he's going to go 
back to California. 

Q But not necessarily over this weekend? He 
may be here next week then? 

A He may be here at some point next week. I 
don't have a detailed schedule. 

Q Do you have an early lunch schedule for 
today? 

(Laughter) 

-- MORE -- 
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Q Can you confirm the report that the U.S. had 
a new plan for the autonomy talks when the invasion took 
place, which was reported this morning in the Post report? 


A Yes, I'm aware of the reports. I don't have 
anything for you on that, sorry. 


Q Can you tell us what the plan is? 


A Can I tell you what the plan is? No, I'm 
sorry. 


Q On the matter of El Salvador, if we can go 
back to it briefly, part of that lawsuit that was filed in 
New York a couple of days ago asks the U.S. State Department 
to release all the documents. Has a decision been made to 
release any more documents besides the packet sent to the 
family on Tuesday? Will any more documents be released, 
including the cable traffic that apparently the families 
want? 


a Let me give you what I've got on this in 
response to that. As I said, I gave you a statement, I 
guess the other day, on this or an answer on this. Some of 
this is repetitive; some is a little more detailed. 


Department officers met with family members on 
February 17th. At that time the families presented some 23 
questions that they urged we look into. In addition, the 
family representatives requested that the Department release 
Embassy cables and State Department documents relating to 
the case. 


The Department responded to 17 of these questions 
on April 13th and the final questions were answered on June 
29th. We are continuing to pursue further information on 
some of the questions. As the information is developed, it 
will be made available to the families. 


We also declassified and released over 100 Embassy 
and Department cables to the families. Our review of the 
remaining cables is continuing and we expect that additional 
documents will be released to the families as the review 
proceeds. Department officers have also spent thousands of 
man-hours tracking down other allegations and rumors and passing 
what information we've obtained to family members. In addi- 
tion, the Department has made available all cable traffic 
relating to the murder of the churchwomen to the Chairman of 
the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee for Latin America, at his 
request. 
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Can we have a copy of that one too? 


Yes. 


oO F PD 


O.K. 


Q While we're on the Latin American subject, do 
you have any comment on the Guatemalan President Rios 
Montt declaring a martial law state of siege in his country? 


A I'll have to take that. 


Q O.K. 


Q Do you have anything further on an older man 
missing in Mexico? 


A I have nothing beyond what the Press Office 
had yesterday. 


Q Alan, when you asserted before that the 
State Department had lied -- 


A No, I didn't. 

Q The allegations. (Laughter.) I'm sorry. 
A Do you want to try that again? 
Q 


I dropped a word. By calling it clearly 
untrue, do you mean to call Senator Goldwater a liar? 


A I don't know specifically what Senator 
Goldwater said. I'm saying that it is clearly untrue that 
the State Department has lied -- 


Q All right. 


A -- to the President or the others named there 
about China policy. 


Q O.K. 


Q Let me just be more specific rather than get 
the word “lying” out of it. The story says that Goldwater 
learned that the State Department was preparing two com- 
muniques for the President's signature about China and that 
he contacted the President and Bush and Meese and they all 
expressed ignorance about what was yoing on at the State 
Department on this, and the question is: Is it possible the 
State Department was drafting some material without the 
White House knowing about it? 
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A No. I think that throughout this process 
discussion of this issue with the PRC and consideration 
within the U.S. Government there has been full coordination 
with the NSC, and I don‘t think that there are any surprises 
in this. 


Q Do you have anything on paper there on where 
we stand on the F5-E extension to Taiwan? 


A No, I have nothing on that today. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the proximity talks 
to be held next week on Southwest Africa and Namibia? 


A I think that that is actually a misnomer. 
There will not be proximity talks. However, there will be 
representatives of the Contact Group in New York par- 
ticipating in informal consultations with representatives of 
the front-line states, Nigeria and SWAPO. These meetings, 
which are scheduled for July 6th, follow recent meetings be- 
tween the U.S. and South Africa in Washington and reflect our 
general approach involving consultations with all parties to 
the negotiation, although not necessarily at the same time 
and the same place. Thus we wouldn't describe the New York 
consultations next week as proximity talks. 


Q Two other questions. 


Why are you so concerned about that clause, 
"proximity talks"? 


an It just is not an accurate description of 
what we consider proximity talks. 


Q Do you have any comments on the interview in 
The New York Times yesterday by the SWAPO spokesman who 
rejects this linkage concept? 





A The question of -- 


Q Linkage between the peace process and the 
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola. 
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7 Let me address it this way. There continue 
to be reports and questions from a variety of sources 
suggesting some change in the U.S. position on the rela- 
tionship of Namibian negotitions to the question of Cuban 
troops in Angola. There has been no change in the U.S. 
Government's public or private position on this matter 
since the early months of this Administration. The rela- 
tionship between the Namibia and Angola situations is a 
fact, not an invention or precondition of our Government or 
of any other government. In these highly complex nego- 
tiations involving fundamental choices for all the key par- 
ties, there can be no preconditions for on any side. We 
continue to believe that the success of our effort to 
achieve internationally recognized independence for Namibia 
will depend im part on whether it is possible to achieve 
parallel progress on the issue of Cuban withdrawal from 
Angola. These two issues are related as a matter of logic 
and geography, but they are being handled as separate mat- 
ters in separate channels. 


Q I don't understand when you say you 
don't know what Goldwater said and then you say allegations 
that the State Department lied are clearly untrue. 
Whose allegations are you responding to? 


aN There are allegations that are reported in 
the paper. 


Q Well, what allegation here? 


A I see that it's in the paper. Assuming that 
they're accurate quotes, I suppose that they're is, but I 
can't verify what he said. 


All I'm responding to is the fact of the matter 
and not a question of what he said or what he didn't say. 
I'm just responding to the issue. 


Q One more follow-up? 
A Sure. 


Q Are we also linking the withdrawal of South 
African troops with a withdrawal of Cuban troops from 
Angola? 


A Again, I think that the statement I gave you 
makes clear that we're talking about a relationship. The 
word “linkage” is, I think, not the term we have been using 
here -- 
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Q Yes. 


A -- and not appropriate in this circumstance. 
I don't have anything beyond what I've given you on this. 


Q Can we get a copy of those statements, 
please? 


A Yes. 


Cc On that matter, on that Namibia thing, I 
think if you go back -- I don't mean to make an argument 
instead of a question -- I don't think it's really 
right to say there's been no change because the early 
briefings on this thing with the question of Cuban presence 
in Angola was handled quite differently than the more recent 
briefings which were more explicit about this being an 
essential part of any settlement in Namibia; and I would 
like to see -- or I guess in the form of a question -- 
could you make available your backing for the statement 
that the position has not changed in any way? 


A No. I -- 
Q My impression is that it has. 


x I'm going to stand on what I said, and I 
really would have to leave it to the public record, if you 
want to refer to it, to make that point. This is certainly 
our position on it. 


Q Has the U.S. approached Cuba in the past few 
days about withdrawing from Angola? Has there been an offi- 
cial U.S. request? 


a I would not get into that question, but 
don't let me suggest to you by saying that that 
necessarily has happened; but I wouldn't want to get into 
that issue. 


Q I haven't really absorbed your statement yet. 
Is it still U.S. policy that the Cubans -- do we want the 
Cubans to get out of Angola? And, if so, when? 


A Look, the record is fairly clear on this; 
there is no change on that. And I would ask you to go back 
to it. The answers have been provided very clearly, both on 
the record and in backgrounders, and there just is no doubt 
about what we believe on this. 
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Q O.K., thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #111 


TUESDAY, JULY 6, 1982, 12:39 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD 'JNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements today. 


First, of interest to all of you I'm sure, press 
passes have been extended until August 31. We are now 
beginning to renew them. In order to avoid confusion and 
masses in the I.D. unit, we have posted a schedule for 
renewal on the bulletin boards in the press room and the 
Press Office. If you have any problems or questions, please 
see a member of the Press Office staff. 


A statement I am volunteering concerning the 
expulsion of U.N. diplomats from Cuba. On July 4 the U.S. 
Mission to the United Nations informed the Cuban Mission to 
the United Nations that we have decided to expel two members 
of the Cuban Mission and that they must depart the United 
tates expeditiously. 


Mr. Mario Monzon Barata, a Second Secretary, and 
Mr. Jose Rodriguez Rodriguez, an Attache, violated the Trading 
with the Enemy Act by buying and trying to buy large quan- 
tities of high technology electronics equipment, much of it 
subject to strategic trade controls. Mr. Monzon had been 
involved in such violations for over a year. 


Were it not for their diplomatic status, Mr. 
Monzon and Mr. Rodriguez would be subject to prosecution for 
violating and corispiring to violate the Trading with the 
Enemy Act. 


This action was triggered by the seizure on July l 
by special agents of the U.S. Customs Service and the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation in Florida of parts of a TV 
satellite monitoring system purchased by Mr. Monzon. This 
action was taken under the Trading with the Enemy Act which, 
through the implementing Cuban Assets Control Regulations, 
prohibit any unlicensed commercial or financial transaction 
with Cuba or a Cuban national. 


Continuing FBI counterintelligence investigations 
have determined that Mr. Monzon has been engaged in intelli- 
gence gathering. Mr. Monzon was the Chief of Center of the 
Cuban Directorate General of Intelligence in New York. Mr. 
Rodriguez was Mr. Monzon's secretary. 
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Can we get a copy of that? 


Q 
A Yes. 
Q Do you have anything more on that? 


A On that particular case? I do have a number 
of other details, but for specific detail I would refer you 
to the Customs Service, the Treasury Department, the Office 
of Export Compliance of the Commerce Department, and the 
FBI. And there is some additional background information I 
can make available to you if you wish. 


Q On the TV satellite monitoring system, I 
don't mean this to be a facetious question, but were they 
trying to monitor Ted Turner's satellites or was it 
something more serious? 


a I don't have any information as to the pur- 
pose of the effort to obtain the equipment. 

Q They have no immunity, being assigned to the 
U.N.? 

A They would be prosecuted, of course, under 


criminal laws if they were not diplomats, and what I said is 
that we have asked them to leave as expeditiously as possible. 


Q Is this tied at all? It seems to me a few 
months ago or maybe several months ago you threw out a 
couple of other Cuban diplomats for similar reasons. Is 
this tied at all to that? 


on Let me think. On February ll, 1981, the 


United States declared persona non grata a Mr. Ricardo 
Escartin, a First Secretary assigned to the Cuban Interests 


Section in Washington. 





Mr. Escartin was expelled for conspiring to 
violate the Cuban Assets Control Regulations issued under 
the Trading with the Enemy Act. He is also an intelligence 
agent who engaged in intelligence gathering activities while 
in the United States. 


I don't have any more recent actions taken against 
Cuban diplomats than that. 


Q That's the case I was thinking of, but you 
don't have anything in there directly tying this case and 
the PNGing in February of ‘81, the Escartin case? 
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A No. 


Q Do you have anything on reports out of the 
Middle East about the United States being prepared to send 
troops or otherwise aid the evacuation of the PLO? 


A Larry Speakes just concluded a briefing on 
that subject on the West Coast. I have nothing to add to 
what he said on that subject today from here. 


Q Could you tell us essentially what Larry said 
since -- 


A No. It's too long for me to try to go into 
in any detail. 


Q Unable to summarize? 
4 I wouldn't attempt. 
Q Who is keeping the State Department in the 


negotiations? Is Mr. Haig still involved in these things? 


4 Over the weekend Secretary Haig was actively 
involved and was in touch with the President on the subject 
of the Lebanon crisis. 


I might take this opportunity to point out to you 
that, as we have said, arrangements for the transition would 
be resolved in consultation with President Reagan, Secretary 
Haig and Secretary-designate Shultz. These arrangements 
have now been worked out. 


As is always customary, in the Secretary's 
absence, Deputy Secretary Stoessel served as Acting 
Secretary over the weekend. As I indicated, Secretary 
Haig was in close contact with the State Department and also 
with the President on the subject of the Lebanon crisis. 


The President, Secretary Haig and Secretary- 
designate Shultz have agreed that until Mr. Shultz's confir- 
mation, Deputy Secretary Stoessel will serve as Acting 
Secretary. 


Q So in other words, Mr. Haig will not be 
coming back. 


A He will be coming back from his trip later 


today. 
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Q But he will be what? Supernumerary or just 
hanging around or what? 


A As I indicated, the arrangements have been 
worked out, and Deputy Secretary Stoessel will serve as 
Acting Secretary. 


Q Is this the way Haig wanted it? 

A They all agreed to this arrangement. 

Q Does that mean that the Secretary will no 
_longer have a transition office within the building? 

A Oh, he will indeed have a transition office. 
Yes. 

Q How long will he be in that position? 

A The office, as I understand it, will be set 


up here for a period of from 45 to 60 days, which is 
customary. 


Q Is the U.S. taking a position to in essence 
protect the PLO as they depart represent a departure from 
Our policy in the past with regard to the PLO at all? 


a As I mentioned, Larry Speakes addressed these 
questions in his briefing on the West Coast. I am not going 


to get into any detail today on it. 


Q For the sake of those people who didn't hear 
Mr. Speakes, is there a way that the State Department could 
avail us copies or transcript of what Mr. Speakes said to 
this effect? 


Ay I'm sure the White House will have 
transcripts available as soon as possible. 


Q Is this the second briefing? It was not the 
briefing he had three hours ago? He just had another 
briefing? 


Ay Yes. He'd finished it shortly before I came 
out here. 


Q Do you know if the President plans to make 
any statements? 
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A I do not. 


Q On the Secretary, when did Mr. Haig cease 
being Secretary of State? 


A It was worked out, as I say, in consultation 
with the President and Secretary-designate Shultz yesterday. 


Q So as Of some time yesterday the baton passed 
to Stoessel, is that -- 


fs It is as I described it to you. Yes. 


Q But could you be more precise as to when it 
was? 


4 No, I can't. 

Q Is there some point at which somebody -- the 
President or Mr. Clark or Secretary Haig -- informed Mr. 
Stoessel that he would now be Acting Secretary until the 
confirmation? 


a I can't give you a precise time on it other 
than to say that it took place yesterday. 


Q Some time yesterday. 

A Yes. 

Q Would it be possible to find out just when it 
was as a factual matter that he put down the post of 
Secretary of State? 


A All right. 


Q This transition office you're talking about, 
you said it's customary. I'm not aware of that. 


Q I never heard of it either. 


Q For 45 to 60 days he'll have an office in the 
tate Department? 


A There will be an office available for tran- 
sition purposes. You say you're not aware of it. I'm 
Surprised that Secretary Vance did not have a similar 
arrangement when he left. 
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Q As far as I know, Secretary Vance left within 
a day of his resignation and never reappeared. 


e) He went back to New York. 


A And there was no transition office set up at 
that time? 


Q No. The same with Secretary -- 


A I'm sorry I can't help you on that, but this 
is my understanding of the arrangements. 


Q Do you know when Secretary Haig will be 
coming back to the building? 


4 I do not know when or if he will be coming 
back to the building. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q You don't know if he plans a farewell statement 
to the Foreign Service, or is the one he made 10-12 days ago 
the farewell statement? 


A I believe that is his intention. 


Q What does it mean, then, if he has a 45-60 day 
transitional office, and you don't know if he'll be coming 
back to the building? 


on The office will be staffed by people who are 
working for him. I'm not at all certain one way or the other 
if he, personally, will use it. 


Q Can you tell us who will be staffing that office? 


fy Woody Goldberg and Muriel Hartley. 


Q Could you tell us what your own plans are, 
Dean? 


4 My own plans, as I said earlier, are to comply 
with the Secretary's wishes to insure the smoothness of the 
transition. 


Q Does the transitional office just include these 
wo persons? 


A I don't know, Bernie. Those are the only two 
people I know at this point who will be manning that office. 


Q Dean, how long does Alexander Haig remain on 
the federal payroll? 


4 I don't know. 

Q Will that also be the 45-60 days? 

A I'm sorry. I don't have those details. 
Q Could you take that question? 

A Yes, I'll look into that. Sure. 


Q Dean, just so we understand, as of sometime 
yesterday, Secretary Haig was no longer involved in these 
Middie East negotiations, is that right? 


A Yes, think that is a fair statement. 
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Q But up until then, he was running the State 
Department's end of the negotiations? 


A That is correct. 


Q Dean, what is the Administration's position on 
the total blockade being imposed against West Beirut by the 
Israelis? I understand today that the blockade continues, and 
all the crossing points, all services have been stopped -- 
water, electricity, food, medication, and all the others. 


A We have the deepest concern about the human 
dimension of this conflict. We urge, as we have urged, that 
power and water service be restored to West Beirut as soon as 
possible. I am informed that water service has been restored, 
and electricity has not yet been restored. 


More than that, through seeking to maintain the 
ceasefire and to bring about a peaceful solution, we are 
trying to prevent actions that endanger the lives and welfare 
of innocent civilians. We are engaged, in cooperation with 
international relief agencies, in a significant effort under 
the President's Lebanon relief coordinator, Mr. Peter 
McPherson, to relieve the suffering of affected civilian popu- 
lations in Lebanon. 


As you know, last weekend we joined other members of 
the Security Council in adopting Resolution 513 calling for 
protection of civilian populations in Lebanon without 
discrimination, and the restoration of the normal supply of 
vital services. We urge all parties to the conflict to 
respect the rights of all civilians affected by the situation 
in Lebanon, and further to cooperate with relief efforts. 


Q Do you know, Dean, if medical supplies and aid 
is being allowed into Western Beirut? 


iy I do not have any information at this point 
that I can give you. 


Q Can I have a copy of that? 

x Of the statement I gave you? 

oy Yes, sure. 

Q Dean, is Mr. McPherson now in Lebanon? 
A No. 
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Not yet? 


Q 

a No. 
Q Do you have any civilian casualty figures at 

this point? 


No, none that I can offer you based upon our 
Own estimates. We don't have any. 


> 


Q Dean, an Old issue, do you have any reply from 
Israel on cluster bombs and use of American weapons? 


A Nothing I can offer you today. 


Q Dean, you say “apart from your own es*imates." 
What are those estimates? 


A You've seen the same estimates as I have, and I 
have no other information on it. I cannot, of course, vouch 
for their accuracy or inaccuracy. 


Q They vary widely, though. 

A I know they do. We have none. 

Q Dean, reports from the West Bank -- we've 
seen that there is some violence there, and two Palestinians 
were shot and 10 or 12 were wounded. Do you have any comment 
on that? Do you think Israel has used excessive power there? 


A I have no comment I can offer you on that 
beyond the reiteration of what we say in such circumstances, 
and that is that we deplore violence from any quarter. I'll let 
it go at that. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on the F-l6s that 
were supposed to be sold to Israel? 


Q Yes. They were held up by the President. 


A No, I have nothing on that. It still remains a 
determination for the President to make. 


Q Newsweek Magazine, in its current issue, 





says that Secretary Haig, before departing from Washington for 
a long Fourth of July weekend, meaning last weekend, sent 
off his own nine-point peace plan to Beirut and Jerusalem 


without bothering to clear it with the White House. Is that 
correct? 


10 


No. 
What part of it is incorrect? (Laughter) 


The entire thing, the entire statement. 
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Was there a nine-point peace plan? It was in 
the Israeli press last week; it doesn't come “out of the blue." 
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a I'll stick with my response to Don's question. 
Q Are you saying there is none? 
A No, I'm not saying there is none. 
oy Q But where does it come from, then? 
Le.) 
o fy Where does what come from? 
“ 
~ 
= Q The nine-point peace plan. You said there is 
E one, and so forth. You mean former Secretary Haig had nothing 
2 to do with it, is that what you're saying? 
< A No, I don't think I said that at all. 
58) 
= 
3 Q Oh! He did have something to do with it? 
3 A All I did was to deny the accuracy of that par- 
= ticular report. 
a 
Q In other words, there was a nine-point peace 
plan-- 
A I didn't confirm that. 
2 -- and the Secretary did have something to do 


with it, but Newsweek is wrong! I'm very puzzled, Dean. 





A I'm sure you are. (Laughter) 


Q Can you explain? If he did have something to do 
with it, and there was a nine-point peace plan, what did he 
do, just not send it to the Middle East, just think on it, or 
what? Could you explain? 


ay No, I won't explain. 


Q I see. Well, could I go on to something else, 
then? 


A Sure. 
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Q This regards your expertise in State Department 
public relations. The transcripts over the past eight years 
show that Spokesmen for the State Department have, from that 
podium, responded to strong criticism of the State Department 
in three ways, basically: (1) with a detailed answer, if the 
criticism came from what you deem authoritative or responsible 
persons, high ranking in our government; or (2) with a brief 
dismissal, such as terming the charges “ridiculous,” as has 
often been the case in Kremlin-inspired charges made by 
Pravda; or (3) with a very cool “No comment" in cases where 
the charges are deemed both absurd and slanderous. Is this an 
accurate assessment, or could you correct or implement it? 
(Laughter) 


4 Beyond complimenting you on your research, I 
really don't have any comment to offer. 


Q So what I want to ask, Dean, is does the State 
Department regard the Chairman of the Senate Intelligence 
Committee as authoritative and responsible, or not? 


A I certainly have no wish or reason to quarrel 
with the assessment contained in your question. 


Q In other words, he deserves more-- 
A I can't wait to hear what you're driving at. 
Q He deserves more than a lofty “No comment" in 


his charges that liars in the State Department led to the 
resignation of Secretary Haig? 


A I'm not aware of the statement. 


Q It was published in one of our daily news- 
papers, and I confirmed it with Senator Goldwater this morning. 
He also said, “It was clear to me and to the White House that 
President Reagan, Vice-President Bush, and National Security 
Adviser William Clark had been lied to by the State Department 
about what they were planning." 


Also, he said: "This issue is one of the main 
issues that had a hand in Haig's leaving so suddenly." He 
said, "I think now that the President has had a personal, 
first-hand experience of the State Department's dishonesty 
at the lower echelon, which sought to lie and deceive him and 
his top aides' he will now pay more attention to the problem 
that has gone on for decades." 
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Since you feel Senator Goldwater is responsible, 
authoritative, and high ranking, I would like to get your com- 
ment on this, Dean. 


a I've already given it to you. 

Q What? 

A I'm not aware of the statement. 

Q Well, I've just made you aware. It was in a 


daily newspaper published on page one. 


Q I know that's what you said. 

Q You don't read the daily newspapers of our 
Nation's Capitol, Dean? (Laughter) 

A Les, I have nothing more to give you on that. 

Q In other words, there is just a "No comment" on 
this? 

a Yes, think you could describe my reaction 


accurately that way. 


Q In other words, you're saying he doesn't 
deserve a comment? 


ay I've given you my answer. 
Next question? 


Q This last week I askei about American arms 
found in PLO enclaves shipped through Saudi Arabia. Was 


‘anything ever investigated on that score? 


A I don't have an update on that. Do you, Alan, 
have anything on that? 


MR. ROMBERG: Nothing beyond what was said last 
week. 


A Nothing beyond what was said last week. 


Q Dean, to follow that up, if I may, you were 
investigating the question of the Israelis using U.S. arms in 
the incursion. Now there is a report that the PLO had 
U.S. arms, and you are investigating that. In other words, 
this investigation is just continuing, and there is no result. 
Is that what you're saying? 
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A I have nothing to offer you on it. 

Q Nothing to offer because there is no result. 
It takes them a long time to investigate, is that right? 

a I have nothing to offer you on it. 

Q Dean, at what point does, the War Powers Act 


come into play on this? 
4 In what regard, Jim? 


Q In the Lebanese situation. If one were to send 
a “temporary” peacekeeping force, does the War Powers Act 
become invoked? 


Ay Larry Speakes addressed that question in his 
briefing. 


Q What Larry said, I believe, was that the 
Act would be complied with, but he didn't say at what point 
they came in -- in other words, at what point there is 
something in the law which requires compliance. 


A I have no information on it. 


Q Dean, how come that all of this has been in the 
media in the last 24 hours about the United States is ready to 
send the Marines to safeguard the PLO if they will withdraw to 
the Arab countries that they mentioned early in the papers and 
over the networks? How come that the news came out from 
Israel radio and didn't come out from the United States, from 
che White House, released in California, or here? 
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Could you imply “hat there was any intention of some 
Israeli element to sabotage such an action because “Bloody” 
Sharon wants to go on parade and eliminate them with half a 
million people, too, there? 


ra Without accepting any of the premises in your 
question, I have no explanation of how come, 


Q Dean, do you foresee any awkwardness in a 
United States participation in the evacuation of the PLO at a 
time when the U.S. does not recognize nor deal directly with 
the PLO? 


A I'm not going to address this question today, 


Bernie. 





Thank you. 


O.K. 


You're welcome. 


A 





00 p.m.) 


l 


(The briefing concluded at 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC 112 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 7, 1982, 12:36 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements today. 


First, Eugene Rostow, Director of the U.S. Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency, will hold a press conference 
on Thursday, July 8. The subject will be Mutual and 
Balanced Force Reduction (MBFR). The press conference will 
be in the State Department press briefing room at 11:30 a.m. 
It will be ON THE RECORD. 


Q Why? 
A Why what? 


Q Why the press briefing on this occasion? I'm 
not complaining; I'm just inquiring. 





A I presume that Mr. Rostow wants to bring you 
up to date on that subject. 


Q Is there a round of talks opening up about 
that time? 


; A I honestly haven't inquired. 
Q Will we also have a regular briefing tomorrow? 
A Sure. 
Q Secondly, Peter McPherson, the Administrator 


of the Agency for International Development and President 
Reagan's personal representative for disaster aid to 
Lebanon, departed last night for the Middle East. He is 
accompanied by Arthur E. Dewey, Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of State, Bureau for Refugee Programs. Mr. McPerson and Mr. 
Dewey went first to Cyprus and will proceed to Lebanon at an 


appropriate time. 


When Mr. McPherson returns to the United States, 
he will have a report for the President on his findings in 
Lebanon. While in Lebanon, McPherson and Dewey expect to 
meet with Lebanese Government leaders, United Nations 
representatives, and representatives of other groups aiding 


in the disaster relief. 
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Q When are they likely to return? 


A I don't have a date at this point for his 
return. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q You've probably seen the report where Yassar 


Arafat rejects an American role in the arrangements in 
Beirut. (1) Do you have any comment on that? And (2) Are 


the negotiations continuing? 


A I, of course, have seen the same report to 
which you have referred. Let me say that with respect to 
other aspects of the negotiations, we are at a very delicate 
and sensitive stage in our discussions with the parties 
involved, as the President said yesterday. For that reason, 
I'm not going to be able to get into the substance of the 
negotiations or comment on public statements eminating from 
various quarters about negotiating positions. 


Q In other words, despite Arafat's statement, 
the negotiations continue? 


A Indeed. 


Q Physically, mechanically, where are they 
taking place? How is it working? 


A I can't give you any precise information on 
that beyond saying that Ambassador Habib remains in touch 
with the leaders of Lebanon in Beirut. 


Q Did he also meet with Sharon in Beirut? 


A I have seen reports on this. I will have to 
take the question. 


Q Dean, what can you tell us about the con- 
Sultations between the Administration and the Congress 
regarding the Marines? 


A We addressed that yesterday, or at least Mr. 
Speakes did. I have not heard of any consultations specifi- 
cally taking place today, but there may well be some. I 
just haven't checked. 


Q Dean, there is, I think, some kind of con- 
fusion as to what the proposal is and what Arafat precisely 
had turned down. Can you tell us, either one, what is being 
negotiated and what did Arafat turn down? 
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I can't tell you either. 


A 
Q You don't know what Arafat turned down? 
A I said I can't address either question today. 


Q Is Beirut still blockaded, as far as you 
know, by the Israelis? 


A I don't know specifically what is the status 
of the situation in Beirut in that respect. I do understand 
that firing has ceased. We have also been informed that 
power and water supplies for West Beirut have been turned 
one 


Q Do you assume that that is being done because 
of requests from the United States to do it? 


A I'm not going to get into questions of 
whether it was at our request. I'm simply stating the fact 


as we understand it. 

Q Can we switch the subject or are there any 
other -- 

A It's fine with me. 


Q Apparently, there has been some new exchange 


between the United States and Nicaragua in the last few 
days. Is there any progress in the possibility of 
negotiations? Have any notes been exchanged? 


A On the subject of discussions with Nicaragua, 


we have answered the latest communication from the 
Government of Nicaragua. We have offered some suggestions 
on how we think our relations can be improved. I can't give 


you any further details beyond that. 
Q Is this latest communication the one that 
goes back to April? 


A No. It goes back to July 2. Our Ambassador 
in Nicaragua, Anthony Quainton, delivered the response I 
spoke of to the Nicaraguan Government. 


Q What date was that delivered? 


A On July 2. We have not had any response from 
the Nicaraguans to the suggestions that Ambassador Quainton 


communicated. 
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Q Is there any indication whether the United 
States agrees to any negotiating site or date? 


A There is just no further detail I can give 
you at this time on it. 


Q Dean, could you take the question, if you have 
to, of the status, if any, of the reconsideration of the 
sanctions against Argentina? 


A Insofar as the sanctions are concerned, I 
would point you to what the President said at his news con- 
ference last week, which is that there has been no decision 


On sanctions. The subject is under review. 


Q Do you have any idea how long it will be 
under review? 


A I do not, no. 


Q Dean, also on Latin America, do you have any 
comment on the state of seige which has been declared in 


Guatemala? 


A No, I have no comment on that today. 


Q Continuing on Latin America, also, there was a 
report of a Cuban-American citizen being under arrest in 
Cuba in the last few days. Have you seen any guidance on 


that? 
A I have nothing on it today. 


Q On the President's offer to commit some 


troops to help in the evacuation, if all sides agree, does 
that offer remain open-ended on the table, or is there any 
thought of that offer working within the context of a speci- 


fic framework of time? 


A Oh, I see what you mean. In other words, is 
there a time limit attached to the offer? 


Q Yes. 


A No, no. 
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Q Dean, do you have any comment on Vietnam's 
offer to withdraw some of its forces from Kampuchea and on 
the setting up of the new government? 


A I do. The comment I can give you is based on 
press reports which we have seen. I would note that the 
declaration of the 1982 International Conference on 
Kampuchea and successive U.N. General Assembly resolutions 
provide the basis for an equitable settlement in Kampuchea, 
including the total withdrawal of Vietnamese troops and 
restoration of Khmer independence and neutrality. 


In our view, these remain the essential require- 
ments for a comprehensive political settlement which would 
assure peace and stability in the area. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything on the 
"non-proximity/proximity” talks being held in New York? 


A On Namibia? 

Q Right. 

A No. Nothing beyond what we said yesterday. 
Q 


Did you have any comments on the gold riots 
or is that an internal matter? 


A I believe there was some comment last week, 
wasn't there? I was not here when that subject arose. I 
think Alan addressed it. I have nothing beyond that. 


Q The talks would have started yesterday, 
though -- the Namibia talks in New York started yesterday. 


A As I understand. 


Q So would you have an update on any progress 
report on it? 


A I do not. 


Q Can you get some tomorrow, do you think? 
Would that be possible? Are they still going on? 


A They are still going on. I don't know that 
we would be issuing a daily progress report or a daily 
temperature-taking report. 


Q Anything you can get, I would be very grate- 
ful for tomorrow. 


A Okay. 


Q .On the Middle East, just one more question. 


Defense Secretary Weinberger said almost in passing at a 
breakfast this morning that the negotiators in Lebanon had 


some sort of Sunday deadline. 


Do you know anything about a deadline the nego- 
tiators are operating under? 


A I'm not going to comment on any aspect of the 
negotiations, as I said. I did not see that comment 
attributed to Secretary Weinberger. 
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Q Do you know of any in the past? Any sort of 
deadline like that? 


A I'm not going to comment in terms of length 
of time that we think it might take. 


Q Wait a minute. 


A You say, “Wait a minute.” Why? 





Q I didn't know where you were going to take 
that sentence, because you said there was no time limit 
attached to the President's offer. 


A No. But it's clear that we are seeking as 
early a solution to the problem as possible. 


Q The indication from you and from other spokes- 
men is that the negotiations are open-ended. 


"OA With an eye to achieving the desired outcome, 
as I say, as soon as possible. 


Q About ten days ago after the vote in the 
United Nations in which the U.S. vetoed the French proposal 
on the situation in Beirut, we endorsed what you described 
as the Lebanese Government's 4-point proposal for relieving 
the crisis in West Beirut. 


A Yes. 


Q Is that still the United States Government's 
position, in terms of what we want to see? We want to see 
the Lebanese army deployed in West Beirut? 


A Yes. 


Q That's still the U.S. Government's position? 


A It is. 


Q The proposal that the President made yester- 
day, where did that originate? Did it originate with 
Israel, the Lebanese Government? 


A The proposal the President made yesterday? 


Q Yes. Or was it strictly a U.S. initiative? 
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A I would not comment on authorship except to 
Say to you that the ideas that the President discussed 
yesterday obviously evolved from the negotiations which 
Ambassador Habib has been engaged in for several weeks now. 


Q Have you had an answer yet from the Israelis 
on the use Of American equipment, including cluster bombs? 


A No. Nothing new on that. 

Q Are you getting at all impatient? 

A No. 

Q At what point do you get impatient? 

A I don't know how I can answer that. I'm 


quite patient today. 


Q Is there anything you can tell us about the 
Secretary-designate's movements in the next few days? 


A No, Bob, except that he's obviously going to 
be very actively engaged in preparations for his confir- 
mation hearings. He will be arriving in Washington later 
today. I think that's the expectation any way. 


Q Is he going to be working out of an office 


here? 
Oh, yes. 

Q Is former Secretary Haig using the transition 
office? 

A No. 

Q When do you expect him -- 

A He is not personally using it. No. 

Q When do you expect him to make use of that? 

a I'm not aware of any plans for him personally 


to use it. 


Q Is it just for getting personal papers out? 
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4 Yes. Whatever is required in order to effec- 
tuate the transition. 


Q I would like to ask you a couple of questions 
about the man missing in Mexico. Has it ever been deter- 
mined what the blood-like substance is, or is it blood? 


A This is William Schrock, isn't it, the 
individual? 


Q Yes. Nicolas Schrock. 
A I have William. 


3 Your guidance last week had Nicolas, without 
an “"h." (Laughter) 


A We'll have to look into that. I wouldn't 
want to be talking about the wrong Schrock.* 


You asked about the stains found in his vehicle. 
I believe we did previously mention that a substance has 
been found in Mr. Schrock's vehicle. Only a small amount 
of the substance was contained in the vehicle, and its 
nature has not yet been determined. Efforts to identify 
the contents are continuing. 


Q Have you decided whether to make a formal 
protest to the Government of Mexico? 


A We, as I understand it, are working closely 
-- that is to say, American officials in Mazatlan -- with 
Mexican federal, state and municipal authorities in their 
efforts to locate Mr. Schrock. But as of now the investiga- 
tions have not uncovered any information which would lead to 
Mr. Schrock's whereabouts or his condition. 


Q In your guidance last week you said that 
while no formal decision had been reached, a formal protest 
was under active consideration. 


A I have nothing to add to that today. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Times story 
concerning Ethiopian refugees living in the United States? 


ry I have to take the question. I'm not pre- 
pared to respond to it at this point. 


* Mr. Schrock's first name is Nicholas. 
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Q On the subject of Mexico, but on the politi- 
cal level, has there been any contact with the President- 
elect in Mexico? Any invitation for him to visit the U.S.? 
It's been traditional sometimes. 


A Again, I will have to take the question. I 
have no information to offer you on it at this point. 


Q Back to Namibia for one second. Can you tell 
us anything about Cabelly's trip to Luanda over the weekend? 
Was the mission specifically aimed at the Cuban troops 
issue, dealing with that issue? 


A I have nothing I can offer you on that today. 
Q There are reports today from Beirut that the 
Soviet Embassy ccmpound and the living quarters of the 


Soviet personnel have been shelled, and there were no 
casualties. 


Would you have any comment on that? 
No. I have no comment. 
Can you confirm this? Is it -- 


No. I cannot confirm that. I've seen reports. 


Thank you. 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 


You're welcome. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #113 


THURSDAY, JULY 8, 1962, 12:45 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: I have no announcements to make 
today, so I will be glad to take your questions. 


Q Have you seen the statement by the Soviets, 
by President Brezhnev, on Lebanon? 


OA I have seen the reporting on the statement by 
President Brezhnev. Yes. 


Q And? 
(Laughter) 
A And? 


Q What do you think of it? 


A If you are, as I am sure you are, referring 
to the TASS item today which indicated that President 
Brezhnev has sent a message to President Reagan, we can 
confirm that a message was received from the Soviets on 
Lebanon. As usual, we don't go into the substance of such a 


communication. 


All of our actions and policies, as you know, are 
aimed at the peaceful resolution of the situation in 


Lebanon. 


Q The Soviets have already made the gist of the 
message clear, suggesting that they may take action if the 
United States in fact sends troops to the area in whatever 


guise. 


On what they have said publicly, do you have any 
comment ? 


A Not beyond what I gave you. 


Q Will the United States -- will the Reagan 


Administration, to be more specific, in any way reconsider 
the agreement in principle to lend a military hand in the 
evacuation of the guerrillas from Beirut because of the 


Brezhnev letter? , 
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A No. 


Q How do you characterize the tone of the 
letter? 


A Oh, I'm not going to, Mike. I have said all 
I care to say on the message. 


Q Where do we stand on the negotiations? 


A About where we stood yesterday. And, as you 
know, I mentioned that the situation is at a very sensitive, 
delicate stage. It remains so. Ambassador Habib is con- 
tinuing his consultations, and we are hopeful that a solution 
will be achieved as urgently and speedily as possible. 


Q Do you feel that Sunday in any way constitutes 
a deadline? 


A No. I've noted some press reports quoting 
the Israeli Prime Minister as saying that there is no 
deadline, but I would underscore that by again saying that 
we feel it is a matter of great urgency to achieve a solu- 
tion to the problem of West Beirut. 


Q Since the President has agreed in principle 
to provide U.S. Marines to escort the PLO out of West 
Beirut, and since the Pentagon said this morning that these 
Marines will be armed, I have a two-part question. 


Can you assure the public that no one in the State 
Department will attempt to keep the Marines from using these 
arms in the manner that Marine Embassy guards have been 
Ordered by Ambassadors? 


A The purpose of contributing a small con- 
tingent of U.S. forces is of course to assist in the eva- 
cuation of the armed elements in West Beirut. 


It is true, of course, as I'm sure the Pentagon 
confirmed again today that they will be armed. I don't know 
with what. It's a question you would have to address to the 
Pentagon, but we do not -- 


Q Yell, I did, and they -- 


nh Yes. 
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Q You can imagine Henry Catto, where he said to 
ask. My question, once again, is -- they've already 
answered the question: They will be armed. 


My question is, is the State Department -- can you 
guarantee that these armed Marines will not be forbidden 
by the State Department to use these weapons if their com- 
manding officer feels it's necessary? 


A I think it's a purely hypothetical question 
which I'm not going to address because that's not the pur- 
pose of the mission. 


Q Could I ask you one other question? Does the 
State Department expect the U.S. Navy to allow the PLO to 
retain their weapons when they go aboard U.S. Navy ships? 


A That's a purely hypothetical question in 
every respect. 


Q Everything in the future is hypothetical, 
you'll agree, but you do plan for the future, don't you? 
I'm just wondering, I think -- I mean, does the State 
Department expect that the Congress will put up with the 
possibility of the Marines being forbidden to use their 
weapons in West Beirut or the Navy permitting armed 
terrorists to board their ships? 


A You're making several assumptions that I'm 
not prepared to accept. 


Q Before when I asked you in connection with 
whether there would be a U.S. reconsideration of the propo- 
sal to lend them military assistance, etc., you said no. 


A Right. 


Q Will the Brezhnev letter in any way have any 
effect on the U.S. approach in dealing with the Beirut 
crisis? : 


A I don't want to go further into charac- 
terizing our response to the letter. I think I've said 
enough on that subject. 


Q I'm not dealing so much on the response to 
the letter as to U.S. policy. 
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A You're asking me, "Is the letter going to 
have an impact on our policy?" and I thought I had answered 
that. 


Q Is the answer to that "no" as well as -- 


A We are proceeding in the way we think best in 
order to resolve the problem of what we are faced with in 
West Beirut. 


Q Have we already responded to the letter? 


A Not to my knowledge. | 
Q Has the Ambassador been in the building to 
talk to Stoessel? 


A Ambassador Dobrynin? 
Q Yes. 


A Ambassador Dobrynin was in yesteray to talk 
to Acting Secretary Stoessel. The meeting took place at 
Ambassador Dobrynin's request. I'm not going to go into the 
substance of that meeting or of any of our diplomatic 
exchanges with the Soviet Union. The meeting itself was in 
the context of our normal diplomatic dialogue with the 
Soviet Union. 


Q Was Lebanon the subject? 


A I'm not going to discuss the subjects. 

Q Did he bring a copy of the Brezhnev letter? 
A Yes. 

Q Dobrynin? 

A Yes. 


Q I know that you don't like to comment on 
press reports, but I have to ask you, would you comment on 
one point in Jonathan Randall's analysis this morning in the 
front page of The Washington Post? 





A Whose analysis? 





Q Jonathan Randal, The Washington Post -- 
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A Yes. Sure. 


Q -~- correspondent, saying that this is going 
to be one of the gravest problems for the Palestinians, 
wherever they are. The fate and the destiny and the well 
being of the refugees, the Palestinian refugees, in Lebanon, 
if and when the Palestine Liberation Organization leadership 
will evacuate West Beirut and leave. The report says that 
the United States almost, or Israel, Lebanon and the United 
States would like to get rid of the Palestinian refugees 


from Lebanon. 


My question -- the first question -- do you have 
any assurances from the Lebanese Government or from the 
Israeli occupiers of Lebanon that the Palestinians in the 
refugee camps, wherever they are in Lebanon, will not be sub- 
ject to punishment and will be safe under the circumstances 
after the withdrawal of Israeli forces and Syrian forces and 


the PLO leadership? 


A I'm not going to get into specific questions 
about assurances we've received or not. It seems to me that 
statements from here, the White House and elsewhere should 
make it very clear what the thrust of our policy is with 
respect to West Beirut and, in a larger context, Lebanon. I 
have nothing to add to what we have said on those subjects 


before. 


Q What's your policy about these refugees who 
have been there in Lebanon since 1948? 


A No one has advocated that they should leave 
Lebanon. 


Q So you deny that you have any part in this 
Supposed press report that you might be thinking along the 
line with some Lebanese authorities and Israeli authorities 
that you want to get rid of the Palestinian refugees there? 


A Beyond what I said, I have no other comment 
to make. 


Q Is it still the U.S. view that the Soviet 
Union is reacting carefully and cautiously to the Lebanon 


crisis? 


A I'm not going to characterize -- if you are 
putting the question in the context of the recent com- 
munication because I said I wasn't going to. 


Ld 
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Q There's a PLO Radio report that Sixth Fleet 
ships are in Lebanese waters on their way to Beirut. Is 
that accurate? 


A I'm sorry, I can't confirm that. I haven't 
checked that personally this morning. I think the Pentagon 
might well be the place to put that question. 


Q Earlier you said tha* we are hopeful a solu- 
tion will be achieved as speedily as possible in West Beirut 
and so forth. 


Is that more upbeat an assessment on your part 
than you've had in the last few days? 


A I didn't mean it to sound that way. It seems 
to me that we have consistently said that we want a solution 
as early as possible or on an urgent basis. It wasn't meant 
to be a value judgment on the situation as it exists as of 


this moment. 


Q Can you clear up one thing? There is a state- 
ment today by the Prime Minister of Lebanon expressing 
unhappiness at the American position, as he describes it, 
which in his words is to have this international force, of 
which the United States will be part, entering Beirut only 
after the PLO forces had started to leave or had left rather 
than be there to help them leave. 


Can you clear that up? 


A No. I'm not going to try to clear it up. I 
did note the report. The question about disposition of any 
multinational force I know is one of the subjects under 
discussion. I don't think it would be helpful to be precise 


in anticipating how that will end up. 


Q Can I follow that up? Has the Lebanese 
Government requested the force formally? 


A They have not issued to us, or given to us 
rather, a formal request. 


Q Have they given an informal -- 


A It has been one of the subjects under 
discussion, and, as you know, the President accepted the 
notion in principle, provided certain conditions are met. 
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Q On that question, I thought you accepted the 
hypothesis that Les asked you that the U.S. troops and 
Marines will be there to escort the PLO, and now you're 
saying it isn't? I thought he asked you and you answered it 


as if you accepted. 


A I'm sorry. I don't recall the precise 
question. What am I accepting? 


Q He asked if those U.S. Marines will be 
carrying arms when they escort the PLO forces -- 


A I thought my response to both those questions 
was that it was hypothetical, and I wasn't prepared to 
address it. 


Q Okay. Therefore, you're not really con- 
firming if they will be escorting the PLO -- 


A I'm not confirming the specifics of pre- 
cisely what will be the mission of a multinational force 
except to say that it would be the purpose of such a force 
to assist in the evacuation from West Beirut of those armed 


elements which we have been discussing. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Your terminology says “assist the armed 
elements." 


A "Assist in the evacuation of ..." 


Q --"the armed elements." In other words, you're 
meaning that they are going to continue to be armed while they 
are evacuated? Is that what you mean? 


A Again, you're trying to pin me down -- 





Q I just want to know what you mean. 


A -- on details which I'm not prepared to address 
because it is one of the subjects which is under discussion 
and being very intensively pursued by Mr. Habib and the 
Lebanese officials with whom he is meeting. 


Q In other words, there is a possibility that 
they won't be armed? 


A I'm not addressing the question. 


Q Can you help us out to what degree 
Secretary-designate Shultz is involved in these negotiations? 
Is he in the building today? And what is he doing? 


A Mr. Schultz is indeed in the building today. I 
know that he has been briefed in detail on the situation. 
Beyond that, I have no other detail to give you. 


Q Has he met Ambassador Dobrynin since his 
nomination? 


A I don't think so, no. 
Is Secretary Haig in the building today? 
No, not to my knowledge. I could check. 
There is a rumor he was here. 
Could you check that, please? 


If Secretary Haig is in the building? 


Yes. 


r Oo FF ODO ODO PF DOD 


Sure, I can check that. 


Q Dean, can you tell us whether there are 
discussions going forward with other countries about the 
hypothetical or the formation of a multi-national force? 
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A Yes, we've been in touch with a number of other 
countries. 


Q Does that include France? 
A I'm not going to specify the countries. 


Q This is a force not for post-evacuation peace- 
heeping, but to assist in the evacuation (inaudible). 





A We are talking about the multinational force, 


which we hope might be put together for the purpose of 
resolving the problem in West Beirut. 


Q What can you tell us about the reaction of 
those other countries? . 


A Nothing. 


Q Dean, do you have any dates for the arrival of 
the Saudi and Syrian Foreign Ministers to Washington, and will 
they meet with President Reagan? 


A I have no date I can give you. We do, in fact, 
have a request through the Arab League that the Foreign 
Ministers of Syria and Saudi Arabia visit Washington. We 
welcome their visit. At this point, we are looking to a 
mutually convenient early date. Their visit, obviously, comes 
in connection with the situation in the Middle East, including 
Lebanon. Beyond that, there is nothing I can give you in 
terms of time or date. 


Q The report said they were arriving Saturday. 
A I'm not aware of that. 


Q Will they meet with Shultz or with Stoessel 
only or -- 


A I'm sorry. I can't give you any information on 
that at this time. 


Q Do you have an answer from the Israelis yet on 
the use of American arms including cluster bombs? 


A There is nothing further on that. 


Q Are you pressing them? 


A There is nothing further on that. 


r 
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Q In connection with that, have we had an answer from 
the PLO about the use of American arms? 


A I'm not aware that we have made such a request. 


Q It is reported in newspapers of wide cir- 
culation that the Israelis have found a lot of American arms 
that were sent to Saudi Arabia in PLO hands. What do we feel 
about that? Do we feel as strongly about that as we do about 
the Israelis using American arms to go into Lebanon? 


A I'm not going to address the question. 


Q Could I ask one other question? The Washington 
Post reports that in the town of Damour, I believe, that the 
PLO drove the civilian population out and turned one church 
into a volley ball court, another one into a garage, and 
turned a monastery into a barracks. 





Do we have any comment, or are we at all concerned 
about this desecration of religious shrines? 


A I have no confirmation of the reports. 

Q We're not concerned, is that what you're 
saying? 

A I have no confirmation of such reports. 


Q In other words, The Washington Post, you doubt 
their report? 





A I have no confirmation of the reports. 


Next question? 
Q Dean, let's have a filing break now. 


A Filing break. 


Q Dean, since the talks, as you describe them, 
are in a very sensitive and delicate stage, and you are 
expecting to do something about this multi-national force to 
escort the PLO leadership out of West Beirut, are you doing 
anything beyond your statement of the day before yesterday 
appealing or urging the Israeli Government to lift the seige 
-- the seige of economic, for instance, food, fuel, and other 
supplies to the West Beirut people -- because they turned the 
water on and they turned the electricity on, but people are 
almost starving a¢cording to the news reports, according to 
TV reports, and according to other reports. 
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Is there a way that you are going to emphasize -- 
to give the opportunity of having food given to the people 
there so that they will not starve to death? 


A Is that the end of your question? 


(Laughter) 
Q Yes, sir. 


A We have been in contact with the Israelis regu- 
larly concerning the humanitarian aspect of the situation in 
West Beirut. As you note, we are also pleased to note that 
vital services such as electricity and water have been 


restored. 


Q Dean, in connection with this, if I could ask 
this question, have we, through an intermediary, approached 
the PLO leadership with the request that they let the civilian 


population of West Beirut go? 
A I'm not going to get into -- 


Q Have the Israelis indicated any unwillingness 
to let the civilian population evacuate West Beirut so that 
they can concentrate on the PLO? 


A I'm sorry. I can't quite follow what you're 
getting at. 


Q There are a lot of civilians, as this gentleman 
has pointed out, and we are all deeply concerned about these 


civilians. 


Has the State Department suggested, through an 
intermediary, that the PLO let these civilians get out, and 
then fight the Israeli army or the Christian Lebanese without 


using the civilians, in effect, as hostages? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of what 
we've discussed with -- 


Q We haven't made any effort along that line, to 
your knowledge? 


A Les, that's not what I said. 


Q That's what I asked, though. 


Q Has the United States made a formal decision 
not to sign the Law of the Sea Treaty? 
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A On the subject of the Law of the Sea, your 
question, presumably, is based on a story that appeared in a 
local newspaper today. I have no comment on the story. 


I would say that there may be something further 


regarding the thrust of your question in the next few days, 
but I cannot comment further at this time. 


Q One other topic, do you have any update today 
on those talks in New York on Namibia? 


A We believe it may be possible to move forward 
to implementation of the settlement plan in Namibia in the 
very near future. This assessment, however, is based on the 
assumption that all the participants in this complex nego- 
tiation will act in a responsible manner vis-a-vis the 


remaining outstanding points. 


Q Dean, may we go back a little bit to the Middle 


East, please? Has anybody asked any question about Secretary 
Weinberger's remarks about ultimatums and the rest of it that 


were proved to be erroneous? 


A That came up earlier. However, I wouldn't 
accept your use of the word “ultimatum.” I don't think that 


was the intention. 


Q I thought that's what was reported, that he had 
said something about an ultimatum. 


A There was some talk of a deadline, but I've 
addressed that. 


Q Has anybody asked you anything about this Soviet 
garbage on anti-Semitism and so on that has come out about 
genocide and all the rest of it? 


A No, no one has asked that, and I have no 
answer for you on that. 


Q Do you have a comment on these remarks put 
out by the Soviet Union to the effect that the Jews are doing 
to the Palestinians what the Nazis did to the Jews? 


A I wouldn't really dignify that with a response. 


Q Dean, changing subjects, do you have anything 


on reports of our diplomatic posts in Europe, in Madrid, 
receiving a number of requests from Polish citizens for 


asylum in the West? 
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A Mike, I don't have anything for you on that today. 
I'll be glad to take the question if you'd like. I'll have to 
look into it. I have nothing today. 


Q Can you confirm that the United States has pro- 
posed to El Salvador a number of changes to further the con- 
tinuation of U.S. economic aid and approval by Congress? 


A I noted some press reporting today about a 
cable to the United States Embassy in San Salvador. I presume 
that is what prompted your question. 


Let me say that without confirming or denying the 
existence of a particular cable, I will note that we have long 
been engaged in a dialogue with our Embassy in San Salvador 
and with the Government of El Salvador on how our policy goals 
can best be achieved in that country. Those goals, as we have 
said before, include political and economic reforms. 


It has, obviously, been a longstanding policy of the 
United States to foster respect for human rights. Again, 
though, I want to emphasize that it is not our practice to 
comment on specific internal exchanges between the State 
Department and overseas embassies. 


Q Can I take you to the West Bank? The Mayor of 
Jenin was ousted by the civil authorities, or whatever it 
is -- the military governor. The University of Bir Zeit was 
closed for the third time this year. What do you have to com- 
ment on this expulsion of the West Bank mayors, one after the 
other? 


A I don't have any comment to offer you on the 
closure of Bir Zeit University. With respect to the Mayor of 
Jenin having been dismissed, our view is that the elections in 
1976 represent the only recent expression of the popular will 
on the West Bank. 


As we've said before, it is regrettable that 
elected officials are prevented from serving their 
constituents. 


Q Dean, let me get once again on the cluster bombs. 
Have you followed up with the Israeli Government your first 
inquiry, or is it not accepted that you do that? 


A We have been in communication with the Israeli 
Government on this subject. 
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9 Yes. I'm trying to find out, Dean. You 
asked about forr weeks ago, and there hasn‘t been a response. 


Could you -- 


A we have been in more recent communication than 
that with the [Israeli Government. 


gn 


Q But no reply yet, I guess? 

A We have nothing to offer you today on that. 
Q Thank you. 

A All right. You're welcome. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:08 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPpc #114 


FRIDAY, JULY 9, 1982, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good Friday afternoon. I just have 
One accouncement today. 


At 2:30 p.m. today, there will be a background 
briefing on the Law of the Sea Treaty by senior Department 
officials here in the briefing room. White House and State 
Department press passes will be required in order to attend 


the briefing. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q People on the White House staff on the West 
Coast are talking of an imminent breakthrough in the nego- 
tiations. Is that your ceading as well? 


A I have seen some reports attributed to uniden- 
tified officials to that effect. I prefer to characterize it 
as I have, namely in these terms, that Ambassadoc Habib is 
working very intensively with Lebanese officials in an effort 
to ceach a solution to the problem of an orderly departurce of 


PLO forces as soon as possible. 


Do you expect that he will succeed? 


Q 
A We'ce obviously hopeful that he will succeed. 
Q 


Is he making progress? 


A I'm not going to characterize it in terms of 


progress oc lack of progress. I don't think this kind of 
fluid situation lends itself to that kind of characterization 


prioc to its conclusion. 


Q Dean, when you talk about an orderly departure 
of the PLO forces, does that mean all? Does that cule out 
the possibility of a cesidual military PLO force remaining 
behind in Lebanon? 


A I don't want to be too precise in specifying 
what is meant by that, but essentially, the purpose of the 
President's agreement to commit in principle a U.S. con- 
tingent would be for the purpose of facilitating an orderly 
withdrawal of armed elements of the PLO in West Beirut 


presently. 
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e) Dean, does that mean that the Americans would 
be in place as the PLO left? 


A I'm not going to get into those details. The 
reason is that that, among many others, are still 
under discussion by Ambassador Habib and the Lebanese leaders 
with whom he has been meeting. 


Q Dean, is that orderly departure restricted 
only to Beirut? Would it cover also other cities like 
Tripoli in the north? 


A We are speaking here specifically at this 
point of West Beirut. 


Let me add to this so that there is, hopefully, no 
misunderstanding. There is nothing in my characterizing it 
that way which should be interpreted as a lessening of our 
desire, which the Lebanese Government itself has expressed, 
of an overall settlement in Lebanon which would include, 
first, the withdrawal of all foreign forces and then the dis- 
banding of all armed elements. 


@) Does that include the Maronite militias? 


A I think the statement speaks for itself. What 
we are talking about, as you know, is the reinstitution of the 
authority of the central Lebanese Government throughout the 
country of Lebanon. 


Q There was a report from London that Farouk 
Auaddoumi, the head of the PLO political department, said that 
70 percent of their agreement almost was ceached, and he is 
anticipating that maybe it will be in the next 24 hours that 
an agreement will be finalized. But he said they would like 
to withdraw with all of their heavy and light equipment by 
land to Sycia and to keep a political office in Lebanon. 


oN Yes, I saw the ceport. I'm just not going to 
comment on the comments of others. I tried, as best I can, 
to give you my assessment of where we stand as of this 


moment. 


Q Dean, yesterday you said that the 1976 elec- 
tions on the West Bank represented the popular will of the 
inhabitants of that area. 


A Right. 
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Q Now today, the Israelis dismissed another 
Mayor, Rashad Al-Shawa, in Gaza. 


A Yes. 
8) Do you have any comment on that? 
A I do. We deeply regret the dismissal of Mayor 


Shawa. As the appointed Mayor of Gaza, both under Egyptian 
administration prior to 1967 and since Iscael's occupation, 
he has been recognized as a legitimate cepresentative and 
modecate spokesman for the concerns of his Palestinian 
constituents. Leaders with these qualities will be needed 
as we move toward resolution of the Palestinian issue under 
Camp David. 


QO Did you or are you planning to lodge a protest 
with the Israelis or just repeating the usual deep regrets? 


A I'm not going to get into what we will do in 
diplomatic terms with the Israelis. 


0 Besides this statement, Dean, are you con- 
cecned now that maybe the last mayor on the West Bank and Gaza 
who is Elias Freij, the Mayor of Bethlehem, will be on his 
way, too, and this will eliminate completely -- because this 
is the system which is going on? 


A I don't think it serves any useful purpose to 
speculate on future actions that may or may not be taken. It 
seems to me, the statement I gave you in connection with 
Mayor Shawa and previous statements about the dismissal of 
West Bank mayors adequately conveys our attitude with respect 
to their dismissals. 


Q Do you have an update on Pete McPherson's 
activities? 
A No, I don't. I can only reiterate for you 


what I did yesterday. The talks, as I said earlier, are 
very intensive. I can conficm for you -- I think it has been 
posted, actually -- that in addition to the Lebanese leaders, 
with whom Ambassador Habib has met, he has also had some 
meetings with Defense Ministec Sharon. 


@) I asked about Pete McPherson. 


A, I beg youc pardon. I misunderstood you. I 
thought you were talking about the peace process. 


Q No. 
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A I'm sorry. Well, he is in Lebanon. But I 
don't have any kind of status report I can give you on it. 


Q Do you have any idea when he will be coming 
back? 


A No, not at this moment. 


Q Can you give me some sense of where Ambassador 
Habib's instructions are Originating from? Are they coming 
from the western White House or are they coming from the 
State Department? 


A You know the channels of communication and the 
chain of command as well as I do. He reports directly to the 
State Department. The State Department, in turcn, maintains 
close liaison with the National Security Council, as it has 
always done, Or directly to the President. 


Q Who is formulating our policy as regards 
Lebanon at this point? 


A The President. 

Q Judge Clark -- can you characterize his role? 
A No. 

Q Is George Bush actively involved? 


A All the senior officials in the Administration 
ace involved in the process. They are continuing to monitor 
it closely, and there is no difference. 


Q Are you saying that messages from Habib to the 
President are going by way of the State Department? 

A Yes, of course. 

Q Have they always gone that way? 


A That's my understanding, suce. It's the 
normal channel of communication. 


Q Dean, clearly, you'ce being, on the subject of 
negotiations, considerably more cautious and less forthcoming 
than people who work directly for the President. 


A I didn't know that you would make a distinc- 
tion in quite those terms. 


Q Would you cace to enlighten us as to why? 
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A It ceflects my cautious nature, I suppose. 
(Laughter) 
Q Dean, do you have any dates for the arrival of 


the Syrian and Saudi Foreign Ministers? 
a I do not today. 


Q Do you have any ceply from the Israelis on the 
use of U.S. arms? 


A No, nothing at this point. 


Q Has the United States replied to Brezhnev on 
yesterday's letter? 

A I don't believe so, not to my knowledge. 

Q Before you go on, could I just ask, do you 


plan to reply by letter? 


A It's not for me to say. It will be up to the 
President to decide when or if to reply. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Another subject. Do you have anything on the 
Times story today about the Administration looking for ways 


to ease the sanctions, Pole and Soviets? 


Q All I'm prepared to say on this today is that 
stated by the President the objective of the United States 
in imposing the sanctions has been and continues to be to 
advance rceconciliation in Poland. 


Regarding the story in The New York Times to which 
you referred, we have no comment on it other than to say 
that we believe it is incumbent upon the Polish Government 
to cestore the internationally recognized human cights of 
the people in Poland. 





Q Could you tell us what the Administration 
would regacd as evidence or symbols of relaxation that could 
then in turn lead to a celaxation of the sanctions? 


ay No. I can't go into any further detail than 
that. 


Q Could you tell us if the Europeans were to 
take further steps on limiting credit to the Soviet Union -- 
perhaps steps that could not be described as a sop to the 
President -- whether this Administrcation might consider 
easing back on the sanctions, orc if that is being considered 
cight now? 


A I wouldn't care to speculate on that. I 
think that I would rest on the statement I just gave 
you in cesponse to Bernie's question. 


Q I have another question about another human 
cights issue. Do you have any comments about the applica- 


tion of five European countries to the Council of Europe 
about human cights in Tuckey? 


A I do. It's quite lengthy. 


Q Oh. 


A I'll be glad to read it off for you or, in 
the interests of conserving time, if you'd like me to make 
it available at the end of the briefing -- not just to you 
but to everybody -- I'll be glad to do that. 


as 


Q Do you have the real, you know, the story of 
what it is the applications accept? 


a What the story -- 


- 9 I mean, the writing of the -- 

mo 

ad A I'm sorry. I don't quite understand your 

2 question. 

— 

° 0 The application itself. It was announced in 
t Tuckey, so that's what I'm asking. 

5 fot What I have is information in response to 

= 8 your question. However, I'll be glad to read it to you now 
om Or give it to you after the briefing. 

ree Q I'll take it then if you want to give it to 
> a e me. 

So 

a © Q Why don't you do it later. 

‘= 

ee roy We'll do it later. 

+E: 

ce Q Can you just tell us what the gist is? The 
> > United States, I gather, does not agree with the five 

ao Europeans on it. 

vo 

> 4 The bottom line is that we question whether 


filing applications of this kind is the best way to promote 
human cights in Tuckey. 


Q The Iranian press lately has been writing and 
preparing Ican for an attack oc an invasion of Iraq. What 
will be the American ceaction to an Iranian invasion of Iraq? 


A As we've spoken in the past, U.S. policy with 
regard to the conflict between Iran and Iraq has been clearc 
and consistent since the outbreak of hostilities 20 months 


ago. 


The policy that we enunciated when Iraqi forces 
enteced Iran cemains in effect today, to wit: The United 
States supports the independence and territorial integrity 
of both Iran and Iraq as well as the other states in the 


region. 
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In keeping with our policy worldwide, we oppose the 
seizure of territory by force. We see the continuation of 
the war, again as we have repeatedly said, as a danger to 
the peace and security of all nations in the Gulf region, 
and for that reason we have consistently supported an immedi- 
ate ceasefire and a negotiated settlement. 


We have maintained a firm policy of not approving 
the sale or transfer of American military equipment and 
supplies to either belligerent, and finally we have welcomed 
constructive international efforts to bring an end to the 
wac on the basis of each states' rcespect for the territorial 
integrity of its neighbors and each states’ freedom from 
external coercion. 


Q There have been rceports from Johannesburg of 
dicect U.S.-Cuban contacts over the issues of Cuban 
withdrawal from Angola and also speculation that the Soviets 
may be actually trying to put a spanner in the works of the 
Namibian settlement. 


Firstly, can you confirm the Cuban-U.S. contacts? 
Secondly, how close is the U.S. to being able to provide 
assucances of a Cuban withdrawal from Angola, and have you 
got any information about a Soviet cole in trying to sabo- 
tage -- 


A I cannot conficm that there have been any 
direct U.S.-Cuban contacts in connection with the Namibia 
discussions. I'm sorccy, what was youc second question? I 
cemember the third one, but not the second. 


Q How close is the U.S. to being able to pro- 
vide assurances of Cuban withdrawal? 


A We'ce not in a position today to try to spe- 
culate about that possibility. As you know, the talks, I 
believe, are still going on today in New York. If not, they 
have been going on this week. I don't have an up-to-date 
report to give you on them. 


As to speculation about, as you put it, the 
Soviets throwing a spanner into the works -- it sounds like a 
vecy British question -=- I have no comment on that. We're 
obviously hopeful that ouc efforts together with those of 
our Contact Group allies in conjunction with the Front Line 
States, South Africa, and the other parties involved will 
enable us to move forward toward a cesolution of that par- 


ticular issue. 
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Q One follow-up on that. Do you expect them to 
go all weekend, and do you have any elaboration on your 
phrase yesterday where you asked all parties to act 
cesponsibly? Do you care to identify the parties today? 


A No, no. I think the statement of yesterday 
meant precisely what it said. All parties should act 
cesponsibly. 


With respect to the timetable of the talks, I'll 
have to look into that. I don't know. 


Q On your "no comment" on the Times story about 
the Administration, can that "no comment" be taken as a 


denial? 


A No. "No comment" usually means “no comment," 
but I did point out in conjunction with the use of the 
phrase that we do believe it's incumbent on the Polish 
Government to rcestore the internationally recognized human 
cights of the people of Poland. 


Q Have you seen any indications that the Polish 
Government may be moving in that direction in the near 
future? 


A There's nothing I can offer you on that 
today. 


Q Do you expect to have anything in the near 
future? 


A It's again a hypothetical question. We 
obviously hope that that will be done, that there will be a 
celaxation of tensions and a move toward dialogue but to 
date we have not seen any evidence of it. 


Q A number of conservative groups had a news 
conference on the Hill yesterday in which they made a number 
of allegations about the direction of American policy with 
respect to arms sales to Taiwan. 


Do you have any comment at all on what was said? 


A No. 


Q Only yesterday you didn't give me an answer 
about the closure of the University of Bir Zeit. Can you 
give us the position of the United States Government about 
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academic freedom on the West Bank and occupied territories? 
If you want to take the question, I'll appreciate it. 


Q Let me take the question. We obviously favor 
academic freedom everywhere, but in particular response to 
your question, I'd rather be a little more specific so I'll 
be glad to. 

A Okay. Thank you. 

Q You'ce welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


MONDAY, JULY 12, 1982 


INDE X 


Subject Page 





ANNOUNCEMENTS 
welcome to Deidi Delahantycccccccccccccscccsesscesl 
Sec.-Designate Shultz's Nomination Hearings.......l 


LEBANON 
Status of Negot iat ionS.cccccccccsccccccccccccccccols IMS 
Saudi & Syrian Foreign Ministers U.S. Visit.......l 
--Visa NEN rrr rT TT Tre Trrrrrrrrrrrvrrrrrrr?? 
Reagan Letter to Begin and Contacts with PLO......2-3 
Israeli Use of U.S. Weapons and Cluster Bombs.....4 
Mission Of Multinational Force..ccccccccccceeeeees4= 1, 1-8,10 
--War Powers Pe ne SbOSOECOOEOEOSCESEEEOEECSECeOeCeeE 


ARGENTINA 
Lifting Of Economic SanctionS.ccscccccsccsseceeeesd9 
“-Military SanctionS.ccccccccccccccsccscscccsseess Ill 
U.K. Release of Argentine PriSONErS.ecceecccsecseeed 


NAMIBIA Negot lationSeccccccccccccccccscccccccccscccseeed 
x rererke*rek®e=r«+eeikteR 


~Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #115 


MONDAY, JULY 12, 1982, 12:52 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: I apologize for the delay today. 


First, I would like to welcome Deidi Delahanty to 
the Press Office. She joins the front office staff today. 
She comes to our office from the Comptroller's Office. 


Secondly, there will be no press briefing tomorrow 
because of Secretary-designate Shultz's nomination hearings. 
His nomination hearings will begin at approximately 9:30 
aem. and, barring technical difficulties, we will pipe the 
hearings into the press briefing room. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Where do the negotiations stand in Lebanon 
right now? 


A My understanding is that the ceasefire that 
was put into effect at 9:00 p.m. yesterday is still holding. 
Ambassador Habib is continuing his discussions today with 
Lebanese leaders. 


Q We have a report out of the Middle East that 
the Saudi and Syrian Foreign Ministers are due here Tuesday. 
First of all, is that correct as far as you know? 


A I still don't have any date set for that 
visit, but we do expect to have something on it before long. 


Q The rest of that report is the Saudi delega- 
tion includes a man by the name of Khalid al Hassan who's 
been denied entrance into the United States by the State 
Department. Is that so? 


A I personally can't tell you who is Khalid al 
Hassan. In other words, I'm not familiar with that. 


Q Putting it another way, has the State 
Department denied a visa to any of that delegation, either 
one of the delegations? 
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A Not to my knowledge. I understand there was 
a report that a PLO member intended to accompany the Foreign 
Ministers. I can't say one way or the other if this is the 
individual in question, but we are only talking about a 
visit by the two foreign ministers. 


Q Is there any change in American policy on 
having contacts with the PLO? I asked this in reference to 
a report that President Reagan had told the Israelis last 
week that if they hadn't lifted some road blocks that the 
U.S. would have to consider dealing directly with the PLO. 


A I'm not commenting on correspondence between 
the President and the Prime Minister of Israel, but there 
certainly has been no change in our longstanding policy with 
respect to the PLO. 


Q Dean, two things on that: Was there any 
implication, though, was there any subtle hint that the 
United States might change? I mean, is there any way you 
can get us a phraseology about that report which has been 
published? 


A I said I'm not going to comment on the con- 
tents of communications between the President and the Prime 
Minister, but I want to assure you that there has been no 
change in our longstanding policy with respect to the PLO. 


Q In other words, we still won't talk to them 
unless they recognize Israel's right to exist. We won't 
talk to them or recognize them. 


aN What we have said is that we're prepared to 
talk to them if they recognize Israel's right to exist and 
if they accept Resolutions 242 and 338. 


Q One other thing, if you could please take it: 
I saw former Ambassador Evron downstairs. Could you please 
tell us who he is seeing up here? 


A I would have to check that. 
Q On that longstanding U.S. policy toward the 


PLO, I think the specific language in that letter of 1975 
says, “Will not negotiate with the PLO.” 


Q Or recognize. 
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Q Or recognize, but not negotiate. What is 
going on right now? Can that not be described as 
negotiation? 


A We're not in direct contact with the PLO. 
But, again, we've said repeatedly that among the Lebanese 
leaders with whom Ambassador Habib is having discussions, 
there are some who do talk to the PLO. 


Q Right. My point is that the letter doesn't 
say “negotiate directly with." It says “negotiate with." 


A Which letter? 


Q The 1975. 


A Oh, I beg your pardon. 1975. I understand 
the language of the letter, but I gave you our policy with 
respect to the PLO. 


Q Can I follow that up, Dean? The phrasing 
that you're using casts the potential for a relationship 
into a positive context, “We are prepared to talk," 
whereas the 1975 agreement is cast in the negative, “We will 


not unless the PLO recognizes." 
Is there a reason for this shift? 


A No. I don't see it as a shift, unless I'm 
missing something in your question. 


Q The question is simply that the United States 
will not recognize or negotiate with, unless the PLO does l, 
2, 3, 4, 5, whatever that list has. 


You are now Saying, "We are prepared to talk unless 
they do that,” and so there's -- 


A We are prepared to talk if they do those 
things. That's right. 


Q It was cast in the positive rather than in 
the negative that the original document is, and I wonder if 
that reflects anything or it's just -- 


A No. I wouldn't make too much of it except 
that this represents our policy, and we feel that's the best 
way to articulate it. 


1 oe 7 


Q On the cluster bombs, I had a question. 


= 
A I'm sorry. Go ahead, John. 
Q Do you have anything for us today either on 
S the determination of the offensive or defenseive use of 


American weapons in Lebanon or on the perticular cluster 
bomb issue? 


4 I do not today. 


Q Anything on American arms through Saudi 
Arabia to the PLO? 


A No. I'm sorry. Nothing on that either. 


Q Could I ask you two questions about the 
United States' participation in the multinational force in 
Beirut? At the time that this was announced last week, it 
was said that the missions of the force would be essentially two 
-- or at least two were announced. 


One is to assist in the Lebanese Government and the 
withdrawal of armed personnel which we all took to mean the 
PLO, and the second one is to assist the Lebanese Government 
in asserting its responsibility over the area. 


A Yes. 
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Q Is the mission of the force still thought of 
as it was in this statement last Tuesday? 


Ay As we have said from the beginning, and as 
Secretary Weinberger reaffirmed yesterday, the peacekeeping 
force we are talking about would have a limited mission 
which would require it to be in Beirut for a relatively 
brief period. 


The purpose of the peacekeeping force would be to 
assist the Lebanese armed forces in overseeing the safe and 
orderly departure of the PLO. 


While this is going on and immediately thereafter, 
the Lebanese security forces would be establishing Lebanese 
Government authority in West Beirut. 


The presence of the peacekeeping force would faci- 
litate this process. 
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Q So it's no longer part of their mission to 
assist the Lebanese Government in asserting its authority 
over Beirut? 


A As I say, the purpose would be to facilitate the 
process of establishing Lebanese Government authority in 


West Beirut. 


It's clear that the arrangements concerning the 
departure of the PLO are in fact complicated, and at this 
point we can't say with any certainty how long the departure 


of the PLO would take. 


We do feel that the departure of the PLO is a 
necessary prerequisite to the reassertion of Lebanese 
Government authority in West Beirut. The two are inextricably 
linked, and it's hard to try to draw a line between then. 


Again, as Secretary Weinberger stated yesterday, 
however, no one is talking about having the peacekeeping 


_force remain in Beirut until the full authority -- let me 


emphasize, “full authority” -- of the Lebanese Government 
has been restored. 


In other words, the bottom line is that the 
peackeeping force would remain in Beirut for a very brief 


period. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q To get back to my question, you are no longer 
Saying that it is one of the missions of the peacekeeping 
force to assist the Lebanese Government in exercising its 
authority in Beirut? 


A Don, I'm sorry. I thought I answered that when 
I said the presence of the peacekeeping force would facilitate 
the process of asserting Lebanese Government control or 
authority over West Beirut. 


Q It might facilitate it, but it is no longer its 
mission to do so, right? 


A I confess I see that as a distinction without a 
difference. 


Q Secondly, has the State Department or the 
Executive Branch of Government yet decided under what section 
of the War Powers Act it plans to report to Congress the 
despatch, if it comes to that, of American forces? 


A We had some guidance on this last week, and I 
don't have it before me today; but if you check with the Press 
Office, I think we have an answer for you. 


Q Can we have a copy of the guidance you just read? 
A Yes. 
Q Dean, can I ask you a question stemming out of 


what Don has just said? 
ay Right. 


Q Would the United States peacekeeping force be 
extracted from West Beirut just as soon as the PLO, the armed 
units, have left West Beirut? 


A These are details that have not yet been 
defined. They are part of the discussions that Ambassador 
Habib is having. But I want to emphasize again, we are 
talking about the presence of a peacekeeping force for only 
a very short duration. 


Q But you're leaving the possibility that even 
after the PLO units have left, the Marines could still stay 
on? 


A I'm saying to you that these are details that 
ace still to be defined in the discussions. 
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Q Dean, have we reached a conclusion, that is, 
has Phil Habib reached a conclusion as to whether the PLO will 
be allowed to maintain a political office of some kind, or a 
political presence, in Lebanon? 


A Again, I'm sorry I can't get into that because 
it also is a subject that is still under discussion. 


Q Can you please tell us which countries have 
said they definitely would contribute besides the United 
States and France? 


Ay No, no, I'm not going to get into that. 


Q Dean, the Israelis say the PLO is dragging its 
feet and that the Israeli fuse is becoming ever shorter. Does 
the United States feel that it is the PLO's fault that this 
thing continues to drag on? 


A I can't think of a quicker way to get myself in 
trouble than to respond to that question. No. Seriously, we 
feel that urgency in the process is essential. We are hopeful 
that Ambassador Habib's efforts, which focus primarily on his 
discussions with Lebanese leaders, will result in a prompt 
cesolution of the crisis surrounding West Beirut. 


Q Dean, do you have any kind of working date? 
The question was caised yesterday about August l. 


A Yes. 


Q Secretary of Defense Weinberger talked about 
that as being -- I think his phrase was "a cealistic assessment." 


A Yes, but it should not be construed, nor did 
Secretary Weinberger intend it to be construed as any kind of 
deadline. The imporctant thing, as I say, is that the process 
be completed as rapidly as possible. 


Q Yesterday, Secretary Weinbergec said that 
evacuation of the PLO would take probably three or four days. 
What is not clear is why Marines would be needed to stay on 
longer than that -- say for a 30-day period? What would the 
purpose be? 


A It seems to me that I coveced that in rcesponse 
to Don Obecdorfer's questions. 


Q To facilitate the reestablishment of the 
Lebanese Govecnment? 


A Yes, that linked with the other purpose for 
which the peacekeeping force would be despatched. 


Q Can I ask you a Falklands question? 
A Yes, sure. 
QO The President announced that the sanctions were 


being lifted, but I'm a little unclear on -- 


Q Dean, I have a question on the forces. 

A I'm sorry. Let Jerry ask his, and I'll come 
cight back to you. 

Go ahead. 

Q The President cefers to lifting the economic 


Sanctions that were imposed. That leaves unclear in my mind 
the question of whether that means we will rcesume shipment of 
the military share parts that were in the pipeline, and under 
gcandfather clauses, were still going to Argentina, or are 
those still being embargoed? 


A The President's statement today related speci- 
fically and solely to economic sanctions. 


Q So the spare parts are not going to be going? 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


vy That I will have to look into, Jerry. 
All I know is that the statement ceferred only to the economic 
Sanctions which had been applied to Argentina. 


Q Does the decision to lift those sanctions mean 
that the United States feels in some way satisfied that 
Acgentina has made some sort of commitment to end hostilities? 


a We note the statements made by the Government 
of Argentina and also the Government of Great Britain, but I 
would emphasize that we made this decision, as the President 
indicated, after a thorough ceview of the situation in the South 
Atlantic following the cessation of hostilities. 


Q Any comment on Britain's decision to release 
Acgentine prisoners of war? 

A No. That is inappropriate for me to comment 
upon. 

Q Dean, there was no celationship between 


Bcitain's statement this morning and the President's announ- 
cement, is that correct? 
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A Let me just say that I don't intend to discuss 
diplomatic exchanges, but we have informed both the British 
and Acgentine Governments of the action which the President 


announced today. 


Q When was the decision taken that was ceflected 
in today's announcement? 


A I can't give you an exact time. I'd have to 
refer you to the White House for that. 


Q Let me just try one more: The Foreign Office 
announced today that they considered hostilities to have 
ceased. Is that what triggered our announcement today that we 
would lift economic sanctions? 


A And I thought I answered that. 


Q What, that we wouldn't get into diplomatic 
exchanges? 


* 


A And that we felt that this is an appropriate 
time to take the action we did, in view of the situation in 
the South Atlantic and the importance we place on restoring 
nocmal and friendly celations with Argentina. 


Q But is part of the appropriateness the British 
announcement that they were satisfied that hostilities had 


ceased? 


A Jim, I've answered the question. 


Q Changing topics, do you have any ceadout today 
on those Namibian talks, and are they still going on at -- 


A I have no ceadout I can give you except to 
afficm that they are continuing. 


Q Dean, On military sanctions to Argentina, isn't 
it true that the President also has to certify first to 
Congress whether military sales can be cesumed? 


A Yes, I think that's corcect. 


Q That might be the reason why the military sanctions 
were not lifted July 1? 


A The answer is, "I don't know." All I know is 
that the decision today dealt exclusively with the economic 
sanctions. 
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Q According to the U.S. Customs Service, millions 
of dollars worth of military equipment has been seized in 
various United States ports, bound for Argentina illegally. Do 
you have anything on that? 


A I do not have anything for you on that today. 


Q What guarantees do you give the Lebanese and the 
Palestinian civilians who live in the West Beirut area, that 
Once the Marines or the multinational force leave, that the 
Phalangists will not execute their plans, or at least what they 
ace afraid might be the Phalangists' plans, of moving into West 
Beirut and giving them hell? 


4 Well, the whole purpose of the peacekeeping 
force would again be to facilitate the orderly departure of the 
PLO forces in West Beirut. We would expect all parties in the 
area to respect that purpose. 


Q But can the Lebanese Army alone, once the rest 
leave, do the job? Do you think the Lebanese Army can do the 
job? 


A It ceally isn't for me to say whether I think 
the Lebanese Acmy can do the job. The purpose is, as I have 
described it, with cespect to the peacekeeping force. We, 
obviously, wouldn't be proposing it if we didn't think that 
that idea would not work. 


Q One final point: The establishment of the 
Lebanese authority in West Beirut, is there a similar 
establishment of Lebanese authority in East Beircut and other 


pacts? 


A At this point, we ace focusing on the problem 
of West Beicut. I don't want to go beyond that at this time. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, JULY 15, 1982, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements today. 


Available at 2:00 p.m. today will be the testimony 
of Thomas Enders, Assistant Secretary for Inter-American 
Affaics before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The subject is El 


Salvador. 


Secondly, available at 3:30 p.m. today will be the 
testimony of John Holdridge, Assistant Secretary for East 
Asian and Pacific Affairs before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. The subject is the U.S. Dialogue with ASEAN and 


its ANZUS Partners. 


Q Is the Enders testimony related to the aid 
issue? 


oe I don't have a specific subject to give you on 
it, but my understanding is that it is not for purposes of 


certification. 


Q Do you have any testimony coming up by Wat 
Cluverius this afternoon on U.S. arms being used in Lebanon? 


wy, I heard something about it this morning. I 
don't have the details for you. We'll be glad to get then. 


Do you know, Joe? 

MR. REAP: 2:30 this afternoon. 

MR. FISHER: 2:30 before whom? 

MR. REAP: The House Foreign Affairs Committee. 
0 What is the subject on that, please? 

os The overall subject? Israeli arms. 


0 Will a copy of that testimony be available at 


2:30? 














gn 


cation in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


~vecrassified for Publi 





a I defer to my colleague. 


Q On the Holdridge one, is he going to be asking 
the Committee to make any decisions on anything, or is it 
just a cun down of this trir? 


a All I have is that the subject will the U.S. 
Gialogue with ASEAN and its ANZUS partners. I'm not aware of 
anything beyond that. 


Q Dean, 1s there a briefing expected here today 
regarding the Persian Gulf war? 


a I have nothing to announce at this point for 
you on it. If there is one, we'll let you know as soon as 
possible; but as of this point, none is scheduled. 


Q So the Pentagon announcement is premature? 


4 No. We understood the Pentagon indicated 
there may be a briefing, which I am conficming to you. No 


time is set for it. 


Q Will it be today? 


A, I don't know yet. 


Q Dean, ace all three of these hearings that you 
talked about, above and beyond the prepared statements, open? 


a These two hearings, by Assistant Secretary 
Enders and Assistant Secretary Holdridge are open. 


Q Dean, can you give us what you have, please, 
on a readout on the situation in Beirut, the talks? 


A On the talks? 


Q Yes. What progress, if any, have they made? 
What do you have on the possible evacuation of the PLO? 


ay Ambassador Habib remains in Beicut where his 
discussions with Lebanese leaders continue. We, of course, 
have been working hard to achieve progress in these talks, 
but the issue of where the PLO fighters are to go rcemains 
uncesolved. We are hopeful that the Arab community will find 
a way to help cesolve this issue promptly. 


Q Have the Syrians discussed a price, cost, of 
accepting the PLO fighters? 
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A I'm just not going to get into any 
discussions, and don't mean by that to suggest in any way 
that I am confirming the thrust of your question. 


@) Dean, what about the visit of the Syrian and 
the Saudi Foreign Ministers? Can you nail that one down? 


A I'm sorry. I have nothing I can give you today 
on a date for their arrival. We do expect it soon, but beyond 
that, I am just not able to give you a time and a date. 


Q Can you conficm a letter from the President to 
the Syrian President saying Syria should take the PLO? 


A No, I'm not going to confirm various diploma- 
tic communications, including that one. 


Q You have said it is up to the Arab community 
to decide this. 


A Right. 


0 But in fact, is the United States urging that 
Sycia be the homeland for these guys? 


ia I'm just not going to be that specific in 
terms of either what we are proposing or the way in which we 
ace going about communicating with Arab countries. 


Q Dean, in your statement you only cefer to the 
issue Of where the PLO “fighters,” as you put it, will go, 
as being unresolved. 


Ay Yes. 


Q Does that mean that all other issues now be- 
tween the various parties have been rcesolved? 


i Oh, no. I wasn't trying to suggest that to 


you. 
Q So could you tell us what other issues are 
unrcesolved? 
A No, I don't think it would be useful for me to 
do that. 


0 Why do you single out, then, this issue? 


t, Because this one is one which has received 
considerable publicity. We are acknowledging that it is one 
of the issues, and we feel that now is the appropriate time 
for the Acab Community to assist in the resolution of this 
particular issue. 
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Q Has the PLO agreed to leave? 
A They have agreed in principle, yes. 


Q Dean, you said the Arab Community. Lebanon is 
considered to be a member of that Arab Community. Are you 
trying to say that some can stay in Lebanon as part of the 


Acab Community? 


oa That some can stay in Lebanon? 


Q Yes. 


bet No. I think the statement I gave you speaks 


for itself. We are talking here specifically of the PLO 
"fighters." I don't want to try to be any more definite or 


precise than that. 


0 But you're talking about outside of Lebanon, 
just to clarify? 


A That's cight. 


Q Without stealing Mc. Cluverius’ thunder, do 
you have anything on the study that has been underway for over 
a month on the Israeli use of American military equipment? 


ay No, there is nothing I can offer you today on that. 
Q Is he going to announce the findings today? 


A I honestly don't know what he will be 
discussing today. 


Q Is there any way we can find that out -- 

A Yes. 

Q -- befoce the briefing is over? 

a That I don't know, but we will look into it shortly. 
0 On this one, please, I was talking to the 


Pentagon two days ago, and they gave me the indication, which 
I have been able to substantiate in publications in this 
country, that the Israelis are capable of producing their own 


style of a cluster bomb. 


I would like to know, if possible, in order for 
them to do that, do they have to have an American license to 
produce cluster bombs? If they do, have they asked for one? 


And has one been granted them? 
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oa I don't know the answers to any of those 
questions. 

0 Can you, please, take it, look into it? 

A It seems to me it would be more appropriate to 


address them to the Pentagon. I don't know if . would be 
able to provide anvthing on those subjects for you or not. 


Q Dean, the Pentagon referred me to the State 
Department. I tried to ask them. They said this is a State 


Yepartment issue. 
a That's called “across-the-River cooperation." 
(Laughter) 


Q Can you settle that with them, please, and -- 


A Let me say I'll look into it, but don't take 
that as a promise that I will be able to come up with any 
specific response for you. In other words, I don't want to 
formally take the question, but we will look into it. 


Q Do you have any thoughts on why the Arab 
communities, as you cefer to them, have not vet come forth 


with acceptance of the PLO fighters? 


A Nothing I want to suggest to you other than to 
refer you to what Secretary-designate Shultz said during his 


conficmation hearings. 
Q Specifically, meaning what? 


i He made reference to it being -- this is a 
paraphrase because I don't have the testimony before me. _ fie 
made ceference to that being an interesting message. 


Q What did he mean by that? 


y I think I'll just let his cemarck stand on its 
own. 


Q Do you consider the West Bank an Arab 
community? 


A Do we consider the West Bank an Arab 


community? Well, obviously, the West Bank is populated by 


Acabs, so I suppose in that sense, it would qualify as an 
Acab community. 
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Q Dean, Iscaeli officials were quoted today as 
Saying that their plan for south Lebanon is not only to clear 
it of Palestinian fighters, but also not to resettle the 
hundreds of thousands of Palestinians in six refugee camps 
around Sidon and Tyre. What is the Administration's position 
on this, as obviously this is a very serious development and 
an indication of a lot of things to come? 


a We feel the location of camps for Palestinian 
cefugees in Lebanon is a matter for the Lebanese Government 
and the United Nations agency, UNWRA, to determine. 


@) You would not condemn such a massive eva- 
cuation of hundreds of thousands of people who have nowhere 
to go, if such a thing -- 


f, I'm sorry. I was distracted there. Would you 
repeat youc question, please? 


Q You would not condemn such a move to expel all 
these cefugees from the camps? 


y As I say, we feel it is a matter for the 
Lebanese Government and UNWRA to determine. 


Q Can you actually conficm these *ings? Are 
you aware, Dean, that there is something like “his in action 
now? Are the Iscaelis trying to vacate these camps? 


os It has been reported that this is what they 
ace suggesting. I can't conficm it beyond acknowledging that 
we have seen such reports. 


0 You stated it is for the Lebanese, but what is 
youc position on that? 


A Our position is that it is a matter for the 
Lebanese Government and UNWRA to determine. .. 


@) And not for the Israelis? 


i Bernie, I just gave you what our position is 
on that. 


Let me go back to a question Bernie Gwertzman asked 
about the testimony by Wat Cluverius. I understand the 
opening cemacks by Mc. Cluverius and Mc. James Michael will 
be in open session. The testimony is scheduled at 2:30 p.m. 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on 
International Security. There are no advance texts, and 
following the opening cemarks, the session will be closed. 
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Also, on Ambassador Holdridge's testimony, his state- 


ment is open. Afterwards, I understand it also will be 
closed. 


¢) Dean, do you know, though, if Cluverius is 
going to announce the decision on the use of American- 
supplied arms? 


y I do not have any details on his testimony. 

0 Can I ask a further related question? 

A Yes. 

Q On the foreign ministers, there is one report 


the foreign ministers have now cancelled their trip. 


f, My understanding is that that is an incorrect 
cepoct. 


Q Has the conflict in Iran and Iraq now compli- 
cated the negotiations regarding the Lebanese situation? 


a I ceally don't know that I care to speculate 
about that per se. Insofar as the war itself is concerned -- 
Well, that's not ceally responsive to your question. I 
really don't want to speculate about the impact of that 
conflict on the other. 


0 Do you have some guidance on the war there? 


fy Just that the statements by the Iragis and the 
Iranians themselves address the latest hostilities, and I 
don't think it would be appropriate for me to get into the 
business of providing status reports from this podium. 


I do want to ceiterate our own position on these 
hostilities. We have maintained a policy of strict neutra- 
lity from the beginning of the Irag-Iran conflict, and 
furthermore, as we have said many times, we have authorized 
no U.S. military equipment to be shipped to either combatant, 
directly or indicectly, and this is to reiterate that that 
cemains ouc policy. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Have you been in consultation with the other 
Gulf states? 


A I don't have anything specific I can give you 
at this time, but as the White House has indicated yester- 
day, Our support for the security of friendly states in the 
region which might feel threatened by the conflict is well 
known. The U.S. is prepared to consult with these states on 
appropriate steps to support their security. 


Q Have there been such consultations in fact? 


A As I say, I've nothing further for you at 
this time beyond what I said. 


Q Dean, can I please ask you one on the other 
war? I don't know if you've been asked about this or not. 
There have been reports recently from Paris of an adviser to 
Yasser Arafat, PLO Chairman, of his willingness -- in fact, 
his recognition -- saying that they would accept recognition 
of the State of Israel if it is mutual. | 


Since your position has been that the U.S. will 
not negotiate with the PLO until the PLO recognizes Israel 
and 242 or 338, do you think one of these stumbling blocks 
has already been removed and the United States can talk to 


the PLO? 


4 t me say in response to the specific 
reference in your question to the statement in Paris, we 
have seen press accounts of it. 


Our position -- that is to say, the position of 
the U.S. Government -- on negotiating with the PLO remains 
as we have stated before. That is all I have to give you on 


that. 


Q Has the State Department talked to Senator 
Percy who has said that he had sort of independent confir- 
mation of the Sartawi statement? 


A, I can't confirm for you that we have had a 
specific conversation with Senator Percy since he made the 
statement yesterday. I'll have to look into that. 


Q Have we had any confirmation on this kind of 
a sentiment from Beirut? This call for mutual recogni- 
tion -- as opposed to Paris -=- on the part of the PLO? 
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A Are you talking about some reports out of 
Beirut? 

Q No. 

A I don't understand what you're getting at. 

Q Peter Sartawi in Paris said that the PLO 


might be prepared for mutual recognition. Have we had any 
confirmation from the PLO leadership in Beirut? 


A No. Not to my knowledge. 


Q But, Dean, again I would just like to see 
what -- I mean, what you're saying -- the U.S. position has 


not changed. 


What I'm saying is that the U.S. position was what 
it is, and I'm sure we are all aware of it. Now are you 
saying that Sartawi does not speak for the PLO or are you 
saying all conditions have not been met? What are you 


exactly saying? 
by I am saying nothing other than what I said. 
Q Senator Percy at the White House, I guess two 


days ago, said that he had confirmed that 10,000 civilians 
were killed by Israelis in southern Lebanon. 


Does the Administration accept those figures at 
this point? 
fy I noted what he said. We feel that it's 


still too uncertain to be able to make a precise estimate on 
casualty figures. I believe Mr. McPherson said that yester- 


day in his statement at the White House. 


Q Do we have any people from the United States’ 
relief agencies in Lebanon now? I know that Mr. McPherson 
went and Dewey went. Who's there now at the moment? 


a You mean from this building? 


Yes. 


Q 
A Is McPherson back there? 
Q 


McPherson, yes. 
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MR. ROMBERG: I don't know. 


A We'll nave to check that to be sure, but we 
understood -- 


McPherson briefed the White House yesterday. 


Q 

A -- that he was planning to return. 

Q Oh, he is? 

a But let me check that to be certain. 


Q He's speaking at the Press Club tomorrow 
morning, so -- 


A Excuse me? 


Q I think he's speaking at the Press Club 
tomorrow morning. 


Q There's a Press Club in Lebanon. 


a Let me check that to give you a specific 
answer. 


Q Going back to your statement on Iraq and 
Iran, if the Gulf states ask for assistance -- military 
or otherwise, and troops -- would the United States be ready 
to discuss these in accordance with your statement that 
you're ready to enter into any discussions with them? 


4 I thought I said precisely that. We are pre- 
pared to consult with these states -- the language I used on 
appropriate steps to support their security. 


Q Okay. Would that involve also American 
troops, if necessary, if that is requested? 


a I don't want to get into the type of 
assistance that we might think appropriate, but I would not 
teer you in the direction of, injecting American troops. 


Q How about the report that there has been an 
invasion of Nicaragua from Honduras? Do you have anything? 


a Beyond what we said the other day on that, I 
don't have anything I can add today. 
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Q Have you seen the reports of the specific 
charge of the Nicaraguan, I think Foreign Minister, saying 
that there had been an invasion today? That troops had gone 


in? 
A I have nothing to respond to that specific 
report. 


Q Can you take the question to determine what 
is happening down there? 


a Yes. I'll be glad to take that question. 


Q Do you have anything on the European 
Community presenting a formal protest about the sanctions 
regarding the Soviet pipeline? 


A As you are aware, there are some EC 
Commission officials here. They are here primarily to talk 
about the steel problem. You ask specifically about the 
pipeline. I have nothing to give you specifically on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the steel statement? 
(Laughter) 
fy Yes. We believe that a negotiated settlement 


would be the best answer to the steel/trade problem. We 
hope the visit of the Commission officials -- Messrs. 
Davignon, Haferkamp and Denman -- will bring us closer to 
an agreement. If you'd like details on it, I wouid suggest 
you contact the Commerce Department. 


Q Dean, On a small housekeeping matter, would 
it be possible within a half hour or so after the briefing 
to advise us one way or another because of staffing require- 
ments whether there will be a backgrounder today? 


A I certainly hope so. 


Q Do you have anything on the report that the 
Soviets are now completing three more SS-20 sites, bringing 
them into line? 


iy In March of this year the Soviets announced a 
moratorium on deployment of so-called "medium-range 
systems." In May they said that this moratorium envisaged 
termination of preparations for deployment of missiles. 
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The United States, however, has evidence that 
construction at SS-20 missile bases which was already 
underway in March has continued. 


Since March two SS-20 bases in the western part of 
the U.S.S.R. have been completed and are now considered to 
be operational, bringing the total of SS-20 launchers to 315 
with 945 warheads. Construction continues at other sites. 


Q The report said that they have nearly 
completed three more sites, which would bring the missile 
totals up to around 340-some and the warhead total to over a 


thousand. 


A I don't have any information on three addi- 
tional. I do understand that the Soviets have not started 
any new SS-20 bases since March 16. 


Q There are three additional under construc- 
tion. 


A I can't confirm that. 


Q Can you tidy that up? If in March they 
announced a moratorium on deployment, does what you're 
saying prior to your last sentence about not starting any 
new since March, does that add up to an accusation of the 
Soviets going back on their own reassurance? 


a No. There were ambiguities in the Soviet 
statements. We don't know precisely what was meant when the 
Soviets said their moratorium envisaged termination of pre- 
parations for deployment of missiles. 


In any case, it is evident that construction at 
SS-20 sites begun prior to March 16 was not halted, and for 
that reason we think it important to make it known publicly. 


Q Along those lines, one of Secretary Haig's 
last acts was to announce that the Soviet Union had recently 
completed a series of missile firings that he said was 
contradictory to their policy statements on arms control. 


Is there any follow-up to that? Have they done 
anything more along those lines? Do you have any more infor- 
tion about the firing range site and so forth? 


fy I have no information I can share with you on 
that today. 
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Q Can you confirm that the U.S. has now sent to 
Peking a revised proposal for a joint declaration? 


A There has been a great deal of speculation 
lately on what we're planning to do or may have offered to 
do in the area of our relations with the People's Republic 
of China. 


A great deal of that speculation is misinformed. 
We have consistently declined to engage in public comment on 
the content of our sensitive discussions with the Chinese on 
all these issues that are involved, but I would stress one 
important fact: Our policy toward our official relations 
with the Chinese Government and toward the conduct of unof- 
ficial relations between the people of the United States and 
the people of Taiwan is unchanged. 


Q Is that report. about the proposed declaration 
misinformed? 


A I'm not going to say specifically yea or nay 
in connection with that. I'm just saying that, as I did, 
we're not going to discuss in public the very sensitive 
discussions that we're having at the moment with the 
Chinese. 


Q Has the United States informed the People's 
Republic of its intention to sell F-5E's to Taiwan? 

fy I'm not going to address that subject. 

Q Do you expect Congress to receive from this 


Administration any notification in that regard in the next 
few days or weeks? 


oz With respect to F-5E's? 


Q Or the sale of any other arms or equipment to 
Taiwan? 


B You recall the President's January decision 
on replacemen’. aircraft. That decision, of course, stands. 
Appropriate measures to implement all steps envisaged in 
that decision will be taken in a timely manner. 


Q Can you be more specific on “timely”? 


By With respect to reports that the 
Administration plans to send notification on an extension of 
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an F-5E co-production line, a specific decision on this has 
not yet been made. 


I would also point out to you that Secretary- 
designate Shultz did in fact say in his confirmation 
hearings that he would recommend to the President that such 
notification be sent promptly. The Secretary-designate was 
responding to a specific question, and, although his answer 
was affirmative, he was not referring to a concrete time- 
table for specific actions. 


Q I would like to follow it. Senator Goldwater 
told us this morning that he was told by Bill Clark early 
this morning that in fact the American Ambassador to China 
had been told -- instructed to tell the government in Peking 
that in fact arms shipments to Taiwan would continue. 


a I have not seen that report, so I would want 
to defer comment on it. 


Q Can I go back to the Palestinian recognition? 
President Mubarak has said something similar to what Sartawi 
said in Paris. Are you aware of that, about the recognition 
of PLO and the Israelis? 


4 Is this something President Mubarak was 
reported to have said today? 

Q Yes. A press conference. 

on I'm sorry. I have not seen that. 

Q He said something that amounts to the same 


thing that Sartawi said. 


on I have no reaction to give you. 
Q You don't have any reaction? 

ay No. 

Q Thank you. 

a You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #117 


FRIDAY, JULY 16, 1982, 12:44 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: I have no announcements today, so I 
shall be glad to take your questions. 


Q Dean, can you tell us about the letter the 
State Department has sent to Capitol Hill about the Israeli 
use of American arms in Lebanon? 


A I can only confirm that such a report was 
sent toe the Congress today. 

Q Today? 

4 It was today, yes. It was classified, so I 


have nothing further on it for you. 


QO. Because the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee people are saying it was received last night. 


4 Let me check that precise time for you. My 
understanding is that it was today. 


Q And the sources on the Hill say that it uses 
the stock formulation that the Israelis “may have" used 
American arms in violation of U.S. law. 


a I can't get into the substance of it because 
it is classified. 


Q Can you tell us what the results of the 
investigation are, then, without reference to the letter? 


My No. 
Q Why is it classified? 


fs Because we feel it would not have been pru- 
dent at this particularly delicate stage of the negotiations 
to make it public. 


Q Does that mean it will be declassified after 
the negotiations are concluded? 
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I can't answer that for you. 


Is that the negotiations in Beirut? 


r, O »Y 


That is what I had reference to. Yes. 


Q Is this covering the clus’ :r bombs and the 
use of other weapons -- the F-16, the F-i4 and the F-15 -- 
or is it -- 


A Again, I have to say that because the report 
is classified, I can't get into the subjects that are 
covered in the letter. 


Q Without getting into the text of it, can you 
explain the timing, why it took six weeks and why at this 
period of the day of the hearings before the House Foreign 
Affairs Subcommittee the letter went forward? 


A No. I can't explain that. 


Q. Can you tell us whether the Israelis came up 
with the report that you had requested from them before this 
report was sent up to Congress? In other words, is it based 
on your investigation or based on what the Israelis told 
you? 


ay You're speaking in reference to the cluster 
bomb report that we have requested? 


Q Yes. 


A No. We have made, as you know, repeated 
requests from the Israelis on the cluster bomb issue. We 
have not yet received a reply. 


Q Dean, would you have any of the background of 
past events where the United States found the Israelis 
that they “may have" violated so that we can have some backdrop 
against which to see the present position? Would you have 
that handy there? 
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A I don’t have it handy here, but the issue has 
arisen in the past, and we would be happy to provide you 
with information on those issues. 


Q Have previous letters of this nature in pre- 
vious cases in which these kinds of questions have arisen -- 
have those letters been classified? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
Q Then why has this one been classified? 


A Because, as I said, we feel that we are at a 
particularly delicate stage of our negotiations in Beirut, 
and for that reason it was decided at this time not to make 


this one public. 


Q When you say, Dean -- you say the word “we,” 
that is not an editorial “we." That means you and the new 
Secretary of State? 


y No. This is an Administration decision. 

. 

Q Oh. Well, just speaking on that before 
we lose it. Since you've served as spokesman during the 
transition, which is now complete, what are your plans? Are 
you going to be Secretary Shultz’ spokesman? 


A As I have said consistently, I'm complying 
with Secretary Haig's request tS serve during the tran- 
sition. I have not spoken to Mr. Shultz on that point. 


Q It's over now. Has he spoken to you, Dean? 


MK No. He has not spoken to me, I have not 
spoken to him, on that point. 


Q Just to clarify a bit, going back to your 
statement, you made it clear that the report <= the 
Classified document that went to Congress -- did not cover 
the investigation on the cluster bombs. Right? 


A In specific response to Ozzie's question about 
whether or not we had received a report from the Israelis on 
use of cluster bombs, I said that no, we had not. 


Q So we can assume that this report did not 
include anything on the cluster bombs? 








A Because the contents are classified, I 
can't help you in that regard. 


Q Has the Administration considered any suspen- 
sion of any future arms transfer to Israel? 


A Has the Administration considered any 
suspension? 


gn 


Q Yes. 


x I have nothing I can offer you on that. My 
understanding is that the military supplies that were in the 
pipeline are proceeding. 


Q Why do you think the declassification or the 
release of this investigation to the American public would 
hurt the negotiations in Lebanon? 


4 Because they are at a delicate stage. 


Q I mean, I don't know -- one can assume, 
therefore, that whatever -- if it's released, it may 
conclude something that the Israelis may have violated? Is 
that kind of possible? 


fy I am not able to comment on questions like 
that because it is classified. 
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Q What is the next step in this process? 
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4 The next step in -- 
Q In the letter. 
4 That I can't predict for you. 


Q Is it up to Congress now to act on the basis 
of the letter or what? 


Ay Again, I can't predict it because I'm in the 
unfortunate position here of having again to say that the 
contents are classified. I have to let it go at that. 


Q Is the issue closed as far as the 
Administration is concerned? 


A Is the issue closed? 





Q Yes. Is that it? Your letter that -- 
A I can't comment on that. 


Q For the record can, you say what it was? Not 
the contents but what it was, how you describe it, that was 
transmitted to the Congress this morning or last night? 


a Can I confirm what the general subject matter 
was? 


Q Yes. 


Ay In terms of the notification requirement, that 
a substantial violation of the Mutual Defense Assistance 
Agreement with Israel may have occurred. 


Q What did he say? 


A Jim asked me what was the nature of the noti- 
fication or the communication. I said that it dealt with 
the subject of whether a substantial violation of our Mutual 
Defense Assistance Agreement with Israel may have occurred 
as a result of Israeli actions in Lebanon. 


Q Did they also in this communication -- since 
you've mentioned, you know, this substance, that a massive 
violation had taken place -- was there any mention of the 
United States’ military equipment found in the possession of 
the PLO along with Soviet military equipment and allegedly 
coming from Saudi Arabia? 
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Have we sent anything to Congress about our coii- 
cern about Saudi Arabia giving U.S. equipment to the PLO? 


A No. Not to my knowledge. 
Q That would be a violation too, wouldn't it? 


A I can't comment on whether or not it would be 
a violation. 


Q You mean you can't tell us what the law is? 
I mean, I just want it clear. You said it's a massive 
violation that Israeli has. I just want to know, does the 
law also apply to Saudi Arabia? 


fy I'm talking about a specific understanding we 
have with Israel. 
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Q I understand, but my question -- I don't 
think it would violate your classification -- I just want to 
know, does this law apply to Saudi Arabia or have we made 
exceptions for Saudi Arabia using U.S. equipment and sending 
it to the PLO? 


M The 1952 Mutual Defense Assistance Agreement 
with Israel does not apply to Saudi Arabia. 


Q I see. But does the principle apply is what 
I'm talking about. We don't object to the Saudi Arabians 
using U.S. equipment. Is that what you'd say? 


a I'm telling you what I said, and I have no 
information for you. 


Q Well, you didn't answer my question. I was 
just wondering, do we object to the Saudi Arabians sending 
U.S. equipment to the PLO, or is our objection only against 
Israel? 

A I have nothing for you on that. 


. 


Q Did you notify the Israeli Government as to 
the content of your decision and your note to the Congress? 


A I don't know. 


Q On a slightly different facet of this matter, 
there's a report from Beirut that there's a plan now for the 
PLO guerrillas to go elsewhere in Lebanon rather than 
leaving the country. 


I can't put my finger on the exact language of the 
statements of the objectives that were made by the United 
States, but if I recall them properly they were to leave 
Beirut. 


Would the departure of the PLO guerrillas to some 
place else in Lebanon meet the U.S. objectives that have 
been announced? 


ay I can't comment on that today. 


Q Back on the letter, just one detail. It was 
signed by Stoessel who was at that point Acting -- 


A Acting Secretary. 
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Q So in other words, it was signed before 10:00 
o'c'tock this morning before Mr. Shultz took over. 


A Yes. And if we could get an answer on pre- 
cisely when it went up, i think that would be helpful. 


Q Okay. On the matter of Mr. Shultz, has he 
now taken over? He is now in every sense of the word 
Secretary of State? 


A Yes, sir. This morning when he was sworn in. 


Q And is he going to greet the employees of the 
State Department? 


4 Not today. 
Q What is he doing the rest of the day? 


A He has a private schedule this afternoon. I 
think I can tell you that he's having lunch with his family. 
Beyond that I'm not able to go into -- 


. 
Q Here or -=- 
A Here in the Department. 


Q Did you say there would be no lobby welcoming 
today? 


A Not today. That's correct. 


Q Do you know anything about Mr. Shultz's 
wardrobe? 


(Laughter) 


Q It has been pointed out that he has been 
wearing the same tie for the last few days, and it raises 
the question of sartorial constancy, or would you address 
the question of ties in his wardrobe? (Laughter) 


A No. 


Q Is that classified? 
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A I'm not aware -- first of all, I'm not cer- 
tain it is true. If it -- 


Q Anyway, look who's talking. (Laughter) 


4 You television fellows do have to dress care- 
fully, I know. I suppose the Secretary of State feels the 
same obligation. 


Q Does he only have one tie? 


(Laughter) 


A I suppose it could be a symbol of consistency 
in foreign policy. 


Q Are the meetings already scheduled for the 
Foreign Ministers of Saudi Arabia and Syria? 


A The White House addressed that today or is 
addressing that today. 


Q» How about meetings with Mr. Shultz as 
Secretary of State? 


A Again, I think the White House announcement 
will cover that. 


Q Dean, you were asked about arms to Israel, 
and you said that military supplies in the pipeline are 
proceeding. 


As That's my understanding. You should check 
that with the Pentagon, but I'm told that that's the case. 


Q Are we supposed to read into that <-- well, 
only stuff that's in the pipeline? There are no further 
purchases being -- 


A Charlie, I have no idea about delivery sche- 
dules. As I say, you'd have to take a question like that to 
the Pentagon. 


Q Can you give us anything on the Iran-Iraq 
situation? 





MSS FGoOOhFPIreUu TUF FUME TRG IUit Til Pulm Pr rear PVP 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





A You just had a background briefing on that, 
and I don't have anything to add to what was said by that 
senior official. 


Q That senior official floated a report or the 
suggestion that U.S. troops might be used in joint exercises 
over there. Could you say on the record whether there have 
been any such requests or what the status of plans are for 
any such joint exercises? 


A I'm not aware of any such request, nor am I 
aware of any plans for joint exercises. 


Just to clarify, Jim, your question, it did in 
fact go.up this morning, not last night. 


Q It did go up this morning? 
A Yes. 


Q Let me go back to that letter again. There 
is a report in one of this morning's papers that the ana- 
lysts and the influential members of Congress asserted that 
Israel violated the agreement of 1952 with the United 
States, and I will quote the Chairman of the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Clement Zablocki, that he said they 
believed Israel had violated the Arms Export Control Act. 
And also Senator Paul Tsongas yesterday who said that Israel 
violated the bilateral agreement between you and them -- or 
the United States and Israel about the cluster bombs and 
others. 


Can you describe these things to go along the line 
with the -- or the confidential or this classified letter 
that go along the line with this assessment of the request? 


A I can't give you anything more than I already 
have. 


Q Is the new Secretary of State now planning 
any trips to the Middle East? 


A No. I am not aware of any plans on his 
schedule to travel to the Middle East at this time. 


Q Is he going to California next week, by the 
way? 


A Yes. 
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When? 
I'll have to get the dates for you? 
During the week? 


Yes. During the week. 


on Fr, Oo FY DO 


What is the purpose of it? 


A Among other things, he will be seeing 
Chancelor Schmidt. 


Q How long do you think that trip will be? 
A I don't know. I'll have to check that. 
Q Is this the Bohemian Grove thing, too? 
A Among other things, yes. 


Q I understand that the two Foreign Ministers 
who are coming next week are coming as a delegation -- as 
members of the delegation of the Arab League. 


Is there going to be a PLO representatve in this 
delegation as was in similar delegations to some European 
countries? 


Ay I think I've been asked that for each of the 
last two days at least, and our position on it is that it is 
the two Foreign Ministers who are coming. 


Q And they won't be accompanied by any PLO 
official? 


a Not to my knowledge. 


«9, 


Q Do you have an answer yet on whether or not 
the PLO member who was being touted as a member of that 
delegation has in fact received a visa? Khalid Al'‘Hassan. 


A Was that a question we took? I don't recall. 


-- MORE -- 





1l 


Q It was a question that was taken 
informally by the Press Office and I don't think it was 
taken at the briefing. 


A I haven't seen a cesponse. Do we have 
anything on that? 


Q Monday. 
A I'm sorry, I have nothing on that. 


Q Can you confirm whether he's in New York or 
not -- Hassan? 


A No, I can't confircm that. 
Q Could you take that question? 


A I understood from you we have. I'll look 
into it. I really don't know what the status is, Jim. 


Q The New York Post, in a Page 1 story on 
Wednesday, reported that $120,000 ad hoax in which six repu- 
table American agencies such as CARE and the American Red 
Cross had their names used without permission in a widely 
published ad signed by a bogus organization called the 
Concerned Americans for Peace which claim the Iscaelis had 
made 700,00G homeless refugees. You may be familiar with 
it. 





A No. 


Q Well, it's cight here. I'll leave it with 
you. 
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oe Thank you. 


Q Is the State Department at all sorry that 
allegedly cesponsible newspapers like the New York Times, 
Washington Post, Boston Globe and the Chicago Tribune 
published such a fraud? 











A I've heard no expressions of sorrow. 
(Laughter) 


Q If the State Department can spend -- you 
think the fraud is funny -- 


If the State Department can spend thousands 
of dollars sending its people all over the country to canm- 
paign for certain legislation, why can't you respond to 
this? It was on the editorial page, Letter to the Editor, 
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in the Washington Pcrt which I presume you cead? You say you 





must be aware of it, or don't you read it? 
A I'm not aware of it. 


Q You don't cead the Washiqnton Post? 





a I didn't say that. 


Q Did you read it this morning? It was there. 
I'd just like to know. Does the State Department have 
anything to say about this? 


A No. 

Q Nothing at all? 

A No. 

Q In another area, if I may. Has the United 
States received any reply from the Peoples Republic of China 


to the latest U.S. proposals with cegacd to the Taiwan arms 
issue? 


A I just have nothing I can offer you on that, Don. 


a And also in the same area, do you have any con- 


ment on the announcement that Vietnam has begun pulling some 
of its forces out of Cambodia? 


oN We have seen these ceports but we have no 
infocmation to confircm them. I would reiterate that the 
declaration of the 1981 International Conference on 
Kampuchea and successive U.N. Assembly resolutions provide 
the basis for an equitable settlement in Kampuchea, 
including total withdrawal of Vietnamese troops and restora- 
tion of Khmer independence and neutrality. 


In ouc view these cemain the essential 
requirements for a comprehensive political settlement which 
would assure peace and stability in the area. 


Q Does the United States have any view about 
this pactial withdrawal? 


A Not beyond what I just gave you. No. 


Q On that same cegion of the world. Can I ask 
you to take a question, please? 


a How do you know I don't know the answer? 


Q I'm sure you don't. I've checked upstairs. 
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Q She's been listening to you all morning, 
Dean. 


Q In Secretary Holdridge's testimony yesterday, 
on Page 8, I think there was an important slip-up made or 
something slipped into it that was very important. 


He talks about ANZUS and he talks about the 
politically sensitive issues of port access for nuclear 
powered and nuclear arms warships; the repoct is a very hot 
issue downunder. 


Can you try and get us some answer as to why 
that statement was there and, please, not an answer that 
says, it's not our policy to talk about whether our ships 
ace nucleac acmed? 


A I'll look into that, yes. 


Q Yesterday, publicly, you called upon the Arab 
community to help cesolve the question of a destination for 
the PLO. Has there been any response? 


a I won't say there has been a cesponse, per 
se. I will say that throughout the discussions, since 
Ambassaioc Habib became engaged in them, we have been in com- 
munication with a number of Arab countries as well as other 
countcies on the crisis, and I don't care to go beyond that 
at this time. 


Q Was that asking about the possibility of 
where the PLO can be located or just dealing with crisis in 
the Middle East? 


1 We have been in communication with a number 
of Acab countries -- 


Q About celocation? 


A -- other countrcies on the crisis in the 
Middle East, particularly Lebanon. 


Q Regacding celocation? 


A Regacding the crisis in Lebanon. 


Q To clear the recorcd on the thing, there have 
been cepocts in the Israeli press to the effect that the 
govecnment there is disturbed by the ceported fact 
that Secretacy Shultz said in his confircmation hearings that 
he believed that Ambassador Habib would need thirty days 
more to negotiate the PLO withdrawal. My recollection of 
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the hearings are not that he said that. 


A Your recollection is correct. We have said a 
number of times that we are not imposing time limits on the 
negotiations undecway in Lebanon. We are, as you know, 
urging the quickest possible action and have called for 
close adherence to a ceasefire in place while the talks con- 
tinue. The Secretary set no limit on the talks. 


His only ceference to a thirty-day period was 
in connection with the peciod of time he anticipates that 
U.S. Peacekeeping troops would be required if they were 
employed in Beirut to assist with the evacuation of PLO 
fighters. This is fully consistent with the President's own 
statement with respect to the possible use of U.S. troops. 


Q Anything on the alleged flaring up of the 
confict between Ethiopia and Somalia? 


A I have nothing I can offer you on that today. 


Q Do you have any guidance on rceports that the 
U.S. has agreed with the Polish Government to accept about 
three hundced families of intercnees who want to leave? 


A The United States and its Allies have unani- 
mously condemned the Polish martial law regime's attempt to 
force intecned persons to leave theic country as a condition 
for release from intecnment. The United States has made no 
agreement with the Polish authorities on a program for 
accepting former intecnees as cefugees. Those former interc- 
nees who decide that they cannot continue to live in their 
country because of political persecution by the mactial law 
cegime there are being assisted in applying for refugee sta- 
tus at the United States rcefugee processing facility in 
Feankfuct. This, of course, cequires the cooperation of the 
Federal Republic of Germany, and an arcangement has been 
agreed upon to this end between the United States and the 
Federal Republic of Germany. 


Q Could we get that, please? 
A Yes. 


Q What about the families? 


ay Yes. In cespect to the question about three 
hundced, it's not possible to say how many former internees 
may ultimately elect to leave Poland and seek resettlement 
in the United States oc elsewhere. So far, we have accepted 
applications from approximately one hundced celeased interc- 
nees. Together with theirc families, this amounts to approxi- 
mately two hundred fifty people. Only a few of this numberc 
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have actually arcived in the United States. 


Q Can we get a copy of the 30-day statement as 
well as the Polish statement? 


a Yes, sure. 


Q Is there anything new on the 
Nicaragua/Hondurcas border conflict? 


A When you say, is there anything new, is there 
anything in parcticulac you wish me to address on that 
subject? 


Q Any new information about the Nicaraguan 
Claims that the Somozistas band is supported by the United 
States; have you replied to that? 


A I'm sorcy. Say that again. 


Q Nicaragua claims that they have been invaded 
by a band of former Somozistas supported by the United 
States. 


a I will address it in this context. The 
claims concerning invasion are groundless. We have nothing 
that would gonficm such allegations. There have been minor 
military clashes along the borderc area between Honduras and 
Nicaragua for sometime, but we have no indications that 
there has been any kind of “invasion” by any kind of force 
fcom Honduras. 


In fact, the Honduran Government has strongly 
denied those cumors and repeated its call for international 
supervision of bc.ider arceas to help maintain the peace in 
that cegion. 


Q On that, Dean, specifically, the latter 
point, is the White House's full endorsement of the 
Honduran Peace Proposal, is that going to influence the 
eight points that were put forward by a senior 
Administration official in talking to us and saying he was 
transmitting this to the Nicaraguans as a basis for 
negotiations? 


Ace those going to be now included in the 
eight points for the basis of negotiations? 


A I don't have an answec for you. 


Q Can you take the question? 


A Yes. 
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Q Do you have any readout of the EEC meetings 
with Eagleburger yesterday and I think today? 


Aa I do not. 


Q I saw some ceporcts this morning about an 
alleged secret deal between France and the Soviet Union for 
below-market credits that the French have since denied. Do 
you have anything on that? 


A You're talking about a French-Soviet 
undecstanding, correct? 


Q Yes. 


A France signed an agreement with the Soviet 
Union in earciy 1980 covering officially supported export 
credit arrangements for all major trade with the Soviet 
Union of which we were informed shortly aftercwacds. 


The French Govecnment maintains that they 
have infocmed us and other Allies of the most important 
tecms contained in this agreement but they have not provided 
us with copies of it. They have indicated to us and to 
others that provisions of this agreement make it difficult 
for them to*joint in an agreement which would restrict the 
volume of officially supported expoct credits to the Soviet 
Un Lon. 


Q Did they so inform you at the Versailles 
Summit? 


a I can't tell you precisely when the infor- 
mation was given to us. 


Q Given the inevitability, if it already hasn't 
happened, of leaks in connection with the State Department's 
notification on Iscaeli acms in Lebanon, U.S. arms in 
Lebanon -- 


rs Leaks? What leaks? This town, I thought, 
was devoid of leaks. 


Q And youc cemacks that this was a parcticularcly 
delicate time and therefore you could not tell us about the 
contents, why, then, was this the propec time to send that 
note to Congress? 


A Again, Bernie, beyond saying that it is a 
particulacly delicate time in the negotiations, I can't say 
anything to that. 
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Q There ace ceports from Beirut that the 
Israelis have tightened the grip on the city and prevented 
fuel, gas, flour and medical supplies of entering Beirut. 
Medical sources in Beirut are saying that the medical 
situation is very bad -- typhoid and choleca might spread if 
these supplies are not allowed in. What do you say? 


A Eacliec this week we received ceports from 
the Lebanese Government that only a very small amount of 
celief shipments of basic foods, principally wheat, flour, 
was being allowed to enter West Beirut. The amount of these 
commodities entering for the civilian population of West 
Beirut, however, was less than the daily consumption rate of 
that civilian population, and there were ceporcts that stocks 
of flour in West Beicut were so low that there was imminent 
dangec that the civilian population would cun out of flour. 


We caised this with the Israeli Government as 
a matter of ucgent concecn, expressing our Own conviction 
that there should be no bars to supplying food to civilian 
populations in need. The Iscaelis have indicated that they 
shace this concern and theirc policy, as we understand it, is 
to permit full activity of the Government of Lebanon in 
meeting the needs of the civilian population. 


. My understanding is that as of yesterday 
mocning the checkpoints into West Beirut which, on various 
occasions, have been manned by Iscaeli military and 
Christian Phalange forces, ace now permitting a larcgec flow 
of goods. We do not yet have precise information on the 
shipments. We will be monitoring the situation closely to 
insuce that the increased flow includes sufficient flour to 
meet the needs of the civilians in West Beirut. 


Q This is yestecday. They ace protesting -- 
there ace demonstrations in West Beirut protesting that they 
don't have flour and fuel. 


A You ace cefercing to a specific rcepoct of 
this mocning? I've not seen it. 

Q Now. It's on the wices. 

A I've not seen that. Nonetheless, what I gave 


you still applies to ourc position on it. 


Q In cegacd to that food situation, are we, 
through ouc intecmediacies, talking to the PLO about sharing 
theic storces with the civilian population? 


A Ace we talking to the PLO through 
intecmediarcies? 
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Q Through intermediaries about sharing their 
stores of food? 


a I don't know. I have not heard any 
suggestion of that. 


Q Have we gotten any indication from the 
Israelis that they would be unwilling to allow the civilian 
population of West Beirut to evacuate? 


A No. 


Q Would we be in favor of such a plan or 
opposed? What would be ourc position? 


A I don't want to get into our position on 
issues liked that. 


Q It's a wonderful thing to be very concercned 
about the condition of civilians in West Beirut. 


x Which we obviously are. 


Q Which you obviously are. Then, my question 
is, does this concercn extend to the idea they might be eva- 
cuated from what could be a very secious combat zone? 

. 


A Apart from expressing our concern for the 
fate of the civilian population of West Beirut, I really 
don't think it serves any useful purpose to get into 
questions about evacuation. 


Q The concercn foc feeding them and medical 
supplies in West Beirut does not extend to getting them out 
of West Beicut; is that what you're saying? 


My No. I'm not addcessing the question. 


Q There were cepocts, I think, about a week or 
two ago, that some of tte Israeli occuping authorities in 
southern Lebanon, they went to one bank manager in Tyre orc 
Sidon in southern Lebanon and they demanded orc asked for a 
ceporct, an account, of the personal deposits and the personal 
accounts of the inhabitants in the area. He refused and I 
think he was not only cebuked but my information is that he 
was mishandled pretty damn good by the Iscaeli occupational 
authorities. 


What do you comment on the Iscaelis ceaching 
out to the pocket of the people because it's too much to 
ask foc the personal accounts of people who live in the 
acea? 
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A It is a report I have not seen. I have no 
comment on it because I'm not familiar with it. 


Q We talk about evacuating the fighters out of 
Beirut, what criteria is the U.S. planning to use to deter- 
mine who is a fighter and who is not? 


a I can't go into precise details like that. 
There are estimates of the number of fighters, and I'll just 
have to let it go at that. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #118 
MONDAY, JULY 19, 1982, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Let me welcome you today by reading to 
you two statements on behalf of Secretary Shultz. 


As you know, the White House today announced the 
President's intention to nominate three distinguished 
Americans to senior posts at the Department of State. Kenneth 
Dam, a friend of many years, will be nominated Deputy 
Secretary. He is a lawyer, economist, author, and scholar. 
Mr. Dam has always made his many talents available to his 
government and has served both in the Office of Management and 
Budget and on the Council on Economic Policy. He is now 
Provost and Professor of Law at the University of Chicago. I 
look forward to rcenewing our close association and bene- 
fitting from his wisdom. 


The career of Allen Wallis in science, education, 
economics and statistics is among the foremost of our 
country. From Rhodes Scholar to Chancellor at the University 
of Rochester, Mr. Wallis has constructed a brilliant record 
of service and achievement. His many learned writings have 
provided insight into a wide range of issues. In the past, 
he has always volunteered his time and experience when called 
on by his government. I am confident that he will bring 
distinction to his new post as Under Secretary of State for 
Economic Affairs. 


William Schneider is already well known in govern- 
ment. A dedicated public servant, he has worked in both the 
Senate and the House of Representatives on political-military 
and global security matters. He presently holds the position 
of Associate Director for National Security and International 
Affaics at the Office of Management and Budget. He will be 
nominated as Under Secretary for Security Assistance, 
Science, and Technology. 


The second statement, also on behalf of Secretary 
Shultz, has to do with the departure of Deputy Secretary 
Walter Stoessel. 


Over the past few weeks, the Department of 
State has been in the extraordinarily competent hands of 
Walter Stoessel. He has agreed to help me with my own ini- 
tiation into the Department, but he also has indicated a 
desire to move on to new endeavors as soon as I can select a 
successor to him. 
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No man in public service today is better known for 
grace and sound judgment under the most difficult of cir- 
cumstances. These qualities have been amply demonstrated to 
me in his role as Acting Secretary during the current crisis 


in Lebanon. 


In his forty years in the foreign Service, Walter 
Stoessel has achieved every possible position of respon- 
Sibility. Ambassador to Poland, the Soviet Union and the 
Federal Republic of Germany. Assistant Secretary, Under 
Secretary and Deputy Secretary of State. He was recently 
made a Career Ambassador -- the highest rank in the Foreign 
Service, one achieved by only a handful in each generation. 


I will need his wise counsel in the days ahead, and 
when he leaves, the Department will continue to benefit from 
his experience and his views. Few have served this Nation 
with such distinction, and none with greater elegance and 


elan. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


fe) Ficst of all, on the Israeli letter on the 
cluster bombs, there have been various reports. Can you tell 
us anything about the contents of it, first of all? 


rn With cespect to the reports of the Israeli 
cesponse, I can confirm that the Administration received a 
formal reply from the Israelis on July 16. The contents of 
that cesponse are classified. We are reviewing the Israeli 
cesponse and associated factors. 


Q Has the Administration made any decision on 
the next shipment of artillery shells on Israel? 


on The question of shipments 1s now under review, 
and I have nothing further for you on the subject at this 
time. 


Q That shipment was due to go today, was it not? 


y I don't know the precise delivery schedule, 
and it is a question, I believe, that should be addressed to 
the Pentagon. The fact of the matter is that the President 


has made no decision. 


Q In this case, is this not a case where no 
decision or a continuing review is tantamount to a decision 
in the sense that the material doesn't go? 
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rs If 1t 1s correct, aS you suggest in your 
question, that a shipment was due today, the fact still 
remains that the President has made no decision. 


Q Under those circumstances, Dean, would the 
shipment go -- if it was indeed due to go today, and the 
President has made no decision? 


a I just have nothing further for you on the 
subject at this time. 

Q Is a decision required for the items to 
proceed normally? 

4 I can't tell you in this specific case. All I 
can tell you is that the President has made no decision. 

0 When was the question placed under review? 
The delivery. 

oan The question of which, the cluster bombs? 

Q Yes. 

is Oh, I can't give you a precise time on that. 


It has been under review for some time now.* 


Q A matter of how long approximately, when you 
say "some time?" 


A I'll have to take the question, Jim I 
honestly don't cecall precisely. 


Q Do you consider that the review process is 
complete with the receipt of the letter from Israel, or do 
you still await -- 


res I said that we are not only reviewing the 
Iscaeli response, but we are also taking into consideration 


associated factors. 


Q Can you tell us what some of those factors 
ace? 

By No. 

Q Are you taking into account any of the state- 


ments from medical personnel who have recently left Lebanon 
and spoke about the number of civilian casualties due to 


cluster bombs? 


*Spokesman misinterpreted the question as referring to the use of 
cluster bombs and not shipment of artillery shells. 
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A I'm sorcy, I'm just not in a position to 
detail for you what is incorporated in that. 


e) Dean, in terms of when the review began speci- 
fically regarding these 155 millimeter artillery shells, when 


did -- whether or not this Administration is going to ship those 


shells to Israel, when did that review commence? 


A I can't tell you. I would have to take 
the question because I don't know the answer. 


0 Dean, can you tell us anything about the 
Secretarv's planned meetings with the Saudi and Syrian 
Foreign Ministers? 


a Yes. The Secretary will meet with each of the 
two Foreign Ministers individually, and he will also have a 
jJOint meeting with the two of them. As you know, they are in 
the United States at the request of the Arab League, and will 
present theirc views jointly in that context. The fact that 
they are here as Arab League representatives also affords an 
opportunity for discussions in a bilateral context. 


0 Could you give us the times on that? There 
seems to be some confusion. 


nan Yes. I'm not absolutely certain of the times 
when they will be meeting with the Secretary. The White 
House has announced that the President will see the two 
ministers together tomorrow. The Secretary will attend that 
meeting. As for the Secretary's own meetings, it is still 
not absolutely certain what the times will be. 


QO The cevised schedule does not list the Saudi. 


a I understand that, but I'm just not in a posi- 
tion at this point to tell you when it will be. 


0 Dean, a minute ago you said that the Secretary 
will have a joint meeting and a meeting with each of the two 


individuals. 
ny That's right. 


0 I thought what we were to understand a short 
while ago that the short meeting was on, but that one of the 
individual meetings, namely that with the Saudi, had been 


cancelled? 


a No, my understanding is not that it was can- 
celled, but that there was a question about the timing of its 


taking place. 
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fe) When the joint meeting is over, will the 


Secretary come down with the two ministers t® answer questions? 


A I don't believe so. 

@) Will the two ministers be available to answer 
guestions? 

A I'll have to check into that, Don. I don't 


know. 
@. Would you do that? 
a, Yes. 


Q Dean, as long as we're talking about this Arab 
League thing, there is continuing speculation about U.S. 
policy regarding the PLO. Can you give us a definitive word 
on the PLO representative who allegedly is with this 
delegation? 


A, More definitive word than we have given you in 
the past? 

9 Yes. 

By The answer is that our policy remains 


unchanged, and by that I mean that we will not discuss or 
meet with the PLO until the PLO recognizes Israel's right 
to exist and accepts the appropriate Security Council 
Resolutions 242 and 338. 


0 That cefers specifically to Mr. Al-Hassan, who 
may Oc may not be with the delegation? 


A It does indeed. 


0 Dean, do you know if there are any plans to 
ceplace Philip Habib? 


A Not at all. 


0 Dean, who has to make the announcement from 
the PLO that you will be considering as a bona fide spokesman 
for the PLO to respond to your terms and conditions for his 
recognition or the recognition of his organization? 


A I don't think I care to address the question 
ln quite the context in which you put it. I think our posi- 
tion 1s clear on the matter, and until we feel that the con- 
ditions are met, we intend to pursue the policies that I 
again enunciated today. 
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e) Dean, I want to follow that, because it is 
vecy important to know who will be speaking for the PLO in 
your position and he could be a bona fide person to speak, 
because Sartawi, who is a PLO executive member in Paris and is 
a confidant of Yassar Arafat, made it very clear, in communication 
with Dc. Goldmann, Pierre Mendes-France, and with 
Philip Klutznik, the three notable Jewish personalities, that 
they would like very much to meet on these conditions of 
mutual recognition. In other consequent correspondence he 
said, "We are on the way to recognizing Israel," so who is the 
spokesman for this that would be acceptable to you in order 
to accept these terms? 


4 We are aware of the reports that you are 
ceferccing to, but I have no position other than what I gave 


you on the subject. 


0 Do you have information that this person, the 
Mr. Hassan, will be with the delegation, and if he appears 
with that Arab League Delegation this afternoon, will he be 
received at the State Department? 


ney The answer to the latter question is, 
obviously, no. I do not have any confirmed information 
as to his whereabouts. 


Q Was he given a visa? 


on I just don't know the details of whether or 
not he was, nor can I confirm for you specifically where he 
is at the moment. 


) What about that last part, if he turns up with 
the other two, what happens? 


z, He will not meet with any U.S. officials. 


fe) Will he be allowed into the lobby of the State 
Department? 


na I can't tell you that. 


e) Did you have anything on the report that Iraq 
has agreed to accept some of the PLO? 


a No. No, I don't wish to comment on that. 
It's a question, as you know, which is involved in the nego- 
tiations that Ambassador Habib has been conducting. 
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QO You've been calling on what you call the "Arab 
Community” to help solve the problem. 


A Right. 


Q But there is a report from Iraq. I don't 
understand why you're not commenting on that? 


4 For the ceason I stated. 

QO I don't understand that. 

x Why? It's just a question I don't care to 
address. 

0 One general question: Are we asking the PLO 


to make such a statement with respect to what has already 
been stated? Are we asking them in any way? 


A Not in any formal sense, no, but they fully 
understand our position. 


0 Do we hope that they do so? 


a Do we hope that they do what, recognize 


Israel? 
Q Yes. 
a, Of course, we do. 
QO Dean, can you comment on the possibility that 


former Secretary Kissinger might have some role in the Middle 
East negotiations? Is this something that is under 
consideration? 


ne Not to my knowledge at this time, Don. 


e) Can you tell us anything further about the 
weekend meetings, what they amounted to and what result they 
had, 1f£ any? 


A Some of the press reports I read seemed to me 
to be a quite comprehensive explanation of what the purpose 
of the meetings was and, to some extent, what was discussed 
without going into any specific detail. Basically, it was 
for the purpose of conducting a broad-ranging look at the 
entice cegion. By this, I mean coughly from Egypt to the 
Persian Gulf. It was obviously at the request of Secretary 
Shultz who called upon the advice and counsel of Henry 
Kissinger and two other nongovernmnent officials. I really 
have nothing I can add either to that or to some of the press 
ceports which appeared over the weekend. 
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0 Do you expect there will be another meeting 
of this same nature, Or is this it? 


2 I can't predict that. I certainly wouldn't 
want to cule it out, but at the same time, I'm not aware of 
any plans to hold a follow-up meeting in the near future. 


0 Dean, could I take you back to your reply on 
the Kissinger role, "Not to my knowledge at this time"? 


A Yes. 


0 It seems like vou'rce saying that the possibi- 
lity exists that he will, in fact, be called upon to under- 


take -- 


aA Yes, I suppose you can read it that way. MI 
don't wish to steer you in that direction because, to my 
knowledge there are no plans for the former Secretary to 
assume such a cole. 


fe) Dean, getting back to the cluster bomb thing, 
who classified the letter, our government or the Israelis? 


uy I don't know. 

Q Do you know at what level it is classified? 

os No, I'm sorry, I do not. 

0 Dean, can we turcn around Jim's question? You 


said, "Of course, we hope the PLO recognizes Israel." Do we 
hope Israel recognizes the PLO? 


ra What we are talking about here is our cela- 
tionship with the PLO. That is the way in which I wish to 
leave my answer. 


Q Dean, can you give us a status report on the 
negotiations in Lebanon cight now? 


ey Ambassador Habib is continuing his discussions 
with Lebanese leaders. Efforts continue to overcome the 
obstacle of finding a suitable location to receive the 
Palestinian fighters. The ceasefire, as I understand it, is 


holding. 


Q Is food being allowed into West Beirut now -- 
food, water, and medical supplies? 
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Ay Some food has been brought in over the past 
few days, but the situation is grim. 

@) There is a blockade on flour and blood. 

A What I said was that some food had been 


brought in over the past few days, but the situation remains 
grim. 


0 Is the United States putting any pressure on 
Israel to lift that blockade right now? 


A We have had discussions with Israel over the 
course of the last few weeks, and more recently the last few 
days. They understand our position. 


-- MORE -- 
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@) Would you (inaudible) in Lebanon, 
how about the 200,000 civilians that are in the south now 
without their camps? Their camps have been destroyed. What 
will happen to them? Are they going to build them new camps 
in Lebanon? 


Ay Let me say a couple of things regarding this. 
Insofar as the refugee policy pursued by the Israeli 
Government, clearly you should address your questions to the 
Iscaeli Government. 


For our part, the United States Government is doing 
its best to provide emergency assistance to all the people 
in Lebanon who have suffered and who have been displaced by 
the fighting. That includes the Palestinians as well as the 


Lebanese. 


United Nations agencies and private relief organi- 
zations are also active in this work with UNWRA, con- 
centrating on the Palestinian rcefugees in keeping with its 
traditional role. We support this international effort. 


fe) How it is then when Mr. McPherson was told us two 
days ago that the problem of these 200,000 Palestinians will be 
very crucial in two months when it starts raining and cold and 
all that, and we have to provide shelter for then. 


What is considered? Other camps in Lebanon for 
them? New camps? Where will they shelter them? 


%, I have nothing I can add to what I gave you 
on that, and, as you know, as you indicated, Mr. McPherson 
addressed this the other day when he spoke to the problems 
that he found are being are being encountered in southern 


Lebanon. 


@) On the language of your reply to the question on 
the negotiations, are you making a distinction between 
Palestinian fighters and Palestinian leaders? 


* In my statement? 


0 In other words, you say that efforts continue 
to find a home for Palestinian fighters. 











ll 
A Yes. 
| Q Does that mean that a home for Palestinian 
leaders has been found? 
4 I don't have any comment to offer you in 
terms of the distinction you're making. 
0 But is there such a distinction in terms of 
your language? 
A I'm speaking here of the Palestinian 
fighters. 
0 Is Yasser Arafat a Palestinian fighter? 
om I'm not going to comment on the distinction 
that you are suggesting I try to make. 
Q On-the question of the camps, I believe 


last week you said that the replacement camps for 
Palestinian cefugees in Lebanon should be a matter for the 
Lebanese and U.N. to work out. 





Is that still your position? 
Did I say U.N.? I'm not sure I -- 


Yes, you did. 
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A 
Q 
Q UNWRA. 
A It's something for the Lebanese Government 
t. 


to work ou 
Q Can I take you back to Iraq. You're leaving 
me puzzled on that. On the one hand you're talking about 


efforts continue to overcome the obstacle of finding a 
Suitable location for the Palestinian fighters. 





On the other hand, there's a report that Iraq has 
agreed to accept some or all <= I'm not sure of the phrasing 


-- and you're saying you don't want to address that 
guestion. 


ry Yes. 
Q On the one hand you're raising efforts to 


obstacle. Isn't the Iraq report, if it's true, an answer to 
the effort to overcome the obstacle? 
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4 If it's true. I have not seen the report nor 
am I in a position te confirm it. In other words, we would 
welcome, aS we indicated the other day, assistance by the 
Acab Community to resolve this problem in the negotiations. 


Q Can we assume this subject will be raised 
with the two foreign ministers today? 


A Which subject? About Irag or about -- 
QO About a haven for the PLO fighters. 


A I think that's a very safe assumption to 
make. Sure. 


e) Dean, can I go back to the refugee question? 
What figure does the United States Government use for the 
number of homeless in Lebanon? 


a Unless Mr. McPherson gave you a figure, I 
don't have one to offer. Quite frankly, I have not seen 
personally any official estimates on that subject. 


0 Has an agreement been reached on a final 
destination for the Palestinian leadership as opposed to the 


Palestinian fighters? : 


I'm not going to comment on that. 


A 
Q You've left it awfully vague about -- 
rs 


So be it. 


Q How can you take yourself out of the respon- 
sibility of what Israel has done in southern Lebanon, and 
who is your ally all the time and it's armed with your 
weapons and creating all of this in southern Lebanon, by 
Saying that I ought to address the question to the Israeli 
Government about the refugee problem, refugees in southern 
Lebanon. There are 200,000 people there. 


2 I understand that. I can't purport to speak 
for the Israeli Government. I can only attempt to give you 
the point of view of this government. 


Q What is the point of view of this government 
about this problem with 200,000? We can't address it to the 
Iscaeli Government. We're asking the United States 
Government about it. 
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A - I gave you what Our position is with respect 
to providing assistance. 


0 Do you have any answer to the expressions of 
impatience which are coming from Israel in the last few days 
as to the slowness of the Habib talks and the political pro- 
cess in Beirut? 


a I'm not going to comment on those reports, 
but we have certainly stressed repeatedly that we feel that 
it's a matter of great urgency and that solutions should be 
found as speedily as possible. 


Q You mentioned that the United States 
Government is committed to give assistance through inter- 
national celief agencies. 


How is it able to do that with the Israeli 
blockade on medical supplies and the like? 


A I have addressed the subject in the terms 
that I wish to use in so addressing ite I have nothing to 


add. 


0 Dean, we've got a time problem here, maybe we 
can come back to the rest of the Lebanese questions later. 


A couple of other issues I'd like to take-up. 
One, do you have any comment on a report in the Post today 
about the sale of some computerized nuclear technology to 


Argentina? 


A Yes. Regarding that report, the article is 
misleading and inaccurate on a number of key points. 
Department of Energy approval of the export of the Foxboro 
process control equipment for the Argentine heavy water 
plant, to be constructed by Switzerland and safeguarded by 
the International Atomic Energy Agency, does not represent a 
reversal of the nuclear policies of the previous 
Administration, and did not seriously undercut United 
States' efforts to obtain Argentine agreement to safeguard 
all of its nuclear activities as the article implied. 


The export was approved with the concurrence of 
the Departments of State, Commerce, Defense and the Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency. The approval of this export 
was granted on the basis that the Foxboro equipment is not 
specially designed or prepared for use in a heavy water 
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plant, 1t does not incorporate sensitive technology, and is 
available from foreign sources. 


Q Could we get that? 
a Yes. 


0 One other matter that came up over the 
weekend: Has the United States informed China of its inten- 
tion to co-produce F=-5E's with Taiwan? 


a As I noted last week, there's been a iot of 
speculation in the press recently on that and other subjects 
related to our relationship with the Chinese. 


As you know, the general subject of arms sales has 
been under discussion with the Chinese Government for some 
time. Beyond that, I cannot comment on the specific 
substance of these discussions. 


I might add to that that insofar as arms sales to 
Talwan are concerned, we have made clear our intentions on a 
number of occasions, including last January ll. You will 
recall that the decision announced then envisaged continued 
co-production of aircraft on Taiwan. I have nothing 
specific on that for you today. 


Q The story also says that the Chinese 
Government officially protested the decision. Has the 
United States received a protest from the Chinese? 


A I cannot comment on that. 


0 Can you tell us if Ambassador Hummel has 
delivered anything that might be called Shanghai II 
Communication with the Chinese? 


A No. I cannot tell you. 


e) On the question of the Argentine sale, was 
the approval granted before the Falkland Islands war or was 
that after the suspension of military -- 


A I'm sorry. I don't have a date to give you 
On when it was approved. I will have to 
take that question. 


7 
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0 On El Salvador, on Friday The Wall Street 
Journal had an interview with the Director of Central 








Intelligence, Mc. Casey, in which he said that the CIA 
played some role in the elections in El Salvador. Can you 


tell us what that is? 


A No. But I understood that the CIA addressed 
that. 


fe) Yes. But they wouldn't tell us what it was. 


(Laughter) 


A I'm sorry. I have to refer you back and 
maybe they will tell you what it was. 


0 On the meeting bectween Shultz and the Saudi 
Foreign Minister, it's not yet fixed, but will it be today? 


2 





A This I cannot confirm at this point. 
Q But there will be a meeting? 
rN My understanding is that there will in fact 


be a meeting. Yes. 


Q Might I ask you a question about a possible 
change in U.S. policy regarding nuclear warships to ANZUS 
countries? Do you have anything on that? 


By No. Not today. 


@) Back to Beirut for a second on the situation 
in West Beirut. You said that it was "grim." Last week you 


A The food situation is what I was referring 
to. 


Q Last week you said that the U.S. was 
addressing this as a matter of urgent concern, I believe was 
the word that you used, to the Israelis. 


Has the situation ameliorated since that interven- 
tion, Or has it actually gotten worse or is it the same? 


et Beyond saying, as I did, that some shipments 


of food have gotten through in recent days, the situation 
remains grim. That's the best assessment I can give you as 


of now. 
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Q Do you have any specifics on that? Are you 
talking about possible starvation? Are you talking about 
something to a less degree than that? 


A I can't characterize it in those terms. I 
have to stand on what I gave you on that. 


Q Are you satisfied that the U.S. intervention 
had any effect at all that you alluded to last week? 
Because you didn't -- 


, We are not satisfied with the situation. 
Otherwise we wouldn't characterize it as grim. 


@) On another subject, can you bring us up to 
date on this somewhat bizarre case of the Colorado professor 
and apparent mixup in a body being shipped to his wife? 


Ay I'm sorry. You'rce going to have to tell me a 
bit more about it than that. 


Q It's the Schrock case. 


y Okay. My understanding is that the American 
Embassy in Mexico City has taken up this matter at the 
highest levels with Mexican authorities. 


We have asked Mexican officials to reopen their 
investigation as to the whereabouts of Professor Schrock. 
We also have asked Mexican officials for full and complete 
details on how the body returned to the United States was 


mistakenly identified. 


Q At this point are you satisfied that the 
Professor is dead? 


na I have no furtherc information I can give you 
on that. 


) In a story apparently printed in Denver, the 
U.S. Consul in Mazatlan is quoted as saying, "It's easy to 
sensationalize, but it's only the murcderc of one man." 


rs I'm sorry. I haven't seen that report. I 
certainly would have no comment on it. I would want to 
check into it about its alleged authenticity. 


Q Do you have anything on the U.S. talks this 
week with Singapore's Prime Minister Lee and Shultz and the 





17 


President? Can you tell us what sort of issues might be 
raised? 


A I can't give you any details on that today. 
I do know that Lee Kuan Yew 1S coming to Washington. I can- 
not conficm he's seeing the President, but I''m sure the 
White House could help you on that. He does plan to see 
Secretary Shultz, yes. 


0 What sort of issues will he talk about? 


vo wor oi. oro 


QL I can't give you a precise readout today. I 
don't have the information. 


0 I'd like to follow on that Schrock case if I 
may. Surely the lab tests are completed by now on that 
"blood-like" substance that was found in the vehicle. 


A I don't know. 


Q Would it be likely that the results of the 
tests have not been sent to Washington? 
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A The answer is I simply don't know. 

Q Can we ask Mexico? The Embassy? 

A Of course, we can. I have no information I 
can -- 

9 I've been asking that question for two and a 
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half weeks. 


A We'll look into it, but I don't have the 
answec for you today. 


Q Can you help us in any way with the 
Secretary's schedule the next few days? That is to say, in 
connection with the trip to California. 


A He 1s expected to leave Washington Wednesday 
afternoon and return on Monday. Is it the trip schedule 
itself that interests you or is it what he is doing between 
now and his departure time? 





0 Both. 


A I can't give you any specific information 
much beyond what we already have. As you know, if we take 
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the California trip first, he wil. be hosting German 
Chancellor Schmidt as well as Lee Kuan Yew of Singapore at 
the Secretary's home in California. 


The trip itself was arranged six months ago. 
After Mc. Shultz was confirmed as Secretary of State he 
decided to go forward with ‘he planned trip since it would 
give him a unique opportunity to talk in depth with these 


two wocld leaders. 


That's about all I have with rcespect to his trip. 
Concerning his activities between now and the time he 
departs, as I did indicate to you, he will be participating 
in the meetings at the White House tomorrow with the Foreign 


Ministers of Syria and Saudi Arabia. 


On the Foreign Minister from Italy, he is planning 
to see him, I believe. Is that correct? 


MR. ROMBERG: Right. . 


A That was something I meant to check just 
before I came out, and I believe it's at 9:30 tomorrow or 


Wednesday. 
MR. ROMBERG: Wednesday. 


QO Is he taking press on the California trip? 


A No. He 1s not. 


0 Where will the meetings take place with 
Chancellor Schmidt and Lee Kuan Yew? 


ra At his home. Also at Bohemian Grove. I 
don't think you could characterize it as a bilateral meeting 


at Bohemian Grove. 


Q I understand they are going on some kind of 
Sailboat. Is that true? 

a I hadn't heard that. I don't know. 

Q Do you have anything on this Jack Anderson 


story about a South African activist who's been refused a 
visa by the U.S.? 


A About who? 
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Q Perhaps you can take it. A South African 
activist who can't join his American wife and four-year-old 
son in this country. Excuse me for quoting Jack Anderson. 


x A South African. Right? 
@) Yes. 
No. I'm sorry. I have not heard of it. 


a 
Q Could you take it, please? It's Saturday's 
Jack -- 


A I'll look into it. Yes. 


0 Where is Buckley going to be going? Is he 
remaining in the State Department? 


pay Yes, he is remaining in the State 
Department. As has long been planned, he will move to the 


Counselor's position. 


0 Is Ambassador Stoessel officially retiring? 
a He will be retiring. Yes. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

2, 


You're welcome. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:5] p.m.) 
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DPC 
TUESDAY, JULY 20, 1982, 12:31 P. M. 

(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I would like to 
first of all with great pleasure welcome the new Deputy 
Assistant Secretary in the Bureau of Public Affairs, Robert 
M. Smalley. Mr. Smalley is sitting next to Alan. He is 
replacing Frank Gomez who, as you know, has gone back to 
ICA. Bob comes to us from IBM in New York where he was a 
senior adviser in management communication. We're 
delighted that he is now on board. 


Secondly, available in the Press Office is the 
testimony of Theodore Kronmiller, Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Oceans and Fisheries Affairs, before the House Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries Committee. The subject is Law of the 


Sea. 


Q I'm sorry. What was the time on that? 


A I don't think I gave you a time. I'm sorry. 
I don't have it with me. You can check that when you pick 
it up. 


Thirdly, also available in the Press Office is the 
1982 Report of the U.S. Advisory Commission on Public 
Jiplomacy which is an independent, bipartisan citizens com- 
mission created by Congress to conduct a continuing overview 
of the U.S. International Communication Agency. 


The Commission has assessed current programs and 
activities of the Agency which includes the Voice of 
America. The report is being submitted today to President 
Reagan, Secretary of State Shultz and USICA Director 
Charles 2. Wick as well as to the Congress. 


Questions concerning the report should be directed 
to G. Richard Monson or Bruce Gregory of the Advisory 
Committee's staff. The telephone number is 724-9243. 


I have a statement regarding the abduction of Mr. 
Dodge, the Acting President of the American University of 
Beirut. As you know, he was abducted yesterday on his way 
from his office to his home. As of this moment we have no 
information on the identity of his abductors or their 
motive. 
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The American University of Beirut has been maki.ig 
a vital contribution to higher education in the Middle East 
for over 100 years. Among its graduates are to be counted 
many Of the leading figures of the region. 


The University has, through the years, striven to 
remain above the political fray and to serve the entire conm- 
munity of Lebanon and the Middle East. Until the recent 
fighting, all factions had generally respected the inviola- 
bility of its campus and of those who work there. 


Given its distinguished record of service, it is 
particularly reprehensible that its acting President should 
be abducted, for whatever reason. It is even more 
abhorrent, given Mr. Dodge's personal commitment since the 
earliest years of his life to furthering the cause of better 
understanding between the United States and the peoples of 
the Middle East. 


We are pursuing this matter on an urgent basis 
with the Lebanese authorities, and we urge in the strongest 
possible terms that he be freed immediately by his captors. 
Their criminal act can benefit no one. 


With that I will be happy to take your questions. 

Q You say you have no information on the iden- 
tity of the abductors of their motive. Has there been any 
form of contact, any communication, with them even though it 
would not lead you to say who are they are or their motive? 


A No. Not to my knowledge. 


-- MORE -— 
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Q Have you seen the report that it might be the 
Shiite Community that -- | 


A We have, but we have no independent information 
at this time that would suggest there is any credence to those 
reports. Certainly, we would have no comment on then. 


Q , Dean, can you confirm that the PLO has offered 
to help locate the abductors? 


A We're gratified with all the efforts being 
advanced on behalf of Mr. Dodge. 


Q Dean, do you have anything for us right now as 
a status report on the discussions with the Saudi and Syrian 
Foreign Ministers this morning at the White House? 


A This morning I do not, but I do understand 
that a readout will be given at the White House at the conclu- 
sion of the meetings there. 


Q Can you comment on that report in The Times 
today saying that a decision was made at the NSC not to resume 
negotiations on the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty? 


A I have no comment for you at this time, but 
again I understand the White House will be addressing the sub- 
ject matter contained in that report later today. 


Q Do you have anything on the report yesterday 
that Irag was willing to receive some of the Palestinian 
fighters? 


A No, I don't have any comment on that today. 


Q Dean, what does the United States isolate out 
as the main stumbling block of the negotiations in Beirut? 


A It's always difficult to try to isolate a main 
stumbling block for fear that another one might crop up. I 
did indicate yesterday, without using that language precisely, 
that one of the principal concerns in the negotiations at this 
time, one which Ambassador Habib has been addressing daily, is 
the one of the destination of the PLO fighters. 


Q Dean, according to an Arab source, the two 
Foreign Ministers are here to try to influence the United 
States -- not to influence it in the negative sense -- but to 
bring about United States’ implementation of 508-509. Is that 
the understanding of the Administration as to what these 
Foreign Ministers are doing here? 
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4 I just prefer not to comment until the meeting 
at the White House is concluded today. The subjects will be 
properly addressed over there. , 


Q Can you tell us something about yesterday's 
meeting? I wasn't here. 


A Just that the meetings, as we descrihed them I 
believe, between the Secretary, the Syrian and Saudi Foreign 
Ministers, were preparatory to the meeting today with the 
President. 


Q What were the bilateral issues which Prince 
Saud took up? 


A Again, I just don't want to comment on the 
meetings until it is concluded at the White House today. I 
can assure you that everyone will have a chance to pose 
questions at that time. 


Q There was an Israeli radio report that 
Secretary Shultz had been invited to the Middle East. 


A I am aware of that report. There axe no plans 
for Secretary Shultz to visit the Middle East. [I'll just let 
it go at that. 


Q On another visit, do you have anything on 
Foreign Minister Cheysson's visiting Secretary Shultz? 


A No, not at the moment. We'll be glad to look 
into that. I have nothing I can offer you at this point. 


Q Do you have a tentative anything you can offer? 
A No, not at this time. 


Q Dean, could you tell us what is the position of 
the United States Government on the FPrench-Egyptian 
initiative? It has been submitted to Mrs. Jean Kirkpatrick, 
and I understand she says it is interesting. But I would like 
to find out whether the new Secretary has had a chance to 
study it, and what is the position of the United States? 


A I have no comment to offer you from here on 
that. We are aware of the reports concerning a draft, but at 
this point in the proceedings, I don't think it would be 
appropriate for me to make any comment. 

Q Thank you. 

x You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #120 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 21, 1982, 12:42 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. Just a couple of 
brief announcements today. 


Available in the Press Office are the following 
testimonies: 


The testimony of Denis Lamb, Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Economic and Business Affairs, before the 
Senate Finance Committee. The subject is Miscellaneous 
Tariff Bills. 








Also, the testimony of the Special Negotiator for 
Economic Matters, Charles Meissner, before the Subcommittee 
on Foreign Operations, Committee on Appropriations. The sub- 
ject is The Warsaw Pact. 





I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Dean, before we go to the usual Middle Fast 
questions, do you have any comment on the measures announced 
today by the Polish martial law regime? 


es The measures ceferred to have been taken note 
of here. We have not yet had an opportunity to evaluate 
these moves. We note, however, that in their declaration of 
January 11 of this year, the Forz2ign Ministers of the 
Atlantic Alliance called upon the Polish leadership to 
reestablish civil liberties and the process of reform. 
Specifically, they urged an end to the state of martial law, 
the release of those arrested and restoration of a dialogue 
with the Church and Solidarity. 


’ 


Our response to the most recent actions of the 
Polish authorities will require our common evaluation, 
together with our partners in the Atlantic Alliance, of the 
celationship between the measures announced and the goals 
cited above. 


Q Will that rcequice a formal gathering of 
foreign ministers to evaluate or =-- 


y, I have not heard any speculation, Jim, that 
that might be the case; but we will, obviously, be in 
communication with them. 
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‘that is done, I wouldn‘t want to make further comment. 





e) On the surface of it, though, it would seem 
that the action has not met the goals that they had enu- 
merated the last time they met. 


a In terms of the specific statement issued by 
the foreign ministers in January, that is obviously true. 
Nonetheless, we would want to evaluate what has been done in 
light of what Prime Minister Jaruzelski said today. Until 


0 Dean, can you give us any indication for our 
Own purposes when you feel you might have something more 
substantive on ‘this? 





A I thihk the-next step will, in fact, be, as I 
indicated, consultation with our Allies. I would not antici- 
pate saying anythince much beyond what I just did until that 
process 1s underway. 


Q But nothing specific is scheduled at this 
time, is that correct? 


A Well, as I say, we will be in communication 
with our partners in the Atlantic Alliance. There is no spe- 
cific meeting scheduled, no. 


0 New subject please? 
A Right. 
0 Where do we stand now on the Beirut deadlock 


following yesterday's meetings at the White House? 


MR On the "Beirut deadlock?" With respect to the 
meetings yesterday, I'm not able to get into any specifics. 
I cannot also get into the substance of the negotiations that 
ace now under way. As you know, there was a background 
briefing at the White House yesterday. There is nothing 
ceally I can say beyond that. 


QO He didn't tell us anything, Dean. It was 
absolutely naught. 


0 I second that. 


A We like to be consistent. (Laughter) 


0 Can I ask a question on the Middle East, Dean? 
Does Secretary Shultz -- and you may have answered this 
already or possibly you have not <= at any rate, does 
Secretary Shultz believe that the next Chairman of the OAU 
was right, or wrong, Or what to advise Yasser Arafat, "Your 
Suicide will immortalize the Palestinian cause for generations." 
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A I have not heard Secretary Shultz specifically 
address that subject. 


Q He hasn't any comment on it? One follow-up on 
that, does the Secretary believe that the world would be 
better off if Colonel Oadaffi himself were to take such a 
step in immortalizing his own cause? 


A Les, you know, I'm not going to try to respond 
to a question like that. 


0 I thought I'd at least try. There is the 
great Western proverb that even a steer can try. (Laughter) 
But it is a very newsworthy statement, and so forth. You 


understand. 


Q There have been a number of stories coming out 
of Beirut suggesting that as a result of all this, the PLO 
and the United States are now closer in some way. I know 
that you've previously denied any change in American policy. 


A Yes. 


Q But do you have any amplification, has there 
been any new communication from the PLO? Do you see these 
talks that took place with the two Arab Ministers as 
advancing the PLO-American dialogue, anything to take cogni- 
zance of the stories from Beirut from PLO sources? 


A Bernie, the answer is no. Our position on the 
PLO, as you indicated, has been stated many times, and it 
cremains unchanged. Simply to reiterate, we will not 
recognize orc negotiate with the PLO until that organization 
has accepted the two U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 
and 338 and rcecognized Israel's right to exist. 


In our view, these conditions must be met clearly 
and unequivocally and further, in our view, they have not been. 


e) A follow-up, Dean? Are there plans to revise 
242 and 338? 


’s Whether or not there are plans to do so, we 
are opposed to it. We believe that Resolution 242 is the 
agreed basis for peace in the Middle East and on which the 
Camp David approach itself is based. It is, furthermore, a 
very carefully drafted resolution. We don't want to see any 
attempt to amend it since this might cause one or anothe: of 
the states in the region which have accepted it to change 
there attitude toward its principles. 


e) Can we get that Dean, please? 
A Yes, sure. 
oO Do you think Israel now accepts or does not 
= accept that Resolution 242? 
A Israel has accepted it. 
e It has in the past; but in your view does the 


present government of Israel accept it? 


A Yes. 


Q Could I ask another follow-up question? In 
your cesponse to Mr. Gwertzman's question, his specific 
question was, "Has there been any new communication from the 
PLO?" and you answered in one word to a couple of different 
questions. Could you isolate out this one question: Has 
there been any communication from the PLO to the United 


States? 


mu No, there has been no direct communication 
from the PLO to the United States. 


0 How about indirect? 
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A Not other than the various press statements 
which have been attributed to PLO officials. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


Q At the White House, just a few minutes ago, 


Sam Donaldson quoted somebody by the name of Husseini, who 
claims that he has been in communication with a high-ranking 


Amecican official. What about that? 


Q I believe that statement was made by Mr. 
Husseini on television last night. 


re) Well, what about that? 


a I can tell you that he did, Mr. Husseini did, 
inadvertently, participate in a meeting between Assistant 
Secretary Abrams and two West Bank mayors on June 1 of this 
year. The purpose of that meeting was to discuss human 
ciaghts concerns on the West Bank. 


The ciccumstances, as I understand it, were these: 
Mc. Husseini arrived unannounced in the company of the two 
mayors, whose names I'll be glad to give you. Since he did 
not identify himself, and the Department officers present had 


never met him in any capvacit the incorrectly assumed that 
t { y 
née west a member of the mayor € 


tra ing party. 
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The mayors subsequently met with Assistant 
Secretary Nick Veliotes, but prior to that meeting, the State 
Department learned Mr. Husseini's status, and he was asked 
not to attend the second meeting with Assistant Secretary 


Veliotes. 


Just to reiterate our policy with regard to the 
PLO, we did not regard this incident as indicative in any way 
that our policy had changed. 


e) Except, of course, you allow them to maintain 
an office here in Washington, don't you? 


A An information office, that's correct. 


fe) That's what I mean. But it gives them a cer- 
tain amount of recognition, doesn't it? 


,, But I think we've covered this in the past, 
and I don't think -- 


e) I think you are certainly inculpable on this, 
but when you allow them to maintain an office in Washington, 
1t does give them a certain amount of recognition. 


nn In a certain sense, perhaps you're correct. 
But the fact of the matter 1s, we do not have any direct 
dealings with them -- except on such inadvertent occasions as 


the one I just outlined for you. 


fe) In your view, is that office a Palestinian 
information office or a PLO office? 


a Let me get the correct title for you. I don't 
recall specifically how we describe it. 


Q I know what it is called, but how do you see 
1t? 

Bs Let me get it for you before I try to respond 
to that. 

0 Also, I've been told that Dr. Husseini is an 


Amecican citizen. If that is true, does that give him any 
more leverage to meet with American officials, despite his 


Ob? 


’y Not at all. And to my knowledge, this is the 
only incident of this nature which has occurred. It was 
purely inadvertent. The mayors -- I said I'd give you their 
names: Mayors Qawasma and Milhem -- Muhammed Milhem of Halhul 
and Faud Qawasma of Hebron. 
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@) Dean, 1S it the State Department's interpreta- 
tion, then, that the recent statements emanating allegedly 
from PLO officials, saying that they might be, in fact, ready 
to rcecognize Israel are of no consequence? 


A I don't like to characterize them as having no 
consequence. I would prefer to stick with what I gave you on 
Our policy with respect to the issue. 


0 When you say that you won't recognize or 
negotiate, I just wonder if there 1S any distinction you 
Might draw between "negotiation" and “discussion,” as has been 


Grawn in other cases? 


A No, but it 1s quite true that we are prevared 
to talk with the PLO if they accept the conditions that I've 
repeatedly stated. 


Q Dean, I can't remember the position on this. 
Does the PLO have to change its covenant, or can it just stand 
up and say that it recognizes Israel? What are the terms 
that vou would accept for the recognition of Israel? 


- Simply that they be clear and unequivocal, and 
we do not believe they have been. 


Q Coming from whom? 
a From the PLO. 


0 I mean, there are a lot of people in the PLO. 
If Habash were to say it, for instance, but Yasser Arafat 
wouldn't, you'd have to get a unified -=- all of the PLO 
together, wouldn't you, not just one person, wouldn't be, 
Dean? 


A That might be difficult, but that's not really 
what I'm saying. I'm simply saying that we have to have 
assurances, Or we have to conclude ourselves that the 
commitments are clear and unequivocal. 


Q Dean, what is the vehicle for this 
recognition? Is it a written statement? Is it a public, 
verbal statement? 


2, I'm simply not in a position to help you on 
that. 


Q Dean, do you perceive any indication that the 
PLO 1S moving in this direction? 
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A Bob, I'm going to have to fall back on what I 
just said on that. 


e) Which 1s =-- ? 


A That we need a clear and unequivocal 
expression. 
0 In other words, there have been expressions, 


but they are short of being clear and unequivocal. 
B Let me just stick with the way I put it. 


re) Dean, there is a FBIS story here. Monte Carlo 
Radio talks about there have been indirect talks between the 
White House and PLO envoy Khalid Al-Hassan, who is now in 
Washington for this purpose, talks in connection with 
yesterday's meeting with the President. 


Have there been indirect talks between the White 
House and Al-Hassan? 


A No, sir. Not to my Knowledge. 


fe) Well, could you take that to make sure there 
1s no gap there, "not to your knowledge" and what may in fact 


have taken place? 


a Well, I mean -- Yes, I guess I can look 
into it, but it seems to me that you should put that question 
to the White House. The fact of the matter is that we simply 
don't have direct contacts with the PLO. 


Q Dean, On that problem, there is a sequence 
difficulty here, that if they are to somehow communicate 
their change of policy to you, you have a policy of not 
talking to them. 


q Oh, I think there are ways to get around that. 


Q That's what we're getting at, eh? Precisely, 
how do you intend that they do this? 


A I'm not in a position to spell it out for you 
other than to reiterate that we have not, in our judgment, 
received the kind of clear and unequivocal signal that we 


require. 


fe) Dean, if Yasser Arafat were to make a state- 
ment to that effect, would that be accepted by the 
Administration as representative of the position of the PLO? 
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aa I'm just not in a position to respond to that. 
I am not the one -- 


2 How does the PLO know how to operate, Dean? 
If they sent you a letter saying we met in convention, 
repealed these covenants, and so forth, and it was signed by 
Habash, Arafat and all the other PLO leaders, you would 
accept that? You wouldn't throw the letter out just because 
it came from the PLO? 


f These are all hypothetical questions which I'm 


not prepared to answer because, clearly, the decision would have 


to be taken at the highest levels of this government. Sv how 
could I presumably try to rcespond to your questions about how 
we would respond until such-and-such happens? 


Q I understand that, but how can the PLO do what 
you want them to do? They have no idea. I think Jim's 
question was in order. 


y I just have no answer for you. 


Q Dean, can you assure us that despite the fact 
that you won't give us an idea as to how this might be done 
publicly, can you assure us that how this might be done has 
been conveyed to the PLO? 


A No, I'm not in a position to give you any kind 
of assurance of that nature. 


Q Dean, you said there had been no indirect con- 
tacts between the United States and the PLO other than 
acticles which have surfaced in the press and -- 


* I thought I used the word “direct.” 


Q You were asked about indirect contacts as 
well, have there been any indirect contacts between the two. 


The question is, has the PLO made some effort to 
communicate to this government a change in its position 
cregacding 242 and 338 and Israel's right to exist, which has 
been turned down as not being clear and unequivocal? 


os I am not aware of any such communications. 
Q Dean, you very carefully a moment ago 


introduced the word “direct." What indirect contacts have 
there been? 
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A I am sorry. I may have misunderstood the 
question asked me. We have always maintained our policy 
that there be no direct contacts between the PLO and the U.S. 
Government. You can make a case that there have been con- 
tacts, as in the situation in which Ambassador Habib is 
involved, between ourselves and Lebanese officials, some of 
whom we have acknowledged to have been in contact with the 


PLO. 


I suppose one way to describe that is that that 
constitutes indirect contact, but it is only in that context 
that I make that distinction. 


Q The other day, Secretary Shultz -- I think it 
was ducing the hearings -- talked perhaps in a reference to 
the U.S. constant rcequirements for direct negotiations with 
the PLO, and introduced the phrase along the lines that they 
"had to get off the ‘guerrilla kick'.” Does that become a 
~ondition as well, or is that not a condition? 


ay I would have to go back and refresh my memory 
about the precise context in which Secretary Shultz used that 
tecm. So I'd better pass on a more specific response at this 
time. 


¢) Yesterday, it was said that the United States 
would have further discussions based on the White House 
meeting that took place with the two Ambassadors from Saudi 
Acabia and Syria. 


ny Yes. 


Q Can you tell us what is being done to continue 
the discussions, Or 1S some new message Or instruction going 
Out to Mc. Habib, or is it being pursued in some other diplo- 
matic channel? 


a Don, obviously, the substance of the meetings 
yesterday has been transmitted to Ambassador Habib. It is 
cectainly true that we will be having further discussions on 
the basis of yesterday's talks at the White House as well as 
othec diplomatic discussions that we have had. 


My problem is that I'm not able to get into the 
substance of yesterday's meetings, except to say that both 
Sides made constructive suggestions for ways to achieve 
fucthec progress toward a solution of the problems of 
Lebanon and especially the critical situation in West Beirut. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Without getting into the substance of 
yesterday's meetings, can you tell us anything further about 
the follow-up discussions which the backgrounder said would 
ensue? 


on Not in any specific terms. 


Q Would you say that there is any kind of 
progress on the question where the armed PLO people would go 
from Beirut? 


A No. I can't get into a discussion of it and 
especially not in terms of whether or not there has been 
progress. 


Q You said publicly a few days ago that this 
problem hadn't been solved until three days ago. Could you 
repeat that statement today? 


A Yes. 

Q It still hasn't been solved? 

oa That's right. 

Q Is it still the main stumbling block? 


on It is one of the issues that Ambassador Habib 
has been wrestling with. 


Q A few days ago you characterized it as the 
main stumbling block. Are you backing off from that? 


By No. I'm not sure I used that precise 
description, but it's certainly a major issue. Yes. 


Q In Habib's wrestling, does the State 
Department -- does Secretary Shultz believe that it is 
somewhat perplexing that Saudi Arabia would send so much 
money *o the PLO to provide American weapons to the PLO but 
not be willing to welcome them if they evacuate Beirut? 


Does this constitute any kind of a question in the 
mind of Secretary Shultz, or hasn't it occurred to him, or 
he'd rather not say anything, or what? 


on I don't have any comment on the specific 
thrust of your question. We did, as you know, point out the 
other day that we felt it behooved the Arab Community to 
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make a contribution toward a resolution of the problem of 
where the PLO fighters will go. 


Q Right. Now, a contribution” doesn't mean a 
financial contribution. It means taking them somewhere, 
doesn't it? 


a It means that we think that they have a 
responsibility in helping to resolve this protlen. 


Q Great. But I mean taking them -- doesn't 
that mean -- is that what you mean by this -- a respon- 
sibility to resolve the problem means taking these people, 
not offering them a chance to commit suicide? 


A I'm not going to be more specific in my 
response and particularly as it might pertain or be 
interpreted to pertain to a particular country in the Arab 
community. 


Q Can you analyze the reports that Prime 
Minister Begin has allegedly told reporters that you've got 
three weeks to solve this problem or one way or the other it 
will be solved? Do you have anything to say about that? 


q No. It's not quite clear to me that that's 
precisely what he said, but in any event I have no comment. 


Q Is it the American position that armed PLO 
have to be out of West Beirut, out of Lebanon, or just out 
of West Beirut, which means they can be in northern Lebanon 
Or so? 


ay What we've tried to do is to make a distinc- 
tion between the immediate problem of West Beirut and the 
long term problem of the future of Lebanon. 


We have said that in our view all foreign elements 
should leave Lebanon. I don't think it's very productive 
for me at *his point in the sensitive diplomatic nego- 
tiations that Ambassador Habib has engaged in *o be more 
precise than that. 


Q But in the past you have said the Syrians, 
*he Israelis and the PLO. 


A That's right. Yes. 


Q But under foreign elements. 
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a That's right. 

Q That still stands? 

a Yes. 

Q Do you have anything about the possible visit 
of the Israeli Foreign Minister here soon? 


oy That he will be here soon? Is that what 
you're asking? 


Q If you have any information about the 
possible visit -- 


M No. We do not have any information on that 
possibility at this time. 


Q Two follow-ups. Regarding your statement 
about Arab responsibility. Do we have any indication yet 
that the Arabs have accepted this responsibility in helping 
*o solve this Palestinian destination? 


ae I can't get into the substance of that. 


Q One other. Some of *he PLO spokesmen are 
saying that they would recognize Israel if they have guaran- 
tees Of a Palestinian state. Are we conveying any sort of 
promises of guarantees to them? 


fs Again, I'm not able to comment on specifics. 


Q I would like to go back to Don Oberdorfer's 
series of questions to you about what happens next in the 
discussions with the Arab League and try it from a different 
angle. 


Is the Arab League now waiting for some United 
States response *o its new ideas? The briefer yesterday 
indicated that the talks consisted mainly of the Arab 
leaders putting forward new ideas and then a discussion 
followed. 


Or do you need to talk to them more about what 
“hey meant? Is there a response that's awaited or further 
discussions of what they really intended? 


By My impression is that the two foreign 
ministers who were here yesterday indicated their intention 
to report back to the Arab League on their meeting with the 
President and the Secretary. 
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I am certain that they will do that. In precisely 
what form, I can't predict. In the meantime our own diplo- 
matic discussions will continue. 


Q So that you would expect them to what -- get 
in touch with you again after they'd talked to the Arab 
League? 


A That would be a logical step, but again it's 
getting out a bit ahead of the game when I don't know precise- 
ly what their intention is from this point on. 


@) So the first logical step or the only planned 
step is for them to go back and report to the Arab League 
and then to see what happens after that -- is that right -- 
with the idea that there will be further discussions with 
*he United States? 


A I have no doubt of that. There will in fact 
be discussions. 


e) How can you be so sure if you don't know what 
they're going to be about or -- 


A Because we are in communication not only with 
those two countries but other Arab countries on a constant 
basis regarding this problem. 


Q Is the United States prepared to bargain in 
advance directly or indirectly -- which I would imagine 
would be the case -- in order to get the PLO to accept the 
conditions you laid down? 


That is to say, what PLO spokesmen are saying is 
that what they want is the U.S. agreement to self- 
determination or recognition of the PLO and one or two other 
things that I can't recall right now. 


The question, therefore, is would the U.S. be pre- 
pared to bargain in advance indirectly with the PLO to get 
the PLO to accept those points -- if that's the PLO position 
-- in return for promises the U.S. would make as to what it 
would give the PLO? 


rn The use of the word "bargain" I find diffi- 
cult to accept because our position regarding the PLO is 
well known, so I don't know what there is to bargain or 
negotiate about. 


gn 


“Declassified for Publicatior in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


14 


Q So the U.S. is prepared to give nothing 
unless the PLO does those three points? 


A I'm prepared to say to you that our position 
remains unchanged with respect to dealing with the PLO. 


Q You said that you're making a distinction 
between the immediate problem of West Beirut in the long 
term future which seems to suggest that you would be pre- 
pared to accept that the PLO get out of Beirut and perhaps 
go into the northern part of Lebanon. 


Then in response to Bernie's question you said 
that all foreign armies must leave Lebanon. 


4 All foreign elements. 


Q Do you see those two things -- the movement 
of the PLO perhaps north -- and the movement of foreign ele- 
ments in other directions as taking place concurrently? 


A I can't get into any of the specifics con- 
cerning the discussions that are going on at the present 
*ime. 


Q Would it be acceptable to you to have those 
agreed to? 

A I'm sorry. I can't respond to that question. 

Q Then you said earlier on that the United 


States is opposed to any amendment to Resolution 242. 
A Right. 


Q Would the United States necessarily remain 
Opposed *o any such amendment if all the states in the 
Middle East were to agree to it? 


A I think our statement of policy regarding 
efforts to amend the resolution is quite clear in that 
respect. We would oppose it. 


Q Dean, let me ask on 242 again, please. 242 
was to be a resolution giving Israel the sign of recognition 
it wants and giving the Arabs the territory Israel occupied 
from them in ‘67. 
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Since then Israel annexed Jerusalem and the Golan 
Heights. How relevant 242 is really? I meah, is it still 
there, I mean realistically speaking, since Israel annexed 
these territories and is not willing to return them? 


How valid, how relevant, is 242? 


A All I can tell you in response to that is 
that we regard Resolution 242 and 338 as the cornerstone of 
our policy regarding the problem in the Middle East, which 
is a resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict. We further 
regard those two resolutions as being the underpinning for 
the entire Camp David framework upon which our policy is 
further based. 


Q Do you recognize the annexation of Israel, of 
these two territories, the Golan Heights and Jerusalem? 


A No. Of course not. 


QO Would you call on Israel, therefore, to 
withdraw from these territories, you know, to make 242 still 
valid and relevant to the resolution? 


A As I say, we have not recognized those 
annexations. 


Q Is the U.S. Administration involved in any 
way in a diplomatic effort through intermediaries to bring 
about that change in the PLO position? 


A No. 


Q You're just waiting for them to make their 
move independently? 


a They understand our position very well. I'm 
confident of that. 


Q Do you think there is any realistic expec- 
tation that Israel will evacuate and give up east Jerusalem? 
Is there any indication that you have received from the 
Israeli Government to that effect? 


Ay I think the Israeli Government's attitude is 
equally well known and in response to your question the 
answer is no. We've not received some indication from the 
Israeli Government of any change in their position. 
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Q Can I follow that up? There's a r 
that Secretary Shultz in September of 1980 told th 


Globe: 





"If I have any differences with Reagan it's about 
Middle East policy based on reading his B'nai B'rith 
speech." 


Have these differences been resolved? 


A All I can refer you to is to a number of 
the Secretary's statements regarding his position on the 
Middle East, and his statements regarding his responsibility to 
serve the President which he has made at his confirmation 
hearings. 


Q So you say that this definitely would have 
been resolved. 


4 I'd prefer again, as usual, to say it the way 
I do instead of the way you'd like me to. | 


Q Dean, several days ago it was stated that the 
United States was going to consult its allies in the Persian 
Gulf and elsewhere regarding the situation in the Persian 
Gulf. There was a kind of broad invitation in effect for 
any of the nations in the area to request further U.S. 
security measures. 


Have any of «the nations in the area made such a 
request, and where does the matter stand now? 


“ I'm not aware of any requests by any of the 
countries in the region. 


Q Did this matter come up in the discussions 
between the Secretary of State and the Foreign Minister of 
Saudi Arabia? 


A I don't know. 


Q Would you ask whether those discussions 
furthered a U.S.-Saudi understanding about further steps in 
*he Gulf? 


A I would ask, with the caveat, that because 
they were confidential discussions I can certainly offer you 
no guarantees that I'll be able to provide you with an answer. 
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Q Can you tell us anytiiing about the conditions 
under which Khalid Hassan is here in Washington and stays 
on? 


A No, I can't. I don't have any specifics I 
can offer you on that. 


Q How was his visa granted? As an emissary to 
the PLO delegation at the U.N.? 


A I don't know. 
0 Can you take that, please? 
A I was asked about it the other day. I will 


look into it again, but -- 


9 Is it routine? If it is not routine, can we 
get some information? 


A I have no information on it. 
Q Can we get it? 
A I'll try. 


0 Can we find out if he's accredited as a 
Kuwaiti diplomat? 


n I can inquire into it. 
Q Would you, please? 
A Yes. 


Q This question has come up now for several 
days at this briefing and -- 


i I understand it. 

Q -- and we're getting a stonewalling reply. 

q I can't help you because I don't know the 
details. 

Q Would the Administration perceive PLO 


recognition of *he State of Israel and Resolutions 242 and 
338 as a positive step towards peace in the Middle East? 
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pay Yes. 


Q Then why, as you just stated a moment ago, is 
+he Administration not involved in any effort to make the 
PLO change its position? 


A We are not in direct communication with the 
PLO, and we have made our position very clear with regard to 
how we intend to deal with the PLO. 


Q But not being in direct communication with 
the PLO does not preclude any effort. You seem to be 
denying -- 


A The effort, I think, is that we continue +o 
reaffirm and to reiterate what our position is with respect 
*o dealing with the PLO. There should not be any doubt in 
the minds of the PLO people precisely where we stand. 


Q Dean, would we allow a similar information 
office in Washington to be maintained by the Provisional 
Wing of «he IRA? 


Pa Let me give you what I have on the question 
asked earlier about the PLO information offices. I'm not 
going to answer your question directly. I don't have the 
background before me *o be able to compare it to what I once 
erroneously used to you as a comparison of apples and 
Oranges, which I swore never to do again. 


In any event, I will give you what we have on the 
“wo PLO information offices. 


The New York office has existed since 1965. The 
information office in Washington was opened in 1978, and it 
lists the Palestine Liberation Organization as its “foreign 


principal.” 

Both offices have been registered with the Justice 
Department in accord with the Foreign Agents Registration 
Act as amended. 


As long as the offices regularly file reports on 
their activities as agents of a foreign organization with 
the Justice Department, as long as *hey comply with all 
other relevant laws, and as long as they are staffed by 
Americans or legally resident aliens they are entitled to 
Operate under *he protection that the First Amendment 


provides. 
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Because of our law there is no legal way “«o close 
“hese information offices. 


QO So then it's quite obvious from what you've 
said «hat there's no legal way *o stop the Provisional Wing 
of the IRA from opening an office here in Washington too. 
Isn't that true, Dean? 


Pa told you I can't respond to your question 
today because I don't have the answer. 

¢) Can vou cite any reason why the IRA couldn't 
open an office? 

Pa I have no information on “hat. 

fe) & quick one on another topic. On that 


posting regardince my Holdridge question it didn't really 
answer it. 


What I want *o find out == perhaps you can take it 
-- is was some secret agreemen= “<aken during the ANZUS 
meetins *o permit nuclear-armed warships or planes «=o go 
into ports or airports? 


Pa I think the answer posted is the answer we 
wisn to make known, so therefore I see no purpose served in 
my taking the question. 

e Well, it didn't answer it. 

Bh I'm sorry, but that's == 


Q Thank you. 
Pa You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:18 p.m.) 


Immediately after «he briefing, «he Press Office posted “the 
following notice. 


"The statement made on July 19 on behalf of the Secretary 
concerning the Under Secretary-designate for Economic 
Rifairs, W. Allen Wallis, was incorrect in stating that 

Mr. Wallis was @ Rhodes Scholar. Mr. Wallis graduated magna 
cur laude from «he University of Minnesota, is a member of 
Pri Beta Kappe and pursued graduate studies in economics at 


<ne University of Minnesota and the University of Chicago.” 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #121 


THURSDAY, JULY 22, 1982, 12:43 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a number of 
announcements today. 


. First, British Foreign Secretary Pym will be in 
Washington, July 29, for consultations with Secretary Shultz 
on a wide range of international issues. 


Second, President Ahmadou Ahidjo of Cameroon will 
arrive in Washington, July 25, on an official working visit. 
He will meet with President Reagan the next day, July 26. A 
high State Department official will give a background 
briefing on the visit as well as on U.S. relations with 
Cameroon in general on Friday, July 23, in the AF Conference 
Room, 3519, at 2:30 p.m. 


Q Will ne see Secretary Shultz separately or 
just at this meeting? 


A Let me say that in addition to meeting with 
the President there have also been meetings set with the 
Secretaries of State, Commerce and Agriculture as well as 
other senior Administration officials. 


Q Is that spread over several days or is it all 
on the 26th? I'm sorry. The 25th. 


4 The President of Cameroon is scheduled to 
arrive at Andrews Air Force Base on July 25. The official 
portion of his «rip, which is in effect the visit to 
Washington, will last until July 28. 
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The President of Cameroon will then spend a few 
days on a private visit to Florida and New York, and we 
anticipate he will leave the United States on or about July 
30. 


Q Dean, are questions in order now? 


A I have more announcements. An announcement 
on Ambassador Habib's mission. To follow up on the 
discussions that the President and the Secretary held in 
Washington with the Foreign Ministers of Syria and Saudi 
Arabia, the President has asked Ambassador Philip Habib to 
visit a number of countries in the next several days. He 
will then return to Beirut. 


Ambassador Habib will explore further the ideas 
and understandings that have emerged in Washington and in 
Beirut for further progress toward a solution of the 
problems of Lebanon in general and of the West Beirut crisis 
in particular. 


Deputy Assistant Secretary Morris Draper will 
accompany Ambassador Habib on his journeys. 


Q Which countries? 


A Ambassador Habib will be making a number of 
stops, among them Syria, Saudi Arabia, Israel and Egypt. 
Some other countries also may be added to his itinerary. In 
keeping with our usual practice, we will confirm his arrival 
in each capital after the fact. 


Q Dean, what can he possibly learn on these 
visits that he doesn't know now? 


A He thinks its useful and so do we, to 
have direct contact with the leaders of the countries that I 
indicated he would be visiting, as well as conducting a 
dialogue with the leaders of Lebanon in Beirut. 


Q Is he in Beirut now? 
ry I can't give you any specific information on 


his whereabouts. We will let you know, as I say, as soon as 
possible after he arrives at his destination. 


Q Dean, there are reports “hat the Israelis 
have launched heavy attacks in East Iebanon as well as air 
attacks in West Beirut. 
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Do you have any evaluation of this? Is this a 
major break in the cease-fire, or is this a one-day -- 


A If you will forgive me, I‘'d rather get 
through all the announcements before I take any questions of 
that nature. [If you have something on Ambassador Habib's 
trip, I'll be glad to address that, but -- 


Q Do you have any more specifics about how long 
it's anticipated that this trip will take? I mean, how many 
days? 


on No. U can't give you a very clear idea on 
that. It will be, as I said, over the next several days. 


Q Will he be asking the Saudis, the Egyptians 
and the Syrians if they will be willing to take the PLO? 


A I don't want to get into the specifics of his 
mission. We have said for some days now that one of the 
problems that Ambassador Habib faces in his negotiations is 
where the PLO fighters will go after they depart West 
Beirut. 


Q So I guess -- 


A So that's what I have to say in response to 
your question. 


Q And that certainly is a very strong hint, 
Dean, *O answer my question -- 

Ay I'm delighted you took it that way. 

Q -- and I'm delighted that you've done this. 


I think that's splendid. 


Q Dean, on the same question, did the U.S. 
raise the question of Habib's visits to the different capi- 
tals in the meetings with the different officials with those 
countries, or did the U.S. just inform them Habib would be 
coming? 


a In practice with our usual diplomatic com- 
munications we of course will be informing those countries 
where I indicated Ambassador Habib will be visiting. 


Q I know you will be ‘forming them, but was it 
discussed in advance? 
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a We will be informing them of his intinerary. 


Q So they were not consulted in advance about 
the Habib trip? 


A I'm not saying whether they were or they 
weren't, but they will certainly be informed. 


Q Will his travels be coordinated in any way 
with the upcoming meeting of the Arab League Foreign 
Ministers, in which I understand they're supposed to hear a 
report from al-Faisal and Khaddam? 


A No. 


Q And (b) are we to understand he will not be 
going to Jordan? 


A I indicated there may be some other countries 
added to his itinerary. At this point I'm not in a position 
to indicate which they might be. 


Q Dean, have you finished with your 
announcements? 

My No. Any other questions regarding the 
travel? 

Q Does the breakdown in the cease-fire today 


have any effect on the immediacy of his plans to leave? 
Ay No. All right? 


The last announcement concerns an article in The 
Washington Post this morning on the subject of the Law of 
the Sea Treaty which is inaccurate and misleading in many 
respects. 


President Reagan has been fully informed of the 
facts that were relevant to the decision on the Law of the 
Sea Treaty. 


President Reagan's July 9 statement outlines the 
very pragmatic reasons on which he based his decision. The 
decision was made after a year-long, extensive review of ‘he 
treaty, a reassessment after the final negotiating session 
of the Law of the Sea Conference, and an evaluation of 
prospects for any future improvements that would satisfy 
United States’ objectives. 
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Every effort was made to reach commonality with 
the developing nations. However, we met with complete 
intransigence. The long-time participation of U.S. nego- 
tiators in the Law of the Sea process zannot be *aken as an 
adequate reason for continuing in a non-productive process 
no longer in American national interests. 


This Administration conducted a review of the 
treaty and an assessment of U.S. interests of a magnitude not 
undertaken by any previous President. The seabed provisions 
Simply will not guarantee access to the strategic minerals 
of the seabed. 


Further, the other provisions do not provide the 
United States with any better rights than already exist as a 
matter of international norm and practice, and indeed in 
Many respects are far from optimal. 


Q While you're on The Washington Post, I have 
*wo other things if I may? 


A I would rather confine my questions to this 
statement, and then I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Can you explain what it is in the article 
that is inaccurate or misleading or whatever the word was 
you used? | 


4 I don't have the article before me. It is my 
understanding that there is a statement attributed to Elliot 
Richardson that there will be no U.S. undersea mining out- 
side of the treaty except under a foreign flag. This asser- 


tion is simply not true. 


Q Are you saying Richardson didn't say it, or 
you don't agree with it? 


on If you will give me a chance to give you my 
answer, I'll be glad *o carry on. 


Q I'm sorry. 


A I said this assertion is simply not true. In 
fact, the exact opposite is the case. The treaty text 
simply does not guarantee access to seabed mining, and the 
conditions imposed are so onerous as *o prevent mining 
except on a highly subsidized basis. 
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Most mining consortia representatives have already 
stated that they would not mine under the treaty. The 
United States is exploring alternatives under which U.S. 
mining could take place outside the Law of the Sea Treaty 
under a regime involving other nations interested in such 
activity. 


Q If I could just follow that up, getting back 
to my question, are you saying that Richardson didn't say 
this or that you're just not agreeing with what he said? 
You're not contesting the quotation from Mr. Richardson? 


A What we are saying is that the substance of 
the article in many respects is misleadina. 


Q He didn't say, your answer there, this 
quotation? 


A You have me at a disadvantage because I don't 
have the text that you are reading from in front of me. 


Q Well, good God, whoever provided that 
guidance should have given you the text of the article, 
don't you think? 


oy Oh, I read the article. I'm saying I don't 
have it in front of me. 


Q Let me just point out that Richardson doesn't 
say that the treaty, at least in these quotes, guarantees 
mining. He says there won't be any mining outside the 
treaty. The answer that you've given is to explain why it 
doesn't guarantee that there would be mining inside the 
treaty. 


x I said the exact opposite of the statement 
attributed to Mr. Richard happens to be the case. 


Q And also, while you brought it up, could you 
confirm or say it's untrue, the quotation to President 
Reagan which was first published by Mr. Cannon last week 
which is attributed to Mr. Reagan at the NSC meeting? 


A What is the statement? 


Q The statement was, “We're policed and 
patrolled on land. There's so much regulation that I kind 
of thought when you go out on the high seas, you can do what 
you want." 
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A No. I can't confirm or deny that. 


Q On this same subject: First of all, is «he 
White House putting out this same statement today? 


A I don't know. T haven't checked. - 


Q Okay. Can you say with what other countries 
we are talking about RSA's? 


A Can I say what other countries? 

Q Yes. You said that, you know, we're going to 
go ahead and talk with other countries presumably for RSA's. 
4 I don't have a list in front of me. 

Q Could we get, as well as your orignal state- 


ment, the elaborative statement that you added in response 
to his question? 


A Yes. 


Q Did you ask Mr. Richardson if this statement 
was correct? 


A I did not speak personally to Mr. Richardson. 


Q Did this Administration contact him in any 
fashion regarding the statements quoted in this article or 
did you seek his views on the Law of the Sea treaty? 


A I will have to take that question and ask the 
appropriate officials. 


Q Is it -- properly I'll yield to anybody else 
that wants to talk about Law of «the Sea, but I have another 
thing while you're on The:Washington Post. 


(Laughter) 
A I wasn't really on The Washington Post, but I 


Q You just dealt with The Washington Post. You 
Climbed all over them, Dean. (Laughter) 


In this morning's Washington Post Senator Barry 
Goldwater writes, and this is a quote: 
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"Someone will have to tell the President what is 
going on to counter the misinformation he was getting from 
the State Department." 


This isn't the Post talking; this is the Chairman 
of the Senate Intelligence Committee. 


A I think you asked me that question once 
before. 


Q No. That's when he said there are liars in 
the State Department -- 


Oh, I beg your pardon. 


A 

Q -- but he softened it this morning in saying 
"misinformation." 
A 


Well, we'll make it clear. 


Q Since you're leaving us, Dean, could you sort 
of as a goodbye gift either defend the State Department from 
this charge, or, if it's true, admit and tell us who's 
responsible? 


A What again was the charge? 


Q The charge is to counter the misinformation 
President Reagan was getting from the State Department. 
First he said lies, now he says misinformation. 


Undoubtedly you've reflected on that, Dean, 
because you did remember. Now, what about it? (Laughter) 
Could you just -- I mean, come on, just lay it all out, 
Dean. Is there misinformation being given to the President? 


. A No. 


Q There is not. In other words, the Chairman 
of the Senate Intelligence Committee is in error, to give 
him the benefit of the doubt. 


4 He would have to be. [In this particular 
instance there is a -- 


Q One other, if I could, before we leave the 
subject of this daily newspaper. The New Republic's editor- 
in-chief, Martin Parents, after extensive investigation of 
Lebanon charges that reporters Jonathan Randal, William 
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Claiborne, Edward Cody and Jim Hoagland were, "wrong, some 
of them deceitfully so, and they shaped the facts as they 
want to shape the future, to disguise the disservice they've 
done to their readers, which is to say the disservice 
they've done the truth, therefore the foreign policy of our 
country as well." 


And since of course foreign policy is your concern and you 
do keep a very close eye on what's going on in Lebanon as 
well as the reports, do you believe that -- is Peretz right 
or wrong in the State Department's estimate of the 
situation? 


A I can't see any useful purpose served for me 
to be right between The Washinqton Post and The New Republic 
on that. I think I'll let each of them speak for 
themselves. 


Q Here's the point. Wait a minute. You cer- 
tainly saw a purpose in climbing all over that article in 
The Washington Post this morning on the Law of the Sea. I+ 
appears to me that Lebanon is a lot more important at the 
present time than the Law of the Sea. 


This distinguished editor of a not conservative 
magazine charges that four reporters from The Washington 
Post have done a disservice to the foreign policy of the 
United States. | 


Do you care about this, Dean? 
A It's not a question I'm going to address. 


Q In other words, you don't care about it. Is 
that what you're saying? 


A It's not a question I'm going to address. 

QO On the Middle East, Dean, could you address 
the bombing today, apparent breakdown of the ceasefire? How 
serious is it? 

A We have seen the reports, of course, of the 
intensive fighting today. We do not have any independent 
conf- »* ym of them. I can only reiterate our hope that 
the c : .re will be maintained, perserved or resumed as 


soon as possible. 
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Q There is no analysis of that, of whether the 
Israelis are in fact are intending this as the final offen- 
sive on Beirut or whether this is just a one-day aberration? 


e 


A I have no comment on that particular point. 
Q Have we determined who started this one? 

A No. 

Q Do we intend to make such a determination? 
ay In a situation like that it's very 


difficult to determine who shot first at whom. I don't 
think we have any independent means of verifying that. 


Q There were reports from Jerusalem that in 
Prime Minister Begin's conversation with Ambassador Lewis he 
conveyed a warning to Syria yesterday. 


Can you tell us if the warning was conveyed to 
Syria through the United States from the Israeli Government? 


A I don't make it a practice of commenting upon 
confidential discussions between government leaders and our 
ambassadors. 


Q Can you tell us anything about Israeli 
reports indicating that Israeli Defense Minister Sharon 
used tough language and undiplomatic language with 
Ambassador Habib when they met last? 


my Again, I would have to use the same answer I 
just gave in reponse to Don's question. 


Q Is there any ,reaction to the repeated three- 
week deadline that Prime Minister Begin on two occasions 
used yesterday? He said that in three weeks the situation 
would be resolved one way or the other? 


A I don't think it would be useful for me to 
try to attempt to address the numerous statements from a 
variety of sources on this or other points related to the 
problem in Lebanon. 


Our own position, as you know, is clear. We seek 
a rapid solution-to the West Beirut crisis and to the wider 
problems of Lebanon. We will also remain actively involved 
in the search for a resolution of the Palestinian problem in 
all its aspects, beginning with a resumption of the autonomy 
talks at the appropriate time. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Dean, do you have anything on a report that 
Habib has asked the Administration for permission to deal 
directly with the PLO if that was necessary to bring about 
an arrangement in Beirut? 


A The report is totally, utterly untrue. I think 
it underscores the danger, if I may say so, of reporters 
relying upon sources who don't know what they're talking 
about. 


The President and senior Administration figures have 
stated our position on recognizing and negotiating with the 
PLO repeatedly. I'll restate it for you once again: We will 
neither recognize nor negotiate with the PLO until such time 
as it accepts Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338, and 
recognizes Israel's right to exist. 


Q We do have a same strong feeling about the Saudi 
Arabians giving U.S. military equipment to the PLO, Dean, or 
is that just not considered important? 


A We're aware of these allegations. We're 
looking into them. 


Q Allegations? Catto at the Pentagon has a list 
the serial numbers. He announced this. Now, I'm just 
wondering. You know, we've certainly been firm on the cluster 
bombs. What about this U.S. equipment sent to Saudi Arabia 
+hat has been given to the PLO. Aren't we concerned about 
*hat, Dean? 


A We're aware of the allegations and we're 
looking into them. 


Q I see. 


Q Dean, *here was some confusion at the Pentagon 
briefing this morning about those specific allegations. They 
said that the investigation was continuing, but that they had 
determined that the weapons were not purchased from the U.S. 
Government? 


A I'm not aware of the circumstances. 


Q They referred details to you. You don't have 
anything on it? 


A I do not. 


Q Dean, coming back to your statement about where 
the Administration stands with regard to negotiating or 
dealing with the PLO, as a matter of fact what you said, of 
course, is accurate -- 


Foreign 
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A Thank you. 

Q -- but it's incomplete. 

A I beg your pardon. 

Q Secretary of State Shul*z said at his confir- 


mation hearing, in addition to what you said about 242 and 338 
and Israel's right to exist, that “the PLO must lay down its 
arms and renounce terrorism." Those are two additional 
conditions that were made by the Secretary of State before the 
Senate. So I would assume that that is also part of the 
Administration's position, or isn't it? 


A We haven't attempted to formalize it in terms 
Of how we would deal with the PLO in the future. Obviously, 
I heard what Secretary Shultz said, but I don't think he 
meant to suggest, in saying that, that they are conditions 
per se for any dealings we might in future have with the 
PLO. 


Q If he didn't mean it, then what -- 


A I didn't say he didn't mean it. Of course he 
meant it. I'm not backing away from it one iota. I'm simply 
saying that we are standing by our long-stated policy with 
respect to dealing with the PLO. 


Q In answer to Joe's situation, you said you're 
standing by our long-time statement which you've enunciated 
again. Well, aren't you standing by the Secretary of State's 
statement? 


Of course. I just said I was. 


Oh, you're standing by both of them? 


A 

Q 

oy Of course. 
Q Great. 
A 


I simply said that they were not meant to con- 
vey formal requirements for dealing with the PLO in the same 
way in which our longstanding policy has addressed “hem. 


Q No. One is longer than the other one; but are 
you suggesting that Secretary Shultz’ statement about laying 
down arms and renouncing terrorism has less substance and 
authority? 


A NO. 


gn 
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Q In other words, it's part of our policy, isn't 
it? He's the new Secretary of State. 


A Next question. 


Q Would you explain what constitutes the PLO's 
meeting these requirements? How do we know when they've done 
it? Does Arafat have to -- 


A They would have *o send us a clear and une- 
quivocal signal, as I said yesterday. 


Q Dean, when you gave the reasons a few moments 
ago about looking for a rapid solution to the West Beirut cri- 
sis, and then you entered, I think, two other elements 
including the Palestinian problem and autonomy, and so forth. 
Are you linking these together? In other words, must a solu- 
tion for West Beirut deal with the others or are these stages 
we're talking about? 


4 They are linked in terms of accomplishing our 
Overall objectives for the Middle East. At the same time, one 
can distinguish one from the other in terms of how we go about 
achieving each. 


Q But the solution of West Beirut, for example, 
is not -- 


A -- is dependent upon a successful resolution of 
the autonomy talks? 


Q Yes. 

A Oh, no, no, not at all. 
Q They're separate? 

A Of course. 


Q On the PLO, Mr. rtawi, a high-level PLO 
representative in Paris, two days ago at a press conference 
stated that the assassination of Ambassador Argov, which was 
carried out by the Abu Nidal terrorists was carried out with 
the explicit collaboration, and in fact on the orders of 
Sharon and Haig, which is quite a heavy statement. Mr. 
Sartawi is generally considered to be a representative of the 
mainstream of the PLO -- 


PN Yes. 
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Q -- one of the most anti-terrorist, in fact, of 
the leadership of the PLO. I'm wondering if you can give us 
an official response to these charges. They were certainly 
not made lightly. What he laid out was that it was sort of 
known that Israel was going to create a pretext for the inva- 
sion, and that they would use the Abu Nidal terrorists, and 
that in fact this did occur with the knowledge of Secretary Haig. 


A I really don't think the comment should be 
dignified with a response. 


Q Dean, can you comment on those statements that 
Abnari has reflected that were published today in The Post with 
respect to Sartawi and the role of the Tunisians, and Prime 
Minister Mzali when he came to Washington? Do you have any 
comment on the statements that were made in that story that 
I'm referring to? Do you know which one it is? 


a Yes, I do. They were news *o me, 
Q So, there is no foundation? 
A It's a non-starter. 


Q Dean, rt of *he report that you knocked down 
as being untrue about Ambassador Habib was that *he PLO had 
made significant steps in a favorable direction towards 
meeting the conditions you've outlined. Is that the view of 
the State Department? Are they making progress? Is the PLO 
doing the right kinds of things but just not enough of them 
yet? 


A Our view is as I stated it yesterday, and it 
hasn't changed today. 


Q Your view was that they had *o meet those 
conditions. 


A That is correct. 


Q The question was asked whether “hey are making 
progress in the right directions? 


as I really can't address that until they reach 
*he point where we feel they have met our conditions. 


Q Dean, do you have any comment on the French 
decision to ignore the embargo and proceed with the rotor 
sale? 
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A We have seen the communique. The U.S. 
Government position on *he sanctions is well known. The 
United States sanctions are a response *o the Soviet role in 
the repression in Poland. We regret the French statement. 


Q Will you try to enforce the sanctions in any way? 


A The Export Administration Act provides for a 
variety of penalties against violators. The Department of 
Commerce has responsibility for enforcement of the Act. T 
understand the Department of Commerce is studying the matte 
When details are available, the legal implications of the 
decision will be carefully analyzed. 


At this point I don't want to speculate about the 
steps or the nature of the enforcement that the United States 
will or will not undertake. 


Q Do you also know whether any of the other three 
European suppliers have got any definite plans to follow suit? 
None of them make the rotors but they do make stators. 


a No, I'm not aware of any specific plans along 
those lines by the other three European countries you've 
referred to. 


Q Dean, just a minor point: I believe «he French 
Foreign Minister said that he was cancelling a trip to this 
country which had been initiated by Mr. Shul*z. Up until 
yesterday, we were told there was no such trip. 


A There had been some discussion of a visit by 
the Foreign Minister, but no final decision had been made and 
no final arrangements had been made. 


Just to be sure you understand what we said 
yesterday, I said at *hat point that there were no plans for 
such a trip. 


Q I understand. 


Q Dean, along the same lines, is this 
Administration still considering what it is going to do in 
response *o the changes in Poland yesterday, or has it made a 
decision? 


rN I have no decisions I can give you on Poland. 
The situation remains as I described it yesterday. 


Q Our sanctions are still in force and we are 
still considering whether or not to make any changes? 
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a There has been no change. 
Q There has been no change? 
A That's right. 


Q Dean, do you have a comment on the French 
Foreign Minister's statement that relations between the United 
States and Europe are so bad that what. is going on is akin *o 
a progressive divorce? (Laughter) 


A We regret very much that Foreign Minister 
Cheysson has chosen to describe the current strain between the 
United States and its European partners in polemical terms. 
We're obviously concerned about our mutual problems, and we 
want to discuss and resolve them together quietly. 


Q Can we get a copy of “hat? 
a Oh, yes. 


Q I know you're not willing to speculate on the 
possible penalties that might be imposed, but can you say at 
least whether any of them are capable of stopping the sale of 
these rotors to the Soviet Union, or would they be sort of 
after-the-fact penalties? 


a I really cannot. I'm not an expert on the 
application of those sanctions. I would have to ask you to 
direct your question to one of the policymakers, or else I'd 
be glad to look into it on your behalf. 


Q I'll do it. 
ry O.K. 


Q Is the United States telling Israel not to 
invade West Beirut? 


y Our position is well known, and we are in 
constant communication with the Israelis on that and on a 
number of other subjects related to the crisis in West Beirut. 


Q What is our position on that -- you say it's 
well known. I don't have -- 


A I mean to the Israelis. 


Q Well known to the Israelis. (Laughter) 
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A It should also be well known to you, Bernie. 


Q Well, what is our position? Is the United 
States telling Israel not to invade West Beirut? 


on We have consistently said that we hope there 
will be a cessation of hostjlities -- and I refer you back to 
the frequent statements from this podium and elsewhere which 
Outline, I think, in quite explicit terms what our objectives 
insofar as West Beirut is concerned and insofar as the future 
of Lebanon is concerned. 


Q Dean, is Shamir coming here? 


A We are not aware of any plans for the Foreign 
Minister of Israel to come here. No visit is scheduled at 
this time. Secretary Shultz, obviously, looks forward to an 
early opportunity to meet with Foreign Minister Shamir. 


Q Does the State Department have any comment or 
view on the international confrontation that seems to be 
brewing between the Glen Cove, New York City Council and the 
Soviet Union? 


A The State Department has advised the City of 
Glen Cove that it considers it improper to deny the use of 
recreational facilities in a discriminatory manner ‘to 
resident Soviet representatives to the United Nations, and 
that access to such facilities should be immediately restored 
to the affected persons. 


Q Did you receive a response from the Citv? 


oN Let me just say that the Department is con- 
fident that the City of Glen Cove will act appropriately and 
will not seek to continue an action which interferes with the 
conduct of foreign affairs, which is a function within the 
exclusive competence of the Federal Government. 


Q Will we impose sanctions if they don't? 
(Laughter 


Q Do you have anything of substance on General 
Walters’ visit to Luanda? 


4 I do not have anything on that. You might 
check in the Press Office. We might be able to help you out 


on that. 


Q Will the explosion of the Pershing II today at 
Cape Canaveral affect the planned deployment of the Pershing 
IIs in Europe? 
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Q Dean, at Reagan's recent news conference, he 
said that United States-European relations were no longer in 
disarray, that they had been significantly improved since he 
had taken office. In view of what has happened recently, do 
you think Be was overly-optimistic in that assessment? 


A I'll let the President speak for himself on 
that subject. 


Q Dean, do you have anything on Iran-Iraq? 
A Nothing new today I can offer you. 


Q Dean, I'm sorry to hear that you're going to be 
leaving us soon, in a few days. 


Q I didn't know it was a few days. (Laughter) 
I'm usually behind the curve here. 


Q I came here specifically today *o ask you 
whether that's true. 


oy Well, how nice! 


Q But true or not, I suppose sooner or later 
the Secretary will choose his Own spokesman. But I wish you 
would allow the record of today's proceedings *o set forth 
that somebody said that he's sorry that you're going. In 
four years Of watching spokesmen at *he State Department, as 
a government official, shall we say, and a reporter, I can 
say for the record publicly, that nobody surpassed you among 
the spokesmen in integrity and a firm adherence, should I 
say, to the principles of a free press, which we should 
enjoy a little bit more respectfully. 


So I would like to say that no matter where you go, 
because of what you are, you will have friends. 


y Thank you, Joe. I feel on that note, I should 
leave and never return. (Laughter) 


I do appreciate it, and I do think that T shall be 
here for a while longer. It depends on how rapidly Secretary 
Shultz chooses my successor. 


Q I'm glad to hear that. 


Q Do you have anything on the Abrams‘ visit to 
Salvador that just concluded? 
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A Yes. 1 understand it had been reported as 
being a secret trip. Let me just say on that that it is not 
the policy of the Department to announce all scheduled travel 
plans of senior officials. Assistant Secretary Elliott 
Abrams’ trip to El Salvador was a fact-finding mission, and not 
a secret one, but also not one for which it was felt any spe- 
cial announcement to *he press was necessary. Further, *he 
trip can hardly be characterized as secret, when it received 
extensive press coverage in San Salvador. 


Q Anything on what he found about how 
human rights are progressing there? 


A He will be making his report to the appropriate 
authorities in the Department. I+ will then be passed on to 
the President. 


Q This is for certification purposes? 
A It's obviously linked to *hat, yes, sir. 
Q The South African Foreign Minister has made an 


announcement that he has asked for an investigation to be made 
into whether a United States intelligence document dealing 
with sabotage matters in southern Africa is true. I know your 
policy is not to comment on intelligence matters or on leaks 
of classified documents. But I wonder if you could tell me -- 
or if you don't have it in front of you, take the question -- 
whether the United States Government has received a 
communication or representations from South Africa to look 
into the matter. 


I ask this particularly because the statement also 
says that the statements in the U.S. intelligence document 
are false. Has the United States Government been able to give 
assurances to the South African Government in this regard? 


Ay I have no information on that. 
Q Could you take the question? 
A. I'll look into that. It's not something I'm 


familiar with. 
Q Thank you. 
Q Have you any reaction to the anti-nuclear pro- 


tests which have greeted the U.S. Destroyer "Goldsboro," in 
Australia? 


Ay No, I have no comment on those reports. 
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Q I have a question I think you can answer, a 
friendly question you should be able +o answer: National 
Public Radio has issued a list of "Conservative Interviewees" 
on its programs which list includes some people I feel sure 
you know, conservatives such as Secretaries Haig, Kissinger, 
Helmut Sonnenfeld, Secretary Weinberger, John Sears, and Jim 
Baker. 


oe 
My question is, do you regard these people isc really 
conservative? (Laughter Would you? I mean, you <)> >¥v them 
all. Do you look on them as conservatives? Or let is pin it 


down a little further. Has Secretary Haiq, to your knowledge, 
in all of the time that you've dealt with him, has he ever 
identified himself as a conservative? 


a I think on occasion, yes. 

Q Yes? 

Ay Yes. 

Q Do you think the others are? 


A Oh, I'm not going *o comment on the political 
orientation of others. 


Q Dean, do you have anything to tell us today 
about Khalid Hassan? 


A No, nothind. 

Q Still nothing? 
A Right. 
Q 


Have there been any contacts between him and 
the White House? 


4 No. 
Q Or the Administration? 
A No. I again have to say, “not to my knowledge", 


because I would only reiterate our policy against such 
dealings with the PLO, and T just can't imagine that it 
would be violated by anybody within the United States 
Government administration. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
DPC #122 


FRIDAY, JULY 23, 1982, 12:50 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. Bernie, since you 
just made a rcemack, let me make a statement: 


I want to set the record straight on my decision to 
cetucn to private life. First, it was my decision alone, and 
nobody else played a part in it. I told Secretary Haig of my 
decision on the day of his resignation. At the same time, I 
assuced him that I would comply with his wishes to help smooth 
the transition. 


Last Saturday, I met with Secretary Shultz and told 
him of my decision. He accepted it and asked me to continue 
secving as spokesman until he chooses a successoc. I agreed 
to do so. Any other interpretation or implication is either 
incorrect oc icrelevant, or both. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 
Q Has he chosen a successor yet? 
A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Dean, where are we on the Middle East today 
cegacding Mc. Habib and the success of his mission? 


nan There is not a great deal I can tell you about 
Ambassador Habib's movements other than to conficm that he did 
go to Damascus, and was having discussions with the Syrian 
leaders. In keeping with my usual practice, I'm not able to 
give you infocmation about future trips that he might take. 


8) Dean, what is the U.S. reaction on the Israeli 
violation of the bombing of Beirut yesterday? 


4 We've addressed this in previous instances 
where there have been outbreaks of fighting. I can't 
Say anything on that point other than to ceitercate that we 
hope that the ceasefirce will continue. 


Q Dean, does the United States still think there 
is a ceasefice in light of the past two days? 


A That's a difficult question for me to try to 
address. The ceasefirce was broken in cecent days. My latest 
infocmation is that it has been cestored. We obviously hope 
it will continue. 
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Q Dean, today's Christian Science Monitor has a 
paragraph I'd like to ask you to comment on, if you could please. 
"Contrary to State Department denials, President Reagan has 
apparently authorized Special Envoy Philip Habib to talk 
directly with the PLO concerning the crisis in Beirut 1f he 
finds it necessary to do so." Would you have any comment, 

Dean? 





A I addressed a question similar to that yester- 
day, and as I indicated yesterday, this and similar reports 
ace wrong. Our policy with cegard to recognizing or nego- 
tiating with the PLO is unchanged. We will not cecognize nor 
negotiate with the PLO until it accepts Security Council 
Resolutions 242 and 338, and cecognizes Israel's cight to 
exist. 


Q Dean, in light of what is happening lately, 
what will be the position of the United States if a new reso- 
lution will be developed by the Security Council which will 
guarantee the self-determination for the Palestinian people 
and refer to them as a nation orc people instead of cefugees? 
Will the United States support such a cesolution since the two 
Foreign Ministers of the Arab world were here? 


A Eaclier this week that question came up, and I 
indicated that we were opposed to any amending or changing of 
Resolution 242. 


Q I'm not talking about 242. I'm talking about 4a 
new Security Council Resolution which will not substitute or 
ceplace, oc whatever it is, but affirm the basic things in 242 
and 338, but comes with the statement that the rights of the 
Palestinians for self-determination and cefer to them as a 
people instead of cefugees, as 242 said. Nobody wants to 
touch 242, just to make a new Security Council Resolution. 
What will be the position of the United States on this? 


A I can't speculate in advance what our 
position would be about another type of cesolution that might 
apply to the conflict since it would be necessary for us to 
Study the language of it very carefully before we'd make a 
judgment about what would be our cesponse. But I would 
reitecate to you, as I said the other day, Resolutions 242 and 
338 constitute the underpinning of our policy with cespect to 
the Acab-Israeli conflict. 
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Q There has always been an exception on contacts 
with the PLO as regards the physical security of U.S. Embassy 
personnel in Beirut. 


A Yes. 


e) Have those direct contacts continued or have 
they been cut off? 


a I am not aware of any dicect or indirect con- 
tacts -- well, let me say direct contacts, because if you say 
there are no indirect contacts, it's conceivable that there 
may have been discussions via third parties on that subject. 
But I'm not aware of any contacts whatsoever. 


6) Does that exception still apply, that you do 
not talk to the PLO with the exception of questions relating 
to the immediate physical safety of -- 


A Absolutely. 


Q So you still would talk to them on questions of 
physical safety? 


A If that question should arise, but it's 
hypothetical at this point. 


e) But it's just that we have different people in 
physical danger than we had when we were talking to them -- 
In the past, we were talking about the physical safety of our 
Own people. 


A I can't give you an absolute yes or no on that, 
but the point is that our policy in dealing with the PLO 
cemains unchanged. 


0 Dean, with respect to the question before that, 
there is some talk out of Beirut on General Assembly 
Resolutions 181 and 3236 as being ways of getting what every- 
body may want. Can you express what the U.S. position on 
General Assembly Resolutions 181 and 3236 are? 


A I'm sorry. I can't give you anything today 
because I'm not familiar with the specifics of those two 
resolutions. 


QO Can you take the question with cespect of the 
U.S. attitude towards two resolutions? 


A I'll be glad to look into it. 
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A Whether or not we'd be prepared to respond just 
cemains to be seen. I don't Know. 


Q Dean, has Secretary Eagleburger complained to 
the Iscaeli Embassy here, as reported in the Israeli newspaper 
Ma‘Ariv, about the tone of the conversation between Defense 








Ministec Sharon and Ambassadorc Habib? 


A Again, I think that question arose yesterday, 
and I said that I wasn't going to comment on diplomatic 
dialogue. 


0 The newspaper also reports that Ambassador 
Habib became so angry at Mc. Sharon in one conversation that 
he suffered, what the newspaper said was, something near a 
heart attack. Does Mr. Habib have any health problems that 
the Department Knows about? 


fy At the cisk of sounding facetious, I wonder if 
the author of the article has a medical degree. 


The answec is, I'm not going to comment on that. 

Q Is the United States in agreement with the 
Iscaeli so-called reaction to so-called PLO violations of the 
ceasefice and the subsequent bombing of Beirut? 


A Again, my answer is that we would hope that the 
ceasefice will be preserved and will continue. 


Q Dean, do you have any comment on the apparent 
mucdec of the PLO representative in Paris today? 


A I do not have. 


Q Do you have anything for us on Mc. Dodge, any 
contacts with his abductors? 


A No, I'm sorry, there's nothing new I'm able to 
report. 


Q Can you say that there has been no contact with 
anyone purportedly who kidnapped him? 


A There is just nothing I'm able to rceport 
at this time. 
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Q Can you tell us what the Secretary is doing in 
California, whom he's seeing, et cetera, agendas? 


A Today I cannot. I'll be glad to check that. 
If he is having meetings today, we'll be able to provide 
something on _t for you, I'm sure. 


9 I could be wrong, but I think usually a state- 
ment is issued here when a person is assassinated almost 
anywhere, a condemnation of violence and bla-bla-bla. Why did 
you choose not to cespond to the question today? 


A I don't have an answer for you except that I 
just have no answer for you. 


Q Is my hypothetis correct, you usually issue 
Statements that kind of condemn violence and assassinations? 
Am I correct in saying that? 


A There obviously have been occasions when we 
have done that, yes. 


Q Can you tell us whether there have been any con- 
tacts with Khalid Hassan? 


4 I understand some questions arose about his 
pucported oc planned attendance at a breakfast this morning. 
I just have nothing I can offer you on that. There was no 
contact insofar as that is concecned with anyone that I know 
of, and I would suggest that you address any questions about 
his failure to show up to the organizers of the breakfast. 
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Q I'm not questioning his private plans. I'm 
asking whether there have been any contacts by the 
Administration with Hassan, direct or indirect. 


a No. Not to my knowledge. 


Q Do you have answers to any of the questions 
that we've asked you about Hassan over the past several 
days? 


A I have nothing I can offer you. 


Q Going back to the contacts, a couple of days 
ago I believe you referred to the PLO Information Office 
directly here in Washington coming to a meeting at the State 
Department, and you said that Dr. Husseini was barred from the 
meeting with Secretary Veliotes when he was discovered. 


My information that Dr. Husseini had never 
intended to ask for a meeting witn Secretary Veliotes or no 
intention was on his part to meet with Secretary Veliotes. 


What do you comment on such an answer? 


A I have no comment on that particular aspect 
of it. We addressed it the other day, and I gave you the 
expression on the part of Administration officials in this 
building towards such a meeting. 


Q The story, as it appears in the paper, indi- 
cates that he was barred from meeting with Secretary 
Veliotes, but my information says that he came as a member 
of the delegation with the two West Bank mayors to talk 
about human rights if such a thing is -- 


ie If you followed up on this, I have not, and I 
don't have any comment to that aspect of it. 


Q Is there any movement on the reprisals that 
might be taken against France for the pipeline decision? 


A There is nothing in terms of specifics I can 
give you on this. The range of penalties which are 
available to the Department of Commerce to respond to viola- 
tions of the Export Administration Act includes some that 
would have a significant impact upon a company's ability to 
do business in the United States. 
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The President has asked the Commerce Department to 
study available options, and I'm not prepared to speculate 
upon any possible penalties at this time. 


Q Do you have any idea how long that review 
will take? 


A I do not. 


Q Dean, are you regarding this as a matter be- 
tween the United States Government and a French company, or 
is it between the United States Government and the French 
Government? Because it's a French Government directive, I 
gather, that this contract be honored. 


4 I don't have anything specific I can offer 
you on that. I do think that the Commerce Department should 
be the point of contact on that. 


Q As of now -- picking up that last sentence 
before Lars' question -- there is no decision on the part of 
the Administration to take or to invoke punitive action 
against the companies. It‘s just being studied. Is that 
correct? 


A That's right. The President has asked the 
Commerce Department to look into the various options. 


Q Do you have anything further on the M-16 
rifles that the PLO had? There are reports over at the 
Pentagon that -- the lot numbers were traced to sales made 
to the Lebanese Government. 


A I don't have any information on that specific 
point. I can ccnfirm that there have been no commercial 
Sales between the United States Government and the 
Government of Saudi Arabia of M-l6s. 

Q No commercial sales? 

A That is correct. 


Q We already know that there have been no 
foreign sales? 


nN As well as no foreign military sales. That's 
correct. 
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Q In other words, you're saying that we haven't 
sold them any. 


A That is correct. 


Neither commercially nor in other military 


channels. 

4 That's right. 

Q What weapon is that? 

A The M-16. 

Q How about cluster bombs? 

A I don't have anything new I can offer you on 
cluster bombs. 

Q No. I mean cluster bombs being sold to the 
Saudis. 

aN I beg your pardon. 

Q And whether there are any restrictions on 
use. 

yy I can't get into the question because the 


Pentagon is checking into this. That is about all I can 
say. 


Q With respect to the review of Israeli use of 
U.S.-made weapons -- that's ongoing, I assume -- is there a 
cutoff time that will be considered relevant to the review, 
or is it open-ended? 


In other words, will their use in Lebanon today or 
as long as they remain there still be considered to be part 
of the review? 


°y Are you speaking now about the overall review 
of weapons? 


Q Yes. 


4 No. I'm not aware of any particular cutoff 
time. It is still under review. 
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Q But their continuing use would be part of 
that review. Is that correct? 


A We announced that the review was under way 
some time ago, and it is continuing. 


Q On weapons also, are you aware of any 
stopping of shipments or embargoes or withholding of any 
weapons to Israel from the United States other than the 
cluster bomb shells? 


a Of any shipments being held up to Israel? 

Q Right. 

A No. 

Q Can you give us any status report on the 
mission of General Walters in Angola? Is he still there? 


What is he trying to accomplish? Is he going any place 
else? 


on I'll have to get an update on that for you. 
I don't have anything at the moment. 


Q There was some news that Prime Minister Begin 
gave a warning to Syria, and the warning was passed during a 
meeting held in the Prime Minister's office to Ambassador 
Lewis. 


Do you have any comments on that? 


A No. I have no comment on what may have 
transpired at that meeting. 


Q Did Ambassador Lewis report such warning to 
the State Department? 
A 


I'm not in a position to comment on what was 
discussed at that meeting. 


Q On the pipeline again, do you have any indi- 
cation that any of the other European countries involved are 
about also to violate the embargo? 


A I have no information to suggest that. I 
would point out to you that though this has received a great 
deal of attention, at the press conference in San Francisco 
yesterday at which Secretary Shultz introduced Chancellor 
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Schmidt, Chancellor Schmidt made a number of remarks -- which I 


neglected to bring out with me -- indicating that though 

there is disagreement on this issue, in his view it ought 
not be over-dramatized because the basic strength of the 

alliance relies upon shared beliefs in terms of democracy 
and freedom of the individual. 


I would be glad to supply you with further com 
ments, if you wish, but my point is that it seemed to me 
that Chancellor Schmidt was trying to keep this issue in 
perspective against the overall strength of the alliance. 


Q I was aware he made those remarks, but at the 
same time the Commerce Department in this country is 
discussing how you can penalize one of your allies for being 
free men with free exchanges of views, and so on. 


Do you know whether he will try to stop AEG or 
whether Mrc. Thatcher will try to stop John Brown? 


A The answer is I don't know. 


Q Along those lines, our Ambassador in Paris, 
Mr. Galbraith, in some accounts of this fuss is reported to 
have said a day or so before the French announcement rather 
categorically and publicly that he believed that the French 
would go along with the pipeline decision. 


It's been suggested, IT think, by some French 
officials that their announcement was hurried forward in 
order to counter precisely that public statement. 


Do you have anything on that? 
fy I do not. 


Q Why is it that you can't say that the 
Administration is prepared to follow up on its embargo with 
a plan to invoke penalties? Because if you're leaving that 
open, it would just seem that there is a declaration of an 
embargo, and when it is defied, it is ignored. 


aN Simply because it's necessary to give the 
Commerce Department an opportunity to study the matter and 
to make recommendations to the President. 


Q Can you say whether in principle the 
Administration is prepared to proceed with penalties? 
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A No. At this time I cannot. 
Q But that can leave -- 
A I don't want to leave you with that 


impression because I think it would be misleading to do so. 
The fact of the matter is that we are now in a position 
where the President has requested recommendations from the 
Commerce Department on that issue. Until he receives then, 
he's not going to announce any decisions. 


Q I'm not asking about what rticular actions 
he will take. I'm asking whether in principle, to back up 
the embargo so that it has some teeth in it, that there is a 
commitment to proceed with penalties. 


4 I understand the thrust of your question. I 
don't want to get out ahead of events here in attempting to 
answer it. 


Q Is the Administration considering offering a 
position in this State Department to Helmut Sonnenfeldt? 


A Not to my knowledge, but, if I did know, I 
wouldn't comment on personnel matters in any event. 


Q Are you aware whether or not Dr. Henry 
Kissinger has discussed with officials in the Administration 
placing Helmut Sonnenfeldt here in some capacity? 

oN I am not aware of any such indications. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #123 


MONDAY, JULY 26, 1982, 1:02 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Have you now had a chance to study the Arafat 
statement on the relevant U.N. Security Council resolutions, 
and have you reached any conclusions? 


A Yes. We have been studying it all morning 
into the afternoon. 


Q And? 


A Essentially our position is that the United 
States will not recognize or negotiate with the PLO until 
the PLO accepts U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 
338, and Israel's right to exist. 


We have indicated that this must be done ina 
clear and unequivocal way. The statement by Arafat does not 
meet these conditions. 


Q Do you have a formula for the way it should 
be done? 


A Not in any precise terms, but clear and une- 
quivocal means precisely that. We don't feel that what Mr. 
Arafat said over the weekend met those criteria. 


.@) Does the Arafat statement represent progress 
in that direction? Is it different from past PLO 
statements? 


A I can't say whether it's different in any 
specific terms. All I can point out to you is that the 
language of our 1975 commitment is clear and that the con- 
ditions attached must be met clearly and unequivocally in 
order for the United States to deal directly with the PLO. 
It should not be buried in rhetoric in a way which could be 
denied later. 


Q The 1975 language and commitment that you 
made, has it been receiving or did it receive any 
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Congressional approval, or what is the legality of that com- 
mitment which I believe some international relations and 
politics specialists stated that it has no bearing and it 
has no legality, and it doesn't have any backing of the 
Congress; it's just a matter of utterance of Henry 
Kissinger. 


A I'm sure that there may be all sort of 
judgments that might be made, but the fact of the matter is 
that this has been our policy since then, and we expect that 
it will continue to be. 


Q Is it your feeling, or the Department's 
feeling, that this statement signed by Arafat is not useful 
at all and has no bearing on the situation? 


A I don't want to portray it in terms other 
than those that I used in response to Jim's question ini- 
tially. All I can say is that if our conditions are met, as 
we said before, we would be willing to talk to the PLO. 


Q In fact would U.S. recognition on talks 
directly with the PLO, what would that mean? There are some 
people saying that U.S. direct contact with the PLO, it 
implicitly means a U.S. recoqnition of Palestinian rights to 
self-determination. 


Is that it, or it's simply talking to them and 
that's it? 


A I'm sorry. I'm not quite clear what the 
thrust of your question is. 


Q The thrust of my question is -- I'm trying to 
understand what does it mean for the PLO to be reco§nized by 
the United States Government in terms of achieving their 
goals? That is, self-determination and a state on the West 
Bank and Gaza. 


A I don't think I'm in a position to describe 
for you what it means from the standpoint of the PLO. 


Q No, no. From your point I'm asking, what 
does it mean for the United States to recoqnize the PLO, as 
you're asking now the PLO to do, for 242, the United States, 
and Israel's right to exist. What does it qive the PLO 
other than simple recoqnition? Is that it? Or does it have 
any more to it? 
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A Again, I have to refer you to what I said 
earlier, which is that we will not recognize or negotiate 
with the PLO until the PLO accepts the appropriate U.N. 
resolutions and Israel's right to exist. I don't know how 
I'm supposed to respond in a different way than that to your 


question. 


Q No, no. I'm not asking that. That's not 
actually what I'm asking. 


A That's what I'm trying to get at. What are 
you asking? 


Q What I am asking is what would it mean to the 
PLO to receive U.S. recognition and talk with the United 


States? 


A I think that's a question you have to put to 
the PLO. 


Q Does it in your understanding mean that it is 
implicit in it a recognition of the Palestinian's right to 
self-determination? 


A I'm not going to be drawn into implications 
beyond what I said. 


Q Would you address some speculation here that 
this Administration at this point does not want the PLO 
to accept those three points because it would create 
problems with the Israelis? 


A I hadn't heard that speculation. I would 
tend to dismiss that as idle speculation. It seems to me 
that what I said is perfectly clear in terms of what we 
expect the PLO to do in order for the United States to deal 


with them. 


Q Did the U.S. say what I'm saying and calling 
speculation to the Saudis and the Syrians? Did the 
President or the Administration convey what I've called spe- 
culation that this would be an awkward time for the 
Administration if the PLO did in fact accept because of 
problems with Israel? 


A I wouldn't comment on anything we may have 
communicated to other countries or other parties, but my “no 
comment" is not meant to convey that we did any such thinda. 
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Q Is there anything in our agreement with 
Israel which would preclude us from encouraging the PLO to 
take the steps that we have outlined? 


A Anything in our position which you say would 


Q Would preclude us from encouraging the PLO to 
take the sort of steps which you have outlined? 


A I think it's up to the PLO to decide when or 
if they are going to meet our conditions in order for us to 
open up a dialogue with them. 


Q At a breakfast this morning with reporters, 
Ashraf Ghorbal, the Egyptian Ambassador, said that to mini- 
mize what Arafat has done now is to lose opportunities. He 
would have liked to have seen the United States encourage 
Arafat rather than, in his words, “to treat with more of a 
welcome what Arafat has done.” Do you have any reaction to 
that? 


A No specific reaction to that. It seems to me 
that there should be no doubt in Mr. Arafat's mind about 
what it is that we expect of them iff we are to have any 
dialogue with them. | 


Q Do you view the phenomenon of an American 
Congressman getting involved in Mideast diplomacy as a posi- 
tive development? 


A Let me say that the State Department does not 
comment on the activities of individual Congressmen during 
the course of their meetings with foreiqn officials and 
persons. 


I would simply have to refer you to Congressman 
McCloskey for elaboration on his recent remarks. As I 
understand it, our Embassy in Beirut played no role what- 
soever in arranging the meeting between the Congressional 
delegation and Mr. Arafat. The meeting was arranged pri- 
vately by the Congressional delegation. 


Ambassador Dillon briefed the delegation fully on 
U.S. policy toward the PLO, and further advised them of the 
security risks involved in traveling to West Beirut. As you 
know, members of Congress are free to meet with whomever 
they please. 
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Q On 242/338, to go back tc what Bernie raised, 
I recall last week you said that the United States would in 
fact welcome the PLO's recognition or acceptance of the two 
relevant U.N. resolutions and of this riqh’ of the State of 
Israel to exist. Is that correct? We would welcome that? 


A Of course, we would welcome it provided they 
meet our conditions. 


Q And also as a follow-up, I asked last week 
what the U.S. attitude was toward General Assembly 
Resolutions 181 and 3236. Do you have a response on that? 


A I do not, unless it's been posted. I quess 
we're still looking into it. I don't have it today. 


e) Just one final: Is it the U.S. position that 
they must accept 242/338 and recoagnition of the State of 
Israel or its right to exist independent of any other 
international resolutions completely on their own or can 
they do so in the context of other U.N. resolutions? 


A I wouldn't want to rule out completely their 
meeting our conditions in the context of other U.N. resolu- 
tions, but I would reiterate to you that it has to be clear 
and unequivocal acceptdnce of those two resolutions plus 
Israel's right to exist. 


Q By whom, Dean? 
A By the PLO. 


Q I know, but there are a number of divisions 
in the PLO. 


Ay I understand that. We've been through this 
before. 


Q I know, but it's still not clear. I mean, do 
you have to have a majority vote, or do you have to have an 
expression from all of the well-known people in the PLO, or 
what? I mean, this leaves it -— because the signals from 
Habash, nobody to my knowledge has talked to George Habash. 


A Let me put it this way: We'll know it when 
we see it. 


Q You will know it when you see it? 
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That's right. 





a 
Q And what will you see? 
A I'll let you know when we see it. 


Q Do you think that coming out with this state- 
ment at this stage of the Habib negotiation is a helpful 
thing by the PLO? 


A Is a what? 


Q Is it helpful for the PLO to come out with 
this statement at this stage of the Habib negotiations? 


A I don't want to make a value judgment in 
terms of its impact on Ambassador Habib's mission. I don't 
think that would serve any useful purpose. 


Q Do you think it has any impact on the Habib 
mission? 


A The Habib mission continues. 


Q Have you communicated this response to the 
McCloskey letter through intermediaries to the PLO, or is 
this the first statement on it? 


A I don't know if this is the first statement 
on it. The reason I say that is that there has been a 
briefing at the White House, and this may have arisen there 
prior to this briefing. 


Q There were no private communication through 
third parties? 


A Not to my knowledge, no. 


Q Let me follow up on a question that's been 
asked a couple of times. The U.S. Government would welcome 
the PLO accepting the U.S. conditions so that direct com- 
munications could begin between this government and the PLO? 


A Essentially I don't quarrel with that. What 
I did say is that if our conditions are met, we would be 
willing to talk to them. Again, as I said earlier, the U.S. 
will not recognize or negotiate with the PLO until the con- 
ditions are met. 
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Q And you would welcome those conditions being 
met? 


a Let me put it in the terms that I used rather 
than those which you'd like me to use, but I think what I'm 
saying should be perfectly clear. 


Q On that specific point -- this may sound leqa- 
listic, but it's not meant to be -=— you say, “I will not 
recognize or negotiate with the PLO." [In fact, however, is 
not the United States negotiating with the PLO, if 
indirectly? 


A No. I don't think it's appropriate to 
describe it in those terms. Ambassador Habib is neqotiating 
with the Lebanese officials, and. as you know, we've 
acknowledged that some of those officials are in com- 
munication with the PLO. 


Q Since you've been very specific about item- 
izing the three conditions, can you be equally specific in 
clarifying the ambiguities surrounding your reply when you 
said, "We will know it when we see it"? That is to say, a 


PLO response. 


A No. I can't clarify it beyond what I tried 
to do. It was not a clear and unequivocal response in our 
judqment. 


Q That part -- I understand what you said 
there. The question is since you're so precise about 
listing three conditions, the question that has been raised 
here is how will you know when you hear of those conditions 
being met? 


For example, if Arafat. were to say he were to meet 
all three conditions -- if he had said that, say, to the 
McCloskey group yesterday -- would that have met American 
conditions then and there? Or are there other requirements 
you have insofar as PLO across-the-board support, etc.? 


A I think what you're trvinag to get me to do is 
to specify precisely in what form, format and by whom such a 
message would be delivered. I'm not prepared to get into 
that, but clearly what was said by Mr. Arafat vesterdayv 
doesn't meet our conditions. 


Q I just want to qo back to an earlier 
question: You were asked does this statement that he did 











make represent progress? The Arafat statement, or whatever 
he did in Beirut. 


A I didn't characterize that. 
@] Would you? 


A No. Not other than to say it doesn't meet 
our conditions. 


Q To what extent and how was Secretary Shultz 
involved in these matters, either yesterday or today? The 
question of the decision about the attitude toward the PLO 

.. Statement? 


A I know that he was informed of them. I can't 
give you any more specific information than that because I 
personally have not been in touch with him today. He is 
still out on the West Coast. 


Q Did he have a part in deciding how the United 
States should respond, and, if so, what was it? 


A I'm telling you I don't know. I know we 
informed hin. 


Q Could you find out? 


4X Let me just add that he has certainly 
been i. touch with the Department directly today. 
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Q Could you find out what part he had in it? 
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In today's or yesterday's? 
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Q In both of them. 

A I'm telling you, he had a very direct hand in 
I 


today's. do not know specifically what he was doing 
yesterday. 

Q He had a very direct hand in it? 

A Yes. 


Q I thought a minute ago you said you didn't 


know. 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A I was talking about yesterday. I thought 
that was what you asked me. 


Q Both of them. But as far as the statement 
that you made earlier today -- a few minutes ago -- he had a 
very direct hand? 


A He did, indeed, yes. 
Q What was the direct hand? 


A He participated in the formulation of the 
statement I gave you. 


Q By telephone from the West Coast? 
A Absolutely. 


Q There are certain things I need cleared up. 
For instance, what does self-determination actually mean? 


A I think that's a subject for the lawyers to 
address. I'm not in a position to do it today. 


Q Does this mean that they want the West Bank, 
and nobody to come in? 


Do you mean the Palestinians or the PLO? 


A 
Q The PLO. 


A Again, I think that's a question that should 
be put to them. , 


Q Also, do you think that this is sort of a 
stalling process so that they don't have to leave Lebanon to 
go to different countries so that the Israelis will keep on 
at war? 


A Again, I can't speak as to whatever motives 
may have influenced the PLO in making the statement that 
they did. I can only say that Ambassador Habib is pursuing 
the efforts that he on behalf of the United States has 
undertaken. 


He is, as I'm sure you know, in London today for a 
meeting with King Hussein. He met with King Fahd and 
Foreign Minister Saud on Saturday in Jiddah; with President 
Mubarak on Sunday in Cairo. Among the purposes of these 
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meetings that he has been having with the various Arab 
leaders is to arrange destinations for the PLO from West 


Beirut. 


Q Have they gone to any of the little countries 
in the area? 


A Little countries? 


Q Little. Smaller ones, like Abu Dhabi and all 
those -- 


A Ambassador Habib personally has not qone 
there. No. 


Q On the subject of such diplomacy, (1) do you 
have a schedule for Foreign Minister Ali, and have you heard 
anything of Foreiqn Minister Shamir coming here? 


A With respect to Foreian Minister Ali. we 
exvect he will visit Washinaton later this week. The 
details are still being worked out, but we expect a further 
announcement soon. 


With respect to Foreign Minister Shamir, we anti- 
cipate that he will visit Washington in the very near future 
for the purpose of meeting with the Secretary. Our two 
governments are currently discussing a mutually convenient 
date. 


Q On that subject, will those visits coincide? 
Will they be here at the same time? 


A I do not anticipate that they will. 


Q You said awhile ago we would welcome PLO 
recognition of Israel. Why is it important at this time for 
the PLO to recognize Israel and meet those requirements? 


A We think that it would advance the peace 
process. 


Q You said before in outlining Habib's mission 
that amonq the purposes is to arrange destinations for a 
PLO exit from West Beirut. 


What are the other purposes? 
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A To discuss the overall problem which he has 
been addressing since he went out there. 


Q Does that include a settlement of the 
Palestinian issue? 


A I wouldn't describe that as the focal point 
of his efforts at this time. 


Q But is that an issue that he is discussing? 


4 It comes up in discussions, naturally, when 
leaders of various countries get together with Ambassador 
Habib. I've addressed this in the past. I wouldn't attri- 
bute any direct linkage to the problem of West Beirut and 
the problem of Lebanon and the overall problem of the future 
of the Palestinians, but clearly they do overlap. 


Q The White House says that Secretary Watt's 
letter to the Israeli Ambassador is “unfortunate.” After 
this White House statement, Secretary Watt said he's proud 
of this letter. 


I have a two-part question: Is Secretary Shultz 
also proud of Secretary Watt's letter? 


A I haven't spoken to Secretary Shultz on that 
matter. 


Q Have you spoken to him since the letter came 
out? 


A No. 


Q Would you rule out the possibility that maybe 
Secretary Shultz is grateful to Secretary Watt at being 
helpful or -- 


A I have no comment I can offer you. I would 
refer you to the -- 


Q Could you take this question also? 


A No, no. I refer you to the statements of the 
White House spokesman on this matter. I have nothing to say 
about it. 


Q The question is the White House spokesman 
doesn't speak for Secretary Shultz. 
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a He speaks for the Administration. 


Q I understand that, but there's different 
voices in the Administration. "We're proud of the letter," 
and “We think it's unfortunate," and "We're confused." And 
my second part is. will Secretary Shultz. if he has nothing 
to say about this letter, will he welcome similar foreiaqn 
policy interventions and assistance from other members of 
the Cabinet such as Secretary Weinberger? 


A That's a purely hypothetical question. 


0 I know it is. but since he has no objection 
-- Secretary Shultz has expressed no objection to Secretarv 
Watt's assistance with foreian policy, I'm wondering if he 
will also welcome such assistance from Secretary Weinberger 
who has been known in past to be involved in foreign policy 
issues? Don't you remember, or do you recall? 


A I don't have any comment. 


Q Are you saying that it would advance the 
peace process and that's why we would welcome such a 
recognition? When you speak of the peace process, are you 
speaking of the autonomy agreement or the crisis over 
Lebanon in Beirut or both? 


A I'm speaking about an ultimate resolution of 
the Palestinian problem. 


Q To follow Bernie's question, is there in all 
this matter of recoqnizing Israel or the dialoque between 
the United States and the PLO, a matter in Philip Habib's 
mission -- a matter in Philip Habib's discussion -- all this 
that we are discussing of the PLO acceptina the American 
conditions and what the United States will do then? 


A The focal point of Ambassador Habib's mission 
is to resolve the problem of West Beirut. I indicated in 
response to Bernie Kalb's question that obviously other 
issues that are related to that do arise in the discussions, 
but it is not the focus of Ambassador Habib's current 
undertakina. 


0 Are vou concludina this matter of recoanition 
and -- 


A No. I wouldn't want to suaqgest to you that 
that is taking up a qreat deal of Ambassador Habib's time. 
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Q Another question: Is there any comment by 
you or by Secretary Shultz on the reports that Phil Habib 
works as a consultant in the Bechtel Corporation? 


A I expect we'll have something to say on that 
later in the day. I have no comment at this particular 
time. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the serious 
threats to use more advanced weapons? 


A No. I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Could you give a reason on why Ali and Shamir 
are coming? You didn't give any reason. 


A I did not give a reason, but I'll be glad to 
offer you that. 


Egyptian Foreign Minister Ali's visit comes as 
part of the close consultations that we have had with 
President Mubarak'‘s Government on recent developments in the 
region, and it is reasonable to expect that among the topics 
that he will discuss here will be Ambassador Habib's visit 
to Cairo over the weekend. 


I understand further that the Foreign Minister 
will be bringing a message to President Reagan from 
President Mubarak. 


The meetings with the Israeli Foreign Minister, 
obviously, also are related to what I outlined for you as 
the purposes of Mr. Ali's trip. 


Q At whose initiative are these meetings? 


A I will have to take that question to be 
absolutely certain about it. 


Let me say, Alan handed me some guidance on the 
question relating to the Syrian missiles that you asked. 


We are looking into reports of the Soviet-origin 
SAM-8's in the Bekaa Valley. Our position with respect to 
it is that any action that endangers the ceasefire and opens 
the possibility of widening the conflict in Lebanon must be 
avoided, and we are urging all parties to that effect. 


Q When you say in your statement that the PLO's 
statement has to be clear and unequivocal recognition of the 
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State of Israel and 242 and 338 in order for you to 
acknowledge and negotiate with them, you are asking by the 
same token that Israel will have a clear and unequivocal 
statement of recognizing the Palestinians and the PLO? 


A No, no. I don't purport to speak for Israel. 
It will have to decide for itself. 


QO When you suggested that you wouldn't rule out 
the PLO meeting the U.S. demands in the context of some 
other U.N. resolution or international resolution, are you 
Suggesting that there is no longer a requirement for the PLO 
to make a statement which stands by itself, recoqnizing 
Israel's right to exist? 


A Not at all. On the contrary, it seems to me 
what I've been saying consistently is that the PLO must 
explicitly recoqnize Resolutions 242 and 338 and Israel's 
right to exist. 


Q And the latter is a point unto itself, 
recognize Israel's right to exist? 


A That's correct. This has been our policy 
ever since 1975. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Has the United States qiven up on the idea of 
relocating the Palestinians in another part of Beirut before 
sending them somewhere else? 


A I'm not quite certain I understand what you're 
saying. Could you repeat that? 


Q The Arab Foreign Ministers who came with new 
ideas about relocating the Palestinians in another part of 


Lebanon -=- 
A Right. 


Q -- has the United States given up on this idea 
Or are they still thinking about it? 


A It's not an idea we've ever acknowledged that 
we've accepted. 


Q Dean, what if the PLO came up with a four-point 
package in which they accepted the three points set forth by 
the United States, but also made those three points con- 
ditional on the U.S. acceptance of Palestinian self-determination? 


A I can't predict what our response would be on 
that. 


Q I'm confused on this point because a few 
moments ago, you seemed to indicate that the PLO could make a 
statement which included recognition of 224, 338, et cetera in 
addition or with reference to other U.N. resolutions. Just 
now you indicated that, on the contrary, these were to stand 
alone. Can you clarify that? 
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A I'm not trying to dictate to the PLO precisely 
what they should say to the United States other than to 
reiterate for the umpteenth time, it must be clear and une- 
quivocal acceptance of the two resolutions. 


Q I had asked earlier with respect to that 
whether it was precluded that the PLO could endorse those 
three provisions with reference to other U.N. Resolutions, and 


you said it was not precluded. 


A That's correct. But it still has to be clear 
and unequivocal. 


Q In the realm of being clear and unequivocal, if 
I could rephrase my question so that it's not the same way I 
put it twice before -- 


Q Dean, filing break? 
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A Filing break. 


Q -- if Yasser Arafat agrees to recognize Israel 
and all the rest of the points, and George Habash doesn't, 
will we talk, will we negotiate with Yasser Arafat? 


A That's a question that I'm not going to try to 
respond to. 


Q But Dean, this is the point: You leave this 
totally in fog, you see. How do the PLO know? Do you have to 
have a unanimous vote, or certainly if some of the PLO want to 
do what you've asked them to do, would you penalize them until 
they can persaude all the rest of the PLO? It leaves a 
massive confusion, I suggest, Dean. 


A I think we know what we want. 


Q You do. But do they -- that's the question. 
Does the PLO know? 


A You can go round and round. I'm prepared to 
stand here and talk as long as you're prepared to sit there, 
but I have nothing else to say to you. 


Q It's just a monumental confusion, Dean. 
A I have nothing else to say to you. 


Q Dean, with regard to the document signed by 
Arafat -- I'd like to follow up on an earlier question -- some 
Israeli officials have told reporters that they regard this as 
a stall to try and find more time to reinforce the positions. 
You haven't characterized it as helpful. Would you care to go 
the other way and say that you agree that it is in fact a 
stall? 


A No. I think I was asked a similar question 
earlier. I simply say again that it doesn't meet our 
conditions. 


Q Dean, just to try to come back to this “knowing 
it when you see it,” a lot of Israeli spokesmen seem to imply 
that the recogniticn of Israel would require the PLO to amend 
the 1968 Palestine National Charter, which in turn requires 
the whole 300-and-something member Palestine National Council 
to do. Are we requiring a Charter amendment, or would this 
statement by the leadership -- say by the Central Committee of 
the PLO or by Arafat himself -- if it were clear and unequivo- 
cal, would a statement by the leadership be enough, or are we 
requiring that the Charter itself be amended? 
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A I didn't sav that we were requiring the Charter 
to be amended. I'm saying, we want a clear and unequivocal 
siqnal. 


Q Dean, does the announcement also have to be 
unconditional? 
A Excuse me? 


Q Besides the fact that it has to be clear and 
unequivocal, does the PLO statement of accepting those American 
terms also have to be unconditional? 


A I didn't use that word. 

Q I'm asking you if you would use it. 

A Why don't you use the words I used? 

Q Because there were some reports today quoting 


American officials using this term too. I'm asking if you 
would use it too. 


A I have nothing to add to what I gave. you on 
that point. 
Q Dean, would you like King Hussein to take some 


of the Palestinians into Jordan? 


A The question of the destination of the PLO 
fiaqhters is obviously in the forefront of Ambassador Habib's 
meetings with all the Arab leaders with whom he has met. 


Q Dean, two questions: One, does the United 
States now have official casualty figures for Lebanon? 


A No. 


Q The second one is, sometime ago, I had asked 
about an investigation into Saudi Arms to the PLO. What is 
the status of that investigation? 


A It came up Friday, and my recollection is that 
we said that there had been no foreign military sales of M-l6s 
to Saudi Arabia, nor had there been any commercial sales. As 
of now, that is my understanding of where the matter rests. 


Q So, how did they get there? 


A That's a question I can't answer for you. 





“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


gn 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


18 
Q Does thet close the investigation? 


A I can't answer that either. I think that's a 
question you should address toc the Pentagon. 


Q The Pentagon says that the State Department is 
still conducting the investiqation. 


A All right. Let me check into it. If there is 
anything other than what I just told you as an update, we'll 
get it to you. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli 
officials’ stand that they will not recoaqnize the PLO even if 
the PLO will recognize Israel? 


A No. I said earlier, Israel has to speak for 
itself on that. 


Q The city of Beirut, which is the capital of 
Lebanon, has been bombarded in the last five days constantly 
by Israeli jets and mortar. Food supplies, medicine, and 
other things are again barred from entering certain parts of 
the city, West Beirut and other places. What is your comment 
on the situation? 


The continuous bombardment, will this help the peace 
process? Will this help the evacuation of the PLO forces from 
West Beirut, or what do you comment it? 


A We hope the fighting and the violence stop. We 
hope the ceasefire will be preserved. We hope Ambassador 
Habib's efforts to solve the problem of West Beirut will be 


successful. 


Q How about the food to people who are starving 
to death? There is more diarrhea in Southern Lebanon in refu- 
qee camps, and there are about 12,000 not having any place to 
go in the six camps which were destroyed. 


a We favor the shipment of food into West Beirut. 
Q Excuse me? 

A We favor the shipment of food into West Beirut. 
Q You favor it, but you are not putting pressure 


on the Israelis to open the gates and give food and water to 
the people? 
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A That has been discussed among ourselves and the 
Israelis as well as a number of other subjects. 


Q Can you make another appeal to the Israelis to 
open the gates and help? 


A We discuss many things with the Israelis on a 
constant basis. 


Q To follow that up, Dean, have we made an appeal 
for the PLO armed people to allow the civilian populace to 
leave West Beirut yet? 


A We haven't made any direct appeals to the PLO. 


Q Let me rephrase it, then. Through inter- 
mediaries, as you've acknowledged doing, would we like the PLO 
to let those civilians leave -—- presumably, the Israelis would 
let them qo through -- so that all we've got in West Beirut is 
the PLO? Would we be in favor of that? 


A It wouldn't solve the problem, since the focus 
of our efforts is to get the PLO fighters out of West Beirut. 


Q I aqree. But it would solve the problem of 
civilian suffering that this qentleman refers to. 


A Yes, well-- 


Q Do we have any intimation that the PLO would be 
willing to let these civilians go? 


A I don't know. 

Q Have we had any hint of that, Dean? 

A I don't have an answer for you. 

Q We're concerned, aren't we? T mean, we would 
like them to let the civilians go? 

A We're always concerned about civilian 
casualties. 

Q The last question, on my part at least: You 


referred twice to the ceasefire. Does the United States con- 
sider the ceasefire to be holding? I mean is there still a 
ceasefire? 
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A I am not personally aware of any firing today. 
There was, as was indicated earlier, tiring over the past four 
or five days. Obviously, when there is firing, there is no 
ceasefire. I can't give you an up-to-the-minute assessment of 


what the situation is now. 


Q Can you give us any information about 
Ambassador Hab’h's next steps? 


A » , I'm sorry I cannot. 


Q And also about yesterday's meeting in Rome? 


A No. I have no information I can give you on 
Ambassador Habib's itinerary. 

Q Do you have anything -— I know you said you 
would get to the Habib thing perhaps later in the day -- 

rm Yes. 

Q -- but on Senator Pressler's observations about 


betrayal and calling for Habib's resiqnation? 


A That question was addressed at the White House 
and also at the State Department. In general terms, I don't 
recall anyone's specifically responding to Senator Pressler's 


comment. I have no comment on that. 


Q Dean, on Habib again, just to clarify something 
you said. You were asked if he had any plans to qo to the Gulf 
States, and you said, "Not him." 


A No. I think the question was, “Had he been to the 
Gulf States?" 


Q O.K. Is Draper still with him, is what I'm 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


question. 


asking. 


I believe that's correct. 

He's accompanied him? 

I believe that's correct. 

Who was in Rome? You mentioned Rome. 


I didn't. The reference to Rome was in the 
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Q Also on the Gulf, there are reports now that 
the Gulf States are moving away from the United States in an 
attempt to placate the Iranians. Do you have anything on 


that? 


a In an attempt to placate the Iranians? 
Q Right. 
A I'm not going to comment on that other than to 


remind you of our position regarding that conflict. 


Q What is the State Department's position on a 
new movement here in Washington originated about a neutral 
Lebanon, neutral and disarmed Lebanon? It is directed here by 
Mr. Roger Edde, who is the nephew of Raymond Edde, one of the 


Lebanese leaders. 


What do you comment on this? I believe you have 
some knowledge about such type of movement here? 


A Our position on Lebanon, I think, is crystal 
clear. We advocate the restoration of governmental authority 
and its application throughout the country. 


0 But the “neutral and disarmed," no arms, you 
know. to be like Switzerland or some other country around the 


world. 


I gave you our position on it. 


A 

Q About El Salvador, can we go to that? 

A Yes. 

Q Has the State Department recommended to the 


Administration recertification, that Salvador is progressing 
in human rights in that area? 


A Have we recommended it to the Congress? 

Q To the Administration to recommend to Congress. 

A I'm sorry. Are you asking, have we 
recommended? 


Q Has the State Department recommended that the 
Administration push this forward? 


A Until the decision is made whether or not to 
certify, I'm not going to comment on any internal 


deliberations. 
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Q Did we make any specific warnings to the 
Salvadoran Government following the revelation that was 


detailed in The Washington Post this morning, the specific 


torture of a Green Cross worker? 


A I'm not going to get into specific cases. We 
obviously receive information on this sort of thing from a 
variety of sources. We don't want to do anything to jeopar- 
dize those sources. 


Let me add that in a more general sense, the United 
States Government condemns the use of torture under any cir- 
cumstances, and any such incident is absolutely inexcusable. 
We are aware that there have been instances of torture, and in 
each instance that has come to our attention, we have made the 
strongest of representations to the Government of El Salvador, 
registering our objections. While human rights abuses such as 
this have not disappeared, there have been steps taken within 
the Government and the National Police to eliminate such 
practices. We will continue to support these efforts strongdly 
as one of the main goals of our policy toward El Salvador. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Dean, those instances you mention, are they 
recent, or is that just dating back for years? When was the 
last information you have on torture taking place? 


A I don't have any specific incident that I am 
pointing you to. What I am giving you is our policy toward El 
Salvador in this Administration. 


Q Do we believe this torture is now ended or 
still continuing? 


4 I just said that there have been incidents of 
torture which have come to our attention. 


Q But that could be any time within the past two 
years? 


A I'm not specifying with reference to any 
particular case. 


Q Dean, in view of our very commendable and deep 
concern about reports of torture or any other kind of 
repression of human rights in El Salvador, is the State 
Department at all concerned about the statement that in 
Cameroon there is only one political party? And have we 
discussed this with the Prime Minister today? 
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A I don't have any information I can give you on 
the visit of the Cameroon President. I think the White House 
will have something to say on that. 


Q They didn't mention this. I just wondered, are 
we even-handed in our concern for human rights? I mean have 
we said anything to Cameroon about the lack of more than one 


political party? 


A 1 don't have any information on that. 


Q Dean, On El Salvador, if I could follow up on 
the statement you made -- 


A Yes, sir. 


Q -- you talked about remedial measures, or some 
words to that effect, having been taken by the authorities in 
El Salvador. The remarkable thing about this case, as I 
understand it, is that this torture allegedly took place ina 
secret suite of rooms riaght in the National Police headquar- 


ters in San Salvador. 
A Yes. 


Q Does the United States have any information as 
to whether this apparatus, suite, or whatever facilities, have 
been eliminated or otherwise changed so that it cannot be used 


for this purpose? 


A I'm not in a position to comment on that. 


Q You made the qeneral statement that remedial 
action had been taken. 


A Right. 


Q Could you say whether any action has been taken 
within the last two months to eliminate torture facilities in 
the National Police headauarters in San Salvador? 


A I said earlier I am not qoina to address the 
svecific case referred to in that article. 


0 Dean, I wanted to ask vou about the assistance 
we have sent to Somalia. Do vou have anythina on that? 


A That subject, T think, was addressed over the 
weekend, was it not? 
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All I can do is give you the information I have with reference 
to it. 


There is an airlift of military equipment to Somalia. 
It is in connection with the military emergency in that country 
caused by the recent incursions cf Ethiopian and Ethiopian- 
supported forces. Beyond that, I don't have any details I can 
offer you. 


Q Could you explain why Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Wisner is apparently remaining in Angola after the departure 
of General Walters? 


Py I am not entirely certain that is the case. Is 
it? He is remaining in Angola? I want to check that. I'm 
not absolutely certain that is the case. 


Q Could you find out, if it is correct, what is 
the purpose of his remaining and how long he anticipates to be 
there? 


ay I'll be glad to look into that for you. 


Q Back on Central American and airlifts: Why are 
U.S. pilots flying supplies to the border region between 
Nicaragua and Honduras in the southern Honduran border? 


A I don't think I've got anything I can offer you 
on that today, but if you would check with the Press Office, we 
may have something from an earlier day. 


Q Could you take it? 


A If you'll check first, and if we don't have 
anything, I'll take it, yes. 

Q Is there any more on the Soviet pipeline? 

A No, I don't have any further comment today. 

Q Dean, could I just qo back to one thing we 
talked about earlier, please? 

a Yes. 

Q On the acceptance of the three points, you said 


that the three points could come in the context of acceptance 
of other resolutions as well. Is that correct? 


A Well, but I think you're makina too much of 
that. What my point was, I'm not trying to stand up here 
and write what we would regard as a clear, unequivocal 
endorsement of the Resolutions 242 and 338 and Israel's 
right to exist, on behalf of the PLO. 
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All I'm suggesting to you is that if these criteria 
are met, I don't think it matters a great deal how it is put 
to us. We're, obviously, goine *o be the judges of whether 
those criteria are met. As I said, we'll know it when we see 


it. 


Q Dean, is it correct to presume that as soon as 
Ambassador Habib is able to find some country that will accept 
the PLO armed people, that he will announce this joyful news, 
I mean that we'll know about it as soon as he finds out, or 
would that be withheld? 


A I don't know that I could predict that for you, 
Les. 


Q Would there be some reason to keep this joyful 
news secret, or what? 


Why, if we have the solution to this big problem, 
why would it be kept secret? 


A The solution encompasses more than the final 
destination for the PLO fighters. 


Q If a country, say if Saudi Arabia, which has 
given so much money and reportedly equipment to the PLO, said, 
"Come and live with us," what would be the reason to deny the 
American people the news that they had extended an invitation 
to the people they've been helping out for so long? 


A Even if I assumed all the hypotheses that 
you're putting to me, I repeat that's only part of the 
problem. 


Q Let me rephrase it: Is it correct to presume 
that Habib has not been able to find anybody that will take 
the PLO? 


No, I wouldn't lead you to that conclusion. 
You'd lead us to another conclusion? 
I'm not leading you to any conclusion. 


No conclusion. 


ono Oo F- YO F 


Is there anything on the situation in Zimbabwe? 
Any statement on that? 


A You're referring to the kidnapping? 
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Q And the destruction of the airports and the 
general unrest there. 


A We can confirm the newspaper reports that six 
tourists, including two Americans, were abducted last Friday, 
July 23. We understand the Government of Zimbabwe is making 
an all-out effort to rescue the hostages. 


At the request of the families who are being briefed 
regularly on developments, we can't provide any further 
details. 


Q Do you have any assessment of the current 
unrest there? How serious do we assess that situation to be 
right now? 


A I do not. 


Q Have we taken a stand on these French nuclear 
tests in the Pacific? 


A We may have, but I'm not aware of what it is. 
Q Would it be possible to take it, please? 


BN Let me look into that. I don't know that we 
would necessarily comment. 


I have something in response to your question I 
overlooked. You asked about anything new on the pipeline. I 
do have a statement in response to the action taken by the 
Italian Government. 


We have seen the statement. The sanctions are a 
response, as you know, to the Soviet role in the repression in 
Poland. We regret the Italian announcement, but wish to 
remain in regular contact with the Government of Italy and 
other governments involved. 


The Commerce Department is studying the legal 
aspects of the French and Italian announcements, and I 
have no further comments at this time. 

Q Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefina concluded at 1:50 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #124 


TUESDAY, JULY 27, 1982, 12:41 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. 


I have a couple announcements for you today. 


First, a briefing on the United States participation 
at the Second United Nations Conference on the Exploration and 
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space called Unispace '82 to be held on 
Wednesday, July 28, at 10:00 a.m. in the Press Briefing Room. 
James M. Beggs, Administrator, National Aeronautics & Space 
Administration, and Ambassador Gerald Hellman, Coordinator for 
Unispace '82, will identify and ceview the major issues 
expected to arise during the conference, which will be held in 
Vienna, Austria, from August 9-21, 1982. A publication on 
Unispace and the agenda for the conference are available upon 
cegquest in the Press Office. 


Secondly, there will be a press backgrounder today in 
the Press Briefing Room at 3:30 p.m. The subject will be 
cerctification of El Salvador. The briefing will be ON 
BACKGROUND, with attribution to a senior State Department 
official. 


0 Will there be an official announcement from 
somewhere in this city on the certification issue? 


A An official announcement? I honestly don't know 
the mechanics of how the announcement is officially made. I 


am prepared at this point to say we are certifying to 
Congress, so I guess you can consider that official. 


fe) You've answered my question. 

0 You ace certifying El Salvatect 

A That's correct. 

Q You ace certifying that they have made suf- 


ficient progress in human cights to warrant further military 
assistance? 


nan At this point all I can say is that we are 
cectifying. We will make every effort to provide you with the 
certification documents once those documents are distributed 
to the Members of Congress. 
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e) Is that going to come today? 

A Yes. 

Q But you don't certify when the finding is 
negative? 

A That is corcect. 


Q Will that include certification on the deaths of 
the four chucchwomen and the agrarian workers which hasn't yet 
been considered by the full Senate? 


A Again, I can't get into the details of what is 
contained in the documents until they are delivered to Members 
of Congress, which is being done today. 


Anything else on that? 


Q Dean, On Lebanon, it appears that the air caids 
ace now going on for the sixth oc fifth straight day. Is the United 
States trying to do anything to hold down the violence? 


Ay As you know, Jim, we've made it clear from the 
beginning that we are hopeful that the ceasefice will rcemain 
in place. It has been important to Ambassador Habib's 
efforts, and we hope that the fighting you refer to which, as 
you indicate has gone on now for six days, will cease, and 
that the efforts that Ambassador Habib is engaged in will 
continue. 


Q He's what, in Jerusalem today? 
a He 1s cuccently in Iscael. 
Q Is that one of the ceasons he is there, to try 


to cestore the ceasefire? 


A I hestiate to say specifically that is the 
ceason he is there orc one of the reasons he is there. He is 
there, as you know, at the behest of the President to talk to 
the leaders in both the Arab and Israeli countries in connec- 
tion with the fulfillment of his mission. 


Q Is he going to the Sudan to check out the offerc 
to take some of the PLO fighters? 


A I don't have any travel plans I can give you 
beyond where he is at the moment, and so there is no way I can 
peedict at this point whether oc not he might go there. 
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I would say in addition to that that we obviously 
welcome all constructive efforts on the part of the Arab states 
which might help the problem of accepting the PLO fighters 
from Beirut. 


Q Have you had any other such offers? 


A. I'm just not prepared at this point to get into 
the specifics of our diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Dean, is this being treated as a serious offer? 
Is it anticipated that something might come of this? 


A I just can't predict at this point. 
Q But it's being treated seriously? 
a We are aware of the reports, let me put it that 


way. And as I say, we welcome all constructive efforts by any 
and all Arab states to help solve the problem. 


0 Is it cealistic at this point to still be 
talking of a ceasefire at all? I mean, isn't it a little 
silly that with celatively continuous for six days -- 

You talk of keeping the ceasefice in place. Isn't Jim's way 
of saying "cestoring” the ceasefire a better way of looking at 
the situation over there now? 


A I wouldn't quarcel with that at all. To restore 
it would obviously be, in ouc judgment, in the best interest 
of everybody. 


Q Dean, On Sudan, have you been in touch with the 
Sudanese Government about this? 


nN I can't get into at this point. 


Q Ace we bringing any pressure on the Iscaelis to 
cestowe the ceasefire? 


a I think that was a question I was asked by Jim 
eacliec. I just don't want to get into the substance of our 
diplomatic discussions. But again I would rceiterate, we 
clearly feel that a ceasefice is terccibly important to 
Ambassadoc Habib's efforts. 


Q Dean, do you have something specific on the 
Egyptian Foreign Minister's schedule? 





A Yes. We understand that Foreign Minister Ali 
will be arriving in Washington Wednesday evening. As things 
now stand, he will meet with Secretary Shultz on Friday. I 
don't have any other details to give you on his schedule. 


re) Is he going to be at the White House at some 
point to see President Reagan? 


A At this point I don't know, but we will be 
giving you further details as they become clearer. 


gn 


On Shamir, he will be in Washington on the second and 
third of August. At the moment, the details of his visit are 
currently being arranged. 


Q How about Francis Pym? 


A It's a busy time for foreign ministers. Sir 
Francis Pym will arrive in Washington Thursday, July 29, at 
11:05 a.m. on the Concorde. 


Q What time will he leave? 


A He will meet with Secretary of State Shultz at 
3:30 p.m. in the State Department. He will depart to return 
to London the same evening. I don't have the precise takeoff 


time for you. 


Q Dean, On meetings, why is Rabin meeting with the 
Secretary today? 
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on I don't have any details on Mr. Rabin's visit. I 
will be glad to see what we can provide you with on that. 


fe) Is it possible while the briefing is still going 
on to find out? 


4 No, I don't think so. I think you'll have to 
give us a bit more time than that. 


e) Dean, what is the State Department's position on 
the statement coming out yesterday from Jerusalem, from Mr. 
Begin, saying even if the PLO accepts Israel's right to 
exist, and United Nations Resolutions 242 and 338, Israel will 
not talk or negotiate with them under any circumstances? 


a It doesn't surprise me since that is what the 
Israeli's have consistently said. And as I indicated yester- 
day, the Israelis, on that subject, have to speak for 
themselves. 
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0 Also regarding the PLO, in going back over the 
cecitations of U.S. conditions for negotiating with the PLO, 
in the early pact of the Administration there were three con- 
ditions -- 242, 338, recognizing Israel and renouncing 


tercrocism. 
A Right. 


Q- The last part sort of got dropped off along the 
line. Is that still a condition? Do we still consider that a 


condition? 


A This question has arisen in the past. I prefer 
to stick with the formulation we have used in terms of the 
possibility of our dealing with the PLO, and that is explicit, 
cleac, unequivocal recognition of Resolutions 242 and 338, and 
the recognition of Israel's right to exist. 


Q The demand to drop terrorism is not part of 
that? 


et It 1s not part of the formulation we have used 
and which we are continuing to use in terms of the possibility 
of dealing with the PLO. When you talk about renouncing 
tecrcocism, Or as the Secretary put it, I think, during his 
conficmation hearings, “getting off this guecrilla kick," 
clearly these would be desicable things from our point of 


view. 


I would not wish to minimize in any way, the impor- 
tance of those things. At the same time, in terms of our 
official, longstanding policy, it is as I just described it 
for you. 


0 Dean, President Mubarak said yesterday that the 
Palestinian position is a new position, that it represents a 
move in the right direction, and that it is positive. Is that 
youc feeling too? I mean do you share that? 


A We addressed Mc. Acafat's statement yestecday. 
I have nothing to add to that. I would anticipate that there 
would be discussions when Foreign Minister .Ali is here on that 
subject, as well as many others. But I think our position is 


clearc. 


@) But you don't agree that this is a step in the 
cight direction foc the Palestinians, I mean? 


Ay I just have nothing to add to what was said 
yesterday on that. 
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Q Do you have anything on the cutoff in electricity 
by the Iscsaelis yesterday, to West Beirut? 


A Nothing other than to note that we saw the 
ceports. I can't give you a status report at this point on 
whether or not electricity has been restored. Clearly, we 
hope it will be. 

Q . Have we been talking to the Israelis about that? 


2 We talk to the Iscaelis constantly on a variety 
of subjects. 


Q Would you include that among them? 
A A vaciety of subjects. 


0 Dean, do you now have from the Embassy in Belrut 
official casualty figures for the Lebanese? 


A We do not. 


Q You haven't ceceived any? I'm not asking about 
celeasing any -- I mean ceceived any. 


A We have not, no. 


Q When will the President announce the F-16 sales 
to Isrcael? 


A I don't know precisely when the President plans 
to take action on Fe-l6s. 

Q Is that mattec undec active review? 

A It is for the President to decide. 

Q But does he have it undec active review, or does 


the National Security Council, or the State Department? 


A It is for the President to decide when he will make 


a decision on that. 


Q Also on arms, yestecday I asked about an 
investigation into Saudi arms to the PLO. You said you'd take 
the question. I haven't seen it posted, whether such an 
investigation has taken place, still. 


M It is being posted. I knew I had seen something 
On ite 
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0 Arce you expecting an announcement shortly on 
acms sales to Taiwan? 


on I can't give you any help on that. As you know, 
the discussions we'ce having in relation to the Peoples 
Republic of China are in a sensitive stage. Arcms sales are 
one of the aspects, and I don't have any information I can 
give you on when any decision will be taken by the President. 


@) Will arms sales be discussed with India, with 
Mcs. Ghandi? 


A I don't have a great deal I can offer you on 
this. I've noted some reports in the press that the U.S. has 
expressed a willingness to sell F-16s to India. I can say 
that that is not true, and cecall that ducing a meeting with 
Indian journalists on the 22nd of July, Deputy Secretary 
Waltec Stoessel was asked for the U.S. position on the 
possible sale of F-l6s. He said, “Well, I think we would be 
prepaced to consider that, to listen to her” meaning Prime 
Minister Ghandi, “if she expressed an interest." 


Q Acms sales to Peru? 


A On cepocts of the Peruvian Government's interest 
also in F-l6s, let me say that we do not discuss arms sales 
proposals until Congress rceceives notification that the 
Administration intends to make a sale. At this point, it is a 
case of Peru having requested data on the price and availabi- 
lity of what is called the F-16/79, which is one version of 
two FX intecmediate glider aircccaft approved for sale to cer- 
tain countcies ducing the previous administcation. 


This is undec prepacation. It is ouc understanding 
that Peru may be considering other airccraft as well, both 
foreign-made and American made. Furcthec at this point, we 
have no information that the Government of Peru has decided 
which aiccraft, if any, 1t intends to purchase. 


Q Dean, do you considec the 'mattec of Israeli use 
of clustec bombs on civilians in Lebanon as a closed case, or 
is it still undec rceview by the United States Government? 


a No, it is not a closed case. We may have 
something on that subject for you later in the day. 


As 1f£ on cue, I can tell you on the subject of 
clustec bombs, or rather CBUs, the Department yesterday sent 
to Congceess a letter with infocmation specifically on the use 
of CBUs supplementing its eacliec letter on Iscaeli use of 
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American weapons. Since it is a classified communication, I 
cannot get into its contents. However, without getting into 
the contents, I can conficm that the President has suspended 
the delivery to Iscael of 155 mm arctillery ammunition which 
employs a cluster munition concept similar to air-delivered 


CBUs. 


Q Could you give us that last sentence again? 


2 As I say, without getting into the contents of 
the lettec which are classified, I can confirm that the 
President has suspended the delivery to Iscael of 155 mm 
actillery ammunition which employs a cluster munition concept 


similac to airc-delivered CBUs. 


Q How is that different from what was announced 
last week? 

My It is a letter, as I say, which supplements the 
previous communication to the Congress on the use of American 
weapons. 


9) But he suspended that delivery last week, did he 
not? 

A As I say, the contents of the letters are 
Classified. This one supplements the previous communication. 


-- MORE -- 


a 
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Q In other words, is this now an indefinite 
suspension that involves more than the 4,000 pieces of ammu- 
nition that were involved last week? 


A The length of the suspension is a matter for 
the President to determine. 


Let me put it this way also, if I may: The 
President here has made a policy decision, not a legal 
determination, about whether or not Israel has been in 
violation of the bilateral agreements that govern the use of 
cluster bombs by Israel. 


This policy decision is based on a governmental 
review of the Israeli Government's response to our request 
for clarifications, and on additional information available 
to us from a variety of sources as well as on recommen- 
dations from the appropriate agencies. 


Q Can we get copies of that? 

A We'll make copies of it available. 

Q Is it more than the 4,000 rounds that we 
discussed last week that are now suspended? 


A I'm not able to get into questions like that 
because it is classified. 


QO What about other items which are in the 
pipeline? 

A I'm not aware of any change in delivery sche- 
dules or shipments of other military materiel. 

Q When did this take effect? 

A When did what take effect? 

0 This suspension. 

A The letter, as I sav. went up to Conaress 
vesterdayv. 

e) So it took effect the same time that Conaress 


was notified? 


A I assume that is correct. 
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0 Jim had asked before about how does this 
differ from the previous White House announcement, that 
these CBU-related materials were being suspended? 


Was that iust a leqal determination and this is a 
policy determination? What's the difference? 


A No. That‘s not correct. 
Q Is the letter the only different factor? 
A I think the important thing here is that the 


President has made a policy decision based on the factors 
that I mentioned. 


Q Did the President have to send this letter to 
Conaress, according to the law, about the -- 


A I don't know that he was reauired to do it 
this time according to the law. He felt it important that 


he follow up the letter he sent earlier with a letter 


yesterday. 


Q But nothing has chanaed, then, insofar as 
shipments to Israel? That is, since the White House made 
the suspension statement last week. This is simply the 
basis on which the decision may have been made that the 
President is informing Conaress. Is that riqht? Because 
you're saying the important thing is that there has been a 
policy decision. It doesn't affect more cluster bombs going 
*‘o Israel or fewer? 


A It in a sense affirms what was done earlier 
in terms of shipments of cluster bomb ammunition. 


0 What was done last week, if not a policv 
decision then? 


A A decision was made by the President at that 
time to suspend cluster bomb ammunition. 


Q But what vou're savina now is that the review 
is done. Isn't that -= 


A On the basis of the aqovernmental review, 
he felt it important to make a policy decision and to so 
inform Conaress of his policy. 
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0 Are you saying that last week the President 
decided to review the situation and until a review was 
completed he halted deliveries of these cluster type 
ammunitions? 


Now the review has been completed, and he has 
suspended those deliveries. 


A. That sounds fair enough to me. 


Q Dean, what's the difference in a policy deci- 
sion and a leaqal decision? 


A As vou know, the law does not require the 
President to make a legal decision as to whether or not 
Israel was in violation of the aqreements governing the use 
of these weapons. What I am saying to you is that the 
President has not made such a legal decision at this point. 
He has made a policy decision which relates to not sending 
or further suspendina the ammunition for cluster bombs. 


0 Do last week's decision and today's announce- 
ment affect different kinds of munitions? 


A I'm not able to get into that other than to 
affirm for you that it has to do specifically with CBU 
ammunition. 


OQ Is it possible for there to be a policy deci- 
sion to suspend while vou could reach a leqal determination 
that there has been no violation? 


A Just about anvthina is possible, but the fact 
of the matter is that we have reviewed the situation. The 
President has made his decision on policv arounds. No 
further action is contemplated at this time. 


2) I understand what vou're savina. Mv auestion 
aoes, I think, to the laraer elements as to whether or not 
the Administration wanted to take this action aaainst Israel 
to sianal a variety of thinas while at the same time it may 
not be able to conclude that there is a legal -- what was 
the word you used? -— that there is a leaal determination 
that violation of the bilateral aaqreement had in fact taken 


vlace. 


One would be pwounitive whereas one would be based 
on a leqal determination. 
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A Yes. I have no quarrel with that either. I 
am simply saying that he has made no legal determination 
about whether or not they violated the agreements that 
applied to the use of such weapons. 


Q Can we read the words “political” and 
“diplomatic” into the word “policy"? That's what it means? 
He made a political/diplomatic decision rather than a legal 
determination? 


A I'd rather that you used the word policy but 


¢) But the import is the same? 


A I prefer to stick with the word “policy.” 
It is a policy decision. 


re) But you're not going to let that hang there, 
about there being no legal finding? 


A Not only am I not going to let it hang there, 
I'm going to reiterate that he's made none. 


Q Is the legal review continuing? 


a As I say, no further action is contemplated 
at this time beyond this announcement of the President's 
policy decision. 


Q Is there any specific thing the Israelis have 
to do to get these shipments resumed? 


a I wouldn't address that question in the way 
in which it was posed. I think what I gave you speaks for 
itself. 


Q Do you mean that with respect that there will 
be nothing more other than halting the shipment, or that 
there will be no further review that may. in fact lead to a 
legal determination? 


A I'm sorry. Say that again? There may be a 
nuance there that escapes me. 


Q Sorry. When you say no further action is 
contemplated at this time, are you referring to the sanction 
that has been taken that is the policy decision, or are you 
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referring to the possibility that there will be no further 
review that may lead to a legal determination by the 
President? 


4 If you put it in those terms, it's more the 
latter than the former. What I'm saying to you is that no 
further action is contemplated at this time. We have 
reviewed the situation, and the President has made his 
decision. 


Q Was the policy decision made because of the 
continued Israeli bombing of Beirut? 


A I'm not going to get into the reasons why the 
President decided on this action at this particular time. 


Q Can I approach this from another way, the 
distinction between legal and policy. I think it's unne- 
cessarily confusing. 


Could I ask the question this way: If there had 
been a legal determination that the agreements had been 
violated, the consequence, as I understand it, would be that 
future -- that Israel would have been found in violation of 
the bilateral agreements between the United States and 
Israel regarding the supply of weapons -- 


a Regarding the use of those weapons. 


Q Excuse me -- the use of the weapons that 
are supplied -- and that there under that agreement would 
be an automatic sanction going beyond the suspension that 
you've announced? 


f Without having the precise language of the 
agreement, which also is classified, in front of me I can't 
respond to that. 


All I'm saying to you is that at this point the 
President has not made a legal determination as to whether 
Or not the weapons in question violated the agreement. 


Q This letter was a supplement to that earlier 
letter regarding the use of U.S. weapons generally which was 
also classified but which has widely been reported to have 
said that Israel may have been in violation. That also was 
not a legal determination then, was it? 


A That is correct. 
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Q A question again about policy decision and 
legal determination. I'm looking through my notes here on 
the basis of what you said. 


The policy decision is to susvend the shipments 
without there being a ieaal determination that there had 
heen a violation. Is that correct? 


0 Because earlier I have vou savina that he 
made a voolicv decision. not a leaal determination about what 
to do. 


A Yes. 


@) Could you deal with the issue once aaain of 
whv this is a classified matter? 


A All I can tell vou is that it is classified 
because the policy makers felt it most appropriate that it 
be classified at this oarticular time. 


0 Does it in anv wav affect American national 
security? 


A I can only aaqain sav that at this time, aiven 
the delicate state of the neaotiations that Ambassador Habib 
is enaaaed in. it was deemed avpvrovriate to classifv it. 


'e) Ts the classification more important than the 
fact? In view of the sensitivitv. vou're makina the point 
that hecause it is sensitive. vonu're keenina it classified. 


Tt would seem to me the action is much more important 
than the classification. 


Haw An von reconcile *he action with what von call 
*he sensitive time of neaotiationa? 


A The wav T wonld reconcile *hat is that we've 
decided to make known the action without the contents of the 


letter announcina the susvension. 
Does that helo vou. Bernie? 


‘@ No. it does nok. 


0 Does this mean that the review within the 
United States Government of the Israeli use of cluster bombs 
is now concluded? 
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A I would not say to you that it is concluded. 
I would say again that no further action is contemplated at 
this time. 

Q How does that affect the general review of 
the Israeli use of U.S. weapons? 


A That review continues. 


Q Can you tell us anything of Secretary 
Shultz's role in making this determination? 


a He was obviously one of the advisers to the 
President in leading up to the President's decision? 

Q Do you think this will have any impact on the 
negotiations? 

A I can't comment on that or predict whether or 
not it will. 


the Israelis notified before Congress? 


QO Were 

A I do not know. 

Q Were they notified? 

rN That's what I was asked. 

Q No. He had asked if they were notified 
before Congress. I asked if they were notified. 

A The answer is I don't know if they have been 
Or not. 

Q Let's have a filing break. 

4 Filing break. 


Q On the pipeline deal, a spokesman for the 
German Economics Ministry, Otto Schleff, has announced that 
his government would welcome actions taken by German cor- 
porations to fulfill their contracts. There now seems to be 
a solid block in Europe in favor of violating the sanctions 
that this Administration has announced. 


Do you have anything to comment about that? 
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A I don't think that's quite accurate. I 
believe two countries have indicated that is their 
intention. 


Other countries affected have not so indicated, to 
my knowledge. 


Q Was this matter discussed between Secretary 
Shultz and Helmut Schmidt over the weekend when they met? 


A I don't have any information I can give you 
on the nature of their private discussions. 


Q Do you have anything on the report of arms 
going to Cuba? 


e 


a Nothing on this today. 


On The Wall Street Journal story. 





I understand. Nothing on this today. 


Q 
A 
Q Will you have something later or tomorrow? 
A Quite possibly. 

Q 


Anything on the border of Nicaragua and 
Honduras, and U.S. flights into the area? 


A U.S. flights, you say? 
0 Pilots flying transport planes to the border. 


fy That was a question we took, I believe. It's 
being posted. 


Q Do you have anything on the Times report of 
an investigation of Japanese firms selling semiconductors in 
the United States, reportedly out of the’ Embassy in Tokyo? 


aan The investigation you are referring to is a 
legal matter being handled by the Justice Department. MI, 


therefore, have to refer you to the Justice Department for 
any comment. 


Q They're referring us to you. 


A I will have to refer to them. 
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Q One other question, please. Why is the 
Administration withdrawing the nomination of Mr. Malone as 
Law of the Sea Ambassador-at-Large? 


A I don't have anything for you on that today. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report that 
foreign governments are trying to gain U.S. Government 
secrets throygh illicit means? 


Q I'm sorry. Who? 


Q Foreign governments, including Israel, are 
trying to purchase U.S. Government secrets from operations 
that are using rather nefarious means, including prostitutes, 
male and female? 


a No. I don't have any comment on that today. 


Q Do you have any comments on the extension of 
the state of emergency in Nicaragua? 


A No. I don't think there's anything here, but 
let me check to be sure. No, not specifically on that point. 


Q Okay. Another question, please. Any com- 
ments on the speech yesterday by Fidel Castro, accusing the 
United States of genocide in Lebanon? 


4 No. I wouldn't dignify that one with a 
response. 


fe) Why are cluster bombs singled out and not 
other weapons? 


a Because there are certain special restric- 
tions that apply to the use of cluster bombs, and for that 
reason a specific agreement was reached between ourselves 
and Israel governing their use. 


Q Do I understand you correctly that the policy 
reasons for suspending the cluster bomb deliveries are 


classified? 


n No, no. I didn't try to suggest that to you. 
I said that there was a policy decision made, and when 
someone asked me, "Well, what are the reasons for making 
that policy decision?” I declined to answer. 
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Q Can we go back to the Peru guidance just a 
‘ moment, please? Do you know what other aircraft Peru is 
considering besides the F-16/79? 


A I do not. 


0 Do you know how many aircraft are involved in 
the pricing data they requested? 


A I believe 25, 26. 
Q 25, 26? 

A Yes. 

0 Thank you, Dean. 
A 


You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:16 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #125 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 28, 1982, 12:29 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: I have a couple of statements. 


Today is the 60th anniversary of the United 
States’ recognition of the independent states of Estonia, 
Latvia and Lithuania. 


The three republics were invaded and illegally 
annexed by the Soviet Union in 1940. The United States has 
never recognized the forcible and unlawful incorporation of 
the Baltic states into the Soviet Union. 


To mark this anniversary of 60 years of continuous 
recognition, Deputy Secretary of State Walter J. Stoessel, 
Jr., and Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs Melvin Levitsky met this 
morning with the Charge’ d‘Affaires of Estonia, Latvia and 
Lithuania. 


The United States Government wishes to draw atten- 
tion to the continuing Soviet violation of the human rights 
of the citizens of the Baltic republics. The Soviet poli- 
cies of control of their politics, religion and culture 
maintain an atmosphere of harsh repression in the three 
countries of Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a Yes. 
Secondly, I have an announcement on the -- 


Q Before you go on, I can't recall your ever 
marking, for example, the 50th anniversary of these diploma- 
tic relations. 


A I know I didn't. 


(Laughter) 


Q So I'm curious as to why the Administration 
chooses to mark this event. 
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A Let me say that we believe the circumstances 
of the Baltic states merits today's statement. Latvia, 
Lithuania and Estonia were independent sovereign nations 
from 1918 to 1940. The United States recognized them de 
jure on July 28, 1922. 


Their incorporation into the Soviet Union was a 
unique and tragic event in modern history. The Soviet poli- 
cies of political, religious and cultural domination in the 
three countries are striking and should serve as a reminder 
to the free world of the actual nature of the Soviet treat- 
ment of non-Russian peoples. 


Q Does the United States regard this as a 
colonial issue worthy of the attention of the decolonization 
committees of the United Nations? 


ay I don't know that we're necessarily pursuing 
it in that particular forum. 


Q The logical extension of what you're saying 
is that you would like the annexation to be reversed -- the 
annexation that took place in 1942? 


Q 1940. 


A I think it's fair enough to conclude that, 
yes, of course. But I think the statement speaks for 
itself. 


Q On this announcement that you just made, by 
the same token that you show your appreciation -- 


(Laughter) 
4 By the what? 


Q By the same token that you show your apprecia- 
tion or your condemnation of such annexation of these 
countries that you just mentioned, do you condemn Israeli 
annexation and gradual Israelization of south Lebanon by 
changing the map of south Lebanon, intefering in the affairs 
of the central government of Lebanon, and undermining its 
rule all over Lebanon? 


A I knew that was coming. 


Q Yes, of course. 
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a Let me defer a response to your question so 
that I can make the other statement I have. It's perhaps 
indirectly linked, but I do have one more announcement to 
make. 


The announcement concerns the negotiations on 
Namibia. In the context of continuing discussions on the 
range of issues related to implementation of U.N. Security 
Council Resolution 435, the Contact Group -- Canada, France, 
the Federal Republic of Germany, the United Kingdom and the 
United States -- will send a mission to Namibia on July 30 
and 31 for discussions with the political parties within the 
territory. 


These discussions will afford the parties the 
opportunity to make known their views on the Namibia settle- 
ment process and tor the Contact Group to inform them of the 
present status of the negotiations. 


The U.S. will be represented by our Ambassador to 
South Africa, Herman Nickel, and by Assistant Legal Adviser 
Nancy Ely from the State Department. 


Q You say it will afford the parties a chance. 
Who are the parties, and will that include SWAPO? 


oy I don't have a breakdown on who will be par- 
ticipating in the discussions. I will be glad to try ard 
get that for you. 


Q Where will the talks be held? 


A I don't have a precise locale to give you. 

Q It's within Namibia? 

oy In Namibia. Yes. 

Q Do you have any statement as to how the nego- 


tiations are going in New York? 


A I can give you a status report, if you will, 
on the negotiations. We are looking to resolve remaining 
issues in the very near future, so that we can move ahead to 
implementation of the proposal for a settlement of the 
Namibian situation in accordance with Resolution 435. 


@) Has General Walters reported back to the 
Contact Group in New York on his visit? 
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A General Walters has reported back to the 
Department of State. As you know, he did have discussions 
last week in Angola. I don't want to make any particular 
comment about those discussions except to say that they were 
part of the continuing dialogue that we are having with the 
Angolan Government. 


Q Can I please ask on the first statement? Is > 
it because it's the 60th year or were there similar 
references on the 59th or 58th? 


A As I say, I don't recall that we made 
reference to it last year at this time, and I can't say if 
we observed the 50th anniversary or not. 


Q My memory going back a little, this used to 
be done fairly regularly up through I would say, to my 
recollection, into the mid or late 60's and there used to be 
a certain amount of complaints from Communist -- from the 
Soviet Government things -- but then it sort of stopped. 


Could you check just the last time you did this, 
and why it's suddenly being -- and give us anything further 
you can on why the practice is now being revived? 


A I'll be glad to look into it. I don't know 
that we would be able to say anything more than what I did 
in the statement itself. 


Q It would be interesting if you could tell us 
the last time that -- as I say, there used to be such a 
declaration every year, but it's many years since it was 
last done, to my recollection. 


4 Sometimes there's something to be said for 
the restoration of old traditions. Anything else? 


Q Yes. On Lebanon. It looks like the bombing 
has continued, shelling has continued, of West Beirut. Does 
this tell you anything about the progress of the 
negotiations? 


A ‘Let me address the subject of shelling and 
bombing of West Beirut. It is the source of the greatest 
possible regret to us that many innocent people have been 
killed and wounded as a result of the breakdown of the 
ceasefire in Beirut. 
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Ambassador Habib is currently heavily engaged in 
trying to restore a ceasefire which not only would spare 
lives and property damage but would also permit headway in 
the political negotiatons with which he has been engaged. 


We.call on all the combatants involved to 
reinstate the ceasefire in place. The bloodshed must stop. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
Q Do you have any further or fuller explanation 


today of the policy decision which suspended the delivery of 
the cluster bombs? Why that decision was made at this time? 


A I addressed that yesterday, as you know. I 
don't know that there's anything that I can reasonably add 
to that. The policy decision was made at this time on the 
basis, as I said yesterday, of the interagency review of the 
situation undertaken at the direction of the President. 


Q This morning Secretary Veliotes testified 
that Mr. Habib had made considerable success in his trip 
in firming up a destination for the PLO and said that next 
week he may resume his shuttle. 


Can you comment on that? Is he going to go back 
next week to the various countries? 


A As you know, I am not at liberty from here to 
give you any specific information about Ambassador Habib's 
future travel plans. 


I can confirm for you that he arrived in Beirut 
this morning, but apart from saying that we continue to hope 
for early progress on effecting a withdrawal of PLO fighters 
from Beirut and apart from reiterating that there are no 
deadlines for this effort, I am not able to get further into 
the substance of his discussions. 


Q Prime Minister Begin is quoted this morning 
as having said that Habib in effect sort of gave him a 
deadline by telling him that he would give him an answer on 
Friday as to whether or not he has a destination. 


A I saw those reports. 


Q Is Begin's report accurate? 
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A I'm not able to get into the substance of 
those discussions. 


Q Can we sort of put this on an official basis? 
Can you comment on Prime Minister Begin's report or charac- 
terization of his talks with Ambassador Habib? 


A No, sir. 


Q We understand that Senator Percy had lunch on 
Monday with Khalid Hassan, and that there were several 
Ambassadors there. 


Could you tell us what that lunch may have pro- 
duced, if any, in the way of new initiatives to help resolve 
the Beirut question? 


4 I'm not personally aware of that report. I 
don't think we have anything at all on that. 


Q Could you take that since it's a fact? 
Ay I would suggest you ask Senator Percy. 


Q My understanding is he checked here both 
before and after the lunch -- 


A I'm not aware of that. 


Q -- and while Percy will be asked as well, 
whether the State Department knows of any initiatives that 
may have come from the lunch? 


Ay As I say, I'm not aware of the report, nor am 
I aware that there was any checking with the Department 
before or after. 


Q Can you take a question on Bernie's question 
whether this was a valuable meeting at all from the point of 
view of the Department? 


aN This lunch? 
Q Yes. The meeting. 


BN Assuming it took place. 


Q Well, it did. Percy says it did, and there 
isn't any question about that. 
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A So what is the question you're asking me? 


Q Whether the State Department, having been 
informed of it before and after, thinks it was valuable, if 
anything came out of it from your point of view. 


a I'll look into it, but it seems to me that we 
would probably prefer to let Senator Percy speak for himself 
on this. 


Q Do you have anything on the French and 
Egyptian draft resolution to the U.N. Security Council, what 
the U.S. reaction is? 


A We understand that the Egyptian and French 
representatives in New York have requested a Security 
Council session for tomorrow to discuss the latest version 
of their draft resolution. 


We have been involved in informal discussions on 
the draft for several weeks, and we expect to be engaged in 
further discussions in the days ahead. 


We do not yet know what the draft resolution will 
contain, if and when it is submitted to a vote, and it is 
not certain at all that a vote will be sought tomorrow. 


At this point I'm not able to comment on the U.S. 
position. 


Q Let me just follow it up. Last week or 
perhaps the week before you registered U.S. opposition to -- 
was it simply amending 242 or was it to any effort amend it? 


y Yes. Essentially I said that we regard 242 
as the cornerstone of our policy in the Middle East. 


Q But that position did not represent the U.S. 
view toward other resolutions dealing with that, so this is 
out, then? , 


A I'm sorry? This is what? 


Q The opposition that you registered was 
narrowly limited to amending 242, period. 


A Yes. But I think at one point I also said 
that obviously any resolution that ran counter to the con- 
cepts of Resolution 242 would not be acceptable to us. 
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Q Does this one run counter? 


A I can't say. I'm going to have to defer conm- 
ment on this until we know precisely what the draft resolu- 
tion says. 


Q The stories say that they've submitted a 
draft resolution, so in that sense the draft resolution has 


taken its form. 


A But we're not certain that the draft resolu- 
tion referred to is going to be the final version which will 
be discussed tomorrow. 


Q Will you consider an amendment of 242 -=- an 
additional paragraph on 242, stipulating the legitimate poli- 
tical rights of the Palestinian people? 


ie Again, I'm not able to comment on something 
that is hypothetical or which is not before us at the 
moment. 


Q What would you consider to be an amendment 
for 242? 

fy What would I consider to be an amendment? 

Q How would you characterize an amendment of 


242? Changing 242? 


A What I said is that I'm not able to comment 
on hypothetical situations, but I also responded to Bernie's 
question by saying that we still regard 242 as the cor- 
nerstone of our policy with respect to resolving the Middle 


East conflict. 


Q Last week you said that any attempt to amend 
242 would be opposed by the United States. Are you changing 
positions on that? 


A Not at all. What have I said that's counter 
to that? 


Q That you're awaiting the possibility of an 
améuw... <¢ to 242 before you make a judgment. 


A This, as I understand it, is a different, new 
resolution. It's not an amendment to 242. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Could I go back to your opening response? 
You said that many innocent people have been killed. Do you 
know how many were killed? 


A Not officially, no. 


Q How do you know that many innocent people 
were killed? 


an We are basing this on the reports of indepen- 
dent observers, but I can't give you a precise estimate 
because we don't have one. 


Q Do you have any estimate of the loss of life 
so far in Lebanon? 


A No. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q On that same subject, you said, "The bloodshed 
must stop." If it doesn't stop, is the United States pre- 
pared to do anything more to try to end it? 


A I don't know what more we could do, quite frankly. 
It's been our position all along that violations of the 
cease-fire are obviously not only by definition terribly 
injucious to life and to property but also harmful to the 
effort that Ambassador Habib is engaged in now for -=- what? 
-- at least six weeks, I guess. 


Q Do you know who broke the cease-fire? And 
did you ask the Israelis, other than your statement here, to 
stop shelling Beirut? 


A I can't give you an answer as to who broke 
the cease-fire. 


And what was the follow-up? 


Q Have you asked Israel to stop sheJling 
Beirut, other than your statement here? 

A We've made our position known to the 
Israelis. 

Q Dean, On that score, Senator Tsongas, who saw 


Begin yesterday, is quoted as saying that Begin told him 

that they had the impression two weks ago that Washington 

was sympathetic to their static fice approach to dealing 

with West Beirut but that more cecently Washington has 
Sucprised them by changing. Can you comment on the matter of 
whether oc not we gave them any reason to believe we were 
sympathetic to the static fire idea? 


A It's simply not true that the United States 
has acquiesced in the bombardment of West Beirut. And, as I 
said earlier, we ace doing our best -=- and have done, from 
the very beginning -- to put together a cease-fire that will 


hold. 


I have to add to that that we do not yet have a 
full cepoct of what Mc. Begin may have said to Senator 
Tsongas. But the position I gave you cepresents our past, 
present, and I'm certain future, position with rcespect to 


that issue. 
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Q Would the United States like to see Israel 
unilaterally pull back to its original goal, when the June 
6th move against Lebanon took place, of the 25-mile line? 


A We have called for the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Q I'm asking you: a unilateral Israeli 
withdrawal. 

on Unilateral? 

Q Israeli withdrawal to the 25-mile line. 

A I'm not going to be that specific. 

9 Do you have any position or reaction to the 


shelling of the Red Cross ship in Beirut harbor yesterday? 


on I do not have any specific information on 
that. 


Q Is the Embassy in Lebanon investigating that 
to find out the circumstances? 


A I would anticipate that it's being looked 
into, but I just have nothing on it I can give you. 


Q You've been asked what would the U.S. do if 
Israel continues to bomb the civilian targets in Beirut. I 
mean the Lebanese -- and please allow me to take it to heart 
a little bit to see that these -- without the U.S. arms and 
acmaments and without the U.S. F-l16s and F-15s and without 
the seven million dollars aid to Israel a day, Israel 
could not have done what it's doing. They are seeing these 
bombs coming down on their heads and they are U.S.-made and 
thrown by a government which is supported totally by the 
U.S. It doesn't make any sense to say, "What can we do to 


stop this?" 


A I did address the question before, and our 
efforts are continuing to restore the cease-fire. 


Q Ace you investigating that F-15, F-l6s bonm- 
bacdment of the civilian center in Beirut yesterday was a 
misuse of an American weapon in Beruit by the Israelis? 


A As you know, the whole question of the use of 
U.S.-supplied equipment by Israel is under review. 
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Q Is this really a new investigation? Because 
it's known, you know. Bombarding a whole building by an F-16 
airplane is for sure something which lis against the 
agreement between the United States and Israel concerning the 
use of an American weapon. 


A Again, the question is under review. 


eign 


Q As a follow-up to that question, is the U.S. 
looking into the reports that the PLO bases its artillery 
next to apartment buildings, hospitals, and schools inside 
West Beirut and in Lebanon? - ~« 


a When you ask are we looking into rceports, I 
have seen personally reports suggesting that. I don't have 
any pacticularc comment I can offer you on those reports. 


Q On this matter this morning, there was a 
ceport that Premier Begin said to Paul McCloskey's statement 
that he said that Begin told him that they feel like they 
have a cight or obligation oc they can do anything they want 
to in West Beirut. It was denied by Prime Ministec Begin. 
And I'm asking the State Department, the United States 
Government, to comment on any position, a clear position now 
at this crucial moment, a policy statement like you did 
yesterday about the cluster bombs, of making it very clear 
and unequivocally clear -- to use your expression -=- that 
they will not condone, they will not accept, the United 
States, bombardment and destruction of West Beirut, no matter 
who is dead -- because the same thing was destroyed yester- 
day, and I heard this mocning 300 killed and 200 seriously 
wounded and the carnage is continuing in West Beirut from all kinds 
and from all directions. And this bloodshed that you said 
had to stop -- it had to stop by your orders, not by 
anybody's orders. 
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A Again, I don't know what your question is spe- 
cifically, but I did try to address the subject of the 
intensive shelling earlier. I have nothing to add to it. 


@) Has the State Deparc’ment cequested a temporary 
mocatorium on Congressional travel to Lebanon? 


ry On the Congressional travel subject, we have 
-- and we reiterate today -- that we strongly cecommend that 
all such travel be postponed at this time. This relates to 
the overall question of the travel of Congressional delega- 
tions orc, for that matter, any other groups to Lebanon. 


It's clear that we don't feel it's particularly 
healthy that such groups travel to Beirut at this time, and 
we just prefer that they not take place. 
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QO Was this position established before the 
McCloskey episode? 


A Yes, I believe it was. 
Q What do you mean by “healthy"? 
A Pardon me? 


Q Why isn't it healthy? And define that term a 
little more. 


4 Because of the activity that's going on in 
Beirut. 


Q I mean is it dangerous to the travelers, or do 
they complicate the peace effort? 


A I'll just stick with the statement I gave 
you.e I don't want to comment morce specifically than that. 


Q Do you have anything on ceports that the 
Congressional group in Beirut displaced some 14 members of 
the Embassy staff or, in effect, forced them to sleep on 
floors and couches -- took theic beds? 


A Yes, I'm aware of the reports. When there 
ace thousands of Beirut cesidents, themselves having rcelo- 
cated to hotels in cecent weeks, there are no cooms 
available for visitors. And when visitors such as 
Congressmen nevertheless go to Beirut, ouc Embassy tries its 
best to find whatever accommodations are available at the 
time. And these can often be quite makeshift in converted 
gquactercs that were never intended for hotel use; and when 
that type of accommodation is not available, the Ambassador 
himself has at times accommodated visitors at his own cesi- 
dence in a Beircut subucb whece a numbec of our Embassy staff 
is also temporarily lodged. 


Q Did youc Embassy staff, did the relinquish theirc 
sleeping quarters? 

Ay This is my undecstanding, yes. 

Q Do ‘you have guidance on an acms buildup in 
Cuba? 

A On an acms buildup in Cuba? 

Q Can I please ask one moce question about he 


Middle East? 


-_ 
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A All right, and please ask it later. 


Yes, go ahead. 


Q I spoke to the Pentagon yesterday about the 
statement on cluster bombs, the special cluster bomb, and 
they gave me a version which I don't know whether you would 
agree with or maybe you stated it yourself -- 


A I hope so. 
Q -- but I don't understand it. 


The version that they said is as follows: that 
the announcement last week -- or maybe ten days ago -- was a 
delay of the 4,000 bomb shells, which yesterday the 
President decided to indefinitely suspend. Is that correct? 
Because I cemember talking to an official after the meeting, 
and they did not relate the two together. Can you please 
Clarify that for me? 


a The suspension announced last week was -- 


Q The suspension? 


fy -- of the specific shipment that was due to 
go last week. 


Yesterday's announcement, as I tried to make 
cleac, was a policy statement made on behalf of the 
President, to suspend at this time the shipments of that 
type of cluster bomb ammunition to Isrcael. 


Q Yes, but you used again the tecm 
suspension last week. They preferred, and I was trying to 
have them use this tercm suspension, and they said, no, it 
was a delay; and it was followed up by yesterdays’ statement 


of suspension. 


I'm trying, in fact, to find out if there was 
anything going to Iscael at this time which is being 
suspended oc is it simply -- I don't know <-- a political 
Statement, in fact? 


A I don't quite see the semantic significance 
of what you're asking me. 


Q Well, yesterday -- or last week -- there was 
a delay, according to the Pentagon. You ace not using the 
delay; you used suspension. 


eign 
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a We used the word suspension last week, as I 
recall. 


I don't quite see what is the significance here, 
specially in light of the President's policy decision. 


Q Well, the significance -- 


a You're asking why the President used the word 
delay and I'm using suspension, or what? 


Q No, I'm not asking that. I'm trying to find 
out if you would accept the term delay -- for which now it 
is not any more a delay but a suspension. I mean vourc state- 
ment -- 


My I will have to go back and see the precise 
word we used last week, but my recollection is we referred 
to it then as a suspension and we ceferred to it yesterday 
as a suspension. And other than that, I don't think that it 
matters very much since the President has made his policy 
decision. 


I've got more on that. 


Q Let's have a filing break. 
a Filing break? 

Q Yes. 

A Whenever. 

Q 

Q 


I've got a new subject that I need to ask you 
about. 


A So does he. 


Let me take Cuba. You asked about the rceported 
acms buildup? And I gatherc you must be referring to ceports 
of Soviet aircraft, specifically? 


0 Yes. 


A We have confircmed in ‘the past that Cuba has 
ceceived aircraft desccibed as MIG-23 Floggers. The 
Defense Department has conficmed that, among these, Cuba has 
ceceived a few MIG-23Bs earlier this year. 


Q Does this violate any understanding that Cuba 
has with the United States about the introduction of offen- 
sive weapons? 
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a We have noted our concern over the surge in 
Soviet acms shipments to Cuba in 198l. At that time I 
cecall we pointed out that Cuba received some 66,000 tons of 
military equipment from the Soviets, which represents the 
highest tonnage figure since the Cuban missile crisis in 
1962. 


‘Since 1975, the Soviet buildup of the Cuban armed 
forces has transformed them from an essentially home defense 
force into the largest -- with the exception of Brazil -- 
and best equ.pped armed forces in Latin America, giving Cuba 
the capability to project power far beyond its shores. 


The rate of the Soviet arms shipment to Cuba con- 
tinues at the same high level as it reached in 1981, so what 
I'm saying to you is that our concern centers on the buildup 
of the Cuban arcmed forces. 


Q Can we get that, please? 
A Yes. 


Q Does the arrival of these MIG-23 models 
violate the specific understandings which were ceached 
aftec the Cuban missile crisis? 


A Again I'm going to cepeat to you that ouc 
concern at this time is focused upon the buildup of conven- 
tional weapons in Cuba. 


Q Do you have anything on how these aircraft 
ace equipped or about a new family of ground cadarc in Cuba? 


Ay I can only say in cesponse to that that the 
cange and the modecn multi-role nature of the MIG-23 Flogger 
is of serious concern. 


Q This is not directly on Cuba. Ary more on 
that? 


Q Yes. Do you have any response on any aspect 
of Fidel Castro's speech two nights ago? 


A No. I don't have any ceaction to our view on that. 


Q MIGs to Nicaragua -- have they been 
delivered? 


A I don't have any infocmation on that. 
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Q Can you take it, please? Can you take it? 


a No. I just don't have any information on it 
that I can offer you. 


Q Do you have anything on the action taken at 
Glen Cove where there was a vote to ignore the State 
Department's rcequest to lift the ban on allowing Soviet 
diplomats to use local recreational facilities in the area? 


4 We'ce obviously disappointed that the city of 
Glen Cove is continuing to discriminate against resident 
cepresentatives to the United Nations, since this impinges 
on the conduct of foreign celations. 


Q Do you have any ceaction to the Glen Cove 
assessment that the Russians are, in fact, using theic mis- 
sion there for spying? 


a I have no specific reaction to give you 
on that question, but I just indicated our disappointment. 


Q On the face of it, it would seem that the city 
council's position would be consistent with that of the 
Reagan Administration of getting tough with the Soviet Union. 
(Laughter. ) 


Do you have any ceaction to that? 


A Not all parallels are precise. 
Q Where does it go from here? 
A As fac as we'ce concecned, we intend to con- 


Sult with the Department of Justice. 


Q Has this situation cesulted in any reta- 
liation of our people in the Soviet Union? 


A No, not to my Knowledge. I'm not aware of any 
such cepocts. 


Q What would be the purpose of talking to the 
Justice Department? 


A We think that's the appropriate agency to 
address the situation as it now stands. 


Q Do they have the authority to change that 
city's actions? 
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A I'm not going to get into the question of 
what steps the Department of Justice might choose to take, 
but that's the appropriate Department. 


Q Are you aware of a new military agreement 
between the Soviet Union and Grenada? 


A No. 
Q 0. K. 
Q Do you have anything on a CBS news 


report last night that there’s a secret agreement 
with China -- that the United States will not sell arms to 
Taiwan exceeding current levels of quality or quantity? 


q I, as you know, have not been addressing 
questions specifically related to the overall subject of our 
policy with cespect to China and I don't intend to today. 


Q Thank you. 
A You'ce welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 1:03 p.m., the press briefing was 
concluded. ) 


yp DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


THURSDAY, JULY 29, 1982 


INDEX 








~ Subject Page 


INDIA 
Briefing by USAID Indo-U.S. Task FOrce ...sseeeeesee l 
Briefing Om Gandhi's ViSit w.ceecccccccssecesesseees § 
Tarapur reactor fuel ccc ccccsceccccccccssessessseese Ll 


gn 


EL SALVADOR 
Testimony on certification serinereineneeetereeeneeneneneeeneeeee#ee l 


LEBANON 
Habib's eCf£fOrtS ccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccee 14,14 
Visit OF ALi, GRAMLE ccoccccccccccccccccccccccccccccse Agh 
Veliotes’ remarks On the Hill .wcceeccscessesessseee 2 
"Temporary staging area” for Palestinians .......... 2-4,14 
NO GeadlLiINeS cessssceeecccccsssessvesesssssseesesess 4-5, 13-14 
Water, food, and electricity in Beirut ....eeeeeeee2 5-6 
French/Egyptian U.N. resSOLlUtion .eceeessesecccceeess 6—-8,11=-12 
Ceasefire Violations ccc seessssesessesesscscesesess IlOD 
U.S. policy tOward PLO ceccesssccccvccsessesecsesess LO=ll 
Senator Percy's meeting with Khalid Hassan ......... 13 


HUMAN RIGHTS 
Terrorism as human rightS abuS€ ..cecesesssseesssees 8 


PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
Arms sales to Taiwan; F-SE's *erinree eee eeenee eee ee ee 8 12 
Reference in President Reagan's press conference ... 12-13 


~vectassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


FALKLAND ISLANDS DISPUTE 
U.S. position on U.N. Resolution 502 -csseeeeeceeees 13 





gn 


~~ vectassified for Publication in American Forel 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING IP 
DPC #124 
THURSDAY, JULY 29, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good aftecnoon. 


A couple of announcements. There will be an ON THE 

RECORD press briefing today on the USAID joint Indo-U.S. 
Scientific Task Force. It will be at 4:15 in the briefing 
coom here. The briefers will be Dr. George A Keyworth II, 
Science Advisor to the President and Dicectoc of the Office of 
Science & Technology Policy, and Dc. Nyle C. Brady, Senior 
Assistant Administratoc foc Science & Technology of USAID. 
State Depactment oc White House press passes are cequired. 


0 Is that celated to the nucleac fuel supply issue? 
a I believe this is a different issue. 


In addition, available in the Press Office are 
the testimonies of Assistant Secretary for Inter-American 
Affaics Thomas Enders and Assistant Secretary foc Human 
Rights and Humanitacian Affaics Elliott Abcams before the 
House Foreign Affaics Committee. The subject is the Second 
Peesidential Certification on El Salvador. 


I'll be happy to take your questions, 


Q Alan, on Lebanon, does Mc. Habib now have any 
offecs from any other countries on safe havens foc the PLO 
acmed forces? 


A Jim, I am, as usual, not going to get into that 
question. The discussions continue, and it just isn't going 
to be fruitful to get out ahead of the game on this, or to 
discuss issues as they move along. 


Q What discussions ace continuing and with whom? 


A Ambassadoc Habib is cuccently in Beicut and is 
continuing his discussions with Lebanese leaders. There ace, 
obviously, othec discussions going on, too == as you know, both 
the Egyptian and the Iscaeli Foreign Ministecs will be hece -- 
Othec discussions thcough diplomatic channels. 


Q What is the schedule of Foreign Ministerc Ali 
tomocrcow? 


A I don't have anything on that at this point. 
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Q Alan, can you sort out whether Veliotes yester- 
day said that there is a commitment in writing by the PLO to 
leave Beirut? 


4 I can't. I saw some press accounts relating to 
this, but I can‘t. I would ceferc you to whatever came out of 
the Hill. 


Was this in closed session? 
@) No. 


on Then, let me cefec you to the Hill to get it 
from there. 


0 Mc. Romberg, it might have been said afterwards 
to ceporters in the hallway, too. I'm not sure. But at some 
point he said that. It would seem like you could check with 
his office to see -- 


a I will tcy and check; I will go back and look at 
it, but I would ask you at the same time to see if you can't 
get it there. But, fine, I will look into it. 


Q Could you help us with some of the President's 
language yesterday about a temporary staging acea for the 
Palestinians? What's a temporary staging area? 


°y As the President said during his press 
conference yesterday, “We will stay with our ociginal purpose 
that we want the exodus of the arcmed PLO out of Belcut and out 
of Lebanon." 


There cemains the possibility, as has been ceporcted, 
that thece could be an intecim staging acea as an embackation 
point for other destinations. No decisions have been made. 
The discussions led by Ambassador Habib continue, and we hope 
foc an eacly cesolution of the problem. 


Q A "temporary staging arcea” implies that even- 
tually the Palestinians will be going to some version of 
Palestine. 


A No. John, I just addressed what this was 
talking about; an interim staging acea is an embarkation 
point for othec destinations. 


Q Like the end of a dock? (Laughtec) 
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a I can't tell you. We're talking about a concept 
because they are leaving for other destinations, the kind of 
question that Jim was asking about before. There has been 
caised as a possibility that there might be an interim staging 
area. 


Q In the context of what he was saying last aight, 
I don't think he was talking about that first phase, Tripol: 
Oc wheceverc else in nocthercn Lebanon. The context of what he 
was talking about was in other countries. 


on I'm giving you an answer to the question. You 
may have cead it one way; I'm giving you the answer to the 
question. 


8) He was talking about other countries, though, 
wasn't he? 


A That's your ceading of it, Jim. That is not 
what I am saying to you. 


Q Would “embarkation point," for example, include 
Tripoli and the Bekaa Valley? 


A It could include any one of a number of places. 
But as I say, this is a concept or possibility which has been 
discussed, but there have been no decisions made on that. 


0 Alan, none of those places would, nonetheless, 
be in Lebanon, would they not? 


By I'm jnst not going to go beyond what I've said. 
I'm discussing it as a concept, and I'm saying that I'm not 
agreeing with Jim's interpretation of it, that we'ce talking 
about other countries, that we'ce talking about something on 
theic way to whatever destinacions they might be going to. 


Q Right. If your disagreeing with Jim's intercpre- 
tation of not other countries, then perforce we'ce talking 
about Lebanon, ace we not? 


y Maybe; maybe not. I'm just not going beyond 
what I've said on this. 


Q As a concept <- you ace talking about it as a 
concept. It starcted -- orc at least, I cemembec it beginning 
-- with the two Foreign Ministers cepresenting the Arab 
League, and they talked about a temporary staging acea, which 
would be another country on the way to some version of 
Palestine. That was exactly the context and the concept that 
they had in mind. 
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I don't know whether the President has merely picked 
up theic phrase orc whether he has picked up theirc idea, as 
well; but it certainly is a catchy little phrase, and has a 
great political load behind it. 


on I've answered your question. 


Q Alan, there seems to be a misunderstanding about 
the position of Habib's mission. The President mentioned 
yestecday and ceferred to cumors that Habib has a deadline of 
48 hours, when in fact, it was Iscaeli Prime Minister Begin 
who actually said that there was a 48-hour deadline. 


Is this a divergence of views between the United 
States and Israel or is it part of a misinformation campaign? 
What's going on with it? 


an I don't think it's eithec. I'm not aware that 
the word “deadline” was used in any dicect quotations attri- 
buted to anybody. I saw that as a way of chacactercizing it in 
vacilous press accounts. But in any case, the fact cemains 


that there is no such deadline. . 


©] What was mentioned was that Iscael would get an 
answec within 48 houcs by Friday, which maybe we have labelled 
deadline, but the gist is still the same. 


? 


‘A Ficst of all, I think the gist is quite dif- 
ferent between saying that it is possible that there would be 
some ceport within 48 hours. I would also not attach any pac- 
ticulac impoctance to the 48-hour figuce. But that's quite a 
different idea from a deadline, and that's the main point I 
would like to get across in cesponse to your question. 


Q Why did the President cefer to cumorcs when, in 
fact, it was Begin's statement -- 


A No, I think in terms of deadlines, as I say, it 
was chacactercization in some of the press accounts <-= at 
least this is my uncercstanding -- as opposed to what was said 
by Prime Ministec Begin orc anybody else. 


Q Alan, has Habib said that he will rceport to 
Begin in 48 houcs on this? 


A I don't want to get into the specifics of what 
Ambassador Habib might have said to Prime Ministec Begin. 
Obviously, there will have to be furthec communication between 
us and the Israelis, and us and other parcties, as we move along 
in this. But I just don't want to be specific about that. I 
don't think it's faic to Phil. 
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0 Alan, you seem to be dismissing the Begin report 
as to what Habib told him. You're saying not to attach any 
particular importance to the 48-hour figure. 


A Yes. 


Q That has surcfaced as a key element at this par- 
ticular time, the 48-hour figure as set forth by Begin in his 
talks with Habib. Are you simply throwing that out? 


A I think it appeared as something of a key figure 
because it was interpreted by some people as a deadline, which 
it is not, in addition to which, I'm not getting into the 
question of specifics of what might have been discussed be- 
tween Ambassador Habib and Prime “Minister Begin. What I'm 
dismissing is the idea of a deadline. 


Q Alan, despite the President's saying last night 
that there ace cumocs an® there is no deadline, the mass 
media, especially at noon CBS reported that the battle for 


Beirut is just about hours away, and they have been accentuating 


the statement by Mr. Begin about the 48-hour deadline, which 
is tomorrow. So can you come with a clearerc statement that 
there is no deadline besides the President's statement that he 
Said to accentuate the situation, that there is no deadline? 


A I think the President's authority is somewhat 
greater than my own and would leave the President's statement 
on the cecord. 


Q If it's not a deadline, could you characterize 
it for us? 


A No. 


Q What's the situation now, the military situation 
in Beirut? And what is the United States doing to restore 
water, electricity and food to the city beseiged? 


a As fac as the military situation is concerned, I 
have not seen reporting in the last couple of hours, but I 
understood that although there were some press ceports of 
occasional firing oc something, basically the ceasefire is 
holding. There was a ceasefire established yesterday, and 
it is holding. 


In cesponse to your second point, let me 
reiterate that we are deeply concerned about the civilian 
population of West Beicut and the other areas affected by the 
hostilities. 
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As you Know, the flow of food, water, and electricity 
into West Beirut has been sporadic, and we have succeeded on 
several occasions in the past in getting it restored. 


We are continuing to work intensively with the 
Israelis to obtain cegulac deliveries of food and the resump- 
tion of water and electricity services in order to spare the 
innocent civilian population from further deprivation and 


suffering. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 


A Yes. 


Q How would you characterize the United States' 
success in dealing with the Israelis in order to get more food 
and power into West Beircut? Has it been marginally success- 
ful, successful, wildly successful? 


4 I'm not going to try to characterize it, Joe. 
Certain elements have been more successful than others, but 
the concern cemains, and the efforts continue to be ongoing 
whenevec a problem is discovered. 


Excuse me just One second. I gather that 
there is some confusion about the time of a briefing at the 
White House this afternoon cegarcding Prime Minister Ghandi's 
visit. That briefing will be at 2:30. Some people apparently 
have information that it will be at 3:30, but that will be at 
2:30 in the White House Press Room. 


0 Alan, to what do you attribute these problems in 
supplying power, food, and supplies and so on to Beirut? 

a I'm not going to try to attribute it. 

Q Alan, there are ceports that even the 


little food and water that has been sent or gone to West 
Beicut and even southern Lebanon has been distributed 
selectively only to Lebanese, and singling out Palestinians, 
by the Iscaeli authorities and the Phalangists with them. 


Do you have such ceports orc what do you answer to 
such charges? 


A I'm not aware of the rceports and I don't have a 
cesponse to them. 


Q What is the State Depactment's view today on the 
Feench-Egyptian cesolution being put before the U.N.? 





gn 


MEL TaGsstriea TrOr FuDITCatION Nn AMerican Forel 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A The Egyptian and French representatives in New 
York cequested a Security Council session for today to discuss 
their draft cesolution which has been under discussion infor- 
mally for several weeks. We've been involved in these 
discussions, and we expect to be engaged in furtherc 
discussions in the days ahead. We don't yet know what the 
draft cesolution will contain, if and when it is submitted to 
a vote. It is not certain that a vote will be sought today. 


As fac as Ourc position is concerned, I am not able to 
comment on the U.S. position. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Alan, on this point, yestecday and today you 
seem to be casting doubt about the American position vis-a- 
vis this joint cesolution by saying "if and when it is 
submitted." 


Is that a sign of disapproval of this move at the 
U.N. ? 


on No. It is a statement of cautious approach 
to the fact that we don't know whether it is going to be 
submitted to a vote or when it would be submitted to a vote, 
if 1t is indeed going to be. It is a reflection of the 
state of play as we see it. 


Q But the French and the Egyptians seem to be 
detecmined to submit it, and they've been pushing through 
with it, and this has been reafficmed by the Egyptian 
Ambassador here. 


q I'm explaining to you what our view on that 
1S. 

Q Would you say we've been involved in these 
discussions with a view toward what? 


ay I don't want to characterize what the 
discussions might have concerned. Obviously, we'ce looking 
at a variety of factors concercned with it. 


Q Would the United States like to see this 
cesolution submitted to a vote? 


A I don't have a comment to offer on that. 


Q In his ficst press conference, Secretary Haig 
called terrocism a foremost abuse of human rcights. 


Is that still the Administration's position? 

A I don't know that I have a scale to offer you 
on that. Obviously, terrorism is one of the most serious 
forms of abuse of human cights, but I'm not prepared to try 
to list in priority order what they are. 


Q Can you take that? 


A I can look into it. I'm not sure that we're 
going to go into listing in that sense, but I will look into 
it. 
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Q Last night the President implied when 
they were talking about the Habib mission and the ceasefire 
and other things that the PLO has broken the ceasefire 
before, this last ceasefire. 


Was there any complaint from the Iscaeli side or 
anybody's side that substantiates that thing? Because he 
didn't make it specific; he just implied that the PLO was 
the first to break the ceasefire. 


My information is that the bombardment and the 
shelling and the destruction come from the Israelis only 
because it -- 


A I think there are ample charges on both sides 
as to who has broken the ceasefice on various occasions, and 
I don't think that it is going to serve any useful purpose 
for us to try to assign cesponsibility. 


It's very difficult in a situation like that to do 
it, but it's clear that each side feels that the other side 
is cesponsible. Our intecest is in getting the ceasefire to 
hold, and that's whece we stand on that. 


Q There were ceports since yesterday of 
Iscaeli settlers moving into some houses owned by Arab 
Palestinians in East Jerusalem succounding the Dome of the 


Rock. 


Ace you aware of that, and would you care to make 
any comments about it? Isn't your position that Jerusalem is 
still occupied territory? 


A The answer to the latter question is yes, but 
I don't have an answer -- I'm not aware of the ceports on 
the Dome of the Rock. 





Q It is in The New Yock Times today about it, 
by the way. 

a I missed it. Sorry. 

Q It is important for me to know that <= he 


Singled out the PLO yesterday. He didn't mention Israel, 
that Iscael broke the ceasefire, because this takes us back 
to the ceasefire which supposedly or allegedly was broken 
150 times last yeac and this yeac by the PLO, which there 
was no evidence of such a breaking of the ceasefire. 
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A I think he indicated that it worked two ways, 
and I think there was ample discussion of that yesterday. 


Q A question about what U.S. policy is or 
isn't. If the PLO were to accept 242 and 338 -=- accept 
Iscael's cight to exist -- would the U.S. then either be 
Willing to have direct talks, contacts with the PLO, and/or 
cecognize Palestinian cight to self-detercmination? 


4 I think the President aadressed this last 
night. He said that if trey did cecognize Israel's right to 
exist and accept 242 and 338, that we could talk with them. 
He was quite on the reccrd on it. 


@) Would we be -- 


A I don't know if you could go beyond that -- I 
think one would have to see what developed out of that -- 
but I think he was quite direct about that point. 


Q Along those lines, I had asked Dean the other 
day about the cequirement of dropping terrocism. He said it 
was desicable. But I wanted to clarify again -- that's not 
cequirced. 
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A Let me put it this way: If the PLO were to 
do the three things -- if I may call them three things -- 
recognize Israel's cight to exist, accept 242 and 338, all 
those thcee things -- 


Q The Holy Trinity. 


a, -- that it would follow as a matterc of course 
that they would be giving up terrocist activities against 
Iscael because it would not be consistent with the policy to 
engage in terrorism, so that 1t is a natucal follow-on to 
those actions. But the policy rcemains as the President 
stated it last night, and as we stated it many times from 
this podium and from other podiums. 


Q The thing is, if you drop terrorism, you also 
have to change the chactec. and so you'rce not cequicing them 
to change that charter. 


A We stated our position on this many times. 


0 Okay. But it's those three things, and not 
the tercocism. It's not one of then. 
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a As I say, that is a natural follow-on or a 
pact of what would flow from it. 


Q What can you tell us about the arrangements 
on nuclear fuel for the Tarapur ceactorc? 


Q I would leave that to the briefing this 
afternoon, and ask you to put your question at that point, 
at 2:30. 


Q That is on background, though, isn't it? 


a Thece is going to be a background briefing. 
I believe there may be something on the rcecord at the same 
time. I think it may be mixed. But anyway that is where 
this issue, I think, would be properly addressed. I'm not 
preparced to deal with any India issues here. 


Q The Secretary will be down with Mrs. Gandhi 
and later with Mr. Pym? 


f No, I don't think so. My understanding is 
that he will escort Prime Minister Gandhi down -- I can't 
promise you that he won't <= but I do not believe it is his 
intention to escort Foreiqn Secretacy Pym down. 


Q Do you have any estimate on the end of the 
Gandhi visit? 


A Rush, do we have an estimate on that? 
MR. TAYLOR: I'll check. 


Q Why should Acab states accept the PLO from 
Lebanon? 


A I am not prepared to get into a -- I know you 
wouldn't argue it's theological, but it almost comes down to 
a theological point -- the fact of the matter is that we're 
at a stage in Lebanon where there is an ucgent cequicement 
for a cesolution of the West Beicut problem which will 
involve very importantly the departure of the PLO, and the 
question is whece they go. I haven't hearcd any other solu- 
tion suggested. 


Q I have to get back to the question on the 
French-Egyptian rcesolution. 
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How do you see the difference in outlook between 
the Egyptian and the U.S. towards the events in Lebanon? 


A I wouldn't have any comment on that. 


Q Dean declined to comment on a question of 
genecal policy. Dean declined to comment on it, but since 
Senator Goldwater said it on the rcecord, let me try it again. 
Do you have any comments on that rceporct that the United States 
had proposed to the PRC that the arms sales to Taiwan will be 
limited on quantity and quality at the present level, or can 
you bring up to date on information about a discussion between 
the United States and the PRC about the F-SE sale to Talwan? 


A No. 
(Laughter) 
Q Nothing new? 


oN No, I don't have any comment, and I'm not 
gOing to depart from the -- 


9 Thece is no guidance whatsoever on that 
subject? 

Ay Not on that subject, no. 

Q You have nothing on whether a decision is 


expected shortly or anything? No -- 


my A decision on what? 

Q On going ahead with, say, the F-S5E's to 
Taiwan. 

A On the F-5E, I would simply note that further 


F-S5SE co-production was foreseen in the statement we made on 
January 11 on the issue of ceplacement aiccraft for Taiwan. 
I would ceferc you back to the recocd of that. We have not, 
however, made any final decisions on timing concerning this 
matterc. 


Q On the subject of Taiwan, the President 
uttered another pregnant phrase last night. He talked of 
the “Government on Taiwan." 


Which govecnment is that? 


oreign 
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A The President was cesponding to a question 
about U.S. policy toward China and Taiwan. He clearly 
expressed a strong desice to continue developing the rela- 
tionship between the United States and China that was 
stacted some years ago by President Nixon while maintaining 
traditional friendship with the people of Taiwan. 


His comments signified no change in U.S. policy of 
continuing relations with the people of Talwan on an 
unofficial basis. 


If I may intecrupt, cegacding the Secretary coming 
down with Prime Ministe. Gandhi, you should be in the lobby 
not later than 1:45. 


Q Yestercday Dean was asked about a meeting be- 
tween Chacles Percy and Khalid Hassan, the PLO represen- 
tative. 


Do you have anything on that today? 


A Nc, I don't. I understand that Senator Percy 
has made some comments to the press about this. The 
question was asked, did we have any ceadout in tecms of our 
own judgment of whether that was a useful or not useful 
session, and the answec is we wouldn't have any comment to 
make on that. I would cefer you to Senator Percy for his 
own judgments. 


Q Would you cefresh my memory on the U.S. posi- 
tion as to the continuing validity of, I think it was U.N. 
Resolution 502 which deals with the Falkland Islands? 


A You ceally know how to dredge them up, don't 
you? (Laughter) 


Q As fac as I cecall, the United States didn't 
intend to address that issue at this point. 

A I think that probably cemains ouc position on 
this. I'm sure that as a practical matter that cemains the 
position. Why don't we leave it there? I don't think it's 
going to get you a fruitful answer for me to go back. I can 
get you something to put up which won't satisfy anybody. 


Q You say that no one has used the word 
"deadline" in terms of getting the PLO out of Beirut. Does 
that mean that the Iscaelis have not indicated that there is 
a cectain time within which they will act, oc have they said 
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in effect that they're prepared to wait any time, or have 
they been silent on this subject? 


on I think you caise a quite valid point. We 
have made from here and elsewhere in the govecnment quite 
clear ouc feeling that this is an urgent mattec, and I would 
not want you to confuse the lack of some sort of deadline, on 
the one hand, with the ceality that it is an urgent matter 
on the other. 


Q Could I take you back to that opening? I still 
am puzzled by the President's use of the word “temporary,” 
On a temporary staging acea for “those people,” meaning the 
PLO, to quote the President here. 


What does that word “temporary” mean? 
Q It means it is not permanent. 


f Yes. I like that, John. It means “not permanent." 
You can ask John youc next question, too. 


(Laughter) 
Q Then what all comes after “not pecmanent"? 
A I don't know. I've given you everything I've 


got on that. 


Q Do you have any details on the schedules of 
the visits of Ali and Shamic? 


A I don't have anything further today. 

Q Do you have any indication that the two of 
them might meet each other while they stay hece next week? 

A I have no indication that they might do that. 

Q Do you have anything on Mc. Habib returning 


to some of the capitals he visited last week? 


A No. I have nothing on that at this point. I 
wouldn't cule it out, but there is no schedule I can offer 
you on that. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The pceess briefing concluded at 12:43.) 
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FRIDAY, JULY 30, 1982, 12:43 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements for you. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony Of Under Secretary for Security Assistance James L. 
Buckley before the Senate Foreign Relat.ons Committee, 
Subcommittee on International Economic Policy. The subject 
is “Implications of U.S. Export Controls Relative to the 
Soviet Gas Pipeline.” 


On Monday, August 2, at 11:00 a.m., Under 
Secretary Buckley will release a special report on arms 
transfers to the Third World during the decade 1972-1981. 
This report provides substantial new data on actual weapons 
transfers and casts doubt upon a number of the standard 
assumptions about this subject. 
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Mr. Buckley will provide a detailed briefing and 
answer questions. The briefing will be in the press 
briefing room. 
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0 Immediate release? 


4 I believe it is immediate release -- that's 
my understanding -- although it may be available earlier, in 
which case it would be embargoed until the briefing. 


0 On the record? 
A On the record. 


One other statement: As a result of Indian Prime 
Minister Indira Gandhi's meetings with President Reagan and 
Other Administration officials, the Indian and American 
sides have agreed upon additional initiatives that will 
supplement the extensive ongoing activities linking our two 
nations. 


Among these is the establishment of a blue-ribbon 
panel of eminent scientists from both countries to determine 
priorities for expanded collaboration in agricultural 
research, biomass energy and health. They also agreed that 
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1984 and 1985 would be designated a period of special focus 
to intensify and highlight cultural and educational 
exchange. 


In addition, they have decided to reinstitute 
annual official-level talks between the Department of State 
and the Ministry of External Affairs, promote commercial 
relations through trade missions, and an OPIC mission in 
early 1983 to study opportunities for joint business ven- 
tures and consult closely to insure the success of the GATT 
ministerial to be held in November 1982. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q On Lebanon, it looks like the ceasefire has 
broken down again and also water appears to have been cut 
off, literally, from West Beirut. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


a I have seen one ticker item on the breakdown 
of the ceasefire. I don't have any confirmation from inde- 
pendent sources about that. I don't have any comment on it 
other than to say obviously it is extremely important that 
the ceasefire be maintained. 


In terms of the water, again I don't have any 
information. I would stand on what we've said on this about 
the importance we place upon supplies, food and water and so 
on getting into West Beirut and the efforts we have made in 
that regard. 


IT would also take note that UNRWA has announced 
that the PLO has prevented supplies from leaving West Beirut 
for shipment to needy people in south Lebanon. While we're 
not in a position to substantiate UNRWA's charge, again we 
oppose all measures which inhibit legitimate relief efforts 
in Lebanon. 


0 Do you have any progress report on the Habib 
mediation? 

aN I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
No. 

©) Reaction to the 6<point Arab League proposal? 

4 We're encouraged by the general thrust of 


this plan. We find it has some useful, constructive ele- 
ments, but we do not think it would be helpful for us to get 
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into detailed comments on specific aspects given Ambassador 
Habib's ongoing nec otiating efforts. 


Q All right. If you've taken a plus without 
being specific, does it have any negative <¢iements? 


a Again, I don't want to go beyond what I've 
said. 


.¢) Do you have any comment on the Security 
Council vote last night and the fact that Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick couldn't get any consultations? 


fy Yes. As Ambassador Kirkpatrick explained to 
the Council, not enough time was given for consultations 
with governments to make it possible for the U.S. to cast a 
vote. 


The resolution voted upon was introduced without 
advance notice. Although Ambassador Kirkpatrick 
requested just two hours for consultations with governments, 
the Council members were divided on that request and it was 
not approved. 


The Council then voted without delay on the reso- 
lution. We regard that as an unwarranted procedure. 


Q Has the United States obtained what was being 
reported two days ago as the unequivocal commitment on the 
PLO to leave Beirut? 


vy I have not talked about our seeking an une- 
guivocal commitment, and I'm not going to. I don't think 
that engaging in discussion in that area is going to be 
helpful to Phil Habib's efforts, and I'm not going to get 
into it. 


0 Let me paraphrase that: Has the U.S. 
received any commitment of the PLO to leave Beirut? 


“a Again, it is simply not useful to go 
into this. I think that Nick Veliotes did address this to a 
certain extent on the Hill, but I'm not sure that I want to 
characterize what he said. I think he indicated that there 
were a number of ambiguities and questions which existed. 
In any case, Obviously, in a situation like this one needs 
to continue to work the problem. 
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I don't want to say that we have a commitment or 
don't have a commitment. I don't want to address that in 
those terms. 


Q Is there another trip of Ambassador Habib to 
some Mideast capitals already scheduled? 


A I'm not aware that there is a trip scheduled. 
As I said -- I don't know whether it was yesterday or what 
-- I wouldn't rule that out, but I'm not aware that there is 
a trip scheduled. 


I don't think he normally plans that far in 
advance, in any case. 


9) Would you care to knock down the reports this 
morning that indeed there is a settlement or the framework 
of a settlement that is now established and in everybody's 
hands out there? 


A I don't want to address the question. ! 
don't want to lead you one way or another. I just don't want 
to address the question. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q There is a report that Arafat has outlined a 
plan to the Lebanese Prime Minister to withdraw to four countries 
over a One-month period. 


A That gets to the same question that was 
just asked. I just don't want to get into that. Again, I 
think all one would do would be to complicate Ambassador Habib's 
efforts. 


Q Are Habib's efforts still the central focus 
here or have things at this point gotten to the point that 
Habib is out there, but there are others doing the same kind 
of work with a little more success? 


QL With a little more success? No. I think the 
central effort remains Ambassador Habib's effort. Obviously, 
there have been and continue to be other discussions which go 
On at the same time. The Egyptian Foreign Minister is here 
today. The Israeli Foreign Minister will be coming. These 
are all, obviously, relevant; and as I indicated yesterday, 
there are conversations going on in-.diplomatic channels that 
are related as well. These are obviously important conver- 
sations, but the central focus still has to remain in 
Lebanon where the problem rests. 


e) Alan, it has been said many times from this 
podium and some other U.S. Government agencies that the U.S. 
Government is the only party really involved in bringing 
about a solution to what is going on in Lebanon now. 

A That we are the only party? 

Q That you are the major party, let's say. 

aN I don't think we've characterized it that way. 

) Well, you are the major party, the only party 
that has had a Presidential envoy there for seven weeks now 
-- and that's a fact. 


A That is so. 


0 All right. 


e) So, the repeated breakdowns in the ceasefires 
and the inability of the U.S. Government to secure water and 
food to Lebanon, could that be interpreted or can some Arabs say 
that this is the U.S. responsibility since they are not 
securing these things to West Beirut and since you are the 
Only party that is trying to bring about a solution there? 





~vecrassitied for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


a They can say it, but I don't think it's 
justified to put the responsibility on the United States when 
we are obviously making concerted efforts to alleviate the 
specific problems you are talking about and bring about a 
solution to the Beirut problem and eventually, of course, to 
larger issues. 


I think that it just is not logical to say because 
we're trying, therefore we have to accept blame if we are not 
perfect in our results. 


e) That's not really what I'm trying to say, Alan. 
Two days ago, there was an offer of peace by a former U. S. 
State Department official who said the United States has some 
leverage and it has not been using it. He actually pre- 
dicted something for the future also. 


Is that a good assumption that you do have some 
leverage, and you're not using this leverage? 


a I think to the extent that we have influence in 
the situation that can help bring about a positive result, we are 
certainly using that influence. 


e) I have a household question: I understand it is the 
intention of Foreign Minister Ali after the meeting with the 
Secretary to answer questions. Is it the intention of 
Secretary Shultz to do the same? 


Ay My understanding is that it is not. I would 
ask you perhaps to check back later to see if there is any 
change in that. He may on occasion do this, but I don't 
think as a general matter, he would intend to make remarks 
following meetings with Foreign Ministers. 


0 Alan, Prime Minister Begin and the Israeli 
Foreign Minister have both said in recent hours that they 
expect a settlement to be announced, I think “imminently" was 
one set of words and “very shortly" was another. Does the 
United States expect a settlement to be announced very 
shortly? 


"y Again, I just am not going to try to get into 
the measurement of time, where we are precisely, and give 
you something on that. I think when there is agreement, and 
there is something to announce, obviously, it will be 
announced; but I wouldn't want to leave you with the 
impression by saying that you should hang around all this 
afternoon waiting for the announcement. 
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Q Is an agreement as far away as it was a week 
ago? 
a I don't want to try to measure that. I think 


that's an unproductive road. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on what the United 
States is doing in connection with the resolution at the 


United Nations -- French-Egypt? 
A What we're doing? 
Q Yes. I mean whether negotiations are underway 


on it or the United Sates -- 


pet The Council began discussion of that resolu- 
tion, and it was formally tabled as the vehicle for an 
exchange of views. The meeting adjourned without the 
discussion being completed. The Council President stated 
that he would consult further with the members and that 
another session would be scheduled later. | 


Q Do we have any public view of that resolution? 


A The draft was submitted to the Council as a 
vehicle for discussion. It is likely to evolve in the days 
ahead, and it's not certain that it would be brought to a 
vote or, if a vote is held, when it would be held. 


In terms of our position, as we've said before, it's 
against our policy to comment on resolutions which are either 
under consideration or negotiation. 


0 Is that a useful resolution at the present 
time? 


aN Again, I don't want to characterize it because 
I would, in a sense, be taking a position on it, and I just 
not going to violate that. 


e) Alan, have either Secretary Shultz, Phil Habib, 
Or to your knowledge, other officials consulted with Dr. 
Kissinger since the end of the Bohemian Grove festivities? 


fy I have no information on that. 
Q Do you know if Dr. Kissinger is being asked to 


help formulate a new foreign policy agenda for the 
Administration to be implemented after the elections? 


A I don't know. 





“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


— 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


@) Alan, on another subject, has the Chinese 
Embassy asked to see the tennis player who defected and 
apparently asked for political asylum? 


A Jim, all I can say is that, as you know, it's 
not our custom to comment on diplomatic discussions. 


0 There have been conflicting reports as to the 
status of the kidnap victims in Zimbabwe. Have you got 
anything to offer on that? 


2 No, I don't. We are aware of the reports and 
we're actively seeking further information, but we have 
nothing to add at this time -- and they are indeed 
conflicting reports. 


re) Could you say anything about the role that the 
U.S. Government is playing in that whole episode? 


A I don't have the general description of that to 
offer you, no. 


Q Another housekeeping question: Can you give us 
some idea of what tne Secretary's weekend schedule is? 


A No, £ don't have a schedule on that. 
I just don't have anything on it. 


Q Will he be in tomorrow? 
4 I don't know. I don't have anything. 
Q Will he be in the country? 


A My expectation, Bernie? Yes, he will be in the 
country. 


0 Alan, can we have texts on the reaction to the 
Six points and on the U.N. Resolution? 


ay Yes, I think we can do that. 


0 Will you let us know about Shultz if there is 
any change this afternoon, please? 


A I would ask that you keep in touch with the 
Press Office. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #128 


MONDAY, AUGUST 2, 1982, 1:09 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Sorry we're late today. I have no 
announcements. 


Q Alan, first a mechanical question: will the 
Secretary be coming down with Shamir after the lunch? 


A I do not anticipate that the Secretary will be 
coming down. 


0 And Shamir will be talking when he comes 
downstairs? 


A I don't know, Jim, whether he plans to say 
anything or not. 


Q In the statement put out yesterday during the 
course of the shooting in Beirut, there seemed almost a note 
of, not despair, but close to despair that the fighting and 
the cumulative effect is making impossible Mr. Habib's task of 
trying to negotiate the withdrawal. 


Is this an accurate reading of your feeling? 


Bey I don't want to try to describe states of 
despair or non-despair on this, Jim. Following the 
President's meeting this morning, the White House issued a 
Statement, and it addressed, among other things, the concern 
that was expressed also in that statement of yesterday. I 
will simply quote to you from that statement, which I'm sure 
you have, which is that "the President stressed the need for a 
complete end by all parties to the hostilities in and around 
Beirut as a prerequisite to allow Ambassador Habib to pursue 
his urgent work." So it clearly is a matter of considerable 
concern to us, but I don't want to try to characterize it in 


the terms you asked it. 
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Q Since it is a prerequisite, if in fact the 
fighting does not end, will Mr. Habib continue his efforts? 


A I don't want to try to look into the future in 
that way. We are urging all parties concerned to adhere to 
the ceasefire. 


Q Using your word "prerequisite," would seem to 
mean that if there is no ceasefire in effect, then he is not 
going to continue? 


4 I didn't say he wouldn't continue. I think we 
just have to see what happens. I really see no point in 
trying to speculate. 


Q Alan, what is the State Department's reaction 
to the Soviet decision to release the contents of what was a 
message from Brezhnev to the President criticizing the United 
States for not doing all it could to bring to an end the 
Situation in Beirut? 


A We reject the implication contained in 
President Brezhnev's letter that the United States is not 
doing all it can to bring about a peaceful solution to the 
crisis in Lebanon. Through Ambassador Habib's efforts, as 
well as through the United Nations, we are striving to bring 
about a lasting ceasefire that would end the suffering. 


I would add that we regret the Soviet decision once 
again to publicize portions of confidential correspondence 
between the two Presidents. Such a propagandistic exercise 
casts doubts upon Soviet motives regarding the Lebanon crisis. 


e) May we have a copy of this? 
A Yes, we can get you a copy of that. 


Q While we're on the Soviet Union, The New York 
Times has a very interesting story on the City of Glen Cove, 
New York, versus the -- 
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Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 
Q All right. I'll certainly defer. 


Q Alan, on the same question, the effectiveness 
of Habib's mission, throughout his mission, Dr. Henry 
Kissinger and a number of his associates have been telling 
everyone who would listen, I assume including the Israelis, 
that cegardless of what the Administration might say 
officially or otherwise, the Administration would take no 
action against anything the Israelis did to finish off the 


PLO. 


What steps is the Administration now taking to 
assure the Israelis that despite the way Kissinger has been 
brought into meetings with the Administration, he does not in 
any way cepresent the thinking of the Administration? 





A I'm not going to address your question in quite 
the terms you've posed it. Let me simply say that we have 
more than adequate communication with the Government of Israel 
to convey our views, and we do on a regular basis including today. 


0 The thrust of my question is that it is more 
than adequate in that in addition to the official channels, 
there is also the "Kissinger channel." What are you going to 


do about that? 


A I've answered the question. 


QO Regacding the White House statement, are the 
United States and Israel still in agreement on the basic three 
objectives in solving the problem of Lebanon, as presented by 
the President a few times in the past? 


A I think that there is a basic agreement on the 
objectives in terms of resolving the Beirut problem and also 
Lebanon as a whole, too; but I don't know what, specifically, 
you might have in mind. I'm not sure I want to go beyond 
that, in any case. I don't see it in that sense. 


In terms of tactics or whatever, I don't want to get 
into a question of that. But in terms of the objective of all 
foreign forces getting out, I know of no Israeli statement 
which has backed away from that, and certainly that is our objective. 


Q I raise the question because the statement that 
came from the White House didn't mention this agreement on the 
basic objectives, unlike some previous statements that came 
from the White House, for instance, when Mr. Begin was here 
last month and they also discussed the situation in Lebanon. 
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4 I think the statement this morning focused on 
the issues which are of the greatest concern to us at this 
particular moment. 


Q Do you have anything further or any further 
reaction to the Arab League Plan? Are we endorsing it or -- 


A I have nothing beyond what we've said before on 
that. If you don't have that, get it from the Press Office, 
if you would. 


6) Alan, is it our contention that the PLO are 
ready to be evacuated? | 


A I think that the Arab League statement, as I 
understand endorsed by the PLO, indicated that they are ready 


to leave. 


Q To follow that up, do we think, if the PLO are 
really ready to go rather than bluffing, do we think the 
Israelis would object to theirc going or try to impede their 


going? 
A No. 

Q Why not? 

A 


As I said in the answer to the previous 
question, I know of no change in the Israeli position -- 


Q Then, do you have any analysis of what in the 
world is holding it up? 


A You're asking me to get into the specifics of 
what Phil Habib is doing and the problems in those 
discussions, and I'm simply not going to do that. That 
shouldn't be a great surprise to you. 


Q O.K. All right. 


Q Is there an agreement between the 
Administration and Israel on the principles outlined in the 
White House statement following the meeting with Foreign 


Ministec Shamir? 


A You would have to ask the Israelis whether they 
have any disagreement with the White House statement. I can't 


speak for that. 
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Q Foreign Minister Shamir, coming out from 
the White House, said that israel believes that the PLO 
fighters would get out of Beirut only if they know that they 
have only one choice between a political agreement or 
something else. Does the United States believe tnere is a 
need for some kind of a viable military option in order to 
convince the PLO to get out of Beirut? 


A Again, I'm just not going to get into that kind 
of question. 


Q What about the blockade on Beirut -- food, 
medicine, water, and electricity. Do you have anything new on 
this? 


yy Anything new on it? No. Again, I think that 
Our concerns about that have been expressed several times. 
The White House statement also addressed itself to that. 


Q A little bit more than an expression of sorrow. 
This has been going on now for ten days, and the doctors are 
warning that typhoid and other diseases -- 


A We have indicated on various occasions that we 
are actively involved in trying to resolve those humanitarian 
aspects of the problem. But beyond what we've said before on 
this and the expression of concern in the White House state- 
ment this morning, I really don't have anything different to 
offer you from this podium. 


Q Let me ask you: What time do you think the 
Shamir-Shultz discussion will be over? 


A My understanding was that the schedule called 
for it to be over about 2. Isn't that rcight? 


I can't predict that it will be held exactly to that 


schedule. 

Q As a working guess, do you think about 2 
o'clock? 

A That's the Original schedule, Joe. I just 
can't -- 

0 At what time are they going to freeze us out of 
the lobby? That's what I was asking. 

A Fifteen minutes before -- that's the standard 
procedure. 


Excuse me, Joe, had you finished your question? 
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Q I was going to ask, as the result of the 
President's statement last night and the remarks made this 
morning at the White House, some people feel that there is a 
cooling of U.S.-Israeli relations and so on. Do you detect 
anything like that? 


A I wouldn't characterize it in those terms, but 
I really would like to let the words speak for themselves. I 
don't like to characterize the President's remarks. 


Q Alan, Defense Minister Sharon presented 
yesterday on ABC some aerial photographs of Beirut showing PLO- 
Syrian tanks that were stationed about 30 yards from the 
American Embassy in West Beirut. Do you have anything to 
verify that information? Arce you doing anything through Mr. 
Habib and his mediators to move those weapons from the area of 
the foreign embassies in Beirut? 


~- 


By I'm sorry, but again, getting into what 
Ambassador Habib is doing is getting into an area I'm just not 
going to comment on. 


Q Are you concerned about the fact that -- 


A I don't have a comment to offer you on that 
beyond the general points that we've made about the urgency of 
the situation, the need to maintain the ceasefire and move 
ahead with the withdrawal of the PLO from West Beirut, 
reassertion of Lebanese authority, and so forth. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q In other words, you haven't got anything that 
you're willing to say about Beirut? Isn't that a true 
statement? There's nothing new, and every question we come 
up with, you have to politely say, "I have nothing for you 
on that today." Isn't that true? 


A Lester, I think that the government's con- 
cerns as Of this moment were best expressed this morning in 
a statement issued by the White House, and I would leave 
that on the record as what we are saying about this 
Situation. 


Q But nothing has happened. In other words, 
you're not prepared to say anything about anything in 
Beirut, are you? Isn't that the truth? 


A No. That isn't the truth. 


Q Is there something you are prepared to say 
about Beirut? 


A In terms of the talks, Lester, I am not pre- 
pared to say. 


. Q In terms of anything? I mean, these fellows 
are desperate, Alan, and -- (laughter) -- I mean, if you 
can suggest some line of questioning, I'm sure we'd all 
respond to it, but it looks like a stone wall here. 


ie I'm sorry, Lester. 


0 In the White House statement the President 
stressed a need for a complete end by all parties to the 
hostilities in and around Beirut, etc. 


This message was obviously clearly made to Foreign 
Minister Shamir. Is the same message going through the 
Lebanese to the PLO? 


A This message is a public statement issued by 
the White House. ‘It is there for everybody to read. The 
concerns are not a surprise to any party involved in the 
process. 


Q Do you have any position with respect to the 
Security Council resolution passed yesterday as to where the 
observers should go in Beirut? 
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on Not really. The question of U.N. observers 
is a matter for the U.N. Secretary General and the Lebanese 
authorities to work out as provided in yesterday's Security 
Council resolution. 


I would have to refer you for details on that to 
the Secretary General. 


‘ 


Q Would the U.S. object if the Secretary 
General ordered them to take positions between Israeli 
troops and PLO fighters? 


A Again, I would say that their role is a 
matter to be worked out between the Secretary General and 
the Government of Lebanon. 


Q In the weekend fighting the Israeli army 
moved on the ground and captured more territory, including 
the airport. 


Does that fit under your statement or answer 
before that you're concerned, or do you have anything spe- 
cial about this taking extra territory around Beirut by the 


Israeli army? 


4 No. I can quote from it, but again it's the 
White House statement that I would refer you to as the 
statement of concern about the situation and its various 


aspects. 


Q Do you know anything beyond the White House 
statement? 


rN Try me. You're picking up Lester's theme 
here. 


Q Let me try one last desperate stab. Let me 
reverse the thrust of my original question. If the fighting 
goes on, will Mr. Habib continue his negotiating effort? 


a I don't want to try to predict that. 
Obviously, the continuation of fighting or the periodic epi- 
sodes of fighting and so on make it extraordinarily dif- 
ficult for Ambassador Habib to conduct his mission. That is 
a matter of great concern to us. 


But I don't want to try to predict what he will or 
won't do under future circumstances. 
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Q Has his mission been forced to a halt during 
the shellings and the ceasefire violations? 


A No. It has not. 


Q So it continues? 

A His mission continues, but it makes it 
difficult. 

e) In a follow-up to this question, in what ways 


does it make it more difficult? Could you elaborate? 


A I think I would prefer to not address that 
question at this particular point. 


Qo Would you say that it's posing problems and 
it's -- 


A I think, again, the parties who are concerned 
understand -- 


Q Is it a physical problem or it's beyond that? 


A I think the: parties who are concerned in the 
talks understand what it is we're saying, and at this point 
I would prefer not to address it from here? 


Q Are you saying that what's going on out there 
is endangering Habib's life? 


A I wouldn't want to say in a specific sense, 
although I can't say that that isn't the case. 


I think the statement that was issued last week 
indicated that certainly there is a risk involved there, but 
that is not the specific point that is being addressed. 


Q Are the PLO terrorists still blocking food 
coming out of the UNRWA warehouse in Beirut? 


A I think we indicated last week that we had 
seen reports that the PLO was blocking shipments out of the 
UNRWA warehouse; that we could not confirm those. I still 
am not in a position to confirm that. 


Q There was an UNRWA statement. 
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A I understand that. I don't have anything 
independent beyond what they said, so I can't tell you what 
the status is or what UNRWA is saying or anything else. 


Q Didn't we investigate this very significant 
report from UNRWA? I mean, UNRWA is hardly pro-Israeli, 
don't you think? I mean, it's a very important report, 
isn't it? 


A I hardly disputed the report. I simply said 
I could not confirm it. 


Q How is it that we have not investigated this? 
I mean, that's surprising, Alan. 

A I don't know what's been done on it. 

Q On Lebanon, have the Soviets seen fit to 


release parts of their communications with the President 
regarding Lebanon? Is this government going to release the 
rest of the communication? 


f, I don't expect that we will release the rest 
of it. No. 
Q How do you characterize the Soviet decision? 


fy I said I would make that available. Do you 
mean to go back to what I said before? 


Q Was it simply a propaganda ploy in the view 
of this government? 


A What I said was -- I will repeat it, and I 
said we would make it available -- that we regret the Soviet 
decision once again to publish portions of confidential 
correspondence between the two Presidents. 


Such a propagandistic exercise -- which I 
think is the phrase you're looking for -- casts doubts upon 
Soviet motives regarding the Lebanon crisis. 


8) Have we been able to make any determination of 
who's breaking the ceasefire during these nine violations or 
nine new -- 


A I think that it's very hard to come by hard 
evidence, but it is clear that there is a feeling on each 
side that the other side is responsible. We are not going 





——— 
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to try to apportion blame. We want the fighting, the 
shooting, to stop. 


Q Do we have casualty figures, U.S. casualty 
figures? 

4 U.S. casualty figures? 

Q U.S.-obtained or figures that the U.S. has 
any faith in? 

By No. 

Q Would it be possible -- since we seem to be 


on a kind of a dead end -- could I go to my Glen Cove 
question with a preface? 


a Yes. 


Q That is, a question that is right in the 
realm of your expertise -- you should have no trouble with 
this -- and I have one follow-up. 


Why in this critical time is Secretary Shultz so 
slow in making a selection for a post as vital as spokesman 
for the Department of State? 


a I don't have anything for you on that at this 
point. 


re) Do you have any anticipation of when we will 
find out? I mean -- 


A I don't have anything for you at this point. 


Q Then let me ask this: As I mentioned, The 
New York Times has an interesting story of the City of Glen 
Cove, New York, versus the State Department and the Soviet 
Union, in which Glen Cove has ruled that until the Soviets 
pay $100,000 in property tax on their estate and stop 
eavesdropping on Long Island phones, they can't use the Glen 
Cove tennis courts, golf courses and beaches. 





I have a two-part question: First, is there any 
progress report in this altercation? 


aN As we said last week, the matter has been 
referred to the Department of Justice, and I have no further 
comment. 
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Q I see. All right. Since there have been 
recurrent news reports that the Soviet Union also leads all 
other embassies in unpaid parking tickets in Washinqton, 
what will the State Department do if Mayor Marion Earry's 
election year anti-crime campaign in Washington begins 
towing or booting all of the cars and limousines of the 
Soviet Embassy? 


oo I guess we'd have to await the event. 


Q Would you refer that to the Department of 
Justice too? I understand that's up in the hundreds of 
thousands of dollars too. 


A I can't speculate on that. 


e) Have we talked to the Soviets about possibly 
trying to obey the law? 


My I'm sure that all diplomats understand our 
concerns. 


Q I know, but they don't seem to understand it, 
Alan. Have you talked to them dnd asked them about this 
breaking of the law? 


A With all due respect, it is late and I think 
we could go on to more productive lines. 


Q In other words, it's an embarrassing 
question. Fine. 


No. Not particularly. 
Anything on the attempted coup in Kenya? 


Did you get what we had yesterday on this? 


No. 


r Oo FF DO PY 


Let me review what we had yesterday, and then 
I'll give you what I can about an update today. 


In the early morning hours of August l, elements 
of the Kenya military attempted to overthrow the civilian 
government of President Daniel arap Moi. 


The rebels were able to take over the radio sta- 
tion briefly. However, loyal forces recaptured the station 
about three hours later. 
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We understand that the Moi Government is 
reasserting its control. This is again speaking as of 
yesterday. 


However, communication with Nairobi is extremely 
difficult because roads leading into the city have been 
blocked and telephone lines are clogged. 


We consider Kenya to be a goed and close friend. 
We continue to support President Moi in the democratically 
established Government of Kenya. 


We are gratified that the attempt to circumvent 
the constitutional process in Kenya has apparently failed. 


As of today I would simply add that the Moi 
Government appears to be in control of the situation, 
although there have been reports of sporadic shooting in 
isolated areas of Nairobi. 


A 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. curfew has been imposed 
in Nairobi and Nanyuki by the government, and the Nairobi 
International Airport remains closed. 


We have advised U.S. citizens to postpone travel 
to Kenya until further notice. 


Q What part of that is yesterday, and what is 
today's? 


x I thought I indicated where that break was. 
Through the statement that "We are gratified that the 
attempt to circumvent the constitutional process in Kenya 
has apparently failed” is part of yesteray's guidance, but 
obviously it remains a valid statement today. 


Q There were some conflicting reports in the 
paper today about Namibia. One said that the West German 
Ambassador to South Africa said that great things are moving 
ahead and a ceasefire is going to be declared shortly. 


SWAPO came out and said, according to Angolan News 
Agency that no such thing. 


a I have no update to give you today on 
Namibia. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #129 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 3, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. 


A couple of announcements: Available in the Press 
Office is the testimony of Assistant Secretary of State for 
Inter-American Affairs Thomas Enders before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. The subject is certification for El 


Salvador. 


Second, cegarcding the visit of Cardinal Casaroli: 
Vatican Secretary of State, Cardinal Casaroli, will be having a 
working lunch with President Reagan today in New Haven during 
the Knights of Columbus Centennial Anniversary celebrations. 
Tomorrow, the Cardinal will travel to Washington to meet with 
Secretary of State Shultz. 


Finally, as I'm sure you'ce aware, the White House 
today announced the President's intention to nominate John 
Hughes as Assistant Secretary of State for Public Affairs. He 
would succeed Dean Fischer. Secretary Shultz intenc that Mr. 
Hughes will also serve concurrently as the Spokesma: for the 


Depactment of State. 


Mc. Hughes is currently serving as Director of the Voice 
of America in the United States International Communication 
Agency. In announcing Mc. Hughes’ appointment as the 
Spokesman, Secretary of State Shultz paid tribute to his 
"unique qualifications" for this "key role in the foreign 
policy leadership." In a letter to USICA Director Charles Z. 
Wick, the Secretary expressed appreciation for Mc. Wick's 
agreement to release Mc. Hughes after a celatively brief period at 
the Voice of America. 


We have a fuller statement and a copy of the letter 
from Secretary Shultz to Director Wick available after the 


briefing in the Press Office. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, the Chinese Government said today the 
United States was rcesponsible for the safety of their tennis 
Sstac, and that the United States should return her to China, 
Otherwise it would adversely affect cultural ties. Do you 
have any cesponse to that? 
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a Let me say a couple of things about that. 
First, under United States law, once a person has applied for 
political asylum, we are obligated to follow due process of 
law. The request must be reviewed on its merits and a deci- 
sion given by the Immigration and Naturalization Service on 
whether to grant the asylum request. An advisory opinion 
would be sought eventually by INS, but we have not received 


such a cequest at this point. 





As fac as cultural exchanges are concerned, we cer- 
tainly would hope that there would be no influence on the 
exchange program. Cultural exchanges are beneficial to both 
the United States and to China. Inherent in the concept of 
exchange programs is the thought that participants from both 
sides will return to their countries, enriched by their 
expeciences, and that the entire relationship is also enhanced 


in the process. 


We recognize there may be occasional incidents when 
participants do not always return. We would hope that such 
isolated incidents would not seriously affect these exchanges. 


Q May we have a copy of that, please? 


x It 1S going to be difficult to give you an 
exact copy of that. I can give you part of it. 


@) 0. K. 


Q To follow up on that, you said in the first 
pact of your statement that you have not received such a 
request at this point. 


A From INS. 


Q A cequest from INS to State, for what? My 
impression was the request would go the other way for an advi- 
sory opinion. State would issue an advisory opinion to INS 


upon INS's cequest? 
A That's cight. 
Q Do you intend to do that, whether asked or not? 
A Whether asked or not? 


Q Yes. It would seem that you have a 
possible altercation -- 


A There is a process that is followed here and we 
will follow the process. 





Q It is of great interest to short-wave listeners 
inside the United States that at this point, apparently, the 
whole short-wave broadcasting worldwide is breaking up, and 
engaging into squabble or warfare of some kind. 





Jack Anderson today refers to it, that Voice of 
America wants to be expanded. There are reports now and 
information from Okeechobee, Florida. The Taipei State Radio 
leases a transmission tower in Okeechobee, and broadcasts from 
U.S. soil into the United States for U.S. audiences. In some 
ways, people are concerned that this might be even illegal. 


can Foreign 


This is a leasing agreement. The programs -- 

A Excuse me. What is your question? 

Q My question is: What is our future policy in 
this cegard? 

ay With cegarcd to what? 


Q Into allowing foreign broadcasting stations on 
U.S. soil to influence U.S. politics? 


ay I'm not going to address the question in that 
way. What I will take is whether there is a policy or a regu- 
lation which relates to the use of the leasing of broadcast 
facilities in the United States. I don't think I'm going to 


go beyond that. 
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Q May I just add one or two more? BBC is using 
VOA transmitters in Greenville, North Carolina, and as far as 
I understand, in California. What Canada is concerned with, 
Radio Deutchvelle, the government short-wave, is using a sta- 
tion in Newfoundland -- all geared to influence American | 


politics. 

In the Falkland crisis, unfortunately, censored news 
was piped in via U.S. channels into America, influencing 
Americans. 


Py I hear your question. I am going to look into it 
in the sense that I mentioned before. 


Q Pardon me if this came up yesterday or is late, 
but do you have a detailed response to the announcement in 
London on the embargo matter, ordering the firms to go ahead? 


Ae 
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A We regret any action which weakens Western 
pressure On Polish and Soviet authorities to relax signifi- 
cantly mactial law in Poland. We are examining the British 
announcement and studying its possible consequences with 
respect to compliance with U.S. export controls. 





The legal issues involved are complex, and we cannot 
now predict how they will be resolved. 


@) In connection with that, the President yester- 
day seemed, in part of his address in Iowa, to suggest a 
revised attitude toward the Jaruzelski speech a few weeks ago. 
Have you got anything to spell that out? 


fet I don't think if you look at his speech that 
he, in fact, did. I will give you a response to it, but I think 
if you go through the entire statement, he was expressing the 
hope that the situation will improve. 


Let me give you what I have on this, which as I 
understand it, is an agreed NATO response to these develop- 
ments. 


In consultation with ouc partners in the Atlantic 
Alliance, we have been considering the steps announced by the 
Polish authorities on July 21 and we shall continue to follow 
closely theic implementation, as well as developments in Poland 


generally. 


While we welcome, of course, the announcement of the 
celease of a number of Poles held in detention, we deeply 
cegret that a significant number are still being detained, and 
we cenew Our appeal for their celease. We deplore the con- 
tinuation of martial law, and urge that it be ended soon. We 
deeply regret the absence of any meaningful dialogue with 
Solidarity. 


While we hope that the steps announced will lead in 
the dicection of rceal improvements in the lot of the Polish 
people, they fall short of fulfilling the declared intentions 
of the Polish leadership and the three criteria contained in 
the Allied declaration of January 11, 1982. Nevertheless, the 
steps already taken cepresent some movement in the right 
direction, but much will depend on how all the measures 
announced ace implemented. 
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We shall continue to urge the Polish Government to 
honor its understanding to reestablish civil liberties and 
the process of ceform, and to permit the revival of a 


genuinely free trade union movement. Our own policies will 
continue to be kept under review against this background. 

0 May we have a copy of that? 

A, Yes. 


Q What is the date of that? 





A The date of this guidance that I have is the 
29th of July, but the interpretation in it still holds. I really 
think that if you look through it, it is totally consistent 
with what the President said. 


Q Didn't he say there were encouraging signs 
of movement towards the lifting of martial law? 


A I'm not sure if I have that. No, I think I 
would refer you to the exact text of his remarks. If you go 
On, you will see that he was saying we hope that the situation 
will evolve in a direction, or in a way, so that we could indeed 
lift the sanctions, but it requires the things we have been 


talking about. 


QO The President also made reference yesterday to 
the inviolability of contracts. Have any of our allied friends 
raised any eyebrows about that particular statement? It 
doesn't seem to be quite consistent with what he is asking 
them to do, which is not to abide by their contracts? 


ay (A) I don't know the answer, and (B) I think it 
wouldn't be productive for me to try to find out because we 
wouldn't get into the subject, as you well know. 


Let me note that the President did say, "The exten- 
sion would have the sanctity of a contract, insuring U.S. far- 
mers access to the Soviet market. If the Soviets agree to the 
One-yeac extension, they would be ceguired to buy at least 
6 million tons of U.S. grain, the amount of the assured sales. 
In this context, we have honored our long-term agreement with 


the Soviets in the past." 


I should mention that the President also noted 
that the long-term agreement would protect American markets 


from Soviet disruption. 








“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q How is this consistent with our position where 
we are asking our Allies to violate their contracts? 


f I think that the basic point to be made on this 
is that we have distinguished between the issue of grain and 
the issue of oil and gas technology, where the one can be 
controlled and the other cannot. We have to look at it in 


“hat context. 


Q Is it safe to assume that the review of the 
complex legal issues with regard to French and British reluc- 
tance to go along with the United States sanctions will take 
about the same amount of time as the review of developments 
in Poland; and that if things don't get any worse in Poland, 
that the review on the legal issues won't be completed, and so 
ceally there won't be any action taken on that? 


4 I honestly don't have an answer for you. I 
understand youc question. I just don't know what is involved 
here, and I think I'm just going to have to leave the record 


where it is at this point. 


Q Is there some time frame for the ceview of the 
complex legal issues? 


nN I'm not aware of a specific time frame. I'll 
just have to leave it where it is. 


Q Has the U.S. Government any valid understan- 
dings, Executive Agreements, or any other operative agreements 
Or treaties which would have kept the United States from pro- 
viding adequate arms, in particular heat-seeking missiles, to 
those in Afghanistan resisting Communist totalitarianism? 


A The answer is, I don't know what the answer to 
that question is. 


Q Will you take the question? 


A I will look into that question. 


0 May I then add a little footnote to that? Does 
the State Department undec Secretary Shultz intend to maintain 
the U.S. policy, assuming the answer to the first question is 
that you do have such a policy, that prevents sophisticated 
heat-seeking and electronically controlled devices from being 
employed against the Russians who are in Afghanistan against 


the will of the people there? 
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A I think that I wiil look into the first 
question, and then we'll see about the second one. My sense 
would be that there would prooably be restrictions within the 
law about to whom »%ne is able to sell such weapons. But 


anyway, let me check on that for you. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything there about recent 
fighting in Afghanistan? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Anything about recent fighting on the 
Honduran-Nicaraguan border? 


A No, I don't have anything. 


Q Can you say why the U.S. military exercises 
there that are going on now with Honduran troops are going 
to be extended for a week? 


Ay You have to ask the Pentagon about that. My 
understanding -- and I would give this to you for 
your guidance, but ask you to get an answer from the 
Department of Defense -- is that the exercise was delayed a 
week. But I don't have specific guidance to give you for 


your use. 


Q I want to go to the Middle East, if you would 
like to. 


A Yes. Would I like to? (Laughter.) 


Q I mean if the rest would like to, and so you, 
too. 


Do you have anything on the reported new proposal 
by Ambassador Habib about a possible solution to the 
Lebanese-Beirut crisis right now? 


A No, I don't. 


Q I mean, is there something like this which you 
could not talk about or -- 


A No. I've got to give you my usual answer. 
I'm just not going to get into the subject of his 
discussions. 


Q Well, can I then follow up with something 
else, please? Yesterday there was an announcement from the 
White House and you repeated it here about President 
Brezhnev's letter to President Reagan, something about pro- 
pagandistic implications -- that the U.S. now can't do 
everything, and it is not. 
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Today there was an article in The Washington Post, 


in fact saying the same things. Would you want to charac- 
terize the editorial there the same way you did yesterday 


about Brezhnev? 








4 I think the point, if you go back and look at 
what we said yesterday, was (a) to deny that we are not 
doing everything we can. The point is that we are doing 
everything we can. And, (b), reference to propagandistic 
efforts -- what we were referring to was the public 
release of correspondence between President Brezhnev and 
President Reagan, and we questioned the purpose of making 
public confidential correspondence. 


Therefore, I don't think that the parallel 
applies to The Washington Post. 





Q Well then, can I then ask you directly: Would 
you care to comment on the editorial today which says that, 
yes, the United States, this Administration, could do a whole 
lot more -- at least, as much as the former Premier of Israel 
Yitzhak Rabin is, about the Israeli presence in Lebanon now? 


A I think I just answered the question. We are 
doing everything we can do. 


@) You don't happen to have a readout on 
yesterday's meeting between Mr. Shultz and Mr. Shamir, do 


you? 
A No, I don't. 


Q I wanted to get back to the pipeline again. 
Given the depth of the dispute between ourselves and Western 


Europe over this Soviet pipeline, what is the United States 
Government doing to try to repair the damage and resolve the dispute? 


aay I think we've addressed the question of how 
we are looking at the actions which have been taken. I have 
nothing further to. say on that in terms of specifics. 


In terms of attitudes, we continue to have 
discussions. We will continue to have discussions with our 
allies over this issue, our policy and their policies, and 
will continue to work together on that point. 
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Q Are you aware of a letter from President 
Reagan that appeared on the front page of the July 9 issue 
of the Manchester, New Hampshire, Union-Leader? 

aS The letter was written to Mrs. William Loeb, 
’ the publisher of the paper, and the President 

said that with the exception of "some State Department 
types" he was being urged by no one to -- again to use his 
words -- “turn his back on Taiwan"? 





gn 


A Not having seen the letter, I don't think I 
can really comment on it. I was not aware of it. 


Q You're not aware of the letter? 
4 No, I'm sorry. 
Q What is your understanding of the cease-fire 


now around Beirut? 


i The cease-fire is generally holding, though 
some sporadic artillery fire continues. We continue to urge 
a complete cessation of firing by all parties. 


The situation with respect to the cutoff of food, 
water and electricity remains unchanged and the situation in 
West Beirut is‘grinm. 


The President has called for a restoration of 
essential services to West Beirut, and we renew that call 


today. 
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Q What impact does that situation -- the spora- 
dic firing and the cutoff of food -- have on U.S. 
negotiating efforts? 


ry I think we've indicated that, certainly in 
terms of the cease-fire, it is essential to our effort. We 
made clear before when we addressed the broader question of 
the possibility of an attack on Beirut, which I think has 
been raised in recent days. The U.S. does not want an 
attack against Beirut. 


Q Which number cease-fire are you talking 
about -- 


y May I go on? 
Q -- that's holding? 


By The one that is currently in effect. I don't 
number them. 


Q No. 9, No. 10? 
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A I said I don't number then. 
0 I see. 
A The U.S. doesn't want an attack against West 


Beirut. At the same time, regardless of what we want, while 
we can't influence events we cannot ultimately control them. 
Therefore, it is of the utmost importance that the cease- 
fire in place be maintained so that negotiations can proceed 
and that those negotiations move forward on an urgent 


basis. 
0 May we have a copy? 
A Yes. 
0 Do you have any comment on the reports that 


Ambassador Habib reported back to this Government that the 
fighting had become so heavy that his efforts were no longer 
productive? 


nN I'm not going to comment on specific aspects 
of Ambassador Habib's mission. I think our attitude about 
the importance of maintaining the cease-fire for his efforts 
is reflected in what I just gave you and what the White 
House issued yesterday and things we've said for days on 
end. 


Q One brief follow-up: Are there officials 
within the State Department who believe that we should turn 
Our back on Taiwan? 


fy I'm not aware of any officials in the State 
Department who believe we should turn our back on Taiwan, 
no. 


Q The Lebanese have made repeated calls here 
for the restoration of essential -- what do you call it? -- 

rs Essential services. 

Q -- essential services to Beirut. Have you 


received anything? I'm not saying what; I'm saying if you 
did receive any reply from the Government of Israel as to 
these requests to reinstate these services. 


A As I indicated before, we are in frequent 
communication with all the parties, including the Government 
of Israel, on this subject. I just can't go beyond that or 
get into specifics. 
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Q Do you know a lot of officials in the 
Department? 


Pa I think I know a lot of officials in the 
Department. (Laughter.) 





I want to ask about the Taiwan matter. 
Excuse me, I'll get back to you. 


I'm having a problem with it. 


The situation in Kenya? 
What is the situation in Kenya? 


Q 

A 

Q 

A I just -- 
0 

4A 

Q Yes. 

A I don't have a status report to give you 
today. 


Q Would the State Department or any of these 
officials who either are turning their back or aren't -- 
would they consider it turning their back, not supplying 
Taiwan or the Republic of China with modern weapons as 
agreed? Would that be, in their view, turning their 


backs? 


A We have addressed the question of arms 
sales to Taiwan. The fact that this is part of the sub- 
ject of our discussions going on currently with the 
Peoples Republic of China, we are not going to get 
into the substance of those discussions, so I don't have 


anything for you on that. 


Q Is Ambassador Veliotes meeting today with 
any Palestinian representatives in the United States? 
And, also, if he is, can you tell us what the purpose of 
that is, and could you -- 


A Palestinian representatives? 


Q Yes. Palestinian groups in the United 
States. 


aN I simply don't know. 


Q Can you also tell us anything about the 
purpose of the Canadian Foreign Minister meeting today? 
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a I don't know the specific purpose. I think 
that the meeting is to review a range of issues between 


both -- 


0 Not -- ? 


A -- “between” in the sense of differences, 
e to the extent those exist -- and, also, common interests. 
mo 
2 8) Is it related to the pipeline sanctions 
2 issue at all? 
Cc 
he} A I don't know if that will come up or not. 
Q Is the Congress to be notified this week of 
the F-5E continuation in Taiwan? 
fy I don't have anything for you on that 
today. 
0 Are you aware of reports that UN observers 


are not being allowed into Beirut? And, if so, what is 
Our position on that, and has it changed? 


A I have seen those reports. Let me simply 
express our view again. I addressed it yesterday, 
but I would note again that we support the deployment of 
observers to Beirut, as we indicated by our vote in the 
Security Council on Sunday. We're monitoring the 
situation, and we understand that the modalities of the 
deployment of observers have not yet been worked out and 
that this may take some time. 
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Q In your statement you say that the United 
States can influence events in Beirut but we can’t ultimately 
control them. Has the United States influence become 
so little that when the President of the United States 
asks the Government of Israel to restore essential ser- 
vices that that request is simply ignored, and what does 


that tell you? 


A I don't think it would be productive to get 
into that particular question. I think that it would be a 
question to put to others. 


I don't think that the President's words are 
being ignored. That doesn't mean that the problems have 
been resolved either. They are very difficult issues; 
we're working on it. The President obviously expressed 
himself on that as reflected in the White House statement 
yesterday, but I really don't have anything beyond that. 
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Q A group of women for more than a week now 
-- some of whom are wives of diplomats or of Ambassadors 
in Washington -- have been now for more than week on a 


hunger strike in front of the White House. That is, the 
hunger strike, I'm told, is until essential services are 
restored to Beirut. Are you aware of them and would you 
care to comment on anything about the White House? 


A I've seen the newspaper reports, but I 
don't have any comment on it. 


Q Excuse me. I would like to return to the 
pipeline thing. German financial officers visiting 
Washington related to me that a great deal of financing 
for a German part of the pipeline comes from American 
financial institutions. They really laugh their head off 
about all that political fluff. The money really comes 
from here. So do other nations, by the way. 


Has anything been done to evaluate how far the 
U.S. is financing this pipeline, and what is being done to 
stop it? 


A I have no idea. 


Q Going back to your statement about the 
United States not wanting an attack on Beirut, will the 
Habib mission continue if there is an attack on West 
Beirut? 


Ay I can't really speculate on that. If 
there's an attack on Beirut, I think that the cir- 
cumstances would be very serious indeed. I am not 
going to try to predict what would be our position at that 
particular point. Obviously our efforts are bent at this 
point to effecting a diplomatic solution to the problem 
and getting the PLO out of Beirut and then reestablishing, 
or helping to reestablish, Lebanese Central Government 
authority, moving on to the larger questions of all of 
Lebanon and the Middle East peace process. 


Q Can you point to anything that's upbeat 
about what's going on? I mean your statement is pretty 
pessimistic about not being able to control. 


4 No. I think it's realistic. The efforts 
go on. Ambassador Habib is seriously engiged in his efforts, 
but I just can't characterize them for yon. 


Q Returning to the pipeline -- 
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n Excuse me. 


QO To follow up the questions on control, you 
Said a minute ago you didn't want to get into the 
question of what it meant because these were complicated 
issues. Is the issue of restoration of essential ser- 
vices being linked to anything else with respect to the 
situation in West Beirut? What's complicated about the 
restoration of essential services? 


A Yes, it is complicated. It involves dif- 
ferent views of different people about what is appropriate 
in these circumstances. Our view of what is appropriate 
is that those services should be restored. 


Q Returning to the pipeline, I find it 
amazing that you don't know the source of financing. 
Doesn't the Department of State have economic officers and 
officers of international finance who are able to trace 
these matters, and can it be that the Department of State 
and the Secretary of State is giving advice to the 
President on foreign policy without knowing exactly who is 
financing this pipeline from U.S. sources, if any? 


4 I said I didn't know. I don't know 
what the Department of State as a whole knows or what the 
U.S. Government knows. 


Q Well, may we be informed as to what the 
Department of State does know on this matter? 


A I can see if this is an issue in which we, 
as an agency, are particularly involved as opposed to 
any other agency. 


Q Are you taking the question then? 


a I will look into the question. I'm not 
committing to coming back to you with an answer, however. 


Q Thank you. 
A O.K. 


(Whereupon, at 12:52 p.m., the briefing was 
adjourned. ) 
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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 4, 1982, AT 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. 

Available in the Press Office at 2:00 P.M. today 
will be the testimony of Under Secretary of State for Security 
Assistance, Science and Technology James Buckley before the 


House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International 
Economic Policy and Trade. The subject is Sanctions. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Could you bring us up to date on what is hap- 
pening with Mr. Habib and his negotiations? | 


A I don't have any update to offer you on that. 
0 Is he still active? 


ay He's still in Beirut. I don't know specifi- 
cally what he's doing at this particular point. 
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I might say, as you doubtless are aware, the White 
House issued a statement by the President this morning. 


Q Will you read it, please? 


A Do you want me to rcead it? 
Q Yes. 
A This is a statement by the President. 


Last night Iscaeli forces moved forcwacd on several 
fronts from theic ceasefire lines around Beirut. These move- 
ments were accompanied by heavy Iscaeli shelling, and came 
only a day after I had made clear to the Iscaeli Government 
in my meeting with Foreign Ministec Shamic that the United 
States placed great importance on the sustained maintenance of 
the ceasefire in place, to avoid further civilian casualties, 
and to secure the prompt withdrawal of the PLO forces in 
Beicut. This is a necessary ficst step toward ourc goal of 
cestoring the authority of the Government of Lebanon, a goal 
Ambassador Habib is earnestly working toward, with the full 
cooperation of the Government of Lebanon. 
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Through governments which have direct contact with 
the PLO, I have expressed my strong conviction that the PLO 
must not delay further its withdrawal from Lebanon. At the 
same time, I have expressed to the Government of Israel the 
absolute necessity of ceestablishing and maintaining a strict 
ceasefice in place so that this matter can be promptly 
resolved. 


Q Do you have any guidance on possible sanctions 
against Iscael? 


a No, I have nothing beyond this statement. 
Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A A copy? It is a White House statement. Why 
don't we check and see if they have any objection to our 
making it available. It's been issued. 


Q Is there any indication that the Israelis have 

paid any attention at all to this, and have stopped shooting? 
A I don't have a status report as of the moment. 
Q Are there any indications on the ground that 


the PLO 1s preparing to withdraw in any way? 


A Again, I am not prepaced to address what 
Ambassadoc Habib's mission has been doing in specific terms, 
which has been ourc position cather consistently. I'm not pre- 
pared to go beyond the statement. 


Q Have you seen indications from reconnaissance 
Oc any Other indications, aside from Habib and aside from 
diplomatic efforts, that there is a PLO readiness to withdraw? 


A I don't think I would get into the question of 
what we do or do not see from ceconnalssance. I don't have a 
way Of answering that. 


Q You said, you don't know what Habib is doing. 
It caises the question that Jim has been asking you for a 
couple of days. Is Habib actively engaged in negotiations? 
And is there any plan that would lead to Habib's being 
cecalled as the cesult of the United States making a command 
decision that the whole process 1S going nowhere? 


ra Certainly, Habib has been actively engaged in 
his efforts. I don't have anything in tecms of the future 
beyond what we said in the past and the ceference to the sta- 
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tement of the President and Ambassador Habib today which - 
referred to the goal of restoring the authority of the 
Government of Lebanon as a goal Ambassador Habib is earnestly 
working toward, with the full cooperation of the Government of 
Lebanon. Obviously, in these tercms, Ambassador Habib's 


mission is ongoing. 


Q Alan, two questions: First off, can you give 
us any explanation or elaboration for Larry Speakes' statement 
this morning that the United States knew it was coming, or had 
advanced word; and secondly, did Secretary Shultz, or any 
other U.S. official, speak with Shamir before his departure 


today? 


A As fac as what Larry Speakes did or didn't say, 
he said no such thing as he was quoted as saying in the wices 
about having advance warning on this. I can deny categori- 
cally that we had advance knowledge of Israeli action. 


As fac as communication with Foreign Ministerc Shamir 


Oc any other specific Iscaeli official, I think I would 
peefer, John, to simply say that we have full communication 
with the Government of Israel, and I would prefer not to 


specify -- 
Q I'm speaking of here in the City. 


4 I undecstand that. I think I would again say 
that you can cest assured that we have full communication with 
the Government of Israel at all levels. 


Q Alan, thece is a published rceport and State 
Department officials have said that sanctions are being con- 
Sideced, sanctions against Israel. Can you comment on that? 


aN No, I have no comment on that. I've seen those 
ceports, obviously, but I have no comment on then. 


Q To put it the other way, ace arms shipments, 
ammunition shipments to Iscael continuing? 


A As far as I know, the pipeline has continued. 


Q Has the President spoken to or written to Mr. 
Begin? 


A My understanding is that this ceference in the 
President's statement to the fact that, "I had expressed to 
the Government of Israel .... " et cetera, does ceflect 

that there has been a personal message from the President to 
the Prime Minister. I think the White House has stated that. 
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Q Just one or several? 


A I can't give you numbers. I think that in 
response to questions about this, the White House has noted 
that there has been a personal communication. 


Q In the light of what you just said, Alan, and 
what you said yesterday about this government's ability to 
influence things or not to control things, do you really think 
that this government can influence things now? Do you stand 
by your statements of yesterday that you can influence 
things there, but cannot control them? , 


A Sure. We stand by what we'ce saying. I think ~ 
the efforts that we're engaged in are clearly ceflected in the 
President's statement here. 


Q Then how would you ceply to the next question, 
Since the President did issue a statement yesterday, and the 
U.S. position that was made clear to Shamic and to Begin, and 
Iscael still went on moving tanks on the ground and occupying 
new territories? Is that the influence that you're talking 


about? 


a I just don't have any way of characterizing 
that. At this point, our efforts are ongoing, we are seeking 
to get the ceasefire cestored, and move the peace nego- 
tiations, the withdrawal and so on, ahead. 


Q I wonder if in the President's statement -- He 
asked for two things, one, that the PLO prepare to withdraw 
and no longer delay, and that Israel cease fire. Is one a 
pceecondition to the other? 


A I'm not going to try to characterize that. 
We want all of these things. The statement ceally does speak 
foc itself on these things. I'd leave it alone. 


Q For the pucposes of discussion, if one accepts the 
assection that the PLO was cesponsible initially for the breakdown 


of this ceasefire, does the United States consider the 
Israeli cesponse to be acceptable or appropriate? 


ay I am not going to make any judgments about who 
is cesponsible foc what breakdown of which ceasefice, and I'm 
not going to talk about the appropriateness of cesponses. I 
just am not going to address that. 


ul 


Q What is our assessment of what Israel is doing 
cight now? Do we consider this a full-scale invasion or -- 


x I gather that the Government of Israel has 
addressed this question. I'm not in a vosition to conficm 
theic views, but I think they have addressed it on the cecord, 


and I would refer you to that. 


gn 


Q They deny it's a full-scale invasion. 


4 I refer you to that. I don't have anything 
particularly to offer you. 


Q On the ceasefire question, is it the U.S. posi- 
tion that no matter how much fice eitherc side may take, that 
the other side does not fire back? 


A The point is that we want everybody to stop 
firing, and to have a ceasefire in place. I'm not going to 
tcy to go beyond that. I think that is a very ficm and oft- 
stated position at which we have worked hard, sometimes with 
some success and sometimes perhaps not, but we've worked very 
hacd to achieve. We're trying -- 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Doesn't the question I'm putting to you go to 
the heact of the effort to preserve a ceasefire? 

4 I just don't -- 

Q Is the U.S. saying that to both sides, Israel 


dicectly and the PLO indicectly, "Take the hits and don't fire back"? 


A The United States 1s saying that we want a 
Sustained maintenance of the ceasefire in place. 


Q What does the ceasefire apply to, just the city 
of Beirut, all of Lebanon, north, south, what? 


aN Obviously, we had hoped that there would be a 
ceasefire throughout Lebanon. I think the immediate focus 
that we have at this point is Beirut, but that 1s not to be 
taken as any lack of concern for maintenance of the ceasefire 
in other places as well. The focus of our efforts, clearly, 
at this point -=- the focus of the activity -- is in Beirut. 


Q Yes, but the focus of the ceasefire is 
throughout Lebanon, in other words, you'ce saying? 


ay In genecal terms. Again, the focus cight now 
of ouc activity, and I think of everybody's acticn, has 
been in Beirut. I try to bridge what are two concepts herce, 
and I can't go beyond that. 
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Q Two questions: Do you know how far the tanks 
actually moved in, either across the green line oc from the 
south? 


A No, I don't. 


Q I don't detect, either in anything you've said 
Or in the President's .statement, a call for Israel to pull 
back from the advance they made in the last 24 hours. Do we 
want Israel to move back to their previous lines, to get out 
of the territory they've taken -- 


A I'm just going to have to stick with the state- 
ment as it ls. 


Q The U.N. Security Council is meeting now to 
discuss a proposal that they pull back to the ninth ceasefire 
line -- 


A To the what ceasefire line? 


Q -- to the ninth ceasefire -- where they were when 
they established the ninth ceasefire -- halting the fire, a 
ceasefice in place and increasing the number of U.N. observers. 
Where do you stand on this? 


A As usual, I can't offer you a view ahead of 
time on a cesolution which 1s pending oc being discussed up at 
the U.N. 


Q Another question: What is the story, the BBC 
story, that the U.S. Sixth Fleet 1s going away from the area? 


Ay I'm aware of that story. 
Q .What is that story? 


A The story is that somehow the U.S. Sixth Fleet 
has pulled back from the acea. The fact 1S, aS you are aware, 
the Navy has taken some steps to prepace for the possible 
assistance, with arrangements being worked out for the deparc- 
tuce of the PLO fighters. 


There has been no general pullback, and any 
inference that there is some link between Sixth Fleet move- 
ments and the latest outbreak of fighting is patently false. 
There cectainly has been no change in ouc willingness nor our 
pceepacedness to assist in this depactuce of PLO fightercs, 
should the arcrangements be worked out. 


Q Can we get that, please? 


A I can give you pact of it. 


Q What is the other part? 


A The other Dart is the part that is not written 
down on the guidance. 


Q Alan, with the question of a ceasefire in 
place, as opposed to a pullback, you'rce calling for a cease- 
fice in place, thus implying the Iscaelis can keep anything 
they have taken to date? 


gn 


A I'm going to stick with the President's 
statement. 


Q Alan, Mc. Shamic said yesterday that the 
United States and Israel share the same objectives about this 
wac in Lebanon, but that there is a difference in tactics. How 
could you tolerate such association with this carnage which is 
going on and perpetrated by the Iscaelis, 1f Mr. Shamir is 
saying the truth? 


What do you say about that? 


Ay You do have a way of putting questions. 
(Laughter) 

Q Of course. 

x What we have said before is that our objectives 
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ace to assist in the establishment of the authority of the 
Government of Lebanon throughout Lebanon as an immediate step 
in this process to cestore peace to West Beirut involving the 
withdrawal of the PLO from Lebanon and the withdrawal, ulti- 
mately, of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 
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The only thing I can say is what I said the other 
day -- perhaps it was yesterday -- that to my knowledge, that 
also is what the Israelis have said. They have to 
speak for themselves. If that is what that statement cefers 
to, I can't quarrel with it. We have made very clear our 
attitudes on specific actions, and so forth, in cecent days. 
I have nothing more to say. The President has made a state- 
ment on this. I don't want to address it in the tecms that 


you did, though. 


Q The President's statement just exonercates 
the President from association with this type of objectives 
which are going on now with the different tactics. They don't 
subscribe to these tactics which he puts as one of the objec- 
tives that they agreed together on? 
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a I'm not sure I follow the gist of your question. 


Q The President's statement indicates that he 
doesn't share the objectives of Mc. Begin, Mr. Sharon, or Me. 
Shamir, and the tactics which were taken yesterday at the peak 
of sensitive negotiations. You wash yourself completely from 
that tactic hece? Can I describe it that way? 


4 I have to leave it to all of you to 
chacacterize it how you want. I must stand on the state- 
ment itself and leave the interpretation at this point to 
you. I think having had a Presidential statement, it is 


inappropriate for me to go beyond it. 


Q Has the move into Beirut stopped temporarily 
the Habib mission? I mean, what impact has it had yesterday 
and this morning on the Habib mission? 


A I honestly can't chacactecize that for you. I 


just don't know what is going on with Phil Habib at this particular 


moment. 


Q Alan, do you have anything moce on what steps 
the Navy is actually taking to prepare for the evacuation of 
the PLO? 


My I have nothing specific to offer you on that. 
I understand that they are within 72 hours from the time they 
get an alert. They could be there to help with the withdrawal 
within 72 houcs. In terms of specific steps, I would have to 
cefec you to the Pentagon. 


Q On the terms of the evacuation, are you talking 
about only the fightecs, oc would it include theic families as 


well? 


A I don't have a definition of who would intend 
to leave. We've been talking about the withdcawal of the 
leadecship and the fighters. 


7- MORE -- 
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Q Are you talking about six: thousand people 
Or are you talking about forty thousand people? 


A I don't have a number to offer you at this 
point. 


Q Alan, the FBIS report said that Shamir yes- 
terday assured the Secretary that the Israelis were not 
advancing into West Beirut. Did he deceive him? 


A Again, I have no characterizations to offer 
you beyond what the President said in the statement. 


Q Shamir said also yesterday that Israel re- 
mains unconvinced that the PLO is ready to withdraw. Does 
the United States have anything that would indicate that 
the PLO has agreed to get out? 


a I think we have referred to this question 
before, pointing to statements that have been made about 
the willingness to get out. I don't have any reason to 
change on that. 


Q The indication then is, yes, the United States 
believes they are willing to leave? 


A Let me just simply say, they have said 
publicly in terms of signing on to the Arab League statement 
that they were prepared to leave. 


Q Alan, have sanctions been ruled out at this 
point? 


4 I am not going to address the question of 
sanctions at all. I don't want to go beyond the President's 
statement. 


Q Talking about the PLO, other 
than what it says in the statement this morning that 
through friendly governments you are trying to transmit 
the message to the PL” not to stall any longer, do you 
have other means to influence the PLO behavior, incentives 
Or pressure to use, to expedite their departure? 


a I think that this -- I don't quite get what 
you are getting at. 


gn 
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Q I am trying to get you to comment on this 
seeming paradox, where on the one hand you are trying to get 
the PLO to move quickly, as quickly as possible, and on 
the other hand you are trying to restrain the Israelis 
from using force, and isn't that likely to exactly do 
the opposite as far as the PLO are concerned of what 
you want them to do? 


a I don't have an observation to offer you. 
The situation in Beirut has been one of considerable risk, 
danger and urgency. It obviously remains that, but I 
don't have any particular observation about what we can 
offer, which was your question. 


Q Alan, where would the Fleet take them? 


A I don't have anything to offer you about 
the specifics of how a withdrawal might be implemented 
at this point. 


Q Two questions, please. You mentioned -- 
I mean, you weren't able to answer the question about the 
ceasefire, if you want it in place, or before the break 
down of the ninth ceasefire. 


Can you take that question and let us know? 


A No. I am going to refer to the President's 
statement and leave it there. 1 am not going to take the 
question. 


0 One more question, please. An Arab Ambassa- 
dor this morning at a press conference at ten o'clock, 
speaking on behalf of the Arab League, said that -- well, 

I don't want to quote him exactly -=- but he left me with the 
implication that if the United States cannot control nor 
influence Israel's behavior, that Arab states may them- 
selves have to do something on their own to try to 

influence U.S. policy. 


Would you care to comment on that? 


A No, I have no comment. I wasn't aware of 
it, but I think we would have no comment on that in 
any case. 


Q What is the U.S. assessment today of the 
Situation inside Beirut and of the city's inhabitants? 


My I don't have an update to give you today. 
I am not aware that there has been any change from our 
update on that yesterday. 
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Q Water is still cut off, electricity is 
still cut off? 


A That is my latest information, but it is 
out cf date. I would ask you to try and see if you have 
other sources to confirm that. 


Q Alan, is it fair to say tnat Habib is 
spending most of his time trying to secure a ceasefire, 
and is not able to deal with the PLO withdrawal as much 
because this ceasefire keeps breaking down? 


A I don't want to try to characterize that. 
We have addressed the importance of the ceasefire for 
Ambassador Habib's mission. I don't want to go beyond that. 


Q Coula you give us any kind of specifics 
on the Secretary's schedule? Was he woken up in the 
middle of the night? Has he changed his schedule today 
because of this latest event? 


a He has been involved very much this morning 
as well as last night with this matter. He was involved 
in meetings over at the White House after having been in 
early here. 


Q What time did he get in? 


4 I don't know precisely what time he got in, 
but I got in at six and he was here, had been here. I don't 
know precisely what time. 


Q You dealt with this at length, but I wonder 
whether you could just explain why. You say that the 
breaches of the ceasefire impede Habib's efforts. Can you 
explain why? 


Ys No. I was asked just the other day, and I 
said I preferred not to define that further. 


0 Alan, the heads of six national Arab- 
American organizations, who came to the State Department 
yesterdey held an impromptu news conference after their 
meetings with an Assistant Secretary of State, accused the 
United States Government up till this minute that you 
have been displaying complicity with Israel's war in 
Lebanon. + 


What is your comment on these statements which 
came out yesterday? 
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A We have made our policy on the Lebanon 
conflict very clear, and I don't know how to go beyond 
that. We have said it in response to similar statements 
by others. I just don't know how we can be clearer about 
that. 


Q Do you disagree with them that you are 
not in cahoots or in complicity with Israel's schemes 
in Lebanon? 


A I would prefer to put it in terms of the 
objectives and efforts that we are making and that we have 
explained, in positive terms as opposed to the negative 
terms that you are putting it. 


Q Can you confirm reports from the area that 
progress had been made prior to this last break in the 
ceasefire in the last couple of days. 


A Again I just do not want to comment on 
Habib's effort. 


Q Can we go on to another subject? 
A I would be happy to. 


Q Yesterday in hearings on El Salvador in 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, the brother of Jean 
Donovan, one of the churchwomen killed in El Salvador, 
Said that the State Department now had information linking 
high level officials in El Salvador to the murders. I 
know that Assistant Secretary of State Enders said that 
there was no such report, but he said it anyway. 


Is there any confirmation of that? 


A No. A meeting was held on July 28 between 
the families, their lawyer, State Department officials, 
a representative from the Legal Adviser's Office, and an 
expert on the Salvadoran legal system. 


At no time during the four hour discussion did 
any State Department representative or the legal expert 
State that they believed that high level Salvadoran 
officials were involved in the murders. 


To the contrary, the Salvadoran legal expert 
stated "There is no evidence that the murders were directed 


from higher levels." 


The Department of State will, of course, con- 
tinue to pursue any information which might come to light 
indicating higher level involvement. 








a 13 


re) The brother of the churchwoman said that 
. apparently the person who mentioned this was a Salvadoran 
lawyer -- maybe it is the legal expert that you are re- 
ferring to -— and that he had been hired by the U.S. 
Embassy. Could it be possible that he may have said this 
in some context of speculation, perhaps? 


A I think I just read you a quote which 
flatly contradicts it. 

Q But is this the Salvadoran lawyer? 

A I don't know who it is, but, again, there 


simply is nothing that we have at this point which would 
point in the direction that was suggested by Mr. Donovan. 
I don't know how to be more categorical about it. 


can Foreign 


Q Was there a Salvadoran lawyer present at 
that meeting? 


A I can only refer to it in the terms I have 


got here, which says that an expert on the Salvadoran 
legal system, in addition to the families, their lawyer, 


and the others that I mentioned. 


Q The testimony very specifically said a 
man who was introduced as a lawyer from El Salvador. 

A That may be. I am not denying it. 

Q Can you get that clarified? 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A What is the point as opposed to an expert who 
was there who is not an official? 
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Q Apparently there was also talk with this 
individual about the charges, according to the 
story told by Donovan, about the possibility of engaging 
this man, about fees, things like this. Could you ascertain 
who this expert on the Salvadoran legal system was? 


A I can look into it. I am not sure what 
rules apply to that. 

Q Did your statement say that Assistant 
Secretary Enders was present at the meeting? 

aN No. I said State Department officials. 

Q Was he present at the meeting, and if so, 


for how long? 


A I don't know. Did he not address this when 
he was on the Hill yesterday? 


Q I don't know. I am asking for somebody else, 
to be honest. 
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A I see. Again, I will lock into that. 


Q However, the testimony of the two relatives 
of the churchwomen said that Assistant Secretary of State 
Enders was at the meeting. 


A Again, I am not denying it. I am simply 
Saying I don't know, and I said I would look into the 
question. I believe he addressed this question, though, 
generally speaking, in his testimony yesterday, and made 
it very clear that we do not have any such evidence and 
that we would pursue any, as I said today, evidence that 
might come to light in this respect. 


I don't think that there should be any question 
about our attitude on that. 


Q Did the legal expert indicate that progress 
was being made in bringing the perpetrators to justice? 


A I have no idea. 
e) Can you take the question? 


4 No. I don't think I am going to do that. I 
think that we have addressed before the question of where 
that case stands, and I think that is what is particu- 
larly relevant at this point. 


Q Did anyone at the meeting characterize the 
role of the FBI at this’ point? 


A I missed the first part of your question. 
Did anyone in the media? 


Did anyone at that meeting characterize -- 


Q 
a Oh, at the meeting characterize the role -- 
Q 


-- the role of the FBI? 


ay I see. Let me say this. I gather that Mr. 
Donovan made a statement that a State Department 
representative speculated the FBI may have crossed the 
line in some way from being uncooperative to obstructing 
justice. 
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Let me just say that no such statement has ever 
been made. The FBI responded to a request from the 
Salvadoran Government for technical assistance in the 
investigation. They have spent countless hours in assist- 
ing the Salvadorans in the investigation. In addition, 
the allegation that the FBI is obstructing justice is 
unfounded. It is the common practice of the FBI not to 
release information it considers prejudicial to an 
On-going case. The FBI was invited by the Government of 
El Salvacor to aid in the investigation and a public 
disclosure of their findings would be a breach of trust 
by the FBI. The FBI passed all information it has ob- 
tained to the appropriate Salvadoran judicial officials 
for inclusion in the evidence. 


Q Is that quote from a transcript of that 
four hour meeting? Secretary Enders made reference to 
a transcript, but the families were told that it wasn't 
being taped. I am just wondering if there is a trans- 
cript, can it be made public? 


A I can't tell you whether there was a 
transcript. I gather there may have been notes, but I 
don't know that there is a transcript. I don't think 
there is. 


Q Alan, on that general area, has this 
Government been informed by Nicaragua that Nicaragua 
will no longer permit aid to private Nicaraguan organiza- 
tions? 


A It is true we have received a response 
from the Nicaraguan Government to our letter of July 9 
Outlining our intention to continue assistance to 
private and voluntary organizations in Nicaragua. 


We provided $8.5 million of such assistance 
in FY 1981, and planned $5.1 million in this fiscal 
year. We have always given the Government of Nicaragua 
copies of all agreements entered into with these private 
and voluntary groups. 


The private organizations we are assisting 
provide technical assistance to private cooperatives 
and credit to small businesses and farms. The assis- 
tance we have planned for this year is a continuation 
of those programs or activities previously accepted 
by the Government of Nicaragua, and the new agreements 
are merely amendments to extend previous agreements. 


We are carefully studying the Nicaraguan 
position and its implications. 
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Q You didn't answer the question. Have the 
Nicaraguans informed the United States that they will not 
accept such aid anymore? 


A I did at the end indicate that we are 
carefully studying the Nicaraguan position and its 
implications. That is as far as I am prepared to go at 
this particular point. 


= 
- Q What does this Nicaraguan response have 
to say to you about the whole continuing dialogue? 
q I don't have anything beyond that at this 
point. 
Q Has the United States Government been in 


touch with Honduran authorities about alleged operations 
of anti-Sandinista elements across the border into 


Nicaragua? 


4 Again, as usual, I will not get into the 
question of government-to-government discussions. 


Q Is it the U.S. position that there are 
such encampments of anti-Sandinista forces that are 
making forays into Nicaragua, and whether those forays 
have worsened in recent weeks? 


4 I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
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0 The Department of State spokesman, quoted by 
the Washington Post, apparently said that sexual preference 
is -- quote -— not, per se, a condition of employment in 
the Department of State. Let me put it an other way in 
my question. 
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Is a preference for homosexuality, per se, a bar 
to employment with the Department of State at present, 
and if not, on what date was this policy of a relaxed 
attitude established, since my understanding is that 
formerly it was a bar to employment? 


4 I will give you a statement on present 
policy. I have no way of going back and checking when 
the policy changed, nor do I think it is particularly 
appropriate, but I will give you what is our present 


policy. 


The Department considers each application on 
its merits in light of all relevant factors. Admitted 
or alleged homosexuality, per se, does not constitute 
a basis for denial of employment. However, within the 
context of the Department's responsibility for the 
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conduct of foreign affairs, an applicant's personal 
traits or practices, including his or her sexual prac- 
tices, either heterosexual or homosexual, may be relevant 
in evaluating his or her suitability, character, dis- 
cretion, and susceptibility to undue influence or 


duress. 


Q In the past five years, how many 
employees or applicants for employment with the Department 
of State have been dismissed or rejected for conduct, 
Or events associated with sexual conduct, that fell on 


the wrong side of that policy? 


A I don't know, and it would not be appro- 
priate to pursue that particular matter. 


Q Why wouldn't it be appropriate? 


4 It gets into questions of personnel matters, 
and potentially into the area of security investigations. 
That is just something we would not address. 


Q Is it the Department Spokesman's position 
that it is inappropriate to raise personnel questions at 
the press conference? 


4 Yes, it is. That is right. 
Q Of what sort? 


A Relating to tne subject you have just raised. 


Q Homosexuality? 


4 No, relating to the subject that you raised 
about people being dismissed or not. I am not going to go 
into specifics. I have given you our policy on it, and 
that is where it is going to stand. 


Q Alan, this is the second time in 
approximately the last six months that the State Department 
employees have come to some sort of public attention be- 
cause Of involvement in male prostitution. 


What I am interested in is that it is fairly 
well known that Dr. Henry Kissinger established the 
process -- 


A I am not even going to listen to the rest 
of your question. 











~Veclassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Do we have another question? 


Q Thank you, Alan. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:08 D.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC 131 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 5, 1982, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of brief 
announcements. 


Available in the Press Office later this afternoon 
will be the testimony of Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs Thomas Enders before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Inter-American 
Affairs. The subject is the Falklands. 


Also available will be the testimony of Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs Stephen 
Bosworth before the House Banking Committee. The subject is 


Guatemala. 
I'd be happy to take your questions. 


Q The spokesman for the organization of Jewish 
groups which met with Secretary Shultz here today said that 
they were told the President has not considered any sanc- 
tions against Israel. Do you have a response to that; is 


that correct? 


A I don't have a response. First of all, the 
session was off the record. Second of all, we're not 
addressing the question of sanctions one way or another, as 


I said to you yesterday. 
I have nothing beyond that. 


Q Do you have a readout for us of what was said 
at chis meeting? 


A At an off the record meeting? No, I'm sorry; 
I don't have a readout for you. 


Q .So when you say you're not addressing the 
question of sanctions, you mean as a Spokesman you're not 
addressing the question? 


fy Yes. I'm not addressing that whole issue 
that was raised yesterday. I think that's what I said 
yesterday. 
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Q I don't understand the idea of calling in an 
ethnic group and saying things that are of vital interest to 
all Americans and then claiming it's off the record and you 
can't tell the rest of the world. It seems to me that's a 
rather unique and perhaps unwise policy, and I frankly would 
like to repeat the question: Did you tell this group of 
Jewish leaders that the President is not considering 
sanctions? _ 4 


A I repeat the answer; and I would simply note 
that this conference has traditionally been off the record, 
that there's no reason that the Administration shouldn't be 
able to have a private meeting with private citizens just as 
much as you can have -- 


Q Do you have -- 

7 Excuse me, Lester, may I finish? 

Q Yes, go ahead. 

A -- just as much as you can have an off the 
record session with the press or anybody else. The idea is 


to have a frank exchange of views and so on, and this is -- 


Q But the off the record session rules were 
broken by the gentleman who came out and told us -- 


A That doesn't change our -- 


Q -- what he said. Therefore, it's no longer 
off the record. Can you not tell the American people 
what you told the Jewish leaders? 


fy With respect, I don't agree that it is no 
longer off the record. If one has an off the record inter- 
view and a correspondent breaks the rules, that doesn't make 
the interview on the record. 


Q Well, Alan, may I respectfully request a 
briefing with Secretary Shultz, Weinberger, and Vice 
President Bush? 


By -YOu may request it. 


Q The ground rules, as they explained then, 
were not that it was off the record, merely that there was 
no direct attribution of quotes. Were they -- 
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A Look, it's been carried in our books all 
along -- and it's true last year, I know personally, and I 
can't tell you before that -- as an off the record session. 


That's all I really can say about it. 


Q Is this all at the same level as your reluc- 
tance to tell us about diplomatic conversation? 


a There are a lot of different rules that apply. 


Q I don't always agree with Bob. But I 
couldn't agree with him more, and I think there are people 
over here -- I think the whole room is united in this. 
(Laughter. ) 


Ben I take your point, Lester. 


Q Well, I think this is absolutely outrageous 
that you're going to talk to a segment of the American 
people and then deny all the rest of the American people 
knowledge of what you have said in regard to a very, very 
serious situation. 


4 Yes; I don't have anything further to say 
about it. 


Q Are you going to brief the Arab-American com- 
munity also and their leaders the way you briefed 
Jewish-American leaders? 


aq There have been discussions with the 
Arab-American community at various times. I don't know 
whether there is a particular event scheduled of this sort 
or not, but I think we noted in response to a question that 
Assistant Secretary Veliotes met with some Arab-American 
leaders the other day and so on, so we favor communications -- 


Q Yes, but don't you see a little discrepancy 
in the level of those who brie*ed them? This is the Vice 
President, Secretary Shultz, aid Secretary Weinberger. 

I'm not undermining the importance of Veliotes, by any 
means. But I mean -- 
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A I can't tell you who in the Administration 
has talked, for example, with Arab-American leaders. I 
wouldn't be surprised if very senior officials in this 
Administration have already. I just don't happen to have 
that information. 


Q I just want to interject that wth this 
gentleman I disagree with him even more than with Bob 
(laughter), but he's right on this one. He's absolutely 
right on this. And I wonder why you evade the question. 


Certainly there's a difference between Weinberger 
and the Vice President and Shultz, on the one hand, and 
Veliotes, on the other -- however nice Veliotes is. He's 
got a very good point. 


A Lester, I think I answered his question. I 
think I also said that I wouldn't be surprised if there were 
other more senior officials who had met with Arab-Americans. 


I don't have anything further on it. 


Q Does the United States agree with Israel, as 
Mr. Berman said it does, that military pressure is needed 
to help bring about a diplomatic solution? 


Q I'm not going to address the question in 
those terms. We have yesterday and in previous days noted 
the importance that we attach to maintenance of the cease- 
fire and to the rapid resolution of the problem of the 
withdrawal of the PLO from Beirut, Lebanon, and then moving 
on to the larger questions. But I just don’t want to get 
into that particular argument. 


Q May I ask you: What are your latest reports 
from Beirut in terms of fighting? 


oa) I just inquired about that before coming out, 
and I was told that as of an hour ago it was quiet. 


Q There are reports coming out from Israel 
Saying that Israel claims that Habib and the United States 
Embassy in Beirut are reporting inaccurately what's hap- 
pening in Lebanon. Would you comment on these Israeli | 
charges and how much faith and confidence you still have in 
the Habib mission and your Embassy? 
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A To address specifically the question of faith 
in the Habib mission, of course Ambassador Habib has the 
full support of the President, the Secretary, the entire 
Administration. 


To address your specific question which preceded 
that part of it, throughout Tuesday afternoon and evening 
and into Wednesday morning we were in close and constant 
touch with Ambassadors Habib and Dillon in Beirut and with 
the Israelis, both here through Foreign Minister Shamir and 
Ambassador Arens, and in Israel through our Chargé. 


During this period there were significant dif- 
ferences between what we here and the Israelis here, and in 
Jerusalem, were hearing about what was happening on the 
ground in West Beirut, including troop movements and the 
scope and intensity of Israeli artillery fire. 


As the situation evolved on Wednesday morning, it 
became clear that our Embassy staff in Beirut had provided 
an accurate description of events during that rather con- 
fused period. 


Q Well, evidently the Israelis have provided 
an inaccurate -- 


Q May we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. Excuse me. 


Q Presumably the Israelis had provided an 
inaccurate view? 


ry I only have this to offer you, and I will 
make it available. 


The last line was -- you asked about that? 


Q Yes. 


By Yes -- as the situation evolved on Wednesday 
morning, it became clear that our Embassy staff in Beirut 
had provided an accurate description of events during that 
rather confused period. 


, 


Q Permit me to follow on this, please, which is 
related to another question a colleague asked about. Was 
the meeting with the Jewish leaders -- at their initiative, 
Or were they invited by the Administration? 
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A No. This was a meeting that was arranged, or 
a session that was arranged, by the White House and held here 
at the State Department, and it involved a number of people speaking 


Q Who requested the meeting? Was it the United 
States Government or the Jewish community? 


A I honestly don't know the answer to that. 
Q Can you take the question, please? 
A Sure, I can look into that. As I say, it's a 


White House meeting, but I think we can probably find out. 
Q Has Begin replied to the President? 


A I'd ask you to check with the White House on 
that as well. 


Q When we talked about return to and main- 
tenance of the ceasefire, do we mean with the ground 
Situation as it is now, or do we mean a return to the 
Situation as it was prior to the latest Israeli ceasefire 
in place or the situation on August 1? 


on By a ceasefire in place, the President, in 
his statement yesterday, meant the position of the forces on 


August l. 


Q On August l? 
A Correct. 


Q Has there been any pull-back of Israeli for- 
ces from the ground taken since that day? 


A I'm not aware of any. 
Q Are you asking for that? 


a As I say, that is our position; and I think 
you can assume our positions are conveyed in various chan- 
nels to various people. 


Q Have those positions now exceeded the 
August 1 line? 


A Yes, sure. 


Q You're, therefore, asking the Israelis to 
pull back to the August 1 state or status? 


ou 
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A I think that is a logical conclusion, yes. 


Q And one more thing, please. On the first 
question again, we were told yesterday -- a group of jour- 
nalists -- that Arab Ambassadors were attempting to meet 
Secretary Shultz and were told that -- I think they were 


told that he was busy. an 


On the other hand, we are told now that these two 
Secretaries and the Vice President met a group of Jewish 
leaders. 


There is some discrepancy there. First of all, 
can you confirm that the Secretary did receive requests from 
Arab Ambassadors and that he was busy? 


A I don't know the facts on that, I'm sorry. I 
just don't know. 


Q When was this meeting that took place today 
arranged? 


q Sometime ago. It's been on the books for a 
long time. 


Q Was it arranged because of what is going on 
in Lebanon? 


Ay No, no. As I say, my sense is -- and I will 
check on this -- but my sense is that this is something of, 
at least -- I was going to say an annual event; it was held 
last year -- and was, again, arranged by the White House 
this year. But I just don't have the details on its arrangement. 


Q One other question. What is the rationale 
behind the State Department's refusal to publicly discuss 
whether or not this Government is considering sanctions? 


fy I just think that we're not getting into the 
details of where we are in terms of internal deliberations 
and what we are or are not, in those specific terms, 


considering. 


The White House issued a statement in the 
President's name yesterday. I think we have made quite a 
number of on the record statements about what our position 
is. There isn't any doubt about it. But in terms of what 
might or might not be contingencies in this case or con- 
tingency planning or options and so on, we generally do not 


discuss that. 
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Q  $There seems to be some doubt on the question 
of sanctions -- at least, as a result of this morning. 


A I just don't have anything further for you. 


Q When was it first made known that the 
President meant the August 1 positions by a ceasefire? 


A I can't tell you when it was first made 
known. I didn't, obviously, have that information here 
yesterday when I was briefing you. 


The President's statement called for "the absolute 
necessity of re-establishing and maintaining" a ceasefire, and 
we're merely making explicit that by re-establishing the 
ceasefire the President was referring to the position of 
the forces as of August l. 


Q Let me follow that up just a second. The 
President's statement says a little more than you just said. 
The President's statement says as of yesterday, August 4, 

a strict ceasefire in place -- 


A Ye.: 


Q “- wiv.idut any particular date. Now, are you 
modifying what the Presicent has said? 


A No. I'm — 
Q What are you doing? 


A I'm saying to you that what the President 
was saying in that, although the words "August 1" didn't 
apply -- that the ceasefire in place meant the position of 
the forces as of August l. 


Q - This has been made clear to the Israelis in 
the private messages so that there's no misunderstanding on 
this? 


A There is no misunderstanding on this. 


Q -«- How many miles are we talking about here, I 
mean in asking the Israelis to pull back. 


A I don't have that kind of details. 


Q Ae you satisfied with the Israeli response 
that Foreign Minister Shamir couldn't stay longer in D.C. to 
get the President's reported message to Mr. Begin? 





A Without getting into that report, let me 
simply say that there is no problem in this area. 


= Q Do you have any more? Can you elaborate on 
" that? 


A You said, "Are we satisfied?" I'm not going 
to get into the question of what the discussions were or 
were not about. There just is not an issue. 


By asking are we satisfied, you're basically 
asking is there an issue between us and the Israelis, 
and I'm saying there is no issue. 


Q Is the United States more optimistic today 
about the status of the Habib negotiations than it was a 
week ago, and does it believe that the pace of those nego- 
tiations has quickened? 


A Let me simply say this: Ambassador Habib's 
discussions continue. As we've noted many times, those 
discussions can best make headway when the ceasefire is 
being honored scrupulously by all sides; and while fighting 
is in progress, negotiations are extremely difficult, if not 
impossible. Only through negotiations can the problems 
facing Lebanon and the related question of the withdrawal of 
the PLO fighters be addressed. And we urge the utmost restraint 
by all of the parties. 
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I don't want to characterize the pace. I haven't 
gotten into that sort of question before, and I just don't 
want to try to characterize it today either. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Q One more question about the off the record 
meeting with the Jewish leaders. The Jewish leaders sent 
mailgrams to several hundred reporters saying that they 
would hold a press conference after their meeting. Doesn't 
this suggest to you that they did not accept the "off the 
record” standing? 


fy I can't comment on it. I have no idea of 
what their acceptance or non-acceptance of it was. 


7 


Q It seems to me that they -- 


By ‘I understand your question, but I can't com- 
ment on it. 
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Q I don't want to split a hair, but I think 
it's important. When you talk about the ceasefire in place 
August l, are you talking about August 1 before they 
took the airport or August 1 after they took the airport? 


A I may be misinformed. My understanding was 
they took the airport on July 31. Just as a question of 
fact. 


Q No. 


-- MORE -- 
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No. It was Sunday, the first. 
I don't have an answer for you. 


Could you take the question on that? 


r Oo FY WO 


I can lcok into it. Again, I don't know 
what I can provide. 


Q You may have answered this. I have lost the 
the answer, if you did. 


When did Israel get this clarification that you 
are offering us today for the first time? 


4 I am not offering you a clarification. 


Q What do you call it, when you add the words 
"August 1," you say, “Although the President didn't say 
so," Or so many words in effect, you have added a date. 


When did the Israelis get that date? 


A I am not going to go into the question of 
our discussions with the Israelis. I go back to what I 
said before, that the Israelis are aware of our position. 


Q On the question of August 1, on the one 
hand you say that it is now quiet, you don't have any 
reports on the exchange of fire. On the other hand, it is 
obvious there is no re-establishment of the ceasefire line 


of August l. 
A Right. 


Q Is it your determination that Israel is still 
in violation of the ceasefire, or for re-establishing the 
ceasefire if it is not back? 


oy I don't think I have a judgment to offer you 
on that. Our position as to maintaining the ceasefire 
and as to the ceasefire line that we are talking about, at 
least in terms of the date, taking account of the question 
that was raised before, is clear. But I don't see =-- as 
long as people are not shooting at this point, I am not 
going to try to get into a question of whether somebody is 
violating a ceasefire. That is not -=- the issue is really 
a somewhat different one from whether you are violating a 


ceasefire. 


Q There have been nine other violations of the 
ceasefire, and at no time, as I remember, did the U.S. 
Government request the Israelis to withdraw to their 
previous positions. Why are they doing it this time? 


gn 
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A I will simply leave the position on the 
record. 


Q Why can't you answer that? 


a It is a judgment that this Government, the 
President, reached. 


Q But I mean, what underpins’ it? Why are they 
doing it differently this time? It is critical to our 
stories. 


A I think that I would rather leave discussions 
of details of that sort to diplomatic channels where perhaps 
the situation could be resolved guietly as opposed to in the 
press. 


Q They have moved up after most of these cease- 
fire violations, or during them, and the United States has 
never before requested them to withdraw to their previous 
positions. 


A The statement is on the record. 
Q And they have not withdrawn, is that right? 


A My understanding is there has been no change 
in their lines. 


Q On this same set of questions, the talks now 
between the parties there would be to return Israel to 
borders before this, or are they going to go beyond this, 
Or will the negotiations continue before Israel goes back 
to the August 1 border? 


a I understand that, as I said before, Ambassa- 
dor Habib's efforts are continuing, and that -- I don't know 
specifically whether he is going to be getting into this 
other question. I would think not. He is discussing 
primarily the question of how one arranges the withdrawal 
of the PLO from Beirut at this point. He is conducting 
his discussions primarily with Lebanese officials. It 
seems to me while it is obviously a related issue, it is 
a distinct issue. 


Whether the question will come up or not is some- 
thing else again, but his efforts, I think, continue to be 
on the question of withdrawal, which he has been addressing 
for several days. 


Q How was this message conveyed to Israel, 
Sir? Was it a letter or telling the Ambassador or what? 


a Again, I don't think it is appropriate for 
me to go into the specific modalities. 


can Foreign 


vecrassiried for Publication in Ameri 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


13 


Q If I could follow up on my question -- 


A Excuse me. I would say, yesterday we pointed 
out that there had been a Presidential message to Prime 
Minister Begin. I don't want to say that that was 
specifically in that message or not, but in terms of the 
channels of communication, obviously there is that. There 
are diplomatic channels that go along with it. 


) What happens if Israel doesn't pull back? 


A I don't have a “what happens if it doesn't" 
answer for you. 


Q I would like to follow up on my question, 
please. I mean, you are asking the Israelis to withdraw. 
In the meantime, you are continuing to talk about things 
as if you did not ask the Israelis to go back. So, what 
is the sense of asking the Israelis to withdraw back to 
August 1, if you are continuing as if nothing happened, 
or as if you had not put that request? 


a I can't accept the characterization, but 
I also am not in a position to go further into detail in 
response to the other questions raised before either about 
this, and I am therefore going to have to leave you un- 
satisfied on that issue. 


Q This morning, Secretary Weinberger was asked 
if he believed it was possible to get the PLO out of West 
Beirut without further military pressure, and his answer 
was, “I think that can be done", and then he went on to 
indicate that that is what Ambassador Habib was engaged 


in. 


| My question is, does the State Department share 
the view of the Secretary of Defense that the PLO can be 
gotten out of West Beirut without further military 


pressure? 


4 Let me put it this way. Again, we want the 
ceasefire to be maintained. If that constitutes an absence 
of military pressure, I leave that for you to define, but 
we want the ceasefire maintained. We want the PLO out. We 
think that a diplomatic solution can work. 


Q Can we get back to your statement regarding 


the discrepancies in the reports yesterday that you were 
getting between Ambassador Habib and the Israelis? 


y Yes. 


Q Can you outline what the discrepancies were, 
and can you say if you have accepted, rejected, or simply 
taken note of the Israelis’ explanation of why their opera- 
tion yesterday was necessary? 
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A I am not going to address the latter part 
of your question, and in terms of the specifics, I don't 
have specifics here, and I think, inasmuch as this was 
mostly private conversation, I think we would like to leave 
it in that channel. But the point was that this issue 
arose in public, and we thought it was necessary to address 
the issue, and that is why I have given you what I have 
given you. 


Q Let me just follow up on it. The Israeli 
Military Attache did quite publicly discuss their rationale, 
so it is hardly a matter of private discussion. 


A I am sorry. I am addressing the question 
of the accuracy when I use that. Discussing their 
rationale, I just am not in a position to go into that. 


Q I would like to clarify something. Have the 
Israelis made any move from their military positions after 
being informed of the U.S. position? 


4 I am not aware that they have, but I am not 
sure whether there has been minor movement. I don't think 
that there has been any major movement on the ground at 
all since yesterday. There was some sporadic shelling 
at one point, but, as I say, my report now, as of an hour 
Or sO ago, was that it was quiet. 


Q I would like to phrase in a different way 
what Ghassan asked. Does the United States consider that 
the ceasefire is now intact? 


a As I say, it was quiet. I don't see the 
point -- the question was asked the other day about what 
number ceasefire we are on. I am not going to get into that. 
That doesn't serve our purposes in any case. 


Q What effect does the State Department believe 
this August 1 position will have on the PLO negotiating 
posture in Beirut? 


4 I have no particular views to offer you on 
that. 


Q You justified or rationalized the decision 
of the United States Government to ask the Israelis to 
withdraw and cease fire, saying that it was the judgment 
of the President which was reached and based on this, but 
you didn't elaborate more. 


Let me ask you this. Are you, or the Govern- 
ment of the United States, shy, or something, from charging 
Israel flatly with the violation, the ceasefire violation, 
at this time? 
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A As I say, I don't see the point, from our 
perspective, of getting into questions -- in the past, we 
have avoided the question of assigning responsibility, 
for example, when there have been incidents. There is 
nothing to be gained, from our point of view, in making 
that sort of judgment at this particular point. 


Q How could you rationalize the Ambassador at 
the United Nations Security Council voting abstention, 
knowing yourself, and the President in his letter to then, 
that the Government of the United States is angry -- and 
some people said unhappy, and some people said frustrated 
with the Israeli position at this time. How could you 
rationalize this vote at the United Nations? 


a As stated by the U.S. Spokesman in New York, 
we abstained because the Resolution was not balanced. It 
didn't specifically call for a PLO withdrawal from Lebanon, 
while it did call for an Israeli withdrawal. 


In addition, there is language in the Resolution 
which could be read to threaten the imposition of the 
United Nations sanctions which, in the current circumstances, 
we believe cannot contribute to the resolution of the 
crisis. 


Q What is the rationale for asking the Israelis 
at this point to withdraw? 


a Again, I was asked that before, and I just 
don't have an answer to offer you at this particular time. 


Q The President's letter to Mr. Begin was 
described in Israel this morning as being unpleasant. Is 
it safe for us to conclude that unpleasantness is 
because the letter contained the new decision to request 
a withdrawal? 


a I wouldn't want to try to judge why the 
Israelis would consider the letter was unpleasant. I have 
not confirmed that what is or is not in that particular 
letter. 


Q Do you consider that letter to be an un- 
pleasant comment against the Israeli Government? 


M You are not seriously asking that question. 
I am not going to characterize the letter. 

Q You are not seriously answering it, either. 

Q Can you offer us any characterization of 


the U.S. view as to whether or not the Israeli push beyond 
the August 1 ceasefire lines as defensive or aggressive in 
nature? . 
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A No, I have no judgment to offer. 


Q You said yesterday that to your knowledge 
the weapons that were in the pipeline to Israel from the 
United States continued to flow. Is that still the case? 


4 To my knowledge, that is still the case, 
yes. 


Q I have a housekeeping question. Is the 
Secretary going to give a briefing on the Middle East today? 
There is some report chat he -- 


A The Secretary's schedule, I believe, shows 
that he is going up to the Hill. 


Q Is that open or closed? 
A I am sure it is closed. 


Q Perhaps this was answered in the rush. When 
did the United States decide on the August 1? When did 
the U.S. decide that the Israelis should pull back to 
August 1? 


a I can't give you a specific time. Yesterday. 
Q Yesterday. Why was there a four-day lapse? 


4 I don't think that -- I am saying, in the 
context of the President's statement yesterday, and develop- 
ing that and his position, I guess I should say I don't know 
specifically when the decision was reached, but when the 
statement that was issued on the ceasefire in place, that 
was the meaning of it. I cannot answer you on the other 
part of it. 


Q The other question is, was the PLO indirectly 
informed, which is the process of Habib's negotiations of 
indirect contacts -- was the PLO informed indirectly of this 
U.S. position? 


ny I can't answer you about that. I think 
probably they do know about it, but I can't tell you, if 
I understand your question correctly, whether we made a 
special effort to get the message to then. 


Q How would they know about it since this is 
the first time we know about it? 


rN It may be the first time -- I didn't know 
about it yesterday at the time of the briefing, right, so 
it is the first time that I have been able to address it, 
but it is a position which was clear before today's 


briefing. 
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Q No. You say that the PLO probably did know 
about it. 


A We have discussed our position about this, 
Or informed our position about this entire matter in all 
its respects to a variety of parties. 


That is why I assume that they probably do know. 


Q Did you take the question before as to 
whether the withdrawal line encompasses or does not 
encompass the capture of Beirut Airport Sunday by the 
Israelis? 


A I said I would look into that question. I 
can't promise you whether I can get an answer or -not, but, 
yes, I said I would look into that question. 


QO On another area, what is the U.S. -- 


a Let us stick to the Middle East and get 
finished with that. 


Q There are reports out of Beirut today that 
indicate that West Beirut, the inhabitants of West Beirut 
do not need any more bombs to die. The lack of water, 
medicine, food and electricity is sufficient to get them 
on an express visa to death. 


Do you agree with this assessment, and what is 
the U.S. doing to facilitate getting them some food and 
some water? 


a I can't tell you how serious the situation 
is, other than it is obviously grim. I can't address the 
characterization of the report coming out. 


We have been addressing it in a variety of 
channels and in a variety of ways, trying to get these 
services restored. I am not able to give you a lot of 
specifics on it. I have noted before that we have 
addressed this question with the Israelis, and we con- 
tinue our efforts in that regard. We recognize the 
seriousness of the situation. There is no question 
about our position on that, and our seriousness in 
trying to get those services restored. 


Q Are there any indications from the Israelis 
that they will allow these shipments to pass through? 


iy I can't give you a status report at this 
point. I just don't have an up-to-date report on it. 


Q Will you be kind enough to look into it 
this afternoon? 
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A I can try and see what we can find. I 
doubt very much that we will be able to, again, simply 
because, as Lester will tell you, we don't talk about 
diplomatic conversations. But the point is not so much 
what we are saying publicly about it as what we are 
doing about it, and we are continually working on this 
problem. I can assure you of that. 


Q If I could go -- have we finished with 
the Middle East? 

x Let's be sure we are. 

Q In your answer about the United Nations 


now, you said that one of the reasons that the U.S. 
abstained was that there were some hints of sanctions. 


Are you implying that if there are more 


resolutions of sanctions against Israel, that the U.S. will 


abstain. 


A I am not going to give you a general 
ruling on that. I will repeat the language that I 
used, and it was obviously with regard to this Resolu- 
tion. I can't project our position with regard to 
the future. 


Q If I understand you well, there were some 
hints of sanctions; therefore, that was one of the -- 


My Let me read you again the language, 
and then I am going to have to leave the answer there: 


"In addition, there is language in the 
Resolution which could be read to threaten the imposi- 
tion of United Nations sanctions which, in the current 
circumstances, we believe cannot contribute to the 
resolution of the crisis." 


Q What is the explanation offered to the 
postponement of the meeting, of the National Security 
Council meeting? 


By I don't have a detail on that. I 
understood that in fact they were going to meet on the 
question of the UN observers and that they were possibly 
waiting for Israeli Cabinet action. But that is not 
an official answer to you. That is a suggestion to 
you as to where you might look as to an answer in 
talking with the UN. I mean, I would go to New York or 
call up New York and ask them what is going on, but 
that is my personal understanding of what is going on. 
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Q I thought you understood -- National 
Security meeting, I mean. 

A Oh, the National Security Council meeting 
here? 

Q The National Security Council meeting of 


the United States, I mean. 


A I am not aware that there was an NSC meeting 
that was postponed. 


Q There was a meeting scheduled for today. It 
was postponed for the next week or so. 


A I don't know. NSC meetings are frequently 
postponed. I can't tell you why. I don't know what the 
subject of this particular meeting was or why it was post- 
poned, but it happens all the time. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q I want to go to that part -- there were some 
hints in the language of the United Nations Security: Council 
that there would be sanctions imposed | 
by the Security Council of the United Nations. From what was 
leaked to the press or what was published in the Post, 
President Reagan was entertaining the idea of implying that 
he was going to impose sanctions on Israel if they don't comply 
with the current request to cease and desist in West Beirut. 


So what's wrong -- if the United States can entertain 
itself the idea of imposing sanctions on Israel, and the 
international community wants to impose sanctions, 
why this rationale for not voting with the rest of the 
Security Council members -- the other 14 members? 


as I will repeat that we have not addressed here 
the issue of sanctions by the United States one way or another. 
I would note that press reports have gone both ways on that 
subject, that the U.S. is considering sanctions and that the 
U.S. is not considering sanctions. 


The leaders who came out of this meeting had one 
thing to say about it. As I say, I am just not going to address 
that issue. 


Q How do you handle this contradiction, coming 
back to the question where we were trying to get you to say 
something about in a bit more detail? The President, on 
August 4, talking about a strict ceasefire in place -- and 
you on August 5 saying that what the President really meant 
was the ceasefire in place on August 1. There seems to be a 
direct contradiction of what the President said yesterday. 


A I believe if you check with the White House 
you will find that their view on this is the same and that 
there is no direct contradiction. It is a further detailed 
explanation. 


The question was asked yesterday, with some 
insistence I recall, as one possible interpretation of what 
the ceasefire in place might have meant. At the time, I had nothing 
to go on beyond what the language in the statement was. 

I now have something more to go on. I don't see any 
inconsistency there. 


Q Is it realistic to expect that the Israelis 


will in fact pull back to the August l line, or is this 
whole call on Israel designed to demonstrate to public opinion 
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that the Reagan Administration is "leaning on" the Israelis 
to "cool it?" 


A I can't tell you whether it will be effective 
or not effective, but it is a serious position. 


Q I'm sure now that I haye got something that, 
at long last, you can answer. As I understand, you have an 
added guidance frem the State Department Personnel Department 
regarding a discussion yesterday on State Department hiring 
practices. Am I right? 


Q Filing break? 


A Yes, filing break. You don't seem to have a 
lot of listeners, Lester. Go ahead. What is your question? 


0 Do you have that guidance, because I haven't 
heard it? I would like to hear it and ask a couple of questions 
on it. 


A Why don't you ask your questions? 


Q To give me the guidance that was sent down by 
the Personnel Department. They told me they were preparing a 
statement, if anybody asked about it -- the Personnel Department 
was preparing a statement. I would like to hear it because 
they said it was being sent down to you. 


Would you tell us what it is -- the guidance on 
State Department personnel hiring practices? 


Q On Henry Kissinger's -- 
Q No, I'm not asking that. 
Could you give us the guidance, Alan? 


A The question, Lester, that was addressed 
yesterday, which I believe you seem to be rather shy about 
talking about, on which I read a policy statement; that was 
about the question on the Department's present policy with 
respect to the hiring of homosexuals. 


The question was asked yesterday, and I did not 
have information about when the policy was adopted and 
what changes there might have been. I have only this further 
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amplification in terms of when the policy was adopted 
and some rationale for it. 


Q What is it? When was it adopted? 


A That particular policy formulation which I 
read yesterday, and which is available to you in the Press 
Office, was adopted in October 1979. It is the statement 
of a Department-wide policy concerning both Civil Service 
and Foreign Service employees and embracing both suitability 
and security concerns. The statement can be considered the 
Department's implementation of the Civil Service Reform Act 
of 1978 requirement that no personnel action be taken on 
"the basis of conduct which does not adversely affect the 
performance of the employee or applicant.” The Civil Service 
Reform Act took effect on January 1l, 1979. 


Q My question is this: I think his name is Mr. 
Lauderdale in the Personnel Department, said the phrase that 
you used yesterday "sexual expression" doesn't keep a person 
from being -- 


A I didn't use that phrase. 


Q You did. I'll read it to you. You said -- 
and here is the transcript, Alan: "The Department considers 
each application on its merits in light of all relevant 
factors." 


A I have the statement in front of me here, too. 


Q "Admitted or alleged homosexuality, per se, 
does not constitute the basis for denial of employment.’ 
The question here is that Mr. Lauderdale says that “sexual 
expression” and so forth includes any other aberration, 
including necrophilia, sado-masochism  , and bestiality 
as long as there is no misbehavior. 


A Lester, I have nothing beyond what -- 


Q Is that correct? I want to know this. 
Is it only homosexuals that you will hire or will you 
hire other sexual aberrations? I think I'm not alone in 
wondering what is your policy. 
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A Lester, I belieye that the statement you are 
reading from is quite adequate to the point. I have no further 
comment. 


Q Is a preference for homosexuality, per se, a 
bar of employment? Here is The Washinston Post which says 
that sexual preference is "not,per se, a condition of employ- 
ment in the Department of State." 





A It goes on to say a number of other things. 


Q But I'd like to ask, is the policy -- 
In other words, what he said is that any sexual preference is 
permissible provided there is no misbehavior. 


A Let me read the rest of the statement which 
you seem not to be willing to read, which you have in front of you. 


Q Great, 


A This is going on from what you just read: 
"However, within the context of the Department's responsibility 
for the conduct of foreign affairs, an applicant's personal 
traits or practices, including his or her sexual practices, 
either heterosexual or homosexual, may be relevant in evaluating 
his or her suitability, character, discretion, and susceptibility 
to undue influence or duress." I think that -- 


Q In other words, as long as there is no misbehavior? 
For instance, there is no objection if his sexual preference 
is either necrophilia or bestiality as long as the State 
Department person leaves foreign stables, stockyards, morgues, 
Or mortuaries alone? He can publicly advocate this as long as 
he doesn't perform? Is that what you're saying? I'd like 
to know. 


Kh No. I'm saying what's in the statement, and 
I'm not going to entertain any further questions on this. 


Q But ‘-- 


A I'm going to close the briefing if you're going 
to continue it. 


Q Can I ask another question? 
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A No, you may not ask another question yet. I'll 
come back to you. 


Q Do you have anything new to add on the situation 
in Glen Cove, New York? 


A Glen Cove, New York -- no the subject has still 
been referred to the Justice Department. Y have no comment on it. 


eign 


Q This one is about Australia. Have you got any 
reaction to the strikes and protests which have greeted 
the U.S. Destroyer "Goldsboro". 


A I don't have anything on that, no. 


Q Anything on the Chinese tennis player? 


“mr 


A No, nothing beyond what we've already said about 
it. 


Q What is the U.S. response to Colonel Qaddafi's 
charge that the United States tried to disrupt an OAU meeting 
by paying delegates not to attend? 


A We don't know exactly whom President Qaddafi 
was trying to convince when he made the statement, but African 
governments must certainly know what his statement is worth 
Since the U.S. has never sought to interfere with the functioning 
of the OAU. We have a very high regard for the OAU, both as an 
organization and as a positive force in dealing with African 
regional problems. The United States has no desire whatsoever 
to undertake actions designed to harm that organization. 
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The United States has, in fact, warmly endorsed 
OAU peace efforts in Africa, such as those in Chad and the 
Western Sahara. The real reason why there has been no quorum 
for the meeting in Tripoli since July 26, when the pre-Summit 
Foreign Ministers’ meeting was supposed to start, probably has 
more to do with the past and present activities of this meeting's 


host than anything else. 
Q May I have a copy of that? 
A Yes, we'd be happy to give you copies. 


Q A question on Ghana not having to do with homosexuality 


A I congratulate you. 





MEN TGOOF PICU UF FUME IULGUIUll fit Pw TP Peart PV ry 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


25 


Q This morning's Washington Post reports that 
two New York women were awarded damages of $1.8 million by a 
New York court because they were raped by Emanuel Aryee 
the 19-year-old son of a Ghanan diplomat at the U.N. who 
Claimed immunity and left the country. 





Since the total U.S. economic assistance to Ghana 
is $18 million this year, my question is, is there any law 
which prohibits a civil court from attaching such economic 
aid, or would these women have to depend on Congress to 
appropriate the money atter cutting the appropriation either 
to Ghana, or if necessary, to the State Department? 


A I would suggest you check with either a 
lawyer or a law enforcement authority, Lester. I don't know. 


Q You don't know? 
A I don't know about a civil court, no. 


Q Have you any comment on the Davies. article 
that appeared concerning the Pentecostalists in the Moscow 
Embassy? 


hh I don't have anything now. If you want to 
check later, we may have something later on. 


Q You can't say now if his quotes are 
accurate gre reflect the Department's thinking? 


A I just don't have any report on the — 


Q I would like to get it. I have ons other matter, 
too, pertaining to the Soviets. I asked you three days ago 
whether there were any valid agreements prohibiting the supplying 
of the Freedom Fighters in Afghanistan with heat-seeking missiles. 


A Yes. 


Q It wasn't meant to be a difficult question; I 
thought it was pretty straightforward, although I can understand 
failure to deliver such weapons could be a foreign policy 
embarrassment. 


Mh We have posted an answer to your queston. 
Q I didn't see that before this meeting. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 1:08 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC 132 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 6, 1982, AT 12:39 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. FISCHER: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements today. First, yesterday's was the first X-rated 
press briefing the State Department has conducted, and I think 
it is tronic that Lester Kinsolving, a former Man of -the Cloth, 
should have been responsible for the rating change. 


Q I beg your pardon! 


MR. FISCHER: Second, I note that Jim Anderson has 
described the State Department press operation as lamentably 
bad and has longed for a return to the three black sofas in 
the Secretary of State's anteroom. I want you to know that I 
heartily endorse the change, but I'm recommending that the 
restoration be for a different purpose than the original ocne. 
Once they are installed, "Dr." Shultz has agreed to inaugurate 
them by consulting with Bernie Kalb about his long-time love 


affair with an Egyptian vase. 


(Laughter) Well, so much for the brickbats. 
Q What does all this mean? 


MR. FISCHER: Now, for the bouquets! I do want to 
take this opportunity, which is going to be my last appearance 
before you, to welcome my successor, John Hughes, as Spokesman 
of the Department and Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs. 
As all of you know, John is a Pulitzer Prize winner, and a former 
editor of the Christian Science Monitor who joined the 
Administration as Associate Director of ICA, and then as 
Director of the Voice of America. 


John, I want to welcome you to the bear pit. 
MR. HUGHES: Thank you, Dean. 


MR. FISCHER: I can assure you that you will be 
treated as well by these ladies and gentlemen as I have. 


(Laughter) 


MR. B. KALB: Dean, before the transition takes 
place and you leave, I think it is in order that the occasion 
not go unmarked. On behalf of at least one orc two of my 
colleagues here, I would like to say that the reign of Dean 
Fischec has demonstcated on his part that he has been 
unfailingly polite under combat conditions; he has been help- 
ful within latitudes and longitudes that he himself has set; 
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and he has always returned phone calls -= an accomplishment 
that should not be undercated in an Administration that is not 
widely cegacded as having yet found the cight number. 


Single-handedly, Dean Fischer has tucned an 
otherwise cespectable diplomatic press corps into a writhing 
mass of ulcers, migraines, and skin diseases that have vet to 
be diagnosed. (Laughter) The Administration cegacds him with 
applause; we regard him with awe. The collected guidances of 
Dean Fischer will be published in 15 volumes (laughterc) and we 
would like to say as he leaves, may success dog him 
everywhere! 


(Applause) 
With that, I must leave. 


MR. FISCHER: (Laughter) I knew something prompted 
that. 


Let me just also take this opportunity to express my 
thanks to Rush Taylor and his staff of talented, dedicated 
people in the Press Office. Theic labors often go unnoticed, but 
they have truly been Herculean. 


Rush, I want you to know that it has been a orivi- 
lege over the past 16-18 months to work with you and vouc 
staff. The same, of course, applies to the vorcess officers in 
each of the bureaus whose jobd it is to write the volicy 
guidances that ao into our own version of the "black bible," 


the briefing book. 


I also want to take this opportunity to give a parc- 
ticular word of praise to my deputy, Alan Romberg. dis 
assistance has been absolutely vital to me. He has kept me 
out of trouble many more times than I care to cemember. It 
has truly been a pleasure for me to wock with a true Foreign 
Secvice professional, a man of high intellect, keen incisive-= 
ness, and cock-ribbed integrity. 


I'm very gcateful, Alan, for all your assistance. 
Q Can we have cooies of that? 


(Laughter) 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes. “y mother would like a copy of 
that. 


0 You'll want to distribute those, Alan. (Laughter) 


MR. FISCHER: Anyway, last but not least, a word 
about you: On the day of his resignation, Secretary Haig 
took note of youc professionalism and your objectivity. I 
would only add to that by saying that man for man, you are the 
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finest press corps that I've ever been associated with in any 
capacity. It has been a privilege to work with all of you, to 
travel with some of you over these past, sometimes tumultuous, 
months, and I want you to know that I will miss that. 


Thank you very much. 
(Applause) 


9 Just before you go, Dean, have you no personal 
announcement about where you're going next? 


MR. FISCHER: That will -be Volume 16. 
Q When do we get John? 


MR. HUGHES: In time. 


@) You have to be confirmed, is that it? 
MR. HUGHES: Not before I assume the podium, no. 


Q Oh, you're going to be on the podium before 
confirmation? 


MR. HUGHES: Probably. 


MR. ROMBERG: Sorry, about that, Lester. You'll 
just have to wait. 


Q No reflection on you, Alan. 
(Laughter) Variety is the spice of life, I think. 


MR. ROMBERG: I certainly appreciate the words that 
Dean expressed, and I think that it has indeed been a pleasure 
for me to work with him. Much of what he said about me, vir- 
tually all of it, could be reflected back again to my relation- 
ship with him, and I do appreciate it. 


I don't have any announcements to make. I'll be 
happy to take your questions. 


9) Alan, what, if any, evidence have you seen of 
an Israeli pullback to the positions of August 1? 


A Mike, I'm aware of no change in deployments as 
of this particular point. 
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Q Do you have any reaction to the apparent 
Israeli rejection of your appeal yesterday? 


A I'm not sure I would characterize what the 
Israelis have said. Are you referring to the Cabinet com- 
munique, Or what are you referring to? 


Q- Yes. 


A I guess I just would simply say that the issues 
addressed in the communique relate to the current negotiations 
to achieve the departure of the 2LO forces from Beirut, and I 
don't intend, therefore, tO comment on it. 


I would emphasize again that the chances for success 
in the negotiations ace directly related to the maintenance of 
a ceasefire by all parties. 


Q Was Ambassador Arcens here this morning with a 
message, Alan? 


A I don't know. That is a possibility. I can't 
confirm that. 


I wondec if we could check on that, please? 


Q Alan, has the President ceceived any personal 
message from Mr. Begin? 


A I would have to rcefer you to the President's 
office, to the White House, for that. I can't comment on it. 


Q Has Secretary Shultz? 
A Has Secretary Shultz what? 


Q -- received any direct personal communication 
from Prime Minister Begin? 


A To him? 

Q Yes, in the last 24-36 hours? 

A I'm not aware of any direct communication to 
him. Again, in terms of a response to the President's letter, 


which I think was being asked about, it would be up to the 
White House to comment on that. 


Q What was the purpose of Ambassador Arens' 
visit to the Deartment today? 
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A I just said I'm not aware personally that he 
was here, although I heard something which suggested he might 
have been. I don't think I would, in any case, go into the 
purpose of it if he was here. But I am trying to confirm it 
for yous You may have seen him, and know it is a fact; but I 
don't know. We're checking on it. 


Q Alan, are you suggesting other than that the 
Israelis have flatly rejected, number one, the request that 
they withdraw, and number two, that they have -broken the 
ceasefire again? 


A Again? 
Q Yes, bombing today. 


A Let me give you what I have on the situation in 
Beirut. We have reports of two Iscaeli mock air raids that 
occurred yesterday afternoon, and we have heard reports of an 
air stcike on West Beirut today; but we cannot confirm them at 
this point. We are checking into the report on an urgent 
basis. 


Just for your information, to go on in sort of a 
Status report, waterc has been turned on into the city, but 
because electricity is still off, water cannot be pumped for 
use in many areas or in upper floors of buildings. 


We also understand from AT&T that all international 
telephone service to Lebanon has not been functioning for the 
last several hours. The reason for the break in com- 
munications is not known. The status of telex service is 
unclear. 


Q To get back to the first part of it, are you 
Suggesting other than that they have rejected the request that 
they withdraw? 


is I would leave you with the words I gave you on 
the communique. I don't intend to address it, particularly in 
terms of rejection or acceptance. 


Q There are several reports out of Israel that 
the Israeli Government feels that absolutely or virtually no 
progress has been made in the negotiations that Mr. Habib is 
conducting. What is your response to that categorization? 
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A You put me in a difficult position because 
we're not commenting on Ambassador Habib's negotiations and 
the progress they are ine We obviously feel that those nego- 
tiations are worthwhile and intend to continue them so long 
as we feel that they are worthwhile, so I think that that has 
to be taken as our response. If we didn't think that they 
were being productive or had prospect for success, we would 
not continue them. I can't go beyond that. 


Q Alan, some of the Senators who listened to Mr. 
Shultz yesterday are saying that they received the impression 
that the Administration not only agrees with the Israelis that 
continued military pressure is acceptable to the United 
States, but also that it is necessary in order to get the PLO 
out of Beirut. That is, I realize, not what Secretary of Defense 
Weinberger said in public yesterday. 


There also seem to be ceports in Israel indicating 
that, with winks and nods and private conversations, the United 
States Government is supporting the continued military 
pressuce on the PLO. 


My question is, is this Administration in any way 
indicating that it goes along with the continued military 
pressuce? 


A Bob, let me respond to you by addressing the 
general question of military pressure. We have made it clear, 
first to the PLO through governments in direct touch with it, 
and to the Acab states that if there is not a prompt diploma- 
tic cesolution of the problem of the PLO fighters in West 
Beirut, there is a real danger of military action. This 
possibility has to be factored into the diplomatic approach 
for solving this problem peacefully. 


The ceality of a continued Israeli military presence 
acound West Beirut is, we believe, a clear form of pressure. 
At no time in the cemacks of the participants in the meeting 
that we discussed yesterday with Jewish leaders here in the 
State Department was it implied that the United States was 
contcibuting to, or supporting, Israeli military action. 

We've made it clear that we are opposed to military action 
which cesults in the loss of innocent civilian lives and sets 
back the prospects for a successful negotiation. 


The prospects of success in our negotiating efforts 
ace best enhanced by a stable ceasefire as stated in the 
President's statement of August 4. 


Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 
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A Yes. 


Q On that, Alan, as you might have seen in The 
New York Times, Mr. Safire strongly contends that Arafat is 





stalling, holding West Beirut in hostage. He compared the 
Reagan Administration attitude in this respect to the Carter 
Administration's attitude in regard to Desert One. What rceac- 
tion did you have to that New York Times viewpoint? 





A I don't have a particular response to offer to 
that. 


Q Let me try and rcephrase it: Is there any time 
factor in your warning here, because it's been going on for 
week after week after week? I mean, do we have any time fac- 
tor’ to suggest, because in the absence of a time factor, it 
indicates that Mc. Acafat can just continue there for a long, 
long time. 


A No. Certainly, in terms of the reality, as I 
described it, and in terms of the Israeli presence acound the 
City and so on, I would reiterate what we have said many times, 
that the situation is urgent. I realize that words tend to 
lose meaning after a certain while -- 


Q "At hand" and so forth. 


A But it cemains fact, and valid, nonetheless, 
that the situation remains urgent. 


Q You'ce certainly not talking about, say, a 
month or six months? 


A I can't try to put it into a specific time frame 
of that sort 


Q Alan, some of the Senators yesterday also 
suggested that the United States fears Arab retaliation 
following the conclusion of these negotiations, however they 
conclude, for the pressure that has been put on the PLO and so 
on in Beirut. 


Does the U.S. fear Arcab retaliation either on the 
economic front, the banking front, or the oil front? 


A I don't want to try to get into a question of 
that sort. We have, in fact, maintained very close com- 
munications with many Arab governments throughout the course 
of the situation tn Lebanon. While we don't necessarily agree 
On all points, we discuss these points quite frankly and in a 
spicit of cooperation. I think that that ceally ts a more 
accurate version of the relationships than perhaps your 
question would suggest. 
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Q Alan, a very simple question: Do you condemn 
the Israeli bombing of West Beirut today? Yes or No? 


A I haven't gotten into the question of con- 
demning any particular action by either side, if I could put 
it into simply a two-sided context for the moment. And I'm 


not going to begin to do that. 


Q The President has asked for a ceasefire in 
place, and you have been saying over and over again that the 
success of the peace that Philip Habib is working on depends 
upon the continuation of the ceasefire. Israel has been 


breaking the ceasefire. 


A I gave you a status report as I had it, and it 
did not indicate any movement of troops at this point. I don't 
have anything on ground fire at this point. I can't comment 


beyond what I've got. 
Q Jets bombing of West Beirut today? 


iy No. I said we had a ceport that was uncon- 
firmed of that. I don't have a confirmed ceport that there 
was bombing today. 


Q Can I follow up on this one? Do you, therce- 
fore, hold Iscael responsible for the failure of the nego- 
tiations because of Israeli rcepeated violations of the 
ceasefire? You say there is correlation between success and 
the violation of the ceasefire. 


Would you say that you would hold Israel responsible 
for an eventual failure of the negotiations? 


my I'm not going to try to make a judgment of that 
sort. 


Q Can you please elaborate on that statement, 
then? What exactly do you mean therefore? 


A No. I think I'll the statement speak for itself. 


Q Alan, the spokesman for the Israeli Embassy 
hece said yesterday that if the U.S. policy is to call for 
Iscael's withdrawal to the lines of August l, that would be a 
clear sign to the PLO that they don't have to get out of 
Beirut. Do you have any ceaction to that? 


A Specifically, the answer is no. I addressed 
what the Iscaeli Cabinet decision was. 
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I think we've stated our position on returning to 
the positions of August 1 -- that we favor that -- and I would 
stick with that, noting that the current situation with 
fighters in close proximity lends itself to incidents that 
imperil the ceasefire. It is our belief the ceasefire can 
best be maintained if there is some distance between the 


fighting forces. 


A retucn Of Israeli forces to positions held on 
August 1 would serve that important objective. 


Q Do you have any guidance today as to whether 
the August 1 ceasefire lines encompass or do not encompass the 
Beirut airport? 


on I don't have anything I can offer you from this 
podium on that. 


Q Alan, does the failure of the Arab League to 
send troops, planes, orc ships to relieve the beleaguered PLO 
and the failure of most Arab countries to offer them any 
Sanctary suggests that maybe they aren't as strongly suppor- 
tive of the PLO as heretofore suggested? 


A I don't have a particulac observation to offer 
you on that. I believe that Secretary Shultz had some obser- 
vations ducing his confirmation hearings, and I'd refer you to 
the record for his thoughts on that. I don't happen to have 


any. 


Q That thought has crossed youc mind, is that 
correct? 


A I don't have anything to offer you beyond that. 


Excuse me one second. Regacding Ambassador Arens, 
yes, he was here this morning to see the Secretary, but I am 
not in a position to get into the substance of it. 


Q Do you have any information on the arrest of Jo 
Mandell, a U.S. citizen from Massachusetts, in Jerusalem today 
Or yesterday, I'm not sure which? 


A No. 


Q Could you please get me something if there is 
any? 


A I'll be happy to look into it. 
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Q Thank you. 


Q Alan, earlier you restricted your comments and 
reaction to the Israeli communique, to the communique. Was 
there any point in quoting Prime Minister Begin as saying, 
"Israel is not cetracting its military moves"? 


Did you react to that at all? 


a I just don't have any comment to offer you 
beyonce what I have. 


Q Two things: One, ace you today able to comment 
on the statement about sanctions and the Jewish leaders who 
came out of that same meeting saying that no sanctions are 
being considered? 


my No. Again, T‘'m not going to address the 
question of sanctions. 


Q Secondly, are you in a position to react at all 
to the statement of the Lebanese President that the PLO had 
agreed to withdraw within two weeks, but that the Israelis 
have not accepted that yet? 


A Obviously we seek the earliest possible 
withdrawal of the PLO fighters from Lebanon. There are no 
deadlines, but I really have to stick with our position that 
in the light of the continuation of sensitive negotiations, it 
isn't going to be productive from our perspective to comment 
on it. 


Q Alan, the Iscaelis announced that they are not 
going to accept U.N. observers to monitor the ceasefire in 
Beirut. They announced also that they are not going to go 
back to the August 1 ceasefire lines. Are you going to insist 
that they withdraw to the August 1 ceasefire ones, Or are you 
just stating it on the record and then just forget about it? 


A I have stated our position on the August l 
position a couple of different times already this afternoon. 
I don't have anything more to offer you on that. 


Q But the thing is, you've been stating a lot of 
these traditional positions. Apparently, the Israelis are not 
heeding your concerns. 


A I have no reaction to give you from here on that 
subject beyond what I already have. 
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Regarding the observers, we continue to support 
the deployment of observers to Beirut, as we indicated 
by our vote in the Security Council on Sunday. We're moni- 
toring the situation. Obviously, the modalities of the final 
deployment of the observers have not yet been worked out, and 
this may take some time. 


It would, of course, be important for the timing and 
the other aspects of their deployme::t to strengthen, and not 
impede, Ambassador Habib's negotiating efforts. 


Q Alan, I would to go to your earlier statement 
by saying that the military presence is another form of 
pressure that the Israelis are applying. By saying and 
accepting Israeli military presence as another form of 
pressure, you are, by asscciation, implicating, or could be 
considered as an accomplice in this war in Lebanon. 


A Let me just interrupt your question to say that 
that statement is simply an cbservation of fact that I made, 
not an endorsement. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q You are not condemning this presence. I have 
another question on that matter. 


Why did the United States react so swiftly and 
effectively when Israel attacked and destroyed the Iraqi 
atomic reactor to the point of even condemning, or by 
condemning at the Security Council, an embargo on F-15s and 
F-l16s, and in this war in Lebanon there was not a sinsic 
condemnation by the United States of this Israeli war 
at all besides the statements of concern. 


A First of all, I am not going to try to com- 
pare situations, but I think that our statements on the 
record, while perhaps not meeting your standards of 
condemnation, here made our position clear. The President 
issued a statement the other day on this. We have stated many 
times our position and our concerns, and I just am not going 
to go beyond that. 


Q The matter of the water, and what you said 
about the lack of electricity, do you know if the lack of 
electricity to Beirut is also a result of the Israelis, 
and have you asked the Israelis to let the electricity 
come back? 


A I will say what I said before on this 
subject. 


We have discussed the range of concerns about 
services to West Beirut with a variety of pecple, including 
the Israelis, and our position on this is quite clear. 
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Q One more thing, please. There were eacli.ec 
reports about which you were asked, but since late have 
been cepeated as cecently as yesterday, of Israel using 
phosphorus bombs actually on one of the buildings that 
housed some American journalists. 
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Do you have anything on that? Can you say any- 
thing about it? 


on I simply don't have anything on that. 
¢) Can you please look into that? 


nN I don't know precisely how I would look 
into it. 


Q Just as you have been looking into everything 
else. You have a Consulate in Beicut. You could ask them 
to look if Iscael is using phosphorus bombs or not. 
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a I think that the question of weapons, again, 
is not something I am prepared to go into in a specific 
way. The cluster bomb issue, I think, was specific because 
of cectain arrangements we had governing their use and 
concerns with respect to that. But I don't think I am 
going to try to determine which weapons ace used in each 
Particular case. 


QO In our support of UN observers going into 
the battle areas of Beirut, dco we seciously expect the 
Iscaelis to allow this without some clearance, given the 
anti-Iscaeli slant of the United Nations and the large 
numbec of KGB agents in the United Nations? 


Do we expect, really seriously expect, the 
Israelis to allow this, or is this just sort of a rchetorical 


exercise? 
; a 
By I have stated our position, our continued 
support for their deployment. I don't think I am prepared 
to try to give you an assessment of that sort. 


Q Would we support Israel in this matter 
if Israel demanded a security check on the background of 
these UN observers to make sure that they are not spies? 


Would we ask Israel to accept spies or people ,suspected 
of being spies? 


A I don't think that that is the kind 
question -- 


It is not government-approved. 

It is not govecnment-approved? 

It is not a govercnment-approved question? 
I reject the implication of your question. 
I say, you don't approve of the question. 
I hear your question. 


Fine, you don't approve. 


oo Fr ODO FF OD F BD 


As of yesterday afternoon, the Arab Ambassa- 
dor's had a pending request for a meeting with Secretary 
Shultz. I think their request was originally made on 
Wednesday. I was wondering if you had anything on the 
Status of that request. 


A I don't have any information on that request, 
Or a request, at all. 


Q Could you check into it, please. 
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A I will look into it and see if there is any- 
thing we can say. I am not sure it is the kind of thing, 
again, that we would come back to, but I certainly will 


look into it. 


Q The other day I think you said that the U.S. 
Sixth Fleet is in a state of readiness where within 72 hours 
it could move to evacuate the PLO from Beirut if a decision 


were so made. 


We have a report that the U.S.S. Independence has 
now left Naples. Does that indicate that the 72-hour 
period may have started, and that in fact an agreement has 
been reached on some kind of participation of the Sixth 


Fleet? 


A First of all, let me say that I gave you in 
an informal way the 72-hour figure, or something. I underc- 
stood, but ask that that kind of figure be checked with 
the Pentagon, so I ask not to be held particularly to 


that. 


I think, in terms of the thrust of your question, 
I don't know what is happening with the Independence or any 
Other particular ship, but the negotiations continue, and 
I don't have an agreement to announce to you about it with 


regard to that question. 


Q Do you mean that the 72-hour, oc whatever 
the period is, has not yet started? 


A I don't think I would look at it in those 
terms. Again, I would ask you to go to the Pentagon. 
Clearly, if ships are closer to the area they might be 
deployed, it is going to be faster to get there than if 
they were farther away. But I don't think that one would 
envisage a 72-hour clock which will tick down necesarily. 
I think that a figure like that would apply to a circum- 
Stance when ships are in an area, and how long it would 
take them in that particular mode of deployment to get 


some piace. 


You might find that when you got closer to the 
time when they were actually going to be deployed that 
they would be closer than that, so it wouldn't be a 
72-hour call, if you will. 


Q But my question really doesn't go to the 
time as much as it goes to whether a decision has been 
made to use the Sixth Fleet in the removal of the PLO. 


A There is no formal cequest, to my knowledge, 
at this point, for example, to introduce the multinational 
force. We are not moving on that particulac clock. Ob- 
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viously we have to think about what might happen if that 
were to take place, but the answer to your question essen- 
tially is no, when you get down to the basic point. 


Q Could you please explain to us why you 
can't tell us whether the withdrawal to the August 1 
lines includes the airport orc not? Why can't you tell 


us that? 


reign 


A Because I don't have any guidance on it 
to give you from this podiun. 


Q Well, could you get some guidance? It is 
essential to determine whether the President is really 
serious or not in this request, because no military 
commander in his right mind, it seems to me, would 
give up the airport after they have captured it once. 


A I hear your question. Perhaps we could 
discuss it later, but I don't have anything to give you 


from this podium. 


Q Admiral Hyman Rickover was briefed here 
cecently at the State Department in preparation for a 
tcip he will be taking to Israel and Egypt to meet with 
military officials there. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Is he going in any official capacity? 


Ps No, he is not. Admiral Rickover is going to 
Iscael and Egypt on a private trip, and I would direct 
any inquiries regarding the trip to his own office. 


Q Do you believe that Arab-American organi- 
zations will be recognized as an ethnic influential 
group that the Reagan Administration will see fit and 
proper to arrange for their heads to come to a White 
House meeting with senior U.S. officials so they will 
be able to discuss a situation like the Middle East 
based on an equal time consideration likewise with the 


Jewish-Americans? 


A I don't know in terms of equal time and 
that sort of constraint, but it is clear that various 
Arab-American groups are in contact with the Administra- 
tion at a variety of levels, including senior levels, 
they certainly are taken seriously, and it is an 
important thing for us in a situation like this to be 
in contact with them, but I am not going to try to 
get into an equal-time kind of argument. 
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Q I have the answer to my question yesterday 
from your office saying that the meeting which was held 
for the Jewish community was arranged at the request of 
the White House. 


A Fine. If you want to ask the White House 
about setting up a similar meeting, I invite you to do 
that. My point is that I don't think that the issue 
is really one of trying to set up exactly equal things, 
no matter what two or three orc four groups that you are 


talking about ace or whether they are in this area orc any other. 


I don't think that that is the way it goes. 


Q Personally, and for the cecord, I would 
like to tell you that there are more than three million 
Acab-Americans in this country, and deserves considera- 
tion and not shunning or disregard, because it looks like 
the Arabs in this country have to ask also for self- 
determination, too, in this country. 


A You didn't listen to my answer, I am 
afraid. 


Q Can you confirm the press report that the 
U.S. has asked Israel to hold their fire for two weeks, 
using this time-frame of two weeks? 


A No, I would have nothing to give you on 
that kind of thing. 


Q Ace you talking about any time-frame 
right now? 


A Again, I just would not be able to comment 
On any specifics, not leading you one way or another. But 
I just can't comment on the specifics. 


Q New subject? 
A Let's finish this up. 


Q I wanted to know if we have made a decision 
to veto any UN Security Council resolution which would 
call for sanctions against Israel? 


A On the question of sanctions, I addressed 
it yestecday, and I would cefer you to that language, which 
I can give you again, if you want. 


As I said yesterday, I don't think I am in a 
position to give you a general now-and-forevec kind of cule 
on any subject, but the language that I used yesterday 
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with regacd to our objections to Security Council Resolu- 
tion 517 on sanctions was that there is language in the 
Resolution which could be read to threaten the imposition 
of United Nations sanctions which, in the current circum- 
Stances we believe cannot contribute to the resolution 


of the crisis. 


That is all I can give you at this moment. 


QO One more question on the Middle East. In 
one of your first answers about today's bombing, you said 
that you cannot confirm and therefore you will not comment. 


I would like to know if I can call in about two 
Or three hours, by which time you probably would have con- 
firmed it, if you would have anything to say about it for 


us. 


A I can't tell you. You are welcome to call in 


two or three hours and check, but I can't tell you whether I 
will have either confirmation or an answer specifically for 
you. I have to leave it at that. 


Q Do you have anything regarding the South 
African raid into Angola? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Have you seen any reports of that? 

A No, I haven't even seen any reports about 
that. 

Q You suggested a couple days ago that you 


would have some comment on the Davies’ article on Poland. 
Is that available yet? 


Do you know what I am referring to? Excuse me, 
I am way off. I mean the Pentecostalists. Sorry about 


that. 


x There is cather extensive guidance. What 
is your specific question, though? 


Q Davies in his article quotes the Department 
of State as having certain attitudes. What I really want 
to know is, its he quoting you correctly? 


A I don't have the article. Let me just 
address it in these terms, since he did, I believe, talk 
about HR 2873 as the vehicle for providing permanent 
cesident alien status. 
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We have not been requested, first of all, to 
provide our views on HR 2873. However, we understand that 
it is identical to Senate Bill 312 which recently passed 
the Senate and we did provide our views on that Bill. 


While we are in complete agreement with the 
sponsors of the legislation in theic efforts to help the 
Vashchenko and Chmykhalov families who have been living in 
ouc Embassy in Moscow for overc four years, we do not 
believe that granting the families permanent cesident 
alien status will further their goal of emigrating from 
the Soviet Union. 


We believe that the legislation, which will not 
affect theic status in Soviet eyes, will only harden the 
Soviet position which presently is that the families 
must ceturcn to their hometown in Siberia before their 
applications to emigrate will be considered. 


Q But this doesn't address the Department's 
basic problem which I would have thought was the acute 
embarrassment of a great nation not being able to do 
anything about nearly a dozen -- seven or eight -- 
Pentecostalists cluttering up the Embassy. 


A I wouldn't put it in those terms. Ever since 
June 1978, we have been making cepeated approaches to the 
Soviet Government cegarding these families. We continue to 
ucge -- 


Q And they haven't moved. 


A We continue to urge the Soviet Government 
to resolve the case, and we reject emphatically Ambassador 
Davies* contention that we disclaim any responsibility 
beyond giving them refuge in the Embassy. 


It should be clear to anybody who is familiar 
with the record orc reviews the cecord that the U.S. 
Government has long since recognized its moral responsi- 
bility to the Pentecostalists, contrary to the allega- 
tions Ambassador Davies makes in another portion of the 
article. 


We have spent thousands of man hours working 
on this case and have addressed it at virtually every 
foreign policy level of the government. We have supported 
the families with food, clothing, medical care, and 
housing for over four years -- 


Q Can you give me that in a written form? 








“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





19 


A -- and we will continue to do so until such 


time as they voluntarily depart the Embassy. Our 
efforts to support them will indeed continue until the 
Soviet authorities can be convinced to allow them to 


emigrate. 


I will be happy to give that to you, not pre- 
cisely in those words, but close to it. 





Q I have a second problem with the guidance 
you went into on the sexual deviation thing yesterday. 


We called on -- 22 people here called on a 20- 
year veteran of Security and he told us this, which seems 
to be a little bit in disagreement with the general 
guidance you handed out to us. 


He said, “Any time our investigators find that 
anyone" -- and it usually does come out during an investi- 
gation, we w°re assured -- “applying to the State Depart- 
ment for employment that he is a homosexual, he is not 


hired." 


"If we find out this later after he has been 
hired, there is a re-investigation. To my knowledge,” 
this veteran told us, "I know of no homosexuals in the 
Department of State in my over 20 years in Security. I 
know of no one who was hired. We can't let such people 
go overseas. Some of those countries have laws against 


deviate practices." 


Now, I am perplexed. You give a general guidance 
suggesting that the State Department policy of hiring 
is evenhanded -- heterosexuals, homosexuals, it doesn't 
make any difference -- and this seems to be endorsed by 
the Washington Post which picks up your guidance. You 
then have here in front of us all reinforced this 
impression by your presentation, but a real veteran of 
how it really works in Security tells us that this just 


isn't true. 





Now, your statement to the contrary notwith- 
Standing, it seems that homosexuality, perc se, as the 
Washington Post says, is a bar to employment, and I 
would have thought that it is a cruel hoax on anyone who 
thinks that it isn't whose future depends upon the fact 
that it isn't to suggest to the contrary. 





A I can only tell you that we stand by the 
policy statements we have given you on that. I hear 
what you are saying. I understand the point that you 
ace making, and I stick with what we said. 
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Q “ " there is a large segment of the Ameri- 
can community that would frankly feel reassured if you 
were simply to endorse the Security Officer's point of 
view and renege a little bit on your evenhandedness. 


A As I say, the policy statements that we 
have issued stand. 


Q Do you have anything on the latest esca- 
lation o* “he battle of Glen Cove? 


The battle of Glen Cove. 


I think it has been noted that the Soviets have 
now ceacted by banning American diplomats from the so-called 
"diplomat beach" near Moscow. 


Let me say, we reject any linkage for reciprocity 
purposes between the Soviet Missions to the United Nations 
and the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. We regret the Soviet de- 
cision to take actions against U.S. diplomats in Moscow in 
retaliation for the actions of the City of Glen Cove, 
especially when the U.S. Government is making every effort 
to have the prohibition by Glen Cove authorities lifted. 


Q If they don't, will we retaliate at, say, 
Jones Beach and other places in Long Island? 


A We hope that the situation in Glen Cove will 
be worked out. 


Q I have a question -- 


A Excuse me Lester, I think there are some other 
people who haven't had a chance to ask questions. Let's 
try and get them before we get back to you. 


Q I have been told that a W. Allan Wallis, who 
is ceplacing Myer Rashish, was an attendee at the 1932 
eugenics conference which gave out awards to the Nazi 
race scientists. He is also a co-author of a book titled 
"Statistical Distribution of Pure Nordic Characteristics,” 
on how to encourage the genetic propagation of these 
pure Nordic characteristics. 


Do we think that possibly Mr. Wallis's back- 
ground in eugenics will be detrimental to his dealings 
with the developing sector? 


A I can only say to that that Mr. Wallis 
is a nominee at this point. He will have hearings. The 
Congress will have ample opportunity to explore his 
views on those subjects, and it would be inappropriate 
for me to address them from here at this point. 








—— 
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Q Can we have a filing break? 
A Filing break, yes. 


Q Has the State Department made a recommenda- 
tion yet in the case of the Chinese tennis star that 
defected? 


A No, although I can confirm that the Depart- 
ment has now received her request, and that it is under 
review. 


Q On Lebanon, the review (on Israeli use of U.S. 
arms) will it include phosphorus bombs? 


A I am sure it would include all American- 
supplied weapons. 


Q I have a housekeeping and economy-in-govern- 
ment question. 


In the Press Room, there is a pile of more than 
what I estimate to be 300 copies of this August 3 State 
Department news release, press release, called, "U.S.- 
Mexico Implement New Visa Agreement for Businessmen." 
Now, that was laid out on August 3, and there are 300 
copies of this lying unpicked up by the press. 


nes I congratulate you on your acumen. 


Q Wait a minute. I haven't finished. I 
counted eight more piles of news releases, or what I would 
estimate are 1,000 press releases from your office, most 
of which are dated 3 days ago not picked up by the press. 


My question is, why is there this waste of 1,000 
press releases along with a now new cefusal to let us have 
copies of the briefing transcripts which ace sent all over 
this building which several of us would like to have. 


Could you explain this? 


A I am just sorry that you and your colleagues 
ace not more interested in the press releases that we put 
Out. We try very hacd. 


Q They are not vecy interesting. How can we 
be interested if they are not interesting. I mean, is 
anybody concerned about this? Does anybody ever pick this 
thing up? 


A Lestec, instead of campaigning, may I ask 
a question? 
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Q One thousand press releases -- why can't 
you give us the transcript of -- 


Q Alan, could I ask about the meeting with 
the West German Economics Minister this afternoon? Is 
the United States going to be asking West Germany not to 
join Italy, France and Britain in their pipeline defiance? 


Ay Obviously I can't get into the substance 
of the discussion. I can confirm, obviously, that Secretary 
Shultz will meet German Economics Ministec Lambsdorff 
today at 4:30, and they will be discussing a wide range 
of economic issues of mutual concern. But, again, we 
don't comment on the substance of such discussions. 


Q On another meeting, the Secretary's meeting 
with the President at lunch today, is that exclusively 
Middle East? 


A tT don't have an agenda to help you on that. 
Q On the Lambsdorff meeting, do you know how 


long it will last and whether or not the Secretary will be 
coming down with the West German? 





7 A Economics Minister? I do not know how long 
it will last. Maybe we can check later and see if we can 
get some rough idea. Why don't you check with the Press 
Of fice. 


In accordance with his practice, I would assume that 
he would not likely come down, but, again, why don't you check 
later with the Press Office and see. 
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Q Any reaction to the seven Socialist members 
of Italy's Cabinet resigning today? 


A I have no ceaction to that. 
Q On the German thing, I have a follow-up. 


Three days ago, I asked you, and you at least 
tentatively accepted it as a question, the financial 
back ing —-" «© 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q You are not able to develop it or you -- 


A I don't have anything. Nothing has been 
given to me. I don't know if there will or will not be 
anything further on that. 
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Q Has anything been happening in the situa- 
tion with regard to the supply of weapons to Taiwan? 
A No, I have nothing new for you on that. 
Q Thank you, Alan. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:25 p.m.) 
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DPC #133 


MONDAY, AUGUST 9, 1982, 12:44 P. M. 
(ON THE PECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports of 
harrassment of U.S. Marine helicopters on the Forrestal? 


A I don't have anything on that at this point. 
We might have something on that later today. 


Q Is there any reaction, either by the State 
Department or by the President to what seems to be the 
latest Israeli attack? 


A As far as the situation is concerned, we're 
getting a variety of reports that indicate some breakdown in 
the ceasefire, although we're not able at this point to pro- 
vide any details or to confirm the reports being carried by 
the media. 


I would reiterate a point we've made before, and 
that is it is essential that all the parties respect the 
ceasefire. Breaches of the ceasefire by any of the parties 
can serve no useful purpose, and it's especially critical 
now in view of the progress being made on the negotiating 
front that the ceasefire be scrupulously observed. 
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Q Has the Secretary in any way responded -- that 
is, with a message or phone call or anything -- to the 
Israelis? 


A Again, we have not even confirmed what is 
going on, so I don't have anything on that. 


Q Would you develop that word you used, 
"progress" in the negotiations, please? 


A It is our view that there is momentum and 
that Ambassador Habib has made substantial progress over the 
past few days in working out practical arrangements for a 
PLO departure from Lebanon. That is the key issue to be 
addressed in this phase. 
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Ambassador Habib, of course, has the full con- 
fidence of the President and the Secretary in all aspects of 
his mission. We believe that if the ceasefire holds, we can 
have a negotiated solution. 


Thus, it is essential that all sides to the 
conflict exercise the utmost restraint and scrupulously 
observe the ceasefire, and we trust that all of the parties 
will cooperate to support Ambassador Habib's mission. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A It may take a little while to get a copy of 
it, but, yes, eventually you can get a copy of that. 


Q I don't know if anybody asked you, but 
Israeli forces, according to FBIS, have landed on the shores 
of West Beirut. 


Can you give us a status report about the military 
situation in Lebanon now? 


A I just gave you what I had. We cannot at all 
confirm the reports which are appearing on the wires at this 
point. 


Q Could you tell us what the hangup is or what 
the difficulties are in the negotiations at this point? 


A I don't have any details to provide you. 


Q Can you tell us about the meeting yesterday 
between Shultz and Arens? 


A I have no readout on any meetings. I don't 
in fact have a confirmation that there was a meeting yester- 
day between Secretary Shultz and Ambassador Arens. There 
may have been, but I'm not aware of it. 


Q Where is the question of American troop par- 
ticipation in the peacekeeping force? Has that been agreed 
to by the U.S. Government? 


A No. There's no change in the formal status 
of that. There has been no formal request from the 
Government of Lebanon yet, and therefore no formal responses, 
as it were. 
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Q Then the procedure is that we have to wait 
for the Lebanese Government formally to ask us to furnish 
troops as a peacekeeping unit, and they are then expected, 
and we are then going to do so? Is that correct? 


om We will then respond to that request. There 
is no change in the offer or the status from the time of the 
President's decision in principle, if asked formally by the 
Government of Lebanon, to contribute to the MNF to do so. 


Q Is the departure of the Israeli Ambassador 
for Israel for consultations in any way reflecting a request 
of the Administration to carry a message or to fulfill some 
kind of mission in Israel? Or is it just a untlateral 
Israeli step because of the wishes of the Israel Government to 
have consultations with the Ambassador? 


A So far as I know, it is something that the 
Government of Israel decided on its own. I've heard reports 
that he's going back, but I can't confirm that. 


But, assuming that he is, as far as I know that is 
a decision taken by the Government of Israel. 


Q What can you tell us about the situation 
involving the U.S. Embassy in Damascus? 


A We understand that there was an unruly 
demonstration between 10:30 and 11:30 this morning Damascus 
time of several hundred Palestinians supposedly representing 
trade unions. 


Embassy compound grounds were penetrated, and 
there were unsuccessful attempts to enter the Chancery 


building. Some windows were broken, but there were no 
injuries to personnel as far as we know. 


That's as much as I have on it at this point. 


Q Was the Marcine guard forced to defend the 
Chancery? 


A I don't have any furthec detail on it. 


Q Do you have anything or could you get 
something later on how the Syrian security forces cesponded? 


A I think that the only thing I would say on 
that at this particular point would be that we expect Svria 
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to meet its obligations as the host government to protect 
foreign embassies, but I don't have anything I think that I 
would provide beyond that for you. 


Q You have nothing on the Syrian performance at 
this morning's -- 


A I don't have a particular view. We've made 
Our concerns known, but beyond that I don't have anything. 


Q Maybe because of time difference there is 
difficulty in getting some information here. Last Friday 
we were at the briefing at this time. We asked about a 
violation in the ceasefire that was taking place, and you 
said you could not confirm it. 


I asked if I could call about 3:00 or 4:00 
o'clock, and you said yes. I called. There was nothing. 


Today it's the same, and I would again, if I 
called at 4:00 o'clock, there would not be anything. 


Can you please check out these things? I mean, 
there is a violation of a ceasefire that you're saying 
should be scrupulously observed if negotiations are to 
succeed. 


.Can you tell us something about these violations? 
Why are they happening, who's breaking the ceasefire, and 
what do you intend to do about them? 


A As far as the question of apportioning blame, 
again there is no way that we're going to have in any given 
incident to apportion blame, to say who fired what first, 
and we're not going to get into the business of doing that. 


I believe, in fact, that the reports you were 


talking about last week -- the reports as they appeared at 
the time of the briefing -- were somewhat different from the 


facts as we later understood them, in any case. 


So by not confirming them, we're not trying to 
hide something; we're saying we don't have the information. 
To the extent that we have information, we will try to make 


it available. 


I would point out that there are an awfil lot of 
correspondents in Beirut who are perfectly capabl:: of 
reporting the specifics, but I don't have any interpretation 
to offer you on it. 





Q Again, I'm not saying that we don't have 
information. We do have information. You seem not to have 
it or not to have confirmation of it, and as a party to 
what's going on in there -- I'm not accusing you or blaming 
it on you -- I just want some information as to what are you 
doing to observe the ceasefire since you're saying it must 
be maintained itn order for negotiations to succeed? 


A We're in touch with all of the parties, 
etther directly or indirectly, about our concerns on this. 
I understand your cynicism, but it is of the utmost impor- 
tance in our view that this be maintained. We continue to 
make these points and devote a lot of time and effort to it. 


So, cynical or not, the fact remains that that is 
the case. 


Q Were any Americans at the Embassy injured in 
any way or -- 


A I say to our knowledge there was no injury. 


Q And no one was taken hostage and they are all at 
Embassy? They're going about their functions? 


A I have no information to suggest that at all. 
As I said, the attempt to get into the Chancery was 
unsuccessful. 
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Q And we still occupy the Embassy in Damascus? 
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A Yes. 


Q On that same one, was the Embassy taken by 
Surprise by that demonstration? 


A I can't answer you. I don't have any infor- 
mation specifically. I would guess so, but I don't have any 
information. 

Q Has there been a beef-up of U.S. security at 
American Embassies in the Middle East and particularly in 

_ Damascus? 
A I don't have specific information, and I 


would venture to guess that it would be unlikely that, for 
security reasons, we would want to talk about our security 


precautions. 
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Q You're saying -- just to go back to your 
first statement -- that if the ceasefire holds, the U.S. 
thinks that there will be an agreement? 


a We think that we can have a nesotiated 
solution. 


Q If the ceasefire holds. 


A Yes. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Two things: Do you have a statement on the 
terrorist incident in Paris? And also there is an URGENT that 
came over from, I guess, the Pentagon saying Israeli warplanes 
harrassed the Forrestal? 


A You're a little slow. I already said I don't 
have anything on that particular one, and we might have 
something later. But I don't at this point. 


As far as the Paris incident is concerned, we are 
shocked and deeply saddened by this tragic and despicable act 
of violence. Our hearts go out to the families of the vic- 
tims. The United States deplores this cowardly act which we 
understand to be the fourth and by far the worst anti-semitic 
incident in Paris in recent days. We do not yet have complete 
details, but we understand there were six people killed and 
many more wounded. We hope that the perpetrators of this 
crime are brought to justice speedily. 


Q Again, I asked something last week about a 
journalist in Jerusalem that was arrested by the Israeli 
authorities, and somebody took the question. There was nothing 
hanging in there today. 


Do you have anything on that? 


A Apparently, we don't at this point. I'll renew 
the request for information about it. 


Q Is somebody looking to give us some details? 
She happened to be working for my newspaper and is a U.S. 
citizen. 


A Yes, I understand that. Somebody was looking 
into it, but I don't have anything. I'm sorry. 


Q One more thing please. There were reports on 
the weekend, Alan, of some American citizens, Jewish and 
non-Jewish, taking military posts on the Golan Heights on the 
West Bank with Israel -— the Golan Heights being annexed by 
Israel and not recognized by the United States. 


Can you tell us something about the responsibility 
of these American citizens to carry arms in Israel? And under 
what regulations do they come? 


A The only thing that I really could comment on 
-- and I don't have the detail here, but I'm sure you can get 
it from the Press Office because we've had it before -- is the 
question of the relationship of this to citizenship. In those 
terms generally what I would say to you -=- but not to be used 
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because I would ask you to get the exact words -- it is not a 
simple matter if they bear arms in a circumstance like this 
that they would lose their citizenship, that it is a much more 
complicated process than that and would involve intentions and 
so on and so forth. 


®. I'm not talking about taking away their 
citizenship. 


A I understand that. But I don't have a comment 
beyond that. 


Q You're linking your conviction that a nego- 
tiation can be reached if the ceasefire holds. What effect, 
then, do you think that a ceasefire breakdown would have? 
Would it destroy, jeopardize, or effect the ongoing momentum 
in the negotiations? 


A It certainly won't help, Bernie. I can't 
describe the effect beforehand, but we feel it is very impor- 
tant that the ceasefire be maintained in order to allow this 
process to move forward. I just have no way of predicting the 
effect. 


Q There were reports Sunday, yesterday, in The 
Times and today in the Christian Science Monitor that 
Palestinians seeking to cross over from West Beirut into East 
Beirut were not being permitted to do so -- some with Lebanese 
citizenship. Does the U.S. have any comment on that? 





A Were not permitted to do so by -- 
Q -- people posted at the entry points. 


as First of all, I don't have any information. 
Second of all, that doesn't give me much more, frankly. I 
don't have any information on it. 


Q Can you tell us the general tone or thrust of 
the Secretary's letter to Mr. Begin? And did it reflect opti- 
mism about getting a settlement in the next day or two? 


A I really am not prepared to go into that kind 
of question. I simply can confircm the Secretary did send the 
Prime Minister a letter on Saturday and a cesponse has been 


ceceived; but I am not prepared to address the substance or tone. 


Q Does the Secretary think that a settlement is 
possible in the next day or two? 


A I don't want to try to put any time frame on 
it, Bob. The guidance I've given you reflects the Secretary's 
views. 

Q Can you tell us when the response was received? 

A. The response was received, I believe, 

S yesterday. 


Q Also, do you have anything on the semi-public 
polemics by the Defense Minister and his surrogates and Mr. 
Habib? 


A No, I don't. Really the points I've made about 
Our view On progress and what needs to be done from here on 
out, and so on, are all I'm willing to say about our view on 
that particular subject. 


Q Alan, is it still our position that Israel 
should withdraw to the August 1 ceasefire lines, or when you 
speak of restoring the ceasefire now, are we just speaking of 
the ceasefire in place? 


A We have not changed our view on that. 


Q With your connections and contacts with the 
Israeli Government, it looks like, I think you are doing it on 
a two-way street because the reaction that Mr. Begin had to your 
concerns that you voiced last week was expressed in the change 
in his position about saying that they would allow 2500 PLO 
fighters to stay in Beirut after the arrival of the MFO, the 
Multinational Forces and Observers. 
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How could you delegate this to Mr. Sharon him- 
self, because I think the situation now comes to the point 
where Mr. Sharon says there is no movement and there is 
agreement, and Mr. Begin says that he is optimistic about 
this? 


A I'm really not in a position to address that. 
Obviously, the details of the withdrawal of the PLO are at the 
heart of what Ambassador Habib is discussing, and it just 
would be inconsistent with what we're doing, and I think harm- 
_ ful to the process to address the question. 


I understand your point, but I just am not prepared 
to get into it. 


Q There was a report over the weekend that 
alluded to "profound differences," quoting U.S. officials, 
existing between the United States and Israel that could 
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affect economic and military relationships, and so forth. 
This raises the question, is there any kind of reassessment 
under way of the U.S.-Israeli relationship that could effect 
military, economic, et cetera relationships? 


A. I don't think I would address that question 
in those ways at all, Bernie. Obviously, we need to continue 


to look at our Middle East policy beyond this Beirut 
situation, in terms of how we can resolve the overall Lebanon 
problem, the withdrawal of all foreign forces, and the 
reestablishment of Lebanese central authority throughout 
Lebanon, and then as Secretary Shultz has said, to address on 
an urgent basis the question of the overall peace process. 
But beyond that and to get into the specifics of your 
question, I really am not prepared to address that type of 


question. 


Q Do you have any assessment -- There are 
reports out in Israel that there are moves underway to improve 
the diplomatic relations between Israel and Moscow -- 


A I have no information or comment on that. 


Q -- in order to have a counterweight against our 
confused policy? 


A As I say, I have neither information nor com- 
ment on that. 


Q What is the status of the U.S. review of the 
Israeli use of American weapons in Lebanon? : 


A I have nothing new for you on that. It 
continues. 


Q Is it continuing with any sense of urgency? 


A I don't have a qualitative word to add to it. 
It continues. 


Q Have you received any response for your request 
that Israel withdraw to the August 1 lines? Are you waiting 
for such a response, or have you received one? 


A I don't want to get into the question of the 
details of our discussions. Our position is on the record, 
and I don't want to go beyond it. 


Q What I'm saying is, are you expecting a 
response, an official response? 
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A I just don't want to go beyond what I've 
already said about it. 


Q Former Under Secretary of State George Ball, 
yesterday called the Reagan Administration treatment of Israel 
in this war as "flabby," and he said that U.S. foreign policy 
its decided and made in Jerusalem, and not here in Washington. 


What do you comment on that? 


A Obviously, we have a certain disagreement with 
Mr. Ball about where U.S. foreign policy is made. But I don't 
really think it is profitable to get into a point-by-point 
debate with him on that. 


Q Alan, can you address these reports about the 
use of a so-called “vacuum” bomb by the Israelis, and clear 
that up for us? 


A We have consulted with the Defense Department, 
which advises us that there is no such weapon -- that no such 
weapon exists; but if you need further details or discussion 
of the nature of existing armaments, I would suggest you go to 
DOD. 


Q Do you have anything on the steel talks, the 
steel import situation and the latest regression ? 


A The question was on the steel talks. I would 
simply note that we are disappointed that agreement has not 
yet been reached on this issue, and we hope that in the weeks 
ahead, a negotiated arrangement will be put into force, and 
the contentious dispute over steel may be laid to rest. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #134 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 10, 1982, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Bring us up to date as much as you can, 
please, on what this plan is that has been submitted for the 
withdrawal the Israelis say they have accepted in principle. 


A I don't have any details to offer you about 
the various discussions that are going on or proposals that 
have been made in terms of substance at this point. 


Q Is there an agreement on the general plan by 
all parties? 


A Let me say this. As far as the Israeli 
Cabinet action and the Cabinet communique is concerned, we 
welcome this development as an essential element in settling 
this problem and are encouraged that the momentum of the 
negotiations continues to build. 


Ambassador Habib arrives in Israel momentarily. 
As you know, the Israeli Cabinet's acceptance of the 
withdrawal plan was accompanied by several suggestions for 
amendment. Ambassador Habib will be meeting with Israeli 
leaders to discuss these and other related issues. 


We are cautiously optimistic that the remaining 
issues with regard to West Beirut can be worked out soon, 
and that we will be able to move rapidly to implementing the 
agreement. 


Of course, it remains our firm belief that nego- 
tiations can best move forward if the ceasefire is carefully 
observed by all the parties. 


As far as the PLO or the Lebanese Government are 
concerned, I would simply say that the plan has been pre- 
sented to leaders of the Lebanese Government. We are in 
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consultation with them, and we are encouraged by their ini- 
tial reaction. 


Q Can you pick up your reference to the PLO 
then? 


A I am covering their position. Obviously, 
we're dealing with the Government of Lebanon -- we're not 
dealing with the PLO directly -- and the Government of 
Lebanon is discussing these issues with the PLO. So I would 
have to encompass that within the answer I've given you. 


Q Will you tell us what are the remaining dif- 
ficulties? 


A I can't. Again, I am not going to go into 
specifics. 


Q Just to clarify when you say you're 
encoucaged by the initial reaction of the Government of 
Lebanon, ace you ceferring to the fact which has already 
been said on the record and publicly that they have accepted 
the plan which has been sent to Jerusalem, or are you 
encouraged by their initial reaction to the amendments asked 
for by the Iscaelis? 


A No. I am ceferring to the fact that we are 
in consultation. The plan was given to them, and we are 
encouraged by theic initial reaction to it. But I think 
that at this point the next step essentially is Ambassador 
Habib's discussions in Israel. 


Q The Egyptians -- it has been said repeatedly 
-- have not accepted to receive any PLO, as has been 
ceported, because they would want something more given to 
the Palestinians politically. 


Do you understand that they ace kind of shifting 
away from Camp David and they're calling for something other 
Or moce than the Camp David? 


A I'm not aware that the Government of Egypt 
has moved away from Camp David. 


Q But they've been calling lately that they 
will not accept because the action from Israel hasn't 
been forthcoming enough. 


eign 
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A Again, I'm in a somewhat difficult position 
because I don't want to discuss the details of our conver- 
sations. I'm aware, obviously, of the various public reports 
on this issue, but let me simply respond to you again by 
saying to my knowledge there is no movement by the 
Government of Egypt away from Camp David as such. 


Q You again made the point today how important 
observance of the ceasefire is, and the reports we've been 
getting are that the fighting has been going on not as 
intense as it was, say, On Sunday, but fairly intense. 


Would that tend to belie what you say about how 
important the ceasefire is, or don't you think that these 
are violations of the ceasefire, or what? 


A No. I can only do two things for you 
in that respect; one is to give you our understanding of 
the status of the firing in Beirut as of this point which is 
that there were some aic strikes earlier today, but they 
have stopped, and some artillery exchanges are continuing; 


secondly, simply to reiterate that we do believe it is especially 


important as progress is being made in the negotiations that 
all sides exercise cestraint. The continued fighting can 
Only obstruct the negotiating process. 


Q How do you explain the progress in the last 
few days while all this fighting has been going on, given 
your point of view? 


i I'm not going to try to explain developments 
except that we are pleased that there is progress going on, 
but I don't want to try to again give you an analysis of the 
relationship between them beyond what I've already said. 


Q In your answer yesterday about the harassment 
incident over the weekend, ysu described the American per- 
sonnel with some wonderful term -- I forget exactly -- a 
flash liaison planning, or something, team -- but the thrust 
of the statement was that this is a team that is working on 
planning and contingency for an evacuation. 


Does that mean that even despite the fact that 
there is no request from the Lebanese Government for 
Amercican forces, that therefore the President officially has 
not acted on his offer in principle? Planning is going 
ahead, sure that this will be very ready at an instant? 
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A As a practical measure, yes. 


Q On a follow-up on that, you may have seen the 
story coming out of Israel about a French landing attempt 
near Beirut with U.S. involvement? Are you familiar with 


this story? 
a Was this from this morning? 


Q Yes. 


A No. Yesterday's story, I think, also proved 
not to be accurate as far as we know. Who's story is this? 


Q The story Ha'aretz talking about the infor- 
mation indicating that the French in full coordination with 
Habib wanted to land hundreds of soldiers from a French boat 
that had been sailing not far off from Juniyah, etc? 


A This is supposedly a landing that is taking 
place now, according to the wire I saw? 


Q The landing was supposed to be carried out on . 
the Lebanese army landing pad near Juniyah. 


A There is to my knowledge, if we're talking 
about the current situation and some suggestion that there 
is about to be a landing right now -- 


Q I'm talking about the report about a French 
landing -- 


A I understand. 


Q -- which would come as a surprise to the 
Israelis and present them with a fait accompli. Do you have 
any reaction of American involvement in this? 





A I don't know of any landing that's underway 
at this point, and I don't have any details on that par- 
ticular report, so I can't -- 


Q Can you take that? 


A I'll look at the ceport, and we'll see if we have 


anything on it. 


Q Is there any concern that the terrorist inci- 
Gent in Paris will have an effect on the Israeli Cabinet or 


Government choice of French troops? I noticed Prime 
Minister Begin had a very strong reaction to it in con- 
demning the French Government. 


= Is there any concern that this will spill over 
into the decision on French troops? 
A I can't speak for the Israeli Government on 
this. 
Q Will we have any concern about that or -- 


A Again, what you're asking is about the 
Iscaeli Government's ceaction, and I can't speak to that. 


Q Wnat was Israel's explanation for the 
harassment? 


Publication in American Foreign 
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- A I don't have anything beyond what we put out 
s yesterday on that, and I'll leave it where it is. 
~ 
: Q Has there been any repetition of that sort of 
= activity, the Israeli jets flying close to or harassing U.S. 
& aircraft? 

A No, and we consider this whole matter closed 


at this point. 


Q How do you read the deployment of Israeli 
artillery north of Juniyah to Jubeil, the movement of per- 
sonnel and carriers to Jubeil? I mean, this is fac away 
from the battlefield. 


 vVeciassiftied for 
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A I don't have a particulac reaction to give 
you to that. I'm aware of the reports, but I don't have a 
reaction for you. 


Q The Israelis have said repeatedly over the 
past week, and apparently in some of the messages to the 
United States, that Israel's continued military pressure 
on the PLO actually is helping to push the negotiations 
along. 


To follow up on an earlier question, the United 
States has cepeatedly taken the opposite position. In view 
of what has occurred in the last week, can the United States 
reasonably disagree with Israel that Israel's military 
pressure has actually forced the PLO to make major con- 
cessions which have allowed an agreement to come to pass? 
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A I've been asked this before -- not just 
today, but at other times -- and I think I addressed it here 
on Friday or Thursday, and noted, for example, that 
without endorsing it, the mere presence of the Israeli for- 
ces deployed in the Beirut area as they are certainly 


constitutes pressure. 


I'm not going to get into the argument as to 


whether we think that that's useful or not useful. The 
point we've been making is the importance of maintaining the 


ceasefire. 


QO . I was trying to draw a distinction between 
what the U.S. thinks would be useful and what has actually 


occurred. 


A I understand your question, but I've 
addressed it, I think, to the extent I'm capable of doing 


so at this particular moment. 


Q Do you have any position about the continued 
presence of Israeli troops in Lebanon after the PLO 
withdrawal? 


A Our position on that is quite clear. We have 
called for the withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon 
and the re-establishment of Lebanese central government 


authority throughout Lebanon. 


Q Do you think the continued presence of Israel 
after the withdrawal will facilitate this goal? 


A I'm not going to try to lay out a scenario, 


which is what I think you're trying to get me to do, but 
the position and our objectives and what our diplomacy will 


be geared to is quite clear. 


Q ’ What's’ the next step in the negotiating pro- 
cess with Habib going to Israel or any -- 


A That's the next step. 


@) What does he want? 


A As I said before, in the course of issuing 
their statements or giving their acceptance to the plan, 
there were several suggestions for amendments. 
that there is a necessity to explore those. 


I think 
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Q On that point could you characterize in some 
way the Israeli objections and the kinds of amendments 
they're asking for? Are they significant? 


A I don't propose to characterize those. 


Q Do you have any observations to make on the 
official leak in which the details of the entire Habib plan 
were laid out prior to their having been presented to 


Israel? 


A First of all, I'm not aware that that was 
necessarily the case. Second, I'm not confirming that the 
various accounts are accurate, and I am not going to comment 


beyond that. 


Q Do you have any idea who the sources were or 
that story? 


A I don't go around trying to ask people who 
the sources are. 


Q What role, if any, did Ambassador Lewis 
substantively play in convincing Begin yesterday? Would you 
say that that was a crucial meeting between Lewis and Begin, 
Or would you say that at that time he was willing to go 
along, and that Lewis was just conveying the information? 


A No. I don't think he was simply conveying 
information. He was conveying information and explanations 


as he has been fairly ‘regularly. I can't give you some 
estimate of what was critical in Prime Minister Begin's mind 
Oc in the ultimate Cabinet decision that they've taken thus 


far. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q As opposed to Habib and Begin, was Lewis -- 
is his relationship better and able to do it better -- 


A I wouldn't want to try to get into that sort 
of an issue. The point is that Ambassador Lewis obviously 
is the man on the scene. He speaks frequently with the Prime 
Minister and other officials of the Israeli Government, and 
has been doing so all along. I don't have a way of giving 
you that sort of a measurement. 


Q Has the United States provided guarantees to 
Israel that a PLO evacuation will take place if they accept 


the plan? 


A Again, you're asking me to get into the 
details of our discussions and without leading you one way 
or other I'm just not going to do that. 


Q What Acab countries have made solid commit- 
ments to accept the PLO? 


aA I'm afraid I'm going to have to give you the 
Same answer. 


Q Just a follow-up on that. Is it Habib that 
is talking to the Acab countcies directly or are we -- in 
other wocds, does the State Department have any contacts, 


say, with Egypt? 


Ay Yes. There are a variety of diplomatic 
channels of discussion that are undec way. The principal 
discussions about the immediate situation obviously are in 
Ambassador Habib's hands, but there are other discussions 
which go on in parallel to that with the other concerned 


governments. 


Q And you won't say in any respect whether any 
other countries have accepted -- 


A I really can't. No. I've stayed away from 
getting into detail, and I'm going to continue to do that. 


Q Do you have anything at all on the 
peacekeeping force, the timetable for arrival, numbers? 


A No. 


Q Preparations? 


A Not at this point. 
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Q Alan, can I raise a proposal here that we 
get a BACKGROUNDER on the Middle East. It's been going on 
eight or nine weeks and to the best of my memory no one in 
this Administration, both Haig or Shultz, have stepped forth 
with any kind of laying out of U.S. policy in this entire 
crisis. Can that be considered, that we get it as soon as 


possible? 
A I will convey your thoughts on that. 


Q Can we get it from Haig? (Laughter) 


Q What is it that leads you to believe that 
the momentum is continuing to build given the results of the 


past twenty-four hours? 


A Again, I would refer to the Cabinet decision 
in Israel which we, as I said before, welcome as an essen- 
tial element in settling this problem. It represents momen- 
tum. I think that speaks for itself. 


Q How many Palestinian guerrillas are supposed 
to leave Beirut under this plan? 


A I don't have numbers to offer you on that. 
Are all of them suppose to leave? 


Q 
A All of the fighters. 
Q 


Six thousand, nine thousand, is that the 
range? 


A One question which came up the other day 
was, who in addition to which fighters might go, and I just 
don't have details to offer you on that and I don't have a 
number to offer you. But the fighters and the PLO 
leadership are the group that we're primarily talking about 


withdrawing at this point. 


Q How about the Syrian forces? Are they 
covered under this -- 


A I don't want to get into the specifics of 
what we're talking about at this point in this phase. I 
will say that, obviously, Our objective has been made clear 
that we want all foreign forces to withdraw from Lebanon, 
but I don't want to try at this pacticulac moment to give 
you timetables for withdrawal of which kinds of people. 


Q In other words, the Syrian pullout could 
occur as a later phase? 
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A I just don't want to address that at this 
point. 


Q Do you have any idea what would follow after 
the Palestinians will evacuate from West Beirut, as far as 
the Palestinians are concerned? 


A As far as the ones who withdraw are con- 
cerned or those who stay behind? 


Q No, the ones who withdraw. 


A The ones who withdraw, in the first instance, 
arrangements on their status would be a matter for the Arab 
countries to which they go and the Palestinians to work out. 


As to the ultimate status of the 
Palestinians, we have made very clear that we recognize the 
need to move forward in the peace process which must address 
the Palestinian issue in all its aspects. 


Q Alan, on a question a second ago you said 
you didn't wish to provide a timetable about the withdrawal of 
foreign forces. Do I detect a change in position? Has the 


' American position, when this thing started a couple of 


months ago, was that all foreign forces should withdraw 
immediately, as I understood it. Are you opening the door 
to some kind of extended pattern of withdrawl? 


a No, I'm not. I'm simply not addressing the 
question which was posed which is the question -- his 
question was specifically related to Syrian force 
withdrawals. I'm not going to address that question. But, 
no, I'm not trying to signal to you any desire that there be 
an extended period in which foreign forces would remain. 


Q I apologize. For a minute I thought you 
were communicating some information. Is it the American 
position that there should be simultaneous withdrawal of the 


Iscaeli and Syrian forces? 


A I have nothing to offer you on that. I 
wouldn't want to break the pattern by conveying information. 


Q Alan, are we still talking about Beirut only 
and the withdrawal of Palestinian fighters? There's still a 
lot of them in two untouched PLO camps, or two untouched 
camps in Tripoli; there are a lot of people in Baalbeck? 


A The immediate effort is focused on West 


Beirut. 
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Q You think it would take as long as two weeks 
to work out the plans as Mc. Peres has suggested? 


A I have no estimate to give you on that. We 
would like it to be worked out as quickly as possible. 


Q Do you have identifications on the two 
Americans killed in Paris in the bombing and shooting inci- 


dent yesterday? 


A I believe the answer to that is no. We 
understand, as you suggest, that two American citizens were 
killed during yesterday's terrorist attack on Goldenberg's 
Restaurant. Their families are being contacted and arrange- 
ments are being made for return of the bodies to the United 
States. Two American citizens were wounded, but due to the 


Privacy Act considerations, I can‘t provide you with their names. 


Q On similar talks going on about Syrian 
withdrawl from Lebanon; ts something going on other than 
what's going on in Beirut -- 


A I don't want to go beyond what I've said on 
that. 


Q Let me just ask one more thing on this. Would 
the United States support the Israeli continued presence in 
Lebanon until the Sycian withdrawal, or what? 


A We haven't addressed the question of phasing, 
which was asked before, and I'm not prepared to get into 
that question today. 


Q Alan, how are we in contact with the Iraqi 
Government? 


x How are we in contact with the Iraqi 
Government? We, of course, have a Interests Section in Iraq. 


Q We have some American diplomats in that 
Interests Section now? 


A. Yes. 


Q Is that the method by which we are in direct 
contact with Iraq? 


A I'm sure we use that section. I can't tell 
you from my own personal knowledge as to what conversations 
with the Iragis have taken place. I just don't have it at 
my fingertips. 


Q Alan, can you give us what Secretary Shultz's 
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personal role in these negotiations and developments has 
been in the last day and a half, two days; who he's been 
meeting with other than, of course, Mr. Peres? Has he 
talked to Ambassador Habib? 


. A I don't know in the last day whether he has 
talked to Ambassador Habib personally. He has done so on 
occasion. He's talked with the President. He's talked with 
the various other officials in this government who are 
dealing with it, both -- well, in State, White House, Defense. 


Q Mr. Begin? 
A I am not aware that he's had a telephone 


conversation with Mr. Begin. We talked about an exchange of 
messages the other day. 


Q Has there been an exchange since then, a 
subsequent exchange? 

A I'm not aware of another exchange since 
then. 

Q Any idea of a news conference by the 
Secretary? 


A I have nothing for you on that at this 
point. He is aware of the desire on the part of the 
Press Cocps for a news conference and has that very much in 
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mind. 
= Q You said that immediate efforts are focused 
a on Beirut, On getting the PLO to evacuate Beirut. 
A Right. 
Q Are there more diffuse efforts which are 


being planned, expended, on getting the PLO to evacuate 
Baalbeck and Tripoli? 


A I said the other day that we continue to’ 
look to the total withdrawal of all foreign forces from 
Lebanon and also to seriously and ucgently addressing the 
total Middle East process, and we continue to look at what 
needs to be done there. But in terms of the active diplo- 
macy at the moment, it is focused on West Beirut. 








Q Are we to understand from that that the 
Israelis have not made thc. mpacticulac demand, a par- 


ticulac bone of contention, . at everything is concentrated 
on getting the PLO out of Beirut? 


Mh I think my answer to your last question 
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answers that. 


Q Alan, another subject. Do you have any com- 
ment on Japan's revision of history and the rational 
regarding Japan's invasion of China and the occupation of 
Korea and attack on Pearl Harbor to justify imperial Japan's 


military actions? 


A No, I don't have any comment on it. 


Q Two things: Do you have anything on an 
agreement by Cuba to leave Angola? 


A There apparently was a radio report 
suggesting that but we can't conficm it nor would we care to 


comment on it. 


0 Secondly, do you have any comment on a 
ceporct today out of Salvador that the ARENA Party tried to 
oust the moderate members of the government there -- the 
defense ministerc and some others? 


A I'm not aware of those ceports, and I don't 
have any comment on it. 


Q Did any representatives of this Department or 
the Administration, for instance Michael Ledeen, discuss 
with leaders of the Italian Socialist Party their withdrawal 


from the Spadolini government in Italy? 


a I haven't got the slightest idea what Mike 
Ledeen discussed. I'm sure we would not be interfering, in 
any case, in the internal affairs of the Italian Government. 


Q Thank you. . 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #134 


WEDNESDAY, AUGUST ll, 1982, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have just one 
brief announcement. 


Available later today, perhaps by the end of the 
briefing, will be copies of a letter from Secretary Shultz 
to His Majesty King Hussein on the occasion of the Thirtieth 
Anniversary of the King's succession to the throne of Jordan. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q When are we going to have a news 
conference? 

4 I have nothing new for you on that, Bernie. 

Q When are we going to have a briefing on the Middle 
East? 

4 I have nothing new for you on that either. 

0 Do you have anything new for us on the 


talks in Jerusalem -- Mr. Habib? 


4 Ambassador Habib departed Israel this 
morning and will be arriving momentarily in Beirut. I will 
hold to my usual practice of not getting into the substance 
of his talks, but I will say that the negotiations are going 
well and we remain cautiously optimistic that agreement on 
the arrangements for the PLO's departure from Beirut will soon 
be reached. 


As I say, the plan is developing well. Not 
everything is pinned down but it is basically falling into 
place. 

0 What is developing well? 

4 The plan. 


0 What specifics can you give us; what 
problems -- what's in the forefront of the problems now? 


4 Mike, I don't have a reading to give you on 


that. 
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Q Do you see any negative effect on the talks 
because of the continuing Israeli attacks on PLO targets in 
Beirut? 


a We have made clear our view on that, that 
we believe that it is especially important given the signi- 
ficant progress that is being made in the negotiations that 
all sides exercise restraint, and we continue to believe 
that further fighting can only obstruct the negotiating pro- 
cess and lead to unnecessary delay in achieving a successful 
settlement of the problem. 


Q How do you reconcile that, Alan, with the 
fact that there's been pretty steady bombing and fighting 
over the past week while you have been declaring significant 
progress? 


A I addressed or didn't address this 
question yesterday, Bernie. I have nothing further to say 
about that. 


Q On the same thing. How can you talk about 
Ambassador Habib did request the Israelis to cool it or, to 
put it simply, do you know what the Israelis claim that they 
are replying to PLO ceasefire violations is correct. 


a One, I think you can safely assume that our 
private discussions are consistent with our public state- 
ments although I don't want to get into specific details 
regarding what who may have said to whom. What was the second 
part? 


A If you can tell us what -- reaffirm 
Israel's -- 

A I'm sorry. Whether they are hitting first 
Or second? 

1°) Yes. 

°y Again, I have no judgment to offer on that 


today. 


*) Could you clarify whether Syria has agreed 
to take all the Palestine Liberation Organization forces 
that want to come there or not? There's some confusion 
about that. 


4 Bob, I can't address that specifically. I 
have no reason to question the statements which have 
appeared from the various governments, including Syria. But 
I'm not in a position to confirm them from here. I will say 
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that there is progress being made on the destination question, 
but I simply can't speak for those governments. 


Q Is the destination question settled? 

a I would prefer to leave it the way I just 
left it. 

Q You're always using the word “soon" for 


negotiations falling into place. Can you be anymore 
helpful? Are we talking next week, a couple of days, two 


weeks? 


gn 


A I can‘t be more helpful on that. 


Q You used the word “soon” to refer to an 
agreement being reached soon. Does that mean that the 
actual movement of the PLO will also occur soon or do you 
expect some delay to take place between the time the 
agreement is reached and the actual implementation to take 
place? 

on I would suggest to you that they would not 
be simultaneous but I'm not prepared to give you a reading 
on the number cf days there might be between an agreement 
and the beginning of the withdrawal. 


Q Would the United States have any opposition 
to all of the PLO forces departing Lebanon for one country 
as opposed to splitting up and going to several countries? 


4 Our objective is to have the PLO leave at 
this point. I don't have an observation to offer you on 
destinations. We're not looking at division in that sense. 
Our objective is to find places for them to go and a way for 
them to leave. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q And not necessarily to split up the 
Palestinian Liberation Organization? 


A I don't think we've addressed it in those 
terms particularly. 


Q Can you define or describe the talks that 
were finished this morning between Habib and Mr. Begin? 
There is an AP report that Begin is expecting evacuation to 
begin next week, according to the AP report. Can you 
describe this atmosphere or is this a conclusion that you 
could draw without going into the substance? 


4 It's very hard for me to do that until 
we have an agreement, or have a concrete set of circumstances 
looking toward the implementation of it. I think it 
would be foolish of me to try to give you an estimate of 
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that sort. We've said before we hope it will be done 
quickly and that the withdrawal will commence soon. I can't 
comment on the specific question you're asking about next 
week or to go back to the same question asked before where I 
couldn't comment. 


Q You declined for a long, long time to pin- 
point who is the violator of the ceasefire. I'm not asking 
you to pinpoint who is the violator of the ceasefire, 
whether it's the PLO or Israel in this, but don't you 
believe that this deafening silence of the United States 
Administration from not asking specifically Israel to cool 
it off at this time of the sensitivity of talks that, you 
know, they're not dragging; they are bringing something of substance 
because my understanding is the negotiations are going well and 
I read the reports, and you are cautiously optimistic. 


Does this serve the purpose of the peaceful 
settlement of this question from not coming out and saying, 
will you please, Israel, stop this because you are not 
threatening only the people there, also the process that 
Mr.Habib is under-taking? 


A We have called on all parties to maintain 
the ceasefire and, as I said before, you can assume that our 
private conversations, again, directly or indirectly, with 
all the parties, those conversations are consistent with 
what we're saying publicly. 


Q And the bombardment is consistent, too. 


Ay I understand your point but you asked about 
our efforts to bring about a ceasefire and I'm telling you 
what we've done. 


Q Alan, the Israelis seem to have some objec- 
tion to the French being the first to take up positions in 
Beirut. Is the United States agreeable to having Americans 
move in first? 


Ay I'm not going to get into the specifics at 
this point, Bob. 

0 Can you give us an idea of the numbers that 
Habib h ‘d Begin the number of fighters that will be 
leaving 

oy No. Again, I don't want to <-- 

Q Did he present some kind of a formal list? 


4 I'm sorry, I can't go into that kind of a 


vi 


detail at this point. 


Q Are we convinced that the PLO, in numbers, 
will leave? 


- A Do we believe the PLO will leave? Yes, we 
" believe the PLO wants to leave. 


0 Alan, do we have an assessment of what 
might happen to the Syrian Government if the PLO goes there? 


A I would have no comment on that. 

Q Do you consider the Syrian Government to be 
much stronger than the Lebanese Government? 

A Again, I would have no comment on that. 

Q There appears among the Lebanese that once 


the PLO leave, the fighters leave, Israel and Syria are not 
going to move out of the country and we are going to witness 
a partition of the blessed place; what is the position of 
the U.S. on the question of partition? 


4 We have said many times that what we are 
looking for in the overall Lebanese situation is the depar- 
ture of all foreign forces from Lebanon and the establish- 
ment of the authority of the Central Government of Lebanon 
throughout the territory of Lebanon. 


Q Alan, you said that though at the same time while 
accepting the presence of Lebanon, of Major Haddad, for 
example. Would that be a violation of your views toward the 
withdrawl of all foreign forces? 
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fy I go back to guidance that we have used 
many, many weeks ago on this, Lars, which addressed the 
question of armed enclaves. If you don't have it, we can try 
and dig it out. It would address that question, sure. 


Q Has Secretary Shultz been in touch, within 
the last day, with Mr. Begin or any other Israeli officials? 


4 Directly? 

Q Yes. 

My I'm not aware that he has been in direct 
communication. He's been very much involved in the diplomacy 
in terms of developing positions and so on, but I'm not 
aware that he's had a direct communication in the last 
twenty-four hours with the Israeli Government. 
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Q I know you addressed it before but I wonder 
if anything has changed. Does this government see the 
Israeli continued shelling or violence there as a means of 
pressure acceptable by the United States to get the PLO out? 


A I will repeat what we have said before. We 
want all the firing to stop. 


Q Alan, I know that expression is that there are 
people dying everyday there. Is that the level of 
influence that the United States has reached in the Middle 
East, that you cannot even enforce a ceasefire? Is that 
something what the United States wants to find itself into? 


a I really don't have anything to say beyond 
what we've said on it. 


Q Did the Syrians provide adequate security 
for the Embassy in yesterday's little altercation? 


A The demonstration the day before yesterday? 


--MORE-- 
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Q The day before yesterday. 


A Anyway, I addressed the question -=- why I'm 
hesitating is that I'm trying to think of the date; but in any 
case, I addressed it to the extent that I'm prepared to, which 
ls that we believe that they should indeed fulfill theic 
Obligations, and that we have made our concerns known to them 
about this specific incident. 


Q How about today's demonstration? Does the same 
thing apply? 


a Which demonstrations? 
Q New Delhi? 
A I'm, frankly, not aware of those demonstrations. 


Q Alan, now that Ambassadoc Habib has left Israel 
again, does the United States believe that all of Israel's 
reservations, whatever they may be, have now been satisfied 
and that this is a matter of ratification in Beirut? 


A I don't want to characterize that myself. If 
the Iscaeli Government addresses that, that's up to them, but 
I don't want to get into that. 


Q Would it be consistent with the President's 
agreement in principle to go along with the multinational 
peacekeeping force in Beirut to have or to allow U.S. forces 
to become the initial, the first element, of that force to 
entec the city? 


A I was asked that before. 
Q In a different way. 
A I don't want to get into specifics about the 


multinational force at this point. We don't have an agreement; 
we don't have a request for the force. I think we must wait 
for those things before it would be appropriate to address 

that from here. 


Q You would not, then, cule out the possibility 
that U.S. Marines could be the first element of that force 
to entec the city? 


A You can always ask the question that wav, and 
then have the story "The U.S. today did not cule out 
such=and=such. " 


Q (Laughter) 
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A I'm not addressing the question. 


Q Ace the Syrian units in West Beirut covered by 
the plan now being negotiated? 


A I said yesterday I didn't want to get into the 
question of Syrian units. 


Q Does the Administration need Congressional 
approval or anything like that for the use of U.S. forces? 


A There is, obviously, a War Powers Resolution 
element hece, and we will comply with the law. 


2 While this is pechaps in the Pentagon's 
bailiwick, perhaps you can offer something on the current 
availability of U.S. Forces for participation in an inter- 
national peacekeeping force. 


x I have nothing beyond what we've said on this 
before. 


Q Can you conficm the massing of Israeli troops, 
both around Beirut and also just south of the Iscaeli-Lebanese 
bordec in anticipation of a failure of the negotiations? 


A No, I can't. 


Q On July 22nd, De. James Zogby, the Executive 
Dicectoc of the American Arab Anti-discrimination Committee, 
headed a delegation of Acab-American leadercs to the State 
Depactment, and they met with Scott Bucke and Larcy Acthuc 
about the problems and the need to extend the wock 
authocization and the voluntacy depactuce status to Lebanese 
and Palestinian tempocacy cesidents and students. 


On July 23, (inaudible) who is the legal counsel 
for the ADC, delivered an ucgent lettec urcging the State 
Depactment to do likewise and solve the vocoblem of the 
hundceds of Lebanese and Palestinian students who cannot gei. 
money from theic families and cannot get any assistance. 
The State Department promised that they would discuss this 
and they will give an answer. To date, August ll, there is 
no answec. I talked to the people from ADC last night, and 
they told me that the State Department completely did not take 
this into consideration, and there were no answecs. 
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I'm asking you if you can get an answer to this 
cequest of the Arab-American Community, that vou give us an 
answer as soon as possible? 


2 Let me look into that. 

Q O.K. 

a O.K. Ace we finished with this subject? 

Q The Washington Post today has a story, as I'm 
Sure you're aware, about the Puerto Ricans who have gone to 
Cuba. In the story it says that the Justice Department is 


asking the advice of the State Department on whether to 
prosecute those who seem to have violated some law. 





Is the State Department advising prosecution? 


A Let me simply say this, Bob. The transactions 
ceiated to travel to Cuba are covered by Treasury regulations, 
as we discussed here some weeks ago. Under Treasury's 
authority derived from the Trading With The Enemy Act, deci- 
sions on enforcement cefercrals to Justice are made by 
Treasury, which keeps other interested agencies informed. 


I don't have anything beyond that at this vooint. 
The story obviously has just broken, and I would cefec you to 
Treasury as the point of first information on this. 


Q Do you have any update on your dealings with 
the City of Glen Cove -=- the Peoples Democratic Republic of 
Glen Cove? 


A No, I have no fuctherc update on that. 

Q Can you tell us something about the meeting the 
Secretary had with the Foreign Ministec of El Salvador? 

A No, I don't have a readout on that meeting. 

Q Alan, do you have any further comment on 


yesterday's vote in the House on the pipeline sanctions? 


A Yes, I do. This is the Findley-Bonker Amendment? 
Q Yes. 
A The bill would cemove (1) the Decemberc 


suspension of licensing for o1l and gas equipment and 
techrology for the Soviet Union; (2) the December suspension 
of licensing for high-technology goods and manufacturing 
technology for the Soviets; and (3) the June measures which 
block replacement of U.S. firms by subsidiaries and licensees 


abroad. 
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These are all sianificant elements of ‘ne 
President's sanctions. We oppose this legislation because it 
would cemove the pressure of these sanctions on the Soviet and 
Polish Governments to end the brutal cepression of the Polish 
people. The specific objectives of bringing about an end to 
mactial law, the celease of the political prisonercs, and the 
ceestablishment of a dialogue in Poland ace shared Allied 
goals. 


The President fully considered the problems the 
contcols might create with our Allies and the unfortunate con- 
sequences for the commercial interests of our ficms, but he 
decided that the foreign policy objective of pressing the 
Soviets to improve the situation in Poland was of overriding 
impoctance. 


The imposition of these sanctions is authorized 
by the Export Administration Act and is consistent with the 
guidelines Congress laid down in the Act. Congress properly 
established as guidelines for foreign policy export controls, 
but legislation should not mandate that specific controls be 
imposed or removed. 


Congressional support of HR-6838 would hamper the 
President's effort to develop and pursue a common fast/West 
policy with our Allies, 97 viien sanctions is only a small 
pact; and it would limit his flexibilicy aad sre authority co 
deal with a crisis of majoc importance to the West. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 
Q Do you have any comment on the House vote on the 


Romanian MFN yesterday? 


A I don't have a comment but, let me see if we can 
get it for you. 


Q One moce question: Shultz wrote a letter to 
the Hill yestecday which was quoted ducing the heacing and 
enteced into the cecocd of the hearing yestecday. Can you 
celease that lettec? 


A No, I cannot. The substance is consistent with 
what I just gave you, but it ceally is, in essence, the pro=- 
pecty of the Hill; and I would ask vou to get it from them if 
you want to get the exact text. 


Q Another pcoblem with the Allies is the steel 
Situation. Is the State Depactment doing anything to alleviate 
a possible trade war between the EEC and the U.S. over the 
steel question? 
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a The only thing I would say about the steel 
Situation is that the State Department does play a cole in 
such talks, but I don't have specifics to give you; and we 


cectainly are not interested in getting into a trade wac with 
the Eucopeans. 


Q Does the State Department approve of the 


culings handed down by Commerce? Do you have any input in those 
cules? 


q I'm not familiar with the specifics and I don't 
have a comment to offer on it. 


Q Has the State Depactment received any response 
from the Soviets on the President's proposal to extend the 
gcain agreement by one yeac? 


oa I'm not aware of a specific response per se. 
Thece have been some discussions which have taken place, but I 
don't have a ceadout to give you at this point. 


Q I have to take you back to the Middle East. In 
the cuccent issue of FBIS, on page D-l, The Minister of State 
for Foreign Affaics of Egypt, Dr. Boutros Ghali, was interc- 
viewed by a London-based magazine, and he suggested about 


_ Lebanon that the situation has to come to the point where he 


suggested that the stability of Lebanon is creating a state 
of “pecmanent neutcality” similac to Swiss neutcality. 
And he goes along with other points in this. 


What is the United States’ position about the 
neutcality of Lebanon, because therce are many voices in a lot 
of places, and there is a national organization which was 
formed not a very long time ago for a neutcal Lebanon? 


A I don't have a specific comment to offer you 
beyond what we've said before about the rceestablishment of the 


authocity of the Centcal Government of Lebanon thcoughout Lebanon. 
I would have to leave it at that. 


Q Alan, does the Administcation have a position 
on the Symms Amendment, which was heading towacd approval by 
the Senate today -- the Symms Amendment on Cuba? 


A We have expressed oucselves on that before. I 
don't have anything new. 


0 Thece seems to be some confusion on the Senate 
fFlooc as to what the Administcation position is. 
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on I think we could help you dig out what we've 
Said on it before. We have expressed our support for it in 
the past. I'd cefec you to the-words that we used. 


Q Forgive me if this was asked yesterday or the 
day before. Do you have anything on the various shootings and . 
bombings in Pacis? ! “ 


a Yes. Ficst, the question was asked yesterday 
about the names of the two American citizens who were killed 
in the Pacis bombing we were addressing at that point. The 
dead ace Mrs. Ann Van Zanten, age 30, of Illinois, and Mes. 
Geace Cutler, age 66, of Skokie, Illinois. 


As I indicated yesterday, there were two Americans 
who wece also injuced in that blast. Both are expected to 
cecovec. But as I said, due to Privacy Act considerations, I 
can't give you theic names. 


As fac as the latest attack, we have seen ceporcts 
that thece has been another incident, the sixth in cecent 
days. This apparently involves the bombing of a Paris bank, 
and eacly cepocts indicate that one person was seriously hurt. 


We deploce this series of barbaric acts against 
innocent individuals which has already cost many lives. We 
ace confident that the French Government is taking all 
possible action to apprehend those cespons:ible, and to try to 
peevent any furtherc oc future incidents. 


Q Thece was also a cepoct that just came over the 
Reutecs wice that there was a bombing outside the Iraqi 
Embassy in Pacis. Ace you aware of that? 

A No, I'm not awace of it, but the same 
expressions of concecn and deploring this kind of activity 
obviously would apply. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the South African 
caids into Angola? 


A I have nothing on that. 
Q Thank you. 


A You'ce welcome. 


(The beitefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I'm sorry for the 
delay. I'm not going to have a lot to say about the subject 
which is most on your minds, but let me say what I do have. 


Ambassador Habib's negotiations were stopped 
because of heavy Israeli air strike and shelling of Beirut 
this morning. The President has been in contact with the 
Prime Minister of Israel, and the air strikes and shelling 
have ceased as of about 10:30 this morning our time. 


The White House will be addressing this issue 
shortly, and I'll have nothing further on it. 


I do have one other announcement to give you, and 
that is a senior Department official will give a BACKGROUND 
briefing on Liberia tomorrow, Friday, August 13, at 2:00 
p.m. here in the press briefing room. 


¢) Is there any urgency that suggests this 
backg rounder? 
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My The briefing is simply in the context of the 
visit of Liberia's head of state Doe to the United States 
August 14-19. 
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¢) What is the condition of the talks? You said 
they were stopped? I mean, are they suspended? Are they 
going to be renewed? 


A I have nothing further on that at this point. 
As I say, I refer you to whatever the White House will be 
Saying on this. 


0 So at this point, indeed, they're still 
stopped? 


A I've given you everything I've got to give 
you at this particular moment. 


¢) Where is Habib now? 





= A He's in Beirut. 
Q What time is the briefing at the White House? 
A. I understand that they will be addressing 

5 this issue shortly. 


To anticipate your question, I don't know 
precisely what is going to be done or when it is going to be 


done. 


Q Do you have any indication the President will 
make an announcement? 


A I can only give you what I've got, which is 
that. 


Q Is there any reason why the White House will 
be addressing it and not -- 


a Again, I will leave it to the White House to 
address the issue. 


Q Can you pipe it in here? 
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A I don't think that's likely. 
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Q What was the form of the President's contact 
with -- 


A Again, I will leave that to the White House. 


Q Which side was it that stopped negotiations? 
The U.S.? You said, “They were stopped." 


ay They stopped. At this point I am not going 
to go beyond what I've said but it will be addressed, and 
there wiil be information available. 

Q Filing break. 


A Fine. 


0 Do you share the same fears that Secretary 
Weinberger has expressed in Los Angeles that if Israel 
invades West Beirut, that this invasion will become, as he 
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put it, a massacre, and the United States would be blamed 
for it by cther nations? 


A I am not going to try to get into that sort 
of question at this particular point. 


e Q Can you give us any characterization of the 
state of the talks at this point? I mean, is there still 
progress? Is there still momentum building? 


A What I've given you is what we've got today 
on this as of this moment. 
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Q There is no characterization from the State 
Decartment today on the state of the negotiations? 


A Not beyond what I've just given you, no. 

Q Is the White House briefing at 1:00 o'clock 
Or is it now. You said now; is it already begun or what? 

A I'm sorry. Has what already begun? 

Q The “WRite House, on this? 

a I don't know what time. Shortly is what I 
said. 

Q Was Ambassador Habib physically talking to 
somebody and broke it up because of the shelling? 

A I don't have any more details to give you 
on it. 

Q What was your opecative phrase? The nego- 


tiations were stopped because of what? 


My Heavy Israeli air stcikes and shelling of 
Beirut this morning. 


Q Can you conficm the fact that the Israelis 
have declared a unilateral ceasefire? 


A As I said, my undecstanding is that the air 
stcikes and the shelling ceased as of 10:30. I don't have 
any moce detail to give you beyond that. 


Q You don't know if they ceased because of a 
declared ceasefire? 


A Thece just isn't anything more I can give 
you. It may be addressed at the White House. 


Q Was the contact that President Reagan had 
with Prime Minister Begin by telephone, by telegram? 


A That, again, I would leave to them to 
address. It is not for me to do so. 


Q Was the U.S. statement of our objection to 
the shelling and air strikes stronger than it has been in 
the past, Or was it another in the continuing secies of wicn- 
ings to Iscael? 


A I haven't chacactecized what was said and 
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I'm not going to go into what was said. I can tell you that 
earlier this morning Secretary Shultz was in contact with 
Ambassador Habib. He spoke with him, but I don't have a 
characterization to offer you. 


Q Can you tell us when he was in touch with 
Ambassador Habib? 


A It was sometime before 93:00 o'clock, between 
8:00 and 9:00. I don't know specifically. 


Q Did Habib call Shultz or did Shultz call 
Habib? 

A I don't know who placed the call. 

Q I guess I'm trying to determine whether 


Habib said to Shultz, look, I can't operate under these con- 
ditions, we've got to do something, or did Shultz initiate 
the -- 


A I'm afraid I'll have to leave it simply 
that they spoke this morning. 

Q Alan, 10:30 hours is Eastern Daylight Time? 

A That's correct. 

Q Alan, was this precipitated by a walkout of 
the meeting by Lebanese Prime Minister Shafiq Wazzan? 

fy I don't have any further details to give 
you. 

Q Do you have anything you want to volunteer? 

A No. You want to talk about other subjects? 


I'll be happy to do that. 


Q Alan, before you go to other subjects, can you 
State unequivocably and in a clear way now, at this date, 
that the United States doesn't want West Beirut destroyed by 
Israel because last week you had a statement -- 


A We certainly stick by -- 

Q That statement? 

A Sure. Absolutely. 

Q The second part of the question: How do 


you describe the response from the PLO on reaching an 
agreement about the withdrawal? You said yesterday or the 
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day before yestecday that they want to leave and they want 
to withdraw. You stand by this again today? 


a Yes. 


Q You have said in the past many times that 
the U.S. -=- most cecently yesterday -- that the U.S. does 
not determine which side violated the ceasefire and you can- 
not determine that. In view of the announcement you just 
made, does the U.S. today have any conclusion to offer on 
whether the Israeli air strikes, the heavy Israeli air 
stcikes and shelling that you referred to were a violation 
of the ceasefire. 


a No, I have no judgments to offer you on 
that today. 

Q Thank you. 

fy You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #137 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 13, 1982, 12:30 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announ- 
cements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


oreign 


Q Is there going to be a news conference by 
the Secretary? 


A I'm sure there will be. 

Q When? 

A I don't have anything on it, Bernie. 
Q And on a Middle East briefing? 

A Again, I have nothing on that. 


re) Alan, do you have a situation report on 
what's happening in Gdansk, or do you have any reaction to 
what's happened this morning? 


4 We can confirm that there were demonstra- 
tions in Gdansk and in the Krakow area of Poland marking the 
ninth month, or the beginning of the ninth month, of martial 
law there. Our information indicates that the demonstrators 
in Gdansk were mainly young people and that tear gas was 
used against them by the security forces. 
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These events demonstrate, once again, that 
the Polish poeple continue to demand the ending of martial 
law and the restoration of their basic human rights. 


Q What does that suggest about the status of 


American sanctions, technology sanctions? Is the 
Adminstration's continuing review of those sanctions thrust 
in one direction or another by this type of demonstration? 


A I'm not sure what you mean when you say 
review of the technology sanctions. 


2) You said repeatedly that the sanctions or 
policy is under review. Is this -- 
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a No, I think what we've said repeatedly is 
that the U.S. sanctions against Poland and the Soviet Union 
are based upon the course of events in Poland and that if 
the Polish regime were to make progress or substantial 
progress toward the three stated goals, the U.S. ready 
to reconsider its sanctions. 


Q Alan, let's put today's events, then, in 
perspective relative to a couple of weeks ago, the relaxation 
somewhat of the status by Jaruzelski. Does this suggest one 
thing or another? 


A It's certainly not what one would call a 
positive development, but I don't think we indicated at that 
time that there was any easing considered as of that point. 


Q As long as we are on the subject of sanc- 
tions, do you have any reaction of the EC? 


Q What's on that piece of paper, Alan? 
A It's none of your business, Lester. 
fe) You're acerbic. 

A That's right. 


Regarding the EC, we are, of course, studying the 
EC's legal views. The EC comments were submitted in accor- 
dance with the procedure for public comments on interim 
export Administration regulations. The Department of 
Commerce is also considering the EC comments as part of the 
normal review procedure under the Export Administration Act 
before Commerce publishes the final regulations. 


Q Is that it? 
A That, essentially, is it. 
fe) You mean to say you are taking a complaint 


from the European Community merely as part of the Federal 
Register review process? 


A They've given legal views on this question. 
Obviously we've had other discussions with them about 
the question of sanctions and so on, but our position on that 
is well known. 


Q Will you have further comment on the EC? 


fy I don't expect to. 


Q Do you expect to talk to them about it? 
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A I don't know what the next steps would be 
in terms of discussions with the EC in particular. 


I'm sure that conversations will be con- 
tinued with a variety of people; whether in the context of 
this particular note on sanctions that the EC has made 
available or not, I can't tell you. 


0 What is the status of the Habib talks in 
the Middle East? 

Q Could we go back to Poland? 

a As long as we are on Europe, let's stay on 
that. 

Q Has there been any indication of unusual 


troop movements either inside Poland or in the countries 
around Poland since the outbreak of rioting in Gdansk in the 
Krakow area? 


A I'm not aware of any troop movement, unu- 
sual troop movements, Bob. 


Q Or military activity. 


A No, not military activity. Obviously, the 
Polish Government is prepared to deal with this particular 
Situation but I consider this as security forces as opposed 
to the military forces I assume you're asking about, and 
the answer is that there is no indication of unusual move- 
ment in that respect. 


Habib? 
A Yes, Habib. 
Q Following the successful implementation of 


a ceasefire yesterday, the negotiations have now resumed. 
The ceasefire is holding well. We have a report from our 
people in Beirut that "the unaccustomed silence is very 
pleasant." All parties must observe scrupulously the cease- 
fire so that the negotiations can continue to make progress. 
Maintenance of the ceasefire is absolutely essential to 
progress. 


°) Alan, since the negotiations resumed, has 
there been any progress? , 


A I don't have a status report to give you on 
that, Barry. 


0 How much progress do we mean? In other 
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words, how long must this be, Alan? Do we have any idea; 
could it go on for a month, six months or years or what? 


A We would hope that this could be concluded 
fairly shortly. But, Lester, I have no way -- 

Q What is “fairly shortly?" 

A I'm not going to try to put a timeframe on 


it. We're not talking about months. 


Q It's less than a month, then? 

A Certainly, we would hope that would be the 
case. I don't want to try to be specific. 

Q That's wonderful. 

e) Where is Phil Habib now? 

4 He's in Beirut. 

e) He's in Beirut. Does he intend to go back 


to Jerusalem? 


Ay I don't know of any plan of his to go back 
to Jerusalem. I saw him quoted by one of the wires when 
asked that question as saying “wait and see" or something of 
that sort, but I don't know of any specific plans at this point 
for him to go back. 


e) One of the Beirut radio services also 
quoted one of the participants in the meeting as saying that 
Habib told him that he was going back to Israel again. So 
my question is, as to the timing of the next stage with the 
Sabbath coming tomorrow presumably there would not be any 
further negotiations if they concluded in Beirut? 


a I don't have any specifics to offer you. 

Q Can you say whether they have concluded in 
Beirut? 

By I just don't have any specifics to offer 
you. 

0 Can you say whether the optimism, the 


cautious Optimism that existed two days ago is back in place 
again? Is everything where it was two days ago or has 
anything changed in the negotiations as a result of 
yesterday's activities? 


A It's hard to measure in a sense. There's 
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great sensitivity to the issue of the ceasefire. That has 
been something we have been saying for a long time. It 
became more evident perhaps yesterday what we were talking 
about. 


I don't think it would be fair to say that 
there has been a reversal of anybody's position or setback in 
that sense because of it at this point. 


Q Anything on the human situation in Beirut 
-- water, electricity, food? 


4 The situation with respect to essential 
services and supplies rewains critical. We're working with 
the parties involved to get supplies through the crossing 
points. The water suppiy remains on, the electricity is 
off, and fuel supplies are very short. 


Q Do we feel that negotiations were in any 
way, Or settlement was delayed because of the attack 
yesterday? 


A Sure. It was delayed, at a minimum, by the 
amount of time that the talks were not able to be held. 


0 What is our estimate of how long it will 
take the PLO to pack? 


A Lester, I don't have any -- 
Q Get ready to go out? 
. 4 I don't have that kind of an estimate to 
give you. 
Q The only thing is this. It suggests that 


they may take a long, long time. There's silence now. How 
long would it take them? We have no idea how long it would 
take them to pack and get aboard? 


4 Lester, I don't have anything to say to you 
on that subject from here, whether we have an idea about it 
Or not. 


Q There were reports that the evacuation 
might start around this time next week and it would go on 
ships flying Red Cross flags. Can you say anything about 
that? 


%y No, I really can't. 


Q When you say it was delayed, is there 
anything more specific in terms of days? How long do we 
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think it was delayed? 


A I say, at least as long as they weren't 
able to carry on conversations because they couldn't 
progress during that period of time. That's been the 
problem frequently during this situation. I don't want to 
suggest to you that there's an extended delay which has 
thereby been caused. We don‘t know that as of this point. 


©) Does the Department have any comment on the 
Israeli Cabinet's decision to a rein in Ariel Sharon? 


4 No, I don't have any comment. 


0 Two questions, please. I just received a 
telex from Beirut saying that, in the words of the 
telex, that Ambassador Habib has given the Lebanese and 
Palestinians what they call an ultimatum, that within forty- 
eight hours if something does not begin the killing and the 
destruction would resume. Can you make any comment on that? 


A That sounds sounds entirely wrong to me. I 
think one can safely reject that. 


e) The second question, please. The events of 
yesterday, some people believe, prove that the United 
States really wanted it, some results produced; and they're 
saying that the United States did not, until now, do what it 
did yesterday and they were really focusing more of the 
blame on the United States. Can you respond to that? 


a I've responded to that sort of question 
before. We have done everything that we could that we felt 
was productive in circumstances at any given time to move 
this process forward, including the maintenace of the cease- 
fire, and I just don't have an observation beyond that. 


Q We're trying to get the best account of 
what you mean by “delay.” 


es Barry, I don't have anything more really to 
Say about delay than I've said. 


Q Well, what you've said so far, it strikes 
me, is that they were delayed, literally, when they weren't 
talking. Was there any setback? 


oes I answered that question before. I said -- 


¢) No. 


By Yes, I did. 
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9 In issues? You mean people have (inaudible) 


positions that were taken and are now being rethought? 


A I answered that question directly and said 
no. I apologize but I did directly answer that question. 


0 Was the issue of the U.N. observers 
settled? 


A I'm not going to get into specifics of any 
individual issues that may or may not be on point. 


0 The point is you've been unwilling until 
now to respond to questions to explain why the State 
Department thought it would be preferable to have silence 
when, indeed, there was progress when the Israelis are ham- 
mering. So at some point you're going to have to tell us 
about the progress that was made when the Israelis stopped 
hammering because this is the way you want it played. 


Ay I think you will have to decide -- 


e) But you can't tell us yet that you've made 
any headway because of the lack of fighting. It hasn't had 
a salutatory effect yet. 


a Sure. The discussions resumed today 
because of the lack of fighting. 


0 They were talking even when there was 
bombing -- 

rer And they stopped, Barry. They stopped. 

0 The Lebanese Government protested the 


deployment of Israeli forces to the north of Beirut, mainly 
to Byblos and the Laklok area. Will you be able to tell us 
anything about it? 


A No. 

0 Do you agree with them? 

oN I don't have anything to share with you on 
that. 

?) Do you think that the deployment of these 


forces serves any purpose? There are no Palestinians in 
that part. 


4 I just don't have any comment to offer you 


on that. 
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0 Do you know of any greater Israeli 
willingness expressed so far about the acceptance of a U.N. 
or Multinational Force? 


Q No. Again, I'm not able to go into details 
about the talks. 


Q According to FBIS, Mr. Shafiq Wazzan sent a 
message to Philip Habib saying that the Lebanese and the 
Palestinains, the Palestine Liberation Organization agreed 
to all of his terms and his conditions and it is just up to 
the United States and the Israelis, from their side, to put 
this agreement into implementation. What do you comment on 
that? 


a I've seen the report. I can't confirm it. 
I don't have information beyond the report. 


Q It's reported in FBIS. 
4 I know. I saw the report. 
re) The second question. There is an organiza- 


tion here in tashington which came out just in the last few 
days, Save Lebanon, Inc., is associated with the 

American Arab Anti-Discrimination Committee; and this organi- 
zation is embarking on a humanitarian effort to salvage what 
we can salvage from the defamed, amputeed and burned infants 
in Lebanon. 


They requested entry visas to the United 
States for twenty Palestinian and Lebanese children, 
infants, to be treated at the Monsure Medical Center in 
Pennsylvania. Can you tell us if such visas will be granted 
so we know what is the status of the request for twenty 
visas and entry of the infants from Lebanon? 


4 I don't nave any information. Why don't I 
see if we have anything on this. 
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Q Has the Administration yet received a formal 
ceaquest from the Government of Lebanon to send trooos? 


A No. 


Q Have you any conficmation to the cepoct that 
Bassam asked about that Israeli forces actually ace noving? 
Ace you awace of the cepoct that they ace mnovina? 


“ I'm awace of the cepocts. I cannot conficm 
those cepocts at this point, and I have no comment on the 
cenocts. 


9 Could it still be assumed that the negotiations 
ace having emphasis only on West Beircut after the nove 
towacds withdrawal? 


A Ambassadoc Yabib's discussions have, as we have 
said before, focused on the question of West Beircut and 
Beirut except inasmuch as we have pointed out that there are 
next steps, in tecms of Lebanon as a whole and the entire 
Middle East peace process. But, yes, in basic terms in answer 
to youc question, that is the focus. 


Q Whece was Secrcetacy Shultz? Was he in touch 
this morcning with Mc. Habib or was he in any way involved spe- 
cifically this mocning in the Lebanon situation? 


fy He certainly has been involved in the Lebanon 
Situation. I don't believe he spoke with Ambassador Habib 
this mocning. 


Q Has he been in touch with the Iscaelis oc any- 
body else? 


ay He pecsonally? I'm not aware that he has pec- 
sonally cecently been involved. 


@) Alan, was the incident in which the American 
militacy officers were inteccepted and held at a checkpoint 
not in a town nocth of Beirut? 


ay You'ce talking about the business a few days 
ago? 

@) Yes. 

A I think that was, as I rcecall the rcepocts, 


in Juniyah, which was the acea from which, you will rcecall, 
thece wece a number of departuces. It's an area of staging in 
and out to a certain extent. 
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0 But is it not nocth of B3eicut? 
A I think it is nocth of Beircut. 
0 So isn’t that conficmation that in fact the 


Iscaelis ace nocth of Beircut? 


an I don't think that's what the ceports are 
talking about, though. 


Q Wiil thece have to be a new set of negotiations 
to cemove the other foreign forces from Lebanon after the 
West Beircut problem is solved? 


a It will have to be addressed separately. I 
don’t know what focm it will take, Rarcrcy, but, yes, there 
would have to be a -- 


Q You don't know if it will be in the same way. 
Cectainly, you don't know if Yabib will stay on and do 
something like that? 


A No, I don't. 


0 What about the Palestinian guerccillas who ace 
not in West Beicut? Is that being dealt with as part of the 
Habib mission oc indeed will that be pact of anothec step? 


oes The only thing I can ceally say about that at 
this point is that the focus is on the Beicut question at this 
point. 


0 All cight. Well, will guerccillas other than 
those in West Beicut leave under the agreement being worked 
Out by Mc. Habib? 


A I would like to stick to my language, which I 
think in effect answers youc question, and say that the 
question of the cemoval of all foreign forces from Lebanon 
beyond the Beicut question is something which we had expressed 
Ouc Opinion about. We think it should happen, must happen, 
and we will addcess that. 


Q It seems to me that you are concentrating on 
the question of West Beicut and the PLO gueccillas. What 
about aftec they leave? I mean, Barcy has a point. What will 
happen to the seizuce of the city? Will the Iscaelis finish 
the seige? Will they pull out from the outskirts of 
Beicut? 


4y I don't have a view to offer you on that at 
this pacticulac point. I think you ace talking now about 
issues which go beyond the present effoct, and that is whece 
Ouc attention is focused. 
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0 Do we expect the Iscaelis to pull out of 
Lebanon before the Syrians? 


a Lestec, I've said before that I did not intend 
to get into the question of the specifics of what would happen 
latec, including specifically the question of staging. 


Q What we want is them all to go as soon as this 
thing is settled. Is that it? 


2 We want them all to go. I don't have a 
specific -- 


Q At one time the State Department was in favor 
of leaving the Sycians there. As I cecall, several times from 
that podium it was defended because it said they were a 
"peacekeeping force." Now, they ace no longer a peacekeeping 
force, I take it; is that correct? 


A In the context of what has happened, indeed in 
not only the last several weeks but before that, we have 
indicated that we want all foreign forces out of Lebanon. 


0 They didn't -=- Alan, just one follow up. 

0 Filing break. 

a Filing break, yes, go ahead. 

Q One follow-up, Alan: They did not demonstrate 


vecy much peacekeeping in view of the estimated 109,000 vic- 
tims of the PLO before the Iscaelis went in there, did they, 


Alan? 


A Lestec, I don't have a particular comment to 
offer you on that. 


Q Is the Lebanese Government being asked to 
disinvite the Acab peacekeeping force as essentially a Sycian 
occupation army? 


aN Barccy, that's the kind of detail at this point, 
I simply could not -- 


0 It's not detail; it's a -= I mean, it's not 
insignificant. 


aN I'm not denying the importance of the question, 
but I'm not pceparced to go into that. 
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Q Alan, do you have anything on casualty figures 
in Beirut yesterday? 


A No, I don't. I've seen lots of figures in the 
peess, different ones, but I don‘t have anything on then. 

Q Who does the govecnment hold responsible for 
that aic caid and the orders, Ministerc Sharon oc Prime 
Ministec Begin? 


x I wouldn't begin to venture a guess on that. 


Q Aftec Ambassadoc Habib finishes solving the 
question of West Beicut, is he going to cemain in Beircut to 
work on the othec phase? 

+. 

a I was asked this before. I don't know. 

I don't know his plans. 


; % & 
Q Have thece been any fucthec communications Yrom 
King Fahd cegarcding negotiations in Beicut? 


on I'm not awace of any fucthec communications 
beyond the conversation that the White House talked about 
yestecday. But I must say that thece is cathec frequent 
communication with the Government of Saudi Arabia. 


Q Can you get the times of those calls? 
A Laccy addcessed himself to that yesterday. 
Q You say the focus is On West Beicut. The focus 


is on the PLO withdcawal from West Beircut. Is that what you 
mean? 


A I'd cathec leave it that the focus is on West 
Beicut. 

Oo What does that mean, it's on West Beicut? 

Ay Well, cesolving the problem thece at this 
point. 

0 But it does not involve the withdcawals of 


Sycians and Iscaelis, is that what you'ce saying? 


A What I said befoce about the question of 
Sycians was that I wasn't prepaced to address the question. 
I'm afcaid I'll have to stick with that. That ceally is all 
I've got on it. 
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?) Alan, there is one concern out of al 
especially with the Lebanese Government -- aad I he 
from Ambassadoc Teczi of the United Nations -- that 
PLO move out of the City and the Country of Lebason, 
thece will be an Iscaeli-Sycian condominium tc stay in Leba 
because you ace not making your position clear. You are 
hacdening the possibilities of coming to an agreement. 


‘ 
-~ 
. oe 


Some people say, “Why do the PLO have to go out if 
Iscael and Sycia ace going to stay in Lebanon and make a 
condominium therce and pactition the country?" 


A I think ouc position has been, on the contrary, 
Quite cleac, and that is we want all foreign forces out. 


0 Can you spell it out? Do you want the Sycian 
and the Iscaelis out, too? 


Ay suce. 
Q Immediately aftec the withdrawal of the PLO? 
4 I can*t tell you immediately in tercms of what 


is practical. The fact of the mattec is that we want them all 
out, and we've said that. 


Q Alan, is thece a separate set of negotiations 
going on now which involve basically just the United States 
and Iscael that deal with the technical aspects of getting the 
multinational force in, foc example, the cemoval of mines on 
the beaches whece the force might land, and so on? 


rs I don't think it iS appropriate to go again 
into this soct of detail. Obviously, we have discussions with 
all of the pacties concecned, eithec dicectly oc indicectly, 
On any aspect celevant to the situation. So if that werce a 
celevant point, one can assume that thece would be some 
discussion of it. I can't conficm to you -- 


e, It would be soct of one-sided; it wouldn't pe a 
gcoup negotiation any moce. It would be a dealing wit! the 
occupying focce. 


A I don't want to go into that. 


0 Will the 1,000 to 2,900 Sycians in West Beicut 
be allowed to stay? 


rN Again, I just said to Becnie that I was not 
ocepaced to addcess the question of the Sycians at this point. 
0 Alan, when you say, “The focus is on Reicut, 


specifically West Beicut,"” would that include Sycian and PLO 
forces? 





ae 
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A I've answered the question to the extent I'm 
prepared to answer it at this point. 


e) On the Middle East, does this Administration, 
has it adopted a certain attitude toward the Arab summit 
conference -- 


A No. 

Q ~- with postponement or against or not et all? 
A No. 

QO On youc eaclier question about the Pahd 


involvement, would you characterize the Saudi cole as being 
helpful or in any other way? 


A Yes, we've had very constructive discussions 
with the Saudis. 


0 Will the peacekeeping forces’ functions involve 
anything beyond the disentanglement of the PLO guerrcil: is and 
the Iscaelis? 


fy That is a legitimate question. It is the kind 
of issue, however, which at this point, cegrettably, we'rce not 
prepared to address publicly. That is a question which is 
propecly put, I think, at the time we'ce -- 


Q I mean all the possible internal, factional 
fights that might come about, the lacgerc issues of the 
Iscaelis and the Syrians getting at each othec possibly, does 
any of that fall within the purview of the peacekeeping force 
Oc, basically, keeping the peace of the evacuation. 


a Barcy, again, that is a question about the 
substance of what is going on in the negotiations at this 


point, and you haven't had the pleasure of hearing me cefuse 
to comment on it daily from here. 


0 I listen to you on the squawk box. 


4 O.Ke. You've had the pleasure from there; now 
you can have it from here. 


0 I would like to go to anotherc area, if I may. 


A OK. 


gn 
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Q Just before Panama's President Rojo was ousted 
in a coup, the military high command there charged that the 
United States violated the Panama Canal Treaty by sending 
Panama-based American personnel, military personnel, to 
Honduras on maneuvers. I was wondecing what was ourc rceaction, 


if any, to that. I have a follow-up. 


rN Lestec, I'm afraid I'm going to have to rceferc 
you to the Press Office where there is guidance which existed 
sometime ago. I don't have it with me. 


0 I'll ask one follow-up, if I may: What is the 
State Department's reaction to Senator Laxalt's call for 
heacings on a charge by one of your State Department attorneys 
who points out that the Panama Canal Treaties are flawed? 


A I don't have a reaction to that. 


Q You mean, you're not interested in this -- 
Senator Laxalt? Here's the question. The basic question -- 


A Lesterc, I heacd youc question, but I don't have 
a ceaction to it. 


QO Could I state what my question is, because I 
haven't? As you cemember, there is a measure in there which 
says, "Measures to ceopen the Canal or to cestore its normal 
Operation if it should be interccupted orc obstructed would be 
effected in a mannec consistent with the principles of mutual 
cespect and cooperation on which the new relationship 
established by that Treaty is based." 


That's what Panama put in at the last minute, just 
befoce Cactec went down there. 


The question is: How do you ceconcile that to the 
DeConcini Amendment without which it would never have passed? 


A I don't know -- 


fe) Dee (name inaudible) who worked for 
twenty yeacs, contends that this is a flaw. 


4 Lestec <-=- 
0 Thank you. 


A You'ce welcome. 


(The bciefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #138 


MONDAY, AUGUST 16, 1982, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One brief announce- 
ment. Avatlable in the Press Office are a limited number of 
copies of Foreign Relations of the United States, 1952-54, 


"Indochina," in two parts. 


Please note on the press release the embargo of 
6:00 p.m., Saturday, August 21, 1982. One copy per organi- 
zation, and for further details I would ask that you contact 
the Office of the Historian as is indicated on the press 


release which is also available. 





I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q When is the Secretary going to have a news 
conference? 


A At some point. 


Q Has Mc. Habib requested that the Marines 
leave Naples now to go to Lebanon? 


A No. I understand that the ships that were in. 
Naples may have left. Again, I ask you to turn to the 
Pentagon for that. Their shore leave has ended and 
they have resumed normal operations with the fleet. 
But we don't have a request yet, and they are not in that 
mode which is what I think you are getting at. 

Q But they're not on the way to Lebanon, then, 


as you know it? 

A My understanding is as I've just given to 
you. 

Q By which you mean there hasn't been a request 
from the Government of Lebanon? 


A That's cight. 


Q Give me an assessment of Ambassador Habib's 
What is he doing? What has he accomplished in 


mission. 
Iscael? 
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A On the basis of Ambassador Habib's visit to 
Israel this weekend and further talks in Beirut, we believe 
that most of the outstanding issues in the negotiations have 


_been resolved. 


Some points remain to be negotiated, but as the 
President indicated, we are reasonably optimistic and we 
ucge all parties to cooperate with Ambassador Habib's 
efforts to achieve agreement as soon as possible. 


Q What can you tell us on what issues remain to 
be negotiated? What points are still unresolved? 


A I'm going to have to stick to my usual 
refusal to get into details. 


Q Do you have a time that it might come to a 
close? There seem to be a lot of predictions about this 
week. 


A That would be nice, but I can't predict at 
this moment. 


Q Do you have something to tell us about a> 
meeting between the Secretary of State and Senator Baker and 
what it's all about? 


4 In the context of looking to the future and 
to the broader Middle Eastern questions -- including not only 
the entire Lebanon question but also the Middle East peace 
process -- the President and the Secretary have discussed 
On several occasions at length what might be done, how they 
might approach this question. 


In the course of these discussions the President 
has asked that Secretary Shultz seek the views of Members of 
Congress. He is now actively engaged in doing that. One 
part of this is that he is going to be at the Senate 
Republican Leadership luncheon today, and, as I say, will be 
seeking their views on the Palestinian question. 


Q Does he have a plan beyond seeing the Senate 
Republican Leadership? How extensive or how long is he 
planning to be in this survey mode? 


A I don't have a reading to give you on that. 
This is an issue which is of considerable importance, and to 
which attention already has been given and will be given in 
the future. 











As we've noted in the past, the immediate focus 
has been on the Beirut problem, but we're now looking ahead 
to what may be done on the broader issues. 


Q Is he taking to the Members of Congress some 
suggestions of what might be done in his opinion, or just 
asking them what do they want to do about it? 


gn 


A No. I think his principal objective is to 
seek their views. 


Q But he is not taking any suggestions or 
proposals? 


A This is what my understanding is: That he is 
there primarily to listen and to seek their views. 


Q On a side-bar question, is there any reason 
that that appearance today is not on the Secretary's schedule? 


A I think it was arcanged recently. I don't 
know quite when it was arranged, but it isn't on the 
schedule I've got either. But I know it has been set up. 


Q Is it not on because of the recent arrange- 
ment, or is that going to be the policy when he goes 
to the Hill? 
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A No. I don't think it's the latter. I don't 
know why this didn't appear, but it didn't appear on any 
schedule of his that I've seen. I know it was something 
that was arranged since he talked with the President and so 
on. I don't know when the schedules were put out. 


Q Regarding the peace process in the Middle 
East, do you have any comment on the Israeli Government's 
decision not to go ahead with discussions on the future of 
the Palestinians in occupied territories until the Israelis 
get out of Lebanon? 


A The Israeli decision? 


Q The Egyptian decision. 


A I haven't even seen that ceport. I gather 
there's a FBIS report on that. I haven't seen it, and I 
would not be able to comment on it beyond saying that we and 
Israel and Egypt all remain committed to the Camp David pro- 
cess. As I've indicated, we intend to turn as an important 
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and urgent matter to the broader peace process questions. 
But on the specific report, I can't comment. 


Q Do you know where the decision on 
Jerusalem as a meeting site stands now? 


A No, I don't. I don't have anything new on 
that. 


Q Could you try and get something for us on 
that today? 


A I'm not sure that we would be commenting on an 
Egyptian statement in any case, but I will look into it. 


Q It applies to the Camp David process that 
you've been talking about. 


A Let me took into it. 


Q Is there anything you can say on this problem 
of how you get Israeli and Syrian troops out of Lebanon 
after the Beirut thing is cleared up? 


A At this point I don't. That is something we 
have made clear, however, that we want to happen; that 
following a resolution of the Beirut dimension, that we will 
be looking to the overall Lebanon situation with the objec- 
tive of helping to establish the Lebanese Central Government 
authority throughout the territory of Lebanon, including the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Q Do you think the deployment of the Israeli 
forces north of Juntyah will help this endeavor, or is it an 


impediment for it? 


A Again, I don't have anything specific on that 
Othec than to say that in our view once this immediate 
problem of Beirut has been cesolved, we will be turning to 
the broader question, and our view certainly is clear and on 
the record that we would want all foreign forces to leave 


Lebanon. 


Q On that, can you give us the order of the 
next priority? That is to say, your focus has been on 
Beirut, the evacuation of the PLO forces from Beirut. 
You'ce not talking about Israeli and Syrian forces. 
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Is it that the evacuation of the PLO forces, say 
in Tripoli, etc., will be the next priority, or will that 
question be imbedded in the question of the depature of the 
Israelis and the Syrians as well? 


A I can't give you a sequence that one would 
look to, but the question beyond Beirut in terms of Lebanon 
itself would be getting all foreign forces out of Lebanon. 

I can't be more specific than that at this particular point. 


Q Do you anticipate a role for Mc. Habib in 
withdrawing the Sycian forces as well? 


A I don't know. 


Q Do you have any thoughts about whether it 
will be possible to return to the autonomy talks, to the 
Camp David process, before the Syrians and the Israelis get 
out of the Lebanon? 


A I don't have a particular schedule that I 
could offer you as being realistic or unrealistic at this 
point. Our attention, however, will be turned to these 
issues. Whether the statement that's being reported today 
in FBIS will have some effect on that, I simply don't know, 
but we will certainly be turning our attention to those 
issues. 


Q Would you comment on the Newsweek report that 
Minister Sharon wanted to come to Washington last week to 
see the President and Secretary Shultz disinvited him, if 
that was the correct word? 





A I think that there's some misconception here. 
The question of the visit was caised, and Minister Sharon is 
welcome at any time. The point was made clear, however, 
that Ambassador Habib is our negotiator and has both full 
confidence of the President and the Secretary and has full 
communication with Washington, and that is where the focus 
of that particular discussion rests. 


I think that the characterizations that I've seen 
of it are not correctly placed. 


Q What other characterizations would you care 
to share with us? 


A There was talk about "frosty" oc something of 
that sort. I think that's not accurate. 
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Q You say he is welcome at any time, but was he 
welcomed last week when this matter came up? 


A I've answered the question. He would be 
welcome at any time. At the same time we made clear that 
the focus of those discussions is taking place through 
Ambassador Habib. 


Q Was he welcome during the eleven-hour Iscaeli 
bombing attack on Beirut? 


A That's not a question which arose. 


Q What you're saying adds up to the fact that 
his cequest was turned down. 


A No. T'm not saying that. 


Q What then? 


A I'm saying that he is welcome at any time, 
and that is made clear and was made clear to him, but that 
the other point was also made. 


Q Are you suggesting he wanted to come here to 
negotiate? 


A I don't have details to why he may have 
wanted to come here. All I can tell you is what was said 


about it. 


Q Mr. Sharon is scheduled to be in Washington 
next week in a fund raiser. Is there any meeting scheduled 
with officials in the Administration? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 
Why don't I look into it and see if we have anything here. 
You might want to check elsewhere and see if other depart- 


ments -- 


Q Are direct negotiations with the PLO once the 
withdrawal is completed still ruled out? 


A Yes. There's no change in our policy on the 
PLO. 


Q I've been off for a couple of weeks. What 
are we saying from there about the reports quoting Sharon as 
saying he told Haig that Israel would probably have to go 


into Lebanon? 
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A We've addressed this question weeks ago. The 
Same report came out. I think he said people are getting 
the same story that we had known for months and months that 
there was the possibility that the Israelis would make a 
decision to go in, and that's been indeed one of the things 
that we have tried in our diplomacy since last year to 


avold. 


But in terms of having specific advance notifica- 
tion of this attack or anything of that sort, the answer is 


no. 


Q In terms of our objective of restoring a 
Lebanese central authority, does the U.S. have any opinion 
about the appropriateness of holding the Presidential elec- 
tions as scheduled next month before all foreign forces are 


withdrawn? 


A No. I think that's a Lebanese matter, not 
ours. 


Q You couldn't provide the sequence about 
whether the PLO forces in Tripoli, etc., would be the next 
priority. But in the context of the U.S. objective of all 
leaving -- that is to say, the Israelis, the Syrians and the 
remaining PLO, assuming the Beirut operation works out -- 
will that problem of foreign troops leaving Lebanon be 
handled on its own or will it be linked to negotiations 
dealing with the peace process and the Palestinian question? 


A I would not expect that there would be some 
sort of special linkage between those issues. 


Q So that the next one would be the emphasis on 
everybody leaving? 


A No. What I have tried to convey before is 
that these are issues which we will be pursuing together 
in a sense, Or in parallel. I don't want to try to give you 
a scheme which suggests that one could move faster or 
Slower, but once the West Beirut problem is resolved these 
issues are issues to which we will be turning. 














Q Wait a minute, now. You say issues -- 


A Issues of Lebanon as a whole and the Middle 
East process, and I would not suggest that you sequence them in 
the way that you asked. That is, Lebanon first and then the 
peace process. We are obviously looking including the 
Secretary's discussions with members of Congress now at th2 
overall peace process question. 


Q The way I understand you, the removal of 
foreign troops, let us say the Israelis, Syrians, PLO, will 
be linked to the peace process? 


A No, I said that that would not establish -- 


can Foreign 


Q Will not be linked? 
A Yes. 
Q So that would be the next item? 


A It will be an item that would go along 
together with attention to the overall peace process. 


You're trying to get me to say that the remo- 
val of foreign forces -- let me see if I'm wrong in charcac- 
terizing what you're trying to say -- that the removal of 
foreign forces and the re-establishment of the Lebanese 
Central Government authocity throughout Lebanon is Item B 
following West Beirut and the peace process is Item C 
following Lebanon. 


What I'm saying to you is that what I've just 
labeled B and C are not sequential. That they would be 
pursued in parallel. 
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F Q What's the definition between parallel and 
linkage? 


A At the same time. One is functional and the 
Other is in terms of time. I'm just saying they will be 
pursued at the same time, but I can't give you a detailed 
schedule on that. 





Q On Sharon, please. Can you say as categori- 
cally as the Secretary of Defense said that the report was 


untrue. 
‘ 


! A I just said -- 
Can you say it as definite as this. 


Q 
A I thought I just did. 
Q 


Weinburger said it's untrue that Sharon told 
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him about it. Can you say from the State Department whether 
it's untrue that Sharon informed Secretary Haig that a 
possible invasion was coming, or an invasion was possibly 
coming? 


A I'd have to address it in the terms that I 
just did, which is that we've recognized for a long time 
that there was that possibility, but that in terms of any 
specific notification or information to us that they made a 
decision that they were going and here it is, anything of that 
sort, that simply didn't happen. 


Q One more thing, please. On the Israeli move- 
ment northward, the Israelis, as far as we know and read, 
they tend to interpret American silence as agreement and 
green light or whatever plans they have. The question of 
nocthward movment have been brought about a couple of times 
in the last week or more and there hasn't been a response 
which would give the Israelis an indication that the United 
States disapproved of their forces moving northward. 


Can you say something now so that the Israelis 
may not misinterpet your intentions? 


A No, I'm not going to say anything from this 
podium beyond what I've said about the reports that we've . 
had on it. I, again, would ask you to assume that if we 
have any concerns on any issue of that sort or any other 
that we ace perfectly capable of bringing it up privately. 
I don't want to go beyond that. 


Q Excuse me. One more thing. We know -- 
again, it's been said repeatedly over the weekend -- 
President Reagan supposedly disagreed with Israeli bombing 
for a long time and until he came out publicly, the Israelis 
tended to disregard that, this agreement, or intention of 
disagreement; and what you're saying now is that you're com- 
municating quietly but the Israelis in the meantime are 
going about their things quietly, too. 


A I heard you but I think I'm going to have to 
stick where I am. 


Q Alan, a follow-up on the question of the 
Lebanese sovereignty. The Israelis have been taking over 
the whole apparatus of the civil administration in southern 
Lebanon; they're taking it over from the Lebanese officials. 
They took some measures also which would indicate that they 
ace staying there for a long time. What's your view on 
this, and did you communicate to the Israelis your 
objection, if you have any objections to such matters? 


A I don't have a comment to offer you on that. 
Again, the question of the overall situation in Lebanon will 
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be something we are now thinking about but will be turning 
our attention to, in particular, along with the larger 
Middle East peace process question once the West Beirut 
situation is resolved. 


Q Has the ceasefire lead to a significant 
improvement in essential services getting into West Beirut? 


A Let me just give you what we've got in terms 
cf a situation report. The ceasefire continues to hold, 
though we have received reports of occasional sniper fire 
arcound the port area. 


. Water has been flowing to the city for the 
last several days, although I understand the electricity is 
still off. We understand that the IDF has permitted ICRC 
convoys bearing food and medical supplies to enter the city. 
We continue to notice that there are problems in insuring 
regular delivery of fuel supplies and we are working on this 
problem, particuarly with respect to insuring delivery of 
fuel to hospitals. 


Q You said earlier that the United States, 
Israel and Egypt are committed to the Camp David process. 
My question is, is the exploration done now in the admin- 
istration of the ways to achieve a broader settlement in 
the Middle East within the Camp David Accocds, or is it some- 
thing broader? ° 


A We are adhering to the Camp David Agreement. 


Q Alan, do you envision a continuing role for 
Mc. Habib in negotiations like that or will his services, 
you think, end? 


A I was asked before. I don't know. 


Q As far as the -- we read, again, over the 
weekend that the Syrians would be leaving, vacating Beirut 
with the PLO. Is that the U.S. impression now? 


A I just can't get into that question. I'm 
sorry. I haven't. As I said all last week, I just am not 
going to address the question of what the Syrians will be 
doing. 


Q Is the PLO leaving Beirut? Would you say that? 


A I would say that we are obviously convinced 
that the PLO wants to leave and we would hope that agreement 
would be reached. 











oreign 


“Declassified for Publication in American F 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ll 
Q Can you say the same about the Syrians? 


A I'm not addressing the question of the 
Syrians. 


Q One more thing on the Middle East. When it 
gets close enough, the time comes for the U.S. Marines to go 
to Lebanon, what's the process? Does Habib request that 
they be put in place and then we wait for the Lebanese offi- 
cial request? How does that work? 


A Beyond saying that the first thing that has 
to happen is that the Lebanese Government has to make a 
request, I really don't want to try to draw out a scenario 
for you at this particular time. 


Q In the U.S. press for a while there's been a 
press campaign which I would generally describe as psycholo- 
gical warfare type of attacks against Mexico. There's been 
charges now that Thomas Enders has written memos, internal 
memos here in the State Department that more or less casts 
the appearance that he's cooperating with those sorts of 
press attacks on Mexico. I was wondering what the State 
Department might be doing, looking, thinking about that or 
is it investigating? 


A Let just say this. First of all, as you 
know, we neither confirm nor in fact discuss the existence 
or content of alleged internal working documents. But 
without confirming or denying the existence of any internal 
documents, let me make one thing absolutely clear. There is 
absolutely no anti-Mexican campaign being conducted by the 
United States. In fact, there's been constant improvement 
in U.S.-Mexican relations over the past eighteen months. 


Q When you say the U.S. you mean, of course, 
the U.S. Government? 


A The U.S. Government. 


Q While we are on that area, do you have any 
comment on the arrests in Guatemala, the number of right- 
wing political figures over the weekend? 


A We are aware of the reports but don't have 
any comment to make other than to note that the Government 
of Guatemala has confirmed that leaders of the MLN have been 
jailed for "illicit acitivities." I believe that at least 
some of the reports also include the point that President 
Rios Montt earlier this month ceportedly said that he had 
learned the opposition was plotting to topple the govern- 
ment. 
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Q Does the U.S. have any indication that the 
opposition was plotting to topple the government? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 


Q Do you have anything to say about these, 
other than its comment, about where this pattern of political 
activity might lead or what the stability of the acvernment 


down there might be? 


A No. Incidents such as this certainly indi- 
cate the difficulties the government is having in bringing 
about change in Guatemala. We continue to support the 
Guatemalan Government's efforts to end corruption and human 
rights abuse, and to help the rural poor while fighting a 
guerrilla insurgency supported from abroad. 


Q Will this have any effect on the U.S. plans 
that have been made known to start aid again to Guatemala? 


A I don't have anything specific for you on 
that, Don. 


Q Can I go to another area? 


a Go ahead. 


Q Another thing over the weekend that was 
announced was that the President of Somalia, Siad Barre, 
declared a state of emergency. Do you have any comment on 
that and can you tell us what effect, if any, that is likely 
to have on the U.S. Military Assistance Program for Somalia 


which was stepped up recently? 


A As you know, there had been incursions into 
Somalia by Ethiopian and Ethiopian supported forces. The 
Somalia declaration of a state of emergency in these areas 
is consistent with the seriousness of the situation. 


We are also very concerned about the 
situation and continue to follow it closely, and we have 
provided emergency military assistance to Somalia as well as 


diplomatic support. 


Q Does this mean that the U.S. is going to do 
something more, Orc what, now that they've declared this 


state of emergency? 


A I don't have anything to suggest that at this 
particular moment we're going to do more. But, as I say, 
we have provided emergency military assistance. 
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13 
Q What do you mean by "diplomatic support?" 


BX I don't have a further definition to offer 
you at this point, Don. 


Q If I could continue moving one step further. 


The President of Iraq, Saddam Hussein, says 
now that Iraq is going to strike at vital targets in the 
Persian Gulf and has warned all countries to stay out of 
there because they might get hurt. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


A I don't. 


Q The Salvadoran police say they've recovered 
documents Friday that indicate the guerrillas in El Salvador 
ace planning a new type of campaign in San Salvador, 
itself, attacking embassies and such; do you have any 
information? Has the Embassy down there seen that at all? 


A I don't know but I would assume if the 
Salvador Government has information, they might well have 
shared it, but I don't have specific itnformation. 


Q Alan, one more thing, as far as Defense 
Minister Sharon. Your answer was assuming that he would 
want to talk about the Lebanese crises. What if he wants to 
talk about other things; would he still be welcomed? 


A I said, he's welcome at any point. No 
meeting has been set up, so I don't know what to say to you 
beyond that. 


—Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing was concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #139 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 17, 1982, 12:39 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


@ ; 
MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q What have you got on the Middle East? 


A I don't have an update to give you at this 
point on Ambassador Habib's efforts. I assume that's your 
principal concern as of the moment. 


Q You have no fresh guidance on the general 
subject of Lebanon or the Middle East? 


A I have not specifically. He continued 
his talks today. I don't have an update from him at this 


point. 


Q Can you amplify on what the Secretary is 
doing on the Hill? I see he is back again this afternoon. 
He met with two groups of Senators yesterday. You gave us 
some general outlines on it. Some of the people on the Hill 
expressed the view that the Administration is looking for a 
way -- at least in my paper -- of putting distance between 
the United States and Israel in the future. 


Is there any more substance you can give to what 
it is the Administration is drawing up? 


A Not really. The point I made yesterday I 
reaffirmed again today when talking with the Secretary 
about this; that is, his purpose in going is indeed to 
listen. He's not up there to put out specific proposals, 
but rather to seek their views on where we go from here in 
the Middle East and, importantly, in the Middle East peace 
process on the Palestinian issue. 


There's no change on this, and it really is no 
more complicated than that. 


Q Is there expectation of having a policy state- 
ment or something as to the withdrawal from Beirut? 
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A I don't know that there would be a major new 
policy statement of the sort that I take from your question. 
What I've said before.is that as we hopefully wind down the 
West Betrut problem, we will turn to the broader Lebanese 
and overall Middle East peace process question. But I don't 
know if that would find itself into some major statement 


immediately. 


I would think that over time the Administration 
will express itself on these questions, but I wouldn't look 
to that as the next logical step in this process. 


Q Isn't it somewhat of a departure for the 
Secretary of State to be asking the politicians where we 
should go in the field of foreign policy? 


A He feels that it's important to consult with 
them and get their views. Obviously the Administration will 
determine its policy, but feels very strongly that there 
should be Congressional input into that. It is quite 
simple. 


Q The word "consultation" normally means that 
you present something and then consult with them as to how 
they react to it, but if I understand correctly, he ts not 
presenting anything. He's simply saying, "What do you 
fellows think we ought to do?" 


A I think that's basically it. He's saying we 
need to look ahead and figure out what we can do on this 
urgent problem, and asking, "what are your ideas?" 


Q These two issues you mentioned -- the broader 
Lebanese problem and the overall settlement in the Middle 
East -- are they going to be dealt with simultaneously or 
first the Lebanese and then -- 


A As I said yesterday in a little dialogue with 
someone, they will be dealt with at the same time, but I 
indicated that they are not linked. In a time sense we 
intend to address both of these issues and not have one wait 


upon the other. :. 


Q Is the focusing exclusively on the Middle 
East or are these seminars going into relations with the 
Soviet Union orc Latin America? 


A I wasn't there. My understanding is that the 
Middle East is the topic. I can't tell you that other 
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topics may not come up, but the main purpose is to focus on 
the Middle East. This, as I said yesterday, is in cesponse 
to a request by the President that he do this. 


Q Can you give us an idea of what sort of views 
he got from them? 


A No. I wouldn't speak to those. If the 
Members of Congress want to talk about that, that's up to 
them, but I wouldn't address that. 


Q If the Lebanese Cabinet announces tomorrow 
the date and the way the PLO its getting out of Beirut, is 
there any intention here to have a statement by the 
Secretary oc the President about -- 


A I can't give you a sort of a game plan at 
this point. I think we'd have to wait for the events, 
but there might well be some reaction out of here. 


Q Is Mr. Fairbanks still the Middle East 
negotiator? 


A Yes. 


Q His status has remained unchanged since 
Secretary Haig's departure? 


A That's right. 
Q Do you expect that will continue? 
A I expect it will continue. 


Q I want to just find out, the Secretary's 
working with the broad members of the Senate or only 
Republican leaders as you mentioned yesterday? 


A No. He's going up this afternoon, for example, 
to s‘e and talk with the Senate Foreign Relations 
Comm.ttee. He'll be talking with members of the House 
leadership and the House Foreign Affairs Committee. He's 
covering a fairly broad group. 


Q Is this opportunity that the war in Lebanon 
has created that many people are talking about that the 
United States Administration wants to take advantage of this 
"opportunity" to continue on the search for a comprehensive 
peace in the Middle East? Based on this that Secretary 
Shultz is doing all of his leg work in the Congress? 
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A I think what ne's doing is consultations on 
his belief, the President's belief, that it is important and 
urgent that we turn to these larger questions, and that it 
is important to do so in consultation with the Congress. 


Q Do you consider the Middle East now the top 
priority concern of the United States Administration? 


A I can't give you a top priority concern when 
you look around the world and see the various questions we 
have to face. It is certainly among the very topmost 
priority that we have. There's no question about that. 


Q There were reports this morning from Beirut 
quoting a senior Lebanese official, suggesting that the 
agreement is now complete. 


Is it the view of the State Department that the 
agreement is now complete? 


A We don't have a formal agreement, and I'm not 
in a position to comment upon the discussions that were held 
today. I don't even have a readout on it, frankly. In the 
statement that was made, it was pointed out the Lebanese 
Cabinet is meeting tomorrow. I believe the Israeli Cabinet 
is meeting tomorrow. 


I don't know whether those bodies need to take 
some sort of a formal action or not, but in any case as of 
this moment I think there is no formal agreement that I can 
refer you to. I can't characterize the informal statement. 


Q Has the United States yet been formally asked 
Or informally asked by the Lebanese Government to par- 
ticipate in the multinational force? 


A To my knowledge there has been no formal 
request. 


Q What about the substance of the report that 
Shultz told the Senators that the United States wanted to 
distance itself from Israel, or the other point that Shultz 
said that the United States wanted to:make it clear it was 
not a pawn of Israel? 


Do you have any comment or reaction to this? 
A I don't want to talk about what he specifi- 


cally did or didn't say, even if I had the words in front of 
me. 
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I would say that the concept, though, of 
distancing ourselves from Israel is not an appropriate way 
of addressing the issue. I think the Secretary has 
addressed himself, though, to the importance he places in 
the Middle “ast peace process on the Palestintan issue. 


I think that those reports that you referred to 
would mischaracterize the approach that he is taking. 


Q Yesterday I asked you about the Egyptian 
Government statement that it would not discuss the 
Palestinian issue further unless and until Israel withdrew 
from Lebanon, and you were going to get some reaction to 
that. 


A Yes. I have one, which we'll also post, but 
let me give it to you here. 


I'm not aware of any official Egyptian position to 


that effect. President Mubarak has reiterated Egypt's con- 
tinued commitment to the Camp David framework and to 
pucsuing a just and comprehensive settlement to the fun- 
damental problems of the region. 


In general, once the crisis of West Beirut is 


solved we believe that it is important to press ahead toward 


getting all foreign forces out of Lebanon and to move as 
well to take such opportunities as may exist to advance the 
peace process. 


Q Does that mean that the United States will 
pressure both sides to go ahead with the Palestinian issue 
discussions even while Israel cemains in Lebanon? 


A First of all, I don't want to talk in terms 
in pressure. We don't operate in those terms. 


Second, I think it is difficult at this date to 
say precisely how we'rce going to proceed, and I don't want 
to try to do that. But it is an urgent issue, it is an 
important issue, and we intend to move ahead on it. 


Q I don't want to misquote you, but I walked 
away yesterday from a long Q&A on that with the sense that 


you were giving these two aspects of the Middle East more or 


less equal priority. Is that -- 


A I'm not trying to weigh them I'm saying 
that we ace going to move ahead with both of them -- they are 


_ 
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both important -- but I also wanted to make clear, in answer 
to another point yesterday, that we are not linking 
it. 


Q Going back to an agreement on Lebanon -— if 
it’s iu w;weounced tomorrow, let say, or after tomorrow -- just 
to ” e it a bit further, will the United States be a 


Signacory to a written agreement, or will it be just an 
interested tacit backing by the United States for an accord 
that sits between the parties, to your understanding now? 


A I understand. I would prefer not from the 
podium to get into the question of what the modalities might 
be simply because we have not addressed the details and so 
on in the past, and we've said we want to wait. I have said 
that, and others have said that. We want to wait until 
we've got an agreement and so on, and then that will be 
discussed fully. I'd prefer to stick to that position at 
this particular point. 


Q If the State Department is requested, will 
the United States accept to put a signature to such a writ- 
ten agreement? 


A Again, I'd cather not address that question 


at this particular point. Those questions are quite legiti- 
mate, but they're the kind that I think have to be addressed 
Once we have an agreement and are willing to talk about it 


more. 


Q There are reports that the Israelis are 
pulling back around the green line now and some PLO forces 
are being replaced as well by Lebanese militia. 


Don't you have an agreement now, an agreement that 
is in effect and in operation -- 


A No. 


Q -- I think you said -- instead of waiting for 
an agreement? 


< 


A No. I would ask you to address it to the 
Israelis and others what that specific movement may be 
about, but that is not part of the plan that we've been 
talking about. . 


Q Do you have any feeling as to whether the 
Lebanese should hold elections and choose their president 
while the Israeli forces are -- 
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A No. I was asked this yesterday. This is a 
Lebanese internal matter, and it's up to them. 


Q When and if you get a formal agreement, where 
and how will we be informed of that? 


A I can't give you details on it. As I said 
before, I expect that we probably would have something to 
Say about it, but I am not in a position to give you a sce- 
nario at this point. We would give you ample notice if we 
were going to have some sort of a public presentation on it. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you think it would come out of the State 
Department or out of Mc. Habib or out of the White House? 


A I could see ail of those elements involved in 
vacious parts of it. It may not be nice and neat. 


Q On the question of U.S. distancing itself 
from Iscael, the President actually came out in the open, 
saying that he was outraged. Was that a temporary ceaction 
to a temporary problem, or is that inclusive? I mean, does 
that answer the question of distancing or not, is what I'm 
trying to say. 


A First of all, I wouldn't try to amplify the 
President's remarks. I believe they've been addressed to a 
certain extent at the White House. I think the President 
himself addressed his attitude in cemarks following that. I 
don't have anything to add. 


Q Therefore, that was a problem -- the reaction 


A I'd cather let the President and the White 
House speak on that. 


Q The Jordanian Ministry, oc Defense establish- 
ment Shaker ben Zayed, something like that, was here. Can 
you tell us anything about him? Was he here? 


a Yes, he was hece. We have some guidance on 
it. I don't happen to have it with me. If you want to 
check this afternoon with the Press Office, there is 
something on that. 


Q Has he gone now? 


A Yes, I believe he has gone. Again, let me 
ask you to check. I don't have it all in my head as to what 
it involved. 


Q New subject? 
A Go ahead. 


Q What do you comment on The Washington Post 





stocy which appeaced, I believe, on Saturday about Israel's 
designs and actions which indicate that they are in Lebanon 
to stay for a long, long time, especially the new ter- 
minology, the “northern bank?" 
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A I would say the same thing I said when that 
issue has arisen before; that is, our policy is that all 
foreign forces should leave Lebanon, and we will turn ouc 
attention to the broader Lebanese questions once the West 
Beirut problem has been resolved. 


Q Can you name the foreign forces? 

A I'm not going to try to go unit by unit or so 
on -- 

Q No, no. 

* We've talked about PLO, Syrian, and Israeli 
forces. 


Q I have another question which came out today. 
Last Friday, I asked a question about the “Save Lebanon, 
Incorporated" organization, which appealed, I believe, 
lately to give visas to 50 Palestinian and Lebanese children 
to come to the United States to be treated in hospitals, 
especially the first hospital was the Mansurc Medical Center, 
in Pennsylvania, and you said you would check on that. 


But something came out today which is very 
troubling that the Iscaeli authorities already made up their 
minds that they are going to do everything in theirc power to 
scuttle any effort to bringing some of these maimed and 
deformed children who lost a lot of limbs to come to 
the United States. The Israeli Minister of Health made the 
point that the Arabs want to make the propaganda out of 
this, and they accuse the American Arab Anti-disccimination 
Committee of trying to prepare for propaganda here. 


Can you tell me something about the status of 
the applications for the rcequests for the visas for these 
children? 


iy We ace not aware of any visa applications 
having been made on behalf of the children. That 
information is as of, I guess, yesterday afternoon. That's 
my information on that. 


Q Alan, we had a briefing on Taiwan acms this 
mocning, but now can you say anything further about formal 
notification to Congress, the decision on the Northrop -- 


A On the F=-5E? 


Q Yes. 


Cc 
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x No, I don't have anything new on that. 


Q Can you say anything about entertaining the 
suggestion, invitation, or whatever you may wish to call it 
from China, for President Reagan's visit? 


A No. 


Q Can you tell us anything about what Frank 
Wisnec is doing in Luanda? Does it have to do with the 
Namibia negotiations or bilateral talks with the Angolans 
about the Cubans? 


A I've seen the press reports and his statements 

there. We've been involved in discussions, as you know, 

for some time on a whole cange of regional issues with the 
Angolan Government at the highest levels for more than six 
months. Certainly, I would not exclude that question as 
pact of it. I can confirm that Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Wisnec is there and discussions are ongoing, but I don't 
have a detailed readout or agenda to give you. 


Q Can you talk to the statements attributed to 
him by at least one wire secvice that there is no condition 
for Cuban withdrawal from Angola as pact of the Namibian 
settlement? 


A That's been a consistent position. It's not 
a condition; the Angolan issues are not part of the U.N. 
Plan foc Namibia. But at the same time, it is ouc 
assessment, and I think it has been stated fairly frequently, 
that it's our assessment that there must be parallel 
progcess on the two questions simply as a practical matter. 


As I cead those wires -- and I cead them fairly 
hastily -- that certainly was what he was saying yet again. 


Q When did he arccive and how long is he 
planning to stay ¢here? 


A I do not have that information. 


Q Two questions: The first is, ace we still 
optimistic about a capid completion of the negotiations, 
because there seems to be a lot of contradictory statements 
coming out of Africa in the United States about it? And 
secondly, are we doing anything to secure a South Afcican 
withdcawal from Angola, in the latest invasion? 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ll 


A On the first question we're looking forward 
to resolving the remaining issues in the very near future so 
we can move forward to implementation of a settlement in 
accordance with U.N. security Council Resolution 435. 


As far as the reports are concerned, our diplomacy 
in southern Africa is intended precisely to end the sort o1 
violence that is referred to in the reports you've raised. 
We have made known to all sides our views of the unhelpful 
natuce of continued fighting at this delicate stage of the 
Namibia negotiations. We will continue to urge cestraint 


on all sides. 


I would note, however, that our own information 
does not suggest a level of intensity of fighting as drama~ 
tic as some of the news reporting that we've seen. 


Q What does your own information suggest? 
There have been reports that South Africans are up 175 miles 
inside Angolan territory? 


A I will stick with what I've just said. 


Q One final on that: On what basis do we say 
now that we believe an accord may be achieved in the very 
neac future? Can you cite anything that has happened 
(inaudible) 


aN I don't intend to get into a justification 
for the assessment at this parcticularc point; but it is the 
assessment of those who ace working most intimately on the 


pcoblen. 


Q Alan, has the State Department been informed 
of an impending trip to Mexico, Panama, and Acgentina by 
formec Secretacy of State Henry Kissinger, oc are you in any 
consultations with Kissinger on Latin American policy? 


A I simply don't know. 


Q The United States has been accused again by 
the Polish Government of contributing to the unrest in 
Poland. What is our reaction to that? 


A Those charges I believe came in a statement 
made by General Jacuzelski. General Jaruzelski‘s remarks 
came after a meeting with President Brezhnev of the Soviet 
Union while Polish riot police were using water cannons to 
disburse peaceful crowds in, Warsaw. 
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As events of the past two years have shown, the 
Polish people are entirely capable of thinking for them- 
selves; they do not need to be inspired from the outside. 
The United States has, from the beginning of the current 
conflict, maintained the consistent line that Poland's 
problems ace for the Polish people to resolve peacefully and 
without coercion. Only through genuine reconciliation of 
the severe differences between the government and the people 
in Poland can that nation hope to find the stability and 
peace which General Jaruzelski claims he and his government 
ace pursuing. 


Q On Nicaragua, do you have any fresh guidance 
on that subject today? There have been an awful lot of news 
reports lately alleging U.S. support for the former National 
Guardsmen loyal to President Samoza and about the Nicacaguan 
Ambassador having been told that U.S. relations with his 
govecnment will go from bad to worse, et cetera? 


A Let me say, first, on the charges of the 
United States supporting anti-Sandinista groups. 
I'm put in the usual box of not being able to comment on 
those kinds of stories. We don't address those sort of 
allegations. 


I also am not in a position to get into diplomatic 
discussions. The conversation, or dialogue if you will, 
with Nicacagua have continued. The Nicarcaguans rcesponded to 
ouc July 2 reply on August 13, and we are studying their 
cesponse. But I have nothing further on it at this point. 


Q Alan, do you have any additional signs that 
the Nicacaguans ace still planning to bring in MIGs there? 


A I don't know of any very cecent information 
about what the timing of that may be. I don't know of 
anything that indicates that our previous information was 
incoccect either. 


Q What do you have, if anything, cegarcding the 
State of play about the U.S. plan to provide eid to non- 
governmental groups in Nicaragua? If you cecall, they made 
some statements a few days ago, or a week or two ago, about 
this U.S. aid thing. It was not too clear where this all 
stood after these statements. 


A There is some guidance. I don't have it with 
me, because it goes back a couple of days. Could you check? 
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Q On another subject, do you have anything you 
can ceport to us on the Soviet decision to retaliate against 
U.S. diplomats and deprive them of recreational benefits as 
a result of Glen Cove -- 


A I thought we had addressed this back some 
time ago. 


Q -- Other than that it has been turned over to 
the Justice Department? 


A No, I thought we had addressed the question 
of the diplomat's beach. 


Q Has there been any change? 


A No. The only thing I can tell you is that 
Under Secretary of State-Designate Schneider will be meeting 
with the Mayor of Glen Cove on Wednesday, August’ 18, to 
discuss Glen Cove's denial of recreational facilities to 
Soviet U.N. diplomats. We look forward to a serious meeting 
and an amicable solution. 


Q The Soviets are still denying U.S. diplomats 
access to recreational facilities in -- 


A To my knowledge, that is correct. I don't 
have an absolute, up-to-minute readout on it. 


Q Whece will that meeting take place? 


A I'm pretty sure it's going to take place 
here. * 


Q Or at the Glen Cove State Department. 


(Laughter) 


Q Did Mc. Schneider request the meeting or did 
the Mayor? 


A I believe that essentially the meeting was 
set up at the Mayor's cequest. I think there were some -- 
it's a cathec indirect conversation. I don't think he 
called Under Secretary-Designate Schneider directly to set 
it up. But anyway, as I say, we look forward to an amicable 
solution and a serious meeting. 


Q Did Secretary Enders meet with any senior 
Nicaraguan officials when he was in the Dominican Republic? 


*At the conclusion of the Briefing, the Deputy Spokesman stated 
that the meeting would take place in Congresssman Le Boutillier's 
office. 
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A Senior Nicaraguan officials? 
Q Yes. 
A I'm not aware that he met with any senior 


Nicaraguan officials. 
Q Can you take that? 


A Yes. Although given the fact that he's not 
back and we don't have, as I understand it, extensive 
ceporting on his activities down there, I'm not sure that we 
can get it for you right away. But, yes, I'll be happy to 


look into it. 


Q Alan, back on the Glen Cove thing, you say 


you'ce looking for an amicable solution. Are you suggesting 
that progress is being made with the Glen Cove authorities? 


A No, I'm suggesting what our attitude is in 
going into this meeting. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #140 


WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 18, 1982, 12:30 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) . 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A brief announcement: 
Available in the Press Office is the testimony of Assistant 
Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs John Holdridge 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject is 
"China." 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 
Q Alan, where are we on an agreement? 


A Where we are is that Ambassador Habib is in 
Beirut, first of all. Second, we do not at this point have a 
request from the Lebanese Government, but I think we're very 
close. I can't go beyond that at this point. That's a fac- 
tual description. 


Q Have the Israelis given final approval to this 
or what is their status? 


A I don't have a status report to give you. I've 
seen some wire reports indicating that the Israeli Cabinet is 
to meet tomorrow morning. 


~Q Does the Israeli Cabinet have to approve before 
the Lebanese Government could transmit a request, or could the 
request come regardless of what the Cabinet does in Israel? 


A I can't tell you for sure, but I think that 
probably the request could come before the Israeli Cabinet 


acted. Obviously, the Israelis have to be involved in this whole 


procedure very intimately. 


Q On a footnote to all of this, Alan, is-it 
possible when the agreement is done, that somebody could come 
down here and walk us through that with details so that we 
have some sense of the scenario for the next week or so? 


A I think when the agreement is done, as you put 
it, yes, I think there will be explanation available to you in 
a variety of ways. We will try to be as helpful as -- 


Q What is the possibility of a new conference by 
the Secretary? 








A I don't have anything further for you at this 
particular point. 


Q Has the Administration decided under what pro- 
vision of the War Powers Act it is going to report to Congress 
its impending movement of American troops? 


gn 


A I don't have anything further on that par- 
ticular thing at this point. The President would have to 
decide that at such time as he made that notification. 


Q Well, he'd have to decide it before he made it. 


A That is correct. 
e) Has he made that decision? 


A I believe that that issue would be addressed 
when he was faced with actually sending it up. I wouldn't 
expect a decision before the troops were dispatched. 


Q At an earlier stage, the State Department was 
saying that it was its view that the report should be under 
the lesser provision -- I forget the numbers. Does that 
cemain the State Department position? 


A I prefer to express it the way I did, that the 
President will decide when it is required that he go ahead and 
Submit a notification. 
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Q Has there been any contact with the Soviet 
Union concerning the American troops being used to evacuate 
the PLO people? 


A There has been a series of exchanges, as I'm 
sure you know, between the President and President Brezhnev on 
this whole question. I understand your question. I don't 
want at this point, to be specific about this whole departure 
plan business. I think that is the kind of question I would 
prefer to hold off until we have a plan to address. 


Q Alan, the word was that the decision to make a 
request for American troops was to have come from the Lebanese 
Cabinet session this morning. Do you have a readout on 
whether that just didn't happen? 


A Not beyond the wire service ceports, which indicated 
that a decision was taken to make a request. But I don't have 
anything officially to confirm that at this point. 


Q Does Mr. Habib plan to go to Israel tonight or 
before that Cabinet meeting? 





gn 


~Veclassified for Publication in American Forei 


~~ 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A No, I don't believe he does. I certainly don't 
know of any plans as of this point anyway. 


Q Is Morris Draper in Damascus? 
A No. He is in Beirut also. 
Q Has he been to Damascus cecently? 


aA No. I saw a report last night on FBIS on this, 
saying that Morrie Draper was going to Damascus and Phil Habib 
was going to Jerusalem, and it just was not an accurate 
ceport. They are both in Beirut. As far as I know, they both 
plan to stay there at this time. 


Q Alan, is there anything new on our post-Beirut 
Strategy, particularly is Shultz continuing his consultations 
on the Hill? 


A He is. He had breakfast this morning on the 
Hill. I don't know what other specific meetings he may have 
coming up; but yes, he's continued this process as I've 
described it before. 


Q How long is it likely to take the United States 
to decide whether or not to agree to a request to pacticipate 
in a multinational force? Is it a matter of hours? Is it 
likely to take a couple of days? 


A I can't give you a specific answer. If it were 
received today, I don't know that we would answer -- I would 
Suspect we probably wouldn't answer it today. I just can't 
tell you, but it isn't something where it will happen automa- 
tically with the snap of a finger, obviously. 


If we get a cequest, it has to go to the President 
and it has to be considered, even though we know the genecal 
parameters of what we ace talking about. I wouldn't expect a 
major delay, though; but I can't quantify that for you, Joe. 


Q Is the U.S. response likely to come before the 
Iscaeli Cabinet meeting? 


A We haven't even gotten a cequest, so I really 
can't address that. 


Q This Government is not under the impression 
that a decision within the Iscaeli Cabinet is perhaps con- 
tingent upon the U.S. decision to agree to take up its role? 


A No, I wouldn't say that. 
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Q I was just going to say the wires say the Lebanese 
are going to ask you tomorrow to -- 


A Is that right? O.K. You've seen a more up-to- 
date wire than I have. 


Q While you're waiting, aren't the U.S. Marines 
getting into position and so forth? 


A I indicated the other day that to my knowledge 
-- and again, this a question which really should go to the 
Pentagon -- that the ships which had been in Naples had rejoined 
the fleet, but that in the absence of a request, they have not 
been ordered to go in and participate in a multinational 


force. 


Q On a minor thing, Alan, we asked you the other 
day about whether it would be possible to include in the 
Secretary's public schedule his appearances on the Hill. He 
was up on the Hill today, and I understand that it was only 
15 minutes or so prior to his arrival there, or some 15-minute 


segment that the word got out. 


What is the problem on including his appearances on 
the Hill as his public schedule? 


aA It is on his schedule -- that appearance is on 
his schedule. I gather that the problem this morning was that 
it was simply that it was an early appearance, and it wasn't 
put out last night. 


I think that what we would look to do, if we can, is 
give you some sort of a heads-up of an early mocning 
appearance on the understanding that that, of course, might 
change. But I understand the point, and I think that's a fair 


point. 


Q Alan, couldn't we just add to that, couldn't we 
get the Secretary's schedule the night before, because it's 
alceady made up? 


A No, it often changes overnight. 


Q O.K. We understand changes. 


A No, I don't think we would want to get into the 
business of putting out an entice days' schedule the night 
before; but I think it's faic enough to look for something 
which you might need to have crews covering or something early 
in the morning, which would be difficult, or which you youc- 
self would want to cover early in the morning. 


can Foreign 


~Declassified for Publication in Ameri 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Why don't you want to get into -- I mean, the 
White House gives the President's schedule. Why can't you 
give the Secretary of State's schedule -- 


A We do. 
Q -- the day before. 


4 Oh, because it frequently changes. I mean I 
can mention it and see what anybody else thinks about it, but 
I can tell you that there are enough changes, just by 
experience in the past, that it may not be a prudent thing to 
be doing. 


Q Alan, a slight shift from Lebanon: There are 
reports today that the Israeli military authorities are 
disallowing two Mayors from Gaza and the West Bank to travel 
to the United States. Would you care to comment on this? 


x I can't offer you a comment on this particular 
report except to reaffirm our traditional support for freedom 
of travel and our preference that all responsible positions on 
controversial issues have the chance to be heard. 


Q Are they still mayors, as far as you treat them 
as such, or do you accept -- 


a I don't have a legal view to offer you on that. 
I just don't have a legal view to offer you on that. I don't 
think it's our business. 


Q A follow-up to this question: Was the State 
Department involved in this issue at all, or is it just a 
matter between NBC and the Israeli authorities? 


fh I'm not aware that NBC approached the State 
Department. They may have, but I'm not aware of it. They 
certainly didn't approach me or anybody that I know of in my 
office. 


e) You seem to be making a distinction between the 
transmittal of a request for the troops and the reaching of an 
agreement. Does the Lebanese Cabinet's decision taken today 
Signal that an agreement has been reached, pursuant to which a 
request has not yet been transmitted? 


nN It seems to me that when we're talking about an 
agreement, what we might be talking about would be a request 
and a response to that request. Those two things together 
might constitute an agreement. If you're talking about a for- 
mal agreement. I mean, there has to be a request, and we have 
to respond to it. Until you do that, you don't have an 


agreement. 
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Q But an agreement to the withdrawal plan, it 
seems to me would have to be reached before anybody could 
transmit a request to anybody else for troops? 


A No. We're in the context of doing that. 
ae It doesn't have to necessarily be before; it could be in the 
= context of it -- at the same time. 


Q (inaudible) was an agreement 
ceached about the actual number of the PLO fighters to be 


evacuated from West Beirut? 


7 I don't have any details to offer you on that. 


Q Alan, on the question of the series of 
exchanges between the United States and the Soviet Union on 
U.S. participation in the peacekeeping force, how recent has 
that exchange continued? 


4 To my knowledge, there has not been a very 
cecent exchange. I think we have addressed the ones in the 


past. 


Q Has the Soviet Union changed its tone at all 
Since its initial reaction? 


A As I say, to my knowledge, Joe, there has not 
been a very recent one. 


Q So you're referring to the initial reaction 
after this issue was initially discussed? 
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A There was a series at that point, yes. 
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Q Do you have a statement with respect to the 
ceports that the Iscaelis were pecmitting Hadadd's people to 
be acmed, and not permitting the Lebanese Army to move from 


its bacracks? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q New subject, Alan. Can you tell us whether you 
expect that, once agreement is ceached and announced and this 


phase of Ambassador Habib's operation is over, will you expect 
him to stay in the Middle East and try to move on to the next 


phase that we've been discussing here? 


A I just don't know. I don't know what his plans 
would be or what the President's plans would be in terms of 


asking him. 
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Q Is it faic to say that at this point, the suc- 
cess or failure of Ambassador Habib's mission depends on the 
Israeli Cabinet's decision? 


an I don't want to pin it to any one thing. All 
of the parties involved have to be on board this effort in 
order for it to work. I don't want to pin it to any one. 


Q Alan, so you believe that the PLO and the 
Lebanese Government are now on board, and it is now up to the 
Israeli Government to get on board. 


as I don't have a view to offer you on the posi- 
tion of other parties on this. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Alan, does the U.S. have any view, any opin- 
ion or reaction to these apparent Israeli withdrawals two, 
three hundred yards in areas like the parliament area and 
the museum; does that technically end up putting Israel in 
compliance with the U.S. request to withdraw to the August 
lst ceasefire lines, or is that all a dead issue at this 
point? 


A I don't have, really, a view to offer you on 
that particular -- that particular withdrawal, I don't know 
what the dimensions of that withdrawal are and, as I said I 
think yesterday, it appears that those withdrawals are 
related to a separate dimension of the problem and not to 
the plan, per se. 





Q You still stand by your statement that you 
made early in March, April, when the West Bank violence 
erupted that the elected mayors of the West Bank and Gaza, 
you recognized them as the legitimate representatives of the 
people there who were elected in 1976 and not the Village 
League and these organizations that Sharon, Shamir and Begin 
would like to counsel the people there? 


A I don't have the exact words in front of me 
but we stand by what we've said at that point, yes. 


Q Can we change the subject? 
q Yes. 


Q Mayor Parente of Glen Cove this morning 
reportedly has received a proposal for settling this 
conflict involving the Soviet U.N. diplomats, and he outlined 
it today in a news conference. I wasn't there but I wonder 
if you have any details on what that proposal might entail? 


fs No, I don't. The only thing I can tell you 
is that -- I understand Congressman Le Boutillier intends to 
introduce legislation that would provide financial relief to 
communities like Glen Cove, but I would refer you to the 
Congressman's office for any further comment on that. 


Q Who is that? 
A Congressman Le Boutillier. For the Department's 


part, we would give such legislation serious consideration 
when it is formally submitted to us for a comment. 


Q On that, the Congressman said this morning at 
that press conference that the State Department will go to 
the Soviets and ask them to pay higher fees for the 
recreational facilities in Glen Cove. That was what Mr. 
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Schneider told the Congressman; is that true? 


A I don't have anything on this beyond what 
I've just given you. 


Q Are there any plans to talk to the Soviets on 
this issue at all? 


A We have talked to them on the specific issue 
of -- they've raised some problems with us and they have 
taken some action, so on and so forth. But in terms of fees 
and so on, I don't know whether there's been any discussion 
or not. 


Q Could you find out and see if that’s going to 
be done? 


A Let me look into it. 


Q You have a view on President Nixon's remarks 
in today’s issue of The Times in regard to what he said 
about economic strangulation against the Soviets, those 
policies would not work? 





a No. I'm not familiar with the remarks but in 
any case given your characterization of them, I don't think 
we would have a particular comment on it. 


Q Do you have any readout on the presidential 
elections that may take place in Lebanon tomorrow; do you 
have any position to post? 


A Position? I would say, no, we don't have a 
position. Lebanon has a democratic tradition based on an 
accepted constitutional process for the election of its pre- 
sident. It has consistently been the U.S. view that 
national reconciliation in Lebanon is best served by an open 
and free election in conformity with the constitutional 
process. 


The U.S. supports the process. We don't favor 
any particular candidate. 


Q Is it the U.~. view that an open free elec- 
tion can take place under the circumstances in which Lebanon 
now finds itself? 


A I said before, Jim, this is a decision for 


the Lebanese to make. They are proceeding with their elec- 
tions. It's not up to us to make a judgment on that sort of 


thing. 


6) Does the United States have any reaction or 
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optimism or anything about the reports out of Afghanistan 
that the Red Cross is being allowed back in and that there 
may be some opportunity for inspections of prisons and so on 
in Afghanistan? 


= A I frankly was not aware of the reports. I 
don't have a comment on it. 
Q You are talking about national reconci:iiation 
in Lebanon; between who and who? 
Cc 
mo 


A Between the various factions, parties, groups 
within Lebanon. 


Q The Moslem groups in Lebanon, as they're 
called -- and I'm sorry to use the mischaracterization -- have 
met today and they have announced a boycott of the 
elections. 


A Announced -- 


Q The boycott of the elections. They are going 
to boycott the elections. So there's no national recon- 
ciliation and the elections, if to be held, would be held in 
this atmosphere. What do you think of it? 


a I'm going to have to stick with this state- 
ment I have just given you on this. 


Q The former U.S. Interest Section Chief in 
Havana, Wayne Smith, has written that as a result of the 
U.S. decision to start this radio broadcasting station to 
Cuba, Radio Marti, Cubans pulled out, in essence, of 
discussions about ceasing interference or minimizing inter- 
ference in U.S. air waves. Also in the same article he 
predicts that the effect of Radio Marti is simply going to 
be to cause a lot of trouble for the United States and very 
little for Cuba. Do you have a comment on what he said? 
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A On the matter of discussion with Cuba of 
radio interference, and that issue, my understanding is that 
Mr. Smith was not directiy involved. 


At the Rio Conference held in November 1981, 
Cuba walked out primarily because the Conference refused to 
accept Cuban plans to change forty-eight radio frequencies, 
including two 500 kilowatt giants. 


As far as the broader question that you 
asked, Mr. Smith made his views on Radio Marti known during 
internal consideration of the Radio Marti proposal. Radio 
Marti is intended to be truthful, objective and comprehen- 
sive in its converage. Whether this is unduly provocative 
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from a Cuban perspective, would appear to depend on how 
much the Castro Government fears the truth. 


Q When you say he wasn't directly involved, you 
mean to say that what he said wasn't accurate or what? 
It doesn't necessarily mean he doesn't known what was going 
on if he wasn't the guy negotiating. 


A I've given you the explanation of what hap- 
pened at the Conference, in our view. 


0 What about his allegation that there's plenty 
of U.S. radio available to the Cubans, including the Voice 
of America? 


a I think there was also an article in the 
paper that discussed Havana and how radio reports were 
received in Havana. I don't know whether his remarks were 
specifically confined to that area or not but they may well 
be because Havana, first of all, is not all of Cuba. And 
more than half of Cuba's populace lives in the eastern part 
of the country where these stations cannot normally be 


heard. 


Further, reception of most of these stations 
is sporadic and the VOA is jammed in parts of Havana. In 
any case, many of these commercial stations are broadcast in 
English and none of them carries programming specifically 
designed for the Cuban audience. VOA carries general 
programming for Latin America; commercial stations carry 
programming for their domestic audiences. 


While Radio Havana routinely transmits 
programming specifically designed for other countries in the 
hemisphere, at present there is no similar western 
programming designed specifically for Cuba. And we broad- 
cast specifically to eastern Europe and the Soviet Union, as 
you know, through Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty and 
Radio Marti is intended to the same for Cuba. 


Q Can I make one more follow-up. Can you cast 
any further light on the suggestions attributed to Mr. 
Enders that if the Cubans start jamming Radio Marti and 
interfering with American radio stations more than they 
already do, some kind of counteraction will be taken? What 
is he talking about? 


My I don't have any amplification to offer you 
at this point, Don. 


Q Do you have any response at all to the state- 
ment by the Deputy Foreign Minister of Cuba who said that 
Cuba will respond with stepped-up transmissions that would 
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block commerical programming in the United States if Radio 
Marti goes on the air? 


a Let me make a couple of points on that. 
First of all, Cuban interference and even deliberate jamming 
of U.S. radio stations has been going on for over fifteen 
years. In 1979, Cuba announced plans to increase greatly 
its AM broadcasting, including two new 500 kilowatt sta- 
tions. Thus, both actual and threatened increases in Cuban 
interference greatly pre-date Radio Marti. 





Cuba now is attempting to use Radio Marti as 
a scapegoat to justify its past actions and plans made 
before Radio Marti was announced. The historic record does 
not support the assertion that there is a causal link bet- 


ween the two. 


As to the threats reportedly made by Cuban 
Deputy Foreign Minister Ricardo Alarcon, they're not 
Surprising. President Fidel Castro has earlier indicated in 
public speeches that Cuba will counterbroadcast to the 
United States perhaps through a so-called Radio Lincoln. 


The level of interference to U.S. broad- 
casters trom such Cuban broadcasts, should they occur, would 
depend on the frequency, times of transmission and the 
actual power used. 


Q Can we get the Cuban guidance? 
A Yes. 
Qo A follow-up on one of Joe's question earlier. 


Is it possible for you to tell us when the last com- 
munication the United States had was from Leonid Brezhenev? 


oy I don't have that date. 


Q Would it have been on this Middle East troops 
thing? 


ry I just don't know. Again, you're talking 
about Presidential correspondence and I really would refer 
you to the White House on that. 


0 No you have a comment on the clashes that are 
taking place in Nicaragua between Catholic students and sup- 
posedly Nicaraguan authorities? 


A We've seen the press reports of those clashes 
but I can't confirm any of the details. The reports we've 
seen indicate that the students were protesting actions 
against the church by the Sandinista Government. 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


13 


Last week's incident with Father Bismarck 
Carballo, the spokesman for the Catholic Church hierarchy in 
Nicaragua, marked a new low in the repressive tactics and 
violence of the Sandinista Government. Most reports indi- 
cate that particular incident directly sparked this week's 


disturbances. 


Father Carballo was seized at a private resi- 
dence, beaten, stripped and then paraded in front of a 
jeering mob, as photographers took pictures. He was sub- 
sequently arrested, refused permission to contact the arch- 
bishop and thrown into a cell for six hours of 
interrogation, still completely nude. 


The incident appears to have been designed by 
Sandinista officials to smear, humiliate and intimidate 
Father Carballo in particular and the Church in general. 


This was only the latest incident in the 


systematic Sandinista campaign against religion in 
Nicaragua. The Sandinistas have recently seized a number of 
churches belong to the Mormon, Jehovah's Witnesses and 


Seventh Day Adventist sects. 


In addition, they have attempted to divide 
the Catholic Church by encouraging the creation of a 


"Popular Church," an act which has been condemned by Pope 
John Paul II in a letter to the Nicaraguan Church. We 
strongly condemn these actions by the Nicaraguan Government. 
Q Can we have that? 
A Yes. 


Q Anything on the bomb in Mozambique? The bomb 
that arrived in the mail in Mozambique? 


Ay No, I don't have anything. 
Q Nothing at ail? 

A No. 

Q Can you take it? 


A What's you're question? "Anything on it, " 
that's a rather -- 


Q What is the U.S. attitude toward the bombing 
of ANC people in Mozambique, and do they consider that 
South Africa may be responsible? 
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A Let me just answer it here and say to you, we 
condemn terrorism in all forms, but I don't have a view as 
to who's responsible for it. 


Q Is the State Department cooperating with 
Mexican authorities in the investigation of Henry Kissinger 
for complicity in the murder of a Romanian bus boy in Acapulco 


in 1969? (Laughter) 
A I see. I doubt that. 


Q Let me just ask you about Nicaragua and 
Honduras, in general. There are a lot of reports coming out 
from both places that seem to indicate that the two 
countries are ready to go to war. A Honduran colonel was 
saying yesterday that this could happen at any moment. I 
wonder if you have a comment. 


A There's a rather full comment on this that's 
in guidance in the Press Office. Rather than try to 
paraphrase it, let me ask you to turn to that. 


6) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 19, 1982, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement. 
Secetary Shultz this morning received Ambassador at Large 
Gabriel Lewis, who called on behalf of the new President of 
Panama, Ricardo de la Espriella, and Pamama‘s Ambassador to 


the United States, Acquilino Boyd. 


The Ambssador has briefed the Secretary on 
recent developments in Panama. I'll be happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Alan, what ts the response to the Lebanese 
request? 


A There has been no response at this point, 
Mike. We're in the final stages of negotiation and we 
expect to have an announcement soon, but I have nothing 
beyond that at this particular moment. 


Q When you say “negotiation,” how do you mean; 
the United States with the Lebanese? 


A I think in terms of the overall process 
of moving forward toward agreement and obviously, then, 
toward implementation of a departure plan. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q What does "announcement" mean? "We hope to 
have an announcement soon." 


~Veclassified for Publication in American Foreign 


A I just don't have details at this point. I 


would expect, Bernie, when we have agreed to the request, 
which has now been received from the Government of Lebanon, 
for participation in a multinational force, that we would 


make that known. 
Q Do you expect that today? 
A Bernie, I just don't know. 


Q Alan, I think there's a little bit of ambi- 
guity here. (Laughter) 


A I don't know how you can possibly -- (Laughter) 
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Q Creative ambiguity. When you talk about 
the final stages of negotiation -- 


A Again, Mike picked up on that word. It's 
more the final stages of this entire process. Clearly, 
there are some loose ends to be tied up, and we want to be 
sure everything is set, but we're in the final stages of 
this effort to move toward agreement and implementation of 


the departure of the PLO. 


Q Do you expect that your answer to the 
Lebanese request will and can come before the final 
agreement on both sides is reached? 


A I think that it'll all be part of the same 
process. Essentially -- 


Q The same announcement? 


A It would amount to the same thing. Once we 
get everything all tied up, I would expect at that point we 
would move ahead once we're sure everything is set, and then 
we would make it known. 


Q I want to nail this down. You're saying 
there will be no announcement in answer to the Lebanese 
request until the entire process is wrapped up; is that 
correct? _ 


A Entire process? That's a very sweeping state- 
ment. Can you -- 


Q Until both the Israelis and the Lebanese have 
agreed on the final terms of the agreement. 


A When we feel that everything is set is the 
time when we would be willing to go forward, and the 
President, I believe, would be willing to go forward, make 
the commitment, agree to the request, and to make that known. 


That's not a nice, neat answer, a specific 
answer but I just -- 


Q You're not going to have a separate announce- 
ment in response to the Lebanese request? 


A That's fair enough, yes. 


Q Separate from what? 


A Separate from some later announcement on the 
West Beirut situation; is that what you mean, Bob? 
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Q Yes. 


Q Alan, for planning purposes, will you have the 
announcement of our commitment on the troops and also make 
available the text of the agreement that's been worked out? 


A Again, I can't give you that sort of detail 
at this point. I would expect that once we make the announce- 
ment we would go into all sorts of detail but I just can't 
specify what that would be at this point. But surely we 
would want to be prepared to do that. 


Q Can you lay something out as to what is in 
the request and how is it being studied? 


A No, I don't have anything further on it. 
Q When did it arrive, Alan? 


A I think Larry Speakes said this morning it 
arrived at 7:45. I didn't myself try to verify the exact 
timing. 


Q Is there any paper that has to be signed by 
both sides? 


A Again, I would prefer at this stage to leave 
that sort of thing to explanation at the time of an announce- 
ment on this matter. 


Q Is it still possible or likely that the PLO 
evacuation can get underway by Saturday? 


A As we said in the statement that was used 
both here and at the White House this morning in response to 
the Israeli Cabinet action, we would hope we could move 
ahead perhaps as early as this weekend, but I just can't be 
more specific, Joe. It's not a situation that I have more 
specifics on. 


Q The Israeli Government is suggesting that it 
should get underway by Saturday and when it begins a fifteen 
day time period begins tick off. Is it the U.S. view that 
that's a cealistic assessment? 


A Again, that's the kind of thing that would 
have to be addressed at such time as we made an 
announcement. 


Q It seems as though the French troops have 
started moving and the Lebanese Government has issued a 
request to all three governments, and yet the United States 
is saying there are final stages, there ace things to be 
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cleared up, wrapped, processes to be undertaken. It seems as 
though the other governments are jumping the gun on the 
agreement. Why would there be a request from Lebanon if an 
agreement had not yet been reached? 


A I'm going to have to leave it where I am: 
that we're in the final stages of this process, and that we 
expect to have an announcement soon. 


Q What are the fears that you cannot commit your 
troops earlier and waiting for the cesponse to come together 
with the completion of the package? Why is there hesita- 
tion about coming in and saying that you're responding like 
the French and the Italian? 


A I've said what I have at this point to give 
you. 


Q Are you still cautiously optimistic or are 
you afraid that something will turn around that the 
agreement would not be implemeted or would not -- 


A I said we expect to have an announcement soon. 


Q What has the Secretary's role been in this the 
last twenty-four hours this morcning, whatever? Has he 
talked to Mr. Habib? 


A I don't know that he's talked directly to 
Ambassador Habib. I'm not sure whom he has or hasn't talked 
to. I didn't get a chance to ask him that this morning. 
He's been actively involved in consideration of all of this 
throughout, but I don't have a specific set of conversations 
that he might have had. Sorry. 


Q Ace there any consultations going on with the 
Congress concerning the participation in the multinational 
force? 


A I can't tell you whether there are any going 
on at this momement. There have been consultations all the 
way along on this issue and we would clearly want to con- 
tinue to be in consultation with Congress, but I just can't 
answer your question. I don't know 


Q Do you know whethec the French and the 
Italians have reacted, have come up with their announcement 


yet? 
A I dor'* know. 


Q You havei't heard? 


A I don't know. 


Q Is what we have been waiting for here now to 
tie loose ends and the eventual evacuation of PLO connected; 
are they tied, or one could go without the other? 


A No. I think we're talking about pulling this 
process together, going ahead with the decision, and on our 
part to respond and then moving ahead with implementation of 
the plan for withdrawal or departure. So I think it's all 
related. Am I understanding you correctly? 


A Let me just make it a little clearer. Until 
a decision is made here, you do not expect the process of 
evacuation of the PLO will begin; is that a good assumption? 


A Yes. 


Q When the announcement does come, will 
Secretary Shultz then hold a news conference and spell out 
all the details? 


A I can't tell you at this point precisely what 
the scenario will be. Clearly, we are going to make details 
available to you and so on. Perhaps we can talk about that 


later. 


Q We have a report that Ambassador Habib today 
told Prime Minister Begin that Arafat had been dragging his 
feet and would not have left or agreed to leave West Beirut 
had it not been for the massive Israeli aic strikes? 


A Bob, I saw the press story on it. I have 
seen nothing which would in any way confirm that, and I can- 
not believe that it is true at all. It just d *t cing 
true at all. 
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Q Have you asked Ambassador Habib if he said 
that? 


A No. He's got other things he's doing. 
There's nothing in what he has said in any way which would 
square with that and concerns which have been addressed, 
guite to the contrary about the negative impact, in fact, of 
the problems with the ceasefire. 


Q He has persistently condemned the bombing 
over the past weeks? 


A I don't want to characterize it beyond what 
I've just said, concerns about the problems with the break- 
down of the ceasefire. 


. Se Q You said the White House announced that the 
cequest from Lebanon had arrived at 7:45 this morning. At 
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9:30 the State Department was saying that it did not know 
whether a cequest had arrived orc not. Are there other 
things you think might be occurring right now that the State 


Department doesn't know? 


A I think the State Department knew. I think 
it is quite likely that that word had not been passed to the 
Press Office, unfortunately, at that point. 


Q It's a good assumption to make that there may 
be things at this very moment that are going on that you 
can't tell us about because you are not being informed 


about? 


A I'm sure there are a lot of details that are 
going on. We try to stay informed but can't keep on top of 
everything. That one, I think, was just a matter of not 
getting the word down fast enough. 


Q Is it your understanding that the two Israeli 
prisoners held by the PLO have to be delivered to Israel 
before this package can be announced by President Reagan as 


an agreement? 


A Bob, I don't want to venture a view on that. 
Again, you're getting into details of what needs to be 


‘wrapped up or what doesn't, and I just don't think I can get 


into that. 


Q Can you take us a little bit in the direction 
of futuce tense? Assuming this thing works out as is, what 
ace the priorities from the U.S. point of view about 
tackling the remaining problems on the agenda? 


A Bernie, I've said for the last several days that 
we would then turn our attention to the broader Lebanese 
question and to the overall Middle East peace process, and 
particularly the concerns about the Palestinian issues. 


I declined, I think in response to Hank 


Trewhitt's question yesterday, to assign a priority as 
between these two. But as I have noted, we don't consider 
them in some formal way linked. They're related; there's no 
question about that. But they are not linked. 


Q What do you mean when you talk about “particularly 
concerns over the Palestinian issues" Is that the way you 


phrased it? 


A I refec you to what the Secretary said in his 
confirmation hearings, both his opening statement and what 
he said following that. 
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Q Do you see any link between the hesitancy of 
making an announcement cegarcding sending the Marines and the 
postponement of the elections in Lebanon, the presidential 


elections until Monday? 


A No, I would not draw that connection. I 
would also not agree with the characterization about 
"hesitancy." That isn't what I'm trying to convey to you. 
It's just simply that we are looking -- I indicated this 
yesterday. I think there was some questioning yesterday: 
why we would not respond immediately once we got the 
request. I indicated that there would be things that would 
have to be -- the issues have to be reviewed and so on, and 


that's the process we are going through. But I would 
caution you against using that word, and I would also caution 


against the linkage which you raised in your question. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Butros Ghali's 
remacks on U.S. policy in the Middle East? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the difficulties 
with the Lebanese elections? 


A No, I have no comment on that. I gave you 
something on our views about the election the other day, but 
in terms of the delay I don't have any comment. 


Q Can you give us any indication as to how much 
more time this rceview process might consume before it's 
complete? 


I just don't have anything. 
But it's still under way? 


In terms of looking at -- 


ono -, O »F 


Looking around, ceviewing all of the aspects. 


BN I will repeat what I've said. We hope to 
have an announcement soon, but I can't pin that down for 
you. 


Q In the reactions, this announcement by the 
U.S., is there any thought to this announcement being 
synchronized with the French and the Italians, or will theirs 


be unilateral responses? 


A I can't honestly tell you the degree to which 
they would be synchronized. I don't think there's an effort 
hece to make them simultaneous. If that answers your 


gn 
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question, let me leave it there. 


Q On Adib's question again, you said “no 
comment." No comment to his criticism or the remarks of 


Butros Ghali? 


A It isn't "no comment" in that -- I don't have 
anything for you on his remarks, and -- 


Q You're aware of his cemarks? 


A Yes. But I don't anticipate that we would 
necessarily respond to then. 


Q As the article said today, Egypt has been 
supposedly the closest ally on the Arab side in the Middle 
East with the United States, and this criticism is kind of 
getting to the heart of things. 


A I've addressed the issue before about the 
importance of the relationship with Egypt, and we've cer- 
tainly had very close consultations and will have, and they 
are, as are we, part of the Camp David process and key 
players. But beyond that, in terms of commenting substan- 
tively on the specific remarks, I don't have anything for you. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Can you tell us today whether Ambassador 
Habib is going to come back and take some time off or 
whether he's going to stay there and try to move into the 
next phase? 


A I don't have anything on that at this point. 


Q Can you tell us whether Joe Sisco saw th 
Secretary of State today? 


A I'm not sure whether he saw him. I did see 
something which indicated he was going to see him today. 
What time I don't cecall. 


Q Is he being considered for some kind of 
special post? 


A I have no indication that he is. 
Q Why was he seeing him? 


A To be frank I don't know the specific reason, 
but it strikes me as being consistent with what the 
Secretary has tried to do in terms of drawing on the views 
of vacious people who are experts and otherwise 
knowledgeable in the fields of interest to him, the Middle 


East obviously being a key one of those. 


Q Can you talk about Draper's plans at all? 
He is going to Damascus? 


m I don't have anything to suggest that he is 
going to Damascus. I can't cule it out, but I see nothing 
to suggest that he is going to go there. 


Q Why would not a meeting with Mr. Sisco be 
listed on the Secretary's schedule? 


A I don't know. 


Q Why is it in the U.S. interests for the PLO 
to leave Beircut? 


A Why don't you ask the PLO? Seciously, I'm 
not going to try to get into an explanation of their 
reasoning. I don't mean to be facetious, but it is really 
not for us to comment on that. 
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Q My question is, why is it in the U.S. 
interests? 


A I don't want to try to get into that today. 
I think that the urgency and importance of resolving the 
West Beirut problem is obvious, and I think that the 
situation does speak for itself in this respect. 


Q Do you have anything else there besides 
Lebanon? 


Besides Lebanon, what is on your mind, sir? 
An open -- 
An open agenda? 


on rr OO FY 


Yes. 


A Can you tell us something about the meetings 
which the Secretary is reportedly going to have on Saturday 
regarding Soviet policy? 


Q I can tell you a little bit about it. As in 
the case of the Middle East, where he had a number °! people 
who were expert and knowledgeable in this field, experienced 
in it, come in and talk with him, he's doing the same thing 
this Saturday on the Soviet Union. 


I would expect, frankly, that he will do the same 
thing on other areas and other issues at various times. 


Q Who its he seeing Saturday? 


a I don't know that the list is final as of 
this point. It includes former Secretarys of Defense Harold 
Brown and Donald Rumsfeld, Brent Scowcroft, Hal Sonnenfeld, 
Bill Hyland, Norman Podhoretz and Pete Peterson. Whether 
that's the final list I can't tell you, but that's where it 
is at this moment. 


Q Are we encouraged to conclude from this that 
the Secretary is forging a completely new U.S. policy 
.wards the Soviet Union? 


A What I think you should be encouraged to 
think from this is that the Secretary is interested in 
exploring the ideas that people of this caliber have 
regacding an issue on which they are knowledgeable. 
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Q When he met on the Middle East with Kissinger 
and Shapiro and Silberman, there also were a whole slew of 
Administration experts. 


A I'll expect that there will also be 
Administration people at the meeting. 


Q Is Shultz conducting an overall review of 
foreign policy? 


A I don't know whether I'd put it in those 
terms. I don't know of some massive -- 


Q What is at work here? He's done the Middle 


East, doing the Soviet Union, you said he's going to do 
other areas as well. Is this sort of a review? 


A I don't know of any that are planned. I'm 
saying to you that as a matter of his practice, I think you 
can expect to see more meetings of this sort drawing on 
expert opinion in different areas as he sees the necessity 


Or opportunity to do so. 


But I'm not trying to suggest to you that there is 
some grand scheme, and he's now ticked off Items A and B and 
going to move on to C, D and E. I don't think it's that at 


all. 


Q Is Mr. Kissinger or Mr. Vance invited to this 
session? | 


A I don't know. 
Q Can you find out? 


my No. I'm not going to go into who's invited. 
I'll be happy to tell you who attends, but I don't think 
it's appropriate to say who's invited. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the F-5 sale 
to Taiwan? 


A What about them? 


Q As I understand it, there's some more speci- 
fics of the sale that were not available the other day when 
the announcement was made that are now available. 
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A I understand the Pentagon has put out one of 
its usual notices which provides a fair amount of detail on 


that. 


Q Not having seen that, I can't be more 
specific in my question, but -- 


gn 


A I don't have it with me. If there's some 
specific point -- it talks about the numbers and the dollars 


and purposes and so on. 


Q There was a question at the Pentagon briefing 
today which they were unable to handle, and suggested that 
you might be able to, as to whether this represents going 
back to business as usual in spite of any recent understand- 


ings with the Chinese. 
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A We had made it clear for some time that we 
planned to proceed not only in this area but also specifi- 
cally had said that extension of the F=-5E co-production line 
was envisaged in the President's decision last January not 
to sell advanced fighter aircraft to Taiwan. 


I would refer you back to what I said on 
January 11 in that respect. 


Q Then the answer is yes, to a certain extent 


these are proceeding notwithstanding any agreements, and 
that this does in fact represent doing business the way we 


used to before this -- 


weh PGs thtead Tor Fublication 1 
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A No. I say this its consistent with what we 
said before, and what we said in the communique that was 
just issued. The suggestion that I take from your question 
about “business as usual” is that in some way this would 
itynore the communique, and I would say that would be an 
incorrect conclusion for you to draw. 


The President's statement that was issued in con- 
junction with the communique made clear there would be 
further arms sales. The communique itself made that clear, 


so I don't see the problem, frankly. 


Q Does the State Department have some role in 
drawing up a document or documents about what the United 
States meant when it signed the communique as stated by the 
White House yesterday, and what is tt? 
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A The only thing I can give you on that is, 
first of all, to reiterate a point that a sentor official 
made when briefing after the issuance of the communique that 
there are no secret or undisclosed agreements between the 
U.S. and the PRC or, for that matter, with Taiwan. 


There are internal working papers which would be 
normal in any such negotiation, but I don't think it would 
be appropriate for me to go beyond that. 


Q If I could follow up on this, as I understand 
it, Mr. Speakes said yesterday that the Administration was 
going to prepare some special documents to show what it was 
they had in mind in signing this communique. 


A I believe he talked about it in terms of it 
being an internal paper, and I therefore am not prepared to 
go beyond what I've said. 


Q My question is, does the State Department 
have some role in drawing this up, and, if so, what is it? 


A We're talking about internal papers. I 
think you can assume that the State Department is fully 
involved in this whole question of not only the relationship 
with the PRC but the arms sales issue, but I am not prepared 
to go into the detail of who's drafting what papers or 
Clearing what papers. I don't think that's appropriate. 


Q Can I ask you something on this because it 
arose back in 1972 at the time of the first SALT agreements. 
About several weeks after the agreements were made public 
and we were told there were no secret agreements, etc., it 
then came out there were a whole slew of unilateral and 
agreed-upon interpretations of various propositions in the 
agreements which under the pressure from Senator Jackson and 
others finally were made public, which have since become 
very important matters of the record. 


Do these internal papers include such things as 
agreed interpretations or at least unilateral statements of 
interpretation made to each side, which in my view would 
fall under the term of "agreement." 


A In terms of anything falling under the term 
of "agreement," I think maybe the answer would have to be on 
that, no, there are no secret agreements in that. 
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There has been a rather extended and intensive 
discussion of this issue over the period of several months 
-- there's a record of that -- but that isn't the same thing 
that I think you are saying. 


What I would point you to is that officials of 
both sides did make statements after or in the context of 
issuing the joint communique, and I think that tnterpre- 
tations were represented in those various statements. 


Q For instance, that section in the communique 
about the U.S. saying it will not exceed the quality or 
quantity of the years since normalization. 


What is meant by “quality” would be very imortant. 
For instance, there is an interpretation in The Washington 
Post from Peking today suggesting that the U.S. is now 
dooming Taiwan to permanent obsolescence. 





You could read quality as meaning quality on a 
basis of a relationship with what Peking has in which case 
Taiwan would be able to get improved versions if Peking's 
air force increased in quality. 


A I thought that this issue was addressed by 
the briefer the other day. 


Q I thought in a very foggy manner. 


A I'm afraid I'm going to have to ask you to 
stick with that. I don't have anything to offer you beyond 
what was said in that briefing. 


Q Could you take the question as to whether 
there are unilateral interpretations such as there were in 
1972 with cespect to the SALT agreements regarding -- 


A No. I'm going to stick with the language 
that there are no secret agreements. I think that's a 
fairly flat statement. 


Q Maybe by your standard unilateral interpreta- 
tion does not represent a secret agreement. 


A As I said, we've made various statements, 
John Holdridge has been up on the Hill twice this week on 
the record, and there was a backgrounder. I think that 
that's all I can give you on it. 
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Q Following up on that, at the backgrounder, 
One question was raised about the record of U.S. arms sales 
to Taiwan -- what it has been since normalization -— because 
this is a matter that is used as the benchmark in the 
communique. 


Since then, there have been wildly dissimilar 
figures quoted as to what the record was. Will you please, 
as was requested at that backgrounder, make available from 
the State Department or Government standpoint what was the 
level of arms sales to Taiwan during the period since 
normalization? 


A I'm going to have to refer you to the 
Pentagon. We don't keep those kinds of figures. 


Q Come on. This is the benchmark that is cited 
in the communique. 


A That's fine. I'm still going to refer you to 
the Pentagon on that issue. I believe the briefer also 
indicated to you that there were a variety -- 


Q The briefer said he was going to get the 
information for us which he has not yet. 


A I'm responding on that briefer's behalf in 
saying that there were a variety of measures, I think, that 
were indicated would be looked at in that briefing. I would 
refec you to the record of it. 


Anyway, in terms of your specific question and in 
terms of that question raised then, I would have to referc 
you to the Pentagon. 


Q Was Peking aware at the time the joint com- 
muniqgue was announced the other day of the impending offi- 


cial notification that was taking place today on this specific 


Sale; and as a secondary aspect of that, the communique 
suggests eventual reduction in sales. 


Obviously, “eventual” does not begin with 
today. Does it begin with the next sale? When does 
"eventually" begin? 


A I think the word “gradual,” not “eventual.” 


Q Gradual. 
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A I don't have an interpretation to give you on 
that point. In terms of the PRC's knowledge, as I said, we 
announced last January in the context of the so-called Fx 
Decision, that the President had approved the continuation 
of the co-production line for F-5SE's. As far back as last 
January it's been on the public record, and I don't think 
it's been any secret in the press either. 


I don't want to get into the question of what con- 
versations we may have had with the PRC, but I don't think 
it's any secret to them that this notification to the 
Congress was due to go forward about this time. 


Q A few days ago the American-Arab Anti- 
Discrimination Committee requested that you declassify the 
Department files about Israeli bomb files in order to deter- 
mine if the State Department and Israel were complying with 
the provisions of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act and the 


Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 


The State Department refused to disclose these 
files about the flash which was in the South Atlantic on 
September 27, 1979. 


What are the reasonings for the State Department 
not declassifying these files and giving the information 
which is cequired by the ADC, the American-Arcab Anti- 


Discrimination Committee? 


A I would assume that in the response to the 
Committee -- I'm not familiar with that particular request 
-- but I assume that there was a reason given in responding. 


I would refer you to that. 
Q The Committee is formally appealing your -- 


A All right. Let's let that process work 
itself out. I don't think we should do it here. 


Q Has there been any progress on resolving the 
dispute with the Europeans on the Soviet gas pipeline issue? 
A I have nothing new for you on that. 

Q Will the Secretary have a news conference 
tomorrow? 


A I don't know if the Secretary will have a 
news conference tomorrow. 
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Q Is he tilting one way or the other? 


A I don't know whether there will be a news 
conference tomorrow. 


Q Is peace at hand in Glen Cove, Leng Island? 


A Is peace at hand in Glen Cove? I heard that 
phrase. I don't have anything new. I again would say we 


remain hopeful the matter will be resolved soon and are 
doing everything we appropriately can toward that end. 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concuded at 1:1ll p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
At the outset, I would just like to say a special thank you 
to Alan Romberg who has manned this podium, or the camparts, 
Or whatever one calls this podiun. 


I've been getting confirmed and sworn in which 
happened on Friday. Alan, of course, is going to remain as 
Deputy Spokesman. I'll be leaning heavily on him in the 
next couple of weeks as I learn about your needs and 
problems, and as I try to educate myself about the resources 
and expertise available in the State Department that can be 
made available to you. So a special thank you to Alan. 


I have a housekeeping announcement. A reminder 
for all correspondents who have not yet cenewed their State 
Department press pass, the pass expires in one week and on 
September 1, the building guard will start collecting 
expired passes. So if you haven't renewed your pass yet, 
please do so. 


, I have a statement I would like to read concerning 
the assassination attempt against an American diplomat at 
the Embassy in Paris. On Saturday, August 21, a powerful 
bomb, which reportedly had been meant to kill a U.S. official 
at the Embassy in Paris, exploded killing one officer of the 
French Poliche Demolition Team and severely wounding two 
Other policemen.. 


The United States strongly condemns this cowardly 
and senseless crime and expresses its heartfelt. condolences 
to the Government of France, to the French police authori- 
ties and to the families of the officers killed and injured 
in the fight against international terrorism. We have 
offered the French Government our full cooperation in com- 
bating the problem of international terrorism, which is of 
mutual and deep concern. 


That's all I have. I'll be happy to take any 
questions. 


Q John, do you have a readout on the military 
situation in the Bekaa Valley, troop movements? How tense is 
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the situation? 


a We don't have too much on actual troop movements, 
but we have seen reports of ceasefire violations in Syrian- 
controlled areas of Eastern Lebanon. We've been in contact 
with both Israel and Syria regarding the volatile situation 
along the eastern lines. We consider that maintenance of 
the ceasefire in place is essential. 


Q Who is responsible for the ceasefire 
violations? 


A We are not apportioning responsibility, but 
we have spoken very strongly to those parties involved. 


Q Do you have any scenario about how we go 
about getting negotiations started for the removal of 
foreign troops from Lebanon? In other words, where does 
that whole issue go from here as the Palestinians withdraw? 


A No. I think, as the Secretary indicated in 
his press conference on Friday and on his "Meet the Press” 
interview over the weekend, this is something that we con- 
sider to be a matter of urgency, and we'll be talking to the 


vacious parties involved. 


Q John, the Israeli Government seems to feel 
that Ambassador Habib did not enforce the agreement that he 
himself had worked out and that he allowed those jeeps and 
some rocket launchers and some women and children to go with 
‘tthe PLO contingent that left yesterday. Could you tell us 
whether or not the agreement was violated and whether 
Ambassador Habib did try to stop the violation? 


A An agreement of this character and this kind 
of situation obviously is open to ambiguities, and those 
ambiguities have got to be resolved on the spot. It's a 
very complex and confused situation on the ground with 
various parties involved. But I think that is resolved now. 
We hope there will not be a cepetition of it. The ships are 
moving. As a matter of fact, they're moving cather well. I 
think the third one went out today. Given the complexity of 
the operation, we think that the departure process is going 


quite well. 


Q Thece is a new president in Lebanon. He has 
been elected today, Bashirc Gemayel. Do you think that the 
process by which the Lebanese -- those who met in the 
Lebanese Parliament to elect him is legal, taking into con- 
sideration that Israel is occupying most of the country? 
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A We think the process has moved forward in a 
constitutional way. We congratulate the Lebanese Parliament 
in electing a new president through its traditional con- 
stutional process during this difficult and trying time. 


Lebanon's new leadership has a difficult task 
ahead to bring the country back together again. The promo- 
tion of genuine, national reconciliation and reconstruction 
is crucial to the success of Mr. Gemayel's term as Presi- 
dent. The U.S. will continue to work closely with the 
Government of Lebanon in the complex and difficult tasks 
before hin. 


Q Can we have a copy? 
A Yes, you cectainly can. 


Q What sort of procedure is in place on the 
ground in Beirut to resolve the sorts of problems that 
eccurced over the weekend involving the jeeps and sorts of 
problems that the Secretary suggested will reoccur as this 
evacuation continues? 


A The Lebanese armed forces ace charged with 
the responsibility for the departure and, obviously, the 
French forces are in the port and assisting them. But the 
primacy responsibility lies with the Lebanese Army. 


Q What sort of procedure is in place to resolve 
the conflicts that are likely to occur? 


A Obviously, Ambassador Habib and others. We 
have good American diplomatic personnel on the scene, and 
they acre obviously working with the various parties to 
resolve these operational matters that crop up. 


Q You've got to take it one step at a time -- 

A Yes. 

Q There's no way -- 

A It's a very complex operation. You have some 


eighteen or nineteen nations involved in this in terms of 
the receiving countries, in terms of the countries who are 
assisting in various ways. Really, it's cemarkable that 
it is proceeding as well as it is given the conditions on 
the ground, the complexity of the operation and the number 
of parties involved. 


Q From youc point of view was it a violation to 
load jeeps on the vessels? 
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A I think we're over that. As I say, one of 


the assignments of the people on the spot is to resolve 
ambiguities in the agreement. I think, really, it's not 

too constructive to go back and hold an inquest. That par- 
ticular issues is resolved, and I think we must now move for- 


ward with the -- 
Q But there might be similar cases. We have 


still another ten days to go. Is there a decision whether 
taking jeeps and other kinds of vehicles a violation or not? 


A I think it*s agreed that the jeeps will hence- 
forth not now go on the ships. 


Q How about rocket launchers? 


A We're working on that. Discussion is going 
on on that. 


Q Is this because the jeeps are considered 
heavy arms? 


A The agreement provides that the outgoing 


personnel carry sidearms. Obviously there's been a 
cesolution of the interpretation of what is a jeep and what 


is equipment that's left behind. 


Q What do you say to Secretary Weinberger yester- 
day saying that the agreement does not exclude such things 


in particular? 
A I don't think that's what he said. 


Q What do you think he said? 


A I think that we revert to the language used 
in the agreement. Namely, that the PLO carry side-weapons 
and that heavy equipment is turned over to the Lebanese 


authorities. 


Q He also said that the Israelis should not be 
there at all. Therefore, even to check if jeeps were being 
loaded or not, according to Secretacy Weinbecgerc yesterday, 


they're not supposed to be in the area at all. 


By I'll have to go back and look at what he said. 
I'm a little confused by the point you're making. 


Q There is a lot of talk in the Administration 


now about taking steps to make sure the Palestinians have 
their legitimate cights. Can you indicate some scenario now 


for arriving at such a situation, plans for negotiations, 
for consultation and that sort of thing? 
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A No, I really can't. I think the Secretary in 
his "Meet the Press” interview yesterday spoke of a general 
idea. I think what is happening is that his thinking is 
evolving on this as he consults with a variety of people. 
The President directed him to consult with Members of 
Congress which he has been doing. He has been talking to 
experts both within and without the Administration, for- 
mulating his own ideas. As he said also yesterday, there 
is a question of process and substance that has to be worked 
out, both the process of how discussions would be resumed 
and how they would go forward. Then there is the question 
of the substance of those negotiations. 


Q Is there any sort of a timetable for resuming 
the negotiating process of any soct, or how we are going to 
arrive at a timetable? 


A No, I think that he obviously feels that this 
is a question on which we should move forcefully and 
ucgently as he has said, perhaps not in these words, but 
he feels that out of the ashes of Beirut we should move with 
dispatch towards some cesolution of the overall Middle East 
preblem. But I can't say that he has a scenario. 


Q John, can you tell me if Ambassador Habib 
will be cemaining in Beirut for the duration of the eva- 
cuation, orc will he be coming home sooner? 


A I think he would probably be there foc the 
ducation of the evauation. It's not quite clear just when 
he would get back. But I think he will be there for the 
duration of the evacuation. 


Q John, to follow up on another question, is 
the Secretary thinking in tecms of a new plan or a new for- 
mulation, or is he thinking in terms of the Camp David 
agreements and to stick within that and try to find some way 
of negotiating within that? 


A No. He's very much wedded to the concept of 
the Camp David Agreement. You would be misled if you were 
thinking in terms of a new "Plan" with a capital P. He has, 
however, desccibed the Camp David document as one that is 
vecy cich. He has described it as one that provides great 
latitude. He's talked of a question of interpretation and 
made the point that it leaves a lot of room for negotiation. 
So he's absolutely wedded to the Camp David formula but sees 
great latitude within that. 


Q How swon is the Secretacy, or if he is at all, 
going to name a special negotiator? Thece's been some talk 
about that. 
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a I think that he has not talked of naming a 
special negotiator for the overall Middle East process. He 
has talked of Morris Draper heading up a task force on the 
Lebanon situation. 


Q Outside of Mr. Draper? 


A Outside of Mr. Draper there are no plans to 
make such an announcement. 


Q Israel said -- Prime Minister Begin said 
through his emissary here to Washington a few weeks ago that 
Iscael was open to the possibility of having Palestinian 
repesentatives involved in the autonomy talks from hereout. 
Does the United States have an idea as to who that might be, 
or foc that matter does the United States firmly say at this 
point that Palestinians will be involved in the negotiations 
on the autonomy talks in addition to Israel and Egypt, and 
should Jordan also be involved in those talks? 


M I think that the Secretary hasn't specified, 
but he has said the Palestinians should have a cole in 
determining the conditions under which they're governed. On 
earlier occasions he's also talked about the failure to make 
progress on the Camp David process, and has suggested that 
both we and others would be looking at other approaches 
within the Camp David framework and considering involving 


more parties. 


Q So you envision that whatever form the new 
negotiations take, they would include more pacties than just 
Iscael, Egypt and the U.S.? — 


A They might. 


Q As far as their settlement in Lebanon is con- 
cerned, what the overall solution about the settlement in 
Lebanon is concerned, do you have a scenacio how this would 
be conducted? When will it be started and what is the way it 


will be conducted? 


4A I really don't know have a scenario. 
Obviously, there's a great deal of emphasis on Beirut at the 
moment. But that doesn't mean that good thinking isn't 
being done about the Lebanese situation and about the 
overall Middle Eastern situation, but I don't have a 


scenacio. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Within the interpretations to the Camp David 
Accords, do you envision any other mechanism beside the 
known autonomy talks that have been going on for the last 
three years? 


A I'm not quite sure I understand your 
question. 


Q Within the interpretations of the Camp David 
Accords, can you envision any other mechanism for progress 
beside the autonomy talks? 


A I guess I'd simply have to refer you back to 
the Secretary's words that he is wedded to the Camp David 
agreement, but that it does provide latitude. I don't think 
you can go any further than that. 


Q This is the question we're asking, and the 
words have a generality about them. Camp David is rather 
specific that there should be an interim framework set up 
for five years and that there should be negotiations 
including Egyptians, Israelis, Jordanians and Palestinians 
within the Jordanian-Egyptian delegation. Those are the 
eligible parties to negotiate the terms for a self-governing 
authority. That's in there. There isn't very much flexibi- 


lity about that process. 


There's flexibility about the terms of reference 
for the self-governing authority. People are asking, is the 
Administration still interested in working out this first 
phase of the framework agreement, and we haven't got an 
answer really. If it's not, is that open to question, in 
which case I think you'd have to revise Camp David. 


A I think I have to refer you back to the 
Secretary's words and his thinking at this point in time. 
He obviously, as he has said, is doing a great deal of 
thinking about how to get that process started again, who 
would be involved. It seems to me that at that point 
the question of differing interpretations of what Camp 
David might mean and how to proceed would really come to the 
fore. But until then I think it would be not constructive 
for me to explore that further. 


Q Following up on that, the Secretary has con- 
sulted with Congress on this, and he's having in members of 
the State Department staff and other outsiders like Dr. 
Kissinger and others. 
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Of course, the parties who are most concerned 
about that are the Israelis, the Egyptians and the 
Palestinians on the West Bank =~» to some extent the 


Jordanians. 


Does he have a plan for talking over where he 
might go with them before coming up with some U.S. proposal? 


A I don't want to get into what his plans are 
and who he might be talking with, but obviously that has to 
be a factor at some stage, 


Q You have nothing to say about it now? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Even in the absence of a complete scenario 
for the forthcoming period, I think it is very difficult to 
imagine that what is going to happen just after the evacua- 
tion period of 14 days. 


So the question is what's the next step just after 
the evacuation? 


4 I don't think anybody's made any secret of 
the fact that it is a complex and difficult negotiational 
road that lies ahead. We have a situation of continuing 
tension of the ground in Lebanon, and obviously nobody is 
underestimating the size of the problem. But I think the 
Secretary and the President see that this is a moment to 
attempt to move forward and to try to get a movement on 
this larger question, so they're going to work very hard at 


that. 


Q Departing Palestinian guerrillas were quoted 
as saying, "We will return to the barrels of new guns, and 
Israel, we'll make your nights sleepless and your days 
restless." 


Do you think that we will see a resumption of 
hostilities just simply from a different base of operation? 


a I don't think I can comment on that. 
Obviously the Secretary hopes that the PLO will see as 
a result of the events of recent days that there is no 
future in terrorism. 


Q The U.S. has been talking a lot about 
restoring Lebanon's sovereignty. I mean, don't you think 
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that having the elections of a new president in Lebanon who 
is a de facto ally of Israel while the Israeli forces are 
Still occupying the city -- I mean, doesn't that make a 
mockery of all your positions on restoring Lebanese credibi- 
lity and sovereignty? Is he a credible president to you? 


A I think that's an internal question for the 
Lebanese people to resolve. 


Q But the Americans made a big issue when they 
said that Babrak Karmal of Afghanistan is Russia's puppet. 
I mean, to many people in Lebanon the man is just like 


Roberto D’Auaeson in El Salvador. 
u 


A The process has come forward, and I think 
we'll leave it at that. 


Q In the area of Camp David and how to restore 
it, has the Secretary or any of his aides given time to think 
over President Mubarak's feelings about Camp David and how 
to restore it and what he wrote yesterday in The Washington 





Post? 





A No. The Secretary read with great interest 
President Mubarak's article yesterday in The Washington 
Post, and said that he felt it was a constructive article. 
I think that he obviously has in mind ways in which a 
dialogue with Egypt and other parties would be opened on 


that question. 





Q President Mubarak was saying that Camp David 
is about at a dead end unless the U.S. will do some steps and 
take some initiatives. Are those steps and initiatives 
being considered seriously, or -- 


A I don't think we'd want to get into the 
details, but Egypt is obviously a very important party. I 
think the Secretary is hopeful that the Egyptians will 
participate in the kind of process that he sees developing. 


Q Do you have any information about a possible 
visit of Minister Sharon here later this week? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Any comment on Weinberger's remarks this 
morning on television regarding the Palestinian state? 
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A I think he was discussing a hypothetical and 
speculative situation. I think that Secretary Shultz made 
clear in his remarks yesterday that he was not talking about 
the question of self-determination which he said has come to 
be equated with the Palestine state, but that he was talking 
about the possibility and the manner in which Palestinians 
should play a role in determining the conditions under which 
they're governed, and the final status of the territory is 
obviously something that will take place as part of the Camp 


David process. 


Q The question was about Secretary Weinberger's 
remarks, though. Did Secretary Weinberger misstate American 


policy? 


A No. I don't think he misstated American 
policy. He was talking about a hypothetical and a specula- 
tive situation. 


Q How is the evaluation of Israel's use of 
American weapons going? Are we about to hear something or 
ts it -- 


A I'm sorry. I didn't get the beginning of the 
question. 


Q The investigation into Israeli use of 
American weapons in accordance with American law -=- is it 
still under discussion and so forth? 


} 


A Yes. It's still under revtew. 


Q On another area: Is there any response this 
morning on the French Government ordering the export of U.S. 
designed, licensed technology? 


4 Yes. I do have something on that. We have 
been aware since the French communtque of June 22 that the 
Government of France had requested that French firms 
complete their contracts related to the pipeline. 


It's our understanding that the French Government 
has so far taken no steps legally to compel firms in France 
to complete their contracts in violation of U.S. export 
cestrictions, and we are hopeful that no such direct 
confrontation with ourc controls will arise. 


Q You don't consider the actions of 90 minutes 
ago a legal -- 
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A I'm sorry. I'm unaware. 


Q The French this morning ordered 
Dresser-France to export equipment which is of course made 


under U.S. License. 


A I was unaware of that, but the sentiments 
expressed in what I've read still apply. 


Q Are there any administrative actions pending 


Or under discussions this morning or in the very near 
futur2, meaning in the next 24 hours, against Dresser-U.S.A. 


in Dallas? 


A The means available for enforcement of the 
Sanctions are under review, and I'm not prepared to go any 
further. 


Q Will the Secretary in fact be chairing a 
meeting tomorrow? 


A I can't give you an answer on that. 


Q That was the main point that I wanted to ask 
about the pipeline. You expressed hope that the French 
wouldn't do what now they apparently have already done. 


Was the U.S. in some kind of diplomatic con- 
Munication with the French over the weekend about this? 


A I can't answer that question. I don't know. 


Q You don't know where you go from here on this 
matter of the shipment. 


A It's under review. 


Q How does the Administration balance up as 
things now stand -—- the relations between the United States 
and its close Western allies -- because presumably if this 
Dresser shipment should go through, they're going to be more 
and more incidents as other countries follow suit, on the 
one hand, against the President's determination to enforce 


the sanctions. 


Is there an evolution in the thinking of the 
Administration? 
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A I think we'd have to wait until the results 
of the review are at hand. 


Q When do you think that would be? 
A I can't give you an answer on that. 


Q Is it possible that the shipments will take 
place and everything will go on before the review is 
completed and -- 


A I'm sorry. I can't answer that one for you. 


Q It was stated by Agence France Presse that 
one of the senior officials of the Chinese Government has 
said that China is preparing to buy French Mirage airplanes. 


Would the acquisition of Mirage airplanes by China 
be a factor to be taken into consideration in what the U.S. 
is willing to provide for the defense of Taiwan? 


A I think I'm going to stand on the testimony 
that was made public by Secretary Holdridge and the briefing 
that was offered by a senior spokesman. I think that area 
was well covered, and the circumstances in which we would 
look at the flow of arms to Taiwan were well spelled out and 


defined. 


Q Of course, those briefings were given before 
at least public indication by the Chinese that they might 


buy these jets. 


Should they make further noises or make such an 
actual move, would you be prepared to address its impact on 
the U.S. view of the relationship out there? 


a As you know, at the time of those briefings 
the point was stressed that the People's Republic of China 
had a fundamental policy which involved a peaceful approach 
On the question of unification. We assume that that state- 


ment still stands. 


Q That would seem to imply that the extent to 
which the PRC armed in the meantime would make no difference 
in that policy by the United States. You don't intend to 
Carry it that that far, do you? 


4 I think I'm going to rest on the statements 
that were made during the briefings. 
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Q Going back to France a little bit, how would 
you describe French-U.S. relations now, overall, including 
the various incidents and differences in Central America and 
the gas pipeline? 


A France is obviously an important friend of 
the United States, and we have a long and happy rela- 
tionship, but beyond that I don't want to get into that. 


Q On another subject: In the last few days 
Cuban officials have spoken of retaliating against the 
United States against the Radio Marti project. Especially 
there were a number of published reports in Washington from 
the Deputy Foreign Minister in Cuba. 


Has the U.S. come up with any responses about 
that? 


A I think we did offer you something on that 
last week, but I'll repeat it. As to the threats made by 
Cuba, they're not surprising. President Castro has earlier 
indicated in public speeches that Cuba will counter- 
broadcast to the U.S., perhaps through a so-called Radio 


Lincoln. 


. The level of interference to U.S. broadcasters 
from such Cuban broadcasts, should they occur, would depend 
on the frequency, the times of transmission, and the actual 
power used. But, in any event, it would be an error to 
allow U.S. foreign policy to be dictated by Cuban threats. 


Q Thank you, John. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:01 p.m.) 
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DPC #143 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 24, 1982, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements, so I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q John, what can you tell us about the meeting 
upstaircs of the Secretaries regarding the pipeline matter? 


A I'm afcaid as a matter of course, I understand 
the Department of State does not discuss that kind of meeting, 
so I'm not able to talk about any meetings that might have 
been held or are being held or might be held in the future on 


that. 


9 Would you give us the guest list, however? 


A No, I'm afraid I can't discuss any meeting that 
might have been taking place. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the action in 
France on Dresser Industries? 


A Yes, we do. We have this matter under con- 
Sideration. That's where we stand. 


(Laughter) 
Q That's all you're going to say, John? 


a I think that's about all I'm going to say, Bob. 


Q Can you say whether you are pleased or 
displeased, or characterize it in any way? 

Q No, I don't think I'd care to characterize it in 
any way. 

Q Has there been any contact between the 


Secretary and Mr. Cheysson on this matter directly? 


A Tnere have been continuing discussions 
between the United States and the French Government on this 
matter, and I guess those are continuing. 


QO Do you expect anything in the way of an announ- 
cement of any sort, in any form, on the pipeline matter at any 


time? 
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(Laughter) 


a I'm sure there would be an announcement some- 
time, but I can't give you any indication as to when that 
might be. 


-O Is it liable to come from Santa Barbara after 
this meeting? 


A I can't even be specific as to that. 


Q John, isn't it odd? The decision is now 24 
hours old, and there has not been any response at all from 
this government on something that is obviously of considerable 
importance to this Administration. At the very least, it 
makes the Administration look rather timid and unresponsive. 


a I don't think that would be an accurate charac- 
terization. Obviously it is an important question; it 
is under consideration, and the Administration would want to 
be meast-ed in any response that it has. 


The President's position has been quite clear on 
this question of sanctions. The Secretary said, I think over 
the weekend, that the President's position was firm. 
Obviously it's related to the events in Poland and the fact 
that there hasn't been any movement on the three conditions 
that we had set then. I think we will want to take time to 
consider it serioushy. 


Q Are we in touch with the French on this? 


A We have been in touch with the French con- 
sistently and undoubtedly still are. 


0 Since the decision? 

a I don't want to get into that kind of specific 
detail. 

0 The French Ambassador was coming in today, 


wasn't he? 
aq I'm not aware that he is. 
Q John, since the comment period on these regula- 


tions closed on the 21st, when does the Administration expect 
to have the final version of these sanctions published? 


A I can't answer that, I'm afraid. 
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Q John, isn't there a bit of a problem here since 
the goods are going to be shipped, or a certain part of it, in 
the next 24 Lours, and then any response that you have is 
going to be moot, isn't that correct? 


A I got caught out yesterday on the details of 
who did what, when. I don't have the details on when-the 
goods are going to be shipped. 


6) But if your response comes after they're 
shipped, is not the issue then moot, at least at this stage? 


pat I think we'd have to wait and see what the 
timing is of the shipment of the goods and what the timing of 
the response is. 


Q The French have not told you when they are 
going to ship it? 


a Not to my knowledge. 


Q Has the French Ambassador been summoned to the 
State Department -- asked to come to the State Department? 


on Not to my knowledge. 


0 Yesterday, in your statement on this you said 
that American rceaction would hinge on legal action taken -- 
you used the phrase "legal action" -- by the French 
Government. Today you're saying that it doesn't depend on 
legal action any more; it now depends on the actual physical 
movement of the goods. Is that a change? 


i No. No, I'm not saying that. I mean, 
Obviously legal action is pending locally and other actions 
are pending. I'm not responding specifically to what action 
triggers what response. This is under consideration -- it is 
being considered -- and at an appropriate time the 
Administration will make public its position. Obviously, 
there would be the recommendation of the President. 


Q Can you tell us whether in response to the 
legal action taken by the French yesterday the United States 
has in fact taken any action, even if you decline to specify 
what that action is. 


A No, I don't want to get into that kind of 


detail. 


gn 
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Q John, do you mind picking up on the French -- 
on a slightly different matter? Over the last couple of 
weeks, the Department has made a couple of statements praising 
and thanking the French for their anti-terrorist actions, 
which I find quite remarkable considering the fact that the 
Justice Minister, Mr. Robert Badinter, was not only a past 
attorney for the Bader Mainhof Gang, but he has refused to 
close the Hyperion School, which was named by Judge 
Imposimata, in Italy, as being -- 


A The question is? 


Q Excuse me. I just wanted to make a couple of 
points. 


B, No. I know. I'm just trying to find out what 
the question is. 


e) My question is going to be, why you don't treat 
the French Government like you've treated past governments 
that not only harbored, but aided and abetted terrorists, 
considering Mc. Badinter's both past history and current 
actions. He was responsible for releasing all the current 
leaders of Action Directe, which is now responsible for all 
these anti-Semitic terrorist actions throughout France and so 
forth, and yet you come out and praise the French for their 
supposed response to these terrorist actions that are per- 
formed by people who were released from prison by the current 
government. 


« 


a And the question is? 


0 The question is, how do you square that with 
the supposed stance of this Administration against terrorism? 
I might also add that Mr. Badinter is also a very close friend 
of Henry Kissinger, but I don't think that has anything to do 
with this. 


i I'm not familiar with the specific statements 
you were referring to, but I am familiar with the one we made 
yesterday. We are very supportive of the action that the 
French took in that regard and will continue to be supportive 
of whatever action they take against terrorisn. 


Q Would you be willing to take a question -- 


8) If I could go back to your opening statement, 
you say that as a matter of course, you are not allowed to 
tell us about this meeting. What does that mean? What is the 
matter of course that has determined that we can't learn about 
this mean? 


oreign 
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A It means there has been a long-standing policy 
in the State Department not to discuss such meetings routi- 
néely. Don't be misled; there is nothing extraordinary about 
not discussing this particular meeting, as I understand it. 
I'm cather new at the podium, as you can understand. But as I 
understand it, this has been a traditional policy not to 
discuss such inter-agency or whatever type meetings might be 
taking place on such a subject. 


Q On one of this importance, do you think it 


might be possible to change that long-standing policy, or at 
least to give a cational explanation for it other than history? 


A It might be, but I doubt that we can change it 
today. 


Q Does the Administration attach any urgency to 
this matter with Dressec Industries now? Is there a resolu- 
tion to this imminent? 


2 Surely. It's a matter that the Administration 
is considering with dispatch, but also the appropriate amount 
of research, analysis, and consideration would have to go into 
any decision, and that would have to be forwarded to the 
President. I can't specify what time he would take to - 


Q What avenues is the Administration considering 
acting upon? Who is moving this forward? 


; A I don't want to get into the details of who is 
talking to whom and how that's moving. 


Q John, since you said the Dresser situation is 
under consideration and you would let us know what the 
Administration position was at the appropriate time, I suppose 
that I should ask you, does the Administration now have a 
position regarding the shipment of these compressors? 


a The overall discussion is taking place. It is 
under consideration, and I don't want to get any more specific 
than that. 


0 There is no firm Administration position 
favoring or disapproving this shipment? 


A I don't want to indicate what the 
Administration's position is. The President's position 
obviously on the whole sanctions question and as it is con- 
nected to the situation in Poland is very clear. The 
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Secretary has made clear that there is no change in that. But 
as to the specifics of what mechanisms there are to enforce 
the sanctions and how those might be applied, I really don't 
want to get into that because that is under study. 


Q Could you tell us if a delegation might be 
named to talk to the allies about this specific subject, to go 
to them and talk to them? 


Q There have been good consultations and con- 
tinuing consultations with the allies on this kind of thing, 
but no decision has been taken as to whether a specific 
mission might be involved. 


QO Do you have any idea how long this issue is 
going to "cook?" 


A No, I don't. 


Q John, what was the result of the Dresser action 
on the scheduling of this meeting today? 


ra I don't want to get into specific meetings that 
might or might not be taking place. 


0 Are there any indications the Secretary will go 
to California after whatever meeting is or is not taking 
place? 


1 I don't know of any plans that the Secretary 
might have to go to California after any meeting that might or 
might not be taking place. 


--MORE-- 
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e) Do you have anything on two things in the 
Middle East: One, the reported fighting between Israeli or 
Christian forces -—- I'm not clear which -- with Syrian for- 


ces; and, secondly, about the concern that the election of 
the new President of Lebanon might provoke stepped-up civil 
strife within Lebanon? 


A No, not really. On the question of the 
fighting, we have seen the reports that there is heavy fighting 
going on between Syrian troops and Christian militias. 

We're looking into them but it is a little confused. 
Various people are saying that fighting is going on, 
fighting is not going on. 


I saw a wire service report saying that the 
Israelis had denied that there was such fighting as had been 
suggested, so the situation is a little confused and we're 
looking into it. 


Insofar as the election is concerned, it seems to 
have gone forward in accordance with the constitutional pro- 
cess, and obviously we have made and are continuing to make 
known to all the parties concerned our strong feeling that the 
new leaders should work for reconciliation and that all parties 
in Lebanon should work for an end to violence and the 
withdrawal of foreign troops. 


2) I'd like to follow up on Mr. Pierpoint's 
question. Do you understand the reasoning that forms the 
basis for the long-standing policy of not discussing these 
type of matters with the press while the issue is supposedly 
under consideration? 


Y I was not in on the formulation of the 
rational, but I think it's probably the same logical kind of 
rational that applies to discussions with foreign governments. 
If you're going to conduct diplomacy, there are certain kinds 
of diplomacy you have to conduct in private; and while positions 
are being formulated and while analyses are going on, I think 
it probably is intelligent that they should be conducted in a con- 
fidential atmosphere rather than in public. 


Q Does the United States think at this time 
that circumstances in Beirut are appropriate for the entry 
scheduled tomorrow or the next day of American troops into 
Beirut? That's part of the agreement, that the eteoungyenece 
had to be appropriate. 


A, Yes, I think they are. We think they are. 
The process of the departure seems to be moving forward 
guite well--I think the fourth ship has either left or is 
about to leave today--and despite one or two operational 
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glitches that took place ovec the weekend, that largely is 
going forwarcd well. Probably were the situation to con- 
tinue, the decision would be made within the next forty- 
eight hours on when the U.S. troops could move in, 


Q The decision would be made within forty- 
eight hours as to when the troops would move in, and that 
would occur within how long after the decision? 


A Very rapidly. 


Q On the election of the new President, is 
there any concern by the Administration of the reports that 
there might be violence because of the past of the 
President-elect and because of the fact that he was unop- 
posed and it's been explained for known reasons also?(sic) Is 
tt of any concern or is it simply you're congratulating the 
democratic process in Lebanon? 


A No. We do think the constitutional process 
went forward. The President, I think, sent a message of 
congratulations; the Secretary of State sent a eesage of 
congratulations to President Bashir. And, as I said earlier, 
we have, I think, in the past and are continuing to make clear 
to all parties our concern that they work for a national recon- 
ciliation. 


0 If the fighting between the Christian militias 
and the Syrians continues, the American troops will go in 
anyway? 


A No. The plan is for American troops to be 
involved on the basis that's been rather specifically outlined 
in Beirut itself, and they will be there for a limited time. 


Q Even if che fighting would continue? 

A That's the agreement that has been agreed 
upon. 

QO It was said if the fighting would take 


place, they would leave immediately. 


a Oh, I see. You mean, if there were 
fighting to take place in Beirut? I think those are the 
terms of reference we're talking about. I thought you were 
cefeccing to fighting outside of Beirut. 


0 If there's fighting outside of Beirut, it's 
Okay? I mean, they will go in? 
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A Let me be sure I understand your question. 

Q My question is, if there's fighting in 
Lebanon == 

A In Lebanon? 

Q Yes == the American troops will go in? 

A Thece ace no plans for U.S. troops to 


expand theic cole, which is a limited one in Beirut itself, 
or to extend theic role. 


Q It's been stated in Israel that Minister 
Shacon is on his way hece today. Could you tell us anything 
yet about what plans there may be for State Department offi- 
Cials to see him while he's here? 


A I understand his plans are a little vague. 
We'ce not quite sure as to whether -- there's been ceports that 
he is coming and ceports that he isn't coming. But if he were to 
come, the Secretary has said he would be happy to see Mr. 
Sharcon. 


Q But you don't have any specific information 
on that? 


A No, I don't. As I say, there have been 
ceports back and forth as to whether he is or is not coming. 


Q On a Similac visit, it's my understanding 
that the brother of the President of Syria, Dr. Rifaat Assad, 
who is the head of ali security for that country and a very 
powerful man, is in this country. In fact, he's here in 
Washington cight now. Has he seen any U.S. officials, or 
ace there any plans for him to see any? 


A Not to my knowledge. I'm really speaking 
without knowledge, but I know of none. 

Q Could you take that question? 

A Yes, we can. 

Q He is here, John. 

A Okay. I'm not saying that. Mr. Pierpoint said 


that. 


0 Ace you accepting the premise that he is 
herce and you're taking the question, or <-- 


A I'm sure that in my time I'll get 


t 
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misquoted enough. Don't misquote me on that one. Yes, we'll 
look into that for you. 


Q There's been a lot written about the econo- 
mic problems in Mexico cight now and its relations with the 
U.S. By any chance, do you have any kind of statement about 
what American political attitudes are towards Mexico in this 
time of crises there? 


A I don't know that it's a political state- 
ment. Obviously Mexico is a valued friend, and we have 
taken some actions in the economic sphere to assist Mexico. 
On the economic question, I probably ought to refer you to 
Treasucy. As we all know, Mexico is experiencing a serious 
liquidity problem. The Mexicar Government has taken 
appropriate steps to meet this problem, both through entering 
into arcangements which will ease the short-term liquidity 
problem, ind by beginning negotiations with commercial banks 
and the IMF, which should lead in our estimate to a smoothing 
out of the problem in the medium term. 


Our assessment is that by addressing this 
pcoblem head on and taking certain necessary but difficult 
decisions, the Mexican Government will be able t@ bring the 
problem under control. 


0 Do you have anything to say about the 
freezing of the foreign currency accounts in Mexico that, 
accocding to the Times, are leading to hundreds of millions 
of dollars of losses to American investors? 


‘ A No. I'm afcaid I don't have any comment on 
that. 


Q One more, please, on the Middle East. The 
forces that are suppose to be fighting, or that are fighting 
in the nocth and east of Lebanon, ace so-called Christian 
militias which are known also to be under the leadership of 
the President-elect. Is the United States considering 
approaching the President-elect to see what is going on and 
to try to stop the violence or fighting or what? 


A I don't think we have any comment on that. 
Again, I would say that's an internal Lebanese 
affaic and the basis of our involvement has been to work for 
national reconciliation and the removal of all foreign 
troops. I think we'll just stand on that. 


0 The Christian Militia and Syrians, John -- 


A Beg pacdon? 


Foreign 
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Q In fighting between so-called Christian mili- 
tias and the Syrians, are the Syrians an internal problem for 
Lebanon? 


A Obviously, our attitude towards foreign 
troops has included and does include both Syrian and Israeli 


tcoops. 


Q The human rights group in Germany thie 
weekend made some statements saying that it has documen- 
tation of forced labor working on the pipeline. boes the 
State Department have any such documentation? Is State 
working on this problem, and would this not be to the Reagan 
Administcation's advantage to have such documentation at 
this time? 


A I don't think we have such documentation. 
Obviously, we saw reports and are looking at the ceports as 
they continue to come in. But I think that ceport ini- 
tiated, as I recall, with a European newspaper. I think 
that's how it was first initiated. But we have nothing further 
on it. 


Q Is the State looking into it? There have 
been questions raised on the Hill on that and there was a 
resolution about to be presented. 


A I think we would have an interest in that, 
but we have no evidence and nothing further to offer at this 
time. 


Q Do you have any response to the complaints 
by the Polish Government about the broadcasting into Poland 
by the United States and a number of other countries? 


A Yes, I have something on that. Two 
questions: There's the Darnton question and the broad- 
casting question. 


We can conficm that the Polish Government 
has complained formally to us about alleged Voice of America 
and Radio Free Europe broadcasts which the Poles deem to be 
interference in theic affairs. These charges are totally 
without substance. Obviously the Polish people listen to 
whatever cadio station they find credible, whether it is 
foreign orc domestic. And we will cespond officially to the 
Polish Government protest in the near future. 


On the John Darnton of the New York Times 





Situation, we consider that tlie indefinite lifting of 

Mc. Darcnton's credentials on August 23 was unjustified. The 
Polish Government, following the Soviet example, has been 
engaged in a concerted campaign against Western news media 
representatives in Poland who are reporting on events there, 
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and we have the question of retaliation under active con- 
Sideration now. 


Q Can you be any more specific about what 
type of retaliation? 


A No. 
0 Thank you, John, 
A Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #144 


WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 25, 1982, 12:28 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
There are no announcements. I'll be glad to take any 
questions you might have. 


Q Can you confirm that some Israeli troops have 
been moving out of south Lebanon? 


A No. We can't. I'm sorry. I don't have any 
further information on that. 


Q We don't have any questions. We'll take your 
announcements. 


A (Laughter) 


Q On the Dresser controversy, can you at least 
give us some idea of the tone or at least some of the 
substance of the communications between us and the French 
Government? 


4 No. I cannot do that, as I think I said 
yesterday. There are adequate channels for that com- 
munication, and it continues to go on. I don't want to be 
specific about what kinds of communications may or may not 
have taken place. 


As to the review, as I said yesterday, the sanc- 
tions issue is under review. It has been reviewed at high- 
level interagency meetings. The question of an expected 
Dresser-France violation of the U.S. Export Administration 
Act is also under review. If a violation occurs, the sanc- 
tions will be enforced, but I'm not able to say any more at 
this time. 


Q What does that mean, “the sanctions will be 
enforced"? 


A That means that an appropriate announcement 
would be made of appropriate actions that would be taken 
under that legislation. 


Q Do you know what the status of the shipment 
is right now? 
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A No. I think it's a little uncertain. 


Q You don't suggest that perhaps you'll wait to 
see now whether a violation does occur before making some 
further announcement about it? 


A I think it's logical that you wouldn't take 
any action to enforce the various mechanisms that might be 
available to enforce sanctions until a violation had taken 
place. 


Q But there are other things that you could do 
if you were anticipating one to try to head it off if you 
thought you had a chance to do that? 


A Yes. 


Q Apparently you don't feel that way. The 
next thing is to see whether they have a violation or not. 


A I think that we would not have any announce- 
ment to make until such a violation occurs, if it does. 


Q You are saying that there will be a U.S. 
response; that this thing will not be sidetracked. 


aN If there were to be a violation, the United 
States would have a response, clearly. 


Q When you said there would be a response, do 
you mean that you would impose some degree of penalties as 
provided under the law as opposed to just a statement? 


A Just that kind of action that's been under 
the discussion is under review, and I wouldn't want to indi-~ 
cate what that might be until the time is here. We 
obviously don't want to anticipate -- 


Q I am trying to understand what it is you're 
saying when you say you would enforce the sanctions. That 
sounds like what you're saying is you would take one of the 
actions prescribed under the act. 


A We would have an announcement on what action 
we would take at that time. 


Q Has the Administration decided as of right 
now what action it would take? 
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A I don't want to get into the details of the 
decision-making mechanism. The President has all the infor- 
mation that he needs, and the matter continues to be under 
review. 


Q Could you give us any indication of what 
options are open to the U.S. Government, without telling us 
which option you're going to take? 


A No. 

Q Does not the law spell out what those options 
are? 

A You're getting into a legal question that 


perhaps is beyond my expertise. I'm sure there are many 
options spelled out. 


Q Has a set of options been sent to the 
President as of right now? 


a I don't want to get into what has or has not 
been sent to the President. 


Q Yesterday the Department was suggesting that 
there was still a fair amount of opportunity left to avoid 
having to deal with the sanctions issue because there might 
not be a violation. 


I think you used the word “expected” or 
"anticipated" violation. Is there some change between 
yesterday and today as to the status of whether it can be 
avoided? 


A No. I don't think there's any change. 
Obviously, we would regret the violation if it takes place, 
and, obviously, up to the point of the violation we would 
hope that it does not. But should that violation occur, 
obviously that would be the time we would indicate what 
steps we might take. 


Q You said contact was still going on with the 
French, suggesting that there are still efforts being made 
to avoid needing to do that, or has that phase of it ended 
and now it's a matter of just waiting to see what -- 


A No. I wouldn't say that any particular phase 
is ended. Those consultations have been going on and 
undoubtedly still are going on, but I don't want you to read 
too much into that. 
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Q My question was similar: A spokesman for 
Dresser said this morning the President is getting ready to 
send a delegation to France to try to work out this in terms 
of negotiations. Can you -- 


A No. The situation is just exactly the same 
as I mentioned yesterday: That there are a wide variety of 
channels that we can talk through to the various parties 
involved, but no decision has been made as to whether a 
special mission of any kind should or should not go. 


Q If I took my notes here correctly, you say, 
"If a violation occurs, sanctions will be enforced." I don't 
want to quibble about the term "enforced," but it seems to me 
that after the goods have left the port, there's very little 
that you can really do to enforce not sending the goods. 


Do I read you correctly, or is there some other 
plan beyond -- 


A (Laughter) -- 
re) See what I'm saying? 
A Yes. I know where you're leading me. 


(Laughter) The question is not devoted exclusively to 
whether or not the goods go. The question is devoted to 
what actions this Administraticn might take in response to 
such a shipment. 


Q Have you informed the French Government and 
Dresser of the nature of the sanctions that may be imposed? 


A No. I think that I would be correct in 
Saying that the Administration's position is still under 
review. 


re) Is it correct that what you're talking about 
are sanctions against the company and not against the French 
Government? 


4 I don't think we want to be more specific 
than I have been, and I realize that isn't very specific. I 
understand your frustrations, but I don't think I can go 
beyond what I've said. 


Q Under French law the French Government can 
take it out of Dresser'‘s hands and seize the compressors and 
ship them itself. 
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Where do our considerations go then? Is Dresser 
off the hook if that occurs? 


A No. You're citing what I also have read in 
the wire service reports, and I certainly don't quibble with 
your understanding of the situation. But I don't think we 
want to be any more specific than I have been at this stage 
about what action we would take against whom and when. 


Q Have you had any communication from the 
British Government about a British firm which in the next 
few days -- I think that firm is John Brown -- which might be 


shipping pipeline components to the Soviet Union? 


ay I don't know what specific communication 
there might have been, but I think the situation will be the 
Same as with the French: That consultations are going on, on 
a regular basis, and undoubtedly would be with the British 
as well. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Judge Flannery's 
decision yesterday? 


4 No. I think Secretary Baldridge said last 
night that the Administration was pleased with the result, 
and I think we would leave it at that. It's a legal 
question. 


Q Is what you have said today in the nature of 
a warning to the French Government and to Dresser and to 
anyone else concerned not to take this action? 


A Not at all. In no sense is it seen as a 
warning. As I said yesterday, the President is very serious 
about his whole policy on sanctions. The Secretary 
underscored that at the weekend -- there's no change in that 
-- but in no way should anything that I have said yesterday 
Or today or anybody in the Administration has said should be 
seen aS a warning or a threat. 


Q I'm not trying to cast this in the light of 
what would happen after any shipment was made but how much 
warning -- let's say they ship in ten minutes from now. How 
much warning can we expect before an announcement would come 
out of here. 


aN I can't answer that question, but I do not 
think a great deal of time would elapse from the point of 
violation to an announcement of a response on our part. 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 








Q They're scheduled to ship at 0830 tomorrow 
morning, in fact. 


A Yes. But there are changes of thought as 
to when it will be shipped. I'm not playing games with you. 


QO No, no. Fine. You're giving us information 
when you say it seems to change. In other words, that time 
of 0830 has now slipped again to your knowledge? 


A I hadn't heard the 0830 time as being firm. 
e) French time tomorrow morning. 
A Okay. 


e) Just to follow through with the question, I 
think that's 2:30 a.m. our time. Will we have to wait until 
the briefing tomorrow to get the response of this 
Government? 


ay I don't know. A lot will depend on when 
those items are shipped, if they are shipped. 


Q Larry Knutson just took away my lead here by 
Saying that this is not a warning, or you're saying that 
this is not a warning or threat. 


If you're declaring that there will be an 
appropriate action or response, but that that is not a 
warning or a threat, how would you characterize what you've 
just said? 


Ay I didn't want to characterize it. I didn't 
want to suggest that anything that was being said -=- which 
basically is a situation that's still under review -- was 
couched in bellicose terms. 


I was trying to steer you away from that kind of 
characterization. I was trying to be helpful. 


Q Yes, but you weren't. 
(Laughter) 


A Okay. That may be my fate. 


e) Isn't it fair to say that you are warning the 
French Government? And Dresser certainly thinks it's a 
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warning because they even went to court over it because 
they felt that you're going to take action against them. 


A Obviously, we regret it and would prefer that 
it not happen, and we are going to take actions which we 
consider appropriate. But I don't want to get into the 
severity or the lack of severity or the extent of those. 


Q Would you call it a punitive action that you 
will take? 


A No. I would not call it a punitive action 
that we would take. 


Q How would you characterize the action? 
A I would not. Nice try. 
Q Can I understand, are you going to be dealing 


with each and every violation as it occurs with John Brown 
next, the Italians next, or is there going to be some kind 
of strategy which we will hear about? 


aN There certainly will be a strategy. How much 
the Administration will want to say in each case, I'm not 
sure. 


0 The other day before the French announcement 
you had said that you hoped that France would not take that 
step. France obviously took that step. 


My question is, do you think if the shipment goes 
ahead, this would have an adverse effect on French-American 
relations? 


nN We certainly hope not. I think this has to 
be seen in perspective, and I think both the President and 
the Secretary have characterized this in the past as a 
quarrel within the family. Obviously, other aspects of our 
relationship with France are good, and I think one has to 
see this particular question in a larger framework. 


Q The Wall Street Journal reported today that 
policy-makers were recommending the beginning of a new 
series of talks on East-West relations with European allies 
as a kind of starting point for getting things straight 
again. 





Can you comment on that at all? 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A I really can't. I think your question is 
akin to the one asked earlier as to whether there are any plans to 
send a high-level mission to Europe. As I said, I think the 
channels for communication, are good and available at the 
moment, and no decision has been taken as to whether such a 
mission would or would not go. 


Q Are there any plans soon to reply to the 
rather lengthy de marche from the European Community to the 
United States Government on the whole sanctions policy? 





A I'm not aware of then. 


Q Technically speaking, what is the beginning 
of the violation? When those compressors arrive on board 
those ships? 


4 I think that's a legal question, but, as I 
understand it, it would be shipment of the equipment. 


Q When the ships leave the port or arrive at a 
Soviet Port? 


os I think that's a question for the legal 
people. 


Q In other words, you're not going to come up 
here tomorrow and say, “Well, they haven't arrived in the 
Soviet Union as yet, sO we -- 


A (Laughter) 


Q Have you decided when it is that you're going 
to make your announcement? 


A No. 


Q No. I mean in terms of definition of ship- 
ment. Will you make your announcement when they're loaded on 
board? 


A I think that any announcement that would be 
made would come after the legal experts have determined that 
a shipment has been made. 


Q Are you suggesting that the Legal Office in 
the State Department hasn't determined as yet what a ship- 
ment is, and how it is defined legally? 
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A No. I'm saying that the Legal Department 
along with others has the whole question under review. 


Q Is there anything you'd like to say on this 
issue? 


A No. (Laughter) I think I've said already 
more than I would have cared to say, but you gentlemen and 
ladies are very persistent. 


Q Can we go to the Middle East? 


—~* 


A Sure can. 


Q According to FBIS today a high Syrian 
Government official said that if the new President of 
Lebanon, Bashir Gemayel, signs a peace treaty with Israel, 
that there will be no chances of cooperation or working with 
the new President of Lebanon. 


What do you comment on that? 


A I did see that report, but we don't have any 
comment on that. 


@) Do you have any comment on a related report 
that Syria now says that it would be willing to withdraw all 
of its troops within 24 hours of the withdrawal of Israeli 
troops? 


Does that leave an opening for fruitful and quick 
negotiations on the withdrawal of foreign troops? 


my One obviously hopes for a quick withdrawal, 
and our position has been very plain on that. But I think 
anybody would be unwise to offer characterizations of what 
is likely to happen. We are still in the midst of a Beirut 
departure operation which continues to go well. 


As I said before, given the complexity of it and 
the fact that the provisional plan is changing all the time 
on the ground -- depending on the availability of ships, 
depending when they get there, depending on how the PLO leaves -- 
that goes very well, but nevertheless we are still in the 
middle of it. 


While we are not dragging our feet at all on the 
Overall question of a Lebanese settlement and a desire that 
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foreign troops should withdraw fast, I think it would prob- 
ably be unwise to make any characterizations. 


Q Do you have any explanation today as to the 
reason why the evacuation by land was cancelled yesterday, 
and when and by what way those PLO people are going to be 
evacuated now? 


A Yes, I do. I think that a group of 563 left 
Beirut today by sea for Syria, and I don't think too much 
should be read into that. The plan was couched in very provi- 
sional terms. 


I think from the outset all those involved said 
that it might have to change, given the complexities aad 
given the situation as it might change from day to day. 


It is simply a question of the parties involved 
Saying that the first group, at any rate, to Syria should go 
by sea. That does not preclude any further movement by 
land. 


I think it was well in line with the indication in 
the plan that the departure to Syria might take place by 
land or by sea. I think that's in the plan. 


Q Will they be going straight to Syria from 
Beirut or will they stop off in Cyprus? 


A Yes. I think they're going straight to the oort 
of Tartus. 


0 Are you saying that because of the fighting 
yesterday or are you saying it's because it didn't exclude 
their going by the sea? 


my No. I think you'd be mislead if you con- 
nected it with the reports of fighting. I think that's 
not a factor. It's simply that the parties themselves, for 
a variety of operational and technical reasons on the 
ground, elected to go by sea. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Can you tell us something about the 
fighting? Do you know who was fighting yesterday? 


A No. It's still a source of some confusion 
and we continue to look at those reports, but it still is a 
rather confusing situation. 


0 First of all, on the number leaving, 
do you have any other statistics on the groups to 
leave tomorrow and the next day; has there been any 
change in those places? 


A I prefer to stay away from that because it does 
change. You'll find that ships that are coming in don't 
maybe have quite the capacity that you thought they had, or 
ships have changed, different desinations. 


Ambassador Habib and the others are 
obviously involved so0 we're not really too anxious to 
get into very specific figures. I happened to have this one 
of the number that went out on the ship today. 


Q On the follow-up, on the question of a peace 
treaty between Israel and Lebanon, would the United States 
like to see such a treaty and, if so, are we doing anything 
to facilitate it? 


A I think Secretary Shultz already addressed 
himself to that question, and he said, yes, he would support 
a peace treaty. 


Q Has the United States received from the 
Government of Lebanon either a request for assistance in 
reconstruction of the country or some clear indications of 
the dimensions of the aid which the Lebanese Government 
feels would be required for reconstruction; and, if so, what 
is the thinking here about it? 


fy I think the thinking here is obviously to 
consider such request. I don't believe there's been a formal 
request. I think that's the answer to your first question. 
But obviously there's been some back and forth and consultation. 
I think the United States has been very interested in this 
humanitarian endeavor. 


We don't have a final assessment of the 
amount that would need to be channeled into short-term 
relief and longer term reconstruction in Lebanon. Much of 
the technical and financial resources for reconstruction, we 
think, would come from the Lebanese private sector. But we 
do foresee a continued need for assistance from other 
countries, and from a variety of private sources and inter- 
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national agencies as well as the United States. It may be a 
little premature to indicate just how the United States 
would proceed and what it would do, but I know that a good 
deal of thinking is being done about this. 


Q What do you think of the idea that some 
voices out of Americans, some former State Department offi- 
cers, like George Ball this morning in the New York Times, and, 
I think, in the Washington Post suggesting that the finan- 
cial aid which goes to Israel -- allocation to Israel -- the 
money that is allocated for Israel will go into the 
reconstruction and building of Lebanon after the destruc- 


tion, what's the thought of the State Department and the 
United States? 








A I don't think there's an official response 
to that. Like you, I saw that article. It seems to me that 
the President and the Secretary have made clear that Israel 
is a true and valued friend, and I think that one would con- 
sider Israel's needs as Israel's needs, and not link them to... 


Q Even at the expense of destroying another 
country without paying the price for the destruction -- 


4 I wouldn't characterize it in that way. I 
think that in its relations with each country, the needs of 
each country should be looked at as individual needs. 


Q Do you have a comment on the report that 
American navy ships are escorting the evacuation vessels to 
protect them from Israeli attack? 


A It's not a question of protecting them from 
Israeli attack. I think that the plan, when it was first 
issued, indicated that U.S. ships would escort the commer- 
cial vessels taking the PLO out if requested. On the basis 
of our extensive discussions with the Israeli Government 
concerning the evacuation from Beirut, we have every con- 
fidence that things will go smoothly as they have so far. 
But as a matter of common prudence, we have been asked to 
assure the safe passage of the evacuees while enroute to 
their destinations and the provision of a U.S. naval escort 
is part of our response to that request. 


Q Asked by who? 

A By the parties involved. 

e) All of the parties? 

A I don't want to get into which parties, but 


obviously in the same kind of framework that Ambassador 
Habib's negotiations have gone forward, dealing with -- 
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0 Was there any objection to that from Israel? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Israel was the only party with which those 
discussions took place? 


A No, I didn't say that. 


0 You only named Israel, and just now you said 


My No. If I left that impression, I don't mean to 
leave the impression that -- 


e) Did the request come to us through inter- 
mediaries from the PLO? 


fy I don't want to get into a question of 
Ambassador Habib's discussions on the scene, which is how 
this originated. 


Q Do you have any comment on Crown Prince 
Hassan's article in the Washington Post today? 





A No, I don't. 


Q Back on the reconstruction, I really don't 
want to get into legalities. Can you tell us what the 
U.S. views are about such a war where such mass destruction 
is brought in an officially undeclared war? Can you tell us 
what's the U.S. views as to the parties that -=- let me put 
it more directly - Do you think that Israel should 
take part in the constructing of Lebanon as a result of the 
war it waged on Lebanon? 


My I don't think that would be for us to say. 
I think that would be for Israel to indicate. 


Q Do you think it should? It's a political 
problem, not a legal problem the way I phrased it, I 
thought. 


A No, we reaily don't have any comment on 
that. 


Q Can I ask you one more thing? I think Bob 
yesterday asked about Rifaat al-Assad. I don't know if there was 
an answer. You confirmed that? 


oN Yes. I think you got it in the afternoon. 








< 
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Q Sharon is supposed to be arriving here 
tomorrow and it is said he would be talking to Secretary 
Shultz and Weinberger. Can you confirm these things now? 


A I dont know about Secretary Weinberger. I'm 
not suggesting there's any question about that, but I think 
he will see Secretary Shultz if he comes. I gather there is 
continued doubt whether he is or is not coming. If he does 
come, he would see the Secretary on Friday. 


Q How does this square away with the statement that 
was issued here that he will be coming on a private visit, 
and since Ambassador Habib is the party that's doing the 
talks in Lebanon about Lebanon that Minister Sharon will not 
be seeing Secretary Shultz? 


A I think you are referring to an earlier 
response at an earlier stage when conditions were different. 
But I think I said either yesterday or the day before that 
while there continued to be uncertainly about whether he 
would come, if he did come, Secretary Shultz would, of 
course, see him. That's the situation. 


0 Can you identify the State Department offi- 
Cial who saw Mr. Assad? 

A No, I cannot. I'm sorry. 

Q Could I ask a follow-up on that. Your 


posted statement said that there only was a social meeting 

and that there are no plans for any official meetings with 

Mr. Assad. My question is, why wouldn't there be? I would 
think the State Department would be most anxious to talk to 
this person with very high importance in Syria? 


yy I just have no knowledge of that, Bernie, as 
to why that is or is not the case. 


fe) What can you tell us on Sharon's visit. Could 
you tell us who initiated the meeting between Sharon and 
Secetary Shultz? 


oy I honestly cannot. I know that the 
Secretary said that should Mr. Sharon be here, he'll be 
happy to see him, but I really don't know how the other 
arrangements were made. 


Q Do you have anything on the U.S. plans for 
maneuvers with Oman? 


A No. I think I would have to refer you to 
the Pentagon on that. 
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Q A follow-up on that to make sure: When the 
Iran-Iraq war resumed, a senior official standing there said 
-- threw out the possibily of joint maneuvers. Can you say 


whether this was arranged as a follow-up to that suggestion 
by the official? 


A Manuevers? 
e) Yes. 
A I'd guess again On maneuvers. I'd have to 


refer you to the Pentagon. 


Q Last night the City Council of Glen Cove, 
New York, refused to lift its sanctions against Soviet 


diplomats; does the State Department have any response to 
that? 


A We continue to be interested in it. I don't 
know that too much is going forward on it. I'll give you 
what I have on that. 


We've not yet been in touch with the city 
authorities of Glen Cove to get the details of the Council's 
discussions and vote yesterday. We remain hopeful that the 
matter will be settled soon and will continue to work with 


the mayor and the City Council of Glen Cove towards this 
end. 


Q Last Sunday, Secretary Weinberger and 
Secretary Shultz appeared on national television and each 
had his own way of criticism of Israel. For instance, 
Secretary Weinberger said that Israel has no right to impose 
a naval blockade of Beirut. The official Israeli reaction 
was pointed to American blockades of Cuba and Vietnam, 
Saying that these kind of rights do not always apply 
in a state of war and said Israel was in a 


State of war with the terrorists and the Weinberger com- 
ments were not justified. 


What's your -- I know this is not the 
Defense Department -- but what's your comment on the con- 


text of this rejection of Israeli opposition or state- 
ment by Mr. Weinberger? 


oy I think you would have to take that up 
with Mr. Weinberger or his representatives. As far as 
Secretary Shultz's appearances were concerned, I 
remember that he just wanted to underline that Israel 
was a true and trusted friend, and I think at one 
stage in the NBC discussion he was very careful to 
make sure that impression was coming through. At the 
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same time, he outlined a number of points that he 
thought would be useful in terms of the Camp David 
discussions and discussed, I think, ways in which 
those discussions might go forward in a more speedy 
way than had been so in the past. 


« 


Q I listened to it, and the second part 
of the question was that the official sources of 
Israel flatly rejected Secretary of State Shultz's ideas 
calling for concessions on the Palestinian issue and that a 
certain Israeli withdrawal in Judea, Samaria, the West 
Bank and the Gaza Strip were in the framework of the 
autonomy talks. 





In the FBIS of August 24, it has a 
good answer. What do you comment on such rejection of 
the proposals and the suggestions and ideas of Mr. 
Shultz? If you want to take the question, I would 
appreciate an answer. 


A No, I don't think there's any need to 
take the question. I think the Secretary and the 
President really have made their position quite plain 
and I think Secretary Shultz has reiterated that 
the United States remains dedicated to the Camp David 
Accords and the autonomy process, and we would stand 
on that. 


Q A little earlier you talked about 
everything going well in the evacuation process. I 
just want to make sure; does that apply also to the 
U.S. Marine aspect of that? 
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4 Yes. 


Q Is there anything you can tell us 
about the entry of the Marines? 


A No. They went in on time, the time 
they were scheduled to go in this morning, and I guess 
they were in their positions very fast. There were no 
incidents. I think the Secretary was particularly 
pleased to learn about all that, being an ex-Marine 
himself. I think he was delighted that everything 
went on schedule. 


Q On both fronts, both the diplomatic 
and the military front, the United States believes the 
Operation is going well? 


A In Beirut, yes. I think we are well 
Satisfied with the way it's going. 
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Q Do you have a copy of the statement 
the President sent to Congrss on the War Powers 
provisions? 


A There will be, I think, later in the 
day. I think it's simply a logistica’ question. I 
think the letters will be released by the White House 
later today. 


Q Did he invoke a less hostile part of 
the War Powers Act; that is, that they were going to 
go in armed but without going into areas of imminent 
hostility? 


4 I'll be glad to tell you what the 
Situation is. 


The War Powers Resolution calls for a 
report to Congress whenever U.S. forces “equipped 
for combat" enter foreign territory. It also requires 
a report when U.S. forces are introduced into hostili- 
ties or into a situation where “imminent involvement 
in hostilities is clearly indicated by the 
circumstances." I think those are the sections you're 
referring to. 


Thus, a report is required when either 
or both of these situations occur. The War Powers 
Resolution does not require that the report cite a 
specific subsection of the resolution. Rather, it 
requires that the Congress be provided full infor- 
mation concerning the circumstances necessitating the 
introduction of U.S. forces, the authority under which 
such introduction took place, the estimated scope and 
duration of their involvement and other information 
relevant to Congressional responsibilities. 


The report which the President 
transmitted today fulfills the requirements of the law 
by providing the Congress full information concerning 
the circumstances of the deployment in Beirut, 
including the President's judgment as to the probabil- 
ity of hostilities. 


The President's judgment in this 
respect was based upon careful consideration of all 
the facts and circumstances involved. 


As indicated in the report, the 
arrangements worked out by Ambassador Habib are 
designed to ensure that the multinational force will 
be able to perform its functions without interference. 
In particular, the agreement between the U.S. and 
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Lebanon expressly rules out combat responsibilities 
for our forces. All armed elements in the area have 
given assurances that they will not interfere with the 
implementation of the departure plan or the activities 
of the multinational force. 


The plan itself makes clear that a 
breakdown in its implementation will result in the 
withdrawal of the multinational force. 


I would go on to say that in addition 
to this careful structure of safety arrangements, the 
French advance contingent of the multinational force 
has been operating in Beirut for several days, and we 
thus have had an opportunity to monitor the implemen- 
tation of the safety assurances. Thus far the depar- 
ture pian has been implemented successfully without 
interference. 


So based on all these factors, the 
President concluded that while, of course, isolated 
acts of violence cannot be ruled out, there was no 
reason to expect that U.S. forces would become 
involved in hostilities, and the President has conm- 
municated this judgement to the Congress in the report. 


0 Can we get a copy of that? 
A Surely can. 


Q You're saying it's basically up to 
Congress to decide which one of these provisions it 
applies to? 


4 We're doing that but indicating the 
President's -- 


Q Own view? 
4 Own view. That's right. 


0 Yesterday, you indicated the possibi- 
lity of retaliation against Poland in connection with 
the John Darnton case. Has such retaliation occurred? 


4 There's been a change in that 
Situation. The State Department informed the Polish 
Embassy yesterday afternoon that in response to 
restrictions placed upon Mr. Darnton, the New York 





Times correspondent in Warsaw, we were imposing similar 
restrictions on the Washington correspondent for the 
Polish Communist Party newspaper, Tribuna Ludu. 
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We were informed today by the Polish 
Government, both in Warsaw and in Washington, that Mr. 
Darnton's credentials have been reinstated. 
Consequently, the restrictions placed on the Tribuna 
Ludu correspondent in Washington have been lifted on 
the basis of reciprocity. 


Q What kind of inforr °ion do you have 
on the case of a Soviet political s« »“.1tist that disap- 
peared in Brazil and apparently we. ‘» the American 


Consulate in Rio seeking politica] asylum. 


A I don't have anything on that. I'm 
unaware of it. 


0 There is one leading Brazilian 
newspaper quoting American diplomatic sources here in 
Washington that says that he is already in the United 
States. 


A I'm afraid I'm unaware of that one. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #145 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 26, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a brief 
announcement. I'd like to call your attention to an announce- 
ment by the Office for Micronesian Status Negotiations of a 
Signing ceremony this afternoon at 2 o'clock. Ambassador Fred 
Zedec, for the United States, and Ambassador Lazarus Salii, for 
the Republic of Palau, will be signing the “Compact of Free 
Association," which will establish future relations between the 
United States and this element of the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands, which we administec under a Trusteeship 
Agreement with the United Nations. 


The ceremony will take place in Ambassador Zeder's 
office, which is at Suite 3356 in the main Interioc Department 
Building, at 19th and C Streets, Northwest. Media represen- 
tatives ace welcome, and I understand there will be brcief 
cemacks by the two Ambassadors. A press celease embargoed 
until 2 p.m. is available in the Press Office, with further 
background and a phone number you can call for further infor- 
mation. 


That's all I have in the way of -- 


Q Do you think you could arrange a press tour of 
the acea? (Laughter) 


ny We aim to oblige. (Laughter) 
I'll be glad to take any questions you might have. 


Q I understand the Administration has made a 
decision on what actions to take on the pipeline issue. Can 
you explain the decision, and morce importantly, the policy 
considerations behind it? 


ney I can't explain the decision, but I understand 
that an announcement and a briefing will be given by the 
Depactment of Commerce at 2:30 this afternoon. 


Q Do you have a coom number? 
A I don't have a coom number. I'm sorry. 
Q Will there be other briefings on the same sub- 


ject anywhere else? 
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A No. I think that will be the briefing. 


Q Has a decision been made to send any sort of 
special mission to Europe to discuss the issues with the 
French and the Germans? 


A No. We'ce just about where we were yesterday, 
as I explained to you on that. No change since yesterday. 


Q John, there was a mention in the Post this 
mocning of an evaluation of the Soviet's probable performance 
On the pipeline. Can you make that available to us? 


M That was an evaluation from -- ? 

Q I'm not sure. I don't have the story. 

x I thought it was a TASS, or a story out of 
Moscow. 

Q Pravda. 

A Pravda, yes. I'm not sure we can make that one 
available to you. Laughter) 

Q Do you have any comment on a ceport in the Wall 


Street Journal to the effect that the United States has in 
mind convincing the Europeans not to go forward with the 
second phase of the pipeline, in cetucn for which the United 
States would drop some of the sanctions that it has attempted 
to put in place against the first phase of the pipeline? Can 
you give us any indication of whethec this is the line of 
Administcation thinking? 





4 No, I ceally can't, Don. Sorry. 


Q John, ace there any foreign policy implications 
of the decision that will be announced or detailed by the 
Commerce Department that you can explain to us? Obviously, 
you'ce saying the substance of the decision will be announced 
by Commerce and it will be explained by Commerce, but what 
foreign policy implications will it have? Will it deal with 
the allies, for example, or will it deal with the -- 


A I think it will apply itself to the specifics. 
I mean I think there ace some obvious, broad thoughts that we 
have. We, obviously, were disappointed by the French 
action itn moving forward on this; but I think what you will 
heac at Commerce this aftercnoon, or those who are there at 
Commerce this afternoon, will be very specific applied to the 








specific instance at hand. Obviously, our thought about the 
overall celationship between France and the United States is 
that in genecal, cooperation with the French remains very 
good. I mean we have strong cooperation in other areas, NATO, 
for example, the fact that the French are very much involved 
in the Beirut operation, that it is going well, and that liaison 
between ourselves and the French is good -- indicates that 
there is broad cooperation in other areas. While on this 
specific issue, we clearly have different viewpoints, I think 
we are of the view that that overall relationship is clearly 
not disrupted. 


Q May I follow that? You make a point here of 
Saying that you are disappointed by the French action, and yet 
the Commerce Department doesn't have any power over France. 
Regacdless of whatever decision they announced, it would 
clearly not be against France. 





If you are disappointed with the French decision, 
why is the Administration taking action against someone other 
than France? 


oy I think I want to hold off until Commercce has 
indicated what action this afternoon it will take, and then I 
think that will clarify what specific response has been 
applied to this specific incident. I think I'd like to wait 
until after Commerce has done its briefing. 
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Q This may be moot, but there was one ceport that 
a State Department spokesman said last night that the shipment 
of the compressors was being delayed pending further nego- 
tiations. I know they have been loaded. 
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A I'm not aware of any such statement. As I 
think I indicated yestecday, while there was uncertainty about 
the loading, I think that is due to purely technical and 
operational factors -- a question of when people on dockside 
loaded it. I don't think there was any particulac signifi- 
cance to that delay. 


Q Thece is nothing you know about it in tecms of 
any fucthec delay from leaving port oc anything like that? 


A No. 
Q Do you know what the status of the shipment is? 
A I don't, now. I'm told it may have left, but I 


don't -- 
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Q Do you have any comment on the announcement 
that a Soviet freighter is expected to dock in Britain this 
weekend to take the supplies from the pipeline from the 
Beitish ficm that is involved? 


A No, but I think, again, when the Commerce 
Department makes its position clear this afternoon, that it 
will be obvious that when there are -- if there are -- viola- 
tions of the sanction policy that we've set, there would be an 
appropriate response from the United States. 


Q I was thinking morce broadly. After all, 
Britain is probably the United States’ closest ally. If now a 
second European ally and the promise of a third and a fourth 
European ally come into a direct confrontation with the United 
States over this matter, what is that going to do to our rela 
tions with the Alliance? 


a I think, obviously, the same kind of comments 
that are made about our relationship with France apply to our 
other allies, that where there is a difference of opinion on a 
specific issue within the family, within the Alliance, 
obviously, we regret that, but obviously, it has to be worked 
out. We hope that it does not hinder the overall relationship 
with those countries. 


The President's position on sanctions has been quite 
cleac. It cepresents his strong feeling, his abhorrence of 
Soviet behavioc, specifically in Poland. I think as we go 
forwacd, he has cecognized and the Secretary has rcecognized 
that taking this ficm stand sometimes causes difficulties for 
ourselves and our allies, and perhaps for American business. 

I think the fact that it does cause difficulties simply 
undeclines the stcength of the’ President's position and the 
strength of his conviction on this particular question. 


Q John, I understand the Secretary made a call, I 
think yestercday, to Mc. Cheysson in Paris <= not in Pacis; he 
was vacationing, I think -- but was that cegacding this issue? 


A I'm not sure that he did make a call to Mr. 
Cheysson. I think Mc. Cheysson is in fact in hospital. But 
I'm not aware of any call that he made. No. 


Q Could you comment on the observation that, 
paradoxically, we may be providing a disincentive to improve 
celations, Oc to improve mactial law, in Poland since as long 
as they don't tmprove things there, the wedge cemains in place 
between us and our allies? 
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A No, I don't think so. I think what the 
President has said and what the Secretary has said about his 
support of the President's position is quite clear. I think 
we're simply going to stand on what has been said and the 
actions that we have said we will take and are taking. 


Our position on Poland is very clear. When there is 
a change in the situation, when they have met the three con- 
Gitions which we and our allies have said have to be met, then 
there will be a change. 


Q What percentage is in it for them to change the 
situation, then? I mean, why would they want to? 
a We'll have to leave that to the Polish regime. 
-- MORE -- 
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0 Will our policy be simply to retaliate 
against Dresser and other American companies with sub- 
Sidiaries abroad, or will there be some punitive actions 
against some of our Allies in some fashion? 


A I think we'll leave that to the Commerce 
Department this afternoon. I think that will then become 
very clear. 


Q Can you rule out that there won't be any 
kind of punitive action against our Allies? 


A Just don't want to get into it one way or 
the other. I think I'll just let you see the statement 
itself at 2:30, and I think that will then oecome quite 
clear. 


0 Yesterday, the Israeli Government said it 
hoped to resume the Palestinian autonomy talks in a couple 
of weeks. Do you have any indication -- first, do you have 
any comment on that, and do you have any indication, in fact, 
that such talks would would be possible in a couple of weeks? 


A I don't think I can get into any timetable. 
We certainly saw the piece by Foreign Minister Shamir in this 
morning's Washington Post, and we were very pleased to see 
that the Palestinian problem is receiving priority attention 
from both the Israeli and Egyptian Governments. We welcome 
the reaffirmation by Mr. Shamir and others of Israel's 
desire to°move ahead promptly with the peace process on the 
basis of Camp David. 





We will be consulting in particular with our 
Egyptian and Israeli partners in an effort to decide how 
best to proceed in our common effort to resolve the 
Palestinian problem in all its aspects. But I don't want to 
get into a point-by-point assessment of the article. 
However, regarding references in it and remarks attributed 
to other Israeli officials regarding the nature of Jordan, 
we do want to restate the U.S. commitment to the territorial 
integrity and sovereignty of Jordan and our support for its 
unique and enduring character. 


Beyond that I really don't have anything for 
you on the pace with which any negotiations or talks or con- 
Sultations might go forward. 


) Is the meeting with the Jewish leaders this 
afternoon part of the series; what is this topic about? 


ay That's part of the general consultations 
that the Secretary has been having. As you know, the 
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President asked him to confer with Congress, which he has 
done, in a number of different ways, he's met with a number 
of different groups there, and he's met, as you know, with 
people from the private sector, consulted them, sought their 
views, and this-afternoon's meeting is within that framework. 


Q Do you know how many will attend? 
Q Who requested the meeting? 
A I don't know who requested the meeting. I 


think I got the last part of your question. I don't know 
exactly how many people are going to be there, but I can give 
you a few of the participants. 


The group includes the current president of 
the Conference of Presidents of Jewish Organizations, and 
four prior presidents of that Conference as well as other leaders. 


fe) Is this the same group that was here just 
two, three weeks ago? 


A I don't think so. 

Q Certainly the president or the chairman was. 

A It is? Beg your pardon. I guess it is. 

fe) Why would there be two meetings so close 
together? 

A Can't answer that except that maybe they 


were not involved in this particular kind of discussion when 
they were here before. 


fe) How does this particular kind of discussion 
differ -- 


A This is the general consultative process 
that the Secretary is going through on the question of our 
overall Middle East settlement. The earlier session was a 
confidential one, so I don't know what they discussed. 


fe) Is there going to be any clear end date 
of this review process that the Secretary has underway? 


A No, I don't think so. I think it's on- 
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going. I think he is continuing to consult with a number of 
people. 


fe) I have one follow-up question on the Shamir 
article, if I may. At his news conference on Friday, Shultz 
said that the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people is 
an underlying -issue of great importance and is one that 
is at the center of the problems in the Middle East. That's 
a partial paraphrase. 


In today's article, Shamir says, "To say that 
the Palestinian problem is a root cause of the Arab-Israel 
conflict is to betray ignorance of the facts and of history." 
I'm wondering if you would agree there's a fundamental dif- 
ference in outlook between Shultz and Shamir on this par- 
ticular point? 


A No, I think we'll just stand on the response 
we had to the Shamir article today and on the remarks the 
Secretary made at his press conference. 


fe) On the same topic. When the Secretary of 
State was on T.V. last Sunday, he stayed away from 
recognizing the self-determination for the Palestinians, and 
he said he cannot bite the bullet. 


Is the United States Government afraid of 
recognizing self-determination for the Palestinian people at 
the time the United States is the champion of human rights 
and self-determination for the. people in Polard, Cuba 
and Afghanistan? Don't you think this type of championing 
displays -- what I could call double standard in your championing 
of human rights of people for self-determination and human 
rights? 


A I think there was an attempt to cause the 
Secretary to restate his position another way, and I think 
he chose not to do that and was very specific. I think he 
made the point that self-determination has sort of become a 
buzzword for a Palestinian state, and I think he wanted to 
Stay with his language, namely, that he felt that the 
Palestinians should have a role in determining the con- 
ditions under which they're governed. I think that's where 
we will remain, in that language. 


fe) To return to the pipeline issue for just a 
moment, the people of Dresser are complaining that they are 
being forced to choose between obeying a valid American law 
and a valid French law. Do you agree with that charac- 
terization, and what is the Department's advice to American 
businesses who find themselves in this sort of a jam? 
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A I don't think I can offer advise. I think the 
Administration's position is that it obviously sympathizes 
with a company that finds itself in that situation, and 
it's unfortunate that that is the case. But the fact of the 
matter is that that is a company that is a conduit to the 
Soviet Union in terms of supplying equipment which the 
President feels very strongly should not be transmitted. 


I must say we did read the -- Mr. James, I 
think it was -- the chairman of Dresser -- made some 
comments this morning as quoted, if he was properly 
quoted, in the Post suggesting that this was a rather narrow 
political venture and that for some rather narrow political 
reasons this was going forth. That just is not the case. 
The reason that we are at this state of play is because 
of the President's very sincere conviction about what is 
happening in Poland and his strong feeling that the United 
States should express itself in this way. 





Q Was the history of this companv in any way 
cecnsidered when the Government made the decision that we're 
going to hear about at 2:30? 


A I think you should probably wait until 2:30 
and discover what the details of the decision are. 


Q On the Commerce Department ruling about 
steel yesterday, do you have any assessment particularly on 
how that ruling is going to affect our relations with the 
Allies? | 

ay Not with the Allies. I can tell you just 
where we stand on it. Under U.S. law the countervailing 
duty in anti-dumping cases based on petitions filed by the 
U.S. industry in January must go forward unless the peti- 
tions are withdrawn. Yesterday's determination was simply 
the latest step in this on-going process. And I guess I 
really need to refer you to Commerce for any further infor- 
mation on that. 


e) Do you have anything to say about this 
Russian who asked for asylum at the U.S. Consulate in Rio? 


rs No. I guess as a matter of policy, the State 
Department aoesn't comment on questions of asylum or refugee 
status. 


re) There is a UPI story according to which a 
high State Department official would have confirmed that he has 
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asked for asylum. 


A Haven't seen that one. 

Q I think you can probbly deal with this 
without waiting for the Commerce announcement. What the 
Administration is doing -- isn't the effect of this to put 


companies with subsidiaries abroad and with license-supply 
relationships with foreign firms in the same position as 
U.S. domestic companies? 


« 


A I think I really carnot answer that one 
despite your reassurance. I think I cannot answer that one 
until after the 2:30 announcement this afternoon. 

Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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‘ 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I'm sorry, we're 
running a little late today. I guess this was partly at your 
request, however, so you could cover Mc. Sharon's remarks. 


I do have on statement on the assassination of the 
Tuckish military attache in Ottawa. We've just learned of 
the assassination of the Turkish military attache, Colonel 
Atilla Alticat, in Ottawa this morning. We do not yet have 
any details. The Colonel was apparently shot down while 
waiting at a traffic intersection. We are shocked by this 
brutal mucder, and we want to extend to the Turkish 
Govecnment and the Turkish people our deepest condolences. 
Terrorist actions can never be justified, and the United 
States reaffirms its commitment to do everything within its 
power to help eliminate this menace to the civilized world. 


That's the statement. I'll be glad to take any 
questions you might have. 


Q Can you give us a ceadout from the American 
point of view of the meeting the Secretary had with Mr. 
Shacon this morning? 


A Yes. There was general discussion. I think 
Mc. Sharon went in about 11:00 o'clock and came out about 
12:20 by my watch. The discussion was about genecal mat- 
ters concerning the Middle East. There was discussion about 
Otherc pacts of the world. Those involved did not get into 
detailed discussion of Lebanon and Palestinian issues, but 
the meeting was thought to be informative, and useful 
discussions took place. 


There was clarification of points of view on 
vacious issues. 


Q Minister Sharon apparently said in Hebrew on 
his way out that there wece differences before between the 
U.S. and the Iscaeli Governments and they still exist on 
autonomy and other issues. Do you agree with that? 


Ay I don't want to get into the specifics of 
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what was discussed on this particular occasion, but I think 
within the framework of good relations both sides have indi- 
cated on previous occasions that obviously there are dif- 
ferences and they are discussed. 


Q What in the world does “general matters con- 
cerning the Middle East" mean? 


A It means there was not detailed discussion of 
Lebanese and Mi dle Eastern questions. 


Q Not detailed? 

A Not detailed; the discussion was not 
detailed. 

Q Superficial discussions? 

A I think “superficial” would be a little 


unfairc way to characterize the discussicns. 


Q Seriously, could you be more -- help us out 
more, I mean. Here, you have the first high-ranking Israeli 
official since the Beirut situation has calmed down a bit. 
You've been engaged in a lot of Middle East discussions 
among youcselves. Did you get into specific questions 
dealing with withdrawal of all troops from Lebanon? Did you 
get into questions of Palestinian -- 


fh I really can't go beyond the characterization 
I've given you, Bernie. 


Q Are you chacacterizing it like this because 
the detailed discussions are to take place between Habib and 
the Israelis or -- 


A No,  . just offering that characterization 
because in that amou:i.c of time the discussions were con- 
sidered to be not intensely detailed. They were considered 
to be general in character. 


Q Ninety minutes? 

A No, not quite. ‘ 

Q Can you give us some of the tone of the 
meeting? Was it frank? 
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A Yes, I'm sure the discussion was frank. 


Q Frank, full and cordial? How would you 
characterize it? 

4, 

A ' It seemed to me as I watched them come out, 
it seemed to me that it had been a cordial meeting; yes. 


Q Can you tell us if the Secretary discussed 
with the Defense Minister the issue of Israel's use of 
American weapons? 


A No, I can't. 

Q Did they not discuss that? 

A I don't know. 

Q Was there a reversal in your position regar- 


ding ceceiving Mc. Sharon? I rcemember a couple of weeks 
ago, ten days ago, you said that Mr. Sharon is welcome to 
come. Yet, discussions on what's happening in Lebanon ought 
to take place between him and Habib? 


A I think there have been several phases. I 
think that at an eaclier stage when there was a lot going on 
on the ground, when thece was a suggestion that Mr. Sharon 
might come, it was pointed out that Ambassadoc Habib was on 
the ground and was deeply involved in the discussions and 
that that was a good channel to pursue discussions. I think 
latec when conditions changed and it became evident that Mr. 
Sharon was coming to the United States, the Secretary said 
at that time, and of course when the plans were ficmed up, 
that he would be happy to meet with Mr. Sharon, which he 
d id. 


Q Given the differences and the fact that the 
Iscaelis, at least, are willing to say that those differen- 
ces ace significant differences, should we expect a cesump- 
tion of any of the arcms that were stopped; were they asking 
for moce in spite of the differences? 


Ay I'm afcaid I can't ceally get into that kind 
of characterization oc that kind of detail. 


Q Did you say at the beginning that you had 
spoken, Or that there were discussions about other parts of 
the world? 


A Yes. 


Q Can you say what those parts were? 
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A No, I don't know what other parts of the 
world they discussed, but I know that the discussion did go 
beyond the Middle East. 


Q’. . With the situation of an important visitor 
from Israel coming here -- coming out. Neither the Secretary 
noc other high U.S. officials came out with him; they were 
not able to be questioned. You are able to say almost 
nothing about it. We leave it with the visitor having said a 
great many things, and we're going to have to write stories. 
Can you in some way, before the end of the day, arrange to 
give us some fill-in from some U.S. official who knows what 
happened about the progress of the meeting and where ourc 
relations with Israel now stand? 


fh Of course, I didn't hearc what Mc. Sharon 
said, but I've heacd a ceport of what he said and it seemed 
to be along the general lines of what I've suggested here. 
I think that it's unlikely that there will be much addi- 
tional information or any different characterization to 
what I've offered here. 


Q It seems to me the whole thing -- it's left 
in a very peculiar position in terms of the press here. 
You've had a visitor whose had a good deal to say; the 
Amecican Government is just mute. 


A I don't think I would -- 


Q You say there's “genecal discussion,” but 
that doesn't mean anything. 


A I don't think what I've offered here -- I 
don't think it's fair to suggest that the U.S. Government is 
mute on this. I think we've gone into as much detail as 
we're able to go into. 


Q One of the points that Mc. Sharon made very 
stconoly was that there is already one Palestine, namely 
Jordan, and he put it that bluntly, and then said that 
Iscael would never agree to another Palestine. What is the 
U.S. view on that? 


A I think I did offer you some language on that 
yesterday. I'll be glad to repeat it, but I think we'rce on 
cecorcd with our position. 


Q It's cather opaque, though, and I've asked 
you a faircly dicect question: Does the United States agree 
that Jordan and Palestine are one state and that Israel 
should nevec agree to another Palestine? 
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A I'll be glad to give you the language that I 
offered on that yesterday. You want it again? 

Q Yes. 

KK. All right. As I said yesterday, the United 


States Government is pleased to see the Palestinian problem 
ceceiving priority attention from both the Iscaeli and Egyptian 
Governments. As I said yesterday, we welcome the reaffir- 
mation by Mr. Shamir and others of Israel's desire to move 
ahead promptly with the peace process on the basis of Camp 
David. 


We will be consulting in particular with our 
Egyptian and Iscaeli partners in an effort to decide how 
best to proceed in our common effort to resolve the 
Palestinian problem in all its aspects. But we don't want 
to get into a point-by-point assessment of Mc. Shamir's 
acticle. Howevec, cegacding ceferences in it and remarks 
attributed to other Iscaeli officials regarding the nature 
of Jordan, let me cestate the U.S. commitment to the terri- 
torial integrity and sovereignty of Jordan and our support 
for its unique and enduring character. 


Q Will you please stand up for this that you 
can say now, unequivocally, and in a clear manner, that you 
will not allow Jordan to become a Palestinian state, 
accocding to the Sharon doctrine that he said today that he 
told you very cleacly, again today, that Israel is saying 
that Palestine is Jordan and Jordan is to become a 
Palestinian state? Can you cepeat and say that unequivo- 
cally and in a cleac mannec that the United States 
Administcation will not allow Jordan to become a Palestinian 
state, according to the Sharon doctrine? 


a I'll cestate in an unequivocal and clear 
mannec, the U.S. commitment to the territoral integrity and 
sovereignty of Jocdan, and our support for its unique and 
enducing chacactec. 


Q Did the Secretary cestate it today? 

A I do not know whether he cestated it in these 
words. But certainly if it were discussed today, he would 
have -- 


Q Did he make that point today? 


A I do not know. 
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‘Q.. The Defense Minister seemed to draw a link 
between a peace agreement between Israel and Lebanon and the 
withdrawal of Israeli troops from Lebanon's territory. 


Is that the sequence that the United States sees 
unrolling as well? 


A No. I didn't hear him make those remarks, 
and I think that it would be unwise for me to suggest that 
there is a sequence or a set series of events at this stage. 


Q Regarding the logistics of the meeting, can 
you give us some of the other officials who were present at 
that meeting? 


A Yes. With Secretary Shultz was Assistant 
Secretary Veliotes, and with Mr. Sharon was the Israeli 
Ambassador, Ambassador Arens. 


Q That's actually the question I was going to 
ask. He made a statement that there were three phases of 
withdrawal, and he implied that Israel would not withdraw 
until Syrian forces and the PLO were entirely evacuated. 


I wanted to know if that was consistent with U.S. 
thinking. 


fy Our position is that we obviously are for the 
speediest possible withdrawal of all foreign forces, but 
beyond that I don't want to get into a scenario. 


Q Let me take you back to the question another 
correspondent was trying to get at. Does the United States 
believe that a Palestinian state other than Jordan must be 
created at this point? 


A I think I'm going to rest on the language 
that has been -- 


Q It doesn't speak to that. It speaks to 
Jordan's unique, et cetera? I'm asking if the United States 
believes that a second or that a Palestinian state other than 
Jordan -- 


A I think we've made clear our position on this 
on the Camp David process and the autonomy process, and I'm 
not going to go beyond what we said. 
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Q How would you characterize after this meeting 
the prospects of proceeding with the autonomy talks or what- 
ever you have in mind? 


A As we've indicated, we want to proceed with 
the resolution just as speedily and as wisely as possible. 
But how that is to be done, what the timetable for that 
is and what the sequence of discussions is, I'm not able to 
get into today. 


Q These specifics weren't discussed during the 
meeting today? 


A I can't answer that. 


Q Is the State Department being kept informed 
of Mr. Sharon's meetings with Rifaat Assad? Has the State 
Department been kept abreast of such meeting? 


a I am doing my best to keep you informed of 
the meeting that Mr. Shultz and Mr. Sharon had this morning, 
and I'm not up to whatever else his program may be. 


I understand that he saw Mr. Weinberger before he 
saw Mr. Shultz this morning, but you have to ask him. 


Q But you don't know if either side has com- 
municated anything to the State Department? 


A I do not. 


Q Follow-up, please? Is either the American 
Government or the State Department trying to arrange such a 
meeting between -- 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q One of the primary bases of Camp David is 
U.N. Resolution 242. Does the U.S. Government still hold to 
the position that that requires territorial compromise on 
all fronts? 


A Again, I thought I had reiterated the 
Secretary's language clearly enough over the past few days, 
and I think I'm going to stand on the language that he used 
with regard to that section, in regard to the process and in 
regard to the whole autonomy process. 
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Q Again, a follow-up on another question. We 
have been told repeatedly that the U.S. is a full partner in 
the Camp David process. 


Why is it then the United States cannot come up 
with a clear-cut position on the issue that someone raised? 


Is Jordan a Palestinian state or not? I mean, 
one can say that Jordan's integrity will be maintained and 
all that, and the Israelis will be happy with that. Let's 
say, “Well, okay, let's make it a Palestinian state and 
respect its territorial integrity and forget and swallow up 
the West Bank and Gaza." 


A I think I'm going to rest on the language 
that I have already offered. 


Q Can we move to another area? Have you heard 
from the French Government on the measures taken against the 
French companies? 


fy I told you yesterday that, to my knowledge, the 


Secretary had not spoken with Mr. Cheysson. At the time I 
told you that, it was correct. 


He did have a conversation with him later in the 
afternoon and before the Commerce Department made its 
announcement. The Secretary did inform Mr. Cheysson of the 
action we were about to take. 


0 Did Mr. Cheysson offer any objections? 


My I don't want to get into the telephone con- 
versation that took place, the details of it. 


Q There are reports from Paris that an American 
diplomatic team has arrived there. Is that true, and, if it 
is, could you tell us who? 


A An American diplomatic team to do what? 


Q To try to smooth over this problem, the’ one 
that has been discussed as a possible -- 


A I do not think that is correct. 


Q Are they going to send one? 
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1A Our position is the same as I have suggested 
in the past few days. There is no change in our position on 
that. 


Q At the Commerce Department briefing yesterday 
Mr. Omer suggested that if the preliminary sanctions didn't 
have the desired effect, they would be strengthened and they 
might even be applied to the French Government itself. 


A No. I think my reading of the Commerce 
Department's briefing doesn't suggest that. Hypothetical 
questions about the possible range of action under our law 
brought out the point that governments could be the subject 
of enforcement actions. 


In what was the mechanism that was offered it is 
possible, but we have taken no action against the French 
Government, and we are not now considering any action 
against the French Government. 


Q Since one of those two firms is a nationalized 
French firm owned by the French Government, how do you draw 
the distinction between taking action agiuinst the French 
Government and taking action against a government firm of 
France? 


A I think I'll have to let the Commerce 
Department define that for you. 


Q But you're saying we've taken no action 
against the French Government. 


A That's right. 


Q However, one of the actions that was taken is 
against a government-owned firm in france. I was just 
trying to get you to explain where the dividing line is as 
far as you are concerned. 


A Sure. I guess I'd let the legal people at 
the Department of Commerce decide where the dividing line 
is. 


Q Back on the Mideast for just a moment: Has 
there been a communication today between Ambassador Habib 
and Ch@irman Arafat? 


A I'm sure there has not. 
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Q There was a report that there was. 
| / 


A’ ' Not to my knowledge. 


Q Mr. Sharon said that he started the talks 
with the Palestinian leaders on the autonomy subject. Which 
Palestinians did Mr. Sharon talk about as obviously these 
people were not appointed and you do not recognize them as 
the official representatives of the Palestinian people, or 
which Palestinians did he talk about? 


A I don't know. 


Q I have a question on the pipeline. There has 
been repeated criticism of the U.S. Government policy and 
most recently from the National Association of 
Manufacturers. Their argument essentially is that while it 
is well intended to ease martial law in Poland, that it 
Simply is not working; that Russian will be able to build 
the pipeline anyway, and that all we're really hurting are 
American businesses. 


What essentially is your response to that 
argument? 


on I think that my response is the same as it was 
yesterday, that certainly the President and the Secretary 
are aware of problems and aware that it does hurt us, and 
are aware of the counter-arguments. 


But I think the fact that we have proceeded in the 
manner we have -- even though we are aware of those arguments 
and aware of damage that it may do to relations in some 
aspects with our allies, and even of the hardship it may 
cause to some American corporations -- the fact that we are 
proceeding underlines the depth of the President's conviction. 


Q Is this a symbolic action, though, or do we 
really expect to affect some change in Poland with respect 
to martial law as a result of this action? 


fy I think obviously if this policy were to be 
effective, even if the pipeline were to be built, it would 
be more expensive for it to be built, and it would cause a 
diversion of other resources. 


Q Do you have anything on the Namibia talks? 
The Nigerian who took part in the talks yesterday said that 
they hadn't even had an agreement on Phase I. 
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A I think I have something on that. In the 
past we have noted our belief that in informal discussions 
in New York, Paris and Washington considerable progress had 
been made on both Phase I and Phase II issues. 


These include completion of agreement on constitu- 
tional principles and progress toward understandings con- 
vering the size, the composition and the deployment of the 
U.N. transitional assistance group, and measures to insure 
impartial conduct of U.N.-supervised elections. 


In addition, we have had a very useful set of 
discussions in Luanda conducted by Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Frank Wisner, and expect to have further talks 
with the Angolans in the near future. 


Given the nature of the discussions, we can't be 
more specific at this time, but we do note that the talks 
would not be continuing if they weren't going anywhere. 


We believe that all parties are in basic agreement 
on the desirability of reaching an accord, and that by now 
the parties thoroughly understand both the issues in conten- 
tion as well as reasonable and constructive ways to resolve 
them. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Can I just follow that up briefly? That's 
the first time that a statement on Namibia talks hasn't 
included an assertion that we expect things to be more or 
less wrapped up in the “very near future." Is there any 
guidance on that? 


A I wouldn't give you a time frame, but 
Obviously the talks are proceeding in a satisfactory manner. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:28 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #147 


MONDAY, AUGUST 30, 1982, 12:30 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I don't have any announcements. I'll be glad to attempt to 
answer any questions you might have. 


Q Can we start with Lebanon? Can you tell us 
if the situation with the leftist in any way violates the 
terms of the arrangements made by Philip Habib? 


4 I don't know whether it violates the terms. 
Obviously, all the parties on the ground are working hard to 
ensure that this does not jeopardize the departure process 
from Beirut which is going well. There seems to be no 
Suggestion that it is a serious problem at the moment, but 
obviously this is basically a matter for the Lebanese 
Government. 


¢) Will it delay in any way Philip Habib‘s 
return to the United States, or is that still open-ended? 


A I don't think so. I think that's open-ended. 
As I say, the process is going quite well -- indeed, perhaps 
a little better than anybody had thought -- and I wouldn't 
see any reason why he would need to delay his return. 


0 Speaking of the process, how many evacuees 
have returned? Do you know? 


4 I don't have a total, but it's going along 
very well. I don't have a total figure for you. Today on 
the ship that went out for Cyprus for onward travel to 
Algeria there were 600 on board, and 2,000 Syrian troops 
assigned to the Arab Deterrent Force left Beirut today by 
land convoy. But I don't have a total figure for you. 


Q The reason I ask is that during the nego- 
tiations I seem to recall Prilip Habib used a figure of 7,100 
guerrillas, and I've seen figures as high as 9,000 or 10,000 
having been evacuated already. 


Do you have any explanation for that 
contradiction? 
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A I don't have any explanation for that, but it 
seems to me that that would be moving well in the direction 
to relieving fears about a substantial residue of PLO being 
left behind. 


It seems to me that if the number is already 
greater than had been speculated was there, that means that 
the departure process is going pretty well and is fairly 
comprehensive. 


Q Does the United States approve of the 
Murabitoun taking over the armaments and the functions of the 
PLO which they are doing, and have stated they intend to 
keep on doing? 


A I think it's not a question of our approval. 
I think that basically that, as I said before, is an inter- 
nal matter for the Lebanese Government to settle. 


Q Do we think the Lebanese Government is strong 
enough to settle that at this point? 


A I think that the President-elect has been 
making good statements, and that the constitutional process 
is going forward well -- although he hasn't assumed office 
-- but we have confidence that the process that we have 
recommended, the return to a process of national recon- 
Cciliation is moving forward rather well. 


0 Do we concur with General Sharon's figures 
yesterday that 2,000 of the PLO will remain behind? 


Ay That's an interesting point that was raised in 
one of Jim's questions, and if more are going out than have 
been speculated were there, it seems to me that that is 
addressing itself to that question of the residue. 


e) Are we counting the women and children, 
though? 

A No. 

0 They're not counted. 

4 No. These figures relate to actual PLO com- 
batants. 

Q There are reports in Israel, saying that 


during the discussions of Minister Sharon here, it was 
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Suggested by the American Administration that a demili- 
tarized Palestinian state would not hinder Israel. It would 
not put Israel in danger. 


What's the American position on that, a demili- 
tarized Palestinian state? 


A I think you were referring to the reports 
that Israel has rejected a U.S. proposal for a demilitarized 
Palestinian state on the West Bank and in the Gaza strip, 
and the fact is that we have made no such proposal and did 
not make such a proposal during General Sharon's visit here. 


Q Can you explain how the story might have come 
to be? 

4 No, I can't. 

Q A misunderstanding, perhaps, over something 


that was said? 
A No, I can't. 


Q Was the issue discussed at all, the question 
of a Palestinian state, in the talks between Shultz and 
Weinberger and Sharon? 


A As you know, we didn't get into detail on 
those talks. I think the position is that General Sharon 
was free afterwards to make, obviously, any comments as to 
what he had said at that meeting, but that he did not quote 
the Secretary or those with whom he talked. 


I think that from the Secretary's part, obviously, 
he was free to make whatever comment he might care to make 
on what he said, but would not characterize what General 
Sharon had said. 


I realize that not too much may have emerged as a 
result of that arrangement, but that basically is the posi- 
tion. I don't think we would want to go beyond that. 


Q You're not saying whether: it was discussed? 


A No. 
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Q Does the United States Government agree 
with General Sharon that the Israeli invasion of and occupa- 
tion of Lebanon has strengthened America's position in the 
Middle East? 


A I don't think we'd want to characterize that 
statement at all? 


Q There are news reports which say that the 
United States State Department goes along with Sharon's idea 
for a Palestinian province out of Jordan which will issue 
Palestinian passports and create an entity but not a 
Palestinian state. 


What do you comment on this? 


A I don't think I need go beyond what I've said 
before on this question of how we view Jordan. The Reagan 
Administration, like its predecessors, supports the terri- 
torial integrity and independent sovereignty and the unique 
and enduring character of Jordan, and we do not agree that 
Jordan is a Palestinian state. That is basically what I've 
said before, and we're going to stand on that language. 


-- MORE -- 








gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





Q Is the West Bank part of Jordan? 


a I think I'm going to stand on the language we 
have offered and the language that the Secretary has offered 
about the West Bank on previous occasions; quite rcecently, 


in fact. 





Q Will there be any official from the State 
Department accompanying Secretary Weinberger on his trip to 
the Middle East? 


A Is there someone from the State Department 
accompanying him? I can't answer that question, not from 
my own knowledge. 


Q Can you take the questicn? 
A Yes, we'll take the question. 


Q General Sharon said yesterday that if 
cequested by the Government of Lebanon, Israel would provide 
assistance in the event of internal violence, I suppose. 
Does that accord with your understanding of how this thing 


should be resolved? 


A Ace you referring to his suggestion that 
Iscael might train the Lebanese army after a Beirut 
withdrawal? 

Q There was that question, and also if Bashic 


Gemayel can into difficulties in asserting his authority, would you 
assist, and the answer to that was, if asked, we would assist. 


A Our postion has been consistently that all 
foreign troops, Syrian and Israeli, should leave Lebanon as 


soon as possible. 


Q What about the training of troops? 


A On the question of Iscael's training of 
t coops? 
Q Yes. 
A I think that would be a matter for Israel and the 


Lebanese Govercnment to work out. 


@) On Poland. On the eve of the second anni- 
vercsay -~ 


Q Continuing on the Middle East, the AP rceporct 
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this mocning says that the visit -- although this is not the 
Pentagon but I would like to ask here, the visit of 
Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger to Israel is a 
fence-mending visit. Why fence-mending? You consider that 
the celations between the United States and Israel have been 
Stcained to the point that you have to go fence-mending, or 
what? 


on No, not specifically on that. I think you 
would have to ask Secretary Weinberger about that, but 
obviously, as we have said before and as the President has 
said, Iscael is a true and vatued friend. Obviously, there 
have been differences of opinion and disagreements, but I 
think you'll have to ask Secretary Weinbergec what he had in 
mind. 


Q Can you comment on the ceport that the 
Washington Post published today that Rafael Eitan, the 
Commanderc-in-Chief of the Israeli army, said he would like 
to see a Lebanese group called Murabitoun to be expelled 
from Lebanon? 





A No. As I mentioned in an eacliec cefercence, 
that's a matter foc the Lebanese authorities to detecmine. 


Q I'd like to ask about Poland. On the eve of 
the second anniversacy of the founding of Solidarity, does 
the State Department have any comment, any statement? 


A None, I think, today. I might have something 
for you tomocrow on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the status of the 
John Brown business, the John Brown shipment? 


A No, not a great deal. The ship, as we 
undecstand it, has not loaded, the particulac ship, the 
Russian ship that is supposed to take the turbines. The 
President has made his position on the sanctions quite 
Ccleac. We undecstand that no shipment as yet has been made, 
and we'ce not going to speculate on a hypothetical 


Situation. 
0 Do you know when the ship arcived? 
A No, I don't. 
Q Do you have any idea what the timetable -- 
A No, I don't. 
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Q Got anything? 


A No. 


Q Do you have a cecent ceadout on the fighting 
between Ethiopia and Somalia? 


x No, I'm afraid I don't. I think we had a 
little piece of guidance for you a few days ago on the 
question of U.S. military aid to Somalia, but I don't have 
anything beyond that. 


Q Do you have any ceaction to this meeting they 
held in Poland where they called in the American and other 
joucnalists and suggested how they should report the activi- 
ties tomocrow? 


as Yes. By implying that Western correspondents 
whose news dispatches do not fit the official version of 
events ducing these tense days in Poland will face punish- 
ment, the Polish authorities ace undermining the very 
objectivity they claim they wish to encourage in foreign 
news covecage. Such crude pressure tactics ace at variance 
with Poland's cesponsibilities under the Helsinki Final Act, 
and we trust that they will not influence the reporting of 
professional accredited jourcnalists in Poland. 


Q Last week, Gaston Thocn, who is President of 
the Eucopean Community -- 


Q Can I stay with this a minute. Your last 
sentence, ace you encouraging the journalists to disobey? 


A No. We'ce encouraging the joucnalists to do 
exactly what they've been doing which is an objective, 
balanced reporting job in Poland. 


Q Could you read the last sentence again? 


A We trust chey will not influence the 
cepocting of professional, accredited journalists in Poland. 
We trust that these Polish threats will not influence the 
chacacterc of the cepocting. 


Q What form did these threats take and who were 
they dicected at? 


A I would have to do a little more cesearcch foc 
you on that. 


Q Last week, Gaston Thorn, who is President of 
the Eucopean Community Commission, called for talks on the 
pipeline -- this is between the European and the United 
States -- have we evec cesponded to that? 
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We did, I think, around Wednesday or 


Thucsday, on the steel thing, but we have nothing beyond 


that. 





oO FF OF OlUMPPCUDDD 


Not the steel thing, the pipeline? 
The pipeline? Sorry. 

Yes. 

No, I don't think so. 


Could you find out if there's -- 


Yes. 


Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:43) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 





DPC #148 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 31, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a statement 
on the Polish situation. 


Today marks the second anniversary of the signing 
of the Gdansk Accords, the formal birthday of the Solidarity 
labor movement in Poland. 


The emergence of Solidarity was a dramatically 
hopeful event for the entire world. For those of us who 
live in freedom, the formation of Solidarity and its program 
for reform revived our hope that, perhaps, peaceful change 
and the enjoyment of basic human rights could come to a 
closed communist society. For those who now live in 
closed societies, but yearn for a greater measure of freedom 
to determine their own destinies, Solidarity awakened the 
hope that a free and united organization of working men and 
women might provide the key to a fairer share of the fruits 
of their labor and a better future. 


Solidarity was born in a setting of economic > 
mismanagement and decline and was not, as has often been 
charged, its cause. Its detractors who make that charge are 
trying to rewrite history. Long years of growing economic 
dislocations, official corruption, aggrandizement by the 
Communist Party bureauracy at society's expense, food and 
fuel shortages -- in short, a social and economic crisis of 
enormous proportions -- all played their parts in bringing 
about the July 1980 strikes and the birth of Solidarity. 


In autumn 1980 and spring 1981 in Poland, 
Solidarity grew and gave the Polish people a means to 
influence the course of national affairs. There were no 
riots, no anarchy, no civil war, no bloody confrontations. 
There were only determined workers seeking to bargain er- 
nestly and in good faith with “he reluctant government and 
its agencies. Solidarity's ' vements in its first six- 
teen months were remarkable. 


First, unprecedented membership. Ten million 
enrolled members out of a national population of 36 million 
and a work force of 20 million. 


Innovative negotiations, by formal agreements with 
the government, which yielded for Polish working men and 
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women improved working conditions, hours and wages; and 
unparalleled worker unity which remains to the present day. 


But under Lech Walesa's leadership, Solidarity's 
prime accomplishment has been to give dignity to the Polish 
worker as a valued and productive member of his own society 
-- no longer to be discounted merely as part of a working 
"mass" or as a “factor of production." 


Last December, the Polish military regime at the 
behest of the Soviets sought to crush the hopes aroused by 
Solidarity. However, the ideas which found expression in 
Solidarity will never die. Simple imperatives -- a safe 
workplace, a fair wage, a fair division of time between fac- 
tory and family -- and more complex yearnings such as worker 
dignity, the right to assemble and to associate peaceably 
together, the right to speak, to read, and to listen, the 
right to petition and negotiate grievances cannot be forever 
stifled by force or stilled behind the prison gate. 


Today's demonstrations in Polish cities show once 
again that repression will not solve Poland's problems and 
that reconciliation among the authorities, the Church and 
Solidarity is urgently needed. 


The world continues to admire Solidarity as Polish 
workers commemorate its second anniversary, and to wish it a 
long, fruitful and successful life. 


For our part, and to demonstrate our respect for 
the goals of freedom represented by Solidarity, we will con- 
tinue the President's policies aimed at advancing recon- 
Cciliation in Poland through the release of the prisoners, an 
end to martial law, and restoration of a dialogue among 
Solidarity, the Church and the government. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q What policies in particular are you referring 
to? 


A I think we stated them on many occasions, 
namely, the end of martial law, the release of the prisoners 
and the restoration of a dialogue. 


Q No, I understand those. You said we will 
continue the President's policies aimed at getting the Poles 
to -- which policies are you referring to? 


A I think he made those clear. I think that 
would include his policies on sanctions. 
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re) This would be a decision that would not -- 
this is not your ordinary temporary denial order. This is a 
major foreign policy issue. You're talking about the mecha- 
nism in response to violation -- 


A That's right. But I mean the denial order, 
as I understand it, has great flexibility in terms of what 
can be implemented. 


Q I'm asking you if that's what you meant. You 
said that the President has indicated the mechanism. 


A The White House, that's correct. 


Q When you say "mechanism," do you mean a tem- 
porary denial order -- 


A That's correct. 

re) -- as sweeping as the one -- 

A No. A temporary denial order. 

re) You mean a temporary denial order. 


Q Is the Secretary planning a trip to Europe to 
talk to the Allies about this situation? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 


te) John, to pick this up here. When you said 
that a temporary denial order has great flexibility, that 
could suggest that this denial might be less severe than the 
previous denials against the French. Is that the impression 
you want to leave us with? 


A No. I wasn't intending to give you any 
Signals. I was simply trying to be helpful in interpreting 
my understanding of what the denial order really means. But 
I think we have to leave to the Department of Commerce how 
it is implemented. 


0 Can I just follow up on the charge. You said 
there was no such call from Shultz to the President. Was 
there any communication, in whatever mechanism, in whatever 
way -- 


A I'm sure the President's -- 


0 -- of Shultz recommending less severe 
sanctions? That's the point. 


A No. 
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Q I'm still unclear when you say “temporary - 
denial order" -- answering the question as to whether John 
Brown is going to be treated differently from Dresser or any 
of the others; you're saying no? 


A. I'm not saying anything. I'm saying that 
should a violation be deemed to occur, when a shipment has 
been made, the Department of Commerce would announce what 
appropriate action it might take. 


Q John Brown, as I understand it, has informed 
the American Embassy in London that if, in fact, they're 
restricted from purchasing GE parts in the future, the com- 
pany will face bankruptcy. Is that part of the con- 
Sideration here? 


A The consideration in all these cases has been 
one of regret and obviously sympathy for the companies 
involved in each case. But, again, the President has made it 
clear that the policy is firm. The decisions that are taken 
in each case are considered to be significant but measured, 
and while obviously there is regret for the hardship that 
any corporation or company might face and regret for any 
difficulties it might cause in our relations with our 
Allies, nevertheless, the President is committed to his 
feeling. He is disturbed about what is happening in Poland, 
and I think the fact that we ourselves may suffer harm and 
discomfort underlines the depth of his conviction. 


0 Let me just follow that up with one more 
question, if I can. There have been a number of suggestions 
in the past few days that if the Europeans would restrict 
the amount of future credit and the terms of that credit -- 
the interest rates -- as well as perhaps make some statement 
about the second layer of the pipeline, that the 
Administration might reconsider its trade sanctions. Can 
you say anything about that? 


A I said there continues further discussion 
with our Allies, but I don't want to go beyond that at this 
stage. 


0 Is there any inclination at this point for 
the Administration to take a less strong reaction to viola- 
tions, as this Administration sees it, in connection with 
the pipeline? 


a I think the President's policy remains clear, 
and as I say, he has set the guidelines and the Department of 
Commerce would take whatever action it deems appropriate in 
each case. 
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Q You don't see any backtracking by the 
Administration? ; 


A No. 


Q Are you willing to define for us anymore than 
you did last week what the word "shipment" means? 


A No. I would continue to leave that to the 
legal experts. 


Q Can you give us an idea of the status in 
Glasgow right now? 


A As I said, we understand, but I mean from 
sources that are no better than those available to you 
that the ship is in port, although there was even some con- 
fusion about that earlier in the day, and loading is taking 
place. But I'm not confirming that independently. We heard 
it from the same kind of sources that you are. 


Q Do you have any indication -- do you know how 
long it's going to take? 


A I think there's some suggestion that it might 
take a couple days before the ship sails. 


Q The discussions that are continuing within 
the Administration, this is not, as you say, for 
backtracking; this is for what purpose, then? 


N I think it's part of the normal con- 
Sideration, normal discussion that would take place on each 
of these incidents. 


Q Last week, the Commerce Department issued its 
sanctions announcement thirty minutes after the loading. 
What is happening here, if the loading is -- 


ran I think the record indicated initially it was 
thirty minutes after the loading. I think as it turned out 
it was two hours and thirty minutes after the loading. Just 
a small point on that. I can't say how soon they would 
move. 


Q You don't expect any briefings within the 
next foreseeable future? Say, the next twenty-four hours? 


A I can't answer that. 


Q How much importance do you put on the visit 
of Bill Brock this week to Europe in terms of -- 
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A As I understand it, he's on a private visit 
that has been long planned. 


Q You don't see that as a final effort, if you 
will, to resolve this impasse? 


A = No. 


Q What happens if three, four, five hours after 
the loading the Administration has taken no action against 
Brown, how does one interpret that? 


2 I think that's a very hypothetical situation. 
I think we've made it clear that in the case of each viola- 
tion, the Administration would -- I don't want to be pinned 
down to how many hours or how many minutes after such a 
violation had taken place, but it would indicate what 
appropriate action it would take. 


Q Has any communication -- this is just to 
clarify -- has any communication of any kind been made to 
the President by either Mr. Shultz or his staff that would 
result in a different response to the John Brown situation 
than the -- 


A Not to my knowledge. Obviously, this is a 
matter of significance and obviously they would be back and 
forth, but not along the lines you suggest. No. 


Q What you're saying, John, suggests that there 
hasn't been a decision yet about precisely what sanctions 
will be imposed against John Brown if, indeed, the parts are 
illegally shipped, whenever that occurs? That is not a 
decision this Administration will take? 


A I don't want to get into at what point the 
details of which decision and which specific incident were 
made. The present policy is clear. He has indicated his 
determination to pursue this policy and that's clear. I 
think it's up to the Department of Commerce to make a speci- 
fic determination in each case. 


Q Has the Secretary been in touch with Francis 
Pym, do you know, or does he intend to be in the next -- 


A I don't know specifically. It would be logi- 
cal that he would. He is in frequest contact with his 
British counterparts. I don't know whether he has recently, 
but it would not surprise me. 


Q Has there been any response to -- I asked 
yesterday about Gaston Thorne's call for -- 
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A No, sorry still don't have anything on that. 


Q Did the Secretary have any travel plans for 
Europe which were changed as a result of consultations with 
the Allies? 


a No, he has no travel plans for Europe. 


Q Would the Administration be interested in a 
compromise that could solve this conflict between the U.S. 
and the Allies? 


A As I say, the discussion goes on with various 
Allies, and I think that obviously the United States would 
be willing to discuss any proposals that might be made by 
its Allies. It's already doing so. 


Q But in the context of seeking a compromise 
which would have U.S. concessions or not? 


A No, I wouldn't go that far. I would say 
that, obviously, this is a matter of concern to ourselves ’ 
and our Allies and the discussions would continue to go for- 
ward along any lines that might be deemed useful. 


Q When Pym was here and met the Secretary, he 
said afterwards in Britain that he had suggested that 
there could be a European willingness to restrict the future 
amount of credit to the Soviets -- 


A I'm not aware of that. 


Q -- in terms of the amount. Is that something 
that is being pursued actively? 


A I'm not aware that it is. 


re) Without trying to put words in your mouth, 
would “rigid” be an adequate characterization of the U.S. 
position? 


A I don't think that would be a fair charac- 
terization. I think the President's policy is firm and he 
has made it clear that he is deeply committed to this 
policy, but “rigid” has a rather negative connotation. 


Q What is it that leaves the Administration to 
think that the pressure inflicted on the Soviet Union in 
regard to Poland would outweigh the potential damage done to 
relations with the NATO Allies by continuing to be firm on 
the sanctions? 
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A I think obvirusly the Administration is con- 
cerned that there not be any deterioration of our ties with 
our Allies. I think we are very concerned that this debate 
should be seen as affecting only one aspect of our rela- 
tionship while other aspects of our relationship are very 
good; in the defense area and so forth and so on. 


As I said before, we are enjoying a very cordial 
cooperation with the French in the departure plan for 
Beirut, for example, right now. There are all kinds of 
instances like that where the cooperation is very good. So 
while we obviously have sincere differences of opinion with 
them in this area, I don't think we would accept the fact 
that our overall relationship is jeopardized. 


Q One of the arguments being made against this 
entire project is that the Soviet Union would use the hard 
currency it earns from the sale of natural gas to build up 
its military defenses. Do you have any evidence to suggest 
that the Soviet Union has been able to buy militarily useful 
goods for hard currency from the West? 


A No evidence, but I think that the argument 
that has been advanced is a valid one, certainly -- 


--MORE-- 











"“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


10 


Q In what specific way? If they can't use the 
money to buy Western goods, what are they going to use it 
for? 


A I think you're limiting yourself to the 
present. I think one cannot contemplate what might happen 
in the future. 


Q You're suggesting that it would be possible 
in the future for the Russians to buy Western military tech- 
nology with the dollars from the pipeline? 


A I don't know. It's possible. 


Q Is the entire focus of the Administration's 
argument on Poland now where once a goodly portion of it was 
the ability of the Soviet Union to possibly blackmail the 
Allies because of the delivery cf energy? 


A I think the President and the Secretary made 
clear that they find other aspects of Soviet behavior 
unacceptable -- for example, in Afghanistan -- but clearly the 
focus on this particular issue is Poland. 


The President has said that he finds Soviet behavior 
in Poland abhorrent, and that he feels there's a question of 
principle and an obligation on the United States to respond to 
that. 


Q Could I go back to a previous question for a 
moment? What is the point of denying the Soviet's Western 
currency? At the present time they're using it to buy 
American grain. They're using it to support industries in 
Europe which account for hundreds of thousands of jobs. 


Why deny them Western currency? 

A I think you'd have to go back and refer to 
the President's thinking on that, which I think he's outlined 
On a number of occasions. 


Q What would have to happen for the President 
to lift these sanctions? 


A I think obviously there would have to be the 
reform in Poland that is being called for. There would have 
to be significant movement, I would think, towards lifting 
martial law, the freeing of the prisoners, and the restora- 
tion of the dialogue between the Administration and the 
Church and Solidarity. 
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Q Progress toward, but not -- 


A As I've said that, I don't want to mislead. 
I don't want to put gradations on that. 


Q Would he lift any temporary denial orders 
that happen to be in effect against European companies as 
well? 


4 I think that's hypothetical. I think you 
would have to look and see -- 


Q You said he'd be willing to lift the sanc- 
tions if this happens. This doesn't seem any more hypothe- 
tical than that. 


A I think we'd have to look and see what the 
situation was at the time. 


Q At certain times today you've mentioned that 
the Commerce Department would take appropriate action, and 
the purpose of sanctions is to punish. 


Is your contention that the actions that have been 
taken so far have actually punished the Soviet Union rather 
than just punishing Western corporations? 


ns No. I think the contention is that the 
President has made clear his policy of enforcing sanctions 
over the question of Soviet behavior in Poland, and in pur- 
suance of that policy he has taken action against specific 
companies that were in violation of that policy. 


Q But is the net result -- is it the State 
Department's contention that anything is actually being 
enforced? I mean, the corporations are shipping the 
material in question to the Soviet Union. What is being 
enforced from the point of view of the Soviet Union? 


my For the moment they're shipping, yes. But 
that doesn't seem to me to follow that one logically should 
not impose penalties just because the initial shipments are 
going forward. 


Q You said before that this should be seen as 
affecting only one aspect of our ties with our Allies, and 
that overall or, in other areas, relations remain good. 
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Do you honestly think that's going to continue to 
be the case, if this thing isn't going to be resolved? 


A I would say that the Administration is 
working very hard toward that end, and I would say that 
various of our friends and various allied governments are 
working very hard to -- 


Q Can you give us some inkling of what they're 
working toward? 


A No. I can't. 


Q Can I follow that up? I'm still a little bit 
confused. It was asked what it would take to have the 
American sanctions lifted, and you said there would have to 
be reform in Poland, lifting the martial law, a dialogue 
with Solidarity. 


What difference does it make, then, if the 
Europeans are willing to agree to restrict future credit to 
the Russians, the terms of the credit, or even not to par- 
ticipate in the second phase of the pipeline? 


A What difference does it make? 


Q In other words, some Europeans seem to 
believe, following a number of stcries that have appeared 
in the paper here for the last several weeks, that if they 
were to take action regarding the future extension of credit 
to the Soviet Union and possibly renounce some of the 
existing contracts for the second phase of the pipeline, 
that then the Administration might relax its trade embargo 
against the American subsidiaries. 


Obviously, action by the Europeans along those 
lines is not going to result in the immediate lifting of 
martial law or have an impact in Poland. 


What I'm asking you is if the Europeans were 
willing to take steps in that direction, would that be good 
enough for the Administration? 


A It seems to me we're getting into a hypo- 
thetical area, and I don't want you to push me into what the 
Administration might or might not do in a hypothetical area. 
I don't want to mislead you into what the Administration 
might do. I think it's a good question, but I'm not going 
to give you a good answer. 
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Q You have said here, and I think Buckley has 
said on the Hill, that the sanctions would be lifted if move- 
ment towards certain goals or the three goals would be 
accomplished: Lifting martial law and -- 


A I didn*t say the sanctions would be lifted. 
Somebody asked me what I thought would be a factor, and I 
said I thought that relaxation of the situation in Poland 
clearly, in my thinking, would be a factor. 


Q You're not saying that would be the factor, 
though. 


x I'm not going to make the decision for the 
President. The President of the United States determines 
foreign policy and makes his own decisions, but I would 
think, in the light of everything that has been said and the 
position that he has taken, that a relaxation of the current 
tension in Poland and the movement towards fulfilling the 
conditions that we have set and that our allies have set 
would be a factor. 


¢) Could we ask for a formal statement of what 
would cause a lifting? 


Ay I think that it is not productive for me to 
get into a hypothetical situation like that. 


Q Today in Poland tensions are not relaxed. If 
the situation there were to stay the same or, indeed, get 
worse, would the Administration think about imposing even 
stiffer penalties? 


4 I think again that's a question that the 
President will have to decide. 


Q Can I follow that up, please? Not quite 
hypothetical. In ruling out a grain embargo against the 
Soviet Union as part of these retaliations, the President's 
argument was that he didn't want the grain farmers to be 
Singled out to bear the burden of an economic embargo. 


Now that you have applied effective sanctions 
against Dresser here and abroad, the grain farmers will not 
be alone in bearing the burden. 


Does the imposition of these sanctions sort of 
open the gates for other sanctions by other parts of the 
American economy? 
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A Not to my knowledge. 


Q So that argument just was ad hoc for the 
time? | 
os I wouldn't say it was ad hoc, but I wouldn't 


see that there's going to be any significant change in that 
position. 


Q On another subject. In the last 24 hours the 
Cubans seem to have stepped up their radio interference with 
U.S. commercial radio stations. 


What is the State Department's view of this? 


4 I think we might have something for you a 
little later on that, if you check with the Press Office. 


Q What is this Government doing to try to pro- 
tect U.S. broadcasters? 


A I think that will be covered in the material 
we may have. 


Q You have no position on that? 


4 That's not what I said. I said I don't have 
something at the moment, but if you check with the Press 
Office in a short while, we'll have something on it. 


Q On the pipeline I wanted to clarify 
something. If we inferred that the President has laid out 
the overall guidline, in other words, and the Commerce 
Department is going to be implementing these on a case-by- 
case basis, then do we need input from the President or some 
kind of final decision each time? 


a I think it would be a given that the 
President would be aware of circumstances in each case. 


Q What's the readout on the Israeli-Syrian ten- 
sion on the Bekaa Valley, and do you consider the Bekaa 
Valley as an area which still has a ceasefire that must be 
observed by both parties? 


A We obviously have maintained the position 
that we have all along: Namely, that speediest withdrawal 
of both Syrian and Israeli forces from Lebanon is what we 
are seeking. 
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The exchanges that have taken place, and par- 
ticularly the shooting down of the Syrian MiG-23 or 25 - I 
guess it's been reported both ways this morning -- we hope 
that it is an isolated incident. 


We regret the loss of life in that incident, but 
we hope very much that it is an isolated incident. It does 
not appear tc be affecting the progress of the withdrawal. 


As of 10:00 o'clock this morning the departures 
were going quite well, and, if current projections hold, we 
expect that the last movement out of Beirut will take place 
by sea tomorrow. 


At that time we could give you full and final 
figures on the PLO and PLA and Syrian troop departures. 


0 What time tomorrow? 


fs I hope that by the time of our briefing 
tomorrow we can give you a full figure. 


) How is it isolated if both countries -- the 
Syrians and the Israelis -- claim the right to stay in there, 
and therefore to use such missions regularly? 


How could it be isolated? I mean, I think 
hypothetically maybe it could be an isolated case, but 
realistically speaking it could occur because they both 
Claim the right to stay there and to spy over one the other, 
et cetera. Don't you think so? 


nN We think that there are forces at work, we 
hope, that would encourage them not to stay there. 


0 If you are encouraging not to stay there, 
what do you comment on Israeli insistence and now its 
threats and demands to whoever he is or she is to expel the 
armed leftist Lebanese fighters, the Murabitoun, who are not 
considered to be friends of Israeli, and they are Lebanese. 


Do you think that Israel's request or demand will 
get United States support or whatever the case in this 
matter? It has been played pretty damn prominent in the 
press about this. 


A We understand that, and obviously I guess 
you're referring to the stories some heavy weapons are being 
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turned over to that particular group. I guess they also 
have denied that. 


Obviously the handing over of the heavy weapons to 
the Lebanese armed forces is a part of the agreement, and we 
expect that that would be enforced. 


But also, obviously, the question of maintenance 
of security and law and order in Beirut itself is going to 
be a question for the Lebanese parties. . 


Q But do you believe that Israel has -- I don't 
know if you consider it -- the right or the circumstances to 
demand and threaten that those people, Lebanese people, have 
to be kicked out of the country and to possibly face the 
same exodus or exile like the PLO and insisting on that? 


4a We consider that an internal Lebanese matter 
for the Lebanese authorities. 


Q What if the Lebanese army is not strong 
enough to get the weapons from the Murabitoun, then do we 
have any contingency plans? 


A We have good people on the ground, and that's 
being worked on. We hope that that will be satisfactorily 
resolved. 


Q I have two questions: Is the Secretary 
planning a trip or discussing a trip to the Middle East in 
October? 


4 No. He has no plans for a trip to the Middle 
East. 


0 Has he discussed with a number of Middle East 
leaders the possibility of visiting in October? 


i Not to my knowledge. 


Q Secondly, is there consideration of naming a 
new Middle East negotiator or envoy? 


By No. Not at the moment. As the Secretary has 
indicated, Morris Draper would play a very key role in the 
Ongoing discussion about how the Lebanon ‘situation is 
resolved, but there is no announcement or pending announ- 
cement of a negotiator of special emissary for the overall 
Middle Eastern problen. 
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¢) Is there consideration being given to 
appointing such a negotiator? 


A Not at this stage, I think. I don't mean to 
mislead you to say that something is going to happen and it 
hasn't happened yet. I think it's an open question. 


e) Do you have dates for the Secretary in New 
York? I missed that. 


A Not yet. I think it's the last week of 
September or first week of October, but I don't have a 
specific date. 


re) Is there to be a NATO meeting after New York 
in Canada? 


A I think it's to be the weekend in the middle 
of the New York trip. 


fe) Is that to be a NATO meeting of Foreign 
Ministers? 


A I don't have the details, but I think there 
is such a meeting in Canada. The Secretary has referred to 
it. 


re) Foreign Ministers? 
A I think it's for NATO Foreign Ministers. 
fe) That's an extraordinary meeting. Can you 


find out the purpose? 


A It's not an extraordinary meeting. It's 
something that has been -- 


fe) It's beyond their normal twice a year 
meeting. 


aN I'd be glad to look into it for you, but I 
think you'd be off on a wrong track if you think there's 
something extraordinary about it. 


re) On his departure for the Mideast, Secretary 
Weinberger suggested that military aid might be forthcoming 
for the Lebanese. 


OE EO Ee gg en ne ree See net 87 oe eee rs ere me er em Bae eee FN I ES ST TIT IY TE TE Ae LE TT IE EE ar 








~Veclassiited for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


18 


Can you give us any outline of what the parameters 
of that aid might be? 


A Obviously, we are very much interested in 
offering aid to Lebanon. I think Mr. McPherson, the 
Director of AID, is there currently. I'm sure we would have 
more to say about that on his return in a few days. 


Obviously, in terms of the destruction that has 
taken place there, there's a very pressing need -- 


I think we would hope that various other countries 
and private capital and perhaps international agencies would 
be involved. 


On the question of military assistance, there are 
certainly no plans to go beyond existing levels, but I think 
that certainly the whole question of the training of the 
Lebanese army has been raised, and I think there's been some 
Suggestions that the Israelis might be interested in helping 
in that. I think it's something that we would certainly be 
interested in discussing. 


Q He indicated that direct military aid might 
be forthcoming. Do you have anything -- 


fy That I'm not aware of. 

Q At his news conference ten days ago, the 
Secretary indicated that if the PLO recognized Resolution 
242 and Israel's right to exist, the U.S. was still ready 
to enter into a dialogue with then. 


Is that still the case even though they've been 
scattered? 


A Yes. 

Q It is? 

A That's correct. 

Q Did I get you right, you said that you would 


encourage the fact that Israel might aid the Lebanese army, 
or is that what you -- ' 


A No. I didn't say I would encourage it. I 
said we could discuss it. 
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Q Would you welcome it or would you support 
such a move? 


A I think that would be a question for the 
Government of Israel and the Government of Lebanon to 
discuss. 


Q If it did happen, you would encourage it? 


A No. We're not saying we would encourage it. 
We are saying that it's something the respective governments 
will have to work out. 


Q You said you would want to discuss that. 


pee It's something we would be prepared to 
discuss. Yes. 


Q Let me ask again. You said that the problem 
of the Murabitoun and their having weapons is an internal 
Lebanese problem, and therefore the Israelis should stay out 
of it? Is that what you're saying? 


A I'm not sure I said it quite like that. I 
guess I'd like to go back to whatever I said, if that 
answers your question. 

Q Would you please say, then, what you said? 

4 Whatever I said, we'd be glad to get you. 


Q I mean, is it something like it is an 
internal Lebanese problem, and -- 


A It is an internal Lebanese problem. That's 
correct. 

Q And it's not for Israel to meddle in such 
affairs? 

A As we have said, we want to see stability in 


Beirut, and we don't want to see fighting there. We want to 
see removal of all Israeli and Syrian forces from the rest 
of the country, so obviously anything that would lead to 
further violence, further fighting, is not desirable. 


e) Thank you, John. 


A, Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:01 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #149 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1982, 12:40 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: I have one announcement. 


Peter McPherson, AID Administrator, will hold a 
news briefing tomorrow, September 2, at 10:30 a.m., here in 
the State Department press briefing room. He is returning 
from Lebanon today, and the briefing will be for sound and 
Cameras and, obviously, on the record. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Can you tell us anything about this letter 
that President Reagan is said to have sent to Prime Minister 
Begin? 


oN Beyond noting that the White House, I 
believe, has already indicated that there was a recent 
message from the President to Prime Minister Begin, I don't 
have any comment. 


Q Without then referring specificially to the 
letter, can you tell us the history of the U.S. policy on 
whether the West Bank could or should be somehow joined to 
Jordan as part of a Middle East settlement? 


A I think that the position on that has been 
clear; the situation on the West Bank is to be addressed 
in the framework of Camp David. Beyond that I don't have 
anything. 


Q You would reject the characterization of some 
Israelis today that the Reagan letter, the contents of it, 
the substance of it, are a complete deviation, or a total 
deviation from the Camp David Accords? 


AA We have reiterated on numerous occasions the 
President's continuing dedication to Camp David and to the 
autonomy process. 


Q What is your understanding now about what 
Camp David allows or precludes concerning settlements? This 
seems to be another point at issue. 
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A I don*t think I can go beyond what we said on 
this recently which was to point out that whatever the lega- 
lity or not of the settlements, they certainly have 
proved to be an obstacle to the process. 


We have said that before, but that's again as far 
as I can take that particular issue. 


Q Can you say it there has been any change at 
all in American policy with regard to this in the past 
weeks? 


A I don’t have any changes to give you on that. 


Q Can you flat out state, then, that the 
Israeli interpretation as broadcast on Israeli radio, in 
particular, that this represents a major change in American 
policy, is incorrect? 


A I have not seen what they have said, and I 
therefore can't comment on what they've said. 


Q Does that apply to what was asked you, 
whether you were rejecting an Israeli interpretation that 
the contents of the letter suggest a deviation from -- 


A No. I didn't address what the contents of 
the letter did or didn't say. What I addressed was what is 
our policy. 


Q But the contents now that have been reported, 
paraphrasing what the President wrote, have called for a 
restoration of full ties, I think, between Jordan and the 
West Bank. 


Can you throw any light at all whether that's 
accurate, inaccurate? What is meant by that? 


4 I can't. I can't comment in any way on the 
substance of the letter. 


Q I mean, you don't know, for example -- my 
understanding is that some Jordanian services to 
Palestinians living in the West Bank have been cut off by 
the israeli authorities in the last several months -- if it 
was referring to that narrow -- to allow the Jordanians to 
play a more visible role in the administration of the West 
Bank, if it's -- 








Q I understand the question. I don't nave 
anything on that. 


Q Let me ask you one other question on this. 
Should this be viewed, do you think, this letter today, in 
the context of an American response to the calls by Mr. 
Sharon to consider Jordan a Palestinian state? 


Is this, in fact, the American response to that? 


4 I would say that this is in the context of the 
continuing exchange of messages which has gone on from time 
to time between the President and the Prime Minister, but I 
don't have a further characterization of it. 


Q Are we going to have a Presidential statement 
on this soon? 
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4 I don't have anything to give you on that. 

Q Would you say that freezing settlements on 
the West Bank would be helpful in the Camp David process 
going on? 

4 Beyond what I‘ve said about them just now in 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


answer to an earlier question, I don't have an thing. 


Q Another question: Did the President or the 
Secretary send messages to Arab leaders simultaneously? 


BN I do not know. You might ask the White 
House. I simply don't know the answer to the question. 


Q You're not announcing -=- this question -- 
you're not saying -- you still stand by the Secretary's 
Statement of his last press conference on the lst when he 
said the settlements are not constructive -- 


A Yes. 


Q The last one, please: Since you and Israel 
tend to say, Or you are saying, that you adhere to the Camp 
David understanding, can the difference therefore be between 
your interpretation of what Camp David is all about? 


Are you saying that Israel's interpretation is 
limited or open-ended or what? 
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A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
I think that that would be a proper subject generally for 
diplomatic conversation as opposed to a press briefing, Dut 
I don't have anything in any case. 


Q We're trying to understand what question 
comes up -- 


4 I understand that. 


Q -- because Israel has opened -- I mean they 
opened the whole thing in the open and we are here ooviously 
uninformed. 


Q To follow that up, you obviously don't have a 
great deal of guidance on this. Is this something that the 
White House is going to handle? Is this not a State 
Department matter? 


ay No, no. I think that at this point this is 
as of this moment what we're prepared to say. 


Q How would you characterize the purpose of 
this message? 


a I'm not going to try to get into that. 
Beyond acknowledging the fact of the message, I don'c interd 
to comment on it in any way in terms of either its contents 
Or, as you're asking now, its purposes or anything else. 


Q What was the reason for saying -- 
A I just said I don't intend to comment on it. 
Q There's an AP story that says a State 


Department advisory group is recommending that the U.S. support 
the creation of a Palestinian state in the West Bank and Gaza that 
would share Jerusalem as a capital with Israel. 


This apparently is the advisory group's report 
that goes back to some time in the spring. What substance 
does that report have within the Department? 


A Frankly, I tried to check this out this 
morning. Let's put it this way -- and this is not based on 
the guidance I've been given coming out here, it's my own 
personal recollection -- is that that may refer to a propo- 
Sal or -- and I can't confirm that what it says in the story 
is accurate, I'm not challenging it, but I 
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can't confirm it -- that it may refer to something that 
appeared on a “this is my view kind of bDasis® -- in other 
words, the writer's views. 

If I am correct in recalling where it appeared -- 


*) The Open Forum? 





A Yes. If it appeared in the Open Forum journal, 
which is what I think happened, that is strictly the respon- 
sibility of those who author such articles, whether they're 
Classified or unclassified, and have no standing with regard 
to the Administration's position. 





Q Can you tell me in your understanding of Camp 
David is there any reference to the West Bank going back 
to Jordanian sovereignty or with Jordanian connection at 
all, as you understand Camp David, as he State Department 
does? 


A I don't want to try from here at this par- 
ticular point to interpret Camp David. I'd leave that one 
alone. 


¢) Secretary Weinberger has said a couple of 
times that there is a new American plan, that there will be 
new initiatives, with regard to the Middle East. 


Would you construe this Reagan letter as part of 
that new plan? 


My I don't want to try to construe the -- 
0 What is that plan, then? 


aN The Secretary made clear in his press con- 
ference, and I believe probably on his television appearance 
on “Meet the Press" as well -=- and we've done this from here 
-- that we're thinking about a variety of new ideas, what we 
ought to do, how we can best approach this very difficult 
problem of the Middle East peace process. 


I don't know what I can say constructively at this 
point beyond reiterating that, and that process yoes 
on. 


Q Can I ask how it's consistent that we have 
remained committed and dedicated to the Camp David process 
and you're looking for new ideas? 
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om Within the framework of Camp David. This nas 
been reiterated. You haven‘t been here to hear it every 
time it's been said, but it’s been said very frequently and 
with sincerity. 


Q Yeah. But I don't understand how it's con- 
Sistent, though. 


4 At this point I don't nave any specifics to 
offer you or an explanation to offer you beyond what I have 
just given you. 


Q Then let me just try one more time. The Camp 
David agreement clearly called for negotiations over a 
period of time five years after Palestinian representatives 
were elected to negotiate the status of the West Bank. 


Would an American recommendation about the final 
Status be consistent with that view of Camp David? 


rN I can only repeat what I've said before: 
The President, the Secretary and the Administration as 
a whole have reiterated their commitment to the Camp David 
Accords and to the autonomy process, and I'm not in a posi- 
tion to take it beyond that. 


Q Does that preciude putting a new document in 
front of King Hussein as a basis for his joining the 
negotiations? 


A A new document? 


Q A reformulated version of Camp David. 
There's been some discussion about giving -- 


A First of all, I don't want to get into a 
discussion of what might go on in diplomatic channels with 
any Other government. I'm going to stick with what I said. 


I would also point out, because you have not <= or 
perhaps you did hear what the Secretary said, which is that 
the Camp David accords represents a rich doctrine. 


Q I've heard it, I read it, but if you're com- 
mitted to an autonomy process, that has a very clear 
meaning. That doesn't mean the creation of a state. 


A Let me leave it where I just did. 
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Q Could you comment on a report related to 
this? That the Administration plans a major speech to be 
made on the Middle East policy, possibly at the United 
Nations some time later this month? 


x No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Just one more try on the settlements thing. 
At the time of Camp David there was a major controversy over 
whether Camp David called for a freeze on settlements or 
whether it did not. 


Are the new ideas that are being created now taken 
in reference to that controversy at all? What's the status 
of that controversy? It was never formally taken account 
of. It was kind of allowed to die off quietly. 


a I don’t have anything beyond what I've said 
on that issue at this point. 


Q Do you have anything on the completion of the 
withdrawal from Beirut? It was mentioned yesterday that you 
might have a statement. 


A Yes. We have, in fact, a handout which will be 
available afterwards in the press office. 


Let me read to you the cover page. It also has 
some charts and so on with numbers. I would say to you that 
these numbers are approximate. We think that they are 
reasonably accurate -- but if you find five here or 20 there 
-- but we think these are quite reasonable figures. 


The departure of the PLO from Beirut which began 
on August 21 ended today, September 1, when the ship, the 
"Mediterranean Sun," carried nearly 700 PLO personnel to 
Tartus, Syria. 


During this l2-day period, approximately 8,300 PLO 
personnel left Beirut for Jordan, Iraq, Tunisia, South 
Yemen, North Yemen, Syria, Sudan, and Algeria. 


The PLO were transported aboard eight Greek and 
Cypriot merchant ships which made a total of 15 trips from 
Beirut. PLO bound for Jordan, Iraq and Algeria traveled by 
sea to Cyprus where they transferred to aircraft to fly to 
their onward destinations. In the other cases, the PLO made 
the entire trip by sea. 
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In addition, the International Red Cross, the 
ICRC, transported approximately 175 sick and wounded person- 
nel to Cyprus and Greece aboard the hospital ship “°Flora.*® 


During the same August 21 to September 1 period, 
approximately 2,600 PLA personnel departed for Syria, and 
3,600 ADF personnel redeployed overland from Beirut. 


As I say, this set will be available to you after 
the briefing. 


Q Does that pack of information indicate what 
part the United States played in the financing of the actual 
evacuation of the PLO? 


fy It doesn't. Let me simply say about that 
that the United States has made funds available to inter- 
national organizations to offset the cost of chartering 
ships and aircraft to transport the PLO combatants to 
receiving countries. 


Other countries also made direct contributions to 
this international humanitarian effort. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Werce those AID funds? 


A All I have on it tis that, to date, $4.5 


‘million dollacs in U.S. funds have been advanced from State 


Department accounts fore this purpose. 
Q How much? 
x $4.5 million. 
Q For the purpose of evacuation? 


on Foc the depacturce orcogcam, yes. Althouch we 
ace neacing completion, it's going to take some time before 
we would have a final accounting of the total cost of the 
operation. 


Q (Inaudible) 


4 I believe that the Pentagon's costs were in 
tecms of the multinational force contingent. 


Q Will there be anything later in the day that 
you might make available on the President's letter? 


ay I don't believe that there will be any sveci- 
fic addressing of that letter. 


Q Can I please try one moce thing on this? Do 
you believe the Government of Jordan in any way is drifting 
away from the 1974 commitment taken by the Acab League 
at the time that the PLO is the sole cepresentative 
and therefore it is entitled to deal with the West Bank? 


A I don't think it would be for ne to comment on 
the Government of Jordan's position on that. 


Q No, I'm asking if you believe -- 


A I undecstand what you'ce asking me. I'm 
telling you that I don't think it’s up to us to comment on 
the Govercnment of Jordan's position. 


Q A housekeeping question. Is this broad 
ceview that we had in the way of the Middle East policy that 
the Secretary cefercred to still undecway? 


A I think that the answec to that is, yes. 
We'ce continuing that ceview. 
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Q Alan, before Secretary Weinbergec left town 
yestecday, he spoke of the need for militarcy and economic 
aid now to Lebanon. Have you anything you can give us on 
the type, the extent of aid that we're prepared to give 
Lebancn? 


oo No. As fac as economic aid is concerned, I 
think that tomorrow's briefing should provide you a better 
fix on that And as I said, Peter McPherson is just coming 
back today, so I don’t know what he has to say about that. 


I think there was some misintercpretation 
yestecday, at least as I read a transcript of what Secretary 
Weinbecgec said. He did not specifically address military 
aid. As I understood, the question that he was asked 
cefecced to both military and economic aid, and he sa:d, 
"Yes, we would look to that.*® 


Q He used the wocd “militarcy® yesterday” 


4 Yes. I don't acgque with the idea that there 
might be some military assistance, but I think that the fact 
is that there is funding that was put up by the Congress -- 
it’s been approved by the Congress -=- which may not be 
totally utilized. I'm not necessarily saying that there 
would be additional amounts. I don't Know the answer to the 
question, but I would just caution you about that. 


Q Now that the evacuation of the PLO is 
completed, is Phil Habib coming back to the States or is he 
Staying there? 


XN We have a practice, as you well Know, not to 
talk about his plans in advance, but he will be cetucning to 
Washington. I believe that was made known by the White 
House yestecday, and he will be confercing with the 
President and the Secretacy before he cetucns home. 


I do not have anything to anticipate the follow-on 
question about what he will be doing aftec that. I think 
Laccy Speakes said something yestecday about his being at the 
disposal of the President. 


Q Do you have anything on the whole controversy 
that acose ovec the Mucabitoun in West Beicut. The lastest 
cepocts say that they have agreed on the internal security 
forces taking ovec, etc.; do you have any ud-toedate infor- 
mation on that? 


nN No, I ceally don’t. I think John Hughes 
addcessed this question yestecday in certain cespects, and I 
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don't have anything today beyond what he sa:d. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the pipeline 
today, particularly in terms of the story that Secretary 
Shultz, as one of fouc senior offcials who asxed the 
President to in some way celax orc limit the sanctions 
against the American subsidiaries of -- 


A You put me in something of a spot because we 
don't like to discuss internal discussions, and so on. Tet 
me make two points in cegacd to this: One is that the 
President's policy on sanctions has been, I think, verv 
clearly articulated and has the full support of the 
Secretary and Department. 


There are discussions, appropriate discussions 
going on among a number of agencies; with cegarcd to possible 
violations of sanctions and that includes discussions on 
applicability of sanctions in specific cases, but I am not 
prepared to discuss what might be included in that kind of 
Cceliberation or what kind of cecommendations might go for- 
ward until we have something to Say. 


Q Let me come back there. It's been cevnorted 
now in a couple places that the President has, in fact, 
decided not to impose the sanctions against the Darent com- 
pany of John Brown but cather to cestrict the subsidiary, 
the Scottish subsidiary of John Brown, from purchasing oil 
and gas, technology in the United States; is that correct? 


A I think it would be inappropriate to comment. 
In any case, we do not plan to make any announcements on 
what we would do in a specific case until we feel that the 
violation has occurred, in its technical sense, that John 
Hughes has talked about several times. So I don't have 
anything for you on that today. 


0 On a celated subject, do you have any comment 
on the demonstrations yesterday in Poland and the Polish 
Govecnment's cesponse to them? 


aN I don't. I believe that the White 
House may later have something for you on that. 

0 Do you have any cemarks today on Cuban 
jamming? 

A We provided something -- we had some 


guidance. We didn't provide it. We did put it out last 
night. I can give you what we have. 


We undecstand that Cuba has indeed begun broad- 
casting on several new frequencies, including some frequen- 
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cies nevec mentioned by Cuba in its Five Year Plan announced 
in 1979, or in its most cecent plan proposed to and rcerected 
by the Westercn Hemisphere AM Radio Frequencies Conference in 
Rio de Janeiro. This is unfortunate evidence of continuing 
Cuban disregard for international agreements and the cule of 
law. We are looking carefully at what is involved and will 
then considerc how to respond. 


One can speculate as to the motivation for the 
Ccurcent instances of Cuban broadcasting intercference, but 
the historic record clearly shows that Cuban jamming and 
interference has been going on for ovec fifteen years and 
that Cuba even used English language propaganda in the 
1960's -= a so-called Radio Dixie -- to try to stir upd 
social unrest in the United States. 


In the mid 1960's, the Castro Government embacked 
On a program to redesign it's domestic AM broadcasting 
system and to inittate broadcasting directed toward the 
United States and other neighboring countries. A maior 
increase in Cuban broadcasting was announced in 1979, two 
years before the announcement of Radio Marti. 


As suggested, I might note, in the proposed Radio 
Macti bill as it was amended by the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, the problem of Cuban interference, which is now 
assuming national proportions, needs to be addressed as a 
sepacate issue from Radio Marti. 


Q You'ce suggesting it should be separate but 
everybody else seems to think that it has a lot to do with 
the Radio Marti problem. Why do you think it has nothing to 
do with it? 


4A I think what I just gave you indicated 
that this cecorcd goes back a long time, well pre-dates anv 
discussion of Radio Marti and is a problem which 
deserves, in Our view, separate -- 


Q They've been saying that if the U.S. goes 
ahead with Radio Marti, they're going to react, and it seems 
as thought that's what they're doing. 


A First of all, Radio Marti is not on the aic 
so they're not reacting to it, in that sense. But, second 
of all, the rcecord is clear whatever is being said at this pDar- 
ticulac point. I understand the point you'ce making, but 
whatever statements are being made by Cuban officials about 
that, the history is such that it would seem that it's more 
than would seem It's very clear that theic activities in 
this field go back way beyond any consideration of Radio 
Macti. 
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0 Ace the new activities, Or whatever you want 
to call it, by the Cubans in stepping up theic broadcast 
being taken into account in any further Administration deli- 
beration rcegacding what to do about Radio Marti? 


at I can't answer the question specifically. I. 
don't know the answer to it. 


7. 


Q Do you have anything on U.S. seizure of an 
Iraqi airline 747 on the West Coast loaded with guns, ammu- 
nition and computers? ) 


A This is the first I've hearcd of ite. No, I don't. 


Q Can you say why Robert Strauss was in che 
building this morning? 


4 He was in the building. Pe met with the 
Secretary. I don't know what else he was doing. He may have had 
some other business here, too. But I think they've known 
each other for sometime. 


Q Did the Administration lodge a vdrotest wit! 
the Cuban Government over the broadcasts Monday night? 


A My undecstanding is that we'ce looking carefully at 
what's involved and will then consider how to respond. 


Q Was the jamming limited to those four hours 
Monday night? 
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a George, I don't know what the interference 
and so On was on the broadcasting. It apparently was on 
a numbec of frequencies: 570, 650, 670, 1040, 1160 and 1380 
Kilohertz. But as of this point, I don't think we Know what 
the stcength of those transmissions wire. I don't have anything 
beyond that. 


Q Do we have a designated cepresentative in 
Havana now? Wayne Smith has cetucned. Do we have anyone to 
take his place? 


A I don't know if there's been a cevlacement 
already dispatched or not. He was not all by himself, but I 
don't -- I simply don't know the answerc to the question. 


Q Can you tell us what your options are? 
A To the response? No, I don't. 
Q Do the treaties you mentioned have punitive 


clauses? 








A Feankly, I don't Know the answer to it. 
In any case, I think we would prefer to consider the 
issue before laying out a set of options. I think we'd like 
to decide what we want to do and then do it. 


Q Can I go back to the pipeline for about one 
minute. Do you know what the status of the shipment to 
Glasgow is, and when it's going to leave? 


A I don't know when it's going to leave. “y 
understanding is that it is being loaded but I just don't 
know. 

e) How loaded does it have to be or how far into 


the water does it have to be before you decide what you're 
going to do? 


A As far as whoever is going to make that 
detecmination decides, and it's not up to me. I'm not 
trying to be cute with you. I don't know the answer to the question. 


Q Back on the Weinberger visit, Eqyptian offi- 
Ccials are saying that they plan to discuss a Strategic 
Cooperation Agreement with the United States. Is that being 
pcoposed by the United States? 


A I don't know the answer to that, but I 
wouldn't want to preclude Secretary Weinbergec's 
discussions in any case. 
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) Alan, just on another housekeeping matterc, do 
you know whether the Secretary plans any speeches or travel 
between now and the time he goes up to New Yock the 27th of 
September? 


a 


A I don't know about speeches. I don't know of 
any travel, but I have heard some possibility of speeches 
but I don't have anything at this particular point. 


fe) Is he considering travel? 


A I don't know of any plans for travel, George. 
I can't cule out that all of a sudden he will travel. As of 
this point -- I'm trying to think before I get called a liar 
| -- I'm not aware of any travel plans that he has between now 
and the U.N As I say, that could change. 





Q Last week at the Latin American parliament 
meeting in Bogota, a very strong statement was issued in 


Site of what's being done now in tecms of the Mexican debt. 
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Essentially, they simply said that Latin American nations 
should come together to force a cenegotiation on terns tnat 
allow for actual development. Do you have any sort of 
cesponse to that? 


4 No. 

Q Can you see if you can get a response? 
A No. I don't have a response. 

Q Thank you. 

x You'ce welcome. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:06 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #150 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 1982, 12:45 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, ladies and gentle- 
men. I have no announcements so I'll be happy to take any 
guestions you might have. 


Q The Israelt Cabinet is reported to have 
rejected the ideas contained in the President's speech last 
night. Do you think that this is a final rejection? 


A We certainly hope not. We've seen the first 
ceactions, and obviously we'll have to study them and look 
at them carefully. This is a serious business, serious ini- 
titative that the United States its embarked on. 


Q I can't hearc a thing. 


A Beg your pardon. I was saying that we've 
just ceceived the communique and obviously this will have to 
be a subject for study. 


Q Who's communique? 


A I'm talking about the Israeli Cabinet's com- 
ment on President Reagan's speech last night. 


Q A communique in the sense of a formal state- 
ment from Israel to you? : 


A We have seen the wire service reports. The 
Cabinet announcement, as I understand it. 


Q You don't have a piece of paper? 
A I don't have a piece of paper. 


Q The basis of their objection is that the 
ideas, in effect, cun counter to the philosophy of Camp 
David. Would you directly address that? 


A We're not surprised by that reaction. We're 
not disappointed by that ceaction. Obviously, in certain 
aceas we have a difference of interpretation of the Camp 
David Accords and the autonomy process. We've stated our 
position many times about our interpretation of them and the 
flexibility that particulacly Secretary Shultz sees in that 
agreement, and we are going to proceed on that basis and try 
to resolve what differences of interpretion there might be 


with Israel and others. 
Have the Israelis paralleled early ceactions 
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from any of the Arab states that you've presented these 
ideas to? 


A No, not to my knowledge. We've had some 
indication that some of the Arab states obviously consider 
this a serious initiative but we have not had reaction yet. 


Q One ceport on FBIS from Jerusalem says that 
the Israelis say they were not consulted by the United = 
States in advance. Can you address that question? 


A I don't quite know what that means. 
Obviously, discussions have been going on with the Israelis 
and, indeed, other parties involved for months and indeed 
years, and I don't think there really can be too much misun- 
derstanding about the positions of the various parties. 
Those have been aired and amplified over the months. 


Q Were these various proposals in the 
President's speech put to the Israelis in advance? 


A I don't want to get into confidential diplo- 
matic exchanges, but I think that there isn't any question 
that they were. 


Q Before the President's letter arrived, in 
other words, they were consulted oc informed of the contents 


of the -- 


A I don't want to get into the details of the 
timing orc who ceceived what, when, but I think it's a fair 
statement to say that they were made aware of the -- 


Q That's the difference -- "consulted " or 
“informed. "* 


A I just ceally don't want to get into the 
detail on the extent of the diplomatic exchange. 


Q Can you throw any Light on how this ts going 
to be followed up? There are probably a hundred questions, 
but one of them is, does the Secretary himself intend to do 
any travelling to the area to try to furthec explain the 


President's thinking? 
A Sure. 


Q Is there any consideration being made to 
being any of the leaders to this country? 


A As I said before, the Secretary has no pre- 
sent plans to travel to the Middle East, and that has been 
absolutely true and continues to be true. Having said that, 
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the Secretary has said himself that if at some stage it is 
considered helpful and useful for him to travel to the 
Middle East, he would certainly do that. 


Q A more dicect question seems to me is what 
you do now to move this thing forward. The Israelis say 
this is no basis for discussion, so something has to 
obviously be the next step. What might that be? 


A This ts a very serious initiative by the 
President. Obviously, he has tried to, I think, seize this 
moment in history to move the peace process forward. He 
made it clear last night that he is very secious about it and 
very determined about it. It is not something to be taken 
lightly. 


He also has recognized that it is a difficult 
process. That there ace diverse views, and there's going to 
have to be a very energetic, diplomatic process undertaken 
henceforth to try to resolve the differences between the 
various parties. 


Q How and when is that going to begin? 


A I — ° at a very eacly stage. The 
President has taken the first step by making his views 
known. I think that has to continue to be explained, 
clacified fully to the vartous parties involved. He only 
just made his speech to the American public. That process 
has to go forward, I think. Then, there would have to be 
ceaction from the various parties, and that would have to be 
weighed and then henceforth would go forwarcd the process of 
discussion and negotiations, diplomatic exchange, in an 
attempt to clacify and eliminate their differences. 


Q On the reaction, you said earlier that some 
Acab governments have indicated that they cegarcd this as a 
serious proposal. Does that include Jordan? 


A I don't want to get into the detail. What I 
wanted to say is that there is not a cejection of the 
President's initiative. He has communicated his views; 
those have been received and are under secious con- 
sideration. That's where it stands. 


Q When I asked about Jordan, it wasn't a shot- 
tn<the-dark. There's a report on the op-ed page of the New 
York Times that that indeed was the reaction of King 
Hussein in Saudi Arabia to the proposal. Does the State 
Department know that that was his reaction? 





A No. I think, as was mentioned in the 
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briefing last night, Jordan considers this a serious propo- 
sal but has made no commitments. So I think that's as it was 


stated. 


Q This morning the former National Security 
Advisor, Zbigniew Brzezinski, said that this whole Reagan 
plan for peace in the Middle East will face the same fate of 
the Rogec plan in the Middle East if it will not be followed 
by persistent and by diplomatic efforts, and he called on 
the Secretary to get involved himself and not to send one 


‘second class orc third class or third cate official to go and 


deal with the situation. 


Ace there any strategy of going along with such a 
thing if it's to be pursued? 


A The Secretary is very much involved. The 
President is very much involved. It isn't any secret that 
when Secretary Shultz came aboard this was one of the first 
ucgent issues that the President took up with him. The 
President and the Secretary of State have been 
consulting; have involved other experts both within the 
government, outside experts; have counselling with 
Congressmen; and, have been very seciously involved all down 
the line. Now as to whethec the Secretary makes the odyssey 
oc whether a special negotiator makes the odyssey, I think 
that's a question to be decided. 


Ambassador Faicbanks has been vercy much involved 
in this overall Middle Eastern process from the beginning 
and will continue to be involved. So I think there is a 
question of urgency and determination on the part of all 
concerned, but that doesn't lend itself necessarily to the 
tcavel plans of the various parties. 


Q Does this, in fact, cepresent the United 
States pretty much giving up on the Begin government and on 
his party, since his party seems ficmly allied with the idea 
of annexation? Or are you just sort of playing for the next 
administration in Israel at this point? 


A Not at all. I think that these are con- 
sidered by the President to be ceasonable and sensible pro- 
posals that he has offered. He understood, as he made clear 
that there would be differences of opinion. But he intends 
to work very hard to eliminate those differences. 


Q His opinion is really understating it as fac 
as Begin is concerned -- differences of opinion? 


A As Secretacy Shultz has said on a number of 
occasions, he, in his visits to Iscael, determined a great 
yearning for peace in Israel. It seems to me that this is a 
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vecy sound basis on which to pursue these negotations. 
That's a very legitimate concern for the Iscaelis. It's a 


very worthy desire, it seems to me, on our part, to try to bring 


that about, and it’s worth working at. 


Q Bezezinski also mentioned another point this 
morning, and that was -— he said the United States has a lot 
cf leverage over countries in the area, including Jorcdan and 
Israel. He said if we reach that level, the United States 
should be ready to use this leverage if needed. 


Is there a readiness that if we reach a deadlock 
that these leverages would be used? 


A I don't ceally know what you mean by 
"leverage," but I think the President and -- 


Q The economic and military aid? 


A I think the President and the Secretary see 
the leverage of peace and the effectiveness of peace. I 
think that's the principal leverage that they see at work 


here. 


Q Can you announce today that the United 
States -- that this Administration will not in any way 
attempt to impose economic oc military ceductions in aid to 
Iscael as a cesult of this initiative? 


A As a cesult of this initiative? 


Q Yes. 


A I think that's a question I don't even need 
to address here. 


Q Why not? Last night, as I understand it -- 
and I don't know who was invited to this briefing <=- but 
last night, as I understand it, a senior official said that 
there would not be any use of military oc economic reduc- 
tions in aid to Iscael as a cesult of this. Will you say 
this on the record now? 


A That's why I say I don't think I even need 
to address it. 


Q Then, you say there will not be; is that 
cight? 


A I will conficm what was said at the briefing 
last night. 
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Q Could we get a list of the participants 
meeting with the Secretary today, the Acab and the American 


Jewish -- 
A Let me see what I can do for you on that. 
= Q The President's Conference meeting today -- 
. do you have a general idea of who's at the meeting this 
afternoon? 


A With the President? 


ee ee, 


A With the President's Conference; who's the 
Jewish group? 


A I don't know. I'm sorry. 


Q One of the objections from Iscael has to do 
with the status of Jerusalem. I was wondering if you could 
elaborate on what the President said about Jecusalem? 

That it cemains undivided but its status is subject to 
negotiation; can you clarify that? 


oe a 


A The President's statement that Jerusalem 
should remain undivided and that it's final status should be 
negotiated is completely consistent with Camp David, and the 
position which the United States has publicly advanced for 
ovec thicty yeacs. In fact, the U.S. position on Jecusalem, 
together with those of Egypt and Israel, was included in an 
exchange of lettecs which accompanied the Camp David framework. 


Q On that point, there was a ceport from 
Iscael that part of the communications from the United 
States included a U.S. statement to the Iscaelis that in the 
opinion of the United States the Acabs of East Jerusalem 
should be able to participate in the elections to the Auto- 
nomy Council which ace contemplated by Camp David. Is that 
a correct cepoct, and can you explain the U.S. thinking in 
taking that position? 
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A I don't want to get into what was or was not 
included in the confidential, diplomatic exchanges. But our 
position is that it is important that no significant numberc 
of Palestinian tnhabitants of the West Bank be excluded from 


the Camp David process. 


Q You mean to say including those who live in 
East Jerusalem? 


A Yes. 


Q Ace you now including East Jecusalem as part 
of the West Bank? 
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A No, I'm not going beyond what I'm saying 
here; that the President -- 


Q Let's get it cleac. I don't understand it. 
It's quite important to get it cight, straight now and not 
wait. And, that is, its East Jerusalem considered part of 
Jecusalem, the city and undivided, as the President has 
said, or is the State Department now saying that East 
Jerusalem was part of the West Bank and its inhabitants 
therefore should vote in West Bank elections? 


A I think the President's statement is quite 
clear, that Jerusalem should remain undivided, and that it's 
final status should be negotiated in a way that is complete- 
ly consistent with Camp David. 


Q Isn't this a contradiction of what you just 
said in reference to the voting -- 

A No. 

Q -- to the fact of whether orc not it's part 
of the West Bank? 

A No, it's not a contradiction at all. 

Q Can you tell me, then, is East Jecusalem 


pact of the West Bank or not? 


A I can tell you that Jerusalem, in the view 
of the President, should rcemain undivided and that its final 
status should be negotiated in consonance with the Camp 
David agreement. 


Q To come back to the Camp David agreement, 
the Camp David agreement, of course, had letters in it. 
There's a question as to whether or not it's consistent, as 
you said, with the Camp David agreement. Jerusalem was 
nevec agreed to at Camp David; isn't that cight? 


A I'm going to stand on the language I've 
offered you here. 


Q Mc. Hughes, formec President Cartec who, of 
course, is one of the living principals in that agreement, 
today said that President Reagan's proposals are consistent 
with Camp David as he understands them and that he fully 
supports President Reagan's initiative. Do you have any 
ceaction to that? 


A No, not ceally, other than the feeling 
that President Cartec's article was a constructive conte ibu- 
\ 


\ 
\ 
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tion to the dialogue that is going on. He was a key 
figure, of course, in the negotiation of the Camp David 
Accords and therefore his view its useful and constructive. 


Q As you know, King Hussein went to Baghdad 
and then to Saudi Acabia. Can you tell us what your 
understanding is as to when this process of consideration by 
those two Arab States -- Jordan and Saudi Arabia -- would 
sort of cesult in some kind of communication? I mean, when 
do you expect to hearc from them about this process? 


A Really can't help you on that, Charlie, 
because we simply don't know. 


Q What would you expect to happen: King 
Hussein to the Amecican Ambassador communication orc a 
lettec? In the best case, what would you like to see proce- 
durally happen? I'm not talking about the answer. 


A I think there isn't any question that we 
have made it cleac that we would like to see a speedy move- 
ment towacds meaningful talks that would be in line with the 
Camp David process, but it ceally is difficult to offer a 
scenacio. 


As I say, these ace secious negotiations. They 
ace clearly not going to be conducted for the Press or con- 
ducted precipitously. The vacious parties ace going to con- 
sidec and measuce theic cesponse, and I think it's ceally 
impossible to give you a framework foc the timing of the 
cesponses and the back and forth that might go on, or ceally 
to indicate how that communication might be made. 


As you know, there are a vaciety of diplomatic 
channels, and it's awfully harcd to be specific. 


Q Ace you not, in effect, asking King Hussein 
of Jocdan to enter the negotiations on the basis of this 
plan that's been put focwarcd? 


A I think we would stand on the President's 
cemacks last night. I think that it has been made con- 
sistently cleac that the United States feels that the Camp 
David process --the involvement in the Camp David process 
and certain aspects has ceally not been satisfactory and has 
to move forward and you have to broaden the participants in 
it. Just who those participants would be is a subject for 
continuing discussions. 


Q John, you were cefeccing earcliec to the fact 
that there have been different intecpretations of Camp David 
and I would like to focus on one parcticulac area in which 
there wece differences of interpretation almost from the 
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beginning, within a few days after the agreements were 
signed. And that's the question of whether there was, 
indeed, an agreement at Camp David on a mocatorcium on 

Iscaeli settlements. 


As you know, President Carter has always sa:d 
that there was such an agreement, and Prime Ministec Begin 
has said that there was not. My question is, does this 
Administration believe that the Camp David agreements 
included a commitment for a moratorium on Iscaeli settle- 
ments through the five-year interim period of negotiations? 


< A I think we have to look at it where we are. 
As the President pointed out last night, an immediate 
settlement freeze would facilitate our and Iscael's efforts 
to broaden the peace process. There is nothing inconsistent 
with Camp David in his urging any state to take an action 
which he believes will facilitate the peace process. 


Q That doesn't answec my question, as I'm sure 
you'ce aware. 


A It had crossed my mind. 


Q The question is whether this Administcation 
believes that the Camp David agreements include a commitment 
that thece should be a moratorium on settlements. 


If you'ce not going to answec it, just tell me. 


A I guess I have to tell you. I guess we ace 
going to have to stand on the President's position. 


Q That beings up a related question back to 
what Acab rcesponse has been so fac. When he says he thinks 
it will facilitate the broadening of the talks, have you 
ceceived some kind of signal from any influential Arab poli- 
tical figure that a morcatocium might lead moce players to 
come into the game? 


A I dont want to get into the business of what 
Signals have oc haven't been ceceived through diplomatic 
channels. But I don't want to mislead you. I think it's 
eacly days in this process. 


Q I have two questions: First is, why was the 
Palestinian state culed out; and the second, how much 
support do you think you ace going to get in the Congress? 


A I think on the question of a Palestinian 
State, it was simply a decision by the President that this 
was not a viable objective, and thecefore -- 
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Q Can you expand on that a little? 


A No. I don't think so. I think the 
President's words speak for themselves. And I think insofar 
as support in the Congress, I think we'll have to wait and 
see. 


Q You mentioned more than once actually and a 
senior Administration official yesterday did the same and 
other State Department officials of how serious this proposal 
is, and that the leverage of peace should make parties 
ceally think about it seriously. Well, they did, and the 
Iscaelis -—- the major party -- have tucned it down. 


I come back to the first question. What is next? 
Have you received an Israeli reply officially and if you 
have, where ace we going from now? 


A I don't know whether an official Israeli 
ceply has been ceceived in the building. Factually, I can't 
answec that question for you, but I have seen the ceports of 
an Iscae’.i Cabinet communique and I would say that it is 
simply too early for us to have any response, if, we would 
indeed have any response to that. That is something that 
when it is officially received, it's going to have to be 
weighed vecy carefully and it'll take some time to examine it. 


Q Can you tell me where Mc. Draper is today? 


A Mc. Deaperc, I think, is in Beirut today, so 
fac as I know. 


Q He hasn't travelled to Athens in the last few 
days? 


A I'm faicly sure he has not. 


Q There's no change in the official position 
of the President oc the State Department that the settle- 
ments on the West Bank are legal, the Jewish settlements are 
legal? 


A It's not a question of <= the President is 
not addressing himself to whether they are legal. He's 
looking at whether they ace constructive. 


Q I'm asking you whether oc not they're legal; 
as of this moment they're considered legal? 


A I'm going to stand on the President's 
language that they're not constructive. 


Q The President didn't say anything whether it 








gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ll 


was legal or illegal in his statement. I didn't heac your 
answer. 


aN That's why I'm going to stand on his language. 


Q In the President's statement last night, 
neac the beginning, he rcefercred to some diplomatic missions 
to the Middle East which lead up to this which in it he 
suggested, at least, and seemed to be suggesting <= end had 
not been ceporcted up until now -- can you fill us in as to 
what he was talking about? 


A I don't think there's any great significance 
to that. While I continue not to want to get into the spe- 
cifics of diplomatic exchanges, there isn't any secret that 
both the President and the Secretary have leaned very 
heavily on ourc Ambassadors in these various countries. 


Q Was there some U.S. mission going out from 
Washington to talk about this in the last couple of weeks? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


--MORE-- 
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0 I'd like to go back a little bit. Can you 
clarify what route would be taken as far as the negotiations 
are concerned? How will they proceed? Will they be bila- 
teral between Washington and each of these countries, or 

= at a later stage will the United States call for a conference, 
| assuming -- let's assume hypothetically -- that they both 
agreed to attend? 


a Sure. 


e) Will they call them to a meeting -- let's 
Say, in Washington or somewhere -- and then say, "O.K., let's 
sit down at the table and discuss it?" 


Ay Sure. I understand your desire for speci- 
fics, but it simply is premature at this stage. We're not 
keeping anything from you. It simply is a question of the 
President having spoken in public last night and having to 
conduct a diplomatic exchange back and forth before we are 
at that stage of specific mechanics. 


.@) Is there any effort that's going to be made 
to flush out the Israeli rejection with the Israelis? Is 
the Ambassador, Sam Lewis, going in to see the Israeli Prime 
Minister today? Is there any effort that's going tc be 
made by anybody to talk directly to the Israelis about what 
they like or don't like about this proposal? 


4 I don't know what specific plans are under 
way, but I'm sure that the very good dialogue that exists 
with Israel would continue and go back and forth. 
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¢) Any suggestion of a visit here, an invitation 
to Shamir or anybody else to come here for a visit? 


_ 





fy Not to my knowledge. 


Q Is it correct to say that in the President's 
statement he was calling on all parties to negotiate without 
any pre-conditions along the lines that Sadat did? 


A I wouldn't say without pre-conditions. 
Obviously, within the Camp David framework and the autonomy 
process and the appropriate UN resolutions. But I think he 
obviously was saying this is a new start, that it was a 
beginning -- that he feels very seriously about this, as I 
said -- that this is the time, this has been something very 
much on his mind. It has proceeded -- before the Secretary 
of State assumed office -- it had been underway. There 
has been advance, I think, in the peace process, the peace 
treaty between Egypt and Israel. He has been very 
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amxious over a peciod of months that that should go forward, 
but there have been some zigs and zags along the way like 

the Lebanese problem that intervened; and as soon as he felt 
that he could reasonably move again with dispatch he took the 
initiative. 


Q But what I'm saying is that Sadat came to 
Iscael and in effect recognized it and then began nego- 
tiating. We're calling on the Arab states to do the same in 
this case, correct? 


A That's cight. 


Q It seems I haven't heacd the name of Syria 
mentioned in the solution of the Arab-Israeli conflict. 
Syria is involved. And there is the Golan Heights occupied 
territory. Would you care to make a statement? 


A Yes. I have something on that for you. 


We are now dealing primarily with the question of 
a settlement of the Palestinian issue. However, the 
President said that the United States is seeking peace be- 
tween Iscael and each of its neighbors. This includes Syria. 
A basis for peace between Israel and Syria is Security 
Council Resolution 242, which includes a provision on 
withdrawal from occupied territories; and this obviously 
includes the Golan. 


Q There have been three positions oc interpre- 
tations of the Camp David Accord -- the Egyptian, the 
Iscaeli, and the American. And if I cecall myself 
correctly, in the last couple of years there wece many 
atempts to get a clear-cut position of the United States 
Administration regacding the interpretation of the Camp 
David. Every time some question was asked they would say, 
"Our position its quite cleac” and they wouldn't go beyond 
that. Can we come to a conclusion that the lack of clarity 
of the position of the United States about the Camp David 
encoucaged Iscael it's cejection if President Carter and his 
assistant --Zbigniew Brzezinski -- and Mc. Reagan and Mr. 
Shultz, and all of you guys here believe that you go e2long 
with the Camp David and this is the language of Camp David 
and its inspication of Camp David and Israel says "No"? So 
do you think that there was shortcoming from your position 
that you didn't make your position clear to Israel that this 
is the Camp David because you left yourself open to three oc 
fouc interpretations of the Camp David? 
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A I've got enough to just cope with each day 
(laughter) getting up here trying to define the pos:tions 
of this Administration. I don't want to speak for previous 
administrations. I would simply say that this President and 
this Administration, has ‘made a very sincere and determined 
effort to advance its interpretation of Camp David and to 
take what I think is a very sincere movement towards moving 
the peace process forward in the Middle East. 





Q Why this sudden departure from quiet diplo 
macy, which has been the Reagan phrase. Was there some 
sense that the Israelis were about to do something drastic? 


A No. I think simply the feeling in the 
Administration was that this was a situation which really 
needed to be aired publicly, that the United States needed 
to state fully and frankly it's position and this was the 
time to do it. 


Q Well, would you take exception then to the 
inference that some have drawn that the “quiet diplomacy” 
had gotten you nowhere and that you were up against the wall 
with nothing else to do but go public? 


A I think we obviously would have to look at 
the progress that has been made, that some things have hap- 
pened that have been worthwhile: the Isrcaeli-Egyptian 
peace treaty, and the successful departure process from 
Beirut. But obviously the overall peace process has not 
moved forward as capidly -- certainly as the United States 
would have liked, and this reflects an initiative to do 
something about that and get more drive behind it. 


Q M. Petec McPherson cefercred us to you on this 
one. Senator Hatfield yesterday said the diversion of $4.5 
million worth of humanitarian assistance to Lebanon 
to help in the evacuation was possibly illegal and flies in 
the face of longstanding procedure. Would you comment on 
that? And, also, there's another $2 million to be 
used, the $2 millton that is also needed to pay for the 
cest of the evacuation. Will that come from the same 


funding sources? 


A I really can't comment on that, but [| 
understand Mr. McPherson held an on-the-recorcd press con= 
feence here this morning. 


Q He referced the question to you. 


OA Oh. (Laughter.) Let me do a little 
research on that. 
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Q You got a question just a moment ago, and [I 
oa have to paraphrase the question, but pointing out that 
President Sadat had gone to Jerusalem and then begun to 
negotiate; and you were asked -- and again I'm paraphrasing -- 
whether that's what you expected other Arab leaders to do 
now and you said, “That's cight." And I just wonder if you 
could amplify that because would that be the next step? 


. 
etl 
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A No. I'd have to go back and look at what 
the question was, obviously, and my cesponse because that 
- clearly was misleading. I wasn't attempting in any way to 

give a scenario for bilateral negotiations or negotiations 
in a group. That's just not clear yet. 


Q Well, let me just ask this. I don't mean 
that precise scenario, but does this Administration think 
it would be useful and possibly influence the position of 
Iscael if one of these moderate Arab states made some kind 
of signal or declaration about its views about legitimacy of 
the Iscaeli state and so forth? 


A I think there are all kinds of signals from 
vacious parties that could be interpreted as being useful, 
and it seems to me that such a signal as you suggest certainly 
would be helpful. 


! 


Q You got a clear cejection from Israel to the 
President's plan. I take it that your hope is that the 
Iscaelis will reverse their position orc dilute theic opposi- 
tion, is that correct? 
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A You're saying that it's a clear cejection. I 
think we have to wait and see what the official com- 
munication from the Iscaeli Government says and how it says 
itt and examine it before we would want to agree with that 


kind of position. 


Q Well, what do you use? What are the instru- 
ments you have at your disposal to prod the Israelis toward 
acceptance of one kind or another or a ceadiness to nego- 
tiate on the basis of the President's plan? 





A It seems to me that clearly the Israelis 
have an acute interest in peace. Clearly, the Isrcaelis have 
an acute interest in security. Clearly, the Iscaelis have a 
very acute interest in living in peace with their neighbors. 
And if these were factors that could enter into these nego=- 
tiations, it seems to me that they would weight heavily with 
the Israeli Government. 
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Q But those things you could take as a given, 
as it were, if their process of reaching the rejection 


decision. 


A These things are taken as a given, yes, but 
I think the President considers them to be very vowerful 
forces and hopes to draw upon them as he moves forward. 


Q At the beginning, at the outset here, you 
said that you were not disappointed by the Israeli action; 
and that seems an odd thing to say, as I go back over ny 
notes. Could you elaborate on that part? 


A Yes, sure -- not disappointed in the sense 
that I think the President made clear. These are going 
to involve some hard negotiations and discussions. We are 
offering a viewpoint which its not accepted necessarily by 
the Israelis or the Arabs, so it seems to me it is not 
surprising that there would be a view offered that the 
Israeli Government's view its not in accocd with ours. But I 
think the President made clear that this ts what we intend 
to work at to reduce those differences. 


Q Just a technical point. Have you had an indi- 
cation from the Israelis that they will follow up the 
Cabinet communique with a more formal -- 


A No. 
Q -- lengthy, or -- 
A No. Technically I just don't know what is 


the status of the communications. 


Q How would you assess the overall Arab 
ceaction? Would it be through maybe individual or bilateral 
talks? Would you need to gather those reactions or 
would you await the outcome of next week's reactions? 


~ 


A No. I think we will have a ceactiton in the 
next few days. I think we'll have to wait and see what that 


is, both public -- 
Q Bilateral? 


A I think it can come in various ways, but I 
think it will be both public and through diplomatic 
channels. 


Q Let's have a filing break. - 


_ om 
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A O. K. 


Q I wanted to clarify the question I had asked 
about Sadat -- that he recognized Israel without pre- 
conditions prior to negotiations rcather than, say, waiting 
for withdrawal and then negotiating. And you'rce calling on the 
Acab states to do the same, is that correct? 


A I think I took issue with your earlier state- 
ment that it was without conditions. I mean I think our 
position is very clear on the Camp David Accords and the 
autonomy process. 


Having said that, and has been said here on a 
number of occasions by the President and the Secretary of 
State, the Camp David document is a cich document and it's 
open to wide interpretation -- 


Q Yes. 

A -- and I think on that basis that it will go 
focward. 

Q Are you calling on the Arab states to 
negotiate without pre-conditions? 

A We're calling on all those involved to nego- 
tiate in terms of the Camp David Accord. 

Q The President yesterday in his speech said 
that he called for a freeze on the settlements -- 

A Right. 

Q -- which are not necesssary -- I'm not 


quoting exactly -- for Israel's physical security. What is 
to happen with those settlements in existence now? Are they 
subject for negotiation between the parties or ace they there 
and to be recognized as facts beyond which negotiations 
should be carried? 


A I think the President's position was that 
this should be a freeze on the installation of the 
construction of new settlements, and I think he also made 
plain that he did not see any extension of land to existing 
settlements; but that is where he's going to rest. 


Q You did not answer my question. Can you 
please try to answer it and say that -- 
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A No. 
Q -- to be -- 
* A I'm going to say exactly what his pos:tion 


is, and that its that he wants a freeze on new settlements 
and he does not want an extension on existing settlements. 


Q Has it been left open -- vague, vour- 
posely, intentionally; you could say that? 


+ AT een + aed YT 


A No, I don't think that's vague; I think 
that's quite specific. 


Q That's not quite relevant to this 

situation; but there have been rceports to the effect, widely 
cicculated, that the Pentagon and the State Department had 
told the Congress -- misled the Congress -- in saying and 
said that they did not tell the Congress that aid to Iscael 
was really only 60 percent of what had been actually been 
given to Iscael. And then the General Accounting Office is 
supposed to be making an investigation of this. 


Well, it turcns Gut apparently that the General 
Accounting Office considers this inaccurate and found that 
there's no investigation. But has the State Department 
actually made any statement about this in its own defense? 
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A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Will you do that? 

A What? 

_ Q Will you look into it or put out a written 

statement? 

A I'll look into it. 

Q Amid all of this, what is the fate of the 
Lebanonese since the PLO withdrew from West Beirut. 

A Well -- 

Q Do you agree with the assessment of the 


Iscaelis or, cather, the request made by Genecal Eitan 
that the Murabitoun, who are Lebanese citizens <-- West 
Beirutis -- should leave the country? 
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A” As I think I've said on an number of occa- 
sions, we considerc that to be an internal matter for the 
Lebanese authorities. We think the Lebanese authorities are 
continuing thetic efforts to restore theic authority and 
insure public security in West Beirut and we applaud these 


efforts. 


I think Ambasssador Habib left this morning, but 
Mc. Deaperc is on the scene and our Ambassador is on the scene, 
and the kind of consultation that has been going on will 
continue to go on, I understand. 


Q What sort of guarantees would you give to the 
West Beicutis, the Lebanese who are living in West Beirut 
and who have been fighting during the civil war, that they're 
not going to be massacred once they deliver their arms to 
the Lebanese arcmy? 


A Obviously we are strongly opposed to the 
outbreak of violence in Beirut, and obviously we have made 
ouc hopes for stability in Beitrut very cleac; but we think 
that the Lebanese authorities are taking hold and that's a 


mattec foc them. 


Q In his press conference, Secretary Shultz 
said he would support an Iscaeli-Lebanese peace treaty and 
the U.S. would actively work for it. That cemains American 


policy? 


A Yes. Obviously, it depends. The parties 
involved have to work out the details and the scenario. But, 
of course, the United States would favor a peace treaty, 


yes. 


Q Will Mc. Draper stact talks on the second 
phase in Lebanon, the withdrawal of the -- 


A I don't know whether he has starcted talks on 
the second phase yet, but obviously this is one of his 
cesponsibilities and he its charged with it and will be moving 
on this question with dispatch. But just exactly what the 
state of his talks on the ground ace I'm not sure. 


Q On August 18, the State Department ceaffircmed 
its early position that the expelled and then cemoved West 
Bank mayors are the only cepresentatives and legitimate 
representatives of the Palestinian people in the occupied 
territories, and the State Department did not acknowledge or 
cecognize or accept any substitute which has gone on now or 
tcying to be perpetrated to be done by Mc. Sharon. Are you 
still insisting on that or still standing by your statement 
of August 18th? 
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A I think our position on that is and 
Secretary Shultz has made clear that the Palestinians ought 
to have a say in their process of government and autonomy 
and that those who do participate should have legitimacy. 

I think it is not for us to determine what that legiti- 
macy is and how that is established. I think that's for the 


Palestinians. 


Q Just for a second thing, the second part of 
it. But I'm talking ‘about the West Bank mayors who wece 
expelled, and were cemoved. Several times since the 
upheaval in the West Bank in March, the State Depactment 
stood by supporting and cecognizing these people as the 
official, legitimate elected representatives of the 
Palestinian people on occupied Palestine. 


A We're going to support Palestinians who are 
seen to have the support and the legitimacy assigned to them 
by the Palestinians. 


Q Thank you. 

Q On a different subject, do you have any com- 
ment on the reports of continued violence in Poland? 

A No. I don't think we really have anything 
for you on that. 

Q Do you have anything on pipeline sanctions 
at all? 

A Not anyhthing that will take us very much 


beyond what we have said in the past day or so. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What about what Mc. Regan said? 


A We've noted what Mc. Regan said, but the 
fact is that the existing denial orders and the proposed den:al 
Orcdec against John Brown, if a shipment is made, have been 
discussed in interagency meetings. Details of denial orders, 
past oc future, would be announced by the Department of 
Commecce, and we have nothing beyond that to give you at this 


time. 


Q Does that mean Mc. Regan's statements at 
his press conference yesterday, do not cepresent Reagan 
Administrcation policy? 


A I wouldn't want to get into Mc. Regan's 
statements. I would just say the President's policy is 
clear on this, it's unchanged. He has indicated the mechan- 
ism that will be used and it will be the mechanism that's 
used, and the Department of Commerce will make the decisions 
on how it should be implemented. 


Q Just to be clear then. You say the policy 
is unchanged. The policy cepresented by the two tempocary 
denial orders issued last week against Dresser and 
Cceusot-Loire ace the cuccent Administration policies? 


A Yes. The mechanism is unchanged, and the 
implementation in individual cases will be determined by the 
Deparctment of Commerce. 


Q Is there to be a clarification issued 
shoctly, as Mc. Regan -- 

A I think you'll have to ask the Depactment of 
Commerce. 

Q Any ceaction -- to follow that up <= on the 
meeting announced in London of the French? 

A No, nothing further on that. No meeting is 
set. 

Q What about any consideration of a Buckley 
mission? 

A We've seen the ceports. Obviously, we con- 


tinue to talk with our Allies but there's no meeting set; 
nothing further on that beyond what we've given you in the 
past few days. 


Q Do you have any ceaction to Jose Lopez 
Portillo's speech yesterday of the bank nationalization? 
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A No. 


Q Specifically, Ambassador Gavin, Treasury 
Secretary Regan and othecs in this Administration have said 
that Mexico's economic problems are the fault of bad economic 
policies and that these should be adjusted to accocd with the 


IMF. 


Lopez Poctillo said that the problems “Mexico is 
having ace because of flight capital out of the country, 
pcimacily the United States, and that he would like to open 
up discussions in<«ordec to somehow cecycle orc cepatriate 
that capital to Mexico. 


Is the Administration open to Lopez Portillo's 
point of view on that? 


A All I would say is that we understand that 
foreign banks, which undec curccent Mexican law, are 
cestcicted to off-shore banking operations and cepresen- 
tative offices are excluded from the nationalization orcder. 
We ceally don't believe it would be useful oc appropriate 
foc us to speculate on the reasons why Mexico took this 
action. But obviously the Mexican authorities cegarcd it as 
a positive step in cestoring domestic and intecnational con- 
fidence in the Mexican economy. And I believe Secretary 
Regan cesponded to this question yestecday by suggesting it 
was premature to venture a judgment at this stage. 


Q What about the specific question of opening 
up discussions about cecycling capital back to Mexico? 


A Guess I've got nothing for you beyond what 
I've given you. 


Q Can we go back to the Middle East a little 
bit. 


x By all means. 


Q Did you say yestercday that you were going 
to have some figures on the expulsion of these killers, crim- 
inals and all the rest of them known as the PLO from 
Lebanon? 


A I thought I said that earlier in the week, 
and we, in fact, gave you the figures. Pechaps you weren't 
here. 


Q What about the number of civilian 
casualties, and so on? The AID cepoct doesn't seem to give 
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a pictuce of that. 


Q I don't know. I'm sorcy I didn't sit in on 
the AID session. 

Q Can we get that other list? It's available? 

A Yes, sure. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:30 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #151 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 1982, 12:36 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. The Press Office 
will be closed on Monday, September 6, for the Labor Day 
holiday. There will be no daily press briefing, and the 
office will operate on a Sunday schedule. 


That is all I have for you in the way of announce- 
ments. I will be glad to take your questions. 


Q Have you now heard officially from the 
Israeli Government? 


A No. 


Q Have you had any form of communication with 
the Jordanian Government about the plan? 


A No focmal communications. 
Q When do you expect those two things to come? 
a The position is about the same as yesterday. 


We're engaged in secious diplomacy here, and we await formal 
communications. 


Q You say there's nothing from Israel? 


A We have not ceceived a formal response from 
Israel. 


Q How do you explain that? 


ay I don't explain it. I'm sure they're con- 
sidering how they will couch their official response and 
send it in good time. 


Q Are you entertaining the idea that it might 
strike a different emphasis from the public rejection? 


A No. I'm not entertaining ‘any such ideas. 
We'll wait and see what it says when it comes. 
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.¢) Could it mean that the communique issued 
after the Cabinet meeting is in fact the official 
communication? 


oa I think not. That it was not I think was 
stated by an Iscaeli spokesman, so we certainly are 
expecting -- 


Q But there will be a separate -- 
Pet But there would be an official -- 
QO Incidentally, speaking of communications, was 


there a second letter from President Reagan to Prime 
Minister Begin after the one outlining the points? 


A There may have been, but, as I said, we don't 
get into the detail of diplomatic communications back and 


forth. 


.@) Thece was a ceporct yestecday, if I rememberc 
corccectly, on FBIS, saying that a Cabinet official or a 
Cabinet member oc something from Israel in a briefing with 
reporctecs said something along the lines that unpublicized 
commitments were made along with the public Presidential 
plan, and that the Israelis were thrusting them aside 
because they had lost faith in U.S. promises. 


Putting that part of it away, was there anything 
secret that went along with the proposal by way of any com- 
mitments to Israel? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
Q Could you take that, please? 


A I don't want to steer you in a wrong direc- 
tion here, but I don't think we're going to get into detail 
on the back and forth on the diplomatic exchanges that have 
taken place. I think you'd be reading something significant 


into it that is not there. 


Q Just to pursue that for a minute -- not that, 
but the earclierc question -- Caspar Weinberger is quoted 
today as saying that after his meetings the Iscaelis are 
taking another look at this, orc have not rejected it totally 


or out of hand. 
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Do you have that as well from the Defense 
Secretary? 


A Not from the Defense Secretary. He's there 
today, as you know -- 


Q He's now in Egypt, I think. 


A -- but it has been our hope that the first 
published press reports would not in fact reflect the ulti- 
mate Israeli position. 


Q These weren't press ceports. This was a state- 
ment by the Cabinet, adopted unanimously and mimeographed 
and handed out. 


A But we as a Govercnment have not ceceived an 
official communication. 


Q Not until the time you came here? 

A Not until the time I came here. 

0 And that's also true for the Arcab states? 
A That's also true for the Acab states. 


Q Has the Secretary been in touch by telephone 
with any of the leaders or foreign ministers? 


A Not to my knowledge. I'm not suggesting that 
he hasn't, but I don't think he has. 


0 Can you take that question? Because I think 
these -- 


A Again, I think it would get into the area of 
detail that we probably wouldn't want to expand on. I'm not 
leading you to believe that there's something there. 


Q Do you have any comment on the opposition 
leadec in Israel, Mr. Shimon Perez, welcoming the Reagan 


plan? 


A No. Obviously, we're looking at reaction 
from a variety of sources. The kind of informal initial 
reaction that has come, it seems to me, from some of the 
Acab countries has been quite encouraging. 
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Also, I think the initial press reaction in this 
country has been quite good. I think the editorials that we 
saw in The Washington Post, The New York Times, Christian 
Science Monitor this morning and a variety of other news- 











papers generally are taking a very supportive line on the 
President's initiative. 


Q What is being done now by way of follow-up? 
The President makes the speech on Wednesday night, raises a 
certain amount of momentum, controversy -- 


What is being done to press ahead with the U.S. 
formula? 


A I think, as I said yesterday, what we're 
doing is waiting for the official reaction from various 
govecnments that have been involved. 


We are continuing to explain the President's ini- 


tiative, and I think that it's going to take some time 
for careful consideration and diplomacy to take its course. 


0 ‘Is it customary that you expect things, 
in this case, from Iscael? I mean, the answer, like you 
said before, has been published in the books formally, a 
statement by the spokesperson of the Israeli Government. 


That is not what you're waiting for? You're still 
waiting for a communique from -- 


A I think we would expect an official response 
to an official overture on ouc part. I think that's how it 


would work. 


Q The Israelis haven't told you that the 
Cabinet statement is the official statement as has been 


suggested? 
A No. 


Q When you mention "government," is that an 
exclusive use of the word? I'm ceferring specifically to 
the meeting of the Central Committee of the PLO tomorrow in 


Tunis. 


Will that be of interest to you? 


A We're waiting for a cesponse from 
govecnments. 
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 Q Do you have anything on the French officer 
being killed by a sniper in Beirut? 


A Yes. I do have something on that. We have 
been informed that a French Lieutenant Colonel assigned to 
the French battalion of UNIFIL was killed today by a single 
bullet that came through a window. We deeply regret this 
tragic and senseless death. 


@) Where was he? 


a I cannot give you a location, but he was not 
a member of the French Multinational Force, nor did the 
incident occur in the areas of MNF deployment. There were 
no American troops deployed in the area of the shooting. 


e) What was he, if was not a member of the -- 


A He was assigned to the French battalion of 
UNIFIL, the U.N. force. 


6) Do you assume it was in the southern part of 
the country then? 


fat I can't go beyond that. 
MR. ROMBERG: I think it was in Beirut. 
A Was it Beirut? Okay. 


Q Can I just go back to this PLO question for a 
second again? Yesterday at the Foreign Press Center a 
senior State Department official, when asked about the reac- 
tion thus fac from PLO leaders to the plan, said that, 
"We'ce not looking for just private support, but for public 
support as well," or something to that effect. 


Does that hold with respect to the PLO? 


A I think our position on talking to the PLO 
has been made very clear -- it remains unchanged. 
Obviously, we would be interested in reaction across the 
board to the President's initiative from wherever it comes. 


Q Do you have anything today about a reported 
meeting between Bashir Gemayel and Menachem Begin? 


A No. I don't. 
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Q Can you confirm it? 


A. No. We've seen the reports, but I guess 
you'd have to ask them. 


Q On the PLO again: Unofficially there was a 
report yesterday from Athens, I think, Farouk Khaddoumi, 
making some comments that the plan, something -- not quoting 
him exactly -- that it provides some positive grounds for 


discussion. 
Can you characterize -- 


A I'm sorry. I missed the earlier part of your 
question. 


QO Farouk Khaddoumi was quoted as saying that the 
plan has some positive elements in it and could become 
grounds for serious discussion. 


Can you characterize these cemarks? I think 
you're aware of then. 


24 No. I don't think we'd characterize then. 
As I say, we're interested in a response from a broad 
vaciety of sourcces. 


Q Are you interested also to have the response 
of the PLO? 


A As I said, our position on our celations, or 
non-celations, with the PLO, and a question of any 
discussions or negotiations with them remains unchanged. 
They have been constant and it has remained the same. 


But, obviously, we are interested in reaction 
across the board from whatever source to the President's 
initiative. 


Q Did you ask the PLO for a reaction? 


A No. We did not. 


Q Can you tell us anything about what American 
personnel may do next about talking to Syria and Israel 
about further withdrawals in Lebanon? 


i 
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A No, not really. As I said yesterday, I think 
these are early days to set out a scenario. I understand 
the point of the question and where you're going, but it is 
a serious diplomatic initiative. There has to be careful 


backing from -- 


Q I'm talking about withdrawals from Lebanon of 
Syrian and Israeli troops. 


A I think, obviously, Mr. Draper is on the 
scene and will move with dispatch in the ways that he sees 
opening up, discussing this with the various parties. 


Q I know you don't want to get -- the Secretary 
of State is not about to leave for the Middle East tomorrow 
-- but what actually is happening in terms of efforts to 
explain this? Have American Ambassadors been sent in? 


ray Yes. Very much so. 
.e) Could you give us a little bit of what -- 


A I think that the Secretary is relying very 
heavily on American Ambassadorcs in the various countries. 
As I think I said yesterday, he knows personally from pre- 
vious experience a number of the key Ambassadors on the 
scene. He has great confidence in them, and has used them 
and is using them in this initiative to continue these 


diplomatic exchanges. 


e) So they have been asked to go in and explain 
the President's plan to -- 


A I don't want to mislead you on timing. It's 
an ongoing process. There's constant intecchange, and has 


been. 


Q Are there any special diplomatic missions, 
though, from Washington going out to supplement that 
activity? : 


A Not at the moment. You pressed me yesterday 
on the Secretary, and I was totally forthcoming. He has no 
plans to go to the Middle East. 


That isn't to say that, if it was thought to be a 
good idea at some stage, he would, but there are no plans 
for him to go. 
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Q On the matter of diplomatic contacts, there's 
a story in The New York Times this morning which says that 
the plan announced Wednesday night was in fact bounced off 
several Arab countries first, and, although it wasn't given 
a green light by these Arab countries, it was given an amber 
light. 





Is that in fact true? 


A I don't want to get into the timing. I think 
that in the case of most of the countries involved, the 
briefing that went on in advance of the President's speech 
was done more or less simultaneously. 


QO On what? 


A The briefing that the various Ambassadors did 
in advance of the President's television announcement was 
done more or less simultaneously. 


QO The thrust, I think, of the Times story was 
something else, which was in advance of the plan being for- 
malized or finalized really. Then the plan had been bounced 
off Arab countries, and they had in effect given a 
cautionary go-ahead. 


Ay No. I think that's not accurate to say that 
the initiative was bounced off Arab countries and was given 
a go-ahead. I think that's not correct. 


Q Could you do any better today on picking up 
the Israeli assertion yesterday of non-consultation? 
Whether it was informed or consulted in advance? 


X Yes. I can give you a little on that. 


The United States has not violated any of its com- 
mitments to Israel. The United States has asked Israel to 
consult with us on matters of mutual interest, and Israel 
has the right to ask the same. 


On the question of consultation, we would make 
three points. 


First, the President's initiative came after three 
years of autonomy negotiations, three recent trips to the 
Middle East by Secretary Haig and Ambassador Fairbanks, and 
numerous bilateral talks between the U.S. and each of the 
parties involved. 
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Secondly, the views presented by the President are 
positions which have long been part of the public record or 


c 


which have been discussed with Israel over the course of the 
three-year autonomy negotiations. 


Thirdly, the President did not call for immediate 
acceptance of these views, but instead urged their con- 
sideration within the context of negotiations based on Camp 


David. 


Q Could I get a copy of that? 


A Yes, yOu May. 


Q But that doesn't answer the question. Did 
they get the same consultation that the Arab nations got? 
You said more or less simultaneously. That still doesn't 
answer did Israel get that same simultaneous -- 


A I don't think I'm going beyond what I 
«.ready said earlier and the language I've offered you here. 


Q You said that the plan was discussed with 
most of the countries involved simultaneously. Did that 
include Israel? Is Israel included within that "most of the 


countries" that you refer to? 


A Within the context of that language, but I 
don't want to get into the specifics of what hour and what 
day those consultations took place, but I think that's a 


fair statement. 


Q So the plan wasn't run by the Arab countries 
first and then presented to the -- 


a It was not run by the Arab countries first. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q There are suggestions in the papers today from 
California that the President went public with this when he 
Gid because of the Iscaeli leaking of the letter and 
the Iscaeli anger. Had the Israelis not done that, was the 
American desire or plan to proceed with private diplomacy a 
bit longer before going public with this? 


A No. I don't think there was any change in 
the President's thinking as to what he would do and how he 
would announce this initiative. I think as to it's timing a 
cumulative series of events, not the least of which was 
the acceleration of the departure process from Beicut which 
went very well, and which ended, I think, a couple of days 
eaclier than had been expected. 


The President had gone on television to announce 
that U.S. troops were going into Beirut. It seemed logical 
that he would go on television about the time that the pro- 
cess was completed and be able to talk about the withdrawal 
of U.S. troops. But obviously other factocs wece involved 
there, too, and when there was some suggestion that there was 
leakage, the President felt that he should get his statement 
Out there and get it On the record and have everybody -- 


Q You'ce saying, in effect, that he would have 
gone on television with the plan, with his ideas this week, 
in any event? 


a Yes. I think he would. 

¢) It was just a day or two later? 

A A day or two difference, maybe. 

e) You said the elements of this plan had been 
discussed with the Iscaelis over a period of three years of 


autonomy talks. Would you tell us what the reaction 
from Iscael was ducing those three years? 


A No, I won't. 


Q Can you tell us whether the reaction 
expressed ducing those three years was any different than 
the reaction expressed yesterday? 


A No. 


Q Can I follow up with a few. Your three 
points do not address the central question of whether the 
U.S. consulted in advance with Israel on this specific plan? 


A Becnie, I think I'm not going beyond the 
language I've offered to you here which we feel does coverc 
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this question. 


Q Another auestion, if I can follow. Can you 
point to me at any time when the U.S. public position was, 
foc example, a confederation of the West Bank and Jordan? 


a I think that the language we used was has long 
been part of the public record or which have been discussed 
with Israel over the course of the three-year autonomy 
negotiations. 


A I assume if you have that kind of guidance, 
you might have the specifics to follow-up questions where 
some of the most controversial points in the President's 
plan have been, in fact, foreshadowed in advance as U.S. 
positions over the past three years. Do you have anything 


now? 


A No, we'ce going to stand on this language. 


Q But you have nothing to back up that 
language? -" 


A It's not a question of backing up -- you're 
asking me to go into diplomatic exchanges and so forth and 
sO On Ovec the years and I'm not about to do that. 


Q No, I'm not. You're talking about the public 
cecocd. 


A No, no. 


Q Point No. 2: The long-standing part of the 
public recocd. Could you point to -- 


A Oc which have been discussed with Iscael over 
the course of the three-year autonomy negotiations. 


Q Let's divide the question -- 

A No, let's not. I'm not going beyond this. 

Q Is there anything in the public record -- 
you're going to go to private discussions that you could 
point to that you won't tell us about -- 

A No, I'm -- 

Q There may be many things. 


A I'm not going to expand on this. 


Q Let me ask another question. One theme that 
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seems to be coming from the Israelis in the last couple of 
days has been the fact that the United States by advocating, 
in effect, the retucn of the West Bank to Jordan under some 
form of linkage, is giving up its role of impartiality, 

its role of being a mediator, a neutral mediator, do you 
accept that? 


A No, I think the President has made his posi- 
tion clear on this that he felt the necd to state the United 
States position clearly, which he did, and does not think 
that that jeopardizes the U.S. involvement in this cole. 


Q Can you tell us something about the 
pacagraph that was not in the first versions of the 
President's speech text, involving the statement that he was 
not about to ask Israel to live that way again, ceferring to 
a period in which he described the majority of the popula- 
tion being within artillery cange which can be anywhere from 
about 10,000 metecs to about 27,000 meters, and what that 
implies and whether Secretary Shultz had any cole in that 
going into the speech oc that may have been done at the last 
minute in California? 


p, No. I'm ceally not. I think we're going to 
ask you to accept the speech in its entircely and I'm not 
going to get into the business of what changes may or may 
not have been made in the Presidential speech. 


¢) With cespect to reaction to the plan, do you 
have any ceaction youcself to the Labor party's endocsement 
of the plan as a basis for negotiations? 


A No. As I say, we ace intecested in overall 
reaction, and I have no specific comment on that. 


0 You said that some of the ideas were 
discussed with Iscael in advance. Defense Ministerc Sharon 
was hece five days before it was presented; was it discussed 


with him? 


A i'm not going to get into that, but I'll just 
cefec you to the description I gave at the time of those 
discussions. As I cecall, you taxed me -- some of you -- 
rathec vigocously on that but that description has actually 
held up cathec well. I suggested that those discussions 
were of a general characterc, were not detailed and that 
among other things General Sharon and Mc. Shultz discussed 
vacious other parts of the world. I think that description 
has turned out to be very valid of what, in fact, took 


place. 


Q Ace you suggesting in your statement that by 
what was on the public record and involved in private con- 
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versations that rcegardless of any consultations that took 
place, israel should not have been taken by surprise by the- 
President's initiative? 


A No. I'm really not going into that. I'm 
just suggesting that this response here addresses itself to 
the suggestions that may have been made, that there was not 
adequate consultation. 


QO That Israel was well aware that this was a 
likely element of U. S. policy in the Middle East. 


a We're just going to stand on the language 
we've offered here and not get into the history of diploma- 
tic negotiations. 


| Q In the very ficst part of that statement that 
you read, you said the U.S. has not violated any of its com- 
mitments to Israel. What commitments are you alluding to? 


rst We made two specific written commitments in 
1973 and 1975 to consult with Iscael on issues related to 
the peace process, and ouc position is that we have not 
violated those commitments. 


QO The second point in your statement there 
really doesn't answec the Iscaeli allegations since not only 
this plan was discussed, there were litecally dozens of 
Othec things that were discussed, too, all of them at the 
time academically; and if this is only one of dozens which 
wece thcowrn into the pot and then some taken out and some 
mixed and some changed, how would they have known that this, 
in fact, was the operative plan? 


A I think we'ce going to stick with the language 
we've got here, which suggests that a variety of mattercs have 
been discussed overc a substantial period of time. 


Q Can I ask you something. You referred 
eacliec to the “leaks.” You ace, in fact, conficming that 
thece was a leak from Iscael. This, as far as I know, is 
not ceally the ficst. How do you view these leaks which the 
U.S. Government perceives to be be confidential and then 
they ace leaked out? Can you comment on this? 


A I don't think I'm going to get into the 
question of leaks, either foreign or domestic. 


Q Let me follow that up, if I may. It's been 
my expecience that everything that happens in Israel is 
leaked and appeacs in some Iscaeli newspaper within 
twenty oc thirty minutes. (Laughtec) If, as you say, the 
elements of this plan have been discussed ovec a period of 
thceee years, 
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it seems singulacly odd that it hasn't appeared in some 
Iscaeli newspaper. This is the ficst time, for most of us, 
that we've been aware that this was even considered by any 
American officials. 


X It seems to be you're making some obserc- 
vations, and I don't think I'm going to respond to them. I 
don't think it's ceally a question. 


Q As a cesult of the Israeli anger and allega- 
tions against the United States, do you think relations be- 
tween the United States and Israel have suffered in the past 
48 hours? 


y No, I don't think that. It seems to me that 
what ceaction we have seen -- and as I say, it is not official 
reaction yet. As I said yestecday, it was not particularly 
sucpcising and therefore we don't think it affects the 
ovecall celationship. We knew, that among the various parties, 
there would be a diversity of opinioa, and time would be 
needed for digestion of this initiative and for evaluation of 
it. I think we cectainly are not accepting first, initial, 
infocmal, unofficial reports as the last word, and hope to 
wock with Iscael ovec the days ahead on this question. 


Q I'm not going to make you make any value 
judgment hece. Ace these leaks helpful? (Laughterc) In the 
United States oc in Iscael? Your answer seems to 
say to the Iscaelis and to the American leaders, go ahead 
and do it. 


Excuse me, as the President and National Security 
Adviser's people have gone out of theic wav to limit then, 
and you'ce now saying, well, giving the impression that its 
okay; is it ceally okay? 


A If you'ce asking me for a sort of broad phi- 
losophical evaluation of leaks, I suppose it depends on 
whether you're the leaker orc leakee. I'm not going to get 
the question of whether leaks are helpful or not. 


, Can I go back to the question I asked earlier 
about that late-starting paragraph in the speech. 


¢) Yes. 


A Was that analyzed by both military and diplo- 
matic experts in this government before it was put in the 
speech? 


x Charlie, I am just ceally not going to get into 
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the question of how Presidential speeches are written. 


Q I'll explain my question, then, why I asked 
it. If it was analyzed by experts. The inventories of modern 
armies have artillery guns, by and large, that have ranges of 
about 20,000 yards or about 15 miles. The borders of 
the West Bank, if you follow them around, are about 90 
miles. If you had a 15 mile buffer zone multiplied by 90, 
it comes to 1,150 square miles which is about half of the 
acea of the West Bank. So that's a very significant passage 
the President put in his speech. 


I just wondered if it had been carefully analyzed 
-- the statement that he was not about to ask Israel to 
live within arctillery cange again -- before that was put into 
the speech, and what the meaning of it is? 


ra I don't want to get into the specifics of how, 


what got into the speech, and so and so on. But I just 
would remind you of a statement that a Senioc Administration 
Official made in a briefing on that question. I think when 
he was asked about the West Bank, he responded you have to 
be caceful what you're talking about when you talk about the 
West Bank. And I think implicit in that statement was that 
secucity intecests of vacious parties would obviously have 
to be taken into account in any discussion of the future 


of the West Bank. 


Q Yes, but the President, on three networks, 
gave Iscael a pledge that he wouldn't ask them to live 
within actillery cange of Acab guns. 


A I guess I'm just not going beyond where I 
have gone. 


0 New subject? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the crackdown on the 
Philippines. on the labor leadecs? 


ray No. 
QO Nothing at all? 


A No. 


Q Can you take it? Give us some kind of 
cesponse? 


A Let me look into it. 
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Q What is the status of the pipeline situation? 


A No change. As we understand it, tiie ship has 
not sailed. 


= Q The Glasgow ship? 


a The Glasgow ship; that's right. Our policy 
is unchanged. The mechanism is unchanged. The Department 
‘ of Commerce will respond in an appropriate way when -- 


Q Is there some ceason it's taking so long to 
load it? 


fy, Not to my knowledge. I honestly don't know. 


0 Is there a diplomatic reason that it's taking so long 
to load it? 


—_ 


A No, I don't think there's a diplomatic 
reason. It probably takes time to load ships. 


0 Is Buckley going to Europe? 


ne) No change in what I've said before. No 
meeting is set; no meeting is planned. 


Q John, back to the Middle East. Let me lob 
this overc your plate. Do you take the official silence by 
way Of ceaction as vecy encouraging? 
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By way of ceaction to the President's speech? 
From wherce? 
Iscael, the Arcab countries? 


I think it's very eacly days to interpret -- 
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The silence? 


A Well, I don't think it's silence. I think 
these ace matters of moment and significance, and it doesn't 
seem to me sucprising that it would take a little while. 
I've been a newspaperman myself for many years and I 
undecstand the impatience and the urgency but the world of 
diplomacy is a little different. Language is important, 
timing is important, and it just takes a little time. 


Did I respond to your lob? (Laughter) 


0 Brilliantly. 
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Q The former head of the U.S. Interest Section 
in Havana, Wayne Smith, gave an embargoed press conference 
with publication on Sunday of an article he's written for 
Foreign Policy Magazine. Do you have any embargoed reply to 





any of his cemacks? (Laughter) 

Qf When was his embargo effective? 

Q Until Sunday morning, and you're going to be 
on vacation. 


rs It hits me with complete surprise, I'm 
afraid. 


0 Incidentally, on another subject, do you have 
anything on that Amecican private who went to North Korea? 


A Yes, I do. The Nocth Koreans have not 


cesponded to our cequest to intecview PFC White, and 
guestions about the incident should be referrced to the 


Department of Defense. (Laughter) 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:07 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #152 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 1982, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have one 
announcement. We wish to call the attention of the press 
corps to a debate to be held on Norwegian televison this 
coming Friday, September 10 between the U.S. Ambassador to 
CSCE, Max Kampelman, and Georgiy Arbatov, the Director of 
the Institute on the U.S.A. and Canada of the Soviet 
Academy of Sciences. The debate will be held at the 
University of Tromso;it will be of two hours duration, 
and will focus on East-West relations in general. 


If anyone wishes further information on the debate 
or how it might be covered, you're invited to call Leslie 
Lyle of USIA's Public Liaison Office, 724-9289. 


Q Piped in? 
A Piped in? I don't think so. 


Q Is this the same Mr. Arbatov who was barred 
from participating in the debate in the United States? 


A It's a legendary Mr. Arbatov. (Laughter) 
I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Have you received notification from the 
Israelis that they will not now go back to the autonomy 


talks? 


A We have seen Foreign Minister Shamir's com- 
ment that the autonomy talks will not resume until Syrian 
and Israeli troops are out of Lebanon. 


As I said last week, we support the resumption of 
the Camp David negotiations, but believe they require the 
injection of new elements which would enhance the prospects 
for success. The President's initiative is one such new 
element. We believe that the resumption should go forward 
without direct relationship to the events in Lebanon. 


Q Have you somehow stated this to the Israeli 
Government? 
A I think you can be sure those views are well 


known. This has been our position all along, as you know. 
They're not linked. 
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Q He links it, apparently, to the presence of 
Israeli troops in Lebanon. What is your understanding of 
what would be required in order for those troops to be 


withdrawn? 


A Our position has been plain all along. That 
we support a return to stable government in Lebanon and the 
withdrawal of Israeli, Syrian and PLO forces as speedily as 
possible. How that is to be accomplished is a matter for 


negotiation. 


Q However, that's not what I wanted to know. 
What I wanted to know, what is your understanding of what 
would be required from the Israeli point of view in order 
for them to withdraw their own troops? 


A I think you would have to ask the Israelis. 
I don't think we can think for the Israelis. 


Q Can you cast any light on what your 
understanding is of the Egyptian prerequisites for resuming 
the autonomy talks? 


A No. I think you would have to ask the 
Egyptians. 


Q Minister Sharon said yesterday that he would 
not pull the Israeli forces from Lebanon unless and until 
Lebanon agrees to sign a peace treaty with Israel. Do you 
have any comment on this. Do you see eye-to-eye with 
Minister Sharon on this issue? 


A Our position is that we are in favor of a 
peace treaty. It has to be a real peace treaty, negotiated 
by governments that are obviously happy with the nego- 
tiations as they go forward, but we do not think that that 
is related to the withdrawal of Israeli troops. We think 
that should go forward speedily. 


Q Have you gotten -- as I recall, on Friday, 
you were saying that you had not yet received a formal, 
official reply from the Israelis in response to the 
President's initiative; has that come in? 


A I think Mr. Begin's letter to the President 
represents that formal response. 


Q Will there be an answer to that? 


A I can't answer that, Bernie. 


Q In your answer on the peace treaty between 
Israel and Lebanon,. were you implying that the presence of 


“Declassified for Publication in Ameri 


can Foreign 


~~ 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


3 


Israeli troops might influence the Lebanese Government? 
That it might not be a free partner in the negotiations? 


A No. What I was saying is that our position 
on withdrawal of foreign troops is clear. We think that 
should go forward, and that is not related to the signing of 
the peace treaty, or the negotiations of the peace treaty. 


Q Before the achievement, if it were possible, 
of a peace treaty between Lebanon and Israel even though no 
agreement may yet have been worked out for the withdrawal of 


the three? 


A We would like to see the troops out as fast 
as possible. We think an Israeli/Lebanese peace treaty is 
something that is desirable if it can be worked out with two 
responsible governments with real meat to it, and we don't 
think those two are linked. 


Q If it can be worked out, then, the presence 
of those three -- Syrians, Israelis and the PLO -— it will 
not be from your point of view a bar? 


A That's right. 


¢) Is an effort going to be made, John, to con- 
tinue. to discuss the President's plan with the Israelis in 
light of the Begin letter in which he says that his govern- 
ment will not even discuss the plan with the United States? 


4 I think that diplomatic exchanges are 
constantly going on. The President is very serious and very 
determined about this initiative. I think that seriousness 
and that determination is not diluted by this initial 
Israeli response. The reaction in the United States has 
been very supportive. The reaction from a number of other 
governments has been very supportive. The President is very 
serious about this and he's going to pursue this. He thinks 
the stakes are very important, and he's going to pursue this 
in spite of the initial reaction, and I'm sure that the 
dialogue is continuing with all the parties involved. 


Q John, can I go back to the Begin letter. You 
Say a letter has been received. Do you consider that to be 
the formal Israeli Government reply, and is it consistent 
with the communique issued by the Israelis last Wednesday? 


A I think so. 


Q And do you now accept the Israeli -- you 
accept that the Israelis are determined' not to enter these 


negotiations? 
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A No. The President does not accept that. We 
understand that that view is being expressed, but the 
President clearly is very anxious that this process should 
go forward and I'm sure is devising ways to continue the 
dialogue and be persuasive, and to bring proper pressure to 
bear on the various parties to get this peace initiative 
moving. 


Q Can you say that diplomatic exchanges have 
been constantly going on? Has there been a response with 
respect to the plan from Israel since Begin‘s letter to the 
President? 


A I don't want to get into that. But obviously 
the channels are there; the channels are open, and there's 
all kinds of opportunity for exchanges. 


Q In a related development, Radio Beirut -- the 
official government radio -- said this morning that 
discussions are underway for the extension of the multina- 
tional force beyond its expected period of Friday. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A No. 
Q Are such negotiations going on? 
A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Would the United States look favorably at an 
extension if the Lebanese Government requested it? There 
are still problems to be solved. 


A No. I think our positon is quite clear, that 
there was the 30-day limit to involvement of U.S. troops, 
and that will be observed. I think the Secretary mentioned 


in his “Pace the Nation" press conference over the weekend 


the date of approximately September 10, and I would expect 
that to be adhered to. 


Q Can you make reference to bringing proper 
pressure to bear? 

A Proper pressure. 

e) Could you give us some examples of “proper 


pressure” that might be employed, and could you give, for 
instance, some examples of “improper pressure?" For 
instance, President Carter ruled out the use of cutting off 
aid or suspending military or economic aid to Israel as a 
pressure tactic. Does this Administration consider such a 
tactic improper? 


A I think Secretary Shultz made his position 
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very clear on that in his "Face the Nation" appearance that 
he did not consider it to be a proper pressure. When I said 
"proper pressure,” I meant persuasiveness and this goal that 
the President has consistently held out peace and security 
for Israel in the area. 


Q You said, John, that, to quote you, “it's not 
been diluted by this initial Israeli response." Why do you 
use the term “initial Israeli response?" 


A As I say, the President is very serious. 
This is a major initiative. The stakes are very high. 
Nobody expected that this would be an easy road to travel, 
and nobody expected that an agreement would be wrapped up 
or that this would be brought to conclusion within twenty- 
four hours. 


It's going to take a lot of give and take. It's 
going to take a lot of negotiation and persuasion. I think 
the accent on the President's speech was on the need to 
negotiate. There's going to have to be some hard and ear- 
nest negotiation, and I think -- 


Q One of the parties is not willing to nego- 
tiate. How can you have hard negotiations? 


A I guess you have negotiation to bring about 
negotiation. 


Q Can you cast any light on what the next step 
might be in this process? 


A No, I really can't. 


Q I was wondering if the request for a real 
settlements freeze means that the Reagan Administration con- 
siders the Israeli settlements in the West Bank to be 
illegal? 


fh That's the question? 
Q That's the question. 


A No, I think the President has said that the 
extension is not constructive; I think those are the words 
he used. 


Q But the Reagan Administration does not con- 
tend, as the Carter Administration I believe contended, 
that these settlements are illegal. In, other words, you 
believe that they are legal; is that correct? 


A I don't think the President has addressed 
himself to that question of legality. I think he has said 
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they're not constructive, they're not helpful. 


Q Can you address yourself? You, undoubtedly, 
studied the thing. As Spokesman of the State Department, 
God knows, they have certainly studied the legal status of 
the West Bank, who is legal and so forth. Can you tell us 


as Spokesman. 


A I'll be glad to take a look at it, but I 
think that the President really had made his position clear. 


Q Have you had any formal response from any 
Arab governments at this juncture? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q How would you look at the Lebanese request 
for getting the UNIFIL forces, which aren't doing anything in 
the south, to take positions that the multinational forces 


occupy now in Beirut? 


A I think that's a rather hypothetical 
situation. It does seem to me what we are seeing is that 
the Lebanese authorities are moving in relatively well to 
control the situation in West Beirut, are taking over the 
positions, are uncovering caches of arms. I think that 
is moving forward rather well. So it seems to me that the 
Lebanese authorities are doing quite well in the restoration 


of stability in Beirut. 


Q Does the Israeli reaction to the President's 
initiative make it easier for Arab countries to support the 
initiative at this point? 


A I don't know. I think you'll have to wait 
and see what the reaction is from them. There are some 
signs that the initial reaction is encouraging, but I think 
we have to wait for formal and more official reaction. 


Q I'm asking if the U.S. views this time period 
right aow, between the time Israel initially reacted nega- 
tively and the time it receives any formal response from any 
Arab countries, is that a helpful situation for Israel to be 
in the posture it's in until the Arab countries react? 


A I don't think we want to characterize that 
one way Or another. Obviously, our intent and hope has been 
tc bring everybody involved to the negotiating table, and we 
pursu- ee. I don't think we want to characterize it. 


Q Defense Minister Sharon Said Israel wants to 
maintain its security zone in southern Lebanon with or 
without a peace treaty with Lebanon. What's the reaction to 
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that? 


A We obviously maintain our position that 
Israeli forces along with Syrian and PLO forces should leave 
Lebanon as speedily as possible. We have consistently, I 
think, been concerned about Israel's security needs and con- 
tinue to be concered that Israel's security should not be 
jeopardized by any action from the south of Lebanon. But 
there are various ways to assure that security, and that's 
the kind of negotiation, I think, that has to go on. I 
don't think it's for us to specify how that can be 
guaranteed. 


Qo Assuming Syria gets out, is our government 
opposed to Israel establishing a security zone in southern 
Lebanon? 


A As I say, I think our position has been abso- 
lutely clear, that Israeli troops should leave. 


Q Can I follow that up? The security zone -- 
it was interpreted or is being interpreted -- as allowing 
another side of Haddad -- maybe Haddad himself to establish 
that security zone for Israel; will that be acceptable to 
the United States? 


A I think that this is a question that the 
Lebanese authorities are going to have to work out. And, as 
I say, there will be negotiation about the kinds of security 
guarantees that would be in play there. 


Q One more, please. That's the Lebanese 
Government. If the Lebanese Government accepts it, the U.S. 
Government will go along with it? 


A I think we would have to wait and see what 
the proposal is and then weigh it on its merits. We are 
dealing in a speculative area here. 


Q John, as you know, the President is going to 
award a medal later today to Phil Habib. I wonder if 
there's any possibility we could get him to talk with us in 
this room? 


A It's a possibility. As I understand it, Mr. 
Habib wants to talk to the Secretary and the President first 
before he decides what he might do. I know there's great 
interest in capturing him for interviews and all kinds of 
things, but he also is a splendidly independent man, and I 
think he's going to make his own judgments about what he 
does. 


Q Is there anything likely to happen about that 





today or reject -- 


A The President gets back this afternoon, I 
guess. He won't have had an opportunity to talk to him 
until tomorrow so I don‘t think much will happen today. 


Q Could I tidy up on two things? You said this 
negotiation is going to require a lot of give and take. Does 
that sentence suggest that the President's specific propo- 
sals are themselves subject to alteration in any 
negotiation? 


gn 


A I think he's made it fairly plain that he is 
firm, and firmly dedicated to the kinds of principles and 
suppositions that he's outlined in his speech. But, obviously, 
within the framework he also has stressed the need for nego- 
tiation and obviously there is the opportunity for nego- 
tiation and the exchange of views on details and various 
aspects of what he is proposing that are not spelled and 
could not be spelled out until all the parties are involved 
and get down to rather serious bargaining. 


Q Does that mean they are subject to 
alteration? 


A Not the basic principles. I think he's made 
it very plain that he's holding firm and that's why he came 
out and enunciated the principles that he did, and he's 
holding to those. 
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Q Let me follow up, if I may, on another 
question. Israel has said no to negotiations on the basis 
of the President's proposals. Do you have anything to say 
about Egypt's readiness or lack of, and Jordan's as well? 


A No, I don't. Not at the moment. 


Q Could you just tidy up Barry Schweid's 
question about the -- 


Q Tidy up the question or the answer? (Laughter) 


A Tidy up your reply. Maybe both. On the 
question of economic and military aid pressures on Israel -- 
you're quoting the Secretary -- does that mean they're out? 


A Yes, that's what he said. He said he disapproved 


of it. 
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Q You made it clear you hoped to get a dif- 
ferent formal response from Israel. Is it the State 
Department's position that it cannot even attempt to elicit 
a formal response from the Arab governments until Israel 
changes its position or are you eager to elicit a formal 
response from Jordan, et cetera? 


A What you're asking me is to set out a sce- 
nario, and I don't think -- 


Q I'm asking you whether a response from Israel 


is the pivot or are you working both sides of the street? 


A No, I don't think the Administration feels 
under any kind of restraint in talking to anybody at any 
point in time. 


Q I know you're not shy about talking to other 
countries. I‘m asking you another question that you're not 
answering. I'm asking you if you're attempting to elicit a 
response to the President's proposal from Egypt and Jordan, 
or do you take the view which is not uncommon in this 
country that everything depends on Israel's response? 


A I think that our discussions can go forward 
with all parties simultaneously. 


e) Are you trying to get a response from them or 
are you just discussing things with them? 


A I think we are trying to move the initiative 
forward in a major way, and that means talking with them and 
being persuasive. 


Q On the subject of “proper pressures," can you 
take any further than the Secretary did on Sunday the 
question of whether or not Israel has stopped cooperating in 
intelligence matters with the United States? 


A No, I really can't. I think he addressed him- 
self to that question, and I suppose the Pentagon would be 
the right place to pursue any further -- 


Q Do you know if this is under discussion with 
Israel? 


A I don't. 


Q Are we making any special diplomatic efforts 
regarding the governments assembled at Fez regarding the 
outcome of the Fez Conference? 
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A Not beyond the normal diplomatic exchanges 
that have gone on with those governments and undoubtedly are 


continuing to go on. 


Q What is the U.S position on the return of the 
members of the PLO in Tripoli and also on the continued 
large amounts of arms possessed by the Murabitoun? 


A I think, again, the Secretary made that plain 
on Sunday. It's his feeling that any PLO left should lay 
down their arms and should be subject to Lebanese authority. 


Q And if they don't? 


mh I think that is the kind of thing that is 
subject to discussion with the people that we have on the 


ground there. 


Qo What about the Murabitoun? 


A I think our position there is clear, and I 
think some progress is being made in the handing over of 


weapons. 


Q On follow-up. You said before we're not 
constrained to -- the U.S. doesn't show any kind of 
constraint about talking to anyone. Did you mean to say -- 


A Of course, I excluded the PLO. 


--MORE -- 
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Q If I could just follow that up, the resolu- 
tions under consideration at Fez all seem to include some 
language about the fact that the PLO should be associated in 
some form with the peace process. How does the United 


States feel about that? 


A I think our position on the PLO remains 
plain. We have made it plain that we ave unable to talk 
with the PLO until they approved the U.N. Resolutions and 
recognized the existence of Israel. That's unchanged. 


Q Is Phil Habib going back on September 23 to 
pick up negotiations on withdrawal of Israel and Syrian 


tcoops? 


A I don't know what he may go back to do. I 
think there is some suggestion that he might go back for a 
brief period. I think there is the installation of the 
Lebanese President; it might be in connection with that. 
But I think it's unclear yet when he will go back and now 


long he would be there. 


Q Do we have any role in the negottations with 
those in the Polish Embassy in Bern? 


Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 


he You want to stay on the Middle East? O.K. 
Excuse me. 


Q Anything on the PLO members who are being 
held by Israel inside the camps that they have created? 
What is the U.S. position on theic being released? 


A I can't give you anything on that. I'll have to 
do a little research on that. You're talking about -- 


Q -- the PLO that the Israelis captured. Is 
the U.S. pressing for their celease or what? 


A Let me do a little work on that. 


Q And about the eight? 


A The eight. Yes, I can 'give you something on 
the eight. I guess I don't have any written language, but 
obviously, the United States deplores this incident. It is 
not conducive to the peace process and simply underlines 
Our concern that this kind of itncidert should not take place 
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It underlines our general feeling for reconciliation in 
Lebanon -- a strong central government -- and the kind of 
steps that would eliminate this incident. 


QO But, “ohn, does the role of the American, 
French, and Italian p.acekeepers reach to this situation? 


nay If you're talking about the MNF, I don't 
think -- no. 


Q But even informally, is there some role? 


A I think you can be assured that we would be 
making these views known through the kinds of channels 
available to us and seeking resclution. 


Q Last week you told us that there will not be 
a response until this government rceceives officially a reac- 
tion from the Israeli Government. Do you consider the 
lettec from Prime Minister Begin as the official -- 


A Yes. 


Q And do you consider the statement from the 
White House when the Secretary said ‘i« had no offictal 
American response to that? 


A I think you are confusing two things. I 
think you're confusing a statement on settlements. 


Q O.K., but what I'm <= 


A That certainly was a response to the news 
about settlements, but I think what you're talking about ts 
the lettec that Mc. Begin wrote to President Reagan, and I 
was alceady asked whether there would be a response to that, 
and I think I said to that that I wasn't -- 


Q Would there be a response, the letter aside, 
to the Israeli position now that you have what you regard as 
the formal Israeli position? 


nN I don't know that it will be a formal 
Presidential response, but obviously, we have to pursue the 
discussions and negotiations that inevitably follow that 


exchange. 


Q If we don't regard the Israelis as putting up 
illegal settlements, then do we regarcd them as the illegal 
government of the West Bank? 


gn 
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a I think you're anticipating the answer to the 
questions you asked earlier which I said I would get for you. 


Q Oh, I see. Excuse me. 


Q I want to try something again: Are there any 
indications of any kind that since Begin's letter was 
received that the Israelis are willing to go ahead and at 
least talk about negotiations about this process? 


A I think Mr. Begin's letter has to speak for 
itself, but obviously, we don't consider that that is the 
last word. As I said before, the President is serious about 
this and will seek to open up a dialogue. 


Q John, going back to the security zone, did 
you mean to suggest in your answers earlier that the United States 
might well agree with Israel that a special status should be 
accorded to that zone along the border? 


A I don't know about a special status, but 
certainly, there is room for discussion about how Israel's 
security concerns might be met. Just what the mechanism might 
be for that is, obviously, a subject for discussion and 
negotiation, it's sort of hypothetical at this stage. But 
we would certainly consider such discussion reasonable. 


Qo John, you earlier said that to your knowledge 
there had been no formal response from any Arab countries. 


A That's right. 


Q Would you take the question so we can get a 
firm answer on whether there have been any? 

A Sure. 

Q Also, has Lebanon made any formal request for 


military aid since the Israel invasion? 


A Formal request for military aid? I think 
Secretary Weinberger had some discussions when he was in 
Lebanon. I think probably you would have to refer that 
question to the Pentagon. 


Q Again, on the last thing: You're opening 
something new now, at least as far as I'm concerned. You're 
Saying that if a peace treaty is not signed between Israel 
and Lebanon, the United States may look, or may agree on 
some suitable security arrangements for Israel on the Middle 
East territories. Can you please clarify what you said? 
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A I'm saying there are three separate things: 
the withdrawal of Israeli, and obviously all, foreign troops 
from Lebanon. The possibility of a peace treaty between 
Israel and Lebanon and the possibility of assuring Israel's 
concerns in some form unspecified, to be discussed and 
perhaps negotiated, concerning threats from the south of 
Lebanon towards Israel. 


Q Now, that is besides the peace treaty, there- 
fore, there is no need for this? 


A That's right. 
Q Is that what you're saying? 


A I can't outline for you the scenario. I 
can't outline for you how that would take place, when those 
discussions would take place; but it certainly seems to me 
something that is reasonable. 


Q Would it be possible to go to that Bern 
question? And then I have a couple of questions on the Farc 
East. Whoever asked the question about Bern, I'd be very 
intecested in it. 


Q I have another couple of Middle East 
questions before you change, John, 0O.K.? 


A Right. 
Q The question on Sunday referred to a demili- 
tacized zone in the general West Bank area. Was that 


discussed and analyzed in the discussions with the four par- 
ties before the President's speech? 


A Fouc pacties? 

Q Iscael and the three Arab countries. 
A I don't want to get into the -- 
Q 


Were they aware of your thinking on this -- 
the United States? 


A I think it must have been clear all along 
that as the United States pursues this, it has great concern 
for Iscael's security. I think a senior spokesman at a 
briefing asked you to be very careful about how you talk 
about the West Bank and what the West Bank constitutes. 
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Q I'm not talking about the geogaphy; I'm 
talking about the demilitarized zone. 


A I think the geography is important. 
Didn't somebody have a Polish question? 


om Didn't you deny last week that a demili- 
tarized zone had been proposed? 


A I don't think I talked about a demilitarized zone. 


e) I think there was a report from Israel about 
the United States proposing a demilitarized zone on the West 
Bank or a province, and you denied that it was proposed, 
that there was no such proposal. 


A That must have been Alan Romberg up here 
giving a -- (Laughter) 


@) To follow that up, does this confusion stem 
from the existence of this second Reagan letter which the 
Israelis have -- 


A No, I don't think so. I don't think it really 
is confusion. I think it is an area to be -- Bernie asked 
is there going to be backtracking? There isn't going to be 
backtracking from basic principles. But I think this 
is a good example of an area where there needs to be 
discussion, definition and negotiation. 


e) I understand that. My confusion is just 
over, we've had now a number of selected leaks from the 
Israelis which involve positions that the President has 
taken that go beyond what he said publicly in his speech, 
having to do with the application of autonomy to land and to 
other paragraphs which the Israelis had leaked from a 
presumably second letter which went beyond what the 
President said. 


Is there any reason why that letter is not being 
made public by the State Department for the White House? 


aA No. I think our position is that we don't 
make that kind of correspondence public. I think that you'd 
be -- 











Q But I assume that this demilitarized idea 
which also the Israeli's leaked several days ago, and which was 
denied here, and which has come up again, was probably in that 
second piece of communication 


A. No, I think you would be amiss if you were reading 
anymore in this whole question than there was offered by the 


= Secretary on Sunday. 


Q I was not here last week, but I would also like to 
second the request for the release of the President's letter 
to the various parties prior to his speech, because it is clear 
now from the dialogue going on diplomatically and in the public 
that we are just not getting the full record that you say isthe 
intent of the President's speech. What we are getting is an 
abridgement of the American policv as abridged by the President's 
speechwriters and the President. 
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A I think it would be unusual to release such a letter, 
but I would be glad to pass such a request along. 


Q Not in the context of Middle East diplomacy. I think 
that the intent of the President's sveech was to make the 
American policy public. What you have don2 for the sake of 
brevity of time on television, I guess, was just to cut out 
of the speech much of the detail that is ir the letter to 
the various parties which we see back in the Israeli Cabinet 
statement, I guess quoting from the President’ s letter, but 
obviously not in full. 


I would just make a very strong plea that for the 
public understanding we have the whole thing. 


Q The issue here, John, I think is that from what 
the Israelis have leaked that the President is prescribing 
some suggestions, some ways, some ideas about how the plan 
could be implemented which goes beyond a simple presentation 
in public of the plan itself. 
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A I don't think that there were any prescriptions 
or restraints or boundaries other than what were clearly 
enunciated in the speech. 


Q Well, that could be cleared uv if instead of getting 
leaks from one party or another, we got the official version. 


A I think that is unlikely, but I will be glad to 
pass along the request. | 
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Q Cne last remark? What makes this government 
so confident that a change in the Israeli attitude its forth- 


coming by any means? 


A Because the end result is so rewarding. It 
is one which we are pursuing with vigor and determination and 
persuasively because the end goal would do so much for the 
region. That's why the President has confidence and is 
strong-hearted about this. 


Q Your phrase “proper pressures” may come back 
to bounce around here a little. 


A Proper pressures? 


Q Yes, that you talked about. Could you take 
another shot at about what you mean by “proper pressures?" 


A I thought I was cleac. I meant pressure of 
the most ethical and principled kind, namely persuasion and 
drawing attention to the great benefits that would ensue 
from an Israel living in peace with its neighbors with a 
stcong sense of security. I think that was the kind of 
pressure I was talking about, and I don't want to leave any 
misunderstanding about the kinds of pressures the Secretary 
specifically rculed out on Sunday. I appreciate your help in 


clarifying it. 


There is a gentleman here who wants another sub- 
ject, and I think it's about time for it. I'11l come back to 


you again. 


Q A couple of days ago in The Washington Post, 
there was a story that reported diplomati: analysts as 
saying that, “Hu Yaobang's speech sharply critical of the 
United States, revealed a fundamental change in both 
Peking's assessment of the Soviet Union as a security threat 
and in its view of the United States as a useful strategic 


pactner." 





Does Our government agree with that assessment? 
And if not, what does our government make of that speech? 


A We are studying Chairman Hu'‘s speech and 
other addresses at the ongoing Party Congress. We noted the 
analysis of his speech to which you refer. We really don't 
want to comment on that specific newspaper report or to spe- 
culate on possible strategic implications of the speech. 
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The United States places great importance on its 
be relations with China. Both governments stated in the 

: U.S.-China Joint Communique of August 17 that they believed 
that the development of U.S.-China relations is conducive to 
peace and stability in the world and they committed them- 
selves to strengthening their ties in various fields. 


We note that Chairman Hu in his speech also 
reiterated China's hope that Sino-American relations con- 
tinue to grow and declared that China considers this rela- 
tionship “beneficial both to the two peoples and to world 


peace.* 
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Q To follow up on that, isn't it true that what 
he said in that speech was an attitude that has, of course, 
been ceflected before -- this was not a surprise. In fact, 
is it not true that the United States tried very hard to 
get Communist China in the communique to agree to publicly 
ally itself in some sort of strategic entente with the 
United States, but the PRC absolutely refused to do this? 


A I think that the events that led up to the 
communique, the communique itself, and the backgrounding and 
so forth and so on are quite adequate to explain what went on 
in that rcespect. 


As fac as this story is concerned, we do note that 
there were differences of interpretation between the various 
correspondents who wrote the story from Beijing. We do 
think that there are strategic interests in common between 
China and ourselves. We are perhaps not “allies” and we 
have different systems of government, but nevertheless there 
are common strategic interests, and we -- 
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Q But my question was whether or not the PRC 
has thus far refused publicly to ally itself and to asso- 
ciate itself with the statement that you just made, that 
indeed we do have strategic interests, one of them being of 
course, to oppose the Soviet Union, and that this 
Administration tried repeatedly to get the PRC to put that 
On paper, and they rcefused. 


A I don't want to go into what was negotiated 
in terms of the communique, but I think that our common 
interests really are cather clear, despite the newspaper 
report to which you referred. ; 


Q John, to follow up this, you undoubtedly, as 
the Spokesman of the State Department, have studied this very 
cacefully, this communique. 


A That's very generous of you, yes. 
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Q I presume that. And you are very well 
informed, so I was wondering -- I've got two or three 
questions. I've been overseas. In this communique, you 
acknowledge the Government of PRC, the Communist government 
of China, to be “the sole legal government of China. There 
is but one China, and Taiwan is part of China." 


I've got two or three questions, if I could. Was 
this legality achieved at the time Mao took China by mili- 
tary conquest or was it later? 


A Do you want to run them all by me? 


Q Well, just one at a time is fine. I just 
want to know when did we recognize Mao Tse-tung as the legal 


A What I was trying to get was whether I should 
get all of your questions before I told you I was going to 
stand on the language that -- 


Q Well, you would stand on your qustions 
anyway, John. You're well informed and you're very good on 
the podium, I might add. 


My Plattery will get you nowhere. 


Q When did the legality -- In other words, 
what is the criterion? When did we first determine that the 
Mao Tse-tung government became legal, or was it after Mao 
Tse- tung? 


A I really think at the time of the signing of 
the communique and the amplification that went with it and 
the statements that were made were ceally covered in full. 


Q It was when Nixon was there? Then, in other 
words, we didn't cecognize him until Nixon went. And for 
the fact that they had occupied it for a long time, that's 
what made it legal, is that what you're telling us? 

A No. 


Q What does make it legal, John? 


A I guess you were away when we went over this 
at some length with a variety of briefers and the Secretary 
addressed himself to it as well. So I:really am going to 
stand -- 


gn 
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Q How did he explain it? I never got the answer. 
4 I*ll be glad to get you the background on it. 


0 I have just one to follow that up, if I 
cou! *? 


A 0. K. 


Q How is it that we recognize Peking as the 
legal government of Taiwan, which is 100 miles away and 
undec no control by Peking, but we do not recognize the 
Soviet Union as the legal government of Lithuania? 

How was Mao's conquest of China more legitimate than 
Stalin's conquest of the Baltic States? 


A I'll be glad to put that one with the other 
one and go back to the -- 


Q You'll take that question? I'm delighted, 
ceally. 


Q Did the State Department brief President 
Nixon pcioc to the visit to China? 


A Yes. 
Q How? Could you share some of that? 


A I'll be glad to. It is our custom to provide 
beiefings to formec Presidents for private visits of this 
natuce. The briefing was done by Assistant Secretary 
Holdridge. 


Q Here in the State Department oc at Mc. 
Nixon's house? 


A That I cannot answec, but I suspect it was. 
I don't know for sure, but I assume it was. 


Q Here in the Stete Department? Or did 
Holdridge go to New York? 


A I don't know. I don't know the answer. 
. Q Could you find that out? 

A 0. K. | 

Q Was Kissingec also briefed? 
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A Before he went to South Africa? 
Q No. He's going to China next week. 


A I don't know about China, but I'll be glad to 
find out that for you. He certainly was before he went to 


5. 

> Africa. 

2 Q Do you expect a debriefing by President Nixon 
e when he returcns? 

Vv 

t A I don't know. I don't know what the answer to 
& that is. 

Cc 


Q Do you have any information on whether he was 
asked to convey any messages? 


1982" 


A The Formec President is aware of President 
Reagan's views, but he is on a private visit. 


Q John, time for Poland? 
Yes, time for Poland. 


Before we leave China -- 
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A 
Q 
A I think it's time to leave -- 
Q 


We dealt with the Middle East for a half an 
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A I detect a ground surge for Poland. 


Q Very quickly, a two-part question: Since 41 
Senatocs have written President Reagan that the Taiwan 
Relations Act is the law of the land, and since there has been 
a proposal that U.S. military leaders be given "a free hand in 
advising what type of weapons would insure the safety of 
Taiwan," which would seem to be in accordance with the Taiwan 
Relations Act, would the State Department support this propo- 
sal, or is it deemed unrealistic or foolish? 


A Again, I think that the whole question of our 
involvement in the defense of Taiwan was really very adequately 
responded to during the briefings at the time of the com- 
munique, but I'd be glad to get it for, you. 


Q This was a recommendation made on December 30, 
1978 by you-know-who. 








can Foreign 


~vecrassitied for Publication in Ameri 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


22 


A Yes. 
Q And the second question -- 
A I thought there was one. 


Q No, it's in two parts. One, Richard Holbrooke, 


who served as Assistant Secretary of State, has commended 
President Reagan for what he terms a "“laudible flip-flop" from 
his “horrible mistake” in wanting to upgrade celations with 


Taiwan. 


My question is: Does the State Department believe 
that Mc. Holbrooke is right or wrong? 


A I don't think the State Department would have 
any comment -- 


Q You don't think that Mr. Reagan "flip-flopped?" 
A No. 

Q Or you don't think it was laudible? 

A No, we do not think that he "flip-flopped." 


Q You think that his position now is consistent 
with statements made in the campaign? 


A Yes, I do. 
Q Seriously? 
A Yes, I do. 
Q Thank you. 
Q Poland? 
A At last. 


Q Is our government doing anything, and if so, 
what, cegacding the negotiations? 


A No, we're not directly involved. While the 
U.S. position on martial law is, of course, well known, 
we have consistently condemned terrorist actions wherever and 
whenever they have occurred regardless of the specific cause 
that has motivated them. We view this action in Bern in the 


same light. 
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Q Do you believe that Solidarity actions had 
anything to do to inspire it, as the Polish Government has 


indicated? 


7 Inspired this particular --? No. As a mattec 
of fact, I thought I saw a report this morning indicating that 
Solidarity leaders had disassociated themselves with this 


incident. 
Q Thank you. 
Q Wait a minute! 


(The beiefing adjourned at 1:10 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
DPC #153 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 1982, 12:29 P.™. 
(ON THE PECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements concerning Secretary Shultz’ plans. The 
Secretary will testify on the President's Middle East Ini- 
tiative before the House Foreign Affaics Committee tomorrow 
morning 9:30 a.m. The session will be held in Room 2172 of 
the Raybucn Building and will be open. 


On Friday morning, the Secretary will appear 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on the same 
subject. That session will be at 10 a.m., Room 4221 of the 
Dicksen Building and will also be open. There will be no 
briefing either day. 


At the weekend, Secretary Shultz is going to 
addcess leaders of the National United Jewish Appeal and New 
York's United Jewish Appeal Federation Campaign in New York. 
That will be a 7 p.m. dinnec in the Versailles Ballroom of 
the Helmsley Palace Hotel. That's at 455 Madison. 


Official press credentials will be checked at the 
designated press entrance outside the Versailles Ballroom 
beginning at 6 p.m. on Sunday. If you plan on covering the 
Secretacy's speech, I think it probably would be good to 
inform Jim Lee. He is the Associate Director of Public 
Affairs for the National United Jewish Appeal. His 
telephone number is 212-757-1500, extension 350. 


That's all I have in the way of announcements. 


Q When will there be a text of the Secretary's 
speech? 

A I can't tell you when we'll have a text on 
that. 

Q Jonn, what is the coom in the Raybucn 
Building? 


sy At the Rayburn it is 2172. 


Q John, on Sunday night is thece going to be a 
question and answer session as well as the speech? 
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4 No. It will be an on-the-cecord speech. de 
will simply give the speech and he will not take questions. 


Q John, do you have any news from the Arab 
Summit at Fez? 


A Nothing beyond what we have seen in the wire 
secvice ceports. We're simply going to have to wait until 
we -- 


Q Do you have any confirmation of Israeli air 
attacks on Syrian positions in the Bekaa Valley? 


4 Yes, I do have something on that. I take 1 
you'ce ceferring to the rcepoct about the airc strike on the 
missile -- 


Q Yes. 


rN Yes. We ace extcemely concercned over reports 
of cenewed military action in the Bekaa, and ceitercate ourc 
stcong view that all involved act with the utmost cestraint. 
Such incidents serve to ceemphasize the need for withdrawal 
of all foreign forces from Lebanon at the earliest possible 


date. 


Q Do you know anything about the genesis of it? 
a No; I ceally don't. 


Q And ace you making this message known to the 
people involved? 


A Suce. I think it's a given that our views 
would be made known to all involved, sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Knesset debate 
this mocning. 


A No. 


Q Among other things, Foreign Ministerc 
Shamic says the Reagan plan is a dircect violation of Camp 


Dav id. 


nN No. We obviously feel that the Reagan plan 
is itn accorcd with the Camp David agreement and ace pro=- 
ceeding on that basis. 


Q John, was thece moce militacy activity in the 
Valley besides the attack on this SAM site? 
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a We've seen tne reports of clashes between 
Sycian and Iscaeli forces in the Valley. We're aware of 
them; we'ce looking into them. Given the potential for 
Sycian-Iscaeli escalation, we're concerned, and we urge all 
parties to cefrain from any activity which would worsen ten- 
sions in the area. 


As I said before, the recurrence of incidents pro- 
vides additional evidence of the need for the withdrawai 
from Lebanon of all foreign forces. 


Q John, ace you awace of a delegation of the 
Acab League which is about to arrive in the United States, 
Or even to Washington -- 

A No. 
Q -- following this summit? 
A 


No. No, we're not. 


Q John, do you have conficmation that King 
Hussein has sent a list of questions on the peace plan to 
the United States? 


A No. 
Q He has not, or you don't know? 
A I don't know. I'm not aware of it, don't 


know anything about tit. 
Q Could you take that one, John? 
A O.Ke, sure. 
Q A- Palestinian youth was killed yester- 
day in the West Bank in the City of Talkacim, being the second 


in the last fouc oc five days. What is the State Department's 
comment on a situation of this -- 


A I'm not aware of that specific incident, but on 
balance, we do -- You'ce talking about the West Bank? 


Q Yes. 
A No. Sorry, we'ce just not aware of that. 
Q Can you check into this because this is the 


second youth in five days? 
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A Let me take a look into it, sure. 


Q John, in Fez, it has been ceported that 
President Assad of Syria agreed to withdraw the Arab Deterrent 
Forces, which #re the Syrian forces in Lebanon mainly -- in the 
North and in the Bekaa. Do you have any rceaction to this? 


A No. As I say, we've seen the same reports you 
have, but they are simply reports quoting sources, and I think 
we'd like to see something more definite. 


Q Larry Speakes described them as favorable 
reports. 


A Well, if they are correct. Obviously, we would 
welcome such a development, if correct; but we need to see 
something formal and offictal, I think, out of that session. 


Q John, the question about the youth. You said 
you're not aware of the case? 


A I personally am not, no. 
Q You promise to look into it? 

A Yes. 

Q One of those reports from Fez suggests that 
should an Acab delegation representing the Arab League visit 
Washington to discuss the results of the Fez meeting and so 
forth that Arcafat might be included in that delegation. Is 
there any U.S. position on that? 


A Our position is unchanged on discussions 
and talks with the PLO or its leadership. It's unchanged. 


Q So that you would not ceceive him orc what? 

A I think our position is that we do not talk with 
members of the PLO until and if they accept the appropriate 
U.N. resolutions and the independence and legitimacy of Israel. 


Q But how about coming to the United States? 


A I think that's kind of a hypothetical situation. 
We'd have to see what is suggested at the time it was 
suggested. 
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Q I know this may be hypotheticai, but please trv 
to answer it: Suppose Arafat accepts the 24=, which would be 
embodied in the now talked about Arab proposal that embodies 
the Reagan plan, the Fahd plan and the Tunis:an plan. Would it 
be sufficient to talk to him? 


A I think we've made our position very plain on 
the basis on which any such discussions would go on. It seems 
to me that if those conditions were met, then you would have a 
new situation. And I think we would have to look at it at 
that time. 


QO John, don't the reports from Fez suggest an 
interesting counterpoint to the attack on the SAM sites? On 
the one hand, the military result you condemn because you fear 
further escalation. On the other hand, the reports from Fez 
suggest that that whole situation may be on the verge of 
cesolution. Or do you think that ts too optimistic a view? 


A Obviously, if the news its good, we would be very 
pleased. All I'm saying is, I think we need to see something 
-- We are still looking at wire service reports quoting sources 
from a session that is a private session. The press is 
cemoved from that session. I think we want to see something 
more formal and something official before we respond in any way 
to that. ; 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Has Iscael said anything formally to the 
U.S. about this -- 


A About the Fez Conference? 


Q -- about the results that would suggest 
that withdrawal would be simultaneous? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Let me go back to the question of Arafat 
coming to the States. If he would come to the United States 
as a member of an Arab delegation like, for instance, Jordan 
Or Saudi Acabia or any of the Arab countries, because I 
think in the plan of President Reagan, the fresh start he 
was talking about in connection with Jorcdan and the 
Palestinians, they could come as members of the delegation, he 
didn't say it specifically but it implied like this. What 
will be the position oi the United States -- accept him 
along with the delegation, that he will be a membec of 
that delegation? 


A Our position on discussions with the PLO 
is constant and cemains clear, and I think we're really 
dealing in a kind of hypothetical situation and I'd prefer not 
to do that. 


Q Did you get anywhere on that subject of 
making public either the second Reagan letter or the talking 
points that apparently Sam Lewis discussed with Prime 
Ministec Begin? 


BN Yes, we did transmit the request as you 
asked us to do, but I don't think very much is going to hap- 
pen on that beyond what I suggested yesterday; but we did 
transmit the request. 


Q Can you give us a cationale of why not? 
A No. 
Q Because again, it's coming out of Israel in 


their objections to the Reagan plan <= not to the speech but 
to what we haven't seen. 


A I know. But, the fact is our policy ts not 
to make public our confidential memocanda, discussions, let- 
tecs between governmental leaders. 


Q Can you clarify what the othec document orc 
documents were? It's been suggested that they were talking 
points that Ambassador Lewis made in his discussions with 


- 


the Prime Ministec which were in written form; there have 
been other suggestions that there were other letters. This 
has all got the auca of some kind of secret diplomacy. 


A Diplomacy is secret, I guess, most of the 
time to be effective. Otherwise, it would't be diplomacy. 
on 
Q It's not secret when one of the governments 
selectively leaks what they want to leak. 
= A I guess from our point of view, I think we 


would want to preserve the rules of diplomacy as we 
understand then. 


Q Is there anything left that hasn't been 
leaked? (Laughter) 


A I think it has been stated -- I think the 
Secretary stated it -=- that obviously our Ambassadors played a 
cole in this and would have amplified to the various parties 
they talked to the points made in the President's speech, 
and I think it was also suggested that those points would 
have been constant in each case to each of the various 
leaders that this was discussed with. 


Q Do you have anything additionally to what 
you said last week in connection with the Iscaeli charge 
that they were not consulted to the degree they would have 
liked pechaps in advance? 


A No. I think the Secretary addressed that 
in his "Face the Nation" appearance on Sunday and I think we 
addressed it last week and our position remains the same. 
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Q Have we yet received any answers from --- 
any Acab cesponses from -- any of the Arab countries? 


4 No. No formal responses. 


Q Are you in a position to tell us or from 
the White House able to tell us what ceaction, the American 
public ceaction has been so far to the President's speech 
since he called on Americans to pray and support? 


A I think the White House did make available 
a summation of American press reaction. So, in that sense, 
it is a White House reaction. But it its fairly obvious, 
taking a ceading of newspapers around the country, that it 
is by and large very, very supportive of the President's 
initiative. 


Q Usually there its three-to-one, four-to-one 
when it concercns economic issues, domestic issues. 
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A I can't give you those kinds of odds 
although it may well be the White House can, perhaps having 
mede a more detailed summary of the reaction than we have at 
the State Department. I think Dave Gergen's office issued a 
compilation of press reaction. 


Q Has the Secretary ceceived any of these? 
A I'm suce he has; yes. 
Q Has King Hussein caised some questions with 


the United States about the plan, asked for clarification? 


A Yes. We got an earlier question on that, 
and I just don't know the answer to that. Not to my 
knowledge. 


Q We found out this week about the -- or was 
it last week -- about the Vellotes mission. Is there any 
such mission now undercway? 


A No. Not to my knowledge. 
Q Could you take that? 
A I think that's a good answec. I think you 


can take that as being correct. 


Q Can you tell us anything about yesterday's 
meeting between Secretary Shultz and Ambassador Arens? 


A Yes. Ambassador Acens did come in in the 
afternoon. It was a meeting, I understand, arranged at his 
request -- at Ambassador Arcens' cequest. He did meet with 
the Secretary yesterday afternoon. His purpose was to 
review with the Secretary Iscael's position on a number of 
current issues and to provide amplification on subjects 
coveced in recent written communications from the Govercnment 
of Israel. I'm afcaid I have nothing more for you on the 
specifics of the discussion. 


Q Arce there plans for -- is there a schedule 
of any kind for further meetings of that natuce? 


A I don't think there's a schedule, and to my 
knowledge nothing is set. But, such meetings are not unusual. 


Q Can you say whether oc not -=— yesterday you 
were talking a lot about continuing to discuss the peace 
initiative with Israel. Was this meeting and meetings like 
it pact of that discussion? 
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a I'm sure it would have amplified the views 
of the Iscaeli Government. 


Q How about amplification of the views of the 
Amecican Govecnment? 


A I don't want to get into the exchance, but 
it seems to me that that kind of forum would be a kind of a 
logical place for amplification on both sides. 


Q Yestecday, you commented about reports of 
linkage between an Iscaeli/Lebanese peace treaty and the 
withdrawal of Iscaeli troops, and you said there should be 
no linkage. I wonder if you could discuss whether you think 
a peace treaty, which you said the U.S. favors, would 
actually be a good thing from the Lebanese point of view in 
the neac future? 


aA I suppose that would depend on how that 
treaty is arccived at. I think that obviously the participant 
on the Lebanese side would need to be a stable government 
in authority, and there would need to be appropriate nego- 
tiation of a variety of issues. 


It seems to me a peace treaty is a fairly serious 
and pechaps complex document, and it would need to be 
something worked out with the full cooperation and agreement 
and participation of the two governments invclved. 


Q Do you think the Israeli troops should be 
withdcawn before there is a peace treaty? 


a Ouc position is that we ace for a speedy 
withdrawal of all foreign troops from Lebanon. That inclu- 
des Iscaeli, Syrian and PLO, and I think the incidents that 
we have just seen this mocning undecline the necessity for 
that withdcawal. When and how a peace treaty might be writ- 
ten and agreed to, it seems to us, should not slow the 
departuce of foreign troops. And, indeed, just looking at 
it, 1t seems to me that the advantages to all the parties 
concerned ace for the withdrawl of foreign troops and are 
quite obvious. 


Q Should Lebanon draft oc ceach a peace 
tceaty with Iscael so long as Iscaeli troops are in Lebanon? 


A I don't think we can define how the peace 
tceaty, 1£ it matures, can be written. I think that's up to 
the Lebanese Government to define. But ourc position, 
obviously, is that we want the foreign troops out as 
speedily as possible. 


Q That means you don't think the treaty 
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should be a pre-condition for an Iscaeli withdcawal from 
Lebanon? 


A That's correct. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #154 


MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 13, 1982, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one brief 
announcement. Tomorrow the briefing will be at 12:30 rather 
than at our usual 12:00. (Laughter) 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the fighting in 
Lebanon, and is that going to change anything as far as the 
United States is concerned? 


A Let me make a couple of points about that, if 
I might. First, I believe the White House issued something 
this morning on that to which I would refer you. 


As a status report, I would simply say that 
although there was fighting yesterday, we understand that it 
has been brought under control by Lebanese Government forces 
and Beirut is quiet today. This now refers to fighting in 


Beirut. 


We are hopeful that the Lebanese Government 
forces will continue to receive the support from a broad 
cross section of the Lebanese political figures necessary 
for it to carry out its important mission of taking over the 
control of West Beirut. 


As far as the question of air attacks and so on, 
let me just reiterate a point we've made before; that we 
remain extremely concerned over reports of continuing mili- 
tary clashes in the Bekaa. These actions make the situation 
even more difficult and dangerous, and we, again, call on 
all involved to act with the greatest restraint and to 
refrain from further military actions. Such clashes 
underscore dramatically the need to negotiate as quickly as 
possible the withdrawal from Lebanon of all foreign forces. 


I also understand there was some report of a 
bombing of Tripoli but we have no confirmation of such 


activity. 


Q Is the Syrian transfer of missiles into the 
Bekaa a violation of the Habib plan, or the Habib ceasefire? 


A You have the text of the plan, and I refer 
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you to that. I don't think that really is the issue. I 
think the point that we want to make is that there is an 
urgent need to move ahead with negotiations to get all 
foreign forces out of Lebanon, and we would urge restraint on 


everybody. 


Q Also on the same subject, I see Secretary Shultz 
is out of town. Is he seeing anybody in New York on this? 


A He, I believe, has seen Abba Eban; that was 
yesterday, as I understand. And this morning I believe he 
was going to see former Secretary Vance. He has some other 
non public kinds of activities but nothing of  jreat note 
that is newsworthy. 


Q Has Morris Draper left or is he going in 
relation to the increased tension in Beirut to his mission 
there? ~ 


A He, as you know, is going to be going. 
Very shortly, in fact. He hasn't yet left as of this 
moment, but will do so quite soon. 


Q Today? 


A Let me go on. This morning he had con- 
sultations with the U. N. Secretariat officials in New York. 
But as with Ambassador Habib's missions, I'm not going to be 
able to confirm for you in advance his itinerary. So to 
answer your question about today, I can't do that. 


Let me just go on to say, the President has made 
clear that he will remain personally and fully engaged as we 
move to the next phase of our diplomatic efforts regarding Lebanon 
Our principal objectives are the withdrawal of all foreign 
military forces from Lebanon, the strengthening of the 
Central Government and the re-establishment of its 
authority throughout Lebanon; the creation of conditions 
which insure that Lebanon will never again be a launching 
pad for attacks in Israel; the promotion of national unity 
and reconciliation along with the strengthening of all 
national institutions, including the army; and I would, 
again, note that the U.S. will continue to assist in 
bringing about recovery from the war and in rebuilding the 
Lebanese economy. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Q You didn't say anything in there about 
peace between Lebanon and Israel. Why is that omitted? 
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A We've addressed that issue before. I have 
nothing further to add. 


Q Yes, I know, but why isn‘t it in this sta- 
tement that you just made? Is that an omission by default or 
by failure to remember it or what? 


A These are issues as we choose to express 
it, and I think we've addressed the question of a peace 
treaty before. I have nothing to add. 


Q Was Draper's visit delayed due to the 
fighting or was his trip to New York the beginning of his 
trip? He was supposed to go on Sunday, according to the 


Secretary. 


Q No. I think the Secretary said he thought 
he would probably be going up on Sunday. He had talked to 
Morris Draper and there was some indication at the time he 
talked to him that he was looking toward a Sunday departure. 

I don't know when the New York meetings were laid on, frankly. 
I would not associate this with any particular action in 
Lebanon. He's going out there promptly as was indicated last 


week. 


Q Do you know where his first stop is going to 
be? 


By I can't, again, indicate his itinerary in 
advance but we'll certainly keep you posted as he moves from 
place to place. 


Q Have we had any indication from the 
Government of Jordan whether, as a result of the Fez 
meeting, Jordan is any more likely to participate in the 
negotiations than before? 


mss Bernie, I don't have anything to share with 
you on that. I think we're going to have to keep confiden- 
tial, first of all, any conversations we would have with any 
of the governments involved, but I just don't have anything 


for you. 


Q Do you know the dates yet for Hussein's 
trip here? 
A King Hussein's trip? 
. Q Yes. 
x I'm not aware that there's been a trip 


announced. 
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Q The Arab Summit clearly said he is going to 
lead the delegation that comes here to talk -- 


A I didn't see such an announcement. I saw 
something-which talked about an Arab Delegation coming from 
that group. I don't have anything specific on that. We do 
expect that there will be a delegation coming. No dates 
have been suggested or agreed as of this point, and when we 
have something firmer we'll let you know. 


Q On this, Alan, is there anything that you 
have from Fez that made it hard news that the Arab 
Delegation will actually come to Washington or is it that 
they’re going to go to the United Nations and have some chat 
up there of some kind? 


A I think there have been some indications 
and statements coming from various participants, communiques 


and so on--I can't identify them for you, Joe--that they expect 


to send a delegation around, including to the United States 
and we expect that there would be such a delegation here. 


Q There's a story on FBIS that says that this 
delegation will have its first meeting on the 2lst of 
September in Tunisia. In other words, they're not exactly 
rushing to get here, if that's the case. 


My I just don't have anything on it, Bernie. 


Q When do you anticipate the second stage of 
the solution to the Lebanese crises would start; namely, the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces and the points you have 
outlined? 


A I can't say to you when .t will be imple- 
mented in the sense that people will start pulling out. 
Obviously, we hope that will be as soon as possible. 
Ambassador Draper's trip to the region very shortly is the 
major activity that is going on at present. There have 
already been some preliminary informal discussions about 
what might need to be done. We've expressed our views on 
this. I think others have as well. But I think I would 
look to his trip as the princival acitivity on that at this 
time and that's going to be quite soon. 


Q Alan, is it the feeling here that the 
multinational force might have been withdrawn too quickly 
and it would have been advisable to keep it there a longer 
period? 


A No. 


Q Why not, in the light of the clashes that 
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are happening now after the Lebanon withdrawal? 


Aa I understand that. But I think in terms of 


the responsibilities for which it went in to carry out, we feel 


that it did that, did it quite well; that the Lebanese 
Government authorities, though there have been some inci- 
dents, are doing quite well in re-establishing their 
authority and that this process moves ahead. 


To answer your question again, specifically, no, 
there is no feeling that they pulled out too quickly. 


Q In regard to Morris Draper's trip, is he 
going by himself or will he have a delegation or group with 
him to help him with this and, if so, can we have the names? 
And the other thing is, does he have a limit or some kind of 
boundary as to what he's going to do? Is he going to deal 
only with Lebanon or is he going to deal with Syria and 
Israel over the Golan perhaps or deal with other countries 
for the removal of the other PLO terrorist who are left in 
Lebanon; stuff like that? 


A First of all, his mandate, as I understand 
it, is to deal with Lebanon, per se. Whether he will have a 
staff, I believe he will have a very small staff with him 
and I'll see what we can do on names on that. 





As far as PLO departures from the rest of 
Lebanon is concerned, certainly withdrawal of all foreign 
forces is part of the effort in Phase II. So, clearly, he 
will be dealing with that issue. 


Q What I mean is, will he be going to other 
countries, say, to Algeria or Tunis or wherever the State 
Department -- 


A I don't have an itinerary to give you. 


Q On that point of the PLO withdrawl from 
northern Lebanon, the Secretary twice last week made 
reference to disarmament of those remaining fighers as an 
alternative. Is that a seriously thought through 
alternative? Has it been discussed with the Israelis, and 
would it be acceptable to them? 


Ay I don't have anything to give you about 
Others views. It certainly represents an alternative as far 
as we are concerned for some of them. I think he indicated 
those who would not be interested in laying down their arms 
would be expected to get out under the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces. 
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@) Has this been discussed with the Lebanese 
Government or the Lebanese President? 


A Again, I just don't think it is appropriate 
for me to go into conversations that we have had. Sorry 
to do that to you. 


Q I don't know if you were asked this before 
I came. Do you have anything to say to the accusations 
of Prime Minister Begin that Israel is not Chile and that 
he is not Salvador Allende, implying, of course, that 
the United States is trying to topple him? 


A The Secretary made very clear that there is 
absolutely no truth to allegations that the United States 
is trying to topple the government or indeed to interfere 
in Israeli internal political affairs. I don't want to 
address specifically the Prime Minister's own remarks, but 
in terms of the issue as a general matter that is my 
answer to you. 


2) The Pope is to meet Mr. Arafat, to receive 
Mr. Arafat this week. Israel said rather harsh words about 
the Pope and the Church during the last 24 hours. I am 
guite sure you are aware of them. Where do you stand on 
this? 


Ms Let me just say we have seen the reports, 
that our own position on talks with the PLO is clear and 
has been often stated, that is, we will neither recognize 
nor negotiate with the PLO until that organization has 
accepted UN Resolutions 242 and 338 and recognized Israel's 
right to exist, and I would note that Italian and Vatican 
officials are fully aware of our views. That is all. 


Q At Fez, after the meeting was over, King 
Hassan had a press conference in which he was asked whether 
paragraph 7 of the section dealing with the Arab/Israeli 
conflict actually meant implicit recognition of Israel 
Or not, and he said that what they were aiming at was a 
Status of non-belligerency as a first step between Israel 
and Arab states, which eventually could lead, I gather 
what he meant, to some kind of formal recognition under the 
right circumstances. But do you have any comment on that 
Statement? The Secretary seemed to be saying on Friday 
he wanted to find out what it meant, and have you had any 
elucidation on this? 


rs I don't have anything for you on that, 
Bernie. I think I would have to stick with the Secretary's 
words on that. 


oreign 
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Q Is there any feeling here that the Israeli's 


are trying to torpedo what you have been trying to 
accomplish by these continued attacks in the Bekaa, or are 
they at least making things more difficult for you? 


A I have heard no suggestion that that is 


‘an intention. I think they have expressed themselves as 


to why they are doing it, and I think we have expressed 
curselves in reaction to it. 


Q Have we expressed ourselves as to whether 
we accept or do not accept their explanation for the 
necessity for these raids? 


A I don't have any guidance to offer you on it. 
Our purpose is to try to bring about peace and call on 
everybody to exercise restraint. 


0 The Secretary in New York said last night, that 
the need is to come together at the bargaining table to talk. 
Why did he address this to Jews in New York? Why didn't he 
address this, say, to the Egyptians who have refused to go to 
Jerusalem to have talks? This  3oes way back. 


A I believe you will agree that a major public 
address by the Secretary of State is not addressed specific- 
ally to the audience where it is delivered. It is 
addressed to everybody who can read and hear it, and it was 
a statement of policy, and I think it was quite a clear one. 


Q On another subject, the White House confirmed 
this morning that the President sent a letter to various 
parties on Namibia. Can you tell us what the current state 
of play is? 


Ay Not really. Our positions are well known in 
terms Of the principles involved on the need for moving ahead 
on this, and the question of a Cuban presence in Southern 
Africa as well, as a parallel but not directly linxed 
issue, and that we think there must be parallel progress 
on these separate issues. Our goal is safe and secure 
borders for all states of the region, but I don't have a 
status report to give you on that. 


Q Did the President put forward any new ideas 
analogous to his Middle East --? 


A I have nothing to offer you on the substance 
of his letters. 
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re) On Namibia, it has been alleged that this 
government had prior knowledge of the South African 
offensive in August. Can you respond to that? Is that 
true? 


A We haven't seen the document on which the 
story is purportedly based, but, again, as a matter of 
principle, we would not comment on alleged, leaked docu- 
ments. 


Q I wasn't asking you about the document in 
anticipating that reply, rather I asked you whether it was 
true that there was prior knowledge of the offensive? 


A I am going to have to stick with that 
since the question arises primarily out of this, and 
I really don't have anything further. I wouldn't have a 
comment particularly to offer in any case. 


@) Is Frank Wisner going to the area for some 
sort of negotiations? 


A We have had a number of contacts with the 
Angolan Government in the recent past, as you know, Bob, 
and it is safe to assume that in the context of trying 
to arrive at a satisfactory solution, there will be fur- 
ther contacts in the future, but at this time we have no 
precise plan for our next contact with Luanda. 


Q Can you confirm reports that South African 
forces are pulling back to their bases in Namibia, and 
that some of them may have already gone home? 


pst No. I don't have any comment on any of 
that. 


e) Back to the allegations of toppling the 
Begin government, I probably should know this. Did we 
invite Peres here? 


A He was, I believe, on a private visit, and 
the Secretary and the President took advantage of the 
fact that he was here. I believe the Israeli Embassy was 
involved in setting up meetings. But my understanding 
is that this was a private visit. 


Q Who initiated the contacts? 


A I am sure it was arranged mutually. I can't 
go back and try to reconstruct who initially made the 
contact. 
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Q On another subject yet, last week, the Com- 
merce Department approved the sale of $12,000 worth of 
crowd control equipment to South Korea consisting of 
500 cattle prods. Is the State Department appealing 
this? 


A The answer I am going to have to give you 
is that I would not go into the question of what individual 
agencies might do in a particular process. I know that 
is not responsive to your question, but the factual answer 
is I don't know, but I am not going to take the question 
in that we wouldn't go into the question of what individual 
departments do or don't do. 


Q Let me put it another way, does the State 
Department consider this case to be closed, the deal to be 
finished? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know the answer 
to that question. 


Q What is the status of the request? 


A I don't know. You would have to, I guess, 
check with Commerce and see what the status is. 


Q Talking about licenses, could you confirm 
the report in the Post yesterday that the Administration 
is withholding a license for technology transfer to Israel 
with something that has to do with the development of 
the Israeli Lavie? 


ay I saw the story. I don't have anything on 
that. 


Q Was there an application for something? 
A I simply don't know. 


QO Last week, I asked John Hughes about a re- 
port that was apparently erroneous as to whether the State 
Department would say something about the report that it 
and the Pentagon have underestimated or have told the 
Congress that aid to Israel is only 60 percent of what 
actually has been given to Israel, and they said that an 
investigation is being made by the GAO. 


Has there been any response about this, because 
it is casting a slur on the State Department? 


A I appreciate your concern for the State 
Department's reputation, Joe, -- 
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Q I am always concerned about the State Depart- 
ment. 


A -- but I don't have anything further for 
you. 


Q Wait a minute. Are you going to say some- 
thing about this or are you just going to ignore it? 


A I don't know. 
Q Well, will you look into it? 


A I will look to see what we had and what 
we are doing, yes, but I don't promise to come back to 
you with a specific response. 


Q I, too, have a concern for the State Depart- 
ment. 


A As always, Lester. 


Q As always. You recall, because I believe 
you sat right over there when John said that he saw no 
difference between the position of the U.S./China 
communique of last month and the campaign statements on 
Taiwan made by Candidate Reagan. You recall that, don't 


you? 


A I recall the exchange you had with John Hughes. 


Q My question is this: First of all, you do 
want the People's Republic of China to realize this, don't 
you, that there is no difference between what was in that 
communique and Mr. Reagan's very strong statement on 
Taiwan when he was a candidate? You want them to realize 


this, don't you? 


A I am sure that the People's Republic of 
China and everybody else are quite capable of reading what 
is on the public record, and I don't think I need to say 


anything about it. 


Q All right. Then, when do we intend to allow 
Taiwan to open up four more of their offices, because you 
recall that one of Mr. Reagan's campaign protests was that 
Since the Carter action, the number of Taiwan offices were 
reduced from 13 to 9, and also they no longer were allowing 
Taiwanese military officers to be trained in this country 
in our military and naval academies. When does the State 
Department intend to help implement the Reagan concern for 


this? 


ll 


I don't have anything for you on that. 


I beg your pardon? 


A 
Q 
ee : A I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Well, then, in other words, a thunderous 


no comment 


A No. I don't have anything for you. 


oreign 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #155 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 1982, 12:50 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHEWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. A couple of house- 
keeping announcements. Available in the Press Office at 
2:45 this afternoon is the opening statement of John 
Holdridge, Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs, before the House Subcommittee on Asian and 
Pacific Affairs. The subject is the situation in East 


Timor. 


Also, after the briefing today, we'll post in the 
Press Office a statement on Andrei Sakharov's letter to the 


Pugwash Conference. 





I'll be glad to answer any questions you might 
have. 


Q Has the Department got any tdea now of what 
the reaction of King Hussein is to the President's new start 


proposals and whether he will now participate in 
preliminaries. 


A I guess you're probably referring, Jim, to 
the BBC interview. 


Q Right. 


A We are, of course, pleased with the positive 
theust of the King's remarks. We welcome all constructive 
points of view on the ways to achieve a just and lasting 
peace in the Middle East. 


Q So you take it as an assent or a functional 
equivalent of an assent? 


A To participate? 


Q Yes. 


A No, I don't think we go that far. It seems 


to me that it underlines our previous feeling that the King 
is taking the President's initiative very seriously. But I 


don't think we want to go beyond that yet. 


Q What happens next? 
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A We wait and see. 
7 
Q Are you in active contact with him? 


A I think a lot of diplomatic discussions are 


continuing to go on with the various parties, but I don't 
want to get very specific about that kind of communication. 


Q I read that what he said, however, as saying 
that Fez did not give him a mandate and that there are limi- 


tations in his role which he recognizes and which I hope 
the world recognizes, which, in the context, seem to be that 
he cannot negotiate, at least in the Camp David context. 


I just wonder whether that tnterpretation has any 
support in the State Department. 

A No. I don't think we want to give it that 
tnterpretation. 


Q Can you at least say what you mean by 
"positive thrust?" 
A I think there were aspects of it. It seemed 
to me he talked about the President's inittative as being 


courageous and constructive, and I think he used the term 
"positive." We see these as helpful and hopeful signs. 


Q The Secretary, on the Hill, at both hearings 
last week made it clear that the bottom line of this ts if 
there will be an active participant on the Arab side. 


A That's right. 
Q And we don't have this. 
A I wouldn't think we have that yet. 


Q Have there been any other communications from 
Arab leaders of formal replies to the President's plan in 


the last two days? 


A No, not in the sense of'a formal response. 
But I think there is a lot of discussion continuing among 
and between the participants itn the Fez Conference and 


others. 


Q Do you have any late information on the 
blowing up of President-elect Gemayel's headquarters? 


A No. We don't. We have seen the 
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reports and it's very early, I think, to get a real fix on 
what ts happening there. The reports are confusing to us. 
They're diverse, as you yourself know. 


Q I know a few days after the Fez Conference -- 
how would you characterize “after?" You had an opportunity 
to study the resolution. How do you characterize it? 


A I don't think we would go beyond the kind of 
characterization that has already been offered by the 
Secretary. As the Secretary said in his testimony, and 
indeed in his speech this weekend on Sunday, "We are in a 
phase of quiet diplomacy." I think that ts what is now 
going forward as the outcome of the Fez Conference becomes 


clearer. 


Q At the second hearing of his testimony on Friday 
before the Senate group, the Secretary said that the Fez 
plan would be a genuine breakthrough if it recognized the 
State of Israel three/four days later. Do you have any 
observations to make about that word "if?" Does it, does it 


not? 





A I think the Secretary was conditional in his 
remacks. He was replying, I think, to Senator Mathias. I 
can't quite remember which Senator, but what he was saying 
was, 1£ it means that, that would be a breakthrough. 


Q I understand that, but have we gone beyond 
the "if" on that? 


A No. 


Q Not at all. Does it seem to go beyond "if?" 
Does Shultz see the Fez statement to go beyond "if" a few 
days later or what? 


A No. I think we'll stand on his testimony. 


Q Does King Hussein, either through the inter- 
view or in private, which you cannot say, but do you have an 
idea after the King sees the last President's plan as within 
the Camp David and therefore he doesn't want to discuss it 
within that context? What its your understanding of what the 
King, or how Jordan sees the fresh start? 


A I don't think we can speak for King Hussein. 
He and his government have to speak for themselves. In the 
discussions we have had, we are convinced, as I say, that 
Jordan is giving the President's initiative a serious con- 


sideration. 
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Q What can you tell us about the meeting be-. 
tween the Secretary and the Israeli Ambassador today? 


A There was such a meeting. Ambassador Arens 
came in and had a meeting, I guess, of about thirty minutes 
with the Secretary. It was arranged at the Ambassador's 
request. Obviously, discussions did include Lebanon and the 
overall Middle Eastern situation, but I don't want to get 
into any further detail as to what transpired. 


Q Do you have anymore details about the Draper 
mission today? 


A Sorry? 
Q About the Draper mission today? 


A Mr. Draper was to have arrived in Tel Aviv 
about midday today and will have discussions with Israelt 


offictals. 


Q Could you make some comment on the explosion 
itn Betrut, I understand, which -- 


A As I say, it's very early. We've seen the 
reports. We have seen some reports. I think AP had a 
report saying that Mc. Gemayel was not injured, but I think 
it's much too early to make a judgment yet. 





Q New subject. 


Q No. Back on the Fez and recognition question 
again. Are you saying that the Secretary's use of the word 
"if" puts that language in the Fez resolution in much the 
same cast as a lot of the Camp David language, that it's 
interpretable by all the parties in a different way, or are 
you saying that the Secretary is asking the question of the 
Arabs and he's expecting a cesponse from them of some kind 
to clarify what it means? 


In connection with that, the Syrian Information 
Minister today said that it does not imply recognition but 
means only an end to the state of war. Is that the kind of 
language that basically the U.S. will read it one way and 
somebody else will read it another way? 


A I can't say how we will read a statement that 
is satisfatory. I think you're getting a little into a 
hypothetical area as to who will say what at what time. 
Obviously, we would like to see a clarification of what, at 
the moment, ts an interpretation. 


Q Off the Middle East. The Governor of 
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Nebraska, Mr. Thone, apparently yesterday told a meeting in 


Omaha that he had talked with the Secretary and that the 
Secretary had led him to believe that a reversal of the 
pipeline policy would come within a week. "Reversal" is 


Thone's word. 


A Don't know anything about it. 


Q Could you look into it, whether the Secretary 
spoke with Thone? 


A Let me take a look and see what I can -- 

Q Speaking of reversals of such things, does 
the State Department expect that the approval of the sale of 
twelve thousand dollars worth of riot control equipment to 
South Korea will be reconsidered now? 

A It is still under discussion. 

Even though the license has been tssued? 
It's under discussion. 


Between whom? 


r OD FY DO 


It's under discussion. (Laughter) 


Q I'll try one more: Within the 
Administration? 


A It's under discussion within the Administration. 


Q Explain a procedural matter -- 
A I'm sorry I went so far. (Laughter) 
Q is this an interagency discussion, or when 


you say “under discussion," are you speaking only for the 
State Department? 


A No, it’s under discussion within the 
Administration. 


Q If the equipment has been shipped to South 
Korea already, then what can the State Department take 


action on? 


A I didn't say that it had been shipped. 


Q No? 
A I didn't say that it had or hadn't. I said 
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it was under discussion. I decline to rise to your lure. 
(LAUGHTER } 


Q Congressman Bingham yesterday, on the floor, 
in response to that sale, called for the President to 
dismiss the officials responsible for it. Does the 
Administration have any -- 


A Comment on that? 
Q Or announcements? 
A No. 


Q Can I take you back. to the Middle East on 
your last observation that we would like to see a clarifi- 
cation dealing with what you call what, at the moment, is 
Only an intecpretation; that is to say, "if the, if." Is 
there an official effort on the part of the U.S. to com 
municate with the Acab countries to get that clarification? 


A I think, you should see that in the context 
of wide-ranging diplomatic contacts that are continuing. As 
the Secretary said, it is a time for quiet diplomacy. Quiet 
diplomacy, yes, but I think diplomacy is active and various 
people are offering their views and so forth and so on. 
We'll have to wait until we get some finality to that. 


Q Does that mean negotiations are, in effect, 
underway already, involving all of the parties? 


A No. I would not say negotiations, I would say 
"diplomatic exchanges." 


Q Was the U.S., in effect, acting as an 
intecmediarcy; the parties not talking to one another but 
talking with the U.S.; Iscael coming in and talking with 
Shultz and Shultz relaying that to the -- 


A I don't want to get specific. But obviously 
thece ace many parties in play and I think many parties are 
talking to each other. 


Q And on all the subjects? Not just the 
Lebanon withdrawal with one party, but on all the subjects 
with all the parties? 


A I would think that the discussion would be 
wide-ranging. 


Q Back on exports again. Did the State 
Deparctment give approval for the military equipment aboard 
four Lear jets to be sold to Iraq? 
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A That is a question where the information per- 
taining to individual license applications is protected by 
the provisions of Section 12(c) of the Export Administration 
Act of 1979. 


Q Say that again. (LAUGHTER) 


A I said that the information pertaining to 
individual license applications is protected by provisions 
of Section 12(c) of the Export Administration Act of 1979. 


Q That's what I thought you said. (LAUGHTER) 
A That's what I said. 


Q Does the State Department still adhere to the 
policy of not selling military items to either side in the 
Iran-Iraq War? 


A I think I'm going to stand on this language. 


Q That's a broader question. Is the State 
Department policy still to refrain from sales of military 
equipment to either side? 


A I think I would like to go back to earlier 
specific language we may have used to address that question. 


Q That language is still operative? 
A Yes. 
Q Has the Administration made any decision on 


whether to go ahead with the F-16 sales to, or deliveries 
to Israel as far as Congress' schedule is concerned over the 


next few days? 


A No, that's a decision that the President will 
make. 


Can you say when? 
No. 
Will it be in the next couple of days? 


-r OD FY DO 


I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Yesterday, the Secretary, I think, met with 
the Israeli Economics Minister. Do you have anything on 
that? 
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A I really don't, Bernie. No. 
Q Is the Administration supporting -- 


A It was a meeting, I think, that had been 
scheduled sometime in advance. I think you would be off the 
track in reading any advanced significance into it. 


Q The significance is that Israel is asking for 
more aid. I just was wondering if you have any comment on 
it? (LAUGHTER) 


A No. 


Q Is the Administration supporting the changes 
in the extradition law that have been approved by the 
Senate? 


A Don't have anything for you on that one, I'm 
afraid, today. 
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0 Can you tell me the extradition treaty with 
the Philippines -- has that been sent to the Senate? 


A I'm afraid I can't answer that. I'm unable 
to answer it. I'm not conversant. 


Q With respect to something related to the 


Philippines, the State Department, among other U.S. defen- 
dants, is being sued, I understand, today for complicity in 
covering up a murder that took place in Seattle last year. 


Do you have anything on that? 
A No. I'm not aware of it. 


Q Does the United States believe that the 
U.S.S.R. at this time is making overtures to ease its rela- 


tions with Israel in any respect? 


A No. I don't think we'd want to characterize 
the Soviet behavior or intensions in the area. I think it's 
quite clear which power is interested in the peace process. 


0 On the military agreement, is the review 
continuing of the Israeli possible or likely violations of 
the Arms Export Act? Is it continuing? 


A The review is continuing. 


Q Is there any limit to when it will be 
completed or -- 


A You're asking me a technical question. I 
don't know the answer to that, but it's continuing. 


Q Many of us have come from a TV advance 
showing here by NBC in which they're doing a documentary in 
which it is said that there is evidence suggesting that the 
attempted assassination of the Pope was carried out under 


Soviet auspices. 


I just wondered whether the U.S. Government has 
any corroborating thoughts on this or anything? 


A No. You have the advantage over us in that 
you've seen the film. I haven't. Personally, I look for- 
ward to seeing it, but, no, we have no reaction or comment. 
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Q We're talking about the evidence the U.S. 
Government has, not whether you've seen the film. 


A No. I have nothing on that. I haven't seen 
the film, and we don't have any comment. 


0 No comment or no evidence? 


A No comment. 


¢ The F-16s that were brouhgt up before, is it 
also awaiting the completion of the review, or is it two 
issues? 


A That's a Presidential decision. The 
President will make his decision on that when he's ready. 


Q Several days ago here I asked you about a 
speech that was made by Ho Yaobang, the head of the Chinese 
Communist Party, in which he attacked the United States and 
the Soviet Union. You said you were studying the speech. 


What did you learn? 


A I don't think we have anything further on 
that, I'm afraid. We're still studying it. 


(Laughter) 


Qo Do you have anything more than you had 
yesterday on southern Africa, especially in light of the 
comments of the Embassy spokesperson that was published 
today? 


A An Embassy spokesperson? 


Q Out of the South African Embassy, with 
respect to conversations between the Ambassador here and 
Crecker on the link between Cuban withdrawal from Angola and 
Namibian independence? 


A Nothing beyond what we have said before on 
that question. Obviously, we have discussed that question 
of linkage versus two-track thinking, and I wouldn't want to 
go beyond that language. There's been no change in that 
position. 


Q Any comment on Arafat's meeting with the 


Pope? 
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A No. 


Q Back on this Fez Declaration. If the 
interpretation that the Fez Declaration implies recognition 
of Israel turns out to be confirmed by your discussions, 
does that satisfy the U.S. preconditions for opening 
discussions with the PLO? 


A I think our conditions that we've set for 
talking with the PLO are very clear and remain constant. 


As to the recognition of Israel, I think the 
Secretary said that if this particular section meant what it 
might mean, that would be a breakthrough, but I think the 
two -- 


Q But there's a difference. That would not 
satisfy the preconditions? 


A That's right. 


Q What's the problem of getting good clarifica- 
tion? Why must that "if" hang in mid-air? 


A I guess you'd have to go back to the par- 
ticipants at the Fez Conference and ask them why it was 
written in that way, and I think one would have to seek the 
clarification from then. | 


e) Is that what's happening? 


A I think that in the course of normal diploma- 
tic interchange, we would be exploring that. 


Q King Hussein, in his interview, says on this 
question of recognition of Israel that he -- the King of 
Jordan -- has always recognized Israel, because he helped 
draft Resolution 242, which of course calls for the right of 
all states to exist under secure borders. 


So the question really arises, why would it be 
such a breakthrough if in fact it is acknowledged that that 
section referred to all states in the region, since to my 
knowledge all the Arab states, with the exception of the PLO 
and Iraq, I guess -- well, that were at the Summit -- have 
accepted 242? 


A I think you're going beyond where I'm able to 
go in terms of an official interpretation and official 
satisfaction of the assurances that are offered. 
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0 You see the problem we're at is that the 
State Department has decided to see the glass being half 
full on the Fez Declaration, and King Hussein's interview is 
also being along that line; others in Israel see it as half 
empty or empty at all, and we're asked to call the shcts. 


I was seeking for more than just platitudinous 
phrases. 


aN I don't know that it's platitudinous phrases. 
I think this is serious business. I think it requires care- 
ful analysis. I remember the very early reports of the Fez 
Conference, and I think some of you ladies and gentlemen 
pressed me on that, suggesting that the outcome was very 
promising and so forth and so on. 


I think at the time we said we'd like to wait, and 
we'd like to see more detail, and make an assessment at that 
time. We did wait, and I think we offered the kind of 
assessment that we had. 


@) When was that assessment made? 
A I can't remember on what the occasion was. 
0 Was it yesterday? Friday there was no 


assessment. I was away yesterday. That's why I asked about 
yesterday. 


as I guess it was in the Secretary's testiiony, 
as a matter of fact, on Friday before the Summit. 


) Mostly, no, he did not make an assessment essen- 
tially. He said that he just received it, and they had to 
study and speak to people. 


A But he made the point that certain points 
were in accord with the Presidential initiative and certain 
points were at variance. I think that was the first time, 


in fact, I think a number of the stories that this was the 
first official response to the - 


0 But it was not an overall response. It was 
reaction here and there or off the cuff, as it were. 


A It was his measured response at the time. 
0 Okay. Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #156 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 15, 1982, 12:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning. I would like you to 
meet John Kelly, who is my new senior Deputy Assistant 
Secretary in the Public Affairs Bureau. 


A short housekeeping announcement: Available in 
the Press Office at 2 o'clock this afternoon will be the pre- 
pared statement of John Holdridge, Assistant Secretary of 
State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs before the 
Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs on the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject is Kampuchea and the 
United Nations. 


I have a statement on Lebanon: 


We deplore the shocking assassination of President- 
elect Gemayel. This latest violent tragedy only reemphasizes 
the need for urgency in the search for peace in the Middle 
East. The Central Government of Lebanon remains in place. 

We will be consulting with President Sarkis, Prime Minister 
Wazzan, and other Lebanese Government officials to explore 
ways we can support their efforts to maintain stability. 


We have been in frequent touch with senior offi- 
cials of the Government of Lebanon and with other prominent 
Lebanese personalities. Ambassador Draper is in Lebanon 
today for meetings with Lebanese officials. Our support for 
their efforts to maintain order is clear. We have also con- 
tacted Israeli officials in Beirut, Washington, and in 
Israel. We have urged they do nothing to increase tensions, 
and we again call on all parties to exercise restraint. 


President-elect Gemayel's death underscores the 
need that we not loose sight of the important objectives which 
Lebanon has set for itself. The restoration of central 
government authority remains the key to Lebanon's future. We 
will do everything we can to assist this process through this 
difficult period in the country's history. 


Ambassador Draper has the full support of the 
President, and will continue to work closely with the 
Government of Lebanon in pursuit of its objectives. Those 
objectives parallel our own support for the withdrawal of all 
foreign military forces from Lebanon, the strengthening of 
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the central government and the reestablishment of its 

authority throughout Lebanon, the creation of conditions 

which insure that Lebanon will never again be a launching pad 
for attacks against Israel, and the promotion of national unity 
and reconciliation along with strengthening of all national 
institutions, including the army. We will continue to pursue 
the goals we share with the Government of Lebanon of inter- 

nal unity and withdrawal of all foreign forces. The United 
States intends, as well, to press ahead vigorously with the 
President's initiative to broaden the participation at the 


Middle East peace talks. 


Q What that doesn't say is what impact do you 
think the death of Gemayel is going to have on the situation. 


A As the President said in his statement, this 
was a shocking development, a cowardly assassination, but I 
think the President also indicated that we have to continue 
to move forward vigorously with both the objectives in Lebanon 
and on this overall question of a Middle East peace settle- 
ment, and that despite the human tragedy which, obviously, 
has deeply moved him, this should not be allowed to deter us 


from these goals. 


Q Specifically, what impact do you think the 
Israelis’ moving into West Beirut will have? 


A Ambassador Draper has talked with Israeli 
officials this morning, and as I said, has moved on to 
Lebanon and is conferring with Lebanese officials. We are doing 
that from here. The consultation is vigorous. The situation 
is a little confused on the ground, but our objectives remain 
constant, namely, the withdrawal of all foreign troops. 


0] Does the U.S. Government share the Israeli 
justification for their moving into West Beirut, namely that 
this was mandated or necessary to restore calm and stability? 


A™ It's not a question of sharing that view. We 
did not acquiesce in the movement of those troops into Beirut 
-- we were not consulted; but the situation on the ground is 
confused and volatile, and we are using our good offices in 
pursuit of the objectives we have stated on many occasions. 


Q Are you going to follow that up, John? 


A As I say, Ambassador Draper is on the scene, 
and obviously will negotiate a return to stability in Beirut. 
Now as to what -- 
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Q What does that mean? Does that mean he's 
going to ask them to stay or he's going to ask them to leave? 


A It doesn't mean he is going to ask them to 
stay. It means that our objectives are constant, and that 
the withdrawal of Israeli troops, Syrian troops, and the PLO 
remains our objective. Just how that will be effected, given 
the situation on the ground and the negotiations that are 
under way, we can't spell out. 


Q Was it part of the understanding or the 
agreement that Phil Habib worked out that the Israeli forces 
would not enter West Beirut? 


A I'm not really sure that it's useful to 
go over that ground again. You have, as I say, a volatile 
situation. The assassination of President Gemayel 
was not part of the agreement. Things are changing. 
Developments are fast moving, and I think we have to pursue 
the objectives we have set for the restoration of stability. 


Q On this narrow question, I don't hear you 
saying the Israelis should pull out of West Beirut. 


A We are. There is no question of our position 
about the withdrawal of Israeli troops not only from Beirut, 
but from the whole of Lebanon, but I'm not giving you a 
scenario as to how that can be effected. 


Q What is the first action? They went in apparently 
in a three-pronged movement. Does the United States, taking 
this a slice at a time, want to see the Israelis pull back 


from the overnight moves? 


A Yes, but I'm not giving you a scenario for 
that, as to how that can be done. 


Q- Does what you're saying mean that Draper's 
mission effectively has been put on another track, that now 
his negotiations, his dealings are strictly on the question 
of restoring the government, or are they strictly on the 
question of the troop withdrawal -- do you put that all in one 


bag? 


A It's all in one bag. His assignment, with the 
authorization of the President, remains the same. As I think 
he himself said this morning, the latest developments compli- 
cate that mission, but he is pressing forward with the 
overall objective. 
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Q His mission did not include before the 
establishment of a strong central government. 


A _—sOOh,, yes, it did. 


Q John, don't you find it a bit strange in terms 
of diplomatic language to say that you have been in touch 
with the Israelis in Beirut, Washington, and Israel? 


A No. 


Q Isn't that sort of recognizing the Israeli 
presence in Beirut as if it is a de facto situation? 


A Well, there is an Israeli presence in Beirut, 
and we've been talking with Israeli representatives there. 


re) Why wouldn't you say that you are in touch 
with them in Washington and in Israel? 


A We are in touch with them in Washington and 
Israel. 


Q Why add Beirut to the list? 


A Because it seems to be intelligent to be in 


touch with them on the ground. As I say, you have a vola- 
tile situation, and it seems to me intelligent to talk to 


Israeli officials in all three places. 


Q Would you say that the Israelis, in keeping 
with your statement, have moved to keep tensions down by 
moving troops into Beirut? 


A I think that was the Israeli rationale. 


Q  ## The Israeli. I asked about the United States 
view. 


A I think the situation on the ground is very 
confused today, and I don't think we can make that judgment. 


Q Apropos of the situation on the ground, do you 
think that the Israeli move or the volatile situation on the 
ground at this time leaves open the possibility of Syrian 
movement toward Beirut? 


A We certainly hope not. 
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Q John, Radio Israel a short while ago quoted 
Radio Monte Carlo as saying, without any commerit, that Israel 
considers the ceasefire agreement worked out by Habib as null 
and void. Do you have anything on that? 


A No, I don't. We do not. 


Q The Israeli Ambassador this morning on ABC and 
also on CBS said that they are there because of precautionary 
steps, and they want to bring law and order and stabiliza- 
tion, that they are the only stabilizing force in 
Lebanon -- the Israelis. 


On the other hand, Mr. Ghassan Tueni, the 
Ambassador of Lebanon to the United Nations, called this 
action as a violation of the Habib agreement, and he called 
on the United States to present itself strongly in Lebanon. 

I don't know if he was elaborating or aluding to the presence 
of U.S. forces maybe like the Marines who were there before. 





Do you share what Mr. Arens this morning said, that 
the United States and Israel share the same objectives in 
Lebanon even by this action of going into West Beirut now? 


A We share the objective of bringing stability 
to Beirut and we share the common goal of the withdrawal of 
all troops from Lebanon, but as I say, the scenario and the 
negotiations as to how that is to be achieved is obviously 
affected by the volatile situation on the ground today. 


Q Do you condemn this action of the Israelis 
going one-and-one-half miles inside West Beirut at the time 
that there is a lot of tension and a lot of -- 


A We are working to restore stability to Beirut 
and to enhance the authority of the central government and that 
until the assassination of President-Elect Gemayel, there had 
been some noteworthy progress along those lines. 


Q If I may go back to an earlier thing because 
of what you just said, my question before about a specific 
reply of an Israeli pullback from the overnight movements 
into West Beirut, you said, yes, there should be a pullback. 


A Yes, there should be a pullback, but we're not 
specifying under what circumstances and under what scenario. 
That's exactly what we're in the middle of negotiations and 


discussions about as we speak. 
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Q Have you asked them to pull back, John? 


A I think you can be sure that our views have 
been made clearly known to the Israelis. 


Q Has the United States seen anything which 
would contradict the Israeli description of this movement as 
". evautionary and limited?" 


: A No. We have noted their assurances along 
cknose lines, and of course, accept those assurances. 


Q Why did you in your language today talk about 
Draper having the full support of the President? It strikes 
me very odd. 


A It's a Presidential initiative. The President 
clearly feels very strongly about the restoration of peace in 
Lebanon and throughout the Middle East in general. 


Q You said that the United States had not been con- 


sulted or had acquiesced in the Israeli moves today. Do you 
think the U.S. should have been consulted? 


A I think that probably would have been helpful. 
Q Why? 


A I think it might have been helpful to have 
conferred on any troop movements in the Beirut area. 


Q Do you think the U.S. would have advised 
against it? 


A That's a hypothetical question. I can't 
answer that. 


Q Who are the prominent Lebanese personalities 
with whom the United States is talking? 


A I think, obviously, it would include the 
President, the Prime Minister, and others. 


Q You said “Lebanese officials," and then the 
statement says “other prominent Lebanese personalities." 


A I think Ambassador Draper would be probably 
conferring with a wide array of people, but I don't have 
names for you. 
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Q Can you tell us who is making the contacts? 
Has the President called anybody? Is the Secretary of State 
making the contacts? Who is doing the talking? 


A I think there obviously has been a lot of 
activity since yesterday afternoon, but I don't want to get 
into the question of the President's calls or the Secretary's 
calls or how that is going forward. 


Q John, you talk about volatile situation on 
the ground. Any consideration being given to the intro- 
duction of U.S. military forces into Beirut or Lebanon? 


A No. There are no plans in that direction. 


Q John, what about Mc. Habib's plans? He had 
intended to go to the inauguration. Has there been any 
discussion with him about-- 


A I'm sure he has been informed of developments 
on the ground. Just what his plans are, I don't know. As 
you know, he was to have gone to Lebanon for the installation 
of President-elect Gemayel on the 23rd. I think we'd have to 
wait and see now what the scenario that develops in Lebanon. 
Obviously, that would affect his plans. 


Q In answering a question here, you were asked 
directly about the response of the Israeli Ambassador saying that 
they are there to ascertain stability, and you said you share 


that objective. 
A Yes. 


Q Are we to understand that you agree that 
Israel is in West Beirut to make sure that stability is 


guaranteed? 


A No. You shouldn't link the two. I said that 
we shace their desire for stability in Beirut. Our position, 
however, 1S plain, that all foreign troops should withdraw. 
We don't find those two contradictory. 


Q May I also please follow up on one thing? You 
said that you would like them to withdraw from West Beirut, 
but will not specify the conditions. What happened to 
President Reagan's call 2 or 3 weeks ago on Israel not to go 
into West Beirut? He did not say under what conditions. He 
said that he called on the Israelis not to go into West 


Beirut. 





A The policy remains constant that we have a 
very volatile, fast-changing situation on “he ground today, 
and I think you have to give the President and Ambassador 
Draper a little room for maneuver in the discussions that are 


going forward. 


Q Do we have any idea of the identification of 
the group that carried out the assassination? 
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A No, we do not. 


Q Do you know if the Soviet Union condemned the 
assassination of President Gemayel? 


A I do not know. 


Q John, you had been linking the withdrawal 
and the scenario of the withdrawal of Israeli forces from the 
areas they have entered in the last 24 hours to the overall 
withdrawal of the Israeli and Syrian forces from Lebanon. Do 


I understand you correctly? 


A Yes. 


Q So you don't want them to go back to the posi- 
tions of the last 24 hours at this stage? 


A Our position has been constant that we want 
all foreign troops out of Lebanon just as fast as that can be 
achieved. As I say, you have a volatile situation. 

The tragic events of yesterday have produced, obviously, a 
new situation in Beirut, and that's what we're working on 


right now with -- 
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Q Linking the two would procrastinate the 
withdrawal of the first stage, because the second phase of 
the withdrawal of forces in Lebanon is, as you know, is going 
to take time -- you've been telling us it's going to take time -- 


A Yes. 


| Q -- and this new Israeli action should not be 
linked. 


A It should not be linked, but it is part of the 
overall scenario to get that exodus under way just as fast 
as possible, given the events on the ground. 


Q Do you have any comment on the remarks 
reported to have been made by former Secretary Haig at the 
United Jewish Appeal -- 
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A No. 


Q Well, let me ask you specifically: 
Essentially, he feels that the United States should have 
allowed Israel a freer hand in the Lebanese situation, and 
that not to have done so, in fact probably cost lives, cer- 
tainly time. Specifically on that point, do you have any 
comment? 


A No. We've seen the press reports of Mr. 
Haig's speech, but don't have any comment on it. 


Q Is he still in touch with the Secretary? Is 
the Secretary consulting from time to time? 


A I cannot be specific about that, Jim, but the 
Secretary, as a matter of principle, has kept in touch with 
all former Secretaries of State, and I would assume that he 


has with Secretary Haig, too. 


Q Does State welcome the extension cf the term of 
President Sarkis or are you urging a new Presidential election? 


A No, that's a matter for the Lebanese authori- 
ties. I'm sure they will -- 


Q Would you welcome it? 


A Beg pardon. 


Q In the case that they would extend it, would 
you welcome it? 


A I think that is a question on which we have to 
wait and see what the Lebanese authorities decide. 


Q John, I understand that the U.S. Ambassador to 
Beirut is now here holding consultations. 


A Yes. 


Q Can you tell us anything about these con- 
sultations and is he being sent back immediately -- 


A Yes. 


Q When is he leaving? 
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A He will leave this evening. He'll go back 
tonight. He saw the President this morning, and he will go 


back tonight. 





Q John, do you have any information on the role 
that Israeli forces played in Mr. Gemayel's security 
yesterday? 

A No. 


' ea & 


Q Do you think that that might be interesting in 
perhaps assessing Israel's motivation at this point? 





A I have no comment to make. 


Q John, you talk about assurances of Israel, 
that you have seen assurances and some U.S. officials -- I 
believe State Department officials -- that we would like to 
believe the assurances of Israel at this time. 


I believe Israel has pulled a lot of surprises from the 
beginning of this war, and it went beyond the dimensions and 
the first objectives of this war. Do you believe that they 
are really there in West Beirut just to make some peace, or 
you have some apprehension about their intentions to stay 
there and possibly partition Lebanon as a result of their 


staying there? 


A We are aware of the assurances, we 


accepted them at the time they were given, and do accept 
them, and are now working as hard as we can to restore 


stability to Beirut. 


Q You said that you thought that the question of 
a successor was a matter for internal Lebanese affairs. 
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A Yes. 


) Is the question of the process of choosing that 
successor “up for grabs" or is that established? 


A Well -- 


Q Will there be elections? Will there be 
something else? 


A I don't know. You're asking me for some 
expertise on the mechanics of the thing. I understand that 
there are various constitutional options, but which one the 
Lebanese authorities choose, of course, is their decision. 
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Q Do you have any assessment yet on the 
impact that the assassination yesterday might have on the 
general peace process that Ronald Reagan supports? 


A As 3 said, the President himself said he was 
shocked by it, and obviously, deplores the human tragedy, but 
he has been consistent about his determination to press for- 
ward on the overall Middle East peace initiative, and that is 
going to go forward with as much vigor as has previously been 
suggested. On Lebanon, as Ambassador Draper suggested, the 
events of yesterday complicate that mission, but there is no 
less enthusiasm, and no less energy, going to be deployed in 
that operation. 


Q With respect to the overall situation -- the 
West Bank, Gaza, and the President's peace plan -- would this 
be considered to be a setback? 


A No, I don't think so. I don't see why. 


Q John, you say there are no plans on U.S. 
troops going in. Does that remain an option or a possibility 
of some sort? 


A I don't want to mislead you. There is no con- 
sideration to that undec way. I know you always like to ask 
the question, “Is that culed out?” and one always gets into 
trouble when you talk about hypothetical situations. But I 
don't want to mislead you: there is no consideration what- 


soeverc to -- 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you include in that, John, a consideration 
of the multinational force going back? 


A To my knowledge, yes. 
Q There's no consideration -- 
A No consideration. 


Q Is the Secretary's travel plans in any way 
affected by the latest developments in the Middle East? 


A No. 
Q No plans to go? 


A No. 


Q Do you consider it proper if the Israelis 
remain in West Beirut all the time during the new elec- 
tions process, having themselves on both sides of Beirut? 


A As I say, we are working hard on that right 
now in the midst of a very volatile situation, and it seems 
to me that is projecting beyond what is reasonable. 


Q Did I hear you say a minute ago that the 
events of the last twenty-four hours in Beirut have not set 
back the President's Middle East peace initiative? 


A He certainly hopes that they have not, and he 
certainly intends to pursue that initiative with as much 
vigor as previously. 


Q That wasn't the question. The question was, 
is there a setback, will there be a setback? 


A He sees no reason why that should not 
proceed. 


Q The troop withdrawals and the fact that 
Draper's --~ 


A I think we've consistently said that while 
there obviously is a relationship between what happens in 
Lebanon and the overall Middle East initiative, that the one 
cannot wait for the other; that the overall goal is so grand 
and so large and so valuable on the Middle East initiative 
that you have to pursue that simultaneously with the goal of 
removing all foreign troops from Lebanon and restoring 
central authority there. One does not wait on the other. 
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Q How do you characterize the presence of 
Israeli troops in West Beirut? Is it a stablizing factor, or 
an invading force? 





A I think the situation, as I say, is so vola- 
tile today that it really is impossible to make a 
characterization. 

Q Have we been in contact with the Saudis on 


this development? 


c 
om 
¢ A I'm sure that in the normal course of things, 
diplomatic interchange is going on, but I'm not specifically 
aware -- 
Q Another related question. Can you announce 


any plans for the Arab League Delegation that's suppose to 
come here? 


A No. We have no date on that. 


Q Some Arab diplomat that I talked to since 
yesterday argues that the United States tends to somehow 
accept Israeli created facts, and one of them told me that 
Israel moved initially to clear twenty-five miles, then 
State Department decided the situation was such that 
creating new conditions -- going to Beirut and then sharing 
the objective of asking the PLO to withdraw and now you're 
saying the situation is volatile and in a way you're 
actually saying that it's possible to understand why the 
Israelis are in West Beirut. 
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How do you reply to these things -- that the 
Israelis created facts by force -- are being somehow justified 
and rationalized by the U.S. Government? 
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A I don't think we're saying that. I think we 
are suggesting that there has been gloom from time to time 
about various aspects of the situation in the Middle East. 
I'm sure there was gloom about the prospects of withdrawal 
of the PLO from Beirut. I think many people doubted that 
would happen. It did happen. It went fairly well. I think 
there was skepticism about the ability of the Lebanese 
authorities to restore order to West Beirut. I think that 
has been happening in the past several days. 


There have been some very good things developing in 
terms of President-elect Gemayel's overtures to others and 
the response from various other factions. I think there was 
perhaps more progress than many of us dared hoped for at 
certain periods when the outlook was bleak there; and what 
we're saying is that we see no reason why stability should 
not be restored to Beirut again. 
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Q There was a report -- I don't have the exact 


language -- a little while ago: Arafat charging that the 
U.S. and Israel were somehow behind the assassination. I 
don't have the exact language, but essentially that. Do you 


have any reaction? 


A We saw that report -- and if that statement was 


correct, that the United States and Israel somehow were 
involved in that, that is an outrageous statement which has no 


basis in fact. 


8) What if you separate the two charges? Is the 
charge that Israel was involved outrageous? 


A My description of the allegation or the 
charge, if it was in fact made, would remain the same for 


hoth parties. 


0 If the army, as you're saying, in Lebanon had 
been able to maintain order and stability in West Beirut, what 
reason -- what logic would the Israelis be left with to move 


into West Beirut? 


A I can't answer for the Israeli actions. I 
guess you'll have to ask the Israelis what their rationale 
is. 

Q But you are the architect of the movement of 
the army into West Beirut and the architect of those efforts 
to get the Israelis out -- 


A No. I would say the United States is using 
its very good offices to assist the Lebanese Central 
Government to restore order and restore stability. That is 


our function. 


Q What can the U.S. do? If you break down what 
you just said into specifics, how can the U.S. influence a 
return of stability in Beirut? 


A I would think that you probably would have to 
look at the record of what Mr. Habib did, with Mr. Draper's 
assistance, and it has been a fairly good record. 


QO Throughout negotiations leading to the evac- 
uation of the PLO from Beirut and long before they were 
concluded, the U.S. made clear that it would be willing to 
at least consider and probably support a request by the 
Lebanese Central Authorities for the invclvement of U.S. 


troops in such an operation. 


Would we be willing to entertaii such a request at 
this time? 








gn 


_ Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


15 


A As I say, there are certainly no plans, no 
consideration there whatsoever. 


Q You are saying from this podium some state- 
ments which create a lot of concern to me. Lately, you said 
something about -- a few weeks ago about the training of the 
Lebanese army, the Lebanese Armed Forces, and you said, you 
know, if they want the Israelis to train the Lebanese army 
that you have no objection -- 


A No. I think I said that's a matter for the 
Israelis. 


re) That point, that it's a matter for the 
Israelis, because you are immediately creating a fait 
accompli that they are there to have something to do with. 


A No, I wasn't doing that at all. I was saying 
that when you have a strong central Lebanese Government 
restored, if they want to enter into negotiations with 
any other state about any such matters, that's their 


prerogative. 


Q Now I hear the explanation. But when my 
colleague said something about that you are in contact with 
the Israelis in Beirut and in Jerusalem and wherever they 
are, especially in Beirut, you are creating some situation, 
because we are talking in the language of diplomacy which creates 
a lot of confusion to a lot of people about this. 


A No. It‘s not creating a situation. We are 
facing certain facts. There are Israeli representatives in Beirut. 


Q One of our people in Beirut told us that 
during the meeting between Gemayel and Begin, Begin said 
"look, we want you to get this peace treaty on the agenda, 
have it signed. If not (inaudible)." This is obviously 
something that no one could prove because none of us could 
be privy to that meeting. Would you care to comment on that 
kind of allegation or do you think it's too far out of the 
ballpark? 


A You're talking about a meeting that is 
alleged to have taken place, and there have been suggestions 
that it did and it didn't. If it did, we were not there, and 
obviously would have no knowledge of the discussions. 


I think the Secretary has made it plain, though, 
what the United States position is, and that is that 
obviously we would favor a peace treaty between Israel and 
Lebanon when negotiated by a stable government, a stable 
Lebanese Government with the authority of its population, 
given a return to normal in that country. If a government with 
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strong support negotiated a peace treaty of substance under 
the right conditions, obviously we would support it, but 

it would have to be a real peace treaty freely agreed to by 
both sides. 


Q On another subject. Are the discussions 
still going on within the Administration about these 
electrical shock batons? 


A Yes. 
Q At what level and with whom? 
A I think I said yesterday that they're still 


gOing on within the Administration. 


Q Has it reached the White House? In other 
words, is it now reaching a point of decision? 


A No. I think I'll just stand on the language 
I used yesterday. 


Q Just as a matter of bureaucratic routine, 
when discussions like that go on, on a decision which has 
been made, is that not another way of saying that the deci- 
sion, in fact, has been reversed? 


A No, it isn't. You should not read that into 
it. You should read that it is a matter of continuing discussion. 
Q Where is Phil Habib now? 
A I think he's in California, tc my knowledge. 
Q If I could go back to another question which 


you probably covered before. Just make it clear to me. Are 
you calling on the Israeli forces from West Beirut that 
entered West Beirut since the assassination of the 
President-elect to withdraw from West Beirut uncon- 
ditionally, or are you saying there are conditions now which 
should be worked out before the withdrawal? 


A ~- No. Our position is unchanged. We want all 
foreign troops out of Beirut, out of Lebanon as speedily as 
that can be achieved. Obviously, we are in negotiations, 
discussions, and in a situation on the ground which con- 
tinues to be confused and fast-moving to achieve those 
objectives. But I cannot tell you, as I have not been able 
to over the weeks, how the scenario in Beirut would 
proceed. 


Q I don't understand that answer now. You've 
answered it differently before. This is a specific question 
on withdrawal of Israeli forces. You're not answering that 
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question, John. 


A We are for the withdrawal but I cannot tell 
you under what circumstances -- 

Q Before the withdrawal of the Israeli forces 

that went in last night from Beirut now? 

A Of course. That is part of our overall 
policy. 

Q With or without any pre-conditions? 

A Well -- 

Q Are you for them getting out right now, this 
minute? 

A I think we have to look at the situation on 


the ground. The assassination yesterday clearly produced a 
new situation. We are for the restoration of order in 
Beirut. We are for the withdrawal of all foreign troops 
from Beirut from Lebanon. The two are not contradictory. 


Q Are you for the restoration of order in 
Beirut by Israeli troops? 


A That is exactly what we are in the middle of 
negotiations about. 


Q So then the answer is, yes, there may be con- 
ditions, you are not calling for an unconditional 
withdrawal? 


A I'm not saying there are conditions. I'm 
saying that this is a subject of negotiations at this very 
moment. 


Q The subject of negotiations is the 
withdrawal of those troops from Beirut? 

A The withdrawal of the troops and the restora- 
tion of order in Beirut. 

Q Are there negotiations with the Israelis on 
this? 

A With all parties. 

0 Bernie asked you a minute ago, if I got it 


correctly, he asked, are you for the withdrawl of Israeli 
troops now from Beirut to which you replied, yes. That 
seems like a pretty unequivocal statement. 
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Are you now modifying that statement? 


A It seems to me that you have to look at that 
within the same framework as our overall objective, of the 
withdrawal of foreign troops from Lebanon. We have not been 
able to spell out for you the timeframe. We have said we 
want that done as speedily as possible. 


Clearly, we want Israeli troops withdrawn from 
Beirut and from Lebanon as speedily as possible, but you 
have a fast-changing situation and I can't tell you under 
what circumstances that is going to be undertaken. 


@) You're not issuing a call from that podium 
right now, today, for the withdrawal of Sagpess troops from 
West Beirut as quickly? 


A Mo, I'm not issuing a call. What I'm saying 
is that Ambassador Draper is the man on the spot with the 
full authority and the assignment from the President to 


undertake this mission. 


Q You're saying it's fine if the Israelis stay 
there until you work out this deal for withdrawal? 


A No, I'm not saying that. What Ambassador 
Draper is negotiating is the withdrawal of troops and the 
return to stability in Beirut just as speedily as that can 
be arranged. 


Q Can I just follow up on that question that 
Bernie raised? I'm going to ask the same question that 
Bernie raised, again. 


Are you for the withdrawal of Israeli troops from 
West Beirut now? 


A Yes. That obviously is the United States’ 
policy. 


Q The Israeli, question is, the U.S. policy has been 


since June 4th for Syrian and PLO to withdraw. Israel, 
since yesterday, created new facts which was not 
included in the U.S. general policy. It is new fact now. 


How does the United States treat this new reality 
now? Does it call on Israel to withdraw and then to con- 
tinue, or is it now all lump-sum under the general U.S. 
policy of all foreign troops out of Lebanon? 


A It is part of the same policy, but, as I say, 
you have a new and volatile situation in Beirut and I cannot 
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tell you what is going to happen from hour to hour there. 


Q You didn't answer my question earlier 
if this was, as Ghassan Tueni said at the United Nations, if 
this action by Israel was a violation of the Habib mission 
or not, of the Habib agreement or not. Was this action done 
by Israel a violation of the Habib agreement? 


A I did mention it before, but perhaps not in 
the way that totally satisfied you. I said it seems to me 
not really productive at this stage to plow that ground 
again. 


gn 


As I said, the assassination of President-elect 
Gemayel yesterday produced a new situation. Clearly, it was 
not in line with the agreement. You have a change in the 
situation on the ground and you have to look at that 
situation as it exists today. 


Q This is really an amazing logic. (Laughter) 
What I'm trying to also -- like my colleague said to you 
about the Arab diplomats and the Arab position and the Arab 
acceptance of the credibility of the United States and the 
credibility oi this government about accepting this type of 
rationale. 


When the war started, there was an objective for 
the war by the Israelis -- peace in Galilee and other things 
and the United States started withdrawing back and taking 
the Israeli position and you are exactly taking the Israeli 
position now by not condemning, by not asking them to get 
Out; by not asking them that this is in violation of the 
Habib agreement. This is really something which is 
stunning that you are not making it. 
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c A You might find it stunning, but I guess I don't 
feel there has been too much of a problem about the credibil- 
ity of the United States Government in Lebanon. I think that 
the United States effort has been a rather worthy one 

there, and has produced good results in the face of con- 
siderable adversity. 


Q I'm going to try to press the same point 
a little bit further. Habib has been praised up and down 
this city by the President, the Secretary of State, and was 
given the Medal of Freedom for the agreement he worked out. 
Now, you seem to be saying it's not particularly productive 
to inquire into whether that agreement is being held to it all. 


Are you saying that he really shouldn't have gotten the 
Medal of Freedom or its not worth all that much? 


A Not at all. I think that his achievement was 
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rather plain, but I think you have some new developments on 
the ground which clearly have taken place since Mr. Habib 
concluded his mission. 


Q Last week the Secretary was asked, on the 


Hill, what about the Draper mission, and he said, what 
Beirut needs now is a little breathing room, implying a 


pulling back of forces from the area. 
A “That's right. 


e) Secondly, the extension of the Lebanese 


Central Government's authority into West Beirut. How 
has the assassination of Bashir Gemayel affected the ability 
of the Lebanese Central Government to extend its authority 


into West Beirut? 


A I think we're going to have to see 
what happens. As I say, one of the great tragedies was that 
prior to his assassination there had been some movement, I 
think, which indicated that the government was really 
asserting its authority and asserting control over Beirut 


rather well. 


The assassination took place yesterday. We have 
troop movements on the ground today. We have a confused 
Situation. I think it's very hard to make a reading. 


Q Did the assassination of Bashir nullify the abi- 
lity of the Lebanese Government to extend its authority in 


Beirut? 


A We'll have to see what happens. 
Q Did it jeopardize it? 
A We have to wait and see. 


Q The question that we all have is, are the 
Israelis performing a useful service of holding the rein 
while we find out across the green line what's going to 


happen? - 


A I don't think we can answer that question 
from hour to hour as the events unfold. 


Q Let me put it to you this way. Would it be 
acceptable to you if the Israelis pulled out of West Beirut 
X miles now and out of the rest of Lebanon later on? 


A We're not going to set the scenario. As I 
say, Our position is being constant. We are attempting to 
negotiate a total withdrawal as speedily as possible. That 
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is what the Draper mission is all about. 


He conferred with Israeli officials this morning; 
saw both the Foreign Minister and the Prime Minister. He is 
conferring with Lebanese officials later today, and this is 
exactly what his mission involves. 


Q If I could ask a final question on this. 
Would you rather have not seen the Israeli troops move into 


‘West Beirut? (Laughter) 


A I think you're really asking me to offer an 
opinion about all kinds of events that have taken place in 
the past twenty-four hours which we certainly would prefer 
not to have seen. We have seen an assassination; we've seen 
a reaction. Clearly, we would prefer not to have seen those 


events. 


¢) You referred several times to the confused 
situation on the ground. Has the U.S. seen any new or unu- 
sual Syrian troop movements in Lebanon? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 
Q Why is the situation confused? 
A I think there obviously are troop movements 


in Beirut. There are reports that we see on the wire services 
of some firing. Some of the wire services have suggested 
there are plumes of smoke. Until we understand what is 


going on on the ground -- 


Q There is a reason also. I wanted to ask 
about the Gemayel meeting even though it was speculative. 
I'm going to say something that is not something we can 
prove as such. This is the problem, but it's imperative 
that I ask the question because it's something in the way of 
information. And that is that, the word “on the ground” from 
several of our people, especially one, is that the Israelis 
may be, to a lot of Arab minds in Beirut, the culprits 
behind this bombing, because of course there was a great 
deal of government development, a good deal of taking posi- 
tions, a calmative situation occurring. And what we have 
now is a situation that puts Israel into another kind of 
lucrative situation as far as taking land; and, of course, 
it puts us in an embarrassing situation. 


I can't really ask you to comment, per se, on this 
but I raise the point because I think that's the reason 
behind a lot of Middle Eastern questions about: What's the 
U.S. going to do now because -- the only people that had 
access to Gemayel's building were the Phalangists and the 
Israelis. And to put that kind of dynamite in that building 
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had to have someone who had access easily. This is why 
you've got so many questions -- this is why many of us are 
trying to find out exactly how we're going to react here. 


A There may be questions, but the language I 
used before is the same. We consider such a suggestion to 
be outrageous. 


Q On President Marcos' visit, what does the 
U.S. hope to attain from that meeting? 


4 I think President Marcos is a key leader in 
Southeast Asia, and he's going to have a broad exchange of 
views with President Reagan and the Secretary on issues that 
affect both countries. 


¢) There are some press reports this morning 
that the U.S. is going to suggest that he move toward 
democratizing the government, away from the authoritarianism. 


A I have nothing on that. 

Q Do you have anything on the report -- the 
dual use equipment for South Africa that's being considered? 

A No, I don't have anything on that. Sorry. 

Q Do you have anything -- on the same area -- 


on the statement by South Africa that it needs something in 
writing on a Cuban withdrawal from Angola, before Namibia is 


concluded? 


A I do have something on that. The United 
States position on that has been stated on a number of 
occasions. Most recently on September 13, when we said the 
matter of Cuban troops in Angola was a parallel but not a 
directly linked issve, and that there must be parallel 
progress on these separate issues. 


I think you're probably referring to a suggestion 
by Prime Minister Botha that the South African Government 
needed -- that any “informal understanding” would not suffice. 


All I can say on that is that we are continuing 
active discussion on this and that those discussions are 
proceeding obviously, we think, with a fair measure of 
success and substance. 
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Q You're loosing me a little bit here when you 
say that they're not directly linked and then you imme- 
diately say afterwards that there must be parallel progress. 


A I think that one obviously has a bearing on 
the other, but in the same sense that Lebanon and the 
overall Middle Eastern situation are not directly linked. 


‘Nonetheless, they proceed. 


Q You left the words “must" in there. "Must" is 
an imperative. 


A There obviously is an association between 
those two goals. 


Q Can I follow that same. Then are you disagreeing 
with Botha's suggestion; do you interpret Botha's suggestion 
as implying linkage to which you disagree? 


A No. I don't think there's disagreement on 
that. 


Q There's no disagreement between the South 
African and U.S. positions on that? 


A We don't think so, no. Not as the discussion 
goes forward. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:00 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #157 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 1982, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. The first relates to MIA‘s in Laos. We have 
received confirmation that a delegation from the National 
League of Families has visited the crash site of a U.S. 
aircraft lost in Laos during the war in Indochina. At the 
crash site, the delegation discovered skeletal fragments and 
serial numbers of component parts alleged te - from the 
downed aircraft. The identification of chese items has not 
been confirmed yet. 


We were gratified to learn that thr: Lao Government 
has been cooperative with the National Leagre of Families 
and their attempts to further the accountir.g process for our 
missing men. 


Since this issue is one of highest national 
priority, we hope these events are an indication of future 
joint cooperation between our two governments in resolving 
the status of Americans still unaccounted for in Laos. 
These events illustrate the need for government-to- 
government cooperation. 


Further details on this subject will be made 
available as they become known. 


I have a statement on the situation in West 
Beirut. It appears from press reports and eyewitness 
accounts that the Israelis have now moved into strategic 
positions throughout West Beirut and control much of that 
sector of the city. This is contrary to assurances given to 
us by the Israelis, both in Washington and in Israel. 


We fully suppo*t the Lebanese Government's call 
for the withdrawal of Israeli forces which are in clear 
violation of the ceasefire understanding to which Israel is 
party. There is no justification in our view for Israel's 
continued military presence in West Beirut, and we call for 
an immediate pullback. 


Q Can we get that, please? 

A Sure can. 

Q You told that to the Israeli Government 
through diplomatic channels as well? 
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A Yes. Ambassador Arens was requested to come 
to the Department this morning. He has just finished a 
meeting with Under Secretary Eagelburger. That meeting was 
at the specific request of Secretary Shultz. The Secretary 
himself has a full schedule today with the President and 
President Marcos so was unable to conduct that meeting 
himself; he directed Mr. Eagelburger to have that 
meeting, and it's just finished. 


Q What's the reaction from the Israelis? 
A The meeting has just finished. 
Q Could you be a little more explicit about 


the assurances you received in Israel and in Washington? 
When -- 


a The assurances we got yesterday was that 
this was a limited and precautionary exercise. This is what 
we discussed yesterday as we talked about the volatility of 
the situation on the ground, and I think I said yesterday 
that we had received those assurances, obviously. 


Q What recourse do you have? 

fs I'm just not going to get into the kind of 
comment about response the United States may have. 

0 There's something I don't understand. This 
is only a day after they moved in? 

A That's right. 

Q You're using much tougher language today 
than you did yesterday? 

h That's right. The situation has changed. 

Q How is it changed? 

A Because, when we discussed this yesterday, 


as I say, we had received those assurances that these 
measures were precautionary and limited, and we were 
reviewing that assurance both in terms of the extent of 
movement on the ground and the duration of the activity, and 
what we have seen since does not seem to jive -- 


Q Was there any indication, when you received 
those assurances of the limitation in time, that this would 
be twenty-four/forty-eight hours that lead you today to -- 


A No. I think that was what we were trying to 
Clarify during the course of yesterday. 
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Q Can you be more explicit on the -- clear, or 
whatever word -- on the violation of the agreement? 
Because, yesterday, you said you didn't want to get into a 
legal parsing of this. 


A Yes, that's right. I think yesterday we 
were making the point that we weren't quite sure what was 
happening on the ground; that the situation was confused; 
that we had received certain assurances, and we wanted to 
see how the situation developed. 


Q Can you go into what the agreement was, 
because that's nct clear -- in other words, it's never 
really been spelled out. Arafat yesterday -- remember, we 
asked you -- Arafat said that Israel had violated the Habib 
agreement, and you wouldn't necessarily endorse that. Now 
you seem to be doing so. 


om As I say, what we were looking at yesterday 


was what was happening on the ground. And before you could make a 


determination as to a violation, you had to be clear, I 
think, as to what that activity was. Where the movement 
was, was it forward, was it withdrawal, what was happening. 


Q What was the violation? 

A The violation is their presence in West 
Beirut. 

e) What is there in the agreement? What have 


they vio) ated? 


Ah We consider they violated an understanding 
not to be in West Beirut. 


Q Specifically, that's a violation of Article 
II, the ceasefire in place will be scrupulously observed by 
all in Lebanon? 


a I think we'll stand on the language we've 
got here. 


Q Two different things you're talking about: 
Clear violation of the assurances given by the Israelis, 
presumably, that within the last forty-eight hours. Are you 
also saying that it is a clear violation of the August 20th 


agreement? 
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A Yes. 


Q Yesterday, when you were asked that 
guestion, you said the situation has changed because of the 
killing cf Gemayel and there were new facts and therefore 
the Israe'is had to do what they had to do. 


R I'm not quite sure we said that, but I think 
what we said was that it was a confused and a developing 
situation on the ground and we had to wait and see until we 
could make this kind of determination. 


Q Are you now explicity rejecting the Israeli 
rationale for their move which was to go in and preserve 
order in West Beirut after the assassination? 


A We're saying we see no need for them to be 
there, and we're calling upon them to withdraw. 


Q Is that a double violation of the 
assurances that were extended to you as well as of the 
agreement that Habib worked out? 


A I suppose it's logical to assume that it is; 
yes. 


Q Yesterday afternoon there was a meeting be- 
tween Secretary Shultz and Ambassador Arens. Do you suggest 
that yesterday, during this meeting, there wasn't this evi- 
dence which you are now pointing to? 


A I don't think I want to get into what evi- 
dence was availatle at what point. But there was a meeting 
between Secretary Shultz and Ambassador Arens yesterday 
afternoon, and the U.S. position at that time was made 
clear. There was another meeting this morning, and again the 
U.S. position was made clear. 


Q This leads us, again, to what next, apart 
from Israeli-American relations, but where we stand 
regarding what happens on September 23 and so forth; do you 
have a restructuring of that language? 


A No. I think that there have been signs from 
the Lebanese central authorities that despite this assassina- 
tion they are continuing to more in the direction of that 
political stability that we have wanted and they have 
sought. And, indeed, on the ground, prior to the Israeli 
activity that the Lebanese Armed Forces have been quietly, 


gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


5 


steadily reasserting their control of West Beirut. 


The fact that various factions were represented at 
the funeral of Present-elect Gemayel yesterday would tend to 
underline the fact that the Lebanese are looking towards 
that reunification and the strengthening of the Central 
Government we have sought. 


Q Have the Israelis given you any indication 
of when they will withdraw? 

A No. We have simply made our position clear 
to them. 

Q This is the third or fourth time that you 


sought assurances from the Israelis since Operation Peace 
for Galilee began, and this is the third or fourth time that 
you've had to come out and say, well, they've completely 


disregarded us. 


Do you have anything you can offer us by way of 
any assurance that you're going to do any better this time 
Or are you prepared to do anything if they don't? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of 
what action might or might not take place. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe that the 
Israelis are going to pay any more attention to you this time 
than they have in the past? 


A I think we've made our views known very 
firmly, and we'll have to wait and see. 


Q Because Of this sort of confrontation, former 


Secretary Kissinger yesterday, last night, suggested that 
there be an immediate high-level meeting between the 
Israelis and the Americans. Any consideration being given 


to that situation? 


7 No, I don't think so. It seems to me that 
the channels that are available and are being used at the 
moment are adequate. 


0 Has Reagan been in touch with Begin directly 
on this? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Can I clarify one thing? You said that the 


agreement that had been violated was the August 20 
agreement. Is there anything on paper there; is that a 
written agreement or was it merely a verbal understanding? 
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A I would have to do a little more research on 
that. 

QO You don't know the answer to that. Can we 
get an answer to that, do you think, today? 

A Sure. 

Q Was the Israeli presence yesterday also a 
violation? 

A A violation of what? 

Q Of the -- well, you couldn't say of assuran- 


ces because you were accepting them yesterday. But were 
they a violation of the Habib agreement, as you say they are today? 


A Yesterday was a confused situation. We got 
those early reports of movement. Somebody said to me, is 
the movement possibly a withdrawal as well. I said, we 
don't know. 


Q A violation is a violation. 


A I think you're going to have to stand on our 
determination as of today. 


Q We didn't know about the Shultz meeting with 
Arens yesterday. Did the Secretary at that meeting essen- 
tially say what you're saying now, that Israel should pull 
out of West Beirut? 


A I think the Secretary would have made plain 
the United States viewpoint given the developing situation 
at the time he saw Ambassador Arens. 


Q Was that the situation you're reporting now? 

A I think there have been continuing 
developments. 

8) It's important because if the Israelis moved 


further today after being told or urged by the Secretary 
personally yesterday not to, that adds an additional dimen- 


sion to the whole story. 


A I'll leave it that he made very plain our 
position yesterday and again today. 


Q What is your position that you're making 
today? Did he yesterday express to the Ambassador of Israel 
the position you are now making plain to us? 


gn 
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A I don't want to get into the detail of what 
took place in the meetings, understandably, but he made it 
very clear the United States position. 


Q What is your concern, John, about dangers of 
this situation; the Israeli troops remaining in West Beirut? 

A We obviously think it is not helpful and not 
constructive. 

Q Why? You're using pretty strong language. 


You're calling on them to withdraw immediately. 


A As I say, there had been some indication of 
the ability of the Lebanese authorities to restore stability 
to West Beirut, and now we have a situation continuing today 
where there is firing and there are clashes. Obviously, 
that is not helpful. 


Q So is it fair to say that their presence may 
be rekindling a civil war there? 


A I don't think we want to say that. We 
simply want to say that their presence is not helpful and 
we're calling for their immediate withdrawal. 


Q Their presence is an impediment to their 
political processes in trying to select a new president and 
so on? Will it make it more difficult? 


A I think we will simply stand on the language 
we have offered you. 


@) Should we understand from this statement that the 


United States delegation will join the majority in the 
Security Council which will have a meeting today? 


A We'll have to wait and see what the develop- 
ments are at the U.N. 

Q You know definitely there will be a 
meeting? 

A i don't know factually what the situation is 


at the U.N. today. 


Q Was the U.S. position yesterday, at the time 
of Secretary Shultz's meeting with Ambassador Arens, the 
position that was announced here at noontime, that things 
were confused,or was the positon during the meeting yester- 
day of the United States Government the position that things 
are no longer confused and that the U.S. had a view on 
Israel's presence in Lebanon, in Beirut? 


gn 
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A I don't want to get into the details of those 
exchanges, but I think clearly you had a developing 
situation through yesterday and, obviously, into today where 
the extent of the Israeli movement into West Beirut was 
becoming increasingly clear and obviously it became clear 
that these were no longer precautionary and limited moves. 


Q At what point did we first tell them what you 
have said to us here? 


A I don't want to get into the detail of what 
was said to the Israelis at what point. 


Q You said that yesterday, so that would 
suggest that the developing situation was through all of 
yesterday and that the situation had ceased to develop, or 
that it had at least ceased to the point that the U.S. had 
established today's position after yesterday. 


A I think the movement has been continuing 
Since I talked to you yesterday until today. 


8) Have you had any indication directly from 
the Israeli Government that they plan to stay where they 
have placed themselves? 


A No. 

Q So you're deducting from -- 

A No. I'm not representing the Israeli 
Government. I'm not offering their point of view. 

Q What have you heard from the Israelis on 
this? This is his question. 

A We are telling the Israelis -- 

Q You're telling the Israelis? 

A We have obviously expressed to the Israelis 


our position and our point of view. 


Q Since you told them since, as of five minu- 
tes ago, the wire services have been carrying the news that 


the Israeli invading forces had been moving in the heart of West 


Beirut, into the Basta area. 


A I haven't seen those reports. 


Q They're not listening to you, obviously. 


We'll have to wait and see. 


A 


--MORE-- 
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Q John, up to this point, until Mr. Arens had met 
with Mr. Eagleburger this morning, just exactly what time was 
that? 


A I think Mr. Arens came in about 11:30. 


Q 11:30. So a half-hour later, you come out here 
with this announcement, before you get a response from Israel. 
You're making a public scandal out of Israel's position 
(Laughter) Just a minute. -- out of Israel's position in 
Beirut. You're not making clear what Shultz told Arens 
yesterday, there has been a change. So what you're doing is 
smearing Israel here, making threats (laughter) for the 
simple reason that it suits American policy, that is to say 
Shultz policy at this point, to threaten Israel in some 
fashion that if they don't withdraw, implicitly there is going to 


be trouble. 


oreign 


A It certainly wasn't my intention to come out 
and make threats or smear anybody. 


Q Well, no, but you did make it though, didn't 
you, in the fact that you told them they had to withdraw. 


Was there any limit put on by the Israelis as to 
where they will go? Did you have any understanding of that, 
in the first place? 


ay I'm simply going to reiterate my statement, 
tell you what we have said to the Israelis. 
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Q John, do we have any indication the Israelis 
will withdraw from Beirut in the near future? 


+ ul 


A I think we're going to have to let the 
diplomatic exchange work its way. 


Q Did we have assurances to that effect 
yesterday? Are those some of the assurances? 


A I'm not going to get into the details of those. 


Q What word does the United States use to 
describe the Israeli movements into West Beirut? 


A It's obviously not helpful. 


Q Is 4° 1 invasion? Is it movements? 


A It's a movement that we consider not to be in 
conformity with understandings and agreements that we have had 
with -- 





eign 
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Q But it's not an invasion? 


A I don't want to characterize it as an invasion. 
It's obviously a -- 


Q One thing that I think is a little inconsistent 
here is you are using fairly tough language to call on the 
Israelis to withdraw. Then you're asked why they should withdraw. 
You answer, “Well, there presence there is not very helpful." 
Why? Because the fighting is going to become worse? 


A Obviously, there is fighting today, and that is 
not helpful, and it makes it very difficult for the Lebanese 
Government to restore its authority in terms of security over 
West S%eirut, a process which had seemed to be moving forward 
with some degree of success. I think it makes it more 
complicated to continue the political processes. 


Q It is the fear that the fighting will become 
worse, will spread? 


A One doesn't know, but there are continuing 
reports of fighting today. 


Q John, can you tell us whether Ambassador Draper 
is now concentrating his efforts on securing a withdrawal in 
Beirut? And also one other question, if I might: Without 
reference to the exchanges between Israel and the United 
States, can you tell us at what time the United States reached 
the conclusion which you enunciated today? 


A No, I can't do that because it's been a fast- 
moving and fluid situation. Ambassador Draper is, of course, 
devoting great energy to this problem. He met earlier today 
with President Sarkis and Foreign Minister Boutros in Lebanon. 
They conveyed to him the urgency of achieving a pullback by 
the Israelis from West Beirut and underscored their view that 
the Israeli action constitutes a clear violation of the cease- 
fire understanding. Now, Mr. Draper is in Israel and will be 
meeting with various Israeli officials. 


Q John, you are mentioning the agreement which 
was reached by Ambassador Habib. Two hours ago, Prime 
Minister Begin said in Israel that there was a violation by 
the fact that some PLO people were found in West Beirut in 
violation of the agreement. Do you know something to this 
effect? And what is your reaction to this? 


A No, I don't know anything about that and don't 
have any comment on Mr. Begin's statement. 
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Q The Administration doesn't know of PLO people 
still in West Beirut? 


A Just have no knowledge of the situation of 
which he is speaking. 


Q Like this -- every Palestinian is a PLO, and 
Mr. Begin can say he found a PLO on the West Bank. 


A I have no comment. 


Q John, can you take that? That's a very impor- 
tant question. Would you mind taking that or could you get us 
anything on that? 


A Let me give it a little examination. 


Q John, this goes back: Yesterday, we were 
trying to make a case about the credibility and the United 
States’ agreeing or accepting the assurances of Israel. Even 
this day, the White House said, "We want to believe the 
assurances of Israel,” and your answer yesterday -- 


A Yes. 


Q Your answer yesterday and all of our imploring 
for you to come out and ask them to get out of there, to stop 
it, withdraw, and all of these things and condemn or not - 


A There was no hesitation about our asking them to 
come out. What I was talking about was the situation on the 
ground and the scenerio under which that would be undertaken. 


Q That's the case which, here where the Arab 
world will not believe in the credibility of the assurances 
that you are getting from the Israelis, and now you have the 
proof that you were being misled yesterday by accepting the 
Israeli point of view, and you came out with a very weak 
answer, Or weak request, Or whatever it is, or even appeal to 
the Iscaelis. As a result of your weak answer, they came and 
they busted into West Beirut, and they are ready to take over 
up to Tripoli and occupy the whole country as a result of your 
lack of activity yesterday. 


A We didn't think it was a weak activity, a weak 
answer. 


Q I suggest that we have a filing break. 
A Filing break. 


Q Eagleburger told Arens the statement essen- 
tially that you had given us. 
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A Yes. 


Q One presumes on the basis of your answer to 
Bernie's question that Shultz pretty much said the same thing 
yesterday. Late in the afternoon I saw him come out, say 
about 5 o'clock, 5:30. The question, then, is why did you not 
go public yesterday with essentially the same message? Is it 
because you have received no satisfaction from the Israelis or 


what? 


7 I think you had a developing situation on the 
ground, Bernie, where the extent of the Israeli movement has 
become increasingly clear. 


Q Were you encouraged by the funeral -- you men- 
tioned the fact that there were various factors (sic) in the 
Lebanese situation who attended that funeral, and you've said 
before that you wanted to see Lebanese establish security 


there. 


If there had not been those various factors gathered 
at that funeral, would it encourage you to think that, well, 
perhaps Israel was acting in the best interests of security in 


those circumstances? 


A No. I didn't want to draw any sweeping conclu- 
sions. What we were simply suggesting was that clearly, it is 
not a question of there having been no constructive movement 
on either the security front or the political front in Lebanon 
in recent days. That has been going forward, and has indeed 
seemed to be continuing even after the terrible assassination 
of President-elect Gemayel. Those seemed to us to be heartening 


developments. 


Q John, have you heard from any Arab Governments 
since yesterday about the situation in Beirut? 


h I'm sure there has been continuing diplomatic 
interchange with a number of governments. 


Q Let me get back to this timing again. Arens 
left here at what time? 


iy This morning? 


Q Yes. 


A I assume about <-- I don't know -- about 12:10, 
something like that. 


gn 
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Q 12:10. He didn't have time to get back to the 
Israeli Embassy before you came out here and made this announce- 
ment, isn't that right? 


A We are stating our position. 
Q I understand that. But let me ask you whether 


or not this isn't a fact? You made this announcement before 
he had a chance to return to the Embassy. Is that diplomatic 


decency? 
Well, we took the action we thought was proper. 


Let me ask you whether it is or not. 


Obviously, we -- 


on Fr OO FY 


Is this the Shultz method of dealing with an 
ally? 


A We think that this is the proper way to make 
clear our -- 


Q This is the proper way, to make a public announ- 
cement before the government affected is being told about it? 


fy I'm not going to listen to a harangue. I'll 
take questions. 


Q John, could I ask whether the United States has 
made any change in the position it announced yesterday with 
regacd to consideration of reintroducing the Multinational 


Force or any part of it? 


A No, no change. 


Q No chanye. There is still no consideration 
whatsoever? 

A No. 

Q Has the U.S. received a request from Italy or 


France for such reconsideration? 
A Not to my knowledge. 


Q John, do you have any rceaction to the Egyptian 
statement by Kamal Hassan Ali that -- 


A Yes. 
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Q -- on the lack of enthusiasm for the Reagan 
plan? 


Mh Yes. We understand the concerns expressed by 
Foreign Minister Ali about the effect of the current situation 
in Lebanon on the Middle East peace process. Our own view, as 
I've said to you earlier today, is that the Israeli move into 
West Beirut is not helpful to the peace process. 
Nevertheless, we continue to believe it is important to 
pursue resolutions to both the Lebanon crisis and the 
Palestinian problem as urgently as possible, and not to wait 
for the resolution of one issue before dealing with the other. 
As a practical matter, however, we do not foresee an imminent 
resumption of the autonomy talks, since further discussion and 
review of the President's peace initiative with the relevant 
parties in the region is needed. 


Q Can we have that also? 


A Surely. 


Q What was the last part of that, that because 
what? 


iy As a practical matter, we don't foresee an 
imminent resumption of the autonomy talks because further 
discussion and review of the President's peace initiative with 
the relevant parties in the region is needed. In other words, 
it's a continuation of the process that's -- 


Q But that is not some kind of a hint that 
Secretary Shultz is going to go out there and discuss these -- 


A No. What we're saying is that the process that 
has been going on for the past week or so is continuing. 


Q Can you provide some of the dimensions that 
would contrast the Israeli presence yesterday, when you had 
the briefing yesterday, and the way you see the Israeli pre- 
sence today, that is to say in the penetration of West 
Beirut or the commitment of additional troops into West 


Beirut? 


rs I think the initial suggestion from the Israeli 
Government was that possibly this was a limited movement of 
troops to take care of certain check points throughout the 
city. I think it must be now clear today that Israeli troops 
ace widespread throughout the city of West Beirut. 
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Q That was provided to this government by the 
Israeli Government or that was your understanding of it? 


A No. I think we said eyewitness and press 
reports had indicated this expansion of that role to -- 


Q Is that position based on press reports? 
A No. Eyewitness and press reports. 


Q I think the question was, what the Israeli 
Government had led you to believe was the function of the 
troops moving to the city. 


A Yes. I think the Israeli Government had 
suggested that the operation was limited and precautionary. 


Q This is the second day. Is it not possible 
that it is still limited and precautionary? 


a It doesn't seem that way; it doesn't seem to be 
limited. 


Q John, you're saying now that what Isrca@e. had 
indicated to you due to what happened since yesterday is found 
to be untrue, and that's why you came up with your statement 
today? Maybe not why, but the first part of it: Israel 
had indicated some things which now you found out to be 


untrue? 


My We were examining the situation yesterday and 
listening to Israeli assurances of what the role was of those 
troops. Today we think that, obviously, the deployment of 
those troops has gone beyond the phrase that they used. 


Q Can you be more specific on my question about 
penetration by the Israelis on the number of additional 
troops so we can get a contrast? 


Ry On number, no; but obviously, they are fairly 
widespread throughout the city. 


Q Is the Israeli Government continuing in its 
mee .ing today with Secretary Shultz to give the United States 
any assurances? Today you said you didn't want to tell us 
about the content of the meetings, but yesterday you said the 
United States had received assurances. Is the U.S. still 
receiving assurances from Israel that this is a precautionary 


and limited action? 
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A I think I'm sust simply not going to get into 
the substance of the discussions. 


Q Yesterday it was O.K., but not today? 


A I think I'm just not going to proceed any 
further down that road. 


Q It seems to me that yesterday the U.S. policy 
was being based on some statement that was coming from Israel, 
and you were willing to state what the statement was. 


M But that was a public statement by the Israeli 
Government. That is different from diplomatic discussions 
between the Secretary of State and the Ambassador. 


Q Is it fair to assume that you did not receive 
any new assurances from the Israeli Ambassador? 


A I wouldn't make assumptions. I would simply 
accept the fact that we have had two discussions with the 
Israeli Ambassador, that we have made our position clear, and 


not make too many assumptions. 


Q Was it a one-way conversation, pretty much? 


fy I'm not going to get into the context of the 
discussion. 


Q I was late, and maybe you answered this, but 
was this decision made this morning on what the policy was 
going to be? 


A The decision to do what? 


Q To make this statement that the United States 
made today. Can you tell us anything about how this -- 


Q The statement was prepared this morning. 


Q Yes. But was this decided upon at the 
President's meeting yesterday with Mr. Shultz, or was it 
decided this morning? 


A I'm not going to get into the specifics of how 
what was decided when, but simply to state the obvious, that 
we've had a developing situation since I talked to you at such 


length yesterday noon. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Brezhnev 


speech? 


gn 
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A We have read the Brezhnev speech. I have a few 
words on it, but not too many. We've given it careful atten- 
tion. We see nothing new and nothing which would contribute 
to peace in the Middle East in Mr. Brezhnev's speech. 


Q John, are you waiting for an official reply 
from Israel to this, or is it simply a call on Israel without 
your awaiting a reply of some sort? 


A We have made clear our position, and we must now 
await action and developments. 


.@) Who made the decision that this statement be 
made public before the Israeli Government was notified? 


A I'll take that question over there. 


Q Do you have anything to say on what happened to 
Ghotzbzadeh at this point? 


A No, nothing on that. 
Q Thank you. 
(The briefing: concluded at 12:49 p.m. ) 
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‘DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #158 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1982, 12:44 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a state- 
ment on the assassination of the Kuwaiti Charge d‘Affaires. 
The United States condemns the brutal murder of Kuwaiti 
Charge d‘Affaires Najib Sayid Hashim Al-Rifai in Madrid 
yesterday. The Secretary of State is sending a message of 
condolence to the Kuwaiti Foreign Minister. We commend the 
quick action of the Spanish police in apprehending the 
apparent assassin. 


I'll be glad to take any questions you might have. 


Q John, how do you assess the situation in West 
Beirut now, one, regarding the Israeli presence on the Soviet 
Embassy grounds? 


A I don't have anything on that. The reports 
are confused, and we don't have anything for you that will 
either confirm or deny those reports. 


Q The Israelis are now confirming themselves 
that they did go onto the grounds. 


A You're a little ahead of us. We, ourselves, 
have no confirmation at the moment, so therefore have no 
comment on that. 


Q What is your reaction to the Israeli response 
to your statement yesterday? 

A Let me be clear which response you're talking 
about. 

Q I'm talking about the overall. There's, one, 


a public statement issued after a Cabinet meeting, and, 
secondly, Mr. Draper obviously met with Israeli officials 
today. You've asked for an immediate withdrawal. What is 
the situation on that? 


A Mr. Draper did meet with Mr. Sharon and Mr. 
Shamir this morning, and we understand that the Israeli 
Government is issuing a statement later in the day. We have 
not seen that statement, and so we cannot comment on it. 


Q They've already issued a statement, saying -- 
A We haven't seen it. 
Q They've issued a statement saying that 


they're going to stay in West Beirut for some time to come. 


gn 


Q They said they would consult with Lebanese 
army people as soon as possible. 


A We haven't seen that statement. 
Q Are you satisfied with the talks? 


A I don't think we would want to characterize 
the talks. We and Mr. Draper made very plain and in firm 
manner again this morning the United States' position, which 
is that we are asking for an immediate withdrawal of Israeli 
forces. 


When we see the statement from the Israeli 
Government, of course, we will examine it, but it does seem 
to me that that will be the Israeli Government statement. We are 
reaffirming our position, which is that we want to see an 
immediate withdrawal of Israeli forces from West Beirut. 


Q The Israelis have not informed this govern- 
ment since yesterday? I mean, it's all over the media. 
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A We have not seen the statement that was to 
have been issued by the Israeli Government following Mr. 
Draper's talks with Mr. Shamir and Mr. Sharon this morning. 
We have not received it officially. 


Q The question is, you issued a statement 
yesterday, and as we understood it was delivered to the 
Ambassador here, and you were waiting for a reply yesterday. 
And the reply is all over the media and the press, and 
you're telling us the American Government has not yet 
received that official response from Israel yet? 


A We are saying that we have not yet seen a 
statement that was anticipated following Mr. Draper's 
session with the Israeli officials this morning. 


Q What about other statements that they have 
issued since your statement which deal with the same 
subject? > oe 
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A Our position is very clear. I think we have 
made our position very clear, and whatever statements that 
the Israelis might have made are clear, too. Obviously, 
there is difference between the positions. 


Q What happens now? 


A We are continuing with our efforts and our 
diplomatic negotiations. 


Q How would you characterize U.S.-Israeli rela- 
tions today? 


A I don't think we would want to characterize 
them. I think we would want to make plain that we are con- 
tinuing to reiterate in a very firm way our requirement that 
there be an immediate withdrawal. 


Q The Israelis are saying through their various 
spokesmen, they are taking issue with your statement yester- 
day that their actions in Beirut were contrary to assurances 
that had been given the United States the day before, but 
they say no such assurances were described here were ever 
given to anybody. 


A We're obviously not going to get into a 
debate about who said what and when, but the fact is that as 
a result cf exchanges during the course of the summer and in 
the immediate aftermath of the assassination of President- 
elect Gemayel, the United States was left with what it 
regarded as the clear understanding that Israel had no 
intention of taking military control of West Beirut. 


Q Israel is saying that Ambassador Draper 
misunderstood Israeli intentions. Is that a good way of 
putting it? Was Mr. Draper misinformed or misunderstood the 


Israelis? 


A No. I think that our position remains clear. 
Over a substantial period of time we have had these under- 
takings as we understood them -- understandings -- and I 
don't think Mr. Draper misinformed us. 


Q Wait. There's two different things there. 
You seem to be addressing the question of whethe: Israel 
would go into West Beirut. 


I'm asking not about that but about what you said 
yesterday, that you had assurances that the action was 
limited and precautionary. 
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A Sure. At the time we had those assurances, 
we took them at face value and believed them, and obviously 
the situation on the ground changed. 


Q But they're saying they didn't give you such 
assurances. Can you say where the assurances came from? 


A I think that we don't want to get into the 
detail of the diplomatic exchanges, but I think both in the 
exchanges that did take place, both private and public, we 
felt that we had had assurances of the limited character of 
that operation. 


Q Do you think that in the future the United 
States will be more inclined to ask for things in writing in 
dealing with the Israelis? 


A I don't know. I think that's a hypothetical 
situation. I don't think we'll face that until we -- 


Q You felt you had these assurances from -- 
A From the Israelis. 
e) -- from Prime Minister Begin? 


A I think from the Israeli Government, we felt 
that such assurances had been given. 


Q Defense Minister Ariel Sharon said yesterday 
that Israel has savcd Lebanon for you, for America. Do you 
agree with him that his occupation of West Beirut served 
your interests? 


A I think our position is clear. We are 
calling for the immediate withdrawal of Israeli troops, and 
we think that is in our interests and in Lebanon's interests, 
and, indeed, in Israel's interests. We think that is in the 
interest of all parties. 


Q Despite all that about his occupation of West 
Beirut, he served your interest and he made it specifically 
that he saved Lebanon for the United States. Do you agree 
with him about this? 


A That seems to be suggesting that there was 
implicit United States approval of what happened, and there 
was not. We have made our position clear. 
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Q Does the United States plan any other action 
if the Israelis don't withdraw? 


A I don't think we want to get into what action 
we might take, but, obviously, on the diplomatic front acti- 
vity continues vigorously, and we continue to make our posi- 
tion known in a very firm way. 


Q In what way? Has the Israeli Ambassador been 
called back to the State Department today? 


A No. To my knowledge he's not been in today, 
but, Obviously, Mr. Draper has had these discussions on the 
scene with high Israeli officials. 


Q Would action be considered if this standoff 
continues? 


A I don't even want to get into that question. 
It's a kind of speculative, hypothetical area, and we don't 
want to get into what action the United States might or 


might not take. 


Q Do you have anything on Prime Minister 
Begin's charges that there are about 2,000 PLO left in 


Beirut? 


A I think it's evident that more PLO combatants 
in fact were evacuated from Beirut than anybody contemplated 
initially -- I think several thousand more. 


Over a period of time the Israelis have suggested 
that some PLO forces might be left in Beirut. We have no 
confirmation of that, but that's where the situation is left 


at the moment. 


Q Could I follow up ome other point? The other 
point that Israel makes is that there would have been a 
civil war or more vengeance killings if they had not gone 


in. 


How do we respond to those? 


A Again, we're dealing with a hypothetical 
Situation, but that does not seem to be borne out by the 
conditions that actually exist on the ground and have 
existed in the past 24-48 hours. 
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Q Apart from the Soviet Embassy affair, do you 
have other reports of similar instances involving other 
embassies in Beirut? 


4A I think there's the report involving the 
American Embassy of which you're intimately aware today. 


Q What is the reaction to that? 


A We've protested very vigorously, and we've 
received apologies from the Israeli Government. 


Q Would you give us some of the details on 
that, please? 


A Yes. The reason I did not have this imme- 
diately at hand was because I thought it was posted. We had 
some inquiries on it this morning. 


There was a shooting incident at the U.S. Chancery 
in West Beirut. An Israeli officer fired on a U.S. Marine 
security guard who was stationed on the Chancery roof for 
observation purposes. The shot was two feet wide. 


Q Two feet wide or missed him by two feet? 
A The shot was two feet wide. 
(Laughter) 


Q That''s a hell of a powerful gun. 


(Laughter) 


A It impacted two feet away from hin. 
(Laughter) When questioned about the incident by a U.S. 
Embassy officer, the senior Israeli officer on the scene 
stated that he had fired a warning shot since he feared the 
Marine was a sniper from the leftist militia. 


It's noteworthy that the Chancery was clearly 
marked and was flying the United States flag. Its position 
had been identified to both the Israeli Defense Force 
liaison in Beirut and to the Israeli Government when Israeli 
shell fire landed in the vicinity on September 15 as 
Israeli forces advanced from the port. 


The Israelis gave full assurances to us that the 
IDF had orders to avoid all Embassy properties in Beirut, 
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and to take particular care about the American Embassy and 
to scrupulously avoid firing toward the Chancery. 


Our Embassies in Tel Aviv and Beirut have 
vigorously protested the incident to Israeli authorities, and 
since we have received apologies from the Israeli Government. 


Q When was this? Wednesday or Thursday? 


4 This was yesterday morning about 8:00 o'clock 
on the ground local Beirut time. 


Q Are we satisfied with the apology? 
A Yes. I think the incident is now closed. 


Q AP has a story that says, among other things, 
that the Administration had planned to go ahead on Wednesday 
with the notification to Congress of these additional F-16 
jets for Israel, but now that thing is in question again. 


Can you give us anything on the status of this? 


A No. I can't. That clearly is a decision 
being made by the President, and he will make his announce- 
ment at an appropriate time. 


Q Before we leave the embassies, do you have 
anything there on the situation surrounding the French 
Embassy? 


4 No. Sorry. We don't. 


Q You don't have anything confirming that the 
Israeli’s bulldozed the wall of the French Embassy and 
surrounded it with tanks, and have prevented the Ambassador 


from returning? 


A No. You seem to be ahead of us on the 
coverage of the Embassy situaton in Beirut, so... 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Can I try once again on the Soviet Embassy? 
If the reports are true that the Israelis have seized parts 
of the Embassy -- all or part of it -- is this considered a 
provocation of some sort that we would want to respond to? 


4 I think obviously our position concerning any 
incursion into diplomatic territory has been made plain over 
the months and years, but I think we would want to wait and 
see what the situation actually is before we comment on this 
particular incident. 


Q Do you have anymore detail about shells landing in 


the U.S. compound? 
A I'm afraid I don't. 
Q You did say that, didn't you? 


a I didn’t say in the compound; I said in the 
vicinity. 


°) Was that shell or shells? 
A Shell-fire. 
Q Was the Marine in uniform? 


A I cannot answer that question because I 
simply don't know. 


Q The Marine fire back? 
ay No. 


Q Has Mr. Wazzan complained to the U.S. about 
Israeli troops in hospitals? 


BN Not to my knowledge. 


Q Is it still U.S. policy not to use threats of 
economic or military sanctions against Israel to influence 
its policy? 


A I think the Secretary has made himself very 
clear on that, in general, in testimony and in press con- 
ferences, and has said that his attitude is that it really 
is not productive to talk about economic pressure on Israel 
Or a question of withholding military aid, and has made it 
clear that he favors the diplomatic route, the question of 
persuasion and discussion. 


Q Is that policy under review as a result of 
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the West Beirut situation? 


A No. In answer to your question, the Marine 
on the Chancery roof was in Marine fatigues. We can answer 
that question. 


Q Is there any discussion about a reintroduction 
of a multinational force or any kind of force? 


A Not that I know of. 


Q Have we been in touch with Prime Minister 
Cheysson who was requested apparently by the Lebanese 
Foreign Minister to take this step? 


4 Obviously, the Secretary talks to his coun- 
terparts in various countries fairly regularly, but I do not 
know whether he's had any specific conversation with “Mr. 
Cheysson in recent days. 


Q You're ruling out this possibility as a possible 
solution? 


A There's certainly no consideration of it at 
the moment. 


Q It’s accurate to say that you have received 
no new assurances from the Israelis about the limited nature 
of their operation? 


4 We are where we are. We are waiting to see 
that statement that is due to be issued today. 


Q On that statement, I suspect that statement 
has been issued but you don't recognize it. I mean, I think 
they've done what they're going to do. It's after sundown on 
Rosh Hashana. I don't expect a government statement now. 
We've seen that on the wires about an hour ago. 


BN I have to just reiterate that as of a few 
minutes ago, in terms of official receipt by the State 
Department of such a statement, we haven't seen it and 
therefore I'm not going to have any comment on it until we 
have. 


Q Are you expecting the Israeli Ambassador in 
the building today? 


A No, I'm not expecting him. 


Q Can you give us just a bit more clarification? 
What is the U.S. position on the sanctity of embassies 
abroad. It's known over the years what our position is. 
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Q I'm sure we have offered specific language in 
the past, and I would be glad to get that available for you. 


Q The Security Council is to meet shortiy. 
Does your stand on the resolution adopted by the Lebanese 
Delegation -- what is your stand? 


A Our stand will be made clear when we see the 
text of the resolution, and we will make a judgment and vote 
accordingly at that time. 


Q Up to now your diplomatic moves with Israel 
have proven not to give any positive results; Prime Minister 
Wassan of Lebanon saying that it's not only the honor of the 
U.S. but its credibility in the whole region and the credi- 
bility of it’s policy is at stake. Do you agree with that? 


4 I think all we're saying is we are continuing 
to make it clear our position very firmly. We are con- 
tinuing to negotiate and are going to continue down that 
path, and we will see what the outcome is. 


Q John, diplomatically, do you think -- I'm 
trying to understand why -- how is it that you are really 
not aware of this and -- how do you read the Israeli release 
of a statement which we have all seen and that the American 
Government has not yet received it officially? How do you 
react to that? 


A I don't think any particular significance to 
be attached to that. It has not been unusual in the way of 
things that official diplomatic exchanges have lagged a 
little behind newspaper and wire service reports, especially 
in the area of the Middle East. 


Q You think -- 


A I just don't think it significant. We are not at 


the point where we have officially received it and have been 
able to examine it. 


Q Your reaction is telling me kind of that you 
may be expecting it any minute or any hour; is that a 
good way reading of it? 


A Certainly, we are looking forward to 
receiving it and examining it. 


Q Is there a time limit? 


A No. There's no time limit. 


ll 


Q How long can the situation in Lebanon go on 
as it is before the United States would contemplate 
some additional action? 


A I don't think we can outline a scenario, but 
we are not sitting still. We are continuing to articulate 
our position firmly in various ways through various 
channels. 
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Q Is there still any hope or expectation 
that Lebanon might be able to elect a new president before 
the inauguration? 


4 I don't know. I think we'll have to wait and 
see. As far as the kind of reaction there is that seems to be 
emerging from the Lebanese authorities and Lebanese politi- 
cal figures, they seem to continue to express optimism, that 
they can continue their political process and indeed could 
restore order to Beirut. 


Q You think that would be facilitated by the 
evacuation or the withdrawal of Israeli Forces from West 
Beirut? 


A I think we've made clear that we consider the 
presence of the Israelis unhelpful and obviously the coun- 
terpart of that would be that their speedy removal would be 
helpful. 


Q Helpful to the electoral process? 
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A Of course. 


Q On the shooting incident, could you tell us 
how far the Israeli officer was from the American who was on 
the roof? Was he on the ground? 


By I cannot tell you how far, Bernie, but as I 
understand it, an Israeli unit was advancing down the boule- 
vard outside the Embassy and I assume the shot was fired 
from the ground. 


Q The Israeli Chief-of-Staff, Rafael Eitan, at 
noon today, on the radio, stated a statement that he will not 
commit himself to the withdrawal of Israeli Forces from 
Lebanon until Israel will achieve its objectives in Lebanon. 
Don't you believe that Israel already achieved its objec- 
tives from this war which lasted for eighty days? 


BY No. Our position is very plain. We want an 
immediate withdrawal of Israeli troops from Beirut, and that 
is the way we think the situation would be best served and 





~Veclassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


12 
we've made that very plain. 


@ How do you expect to effect a rhetorical 
posture which is that we want the Israelis to withdraw, in 
fact? How do we go from rhetoric to fact here? Because you 
have been using rhetoric now for approximately sixty-five 
days and you haven't been on this podium--others have before 
you--and I guess the problem most of us are wondering about 
and the question down here was, part in that direction and that is, 
when do you finally do something beside hope and rhetorically 
posture? 


on I don't think it's merely a question of hope 
and rhetoric. It think it is a question of active diplomacy 
and persuasion, and I think that has not been without divi- 
dends. The entire evacuation process from Beirut, it seemed 
to me, was achieved as a result of such endeavors, so I 
don't think that they are bound and ineffective. 


Q Is there any more consideration -- 


Q May I follow up, please. I guess the problem 
I'm having is that -- I can give you that point. I think 
it's a valid point. It did work with the PLO. The question 
is, do you think -- and this is one of the points that was 
raised, I guess -- is there something else we can put behind 
the persuasive arguments to help sustain this into reality 
Or will we continue to work on the basis of language? 


4 I think clearly our position is to continue 
very vigorously on the diplomatic front. 


Q When you say the Secretary says it's not 
really productive to talk about economic sanctions or the 
withholding of arms, does that mean you're ruling those out 
as an eventual response? 


A I think he made it very clear in testimony 
and in various other places that that was not the direction 
of American policy and made clear that he wanted to pursue 
this at the diplomatic level. 


Q New subject? 


Q A related question: Is the United States 
planning to sell some $600 million dollars worth of I-Hawks 
surveillance planes to Egypt? There's a report there are 
briefings on the Hill today about that. 


aN I have nothing on that, Bernie. I just know 
nothing about it. 


Q Do you know if there‘s any consideration 
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being given to a high-level meeting between the Israelis and 
the Americans? 


A Not to my knowledge. It seems to me that the 
present level of discussion certainly permits a free and 
full interchange of Opinion and those channels are available. 


Mr. Draper is, in fact, en route to Beirut; are 
following his talks this morning, but he is available. I 
don't know what his plans are to return but certainly there 


are other channels there, and there are the channels here. 
So I know of no plans for -- 


re) Habib role? 
A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Did he meet with Begin himself while he was 
there? 


Mr. Draper? 
Yes. 
I don't think so. 


Do you know why? 
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No. I assume that he had appointments sche- 
duled with Mr. Sharon and Shamir and one was not scheduled 
with the Prime Minister. 


Q What is your impression today of the Israeli 
aims in West Beirut; that they're short-term, long-term, you 
don't know? 


A You'll have to ask the Israelis. 

Q) You don't have an impression one way or the 
other? 

A No. 

Q When you say the U.S. wants an immediate 


withdrawal, is that an unconditional withdrawal or is it in 
terms that would be different, such as a negotiated 
withdrawal or consultations with the Lebanese? The Israelis 
suggested if they just withdrew, all chaos would break out. 


A Doesn't seem to be borne out by what has 
happened. 
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Q You would just like to see the Israelis 
withdraw and let the Lebanese take care of themselves? 


A That's correct. 


Q There was mentioned reports from Egypt -- 
Cairo -- that there were some attempts to overthrow the 
regime by "Moslems," fanatics, whatever they want to call 
them. You're aware of this news? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q What do you mean when you say that doesn't 
seem to be borne out by what's happened? 


A In relation to Bernie's question? 


Q Yes. 


A It seems to me that despite the problems that 
beset Lebanon and the terrible travail and anguish, neverthe- 
less, these two things that I've referred to before, reason- 
able progress on the part of the Lebanese authorities to 
establishing order in Beirut prior to the Israeli movement 
into the city plus movement in the direction of establishing 
a Central Lebanese Government and relatively firm control, 
despite the assassination of President-elect Gemayel, have 
seemed to go forward with some success. 


Q It's very interesting, too, that most people 
have forgotten that there is a president in Lebanon; did 
the Israelis ever contact President Sarkis to ask him if he 


would like their aid? 


A I guess you would have to ask the Israelis. 


Q Because it seems as though, even in our 
discussions here, we keep forgetting about Sarkis who's still 
in office. 


Q One last thing on the Middle East. Anything 
you can offer us today about who was behind Gemayel's -- 


A No. Sorry. I have no idea. 


Q You have said the Israeli movement into 
Beirut is not helpful. Is that the same as saying it's been 
a setback to the Lebanese building up of the Central 
Government and reassertion of authority; that process has 
been hurt? 


A Yes. I think the Lebanese have themselves made 
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that plain in their statements that this is unwelcome and 
not helpful; surely. 


Q Quickly, John, can you tell us if the wire 
service report is true that the Administration is pulling 
back on the cattle prod sale to Korea, and that there's an 
agreement within the Administration over future con- 
sultations on such sales? 


gn 


A No. We're still where we were over the past 
several days. That is still under consideration and 
discussion within the Administration. 

Q Anything on the Iraq sale? 

A Pardon me? 

Q The Iraq sale? 

A No. 

Q The UPI story is not accurate? 

A I don't want to describe the wire story as 


inaccurate. I'm just telling you where it stands. It is 
still under discussion within the Administration. 
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Q There is no suspension of those shipments? 
4 It's still under discussion within the 
Administration. 
Q There's no agreement when State and the 
Commerce Department on future shipments of this nature? 
A It's still under discussion within the Administration. 
Q Bernie asked me to inject a question here on the 


story that appeared in the New York Times today on El 
Salvador. Do you have any comment on that? 





A Tell me which story you're referring to? 


Q The one that appeared on Page 1 that had to 
do with negotiations possibly through Costa Rica, between 
the opposition and the government, and whether or not there's 
been a change of U.S. attitude from six months ago? 


A The United States position on negotiations in 
El Salvador is unchanged. On May 2, 1981, in response to a 
taken question, we noted that we opposed the establishment 
of a government in El Salvador by negotiation -- i.e., 
power-sharing -- because it would not allow the people of El 
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Salvador to choose their own leaders in a fair and open 
election. On the other hand, if negotiations implied talks 
among various Salvadoran groups to establish the conditions 
and procedures for elections, then we supported such talks 
Or negotiations. 


On March 29, 1982, immediately following the 
constituent assembly elections in El Salvador, Secretary 
Haig referred to the extraordinary mandate delivered by the 
Salvadoran people, and he expressed the hope that the 
government would find ways to hold out a hand of recon- 
ciliation to those adversaries prepared to. take part peace- 
fully in the democratic process. 


Our position was most recently reiterated on 
August 20 in San Francisco by Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs, Thomas 0. Enders, when he welcomed 
the formation of a Commission for Peace in El Salvador. 
Mr. Enders also restated our view that the rebels cannot be 
permitted to win by force what they were unwilling to com 
pete for at the polls. 


Recently, at the Salvadoran President's ini- 
tiative, the leaders of the constituent assembly political 
parties joined to adopt the Pact of Apaneca, a united action 
plan to end divisions in that country through a Commission 
for Peace, Human Rights and Politics. 


The United States is encouraged that the 
Government of El Salvador, through its Peace Commission, is 
in fact exploring ways to bring about reconciliation in 
accordance with these principles. Should groups associated 
with the guerrillas now also renounce violence, recognize 
the legitimacy that only elections confer, and seek peaceful 
reintegration into Salvadoran society through participating 
in the on-going political process and future elections, the 
United States would welcome that as well. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, John. 
A Yes, you can. 


Q Does the U.S. support what appears to be the 
Costa Rican Government's initiative? 


A I think that on the question of the Costa 
Rican initiative, you would have to ask the Costa Rican 
Government what they are doing. 


Q What is our position with respect to that? 
That's what one of the major features the article is about. 


A I think you would have to ask them what 
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they’re doing. 


Q Does the Secretary have any appearances sche- 
duled over the weekend on any of the news programs? 


A No, he does not. 
Q Thank you. 
A Okay. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:15 P.M.) 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1982 








INDEX 
Subject Page 
ANNOU NCEMENTS 
ITU Briefing on Sept. 21 l 


Press Release on Pres. Marcos’ U.S. ViSit.ccececceeeel 


LEBANON 
Series of Meetings on Palestinian Massacres........+-l 
GOL Request for MNP. ccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccca’ 
Israeli Staged Withdrawal/Lebanese Control...........2-3,4, 5-6,ll=-12 
Palestinian Camp MaSSA@CTES.. cece cesscccsesssesesesesdy? 
Brezhnev Letter On LEDANON. cc cece csccsesssecssesseseed 
UNIFIL Forces/U.N. ODSErverS..ccccccccscsceseseeeeeee 4S 
U.S. Complicity im MaSSAaCre.cceccsccccecesssesseesessd@9, Il 
~-Israeli COMPLICIi ty. ccesccccceccccvessesvesseseeseseS,lOmll 
Amb. Habib’s PlanSecccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccceed 


Israeli ArrestS in West Beirut.ccccccccsscccsesesesesihl 
e* erekeekekekeeee 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


= 
v 
_ 
> 
be 
= 
5) 
= 
~ 
= 
°) 
=) 
°] 
S) 
*) 
=] 
. 
= 
5 
wa 
5 
) 
“ 
fy 
fr 
is] 





gn 


~Veclassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1922 
(on-the-cecorcd unless othecwise notred) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a short house=- 
keeping statement: The International Telecommun:ication Union 
will be holding its Eleventh Plenipotentiary Conference 
September 28 through November 5 in Nairobi, “enva. 


The Chairman of the U.S. Delecation to the Con- 
ference, Attorney Michael R. Gardnec, will told an ON-THE}- 
RECORD briefing in this coom tomorrow, Tuesday, Sentember 21, 
at 11:00 a.m., to discuss the meeting. 4e also will announce 
the creation of a new Telecommunications Training Institute 
that cepresents an unprecedented troint venture between the 
U.S. Government and the American private sector. About 300 
students from developing countries are expected to participate 


in the training progcam in 1983. 


Mc. Gacdnec headed President Reaaqan's transition 
team at the Fedecal Communications Commission and now :s a 
pactnec in the law ficm of Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauerc and 
Feld, which has offices in Washington, Austin and Dallas, 
Texas. 


A fact sheet on the Institute will be available 
tomocrcow as well as the list of the U.S. Delegation to the ITU 
Conference. 


There is also a press statement on the visit to 
Washington of President Marcos, which is available in the 
pceess office. 


I will be glad to take any questions you might have. 


Q John, can you tell us about the cuccent U.S. 
thinking on Lebanon, about these meetings that took place at 
the White House today and over the weekend? Also what are the 
considecations now about the possibility of sending U.S. 
troops back there? 


A I'm not going to be able to say vecy tuch about 
this <= and I undecstand youc frustrations in this cegacd. 
A series of meetings were held vesteciday; a second meeting was 
held this morning, and I think you ace aware of the vdar- 
ticipants. But I'm ceally not going to be able to get very 
deeply into the content of those discussions or the oottons. 
I undecstand Laccy Speakes will be briefing at the White 
House at 1:30, and I think it is possible he may have some 
fucthec guidance at that time. 
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0 Has the United States cece:ived a cetuest from 
the Govecnment of Lebanon to send back American tr tt 
alone oc as part of a multinational force? 


4 The United States has received a ceaquest from 
the Govercnment of Lebanon to ceconstitute the multinational 
force, yes. 


0 When was that ceceived? 

oo I cannot give you -- I tust don't <now 
specifically. 

Q In othec words, would that be the same basic 


Feench-Italian-Amecican force size? 


A As I undecstand it, that is the bas:s of theic 
cequest. 


Q Do you Know whethec the President slans any 
kind of a statement this afternoon? 


a I just ceally can't get into that. As I Say, 
1f there is any guidance on that, it would come at the 
White House briefing a little later in the day. 


Q John, the Iscaeli agreement to withdraw was not 
an immediate withdcawal; it was a staged withdrawal. What is 
the United States going to do now that it's cecquest was 
ignored? 


nN I'm not suce I understand what you mean by the 
Iscaeli staged withdrawal. 


Q The Iscaelis said yestecday that they would 
make a staged withdrawal from West Beirut, and the United 
States demanded an immediate withdcawal. 


A Yes, the United States position is the same as 
it has been since <-- 


Q What is the United States aqoing to do about it? 


aN As I say, that is one of the subjects of the 
discussions that have been going on, and I'm afcaid that is an 
acea in which I am not going to be able to be very helpful at 
this moment. 


Q The withdcawal you ace taling about is the 
withdrawal to the positions held by Iscael oriorc to the 
Gemayel assassination? Is that cight? 
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a Yes, that's cight. There has been some nove- 
ment, as I understand it today on the ground. 


Q On the ground today? 
A Yes. 


Q Is it, so fac as you know, in compliance with 
the cequest of the President that the Iscael:is 30 back? 


a It's hacd to detercnine that. As we understand 
it, the three camps ace more or less under the control of the 
Lebanese Acmed Forces now. As we undecstand it, therce also 
has been some withdrawal from points previously occupied in 
West Beirut by Israeli forces. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the statement 
of the Iscaeli Cabinet yesterday? 


A No. No, we have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have any ficmec estimate on the exact 
toll? The figure was being given out ovec the weekend of 300. 
Has that been cevised? 


oN No. I think that figuce was the one offered by 
a senioc official at a briefing here on Saturday afternoon. I 
think what he was doing was attemting to be very specific 
about what Amecican officials had themselves seen and what 
could be conficmed as a cesult of eye-witness ceports by other 
Westecn diplomats. It wasn't in any way suggested that this 
was the total figure. I think he was just trying to be very 
specific about what we could corroborate as a cesult of eye 
witness cepocting by diplomats. 


Q What is the figure you think is more accucate? 

A Obviously that is the question of an ongoing 
assessment. I don't think we can come up with a figure yet. 

Q Could it cange as high as 1,900 orc more? 

A You've seen the same cepocts that we have. 

Q John, can you coccobocate ceports of panic in 


the camps today in Beicut, people trying to get out? 


A No, I cannot. 
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@] Do you have a comment on tne Soviet messace to 
the White House? 


A Thece has been a Soviet message and we ace exam- 
ining it. 

Q No comment? 

a No. 

Q John, have you ceceived a cesvonse from the 


Iscaelis oc ace you just saying what we've seen in the rceports? 
a Response that -- 


Q That they will not withdraw, that theic 
withdcawal will be a staged withdcawal? 


a No. On the question of the President's cequest 
foc an immediate withdcawal, no, we have not rad a cesponse 
on that. 


Q When was it sent Originally, John? 


4 I don't want to get into the exact charcactec of 
the back and forth in the diplomatic coccespondence, but I 
think at Ambassadoc Arcens’ meeting with Secretary Shultz 
on Satucday this was vecy cleacly discussed. 


Q Has there been any ceaction from Iscael to the 
United States cequest that Israel allow the WIIFIL forces to 
go into Beirut? 


oN We have not ceceived that ceaction, but we 
undecstand that a communication is in fact being transmitted. 


Q From Iscael? 
A Fcom Iscael. 
Q John, let me try again on the Presidential state- 


ment, because obviously, it would help ouc planning. Can 

you tell us, is a statement expected and will it be at 1:30 or 
3:00? Why hide the fact, because it is quite essential for us 
to know. 


A I'm not hiding anything, just being very frank 
about not being able to help you beyond what I can. I think 


what you should do is keep an eye on that White 4Youse Sr:iefing 
at 1:30. 
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Q John, have you been in communication with Larry 
Speakes this mocning? 


oo Have I been in communication? 

Q -- Cc with anyone in the White House? 

“ I'm in frequent communication with Larccv 
Speakes. 

Q This mocning, just cecently, you were in con- 


tact with the White House? 
a I certainly have been this morning. 


Q Thecefoce, you'ce telling us all that you can 
to keep an eye on that briefing? 


x I'm suggesting that there might be further 
guidance forthcoming at that briefing. 

Q It's pregnant with possibility is what you're 
saying? 

A Yes. 

Q Could I please follow up? Could you either 


please let us know before this briefing ends or can we have 
the White House briefing piped in here? 


rs I'm told it's not technically possible to pipe 
it in. 


Q Can we find out about the statement before this 
beitefing is ovec? It's quite crucial. 


aN Find out about what statement? 

Q The Presidential statement and the timing of 
it. 

A I ceally cannot go beyond suggesting that any 


guidance that might be forthcoming would come at 1:30. 


Q Could you give us some more infocmation please 
on what you were talking about before, on the Lebanese 
Government taking contcol of some of the camps now in West 
Beicut? Do you know the names of the camps that ace now under 
Lebanese Government control? 
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A I think it is the three that were srom:inently 
mentioned over the weekend. 


, 


¢) Whece the massacces had taken slace? 


a Two whece massacces occurced and the third camp, 
the name of which I don't have, but it's Shatila and Sabra, I 
think foc -- 


Q When did that happen? 


a I think that stacted taking effect yvestercday 
and has continued into today. 


Q Whece ace the Israeli troops now in cefercence 
to West Beircut? 


a All I'm suggesting <s that they ace cemnoved 
fcom some positions that they have been holding. I'm not 
suggesting that there is a wide-scale pullout. 


Q In the aceas whece they have oulled out, the 
Lebanese Acmy has moved in? Is that cight? 


a I cannot answec that question. 


0 Who has the Lebanese Government control? Who 
has moved in for the Lebanese Govercnment? 


A In the camps, the Lebanese armed forces, but I 
cannot answerc the question about the other points in the city. 


Q Do you know whether this is part of a process 
oc do you know whether this just celates to the camps? 


oN It is logical that it would be part of a oro 
cess because there has been discussion between the Iscaelis 
and the Lebanese Acmed Forces. So one presumes that what is 
now taking place is within the confines of those discussions. 


Q Is it the American judgment that the Lebanese 
acmy units as cuccently constituted can take control? 


A Apparently, yes. 


QO Yes? 


A Yes. 


- 


Q John, what*s your latest assessment about who 
is responsible for the massacre in the first place? 


4 We do not have such an assessment. we do not 
know who is responsible for the massacre. 


Q Are we conducting any independent investiga- 
tion on that? 


gn 


a I think that we would continue to gather 
information for our own assessment; yes. 


Q A couple of Israeli newspapers said today 
that the Israeli Army apparently was told that the massacres 
were beginning Wednesday evening but did nothing to end them 
for at least twenty-four hours and possibly longer. Do we 
have any information on that, and how do we characterize the 
Israeli response toward ending the massacres? 


A No, we don't have a response. We have seen 
those reports and there are reports back and forth; there 
have been some conflicting reports in the Israeli press and 
from various spokesmen, but we have no assessment of that. 


Q A senior official said on Saturday that the 
first report he received was around 7:00 o'clock Eastern 
time, Friday. In light of what we've been looking into, can 
we confirm that the massacre may have begun before that and, 
if so, when? 
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4 No, I don't think we can confirm it. I think 
the senior official made that plain. I think that what he 
was saying was that his first indications were received late 
Friday evening but I don't think we are in a position to 
confirm when they took place. 


MSN FG@eorrreuw FUF FPUUMTICaGLIOn th American roretl 


Q Has the Secretary been in touch with any Israeli 
officials in Israel <= the Foreign Minister, Prime Minister 
Begin? 

A No, he has not. 

Q I'll ask you again: Is there any consideration 

A In touch, you mean -- 

Q In the last twenty-four/forty-eight hours by 
phone? 


A No. 





Q Do you have any reaction to the 
Israeli Cabinet decision agreeing to the deployment 
of those fifty U.N. observers in Beirut? 


oS We voted for that resolution. 

F Q Are you welcoming the Israel decision? 
Y It's in line with what we supported, yes. 
Q Do you support the call of former Israeli 


Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin this morning on ABC that Israel 
should immediately evacuate Beirut and hand it >dack to the 
Lebanese Government? 


A Yes, that is our position. That has been our 
position. 


Q I want to follow up. The Israelis are 
jumping their guns now on Mr. Morris Draper. They did it 
before on Mr. Habib and now they are on Mr. Draper. They 
are putting some responsbility on him for Mr. Draper is 
directly or indirectly -- of the massacre that happened. 


How much are you ready to take of this blame 
that the Israelis are saying, putting on Mr. Draper or is the 
United States Government responsible for what happened? 


a No. We don't think the United States 
Government is reponsible for what happened. 

Q I wonder if you would say whether or not, as 
some papers have been saying and some reports have been 
coming out, that Israel is guilty of complicity in this? Is 
Israel guilty of complicity in the estimation of this 
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Administration? 

nN I think we would simply rest on the 
President's statement on Saturday in which he made his views 
plain. 

Q No, the words “due complicity” is at least 


inaccurate; is that right? 


A I think we would stand on the President's 
words. 


Q On the question of Mr. Draper, again. You 
did not answer that. The Israelis are saying that they told 
Mr. Draper that the Lebanese Army should move in a lot 
earlier than now, let's say, or than they did move in, and the 
American Government says they have no such news or ideas, or 
such a information; can you tell us if Israel did inform you or 
they did not? 





~vectassiftied for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


a The suggestion being that Mr. Draper did 
what? I just want to be sure. 


re That he -- that the Israelis requested Mr. 
Draper to mediate, to bring about the entry of the Lebanese 
Forces, the Lebanese Army into the camps; is that true? 


A I think Mr. Draper's mission consistently has 
been to encourage the 'ebanese Armed Forces to take military 
control of Beirut, and he has pressed that persistently. 


Q So what you're saying is the Israelis did not 
-- there's no such request therefor? 


a That has been his mandate, and there cer- 
tainly has been no foot-dragging on his part. He has moved 
consistently along those lines to encourage the Lebanese to 
assume control. 


0 John, can you tell us what Ambassador Habib'‘'s 
plans are now, and what Ambassador Draper's plans are? 


A Yes. Ambassador Habib flew in last night and 
was -- 


@) From where? 


A From San Francisco. <-=- met with the 
Secretary and I think attended some of the meetings at the 
White House. I think he was over there again this morning. 


His plans, as you know, had been to attend the 
Presidential inauguration in Beirut, and I think those plans 
remain the same although there's a little confusion, 
obviously, as to exactly what is happening and dates and so 
forth and so on. But it is his intention to travel to 
Lebanon. I can't tell you exactly when that wiil be. 


Q Does it have to do with the election of the 
new president or will it have to do with the on-going 
mission of Mr. Draper? 


oy I think if he were in the area, he might well 
make some other calls if that were in support of the 
President's initiative and in support of Ambassador Draper's 
mission. Ambassador Draper is charged with the Lebanon mission 
now. 


@) Could we go back to the Draper thing for a 
moment. Draper has been accused by unnamed officials in 
Israel for holding back the Israelis from the camps, thus 
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preventing them from carrying out some protective function 

and thus making the United States responsible in some way 

for what happened. Could you be a little nore detailed in 

Saying that the United States is not responsidle for what 
happened; and, similarly, could you address that, if Mr. 

Draper could prevent the Israeli Army from going into the refugee 


camps? 


a As I understood the thrust of the earlier 
question was whether Mr. Draper had in some way impeded the 
Lebanese Forces from assuming control, and the answer to 
that was no. Certainly, I'm not aware of any suggestion 
along the lines you now make about holding back the Israeli 


Forces. 


Q But Draper never told Israel that they should 
not go into the camps, that they didn't voelong in the camps? 

aN I'm just not aware of this specific point. 

Q I wonder if you could take that question 


because it's being published. 
oN Let me take a look. 
Q Thank you. 


0 It's becoming old history but, was the U.S. 
aware Of any plans by Mr. Gemayel before his death to send 
his militias to clear the Palestinian camps in West Beirut? 


a No. Absolutely not. 


Q On this, please, let me just come up with 
this one. The American media this morning <= particularly 
the New York Time and the Washington Post <= are saying that 
American diplomats contacted the new President -- President-elect's 
brother, Amin Gemayel -- and that he confirmed that his troops 
were in the camps and he told those American diplomats that 
they would be withdrawn soon. Can you confirm these things? 








aN It seems to me entirely possible that there 
may have been some interchange. Mr. Draper is there and I'm 
sure is talking to a wide variety of Lebanese leaders, but 
I'm not aware of the specifics of that conversation. I'm not 
prepared to go into it. 


Q The Lebanese Ambassador to the United Nations 
this morning said that he has or Lebanon has some evi- 
dence saying that the commanders of the group that was in 
the camp, they were Israelis. He said that on "Good Morning 
America.” Do you have any -- 
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A I have no knowledge of that. 


Q Can you tell us some information, in detail, 
what the Israeli Army is doing in the West Bank? 


A The West Bank? 


A No, in West Beirut and how many people 
arrested to now, and do they have the right to arrest the 
Lebanese people and put them in concentration camps? 


on I just don't have the answer to that 
question. I'm sorry . 


re) Can you check that, please? 
A I'll take a look at it for you. 


Q Can you check another question: What hap- 
pened to ihe Palestinian camps in southern Lebanon, and how 
many people were killed in those camps during the Israeli 
invasion? 


fy During the Israeli -- 
e) Invasion. 
A Let me take a look at it. 


Q Did the Israelis offer some secret papers 
they might have taken from the Soviet Embassy showing rela- 
tionships between PLO and the Russians? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


0 Is there any evidence that you have, or the 
Department has, that Haddad or any of his men had taken any 
part whatever in this tragedy in the Palestinian camps? 


aN We've seen the same reports that you have, 
suggesting that both Phalange and Haddad forces may have 
been involved but they're nct confirmed. We don't have any 
evidence that anyone else doesn't have. 


Q Ev idence? 


A We've seen the reports and listened to the ver- 


sions of who was in those camps by survivors. 


0 You have no evidence. The question I have 
related to all this is, why weren't the Lebanese troops in 
these camps earlier than this weekend? 
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a I assume that has a bearing on the fact that 
the Israelis moved into West Beirut. 


Q No. I*m talking about the camps, actually; 
they're quite apart from the city itself. 


a I think my answer is pertinent to that, tco. 


0 In view of the 1:30 briefing, let's have a 
filing break. 


on Okay. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:0C P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #160 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1982, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON-THE-RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I'll be happy to 
attempt to answer any questions you might have. 


Q This morning a cepresentative of the Palestine 
Information Office said that he informed the State Department 
through vacious Arab Ambassadors that the Palestinian camps 
were in danger, that the Israelis were infiltrating Christian 
militia into the camps, and that the State Department cesponse 


was, in effect, nothing. 


A I have no knowledge of that whatsoever. 


Q When did the State Department first have an 
inkling that the Christian militia were being infiltrated? 


A I think a sentor Administration spokesman on 
Sunday said that his first ceports came in on Friday night. 


Q He said Saturday. 
A Did he say Saturday? 


Q Yes. 
A He said itt Saturday. Thank you. 


Q That would appear to be at variance, then, with 
what the Palestinian said. 


A It would. 


Q He wasn't directly speaking to that. He was 
talking about the first reports of a massacre rather than the 
ficst ceports that Christian militia might be in the camps, as 


I recall. 


A Well, no, excuse me. No, I think he was 
cefercring to first ceports of militia in the camp. I think he 
specifically -- I'd like to go back to the record of that, 


but I think I'm correct on that. 


Q Let's both go back to the record. 


Q Have you asked the Iscaeli Government when they 
first knew that the Christian forces were going into the 
camps? 
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A I don't think in terms of an official, formal 
cequest, but I think, obviously, in the considerable 
discussion that has gone back and forth this would have been 


touched upon. 


Q And what answer did you receive? 
A I just am not able to get -- 
Q Can you take that question? 


A No. I don't think we would want to get into 
the details of that kind of discussion that has gone back and 
forth. 


Q John, what response have you had from the 
Iscaeli Cabinet on the entry of the multinational force? 


A We haven't received a formal response. We've 
seen the reports of the Cabinet communique. We note that 
it accepts President Reagan's proposal for the multinational 
force, so we are moving ahead with the planning that must 
necessarily go forward with the Government of Lebanon. We are 
also holding discussions with the Italian and French authori- 
ties on the details of the MNF deployment in areas throughout 


the capital. 


Q Have the Marines begun to move toward Beirut 
yet? 


A I think you'd have to ask the Pentagon. I 
undecstand there was a Pentagon statement this morning 
suggesting -- 


Q How soon do you think they could begin to be 
deployed in Lebanon? 


A I think a senior Administration offictal 
yesterday said 72 hours. 


Q John, do the Iscaelis have to be out of West 
Beirut before the force goes in or would you be willing to 
have a kind of phased-in/phased-out kind of thing? 


A I think our position has been clear that we are 
calling for an immediate withdrawal of Israeli forces from 
Beirut, but I think, given the situation on the ground, this 
is the kind of discussion that we would now be involved in 


with the various parties. 
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Q So this is an open question? 


A. I think it's the kind of question that is 
currently undec discussion. Our position about the withdrawal 
of Iscaeli forces is ficm, and cemains the same. 


Q But have we reached a decision yet on whether 
Or not we would allow our forces to go in before the Israelis 
have withdrawn? Or is this still an open question? 


A I think 1£ we have what appears to be an 
Israeli concurrence for the MNF, I think that would go ahead. 


Q They said they would welcome the multina- 
tional force. But as I read the reports -- and these are 
just initial reports -- they seem to say that they would 
have to discuss, wanted to discuss, the multinational force 
with the Lebanese some joint action to prevent recurcence of 
teccorism, which suggested to me a continued Israeli presence 
in the city. 


A I think that its the reason I said that we have 
not ceceived the official, formal notification from the 
Iscaeli Government. What we have seen are press ceports of an 
initial translation. There is some language about those con- 
sultations that we want to give caceful consideration to when 
we get theic formal response. Obviously, that is going to 
tnvolve some discussion. 


Q What I don't understand, is the Israeli 
withdrawal from West Beirut a pre-condition for us to move tin? 


A It's not a pre-condition, but as I say, 
things are going on on the ground, as we speak. There seems 
to be a draw down of Israeli troops in Beirut this very day. 
There seems to be a drawing down of Israeli forces. Some 
locations have been taken over by the Lebanese Acmy, but we 
ace not aware that any Iscaeli unit has yet been withdrawn 
from the city. That is what we are asking for; that is what 
we want to see. 


Q But not as a pre-condition? 


A We're not making a pre-condition. Obviously, 
you have a situation on the ground wherce negotiations are 
going on with the new president. 
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Q But the peace force can deploy regarcdless of 
whether Israeli forces have departed or not. 


A I think as long as the Lebanese Government is 
inviting the United States to proceed, and as long as the 
thcee governments involved with the forces are willing, and as 
long as the Israelis are acquiescing, I think that would go 
forward. 


Q Another nitpick area: You've talked about the 
city and the withdrawal from Beirut. A previous question 
related to West Beirut. Is the American position now that 
Israel is to withdraw from all of the City -- the airport, 
the entire area -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- we'ce talking about, not just West Beirut. 


A I think the President used the tecm Beircut in 
his statement. 


Q The point of that its what? Could you explain 
that? 


A The point of that is that, obviously, the 
reason the President has taken the step is to assist the 
Lebanese Govercnment to restore its control over its own 
capital. I think we're talking about the capital. 


Q John, could you also, in a related point, give 
us some clarification of what the mandate or the writ of the 
American forces will be when they are in there? There is some 
confusion about whether they are just going to be there, 
whether they will be empowered to intervene tf fighting breaks 
out, Or what? Could you straighten that out? 


A I think our President spelled that out yester- 
day. He said that the force would take appropriate action to 
assist the Lebanese armed forces to take control of Beirut, 
and that he saw that as a pre-condition to the Lebanese 
Government establishing its control over the whole country. I 
think he spoke of a limited period for the activity. I think 
a senior Administration spokesman also used some language in 
which he referred to the force as being a presence in the 
capital, but also there would be clarification that they will 
not engage in combat. 


Q They will not engage in combat? 
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A Don't misunderstand me. ‘Tf they are fired on, 
they will obviously take measures in seit defense. 


Q John, can I please again go back to the first 
question? We were told this mocning by the director of the 
Palestine Information Office that as early as Wednesday, he 
informed Acab Ambassadors, including the Egyptian, the 
Tunisian, the Saudi, and that they told him they had com 
municated to the State Department the likelihood of something 
like what we know now happened was happening. On Saturday, an 
official here said he was told of something like this at 7 
pem. on Friday. 


A That's correct. 


Q Can you please tell us if what this PIO director 
is saying is correct? His name is Mc. Hassan Abdul Rahman. 
Two, if he is correct, what did the United States do to ceally 
check to see if these ceports are corccect or incorrect? 


A I think there isn't any question that what you 
were told by a senior official on Saturday is correct. He 
is a vecy key official, and that was the first intimation that 
he had that these forces might be in the camps. From there on 
in, he and others hece took the kind of explocatory action -- 
I think that would have been one o'clock in the mornirg in 
Beirut. I think he said that early on Saturday, Embassy perc- 
sonnel offered an eyewitness account of what they had seen in 
the camps. That would be a few hours later. 


Q Therefore, what you are saying is that what he 
said -- that he informed Acab Ambassadors, and that Arab 
Ambassadors communicated this as early as Wednesday, or let's 
say Thursday mocning -- is incorcect? Is that what you'ce 


saying? 
A It certainly its incorrect to my knowledge. 


Q O.K. In the meantime also, John, he told us 
this mocning that while the United States is trying to con- 
vince Iscael to withdraw out of Beirut, the Iscaeli forces -- 
and I'm saying what he told us this mocning -=- ace vacating 
some cesearcch centercs, think-tank Palestinians, he said most 
valuable in the East, and ace shipping them back to Tel Aviv 
Oc into Iscaeli territory. 


What would you say to these things? I mean, Israel 
is in violation, continues to be, is doing things against the 
agreement which the United States brought about, and we see 
the United States still standing by cather than saying what- 
evec is being said. 
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A I have no specific knowledge of these charges 
that you ace making about shipping documents and so forth and 
so on. I have no knowledge on that. But I really don't 
think you can suggest that the United States has been standing 
by. I think that -- 


Q What is the United States doing to (inaudible) 


A The President's statement yesterday stands by 
itself, I think. 


Q But Israel is still itn West Beicut and it ts 
still doing what we all know is being done, in violation of 
demands to withdraw immediately, immediate pull-back, and it 
still is there. 


A Well, that demand is clearly still there, and 
is still being made very strongly. We are taking steps 
both in the diplomatic area and working with the Government of 
Lebanon. I think the President has undertaken, by the kind of 
commitment that he is planning to make, that we are moving 
and ace taking strong steps. 


Q John, does the United States have a position on 
the Israeli Cabinet's decision to reject an inquiry internally 
within Iscael? 


A No. 


Q I heac two sets of definitions in your urging 
Oc your demanding. Ace you urging oc demanding that the 
Iscaelis withdraw from all of Beicut itn order to guarantee the 
success of the multinational forces’ mission as espoused by 
the President last night? 


A I think the President used the word “demand” 
that all Israeli forces leave Beirut as speedily as possible. 
I think that was the word he used. 


Q I want to follow with a question which pertains 
to what someone said earlier: Lebanese and Palestinian sources 
in Lebanon stated that over 4,000 people, from two-month-old 
babies to 90-year-old, were massacred. Do you have any 
figures from your sources on the ground about this figure? 


A No. We've seen ceports, and obviously, our own 
offices acre, as I said yesterday, accumulating information 
for ouc Own assessment, but I don't have a figure I can give 


you now. 
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Q There are scores of Lebanese civilians who are 
not Palestinians who have been interrogated and shipped to 
southern Lebanon -- probably to Israel -- and arrested by 
Israeli forces. Is this in compliance with your agreements 


with them? 


Second, are these subjects Lebanese who are subject 
to Lebanese law? And do they have the right to do so? 


A I cannot answer your question about Lebanese 
citizens being shipped out of Beirut and to Israel, but 
obviously, cur position remains constant, that the sooner 
Israeli forces are out of Beirut, the sooner the Lebanese 
Government can restore order and the people of Beirut 
can go about their business in a law-abiding way in consonance 
with the law. 


Q You missed my question. What are you intending 
to do, so bluntly? 


A We are intending to encourage Israel to remove 
its forces from Beirut as soon as possible so that the kind of 
incident that you describe, if it has taken place, could not 
take place. 


Q The very independent and respected An Nahar 
daily in Beirut published a report today saying that there are 
1600 Lebanese civilians who have been arrested by Israel. My 
question: Is this legal, to happen? Is this legal for Israel 
to do so? 


Second, what are you intending to do regarding 
securing their release? 


A I think what we're intending to do has been 
made rather clear by the President's declaration, his 
intention, his commitment, and the statements that he has made 
about the withdrawal of Israeli forces. 


Q John, to go back to my question, now you are 
entering your element into the whole thing of how to address 
Israel -- encouraging, urging, and demanding. I would like 
for you to stick with one point, according to the President, 
if the President stuck with one point of demanding. 


A I'm sorry, if my language is proving -- 


Q We're dealing with a lot of semantics, and we 
would like to hear a good word from the government. 
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A There is no question of semantics. The 
President has demanded, and that position is the same -- it ts 
unchanged. 


8) John, what sorct of aid is the United States 
contemplating to build up this Lebanese military 
establishment? 


A We've talked about that in the past. You 
probably should refer to the Pentagon on that. There is some 
suggestion that a team is considering what level of aid might 
be satisfactory. 


Q But has there been any idea for increasing it 
since the last 24 hours? 


A When we cesponded to this question before, I 
think the answer was that there was no contemplation of going 
beyond the existing level of aid. I don't know that there has 
been any change. I don't think there has been any change in 
that position, but I don't think we'll know until the 
Pentagon has conducted its discussions with the Lebanese. 


Q John, coming back to this Palestinian statement 
this mocning, one of the points he made was that the United 
States bears some level of mocal rcesponsibility because in 
Pacagcaph 4 of the Habib Agreement published on August 20, 
it talks of the Palestinian non-combatants left behind, and 


it says: 


"The United States will provide its guarantees 
on the basis of assurances rceceived from the Government 
of Iscael and from the leadership of certain Lebanese 
gcoups with which it has been in touch." 


What did those guarantees amount to? 


A As we've said many times from this podium, we 
undecstood that we had ceassucances from and undecstandings 
with the Iscaelis that they would not entec West Beicut. At 
the time the multinati: nal force left Beirut, the situation 
was undec control and was calm. Those assurances had to that 
point been carcied out, and thecefore, there seemed no reason 
why the MNF should not leave, which it did. 


Q Were those assucances that the Iscaelis would 
not entec West Beirut delivered oc ceafficmed after the death 


of Mc. Gemayel? 
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x Yes, they were, in the shape of further 
ceassurances that when the initial Israeli moves took place 
int West Beirut, they were of a very limited character. So 
they certainly were ceaffirmed. 


Q In other words, this paragraph in the Habib 
letter “will provide as guarantees” was just based on his 
understanding of what he thought the Israelis were saying, but 
there is nothing in writing? 


A There is nothing in writing, but I think we 
have given you language before which indicates that over an 
extended period of time, assurances were given by various 
Israeli officials -- I think a senior spokesman on Saturday 
afternoon included Prime Ministec Begin himself -- and spelled 
out the extent and the degree of commitment that had been 


expressed verbally. 


Q John, you ace saying that therefore that 
you do not believe the United States is morally responsible 
for what happened? 


A I think as a senior spokesman said yesterday, 
in the light of such terrible tragedy as this, one asks one's 
self what more one could have done to avert it. I think all 
decent men undergo that kind of conscience-searching. But the 
fact is that when the decision was made to cemove American, 
Italian, and French forces, there was calm on the ground. The 
mission had been accomplished, and there was every indication 
at that stage, both in the sphere of security and in the 
sphere of the developing political process, that the Lebanese 
authorities were taking hold. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q On that specific point, was there any con- 
sultation with Lebanese authorities regarding their 
withdrawal, and did they ask that they Jeave, ask if 
they stay, give any advice at-all? 


A There certainly was consultation and 
agreement to the departure date, but what back and forth 
there might have been on that, I'm not sure. 


Q The senior official said yesterday that 
American troops probably would not be deployed in the refu- 
gee camps. 


I'm not clear in my own mind what system of 
protection will be provided for the Palestinians in the 
camps. Who will be in the camps? 


A I think the Lebanese armed forces are now in 
the camps and seem to be in control, and I think that pro- 
bably the thinking is that would be adequate. 


Q Will Americans be around the camps? Will 
there be any sort of proximity of the U.S. forces there? 


A These are the kind of details that are being 
worked out now with the Lebanese Government and the Italians 
and the French, and I think we're a little premature. 


I think the senior spokesman yesterday talked of 
making these forces available along a line separating 
hostile groups. 


Q I know this is not immediate priority, but 
the President said there would have to be a withdrawal of 
all foreign forces and used the language that “this must 
happen very soon." 


What do you envisage in terms of negotiations in 
the next few days or weeks to move that forward? 


A I think this is Ambassador Draper's mission. 
Order in Lebanon is his mission, and he will be taking it for- 
ward. Obviously, restoration of order to Beirut is a 
question of immediate urgency and one that has been 
occupying the attention of the various parties in the past 
several days. But there isn't any question, as the 
President said, that he is determined that what we are doing 
by sending these forces back and re-establishing order in 
Beirut is but the first step towards moving forward with 
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dispatch on the overall question of Lebanon and, indeed, on 
his overall Middle Eastern peace initiative. 


Q Let me ask you a couple of more specific 
questions. What is your understanding today of the Syrian 
position on the presence of Syrian forces? Is it the 
American understanding that they are willing to withdraw 
their forces or not? 


A I think we've had some movement on that at 
the Fez Summit. There were some statements, I think, by 
President-elect Gemayel, and it seems to me that this is an 
issue that the new government or new leadership would take 
up with the Syrian Government. 


Q Is it the desire of the United States that 
all of these foreign forces be out of Lebanon by the time 
the mandate, whether it's 30 days or 60 days or whatever, of 
the peacekeeping force has expired? 


A I don't think we can lock the MNF into the 
overall withdrawal of forces from Lebanon, but I think the 
President and the Secretary have made clear that they want 
that process and expect that process to move forward with 
dispatch. 


Q I'd like to ask a question on the length of 
time the forces would stay there. It wasn't clear from what 
the Secretary said this morning. He seemed to say the same 
thing that the senior official said yesterday, about 10 
days, 20, 30, 40 days, he can't be sure. But is there in 
fact a cutoff point beyond which legally they cannot stay? 
And, if the answer to that is no, isn't that really by defi- 
nition an open-ended commitment? 


A I don't know that it's an open-ended commit- 
ment. I think that the Secretary this morning on NBC talked 
of not spelling out how many days this would take, and I 
think he said, “We're not going to get into the situation of 
talking whether it's 10, 20, 30, 40 days. It might take 
more days." 


But I also think that he was specific about not 
wanting to specify what a termination date would be at this 
stage. 


0 But is there in fact any kind of legal ter- 
mination point, or are the troops there until such time as 
the President determines that they are to be withdrawn? 
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A You would probably have to defer that kind of 
question to the President's notification to Congress in 
terms of the War Powers Act. 


Q Would you check in tecms of what the intent 
of the Administration is on that point? 


A The President will make his -- I forget the 
tecm -- I think he has to inform Congress within -- 


Q 48 hours. 


A -- 48 hours of the introduction. So I think 
that as in the case of his previous decision on the MNF to 
Lebanon, he would make that determination within that time 
frame and inform Congress. 


Q Have American experts advised the President 
that the Lebanese Acmy is capable of assuming control and 
maintaining ordec when the Iscaelis and the Syrians leave? 


A That's cectainly our belief. 


Q I would like to clacify one point: Can you 
define to what degree you put the blame or the rcesponbility 
on what happened in the camps on Israel? 


What I mean is, like an hour ago there was a 
beitefing of a senioc American official to foreign correspor- 
dents, and I was there. He said specifically that Israel's 
entcance to West Beirut led to the massacre in the camps. 


What I would try to heac from you, do you think 
it's a dicect cesponsibility or is it a moral 
cesponsibility? What is Iscael's responsibility in all 
this? 


A I haven't seen the words you cefec to, and I 
guess I have a question mark about the way you phrase or 
quoted him, but I think we stand on the President's state- 
ment over the weekend when he made clear his feeling about 
the entry of Israeli forces into Beirut. 


He made plain that the United States did not favor 
that, was opposed to it, demanded theic withdrawal, and I 
think it has been said by a number of officials that without 
seeking to dcaw deductions, the fact is that Israel assumed 
cesponsibility for military control of Beirut. These events 








Foreign 


“Declassified for Publication in American 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





13 


did happen during that period when Israel had assumed the 
military control. If you assume military control of an 
area, you're responsible for what happens in it. 





Q My follow-up question is, if Israel assumed 
the control, is Israel the sole responsible for -- 


A I think I'm simply going to rest on the 
language that the President has offered on that. 


Q Can I rephrase that: Do you have any comment 
on a full-page ad that appears in today's Washington Post 
signed by the Israeli Embassy in Washington which says that 
anybody who says the Government of Israel is responsible for 
what happened is committing what's called a “blood libel"? 





A No, I‘*m going to stand on the statements made 
by the President. We have no comment on that ad. As I Say, 
I think the President made his thinking about the question 


guite clear. 


Q You told us a number of times that you are 
gathering information and you are making assessments about 
what happened in Beirut, what we call the massacre. 


What's the objective of this gathering of 
information? 


A I think that's the kind of activity one would 
expect. I think that probably American officials are accu- 
mulating the information from their own sources and from 
other sources, including press reports to make an overall 
summation of the situation. I think that's fairly normal. 


Q Do you mean it may end in a sort of investi- 
gation, a U.S. investigation -- 


A No, no. I'm not talking about an investiga- 
tion. I think that's probably the normal kind of diplomatic 
reporting procedure that goes on in a variety of ways. 


Q I think over the weekend in the President's 
statements, he stopped short of saying Israel was respon- 
sible for what happened at the camps. There was an 
inference certainly drawn, but he stopped short of it. 


I just want to be clear that in the statement you 
were making just a moment ago when you were saying that if 
Israel is in military control of the area, it is responsible 
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for what happened in West Beirut, but you're not making it 
more direct? 


A No. I'm standing on the President's -= he 
has made it clear that we opposed the Israeli forces going 
into Beirut and simply stating what is obvious fact: That 
what did happen, happened while they were in military 
control. He's not drawing conclusions or leveling charges; 
he's simply stating facts. 


The fact is Israel was in control of Beirut, and 
these events did take place when Israel was tn control and 
against the advice of ourselves. 


Q And that therefore Israel ts responsible? 


A No, no. We're simply going to state those 
facts and leave it right there. 


Q Going back to what was asked and following on 
that, do you have any information to substantiate the 
Iscaelit figures which were published this mocning in the 
white-wash full-page ad in The Washington Post about 2,000 
PLO fighters cemained in West Beirut? 





A No. We don't. As we've said before, we've 
noted that Israel has talked about the continued presence of 
PLO in Beirut, but we have no confirmation of that. I would 
draw your attention again to the fact that more PLO fighters 
wece evacuated from Beirut than we had thought were origi- 


nally there. 


Q On this point, did we attempt to check out 
the Iscaeli allegation that there were 2,000 PLO remaining 
in Betrut? 


A Just have no confirmation of that. Just not 
able to conficm that for you. 


Q What is the current position in the State 
Department on sanctions? 


A Sanctions? 


Q Holding up arms supplies that are in the 
pipeline to Israel, or holding up notification of the new 
squadron of F-l6s, that sort of -- 








gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


15 


A No. I think the Secretary has made plain his 
position on that question on a number of occasions. I also 
think with regard to the number of questions about the 
request for the F-l6s, that stays exactly where it was and 
is. The President will make his decision and announce it 


when he is ready. 


Q Just to follow that up: You say the 
Secretary has made plain his position. Does that mean that 
if there were to be moves on Capitol Hill to somehow cut 
back or restrict aid, that the State Department would oppose 


such moves? 


A I think that's a hypothetical situation. I 
think you have to wait and see what happens when it happens. 


Q I would like you to address one point: 
Israel is, I have the impression, the biggest receiver of 
U.S. aid abroad. 


I haven't seen any flat accusation, but there is 
an inference, and in some cases there is the impression, 
that the United States may bankroll the U.S. actions in 
Lebanon. 


Can you address this fact and state what is the 
U.S. position about that? 


A I'm not sure I understand what you mean by 
bankroll U.S. actions in Lebanon? 


Q What I'm telling you is that I have heard 
inferences, I have heard people alleging, that the United 
States will end up financing the U.S. actions -- the Israeli 
actions in Lebanon, and I would like to know whether you can 
address this allegation? 


A Do you mean the Israeli military activity 
that is -- : 

Q Yes. 

A There's no suggestion that our position on 


aid to Israel has changed at all. It is well known what 

military assistance and other economic assistance we have 
given and are giving and are intending to give to Israel, 
and there's no change in that position. 
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Q Did they decide the number of American Marines 
that will be going to Beirut? 


A No. I think that's one of the things that is 
being talked through right now. 


Q There might be more than the 800 that were 
there before? 


A I suppose that's possible. 


Q How do you read the Israeli Cabinet response 
today addressing the MNF knocking down, as it was reported, 
the call by the U.S. Government and the President to -=- not 
addressing it at all? I mean not touching upon it at all. 
How would you read that? 


A I'm sorry. The Israeli Cabinet communique? 


Q This morning, addressing -- accepting the MNF 
forces to enter Lebanon and Beirut, but at the same time not 
addressing the question of U.S. call for immediate or 
demanding a pull-back from areas? 


A I don't think we can speak for the Israeli 
Government. I think you'd have to ask the Israeli 
Government. We have not received a response from the 
Israeli Government on this specific question of the 
President's demand for an immediate withdrawal. 


Q But what I'm saying is how do you read that? 


A That demand still stands. It has been com- 
municated and amplified through normal diplomatic channels. 
We have not received a response on that. 


@) Just to ask on something that a colleague 
before asked here: How long does the United States intend 
to wait for Israel's response? 


A You do have some movement on the ground. As 
I said, we have seen some thinning out of Israeli forces in 
West Beirut. 


Q It's not a pull-back? It's not -- 


A No. We have not seen entire units leave West 
Beirut, and that's not considered the withdrawal that we're 


looking for. 
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Q I think the thrust of the question is, are we 
disappointed that the Israeli Cabinet didn't stand up 
publicly today and set a time certain for withdrawal from 


West Beirut? 


A I don't think I'd pin it to the Cabinet deci- 
sion, because we haven't seen the official response. We've 
seen a press report of a translation of a communique, and, 
obviously, we -want to see the official communication. But 
if you mean is the United States disappointed that there has 
not been immediate withdrawal from West Beirut, yes, of 


course. 


Q One more thing, please: The President on 
Saturday where I was -- I read it or I heard it -- there was 
not supposed to be press there -- he was overheard -- and I 
may be wrong -- somehow rationalizing or justifying Israeli 
forces moving into West Beirut as to reply to leftist mili- 
tias* shooting and violence. 


Did he actually -- I mean, was such a statement made 
at the White House? Can you confirm such a statement? 
And, if it is, does the President still stand by it? I 
guess he does. 


A I think you may have been referring to some 
press reports of an earlier visit of the President in the 
week, but I think you should take your cue from the state- 
ments that the President has made officially, formally, on 
the record, and not fragments of a conversation that may or 
may not have been overheard or may have been reported, and so 
forth and so on. 


I think the President's position on this is very 
clear. 


0 But it is important, because I again -- 


A It's important, but he's very clear in the 
intensity of feeling that he's expressed about this. 


Q Of course, my point is that I read Israeli 
press Hebrew, and in many instances such statements are 
later on brought back by the Israeli Government in some 
instances to justify their acts. 


Can't there be a response if there was a justifi- 
cation for Israelis moving into West Beirut by the reported 
shooting of leftist militia? Did that occur? 
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A If you are interpreting the President's 
feeling in any area, I think you should really apply your- 
self to what he said in his formal statement. 


Q On another subject, can you tell us what the 
state of the investigation is in the Administration over the 
inadvertence which permitted the sale of 2500 cattle-prod 
type batons to South Africa? 


A No. I think not too much. We made 
that available yesterday. We did suggest that further 
questions about the details of that license should be 
directed to the Department of Commerce. 


I think we informed you yesterday that the 
Department of State was not asked for a recommendation in 
this case. If it had been asked, it would have recommended 
a denial. We also suggested that the general subject of 
recommendations regarding the granting or withholding of 
export licenses for this kind of equipment is presently the 
subject of discussion between the Department of State and 


the Department of Commerce. 


Q That answer also mentions an investigation 
underway. By whom is that being conducted? 


A We are informed by the Department of Commerce 
that they are conducting an investigation. 


Q Do you have any words of wisdom on the occa- 
sion of the election of Amin Gemayel today? 


A Yes, I do. The United States welcomes the 
election of Amin Gemayel as President of Lebanon by an 
overwhelming vote of the Lebanese Parliament. We congratu- 
late him. We believe this is an important beginning in the 
process of reconciiation so vital to Lebanon's future as a 
nation. The President is determined to assist Lebanon in 
the arduous process of rebuilding and reconciliation. 


The deployment of the multinational force, 
involving troops from the United States, France and Italy, 
is an essential element in this important effort, aimed at 
enabling the Lebanese Government to restore security in its 
capital and eventually throughout its territory. 


Q Do you have any reaction on Hussein's speech? 
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A It's a little early to go into the full 
implications of the King’s proposal, but, obviously, 
anything that would move the process forward with respect to 
bringing Jordan to the peace table we would view as 
constructive. 


Q Anything on the Egyptian Ambassador recalled 
from Tel Aviv? 


A No. We think that's a bilateral question 
between the two governments, and we think it would be 
inappropriate for us to comment on that. 


Q One last question before you leave: Two 
major daiiy newspapers in Israel -- Ha'aretz and Ma‘ariv and 
I believe also the Jerusalem Post -- had articles yesterday, 
and they put the blame flatly and squarely on tie Israeli 
Government for what happened in West Beirut. 











If the Israelis themselves blame their government, 
and if also it was a decision which was taken by the Cabinet 
to send the militia into West Beirut, the Israeli Cabinet -- 
why are you shying or why are not you coming and putting the 
responsibility on Israel or condemning Israel for this 
breach of confidence or breach of trust and promises and 
assurances that they gave you that they will not get into 
West Beirut? 


A I think we've made very clear our position 
about the assurances and understandings that we did have or 
thought we had, and I think the President has made very 
clear his position about the Israeli role in Beirut. I 
think we're going to leave it at that and stand on that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:09 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #161 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1982, 12:42 P.™. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR, HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. A couple of 
announcements: 


Available in the Press Office at 3:00 this 
afternoon will be the testimony of Deputy Secretary Walter 
Stoessel before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
Subcommittee on European Affairs. The subject is the 
Soviet Union. 


Also available in the Press Office will be a 
statement on forced labor in the Soviet Union. 


In connection with the Secretary's trip to New 
York for the United Nations, the Secretary will be in New 
York in connection with the General Assembly from Sunday, 
Septembec 26, to Friday, October 8. The date for his 
address to the General Assembly its being worked out. While 
there, he will also be meeting with various foreign offi- 
cials attending the General Assembly including a meeting with 
Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko on Tuesday, September 28. 


Q When? 

A Time of day? I don't have a time for that 
yet. 

Q Do you have any idea on the speech -- will it 
be late? 


A No, don't have anything on the speech either. 
Q The speech is now not on Monday? 


A The speech is now not on -- We'll give you 
the details on the speech, yes. 


Q Do you have a cough idea on the speech -- 
Wednesday, Friday? 


A I'll get back to you later on the speech. 


Q Do you know anybody else he is going to meet? 
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A Schedules of the Secretary's meetings will be 
made available early each day at the Department Press Office 
at the U.N. Plaza Hotel. On Saturday, October 2, he'll tra- 
vel to Canada for the informal NATO Ministers meeting at 
LaSapinierc, rcetucning to New York on Sunday, October 3. 


Q Where in Canada? 


A I understand, Marvin, itt is about 55 miles 
nocth of Montreal on Route 15, Exit 80. (Laughterc) 


Q Ace you encouraging press coverage? 
(Laughter) 


Q Do you have the phone number of the Holiday 
Inn? (Laughter) 


A Questions about the press arcangements should 
be dicected to the Canadians who are hosting the meeting. We 
will pass on the information as soon as we get it, but in the 
meantime, the contact is Pam Chappell, of the Canadian 
Embassy here in Washington. Her number is 785-1400. If you 
ace planning to go, she will need to know by September 28, 


which I think its next Tuesday, your name, birth date, affiliation, 


passport or Social Security number. 


The access to the Lodge, if that's the correct 
name for it, is going to be limited. The meetings are 
closed, and there will be no access to the grounds except 
for a couple of scheduled media events. As far as I can 
see, these involve two pool photo opportunities, one upon 
accival, and one a “family portrait.” 


There is going to be a press conference by 
Secretary-General Luns and the Canadian Secretary of State 
McGuigan, on Sunday at about 3:00 at the conclusion of 


the meetings. 
Q And the Secretary? 


A The Secretary at this stage does not plan to 
have any. 


Q What day does he go up for the meeting? 


A He'll go up on Saturday and come back on 
Sunday. 


Q Can you tell us ON BACKGROUND if the 
Secretary is going to be briefing at the U.N.? 
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A I'll get back to you a little later, after 
this, if I may. O.K.? 


That's all I have in the way of announcements. 


Q John, do you have any evidence of an Israelt 
pullback in Beirut, as the President cequested? 


A The Iscaeli defense forces seem to be 
continuing to draw down their personnel in West Beirut. The 
Lebanese army is taking up positions there. We understand 
that the Israeli Defense Force has given the Lebanese army a 
depacturce plan which would have the Israelis out of West 
Beircut by the end of the week. 


Q Is that satisfactory to the United States? 


A It is obviously movement. As you know, we 
have been on cecord and are on record with our position that 
there should be an immediate withdrawal of Israeli forces. 


Q So it's not satisfactory? 


A We have a situation on the ground where you 
do have movement. We consider that we have acquiescence from 
the Israelis for the introduction of the multinational 
force; we are cectainly moving ahead with our plans. I 
can't tell you when that force will be in there, but cer- 
tainly we see this as movement. 


Q Why do you say “acquiescence?” Don't you 
have agreement from the Israelis? 


A We have not had yet a formal Israeli notifi- 
cation on our MNF proposal. But as I told you yesterday, we 
have seen the Cabinet communique, and that seems to us to 
indicate acceptance. So we are confident that suitable 
accangements can be worked out to insure full coordination 
of the multinational force participants, the Lebanese armed 
forces and the Israeli Defense Forces. 


These deployment arcangements for the MNF ace now 
being worked out between Italy, the United States, and 
France, and we ceally don't have too much moce specific for 
you at this time other than to say that the planning is 
going well and the MNF will be on the scene before too long. 


Q Do you have any indication at all from the 
Iscaelis that the withdrawal will continue beyond West Beirut. 


A No, not at this stage. 
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Q You don't? 
A No. 


Q The plan you ceferred to -- the reports we 
have of it -- also include a suggestion that the Israelis 
have included in the plan an agreement with the Lebanese 
acmy that the Iscaelis will be able to go back into Beirut 
to continue taking out arms and so on. Is that your 
understanding, as well? 


A It is not my understanding that there is an 
agreement to go back in. It certainly is true that the 
Iscaelis are picking up large arms caches at the moment and 
cemoving them. 


Q At the moment? 
A Yes. 


Q But it is not your understanding that they 
will be able to -- 


A That's not my understanding, no. 


Q . Is it your understanding that they will be 
finished by the weekend? : 


A I don't know. All we know is the plans are 
apparently being made between the Israelis and the Lebanese. 


Q Weren't those arcms supposed to be turned over 
to the Lebanese army? 


A Yes. 


Q Then why is that not happening? Is that 
another violation of Habib's agreement? 


A I think you would have to concede that it is 
a violation. 


Q Is the Secretacy giving any new consideration 
to travel to the Middle East? 


A No. 


Q Nothing in the last few days that -- 


A No. No. 
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Q John, those words slithered off your tongue a 
moment ago. What is the vislation? 

A The agreemen* was that weapons and arms 
should be surrendered when the PLO left Beirut. 

Q Surrendered to the Lebanese army. 

A Yes. 


Q And what you're saying is that the Iscaeli army 
is now picking up these weapons and taking them back home? 


A Yes. 
gq Is that a violation? 


A In terms of the agreement, the Israelis were 
not supposed to be in West Beirut. 


Q Is anything being done about that violation? 


A Obviously, it ts in everybody's interest that 
the weapons and arms should be in somebody's custody; 
whose custody, it seems to me, is a matter for the Lebanese 


and the Israelis to work out. 


Q The United States is not taking this matter 
up with the Israelis as to why they are violating the Habib 
agreement again? 


BN No. Our position is that the Israelis should 
be cemoved from the -- 


Q Why is that something for the Lebanese and 
the Israelis to work out? 


A Because the Lebanese and the Israelis are 
really involved in the hour-to-hour negotiation on the 
ground between the two forces. 


Q So are we saying both sides violated? Is 
that what you're saying? 


A I think the tecms of the agreement were 
cleac, and whatever violations have taken place are clear, 


surely. 


Q Originally, the PLO were supposed to turn 
over those acms to the Lebanese army? 
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A Yes, that's cight. That's cight. 


Q What ace you suggesting should have happened, 
that the Iscaelis before picking up these arms should have 
consulted the Lebanese army? 


A No, no, now. I'm saying the PLO should have 
tucned ovec the weapons. I think that would have been -- 


Q But you're saying that it its a violation that 
the Iscaelis are picking them up? 


A I was asked, “Is it a violation that the arms 
wece left there by the PLO?" Clearly, yes, it is a 
violation. 


Q -- that the acms were left by the PLO. 


A That they were left by the PLO. Is it a 
violation that the Israelis are collecting those arms? 
That's a soct of academic question. 


Q Is it a violation of the Israelis not turning 
them ovec to the Lebanese Army? 


A: The presence of the Israelis in Beirut is not 
in accocdance with the understandings. 


Q Just to make it clear, my ociginal question 
to you said nothing about the PLO. It said something about 
the Iscaelis. The question was -=- and you seemed to answer 
in the affirmative -=- that it was a violation for the 
Iscaelis to be picking up those arms instead of the 
Lebanese? 


A It seems to me that it was a violation by the 
PLO to have left weapons in West Beirut that should have 
been tucned ovec to the Lebanese authorities. 


I will now come to the second part of your 
question. The presence of the Iscaelis in West Beirut is 
not in accordance with the agreement that Mc. Habib worked 


out. 


Q To follow up on that, I just don't undecstand 
your ceasoning, because you're saying it its now 0.K. for the 
Iscaelis and the Lebanese to work out among themselves -- 
And I ask, what makes Iscael a legitimate party to that? 
Somehow, you seem to be amending a ceasefire agreement -- 
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A No. 
Q -- in retrospect. 
A No. We're not amending an agreement. What 


we're saying is that an agreement was made at a certain 
point in time, that one's understanding was that the 
agreement had been carried out, that there was relative 
peace on the ground, the MNF left. A lot of things have 
happened since then -- an assassination of a national leader 
has happened; a massacre has happened. Now we're told that 
additional weapons and ammunition have been found on the 
ground. The Israelis are in West Beirut. A lot of things 
have happened that are clearly not in accord with the 
agreement. I think we have to go forward with the situation 
as it exists and deal with it as best we can. 


Q But you are opening the door -- I don't think 
this is too wild -- you seem to be opening the door to 
a kind of an escape hatch for the Israelis to say, "Well, 
yes, we didn't know at the time of the ceasefire agreement 
that Gemayel would be assassinated, and that's why we went 
in so we can amend the ceasefire agreement accordingly.” 


A I didn't say that because the PLO violated 
the agreement, that was justification for the Israeli pre- 
sence in West Beirut. 


Q On what basis can they now say that they have 
a right to dispose of those weapons, in the context of that 
ceasefire agreement? 


fy I suppose it might be said that reasonable men 
would agree that the presence of a large supply of weapons and 
ammunition loose in West Beirut is not in anybody's interest, 
and that somebody should be in charge of those. It seems to 
me that the Lebanese and the Israelis are the forces on the 
ground capable of coming to some agreement about the disposi- 
tion of those weapons. 


Q Can you quantify how many weapons have been 
found and what -- , 


A No. I should say, however, that I think pri- 
marily we're talking about ammunition rather than weapons. 


e) Have there been any complaints from the 
Lebanese Government either in Lebanon or in Washington that 
the Israelis are grabbing ammunition that they wished they 


had? 
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Complaints from the Lebanese? 
Yes, to us. 


Not to my knowledge. 


oo fF O PY 


So that it's all right with the Lebanese, as 
far as you know, the Israelis to be picking up these arms 
caches? 


A I suppose you'd have to ask the Lebanese about 
that. I suppose one question might be what kind of ammuni- 
tion it is and whose weapons it fits. 


0 But it appears to Morris Draper and others 
involved in this thing that this is something that is going 
forward without complaint by the Lebanese, right? 


A I don't think I should speak for the Lebanese, 
but I'm not aware of any Lebanese complaint. But I think you 
Ought to ask the Lebanese about that. 


fe) It is an unwritten rule in West Beirut since 
the civil war that there has been a lot of weapons, a lot of 
small arms for people to protect themselves, and the story in 
The Washington Post this morning attests to this effect, that 
people are protecting themselves since the civil war. And > 
the presence of weapons there in Beirut is something natural 
for everybody almost to have a gun or two, or a pistol or two, 
to protect himself or herself, in these refugee camps, in West 
Beirut and in other parts of the city. 





So when you're talking about it was a violation of 
the PLO that they left these weapons, are you talking about 
the large weapons, are are you talking about small weapons or 
are you talking about these, for self-protection weapons? 


A When I talk about ammunition supplies and 
stocks, I'm not talking about revolvers and individual 
weapons. I'm talking about substantial -- 


0 What are you talking about? 
0 Are you talking about rockets? 


AA I don't know because -- (Laughter). The Is::aelis 
and Lebanese must work it out. I'm not there. 


e) Is this your information from the Israelis 
Or your information on the scene from -- 


A On the scene from various parties. 
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Q How can you determine that these weapons were 
the PLO weapons? 

A I'm not sure that one can. 

Q That's what you said, that these arms were PLO? 

A Well, there's some inference and I think some 


evidence, but I -=- 


Q John, if there is evidence of that -- and as 
you say you're calling this a violation by the PLO -—- doesn't 
that, to some extent, justify the Israeli move into West 


Beirut? 


A Our position is not that. There may have been 
a violation, but our position is not that that justifies the 
Israeli move into West Beirut. 


Q Have you found those 3,000 guerrillas yet? 


A No. Our position on the guerrillas is as we 
have stated it previously. We note the Israeli charges that 
the PLO left people behind, but we have no corroborating 


evidence of that. 


e) Our correspondent in Beirut tells us that 
there were at least 1,500 or 2,000 people taken in trucks out 
of Beirut. Do we have any information as to what happened to 
those civilians that were driven out of Beirut in those 


trucks? 


A No. Sorry, I can't help you on that. 
QO Can we ask you to please follow up on that? 
A I think we were doing a little -- 


Q We do have people on the ground that say that 
these trucks -- 


A Let me take a look and see what I can find. 


Q Number two: Do you know about the Israeli 
short-wave broadcast last night where three generals on the 
Lebanese front said that they had notified Sharon prior to 
the massacre that if the Phalangists were allowed in, this 
massacre could very well occur. And Sharon's words to them 
-- and they testified this to the government -- were, “Let 


them in anyway." 
Do you know this? 
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A There are many reports coming out of Israel 
and elsewhere, and I think that is a question for Israel to 
pursue, and we would have no comment on it. 


Q I've got a related question, John. In the 
FBIS report today, there is a broadcast by the IDF Radio from 
September 16, which was a week ago -- it was Thursday -- 
Saying that the IDF will not purge tne areas of Sabra and 
Shatila; this task will be entrusted to the Christian 


Phalangists. 


Then, it says, “The intention is that the IDF will 
not operate tonight to purge the areas of Sabra and Shatila 
and nearby refugee camps. It was decided” -- this is the 
body of the report itself -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- "to entrust the Phalangists with the 
mission.” This was from their correspondent in Beirut, the 
IDF correspondent. I wondered what the State Department had 
to say about this? 


A I don't think we would have any comment on 
that. 


Q It certainly seems to show a pre-arrangement 
here. 


A I don't think we would. 


Q I thought the United States Government was 
doing an investigation on this thing. 


A We have said that, obviously, we are accumu- 
lating data for our own assessment, but I think we're not 
talking about an investigation of that sort. 


Q John, what about the refusal by the Israeli 
Government to open a formal inquiry into the massacre? 


A I think that is a question for Israel to 
decide on. 


Q Is there any consideration, John, of economic 
sanctions of any sort against Israel? 


A No. I think the Secretary has made his posi- 
tion clear on that. His words speak for themselves. There 


is no change in that. 
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Q With respect to the evidence and information 
that you've accumulated, does the United States have any 
independent information as to the presence of troops of Saad 


Haddad during the massacre? 


A No. I mean we've heard the reports -- and we 
have seen the same reports that everybody has -- but I think 
the identity of those forces, both types of force identified 
-- I gather that spokesmen have denied the presence of those 
particular forces in there, but we have nothing that would 


indicate the identity of the people in the -- 


Q If I could just follow up on the question of 


the inquiry. Because the Knesset appears to have voted not 
to proceed with a formal and independent inquiry, will that 
affect the U.S. position on the matter being taken up by the 
U.N. with respect to an international inquiry of some kind? 


A No, I don't think so. I think the question of 
what Israel does is a question for Israel to decide. As to 
any broader investigation, I don't have anything on that. 


Q John, do you have anything on King Hussein's 
comments of yesterday to various people? 


Q Can we stay on Lebanon? 


QO All this is related. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q The question that I want to raise has to do 
with the massacre, and it's based on press reports. I don't 
have any independent knowledge, but as you know the United 
States is the principal military supplier of Israel and 
there have been press reports that Israel has been a mili- 
tary supplier of the Phalanges in Lebanon. 


Some faction of that group is reported to have 
conducted the massacre. My question has to do with whether 
there is any concern on the part of the United States 
Government whether American weapons may have been used in 


that massacre? 
A No. 


Q You have said here that all the questions 
involving investigating it are up to the Israelis. I would 
want to raise the question as to whether we know the 
Israelis have supplied the Phalangists with the approval of 
this government and whether American weapons may have been 
used and whether we care? 


A We certainly have no knowledge of that, Jim. 
As to the question of overall use of American weapons by 
Israel, as you know that is under consideration and is con- 
tinuing. I'm sure that any of the details concerning the 
overall operations in Lebanon would be taken into account in 
that overall examination of the situation, which is 


continuing. 


Q I don't understand the answer. 


A The whole question of the use of American 
weapons by Israel is a matter, as we have said before, a 
question of examination and consideration. I think that you 
can rest assured that the overall use of weapons in Lebanon 
would fall within the confines of that examination. 


Q I would like to get a commitment from you as 
to whether this government could ascertain whether American 
weapons may have been used in those massacres? 


A I think that would be part of this overall 
on-going consideration of the use of American weapons. 


Q There is a report today that the 
Administration is considering some kind of economic repri- 


sals against Israel. 
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A Not to my knowledge. I have no knowledge 
about that. 


Q What is the State Department position, or 
what is the Administration position on whether any kind of 
arms cutbacks, any kind of aid cutbacks are being 
considered? 


A Just exactly what the Secretary has stated in 
the past, and that is specifically the F-l6s. That's a 
decision that is with the President and he will make that 
decision in his good time. 


Q Do you know whether there's any effort by the 
Israeli forces to see whether there are similar amount of 
weapons and ammunitions in East Beirut and whether they are 
going to do anything about them? 


A No, I do not. 


Q I would like also to know, John, whether the 
Israelis have informed -- whether there has been any effort 
by the United States Government officially with Israel to 
determine precisely the identification of these forces that 
entered West Beirut with tue Israeli Forces acquiescence? 


A As I have said, obviously our own assessment 
is going forward and I think that's part of that assessment. 
Obviously, we would be gathering information and talking 
with anybody in that connection that we thought was useful. 
Obviously, we are talking routinely with a lot cof people. 


Q The impression I have is that you are 


simply compiling facts; you are not interested in, as a matter 


of government policy of the United States, to determine the 
responsibility, the identification of those people. 


A I think it's still a very complex and con- 
fused situation. I think it's obviously going to take time, 
if we ever know the identity of those people. It's not 
something that can be determined in a question of hours or 
perhaps a question of days. 


Q You said an investigation is something for 
Israel to determine, but this government gave it's guaran- 
tees through Philip Habib, through the Lebanese Government 
to the PLO representatives that its civilians would not be 
harmed and would be protected. Don't you feel that this 
government has a moral responsbility to open up an 
investigation? 
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A As I say, we obviously are continuing to 
gather information for our own assessment. In terms of 
morality, I think that the response of the United States 
Government and what it is doing in returning a multinational 
force to Beirut indicates what it feels about its own 
responsibilities in this area. 


Q This morning, I got news that the Israeli 
troops are intruding the newspapers, including the one I 
represent, are taking people and taking papers and taking 
such things which don't belong whatsoever to the PLO. What 
comment do you have? 


gn 


A I have absolutely nothing on it. I have no 
knowledge of it. 


Q I've been trying to get through quite a few 
times now, for sometime. The statement that you just made, 
the previous spokespersons in your position are on record 
saying that Israel is the supplier of Saad Haddad and 
Phalangist. What you said now before -- excuse me for 
saying it -- is a little different from what this Government 
or this Department is on record as saying. 


A I would have to go back in that event -- 


Q Okay, please do, because this is not true. 
Your previous -- I don't remember if it was Hodding Carter 
or somebody else -- in a written statement said, yes, we 
know Israel is the supplier of arms to Saad Haddad and the 
Phalangist. 
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So before the media gets this information out and 
says the U.S. is not, I think it should be corrected. 


“ 
- 


A I'm not aware of it. 


Q Can I please have another question? About 
the ammunition: The PLO is in violation of not handing in 
weapons Or ammunition or is it weapons and ammunition? 


A Whatever. The agreement was that they should 
be handed over. 


Q The difference is heavy weaponry. 
A Heavy weaponry; right. 


Q They have not found it. You said that your- 
self now. What they're finding is ammunition. Is the PLO 
in.violation of that? 


A Primarily ammunitions. But I don't rule out 
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weaponry either. 


Q On the question of moral responsibility that 
you addressed a moment ago, the Arab League is holding the 
U.S. morally responsible; does your answer deal with that as 
well or do you have a comment on that? 


A I think the actions of the United States and 
what the Secretary has said on previous occasions and what a 
senior Administration spokesman said on Monday, I think, 
really address themselves to this question. The senior spo- 
kesman said, obviously, we felt that the job was done when 
the MNF left before; we thought that the commitments had 
been observed. There was tranquillity on the ground. There 
was the kind of movement towards stability of the Lebanese 
Government which we had sought, and we felt that we were 
justified with che French and Italians in leaving at that 


time. 


As that senior official also said, obviously you 
ask yourself whether you could have done anything different 
in the light of the terrible tragedy that then ensued. But 
one cannot answer that question. The United States is now 


making the commitment that it is in sending its forces back into 


to Beirut. 


Q What is your comment, John, on the warlord of 
Israel, Ariel Sharon, this morning in the Israeli Cabinet, 
he admitted that he planned the entry of the militias to the 


refugee camps? 


According to the report, the radio reports -- 
ABC, CBS and NBC -=- he did not know that they were going to 
go and kill everybody indiscriminately. It was planned by 
Sharon, by the Israeli Cabinet, by the Israeli Government, 
by the Defense Minister, to get those people into the camps, 
the militias, Saad Haddad and the Phalangists in order -- 


A It's more of a statement than a question. 


Q No, no. I'm asking, what is your comment on 


that? He said that this morning. Don't you 
feel a responsibility? You are supplying them with arms. 


A That is the debate that is going on in the 
Israeli parliament. That is a matter for Israel. I have no 


comment on it. 


Q New subject? 


A Sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the vote in the 
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Senate Subcommittee yesterday on a freeze or reduction in 
U.S. forces in Europe? 


Q Anybody give a damn about Hussein? 


A On the question of King Hussein's comments, 
obviously we have seen them and as we said before we think 
that the King is considering seriously the American peace 
initiative. 


As to the question of who shall speak for Israel, 
our position is quite clear. We don't determine who is the 
spokesman for Israel and who negotiates. That's for the 
Israelis to determine. We deal with the legitimate 
Government of Israel, whatever that may be -- whoever that 
may be, and that is our position. 


As for the King, obviously he has to speak for 
himself. 


Q Do you see the King's effort now as opening 
up a new framework for negotiation, dropping Camp David and 
using the President's speech as a new framework? 


A No. Our position is consistent, that our 
view is we should go forward within the framework of Camp 
David, and that has been consistently our position and con- 
tinues to be our position. 


Q What is the attitude, then, of the U.S. on 
the King's statement that he won't negotiate with the 
current Israeli Government? 


A As I say, I think you have to talk with the 
King. We cannot speak for the King and explain his position 
or amplify it. That is his statement and his view. It is a 
time of great fluidity and change in the Middle East, and we 
are very hopeful, we are very active in the field of diplo- 
macy and are very hopeful that that continued thrust for 
negotiation within the Camp David Accords will meet with 


success. 


Q Do you see in anything that the King said 
yesterday, in a number of interviews, some way in which 
you could entice him into joining the peace process as 
Outlined by the President? 


A I think the Administration is clearly not 
deterred in its determination to push forward with the 
President's peace initiative. 


Q So that's a negative answer? 


17 
A No, I think it‘s not negative. 


Q Do you see anything in what he said that 
allows you to go to him and say we're happy that you said that; 
now, can we begin to talk about X, Y or Z as the President 
has outlined? 


A I think that the diplomatic exchanges which 
have gone forward will continue to go forward, and I don't 
see any reason why any of the King's statements yesterday 
would deter the diplomatic dialogue that is continuing to go 
on. 
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Q Well, he did say he was willing to talk 
with American officials about the President's plan. Are we 
willing to talk with him about it on that basis? 


A Yes, of course, we're willing to talk to him. 
Q Who would talk with him? 


A I think that is a matter to be decided. 
Obviously, we are always ready to talk with King Hussein; 
and if he should be here or wherever he would be, we would 
be happy to talk with him. 


Q King Hussein repeatedly, yesterday, used the 
phrase that the PLO is the sole legitimate representative. 
It seems as though that's crept into his vocabulary with 
increasing frequency since the President spoke. Is that an 
obstacle to discussions? 
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A I don't think I want to characterize it, but 
Our position on the PLO is unchanged and it's very clear. 
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Q One more on Lebanon: The New York Times reported 
today that the Israelis had gone into a number of banks in 
Beirut and cleaned out the records and took them back to 
Israel. Does the U.S. have any position on this, and do you 
know whether any American banks are involved? 





A I do not know whether any American banks are 
involved. 


Q It's a two-pronged question, and that is, if 
we spend that much money on intelligence and we can read a 
license plate and a piece of paper from the sky, (a) did we 
know about the impending attack on the refugee camps’ move- 
ment in that direction; did we see it with our spy planes 
and with our people who are in intelligence in that area, and, 
if so, why didn't we do something? And, if not, what has 
happened to our intelligence in the Middle East and Beirut? 
What is broken down, do you think? 
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A Traditionally, as I understand it, from this 
podium we do not discuss intelligence matters. But I don't 
want to mislead you. I think a senior Administration offi- 
cial has made it clear when we first had reports and we 
stand by that statement. 


Q Can we have a filing break? 
x Piling break? Sure. 


Q Will you be able to take the question 
about the banking papers and if there were any 
American banks involved? 


A We'll look into it, sure. 


Q Are you asking formally the Government of 
Lebanon or the Government of Israel to investigate and to bring 
to justice the people who actually carried out the massacre? 


4 I think it's not a question of formally 
asking them. Israel has to continue with its own debate 
about what kind of investigation it will have. 


Q What about, let's say, the criminal 
investigation of bringing those people who carried it out to 
some kind of justice. Isn't that in one way or another some 
role of the Lebanese Government right now? 


A It may be, but I think in that case then you 
really ought to address your question to the Lebanese. 


0 If the U.S. Government is not asking one of 
those governments, or the two of them, to carry out some 
kind of official criminal investigation because we are talking 
here a lot about the moral responsibility of some of the 
sides, but what about finding out about the people who 
actually carried out the massacre? 


A I'm just not aware of any formal request. I'm sorry. 


Q One more thing on the question of U.S. moral 
Obligation. You said now that you thought, the U.S. thought, 
that something like this would not happen. The U.S. thought the 
Israelis would not move in. 


How is that different from the Defense Minister of 
Israel who said this morning he never thought in the darkest 
hours that this will happen, but it did happen? Are you, in 
fact, saying in the same sense, therefore, neither Sharon 
nor us are responsible morally for that? 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


19 


A Aren't you mixing two theses here? I think 
your first point is that the United States did not think 
Israel would move into West Beirut. But I think the second 
point you're making is that any Israeli officials who may 
have been aware that right-wing Christian forces might be in 
the camps were not aware of what might take place. I think 
those are two entirely different theses. 


e) In the same sense, you said you did not think 
this will happen or that such consequences would follow. 
But so is the Defense Minister of Israel saying he did not 
think, even allowing those Phalangists in, that something 
like this would happen. How does that differ? 


A I think that's the debate that has to be 
asked by the officials who thought that. We can't answer 
why, confronted with a certain peace of information, certain 
officials made certain deductions. I can't put myself in -- 


@) Something broke down and broke down on the 
Israeli side and in the same sense, therefore, on the 
American side. Officially, the government's spokesperson 
cannot simply stand up and say we did not think that would 
happen. But in the meantime 1500 people were slaughtered 
because somebody did not think correctly. 


A I think you're continuing to confuse two 
things. We had assurances from Israel. We understood and 
accepted those assurances that Israeli forces would not move 
into West Beirut. When you're talking about the initial 
reports that right-wing Lebanese forces were in the camps, as 
soon as those first reports came to our attention they, of 
course, were investigated, followed up. 


0 Why don't you call for a war-crimes tribunal 
Or some investigation--international investigation--of this 
massacre? Why doesn't the United States do that? 


a I just really am not prepared to address that 
question at this time. 


Q You said the use of American weapons is a 
matter under consideration. Does this imply something 
beyond what was said before? What aspects are under con- 
Sideration. I wonder if you could be more specific about 
that? 


4 As we have said before, there is con- 
Sideration about the use of American weapons by Israel 
and the character of them, as to whether they were used in a 
defensive or -- 
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Q Is this investigation given added urgency by 
the events of the last few days or weeks? 


A I think that you can be sure that all the 
developments that have taken place in Lebanon in recent weexs 
have been factored into that investigation. 


Q John, on the Marines, for just a second. Has 
the Administration decided yet which War Powers provision to 
use in sending the Marines in? Will it be a provision 
involving the 60-day limit or will it be unlimited? 


A That would come from the White House and the 
President when he makes that notification. 


Q To follow this up, on the Marines. This 
morning, they said that Israel is asking for a joint commit- 
tee -- Israeli, Lebanese, American, French and Italian for- 
ces or Italian people -- to oversee the deployment of the 
multinational forces in Beirut. 


Will you comment on this. And I think the United 
States has an objection to this type of committee. Will you comment? 


A We have seen that Cabinet communique. We are 
not quite sure what is involved in this discussion of a 
liaison committee. We are conferring with the Lebanese and 
with our Italian and French allies. 


Obviously, there has been, in the case of the MNF 
on the ground before, there was liaison with Israeli forces 
in the previous instance. But as we proceed with our plans, 
we are conferring with our allies and with the Lebanese 
Government about the deployment of the -- 


¢) Do you have such an objection to the forming 
of a committee which would involve the Israelis? 


A We have not received the official -- as I 
told you yesterday, we have seen a Cabinet communique but we 
have not received an official formal statement from the 
Israeli Government. Until we get that, we'll have to wait 
and see. But there is an aspect of that discussion about that 
liaison committee which is not clear to us and we're not 
taking a position on it at this time. 


Q Are you on talking terms with Israel 
because they don't seem to respond to any of your requests. 
We're still waiting. You didn't tell us if the American 
request had been responded to by Israel so far. 


fh There's not been a formal response on that. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:20 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFinG 


DPC #162 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1is02, 12:09 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I was almost 
able to say good morning all. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Assistant Secretary for Consular Affairs, Diego Asencio, 
before the Senate Permanent Subcommitte on Investigations. 
The subject is Fraudulent Use of Federal Identity Documents. 


I'll be glad to take any questions you might have. 


¢) Can you bring us up to date on the activities 
of Mr. Habib and Mr. Draper? What are they doing? Who are 


they seeing? 


4 Yes. Mr. Habib and Mr. Draper are in Israel 
today and will be seeing Mr. Sharon. 


Q What are they going to tell him? 


A Mr. Draper, of course, who will be assisted by 


Mr. Habib, will be discussing the question of Israeli 
withdrawal from West Beirut. 


0 Will they be carrying any requests to Mr. 
Sharon, any suggestions for the operation of a withdrawal of 


Israeli forces? 


A They, of course, are charged with the 
President's directive and, obviously, will be discussing 


that with the Israelis. 


Q What is the status of the Israeli withdrawal? 


4 Israeli forces continue to be reduced in 
number in West Beirut. The Lebanese Army is increasing its 


control over that part of the capital. And, as I say, 
Ambassadors Draper and Habib are in Israel for meetings on 


this subject. 


Q Do you now have a timetable for their 
withdrawal from Beirut? 


A We've seen what the Israelis have discussed 
with the Lebanese Government, the suggestion that they would 
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be out by the weekend. 


Q Will Habib and Draper be getting such a time- 
table when they talk to Sharon or asking for a -- 


A I'm sure if they're discussing troop 
withdrawal, I'm sure that this would one of the items on the 


agenda. 


Q Is there any indication of withdrawal from 
Beirut as distinguished from West Beirut? 


A I'm sure this would be also one of the things 
they will be discussing. 


0 Have we yet received a formal reply from them 
On our request for withdrawal? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 
Q I didn't understand -- 
A Have we received a formal response to our -=- 


Q But before that, what did you say? Did you 
say, it's your understanding they will be out by the 
weekend; whose understanding? 


AA We have seen reports of the discussions that 
the Israelis and the Lebanese have had, and we understand 
that those discussions have included a scenario in which 
the Israeli troops would be out by the weekend from West 


Beirut. 


Are those public reports or private reports? 


John, did you say “will be out of West Beirut"? 


Q 

A I think those are public reports. 
fe) 

A 


Out of West Beirut. 


0 Now, is it still the United States position 
that Israel withdraw immediately from all of Beirut? 


A Yes. 


Q John, two things: First of all, aren't you 
getting these reports about the schedule for withdrawal from 
Mr. Draper and Mr. Habib, or are they not discussing the 
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timetable? 


4 I think this its one of the things that will 
feature in theirc discussions today. 


Q All right, second pact of the question: Until 
recently you said that Mc. Draper's mission was to secure 
the Iscaeli and Syrian withdrawal from Lebanon. I asked 
once before whether the focus of the mission was now 
shifting to the withdrawal strictly from Beirut. 


Is there some significance to your specification 
of their discussions? 


A No. No. Obviously, his mission continues to 
be Lebanon. But also, obviously, the stability of Beirut is 
a matter of ucgent consideration and that is what he is 
discussing today. 


Q Has he had any talks with Syria in the last 
week Or SO -- say, in the last week? 


A Has he been to Syria, do you mean? 


Q Well, not necessarily. Has he had any 
discussions about Syrian troop withdrawals with Syria since 
the assassination? 


A I don't know what the status is of his talks, 
but obviously this its a matter that he is working on and 
obviously diplomatic interchange would be proceeding on 
this, but I don't want to get into the details of what he 


might have been -- 


Q There have been some press ceports suggesting 
that Mc. Draper was not pleased with the timetable put out 
by the Israelis because it did not seem to include Israelt 
troops in all of West Beirut. You haven't drawn that 
distinction and I wonder, is there some concern that the 
Iscaelis do not plan to leave all of West Beirut? 


BN I think this would be one of the things 
that will be under discussion today, the exact scope 
of the withdrawal. 


Q Does the govecnment have an estimate 
of how many members of the PLO are still in Lebanon? 
Has that figure gone up or down? 


A No, I don't think we can give you an 
estimate on that. 
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Q John, I hate to bring up something that 
consumed a great deal of time yesterday but there were 
ceports again today suggesting that of the arms caches 
being uncovered by the Israelis in West Beirut, some 
of those arms are being turned over to the Christian 
militias who have been implicated in the massacre. Do 
you have anything on that? 


A Under the agreement negotiated by 
Ambassadoc Habib, the PLO was to have turcned ovec arms 
to the Lebanese Acmy with the exception of the perc- 
sonal weapons they carried with them. To the extent 
that the turnover to the Lebanese Arcmed Forces did not 
take place, itt was in violation of the agreement. 


We don't know whether the arms cefercrced to 
were taken from PLO caches or were arcms belonging to 
vacious Lebanese militia groups in West Beirut. In 
either case, the spirit of the agreement would seem to 
cequire that the acms either be turcned over to the 
Lebanese Army or be cemoved from Lebanon with the con- 
currence of the Lebanese authorities. 


C John, on this point, are you Dianning 
to do a grass-root investigation as to the identity of 
these weapons? It's very essential and very important 
that we know these weapons and these ammunitions that 
you said yesterday and today that they were found and 
the Israelis were pointing theic fingers that they 
wece left over by the PLO. Are you investigating 
this? 


A I think we covered that yesterday. 
Obviously, we are considering the overall use of American 
weapons. I think I said that their use in Lebanon would be 


factored into that on-going -- 


Q It ts not the use of American weapons 
as much as it is the identity of the weapons, the 
ammunition that you said something yesterday about and 
today. You just cead the statement that they were 
left behind by the PLO and they are a violation of the 
Habib agreement. 


Ace you going to detecmine if they belong 
to the militias or they belong to the PLO or the PLO 
left it intentionally because it's very, very impor- 
tant because Iscael is taking this as an excuse to get 
into West Beirut? 


A Insofac as one is able. Obviously we'll be 
pursuing it. It's a complicated matter. 
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Q You were mentioning that the arms were 
supposed to have been turned over to the Lebanese Army 


A That's cight. 


Q —-- Or, and then I wasn't clear what you 
said -- withdrawn from the country? 


A We said thet in either case, the spirit 
of the agreement would seem to require that the arms 
either be turned over to the Lebanse Arcmy or be 
cemoved from Lebanon with the concurcence of the 
Lebanese authorities. 


Q What does that mean? Removed where, to 
whom, by whom? 


A There are a lot of weapons and 
obviously there are lot of people who have, as an 
objective, the control of those weapons. It is not a 
good thing for large supplies of weapons and ammuni- 


—.tion to be loose in Lebanon. 





The agreement, clearly, was that they should 
be handed over to the Lebanese Acmed Forces. Now, 
what we're saying is that 1f the Lebanese Acmed Forces, 
having taken control of them, want to make theirc own 
decisions about what the disposition of that is, 
that's a matter for the Lebanese. 


Q What ace the Iscaelis trying to -- find 
them, turn them over to the Phalangists, for example, 
is that also a violation? 


A No. We do not think that is a good move. 


Q I'm sorcy? 
A No. We'ce not in favor of that. 
Q If the Lebanese Acmy agrees, it's all cight 


if Iscael takes those arcms back to Iscael? 


A That's a mattec foc the Lebanese. 


Q I'm a little bit lost again. You say 
that it violated the spirit of the agreement. If 
these PLO caches, orc caches held by the militia were 
not turned ovec either to the Lebanse Arcmy oc cemoved 
from the scene -- 
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A That's cight. 


Q -- to what extent were the Lebanese militia 
a party to the Habib agreement; and if they were such 
a party, why weren't the Maronite Militia who 
obviously have held theic weapons also in violation of 
the spicit of the agreement? I don't understand why 
you'ce not making a distinction between the PLO and 


the militia in terms of that agreement? 


4 What we'ce saying is that given what 
has happened on the ground, given the facts and the 
developments that have overtaken that agreement, we're going 
to encourage the working of it out with the Lebanese 


Govecnment. 


Q But you're sdying that something is the 
violation of the spirit of the agreement. Were the 
militias in West Beirut who were not PLO a party to 
that ceasefire agreement? 


4 What we'ce saying is that the PLO had 
to depart and theic weapons should have been turned 
ovec to the Lebanese Acmed Forces. 


Q You said you oppose loose arms in 
Lebanon. How about the loose arcms in East Beircut and 
in the acea dominated by the Phalangists? 


ay I'm sure that the same kind of concern 
would be expressed there, and I'm sure it would be by 
othecs who ace involved in the negotiations. 


Q John, can you tell us anything moce 
today about the nature and the quantity of arms that 
have been found? 


BY No, I ceally can't. Not beyond where 
we were yestecday. We'rce talking, as I said yester- 
day, primacily about munitions but there ace weapons 
as well. 


Q Also on the agreement, the Palestinians 
Claim that some 2000 residents of those camps, mainly 
men, have been arrested, detained by the Iscaelis and 
sent to camps in the south of Lebanon. Have you been 
able to conficm anything like that? 


A We have not been able to confirm that. 
We ace looking into it, but obviously we would be con- 
cecned about such cemoval. 
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Q How about these Lebanese who were 
detained by the Israelis? 


A The same would apply. We're looking 
into that, and we obviously would be concerned. 


--MORE-- 


gn 


on in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


“Declassified for Publicati 





Q How about the question of the Israelis 
breaking into banks and taking records or -- 


A Yes. I do have something for you on that. 
We have no independent confirmation of any banks having been 
entered, and we would be firmly opposed to any such action. 


The United States Embassy in Beirut did receive 
reports from Lebanese Government sources that the Israeli 
Defense Force had entered a few banks in West Beirut. 


We approached Israeli Government officials 
regarding this allegation, and they denied that banks had 


been entered. 


The Lebanese Government sources later charged 
that, to the contrary, the Israelis had, indeed, entered 
some banks but had later left them. 

I'm afraid we have no information beyond these 
conflicting reports. 

Q Lebanese Radio has been quoted to have said 


that Ambassador Habib gave President Gemayel a letter from 
President Reagan containing a timetable for the withdrawal 


of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Would you be able to tell us anything about it? 
A This is a letter? What kind of a letter? 


Q A letter from President Reagan to President 
Gemayel. 


A I'm not aware of that. 


Q What is the disposition of the Marines today? 
Have they got their orders to go in, or what is their 
deployment? 

aN As I understand it, the prospect is that they 
would land sometime over the weekend. 


Q Do you have anything on where they will be 
stationed in Beirut, their actual duties? 


A No, not yet. It's being worked out with the 
Lebanese, the French and the Italians. 
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Q Do you have anything on their numbers? 


A We think at this stage that 800 will land out 
of a force of 1200 that would be available. 


Q Is it your intention to have them land only 
after the Israelis are removed from West Beirut? 


A I think it's our expectation that if they go 
in this weekend and the reports that we have had of the 
withdrawal of Israeli troops from West Beirut are correct, 
it's our expectation and hope that the Israeli troops will 
be gone by the time the Marines land. 


Q Does the State Department have any estimated 
cost per month of the Marines going in and staying there? 


A I don't think the State Department has. The 
Pentason might. 


Q No. They don't. 


A Then we don't. 
Q I thought maybe you might. 
a I'm sorry. 


Q Could I follow that up? As I understand it 
from the U.N. in New York, the United States taxpayers are 
providing $4 million a month to the UNIFIL troops in Lebanon 
over which the PLO kept raining -- you know, sending 
rockets, and they were unable to stop that; and they were 
unable to stop any incursion of the Israeli troops into 
Lebanon other than Nepalese troops on a bridge -- they 
refused to move, and the Israelis very politely built a pon- 
toon bridge and went around them. 


Could you tell us, what is the Reagan 
Administration's rationale for spending $4 million a month 
for such a force? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 
Obviously, the decision to participate was made in the 
belief that it was a worthy objective, and I'm sure that -- 


Q Right, worthy. Larry Speakes at the white 
House says they're performing a useful function, and I said, 
"What useful function?" and he said, “Very,” and that's all. 
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I don't understand, $4 million a month when they 


haven*t been able to do anything, and they're not given any 
armor or air force. I just wonder, could the State 


Department to the American people who are kind of nard- 
pressed, as you know, give us some rationale for the Reagan 
Administration blowing $4 million on this enterprise? 


A I think really your question perhaps might be 
better addressed to the U.N. Let them tell you how effec- 
tive they think the force has been. 


Q In your earlier question about when U.S. 
Marines would go in, I think the intent of the question was 
to try to find out whether the Marines are not going in 
until the Israelis leave. 


Your answer was tautological in this sense. 
You're not addressing it. 


4 I think that, obviously, the arrival of the 
various forces have been worked out between Italy, France 
and the United States and, obviously, the Lebanese. 


It's my understanding, although it is not firm, that 
the weekend is the sort of target date we are aiming at, and 
we understand that the Israelis -- there are two series of 
facts here. We understand that the Israelis will in fact 
not be on the scene at that time. 


Q But is one related to the other? 


ay No. I think the French went in first with 
the previous MNF force, and I think they're in today. I 
think we feel that the orchestration of it is that the 
Americans will come in about the weekend. 


Q Right. So that if the Israelis, whatever 
combination of reasons, were to be in West Beirut into next 
week, the Marines would still be landed this weex? 


fy Our plan is to go ahead. 


Q One further question on the weapons: The 
Israeli Government says it recovered a complete Bell heli- 
copter in its packing crates with markings as having been 
shipped from Libya. They've recovered that supposedly near 


Yasser Arafat's headquarters in West Beirut. 


Was that an American=-built helicopter? 
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A I don't know anything about it. 


Q The West Bank disturbances and strixes in 


Nazareth and other parts of the Galilee where one 
Palestinian who is an Israeli citizen was killed -- do you 
have any readout or statement about this new chain of violence? 


A No. We don't have any readout. Obviously, 
violence on the West Bank is disturbing, as violence is to 
us anywhere, and we urge restraint by those involved. 


Q Do you have any comment -- you did not 
yesterday -- on whether the U.S. Government has any feeling 
on whether there should be an independent inquiry into the 
massacre in the camps? 


A No. I think we would want to wait and see 


how Israel comes out on this one. There obviously is con- 
tinuing on this question. We would want to wait and see how 


the Israelis come out. 


I would assume that the Lebanese Government would 
be making some kind of investigation, too. 


Q Do you have anything more than you had 
yesterday on the identity of those who perpetrated the 
massacre? 


A No. I'm afraid we don't. 


Q Anything on the decision on the War Powers 
Act provision? 


A No. The President will make that decision 
and make the notification. 


Q Your objection to the agreeing to everybody 
who's calling for an inquiry about the massacre in West 


Beirut -- 


A No objection. I didn't say anything about an 
objection. 


0 Let's put it this way: Your position stems 
from the fact that you consider that if you will ask for an 
inguiry, that you are interfering in the political affairs 
of Israel, or is it because you want to wait and see like 
you just said awhile ago? 
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A I think that the Government of Israel and the 
Government of Lebanon are the kind of appropriate authori- 
ties at this stage to undertake an investigation, and we 
should wait to see what they're going to -- 


Q You worked out the agreement -- the United 
States worked out an agreement for the evacuation of the 
PLO, and the refugee camps were, according to the statements 
from the Palestinians and others, guaranteed to be secure 
and safe from any outside intrusion or inside intrusion -- 
that was the guarantee by President Reagan. 


Don't you feel we come to the moral responsibility 
that you ought to make your position very clear about the 
inquiry? 


A We talked about moral responsibilities at 
some length yesterday, and I thought we had made our posi- 
tion on for moral commitment clear. But as to an investiga- 
tion, we're going to wait and see what the Government of 
Israel and what the Government of Lebanon might do. 


Q New subject? The pipeline. Could you give 
us an explanation for the visit today by the four pipeline 
ambassadors from France, Britain, Italy and Germany? 


(Laughter) 


A Well, the pipeline ambassadors. That's an 
interesting way of describing them. 


They are in for the normal kind of diplomatic 
interchange that takes place. We have a U.N. session coming 
up, and I'm sure it's logical that preliminary talks would 
be held with a number of ministers and representatives from 
a number of countries in connection with bilateral meetings 
that the Secretary might have with a number of countries. 


Q It's not related to the pipeline, then? 
rN General diplomatic -- 

Q Wide range of topics is -- 

A I'm sure that they always discuss a wide 


range of topics. 
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e; Just to go back to the Middle East, there 
were reports this morning that the United States had somehow 
been engaged or had been in contact with the National 
Religious Party and was encouraging it not to remain a 
member of the Likud coalition. 


I think it's been denied there, but do you want to 
do it here, too? 


Ay It's absolutely clear that the United States 
is not involving itself in any shape or form in the internal 
affairs of Israel, and we just want to underscore that and 
make that absolutely clear. 


Any suggestions to the contrary that the United 
States is meddling or interfering in Israeli domestic 
affairs are absolutely without foundation. 


0 On the weapons, again, that may now be trans- 
ferred from Israeli troops to Christian militia, you said we 
didn't favor that, but have we made any formal represen- 
tation to Israel about that? 


4 You may be sure that that is under 
discussion, yes. 


0 Between the Israelis and the U.S? 

aN Yes. 

Q You may remember awhile back Senator 
Goldwater charged that there were people in the State 
Department who were misinforming President Reagan with 
regard to Taiwan. 


Do you recall that? 


a Not with much specificity. Not very 
specifically. 
Well, the specificity came day before yester- 
day at ¢t te House and named Mr. Holdridge, and said 
that he... that they would get rid of Mr. Holdridge. 


Does the State Department have any comment? 


A No. 


@) No comment at all? 
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A No. 

Q I mean, not even in defense of Mr. Holdridge? 
A We're not prepared to discuss it. 

Q Do you have any comment on a House 


Intelligence Committee report about intelligence-gathering 
on Central America? The report says something about there 
having been exaggerations and simplistic analyses. 


A Yes. We haven't exactly seen the report, but 
when we did, and if we did, we wouldn't get into an intelli- 


gence matter anyway. 
Last question? 


Q Senator Jackson was one who charged again 
today that the PLO has come back to Tripoli. That's not a 
new charge, but do you have anything on the -- 


a No. I'm afraid we don't. 

Q Do you have anything on the activities in the 
U.N. relating to the status of Puerto Rico? 

4 No. I'm afraid I don't. 

Q Incidentally, on the U.N., when will Shultz 


speak to the -- 


A The date for his speech, I think, is not 
quite final. 


It's still being worked on. 


Q Do you have anything on the proposed sale of 
U.S. aircraft to Bahrain? 


A Yes. I do have something on that. The pro- 
posed sale of F5 aircraft to Bahrain is not new. On April 
19 of this year Congress was notified of a proposal to sell 
four FSE and two FSF fighters to Bahrain. 


The most recent notification merely substitutes 
F5G's for the FSE's which were specified in the April case. 
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Bahrain is an important moderate Middle East state 


with legitimate defense needs. The sale of six aircraft 
will help to strengthen Bahrain's modest air arm without 
posing any threat to its neighbors or peace and stability in 


the area. 


Q Is there any explanation there for the 
upgrading of the aircraft that's to be sold to the -- 


A No. I'm afraid that's all I have. 


Q Also on that aircraft, does the State 
Department or the Administration have any kind of a 
triggering event or something that would mean the release of 
the 75 F-16‘'s that have been sold to Israel that have been 


A A triggering event? 
e) Yes. Is there something that -- 


A No. That's a decision that the President 
will make, it's with him, and he'll make it in his good 
time. 


Q Could I go back to Lebanon just one, if I 
may? There's a report out of Damascus that the Syrian 
Government is prepared to pull all of its troops out of 
Lebanon to avoid clashes with the Israelis. 


Can you -- 


A I haven't seen that one. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I will be happy to 
answer any questions you might have. 


Q There are reports this morning that Isreal -- 
and there were reports yesterday -- that Israel is asking 
the U.S., or perhaps in stronger terms than “asking,” for 
permission to remain with some troops either adjacent to 
West Beirut or adjacent to Beirut. 


Is the United States going to allow Israel to 
maintain any troops in Beirut or adjacent to Beirut as a 
result of these negotiations over withdrawal as the 
Multinational Force arrives? 


A As you know, our position has remained 
constant that we would want to see total withdrawal of 
Israeli troops from Beirut. 


Ambassador Habib is in Jerusalem today. Mr. 
Draper is back in Beirut. Discussions have taken place and 
will continue to take place with Israeli officials, and this 
is the kind of detail that obviously is being discussed. 


If you are referring to the suggestion that Israel 
has said it would continue to conduct patrols in West Beirut 
even after the positions it previously held have been taken 
over by the Lebanese Army, this could be contrary to United 
States support for the rapid resumption of authority 
throughout Beirut by the Government of Lebanon. 


It is the wish of the Government of Lebanon that 
the Israeli Defense Force withdraw completely from Beirut. 
As President Reagan said, the Lebanese Government must be 
permitted to restore internal security in its capitai. It 
cannot do this if foreign forces remain in or near Beirut. 


Obviously, Ambassador Habib and Ambassador Draper 
are discussing ways to help implement this policy. 


Q As a follow-up to that, may I ask whether, 
under these negotiations with regard to the stationing of 
the Multinational Force, U.S. Marines or other parts of the 
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MNF will be stationed south of the Beirut Airport, 
suggesting that Israeli troops would have to withdraw to a 
line south of the Beirut Airport before the MNF takes its -- 


A I think the deployment of troops is exactly 
what's being worked out now on the ground. Liaison commit- 
tees are in operation, both diplomatic and military, and 
that's the kind of detail that we're working on with the 
French and the Italians and the Lebanese authorities. 


Q Does the U.S. consider Beirut Airport to be a 
part of the Beirut to which you just referred when you said 
"in or near Beirut"? 


A Yes. 


Q Do you assume that the delay in the U.S. 
troops, the Marines, getting there is because we're waiting 
for the conclusion of the negotiations on deployment? 


A No. 
Q What's taking so long then? 


A I think that the deployment is something 
that's being worked out between the parties. It is not out 
of character, it seems to me, with the arrangement that was 
in effect with the previous Multinational Force. I think 
the French went in first, and we, as I said yesterday, 
expect the Marines would go in over the weekend and the 
Italians would go in about the same time. 


Q There were some reports that there was even a 
problem of getting the French on the docks in that first 
group. 


A Not that I'm aware of, I think, because I 
understand that they're there, and they're in position. 


Q Is there some dateline -- that is, some posi- 
tion the Israelis occupied on such and such a date during 
this affair -- to which we would want them to draw back? 


South of the airport puts them at certain lines 
where they were about the middle of July. Is that what 
we're asking? 


A I don't know about a line, but I think the 
President's language is very clear. He has said what we are 
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seeking is the immediate withdrawal from Beirut, and =I “<nink 
that language is fairly clear. 


Obviously, that is not to suggest any delay in our 
desire that all foreign troops are removed from the whoie of 
Lebanon, but obviously Beirut is the first step and the 
first point for concentration. 


Q Is your answer to two questions there °no,* to 
the patrolling of Israeli troops in West Beirut and to 
remaining adjacent or in Beirut? 


You did not say “no.” You tried to explain it in 
line with -- 


A I think I'll stand by the language I used, 


which I think is fairly clear. I think we have made our 
position clear on the question of Israeli trooos in 3eirut. 


Q But you don’t want to say that you -- 
A I thought that what I said was clear. 


Q As a practical matter, once the Multinational 


Force and the Lebanese Army take over certain checkpoints 
and roadblocks, will Israeli soldiers be allowed to pass 


those points? 


A That would not be in accord with the 
understanding that we are trying to work out. 


Q Several days ago the President demanded an imme- 


diate Israeli withdrawal from Beirut. Does the State 
Department consider that the Isaraelis have been responsive 


to that request to date? 


A If you mean has there been an immediate 
withdrawal of Israeli troops from Beirut, the answer is, 
obviously, no -- 


Q So the Israelis are not being responsive? 


A -- but having said that -- we're talking about 
immediate -- but having said that there continues to be a 
rundown of Israeli troops today in Beirut. The numbers 
there are getting less and less -=- they are thinning out -- 
and the Lebanese armed forces are taking over nore and nore 


positions. 
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So if your question is, “Was there an immediate 
withdrawal," the answer is, obviously, no, but there appears 
to be a withdrawal taking place. 


Q Do we consider that a satisfactory response 
to the President's demand? 


A It did not clearly meet a demand for imme- 
diate withdrawal, but, given the situation as it is on the 
ground, there does seem to be a withdrawal taking place. 


Q Have we ever gotten a formal response to both 
the President's demands Saturday and the speech on Sunday? 


A Not to my knowledge. No. 


Q Unless I just misheard you, I think you were 
very careful to say that there has been a rundown of troops 


in West Beirut. 
A That's right. 
Q Has there been a rundown of troops in Beirut? 


A Not to my knowledge. We're talking about 
West Beirut? That was your question? 


Q There has been a rundown in West Beirut, but 
there has not been a rundown or thinning out, whatever you 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Does that mean that the troops are 
withdrawing from West Beirut into Beirut and remaining 
there, or have they been going -- 


A No, no, no. I don't think so. What I'm 
suggesting is whatever substantial movement is taking place 
is from West Beirut out of the city. 


Q To where, John? 


A I can't specify where they're going. 


Q So while you're suggesting that -- if 
not immediate pullout -- they are pulling out of West Beirut, 
you're also suggesting that there's been no movement in 
the direction of what you were calling for earlier, which is 
the withdrawal from Beirut. 

















A I don't want to mislead you. I mean, I'm 
just not speaking from knowledge. I don't know where those 
troops are going, how far they are going, and how far south 
they're going. I'm not leading in any direction there. 


Q How about a withdrawal from Lebanon? das 
there been a rundown in their overall Lebanese strength? 


gn 


You called initially not just for a withdrawal 
from West Beirut, but all of Lebanon. 


A I can't answer that question. 


Q Have you had time to look into the reports 
coming out of Damascus to the effect that the Syrians are 
willing to withdraw from the Bekaa Valley north? 


A No. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Are you satisfied with the announcement that 
Israel is going to conduct an inquiry now and the same by 
the Lebanese Government? 


4 As I said yesterday, we had noted that the 
reports that both Israel and the Lebanese Government were 
moving in the direction of conducting investigations, but 
we've read the same reports out of Israel today that you 
undoubtedly have seen. There apparently is some uncertainty 
about the investigation, but our position continues to be 
that that is a matter for Israel to decide. 
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Q Uncertainty in terms of what? 


4 We've seen the reports of the suggestion that 
a judge should head that investigation, and then we've seen 
wire service reports, too, that he is unable to do that. But 
they are wire service reports in the public domain. 


Q Yesterday I understood Ambassador Kirkpatrick 
as discouraging African and Arab delegates at the United 
Nations from creating an investigative committee by the 
United Nations. 


I referred this question yesterday after the 
briefing to somebody in your office and I mentioned that I 
may ask you about it. 


Did you look into it? Do you know if the reports 


that I <= 
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4 I‘m sorry. That didn't come to me. I didn't 
get that. 


Q I mean, would the United States -- there are 
reports that African and Arab delegates are looking into 
creating an investigative committee at the United Nations. 


Would the United States support that? To look into 
the crimes, -- I mean, the actual massacre. 


4 Obviously, the United States has an interest 
in an objective examination of what took place and in any 
objective conclusions. I think insofar as any specific 
resolution at the U.N. is concerned, as always I think we 
would wait until we have seen the text of that resolution to 
decide what our position would be on it. 


Q A few days ago the United States called for 
an international investigation or inquiry into a situation 
that is occurring inside the Soviet Union with regard to the 


pipeline. 


Why is the United States not calling for such an 
inquiry, Or not willing to comment on what it now says is an 
internal Israeli matter? 


4 I think because it seems to us that steps are 
underway in both Israel and Lebanon, perhaps, to conduct 
investigations, and I think we would want to see how that 
moves along first before we take any further position. 


Q Your reply was before there was any announce- 
ment that they're going to carry out an investigation; you 
gave us the same reply about two days ago when we asked you 
that question. 


A I think, obviously, given the situation that 
exists in Israel, there was discussion about this. It has 
been taking place over the past few days, and I think we 
wanted to see just how that discussion -- which is, as I say, 
a matter for Israel -- came up. 


Q Do you have any information on the re-entry 
of PLO fighters back into Beirut, some of those that have 
been evacuated? 


A No. 


Q No information about PLO fighters going back 
into Beirut? 
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A No. 


Q On an inquiry for a second again, in prin- 
ciple does the U.S. consider the events to be of sufficient 
international concern that in principle they believe that an 
international inquiry would be in order? 


A You're asking me a very legalistic question, 
and I think you have movement, both in Israel and Lebanon, 
to conduct investigations. I think we would like to wait 
and see how those particular investigations emerge before we 
get into the question of a broader and international 
investigation. 


Q You probably read Henry Catto'’s comments 
yesterday, and he thoroughly muddied the water on what the 
Multinational Force is going to do, or what the Marines are 
going to do, and it seemed to conflict with what a senior 
official had told us. 


Have you got anything that might clear up what 
they're going to do? 


A As the President announced in his decision to 
send a U.S. contingent as part of this MNF deployment to 
Beirut, it is not intended to act as a police force. 


We do not expect the Multinational Force to become 
directly involved in any law and order functions. 


Although isolated acts of violence can never be 
ruled out, all appropriate precautions will be taken to 
insure the safety of U.S. military personnel during their 
deployment. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q You haven't got anything more on what they're 
going to be interposed between? 


a No. We really don't at this stage. It's a 
little early; and as we've said before, if fired upon they will 
fice back, but we do not expect them to be involved in a com- 
bat situation. 


Q Initially, when we heard from the senior 
official, you would almost infec from that that he was 
talking about the green line and then yestercday Catto said, 
no, that they weren't necessarily going to -- 


4 I ceally think that's something that the 
liaison committees on the ground are dealing with. 


Q Is there a significant difference between the 
cole of the Macines and the cole of the Italians and French? 
Is theic cole a much more passive one? 


A No, I don't think so. 


Q Ace they undec the same cules concerning com- 
bat as the Macines? 


aN Obviously, each unit, each national unit is 
undec the command of its own officers, and I'm not sure what 
theic cules of engagement are. 


Q Do we have anything on the extent of theic 
equipment; whether it's heavier than it was on the previous 
visit there? 


A I think they will go in with the same kind of 
equipment that they did on the previous occasion, carcying 
it, but I think also the Pentagon has said that a variety of 
eguipment is available to back them up if it is needed. 


Q On the ships instead of ashoce? 
A Yes. 
Q Back on the investigation, please. Without 


ceally putting anything into it, usually, as cecently as the 
assassination of the Kuwaiti official in Madrid and 
genecally speaking, a statement its cead from here that you 
condemn the act and you call for the fast apprehension of 
the cciminals. 


In this case there was no such call. Should we 
cead anything into it or is it just -- 
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A Thece was no condemnation of the act? 


Q No, calling for the fast apprehension of the 
cciminals, calling on the legal authorities to trv theic 
best to apprehend the criminals. I began by sayz:na, 
without ceading anything into it, I'm just trying to get the 
sense of what -- 


A I think you should not cead anything into it. 
Obviously, the same kinds of concerns are felt by the United 
States, and I really think have been expressed. I think 
vecy senioc officials, including the President, have made 
cleac theic horcrcoc and shock at this event. 


Q That's all fine, but the other part of it is 
the apprehension of the criminais, looking as to who they 
ace, what they are, that part was missing. I Know thece was 
an expression of horroc. 


x I think you can be assured that the same kind 
of interest would be expressed by the United States in this 
tecrcible tragedy. 


Q Do you have any independent information as to 
what's going on in Mecca? 


A In -- 

Q In Mecca? Thece wece some problems there. 

oN No. 

Q Could you look into it. It's apparently some 
Icanians were accested. 

a What's going on in Mecca? That's a little 
broad. 

Q There were suppose to be a couple hundred 


Icanians accested oc something. There are cepocts of 
pcoblems. 


A We'll be glad to find out whether we have 
anything, but it doesn't appear to be an area in which we 
would be in ceceipt of a great deal of information. 


Q Is there anything new on the examination of 
U.S. policy vis-a-vis arms shipments to Iscael? 


A No. Just wherce I said we were. 


Q Can we ask about Central America. What 
peompts this question is that William Peccy, who is an 
officec of the Georgetown University Centec for Strategic 
and Intecnational Studies, which, as you may Know, was named 
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by William Clark as an essential part of the United States 
foreign policy-making apparatus 2 few days ago, made a sta- 
tement yesterday on caids from Honducas into Nicaragua which 
may be of some interest to this Department, ocarticuarcly since 
he claims to be an intimate of Thomas Endecs and intimately 
awace of what U.S. policy in the rcegion is. 


He was asked about whether there were caids from 
Honducas into Nicaragua and what might have been the cause 
of them. I'll cead some quotes from his answer. 


"I think there is some inclination in this govern- 
ment to up the stakes on the Nicaraguans. You have to up 
the ante a little bit. It's harcd because the United States 
is so naively idealistic to discuss this in a public forum 
but I will and hope that I don't get my brains beaten out.” 


Q You'ce coming to a question, are you? 


A Yes. “But if I were Endecs, and I think 
this is what he did do, I would want to up the ante. We are 
not adverse to a little action on the border to keep the 
Nicacaguans thinking a little bit.* 


Q And the question? 


a The question is obvious. Has the United 
States -- 


A Not to me it ain't. (Laughter) 


Q Two questions: One, has the United States in 
any way encoucaged, instigated, orc helped attack from 
Honducas from across the border into Nicaragua? 


A No. Not to my knowledge, but that is such a 
sweeping question and suggestion that I don't have any com- 
ment on that for you. 


Q Wait a minute. 


a I'm not going to cespond to that. 
Q You'ce saying that -- 
A I'm not saying anything. I'm not saying 


anything that you should cead into it. That is such a 
sweeping -- 


0 As I undecstand it -- 


A -- I'm not awarce of the statement and I'm cer- 
tainly not going to cespond to it. 
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Q As I understand a couple of days ago, Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of State Steven Bosworth said that the 
Nicacaguans were cesponsible for all terrorism and violence 
in the cegion. Now you're saying that the question of 
whether oc not the United States is responsible for some of 


it is too sweeping a question to comment on. Are you saying -- 


A I do have something on Mc. Bosworth's alleged 
comments, if you'ce interested in that. We're not aware 
that Mc. Bosworth implicated the Nicaraguans dicectly in the 
cucrent hostage situation in San Pedro Sula. Is that the 
one you‘'ce talking about? 


Q Yes. 


x Okay. But the terrorists there made it clear 
that theic actions wece taken in support of the guerrilla 
movement in El Salvador. 


The Sandinista Government in Nicaragua, along with 
its Cuban supporters, has been providing direct support to 
that guerccilla movement. The Nicarcaguans also have been 
supporting tercrocism in othec Central American nations, 
including Honduras and Costa Rica. 


As Mc. Bosworth testified, Nicaragua has chosen, 
with Cuban support, to try to take advantage of Hondurcas' 
economic and security weakness. 


I can make this available to you but I'm not going 
beyond that. 


Q You do admit the United States is 
cesponsible? 


aN No, I'm not admitting anything. I'm not 
going beyond this. 


Q On Central America. Anything on when 
President Reagan will cespond to the lettecs of the Pres:i- 
dents of Venezuela and Mexico? 


A No, I don't have anything on that for you. 
Q Can you look into that? 
A Okay. 


Q Can you update us on Frank Wisnec's mission, 
and is thece anything you can tell us about the status of 
the Namibian talks? 


A Yes, I do have something on Yc. Wisnec's tra- 
vel accangements. 
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Deputy Assistant Secretary Frank Wisner, accom- 
panied by two other State Department officers, is visiting 
Luanda from September 27 to 29 for another in the series of 
periodic exchanges we've had with the Angolan Govercnment 
officials about matters of bilateral and cegional concern. 
These include both the negotiations aimed at bringing inde- 
pendence to Namibia as well as the separate subject of Cuban 
troops in the region. 


Q Anothec subject. Does the United States have 
any comment on the announcement by Prime Minister Thatcher 
today that the Soviet Union and China will be engaging in 
formal discussions of some kind? 


A No. 

Q No comment at all? 

os No. 

Q John, do you have any comment on the ceported 


comments by Vietnamese officials to the effect that they 
would be willing to cooperate on the Missing-in-Action issue 
if the United States were prepared to improve celations with 
Hanoi? 


4 Yes, we do have something on that. We have 
read the report of Vietnamese Foreign Minister Thach's 
statement suggesting that four official U.S. teams a year 
would be allowed to go to Vietnam to discuss the POW/MIA 
issue. 


The United States Government has a long-standing 
proposal to the Vietnamese that Joint Casualty Resolution 
Center personnel and cepresentatives of the Vietnamese 
Office for Seeking Missing Persons meet cegularly, pre- 
fercably in Hanoi, to discuss resolution of the POW/MIA 
issue. We welcome Mr. Thach's statement and are awaiting 
official conficmation from the Government of Vietnam. 


Q John, on that acea, do you have any comment 


on the Washington Times ceport today that the State Deparctment 





has agreed to provide China detailed information on the 
amount, quality and cost of arms sold to Taiwan in the last 
tweaty years? 


A Yes, I do. It is our standacd practice not 
to comment on what may Orc may not have been said to us by a 
foreign govercnment in private communications orc on our 
intecnal policy deliberations in cesponse. B8ut in this 
case, I would say that any statement that the United States 
has agreed to provide detailed information on Taiwan arms 
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sales over the past twenty years is false. 


We would also note that in rcecent months there 
have a numbec of inaccucate articles on the question of U.S. 
celations with China and the Taiwan acms issue often attri- 
buted to comments by unidentified, and wheily unknown to us, 
State Department officials. The rcesult has been highly 
distorted or inaccurate conclusions. 


Q Is this report completely false or are you 
saying there's some distortion or is there some concern -- 


A I'm saying that the inforcmation in it attri- 
buted to these officials is false. 


Q Do you have anything on the storv -- the 
Magana interview on Fl Salvador today about the elections in 


A Yes. We are pleased that President Magana 
had the opportunity to describe in greater detail the 
efforts that have been under way in El Salvador to advance 
the process of democratization -=- more specifically, the 
steps leading to municipal through presidential elections, 
national ceconciliation and the combined efforts of 
President Magana, the army and the political parties in the 
Constituent Assembly to address these key issues facing El 


Salvadoc. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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icf 
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1982, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q What have you got on the Israeli withdrawals 
from West Beirut and the timetable for the arrival of the Marines? 


A We're encouraged by progress in the IDF 
pull-out from West Beirut, which ts now largely under the 
control of the Lebanese Armed Forces. We understand that 
observance of Yom Kippur by the Iscaelis has had an effect 
on the rate of the IDF withdrawal. 


From a practical point of view, the IDF is pulling 
out of Beirut from the north to the south. The airport, as 
you know, is at the southern edge of the city. Once the IDF 
has completed its withdrawal from the south side of the city, 
the United States contingent of the MNF will deploy in that 
acea. The details will be worked out on the ground. 


Q Does that include the airport, Alan? 


A Does what include the airport? I said we 
expect to deploy to the airport, once they have pulled from 
that -- 


Q From the airport, once the Israelis -- 
A From the south side of the city, yes. 


Q You said “to the airport." Will the U.S. 
troops -- 


A They will be deployed to the airport. 


Q Well, are they going to be on the airport 
grounds, Or just up to the edge of the airport? 


a The U.S. contingent? 


Q Yes. 


A No. It would be in the airport area, not up 
to the edge of it. 








Foreign 


~Uectassified for Publication in American 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Will there be an Israeli presence, Alan, at 
the Beirut Airport? 


A I would not expect that the MNF would deploy 
in areas where there would continue to be an IDF presence. 
I can't tell you today what the final arrangements will be 
with respect to the airport because the situation there 
remains under discussion. But as Secretary Weinberger said 
over the weekend, we would not expect an Israeli military 
presence of any significance at the airport. 


Q By calling it “of any significance," would 
the Israelis be ailowed an observation post or a small 
logistical unit at the airport? 


A I can't tell you specifically what there 
might be. But I think the point he made on this was quite clear. 


Q Alan, Mr. Weinberger also expressed his hope 
that there would be commercial flights, some of them 
Israeli. I mean this is a turnabout tn your position not to 
impose peaceful solutions between Israel and Lebanon under 


the gun. 


A I don't think he was suggesting we were going 
to impose anything. I think he was simply suggesting that 
the Lebanese Government its interested in resuming commercial 
operation of the airport, and that was what we -- 


Q Including Israeli planes? 


A I can't tell yous. That's something that will 
have to be worked out there. I don't have any details on 
that. 


Q In answer to a question, you said that the 
MNF will not deploy as long as Israeli forces are there. 
You'ce saying they will not deploy because the Israelis will 
be there, or are you saying that they will withdraw and then 
the MNF will deploy? You didn't ceally answer the question. 


A I think I did answer the question. I think 
that in response to the earlier question, I noted that once 
the IDF has completed its withdrawal from the south side of 
the city, that the U.S. contingent -- that we expect that to 
happen, yes, that the U.S. contingent of the MNF would 
deploy in that area, in the airport area. 


Q You didn't ceply to the timetable. 
Is tt firming up any more? 





A I'm sorry. I did not. The expectation, 
although details are still being worked out, is that they 
will probably go in on Wednesday. 


Q Also, is that Burj Al Barajinah ruled out? 


A Say again? 


Q Originally, there were a lot of reports that 
they were going to deploy in a neighborhood where there was 


a Palestinian refugee camp. 


gn 


A The U.S. contingent? 


Q Yes. 


A I'm not aware that there was any suggestion 
that that was going to be the case. 


Q The Post had maps showing that on Saturday 
and Sunday. 





A I don't know what The Post had, but-- 





Q But anyway, they are all going to be at the 
airport, all 800 of them? 


A In the airport area. Actually, we're looking 
now at approximately 1200. It's a rather large area that 
the U.S. contingent would be deployed in, so they will be 
covering that with about 1200 -- 
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Q You're talking about what? 
A About 1200 in the U.S. contingent. 


Q But I didn't think -- They are just going to 
be deployed in the airport -- 


A In the airport and the airport area. I don't 
have an exact map, Charlie, to give you on that at this point. 
These are the kinds of things which are still being worked 
out on the ground, but in the airport area, so it's not just 
the runways -- we're not talking about that. 


Q I know, I understand. When you take the 
Italian, French, and Marine units altogether, its there going to 
be more or less sort of a continuous presence running 
from north shore down to the airport, or are they going to 
be in these kinds of hedge-hog -- 








A I can't tell you specifically. I don't know 
that all the deployment areas have been worked out. 


Q When did the 800 become 1200? 


A I think it was last week that John indicated 
that it was his understanding there would be 800 deployed 
with another 400 available. I can't tell you specifically, 
but the 1200 figure has always been around in terms of the 
planning figure for the U.S. contingent. It has been deter- 
mined that is approximately what the U.S. contingent 
deploying in this area will be. 


Q Can I stop you right there for a moment, Al? 
My recollection is that on the day the announcement was 
made, a week ago today, that a senior official of this 
Department did not, in fact, say 1200. He said 800 ata 
BACKGROUNDER. 


A I don't believe that's the case. 
Q I believe that ts the case. 
A In any case, I'm telling you -- 


Q He said the size of the American contingent 
would be very close to what it was when it was deployed the 
first time around, and that figure was 800. 
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A I jon't consider this out of the same ball 
park. 


Q Plan, it's 50 percent again above what the 
senior official mentioned in that briefing, and my question 
is, when was that change made? 


A First of all, I'm not in agreement with you 
on what was said at the briefing; but in any case, the 
figure -- 


Q I'd suggest that you read the transcript of 
the briefing. 


A Fine. In any case, the figure is 1200. 


Q Maybe I can clarify that: the Marines said 
there were going to be 1800, and that 800 of them were going 
to be ashore. Apparently, they've changed that now to 1200. 








But what I wanted to ask was, what are these other 

400 people? There were supposed to be 800 infantrymen among 

e this 1800. What are these other 400? Are they going to be 
| artillery or tanks oc: -- 


A No. I can't give you details on what type 
personnel will be involved I would hav~ to refer you to the 
Pentagon for that. 


eign 


And I don't know that I would say the additional 
400 would be such-and-such in terms of the numbers we're 
dealing with. I'm not sure it's been approached that way. 


Q Can you give us some idea of the politics -- 
why would it go from 800 to 1200? 


A Again, I think that there is just a miscon- 
ception here. The figure that has been used in planning 
purposes all along was there would be the availability of 
1200; and in terms of what the people on the ground have 
figured out is necessary for deployment, that's just where 
they are. I can't give you a history of how that came 
about. 


Q I don't think it's a misconception. We've 
been told here on several occasions that they had decided 
that 800 was the figure, and that there would be 400 in 
resecve. Now, what we're asking is, why is this reserve 400 
now being deployed? Is it a matter that you looked at the 
space, and 800 didn't fill it up and you stuck in the 1200? 
If that’s the explanation, fine. 
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A I think that's essentially the kind of thing 
we're talking about. There is no conceptual change in the 
approach to the U.S. role, which is, I believe, what you're 
trying to get to. 


* Q That is what I'm trying to get to and what we're all 
, trying to get to. 


Q Just to nail down a point: The Marines are 
not going to operate the airport? 


A No. 


Q Alan, could we go back to this? You see, I'm 
way out of date, of course. On the conceptual role, if 
they're going to stay -- If they're going to patrol -- 
What ts their cole? I mean, are they supposed to preserve 
peace? How can they do that if they're staying in a -- 
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There are several miles between the north end of the runway 
of the airport and urban West Beirut. How is this 
Multinational Force -- What is the concept of their role? 


A I would have to refer you back to some 
language that was used last week -- I don't have it with me 
-- about the role. I think it's been addressed by various 
officials in terms of being a presence which would afford 
security. I think Secretary Weinberger talked of it as pro- 
viding a deterrent. But there is a formal piece of guidance 
which I would refer you to the Press Office for on the 
mission of the MNF. I don't happen to have it with me. 


Q Alan, again on the conceptual role, does the 
increase from 800 to 1200 reflect an assessment of the 
danger of the mission, or does it ceflect merely a matter of 
numbers of kilometers needed to be patrolled and the number 
of bodies you put in the numbec of kilometers? 


A To the extent that it reflects a change at 
all, it reflects the area as opposed to the situation. 


I'm sorry. I recognize the figure 800 was used 
here and the 400 in reserve, and so on. I just think that 
that was all being addressed in a very fluid situation where 
people were still liaising on the ground. The various mili- 
tary people were getting together and figuring out precisely 
where the various units were to be deployed. This is the 
cesult of that. I would not attach any huge significance to this. 


Q They will be going ashore with armored per- 
sonnel carriers and other light-armored vehicles? 


A Again, I would have to refer you to the 
Pentagon as to what they would be taking with then. 


Q Will they be manning the cidge just to the 
east of the airport, or will that be left to the Lebanese 
army? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know. 


Q You opened your statement here by saying that 
"The U.S. is encouraged by the withdrawal." We were under 
the impression -- at least, I was under the impression -- 
that the Israeli troops should have been out of West Beirut 
yestercday, Sunday. 


A Yes. 
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Q What is encouraging now that we know they 
probably will be out by Wednesday? What is encouraging, I'm 
trying to get at? 


A There has indeed been a significant 
withdrawal, and it continues. At this moment, it isn't 
because of Yom Kippur; but other than that, it has con- 
tinued. The Israelis have announced publicly their. inten- 
tion to be out entirely, so all of that is encouraging. 


Q I, at least, was of the impression -- and 
correct me if I am wrong -- they were supposed to have been 
out of West Beirut yestecday, Sunday. Am I wrong? 


A I don't know about “supposed to." We had an 
estimate earlier that it might have proceeded to completion 
eacliec. But in any case, this is where we are today. 


Q What changed the estimate? Why is it not 
Sunday? Now it's Wednesday. 


a I can't give you details. I don't have then. 


Q What is the position coming out of what 
Weinbergec said over the weekend about the Israeli withdrawal 
from all of Beirut? 


A The position is, we want them out of all of 
Beirut. My understanding is that in fact there aren't any 
significant Israeli forces in east Beirut. I think his 
majoc point, if you look at the entirety of what he said, 
was about the airport area and our concern that since 
U.S. forces were deploying to that area, we wanted to be 
sure that that area did not have any significant Israeli 
military presence in it. 


Q Well, we will deploy, then, when there are 
still Israeli troops left in East Beirut? 


A I'm not sure that that is the fact. I'm not 
sure there is any real Israeli military presence in East 
Beirut as a permanent presence. 


Q They have Division Headquarters there. 
That's significant, isn't it? 


A That's as much as I have. I understand that 
there is not a significant presence, and in any case, the 
Israelis have again addressed this publicly and said that 
they intend to pull out of all of Beirut. So I don't 
think it is an issue. 





Q The issue has been their security; they've 
been concerned about that. Did they encourage our people on 
Ss the ground in the idea that 800 was insufficient? 


A I just think the 800 figure was used at a 
time when it really wasn't very well fixed. 


Q There is a real difference there, Alan. 


reign 


A I undecstand that. 


Q You had 800 in before, and you said it was 
going to be just about the same thing -- 


y Or possibly more. 


Q -- and then it turns out that it's not about 
the same thing -- or possibly more. “Possibly” isn't the 
same as sending 50 percent more. I'm trying to find out, is 
this a decision where United States ground commanders went 
in and looked and said, “Gosh, it's a lot bigger than we 
thought. We're going to need the 400." 


A I can't tell you-- 


Q Or did they consult with the Israelis who 
said, “We're not going to pull out of here until you put ina 
lot more troops?" 
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A No, no. I think the latter would be an 
incorrect assumption. I think it is a matter of the United 
States and t:he others involved in the liaison group, that is 
the other MNF contcibutors and the Lebanese Government, 
sitting down, and I would assume primarily this would be 
the U.S. Commanders looking at the situation of the area 
they had to cover and deciding what they needed. But I 
ceally would cefer you to the Pentagon on the numbers 
question. 


vectrassitied for Publication in American Fo 


Q Alan, just for the cecorcd and for your own 
information, for what it's worth. The following day, there 
was a breiefing at the Foreign Press Center, and a senior 
State Department official said there that he expected there 
to be several hundred more than the last contingent. That was 
about 20 hours or less than that after (inaudible) 


By Yes. I think people were using different 
figures. The 1200 figure is cetainly a figure that I had 
seen used from the very beginning; I recognize that that 
doesn't help you here. And it didn't say how much of the 
1200 was to be deployed in the first instance, when, where, 
et cetera. I can understand why that would have been done. 
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Q Alan, let's go back to the original briefing. 
That briefer suggested that also on that day--that the role 
of the American troops -- and I can't remember clearly, but I 
think he suggested the role of the entire Multinational 
Porce was to provide a military presence along the line 
separating West and East Beirut. So what we're talking 


about -- 


A No. I think he addressed it in somewhat dif- 
ferent terms from that. He did mention the line, but I don't 
think he addressed it in quite those terms. I think he said 
that that would provide some assurance -- 


Q I don't pretend to be able to quote him precise- 


ly, but my point is that it appears that the role the 
American Marines will have is completely different now than 


what was suggested one week ago. 


A I don't think so. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What we are trying to find out is why, what 
led to the changes? 


A I don't agree to your last statement. 


Q Well, no. He did say that he expected ther 
to be stationed along that line between the two parts of 
the city, and you are saying here that they are going to 
be further on in the area of the airport. 


A No, no, but they would be around in that 
area. It isn't simply, as I said, not simply along the 
runways, Or something like that. 


Q That is completely different than the 
original conception. 


A I understand your point. I don't think that 
it is different from the original conception. The point 
that was being made was -- 


Q But my question is -- 


a The point that was being made was that the 
presence of the Multinational Force would provide reassur- 
ance that an atmosphere of security would prevail and 
would facilitate the Government of Lebanon asserting its 
authority throughout its own capital, and I think that 
that remains indeed its focus. 


Q The President of Lebanon is quoted today in 
a report on the FBIS as saying that he expected the with- 
drawal of all troops from Lebanon within two weeks. Is 
that a timetable or a goal that the Administration sees? 


A I think if you saw his interview yesterday -- 
I believe it was on the Brinkley show -- he indicated, 
when pressed further about that, that that was certainly 
something he hoped for. I would not say that that is a 
timetable at this particular point. That is obviously an 
issue -- that is, the question of withdrawal of all foreign 
forces from Lebanon -- which will be pursued by Ambassador 
Draper in his talks, but I wouldn't give you a timetable 
at this point. 


Q In connection with that, can you tell us 
what Ambassadors Draper and Habib's plans are at this 
point, where they are and what they are doing? 


N Yes. Ambassador Habib is currently in 
Jidda. He has been in Amman, Jordan. Ambassador Draper 
is in Beirut, but, as usual, I can't give you onward 
schedules. 
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Q And Habib‘s presence in Jordan was related 
to the withdrawal of troops from Lebanon? 


A I am sure that he discussed -- I don't want 
to go into the detail of what he may have discussed -- 
but clearly he would have wanted to discuss the present 
situation in Lebanon, as well as the overall withdrawal 
question, and I would be fairly sure that the overall 
Middle East situation would have come up, as well. 


Q What do you have on the report that Gemayel 
wants to address the UN and then meet with Reagan in 
Wags ington? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. You 
will have to ask the Lebanese. 


Q Can you say, Alan, whether the United States 
has as yet received any formal reply to the Saturday speech 
by Reagan, Or statement by Reagan, and the Monday communica- 
tion, Monday address? 


A I am not aware that a formal written response 
has been received. On the other hand, the issues addressed 
clearly have been the subject of conversations which have 
taken place in Israel during Habib's and Draper's presence 
there. 


¢] Last week, a spokesman, an official, said 
that this was unusual, not to have received a response, but 
you regard the question as kind of closed now, is that it? 


A I don't know, frankly, whether they will 
provide a written response or not, given the fact that 
there have been now a number of conversations. I just 
don't know the answer to that question. 


Q On the withdrawal, again, from Beirut, you 
are saying that there isn't any significant Israeli 
presence in East Beirut. 


Why did the President, Secretary Weinberger, 
and Secretary Shultz demand the withdrawal from all Beirut? 
What did they mean by that? 


th I think there has been some presence, and 
I think that our policy remains we want them out of 
the entire capital of Lebanon. I am talking to you 
as a practical matter. The question was raised about the 
MNF deployment, and so On, aS a practical matter. My 
understanding is -- it may not be correct-- on checking 
on this is that there is not now, and I don't know what 
there was a week ago -- but there is not now a signifi- 
cant Israeli military presence in East Beirut, and in 
any case the Israelis have said that they will be with- 
drawing from the city. 
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Q Do you have any comment on Arafat, last 
night, saying that the U.S. is responsible for the 
massacre? 


a I think that we have said that we reject 
that. 


Q Do you have any new figures? I understand 
an Administration official was quoted as saying 600 in 
Beirut. 


By No, I don't have anyihing I can offer you. 
My understanding is that there have been something like 300 
bodies already recovered, and there are more uncer the 
rubble, but I just don't have an authoritative figure that 
I can give you on that. 


Q The ICRC said last week that there are some- 
thing like 696. 


A I just don't have our own figures to be able 
to give you. That is the best I have at this point. I 
think that nobody has a final count by any means at this 
point. 


Q I raised a question here last week whether 
American weapons may have been used in the massacre, and was 
given what I regarded, trying to be objective, a rather 
fuzzy response, that there was some kind of an informal 
examination underway in the Department about the whole 
relationship between the United States and Israel. 


It was later confirmed by a higher Administration 
official that this question is under examination. 


I would like to raise that same question again, 
and to see who is conducting this examination and when we 
might get an answer to the question of whether American 
arms were used in the massacre. 


Now, I just want to add one thing to that. 


In The New York Times‘ elaborate reconstruction 
of the massacre over the weekend, it was reported that some 
M-16 cartridge boxes were found in the camps where the -- 
in the main camp where the massacre took place. 





Now,the M-16 is an American weapon, and my ques- 
tion is, who is conducting this assessment or examination, 
or whatever it is, and when can we get an answer to the 
question? 
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A Let me say three things. One, I am not 
going to go into the question of who specifically conducts 
examinations of that sort. Two, I don't know, frankly, 
the answer to the question of when there might be any 
results from it. And, three, as a general matter, let me 
just say I think it is going to be awfully hard to take 
evidence such as an M-16 ammunition box, or something 
that was found in the camps, and say, was that related 
to officially-supplied equipment to somebody, sometime, 
or is that something that is unfortunately on the open- 
arms market? As we all know, that sort of stuff is 
around. 


I am not trying to say that we are not concerned 
about it, but I am trying to say that I think it is going 
to be very difficult in the situation to expect definitive 
results. 


Nonetheless, the issue is of concern. There 
are various investigations going on by the Israelis. The 
Lebanese have announced their own investigation; I think 
we are, among Other things, going to have to wait to see 
what the results of those investigations are before we 
could get to the kind of specific question you have raisea. 


Q What is the reason why you won't say who is 
conducting the examination? 


A I just don't think it is appropriate to dis- 
cuss how our internal business is conducted. And we never have. 


Q Well, this is not internal business, this 
is the business of the people of this country. 


A That is right, and it is being conducted by 
the Administration, and I don't have any hesitancy to say 
that. We have never gotten into the question of what bureau 
does this or that, and who has got responsibility in the 
bureaucratic milieu. 


Q Let me ask sort of a sub-question to that. 


Did the Gowernment of Israel ever request per- 
mission to resell equipment, or to resupply equipment it 
had obtained from this country to the Christian Phalangists 
or to Major Saad Haddad? 


A I don't know the answer. I wiil have to 
look into that. 


Q Will you get the answer to that? 


A I will certainly look into it. 


owe 
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Q I would like to know if you can commit 
yourself to getting a reply. That is a matter of record 
someplace in this secret operation. 


A I will do what I can, Jim, I piedge you 
that. 

Q Do you have anything on the American Ambassa- 
dor to the UN talking about the US responsibility in the 
massacre? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Why was that? You don't want to comment, 
Or you don't -- 


A I don't have anything on that. I think there 
was a senior official who gave a briefing, I believe, last 
week, who talked about the concerns that one has when one 
has taken an action such as pulling out the Multinational 
Force and then you have the follow-on events, and one always 
searches through to see if anything one could have done 
would have had an influence on preventing those tragic 
events, and that senior official made clear that the con- 
clusion was that it was the proper thing to do, to withdraw 
the MNF. 


re) Would you say that that includes a moral 
responsibility? 


fy I think I will leave it there. 

Q Do I undestand correctly that you have 
nothing on this announcement through Beirut Radio that 
Gemayel is coming to the United States to meet with - 

A With the President? 

Q With the President and with the Secretary? 

A 


I don't have anything on that. 


Q I wasn't sure if I got the impression or not 
that an investigation of possible use by the Phalangists 
Or Haddad's forces of American weapons sold to Israel and 
resold to them is being done. Is an investigation of that 
particular subject being conducted now? 
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A The question of use -- proper or improper 
use -- of U.S. weapons provided to Israel -- 


Q In this particular case, I mean the massacre. 
A May I finish my answer? 


Q Please. 


A The question of proper or improper use of 
weapons provided to Israel is under review, as it has been. 
I think John Hughes indicated that that question, that 
specific question would certainly be part, to the extent 
that we could include it, that is, that the information 
can be available, would be part of our concerns. 


Q Is this going to be, then, added to the 
earlier inquiry about defensive use of arms? 


A My understanding is that it would incorporate 
everything that has gone on in Lebanon. 


Q That is the one that has the statute that 
Says you are to report promptly to Congress. This started 
June 6th. 


A There has already been a classified report 
that went up to Congress some time ago on that issue, but 
that doesn't end the matter. 


Q Do you have any comment on Sharon's statement 
to the effect that the reason given for Israel's going into 
the camps was a smokescreen? 


A No, I don't, really. I think it is very 
clear that Israel is going to conduct its own investigation 
of this whole affair, and I would assume that that is likely 
to be one of the issues, or the kind of issue in any case, 
that would be addressed, and I don't think it would be 
appropriate to comment at this point on that kind of ques- 


tion. 


Q Can I follow-up on this one? It is important 
because the United States was provided as a signer to the 
treaty, and the party that brought about the treaty. It 
was told that Israeli troops were moving in force into 
West Beirut to maintain order and not supposedly to look 
for -— quote -- terrorists. Now we are being told by the 
Defense Minister -- and it is important as far as the United 
States is concerned. Israel is conducting its own investi- 
gation, fine, but what about this government? Does the 
President or the Secretary feel deceived by being misin- 
formed that that was the reason, and now we are told offi- 
cially that it was not, in fact. 
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A I understand the point. I still will stick 
with what I said, that since they are going to be doing 
their own investigation, it would not be appropriate to 
address the question. 


Q On the Namibia negotiations that were 
announced on Friday, or Thursday, or whenever that was, 
is the U.S. having any contact whatsoever with Cuba, 
directly, in connection with those negotiations, or 
are all the discussions regarding Cuban troops being 
conducted with people who are not Cuban? 


A I don't know of any direct discussions 
with the Cubans about this matter. 
Q Is there any prospect of that changing in 
the near future? 
A I am not aware of any. 
Q Do you have any response yet to the letters 


sent by the heads of state, the Presidents of Mexico and 
Venezuela? 


A No. We told you we would look into it. We 
don't have a response yet. 


Q Is there a reason for your not -~ 
A, I don't know. 
Q You don't know if there is a reas... 


Do you think you could look into whether there is 
a reason? 


A I think we can look into the question of 
whether we can answer your first question, instead of -- 
(Laughter) 


Q Do you have any guidance on the upcoming 
visit of the new President of Panama and the Head of 
the National Guard? 


A No, I don't. 


Q The reason I ask is, they met with Cuban 
officials and there was some speculation in the Panamanian 
newspapers, according to the FBIS report today, that 
these talks with these Cuban people had something to do 
with their visit to the United States. 


A I don't know anything about it. 
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Q Do you have any comment on Brezhnev's 
speech with respect to China? 


A No, not really. We see nothing new in the 
speech. It reiterates familiar Soviet positions on a 
number of foreign policy issues, including Sino-Soviet 


relations. 


¢) Do you have anything on President Reagan's 
meeting with the Mexican President-elect? 


A No, I don't. I would have to refer you 
to the White House. I saw the story in this morning's 
Washington Times, but I don’t have anything here. 





OQ Do you have any comment regarding the 
state elections in West Germany, in Hesse? 


A No. 


8) Do you have anything on the hunger strike 
by the Soviet dissident, Anatoliy Shcharanskiy? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. 


We are aware of reports that Anatoliy Shcharanskiy 
has embarked on a hunger strike to protest the denial of 
his rights to correspondence and visits by relatives. we 
note that his mother, Ida Milgrom, has held a press 
conference announcing that her son was beginning such a 


hunger strike. 
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We are deeply concerned about the possible 
effects that such a hunger strike will have on Mr. 
Shcharanskiy, who is reported to be in very poor health. 


We wish to emphasize how thcroughly we deplore 
the Soviet authorities’ willful abuse of Mr. Shcharanskiy's 
rights, which has led to this desperate decision, and 
we call upon Soviet authorities to reconsider their 
treatment of Mr. Shcharanskiy, and to restore his ability 
to communicate with his friends and relatives. 


Q Do you have anything on the Secretary's 
meeting this afternoon with the Argentinian Foreign Minis- 


ter? 


A No. I would refer you to New York, where 
I think John Hughes will be providing read-outs on the 
various bilaterals. 


Q Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


f (The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #165 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: One announcement. Acting Secretary 
Kenneth Dam will testify on the President's proposed refugee 
admissions before the Senate Judiciary Committee tomorrow, 
Wednesday, September 29, at 3:15 p.m. The Administration 
will be represented by Secretary Dam, Special Coordinator 
for Refugee Affairs, H. Eugene Douglas, and Attorney General 
William French Smith. The hearing will be an open session 
tn Room 2228 of the Dirksen Senate Office Building. Senator 
Thurmond is expected to chair the sesston. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, from Frankfurt, the engineering firm, 
AEG-Kanis, has announced that it will defy the sanctions and 
deliver gas turbines to the Soviet Union. Are you aware of 
this report? What is your response? 


A I have seen a press report to that effect. I 
have no official itnformation on it myself. I can't tell you 
that we don't, as a government, but I don't have any 
information on it. In any case, I think as with all of 
these cases, when we have appropriate information, we would 
take appropriate action, but that would be a matter 
that would rest with the Commerce Department to implement 
the President's policy. 


Q How are you following up on this today? Is 
an inquiry being made? 


A I would cefer you to Commerce as to 
whether and when any action has been taken. I'm not aware 
of any, frankly, as of this point. 


+ 


Q Alan, has there been another delay in getting 
the American Marines into Beirut? 


A No. To the best of our knowledge, the IDF is 
withdrawing from all of West Beirut and East Beirut. 


Q How about the airport? 


A There are discussions of certain practical 
arrangements, which I would say principally revolve around 
the question of the airport, which are still continuing; but 
they do seem to be on their way to a satisfactory conclusion. 





gn 


"Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


I'm not in the position as of this moment to take you beyond 
where I was yesterday in terms of expectation. I mean I 
have to leave you with what we had yesterday. 


Q Have you seen the report that Ambassador 
Draper has said there is a problem or last-minute hitch? 


No. 


You've not seen the report? 


r Oo PY 


No. 


Q What are the satisfactory conditions that you 
ace talking about? 


A I don't intend to get into the details 
of the discussions, but in any case, that's where we are. 


Q In the airport situation, will the Israelis 
be granted the right to be there, I mean, in the control 
tower? And will they be having commercial flights and 
military flights? 


A Again, I don't have that kind of detail to 
give you at this point. | 


Q So the landing of the Marines its what, still 
on indefinite hold? 


A No. The introduction of the U.S. contingent 
its dependent upon the completion of all the arrangements, 
but I can't take you beyond what I said yesterday on this. 


Q Alan, going back to this question of the air- 
port, assuming that Israeli air traffic controllers are 
allowed at the airport and that commercial flights are 
allowed, wouldn't you consider this an infringement of 
Lebanon's sovereignty, which the Administration has been 
saying they will continue to support and they respect and 
want a strong central government -- independent, sovereign, 
et cetera? 


A I don't have the details to confirm the 
acrangements you are discussing, but in any case, whatever 
arrangements would be worked out, I would assume would be 
worked out between the Government of Lebanon and the 
Government of Israel, and would have to be satisfactory to 
both of them. I don't see an infringement, but I can't 
confirm to you what specific arrangements have been made. 





Q So what you're saying is that tf the Lebanese 
Government accepts that, then it will be acceptable to the 
United States? 


A Accepts Israeli commercial flights into -- 


Q Yes and Israeli traffic controllers, that 
would be acceptable to the United States? 


A I'm sorry, I didn't hear the last part. 
An Israeli controller? I can't address that from 
here. It seems to me the concerns that we have had have 
been addressed, and I would leave it on the record as it ts. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Israelt 
Cabinet decision today on the inquiry? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Alan, on the airport again, please? Yesterday, 
I think, orc the day before, you expressed some encouragement 
that things are moving, and we were under the itmpression that 
mid-week, or Wednesday in particular, was mentioned as the 
day that U.S. troops would be deployed. Is that thrown back 
now? 


A No. 


Q So you expect them tomorrow to be deployed? 
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A I said we were looking towards Wednesday. I 
can't tell you that that's absolutely going to be the day 
they are deployed. As I said, I will leave it where I did 
yesterday which was in that general area. As I said 
also, until the final discussions are concluded satisfac- 
torily, they won't be deployed. I wouldn't lead you to 
write that as though there were some untoward delay 
envisaged at this point. 
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Q Alan, the statement that was made yesterday, 
or the intentions that were agreed yesterday about Wednesday, 
were not these based on discussions with the Israelis, or 
you were telling us something which is not based -- 


A I think I've said all I have to say on that. 


Q I mean -- 


A No. Excuse me. I've said all I have 
to say on that subject. 
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Q I have a follow-up, please, I feel you should 
listen to what we have to say. 


A All right, but I have finished with that 
subject. 


Q I still want to know on what your statement 
yesterday was based that by Wednesday the troops will be 
deployed and the Israelis would be withdrawn? It's 
something I'm trying to find out. 


A The discussions that have taken place and our 
comments are based on our estimates of the likely flow of 
events, and I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Does that mean that the Israelis have not 
actually committed themselves to leave East and West Beirut, 
but you see it looks like they are leaving? Or has there 
been a formal commitment by the Israelis to leave? 


A My understanding is, first of all, that they 
publicly have said they were leaving East and West Beirut, 
and secondly, that in fact that its what they are doing. 


Q Have you got any information today about the 
Acab delegation that is going to come to Washington? 


A Not really. As far as I know, there 
is no schedule for such a delegation to come. We're aware 
of the likelihood of a delegation coming and discussions of 
with one, and so on, but there is nothing specific at this 
point. 


Q Alan, the Iscaeli Ambassador said this 
morning that some "PLO terrorists," he called them, who had 
been evacuated from Beirut have rceentered Lebanon by what he 
called the “back door” and are now in the Bekaa Valley 
apparently in areas controlled by Syrian forces. Do you 
have any evidence to support that? 


A We've addressed this before, I think 
when you weren't here. The answer is that I don't have 
evidence to confirm this in any large numbers. We've 
addressed the question of some leaders who had gone back and 
that we were concerned about that. However, I don't have any evi- 
dence of large numbers of reentry by PLO personnel. 


I might add, though, in answer to the previous 
question, too, that we would, of course, welcome the delega- 
tion that would come as a result of the Fez Summit. 


-- MORE -- 
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7 Q Would you be able to tell us anything about the 
movement of U.S. ships i) the eastern Mediterranean today? 


A No. 


Q In connection with the delegation is it 
your understanding that that delegation would include President 
Gemayel, or should I phrase it differently? 


A Yes. Phrase it differently because I'm not 
aware that he was considered to be coming as part of that 
delegation. 


Q I wasn't either. Can you tell us whether 
there's any expectation of a visit by President Gemayel? 





A The question was asked yesterday. Apparently, the 
Lebanese radio has talked about a visit. To my knowledge, there is m 
set itinerary for a visit by President Gemayel to come. I don't thin 
that the Lebanese Government, at least to my knowledge,has yet made u 
its delegation to the U.N. General Assembly. 






Obviously, if President Gemayel were to come, we 
would of course welcome a visit to Washington. 


Q A follow-up on that. Can you say anything 
about a visit by Shimon Peres? 





A I don't know anything about a visit by Shimon 
Peres. 


Q One more. Anything more on Habib or Draper 
today? Where is Habib, where has he been, where is Draper 
and where has he been? 


A They remain where they were yesterday. That 
is, Habib remains in Jidda and Draper remains in Beirut. 


Q Can you tell us anything further about what 
they're accomplishing? 


A No. We're going to maintain our usual forth- 
coming position on Habib and Draper. 


Q Did Ambassador Lewis meet with Mr. Begin 
today? 


A Did he meet with Mr. Begin today? 
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Q Prime Minister Begin today? 


A To my knowledge, he did not meet with the 
Prime Minister today. 


Q Did he meet with someone -- 
A He may well have. 
Q Did he deliver a message from President 


Reagan to the Begin Government today? 


A I‘m not aware that he delivered a message 
from the President to the Israeli Government, but the 
Ambassador is in frequent touch with the Israeli Government. 
It would not be unusual if he were to have met with Israeli 


officials. 


0 Can you give us some explanation? What's 
the motive behind the U.S. Government insistance that the 
Marines will not land unless the Israelis withdrew from all 
of Beirut? Why have the French and the Italian accepted? 


A I've addressed this before. The fact of the 
matter is that the Israelis have been withdrawing, basi- 
cally, from north to south. 


I go back to what I said -- I think, it was pro- 
bably yesterday -- that the French and the Italians are 
deploying their contingents into areas that are farther 
north. So as the Israelis have been pulling out from the 
south, that, obviously, is the last area they're in. 


Q But the fact that the French have actually 
deployed around the camps now and the Italians, too. and 
inside the camps so that argument probably does not hold; 
that's why I'm asking. 


A The Israelis are not there. 


Q Something else the Israeli Ambassador said 
this morning. The U.S. may have an assessment at this point 
that it agrees or disagrees. 


He said that its Israel's assessment now that 
prior to Israel's invasion of Lebanon in June there were 30 
to 40 thousand heavily armed PLO fighters in Lebanon. He 
called it an army. That kind of rhetoric is not unusual, 
but the numbers, I think, are unusual. 


Is the U.S. assessment that the numbers were that 
high? These were not -- and he said, specifically, that the 
30 or 40 thousand are not people with side arms; he said 
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these were people with tanks, heavy artillery -- 
A PLO, specifically? 
Q PLO, specifically. 


A I'm not aware of those numbers, frankly, but 
I don't have an estimate to give you. 


Q All right. And the other thing he said was 
that when the MNF first left Beirut, he said it left Beirut 
in the hands of the PLO, that the job was not completed. 


A We've addressed this before. The fact 
is we felt there was good progress being made towards 
reassertion of control by the Lebanese Government and, indeed, by 
the Lebanese Armed Forces of their authority and of stable con- 
ditions throughout the capital. I'd refer you back to what we've 
said on the record before. 


Q That assessment holds even in light of last 
week's U.S. agreement of the large numbers of weapons that 
have been found by the Israelis, and so on? 


A Our point was that while all along it was 
anticipated, indeed, there might be weapons, we couldn't 
anticipate how much there was; that this was something the 
Lebanese Armed Forces would be responsible for collecting. 


Q Press reports from Beirut had quoted some 
Lebanese officials saying that the new president and Mr. 
Draper are contemplating, and actually working, on plans to 
move approximately half a million Palestinians out of the 
country, civilian Palestinians, and keeping only 50 thousand 
of them in Lebanon. Do you have anything on this? 


A I can't tell you what the Lebanese Government 
is or isn't planning. I'm not aware of any discussions by 
Mr. Draper that he's planning anything of that sort. 


Q Will you be able to take this question -- 


A No. I think that's a question you have to address to 


the Government of Lebanon. That's not a question for us. 


Q Have the Israelis told the United States 
exactly what they've found in terms of arms caches in West 


Beirut? 


A They have given us some indications which 
are, as best as I can recall them, not any different from 
what they've said publicly. 
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Q Do you have an up-to-date estimate of just 
how many guerrillas had been left behind in West Beirut? 


A We haven't been able to confirm that 
guerrillas were left behind in West Beirut. As we've said 
before, the Israelis have indicated to us that they have 
found guerrillas. But independently we have not confirmed 
that. 


Q Because the Ambassador this morning said 
there were upwards of a thousand which is a downward 
estimate. 


A No. Anyway, that's my response. 


Q Switching back to the pipeline, the Foreign 
Ministry spokesman said today that Canada will not act with 
any referee at this weekend's meeting of the Ministers 
regarding the pipeline dispute. What role, if any, does 
Canada have in that meeting regarding the pipeline? 


A I can't tell you what role Canada has speci- 
fically other than being the host, obviously, at that 
meeting. It's an informally structured or unstructured off- 
the-record session. It's specifically designed not to 
have an agenda and not to be a formal meeting. I can't tell you. 


Q Alan, does the Administration feel the gap 
with the Allies over the pipeline is so wide that they're 
not going to put forward a compromise, as the Times said this 
morning? 


A I would refer you to the specific 
words, in terms of discussion of that issue, which John 
Hughes used. I don't think they were quite the words that 
were used in a number of press accounts. In any case, I 
don't have anything further to offer beyond what has been 
said before on our attitude towards the pipeline, towards 
differences with our Allies over it. There's no 
new position to offer. 


Q Do you expect that after the NATO Summit in 
Canada this weekend that there will be some sort of news on 
an agreement with the Allies on the pipeline respecting 
progress in Montreal? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know that that's 
going to be a subject which will necessarily come up there. 
It might well be but I don't know that it is. 


Q According to a press report from New York, a 
North Korean diplomat stationed in New York attempted to 
assault an American lady early this month. The report 
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also said the man was wanted by local police -- American 
police, of course -- and the State Department is considering 
his expulsion. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on it. I don't know 
anything about it. 


Q I think it's very important because he is a 
diplomat, especially from a country where there's no diplo- 
matic relations between the United States and North Korea. 

A The diplomatic status of a U.N. delegate is 
not dependent upon a relationship with the United States. 
It's dependent upon his accreditation to the United Nations. 
In any case, I don't have anything on that specific case. 


Q Do you have anything on the Wisner talks in 
Angola? 


A Sorry? 

Q The Wisner talks in Angola. 

fh No. I have nothing on that. 

Q Is there any reaction from the United States 
Government on the speech that was given yesterday by the 


Brazilian President at the U.N.? 


A No. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #165 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just to let you 
know that we will have available in the Press Office 
following the briefing the text of the exchange of notes 
between the Government of the United States and the 
Government of Lebanon regarding the U.S. participation in 
the Multinational Force, so it will be available to you for 
your reference. 


gn 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q The President suggested last night that he 
expects a rapid withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon. 
Do you have anything on which that statement is based? 


A George, within the limited period of time 
that the Multinational Force would be there -- and we have 
emphasized it would be a limited period -- the U.S. expects 
that the Israelis and the Syrians will follow through on 
their announced intentions and withdraw from Lebanon. 





The very presence of the Multinational Force 
should encourage early agreement on these withdrawals. I 
might note, of course, that we would also see as an impor- 
tant part of this the withdrawal of PLO forces. 
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The President expects that all of these events 
will occur rapidly. 


Q Are you talking about finishing the process, 
not just negotiating an agreement in the beginning; you're 
talking about total withdrawal? 


A This is what we are hopeful of and what the 
President was addressing last night. 


Q Can you confirm, just for my own satisfac- 
tion, that the U.S. Marines will not be withdrawn until all 
foreign forces are withdrawn? I believe that's what the 
President said. 


A The President made the same point again last 
night that has been made on several occasions by the govern- 
ment. We have made it here; it's been made by the White House. 
That is, the Marines will stay in Lebanon for a limited 
duration. 
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Again, the point he was making is that within 
that limited period of time the U.S. expects that the 
Israelis and Syrians will follow through on their announced 
intentions of withdrawal from Lebanon. Ana, as I say, the 
very presence of the Multinational Force should encourage 
early agreement on these withdrawals. 


The U.S. Marines would leave, as the President 
said, when the Lebanese Government decides that it has the 
situation well in hand. And as I said before, the President 
expects that all of these events will occur rapidly. 


Q You can't put any sort of time limit on it? 


A No. I think the Secretary on, I believe it 
was the "Today Show," and also a senior official before 
that, indicated that it would not be possible to try to put 
a fixed time on it. 


Q As the Syrians and Israelis depart, what 
expanded role would there be for the Italians, the French 
and the Marines as far as expanding their base out of 
Beirut? 


A I don't have anything on that at this par- 
ticular point I think you're getting into a hypothetical 
area in terms of what a role might be for this force that's 
going in at this particular time. 


A We said we need to address the issue of what 
would happen in southern Lebanon to assure security in that 
region so that there is no reoccurrence of Lebanon being 
used as a launching pad against northern Israel. That needs 
to be addressed and addressed seriously. But I can't bridge 
those positions that you've raised, or the position you 
raise with what I've just said at this point. 


Q What are the conditions that should exist 
then for a stable government, stable conditions in Lebanon 
in which the government would ask for the withdrawal of the 
Marines, et cetera? 


A I don't think I can define that for you, 
Mike. I think that's a judgment with the Government of 
Lebanon is going to have to make for itself. 


Q Just a blank check for them, for the con- 
tinued stay? 


A I don't think the term “blank check" applies 
One way Or another here particuarly. I think that the 
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Government of Lebanon is interested in reasserting its 
sovereignty throughout the territory of Lebanon. I'm sure that 
they would like to do that on their own as soon as they 

could. But the President addressed it last night, I really 


have nothing beyond that. 


Q He was a little confusing. Are we to take as 
synonymous the withdrawal of all foreign forces and the 
Lebanese Government feeling that it has events under 
control, or are those two different standards? 


A I think, in a sense, we are talking about two 
different things; I don't know about two different standards. 
We are getting into a hypothetical area of a judgment by the 
Government of Lebanon at some future date that we are not 
able to predict at this point. I just can't tell you 
whether at that future date they would insist that be part of 
it or not. I can't tell you that. 


A It's not hypothetical entirely. It's just 
that he's putting forth two criteria that seem not 
necessarily to be exactly the same that will determine when 
we leave. For example, should the Lebanese Government feel 
that it has things under control with some troops, some 
foreign troops, would we say that doesn't hold in terms of 
Our position? 


rss I don't think he was putting forth the 
question of the withdrawals from Lebanon as a criterion. I 
think he was putting that forth as an expectation of what is 
going to happen and what we see happening in the immediate 


future. 


The point that he made is that the Marines would 
leave when the Lebanese Government decides that it has the 
situation well in hand. 


Q What is the purpose of allowing the Israelis 
to maintain a force of some sort at the Beirut Airport? 


A They're not. 


Q According to both the President and Ed Meese 
this morning, they are leaving a 12 or 13-man civilian team. 


A When did the President say that? 
Did he not say they were -- 


Q 
A Last night? I don't believe so. 
Q 


Maybe I misheard it. I'm under the 
impression that they have left behind a group that is 
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standing by in case they need emergency assistance at the 
airport. 


A I don't know what the specific arrangements 
on the ground are regarding their emergency use of the air- 
port. The arrangement is that the Israelis would be per- 
mitted to use the airport under emergency situations, and 
the exact circumstances under which that would happen are 
still being worked out on the grouna. But I'm not aware 
that there is going to be a group of that sort that is to 
remain there. That was something that was talked about at 
one point, but I'm not aware that that remains-- 


Q To the best of your knowledge, the Israelis 
have been told they may leave no personnel behind at the airport? 


A To the best of my knowledge, the Israelis 


plan to leave no personnel on the airport, per se. I think 
if there were an emergency situation they would want to have 


some people there. 





Q Can you check that point? 


A I have checked it, and that is as far as I 
know. You might want to doublecheck it with the Pentagon 
and see this morning what their understanding is. But that 
was my understanding when I last checked it. 


Q Please run that by again for me regarding the 


presence of Syrian and Israeli troops. Their withdrawal is 
not a criteria or something that must be met before the Marines 


would be withdrawn? 


A The President was not setting a criterion. I 
think I've gone through it, and I would really would ask you 
to go back and look at your notes and look at the transcript 
later. The President was not setting a criterion for 
withdrawal. He was saying what he expects to happen rapidly 
during the period, the limited period when the MNF would be 


there. 


Q You're saying the troops could be withdrawn before 
the Israeli and Syrian forces withdraw? 


A That would be up to the Government of Lebanon 
to determine whether they felt the situation merited a 
request that the MNF now leave. 


Q That's exactly a reversal of what the 
President said last night. 


A I don't believe so, Lars. 
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Q Have the Syrians and Israelis informed the 
United States point blank that they expect to withdraw their 
forces from Lebanon in a limited time period? 


A I'm not aware there's been a discussion in 
those particular words, George. I think it has been said 
Many times that both the Israelis and the Syrians have indi- 
cated an intention, indeed, a desire to withdraw their for- 
ces from Lebanon. They also have indicated they have 
certain things they would like worked out in the course of 
that. 


And, as I believe Secretary Shultz said -- perhaps 
it was at his first press conference -- these remarks had 
been made to him by the Israeli and Syrian Prime Ministers 
and he took them at their word. 


Q The President yesterday said that the Israeli 
and Syrian withdrawal -- he did not in fact mention the PLO. 
Now you do. It was simply an omission of some kind? 


A All along, fo the last several months really, 
we have made it very clear -- the President's made it clear; 
the Secretary's made it clear -- that when we have talked 
about withdrawal of all foreign forces that has included the 
PLO. So it is very clear that that includes the PLO. 


I understand the point that you're making, that the 
word "PLO" do not appear in the question and answer 
actually. But there is no question that they are included 
within the scope of what we are looking for in terms of 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Q Does the fact that the Marines this time are 
taking heavy weapons ashore mean the situation is considered 
more perilous? 


A No, I don't think so. But I'm not an expert ~ 
on -- remove the but -- I'm not an expert on military 
equippment, but that is not the reason that they have other 
equipment with them. I really do have to refer you to the 
Pentagon as to what they have with them and the rationale 
and so on. 


Q Do you know for a fact whether the Government 
of Lebanon has asked either Syria or Israel to remove its 
forces from Lebanon? 


A I don't know, and I would ask you to address 
that question to the Lebanese. 


Q You referred earlier to arrange- 
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ments for some sort of a security setup in southern Lebanon. 
Why would that be necessary if there's a withdrawal of all 
Syrian and Israeli forces? 


A I'm not specifying what an arrangement would 
be, but we have made clear all along that one of the prin- 
cipal objectives -- we've listed a number of them -- but one 
of those has been that Lebanon not again be able to be used 
as a launching pad for attack against northern Israel. I 
think we have viewed it as reasonable to assume that there 
had to be some arrangement without specifying, because we 
are not able to at this point. It's reasonable for the 
various parties, including Israel, to be satisifed that that 
security concern is met. 


Q Isn't that achieved with the withdrawal of 
Syrian and PLO forces? 


A I think that is something that has to be 
worked out by the various parties in discussion. I don't 
think we can stand here right now and make that judgment for 
them. 


With the Saad Haddad forces, you mean? 
Sorry? 


Who's left but Saad Haddad forces? 


r Oo FY VO 


There are a number of various things one 
could do. We've talked about the role of UNIFIL. We've 
talked about the Lebanese Armed Forces themselves playing a 
role. But it would have to be something that the Lebanese 
Central Government was fully satisfied with and it would 
involve Lebanese, would involve Central Government control. 
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I can't tell you what specific forces might be 
used or might not. I think we're really ahead of the game 
to try and define that at this particular point. 


Q Staying on the game, do you know how many 
days the President can leave the Marines in Beirut without 
obtaining Congressional approval? I mean, under which 
clause would you send this thing to him -- 30 days, 60 
days? 


A I think you're familiar with the provisions 
of the War Powers Resolution, and I would note, by the way, 
that I understand that that report will be going up today. I 
don't know quite when that's going to be announced and go up, 
but that's my understanding informally. 


But the War Powers Resolution provides for 
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withdrawal of U.S. forces within 60 days from the date of 
their introduction “into hostilities" or into “situations 

in which eminent involvement in hostilities is clearly indi- 
cated by the circumstances" without legislative authoriza- 
tion -- that is, absent legislative authorization. 


This doesn't apply to deployments in other than 
hostile situations. 


Q Do you consider the Beirut situation hostile? 


A I think the President will be making clear 
that there is no intention or expectation, indeed, that 
these forces that are going in will become involved in 
hostilities. 


In any event, the question is hypothetical at this 
point and it would only -- let me just leave it that way. 
It is hypothetical. 


Q How about the idea of getting the UNIFIL for- 
ces to be deployed in the areas where the Israelis sup- 
posedly are going to be pulling out of in the south? 


A That is one of the options, as I say, for a 
possible arrangement in the south and that would have to be 
looked at very seriously. But I am just not prepared to 
address that as the solution. That would be something the 
various parties would have to talk about. 


Q Are you saying that the Marines can stay in 
Lebanon indefinitely? Is that import of what that language 
is? 


A No. I think that you have to put it into the 
context of what has been said about a limited duration for 
this Multinational Force. What you're doing is talking on 
the one hand about the framework; that is, the War Powers 
Resolution and what that addresses and so on. On the other 
hand, we have talked about the fact that this is of limited 
duration. I think you will find, in fact, that in the 
exchange of notes with the Government of Lebanon that 
concept is also present. 


Q I'm not a lawyer so I'm not sure what you're 
driving at. But it seemed to me that the import of the War 
Powers Act was that the President wasn't supposed to send 
troops for any duration abroad without Congressional con- 
sent. But what you're saying is that as long as there are no 
active hostilities they can stay forever. 


A As long as they're not introduced -- well, 
forever -- As long as they're not introduced in hostilities 





or situations in which imminent involvement in hostilities 
is clearly indicated by the the circumstances. This is the 
wording of the law. 


I think I would ask you to distinguish between 
what might be a hypothetical “forever” kind of commitment on 
the one hand, if you just look at the wording of the law, 
and what has been said about the duration on the other. 


Q You've referred to long-standing suggestions 
by the Israelis and the Syrians that they want to get their 
troops out of Lebanon. Was there anything that took place 
in the process of reformulating the Multinational Force that 
would lead you to believe that there is a more current re- 
thinking on their part of how soon or under what conditions 
they would get their forces out, or are you going on the 
basis of prior assurances? 


gn 


A I think I would have to address that in a 
general way, to say that there is nothing in our conver- 
sations which have taken place which would contradict the 
earlier impressions. But I don't want to give you the idea 
that necessarily that this was addressed as a very specific 
topic, saying that, okay, we are now considering going in 
again in a contingent of a Multinational Force and do we 
have a commitment from you that you are still ready to do 
this. This kind of topic has been discussed from time to 
time, and I think the impression remains as it was. 


Q Former Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin 
said last night on “ABC Nightline” that the United States 
made a mistake by not continuing to work on the solution for 
the Lebanese problem without being distracted in submitting 
a peace proposal which is the President's fresh start peace 
proposal. What do you comment on such charges by a leading 
Israeli politician? 
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A I don't know that they're charges. I would 
simply say that we have made very clear that we intend to 
pursue both questions at the same time. That is, we are 
going to move ahead on our concerns with Lebanon, including 
the withdrawal of all foreign forces and providing 
assistance to the Government of Lebanon in reasserting its 
authority throughout the territory of Lebanon, on the one 
hand, while at the same time moving ahead with the 
President's initiative for an overall Middle East peace 
settlement. 


Q I might follow this. But if I am understanding 
him correct, he was inferring or almost making a statement 
that as a result of you playing or dancing to (inaudible) 

Or something like that, you let the situation in Lebanon 
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lapse and the massacre happened as a result of the break of 
communication and security for the people there in the refu- 
gee camps. 


A I didn't read that into it. But in any case, 
in terms of your question about whether we are moving ahead 
on both or going to focus, as he was suggesting, on Lebanon 
alone, we are certainly going to move ahead on both. 


Q I want to go back one more time on MNF sta- 
tioned in Lebanon. What you're saying today is that, 
really, the sole determinant as to when they will leave is 
up to the Government of Lebanon in its view, not necessarily 
our view; that it has the situation well in hand. Is that 
correct? 


A The President addressed it in those terms 
last night. The actual wording, if you want to be lega- 
listic, Jim -- you're a lawyer -- is that -- 


Q You have to stop humiliating me. (Laughter) 


A Sorry about that. Let me just quote from the 
exchange which, as I say, will be available. 


"It is understood that the presence of the American 
force will be needed only for a limited period to meet the 
urgent requirements posed by the current situation. The 
MNF contributors and the Government of Lebanon will consult 
fully concerning the duration of the MNF presence. 
Arrangements for the departure of the MNF will be the sub- 
ject of special consultations between the Government of 
Lebanon and the MNF participating governments. 


The American force will depart Lebanon upon any 
request of the Government of Lebanon or upon the decision of 
the President of the United States." 


The President has made clear his view as to what 
would be the appropriate circumstance on that, in terms of 
the Government of Lebanon making such a request. 
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Q Then, that agreement is a little bit dif- 
ferent from what the President said last night. 


A No. He's giving his views as to the conditions 
under which he would see the withdrawal of the MNF, which 
woulc be when the Lebanese Government-- 


Q So that's policy, then? 
A Sure. That's policy. 


By interjecting that that is a decision of 
the Unite ‘States -- he didn't say that last night, that -- 


A No, I'm saying that to Jim, that the 
President, however, has addressed himself to what he con- 
siders to be appropriate circumstances, so that is policy. 
That is not exactly following the words here, but it cer- 
tainly not inconsistent with it. 


Q Alan, but still I feel I need an answer to 
this question: Which do you expect to come first, the 
withdrawal of the Multinationals or the withdrawal of the 
Israelis and Syrians? 


A We are certainly looking for the rapid 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon, and would 
expect that that would take place in the very near future 
and that that would come, according to the scenario we would 
hope would take place, before very long and before the MNF 
would pull out. But as I said before, that's in terms of 
what we expect to happen rather rapidly on the foreign 
forces’ pulling out. 


Again, if the Government of Lebanon, for its own 
reasons, decided that it wanted to request the MNF pullout 
before that -- that's a hypothetical, but -- 


Q But if on the other side, the Israelis them- 
selves are putting a condition that the Lebanese Government 
is strong enough for them to withdraw, so who is -- 


A We're really getting into an area where these 


are circumstances which are going to (a) develop on their 


own, and (b) be discussed among the various parties. I just 
don't think it's productive to try to look into the future 
in that specific way. 


Q In the statement on the arrangements for 


South Lebanon, will the United States support whatever the 
Government of Lebanon asks -- that is, the withdrawal of all -- 
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and since the PLO and the Syrians have left, therefore, they 
would want all foreign forces out without special arrange- 
ments? Or are you saying that that would depend on the con- 
tact between the two governments, and then the United States 
would support an (inaudible) from Lebanon and Israel? 





gn 


A I think you are posing a difference here 
which doesn't exist, and I prefer not to address it in those 
terms. I think the point is, everybody understands the cir- 
cumstances and the need to have satisfactory arrangements in 
order for this whole thing to work. 


I think that we would look to working cooperatively 
with the Government of Lebanon and indeed the others 
involved, too. 


Q Do you have any information about the people 
who were taken prisoners from Beirut, the Palestinians pri- 
soners in Israel -- what is happening with them and what is 
going to happen with them? 


A I think we had a guidance on this the other 
day which indicated that we did not have information on 
large numbers of Palestinians having been arrested and 
deported; but in any case, if that were happening, that 
would be very disturbing to us and we would certainly be 
looking into those kinds of questions. I don't think I can 
take it beyond that. 
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9 Alan, what do you say about the news story 
allegations today that the Israeli Army in Beirut looted 
apartments, stole cars, and behaved as thieves, quoting one 
of the stories? 





A All I can say about that is that our view is 
that the Lebanese police and judicial authorities are the 
proper agencies to investigate complaints about theft and 
vandalism. Obviously, if such activities took place, we 
would not consider that proper. I indicated the other day 
we do not have independent confirmation that that took 
place, and I just don't think I can comment, therefore, on 
something beyond saying that that is something that cer- 
tainly would be investigated by Lebanese authorities. 


Q But, you are the godfather of this operation 
in Beirut, saving Beirut and Lebanon. 


A I don't think we're quite that. 


Q At least, something ought to be done in order 
to compensate those poor people whose cars have been stolen. 
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A I think if there are instances like that, the 
Lebanese police and judicial authorities would be the proper 
agencies to investigate it. I agree. 


Q Alan, you said you don't have any information 
about large numbers of Palestinians being taken out of 
Beirut. 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have any information about small num- 
bers of Palestinians (laughter) precisly what the number is, 
and what is happening to those people? 


A We are unable to verify the numbers that may 
be involved, but we are convinced that some PLO fighters and 
leaders evacuated from Beirut have reinfiltrated into 
Lebanon. Although the numbers do not appear to be large at 
this point, this is a serious violation of the Habib plan 
negotiated for their departure and an affront to Lebanese 
sovereignty. We call on all governments enjoying influence 
with the PLO to discourage such activity. 


Q Are you speaking of infiltration back into 
Lebanon or into Beirut? 


A Into Lebanon. 


Q So these are not necessarily the same people 
that are being addressed by Roberto. 


A Are you talking about Beirut? 
Q Yes. 


A No, I'm addressing Lebanon as a whole, as 
opposed to Beirut. 


Q So the violation in this case is not a viola- 
tion by the Government of Israel - 
A No, no. 


Q -- kidnapping people that were supposed to be 
in West Beirut. 


A No, no. This involves PLO who had departed 
in accordance with the Habib plan and who have now come back 
into Lebanon, reinfiltrated into Lebanon. 
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Q Do you have any information as to the way 
they entered? 


A I don't have anything specific I can offer 
you, Roberto. 


Q If I can follow up, Alan, is there anything 
to substantiate Israeli charges that 2,000 guerrillas, 
terrorists, or whatever name is preferred by the State 
Department, would have remained violating the agreement? 


gn 


A In Beirut? 





Q In West Beirut. 


A I think we have indicated on several 
occasions before that the Israelis have indicated to us that 
they had information on this, that they had captured some, 
so on and so forth, but that we don't have any independent 
confirmation of it. 


Q You haven't had anything to substantiate or 
anything -- 


A We do not have any independent confirmation 
of it. 


Q Of these who have reinfiltrated into Lebanon, 
have any of them reinfiltrated into Beirut? 
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A I'm not aware, Jim, specifically that that is 
the case. I can't tell you. 


Q Last Monday, you made a statement about the 
situation of Anatoliy Scharhanskiy, and you deplored his 
conditions --and you said that you were very concerned. 
Could you apply this concern and coul/i you deplore the con- 
ditions which Israel is putting on the prisoners of war, or 
whatever they are, who have been captured -- over 
7,000-9,000 -—- now in Magibo, in Northern Lebanon, from the 
beginning of this war? 


A My impression is we have addressed before our 
concern about conditions in which prisoners are held, that 
any prisoner should be held in appropriate circumstances. I 
would ask you perhaps to refer back and see if we can dig that 
out in the Press Office to get exact wording on that. 
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Q Along the lines of the looting story, 
Professor Said of Columbia University today says Israeli 
troops appear to be systematically dismantling or absconding 
with Palestinian archives, libraries, and that sort of 
thing. They describe this as an assault on Palestinian 
culture. Do you have anything to support that charge? 


A No. That question actually-- I can't say 
for sure, but we did look into a question of that sort when 
it was raised, and we were informed that there was nothing 
of that sort going on in terms of archives. But you know, 
we are Operating in a situation where we are not in complete 
command of information so I'm a little bit hesitant -- 


Q Could I go back, then, to something else? 
You suggested that there was no evidence that large numbers 
of PLO fighters have been reintroduced. The Israelis seem 
to believe that iarge numbers have been reintroduced. Can 
you tell me is there any effort under way to reach common 
understanding on the numbers of foreign forces in Lebanon so 
that you can agree at what point all foreign forces have 
withdrawn? 


7 I can't, Lars, get into specifics on that. 
I'm sure that this is an issue which will be frontally 
addressed as one gets to the very question you are raising, 
but I can only give you the estimates that we have at this 
point based on all the information available to us. 


Q Alan, back on looting, an Israeli Defense 
official is quoted in The Post this morning as saying that 
an American Embassy officer, I think in Beirut, is quoted as 
saying these allegations of looting were unfounded. Was any 
such report issued by the American Embassy in Beirut? 


A No. 


Q Going back to your statement of last week, 
September 22, about Lebanon bank raids, you made the state~ 
ment here that, “The Lebanese Government sources later 
charged that, to the contrary, Israelis had indeed entered 
some banks." 


If I could refresh your memory and my memory, 
early in the stage of the war -- I believe the middle of 
June or towards the end of June -- The Washington Post story 





was also that Israelis did the same practice of going to the 
banks in Southern Lebanon, in Tyre and Sidon. I think we 
raised this question here: If the Lebanese Government, that 
you have some confidence in, which you are trying to build a 
strong government and independent sovereign nation, et 
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cetera, et cetera, says to you that there were charges like 
this, and Israel says there are charges contrary (inaudible) 
and also include the looting of the Palestinian archives and 
everything, would you please delegate this to some indepen- 
dent inquiry forum from the United Nations, UNESCO, or 
another place to investigate these charges? 


A While I understand your concern on that, 
I don't think it's up to us to delegate it to anybody. It's 
not our responsibility. Obviously, if activities of this 
sort took place and somebody wanted to investigate it who 
had the authority to go in there and the ability to do it, 
that's one thing, but we're not in charge of this. 


Q How could you say it's not your 
responsibility? You are “bankrolling” this war in Lebanon, 
so, I mean, it's your responsibility. 


A Come on. I don't accept that. 


Q Referring back to your answer a moment ago to 
Lars’ question about an effort to determine the number of 
foreign forces in Lebanon and in effect moving on to what 
has been described as sort of the next stage, are there as 
yet specific plans for discussions with the Israelis, 
Syrians, and Lebanese over the question of withdrawal, 
determining numbers of forces, et cetera? And if so, in 


what forum? 


A Let me just say that the issues have already 
been raised in some discussions and will continue to be 
raised. Ambassador Habib in his various discussions in the 
region is talking about this issue, among others. I don't 
mean specifically numbers, but the issue of where we go from 
here in Lebanon in seeking to get all the foreign forces out 
and reestablish the Central Government's authority 
throughout Lebanon. Ambassador Draper is going to be con- 
tinually pursuing this full time. It is an important sub- 
ject, but I don't have more specifics I can offer you. 


Q But as of yet, there is no particular timetable 
for discussions or forum for discussions other than Draper's 
moving back and forth between the parties involved? 


A That is certainly a forum. In terms of time- 
table, our discussions have already taken place to some 
extent, and they will continue to go forward. 


Q I want to come back to the troop withdrawal. 
Will a failure by the Israelis or the Syrians to withdraw 
rapidly affect the duration of the Marines’ stay in Lebanon? 
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A I can't address that as a hypothetical 
question. I don't know. 


Q The President clearly linked it last night. 


A I think he linked it in the way that I've 
suggested. In terms of the Government of Lebanon's percep- 
tion of all of this and so on. I'm not equipped at this 
point -- I don't think any of us can look far enough into 
the future to be able to address it more specifically than I 
have. I appreciate it doesn't answer all your questions. 


Q Yes. Well, he put it in these terms: He 
Says, “Yes, the U.S. Force will" -- I can't read my writing 
-- "Yes, because I think that's going to come rapidly." 


A "Because I think that's going to come 
rapidly." 


Q Is there anything on the public record to 
indicate that Israel and Syria want to pull out rapidly? 


A Again, I would refer back to what I said 
before, that they have indicated that they both want to get 
out, and we take them at their word on that. 


Q Alan, could you spell out a little more 
clearly what these Marines are going to do over there? 


A I would have to refer you to the Pentagon on 
the specifics. 


Q That's the trouble. The Pentagon says they 
are going to guard intersections. What does that mean? 
When a Lebanese and a Palestinian come walking along the 
road or driving along the road, what are the Marines going to 
do? Watch them go by, or are they going to ask them for 
credentials? What does “guard an intersection" mean? 


4 I'm not a military soul, as is quite obvious. 
What I would have to say about that other than referring you 
to the Pentagon, to address your question as specifically as 
I can, should incidents occur which don't endanger our forces 
-- because they, obviously, have the right of self-defense -- 
but should incidents occur which don't endanger our forces 
but which interfere with the achievement of the Marines’ 
mission, such incidents will immediately be reported up our 
chain of command, and through the LAF Liaison for appropriate 
action. 
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That's not, I'm sure, a completely satisfactory 
answer to you, but it is responsive and it is as far as I can 
go, in any case. 


Q Within these general statements by the 
Syrians and Israelis that they want to withdraw from Lebanon, 
is Draper not reporting back to the State Department any 
possibility that an agreement will have to take the form of 
some sort of a phased withdrawal, something like Sinai-like, 
with the back-a-way over a long, protracted period of time? 
Are you ruling that out as a possibility within these general 
statements that they both want to get out? 


a I don't think there is anything I can rule out 
per se. 
Q Isn't that a likely scenario? 


A That they would back out in a long -- 


Q Not necessarily in a long, but in a staged 
withdrawal over a matter of weeks and months rather than 
everybody getting out in a matter what you're describing of 
60 days? 


A I think the President has addressed what his 
expectation is, that they would move out rapidly. The 
withdrawal of all foreign forces is a fundamental objective, 
and Ambassadors Habib and Draper will continue -- Ambassador 
Draper in particular -- to work on this. I just don't have 
anything more I can offer you on that. 


Q Alan, last Friday Ambassador Jean Kirkpatrick 
at the American Enterprise Institute answered a question 
about the moral responsibilit, in the massacre in West Beirut. 
She said the moral responsibility deserves to be divided 
among quite a number of parties. She said there are many 
parties to that. The United States is one, France is one, 
Italy is one, the Government of Lebanon is one, and the 
Government of Israel is one. 


She continued to say, "I think it is quite clear 
that all of us whom I have just named are in some sense 
inculpated in this terrible tragedy, and I must say also that 
I think there is enough blame to go around." What do you 
comment on that? 


A I think the President commented on that last 
night, and I don't have anything beyond what he offered on 
that. 
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Q Alan, you were suggesting that the Government 
of Syria has announced its willingness to withdraw its for- 
ces, but the Syrian forces are the remainder of the Arab 
Deterrent Force which was sent in by the Arab League. I 
recall the Secretary testifying before the Foreign Relations 
Committee, after the Arab League meeting in Fez, and it was 
not entirely clear that the Arab League has ordered the Arab 
Deterrent Force, which is in effect the Syrian Army, to 
leave. 


Do you have any idea or is there any statement 
that you know of from the Arab League asking or expressing 
willingness to remove the Arab Deterrent Force from Lebanon? 


A I can't answer you specifically. I don't 
recall what came out of various meetings that have been held. 
The modalities of this and how the withdrawal of Syrian for- 
ces would relate to the withdrawal of Israeli forces is 
another subject altogether. But I think I would stick with 
what we've said on that. 


Q One more follow-up question, if I may: Is 
there anything that links the presence, the continued pre- 
sence of the U.S. Marines in Lebanon with the continued pre- 
sence of the Italian and the French forces? 


A I think I would have to refer you to the words 
actually that I just read to you in terms of the consultation 
between the Government of Lebanon and the contributing forces 
to the Multinational Force. That's about as far as I can -- 


Q What I'm driving at, there is nothing that 
would prevent the Americans from remaining even if the French 
and the Italians left? 


A I think, again, that that is getting into a very 
hypothetical area. The words, I think, which would at this 
point govern us on this would be in that paragraph, at least 
as far as our agreement with Lebanon, the paragraph that I 
cited to you which will be available to you later. 


Q Do you have anything about the Arab delegation 
to Washington? 


A No, I have no new information on that. 


Q And the President >»f Lebanon? 


A No, nothing beyond what I said yesterday. 
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Q Do you have anything on the Wisner talks in Angola? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Anything on Central America -- the 
Mexican-Venezuelan initiative, anything like that? 


A Nothing beyond what we posted the other day. 


Q Alan, the President of Brazil made a speech 
last Monday at the United Nations. it was a 26-page speech, 
with lots of recommendations so I would not be able to be 
very specific. But do you have any reaction to it? 


A No. I was asked that yesterday. I don't. 


Q Do you have any guidance on the visit here of 
the President of Panama? 


A No. I don't have anything on it. 


Q As you know, General Peredes, the head of the 
National Guard, who correctly announces that he is the real 
power in Panama, had a meeting at his request, at Panama's 
request, with the top officials from Cuba in Panama in the 
eve of the President's departure to come up here and t*="k to 
Vice President Bush and President Reagan. He apparent', read 
them the “riot act” and told them he didn't want Cuban: in 
Central America because this would give the United States an 
excuse for saying that the area was insecure and for not 
letting Panama take over the Canal in the year 2,000. 


This has created great consternation in Panama. I 
wondered what is the connection between these shenanigans 
and the President's visit up here? 


A I think you -- I thought it was you who raised 
it yesterday. 


Q I did, yes. 


A I just don't have anything on that. 


Q Alan, does the Administration have any posi- 
tion on the refusal of the Government of Pakistan to allow 
Mrs. Ali Bhutto to leave the country for treatment of her 
cancer? 
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A I don't have any information on it. I can't 
comment. 


Q You have commented in the past -- I won't men- 
tion specific cases -- on nations refusing exit permission 
for certain individuals. 


A I just don't have any information. I can't 
comment on it. 


Q Will you look into it? 


A I don't think that is our issue to look into 
particularly. It sounds to me like it's a Pakistani issue. 


Q It leaves the impression that your sniping 
at the Soviet Union in similar cases is not out of any con- 
cern Or compassion, but is merely some sort of adolescent 
game that you play. Is that the impression you -- 


A Any other questions? 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a few 
announcements for you. First of all, we have a choice of a 
number of things with cegard to the Secretary's speech, the 
text of which is already available in the Press Office -- 
and I think probably most of you have it. One is 
to just leave it there and let you deal with it as a text. 
Another would be to cut this off in three minutes and let 
you listen to the Secretary, and we can forget the briefinc. 
The thircd choice would be to have a delayed feed into this 
briefing rcoom if there is any interest, in addition to 
having the text which he is going to read. I'm not sure 
what your feelings would be. 


Q Do you want to take a vote? 
Q How well does he cead, Alan? (Laughter) 
Q What its your preference? 


A I would knock the brtefing out at 2-1/2 
minutes. (Laughter. ) 


Let me say this: Unless there is a strong 
intecest in having it fed in, why don't we just leave it 
with the text and go on with the briefing. 
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Q 0. K. 


Q When you say “delayed feed," do you mean 
we'ce going to have a late lunch? (Laughter) 


A Well, we'ce not at this point. 


A statement cegacding Beicut: We are extremely 
pleased by the speed with which the Lebanese Government is 
working to nocmalize the city of Beircut, including its vital 
commercial sectors. We congratulate the Lebanese Government 
on today's ceopening of Beirut International Aircport and on 
the occasion of the celebrations marcking the ceopening of 
the city of Beirut. 


The American Ambassadoc, joined by the French and 
Italian Ambassadors, participated in the Lebanese Govecnment 
cecemonies today, as did elements of the United States, 
French, and Italian multinational force. 
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Second, a statement in the Secretary's name -- as 
you will see, it is a first-person statement -- regarcding an 
announcement that was made this morning by Frank Shakesvoeare 
about James Buckley's new position. 


"As you know, Frank Shakespearce, Cha:icman of B18 
(Board of International Broadcasting), announced today that 
James L. Buckley has accepted an offer to become Pres:dent 
of Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty. Jim has therefore 
cesigned as Counselor of the Department of State. 


"Jim is a close friend and a devoted public ser- 
vant. He has sercved his country and the President with 
unpacalleled intelligence and vigor, first as Undec 
Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science and 
Technology, and subsequently as Counselor to the Devartment. 


"I know that this was not an easy decision for Jin. 
In his letter of cesignation to the President, Jzim noted 
that few opportunities could have tempted him away from 
the vital work of this Administration. But Jim Buckley 
has nevec avoided a challenge, and having found a new one, 
he has decided to pursue it. 


"Jim believes, and I agree, that in heading Radio 
Free Eucope/Radio Liberty, he will be continuing to serve 
the goals the President has set for ouc country. As Jim put 
it in his letter to the President, he is not... Dro 
posing to leave the team, but moving to play another 
position. And knowing Jim as I do, I'm sure he'll play his 
heact out. 


"We wish him the greatest success in his new 
endeavor. Thank you very much." 


Q What position is he going to be playing? 
(Laughter) 


AA He is going to be president of Radio Free 
Eucope. 


Copies of Assistant Secretacy foc Intec-Amer.can 


“Affaics Thomas 0. Endecs' cemacks at the Chicago meeting of 


the Inter-American Press Association ace available in the 
Press Office. Reflecting the diversity of countries from 
the hemisphere cepresented at the meeting, the cemarcks focus 
on three topics: Centrcal America, cepeating the policv 
points made in Endecs' August 20 speech; the potential for 
intecstate conflict exemplified by the South Atlantic 
crisis; and the need to manage high levels of foreign debt 
to safeguard the potential for new sustained expansion. 
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Q What is the date of that? 


A That is today. It's a speech being delivered 


Q Right now. 
A "Right now," says George. Right now. 


Q In that connection, any response yet on the 
Mexican/Venezuelan letter? 


A I have nothing beyond what we've already 
given you. 


I have one more announcement, cegacding the Sinai 
Support Mission: 


The U.S. Sinai Support Mission (SSM) today ends 
moce than six years of unique and highly successful peace- 
keeping operations in the Sinal Peninsula. Its role there 
dicectly supported the implementation of the 
Egyptian-Israeli Peace Treaty. 


After operating a tactical early-warning system 
undec the Second Sinai Disengagement Agreement of September 
1975, the SSM and its overseas acm, the Sinal Field Mission 
(SFM), undectook in 1980 the cesponsibility for conducting a 
vecification and inspection system aimed at ensuring 
compliance with the military limitations prescribed undec 
the treaty foc the Sinai. 


The inspection phase was conducted by SFM, which 
was composed of American citizen volunteers from U.S. 
foreign affairs agencies and civilian employees of 
E-Systems, Inc., SSM's prime contractoc. That phase ended 
on Apcil 25, 1982, following the final withdrawal of Israeli 
forces from the Sinai and its cetucn to Eqypt. 


This unique joint venture between government and 
peivate industcy was so efficiently managed that it ceturcned 
to the U.S. Treasury $3.7 million from its curccent fiscal 
yeac budget. 


I would note that there is a fact sheet con- 
cecning SSM and a copy of President Reagan's congratulatory 
message to the SSM of August 12, 1982, in the Press Room. 
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I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, ceporcts in The New York Times and Washinaton 








Post today detail the purported involvement of high 
Phalange force officers in the massacre in West Beirut. 
Anothec cepoct from Isrcael states that U.S. officials were 
awace of the slaughter on Friday, September 17, and asked 
for the Phalange forces to withdraw. 


Ace you aware of those ceports? Do you have a 
comment on them? 


A I don't have any comment on the ceporting in 
the papers this morning about who might have been involved 
specifically. 


As fac as the chacge that the United States knew that 
a massacce was going on and so on, that simply is just utterly 
false. What we knew, when we knew it, how and when we acted 
on the information ace as we have provided, I think, to you 
in eaclier guidance, which I can cead to you if you want. 
I see a nod in the back. 


On Friday afternoon, September 17, we started to 
ceceive fragmentary information that something was amiss in 
the Shattla and Sabra cefugee camp areas of Beirut. We did 
ouc best to find out what was happening. It was not until 
Satucday mocning, September 18, that an Embassy officec was 
able to enter the Shatila camp and observe dicectly the 
evidence of a massacre. A cepoct of this eye-witness 
account was sent to the State Department and ceceived 
hece at about 5 a.m. EDT the same day. In short, 
we had no advance wocd. When we hearcd that something might 
be happening, we acted upon it tmmediately. 


Q Apact from theic knowledge of a massacre 
undecway, was there any effort by U.S. officials on the 
seventeenth to obtain the withdrawal of any Phalange forces 
in the camps? 


A I say, we stacted to receive something which 
was fcagmentacy information that something may have been 
amiss, that there may have been Phalange in the camps. I 
believe that this was addressed at the Saturday afternoon 
beiefing by a senior official here. 


Q That isn't what he said. 
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A He talked about his having received some 
information at, I guess, around 7 p.m. There was also some 
eaclierc indication in the afternoon, which was also being 
followed up at the same time, which he was not aware of at 
that point; but it its roughly that same time period. It was 
that afternoon. 


Q When you speak of Friday afternoon, do you 
mean Eastecn time or Belicut time? 


A Yes. We'ce talking about our time. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q There was no request of any Phalange officer 
or force representative on the 17th to withdraw from the 
camp? 


A I really don't think I'm in a position to go 
into addressing what it was, what action we took specifi- 
cally on the 17th when we began to get these fragamentary 
reports. As I said, and as was said by a senior official 
in briefing, when information was received it was acted upon 
to see what was going on. Obviously, that information -- 
setting aside the utterly incorrect assertion that any indi- 
cation that a massacre was going on, but any indication that 
this sort of activity might have been -- that is, the 
Phalange militia might have been in the camps -- of suf- 
ficient concern to suggest that even though the reports were 
fragamentary that we look into them 


Q The report doesn't specifically say that the 
U.S. knew there was a massacre going on nor does it say 
that the U.S. knew there were Phalange in the camp. What it 
says is that the U.S. knew that civilians were being killed 
in the camps, and as a result of that report -- as a result 
of that knowledge at noon on Friday, the 17th, the U.S. 
asked directly, not through the Lebanese Government, but 
directly asked Phalangists officials to have their units 
removed. 


A Without addressing the question of whom we 
may have talked to and what we may have said specifically 
on the question of whether there was an indication that 
Civilians were being killed, which is the first part of the 
question, the answer is no. We did not have such infor- 
mation on Friday afternoon. We had no such information, as 
I said, until Saturday morning when our Embassy people first 
were able to get into the camps and then telephoned offi- 
Cials here at about 5:u0 A.M. 


0 When you say something going wrong, can you 
define that for us? 

A As I say, there were some indications that 
Phalange may have been in the camps. 

) Do you have anything on the Marines? 

my No, I really have to refer to the Pentagon 


for an update on where the Marines are and what they’re 
doing. 


Q You can't tell us how the one got killed and 
three were injured? 
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A I wasn't aware that one had been killed. I 
had heard reports that four Marines were injured. I don't 
know anything about the extent of injuries and so on. I 
have to refer you to the Pentagon. It's their baby. 


Qo Could we return a minute to September 17. 
Was there any indication late on the 16th or early on the 
17th that something was wrong, and did an American official 
go to the scene and come back and report that nothing -—- he 
saw nothing, because there is also that report? 


A I don't think in those terms. There were a 
variety of reports throughout this whole period. This was 
happening, that was happening, the other was happening; not 
in terms of people in the camps or anything of that sort. 

No. What I have given you is factually where we are; that 
is, the first fragmentary information about something amiss 
in the camps was on the afternoon of the 17th, Washington time. 


Q In the reports, they mention contacts bet- 
ween the alleged commanders of this charade, namely, 
Hobeika, and the U.S. Embassy in Beirut and the CIA and 
Mossad. Would you be able to characterize your relationship 
with Mr. Hobeika, with the Phalangist Party, with the Lebanese 
forces? And if you don't have anything, would you be kind 
enough to take this question? 


A (A) I don't have anything, and, (8) the 
report, as I recall it, referred specifically to the CIA. 
Again, without leading you one way or another, I would 
be unable to address a question of that sort. I would 
Suggest you address it to them. I don't think they would 
respond just as a matter of principle, not responding to 
questions about their activities, but I'm just not in a 
position to address that kind of question. 


Q Would you be able to be kind enough to 
address the question about your relationship -- the U.S. 
Government and the Lebanese forces, which is the Phalangists 
forces? 


A Let me look into it and see what I can pro- 
vide on that. 


Q Alan, to follow this, you said that -- in 
the Washington Post story, that the connection between Mr. 
Hobeika and the Central Intelligence Agency and the front- 
page story in the New York Times said the Mossad and also 
cetween the militia and the United States Embassy in Beirut, 
sO yOu are -- 








A I just said I would look into that. 
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Q Something related on the question of cluster 
bombs. Are cluster bomb explosives still being shipped to 
Israel as was reported last night by CBS? 


a Let me give you the guidance I have on that. 
The USG has not approved the sale or shipment of any cluster 
bombs or artillery shells to Israel since the President 
suspended the shipment of this type of ordinace on July 19. 


Ail such material and military supply pipeline for 
Israel remains on hold. 


Q When was the company that manufactures this 
actually told not to ship, and have there been shipments 
Since the President's statement? 


A I can only give you a little bit on that. 
That is, that in June and July, prior to the President's 
suspension order, the U.S. Government had approved the com- 
merical sale of Israeli grenade casings only, without fuses 
Or powder. On August 5, sale of additional casings was 
approved based on an earlier export licenses, but shipments 
under this sale were suspended. 


Q Can you say that no shipments have been made 
Since the President's announcement? 


4 I can't answer that question. I think you 
would have to address it to the companies. I just don't 
know. 


Q Well, the companies seem to have indicated 
that they were because they weren't told not to. 


4 I've given you the guidance I have on it. 


Q Is that the same guidance that was available 
last night? 


A Yes. 


Q I just want to clarify something in that 
guidance. You said that all such equipment in the supply 
pipeline? In other words, only supplying the cluster 
equipment? 


A Yes. That's all that was suspended. 


Q On War Powers, is the Administration 
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planning to do anything beyond yesterday's letter to the 
Hill with regard to the War Powers Act? 


a I'm not aware of any plans -- 


Q So the Administration does not plan to 
clarify beyond yesterday's letter whether the Marines have 
been sent in under the 60-day hostility provision of the war 
Powers Act? 


4 That letter parallels, in that respect, the 
same notification that was sent up the last time the MNF 
went in. That's the way it has been notified. There will be 
no further notice going up on that. 


e) So we can take it that that notification was 
under the provisions of the War Powers Act that deal with 
non-hostile situations and deal with no clocks running; is 
that correct? 


a I refer you to the text of the letter which 
was released. 

0 That was the case with the last 
announcement. 

A I refer you to the text of the letter. I 


don't want to try and characterize it. 


8) Do you have anything else today on the nun- 
bers of PLO that may be infilterating back into Lebanon? 


My No. In answer to a question, as I re-read 
the transcript yesterday, it wasn't asked; I gave you what I 
had on that yesterday. 


Q Do you have anything today on the case of 
Mrs. Ali Bhutto who's trying to leave Pakistan? 


A ‘Yes. See how responsive we are to your 
concerns. 


The range of human rights questions, which are of 
concern to the United States Government is not affected by 
the identity or international orientation of the country 
involved. Although when friendly countries are involved, we 
prefer to discuss any problems through diplomatic channels. 


In the case of Mrs. Bhutto, it is our 
understanding that the Government of Pakistan is basically 
favorably inclined toward giving her permission to go abroad 
for treatment, according to reports in the Pakistani press. 
We would be surprised if such permission is not granted in 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


— 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


10 


the near future. 


Q If they're favorably inclined, that doesn't 
Square with what they've done so far which is to not grant 
permission. 


a I've given you everything I have on it. 

Q Any comment on the new statistics with 
respect to the killings in El Salvador that have come out 
last week? 


A No. I don't. I think there is something in 
the Press Office that was prepared. 


Q Also, a Canadian priest in Honduras was 
badly beatened by members of the Cobra Brigade, according to 
reports there, which is U.S. trained and has left the 
country. Do you have anything -- 

A Jim, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Can you take the question as to whether you 
might have a comment on that? 


oN I'll look into it. I just don't know what 
information we have on it. Let me look into it. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #168 


FRIDAY, OCTOBER 1, 1982, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements, one cegarcding the MIA issue and Vietnam: 


The Government of the Socialist Republic of 
Vietnam, on Septemberc 30, confirmed its acceptance of U.S. 
technical visits to discuss in Hanoi matters concerning 
Americans unaccounted for in Vietnam. We appreciate this 
cesponse to our long-standing proposal for such visits. The 
Vietnamese have agreed to four visits annually, the first of 
which could take place before the end of this year. 


Second, just cs let you know that avatlable in 
the Press Office is a communiuwue that was issued today by 
the Western Contact Group Ministecial Meeting on Namibia. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, what is your cesponse to Mr. 
Gromyko"s speech today in the United Nations? 


A I haven't even seen his speech so I have no 
response to it. 


Q Do you want me to brief you on it or -- 
A No. 
Q Do you have any comment on the change of 


Government in Bonn? 
A I have a brief comment on that, yes. 


Q What effect does it have on celations to 
governments, missile placements -- 


A Let me just say this. The United States 
has worked with governments of all parties in the Federal 
Republic of Germany since its founding. We look forward to 
a close and friendly relationship with the government headed 
by Helmut Kohl as we have had with the government headed by 
Helmut Schmidt. 
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With the Kohl government, as with all previous 
governments, we shall place major stress on close US-FRG 
consultations on the full range of issues before us. 
Maintenance of a sound US-FRG relationshp its crucial to the 
secucity of the West. Our destinies are linked and we are 
firmly united in our commitment to the democratic values on 
which our two societies are based. 


Q A follow-up? How can we decide to comment 
on this internal matter and not on other internal matters? 


A I don't tnink this its commenting par- 
ticularly on an intecnal matter, in the sense that we are 
addressing our relationship with Germany. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A I don't think we can give you a copy right 
away, but I can give you a copy later on. 


Q Do you see discussions or anything coming 
up soon between the Secretary and the new leadership or --? 


A I don't know of anything in particular. 
I'm just not in the position to predict that. I mean I 
don't know when various people will be in place in the new 
government in Germany and so on. I'm sure there will be 
frequent consultations, but I don't know of anything 
specific. 


Q Do you have anything, Alan, on the status 
of the Israeli and Syrian forces in the Bekaa at this point? 
The PLO officials are being quoted as saying that they think 


there will be a battle there between the two. 


A We would certainly hope there would not be 
a battle there between the two. But, no, I don't have 
anything new to offer you today beyond what we've said about 
it before. 


Q The Secretary met yesterday with the Syrian 
Foreign Minister. I think John mentioned after the 
briefing that you welcomed the readiness of Syria to 
withdraw. Can you give us any more tangible, specific 
things about what was discussed? 


A No. I would have to refer you to New York. 
I don't have any readout on that. 


Q You don't know if Syria has made a commit- 
ment to withdraw? 
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A Beyond what I've addressed here before, 
which was what the Secretary had said in his press con- 
ference about the Syrian Foreign Minister's statement to 
him, I don't have anything. I do not have a readout on 
yesterday's meeting in New York. 


Q Are we still talking about synchronized 
versus simultaneous withdrawal of foreign forces from 
Lebanon? 


A "Synchronized" is the word the Secretary 
has used. I would stick with that. It's very hard, in the 
abstract, to say what that will mean in practice. I don't 
think it its profitable to try to do that, so I'll leave it 
at that. 


Q Have we taken any steps yet to improve 
Lebanon's military forces? 


A The Secretary of Defense has addressed this 
to a certain extent. I understood there was to be some sort 
of a survey team going out and that Henry Catto had talked 
about this. I would have to refer you to the Pentagon on 
details of that. I'm sure that efforts will be made to 
cooperate, see what they need, and so on. I just don't have 
the details. 


Q Have there been any incidents since yester- 
day's involving injuries to Americans over there? 


it I'm not aware of any. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything to volunteer? 
A No. 
Q . Do you have any response to the Soviet 


claim of U.S. aggression by stationing advance aircraft in 
the Japanese islands? 


A I don't have a specific response to the 
Soviet charge, per se. Let me just say that regarding the 
decision to deploy we view it as a favorable development in 
keeping with our close partnership with Japan. But, again, 
for details, I'm afraid I would have to refer you to the 
Pentagon. 





Q Yesterday, I gave you a question about the 
Phalangists, and your characterization -- your relationship 
with them. Did you get anything? 


A Yes. All of our official contacts in 
Lebanon have been with the Lebanese Government whose 
authority we have fully recognized and supported. 


The U.S. maintains contact with the full rcange of 
Lebanese factions and interest groups of which the Phalange 
is one. The U.S. Government would not become involved in 
the internal political affairs of Lebanon. 


Our efforts have been strictly confined to urging 
Lebanese support for the Central Government of Lebanon. 


Q Anymore than that? 

A No. 

Q If pressed to ask? 

A No. (Laughtec) You've been ceading over 


ouc shoulders. 


Q Your first sentence there was, “All of our 
official contacts have been with the Government of 
Lebanon?" 


A With the Lebanese Government. That is, the 
official contacts-- 


Q Since what time? Because throughout this 
crisis you would refer cepeatedly from that podium -- you, 
Orc whoever -- 


A This its itn terms of -- 
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Q -- of leading personalities. 


A But listen to the rest of what we said. 
"The U.S. maintains contact with the full range of Lebanese 
factions and interest groups of which the Phalangist is one. 


The point is that we are considering the contact 
on the other side, in terms of the Lebanese party, to be 
official when it is with the Lebanese Government. What this 
is addressing is how we then consider the other interclocu- 
tors, and that we do have contacts with other Lebanese fac- 
tions and interest groups; contact which, on the U.S. side, 
is maintained certainly by the Embassy. That is not con- 
sidered a U.S. Government-to-Lebanese Government. That's 
the point we're trying to make, that “official,” in this 
sense, is govecnment-to-govercnment. 


Q It seems to me that there was a period 
there when you wouldn't even ceferc to the Government of 
Lebanon; you cefercred to Lebanese leading personalities. 


A I can't tell you no for sure, but the ones 


I cecall where there wece vacious discussions of what was Phil 


Habib doing oc what were we doing, it referred to both 
govecnment officials and leading personalities. 


Q Does the full rcange of factions and 
intecest groups in any measurce include Palestinians? 

A Palestinians? . 

Q Orc the PLO or anything of sort? 

A It certainly would not include the PLO. 
I'm not going to give you a checklist. 

Q Is that not an interest group within 
Lebanon? 

A If you want to dance on the head of that 


pin, fine, but itt does not include the PLO. 


Q Following up on that, have we had contacts 
with the Phalangists since the massacre, and, tf so, what 
were the -- 


A Phalangists gua Phalangists as opposed to 
those who come from the Phalangists group? I don't specifi- 
cally. I have no reason to believe that in Lebanon as in 
any other country we would not continue contacts. Whether 
we have oc not, in that period, I can't say, but it would be 








gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


a nocmal diplomatic function. 


Q My question -- I was looking for a dif- 
ferent answec from you because -- 

A Sorry. 

Q -- you read in the Washington Post and the 





New York Times, two leading dailys, and the articles in both 





papers in the last couple of days indicated that you had 
been nourishing Bashic Gemayel -- the late Bashic Gemayel; 
you supported him, and you backed him all the way and you 


have had a contact man who is the man, allegedly, who commanded 


the Phalangists forces who committed the massacre. 


Ay As I said yesterday, that involved an 
alleged contact with CIA which I obviously would not 
address. And as fac as our contacts, I think the answerc 
I've given you addresses the question, and that is as far as 
I am prepared to go in answering it. 


Q Would you say you don't back the 
Phalangists versus othec groups in Lebanon? 

A We back the Govercnment of Lebanon. 

Q This is ceally obscure so you probably will 


have to take it. Do you have any guidance there about these 
fouc Pacific island treaties that were up for a vote in the 
Senate yestecday and then one of the Senators put a hold on 
them? At one point Senator Baker said the State Department 
asked to pull the treaties from the floor. 


A I know nothing about it. Why don't I look 
into it and see. What is your question? Did we ask that a 
hold be put on it? 


Q Yes. What is the State Department cole 
ovec the dispute, and can the State Department do anything 
to overccide the holds put on it by two of the conservative 
Senatocs? The New Zealand Embassy says it's going to make 
a cequest to have the State Department get involved in it. 


A I'll look into that. 


Q Wednesday night a CBS newscrew was beaten 
up in Gdansk, Poland. Does the U.S. Government have any 
comment? 


A Yes, we do have something on that, but in 
fact very little. We have seen the report; we'ce checking 
into it. We have nothing from our diplomatic missions in 
Poland to conficm it, so I'm simply not in a position to 


comment further. 


Q There are a number of speeches -- very 
remackable speeches -- given by senior officials yesterday. 
Both Secretary Shultz and Assistant Secretary Enders 
ceferred to an upswing in the United States economy. I was 
wondering if the Department has any estimate on how many 
times that lie has to be repeated before it will become 


true? 


A Any other sensible questions? 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #169 


MONDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1982, 12:08 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q What is your comment on the Iran-Iraq war and 
the velocity or the speed which is going on from both sides 
cight now? 


A I don't have a particular comment beyond our 
longstanding position that we remain neutral in this 
dispute, and we support the independence and territorial 
integrity of both Iran and Iraq as well as that of the other 
states in the region. 


We urge an immediate end to the hostilities and a 
negotiated settlement. We support constructive inter- 
national efforts for a peaceful solution to the conflict 
based on each state's respect for the territorial integrity 
of its neighbors, and each state's freedom from external 
coercion. 


I would note, in keeping with this policy, we 
joined with other members of the U.N. Security Council in 
1980 and on July 12 of this year in resolutions calling for 
an end to the conflict. 


Q Since the situation is getting very serious 
and it looks like the capital of Iraq, Baghdad, is under 
thceat of being bombarded or possibly they are not far from 
Baghdad, will the United States, even if you ace taking a 
neutcal stand, think about making an initiative through the 
Islamic Conference and the Arab nations and Arab countries 
and all the friendly countries to possibly create an inter- 
national forum to debate the issues instead of weapons, 
debated among the round table or whatever it is? 


A I don't have anything new to give you on that 
today. 


Q If I missed it, I'm sorry. Did you say 
something in there about continued neutrality in the 
conflict? 
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A Yes. 


Q Can we assume that your policy on licensing 
military goods to either side is unchanged? 


A That's right. 


Q What is the Department's reaction to the 
Iscaeli bombing in Syria in the last 24 hours? 


A I think that there was a series of events 
hece. 


Bombing in Syria? I'm not aware of bombing in 
Sycia. 


Q We have reports that Israel was bombing near 
Sycia orc -- 


A I think that there were some incidents in 
Lebanon. Let me note that I think all of this started most 
cecently with an attack on an Israeli military bus in 
Lebanon. 


We deplore that incident, and it undeclines the 
importance for all parties to work together to seek rapid 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


The Iscaeli attack on Syrian SAM positions, as 
well as Syrian and PLO positions neac the Beirut-Damascus 
highway, is also regrettable. 


We call on all involved to exercise restraint and 
to ease tensions. 


Q In connection with that, is there any sign 
that the withdrawal of the troops that the U.S. has been 
seeking for months now is imminent? 


A I have nothing new for you today on that. 
Q Can you tell us in that connection what Phil 


Habib -- what the status of his mission is, and what the 
status of Mr. Draper's mission is? 


A Ambassador Habib is on his way back to the 
United States -- he's en route -- and Ambassador Draper is 
in Beirut. 








gn 
1982" 


~Dectassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 





Q Has Habib finished his mission? 


A I think he has completed his Middle East 
stops on this particular trip. Yes. 


Q And his job was to deal with the withdrawal 
of Sycian and Israeli troops from Lebanon? 


A We've addressed this before. He was looking 
at the entire Lebanese situation, including that question, 
of course, and I'm sure that the overall Middle East 
situation also came up ducing his various discussions. 


Q Is he coming back with anything to report to 
the President in terms of progress or agreements? 


fy I have no characterization to give you on 
that. 


Q Who will he be seeing? 


A I don't know if it's set who he will be 
seeing when he gets back. I don't have anything at this 
point. 


Q He's coming to Washington, right? , 


A I don't know specifically whether he's coming 
back to Washington, or will be going to New York, or what 
his plans are. 


Q When you say “this particulac trip," are 
there plans already for him to return to the area? 


A No. But I don't want to leave the suggestion 
that I'm ruling out that possibility which one might take. 


Q The weekend stories out of Beirut, based sup- 
posedly on leaks from the Lebanese Government, that the 
Government would -- 


A You said leaks from where? 


Q Leaks attcibuted to the Lebanese Government, 
suggesting that the Government wants to drastically reduce 
the Palestinian population of Lebanon. 


What is our notion about that issue? 
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A I was asked about this last week, also in 
connection with purported U.S. involvement in that so-called 
plan. 


We certainly have not been involved in any 
discussions of such a plan, and I would have to refer you to 
the Lebanese on their own intentions. 


For guidance purposes, I would say to you I'm not 
aware of that as a plan, but the Lebanese will have to speak 
for themselves. 


Q But does the American policy in connection 
with the negotiations for the removal of the PLO from West 
Beirut which said that the Palestinians must either disarm 
themselves and in effect blend into the Lebanese landscape 
and abide by Lebanese law -- does that policy still stand? 


A Our position hasn't changed on that. The PLO 
that we're, of course, focused on at this point in terms of 
the overall withdrawal of foreign forces would be those in 
the northern part of Lebanon and the Bekaa Valley. 


Q Do you have any comment with respect to this 
reported state of insecurity in which the Palestinians are 
living in their camps? 


A I don't have a lot on it because it's not 
terribly clear. The Lebanese authorities are engaged in 
establishing their control_over West Beirut and in building 
security there. 


We're, of course, concerned that this be done in a 
proper manner without basic violation of rights, and we're 
closely following it. 


Q Are there any grounds for thinking that there 
may be violation of rights involved? 


A I don't have anything beyond what I've given 
you. 


Q What about the PLO members in northern 
Lebanon and in the Bekaa Valley? 


Last week the U.S. had something to say about 
their numbers, and I believe where some of them had re- 
entered the country from the evacuation. 
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Is that continuing, the re-entry process con- 
tinuing, and does the U.S. have anything more on the numbers 


of re-entry? 


A I don't have anything more on the numbers. 
The concecn cemains as expressed last week. 


Q I think the situation in the refugee camps 
and security and insecurity is graverc than you just 
expressed it in the matter of concern and, you know, so that 
this will be handled in the proper manner and there will be 
no violation of their cights. 


There are a lot of fears, and I think that the 
United States, when you negotiated with the PLO or through 
the Lebanese authorities about the withdrawal of the PLO, 
there were enough and ample assurances from the Lebanese 
side to protect the safety of these Palestinian cefugees who 
ace there since 1948, 


Could you elaborate more, or could you give us 
some thoughts about that you might be expressing the concern 
since you ace the arcbitrcator, and you are the architect of 
the agreement to evacuate the PLO from there? 


A No. I think I've said what I've got to say 
on that particulac matter at this time. 


Q On the whole Lebanese situation, there are 
reports that Israel promised Washington that it would seize 
only a few strategic points in West Beirut, and the Israeli 
Government vehemently dentes this. 


But can you offer us any guidance on -- 


A No. We've gone through this a long time ago. 
I cefer .you back to the record discussion of that. 


Q Still on this question of Palestinians in 
Lebanon, I wondeced if -- I know you don't have the guidance 
there, but if you could take up the question as to whether, 
or look into the question as to how the United States views 
the compatibility of the cemaindec of hundreds of thousands 
of Palestinians with the essential task of restoring the 
power of the Central Government in Iebanon? 


There's considerable confusion about this. 
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A I think we've expressed ourselves on this 
before. I don't think there should be, and I'd refer you 
back to the record on that. 


Q What can you recall from before as to that 
question? 


A I don't want to try to recall exact words, 
but I think that it was characterized before that our con- 
cern is with the departure of any foreign forces, which 
woulc include PLO forces. 


Q But I was speaking as to the Palestinians. 


A I undersand that. Our concern has been 
expressed about foreign forces, and we've not talked about 
departure of non-combatants. It's not part of what we think 
is addressed in that. 


Q I was wondering, the United States wouldn't 
have any objection to the other 400,000 Palestintans 
leaving, would it? 


A This is all very hypothetical, and I don't 
want to go any further. 


Q Really? That was an underlying plank in the 
Lebanese forces platform. I think there's some agreement by 
which Lebanon agreed originally to take about 100,000 
Palestintans, and their argument is they're 400,000 over 
thetic quota and they want to disperse them in the other Arab 


counties. ; 


I suppose now that they're in the driver's seat, 
they're going to go forward with this -- 


A I'm not aware that that its an announced 
policy by the Lebanese Government, so I'm not going -- 


-- MORE -- 
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No. Now I said Lebanese forces. 
It's all a very hypothetical statement. 
No, it isn't. 


New subject? 


r Oo OD YF WD 


Yes. 


Q Still this subject. If the Lebanese 
Government starts to implement a program to get cid of a 
substantial number of Palestinians, will this come as a 


surprise to you? 


A Again, I'm just not going to get drawn into a 
discussion of what I consider a hypothetical situation. 
I've seen press ceports about this issue, but I've not got 
anything to substantiate it and I'm not going to discuss it 
in a hypothetical way. 


Q This is not “hypothetical.” Can you give us 
more clarification for this? Maybe take the question 
and give us more clarity about the position just in case, 
because this is not hypothetical and this is happening; and, 
you know, we have a history of your assurances to 
security of the people in the refugee camps and we have 
Shatilla and Sabra massacres. So will you please help us 
on this matter? 


A No. I really think I have said what I have 
to say about this. That I've expressed, in answer to the 
question earlier, ourc concerns about how restoration of 
authority be done. I have nothing to substantiate the press 
accounts of a plan to evacuate, if you will, hundreds of 
thousands of Palestinians; and I'm just not going to address 
a hypothetical situation beyond that, I'm sorry. 


Steve, did you have a question? 
Q Yes, Alan. A three-part question. 


First, do you have any comment on that sea limits 
article in the Post this morning? 


A No. 
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Q Can you give us anything on what happened at 
the NATO meeting over the weekend? 


A No, no. I don't have anything on it. I 
don't think there's very much being said, in any case, but I 
would have to refer you to New York for anything. 


Q To New York? O.K. 


And, finally, do you know -- has that German ship 
left? 


A I understand that the ship carrying the pipeline 
equipment from the AEG-Kanis has departed Bremerhaven. As I 
said before, the enforcement responsibility with regard to 
ouc sanctions is the responsibility of the Department of 
Commerce. 


Q O.K. Even though it its the Department of 
Commerce, can you give us any indication when the 
Administration might make an announcement on whatever it is? 
You know what I mean. 


A If obviously a violation has taken place -- 
and that's a judgment that the Commerce Department has to 
make -- appropriate enforcement measures will be taken. I 
mean there's no doubt about that. I would refer you to 
Commerce in terms of timing of any action or any 
announcements. 


Q Thank you. 


Q On Lebanon, first of all, do you have any 
reaction to the President's selection of Wizzan to be the 
new Prime Ministerc? 


A No, I don't have any comment. I've seen the 
press reports of that, but I don't have anything beyond 
that; sorry. 


Q Secondly, do you have anything further or 
information on Gemayel's planned trip to the States? 


A No. I understand the White House indicated 
over the weekend that he was going to have a meeting with 
the President on the 19th, but beyond that I don't have 
anything more. 


Q Three new members of the Spanish military 
have been arrested in an apparent coup attempt. The last 
time there was a coup attempt there were many problems with 
the United States reaction to it. Do you have anything to 
say about it now? 


a Very little. We understand that three army 
officers were arrcested in Madrid the morning of October 2nd 
for allegedly plotting against Spain's democratic 
government. 


gn 


I might indicate at this point that, as you know, 
the U.S. strongly supports Spanish democracy; but very few 
facts on the arrest are available, and we understand that 
Madcid is totally calm, people are going about their normal 
activities, and as of this point there appear to be no wider 
camifications to the arrests. 


Q Two questions. Do you have anything more on 
the Namibian talks beyond that communique from last week? 


A No. I have nothing new to give you on that. 


Q O.K. And I asked about those Pacific Island 
treaties last week. The Senate did not act on them. Will 
the United States try to press the Cenate to take legisla- 
tion in the next session? 


A I can look into that, Connie, but we're also 
talking about something which is two months off, so I don't 
know whether there's something I can give you back or not. 
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Q Anything on the President's reply to the 
Mexican-Venezuelan letter? 


A Yes. In fact, I have something on the 
President's reply. 


I believe that the President cesponded to the 
lettec this weekend. While I'm not prepared to release the 
text of a diplomatic communication, I will use the same 
description that we used previously: that the response was 
made in the same constructive spirit in which the letter was 
written. 


Q That's it? 


A That's it. 
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Q Do you know the whereabouts of Secretary 
Enders today? Is he in San Jose, specifically? 

A No. 
He is not in San Jose? 
Is he in San Jose, specifically? I'm sorry. 
Yes. 
I don't know that. I don't know where he is. 
Will you take the question? 


Sure. 


on -r, Oo Fr OO FY DO 


Mc. Shamic said yesterday that he will be in 
Washington within ten days. Do you have anything to comment 
on that or are there any plans for him to have official 
meetings? 


Yes. He does plan to see the Secretary. 


A 

Q When is it? 
A I believe it's next week, here in Washington. 
& 


When is it exactly, do you know? 


A I don't know that I have a date to announce 
to you at this point. | 


Q In connection with this, do you have any 
information about the Arab delegation -- three kings and one 


A No. I have nothing further on that at this moment. 


Q A rcather well-known American figure named Roy 
Cohn has been in Rome over the last few days, and it's my 
information that one of the things he was doing was inter- 
fecing with security and other arrangements for the founding 
conference of an organization called the Club of Life. I 
have a very simple question; I'd appreciate if you could 
take it. 


I want to know tf he met with Max Rabb when he was 
in Rome. I have -- 
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A I really would have to ask you to address the 
question to the American Embassy in Rome. 


Q We did or it's my understanding that our 
correspondents there addressed the question there and were 
simply not given any ceply at all. So I'm wondering if we 
can get some -- even, you know, just a denial. 


A I will pass on your concern about this, but 
it really is a question -- We don't go into lots of detail 
about Ambassadors’ schedules. It's up to the embassies to 
address the issue. I understand your concern. But, anyway, 
I'll pass on your concern to get an answer to it. 


I wonder if we could check and see if the date for 
the Shamir meeting has been announced. Could we do that? 


Q I believe it was said it would be the 14th. 
A O.K. Let's just see if -- 


Q Do you have anything on the hijacking of a 
C-130 from Iran, which -- 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q On Iran, could you confircm or deny Arab 
reports about Israel selling Arcms that it is confiscating and 
finding in Lebanon to Iran -- to the Icanian Government -- 
and there have been some shipments of about maybe sums in the 
millions of dollars? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q On the troops -- the Iscaeli-U.S. troops 
acound the airport -- any further incidents beyond the one 
that occurced over the weekend? Has that been resolved with 
the positioning of the Israeli tanks? Has it involved any 
incident? 


A When you say “incident,” I don't think we 
consider the question of the tanks that were there as a 
problem. But, in any case, the answer is no, no incidents. 


a eT ws ee es ee ee ee ee oe eee ee ee 
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Q Well, did the U.S. ask the Israeli tanks to 
be withdrawn? 


A There was no protest. 

Q There was no protest made, not even on the 
scene? 

A There was no protest. 

Q 0. K. 


Q Will the Secretary meet with Mrs. Scharanskiy 
when she's here? 


A I don't know. I don't even know when she is 
due to be here. 


Q It said today. 


A The Secretary is in New York. If she's in New 
York -- 


Q Well, I mean she's here today, but I don't 
know how long she's going to stay. 


A Yes. I just don't know. 

If she were to meet with him soon, it would have 
to be presumably in New York; and I would suggest that you 
might want to check with John and see if he has anything on 
that. 


Q Did you have anything on the Wisner talks 
last week? 


A No, no. I said to Connie we don't have 
anything fucther. 


Q Well, she asked about Namibia. I was asking 
about Angola. 


A Oh, I see. You were asking about Angola. 
Are they linked? Is that what you're saying? 


Q 
A No. Of course not. (Laughter. ) 
Q 


Anything beyond that? 
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a There was some guidance, which I don't think 
would advance your writing terribly far; but there was 
something that was available at the end of last week. You 
might want to check on that. 


Q You mean anything beside that communique? 


A Yes. There was something on that, but it was 
I think primarily about Wisner as opposed to the Namibia 
side. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the meeting -- 
the El Salvador human rights UN representative meeting here 
today? What's that about? 


A As I understand it, he was simply talking 
about his plans for an interim report to the UN General 
Assembly this fall and for a final report to the Human 
Rights Commission when it meets next in session -- which I 
believe is in February. 


Q Did he give the U.S. view of the situation? 


A I think he was explaining his position and 
what his findings were, which I would not want to characterize 
for him. Let him make his own report. But I think that was 
the general purpose of the meeting. 


Q Did it differ from the U.S.? 
A Again, I don't want to characterize his com- 
ments. When he comes out in public with them, and if we have 


something to say at that time I would presume we will make the 
comment at that time. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:26 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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; TUESDAY, OCTOBER 5, 1932, 12:17 ?P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I've got one 
announcement, simply to note that, as you may Know from a 
briefing over at the White House this morning, Presiden 
Reagan today endorsed a new Federal drug abuse dolicy «..¢nr 
emphasizes foreign policy initiatives and internationa: 
cooperation as major components of the Administration's 
program to reduce drug abuse in the United States, the our- 
pose here being simply to note that available in the Press 
Office are copies of the statement by Secretary Shultz 9n 
this new drug strategy. 


Q Can I follow up on that? Do you have any 
comment -- I'm serious. (Laughter) 


4 I don't have any more information. 


Q Do you have any comment with respect t) the 
installation as President -- 
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A Incorrigible. 
(Laughter) 
Q This is a serious question. (Laughter) 


A Go ahead. 


Q This week the old Bolivian Congress is 
resuming its seat. The relationship is that drugs have been 
something of a problem between Bolivia and the United States 
for the last two years. 


Do you have any statement to maxe with respect to 
the seating of the old Congress and the installation of the 
new President scheduled for October 10? 


A I don't have anything. 


Q Could you see whether you would have a state- 
ment on that by the time of the installation of tne 
President? 
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4 Let’s wait until Sctooer i.) anc se2, cut = 
will note your interest in the sud-‘ect 


° Thank you. 


4y I'll be happy to take your questions. 
Q Is Ambassador Habib returning to Washington? 
a Yes. He's en route back here. He has 10% 


arrived yet, but he will be in Washington tomorrow. i 
believe the White House has announced that he's Aaving ianch 
with the President. He certainly will s.e in the ouilding 
here conferring with the Acting Secretary and otner 
officials. 


Q Will he be seeing Secretary Shultz during 
that period or -- 


4 As of this point I do not know of an appoint- 
ment with Secretary Shultz. Obviously, the Secretary is in 
New York, and as of the time I came down here tnere was 10 
scheiule for him to meet with the Secretary. 


Q Do you have anything on the COCOM meeting 
going on in Paris? 


4 Let me simply note that we have sent a Jeie- 
gation to a meeting of the Coordinating Committee, COCOM, 
which is the informal group through which the ~.S. has coor- 
dinated its security export controls with its major allies <== 
i.@., NATO minus Iceland plus Japan <= since 1949. 


This meeting will mark the opening of the i982-383 
COCOM list review, an exercise lasting many months, during 
which the member governments will update the common embargo 
lists which form the basis of the various national export 
controls. 


COCOM list reviews are scheduled on a triennial 
basis, and the USG has been preparing for this exercise for 
the past year. 


In terms of our objectives, I might note that the 
major U.S. objective during the COCOM 11st review will oe to 
assure that embargo lists cover militari.y important equip- 
ment and technologies. 
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Because of the confidentiality of COCOM activ:i- 
ties, however, it's not possibile to discuss Our specitic 
proposals. 


Q Can you tell us who's gone and how lons 
they'll be there and like that? 


o No. I cannot. 


) Could I put a request in? Wou.d it se 
possible, do you think, to have a dDackgrounder 9n it 
whoever it is who went gets Dack, whenever that may Se? 


a I'll put the request in. Given, again, tne 
confidentiality, I'm not sure what the results #wili ce, out 
I'll ve happy to put the request in. 


Q You've heard this before, maybe not from 
this individual. President Carter in a campaign appearance 
in Illinois charged that the Administration in the forn of 
Alexander Haig gave Israel the green light to invade 
Lebanon, and was not tough enough with Israel to Slock* tne 
invasion of Lebanon beyond the initial 25 miles, whatever. 


Have you seen those remarks of the President, and 
how do you respond? 


4 I've seen the same wire story that you “ave. 
The issue has been addressed many times before. It simply 
is not true that a green light was given. 


I don't have anything more to say. I believe he 
cites Israeli sources, according to that wire story. 3ut, 
in any case, whatever the source, it just is not true. 


0 Some of the European and the Pacific allies 
are hopping mad about a sugcestion by the Department of 
Agriculture that it will put 250,000 tons of surpius dairy 
products in the world market, and that would hurt the 
allies. 


Do you have anything on this, and would the State 
Department approve of the Department of Agriculture's pian? 


4 I don't have anything on it. Why don't you 
let me look into it and see what's availabie. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Post artic. 





this morning about an agreement planned or in tne pipe.ine 








4 
Detween the Jnited States and Egvot anc Saust Arzoia fcr ine 
re-assempbly of planes in Egyot, and that t1:s sian is 
already underway Dut might taxe some *:me? 
4 I do have some comment to offer you. <= <nins 

that there was aiso a rather lengthy exchange over at <ne 
Pentagon which you might want to refer to if you don's 

> already have access to that. 

) 

= It depends what your specific question is. A» 

: don‘t I ask you to put it more specificaily tnan cust a <com- 

; ment on the article? 

s , 

4 0 Is the report true, in the first slace? 

- 7 > 
+>. A That? 
oy 

- on ln 

= ° That there is a plan in Washington for scening 

~ assembly lines in Egypt for the manufacturing of Silanes tnaat 

v #ill be used to supply friendly countries in the Miadie 


East, including the Gulf states? 


a As far as the general question of co- 
production in Egypt, which is what you're yetting at, 1 
December 1980, at Northrop's request, the Department 
authorized Northrop to discuss -=- discuss <-- F-% co- 
production with Egypt. 


However, there is no implicit or explicit U.S. 
commitment in the issuance of this authorization either to 
approve any specific co-production proposal or to vorovide 
financing for such an effort. 
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As for General Dynamics, it has been authorized to 
release technical drawings for co-production of certain F-16 
components in Egypt. 


Q If it's carried through, would the United 
States agree to have these planes exported to friendiy Arab 
countries, say in the Gulf? 





a I'm not prepared to address that. I think 
it's hypothetical, and it remains to be addressed, I wouid 
guess, at a later stage in discussions. But I think that, 


given where we are, it just is not something I could address 
from here at this point. 


e) But then the latest transaction invoOiving tne 
U.S. Government was in December of 1980? 
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A I can't tell you whetaer that's tne lat2st 
one, Dut it certainly is obvious that -- I mean, “ne General 
Dynamics authorization, for example, may have Leen later 
than that -- I don't xnow -=- Dut as far as wnat ras seen 


iD «Dd 
cf 
0 
U 
& 


agreed to or authorized to Northroov to do, I would iia 
from this that that is the state cf play. That is tn 
latest thing. 


es 


o« 


Q During the visit of Secretary Weinserger in 
Egypt last month, as far as I know, there was -- or I want 
to ask yOu, was there any agreement in principle detween thre 
United States and the Egyptian Defense Minister or the 
Egyptian Government about establishing such a factory in 
Egypt? 


a This, as far as I know, is the state of vdlay 
on the issue. I would also refer you to whatever was said 
at the Pentagon this morning. I don’t think it's incon- 
Sistent with this, Dut as far as what Secretary Weinoerger 
may have done, I would ask you to check with the Pentagon. 


Let me read you one other statement that I <new 
was coming, but I wanted to get out here so we could get 
Started first. It is with regard to the San Jose, Costa 
Rica, meeting. 


Yesterday in San Jose, Costa Rica, there was a 
meeting of Foreign Ministers of countries interested in pdro- 
moting democracy in Central America and the Caribbean. 


The meeting was attended by the Prime Minister of 
Belize, who concurrently holds the Foreign Minister port- 
folio, and five other Foreign Ministers: Colombia, £1 
Salvador, Honduras, Jamaica and Costa Rica. 


Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
Enders attended as a special representative of the Secetary 
of State, and Panama and the Dominican Republic designated 
special observers. 


The final act of the meeting emphasized the impor- 
tance of representative democracy and pluralism to the 
peoples of the region and as an essential element in 
bringing about peace in Central America. 


It also set forth certain other conditions and 
actions to achieve peace in the region: ational recon- 
Ciliation in a democratic framework, respect for the orin- 
Ciple of non-intervention, an end to arms trafficking and 
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foreign support for terrorism and violence, limitation of 
armaments, controi of frontiers under recilorodcal and veri- 
fFiabdle conditions including international supervision, 
withdrawal under effective conditions cf recisrocizty sf 
foreign troops and Military and security acyvisers, a 7alt ¢*) 


the importation of heavy offensive weapons. 


The conference also established a forun for seace 
and democracy that would analyze within the frameworx of tne 
Geclaration the different peace proposals and initiative 
that emerged and transmit: the results to otner interestei 
states. 


The conference also resolved to create an offi 
to provide technical electoral assistance to those count 
desiring to hold free and honest elections. 

The Government of the United States bdelleves that 
this initiative of these regional democracies jarxs an 
important step forward in the promotion of representative 
democracy and the resolution of regional tensions witnin a 
peaceful framework. 


We hope other governments in the region will 
seriously address the concepts set forth in the final act of 
the conference. They provide a blueprint for peace in tna 
region. 


fe) Could we get copies, please? 
A Yes. Surely. 
Q You said there is an agreement to withdraw 


military advisers? 


A I said-- 
@) A call for? 
A -- certain other conditions and actions to 


achieve peace in the region, among which was the withdrawal 
under effective conditions of reciprocity of foreign troops 
and military and security advisers. 


0 As reported, is this open to membership of 
any country in the region, or do you have anything more on 
this? 





A I don't nave a lot more on this rere. : 
think that invitations were not issued to all. I'm noe 
Sure. Let me see if I have anything further on that. 


e) Invitations to the conference or invitation 
to this new -- 


A I can't answer you in terms of -=- the forua, 
you're talking about? 


Q Yes. 


A I don't Know. I have an assumption I would 
make, but I guess I won't hazard to give it to you. 


@) Oh, come on. 


4 No. Shucks. (Laughter) I guess on the 
invitees, in terms of the conference itself, I would have t 
refer you to the Government of Costa Rica. 


As far as the follow-up forum is concerned, let me 
try and find out whether this is limited to tne par- 
ticipating countries or whether there is something beyond 
that. I don't know the answer to that question. 


8) Will this forum be charged with discussing 
the various peace initiatives that have been put forward in 
the last year to calm tension in the region? 
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A I can't address that. We haven't seen the 
final communique yet. I've only got this readout of it, so 
I am not in a position to go beyond this at this particular 
point. 
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9) So there's no other magic question I can ask 
that would trigger an answer? 


A No. 

8) Okay. Then I'll quit. 

Ay Thank you. 

Q Do you have anything on the South African 


reports that they bombed a Soviet MIG, and that they downed 
a Soviet MIG? 


A No. 
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Q Would you taxe it Slease and 100K into it? 


A I*m not sure what I'm taking. I tnean, shat 
are we supposed to provide you, whatever intelligence we 
have on this matter? 


Q How we feel about it, and what's going on ap 
there in Angola, and any update on the talxs that you can 
give to us? 


A No. I don't have any update, and I will 
again note your interest in the matter, but I‘m not sure 
that we can come up with anything. 


Q We talked yesterday about the Palestinians in 
Lebanon in general terms about the purported olan or the 
scheduled plan for the expulsion or the removai of over 90% 
of the people. 


I believe you have seen The Washington Post edi- 
torial this morning about this subject? Did you see it? 





A Yes. I saw it. 


. Q What do you comment on it, and do you also 
Stick by the safeguards that the United States Government 
issued in the Lebanon plan for the PLO evacuation on Page 8 
about you giving guarantees of security and assuring the 
people who will be left behind that they will oe secure from 
other things? 


If you want me, I'll read it to you, but on Page 3 
in the middle. 


4 One, I don't have a comment on the editorial 
and would stick with what we said yesterday; and, two, 
obviously we abide by what we agreed to in the agreement, or 
the plan. 


Q Do you have anything on the hijacking in 
Iran? 


A I don't. 


Q Or the purported request for asylum from the 
United States? 


A No. My understanding, again from wire 
stories, is that they've gone back to Iran, so I'm not sure 
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where that would take us. But, anyway, I Gon’: tave any csar- 
ticular guidance on that. 

9) Back to Lebanon. Last weex 3 °. 
that the PLO was violating the Habid dblan soy reeinfiltration 
into Lebanon. 


I have two questions: First, beside your call ‘to 
some Other countries to helo to stop this infiltration, “as 
the J.S. done anything since your statement nere to stcc 


that infiltration? 


And the second question is, do you have any infor- 
mation if this kind of infiltration is still going on? 


4 Yesterday I addressed the latter cart of tnat 
which is that I'm not prepared to get into a sort of a daily 
update on this, but our concern remains as it was when that 
was first expressed. There is no change in that concern. 


As far as activities are concerned, I don't want 
to get into the question of what we may have done tarougn 
diplomatic channels -- I don't think that's appropriate to 
do -- but I think you can, as always, rest on the assumption 
that when we've got a concern, we try to take some action 
with regard to it even if it isn't necessarily always 
visible. 


Q Was it one of the subjects that were 
discussed by Ambassador Habib while he was in Damascus? 


4 I am not going to go into the details of what 
he discussed. Sorry. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Alan, could you clar 
Ss 





ify this matter recsariins 
the Time Magazine story that Ambassacor jirens soecitica..y 
had misled tne United States adout Israel's intentions in 
west Belrut? 

A Yes. Let me just say that we tav]2 gone over, 
of course, the general issue of our feelings asout wnat as 
Said and so on at that time, and I'm not going to reocoen tnat. 
But I am aware that that story is around, and I would simply 
Say that it is factually imaccurate. [It ‘5s certainly rot 
the view of the Department of State that Amoassadgor Arens 
has ever sought to mislead us. I don't want to reopen tre 
whole issue, but I just want to maxe that very clear. 

Q Just a follow up. Any other official a:¢ try? 


A Again, I say, I don't want -- there was a 
specific reference in one news account to the Ambassador, 
and I just wanted to clear that up. But I don't want to 
reopen that entire issue. We have expressed ourselves many 
times on that subject, and it isn't going to be productive. 


Q A woman by the name of -- she said her name 
was Pat Daughtery appeared on WRC yesterday and she Claimed, 
among other things, that she's given a psychiatric examination 
by the Department of State as harassment. Now, the Soviet 
Union gives psychiatric examinations, a lot of people 
believe, for harassment. I would like to Know how many such 
exams the State Department has given to its Foreign Service 
personnel in the last ten years? 


First of all, can you confirm she was given such 
an exam? 


4 I don't have any information whatsoever about 
it. 

0 Could you look into whether or not someone 
else might have information? 


A I doubt very much that we would get into tne 
question of any medical examination of any sort of any individual 
employee. I don't think that's appropriate for us to be doing. 


Q I understand that, but numbers are rather 
neutral. 


A Let me look into the question and see if 
there's anything that can be produced. 


Q Would you let us Know if Phil Habib is 
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tlanning to meet with the Secretary of State? 


A Secretary Shultz? 
) Yes, Secretary Shultz. 
a I will try to. I'm not sure that I wil 


necessarily know. One of the things you might do is “ave 
your colleagues in New York also be alerted to asx Jonn 
Hughes about that. 


°) I know trat, but it’s your information tnat 
he's coming here first? 


4 That is correct. That is certainiyv the 
Situation as of now, or as of half an hour ago. Whether 
that will change, I don't know. I will try to keep up on it 
but I would also ask you to take some responsibility in 
following that up. 


Q About the Time Magazine story, you said tnat 





it wasn't the intention, that in the view of the Jnited States 


State Department it wasn't the intention of Ambassador Arens 
to mislead you. Did he inform you what the Times says he 
did? (sic) 


4 Again, I say I'm not going to reopen the 
issue. It's been addressed many, many times. John Hughes 
stood here very patiently and almost endlessly addressing 
the issue, and I'm not going to go back to it. 


°) Do you remember what he told us? 

A I don't, and I'm not going to go bacx to it. 

) Can you refer us to any date that we could 
find out? 

4 No. I don't know the specific dates, really. 

0 Do you have anything on the impending aboli- 


tion of the Polish Trade Union, Solidarity, and the can- 
cellation of Archbishop Glemp's visit to the United States? 


4 I don't have anything on the Archbishop. I 
think we never really did address that subject, and I'm not 
going to address that now. 


With regard to the possible delegalization, if vou 
will, of Solidarity, we are aware of these reports and are 
deeply disturbed by them. Such an action of the Polish’ 
Government would indicate that the Polish Government as 
decided to continue to pursue its policy of repression and 
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confrontation rather than moving toward one of rec 
Ciliation. Such action would Aave serious intern 
repercussions and would de a major factor in tn 
alliance's on-going evaluation of the Polisn si 


Q Is that a move that ou would attridoute oO 
the Soviet Jnion by your reading rignt now? 


4 I don’t have anything to give you on tnat. 
Certainly in terms of the overall Soviet responsibility for 
what's gone on and so on, Our position is clear. I can't tell 
you with regard to this specific movement or aspect whetner 
we would have something to say. But overail tnere's no 
question of our view of Soviet responsibdility. 


Q You wouldn't care to go into anymore detall 
on that last bit about if this were to happen, it's impect 
on the alliances? 


4 No. 
Q What does that mean, Alan? 
A I have nothing further to give you at this 


point. I just simply put that on the record. 


Q Can you get us a readout on the coming visit 
of President Gemayel to Washington? 


BN A readout? 
Q A statement. Is it a working visit or what? 
ay I would refer you -=- let me see what I can 


get, but basically it's been announced by the White House 
that he's going to be meeting with the President. I'm sure 
he will be meeting with some other officials while he's 
here. I'm not sure that we are prepared at this point -<-- 
the meeting was announced for the 19th. We're now at what 
-- the 5th. It's two weeks from now. I don't think we would 
generally have a public schedule to give you this far in 
advance. It is obviously of interest and I don't think any- 
body is going to make any great secret of what he will oe 
doing while he's here. It's certainly an appropriate 
question, but I think it's too early really to give you 
details of the visit. 


Q Is it your understanding that he will be at 
the U.N.? 


4 Yes, it's my understanding that he will be at 
the U.N. But, again, I would check with the Government of 
Lebanon on that. 


gn 
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Q Alan, the question of the arrest in 3e:rct 
now. Do these arrests of the Arabs right, co tneyv fa... 

under the agreement which the United States sign 
mean, those civilians being arrested now, Palestinians 


in Beirut? Do they £it under the agreement? 


ug 
ta. 
! 
' 
’ 


A Who have deen arrested Sy the Sovernemnt of 
Lebanon? 

Q Yes. 

a I don't really know how to address tnat otner 


than that our whole purpose has been to help the Government 
of Lebanon reassert its authority. It seems to ne we would 
certainly stick with that. I would aiso refer you sac< <5 
what I said yesterday on this subject, and I'm really 0% in 
a position to take it any further than I did yesterday. 


Q I wasn't here yesterday so I don't <now wnat 
you already covered about this. But has the United States 
taken any steps at all to inquire as to what has happened to 
these detainees after they come into the custody of the 


Lebanese Government. 


on Again, I would not be prepared to address 
what we might have done through diplomatic channels. 

0 South Africa and now the IMF? 

A Yes. What about it? Do you have a 
question? 

.@) Does the U.S. support the -- 

a“ South Africa has made a bdorrowing request ¢t 


the IMF. The U.S. will examine the South African regust on 
its economic and financial merits. 


Q Which is to say, not on its political merits? 


4 We'll examine the request on it's economic. 
and financial merits. 


Q Well, is it favorably disposed? 
4 I don't have a readout to give you. 
Q Do you have anything else on that dSefore I 


change the subject? 


A NO. 


Q Have you discussed <= have you seen anythin 
y 5 3 
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apout the visit of the President of MexicsS wiicn is comins 
up? 


A NO. I think tne Whit2 dose ras addressed 
tnat. It's a meeting Detween tne Pr2es.dent of 4exicod ana 
the President of the United States in Califorvtia. 

@) President-elect. 

A President-elect of Mexico. 

0 You don't have anything? 

a I don't have anything further. 


Q Do you have anything on Elliott Asrams’ tri 
to Romania, his discussions there witn the Romanians aoout 
their immigration? 


4 I have nothing at all about tnat. I delieve, 
though, you might want to check on a very brief reference, 
perhaps, to a related subject in the readout of 

in New York. I don't happen to have that with me, dut 

it was a very brief one. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that tne 
Italian and French Multinational Forces are assisting tne 
Lebanese Government in interrogation and arrest of 
Palestinians in West Beirut? 


fy I don't. I saw the report. I don't nave any 
information on it. We have made clear as far as our forces are 
concerned that we are not performing an internal security 
function ourselves, but I don't Know, frankly, what the 
French and Italians are doing in that regard. 


Q Do you have any update on the Iran-Iraq war, 
and comment on the Security Council? 


4 On the war, I don't have an update, ver se. 
I gave you something, I think, on this yesterday on our 
general attitude and that, of course, remains valid. 





As far as the Security Council resolution is con- 
cerned, as is usually the case, discussions took place among 
Council members on the text of the proposed resolution 
before it came to a vote. Obviously, I'm not going to get 
into the substance of those discussions. But the United 
States believes the text submitted for a vote was suf- 
ficiently balanced and constructive to warrant our Support. 


As I indicated yesterday, the United States has 
consistently been neutral in the IraneIrayg conflict ang wii. 
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remain so. we are ready tO support action in tne U1tite2c 
Nations to end the conflict if it is constructive and in 
Keeping with our policy of neutrality. 


Q The Sudan is an ally 7f tne United States an 
receives arms from the United States. Thev rave geciced <9 
help the Iraqi in the war. Do you have any comment asout 
that? 

4 I really have only seen oress reports of 
discussion by the Sudanese Government or statements of tne 
possibility of offering some aid to the Iraugis. I'm not 
Sure they have very many U.S. arms, Dy the way, when you 
mentioned that in your question. 

But, in amy case, Our policy is clear. Acairt, at 
the risk Of boring you with repetition, we're neutral in 
the war and we support efforts to end it tnrouch a tego- 
tiated settlement. 

Q One more. Alan, do you expect action dy the 


Commerce Department today on the shipment of West German 
turbines to the Soviet Union? 


4 I honestly don’t know. [I'll repeat what I 
Said yesterday, that appropriate action will oe taxen 
whenever there is a violation of the sanctions, Dut you 


really have to go to Commerce. It may well se today. I 
can't tell you. 


Q Do you have anything on the resumption -- 


i Excuse me, there's still a couple of 
questions. I'm sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on today's resumption of 


Sino-Soviet negotiations in Peking? 
A No. 


Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:45 ?.™. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #171 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 6, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Can you fill us in on what the United States 
is doing in Lebanon about the Lebanese Acmy counding up 
Palestinians? 


a Jim, the other day I indicated that the 
Lebanese authorities are engaged in establishing thetic control 
ovec West Beicut and building security there. And, of 
coucse, this was all part of the objective of our policy, 
something we ace trying very harcd to work with them to 
achieve. I noted that we were also concecned, of course, 
that this be done in a properc mannec without basic viola- 
tion of cights, and that we were closely following it. 


I wouid note that we and othec MNF members have 
discussed the issue with the Government of Lebanon, and it's 
being handled in that context. We are, of course, 
intecested in seeing, as I said before, that appropriate 
safeguacds ace in effect, and our contacts with the 
Govercnment of Lebanon have been ceassucing in that cegarcd. 


Q In othec words, you think that they are 
stopping whatevec they were doing? 


A I think I'm going to have to stay with the 
words I've got. I don't have a description of the specific 
activities going on, hut I think I will cest with the words 
that I've given you. , 


Q Have there been abuses? 


A Again, George, I'm going to stick with the 
words I just said. We are, of course, interested in seeing 
appcropciate safeguacds ace in effect, and ourc contacts with 
the Government of Lebanon have been ceassucing in that 
cegacd. 


Q Have they been ceassucing in the same way 
that the contacts with the Iscaeli Govecnment were 
ceassucing when Iscael moved into Beirut, and you said that 
the U.S. had ceceived assurances that was a precautionary 
measure? Is the U.S. doing anything to check out the assurcan- 
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ces, Or is it simply going to accept Lebanon's assurances 
about what's being done there? 


f I really don't have any further comment to 
offer. I think I said yesterday, in another connection -- 
another issue -- that you can always rest on the assumption 
that when we‘ve got a concern we try to do something, 
take some action with regard to it even if it is not always 
visible. 


Q Can you tell us when the action -- 
an I'm not going to go beyond it. 


Q Can you tell us when the contacts that you 
mentioned took place? 


A No. I don't have the details on that. 


Q What's your characterization of what was the 
acmy doing? 


A I don't have a chacacterization to offer you 
beyond what I've said. 


Q Otherc than the extremely genecal statements 
with cespect to cights, what ace your concecns that you're 
seeking reassurcances on? 


A Again, I'm not about to go into details of 
what ouc discussions concecned, and I would have to do that 
to answec youc question. 


Q You made ceference to rights and to safe- 
guacds. What kind of standard for behavior have you laid 
down? 


A I don't think it's a question of our laying 
down standards. Again, I'm just going to stick with the 
words I've given you, and if it isn't satisfactory, I'm 
sorry, but that's where we are. 


Q Also on Lebanon, Ambassadoc Habib is back. 
A That's cight. 


Q Is there any chance of our getting together 
with him? 


A Someplace between slim and none. It was 
caised with him. 


Q Will he be in the building today? 








A He's already been in the building today. I'm 
sure he will be in the building at various times ducing the 
day. As you know, he's seeing the President. He probably 
is ovec thece now having lunch with the President. I don't 
know what his precise schedule is. And I don't know, as a 
matter of fact, Jim, whether he would step out and talk to 
the press briefly after that or not. That has happened in 
the past. I just don't know. But in terms of anymore in 
depth, longer session with him, I think you know where we 
are. 


Q Another Middle East topic. Libyan radio is 
reporting that on September 2 they shot down an Americas 
spy plane. 


q Yes; absolutely nothing to it. 


Q Going back to assurances. Are you satisfied 
with the assurances that you ceceived from the Lebanese 
Government that they will exercise the rights and safeguard -- 


pe Again, I'm going to stick with what I just 
said. I don't have anything further to offer you on that. 
Were you here when I read that? 


Q No, I'm sorry. 


A I said, after going overc what I had said the 
othec day about what they are doing and our support for the 
ceassection of Central Government authority, and so on, and our 
concern that this be done in a propec manner without 
violating basic cights and that we were closely following 
it, I then indicated that we and other MNF members had 
discussed the issue with the Government of Lebanon, and it's 
being handled in that context with them; that we ace of 
coucse interested in seeing that appropriate safeguards are 
in effect, and our contacts with the Government of Lebanon 
have been reassuring in that cegarcd. 
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Q If I could follow this. Do you have any 
infocmation from the Iscaelis about the 8,000, 6 to 8,000 
Palestinians who ace held in custody oc they are prisoners 
in, I think, it's nocthecn Iscael, somewhere on the borderc 
between Iscael and Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything to offer you today on 
that subject. 


Q Have you made inquiries from the Iscaelis 
what they are going to do with them, because the reports 
today say that they don't know what to do with them? 





ae eee EE PUT Cee US CT 


Policy Current Do 


“ 


we ee Fe eee 





1982" 


cuments, 


a I don't think that that's something that we 
would be in é& position to comment from here at this time. I 
recognize the issue, but I don't have anything to say from 
here. 


Q Pardon me. I misheard you, Alan, on the spy 
plane report. You said you had absolutely nothing on it or 
there's absolutely nothing to it? 


A No. There's nothing to it. 


Q Further on Habib, is there anything you can 
tell us about whether he brought good news in tercms of some 
kind of proposal or bad news in terms of nothing been 
accomplished or -- 


A No, I'm not going to characterize it. 
Q Anything about his future plans? 


A No. I frankly don't know what his future 
plans ace except I think he intends to take some time to 
rest. I think he's going back to Cai f-rnta, but beyond 
that I don't have anything for you. 


QO ™" you have a date yet on the Acab delegation 
that will be visiting later this month? - 


A No. I think this was addressed in New York 
yesterday, and it was indicated there was -- I don't know~ 
what the words used were, I would refer you to them 
instead of using mine -- but they were looking towards the 
latter part of this month, but I don't have a specific date 
to offer you at this point. 


Q In the eacly 20's was the phrase used, of 
October. 


Q Are you saying it was not a spy plane or no 


American plane was shot down by the Lebanese? 


A My information is that there was no American 
plane shot down. 


Q That includes drones? ; 
A Bernie, my information is there was no 


American plane shot down. I'm taking it as a comprehensive 
statement given to me. That's how I'm intending it. 


--MORE-- 
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Q New subject. Any comments on the remarks of 
the Angolan Foreign Minister in New York? 


A No. I do understand, by the way, as long as 
we're on Africa, that there is to be a background briefing 
in New York this afternoon. So to the extent that you have 
access to that information, I'd just alert you to it. 


Q Can you tell us who is going to be the 
briefer? 


Ay Why don't we do that afterwards. 


Q Would it be possible to get a transcript of 
that here? 


A I think we can probably try and get a 
tcansccipt and make it available for you to read, but I 
don't think we want to go beyond our usual practice of 
making it available for reading. 


Q In regacd to the co-production agreement with 
Egypt, do you have anything more than what you had yesterday 
cegacding the terms of this co-production and exporting it 
to other countries in the Gulf, etc.? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any statement today on Bolivia, 
by chance? 


A, Yes, I have something for you. Simply to 
note that we'ce pleased that Bolivia is returning to civilian 
constitutional government, and a U.S. delegation will be 
sent to represent President Reagan at the October 10 
inauguration. 


I don't have names cof that delegation list, 
though, and that announcement obviously would come from the 
White House. 


Q Is there any ceason to pursue this? 
A No. I have nothing further for you. 


Q Do you have anything on these reports in El 
Salvador about the person who was attached to their Embassy 
in Costa Rica who has since been declared persona non grata, 
eri 





as being possibly responsible for the deaths of two Am can 
agracian cefocm workers? 
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No. 


You have nothing on that? 


r O PY 


Nothing on that particular story. No. 


QO Do you know anything with respect to the 
expulsion of the Salvadoran attache in Costa Rica on 
grounds of engaging in terrorist activities? 


a No. 
Q You have nothing? 
A Nothing. 


0 Back on the Middle East for just a second. 
There are reports out of Israel today suggesting after the 
Draper-Begin-Sharon meeting that an agreement on the 
withdrawal was a long way off. 


How does that jibe with the U.S. view of such an 
agreement? 


A I don't know whose statements those were. I 
didn't see that, frankly. 


Q Israeli statements, because Draper said vir- 
tually nothing when he came out of the meeting, so they 
would clearly be Israeli statements. 


A Our position on this question is very clear, 
both in terms of the fact that we believe all foreign forces 
must withdraw from Lebanon and that this should be done 
rapidly, but I don't have a particular comment on those 
remarks. 


Q Do you have anything on the forcible removal 
of two women from the entrance of the Embassy in Moscow 
today? 


A No. As I was coming out, I saw a wire item 
on that, and somebody was trying to check on it, but we have 
nothing at this point. 


Q Any comment on the Evans and Novak column 
today about the secret meeting between Gemayel and Begin, I 
believe, in the days before -- 


gn 
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A No. This has been raised several times here 
before. I don't have anything on it. 


e) Back to Central America. There are reports 
that two State Department officials went down to the 
Mexican-Guatemalan border to look into large amounts of 
refugees moving into that region. 


A I can give you something on refugees. I'm 
not aware of that particular report of officials going down 


there. 


Let me say, though, on the refugee situation 
within Guatemala, though the exact number of displaced per- 
sons is unknown, large numbers of people in Guatemala have 
fled violence surrounding their villages. 


The Government of Guatemala is making a major 
effort to attend to the needs of these people. Recently 
torrential rains compounded an already difficult situation, 
and during the past two weeks we have provided $289,000 in 
disaster relief assistance to the immediate needs arising 
from the floods. 


We're considering other ways we can support the 
Guatemala Government's relief efforts. 


Q But it was, more specifically, that two 
State Department officials in the Bureau for Refugees are 
actually inspecting the Mexican side for Guatemalan refu- 
gees, and I have those names which I can give to you 
later, but -- 


A Why don't you do that and let us check into 
it and see if I can give you something. 


Q On the Guatemalan refugee situation, does the 
State Department still contend, as it did in hearings in 
July, that the majority of the massacres that were going on 
in Guatemala now were the result of the work of the 
guerrillas or the insurgents? 


That was in testimony by Mr. Levitsky and -- 


A I'm unaware of any change in our assessment 
of that, but why don't I pass it back for a review. 


Q A couple of human rights organizations have 
just or are just about to put out a statement saying the 
contrary. Or, I mean, put out a series of reports. 
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A I'm not sure I'll give you back an answer. 
If there's no change, I'll leave it the way it is. 


Q What are the Secretary's plans upon return to 
Washington? Does he plan any rest time out of the city or 


anything? 


A I think, again in terms of his plans, I would 
refer you primarily to John Hughes in New York, but my 
understanding is he'll be back here the first part of next 
week. I'm not aware of any vacation plans at that time. I 
think -- he has some meetings, I know, scheduled that week. 


Q Is he leaving New York in the first part of 
next week, or is he leaving New York at the end of this week 
and going some place else? 


A I think in terms of his plans between now and 
then I would have to refer you to the Secretary's party. 


Q Do you know whether he's going to the meeting 
between the President of Mexico and President Reagan? 


A Again, I would have to refer you to the 
Secretary's party on that. 


Q Alan, the Middle East again. There was a 
report out of New York that a senior official had said there 
were elements of compromise in the Reagan peace plan. 


Can you clarify that? 


A I think if you read the rest of that report, 
it also gave a longer quote which basically got to the point 
that has been made many times before, which is that the 
President has laid out positions he would support in 
negotiations; and that it is now time to come to the table 


to talk. 


I think that that's the essence of what was being 
said. I don't have the exact quotes in front of me that 
were in that article, but I think if you look at it, that is 
the sense of it -- that this is the time now; people have made 
a number of public statements, and it's time to come together 


to talk. 


re) You can't clarify what areas the United 
States would be willing to compromise -- 
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A No. And I'm not sure that I would suggest 
that the remarks were cast in a way which would allow that 
characterization of it, but it has been said several times, 
we are not out to dictate to other people. 


What the President was doing was laying out our 
position and, as I said, positions we would support in 
negotiations. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #172 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1982, 12:17 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) © 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q What can you tell us about the story in The 
Washington Post this morning about a ten-day timetable for a 





withdrawal plan from Lebanon? 


A I don't have any comment on that specific 
report. Clearly, Ambassador Habib has been in Washington, 
meetings have been going on both in this building and at the 
White House, and we're working hard on the overall issue. 


As the President has repeatedly said and others 
have said, we feel that all the foreign forces should 
withdraw from Lebanon as soon as possible. But I'm not 
going to comment in specific terms on that particular story. 


Q Is it the intention of the Administration to 
have a plan to discuss with the various Middle East leaders 
as they arrive here later this week or month? 


A I am not prepared to address the details of 
that report, including that particular point. Our objective 
is to work to get the foreign forces out as rapidly as 
possible, and I'm going to have to leave it there at this 


point. 


Q What's the timetable of the visits of the 
Arab leaders? 


A I don't think we have anything new beyond 
what's been said on this before, which -- I think there was 
some discussion of this in New York and I think I men- 
tioned it yesterday -- but I don't have any more specific -- 


Q Do you have dates and people for the Fez 
delegation then? 


A Not specifically. 


Q What time is the meeting when the President 
and Shultz and the new Mexican President get together? I 
mean the hour. Has that been announced yet? 
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A I don't know. I'd ask you to check with the 
White House. I simply don't know. Tomorrow it may well 
have been announced or at least available. 


Q Does the Administration envision a possibi- 
lity of the American Marines being deployed anywhere outside 
of Beirut following the withdrawal that's scheduled or as it 
may be scheduled by the Syrians and the Israelis? 


A I think that would be very hypothetical and 
speculative to address that question at this point. The 
purposes and so on of the MNF going in at this particular 
time were addressed both in the exchange of notes between 
the U.S. Government and the Government of Lebanon, which 
have been made available, and in the notification to the 
Congress consistent with the reporting requirements of the 
War Powers Resolution. 


Beyond that I don't have anything at this point to 
suggest what you're raising. I would ask you to refer to 
those documents. 


Q What is the status of the female tennis 
player that came here from China and has requested asylum? 
I'm told that there's some in the Department who are saying 
that she should not be given asylun. 


A I wouldn't go into the specifics of the sta- 
tus of deliberations. My understanding is that that case is 
still under review, but I couldn't address, as I'm sure you 
all understand, the specifics of what individuals or insti- 
tutions might -- I don't know, but I would not take the 
question to go back and ask either. 


Q What is it that's being reviewed? In other 
words, what are the options and -- 


A Her request. 


Q Isn't it unusual for a case like this to drag 
on so long? ! 


A I'm not aware that it's necessarily unusual. 
I wouldn't characterize it that way. 


Q Is there any possibility that she would be 
sent back? 
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A I don't have anything to give you -- 
Q Can you rule out sending her back? 
A I can't rule in or rule out anything while 


it's under review. 


Q Has the Department furnished a recommendation 
to Immigration, or whoever, on her status as to whether she 
should stay or return? 


A I am not aware that there has been a recom- 
mendation at this point. I think I'd have to leave it that 
the issue remains under review. 


Q What exactly does that mean? That she's 
asked for asylum and you’re considering her request? 


A I'd have to refer you back, frankly, because 
I don't have in my mind exactly what we've said before. 
We've addressed the issue before, and if you can't find it, 
we can help you try and find what we've said before on it. 
But I don't have an update. I don't think there's a new 
development per se to offer you on it. 


Q Are you aware of any people in the Department 
who oppose giving her asylum? 


A Again, I would not address the issue. 


Q Why is that? 


A Because we don't address the question of what 
happens in terms of internal deliberations on any subject. 


Q What are the possibilities that could happen 
as a result of the review? Obviously, one is to give her 
asylum. What are the others? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate on it. 


Q Let's go back to the Middle East. fThere are 
reports this morning from Jerusalem that Philip Habib will 
soon be returning there. 


Do you have anything further on that? 


A No. I think I said the other day that as of 
the moment he's gone back to California, and I know of no 
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specific plans for him to go out again, but I said I 
couldn't rule it out. 


I'm sure he, as usual, has made himself available 
to the President to do whatever the President wants him to 
do. 


Q Has he left for California? 


A He may be leaving today. It's possible. I 
don't know what his exact schedule is, but he certainly is 
going out there shortly, if he hasn't left. 


Q Might he see Shultz when they're both in Palo 


Alto? 

A He may well see him. 

Q As far as you know, he does not have firm 
plans to be here in the building next week or in Washington? 


A Not to my knowledge. No. When I last saw 
him, he did not indicate that. Now that could change, but 


Q What is the Administration policy on people 
who ask for asylum? Is there a policy, or is it just all ad 
hoc and you consider it on a case-by-case basis? 


A No. I think there are criteria. Asylum 
cases are INS cases, and we are asked for an opinion. I'm 
sure that there are criteria which are used. I don't happen 
to have those. 


Q Is her case one of the INS cases? 


A I want to be a little careful because I'm not 
sure precisely what we said about it in the past, and there 
are always privacy considerations. I think we have talked 
about this, though, to some extent in the past. I don't 
want to go beyond it for those reasons, not for any other. 


a 


Q Have we extended an invitation to the new 
Chancellor in Germany to visit Washington, possibly next 
month? 


A I think that it was noted -- I believe it 
was in New York following one or maybe even both of the 
meetings with German officials -- that it was anticipated 
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there would be a meeting of senior officials soon, but I 
don't have anything specific to give you on that. 


In any case, when such a meeting would be 
arranged, assuming it would be as I think is fair enough, it 
would come out of the White House. But I don't have any 
timeframe to offer you on it. 


Q New topic, please. The other day Senator 
Jeremiah Denton said, regarding this group "Peace 
Links," the women against nuclear war, that four of 14 advi- 
sory groups involved with Peace Links were groups that were 
promoting Soviet foreign policy in the world. . 


Does the State Department have any information to 
confirm that Peace Links has supporters who are promoting 
Soviet policy? 


A I don't have any information about it one way 
or another. 


Q Do you have anything further on this, now 
it's reported, drone that was shot down by the Libyans? 


A I stand on what I said yesterday. 


Q Nothing to it. 


Q Two topics. Do you have anything new on the 
Angolan-Namibian talks, and is Frank Wisner still down 
there, or is he back here? 


A No. Frank is back here. I don't have 
anything new on this. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Is it possible to request some sort of 
background briefing on that topic? We haven't had it for a 
while. 


A There was a briefing, as I indicated yester- 
day, that was held in New York, and I said we would make a 
transcript available for reading here when we had it. I 
don't think we're going to have it, as of my last 
understanding, until this afternoon. 


Q I was told one of the topics that Secretary 
Shultz discussed with the President this morning was the 
situation of the dumping of surplus American dairy products. 
Is there anything you could please give us, or could you 
look into it, to go beyond the posting yesterday. I 
understand there is quite a dispute going on between the 
Department of Agriculture and the Executive Branch on this. 


A I didn't cealize you were out at Andrews this 
morning. I don't have any information. I would not go 
beyond, in any case, what we said yesterday. I certainly 
wouldn't go into the question of, again, internal delibera- 
tions on the issue. The issue stands where we said it stood 
in the posted answec in response to your question yesterday. 


Q Did you get a conficmation that they did 
discuss -- 


A No. 


Q There were ceports this morning about 
discussions in Moscow that Occidental and representatives of 
Bechtel had very preliminary discussions on liquified coal 
pipeline, internal pipeline, to the Soviet Union. Wouldn't 
that go against, completely go against, the policy of this 
Administration, and would you discourage such talks? 


A Let me give you what I have in response to 
that general question. 


First of all, on the interest of the Soviets in 
this kind of technology and so on, we have been aware for 
sometime of Soviet interest in advanced coal transporation 
technologies, including slurry pipelines. The Soviets 
possess vast coal and lignite reserves located far from 
their centers of population and industry and technologies of 
this type would allow them to take pressure off their 
strained rail transportation system. 
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I would point out that at the moment there appears 
to be no agreement between the parties. While it is unclear 
exactly what equipment or technology would be involved in a 
project of this kind, we do have broad controls on exports 
to the Soviet Union for national security and foreign policy 
reasons. 


Suspension of processing exports requiring licen- 
ses was announced last December in response to the Soviet- 
inspired repression of the Polish people. We believe our 
existing sanctions would prevent delivery of any undeter- 
mined portion of equipment and technology which would be 
used for a slurry pipeline. 


Beyond that, since this is not something which, to 
my understanding, has be presented to us, I can't go. But I 
think that addresses your question. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Why would it be barred because no -- is 
there a ban on all licenses to the Soviet Union. 


A There was a suspension -- I would refer you 
back to what we've said about this but certainly, 
in the energy area, there are sanctions in place, and I 
can't draw off the top of my head, Bernie, how the phrasing 
went. I'm sure some of the others in the room can, but, 
anyway, that obviously is available. The bottom line is we 
believe existing sanctions would prevent delivery of an 
undetermined portion of the equipment and technology which 
would be used for the slurry pipeline -- for a slurry 
pipeline. 


Q Could you be more precise about the type of 
equipment that you cover in that cather blanket statement? 


A Not having details of it but, again, this is 
based on a judgment of what the sanctions apply to and what 
it appears from the press acounts that would be involved. 


Q Are we talking about compressor turbines, or 
what? 


A I don't have anything more to offer you. 
Q Would it be possible to find out something -- 


A I don't think at this stage, since it is not 
something that is actively before us, that is something we 











could address in those terms. 


Q But you do offer the opinion that it probably 
covers some of this stuff? 


A That's based on the nature of the project in 
genecal and the nature of the sanctions in general. I 
don't think in the absence of a specific case pending -= and 
in that case, of course, we run into problems, too -- but I 
do think it's a fair question what the effect would be and 
whether it would likely be licensed. This is a general 
judgment as of this point based on what we know. 


gn 


Q Can we go back to the Middle East for a 
second. On the arrests in Lebanon, is it beyond the 
expression of concern that you told us about yesterday 
and the day before; has any further development occurred in 
the exchange between the U.S. and Lebanese Governments on 
that subject? 


A I have nothing to add to what I said yester- 
day on that. 


Q Back to the pipeline for a moment, the coal 
pipeline. The Italians possess some of those slurry tech- 
niques which Bechtel has perfected. Would this 
Administration encourage or discourage the Italians from 
going ahead with any projects discussed. 


A I don't have any words of wisdom to offer you 
on that. It depends, I suppose, on the licensing arrange- 
ments or whatever else might be involved. I can't address 
it in abstract terms. 
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Q A couple of days ago there was an ad placed 
in the New York Times by Larry MacDonald, signed by a number 
of Congressmen which contained some particularly vicious 
discussion of the situation developing in Mexico. I'm just 
wondering if I can get -- I realize that doesn't reflect 
your policy or anything, but I'm wondering if I can get some 
response. 





Thy, for instance, endorsed a statement calling 
for the elimination of some of the current leadership, saying 
that the current leadership is a socialist Mafia, again, 
which should be eliminated and this sort of thing. Can we 
just get some response -- 


A I don't think I would address myself to an ad 
of that sort. Our position on relations with Mexico has 
been expressed many times. In addition to a backgrounder 
which was held, I believe, yesterday, there will be, I 
think, other statements that will be made on-the-record 
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about relations with Mexico during the course of the 
President's forthcoming meeting with the President-elect in 
California, and I really think that I'll let that stand for 
an expression of our views about relations with Mexico. 


Q I just want something to be able to quote in 
relation to that. 


A I don't intend to address -- 


Q Could you just simply state that our position 
would certainly distance ourselves from what was stated in 
that ad? 


A I think that's a conclusion you might want to 
draw from it, but I don't particularly want to address specifi- 
cally an ad that appeared in the paper. 


Q Might I ask you about the Middle East. 
Mr. Habib, yesterday, I thought I heard him saying that the 
U.S. still likes to see all foreign forces and he said 
Syrian -- 


A I'm sorry? 


Q That the U.S. policy is still for the foreign 
forces to be withdrawn from Lebanon. 


A Right. 


Q He mentioned Syrians, Israelis and then he 
said something like, remaining Palestinian combatants -- 
PLO combatants. How does this relate or how are we to 
interpret this in lign: of what's happening now of some 
deportation and expulsions? 


A We've addressed this at great length 
over the last week or more, and I don't have anything new to 
add to this. The policy that we have adopted, in terms of 
removal of foreigners from Lebanon, has been addressed to the 
question of foreign forces, and those are the people that we 
think need to get out and get out quickly. 


I think the other questions about our concern, or 
about the realities of what's going on, and so on, we have 
also addressed in terms which I will leave as addressed. I 
don't have anything new to add to what we've said. 


Q Do you have anything on the story in the 
Times today in which the President's letter to the Mexican 
and Venezuelan Presidents was characterized? 


A I don't have anything on that. I belteve 
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that I briefly characterized it the other day here, but I 
don't have a text of it to offer you. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #173 


FRIDAY, OCTOBER 8, 1982, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I've got three 
items for youe First of all, just to remind you that Monday 
is a holiday. The building will be closed and the Press 
Office will be operating on a Sunday schedule. 


Second. An announcement regarding the IEA World 
Energy Outlook Report. The International Energy Agency will 
hold a press conference on Tuesday, October 12th at 3:00 
pem. at the International Club, 1800 K Street, Northwest, to 
release its World Energy Outlook Report. Dr. Ulf Lantzke, 
Executive Director of the 2l-member nation IEA, will present 
the report and answer questions. He will also address the 
National Press Club at a luncheon at 12:00 noon on October 
12 in the National Press Building. 


The World Energy Outlook is the result of a 5-year 
study by the IEA of global energy trends. It projects the 
energy and oil supply and demand to the year 2000 for the 
U.S. and other countries. Copies of the report will be 
available at the press conference. Copies of the report 
summary can be obtained by calling Donald Creed at the OECD, 
724-1857. Both the report and summary are embargoed for 
publication until 3:00 p.m. on October 12th. 


Finally, a statement regarding the visit of Prince 
Sihanouk and Prime Minister Son Sann. 


The Secretary met with Khmer non-communist 
resistance leaders Prince Sihanouk and Prime Minister Son 
Sann in New York on October 6. This morning they were the 
guests of the Vice President at breakfast. Both the 
Secretary and the Vice President emphasized our support for 
ASEAN'S strategy on Kampuchea, including the implementation 
of the Declaration of the International Conference on 
Kampuchea, which calls for the total withdrawal of foreign 
forces from Kampuchea and the restoration of Kampuchean 
independence. 


The Vice President and the Secretary also indi- 
cated our moral and political support for the non-communist 
Kampucheans and expressed appreciation for Prince Sihanouk's 
and Prime Minister Son Sann's leadership. Prince Sihanouk 
and Prime Minister Son Sann expressed the appreciation of 
the Khmer people to the United States for its humanitarian 
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support for the Kampuchean cefugees. 
I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Was there any discussion of assistance to the 
non-communist Kampucheans? 


A They did not ask for assistance. 


Q On Israel, has the United States brought up 
with Israel the question of the care and the possible 
release of Palestinian prisoners, and also the plight of the 
Palestinian refugees in Lebanon with the winter coming up? 


A I think we have indicated in the past that 
this is an issue of obvious interest, and one of those which 
might come up normally in conversations, but I don't want to 
characterize conversations here or specify to you what con- 
versations may or may not have taken place. 


Q Are you concerned about those two things? 


A I don't want to go beyond what we've said in 
the past on this. We've addressed it briefly in the past. 


Q Do you have any comment on statements made by 
Defense Minister Sharon about the United States working 
against a peace treaty between Lebanon and Israel? 


A All I can do really is to reiterate what we 
have said in the past about a peace treaty, which is that 
the United States would, of course, welcome a treaty of 
peace between Israel and Lebanon as it would welcome any 
peace treaty between Israel and any other state. It is our 
view, however, that negotiations for such a treaty must be 
entered into freely, as should be the case between two fully 
independent governments, and should enjoy broad, popular 
support in both countries. That's something we've said 
before. It's not new. The position hasn't changed. 


Q And what is the link that you draw between 
the presence of foreign troops, including Israelis, and the 
possibility of a peace treaty? 


A Again, as we've said before, it remains our 
view that there should be no direct linkage between the 
negotiation of a peace treaty and the withdrawal from 
Lebanon of foreign forces, including Israeli forces. The 
same applies to any linkage between a peace treaty and the 
establishment of a buffer zone in southern Lebanon. 


Q You mean that a peace treaty could be freely 
entered into by the Lebanese while there were still Israeli 
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troops in Lebanon? 


A I think I'll leave what I said at first in 
terms of what a peace treaty freely entered into would 
constitute in our judgment. It's not up to us to dictate to 
it, but we don't think there's a link between them. 


Q Do you have any comment on -- 


A I think the question usually has been put the 
Other way: Must there be a peace treaty before they pull 
out rather than could a peace treaty be negotiated first. 
But, anyway, I'll leave it to you as to how you want to ask 
the question. 


Q I prefer to put it that way. Do you have any 
comment on other statements made by Sharon, particularly 
with regard to the general state of relations between the 
United States and Israel? 


A No. I think we've expressed ourselves -- 
senior officials have recently both on the record and on 
background; I don't have anything to add to that. I'm not 
going to comment on those remarks. 


Q I would like to comment on your statement 
that you don't make a direct linkage between a peace treaty 
and withdrawal of foreign forces. Wouldn't this be more 
appropos if normal circumstances would be in the country 
and the country could enter into negotiations for a peace 
treaty while they are not under the duress and under the 
occupation of foreign forces. It sounds, you know, illogi- 
cal to assume that it could be established while having 
foreign forces on your soil. 


A I, again, refer you to what I said at the 
beginning, which was that it is our view that negotiations 
for such a treaty must be entered into freely as should be 
the case between two fully itndependent governments, and 
should enjoy broad, popular support in both countries. I 
think that states our principle. As I say, that is not new; 
there's nothing new about it, and it remains our position. 


Q On the meetings with Prince Sihanouk, since 
he and Son Sann have both previously asked for aid from out- 
side parties, can you at least give us an explanation why 
the United States only gives moral and political support? 


A We have also contributed to international 
programs of emergency humanitarian relief for the Khmer 
people. I don't have a specific response to you beyond that 
except to emphasize that in any event we don't plan to pro- 
vide military assistance, and, of course, we will provide no 
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assistance to the Khmer Rouge. 


Q Did you get anything today on this report of 
an agreement rcegarding withdrawal of Cuban troops from 
Angola? 


A This is a report -- 


Q There was a report yesterday and a couple of 
us were asking about it. 


A I certainly don't know anything about it. 


Q do you have any Namibian or southern African 
guidance today then? 


A I don't belteve I do. No. 


Q I understand that the Secretary~-General of 
the Arab League which represents the 22 Arab countries has 
been itn New York and here for the last week. It was noted 
at the United Nations that he did not meet with Secretary of 
State Shultz or anybody within the Administration. He's 
also now in Washington. I understand that no one from the 
State Department is meeting with him. 


What I would like to know is, why is that, and is 
there a policy behind this and, if so, what would be the 
advantage of not meeting with the Secretary-General from an 
Arab League? : 


A Let me look into it. I'm not sure anybody 
requested an appointment. I'm not sure the Arab League was looking 
for an appointment. 


Q I understand that it was requested. Could 
you take the question? 


A Let me look into it. 


--MORE-- 
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Q The Israelis today handed Ambassador Lewis 
the next year Israeli request for financial assistance from 
the United States. 


Can you tell us anything about that rcequest first, 
and then whether that request will be reviewed any dif- 
ferently from similar requests in the past in light of 
events over the summer? 


A No. As I'm sure you're aware, each year the 
Israeli Government submits to the United States a document 
outlining its desires with respect to assistance. Each 
year the request is studied thoroughly and is subject to 
staff discussions between U.S. Government officials and 
their Israeli counterparts. That process will be going for- 
ward in the coming months as it has in past years. 


Q As it has in the past years? 
A As it has in the past years. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the details of 
the request? 


A No. I can't. 


Q Speaking of Poland, do you have anything to 
say in advance of any decision? 


A Not really very much. The other day, as you 
know, we addressed the subject. I don't know if you were 
here, but I did talk about it and indicated we're deeply 
concerned over possible development of delegalizing 
Solidarity. Together with a number of our allies, we 
have made our concerns known to the Polish Government. 


But other than saying if they take this action I 
think you can be assured we will respond, I don't have 
anything to give you. 


Q I asked you the other day about Max Rabb 
meeting with Roy Cohn, and I guess you couldn't get me an 
answer, and the Embassy couldn't get us an answer, but it 
was in the gossip columns in fact they did meet. 


What I wanted to raise here in relation to Mr. 
Rabb, who is, of course, our Ambassador to Italy, is that he 
has extremely prominent connections to organized crime. He 
was on the board of a number -- 
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Q Well, excuse me. He was on the board of a 
number of corporations that were investigated for such con- 
nections, and he's on the board of directors of Sterling 
National Bank that's being sued by the Italian Government, 
which seems just prima facie to have some sort of conflict 
of interest there. 


A. Well, I'm not -- 


Q I mean, these questions are always 
appropriate in relation to Ray Donovan or someone else who's 
specifically targeted by the press. I don't see why I can't 
caise them itn relation to someone who has much stronger 
connections -- 


A If you want to raise the questions and want 
to write to Ambassador Rabb, I'm sure he'd be happy to 
respond to you. 


Q Well, we've done that, as a matter of fact, 
and we haven't gotten a response. Our correspondents in 
Italy have been looking very closely at his activities, and 
I have a lot of reasons for raising this question. 


I'm wondering if you could give me -- 


A If there were any suggestion of criminal 
activities of any U.S. government official, it wouldn't be 
up to us to discuss it from this podium; it would be up to 
appropriate officials to look into it. I'm not going to 
comment. 


Q Alan, back on Poland for just a second. “We 
will respond," meaning together with a number of allies? 
The allies will respond, the U.S. will respond, and what -- 


A I was speaking for the United States. 


Q Okay. And that would be a verbal response, 
Or would it? 


A I'm not prepared to characterize what we will 
do. 


Q Is Secretary of State Shultz meeting with 
Habib in California this weekend? 
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A I indicated yesterday that I was sure he 
might well be doing that. I don't have a schedule for hin, 
but that was certainly something that was possible. I would 
say likely. 


Q When is Habib going out there? 


A I don't think he has a plan at this point to 
go back. 


He left yesterday. 


Do you mean to California? 


oO FY VO 


Yes. 


A I'm sorry. I thought you meant the Middle 
East. I think he's gone. I don't, again, have a detailed 
schedule, but I think he's gone. 


Q Anything on butter or trade today? 
A Nothing on butter. 


(Laughter) 


Q Any more information about the visit of 
Foreign Minister Yitzhak Shamir next Thursday? What's sche- 
duled for meetings with anybody here? 


A I don't have a detailed schedule at this 
point. I don't know whom he's planning to meet. As I've 
indicated, he is planning to meet with the Secretary, but I 
don't know beyond that. 


Q There is a report that Ambassador Draper met 
today with Gemayel, and that Gemayel then met with the 
Ambassadors of the MNF countries. 


Was that a meeting to discuss the arrests that 
have been made? Was that another expression of U.S. and MNF 


concern? 


A First of all, I don't know what the facts are 
on that, and I also wouldn't go into the specifics of par- 
ticulac meetings. 


The contacts about the restoration of Lebanese 
authority continue. We've expressed ourselves on this issue 











gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


before and said that we found that the Lebanese responses to 
us were reassuring, and I can reiterate that at this point. 


Q Can I also ask what -=- anything further on 
Draper? He was in Tel Aviv yesterday, was he? He's in 
Beirut today? 


A I don't have his itinerary. 


Q Okay. And do you have any comment on King 
Hussein's declaration of amnesty? 


A No. 


Q In connection with this question, there was a 
report from Rome that the Italian Government has sent a 
message to President Reagan expressing unhappiness about 
their role and justification of the Multinational Force. 


Can you confirm that such a letter was received by 
the State Department or -- 


A No. I don't have anything on it, and I don't 
think we would comment, especially if it's a letter to the 
President. I think I would refer you to the White House, 
but I'm not sure that they would -- 


Q Do you have an indication that the Italians, 
for example, or the French are unhappy with what's happening 
on the ground as far as the Multinational Force is 


concecned? 
A What's happening on the ground? 


Q Yes. In terms of the justification, the role 
they should be assuming, whether -- checking security -- 


A I don't have anything on it, and again I'm 
afraid that is not the kind of thing that I would address in 
terms of other governments’ attitudes. 


Q A Beirut newspaper says that the United 
States is putting together a plan for a $10 billion 
reconstruction aid package for Lebanon. 


Do you know anything about that? 


A I don't. I think we've indicated before -- 
in fact, there have been briefings -- about our efforts to 
assist in looking toward the reconstruction of Lebanon. 


I don't have any specifics to offer you at this 
=a point beyond what we have said, but if there's a suggestion 
’ that the United States is putting up $10 billion, I would 

not look to that as very likely. 


But whether the international community might be 
oking to put together something of that sort, I simply 


gn 


Q What about the military aid to Lebanon? The 
Pentagon was saying that there was a team that was just over 
there. 


A That's right. 

Q Are they back? 

A My understanding, basically from the Pentagon 
briefings -- I don't have anything beyond that -- is that 
they -- I'm trying to think of the dates involved -- they 
gave a date, I believe, at the briefing. 


Let me cefer you to the Pentagon instead of 
txying to remember what -- 


Q Two to three weeks, Alan. 


Two to three weeks? 
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From October 2 to -- 
It's an ll-man team for two to three weeks. 


ll-man team, two to three weeks. 


r Oo F-+ OO FY 


Okay. Thank you. 


Q What's the State Department's role in what 
-- do you have somebody there with the Pentagon people as 
far as -- 


A I don't know whether we have somebody speci- 
fically with them. It basically is a military survey team, 
and it's a technical team looking at requirements. Obviously, 
in terms of later decisions State, would play an important 
role, but -- 


Q Isn't McPherson going over there, do you 


know? 
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A He may have gone or be going. 


Q New subject. Is the U.S. and its European 
allies on the verge of an agreement on steel quotas? Can 
you tell us anything about that? 


. 
a 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The betefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #174 


(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have any comment orc observations on the 
strikes going on in Poland? 


A I think that the action by the workers in 


Poland speaks morce eloquently to theirc commitment to 
democracy and to free trade union organization than anything 


I could say from this podium. 


Q What is the exact order of action on the MFN 
withdrawal process? 


A Specifically how it would be done? 
Q Yes. 

Q And when. 

A That, as was indicated in a briefing here on 


Saturday, is under consideration in consultation with the 
Congress. I don't have anything new for you. 


Q On this business about consulting with 
Congress, as the briefers pointed out over the weekend, it's 
not necessary, I don't belteve under the Trade Act of ‘74 for 
you to consult with Congress. If that's correct and you're 
trying to demonstrate unhappiness over recent actions in 
Poland, I don't understand why you are waiting a month and a 
half. I mean, you have to wait a month and a half to consult 


with Congress. 


A I think I would withhold that sort of judgment 


until you see what does or doesn't happen. I don't think you 
have to assume that consultation with Congress mean one has 
to wait until they are back in session. Quite the contrary. 


Q What sort of timing -- 
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A I just don't want to get ahead of the decision 
process as to how this its going to be done. So if we could just 
hold off on those questions until we have something further 
to say on that, I think it would be more productive, frankly. 


Q Alan, the fact that you are saying the 
workers’ actions speak more eloquently than anything you 
could say, does that mean that the United States has not 
directly contacted the martial law regime to complain or to 
protest about these latest actions against Solidarity? 


A I think that in the briefing I would refer you 
to on Saturday, there was reference to contact with the 
Govecnment of Poland -- in fact, before the event, in antici- 
pation of it. 


Q And how about today? 


A I'm not going to try to give you a blow-by- 
blow. I think you can assume that our views on the subject 
are well known to the Government of Poland. 


Q Are the U.S. diplomats in Poland still 
restcicted to their place of business, in other words, they 
can't go to wherever they are not stationed? 


A I don't know the answec to that question. 

Q Has the Ambassadoc been rcecalled? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Is he about to be? 

A I wouldn't know. 

Q Do you have any comment on the resignation of 


the Japanese Prime Minister? 
A No, I would have no comment on that. 
Q One more on Poland: Do you expect this to 


come up or does the United States plan to bring this us at 
the GATT Ministerial at Geneva -- Poland? 


A Again, I think the question of what kinds of 
actions, beyond what we've already announced, might be taken 
is something I don't want to get ahead of. 
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Q On the status of Solidarity, what does the 
United States corstder to be Solidarity's status right now? 
Is it now in existence any more? Are the workers acting as 


individuals? 


A I don't think I want to address that as a 
policy matter or a legal matter. The views of the President 
about Solidarity were expressed quite clearly on Saturday, 
and I don't have anything further to offer you on that. 


Q Has any of this been taken up with the Soviet 
Union since the Secretary's meeting with Foreign Minister 
Gromyko, since this all happened since that meeting? 


As I do not know. 
Q Will you take that question? 


A Again, I don't think I would want to get into 
that. We have not, as a matter of practice, commented on 
specific subjects discussed between ourselves and the Soviets 
in ongoing diplomatic exchanges. Aside from the readouts 
that were given following the meetings: between the Secretary 
and the Foreign Minister, we have generally adhered to that 


practice. . 


Q Is there any plan for the Secretary to see 
Ambassador Dobrynin the next couple of days? 


A I don't know of any but I can't cule that out. 
I'm not trying to lead you to believe that there is, but I 


don't know of any. 


Q Alan, what is the State Department's 
assessment of what will be the effect of the Marine Corp's 
"Operation White Castle Hamburgec” in Lebanon -- in Beirut? 


A White Castle Hamburger? Is that the -- 

Q Yes, that's what it tis. 

A Is that cight? 

Q The Pentagon just announced that because the 


Macines have been eating C rations, the White Castle 
Hamburgec Corporation is flying 3,000, pre-cooked, frozen 
hamburgers into the Beirut airport to be helicoptered out to 
Navy ships, warmed up, and then helicoptered in and fed to 
the Marines -- 3,000 of them. I'm wondering -- 


A I'm tempted, Lesterc, but I think I'll really 
let Henry Catto deal with that. 
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(Laughter) 


Q Oh, he has. There was a special hamburger 
briefing. I just wondered what does this convey to the 
international community? Can't we feed the Marines with hot 


food? 
x I refer you back to Henry. 


Q - Is there anything new on British participation 
in the Multinational Force? Has Britain renewed its earlier 
reported interest in joining the MNF? 


A I would refer you to the British for that. 


There is no change in the force, as you know, as of this 
point, and I don't know that any is anticipated in any imme- 


diate future. 


Q There are no consultations going on on this 
subject? 


a I don't have anything for you on that subject. 


Q Do you have anything on the reported Israeli 
bombings of Syrian and PLO positions? 


A No. I just saw some wires as I came out that 


there were exchanges between various parties, but I don't 
have anything to confirm it. I don't know anything beyond 


what you've seen yourselves. 


Q On the Middle East, would the United States 
like to see an arrangement worked out between King Hussein 
and PLO leader Arafat? 


A -. We've indicated before that we think it is 
important that the procedures and talks move forward -- that 
there be talks -- and that Jordan's participation would be an 
important part of that, and that clearly one thing that King 
Hussein was working for was sufficient support from other 
Acabs and Palestinians to partake in talks. 


Beyond that, I don't think I would be prepared to 
go at this point. 


Q You're not prepared to offer any analysis as 
to what has transpired so far -- 


A No. 


Q -- whether it's meaningful or not? 


A No. 
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Q Do you think that sufficient support is coming 
about, are you encouraged that sufficient support is coming 
about? 


x I don't want to issue a judgment on that. I 
think that that is something we'll simply wait to see. We've 
said before that certainly on the part of a number of Arab 
govecnments, that they were taking the President's proposal 
seriously, studying it seriously, and that we viewed it 
as a positive approach. We said the same thing about Jordan. 


But I don't think I would want to give you an 
optimism-pessimism gauge at this moment. 


Q Was this one of the necessary steps? 


A I don't want to try to say what is necessary 
for the Jordanians to obtain the kind of backing that they 
might need. It's obviously up to then. 


Q Alan, a follow-up to that? A PLO spokesman 
said that the PLO would be ready to accept the Reagan plan if 
there wece some changes made in it. Is the U.S. Government 
ceady to make some changes in the Reagan plan? 


A I think we've made very cleac that these are 
the positions that the President is prepared to support in 
talks. The important thing we think now is to move ahead to 
conducting those talks. But those are the positions that the 
Administration, the President, is prepaced to suppurt. 


Q Do you know what the schedule is for the 
Secretary and the Israeli Foreign Minister? Will they have 
lunch on Thucsday or will they --? 


A I do not know specifically what the schedule 
is. 


Q Is there a definite meeting? 


A There has been a meeting laid on for some 
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Q But nothing has happened to change that? 

A Nothing has happened to change that. 

Q Is Philip Habib still in California? 

A As fac as I know, Philip Habib is still in 
California. 


Q Is he planning to go back to the Middle East 
soon? 


A I don't know of any specific plans for him to 
go back soon. 


Q Before we leave the Middle East, has there 
been any expressed willingness from any Arab country to 
receive this Acchbishop Valerian Triffa, who ts being 
deported, but he wants to go to Switzerland, but apparently 


Switzerland won't take him. 
A I don't know, Lester. 


Q. Are you assisting the Department of Justice in 
trying to find a country for this man? 


A I don't know what the status is. I would 
really refer you to Justice on that. I don't know that we 
have anything on it. 


Q Would you please run down Draper's schedule 
for the past couple of days, including the present time? 


A I can't cun down his schedule for the past 
couple of days because I simply don't have it. However, at 
the present time -- in fact, he's on his way back here. He 
has departed Beirut for Washington and its expected here later 


today, so that's where -- 


Q Does he plan to go to New York from here? 


A I don't know of any New York plans 
specifically. 
Q When you say “here,” do you mean the 


Department or just the city? 


A Washington. Well, I‘m sure that he will be in 
the Department. 
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Q I mean today. 

A No. I'm talking about Washington. 

Q Why is he coming back, Alan? 

A Well, in the course of his mission, he tis 


going to be traveling back and forth fairly frequently. And 
at this time, particularly in view of upcoming meetings sche- 
duled with Foreign Minister Shamir and also with the Lebanese 


President Amin Gemayel, this is an opportune time for him to 
return. 


“ 


Q Will he be in on the meetings? 


A I don't know if he will or won't be in on the 


meetings. That isn't the principal purpose of his coming 
back. The principal purpose of his returning is to par- 
ticipate in the policy process. But I wouldn't exclude the 


possibility that he might be in those meetings. 
Q Will he be going back soon, then? 


A I just don't have an onward schedule for him 
at this point. Obviously he is enroute back here at this point. 


Q Would Ambassador Habib participate in the 
meetings with Shamir and Gemayel? 


A In the meetings with Shamir and Gemayel? 


Q Yes. 
A I'm not aware that he its scheduled to do that. 


Q Is the hope, Alan, on this, when Shamir comes, 
to have a plan for the withdrawal of Israeli and Syrian for- 


ces to present to Shamir? 


A I think I'm going to stay away from 
discussions of what we specifically will cover in any of 
these meetings, except to say that it its obvious that we will 
be covering the issues of the moment -- that is, both Lebanon 


and the peace process. 


I would not steer you in the direction of 
suggesting that some made-in-America plan would be laid out. 
Obviously, we have developed, and are developing ideas. 
This is all part of the process of consultation which is 
going on with these various people, and that will continue. 
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Q Alan, you may have answered this earlier, but 
tf not: Earlier the United States had indicated that it was 
opposed to or would not support the idea of an early peace 
treaty between Lebanon and Israel when it was asked for by 


the Israelis on the grounds that -- 


A That's not quite what we said. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q All right. I forget the exact words. I 
think the Secretary used the expression that you wouldn't 
have a peace treaty at the point of a gun -- or something 
like that -- but the question is: What does the State 
Department feel about -- the Israelis seem to have dropped 
the idea of a peace treaty at this time, but rather have 
some kind of security agreement with Lebanon to insure 
the safety of its supporters in the north with Lebanese forces 
in the south of Lebanon. Do you have any objections to 


that? 


A I don't think I want to talk in terms of 
objections or non-objections to that. The concern for 
Israel's security and, in particular, regarding arrangements 
so that southern Lebanon is not used as a launching pad for 
attack against northern Israel, has been fundamental to our 
position for a long time. How that might specifically be 
done, I'm just not prepared to address at this point. 


Q Would the U.S. have any objection to joint 
Israeli-Lebanese patrols? 


A Again, I just don't want to get into the 
question of specifics at this particular time. 


Q Any timing on the Arab League delegation 
coming here? 


A Yes. I think that there was a White House 
announcement ovec the weekend on this, the 22nd that the 
invitation -- I can cead it for you if you want the release -- 


Q Yes. 
A -- from Dallas on the llth. 


At the invitation of President Reagan, a delega- 
tion from the Arab League will visit Washington for talks 
with the President on October 22, 1982. The invitation 
was acceptedd by His Majesty King dassan II of Morocco, 
Chairman of the Arab League, on behalf of the delegation. 


The delegation will be headed by King Hassan and 
includes Foreign Minister Sa‘ud of Saudi Acabia, Foreign 
Minister es-Sebsit of Tunisia, and Foreign Minister Khaddam 


of Syria. 


The discussions in Washington will provide 
opportunity for an exchange of views between the Arab League 
leaders and the President on the prospects of peace for the 
Middle East in light of recent initiatives taken by 
President Reagan and by the Summit Conference of the Arab 
League held in Fez, Morocco. 
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Q How long will they be staying here, do you 
know? 


A I have no specific information about their 
plans. I can only refer you to them for that. 


Q Do you have any schedule there for Amin when 
he's here? 


A I do not have the schedule. 
Q The dates even? 


A He's going to be having a meeting with the 
President on the 19th. 


Q Meeting with him on the 19th? 


A Yes. But beyond that I do not have any other 


Q Will he see Shultz before that? 


A I do not know. I don't know what other speci- 
fic meetings there may be. 


Q With the treaty question again, first of all, 
does the U.S. see any distinction between a security 
agreement and a peace treaty? If so, what is the 
distinction? 


And, secondly, I know the U.S. has said it would 
do everything it can to see that such a treaty comes about. 
Is the U.S. assisting in any way to see that that could be? 


A No. I think in terms of our attitude towards 
a treaty, I would refer you to what I said last week, which 
was simply a reiteration -- I think it was on Friday -- a 
reiteration of what we said several times previously. There 
is no new position on that. 


I don't think I have that with me at the moment, 
but -- 


Q How about positions? 


A -- I'm not going to try to distinguish be- 
tween various approaches. As I say, I'm just not prepared to 
discuss what kind of arrangements might be made for the 
security aspect of the question that we've been discussing 
itn southern Lebanon/nocthern Israel. Let's wait -=- 
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Let's go to the Caribbean, if there are no 


A No; excuse me. Can we change subjects later? 
Q Oh, sure. 

A O.K. Let's stick to the Middle East for now. 
Q Are you eubes of any plans for King Hussein 


to come here? 


A I'm not aware of specific plans for him to 
come here, no. 


Q Are you aware of any general plans for him to 
come here? (Laughter. ) 


A I wouldn't cule out the possibility that he 
would come here, but I just am not aware of any specific 
plans for him to do so at this point. 


Q I want to go back to your first comment on 
the Arcafat-Hussein talks. Do you consider it premature to 
make your judgment or to give encouragement or discourage- 
ment to the talks and the content of the talks, or do you 
want to wait and see till the end of the talks that you will 
come out with something specific about it? What is the 
direction that you are trying to say through the "fresh 
start” and others in the Arab position? Does it go along 
with what is going on in this meeting between King Hussein 


and Acafat? 


A I think I've expressed our view about what is 
going on in terms of participation in the peace talks and 
Jordan's role there. I just am not prepared to go beyond 
that. I can't tell you that we will have a comment when it 
is clear from what has emerged from the talks that have been 
going on for the last couple of days. We may not have any 
comment. But at this point, in any case, I do not have a 
comment. 


Q If I can follow up on the same subject -- the 
same subject, almost -- can you set the record straight? I 
believe there was a letter from the Ambassador of Lebanon 
here in The Washington Post this morning about the extent of 
the possible complaint or approach that the Multinational 
Forces commanders oc the American Ambassador and the Italian 
and the French Ambassador to the Lebanese President about 
the practices which have been going through the refugee 
camps. What is the position -- or when you came with the 
statement last week about the concern, what was going on or 
what did the three Ambassadors or the three commanders of the 


Multinational Forces do with the Levanese Ambassador <-- in 
Oordec to set the record straight, please 
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A Frankly, I was not aware of the letter that 
you're ceferring to. I explained what our position was on 
that last week. The Govecnment of Lebanon is aware of our 
concerns about the ceports that generated all of this 
activity. 


I could cepeat what I said before essentially -- 
which is that indications ace that the Government of Lebanon 
is adhecing to the proceduces and the regulations in con- 
ducting these operations through its own procedures and cegu- 
lations, and ouc Embassy in Beirut will continue to follow 
the matterc very closely. 


That's essentially what I've said to you before. 
I don't have anything new to offer. 


Q But will you -- 


A We'rce not going to go into specifics of what 
may have been discussed between the Ambassadors and the 
Govecnment of Lebanon. 


Alan -- 
You'ce still on the Middle East? 


No. 


r oO F DO 


All cight. Why don't you go to your 
question? 


Q O.K. Do you have anything to conficm that 
those massacces took place that Amnesty International's 
alleging; and, if so, any comment at all from you? 


aA T.is is on the village of San Francisco? 

Q Yes. 

A We're looking into that cepoct. As we've said 
before, such cepocts ace often contradictory. It's dif- 
ficult to separate fact from fiction as well as to establish 
any possible bias on the pact of sources of any particular 
story. But, in any case, until we can make an independent 
evaluation we can't comment further on that. 

I'd like to ask -- 
I'll come back to you. The same subject? 


Yes, sic. 


r Oo FY DO 


O.K. All cight, let's go. 
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Q Last week two State Department officials 
from the Bureau of Refugees, in that region -- have they not 
reported back any of these stories of massacres? 


A I think they went down to the border region 
on the Mexican side, is that not correct? 





Q The Mexican side. 


A Yes. I'm not aware of any reporting back, 
and I'm not sure when they were due back. What we posted I 
think indicated when they were due back. 


What were you saying? 
Q The 13th. 


A Tomorrow? O.K. Anyway, I'm not aware of 
any repocting in the meantime on this. 


Q Do you have anything on aid to Bolivia? 


A Yes. Just simply, very briefly, that the 


question of celeasing pipeline project assistance to 
Bolivia is under discussion with that country's new govern- 


ment, but no decisions have yet been made. 
Q Pipeline projects? 


A No, no. Things that were in the pipeline. 
(Laughtec.) Small “p,”" not large "P." 


Q Since the Reagan Administration is strongly 
in favor of what is called Radio Marti -- I presume you're familiar . 


with this. 
A I've heard of Radio Marti, yes. 


Q Right. Now, on August 30 Mr. Castro, 
operating what we understand is Radio Lincoln, has a couple 
of 500-kilowatt transmitters, and he has proceeded to 
intercupt AM radio in downtown Des Moines. On Reagan's old 
station they suddenly hearcd mariachi music. Congressman 
Mitchell of Baltimore said he was listening to Stevie 
Wonder and was disturbed by Castro propaganda and music. 
What does the Sate Department intend to do about this? 


A We addressed it before. I frankly -- 


Q You've addressed it? 
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A We have addressed it. Let me ask you to -- 
Q Do you have a plan to counteract that now? 


A I don't have anything beyond what we said, 
and frankly I don't cemember what we said -- 


Q You don't cemember what you said; O.K. 


A -- about action -- specifically, action -- 
but our attitude towards it is very clearly laid out and I 
would refer you to -- 


Q Does the State Department -- 


A -- I would refer you back to what it is. 


Q Well, there is just one follow-up on this. 
Is the State Department aware that Jose Marti gave the 
eulogy at the death of Karl Marcx? 


A I was not personally aware of that? 
Q You were not aware of that. 
A I was not personally aware of it, no. 


Q Is there anything to U.S. participation in 
the Intecnational Energy Agency? 


A In the International Energy Agency? 
Q Yes. Do we have that cight -- IAEA? 


A No. That's a different agency. (Laughter. ) 
That's IEA. 


Nothing new on IAEA. As was indicated at the 
time that our delegation left the conference, we said that 
we would be reassessing our role in IAEA; and that is under 
way. I think that will probably continue for a little 
while. It's a rather complicated questicn. 


Q Let me try once more on Poland. The fact 


that you say the workercs' actions speak more eloquently -- 
can we infec from that that the Unitd States Government 


approves the strikes which are now going on? 


A I have nothing to say beyond what I just 
said. I think that I just rest on what I said. 
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Q Have you had any response to Secretary 
Brock's statement the other day where he indicated the 
U.S. is prepared to get rid of its surpluses -- dairy 


surpluses? 


A I don't think that's quite what he said. In 
any case, I don't have a comment on what he said. 


Q Or anything on that subject today? 
A No, I don't have anything new. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Back to a question that was passed over very 
quickly before, I just want to see if there's any way to 
explore it further. 


Does the U.S. expect any change in Japanese 
defense policy, in light of the apparent change of prime 
ministers that's likely to occur now? 


A I don't think that that's appropriate for us 
to comment on. 


Q Well -- 


A Again, this is an internal Japanese politi- 
cal matter. Certainly there would be, we would anticipate, 
no change whatsoever in the strong relationship between the 
United States and Japan. But I don't see how I could 
possibly comment on that question in specifics. 


Q Well, the U.S. has considerable dealings 
with Japan on its defense budget and its defense strategies 
and so on and extending its defense lines -- 


aA Why don't you just wait until there's a new 
government in Japan and then ask the Government of Japan 
what its policy will be on that? 


Q Do you have anything to say at all about the 
Wayne Smith column which appeared in The New York Times 
today? 





A No, I don't. 


Q O. K. 


Q I'd like to ask you about Poland. Has the 


U.S. gone to the other Europeans yet on the question of 
theic also cancelling their most favored nation treatment? 
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A I think that, as the briefers indicated on 


Saturday, that really is not quite the approach we're 

taking. I think that as we indicated, the President's statement 
indicated we'd be consulting with the Allies on steps that 

might be taken, but I don't think it was necessarily in the 


specific terms of your question. 


Certainly, there had been consultations among the 
various Allies. I understand a NATO statement was issued 
yesterday. I don't happen to have immediately at hand a 
text of it, but we're trying to get one. I can have it 
available in the Press Office later. But I think that's 
really as far as I can go at this particular point. 


Q Anything new on Namibia or sduthern Africa? 
A Anything new? 

Q On the talks? 

A I don't have anything new. 


Q Do you have any confirmation oc comment on 
cepocts that the Son Sann/Sihanouk forces are more active 
militarily in Cambodia/Kampuchea? ~ 


A No, I don't think so. I think that, if I 
remember the state of play, we've seen the press reports, but 
I don't have anything. 


It seems to me there was a question back there. 


Q Do you have anything about the visit of the 
Foreign Minister of Jordan -- that he's coming to Washington 
and -- 


A The Foreign Ministec of Jordan? 
Q The Foreign Minister of Jocdan, yes. 


A I'm not aware specifically of a visit by the 
Foreign Minister of Jordan. 


Q O.K., thank you. 
A O.K., you're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at I2:41 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #175 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1982, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 





MR. HUGHES: Good morning all. Nice to be back 
in these spacious quarters compared to that cramped room 
some of us enjoyed at the U.N. for the past two weeks. 


I have no statements so I'll be happy to answer 
any questions you might have. 


Q John, can you help us sort out what's going 
on in Poland; what are the U.S. reports about what is 
actually happening in Gdansk and Gdynia, for example? 


A I can't help you really sort out. We've 
seen the same reports that you have of clashes there and, of 
course, we know of the militarization of the Gdansk Shipyard. 
Our feeling on that is that the action of the workers in 
Poland has spoken eloquently about the depth of feeling 
that they have in support of democracy and free trade 
unions, and, similarly, the action taken by the Polish 
regime speaks just as eloquently about the significance that 
it attaches to democracy and free trade unions. And, 
obviously, this underlines and underscores the depth of 
President Reagan's feeling about the repressive measures 
that have been taking place in Poland. 


But, as .o the situation on the ground, it still 
is a little confused. 


Q Is there anything that the United States 
feels it can or should do to aid in this situation or are 
you just sort of taking a hands-off? 


A It's not a question of taking a hands off 
Situation. The President has taken some steps and has made clear 
that other steps conceivably could be taken, and I think we 
stand with the President's statement. 


Q On the MFN, are you talking to Congressmen by 


‘phone, in person? When is the MFN going to be revoked? 


aA Consultation with Congress, of course, is 
continuing, and I think the announcement on just how the 
President will implement that will be made by the White 


House. 
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Q Do you expect any time in the near future? 
A No. Don't have any timeframe for you. 
Q Can you give us some idea of what beyond 


that is possible? What else can you do? 


A No. I think you had a background briefing 
by senior State Department officials on Saturday, and I 
think we'll just stand on that. 


Q On the MFN, could you take the question? 
Poland is a member of GATT as we are, and it seems to me 
there is probably a question whether we can legally take MFN 
away from Poland under the rules of GATT. Could you take 


the question? 
A Be glad to look into it for you. 


Q In what way would it be possible for the 


United States -- for the Administration -- to move ahead on any 


changes in MFN status without Congress actually being in 
session to take action? I'm not quite sure I understand 
what “consultation” -- I mean, it's nice to consult with 
Congress -- but what does that accomplish? 


A I think you really should address these 
questions to the White House, but I don't think Congress 
needs to be in session to undertake consultations with 
Congress, and I think those consultations have been going 
forward rather rigorously. 


Q It does not need to be in session to under- 
take consultations; that's sure, but to take any action on 
MFN, does it have to be in session for that? 


A I think we have to wait and see what the 
action the President takes and how he takes it. 


Q So, John, it's your impression that there's 
no formal -- under the law, authorizing MFN for Poland, it's 
your impression apparently that Congressional approval is 
not necessary? 


A I think we'll have to wait until the 
President decides what the mechanism and what the avenue is 
that he's going to use. 


Q New subject? 


A Sure. 
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@) Who is going to be the Assistant Secretary 
for Far East Asian Affairs? 


A I have nothing for you on that yet. No 
appointment has been announced. The President will make 
an announcement when he's made his decision. 


e) Can you give us any idea beyond the toasts 
that were made last night into the thinking that lead to Mr. 
Holdridge's appointment to the Jakarta Embassy? 


A I can't. He's obviously a very senior 
Giplomat. He's an Asian expert, a Far Eastern expert. He's 
served in a number of Far Eastern countries. He knows 
Indonesia well. It seems to me there's a very clear logic 


underlying his appointment. 


Q What is Mr. Abramowitz's status now in the 
Department? 


A I think Mr. Abramowitz is undertaking an 
academic assignment at the moment at the Rand Corporation; 


that is continuing. 


Q Will the change in the position change our 
policy in the Pacific area? 

A No. 

Q There's been a lot of talk from Israel 


about the need for security arrangements between Lebanon and 
Israel. A Christian-Lebanese leader said in an interview 
yesterday that -- left the impression at least -- that the 
Lebanese leadership supported a simil.r idea, and he put 
forth the view that to guarantee the security, the 
Multinational Force would have to stay in place until the 
Lebanese army was up to snuff which he said might take as 


much as two years. 


The question I have: can you at all shed any 
light on what the American view is on how security arrange- 
ments should be worked out in southern Lebanon, and do we 
still say that the American Marines in Lebanon will stay as 
long as the Lebanese Government asks them to? 


A I think we have made -- the President made 
clear that the Marines are there -- I think he said this on 
a number of occasions -- for a limited period. He's also 
made clear that he expects the -- his aim and goal in 
Lebanon, namely, the withdrawal of foreign troops, take place 


within a relatively short time. 
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I think Secretary Shultz has said that he has 
noted with interest that Mr. Shamir has talked about 
possible withdrawal by the end of the year. We have Mr. 
Shamir in town tomorrow. We have President Gemayel coming 
to town and I think that obviously the process of con- 
sultation that has been going on will continue and obviously 


accelerate during their presence here. 


The United States obviously has some thoughts and 
ideas about how those troop withdrawals should take place, 
and about its often stated concern for preservation of 
Suitable security arrangements for Israel in southern 
Lebanon, but I don't think I want to get into the details of 
that thinking today. I think the thought is Mr. Shamir 
would be here, and the Secretary would want to consult with 
him and hear what Mr. Shamir has to say, would want to talk 
with President Gemayel, hear what he has to say and then 
this process of negotiation would go forward. 


Q Could you speak to the idea put forward by 
the Christian leader, Camille Chamoun, that a 1948 Armistice 
Agreement might be expanded between Lebanon and Israel 
rather than a full peace treaty being drawn before every- 
body withdraws from Lebanon? 


A No. I don't think we want to get into 
that. As you know, there's been discussion about security 
arrangements versus peace treaty. We haven't changed our 
position on the peace treaty, which is that it needs to be 
one of substance entered into by governments enjoying the 
Support of the people. But I don't think we want to get 
into the kind of substance of discussions that presumably 
will be taking place in the next several days. 


Q I want to come back to my question. If you 
don't want to answer it, just say so. 

A O.K. I may just do that. 

Q I was trying to get it narrowed down 


because there's been a lot of ambiguity about the presence 
of the American troops. The President, at his press con- 
ference, said they would stay until all foreign troops left. 
Then, in a big hub-bub the next day, at one point he said 
that they might even stay longer than when the troops would 


leave. 


The State Department has put the burden on their 
leaving mostly on the Lebanese Government; that they would 
leave when the Lebanese Government asked them to. Is there 
any Clarification that you can give us? 
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A No. Obviously, several factcrs will be 
taken into consideration and that will be the aesires and 
the confidence of the Government of Lebanon and the presence 
or Otherwise of foreign troops in Lebanon, and those factors 
will be taken into consideration. But within that framework 
the President has made it clear that he expects the American 
commitment to be one of limited duration and he doesn't see 
any reason why that total withdrawal of foreign troops should 
not proceed in a relatively limited period of time. 


Q The reason I ask is because it seems clearer 
today than perhaps it has before that there will be no 
withdrawal of foreign troops until Israel's security 
arrangements are worked out, and the security arrangements 
seem also to hinge on who will be insuring the security. 


At one point on the Hill -- this was before the 
Israelis went into Beirut and before the reintroduction of 
the Marines -- the Secretary talked about expansion of 
UNIFIL. We haven't heard much about that, I think in part, 
because neither the Israelis nor the Lebanese Government 
seem to like UNIFIL. Where do we stand on UNIFIL's taking 


over that -- 


A I think UNIFIL is still -- the prospect of 
a UNIFIL force is still certainly an active one, but 
obviously differing parties have different views as to how 
that security might be taken care of in southern Lebanon, 
and I think what we're going to hear may be different ideas 
from different participants in the next several days. I 
think that's probably one of the things we would hear from 
Mr. Shamir, I would think; that President Gemayel would 
have some views on that, too, and certainly the United 
States would have some ideas. 


Q Is it possible that the U.S. role would or could 
be expanded from policing the airport to participating in 
some arrangement in southern Lebanon? 


A I don't think we want to rule anything in 
Or anything out. I think we simply want to stand on the 
kind of language I've offered today about our current 
thinking and about the prospect of new ideas being discussed 
in the next several days. 


Q May I proceed a little in a slightly 
broader context. In the past several weeks the focus of the 
negotiations, in attempting to get the withdrawal of all the 
foreign troops from Lebanon, has been in the Middle East -- 
Mr. Draper -- and now the way you're responding to the 
question here, you're really suggesting to me, at least, 
that the focus of this is moving right to the White House. 
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The President is going to take a personal hand; he's going 


to meet with these people, and you're saying that the -- 
have been under discussion in the Middle East are now going 


to be under discussion here. 


Do you think that's a valid observation about this? 


Q I don't think I would say that the focus is 
shifting. Mr. Draper is here and has been involved in the 
kind of discussion that -- I may not have answered one or 
two questions satisfactorily but there's no need for that 
drastic action.* (Laughter) 


As I was saying before I was so rudely 
interrupted. No, Draper is here and has been involved and 
will be involved in the discussions and the preparations clearly 
for Mr. Shamir's visit; may even sit in on the discussions 
with Mr. Shamir. Don't rule that possibility out. I don't 
know whether he would still be here when President Gemayel 
comes, but I think, clearly, he will continue to be back and 
forth, as Alan has said on a previous occasion. But, 
nevertheless, you do have a Lebanese President here, you do 
have the Israeli Foreign Minister here. 


I think you really ought to see this in the same 
kind of context as the President and the Secretary advanced 
the Middle East initiative; a great deal of consultation 
before the presentation of American ideas, and I think that 
process of consultation of back-and-forth has been going on 
on the ground and is going to continue to go on here in the 


next few days. 


Q Is there any chance that Foreign Minister 
Shamir will meet with President Gemayel, and do you have a 
timing yet for their meeting tomorrow? Is it a luncheon 


meeting? 


A I think that Mr. Shamir is seeing the 


Secretary late in the morning, and I think he's seeing 
Secretary Weinberger and Vice President Bush sometime on Friday. 


Will he meet with President Gemayel? I guess 
that's up to them. The dates of their visits wouldn't seem 
to make that likely. Gemayel is here on the 19th. 


Q There's plan for Shamir to meet with the 
President? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


* A TV light fixture dropped from ceiling above the spokesman. 
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Q Is there any specific reason for that? He did 
on his last visit here. 


A I don't know. I don't want to mislead you. I 
just am not aware of any plans. 


Q You seem to be saying that we should be really 
anticipating a full-scale American plan for Lebanon the way 
there was a full-scale American Plan for the Middle East. 


A That we should be? 


Q That's the inference I draw from what you just 
said, that we should look to the way in which the "fresh 
stact™ approach was done. 


A No, I don't think so because that presumes 
that you go through the process of consultations and they 
don't mean anything because you have a plan there. I mean 
I think there are honest and legitimate consultations 


taking place. 


Q But I mean that we should look at the end of 
this process for an Amercican approach? 


A I think the United States will certainly have 
some ideas about how to proceed with the troop withdrawal 
from Lebanon, but I think it will obviously -- 


Q -- which you will go public with as with the 
Other plan? 


A I think we'll have to wait and see. 


Q Hasn't the United States been consulting? Isn't 
that what Draper and Habib have been doing for weeks in the 
Middle East? Are you saying now that these meetings tin 
Washington are nothing more than consultations? Or are you 
saying that they are going to listen at the beginning of the 
meeting, and then at the end of the meeting, Shultz will put 
forth the U.S. ideas and thoughts? 


A I really don't know how the scenario will go, 
but it seems to me that they are an extension of the kind of 
consultation and diplomatic interchange that has been going 
on for some weeks -=- not too many weeks because, after all, 
it's not so long ago that we resolved the Beirut situation 
and then moved on to the question of Lebanon. 


It's a complicated question. Feelings run deeply. 
You'ce talking about some very specific positions on the 
ground. 
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Q John, just for the sake of clarification, 
could you give us the U.S. position on an Israeli-Lebanese 


peace treaty? 


A Our position is, as it always has been, that 
of course we favor such a peace treaty, but it needs to be 
negotiated with substance in it, and it needs to be nego 
tiated by a government -- certainly in the case of the 
Lebanese Government -- that has the support of its population, 
and is not negotiated or produced under any kind of actificial 


pressure. 
It needs to be a real peace treaty. 
Q What would constitute “artificial pressure?" 


A It has to be something that is negotiated 
freely and thought through and will be something that will 
last, not some kind of a temporary document engineered to meet 
a temporary situation. 


Q Is it possible for the Lebanese to negotiate 
freely while Iscaeli troops are on Lebanese territory? 


A I think that's up to the Lebanese to decide. 


Q Will the U.S. actively be pushing that during 
the talks with Shamic and Gemayel? 


A I have no idea whether the peace treaty will 
come up. 


Q John, let me see if I can pin this down just a 
little bit moce. The question on my mind is this: Here is a 
secies of meetings here with key people in the Middle East. 
Is the focus of these meetings deliberately on the question 
of foreign troop withdrawal from Lebanon, or is this a part 
of the much broader overall search for a comprehensive peace 
settlement in the Middle East on the basis of the President's 
September lst plan? 


Do you understand the distinction that I'm trying 
to have you draw? 


A Yes. 


Q I'm trying to see whether the government is 
cight now focusing primarily on this shoct-term goal, or does 
this secies of meetings belong in a much broader context? 


gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A I just am not able to say what the agenda will 
be. It seems to me very logical that these two leaders from 
the Middle East would discuss broad, cegional concerns and 
the President's Middle East initiative. But I would think 
that the emphasis would be on Lebanon. 


The President has said that the two proceed on 
pacallel tracks, that you move forward with as much dispatch 
as you can to get a solution to the Lebanese situation, but 
that does not stall, or impede, or obstruct, or slow down his 
overall Middle Eastern initiative. 


The two are going forward on separate tracks, but I 
would think that clearly in these meetings there would be 
considerable emphasis on Lebanon. 


Q John, Israeli Radio is saying today that 
Shamir will bring to the United States tomorrow demands that 
Israel will demand a written guarantee by the Lebanese 


Government to prevent attacks on Israel from Lebanese territory. 


Your comment earlier seemed to indicate that this would 
be a temporary piece of paper that would not be acceptable? 


A We are not discussing a piece of paper, and I 
obviously can't discuss anything that Mc. Shamir might bring 
with him before we've seen it. I think we'll have to wait 
until he is here and sucfaces what ideas he has. 


Q But that's a distinction between a peace 
treaty and a security arrangement. What you've said, I 
think, today indicates that you don't favor a temporary peace 
tceaty, but that you are looking to some kind of temporary 


security arcangement. 


A What I'm saying is that we don't want to talk 
about the temporary security arcangement in southern Lebanon 
because this is something that the parties are obviously 
going to be “involved in. We have to see what suggestions 


they have. 


But specifically on the overall question of a peace 
tceaty, the United States position rcemains unchanged: it 
favors it; it has to be one of substance, freely negotiated 
by govecnments that are cepresentative and have the support 


of theic people. 


Q Are you <  :cmined to have this fitted into 
President Reagai's Middle East peace proposals? 
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A The peace treaty? 


Q The whole question of Palestinian autonomy. 
Is this part of the process? are you trying to get them into 
this longer-term goal rather than just concentrate on the 


short-term. 


A The question of Palestinian self government is 
clearly part of the overall Middle East initiative. 


Q John, what is the U.S. analysis of the 
Arafat-Hussein talks? And do you see anything positive in 
the public statements that have been made? 


A No. We've seen some of the reports, but don't 
have any comment or characterization of them for you. 


Q John, you expressed earlier the concern about 
the security arrangements for Israel in southern Lebanon. 
There are reports about Palestinians’ fear in the Ein a Hilweh 
refugee camp in southern Lebanon, that if the Israelis 
withdraw, the Phalange will come to the camp and possibly 
follow up with another massacre. 


Are you concerned about such fears existing? 
What are you planning to do in order to guarantee the 
security of these refugees in southern Lebanon? 


A I think my esteemed colleague, Mr. Romberg, 
has addressed that during my absence at the U.N. and made 
the United States' position clear, made our concern clear, 
and indicated what kind of representations the United States 
had made on this you'll have to be content with that language 


that we've used earlier. 


Q Would you care to address the special security 
arrangements in particular? So far, you have addressed the 
peace treaty. Can you tell us what are your views about what 
is coming out of Israel this morning and yesterday that they 
would like to see a 25-33 miles’ security-free zone, or what- 


ever term they used. 


Would you care to address that? If the Government 
of Lebanon, you said, will not have to negotiate a peace 
treaty under pressure, do you think such an arrangement can 
also be considered as having been brought about also under 


pressure? 


A I don't want to talk about that question of 
security in southern Lebanon in detailed form. You asked me 
in general about the peace treaty, which I'm happy to 
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respond to. But insofar as a strip or security arrangements in 
southern Lebanon are concerned, the United States has made it 
consistently clear that this is something that has to be 
discussed and Israel has to be satisfied that it has 

protection against attacks from some kind of launching pad in 


southern Lebanon. 


What those security arrangements are, how they 
might be worked out, and how they might be implemented is 
something that we haven't arrived at. That's something that 


has to be discussed. 


Q Just to follow up on this, back again to what I 
asked before, do you think that the peace treaty now 
would be considered as having been brought about under 
pressure, do you think such an arrangement would also be con- 
sidered in the same light, that is having been brought about 


also under pressure? 


A I don't think you would know that until you 


know what plans the various parties are suggesting and 
what the environment is in which they are discussing them. 


Q John, can I go back to that Holdridge situation 
for a minute -- just two questions? 


A Sorry. To the which situation? 

0 Holdridge situation. 

A Yes. 

Q Was he forced out by the conservatives? 


And also, at today's National Security Council 
meeting, I've been told that this issue of the dairy surplus 
dumping would come up, or sales. Could you tell us later on 
whether it did come up or get us any information on it? 


A On the NSC, I don't know what is on the 
agenda, so lI really can't help you on that one. 


As for John Holdridge, I personally, as many in this 
room, have known John Holdridge over the years as a diplomat 
in the Far East. He is very able, very experienced. He was 
asked by the President, and supported by the Secretary, 
whether he would assume the Ambassadorship to Indonesia, and 


he accepted it. 
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Q A very senior official here, though, did tell 
me this dairy situation would come up so if you could look 
into it for me, I'd be very grateful. 


4 Why don't we take a look and see what we can 
find out for you. 


Q John, does the President have any plans to your 


knowledge to meet with Begin when Begin is in this country 
next month as a kind of follow-up to the talks that are going 


on this week or next week? 


A Not to my knowledge, but I think you probably 
ought to ask Larry Speakes about that rather than myself. 


Q Today there is an article about the cluster 
bomb and some specialists are saying that Israel flagrantly 
violated that agreement with the United States. Can you tell 
us if the investigation or looking into it has been completed? 
When will it be completed? Or will you tell us when it is 
rather than having us keep asking you once a week or once 
every two weeks? Or how are we to know about this? 


A I think it is still underway. 
I have lean pickings for you today, I'm afraid. 


Q May I move to another subject? I believe this 


was raised last week in a certain sense, but there is a 
situation right now where the U.S. Ambassador to Italy, 
Maxwell Rabb, has been circulating a number of lies about a 


U.S. political -- 
A Lies? 
Q -- named Lyndon LaRouche. 


A An American Ambassador has been circulating 
lies? 

Q He has been informing the Italian Government 
and others that Lyndon LaRouche has no significant political 


following in the United States now. (Laughter) As the 
professional liars who are giggling right now, should know. 


Q Let me finish. 
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a No, I don't think I'm going -- I've been here 
a couple of months, and I must say I have a lot of respect for 


. the people who are in this press corps. I don't think I'm 


prepared to stand here and have them described as "giggling 
liars." That is not the kind of tone...... 


@) Well, I‘ve known and their publications for 
many years. 


A Well, so havel. 


Q The fact is that Mr. LaRouche and candidates 
years back have received between 20 and 40% of the vote in 
elections in half a dozen states in this nation. That is a 
percentage greater than the percentage gotten by the 
current Prime Minister of Italy. 


Q Question? 
A What is the question? 


Q The question is again, I characterize anyone 
who says that LaRouche has no significant political following 
in the United States as a liar. 


A Yes. 


@) If you want to dispute that, I think I would 
find that very interesting. 


Q Question. 
A I still don't know what the question is. 


Q The question is this: Maxwell Rabb has been 
spreading that particular line to Italian Government officials 
to attempt to discourage them from taking appropriate counter- 
terrorist measures -- 


A I'm still waiting for the question. 


Q = a conference coming up in Rome next 
week. 


As I understand it, you have refused to comment on 
Rabb's statements. My question is this: (1) Is it the policy 
of the United States Government to spread this particular lie 
about Lyndon LaRouche? 
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It's one that has come out of the Italian Embassy, 
it has come out of the Embassy in Mexico City as well. 


A The answer to that question is that it is not 
the policy of the United States Government to spread lies. 


Q O.K., so therefore Maxwell Rabb is doing it, 
he is doing it on his own behalf, not as part of Administration 


policy? 
A I have no idea about that. 


Q That's good to know, good to get you on the 
record on that. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


gn 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 14, 1982 


INDEX 
Subject Page 


LEBANON 

Infiltration OF PLO. cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccod 
Non-Military Affiliates of PLO Part of Habib Plan?....1=-2 
Security Zone in Southern Lebanon....ccccccccssesecess 23,976 
European Allies Interests in MNF Participation........3 
Incidents in the Chouf Mountains....ceccccccssessseseed 
Reassertion of Lebanese Central Government Authority..4 
Amb. Habib's Whereabouts — PlanS..cccescccccsesseseeesO 
Fate of Palestinians in Israeli Detention Camps.......6-7,8 


Meetings with Camille Chamoun..ccsccccccccccscssssevseeld 








I SRAEL 
FM Shamir's ViSiCe ccccccccccccccccccccceacecoesccecoeeagae 


SAUDI ARABIA 
Ambassador's Courtesy Call on Deputy Sec. Dam....++++-3 


POLAND 
Militarization Of Gdansk Shipyard....cesesccesersevesesd 
Most Favored Nation StatuS..ceccccsesseveccesc seeesee4sll 


ITALY 
Alleged Interference by Amb. Rabb in Internal Affairs.6 


VI ETNAM 
Repatriation of MOMAINGccccccccccccceccesccccccccsococel 


NAMIBIA 
Cuban Troops in ANGOLA ccccccccccccecscccccccesesseeeed 


GRENADA 
Alleged Soviet MIG=-23 DeliverieS..cssscccccvcsesseeee es Ill 


ARAB LEAGUE DEL. BGATT OMe ccoccccccccecececceeeeeeeeceeoeeeead 
zs eneenrenkre kerk ® 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY NEWS BRIEFING 


DPC #176 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER i4, 1982, 12:05 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I do not have any 
announcements. Happy to take your questions. 
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Q Do you have any information about con- 
tinuation of infiltration of PLO into Lebanon, and specifi- 
cally into Beirut? 


A No, I don't have any new information I can 
offer you today. I would simply reiterate the concerns we 
expressed before. Those concerns remain and remain current. 


8) Does that concern include Beirut, too, or does 
it talk mainly about Bekaa and Tripoli area? 


A I don't have any specifics to offer you 
about Beirut. 


Q ’ In line with these allegations that the 
Habib agreement is being violated, can you tell us whether 
the agreement included a stipulation that the Palestine 
Research Institute should be disbanded and never again exist 
in Beirut? 
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A I think the terms of the Habib plan are 
well known in public, and I don't -- 
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Q I don't recall that being in the written. 


A I don't think that is. Not in those speci- 
fic terms. Frankly, I'm not aware of the affiliation of 
that organization so I can't address whether it represents 


-- you tell me. 


Q It is a PLO organization. 

A It is a PLO organization. 

Q It's always been a civilian organization. 
iy I can't answer the question. I don't know. 
Q In a more general sense, does your 


understanding -- that is, the U.S. understanding of the 
Habib agreement interpret it in such a way that all non 








military affiliates of the PLO should be out of Beirut? 


= A I don't think I can answer that at this 
_— point, Ozzie. 
Q May I follow this. I think this is very 


important issue that my colleague mentioned. My information 
tells everything which has been related to books and related 
to archives and related to manuscripts, and very important 
papers which are related to the Palestinian people, 
generally speaking, have been taken and Israeli eyewitnesses 
say that hundreds of cars loaded, of trucks loaded are 
taking everything, including presses of newspapers. 


A You raised this question, I think, sometime 
before. 


re) Because you raise the question again. If 
you can show some concern about checking on these things 
because this is very important for the Palestinian people 
wherever they are. 


A Let me see if I have any further infor- 
mation on your specific question, Ozzie; let me see if I 
have anything I can give you as a definition in response to 
your question. 


Q Do you have any information on the stake-out 
this afternoon, when the lunch will be over, whether the 
Secretary intends to come down? 
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A On the timing of Foreign Minister Shamir's 
departure, my understanding is that the schedule would call 
: for a departure of approximately 1:30. It's obviously a 
little hard to hold everybody to an exact schedule, if they 
decide for one reason or another to change that schedule. 


As far as the Secretary's plans, my understanding 
is that as of this moment he does not intend to come Gown. 
I don't anticipate a change in that plan. 


Q Can you say how the United States responds 
to the suggestion from Israel that there might be a two-tiered 
security zone in southern Lebanon? 


fy No. I don't want to go into specific 
substance of what one might do in southern Lebanon. John 
addressed this yesterday, and I really don't have more spe- 
cifics. This is the kind of issue which is clearly going to 
be discussed not only today but in other conversations, and 
I don't see the point of trying to address it publicly at 
this stage. I just can't do it. 
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@) Is the U.S. prepared to allow Israel and 
Lebanon to negotiate a security arrangement directly or does 
the U.S. feel it ought to be a participant in those 
negotiations? 


A I don't think the word "allow" is a rele- 
vant word. That would be a question that would be up to the 
Governments of Lebanon and Israel. 


0 To phrase it differently? Does the U.S. 
feel that it does not need to be a participant; that the 
U.S. does not need to be a participant? 


A I can't try to predict, or I won't try to 
predict what the specific shape of any talks would be in 
terms of participants and so on. We've addressed before -- 
acknowledged concern, long-standing concern on our part that 
there be satisfactory security arrangements in southern 
Lebanon so far as Israel's security is concerned. I'm just 
not prepared to go beyond that today. 


Q Are you prepared to tell us what other 
countries among the European Allies have expressed an 
interest to date in becoming a part of any expanded role for 
the Multinational Peacekeeping Force? 


A I don't have a list of countries that I can 
provide you. 


Q Alan, the Saudi Ambassador was meeting with 
the Deputy Secretary of State this morning. Do you have 
anything about his visit? 


A I understand that the Ambassador paid a 
courtesy call on Deputy Secretary Dam. 


0 Do you have anything you can tell us on 
Poland today, on the state of things over there? 


Ay The only thing I really could address is 
the question of the militarization, if you will, of the ship- 
yard, and I would note that in militarizing the shipyard in 
Gdansk the Polish Government has imposed the same regime as 
has been used in the Silesian Coal Mines to control workers. 


This harsh measure goes further to confirm the 
willingness of Polish authorities to use whatever force is 
necessary to suppress free trade union activity in Poland. 


Q Does the U.S. have any information to con- 
firm or deny or in anyway comment on the reports that work 
is proceeding normally at the shipyards and in the 
factories? 
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A I don't have a sitrep to give you, a sta- 
tus report. 

Q Alan, have you got anything more on the MFN 
business? 

A No, I have nothing new for you today on 
that. 

Q Back to Lebanon. The Maronites have been 


fighting with the Druzes; I mean, let's put it bluntly. You 
had been telling us from that podium that you favor the 

Lebanese Army going into East Beirut and picking up the arms 
of the Lebanese Forces. What do you say on this? You took 
the arms from the leftist and left the arms of the rightist. 


A You talking about specifically in Beirut or 
outside Beirut? 

Q Outside Beirut. 

A In the Chouf area? 

Q In the Chouf area, suburbs. 

A There have been sporadic incidents in the 


Chouf Mountains, specifically, which is an area under 
Israeli military occupation, and such incidents underscore, 
as we've noted before, the need for rapid withdrawal of all 
foreign forces in order to enable the Lebanese Armed Forces 
to undertake the internal peacekeeping role which is 
required. 


Q My question has been, do you favor the 
Lebanese Army going into East Beirut and into the areas 
controlled by the Phalangists? 


A I don't think it's a question of, again, 
what we favor. I think that our position on reassertion of 
Lebanese Central Government Authority throughout Lebanon -- 
first, in Beirut and then throughout Lebanon -- is quite 
clear. We've addressed some specific aspects where there 
might appear to have been some concerns or problems. But, 
basically, how they do this is obviously a decision for the 
Lebanese Government to address. 


As I say, where there have been some concerns 
about due process and that sort of thing, we have addressed 
that issue before. I have nothing new to add to any of that 
today. 
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Q Do you know of a timetable for expanding the 
army's authority into East Beirut? 


A I do not know. I've seen press reports, 
but I don't have anything independent. 


Q No independent information. 


A No. I don't think I have anything that 
goes beyond that. 


Q If such security arrangements will be made 
between the Government of Lebanon and the Government of 
Israel to prepare for the evacuation, what role do you see 
for Saad Haddad and his militias in the south in this 
matter, if you have anything to offer on that? 


A I don't have anything to offer beyond what 
we've said before, which is, again, the specific arrange- 
ments would be a matter for the Government of Lebanon. 

We've talked, going back months, about the issue of the need 
for any armed forces remaining in Lebanon, in our view, the 
need for them to be under the control and authority of the 
Central Government of Lebanon. That would be the 
appropriate thing to happen, a necessary thing to happen. 
But I don't have specific words to offer you today about any 
individual group, be it in the south or elsewhere at this 


point. 


--MORE-- 
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@) Do you recognize that the Saad Haddad forces are 
legitimate, illegitimate, or whatever, from the standpoint -- 


A No. I'm not addressing that issue. I'm 
Saying that any armed forces that will remain in Lebanon 
once the foreign forces are withdrawn should, in our view 
-- and it's been a longstanding position -- be under the 
authority of the Central Government of Lebanon. 


QO Do you have any comment on some reports 
coming from Italy that several prominent individuals there 
complained that Ambassador Rabb has been interfering in the 
internal affairs of the Italian Government, and that the 
Ambassador will be recalled? 


A No, not except from your colleagues who have 
preceded you in this briefing room. 


Q So you have no comment on what is happening 
in Italy in terms of requests from people in Italy that he 
be recalled? 


A I don't know of any requests from Italy and 
certainly not from the Government of Italy. 


re) Could you tell us where Ambassador Habib is, 
if he is still in California, and if he has any plans 
to come tc Washington or go to the Middle East? 


A My latest information, which really was 
yesterday, was that he is still in California and that he 
has no plans to come here anyway. I don't know what his 
personal travel plans are. But in terms of participating in 
events here, there is nothing scheduled as of this moment. 


Q Do you know when he plans to go back to the 
Middle East? 


A There is no plan at this point, specific 
timing for him to go back, or even necessarily that he will, 
although I would frankly expect that at some point, he 
doubtless would. 


Q Does the United States have any kind of offi- 
cial or active inquiry into the fate of the over 8,000 Palestinians 
that are being held in Israeli detention camps in the south? 
And has the United States had any official response to the 
hundreds of Palestinians that are being rounded up daily? 


A We have addressed both of these issues 
before, and I don't have anything new to add to that. 


Q Can you do it for the sake of the tape here? 


A No, I don't have the guidance that I've used 
before. I'm sorry. 


Q The MIA transfers in Vietnam, do you have 
anything to offer us on that, for instance, the specifics of 
what was transferred, to whom it was transferred, and is 
this the first fruit of a recent agreement to deal with 


searches? 


A First of all, the remains of five U.S. 
servicemen and identity documents on three U.S. servicemen 
were turned over to a Department of Defense recovery team 
which flew to Hanoi, October 14, today. 


I might note that we understand from the 
Vietnamese that they are the remains which were mentioned 
previously to the Vietnam Veterans Association. 


Obviously, we welcome the return of the remains 
and are prepared to receive them from any source. We regard 
government-to-government channels as the most effective and 
appropriate manner for the return of remains. 
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In terms of first fruit of discussions and so on, 
I don't know how to address that except to say that we have 
been dealing with the Vietnamese on this issue for many 
years. We welcome this development. Continued progress 
will depend on the cooperation of the Government of 
Vietnam, but I would have to refer further questions on it 
to DOD. I just don't have any more details on this. 


Q I guess I was just getting at the apparent 
breakthrough that occurred last month when the North 
Vietnamese said they would welcome a team, a regularly- 
spaced team, and I wondered if this was part of that; or is 
this outside of that, and those arrangements have not yet 
been completed or not yet progressed beyond where they were. 


A I have given you everything I've got on it. 


Q Back to the Middle East for a second, do you 
know who Chamoun has met in the Department? And does he 
figure into these consultations that John was speaking of 
yesterday, these ongoing consultations about a withdrawal 


agreement? 
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A Camille Chamoun? 
Q Yes, or his son, Edam. 
A I understand that he met with Nicholas Veliotes, 


I think it was yesterday. He's the only person in this 
building that I‘m aware that Mr. Chamoun is seeing. 

I don't know about whom he has seen elsewhere. I saw a 
press report indicating he had seen somebody over at the NSC 
or the White House. I just don't have information on that. 


I don't know, in terms of your question, of 
consultation. Obviously, we're listening to the views of 
lots of people. I don't know how to characterize it. 


President Gemayel is coming here shortly. 
Contacts with him that have taken place already in Lebanon 
and with his government and that will take place when he 
comes here are in government-to-government channels; but we 
have also consistently maintained contact with other impor- 
tant personalities as well. 


I can't put it in a nice, neat box for you. 


Q Can you give us the status on the inquiry 
into the fate of the over-8,000 Palestinians being held in 
detention camps in the south? 


A I didn't say that we ever said we had an 
inguiry into this, so there is no status report to give you. 


Q Has there been any response from questions 
raised by the United States from the Israeli Government? 


A I don't have anything new to add today to 
what we had before on that. I'm sorry. 


Q Has there been any response from the Lebanese 
Government to the United States’ questions about the round-up 
of Palestinians in Beirut? 


A Again, I know you suffer from not coming here 
daily (laughter) but we've addressed it. I just don't carry 
around with me the pieces of paper every day to read you the 
same magic words. 


We did address the fact that the concerns about 
reports of activities had been expressed or raised, and that 
we had been reassured by the response from the Government of 
Lebanon. 
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Q Does the U.S. see anything new or significant 
in a reported statement by the Angolan Ambassador in Paris 
that Angola is prepared to make some kind of gesture with 
regard to Cuban troops there if South Africa agreed to inde- 
pendence for Namibia? 


Is there any nuance in that that we should -- 


a First, I'm not aware of the remark; second, I 
think I would have to rest on what was said by a senior 
official in a background briefing recently in New York, and 
that, as you know, is available to you. I just don't think 
I can go beyond that. 


Q I don't know if anybody asked you this, but 
if so, let me know, about the meeting between Cheysson and 
Arafat, and do you have any comment to make about it? 


A (1) nobody asked and (2) I don't have a 
comment. 


re) Do you have a date for the visit of the West 
German Chancellor here? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports of MIG-23s 
being introduced into Grenada? 


A Yes, to note simply that in the past, we have 
noted Grenada's growing involvement with the Soviet Union 
and Cuba, including the economic and political agreement 
Signed by Grenada's Prime Minister, Maurice Bishop, with the 
Soviet Union in late July and the clear military potential 
represented by Grenada's substantial airfield construction. 


These developments have caused concern both for 
the U.S. and Grenada's Caribbean neighbors. Beyond that, I 
don't have a specific comment on the allegation of Soviet 
MIG-23 deliveries. 


0 Who made the allegation? 


A It was a report in the Washington Times this 
morning from, I believe, a Grenadan exile group. Is that 
correct, Peter? 





Q Yes. 


Q So you're not confirming that there are 
MIG-23s -- 
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A No. I have no information to confirm that 
allegation. 
Q Do you have any observation today on the 


Hussein-Arafat meeting and its possible effect on the Reagan 
plan? 


A No. 
Q Do you expect to have anything? 


A I think probably not. At least, at this 
point, I have no indication that we will be commenting 
publicly on that. 


Q Alan, will there be any kind of a readout 
that you will be able to offer us on the talks today later 
in the day between Shamir and Shultz? 


A At this point, there is nothing scheduled and 
I wouldn't lead you to anticipate there would be. If there 
were, for some reason, some change in that, first of all I 
guess I would ask you to be in touch with the Press Office, 
but we would try and make it known. We're not going to do 
something in a secret corner. (Laughter) But there is no 
plan at this particular moment to do that. 


re) Who specifically, in addition to the prin- 
Cipals, are participating in the talks today? 


AA I don't have a list of the people who are 
participating at this -- 


Q Do you know if Draper is there? 
A Yes, he is there. 


Q Do you have anything now about the Arab group 
that is visiting Washington, anything you can tell us about 
-- who will they be meeting? 


aA I don't think I have anything new. We had 
something on this yesterday, I believe. I don't recall the 
specifics of it. I would ask you to check and see what 
there is. If there is not anything there, we don't have it 
at this point. There is nothing beyond what we had as of 


yesterday. 
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Alan, do you know of any more impending pipe- 
coming out of Europe? 


I personally don't. 

Anything on Most Favored Nation status? 
No. I was asked that. 

I'm sorry. I didn't hear it. 

Thank you. 


You're welcome. 


briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC#177 


FRIDAY, OCTOBER 15, 1982, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HJGHES: Good afternoon, you all. I have a 
brief announcement on the Conference on Democratization in 
Communist Countries. The Department of State is sponsoring a 
Conference on Democratization in Communist Countries which 
will be held on October 18 and 19 in the International 
Conference rooms of the Department of State. 


The President said in his address on June 6 to the 
British Parliament that it is important to foster the 


infrastructure 


of democracy. The Conference will address 


itself to the prospects for democratic evolution under com- 


munist regimes. 


A distinguished group of experts have been 


invited to participate from the United States and abroad. 
Secretary Shultz will address the conference and senior 
Department officials will take part. Secretary Shultz’ par- 
ticipation will be on Monday at 3:15 p.m. 


Participation in the conference is limited and 
deliberations will be off the record. Requests for further 
information should be directed to the office of Ambassador 
Gerald Helman, Deputy to the Under Secretary of State for 
Political Affairs. His telephone number is 632-9818. 


Does that mean the Secretary's speech is off 


Yes. 


wrong? It may not be. 


the aa, too? 
A 
Am I 
Q 


In other words, there is nothing to cover at 


this meeting you've told us all about. (Laughter) 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


Isn't that undemocratic? (Laughter) 

(Laughter) You're in a feisty mood today. 

Can we have a copy of that, please? (Laughter) 
A copy of this? (Laughter) Sure. 


It's off the record. (Laughter) 


I'll be glad to take any more serious questions. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the decision by the 
Salvadoran judge yesterday to uphold the prior decision to 
release the man who has been implicated in the slaying of the 
two Americans in January 1981? 


A I don't think we have anything on that. No. 
Sorry. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the work of the 
working group that met yesterday? 


A I want to be sure we haven't misled you on 
that term, “working group.” You shouldn't assume that a 
major new structure has been set up. What happened is that 
the Secretary and Foreign Minister met in the morning, had 
lunch, continued their discussions with others in their party 
throughout the afternoon, and decided at a certain point that 
others in their group should continue perhaps a more detailed 
discussion at a working level. So that is what happened last 
night. 


That group of individuals met last night and there will 
be another such group meeting this afternocn. Some of the 
participants will be the same. Basically, what they are 
doing is taking forward that exploration and consultation of 
the points that were discussed in the meeting between Mr. 

Shamir and the Secretary. 


Q How generally would you characterize the 
Israeli proposals for the security zone in southern Lebanon? 


A I don't think we would. The discussion is 
confidential and I think we would keep them that way. The 
discussions have been going on on the ground in the Middle 
East; discussions are going on here. President Gemayel is 
coming next week and the discussions will continue. 


Mr. Draper will return to the Middle East, and 
there will be again continuing discussion. But I don't think 
we want to get into detailed examination of the ideas that 
are being presented to us or that have been offered. 


Q In terms of agreement or disagreement between 
Israel and the United States, how would you characterize it? 


A It's really not a question of agreement or 
disagreement because that implies negotiations, and I think 
what really is happening here is consultation, examination, 
and elaboration of each other's points of view. But cer- 
tainly, the discussions have been workman-like. I think 
there is no question about that. 
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Q A housekeeping question: Can you confirm that 
there will be a 5:00 o'clock meeting of Secretary Shultz and 
Foreign Minister Shamir? And will this be the final meeting 
cf the weekend? | 


A I think it will be the final meeting of the 
weekend. I think Mr. Shamir is due to leave on Sunday, and 
there had been some discussion as to whether there might be a- 
further meeting with the Secretary. 


Mr. Shamir, I think, had some scheduling problems 
this afternoon, but I guess those have now been resolved and 
that meeting will take place at 5:00 o'clock this afternoon. 


Q Can you give us any indication of its purpose? 


A It's an extension of the talks that have 
already begun. 


Q John, Mr. Paul Wolfowitz alluded to the idea 
of sending MNF into the south of Lebanon instead of UNIFIL 
in a settlement. Would you care to comment on this? 


Ms I think he was asked in a theoretical sense 
and offered the same kind of a response that we have offered. 
There are no plans for that, but as we have said before, 
nothing is rejected out of hand and discussions are going for- 
ward, obviously, on a variety of proposals. But there are no 
plans to send those forces there. 


Q Would you be thinking of including the British 
and the Dutch and such in it? It's a hypothetical question, 
I understand. 


A It is a very hypothetical questicn, and we 
wouldn't respond to it. I think that a number of countries 
have indicated publicly that in the event anything like this 
emerged, they would have an interest in it; but I think their 
pronouncements are also in a very hypothetical area. There 
is certainly no contemplation of that. 


Q John, you're saying theoretical. Under what 
conditions would such a proposal be more liable to take 
place? 


A No, I'm not. Obviously, our position is that 
we have an acute interest in that southern area of Lebanon, 
as do the Israelis. It has been our concern that that area 
should not be used as a launching pad for terrorist attacks 
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against Israel. Those concerns remain; the Israelis have 
those concerns. Obviously, in the discussions that are going 
on now, those concerns would have been examined. But I'm not 
going to get into the specifics of various plans by various 
people as to how those concerns might be met. 


Q What you are saying, John, if I understand, is 
if other arrangements to satisfy the security needs of Israel 
are not found, then probably something like this can be 
acceptable to the United States? 


A No. I'm not saying that at all. I'm saying 
that various devices have been discussed. There is the 
role of UNIFIL; there obviously is a Multinational Force in 
Lebanon, but I'm not suggesting that there is any movement in 
any direction. 


Q John, by the same token, if you're saying 
southern Lebanon will not be used as a launching pad against 
the Israelis, are you also entertaining the idea that 
southern Lebanon, or all of Lebanon, should be also safe from 
surprises by the Israelis, because all along since 1975 -- 
and even before and after -- there were a lot of invasions 
and a lot of taking over of territory, which culminated in this 
latest war, that will secure and guarantee that Lebanon will 
not be attacked by Israel? 


A I'm not sure I understand the question. 


Q The question is, you are concerned about 
southern Lebanon not being used as a launching pad against 
Israel. 


A Right. 


Q At the same time, are you concerned that 
northern Israel or Israel itself will not launch any attacks 
Or any more wars against Lebanon? 


A Of course, that's a concern. I think that is 
one of the reasons we're asking for the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon. It has been our concern that 
the Government of Lebanon should extend its authority over 
its own territory and be able to administer it peacefully. 
So of course we have a concern. 


Q You alluded to southern Lebanon being a 
launching pad for attacks on Israel. Since 1978, there have 
been 7,000 UNIFIL troops assigned to prevent infiltration 
there. 
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Are we to understand you as believing that there is 
a need to augment the UNIFIL force in southern Lebanon -- 


A No. 
-- or that it is ineffective? 
No. 


What is your position? 


r Ob FY VO 


No, I don't think you should read anything 
into that. Obviously, the role of UNIFIL would be something 
that would be under discussion in the continuing talks that 
are going on, but I wouldn't want to suggest that there is a 
different role or an expanded role or an alternative role for 


UNIFIL. 


I think we would just like to stand where we are. 
Confidential discussions are going forward, and it is going 


to take some time for us to hear the views of the various parties 


and offer our own views. 


Q In the past, the United States has supported the 


presence of the UNIFIL troops in southern Lebanon. 


’ A Yes, and would support an extension of it, as 
we've already said. 


Q John, within the past hour, Minister Shamir 
has once again held out the possibility that there might be 
discussed the possibility of a more extensive American 
military involvement on a longer-term basis in southern 


Lebanon. 


I understand that you've danced around that. If 
you can't answer the question directly as to whether that is 
being considered, can you take the question in that tone? 


A No, I don't think so, because (a) I haven't 
seen what he said within the past hour and I think that 
there is agreement that the kind of discussions that went 
on yesterday and will continue are confidential, so I don't 
think we would want to get into the specifics of who is 
suggesting what and what the other's response is. 


Q Even without that, the whole question of the 
possibility of a longer term, perhaps even a quasi-permanent 
American military force in the area? 


A No consideration of that, to my knowledge. 
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Q Can you confirm reports that the United States 
is helping the French develop and deploy a neutron bomb? 


A I have something on that for you. 

There is no truth to the story that the United 
States Government is providing important technological 
assistance to help the French produce a neutron weapon. 


Q Perhaps, could you put that in the future 
tense as well -- “will not provide"? 


a I think I will rest on the language we've got 
here. I don't want to mislead you. 


Q Well, is the United States providing any 
technical assistance to the French? 


A No. In this Area? 

Q In this -- 

A No. 

Q While you're on stories, do you have any con- 
ment about the story about the South African-Namibia talks 
being stalled? 

A I've got something on that. 


I take it you're referring to the -- 


Washington Post. 





The Washington Post. Namibian story? 





Right. 


Out of Johannesburg or Pretoria? 


ono Fr OD YF DO 


Pretoria, yes. 


A We frankly do not understand the tone of the 
article -- that's The Washington Post story today -- quoting 





unnamed Western diplomatic sources in Pretoria as saying 

that southern African negotiations are deadlocked. We don't 
understand the tone of the article, and terms like 
"deadlocked" simply do not reflect the reality of the state of 
negotiations. 
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It has always been clear that these negotiations 
would be very difficult, involving as they do complex issues 
and fundamental choices for the wide range of parties 
involved. The negotiations are continuing and we are 
working on the basis that the parties are committed to the 
success of the process. 


Q Can I follow up? Have we made any progress 
in getting Cuban troops out of Angola or South African 
troops out of Namibia? 


A I think I'm going to stand on the language 
that I've offered to you already. As we have said, the two 
are not linked. Opviously, the one has a bearing on the 
Other. Obviously, we have a concern that any settlement in 
southern Africa should bring peace to the whole region; and 
we are proceeding with our negotiations and discussions 
insofar as the region in its entirety is concerned. 


Q Can you comment on The New York Times article 
today that said Romania was able to insure continued MFN? 





4 I have something on that for you. 


The story said that Romania was able to insure 
continued Most Favored Nation status. 


Assistant Secretary Abrams was in Bucharest 
October 6 and 7 for discussions of Romanian emigration 
procedures. During last summer's Congressional con- 
sideration of MFN for Romania, the Government of Romania 
stated that it would engage in such discussions and would 
improve its emigration procedures. 


The talks last week made real progress but reached 
no final accords and Most Favored Nation status for Romania 
for next year is not assured. The President will not decide 
on whether to recommend MFN for Romania until next spring, 
and his recommendation will depend not on Romania's pledges 
but Romanian performance on human rights issues. 


The U.S.-Romania Governments will continue 
discussions on Romanian emigration procedures in the coming 
months, and we will watch carefully to see if the delays and 
harassment which applicants for migration have faced are now 
being eliminated. 


Q Two on that. 


First, can we have a copy of that? 


oreign 
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A Surely. 


Q The second thing is: Starting within the 
next couple of days, the United States-Romanian Joint 
Economic Commission I believe is meeting. I think the 
United States is sending some people -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- to Romania for that. Could you find out 
if this is going to be discussed during that? 


A All right; let me take a look at that. 
Q And do you have anything on Polish MFN? 
A No; no movement on that. 


Q I believe you alluded to three erroneous 
stories in the Western press. In that regard, do you have 
any comment on The New York Times story from the UN 
suggesting that senior UN officials regard the Soviet press 
as doing a better job than the Western press? (Laughter. ) 





A Yes. I happen to have a little something on 
that. 


From our observation of the methods of operations 
and the content of the Soviet press in comparison with 
Western coverage, we find the thesis of the report that 
apparently is being suggested -- if it is accurately 
recounted, we find that thesis to be incredible. 


Q If it's accurate. 


A If that's accurate. (Laughter.) 


Q Going back to the neutron bomb, did the 
French at any point request technical assistance in pro- 
ducing the weapons? 


A Not to my kaowledge. 


Q A FBIS piece out of Israel suggests that the 
Secretary is planning a trip to the Mideast. 


A Yes; I saw that, and that's a little 
puzzling. No plans. The Secretary's position is as it has 
been all along -- that I'm sure he will go the Middle East at 
some stage, and he has an interest in it, but there are no 
plans. 
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Q Do you know if the idea or possibility of 
such a visit was raised in the discussions yesterday? 


A It certainly was not raised in about three 
and a half hours of the discussion. It is possible that it 
was raised briefly, but I don't think it was. 


I think the Secretary's travel plans are where we 
have suggested all along they would be. He, as you know, 
has expressed a considerable interest in both Canada and 
Latin America and was pleased that both of his first two 
trips abroad were to Canada and Mexico, although the Mexican 
one was a very brief visit. But I think his interest in 
Canada and Latin America continues. 


Q John, on the -- 


Q If I may just follow up, are you suggesting 
that his interest in Canada and Latin America would take pre- 
cedence over the Middle East? 


A I don't want to give you a framework because 


there is nothing planned specifically, but there are no 
plans for the Middle East travel at the moment and I know 
that he has a fair degree of interest in travel to both 
Canada and Latin America. 


Thank you. 
Are there any plans for Asia? 


Not at the moment. 


oO FF ODO DO 


And Latin America? 


Q Do you have anything on the President's 
speech to the Farm Belt today on the offer to the Russians 
of up to 23 million tons of grain? The question asked by 
Europeans is the consistency -- whether the U.S., in guaran- 
teeing that contracts would be lived up to on the sales of 
grain to the Russians, is being hypocritical in asking the 
Europeans to cancel contracts signed prior to Poland on the 


pipeline. 


ay I think, really, I would leave the detailed 
response to that to the White House. The White House, I 
understand, put out a fact sheet this morning and it had a 
fair amount of data on that; but just in general, on the 
specific point you raised, I'll just reiterate what we've said 


before. 
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There's no change in our position, and the action 
the President took today doesn't change our policy. The 
United States believes that sales of grain and other agri- 
cultural products are intrinsically different from sales of 
equipment and technology for the pipeline. Grain sales 
require the Soviets to expend needed foreign exchange, 
which is about 40 percent of all Soviet hard-currency expen- 
ditures now going for food imports, whereas the pipeline 
will eventually earn billions of dollars annually for the 
Soviet economy. Grain, which is consumed within a short 
period of time and must be replaced continually, does not 
contribute to the Soviet industrial base as pipeline equip- 
ment does. 


In addition, grain is sold for cash or short-term 
commercial credit while sales for the pipeline are made 
under long-term subsidized loans. 


And I guess it is worth noting that the European 
countries themselves sell significant amounts of grain to 
the Soviet Union as well as large amounts of other agri- 
cultural products. But I think any more specific questions 
I'd really refer to the White House. 


Can we have a cory of that, please? 


Sure. 


oO F VO 


O.K. 


Q I want to go back to discussions that you've 
had with Mr. Shamir here. If there were no discussions but 
there were only consultations -- and although the con- 
sultations are confidential -- are you optimistic that an 
accord will be reached now by year-end, as Mr. Shamir 
alluded it on national television over the weekend? 


A Mr. Shamir has said that he hopes all foreign 
troops will be out of Lebanon by year's end -- and certainly 
the United States has expressed that hope -- and so we're 
moving forward on the basis of those hopes. 


Q How about your hopes? Are you optimistic 
then, personally? 


A Me personally? 


Q Yes. You know, the United States is optimistic 


that -- 
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A My personal hopes are of no consequence. I 
wouldn't say the United States is optimistic, but I would 
just reiterate what the United States has said about its 
desire for speedy withdrawal and its hope that this could be 
accomplished by year's end. 


Q Are there contacts under way now with Arab 
countries to convince them to accept more Palestine 
fighters? 


a I don't think we're going to get into the 
specifics of what we're talking about, but obviously there 
is frequent communication with a variety of other govern- 
ments on the overall Middle East peace process and the 
overall situation in Lebanon. 


Q Other than Syria? 
fh Yes -- 
Q Through the peace process -- 


nh -- talks -- don't misunderstand me. ‘The com- 
munication is going forward on the peace process and on the 
Lebanon situation. 


Q On the peace process, can you tell us in 
general what is next, who is to make a move next? Is it the 
Arabs, Israel, the United States? What are we waiting for? 
It looks like things are stopped. 


A Well, as you know, a Fez delegation will be 
here very shortly on the 22nd, I think - 


A -- and I think -- 
Q So I won't get -- 
A -- that's one of the next steps. 


Q Is there a tacit recognition by the United 
States that a larger peacekeeping force is -- not necessarily 
Americans, but that a larger peacekeeping force is needed in 
Lebanon? Chamoun said he urged 15,000 troops on the White 
House, and I noticed in the Lebanese press reports he's been 
saying in Lebanon they need 30,000 and Brzezinski said the 
other day he thought 21,000 would be needed. 


A Yes. 
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Q Is there any tacit recognition of this by the 
United States? 


A No. I think those are their comments, and I 
think we're not going to respond to those. We're going to 
continue with the consultations we're having and see where 
we come out and see what the mechanics of any arrangement 
might be when we get there, 


Q Is Amin Gemayel expected to urge a larger 
peacekeeping force? 


A I don't know; I don't know, until I get 
there. 


Q Thank you. 
aA O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45) 
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: (ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning, all. I have a couple of 
announcements for you: 


I remind you that the Secretary will 
be addressing the Conference on Democratization in Communist 
Countries this afternoon at 3:15 in the Loy Henderson 
Conference Room. His address is ON THE RECORD and open to 
cameras. Cameras may be set up during the luncheon break, 
from 1:00 to 2:00 p.m. or immediately preceding the 
Secretary's address at 3:05. The press will not be allowed in 
the conference until 3:05 -- that's after the lunch period -- 
when the cameras can be set up. The rest of the conference is 
OFF THE RECORD. 


Q Is there a prepared text? 
A There is a prepared text, yes. Sure. 
Secondly, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing 
at the White House today at 2:30 on the occasion of the visit 
to the United States of Lebanese President Amin Gemayel. 


Q That will be in the briefing room? 
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A That will be in the briefing room. 





That's all I have for you. 
Q Is that going to be piped in here, John? 
A I don't think that is being piped in here, no. 


Q John, what is our position on an extension of 
the UNIFIL mandate in southern Lebanon? 


A I think we said at the U.N. that we would sup- 
port such an extension. Specifically, we suggested two 
months. 





e) Have you anything on the Times story yesterday 
about the U.S. position - agreement - with Europe on sanctions? 
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A Yes. We do have something for you on the sanc- 
tions situation. As you know, the Secretary of State has in 
recent weeks had a number of discussions with the Foreign 
Ministers of our allies, both on the margins of the U.N. 
General Assembly and at the NATO Foreign Ministers meeting in 


Canada. 


In these meetings, the general issue of East-West 
economic relations was discussed at some length. It is evi- 
dent that this is an issue of great concern to all of us. The 
Secretary did not make proposals for the ending of the pipe- 
line sanctions; rather, he discussed the importance of 
nacrowing the differences between the nations of the Alliance 
regacding economic relations with the East. Those discussions 


are continuing. 


Q Has anybody else from this Administration made 
proposals? . 


A Proposals to -- ? 


Q -- to the allies on ending the sanctions? 


A No. Any discussions are taking place within 
this broad context. 


Q Has anyone in the Administration indicated to 
the allies that -- I guess the general question tis, have they 
established any kind of informal linkage between the two? If a 
tougher line is adopted on credit towards the Russians, then 
the United States would be willing to reconsider its sanctions? 


A No. There is no linkage in the discussions 
that are going on. As you know, at the U.N. in his bilateral 
sessions, the Secretary specifically indicated that because of 
obvious disagreements on the pipeline sanctions issue, they 
were not discussed, or were discussed in a very marginal way. 
And so the discussions that have been going on -- 


Q Apart from the issue of linkage, I think that 
the Times story ceported that apart from the pipeline, the 
United States had submitted a new set of proposals to the 
allies. Is that accurate? 


A Obviously, discussions are going on in the 
light of what I think was an agreement in principle among the 
Foreign Ministers at La Sapiniere to try to achieve a Western 
consensus on this overall question of East-West economic rela- 
tions. Obviously, discussions are continuing and going on 
back and forth. 
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Q Has the United States submitted a paper of any 
kind? 


A I don't want to get into the details of those 
discussions. They are moving along and are continuing. 


Q I don't like to ask questions about stortes in 
my Own paper, but I will for the record: Was there hope of 
having some announcement the weekend of the latest crackdown 
on Poland, but that was cancelled? And the story suggests 
that the Secretary was trying to persuade the President to 
have the sanctions lifted that weekend -- last weekend, 
actually? 


A No. I think that, as I say, obviously there 
have been discussions on this broad East-West economic rela- 
tionship, and those are going forward. That is where the 


focus is. 


There certainly have been and are continuing exchanges 


between the United States and our allies. I'm not going to go 
beyond that in terms of any specifics. 


Q John, the Italian Foreign Minister today, in 
reference to the sanctions, said it was illogical for the 
United States to go ahead with the grain sales while imposing 
the pipeline sanctions on the allies. That suggests that the 
broad discussions on broad East-West trade issues have not 
pcogressed much beyond where they were a month or two ago. 


Could you comment on that at all? 


A No, I don't think I'd want to characterize the 
state of those negotiations other than to say that they are 
still continuing, various of the parties are offering 
viewpoints, and there is exchange going forward. 


Q Is it accurate to say that the grain agreement 
is part of the overall broad East-West trade issues that you 
ceferred to? 


A No. I think you should look at the President's 
announcement on grain for what it was -- an indication that 
the United States would be prepared to sell a certain amount 
of grain if the Soviets were interested. I think any other 
discussions that are going on on the overall issue of the eco- 
nomic relationship are in a different category, a broader 


category. 


Q So the discussions are not including the grain 
question? 
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A No. 


Q Are there any indications that the Soviets are 
interested in buying more than 15 million tons of grain? 


A I have only a brief comment on that for you. 
There is, as you know, some discussion scheduled next week. 
We have no official Soviet response to the President's offer. 
However, we will have an opportunity to discuss this directly 
with the Soviets in our grains consultations next week. 


Q Who will be attending that meeting on behalf of 
the United States? 


A We can do a little checking on that for you, 
but I can't give you answer on that right now. I'll 
find out for you. 


Q When and where? 
A I'll find that out for you, too. 


Q Also, on the trade issues, has the U.S. decided 
to make its dairy surplus available for sale at this point? 


A Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Can we go back to East-West trade just a minute? 


Two quick questions: First, do you have any response to Mr. 
Pym's remarks that the EC would like to press Washington for 
talks on East-West and steel trade issues? 


A We lack a transcript of Mr. Pym's statement. 
Mr. Pym stated that the EC Foreign Ministers unanimously 
desired to follow up on the La Sapiniere meeting. The United 
States is certainly prepared to meet whenever our allies 
desire. We, too, want to move ahead. 


Q What about Polish MFN? 


A Nothing for you on that. The President will 
make his decision. 


Q Do you have any idea when? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the tourists that have 
been kidnapped in Zimbabwe? 
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A Yes. The Unfted States Embassy in Harare, 
Zimbabwe, has received unconfirmed information that a group of 
foreigners has been sighted. The families of the two 
Americans were informed of this report, as they have been in 
the past of other unconfirmed sightings or rumors. 


The United States Embassy in Zimbabwe is following 
up on the unconfirmed information. 


Q Do you have anything, John, on the issue of who 
and whether a PLO man will accompany the Arab delegation here? 


A Yes, I do. We are aware of press reports to 
the effect that a PLO official will accompany the Fez Summit 
follow-up committee to the United States; but as we have 
already said, we have made it clear we will not receive a PLO 
official, and we have no reason to expect that the Fez 
Committee would disregard our wishes on this matter. 


Beyond this, we can only repeat for you that our 
position on talks with the PLO has not changed. We will not 
recognize oc negotiate with that organization until it has 
accepted U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338, and 
cecognized Israel's cight to exist. 


Q Do you know whether, in fact, a PLO official 
cacrying a Kuwaiti or Egyptian passport may be accompanying 
the delegation? 


A No, I don't. 


Q But you are not prepared to meet with them if 
they -- 


A We're not prepared to meet with representatives 
of the PLO. 


Q Would you accept the PLO official if he ccmes 
with the delegation and stays in Washington in some other 
location while this delegation is meeting with the President? 


A When you say, "Will we accept,” do you mean 
will we meet with him? 


Q Will you let him in? 


A I think that's a hypothetical situation which 
we would have to look at should an application be -- 


Q Are you discussing this possibility? 
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A No. No, we don't expect that to happen. 
We've made our views plain, and we expect our views to be 


respected. 


Q While on this, John, do you have anything about 
their visit here, because a colleague of mine called the White 
House and was told the State Department -- and you told us it 
was the White House? Do you have anything? 


A It is the White House. 
Q They still say it's State Department. 


A I don't think we have a detailed schedule for 
the Fez delegation. 


Q One more thing: Do you have any comments on 
the Soviet Union's statement about the Secretary's statement 
about Israel's participation in the United Nations -- that is, 
calling the U.S. position a blackmail of some sort? 


A No. 

° Do you care to comment on that? 

A No. 

Q You are aware of the report? 

A Yes. 

Q There wece some ceports in the Israeli press 


that the Secretary hinted during his meeting with Shamic that 
the United States may link the aid to Israel to an acceptance 
of the Reagan plan by Israel. 


A That's obviously not true and obviously out of 
character with everything we have said before and continue to 


say. 


Q Was that issue, the issue of the aid to Israel, 
discussed by the two Ministers? 


A Not to my knowledge. I mean there isn't any 
reason why aid to Israel in general might be discussed, but 
certainly not in tecms of linkage, not in tercms of any puni- 
tive action by the United States. And I do not think, in 
fact, that aid to Israel was discussed at all, but it cer- 
tainly would not be discussed in the context you suggest. 
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Q On Foreign Minister Shamir's visit, we've had 
several days of briefings by the Israeli side on what hap- 
pened. Do you have anything to say beyond your initial state- 
ment the first day? 


A No, I don't think so. The talks, as you 
know, were confidential; they were, I think, business-like 
and workman-like. There was a good exchange of viewpoints. 


We shouldn't speak for the Israelis, but I think the 
Israelis have indicated they presented their thinking. We 
now have the President of Lebanon coming, and I think we will 
have a similar interchange with hin. 


Q Does the U.S. share the Israeli goal of 
assuring the withdrawal of some additional thousands of PLO 


fighters from Lebanon? 


A Yes, of course we're for that. We're for the 
withdrawal of the PLO, the Syrian forces, and the Israeli 
forces in their entirety. 


Let me be sure I understand your question. Are you 
asking it in the broad sense? 


Q Yes, I am. But I'd like to follow that up by 
asking you whether it is your understanding or not that Israel 
is asking for the withdrawal of these remaining PLO forces as 
a pre-condition or as a first steps before the withdrawal can 
begin of Israeli and Syrian forces. 


A As I say, the discussions were confidential, so 
I think we would have to leave that to the Israelis to 
Clarify. While we, obviously, are for the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces, we are not getting into the question of the 
scenario of how they withdraw at this stage. Obviously, 
that's something that has to conitnue to be the subject of 
discussion with the Israelis and the Lebanese. 


Q One final question on that: Do you have 
any further thoughts today of whether the Multinational Force 
in southern Lebanon would make any sense as a means of -- 


A No. I think, as we said on Friday, there are 
certainly no plans for the dispatch of any U.S. troops in 
addition to the MNF that exists there already to Lebanon. But 
obviously, the question of UNIFIL is very much an option, and 
the role of the existing MNF forces a factor, but beyond 
that, no, no developments. 
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Q John, to follow on that, you said that there 
were no plans for additional troops to Lebanon. I'm not quite 
sure I heard what you said about the role of the existing 


force. 


A Well, UNIFIL is obviously still in play and 
still very much an option. 


Q Is the role of the existing U.S. contingent to 
the Beirut Multinational Force under discussion also? 


A No, not at the moment. No. 


Q Has the U.S. accepted the Israeli ideas about 
the nature of the security arrangements in southern Lebanon? 


A Well, “nature” -- I think, obviously, as we 
have said on a number of occasions, we are concerned that no 
terrorist attacks should be launched from southern Lebanon 
against Israel, and we share Israel's concern that the 
question of security should be adequately taken care of. 

But at this stage we're not going to get into any matase 
about how that security can be guaranteed. 


Q Was there any agreement or are Israel and the 
U.S. now closer to each other regarding this question of the 
specific nature of the security arrangement? 


A I just don't think we're going to get into 
that. It, basically, was a question of Israel offering 
some ideas and suggestions which we will want to consider, and 
then we will have the ongoing discussions with the President 
of Lebanon, and after that, we will -- 


Q Mr. Shamir wasn't told by the Secretary what 
parts of the Israeli plan are accepted by the U.S. and what 
parts are rejected? 


A I don't want to get into that kind of detail on 
the discussions that they had. 


Q Was Secrev.ary Shultz encouraged primarily by 
the tone or by anything that Shamir said about the peace pro- 
cess itself? 


A I think both sides, in addition to discussing 
Lebanon at length -- ycu're talking about the Middle East? 


Q Yes. 





gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A Obviously, there was considerable discussion 
about the overall process and how that might be restarted 
and moved along, but I don't want to offer any charac- 
terization of how they felt about that. I think they both 
felt it was a good exchange. 


Q Can we talk about aid to Lebanon? We've seen 
figures, particularly in the Middle East press, of $10 billion 
-- "b" for boy -- in American aid for Lebanon? 


A Sure. 
Q Where are we now? 
A We announced last month that we plan to make 


available to assist housing in Lebanon an additional $30 
million in AID housing investment guarantees. This would 
bring the total U.S. economic assistance made available to 
Lebanon since June to about $110 million. 


Q What is the difference between the two figures? 


A ‘The difference between the two figures? 
which two figures? 


Q $100 million and $10 billion? 


A It seems to me there is quite a difference. 
(Laughter) 


Q So what are you saying, that the American aid 
to Lebanon would be within the range of what, $110 billion 
that you're talking about? 


A I'm saying that's where we stand at the moment. 


Q Is there any thought to a substantial increase 
beyond this $110 million? 


A Not to my knowledge. As you know, there is, I 
think, a US military mission in Lebanon. I guess they are pro- 
bably back by now, or just about back. They have been looking 
at the question of military aid to Lebanon, but I think you 
probably ought to talk to the Pentagon about that. 


Q John, there was a report over the weekend in the 
Boston Globe that President Reagan was prepared to call a 





Camp David-like meeting if King Hussein was willing to par- 
ticipate. Do you have any reaction to that report? 
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A There are no plans for any Camp David meeting 
-- there are no plans for a meeting at Camp David. 


Q Well, it could be anywhere, but the concept, 
rather than the specific place? 


A There is nothing moving on that, but obviously, 
as we have said many times, we would welcome Jordan's involve~ 
ment in a continuation of the Camp David discussions. 


-- MORE -- 





1l 


Q Is there any indication as to when the King 
is going to come here? ' 
A No. 
Q You can't deny the Globe story outright, 
. then? 
f A That a specific meeting has been set for 
Camp David? 


Q No, no. They said if the King of Jordan joins 
the process, the Administration is considering convening 
another Camp David summit conference. 


A I don't want to mislead you. If you mean 
is there specific consideration, the answer to that is no. 
If you mean in general, is the United States willing, 
indeed eager, to resume those discussions and to include 
Jordan, yes, of course. 


Q But the issue is a narrower one, I think. 
Is the United States willing to call such a meeting, to 
host such a meeting. If King Hussein were willing to sit 
down with the Israelis, would this government take the 
initiative? 


A I think we are not at that point yet. We 
haven't had the kind of signals that various Administra- 
tion officials have said we are iooking for. We are still going 
through that process. 


Q But you are open to a meeting at the 
summit level if the conditions warrant it. 
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nh I don't want to make a commitment here in a 
hypothetical situation, but it seems in general there is 
no reservation about such a meeting. 


Q Then the Boston Globe story is right, is 
what you are saying. 





A Well, if you are going back to the basis of the 
American position in that when we have the right partici- 
pants to engage in a resumption of the Camp David nego- 
tiations, yes. But if you are asking whether there is 
anything specifically moving which would suggest an early 
conference, the answer to that is no. 


Q One thing that is specifically moving, I 
understand that there is a report this morning that Prime 
; Minister Begin has issued a formal public invitation to 
King Hussein to join in the talks. Is that movement in 
the right direction as far as the U.S. is concerned. Do 
you think that will make any difference? 
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A I am not aware of that. 


Q In that connection, do you have anything 
following the King's meetings with Arafat -- 


A No. 


Q -- that would give you any greater encourage- 
ment that he would be willing to participate? 


Mn No. I think, as we have said probably last 
Friday and last Thursday, we don't have any comment on 
those discussions. 





Q Going back to the aid to Lebanon, I believe 
that Mr. McPherson has made a couple of trips, if not more, 
to Lebanon. From your reports, and his reports, what are 
the pressing needs of Lebanon? Are they butter or bullets? 
Are you talking about increasing the military aid, or bring- 
ing military aid, and putting only the figure of $110 
million? Can you elaborate more about what is the extent 
of this military aid in question? 


A No, I can't. I think you ought to ask the 
Pentagon about the military aid. As far as humanitarian 
aid is concerned to Lebanon, I think Mr. McPherson has 
made our position clear, and there obviously is unques- 
tionably a need for that. In terms of broader-based economic 
assistance, I think we have said that the United States 
is anxious to play a role, but certainly in concert with 
other countries and certainly with international monetary 
organizations. 


As far as the military assistance is concerned, 
I think you ought to ask the Pentagon. 


Q I didn't understand earlier when you 
answered a question. Are we considering increasing 
the $110 for '82 or not? Is that it? 


fy No. I think we are going to stand with 
the language we have given you as to what is happening at 
the moment. I don't want to get into what might happen 
in the future. 


Q Aren't there discussions now in the Adminis- 
tration to go above the $110? 


a I think we have to wait and see what 
President Gemayel has to say in his meetings with Secretary 
Shultz and President Reagan. 


Q Just a follow-up. AID announced part 
of the $110. That included the ones announced today -- 
$15 million for relief and rehab. 





13 
A As part of the same $110? Yes. 


Q In recent days there have been demonstrations 
and I think some civilians have been killed by Lebanese 
Army troups on the road near the airport where the American 
Marines are stationed. 


Do the Americans have any responsibility or any 
mandate to do anything about interceding or otherwise pre- 
venting this kind of thing? 


A I think the United States obviously has made 
(known) its concern about any outbreak of violence and any 
harm to civilians in Lebanon, but I think the area of opera- 
tions for the U.S. Marines is clear, and I think the 
Commander of those Marines has made clear that these events 
have not happened within his sphere of operation. 


Q But it is so close to it. I mean, have we 
interceded specifically in these cases? 


rey I think, as we have said before, there have 
been representations and dialogue with the appropriate 
authorities, but I don't want to get into the detail of 
that discussion. 


Q Filing break? 
A Filing break. 


0 Apropos of the Secretary's references to the 
United Nations over the weekend, do you have any estimate of 
how much money we would save if there was a United States 
withdrawal? 
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A No, I can't give you that figure. 


‘Q Then, if we do withdraw, what about the UN 
headquarters in New York? Does that belong to the United 
Nations? Would it revert back to the, as I understand it, 
the Rockefellers? What would be the arrangement? Would 
they continue to meet here or where? 


A You are pressing me a little bit beyond my 
expertise, but what we are talking about is withdrawal from 
the General Assembly should Israel be barred from partici- 
pation in that. We are not talking about U.S. participation, 
for example, in the Security Council or in the UN in its 
entirety. So you are a little ahead of the game in sug- 
gesting that -- 
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Q Oh, I see. Okay. In other words, that has 
never been considered. If they bar Israel from the General 
Assembly, all we would do is just boycott the General 


Assembly. 


A I don't know that that is all we would do. 
I think that we have said that we would not participate in 
the General Assembly. We would withhold the funds. We 
have made clear that we would take the same serious position 
with any agency in which this action was taken against 


Israel. 


Q What percentage of funds? Will we continue 
to provide an equivalent amount of funds to operate the 
Security Council, or what? Or will we pull all funds? 


A I cannot -=— we would not pull all the funds, 
but I cannot answer your question -- I think I am correct 
in saying we cannot -- I am not sure about that. I had 


better back off on that because I am not sure. 


Q Okay. Is it possible to take the question 
sO we can get some clarification as to what is contemplated? 


A Sure. 


Q I have two Chinese-related stories. Do we 
have any comment on the offer by Taiwan to buy that jet 
I think that defected to South Korea? 


A To buy a jet? 


Q A jet -- somebody defected to South Korea 
with a Communist Mig, I guess it was. , 


A I have seen the wire service reports that 
a Chinese jet plane landed in -- 


Q -- Korea and Taiwan offered $2 million, I think. 


A You are one jump ahead of me. I haven't 
heard that part of it. 


Q Can you look into it? 


A I don't think it is really a question that 
we would look into. It is a question for the Taiwanese. 


Q Is there any status up-date on that 
Chinese tennis player? 


A No. 
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Q There is one report that she has been given 
permission to work in this country, to compete in this 
country. Could you look into that? 


A Unless Mr. Romberg handled that during my 
2 absence -- no. I guess there is nothing moving on that. 


Q Would you mind looking into that, please? 


A We can take a look at that and see what we 
can find. 


Q Has she been given permission to compete in 
this country and stay in this country? 





A We will look into it. 


Q Thank you. 


Q If there is a vote in Nairobi on that Inter- 
national Telecommunications Union, is there something that 
you plan to announce immediately after that vote? 


A We would be glad to confirm here what action 
we have taken, but I don't think in terms of an additional 
announcement -- I think that you have the Secretary's state- 
ment, which was pretty comprehensive on Saturday. I think we 
have made clear what action we will take, and we will take 
it. I think we probably would stand on that, but we will 


be glad to fill you in on the action. 


Q To just follow that up, as a technical 
matter -- 
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A Just for your information, we understand that 


fifty delegations have spoken, or wish to speak, at the ITU, 
so the vote may come today, but it may be delayed until 
tomorrow or even Thursday. The conference does not meet on 


Wednesday. 





Q As a technical matter in the General 
Assembly, if a nation's credentials are denied, are they 
denied then until they are reinstated, or are they auto- 
matically included in the next General Assembly? 


A I am afraid I can't answer that. That is 
a legal question that I cannot answer. 


Q The appointment of Holdridge as our next 
Ambassador to Indonesia raises a question about Mort 
Abramowitz. What is being done about him, because at 
the time when that agrement fell apart, the assurance 
was that the State Department was going to do what it 
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could to expedite some future assignment -- I forget the 
precise language. Is Abramowitz being considered for 
Holdridge's job, or what in fact is being done about 
Abramowitz’ future? 


A I think Mr. Abramowitz is on an academic 
assignment to Rand, at the moment, and I think that is 
on-going until November or December, as I recall, so it 
is a little academic as to -- 


Q So, in other words, nothing is being done 
about his professional career within the Department. 


A I am sure that the whole question of an 
on-going assignment for Mr. Abramowitz is under consider- 
ation, but I have nothing to give you on that or indeed 
on Mr. Holdridge's successor as Assistant Secretary. 


Q I want to take you back for a moment, if I 
may, to the discussion of money for the United Nations. 


A Yes. 


Q Here is the Secretary's statement in which 
he says, "If Israel were excluded from the General Assembly, 
the United States would withdraw from participation in the 
Assembly and would withhold payments to the United Nations." 


A That is right, and that is why I backed off -- 
Q It seems to suggest all. 


A That is why I backed off a few minutes ago, 
because we want to take that a little further and absolutely 


Clarify that for you. 


Q Whether it should include the specialized 
agencies. 


A Yes. 
Q Thank you. 


Q We couldn't, if payments, as this gentleman 
has -- I am very grateful he has brought it up -- if 
“payments” means all the payments, and we don't pay, we 
could still participate in the Security Council, because 
there are a lot of people there that haven't paid what they 
owe -- the Soviet Union is one of them, and there are others 
that have not paid -- so if he said payments to the United 
Nations with a lack of any qualification, it would indicate, 
at least as a very strong suggestion, he is going to recommend 
that we withdraw everything. 
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A In terms of money. 
Q Yes, in terms of money. 


A But your question was what would be saved by 
getting out of the UN, and that seems to me a larger 
question. 


Q Well, withdrawing payments. 
A That is not any -- 


Q If you can clarify that, and while you are 
clarifying that, is it possible to find out just what 
happens if we did withdraw all payments, and eventually if 
we do decide to pull out of the whole thing, what about 
that building? What happens there? And would we have them 
continue here or occupy the building, because that would 
be -- 


A You are asking for a major piece of investigation. 


Q Yes, investigation. I would be very inter- 
ested. We might be able to make a lot of money on that, 
or save a lot of money. 


A In view of several questions we have 
had about the financial thing, let me pull together what 
specific elaboration we can. 


Q There was a FBIS report, which I can't quote 
in toto, by an Israeli newspaper -- I think it was Davar -- 
that alleges that there was some White House plot to topple 
Begin. Have you seen that? Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A I have seen the FBIS report, and of course 
it is absolutely untrue from beginning to end. The United 
States has made it very clear consistently that it is not 
meddling in the internal affairs of Israel and doesn't 
appreciate such suggestions and deals with the duly 
elected Government of Israel. 


Q Does President Reagan plan to meet with 
Prime Minister Begin when he is here in November? 


A I don't know. I can't answer that. 
Q There is a column in my newspaper which 


discusses the Taiwan issue, and it says that Secretary 
Holdridge was demoted. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I am shattered to say that I haven't read 
that column. Shame, shame. But there is no question what- 
soever of Assistant Secretary Holdridge being demoted. 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 








18 


I think that the Indonesians and others have 
made very clear their appreciation of the President's 
decision to assign such a senior and experienced diplomat 
in the nation's affairs to that job. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the de- 
cision of China and Russia to go ahead with normalization 
talks? 


A No, we don't have anything on that. 


Q On Gemayel, just sort of a technical ques- 
tion, is it unusual for all of the meetings between Gemayel, 
or for a President of another country and the Secretary 
of State, to take place in Blair House? Why isn't he coming 
here, or why aren't the meetings taking place at the White 
House? Is there a security consideration? 


A I am not sure that the premise is correct. 
Are all the meetings in Blair House? 


Q He meets at the White House. 
Q He is going to the White House first. 


Q Gemayel is to meet with Reagan at the White 
House. His Shultz meeting is at Blair House. 


A What I am trying to do is establish the 
correctness of the rationale here, first, before I -- 
apparently the rationale is a little flaky, I gather. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q It is your schedule. You put it out. 
Whatever your schedule says, that's what the rationale 
is. 


A It is not unusual. 


Q It is not unusual for the meetings to take 
place at Blair House. 


A No. 


Q May we go back to Zimbabwe for a moment? 
Can you provide any more details as to the unconfirmed 
reports of the sightings, as to where the sightings were? 


A No, I can't. That is just what we have. 
I am afraid that is all I have on that. 


Q Could I get you to comment on this Post 
story about the U.S./Honduran war games? Are we, in fact, 
going to conduct war games? Do you have anything about 
dates or sizes? 
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A I think you ought to talk to the 
Pentagon about that, but I will be glad to give you a 
piece of language on it. 


Q As part of the general Halcon Vista series 
of joint exercises which have been conducted over the past 
15 years, we can confirm that planning is underway for a 
joint exercise for later this year. However, the Post 
article is speculative in light of a number of decisions 
that have yet to be made, and we can't be more specific 
at this point, but I think that the Department of Defense 
would be in a position to provide details as the planning 


proceeds. 


Q The Foreign Minister of Colombia is here 
for some reason or other. 


A Yes, he was in this morning. 
Q Can you give me a report on that? 


A No, I can't. It is a meeting that had been 
scheduled for some time. I don't quite know how long he 
was with the Secretary. I think it was about 30 minutes. 


Q They did meet today? 

A They did meet. They met this morning. 
Q They did meet today. 

A Yes. 


Q This morning, the American/Arab 
Anti-Discrimination Committee held a news conference and 
issued a report which was handed to the State Department 
three weeks ago, and a modified version of this report was 
also presented one and a half weeks ago about the 
Lebanese and Palestinian Israeli occupied Lebanon, the 
practices of discrimination and arrests and detention, 
and over 18,000 held in prison camps, and other things, 
and there was a flat accusation that the State Department 
is showing less or no concern about these people, where 
wives have been set apart from their husbands for a few 
months, not knowing about them. The list includes 16 
doctors and 61 medical hospital staff. And the Arab/ 
American Anti-Discrimination Committee and the Arab/ 
American community is demanding such action to be taken 
by the State Department and the United States Government, 
because you are still responsible for the security and 
safety of the people there.(sic) 














Will you be able to give us some thoughts about 
this, because it is very dangerous. They claim that 
more massacres or more misery might come to those people 
if no action will be taken, as a result of the lack of 
action which has been displayed in the last few weeks 
by the United States Government. 





A I don't have anything specifically for you 
on that report, but I think in general the United States 
certainly hasn't been lacking in expressing its concern, y 
and indeed I *ink we have suggested that we have taken 
this up witr °<« parties involved and have pursued that. 
But I would ™ .iad to look more specifically into that 


report. 
Q Thank you. 


Q A question. Since Senator Goldwater, the 


head of the Senate Intelligence Committee, has stated 
publicly that Holdridge misinformed the President in regard 
to Taiwan, are you expecting that he is not going to raise 
this issue, and other Senators won't raise this, and other 
issues, concerning Mr. Holdridge, or will Mr. Holdridge 

go up and have a chat with Senator Goldwater, do you think? 
I mean, like a courtesy call or something, on Senator 


He lms? 


A I have no idea what his plans are to talk 
with the Senator, and I have no idea whether the Senator 


would raise it. 


Q You would reasonably estimate that he is 
going to have a very vigorous hearing. 
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A I would think that the Senate would see 
Mr. Holdridge as a very experienced and able diplomat 
who will make a very fine ambassador to Indonesia, and 
surely the President thinks so, too. 





Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 19, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
= (ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning all. A small house- 
keeping announcement. The sign-up sheet for the Secretary's 
trip to Canada this weekend has been posted in the Press 
Office. The sheet will be taken down and all applications 
will close at noon on Wednesday so those of you who wish to 
apply for a seat on the Secretary's plane should be doing 
that as soon as possible. That's the only statement I have. 


Q When is he going to Canada? 


A As you know, the Secretary has expressed a 
great deal of interest in Canada and in Latin America and he 
has said on a number of occasions that he hoped his first 
two official trips abroad would be to Canada and the Latin 
American area. 


He did pay a brief trip to Canada for the NATO 
Foreign Ministers meeting. He paid a brief trip to Mexico 
during the course of the President's meeting with the 
incoming president of Mexico. But I think the Secretary has 
felt very strongly that he would like his first bilateral 
trips abroad to be to Canada and to the Latin America, Central 
America area. So he's fulfilling the first one, at least, 
by going to Canada. 
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Q First bilateral trips abroad? 


A I think this would be his first bilateral. 
His other trip to Canada was -- 


Q Does that mean he intends to go to Latin 
America before December? 


A I think he might go to Latin America before 
December; yes. 


Q Where? 


A Why don't we wait and see how the week deve- 
lops. We might have something a little later in the week 
for you on that. 


T 
j 


Q What time is that takeoff? 
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A Why don't we talk about that ON BACKGROUND, 
Bernie, but I think you'll find he will be leaving about the 
middle of Sunday and returning the afternoon of Monday. 


Q Is there a plan at this point for the 
Secretary to be signing that cruise missile testing 
agreement? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


; Q Last night, John, the President seemed to 

| signal an impending shift in pipeline related policy. Can 
you offer us any explanation as to how the policy is going 
to be changed and just how far we're going to back off? 


gn 


A I think the President's language was very 
clear. Our sanctions on shipments of oil and gas related 
technology and equipment to the Soviet Union were imposed as 
tangible evidence of our concern over Soviet-inspired 
repression of the Polish people. 


We have made it clear that this stratecy of 
tangible sanctions will be continued. We've also indicated 
that we're willing to discuss the tactics used in carrying 
out our sanctions strategy. Obviously, if alternative, 
multilateral measures can be established with our Allies, 
which would be even more effective in bringing pressure on 
the Soviets than the present U.S. sanctions, we would be 
willing to consider them. 


Q Do you have anything specific in mind as opposed 
to this pipeline; can you give us any idea of a timetable as 
to -- 
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A No. As we've said over the past several days 
and weeks, discussions are on-going on this overall question 
of the East-West economic relationship. 


Q Can you tell me the status of the pipeline 
equipment seize last week by the U.S. Customs -- Nuovo Pignone 


A The status of it? 


Q Yes. Is it still being held; is it likely to 
be released? 


A No. It's still being held. Customs seized 
it on September 9 in New York. I think it was about $3 
million dollars worth of gas turbine, twin-sharf roters. 


Q On September 9? 
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A September 9. Is that the one you're talking 
about? The one for Nuovo -- for the Italian? 


Q I thought it was last week. 


A Maybe I've got my date wrong here. I think 
we've got our date wrong. I think you're right, October 9. 
Let's check that one for you.* 


Q Earlier this year the U.S. made an effort 
with its Allies to come up with alternatives, and Mr. 
Buckley went to Europe, I think, twice in order to work out 
some kind of an arrangement that would have focused on cre- 
dits. But at that time the U.S. made it clear that that 
would be in addition to the sanctions imposed by the 
President, not in place of them. Are you talking now about 
something that -- as I understand from the words you're 
using -- something that would be an alternative of the sanc- 
tions that are now in place, and if there is such an alter- 
native, what is it that you have in mind? Would it simply 
be what you were talking about before about credits? 


A I think we really don't want to get into the 
details, Marvin. As you know, at La Sapiniere the NATO 
Foreign Ministers discussed in principle the merits of 


_ achieving a consensus on the East-West economic rela- 


tionship. That was a discussion in principle and, 
obviously, talks have been going back and forth since then 
to see whether the thoughts that were agreed to in principle 
could be brought to fruition. 


As we said at La Sapiniere, and also during the 
Secretary's bilaterals at the U.N., there was no detailed 
discussion of the pipeline sanction because, clearly, there 
was disagreement about that. So the President's and the 
Secretary's posture was to put that aside and see whether a 
broader consensus could be achieved. That's where the area 
of discussion is continuing. 


Q If you put that aside now, which is what you 
-- you put it aside, that doesn't mean you kill. 


A No. 


Q Now you seem to be saying, put it aside and 
drop it 1£ you come up with an alternative? 


™ A I think that's the decision the President 
will make. If this agreement that has been discussed comes 
to fruition, it seems to me the President would take a look 
at it and how effective it is and make a decision on the 
sanctions at that time, on the existing pipeline sanctions 
at that time. 


* a subsequent check revealed that the equipment was in fact 
seized on September 9. 





° i a 
re] 
. 
& 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q What kinds of things are you talking about -- 
credits? What else? 


A I don't want to get into the discussion 
because it is confidential es? it is on-going. 


Q It isn't all that murky. There are only cer- 
tain things you can do. 


A You're making that deduction, and that's 
fine. 


Q What you're saying, John, is that the 
pipeline sanctions could be dropped. 


A So did the President. What I'm saying is 
that there has not been detailed discussion on the U.S. 
pipeline sanctions for some time. They've been discussed in 
the peripheral sense with our Allies because, obviously, 
they're a point of disagreement. And the discussion has 
moved to a broader sphere, to this desire to achieve a con- 
sensus on how we trade with the Soviet Union, how the West 
trades with them, and what the relationship should be. And 
that discussion is going forward. 


There has not been a detailed discussion on the 
pipeline sanctions for sometime. If that broader discussion 
comes to fruition, it seems to be logical, as the President 
suggested last night, then you would take a look at the 
pipeline sanction. 


Q If there's a broader discussion that the U.S. 
drop the sanctions and nothing else be done; would that be 
acceptable? ' 


A I don't want to speak for the President. 
This is going to have to be the President's decision when he 
sees whatever agreement might be forthcoming. 


Q The implication of the President's remarks, 
though, was that it was much farther along than you're indi- 
cating. He was clearly signaling, was he not, that there 
had to be something better and that he was amenable to that? 


A I think that a sentor State Department offi- 
cial has said on a number of occasions that, of course, 
we're talking with our Allies, and of course if a more 
effective package were put together than exists, then we 
would look at the sanctions. 
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Q You keep saying "if it were put together,” “if 
it were to happen;" he seemed to be implying that if the last 
nails weren't hammered in, they were close to that stage. 


A I didn't read that implication in what he 
said. The discussion is on-going. It is obviously a far- 
reaching and a complicated kind of discussion. There's back 
and forth, and I think you would be misled in overin- 
terpreting what he said as indicating that we are near to an 
agreement. 


Q Where are these on-going discussions? 


6 In various capitals in Europe and here. The 
machinery exists for that discussion to take place in a 
number of ways. 


Q There's no on-going Buckley-like mission 
going on right now? 


A No. 


Q Other Administration officials are today 
saying things stronger than that, and other Administration 
officials are on their way to meetings, for example, with 
International Harvester in Peoria, as we understand it, to 
tell them that things are pretty well worked out. Are you 
trying to knock that down? 


A I'm going to stand on the language that we 
have offered, and that is that the discussions and nego- 
tiations are on-going and going forward. 


Q How imminent is it, the lifting of the 
sanctions? 


A I think that I have discussed this at great 
length and in a very fulsome manner this morning. 


Q Do you think there is any possibility of 
concluding an agreement before the election? 


A I have no idea. 


Q Is that the target? 


A These discussions have been going on for 
sometime, and if they come to fruition they will come to 
fruition when all the parties are: agreed an agreement is 
there. 
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Q New subject. A number of prominent U.S. 
citizens including Roy Innis of the Congress of Racial 
Equality, John Weber of the B'nai B'rith, Lyndon H. 
LaRouche, Jr. of the National Democratic Policy Committee, 
are planning to speak at a conference in Rome starting 
tomorrow and going through Thursday, which is the founding 
conference of an organization called "The Club of Life." 


A Yes. 


Q The organizers of that conference have been 
attempting over the last several weeks to establish conm- 
munication with the U.S. Embassy in Rome because of. their 
dissatisfaction with the cooperation out of the Italian 
Government on security preparations and counter-terrorist pre- 
parations to be taken at that conference. 


You have refused to comment on whether or not Max 
Rabb's personal animosity toward the organizers of that con- 


ference -- 


A Are we going to rehearse this dialogue again or 
are we going to get to the question? 


Q Well, this is a new question. 


You've refused to comment on whether that has 
anything to do with the fatlure of the Embassy to cooperate 
with the organizers of the conference. The Embassy has told 
them that the decisions are being made here at the Sitate 
Department in Washington. Representatives of that 
conference have met with Gill Kullick of the Italian desk -- 


A Can we get to the question? 


Q O.K. The question is this: As I understand 
normal U.S. policy in such a case, it is that the United 
States Government would make representations to the Italian 
Government requesting that the normal protection of the laws 
of that nation be applied to U.S. citizens in Italy. 


As I understand it, so far that has not been done. 


The question is: (1) Has the United States Government complied 


with the request of the organizers of that conference; (2) if 
not, why not? 


A The answer to your question is I don't know. 
I haven't -- 


(Laughter) 
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Q Can you look into that? 
A All right. We'll look into it. 


Q Can I also ask, while you're looking into it, 
a further question which is, has the Secretary of State con- 
sulted with his dear friend Henry Kissinger on this matter? 


A The Secretary of State certainly has 
discussions with Mr. Kissinger from time to time, but IT doubt 
whether he has discussed this particular topic. 


Q As you're looking into these questions, you 
might ask about that? 


A I think we probably could. 


Q Could we go to another subject? On the Middle 
East, could you say whether it is currently the 
Administration's hope bordering on a plan that foreign forces 
be out of Lebanon by the end of this year? 


A I think it's a fair statement to say that the 
Administration hopes that. I think the various parties have 
said that they hoped the withdrawal of foreign troops could be 
effected by the end of the year. 


Q Is that realistic, though, if you have to 
rebuild the Lebanese Army in order to make it possible? 


A I think a lot will hinge on the conclusions 
that the United States, the Government of Lebanon, and the 
Government of Israel come to after the various discussions 
that have been taking place this week. There has been a4 good 
exchange of views, and various people have suggested how 
withdrawal could take place and how the peace process in 
Lebanon could be moved forward. 


I think we'll have to see what kind of scenario ts 
advanced by the various parties and whether there ts a consen- 
sus of how that might be achieved. 


Q Is it the intention that tf the foreign forces 
are pulled out, the Multinational Force, including the 
Americans, would stay on or leave immediately thereafter? 


A I think the President has made clear his 
thinking that the Multinational Force is ther: for a limited 
time. He has also made clear that he expects all foreign 
troops to be out of Lebanon in a relatively short time. But 
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as far as various options for the MNF, UNIFIL, and 
strengthening of the Lebanese Army, I think those options are 
the ones that are being discussed in the talks that are going 
on this week. I know of no change at present. 


Q There is no linkage between the withdrawal of 
the Multinational Force and the withdrawal of the other 
foreign forces? 


A The President has said that he hopes those 
foreign forces will be out of Lebanon soon. 


Q I understand that. I'm talking about the 
Multinational Force -- how long will they be there? 


A I can't give you an answer to that. 
Q Would they go out immediately after the -- 


A I can‘t give you an answer now. I think as 
the President has said and as the Secretary has said, that 
is going to depend on our appraisal of the situation and going 
to depend on the view of the Lebanese Government at the time. 


Q That's an open question on how long the 
Multinational Force would stay? 


A If you mean, there is no date for a withdrawal 
set, the answer to that question is yes, no date for 
withdrawal is set. 


Q. John, we had a briefing at the White House on 
the rather general talks -- at least, that is the way it was 
described to us this morning. Is it possible to have a 
briefing here this afternoon on the more detailed discussions 


now going on? 


A I think it is unlikely we would have a 
backgrounder or briefing this afternoon. But should there 
be some information of moment that comes out of the 
Secretary's talks with President Gemayel we would certainly 
make that available through the Press Office. 


Q How about a briefing here tomorrow by a senior 
official who might give us an overview of what was 
accomplished at these talks? 


A I have -=- 


Q Sometimes you bring senior officials with you 
here and it's quite helpful. 
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A Let me look into it, but I have the feeling 
that the briefing that was conducted this morning was a fairly 
extensive one and gave a good deal of everything that we were 
able to offer. 


e Q John, to follow up on that point, we did ask 
Nick Veliotes and he kind of indicated it's up to you, but he 
did leave a lot of things hanging because he indicated nothing 
could be accomplished after the Shultz and Weinberger meetings 
Or that further things would be accomplished after those 
meetings. So if you could, please, try to -- 


We have no access to Gemayel any other way. 


A We'll certainly take a look at it, but I think 
the discussions that President Gemayel had with the President 
and others this morning were pretty far-reaching. 


Q Anything on economic and military aid to 
Gemayel? 


A Not beyond the discussion we had here 
yesterday. 


Q The 105 (sic) figure is what it stands for 
U.S. aid? * 


A Yes, where it stands for the moment. 

Q Military aid? 

A Military aid -- the mission is -- 

Q Depending on the mission and so forth. 

A The misston can take a look at it, and I pre- 


sume they would make recommendations. 


Q It would be military aid that the U.S. would be 
giving? 


A There is some existing military aid to the 
Lebanese military, and I guess the question would be what 
additional, if any, its required. 


Q Do you know enough now to know whether you are 


going to invite Shamir back later this week? 


A We understand that Mr. Shamir is coming back 
through the United States. It's not quite clear whether he 
will be in New York and Washington. There are no plans for a 
meeting between the Secretary and Mr. Shamir, but I wouldn't 
rule it out. 


* Note: Total U.S. economic assistance made available to 
Lebanon since June of 1982 is approximately $110 million. 
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Q Here or in New York? 


A -I'm not sure. I'm sure there would not be a 
meeting between the Secretary and Mr. Shamir in New York. I 
think if there were a meeting between the Secretary and Mr. 
Shamir, it would probably be here. 


Q Do you know anything more now about the 
presence or non-presence of the PLO envoy in the Arab 
delegation that is coming here tomorrow? 


A No. The same position as we made clear 
yesterday: We would not receive a PLO representative. We 
don't expect one to be in the delegation. 


Q Will the Secretary meet separately with the 
delegation as a whole, or with individuals in the delegation? 


A I'm not sure what the schedule is for his 
meetings with the delegation. 


Q When is the delegation arriving? 


A You will have to ask them that because they are 
‘making that decision. 

Q Some are coming tomorrow. 

A Yes, there are varying reports. 


Q What are the advantages, if any, of Israel 
and Lebanon reaching an agreement on security arrangements in 
the southern part of Lebanon? 


A I don't know about the advantages, but it seems 
to me that that is the kind of disc’ ssions that the two 
respective governments will have to consider themselves. 


Q Obviously. I'm asking what is the U.S. view of 
that. 


A I think we'll have to wait and see what the 
viewpoint of the respective governments is. 


Q Well, the Israelis want it. 


A O. Ke 
Q And it's not clear what the Lebanese -- 
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A 0. K. 


Q What is your position? 


A I think we'd have to wait and see as a result 
of the discussions that have taken place with the Lebanese. 


Q Is that something that is being discussed 
today? 


A I should think that security arrangements for 
the area in south Lebanon probably were discussed. I would 
think that the techniques for assuring that security in a 
satisfactory way to various parties would have been discussed. 


Q More specifically, John, is Lebanon being urged 
to sign a security agreement with Israel? 


A I think that is something that the Lebanese 
Government and the Israeli Government are going to have to 
consider. 


Q There are a lot of reports around that they are 
being pressed to sign such an agreement. 


A I think that what has been happening this week 
is that various parties have been making their views plain; 
and the United States, for its part, has been mainly listening 


and clarifying. 


Q Did you have anything new on the Namibian talks 
today? 


A No. 


Q Did you have anything new on that question I 
raised about the Chinese tennis player? 


A No. 


Q One other question, about the ITU: Can we 
narrow the possible withdrawal from U.N. agencies to what that 
might mean for the United States? 


A No, not bevond our discussion of yesterday. 
Q 0. K. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:33 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #180 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 20, 1982, 12:13 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good morning. I have a couple of 
announcements. 


The first concerns the tentative schedule and 
briefing in connection with the visit of the Arab delegation 
-- the tentative schedule -- and I do want to stress that its 
tentative -- for the visit to the United States of the Arab 
League delegation led by King Hassan of Morocco, which is as 


follows: 


This afternoon at 4:00 o'clock the delegation will 
be greeted on its arrival by the Secretary of State at Andrews 


Air Force Base. 


Tomorrow, Thursday, October 21, at a time not yet 


established, the Secretary will pay a courtesy call on King 
Hassan at the residence of the Moroccan Ambassador. 


On Friday, October 22nd, at 11:00 a.m., the dele- 
gation is scheduled to meet with the President and the 
Secretary of State at the White House, and that would be 
followed by a working lunch. At 3:30, the delegation would 
meet here at the State Department with the Secretary. And at 
8:00 o'clock in the evening -- still Friday -- the Secretary 
would host a dinner for the delegation here at the State 


Department. 


On Saturday, at a time not yet established, the 
delegation would leave from Andrews Air Force Base. 


I'd just like to stress again that this schedule 
is tentative, and we'll try to keep you informed of any 
changes. 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing, on the occa- 
sion of the delegation's visit, tomorrow, Thursday, at 10:30 
a.m., here in the Briefing Room.* 


*Note - The time of the briefing was subsequently changed to 
11:30 a.m. 
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A You might want to check with the White House 
about the possibility of a BACKGROUNDER after the President 
and the delegation have met at the White House; and I think 
that probably would be about 1:30, but I think you really 
need to check with the White House on that. 


Q That's on Friday? 
Q That's Friday? 


Ay That's Friday. That's after the President 
and the delegation have met. 


Q Wili all members of the delegation be coming 
in tomorrow or coming in tonight at the same time? 


A I can't answer that question. Some of 
them are coming independently, and it's their call. 


Q Can you give us a count on just who you are 
expecting exactly? There's some confusion about it. 


A It's their delegation and they must speak to 
that, but it's headed by King Hassan; and on a previous 
occasion it had been announced that it would include the 
Foreign Ministers of Syria, Saudi Arabia and Tunisia. On a 
later occasion it was sugggested that the delegation would 
also include representatives fron Algeria and Jordan. 


Q Well, they say it's seven and it includes a 
PLO guy. 
A Our position on the PLO is as we stated it 


yesterday; and, as we have oft stated it, no PLO representative 
will meet with any U.S. Government official. 


Q Well, he could come to Washington, I think. 


A Not to our knowledge. We have made clear 
our expectation that he will not come, he or anybody would 
come from the PLO as part of that delegation. We do not 
expect that that will take place. 


Q That no PLO will be here in Washington? 


A As far as we're concerned. 


~Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Because there's a story from Rabat here that 
says that Khalid-al-Hassan, Chairman of the Palestine 
National Council, Foreign Relations Committee, will take part 
in all the unofficial meetings and contacts which the seven- 
member Arab Ministerial Committee will hold with U.S. offi- 
cials outside the White House. Have you -- 


A I've seen that story, but we're not aware of 
his coming and he will not take part in any official 
meetings and he will not meet with any U.S. Government 
official. 


Q But you can't actually prevent him from 
coming though, can you? I mean he travels -- this gentleman 
who was here earlier travels on, I believe, a Kuwaiti 
passport. 


A I'm not aware of how he travels and, as far 
as we know, no request has been made for any member of the 
PLO to be here. So I don't know how he would get here. 


Q Well, the way he got here last time was tra- 
veling on another country's passport on a multiple-entry 
visa. 


A O.K. That might be the case, but I'm not 
aware of it; we're not aware of it. 


Q John -- 

A I haven't quite finished. 

Q I'm sorry. 

A I've got one more little announcement, and 


that is in connection with the appointment of James N. 
Purcell, Jr. 


The Secretary of State today announced the 
appointment of James N. Purcell, Jr., as the Director of the 
Department of State's Bureau of Refugee Programs. Mr. 
Purcell will succeed Ambassador Richard Vine, who retired 
from the career Foreign Service on September 17 of this 
year. 


Mr. Purcell is currently Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Budget and Programs in the Bureau of Refugee Programs, is 
a career member of the Senior Executive Service, and has 
been in the employ of the Federal Government since 1962. 
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We have a statement which gives some additional 
biographical detail, which is available in the Press Office. 


That's all I have in the way of announcements. 
I'd be glad to take any questions. 


Q Just on this delegation, while we're still on 
that, is it your understanding that -- I believe his name is 
Klibi, who is the Secretary-General of the Arab League -- 
will be accompanying the delegation? 


A I don't know. I can't answer that. 
Q The White House announced it. 
A O.K. I can't help you with it. 


Q Will the discussions focus exclusively on the 
overall Middle East proposals announced at Fez and made by 
President Reagan or will there also be discussions on 
troop withdrawals from Lebanon and security in southern 
Lebanon, and perhaps other issues? 


A I can't rule out any discussion on Lebanon. 
It seems to me that the discussion would revolve mainly 
around the President’ Middle East initiative and the 
response that there has been to it. But insofar as develop- 
ments in Lebanon have some bearing on that, it seems to me 
it's reasonable that there might be some discussion. But I 
certainly would think that the bulk of the discussion would 
center around the overall peace initiative. 


Q Can I follow up on that? 


Q Will there be any bilaterals on that during 
the visit? 


A I don't know what the schedule will be on 
bilaterals. I think that the Secretary may see King Hassan, 
as I said, tomorrow. Other State Department officials con- 
ceivably could see others in the delegation, but I honestly 
don't know what the schedule is. 


Q Could you take a question on that 
particularly with regard to the Syrian, since they're 
directly involved in Lebanon -- whether there will be any 


effort - 


A Let me not take a question but poke around 
and see what we might announce on that. 


Q What is the State Department's assessment of 
the Arab League's and the individual members who will be 
coming here -- their responses to the President's September 
l plan? Have any of them accepted it publicly? 


A I think that's one of the things that one 
would hope would become clarified in these discussions. 
That's why they're coming -- to clarify the kind of points 
that they made at Fez -- and -- 
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Q Well, what's your reading of it now? How do 
you check them off, country by country, insofar as the 
President's plan is concerned? 


A I don't think we would want to get into that 
characterization. I mean we're on the brink of important 
discussions here and I. don't think we would want to pre- 
judge those positions on the eve of those discussions. 


Q If I can follow on this Syria question just a 
moment, is it reasonable, in light of what you said earlier 
about discussions on Lebanon -- is it reasonable to assume 
that there will sort of be a seperate set of meetings and 
dealings with the Syrian Foreign Minister specifically 
focused on the Lebanon question and not as part of the 
overall discussions on general peace plans? 


A I just don't want to go at this stage into 
the schedule on what bilateral discussions might or might 
not take place because I think that really isn't set at this 
stage. 
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Q What was the U.S. position on the Fez plan? 


BN I think the Secretary responded to it during 
his testimony. You probably should go back to his 
testimony. I think you were there at the time. 


Q A senior State Department official this morning 
briefed reporters at the Foreign Press Center, and he said 
that the whole visit of this delegation is just about educa- 
tional practice or process -- that you want to know what the 
Arab position is and you want to tell the Arabs about your 
position about the peace initiative of President Reagan of 


September lst. 


You think that the situation in the Middle East 
Can warrant Or guarantee that you take your time and 
study the situation with deterioration in the West Bank and 
people being expelled -- mayors and other things -- is there time 
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for educational process or do you know the positions that 
you have tried to possibly make your compromise between 
these two positions, your position and the Arab position? 


A No, it's not a question of the United States 
and the Arab countries making a compromise or negotiating in 
this session. This is one more step in a process, in a con- 
tinuing process, and it may seem lengthy and drawn out, and 
I think everybody hopes that it will proceed with as much 
urgency and dispatch as is possible. But it is a complex 
issue and it is going to take time to talk through. We're 
as anxious as anybody that serious negotiations involving 
Jordan, in line with the-Camp David process, should begin. 
But what is happening in this particular meeting is an 
exchange of views and not negotiations. The President's 
position isn't being here negotiated in advance of the nego- 
tiations which should take place in line with the Camp David 
formula when the participants, plus Jordan, sit down and 
negotiate. That's the time for the negotiations to take 
place. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Knesset deci- 
sion vote yesterday and the remarks made by Prime Minister 
Begin during the debate in the Knesset saying there is no 
need for a new peace initiative now in the Middle East? 


A No, no; we have no comment on that. 


Q What is the attitude of the American 
Government toward the proposals to increase the size of that 
delegation by adding the other two countries -- Jordan, in 
particular? 


A We're happy to talk to both Jordan and 
Algeria in the course of these negotiations, discussions. 


Q Well, as you just mentioned a moment ago, 
Jordan plays a particularly important role, or is supposed 
to, in the Camp David process; and { was just wondering if 
we were particularly anxious that Jourdan would be repre- 
sented in this delegation. 


A I think that's the call of the participants 
at the Fez conference. They have decided,apparently. We 
will just have to wait and see who actually comes. But the 
United States is happy to receive those members of the dele- 
gation. Our position has simply been that we will not talk 
to the PLO. 
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Q You're not absolutely clear who all is coming 
then, is that right? 


A I think this is for the Fez delegation then- 
selves to decide; and, as you know, there has been some back- 
and-forth on their part and discussions. So I couldn't give 
you a lineup as of now. 


Q Is there a visit scheduled for King Hussein 
in Washington? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 
Q Anything under way or -- 
A Not to my knowledge. 


e) You said the Secretary ws going out to 
Andrews Air Force Base at 4:00 o'clock -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- to receive the delegation. Who is he gcing 
to receive? Does he know who? 


A King Hussan will be coming. 


Q But it's just King Hussan or is it another 


A I don't know who else will be in the party. 


Q Well, wnat happens if the PLO man is in the 
party? Is he not then -- 


A I think you can be confident that the 
Secretary would not receive a PLO delegation or delegate. 


Q Do you expect the Secretary and King Hassan 
to make statements at the airport? 


A I think it's possible. I think it's possible, 
but I really don't know. 


Q To follow that up, these things sometimes 
happen. How would he receive King Hassan and yet not a PLO 
person if they're with King Hassan? Would he just ignore 
the feilow or cold-shoulder him, or what? 


A I think it's a kind of hypothetical 
situation. 





Q I beg pardon? 


fa I think it's a kind of hypothetical 
“aa situation. But rest assured that I think such a confron- 
tation will not take place. 


Q Well, let me try to rephrase it. 
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What State Department protocol is there for such a 
possibility, which you certainly won't deny is a 
possibility? 


A I‘m not an expert on protocol, but rest 
assured that the United States would not -- ‘ 


Q All right. 

A -- discuss or meet with the PLO. 
Q Could you just sort that out? 

Q Well, why would you be sure? 


Q At this point you're saying you don't know 
whether there will be a PLO man accompanying King Hassan? 


fh What I'm saying is that we have made our 
position clear that no U.S. Government official will meet 
with the PLO, and we certainly do not expect the PLO to be 
part of the official delegation. 
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Q Today, but he could meet... 


a We don't expect the PLO to be part of that 
delegation. 


Q When is Ambassador Draper going back to 
Lebanon? 


ny I would think sometime at the end of the 
week. I honestly don't know. In fact, I don't know whether 
a day is set, but I would think it would be the end of the 


week or the weekend. 


Q Is he going to meet Mr. Shamir in New York -- 


A It could be. 


Q -- before he goes? 





A It's possible. Mr. Shamir, we understand, is 


back in the country and I think might be in Washington; and 
I think it's probable that Mr. Draper would see him. It's possible. 
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Q When might that be? 


A I think that Mr. Shamir is back in the 
country as of this morning and, therefore, any meetings that 
might take place conceivably could take place this afternoon or 


tomorrow. 


(MORE ) 
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Might Shultz meet him, too? 
I would not rule it out. 


Q 

A 

Q Could you keep us posted on that, please? 
A 


Sure. 


Q Is it possible to go from the Middle East or 
are there other Middle East questions? 


A Maybe we have one more Middle East question. 


Q Mr. James Reston repeated again today the 
reports about the possible link that was made by Secretary 
Shultz, saying that Secretary Shultz was very quiet but very 
firm about the fact that the American aid to Lebanon and 
Israel will depend on their willingness to negotiate a 
general settlement of the Palestinian problem. 


Q No. We've said what we had to say on that 
before, and our position is the same. There's no change in 


that position. 
Q No linkage. 


Q Were you able to check whether this subject 
came up in the meetings in the talks with Mr. Shamir last 


week? 


A As I think I said at the time, it is con- 
ceivable that aid in general might have been discussed 
although I don't think so, but certainly not in this par- 


ticular context. 


Q Still on the Gemayel visit for just a 
moment. Obviously, there's been some -- as a senior offi- 
cial said yesterday, there would be regrouping taking place 
following Gemayel's visit. His use of that word suggests 
that the U.S. was not entirely prepared for the kinds of 
positions the President of Lebanon apparently took in his 
meetings yesterday. Is that a fair assessment that -- 


A I don't know that I would say "not entirely 
prepared." We've had a meeting with Mr. Shamir. We had a 
meeting with Mr. Gemayel. As we said before both sessions, 
these were meetings where the United States woul e 
listening to the ideas and the proposals of the G rnment 
of Israel and the Government of Lebanon. We have done that 


now. 


There's the prospect of further discussions with 
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_ Mr. Shamir before he goes back to Israel, and I think the 


United States is pulling together, digesting what it has 

heard and coming to some analysis of the situation and 

perhaps thinking through its own ideas which it might 

proffer in the sense of the on-going negotiations of Mr. 

Draper which, Ambassador Draper will be conducting on the ground. 


Q Was the U.S. surprised by the tenacity, 
for lack of a better word coming to mind at the moment, of 
the President of Lebanon on certain issues? 


A No. I don't think we want to characterize 
it. I think you had two lengthy background sessions with a 
senior official yesterday and I don't think we would go 
beyond what he said. That seemed to be a very full readout 
on the situation. 


Q This morning, going back to the senior State 
Department official, there is the question of who will 
represent the Palestinians in the talks. I believe for the 
autonomy talks, the West Bank and the State Department, the 
United States Government is expecting the Egyptians and 
Jordanians to join and there will representatives of the 
Palestinians. Who are these representatives of the 
Palestinians due to the fact that the West Bank mayors were 
ejected by Mr. Milson and Mr. Sharon and there are no 
elected officials now on the West Bank, and Gaza. So who 
are these people that will be sitting in on the negotiations 
or the contacts and negotiations? 


A We haven't spelied out who they would be, and 
I think I would simply rest on some of the language that the 
Secretary's used before. That's basically a matter for the 
Palestinians to work out at the time they're ready and we'll 
make our views known. 


Q On Monday, the Washington Post published a 
statement by one of its writers that the Reagan 
Administration is “the meanest and cruelest Administration 
in the eyes of the Third World" because of your refusal to 
oppose a $l billion dollar IMF loan to South Africa. 





My question is, are our embassies in the Third 
World reporting that your Administration is, in fact, 
regarded as the meanest and cruelest or not? 


A The answer to that is, not to my knowledge. 


Q Not to your knowledge. Could I follow up. 
This Post writer went on to state that the South African 
Government is “perhaps the most heinously repressive since 
Nazi Germany," and yet the next day the Post published a 





$5,000 ad from South Africa that notes that "reform is a 
reality and that the government is creating opportunities 
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for all of her peoples." 


My question is, since the Post advertising 
department insists that they never knowingly publish state- 
ments that are untrue and since you're not opposing this 
loan, can we conclude that the State Department does not 
compare Mr. Botha with Adolph Hitler and that you believe 
this Washington Post ad is more credible than the Post 


writer? 





A I don't think that I'm here as the spokesman 
for the Washington Post -- 





Q I know. I'‘ve already talked to them. I'd 
just like to know what does the State Department -- do you 
compare Botha with Hitler? 


A No. We're not going to characterize our 
attitude from the podium. 


Q One last point on this. The Post writer 
reported that she asked Prime Minister Botha a question when 
he was here in Washington . Do you recall his every being 


in Washington ? 


A I personally don't. 

Q Or did she possibly confuse -- 
A Mr. Botha being in Washington? 
Q 


-- the Prime Minister with the Foreign 
Minister? 


A I don't know. I can't answer that question. 


Q You don't recall that he's every been in 
Washington, do you? 


Q Do you have anything more, John, on the 
Secretary's travel plans? 


A Not today. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the election of 
Nicaragua to the Security Council? 


A Yes. We hope now that Nicaragua has been 


elected to the Security Council that Nicaragua will act 
responsibly for the cause of international peace and the 
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United States is prepared to work with all Council Members 
in pursuance of this objective. 


Q Can we go back to Lebanon for a while. 


@) Before we leave that, John, that's an enor- 
mously pregnant statement. On what basis do you have hope 
that Nicaragua will do this? 


A One always has hope. (Laughter) 
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Q Well, there's a great Western proverb that 
even a steer can try, too. I just wonder if you have any- 
thing that gives you hope. Is there any. conduct on the 
part of the Sandinista Government that gives you hope that 
they will begin to act responsibly? 


A No. Our position has been plain. 
Obviously, we had considered that the Dominican Republic, 
which recently held democratic elections, would have more 
adequately reflected Latin American views in the Security 
Council. That didn't happen. 


Of course, there will be differences between our- 
selves and Nicaragua. Nevertheless, as members together of 
the Security Council, we all have a responsibility to do our 
utmost to find viable solutions to international disputes. 
This is certainly the intention of the United States, and we 


hope that of Nicaragua. 


Q Have they given you any indication when the 
next elections will be in Nicaragua? 
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A No. 
A Yes. 


Q With respect to the question of "viable 
solutions to international disputes,” the Venezuelan and 
Mexican letter asked that genuine negotiations take place 
from the dialogue that's taking place between Nicaragua and 
the United States at the present time. The Costa Rican and 
Honduran Foreign Ministers, on September 14, issued a joint 


| Q Could I follow please, for just a second? 
communique saying roughly the same thing. 


Reagan, in his reply letter, appeared to endorse 
the Venezuelan-Mexican initiative but then pointed to the 
San Jose meeting. Can you clarify whether or not the United 
States now has plans to actually begin negotiations as 
opposed to this desultory dialogue that's been going on with 
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Nicaragua? 
A No, I can't clarify that. 
Q Can you take the question? 
A Yes. 
Q There are reports of Cuban troops in 


Afghanistan. Do you have anything on that? 


A No. 


Q Are you any closer today, John, to an 
agreement with the Europeans on new ways of handling com- 
merical credit to the Soviets? 


A No. I think we're about where we were 
yesterday when we discussed this at some length. I don't 
think we have anything. 


Q Are you still making progress? 


A I think the discussions are still going forward. 


Q What steps, if any, is the United States 
taking to assist El Salvador against the -- it's operations 
against the current guerrilla offensive there? 


A Steps that we are taking? 


Q Do you have any reaction, first of all, to 
the current gue’rilla offensive; and, secondly, are there 
any steps the United States is taking to assist the govern- 


ment there? 


A I do have some reaction on the current mili- 
tary situation. It's clear that guerrilla activity over the 
past few weeks reflects a concerted effort in traditional 
areas of guerrilla strength in the remote provinces of 
Morazan and Chalatenango. 


We don't, however, view these events as consti- 
tuting any major shift in the military balance. In some 
very fundamental respects of training, equipment and 
logistical tactics within the Salvadoran Army Officer Corps, 
the army would appear to be more confident than in the past 
when faced with comparable guerrilla offensive tactics. 

And the army does not feel the same compulsion to engage the 
guerrillas on the latter's terms. 
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The Government's reaction has been measured with 
small unit engagements thus far in contrast to those reports 
suggesting that battalion-size units are being pinned down 
by the guerrillas. It's our understanding that very little 
of the immediate reaction forces available to the govern- 
ment have, as yet, been committed, and that provincial com- 
manders are adjusting to the situation with the troops they 


have at hand. 


Q Could we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q On the Canada trip, is there anything 
further you can tell us at all about the substance of the 
discussions that will take place, the purpose of the trip? 


A As I've said on a number of occasions, the 
Secretary is much interested in visiting Canada and thinks it 
is obviously one of our very important allies and northern 
neighbor. I imagine that discussions would touch on trade, 
environmental matters and perhaps the international scene, 


the NATO Ailiance. 
Q Any defense issue? 


A They might. 


Q Was the trip designed, in terms of schedule, 
to coincide with the very high level international business 
community that descended there yesterday? 


A No. No, it was not. It was planned at the 
time when the Secretary could get away from Washington 
and at a time when the Canadian officials could receive 


him. 
Q Any agreements expected to be signed? 


A No. 


Q What is your position on the Israeli Defense 
Forces’ insistence in staying in the Druze village of 
Ein Matta -- this is in Lebanon -- where they claim the 
Lebanese forces are not there, and therefore, they are 
staying against the will of the people, either the side of the 
Phalangists or the Druze people. 


A I don't have ar**hing specifically on that 
for you, but obviously, there a-~-  atinuing discussions 
about the Israeli presence in Lebanon, and you can be sure 
that that would have been addressed in that -- 
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Q Do you consider this as a violation of the 
agreement that was reached -- 

A I'm not prepared to characterize it. 

Q We've had an enormous amount of focus 


on El Salvador from the large media as well as by the State 
Department and a comparatively small amount of focus on 
Zimbabwe, to which as I understand it, we are still giving 
about $50 to $75 million a year in aids, grants, 

loans, and so forth. 


Is the State Department at all concerned about 
the reports from Zimbabwe that accredited newsmen have been 
detained for criticizing the government, that people are 
detained without any charge, and that the media in Zimbabwe 
is no longer free, among other things? Are we at all con- 
cerned about what is going on there, because apparently the 
larger media doesn't seem to be very concerned? 


A I can't respond specifically to that 
situation, but the position of the United States on 
freedom of the press and the free movement of correspondents 
is, obviously, very well known. 


Q Did we make that known to Mr. Mugabe? 


A I do not know specifically what points were 
made with him. 


Q We are concerned about his threat to close 
down any church in Zimbabwe that .-iticizes his government? 


A I would have to go back and look. I'm not 
specifically aware of what you are raising. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:45.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #181 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1982, 12:11 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I don't have any statements. 


Are there any last and lingering questions that 
you think you might have? 


Q John, the question was raised in here a while 
ago, “gust after you walked out of the room, whether some of 
his (a senior official) comments could be put on the record 
inasmuch as they had been said in the same words on the 


"Today Show" earlier. 


A I understand the senior official read some 
words. Did he not indicate what might happen? 


Q He said that was your decision. He had no 
objections. 


BN If that senior official had no objection to 
going on the record with the portion of his remarks that he 
read, the written statement, that's fine. We have no 


objection. 


Q Can you get that written statement so we'll 
know clearly which part -- 


A Yes. 
Q He said he deviated. 


A We don't have any problem making available to 
you what he read here today, if he wants to go ON THE RECORD 
with it. 


Q Are there any talks going on now with the allies 
about resolving, getting this agreement on the 
East-West approach? 


A Sure. Those talks are continuing. What 


specifically might be going on this very day I'm not 
aware of, but certainly these talks are continuing. 


Q Are these talks just at the Embassy-Foreign Office 
level kind of thing or -- ? 





A There is a variety of channels, but they 
would certainly include those channels. 


0 Do you have any idea when there might be some 
statement or agreement? 


gn 


A No. 


2) Is there somebody from EUR traveling in 
Europe now on such a mission? 


A I don't believe so. I mean, obviously, 
people go back and forth and have discussed this, but I 
don't believe there is anybody specifically in Europe on 
this at the moment. 


¢) Is some new consultative process being set up 
between us, the European allies and Japan on trade, econo- 
mic and industrial problems? 


A Not to my knowledge. I'm sure Japan would be 
involved in discussions on this subject, but I don't know of 
any new consultative process. 


8) John, do you have anything to say about the 
apparent breakdown of this effort to expel Israel from 
various U.N. agencies including the General Assembly? 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
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A We have seen those reports that you have 
seen. We're not in a position to confirm or deny the 
accuracy at this stage, but if the reports are true, this 
is, of course, welcome news. 


The previous report that the Arabs were considering 
a challenge to the credentials of Israel's delegation, if 
carried to a successful conclusion, would have done great 
damage to the United Nations and also to Middle East peace 
prospects. The United States hopes that such action will 
not in fact be attempted. We are confident that any such 
action would encounter widespread opposition in the 
Assembly. 


¢) Any word from Nairobi apropos of that 
subject? 


A No. 
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Q Do you have anything on that story in the 
Post today regarding the American military officer in 
Guatemala? 


A No. I think you probably really should talk 
to the Pentagon about that. We'll look into it and see if 
we might have something for you later in the day, but I 
think your main thrust should be to the Pentagon. 


Q Where will the Fez group sit down and talk. 
Will Israel be included in these talks? 


A The only deliberations that I know of, the 
deliberations that some members of the Fez group are having 
here in the next -- 


Q In the State Department? 


ry Yes. 
Q Not at the White House? 


A Not to my knowledge. I think the Vice 
President is now going to host the dinner that was to be 
hosted by the Secretary tomorrow night, but that's the only 


Will Israel be among those or not? 


Q 

rN At that dinner? 

Q At the dinner or at the talks? 
A 


They will not be at the dinner; no. 


Q Would they be given a chair if they showed 
up? (Laughter) 


A I think that's a somewhat hypothetical 
situation. 


Q Do you have anything on travel or have I 
missed something this morning? 


A No, and I'm afraid the suggestion we might 
have something for you on the Secretary's travel today was a 
little premature. We're going to hold another day or two on 
that. Nothing startling or significant; just a question of 
arranging scheduling. 


Q Anything beyond what you said yesterday on 
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the Canada trip? 


0 You thought that was crystal clear and fully 


A Yes. I think the Canadian Foreign Minister 
is a graduate of one of the universities at which the 
Secretary of State taught, but I don't think you should read 
too much significance into it. (Laughter) 


¢) What are your plans now, if any, for any kind 
of a ceadout at the end of this Fez delegation visit? 


A I think a senior official is going to do a 
backgrounder at the White House -- isn't that right, Alan -- 
after the President and the delegation meet tomorrow. I 
think that's going to be -- 


¢) But nothing after the 3:00 o'clock meeting here? 
A I don't think so. 


Q Nothing today but tomorrow at the White 
House? 


A At the White House; yes. 
) Who will do the backgrounder? 


Ay Who will do the backgrounder? I haven't the 
faintest idea. 


Q Can we guess? 
A You can guess, sure. 
) Do you have anything more from Shamir-Shultz 


today or was that it? 


A No. It was a businesslike exchange. I think 
that Mr. Shamir came down and it seem to me his charac- 
ter’ >: ‘on was very fair and very accurate. It lasted about 


an 7. 


The American participants were, of course, the 
Secretary, (Messrs.) Veliotes, Hill, Draper, Dam, (and) 
Hughes; on the Israeli side, the Foreign Minister was accom- 
panied by Ambassador Arens and a number of other aides. 
Obviously, a fair amount of talk was about Lebanon. 


The Israeli Foreign Minister did discuss his 
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recent visit to Costa Rica, touched on affairs in Central 

America, and I think both sides would agree that obviously 
they discussed ways to move forward on the Lebdnese peace 

process. 


e) Do you have anything new on El Salvador 
today? 


A No. I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Do you have anything about Shultz's trip to 
Latin America? 


A No. 

8) What happened to the announcement? 

A It's not coming today. 

0 Tomorrow? 

fy Maybe. We'll see. 

Q Thank you. 

A I'm sorry. Just on that statement earlier by 


a senior -- there's a hold on that? Okay. We'll have to 
get back to you as soon as we can and let you know whether 
that is on the record, that portion. I guess there's a hold 
on that for a moment. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:20 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #182 


FRIDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1982, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a state- 
ment on the ITU situation. The Plenipotentiary Conference of 
the International Telecommunications Union decided early 
today in Nairobi to amend the resolution that had been 
introduced against Israel. The amendment omitted a provi- 
sion which would have excluded Israel from further par- 
ticipation in ITU meetings, but did retain some severely 
condemnatory language against Israel. The amended resolu- 
tion then passed by a vote of 85 to 3l. 


Although the very grave issue of Israel's exclusion 
from the ITU was avoided, the United States considered the 
resolution objectionable and unbalanced. Nevertheless, the 
United States is gratified that the nations represented at 
the ITU Conference have recognized the unwarranted character 
of this challenge to Israel's participation in the United 
Nations system. Israel's rights in the ITU have not been 
jeopardized and therefore the United States will continue to 
participate in the Nairobi Conference. 


Q May we have a copy of the statement? 


A Surely. 

Q Can you give us a list of the voting? 

A I think it's a secret ballot. 

Q Oh, it was a secret ballot. 

A I think it was a secret ballot. 

re) Does this issue of exclusion, do you feel it 


is buried now that you successfully defeated it, or do you 
expect it to arise in other -- 


A We've seen the reports suggesting that it's 
buried, but our position, should it arise in any other U.N. 
agency, would be the same. We feel strongly about it should 
it arise in any other agency. 


8) Would it carry also the warning of withdrawal 
and not to fund activities? 
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A Absolutely. 


Q Do you have anything on the Time story today 
about a Polish defector? 


A No. Can't give you anything on that. 


@) Have you had any requests from the gentleman 
for any type of political asylum? 


A I guess that whole area is one in which we 
have stayed from any kind of comment, the question of 
asylum. 


@) Have you had anything to say on the record 
about the interview in the Boston Globe of Ambassador Arens 
about shipping of Israeli weapons or parts of weapons? 





A I think we had some guidance on that yester- 
day. You can get it from the Press Office. 


e) We have guidance? 

A Yes. 

0 Can we get -- 

A I don't have the statement with me. You can 


get it from the Press Office. 


re) John, Lebanon's television reports today the 
United States will supply Lebanon, the Lebanese Army, with 
enough military equipment to arm three brigades; that 
President Reagan made this pledge in his meeting with 
President Gemayel. Is this correct? Do you have any com- 
ment on that report? 


A I don't have any comment on it. I think we 
are at the stage where we're not that specific. As you 
know, the Pentagon mission has been to Lebanon, has looked 
at the needs of the Lebanese Armed Forces and I think pro- 
bably would be reporting to the Secretary of Defense and the 
President fairly soon. But I think it's really premature at 
this stage to say what they are suggesting and what the 
United States might consider. 


0 Can you tell us what promise of military 
assistance the President offered in his meetings this week? 


A I don't think the President did offer any 
specifics, but as is well known the Administration has 
listened to the Lebanese President's assessment of the armed 
forces in his country and he has made certain comments and 
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certain pleas and we're taking those under advisement. 


0 Are we any closer to reaching a consensus in the 
Western Alliance on East-West trade? 


A As you know, we're in continuing contacts 
with our Allies through normal diplomatic channels on the 
broad framework of East-West economic relations. 


There's general agreement on the need to develop a 
consensus approach to East-West economic ties, and the 
diplomatic discussions that have been taking place in the 
past weeks and months are on-going. 


Q We're no where nearer -- that's the same sen- 
tence I've heard for days. 


A We have seen those stories setting timetables 
and suggesting urgency, and that does not seem to accord 
with our understanding of where the discussions are. 
Obviously, they are going forth and I see no reason to 
change any kind of characterization we've given you about 
the state of those talks in the past several days. 


¢) You haven't given any characterization at 
all. Are we making progress? 


A I don't want to give that kind of charac- 
terization. They're going on; they're active. 


0 Are you ruling out this weekend? 


A One never rules out anything, but I think 
suggestions that there's that kind of urgency about a deci- 
sion are a little misleading. 


Q Where is this one issue on the agenda in 
Canada this weekend? Is this number one or is this 
somewhere else, or is Canadian-U.S. relations primary? 


A I don't rule out that it would be discussed 
in the same kind of a manner. It was discussed at La 
Sapiniere with all NATO Allies of which Canada is one, but 
it is not, insofar as I know, a major question on the agenda. 
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Q John, somebody has said that the United States 
has actually given a written submission of some sort to the 
Allies; and you said earlier this week or late last week, or 
something, that no proposal had been made. 


Has a proposal now been made? 


4A I don't think I want to get into the detail of 
the negotiations. Obviously, there is back and forth. 
Obviously, there seemed to be a verbal agreement in principle 
at La Sapiniere, which is the understanding is to come to 
fruition, has to be translated into something more specific, 
and presumably at some stage would have to be translated into 
a piece of paper. But I don't think I want to get into the 
detail of the discussion and the interchange that is going on 
at the moment. 


Q Could you give us any idea of expected time 
frame at this point? 


A I really can't. I think what we have been 
saying in the past couple of weeks is an accurate charac- 
terization. There is back and forth, and that is 
continuing. The discussion is going on, but I don't see any 
suggestion that there is a timetable here or a deadline of 
something happening this week or next week or whatever. 


Q Is this something which is tied at all to the 
COCOM negotiations, or are they separate? 


A I don't want to get into the detail of what is 
being discussed. As you know, what the Secretary has sought 
to do is to avoid specific discussion on the pipeline sanc- 
tions, which obviously are a cause of disagreement between 
ourselves and some of our allies, and get into this broader 
East-West economic relationship. That's where the discussion 


is revolving. 


0 Can we go back to the U.N. for a ainute? Our 
position regarding the IAEA and the suspension of payments to 
it still stands, does it? 


A Correct. 


Q What happened at the U.N. on Monday is 
something else? 


A Correct. 
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Q Can I ask you something about the delegation 
of the Arab League that's here? My understanding is that 
there is a man named Khalid al-Hassan, who is a member of the 
PLO who is in town in Washington, and he is reportedly listed 
as an adviser to the Jordanian delegation despite the state- 
ments you made here that the PLO is not welcome. You made 


that very firm. 


So in effect, if this is correct, the Arab League 
says, “Never mind what the State Department says. We'll do 
what we want, even in Washington.” 


A Why don't we just repeat what we have said 
repeatedly before, that there is no representative of the PLO 
on the Arab League delegation, which is composed of King 
Hassan of Morocco, Secretary-General Klibi, and the Foreign 
Ministers of Morocco, Algeria, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Syria, 
and Tunisia. 


As far as Mr. al-Hassan is concerned, we are not 
aware that he is in Washington. 


8) John, can I just pick that up? Do you mean 
there is no representative in the Arab delegation that will 
be meeting the President -- I don't think that you mean that 
there is no representative of the PLO on the delegation. 


A As far as we're concerned, there is no PLO 
representative in the delegation. 


e) Or in Washington? 

A As far as we know. 
e) I didn't hear that. 
A So far as we know. 


0 As far as we know, there is no PLO represen- 
tative in Washington? 


A That's correct. 


e) Has the Jordanian delegation assured you that 
there is no PLO -- 


A I'm not going to get into the discussion. 
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@] But you're not saying there is not one in New 
York or some place else? You're just saying he's not in 
Washington? 


A I'm saying he's not in Washington. 
e) If he was in Washington, would you know? 


A We might not. I don't know. I'm saying, to 
our knowledge he's not in Washington. 


@] This gentleman carries a Kuwaiti passport. Is 
there a semantic thing here that you know a Kuwaiti diplomat 
may be in Washington? 


A We don't know. 


8) You don't know that he's at the Sheraton 
Washington? 


(Laughter) 
A Maybe you're giving me information. 


) No, I'm serious. You don't literally know 
that he's in Washington? 


A Do you have a room number, John? 
e) I got a call this morning. 
e) I think you just don't want to know, John. 


A We just don't know. We're not officially 
aware of his being in Washington. 


¢) I just called the Arab League and they 
consider the PLO member as a member of the delegation. 


A Who said that? 
9 Somebody from the Arab League. 


A Well, we're going to stand on the language 
that we have offered you here today. 


e) John, can you give me clarification of a state- 
ment that was made by a senior representative or a senior 
official of the State Department about the possibility, maybe 
hypothetical possibility, of mutual recognition between the 
PLO and Israel. What is your position, the United States 
Government, on this matter? 


gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


- 


A This was information given to you in a 
briefing by a senior official, you say? 


¢) Yes, sir. 


A I'm not going to attempt, from this particular 
vantage point, to interpret or amplify what he said. I'm 
sure that he made clear what he intended to say. 


Q Can you give me clarification please on the 
possibility of involving the exiled West Bank mayors of 
Halhul and Hebron in the peace process? 


A I think you've asked me that question before, 
and I think we have said that we're not specifying which 
Palestinians are going to be involved in the peace process. 
That is something for the Palestinians to decide. Our posi- 
tion on the PLO, of course, is quite clear. 


Q General Walters apparently has been in Italy 
for the past several days. Do you have anything about his 
mission? Is it official? Who is he meeting with, where he 


goes from there? 


A He's certainly not in Italy at the moment; 
he's here in Washington. 


Q But he had been in Italy. 
He may well have been, but I don't know. 
Was that official? 


I have no idea. 


on Fr, OD YF 


Could you get something? 


A General Walters is a peripatetic traveler. It 
wouldn't surprise me if he were in Italy. 


e) Could you get something for us on that? 
A Sure. I'll look into it for you. 


Q Speaking of Italy, is Premier Spadolini coming 
here next week? Will Mr. Shultz meet with him? 


A I have no knowledge of it. 


Q He is coming. 
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A O.K. You're a jump ahead of me. 
Q On a Kuwaiti passport. (Laughter) 


Q John, the Honduran Foreign Minister said he 
wants to convene a summit with no exclusions, including 
Nicaragua. 


A Excuse me. Which Foreign Minister? 


Q Honduran. And that they want to convene one 
as soon as possible of all the region's leaders. 


Does the United States have a comment on that? It 
would be wider than the democratic forum that was established 


in San Jose. 


A No, I don't have any response to that. 


Q Will you take a question? Can you look into 
it? 


A Yes. 


Q Also, on Salvador, there have been kidnappings 
of members of the Executive Committee of the internal FDR in 
San Salvador over the past week. No security force has taken 
responsibility, but they have all disappeared, and according 
to witnesses, were taken by troops -- people in uniform. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A Not a comment, but we've asked the United 
States Embassy in San Salvador to check into the reports, but 
we don't have any information on the disappearances you speak 
of. We're checking on it. 


Q Do you have anything on reports of a 
breakthrough in the tuna war between the United States and 
Mexico? 


A I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Here is an easy one: Do you know anything 
about an impending shakeup at the Assistant Secretary level 
in this building? 


A I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Are you sure? 
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A 


Q 


I'm sure I don't, yes. 


Do you have anything on the Secretary's 


possible travel to South America? 


x 
that today. 


Q 


No. I‘m afraid I have nothing to give you on 


John, could we have a guest list of the people 


at the lunch that the Secretary is hosting today? 


A 


r Oo +} OD PF DO 


Q 


It's not the Secretary's lunch. 

Who's lunch is it? 

It‘*s the President's lunch. 

Excuse me. The President's lunch. 

I think you'll have to ask the White House. 
At the White House. 

Yes. 


Do you expect the Secretary to come down and 


make some remarks in the lobby? 


A 


I don't know whether he will give some 


remarks, but I think he's going to come down to escort the 
Fez delegation. 


Q 


A 
Q 
A 


Will you find out on remarks, please? 
Yes. 
What time will that be, more or less? 


I think that is from 3:30 to 4:30, so I would 


expect him to come down about 4:30. 


Q 


Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #183 


MONDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1982, 12:05 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: I have a couple of announcements. 


Regarding the fourth annual meeting of the 
Cooperation for Development in Africa, the Agency for 
Intecnational Development will host the fourth annual policy 
level meeting of the Cooperation for Development in Africa, 
CDA. The three-day meeting opens Tuesday, October 26, 
in the Loy Hendecson Conference Room at 9:30 a.m. Vice 
President George Bush will address the opening session. The 
Italian delegation will be officially welcomed as the newest 
member of the CDA during tomorrow's plenary session. Also, 
addressing the plenary session will be Dr. Adebayo Adedeji, 
Under Secretary of the United Nations and Executive Secretary 
of the Economic Commission for Africa. M. Peter McPherson, 
Administratoc of the Agency for International Development, 
will chaic the plenary session. 


Media planning to cover the conference may begin to 
set up in the Loy Hendercson Conference Room at 6:30 a.m. and 
must be set up before 9:30 a.m. Only the morning session will 


be open to the press. 


Second is a statement cegarding recent violent 
demonstrations in Ecuadoc. We have been following closely 
developments in Ecuadoc in the past week. We regret the 
violence that has taken place and we hope that these problems 
can be resolved within the context of Ecuador's democratic 


institutions, which we fully support. 
I will be happy to take your questions. 
Q Ace you going to put that one out? 
A Do you want me to put it out? 


Q I would like one or two copies. It was fast -- 
you did it fast. 


A Oh. 


Q Do you have anything on a trip to Brazil and 
othec Latin American countcies by the President? 


A No, I don't, George. 
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Q Can you explain why the announcement of the 
trip by the Secretary to that rcegion was not made last week? 


A No, I don't have anything further for you 
beyond what John had last week. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the Polish MFN? 
A Yes. 
Q What was the question? 


A On Polish MFN. The President is expected to 
sign a proclamation shortly which suspends Poland's MFN status 
by using his authority underc Section 125 (c) of the Trade Act 
of 1974. This action was seen by the President as a tangible 
way of expressing our deep displeasure over the Polish 
Government's action to abolish Solidarity on October 8 We 
see the ban on Solidarity-as a furthec suppression of human 
rights in Poland. In light of this situation, we have 
ceviewed Polish performance under its trade agreements with 
the United States and have found that Poland has fatled to 
fulfill its membership obligations under its GATT Accession 
Agreement since 1978. 


On these grounds, the United States would have been 
fully justified in taking action such as suspension of 
Poland's MFN status years ago. We decided against such action 
on the basis of Poland's then relatively favorable cecord on 
intecnal liberalization and on meeting its obligations under 
the Helsinki Final Accord. This favorable situation in Poland 
was cevercsed by the official outlawing of the tndependent 
tcade unton, Solidarity, leaving us without any reason to con- 
tinue withholding action on our trade complaints against 
Poland. Consequently, we are exercising our cights undec 
Pacagcaph 7 of Poland's Protocol of Accession to GATT. 


Q Specifically, what have they failed to do? 
What obligation undec GATT have they failed to live up to 
since 1978? 


A Let me just go. through this a little bit, in 
terms of the authority and so on. Section 125 (c) of the 
Trade Act of 1974 authorizes the President by proclamation to 
tecminate trade agreements or to withdraw benefits under such 
agreements within certain limits. The statute allows him to 
act because Poland, since 1978, has been unable to fulfill its 
GATT obligations contained in Schedule LXV, which is also found 
in Annex B of the 1967 Polish Protocol of Accessior to the 
GATT. 
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GATT Schedule LXV stipulates that Poland shall 
increase the total value of its imports from the GATT 
contcacting parties by 7 percent per annum aggregated and com- 
pounded over multi-year commitment periods. That it has 
failed to do. 


Q What has it done instead? 
A I don't have details on that, John. 


Q Can we have copies of those two other? 


My Yes. 


Q The proclamation which he its going to sign, 
does this immediately take MFN off and does it take it off 
indefinitely, or is it for a period of time? Do you have to 
consult with Congress? 


My I don't have the details of when it would be 
implemented. Presumably, it would be issued -- and I'm giving 
you this just for guidance and for thought, not as an answer 
to your question -=- presumably it would have to be proclaimed 
and appeac publicly, I guess, in the Federal Register. I'm 
not sure I have an answer for you on that statement. 


As fac as Congress, the President and his key advi- 
secs have been in close touch and consultation with the 
Congressional leadership and members of the Foreign Relations 
Committee and the House Foreign Affaics Committee since the 
President announced his intention to suspend MFN. 


Q What does “shortly” mean -- today, later this 
week? 


A I do not have specific information for you on 
that. 


Q While we'rce on GATT, do you have anything on Romanta? 


A No, I don't 


Q Do you expect anything in the way of a limited 
BACKGROUNDER on this at all, or is this it? 


A I don't know that there will be anything on this. 
It might be at STR rather than hece if there were to be 
something on this. You might want to check over there? 





Q Could you tell us what the practical effect of 
, this would be? Since this is, obviously, considered to be a 
_— punitive action, in what way will it harm Poland? 


A Marvin, this was addressed at a BACKGROUNDER 
which was held in this room when it was first announced. 
I would ask, if you would -- I know you weren't here at that 
point -- tf you could go back and look at the text. 


gn 


Q Alan, will you take a question on what Poland's 
performance has been since 1978? Have they fallen short by a 
percentage or two, are they -- ? 


Let me look into that to see what we have. 


A 
Q Please. 
Q What is new about what you're saying today? 


A That we're moving ahead. The question had been 
-- Previously, the President had announced his decision. 
The question was how it would be implemented and when it would 
be implemented. 


Now, what I'm saying to you is that this is the way 
it is going to be implemented, and that it certainly will be 
shortly; but this is the mannec in which it will be done, as 
opposed to alternatives. 
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Q Have you got anything on sanctions? 
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Q What progress is being made on that front? 


A I don't have anything new for you today, 
Marvin. 


0 Central America? 
A Let's stay on this one. 


Q Alan, was it necessary for Poland to have 
fallen short in its imports in order for Reagan to have been 
able to cite the Trade Act, or do this unilaterally? 


A I don't know whether it was necessary or 
whether there was some other mechanism, I can't tell you. In 
any case, I think that's hypothetical. The point is that per- 
formance was short. It falls under the provisions both of 
the GATT and our law. 


Q I guess what I'm wondering is if he spent the 
past two weeks shopping around for a way to do this without 
Congressional act, Or was there some other way? 


A I think, as was indicated at the time of the 
President's action in the first place, we would consider 
together with the Congress and through our own deliberations 
just what seemed to be the most effective and fastest way of 
doing this. In the end, new legislation ducing the upcoming 
Congressional session was not cecommended because the 
President wished to take immediate action, and because he 
has the authority to do so under existing legislation. 


The curtailment of basic human freedoms is an 
issue which simply couldn't wait for a response. 


Q He couldn't have cited merely that and 
suspended MFN. 


A He's acting within our law and within the 
GATT. 


Q Why didn't he just do that right away instead 
of announcing that he was going to chat up Congress and see 
what they -- 


A They are different alternatives. It was just 
a question of seeing what seemed to be <= what would come 
out of the consultations, so that's where we are. 


Q Didn't he also say, if I remember correctly, 
that he was going to try and get some scrt of comparable 
Allied action? 
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A No, I don't think that was said. Again, I 
would refer you back to what was said specifically. 


Shall we move on? 


Q On El Salvador -- well, can I ask about the 
Ecuador statement, if you have any background to it? Why 
is it necessary for the United States to make a statement 
with respect to demonstrations which haven't been, you know, 
all that -- compared to many other countries in the world -- 
haven't been all that dramatic? 


A It's not a question of demonstrations -- 
necessarily. The fact is that there were a series of 
disturbances in various cities in Ecuador last week 
following an announcement on October 14 by the government of 
austerity measures. As a result, three people were killed 
and some property was damaged. 


A general strike was called on October 21, and the 
government declared a state of emergency and established a 
curfew. As you suggest, we understand that the security 
situation has improved over the weekend. But events did take 
place and we are addressing ourselves to those events. 


Q On El Salvador, do you have anything more on 
the disappeared opposition leaders which now number 15? 


A We are aware of the number of disappearances 
of opposition leaders associated with the FDR. But we don't 
yet have any detatled information on the exact circumstances 
Orc the perpetrators. We have discussed the matter with the 
Government of El Salvador. 


We are, of course, concerned over these disappear- 
ances, particularly if they're the work of those who are 
attempting to set back the process of political reconciliation 
which has just been begun by the Government of El Salvador. 


Q With that in mind, what gives Ambassador 
Hinton the confidence to say that this was not the work of 
the government? I mean, I don't understand why he said 
that. 


A We don't have, as I said before, detailed 
information on the exact circumstances or the 
perpetratocs, but we certainly would support Ambassador 
Hinton's statements in his capacity as the senior U.S. repre- 
sentative on the scene. I don't have a further detailed 
ceadout of either what he said, frankly, or what was behind 
it. 


Q Do you have any number of people who actually 


disappeared? 

A No. We've seen rceports anywhere between ele- 
ven and fifteen. I don't have any authoritative number to 
give you. 


Q Do you have any opinion as to how this bodes 
for the U.S. ideas on how reconciliation can be achieved; do 
you think this is a very severe setback? 


gn 


A I don't think I want to characterize it in 
those terms. But as I said, we are concerned particularly 
if they're the work of those who are attempting to set back 
the process of political ceconciliation. 


Q One other on Central America, similar 
topic. Ambassador Negroponte wrote a letter to The Econo- 
mist, saying that there was no such thing as death squads 
in Honducas, but the head of the Human Rights Commission of 
Honduras was in Washington last week with a list of a number of 
disappearances for which law enforcement agencies in 
Honducas had taken no responsibility or credit. 





Can you say on what basis Ambassador Negroponte 
concludes there ace no death squads at work in Honduras? 


A I, frankly, was not aware of his letter and I 
can't comment. 


Q Can you take the question. 


A I really think you ought to refer the 
question to him since it's his letter, and I would assume 


you -- 
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Q You just backed up Ambassador Hinton's state- 
ments. This is just a neighboring country with the same 
kind of ambassador. 


A It's a little different thing when you're 
talking about a letter where he's written, and apparently 
you have words he's put out. I just don't -- I can try and 
look into it but frankly I think you're going to be more 
effective in getting directly to him faster if you got a 
correspondent on the scene. 


Q On El Salvador, how much concern is there 
that the current disappearances will, in effect, foul up the 
cectification process which has to take place in January? 


A I don't think that we've addcessed it in those 
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terms at this point. First of all, it's not clear what's 
i.zppened, and I don't think -- let's let events take their 
coucse sefore we try to maxe that kind of judgment. 


Jim, I will look into the question but I would 
also sug..¢-~t you might want to pursue it independently. 


2) Do you have anything on Ambassador Draper? 
We had hez ji that he had not arcrived in Beirut. 


A Yes, that's correct. He is somewhat under 
the weather. He's in London. He'll be resting there for a 
couple of days and then he will be going on to. Beirut. 


Q On the Middle East, Alan. You're aware of 
King Hassan's rcemacks on Saturday. Despite the U.S. urging 
that the Arabs recognize Israel's cight to exist, that that 
isn't in the cards until Israel evacuates the occupied 
territories, oc at least that's his opening position, do you 
have a ceaction? 


A No, I don't. 


Q The Jerusalem Post published a poll on 
October 19, saying that most Iscaelis are unhappy with the 
current American attitude towards Iscael, irrespective of 
pacty affiliation. They also believe that the American 
diplomatic activities doesn't help bring peace any nearer. 





Two-thirds hold that American diplomacy has 
lately been interfering in Israeli internal affairs. What do 
you comment on that? 

nen I don't have any comment on a poll. 
Q Thank you. 


A You'ce welcome. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:20 P.M.) 





 vectrassitied for Publication in American roreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


TUESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1982 
"INDEX 


Subject | Page 





LEBANON 


Reports of troop DuLLd—upc cccccccccccccccsscscccccsseel 

Discussions between Israel & LebanoOn..ccccccesveveeesl=2,3,5 

Draper MEBSIORc ccceSeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeoeesoooseoeseeeea 

Mam tDc ccc eeeeeeeeSSSSSSSeeeseeseseeseeesosseoooceoceoseeed 

Discussions with other partilesS.ccccccccssccssseseseed -° 
Countries participating in MNF. cccsccccesccsccesseeed 

Arab POSLELONe cccccccccccccscssccccccssessccsseseseed 

Israel arming DruZePecccccccesscecccsessssesesesesesl 

Israeli surveillance ElightS..cccccccccccecsessesseel2 


IRAQ 


Claims of A SUPET—“WEAPONs coseccsccesesesesesesssesesS 


LATIN AMERICA 
President's CrIPccccccccccccccccccccccccccscccccoseeSgl3 





SECRETARY SHULTZ 


TEAVELc ae cee eeeeeee eee See eseseseSeseeeeeecesecosesees 





EL SALVADOR 
Opposition leaders arrestedeccccccccccsesessssessses Ill 


NICARAGUA 
Political PCLSONErSecccccccssesseccesesssesssssesese ll 


KENYA 
American RLLledcccccccccceeceeseeeescecececeeeseeeeens 


WEST BANK 
Youth BhObe ccccccccecccccccceceececcccseoccccsecseccenagas 





NUCLEAR ISSUES 
Bishops‘ LOCCELcccccccccceeceeeeeeeseececeecsececeseee saws 





e* eeetke#eet 








 vectassiried for Publication in American roreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982” 


=> 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #184 


TUESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1982, 12:00 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: The only announcement I have for you 
is that Alan Romberg and I have been in a contest to get 
this briefing back to 12:00 noon, and I think I've won the 
contest. (Applause) 


So that's all I have for you today. See you 
tomorrow. (Laughter) . 


Q Do you have anything to give us on actions 
against Poland? 


A No. I understand the White House will make 


the announcement on the actual signing of the appropriate 
document. 


Q What time? 


A I undecstand it has not been signed yet. 
You'll have to ask the White House. 


Q When? 
A You'll have to ask the White House. Soon. 
Q Do you anticipate that today? 


A I think it's possible, but I think you ought 
to ask the White House. 


Q Do you have anything on increased military 
activity in the north of Lebanon; troop build-up, Syrian -- 


A No. 


Q John, senior Israeli officials are quoted 


today as expressing surprise at ceports that Israel and 


Lebanon will be involved in direct talks over the withdrawal 
issue. Can you bring us up to date on what is happening 
there? 


A I really can't. Perhaps there may be some 
surprise over the timing. Maybe the fact that Mr. Draper 
was taken ill in London and isn't back on the scene may not 
have moved things along specifically at the pace that was 
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expected, but I don't think there's any doubt about the 
desire to enter into those discussions. There is a mecha- 
nism, of course, already in existence. 


The Lebanese military have obviously been talking 
to the Israeli military, liaison groups during the whole 
PLO evacuation from Beirut and other events in Lebanon. 
There is some mechanism that already exists and it seems to 
me it's up to the Lebanese and the Israelis, once Mr. Drapec 
gets there, to determine how exactly these talks will go 
forward, but I think that's the mechanism they would build 
on. 


Q What's the situation with Draper? Is it 
assumed that he's going to be able to work -- 


A Yes, it is. He was taken ill in London. I 
gather he is on the mend; could well be back in Beirut 
tomorrow, but I don't want to prejudge that. I think nobody 
is pressing him. Everybody wants him to be fit when he does 
get there, but it's entirely possible that he would leave 
tomorrow oc certainly later in the week. 


Q When does Habib enter into this equation; 
what cole does he have now? 


A Insofac as any travel to the Middle East, 
nothing is in prospect. Mr. Habib is in town today. 
Actually, this was’in connection, I think, with an Asia 
Foundation project, but he's going to have lunch with the 
Secretary, the Deputy Secretary today. I'm sure they will 
Giscuss Lebanon and the Middle East, but no plans have been 
set for any involvement for Mr. Habib; no further itnvolvement. 


Q No plans set for any involvement; is that -- 


A Further involvement. Nothing beyond what 
I'm telling you. They will obviously discuss it, and 
obviously Mr. Habib's views are of great significance to the 
Secretary. Nobody is ruling out that he might do something 
in the future, but no cole has been determined. Nothing is 
set beyond -- 


Q Draper is still in charge of that? 


A Yes, sure. 


Q Is what the U.S. wants in Lebanon right now 
to start with a symbolic withdrawal by Israel; is that what 
the initial thrust is about, or are you seeking the overall 
plan for the withdrawal and that the first pullback is part 
of that overall plan? 


Foreign 
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A I think that's what the parties are going to 
have to discuss when they -- what they now will be 
discussing will be a detailed, operational plan for the 
withdrawal that the United States has been urging for some- 
time. We've urged total withG@rawal, PLO, Syrians, 

Israelis, as fast as it can be accomplished. Just how, 
who moves first and who does what, that's the kind of 
discussion that seems to me will now have to be embarked 


upon. 
QO And what is the U.S. recommendation? 


Am I don't think we want to get into our posi- 
tion. We've listened to the Lebanese position; we've 
listened to the Iscaeli position. It seems to me that 
now talks should proceed between those two parties. They 
have asked that we would be present. We will be present, 
and that's the next step. But obviously some kind of phased 
withdrawal, it seems to me, would be the focus of the 
discussion. 


Q I know clearly, but I still want to get back to 
this so-called symbolic first step. Is this something that 
the U.S. feels is required to get the phased withdrawal 
agreement completed? 


A I think the two sides, I think both the 
Lebanese and the Israelis, have thoughts about who should 
move first and how they should move. But I presume those 
ace first positions. 


Q Does the United States have a first position 
to put forward? 


A No. We've not put forth a position. We're 
going to be at the meeting and going to be helpful in trying 
to assist the parties to come to some agreement that they 
both feel comfortable with. 


Q What about the other two sides of that 
triangle? That is to say, Lebanon-Syria and Lebanon-PLO on 
withdrawal, how does that fit into the scheme? 


A I think when Mr. Draper gets back to the 
Middle East, it seems to me he would begin in Beirut. I 
would think that a visit by him to Israel would be timely 
and then I would think that he would probably visit Damascus 
to talk with the Syrians. 


Of course, there have been discussions with the 
Syrians. The Secretary saw the Syrian Foreign Minister in 
New York at the U.N., saw him here. Mr. Dam, the Deputy 
Secretary, talked with him on Saturday, so there are 
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discussions going on. 


Q So is it that the U.S., in effect, would be 
recommending withdrawals of all three, even in a symbolic 
way, to start with? 


an I don't want to get into symbolic -- I mean, 
the United States position is that we're working for the 
speediest, possible, total withdrawal of foreign forces from 
Lebanon. 


Q I see emecging the possibility of talks this 
week with the three -- Lebanon, Israel and the U.S. I'm 
worrying about the other elements that are part of that same 
withdrawal problem. 


Mh I think the Lebanese have made clear their 
desire for Syrian forces to withdraw, and it seems to me 
Drapec would offer the good offices of the United States. 


Q There's a ceport that the Iraqis are 
Claiming to have a super weapon capable of killing anywhere 
from 60,000 - 100,000 people that is non-nuclear in 
nature, and the President is evidently threatening to use it 
against Iran. Do you know anything at all about that? 


A No. Not a thing. 


Q Could you look into that one, John? 

nN So fac as we're able. 

Q Some of us may be going to Iran. (Laughter) 

A It's more than a professional interest is 
it? 

Q In connection with the Multinational Force, 


is there any significance to the timing of a change of 
shifts, so to speak, in the Marines that are there? 


A No. I think the Pentagon may later today 
be making an announcement on what will be a rcoutine rcota- 
tion. As I understand it, that relates to the length of 
time that unit has been in the Mediterranean; not in Lebanon. 
Not on the ground in Lebanon. I understand they're rotated 


at six-month periods. 


Q There's a wire report that the Israelis are 
surprised to read Washington reports that they're going to 
meet with the Lebanese and the Americans. 


A I already covered that. 
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Q I'm sorry. I missed that. 


Q What other countries have been approached to 
send troops as part of the Multinational Force? 


f I don't know that any countries have been 
approached. I think that a senior Administration official 
last night said that Britain and Greece had indicated an 
interest in contributing, should that be necessary, but I 
don't think we're at that stage. I think what has been 
suggested is that as these operational discussions move 
along, as a plan emerges, there might or might not be a new 
cole for the Multinational Force. 


Should there be a new role, there might or might 
not be the need to enlarge it. And should there be a need 
to enlarge it, there might oc might not be a need for addi- 
tional U.S. troops. There ace a variety of options here. 


Q How large a force might or might not be 
cequired? 


a Don't know. Not there. Not there. Figures 
have been bandied around. 


Q The Secretary was quoted yesterday, I guess, 
speaking to a Canadian journalist as saying that there is a 
progress Or movement in the Arab position, referring to King 
Hassan's declacation here. Can you elaborate on this, 
whether you detect a movement oc progress? 


A I don't think I need to elaborate on it. I 
think he made -- and we can give you the words on that -- 
but I think he made his position clear. I think he felt 
that that particular group had come together on a previous 
occasion, had arrived in Washington together, had presented 
a unified position, and examined the kind of language they 
used about what they see as the course of events in the 
Middle East, he thought that was encouraging. But we can go 
back and provide that specific language for you. 


Q In light of the rceporcted stories that the 
United States and Israel and Lebanon will be just about 
meeting to solve this withdrawal question, and Lebanon taking 
sort of refuge in the United States to protect it from being 
branded by the Arab world that they have given up almost 
everything because they want some financial interest. 


Are you expecting that your role will be in this 
matter of withdrawal as very decisive and strong as the role 
in the withdrawal of Israeli forces from Sinai; that the 
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major thrust will be on your efforts, the United States 
efforts in this matter? 


a I don't know that we can project. 
Obviously, we will be as energetic. This is a worthy goal, 
and we will be as energetic as need to be. But, obviously 
it's going to depend on the energy of the other par- 
ticipants. We will be as helpful as we can. 


--MORE-- 


Q Maybe you were asked this at the beginning, 
but I wasn't here. Do you have any comment on the decision 
of the Lebanese Government not to allow any more Lebanese 
citizens to get medical treatment by Israeli doctors or 
Israeli --? 


My No, I'm afraid I don't -=- don't have anything 
on {*. 


Q What about something on tangential stories? 
Do you have any comment on a report that the Israeli army has 
been arming the Druze factions in Lebanon? 


A No. 


Q . On another question, John? Could we be 
advised from now on when senior State Department officials 
brief the press over at the White House, which occurred 
last night? 


a Yes, sure. I don't see any problem about 
that. You sound like your pinpointing something that didn't 
happen last night. 


Q Yes. 


a We just got back from Canada, so I'm not 
exactly sure of the details of how it is all tied together. 
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Q One of the Assistant Secretaries briefed over 
at the White House, unbeknownst to the State Department Press 
corps, and it would be helpful if we were advised before. 


A O.K. If we didn't <= if we were not able to 
inform you -- 


Do you have any wise words, Mr. Romberg? 
MR. ROMBERG: We'll talk about it later. 


MR. HUGHES: Mr. Romberg's last wocds are that 
"we'll talk about it afterwards." 


Q Anything in reaction to the developments in 
Poland with the American school and so forth? 
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A No, not on the school, no. 
Q On what? 
(Laughter) 


a You almost had me there. (Laughter) No, I 
was thinking of events of a few days ago in connection with 
the Embassy, on which I think we offered you some words. 


Q John, does the Secretary now plan to scrub 
his Latin American trip, and accompany the President? 


A The Secretary isn't scrubbing his Latin 
American trip. He will go with the President to Latin 
America. 


Q Do you have any cough dates for it? 

y The White House announced it last night. I 
think it's November 30 to December 4 -- Brazil, Colombia, and 
Costa Rica. 


Q Is there any chance the Secretary will go on 
from there to anywhere else? 


ny I don't think so. Well, “Go on from there to 
somewhere else,” no, but as you know, he has talked about 
the NATO meeting in Europe which comes soon after. But my 
expectation is he will come back to Washington, although I 
guess it would have to be briefly, in view of the dates. 

Q What are the dates on the NATO meeting? 

A December 8, 9, 10. 


Q Will there be other travel associated with 
that? Brussels? 


A I think he probably will visit some other 
countries in Europe. 


Q How about the Middle East? 


A No plans. 


Q John, is the rceporting that has come out in 
the last two days on this man who has been arrested in 
Cheltenham, the -- 


gn 
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A Cheltenham? For a minute, I thought 
(inaudible) 


» Q The reporting is that it's compromised -- it's 
been the most serious defection since Philby. Does the 
State Department disagree with this? What is your 
assessment? : 


A I think we haven't had any comment on 
intelligence matters, and that we would continue not to have 
any comment on that question. 


Q Even when there is an arrest? 

A We certainly don't have any comment on it 
today. 

Q John, have you got anything on the sanctions? 

A No, we're just about where we have been. 


The negotiations and discussions continue. 


Q John, two questions: One, there is a report 
that Former Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld is making a trip 
to Europe and Japan to persuade countries there to join in a 
mini-treaty, as opposed to the Law of the Sea Treaty. 


Can you say whether he is traveling in an official 
capacity, exactly on whose behalf, and what his position is? 


A I can't. 

Q Could you take the question with respect to 
his trip? 

A Yes, sure. 

Q The second is, do you have anything on the 


Salvadoran opposition leaders? 


A Yes, we do. The Salvadoran armed forces' 
press spokesman announced the detention of eight persons 
belonging to the Democratic Revolutionary Front for the five 
guerrilla factions. According to the spokesman, these eight 
are being charged with conspiracy and sabotage against the 
state, and have been charged under State of Seige Decree 507. 


The United States is continuing to follow these 
cases closely. 
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Q Can you say with respect to that, Dean Hinton 
was quoted over the weekend as saying he was reasonably cer- 
tain that the government forces were not behind these peoples’ 
up-until-today disappearances. Alan said yesterday that they 
were fearful that people who kidnapped these people, or who 
now apparently have detained these people, may have wanted to 
set back the process of ceconciliation. 


Do you have a comment as to whether the army falls 
into that category at this point? 


A No, no; I'm afraid I don't. 

Q Do we have any details as to why they were 
held incommunicado for such a long time? 

A No. 

Q How many political prisonercs do we estimate 


are being held incommunicado in Nicaragua? 


A I don't know. I don't have the answer to 
that question. 


Q But there is a large number, isn't there? 
A Sure. 

Q Up in the thousands? 

A I don't know. 

Q Are we keeping a close eye on those? 


Ay I'm sure we are, but I can't answer specifi- 
cally your question. 


Q Sure. O.K. Thank you. 


Q Is there anything new on the status of the 
Chinese tennis player? 


A No. 

Q Anything new on the status of Namibian talks? 
A No. 

Q Butter? (Laughter) 
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Q Do you know anything about an American 
businessman's delegation that is going to Lebanon this 
weekend? 


A No. 
Q The American killed in Kenya? 
A Yes. We can confirm the death of an American 


citizen,. William Allen Wayt, of Columbus, Ohio, in Nairobi, 
Kenya, on October 24. Mr. Wayt's next of kin have been 
notified. We are looking into the circumstances of his death, 
but have no additional information at this time. 


Q John, I'd like to ask you to comment on a New 
Solidarity Press Service story yesterday. 


Q May I please follow up on another topic while 
you're in that part of the world? Anything new on the hosta- 
ges in Zimbabwe? 


A No. 


Q The story charges that through the con- 
fessions of a U.S. Embassy official in Colombia named Jack 
Muth, this press service, NSIPS, uncovered a network of 
Organized crime agents also linked to AFL-CIO officials who 
have infiltrated U.S. Embassies in a number of nations and 
have carried out actions including the intimidation of a 
Colombian trade union federation which had sent a represen- 
tative to the recent "Club of Life” meeting in Rome, Italy. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A Haven't seen the story and don't know 
anything about it. 

Q Can you look for the story and make some 
comment? 

a Let me see what we can find out. 

Q Just to give you some background -- 

A I've got the question. Why don't we look 
into it? 

Q O.K. The United States -- John -- 


A I think I understand your question. 
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Q The United States does contribute tens of 
millions of dollars a year to an organization called the 
American Institute for Free -- 


A Question? 


Q I have to object to this. I don't agree with 
this gentleman at all; most of the time I don't. But I do 
believe he has the right to ask his question without being 
interrupted, and he's been interrupted about five times. 


A I think -- 
Q And I hope we can have decorum. 
Q Do you have any comment on the shooting of a 


Palestinian youth on the West Bank city of Nablus, 15 years 
old -- 


A I have no specific comment on that, but 
obviously our concern for events in that area have been 
expressed before, and we urge restraint by all. But I don't 
have a specific comment on that particular situation. 


Q Do you have any comment on the inten- 
sification of so-called surveillance flights by the Israelis 
over Lebanon? 


A No. Sorry. 


Q Related to the West Bank, do you have any 
comment on last week's expulsion of some academics from uni- 
versities of the West Bank because they refused to sign a 
loyalty oath? 


A I don't. I don't know whether Mr. Romberg 
did anything on that yesterday. He may have something that 
was tssued last week. 


MR. ROMBERG: We may have something in the Press Office. 
A Check the Press Office. 


Q The Catholic bishops, as you saw from page 
one this morning, have a second draft on national defense 
which they are sending overseas. What is the Stace 
Department's view on all this? 


A We don't have a specific reaction to that, 
because we simply saw the same reports that you did. 
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Q You have a reaction to some things, though, 
John. ; | 


A This is an important question. The United 
States clearly shares the concern of all about the horrors of 
nuclear war, but I think in terms of a specific response to that 
we would want to see the completed document. I understand it 
is in a provisional phase. As a matter of fact, I think one 
of the stories this morning suggested that it was going to be 
submitted to the Administration for comment, so I think that 
it would be premature to say anything at this stage. Why 
don't we wait until we see what that document is? It is 
obviously something that deserves serious study and a serious 
response. 


Q John, I want to go back to a more specific 
comment on the West Bank. It's very important that the State 
Department gets a comment on this. 


A All right. Why don't we -- 


Q Due to the fact that real bullets have been 
transferred from rubber bullets, and there were many victims 
-- I wouldn't say by the hundreds or the dozens, but there 
were victims falling. And I believe the life of a Palestinian 


.is as important as the life of an Israeli -- 


A Let me see what I can get for you. 


Q John, can you tell us why the President is 
going to these three particular countries in Latin American -- 
Brazil, Colombia, and Costa Rica? 


A I don't rceally want to go over it because I 
think you had a fairly extensive backgrounder by a senior 
State Department official last night. We can make that 
available to you. 


Q Do you think the damage to American foreign 
relations in Latin America, the damage caused by the South 
Atlantic war, is mostly over now? 


A I think the U.S. posture during the Falklands 
situation caused some deterioration of our relat:ions in Latin 
Amecica. That has been said before and that is the case, but 
that's not the prime reason for the trip. 


> 
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Q The Israelis keep saying during the last days 
that this Administration is putting pressure against Egypt in 
order to get back their Ambassador to Tel Aviv. 

a Not to my knowledge. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 





= 
m 
- 
io) 
+= 
oO 
Lu 
Cc 
fe] 
O 
- 
= 
E 
i 
- 
= 
o 
- 
» 
S 
oO 
- 
= 
ve} 
= 
a 
X 
2) 
y 
a?) 
<8) 
= 
qe 
= 
" 
74] 
se] 
| seed 
oO 
v 
(am) 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1982 


_ INDEX 


Subject Page 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


El Salvador 
DOD Under Secretary Ikle's tripeccccccsecccccceel, 3-4 
FDR-FMLN offer tO NEgGOtiAateccceccccccescccsccccscsely, 5 
USG view Of negotiatiONnS..cccccccccceceeeeecel=2, 4, 6 
Arrests of opposition political leaders........2..2, 5 
Pope's letter re status of civil conflict........+...2 


Poland 
Timing of President's proclamatione..eccccccccccseseedd 


US reaction to parasites i SPT TTTITTTTTTTTTTrirs. ii 


Middle East 
Ambassador Draper's whereabouts.cccccesccccccccserece 
US-Israeli MOUs Current StatuSeccccccccccccsecsessseeedD 


USSR 
US-USSR Trade and Economic Council trip.cccccsesee7, 8 


Uruguay ; 
Reaction to closing of democratic newspaper......+0+-8 





“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





on ee ee ee 
4 i] 
. j 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #185 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1982, 12:04 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take any questions you might have. 


Q What have you got on the Salvadoran disap- 
pearances, arrests, and offers to negotiate -- anything? 


A Yes. 
Q Ikle, foreign aid, and a few other things? 


A As to Mr. Ikle's mission, I think I would have 
to refer you to the Pentagon for the specifics, but it is our 
understanding that Underc Secretary Ikle left Monday night to 
visit El Salvador, Honduras, and the Southern Command 
Headquarters in Panama. He will be seeing State Department 
personnel and getting updates on the current situation in each 
of those.countries. This is a familiarization trip in the way 
Our assistance program operates. Dr. Ikle has had to postpone 
the trip several times already. I think that is about all we 
have for you on that. 


Your other question related to the -- 


Q Thece is just so much. Thank God Bernie is in 
an expansive mood today. It has to do with the proposals made 
by the FDR=-FMLN in Mexico City yesterday having to do with 
talks with the government and having delivered letters to that 
effect to government officials in San Salvador. 


A O.K. The United States favors ceconciliation 
in El Salvador. The way to do that, we think, is to provide a 
process through which adversaries of the government can 
explore how to participate peacefully in political life within 
the framework of the emerging constitution and institutions of 
El Salvador. President Magana is setting up such a means in 
the Peace Commission. 


If that is what the FMLN-FDR mean, they should say 
so. Otherwise, what we seem to have is a foreign-supported 
insurgency opezating mainly in the underpopulated areas of the 
country, that is harassing roads and has overcome local garri- 
sons in five small towns (main force units of the government 
have yet to be engaged) and on the basis of all this saying to 
the government, “Negotiate with us as an equal." 





We doubt if any government in the world would agree 
to that proposition. But as far as the United States is 
concerned, we repeat: If the FMLN-FDR is ready to renounce 
violence and see its members integrate in political life, that 
would be different. 


Q May we get a copy of that, please? 
A Sure can. 
Q Could I follow up? Did you follow up? 


Q Have you discussed the U.S. point of view with 
the El Salvador Government as well? 


A Yes, point of view on -- 
As you've expressed to us now? 


Q 
A I'm sure of that. 
Q 


I doubt if any government would agree, but have 
you talked to the El Salvadorans? 


A I'm sure they are well aware of our thinking on 
this. 


Q Do they agree with the U.S. position? 
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A I think you would have to ask them about that. 


Q Why is it that the Peace Commission hasn't been 
established? We've been hearing about it now for about four 
months. 


A I can't answer that for you. 


Q Can you take the -- Let me phrase the question 
a little differently. Your statement seems to imply that 
somehow their latest offensive is inconsistent with an offer 
to begin a dialogue with the government; but on the other 
hand, in the last 15 days, the armed forces of that government 
have apparently picked up at least eight political leaders, 
held them incommunicado, and were only urged to publish their 
names at the behest of foreign intervention -- on the part of 
the United States apparently. 


How is that consistent with the creation of a dia- 
logue or a Peace Commission with a real intent to solve the civil 


war? 





A I can't answer that question specifically. 


On the question of those arrested, as I told you 
yestecday, we ace following that situation closely and will 
continue to follow it closely. Obviously, the United States 
is very sensitive to suggestions of human rights violations in 
El Salvador, and will continue to watch that situation. 


gn 


Q O.K. The Pope said on August 6, in a letter to 
the bishops in El Salvador, that he considered the war in 
El Salvador to be a war, and hence, subject to laws of 
international conflict. In recent times, the FMLN has 
released prisoners that they've held; however, it appears that 
the Salvadoran Government has yet to do anything like that. 


Do you consider that the Pope's view that this is a war 
is a correct view? 


A I think we have previously offered some 
guidance on the Pope's letter. I'd have to go back to that. 


Q I don't think it addressed that specific issue. 


A O.K. Well, let me go back and see what we did 
on that. I'm not familiar with that. 


Bernie. 
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Q New subject, please? 
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Q No. John, on the same subject, the Times story 
this morning says that one major reason for Ikle's visit is to 
pass on the message to El Salvador that U.S. aid could be cut 
if there is not a greater respect for human rights, and these 
two examples are said to have motivated the Ikle mission. Is 


that correct? 





A I think you would have to ask the Pentagon 
about Ikle's mission. 


Q Well, don't you have a point of view about 
these two particular cases, aside from that you're following 


them closely? 


A Sure. Obviously, we're sensitive and concerned 
about the human rights record in El Salvador. I'm sure in the 
course of his discussions that will be something that Mc. Ikle 
will raise, but I think he is a Pentagon official, and you 
should ask the Pentagon specifically what he will discuss. 
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Q The State Department has no point of view on 
something like -- 


A No, not beyond what I've said here today. 


Q Since foreign aid is a State Department matter, 
do you want to knock down a report that specifically he is 
going down there with a threat of a cut-off of aid, or do you 
want to leave it? 


A I don't want to knock it down, don't want to 
confirm it. I suggest that you talk with the Pentagon about 
the substance of his discussions. Obviously, we're following 
the whole question of human rights in El Salvador, and have 
made known our -- 


Q Well, is the matter of decreased aid to El 
Salvador something that is under review here? 


A The question of certification in El Salvador is 
obviously something that will arise, and we are concerned 
about that. The President will have to make certain cer- 
tifications in due course, and that is something we have 
to consider. 


Q John, when you use the phrase “familiarization 
trip on the assistance program,” is it safe for us to assume 
that the familiarization is taking place not only on the part 
of the U.S. envoy, but that he is familiarizing the Salvadoran 
Government with the U.S. assistance program, the upcoming cer- 
tification, and the implications of what other actions the 
government is taking for that familiarization? 


A As I say, I don't think that we should be 
speaking for the Pentagon on this or Mr. Ikle; but I think it 
is a fair assumption that the question of military aid would 
be raised by Mr. Ikle, anc I think it is a fair assumption 
that human rights would be a feature in his discussion. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Last weekend, Ambassador Hinton said that he 
was “reasonably certain” that the government forces weren't 
involved in the disappearances of the political leaders a | 
couple of weeks ago. Subsequently, government forces did 
take credit for having detained them. Now he says that he is 
sure that no one at the top ordered the detentions and that 
it did not come from the Cabinet level, as far as I can 


judge. 


Are we standing by that; is the State Department 
standing by that statement in the same spirit. 


A Yes, we are. 


Q Does the Cabinet level include the Defense 
Minister, General Garcia? 


A I can't answer that specific question, but 
we know of no information of top level instructions. 


Q And one final on El Salvador -- I mean on 
Central America, generally. President Monge of Costa Rica 
is now saying that the President's trip will coincide with 
the meeting of Democratic leaders from the region, roughly 
those who will participate in the San Jose forum. Can you con- 
firm that that's on the agenda? 


A No, I can't, but I'd refer you to the White 
House on that. It's a Presidential trip. 


Q John, on your statement on Salvador, you 
talk about the U.S. favoring reconciliation. Is the State 
Department of the opinion that what the opposition has 
offered could lead to reconciliation? You seem to be 
knocking it down pretty strongly. Is there some hope in it? 


A I think that we're just going to stand on 
the language we've offered you here today. 


Q Then, you would leave the impression that 
what they've offered does not offer much hope? 


A We'll stand on the language we've offered 





here today. 

Q One official in the Wall Street Journal was 
quoted as saying it's not a serious offer. Do you agree 
with that? 


A I think we'll stand on the language we've 
offered you here today. (Laughter) 
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Q Has there been any response to our position 
on negotiations from the Salvadoran Government -- from 
Salvadoran officials? 


A I don't want to get into the details of 
diplomatic exchange. 


Q Anything on Poland; MFN timing 


A On MFN, you need to continue to look to the 
White House on that. I don't know whether you'll get 
something today but I think there will be something soon. 
Do you have another question on Poland? 


Q What about the law on the parasites in 
Poland. 


A Yes. We deplore this latest violation of 
the human rcights of the Polish people by the military regime 
in Warsaw. Instead of moving toward reconciliation as 
demanded by the overwhelming majority of the Polish people, 
Warsaw's authorities apppear determined to continue down the 
road of cepression which they have chosen with its dangerous 
consequences. 


Q Can we have a copy? 
A Sure. 


Q Does the Administration consider this law to 
be an independently -- a solely Warsaw-generated action? 


A I don't think I could answec that one for 
you. 


Q What are the dangerous consequences? 


A I think the situation is obvious. We have 
repression. You have a situation in which there is tension 
and that is dangerous. 


Q Do the dangerous consequences cefer entirely 
to the domestic situation within Poland or does it perhaps 
ceferc to a reaction from the United States. 


A No, I think we'ce speaking of the domestic 
siutation. 


Q So you are not hinting around at further action 
by the United States? 


A No. 
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Q Is such further action being considered? 
A I think the President has said, as he's 
moved step-by-step on Poland, that there certainly is always 


the possibility of other aetions. He hasn't culed those 
out. 


Q Would the language of the statement you just 
: cead on Poland be applicable at all to the El Salvadorc 
r situation? 


A No, I think this is applicabie to Poland. 


Q The two statements coming so close together, 
if you leave out the names of the governments -- 


A But I don't. 


Q ° == you don’t see any contradiction in U.S. 
Government policy if you take those two statements together? 

A No. 

Q Do you have any news of Ambassador Draper's 


condition and when the talks might be beginning between the 
Lebanese -and the Israelis? 


A I think Ambassadoc Draper probably has arrived 
by now in Beirut and would be in Beirut for the rest of the 
day, and probably tomorrow callina on Lebanese officials. 
Don't want to lock him into a schedule, but I think probably 
he would go to Iscael after this, perhaps at the end of the 
week. 
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QQ Go quickly back to East-West. Do you have 
any comment on this business trip to the Soviet Union? 


A Of the -- 
Q 150 executives. 


A Yes, I do have something on that. That's 
the Times story? That's the US-USSR Trade and Economic Council? 


Q Right. 


A It's been in existence since 1973. It main- 
tains permanent offices in New York and Moscow. The U.S. 
members of the Council are all private corporations and 
business people. The Soviet side includes government offi- 
cials and officers of Soviet government-owned enterprises. 








I understand the Council will be holding a ple- 
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nary session in Moscow November 16 and 17. ’ 


The meeting is strictly a private matter, and we 
neither encourage nor discourage U.S. business people from 
taking part. No U.S. government officials will, in fact, be 
taking part, and it's in line with our sanctions policy in 
cegacd to Poland and Afghanistan. 


Howeverc, Ambassadoc Hactman, in his role as U.S. 
Ambassador to the Soviet Union, will participate in a panel 
discussion and in some social activities connected with the 
meeting. 


Q You don't have any further comment on the 
tcip -- interpretation? 


A No. I think you need to cefer to the 
Council in New York. 


Q Do you have any statement on detentions of 
political figures in Uruguay and the closing of a Christian 
Democratic newspaper there? 


A No. 
. Q None at all? 
A No. 


Q Do you have anything on a report that 
there's going to be a meeting tomorrow here between diplo- 
mats and possibly Eagleburger on the East-West trade, pipe- 
line issue? 


A No. I do not think there will be a meeting 
tomorrow. The EC met, as you know, on Monday and Tuesday. 
We have not ceceived the official result of that meeting. 


Obviously, we would be happy to meet with them at 
some appropriate time, but no meeting is set. 


Q Have they asked -- 


A I'm not sure about that. I know that no 
meeting is set. 


Q John, has the Trade and Economic Council, 
the private group that you're referring to, 
been briefed o1. the Secretary's interest in some uniform 
East-West trade agreements? 


A Don't know the answer to that. Can't give 
you that; don't know. 
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Q Can you find out? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have anything on a news conference by 
the Secretary here in Washington? 


A No. 


Q On the Middle East, John. Anything on the 
U.S.-Israeli Memo of Understanding that was put off 
following the annexation of the Golan Heights? 


A No. 
Q I know that comes out of the blue, but -- 
A Sure does. 


Q -- would it be possible to check on what the 
status of that is now and whether it's going to go back on 
tcack? 


A Okay. 
Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:20 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #186 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 28, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: No announcements today except to say 
that available in the Press Office is a statement on the 
signing of the United States-South Africa Bilateral Consular 
Convention, which has a lot of detail in it for those who 
are interested. I'll be glad to take any questions you might 
have. 


Q Can you sort out who Prince Fahad is? 


Bp I can. Prince Fahad is a colonel as well as 
a prince, and his full name is Fahad Ibn-Abdullah Ibn 
Mohammad al Sa-Ed al-Kabir. 


Q What's his initial? (Laughter) 


A I won't go into his decorations. He was 
one of the principal spokesmen in the AWACS deal. 

Q An air force colonel, then? 

mh I would assume so, but I cannot answer that. 


Q What's.the meeting about? 


A I don't know. It's a fairly routine 
meeting, I assume. 


Q Do you have any analysis you would like to 
share with us cf the speech by Mr. Brezhnev yesterday? 


A I don't know that we've got any analysis for 
you, but I can tell you that we see that the tone of the 
speech was harsh towards the United States but there appear 
to be no new policy departures, and we don't intend to com- 
ment in detail on Soviet leadership speeches which essen- 
tially repeat standard formulations. 


Q -, You don't think it's significant that he 
seemed to (1) suggest there's been some movement toward 
improving relations with China, and (2) where he again 
suggested there would be an increase in Soviet military 
spending to match the American military buildup? 


A As far as the Sino-Soviet question is con- 
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cerned, Mr. Brezhnev does not appear to have gone beyond 

recent Soviet statements, and I think on the military side . 
there isn't any question but that what we have perceived is a 
continuing Soviet military buildup over the past ten years or 

so, and I think that would be a continuation and an extension 

of what we've been observing and been concerned about. 


Q John, do you see what he said about miiitcary 
buildup as re-enforcing the Administration's position oni 
a nuclear freeze? 


A I don't want to get into a dialogue from the 
podium, but I think it certainly tends to underline the vali- 
dity of the position we have taken vis-a-vis the Soviet 
Union. 


Q Do you have anything on that first announ- 
cement you made? I haven't a clue what you're talking 
about. 


A It is an announcement -- I think it is a 
fairly technical announcement, and it is spelled out at some 
length in the document that's in the Press Office, so I think 
I'll let you do your homework on that, and you can get back 
to us if you have any questions on it. I don't think it's a 
very dramatic initiative. I think it's a kind of technical thing. 


Q You say that you're not going to have any 
comment on the Soviet leaders' speeches that cepeat stan- 
dard formulations. Yet, you characterize the speech as 
having a harsh tone. I don't understand doing both. 


A I think we're not going to have any comment 
beyond characterizing it as having a harsh tone. 


Q Would you tell me if Secretary of State 
Shultz is a member of the York Right of the Free Masons? 


Of the what? 
York Right of the Free Masons. 
I haven't the faintest idea. 


Could you find that out for me? 


rr Oo F- ODO °F 


Sure. 


Q And could you, so long as you're taking 
that, find out about the Free Masonic affiliations of 
Assistant and Under Secretaries of State? 


A Of which association? 


Foreign 
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Q The Free Masonic Associations; not 
necessarily -- 


A I'll do some inguiry for you about the 
Secretary, but I'm not sure that we're going to go into the 
personal lives of everybody in the State Department. 


Q Can you tell us about Secretary Shultz's 
meeting at the White House this afternoon with the American 
business leaders? 


A I think it's basically -- the Secretary is not 


making a speech; there's no public aspect to it. He's 
going tc be present, and I understand it's a meeting pri- 
marily organized by Mr. Brock and has to do with the subject 
of trade, and the Secretary has been invited to be there and 
will be there and I'm sure will participate as needed. 


Q Will there be any sort of readout on that 
meeting here? 


A Not from State, I don't think. If there 
is, I guess you ought to ask Mr. Brock's office. 


Is it East-West trade, John? 
No, I don't think so. 


Do you know what type of trade it is? 


r Oo YF DO 


I think probably you should ask Mr. Brock's 
office. 


Q On Central America. Are you still studying 
the proposal made by the FDR-FMLN as reported in the paper 


today? 


A I'll have to do a little homework on that 
for you. 


Q Former President Duarte and the archbishop 
have both had good words to say for this proposal; does that 
affect our perspective on it at all? 


A When I do some homework on your first 
question -- 


Q You'll be able to answer the second. Okay. 


Q Anything on the reports yesterday that Syria had 
moved missiles back into the Bekka Valley? 
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A No. 


Q Do you have anything on the Irish soldiers 
today? : 


A Obviously, we deeply deplore and regret 
their deaths, and the United States is extending its sympathy 
to the bereaved families and the Irish Government, and we 
have no indication whatsoever who the murderers are. 


Q What is the working estimate in this 
Department on the length of commitment of U.S. forces to the 
Multinational Force and the extent of their involvement, if 
it should go beyond the present level? 


A I think that this is the kind of discussion 
we're in the midst of. We have the President's declaration 
that certainly the MNF that is there at the moment is there 
for a limited period. 


As you know, the President is most anxious to 
Support the Lebanese Government in its attempt to restore 
its authority over the country, and we will do whatever it 
is ultimately decided is the right thing to assist in that regard. 
But insofar_as numbers on the Multinational Force and the . 
duration of the Force there, really, that's in the talking 
stage. That's the kind of thing that Ambassador Draper will 
be getting into when he's back in Lebanon. 


Q In what increments is a limited period being 
measured? Is it months or years? 


A I don't think we're there. What we have to 
do is come up with an operational plan for withdrawal of 
foreign torces from Lebanon and see what the role of a 
Multinational Force would be in that plan if it, indeed, 
changes from what it is at the moment. 


If it should change, if it's mission should be 
assigned in a different way, then we have to look at whether 
additional forces would be needed, and then we would have to 
make a decision on where those forces would come from. 


Q Is it a working expectation? 
A No, it's not an expectation because we're 


not there yet. We don't have the operational plan; we don't 
have a kind of scenario that we're working towards. 


Q Would you just develop that. You say, if 
the mission should change we would look at the possibility 
of introducing additional U.S. forces. 
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A If the mission changed -- I mean, there's 
no guarantee that it would, but assuming that in a scenario 
for withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon, the mission 
of the Multinational Force as it is presently described -- 
supposing everybody should agree that it's mission should 
change in some way, then I think you would have to look at 
whether the existing forces could perform that changed 
mission oc not. And if the answer to that were that they 
could not, then, obviously you would be looking at an 
enlargement of that force. 


Q Is the U.S. prepared under the assumption 
that it might change to introduce additional troops? 


A I think obviously the President is going to 
make that decision, but I think the Administration spokesmen 
and the President have made it clear that they would look at 
the kinds of requests that might be made of the United States. 


Q Like the Israeli Government, the Lebanese Goverment 


sources say that they are also surprised at your announ- 
cement, your purported announcement that diplomatic talks 
will be held between the Lebanese and SBPESE SO. What do you 
make out of these reports? 


A We don't see anything that would indicate a 
setback in the unfolding scenario that we understand is 
going to take place to enable these talks to get underway. 
Maybe there's a little confusion about the word 
"diplomatic." Maybe there's some sensitivity about -- I 
think one ot the stories this morning talked about diploma- 
tic talks. 


But certainly there has been a mechanism in 
existence for this kind of discussion. It has been used in 
the past, and we don't see any reason why that should not 
be, at least, the basis of any -- might not be a new mecha- 
nism but certainly the existing mechanism or some modifica- 
tion thereof certainly provides the opportunity to conduct 
the talks that we fully expect to go forward. There may 
have been a little delay because of Ambassador Draper's tem- 
porary illness, but he's there. He's talking to Lebanese 
officials and undoubtedly will talk to Israeli officials, 
and we expect the scenario to unfold. 


--MORE-- 
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Q On this point -- not from the Pentagon -- but I 
believe that there are news reports that you will be spending 
quite a good amount of money on military expenditures and 
military assistance, some weapons and some armored personnel 
carriers and other things. What is the extent otf the military 
assistance in nickels-and dimes, and possibly dollars? 


A I don't think any extent has been suggested. I 
understand Secretary Weinberger had a press conference this 
morning, and apparently addressed some of these points; but 
clearly, the President has said the United States wants to be 
supportive and constructive to the Government of Lebanon and 
President Gemayel. 


I thini: President Gemayel made a strong impression 
when he was here. Certainly, the President and the Secretary 
were convinced of the vigor with which he wants to rebuild 
Lebanon and restore the Lebanese Government's control over the 
country, and I think we will be supportive. If that means 
assisting the Lebanese military, I think we are going to look 
at that very carefully. 


As you know, a military mission has been in Lebanon and 
has come back. I think its final report is not yet at hand -- 
maybe it is at the Pentagon; we haven't seen it; but when 
those recommendations are at hand, obviously the 
Administration will make decisions on then. 


Q Another point. After the military assistance is 
the economic assistance. What do you make of the efforts to 
get the World Bank and other allies and triends to provide 
Lebanon with money to build the infrastructure? 


A I think we're very supportive of this. We cer- 
tainly want to do what we can ourselves; but as we have con- 
sistently said, we suggest that others be involved and inter- 
national organizations be involved as actively as possible. 

We have been encouraging that. 


Q Are there any particular guidelines which the 
State Department has in mind for the kinds of military 
assistance that would be made available to Lebanon? 


A No, I don't think at this stage. I think 
we're, obviously, awaiting that Pentagon mission's report to 
see what they are recommending. I think that is the time we 
would decide what -- 
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Q Are there any prevailing opinions or general 
thoughts on what the State Department would be willing to go 
along with or would be recommending in consultation with other 
members of the Administration? 


A I don't think before we see that Pentagon 
report, the report of the experts on what they think is needed 


is reasonable -- 


Q There is a report in the Post this morning that 
says specifically that armored personnel carriers and howit- 
zers are being sent to Beirut. Is this part of the military 
aid relationship of the current year? 


A I think that report is correct, Bernie, but I 
can't give you specifics on where it falls within the budget; 
but I think Secretary Weinberger responded to that earlier 
this morning. 


QO Do you have any comment on yesterday's recon- 
ciliation between Oman and South Yemen? 


A I have a small comment on that, yes. This is a 
matter between the two governments involved, of course; but 

as a matter of general principle, we welcome any such develop- 
ments which would ease tensions in the region. 


Q Do you expect that it might have some effect on 
U.S. strategic planning with Oman? 


A I have nothing beyond what we've got. 


Q John, earlier in the week there was a story in 
The New York Times about the attempt to create a special force 
for the Persian Gulf, the Arabian Gulf, which will be con- 
tingent to the rapid deployment forces. This is also for the 
Pentagon, but I think you might know -- have some information 
about this, the extent of it and when it will be deployed. 





A Sorry. No, no, don't have anything for you on 
that. 


Q John, in the Christian Science Monitor the 





Defense Minister of Israel was quoted as saying that Israel 
must step up its settlements drive in occupied territory as an 


"answer" to the Reagan peace plan. 





What is your reaction to that? And what is your 
reaction to the new settlement that was established on the 
West Bank recently? ° 


A I haven't seen that specific report, but 
obviously the President's position on settlements is very 
clear -- he hasn't changed it. We would be glad to give you 
that specific language. 


Q Is there any specific answer? I mean, do you 
have anything to say about this -- 


A This specific one? No. 


Q Do you have anything on the Hungarian-American 
consultations? 


A Yes. Under Secretary Eagleburger and Hungarian 
State Secretary Nagy are meeting today for a review of our 
bilateral relations. These meetings have been held annually 
for the past several years, alternating between Washington and 
Budapest. Topics for today's discussion include matters of 
interest to both governments. 





Q Like what? 
A I think we're going to stand on -- 


Q John, isn't there a meeting going on in Europe, 
in Hungary, right now, a joint-economic meeting? 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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A Not to my knowledge. I'm just not familiar. — 





Q Let me put it this way: I knew there was a 
joint economic committee meeting. I thought it was over 
there. If it is, then this is the second meeting. If it 
isn't, then this is it. 

Could you find out if this is that meeting? 

. A Sure. O.K. 


Q Do you have anything on plans now being laid 
for an OAU summit in Tripoli next month? 


A No. 
Q Could you just take that? 


A Yes. 
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Q Do you have anything on the Taba dispute, and 


‘particularly the Egyptian press reports that Israeli troops or 


police have been deployed in the disputed area, which is sup- 
posed to be under MFO control? 


A I certainly don't have anything on the latter 
aspect of your question. I think we did have a piece of 
guidance yesterday on Tabe, which the press office will give 


you. 


Q John, anything new on the sanctions? 


A No. We're about as we have been for the past 
several days -- talks continuing. 


Q How are the talks going? 


A About the same way they have been the past 
several days. 


Q Is there a meeting scheduled of the summit 
group with Eagleburger? 


A As I said earlier, the European Community met 
earlier this week. And as I said yesterday, we will certainly 
be happy to have a meeting with them, and that, conceivably, 
could take place. But as of the time I came out here, no 
meeting was set. 


Q Is this Department aware of any new, hard evi- 
dence relating to the use of chemical warfare by the Soviets 


in Afghanistan? 


A I don't know whether I can give you anything on 
that at this moment from this podium, but certainly, this has 
been of continuing concern, and certainly there has been a 
continuing flow of information. If you check with the Press 
Office, they could bring you up to date with what we have. 


Q What about new, hard evidence? 
A Nothing that I can tell you of today. 


Q There is an article in the Christian Science 
Monitor today about various U.S. sales to South Africa. Do you 
have anything new on that subject? 


A That's the batons? 





Q It has got batons; it's got computers -- mostly 


batons. 
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A On the batons, I guess really what we should do 
-- we did address this before -- 


Q Yes. 

A We have nothing beyond where we were before. 

Q Let me ask you this: there is a mention in 
here of 10 computers or computer-related licenses issued by 
the Commerce Department. When it was discovered the Commerce 
Department had issued the license for the shock batons, this 
building issued a rather angry statement that it had not been 
consulted or didn't know about the sale. 


Could you just check and make sure that if, in fact, 
these 10 licenses have been issued in this Department -- 


A -- did it cover that other shipment? 
Yes. 

O.K. 

Did you know about them? 

I don't know the answer to that. 


That's what I'm after. 


r Oo FF ODO PF DVD 


Sure. O.K. 


Can I follow up his question? Do we have any 
evidence or do we see any signs that our subtle pressure on 
the South African Government has made any changes in their 
policies? 


A That's a very broad question. 
Q Would you make a stab at it? 


A What are you relating to? Are you relating to 
apartheid -- 


Q Yes. 


A -- a policy about which we've made our posi- 
tion clear. 
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'e) Yes, and in that vein, there had been talk that 


originally Vice President Bush was going to go to Scuth Africa 
when he made his trip plans, and now he is not going. I won- 
dered if that was perhaps a signal of U.S. displeasure with 


South African policies? 


A No, I don't think we have any dramat.c change 
in our relationship with South Africa. 


On the Bush thing, I'm just not aware of that. 


Q Do you see any evidence of changes in their 
society? 


A I'm not prepared to offer an interpretation 
here today. 


Q On this Consular Convention, who is going to 
sign for which country? 


A. I cannot answer that question, but I'm sure we 
can tind that out for you. 


Q If it hasn't been done already. 


Q John, have you or will you be making public the 
conclusions of that group that met a couple of weeks ago on 
Democratizing Communist countries? 


A I can't answer that at this stage. We can do a 
little research. I just don't know what the plans are for 
publishing or not publishing. 


Q Yes. Where are you going with that? 


A All right. I'll be glad to look into that for 
you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #187 


FRIDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 





MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. Copies are available in the Press Office of a 
speech being delivered today at noon by Assistant Secretary 
for Inter-American Affairs Thomas Enders at the Canadian 
Institute of International Affairs in Montreal, on an 
Overview of Latin-American affairs. The speech focuses on the 
Caribbean Basin, post-Falklands, and financial interdependence 


of the hemisphere. 


Also available in the Press Office is a press 
release on the Conference on Free Elections to be held 
November 4-6. Secretary Shultz will participate, as well as 
Costa Rican President Monge and Italian Prime Minister 


Spadolini. 


In this connection, there will be a background 
briefing on the conference Monday, November 1, at 10:00 
asm. here in the press briefing room. A senior State 
Department official as well as a spokesman for the American 
Enterprise institute, which is co-sponsoring the conference, 
will be present to answer questions. 
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Q What is the subject again? 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


A That's the Conference. 
Q On free elections; 
A On free elections, right. 


As usual, only correspondents who have valid State 
Department oc White House press passes will be admitted. 
However, the briefing will also be piped into the Foreign 
Press Center. For anyone wishing a press kit, these will be 
available in the Press Office at the time of the briefing. 


That's all I have in the way of announcements. 
I'd be happy to take your questions. 





reign 


“Declassified for Publication in American Fo 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





sate 





Q John, what can you tell us about the meeting of 
Secretary Veliotes with the Jordanian Foreign Minister today? 





A The meeting was just about breaking up as we 
came down, so I don't have a readout on it. Secretary Shultz 
participated; Mr. Veliotes participated; I think Mr. Cluverius 
wat there as well. 


The Jordanian Foreign Minister had been here -- 
actually, I think he came a little in advance of the Fez 
delegation's visit. I think he went up to New York on some 
private business, and had indicated at that time that he'd 
like to come back and talk to Secretary Shultz. He did. That 
meeting took place this morning. Obviously, they talked about 
such things as Lebanon, but with particular emphasis on the 
overall Presidential initiative on Middle East peace and such 
related topics iis well as some bilateral questions. 


Q Are we getting closer to seeing Jordanian 
participation in these talks as a result of this meeting? 


hy I don't think we'd characterize the meeting or 
the discussions in that way, Bernie. As you know, this is 
something that we are looking for, and are conducting a 
variety of discussions in a variety of channels to move this 


along. 
Q Has it moved? 


Ay I don't think I want to get into the 
Giscussion. I didn't get a readout on the meeting, and pro- 
bably wouldn't characterize it even if I had a readout. 


Q Do you have anything on the Spanish election? 


My Yes. We congratulate Mr. Felipe Gonzalez and 
his party on their election victory. The Spanish people can 
be proud of their democratic institutions at work. The United 
States strongly supports the democratic process in Spain and 
looks forward to working closely with Spain's next government 
and to a continuation of the excellent relations between our 


two countries. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A Yes, sure. 


Q What about the position that he took during the 
campaign about putting a referendum to the Spanish people 
about continued Spanish participation in NATO? 





_ 
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aon As you know, the United States has supported 
Spain's request for entry into NATO. The United States thinks 
that's very beneficial, but obviously, in the event that Spain 
wanted to discuss this with any of its NATO Allies, Spain is a 
sovereign country and that would be up to Spain. But we think 
it's rather premature at this stage to be talking about it. 


Q How about his reservations about some aspects 
of the base agreement which was signed last summer? 


A The base agreement was signed; we think it was 
a good agreement. We think it is beneficial to both sides. 
As you know, it was submitted to the Spanish Parliament but 
has not yet been enacted. We certainly hope that it will be 


enacted. 


Q What was premature? That was in reference to 
what? 


A, The election has just taken place. We are 
just one day after the elections and it is premature to be 
discussing this, but certainly that would be something that 
the new Spanish Government certainly could embark upon with 


its various NATO Allies. 


Q Is the United States willing to renegotiate 
the base agreement, in principle? 


iy We see no need to renegotiate it. We negotiated 
what we think was a good agreement. It was entered into by 
both sides, and we stand by it. 


Q Is there any problem with Gonzalez's positions 
on Central America within the Socialist International. Do you 
anticipate closer cooperation or some difficulty there? 


A No, I think we'll wait and see how events deve- 
lop in Spain. 


Q John, is Mr. Eagleburger having meetings in the 
building today on the pipeline issue with NATO 
representatives? 


A Yes. I think he will meet later in the day 


with a number Ambassadors from various of our Allied 
countries. As a matter of fact, I think it will be the summit 


group, the “summit seven," plus a representative of the 
European Community. 
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Q Do you expect any announcement or anything? 


A No, we don't. This is in line with the 
Giscussions and negotiations that we've been having over 
several days -- indeed over weeks -- and it is part of that 
ongoing discussion. 


Q John, this will be a joint meeting? 
A Yes. 
Q When is that going to take place? 


A I don't know what time is set. I'm not sure a 
time is even set, but it will be this afternoon. 


Q Will there be a readout afterwards? 


. A I doubt it. 


Q Is this on pipeline or other trade issues, as 
well? 


A It's the same debate that has been going for- 
ward on the overall East-West economic relationship. 


Q Will they be considering any specific document 
or specific draft proposal for alternatives to the sanctions? 


A I don't think they will have a formal paper 
before then. 


Q New subject? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have anything on the renewed banning of 
Beyers Naude in South Africa? 


Q Who? 


A Bernie, that's the Afrikaner intellectual in 
South Africa. I would refer you to the statement made by the 
U.S. delegate to the U.N. Commission on Human Rights, of 
February 16, 1982. In that statement we laid out our view 
that banning is a fundamental violation of human rights; 
banning is contrary to the most essential democratic political 
cights and only contributes to a cycle of violence and 
repression. The re-banning of Beyers Naude is viewed in this 


context. 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 


i Yes, sure. 


Q Just to follow that up, the fact that you are 
making a public statement, does that indicate at all that 
we're running out of patience with the pace of internal 
reforms in South Africa? 


a No. I think we've always responded in a simi- 
lar manner where we see violations such-’as this, or what we 
perceive to be violations in basic human rights. I think this 
is a fairly standacd response, but nonetheless significant. 


Q This may sound clumsy, but in that connection, 
I've been asking about detentions and the permanent suspension 
of a paper in Uruguay. Yesterday, two more politicians who 
ace cunning in the elections were arrested and yesterday also a 
tcade union leader was announced dead in prison. Do you have 
any statement with respect to that? 


A I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Could you take the question over the new 
developments? 
A Sure. 


Q Another topic: The Jordanian Foreign Minister 
met with the Secretary of State this morning a few minutes 
ago. Arce you moce optimistic that Jordan will join the talks 
now after the discussions of last week and today's meeting? 


“Declassified for Publication in Ame rican Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


X It's not a question of being -- I mean, I just 
don't think we want to characterize our view. It is something 
that we are working for and feel hopeful about. All that is 
going on in the field of diplomatic discussion is in this 
direction, but I don't want to give a kind of hour-by-hour 
assessment of where it stands. 


Q Did the Foreign Minister outline the results of 
the talks between King Hussein and the PLO leader, Yassar 
Acafat? 


h, I don't know. I don't know. But I just want 
to remind you that the Foreign Minister has been in the 
country for some time -- he came here before the Fez summit 
meeting. 
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Q You say you feel hopeful about negotiations 
getting started, is that what you're saying? 


A We have continued to have hope from the very 
beginning. I don't want to mislead you. We think the 
President's initiative is a good one. We think it provides a 
good basis for those talks to get under way, and we're cer- 
tainly hopeful -- we're encouraging the beginning of those 
talks. 


6) Do you have any information today about the 
visit by King Hussein here next month -- 


A No. 
Q -- and of Mr. Begin here? 


A No, nothing I can reall 7 give you on King 
Hussein. As we have said before, the King is always welcome 
here. If he indicated a desire to come, of course we would be 
delighted to see him, but no there are no plans that I can 
give you. 


What was your other question? 
Q Begin. 


A On the question of a visit by Mr. Begin, 
Pecime Minister Begin has in the past paid private visits to 
the United States at about this time of the year, and we have 
taken the opportunity to meet with him on those occasions. 


If he should pay such a visit this fall, we would, 
of course, be pleased to see him in Washington. 


Q On the subject of travel, John, is there any 
response on the Wall Street Journal item that Secretary Shultz 
may be going to China early next year? 





A No, nothing for you on that. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Is it true? 


A There isn't any question, I think, that at 
some stage that there might be discussion about a visit to 


_ China by Secretary Shultz, but there's no specific plan. 


Q Sir, I would like to go back to the Foreign 
Minister of Jordan. I tried to attract your attention. He 
spoke in such a soft voice that it was very difficult to 
hear him in his statement in the lobby. 


I understood him to say that the Palestinians are 
represented by the PLO. If that is the case, and that is 
Jordan's case, is that not a stumbling block to our 
discussions with him? 


A You have the advantage over me. I didn't 
realize -- 


QO Mr. Kalb and others were there and heard him. 
Th:y could bear me out, I think. 


Q Which Mr. Kalb? (Laughter) 
Q Mr. Bernard Kalb. 


A I don't want to be unresponsive to your 
question, but I came down so fast that I didn't have an 
opportunity to get a readout on the meeting and I didn't 
hear what the Jordanian Foreign Minister said, so I think 
until I do I'll just defer any comment on that. 


Q Mr. Kalb has agreed to meet with you immediately 
after this session. (Laughter) 


A I'm always pleased to see Mr. Kalb at any 
time in my office or at any other site he might choose. 


Q Following up on the meetings that Philip 
Habib had on Monday here with Secretary Shultz and Mr. Dam, 
has he been given any new assignment? 


a I don't think so. Obviously, having been 
deeply involved in the Lebanese situation, the Middle East 
situation, his views are much listened to and I'm sure will 
continue to be listened to. And, as we've said before, we 
certainly don't cule out the prospect of some new assignment 
for Mr. Habib, but to my knowledge there's no announcement 
of such an assignment pending. 


Q Does he have a current specific assignment? 





A No, and I honestly can't answer whether he's 
still in Washington. He was to have gone back to 
California. I think he did. 
ee 
- Q Is Mr. Draper then the lone special envoy 
that we have in the Middle East? 


A Mc. Deaper certainly now, currently, is our 
man on the scene, senior man on the scene in Lebanon, and is 
charged with -- - 


Q I'm just trying to clarify exactly what 
Draper's mandate is. 


A Lebanon. 


Q Is his specific assignment to try to negotiate 
the withdrawal of all foreign forces in Lebanon? 


A Yes. 


Q Where, then, does that leave the question of 
any special negotiator in the autonomy talks or the broad 
peace process? Is Mr. Habib involved in that or is Mr. 
Fairbanks the special guy there, or how does that work? 


A I'm sure Mc. Fairbanks is very much involved 
in it. As I say, I don't cule out the prospect that Mr. 
Habib might be involved at some later stage, but as of 
today, Friday, I do not know of any special mission that 
he's embarked upon. 
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Q John, to get back to your statement about a 
possible trip to China, would the Secretary be likely to 
visit other countries in the area -- Taiwan, Japan, further 
south? 


A As I didn't really take the bait on China, I 
think it would be unwise of me to suggest that if he went to 
China, he would visit other countries. 


Q The White House said yesterday that the 
Israeli President Navon would come here for a working visit. 
I thought that his position was largely symbolic, and I 
wonder if you could explain what “working visit" means and 
if it is intended to take the place of a Begin visit? 


A I don't know that I can adequately answer 
your question, but I'll give you the guidance I have here, 
and that is that President Navon's visit to Washington will 
be handled within the proper guidelines for a head of state 
who is not a head of government. 








You may be pressing me beyond my expertise in the 
esoteric area of protocol and the rest of it. 
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Who is he going to see, John? 





I don't know who he's going to see. 


Is he going to see the President? 


Is he going to see the Secretary of State? 


Q 

A 

Q 

A I don't know who he's going to see. 

Q 

A I honestly don't know. I don't know what the 
S. 


schedule i 


Q You earlier said we would be pleased to see 
Begin in Washington if he were to pay a visit. 


A Right. 


Q Does the “we" mean President Reagan would be 
pleased to see? 


A I think it's academic and hypothetical until 
we know whether Mr. Begin is coming. 


Q But who does the "we" refer to? That's not 
hypothetical. You said it. 


A The United States Government. United 
States officials. But, specifically, what plans they would 
be I don't know until we know whether Mr. Begin might be 


coming. 


Q John, Miss Hanna Shakaa, daughter of the 
Nablus Mayor, Bassom Shakaa, has been denied an exit visa by 
Iscaeli authorities to resume her studies at North Carolina 
State University in Raleigh, North Carolina. Miss Shakaa, 
who entered the university in the spring of 1982, was pre- 
cegistered for this fall and holds the necessary F-l student 


visa from the American Consulate in Jerusalem. 
Could you give us information and check on it? 


A I can't give you the information because I 
don't know anything about it, but I'll be glad to take the 


question. 


Q Could you check the question and check why 
the Israeli authorities refused to give her a visa. 


A Let me take a look at what we know about it. 


Q Do you have anything about the President of 
Peru maybe cancelling his trip to the U.S.? 
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A I think I do have a comment on that. The 
President of Peru. There are several bilateral economic 
problems under discussion between our governments. This is 
to be expected between countries with ties as close as Peru 
and the United States have. We hope that mutually satisfac- 
tory solutions to these issues can be found, and we are pro- 
ceeding on the assumption that the visit will go forward as 
planned. 


8) When is he suppose to come? 
A I'm not sure what the schedule is. 
Q John, do you have any information indicating 


major civil unrest in Suriname? 
A No. Sorry. 


Q Is there any response toward the Egyptian 
Foreign Minister Kamal Hassan Ali's message to Secretary 
Shultz concerning the Taba issue? 


A On Taba? 
Q Yes. There is a message. 


A There is a message. As the press reports 
have indicated, Foreign Minister Ali did send a letter to 
the Secretary inviting the United States to participate in 
the negotiations on the disputed Taba territory. The United 
States believes that it's important to resolve the Taba 
issue as soon as possible, but beyond that I have nothing 
more for you today. 


Q Do you have anything on the article that 
appeared in the Post today about U.S. investment in Namibia? 
Does the United States take any position with respect to 
that? 


A No. Don't have anything for you. 


Q Do you have anything on the discovery of the 
mass graves in Argentina? 


A We have seen the reports. We understand that 
it has been referred to a Federal judge in Argentina, and we 
think that it would be inappropriate to comment on that at 
the present time. 


Q There are news reports coming out from Israel 
that Israel might be giving military aid and assistance to 
Costa Rica, a package on that. 


gn 
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Do you have any information out as to what type of 
military aid and if it does involve U.S. weapons; can you 
check on that, please? 


A It's not a question for us to check on. I 
think you should address that question to the Israeli 
Government. 


Q Since you know you have that arrangement for 
U.S. weapons made in Israel, or something like that. 


A I think you ought to ask the Israelis about 
that. 


Q Where does the study of the use of cluster 
bombs by Israel stand? Has a determination been made yet on 
that? 


A No, it has not. 


Q And will there be a determination; will there 
be a final outcome of that study? 


A It's still under consideration. That's where 
it stands. 


Q You mean it's under consideration in terms of 
there being a final outcome, a final determination, or what? 


A I think the exact situation is under investi- 
gation. We're not talking about assessment of whether there 
will be a final determination. We're still examining what 
took place. 


Q The Bishops Conference of Honduras yesterday 
issued a letter, a pastoral letter in which they criticized 
what was happening in their country. Do you have anything 
on that? 


A Yes. We've seen reports of the letter and we 
asked our Embassy to provide us with a text of it, and until 
we have seen the entire text we wouldn't want to make any 
specific comments on it. The reports of terrorist violence 
in Honduras and other democratic counicies continue to cause 
us concern. 


@) And also along the same line, the Constituent 
Assembly in El Salvador voted to consider the FDR-FMLN pro- 
posal although nine ARENA members weren't present and it's 
expected to go the other way when they reconvene. But do we 
have any comment on their -- 
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Lh No, no comment on that. 


0 Earlier, your office answered a question con- 
cerning Donald Rumsfeld's visit to Europe, and the answer 
basically said that he was there to discuss issues of mutual 
interest and the Law of the Sea was mentioned specifically. 
Is the pipeline one of those issues of mutual interest? 


A Not to my knowledge. It's a Presidential 
mission, but not to my knowledge. 


Q He's not acting in any way -- 
A I don't think so. 


Q John, let this meeting not end without a spe- 
cial word of cheer and good luck to one of our colleagues. 


A Alright. 


Q Nelson Benton of CBS, as you know, is 
eavesdropping on his last burst of cliches and ambiguities 
because Nelson goes off to Baltimore to be an anchorman and 
we here wish Nelson all good things in his new career. 


A I think most of what you said was accurate, 
Bernie, and we certainly share in those good wishes and wish 


him God speed. (Applause) 
(The press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #188 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1981, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: A couple of announcements. There 
will be a background briefing on the visit of the President 
of the Council of Ministers of thc Italian Republic, 
Giovanni Spadolini, this afternoon at 1:30 in the White 
House press briefing room. 


Copies of the text of a speech by the U.S. 
Ambassadoc to El Salvador, Deane R. Hinton, to the American 
Chamber of Commerce on October 29 are available in the Press 
Office. The copies are of the text as prepared for delivery, 
cather than as delivered, but our understanding is that the 
delivery was substantially as prepared. Ambassadoc Hinton's 
speech focused on the curcent situation in El Salvador. 


Q John, this is the speech that has already 
been rcepocted? 


A Correct. 


Q Is most of the good stuff in the O&A? 


A Read the speech. 


Thirdly, Eayptian Deputy Prime Minister and 
Foreign Minister Kamal Hassan Ali will visit the United 
States between November 11-13. An appointment with the 
Secretary has been scheduled for the Foreign Ministec during 
his stay. We expect that the Foreign Minister will also see 
various other Govercnment officials. We will be consulting 
with Foreign Ministec Ali on the peace process and cecent 
developments in Lebanon, as well as discussing various 
issues of bilateral concern. 


That's all I have for you in the way of announce- 
ments. I'll be glad to take any questions you might have. 


Q Do you have anything on sanctions today, 
John? 


A No. The situation is about as we left it 
last week, George. Discussions are continuing. I presume 
moce meetings of the character that have taken place might 
continue to take place. 
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8) You still don't want to charcactecize the 
discussions, right? 


A No, still don't want to characterize the 
discussions. Right. 


Q Do you expect any change in the sanctions 
situation in the foreseeable future? 


fot That is a very difficult question to respond 
to. We have been proceeding with these negotations just 
as expeditiously as we could, and it's ceally very difficult 
to indicate at what stage things might begin to come 
together orc not come together. 


Q John, is there another meeting of the 
Ambassadors such as the one on Friday scheduled for this week? 


A There is not one scheduled, but there could 
well be. 


0 John, is there any indication that the Marine 
who was injured, or the Marines in Lebanon, were the target 


of that cac bomb? 


A Thece is no indication the Marines were the 
target, no. As we understand it, a number of civilians were 
injuced and one Macine was slightly wounded -- I think an 
injucy to his wrist, and was treated, and is back on duty. 


Q The bomb did go off somewhat close to theic 
position, 100 feet or so, as I understand it. 


a, Yes, yes, it did. But there are no indica- 
tions that it was directed specifically to then. 


Q On the nuclear freeze issue. If you have a 
Statement on this, orc if you've put it out in the past, just 
tell me where it is. I know where Weinbergec stands on this 


issue. I haven't heard -- 


A We have issued very careful and precise 
language on it and would be glad to make it available again 


in the Press Office. 


Q When was that, this past week? 


A I can't give you a date on it, but would be 
glad to dig it out for you. 


gn 
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Q Did it follow the Brezhnev speech of last 
week? 


No. 


You haven't got anything for the miccophones? 


No. 


oO FF O PYF 


Do you draw the same conclusion that Mr. 
Weinbergec drew from that speech? 


A I think we have been over our response to the 
Brezhnev speech last week, and we'ce going to stand on where 
we left it. We thought it was harsh, but was simply 
reiterating a numbec of positions that had been reiterated 
before, and we wecen't going to expand on that. 


Q But on the basis of the speech, do you draw 
the same conclusion regacding the nuclear freeze issue? 


A You mean, has it left our position on the 
freeze unchanged? Yes. 


Q Did you see anything new oc different in the 
Chernenko speech of Friday which followed? 


A No, I don't have anything for you on that, 
Barrie. 


0 John, there was, in the Post yesterday, another 
long article on the problems in Chelmsford, the prime 
accest, and so forth, and also a larcge column on the edi- 
tocial page dealing with the serious consequences here. The 
news story had a numbec of unidentified sources and so 
forth, and it seems to suggest that an enocmous amount of 
ouc intelligence has been compromised and so forth. 


Does the Reagan Administration just simply want to 
say nothing and let that go, or give some rceassucance that 
our intelligence hasn't gone to pieces, or what? I mean, 
there is just a kind of silence -- by default -- I just 


wondeced if -- 


A This spokesman is going to be as uncom- 
municative as he was last week -- I can't cemembec whether 


you asked the question -- 


0 Yes. 





gn 
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a But our point is that we are not going to 
discuss in an open forum intelligence matters. 


Q Even when these things are raised in an open 
forum, you can't -- In other words, there is no one in the 
Reagan Administration who is willing to answer any of these 
very secious reports or allegations? 


A I'm not. 

@] Do you know anybody who would? 

A No. 

Q The CIA apparently wouldn't. 

A No, I don't know anybody who would. 


Q Any chance of getting a background briefing 
on it? (Laughter) 


A No. 

Q How about a closed forum? 

i I don't think we'll even cespond to that, 
Jim. 

Q Can I ask something on the some topic, but 


to broaden it beyond the intelligence sphere pec se, which 
is that there has been a longstanding relationship called 
the “special celationship” between the United States and 
Bcitain which has been publicly acknowledged. Now there 
also appears to be a longstanding “special celationship" 
between British Intelligence Services and the KGB, 
apparently -- 


A Special relationship with the -- 


Q Yes, apparently lacgely homosexual in 
chacactec. (Laughterc) I was wondecing if there is any 
feeling that the U.S.-British “special celationship” may be 
compromised in any way by that special celationship? 


os As I thought I had made clear, I am not going 
to cespond to any questions relating to intelligence 
matters. 


Q I'm asking you to comment on the broader 
guestion of the special celationship with Britain, which 
fornec secretacy Kissingec,,.for instance, has commented on 
quite extensively. 





Pt No. I think you ought to address that question 
to British intelligence and to the KGB and see what they say. 


; 
pal 
es 


Q John, is the United States trying to undermine 
the Government of Nicaragua? 


A Bernie, our position on that is going to be the 
same as I've just outlined, that it is the United States 
Government policy not to address reports dealing with intelli- 
gence questions or allegations of covert activities. 


Q You're ahead of me. I wasn't asking about 
cepocts. 

(Laughter) 

a I thought you were drawing my attention to cer- 


tain published reports. 


Q Well, but can you answec just that flat 
question? 


ns We're certainly not intending to undecmine any 
government, but I'm certainly going to stand on the language 
we used here, insofac as covert activities are concerned. 
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Q I've almost given up on this, but I'd like to 
ask another question, if I could, on another subject. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Can we stay on Salvador? 
Q Sure, on intelligence, sure. 
Q On Salvador -- I'm sure there are more on 
Nicaragua -- but in rcesponse to a question after the speech that 


you announced at the beginning, Ambassador Hinton is reported 
to have said about the FDR-FMLN proposal last week, that it is 
"a joke; it {s not serious." 


Does that cepresent U.S. official policy towards the 


A Ace you talking about the speech that he 
delivered? 


e) No, I'm talking about the questions that were 
entectained by him after he gave that speech, in which he was 
asked about the U.S. attitude toward the FDR-FMLN's peace pro- 
posals, and he is ceporcted to have replied, "It is a joke; it 
is not serious." Does that represent U.S. policy? 
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a I think we would prefer to couch our cesponse 
in the languace that I offered you last week. 


.¢) As opposed to his? 


aot I think we will just continue to stand on the 
language that we offered you last week. 


2) John, is your answer the same on the -- 
It's a Newsweek story we're talking about which says the U.S. 
Ambassador in Honducas is in charge of this covert operation 
to destabilize Nicaragua. Is there any response? You would 


like to let that stand? 





y No, there is no response beyond what we've 
offered on the Newsweek story. 





.¢) John, what is Secretary Shultz’ feeling about 
the arms interception program cegacding the flow of arms to El 


Salvador? 


a I can't give you anything on that, Ralph -- am 
not able to answer that. 


@) Do you know whether he feels that that arms 
interception pcogcam ought to continue as strongly as Seccetary 
Haig fel. it ought to continue? 

A As of this moment, I'm not able to answer that 
for you, Ralph. 

) Do we acknowledge, John, that there are arcmed 


elements worcking out of Honducas, making caids into Nicaragua 
On an occasional basis, and that they are opposed to the 


Sandinista cegime in Managua? 
A I'm just not able to answer that for you. 
Q But you have alceady answered that in the past. 
y Then, I'll go back to the language we've used 
in the past. 


@) You have acknowledged that such things take 
place? 


A I'd like to go back and look at the language 
we've used in the past. 


Q Because my next question is contingent upon a 
response to the first. 
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A Why don't we go back and look at the language 
we've used in the past? 


@) John, I'd like to follow Bernie's original 


question about the policy in Nicaragua, in light of the 
Newsweek report. Could you be a little more specific than 
your remack that it is certainly not our policy to undermine 


any government? 





Stina 


A That's right. 


Q Is it the policy of the United States 
Government to undercmine the Nicaraguan Government? Is it the 
policy of the United States to support outside insurgencies 
which threaten the Nicaraguan Government? 


A I'm not going to deal with covert activities, 
but clearly, it is not the position of the United States to 
undermine any legitimate government. 


e) Do we consider the Nicaraguan Government a 
legitimate government? 

A I'm going to stand on that language. 

@) You didn't use the word "legitimate" a few 


minutes ago. 


A I did just now. 

@) Are you changing your statement? 

A No. 

0 So, the two statements are equivalent. 

e) You say you don't discuss covect activities in 


connection with -- 
FN If they -- 
e) That kind of hints that there might be a covert 


A No, not at all. I mean I think that is exactly 


e) I have a question which doesn't have anything 
to do with intelligence. 


A You want to bet? (Laughter) 





eign 
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Q No, no, really. What I was wondering -- the 
State Department certainly has to answer questions about the 
United States, from governments overseas, as well as Embassies 
hece in Washington when unusual things take place in the 
United States? You are frequently subject to inquiries, aren't 


you? 
A That's a very sweeping question. 


Q I just want to know. They do ask questions? 
That's why we have Embassies overseas and the State 


Department. 
A Sure, sure. 


Q Then, could you tell us how is the Department 
of State explaining to Embassies here in Washington and 
governments ovecseas the Secretary of State of California's 
decision, who ruled that the inmates of the Paterson, 
California State Hospital for the criminally insane are able 
to vote? How ace you explaining that, John? 


A Lester, I'm unable to explain it because (a) I 
don't know whether the question has been addressed. 


0 It was brought out in The Washington Post this 





very day. 


a Your question is whether governments are 
asking us to explain that, and I'm not aware of any govercn- 
ments asking us to explain that. 


e) But the decision took place last month, and I 
just wonder, are you explaining this in terms of Governor 
Brown's administration being somewhat unusual, or is this his 
"ace in the hole,” orc what? How do you explain this? 


A I think it's academic because you're suggesting 
that a question is being asked of the United States Government 


and I'm not sure it is being asked. 


0 You mean, nobody in the world wonders why we 
ace allowing the inmates of a criminally insane hospital to 


vote? 


is If there is such an official govecnment-to- 
government request for an explanation, Lester, I'm unaware of 


it. 


can Foreign 
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Q I have three questions -- if I don't ask them, nobody 


else will: Anything new on the hostages in Zimbabwe, have 
they been sighted yet? 


A No. 

Q Anything new on the status of the Chinese ten- 
nis player -- has she been granted -- 

a No. 


Q Perhaps you can take this: does the State 
Department have a position on this proposed U.S. sale of dairy 
sucplus products and orc its effect on the Allies in Europe? 


A Let me look into that one for you. 


Q O.K., because there is an Assistant Secretary of 


Agriculture who is going around saying they are going to sell 
it, and he doesn't care what the effect is on the Allies. 


ay Let me look into that for you. 


Q There ace reports from Iscael that the Israeli 
Ambassador in Washington cecommended to his country to freeze 
the settlements for the six months after President Reagan made 
his Fresh Start speech, but it was not accepted by the Israeli 


Govecnment, and he is in hot water. 
Do you have any comment on this? 


A No, I wouldn't have any comment on that. Our 
position on the freeze of the settlements is very clear, and 
we wouldn't have any comment on what might or might not have 
taken place between a foreign ambassador and his government. 


Q May I follow this with another one? Do you 
have any comment on a report that Israel is going to share the 
intelligence collected in the war in Lebanon with the United 


States? 
A No. 


0 That Mc. Sharon sent a letter to this effect to 
Mc. Weinberger, prior to the visit of Mc. Sharon? 


A No, I don't have any comment on that. 


gn 
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Q Ambassador Arcens, in defending himself on that 
charge, has said that the matter of the settlements was 
obviously brought up by the President on September 1 and so 
on, but it's been pretty much dropped since then, that he 
hasn't heacd from the U.S. Government since then about that. 
Do you have any comment on that? 


A I don't think there would be any doubt in 
anybody's mind in any government's thinking about the 
President's position on the settlements. I think that has 
been made clear, and would have been reiterated in diplomatic 
discussions. I don't think anybody should have any questions 
about that. It hasn't changed. 


e) John, also on Iscael, do you have a fuller 
explanation than you did Friday on why the visit of President 
Navon is being treated as a working visit? 


A No, I ceally don't. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Has there been any message from the Israeli 
Govercnment about the ttandling of his visit? 


a Not to my knowledge; not to my knowledge. 


0 Regacding the visit of this PLO official in 
Washington, under what papers was he here in Washington? 


= A Don't know. 
Q Was his stay here legal? 


A The problem is I'm not aware of the circ- 
cumstances undec which he might or might not have been here. 
Therefore, it's very difficult to discuss whether he would 
have been here legally or illegally. 


Q Isn't the Department looking into it? 
aN No. Not to my Knowledge. 


@) Follow-up: Does the Department consider that 
a subterfuge is perpetrated; I mean, are you upset about 
this or is there any concern? 


f No. Our position was and is very clear that 
we would not receive a PLO member in the delegation. There 
was not a PLO member in the delegation. Our positon on 
discussions with the PLO is very clear. It remains the 
same. 


The conditions that the PLO has to observe before 
we would entec into talks with them are clear. Those haven't 
changed. 
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0 Do you know if any officials met with him not 
knowing -- | 


A American officials? 
0 Yes. 
P I'm sure they did not. 


Q Is there anything new on the visit of Prime 
Minister Begin? Have you heard anything? 





A No. Haven't heard anything beyond Friday. 


Q How about King Hussein of Jordan; do you have 
a date for his visit later this month? 


as No. As we've consistently said, the King is 
always welcome in Washington, but I don't know of any speci- 














gn 
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fic arrangements. 


e) Some weeks ago there was an action in Federal 
Court in Detroit whereby Archbishop Valeria Triffa was going 
to surcrcendec and leave the country. Tentatively -- he's this 
Nazi war cciminal -- and he was tentatively going to 
Switzerland and then we got a report that the Swiss were not 
anxious to receive him and I gather the State Department was 
assisting. Have you found a country for this man yet? 


A I just cannot answer that question. 


Q Could you take it? 


a I'm not suce it's a State Department area of 
cesponsibility, but let me take a look at it and see what -- 


0 It's a somewhat unique case because -- I 
mean, certainly the Department of Justice would enlist your 
cooperation to find a place to send this person. 


a Don't know. Be glad to poke around and see 
what I can find. 


Q John, was the subject of King Hussein's visit 
to the United States brought up at Friday's meeting with the 
Foreign Ministec? 


A I really am unable to answer that question. 
I suppose it could well have been, but I just don't Know 
what specifics might have been discussed. 


Q You say there have been no plans set, but ace 
plans being discussed at this time? Is the U.S. engaging in 
a dialogue with Jordan over the specifics of a visit by the 
King? 


4 As I say, I think we would be happy to see 
the King here at some time, but I don't know of any specific 
dates for him to be here. 


0 Filing break. 
a Filing break. 


Q Three quick ones on Africa. First, there are 
cepocts out of South Africa that the Foreign Minister, Pic 
Botha, is going to be meeting with Secretary Shultz shortly. 
Can you conficm that? 


x I can't conficm that for you, no. 
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Q Assistant Secretary Crocker has had 
extended talks with officials in Paris and in London; can 
you tell us anything about the nature of that, and weed it 


out at all? 


A No. 


o Is it possible to get some kind of a ceport 


as to at least what those discussions were about? 


A I think if there was some interest, what we 


might do is have a BACKGROUNDER maybe on Namibia and 
Southern Africa if that would be of interest. Maybe we can 


line that up tomorrow sometime. 
QO And if Botha is coming -- 
Beg youc pardon? 


If Botha is coming. 


Sure. 


oOo , O FY 


And, finally, one other which is, again, the 
OAU Summit. Nothing on it? 

A No. I've seen the kind of things that you've 
undoubtedly seen in the public domain, but can't take you 
beyond that. 

@) John, back on Honducas, can you spell out 
what the American aid, military, economic and advisor com- 


ponent is now? A few months ago you were saying there were 
90 advisocs; is that still the case? 


rss I honestly don't know. I think on the mili- 
tary side of it, I would have to refer you to the Pentagon 
for some specifics. I just don't have figures in my head. 


Q Do you have the latest aid figures or 
anything? 


A We could certainly get them for you, I'm 
sure. 


Q Could you take the question on the -- 


a On the military, I think you ought to talk to 
the Pentagon, but we would be glad to dig -- 


Q How abou. non-military? 


A Yes, we would be glad to look at that. 














gn 
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Q Can you give us possibly more information 
about this special army or force that will be established as 
part of the Rapid Deployment Forces for the Persian Gulf; if 
you cannot have information maybe about the number, if you 
could take the question possib’y and check for us and give us 
information? 


nn Alright, let me look into what we might be 
able to come up with, but I doubt we'll have much on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the possible change 
in the MNF Force in Beirut? 


Mh Yes. At the cequest of the Government of 
Lebanon, the President has approved the participation of the 
United States contingent along with the other national con- 


tingents to the Multinational Force to undertake limited patrols 


in East Beirut. 

The Multinational Force has the mandate to facili- 
tate the assertion by the Government of Lebanon of its 
authocity ovec all of Beirut. The Government of Lebanon 
cequested the parcticipation of the United States and others 
in this exercise which is part of its effort to restore the 
control of the Central Government over all parts of the 
capital city. This function is fully within the mandate of 
the MNF as originally conceived. 

Can we have a copy of that? 

Surely. 

Why do you call it an “execcise," John? 

Dia I call it an “exercise?” 

Yes, “this exercise." 

Pechaps I should have said -- 

Is it a mission or is it a training exercise? 


No, no, it's not a training mission. No. 


It's not an exercise, it's -- 


r Oo Fr? OF OOmUPKhmlmlUCUCOUCUMPMCUCD 


It's not an exercise in the litercal sense of 
the word; no. 


0 Is this contingent on the Lebanese forces -- 
the Christian militia pulling out of there? They've heen 
cunning that area. 


gn 
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A The Lebanese Acmed Forces are extending their 
contcol over the whole of the capital and it seems 
appropriate for the MNF to move in tandem and to move into 


East Beirut. 


Q Will we support their extending control over 
the area now policed by the UNIFIL contingent? 


ny I cannot answer that question, because I'm 
not quite sure where UNIFIL is in East Beirut. 


Q No, I think they're elsewhere in the country. 


q This is a Beirut operation. 


Q This is just a Beirut thing. Is it our hope that 


when all foreign troops leave that they will leave, too, orc 
not? 


A That who will leave? 


Q UNIFIL? 


ra No. We have expressed ourc appreciation for 
the role of UNIFIL. 


Q No, no. I know we've paid $3 million dollars 
a month which is a lot of appreciation. 


ra But UNIFIL is not in the category of foreign 
forces that we're asking to leave. 


Q In other words, when we say get all the 
foreign troops out, we make an exception for this 3 million 
dollar a month operation? 


A When we say “foreign troops," we're talking 
of PLO, Syrians and Iscaelis. 


Q But don't we want the UNIFIL? I mean, if the 
Lebanese do take successful control and orcderc is rcestorced, 
why do we want the UNIFIL to stay at $3 million dollars a 
month? 


A I think that's going to depend on events as 
they unfold. The Lebanese are trying to extend their 
control over their entice country, anc the role of the 
MNF, the role of the Lebanese Armed Forces in a strongec 
condition. 


As you know, the President has expressed his sup- 
port for building up the Lebanese Army and UNIFIL, are all 


16 . 
factocs in that -- : | * 


Q But my question is, when the others leave, 
because the Lebanese have gotten control, don't we want the 
UNIFIL to get out, too? 


oe I think it will depend when we and the 
Lebanese assume that the Lebanese have control. 


Q Can you define the scope of our peoples’ 
duties on these patrols? Can you in any way define what 
they'ce expected to do? 


f I can but I think you probably should go to 
the Pentagon for details, but they will undertake mobil 
patcols along the main boulevards in East Beirut. 


Q In what way would they react to anything out 
of the ordinary on these partrols? 


nos They'ce going to be patrolling in Fast Beirut 
with the agreement of all parties. The security situation 
thece is bettec than West Beirut. Of course, isolated inci- 
dents can nevec be entirely culed out but we do not expect 
the United States Marines to be involved in any hostilities. 
They'ce going to be there as a presence to bolster the 
secucity efforts of the Lebanese Acmy and police, but MNF 
patrols will have no direct security missions. 


Q Would they be under the dicection of the 
police, oc if the police requested help would they -- 


A They will be undec direction of theic own 
U.S. commandecs, who will have liaison with the Lebanese. 
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Q Will the Marines stay at the aicporct and also 
keep the aicport assignment? 


x I think I know the answer to that, but T 
prefer you get it dicectly from the Pentagon. 


Q Is this a change or an expansion of theic duties? 


A Obviously, it's a Uifferent cole. 
Principally, they've been involved with the airport up to 
now. And in the sense that they're moving into Fast Beirut, 
that is a new undectaking. But in the sense of their 
ovecall mission in the capital and their commitment to 
Beirut in its enticety from the beginning of their role, 
it's not changed. 


Q Will this require more than the twelve 
hundced Marines now on station? 











gn 
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a No. This is simply a question of diverting 
existing forces. 


Q If the twelve hundred Marines were necessary 
foc the airport patrol, how is it possible to stretch the 
same number of Marines to encompass more territory? 


A You have to bear in mind that things have 
been improving since they moved into the aicpoct area. 


Q Can you tell us anymore about the details of 
theic patrol; for example, will they be patrolling in 
acmored vehicles or will they be patrolling in police cars 
Oc jeeps? 


ro They'll be patrolling in vehicles, but I 
think you really have to ask the Pentagon about the detail 
because I'm just not aware of the detail. 


Q If things have improved, why is it necessary 
foc the Macines to have to go into East Reirut? 


r, I think the Lebanese authorities are 
restocing their authority ovec theirc entice capital. We 
have always said that that was part of the mission to 
assist them, to cestore law and order and authority overc 
theic capital. 


Q Tcue. And at the vecy beginning -- 
A And East Beicut is pact of the capital. 


Q Yes, but et the very beginning it was cleac 
that the United States part of the mission was not to be 
within the city itself; that was the French and Italian 
cole, and that was negotiated very carcefully. 


A Don't know that we evec said that they could 
not operate within the city of Beirut. 


Q I don't know that you have evec said that but 
it was negotiated in such a way that the U.S. function was to be 
south of the city. 


A Yes. 


Q And now that is clearly expanding, and you're 
putting it in the context of things improving. I would like 
to undecstand your logic because I frankly -- 


A The logic is that we have a request from the 
Lebanese authorities who are step-by-step, day-by-day 
extending their grip on their control over their own 
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capital. 


Q So why do they need the U.S. there if they're 
expanding theic own grip? 


on It's not only the United States. Th 2y've 
asked the United States, the French and the Italians to 
undertake those mobil patrols. 


Q But if they’'ce extending theic own grip, and 
the whole point of the American -- the whole diplomatic 
point here is to build up the Lebanese to take over theic 


own country again. 


A They invited us into West Beirut when they 
wece attempting to re-establish theirc control ovec theic 
capital, and now that they're ce-establishing their control 
over East Beircut they're asking us to assist them again. 


¢) Yes, but the U.S. did't go into West Beirut. 


A The MNF, as an entity -- two different forces 
wece deployed in different areas, but we've operated as an 
MNF throughout West Beirut. 


¢) This is a change in another aspect, isn't it, 
that for the ficst time units of all three nations will be 
operating on the same teccitory covecing the same ground; is 
that true? 


A I'm not surce that they are operating -- I 
mean, that's why I think you need to go to the Pentagon for 
the details. I'm not suce which geographic areas of East 
Beicut each nation is going to be involved in. I don't 


know. 


Q Do you know when these new patrols are going 
to start? 


A I think they may stact tomorrow. Don't know, 
but they might stact as early as tomorrow. 


0 Is there any cisk of direct conflict with the 
Haddad forces in all this? 


A Haddad forces? No. 
0 No? 


Q Is there any dicect contact with the Haddad 
forces? 


A Is there any cisk of contact or conflict? 


reign 
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Po Not to my knowledge. 


Q Last Friday I asked you a question about the 
freedom of -- academic freedom in the West Rank, about the 
admission to the United States of the daughter of the Mayor 
of Nablus. You promised to get me something on that. Do 
you have anything? 


a Yes. I don't know whether we have produced 
anything on that yet. No. But we're working on it for you. 


Q Anything on these forces perhaps going into 
the Bekaa Valley or southern Lebanon? 


A No, this is a Beirut operation. 


Q John, if the Marines ace performing a mobil 
patrol, can theic function be described as police 
activities? 


A, No, I wouldn't describe it as that. What 
they're doing is offering a presence in support of the 
Lebanese authorities. 


0 So you see no conflict in your earlier siate- 
ments, at the beginning of all this, that there woul’ pe no 
police cole? 


A, No, we don't see it as a police role. If you 
mean, ace they going to dicectly undertake activities nor- 
mally carccied out by the police, no. The answer is, we 
do not expect that. 


Q Just patcolling the boulevards? 


A I guess the police officers do moce than patrol 
boulevards. 


Q This is probably a question foc the Pentagon, 
but do you have any idea of proportions here; half the 
Marines going to be involved in this and the other half at 
the aircporct? 


A No, I don't. I think that's the kind of 
.ng the Pentagon can fill you in on. 


Q Back on Nicaragua again for a second. 


a Hold on. We want to keep going on Lebanon. 


0 Is this a change in deployment which 
President Gemayel suggested when he was here? 
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fh I don*t know when he suggested it, but it 
cectainly is something that he has cequested. 


Q Ace there some forces in East Lebanon that 
are -- some Lebanese Forces that are being shifted somewhere 
else and is that the reason why this is being done? 


A Not to my knowledge 


Q New subject, orc old subject. On Honduras: 
The Honduran Govercnment has said in the past, and I believe 
ceitecated in Washington last month, that the Honduran 
Government opposes the United States in anyway trainina 
insucgents orc tcaining anyone to go across the bordec and 
make attacks accoss the Nicacaguan border. Does the United 
States respect that cequest by the Honducan Government? 


gn 


A Really, that's not something that I can com- 
ment on simply because I'm not aware of that background. 
I'll go back and look at that statement and give you a spe- 
cific response on that. 


¢) Would you do that? 
A Sure. 


0 Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #189 


TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1982, 12:07 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a couple of brief announcements. 
There will be a background briefing today at 3 o'clock on 
southern Africa. It will be held here in the briefing room. 


Q What prompts it? 

A Your collective requests as of yesterday. 
Q There ts nothing new on the situation? 
A 


No, but we've had a number of questions on 
Namibia. 


Q Phase II is just around the corner. 


A I think we asked whether there would be any 
interest in the backgrounder and there was a suggestion yesterday 
that there would be, so we're complying. 


Also available from the Press Office is information 
concerning the draft Prisoner Exchange Treaty between the United 
States and Thailand, which was signed by Attorney General Smith 
in Bangkok on October 29. That's it. 


Do you have any questions? 


Q If we expressed a similar interest in a 
backgrounder on the pipeline, will we have a briefing tomorrow on 


that? (Laughter) 


A I think it would be unlikely that there would be 
an early briefing on the pipeline situation. 


Q Do you have anything to tell us on that, John? 
A No. The situation is about as it has been the 
past few days. There was a meeting yesterday, as you know; but 


there were no developments out of that meeting. There was 
discussion. 


Q No new developments? 


A No new developments. 
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Q What does that mean, deadlocked? 


A It doesn't mean that they are deadlocked; it means 
that they are continuing to talk about it. 


Q Is there another meeting scheduled this week? 


A I don't know that another meeting is set. I 
wouldn't rule it out, but I don't know that another meeting is 


set. 


Q Can you handle any questions on the substance on 
that? 

A On substance? 

Q Shall I try one? 

A Try one. 

Q Why not? There have been some complaints from the 


Europeans that the United States is not being very articulate 
about what it wants. What is your response to that? 


A My response is that I think enough talk is going 
on and that the channels of communication are good enough, so 
that I'm sort of surprised that there is any misunderstanding of 
anybody's position. 


Q Are we going in with a position or are we hoping 
that a position will emerge as the talks continue? 


A I think we're building on the consénsus that we 
saw emerging at La Sapiniere, taking it from there and getting 
to the point where that consensus might be something that would 
appear on a piece of paper. 


That was a verbal consensus, as you know, in Canada. 
There have been discussions going back and forth with 
suggestions, I'm sure, from the various parties involved. 


Q Is the time for the discussions finite? 


A No, I don't think so. I mean, I suppose at some 
stage the parties might say there is no point in further 
discussions, but certainly that time has not come yet. 


Q How long would you anticipate this particular 
stage could go? 
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A I don't know. I imagine that as long as the par- 
ties see merit in meeting and discussing, the meetings will go on. 


Q Is Eagleburger planning a trip soon -- 
A Yes. 
Q -- related to this? 


A Not related to this, no. He is, I think, going to 
a number of countries in Asia and Africa. He is going to Sudan 
and a number of Asian countries. I think we actually have given 


you this guidance. 


Q John, sort of a housekeeping question: Some of us 
were asking as late as 4:00 p.m. yesterday about this pipeline 
meeting and were told there was none scheduled. 


A I think I told you at noon yesterday that none was 
scheduled, and that was correct as of the time I came out here. 
I think it was a question of the ambassadors of the various 
Allied countries agreeing on a time. I don't know actually what 


time the meeting started. I know it didn't break up until fairly 
late in the afternoon, or maybe even early evening. 


Q Could we, at least, request being informed when 
such a meeting is taking place? 


A Let me look into that for you. 
Q In advance? 
A Let me look into that for you. 


Q Particularly when you have said that no meeting is 
planned. Otherwise, we'll be calling up every hour, on the hour. 


A Let me take a look at that for you. 


Q John, have you any comment on the latest develop- 
ments between Iran and Iraq? 


A Yes, I do have something on that for you. We've 
seen Iraqi media reports that the Iranians have attacked the 
Iraqi positions in the Shush-Dezful-Amarra area. We have no 
reports of military action in or near Baghdad or Basra. 
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We continue to advise U.S. travelers that travel to 
Baghdad for pressing personal or business reasons is not 
precluded. Travelers should check in with the U.S. Interests 
Section upon arrival in Baghdad. We've posted further travel 
advisories on hotel space and airline schedules. 


We continue to urge a negotiated settlement based upon 
each country's respect for the principles of territorial 
integrity and freedom from interference in internal affairs. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 


A Sure. 


Q Do you have a comment on the latest statement by 
President Mubarak concerning the talks between Jordan and the 


Palestinians? 
A Sorry. Concerning what? 


Q The talks which he would like to encourage between 
Jordan and the PLO. 


I'm not sure what the latest statement from -- 


A 
Q President Mubarak. 
A Yes. I'm not sure what he said, though. 


Q That he would like to see agreement emerging from 
a meeting, a dialogue between Jordan and the PLO, that it will 
encourage the peace process. 


A I don't think I have any specific comment on that. 
As you know, our enthusiasm for the forward momentum on the peace 
initiative is well known, but I don't think I want to respond 
specifically to that. 


Q John, what is the U.S. position regarding the 
possibility of adding forces from Morocco to the Multinational 


Force in Lebanon? 


A We've seen the reports, the same reports that 
you've seen. As far as any Moroccan troops going to Lebanon, 
I think you'd probably have to ask the Moroccan and Lebanese 


Governments. 


Q But what is your position regarding the Israeli 


position that the forces participating in the Force should 
be only from countries that have diplomatic relations with both 


Lebanon and Israel. 
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A I think there is a variety of questions that 
would have to be answered if we get to the point where an 
enlargement of the Multinational Force is contemplated. I don't 
think we are at that point. 


As you know, Ambassador Draper is there, is setting the 
scene for the talks that are going to take place, we expect bet- 
ween Lebanon and Israel on troop withdrawal. At such time as 
those two governments, with the United States sitting in on those 
talks, come up with a plan for withdrawal, then we will know 
whether there is a larger role for a Multinational Force, what 
that cole will be, and whether it needs to be enlarged. Then, I 
think is the time to get down to the detail of what countries 
might be involved. 


Q Do you have any idea when those trilateral talks 
will start? 


A I think they might start as soon as early next 
week, but I don't have a date on it. 


Q Does your statement mean that you assume that no 
Moroccan troops will join the Multinational Force until those 
discussions that you just referred to reach some sort of conclu- 
sion on the possible enlargement of the Multinational Force? 


A Yes. It does not seem to me that the force would 
be enlarged with its Beirut mandate. 


Q In other words, Lebanon does not have the freedom 
at this point to invite Moroccan troops to take part in a 
Multinational Force outside of the one that's already there? 


A I'm not ceally responding to the legal question of 
what Lebanon has the right to do. I think it's just a hypotheti- 
cal situation. We are not at the point yet where any decision 
has been made to give the MNF a new role or an enlarged role or 
to enlarge it in size. So we're not there. 


Q How about outside of the Beirut area? 
A There are no plans that I know of. 


Q What you're saying implies that in some way, the 
United States must be involved in the enlargement of the 
Multinational Force. 


A I would think that any country partici-ating in 
the present force would be involved in any discussions with 
Lebanon, and any additional country whose troops might be sought 
-- and I'm dealing in a hypothetical situation here -- would also 
obviously be involved. 


Q I'm usually trying not to ask what I want to ask, 
hoping that the problem will be solved. 


A O. K. 


Q But a fellow colleague of mine in Jerusalem was 
acrested, a journalist, was arrested about three weeks ago, 
accused of holding or being in possession of magazines and 
newspapers which are, under certain laws of the West Bank, not in 
Jerusalem, not permitted. 


reign 


I just received a TELEX that the man told his family 
that he was for 24 hours handcuffed and with a bag on his head in 
Jerusalem in a “maskobiya", or a military, army or police station. 


I would like to ask you if the Embassy or the U.S. 
Consulate there has a report on it; and if not, what can you do 
about it? He is a journalist; it is Jerusalem, and not on the 


West Bank. 


4 I'm just not aware of the situation at all. 
I don't think we have ceceived any report on it. 


Q Can you, please, look into it? 


A Let me take a look and see whether we have 
anything on it. 
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Q Let me just say also that the newspaper is an 
American corporation, and this man is married to an American 
citizen. 


Mecrassiried tor Publication in American Fo 


A Let me see if we have received anything on that. 


Q Is Jerusalem considered part of the West Bank, or 
not? 


A I think we‘ve been over this many times before. 
I'll be happy to provide you with the very specific language 
we've used before. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything on the situation in 
Suriname, possibly affecting some of our Embassy personnel? 


A Yes, I do. On October 30, our Ambassador in 
Suriname was summoned by Foreign Minister Naarendorp, who 
stated the Surinamese Government's displeasure with the con- 
duct of two American diplomats. The Foreign Minister 
declared that the two diplomats were “meddling” in Suriname's 
internal affairs. The Ambassador categorically denied the 
allegations. 


gn 


Q Can I follow that up? They're quoting 
government officials out of Paramaribo, Suriname, claiming 
that the U.S. is behind the activities of the Moederbond 
which is the labor movement there that's presently on strike 
apparently, some say intending to bring the government down. 
Do you have any comment on that charge? 


A I think relations between Suriname's mili- 
tary government and leading moderate labor leader Cyrill 
Daal have been tense for some time. Mr. Daal was briefly 
arrested on October 28 and then celeased. Workers in the 
utility sector protested Mr. Daal's arrest by cutting 
Parcamaribo's power supply for several hours. Other labor 
unions staged strikes or walkouts in other sectors. But as 
far as U.S. involvement is concerned, of course, it doesn't 
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exist. 

Q Can we get a copy of both guidances with 
respect to Suriname? 

A Sure. 

Q Follow up, still on the same subject. 


According to some ceports we have the two diplomats have 
been identified as the Public Affairs Officer and the Deputy 
Chief of Mission. Can you confirm that? 


A No. I'm not going to identify them and go 
beyond what I've given you here on the situation as it 
exists. 

Q You would deny that the U.S. is mounting any 


covert activities against the Government of Suriname; is 
that correct? 


A Covert activities, obviously we're not going to 
respond to that. However, we're not meddling in the affairs of 
Suriname. 

Q This is on the same subject. The United 


States does pay tens of millions of dollars a year to the 





AFL-CIO to develop and maintain relations with trade union 
movements intercnationally. 


Now, are you saying that none of those 
U.S.-financed activities are involved in the current 


- Suriname situation? 
A I'm not going to go beyond what I've offered you 
on Suriname here toclay. 
c 
om 


Q Do you have any statement at all today on 
either the Newsweek article or the New York Times article in 
which senior officials are quoted as confirming that we are 
providing assistance to anti-Sandinista guerrillas but deny 
that we are trying to overthrow the govecnment? 





A No. I have nothing further for you. 


Q Do you have any update on what 
anti-Sandistina groups are involved in Honduras and what 
their activities are? 


A No. 


Q John, back on President Mubarak's statement 
for a minute. Something you said earlier led me to believe 
that you have something to say on that. He apparently 
also called for resumption of the autonomy talks which 
stcuck me as a new development since it was my understanding 
that the last position was that the talks should not resume 
until Israel withdraws from Lebanon. Does the U.S. -= you 
indicated you haven't even rcead the statement. 


 vectassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A I haven't. 

Q Is it possible for you to check on that to 
see whether there's any suggestion of a change in position? 

A All right. 

Q Does the State Department have any comment 


on the barring of Western ceportercs from a news conference 

in Moscow that was supposed to be held by a Soviet pacifist 
group? I understand that some of the pacifists themselves 

wece prevented from attending. 


A Yes, I think we do have something on that 
for you. This action by the Soviet authorities once again 
points up the hypocrisy of theirc position on the inter- 
national peace movement. The Soviet authorities are per- 
fectly willing to promote and praise the activities of 
overseas peace movements as a means of advancing their own 
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plans. But they are not willing to tolerate the very same 
type of peace movement activities in their own country, 
unless those activities have already been co-opted by the 
Soviet state or are otherwise under firm Soviet control. 


Q Do you have anything more definite on how 
long the Marines will be staying in Lebanon, and also do you 
know when the Pentagon military team is going to be pro- 
viding it's report and if and when they do, what role does 
the State Department play? 


A No, I don't, beyond the various statements 
the President has made on the duration of the Marines in 
Lebanon. Don't have anything beyond that. I'm not sure 
where the report of the Pentagon stands. I'm not sure we've 
seen it in this building. 


Q When you do get that report, what is the 
State Department going to do with it; what imput? 


A I guess it would depend on the detail it 
includes. But, as you know, the President has indicated 
that he is going to receive sympathetically suggestions that 
the United States support the rebuilding of the Lebanese 
Acmed Forces and do what can be done to assist. 


Q Regarding Egypt, should the visit of Foreign 
Minister Ali here next week be linked directly to the 
dispute about Taba? 


A No, I don't think so. 

Q What is the U.S. position on that dispute? 

A On Taba? 

Q Yes. 

A We think the problem should be resolved as 
soon as possible and ace working towards that end. 

Q Would the U.S. participate in the -- 

A I think I'll just stand on the language 


we've given you. 

Q In the past, when there were some meetings 
held on that subject, were American cepresentatives sitting 
in those talks? 


A Have there been such meetings -- 


Q Yes. 


gn 
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A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Shortly after the -- 

a Not to my knowledge. 

Q But do you think that in the future American 
representatives -- 

rs No. Let's wait and see. 

Q Can I question about what earlier was asked 


about the Moroccan troops into Lebanon? I remember when the MNF, 
before they were sent into Lebanon, the U.S. Government 

waited, I think, sometime for the Lebanese Government to 

invite these forces which signals to me, or says to me that the 
Lebanese Government has the authority and will not -- and 

the U.S. Government itself did not send its troops until the 
Lebanese Government did ask for them now. 


If the Lebanese Government does ask for Moroccans 
Or other parties than the MNF to come in and join in the 
maintenance of order, or whatever, in Beirut, you're saying 
this cannot be before the parties -- 


A No, no. Lebanon clearly is a sovereign country 
and can invite whatever forces it wants. But I would think that 
having already initiated the Multinational Force involving the 
United States, the Italians and the French, my expectation is 
that Lebanon would discuss with those countries any enlargement 
of the MNF or any change in its role along with any other 
countries that it might be discussing this with. 


Q I'm not aware of what statements you may 
have made with regarcd to the Newsweek and the New York Times 
articles on Nicaragua to which you have nothing further to 
add. Can you tell me what you said previously? 








X Yes. We've said that traditionally we have 
not discussed intelligence matters from this podium and will 
continue to take that position. 


Q Is Ambassador Negroponte overseeing an ambi- 
tious, covect campaign to arm, train and direct Nicaraguan 
exiles? 


nN As I say, we're not going to address our- 
selves to covert activities in Nicaragua. Insofar as 
Ambassador Negroponte is concerned -- and I'm not talking 
arout the question of covert activities in any. part of the 
wecld or, indeed, in.Honduras -- but insofac as the 
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Ambassador is concerned, there isn't any question but that 
the Secretary and the President maintain their full con- 
fidence in the Ambassador. 


Q Just one more follow-up on that. Does it 
continue to be the Administration's contention that 
‘ Nicaragua is actively attempting to destablize its 
: neighbors? 
A I think I would refer you to the language 


we've used in the past. I don't think that there's any 
question among other nations in the area that Nicaragua is 
troublesome in this regard. 


gn 


Q But as opposed to the opinion of other 
nations, what is our opinion? 


A I think we've offered you our opinion, too, 
and I think that opinion would coincide with those of those 
nations I just mentioned. 


Q Do you have anything on my question yester- 
day about dairly surplus policy? 


A I do not know whether we've come up with 
anything. No, I'm afraid we haven't. But that doesn't 
mean we're not working on it diligently. 


Q This afternoon? 


A We'll post it this afternoon? We are 
working on it more diligently than I had understood. We 
will post it this afternoon. 
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Q Can you give us any idea what the Secretary's 
meetings with the President are about; it's scheduled 
twice today? 

A No. I think you probably have to ask the 
White House. 

Q Any news conference with the Secretary 
contemplated? 

A None planned. 

Q Do you know what the Secretary's elections 
plans are? 

A No, I don't. 

Q He won't be watching them at the White House 


with the President? 
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Q Do you have the date for Prime Minister 
Begin's visit here? 

A I don't have dates. We've seen the reports. 

Q The Secretary's travel in December, is there 


any firming-up on that? 


A I think we've announced the Latin American 
dates when he'll be accompanying the President. And, as you 
know, we've talked about the prospect of his going to Europe 
when he gets back from that trip to Latin America. 


Q A group of African ambassadores here have 
requested a meeting with the Secretary prior to the vote 
tomorrow at the IMF. Do you know whether he's consented to 
meet with them? 


a I didn't know they had requested it and I 
don't know -- 

Q Could you take the question? 

A Sure. 

Q On Latin America, can you say anything about 


the directions that State is giving to our U.N. represen- 
tatives on the Falkland Islands debate going on up there? 


A No. Our position on that is that we really 
don't indicate our position before the vote comes up. 


Q With less than sixty days to the end of this 
year, are you still optimistic as to the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon before the end of the year? 


A We're certainly very hopeful. Ambassador 
Draper is working very hard at it, and we don't see any 
reason why -- we don't see any stumbling blocks for the kind 
of scenario that we have seen unfolding for the beginning of 
talks with the Israelis and the Lebanese. We continue to 
feel that the same motivations and pressures should be there 
and don't see why this should not be accomplished before the 


end of the year. 


Q You mean the accomplishment of the target of 
withdrawal of the forces -- 

BN Yes, withdrawal. 

Q -- or achieving the agreement on the 


withdrawal? 
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a Agreement which would precede a withdrawal 
which we certainly hope would take place by the end of the 
year. 


Q Thank you, John. 


A Okay. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #190 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1982, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments but I would say that after the meeting of Prime 
Minister Spadolini with the President, which is currently 
taking place, there will be a BACKGROUNDER in the White 
House Briefing Room at about 1:15, depending on what time 
they leave. 


That's all I have in the way of any announcements. 
I'll be happy to take any questions. 


Q Anything today on the visit of King Hussein 
here? 


A No. As I said yesterday, we're always happy 
to see King Hussein in Washington, but don't have any dates 
Or any specific plans. 


Q Could you confirm the report that he asked to 
come early in this month and the Administration asked him to 
postpone it until after the meeting of the Palestinian 
National Council? 


A That sounds to me to be extremely unlikely, 
but as of my own knowledge I cannot confirm it. It does not 
sound in line with the kind of relationship we have with 
King Hussein. 


Q Is the Administration considering appointing 
Habib to be special Mideast negotiator? 


A As we've said, Mr. Habib has played a key 
role in the developing events in the Middle East and his 
advice is much valued. I'm sure he will be called upon from 
time to time in the future, but I don't know of any specific 
plans to make any announcements about a new role for him. 


fe) Just a follow-up to the question on Jordan. 
Why is such a thing not in line with the relations bet- 
ween Jordan and the U.S.? 


x I'm just unaware of any kind of discussion 
along those lines that might have gone forward. As we have 
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said, the King is welcome here and I just know of no speci- 
fic plans or requests or suggestion that the King has 
requested that he come and has been turned down. That 
doesn't seem in accord with -- 


Q He suggested an early day and the 
Administvation suggested a later date, waiting for the 
result of the Palestinian National Council. 


A Not aware of that. 


Q Is the President of Bolivia coming to 
Washington? 


A No. President of Bolivia? 
Q Bolivia. 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q 


How about the President of Peru, then? 
(Laughter) 


Q Can we stick to the Middle East? 
4 Okay. I'll come back to Peru. 


Q On the Middle East. Thank you. Egypt has 
been boycotting some products or cancelling contracts with 
the countries if the products are delivered on Israeli 
vessels or coming from Israel. It's already happened in the 
case of products from Canada and New Zealand. Is that a 
violation of the spirit of the Camp David Accords? 


A The only thing that I'm aware of is a deve- 
lopment in New Zealand. 


Q That's a “twofor." (Laughter) 


A I think I can produce that right now for you, 
as a matter of fact. 


According to preliminary information, the allega- 
tions concern commercial decisions by Egyptian importing 
firms and not instructions by the Egyptian Government to 
boycott Israeli shipping. As you may be aware, Israeli 
ships regularly call at Egyptian ports. The Egyptian 
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Government has made it clear that it intends to continue 
abiding by the Camp David Accords and the peace treaty with 
Israel. 


I'm not aware of any situation with Canada. 


Q The contracts have now been cancelled, so is 
that a violation of the spirit of the Camp David Accords? 


A I cannot answer that question for you. 
You're asking me a legalistic question which I cannot 
answer, I'm afraid. 


Q Would you care to look into it? 
A Sure. 


Q What kind of impact do you think yesterday's 
election returns are going to have on the perception of a 
President who implements his own foreign policy, so far as 
he's perceived by foreign countries, given the setback the 
Republicans suffered? 


A I think that's a very sweeping question. I 
am sure that many embassies of foreign countries in 
Washington are making their own evaluations. I think you 
have to ask them. 


Q Would you run through an assessment here in 
the building? 


A No. 


Q How, more specifically, can you say that the 
Department has a reaction to the referenda on the nuclear 
freeze campaign? 


A Yes, we have something on that for you. We 
view the results of the freeze referenda as a strong 
expression of American concern about arms control and an 
expression of a variety of other concerns, including 
recognition of the Soviet military buildup of the 1970's. 
The Administration shares those concerns, and we have under- 
taken a positive program of arms reduction initiatives as 
well as a modernization program to ensure the continuing 
strength and effectiveness of our nuclear deterrent. 


To the extent that these referenda are an 
expression of the American people's concern and desire to 
achieve progress on arms control, we welcome the vote. 
However, the referenda did not give the American people a 
real choice between negotiating a freeze or negot..ating 
reductions. We believe the American people want reductions 


gn 


w~M FMV FP reM FTV FUE TCA UIOn 6UTT) h6OANe rican rorel 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


4 


and effective verification. In fact, most of the referenda 
call for reductions. 


We will continue to work toward that objective 
with vigor and determination, and we believe these efforts 
deserve the support of all Americans. 


We are now negotiating with the Soviet Union on 
Our proposals for major reductions of nuclear and conven- 
tional forces to equal levels with effective verification. 
We must give these negotiations an opportunity to succeed. 


The resolutions are advisory in nature, and 
although we share the sentiment which has given rise to 
these votes, we do not believe that a freeze at current 
levels is an effective or sound approach to arms control. 


Many aspects of a freeze on testing, production 
and deployment could not now be effectively verified. 
Verification measures would, in fact, require extensive 
prior negotiation, and even then, several aspects of the 
proposed freeze might not be effectively verifiable. 


Although a freeze appears simple, because of its 
broad coverage, it would require extensive and lengthy 
negotiations on its terms. This would divert us from the 
task of seeking reductions. 


A freeze at current levels would undercut our 
efforts to negotiate arms reductions because it would lock 
in existing Soviet military advantages, while preventing us 
from carrying out modernization necessary to insure that our 
nuclear deterrent forces are survivable, effective and cre- 
dible. It would greatly reduce Soviet incentives to discuss 
seriously the proposals for cuts in nuclear arsenals that we 
have proposed in the START and the INF negotiations. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


0 Will the referenda in any way accelerate the 
Administration's efforts to try to strike some sort of arms 
control package, or is it going to be going on at the same 
rate of non-speed? 


A I don't know that I agree with that charac- 
terization. I think various Administration officials have 
said that they consider that the talk that is going on in 
Geneva is serious. —_ _ 


Q Apart from that, will there be an effort now 
made to accelerate those talks because of these returns? 
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A I think no. I think we're already pursuing 
those negotiations with all the speed and dispatch that is 
appropriate. 


Q Is it fair to say, then, that the outcomes 
yesterday will have no effect on your negotiating tactics or 
strategy? 


A We're already proceeding with as much 
dispatch as is proper and appropriate. 


Q So they have no impact? 


A We will continue to proceed with as much 
dispatch. 


Q Has the Secretary of State advised the 
President that in order to appease the nuclear freeze sen- 
timent and also in order to make economic recovery possible, 
it's necessary to accept deep cuts in the proposed defense 
budget, including cuts in the MX basing plan? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q John, let me give you another chance 
on a couple of questions just thrown at you. You seem to be 
suggesting that the various votes of yesterday concerning a 
nuclear freeze will have no effect on the Administration's 
pacing or attitude toward the negotiations in Geneva; is 
that what you intended to say? 


A What I'm saying is that the Administration 
is pursuing arms control with great seriousness and with all 
the speed that is proper and correct within the guidelines 
that are set. Those negotiations are going to continue with 
the same kind of speed and deliberation. 


Q A lot of Americans voted yesterday and said, 
with their votes, that they think your approach is wrong, 
and you argued for months before their votes that you 
thought their attitude was wrong. 


Now, clearly, the vote has said something or 
perhaps nothing to the Administration. I just want to be 
clear that what you're saying is that there's no change. 


A There's no change in the Administration's 
policy; that's correct. 


Q What do you think the impact of this will be 
in Europe in terms of resistance to the deployment of our 
Pershing II and Ground Launch Cruise Missiles? 


A That's very hard to say. But insofar as the 
discussions that we're having with our Allies are going for- 
ward, we see no impediment to the deployment of chose 


missiles. 
_ 
Q The point of many of these, or most of these 
resolutions was obviously to ask for a negotiation of a 
freeze itself. Are you suggestion that you have no plan 
- whatsoever to consider that or to pursue that? 
mo 


A Not a question of not considering it; as I 
think the words we've used on this occasion and other occa- 
sions indicate, we have great sympathy and, indeed, 
share the concerns of all Americans about the horrors of 
nuclear war. That's what the President's policy is intended 
to prevent. It's just that he has a different approach, and 
he thinks that his approach is more effective. 


Q So you will not pursue any sort of nego- 
tiations on a nuclear freeze? 


a We will not pursue a freeze at the current, 
unequal levels. The President's policy is to reduce and 
then freeze. 


Q On the one hand you seem to be welcoming the 
result of the referendum; on the other hand, you seem to be 
rejecting the contents. 


oy I don't know that we're welcoming the result 
of the referenda. We understand the motivation of those 
who have voted as they did and, indeed, share their concerns 
as any thinking person would. But the President's position 
on nuclear war and how to avert it has been made plain and 
there's no change in it. 
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Q If I could change subjects. The Ambassador 
to Salvador, Mr. Hinton, of course gave this speech last week 
and he gave an interview to the New York Times in today's 
paper, both saying some rather candid and, I suppose, harsh 
things about events in Salvador, and he's been attacked in 
turn by businessmen - the Chamber of Commerce. I'm just won- 
dering, is there a new attitude toward Salvador, at least a 
new public attitude by this Administration? 





ay I don't think so. I think we've been 
expressing our concern about human rights in Salvador for 
some time and making that plain. 


Ambassador Hinton has spoken out publicly in the 
past on key issues of our policy, and of course he did again 
in his speech before the American-Salvadoran Chamber of 
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Commerce. I think we made available copies of his prepared 
text and that clearly indicates the goals we've been pursuing 
for some time in that country and our determination to 
achieve them. 


Q In that connection -- you're making it all 
sound as though there has been a consistent American 
approach towards El Salvador, whereas at the very beginning 
of the Administration it was -- the emphasis was much more 
on the value of a friendly regime, even if it had some 
violations of human rights, even if it be a bit 
authoritarian; and the emphasis now appears to be much more 
on the human rights side and much less on the kind of things 
that were said early on in the Administration. 


So I think the question is quite valid. Has there 
been a change. I don’t think it's enough to say we're 
doing the same things. 


A I don't think it's a change. I think, 
really, you're placing the emphasis where you see it. We 
don't think it's a change and, indeed, don't think it's 
really a contradiction to talk with governments that may be 
friendly to us about differences of opinion. We're doing 
that with a number of governments with whom we have a close 
relationship but with various of whose policies we're in 
disagreement. 


Q But you are sending. military aid to El 
Salvador? 


My Yes. 


Q Because you feel that both the U.S. and El 
Salvador's government are pursuing a common policy towards 
the Communist threat? 


My That's correct. 

Q Well, if you at the same time want to cut 
military aid because of human rights violations, you may 
succeed only in hurting your policy end? 


Ay I don't know that anybody is talking about 
cutting military aid. 


Q That's what the story is all about. You cut 
military aid if you don't clean up the abuses. 


a Obviously, that is not a desirable goal. We 
wish to continue aiding El Salvador, but there's a cer- 
tification process that has to be observed, and aside from 
that there is our own continuing concern with human rights. 
We want to see the kind of improvement we've been working 
for and discussing over the month§,..__ 





gn 


 vectassitied for Publication in American Fore? 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q John, the strong implication of what Mr. 
Hinton is saying is that if there isn't some improvement be- 
tween now and the next certification time, which I believe 
is January, that aid will be cut. 


A I think there are certain realities obvious 
here. Congress has an interest in this; the Administration 
has an interest in this; and you would have to, I think, see 
continuing improvement of the kind that we have been arguing 
for all along. 


Q "Continuing improvement" -- 

A Yes, I think so. 

Q You mean some improvement? 

4 Some improvement. 

Q There doesn't appear to be any improvement at 


all at the moment. 


A I think we've had discussions with this 
government and I think there have been certain developments, 
shifts and changes in cycles. We certainly are concerned 
with some issues that we've discussed here in recent days. 


Q Could it be said that if there isn't any 
improvement between now and January, that it will be extre- 
mely difficult -- if not impossible -- for the 
Administration to certify in order to have the aid continue? 


A I don't want to make that statement from this 
podium, but I think there are certain realities about the 
continuing ongoing process of examination of the human 
rights record in El Salvador, which clearly would be taken 
into consideration at the time certification has to 
be made. 


Q John, why did you choose to speak out now as 
opposed to a month ago? Disappearances have been going on 
constantly since the elections; it's not a new phenomenon. 


A I think it's not a new phenomenon in terms of 
disappearances, but there are other legal cases at stake 
here; but I think basically what we're saying is, that we are 
continuing an expression of opinion that has been going on 
for some time. 
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9 But what happened in recent weeks that 
prompted him to make a very public statement, whereas before 
he had always been much softer in his public statements in 
Salvadoran audiences? 


A Perhaps we'll go back and look at some of the 
earlier statements he made and dig those out for you. 


Q I‘ve been monitoring them really closely, and 
this one was the harshest by far. 


Q If I can just pose it from a different point 
of view, I mean, this Administration came into office -- not 
Mr. Shultz, but the Administration -- with a basic view on 
human rights that you did not criticize your friends 
publicly on their violations, you did it privately. That 
was a major criticism it had of the Carter Administration. 


Now, at least in the last few days, there seems to 
be a change in that approach towards human rights viola- 
tions. You seem to be rather free with criticizing a 
friendly government. I'‘m just wondering, is this a new 
approach to the human rights problems; is it just based on 
the reality of the certification, or what? 


A I'm sure there are differences between the 
way this Administration approaches the question of human 
rights and the previous Administration, but I think the end 
goal is how you achieve progress most effectively. I think 
the previous Administration was criticized from time to time 
for being very public in its efforts in this regard, and the 
suggestion was that real definitive progress in terms of 
helping the people the Administration was trying to help 
really did not take place because the public debate may have 
simply exacerbated feelings. 


I think it’s probably true that this Administration 
often seeks to have a quieter dialogue. But I don't think it 
would be fair, Bernie, to say that this Administration came 
into office with a policy of never speaking publicly on 
human rights. 


Q -- towards friends. 


A I think that it has taken different postures in 
different situations, with a view to being as effective as it 
could in helping the people that clearly were in need of help. 
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Q You're making it sound as though this all 
evolved casually -- 


A No, I don't say it's been casually. 


Q Hasn't there been decision within the 
Administration to speak out publicly, as Hinton has done twice 
now? 


A I think there has been an ongoing concern with 
human rights in El Salvador, and he is articulating that. 


Q John, the fact that you abandoned silent diplo- 
macy, is it because it did not work in this case? 


a The point I was trying to make is that I don't 
think there is a sort of a sudden transition from public 
diplomacy to silent diplomacy. I think that there has been a 
mixture -- I think there was a mixture on the part of previous 
administrations. Maybe the emphasis is a little different in 
the case of this Administration; but I think it's a mix, 
depending on how the various techniques can be used most 
effectively to achieve the goals, which is to help those 
people whose human rights are being assailed. 


Q John, also on Salvador, a related issue, as you 
know, a peace offer was made by the opposition last week. 
There is a debate in the Constituent Assembly now: the 
Government takes the position apparently of the ARENA Party 
that it's not worth following up on, whereas the Christian 
Democrats and the Church say that it should be followed up. 


A Yes. 


Q You, in your statements last week, said that if 
it meant "X," then we're not interested; if it meant "Y," then 
that's another story. 


ry Yes. 


Q How are you going to find out whether it means 
"x" or "Y¥"? And when is the Peace Commission that the government 
has promisec to set up going to be established? 


A I don't know when the Peace Commission will be 
established, but obviously, we have expressed our enthusiasm 
for its being established; but in terms of assessing the 
effectiveness and the integrity of the offers from the left, we 
really don't have anything to offer you beyond what we said 
last week. 


Foreign 
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Q But we have no way of opening a dialogue 
whereby we estabiisi whether it's "X" or "Y"? 


A I‘m sure that's under consideration, but I 
don't see any change in our position at the moment. 


Q Does the fact that the Constituent Assembly is 
split on this matter affect the APANECA Pact and the designs 
for creating a Peace Commission? 


A I think we'll take a look at that when that 
dialogue is complete. 


Q John, can you get to the question as to why the 
Peruvian President is postponing his visit? 


A Sure. President Belaunde has written President 
Reagan advising him that because of unexpected circumstances, 
he will be unable to make a state visit to Washington, that 
was scheduled for November 9. President Belaunde is a widely 
admired figure in the United States and has many friends in 
this country. Therefore, we are disappointed that he has 
decided that he is unable to make the trip. 


Q Is the “unexpected circumstance" the fact that 
the President is going to Latin America and not going to Peru? 


A I don't think that has anything to do with it. 


Q Can you elaborate at all on the “unexpected 
circumstances?" 


A This is the langvage that the Peruvian 
Government has used, and so I think you would have to ask them 
about the specific circumstances. There is a question of tex- 
tiles, as between Peru and the United States. This is the 
kind of issue that is not uncommon between two countries which 
have extensive trade ties. We are continuing to seek a solu- 
tion to that problem. 


Q John, is it because the Peruvians are facing 
countervailing duties on exports of $35 million to -- 


A There is an issue involving countervailing 
duties, and apparently it is a very complex issue. If you 
want to get into that, I guess I'd have to refer you to the 
Department of Commerce, who could give you more -- 


Q Were we surprised at all by his cancellation? 
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A As I think I told you last week, we were hoping 
the visit would take place. We are sorry that it is not going 
to take place. 


Q Were we surprised by his cancellation? 


A As I think I told you last week, we were hoping 
the visit would take place, and we are sorry that it is not 
going to take place. 


Q But we're not surprised when he said he wasn't 
coming? 


A As I say, we had been hoping that he would 
come, and now that we have had this indication that he won't. 
we are sorry about that. 


Q Would you clarify my question on the President 
of Bolivia? Did you say he was not coming or you don't know 
if he is coming or not? 


a I don't have anything on that myself. My 
colleagues here are not flashing me any signals. 


Q Can you take it? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have a date for the visit of Israeli 
President, Mr. Navon? 


A I think we gave you those. The White House 
announced those dates. 


Q Has King Hassan II, of Morocco, as far as you 
can tell us, discussed the issue of increasing and par- 
ticipating in the Multinational Forces with your government, 
as far as you can tell? And what can you make of the Israeli 
objection to the participation of the Moroccan forces in the 
Multinational Forces? 


4 Obviously, this is a question for Lebanon. If 
Lebanon has an interest in enlarging the Multinational Force 
in terms of its goal, which we support, of extending its 
control over the whole country, that is something which the 
Government of Lebanon will have to pursue and pursue apparently 
with a number of countries. But I think you need to talk to 
the Government of Lebanon about that and the countries that 
they are or might be talking to. I don't think we should get 
into that. 
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Obviously, as they pursue this and as the need, if 
it realistically emerges for an enlarged MNF force, becomes 
apparent, I would expect that other governments would be 
involved in those consultations, particularly our own 
government, the Italian Government and the French Government, 
those being the governments that are already involved in the 
MNF. 


As far as the Israeli Government is concerned, that 
is something for the Lebanese. But I would assume that as the 
Lebanese talked to various potential donor countries, they 
would keep in mind the effectiveness of any enlarged MNF Force 
that is involved in Lebanon. 


Q John, if my memory serves me correctly, on pre- 
vious occasions when Moroccan troops have been ceployed, the 
United States has had to pick up the tab. I'm thinking of 
Katanga. 


If Moroccan troops go to Lebanon, would we be 
expected to pay for them? 


is Don't know. I don't think we're at that stage, 
yet. As we've said, I think that we would need to see 
an operational plan for the withdrawal of forces from Lebanon 
before we really can get a fix on what different role there 
might be for an MNF. 


As we have said before, there are other forces in 
play. One continues to be UNIFIL; another continues to be an 
improvement in the effectiveness and the equipment of the 
Lebanese Army, which is something the President has indicated 
he is sympathetic towards helping with. So there are a number 
of factors as the plan for withdrawal of the PLO, Syrians, 
and the Israelis from Lebanon comes to fruition. I think we 
are not at that stage yet of seeing what the role for a 
possible enlarged MNF might be, and therefore what countries 
would be involved and what the conditions of their involvement 
might be. 


Q John, you mean you haven't seen yet or worked 
on an operational plan for withdrawal, judging from what 
you've just said? 


A No. 


Q Nothing has been done about that yet? 
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A No. That's something that the Lebanese and 
Israelis would be talking about, with our participation. 


Q I understand you have a statement on the IMF 
loan to South Africa? And do you have anything on this 
article on page 2 of the Post, which says, "The CIA says to 
find South African rebels stronger?" 


A No. 
Q Could you read the IMF statement for that? 


A I don't want to read it, because I think it was 
issued in the Press Office earlier this morning. 


Q I can't get it in your voice? 
A I think I'll let you forego my voice. 


Q John, if you're throwing back the Multinational 
Force increase to the Government of Lebanon, and if Morocoo 
and Lebanon would have an agreement -- and I believe you'll 
have consultations with them -- now Israel will say that 
Morocco is not a friendly country like, for instance, Egypt to 


Israel. I think this might create a situation that if there are 
other Arab countries which would like to participate, that this 


creates a situation like Israel's veto and power over the 
UNIFIL and its presence in southern Lebanon, and they will 
exercise possibly the veto power -- will not agree to have 
such forces in Lebanon at all, and this might complicate the 
situation. 


Are you going to use your clout into bring 
that this has to be because the Lebanese Government, that you 
supported wholeheartedly, wants that? 


A The Government of Lebanon is a sovereign government. 
The Government of Lebanon presumable can invite any forces of any 


nation that it wants to into its own country. But as I say, I 


would think that the Government of Lebanon would take into account 


the various practical considerations and the effectiveness of 
that force. I assume that they would have those realities in 
mind as they talked to various countries and as they deter- 
mine what the makeup of any enlarged -- and we're still 
dealing in the hypothetical here -- multinational force might 
be. That's. up to Lebanon to decide. 
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Q John, do you have any comment on the comments 
made by Ambassador Galbraith in an interview in the Wall 
Street Journal today where he seems to be priding himself on 





acting without instructions and his rather negative comments 
about the State Department? 


a I'm not sure I would have cast it in quite 
those terms, but the President's position on the pipe- 
line sanctions issue is well known, and the Secretary of State 
and other officials in this building are working to implement 
the President's policy, as is Ambassador Galbraith in Paris. 


I don't think we have any differences on this point, 
nor do we have any difference in our fundamental belief about 
the undesirability of the pipeline. 

Q Thank you. 


A O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one state- 
ment cegarcding the ITU and Namibia. 


It has been ceported that Namibia, as represented 
by the Council for Namibia, was admitted to membership in 
the International Telecommunications Union at the conference 
now being held in Nairobi. I would like to state for the 
record that Namibia does not satisfy the criteria for being 
a soverceign country required for ITU membership. 


In Natrobi, the members of the Western Contact 
Group, France, Great Britain, West Germany, and Canada, 
joined the United States in disassociating themselves from the 
ITU decision. 


A statement cead by the vice-chaicman of the U.S. 
Delegation at that ITU meeting is available in the Press 
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Office. 

Q Alan, a follow-up? 

A Yes. 
+ Q What is the United States going to do about 
it. 


A I'm not sure at this point what there is 
specifically that can be done. 


Q Alan, could you address the question of a 
Post story that says "Macines will be patrolling the 
Beirut-to-Damascus highway." 


A The MNF, as you know, at the request of the 
Government of Lebanon, has now extended its area of opera- 
tions to include East Beirut. The MNF motor patcols will be 
along the main boulevards in East Beirut. The 
Beirut-Damascus highway is one of the:main roads in East 
Beirut, and is in the Marine patrol area. Thus, Marine 
units will be patrolling on the highway, but only in the 
Beirut acea. 
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Just to address at least one other asvect of that . 
story, the MNF patrols in East Beirut will not have any 
enforcement cesponsibilities. Lebanese armed forces and the 
internal security forces will be undertaking any security 
missions in East Beirut. 


Q They will have no -- 


A No enforcement responsibilities. That's a 
Lebanese responsibility. 


Q How do you define the Beirut area? 


A I don't have a geographic description to give 
you, but I think, frankly, that that story, as I read it 
anyway, was misleaijing in that it suggested that we were 
going down the Beirut-Damascus Highway towarcd the Syrian 
bocdec, and that is not -- 


Q The Beirut area does not extend to the Syrian 
border. 


4 No, it does not extend to the Syrian border. 
(Laughter) Not the last time I checked a map. 


Q Does it also include Baabda, that area? 

A I don't know what the specifics ace in that 
respect. But in regard to this story, the implication or 
the impression left by that story is simply erroneous. 

Q Alan, could you clarify to the point of 
saying, Or saying later if you're authorized to do so, that 
this means “within city limits?" 

Q What were you saying then? 


oa I'm saying within the Beirut area. I don't 


Q As drawn on the map. 


4 We're talking about East Beirut. I think we 
should stick to that, and use that as the definition. I 
think the limits of East Beirut are well enough defined. 


Q Alan, what is a “security mission,” as you 
used it? : 


A Well, we have talked before about the fact 
that, including in West Beirut and the airport area, 
there would be no police functions, security functions; 
it is there as a presence to, in this case, perform 
patrols. It's that sort of thing. 
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Q In other words, when you say “security 
mission," I sort of assumed that in the airport, security 
for the airport was definitely part of the role of the MNF. 


A Not performing police functions. There was 
the suggestion of a story that they would be checking people 
and so on and so forth. That is not part of the function. 


Q Alan, would you sort out the explanation for 
the 24-hour delay in the dispatch of the four jeep loads of 
Marines to join the others in East Beirut? 


A I'm sorry. 


Q There was a 24-hour delay in the despatch of 
the U.S. Marines to join the Italians and the French in East 


A Yes, just an administrative delay, which has 
now been teken care of. They have perfocmed theic first patrols. 


Q What do you mean “administrative delay?" 


A I don't have the details on it, Bernie, but 
there was no big issue. 


Q They have performed theic first patrol? 
A Yes, that's my undecstanding. 


Q Alan, officials in this building have said in 
the past, however, that the Beirut-Damascus Highway was one 
of the options that might be included later on. 


x O.K. The point there -- and I think that may 
be a point of misunderstanding in the terms of the way that 
has come out -- is that the Beirut-Damscus Highway obviously 
cuns between Beirut and Damascus; and in looking at what might 
be an enlarged area of operation for an MNF <-- which ts all 
very hypothetical; you can go back to what John has said 
time and time again on this -- that rcoad would be possibly 
one acea Of opecation for an MNF. 


We ace not in that stage. We have not gone to 
that. What we're talking about is stcictly within the con- 
fines of the Beirut acea and the original deployment and 
what we have been talking about in tercms of East Beirut in 
the last several days. 


Q Do you have any update on the discussions 
with the other members of the MNF on an enlargement of the 
overall force, enlacgement of the cole? 
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A No. The various options for assuring 
security and so on and so forth continue under discussion. 
I don't have an update to give you. 


Q Alan, in other words, the option is there 
somewhere down the line for the Marines -- 


A Sure, we said that. 


Q -- to do the patrolling on that highway? 
You're not culing that out as a possible -- 


A I'm not culing that out; but as John has 
said, there might or might not be an expanded area of opera- 
tion for the MNF, or foc an MNF, that if there were such, 
there might oc might not be the requirement for an enlarge- 
ment of an MNF; and if that were to happen, there might or 
might not be further American forces involved. So that's 
all very hypothetical. But, no, I'm not culing that out. 


Q To clarify the extent of where exactly the 
MFN and the American units are patrolling -- 


A I don't have details on that. 


Q -- wouldn't it be moce clear to give us names 
of streets, roads, villages and cities? Wouldn't it be much better 
you could tell us exactly where from and where to are they 
patrolling? 


ay Go to the Pentagon for that. I'm not going 
to provide that sort of detail here. 


Q Anything today on U.S. military aid -- 
A Bernie, did you have a question? 


Q I just wanted to ask you, have the maneuvers 
been put off indefinitely within Honduras? 


a I think we have addressed this question 
before. There were neverc any dates set for exercises; 
planning has been taking place for joint U.S.-Honducan mili- 
tacy exercises, pact of a series of joint exercises. In 
fact, that series has been conducted over the last 15 years. 


No ficm dates for the next exercise have been 
established, and it would be inappropriate, frankly, to com- 
ment furthec on the nature cc possible dates for the next 
exercise pending official approval and announcement by both 
govecnments. 
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Q So when the Honduran media talk about a 
December date, that's speculation and -- 


A I don't want to characterize it. I just 
would give you what the facts are. 


Q Do you think you could find out, since 
it's been held for 15 years, as you said, how long before 
the exercises held in the past years they were announced? 
You know, what generally, the -- 


A No, I really am not going to do historical 
ceseacch on it. I think if you want to go back, it's pro- 
bably in the files. But also, you might want to refer to 
the Pentagon. But I just am not going to do that. It's 
ceally a Pentagon matter. But in terms of-trying to clear up 
the stories that appeared, I think it's useful to address it. 


Q The story quoted a lot of State Department 
sources. 


A Fine. 


Q Pipeline? The 3:00 o'clock meeting -- could you 
tell us about that, please? 


Ay It's a continuation of the discussions that 
have been held before, the same group of people meeting to 
discuss the East-West economic relationship. 


Q Is there a formula that the U.S. is going to 
introduce? I'm cefecring to the Spadolini remarks. 


A I think this question was put yesterday, 
Bernie, to a senior official who briefed at the White House 
following the meetings over there; and as that official did, 
I am not going to get into the question of formulas orc 
substance of what may be being discussed in detail. 


Q Could thece be an announcement today, after 
today's meeting, on ceaching some sort of agreement? 


A, Could there be? Theoretically, I suppose 
thece could be. Would I think that would be likely? No, I 
would not think that would be likely. 


Q Would you suggest, as a ballpark figure, when 
one might be likely? 


A No. 
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Q Was the Prime Ministec right when he said 
it's very neac? 


4 I don't want to try to characterize it. 


Q Back on Lebanon, did you ceceive any 
complaints from the Lebanese Government or authorities about 
the Iscaeli occupying forces and authorities flooding the 
mackets of Lebanon with goods, fruits, and vegetables, and 
selling them for cheaper prices, and thus jeopardizing the 
economy of Lebanon? 


A I, frankly, (a) don't know and (b) would not 
want to comment in any case in terms of discussions between us. 


Q In the presentation of his announcement 
yestecday that Italy is going to buy some DC-9s from the 
United States, did Prime Ministec Spadolini tell the White 
House that this was contingent on the settlement of the 


pipeline dispute? 


A To my knowledge and accocding to my inforc- 
mation, there is no contingency of that sort. I've seen 
peess reports cegarding this. I don't know what the Prime 
Ministec said specifically, but I assume that he was pro- 
bably cefeccing to the fact that Alitalia signed a Letter 
of Intent which is contingent upon finalizing credit terms. 


Over the next few weeks, as I undecstand it, the 
Ex-Im Bank would be working out with Alitalia the technical 
aspects of financing; but I would stick with the first part 
of what I just said to you. 


Q It's in the Italian text of his cemacks at 
the White House. Unfoctunately, the translator apparently 
left that phrase out; but it came up later on in the after- 
noon when he repeated it. 


A I saw a variety of ceporcts on what came up 
latec in the afternoon -- different people cepoctedly saying 
diffecent things, which wece not enticely consistent -- so I 
preefec not to comment on it. 


Q Would you have a ceaction to that? 


x I don't think, beyond what I've just said. 
You asked me was it explained in conditional tecms, and the 


answec to that is no. 
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Q Back on the Honduras maneuver for just a 
minute: Let me undecstand what you are saying. Are you 
saying there never was any plan for a December maneuver at 
all? 


A I'm saying there were no decisions taken on 
the timing of the next in that series of exercises. 


Q But is there cight now a naval maneuver taking 
place? 


7 No. Actually that is a mistake. That rceporct 

is in ecroc. Again, I'll refer you to the Pentagon, but 
there ace no maneuvers of the sort that wefe cepocted, 
I believe, this mocning. There is a small U.S. military 
training team instructing members of the Honduran Navy in 
the opecation of a cectain type of ship, but that's not a 
joint maneuver. 


Again, let me suggest you get to the Pentagon. 
But the repocts of joint naval maneuvers ace simply 
erroneous. 


2) Alan, then the reports about December maneuvers are 
wrong? There were not to be any Decembec maneuvers? 


Ay Thece is all sort of contingency planning 
that goes on with a variety of thoughts, but there were no 
firm dates for the exercise. 


Q Alan, that team that you just mentioned, is 
that pact of the 39 U.S. military trainers now in Honducas? 


A I don't know whether that's part of the 39. 
Q Can you tell me whethec those 39 military 


tcainecs in Honducas ace exclusively engaged in training 
membecs of the Honducan military? 


A I would cefec you to the Pentagon. Ask them, 
theic people. 
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Q These kind of maneuvers take a good deal of 
prepacations to get undecway. Are you really saying that there 
was no planning by the Pentagon, presumably with the appro- 
val of the cest of those involved, for a December maneuver? 


Mh I'm not saying there was no planning. What 
I'm saying is there was no date firmly established. I'm 
sure there's planning going on for exercises of this sort 
all the time. It's, again, mainly a Pentagon matter that 
you would have to refer to them for details on. I'll just 
have to stick where I an. 


Q Although it's a Pentagon matter, technically 
doesn't the State Department, in fact, have an opinion as to 
whether it's advisable to hold it perhaps for political 
reasons at a certain time or not? 


on We might have views on that, but as you know 


Q Haven't you gone to the Pentagon and expressed them? 


A No. Would we express them to the 
Pentagon? 


0 Yes. 


a Sure. But I wouldn't express them here, 
parcticulacly, whatever they might be. 


Q I would like to back to the Middle East for a 
minute. There ace cepocts this mocning and since yesterday 
of Iscael establishing or inaugurating a new settlement and 
Planning for five more. 


In light of President Reagan's request to freeze 
these settlements, do you have any cesponse? 


fs Yes, I do. The United States regards this 
latest announcement of Israel's intention to begin work on 
additional settlements as most unwelcome. As we have pre- 
viously stated, we cannot undecstand why, at a time when we 
are actively seeking broadec pac*icipation in the peace pro- 
cess, Israel persists in a pattern of activity which erodes 
the confidence of all, and most particularly the 
Palestinians of the West Bank and Gaza, in the possibilities 


“foc a just and faicly negotiated outcome to the peace 


process. 


Settlements activity caises questions about 
Iscael's willingness to abide by the promise of Resolution 
242 that territory will be exchanged for true peace. 





Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Is this going to be one of the main topics in 
the talks the 19th of this month with Mr. Begin? 


A I don't have an agenda and I don't think I 
would if I had one, quite frankly, be able to share it. 
But I'm sure that all aspects of the Middle East situation 
will be reviewed with the Prime Minister. 


gn 


Q Don't you believe that such Israeli practices 
-- and this is the answer to Mr. Reagan's fresh start should - 
also come from the United States in the way of putting in : 
abeyance all military and economic assistance that you are 
giving or about to give to Israel? ; 


A I've given you the reaction that we have to 
this and I don't have a further reaction to give. 


Q Can I follow up on this? Have you com- 
municated these views to Israel since the last set of 
settlements were established on the West Bank? Have there 
been any contact with the Israeli Government expressing 
similac views before. 


A Two things on that: One, of course, the 
settlements issue was addressed directly by the President in 
his September 1 fresh stact proposals And, of course, that 
has led to discussions both before the speech and since on the 
whole cange of issues. 
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As fac as this parcticulac announcement by the 
Iscaelis is concercned, I frankly do not know since the 
announcement, as I understand it, was made yesterday and I 
don't know whether there's been discussion. But I think you 
can assume that when we have serious concerns about any 
mattec, we take appropriate steps to be sure that our 
views ace well known. 


Q This kind of statement from the State 
Depactment has come quite often after Israel has established 
new settlements, or at least the last five yeacs that I can 
cecall, and it has never seemed to have any effect on 
Israeli policy. What makes you think that saying these 
words now will be any different from -all the other state- 
ments you've made? ' 


A I don't ceally intend to try to charcactecize 
what the likely cesults of either our statements here or 
othec activities will be, but I think the views are very 
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clear. The President articulated them very clearly; senior 
officials have both on the cecord and off made very clear the 
strength of the feeling about the unhelpfulness of settle- 
ment activity to the peace process. 


Q Is the Iscaeli Ambassadoc coming here this 
aftercnoon? 


om Yes, he is coming, and he's coming in at his 
request. 


0 What time, please? 


A It's this afternoon. I don't have the speci- 
fic time for you. 


Q What about the Bolivian President? I think 
you took that yesterday. ; 


Q Who is he going to see? 

f He's going to see the Secretary. 
Q Sorry. At his cequest? 

A At the Ambassadorc's cequest. 

Q Is it on the settlements issue? 


q I don't have an agenda item to give you on 
why he's coming in noc would I provide one. 


Q Yes, just on the Bolivian President, whether 
he was due to come on not? 


A I don't have an answec on that. 


Q Anything new about Ambassador Draper's nego- 
tiations with the Lebanese? 


A No, he was in Damascus eaclier today. He's 
back in Beircut, but I don't have anything beyond that to 
offer you. 


Q Since we are on the Middle East and the West 
Bank, last week I asked a question about the Nablus mayor's 
daughter denied a visa entry into the United States and -- 


M It's posted. 


Q You posted an answec. I'm answering your 
answec, your answer saying that she was denied an exit 
visa because she cefused to sign a pledge not to provide 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ll 


direct support to the PLO. I don't know where she's 
going to be supporting the PLO in the United States. 
She was accepted at the University of North 

Carolina and she was going to come as a student of this 
country. 


A I believe that there's a further sentence on 
that. 


Q She had previously studied in the United 
States but according to ouc information has not applied for 
a cenewal of her visa. My infocmation, from the American 
Acab Anti-discimination Committee, is that she requested the 
visa and even the provost oc the University president is 
also waiting for the action from the Israeli Government to 
give hec the visa to resume her studies. So with this story 
about her not applying for a visa is not true. I don't know 
who gave you the infocmation. I would like for you to check 
fucther this. If you need more information, I could provide 
you with more information about this. 


os I'm sure you would. I will ask that the 
folks who provided that double-check on the application, but 


I have no ceason to doubt that that is accurate; despite 
your information, I have no ceason to doubt that's accurate. 


Q (Inaudible) 
q That may be. 


Q Have you any comment on the decision by the 
U.S. to vote in the U.N. for negotiations on the Falkland 
crises? 


yy You mean, given the rationale for it? 

Q Yes. 

4 No. I think the explanation of the vote 
would come at the time that we cast ourc vote, which I 
undecstand may be this afternoon but I don't have definite 
information on that. 


Q Can you tell us anything about exchanges with 
the Bcitish so fac? 


A No. 


Q Retucning to the Honducas thing, are you 
still planning to conduct these joint exercises? I'm not 
cleac. 





“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


12 


Q Yes. I'm sure there will be such an exercise. 
I just don't have a date to give you, and I don't have any 
other details about it to give you. 


Q Is it on a short-term or next year or ten 
days from now? 


A I don't have a date to give you. 


Q Do you know when the last exercises, joint 
execcises were held on that? 


A No. 


Q Back to the Middle East once more. Would 
there be any State Department involvement in the Pentagon 
delegation which is reported to be arriving in Israel next 
week? 


A I don't think I know precisely what delega- 
tion it is you'ce talking about. 


Q Thece ace ceports today, coming from Israel, 
that a delegation from the Pentagon, I presume it has 
something to do with the lessons from the war but it's not 
clear from the story, is going to be in Iscael next week and 
I'm wondecing if there will be someone from the State 
Depactment accompanying the delegation? 


M I don't know the answer to that. Why don't I 
look into it and see if I can find out. 


Q I think the Helsinki follow-up talks begin 
next week. Do you have anything to offer on whether the 
U.S. -- at the time they broke off in March, the U.S. said 
that they didn't think that there was any usefulness in con- 
tinuing them at that time because of Poland and Afghanistan, 
but particulacly Poland. 


Does the U.S. now think that the situation is 
changed enough to enable the talks to be productive? 


A Ficst of all, I gather that some place the 
question was caised about whether we would actually go to 
the talks, and thece is simply no question about that. 
We've set no pre-conditions cegacding retucn to Madrid and 
our delegation, again headed by mmbassacce Kampelman, will 
be in Madrid next week. 


As fac as our concerns about Poland, we continue 
to be very concecned, obviously, about the situation in 
Poland along with othec East European violations of the 
Helsinki Accocds. We plan to make clear ouc concecns at 
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Madrid. 


I really don't have a further chacacterization or 
guess as to what is likely to happen there to offer you, 
however. 


Q I don't know whether this would be useful or 
not, but would you just check on that perhaps to see -- 


a No, I don't think we would be doing that at 
this point. I think that we're going to be discussing the 
issue about a common approach -- indeed, have been discussing 
this with ouc allies -— but I'm not prepared to provide 
further detail about them. 


Q A follow-up on that question: Is that the 
European Security Conference in Madrid that you're talking 
about, opening on the 9th; that's going ahead? 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports saying 
that Secretacy Shultz is now involved in advising on eco- 
nomic affaics with the White House? 


A Not pacticularly. His background, very 
strong background, in economic matters is quite well known. 
And I would not be surprised if he were to participate in 
discussions of a broad variety of issues, including economic 
issues. But I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Secretacy Kissingec -- ex-Secretary Kissinger 
-- and Mc. Rockefellec have been visiting Mexico. 
Apparently South America wants to end its payments of pri- 
vate debts to the United States. The Bolivian President, at 
his inauguration, said let's all get together and stop 
payments on any loans to private banks - 


ney I'm not aware of either the trip or that par- 
ticulac story. Sorry. 


Q Ace they worcied somehow about it? 

ny I don't Know. 

Q Is Rockefeller trying to get his -- 

A You would have to ask them. They don't 


cepcesent the U.S. Government. You're talking about a pri- 
vate tcip and I just don't <-- 


Q I'm now talking about the Bolivian President, 
his statement. 
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A I don't have anything on that and I would 
refer you -- 


Q Have you read about it? 
A I don't know anything about it. 


Q Do you have any comment to make on the IMF 
loan to South Africa? 


a No. We posted something on that yesterday. 
The meeting was yesterday. It was a confidential meeting so 
I'm not going to go into great detail about it. There was 
no formal vote, as I understand it, but the U.S. did suport 
the drawings. After careful consideration, we determined 
that the programs were economicaily and financially sound. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:38 P.M.) 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have no 
announcements. I'll be happy to take any questions you 
might have. 


Q John, do you have’ any reaction to the new 
move in Israel that suggests even more than the five 
settlements? 


A The new move? 


Q There's some statement by an assistant 
housing official indicating that the expansion of settle- 
ments may go well beyond five. 


A I did not understand that this was an expan- 
sion, or was going beyond any statements that they had made 
earlier, and therefore I think we will simply stand on the 
language that we used yesterday. I'm not aware of any change 
in their position. 


Q Did yesterday's announcement relate to -- 
yesterday's reaction relate to a new announcement or was it 
ceally commenting on an announcement that was made by the 
Iscaelis early in September? 


A My colleague, Mr. Romberg, was here yester- 
day and addressed himself to that problem. But as I 
understand it, it was a new announcement. 


Q Who made the announcement? 
A I'm afraid I can't answer that question. 
MR. ROMBERG: Levi. 


Q In othec wocds, the Israelis have decided to 
go ahead with five new settlements beyond the previous 
announcements? 


A I think we will simply use the language 
we used yesterday rcesponding to their announcement. 


Q You know, the Iscaeli Embassy dentes that 
there was any new announcement orc any new decision, in fact, 





since early September. 


A I think our statement of yesterday made 
clear what we thought was happening and what our reaction 
was to it and is. The President's position on settlements 
in the West Bank is quite clear; he stands by it, made it 
plain September l. 


Q Did Ambassador Arens express to you shock 
and outrage over the statement made here? 


gn 


A Not to my knowledge. I think Ambassador 
Arens, himself, said that the settlements question was 
raised, and I don't see any reason to doubt that. But I 
don't think it was raised with the kind of vehemence that you 
suggest. As I understand it, it was not a central part of 
the discussion. 


Q I understand that what the Ambassador told 
the Secretary was that there wasn't a decision by the 
Israeli Cabinet, and there wasn't a formal announcement about 
new settlements. 


A I'm not aware of that, and even if I were I 
guess I wouldn't discuss what the Ambassador and the 
Secretary talked about anyway. 


Q Let's see if we can get this narrowed down a 
little bit because there is some confusion about it. The 
statement that was made by Alan Romberg yesterday, was this 
made in reference to what the U.S. regards as the establish- 
ment of new settlements as previously unannounced by the 
Israeli Government, or is it made in reference to a reitera- 
tion of a plan to go ahead with settlements that had been 
previously announced? 
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A We were responding to what we understood to 
be an announcement of new and additional settlements. 

Q And you still believe that is the case? 

A Yes. 

Q Alan -- 

A John. Alan is there. I'm John. 

Q I'm sorry, John. We haven't seen you for 


some time now. (Laughter) 


A I'm glad you missed me. 


Q I want to say -- you know, I was talking to 
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some Arab Ambassadors and they really reflected something to 
me -- Arab Ambassadors in Washington -- saying that if the 
United States really cannot -- three different 
Administrations could not simply bring Israel to halt the 
settlements, temporarily at least, how can they really have 
confidence in the U.S.'s ability to actually bring about 
even-President Reagan's plan? What would you say to this? 


A I think you're advancing into the hypotheti- 
cal realm. We have to let history unfold. We have to see 
how developments take place, but I think the President's 
position on settlements has been made very clear and in very 
unequivocal language, and I think the State Department, in 
statements before and since yesterday, has made clear what it 
thinks, which of course is in line with the President's 
thinking and we have to see how events transpire. 


QO Can I please follow up? You said 
"hypothetical," and I mentioned maybe purposely two other 
Administrations were saying -— one of them saying settle- 
ments are illegal and an obstacle to peace, and Israel still 
went on. So, therefore, it's not really hypothetical. It's 
a real problem. Even since September 1, when the 
President came up with the fresh start, the Israelis went on 
to what is being called "in defiance" in establishing the 
settlements. And, therefore, the question still remains: 
How do you think you can establish the credibility with Arab 
regimes who are willing maybe to enter the negotiations if 
Israel is unwilling to concede even on this little problem? 


A I don't want to prejudge or mislead you as 
to what might happen. But I mean you're suggesting that all 
this has come to a conclusion. It hasn't come to a conclu- 
sion. Clearly, discussion is going on about this and diplo- 
matic interchange is going on about this. 
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You may be sure that any statements made publicly 
by the United States Government are certainly transmitted 
through diplomatic channels as well, and discussion is con- 
tinuing to go on about this. 


e) Perhaps you can help us. Could you tell us 
specifically what information yesterday's statement was 
based upon? 

A As I understand it, it was based on the 


announcement made by Minister Levi on November 3, 
suggesting that the Israeli Government planned to go ahead 
with the settlements. It is conceivable that settlements 
may have been planned before, but it was that announcement 
that caused our statement to be made yesterday. 


fe) Can you please clarify to us, what's the 
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Gifference in your view between establishing new settlements 
and between expanding existing settlements? 


A I think you would have to go back to the 
President's September 1 language, but I think he made it 
clear in that language what he was talking about in terms of 
expansion of territory of either new settlements or existing 


settlements. 


Q So the problem is expanding on new 
tecritory? 


A I think he has made it clear that the 
pcoblem would be either. 


Q Is the Department aware of a BBC interview 
with King Hussein in which Hussein ceportedly said that he 
pcoposed to Arafat during theic meetings that the PLO 
recognize Israel? 


A We've seen the ceports. 
Q Any comment on that at all? 
A Obviously, we would welcome anything that 


advances the cause of peace, and we would welcome PLO 
cecognition of Israel. 


Q Does that comment by King Hussein suggest 
anything about his position beyond what the U.S. has already 
said, which is that he has indicated favorable ceaction to 
the President's plan? It seems this goes a substantial step 
beyond just indicating it. 


A I don't know whether it goes substantially 
beyond, but as we have said before the Jordanians ace con- 
sidering this very seriously and we have been encouraged by 
theirc ceaction to the President's initiative to date, and 
that enthusiasm continues and their serious interest con- 
tinues and we presume theic movement in that direction -- 


Q You haven't commented on his talks with 
Acafat up to now. 


A No. 

Q And for that matter neither has he. 

A No. 

Q This is the ficst indication, I think, that 


he made a specific proposal to the PLO that they break a 
long-standing policy. 
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A It's a broadcasting interview, and we're not 
in any way deprecating a broadcasting interview but I don't 
think we will respond to his words in that respect. 


Q Is that a sense of encouragement, you feel, 
by way of Jordan's reaction to this thing? 


wa Nothing that we are seeing in terms of reac- 
tion from King Hussein or Jordan indicates any diminishing 
of interest or diminishing of the seriousness with which he 
is considering the «spect that we have offered, and there- 
fore we are encou’#::* by that. 


Q Ac noon CBS has a report that $15 million 
dollars will be allocated to build new settlements in the 
West Bank, especially these ones which were announced since 
November 4. And it also says that thirty more settlements, 
according to the CBS report on radio, will be built and it 
will occupy between 70,000 to 100,000 people. 


And the report also from the World Zionist 
Organization that there are people who are sitting on their 
briefcases and suitcases to come and settle in these settle- 
ments. They were asked about, are there people who will be 
coming to these settlements. 


Could you find out, please, where these $15 
million dollars will be coming from and if this will be U.S. 
money or it will be Israeli money, or whose money will be -- 


A I think that's a question you ought to 
address to the Israeli Government. 

Q But you give $3.5 billion dollars a year to 
Israel in economic and military -- 

fs I think that as to how that project is going 
financed, I think you ought to ask the Israelis. 

Q Anything on the Eagleburger meeting this 
morning? 

aN Yes. Mr. Eayleburger met -- also I think 


Under Secretary Wallis was in the meeting -- with the 
ambassadors of the summit countries. I think the meeting 
started about 10:30. It lasted about an hour and twenty- 


five minutes. 


We continue to discuss this question of the 
overall East-West trade relationship. There was no conclu- 
sion developed at that meeting; no conclusion to the 
discussions. We will continue to be in touch with our 
Allies on this matter. No specific meetings are set at the 
present time; no specific further meetings, but that, of 
course, doesn't rule out the prospect of meetings. 


to be 
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Q Do you regard these meetings as being on 
Fast-West trade -- 

A Yes. 

Q -- or on the pipeline sanctions? 

A East-West trade. 

0 Not the pipeline sanctions? 

A Not the pipeline sanctions. 


0 What are the problems that this thing has been 
dragging on week after week now. Could you develop that a 
bit? 


A I don't think I really can. It's compli- 
cated discussions (laughter), and they continue to.go forth. 
We continue to keep talking. They are serious discussions. 
What could I say? : 


Q You won't say a lot. (Laughter. ) 


Q Do you expect there will be any more 
meetings on this subject before Prime Minister Spadolini 
meets with President Mitterand on the 12th, I believe it is? 


A I just have no way of saying. Mr. 
Eagleburger I think is due to take off on his visit to 
Africa and Asia tomorrow, but that doesn't slow anything 
down. I think the fact that Mr. Wallis was there this morning 
and probably would be involved in any further meetings 
should they take place means there's continuity there. 


0 Should we look to that Mitterand-Spadolini 
meeting as any kind of a watershed in the discussion or not? 


A "No. I really can't help you on that. I 
think the parties met this morning, continued these earnest 
discussions, have separated and are going to consider the 
matter; and there honestly is not another meeting set. 


I don't want to mislead you though, as has hap- 
pened all through this week. No meetings have been set and 
then they've taken place. They might or might not. 

Q How long is Eagleburger going to be gone? 


A I think he's away for about two weeks. 


@) Two weeks? 
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A Yes. 

Q You said that they will -- 

A But you shouldn't read anything in his trip. 
Q Could you elaborate on what they are 


planning to consider? Has there been a final formula or a 
more final formula presented, and was that discussed this 


morning? 


A No, and I can't really help you on that 
characterization. Obviously, the discussions are continuing, 
and they are serious discussions. 


Q Did they make progress or did they advance? 

A I‘m not able to characterize then. 

Q Is there any news conference coming up with 
the Secretary? 

A The Secretary is always interested in the 
idea of a news conference. 

Q How interested? (Laughter. ) 

A Very interested. He's always very 
interested. 

Q Who is he going to get to give it? 
(Laughter. ) 

A No, no, no. 

Q Who will give it? (Laughter. ) 

Q «a couple of days ago you posted a response 


to a question concerning Jack Muth, who's an attache with 
the U.S. Embassy in Colombia, saying that both you and Jack 
were puzzled by the question. 


I have what I've been told is a transcript of a 
conversation with Mr. Muth from October 2lst, and I wonder 
if we can perhaps clear up the confusion on this matter. 


A May I ask what the source of your transcript 
is first before we proceed any further. 


Q Well, I thought you were giving me the 
briefing -- not me but the -- 
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A I mean before we proceed to seriously 
discuss anything that might have been made available -- 


Q It was made available to me by associates of 
Lyndon LaRouche. I've been assured that it was obtained by 
legal means, and I don't really know too much else about how 
it was obtained. 


A And the question is? 


Q The question is, first of all, did Mr. Muth 
tell somebody who had asked him about the relationship be- 
tween the UTC -- which is a Colombian trade union federation 
-- and Mr. LaRouche, specifically an organization called the 
"Club of Life" which Mr. LaRouche started? Did Mr. Muth 
say, "I have spoken to the labor confederation that he comes 
from about the activities of LaRouche and so on, and they're 
rather embarrassed about the whole incident, but Pedro left 
a couple of days ago before this all came about"? 


Q What's the question? 


A It seems to me we're going well beyond all 
reasonable pursuit. We have endeavored to follow up in, I 
think, a reasonable and civilized manner the various 
questions that you have offered requiring some research. We 
had to go back -- 


Q Sure. 
A -- some time now. 
Q John, when I first asked the question I 


offered to add some clarifying information. 


A Are you interested in our response to the 
question that we've given you or are you not? 


Q Well, what I'm saying is that you are 
puzzled. The question is: Are you puzzled because you want 
to be puzzled and want to squash discussion of possible 
illegal activity by a U.S. Embassy employee -- 


A Not at all. 
Q -~- or do you want to clear the matter up? 
A And I rather resent the implication that we 


would be wanting to do that. 


Q Well, I'm not the one who's trying to shut 
me up. You are. 








A No. We have taken your question. 
Q So this is what you -- 
™ 
A And we've pursued it with some energy and at 


some inconvenience. We've talked to the individuals con- 
cerned, and we have given you an honest answer. 


Q Well, you've given these things -- 
A And you're casting doubt upon that honesty. 
Q I'm not casting doubt on your honesty. 


Based on the transcript that I have, which I have every 


reason to believe is accurate and which I think we may be able to 
prove very decisively is accurate -- 
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> A Which I have never seen, of course. 
he Q -- I have every reason to doubt Mr. Muth's 
: honesty. 
2 A You do? 
© Q Now, the question is: Are you pleased to 
have a dishonest employee in the Colombian Embassy who is 
3 acting against the laws of the United States -- 
ao A Would you like me to close this briefing? 
gé Q Let's close the session. 
Q Mrs. Pinochet -- Auguste's wife -- is coming 


up here next week; and apparently she's arranged a visit 
with Nancy Reagan, but there may be members of her entourage 


who will be speaking with people here. Do you have anything 
on her visit? 


A Yes, I do. I don't know about speaking to 
anybody here. Mrs. Pinochet is visiting Washington in a 
private capacity. I understand it's to inaugurate a 
gallery, which will have on sale Chilean folklore articles, 
and it will be run by a non-profit organization of which she 
is the chairman. And while she's here she will pay a cour- 
tesy call on Mrs. Reagan. Her entire visit is entirely 
personal in its nature. 





Q And if I could follow, do you have anything 
on the amnesty proposal that's been proposed by Pinochet -- 


A No. 
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Q -~- the return of exiles? 

A No, no. I'm afraid I don't. 

Q Anything on certification of Chile? 
A No. 

Q O.K. 

Q 


Can you explain today, perhaps with some 
background detail, the U.S. position on the UN vote on 
Argentina, the Falklands? Can you give us anything behind 
the vote? 


A Not really, no. I think that that was gone 
over fairly substantially by our Mission at the U.N. I think 
we're going to leave the explanation to them. I think it 
was quite clear, the U.S. position. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statement 
made by the Iragi President, Saddam Hassein in an 
interview of the German newspaper yesterday that the United 
States and the Soviet Union are in collusion in their 
interest of continuing the Gulf War? 


A The United States and the Soviet Union are 
in collusion? (Laughter. ) 

Q That's right. 

A Have you seen -- 

Q Do you have any comment on his statement and 


the interview in general? 


A I haven't seen the interview, so lI really 
don't want to comment; but instances of collusion between 
the United States and the Soviet Union are pretty far and few 
between, I think. (Laughter. ) 


Q Do you have anything on the Iran-Iraq war? 
A No. 
Q Is the United States concerned by Colonel 


Qaddafi's reported threat to withdraw Libya from the UN? 
(Laughter. ) 


A I don't think we have anything for you on 


Q The question is mischievous! (Laughter.) 





reign 
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Q Anything on the MNF? 

A On the MNF? 

Q Yes. 

A No. I think probably Mr. Romberg covered 


that ground yesterday, and I covered it before, and we're -- 


Q I just wanted to make sure there weren't any 
announcements in your back pocket. 


Q Do you have anything on the Secretary's 
plans for this weekend? Where will he be, and what will he 
be doing? 


A I don't have anything special. I don't 
think he's doing anything special. 


Do you have something specific in mind or are you 
just asking in general. 


Q Well, just trying to tuck him in. Is he 
going to be in town? 

By I think he's going to be in town. 

Q Anything with respect to Garcia's or 
Magana's comments in El Salvador on Hinton's speech? 

sy Yes, I do have something on that. 

That's the Times piece that Bernie wrote this 
morning? 

Q Yes. 

ny While we don't think it's helpful to get 


into the numbers game, the point the Ambassador was trying 
to make, and with which General Garcia apparently agrees, is 
that until all are protected by the law, until all are sub- 
ject to the law, El Salvador will lack a fundamental 
prerequisite for a healthy society. 
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Q On the 22nd of this month a sympositum will 
be held at the American University here in Washington, 
"Palestine under occupation." There will be participating 
West Bank mayors, former West Bank mayors, and community 
leaders from the West Bank and very interesting per- 
sonalities from the occupied territories. Is the Department 
planning to invite or to call on these people to the 
Department here and consult with them and talk to them about 


the peace process? 


By I don't know; I wasn't aware of this. I 
don't know, but I'll be glad to look into it if you like. 

Q Please. 

Q Anything on the Taba situation? Is 


that the subject at all of discussion? 
fy Yes, sure. 


We have, as you know, agreed to Foreign Minister 
Ali's -- that's the Egyptian Foreign Minister -- invitation 
to participate and resume negotiations between Egypt and 
Israel on the Taba question. At this point it's unclear 
that the talks will resume on the date that Foreign Minister 
Ali suggested, but the United States remains prepared to 
participate as soon as they begin. 


Q By being unclear, do you mean that Israel is 
not planning to attend? 

rss I think you'd have to ask the Israelis about 
that. 

Q I believe they've said that they don't want 


to discuss Taba unless Egypt agrees to reopen the full auto- 
nomy -- 


A That's right. I think that's the question. 
Q Do you have any reaction to that? 
M Our reaction is that that's something that 


the Israelis and the Egyptians have to decide for then- 
selves, whether they would expand the concept of the talks. 


Q Thank you. 
A O.K. 


(Whereupon, at 12:36 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #193 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 1982, 12:16 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon.. I have a number of 
statements for you. 


The first concerns a press conference Under 
Secretary Wallis is going to hold tomorrow. Under 
Secretary of State for Economic Affairs Alan Wallis and the 
Commissioner of the European Community Vice President 
William Havercamp are leading the U.S. and E.C. delegations 
respectively at the semi-annual U.S.-E.C. High Level 
Consultations November 8 and 9 in the State Department. 


The U.S. delegation includes representatives from 
the Office of the United States Trade Representative, the 
Council of Economic Advisers, the National Security Council, 
and the Departments of State, Treasury, Agriculture, Energy, 
Labor and Commerce. 


During this 24th round of the consultations the 
delegations will exchange views on the global economic 
Outlook, the upcoming GATT Ministerial, agricultural and 
Other trade concerns, East-West economic relations and 


energy issues. 


Under Secretary Wallis and Vice President 
Havercamp will hold a press conference at 11:30 Tuesday -- 
that's tomorrow -- in Room 2118. That's 11:30 tomorrow in 


Room 2118. 


Q Are the sessions themselves open? 


A Are the sessions themselves open? I do not 
think so. 


Q John, is this just going to be that sort of 
routine press conference they always hold? I mean, this 
isn't to announce any particular bold new initiative? 


A This is a press conference on these delibera- 
tions and should not be confused with any other matters that 
you might have in your minds. 


Q What did you say was the subject of the 
deliberations? 
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(Laughter) 


No, no. I'm sorry. I missed it. 
A I'll provide you with the statement, John. 


I have a statement on forced labor in the U.S.S.R. 
Conference Report No. 97891 of September 29 accompanying 
H.R. 6956 directed the Secretary of State to undertake an 
investigation that allegations of forced labor is being 
employed and human rights violated in the construction of 


the Trans-Siberian gas pipeline. 


In response to this report the Department sub- 
mitted to Congress on November 5 an updated packet of infor- 
mation on the issue of forced labor in the U.S.S.R. 


The documents submitted to the Congress include a 
summary Of information available to us on this issue. The 
text of the Department's earlier statement on the issue -- 
that was September 22 -- a historical summary of Soviet 
forced labor questions before the International Labor 
Organization, and a new study entitled "The Soviet Forced- 


Labor System." 


The historical summary of the issue before the ILO 
was prepared by the Department of Labor, and the study of 
the Soviet forced-labor system was prepared by the CIA. 


The study includes maps and graphics of the pipe- 
line network and of Soviet forced-labor camps. All of those 
documents submitted to the Congress are now available in the 


Department Press Office. 


Forced labor in the U.S.S.R. is a human rights 
issue of deep concern to the Administration. We believe it 
is crucial that the international community investigate and 
demand remedial action when confronted with serious charges 
of violations of international agreements. 


Obviously, the closed nature of Soviet society 
renders difficult the discovery of facts on this issue as 
well as the production of convincing evidence. Thus, it 
cannot yet be conclusively established whether such labor is 
being used specifically on the export pipeline project. 


However, a number of reports suggest that forced 
labor has been used in some of the site preparations and 
Other preliminary work on the export pipeline, including 
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clearing the forests, leveling the right-of-way, building 
roads and constructing living quarters. 


We will continue to conduct this investigation 
diligently and to pursue this issue vigorously through 
international labor channels as well. 


Q John, on that point -- it came up Saturday 
when the report was released -- what are the international 
agreements the Soviet Union has violated? 


A I have to get back to you on that, Bernie. 
Q This is a Friday release on this, isn't it? 


A I think it was a Saturday. Can I give you 
one more statement before you get into -- 


Q You will have copies of that, won't you? 
A We'll have copies of that, right. 


This is on CSCE. The CSCE Review Conference which 
was recessed in March as a result of the martial law 
situation in Poland reconvenes tomorrow in Madrid. 


Clearly, there can be no return to business as 
usual at Madrid in view of Poland and the deteriorating 
Soviet human rights record. 


Together with our NATO allies we will therefore be 
working to maintain the focus of the Madrid meeting on con- 
ditions in Poland and the Soviet Union in our statements and 
through the presentation of new amendments to the draft 
concluding document which relate directly to the most 
serious failures of the Soviet and Polish regimes to live up 
to their CSCE obligations. 


The United States continues to value the Helsinki 
process as an important instrument for the strengthening of 
security, cooperation and human rights in Europe. We will 
work with our allies to preserve and, where possible, to 
strengthen that process. 


It is up to the East by demonstrating a more 
serious intent to abide by the undertakings voluntarily 
entered into at Helsinki in 1975 to make agreement possible 
on a full, balanced and substantive concluding document at 
Madrid which will expand on the provisions of the Helsinki 


Final Act. 
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Qo Can we have that one also? 
A Sure can. 
'@) How is that different from what the situation 


was when the Madrid Conference adjourned -- what you just 
read? What is new, different or exciting about what you 
just said? 


A I don't know that T would want to charac- 
terize it as "new, different and exciting," but this is our 
position. There has never been any question of our going 
back to Madrid, but we are going back to Madrid and this is 
going to be our position there. 


Q Is there going to be a new emphasis on Poland 
and the events that have occurred since then? 


A I think we're going to rest on the language 
I've offered you here. 


6) When the meeting recessed in March, there was 
a -- the West had said it would not finish the document 
which was then lying on the table. 


Since then there is a decision now to try to get a 
document. Do you have any language on why there is a deci- 
sion now to try to get a document? 


A Well, I think just given the overall 
situation, that it is the decision of this Administration to 
try to produce a document at this time, but bearing in mind 
the reservations we've offered here. 


Q Do you mean there never was any doubt? You 
always were going to go back? 


A I think that's been the case. 


e) But as Bernie is suggesting, not to accept a 
document or to complete a document. There's a change in 
your policy. 


A We are trying to find a document that we con- 
sider would be appropriate. 


Q But you're fuzzing up a change in policy 
from a decision in March at the recess of the Madrid 
Conference not to complete a document, to go back and maybe 
write a tougher document now. 
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A I'm not sure that I want to characterize it 
that way. I think I'm just going to use the language we've 
offered here. We are serious about trying to get a 
resolution, and we're working towards that end. 


0 Doesn't it require Soviet cooperation to get 
such a document? 

A We'll have to wait and see. 

Q Surely the Soviets are not going to cooperate 


in such a project. 


A We'll have to wait and see what language is 
offered and what the amendments are and how that resolution 
is offered in its entirety and its finality, and what their 


reaction is. 


Q To what degree was European pressure on the 
United States responsible for a shift in the American posi- 
tion on the document? 


A I can't answer that, Bernie. 
Q Was there a pressure? 
A I don't have the answer to that. 


Q When you say that clearly there could be no 
return to business as usual -- there's been a lot of rhe- 
toric flowing back and forth between the two sides. 


Does this suggest that the atmosphere is going to 
be more business-like or do you expect some change in the 
atmosphere? 


A I think that will depend perhaps on the other 
side, but I think our statement is quite clear. It cannot 
be business as usual in light of various things that have 
happened, but that doesn't deter us from entering into a 
business-like discussion. 


Q What does “business as usual" mean? 


A I think that we have concerns about activi- 
ties that have taken place in Poland and elsewhere. We've 
voiced those concerns, and clearly we're not going back to 
the kind of relationship that existed before this. 


= . Q But you had those concerns in March, I mean, 
and you've been operating on that -- it's gone back a couple 
of years in fact. 


A I can't give you the answer to any differen- 
ces that might or might not have taken place. I'm just 
telling you what we're going to do at the conference. 
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Q It sounds like you are returning to business 
as usual. 


A No, no. 


Q It has been suggested that there is some con- 
sensus that has been reached in the Alliance that the United 
States will introduce and have support from the Allies in 
terms of clauses that would require free trade unions. 


Is that -- 
A I don't know the answer to that. 


Q What are these amendments that you suggest 
will be offered? 


A Why don't we wait and see when they're 
presented? 
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Q It's not clear to me if you're denying that 
there's been a shift in policy from last March to the 
present. 


A No. I'm not denying it. I'm just not com- 
menting on it. 


Q But are you admitting that there has been one? 


A No. I'm not. I'm just telling you what 
we're going to do. 


Q What was the American position last March 
about going back to the Madrid Conference as you understand 


it? 


My As I understand it, there's never been any 
decision on the part Of the United States not to return. It 
was our intention -- 


Q The New York Times was not accurate, is that 
correct? 








a I'm telling you what I understand our posi- 
tion to be. 


Q What about The New York Times story? Was it 
accurate? 





A I'm not going to comment on The New York 
Times story. I'm telling you that it is my understanding that we 
have always intended to go back. 
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Q Another subject: The Washington Post 
published a report this morning that the Reagan 
Administration sent General Vernon Walters on a diplomatic 
mission last week to the Vatican, which he confirmed, to try 
to persuade the Pope to intervene with the Catholic Bishops 
on the nuclear freeze issue that the Bishops are going to be 
discussing next week here in Washington. 





My question is: Does the Reagan Administration 
have any reason, John, to believe that the Catholic ser- 
vicemen will be more obedient to the Bishops on bombs than 
they have been on birth control? 


A The report that General Walters did see the 
Pope is correct. 


@) It is correct. He saw him. 
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A He did see the Pope. But insofar as this . 
Administration's response to the Bishops’ letter, I think 
we'll have to wait and see. I'm sure that will come, but I 
think, as we have said before from this podium, they have 
offered a measured draft letter, and I think that any 
Administration response would want to be measured. 
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It is only a draft letter. We've seen reports 
that it is provisional, and I think the Administration would 
offer a thoughtful comment on it at an appropriate time. 


Q If I could have a couple of follow-ups. It 
was issued just one week before the elections, and that was 
three weeks before the Bishops were here. 


In 1960, then Senator John Kennedy said he believes 
in the separation of church and state where no Catholic pre- 
late would tell a Catholic President what to do, and no 
Protestant minister would tell his parishioners how to vote, 
and that my church does not speak for me and I don't speak 


for my church. 
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Does the Reagan Administration have any reason to 
believe that any Catholics in government would disagree with 
this Kennedy ideal? 


A. I don't think, Lester, that we want to get 
into that. I think we're going to look at the -- 


Q I can't understand why you wouldn't. 


A Well -- 


Q You can understand there is a question 
raised. It was raised in that Evans & Novak column. 


A Yes. I think we're just going to look at the 
document when it is presented in a form on which we can com- 


ment and -=- 


Q One last one on this. In your verifying that 
Walters did go to the Vatican, are you also verifying what 
Evans & Novak reported, that he was there to discuss -- 


A No. 


Q Could you tell us why he went? 


A No. 


Q I mean, it wasn't a pleasure trip. It wasn't 
a religious pilgrimage or anything, was it? 


A No. General Walters travels to many 
countries and sees many world leaders. In the course of 
those travels he did meet the Pope, and I really am not able 


to -=- 


Q It was right afterwards Archbishop Bernadine 
was summoned to the Vatican. You think there's no connec- 
tion, no nexus? 


A Just not going to comment. 


Q You're not verifying the discussion, as Evans 
& Novak put it, between Walters and the Pope? 


A I'm verifying that General Walters did see 
the Pope. 


Q What date? 
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A I think I gave you the date. The 18th, was 
it? 


Q What are you saying about that report? Are 
you denying that report? 


A I'm not commenting on it. 

Q Why can't you comment on what the discussion 
was? 

A Because the discussions that a diplomat of 


General Walters’ rank might have with government leaders are 
traditionally confidential. 


Q What was the date? 


A I'll look up my date again. I thought I gave 
you the 18th, Ozzie. 18th of October. 


Q Are you saying we have diplomatic relations 
with the Vatican? 


Q I think we do. 
Q We do. 
Q Filing break. 
A Filing break. 
(Laughter) 


Q Can you tell us, have the Israelis delivered 
a protest about the statement that Alan made the other day 
about the settlements? 


fy Not to my knowledge. 


Q Have they mentioned it at all? Has there 
been any discussion between the Embassy and the State 
Department? 


A I think we said last week that Ambassador 
Arens mentioned it when he was in this meeting with the 
Secretary, but I think we also said that you should see that 
in perspective. It was not the central point of the 
discussions. " 
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Q Have you had any word from the Israeli 
Government whether the U.S. statement is going to have any 
impact? 


A Discussions are going on all the time, but 
not specifically along the line you suggest. I mean, the 
Israeli Government is aware of our position on settlements, 
and they have made various comments about it. But I'm not 
aware of any further exchange of significance. 


Q Is any consideration being given on that sub- 
ject to any kind of a delay or a freeze or anything of that 
sort in military or economic aid to Israel so long as 
the settlements continue to be built? 


A No. I think various Administration spokesmen 
have indicated over a period of time, John, that that is not 
the kind of attitude with which we approach this kind of 
problem. 


Q There have been a number of stories in 
Sunday's paper that the meeting between Prime Minister Begin 
and President Reagan, which I think is tentatively scheduled 
for the 19th, will have the aspects of some kind of a 
showdown on this settlement issue, that the President is 
prepared to talk in rather tough terms to the Prime Minister 


about the settlements. Is that right? 


4 I don't know what is on the agenda and what 
the tenor of the conversations will be, but I haven't seen 
any suggestion that the Administration is contemplating cuts 


in aid to Israel. 


I think there have been some stories out of the 
Hill suggesting that individual Congressmen may be 
discussing it, but I know of no plan, and certainly 
everything that the Administration has said hitherto would 
indicate that has not been the approach. 


Q Would the Administration oppose any kind of 
rider or amendment on the aid bill, referring to the settle- 


ments and demanding a pause? 


A I don't know. I think that's a hypothetical 
question, Jim. I can't answer that. 


Q Senator Percy has said that he's prepared to 
link the $425 million in additional aid that Israel is 
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requesting, when the issue comes to the floor in December, 
to this larger issue of settlements in the peace process. 


Will that have Administration support? 


A Again, I think that's a hypothetical 
question. We have a lot of ground to cover before that time. 


Q During Begin's visit to Washington -- and 
he'll be here for a few days -- is there any chance he'll be 
seeing the Secretary? 


A I would think so. I'm not sure that any 
meeting is set, but I would think it would be logical that 
he would see the Secretary. 


Q How does the Administration really intend, 
therefore, to bring about a cessation, a stop to the 
settlements? 


a I think I really have answered the same 
question from you on a number of occasions. We've made our 
position very clear, I think, publicly, and you can be sure 
that it is being made clear to the Israeli Government; and 
I'm sure it will be a matter of ongoing, continuing 
discussions. The President feels very strongly about it. I 
mean, it was made clear in his September 1 statement, and 
his position has been reiterated on a number of occasions 


since then. 


Q Can you tell us if these discussions are 
bearing any fruit at all? I mean, we know that there was an 
announcement. On the weekend I heard there were plans for 
20 new settlements, so I mean they're not having any effect. 


A I think there have been a number of 
conflicting reports about the extent to which new settle- 
ments are being built and so forth and so on. I'm not going 
to get into that. But I think our statement made here -- I 
think it was last Thursday -- clearly underlines the United 
States’ position, and you may be sure that discussions are 
continuing along those lines. 
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Q I have two questions regarding the settle- 
ments. I undecstand that Ambassador Arens, like some other 
Iscaeli officials, said that there was no need to the state- 
ment issued on Thursday because no official decision was 
taken in Israel lately regarding establishment of the new 
settlements. 





fh I think we covered that on Friday, I think it 
was, when we made the point that the statement that was made 
hece on Thursday was responding to an announcement by 
Minister Levi. 


Q Now, another question: Has anybody in the 
Department met with the former Deputy Mayor of Jerusalem; 
Mc. Ben-Venista was in town in the last couple of weeks, I 
think, and he presented in some other forum in this town the 
way he sees the question of settlements. Could you tell us 
if he met with the Administration? 


A I can't answer that. I honestly don't know 
whether anybody has met with him or not. Can't answer that 


question. 


Q Can you take the question, check it? 
oN Okay. Sure. 


Q On new settlements still. In light of your 
vecy strong criticism of the Israeli intentions for further 
settlements, then I guess it's clear that you're also criti- 
cizing these larcge combines based mainly in Britain and 
Feance that are buying up the pivately held Arab land and 
then selling it to Israelis. 


Can that also be read as a very strong criticism 
of Henry Kissinger and Lord Harlech who are together in one 
of these combines? 


A Yeu'ce going beyond my knowledge -- 


Q Then let me ask you this, because this is my 
information and it comes very dicectly from. one.of the 
people involved. Henry Kissingerc and lord Haclech are pact 
of one of these combines that is buying up Arab land, pri- 
vately held Acab land on the West Bank and selling it at a 
rathec huge profit to Iscaeli citizens. 


a I'm not aware of it. I guess you ought to 
ask Henry Kissinger. 


Q If this is the case, could we then assume 
that your criticism of the Israeli settlement policy 
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would have to carry over to this? 


A No, you can‘t make any assumption based on 
some thesis that you've advanced of which I'm not aware. 


Q I'm asking you to look into what your posi- 
tion is on the fact of -- 


Bee No. If Mc. Kissinger is buying land -- 


Q No, no, excuse me. Then leave him out of it 
for a moment. I am interested in your position on these 
combines that are buying up Arab lands, privately held and 
selling them to Iscaeli citizens. 


x No. Don‘*t have any comment on that. 


Q What its the American position regarding the 
Moroccan move in the United Nations on the sub ect of 
settlements, and was this a subject which was 
discussed with the King when he was here? 


A I think, as I understand it, what is going to 
happen is that there might well be some informal discussions 
at the U.N., and it's not quite clear that this will come to 
a formal -- you'ce talking about he Security Council? 


Q Yes. 


My I think it's not quite clear yet that a 
Security Council meeting will be held. But as I understand 
it there may be some infocmal meetings in the next day or so 
at the U.N. 


Q When the King was hece, did he indicate to 
the United States that this was something he had planned to 
do and did we approve? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Do you have anything on Cheysson's views 
about possible alliances? 


a No. 
Q Nothing at all? 


A No. 


Q John, just on this settlements issue, do you 
see this now, having been several days since the American 
statement, as a majoc obstacle towards selling the 
President's peace plan to the Arab world? 


gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


14 


A No. The President is pursuing his peace ini- 
tiative with as much vigor that he has from the very 
beginning. That is a multi-faceted project, and I think 
he's attempting to move forward on a number of fronts. 


Q In that connection, there was a report over 
the weekend suggesting that the emphasis now would be on the 
withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon, and that the 
broader issue was one that would be put on a backburner, I 
believe -- the phrase was. 


A No. 


Q Are both avenues of that peace process con- 
tinuing with the same kind of vigor? 


A Yes, they are. I think the Administration 
has made it plain from the very beginning that they would 
pursue a twin-track approach on both the overall initiative 
and peace in Lebanon, and both are going forwa-d - 


Q We're aware of Ambassador Draper in Lebanon, 
and the force withdrawal issue. 


A Sorry, we're -- 


Q We're aware of what Draper is trying to do in 
tecms of the withdrawal of foreign forces. What, in the 
Other aceas, is happening? 


A I think obviously that discussion is con- 
tinuing with a number of Arab countries and others involved, 


and I would say there is a continuing high level of diplomatic 


activity. 


Q Is Ambassador Habib returning to Jerusalem? 


A Not to my knowledge. I think Ambassador Habib 


may be flying into Washington later in the day for some 
talks here. I have no Knowledge that he's about to leave 


for Jerusalem. 


Q Or be appointed to the job of special 
Presidential negotiator? 


A As we've made plain on a number of occasions, 
his expertise and advice is much valued; certainly have 
nevec culed out that he might be given additional missions 
and don't cule it out now, but don't have anything for you 
on that today. 
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Q To follow up Marvin's question. Are 
you denying that the second issue -- the larger regional 
issue has been put on a second burner in the rest of -- 


A Yes, sure. 


Q Also, there are reports that in Tunis a 
Palestine Peoples Congress is going to be convened by Arafat 
shortly. Do you have any comment on the creation of such a 
body? 


A - No, no. We're aware of -- we've seen the 
ceports that it may be convened and we're aware of reports 
that it may be in different places but don't have any com- 
ment on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the Ghorbal meeting 
today with Veliotes? 


A No. 


Q I want to come back again for just a second 
to this story about the meeting between the President and 
Begin on the 19th. The word that is being put out by both 
people in this building and in the White House that the 
President is upset about the settlements and intends to 
be quite tovgh with the Prime Minister. You're unable 
to conficm that? 


A I don't know that the President is upset 
about it. I kind of veer away from using such charac- 
terizations. I think the President's position on settle- 
ments has been very firm. It was firm when he made his 
September 1 speech and has been fircm since then. 


It would seem to me that it would be logical that 
he would express his viewpoint with the same kind of vigor 
that he's expressed it in the past, but I'm leery of charac- 
terizing the meaning in the way you suggest. 


Q Iran-Iraq, do you have anything on -- 
A No. 
Q Still on the Middle East. Is the 


Administration fixing an alternative date for the 
withdrawal of the forces from Lebanon? 


A We haven't set a date. We have expressed 
hope that those troops would be out of there by the end of 
the yeac. That position is not changed. But in terms of a 
specific date -- 
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Q The hope -- 


A The hope is undiminished, and the goal is 
unchanged. 


Q Anything on the pipeline discussions? 


A No. I think that a number of Ambassadors 
were meeting without the United States this morning. I 
understand that, at their request, a meeting may be held in 
this building this afternoon. Are we confirmed on that -- 
at 3:00 o'clock this afternoon, and Under Secretary Wallis 
would meet with the other six Ambassadors of the Summit 


group. 
Q Would you expect any sort of press event to be 
following? 
A No. 
Q Do you expect the decision on the plan -=- on 


the problem be made today? 
A The talks are continuing. 


0 In the past you have ruled it out on that 
very day when the question has been put to you. Is that 
equally true today? 


A I think we'll just have to wait and see what 
-- I would be surprised if there were any dramatic conclu- 
sion to today's meeting. But I think one has to wait and 
see; don't know what comes out of meetings until they take 
place. 
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Q Do you expect this meeting to be followed by 


”- 


others? 
A Wouldn't cule it out. 
Q Do you have anything on the Brezhnev weekend? 


A Yes. The speeches made by Soviet leaders 
ducing the Revolution Day ceremonies over the past weekend 
ace part of a pattern of cecent Soviet statements accusing 
the United States of aggravating international tensions and 
even of preparing for war. Some of these Soviet statements 
have suggested that the United States has blocked progress 
in the START and INF negotiations. 





These Soviet statements are without foundation. 
The current U.S. effort to improve its defense capabilities 
is a response to the unrelenting Soviet buildup over the 
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past two decades. This U.S. effort will continue. It is 
essential to maintenance of peace. At the same time, in 
both the START and INF negotiations, the United States has 
put forward proposals which are fair, balanced and designed 
to reduce the risk of war. President Reagan has pledged 
that the United States will negotiate in good faith and con- 
sider seriously any proposals the Soviet Union puts forward. 


As the Soviet Union knows well, United States 
negotiators are now discussing Soviet proposals as well as 
Our own. President Brezhnev himself recently acknowledged 
that progress is being made in Geneva -- difficult progress 
but progress nonetheless. Our negotiators remain alert to 
any possible opportunities for achieving agreements which 
could reduce the risk of war. If the Soviet Union is truly 
interested in achieving this goal, it should concentrate its 
efforts on negotiating seriously in Geneva toward real arms 
reduction agreements. 


QO Are you suggesting they aren't now? 

A We'ce just urging that it be serious 
discussion. We have, I think in the past, said that we 
thought that there was seciousness on both sides. 

Q You feel that way now? 

A We have said it in the past and we are just 
underlining our concern that that is the place to have this 
secious discussion; not in the areas where this kind of rhe- 
toric is being advanced. 


QO You feel that there is serious discussions in 
Geneva now? 


A There certainly has *een and we cectainly 
hope to see a continuing serious trend. 


Q Now. 

A Now. 

Q Do you see them happening now? 
A 


We'll have to wait and see. We have, in the 
past -- 


@) Are thece serious discussions now in Geneva? 


ay There cectainly have been and we certainly 
hope they will continue to be. 
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Q Would you say that this statement by Mr. 
Brezhnev, since you've said it's without foundation, is not 


a serious subject? 
A It's not a serious -- 


Q Well, apropos of serious discussions. When a 
man gets up here and makes a statement which you have 
characterized as being “without foundation," -- 


A Correct. 


Q -- it sounds like that it is not a serious 
statement. 


4 I think we'ce divorcing the statement from 
what we expect to happen at Geneva. 

Q Right. In otherc words, it was not a serious 
statement? 


A I think I will stand on the language that 
we've offered you. 


Q It is serious, of course, when he makes a 


statement without foundation but it's not to be taken 
seciously insofac as having a grain of truth to it? 


a I think there's enough grist for your mill. 


Q Do you have any suspicion of Mr. Brezhnev's 
motives? 


A No. I think we've offered all the charac- 
terization, Larcy, that we want to offer. 


Q Mc. Luns today said that he believed that the 


statements of the Soviet President were aimed at his 
genecals. Does that seem to be a fair characterization? 


A I think we'll let Mr. Luns make that 
analysis. 


Q Do you have anything today on Romania's new 
exit cestcictions? Arce they a violation of our MNF 
agreement? 


A I don't think we do. Might have something 
latec for you on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Tuckey, either the 
ceferendum or the story about new bases? 
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A I have something on the ceferendum for you. 
The United States has welcomed the effort of the military 
govecnment in Turkey to returcn peace and stability to an 
important ally, as well as that government's decision to 
return Turkey to democratic, constitutional government in 
accordance with its established timetable. 


We believe the constitution provides the basis for 
a democratic system of government and ace confident that as 
the process of ce-establishment of democracy proceeds, 
strong, viable, civilian political institutions will emerge. 

Q Nothing on the bases? 

A Beg pardon? Nothing on the bases. 


Q John, the Washington Post this morning -- 





Q Same issue. Can you enumerate how it does 
provide a basis for a ceferendum? 


A I think that there is a timetable and a sce- 
nacio for movement, and I think that's what we're 
cesponding to here. 


Q Doesn't the constitution prohibit the act of 
participation in political life by at least two former prime 
ministers? 


A I think we'ce talking about movement here. 
Nobody is suggesting that we have achieved an ideal here. 


Q Well, I realize but, I mean, if you're 
talking about political stability and democracy and yet 
you'ce excluding much of the leaders of political life, mary 


of them. 


A As I say, I think we're cesponding to 
movement, not characterizing the pace of them. 


Q John, the Washington Post this morning 
published a statement that Japanese Americans, during the 
Second World War, were made to live in “concentcation camps," 
and I wanted to know, does the State Department agree or 
disagcee with this comparison of the Roosevelt policy to the 


Hitler policy? 





A Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q We have a commission studying this and I seem 
to cecall -- correct me if I'm wrong -- that Senator 
Hayakawa charactecized the description of ouc intecnment at 
celocation camps to which they could either stay there or go 
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-- several of them graduated from college; was the worse 
kind of semitic dishonesty -- and I wonder what does the 
State Department say? We hear a lot of references to con- 
centcation camps. Does the State Department have “no 
comment" when, in this leading newspaper, we're accused of 
maintaining concentration camps? 


A I have aio comment. You've got it right. 
QO You have no comment at all? 
A No. 


Q The second part of Larry's question on Turkey 
was on the establishment of Air Force bases in the eastern 
part of the country. Did you have any cesponse to that? 


a No. I said we didn't have any. 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of the 
Commissionec-General of the UNRWA here last week? 


A No. 
Q Was anything resolved on the issue of -- 
A Don't know. Can't answer that. 


Q Do you have a date yet on the Foreign 
Minister of South Africa coming? 


A I don't think we have anything for you on 
that. 


Alan, there's no date set on the South 
African Foreign Minister? I don't think so. 


Q Anything on the helicoptercs for Guatemala, 
spare pacts? 


a Yes. For some months, we have been consulting 
with the Congress about conditions in Guatemala, including 
such mattecs as human cights, the economy, and the guerrilla 
insurgency. We have consulted on improvements in contrast 
with the pecforcmance of cegimes that preceded the present 
one about areas needing for fucthec improvement, and about 
the ways in which the United States Government could best 
encourage the improvements we would like to see made. 


In that context, the ques .. nas been caised 
about the Government of Guatemala's ceyuest for a cash sale 
pucchase of helicopter space parts, and the possibility and 
natuce of any assistance which might be provided to that 
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country. No final decision has yet been taken, and our con- 
sultations with the Congress are continuing. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q In your statement that we have consulted with 
the Congress and great concern about human rights in 
Guatemala, have we done that with regarcd to the con- 
dition of humaa rights in Saudi Arabia, or do we think that 
the human rcights in Saudi Arabia -- 


a4 Consultations to the Congress? I don't think 
SO. 


Q Why is it that we aren't as concerned about 
human cights in Saudi Arabia as we are in Guatemala; could 
you explain that? 


a We are concerned about human rights in many 
pacts of the world, all over the world, but there is a 
distinction, I think, between the way we approach various 
countcies and the consultations that we might have. 


Q What I want to know, John, is, are you 
suggesting that we have shown as much concern for Saudi 
Acabian human rights as Guatemalan human rights and if not, 
why not; and if so, how? 


i I think ouc concern for human cights is 
univecsal. 


Q Do you have any response to the story about 
Bolivia that was printed in today's Post, that somehow our 
$130 million dollar aid program is contingent perhaps -- 

A No. 

Q Question: Does the meeting this afternoon 
between Mcs. Reagan and Mcs. Pinochet suggest any warming 
of the celations between the United States and Chile? 

By I think we responded to that on Friday. 


Q What did you say? 


A I'll be glad to refec you to the Press 
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Office. 


Q Is there any significance that the meeting 
takes place two days after the Conference on Free Elections? 


A No. I think we responded rather adequately 
to that. It was a completely private visit, and we 
explained the reasons for her visit here at some length. 


Q Did anybody ask for a copy of the Brezhnev 
comments, and if not, could we have copies of those. 


A Sure. It is available. 

Q Do you know whether China has formally pro- 
tested the attendance by Bill Clark and other senior 
Amecican officials at this Taiwan celebration last week? 

A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:52 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #194 


TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 1982, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON. THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I don't have any announcements. I'll 
be glad to take any questions you might have. 


Q Can you give us a rceadout on conditions in 
Poland today? There are rcepocts of arrests of undercground 
leadecs; that U.S. diplomats are involved in a campaign to 
discredit the military government? 


A No. I'm afraid I can't give you a readout 
oc, indeed, any comment. There might be something available 
a little later, but I don't have anything at the moment. 


Q Poland has chacged that the United States 
is instigating tomorrow's demonstration. It specifically 
chacged a USIA man with being an undercover CIA agent; do you 
have any cesponse to that? 


A Of course, you know we nevec cespond on 
intelligence questions, but any suggestion that we've insti- 
gated any unrest in Poland is utterly cidiculous. 


Q Do you have anything on the pipeline? 


N No. I think there will not be any meetings 
of the kind that have taken place in the last few days. I 
think there will not be a meeting today although I think 
there had eaclierc been a suggestion that there might. But to 
my knowledge -- and that's as of the time we came out here -- 
no meetings ace scheduled for -- 


Q Do you cead anything into that? 

A No. 

Q Is it the end of the discussions? 

A Beg pardon? 

Q End of the discussions? 

A No, I don't think that's the end of the 


discussion. I think it's still going forward. 
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Q Does that mean the National Security Council 
meeting is also off? 

A The -- 

Q NSC meeting scheduled on this is off? 

A I guess we don't talk about NSC meetings. 

Q Habib? 

x I've got nothing for you, Bernie. Nothing 


beyond what I said yesterday. 


Q Do you have any analysis of the Al Ahram 
report this morning that the PLO is preparced for a mutual 
cecognition with Israel and some other points? 


A No, I'm afcaid we don't. 

Q John, is the pipeline matter going to come up 
in the Secretary's discussions with Manfred Woernerc? 

A I don't know. 

Q Can you find that out? 

A I think even if we were to be aware of what 


was going to be discussed, we probably wouldn't be forth- 
coming on it anyway. 


Q You said that there wouldn't be any 
discussions today on the pipeline -- 

A I said there wouldn't be any meetings today 
of the same group that's been meeting in -- 

Q You ceckon there will be a meeting tomorrow? 

A Wouldn't cule it out. 

Q Can you tell us anything else about the 


substance of the discussions with the West German Defense 
Ministec? 


A No, I think he's in town meeting with a 
numbec of officials, and this is one of a series of 
meetings, but I don't have anything for you on the substance. 


Q Do you have anything on the Romanian 
emigration tax? 


A Yes. This is the education tax? Yes. The 
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imposition of a tax on education will make it much more dif- 
ficult for President Reagan to continue to recommend waiver 
of the prohibition on extending trade concessions to a 
country that cestcicts emigration. 





The education tax, as published in the Romanian 
press November 6, is not the nominal sum referred to in 
Section 402 of the Jackson-Vanick amendment to the Trade 
Act. Rather, the Romanian education tax appears to be a 
bucden that will run into the tens of thousands of dollars 
in hard currency for those Romanian citizens who have 
received free education through the secondary, university, 
and graduate school levels. 


= 
mo 


The United States views the imposition of this tax 
as contcacy to the U.N. Declaration of Human Rights, which 
provides for a cight to leave one's country of birth. By 
imposing this draconian measure, beyond the average 


> 
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© citizen's ability to pay, the Romanian Government appears to 
= be closing the emigration door to most citizens. If that is 
co, the case, the Romanian Government has gravely jeopardized 
ee its ability to retain its Most Favored Nation status. 

Vc 

25 Q Can we have a copy? 

8 A Sure. 

f¢ 

= © Q What ace the details of that? That's 

ss renewed on an annual basis, is it not? Wasn't that just 

_~ renewed? 

ao 

a. oo A I'll have to go back and do a little homework 
ge on that. We have clarified that before, but I just don't 


have it in my head. 


Copies -=- sure. 


| Q But this doesn't have any -- 
A It's not immediate. 
Q -- an immediate impact on the MNF -- 
A No. 
Q Did somebody ask you for copies of that? 
A .ming? 
Q Copies? 
A 
Q 


Even though that was just cenewed, I think 
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in June, you could take extraordinary measures like you just 
did with Poland; is that under consideration at all, by 
which I mean lifting MFN before it comes up for renewal? 


A No. I don't know of any specific action 
that is about to be taken on this, but at the same time I'm 
not cesponding to the mechanics of when the next rcenewal 


date is considered. 


Q Could you take the question of whether it is 
theoretically possible? 

a Sure. 

Q When Assistant Secretary Abrams visited 


Romania several weeks ago, he discussed, I think, this sub- 
ject among others. 


A I think so. 


Q Did he get assurances at that time that such 
a tax would not be imposed? 


A I can't answec that, but I know that we did 


respond following a newspaper repoct and following Mr. 
Abrams‘ visit, I think pointed out that this overall 


question was still very much up in the air. 


Q Are there any other, aside from this education 
tax, ace there any other actions which have been taken 


cecently? 


A I'm not awace of any. 

Q Could you find out if any other actions they 
might take which might affect -- 

A Sure. 

Q Has the Romanian Government told the United 


States Government diplomatically why this was imposed since 
they know the American law virtually invites them to now 


lose Most Favored Nation? 


A I can't answec that question because I don't 
know just what the extent of the dialogue is. 


Q Do you have any sense, John, on what the 
significance foc Romania is in dollacs on MFN from the 
State Department? 


A No, I don't. Could do a little research on 
that for you. 
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Q Thank you. 


Q My question about the Al Ahram report, it is 
also reported that the PLO is looking for two kinds of posi- 
tive reaction from the United States, willing to send U.S. 
to negotiate with the PLO and that the U.S. accepts that the 
PLO should play a role or be allowed or permitted to play a 
role in the peace talks. Would you respond to that? 





A Our conditions for talking with the PLO 
remain unchanged: their adherence to the appropriate U.N. 
resolutions and their recognition of Israel, and when those 
conditions are met, presumably, the way would be open for any 
talks that the United States might have with the PLO. 


As to the PLO role at the negotiating table, of 
course that's a step further because Israel would have to 


agree to that. 


Q Something else also on the Middle East, please. 
It is reported today that President Reagan will discuss or 
would ask Prime Minister Begin when he comes here for a tem- 
poracy freeze. Is that rceporct correct; can you .confirm 
that the President will ask for a temporary freeze of the 
settlements? 


A Don't have anything for you beyond what 
we said yesterday. I think I said it's probably logical 
that the settlement issue would come up for discussion, but I 
don't have any detail on how that discussion will go. 


Q But I'm saying, John, is that the President 
called for a freeze. Now it's being reported that it's going 
to be a temporary freeze. There's no difference. 


4 There's no change in the President's 
position. 


Q Regacding the Al Ahram report, do you see 
any change or any movement from the PLO side? 





A Obviously, a lot of people are talking to 
the PLO, but it's very hard for me to charcterize any 
change. These are, for the most part, confidential 
discussions and the PLO are reported to be making various 
statements and others are reportedly making statements to 
the PLO. But where that will lead us is kind of hard to 


indicate at the moment. 


Q Do you expect to get a first-hand repoct 
from Mc. Ali when he will be here later this week on this 


issue? 
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A I think it's entirely possible that it would 
come up. 


Q Is the PNC meeting, as far as you know, 
still scheduled for this month? 


A The rceports on that meeting and where 
it might be and how it might be conducted, of course, are a 
little conflicting, so I think we'll have to wait and see. 


Q Does it look now like it might slip to 
December? 

A You'll have to ask those who are organizing 
it. 

Q John, the Washington Post report about 





Abu Nidal being in Iraq, would that in any way affect any 
reconsideration or produce any reconsideration on Iraq on 
the list of countries that harbors terrorists? 


A Yes, I think it conceivably could. We are 
concerned at the willingness of the Government of Iraq to 
offer haven to a man who is known as an international 
terrocist, and we would also note that Iraq itself has been 
a victim of intercnational terrorism. The Government of Iraq 
is fully aware of our views. 


Q Can we have a copy? 
A Surely. 
Q The Reagan Administration is now, or should 


be now, in the process of ceviewing its controls on exports 
to Iraq which is where that list of terrorist-supporting 
countcies exists. Can you tell me -- can you (a) say 
whether you know this ceport to be true, and (b) whetherc 
it's going to figure into consideration? Can you specifi- 
cally address whether it's going to figure into con- 
sideration of that list and controls? 


A I don't know about the list of controls, but 
the United States certainly intends to fully meet its 
responsibilities under the law. 


Q What does that mean? 


A I think if you take that statement to its logical 


conclusion, I think it would mean that we're looking at this 
evaluation of Iraq on that list. 


Q You're looking at the evaluation of Iraq on 





the list in: light of this? 


Looking at the status of Iraq on that 


A 


terrorism list. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Can you tell us when this review began? 
A When the United States review began? 


Q Yes. Apparently, Abu Nidal has been in Baghdad 
since March. 


A No, I can't, Ozzie. Sorry. 


Q I think prior to today, it was reported that he 
was in Iraq. 


A No. I just don't have anything on that for you. 


Q Can't you tell us if the State Department knew 
before it came out in the Washington Post? 





A I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q You said Iraq had been a victim of inter- 
national terrorism. What were you refercing to specifically? 


A I'd have to go back and do a little bit more 
homework on that for you. 


Q John, could you tell us what is the reason for 
the delay in the opening of the talks of the joint 
Lebanese-Israeli committee on the withdrawal of foreign 
forces, with the American participation? 


A I think it is a question of the two sides, 
Israelis and the Lebanese having to resolve various points 
that have to be cesolved before they can sit down and talk. 
This a complicated situation. They are taking time and 
resolving questions that need to be rcesolved before they can 
get together. 


Q There is a report today from Beirut saying that 
the problem is somewhere between Israel and the United States 


and not between Israel and Lebanon, that the Lebanese are saying 


the delay is because of some problems between Jerusalem and 
Washington. 


a I'm not aware of that. I think the Lebanese 
and the Iscaelis are the two principal parties involved. The 
United States has been asked to be there, and presumably will 
be there; but I think the question of locale and any other 
details of the meeting are things that are being worked out by 
the two principal parties. 
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Q Isn't this all taking a lot longer to get going 
than the U.S. hoped it would? And doesn't this jeopardize the 


withdrawal of troops? 


A It may be taking a little longer, but these 
things take time. We don't see anything that indicates an 
impasse or breakdown at this point, but obviously, we are 
enthusiastic about an early starct for these talks and very 
enthusiastic about an early withdrawal from the whole of 


Lebanon of all foreign forces. 


Q Still the same enthusiasm about the same end- 
of-the year -- 
A Yes, we're still enthusiastic about having them 


out by the end of the year, right. 


Q Do you have any new information about 
Ambassador Habib's meeting here and discussing -- 


A Yes. He came in last night and he met various 


people in the Department last night, and met with a number 
again this mocning. I think he'll be here foc a few days. 


I don't know what his plans ace after that. 


Q Why do you object to the idea of mutual 
recognition between the PLO and Isrcael, knowing that this will 
lead to the objectives that you set for talking to the PLO? 


a I think we'ce talking about the kind of con- 
ditions under which we would talk to the PLO. I think the 
question of PLO and Israel thereafter is catherc hypothetical 


at this stage. 


Q Some people say that you are taking this position 
of objecting to the mutual recognition, which could be that 


you ace taking the Israeli position, which is that Israel 
doesn't want to recognize the PLO and come to mutual cecogni- 


tion, and therefore, you are sticking with that point and 
making it your point in order to -=- 


ay I don't think we are taking a position. I 
think we are waiting, cealizing that that is something that 


has not yet matured. 
to take a look at it. 


Q John, is Habib going to go back to the area? 
Ace there any thoughts of sending him -- 


When it matures, then would be the time 
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A Well, it's always possible, always possible. 


Q It wasn't discussed yesterday? You cannot tell 
us if it was? 


A I don't want to get into the character of the 
discussions that Mc. Habib is currently having. 


Q John, I wanted to ask you about the draft 
pastoral letter on a no-first-use of nuclear weapons. 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have a response from the State 
Department to that letter? 


No. 
You do not? 


No. 


oO Fr O PF 


You said yesterday that you would not discuss 
the reason foc General Walters' last meeting with the Pope. 


Ay Yes. 


Q Do you know whether any other American official 
met with the Pope or anyone else in the Vatican to discuss 
this problem? 


i To discuss the pastoral letter? 
Q Yes. 
Ay I am reasonably confident that nobody has. 


Q Do you have an attitude in this govecnment 
about the point that was raised in the pastoral letter on the 
no-first-use by the United States in nuclear warc? 


fs Yes. But I think, as I have said before, the 
Administration ts preparing a response to the pastoral letter, 
and I think that should and will be a measured and thoughtful 
response, and I don't think we should be addressing it from 
this podium. 


Q Could you tell us, John, whether that is 
something the State Department is doing or the White House? 





ll 


om I'm suce the State Department might have some 
views on it, but as to who will sign the letter, I'm not sure. 


Q Is it a letter in cesponse to this, oc will it 
be a statement? 


oy I think there will be a written Administration 
cesponse to the letter, yes. 


Q And when would it happen, do you know? 
a I can't give you a time on that. 


Q John, on that, this is just a draft, isn't it? 
The 300 bishops ace supposed to take up the proposed -- 


iy Right. 


Q Would you cespond before they actually act on 
it? 


A You would have to ask them, but I think the 
bishops have invited the Administrcation to cespond to what is 
a dceaft. 


Q They alceady consulted with the Defense 
Seccetarcy and Judge Clack ducing the coucse of its drafting. 


"“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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A I think when the draft was published a week or 
sO ago, there wece indications that they were inviting a 
cesponse from the Administcation, and I think that cesponse 
will be forthcoming. 


—__ 


Q John, do you have anything on Cy Vance's propo- 
sal foc a 300-kilometerc nucleac-free zone in Europe? 


A No. 





Q Nothing at all? 

A No. 

Q The bishops ace to meet in Washington next week 
to considec that pastoral dcaft. Do you think the 
Administcation's cesponse will be available by that meeting? 


A I don't know. 


Q Could you find out about that -- when it's expected? 
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a Sure. 


Q Thece are ceports in Beirut that they said that 
talks between Israel and Lebanon will begin within 48 hours. 
Do you have anything on this? 


A No. I've seen those reports. We have also 
seen conflicting reports; but as of our knowledge, no, we 
don't have a date for the talks to begin, nor a time. 


Q John, do you heve any comment on the President's 
trip to South America, particulacly the reports from Brazil 
that his stay in Brasilia is going to be abbreviated to allow 
him to visit San Paulo and possibly Rio? 


A I don't know of anything that would indicate 
any change in the echedule. I have a general comment on the 
President's trip, if you'rce interested in that. 


Q Yes. 


ass In one of his major foreign policy initiatives 
which introduced his Cacibbean Basin Initiative before the 
Organization of Amecican States on February 24, the President 
made cleac the importance that Latin America has for this 
Administration. 


The three countries the President will be visiting 
cepresent majoc aspects of our overcall Latin American policy. 
Politically, all three have made commitments toward the 
democratic political process, and represent a hemispheric 
trend: Costa Rica, as the oldest Central American democracy; 
Colombia, which tcaces its democratic heritage back to the 
nineteenth century; and Brazil which has scheduled 
congressional, state, and municipal elections the middle of 
this month. 


Economically, the ties are equally cleac. One of 
the world's largest economies, Brazil's economic rcelations 
with the United States are extensive and diverse, and we are 
both committed to ameliorating the current adverse aspects of 
the world's economic situation. Both Colombia, as one of the 
five "donoc” nations of the CBI, along with the United States, 
and Costa Rica, as a major recipient of the Administration's 
Cacibbean Basin progcam, are committed to insuring that the 
sevece economic crises facing nations of the region are 
addressed as an essential ingredient underlying democratic 
stability. 
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In this latter regard, Costa Rica's recent initiative 
in which eight democratic countries of the rcegion outlined the 
conditions for peace and stability in Central America, makes 
the stop in San Jose particularly appropriate. 


In sum, the President's trip addresses key political 
and economic aspects of the Administration's overall 
Latin-American policy, and comes at a juncture when a 
Presidential trip can address any lingering doubts as to the 
importance of the hemisphere for the United States. 


I think the Secretary also has made very clear his 
own concecn about Latin America, Central America, and Canada 
being our neighbors. 


Q To follow up on that, is the President going to 
stop in Miami on his way back, to address the conference on 
the Caribbean there? 


a Not to my knowledge, but I think you probably 
ought to ask the White House about that. 


Q Also, do you have anything on Bolivia today? 
No. 
Either on Suarez oc Acce Gomez? 


No. 


oO Fr, OO PF 


John, anything on the Hussein visit in 
December? 


A I think the White House announced the date, 
December 21. 


Q Any schedule of meetings or people he will meet 
with? 


A I don't. No, I don't. 


Q John, you mentioned yestecday the rcepoct on 
forced labor on the Soviet pipeline. Today, there were ceports 
that the Soviet Union has invited ILO representatives to view 
the constcuction sites. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I think we would have to wait and see whether 
such an invited delegation in fact goes to the Soviet Union, 
and then we would have to see what they find. 
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Q John, about a month ago you addressed the 
question of Mrs. Bhutto's attempts to emigrate from orc 
to temporarily leave Pakistan to seek medical treatment, and 
you said you would be very surprised if permission were not 
shortly granted for her to leave. 


Time has passed; permission hasn't been granted. Is 
thece any furthec action or statement that the United States 
is taking at this time? 


oy No. But it seems to me I've seen some 
newspaper cepocts about her. I thought she was not now 
interested in coming, but I'm not up to speed on that. 


Q As of the last I heard from hec family, she is 
still intercested in leaving. If someone else is spreading a 
contcary story, that's interesting. 


Q Do you have anything further on the Begin visit 
at all? 


A No. 


Q Will Shultz meet with Begin on Thursday, 
Friday, oc Wednesday? 


A I don't know that a meeting is set, Ralph. As 
I said yestercday, I would think it is probable that the 
Seeretacy would see Mc. Begin, but I don't know of a specific 
time foc a meeting. 


Q Can you tell us anything further about the 
agenda, what they will be discussing? 


A No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The betefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #195 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 10, 1982, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One brief 
announcement: due to the Veterans’ Day holiday tomorrow, the 
Press Office will be closed and operating on a Sunday sche- 
dule. There will be no press briefing. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q None at all? 


A None at all that I know of. I believe there is 
a press conference -- 


Q What can you tell us about the pipeline deal? 
How close are we? - 


A I think the White House said something this 
morning about the President‘s studying a comprehensive propo- 
sal on East-West economic relations that has developed out of 
the extensive discussions between the U.S. and the Allies. 
But I would add to that, until you have an agreement, you 
don't have an agreement. That's still where we are, and 


discussions continue. 
Q How close are we? 
A I don't think I can give you a measure. 
Q What cemains to be done in terms of procedure? 


A I'm not going to get into specifics. As I say, 
we're not there yet. Discussions continue. I rceally think I 
have to leave it there. 


Q Is there a meeting today? 


A No, there is no meeting scheduled today. There 
may be one tomorrow, although there is not one set at this 
point. 
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Q Does that depend on what decision the President 
makes with respect to the proposal? 


A I think it depends on a variety of things and 
considerations among all the various parties. I don't want to 
try to specify one thing that would determine whether there is 
a meeting. As I said, there may well be a meeting tomorrow. 


Q Have you been told it is not going to be 
announced today? 


A That it's not going to be announced today? 


9 Yes. 


a I don't anticipate an announcement today. 


Q Alan, has the comprehensive proposal that you 
referred to been referred to the Allied governments as well? 


A I am really not going to be able to go beyond 
what I said. 


Q At what point did this government decide that 
it was interested in a comprehensive, Alliance-wide attitude 
On economic relations with the East, as opposed to expressing 
displeasure over the Soviet involvement in Poland? 


A A long time ago, Steve. At a minimum, you 
could go back to the time of the General Assembly when 
discussions in New York focused on this subject and also at 
La Sapiniere where the NATO Ministers met. You can go way 
back on this. 


Q Last spring? 


A Yes. This has been a long-term interest of the 
United States and of our Allies. 


Q Yes, but it hasn't been something that the 
United States has been pushing ever since the Administration 
came in. 


A We've been talking about it for a very long 
time. I can't go back and tell you precisely when we started 
talking publicly about it. I don't know. 


Q Do you’ have any report on what is going on in 
Poland today? 
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A I do not, Jim. 
Q Has Dean Hinton been “muzzled,” Alan? 


fh "Has Dean Hinton been ‘muzzled?'"™ You put me 
in a little difficult position in terms of your asking what 
kind of communications we have with our Ambassadors, and I 
don't think I can really get into that as a matter of 
principle. Dean Hinton, however, has the full confidence of 
the President and the Secretary. 


Q Was his speech cleared by the State Department, 
but not by the White House? 


A His speech was sent back to the State Department 
and nobody had any problems with it. 


Q It wasn't cleared by the White House? 


4 No. Ambassadors’ speeches are typically not 
cleared by the White House; but it also didn't represent any 
change in the substance or style of our diplomacy either, and 
was in keeping with the major outlines of our policy on El 


Salvador. 


Q Is the story in The New York Times correct that 
the people in the White House objected to the remarks? 





A You'll have to ask the White House. 
Q Was it cleared by Secretary Shultz? 


A I am not going to go beyond what I said in 
terms of the fact that it was sent back here and nobody had 


any problems with it. 


Q Alan, without reference to communications 
with Mr. Hinton, could it be said that in the future, there 
will not be public statements regarding human rights issues in 
El Salvador by Mr. Hinton? 


A I can't make a judgment about that standing 
here today that he would never make a public statement about 
human rights in El Salvador in the future, no. 


Q Can I rephrase that, maybe? Has it been deci- 
ded that he perhaps should have a lower profile than he has 
had over the past couple of weeks? 
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A Again, you're getting back to the same question 
asked before. You're asking about our internal processes, and 
just as a matter of principle, without leading you one way or 
another -- and I don't want to suggest to you that he has 
been muzzled or something of that sort -- but I just can't 
get into that kind of a subject. 


Q Well, you can tell us if his superiors have 
told him to stop talking this way, can you not? 


A No, I really can't, Bob. That's the kind of 


thing, whether it happened or didn't happen with any 
Ambassador, that we would not address publicly. 


Q Alan, if his speech was in keeping with the 
Outlines of U.S. policy at the time that speech was made, has 
there been any change since that speech was made in the manner 
in which U.S. policy on El Salvador will be conducted? 


A No. Look: His speech was not intended to 
Signal any departure in U.S. policy toward El Salvador from 
this Administration's general emphasis on quiet diplomacy as a 
more effective mode of diplomatic discussion and diplomatic rela- 
tions than public discussion. We've addressed that before. 
This has been the pattern of our diplomatic discussions over 
the last two years, and it will remain so. 


Q In other words, he can erupt when he chooses, 
and even that does not signal departure? 


A I think we've exhausted the utility of this 
subject. 


Q Alan, can we approach this from the other point 
of view? There have been reports from San Salvador of some 
shakeups in the military command and possibly some realign- 
ments in the political picture. Do you find these 
encouraging? 


A I don't have any observations on them, frankly, 
Ozzie. In fact, I don't have much information. As of yester- 
day, when I last asked about this myself, we really did not have 
very much information on it, and I, frankly, did not check on 


it this morning. 


Q Is the story in The New York Times factually 
correct? 
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A I don't have it in front of me and don't know 
that I would comment on going it point by point. 


Q You have an anonymous government officials 
quoted to the effect that they have chastized and corrected 
the employee of the State Department; and you can't tell us 
that that's true, false, or otherwise? 


A You're asking me the same questions that I just 
said I can't address. 


Q It's just a straight question. 


Q Alan, when Hinton originally made his state- 
ment, you put out a statement the following day or the day 
after which said that the United States Government fully 
stands behind that speech. Has there been any change? Does 
the United States Government still fully stand behind that 


speech? 
A What he said reflected U.S. policy. 


Q And cemains reflective of U.S. policy, is that 
correct? 


A Yes. 


Q O.K. The second part of the question, 
following up on Ozzie, there were and are reports of a coup 
attempt last week in El Salvador. There have been shakeups 
since then. You have nothing on any rcepoct of a coup attempt 
by senior officers of the government including Carranza, the 
head of INTEL? 


A No. 

Q Nothing at all? 

A Nothing. 

Q It's a surprise to you? 

A I don't have anything on it. 


Q What about, of the 15 men that disappeared, 
eight seem to have been held by the government and are now 
going to be put on trial. Do you know anything about the 
other seven? 
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A No, I don't. 
Q Are we still inquiring? 


A I don't know what the state of our diplomatic 
dialogue is on that. 


Q Does it remain a matter of some concern to the 
U.S. Government as to the whereabouts of these seven 
individuals? 


A Jim, I don't remember, frankly, what it is 
we've said on this in the past; but whatever we've said still 
stands. How about that? 


Q Is the United States providing any military aid 
to Guatemala? 


A No. We've addressed this before. What are you 
specifically -- 


Q I'm specifically referring to the report of a 
Green Beret training Guatemalan -- 


A This I believe we addressed some time ago when 
this same story appeared in the media. We don't have any 
military advisers in Guatemala. For several years, American 
military personnel have taught at Guatemala's military academy 
under the longstanding Personnel Exchange Program of the 
Department of the Army. They are not authorized to perform 
the functions of military advisers. But for questions about 
the details of the program, I really have to refer you to the 
Department of Defense. 


Q Alan, the President of Panama, in Mexico City, 
said that he endorsed the Venezuelan-Mexican proposal for 
direct negotiations between Nicaragua and Honduras, and also 
wanted to invite Cuba to take part in regional forums such as 
the OAS. 


Do we have any response to his endorsement and the 
Cuba proposal? 


A No. I think we've addressed this general 
question, though, before. I don't have anything new to say to 
you on it. ' 


Q The Middle East, Alan? 
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A Go ahead, Bernie. 


Q There is a wire report quoting an Israeli 
newspaper, “U.S. conducting indirect negotiations with the PLO 
which could lead to invitation for Arafat to visit Washington 
in exchange for recognition Israel." 


Do you have anything on that? 


A Nothing really beyond our standard position, 
which remains unchanged. Talks with the PLO -- we're prepared 
to talk with the PLO when and if it accepts U.N. Security 
Council Resolutions 242 and 338 and recognizes Israel's cight 


to exist. 


Q Is there any indirect negotiation underc way, 
with third parcties, for example? 


A We have, in the Lebanon context, as you know, 
talked with people who talk with the PLO, and so on. We have 
from time to time received purported messages from the PLO 
about various things -- "We want to do this," "We want to do 


that." 


Our answer is always the same: "You know our 
position." It is the one I just articulated to you. 


Q Are you getting new messages indirectly? 


A I don't want to go into the question of new 
messages Oc Old messages I just think I have to stick with 
our position. And it is quite obvious that as of this point, 
our position has not been met. 


Q Alan, in that connection, in the Lebanon con- 
text, there were indirect contacts with the PLO. That was part 
of the withdrawal or the evacuation of Beirut negotiations. 


Have there been such contacts since the withdrawal 
Or the evacuation agreement was completed? And if so, in what 
context? 


A You're defining what happened as indirect con- 
tacts. I'm not sure how to define it. You can define 
anything if you both talk to the same person -- you could say 
that's indirect contact. What you are suggesting, I guess, is 
are there messages being passed back and forth, or something 
of that sort. 


As I say, we will talk with the PLO when they do the 
things that I have mentioned. 
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Q Aren't there similar -- if you don't want to say 
indirect contacts -- whatever, there were discussions being 
conducted that involved the PLO, not directly with the U.S.? 


A There still are discussions in the sense that 
they all are still present in Lebanon, for example. But I 
don't think we are in the same mode that we were in in the 
departure process, if that's what you're talking about. 


Q If there are those discussions, they are 
strictly in that context of the PLO being in Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything more on this at this point. 


Q Do you know if the White House advisory team 
that is currently visiting the West Bank and several Arab 
states is authorized to discuss this issue -- PLO recognition? 


A PLO recognition? 


Q With King Hussein and others that they are 
meeting with this week. 


There is a White House group headed by Geoff 
Campbell. 


A I'm aware that Geoff is out there. I don't 
know, frankly. You would have to ask the White House. I 
don't think that there is anything much more to say in private 
than we're saying in public, which is, our terms are on the 
table, they are very clear, and we would talk with the PLO if 


they met then. 


Q I understand he spent a day or a day and a half 
looking at settlements on the West Bank. Do you know if that 
was at the instruction of the Secretary of State or the 
President, or anyone else? 


A I don't really know anything about his mandate. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Does the United States have a contingency 
procedure worked out should the PLO in fact recognize 
Israel? 


A That, again, in tecms of -- I can't get into 
the question of specific modalities of what we might or 
might not do. I would only emphasize again, the policy 
is unchanged. 


Q I wonder if you could clarify this. You 
said that Ambassador Hinton's speech was not intended to 
signal any departure from this Administration's emphasis 
on quiet diplomacy, anc yet you approved a speech that he 
then went before a public group of businessmen with the 
press present and blasted them for 30,000 murders during 
the last three years and that there are Mafia-type ele- 
ments working in the Right Wing there. How do you account 
for this? 


You say this is not intended to signal any de- 
pacture, but it was a departure. 


A Not from the general emphasis on quiet 
diplomacy, and I am going to leave it there. I am not 
going to go further. 


Q Can we go back to the Middle East? 


A Yes. 


Q Yesterday, you werce asked about -- or in 
your statement about Iraq welcoming back Abu Nidal, you 
mentioned that Iraq had been a victim of international 
terrorism, but thece was no specification. Could you 
clarify that? 


A We have something to post for you on that 
which will identify -- has it already been posted? 


VOICE: Yes. 


Q Still on the Middle East, do you have any 
comment on a statement by Foreign Minister Shamir that 
suggested that the end of the year is not now a realistic 
deadline for those talks? 


A I thought John addressed this, because there 
were reports on this yesterday. No comment, other than 
that our hope remains that indeed we can effect total 
withdrawal of all foreign forces -- that is, Syrian, PLO 
and Israeli forces -- by the end of the year. There is no 
change in that. 
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Q Do you have anything on the Evans-Novak 
column concerning an angry Shultz when he discovered 
that U.S. aid is being used for the settlements? 


a We have said many times from this podiun, 
and I believe that senior officials have said sometimes on 
the record and sometimes on background, that we do not 
approach difficult issues from the perspective of consider- 
ing aid cutoffs. That is just not the way we are going 
about our business. 


I think I will let that stand as a comment on 
it. 


Q Regarding Lebanon, could you tell us, maybe 
today more than yestecday, what were the hangups at keeping 
up the negotiations between Israel and Lebanon with the par- 
ticipation of the U.S. 


A I don't have anything specific. John indi- 
cated yesterday that these were obviously complex issues, 
how one gets together, and that the process of arranging 
this continues. I think he indicated also we don't believe 
we are at an impasse, which cemains ouc judgment, but I 
can't get into the specifics. 


Q In othec parts of the same column, it was 
said that there were special State Department studies 
about the amount of U.S. aid money that is actually being 


used in the settlements project, and to repeat that the 
Secretary of State was angry. 


Can you address those two points? 
A That he was angry about -- 
Q Angry when he learned -~- 

A Of the cost? 
Q 


Of the cost, and that this was in fact the 
case? 


A Let me comment on the cost aspect. 


Pirst of all, it is a longstanding practice that 
we are not going to get, as I said on another matter 
this mocning, into internal functions and deliberatiors 
and conversations. 


I would say that it was rather natural that over 
the years we have kept ourselves informed of various 
aspects of the settlement issue, but I would emphasize 





"“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


11 


what I said earliec about our approach to difficult issues 
and the question of aid, but I am not going to get into 
the specifics. I am not going to try to characterize 

Or address the question of the Secretary's attitude toward 
something of this sort. 


Q Is it established that American aid is being 
used for settlements? Is that the case? 


A I am not aware that there is specific aid. 
I think that the issue that was raised the other day was 
after all, isn't money fungible? I don't think it was a 
question of specific aid funds. I don't know. I am not 
aware Of any aid being used specifically for settlements, 
but I don't think that that is the way the question has 
really arisen here. 


Q Can you take the question about whether 
American money, howevec you define it, is being diverted 
oc fungible, in your tecm, towards the settlements? 


fs No, I can't. I mean, that is a silly ques- 
tion, frankly. If you have a bank account, and you spend 
money from it, it is a little hard to say where that money 
came from, except in a bookkeeping sense, and I am sure 
in a bookkeeping sense our aid money is used for the things 
it is designed for, which does not include settlement 
activities. 


Q Regacding the negotiations on the withdrawal 
from Lebanon, what is the U.S. position regarding which 
body should carry on those negotiations? Should it be 
just a military joint committee? 


A That is something that has got to be worked 
out primarily between the Lebanese and the Israelis. 


Q Wasn't it worked out when President Gemayel was here 
and Foreign Minister Shamir was here? 


A Again, I think that is something to be worked 
out between the parties. 


Q There is a ceport today which suggests that 
one of the hangups is the continuing insistence on the part 
of the Iscaelis that the negotiations also deal with the 


question of normalization of relations between Lebanon and 
Israel. 


Is that indeed a problem? 
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4 I don't think it is appropriate for me to 
address from here. I really don't. I think you should 
address those questions to the Israelis and to the Lebanese 
and not to us. We are interested, but I just don't 
think it is appropriate for us to be commenting on that 
kind of question. 


Q Let me ask the question another way. 


Does the United States Government believe that 
talks aimed at withdrawal of military forces and at 
establishing a seciirity arrangement, in southern Lebanon 
should be cacried cut as within a military framework, or 
should there be a political dimension to the talks? 


7 I think it should be carried out in a 
context that is agreed between Lebanon and Israel. 


Q Is there anything on Habib? 
Mh No, nothing on hin. 

Q No new assignment yet? 

A No. 


Q Will that be announced at the President's 
news conference tomorcrow? 


A I couldn't tell you whether the President 
would announce anything on Habib. 


Q Is Habib still here in Washington? 
ay Yes, he is still here in Washington. 


Q If it were established that in general, let's 
say, that money paid from the United States Government to 
a country is being used in a way opposed to the U.S. policy 
and to the President's particular, let's say, demand or 
issuance, in a particular issue, what would the United 
States’ response be? 


A I have addressed the issue as far as I am 
going to. You asked the same question, I believe, on this 
the other day, about whether we would consider using aid 
as a lever. I believe, in answer to Marvin's question, I 
addressed myself fairly directly to the issue, and I don't 
have anything further to say about it. 


Q New topic, Or are we still on the Middle 


East? 
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A Go ahead. 


Q I have some Chinese questions. On that plane 
that defected from Mainland China, is the United States 
going to help return that plane? There was one report 
to that effect. 


A I am unaware of any such report. 
Q Could you check into that? 


a No. This is a question, again, I would 
approach the people concerned on. 


Q Do we have a response to the protest that was 
lodged because Judge Clark went to that Chinese Nationalist 
Day ceremony? 


a I think there is some guidance which exists 
on this genecal subject, and would ask you to check with the 
Press Office, but it is somewhat old, and I don't have 
anything. 


Q Anything new on that Chinese tennis player? 
Was she given asylum? 


A There is nothing new on that. 


Q Did South Korea's expelling two American 
journalists and warning a third he has violated security 
regulations, do you have any comment on that? 


A No, not really. Frankly, we have seen press 
ceporcts, and we are looking into it, but we don't have 
detailed information on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the report in The 
Times today about the Minister in South Africa precluding 
any role for black political participation in the new 
constitution? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Is there anything new today on the Romanian 
education decrees? 


A No. I think there was a taken question the 
other day the answer to which has either been posted or 
about to be posted on other concerns. 


Q Do we have the text of the decree? 


A The decree itself? 
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Q Yes. 
rs I don't know. 


Q If I could continue, that guidance seems to 
suggest that the emigration proceedings even before this 
time were rather Draconian and that the President had 
issued a waiver, and it implies that probably that would 
happen again. Were the interpretations that our rcesponse 
to this might cesult in Romania's loss of Most Favored 
Nation status incorrect? 


A No. I think that if you go back, Barrie, in 
the past, we addressed the issue of Romania -- I think in 
the context of Elliot Abrams' trip to Romania -- and said 
that we had concerns, and again let me refer you to the 
language at that time. It is not as if the issue is a 
new issue in a general sense. 


The Education Emigration Tax however is a 
specific thing, and we are addressing ourselves to that 
and have done so in a way we want to at this point. 


I don't have anything further to announce. 
You want me to take it a step further. 


Q No, I ceally don't. Just when I cead that 
guidance, it seemed to me that what you were really saying 
is that things were ceally bad before, they are still 
bad, but that is not necessarily going to change our 
position on this. 


A No. I think that I would stick with what 
we said in rcegacd to that, not in the answer to the taken 
question, but the original position that we articulated 
about our concerns about that and how difficult it would 
be to cecommend a waiver in those ciccumstances. 


Q Have we sent a note or anything to the 
Romanian President, did we send a protest or anything of 
that sort, beyond what you have said here? 


A I know of nothing beyond what we have said 
hece, and, again, I don't think we would want to get into 
the specifics of the diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Can you conficm that Lebanon has asked 
Austcia, Belgium, Britain, The Netherlands, Sweden and 
South Korea to join the multinational force in Lebanon? 


A No. I think that is a question that you 


would address to the governments concerned. 


Q The U.S. would not be consulted on such 
a request. 
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2 We might well be, but I don't think I would 
address it from here. It is a question of a Lebanese 
Government cequest to other governments. 


Q Wouldn't those forces have to worck with 
U.S. forces -- 


A Assuming that there were an expanded MNF 
set-up with other countries participating, sure, and we 
would be involved. But in terms of a request at this 
point, I would refer you to then. 


Excuse me, Bassem, you have been waiting. 
Q Would you care to comment on an article 


that appeared in The Washington Post today of Ambassador 
Arens -- 





A No, I don't. (Laughter) I am aware of the 
acticle. I don't have any comment. 


Q Don't you think that this is an intercference 
of a foreign country with the freedom of press in this 
country and an interference with the whole process? 


Nh I think I would leave that as a matter 
between Ambassadoc Arens and The Washington Post. 





Q Do you have the schedule of the Egyptian 
Foreign Minister who is supposed to arrive tomorrow? When 
is he going to see the Secretary and when the President? 


a Do we have a schedule? No, I guess we 
don't. Sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on the ILO Representa- 
tives who are going to inspect the Soviet pipeline? 


A We had something -- John addressed this 
question yestecday, and I would cefer you back to that. 


Basically, the point is that if they go, they 
should be given -- it would depend -- what our comment 
would be and whether this would be a good thing or not 
depends on what kind of access they get and what kind 
of support they get from the host as to how much freedom 
they have to talk to people and to investigate 
and so on and so forth. But John did address that 
yesterday. . 


Q On Namibia, yesterday Vice President Bush 
had a press conference, and he made a very explicit 


linkage between the troops -- the Cubans out of Angola 
and South Africans out of Namibia. Have we change 


our 
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policy? I mean, I never heacd it made in quite as 
explicit a sense. 


A I am not aware that he made a formal 
linkage. The relationship between those two things has 
been described and discussed many times, and there is 
nothing new on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the accident in 
Afghanistan? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything on Ambassador Draper? 
Where is he today? Are there any plans that he will come 
to Washington soon? 


A I don't know of any plans for him to come 
to Washington. I did not get a rcead-out on specifically 
where he is today. 


Q How are his kidney pains? 


A I think he is in good health, as far as I 
am aware. 


Qo Did anyone from the State Department attend 
the USSR's party commemocating the great October Revolution 
last week? The pacty was last week. 

Where? 
At the Russian Embassy. 
Here in Washington? 


Yes. 


,r Oo + OO 


Let me check on that. I don't know. 

Q I did not see anyone, nor did I see any 
American Officec, but I saw many othecs. I saw the French 
Ambassador, the Swiss, etc. 

EN I don't know. Let me check and see. 

Q Thank you. 


A You ace welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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: 


DPC #196 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 1982, 12:01 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have a couple 
of announcements concerning the Secretary's travel plans. 


The Secretary of State will participate in the NATO 
Ministerial meetings December 8-9, and as Under Secretary 
Wallis stated last week, the Secretary will also attend the 
24th US-EC Ministerial Meeting in Brussels on December 10. 
There will be other stops included on his schedule, and we 
will announce them when they become firm. 


A sign-up list is posted in the Press Office for 
those of you who wish to be on the plane... That list will come 
down on Wednesday, November 24, at 12:00 noon -=- that's the 
sign-up list for the Secretary's December trip to Europe. 


Q When does he leave? What's the date? 


A I can't give you that date yet. It will be a 
little earlier that week, the same week as the Brussels 
meetings, but I can't give you an exact departure date. 


Q The 6th or the 7th, around there, or later? 
A I forget what the 6th and the 7th are. 

Q Monday and Tuesday. 
A 


Monday, I would think. I would look towards 
Monday. 


As to travel plans concerning the funeral of Mr. 
Brezhnev, I think that the White House will, a little later, 
make an announcement concerning the U.S. delegation. The 
Secretary will be in that delegation -- it will be a small 
delegation -- and we expect him to leave at 4:00 tomorrow 
afternoon. 


We cannot give you any firm details yet on press. 
The Soviets consider that U.S. correspondents accompanying the 
various attendees at the funeral would not be considered 
welcome. That is nothing peculiar to the United States. They 
are apparently taking that line with all countries. 
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Q Who would not be welcome? 


A The Soviets are saying there will be no accon- 
panying press with the various representatives attending the 
funeral. In other words, they are limiting press coverage to 
correspondents already accredited in Moscow. We're working on 
that. What we're going to do is put up a sign-up list right 
after this meeting -- in fact, it may be up already. We're 
going to close it at 3 o'clock this afternoon, which I realize 
doesn't give anybody much time. I just want you all to be 
patient with us and understand that absolutely nothing may 
happen. 


We're working on it and seeing what we can break 
loose, but there may be no press going with the Secretary. If 
there are press going, we can't tell you at this stage how 
many would go either. 


Q Does he plan to come right back after the 
funeral? | 


A Early next week he'll be back. 


Q ‘Is he making any other stops in Europe or 
anything? 


A Not to my knowledge at the moment. 


That's all I have for you on that. I'm sorry it's a 
little inconclusive. But for the Secretary's weekend plans, 


he will go ahead with the Latin American seminar that he had 


planned for tomorrow that will begin at 8:00 with break- 
fast, here at the State Department. That's one of the semi- 
nacs that he's been having. Remember, he had one before on 
the Middle East; had one on the Soviet Union. That seminar. 

I don't know if he will attend all of that, but he certainly 
will be in and out of that seminar throughout most of the day. 


Q Is that open for coverage? 
A No. It's a closed meeting. 


Q Can you give us the names of some of the 
higher-- 


A Yes. The Moderator or Chairman will be 
Ambassador Vaky. He's the former Assistant Secretary of State 
for Inter-American Affairs. He has served as U.S. Ambassador 
to Venezuela, Colombia, and Costa Rica. He is presently at 
Georgetown University. 
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Others attending from the private sector would be 
Abraham Lowenthal from the Woodrow Wilson Center; Mc. Richard 
Rubotton from the Southern Methodist University; Sidney 
Weintraub; James Greene, President of American Express; David 
Rockefeller; Robert Lindsay of Morgan Guarantee; John Duncan, 
head of the Society of the Americas; Ambassador William Luers, 
former Ambassador to Venezuela. 


The participants from the U.S. Government would be 
Secretary Shultz, although as I explained, he might not be 
there for the entire meeting; Deputy Secretary of State Dam; 
Under Secretary Wallis; Mr. Roach of the Policy Planning 
Division; Assistant Secretary McCormack; and Assistant 
Secretary Enders; probably from the NSC, Judge Clark and 
Robert McFarlane will be attending. 


That's all I have for you now. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the apparent 
celease now of Lech Walesa? 


A Not really, Jim. We hope the report is true. 
The release of Mr. Walesa and the many other internees in 
Poland is something which we and our allies -- indeed, people 
everywhere in the world -- have been urging for the past 
ll months; but at this stage, we are unable to confirm that he 


has been released. 


Q Do you know how many detainees there are 
altogether? 


A I don't. I haven't got that right here. 


Q Yesterday, the State Department said that there 
are, Of the original 3600 arrested, roughly 600 still in 
prison. 


A O.K. Fine. I'm not vouching for that myself. 
Q If true, what does this portend? 


A I think it is a little early to read very much 
into it, Jim. As you know, Jim, the NATO Allies I think set 
three conditions: the release of Mr. Walesa, the release of 
all detainees, the resumption of a dialogue between the 
Church, Solidarity, and the government, and the lifting of 
martial law. So I suppose you could say that this indicates 
some movement, but it's very early to give any serious 
interpretation of what it means. We don't know under what 
conditions Mr. Walesa is being released, if indeed he is being 


released. 
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Q Assuming he is released, will there be a 
corresponding U.S. response to that? In other words, this 
could be seen as a signal from the Polish authorities that 
they want to move more in the direction of what the West has 
been demanding. Do you expect the U.S. Government or the NATO 
governments to respond in some forthright fashion to this? 


A On the basis of this alone, I wouldn't think 
anybody would see this as a significant signal in its own 
right, but you know, we're dealing with the hypothetical. We 
have to -- 


Q The release of Lech Walesa is not a significant 
signal? 


A Not by itself. There are other requirements, 
and as I say, we would have to examine under what conditions 
he is being released. We know very little about it. | 


Q What about the talks on East-West economic 
relations? Where are they now? 


A Bernie, the talks, negotiations are continuing. 
As of the time we came out here, no meeting was set. It's 
possible that there could be a meeting this afternoon of the 
same character that has taken place in recent days; but as of 
a few minutes ago, one was not set. 


fe) You seem to down play the Walesa release very 
sharply, John. Is that what you want to do? 


A It's not a question of down playing it, Bernie; 
it's a question of (a) not being able to confirm it. There 
have been all kinds of reports circulating about what con- 
ditions might or might not be surrounding his release. And I 
think we would want to take a look at that before we made any 
judgment, 


Q John, could you confirm the report that Shultz 
had recommended that the President head the U.S. Delegation 
in Moscow? 


A I don't think it's a question of recommen- 
dations accepted and rejected. I think it's a question of the 
kind of normal discussion that would go on in that case, and 
I'm sure the same kind of discussion that has gone on in 
various capitals about the appropriate level of 
representation. 


Q But put aside the acceptance or rejection. Did 
Secretary Shultz make that proposal/suggestion/recommendation? 
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A I wouldn't get into the kind of detailed 
discussions that go on between leading members of the govern- 
ment, but it seems reasonable to assume that discussion would 
have gone on among key lieutenants in the government as to 
who might go, and there would have been consideration of the 
various schedules. Mr. Kohl's visit is still on. The 
President is going to be involved with that. The decision 
will be announced by the White House very shortly. 


Q The President left himself out. 
A The President said what he said last night. 
Q Is there any reconsideration of that? 


A No. All I'm saying is that it's a White House 
decision and a White House announcement, and I think that will 
come in about 20 minutes. 


Q And reaction to the Andropov announcement? 


A No, we have no reaction. It seems to me the 
President, in what he said at his press conference last night 
and in the various messages that were sent to Moscow on the 
death of Mr. Brezhnev, made clear what our policy is towards 
the Soviet Union. There is no change in that policy; and we 
would have no comment on the Andropov appointment. 


Q You're saying that there is no change in U.S. 
policy, that Brezhnev's death does not provide any opportunity 
for the United States -- 


A I don't want to paraphrase the President. I 
think the President made very clear that there is a consistency 
and stability to the United States' foreign policy and that 
there is a strength to it in terms of our military prepared- 
ness. All of those things are unchanged. 


At the same time, the President made clear his 
willingness to work for a better relationship with the Soviet 
Union. I think he said he looks forward to wor’:ing with the 
new Soviet leadership to achieve that. I think that he also 
underlined the serious approach of the United States to arms 
reduction; but all those positions remain constant. There is 
no sudden change in U.S. policy. 
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Q John, upon reflection, has the Administration 
been able to come up with another example of a magnanimous 
gesture that the U.S. has made toward the Soviet Union along 
the unselfish lines of the lifting of the grain embargo? (Laughter) 


A I'm not sure that I want to get into a long 
list, Barrie. 


Q I don't think you could. (Laughter) 


A It seems to me that there is ample evidence of 
the seriousness and good will of the President, particularly 
in the area of arms reduction. We have very serious proposals 
out there. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Is it reassuring to the U.S. Government that 
the Andropov decision was made so quickly? In other words, 
that there wasn't a long period of uncertainty of who would 
take over after Brezhnev? 


A Well, no, I don't think we would want to 
respond in that way. I don't think we would want to indicate 
Or characterize our response at all. I think they have made 
their decision and we're going to wait and see how events 
unfold. 


Q Would you say that Mr. Andropov is a suitable 
tango partner for the United States? 


A I guess we'll have to wait and see. 


Q John, Mr. Chernenko's nomination made 
ref~rence to the strong foreign policy experience of Mr. 
Andropov. Do you think that is a useful and contributing 
factor? Do you agree with that assessment that he's a man of 
foreign experiencé that might be a good partner? 


A I think I will leave others to evaluate hin. 
And, as I say, I think we'll have to wait and see what develops. 


Q You cannot evaluate his experience in foreign 
policy? 


A No. I think I'm not prepared to. 


Q Any juggling of dates for the Kohl and the 
visit of Menachem Begin next week because of the funeral? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 
Q Kohl is still expected here on Tuesday? 
A Yes. 


Q In regard to Begin, are there any 
backgrounders scheduled at this point? 


A I think there might well be. I don't know 
that any are scheduled, but it might well be that there are 
some. 


Q Has Kohl actually reconfirmed that he's 


coming? 





bec assiried ror Publication In American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A I don't want to mislead you. I can't answer -- 
he's coming and there's no change in his position. I'm not 
sure what communications have passed, but I know that we are 
confident that he is coming -as scheduled. 


QO You've gotten some reassurances as to that 
since the announcement of Brezhnev's death? 


A The only reason I'm hedging is because I'm not 
sure of that of my own knowledge, but we are certainly assured 
that he's coming on the date scheduled. 


Q Next Tuesday. 
A I think it is Tuesday. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Andropov's initial 
comments which -- 


Q Could you sort that out -- Mcnday or Tuesday? 


A I think John (Wallach) said Tuesday. Is the 
meeting Tuesday? 


-The meeting is Monday. We'll check with the White 
House -- or why don't you check with the White House? 


Q Do you have any reaction to Andropov's initial 
comments which seemed to stress the Soviet's reliance on mili- 
tary ascendency? 


A No. We've just seen wire service reports but 
we wouldn't comment on those. 


Q Have you got any reaction on yesterday's events 
in Tyre, in south Lebanon? 


A Yes, I do. We greatly regret the loss of life 
caused by the explosion at the Israeli military headquarters 
in Tyre. We extend our sincere condolences to the families of 
the victims, and we note that the Israeli Government has 
appointed a board of inquiry to look into the circumstances of 
the explosion. 


We also note that there are conflicting reports 
about the origin of the blast. 


Q The Israelis, it's been reported, have vowed 
that they will take some kind of revenge for this action. Do 
you have a reaction to that? 


A I have no knowledge of that, but the point I 
just made, I think, is self-evident -- that they're going to 
conduct an investigation. So I wouldn't think until you con- 
duct the investigation you know who's cesponsible and if you 
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don't know who's responsible, it seems to me that raises a 
question about reprisals. 


Q The pattern in the past has been that there 
have been, you know, rather massive Israeli air raids 
against PLO positions in Lebanon. I'm just wondering if you 
have any concern that that may happen again? 


A One is always concerned about violence in 
Lebanon or anywhere, but we have no specific knowledge of 
anything in train. 


Q Anything on the schedule of Mr. Habib, when 
and where he is going? 


a He's in Washington. There are no plans set for 
him to return to the Middle East, but I would expect that he 
would be here for several days and through the visit of 
Prime Minister Begin. I would think he would stay here 
through those. 


Q Are there any plans for him to go after 
Begin's visit to the Middle East? 


-A Yes, I would think he would go to the Middle 
East. 


Q Any details; where he is going to? 
A No. No details. 


Q What is the significance of sending Mr. Habib’ 
back to the Middle East if Mr. Draper is there? You con- 
sider Mr. Draper's mission was a failure -- 


A Not at all. 


Q -- or that he's backing it back, or what -- 
putting a fresh start into it or what? 


- A You recall that Mr. Habib's previous mission 
was Lebanon exclusively. After his long, good work there, 
Mr. Habib returned to the United States and Mr. Draper 
undertook that mission and continues with that mission. 


What Mr. Habib is going to do is to have an 
overall role in the Middle East which certainly will encom- 
pass Lebanon but will be far from confined exclusively to 
Lebanon. He will be very much involved with the overall 
peace initiative of the President, and will be assisted 
on that front by Ambassador Fairbanks. 


Q This means that this will put to rest all the 
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rumors about appointing a special envoy to the Middle East, 
that were mentioned -- a few names -- that the special envoy 
for the Middle East peace which the whole structure will be 


Mr. Habib? (sic) 


A I don't know whether it will put to rest the 
rumors Of appointing a special envoy, but the fact is Mr. 
Habib has just been appointed the President's special repre- 
sentative in the Middle East. 


Q Can you get a readout on the meeting between 
Shultz and Ali? 


A % doubt it. As you know, the Egyptian 
Foreign Minister is seeing the President today, having lunch 
here in the building, seeing the Secretary. But I doubt 
that there would be any readout on those discussions unless 
the Foreign Minister said something himself after it. 


Q I was going *™ ask you about the response to 
the Tyre explosion. I unde: :tood you to say that you're 
actually asking Israel not to do so until a decision is 
found and then Israel can retaliate? 


A No, I didn't say that. I said we were noting 
that the Israeli Government was conducting an investigation. 
I was asked here whether we expected that there would be 
retaliation, and I just remarked as an observation that 
perhaps if you're conducting an investigation, you have a 
question about responsibility. 


Q Do you see any lesson from this accident? 
a Do I see -- 
Q Any lesson to draw from this agpcident? 


A I don't know that there's a lesson to be 
learned specifically from this incident. As we have said 
before and would say again, explosions of violence in 
Lebanon at large simply underline, we think, the urgency of 
our overall plan for the exodus of all foreign forces -- 
PLO, Syrian, Israeli. 


Q Do you happen to know if the State Department 
Or the White House or the U.S. Government is providing any 
special security for Prime Minister Begin on his trip to the 
United States this week? 


A I can't answer that question, and even if I 
had the information we probably wouldn't indicate anyway. 


Q Is he flying in an American plane? 
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A I haven't the faintest idea. Don't know. 


Q New subject. Do you have any comment on the 
meeting of the foreign ministers of Honduras and Nicaragua 
today? 


A On a meeting? 
Q On the meetings in Managua? 


My I think I have something on the border 
situation. 


Q I'll take what we've got, whatever it is. 


A It's not terribly forthcoming, I'm afraid. I 
guess we're going to refer you to the governments of the two 
countries involved. (Laughter) It was hardly worth the 
wait, was it. 


I would note there have been a numberc of -- 
Q What was the question, John? (Laughter) 


“A My answer was so long, I've forgotten what 
the question was. 


We would note that there have been a number of 
bilateral meetings in the recent past, particularly at the 
military level, aimed at addressing the tensions in the area. 


Q Do you have anything else to sustain the 
suspense? (Laughter) 


A No. I think we should all leave at this 
point. 


Q Do you have anything on the certification of 
Chile? 


No. 
Can you look into that? 


What do you want me to.look into? 


oO FF, OO PP 


Ace we going to? 


A At the appropriate time we'll make known what 
we'ce going to do. 


Q John, go back in time a little bit. When 
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Secretary Shultz met with Gromyko in New York, did he raise 
the Shcharansky or the Sakharov cases that you know of? 


a Yes. 


Q He did. He did that on his own initiative? 
In other words, he was not conveying any Congressional 
message to the Soviets? 


n I think he was articulating the viewpoint of 
the Administration. 


Q Can you tell us anything further about what 
he said at that -- 


ny No, I really can't. 


Q On the question on the Tyre explosion, you 
said the United States is regretting the losses. 


My Yes. Regretting the loss of life. 


Q We know that there are losses from the 
Iscaeli side and from the Palestinian prisoners. Does your 
cegret also cover the Palestinians? 


M Of course. We regret the loss of all life 
in the incident. 


Q Flora Lewis reminds that after President 
Kennedy's shooting the Soviets grounded their air force. 
Did the United States do anything -- 


A I'm sorry? 


Q Did the United States do anything after 
learning of Brezhnev's death, along the lines of the Soviet 
cesponse, after Senator Kennedy was shot? 


A, I'm sorry. I'm not quite getting the 
question. 


Q After Senator Kennedy was shot, the Soviet 
Union grounded its air force to show that it would not take 
advantage of that situation. Did the United States do . 
anything at all along that line after learning of Brezhnev's 
death? 


A There was no <= you really have to talk to 
the Pentagon, but I think there was a statement yesterday 
that there were no unusual or untoward military changes or 
shifts in our posture. 


Q Prominent French citizens have informed my 


~UVectiassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


13 


journal, The EIR, that the content and purpose of Henry 
Kissinger's current trip and meetings in Europe is to under- 
mine the Reagan Administration. 





How closely is Secretary Shultz consulting with 
Mr. Kissingerc on his trip? 


M I don't know about the trip, but certainly 
Secretary Shultz does talk with Mr. Kissinger from time to 
time and I think did talk to him within the past couple of 
weeks. As I say, he does talk to him either in person or by 
phone. , 


Q Let me just follow up. Was the Secretary 
informed of the content of this trial that's going on in Rome? 
It's tae trial of the murderers of Aldo Moro. 


os I think it's unlikely. 


Q One of the close friends of Aldo Moro, Mr. 
Guerzoni, testified that one of the people that was 
threatening Moro shortly before his death was Kissinger. 
Kissingec was identified as the man involved in this thing; 
it's court. testimony. 


X I'm sure the Secretary is totally unaware of 
that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:25 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


' DPC #197 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 15, 1982, 12:19 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: I have two announcements. First, 
regacding the naming of a Chair at the University of Chicago. 
The Department, the Secretary, and Deputy Secretary personally 
are very pleased to make note of the creation at the 
University of Chicago of the W. Allen Wallis Chair in 
Statistics. The Chair is being funded by a million dollar 
grant from the Ford Foundation. Among other things, its 
being named in Under Secretary Wallis' honor bespeaks the fact 
that Mr. Wallis, who headed the Graduate School of Business 
at the University of Chicago from 1956 to 1962 is considered 
to be the architect of that school. The chair will be filled 


by Professor George C. Tiao. 


_Second, regarding the Secretary's trip to Europe, 
part of which was already announced last week, Secretary 
Shultz will travel to Europe on December 6 for bilateral and 
multilateral consultations with our friends and allies. 
During his trip, the Secretary will visit Bonn, December 7-8; 
Brussels, December 8-ll; The Hague, December 11; Rome, December 
11-14; Paris, December, 14-15; Madrid, December 15-16; and 
London, December 16-19. 


While in Brussels, the Secretary will participate in 
the Ministerial Meeting of NATO's North Atlantic Council and 
will consult with members of the Commission of the European 
Community. The Secretary will also be consulting with host 
government officials at each stop. 


That's all on the announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Speaking of him, do you have an arrival time 
ef the Secretary from Moscow? 


A Jim, I don't have an arrival time except the 
latest reading I had is that it's likely to be sometime in the 
middle of the night. Because of the meeting with Mr. Andropov 
the departure time -- I don't have an actual “wheels up” time 
-- was scheduled to be around 7:00, Moscow time, which would 
bring them in 2:30 or something. I don't have an actual arri- 


val time. 








Q Also, on the Europeans, how do you explain the 
statement by the French Foreign Office which seems to cast 
some doubt over the unanimity that was talked about here on 
the pipeline sanctions and future dealings with the Soviet 
Union? 


A I don't have the exact text of what was said 
by the French Foreign Ministry. Let me just repeat what we 
said over the weekend -- what the President said and what the 
briefers said in this room on Saturday -- and that is that 
there was achieved substantial agreement on these measures 
relating to East-West economic relations; that there are a few 
minor points of detail yet to be worked out -- and we will be 
doing that -- and, of course, moving ahead with the various 
aspects of the agreement as had been indicated. 


gn 


Q - Alan, can I just go back because at the 
briefing that was held on Saturday, the question was, "What did 
substantial agreement mean?" The answer was, “Agreement on 
the substance." 


“Second question was: "Does that include France?" 
The answer was, "Yes." 


A Yes. I don't change that. 


Q All right. Now, you have the French 
President today making a statement saying that France is 
party to no agreement. You've got, at least according to 
Reuters news service, French backgrounding going on. 
For instance, here is a specific question: Did the French 
Government, either in Paris or through its Embassy in 
Washington, on Saturday morning advise the State Department 
or the White House that it was wrong to include them in this 
agreement that it was not party to? 
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A I'm not going into the detailed discussions. 
Let me say I think there may be some confusion over the term 
"agreement." We've been talking about substantial agreement 
on the East-West economic framework. I will stand on what 


we have said. \ 
\ 


There has been in the characterization, at least in 
some of the press play of it, the suggestion that there was 
some sort of agreement that we would lift the sanctions in 
exchange for the framework on overall East-West economic 
relations. There was no such agreement of that sort; there 
was no deal of that sort. So, if that is what is being 
referred to -- and it may be; I simply don't know -- I would 
agree with that. 








fact that the reports I've been seeing from Europe still -- 

and it's not just France -- either say they are not party to 
any agreement or that there is no real agreement or advance, 
it's just a reaffirmation of past agreements. 
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. Q No. They are referring to this agreement 
7 which we will not see the text of apparently. 
A I have addressed that to the extent that I 
can. 
& 
> Q Alan, have the French initialed the agreement 
° as everybody else has? 
> A There is no initialing. I think that was 
: made very clear here on Saturday. 
E Q No. 
— 
a A There is no initialing, no signing. This is 
2 not that kind of an agreement. 
> 
3 Q I believe there is initialing on this. 
3 A I believe you're wrong. 
© Q Alan, having not been here, I'm struck by the 
wD 
wy 
~ 
a 
" 
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Q It seems to me like you're having a repeat of 
what happened after the Versailles Summit here, and you ought 
to do something to clear it up. 





A I don't agree that it's that sort of a 
situation. I'm really going to stand on where we are. I 
think the words hold that the President used and that the 
senior officials use in briefing on Saturday, and I think that 
that is still a valid characterization of where we are. 


‘ Q Can I try one more way, then? Why, then, in 
the light of what you're saying, because there seems to be 
such a wide discrepancy and variance between what you and 
others are saying here and what is being reported not only - 
from Paris, but other European capitals? 


A I'm not sure what is being reported. I've 
seen reports which have had very supportive statements, for 
example, from Foreign Secretary Pym and others. 
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Q The thrust of the Pym statements is that this 
is simply a little a up of agreements that were already 
in existence. 


A I didn't read it that way, frankly. I 
thought he talked about a broad measure of agreement to guide 
the West's economic approach to the East. 


Q Alan, you said there were still some details 
to be worked out. Why was it announced before all the 
details were worked out? 


A I think that was explained again on Saturday. 
I don't have the words in front of me, but the point was that 
we had substantial agreement. There were some other con- 
siderations for not delaying it- which were talked about -- 
and I refer you to the transcript of the backgrounder on 
Saturday -- which I prefer not to do here. Since we had that 
substantial agreement, it was decided that was the 
appropriate time to move forward with it. 


Q Will that be one of the purposes of the trip 
to Europe by the Secretary, to work out these details? 


A I don't know, Jim, whether that would be the 
case or not. I would expect that there would probably be 
some further sessions well before that. I don't know of 
anything scheduled at the moment, but I don't think we would 
wait on it for that time. | 


Q Just to be sure, when you said earlier that 
there was no deal that in exchange for an agreement with 
Allies, there would be a lifting of American sanctions -- 


A Right. 
Q -- is that what you intended to say? 
A Yes. The lifting of the sanctions was a uni- 


lateral U.S. step. 


Q Then, why was it that for the past month it 
has been explained and reported without contradiction from 
you that it was in fact one in exchange for the other? 


A No. I disagree with you. I would refer you 
back to the record, Marvin. I really would. We've been very 


careful -- 


Q But you've always said that this -- 
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A Excuse me, excuse me. One at a time. 


Q You've always said then and you're saying now 
that this was always a unilateral American decision. 


A That's right. 


Q Totally on the side, and independent of that, 
you were negotiating with the Allies and trying to get a 
better deal on trade with the East. 


A That's right. Also, we've always said that 
if there were measures in place which were equal to or 
stronger than the sanctions, the President would consider 
taking action to lift the sanctions. 


Q Like in the -- 


A But that was not the context in which the 
discussions with the group that we've been talking with took 
place. The pipeline, the sanctions, and all that were not 
part of that discussion. 


Q But, Alan, are the measures in place? You 
say there are still details to be worked out, still more 
meeti:i.gs to be held. The sanctions have been lifted, but 
there seem to be no measures in place. 


A I think, in terms of the nature of the 
measures which were discussed, that we would anticipate 
moving forward. It's not something that happens, that (inaudible) 
today: All of a sudden there is a dramatic change. A lot of 
this is in terms of creating frameworks or mechanisms or stu- 
dies or so on, and I don't see a big distinction in that 
regard. 


Q Alan, is there anything right now that is in 
place, any single thing you can point to? 
. A We have substantial agreement on the -- 

Q No, no. You had sanctions that banned the 
shipment of A, B, C to the Soviets. 

A Yes. 

Q That's been lifted. Is there anything at all 


now in place that stops anything to the Soviets? 
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A I think we're talking past each other a 
little bit. I think in place is the substantial agreement 
that we have on this, that we'll move to finish off the minor 
detail points on, and proceed with the various studies and work 
program. That's an important part of this. 


Q Let me follow this up? Is there anything in 
place that picked up when the sanctions were lifted? 


A I think you're trying to look at this ina 
framework which doesn't quite fit, and I really think this 
issue of the importance of the agreement on the East-West 
framework was addressed rather extensively on Saturday. I 
really wovld refer you back to that and why that is a major 
achievement; why you can't simply trade, for example, a dollar 
figure of one off the dollar figure of the other. That kind 
of thing. You can't do that. 


Q I don't have to go back to the briefing on 
Saturday. I was here. My question has nothing to do with 
the briefing. I'm asking you -- 


A I think it was explained at the briefing. 

Q I'm asking you, is there anything in place 
today? 

A I have explained that what you have in place 
is this substantial agreement on which we will move forward. 

Q I don't see how -- 

Q That's about it, is it not? I mean you 


really don't expect to announce anything else, do you, as a 
matter of fact? I mean, that's it, isn't it? 


A Your sarcasm aside -- 

Q I don't mean it in a sarcastic way. It's a 
query. 

A It is a major achievement to get agreement on 


a framework of this sort covering East-West economic rela- 
tions. It is something that has been looked for for a long 


time. 


Q But you're taking the position that you've 
got it, and you don't have anything else to announce? 
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A And, there is a work program which has been 
spelled out under this and some specific measures that - 


Q What I'm asking you, we've found out all 
we're going to find out about this, haven't we? 


A For the moment, that may be true. I can't 
tell you. But over time, of course, you'll find out what the 
cesults of the work program are. 


Q But it will be something that will be 
announced =-=- I mean that we'll find out about as we find out 


about it? 


A Do yOu mean, are you going to get anything 
more out of me today? The answer is no. 

Q Forevec? 

A (inaudible) 

Q Once again, being under the handicap of not 


having been at this briefing Saturday, let me ask just 
one thing: One of these has to do with the review of the 


idea of strengthening the COCOM list. 
A Right. 


Q It is my recollection that following the 
invasion of Afghanistan, Warren Christopher went over to 
Europe a couple of times, and an agreement was made to make a 
study with the idea of strengthening the COCOM list. Was 
that study ever concluded or is this the same study, or -- ? 


A I think it's ongoing, but in addition to 
that, John, there is included here -- which was not included 
there, which had to do with the mechanisms and so forth. 
Again, that was addressed on Saturday, and I'm sorry to keep 
on referring you to it, but I think that that's the 
appropriate thing to do. 


Q Do you agree with your Allies in Ottawa -- to 


the best of my collection -- the Ottawa communique is con- 
firmed, that there should be these studies? What is new in 


these studies? 


A I'm sorry. I didn't understand. 
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Q Don't you agree with your Allies in the 
Ottawa Summit, the Ottawa Communique explicitly talks about 
new studies on COCOM. What is the difference between those 
studies a year ago and these new studies? 


A Again, I think it was explained Saturday in 
tecms of the mechanism as opposed to the list strengthening 
which is also again part of this. But there were other 
things as well. These were all addressed on Saturday, and I 
don't want to go over the ground again. 


Q If the lifting of the sanctions was a unilateral 
action -- I just want to make sure I have what you said cight 
-- and it was unrelated to the agreement on this overall 
East-West strategy -- 


A Unrelated to reaching agreement on it. 
That's true. 


Q Now, does that mean that had you not rceached 
substantial agreement, you might have lifted the sanctions, 
anyway? 


A As I say, it's unrelated to reaching that 
agreement. The President has said -- I'm repeating myself, 
but you're forcing me to do this -- and the Secretary had 
said that if we had a substitute which was equally or more 
effective than the sanction measures, that he would consider 
lifting the sanctions. 


You're saying to me, in the absence of this 
East-West framework, would he have lifted the sanctions, and 
I would say to you, if we didn't have the East-West framework 
and we didn't have anything else that was equally or more 
effective, then I would say probably no, he wouldn't have 
lifted the sanctions. Those concerns remain. But that 
doesn't mean this framework was the only way of going. 
That's all moot at this point. 
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Q I understand that, but you're saying on the 
one hand that they're unrelated and on the other hand -- 


A Unrelated to the decision on reaching the 
agreement on East-West framework, but then, having reached 
that agreement, not unrelated in the sense that the 
President looked at what the framework was and found that 
that was a sufficient substitute, strong as meeting the cri- 
teria he had laid down so that he could unilaterally lift 
the sanctions. 


Q They would have to be unilateral action 
because they were unilateral sanctions. So he had to have 
something; he had to get something. 


A He doesn't have to get something. I don't 
think "get something” is the right way of putting this. 
There had to be some other measures in his view which 
would allow him to lift it. But that was not the way it was 
approached in the discussions. 


Q This was the only game in town. There were 
no other measures on the horizon. 


A I think I've explained it clearly in terms of 
the way it was approached, which is that it was approached 
-- the discussions were in terms of the East-West framework. 
The President's later decision in terms of sanctions was 
clearly taken in light of the existence of that agreement 
but it was not negotiated on the basis that there would be a 


guid pro quo. 





Q Let me just ask one more then. If it turns 
out that the French decide that they are not in substantial 
agreement here; if it turns out that the French have not 
agreed to anything, since it is French companies, to a large 
part who are supplying the pipeline, will the quid pro quo be 
gone? 





A I said there was no quid pro quo in that sense. 





e Q I'm sorry. 


A You're raising a hypothetical situation, and 
I really am not going to try to address it. 


Q Alan, was any consideration given to 
announcing the presumed substantive agreement on the 
East-West trade thing at one time and the lifting of the 
sanctions in any entirely different forum? 


A That's the kind of thing, in terms of inter- 


gn 
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nal tactics and so on, which, as you know all too well, I 
just wouldn't go into. 


Q Can I just come back again? You have the 
French President today, on the record, saying there's no 
agreement on East-West economic relations. 


A I haven't seen the statement and I'm not sure 
I could agree to the characterization of-it in that way. If 
you want to say that there is no agreement in the sense of 
a final agreement, we would agree that there is substantial 
agreement but there are these few minor points of detail to be 
worked out. I can't parse the sentences because I don't 
know what they are and I don't know what the thinking is 
behind them. It's not going to be productive to continue. 


Q Do you think that the way this is being pre- 
sented enlightens the American public as to what's going on 
in terms of East-West relations? 


A I think that the President's statement on 
Saturday and the explanation that was subsequently provided 
does provide a clear understanding of the way in which we 
ace approaching East-West relations. 


-Q I'll quote you on that. 


Qg Usually, covering the State Department for a 
long, long time, the State Department usually does not say 


they have an agreement and spell out any detail unless every 
"t" has been crossed and it's excruciating. Here, you're saying, 


yep, the agreement wasn't really finished in the language 
but it's substantially agreed to. 


At the BACKGROUND briefing, the only sense of why 
it was issued at that time was that it wanted to get it out 


before the new Chancellor of West Germany got here and they 
didn't want it to conflict with the funeral of Brezhnev. Both 


reasons I don't understand. 


Do you have any idea why it was put out knowing -- 
maybe you didn't know -- did you not know that the French 
Government was not going to associate itself with this 


agreement? 


A Bernie, I think I really have addressed this 
to the extent I'm prepared to do it at this point. 


Q Would you agree that we were mislead at the 
briefing? 


A No. 


reign 
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Q You're standing by the position that France 
has agreed to this, on the substance of it? 


A Yes. 


Q What is your comment on today's high-level 
U.S.-Soviet meeting in Moscow? 


7 I may come back to you, but let's finish this 
off because I don't think we're getting far on this. 


Q . Would you take the question; will you 
readdress the question of whether there's substantial 
agreement when you have exactly -- when you, the State 
Department, have exactly what the French Government has 


said? Will you then - 


A No. I think that we will stand on what the 
President has said, and if we have anything further at any 
point we wish to volunteer on that, we'll do that. But I'm 
not going to take a question that suggests that we're going 
to clarify cemarcks. 


Q The only reason I say this is because when you 
were asked what the French Governnment said, you said you 
didn't know what they said. 


A I'm telling you personally I don't, but I'm 
telling you I do know what the position of the U.S. 
Government is, and that's as I articulated. 


Q How do you know there was an agreement on 
substance? There's no initialing. 


A Now you're asking me to get into the 
substance of the discussion which I'm not prepared to do. 


Q It's important to the credibility. Either 
the President of the United States or the President of 
France is telling a fact that isn't true. (Laughter. ) 


A No, I think you may be looking at words, 
Bernie, which are not saying exactly what you're charac- 
Fer tzing them as saying, and I'm just not going to go into 
t. 


Q The French have, on three straight days now, 
made it clear, I think, as you can do it in the Western 
world, saying they're not a party to this agreement the 
President announced. 


A Dick. 


Q Alan, what is your comment on today's high- 
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level U.S.-Soviet meeting in Moscow after the Brezhnev 
funeral? 


oom I don't have a specific comment. I believe 
that, at the airport on leaving Moscow, the Vice President 
made a statement and I would refer you to that statement. 


¢) Can we come back ic the East-West framework 
for a minute? 


A Yes, go ahead, John. 


Q Part of the problem that involved these sanc- 
tions resulted from the fact that everybody came out of the 
Versailles Summit, putting on a very similar performance. 
The United States, saying that they had one understanding of 
what was agreed at Versailles and the Europeans later coming 
up with another understanding. 


Do you see us heading for a repeat? 


A No, I don't. I think, without necessarily 
accepting your characterization but without arguing with it 
for the purpose of addressing it, I simply would say, let's 
let events take their course and see where we go with this. 
I think you will find the kind of difference you're speaking 
of simply will not exist. 


Q Do you have anything on the North Korean 
diplomat that's wanted in New York? 


A I have nothing -- at least I don't think I do 
-- beyond what we said before. No. We had something in 
October, I believe, which you have, I'm sure. That is still 
where we are. 


Q Alan, now that the meeting Friday between 
Begin and President Reagan has been cancelled, will Habib be 
going to the Middle East earlier than scheduled? 


A I do not know the answer to that question. 
Q You don't have any tentative -- 
° A I don't have a schedule for him. 


Q Does the Department have any rcesponse to the 
Senate Permanent Investigation Subcommittee Report that was 
discussed in the Post and Times this morning? 


A On high technology leaks? . 


Q Yes. 
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A Yes, I dow. We have not had an opportunity 
yet to review the Senate report which apparently was 
celeased only this past weekend. It would appear from 
news reports, however, that much of the information about 
the Soviet efforts to acquire U.S. technology came from the 
executive agencies. 


It is evident that the Soviet Union and certain 
other members of the Warsaw Pact have undertaken extensive 
legal and illegal efforts to acquire advanced technologies 
from the United States and the other Western industrial 
nations. Such efforts have clearly been on the increase 
during the past decade, and the Soviets have acquired signi- 
ficant amounts of militarily relevant technologies from the 
West in certain areas such as semi-conductor manufacturing. 


Spearheading the Administration's efforts to 
address this problem is the newly created Senior Interagency 
Group on Technology Transfer. it combines the efforts of 
eighteen agencies, all of which are engaged in attempting to 
deal with the technology leakage probien. However, Our con- 
cern in this area is not new. 





We have focused our efforts on strengthening the 
multilateral system of export controls which we coordinate 
with our allies -- that is, NATO minus Iceland and Spain 
plus Japan -- through the informal international body, the 
Coordinating Committee, or COCOM. 


At a high level COCOM meeting last January we and 
our allies agreed that we need to work together to assure 
that the common embargo lists cover all the critical equip- 
ment and technologies and that our enforcement efforts are 
stcengthened. Since January we have been working with the 
other COCOM governments to put these general agreements into 
effect. Currently in COCOM we are engaged in technical 
negotiations aimed at strengthening the embargo lists. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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The Administration has also attempted to 
strengthen our national enforcement efforts. The Department 
of Commerce, for example, has this year created a new Office 
of Export Enforcement and significantly increased its staff 
working on enforcement activities. 


The Customs Service under its “operation Exodus" 
has also stepped up its investigatory and inspection activi- 
ties aimed at insuring compliance with the security 
controls. The intelligence community has organized several 
interagency action groups specifically aimed at coping with 
the illegal technology transfer problems. 


The State Department works closely with all those 
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agencies and plays a key role in coordinating the increasing 
number of approaches being made to our allies and other 
governments on security export control enforcement problems. 


Q Is that all? 

A That is all. (Laughter) 
Q Copies? 

A You didn't get all that? 


Q Not the last four words. Did you say that 
COCOM is considering enforcement questions in there? And if 
not, can you take the question? 


A What I said was that we agreed on the need to 
work together to assure common embargo lists and that our 
enforcement efforts are strengthened. 


Q Okay. Could you take the question: Is COCOM 
considering -- is one of the subjects, coordinating multila- 
teral increased enforcement? : 


A I will look into it. I can't tell you given 
the nature of COCOM whether I can specifically answer, but I 
will see if we can get an answer for you. . 


Q Can you saying anything about meetings that 
Secretary Shultz has had over the last several weeks with 
Lane Kirkland of the AFL-CIO, both the number of meetings? 


A No. 
Q Can you take that? 
A I can look into it. 


Q The number of meetings, the purpose; did they 
discuss domestic economic matters? Did they discuss the 
enforcement of austerity measures in Latin America through 
Lane Kirkland's political operations there, that sort of 


thing? 


A Let me look into what I can get on such 
meetings. 


Q Any information about the release of three 
Americans in Angola? 


A No. I don't have anything on a prisoner 
exchange. As is quite clear from the reports this morning, 
negotiations and exchange efforts of various sorts are 
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taking place, but I don't have any comment on the details at 
this point. 


Q Do you have any statements to make on some of 
the events going on in Israel today? It's a day of mourning 
over there. . 


A No. I think this is, indeed, a day of 
mourning both quite personally for the Prime Minister and 
also with regard to the personnel who were killed in the 
explosion. I think it's not appropriate for us to be com- 
menting at a time of this sort. 


Q Do you have anything on a story that appeared 
in the Times this morning about American companies providing 
military equipment to the Guatemalan Government? 


A Guatemala? Yes. We are checking into the 
specific allegations made by the Guatemala Organization of 
People in Arms guerrilla group. 


As you are aware, Section 502(b) of the Foreign 
Assistance Act imposes restrictions on security assistance, 
as defined in that section, and on issuance of licenses 
under the_Export Administration Act for the export of crime 
control and detection equipment. Specifically, military use 
equipment requires licensing through the Office of Munitions 
Control, and dual-purpose licensing -- that is, dual purpose 
civilian or military use -- is administered by the 
Department of Commerce. 


In terms of cash sales of equipment by license 
through the Department of Commerce, the only sales that I am 
aware of over the last eighteen months date back to April 
1981, when a world-wide administrative action was taken to 
drop trucks and jeeps from the Commerce Department's list of 
crime control and detection equipment, and an approximately 
$4,000 FMS physiological flight testing contract. 


I would refer you to the guidance that we had at 
that time for specifics. 


Q What about the charge that is made by some 
Congressmen that technically you're violating the agreement 
not to sell equipment to Guatemala? 


A As I say, we're looking into this report that 
was in the paper, but our approach to it is as I just 
described it to you. 


Q Are you going to decide sometime this week, 
as I guess you said last week, on whether you will open 
channels for that sort of equipment or not? 
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A The helicopter spare parts and that sort of 
thing? 


7 Q Yes. 


A I just don't have anything beyond what we had 
last week. That is, no final decision has been made. I 
wasn't aware that we said we're looking to a decision this 


week. 
Q I thought you said -- 


A Well, maybe. Anyway, there's no decision at 
this point and I don't have a forecast on when one would be 


made. 


Q One more on Latin America, or Central 
America. El Salvador seems to be mostly blacked out now by 
rebel attacks. Do you have sort of a status report on the 


war? 
A I don't, Charles. 


Q Do you have any comment on the evaluation and 
grading of forty-eight major daily newspapers which was con- 
ducted by the Israeli Embassy in Washington, which were 
made public last week in a meeting between the Israeli 
Ambassador and the editorial borad of the Washington Post? 





Q On the rating? No. I was asked that last 
week and I said I didn't think I would care to go into the question. 


A I would like to follow-up. There are reports 
that Israel is holding 260 Palestinian children under the age 
of 16 in the Ansar concentration camp in north Israel. Could 
you check on that and determine the faith and conditions of 


these imprisoned children? 


A I think that the best I could do is to reiterate 
the point we made before, that we have discussed the 
question of conditions under which various prisoners are 
held and so on with the various parties concerned and remain 
concern that there be proper treatment and have received 
assurances in that regard. But I don't think I would be 
speaking here about details, and I would address you to the 
specific parties involved. 


Q But these 16 years -- 


A I understand your question. I also think 
that from here we would not be addressing the specifics of a 
particular question of that sort. But I think the concern 
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that we have about the issue in general has clearly been 
a part of the record. 


Q One last question: Do you have any infor- 
mation about Israel's annouricement of the intended expulsion 
of the Armenian archbishop in Jerusalem? Do you know why he 
is going to be deported, and did you receive any complaints 
about such Israeli decision? 


A I have no information on that at all. 
Q Do you have anything on Lech Walesa's status? 


A Yes. Just very briefly, it's to note that 
we're pleased that Mr. Walesa has been released though it 
occurs in the aftermath of the legal abolition of the 
Solidarity movement that he led. We hope that this 
gesture will be followed up by steps toward genuine recon- 
ciliation with Polish society as a whole. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #198 


TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a number of 
announcements. 


First, ON BACKGROUND, let me give you something 
cegacding the prisoner exchange. I would particularly cali 
to the attention of the TV cameras that this is a BACKGROUND 
statement. There have been a number of stories over the last 
24 hours about an exchange of prisoners in southern Africa, 
which would include the release of three Americans being held 
in Angola and various other Angolans, Soviets, Cubans, and 
South Africans as well. 


The United States has been working since August 
1981 to secure the release of the three Americans through a 
complex and comprehensive exchange. This exchange is under 
way and may be completed within the next several hours. At 
such time as it has been completed, we will have a statement 
for you, and would be prepared to answer questions. If there 
were sufficient interest, we could look into the question of 
arccanging a BACKGROUND briefing by Department officials 
knowledgeable on the subject; but because the exchange has 
not taken place, I can't provide any more details at this 
particular time or take any questions on the issue. 


Q I don't quite follow the idea of the exchange. 

A It's a prisoner exchange. 

Q Who are the prisoners? 

A As I say, Marvin, I'm not going to be able to 
go into any further detail on this until it has been 
effected. When it has been, we'll have a statement and be 
happy to take questions. And as I say, if there is enough 
interest, provide a briefing as well. 

Q With microphones? 


A No, I think it will probably be a written state- 
ment. 
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Before we go back on the record, keeping this ON 
BACKGROUND, is there much interest in a briefing? I assume 
it probably would be a background briefing. Let me see a 
show of hands. 


I see about eight hands. 


Q It's expressing an interest in something we 
don't know terribly much about. 


A It's been written up in the papers the last 
sevecal days. 


Q I understand. But from your point of view. 
From your point of view, there's not much - END BACKGROUND 


A O.K. Second, ON THE RECORD now: Just simply 
to take note of the fact, since it will be tomorrow morning 
-- I'm not quite sure what time -- the Secretary will be, as 
you may already know, addressing the OAS General Assembly 
meeting. We don't know precisely what time that will be -- 
probably late morning, but anyway, just to call that to your 
attention. Also to let you know that there are copies of the 
agenda available in the Press Office. 


Q Alan, when will the text be available? 

A I don't know when the text will be available. 
Q Are they piping it in? 
A 


Why don't you check with the Press Office 
latec, and we'll see. 


A comment on the Brazilian elections. I have a 
brief comment to make about the elections in Brazil yesterc- 
day. A major emphasis of this Administration's foreign 
policy in the hemisphere has been that the path to political 
stability and economic progress, to freedom, opportunity, and 
cespect for individual rights is the democratic path. In our 
estimate, the Americas have reflected a definite trend toward 
a democratic form of government over the past few years <-- in 
Centcal America, the Andean countries, and, most cecently, in 
South America. 


A most impressive example of this is Brazil's aberturca, 
the peaceful and progressive democratization of the country. 
Yesterday, the Abertura achieved a major milestone -- elec- 
tions for ovec 50,000 municipal, state and 
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congressional offices, with the largest participation of any 
elections in the history of the region. We applaud both the 
process and the event. 


Finally, on the Caribbean Basin Initiative, there 
are press reports today quoting House Ways and Means 
Committee Chairman, Congressman Dan Rostenkowski, to the 
effect that the remaining portions of the Administration's 
Caribbean Basin Initiative were unlikely to receive 
Congressional action for six to eight months. The following 
is a statement the Department has received from our Embassy 
in Kingston, which we feel more accurately reflects the 
Chaicman's cemacks in Jamaica yesterday: 


"The House Ways and Means Committee is presently 
on a fact-finding visit to five Caribbean countries. The 
Committee will be leaving Jamaica on Wednesday morning. In 
brief remarks to cepresentatives of the press in Jamaica on 
Monday, Chairman Rostenkowski reiterated that the committee 
would take up the trade aspects of the CBI legislation 
ducing the post election session. He also pointed to other 
periocity legislation before the committee, but could not 
guarantee that enactment would be achieved this year. He 
did not say that any action on the CBI would be delayed six 
to eight months." 


I would reiterate, for our part, that the entire 
Administration CBI program, including the vital tax, trade 
and investment portions, remains of the highest priority for 
this Administration. The Administration intends to push for 
eacly consideration and passage of these key measures. 


We expect that the session of Congress scheduled 
to convene on November 29 will be considering the remainderc 
of the CBI, and will be acting on it. We will be working 
closely with Congress to this end. 


Q Can you provide copies for those two statements? 


A Yes. 


Q May I follow up on that? Did Rostenkowski's 
office ask the Embassy in Kingston to pass this word on 
through here? 


A I'm not aware that they asked that the word 
be passed on through here. They have seen the statement -- 
his office has seen the statement. I don't know if the 
Congressman has seen it, but the people who are with him on 
the trip are aware of the statement. 
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Q Why has the State Department taken it upon 
itself to speak for Congressman Rostenkowski? 


A There was a story which indicated that this 
legislation would not be taken up, and in fact did not 
ceflect what he said. We thought it was important to get 
the point out. It's very simple. 


Q The State Department does expect the legisla- 
tion to be taken up this year? 


a Let me refer you to the statement. You'll 
have it in writing and you can look at it. It says, basi- 
cally, what the Congressman said, what the Chairman said, 
and what our approach to it will be, reiterating, of course, 
the very high priocity we attach to it. 


Q Does the State Department feel that the post- 
election session of the Congress will deal with it in full, 
at least pass it? 


A What I just rcead to you was that we expect 
the session of Congress scheduled to convene on November 29 
will be considering the remainder of the CBI, and will be 
acting on it. We will be working closely with Congress to 


this end. 


Q Alan, do you have any observations today on 
the celease of Lech Walesa? 


A No. I think we've commented on this already 
and have nothing further today. 


Q Do you happen to know what the Secretary said 
when he came out of this meeting with the President? 


A {I have an informal readout on it. 
Q Could you share that with us? 


A Let's do it afterwards because I don't want 
to be quoted on words that I don't have exact quotations on, 
so I'll be happy to give you the sense of what he said 
aftecwacds, but I'd rather let his cemarks stand on the 
cecocd for themselves. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statement by 
the Colombian Foreign Minister that the Central American 
region has become an East-West battleground? 





A No. There are, obviously, a number of 
speeches that have been made or are going to be made at the 
General Assembly over the coming days, and we're not going 
x2: to be commenting on individual speeches. 


Q Do you have any comments on the remarks of 
the Soviet Foreign Trade Minister Patolichev today? He 
urged the United States to give up the idea of trade sanc- 
tions in order to influence Soviet policy. 

A No, I don't have any comment on that. 

Q Do you think you will? 

A No. I don't expect to. 


Q Even in light of the various high-level contacts 
of the last few days and the efforts to put celations on a 
more nocmal footing? 


| 


Ay I think that our approach has been expressed 
in a number of ways, including the President's statement on 
Saturday, including cemarks that have been made by various 
officials, including the Secretary this morning and rcemacks 
made in Moscow. I don't think I'll be amplifying it speci- 
fically with respect to those comments. 


Q My question is, what cole does trade have in 
U.S.-Soviet celations? What cole should it have? 
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A We've talked about the issue a number of 
times. I don't have any words of wisdom on that to offer 
you today, and no particular cesponse to his comment. 
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Q Alan, there was a ceport this morning that 
mentioned possible future making of the East-West trade 
agreement public. Do you have anything on that? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Alan, what particulac point or message did 
the Secretary bring back from Moscow? 


A I really don't have anything to add to what 
either was said in Moscow, or as I say, what he said. If I 
had the words that he used at the White House, I'd be happy 
to shace them with you. 
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Q In terms of the sense of it, do you know if -- 
A I'm not going to try to characterize it. 


Q That aside, do you Know if any of the 
discussions that were held there by the Vice President or 
the Secretary have laid any kind of a new basis for talks on 


any of the outstanding issues? 


A I think that's asking me to characterize it, 
and I'm not going to do that. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Alan, within the past few hours there have 
been ceporcts of relatively massive Israeli armor movements 
into contested areas in Lebanon. Do you have anything on 


that? 


A. I have seen rceports of it, press reports, 
hut I don't have any comment on it. 


Q No comment on the movement itself or 
fighting in that region? 


A No comment on the question that you raised 
on the reporcts. 


Q How about on the fighting that has been 
going on for the past day or so in that area? 


fh In the Bekaa and the Shouf and so on? I 
think other than to underscoce that we would -- obviously, 
we ace hopeful that things will rcemain calm and we are 
looking towards the earliest possible withdrawal of all the 
foreign forces, no, I don't have a reaction to that. 


Q Any specific information on the framework 
for Mc. Habib to continue his mission in Lebanon? 


Ms No. I think he addressed at the White 
House what his mission would be in addition to the White 
House statement which, of course, covers both the peace pro- 
cess in Lebanon, working with Ambassadors Draper and 
Faicbanks. But, no, beyond that I don't -- 


Q I mean particuacly his relation to the 
other two diplomats assigned to Lebanon, Mc. Fairbanks and 
Ambassador Draper. 


my Yes. I say they will be working with hin, 
to put it more accucately, I guess. But he will be the 
President's Special Representative. He did address this 
issue, I think, after he saw the President at the White 
House. I would ask you to check the cemarks he made at 
that time. - I-think he did address it to some extent. 


As fac as his schedule is concerned, I understand 
he's due to go to the region latec this week, but I don't 
have a specific itinerary. 


Q Can I ask you another question on the pipe- 
line sanctions? 


nN I'll come back to you. 
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Q There was also a press report that the 
Israeli forces had withdrawn from some of the areas around 
Beirut. 


A Yes. I don‘t have anything on that. 

e) In Baabda? 

A I don't have anything on that. 

Q Just one more thing about the "massive" 


Israeli troop movement, you said you have no comment; 
you've seen the report. 


A The press report. 

Q You cannot confirm that something of that 
kind -- 

A I have nothing on that. 

Q In the Saturday briefing, the first offi- 


cial who talked about the secrecy, or the confidential 
nature of the agreements, likened them to our own constitu- 
tional convention when he was asked later about if they 
would ever be released, he said that the understanding was 
that the agreements reached would be in confidence. Of 
course, Our Own constitution was later, I believe, 
published. Do you think these ever will be? 


fy I can't tell you. It would require clearly 
the approval of all the parties concerned. I can't predict 
that. 


Q What is your reading of what these offi- 
Ccia.s said that they would be in confidence. That was the 
understanding. My reading is that, therefore, they can 
never be released? 


Ay The understanding was that the discussions 
were in confidence and that the document, or terms, I guess, 
would not be made specifically available unless everybody 
agreed that that should be the case. 


Q Alan, someone in the White House was saying 
something to me that indicated that there is in fact an 
agreement now, but what's being talked about is whether or 
not to release it. Do you know -- 


A We spent a long time on this yesterday, and 
I really don't want to reopen this today. 


Q Did you address that question of whether or 
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not there is actually something on paper now -- 


A I think Larry Speakes addressed that. I 
cefec you to what he said. 

Q Alan, any comments on the OAU meeting in 
Tripoli? 

A No. 

Q Qaddafi comments on Zaire and Israel, 
restoring relations? 

A I don't have anything on that. 

Q Alan, you may have addressed this yester- 


day. I don't know. Anything on what the U.S. sees as a 
delay, oc would there be a delay in the Middle F2s* peace 
process orc the Lebanon withdrawal process as a result of 
Prime Minister Begin's wife's death, the mourning period and 


sO on? 


A I don't think I would really want to specu- 
late about that and particularly not in the context of Prime 
Ministec Begin's mourning period. I don't think that's 
appropriate to do from here. 


Q Do we have a position on the deportation of 
teachecs from the West Bank because they won't sign that 
anti-PLO thing? 


nes Yes. First, to give you a little 
background on it, most of which you may already be aware. 
Iscaeli military govercnment authorities are requiring that 
any non-resident who wishes to take out or renew a work 
residence pecmit must sign a pledge not to provide direct 
assistance to the PLO or “any other hostile organization." 


As many as eighteen professors from An Najah 
University in Nablus have been expelled to date for refusing 
to sign such a pledge. In addition, at least eleven 
American citizens, one from An Najah and ten from Bir Zeit, 
have been ordered to stop teaching and have been informed 
they will be required to leave when their visitors permits 


lapse. 


Our undecstanding is that most of the people 
involved ace Jordanian citizens and have been sent across 
the civerc to Jordan. Several other foreign nationals underc 
thceat of expulsion apparently have already departed by air. 


We are informed that two American citizens 
affected by the pledge, including Feiruz Shehadi, described 
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in the Washington Post today as already having been deported, 
plan to leave within the next few days. 





These developments are naturally of concern to 
us. We are also concerned that large-scale bannings and 
expulsions of vital non-resident educators could eventually 
force some or all West Bank universities to close. Since 
the U.S., both privately and officially, has over the years 
made meaningful financial and intellectual contributions to 
the development of such institutions, we naturally take an 
interest if their continued operation is in question. 


There's also the broader issue of the effect of 
the pledge requirement on our effort to restore momentum to 
the peace process. Actions such as these can only further 
undecmine the confidence of Palestinians and others who we 
hope to attract to future negotiations. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, Alan? 
A Yes. We can make copies. 
Q Some Israeli officials are saying that such 


measures are common and regular and even the United States 
practices such; are you aware of these things and can you 


tell us what they are? 


A The only thing I've seen in terms of the 
United States was some suggestion that we have in our 
emigration proceedings some similar oath. That's simply is 
not the case. The only oath that I'm aware of, in terms of 
immigration, would be a verification that the information 
provided in applications is truthful, but not this sort of 


an oath. 


Q You're talking about the oath that anybody 
that wants to become a U.S. citizen will have to swear; is 


that it? 


A Anybody applying for a visa, be it an 
immigrant Orc a non-immigrant visa. I think the procedures are 
somewhat different but the point is, the only affirmation, 
Oath, Orc whatever it might be called is as to the truth of 
the information provided in the application. 


Q So these two things are really different? 
A Yes. 
Q How about not to overthrow the government 


by force? 


2) The Communist Party. 
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A What you have is in the application form, 
the various things you attest to in your application. 


as Q One of the things you swear to is not to 
overthrow -- 


A I refer you to the application form, but it 
doesn't have this sort of specific pledge. 


gn 


Q Alan, do you know exactly under what 
program we provided aid to those universities and how much 
aid we may have provided? 


A I don't have it. 


Q Who would have information like that? I 
wasn't aware we were supporting those universities -- just a 
matter of ignorance on my part. 


A Let me see if I can find out where you 
might tucn if we can't provide it. 


Marvin, you say you can help him? 


0 No. I was just astonished at the 
acknowledgment. 
Q It is the first time. There's also a 


cepoct in the Ha'aretz today that was picked up on FBIS that says 
there's a plan by the Begin Government to put pressure on 

West Bank officials who are pro-Jordanian or were identified 

in some way with Jordan in order to discourage the possibi- 

lity of King Hussein linking up with these people. 
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Are you aware of the report; are you investi- 


gating it? 

A I, myself, have only seen the wire report. 
I'm not aware of anything beyond that. 

Q Are you going to talk to the Israeli 
Govercnment about this? 

A About the pledge issue? 

Q Yes. 

A We have. 

fe) Can you tell us about that? 
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A We brought our concerns about the pledge 
requirement to the attention of the Israeli Government on 
several occasions, and specifically objected to the actions 
taken against the American professors. 


0 Could I follow that up briefly? Did you 
get any sort of response which you found satisfactory or 


unsatisfactory? 


A I don't think I'm able really to go beyond 
saying that we raised the issue. 


0 Since you just, yourself, volunteered this 
aid to West Bank universities from the United States, and 
you also said that these universities may be threaten with 
closure or something, what are you prepared to do? I mean, 
the U.S. Government, in order to kind of prevent that from 


happening? 


A Other than saying, as I just did, that we 
brought our concerns to the attention of the Israeli 
authorities on several occasions. I don't think I'm going 
to speculate about what steps might be taken beyond that. 


@) Do you have any information on what percentage 
of the teachers in both those universities are foreigners? 


A No, I don't. 


0 I mean, do you have any idea what would be 
the effect of those expulsion of the schools? 


A I don't have specific figures, but I think 
you can take it from the statement that the impact would be 
considered significant. 


0 Do you have any comment on reports 
published by a U.S. weekly newspaper saying that this 
Administration is covering up the kidnapping of Dr. Dodge in 
Lebanon? 


A I don't know anything about the report but 
the accusation is ridiculous. 


0 Alan, yesterday, the Italian magazine, Il 
Jiorno covered a story which has been well known in 
certain circles for some years, which is the possibility 
that Yuri Andropov in his previous capacity as head of the 
KGB had used specially trained homosexual agents to recruit 
the services of one Dr. Henry Kissinger. 





A I think we've reached the end of the useful 
briefing or do you have some substantial questions? 


0 Thank you. 
(The press briefing concluded at 12:37 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #199 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 1982, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. Available in the 
Press Office are copies of the Secretary's speech before the 
Organization of American States this morning. 


The Secretary of State will hold a press con- 
ference, an on-the-record press conference tomorrow, 
Thursday, at 4:00 P.M. 


Q Really? 
A Yes. 
Q Too fast. Try again. 


A The Secretary of State will hold a press con- 
ference. You've been urging one, Bernie. Do you have 
second thoughts? 


©] What is a press conference? (Laughter) 


A Come along tomorrow and you'll find out. -- 
4:00 o'clock tomorrow, Loy Henderson Conference Room. 


Q A.M. Or P.M.? 


A P. M. 

Q We hope it's a news conference as opposed -- 
(Laughter) 

Q Just a ceminder. You all know this, but any- 


body wishing to cover the event must have State 
Department/White House press credentials. And as a result 
of the Secretary's press conference, there will not be a 
daily press briefing tomorrow. That's all I have for you. 


Q How long is his prepared statement tomorrow? 


A I don't think he'll have a prepared state- 
ment. I think he'll go right into questions. 


Q Have you looked over Saddam Hussein's rcemarcks 
in Baghdad yesterday regarding what the United States is or 
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is not doing to help in the war with Iran; do you have any 
comment on that? 


A Yes. The United States policy with regard to 
the Iran-Iraq war has been clear and consistent since the 
outbreak of hostilities, and the policy enunciated when 
Iraqi forces entered Iran remains our policy today. 


The United States supports the independence and 
territorial integrity of both Iran and Iraq, as well as that 
of the other states in the region. 


In keeping with our policy worldwide, we oppose 
the seizure of territory by force. 


We see the continuation of the war, as we have 
repeatedly said, as a danger to the peace and security of 
all nations in the Gulf region, and we have therefore con- 
sistently supported an immediate cease-fire and a negotiated 


settlement. 


. We maintain a firm policy of not approving the 
sale or transfer of American military equipment and supplies 
to either belligerent, and we welcome constructive inter- 
national efforts to bring an end to the war on the basis of 
each state's respect for the territorial integrity of its 
neighbors and each state's freedom from external coercion. 


Q Copies? 


A Yes. 


Q He said he was knocking on all doors in that 
regard to settle the war. Has he been knocking on the door 


here lately? 


A I'm not aware of anything that has been going 
on there, Mike. 


Q On that same subject, there have some stories 
in the French newspapers in the last few days that a lot of 
the war materiel captured by the Israelis in Lebanon has found 
its way to Iran. Do you have any -- 


A I'm not aware of it. 


Q Could you tell us if the policy of not selling 
military equipment to either belligerent is -- any con- 
sideration is being given to changing that or if there has 
been any further review of the placement or non-placement of 
Iraq on the terrorism list? 


A Certainly on the first question I'm not aware 
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2f any change or consideration of any change. On the second 
one, I don't know whether there have been any -- 


MR. ROMBERG: We said we would be looking 
into it. 


MR. HUGHES: I don't know if there have been any 
developments in the last few days. 


Q (Inaudible) 


A We gave you a little language about a week 
ago, I think. 


Q Nothing since then? 
A Nothing since there. 


Q Have there been any developments or response 
from the Iraqis on that? 


A Response from the Iraqis? Not to my knowledge. 
We'll check, on it for you. 


Q Beyond going to this statement that you just 
said, and I think it is a repetition of what you have been 


saying all along -- 
A Because our policy hasn't changed. 


Q Are you doing any substantial thing in the way of 


possibly contacting other people, in any shape, some high- 
level meetings through the Islamic Conference or through the 
Acab countries or through the non-aligned countries to bring 


this about -- 


A I'm not aware of any specific meetings but, 
obviously, in the light of what we have said here, the 
United States has taken an active role in trying to bring 
peace to the area, but I'm not aware of any specific -- 


Q When was the last time you took an active 
role in that -- 


A I'll have to do a little research. 
Q Can you take the question? 


A You could do a little research on it just as 
easily as we could. That's a matter of public record. 


I've exhausted you already? 
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Q John, do you have any comment on the rather 
extensive meeting, apparently, between the Chinese and the 
Soviet Foreign Ministers? 


A Not a great deal, Bernie. 


That's about where we are. We're aware of 
the fact that a meeting took place, and as you know the 
funeral of Mr. Brezhnev afforded an opportunity for a number 
of visiting political leaders and Heads of State to engage in 


discussions in Moscow. 


Q Would the United States like to see a diminu- 
tion of the tensions that have existed in the strains 
between Peking and Moscow? 


A I don't think I'm going to respond to that, 
Bernie, on a day-to-day basis. I think our overall policy 
statements have been clear over the months and I think I'd 
go back to language that was used in the past. 


Q Do you have any comment on Patolichev's 
speech? 

A No. 

Q Do you have any comment on the report in the 


Times this mocning that the French initially agreed to the 
pact and shortly before the President announced it, came up 


with its objections? 


A It seems to me that the history of nego- 
tiations has been handled fairly extensively over the weeks, 
and certainly in recent days; there was a backgrounder on 
that on Saturday and my colleague, Mc. Romberg, cesponded to 
that at length on Monday and Tuesday. Our position has been 
made clear, I think, and I don't think we want to go beyond 


what has been said. 


Q Do you have any update on the situation in 
Afghanistan? 


A No. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Can I try that same question on Sino-Soviet 
strains again? The United States feels that the per- 
petuation of these strains is a contribution to peace? 


A I don't think that's the way I responded to 
the question, Bernie. I think what I said was I'd like to 
go back and refer to specific language which I'm sure we've 
used, addressing this before, rather than addressing it 
spontaneously. 


Q Could you get it for us? 
A All right. Sure. 


Q Chancellor Kohl has sounded a rather con- 
sistent theme here of a desire for a high-level U.S.-Soviet 
meeting. 


What's the Administration's ceaction to that? Do 
you think that's a good idea? 


A As you know, the Vice President and the 
Secretary of State and Ambassador Hartman had the oppor- 
tunity to meet with Mr. Andropov in Moscow, although that 
was a brief meeting. But certainly that was an opportunity 
to exchange some viewpoints, and they did. 


Q Was there any discussion at that meeting of a 
furthec meeting? 


A No. 


Q . Any desire voiced by either side to continue 
the dialogue? 


Ms I think the President has made clear that 
there is a consistency to United States foreign policy, 
made clear that the United States is strong militarily, and 
is prepared to use that strength appropriately; but, having 
said that, has also made clear that he is interested in 
persuing a dialogue and moving in the direction of ceduction 
of tension, if that should prove possible. 


Q But does that go anywhere short of the 
Soviets making some move in Afghanistan or in Poland on the 
list of priorities that were given to the Soviets? 


c 
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A No. I think we have made it clear that we 
see the reason for the tensions and the strained rela- 
tionship that exists between ourselves and the Soviet Union 
-- we see that as occasioned by Soviet actions in such places 
as Afghanistan and Poland, and of course in their activi- 
ties in the area of human rights. 


Our position has been that an improvement in the 
celationship between the United States and the Soviet Union 
could be affected by a change in Soviet attitudes and Soviet 
actions in such areas as these. 


Q But do they have to change that before we are 
willing to go back and sit down with them, or is there some 
consideration or preparation being given to another meeting? 
A Shultz-Gromyko meeting, for example, when the Secretary is 
in Europe or early next year? 


A There's no consideration being given, but I 
think you're mixing two things. I think you're talking 
about further meetings, and you're talking about a change in 
relationship. 


Q The two are not related? 


ie The two are not celated. But there is no 
plan for any further meetings. There was no question of a 
summit, for example, raised at the meeting, and there's no 
discussion of a further meeting. 


Q John, since you were in Moscow, can you 
answer the question that seems to be obsessing the nation 
about whether Andropov speaks English? 


A All I can say is that he did not when in our 
presence, but that doesn't mean that he doesn't speak 
English. 


Q Are there any plans for the President to 
study Russian? 

(Laughter) 

A I guess you'd have to address that question 


to the White House, Bernie. 


Q Any ceaction to the statement today on the 
two American mercenaries and a private pilot that were 
swapped by Angola? 
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A I think there was a backgrounder yesterday on 
that. That was handled fairly extensively. 


Q Going back just a little bit to what you said 
earlier when asked about the meetings in Moscow, you said 
that your initial reaction to the questions, the thing that 
clearly came to your mind, was a reference to American 
strength, and I think you said that we're prepared to use 
that strength. 


Q What are you really talking about there? 


A I think the President has made that clear on 
a number of occasions, and the Secretary of State has made 
that clear: That the United States is a strong military 
power and, of course, doesn't wish to use that military 
might, but does not shrink from using it where necessary. 


I think that's the message that has been conveyed. 
That's fairly consistent throughout American policy. 


Q Is the context of what you're saying that if 
the Soviets should take aggressive actions beyond 
Afghanistan or Poland, that we're prepared to respond 
militarily? Is that what you're saying? 


A No. I think we'd simply go back and -- 
perhaps we should go back and get you specific language. I 
mean, I don't want you to read more into it than was stated 
and has been stated on many occasions by Administration 


spokesmen. 


But our determination to remain a strong military 
powec and to keep repairing or rebuilding or refurcbishing, 
when necessary, that military machine has been stated on a 
number of occasions and that certainly is unchanged in terms 


of policy. 


Q Has the Department had any official indica- 
tions that martial law is going to be lifted by the end of 
the yearc? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
Q Can you take that question? 


A No. You're asking me about a hypothetical 
situation. 
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Q You said before that the U.S. position is 
that there would have to be a change in the attitudes and in 
the actions by the Soviets to produce some improvement in 
U.S.-Soviet relations. 


That's a rule-out of anything that the U.S. might 
do by way of change. Are there any changes that the U.S. 
may do to bring about this improvement? 


f The United States, it seems to me, has taken 
a number of important initiatives -- for example, in the 
acea of arms reduction proposals -- but I think the position 
cof this Administration is that the tension and the 
deterioration in the relationship is not caused by the United 
States, but it's caused by Soviet actions. And that's where 
the change would have to occur. 


Q I'm thinking, though, beginning with the 
Andropov era, is there any consideration being given to any 
modifications in American policy to act as an inducement -- 


i Everything that the President has said, it 
seems to me, and the Secretary of State has said indicate a 
continuing constancy about American foreign policy based on 
a cealistic appraisal of the Soviet Union. 


Q Does that translate into “no change"? 


M I think we'd leave you with that language and 
let you make the interpretation, but I wouldn't interpret it 
as meaning any change. 


Q Do you mean the constancy of American policy 
in this Administration, or ace you trying to suggest that 
there's been a constancy in American policy in the last 


decade or so? 


A I think the President is speaking for his 
Administration and talking about his foreign policy. It's 
been constant, it's been reliable. 

Q Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(The bceiefing concluded at 12:24 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #200 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 19, 1982, 12:07 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


- MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. 


On Monday, November 22, Secretary Shultz will 
unveil a portrait of former Secretary of State Cyrus Vance. 
That will be at 2 o'clock. Any photographers who wish to 
cover the event should meet in the diplomatic lobby at 1:30. 
A press release on the portrait is available in the Press 
Office. 


That's all I have. 


Q Is Secretary Vance going to be there? 

.A Yes, he is. 

Q Only photographers? 

A Only photographers. 

Q Do you have any insights or reaction to the 
changes in the Chinese Government? 

A No. 

Q On that same area, John, does the United 


States have any concern about the new, what seems to be a 
new, relationship that may be developing between the Chinese 
and the Soviets? 


A I don't think, Bernie, we would go beyond 
the response that the Secretary offered on that topic at his 
press conference yesterday. I think he treated that. 


Q Would a Chinese-Soviet rapprochement of 
sorts represent any sort of danger to the United States? 


A Maybe I didn't make myself clear in my 
earlier answer. 


(Laughter) 
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o Do you see a connection between the resigna- 
tion today and the diplomatic contacts? 


A Resignation? 


Q I mean the removal, whatever you want to 
call it -- kicking out, firing. 


A No, I'm just not going to respond to that. 
Q Nothing at all? 

A No, nothing. 

Q John, was Secretary Shultz aware of that 


change when he made his comments last night at the news 
conference, do you know? In other words, shall we assume 


that his comments -- 


A Was he aware at the time of his press 
conference? 
Q That's right. 


-- of impending changes? 


A 
Q Well, yes. 


Md 


Not to my knowledge. 
Q When was that news learned here? 


A I thought it was this morning, frankly, but 
maybe it was -- 


Q So we can't assume that his comment in any 
way took that into account? 


A No, you should not. 


Q Is President Reagan going to Honduras as 
well as the other three Latin American countries? 


A I think the White House made an announcement 
on that this morning. I think they announced that , at the 
invitation of President Suazo, the President will meet with 
him in Tegucicalpa on December 4. 
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Q How long will he be there? 


A I'm going to have to refer you to the White 
House on that. 


Q O.K. If I could just follow up briefly with 
a couple of questions: El Tiempo, the major daily in 
Tegucigalpa, reported that all November issues of Time and 
Newsweek were not delivered to subscribers in Honduras. 
Part of that has to do with the long article about alleged 
covert operations. 








Do we know anything about that? 


A No. Wasn't aware of it. 
Q Do we have any position with respect to cen- 
sorship by another government? 
A We are opposed to censorship. 
-Q O.K. I'll pass for now. 
Q John, do you have any comment on the announ- 


cement by Nicaragua that it does not intend, at least at 
this time, to purchase MIG aircraft? 


A Yes, I do. If it is indeed true that the 
Nicaraguan leaders have decided not to bring in MIGs or 
other high-performance aircraft, this would be a positive 
development. We would hope that the Nicaraguan Government 
would follow this action by moving forward on the other 
conditions for peace as outlined in the San Jose Final Act 
signed by eight regional democracies in Costa Rica in 
October. 


The Act called on all states to refrain from 
destabilizing their neighbors, agree not to bring in any 
more heavy weapons, remove foreign military advisers, and 
develop and respect democratic pluralism. 


Q May we get a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

Q John, where are we on Nicaragua's call for 
prompt discussion with the United States, with Mexico as a 
party, on the tensions in Central America? 
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A I thought that Mr. Romberg had responded to 
that while I was away. I don't have anything further on 
that for you today. 


Q Can we talk about the Middle East? 

Q Can we stay on Central America for just a 
second? 

A Why don't we finish here before we -- 

Q All right. I thought -- _ 

Q The Deputy Foreign Minister of Nicaragua 


said today here in Washington that there were invitations 
outstanding from Mexico for the President of Honduras and 
the coordinator of the Sandinista junta to meet at the end 
of November. Do we support such a meeting? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


.Q Regarding the sale of high-performance 
aircraft to Nicaragua, the MIG sale apparently is out, or 
the MIG transfer -- whatever it would be. Are we also con- 
cerned about, when you used "high-performance aircraft," 
Kafirs or Mirage Jets, any high-performance aircraft? 


A I think we're talking about aircraft with 
comparable capability. 


Q Have we talked to both the French and 
Israelis about our concern? Have we gotten anything from 
them to assure us that they won't sell those aircraft to 
Nicaragua? 


A I really can't answer that question. 
Obviously, we would be making our views known to those 
involved, but I don't want to go into the substance -- 


Q We would be opposed to such a sale, and I 
assume that we would let these countries know of our opposi- 
tion? 


A Of high performance aircraft, yes. 
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I think that's a reasonable deduction. 


Q What did you say before on whether Secretary 
Shultz was notified of Huang Hua's impending -- 


A The question was, did he know of the 
impending changes in the Chinese leadership at the time he 
gave his press conference. I think the answer to that 
question is that he did not. 


Q How was he notified of the change this 
morning? 

A I don't know. 

Q Back on Honduras and the President and the 


Secretary's meeting with the Honduran leader, can you con- 
firm they will also be meeting with Rios Montt, the 
Guatemalan leader? 


A No, I can't. I would have to refer you to 
the White House on that 


Q . John, I'd like to go back to Bernie Kalb's 
question about Sino-Soviet relations. The Secretary's 
answer yesterday left a couple of questions. He said at one 
point that we don't know exactly what is going on, which is 
reasonable; that we do, however, know the Chinese concerns 
and if they are capable of getting the Soviets out of 
Afghanistan and Kampuchea, so much the better. 


Are we inquiring of the Chinese what is going on? 
And does the Secretary's characterization, “so much the 
better," apply broadly to a rapprochement between the Soviet 
Union and China, or simply to getting the Soviets out of 
Afghanistan and Kampuchea? 


A I don't want to go, obviously, into the 
substance of diplomatic discussions with, whomever they 
maybe -- with ourselves and the Chinese or whomever. But I 
think, basically, he was saying we do not know much about 
what is going on in terms of their talks on troop 
withdrawals and so forth and so on. But obviously, we have 
an interest -- as do others --in a Soviet exodus from 
Afghanistan and other areas of the world where they are 
problem-makers and trouble-causers. 


Q A brief follow-up on that: Was there any 
opportunity for the Secretary to meet Huang Hua in Moscow? 
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A Yes, he did. 
Q Could you fill us in on that? 
A He met Huang Hua at Spaso House on the 


morning of the Brezhnev funeral, Monday, and I think that 
meeting lasted probably about 30 minutes. 


Q Was that just the two of them, or with 
interpreters and so on? 

A There were interpreters present, yes. 

Q Could you tell us the gist of that meeting 
Or what prompted that? 

A No, I'm afraid I can't, Bernie. 

Q Was the Vice President there also? 

A I think the Vice President did come in. I 


think the Vice President was not there for the entire 
meeting, but was there for part of the meeting. 


Q At whose initiative was the meeting? 

A I don't know at whose initiative, Bernie. 
Q Would you take that question? 

A Yes, I'll take that one. 

Q Would you characterize the meeting? 


A No. It was taking the opportunity, as the 
Secretary did with a number of other leaders in Moscow, to 
continue talks that had taken place in other circumstances. 
It was an opportunity to meet with a number of people, and 
they took forward matters of mutual interest. 


Q Did you say where the meeting was? 


A It was at Spaso House, the residence of the 
American Ambassador. 


Q Would you describe the talk as “frank and 
cordial"? 
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A I guess I wouldn't describe it. I'll just 
say that they met. 

Q You usually do. Why not in this case? 

A No significance. It‘s just that I wasn't at 
the meeting, and I -- 

Q Who was there before the Chinese besides the 
Foreign Minister? 

A Who was there before them? 

Q Who was in the Chinese group? 

4 I don't know who else was there. I know 


there were interpreters present; I'm not sure whether there 
was anybody else. 


Q I mean other officials as well? 
A I'm not sure. 
-Q Do you know if the subject of Sino-Soviet 
relations came up, John? 
A No, I don't. 
Q Could you find out? 
A No. Is that an honest answer? (Laughter) 
No, obviously one wouldn't get into the substance of -- 
Q I wasn't asking for the substance; I was 
just asking if that was an agenda item. 
A No, I guess I would probably not get drawn 
into that. 
¢) John, can you find out which side initiated 
the meeting? 
A Yes, I said I'd try to find that out for 
you. 
Q How many meetings of that nature did 


Secretary Shultz nave? 
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A He met with’Mr. Genscher; he met with Mr. 
Pym; he met with Huang Hua; and he met with General Zia, 
from Pakistan. I may have the title wrong. 





Q One more on Honduras, if you don't mind? 
Could you elaborate on the purpose of the President's 
meeting? 


A No. I think it's in line with his overall 
concern for a number of issues that the Secretary addressed 
yesterday in his press conference, but I think beyond that 
you would have to go to the White House. 


Q Special issues that deal specifically with 
Honduras and Nicaragua? 


A I would have to refer to the White House 
on that one. 


Q Let me try one more time on the Secretary's 
answer on China, and then I'll stop: Does the statement "so 
much the better” apply to the withdrawal or draw down of ~ 
divisions on the Sino-Soviet border? 


A No. I think he was speaking about 
Afghanistan and Kampuchea. 

Q And it specifically does not apply to that? 

A I think that in that sense, that phrase was 


applied to the kind of exodus that we hope we will see. 


Q Can you enlighten us on what the U.S. atti- 
tude is toward a drawdown of Soviet and Chinese divisions on 
that border? 


A No. 


Q Two brief ones on Central America: Can you 
take the question on whether the U.S. supports the idea of a 
summit between Nicaragua and Honduras in Mexico? 


A I think there is language that we have 
already used on this. 

Q I know, but the Secretary met with Foreign 
Mi.:. er Castenada of Mexico this week, and Castenada has 


made some comments about that. I thought maybe he revised 
his opinion. 
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A Let me look at it and see whether there is 
anything we might have for you beyond the language we 
previously used. 


Q Just one other thing. The Secretary said 
yesterday, in response to the question about Central 
America, as to whether he was going to follow up what he 
said at the OAS, he said, "That is one option or that is one 
way,” and then he said, “There are others." 


Can you say what he had in mind when he said, 
"There are others?" 


A No, I can't. I'd have to go back and look 

Q Is there any way of getting that fleshed out 
at all? 

A I think we would probably stand on what he 


said yesterday, but I can't, myself, remember that phrase. 
I'll go back and look at it for you, but I doubt if we would 
have anything more on that. 


Q John, is there anything from the U.S. on the 
ceport of Polish alleged blackmailing pressure against 
Walesa? 


A We've seen the reports, Bernie, but don't 
have any comment. 


Q May we go now -- 
A May you go now? Sure. Goodbye. (Laughter) 
Q President Mubarak said today that he doesn't 


know what Israel is fussing about regarding normalization, 
when on the fifth anniversary of Anwar Sadat's visit to 
Jerusalem, Egyptian forces armed with tanks, missiles, and 
everything else like that and live ammunition are maneuvering 
in the Sinai. What do you think about that? 


A Don't have any comment on it. 
Q You have no comment? 
A No. 


Q You don't think ths’ this ts a violation 
of the spirit of Camp David and th» peace accomplishments 
that flow from that? 
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4 We don't have any comment on it. 


Q Can you tell us whether or not the American 
Embassies around the world monitor the media in those 
countries and send the reports back to Washington? 


5 A Monitor the media? 
a 
+= 
re Q Yes. 
c 
° A What do you mean by that? 
X 
é Q Do they analyze it and send reports back as 
-i to what is being said, interpret it or report it? 
- © 
a A Yes, I'm sure USIA sends comprehensive 
o 
s. reports back on world press reaction, sure. 
oo 
=% Q I see. And who does it go to? 
2 
& 8 A USIA is, by law, precluded from circulating 
S¢ ~~ 
vf Q I'm not talking about that; I'm talking 
co about within the establishment. 
4 o A I think the law also provides that it may be 
=o. circulated to U.S. Government officials. 
he 
E Q Yes. To whom? Does it go to the CIA? 
A I don't know. 
Q Can you find out and tell us? 
A No. I don't think that's a reasonable 
question. 
Q Why not? 
A Why should we give you a list of where it 


circulates in the U.S. Government? 


Q All right. Let me ask you about Secretary 
of State Shultz's comments yesterday about loyalty oaths. 
He made it appear as if the loyalty oaths that were imposed 
by certain institutions 30 years ago or so is analagous to 
what the Israelis have in the way of fending off incitement 
to insurrection on the West Bank. 
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Are they comparable? Do you consider that comparable? 


A I think the Secretary made himself very 
Plain yesterday. He feels deeply personally about this 
question of academic freedom, and that is exactly what he was 


addressing. 


It is his belief, shared by many thoughtful 
Americans, that requirements for loyalty oaths and political 
pledges from educators are an abridgement of academic freedon. 
It boils down to a defense of academic freedom anywhere in 
the world. Neither he nor we make any apologies for that 
defense. 


Q Do you think it's -- 
A Do you want me to finish here? 
Q Go ahead, yes. I thought you were finished. 


“A We believe that it is a vital tenet of our 
way of government, and we believe that many Israelis and 
others around the world share our perception. The Israeli 
requirement, whatever its basis in legality or precedent, 
is, in our view, totally unnecessary from a security 
standpoint. It has the effect, whether or not intended, of 
eroding the few Arab institutions remaining on the West 


Bank 


Its impact on the thinking of West Bankers is not 
helpful to our efforts to expand the peace process. So it 
is our hope that the Israeli Government will rethink its 
position and eliminate the requirement for any sort of poli- 
tical pledge from teachers on the West Bank. 


-- MORE -- 
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Copies? 
Yes. 
You'll give us a copy of that? 


Yes. 


Wait a minute. Do we have laws forbidding 


emigration to the United States of foreigners who upon 
being (inaudible) on a form regarding their affiliation with 
the bodies advocating the overthrow of the government? (sic) 


A 


We have two kinds of applications. One 


affecting emigrants and one affecting visitors. 


0 


> © » O » 


Are they enforced? 

Yes. 

Yes. And are there waivers on this? 
Yes. 

And who does that? 


It would be the Justice Department, with in most 


cases, the advice of the State Department. 


0 


So, in other words, there are U.S. laws which 


forbid foreigners from practicing their ideas -- or from pro- 
mulgating their ideas -- if we so see fit; is that right? 


A 


There are U.S. laws which forbid temporary 


visitors to the United States from entering if they have 
been members of a proscribed organization. 


fe) 


All right. Then that includes also people who 


want to emigrate to the country, too; is that right? 


A 


0 


it? 


A 


They are different questions. 


All right. In principle, it's the same, isn't 


No. In principle, it's not the same. 


They are different questions. 


0 


The principle of it is, if you're coming to 


the United States to forment trouble against the Government 
of the United States, we don't want you here; isn't that 
right? 
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A I think I'd rather cite specifically the 
regulations. 


Q Well, if you'll cite the regulation -- just a 
minute please. The Secretary of State also called upon pro- 
fessors in Israel to agitate against this provision that's 
being made. 


A I don't think the Secretary of State called 
upon anybody to agitate. 


Q What did he do? 


A I think the Secretary of State, feeling very 
strongly about the issue of academic freedom, suggested that 
academics might want to support academic freedom. 


Q Now that he feels so strongly about it, will 
you look back into the record of Secretary Shultz in the 
time of the period of the loyalty oath and see what he did 
about fighting the loyalty oath? 


ny No, I'm not -=- 
Q You're not going to do that? 


A No. 


Q Let me ask just one more question, then, 
about this; maybe two. Isn't it a fact that there are 
people on the West Bank -- foreigners -- who do foment trouble 
against the constituted authorities on the West Bank, and 
isn't it the right of those authorities on the West Bank to 
protect the security of the area against such insurrections 
or fomentations? 


A The first part of your question I can't 
respond to because I personally don't know. But you make a 
statement, and it may well be so. 


There is, however, a body of legislation and there 
are regulations which the Secretary thinks adequately take 
eare of security on the West Bank. We're not talking about 
security infringements here; we're not talking about the 
legality of the PLO. We're talking about the issue of aca- 
demic freedom. This country happens to feel very strongly 
about freedom of expression in terms of journalists and in 
terms of academics, and espouses that cause in many parts of 
the world. The Secretary happens to feel very strongly -- 


Q Yes, I know. I've been a party to it for 
many years. I agree with it, but this is not the point. 


Cc 
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The point is, is that the Secretary of State in a public 
forum volunteered criticism of Israel and an action that it 
sees fit to protect itself against terrorism on the West 


Bank. 


A I think he was asked a question about the 
West Bank - 
?] -- no he wanted to do it. It's in the 


record. 
A -- and he responded as he did -- 


Q It's in the record . And I would appreciate 
it if you would talk with the Secretary and ask if he'll 
provide us with a record of his activity against loyalty 
oaths when he was at the University of Chicago or elsewhere. 


A I don't think that is for us to do. 


Q Do you have any schedule of the Egyptian 
Defense Minister visiting Washington tomorrow? 


A I don't have anything with me today. There 
is some guidance. I think he is seeing Mr. Weinberger and a 
number of others in Washington, including the State 
Department, and I think we can get that for you. I think we 
have it from yesterday. . 


Q I might follow this. There was a report from 
Israel that Israel will not allow the members of the 
Palestine National Council to leave the occupied terrorities 
to attend the upcoming meeting of the Palestine National 
Council which will be held in Algiers, possibly in December 
Or January. Do you have any comment on it? 


A Don't know anything about that. 
Q Can you take the question? 
A I'll look into it, yes. 


Q Can you say -— was the decision to go to 
Honduras made rather suddenly since it comes after the other 
trip was well planned? 


A I don't know the answer to that. I don't 
think it was made suddenly. I'm really speaking without 
firsthand knowledge here. But on such Presidential trips as 
these I think various options are considered and some are 
discounted and some are added, and the program is amended 
from time to time. I don't know at what stage this was. 


Q Was it made, or have any connection with the 
maneuvers that were cancelled that were to be held in 
December at just about that time? 


A Not to my knowledge. I mean, I don't know. 
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Q Does the date of that visit impinge any on 
the Secretary's plans to go to Europe in a few days 
afterward? 


A No. He'll go to Europe on the same schedule. 
I think he leaves on the Monday when we get back. I think 
we get back late Saturday and he's here Sunday and we leave 
Monday. And that's in train. 


Q Do you have anything on another American 
apparently who was killed in Salvador. 


A That's Mr. Kline? 


Q Yes. 


A Yes. Positive identification of Michael 
David Kline, a 2l-year old U.S. citizen born in Tijuana, 
Mexico, was made on November 15. Mr. Kline's mother is 
living in Hamburg, Germany. 


Q Do you have anything on the circumstances of 
his death? 


A Positive identification was made by comparing 
Mr. Kline's dental records with that of the body. 
Similarities between the appearance of Mr. Kline and the 
body led the Department to request the dental records in 
order to make positive identification. And also there was 
-- he had a pierced earring hole in the right ear. Mr. 
Kline was known to have used a pierced earring in his right 


ear. 


We also learned that Kline was travelling in 
Central America. The family has asked the Embassy to 
arrange for burial in El Salvador. 


Mr. Kline was not carrying a passport, as far as 
we know. The Salvadoran Ministry of Defense informed the 
Embassy that the only indication of identity was $500.00 in 
U.S. travelers checks. On several occasions in the past, 
Mr. Kline had reported the loss or theft of passports held 
by him to U.S. consular officers overseas. 


. 0 Anything on how he was killed? 


A Not today, but it seems to me that we have 
had data on that before. I'm not sure whether we've used it 
before, but we certainly can make it available. 


Q Can I ask you two more questions dealing with 
some other facts. 


A I'm going to take one over here. 
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Q Aside from Joe, has Israel formally protested 
the Secretary's remarks yesterday? 


A Not to my knowledge. I'm just not aware of 


Q Are there any scheduled meetings between the 
Ambassador and anyone in this building today? 


A Ambassador Arens? 
o Yes. 
A No, not to my knowledge. 


Q On the same subject, still. One of your 
answers leaves me puzzled a little. According to one of the 
regulations -- I understand one of the codes of Federal 
regulations of the United States provides that every alien 
who comes into the United States has to sign one paragraph 
which requires him to say if he participated or advocated or 
printed or taught -- and here I think the emphasis is 
"teach" or “taught” == anything which has to do with anarchism, 
communism or other other things which are against the United 


States regulations. 


Doesn't it sound like the same kind of regulations 
as in the West Bank? 


A No, I don't think it does. I think probably 
we both should go back and do a little homework on the 
actual application form. But as I understand it, and have 
read it, certainly the visa application form for non- 
emigrants -- and what we're talking about on the West Bank 
are not permanent residents; they're not citizens -- asks 
two questions and they relate to membership in prescribed 


Organizations or the Nazi party. 


Q I have here, as a matter of fact, the quote 
-- I can read it, it's long. I won't bother you with 
all the paragraphs, but the relevant one is "all who have 
advocated, aliens who advocate or teach or who have advocated 
or taught, either by personal adherence or by means of any 
written or printed matter or through (inaudible) organization." 


A That's for a temporary visa? 
Q That for Visa Type C, which I understand -- 


A I suppose we shouldn't hold everybody up 


here. 
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Q If you can look into it and provide us with 
an answer. 


A I have the application form in front of me 
and it specifies that you sign who are or have been members 
of certain organizations, including communist organizations 
and those affiliated therewith. 


The other provision is, who ordered, incited, 
assisted or otherwise participated in the persecution of any 
person because of race, religion, national origin or politi- 
cal opinion under the Nazi -- 


gn 


Q No, no. I can give you the number of the 
section. 


A I can give you the application form. (Laughter) 


Q Same subject. Could you take the question: 
When was the last State Department protest against infringe- 
ment on academic freedom anywhere, the last public protest? 


A That would seem to me to involve a major 
amount of -research and I'm not -- 


Q That's why I asked you to take it. 


A Let me ponder that request. That seems to 
me to be asking for a great deal. 
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Q You may have answered this and I may have 
lost it earlier about China. Did the Chinese offer any pri- 
vate explanation for the changes in Peking to the U.S.? 


A I think if they had, Bernie, we wouldn't get 
into -—- I'm not suggesting that they have -- but I don't 
think we would get into any discussions. 


Q Have they? 
A To us? 
: Q Yes, to explain the changes? 


A I don't think we would get into the kind of 
back-and-forth that we have diplomatically with then. 


Q The Foreign Minister of Argentina is coming 
here -- 


A Sorry? 
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Q The Foreign Minister of Argentina will be 
meeting this afternoon with the Secretary. Will the topics 
of their discussion include the absence of a meeting between 
President Reagan and their leader, and, also, will the 
topics include the Falklands, the Malvinas? 


A I don't know. I don't know what's on the 
agenda. 


Q Could you check that. 
Q Would it be possible for us to find out. 


A I doubt that we would tell you -- I mean, I 
don't want to appear uncommunicative, but standing on the 
kind of tradition that's followed here I doubt that we would 
tell you in advance what was going to be discussed between 
two leaders like that. I hate to appear uncommunicative but 
I doubt that we would tell you afterwards what -- 


Q Sometimes you say that certain topics are 
always brought up at these kinds of meetings and certain 
topics are frequently brought up and certain topics would 
not likely come up. 


A I would think, obviously, matters that would 
be to the forefront in the thinking of either of them would 
be likely to be discussed, I think. 

Q Could you say whether the meeting of the 
Secretary with Huang Hua in Moscow was at our initiative or 
their initiative? 

A I have to look into that; I can't remember. 


Q Are we still holding up the payments to UNRWA 
and the IAEA because of their actions? 


A To my knowledge. 

Q They're still -- 

A To my knowledge. 

Q NO payments have been made since the time of 
the announcement? Can we find out whether that's actually 


so, whether there's been any change? 


A I think you may take it so, unless we get 
back in a while. 


Q What is the problem with your taking the 
question about Secretary Shultz's position on loyalty oaths 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Fy FF 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





19 


in the Fifties? 
A Simply that -- 
-Q@ Can you take ‘that? 
4 It seems to me that -- 


Q He made a big point about it. It would be 
interesting to see his position in the Fifties. 


A That seems to me research that a big news 
organization orobably could undertake just as easily as us. 


Q But it would be an easy check with the 
Secretary. 


A Let me see what we might do with it. 


Q Was there any development on the Romanian new 
regulation about emigration from Romania? 


A Not since I last talked about it, unless Mr. 
Romberg hit it on Monday or Tuesday. I gather he didn't. 


Q What's the position on the MFN? 


A I can't remember when that is reviewed. 
There is a date for that review which we mentioned before. 


Q First of the year? 
A There's nothing moving other than that. 


Q Has there been any person leaving Romania who 
has had the education tax applied to him or her? 


A Can't answer that. Don't know. 
Q Could you take that question? 


A I think you would have to ask the Romanians 
about that. I think they would be better -- 


Q I understood the State Department is watching 
that with some care. 


A The question is, do we know whether anybody 
who has left Romania has had that tax, education tax levied? 


MR. ROMBERG: Ask the Romanians. 
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MR. HUGHES: Ask the Romanians. I'm glad Mr. 
Romberg confirmed my exquisite first judgment on that. 
(Laughter) 


Q Is the Secretary -- what are his plans for 
this weekend? 


A He's going to be in the office on Saturday 
morning. He'll be in town but nothing scheduled. He'll 
have a private weekend. : 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #201 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 22, 1982, 12:13 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a couple of 
announcements for guidance only not for publication. A 
couple of things involving the White House. For your infor- 
mation at 2 o'clock in the afternoon there will be a readout 
at the White House on a meeting the President is going to 
have with Congressional Leaders. That readout will be 
embargoed till 4 p.m. Also at the White House at 6 o'clock 
there will be a backgrounder on the President's speech. The 
text of that speech will be available around 5:30. 


On the Latin American front, there will be a 
background briefing, for information not publication, on the 
President's upcoming trip to Latin America. A senior admi- 
nistration official on Wednesday, November 24 at 1:30 p.m. 
in the White House briefing room. The briefing is open to 
all White House and State Department accredited journalists. 


Q What about the possibility of a backgrounder 
from someone in the Bush delegation on Botha's coming back with 


Crocker? 


os I think it is entirely possible. My guess is 
it would be Bush's staff that would set that up. 


Q Also with respect to forthcoming meetings 
with the South African Foreign Minister, is there a way to 
combine the two? 


A I'm not qvite sure when the Vice President 
gets back. 


Q Thursday. 


a My guess is that a backgrounder before the 
meeting with the South African Foreign Minister is unlikely. 


I think next week would be more likely. 


Q Do you have a topic for the President's 
speech? 


A No, talk to the White House about it. 


Q John, yesterday the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union called on the United States by name and said it 


wants better relations with us. 
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What is our comment here? 


A I think the President and the Secretary and 
the Vice President made clear our position in the past -- 
over an entensive period -- but reiterated it in the past 
week or so, and there hasn't been any change. I think their 
statements really speak for themselves. 


Qg We're still looking for actions, then, 
instead of just words, the prospects for improving the 
relationship? 


2 We have said that our foreign policy is 
constant and reliable and steady, as it has been, and that 
we're determined to maintain our military strength. Having 
said all that, we're also ready to talk in any area where 
there might be a relaxation of tension, and we're ready. I 
think the Secretary amplified that at his press conference 
on Priday* and restated that. There hasn't been any change 
since Friday. 


Q Have you any comment on press reports out of 
Israel that the Israeli military sources suspect the 
Lebanese army killed 1200 Palestinians? 


A Yes. That is not a factual statement. That 
is not accurate. 


Q What is it? 


f That's a press report, as we understand, but 
we are very confident that that is not correct, that 1200 
people -- 


0 What about 60,000 reported? 
a I don't have anything on that for you. 
°) What are the facts if that is not the fact? 


a I don't know what the facts are, but cer- 
tainly a large number of people, to our knowledge, have not 
been killed in those actions while the MNF has been present. 


¢) Do you know anything about arrests, the 
number of people, and do you know where are those who were 
arrested? 


fy No. Not beyond what we have given you 
before. I think we've run over that pretty thoroughly 
before, but nothing beyond that. 


Q I think you expressed some concern -- 
*Note The Secretary's Press Conference was held on Thursday, 
November 18. 
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n Yes, of course. 
o -- but you didn't give us the main facts 
about this. 


A I think we did. I thought we got down ‘to 
approximate numbers of arrests. I seem to have recalled 
having done that myself and maybe Mr. Romberg has done it on 


a previous occasion. 


Q Since it was a few weeks ago, do you know now 
what is the condition of those people who were arrested? 


A I don't have anything for you on it today. 
Q Could you take the question? 


Mh I think we really have gone as far as we're 
able in what we have already given you. 


0 (Inaudible) 
My Let me see if time has changed anything. 


Q Are you satisfied right now with the con- 
ditions that those -- that their needs are met? 


a Let me take a look and see what change has 
occurred in anything we might have given you. 


e) John, what's your reaction to the change in 
regulations regarding the West Bank universities and other 
immigrants to that part of the region? 


a Of course, we're talking about press reports, 
and we have to see in greater detail what is actually hap- 
pening. But certainly we welcome what appears to be taking 
place. It seems to be a moderation of the earlier position, 


and we welcome that. 


Q Do you view it as a response to the United 
States’ strong concern on the subject? 


Mh I don't think we would view it as a response. 
It seems to me this is a question for Israel -- it's an 
internal affair -- and Israel is moving in this area. 


The Secretary said what he had to say about acade- 
mic freedom, but we wouldn't link the two. 
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Q Does the U.S. view this as a -- if it's true, 
does the U.S. view this as a crack, if you will, in a fairly. 
strong position of making no changes in response to a number 
of things the U.S. has asked Israel to do? For example, 
would you anticipate a change on settlements policy? 


A No. I don't think there was any suggestion 
that this was linked to other actions. I think this was an 
issue of academic freedom. The Secretary spoke out on that 
question, and you have probably seen the same reports that we 
have about debate inside Israel on this that has taken 


place. 


Q Throughout this affair betwr . the time that 
the Secretary criticized the oaths, et cetera, have there 
been any formal diplomatic exchanges regarding this? 


Qh Not to my knowledge. 


Q The Iscaeli Defense Minister will be on a 
private visit in the United States in ten days. Has any- 
body from the Israeli Embassy or Israeli officials contacted 
the Department in regard to this visit? 


om Not to my knowledge, but doesn't mean that it 
hasn't happened, but I'm not aware of that. 


Q Any talk about rescheduling Mr. Begin's visit 
in the States? 


ay No. I've seen one or two reports out of 
Iscael suggesting a time frame, but I know of no plans. 


Q Will it be in any interest of the Department 
to meet Mr. Sharon? Maybe Secretary Shultz? 


os As I say, I'm not aware of any plans, but 
that doesn't mean that something isn't underway. 


Q Middle East related? 
Ms Yes, sure. 


Q Today, apparently NASA is going to announce a 
joint agreement to launch an ARABSAT; do you have any com- 
ment on that? 


A No. 


Q Is there anything on Habib's schedule or 
Habib's activities? 
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A I think he is in Beirut today and, as you 
know, it's very likely that he would visit a number of other 
capitals in the Middle East while he's out there, but I don't 
have a schedule for hin. . 

Q Do you have any confirmation of the report 
that Morrie Draper informed the Israelis and held them 
responsible for the massacres the day it happened? 


A No, no comment, Bernie... I don't think we 
would get into -- traditionally have not and would not get 
into detail of diplomatic exchange, but there is 
an investigation going on and, especially while that con- 
tinues, I don't think we would comment. 


Q Does the Secretary have any plans to see 
Ambassador Dobrynin this week? 


My Not to my knowledge. That doesn't mean that 
he might -- you mean a specific == no. 


Q Is there anything on his schedule? 
A, No, not to my knowledge. 


Q Would Morrie Draper be willing to appear 
before this Commission in Israel? 


M I think that's a hypothetical question, 
Bernie. 


Q Was there any diplomatic exchange with the 
President of Lebanon today on the occasion of the 
Independence Day of Lebanon? 


A I don't know. I'll be glad to look into that 
for you. Don't know whether there was a formal exchange. 


Q Do you have any comment on it? 
A No. 

Q Anything you want to volunteer? 
A No. 


Q Anything on Shultz's schedule over the holi- 
Gay period; what -- 


A No. He's going to be in town and obviously 
will be preparing for his Latin American trip and then, as 
you know. he's going to be away most of December. He'll be 
back for a day, I guess, before he takes off for Europe; 


he'll be in Europe two weeks. 


Q Do you have anything on the Bush trip and 
also on the change in Windhoek or the lack of change in 
Windhoek in Namibia? . 


A No. 
Q Nothing at all on either? 


A No. 
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Q Do you have anything on why the President and 
the Secretary of State are now going to meet with Rios Montt 
of Guatemala and Alvaro Magana of El Salvador? 


fh Yes. A clear theme of this Administration's 
polic: for the Caribbean Basin area overall has been the 
importance of supporting the countries of the region's 
efforts to overcome their current economic crises as a basic 
ingredient in the encouragment of stable democratic 


development. 


The Congress allocated $10 million dollars to 
Guatemala in the CBI Supplemental. We've also been 
encouraging Guatemala's efforts to address the issue of a 


ceturcn to democracy. 


As you know, the Government of Guatemala recentiy 
announced that in March of 1983, it would begin registering 
political parties, would propose an electoral law and would 
address the issue of constituent assembly elections. While 
much cemains to be done, we've also been encouraged by steps 
the Guatemalan Government has already taken to address human 
rights concerns. The steps have been taken in the context 
of that government's efforts to contend with an insurgency movement 
supported from outside its borders. 
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Guatemala's problems are symptomatic of the region 
as a whole and as part of our encouragement for that govern- 
ment to continue taking steps compatible with our overall 
policy in the area, a Presidential meeting is appropriate. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A Sure. 


9 nd are there any additional comments with 
respect to Magana's meeting in San Jose? 


A No, don't have anything else on it. 


Q What is the state of the proposed helicopter 
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sales to Guatemala now? 

A Don't have anything on that for you. 

Q Nothing on aid to Guatemala in general? 

A No. 

Q John, one more question on the Middle East. 
(inaudible ) twelve hundred people were killed by the 
Lebanese (inaudible) is not accurate? 


on Yes. 


Q Do you have an accurate number of people that 
have been killed? 


A No. We are refuting that statement. We are 
confident that is not correct, and there has not been the 
large-scale killing while the MNF has been in position. 


Q Do you have any comment today on the changes 
in the Chinese leadership? 

rs No. 

Q Do you have any comment on Zbigniew 


Brzezinski's comments in, I think, the Washington Post today -- 





A No. 


Q --suggesting that the Administration has not 
carried on the proper kind of dialogue with the Chinese 
about the developments toward the Soviet Union? 


A Sorry I cut you off in the middle of your 
question, but it's still no. 


Q Does the U.S. have any comment on the 
Politiburo changes announced today by TASS? 


A No. 

Q Did you ever look into that question of the 
radio transponders that were sold by an American company to 
the Guatemalans? You said you were going to look into that. 


w You caught me unawares. Anybody give me any 
assistance on where we stand on that? 


MR. ROMBERG: On the shipments? We have 
something on that. 
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Q It's up? 


A It's up. It's either up or we'll hasten it 
for you. 


Q Do you have any information about American 
weapons or military equipment that finds its way to the 
Iranians? 


A No. 


Q Convicted spy, Christopher Boyce, again 
accused the American government of meddling in the affairs 
of the Australian Government. Have you any reaction to 
that? 


A Yes. Was this the "60 Minutes” one last night? 


Q That's right; yes. 


Pa Don't have anything specifically on that, but 
we do reject the suggestion that we meddled in the affairs 
of the Australians. 


One last question over here. 


Q You have made a rather large point recently -- 
that is, the whole Administration -- of your anti-terrorist 
campaign, and I'm just wondering how other countries can 
take us seriously when -- and I'm going to raise an incident 
here. This is one of those “will you comment" questions, 
and if don't, that's a comment in itself. 


The wife of Manhatten District Attorney, Robert 
Morgenthau, who is a New York Times reporter whose name 
is Lucinda Franks actually wrote an article recently 
bragging that she destroyed evidence that could have led the 
FBI to the Weather Underground; she deliberately destroyed 
it, in fact, became a very trusted, almost member of the 
Underground while she was reporting on it. 





It seems like an absolutely outrageous situation. 
Here she is not just a reporter but the wife of a District 
Attorney. I'm just wondering if that sort of thing doesn't 
lose credibility for us in our suppossed vigor in our anti- 
terrorism campaign internationally? 


A I'm afraid I'm going to disappoint you, and 
have no comment on that. 


Q Well, that's a comment. Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 


gn 


w~~M FT Mev ree TU UF TU GAUIOTT 6th 6A TP iCal rTrUourel 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 23, 1982 


I NDE X 


Subject | Page 





SOUTH AFRICA 


BACKGROUND briefing, 11/26/82, 4:00 pemecccceeeeeeeel,2 


ASIA/AFRICA 





Eagleburger briefing 11/23/82, 4:30 Pemecccecceseceel,2 


SOVIET 'NION 





Secretary's lunch with Dobrynen, 11/23..ccccccceeeee2,9-10 
Reaction to Andrcopov'S SPEeCHecccccccccceseccesseese4=5 
Andropov's meetings with other leaders at 

Brezhnev funeral. ccccccccccccccccccccsccccsccsscceced 
AcMS CONtKCO] PlCOPOSAlLS.cccccccccccesescessesecsesseeed 


OCCUPIED TERRITORIES 
Secretary's meeting with West Bank Mayors, 11/23....3,4,11l 
Iscaeli loyalty pledge work permits for educators...6-7 





MIDDLE EAST 


BESSA: ccc cceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeceeeececesece see 





ISRAEL 
Banning Of StrauSS.ccccccccccccccssccccssseccsseseee® 
Begin Vislteccccccccccccccccccccccccccccesccccseveee lO 
Arms being shipped tO ICaMecccsccsccvccscscscvessseee il 
Academic Freedom. .cccccccccccsccsesessscessesesesses 0,13 


LEBANON 
Arcested Palestinians’. .ccccccccsscccesesssesesesese ll 
Iranian troops in ADP.ccccccccccccccccccccccccsescceedkl 
Habib/Draper whereabouts. cccccccsscccccssessesssessvil 
Iscaeli/Lebanese talkS.rccccccccccccvcsssesescesseseeia 
BACKGROUND briefing 11/24/82, 1:30 p.m. at 
White House cccccccccccccccccccccccccccecccccceseeed 
LATIN AMERICA 
President's CO1Pcccccccccccccccscccccccesesesesesseeke 








GUATEMALA 
Military BAlLEBcccccecceccccccoccccececcccccsccoosseesawas 





PAKISTAN 





President Zia COLPccccccccccccccccccccscccccseseesee tL 4el§ 


gn 


M~\N FGOOFPIeU TUF FUDTITCALION Ih ANerican rorel 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #202 


TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 23, 1982, 12:07 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. A couple of 


announcements for your information, not for publication. 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the visit of Foreign 
Minister Botha of South Africa at 4:00 P.M., on Friday, 
November 26, here in the press briefing roon. 


Just want to remind you of the briefing by 
Under Secretary Eagleburger which will be at 4:30, here this 
afternoon and, contrary to what I told you yesterday, will 
be on the cecord this afternoon. 

Continuing in the information only sphere, I just 
want to remind you that there will be briefing at the White 
House, tomorrow, at 1:30 on the President's trip to Latin 
America. That's a backgrounder. 

Q What's the briefing on? 

On the President's trip to Latin America. 
Who is he going to be briefing? 
Who is he going to brief? 


All the reporters are in California. 


rr Oo FY YO PY 


I think they will be listening to it. I 
think it's going to be piped in. 


Q Why can't it be given here? (Laughter) 


A I think we're set for the White House. 
You should assume it's from the White House unless you hear 
differently. 


Q What's the Eagleburger briefing on? 


a It's on his trip. He was away for a couple 
of weeks in Asia, Africa and I think -=- we took a poll here 
yesterday and by popular demand it was suggested that he 
might -— popular request, I should say. 


You say it was on the record? 


Q 
A It will be on the record. Yes. 
Q 


ot What was the White House one again, John? 
A At 1:30, tomorrow, the White House. 

Somebody asked me yesterday -- I can't remember who -- 

= whether I was aware that the Secretary might have a session 

o with Ambassador Dobrynin this week, and I said I was not 

S aware of it. I just want to clarify that, because the 
Secretary is having a private lunch with Ambassador Dobrynin 

S today here in the State Department. This was -- 

t 

w Q Time? 

=. 

© A I think they'll sit down probably about 

2 12:30. 

2 e 

ee Q What entrance is he using? 

Vc 

—£ A I don't know what entrance he is using. 

= VU 

Oo. 

_8 Q How is Ambassador Dobrynin arriving? 

ov 

* = 

— 9 A I don't know how he is arriving. 

yw & 

= 3 

=o Q Where is he arriving? 

vn > 

nn Uv 

So a I don't know where he is arriving. 

ge (Laughter) 

, Q Can he come into the garage if he wants to? 

A I don't know if he can come into the garage. 

(Laughter) Perhaps he's walking over; I don't know. 
(Laughter) 


Just a little perspective on this meeting so that 
you don't misconstrue it. Apparently, the suggestion that 
this lunch take place was made at a reception about four 
weeks ago when the Secretary was chatting with the 
Ambassador. The date was not set at that time, but this, 
the arrangement for this luncheon predates the 
death of Mr. Brezhnev and the Secretary's visit to Moscow. 
So it was something that was in train before those events. 


Q You're saying it's not a strong -- 


A I'm saying it's something that was discussed 
and had been planned before the events in Moscow. It's not 
something that is instigated as a direct result of those 


events. 
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The other session that is on the Secretary's 
schedule today is that later in the day he will meet with a 
number of West Bank Palestinian leaders for an exchange of 
views on the Middle East peace process. These are 
Palestinian leaders who, I understand, are attending a semi- 
marc here at American University. 


Q Do you have a list? 
A Don't have a list for you. 
Q What time is it? 


A It will be late afternoon. I think it's 
6:00, 6:30, somewhere around there. 


Q You don't know if any of those are among the 
group who were expelled over the PLO statement? At least 
one in that group who was expelled, and I was wondering if he 
is going to be among those who see the Secretary? 


A When they arrive, we'll know who specifically 
is in the group, but it is expected that they will include 
two of the mayors who were expelled. I may get the pronun- 
ciation wrong, but I think it's Mayors Qawasmeh and Milhelm. 


Q And Milhelm? 


A Yes. That's expected that they will be, but I 
suppose that that's not firm. 


Q If I might go on record to reflect that I 
personally, as an Arab American journalist, applaud and 
salute the uncompromising position of Secretary Shultz about 
the freedom of academia in the West Bank and the world. 


It's also encouraging to know that this position 
has received a positive reaction from West Bank Palestinians 
who are here in town -=- educators and academicians -- who 
think like I do that the Secretary's position is an indicator 
of the basic beliefs and freedoms of the U.S. society. 


A This is an unusual prelude to a question, but 
I'm sure we're getting there. Are we? 


Q No, I'm not making a question; I'm just 
making the statement. (Laughter) 


x Can you speed it up as everybody else -- 


Q I'm finished. This is an indication of this 
society's system, and it should be applauded, and that's the 
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end of it. 


Q Just as a matter of principle, I don't think 
this is the place for statements. This is a place for 
questions, and a place for you to answer questions. 


am I think I agree with you. Are there any 
questions? 

Q Yes, I have a question. What is the State 
Department reaction to Mr. Andropov's speech yesterday in 
which he called for detente with the United States, and made 
some observations on nuclear arms control, and so forth? 


- We were, of course, very interested in his 
remacks. The speech contained no substantive change in 
familiar Soviet positions. Naturally, we cannot agree 
with the characterizations of U.S. policy, particularly on 
acms control which were a misrepresentation. I'm 
thinking particularly of his suggestions that the position 
we have at Geneva involves unilateral disarmament on the 
part of the Soviet Union and also his suggestion that we're 
engaged in talks for the sake of talks. 


So we obviously don't agree with that misrepresen- 
tation. Nevertheless, we welcome Mr. Andropov's expression 
of interest in relaxation of East-West tensions. We would 
welcome constructive Soviet actions, especially on human 
cights, Afghanistan, Poland and Kampuchea to accompany 
these words. 


We certainly remain ready to respond positively to 
any positive Soviet reaction. 


Q Copy of that please? 

A Surely. 

Q Returning to the West Bank mayors for a 
minute, do you happen to know if this is the first time that 
they will have been received at the State Department? 


Ay I don't know that of my own knowledge. 


I can check that for you. I'm told it's not; it's not the first 


time. 


Q How would the United States be ready to act 
or to respond positively; in what spheres to any Soviet 
actions? 


A I think the Secretary and the President 
really have indicated that on a number of occasions, talked 
about -- 
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Q Can you run down the list for us? 


A Why don't I go back to their language and see 
what I can find for you? 


Q In the context of Soviet-American relations, 
one of the meetings that occurred very prominently in Moscow 
was between Andropov and President Castro. It was displayed 
widely in the press. Is there any kind of connection? Is 
the State Department making any kind of connection between 
that meeting and any positive signs or not positive signs? 


a No, we don't have any reaction to that. A 
number of foreign leadecs were in Moscow and saw Mr. 
Andropov. We have no characterization or comment on that. 


Q Do you have anything -- to start with, do you 
have anything prepared on the ARABSAT story this morning? 


Mh Yes. The satellite, you mean? 
Q Yes. 


a The State Department was aware that NASA 
might get the launch contract when we originally notified 
the ARABSAT case to Congress last year. We informed 
Congress about this. We are pleased that NASA has acquired 
this business which is important for the space shuttle 
operation. 


Q Is that it? 
A That's it. 


Q It's not clear from the Post story. The last 
time ARABSAT came out there was an application for a license 
for one of four subsidiaries to have a deal with the French 
and provide some equipment for the ARABSAT satellite. Now 
NASA is going to be launching the satellite. 


Is the situation that the satellite is to be built 
here? 


As I can't answer that. I'll be glad to look 
into it for you. 


Q The question involves technology transfer. 
Is there to be anything actually transferred out of the 
country, and if you can get an answer to that we can go from 
there? 
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A Sure. We'll take a look at it. 


Q A question on what the Israelis have done 
cegacding the loyalty pledge on the West Bank. Yesterday, 
you issued a qualified welcoming of what they've done. Can 
you be more fircm in what they've done and do we welcome it? 


A No. I don't think we would go beyond where 
we were yestercday in what the Secretary has said. I think 
we would still want to look at the ultimate outcome o£ that. 
What we saw yesterday, we welcomed the movement in what 
we thought was a healthy direction. But I think we still 
want to look and see what the final outcome is and what 
people are being asked to sign and who is being asked to 


sign. 


Q Is there some question on our part as to what 
is being done? 


A I think we would just like a little more 
detail on what is being asked of whon. 


Q Also on that subject of academic freedom, do 
you have any comment on the report from Israel today that the 
music of Richarcd Strauss is being banned? 


A No, I don't. 


Q The ARABSAT, do you believe that there will 
be any cestcaints on the extension of the use of the 
satellite in any of the Arab countries, because earlier last 
yeac there was some restrictions and this is one of the reasons 
that it came out and there was some back-and-forth talk about 
whether the United States will really sell it or some other 
Westecn European countries would do it? 


A Restciction -- 


Q Yes. Restcictions on some other Arab 
countries will be using it or benefiting from it, if you can 
take the question. 


A Let me take a look at that. 


Q Back to the loyalty oath, John. There have 
been 22 or so teachers that have already left Israel. Is 
one of the things you're going to be looking at whether or 
not they're allowed back in? 


A I think that's a question for Israel to 
decide. I think the Secretary has said what he has had to 
say on this question. I understand there is some thought of 
those being readmitted to. Israel, but that's obviously a 
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question for the Israelis. 


Q Would that give it a little more positive 
aspect as far as you're concerned? 


h I think we simply want to see - we've seen 
the reports and the suggestion that some kind of language is 
going to be incorporated in a different kind of document 
that everybody going into Israel would sign. As I say, we 
would just like to see a little more clarification on the 
language that is going to be offered and the conditions 
undec which those people are going to be asked to sign that 
declaration. 


Q Is your concern then more with the language 
than with the 22 who have left already? 


A I think the Secretary's concern has been with 
academic freedom, and he's made that point very clear. 


What I'm saying is, before one says that the issue 
is cesolved in the Secretary's mind, I think we would want 
to see what the final outcome of this is. 


--MORE-- 
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Q John, on the Andropov thing again, the 
President said last night that the Russians have come for- 
ward in Geneva with a serious proposal. 


I just wonder if you could tell us when this was 
done and in what specific forum? 


x No, I can't. I think that both the Secretary 
and the President have charactecized those negotiations in 
the past as being undertaken in a serious way. I think the 
Secretary in particular has said that we have people at 
Geneva who ace serious, knowledgeable people in this area of 
negotiation, and it's our feeling that the kinds of people 
that the Soviets have sent on their side are similarly serious 
and knowledgeable, so the framework is there for serious 
discussion. 


But I think also the Secretary certainly has said 
that the negotiation really has to go on at Geneva in con- 
fidence and not he conducted through open dialogue or 
thcough the press. 


Q I don't have the President's quote in front 
of me -- if somebody does, I'd be grateful if they could come 
in with it ---but I think he was ceferring to a proposal, 
was he not? 


Q Yes. 
Q He said they made a certain proposal. 


Q And I was curious about whether that proposal 
is similar to what Korniyenko was saying in public about a 
25% cut on both sides. 


Is that the kind of thing that is regarcded as 
serious? 


ry I don't think there's a relationship between 
the Korniyenko speech. I don't think that applies to 
anything that has been submitted at Geneva. 


Q That's what I'm trying to get. What is it 
that is serious that the President is ceferring to? 


A I think we'd have to stand on his language, 
but if your question is, is there a new serious proposal in 
cecent days, not to my knowledge. 
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There is a Soviet proposal -- 


Q 

A Yes. 

Q -- which involves a cut of 25%. 

x But I think Marvin's question is, does this 
speech indicate that there's something new on the table? 
Wasn't that the thread of -- 


Q A little broader than that, I'm afraid. What 
I'm teying to get at is some understanding of what the 
President had in mind when he talked about the serious pro- 
posal, and that's why I asked the question, whether it is 
his description now of the 25% cut which has been tabled 
before? 


A No. I don't think he was referring to that. 
I can't speak for the President. I can't interpret what he 


Q But if he wasn't, then what is it that is 
serious? 


A I can't answer that question. I think he was 
talking in broad terms, but I do not think he was responding 
specifically to news organization reports of a speech. I 
think his feeling would be that we are serious and he is 
serious about arms ceduction, and if those remarks were to 
be translated into something tangible at Geneva, that would 
be welcome, but I wouldn't have thought it would go beyond 
that. 


Q Do you know whether, John, we have made any 
new proposals since the zero-based option? 


A I don't want to mislead you, but I think I 
probably should stand on our position that those nego- 
tiations are confidential and are going forward in a con- 
fidential framework. 


Q John, does the Secretary expect to take up 
any of these confidence-building measures listed by the 
White House yesterday in this lunch with Dobrynin? 


A Again, I don't wish to appear as though we're 
not forthcoming, but we're really not going to get into the 
substance of his discussion. It seems to me a broad range 
of matters of mutual interest could very well come up. 











gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


10 


Q Has Ambassador Dobrynin been in the 
Department on this kind of a basis, a lunch, some kind of 
arrcangement? 


x I don't think he has previously had lunch 
with the Secretary, but he certainly has been in before and 
talked with the Secretary. 


Q In that connection, please, the setting of 
the time for the lunch was after the Secretary returned from 
the Brezhnev funeral. 


a The setting of the date for lunch was after 
the Secretary retucned, but the idea -- 


Q The general idea was -- 


A -- the general idea was suggested four or 
five weeks ago, I think. 


Q Is it connected with the President's speech? 


No, no. Not connected with the President's 


speech. 
Q Not? 
A No, no. 
Q It's a coincidence that it's a lunch after? 
A Yes. 
Q On the meeting with the Secretary and the 
Palestinian leaders, whose initiative was it? 


A It was the Secretary's initiative. 


Q Do you have today any new information about 
the fate of those few hundred Palestinians who were arrested 
in Lebanon? 


4 I do not think we have anything for you on 
that. No. Not yet. Sorry. 


Q Anything about a new date for the visit of 
Prime Minister Begin to the States? 


A No. 
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Q On Iran, do you have anything on the reported 
involvement of Iranian troops in Lebanon? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything on a really wild report 
that the Israelis were somehow funneling arms captured or 
taken from the PLO to Iran? 


A No. 


Q Can you check please check, possibly, on the 
anti-PLO pledge? According to my information that the 
changes -- the supposed changes which have taken place in 
the last 24 hours are nothing but cosmetic changes. It 
really didn't change anything, that the pledge is now 
inserted as a work permit; and professors from the West Bank 
who ace visiting here in town, they said they might be 
allowed to return to the West Bank as visitors but not as 
pcrofessors who are working in the universities and schools. 


Could you check into that? 


A I don't know that thece's anything for us to 
check on this. As I said earlierc, I think we would be 
interested in seeing what the final outcome is and seeing 
what is being suggested that should be signed and who should 
sign it and how broad that cequest or regulation would be, 
but I think until we see that thece's ceally nothing for us 


to pursue. 


Q On the West Bank mayors -- this may sound 
facetious, but it's not meant that way -- how will the 
Secretary know that none of those elected officials are not 


members of the PLO? 


a I think we'ce confident they're not members 
of the PLO. 
Q Do you have any comment on what's happening 


in the Lebanese city of Baalbeck yesterday and today? 


nm No. Sorry. 


Q Any news on the schedule of travel of Ambassador 


Habib? 


A Yes. He is in Damascus today with Ambassadorc 
Draper. Both of them are in Damascus. 
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Q Do you know where he goes after that and 
when? 


f Nothing on his future travel. I would expect 
that he'd visit a number of other capitals in the area, but 
I don't have the schedule. 


Q John, since the Secretary is meeting with the 
Egyptian Defense Minister, ace there plans for him to meet 
with the Israeli Defense Minister? 


I don't know of any plans. I guess I was 
asked that question yesterday, but I don't know of any 
plans. 


Q Can you say anything n):2 about the specific 
accangements with the Lebanese and the Israelis sitting down 
together? It was thcee weeks ago that we heard that they 
were supposed to be sitting down that week and nothing's 
happened since. 


Anything that you can -- 


rN Not beyond what the Secretary said on 
Thucsday. You heacd him say that those nogotiations were 
moving along a little slower than we had hoped. You heacd 
him say, “It ain't easy” I think that was his phrase, 
but we're working at it vigorously. 


I think that the kind of activities that 
Ambassador Habib and Ambassador Draper are involved in are 
at this stage directly related to Lebanon and the troop 
pullout which is our goal. 


Q Yesterday there was an explanation for the 
meeting between President Reagan and the President of 
Guatemala. 


Is there any explanation for the cationale behind 
the meeting between President Reagan and the Presidents of El 
Salvador and Costa Rica? 


A No. I think I'd have to refer you to the 
White House on that. 


Q And also hae there been a decision yet on 
whether to lift the ban on military sales to Guatemala? 
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Ay I think we had some words on that within the 
past several days and nothing new -- nothing beyond that. 


Q Try that loyalty thing one more time. I'm 
kind of struck by your not saying anything about concern 
about the 22 who have left already. 


You're saying that you're waiting to see the final 
outcome, and until then there's nothing for us to pursue as 
though the 22 were a separate issue. 


We have anotherc emigration matter around, the edu- 
cation tax on Romanians where we've said exactly the oppo- 
site thing. We've told the Romanians, we don't care what 
you say, we just care what you do. Here you seem to be 
saying, we don't care what you do, we just care what you 
say, we just care about the werds. 


M I don't think the two are really comparable, 
because, I mean, there is some specific action pending in 
the case of Romania, and that would be the most-favored- 
nation aspect. So that's a different situation. 


As fac as Iscael is concerned, I think the 
Secretary, in cemarcks that he made, paid tribute to the long 
hecitage of freedom of thought and expression in Israeli 
universities, and I think that his thought was that acade~- 
mics should be interested in academic freedom across the 
boacd. He was responding to that. 


But I think the societies of which we are speaking 
ace quite different in character, and I think obviously that 
Iscael is conducting its own business in its own country 
after the Secretary has offered some cemacks in general 
about academic freedom. 


Q Over the last year, in particular, the 
Administration has pointed to Hong Kong as something of a 
model for the way it would like to see other developing 
nations go, pointing to its totally free enterprise economy 
and the fact that it has very little government involvement 
in any sector of its economy. 


Now, ovec the last couple of weeks that economy 
has begun to unravel quite rapidly and drastically, and it's 
facing at this point -- 


Q Can we get the question, please? 
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A Can we get the question? 


QO If I'm not interccupted, I perchaps would get 
to the question rcapidly. 


e) I want the question -- enough speeches. 


Q This isn't a speech. I'm simply backing up a 
question the way most people here do when they have a thing 
that they have to ask. 


2 Why don't we get to the question, and we'll 
all be able to -- go ahead. 


Q I'm going to cortinue with my question. 


a Okay. Can you kind of keep it reasonably 
short, like everybody else's? 


Q It would have been over with by now if I 
wasn't intercupted, as a matter of fact, John. 


I'm simply interestea .« if we'ce going to start 
explaining to the Thircd World that we perhaps are changing 
Ecom the kind of model that we want them to follow as a 
cesult of this. 


It's actually a very serious question. I'd like 
to point out the fact that most of the developing sector 
wasn't very pleased with that model to begin with, and at 
this point since Hong Kong is suddenly undergoing worse 
problems than othec developing sector nations, I'm wondering 
if there's any ce-evaluation of our model. 


a I think the change in Hong Kong's situation, 
don't you think, stems from the kind of talks that the 
British Government and the PRC are having about the future 
Of Hong Kong. I think that's what has effected the economy 
of Hong Kong, but we don't have any comment on those 
negotiations. 


¢) John, when is the President of Pakistan 
coming hece and why? 


fC Okay. Do we have that? I'm not sure an 
announcement has been made on that. 


Q He apparently did up there? 
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O The Pakistanis have announced it. 
A The Pakistanis have announced it? 


a Okay. I think that he's coming here the 
Monday that the Secretary leaves for Europe. I think he'll 
be here in the morning. 


Q The 6th. 


pot Or possibly late the night before. It will 
be the Monday before the Secretary leaves for Europe. 


Q Going back to Central America briefly, the 
announcement by the Sandinista leaders in Nicaragua that they 
were going to postpone the acquisition of the MiG‘'s led to 
your statement saying that it was a positive development. 


Has that led to any kind of diplomatic dialogue in 
the last few days, in the last few hours, with the 
Nicacaguans? Any kind of breakthrough? 

a Not to my knowledge. 


Q Okay. Thank you, John. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #203 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 24, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I hope you're 
all geared for the holiday! 


Speaking of that, the Press Office will be closed 
tomorrow. There will be no press briefing, and we will be 
operating on a Sunday schedule. The Press Office will be 
open on Friday, with a briefing as usual. 


I have an announcement on a speech that Ken Dam is 
going to make in Chicago. Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth 
W. Dam, formerly Provost of the University of Chicago, will 
deliver a foreign policy speech on Lebanon at the Chicago 
Law Club dinner, in Chicago, Thursday, December 2. The 
event will be held at the Mid-day Club, on the 56th floor of 
the First National Bank. The speech will be at 7:45 p.m. 


after dinner. 


Duc to limitations on space, TV and radio coverage 
will be on a pool basis, and anyone who wants to cover that 
speech should contact Clair Rottman, who is assistant coor- 
dinator for the Law Club dinner. She is at 312-876-2131. 
For a contact in the State Department for any further 
information, that is Diana Weston, and she is at 


202-632-2409, 


Q The subject? 


A Lebanon. 
Q Will copies be made available here? 
A I'm sure there will be an advance text, but I 


guess you're going to have to call Miss or Mrs. Weston to 
find out when that would be available. 


Q John, is this a review of policy or is this a 
speech one should look forward to toward new Cepartures in 


American policy or what? 


A I don't know about new departures. I think 
one always looks forward to a speech by the Deputy Secretary 


of State. 
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Q Yes. I can appreciate your saying that. But 
from our point of view, is it more than just simply a 
restatement? . 


' Bey | It's a major speech opportunity that he has 
had in mind foc some time, and he has decided to cover the 
question of Lebanon, in which you know he has been deeply 
involved himself from Washington. 


Q Will there be a question and answer period? 


A I think not. I think he is simply giving the 
speech. 


Then, just a mention of the meeting Under 
Secretary Eagledurger had this morning with the Secretary -- 
he met with a group of former senior officials from several 
administrations to discuss legislation now being proposed 
that would reduce the American commitment to NATO. The 
group expressed agreement with the Administration's concern 
that such legislation would weaken the Alliance, might 
undercut the American leadership role, and damage ouc 
national security. 


I have a list of those participants if you're 
interested. They included people like Lloyd Cutler, General 
Goodpaster, Bill Hyland, General Jones, Amos Jordan, Robert 
Komer, Sol Linowitz, Winston Lord, David McGiffert, Admiral 
Moorer, Brent Scowcroft, Walter Slocombe, Helmut 
Sonnenfeldt, and James Woolsey. We can make that list 


available to you. 


Q No opponents? 

A I think you probably would be able to contact 
those and -- ' 

Q No opponents. You didn't tune in on the 


other point of view, is what I mean. 


A Why don't you talk to those gentlemen? 


That's all I really have for you in the way of big 
news up front. I'll be glad to take any questions. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Honduras 
refusing to have any more maneuvers with U.S. troops? 
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A No, nothing today. I think we have responded 
to that in the past. 


I think you responded, Alan, on one occasion. 
Honduras. 


MR. ROMBERG: On refusing maneuvers? 

MR. HUGHES: Not refusing to have any maneuvers, 
but I think you had some language on -- Yes. But nothing 
today. ’ 

0 Deputy Assistant Secretary Bosworth yesterday 
said at a conference that they were going to take place now 
in the next two months. 


A We'll look into that one for you. 


0 And, of course, Honduras has said, "No 
thanks." 


f Why don't we take a look at that for you. 
I'm not aware of that. 


6) In the same area, has there been any decision 
in the Guatemalan military credits or sales? 


A No decision, to my Knowledge, no. 


Q Is there any reaction to the Americans Watch 
Report? 
A Yes, I do have something on that. As you are 


aware, the report is lengthy and neither the Embassy on the scene 
nor the State Department have had an opportunity to review 

its findings in detail. It is our view that the government 

of President Rios Montt has taken steps to improve upon the 
situation which existed as of March 1982, although we agree 

that further progress is necessary. 


There has been a substantial reduction of violence 
in urban centers. In addition, in contrast to the previous | 
regimes in Guatemala, the Rios Montt government has invited 
the Inter-American Human Rights Commission and permitted 
pcivate groups such as Americas Watch to visit Guatemala, 
and has afforded them access to information in that country. 





Q In that ceport, they make a number of points. 
Aside from taking complete issue with the Reagan 
Administration's attempt to paint a more favorable picture 
of the human rights situation, a point to which they 
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"strenuously object," they also say that the attacks on 
Amnesty International's reporting and other human rights 
reporting on Guatemala that have been put forward by the 
U.S. Embassy in Guatemala City and by Secretary of State 
Enders in a letter that was leaked in Guatemala are 
"unconscionable and shoddy," are the words that are used. 


Do you have any reaction to those conclusions? 


A No. I think we'll have to take a little 
time. As I say, it's a lengthy document, and I think we 
would want to take a look at it. 


@) Do you know how that letter from Secretary 
Enders to Amnesty got to be published in Guatemalan 
newspapers? 


a No. 

0 Can you look into that? 

A I think you are straining our resources 
somewhat. 

O It was made public here. 

A But the question was, do I know how it 


appeared in the Guatemalan newspapers? 


©) Apparently, it appeared there before it 
appeared here. 

A I don't think we would have anything on that. 

.@) Do you have anything on the Secretary's 


meeting with the West Bank Mayors last night? 


A No, not really. It lasted about between 30 
and 35 minutes, I think. Obviously, among the things they 
discussed was the President's Middle East peace initiative, 
but I don't think we are able to get into any more detail 
than that. 


e) Do you have any comment on the report from 
Syria that the Syrians have turned down a proposal for a 
partial withdrawal? 


A No, I don't think so. This, as we've said 
before, is a complicated business. Mr. Habib and Mr. Draper 
are working on it. I think they flew from Damascus to 
Jecusalem -- I think they are in Jerusalem today -- and 
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either together or separately would be continuing to visit 
a number of other capitals in the area and repeat visits to 
various capitals. It's a question of trying to put it 
together, but I don't think we would respond to a kind of 
blow-by-blow reaction from each capital. 


Q Is former Secretary Haig carrying any message 


from the President to the Israelis? 


A Not to my knowledge, Bernie. I guess you 
ought to ask the President. 


@) Was the Secretary aware yesterday that it's 
the first time that the Secretary, or any Secretary, was 
meeting with those two deported mayors? And is there any 
significance to the fact that unlike previous visits 
(inaudible) in Washington, this time they met with the 
Secretary? 


A I think he simply made his decision that it 
might be useful to meet with them, and I think he made that 
decision at the time without rceference to what might have 
taken place before or might not have taken place before. 


@) John, I take it that he opposed the depcr-- 
tation, is that right? He has made remarks somewhat 
similar to that. 


A I think the Administration's position, Bernie 
-- and I hesitate to kind of reinterpret from the podium; I 


think there is language on this. I think our position 
before is that it has not been helpful, and that the United 
States has been in favor of elected mayors’ serving out 


theic full terms. 


Q John, as far as you know, did they carry any 
message from Arafat to the Secretary of State, seeing that 
they have come directly here from Tunis and having met Yassar 


Arafat? 
A Not to my Knowledge. 


0 Is this sort of a beginning of an indirect 
dialogue with the PLO, Knowing that the exiled mayors ran on 
PLO tickets on the West Bank and they were deported because 


of that? 


A No. It's not a beginning, a continuation, or 
any kind of negotiation, direct or indirect, with the PLO, 


IV-Zi- 
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@) John, I understand that Ambassador Fairbanks 
is going out to the Middle East to join Phil Habib, and he 
usually deals with the autonomy talks. Are there new 


prospects for the autonomy talks? 


A No. think this is ail part of the 
President's continuing drive to move his Middle East peace 
initiative foward. As you know, Ambassador Draper has the 
special responsibilities in connection with Lebanon, 
and Ambassador Fairbanks has the special responsibilities in 
connection with the overall Middle East peace initiative, so 
I think it is a kind of logical involvement. 


@) Is Ambassador Habib working on both? 
A Ambassador Habib is working on both, right. 
0 John, can you check on that "not to my 


knowledge” reply on the message from Arafat, to get it one 
way Or the othec, please? 


A I think that is good counsel, Bernie; but I 
don't think we would go into any greater detail on those 
discussions than the fulsome details I have already offered. 


-- MORE -- 
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@) Do you have any announcements today on a co- 
production agreement between Egypt and the U.S. on a fighter 
plane? 


A No. 


0 Could you look into that because it was 
decided and reported but the type of the plane has not been 


A If there's anything on that, I think it would 
more logically be at the Pentagon. 


0 They'll probably refer to you, though; they 
usually do. 


A Why don't we refer to them first. 
@) Okay. 
Q ‘Does the Secretary have any plans to go the 


Middle East anytime soon? 


A No. think there is a report in a newspaper 
today that he's contemplating a trip to the Middle East in 
March. When I mentioned that to him this mornina, he seemed 
very suprised about that. 


0 He learned something. (Laughter) 


A The position is -- I'm not playing games -- 
as always, yes, he is ready to travel when there is 
something meaningful that might result from such travel; 
but, no, he has no current plans to go to the Middle East. 


Q How do you take that last sentence and apply 
it to the upcoming European trip? 


A How do I take that -- 


0 Yes, how do you apply that? What dividends, 
what productivity might there be if he feels that you 
travel when it is useful and there can be results? 


A I think, firstly, he has a very specific role 
in Brussels with NATO and the European Community which have 
been traditionally events that the Secretary of State has 
attended and participated in. I think, obviously, while he 
is in Europe, it makes good sense to make visits to a number 
of other capitals and visit a number of other leaders with 
whom we have close ties. 


Q John, if you're speaking about results of 
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trips, I wonder what expectations there are of results of the 
South American trip? 


A I think that you have had extensive 
backgrounders at the White House on the reasons for the trip 
and the hopes for the trip. 


Q There was one briefing so far. 


A There's one today. Are you planning to go 
over there? 


0 Yes. I was wondering whether you have 
something on it? 


ay No. I think that will be very adequately 
covered a little later on. 


@) I have a question about the Bush trip to 
Africa. In his speech in Nairobi, he made ceference to -- 
he made exclamation that the United States would, when 
asked, support multinational peacekeeping forces in Africa. 
And before they left the briefing -- him and Chester Crocker 
-- they confirmed that the option of some kind of a multina- 
tional force to replace the Cubans in Angola was still being 
pucsued. Can you confirm that that ceference in the speech 
was a cefercence to something he had been discussing with 
African leaders on his trip, and do you have any reports on 
the results of that trip since he comes home today? 


A I really can't confirm that because, 
obviously, I wasn't there, and I don't know what he's been 
discussing. There's nothing new on the state of nego- 
tiations on Namibia and Angola, and I think we gave you a 
fairly recent update on where they stand. We had a briefing 
by a senior spokesman on that, but I don't think there are 
any majoc new developments in that area. 


0 A follow-up please. Two questions: When and 
why did the United States begin to make this overt, direct 
linkage between the pullout of the Cuban troops from Angola 
with the settlement of Namibia; and, secondly, is Foreign 
Ministec Botha meeting with Chet: Crocker today? 


A The United States has not made linkage bet- 
ween Namibia and Angola. 


Q Vice President Bush has been going all around 
Africa, saying -- 


ra It's not linkage. The point is, the 
United States position is that you have to bring security 
and stability to the whole area. And, obviously, what 
happens in Angola has a bearing on developments in Namibia. 
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We are not talking about direct linkage. 


Q He has been. He has been very explicit about 
it. 


A I think we're talking about dual-track move- 
ment, of course. 


Q Somebody Ought to tell him that. What about 
Botha and Crocker today? . ' 


A I don't think anything is happening today. 
Q Is it 2:00 o'ciock or something. 
oa He is seeing Mc. Eagleburgerc -- Mr. Botha is 


seeing Mr. Eagleburger at 9:30 on Friday, and unless you 
have a better fix than I do, he's supposed to see Mr. 
Crocker at 10:30 on Friday. 


0 Will you check because I thought he was sup- 
posed to see Crocker today? 


A All right. 


Q Can we get a backgrounder on that meeting in 
the afternoon? 


A Yes, 4:00 o'clock on Friday. 
@) Will that include the Bush trip also? 


A I would think that the senioc official who 
handles that would be prepared to speak on that. 


Do you know the rest of the Botha schedule? He's 
meeting Secretary Shultz at 11:30 and that's followed by a 
luncheon at 12:30, which will be hosted by the Secretary and 
Mc. Botha is expected to be available for a brief Q&A 
session in the lobby following the lunch which would be 
acound 2:00 o'clock. 


Q Who did you say? 


Botha, the South African Foreign Minister. 


A 

Q And -- 
A He would come down, I think -- 
Q 


And Secretary Shultz? 
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A I doubt that the Secretary would come down 
with him. He traditionally has not. done that. I think 
you'll probably just see Mr. Botha. 


Q Who is he spending Thanksgiving with? 


A I don't know. I'd ask the South African 
Embassy. 


0 Any ceaction to the events of Ghana yesterday 
night? 


A Yes. Jerry Rawlings, the Chairman of the 
Ruling Provisional National Defense Council, announced today 
that his government had defeated a coup attempt yesterday 
afternoon. Our Embassy reports that there was firing in the 
Bucma camp military area -- that's the headquarters of the 
PNDC chairman -- in a suburb of Accra yesterday. 


There's no indication that the shooting has spread 
outside this area. All Americans -- that's about 2,700 -- 
are reported safe. A curfew instituted at: the time of the 
successful coup of Decmeber 31, 1981, has been extended from 
10:00 P.M. to 5:00 A.M. -- I guess from 10:00 P.M. to 5:00 
A.M. to 6:00 P.M. to 6:00 A.M. 


The aicport at Accrca and Ghana's borders are 
cepocted closed. 


0 Any ceaction to the stalemate in Tripoli? 
A 10. 
@) A follow-up on southern Africa. On the 


question of security and stability in the region, the 
Mozambique ambassadoc to the U.N. made a complaint to the 
Secretacy-General yesterday that South Africa is amassing 
troops along the Mozambique border and anticipates an inva- 
sion of Mozambique. Do you have any guidance on this, and 
will destablization in the region be a topic between the 
Botha talks and officials here? 


A Don't have any comment on the report. I 
would think that the South African Foreign Minister, and the 
officials that he speaks to here will certainly discuss 
regional affairs. 


Q One other guick question. Assistant 
Secretary Elliott Abrams is now in South Africa. 


A Don't think so. 


Q Or recently was in South Africa. 


gn 
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A He may have been. 


e) Do you have any report on who he met with 
while he was there? The London Times reported meetings with 
Beyers Nauderc and Winnie Mandela? 





A I don't. No, I don't —— 


0 Also on South Africa, has any official from 
the Administration approached Fidel Castro in recent weeks 
Orc months abdout a pullout of Cuban troops from Angola? 


Pn I don't think that that is very likely. I'm 
not aware of it, and I very much doubt it. 


0 Was that the entire schedule for Botha you 
read to us? 


Ay That's all I have. 
0 You don't have anybody there from Commerce? 
A No. 


0 Do you have anything on the Salvadoc -- U.S. 
Embassy in Salvador, bringing back families? 


A Yes. We can confirm that the dependents of 
Embassy staff members in San Salvador will be allowed to 
retucn to that country at the end of the month. Embassy 
staffers will no longer receive an additional hazardous duty 
pay allotment. This was a recommendation by our Embassy in 
San Salvador based on the current security situation in that 
city, and the State Department has concurred with the 
cecommendation. 


0 Do you have anything on the Secretary's 
meeting with Dobrynin yesterday? 


A No. I'm afraid not, Bernie. I guess that's 
one on which we're just rceally not going to be able to help 
you. 


Q Do. you have anything on ARABSAT? 


On -- 


> 


Q ARABSAT? 
A 


No. Working on that one for you. 


Do we have it? We'll post it. 


Foreign 
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Q Another question on the Secretary. There is 
a ceport in Newsweek that Secretary Shultz, in his meeting 
with Gromyko before, had warned the Russians not to supply 
MIGS to Nicaragua. Is that true? 





A I think we fairly traditionally have not got- 
ten into the detail of those talks with Mr. Gromyko. Sorry, 
I can't help you on that one. 


Q Do you have any new information regarding the 
fate of the hundreds of Palestinians that were detained in 
Beirut by the Lebanese army? 


x No. I'm afcaid I don't have anything for you 
on that today. 


0 Thece ace some more ceports today coming out 
of Iscael that the Israeli army has some evidence to the 
fact that such a massacre actually took place? 


r, No. Sorry. Nothing for you on that. 


0 Back to the Arab mayors. The Times says, 
from Jerusalem, that Iscaeli military officials have issued 
a directive that instcucts administcators in chacge of the 
occupied West Bank to keep up oressuce on extremist mayors 
while trying to neutralize pro-Jordanian Palestinians. 





i And the question is? 
0 Any comment on that? 


ry We've seen the reports. We've expressed our 
concern about them to the Iscaeli Government. While it is 
not clear that the reports accurately reflect Israeli 
policy, we, of course, remain opposed to any actions in the 
occupied territories that have a negative impact on 
Jordanian and Palestinian attitudes toward the peace process. 


Q Copy? 

A Sure. 

Q If you're not sure whether it reflects offi- 
cial government -- Israeli policy, how would you interpret 


the government directive in this recaard? 


A I don't ceally want to go into that one any 
fucther than we have. I guess there is, frankly, though, a 
question as to official policy here, vis-a-vis what actually 
happened, and I think we're going to let it rest at that. 


pete i ea i 
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re) Any ceadout on the meeting yesterday with the 
Egyptian Defense Minister? 


A Yes. A brief one. Basically, what we're 
gOing to do is refer you to the Pentagon. In fact, I don't 
even need to get the guidance other than to refer you to the 
Pentagon, but to say, obviously, that matters of mutual 
interest, and obviously the military relationship between 
Egypt and the United States, were subjects of discussion. 


@) This hemorchaging of leaks at this noon 
briefing has got to stop. (Laughter) 


A I'm doing my best to tighten everything up 
here. 


Hope you all have a happy holiday. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #204 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 1982, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: I have the distinct feeling that our 
ranks are a little decimated. Some apparently have not 
recovered from the festivities of yesterday. 


On Monday, November 29, at 2:30 p.m. in this room, 
there will be an on-the-record press briefing on the occa- 
sion of the release to Congress and the United Nations of a 
second report on the continuing use of chemical and toxin 
weapons in Southeast Asia and Afghanistan. 


Copies of the report will be available beginning 
at 12:30 p.m. on Monday, but embargoed until 2:30 p.m. 


Robert Dean, Deputy Director of the Bureau of 
Politico-Military Affairs at the State Department, will lead 
this briefing. He will be joined by a panel of experts who 
were involved in the preparation of the report, and who will 
be available to answer questions on the record as well. 


That's Monday, 2:30, in this room. 


Just to remind you, we also have a backgrounder on 
southern Africa by a senior administration official in this 
room at 4:00 this afternoon. 


| That's all I have in the way of announcements on 
this post-holiday day. 


6) Do you have any comment on the Soviet 
response to the President's speech the other night, saying 
in effect that the MX proposal as laid out is a violation of 
the SALT agreements? 


A Yes. First, the closely-spaced based 
system, which is a name for the system, does not involve 
fixed launches as set forth in SALT. 


The launcher for the MX missile in the system will 
be a canister, specifically designed to be capable of being 
transported from one vertical shelter to another. 














The vertical shelter, although fixed, is not a 
launcher. The transportable canister itself contains 
essentially all the equipment needed to launch the missile. 
Such a transportable launch canister is not considered to 
be a fixed launcher for SALT purposes. 


We believe that this system clearly does not 
undercut the SALT agreements in any respect: the system is 
readily verifiable, it is a limited deployment which will 
not impede carrying out substantial reductions in strategic 
arms, and it fits well within the existing and proposed arms 
control structure. 





It need not produce an increase in the number of 

ICBMs or ICBM warheads. This deployment can be accommodated 
under the reduced ceilings we have proposed in START. It is 
in no way contradictory to the object and purpose of the 
SALT agreements or with the purpose of the specific provi- 
sions of those agreements concerning fixed launchers. 





It is our policy that we will take no action which 
would undercut existing arms control agreements, so long as 
the Soviets show equal restraint. Deployment of this 
system is fully consistent with this policy. 


allem eS ee TE Alle TCE 
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Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
: A Sure. 
g 
ie Q Can I ask a couple of questions? Launchers 


or, whe ow 


under the SALT agreement that I've read are not restricted 
to fixed launchers. Mobile launchers would be included in 
the count as well. 


A This is not a mobile system. 


Q How is it not a silo, then, if it in fact 
acts like a silo, looks like a -- 


A The canister goes in the silo, but the 
canister can be transported. 


Q What I'm saying is, why doesn't it come under 
the count of silos which has an overall ceiling? 


A Because it's not fixed. 


Q What I'm saying is that the silo ceiling also 
includes mobile launchers. 








A You're going a little bit beyond my exper- 
tise, and I'll have to do a little homework on that. 


; Q Could you get an answer to that last 
-- question? 


A All right. Fine. 


Q John, along that same line, in the 
' Administration's announced plans, they only plan to build 
100 silos, and apparently have 100 MX missiles in those 
silos. There isn't any provision to move them any place, if 
? you wanted to move then. 


gn 





Does that suggest that the Administration 
actually plans to dig more holes than it's publicly 
announced at this point? 


COPED te 0s he 


A No. I wouldn't project the future, but 
all we're saying is that those are not confined to those 
silos, but we're not talking about additional SAMs. 


Q John, are we saying that the canister can 
serve as the launch mechanism free from of the silo, can be 
fired from above ground out of the canister without benefit 
of the silo's protection? 


A No. I don't think we're saying that.* 


It requires the silo, does it not? 
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I think it requires the silo. 
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Q 
A 
Q Then how does this fly? 
A 


What we're talking about is these particular 
silos, and this particular number. 


Q Let me put it the other way, then: The 
United States would have no objection if the Soviets were to 
go into such a canister system? 


A I'd have to do a little research on that. 
Q We'd welcome it. (Laughter) 


Q Can we move to another subject, John? I'd 
like to ask you to comment on some remarks made by -- 


*Note: The transportable canister itself contains essen- 
tially all the equipment needed to launch the missile. 
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Q Just to finish up, on the more general 
aspects of the Soviet response. For instance, they seem to 
have dwelt on the SALT violations. They didn't seem to 
grasp any of the confidence-building measures that the 
President offered the other night. 


Do you have any comment on that broader aspect? 


A I don't have any comment, but I wouldn't 
read too much into that. I mean, I wouldn't, one way or the 
other. 


@ Why? Do you think they'll respond in a dif- 
ferent way? 


A I wouldn't read that as a rejection. 
Q Are we now finished? 
.@ No, we're not. Not by a long shot. 


On the Soviet statement in Pravda, I believe, they 
also made some references to SALT I, which raised some 
questions implicitly, although they certainly weren't as 
detailed about possible deployments of the ABM. But there's 
no reference to that part of it in your statement. 


My question has to do with whether we are con- 
fident -- whether the Administration is confident that its 
proposals do not violate any provisions of the ABM treaty 
and its protocols in 1972 and 1974. 


A I think we're confident of that. 


' Q When you say “the existing arms control 
agreements,” do you mean SALT I or SALT II, together, both 
of them? 


A We're looking at them collectively, but, as 
you know, SALT II has not been ratified. Our position is 
that we will not undercut the provisions of SALT II so long 
as the Soviets do not. 


Q But some people on the Hill are proposing to 
renew an effort to ratifying the SALT. Do you exclude this 
possibility? 


A I'm not commenting on that. We're talking 
about as we interpret them and apply them at present. 
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Q Does the United States Government have any 
comment on the PLO Central Committee's rejection of 
President Ronald Reagan's peace plan? 


A No. We've seen the initial reports, but we'd 
like to see the full text before we have any comment on 
that. 


Q Can we go to my question? 


A Sure. 


Q Last Tuesday, Ghulam Hussain, who's the 
leader of the Pakistan People's Party -- which would be the 
ruling party in Pakistan now, were this Administration's 
hopes for democratic rule in that nation realized -- said at 


A Why don't we kind of zero in on the question 
instead of making editorial comments? 


Q Okay. I just wanted to make sure you 
understood who was involved. He said a few things. One is 
that he believes that support for the current Zia-ul-Hag 
dictatorship in Pakistan violates the interests of the 
Western democracies because it prolongs the period before 
sovereign democracy can be established in Pakistan. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. 


-- MORE -- 
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e) Two, he said that Dr. Henry Kissinger 
threatened the former and last elected president of Pakistan, 
Zulfikar Ali Bhutto, that he would make a horrible example 
out of him unless he dropped his policies of developing 
nuclear energy in Pakistan. 


In light of Kissinger's relationship as a close 
advisor of Secretary fo State George Shultz, do you have any 
comment on that? 


A I have no comment, but I don't know quite what 
you mean by a “close reltionship" between Mr. Kissinger and 


Mr. Shultz. 


Q I would § ly refer you to the Secretary's 
remarks in his last two press conferences and put whatever 
interpretation you choose to on them. 


A Mr. Kissinger is a former Secretary of State 
who is respected by the present Secretary of State. 


Do we have another question? 


Q Did the United States Government receive any 
additional information about the anti-PLO pledge, and can 
you comment on reports that official missions in the Holy 
Land will be required to go through that pledge, too? 


A No. I haven't anything further on that since 
we last discussed it on Wednesday. 


Q You cannot comment on the second part? 


A Not aware of it. 
Q Where is the Habib set of negotiations at? 


A Mr. Habib is today in Amman; Mr. Draper is 
back in Beirut, and they continue to work on the plan for 
troop withdrawal from Lebanon. 


Q What's he doing in Amman? 


A He's wearing two ats, obviously. He's got 
the broad Middle East negotiations responsibility; and cer- 
tainly part of that is Lebanon, but he's not devoting all of 
his time to Lebanon. 


Q Do you know of any plans for Mr. Draper to 
return to Washington? 


A I don't know of any plans, no. It would be 
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logical that he would at some time in light of his coming 
back and forth, but I don't know of anything that's in the 
wind. I expect Mr. Habib would be back in December. 


Q Do do you know when Mr. Habib will be back? 
A I don't; don't have a date on it. 


Q Do you have a where and when speculation on 
your reaction to the PLO Central Committee's stance? Do you 
have any idea who would be doing it? Will the White House 
be giving any reaction, or are you all going to be giving a 
reaction over the weekend or today? 


A I think it would come out of the State 
Department when we've had a chance to look at that text. 


Q Will that come today? 
A It might. 


Q The West German Chancellor is quoted today as 
saying that the Administration asked for a doubling of the 
Pershing missiles in West Germany; is that correct and, if 
so, what was the reasoning for the request? 


A No. There really aren't any differences bet- 
ween ourselves and the German Government on this one. 


Q Was a request made for a doubling of the 
Pershing missiles? 


A No. We are standing by the language of the 
original dual-track decision on deployment, and you know 
what the terms of that are. We're comfortable with that 
and the numbers contained therein. 


@] Does that translate into saying that report 
is wrong? That's what it sounds like to me. 


A It translates into saying that there are no 
differences between ourselves and the West German Government 
on the number. 


Q There is no U.S. request for a doubling of 
the number of Pershing missiles to be based in West Germany? 


A There are no differences on the -- 


Q Does the 1979 decision you speak of missiles 
or missile launchers? 


aN I'd have to go back and get the exact 
language, but we are not quibbling here. We're standing by 
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that language, that there's no difference on that language. 


Q You could have no differences if you have 
agreed to double and the the government has said yes. 


A No, we're standing by the original numbers in 
the original NATO decision. 


Q What gives you the problem of saying that 
report is wrong? 


A I guess there have been some reports 
suggesting that there are differences. 


Q When you say the original number you're 
talking of missiles? 


There are two figures. 

108 and 464. 

That's right. 

And you're talking about missiles? 


r Oo FF OD PY 


That's right. 


Q Differences aside, John, has there been a 
request by the United States Government for -the West Germans 
to consider any increase in the number of missiles? 


A No. Not additional, no. 


Q So that these reports that while Helmut Kohl 
was here that this was explored those are erroneous reports? 


A We're not going to go into diplomatic 
discussions, but let me just simply say that we're comfor- 
table, as I think the West German Goverment is, that there 
are no differences on this question between us. , 


Q Did you have any comment about President 
Mubarak's call yesterday for the PLO to recognize Israel 
without waiting for a simultaneous move from Israel to 
recognize the PLO? 


A Yes. We believe that President Mubarak has 
given sound advice to the PLO. There is no doubt that 
willingness to recognize Israel and adhere to U.N. 
Resolutions 242 and 338 are essential first steps to be 
taken by any party which wishes to promote the peace process 
and accelerate the achievement of Palestinian rights. 


7 «#«* 


Q Copy please? 
A Yes. 


Q If I remember earlier a few weeks ago, the 
U.S. Government didn't comment at that time about the 
massacre and the inquiries in all that, the inquiry in 
Israel and Lebanon, and the United States Government with- 
held any comment until such an investigation would be 
. established, or something like that. Now that Lebanon and 
Israel have established their own investigative commissions, 
in regard to the massacres in Lebanon, is the United States 
Government entertaining the idea of having such an inquiry 
in the United States to determine if there was any negli- 
gence or direct responsibility for the massacre by the 
United States? 
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A Not to my knowlege. 


Q In another area. Do you have any comment at 
all on the chief rabbi of Romania, saying that now Jews will 
be exempt from this -- having to repay the educational 
expenses before they can emigrate? 


A Yes. We've seen the reports to which you 
refer. We don't have official confirmation yet. We remain 
in close contact with the Romanians on this issue which 
potentially is a serious one for U.S.-Romanian relations. 


Q What is the drill going to be this after- 
noon with Mr. Botha, other than the 4:00 P.M. briefing? 
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A I think he is going: to come down after his 
luncheon. I mean, he obviously will come down, and I think 
he's going to have some remarks on his way out of the 
building around 2:00. 


Q Is the Secretary -- 


A Probably will not come down; traditionally 
has not. 


Q I saw your posting on the ARABSAT satellite. 
It approaches the question of technology transfer. Of 
course, if the satellite is launched there isn't that much 


transfer. 


The question is, the Arabs have said that they 
have had three built. One for standby. Do you know where 
the third satellite will be kept? 


A No. 
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Q Could you find out? 


A I'll take a look at it. I'll be glad to see 
what we can find on it for you. 


Q In another area, has a decision been made on 
whether the U.S. would renew military assistance to 
Guatemala? 


A No. It's where we were a few days ago. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 
(The press briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. First, a ceminder that there will be a 
briefing, ON THE RECORD, on chemical warfare this afternoon 
at 2:30 in the briefing room. I think John announced that on 
Friday. 





Q Who is doing it? 


oe ee ee ee er” 


As I have the names. We can make them available 
to you: Bob Dean, of PM, will be leading it, and then we have 
a list of experts, but they will all be introduced also at the 
briefing so it's on the record. 


» Fane 


Second, I would like to bring to your attention the 
fact that Under Secretary Eagleburger will testify before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee on Tuesday, November 30, at 
10:00 A.M. That will be in the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building, in Room 4229. Embargoed copies of his opening state- 
ment will be available later this afternoon. That's what it 
Says on the paper. 


Mir out 
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Q The subject? 


Mem « 


— A Ambassador Eagleburger will be testifying at 

the request of Chairman Percy on the U.S. role in NATO. This 
is a topic of particular immediacy because of specific propo- 
sals in both the Senate and the House which would unilaterally 
reduce the level of U.S. forces in Europe and interfere with 
the U.S. ability to meet its commitment to modernize NATO's 
nuclear and conventional forces. These and other proposed 
amendments to the FY-83 defense appropriations bill strike at 
the very substance of the American commitment to NATO. 


Ambassador Eagleburger will testify on behalf of the 
Secretary, who wanted me to underscore the importance that he 
personally attaches to this statement of Administration policy. 


That's all the announcements I have. I'll be happy 
to take your questions. 








e) Alan, before we get to more cosmic stuff, a 
couple of questions about U.S. officials. One, do you have 
anything on a man by the name of Kenneth Monroe Scott who has 

= been PNG'd from Sri Lanka? 


A All I have on the ceports on this subject, Jim, 
is that the matter is being discussed by our Ambassador in 
Colombo and Sri Lankan authorities and that it, therefore, 
would not be appropriate to comment further at this time. 
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Q Has he been declared personna non grata? 
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A I just said, I have nothing further to say at 
this time. You're not listening, Mr. Loeb. 
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E . Q I'm sorry, Mr. Romberg. 

£3 

c=— Q No? Because according to the Sri Lankans, 
= e they are throwing him out because he predicted the incumbent 
so president would lose the election. 

25 A I saw the press reports. 

a8 

i Q Pardon? 

ov 

“ec 

of Ay I saw the press reports on it. 

a. 

w 

= “ Q And you don't want to comment on that either? 
oe 

‘=o A No. 

_— 

Y Q You don't want to comment on the sense of 





prophecy within the Embassy? 
A What's your next question, Jim? 


Q O.K. On a guy by the name of Wright, an AID 
official accused of smuggling goods into India. 


A That, of course, is not a new Story, and as I 
think we indicated some weeks ago, actually, we can confirm 
that the Indian Government is looking into the possible 
involvement of an Embassy employee in failing to declare 
Gutiable items. Because of the Privacy Act, I can't provide 
details; but I would note that the Embassy is cooperating 
Sully with the Government of India in investigating this matter. 


Q Does he have diplomatic protection? 


A I do not know specifically what his status is. 
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A When I say “his,” I'm referring to the fact 
that somebody is named in the articles. I'm not able to con- 
firm to you that the articles are accurate. 


Q I know. I'm asking -- 
A Do AID employees have diplomatic immunity? 


Q Yes. 


A I don't know in this particular case what the 
arrangement is. I'm sure if you check with AID you can find 
that out. 


Q Alan, have you seen the report by the French 
news agency that said President Gemayel called in the 
Ambassadors of the United States, France, and Italy today and 
formally requested an increase in the size of the multina- 
tional force? 


A No, I can't. I don't know. I don't have 
anything on that. 


Q Do you have any comment or any information 
about the reported Lebanese Army carting off medical supplies 
from the Gaza Hospital in West Beirut? 


A Obviously, we're aware of the press reports; we 
don't have any independent confirmation of that, but we are 
looking into the reports. 


Q On that note, how do you see the call coming 
from Egypt about the need for expediency in getting all the 
foreign forces out of Lebanon and the statement after the 
meeting between Mr. Habib and Kamal Hasan Ali? 


A I have not, frankly, seen the text of what was 
said, but clearly, we would share the objective of the removal 
of all foreign forces from Lebanon as soon as possible. 


Q Do you have any reaction on the GATT statement? 


A I understand that Ambassador Brock is going to 
have a press conference or meeting with the press this after- 
noon. You know, the delegation hasn't come back yet, and 
rather than try to anticipate what he is going to say, I would 
refer you to his remarks. 
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Q To follow up on that, do you have any expert 
opinion on a trade war? 


A Opinion on a trade war? I don't have an opi- 
nion on trade wars except they are bad things. But I think, 
again, that is the kind of question that ought to be addressed 
to him. I would not anticipate that he would be addressing 
the issue in those terms. 


Q Back to the Middle East, do you have anything 
today on the PLO meeting and the conclusion thereof? 


A Not rceally very much. We're not going to 
characterize the meeting or the communique that was issued 
following it. It's our understanding that this meeting comes 
from the process of consultation within the Palestinian com- 
munity and also, of course, with other Arab parties. 


The President's initiative, as we have previously 
noted, has stimulated serious discussion of key issues related 
to the peace process, and we are encouraged that that 
discussion continues and that serious consideration continues 
to be given to the broadening of the peace process. 


Given the urgency of this matter, we hope that the 
preliminaries can conclude in the near future so that the main 
event -- real peace negotiations -- can begin. 


Q May we have a copy please? 


A We can make a copy. It may take a few minutes 
afterwards to make that available. 


Q You don't regard the PLO communique as a rejec- 
tion of the President's plan, the President's ideas? 


A I would not cegard it as a rejection. 


Q Getting back to Habib for a minute, you have 
nothing to offer us on his meetings with the Egyptians? He is 
reported to have said in that meeting that he is less opti- 
mistic now about a withdrawal by the end of the year and that 
at this point the United States is simply trying to get 
something to happen -- anything -- almost as a token before 


the end of the year. 


A No, I don't have any comment on that. 
Obviously, on the overall issue, it remains a goal to get 
those foreign forces out as soon as possible, if possible by 
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the end of the year. We are working actively toward that 
objective; but I don't have anything on his meetings or speci- 
fically what he may have said. 


Q Has anything changed about the likelihood of 
achieving that goal since the goal was first stated a month or 
two ago? 


A I don't want to try to characterize that, 
Ralph. Time has passed, but beyond that, no, in that I really 
don't want to comment. 


Q Habib is reported to have said that events have 
overtaken that goal. 


A He is reported to have said that publicly or 
privately? 


Q I don't know in what situation he is reported 
to have said that. 


A I don't think he has said anything publicly, 
and I don't know, frankly, in his Egyptian meetings what he 
may have said privately. I haven't seen the reports on that 
yet. 


Q Do you have any comment, Alan, on the Israeli 
Cabinet statement yesterday which still seems to insist on the 
talks with the Lebanese taking place in Jerusalem and Beirut? 


A Ambassador Habib and Ambassador Draper have 
been discussing with the Israeli and Lebanese Governments 
ideas about how to get these negotiations started immediately. 
We are disappointed that they haven't begun yet. 


We believe that direct negotiations between those 
two governments is the only way to achieve the objectives 
which we share with Lebanon and Israel, that is, the 
strengthening of the Central Government of the sovereign state 
of Lebanon, freed from the presence of foreign forces in its 
territory, and the establishment of a peaceful, stable 
relationship between Israel and Lebanon. 


The question of holding the negotiations in 
Jerusalem is, obviously, a matter of great sensitivity to all 
parties concerned. We hope that all the remaining problems 
can be worked out immediately, and we will be actively 
involved in helping to do this. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 


A Yes. Again, that may take a little time, but 
yes, we can provide it. 
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Q Allen, on the previous statement that you 
Or -- comment that you made? You are in the possession of 
the PLO communique and you do not consider it as a 
rejection; am I correct? 


A That's what I said before. 

Q Are you taking a position on the question of 
the venue of Jerusalem in that remark or not? 

A No. 

Q You're not? 

A We're just saying that we recognize that 


it's a sensitive issue. We hope all the remaining problems 
will be worked out immediately and that we'll help. 


Q Can you put into perspective the United States 
position toward the mutual recognition between Israel and the 
PLO? The current policy, as I understand - 


A I would simply restate our well known -- in 
this room and oft repeated -- position on dealing with the PLO 
in terms of its need to state unambiguously and publicly its 
acceptance of Israel's right to exist and the U.N. Security 
Council Resolutions 242 and 338, and if they did that we 
would talk with then. 


I don't propose to get into the question specifi- 
cally beyond that of the mutual recognition. 


Q You will not show any objection to -- 
A I'm not going to get into it. 
Q In cegard to the statement that you would not 


characterize the statement itself, is your reaction one of 
encouragement as a result of this statement? 


A I don't think I really want to try to 
characterize that. 


Q I was going to ask you to follow that up. 
President Mubarak has reportedly urged the PLO to recognize 
Israel. 


A I think John addressed this last week and 
said that, of course, we thought that ought to happen, too. 
That's what I just said. We would certainly welcome that. 


Q On PLO recognition, the two mayors that met 
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with the Secretary last week are reported -- actually to have 
said that Chairman Arafat is looking for something such as 
freeze on settlements and Israel's willingness, at least in 
principal, to withdrawal from the territories in order for 
them to take a step of recognition. How does that really 

fit into what you just said. 


A Our position -- I'm not going to try to 
relate it in a direct way. Our position on the settlements 
and a freeze is quite clear and on the record. Our position 
on dealing with the PLO is also quite clear and on the 


cecorcd, and I would prefer to leave it that way rather than try 


to draw up connections of the sort that you're referring to. 


Q Apropos of settlements, within a few days of 
the United States taking a very strong position on 
the loyalty oaths, Israel changed its requirements somewhat, 
perhaps in an unrelated manner, but has the U.S. noticed any 
change at all since it began speaking out strongly on the 
settlements issue about two weeks ago in that policy? 


A You're trying -- first of all, although you 
Say maybe it was in response to the U.S. -- I think, 
John, in response to a question, perhaps, from you indicated 
that he didn't think it was. : 


Q (Inaudible) 


A That's right, but this is an internal 
Israeli decision. 


Q In the same way, has any internal Israeli 
decision been made that indicates any change since the U.S. 


A I'm not aware of any but I'd have to leave 
it at that. 
Q Do you have a date for Prime Minister 


Begin's retucn to the United States? 


A I do not have a date. The President has 
invited Prime Minister Begin to visit Washington in early 
1983, but we don't have precise dates for you at this point. 


Q On the Jerusalem question, negotiations be- 
tween Lebanon and Israel, can you elaborate at all on what 
you mean by the question of "special sensitivity” or why 
you're adding that point? Do you think that negotiations 
shouldn't take place in Jerusalem? 


A No, I said I wasn't addressing the point in 
a substantive way, taking a position on it; that we are 
noting that this is an issue of sensitivity. 


Bernie asked this question relating to Jerusalem 
and I'm responding to that. 
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Q But how by noting that -- what does 

that say? Only that the United States -- 
A We know it's an issue of great sensitivity. 
Q Is there anything new on Sharon? Is he 


still coming and is he going to meet with any American 
officials? 


4A I was not aware specifically that he was 
coming. 

Q He's suppose to come -- 

A You keep on telling us this, but I'm not 
aware of it. 

Q He's suppose to be here this week for -- 

A I don't know of the trip and I don't know of 


any meetings that are planned. 


2) On former Secretary of State Alexander 
Haig's trip to Israel, is he in touch with the United States 
Embassy or the Department of State about his talks with 
Israeli officials? Do you have any imput into that? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know the answer 
to that. 

Q Can you take the question? 

A I*ll look into it. 

Q On another area. Novosty, the Soviet news 





agency, put out a statement today saying that the Soviet 
Union will have to adopt a launch-on-warning strategy if 
the intermediate range missils are stations in Western Europe. 
In other words, at the first launch they would then reta- 


liate fully. 


One, have you seen the statement and, two, do you 
have any comment? . 


A I haven't seen the statement, therefore, I 
can't comment. Let me see if anybody is willing to comment 
on the basis of simply a Novosty piece. I'm not sure that 
they would. 


Q Alan, could you broaden that? Cap 
Weinberger said yesterday that the Soviets have expanded 
their SS-20 buildup to 340, which is -- I was under the 








impression that they had said they were going to pose some 
kind of unilateral freeze a few months ago. 


A We addressed it several months ago, the fact 
that there had not been a cessation of deployments. I don't 
= have myself the numbers but I have no reason to question the 
‘ Secretary of Defense's figures. 
5 
| Q Do you have anything on the elections in 
c Uruguay? 
mo 
A Yes. We welcome this election as an impor- 








.tant step in Uruguay's return to democracy. Reports indi- 
cate that the vote was peaceful and orderly, with a good 
turnout. We're pleased that the Uruguayan Government has 
publicly reaffirmed its commitment to the process which will 
culminate in presidential elections in 1984. 
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Q You're completely satisfied that this is 

; leading into democractic rule in the way that you would like 
% it? 

: 

‘ A I've given you our reaction to it. 

Q All right. Moving on. Do you have anything 


On any deeper analysis of the America's Watch Report on 
Guatemala or the National Council of Churches report on 
theic visit to Guatemala. This came out last week. 


= * S&S. « ihe » & 


A No, I don't have anything for you. 
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Q And, finally, do you have anything on the 
Bishops’ statement out of New York against U.S. Central 
American policy, in general? 
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A No, I don't. 

Q Do you have anything on U.S. aid to 
Guatemala? 

A No, there's nothing new on that. 

Q When that America's Watch Report came out, I 


think you declined a response on the grounds that you hadn't 
had time to re-j it. Is a response being prepared? 


A I don't know whether there will or won't 
be a public response frankly, George. I'm sure it's being 
studied carefully, but I can't tell you whether there would 
be a public -- this was a report, 133 or something page 
report which the America's Watch prepared on Guatemala and 
presented to the Department. 
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Q Alan, is this reticence connected in any 
way with the President's trip? 


a I think it's connected with the fact that 
nobody had read it carefully and has been able to prepare, 
if there is to be prepared, a careful response to it. 


Q Anything on spare parts on Guatemala? 
A No, I just said there's nothing new. 
Q Going back to Israel, there is something of 


a political brouhaha there over a couple of articles 
published in the New York Times by someone named Max 
Frankel, alleging relations between the U.S. Government and 
officials of the Labor Party to try to topple the Begin 
Government. 





Have you commented on that as of yet? 


A I think the subject was raised last week. I 
don't cecall. But in any case, without addressing Max 
Frankel's column, we have many times -- not many times -- 
but on occasion, when that question has been caised here in 
response to allegations in Israel, made it very clear that 
we're not interfering in Israel's internal political affairs. 


Q Are you contemplating any action against 
the New York Times or Mr. Frankel based on his publication 
of that untrue story, which is obvioisly damaging to U.S. 
relations in the region? 





A We state our positions and trust the people 
will pay attention to them 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #206 


TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 1982, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, yesterday I asked you about this 
Novosti commentary about the possible change in Soviet stra- 
tegy. Do you have any answer? 


A I do have some response to that. This Soviet 
position is not new, although the Soviets apparently hope to 
score a propaganda coup by timing the Novosti article with 
the NATO Defense Ministers’ meeting in Brussels. 


The article is part of a propaganda campaign by 
the Soviets against NATO long-range INF modernization. The 
Soviet objective is clear, which is to preserve their 
overwhelming monoply of longer-range INF missiles while 
undermining Western will to redress this imbalance. In pur- 
suit of this, the Soviet Union has waged one of the heaviest 
propaganda campaigns in years, and the launch-on-warning 
threat should be seen as part of this effort. 


If the Soviets are genuinely interested in 
avoiding deployment of the long-range INF ballistic missiles 
les, they should demonstrate this concern at the negotiating 
table by accepting our offer to eliminate the entire class 
of long-range INF missiles on both sides. 


Q You say it's not new. By that you mean that 
you think that the Soviets are now operating on a long-term 
warning missile? 


A I believe that this position has been articu- 
lated before. I can't give you chapter and verse on it. 


Q You mean the warning has been made before, but 
they're not in that mode of thinking? 


A I simply don't know about the general 
question you're asking, but in terms of the INF deployment 
and so on, I believe this is not a new position, specifi- 
cally with regard to these missiles. 
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Q Copies? 
A Yes, we can provide you a copy of that. 


8] There is a report on Reuters that they expect 
that Ambassador Habib may return tomorrow to Washington? 


A I have nothing to substantiate that report. 
Ambassador Habib is in Morocco at the moment. Ambassador 
Deaper is in Beirut. Following our normal practice, I'm not 
going to give an on-going itinerary, but I would tend to 
discount that particular report. 


@) What is the nature of the visit of General 
Vernon to Morocco? 


A General Walters? 
Q Walters; yes. 


A I can get that for you. There is some sort 
of conference,.I believe, going on. 


Q Cultural? 
A Yes, there's a cultural conference. 


That's cight, and other officials are going to it, 
too. 


Q Henry Kissinger is also there. Are you sure 
they're not secretly meeting with the PLO? 


Q Where is it that they're at? 
A In Morocco. 


Q Has the U.S. received a cequest from Lebanon 
for more troops in the Multinational Force, and, if so, what 
would be the proposed mission of those troops and how many 
would there .be7 


A I don't have a lot of detail for you, but I 
can tell you that we, the French and the Italians have now 
ceceived a formal Lebanese Government rcequest to increase 
the U.S. contingent to the Multinational Force. We're, of 
course, actively studying and considering this request, but 
I'm not going to be able to provide you with further comment 
until we've had more time to study it. 
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Moreover, Our response to the request would have 
to fit into the overall arrangements for the withdrawal of 
foreign forces from Lebanon, i.e., PLO, Syrian and Israeli 
forces. What I'm saying to you is, don't come back tomorrow 
and say where are you in your active consideration of this 
request. It's got to be considered in the overall context. 


Q In consideration with the overall plan, are 
you, in effect, telling Lebanon, Israel and Syria that 
unless there is some movement on the negotiations to 
withdraw the troops that the U.S. consideration will con- 
tinue as consideration, and there won't be an answer? 


A No. I'm saying ‘I'm not trying to prejudge 
that. I'm simply saying that it would have to fit into this 
overall context. I'm not going to try to prejudge how it 
would come out. 


Q Is this a numerical request? 


A (A) I do not have the information, and (B), 
as I say, I don't think I'm going to be able to give you 
more details at this point. 


Q Is that in increase request to all three? I 
think if I have my notes here, you say the request is for an 
increase in the U.S. contingent? 


A No, I think that is what I said but I think, 
in fact, it would be a request to all three. I will check 
that and correct that if that is wrong, but I believe it is 
a request -- 


Q No numbers there, you say? 
A I have no numbers. 
Q Can you take the question? 


A I don't have any further details to give you 
at this point. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Lebanese 
request to the Soviets to also assist in the peacekeeping 
process, whatever that means? 


a I have not seen specifically what was said. 
I've seen one wire report on this, so I don't know what the 
context was or what the words were, really. I must say, 
basically, that we don't see how, just as a general matter, 
that would be helpful. But, again, I don't have the speci- 
fics so I can't address it beyond that. : 
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0 Is the Lebanese Ambassador here being con- 
sulted on this subject, on the MNF subject? Is he coming to 
the Department, or has he met with Secretary Shultz on this 
request? 


A I'm not aware that he has. I think the 
discussions are taking place in Beirut. 


Q How come you haven't got that. That's the 
kind of thing that I think would snap you to attention? 


A Obviously, it snaps you to attention. 
Q No, seriously. 
ry You mean in terms of whether he's been in here? 


Q No, Gemayel talking about whether the Soviets 
ought to have a cole in expediting the process. 


4 I can't tell you more than the information 
that I have, which is that I -— 


Q Has that information not rceached this 
building? 


nen There's nothing that we have that is specific 
beyond the one wire story. 


Q Can you tell us anything about how this 
request suggests that these additional forces should be 
deployed? 


os No. Again, someone was asking this in terms 
of mission, and so on. I don't have details to provide you. 
I will look into the question of whether we can provide more 
details later on about the request itself. As a general 
matter, I think, until we're ready to respond to it, we pro- 
bably would not be addressing it in detail. 


7 Q Alan, could you say if it is additional 
troops in the context of settling the issue of withdrawal, or 
is it before that issue of withdrawal? 


A I don't have details on the way the request 
was worded, so I can't answer that question for you. 


Q There is a report that the delivery of F-l6s 
to Pakistan has been delayed. Is there such a delay, and 
how long is the delay going to last? 





- A I will have to look into that question. I 
don't have anything. 


Q Mustafa Dudin, the head of the Village League 


>= on the West Bank, is going to be in Washington soon. Is he 
$ going to see some people in the Department? 
A I'm not aware of any plans for him to meet 


anybody in the Department; no. 


~ 


Q Why not? 


A I'm not aware of any plans for him to meet 
anyone in the Department. ‘ 


Q Could you look? There are some reports there 
were some attempts to arrange meetings for him, but people in 
the Department refused. 


A I'm just going to stick with what I said. 


Q Could you review the introduction of the U.S. 
Marines, the first -- the current time? There's no deadline . 
on how long they will stay; is that right? 


A That's right. 
Q It's open-ended until when? 


A It's open-ended except that everybody has 
made it very clear that we're talking about a limited dura- 
tion; we're talking about a mission that's related to the 
Beirut area. But it's opened-ended in the sense that there 
is no particular deadline. 
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Q I know you've said you don't have or don't 
want to give out the specifics or numbers or anything 
involved with the request, but can you offer us some 
guidance as to the magnitude? Are you talking about a simi- 
lac kind of thing to be increased from twelve hundred to 
sixteen hundred or are you talking about a doubling or 
tcipling or quadrupling? 


A I will look further into the question of what 
we can provide at this time. I'm not sure that it's going 
to be anything, but I doubt very much that we're going to be 
talking about the specifics. Until we're ready to respond 
and say what we're ready to do. I'm not sure that we want 
to go into that kind of detail. 


Q Is there a timetable for that response or a 
decision process? 
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A I do not have a timetable. 
Q By the end of the year? 


Q As you look into it, will you also take note 
of what might have to be done in terms of consulting with 
Congress if you have a particularly large increase 
requested? 


A I think, as a general matter, it's obvious 
that if there were a change in the nature or a different 
kind of MNF to be dispatched to which we would contribute, 
we would undertake the appropriate consultations and proce- 
dures for the Congress. I'm not prepared to go beyond that 
in terms of specifics until we get to the event. But I 
think I can assure you that we would certainly want to be in 
touch with Congress on this in appropriate ways. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Alan, are you planning to make public the 
findings of the investigation the United States Government 
is still conducting about Israeli use of anti-personnel 
bombs and other banned bombs in the war in Lebanon as you 
are doing now in the case of chemical warfare in 
Afghanistan? 


A I have nothing new for you on that today. 


Q Did the request from Lebanon in any way indi- 
cate the reason why President Gemayel needs more troops? 


A You're all getting to the same kinds of 
questions: What's the mission, and so on and so forth. 
I don't have that kind of detail to give you at this point. 


As I said, I will look into how much might be pro- 
vided, but I can't promise you anything. 


Q Have the Lebanese announced this publicly? 


A I don't know. There have been press reports 
out of Beirut, but I'm not aware that there's been 
necessarily a government announcement of any sort. 


Q Is the United States planning to sell any 
more equipment, radar or AWACS equipment, to Saudi Arabia? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Does the U.S. have any comment on reported 
Arafat statements, suggesting that he and King Hussein have 
agreed on some form of link in governmental procedures in 
connection with the occupied territories and Jordan? 


A No. I haven't seen that report. 

Q Have you seen those reports? 

A No. | 

Q On the Lebanese troops, when does the 


Administration have to go back to Congress under the War 
Powers Act? 


A There is no particular requirement. For the 
current MNF? 
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Q Yes. 
A There is no particular requirement. 
Q It's open-ended? 


A In that sense, yes. As I said, though, 
before, the context in which the MNF went in, in the 
first place, is limited duration and so on, but if you're 
talking about it within the War Powers context, no. 


Q On this same subject, earlier you said, "We 
are considering this request." That leaves open the possi- 
bility clearly that the U.S. will in fact proceed to respond 
to the request to beef up the U.S. presence there. 


Normally, though, you might say it's a non- 
Starter. This one you're leaving wide open. 


A This is one of the options that has been 
identified for a long, long time as a possibility as at 
least one element of what would be done in Lebanon in the 
context of a withdrawal of forces and helping the Lebanese 
authorities spread their authority throughout the country. 


There's no surprise in that. Obviously, then, 
it's also something that has been very much on people's 
minds and there's been a lot of press reporting about 
discussions by the Lebanese with others, and so on. It's 
not something that's come out of the blue. 


Nonetheless, we have to consider it in the overall 
context that I explained before. 


Q Just if I could follow up? Is it possible 
that these troops could stay in, assuming an agreement were 


arrived at among the parties for the withdrawal of the 
Syrians, PLO and Israelis? 


A That which troops? 


Q The Americans would stay in beyond that 
point? 


A The Americans who are now there? 


Q Now or who might be added? 


A That they could stay there for what? 
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Q That they would stay beyond the point of 
foreign force withdrawal. 


A I think conceptually that would be possible, 
sure. 


Q I asked you yesterday about the visit of Mr. 
Haig in Israel, and you said you'll get something for me on 
that. I haven't seen anything posted. 


A We hope to have an answer this afternoon on 
that. 


Q Okay. And so far do you have any independent 
reports about the carting off of medical supplies from the 
Gaza Hopsital in West Beirut? 


A Yes. I do have something on that. We 
understand that the medical supplies which were provided 
directly to the hospital by a foreign donor were confiscated 
by the Lebanese Government as part of its effort to insure 
that all such equipment and supplies are imported properly 
and distributed equitably to all needy institutions by the 
Lebanese Ministry of Health. 


Q That's the extent of it? 
A That's what we've got. 


Q Anything to say on the anniversary of the 
arms talks in Geneva, the first year? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q I have one more. Does Israel have a veto 
power over Soviet troops or Moroccan or any other troops 
going into Lebanon? 


A I think we've addressed the question before. 
It's not a question of veto power, it's a question of things 
that might work. 


Q But you would take their views into 
consideration? 


A I think I'd prefer to stick with -- 


-Q The Lebanese President told today or yester- 
day the Lebanese editors that Israel is behind events in the 
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- Do you have any comment on what he said? 


A No. I mean, this is not a new charge coming 
out of various parties. 


Q The President of Lebanon is saying this. 


A I haven't seen that particular report. In 
any case, I don't have a comment to offer at this time. 


Q President Gemayel also was quoted, saying 
that Lebanon won't reject Soviet aid if one would be offered 
to them. Do you have any comment on this? 


= Shes a 


A Beyond what I said before, I'm not aware of a 
request for aid or an offer of aid, but I addressed the 
issue also a little bit earlier. 


ee WE 


Q Just a quick one on El Salvador. Wire 
reports seem to indicate that this fellow Kline -- that the 
U.S. Embassy is saying that this American, Kline, was shot 
point blank range in the back. This is quite different from 
what the Salvadoran authorities are saying. 


Do you have anything on that? 
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A Our Embassy in El Salvador has just received 
the autopsy report, and as soon as the report is received by 
the Department, it will obviously be reviewed here. 


Preliminary information from the report indicates 
that there were four bullet wounds to the body. There were 
‘ two bullet wounds to the head, neither of which had power 
burns. Two bullets entered the back and exited the chest, 
and there are indication of powder burns on at ic7tst one of 
the wounds. 


But any further action would only be determined 
after a complete review of the autopsy and comparison of the 
autopsy with the account of Klein's death given to us by 
Salvadoran authorities. 


Q Could I get a copy of that? 


A Yes. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the story 
appearing in the last Sunday New York Times about attempts 
to reach peace and agreement between President Nasser of 
Egypt and Israel in 1955? 





A No. I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Follow-up on the Kline matter. Is the United 
States Government making any attempt to find out what he was 
doing there? 


A Every indication we have is that Kline was a 
tourist. His 1982 passport application stated that he 
planned to visit Mexico and Central America. Correspondence 
he sent to his mother in Hamburg, Germany, showed that he 
had visited several tourist sites. His last postcard 
which he sent to his mother was mailed from Guatemala on 
October 8. He said he planned to travel south to Costa 
Rica, and El Salvador is one of the countries which lies 
between Guatemala and Costa Rica. 


Q Does this autopsy information raise any 
questions about what the Salvadoran authorities have been 
telling us, or you're going to wait and -- 


A As I say, we have to look at the autopsy 
report and then compare it and our findings with what they 
told us. 


Q Following a question, do we have anything on 
that Chinese editor who was accused of being a spy for the 
U. S.? 


A No. 


Q There was a story in yesterday's New York 
Times, a column by William Safire, which referred to an 
entity he called "Kissco," which he said guides this 
Administcation's policymaking. Do you know of any such 
entity? 





A I don't know of any entity with that formal 
name, but I assume he was referring to Dr. Kissingerc's -- 


Q Kissinger Associates. How do you usually 
abbreviate that? 


A I don't usually abbreviate it. 


Q Thank you. 


A You'rce welcome. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:34 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #207 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 1, 1982, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Three brief 
announcements. 


First, for those of you who do not already have 
it, available in the Press Office is the testimony of Acting 
Secretary Dam before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
this morning. As I‘m sure you know, the subject was the 
Middle East. 


Also available in the Press Office is a press 
release concerning the setting of a date for the plebiscite 
in Palau on the Compact of Free Association. 


Finally, to tell you that there will be a 
background briefing on Friday, December 3, on Secretary 
Shultz's European trip. That briefing will be between 3:30 
and 4:30 here in the briefing room. 


Happy to take your questions. 


Q Speaking of Europeans, why was Dobrynin in 
today? 


A I don't have specifics of why he came in. I 
believe he came in to see Under Secretary Eagleburger, but I 
don't have specifics for you, Jim. 


Q Does it have anything to do with the toxins 
report? 


I don't have any specifics for you. 


At whose initiative did he come in? 


rr Oo FY 


I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Will you find that out for us? 


MR. ROMBERG: (To staff) I wonder if we could try 
and find that out before we break up here? 
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Q Alan, Middle East? Do you have anything on 
the Arafat-Hussein consultations, and about some of the 
ideas that were raised: appointing a commission, 
establishing a wider Arab delegation? 


A Really only a tentative reaction, because of 
the nature of the reporting that we have. It's only the 
most recent indication of the constructive impact of the 
President's peace initiative. 


If the news reports are accurate that the 
commission being formed will discuss not whether to par- 
ticipate in peace negotiations, but how, then, as I say, 
this would be a positive development. 


But we don't have any confirmation of those 
reports, and of course the ultimate impact will depend on 
the nature of the proposals that the commission would come 


up with. 


Q Did the two mayors who saw the Secretary on 
-- Priday, was it? -- 

rss I don't remember exactly when they saw him. 

Q Last week sometime. -- put forward an idea 


in which they or somebody like them would attend, but 
without any identifiable PLO affiliation? 


a Jim, I think I'm going to have to say we are 
not going to address the substance of the meetings, but I 
would go back and repeat the position that we have articu- 
lated before that an important part of what we're trying to 
do now with regard to the overall Middle East peace process 
is expand participation in the talks to include both other 
Acab states, specifically Jordan, and of course represen- 
tation of Palestinian interests. 


Q Without specific reference to the Mayors, is 
that one possibility -- 


A I really don't want to try to hypothesize on 
what might be a possibility. I understand your question, 
but I don't want to try and take it beyond that. 


Q Do you have anything more today on the 
request by President Gemayel for additional American troops 


in the peacekeeping force? 
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A Not really. I think that the Acting’ ~ 


Secretary addressed this question at some length up on the 


Hill, and I believe the President also addressed it in 
Brazil. I don‘t have anything to add to that. 


Q On that question, Alan, the President in 
addressing that in Brazil, according to the AP story, indi- 
cated the proposal would not involve sending more U.S. 
Marines into Beirut to join the American, French and Italian 
forces already there. 


Can you expand on that to indicate if there is a 
contradiction here if the United States is not in fact con- 
sidering a request to expand the U.S. contingent? 


A No. First of all, I don't have the exact 
text of what he said. I've seen press reports, but the one 
I actually have seen did not include that particular quote. 


But I think I'm going to have to leave the issue 
where I had it yesterday and not go beyond that at this 
point. 


Q Do you have anything on the assassination 
attempt of Walid Jumblat? 


A I do not have anything on it. I've gotten 
some unofficial reports which I ask you not to use as coming 
from here, but that it is consistent with the wire service 
reporting on that. 


Q Can I please go back to Jim's question. 
Previously the State Department and even the President and 
other officials stated that negotiations -- you would like 
negotiations to restart with Jordan and Palestinian 
representatives. 


Are the two mayors considered to be Palestinian 
representatives without affiliation to the PLO? 


A I am not about to address all of that sort of 
question in the context of the peace talks. I think that 
Palestinian representation and Jordan at the table are 
things we've talked about, but I'm not going to go down the 
path of are they perhaps an alternative or an option, and is 
this an option and is that an option? 


That's where your question is heading, and I don't 
want to try to do that. We've talked about the status of 
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mayors and our concern about their removal before -- we've 
addressed that question -- but I don't want to try to 
designate people. 


What the Secretary has said and what others have 
said is that there should be representation of the 
Palestinians. 


Q But you cannot tell us if these would be 
acceptable if the -- 


A I don't want to try to define it at this 
point. I don't see a purpose in doing that from our 
perspective. 


Q In Secretary Dam's appearance on the Hill he 
said that insistence on a Jerusalem venue should not be made 
an obstacle to the start of talks on the withdrawal of 
extecnal forces from Lebanon. 


It's very vague to me. Is he saying that the 
Lebanese should not consider it an obstacle and they should 
accept negotiating in Jerusalem, or is he saying the 
Israelis should drop it as a condition? 


A I'm going to do something which I know is 
going to make you unhappy. I think he addressed this issue 
further in the testimony, and I was not able to catch all of 
it. Rather than try to interpret it all -- that's in his 
written statement, in his formal statement -- but I think I 
would have to, for the moment anyway until I see specifi- 
cally what was said up there, leave you in a quandry if I 
might, at least in terms of discussing it from the podiun. 


Q I have a different subject -- on the Middle 
East, but a different area. There are ceports coming from 
the West Bank -- actually I received one yesterday -- that 
Mustafa Dudin, who is the head of the Hebron Village League, 
is coming to the United States for a visit here. 


Can you, first, confirm that? And can you tell us 
if he does come -- not if, because he is -- when he comes, 
will he be received at the State Department? Will anybody 
see him? 


A I was asked this yesterday, and I think John 
was asked this last week -- I hope we can make this the last 
time, frankly -- and that is that I don't know what his 
plans are, but in any case there is no plan to have a 
meeting here. 
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Q Why not? 


A I also addressed that yesterday. I said 
there was no plan to have a meeting here, and I wasn't going 
to go beyond that. 


Q Could you confirm the report about the fact 
that 11 Soviet advisers were killed in Syria or in the Bekaa 
Valley in one of the Israeli outpost attacks? 


A - I saw the report. I'm afraid I would have to 
refer you to the Pentagon. I think that they actually are 
prepared to address that, but I don't have the details. 


Q You said, I think last week, that Secretary 
Dam is going to speak Thursday in Chicago. 


A In Chicago. 


Q That's tomorrow. What about availability of 
advance texts? Do you have anything? 


A I don't know when it would be available, but 
I think we will have it perhaps tomorrow afternoon. It's an 
evening speech on Lebanon. 


Q I'm sorry I have to -- you know, language 
does make a lot of difference in our profession. You said 
he will not have meetings here. You mean here in the State 
Department he will not, but somewhere else he will? 


A No. I don't mean to leave that impression. 
I know of no -- 


Q No State Department officials are planning to 
see him, period. 


A That's my understanding, yes. 


Q | I know that you're reluctant to answer 
further questions about Dudin, but since he's -- 


A You noted that? 


Q Yes. Since he's maybe controversial, but 
he's a figure on the West Bank, why wouldn't people from the 
Department meet with him as they do with other officials 
from the West Bank who are visiting here in Washington? 
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A I think I'll just have to say that there are 
no meetings planned, to be held with hin. 


Q On another subject -- 


A Excuse me. May I interrupt to go back and 
clear up the one question before. The meeting of Ambassador 
Dobrynin with Ambassador Eagleburger was at Ambassador 
Dobrynin's request. The meeting lasted 25 minutes, and you 
will be thrilled to know, and get your pencils poised, that 
the subjects were matters of mutual interest. 


Q Was he wearing a gas mask when he went in? 
(Laughter) 
A Jim? 


Q Has the State Department heard from the 
Chinese Government yet about the Taiwan arms sale proposal? 


rz I'm unaware that there has been any contact 
on that issue. 


Q Were they notified? 
A No. 


Q Could you give us any assessment on the 
suspended Geneva arms talks? The last round, I mean. 


A I'm sorry? 

Q Could you give us any assessment of the 
suspended Geneva arms talks? 

A The just concluded session? I do not have a 
readout to give you. 

Q On the two West Bank mayors who were received 
here, what was th reason, the explanation for their having 
access to State ‘ment meetings here? Do you remember 


that by chance? 


A Bernie, I don't recall what <= John briefed 
on this. 


Q I'm trying to draw the distinction so I 
understand that. 
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A In terms of what was said at that point, I 
would have to refer you back because I don't recall it. 


Q Our former Ambassador to El Salvador, Robert 
White, told a Washington news conference within the hour he 
thinks prospects for certification are pretty good. 


Does the State Department share that view? 


A I don't think at this point I would care to 
look ahead to January 28, which I guess is the next date, and 
we'll approach the issue as the time also approaches. 


Q There was a report today in The Washington 
Post that the Administration recommended not to increase 
foreign aid to Israel. 





Can you confirm that? Is that a correct report? 


on I think what the reports you're referring to 
were action taken by a Senate subcommittee yesterday for 
add-ons for Israel. 


The Administration proposed a balanced package 
which took account of our foreign policy interests around 
the world. Now, the way that bill stands, we're faced with 
a situation in which a heavy part of the total would be 
expended in two countries: Israel and Egypt. 


We don't take issue with proper assistance to 
those countries, but we have a worldwide policy, and we have 
worldwide interests. That bill, as it now stands, would be 
disastrous for those interests. 


Moreover, we're now at a touchy time in the Middle 
East. We face a difficult process regarding the withdrawal 
of foreign forces from Lebanon, and the danger of the bill 
is that it would make it far more difficult to bring about a 
quick and peaceful settlement in Lebanon; and, in addition, 
would make far more difficult our efforts to bring new 
people into the overall Middle East peace process. 


So any variance now in any of the levels requested 
for the Middle East cuns the substantial risk of being 
misinterpreted by any or all of the various parties to the 
peace process. . 


Q Copy of that? 
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A Yes. 
Q Why? Could you explain why? 


A I think that does speak for itself in terms 
of misinterpretation, signals being sent, and so on and so 
forth. I don't want to go beyond that. 


0 It"s certainly not clear in what way and why 
it should be interpreted as -- in what way by the different 
sides -- 


A I think I'll stand on the statement I just 
gave you. 


Q On the use of the word "disastrous" to the 
worldwide interests -- is it because of the concentration of 
the monies in those two countries, or are there other things 
involved? 


A No. It takes money away from other areas 
where we think it's very important. 


Q Could you enumerate those areas? 


A I don't have the details. The bill, I think, 
actually in the committee they specified what they were 
doing. 


Q You don't have any particular comment there, 
I take it, on the impact of an aid cut to Pakistan here on 
the eve of the visit by the Pakistani President? 


A I would put it in terms of our policy and our 
interests, as I have, rather than in terms of a specific 
visit. But I think that the words that are in that state- 
ment are rather strong in terms of the interests that we 
have elsewhere in the world, and obviously in those 
countries which would be affected directly by the action. 


¢) What is the. amount of money again that we're 
talking about? 


A Bernie, I don't have the exact figures. The 
total was, I think, 475, something like that, broken down 
between a couple of different .programs. 


Q Would the Administration “lobby” for it -- 
because it looks like the subcommittee approved it and the 
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full Senate and Congress will -- would the Administration 
push that -- its views with the Congress or you made your 
point and you're going to leave it there? | 


A I think the statement that I've just given 
you reflects the Administration's policy, and I think that 
it's a serious concern. You can assume that this statement 
from the podium is not the only action that we would be 
taking. ; 


Q Just to make sure I understand you, may I 
paraphrase what I think you've said? There are two points 
that you're making. 


One, that it would throw out of balance the world- 
wide aid program by taking money away from some countries we 
think are worthy of receiving that money. 


A Right. 


Q And, second, it would appear to endorse 
Israeli actions in the last few months. 


A I'd prefer to leave the language that I just 
did, and if you want to put an interpretation on it, you're 
free to do that. But I'd like to stick with the language I 
used, and, as I say, we'll make that available to you. 


Q Are you disappointed by the fact that you 
conveyed those feelings to the subcommittee, and they 
decided to vote for the increase in aid? 


A Certainly. 
Q What about the cut in IDA? 


A I don't have anything on IDA, although that 
question may come up this afternoon. I understand that 
Secretary Regan is having a press conference, and I don't 
know whether that question will be raised with him, but it 
might be. 


Q In the past when there have been recommended 
changes on the aid package, has the Administration taken 
issue with the new numbers, the new recommended numbers? 


A Sure, on occasion. 


Q On the question of Israel, Egypt and so 
forth? 








gn 


~Vecltassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


10 


A .tI1 don't know, frankly, Bernie, what the 
history of that is. I'm not aware that there have been 
these specific kinds of add-ons, but in any case we cer- 
tainly have not hesitated when we put forward a proposal. 

I think that goes not just, frankly, for this 
Administration, but for all Administrations and the Congress 
seeks to change it, to look at it, to see whether it harms 


the overall intent of the program. 


Q None of these redesignated funds would go to 
Egypt, though, right? 


A No. 
Q So why do you mention Egypt in your -- 


A It's just the question that that in fact is 
where these are going. The action taken by the Committee 
was to add on for Israel. That's correct. 


Q You may have answered this yesterday -- could 
you refer me to it? <= about the medical supplies taken away 
from the Gaza Hospita: in Beirut? 


A I did answer that yesterday. Could I ask you 
to check on the record? 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #208 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1982, 12:13 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two brief announce- 
ments. First, available in the Press Office is the speech 
by Acting Secretary Dam which he will be giving in Chicago 
today. The speech is available on an embargoed basis. 
Second, there will be a background briefing tomorrow, 
Friday, December 3, at 11:00 a.m, here in the Press Briefing 
Room, on the visit of President Zia of Pakistan. 


I have no further announcements. I will be happy 
to take your questions. 


Q On the subject of backgrounders, is there 
anything planned on the European trip? 


A Yes. There will be a background briefing by 
a senior Department official. 


Q Is that 2:30 or 3:30? 
3:30 

Today? 

Tomorrow. 


Would you state the time again? 


r oO Fr OO PY 


Tomorrow, 3:30, the European briefing. 


Q On the subject of Pakistan, do you have 
anything on the F-16s? 


A No. I think we posted something the other 
day, and I have nothing new on that. 


Is that it? Are you through? Oh, you have a few 
questions. (Laughter) 


Q Does the State Department have anything to 
say about the extent to which diplomatic immunity is granted 
to foreign diplomats -- the extent of crimes covered by 
diplomatic immunity? 


A I don't think it's a question of the extent 
of crime which is covered. 
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Q Are all crimes covered equally by diplomatic 
immunity? Could you elaborate on that? 


A I have some language which I can give you on 
diplomatic immunity. Diplomatic immunity may be defined as 
freedom from local jurisdiction. It is a universally 
recognized principle of international law, and provides for 
immunity from criminal jurisdiction and, in general, from 
civil and administrative process. 


Full diplomatic immunity is accorded to foreign 
diplomats and members of their families who form part of 
their households. Other members of the staff of the diplo- 
matic mission who are not diplomats have lesser degrees of 
immunity. 


Q Does it cover all crimes, though? That was 
the question. 


A Immunity from criminal jurisdiction. 


Q What about that American chap in India who 


has been picked up on carrying things into India? Is he covered 


by immunity given by the Indians? 


A As I said the other day, I referred you to 
AID. I don't know what his status is and whether he is 
there with diplomatic immunity or not. 


Q I think the question is more specifically 
about this Brazilian fellow here who was turned loose, but 
then there is the North Korean diplomat in New York in his 
Embassy in New York -- 


A I believe we have guidance on which you could 
check back in the Press Office. His status is somewhat dif- 
ferent. He is in the Observer Mission at the U.N., and I 
think we have a fairly forthcoming response as to what his 
status is and so on, if you would check afterward. 


Q Is there anything forthcoming on the 
Brazilian? 


A Well, what's your question. 
Q Are they going to send him home? 


A The Department was contacted by the Braz’ lian 
Embassy on November 30, and it was determined that the son 
of the Ambassador of Brazil had been arrested and was being 


held by D.C. authorities. Based his diplomatic immunity, he 
was released. As is normally done in such cases, the 
Department's Protocol and Protective Liaison Offices handled 


= the matter. 
As far as any specifics of the incident were con- 
cerned, I would have to refer you to the local Metropolitan 
S. Police Department or to the Brazilian Embassy. 
. Q Will this young man be sent home at the 
a 


request of the State Department? 


A The Department's Office of Protocol has been 
in contact with the U.S. Attorney's office and is waiting 
for a report from it. Based on that, we would determine 
what appropriate action should be taken. We are also asking 
the Brazilian Charge to come in to discuss the situation. 


Q The way you've told us, it doesn't matter if 
this person who was shot had died, or whatever? This young 
man still has immunity under -- 


A Immunity is immunity. It can be waived, but -- 
Q He has to waive it, though? 


Ah I believe the government would have to waive 
it. 


Q The United States? 
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A No, tre individual's government. 


Q Right. So that if a foreign diplomat commits 
a murder in the United States, he packs up and goes home? 


th He may be declared persona non grata and 
expelled at any time. 


Q What options are available to the State 
Department, aside from the one that was asked about? 


A I just mentioned the possibility of somebody 
being declared persona non grata. I don't have anything 
further to suggest to you. 


I don't want to go beyond what I said about the 
fact that we will look at the matter after we have seen the 
report from the U.S. Attorney's Office and had other 
discussions. 
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Q Alan, if the Libyan “hit squad," we were all 
reading about last year, came in and achieved any of its 
objectives -- 


A It wouldn't have diplomatic immunity. 
(Laughter) 


Q My scenario has a “Mauritanian” hit squad 
coming in under diplomatic cover. Does that group have 
immunity? 


A I've given you what the rule is on immunity 
and who has immunity. If there is immunity, there is 
immunity, unless the government of the person who is con- 
cerned waives it. But that strikes me as just a tad far- 
fetched. 


Q Alan, is it true that whoever holds a diploma- 
tic passport has diplomatic immunity automatically? 


A I'm not sure that that is the case. Why don't 
I check on that? 


Q This supports the other person's point, 
because these fellows could come in with diplomatic 
Passports and say, “We have immunity." 


A Frankly, I think this is getting a little 
silly, maybe even a lot silly. 


Q Any comment on moving up the date of the elec- 
tions in Argentina? 


A Yes. 

Q Could we have a copy of the definition of 
diplomatic immunity, though, while we're tangentially on the 
subject? 

A I can give you what I read to you. 

Q That's what I'd like. 


A Sure. 


We welcome President Bignone's reaffirmation of the 
Argentine Government's commitment to restore electoral 
democracy in Argentina and his statement establishing a basic 
time frame for elections. The United States is encouraged by 
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the Argentine plan for a return to traditional democratic 
institutions, a process in which the holding of presidential 
elections is a fundamental step. 


Q Will this effect certification in any way? 
A I‘m not going to try to predict -- 

Q Is certification under consideration? 
A 


I don't know what the status is. Whatever we 
last said about it is where we are on it. If you want me to 
check what kind of consideration it's under, I'd be happy to 
check on that. 


Q Alan, about four years ago, when documentation 
was brought to the attention of the Department that certain 
U.S. Embassy officials abroad were engaging in unauthorized 
activity, trying to disorganize people in foreign countries 
from associating in any way with the Executive Intelligence 
Review publication, or its founder Lyndon LaRouche, the 
Department acknowledged that that activity was completely 
unauthorized and should not occur, and sent around a 
memorandum to all -- at least, they informed my publication 
that they sent a memorandum to all Embassies saying that such 
activity should not occur in the future. 


I would like to know when that policy changed. If 
that policy did not change, I would like to know what is 
going to be done in terms of action taken against individuals 
who have broken that policy, specifically, Mr. Muth, in 
Colombia, and also recent information we have of a very simi- 
lar nature of U.S. Embassy personnel in Bonn and Brussels 
engaging in similar sorts of activity. 


A All I can say is that I'll look into the 
question. I can't promise to come back with a response and I 
can't respond to a general statement about personnel in Bonn 
and Brussels, or wherever it was. 


Q You can respond by coming out with the speci- 
fic information in the case of Mr. Muth? 


A I will look into it. 


Q Alan, just to fill this out, anyone who would 
have been injured, or alleged to have been injured by this 
diplomat's son, would have recourse in the courts of his 
country, wouldn't he? 





A Recourse in the courts of his country? To do 
what? 


Q I mean, suppose this guy who says he was shot 
three times is looking for damages. 


Sw 


A I'm not sure what his legal recourse is on 
that. 


gn 


Q Could he sue “he State Department? 

A I don't think so. 

Rush Taylor notes that diplomatic immunity in the 
United States is given only to diplomats and their families 
accredited to the United States, which I think gets to the 
question of passports. 

Q So, it wasn't so silly, after all, was it? 

A I didn't say it was silly. 

Q You said it was getting silly. 


A The rest of the conversation was. 


Q I would like to return to the question raised 
by Laura, Alan. 


A Fine. We'll get back to you. 
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Q Alan, can you confirm whether political asylum 
is being considered for a Cuban Health Ministry official 
named Eduardo Gomez Caballe? 
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A As I'm sure you know, it's our policy not to 
comment on specific asylum cases. I have nothing to say on 
the reports that appeared in the press on that. It's a matter 
that is in INS jurisdiction. 


Q On that same subject, can you tell us anything 
about where he is and if you've learned any reason for his -- 


A You're not listening. I said, no, I'm not 
going to comment on it. 


Q Yesterday during Acting Secretary Dam's 
hearing there were some questions raised about the scope of 
the Marines’ authority. The Acting Secretary was asked what 
they would do if they found themselves witness to a 
massacre-type situation. The Secretary said he would look 
into it. 
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Do you have any more clarification on how far the 
Marines could go? 


A I don't have anything here. I think he did 
respond to it, and I think that question has been responded 
to in general terms before; but in terms of the rules of 
engagement, which is really what the basic question is, I 
would refer you to the Pentagon. 


Q It wasn't clear, and they were going to look 
into that. There was also another question about whether 
they were receiving combat pay or hostile action pay. 


A Again, I don't have anything further on that 
at this point. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Concerning your statement yesterday about the 
additional aid to Israel, can you elaborate a little? 
What's the connection between additional aid and nego- 
tiations concerning withdrawal of foreign forces from 


Lebanon? 
A No, I will stick with what I said yesterday. 


Q Do you have any comment on the problem being 
faced by several officials-designate in here in getting 
confirmed? 


No. 


Can I follow up on the question of aid? 


Yes. 


ono Fr, O YF 


Yesterday, when this was being discussed, 
there were no figures given. The impetus seemed to be that 
Israel was getting a great fortune in some way, a windfall. 
The difference is $125 million dollars which hardly meets 
the question of inflation over the past year. 


A First of all -- 


Q The other thing is, is that there's no men- 
tion made about the fact -- and I think perhaps the State 
Department ought to be -- 


A What is your question? 


Q Isn't it true that Egypt is getting twice as 
much foregiveness in the Subcommittee's recommendation that 
was granted under the continuing resolution that's now 
operative? 


A I don't think that's relevant to what I said 
yesterdav. 


Q It is because you're talking about peace pro- 
cess, and things like that. As a matter of fact, isn't it 
also true that Henry Kissinger nine years ago was talking 
about the peace process being impeded because of certain 
actions by Israel -- the legislation dealing with the Arab 
boycott blaming the Bechtel Corporation. 


A I hear your question. I addressed the issue 
yesterday. I have nothing further to say about it. 


Q Alan, back to the question of immunity, can 
you tell us, or can you confirm for us that U.S. diplomats 
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abroad are getting the same kind of immunity that has been 
afforded to the son of the Brazilian Ambassador, and, if so, 
can you give us some instances where a U.S. diplomat may 
have committed a similar act and not have been punished or 
prosecuted? 


A I certainly am not going to get into any spe- 
cific instances. I'm not aware of any, but I wouldn't want 
to research it. But certainly diplomatic immunity is a tra- 
ditional international practice. 


Q Could you clear up something you said? You 
said that he was released on the basis of diplomatic immu- 
nity. Does the world “released” mean that the charges have 
been dropped, or is it that he's out of custody and the 
charges are still pending? 


A I think at this point, I'm going to 
have to stick with what I said and let us see what we get 
further. I'm not aware that the -- let me try to get a 
further definition of that. However, it's not really a 
question for us, it seems to me; it's a question, in terms 
of release and what the police have done, to ask the police. 


Q But diplomatic immunity was used -- 

yh No, but they're the ones who then released 
him. Actually, instead of looking into, let me ask you to 
check with the police on specifically whether there are 


charges still pending. I would think that the answer to 
that question is no. 


Q Could you ask one more question before I 
leave? Have you said something about Gemayel's suggestion 
that the Soviet Union enter the peace negotiations with 
Lebanon? 

We addressed this question the other day. 
What did you say? 

I'd refer you to the record. 

You said you didn't know about it. 


I said more than that. 


non -r, Oo F-* YO FY 


No, you said you hadn't -- 


A This was a question about aid that I said I 
didn't have any suggestion -- 


Q But Gemayel in saying the Russians may have a 


role? 
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A I addressed the question the other day. I 


refer you to the record on that. 


¢) Just a second, Alan. 
My No. 
Q You did not address the question of how the 


United States feels about the Gemayel statement on the 
Russians, aside from saying that you've seen press reports 


and had no other comment. 

4 No, that's not true. 
Q It's not true? 
A 


No, it's not true. 


Q Well, what did you say? Why can't you repeat 


it so we know? 


A I'd like to refer to the words that I used at 


that time. You can go back and find it. 


0 You have to be very careful that way 
it? 


I always try to be careful. 

On that same general area? 

Is it a differently phrased cop-out? 
It wasn't a cop-out. 


There was no answer, then? 


rr Oo F- OD OO YF 


but it was an answer. 


about 


Yes, there was. You may have missed it, 


Basically, the thrust of it was, in terms of 
general issue -- we didn't know what Gemayel had said about 
involvement with the Soviets, but basically, as a general 
matter, we didn't say how their involvement would be 


helpful. 


0 Alan, on the same area, have you any addi- 


tional information -- 


Can you get a little control over this? 


(Laughter) 
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A Go ahead. 


Q Have you any additional information on the 
reported agreement between Hussein and Arafat that you com- 
mented on in a tentative way yesterday? 


A Nothing beyond what I said yesterday. 


Q You have admitted that Shultz and Lane 
Kirkland have held a series of meetings over the last 
several weeks but decline to say anything about the content 
of those meetings. | 


Now, I would like to ask you 4 specific question 


A Is this your follow-up that's related to the 
other question? 


Q Yes, it's related. Two weeks ago, at a 
meeting of the Columbian Textile Workers' Union, Edwin 
Palenque, who is the Columbian representative of the 
American Institute for Free Labor Development, which is run 
by the AFL-CIO, but paid for by the Agency for International 
Development, made a couple of statements at a public con- 
ference which I think may relate to this question. 


One, he said that Lyndon LaRouche is not a leading 
figure in the Democratic Party in the United States, which 
echo statements made by U.S. Embassy officials abroad in an 
attempt to counter-organize against LaRouche's contacts. 


Two, he said that Latin American labor officials 
should adopt settlements similar to the steelworker's union 
in the United States in which they accept wage cutbacks. 


The question is, was this policy discussed between 
Shultz and Kirkland, namely, one calling on Latin American 
workers to accept austerity and, two, using the AID paid-for 
AFL-CIO organizations abroad to work in coordination with 
U.S. Embassies to counter-organize against Mr. LaRouche's 
activities? 


A I'm not going to try to research it. I don't 
know the answer to your question, specifically, and I'm not 
going to ask the Secretary to go beyond what we had the 
other day which is that we're not going to discuss the sub- 
ject. But I think you would be off base to suggest that 
that kind of a discussion took place. 


o 
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Q Where is Habib now? In Morocco and -- 

A He is in Italy. 

Q In Italy? 

A In Italy. 

Q Doing -- 

Q Giving a speech. 

A I don't know about a speech. 

Q He's overthrowing the government. (Laughter) 
A He is speaking with various people. 

Q Meeting with Lyndon LaRouche. (Laughter) 

Q Do you have any comment on the Post article 


today about the Argentine defector in Managua? 
A No. 


Q Do you have any statement with respect to 
Larry Pezzullo's statement made to AP yesterday on 
Nicaraguan policy? 


A No. 


Q And, finally, do you have any response to the 
decision of the families in the Salvadoran church women's 
case? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. 


We continue to believe that an "“accusador par- 
ticular” would have an important role to play, and we are 
continuing to explore the issue. 


As you know, that person would serve as a legal 
representative of the families and would have to be selected 
by them. 


Q How are you pursuing this? There's a contra- 
diction there, it seems. Can you clear the - 


A As I understand it, what they've said is that 
they cannot find a lawyer to represent them. 
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Q The U.S. is searching for a lawyer? 

A Because lawyers they've contacted have been 
fearful, and so we are continuing to pursue this. 

Q To search for an attorney who might represent 
them? 

A Yes. 

Q Has there been a message passed from Lebanon 


to President Reagan on which you would be willing or able to 
comment regarding specifically the question of troop 
withdrawals -- the negotiations on troop withdrawals from 
Lebanon? There was a report on FBIS late yesterday after- 
noon that said that such a message had been passed specifi- 
cally on that subject aimed at President Reagan. I wonder 
if -- 


A As usual, I'm not going to get into the 
question of correspondence of that sort. I would repeat 
what we have said, both what I've said here, the Acting 
Secretary said yesterday and so on, about the urgency of 
moving ahead. But in response to your specific question, I 
don't have any response to it. 


Q Has Lebanon reported any major development in 
connection with those talks to the United States? 


A The only response I'd give you is that talks 
have not begun. We think that it is an urgent matter that 
we move ahead. 


Q Anything on the troop levels themselves? The 
stories today -- 


A No, nothing beyond what -- 
Q Consideration? 


A Nothing beyond what was said yesterday by the 
Acting Secretary, the Secretary and the President. 


There's quite a full record on where we stand on 
this, considering exactly, as Bernie said, the request but 
nothing beyond that. 


Q Considering doubling -- 


A I'm not going to go into the question. 


gn 


~Vectassified for Publication in American Forei 


- = 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


14 . 


Q Up to 2600? 
A I'm not going to go into the question. 


Q Alan, can you confirm the reports from the 
West Bank for more settlements today, and if you do, would 
you care to make any comment on this? 


A I can't confirm it. Obviously, our policy on 
settlements and attitude towards them is well known, but I 
can't confirm that. 


Q One more thing. Yesterday, you said they did 
not have enough detailed information about the Jumblatt 
attempt on his life. Can you comment today on it? 


A Yes, we have something for you today. We 
have been able to confirm that Mr. Jumblatt was only 
slightly injured in the cab bomb in Beirut. As I'm sure you 
know, his wife was also only slightly injured, although we 
understand that there were people killed in the explosion. 


We are greatly disturbed by the injuries and loss 
of life that were caused by the car bomb, and we thoroughly 
condemn all such wanton acts of terrorism and call on the 
people of the Lebanon not to allow this most regretable 
incident to slow down the progress being made toward a 
stable, peaceful country. 


Q Do you have any additional information on the 
reports attributed to Defense Assistant Secretary Perle 
about eleven Soviets being killed on the Israeli crash of 


their aircraft? 


A No. I was asked about this yesterday and I 
said I'm afraid I have to refer you to the Pentagon on that. 
I don't have anything for you. 


Q Do you have anything on the French decision 
to sign the Law of the Sea? 


A I don't have anything. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #209 
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1982, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Simply one announ- 


| cement, a reminder that there will be a background briefing 


this afternoon at 3:30 here in the press briefing room 
regarding the Secretary's trip to Europe. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q On Wednesday, you mentioned a statement cri- 
ticizing the Senate Subcommittee's decision to increase aid 
to Israel. Yesterday, Senator Leahy said that during that 
vote he inquired of the State Department its position and 
said that the officials told him that it would not affect the 
President's Middle East plans at all, and he had no objec- 
tion to it. 


Can you explain that discrepancy? 


A I don't have a record of the testimony up 
there. I don't question what you're saying about the 
Senator's statement. I think, though, I would simply refer 
you to what has been said since then as a reflection of the 
policy. Unfortunately, I don't have it to release to you 
because it is, in essence, the property of the Senate -- the 
letter which Acting Secretary Damn sent up to the Hill 
regarding this. But that is the policy as it now stands. 


Q Was there some change in policy from Tuesday 
to Wednesday? 


A I'm not aware of a particular change in 
policy. I don't know all of the details of that, but in any 
case the policy is as we have articulated it most recently 
and authoritatively in that letter. 


Q Alan, yesterday you said the State Department 
was awaiting a report from the U.S. attorney in Washington 
regarding the Brazilian Ambassador's son incident. The U.S. 
attorney tells me that that report was forwarded yesterday 
afternoon. 
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Has the State Department made any decision on 
what, if anything, it's going to do about the incident? 


A Let me just give you what I have on it. In 
the absence of the Brazilian Ambassador, our Chief of 
Protocol met with the Brazilian Charge d'Affaires at noon 
yesterday to express our concern over the incident. 


The Brazilians also expressed deep concern over 
the incident. Subsequently, a copy of the report received 
from the United States Attorney for the District of Columbia 
was made available to the Brazilian Embassy. The Protocol 
Office expects to be in further communication with the 
Embassy today. And that's as far as I'm prepared to take it 
at this point. 


Q Is there any indication from the Brazilians 
that this young man would be returning to Brazil? 


A As I say, that's as far as I'm prepared to 
take it at this point. 


Q Any consideration by the State Department of 
declaring him persona non grata? 


4 Should I turn the tape back? That's as far 
as I'm prepared to take it at this point. I really just am 
not going to go beyond that. 


Q Are there any more meetings planned? 
Yesterday, you said that -- 


a Yes, I said the Protocol Office expects to be 
in further communication with the Embassy today. Whether 
that's going to be a meeting or what, I don't know. 


Q To go back to the aid question, you didn't 
have a reaction to Senator Leahy's statement. Do you have 
reaction to the Senate vote in general? 


A Our position on this is quite clear and on 
the record. I don't know what -- our position on the add- 
ons is well known. As Acting Secretary Dam said in his 
letter of December 1 to Senator Hatfield, the President's 
request for FY-83 assistance to Israel will leave absolutely 
no doubt that the Administration has no higher priority than 
meeting Israel's needs. 


The President requested $2.485 billion dollars in 
FY-83 assistance for Israel. The request is positive proof 
that he is second to no one in his support for Israel's 
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security and well being, and the President believes, in view 
of the declining resources available to address our other 
global foreign policy and national security concerns, that 
his recommendation is sufficient to preserve Israel's quali- 
tative technological advantages. 


This recommendation represents a 21 percent 
increase in military assistance to Israel over the previous 
year. 


Yesterday, the Senate Appropriations Committee 
endorsed a subcommittee markup earmarking an additional $475 
million in grant assistance over the President's 
request. The President not only believes that that amount 
is excessive in view of our commitment to Israel's security, 
but also that this increase -- indeed, any increase -- could 
imperil the strenuous efforts we're making to find a settle- 
ment in Lebanon to make progress in the broader peace 
process. 


Q Can we get copies of that? 
om You can get a cory of this, sure. 
Q Why does it imperil our efforts? 


A I think, again, the issue was addressed in 
Acting Secretary Dam's letter to the Congress. I would like 
to be able to release it to you. Senator Hatfield has not 
released the letter -- we just checked -- and I just 
don't feel I can go into that and I don't have something I 
can share with you beyond that. That's the only piece of 
paper I've got at this particular point. 


I think we indicated the other day there was a 
question of misinterpretation that was possible, and I'd 
refer you back to the statement I made the other day. But 
if you can get -— I think that there is a little bit more in 
the letter, but let me refer you, at least at this point, to 
Senator Hatfield's office. If we find they've released it 
later in the day and have no objection to our releasing the 
letter, we can make it available here. 


Q It does seem you owe us a little more. 
You say this imperils our peace efforts in Lebanon. You can 
at least provide us some context, I think for -- 


A I've been fairly consistent in unfortunately 
having to leave it at that, but noting that this 
question of misinterpretation by the various parties would 
be a factor in this; and I think that is the basic reasoning 
without going into any further detail. 


But as I say, if you can get the text of the 
letter -- I don't mean to be uncooperative, but it's just 
one of these things where it's a letter to the Hill and it 
is their property at this point unless they release it, and 
have no objection to our doing so. 


=" Q The Foreign Missions Act has emphasized the 
' lack of reciprocity in the treatment of American diplomats 
overseas. Does the State Department believe that there is 

total reciprocity in diplomatic immunity? 


A Total reciprocity -- I don't know how you 
look at that. Certainly, we operate on the basis of 
reciprocity and as I said yesterday, it is a well- 
established; well-recognized and observed custom to have 
mutual grantings of diplomatic immunity. 


Q New subject? 


S A Yes. 

Co 

r Q On the aid to Israel? 

_ 

: A —s On _ the aid? 

2 Q On the aid to Israel? 

: A Yes, go ahead. 

3 Q As I understand, in a letter which was sent 
>, or some kind of explanation which were given to the 

A. Congress, the Administration describes Israel's economy as 
a stronger than the United States economy because of the 

a 
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unemployment in the United States. Can you confirm it, and 
is it the American view that the Israeli economy is stronger 
than the United States? 


A I can't confirm it. I've seen probably the 
piece of paper which says that the Administration says that, 
that you have also seen. I'm not aware -- there may be. I 
can't tell you that, but I'm not aware of that, and I'm not 
about to comment on relative strengths of economies. 


But the concerns that we have with regard to this 
are as I have expressed them today and the other day and as 
Acting Secretary Dam did in his letter to the Senate. 


Q Another question concerning the same matter. 
Can you confirm that Ambassador Habib called Senators 
yesterday -- 


A Called what? 





MSS TESS IeM PVT FUME IU Th Ae Pitan FrUuUre rg 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Called Senators in the Appropriations 
Committee to convince them not to make any -- 


A I have no knowledge of that. 


Q On this one please, also. My understanding 
was that the Senator or some Senators in the Subcommittee 
may have reacted based upon their understanding that the 
White House does not disapprove of the add-on twenty-four 
hours earlier -- 


A I think that that's -- I can't speak for the 
Senators but I think that our positon has been made rather 
clear both publicly here and in discussions on the Hill, and 
I would think that that position has gotten across to the 
people concerned. 


Q Why can't you spell out, in terms everybody 
can understand, what you mean by “misinterpretation?”" 


A No. The only thing I can do is to -- we have 
tried to see if we can make this letter available, and I 
just at this moment am hamstrung by this one point, but I 
think I'm going to have to stick it. 


Q Yesterday, Israeli Foreign Minister Shamir 
suggested that the Administration's position was tantamount 
to using economic aid as a lever on policy against Israel. 
What is your response to that? 


A There is no question of leverage or pressare 
here, and then I would refer you to what I just said. 


Q Do you have any comment on renewed attempts 
by Israel to expel university professors who won't sign 
anti-PLO oaths? 


A I guess I could simply note that we've made 
our position on the issue clear a number of times, and it 
remains our hope that some kind of a mutual accommodation 
would be reached that would enable the foreign professors, 
including a number of the American citizens, to continue with 
their work. 


Q Do you have anything at all on Rick Smith's 
story today Moscow welcoming the President's proposals on 
reducing risks? 


4 Nothing terribly specific. We have had 
exchanges, been in communication with the Soviets, on the 
subject of confidence-building measures, but I'm not going 
to make any comment on the specifics of the substance. Our 
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negotiators in Geneva have begun discussions of the topic, 
however. 


Q Which negotiators, Alan? 


A I don't know whether it was in START or INF, 
frankly. 


Q Could we find that out? 


A It may well have been in both. Let me see if 
I can find out. This would have, I should think, since they 
were ICBM's it would have been in the START -- at least the 
launches part of it would have been in the START talks. But 
let me see if I can find out for you. 


Q Have the Soviets asked us for a time and 
place to discuss this issue explicitly and separately from 
the other negotiations? 


A Again, I don't want to go into the substance 
of what our exchanges may have been with the Soviets. 


Q Just to clear this up, you say “have been in 
communication on this subject” -- 


A There have been communications and 
discussions since the President made his statement. 


Q So it was the last couple of weeks. 


Q Is that the Geneva reference as well, since 
the President's? 


re Yes. 


Q So since there have been discussions and com- 
munications and now both sides, if I understand you 
correctly, are talking about this in Geneva; is that 
correct? 


A There have been discussions. My 
understanding is that both of those sets of negotiations 
have now adjourned until the turn of the year. 
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Q Did they discuss those elements of the 
President's speech at any time prior to their adjournment? 


A I can't tell you whether there was discussion 
of confidence-building measures specifically prior to that 
or not. There may have been discussion of other confidence- 
building measures or the need for confidence-building 
measures in general. What I'm addressing here is the 
question of the President's recent discussion of this 
subject. 


Q Let me tidy this up. The President spoke on 
November 22. 


A Yes. 


Q There have been communications with the 
Soviets on these various proposals made by the President. 


x That's right. 


Q Were the discussions representing a welcoming 
on the part of the Soviets of the President's proposals? 

A Again, I'm not going to go into the substance 
of it. 

Q You're not going to characterize the Soviets’ 
response? 

A Right. 

Q Were there any discussions since November 22? 


That's the point. 


A Yes. 

Q On this? 

A Yes. 

Q Did we raise them? 

A I don't propose to go into the details of the 


back and forth, but there have been discussions since the 
President's statement on the proposals that he made. 


Q On a technical matter, has the President 
received, or the State Department received a letter from Mr. 
Andropov or other top Soviet leaders since the 22nd? 
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X Again, I don't propose to go into the 
question of what letters or messages may or may nct have 
gone back and forth on this. 


Q You can't say whether there has been “high 
level....." That seems to be what the article says. 


an I know what the article says. I don't have 
any comment to offer you. 


Q Well, if you won't characterize the Soviet 
response, ho» de you explain the fact that there are 
discussions un the President's proposals? 


a How do I explain the fact? 


Q Yes. Is it that the United States is there 
talking to itself, in a room in which the Russians are 
sitting at a table? 


A Bernie, there have been discussions on the 
proposal, on the ideas of confidence-building measures, and 
I just don't have anything further for you. 


David. 


Q Do you have anything on King Hussein's trip 
to Moscow? 


A No, I don't. 


Q I would like to have a follow-up on the 
question of the son of the Brazilian Ambassador. Was the 
State Department officially informed that he is leaving the 
country within 24 hours? Second, is the understanding that 
he is leaving permanently? And third, if he does leave on a 
permanent basis, is this the end of the case as far as the 
State Department Office of Protocol is concerned, or will 
the investigation of the U.S. Attorney still go on 
investigating the case? 


A As far as the last point is concerned, whatever 
the U.S. Attorney is going to do, I would refer you to them 
and ask them what their plans are. 


As far as the rest of it, I'm going to have to 
stand on the statement I made before. 


Q Can we change the subject? 
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A Yes. 


Q On Central America, do you have any comment 
on The Post article yesterday that you didn't have any con- 
ment about at that time, or on the George Crile op-ed piece 
in The Times today on toppling Managua's regime, or on The 
Post article today by Edward Cody on the border situation between 
Nicaragua and Honduras? 








A No. 


Q What is the reason that you have no comment 
on any of those articles? 


a I don't have any comment. 

Q Oh. Could you take the question, then? 

A No. . 

Q For what reason would you not take the 
question? 


a I'm not taking the question. I have no com 
ment on the subject. 


Q One follow-up -- 


M Let me just say, we've addressed the question 
of peace and cooperative measures in the region in the con- 
text of the San Jose Conference on several occasions in the 
past, and I would refer you back to what we've said on this 
subject before. But I don't have a specific comment on the 
articles you're talking about. 


Q O.K. But there are allegations with respect 
to cooperation between U.S. citizens and people traveling 
between the United States, Honduras, and Nicaragua. Is the 
State Department satisfied that the Neutrality Act is being 
enforced adequately? 


A I think I would have to refer you to Justice 
on that. I would assume our laws are being enforced, but I 
would refer you to the law enforcement agencies on that. 


Q Has the United States played any role in 
encouraging either the dismantling of anti-Sandinista camps 
along the Honduran-Nicaraguan border or the relocation of 
those camps within Nicaragua? 
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3 Again, that goes back to this whole subject 
on which I just am simply not prepared to comment. 


Q Radio Beirut attributed information today 
that President Gemayei sent a letter to President Reagan 
calling on him to intervene personally to achieve progress 
and to start the talks. Do you have any comment on this? 


as No. Again, I think as with the question of a 
message from Mr. Andropov, we would not go into the question 
of exchanges of that sort. It's quite clear that we are 
deeply engaged in trying to bring about the removal of 
foreign forces from Lebanon and the restoration of Lebanese 
Central Government authority throughout the territory of 
Lebanon, but I don't propose to get into the question of 
exchanges between presidents, for example. 


Q This is the state radio, the government radio. 


A That's fine. 


Q Do you have anything on Ambassador Habib or 
Ambassador Draper? What are they doing? 


A Yes. Ambassador Habib is still in Italy and 
Ambassador Draper is still in Beirut. 


Q There is a Reuters report that Bethlehem 


mayor, Elias Friej, is launching a campaign among 
Palestinians to come into the peace process. Do you have 


anything on that? 
A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Alan, back on the troop withdrawal, just as a 
matter of status, have the talks begun, or does the U.S. at 
this point think they are going to begin at any specific 
time? 


A I don't want to try to give you an estimate 
of when talks might begin or what might happen on this, but 
to my knowledge there has been no change in the status of 


that. 


Q Anything on the recall of the U.S. official 
in Sri Lanka? 


as No. I have nothing new on that today. 


Q Alan, any reaction to the lifting of Ian 
Smith's passport by the Zimbabwe Government? 
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A Yes, just simply very briefly to note that 
the U.S. Government firmly believes in the unrestricted 
right to travel, and we very much regret that the Zimbabwean 
Government has in this case reverted to the same much- 
deplored practice of Ian Smith's former government in 
seizing the passports of its critics in order to silence 
them. 


Q What's the timetable, the decision time 
table or the process or anything on the formal request 
from Lebanon for additional troops in the MNF? 


A I don't think there is a particular timetable 
on that, Ralph. 


Q Would you anticipate that any decision would 
be made before Secretary Shultz and the President return? 


A Would I anticipate there would be a decision 
on that? No. I think the Secretary indicated in his press 
conference the other day -- I think it must have been, 
obviously, in Brazil -- that we haven't even consulted with 
the Congress, so obviously we would not be in a position to 
make a decision on that. 


Q Could that consultation take place during 
the short weekend period? 


A I'm just telling you, in answer to your 
question, I would not anticipate that such a decision would 
likely be made in that short time frame we're talking about. 


Q So we're talking about no decision being 
made, basically, until at the very earliest Christmas-time? 


A No, I didn't say that. I thought you were 
talking about their coming back from Latin America. 


. Q Coming back from Latin America, and you said, 
"Not in- that time period," and then -- 


A I wouldn't go beyond that. I'm just trying 
to give you my sense of reality that that isn't going to 
happen before tomorrow night. I'm not going to try to 
project beyond that as to when a decision might be made. 


Q Can you explain why you cannot characterize a 
Soviet response to the President's message, and yet 
volunteer the news that the two sides are talking about 
confidence-building measures in Geneva? 
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A Because one is simply a report of something 


that is happening without characterizing it in any way. 


What I'm trying to do is simply to say, yes, there has been 
discussion of it, but I'm not going to try to characterize 
that discussion or to give the substance of that discussion. 
That's all. 


Q How are the talks going in Geneva? 


A They are in recess, I think. 
(Laughter) 
Q Formation of the Human Rights Commission in 


El Salvador. 


A We have noted President Magana's appointment 
of a Human Rights Commission that will study the full range 
of human rights problems in El Salvador and make recommen- 
dations to the President on how to improve the human rights 
climate. We are encouraged by this step towards further 
progress in reducing violence and creating an atmosphere for 
future political reconciliation. 


The new Commission reflects the Government of 
National Unity's commitment to reach a broad consensus by 
incorporating representatives from the church, labor, the 
private sector, and the security forces into the process. 


Q The representative of the security forces is 
the head of the National Police. 


A Right. 


Q There are allegations that he had a torture 
chamber in his headquarters that were prominently published 
in The Washington Post. Do we know that that has been 
dismantled? Are we satisfied that that's not -- 





A I don't have any -- We've talked about this, 
I think, many, many weeks, if not months ago. Whatever we 
said then, I have nothing to add to that. 


Q Will they be meeting there, by chance? 
(Laughter) Forget it. 


Q Alan, do yo. have any comments on a series of 
demonstrations around the country today sponsored by the 
Pakistani Peoples Party and the Club of Life against the 
visit of Zia al-Hag to the United States? 
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A No, I don't. I believe the whole subject of 
President Zia's visit was addressed in a backgrounder this 
morning, and I don't propose to go into that subject. 


Q If I might just follow up -- 


A Well, not if it's on that subject because I 
would say, everything we have to say on that was addressed 
this morning. 


Q If you knew what was said this morning, you 
might not really want that to he your last word on the 
question. 


A Is that right? 


Q What the senior official said this morning on 
the general questions raised at these demonstrations, namely 
the reflection on U.S. commitment to democracy in sup- 
porting Zia at this point was, "I don't care. I don't 
care." 


On another question being raised at these 
demonstrations -- 


A Excuse me. I hear what you're saying. I 
heard he also said a few other things; but in any case, what 
he said reflects where we are. 


Q Any comment on this reported defection of a 
Cuban in Florida? 
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A No. 


) Q And a Romanian in Los Angeles? 


A No. 

0 And a Greek in Chicago. 

(Laughter) 

A And a partridge in a pear tree. No, no. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #210 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1982, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one statement 
for you regarding the CSCE Semi-Annual Report. On behalf of 
President Reagan, Secretary Shultz, on December 6, 
transmitted the Thirteenth Semi-Annual Report on 
Implementation of the Helsinki Final Act to Chairman Dante 
Fascell of the Commission on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe. These reports are submitted to assist the 
Commission in its function in monitoring implementation of 
the Helsinki Accords. 


The present report covers the period June 1 - November 


30, 1982. It provides a factual survey of developments in 
the area covered by the Final Act: human rights and humani- 
tarian concerns; security, economic, scientific and tech- 
nological cooperation; and educational and cultural 
exchanges. The report concentrates on Soviet and Eastern 
European compliance with the Final Act and focuses par- 
ticularly on events in Poland. Copies are available. 


Happy to take your questions. 


Q Can you tell us what Habib and Draper are 
doing? Have they, in fact, been recalled to the United 
States? And if so, why? 


A First of all, as of today, my understanding 
is, Ambassador Habib is in Morocco, and Ambassador Draper is 
in Beirut. At the same time Ambassador Habib will be 
returning to Washington after having concluded preliminary 
discussions in the area on behalf of the President. 
Ambassador Draper will also be returning to Washington to 
join in Ambassador Habib's consultations. 


e) When will that be? 


A It will happen shortly, I believe. We believe 
it will prove useful to review the Lebanon talks in par- | 
ticular so that these very important negotiations can be 
advanced as quickly as possible. 


Q You can't give us a more specific time £*ame 
than "soon?" 
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A No,,I can't. I expect that it will be pro- 
bably this week, but I can't be more specific than that. 


Q Habib was expected back in Washington at the 
end of this week anyway. 


A That's right. 


Q .Is he coming back because there hasn't been 
enough progress, or is he coming back because he was expected 
to be back here anyway? 





A I think that the statement explains it. It 
says, he is returning after having concluded preliminary 
discussions on behalf of the President, but we believe it 
would prove useful to review Lebanon talks, particularly so 
that these very important negotiations can be advanced. 


Q Can I ask when the United States decided that 
the discussions Habib was involved in were to be called 
"preliminary" discussions? Preliminary to what? 


A Preliminary to the next steps. 


Q Which would be foreign troop withdrawals by 
the end of this year? 


A To the next steps. He is, of course, covering 
both Lebanon and the Middle East process, but I think I've 
explained the purposes here. 


Q Senator Hatfield yesterday confirmed that he 
and some other Senators got phone calls from Ambassador 
Habib as part of the Administration effort to counter the 
initiative to enlarge the aid to Israel. Isn't there any 
fear or any thought about the possibility that such activity 
by Ambassador Habib might have a negative effect on his 
effectiveness as a mediator in the Middle East? 


A I think his effectiveness is well established. 
I can confirm to you that he did, in fact, call some 
Senators on the issue’, but I don't have more detail on it, 
frankly. 


Q Regarding Habib too, there were some reports 
. about the speech that he gave in Florence two days ago men- 
tioning the possibility df PLO participation in the peace 
process. 
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A That simply didn't take place. He did not 
make that kind of statement. What he did was review well- 
known Administration positions on the peace process, and 
said nothing during the course of the conference in Florence 
that has not been said many times before. There were no 
departures in policy of the sort that you're suggesting. 


Q Did the National Security Advisor, Judge Clark 
call ‘Bill Schneider from Brazil, and if he did, was it with 
or without the knowledge of the Secretary of State? 





A John, just as-a matter of principle, I 
wouldn't go into the question of what communications might 
go on between members of the Administration. 


Q Right. You tell us all the time about then. 


Did the White House give any instructions to the 
State Department, in any form, to change its lobbying tac- 
tics on the AID bill up on the Hill? 


A Lobbying tactics, John? You mean in terms of 
representing the Administration? 


Q Excuse me. It's consultation with members of 
the Senate Appropriations Committee. 


A Again, I don't really want to get into the 
question, just as a matter of principle, without leading you 
one way Or another on this. I think what the Administration 
does within its own councils should be kept there. I 
addressed this issue a little bit last week in response to a 
question and said that the position had been articulated 
from here, and the letter to the Hill represented the 
Administration's position on it. 


Q Do you have anything on an official visit here 
next week by the Lebanese Foreign Minister? I understand 
he's coming here for three days next week. 


A Official visit here to Washington? 


Q Yes. 


A I've heard something about the possibility of 
that. Let me look into it and see if I can confirm it. 
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Q Could you take the question as to whether 
Ambassador Habib will be here and he will stay for that 
meeting? 


A Yes, I can look into that, too. 


Q This has to do with the Middle East. Earlier 
this fall, when Archbishop Valaria Triffa was ordéred 
deported for lying about his war crimes with the pro-Nazi 
Iron Guard in Romania, he was given one choice as to which 
country he would be deported to, and he chose Switzerland. 
You may recall the reports on this. 


. bY 
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There has been hardly any report of the fact that 
the Swiss have turned him down, and the Office of Special 
Prosecutions is trying to locate a country, through the 
cooperation of the State Department of course, a country 
that will take him. Does Secretary Shultz have any objec- 
tion if Israel asks for him? 


ee . 
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-A Lester, I don't think that is something on 
which it is appropriate for us to comment. First of all, 
to the extent that it is a law enforcement matter, I would 
refer you to the appropriate agencies, but I don't think 
that -- 


"een i 


Q I'm not asking -- 


A Pirst of all, it's a hypothetical question, 
and you're asking about somebody's -- 
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2 Q I just want to know -- 
A I don't think I'm prepared to go into it. 


Q I just want to know has f£ecretary Shultz 
expressed any objection to the man being given to Israel, 
if Israel asks for him. That's all I want to know. 
Shultz. I've already talked to the law enforcement. I want 
to know about Shultz. You're his Spokesman. 


A You're asking whether he has expressed any 
objection? 
Q Yes. 


Let me look into the question.. 


A 
Q Thank you. You'll take the question, then? 
A 


I said I would look into the question. 








Q Since there has been a widespread misin- 
terpretation of Habib's speech, could we please get the 
transcript or at least that section about the PLO? 


= A I don't have it. People have talked with him, 
in the first place, and second, it's absurd to believe that 

é he would have made a statement of that sort. I gather it 

| was a conference in Florence. I would refer you to the 

people who ran the conference. 


Q You're just going to let it, just stand as 
though it was said?. 


A I think I did not let it stand; I- think I 
just said it wasn't true. 


Q Well, without seeing the wording, it's going 
to make it difficult. 


A Oh, you don't accept my response? Interesting, 
Connie. (Laughter. ) 


Q I'd like to see wording, though. 


Q Do Habib and/or Draper plan to stop off in 
Europe en route to Washington to see the Secretary? 


A I do not know the answer to that question. 
Let me look and see if I can give you anything. But par- 
ticularly on their travel plans, we have not been very 
forthcoming, as you know. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Yes. 


A You noticed that? (Laughter) 
I'll see what I can do about it. 


Q We had a story today saying that Washington 
has threatened to expel a Sri Lankan diplomat if an American 
envoy in that country is kicked out for criticizing their 
President. Can you comment on this? 


A I don't have anything further for you on this 
question of the American diplomat in Sri Lanka beyond what I 
had last week, except that I do understand that the American 
concerned will be curtailing his tour. (Laughter) 


But you asked a different question, and I don't 
have a specific response. 
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Q Alan, is there any decision within the Admini- 
stration yet on the Lebanese request to expand the U.S. role 
in the peacekeeping force? 


A Any decision on the Lebanese request to expand 
the MNF -- no, there is no decision at this point. 


Q What is the significance of President Zia 
al-Hag of Pakistan, during his visit here to Washington, 
meeting with former Secretary of State Alexander Haig and 
Dr. Brzezinski? It is in the official progam that o 


A Basically, I guess I have to refer you to the 
Pakistan Embassy, but it is not unusual, when there is an 
important visitor in Washington, that he might meet with 
former officials of the caliber of former Secretaries of 
State .or National Security Advisers. So I don't find it 
very unusual. But I really have to refer you to the 
Pakistan Embassy. 


Q On Pakistan, Ronald Spiers, the U.S. 
Ambassador to Pakistan, has been quoted as saying that the . 
United States is not interested in elections in Pakistan, 
that we are interested in the integrity of Pakistan. That 
seems to contradict what has been said here in Washington, 
both on and off the record, by Administration officials. 


Can you look into what the U.S. policy is? Or can 
you confirm that Spiers actually made that statement? 


A It's pronounced Spiers. Let me look into it 
and see what I can find. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q One more on Pakistan. The last time that 
General Zia visited the United States in 1980 to visit the 
U.N., marble lamps that he was carrying as gifts to heads of 
state were found to be filled with heroine, apparently being 
smuggled in by members of his party. 


Is the reason for the dogs placed in the building 
this time to sniff for possible dope smuggling amongst his 
party on this trip? (Laughter) 


A I don't know of any dogs in this building, 
and I'm sure the answer to your question, if there are any 
dogs, is no. 


Q What's the status of the F-16 deliveries to 
Pakistan? 


A Discussions have been held over the last few 
days between U.S. authorities and representatives of the 
Government of Pakistan regarding the avionics configuration 
of the first six F-l6s to be delivered to Pakistan. 
Agreement has been reached on this subject and the first six 
F-16s will leave for Pakistan shortly. 


Q What can you tell us about the agreement -- 
the avionics agreement? 


A I don't have anything beyond that that I can 
offer you. The issue is behind us, and we don't intend to 
get further into it. 


Q Can you look into it? 
Q Is it in terms of the advanced equipment? 


A Again, as I say, a mutually satisfactory 
agreement was resolved. I don't have details, but we don't 
intend to go into specifics, in any case. 


Q Is there any comment from the Administration 
on the op-ed piece by Selig Harrison suggesting that there's 
a difference in view regarding the Afghan situation between 
the Reagan Administraton and the Pakistani Government? 


A No. I don't have any comment on that. I'm 
sure you'll have ample opportunity to get to various offi- 
cials during the course of the next few days. If you have 
questions, you can raise them. 


Q Back to the F-l6s. Are the F-l6s, as they're 
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going to be sent now, any different from the F-l6s as they 
were before? 


A I'm going to have to stick with what I said, 
that agreement has been reached. The first six are going to 
leave. I'm not going to go beyond that in terms of the spe- 
cifics of the agreement. | 


Q Let me follow this, please. Earlier Pakistan 
objected to receiving - to accepting - the F-l6s because they 
were not equipped with sophisticated radar and equipment. 

Is it the same thing or did you modify this? 


A That's what I was just asked, and I said I'm 
not going beyond what I said. 


Q Could you tell us who is behind these 
negotiations that the State Department and Social Security 
is now having with Canada, United Kingdom and Belgium? 


A Social Security? 


Q Yes. You know, there are international 
Social Security treaties now in force with Switzerland, West 
Germany and Italy. They cost us millions of dollars. Who 
is behind it, authorizing the State Department to do the 
same thing with Canada? 


A Let me look into the question. 
Q I mean, we are broke and they are broke -- 


A Let me look into the question. I understand 
your question. 


Connie, if you promise to believe my answer. (Laughter) 


Q Has Israeli Ambassador Arens seen anybody in 
the State Department either for clarification or lodged any 
protest about the comments made last week? 


A I'm not aware that he has. I wouldn't be 
surprised if whether on a variety of subjects he wouldn't be 
seeing Administrations officials. He seems them all the 
time, but as of this point I'm not aware of any. 


Q Two questions, please. Can you first tell us 
if any American officials in Beirut have looked into the 
torture report coming out of Beirut? 
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A We have seen the reports, and we are looking 
into the matter. We raised our concerns for the proper 
treatment of all detainees with the Government of Lebanon, 
as I think I've said before, and we will continue to pursue 
these inquiries. 


Q Have you got something up there about a 
Soviet missile deployment? 


A The Soviet testing? There was a story over 
the weekend over this in your paper, I believe it was. 


, As I say, a story appeared over the weekend and 
it was about discussions, or included discussions with the 
United States. It is our general practice not to comment 
on the substance of confidential, diplomatic exchanges. But 
I can confirm the Soviet Union recently did inform the 
United States it had tested a new type of ICBM. And in 
doing so, the Soviets told us that this is their one new 
type ICBM permitted by the unratified SALT II Agreement. 


Congress was notified immediately after the 
U.S.-Soviet exchange. I also note that while the Soviets 
have publicly criticized the President's decision to deploy 
the Peacekeeper Missile, a missile which we have yet to 
flight test, they have failed to mention openly they already 
have the first of their next generation of ICBM's in flight 


testing. 


This testing began prior to the President's 
reaching his decision on Peacekeeper. While we have openly 
explained the purpose and characteristics of the 
Peacekeeper, the Soviets have yet to provide any information 
on the purpose and capabilities of their new missile. 


Q Do you know if this latest test was success- 
ful or not? 


A I don't have any further details I can provide 
on the test. 


Q Copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Q When was the notifiction? 

A It was a few weeks ago. 

Q Is it possible you could bring those of us 


who were not here when it happened, give us a little bit of 
an update on this issue of the Brazilian diplomat's son who 
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shot the bartender -- 
A Lester, we spent -- 


Q If I could finish my question without being 
interrupted, Alan -- and the reaction of the State 
Department to the reaction on Capitol Hill? 


A I don't have any reaction to give you on the 
latter. I don't even know what our latest updated infor- 
mation is, but we did address the issue last week, and I'm 
going to have to refer you to the record. I don't have 
anything new to offer you today. 


Q There's been a rash of similar situations 
among U.N. diplomats in New York. Does the State Department 
feel that we should just hold the status quo on this or try 
to get something that will kind of inhibit this kind of 


activity? 


A I'm not prepared to comment on the specifics 
of whether something did or didn't take place. I'm not a 
law enforcement official, and it's not my place to do that. 


Q I just want to know what the State Department 
thinks? 


A In terms of proper behavior, obviously , we 
and the governments with which we exchange diplomatic immu- 
nity all agree that that is the appropriate approach. I'm 
not in a position to comment on this specific case further, however. 


Q Could you comment on the front page story in 
today's New York Times which quotes senior Reagan 
Administration officials as expressing deep concern over the 
failure to reach a pullout of all foreign forces by the end 
of the year? 





A No. I'd refer you back to what I said a few 
moments ago about the return of Ambassadors Habib and Draper 
here, and obviously Lebanon and the need to move ahead 
rapidly on that issue will be among the very most important 
issues that they will be discussing here. . 


Q What about the suggestion that failure to get 
a speedy withdrawal will strain U.S.-Israeli relations 
because Israel is being now seen as the major problem in 
getting the troops withdrawn? 


A I don't have a comment on that. 


Q Now that the preliminary discussions have 
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concluded on the Lebanon withdrawal, can you give us some 
idea of when the substantive, final negotiations or 
discussions, or however you would term them, will begin? 


om What I said was, Ambassador Habib's prelimi- 
nary discussions in this role have concluded. I don't have 
a schedule of further meetings or discussions to give you. 


Q Does that suggest that somebody else would be 
handling the rest of the disussions? 


A No. You're trying to take the words and pin 
them into some sort of narrow channel, and I'm not prepared 
to do that and to look. ahead to see what the next steps 
would be. I simply don't have anything for you on that. 


Q It's a legitimate course of inquiry, though, 
to ask about your use of the phrase “preliminary 
discussions". These discussions have been going on for 
several months. They've been preliminary for a long time. 


A I don't have anything further for you. 


Q It's the main event, is what he means. 

A Excuse me, Lester, I understand the question. 
Thank you. 

Q Any comment on the Israeli Cabinet statement 


yesterday regarding the question of the increased aid? 


A I gave you a rather long statement on Friday 
about this, pointing out the request was for $2.485 billion 
dollars for FY 83; an increase of $300 million over FY-82, 
and the fact that there was no doubt about the 
Administration's support and that it had no higher priority 
than meeting [srael's needs. 


I also would note that the President's request for 
increased aid to Israel comes at a time when other U.S. 
friends are desparately in need of U.S. assistance to help 
them deal with on-going military conflicts. These add- 
ons for Israel will make it more difficult to address those 


other needs. 


As I think I noted on Friday, the President's 
recommendation represents a 21 percent increase in military 
assistance to Israel over the previous year, and it is 28 
percent of our total security assistance budget. Frankly, 
in light of the President's proposed aid levels to Israel, 
we're puzzled that Israel can call into question U.S. good 
faith over this issue. 
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Q Just a follow-up. I understand that the main 
point in the Israeli reaction is not the mere opposition to 
the increase of the aid, but the kind of linkage which is 
done between the Israeli positions in the peace process in 
Lebanon and the question of aid? 


A I understand that. I think I've addressed 
that in the past. I don't have anything new to add to what 
I said. This is not a question of pressure or leverage. I 
would refer you to what I said before on the issue. 


Q Could we have a copy of today's added 
statement? 


A Yes. It's not entirely in the form I gave it 
to you, but I can give you the essence of what I said. 


Q What are you going to do besides addressing 
the gravity of the situation in this estranged relations 
between you and Israel besides making such statements? Are 
you doing any concrete, practical thing besides just making 
a statement from the State Department or the White House 
about your concerns? 


4 I don't know specifically how to answer the 
question. The relationship is a very important and a very 
close one, and we obviously place high value on it. To the 
extent there seem to be differences, I would assume there 
would be utility in talking it out. But I'm not prepared to 
go into detail beyond that. 


Q What's the monetary valve of the F-l6s, and 
how many more are they going to -- 


M I would have to refer you to the Pentagon for 
that kind of detail. 


Q Defense Minister of Israel Sharon is going 
to Honduras, or he's already on his way. Reports from 
Israel are saying that they think that he may, or maybe 
acting as a proxy for U.S. sales of weapons to Latin 
American and to Honduras, in particular. 


Do you have any comment on this? Can you tell us 
if Israel actually had requested a permit to sell weapons 


that, in part, are U.S.-made to Latin America? 


a I'll have to look into that. I don't know.. 
I do understand that the Defense Minister did leave this 
morning for a three-day visit to Honduras. I'm not frankly 
aware of a request of the sort you asked about, but let me 
look into it and see if we have anything further. 
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Q Anything on the expulsion of the two labor 
leaders from Chile? 


A Let me take it and get you back something 
later on that. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #211 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'‘1il be happy to take your questions. 


Q What about this letter that Secretary Shultz 
is reported to have written to Prime Minister Begin about 
ten days ago? Can you confirm its existence? 


A As you know, we don't discuss our diplomatic 


exchanges, but we are, of course, anxious to see nego- 
tiations begin as soon as possible and forward movement on 
the question of withdrawal of all foreign forces from 


Lebanon. 


Q Has there been any progress made at all on 
the issue of the venue for Israeli-Lebanese talks? 

A I have nothing new for you today on that. 

Q Is there an effort underway to try to 


resolve that? 


A We've addressed the issue of the need to move 


forward. I mentioned that as a subject that would be 
discussed when: Ambassadors Habib and Draper are back here, 


but I have nothing new for you on that. 


Q What I meant was, is there nothing active 
going on in an effort to break that deadlock? 


A There are lots of things going on, but I have 
nothing new for you. 


Q Alan, when will Habib be here? When does he 
land? 


A I don't have details. At the time that the 
guidance was prepared this morning, both he and Ambassador 
Draper were in Europe. Whether they have actually left or 
what their schedule is for coming here, I don't precisely 


know. 


Q When do you expect him, tomorrow? 


A Shortly. I don't know, but we don't make a 
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practice of giving advance notices on his arrival times. 


Q . Will he be speaking anywhere in Washington 
this week? | 


A I don't know whether he's got speaking engage- 
ments or not. 


Q Once they get here, are there any plans for 
them to meet with President Reagan as well as officials 


here? 


A The last I knew there was nothing set, but I 
would suggest you might want to check with the White House. 
My latest information was there was no meeting set. 


Q Do you have anything today about the meeting 
yesterday between the Israeli Ambassador and the Acting 
Secretary? 


A Simply to confirm that Ambassador Arens did 
come in at his own request yesterday evening to meet with 
the Acting Secretary. As usual, I'm not going to get into 
the question of diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Are you still puzzled today by the Israeli 
reaction to the aid issue? 


A I stand on what we said yesterday, if that's 
your question. 


Q The Foreign Minister of Lebanon will be in 
Washington on the 12th. Do you have any guidance, or is he 
going to see people here? 


A In answer to the question yesterday, I think 
we have an answer which, if it's not posted will be posted, 
noting that he will be in Washington. I don't know if we 
have the dates precisely, but he will be meeting with the 
Acting Secretary. He also, I believe, is going to meet with 
Secretary Shultz in London. 


Q Is that still the 19th? 


A No, I don't believe it's the 19th. I don't 
think it ever was. 


Q What days do you have him coming here? 
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A I'm not sure of the specific dates. 


Q He will meet with Secretary Shultz in London 
on the 16th. 





A That's the date I have heard, ‘but I don't 
have a final schedule on that. That would be consistent 
with what I know about it. 


Q When Sharon, the Defense Minister is here, 
will he meet with American officials, and is there any plan 
for him to meet anybody else now? 





A No. There's no change in what we said on it 
before, that we heard that he's going to pay a private visit 
but there are no meetings planned. 


Q Another subject? 
A Go ahead. 
Q Do you have any reaction to the Ustinov speech? 


| A I think we probably would want to state what 
the facts are. The fact is that the Soviets have already 
deployed 308 SS-18 ICBMs, larger and heavier than the Mx, 
and 300 SS-19 ICBMs, roughly equivalent to the MX in size, 
which are all capable of destroying hardened targets in the 
United States. 


Also, as we noted yesterday, the Soviets failed to 
mention openly that they already have the first of their 
next generation of ICBMs in flight-testing. This testing 
began prior to the President's reaching his decision on the 
Peacekeeper. While we have openly explained the purpose and 
characteristics of the Peacekeeper, the Soviets have yet to 
provide any information on the purpose and capabilities of 
their new missile. 


For the Soviets now to cast MX in the role of 
another excuse to build more missiles makes no sense, when 
what we are trying to do is to redress the balance they've 
upset. 


Q Can we have copies of that? 


, A Yes. It may take a little bit of time to put 
together, but yes. 


Q Do you feel this as intending to influence 
the MX vote in the Congress? 








4 
4 
A I don't think I want to comment on Soviet. 
motivations. We'll leave that to your judgment. 


Q Does the Administration have any position on 
a resolution that was introduced into the Houston City 
Council which would forbid the City of Houston and Mayor 
Whitmeyer from welcoming President Zia ul-Hag of Pakistan? 


| A I think that doubtless is a local matter. 
Our relationship with the Government of Pakistan is well 
known, is being reaffirmed today and has been addressed by a 


variety of people. 


: Q ‘To follow-up on that. The mayor of Houston 
has said that the only reason why she agreed to host a 
reception for President Zia is as a courtesy to the 
Adminstration. Now you say it's a local matter. I would 
like to ask you, did the Administration made any request to 
Mayor Whitmeyer or other local officials to host this 


assassin and dope pusher? 
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A I‘m not going to respond to a question cast 
in those terms. 
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Q Alan, can you give me anything on the status 
of Mr. Kenneth Scott on his departure from Sri Lanka? 


A Yes, I indicated something yesterday on this. 


Q What is it? 


A U. S. Embassy political officer Kenneth M. 
Scott departed Sri Lanka on December 7. We wish to affirm 
our full confidence in the integrity and professionalism of 
Mr. Scott. As far as we are concerned, the matter is 


closed. 


Q When you say “the matter is closed," are you 
thus ruling out any response, retaliation, or whatever you 
want to call it on the expulsion of one of our diplomats? 


A As far as we are concerned, the matter is 
closed. 


Q Can you tell me if request was made for this 
gentleman to use the V.I.P. lounge at the airport before he 
boarded that plane, and was the request denied? 


A I have no idea. 


Q Do you have anything on U.S. efforts at 
stopping the Law of the Sea Treaty from being ratified 
and/or any statement with respect to Secretary Regan's 
remarks about doing something now to reform the world 


monetary system? 


A On the Law of the Sea, as I think has been 
well known in the past month or so, Donald Rumsfeld con- 
sulted with several U.S. allies on the Law of the Sea. 
We've addressed that here. His talks were part of a 
continuing dialogue the United States has had with its 
allies in an effort to develop a comprehensive oceans 
policy. Obviously, the decision of each of our allies 
regarding the signing of the Treaty is a matter for them. 


As far as the question about a world monetary 
system and what Secretary Regan said yesterday, I don't have 
anything to add to what Secretary Regan said in his specific 
references to a conference or whatever on economic and mone- 
tary issues. I believe he described the initiative as per- 
sonal. But more generally, there have been extensive 
discussions among Administration officials regarding the 
severe strains on the international economy and what could 

















a 








gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





rT RE 


be done to promote both economic adjustment and recovery. 
We will use the opportunity at several high-level meetings 
that are going to be taking place this week and next with 
our allies to explore constructive solutions to these 
problems. 


Q He did say it was personal, but does it have 
the support of the State Department? 


A As I say, the idea, the problems, and the 
need to deal with those problems has been extensively 
discussed within the Administraton. 


Q But he's not going to make, as far as you 
understand it, a proposal at the upcoming meetings of the 
Group of Ten, in the way that he outlined it yesterday as 
the Administration's? 


A I did not read his remarks as suggesting that 
he was going to do that, no. I think what he said is, we're 
groping for solutions and we need to think together with our 
allies about how we can deal with these enormous problems. 


Q On Poland, do you have anything there today 
regarding the proposed release of additional internees, if 
this is correct, and what respcnse the government has? 


A We are aware of the report and we would 
welcome such a development. At the same time; it is impor- 
tant.to note that many detainees still remain behind bars in 
other areas of Poland. I believe the specific reference was 
to release people in Warsaw. 


Q The second page of The New York Times today had a 





big picture of members of the UDN in Miami whe are fighting 
the government of Nicaragua. Do you have any remark to make 
as to the statements that they made to the Times correspondent? 


A No. 


Q Does it in any way affect the negotiating 
position vis-a-vis the United States in Nicaragua? 


A I wouldn't have any comment on our nego- 
tiating positions beyond what we've already said here. 


Q But what you've said before is that the 
Neutrality Act is being enforced -- 
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A Yes, and -- 


Q -- and you would be willing to make a public 
acknowledgement as to its enforcement if the Nicaraguans 
would come to the bargaining table. 


A I think that's a paraphrase. The issue has 
been addressed before, and I think I would refer you to the 
specific statements we've made on it in the past. 


Q Do you think I would have a satisfactory 
answer by looking at those previous statements? 


A I think that what you said is a paraphrase, 
and not quite accurately what we've said. Other than that, 
I don't have a comment. 


Q Is the House Appropriation Committee supposed 
to continue this week the discussion of the aid and the 
possible increase in the aid to Israel? Is the State 
Department involved this week also in a lobbying effort in 
order to prevent an increase in the aid? 


A I don't have any information to share with 
you On approaches that the Administration might be making on 
the Hill regarding its position. The position is quite 
clear, however, and has not changed. 


Q Do you have any additional information on the 
response by the United States to the request of Lebanese 
President Gemayel for the expansion of multinational forces? 


A No, I have nothing new for you on that today. 


Q I'd like to go back to the Ustinov thing. It 
seemed to me that the Soviets had accepted MX when it was 
supposed to be in the MPS mode. They didn't make conm- 
parable threats. Now, this threat to build counter to the 
MX comes as sort of a first policy statement by the new 
regime. Do you see it as the beginning of a more confron- 
tational policy by the Soviets? 


A I don't think I want to characterize their 
remarks in terms of that sort. We made our position clear 
in terms of the relationship to SALT that we believe that 
the MX and the system proposed clearly did not undercut 
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the SALT agreements in any respect. The system is readily 
vérifiahle; it's a limited deployment which will not impede 
carrying out substantial reductions in strategic arms; and 
it fits well within the existing and proposed arms control 
structure. 


It's our policy that we will take no action which 
would undercut existing arms control agreements so long as 
the Soviet show equal restraint. Deployment of this system 
is fully consistent with this policy. 


Q One more, please. Can you confirm a report 
from Peking that the United States has opened 29 U.S. cities, 
new U.S. cities, to Chinese diplomats apparently in response 
to similar action by China in October? 


A I don't have anything on that. Why don't I 
look into that for you? 


Q O.K. Thank you. 
Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1982 


INDEX 





Subject : Page 
Appointment of Stephen Bosworth to Newly formed 
Foreign Policy Planning Council....ccccccscccccccvcel=2 





MIDDLE EAST 
Habib-Draper Consultations... ccccccccscccesecsecccessars 


LEBANON 
Clash Between Lebanese and Israeli Troops.......++++3~4,5 


Status of Request to Increase MP eo ccccccccccccccccees 
Israeli Forces in Shouf APORe cccccccccccccccccoecccoosamha 


= 
mo 
-_ 
© 
2 
c 
© 
~~) 


EGYPT 
Foreign Minister's Visit to Lebanon...cccccccccccceeds9 


JORDAN 
Letter on Hill Opposing Arms Sales?..ccccccsccccccscsces4 


ISRAEL 
Parliament Member's Charges against Habib......+++++4=5 


Arms Sales to Third CountriesS...cccccccccscscccecscseel 
Sharon Visit to yy |) ae 
Agreement with U.S. on Weapons Captured in Lebanon..8 
New Settlements on West Bank. ccccccccccesccsceseceeed 
Palestinians in Israeli PriSONS..cccccccccccssccseeed 


SCUTH AFRICA al ANGOLA TALKS. cecccccccccccccsceseceesesI@O 


“Declassified for Publication in Ameri 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


DENMARK 
vote on INF PUNGING. ccccccccccccccccccccccccceccezee® 


ARGENTINA 
Reported Israeli Arms SaleS.cccccccccccsccsessccesses lS 


NI CARAGUA 
Formation of Nicaraguan Democratic Force....sseseeee9 
Application of Neutrality Act (exile groups in US)..9-11,13- 
Socialist International. .cccccccccccccceseseescsesese ld 
New Foreign Investment Law...ccececccccccesecsesesseeld 


PAKISTAN 
Pres. Zia on Government of Afghanistan......eseeeeeel2 


SRI LANKA 
Departure of Diplomat. .ccccccccccccccessesesvsesesesela 


CHINA 
Status of Asylum Request FOr HU Nasccccccsceseesssesl3 


GUATEMALA 
Commercial BaleBccccccccccccccccccecceccecccesscoceeas 





gn 


» MeCtrasstiried Tor rPudlication in American rorel 





= 
i 
| 
; 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


S vet ar 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #212 | 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry to be a little 
delayed. 


I have one announcement for you and will be happy to 
make the text available afterwards, regarding a personnel 
appointment. 


The Secretary is pleased to announce today the 
appointment of Stephen W. Bosworth as Chairman of the newly- 
formed Foreign Policy Planning Council, which will replace the 
existing policy planning structure. The establishment of this 
new Council reflects the importance the Secretary attaches to 
the need for integrated, forward planning in the formulation 
of U.S. foreign policy. It also reflects his desire for 
advice from an independent institutional body which is not 
bound up in day-to-day operations and, therefore, can focus on 
the overall context of the President's foreign policy. 


The Council's membership will be made up of five or 
six senior policy advisors. The Council will have direct 
access to the Secretary and the Deputy Secretary with respon- 
sibility for advising them on the full range of policy 
questions in support of the President's foreign policy objec- 
tives. The Secretary expects this new Council to draw on the 
talents and advice of the broader foreign policy community as 
well as on the internal resources of the Administration. The 
members of the new Council will be drawn from a broad cross- 


‘ section of highly-qualified and experienced persons from aca- 


demia, government, and business. The Council members will be 
supported by a small staff of specialists in various fields. 


As Chairman, Ambassador Bosworth will manage the 
Council's work and staff to ensure that it is fully responsive 
to the Secretary's needs. Ambassador Bosworth has excellent 
credentials for this position with experience in economics, 
energy, and private business as well as area expertise in the 
Middle East, Europe, and Inter-American Affairs, where he is 
currently Senior Deputy Assistant Secretary. 


We can make the text of this announcement and also a 
bio of Ambassador Bosworth available to you in the Press 
Office. 
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Q What about his current position? 
A About his current position? 


p Q Yes, Mr. Bosworth's. Will he retain that or is 
it now vacant? 


A No, no. He would leave that current position. 
Q When is it effective? 


A My understanding is that it is to be effective 
right away. 


Q Do you know who is going to replace him as 
Deputy Assistant Secretary? 


A I do not. 


Q Who is going to replace the other deputy that 
was in that office? 


A In ARA? 
Q Yes. 
a I don't have anything on that, Jim. 


Q Alan, on several things: can you brief us, 
please, on the meetings Mr. Habib and Draper held over at the 
White House today? 


A I think that the White House actually has 
issued to the press an announcement on this, or a statement in 
any case. Ambassadors Habib and Draper did return to Washington 
last night, and as the White House announced earlier today, 
they briefed senior Administration officials at the White 
House this morning on the progress of their efforts with 
regard to the situation in the Middle East, with particular 
attention to the urgency of achieving a rapid withdrawal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon. They will be holding dis- 
cussions in Washington with various department and other offi- 
cials. We have no specifics, though. 


Ambassadors Habib and Draper will be meeting with 
the President, but no time for their meeting has been fixed. 
We will keep you advised on that. 


Q What is the possibility of having a briefing 
here, a press briefing? 
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A I will mention it to them. I think-that the 
possibilities are not high, given the past -- 


Q Could you elaborate on what you call their 
progress? What progress are we talking about? 


A I don't have a status report to give you, Mike, 
on the specifics of either the Lebanon situation or the peace 
process. 

Will Ambassador Habib be in the building today? 
He has been in the building. 


Off and on? 


r Oo FY VO 


Yes. I believe he'll be here a large part of 
the day. 


Q Do you know how long they will be here, and 
whether Habib will go directly back to the Middle East? 


A I don't have specific plans onward. I think 
that they are approaching it at the moment in terms of what 
they are doing here, and I think those kinds of decisions will 
be made as a result of the consultations here. 


Q Alan, were they recalled by the President or by 
Secretary Shultz as a result of the stalemate? And is there a 
possibility of looking into new avenues and to bringing hostili- 
ties to a stop? 


| A I addressed this the other day. Ambassador 
Habib had finished his round of consultations as originally 
envisaged out there, and was coming back. Ambassador Draper 
was asked to come back to join with him in the consultations 
on the situation in the Middle East, with particular emphasis 
on the need to move the process in Lebanon forward as fast as 
possible. 


Q Do you have any comment on the visit in Beirut 
today of the Egyptian Foreign Minister? 


A I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the clashes between 
the Lebanese Army and the Israeli Army? 


A Yes. We have received confirmation that a 
clash occurred reportedly in the vicinity of Lebanese 
Government offices in Yarzeh near Beirut. Two Lebanese 








gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





a th 


hee . 79? 4 


| 


soldiers were killed and one Israeli soldier was wounded. 
Lebanese and Israeli liaison officers are looking into the 
matter, and the United States is trying to be helpful. 


We have seen some press reports that the Israelis 
issued a communique stating that the clash started with a 
misunderstanding; nonetheless, this latesst incident serves to 
illustrate the urgency of the withdrawal of all foreign forces 
from Lebanon so that the Government of Lebanon can assert its 
authority and control over all of Lebanon. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 


A Yes. It may take a little bit, but yes, you 
may get a copy of it. | 


—— ———_——~ 





Q Alan, do you have any news of the negotiations 
with foreign countries to send additional troops to Lebanon? 


A To Lebanon? No, I don't have anything. 


Q Do you have anything on a letter circulating in 
the House opposing arms sales to Jordan? 


A No. Frankly, I wasn't even aware of it. 


Q There are some Israeli members of the 
parliament, of the Knesset, specifically, Mrs. Guela Cohen, 
who accused and charged Mr. Habib with not being a neutral 
mediator. How do you assess his position and his efforts? 

Is this an acceptable description of his efforts on behalf of 
the peace process? 


A Again, I think I addressed this to some extent 
yesterday. I think that Anbassador Habib's credibility and 
standing in carrying out his current role as the President's 
special representative are without question, and he will 
continue, of course, to function in that role, and I'm sure 
very effectively. 


Q If I might touch on this issue, you are being 
told that the money that you are giving Israel is not in 
good faith and now accusations that the mediator is not 
neutral and other things. What do you see in this? Is this a 
new trend of trying to lash back at your efforts to bring 
something into the area of settling the issues? 


A I don't see any way I could characterize moti- 
vations on other peoples’ part. We've addressed our concerns 
on specific issues and also noted the continuing high value 





and closeness in our view of the U.S.-Israeli relationship; 
but I don't have any general characterization of the sort that 
you are asking about to offer you. 


Q Can you tell us, Alan, if the Israeli troops 
that reportedly have clashed with the Lebanese are supposed to 
be there, according to the U.S. understanding? Are they sup- 
posed to be in that area at all? 


gn 


A I don't have details on specifically what went 
on. I don't see any point in my commenting given that 
(inaudible) circumstance. I'm not aware that there is a par- 
ticular charge that they weren't supposed to be where they 
were. I don't know in specific terms, but I've not seen that 
charge, even in wire stories at this point; but I really am 
not prepared to give you anything on it. 


Q Alan, what I'm saying is -- and I'm asking 
because it has been reported widely that it is the 
Department of Defense that Israeli troops were trying to move 
into -- and I'm asking if according to your information, they 
should be there at all? 


A I have nothing to suggest that they were trying 
to move into the Department of Defense. I just can't confirm that. 


Q On a new subject, delegations from South Africa 
and Angola are meeting today in Cape Verde. What is the State 
Department's reaction to those talks? 
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A We welcome these discussions as a positive 
development which could enhance prospects for a resolution of 

Q Where are they? 

A Cape Verde. 

Q Bush did a good job! 


A Let me go on. We hope that the discussions 
will help build mutual trust and sufficient confidence to stem 
the cycle of violence, thus contributing to the search for a 
settlement of regional security problems, including the effort 
to bring independence to Namibia, which the United States is 


regional problems. 
also working for. 


Q Is this the first time that they have had 


. talks? 
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A I can't answer that question, George. 

Q Do we have anybody present observing those 
talks? 

A I'm not aware that we have anybody present. 


- Q Can you take the question? oe 


A No. I think I would address your questions to 
them about the talks. I don't think this is something for. us 
to comment on. But I'm not aware that we have anybody there. 


~~ T*d@ give you that as the answer. 


Q Do you know whether they have raised the issue 
of Cuban troops in Angola? 


A Again, you're going to have to address those 
issues to the parties concerned. 


Q Is this meeting something that was encouraged 
when Pik Botha was here talking to Crocker a couple of weeks 
ago? 


A I don't have anything on encouragement or 
anything of that sort. The only point I guess I could make is 
that we knew that the talks were going to take place, but I 
don't have any elaboration beyond that. 


Q You knew it at the time that the Foreign 
Minister was here? 


A I don't have any elaboration beyond the fact 
that we knew the talks were taking place. 


Q Alan, do you have any response to the vote in 
the Danish Parliament on freezing contributions to NATO on the 
Cruise and Pershing deployment? 


A Yes, I do. The action by the Danish Parliament 
is unfortunate. As we have noted in the past, any action 
which gives the Soviets false hope that NATO resolve to 
deploy INF is weakening can only reduce the prospects for an 
early agreement at Geneva. Selective cuts in a national 
contribution to the NATO infrastructure account is unprece- 
dented and unhelpful. It also is unfortunate when an ally 
falls short in supporting those who already are bearing a 
greater burden to maintain the deterrence that benefits all. 
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Nevertheless, while regretting this departure, I 
want to stress that as we understand it, Denmark has not 
"rejected" INF funding. We understand that Denmark will be 
meeting its current contribution of 26 million kroner (about 
$3 million) to the INF infrastructure account, which the 
Danish Parliament already had approved. 


The matter of subsequent Danish funding in 1983 and 
beyond is not finally decided -- there were 90 abstentions out 
of 152 votes. We expect that Denmark will live up to its NATO 
obligations to the INF basing countries and to its other 


allies. 


Q On what basis is that expectation based? 


A I will stand on what I've just said. I think 
that explains it. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q To follow up on this, do you have any comment 
on the resolution taken yesterday in the Congress about the 


MX? 





A On the MX? I don't have anyth ig beyond what 
has already been said. I think the President issued a state- 
ment last night. The Secretary made some comments in 
Europe. The Administration clearly intends to push ahead, 
but I would refer you to the specific language that has 
already been used. 


gn 
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| Q Another subject? 
: A Go ahead. 


Q There was a report yesterday in the 
Washington Post that Israel has sold 24 Sky Hawks to 
Argentina after the-Faltkland War.—Do you have any infor- 
mation on this? 





A I have some information. Let me address it, 
first, in the context of overall sales, and then I'll get to 


your specific point. 


The Government of Israel has been active in 
marketing defense equipment to third countries. These 
efforts have included Latin America. As you know, in accor- 
dance with the provisions of the Arms Export Control Act, 
all equipment, either complete systems or components, 
supplied by the United States to Israel, or to any other 
foreign country or equipment manufactured in Israel under 
U.S. license, is subject to U.S. prior approval before it 
can be transferred to any third country. 
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With regard to non-U.S. equipment, other govern- 
ments may dispose of military equipment and services over 
which they have exclusive control. We have no confirmation 
of such a sale to Argentina. We have not approved any sale, 
as we would be required to do, and have not been asked to 
approve any sale of A-4s. 


Q You think you would have been asked if Israel 
aia sell Sky Hawks to Argentina? 


A It would be required to do that; that's 
right. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A Yes. Again, it may take a little bit to put 
it together. 


Q A follow-up on this? 
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A Yes. 


Q Do you have any information if Argentina 
bought from any other country in the world Sky Hawks lately, 
since it's also American equipment? 


A I don't. I don't have any information on 
that. 


Q Do you have anything on Sharon's visit to 
Guatemala? I understand he's talking with the Guatemalan -- 


A To Guatemala? 


Q Yes, about military aid. 


A No. Honduras? Honduras was the country we 
were talking about yesterday. 

Q It's only next door. He could have gone 
there. 

A Are you talking about Honduras or Guatemala? 

Q They all look alike anyway. 

A You're talking about Honduras -- 

Q George is talking about Honduras. 

A George, I gave you something yesterday on 
Honduras. 


Q Do you have any additional information about an 
agreement being signed between the United States and Israel 
relating to the exchange of information about Soviet — 
weaponry being seized by the Israelis? 


A No, I don't have anything about that. I 
think you would have to refer to the Pentagon. I think 
there was some discussion sometime ago about a mission that 
might be going out there, but I really would have to ask you 
to turn to the Pentagon for information on that. 


Q Do you have anything on reports this morning 
out of Israel that Israel is going to build over twenty new 
settlements in the occupied areas? 


A Yes. Just very briefly, that that report 
we've seen in the Israeli press, but we have no confirmation 
of any Cabinet decision on that. And, of course, our views 
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on a freeze, or on settlements, and the need for a freeze on 
settlements, are well known and I won't have any further conm- 
ment than that. | 


Q Does the U. S. have anything to do with the 
surprise visit of the Egyptian Minister of State to 
Beirut? 


A No, I have no comment on that. 


Q .Is the State Department aware of reports of 
Palestinians who are dying in Israeli prisons due to tor- 
ture, and do you have any comment about that? 


A I don't have anything specific to offer you 
on the subject. We have said before, in terms of conditions 
under which prisoners are held, we have expressed an 
interest and taken an interest and expressed our views and 
concerns, and we'll continue to follow that issue 
closely, but I don't have a specific response to it. 





Q In the Israeli newspapers, it is clear that 
there are about, at least, fourteen Palestinians who have 


died in the last week. 
A I have no confirmation of that. 


Q Do you want to comment on the New York Times 
editorial today on activities in Central America? 





A No. 


Q What about their assertion in there that most 
of the incursions that are going on across the border have 
come from Honduras into Nicaragua rather than the other way 


around? 


A Again, I have not taken the opportunity to 
address the issue, and I don't intend to. 


Q What about the formation of the new 
Nicaraguan Democratic Force? 


A I have nothing. 


Q You have nothing still on the application of 
neutrality laws? 


A Not really. We've addressed the issue in the 
past. You know what the citations are in terms of the 
neutrality laws. I refer you to Justice. I know you've -- 


Q I've been to Justice. They referred me to 
you on some things. 
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A Justice is the law enforcement -- inaudible the 
law enforcement process. Regarding standards of proof that 
are required, for example, which I think is a relevant con- 
sideration, I really would have to refer you to Justice, 


Q But specifically, Alan, they said that on some 
cases the State Department consults with the Justice 
Department as to the application of the Neutrality Act. He 
wouldn't tell me in what cases, or whether this was the 
case. Would you? 


A No, I would not. 
Q Do you deny that? 


A I frankly don't know, but the point is -- so 
I can't deny it but I can't confirm it either -- but the 
point is we normally do not get into interdepartmental 
dealings from the podium, and I don't intend to. 


Q Can I follow-up? 
A Yes, go ahead. 


Q Do you have a statement with respect to what 
the Socialist International said about Nicaragua? 


A No, I don't. I could note to you that repre- 
sentatives of the Socialist International are meeting here 
today with Department officials; with Under Secretary 
Eagleburger, Assistant Secretary Enders and Assistant 
Secretary Abrams. 


I don't intend to comment on the substance of 
those coversations, but they revolve largely around the 
groups’ trip to Latin America and we welcome the opportunity 


for an exchange of views, and I think it likely that there would 


be further exchanges in the future. 


Q Do you have any comment with respect to the 
new foreign investment law in Nicaragua? 


A No, I don't have anything on it. 


Q Could you take the question as to whether 
that might influence a decision of whether or not to include 


it in the CBI? 
A Let me look into it. 


Q And can I just finally ask, is it just 
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simply going to be useless to continue questioning on 
alleged violations -- possible violations of the Neutrality 
Act at this podium, or is there going to be anything that we 
might be able to expect? 


A No, I think that we have said in the past 
what our position is in terms of the fact that our laws are 
to be enforced and I'm sure they're being enforced, but the 
specifics of how, and in terms of what standards of proof 
are used and so on, really is not a matter for us to address 


from here. 
Q Has anyone ever been prosecuted? 


A Again, I would have to ask you to go to the 
Justice Department. 


Q One final question on that. The Justice _ 





Department official, with whom I spoke, was authorized to 
speak on behalf of the Justice Department volunteered that 
the activities as described in recent reports that have been 
going on in Florida and elsewhere in the country with 
respect to Nicaragua, “are not CIA sanctioned." 


Can you comment on that statement? 


A No. I'm not in the habit normally of com 
menting on intelligence activities. I don't know what 
guidance he had, and I assume he's speaking from an approved 
brief. That's fine. I just don't happen to have anything 
on that subject. 


Q There was a report that the Israeli Labor Party 
is demanding that the government of Menachem Begin withdraw 
all the Israeli defense forces from the Shouf in the way of 
policing that area. They are asking that the Israeli 
Government cease and desist of having the Israeli soldiers 
police the Shouf area because it's a dangerous-ridden area. 


Do you join in this demand? What do you comment 
on this demand by the Israeli Labor Party, which is the 
opposition party? 


A Pirst of all, I don't think I would address 
any question in the context of the domestic politics of 
Israel, so I would take any comment that I might happen to 
have -- and it won't be great -- out of that context. 


As far as the specifics of the Israeli force pre- 
sence in the Shouf area is concerned, I think I really would 
prefer to stick to our concerns about the need for all 
foreign forces to get out of Lebanon all together and not 
try to address specific areas. But we are focusing on a 
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rapid implementation of that withdrawal. 


Q This morning President Zia said that any new 
government that might emerge in Afghanistan would have to be 
friendly to the Soviet Union in order for there to be any 
solution there, and he said he told U.S. officials that and 
that Pakistan would support such a government. 


Do you have any comment on that? Did he say that 
to U.S. officials yesterday? 


A I don't have anything on the substance of his 
conversations to offer you on that. 


Q On the matter of Sri Lanka, it's reported 
there by the government today that the United States has 
expelled one of their diplomats in the Embassy here in 
Washington. 


A That the United States has expelled a 
diplomat? 


Q Yes. 
A No. I said yesterday -- 


Q Or asked to leave; whatever the terms you 
wish to use. 


A I'll make two points: I addressed the issue 
yesterday, and refer you to what I said at that point. 
Consideration was given to asking that a Sri Lankan diplomat 
also curtail his tour in the United States, but it was 
decided not to do that and, as I indicated yesterday, we 
consider the matter closed. 


Q You're saying that is it; there is no diplo- 
mat, whatever form, title, position, being asked to 
curtail his mission? 


A That is correct. 


Q Some of us were wondering that if there is no 
Washington Monument tomorrow, where will President Zia leave 
from? (Laughter) 


A I wish it were a funny matter, but I gather 
it's a rather serious one, having seen some wires on it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the contacts that 
took place between the Soviets and the Saudi Arabians within 
the delegation, the Arab delegation, visiting Moscow? 
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A No, I don't have anything. 


Q One more. I'‘m sorry, I forgot this, but it's 
the last one. 


A You promise? 


Q It is. Do you have any comment with respect 


to the legislation that's going to come up tonight in the 
House and the Senate next week on banning or making illegal 
the use of U.S. funds for covert activities against 


Nicaragua? 


A No, I don't think that would be a subject for 
us to comment on here. I would assume the CIA might have 


some -- 
Q Comment on that? (Laughter. ) 


A -- comment on the general question of whether 
it's -— I mean, the whole question, from an Administration 
point of view, I think has been addressed in the past of 
specific restrictions. But I don't have any words of wisdom 


to offer you. 


Q You're not lobbying in any one direction? 
A I just don't have anything for you on it. 


.@ A matter of some months ago, the Chinese ten- 
nis star -- whose name I will not try to pronouce but you 
know who I‘m talking about -- what is the recommendation of 


the Department on her request for political asylum? 


A I would not get into the question of what a 
Department recommendation would be. Again, this is the same 


issue I mentioned before with regard to interdepartmental dealings, 


and I don't have anything to announce to you. 


Q Do you have any reading on why this matter 
has lingered so long? 


A I don't have anything for you. 


Q Alan, a senior official, from that podium the 
other day, said that Secretary Enders would soon be 
transmitting, for a second time, to Congressman Barnes his 
understanding of the agreement of commercial sales versus 
aid to Guatemala. Has that exchange taken place or -- 


A Let me check on it. I don't know. 


Q There's a question that's been outstanding 
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for quite a while -- I had my hand up for quite a while. 
A Yes, go ahead. 


Q What I'd like to ask you about is the question of 
the Administration's relationship with a group called the 
Agency for Free -- the American Institute for Free Labor 


Development which -- 


A I don't think I have anything nor would lI. 
I would refer you, if you have any questions on that sort of 
thing, to the Labor Department. 


Thank you very much. 
(The press briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #213 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 9, 1982, 12:03 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good.afternoon. Two brief announce- 
ments. 


One: Available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Deputy Assistant Secretary for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs Thomas Shoesmith before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Subcommittees on Asian and Pacific 
Affairs and on Human-Rights and International Organizations. 
The subject is “Balancing Strategic Interests and Human Rights 
in Asia." 


Second: Just to note something that already may 
have been made public over at the White House which is that 
there will be a briefing tomorrow at 3:00 p.m. at the White 
House on the visits next week of the Portuguese and Danish 
Prime Ministers. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Forgive me, Alan, when is the Portuguese 
Prime Minister visiting? 


A I don't have the dates with me, Mike. My 
recollection is something like the 12th or the 14th, but 
could you check and see over there? I'm sure they've 
announced it. 


Q What is the status of the nomination of Mr. 
Gray to the Arms Agency? 


A I don't have information on that, Mike. He's 
obviously with ACDA, and it's a White House nomination. I 
would refer you to either of those agencies. It's simply 
not in my realm. 


Q You have nothing to say if the nomination is 
being pulled back? 


fy I've seen the stories, but, again, it's not 
something that would come within my purview. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the story of the 
Chinese dinner published today in the Post? 


A On the Chinese -- 


Q Chinese dinner -- describing the briefing 
here. 


A I hope you're not too hungry, but,:no, I 
don't. 


(Laughter) 


Q There was a story in yesterday's Baltimore 
Sun by Henry Trewhitt which said that it is the assessment 





Of most U.S. Government officials that the human rights 


situation in Pakistan is better under Zia al-Hugq than it was 
under the elected President, Zulfikar Ali Bhutto. 


Can you confirm that that's a Government 
assessment? , 


A I think you said that Hank reported that it's 
the assessment of most people at State. I can't comment on 
that specifically. What I think I would ask you to do is to 
turn to the human rights reports -- and there will be, of 
course, a human rights report coming out in January -- and I 
think that rather than trying to give you a general charac- 
terization here -- 


Q I predicted you would say that. 
A Good prediction. 


Q Is there any confirmation about the Israeli 
authorities forcing some clergymen to abide by the oath that 
they have put on lectures and professors and -- 


A I have no information on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on Mr. Shultz's 
meeting with Mubarak? 


A I'm not aware of what you're referring to. 


Q You're not? Well, it says here that Mubarak 
would be meeting Secretary Shultz in Europe in the coming 
weeks. 
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A I see. To my knowledge at this point -- and 


I can't tell you what the future would hold -= but at this 


point there is no meeting scheduled. But I think infor- 
mation of that sort for the most part is going to have to 
come from the parties, because if there were a meeting of 
that sort set up, they would be doing it. 


I will try to keep up with the issue since you've 
raised it, but at this point to my knowledge there is 
nothing set. : 


Q Do you have any American reaction to the 
South African raids on Lesotho and the cleansing of the 
National African Congress members? - 


A Yes. The United States deplores the South 
African attack into a neighboring country, and especially 
the tragic loss of innocent life that occurred. 


Reports indicate that the attack was carried out 
against elements of the African National Congress, believed 
by the South Africans to be operating from Lesotho against 
South Africa. 


This is the. sort of violence which underlies the 
urgency of finding a means of resolving the problems of the 
region through peaceful negotiation and conciliation. 


The consistent position of the United States has 
been that there are in fact peaceful means to resolve the 
problems of southern Africa, and that they are far pre- 
ferable to the escalation of violence that otherwise con- 
tinues to occur. 


We have made this position eminently clear to 
South Africa. It is at the core of the negotiations we are 
pursuing with regard to Namibia and Angola. 

Q Can we get a copy, Alan, on that? 

A Yes. 


Q Are there any developments in Namibia? The 
withdrawal of Cuban troops, the discussions going on right 
now between South Africa and Angola that you're aware of? 


A I don't have anything new to say on that 


today. 
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Q Was the State Department caught by surprise 


by these talks between South Africa and Angola? 


A No. I said yesterday we were aware the talks 
were to take place. 


Q Was the State Department caught by surprise 
with respect to an attack on Lesotho? 


A I would have to say basically the answer to 
that would be yes. I mean, we don't certainly share the 
plans of South Africa to launch its threats. 


Q But a senior State Department official said 
that part of the talks-between Mr. Botha and the Secretary 
here dealt with actions in other southern African states and 
the necessity for stability and so on, so there was kind of 
a hint that the U.S. was cognizant of certain South African 
activities and didn't like them. 


I just wondered whether Lesotho came up in the 
course of these discussions? 


A I don't know specifically whether it came up, 
but the general issue is hardly a great secret, particularly 
since it's asked about frequently by you and others. 


Q Were you in touch with the South Africans 
today on the raids? 


A I'm not aware that we were in touch with the 
South Africans today, but we would intend to raise the 
matter. 


Q You said, "It is no great secret." What is 
no great secret? 

A That there are reports of such activities. 

Q You- said the matter will be raised. Here or 


Pretoria or -=- 


A I don't have details, and I don't expect I 
would be given them to -- 


Q No great secret was the question. You were 
explaining it and -- 


A That there are reports of cross-border acti- 
vities ongoing these days in southern Africa. 
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Q Thank you. 
So why was it raised? 


A So why was it raised? Because these things 
are out in the open. There's no point in taking this par- 
ticularly -- 


Q Do you have anything further on the North 
Korean delegation at the U.N. and what may or may not happen 
up there? 


A There was a story, I think yesterday, about 
that. As we've stated previously, in terms of the 
diplomatic immunity question, members of observer missions 
to the U.N. have only functional privileges and immunities. 
That is, they have immunity only concerning those acts 
relating to the performance of their official duties as 
observers to the U.N. 


The offense with which Mr. O Nam Chol is charged 
is clearly unrelated to his official duties, and he is 
therefore fully liable to prosecution under U.S. law. 


Q Have you made any decisions on any kind of 
actions that might be taken? 


A As I understand it, he is in the North Korean 

Mission, which is protected, as it were. The article that 
appeared yesterday in the Times talked about a delay in 
issuance of visas to North Korean diplomats, and I would 
only observe that in view of the uncooperative attitude of 
the North Korean Observer Mission to the U.N. and their 
possibile harboring of a fugitive from justice, the 
Department of State is reviewing the North Korean Mission. 


We are unable to act expeditiously on visa appli- 
cations for members of the North Korean Mission during that 
review. 


Q What do you mean “reviewing the North Kroean 
Mission"? , 


A I think I'm going to have to stick with those 
words at this particular point. 


Q Does that mean there is some possibility the 
North Korean Mission could be asked to leave the United 


States? 
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A Again, I think I would have to stick with 
these words at this particular time. 


Q Can we have a copy of your original statement 
on that subject? 

A Sure. 

Q Has there been a resolution of the Silveira 


case, Alan? Has the United States Attorney gotten back to 
the Department on the Brazilian Ambassador's son? 


A Was that where we last left it -- that we 
were expecting something back from them? 


Q Yes. 


A Let me take that and find out what the 
current status is. 


Q The son has gone. 


A Yes. The son's gone, but I think you were 
asking about the legal status of the case. 


Q That's right. 
A Let me check on that. 


Q Does the U.S. Government have the authority 
to close the Mission? 


A Again, I'm going to have to stick at this 


point with this. Let me pass on so that people who are con- 
cerned with this the obvious interest and what the possibi- 
lities are, and see if we can get something further. 


Q Do you have any comment on the House action 
with respect to Nicaragua last night? 


A No. I don't have any comment on that. 


Q No reactions to the article that appeared in 
today's New York Times about a Mr. Bermudez who is a mili- 
tary commander who was interviewed in Miami? 





A No, I don't. 
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Q And you probably don't have any comment about 
the Neutrality Act either, I suppose? 


A Good guess. I thought you yesterday indi- 
cated you were going to refrain from asking those questions. 


Q Hope springs eternal. 
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Q Is Ambassador Habib going to appear on the 
Hill to explain whatever happened to his mission? And, if . 
so, when? 


A He's going to the Hill but I don't think for 
that purpose. I believe he's going up there for a luncheon 
tomorrow, as I recall it. But it is unrelated to the 
question of his mission and so. I don't know of any plans for 
him to specifically go and testify, for example. Whether he 
will have some individual conversations, I simply can't tell 


you. 


Q Has he been asked about the possibility of 
briefing us? 


A The question has been raised. I wouldn't 
keep your weekend plans in abeyance. (Laughter) 


Q I asked yesterday about a letter circulating 
in the House opposing arms sales to Jordan. You didn't have 
anything on it then; do you have anything on it today? 


4A No. I've asked about it and some people seem 
to have heard something about it, but I dont have anything 
really very solid. 


Q In view of the State Department's pronounce- 
ments on terrorism, now that the Pope's would-be assassin 
has been linked to the Bulgarian secret police, does the 
State Department have any reaction to the involvement of the 
Bulgarian Government in the attempted assassination? 


A I think this is an issue which is -- since it's 
currently under investigation by the Italian authorities, it 
would not be appropriate to comment on from here. 


Q You don't have at this point even any 
deploring of such linkages even in principle? 


A Obviously, anybody who was involved in the 
attempted assassination of the Pope should be deplored. 
There's no question, but the issue you're raising is not 
that issue. You're raising a question about a comment on 
something which is under investigation. 


Q Since every department of the secret police 
of Bulgaria has close links to and takes instructions from 
the Soviet KGB and the Soviet leader Andropov was head of 
the KGB at the time o* this assassinacion, does the 
Department of State share ihe inescapable conclusion of my 
paper, the Washington Inquirer, tnat the Soviet leader is 





involved with the attempt to assassinate the Pope? 
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A . Again, I would say it's inappropriate to com 
ment in any way on this case that's under investigation. 


Q Would you not -- at this stage of the game, 
not even deplore if these were the facts established by ~ 
investigation? 


A "If" questions are not the kind of questions 
I intend to answer. 


Q The House Appropriations Committee is taking 
up replenishment for IFAD, International Fund for 
Agricultural Development tomorrow, and the Senate has cut 
the appropriation from $65 million on the request of $10 
million. The governing council meets in Rome next week. Do 
you have any statement with respect to IFAD? 


A I don't here. I don't know whether anybody 
else would elsewhere in town at Agriculture, for example. 
But I don't have anything here. 


Q Again on this Harkin Amendment that was 
passed unanimously yesterday in the House -- 


A Excuse me, it was not the Harkin Amendment 
that passed yesterday. 


Q I'm sorry. 
A I just thought we'd correct the record. 


Q Well, okay. The amendment that I understand 
was passed, whether or not it was attributable to Mr. Harkin 
Or not, says, as you know, that no funds could be used to 
overthrow the Government of Nicaragua. Will this have any 
effect or bearing on U.S. policy regarding Nicaragua? 


A Again, you're talking -- you're talking about 
a law but you're also talking about what is U.S. policy with 
regard to intelligence-related activities. As you know, I'm 
just not in a position to comment one way or another on that 
kind of an issue. 


Q Can you tell us anything on Habib's visit in 
town. Is there anything we can know about his meeting 
yesterday or today with the President? 


: Not substantively. As I understand it, 
there's . ossibility he may be meeting with the press after 
his working lunch at the White House today. I don't know if 
that was firm or not. That was certainly a possibility. 
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Other than that, I really don't have anything to 
say. He obviously has been meeting with officials both from 
this building and the White House, Pentagon, et cetera, and 
is meeting with the President now. 


Q Having lunch with him? 
A Yes, a working lunch. 


Q Forgive me for trying to clarify this, but 
you just said that you won't answer a question regarding 
attempts to overthrow the Nicaraguan Government because that 
comes under the purview of intelligence activities, as I 


understand you correctly? 


A The bill relates to -- the question was, would | 


the bill restrict U.S. activities? My response is that, to 
address that question I would have to get into the question 
of alleged intelligence activities and I don't address those 


from this podium. 


Q Attempts to overthrow governments aren't 
necessarily intelligence activities. 


A In the context in which this issue has been 
addressed in this forum, that clearly is the case. 


Q My question wasn't whether it would restrict 
U.S. activities. My question was broader than that; 
whether it would affect U.S. Goveriiment policy at all 
toward Nicaragua? 


A I think that U.S. policy toward Nicaragua 
will be consistent. Beyond that, I don't intend to comment 


on that specific bill. 


Q Let me give you a Bulgarian question that's 
not so iffy. Walking over here I have to go by the White 
House where a pathetic lady whose name is Ludmilla 
Gabrovska is picketing the White House pleading that her 
family -- her children and her husband -- be allowed to come 


to the United States to join her. 


Has the White House made any inquiry concerning 
Ludmilla Gabrovska and why she is picketing the 
President's home on Sixteenth Street? 


A I refer you to the White House for that 
question. 


Q Well, may I ask another question? Has the 


State Department in the four years that Ludmilla 
Gabrovska has been here, have they done anything to 
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attempt to expedite the joining of the families as the 
Helsinki Accords call for? 


A I'm not going to be able to address specific 
cases. Let me say -- 


Q Why not? Can you take that question? 
A No. 

Q It's in the specifics. 

A May I -- 


e) I just want to point out that it's in the speci- 
fics; whether or not you're adhering to principles is 
determined. 


A It's in the specifics that we would find it 
probably most effective to deal with any individual case 
quietly rather than otherwise, in most cases; not without 
exception. 


But, in any case, our concern for family reunifi- 
cation is quite well known, and is one of the important prin- 
ciples of our foreign policy and diplomacy. But I'm not 
going to address the specifics of the case -- 


Q Let me take it on a more general scale, 
then. Do you believe that a country whose secret police is 
coalescing with the Soviet secret police, perhaps in inter- 
national murder attempts, is likely to give any attention at 
all to the pathetic case of one person who wants to be 
rejoined with her husband and family? 


A I'm not going to try and draw judgments on 
that. 


Q Filing break. 
A Piling break. Fine. 


Q Do you have any comment on the almost daily 
anti-U.S. campaign in Israel these days? 


aN Without necessarily accepting your charac- 
terization, I don't have any comment on attitudes in Israel 
towards the U.S. 


Q Even those undertaken by the government -- by 
officials in the Government of Israel? 


A Again, I've expressed our views on this sub- 
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ject and about our relationship with Israel before and our 
concerns, and I don't have anything. to comment on. 


Q You posted a response yesterday on the sub- 
ject of State policy re anti-LaRouche disorganizing activity 
which is a statement of policy which I interpret to be | 
against such activity. But you say nothing about attempts 
to enforce that policy and, specifically, you say nothing 
about the case of Mr. Jack Muth whom Administration offi- 
cials know to have been involved in such activity. 


A I'm not prepared to address, certainly not to 
confirm your last statement. I think in regard to how 
policy is implemented, I would simply leave you with the 
general proposition that when there is a policy of this 
sort, it is widely known; but I don't intend to get into the 
specifics and into the question of individual cases. 


Q Can you take the question of Jack Muth? 


A No. I understand your question. You raised 
this question before. I think thst there was a suggestion 
made that perhaps you would want to provide some further 
information for us to be able to pursue it. 


Q I believe that it has been provided to the 
Administration although maybe not to you personally. 


4 I don't know where in the Administration, but 
anyway I don't have it, I'm not aware of it, and I've got to 
leave it at that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Lebanese 
reports that the Israeli soldiers were trying to get into 
the defense ministry, and the fact they were at the Yarzeh 
where the Israelis are not suppose to be located there? 


nN I addressed this yesterday, saying, no, I 
don't have specific information but I've seen conflicting 
reports of what was happening with that jeep. One report 
indicated they were going down a road and they found out 
they didn't belong there and they came back and it turned 
out to be near the ministry. I can't confirm that kind of 
thing. I therefore would just have to stay away from it. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING — . 


DPC #214 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER-10, 1982, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one announ- 
cemen*: 


Available in the Press Office are limited copies of 
Foreign Relations of the United States, 195l, the Near East 





and Africa. Please note on the press release the embargo time 
of 6:00 p.m., Saturday, December 18. One copy per organi- 
zaion. As indicated on the press release, a summary of the 
volume is available from the Office of the Historian. 





I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, other than under these general conditions 


the President mentioned today, can you tell us what specific 
deeds and actions he is looking for by the Warsaw government 


to improve conditions in Poland? 


an I think the President addressed at some length 
his concerns about what the Polish authorities should do and 
our continuing adherence to the conditions that were spelled 
out before. I don't have anything to add to that. 


Q You have no elaborations? 


Q Did he fail to mention Solidarity in his 
remarks? 


A No, he did not fail to mention Solidarity. He 
mentioned Solidarity at least twice. 


Q When he listed the conditions, it seemed to me 
that he did not mention negotiations between Solidarity, the. 


church, and the government. 


A That may be true. I think that the point there 
is that there are also some unions which are being created 
on which one would have to determine whether they would be 
freely representative. It's free representation of labor that I 
think he's getting at. The concern about Solidarity and its 
fate have been made clear, I think, from the very beginning. 


Q Alan, is there any ground for optimism 
expressed here in this building that the Polish authorities 
will indeed make some measurable moves toward relaxing the 
restrictions that have been under way the past year? 
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A I don't want to try to guess what the Polish 
authorities are going to do. I think we want to wait and see, 
and assess very carefully whatever it is that they may be 
doing. Obviously, they have signaled in a variety of ways 
that they are going to be doing some things over the coming 
days, but I think we are going to want to look very 
carefully at exactly what it is and what its real impact is 
before trying to give you some sort of .assessment and reaction 


to it. 


0 Can I try to make clear that I understand 
you're saying that whereas in January the condition was that 
there had to be a dialogue between the Warsaw government and 
Solidarity, now the condition is that there has to be a 
dialogue between the Warsaw government and some free, repre- 
sentative labor organization, not necessarily Solidarity? 


a You have the President's remarks. Why don't I 
just simply refer you to the President's remarks. I think 
what I said was that the concern about Solidarity has been 
consistent. The President mentioned Solidarity, as I say, at 
least twice in his speech and Lech Walesa, as well. The concern 
about the fate of Solidarity has not changed. 


Q Senator Percy today, expressing shock and 
Outrage, called for the United States to commit itself to the 
territorial integrity of South Africa's neighbors. Do you 
have anything more from what you said yesterday on Lesotho? 


A No, I don't... 


Q Can you tell us what the U.S. attitude is 
towards the ANC? 


A I don't have a policy statement on the ANC per 
se. I can look and see whether there is anything that we 
would be willing to -- let me look into it. I don't know 
whether, in light of all the various parties there, we want to 
get into commenting on individual parties or groups. 


Q But you mentioned the ANC specifically in your 
statement yesterday. 


A I said that that was because the South Africans 
said they were going after the ANC. 


Q Do we share that opinion? Do we share the 
South African assessment? | 





A I don't have the judgment to offer you on -that, 
: 3 Jim. . ° 
Q If I could, do you have any statement on the 
attack on Mozambique today? 
& om I wasn't aware of any attack on Mozambique 
today. 
Q Or yesterday. I'm sorry. So you have no com 


ment on that? 
a I have nothing on that. 


Q Finally, in The Post today, Allister Sparks 
wrote that the South Africans . ~sider that the United States 
agrees with their position with respect to Walvis Bay in 
Namibia as a South African possession. 





Could you look into that? 


a I'll give you a position on Walvis Bay. With 
the agreement of all parties, the Namibia settlement process 
has operated since 1978 on the assumption that the issue of 
Walvis Bay would be resolved by the parties concerned after 
independence. We believe the issue of Walvis Bay must be 
resolved between the Governments of South Africa and Namibia, 
after independence. 
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Q When it says here that the South Africans con- 
tend that the validity of their claim has been accepted by 
Washington, your statement there appears to be a denial of 
that. 


A I would stick with what I've said instead of 
trying to make comparisons. I'll leave that up to you. This 
is our position, and it is the position which represents the 
agreement of all the parties. 


Q Has the U.S. Government made direct represen- 
tations to the South African Government on Lesotho? Have we 
had direct contact on that? 


A I can't tell you whether we have had. Yesterday I 
indicated that we would be taking up the matter. I don't have 
a specific readout for you. 


Q You don't know if that has taken place? 





A I don't know. 


Q In June 1981, the Department of State declared 
"2a that, "There is no doubt that elements of the organization to 
; which Tambo belongs, the ANC, engages in terrorist 
activities." 


I don't think there is any controversy over the 
following facts: Tambo, the President-General of the ANC, has 
been admitted to the United States on several occasions. 
Within the last couple of months he has attended ceremonies 
with Chester Crocker, the Assistant Secretary for Africa. His 
visa applications were accompanied by various state passports 
from states of which he is not a citizen. I don't believe the 
United States recognizes the ANC as such. 


The President of Venda has applied for a visa to come 
to the United States -- 


A Excuse me. Do you have a question? 


Q Yes. I'm getting to that. It'll take just a 
second if you'll be indulgent with me. 


a All right. 


e) To my knowledge, the United States doesn't 
recognize Venda. The application for a U.S. visa was 
accompanied by a South African passport. To my knowledge, the 
United States does recognize South Africa. . 
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Tambo is a black communist terrorist; the President 
of Venda is a black anti-communist. Does the Department of | 
State agree that this is evidence that the Department of State 
is favoring the growth of communism and totalitarianism in 
Africa by admitting terrorists and denying anti-communists? 


A You do have a way of asking question. 
(Laughter) Let me look into the question and see if I can 
provide something for you. 


.Q Let me focus one more moment. 


A Let's have a quick question instead of a long 
statement. 
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Q All right. It goes to the tilt towards black, 
so-called leaders who are communist. Is this currently a 
fair summary of Department policy, within the area of South 
Africa: All whites are given visas; black communist 
terrorists are given visas; black anti-communist leaders are 
denied visas? 


A I think the answer to that is that is 
clearly not a statement of U.S. policy, but with regard to the 
specific questions you've raised, I'll look into it. 


Q Alan, according to the 1974 Protocol to the ABM 
treaty, would the deployment of an ABM system around the MX 
site in Wyoming be a violation of that treaty? 


A I think that's somewhat hypothetical. The -- 


Q The President said today that the deployment of 
an ABM system around the MX field would not violate the . 


treaty. 
A I think that is correct. 


e) That is, correct, that it would not be a 
violation? 


A Let me go back and get you some specific 
guidance on that. The answer to that is that is not a 
violation of the treaty. There is only one site allowed. 


Q One site. 
A That's right. 


Q That can be changed, but according to the 
Protocol, it could only be changed to defend the national 
Capitol, not to another ICBM site. 


re Let me get you a piece of guidance on that. I 
don't think what you just said represents our view on that. 


Q Excuse me. Aren't there two sites on that -- 
the Capitol plus an ICBM site? 


a No. That was the original version. It was 
then changed. Let me get you an answer and we'll soon post it. 


Q And whether or not it would require going back 
to the SCC for an agreement from the Soviets for a change? 


— A Ok. Also, however, I would point out to you that, 
| as I said, that is quite hypothetical and something that is 
not envisaged as of the present proposal for a dense pack 
basing mode. 


Q The President seemed to indicate that there was 
a lot of interest in defensive systems to protect dense pack. 


“ 


‘A It is an option, presumably, for the future, if 
that were to prove desirable; but that is not the original 
concept of how it would be deployed. 


Q. On Central America, two quick questions: 
Alvaro Magana, the President of El Salvador, announced there 
wouldn't be the formation of the Peace Commission until 
next year. That was yesterday. 

Do you have any comment about that? 

A No. 


Q You're not troubled by that? 


_- 


A No. My understanding is that he is moving 
ahead with that. 
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Q And the second question is, do you have any 
comment about the helicopter crash in Nicaragua? 
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A Not beyond the fact that we don't have a lot 
% of facts on it and don't know what the cause was. Obviously, 
4 we regret a tragic incident of this sort which took the lives 
o£ innocent children; but I'm not going to speculate about it. 





Q Has there been any recent expansion of the 
Marine patrols in east Beirut? 

A I would have to refer you to the Pentagon for 
that. I don't know. : 

Q Alan, can you specifically deny an American 
role in the crash of that helicopter? 

A I've understood somebody made the charge 
that there was an American role, yes. I think that that's 
absurd. 

Q Do you have an update today on the case 


involving the North Korean diplomat in New York? 
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_A An update? No; nothing beyond what I gave you 
yesterday on it. 


Q There are reports, Alan, that there will be the 
possibility of a rift between the United States and Pakistan 
regarding the Afghanistan solution of the Russian occupation 
or the situation there. 


A I believe this was addressed by an 
Administration briefer during the course of President Zia's 
visit, and he indicated we had very similar views and con- 
cerns. I have no reason to question that characterization. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have any comment on these reports by 
human rights groups critical of the human rights performance 
of the Administration? 


A Let me give you a statement on the 
Administration's human rights policy as a response to 
reports of various sorts. 


This Administration has begun to implement a 
program of positive human rights policy which complements 
the essentially reactive approaches which are being made 
regarding specific abuses. 


The President's initiative on democracy is a mani- 
festation of this positive track of human rights policy. 
The U.S. Government recognizes that human rights conditions 
are best in democracies, and that democracy is the only 
guarantee of human rights over the long haul. We believe it 
is essential to support the development of democracy by 
encouraging the proponents of democracy and by helping to 
build the infrastructure of democracy in non-democractic 
countries. 


The Administration's human rights policy is 
characterized by a sense of realism, a sense of the 
possible. While the possible may not appear as laudable as 
the desirable -- that is, while what we can in reality 
accomplish in human rights may not appear to be very much in 


comparison with what we would like to do -- we are continually 


making government-to-government efforts to promote human 
rights. This includes frequent approaches to governments in 
countries which have human rights problems of major interest 
to human rights groups. 


We avoid public rhetoric whenever we think diplo- 
macy will accomplish more while rhetoric would damage our 
ability to attain concrete results. We seek to maintain a 
productive working relationship with friendly governments in 
order to be more effective on human rights issues in 
private. 


Q Copy of that please? 


a Yes. 

Q I'm just curious, if I could follow up on 
that. Do you have a definition of "democracy?" 

A Do I have a definition of “democracy?” 

Q It's not an unserious question. 


A No, I don't have a definition of "democracy." 


Q Does it involve elections? 
) A You're asking me to give you what I just said 
I didn't have for you. 
Q Can you take the question as to -- 
A I don't think we're going to get into a 


question that might be better handled in a long seminar 
about democracy and representative government and so on. 
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Q From that podium you have issued guidance and 
posted it on what they meant, for example, by 
"authoritarianism" and “totalitarism,” and I don't think 
it's out of the -- 


A I tell you I don't have a definition to give 
you and I'm not going to try to have a political science semi- 
nar. 


Q Could I just follow up with a question I have 
on it. I just want to follow up on John's line of 
questioning, any hint of a U.S. role, which you denounce as 
absurd, with respect to the crash in Nicaragua. If I ask you 
about an indirect role would you also denounce it as absurd? 


Q Let's stay on human rights for a second. 


A Let me just finish. The U.S. did not have a 
role in this and let's just be -- the U.S. did not have a 
role in this. Period. 
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Q I don't want to go into definitions. I 
understand your reticence for being pinned down on a defini- 
tion. I am concerned and confused about State Department 
: policy regarding to what magnitude of events must transpire 
before they deplore something. 


When Israel, undoubtedly a friendly state with 
good relations with the United States, entered Lebanon for 
the purpose of routing out entrenched communist terrorists, 
that incursion caused anxiety but I don't believe it was 


deplored. 


Now, in Lesotho, when the Republic of South Africa 
-- undoubtedly a friendly state with good relations with the 
United States -- entered Lesotho for the same purpose of 
routing out entrenched communist terrorists, that incursion 
was immediately deplored. Now the only difference I know ‘3 
that the terrorists in Lesotho are Negro and those in 
Lebanon are white. Is that distinction upon which our 
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10 
policy of deploring incursions is based? 


I keep in mind now the context of Vice President 
Bush's statement that you just repeated: We're going to 
encourage democracy, we're going to encourage human rights. 


A No, that is not the distinction, obviously. 
Q What is the distinction? 


A We will make distinctions and judgments on 
individual cases in accordance with our views, and I don't 
think that we have to come out and explain in each case why 
we choose to take a particular course. 


Q But, then, you must at least go to the defi- 
nition of “democracy” to the extent does it include multi- 
party systems; must a system have multi parties to be a democracy? 


A I'm going to stick with what I said before. 


Q Alan, unfortunately, on the same subject. 
Just to clear up Jim's question, when the State Department 
hosted a conference on free elections here, Mrs. Jean 
Kirkpatrick did attempt to give a rather lengthy seminar on 
the question of a definition of “democracy.” Does that 
definition represent the Administration's position? 


My I have no idea what she said, and I think, 
again, it is a very complicated subject and I wouldn't pre- 
tend to try to give a governmental definition of 
"democracy." 


Q You wouldn't even attempt to look back at her 
remarks and say that we support that? 


A The nuances involved -- obviously, we're 
talking about the representation of views of the people in 
government. But how that's to be reflected, what institu- 
tions and so on, I'm not going to try to get into that. | 


Q One more. You refer to building the 
infrastructure of democracy. Can you say specifically what 
you mean by that? 


A No, I think I'll stick with the statement I 
gave you. 


e) Just a quickie. How long has that policy 
statement been operative? Just since you enunciated it or has 
it gone back months? 


1l 


A I think the policy -- the statement was 
something which has been recently drafted, but the policy I 
think is a reflection of Administration policy going back to 
the beginning of the Administration. I can't tell you; I 
wasn't here at the beginning myself, but you will recall 
that on the occasion of Elliott Abrams movement into the job 
of Assistant Secretary for Human Rights Affairs, there were 
some policy statements that were made and I think this is 
consistent with the statements that have been made since 
that time. I'm not aware whether there were actually state- 
ments made before that. 
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Q At this same conference on Free Elections, 
Secretary of State Shultz referenced a few elements 
necessary for democracy, including the development of trade 
unions. I assume that's the sort of thing you're referring 
to when you're talking of building the infrastructure of 
democracy. 


om There are a variety of kinds of things that 
would be considered presumably in a democracy, but I'm not 
going to try to give you a checklist of saying that you've got 
to meet the following five conditions to be considered a 
democracy. 


The sorts of instutitions that we have obviously 
we think are a good form of democracy. But I'm not going to 
try to define that further for you. 


Q Isn't there an interest in developing trade 
unions abroad the reason why the Administration has chosen 
to support the AFL-CIO's group, the American Institute for 
Free Labor Development? 
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M I don't know the history of that and, again, 
you've raised this issue before. I would really think that 
since you've indicated that it's financed by AID, you ought 
to go ask AID why it's financed. 


Q Have you ever answered questions on AID from 
that podium? 


a Not a lot. 
Q Do we consider South Africa a democracy? 


A I'm not going to try to respond to that. 


Q Ambassador Habib is going to go back to tne 
Middle East within days. Is this to be considered a con- 
tinuation of the preliminary stage of his efforts or is he's 
going to go into the substantive side of it? 
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A I didmt say that the preliminary side wasn't 
substantive in the beginning. This is another round of 
discussions, and he indicated yesterday at the White House 
that he hopes to push things along, he and Ambassador 
Draper. But I would steer you away from the suggestion that 
because the previous round was characertized as preliminary 
it wasn't substantive. It was substantive. 


Will this be a final round? I don't know. We 
want progress as fast as we can get it. 


Excuse me just a moment. 


Again, a reminder of something I made a statement 
about yesterday; just that there is a background briefing at 
the White House today in the press briefing room at the 
White House on the visits of the Danish and Portuguese Prime 
Ministers at 3:00 o'clock. 


Q Do you have dates for the visit of Mr. Begin 
to the Unites States and dates for the visit of the 
President, Mr. Navon? 


A I don't have the date for the visit of Prime 
Minister Begin. I don't belive there has been a date set 
for a visit. I don't think that's been firmly rescheduled. 
I'll have to check on President Navon to see if there is a 
date set for that. 


Q Do you also have the schedule for the Lebanese 
Foreign Minister who is supposed to be here early next week 
or the middle of next week? Whom is he meeting? 


My Let me see if I can get you specifics on that. I 
don't happen to have -- 


Q Do you believe that there is a crises of con- 
fidence between the United States and Israel, and do you share 
the idea that the anti-United States campaign in the Israeli 
press is a planted diversion from the eventually findings of 
the Commission of Inquiry over the massacre in Lebanon? 


A Who's making that assumption? 


Q Some analysis of some reporters here and there. 
(Laughter) 


A Some analysis. I don't think I'll rise to 
that. I don't think there's a crises of confidence between 
Israel and the United States. I think, clearly, there have 
been strains from time to time, have been differences of 
opinion, but the relationship remains a very close one and a 
very important one. 


gn 


~Vectassified for Publication in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


13 


Q In view of the great value the United States 
places on democracy and human rights in Africa, can you tell 
me briefly if the United States has taken any steps what- 
soever to.support the democracy in Rhodesia/Zimbabwe from 
the standpoint of the multi-party system or the specific 
persecution of the former Prime Minister, Ian Smith? 


A In terms of persecution, I don't know if I 
addressed it. We addressed ourselves to the issue of the 
lifting of Ian Smith's passport the other day , and I would 
refer you to the record on that. 


I don't think I really- intend to get in © the 
question of how we handle our diplomatic relations, specifi- 
cally, qi-iet diplomacy with individual countries, so I'm -- 


Q Is this a step in the wrong direction or in 
the right direction? How does the Department of State view 
the movement toward democracy? 


ny I don't think I'm going to try to give you an 
assessment of that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 13, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one state- 
ment to make regarding Suriname. 


On Friday, December 10, we summoned the Surinamese 
Ambassador in Washington to express our indignation over the 
killing of many prominent citizens who were in government 
custody. We have unconfirmed press reports that the number 
could now be as high as 25-30. We do know that the bodies 
of 15 people were put on public display in Paramaribo. We 
are shocked by this brutality and we deplore the lack of due 
process and violation of basic human and civil rights. Over 
the weekend, Secretary of State Shultz expressed his horror 
at the developments in that country. As we have noted, in 
light of these events, our entire relationship with the 
Government of Suriname is under review, including our aid 


program. 


No further announcements. I'll be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q Are you recalling the U.S. Ambassador? 
Is there a U.S. Ambassador there? 


n I do not know at this point that we are going 
to take any specific steps. I think the point is that we 
are reviewing the situation, and we'll have to decide. 


Q Alan, is there any response to one of the 
leaders of Suriname, who when told that U.S. aid was under 
review and that aid from the Netherlands was being 
suspended, said that, “We will get our aid from other 
places,” and that there has been talk in both the 
Netherlands and Suriname of Cuban advisers in the country. 


Do you have anything on that at all? 


A No, I have nothing, no reaction. 

Q Alan, do you know how much aid we provide to 
Suriname? 

A The FY82-83 figure for economic assistance is 


$1.5 million. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the partial 
lifting of martial law in Poland as announced by General 
Jaruzelski last night? 


a We've taken note of the steps announced by 
Polish authorities, and, together with our allies, we will be 
carefully analyzing them to determine the degree to which 
they represent a restoration of the human rights of the 
Polish people. Once we have completed our analysis, we will 
decide on an appropriate response. 


Q It appears that the measures announced by 
Jaruzelski are far short of what we've said we want to see 
before there is any lifting of U.S. sanctions. Is that not 
true? 


A I think I will stand on what I've said. We 
would like to look at it, analyze it, and then make our 
determinations after that. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
rejection of the United States mediating efforts to settle 
the crisis in Lebanon, in the current situation? 


My I'm not aware that Israel has rejected 
American mediation efforts. We've been engaged in an effort 
for quite a long time. Ambassadors Habib and Draper are 
going back to the area soon. I don't accept the 
characterization. 


Q Israel rejected that you be the middle 
man -- instead of face-to-face with the Lebanese -- between 
the Lebanese and the Israelis. 


Mn I see what you are saying. First of all, 
that doesn't accord with the press reports I saw. But in 
any case, with regard to those reports, let me just say 
this, that discussions of this plan to go and shuttle and so 
on and so forth, which was supposedly discussed, the 
President has had a plan for Lebanon for some time. It has 
three elements: assuring Israeli security; restoring 
Lebanese sovereignty throughout the country of Lebanon; and 
withdrawing all foreign forces. But beyond that, in terms 
of either substance or modalities or anything else about 
what Ambassadors Habib and Draper are going to be doing, we 
simply are not going to be discussing it, reverting to our 
previous form on this. We feel that that is the most effec- 
tive way of proceeding -- through quiet diplomacy -- so I 
will have no further comments on that. 
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Bob, did you have a question? 


Q Yes. I wanted to ask about reports over the 
weekend about movement or Soviet offers on the INF nego- 
tiations. Do you have anything at all on that? 
Specifically, are the reports correct that the Soviets have 
been rather forthcoming in this area? And are the reports 
correct that there is a division within the Administration 
on how to respond? 


A As far as the reports about a supposed Soviet 
position are concerned, it would be inappropriate to comment 
in detail on press reports of Soviet moves in what we and 
the Soviets have agreed is a confidential negotiating 
process. 


In general, though, I would note that the Soviets 
continue to seek a monopoly on longer-range land-based 
INF missiles. Further, they have not undertaken to destroy 
a single SS-20. So far, it is apparent that they are at most 
prepared to remove a certain number of these mobile systems 
from the European area to some place farther to the east. 
In essence, therefore, what the Soviets are continuing to 
seek is the total elimination of United States systems while 
retaining a powerful force of their own. 


As far as your question about divisions or atti- 
tudes are concerned, I think that the only thing I could 
really say about that, Bob, is that the President has pro- 
posed to eliminate and ban the entire class of long-ranged 
land-based INF missiles, and that fact speaks for itself. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q On Lebanon. Do you have anything on reports 
that Syrian authorities are arresting Palestinian members of 
Al Fatah in the Bekaa Valley? 


A No, I'm not aware of it. 


Q Also, do you have anything on the clashes in 
Tripoli between the Druze and the Christians? 


A No, I don't have anything on that other than to 


say obviously the restoration of Lebanese sovereignty and 
effective control is important, and it's important that the 


foreign forces get out. 


Q On Mr. Habib's return to the Middle East, 
when you say “soon,” in the next few days, after Christmas? 


A No, I think it would be this week, but I 
don't have a specific schedule to give you. 


Q Do you have any comment concerning 
President Mubarak's meeting with Secretary Shultz in 
Rome? 


A No, I'm sorry I don't. I think that the 
party would doubtless address the issue, but I don't have 
anything here to give you on that. 


Q Any information about meetings with King 
Hussein -- 

aA I missed your statement. 

Q Any information about meetings between 


Administration officials and King Hussein while he's in 
California? 


A No, I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Also on Hussein? 
A Yes. 
Q There are reports that he will come to 


Washington prepared to enter the negotiating process. 
Have you heard anything on that? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. Our 
position, our hopes are quite clear, and I think we need to 
see where we go with that. 


Q There are reports out of Jerusalem this 
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morning that the Israelis are reluctant to share some of the 
information they gained from the war in Lebanon with the 
United States unless the United States agrees to keep that 
information from any third parties. Do you have anything on 
that at all? 


= A I don't. I really would have to refer you to 
the Pentagon. I think they have addressed the issue of 
information-sharing before. I just don't have any infor- 
mation on it. 
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Q Do you know when is the joint military, 
American/Jordanian Committee supposed to meet? 


A I don't have any information on it. 


Q Do you have anything on tne Jack Anderson 
column on Saturday in which he quoted Congressman Scheuer of 
New York as saying that the American diplomatic staff of the 
Counsul General in Jerusalem was decidedly pro-PLO? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. We reject 
totally the charge. We have full confidence in the Counsul General 
and his staff. The Consulate sees a wide range of 
Palestinian contacts who have varying political opinions. 
This is fully consistent with responsibilities the 
Consulate which reports to and is carrying out policies 
determined in Washington. 


Q Are you glad he doesn't meet with Mr. Dudeen? 


A We do not believe that seeing Mr. Dudeen would 
further our primary aim of encouraging early Palestinian and 
Jordanian participation in the peace process. 
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Q Copy of that please? 
A Of which. 

Q Of both. 

A Okay. 


Q Let me follow on this. I asked last week 
about a new pattern of direct attacks on United States 
policy in the Middle East by Israeli press and Israeli offi- 
cials, and now this attack on your Consulate in East 
Jerusalem, which is going in two directions from Israeli and 
from American Congressmen. What do you make of that besides 
your statement. Is this a trend, a new method of under- 
mining your efforts in the area? What do you make of it? 


A I don't think I would try to characterize 
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press commentary in Israel in that way. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Washington 
Post story yesterday about Rick Burt? 





A No, I don't. I gather that there was some 
on-the-record statement made by the Secretary. But I don't 
have any further comment. Obviously, we would like to see 
the delays and the holds moved and have it moved to a vote. 
The Secretary is on the record on this. 


Q Have you any comment on the anti-American 
demonstrations in England over the weekend? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the resignation of 
the Peruvian Prime Minister in the Cabinet? 


A Prankly, I wasn't aware of it. I don't have 
any comment on it. I don't think I would either. 


Q Also on Latin America, there was a report in 
the New York Times today that it sounds like the Nicaraguan 
ambassador to Washington may now be criticizing this govern- 
ment. Do you have any comment on that? 





A I don't think it would be for us to comment 
on what the ambassador purportedly said . That's a press 
report, and I have no way of commenting on that 
specifically. 


The concerns that were allegedly raised in his 
remarks about the need for pluralism at home and a moderate 
policy abroad have long been parts of U.S. concern, and I think 
that speaks for itself. 


Q On Poland again, is there an interdepartmental 
meeting tomorrow with State and Commerce and others 
about what action to take in lifting sanctions at all? 


A I have no idea. 


Q In Congress, towards the end of last week, 
there was a resolution introduced that would have forbidden 
the use of U.S.funds for overthrowing or destablizing 
Nicaragua. I think it was changed at the end to say nothing 
would be done to destablize Nicaragua. 


ren No, I think it was changed to say, 
"overthrow." 


Q Overthrow? 
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A -- the government. Yes. I believe that's 
correct. I'm not the authority on that. 


Q And then it passed unanimously. I take it 
that the Administration had no objection to that? 


A I don't want to try to characterize the 
Administration position on a vote that is taken and part of 
the record. I addressed the issue last week. I was asked 
about it; I said our policy will remain consistent with 
regard to Nicaragua. As far as the dimensions of it which 
might turn to questions of intelligence operations, 
obviously I could not address those for obvious reasons. 


Q Do you have any comment on today's New York 
Times story quoting the Nicaraguan Ambassador to Washington 
as calling for a dramatic change -- 





A I just commented on that before. Let me 
refer you back to the transcript of what I said. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 14, 1982, 12:45 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the 
delay. Two quick announcements: Available in the Press 
Office is the testimony of Assistant Secretary Dominick L. 
DiCarlo before the House Judiciary Committee. The subject 
is narcotics in Southeast Asia. 


Also, available at 2:30 this afternoon will be the 
testimony of Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
Thomas Enders before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Economic Policy. The subject is U.S.-Cuban 
relations. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, can you give us an idea of what are the 
conditions today in Suriname? What communications have you 
had? 


A I don't have an update beyond what I gave you 
yesterday. I did see something after what I gave you. It 
tended to confirm the information I provided you at that 
point. But I do not have something new for you. 


Q Alan, also on the subject of Latin America, 
there was a report in The New York Times this morning about 
a United States bank, the Bank of America, being involved in 
a loan to Nicaragua. Is there any comment on the part of 
the U.S. Government? 





A I don't have anything for you. I wasn't 
aware of it, but I don't have a comment on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports along the 
Honduran-Nicaraguan border in the Christian Science Monitor 
and in The New York Times? 








A No. 


Q With respect to the specific allegation that 
the Honduran army is supporting anti-Sandinista rebels? 
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A I think that is something for the Honduran 
Government to address. I understand that they've denied it, 
but that's for them to address. 


Q Has the decision been made now on rescinding 
aid to Guatemala? 


om No, I don't think there is any advance in the 
formal, procedural stage beyond where we were following the 
President's trip and the briefings provided after that. 


Q Did the Pope tell the Secretary, when they 
met, that he thought that the KGB was behind his assassina- 
tion attempt? (Laughter) 


om Obviously, the conversation between the Pope 
and the Secretary is a privileged conversation. I think 
there has been a briefing, I'm sure, to whatever extent we 
are going to talk about that conversation. 


~ 


Q Do you have anything on Habib's schedule, his 
mission, his plans? 


fy Simply that he and Ambassador Draper are both 
en route to the Middle East at this point. 


Q Do you know where they are going to go first? 


iy I don't have further details to give you at 
this time. We'll try to keep you up-to-date on where they 
are as they have gotten there, but I just don't want to 
deviate from the policy that we've adhered to in the past 
about confirming arrivals as opposed to trying to announce 
them ahead of time. 


Q Alan, there is a report in Israel that Habib 
is carrying a proposal that further talks on the Lebanon 
situation be conducted in a European capital, not in the 
Middle East. 


ay I said, I think it was yesterday, that I did 
not intend to get into questions of either substance or 
modalities regarding the new ideas which he is taking out to 
the region with him. I'm going to have to ask you to 
bear with us on that. 


Q I asked a question last week about Agca's 
involvement with the KGB and the Papal assassination, which 
you said you wanted to defer until the investigation is 
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completed. Now, the Secretary of State has described this, I 
presume, subsequent to his talking to the Pope, as “a serious 
investigation with important implications." 


Are we conducting our own investigation into this 
matter, especially now that the CIA has been accused by the 
Bulgarian Secret Police as being involved? 


A As far as any allegation of U.S. involvement 
of any sort, obviously that is just fantasy. But beyond 
that, in terms of an investigation of the assassination attempt 
against the Pope, that is a matter being conducted by the 
Italian authorities and not by U.S. authorities. We would, 
obviously, cooperate to the extent that we could do that; 
but this is their investigation. 


Q Are they sharing information with us or are 
we totally dependent upon what a foreign government chooses 
to tell us about an involvement that really has serious 
implications if the Soviet leader Andropov, is involved in 
an international murder scheme? 


A I think we can count on the close and 
friendly relations between Italy and ourselves to feel con- 
fident that we are as up-to-date as we need to be. 


@) Alan, without referring to the contents, can 
you confirm that Ambassador Habib and Draper, or either, are 
carrying new proposals to discuss? 


A We have said in the past, and I will 
reiterate, that following their conversations here with the 
Secretary, the President, and so on, they are going back 
with some new ideas. I'm not going to go beyond that. 


Q A housekeeping question: Do we know what 
time the Foreign Minister is scheduled to leave downstairs? 


A I think it's about 2 o'clock. 


0 Are you talking about the Lebanese Foreign 
Minister? 


fs Yes. I'm pretty sure that is the time sche- 
duled. Whether that will be followed obviously depends on 
how long their conversations go. 
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Q There was a report in The New York Times this 
morning that the United States, according to a Pentagon 
official, that the United States has threatened to impose 
trade sanctions against Austria if that country doesn't stop 
the transfer of “militarily sensitive products" to the 
Soviet block. 





I was wondering if there was a comment on that. 


a We share the concern expressed by Under 
Secretary Ikle regarding unauthorized transfers of 
militarily-relevant high technology to the USSR. The Reagan 
Administration has made preventing such transfers a high- 
priority objective, and considerable progress has been made 
in strengthening the appropriate multilateral and national 
controls. We value highly our trade relaticns with Austria, 
and we are confident that any problems in this area 
involving Austria can be resolved in a manner satisfactory 
to both sides. 


0 Copy of that, please? 

A Fine. 

Q Are there problems there? 

A I think I will stick with what I just said. 


Q Alan, do you have any readout on the talks or 
the visit of the Foreign Minister of Lebanon today? 


A No, I don't. They went into the session at 
about 11:00 a.m., as I understand, and they then went 
directly to lunch. I think they are still meeting. 


Q There is a report coming from Israel today 
that the head of the Israeli desk of the State Department is 
visiting Israel to accelerate the talks on Lebanon. Do you 
have any comment? 


ay I don't know, but it seems to me that with 
Ambassadors Habib and Draper going out to the region that 
really the focus of our attention, in addition to discussions 
such as those today with the Lebanese Foreign Minister would 
be on the mission of Habib and Draper. 


I can't tell you that the head of the Israeli desk 
of the State Department is not out there. He may well be. 
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Q Alan, do you have any comment about the 
Israeli Ambassador's letter to Senator Charles Percy 
regarding Ambassador Habib's party at the Corcoran Gallery, 
as reported in The Washington Post this morning? 





A No, I don't. 


Q On southern Africa, I got the guidance 
yesterday on the U.S.-Soviet talks. But there was one phrase 
in that Washington Post article quoting a senior official 
saying, “We're trying to assure them (the Soviets) we have 
no strategic interest in southern Africa." Is that a true 
phrase? What would that mean by our not having strategic 
interests in southern Africa? 





x I think it refers to a military context. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have any follow-up other than the 
guidance yesterday? 


a No, I think essentially we have the same 
guidance that we had yesterday. 


¢) Does that include clerification of the visa 
issue in southern Africa? 


A That you asked about? 
Q Yes. 


A No, I don't have anything for you on that at 
this point. 


0 You're going to get something? 


A I'm going to try and get something for you, 
yes. 


Q Back on the Middle East for a second, do you 
have any reaction to the reports of an agreement between 
Jordan and the PLO with respect to a referendum on federal 
or confederation status? 


a No. I've simply seen a wire report of it. 
(A) It would be too early on the basis of such a wire to 
comment, and (B) I'm not sure once we have it how much we 
would want to go into it, given King Hussein's impending 
visit, and so on. I think we might want to have some private 
conversations about it. 


Q Is it likely that Ambassador Habib will come 
back here or Draper when the King is in Washington? 


A I think it's quite possible, but I don't have 
a plan or a date schedule to give you at this point. I 
would think that would be quite possible. 


Q We're beginning to get specifics out of 
Poland now. The National Assembly is considering measures 
to be taken in its easing of martial law. Do you have any 
more reaction than you had the other day as to what is going 
on in Warsaw? 


A No, I don't. 


Q When is King Hussein's visit scheduled? 


A His meetings are the 2lst. I think his time 
in Washington is something like the 20th to the 22nd, but 
the meetings are the 2lst. 
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Q Regarding Afghanistan, the war has been 
Grinding on for quite a while. Has the United States yet pro- 
vided any red-eye, or equivalent protection for the 
Mujaheddin against Soviet air supremacy? 


A I think we've indicated before that we cer- 
tainly wouldn't address the question of -- 


Q Intelligence, I think you called it. 


a That's right. I presume you're not talking 
about Mujaheddin in the government of Afghanistan, so I 
think one would have to say that that subject would come 


under - 
0 What I'm really after, as I'm sure you know, 


is some indication of attitude on the part of the United 
States Government to give positive support to those people. 


Now, let's look at two other indicators -- 


M Excuse me, I'm just not going to go beyond what 
I said. I think the U.S. policy toward Afghanistan has been 
articulated many, many times and is quite clear. 


0 Not on the two points I'm about to raise. 


‘One is the defection of Private , was his name Kruglov, the 


Soviet private who defected to the U.S. Embassy and was 
encouraged to return back to the Soviet forces. Has the 
United States inquired as to his welfare, to see whether or 
not the Soviet Government has, in fact, lived up to the 
agreement that they undertook when they took him back with our 
encouragement? And what has the United States Government 
done about the assassination of Ambassador Adolph Dubs? Has 
it ever asked any government -- Soviet, Afghan, or any 

others -- for reparations for that murder? 


A Let me look into those questions. I'm not 
sure what I have on it. 


9 Yesterday, at a talk at AEI, the Foreign 
Minister of Lebanon indicated that he was -- Lebanon was 
trying to get the multinational force expanded by other 
countries other than the three that are presently involved 
participating. He mentioned Europe or Latin American; other 
countries had been approached to send some sort of forces to 
help increase the size of the multinational force. 


Does the United States have any view regarding 
other countries, other than the present ones that are not 
participating, joining in, or do you favor that or -- 
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a I don’t think I want to give you an 
expression of favor or disfavor on that at this particular 
point. I understand he was talking about what would be an 
expanded MNF for a different role from the one that's 
currently in Beirut. I think we've indicated before that 
that is clearly one of the options. There's been, in terms 
of filling in the wake of the departure of foreign forces, 
it is somethinac which has been already discussed between our 
governments -- that is, Lebanon and the United States -- and 
I think it simply is premature from here to discuss possibi- 
lities cof other countries. 


The Lebanese, I think, have talked publicly to 
some extent about their desires before regarding par- 


ticipation, but I just am not prepared to go into that at this 


point. 


0 A follow-up on this question, wiease. If we 
can consider that the request by the Lebanese President for 
expansion of the American troops has been already shelved or 
postponed, or what? 


oss Perhaps the best thing I can do is refer you 
back to the remarks of Ambassador Habib when he came out of 
the White House the other day on that. I'm sure we can make 
that available in the Press Office. 


It's not shelved; I think that would be an 
incorrect characterization. But I think we need to have 
some better idea of what we're talking about and what 
there might be in terms of an arrangement for the foreign 
forces to be leaving. 


Q Do you have any comment on the British 
Government's decision to reverse its earlier decision to 
receive a full Arab League deiegation, including a PLO 
representative to continue the talks and the negotiations 
about the peace process in the Middle East? 


A I wasn't aware that they had formally 
reversed their decision. In any case, the answer is, no, I 
don't have a comment on it. 


Q Can you maybe take the question and give us 
A No, I don't think we would be addressing it. 
Q Do you have any reaction to the General 


Assembly vote on Lesotho? 


gn 


VEG asst triea@ Tor rFuDITICcation in American rFrorel 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


A No. Has a vote actually been taken? I was 
not aware that the vote uad been taken. I haven't kept up 
with that since the middle of the morning. 


Q Senator Kassebaum suggested that some rorm 
of sanctions might be taken against South Africa. Is the 
United States prepared to support any sanctions towards 
South Africa? 


A I think that I would refer you to whatever 
comments we might have made, in terms of that debate and the 
vote, as expressing our opinion. I don't happen to have 
that with us. I think there were some positions prepared. 


Q With respect to the handout you had on 
Suriname, how does the United States Government characterize 
the government at Paramaribo? 


A I don't think I would care to characterize -- 


Q I mean, in general. Is it a Marxist, a Com- 
munist government, Castro-dominated, free and democratically 
elected? 


A I don't think I care to characterize it. 

Q Is the United States then contemplating any 
further action besides expressing horror at the killing of 
fifteen people by that government? 


A What I said was that we were reviewing that 
situation, and I don't have anything new for you at this 
particular point. 


°) Presumably, to contemplate further action? 
A Yes, I would think that that is a possibility. 


We've said that the AID program, among other things, is 
under review. But I don't have anything new to teli you 


today. 
Okay? 
Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 P.M. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE -— 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


AI 


DPC #2t6 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of points: 
One on briefings. 


- I understand there will be a background 
briefing on the Portugese Prime Minister's visit at 2:30 
today at the White House press briefing room; 


- Also a background briefing on Friday at 10:00 a.m. 
in the White House press briefing room on King Hussein's 
visit. 


A statement on U.¢c.-Soviet nonproliferation talks. 
We will be holding bilateral consultations with the Soviets 
on nuclear nonproliferation issues on Wednesday and Thursday 
in the Department. During meetings between the Secretary 
and Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko this fall at the 
U.N. General Assembly in New York, the two sides agreed to 
these consultations, and the Soviets subsequently accepted a 
U.S. proposal that they take place here at this time. These 
discussions are an extension of the periodic talks on nuclear 
nonproliferation that we have had on the margins of the IAEA 
meetings in Vienna. 


Q That's today and tomorrow? 
A That's right. 


That's all in the way of announcements. I'll be 
happy to take your questions. 


0 Alan, do you have any of the participants? 


A Participants? For the U.S. side, the delega- 
tion will be led by Ambassador Kennedy and for the Soviet side 
it will be headed by Ivan Morozov, who is the Soviet represen- 
tative to the Board of Governors of the International Atomic 
Energy Commission and has been, I'm told, since June 1978. 


Q Alan, are you expecting to have anything for us 
at the conclusion of these meetings? 


se 9 
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a I don't know that we will have anvthing on it. 
We're not going to characterize the agenda, so I would think 
that the answer to that is no, that we would review the range 
of nonproliferation issues, but not try to discuss in detail 
what had gone on. 


0 “When you say you're not going to characterize 
the agenda, that means you don't have anything for us going 
into it either? 


a That's right. 


0 Do you have any characterization of past Soviet 
policy on this subject? 


A No, I don't. 


0 Alan, on Poland, do you have a response to the 
action announced against the United States in Warsaw 
yesterday? 


A We haven't yet received official word from the 
Polish Government, but we have taken note of their announce- 
ment, and I can assure you that it is the Poles who would be 
hurting themselves with any such measures. 


Beyond that, I would note that we reject any accusa- 
tion or implication that the programs of the USIA or the con- 
duct of its employees in any way justify the action of the 
Polish Government. 


0 Alan, how would the Poles be hurting 
themselves? 
an I think that the kinds of activities that they 


want to cut back are of benefit to the Polish people; and when 
you cut back on such activities, you hurt yourself. 


Q Does this Polish announcement have any tie-in 
to any movement, planned or otherwise, on remaining U.S. sanc- 
tions against Poland? 


A I'm not sure I understand the question. How do 
you mean, tied in? 


°) Will it have any effect on the level of sanc- 
tions against Poland or will we -- 


A I see. At this point, I'm not prepared to 
address the question of sanctions that we have in effect and 
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what we might be doing in response to the measures they are 
taking, or may be taking as a result of the same session. 
Similarly, I would not be in a position to address how this 
might fit in, at this point. 


0 What is the State Department position regarding 
the sale of 60 used helicopters to Iraq? 


= The State Department has received no license 
applications for helicopters which are contained in either the 
Munitions Control List or the Commodity Control List from U.S. 
helicopter manufacturers for sales to Iraq. 


As you know, durina the Iran-Iraq war, we have 
orohibited exports and third-country transfers of U.S.- 
manufactured and U.S.-licensed arms, including military 
aircraft, to Iran and Iraq. There has been no change in that 
policy. 


O Those helicopters which are reported today in 
the Wall Street Journal, are they supposed to be included in 
one of those two lists that you mentioned? 





A I don't know. The civilian aircraft may be 
subject to Commerce Department review for validated export. 
Part of the story indicated they might be civilian helicop- 
ters, and they may be subitect to Commerce Department review 
for validated export licenses or for general destination 
export licenses. Commerce would be able to provide you the 
details of their review process. 


As I said before too, the State Department Office of 
Munitions Control reviews license applications for exports or 
transfers of items on the Munitions Control List, and it 
hasn't approved export or transfer to Iraq of Munitions 
Control List items. 


I would have to say that sales, if they are not on 
those lists, would not necessarily require validated export 
licenses subject to U.S. Government review. So I think I 
would have to, in the final analysis, refer you to the 
Government of Iraq or to the manufacturer for information 
about possible sales of aircraft which don't fit under the 
categories which are controlled. 


e) There is the possibility of converting them 


= 


into military use. 


gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


mwa & 


A Our concern obviously is that U.S. aircraft and 
arms manufacturers scrupulously comply with leaal requirements 
and also respect Administration and Congressional concern for 
overall U.S. interests. U.S. aircraft and arms manufacturers 
generally are well aware of these requirements and these 
concerns, and they often seek our advice regarding the foreian 
policy implications of particular export proposals. 


e) Was it done in this case? Was the State 
Department asked? 


a I am not aware of any such consultation in this 
case. 


Q The first line of your prepared statement there 
on that was, "The State Department has not received a license 
application," right? 


A Yes. 


Q If these helicopters were controlled by the 
Commerce Department, the Commerce Department would have 
received the license. However, they would have had to consult 
with you. Aside from whether you have received the license 
application, has the Commerce Department approached you about 
this sort of sale? 


on No. To my knowledge there has been no approach 
to the State Department with regard to such a sale. 


0 Is the Wall Street Journal article the first 
the State Department has heard about this possibility of a sale? 





A I can't tell you whether anybody in the State 
Department knew about it before it appeared in the Wall 
Street Journal -- whether somebody had heard the same things 
that the writer for the Wall Street Journal heard -- I don't 
know. As far as the Department is concerned, as I say, I just 
don't have any information. The people I have talked with 
didn't have any information about such a sale. Again, to 
repeat myself, I would have to refer you, assuming that there 
might be a sale that would be outside the context of the 
existing licensing requirements, to both the Government of 
Iraq and the manufacturer. 





Q Even if it was not a Munitions List item, it 
would have to be a Commerce-controlled. It would not. 
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a Let me refer you to Commerce and see what they 
have to say about whether they received such an application. 
I'm not aware that they have, but I really don't want to speak 
for Commerce. 


0 Would you take the question, whether State has 
consulted with Congress? 


Q With Congress? 
Q Yes. You made a commitment after some problem 
A I'm sure that there has been no consultation 


with Congress on this since we have not received an applica- 
tion. 


Let me go over this again: applications for heli- 
copters contained in either the Munitions Control List or the 
Commodity Control List. O.K.? So I think that answers your 
question in terms of whether Commerce has come to us on the 


Commodity Control List. . 
Q Can we have copies of that? 
a Yes. 
0 Alan, do you have an opinion, apart from the 


technicality of whether the sale was legal or not or whether the 


companies were abiding by the technicalities, do you have an 
opinion as to whether it's a good idea for. the United States 
to allow products that can prolong this war and fuel the war, 
to go out? 


A Again, there is an assumption one has to make 
here. In general, we favor exports of U.S.-made civilian 
goods to Iraq, provided that these exports meet the legal 
requirements and do not support either international terrorism 
or contribute to prolonging the war in the Gulf. 


If there are civilian aircraft sales which are unre- 
lated to those concerns, then we would have no objection to 
them. Obviously, if they were to be used for either of those 
purposes, we would have problems with them. 


Q Why do you throw that business in about sup- 
porting terrorism? I thought the Administration decided last 
March that Iraq was no longer supporting international 
terrorism, and took it off the list? 
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Py I don't think ouc concern about terrorism, 
however, is any different from what it was. 


Q (Inaudible) Iraq? 


a I think in general, the concern about terrorism 
remains what it has been. 


0 Is this position about allowing the sale of civilian 
things that you just read there different from the “neutrai" 
position that had been taken? 


4 No. It is totally consistent with that. 


QO Well, let me ask you another point: What is 
this Administration's position regarding the initiative of 
Senators Kennedy and Packwood to abort the United States 
Government's plan of selling jets and missiles to Jordan? 


A I would have to go back to what we've said 
before, which is that we have not got a formal request from 
the Government of Jordan, and we would consider a request when 
we got it, in terms of both our long-standing concern for 
Jordan's security and also other considerations reaarding 
security in the area. But at this point, we do not have a 
formal request, and I'm not prepared to give you a specific 
rule on it. 


0 My question was, what do you comment on the 
initiative, which is going on in the Congress -- 


A I don't have a comment on the initiative beyond 
expressing our own view on that, which is that we have not 
received a request yet, but we would consider it. 


-- MORE -- 


' 


eign 


~vectassitied for Publication in American For 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





- 


Q Let me follow on this. Do you think that 
such attempt, which is going on now, corresponds to the 
Reagan Administration's efforts to get King Hussein in the 
peace process, and what are your thoughts in the whole 
matter? 


A I'm not going to try to comment on that. I'm 
going to stick with where we are in terms of any requests, 
and we have not received any formal request. 


Q A follow-up on this. Could you check please 
if such a request was presented today since today was the 
day the Joint American Jordanian Military Committee was sup- 
posed to meet and probably discuss this issue. 


A I'm not aware of specifics of any meetings of 
that sort. But if I have something new to give you, I'll 
let you know. 


Q You just said there wasn't any request until 
now. 


A That's right. 


Q There was some reports that ~ formal request 
would be presented today, so I would appreciate it if you 
would look into it. 


0 Would you expect the request to be submitted 
in conjunction with King Hussein's visit? 


My I don't want to try to anticipate what the 
the King would want to do. 


) You kept saying "formal request." 
4 Yes, that's the basis on which we operate. 
Q Haven't you sometimes taken positions when 


informal requests come in? 


A I suppose sometimes we do. 
Q This time you're not? 
Q New subject. Do you have anything on con- 


ditions in Yemen, and what aid the United States is providing? 


A I don't. I had understood I miaht be getting 
something on aid that we're providing. Let me look into it. 
I don't have anything here. 
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Q Moving over to Suriname, do you have anything 
there on conditions now? 


Q I don't have an update. 

Q Anything on fatality total? 

QL I have no new information for you. 

0 Do you have any comments on the meetings of 


the Foreign Minister of Lebanon yesterday here and today his 
meeting with President Reagan? 


A No. Obviously, in terms of the meeting with 
the President, I would have to refer you -— he met with the 
President today, this morning? Okay. I refer you to the 
White House on that. 


On the meetings yesterday, no, I think that the 
Minister himself addressed his meetings when he came down. 
I don't have any particular comment to offer. 


0 Do you have anything on Steven Bosworth's 
discussions this morning with the Overseas Directors of the 
American Institute for Free Labor Development? 


A No, I don't. 


0 Specifically, could you look into whether the 
question of somehow preventing the emergence of a Latin 
American debtors cartel was discussed; was the question of 
either modifying or overthrowing the government of Belisario 
Betancourt of Columbia discussed; was the question of 
overthrowing any other governments in Latin America 
discussed? 


4 I think you can rest on the assumption -- 
e) Or elsewhere. (Laughter) 
AA -- rest on the assumption that there was no 


discussion of overthrowing governments. 


0 Have you received any reports or comments 
from the Middle East on the creation of the central command 
for the area? 


A I don't have anything on that. I'm not aware 
of particular responses to that announcement, but I think in 
any case it would be up to other cou*ries -- if that's what 
you're asking: What other countries may have responded to 
it, I think you would have to ask other governments rather 
than us. 


gn 
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¢) The Appropriation Committee of the Senate 
today is discussing the add-ons to ISrael. We recently 
learned that Senator Leahy's comment, that they were 
receiving two points of view from the State Department 
Administration where through David Schneider, who's supposed 
to have told Senators, when the subcommittee met, that the 
Administration does not oppose or object to the add-ons. 


Can you tell us if Schneider wasn't there, and if 
he was, was he speaking on behalf of the Administration and 
what he did do then. 


A I think you've got a number of facts somewhat 
wrong on that. Let me just say, in terms of the policy, it 
is as I've said wefore on several occasions, it's what we 
have articulated here and it is what was contained in the 
Acting Secretary's letter to the Hill, which I'm sure you 
have. 


As far as any briefings on the Hill, I don't 
believe David Schneider was up there. I think William 
Schneider was on the Hill, and I don't think he said that we 
had no objection to the add-ons. But beyond that, I simply 
would refer you to what we have said and the reasons for our 
position in terms of my statements, other statements and 
Acting Secretary Dam's letter. 


.@) Can I go back to Poland just a minute. Do 
you have anything at all, a comment or anything, on the 
allegations by some of the authorities about some irregu- 
larities in Scolidarity's books and then Lech Walesa being 
called in and not going today? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Anything on the Cabinet shakeup in Peru? 


A No. 


8) Any information about meetings of senior 
State Department officials with King Hussein before he's 
coming to Washington? 


oy Assistant Secretary Veliotes, and I believe 
Ambassador Viets, are going to greet him in California.* I 
think they've gone out today. I'm not sure when their 
discussions might take place. I'm sure they would review 
the prospects for the meetings here next week, but that's 
not an unusual procedure. 


Q Could you confirm that Mr. Veliotes is flying 
afterwards to Europe to meet with the Secretary there? 


* The following correction was distributed after the 
briefing: Assistant Secretary Nicholas A. Veliotes will 
not be traveling to California or to London to meet with 
King Hussein, as was stated at today's Noon Press Brie’. 
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A I think he does plan to try to do that. 
There’'s a Chiefs of Mission Conference that's being held in 
London. I think to some extent he will participate in that 
and also I'm sure he would discuss with the Secretary his 
conversations with the King. 


0 Chiefs of Missions from all over the world or 
from Europe? 


Q Just from Europe. 
0 Just from Europe? 
Q I believe that's right. 


0 Do you have anything beyond what you had 
yesterday on the Ikle interview in Austria, I think it was? 


A No. 


0 I know it was a defense official, but 
nevertheless you don't by any chance have a translation -- 


a Of what he said? 

0 Yes. 

ms A transcript? 

Q A transcript, yes. (Laughter) 
As 


As opposed to a translation. No, I'm sorry, 
I don't. 


e) A line of your policy about the Senate 
appropriation action, what do you expect this Administration 
to do if the full Senate Appropriation Committee will vote 
this afternoon to accept or continue the resolution on the 
add-on of funds for Israel? 


a I don't really want to speculate on that. I 
think that our position is quite clear, and I'm not going to 
go beyond that. 


0 The North Koreans sa.d that an SR-71 spy plane 
entered its air space yesterday as well as on the 8th and 
9th of December. Have you received a protest or any comment 
from their government? 


4 I'm not aware of that. I will check on it 
but would also ask you to check with the Pentagon to see 
what they have since I would assume that would be the chan- 
nei we would be concerned with here. 





—veciassitied for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ll 


Q Do you have any comment on the Syrian efforts 
in northern Lebanon to put an end to the fighting there? 


A I don't have comments specifically on Syrian 
efforts or Lebanese efforts, other efforts, to end the 
fighting. Obviously, we hope that the fighting will come to a 
halt, but I don't have a comment or anything specific. 


e) Where do you stand on the Lebanese request 
for more Marines? 


a The request is still under cosnideration. I 
think I addressed this yesterday and referred to Ambassador 
Habib's remarks at the White House when he was over there. 


0 Does the Department have any comment on Spain 
opening its border with Gibraltar today? 


A I don't have a comment on that, no. 

0 Do you have anything on the Nicaraguan 
defector? 

yy No. Our position on people seeking asylum is 


guite clear, and we don't confirm or provide information 
regarding that. I really have to refer you to the indivi- 
dual who, I gather, has made himself available in Florida, 
and suggest you contact him directly. 


0 Do you have any reaction to the 
Jordanian/Palestinian committee meeting in Amman? 


fy No. I said yesterday I thought that we might 
well not have since this would be something that we 
doubtless would want to be discussing privately, and I think 
that's where we're going to rest with that issue. 


Q Do you have anything further on the agreement 
announced in Paris -- 


a What Secretary Shultz and -- 
Q Shultz and Cheysson? 
rN No. 


Q Can you tell us Habib and Draper's schedules 
either in the immediate past or the immediate future? 


A Ambassador Draper is in Beirut; Ambassador 
Habib is on his way to the Middle East. That's as far as -- 
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° Is Draper going to Israel tomorrow and is 
Habib, after his meeting with Begin tomorrow, going to 
Beirut? 

a Again, we have not talked about what sche- 


duling they have in the future, and I'm going to leave it 
that way. 


0 Will you comment at all on the reports that 
the new fresh ideas that they're carrying include the possi- 
bility of negotiations in a third country? 


a No, I said yesterday I wasn't going to get 
into the question of either substance or modalities of those 
new ideas. 


0 Would you care to characterize those reports 
from Amman about a Jordanian/Palestinian commission? 


4 Would I characterize -=- 
@) Characterize the -- 
M4 The reports, you say? I think I'm going to 


stay away from that subject. To the extent there is 
something to be discussed, I think it would be discussed 
privately. I'm going to have to leave it that way. 


Q There is more evidence now that Israel is 
really refusing the shuttle idea. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


6 No. I don't think we've talked specifically 
about what proposals in terms of, as I said before, modali- 
ties or substance we were going out with -- Ambassador Habib 
and Ambassador Draper were going out with, and I don't want 
to comment on reactions to things that we haven't talked 
about ourselves. 


) Thank you. 


Ay Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. [I have a few things 
for you this afternoon. 


| First, to remind you that tomorrow, Friday, 
3 December 17th at 10:00 A.M. there will be a background 
briefing at the White House on King Hussein's visit. 


Also, to inform you available in the Press Office, 
after the briefing, is an AID press release on U.S. relief 
supplies to the earthquake victims in the Yemen Arab 
Republic. 


: 4 WO ay 


Finally, in light of speculation that's appeared 
in various places over the last several days on the INF 
negotiations, let me give you the following statement on 
behalf of the Administration. 


a OY GS Ge 


As you know, the U.S. has proposed the total eli- 
mination of U.S. and Soviet land-based longer-range INF 
missiles -- the zero/zero solution. As you also know from 
Soviet public statements, the Soviets have proposed that 
after five years the U.S.S.R. and NATO reduce to a celling of 
300 "medium-range" nuclear missiles and aircraft located in 
or intended for use in Europe, to include British and 
French forces. 
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This long-standing Soviet position, which is basi- 
cally unchanged, would allow them to maintain their monopoly 
over the U.S. in longer-range INF missiles, especially their 
mobile, triple-warhead SS-20 missiles in Europe and the 
Asian USSR. The number of deployed SS-20s currently stands 
at 333 launchers. 


A missile sub-ceiling, as mentioned in recent 
press accounts, would at most involve the reduction of some 
of these highly mobile systems in or intended for use in 
Europe, while requiring us to cancel entirely our 
deployments of Pershing II and ground-launch cruise missiles. 
This would leave the Soviets with a substantial mono- 
poly over the West in long-range land-based INF systems, and 
would not constrain the overall level of Soviet systems, 
would draw into the bilateral negotiations the nuclear for- 
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political and military threat to the Alliance posed by 
Soviet longer-range INF missiles. 


We will continue the negotiations on a serious 
basis. During these negotiations, we and the Soviets have 
elaborated our positions in both formal and informal con- 
tacts. We will continue to study the Soviet position, and 
it will be among the things we will be discussing when the 
next round begins on January 27. 


We have kept our Allies fully informed about deve- 
lopments in the negotiations as they occur. We and they 
have reaffirmed in three recent NATO meetings at the foreign 
minister and defense minister level that the zero/zero solu- 
tion remains the best arms control result since it would 
eliminate the systems of greatest concern to both sides. 


Q Can we make the usual request, Alan? 

A You may have a copy of this; surely. 

Q Why don't you have them crank it out. 
A I think that is being done. 


That's it. I'll be happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Moving from INF to START, can you tell us if 
the Administration is considering or is intrigued by 
suggestions that it threatened if the MX funding is cut off 
in any way to withdraw from the START talks? 


A I saw a reference to such a suggestion in the 
press this morning. I don't have anything on it. 


Q Can you find out? 

A No, I think I'm not prepared to address that. 

Q What is the reaction to the events in Poland, 
the impending legislation that seems to institutionalize 
martial law? 

A I don't have a reaction yet to the steps that 
have been taken in the last several days by the same -- I 
don't have anything for you. 


Q Do you have anything on Lech Walesa'‘s 
situation? 


A Yes. The announcement -- and we're operating 
here on the basis of official announcements by the Polish 
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authorities -- the announcement that Lech Walesa-had been 
temporarily detained raises serious questions about the 
Polish Government's intentions. If in fact he has been pre- 
vented from speaking publicly, it must raise questions about 
the Polish Government's announced desire to seek national 
reconciliation. 


Q I understand that President Reagan has said 
that he is now free. Does the U.S. believe that Lech Walesa 
had in fact been detained, and does the U.S. believe that he 
is now free? 


A Again, we are operating on the basis of offi- 
cial Polish statements which indicated, in the first place, 
that he had been temporarily detained -- I think I saw 
something which indicated they said he had not been 
arrested, per se, but temporarily detained and -- that he is 
now free. We are operating on their statements. I don't 
have other information. 


Q Can I follow that? In light of Secretary 
Shultz’ statements and President Reagan's comments over the 
weekend regarding the impending, at that time, changes in mar- 
tial law and then Secretary Shultz made a comment initially 
following the changes, in that context, how does the U.S. 
view this kind of development? Is the U.S. prepared, in 
light of what it has seen both legislatively and today, to 
do anything at all about U.S. sanctions or Allied sanctions? 


A I think we are still in the process of 
assessing, together with our Allies, precisely what the 
implications are and of the steps that have been taken and 
what we might do in response, but I don't have anything for 
you on that today. 


Q Going back to the TNF question, is this pro- 
.posal that you've just outlined as "nothing new and 
long-standing" the same proposal that the President 
announced as new and serious, or “new serious proposal?" 


A I don't think he talked about a new and 
serious -- there have been various times when the issue has 
been discussed. There have been some recent discussions, 
recent new ideas that were put forth in an informal sense by 
the -- 


Q That you have just described -- 


A This covers where we are as of today. It 
covers everything that we've basically been talking about, 
but the attitude, which I think we're talking about, is one 
of where does this take us overall in terms of the Soviet 
INF position. Does it advance us in some serious way, and I 
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don't mean in terms of serious talks, but does this 
substantively advance the dialogue, and I would refer you to 
the statement in terms of what our response to that is. 


Q Why are we discussing this publicly at this 
point? 


A This specific statement is in response to a 
number of stories which have speculated about the U.S. INF 
position, and indeed about the Allies' INF positions, and I 
think it's designed, basically, to point out -- to articu- 
late yet again in a more consolidated fashion perhaps than 
we have in the past, things that we have said in the past 
and to note again the Allied position which has recently 
been reiterated when the Secretary was at NATO. 


Q Talking about your response to speculation, 
Alan, frankly I'm intrigued by the answer you just gave me 
on the so-called Kemp proposal. You say you're not prepared 
to address it; is that because you don't have any guidance 
or is it because the idea of our possibly withdrawing from 
START is not ruled out? 


A No. Basically, it's the former. I don't 
have guidance, and unless -- I don't think it responds to a 
question that I would be prepared to go and try to define a 
U.S. position. I just don't have anything. 


Q Let me phrase it this way: Is the United 
States committed to pursue the START talks? 


A I have no indication that we're not going to 
return to the START talks. 


Q Another subject. 
A Yes. 


Q The other day Ed Meese said that the United 
States would consider arms sales to Jordan without pre- 
conditions. Do yon have anything on that? 


A I don't have a transcript of what he said. 
I've only seen a press report of it. But as the President 
himself has said, we are committed to the security of the 
states in the region, that of the Arab states, including 
Jordan, as well as of Israel. And it's in that context, 
this commitment, that we have long maintained and will con- 
tinue to maintain a program of military support and coopera- 
tion with King Hussein's government. 


As I said yesterday, and would repeat today, we 
have no formal request from the government of Jordan for 
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arms of the type we were asked about yesterday; no new 
requests. 


8] Would there be pre-conditions on any request? 


A I think I've articulated what our attitude is 
towards dealing with them. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements 
made by Prime Minister Begin insisting that direct nego- 
tiations should be done between Lebanon and Israel in 
Jerusalem and Beirut? 


A Frankly, I'm not aware of the specific state- 
ment by Prime Minister Begin. But in terms of how the talks 
are to proceed between Lebanon and Israel, that is obviously 
a subject which is under discussion now. Ambassadors Habib 
and Draper are in Israel, and will be discussing these very 
issues, and I don't think in that circumstance I can address 
i+ from here. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the general 
deterioration of the situation in Lebanon now? 


A No, I don't have a general characterization 
to give you. Our concerns, our desires, our hope for urgent 
movement are quite well known, but nothing new. 


Q Regarding the report that the Korean 
Government might allow Mr. Kim Dae Jung to visit the United 
States for treatment, has the government of the United 
States given this permit of residence to Mr. Kim and his 
family; and, if so, are there any conditions attached to 
this permit? For instance, would he be allowed to engage in 
political activities while in residence here? 


A Let me first give you a reaction to the 
release of Mr. Kim, and then try to respond as much as I can 
to your question. 


We very much welcome the release of Mr. Kim Dae 
Jung from prison on December 16 and take particular note of 
the government's statement that possible further steps 
include allowing Mr. Kim to come to the United States for 
continuing medical treatment. 


We also welcome the government's statement that it 
is reviewing the cases of others connected with Mr. Kim and 
the Kwangju incident of 1980. We note the Korean 
Government's statement that the measures it has taken were 
based both on President Chun's humanitarian concerns and on 
a desire to promote a sense of national unity. We believe 
these measures will make an important contribution to poli- 
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tical harmony in Korea. 


As far as any application to come here is con- 
cerned, I can only say that we will review the case 
promptly, but I don't have any further specifics about the 
timing of that other than "promptly," and I don't have any kind 
of conditions that might be attached to that. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Copy of this? Yes. Go ahead. 


Q Did the U.S. Government get a visa applica- 
tion from Kim Dae Jung already? 


A I don't know whether he's actually applied. 
So I can't answer the question. 


Q Did the Government of the U.S. get prior 
notification of the announcement before from Korea? 


A I don't think it would be appropriate for me 
to get into the question of dialogue with the Koreans. 


Q There's some unofficial reports from 
Jerusalem that Ambassador Habib had reached some kind of 
agreement between Israel and Lebanon concerning the proce- 
dure of the talks. Are you aware of any of these? 


A No. I'm not aware of of it, but in any case 
I couldn't comment on reports of that sort for the obvious, 
usual reasons. 


Q Just a clarification, Alan. Did you say that 
you have official notice from the Polish Government that 
Walesa has in fact been released? 


A No, I said I'm basing our statements on 
public official statements by the Polish Government. I'm 
not talking about private communications between the 
Government of Poland and the Government of the United 
States. 


--MORE-- 


Q Two questions, two follow-ups. First, do you 
expect to get the official Jordanian request for arms this 
week before the King is coming to Washington? 





A I would have no way of trying to predict the 
future. We have not gotten such a request. 


: ‘ 
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; Q And the other question: What is the reason 
: for the cancellation of Nick Veliotes to California to see 
the King and then to London? 





1 A That was set up on a -- I jumped it a little 
yesterday. Nick had indicated to me that he thought he 
would be going out yesterday, and so I. had expected that he 
would be. But in the end it was simply agreed by both the 
Jordanians and ourselves that wasn't necessary, so he didn't 


go. 


Pad ow 


Q For guidance, will he be the briefer 
tomorrow? 


A FOR GUIDANCE, my understanding is that he 
probably will not be the briefer tomorrow, but I've heard 
two different versions, frankly, so why don't you wait and 


see? 


ey, 


Q You got burned yesterday, so you're being 
cautious today. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Q Also for guidance, if not, who? 


A Why don't we discuss that at the podium 
later? It's easy enough to do that. 


Q Alan, has the U.S. been officially notified 
yet by the Polish Government of all the restrictions that 
they've said they were going to impose on the USIA and on 
cultural ties and -- 


A As of late morning, this morning, no, we'd 
not. 


Q Yesterday the British Ambassador to the 
United Nations, after the Lesotho vote, said that his 
country was prepared to give special aid to Lesotho. 


Are we interested in providing same? 
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A I don't have a response to that. By the way, 
I understand the U.S. delegate in New York was going to make 
a statement this morning on that vote, so I would refer you 
to that statement. 


Q Copy? 


A We may have later on. I don't have at this 
moment. 


Q Do you have anything on the beefing up on the 
American Embassy in Suriname? 


A Yes. A communications and a security officer 
-- that is, two different people -- have arrived in 
Paramaribo as part of the Department's standard pre- 
cautionary policy in light of the situation which has pre- 
vailed in Suriname in the past days. 


Our Embassy,in Paramaribo does not have a security 
officer on the staff, and, as you know, communications be- 
tween the Embassy and Washington had been interrupted for 
several days. 


There have been no threats against American lives 
in Suriname, and we are not contemplating any evacuation at 
this time. 


Q Have they finished with the non-proliferation 
discussions in Ambassador Kennedy's -- 


A I don't know what the schedule of those 
discussions is in terms of when. ‘foday, obviously, was to 
be the final day. I have put forward the interest in having 
perhaps a background briefing of some sort on those talks, 
Or on non-proliferation in general, which was discussed here 
yesterday. 


I don't have a response yet, but it's a possibi- 
lity, so if you could stay in touch, we'll see about that. 


Q How long did the talks last yesterday? 


A I don't have details on it. 


Q Has Frank Wisner concluded his visit to 
southern Africa? 
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A He was due to leave Mozambique -- I don't 
recall what day it was. I think, based on the press 
accounts I've seen, that he perhaps has concluded his 
discussions, because he evidently talked with the press, and 
his hosts also have talked with the press. 


But I don't know whether he has actually left at 
this point, or where he was going on his way home. 


Q Mary McGrory quotes an English Parliamentary 
Delegation as quoting Middendorf as saying that he per- 
sonally supported the overthrow of the Nicaraguan 
Government. | 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A Yes. He didn't say that. As explained to 
the author of the article in which the MP is quoted, the 
Ambassador said only that he would be delighted if the pre- 
sent military government in Nicaragua returned to democracy 
as soon as possible. 


He also emphasized that the Sandinista regime in 
Nicaragua has not lived up to the assurances that it made to 
the OAS in 1979 to restore democracy to that country. 


Q In light of the Senate Appropriation 
Committee's failure to do anything special with the Israeli 
aid package yesterday, that now goes to the floor of the 
Senate in the continuing resolution. 


What steps, if any, is the administration taking 
to change the package as it now stands before the Senate 
vote takes place? ° 


A I don't really intend to get into the 
question of what steps we'll take. The position remains 
unchanged, and that is known and we'll make sure that every- 
body who might have any question about it knows about it. 
But the point is the position does remain unchanged on that. 


Q Would you offer a vote count or a nose count 
at this point? 


A No. I wouldn't. 


Q I hate to go back to this again. I'm not 
sure I understand the distinction between what you said 
earlier about TNF and what is a serious, new proposal. 
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Are you saying that the President was charac- 
terizing the attitude of the Soviets as being serious, and 
you're now saying, but the substance of their proposal is 
not new, Or are you backing away from the original statement 
that it was a serious new proposal, and you're now saying, 
"Well, we've looked at it, and it really isn't new"? 


A I'm not trying to address it in terms of what 
has been put on the table at what stage of the game. What 
I'm trying to do with this statement is to tell you where we 
are as of this moment as we perceive the INF talks, cer- 
tainly our position, what we perceive the Soviet position to 
be, and our evaluation of that; and our continued belief, 
together with our allies, that the zero-zero solution is the 


best arms control result. 


Q This description takes into account the 
exchange that supposedly took place in an informal setting 
some time recently. 


A This is the position as of today which takes 
into account everything through today. 


Q Would you have any statement with respect to 
the Brandt Commission's meeting in Ottawa and their statement 


yesterday? 
A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q There are reports that President Reagan 
received a couple of messages from King Hassan of Morocco. 
Do you have anything about this? 


A No. I think the White House may have 
addressed this. I have to refer you to them. I don't think 
there's anything very specific that they've said about it. 
But we're talking about Presidential messages, and I would 


prefer to have them address it. 


Q Another point: Going back to the Senate 
Appropriations Committee voting for add-on to Israel, besides 
the two letters of Acting Secretary Kenneth Dam and 
Secretary Shultz to the Senate Appropriations Committee, did 
the Administration do any lobbying on its part to make its 
position clear? Any phone calls from Europe to the 


committee? 
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A Again, I don't want to get into the specifics 
of our dealings with the Congress. I would reiterate that 
our views have been made well known on the Hill. 


Q Has this government received any greater 
access in Lebanon to those Palestinians and others who are 
being held by the Lebanese or the Israelis? Anything new on 
that in the last couple of days? 


A I don't have anything new on it. The U.S. 
has a strong concern for and interest in the treatment of 
prisoners wherever they're being held, and we believe that 
all applicable international obligations, including the 
Geneva Conventions, must be fulfilled by any country which 
is holding prisoners as the result of military operations. 
These views are well known to the authorities you're talking 
about. 


Q Is the Department satisfied that those tenets 
are being looked after? 


fh I think I would prefer to stay with this 
rather than getting into some sort of assessment. I think 
we've talked about it before, we've gotten some assurances 
before. I don't have anything new to offer you. 


Q We, in fact, have had no greater access since 
those assurances. 


A I can't tell you what sequence events have 
taken place in. There has been some access, but I can't put 
them in a time sequence. I don't know when assurances were 
made, on the one hand, as opposed to access on the other; 


What we've been talking about in terms of access, 
obviously, in the past has been access in Lebanon. 


Q What I'm actually saying -- is this Department 
satisfied that all those conditions have been -- 


A I don't have a characterization or a quality 
judgment to give you. 


Q Can we assume that the Ambassador from Yemen 
was here to discuss aid in dealing with the earthquake, or 
is there anything you can tell us about that visit? 


A You'll have to fill me in. I didn't catch 
that on the schedule. 
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Q He was here seeing Eagleburger this morning 
at 11:00. 


A I don't know the answer to the question. 


Q Defense Secretary Weinberger the other day, 
while he was having his testimony in front of the Foreign 
Relations Committee in the Senate, dealt with the foreign 
policy impact of the MX. 


Do you have a policy line on this same subject? 


A I think that the White House issued a state- 
ment last night, and I would refer you to that statement. 
It included reference to the impact on the START nego- 
tiations and so on. Obviously, there is an important 
foreign policy dimension to that, but let me refer yon to 
that as opposed to trying to give you something else. 


Q Do you have anything on Westinghouse's appli- 
cation for an export license to sell some nuclear-powered 
equipment to China? 


A I don't at this point. We may have something 
later in the day. Why don't you check back and see if we 


have something on that. 


Q I don't know if this was asked or not, 
because I came late. Do you share the fears of Lebanon's 
Foreign Minister, Mr. Salim, this morning expressed in The 
Washington Post, that eventual annexation of south Lebanon 
will come if there is no movement out of the stalemate in 


Lebanon? 





A I don't want to try to offer judgment on 
that. Our policy and our whole approach in Lebanon is 
devoted, in addition to securing security for Israel across 
that border and assuring the spread of Lebanese sovereign 
authority throughout the territory of Lebanon, which 


addresses that -- of course also the withdrawal of all foreign 


forces -- that's what we're working on, and that is our 
goal, and I wouldn't try to look to any other goal. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #219 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1982, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. RCMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one announ- 
cement to make regarding Suriname aid. 


As you recall, on December 13, the Department of 
State announced it was reviewing the entire U.S. relationship, 
including our aid program, with Suriname in light of the recent 
developments in that country. That review has been completed. 
In view of those developments and until we get an explanation 
of recent events and a better sense of the direction in which 
the Government of Suriname now plans to move, we have 
suspended any disbursements of U.S. assistance and military 
sales to Suriname. 


I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Have you got figures? 

Q Would you repeat the last sentence? 

A The last sentence? 

Q Yes. 

A In view of those recent developments and until 


we get an explanation of recent events and a better sense of 
the direction in which the Government of Suriname now plans to 
move, we have suspended any disbursement of U.S. assistance 
and military sales to Suriname. 


I was asked about figures. On the economic side, 
some two months ago we signed an aid agreement for $500,000 
in technical assistance. None of these FY-82 ESF funds have 
been either programmed or disbursed. In addition, any IMET 
training for Surinamese students under FY-83 funds has been 
suspended. For '83, we have requested $1 million in ESF 
for technical assistance and some $75,000 for IMET training. 


fe) What kind of training? 
A IMET, the military training. As you are aware, 


Congress has yet to approve FY-83 funding and we're operating 
under continuing resolutions. 


Q What is the current amount under the continuing 
resolution? Do you have that figure? 
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A We are operating on the basis essentially of 
what we would be -- we talked the other day about $1.5 million 
economic assistance over the two-year period. 


Q Is this because you have not gotten, then, a 
fc ll explanation of what they've been up to, or is it because 
as you have investigated, you have found that they were not 
treating people very properly? 


A Again, I'll repeat the last sentence. In view 
of those developments, the recent developments in Suriname, 
and until we get an explanation of those events and a better 
sense of the direction in which the Government of Suriname now 
plans to move, we have suspended disbursments. 


Q Are you talking about the 25 murders? 


A We're talking about -- Well, we gave figures 
the other day, John. I don't have them with me. 


Q You're talking about murder? 


A We're talking about those killings, the people 
who were executed, the bodies that were displayed, and so on. 


Q Could you characterize further what it is about 
that that you object to? I mean, certainly this 
Administration continues assistance to other regimes that 
Carry out executions and floggings with style and so on. 


A I refer you back to our statement the other 
day. I don't have anything else. 


Q Alan, does the Department or the government 
have any reason to believe that the Soviet Union is looking 
for a way out of Afghanistan? 


A That's a rather sweeping question. Let me 
address the Pravda editorial which, I think, probably gives 
rise to that question. 


We are always alert for evidence of a Soviet 
willingness to negotiate a settlement in Afghanistan which 
will lead to the withdrawal of their troops, a political 
settlement allowing for the establishment of an independent 
and nonaligned Afghan Government chosen by the Afghan people 
themselves, and an honorable return of the refugees. 


. We would welcome concrete Soviet moves in this 
direction. We do not, however, see evidence of concrete 
change in the Soviet position as expressed in yesterday's 


Pravda editorial. Moreover, I would note we are hesitant in 

any case to try to divine Soviet policies from this type of 
xa article which has clearly generated conflicting interpreta- 
tions, if no where else, in the press. 


omen ap 


; Q Have there been any signs -- leaving Pravda out 
of it, for the moment -- any signs of flexibility, direct or 
indirect, by the Soviet Union, even through the U.N.? 


ee Be 


: A I think I would leave it where I just have. We 
haven't seen evidence in the position as expressed yesterday 
in the Pravda editorial. I don't think I want to go beyond 
that. 





One other thing I think is worth noting in that 
editorial: On the question of hot pursuit, or pursuing 
Mujaheddin across the border into Pakistan, we would view with 
grave concern anything that threatens Pakistan or risks 
enlarging the war. 


Q Do you have anything to suggest whether Soviet 
military activity in Afghanistan in recent weeks and months 
has increased or decreased, whether they are bringing in more 
materiel and troops? 


A I don't have anything that would change quali- 
tatively what we last said about that. I think we've indi- 
cated the troop levels in a range -- I would refer you back 
to what we've said about it -- but I don't think there has been 
a qualitative change in that. 
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Q Are you implying by that that there has been 
some quantitative shift? 


A No. What I'm saying is, whatever small shifts 
that might have taken place one way or another -- and I'm not 
suggesting there necessarily have been -- but obviously, there 
would be movement back and forth of replacements and so on. 
But there is nothing basic. 

Mike, you had a question. 

Q I wanted to shift to the Middle East. 

A Yes. 


Q Two things: Can you address President Reagan's 
letter to Mr. Begin, the one that was carried by Mr. Habib? 








A No. I think the White House has addressed this 
to a certain extent, but I'm not going to get into the content 
of exchanges. The important point clearly is that there is 

— urgency to move ahead and to make arrangements for the 
withcrawal of all the foreign forces from Lebanon and reassert 
the sovereignty of the Government of Lebanon throughout the 
country, including in the process of doing so arrangements 

for the security of Israel across that border. 


. 
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Q Can you clue us in on what the White House said 
; about it? 


A No. I think I'll refer you to the White House. 


Q There were reports from Israel attributed to 
Defense Minister Sharon that there is some kind of agreement 
between Israel and Lebanon on some major bilateral things. Do 
you have any comment on this? 





A No, Other than to say it is important that we 
get movement towards the withdrawal quickly. 


Q No matter how that movement comes, whether it 
comes through Philip Habib or through other sources? 


A It's important that we get the movement. 


Q On the night of December 14, uniformed 
Hungarian police stood guard while plainclothes men arrested 
six Hungarian dissidents, searched Studia Ka, and made other 
numerous searches. 
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I wonder if the Department of State has any reaction 
to this? Is it in the Department of State's view an isolated 
event or is it part of a general crackdown in Eastern Europe 
which is related to events in Poland which follow Andropov's 
elevation to top leadership in the Soviet Union? 


A I don't think I can address it quite on those 
terms. Let me say that our information indicates that on 
Tuesday evening, December 14, the police detained six of 
Hungary's leading intellectuals for several hours, raided 
their apartments, and confiscated their semizdat manuscripts 
and duplicating machines. 





We understand the individuals were charged with a 
breach of Hungarian press law and were let off with a warning. 
The United States views with concern this action by the 
Hungarian Government to restrict freedom of expression in Hungary. 
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Q Does the Department of State thereby amend its 
own assessment in the prevailing opinion reported in the press 
-- in the Wall Street Journal, The New York Times, Christian 
Science Monitor and elsewhere -- that Hungary is doing better 








than the rest of Eastern Europe with respect to human rights? 
Does this cause any modification of that assessment? 


A I don't think we've offered comparative 
assessments of that sort, and I don't intend to respond to 
journalistic characterizations. That's up to the journalists 
who are writing the pieces. 


Q As long as we're on Eastern Europe, is there 
any reaction or response to the Bulgarian Government's 
statements criticizing the West in the implications of the 
Pope's assassination? 


A We're aware of the Bulgarian denials of 
complicity in the attempts on the Pope's life. And as I have 
indicated before, given the extreme sensitivity of the matter, 
we have offered full cooperation in the investigation to the 
authorities of Italy, Turkey, and other friendly countries, 
but also in light of the sensitivity of the investigation, the 
fact that it is ongoing judicial investigation, I think it is 
inappropriate to comment further. 


Q Do you have any information on those two New 
York bombings which were apparently South Africa-related? 


A A little bit. We've seen press reports of the 
incidents. Responsibility for investigation lies with 
domestic law enforcement agencies. Of course, the U.S. 
Government deplores all acts of terrorism, whatever the source 
Or motivation. 


Q Is the State Department investigating also, 
though, or just leaving it up to the New York -- 


A It's a matter for domestic law enforcement 
agencies. 


Q Back to the Middle East again for a minute, was 
the United States surprised to hear of the alleged Sharon 
agreement? 


A Ralph, I would think by now you would know that 
I'm not going to comment on any of the discussions that are 
going on. 
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Q Was the United States aware of -- 


& I think I just said I'm not going to go into 
the question of the discussions that are going on. 


Q Can you tell me whether the United States 
expects the Israeli Cabinet to discuss either a -- to take 
up specifically a line-by-line proposal either made by the 
U.S. or by anyone else on Sunday? ’ 





A I'm not going to go into the question of what 
is being discussed. You don't seem to take me at my word. 


Q Will Philip Habib be here on Tuesday for the 
meeting with King Hussein? There are reports that he will 
be flying back on Monday. 


A That may well be the case. I indicated 
earlier that I thought that he might well be here for those 
discussions. 


Q The IMF has awarded a $600 million loan to 
Hungary, I understand, and this comes on the heels of a 
further $860 million hard currency deficit which adds to 
their $8.5 billion debt. 


Is this loan, which is obviously a bail-out 
operation, given to Hungary as a reward for her liberaliza- 
tion in the economy and towards human rights? And, if so, 
what response does the latest repression have? 


A The IMF decisions, as we have indicated 
before, are taken on the basis of economic and financial 
merit, and I don't have details on that particular one. 


Q I just wanted to follow up on one of these 
questions, if that includes your “not comments." (sic) 


When Ambassador Habib left you said that he was 
carrying some new ideas. Can you tell us if these ideas 
were presented to the parties and what the response of these 
parties were? 


A I think you can safely assume that the new 
ideas would be discussed with the parties. Of course, 
Ambassador Habib and Ambassador Draper are in Beirut today, 
and, no, I'm not going to characterize the discussions. 


Q I have a follow-up on Hungary. 
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A I'll come back to you. 


Q When you mentioned Lech Walesa yesterday, the 
situation was not entirely clear. Now it turns out he was 
taken for a 9-hour ride by authorities, and in fact pre- 
vented from speaking. 


Do you have further comment based on what actually 
happened there? 


A As I said yesterday, the Polish Government's 


decision to prevent him from speaking publicly raises 
serious questions about the Warsaw Government's announced 
desire to seek national reconciliation. 


Q With respect to this $600 million loan to 
Hungary in the light of recent repressive developments, will 
the United States’ influence on the IMF, which is con- 
siderable, come to bear on the membership of Hungary, and 
what is the status of the Hungarian People's Republic in the 


IMF? 


A I guess I would refer you to the IMF on the 
status question, and I think I've addressed the criteria we 


would use. 


Q The State Department has no interest in the 
political aspects of lending money to Hungary, is that your 
position? 


A I indicated before that the IMF makes its 
decisions based on economic and financial considerations. 


Q But don't we have a representative on the 
IMF? 


A I just articulated our position on that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the reported 
Israeli arms transactions with Latin American countries 
which appeared in the Times today? 


A Yes, I do. Simply briefly to note that in 
certain areas Israel and the U.S. have a convergence of 
interests in Latin America, and naturally we would be sup- 
portive of those Israeli activities which parallel our 
interests in the region. 


Q Are they pursuing interests in the region 
which are contradictory to ours? 


_ 
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A I'm not in a position to try to assess speci- 
fically what they're doing. We're not aware in detailed 
fashion -- well, we're not aware of what they may be doing in 
terms of providing arms with regard to the recent press 
reports and so on. I think I'll leave it at that. 


Q How does this fit with -- I think it was at 
the OAS the Secretary had talked about trying to scale down 
the levels of weaponry that were in -- particularly in 
Central America? 


A We would hope that Israeli arms sales'in 
Latin America would be supportive of U.S. goals in the 
region, and I think that would encompass that concept as 
well. 


Q Do you believe along the line of this state- 
ment that rearming the Argentinian forces with Israeli-made 
jets and assault rifles and other things, as reported in the 
media, is conducive or goes along with your interests in 
Latin America? 


A I don't have a judgment to offer you on that. 
I think I've told you before, in terms of anything that 
involves U.S. components or U.S. equipment, we've received 
no requests. 


Q Since you are talking about Israel and Israel 
is buying arms from the United States and Israel is getting 
a lot of arms from the United States, now it looks like 
Israel doesn't need the arms from the United States if it's 
able to produce arms and sell to Latin America. I mean, you 
know -- 


A We could get into a long discussion, I sup- 
pose, but I would think you might want to address your 
question to the Israelis about if they are in fact selling 
arms to Latin America, what it is they're selling and how 
that relates to what it is they're buying. 


Q Will there be any announcements, either 
before, during or immediately after the King's visit here 
about arms sales to Jordan? 


A How can I predict what there would be? 


Q Do you expect anything on the sale of 
advanced aircraft or anti-aircraft missile systems? 
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A Again, all I can say to you is that we have 
not received any requests for such systems, and we would 
consider them when we had received them. I've addressed 
that before, but I don't have anything new on that. 


Q In response to a question taken on December 
14, you have s-id that the Afghan Government has not been 
requested by the United States Government for reparations 
for the killing of U.S. Ambassador Dubs. 


Is there a reason for that policy, and, if so, 
could you state it? And have we made a policy of not asking 
for reparations when people kill our Ambassadors? 


A I think that the statement that was posted 
will have to stand on its own merits. I will see if 
anybody can address the question in the general way you have 
suggested. 


Q Then there's a further question that I'd like 
to ask. If you do not seek reparations for the killing of 
your Ambassadors, doesn't that encourage international top- 
level killing like assassinations against the Pope? 


A I don't think it does. No. 
Q You don't think it does? 
A I just said that. 


Q On Poland again, has the Administration 
concluded its review of the legislative actions taken in 
Poland on Monday, and, if so, what are the conclusions? 


A No, we have not completed it. 


Q Have you anything to say about King Hussein's 
visit? I went over to the White House for that back- 
grounder, and there was some sort of language that didn't 
sound especially harmful. 


I was wondering if you might be able to say that 
on the record and on tape? (Laughter) 


A I don't have any guidance to offer you. I'm 
afraid you're going to have to -- I recognize your special 
problem on this, but -- 


(Laughter) 


-- but I'm going to have to leave you at that. 





—— 
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Q Now after the Senate floor has approved the 
add-on aid to Israel, do you have something new to say -- 
reaction to the Senate and House of Representatives add-on? 


A No. Our position remains unchanged on that 
issue. 


Q What is the status of the Department's exami- 
nation of the possible use of cluster bombs in violation of 
U.S. law in Lebanon by the Israelis? What is the status of 
that report? 


A You know there was an interim report sub- 
mitted, and the overall question in terms of any final 
conclusions that might be developed is still under review. 


Q Could you take the question in terms of giving 
us a status report on where that -- 


A No. I'd leave it as under review. 
Q Under review? 
A Yes. 


Q But when is it expected that that report will 
be completed? 


A I never try to predict those things. 


Q Is it going to be completed this year, or 
will it probably go into next year? 


A I never try and predict these things. 


Q On the Israeli aid question, does the 
President feel as strongly about the Israeli aid add-ons as 
he does about some of the other things which the White House 
has mentioned in that continuing resolution that might cause 
him to veto it? Would that in and of itself be enough to 
make the President veto it? 


A You would have to ask the White House that 
question. There's no question about the position of the 
Administration as a whole, but I can't give you comparative 
weights on this. 


Q Twelve years ago a Hungarian pilot by the 
name of Alexandre Zoboki flew a MiG jet out of Hungary on 





ll 


Liberation Day, and that was the day that Soviet Ambassador 
Andropov called the Soviet troops into Hungary to quell the 
Hungarian rebellion. 


sant 


At any rate, this man has a son left in Hungary. 
In the meantime, his wife has died. I'd like to know what 
the State Department has done to attempt to reunite that 
family of an undoubted Hungarian hero? 


gn 


A Is he here? 

He's in the West. 

Is he in the United States? 

I cannot answer that question. 
Then I can't answer your question. 


Would it make a difference if he were? 


r Oo FF OO PYF VD 


If he were applying in some way through the 
U.S. Government, I suppose it might make some difference. 

If he were a U.S. citizen, or something of that sort -- we 
look after our citizens’ interests first, and general issues 
in terms of participation or whatever -- 


Q But you wouldn't turn your back on this man 
just because he isn't a citizen -- 
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A That's not the issue. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #220 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 20, 1982, 12:12 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements. 


Pirst, as you may well know by now, there's a 
change in the Secretary's schedule today. He will be 
meeting with King Hussein of Jordan at the State Department 
at 2:30 p.m. instead of at the Four Seasons Hotel as had 
been previously announced. The photo will be at the curbside 
greeting at 2:30 outside of the diplomatic entrance. And to 
anticipate your question, I would expect that the Secretary 


‘would escort the King back down to the diplomatic lobby 


after their meeting; the time which is not absolutely cer- 
tain, but presumably sometime between 3:15 and 3:30, 
something like that. I would not expect that the Secretary 
would have any remarks to offer at that time. I don't know 
whether King Hussein will or not. 


. 


Also, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the 


Secretary's trip to Europe at 4:00 today here in the 
Department Press Briefing Room. State Department or White 
House press passes are required to attend. 


Another briefing. There will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing to mark the third anniversay of the Soviet invasion 
of Afghanistan on December 27, 1979. That briefing will 
take place here in the Press Briefing Room on Wednesday, 


December 22, at 2:30. 


That's all the announcements. I will be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Alan, what will the Secretary and King 
Hussein be talking about? 


A The Middle East. (Laughter) 


2) On the Israeli Cabinet decision; on the talks 
with Lebanon? 


A I dont have -- 
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Q Can you give us a readout on how conditions 
have changed and what they will be discussing? 


A There was a background briefing, I think as 
you may know, on Friday and I would refer you to that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the announcement 
in Israel yesterday? 


A Yes. We welcome this development as a posi- 
tive step forward. We urge that now direct talks between 
the parties on withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon begin 
and end as soon as possible. 


As the President recently said, the Government of 
Lebanon should be sovereign over its own territory and we 
think the time has come now for the foreign forces that are 
in there to get out. 


Q Alan, what do you know what the U.S. 
Government -- 


A I'm sorry, I cannot hear you. 


Q What has the United States done about the 
secret agreement that was linked directly between Israel and 
Lebanon as to the relations between the two countries? 


A For those who might not have heard, what do 
we know about the secret agreement reached between Israel 
and Lebanon and the arrangements stemming therefrom; right? 


I am not going to be able to get into specifics. 
As you know, Ambassador Habib and Ambassador Draper have 
been engaged in conversations in the region in the last 
several days. I think there's been a full exchange of views 
on these subjects, but I'm just not going to be able to talk 
about it from here. 


Q Alan, in mentioning Ambassadors Habib and 
Draper, do you know -=- can you share with us any of the 
schedules of the two Ambassadors here in Washington? Are 
they going to meet -- 


A Ambassador Draper is in Beirut; Ambassador 
Habib is on his way back to Washington at this point to 
report to the President about his mission on the Lebanon 
question and also to participate in the talks with King 
Hussein. But I don't have a specific schedule beyond that. 
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Q Will he be here today for these -- 


A He'll be here today for -- 


Q Habib, he won't be taking part in those talks 
today? 


A For the Secretary's talks, he will not be 
back for that. 


Q Will Mr. Habib be briefing the Secretary late 
today or in the morning, and what about the briefing sche- 


duled with the President? 


A I would check with the White House. I think that 
there is a meeting that's been set with the President and I 
would refer you to the White House regarding that. I would 


not anticipate that meeting would be today. I don't know 
what meeting might be scheduled between Ambassador Habib and 


the Secretary, whether there would be a meeting today or 
not. It's quite possible they would see each other late 


this afternoon. 


re) You expect he will be seeing the President 
before the meeting with King Hussein? 


A Yes, I would think so, but go to the White House 
for the schedule. 


Q Will he be involved in that meeting or the 
working luncheon? Will he be involved with that tomorrow at 


the White House? 
A Ambassador Habib? 


0 Yes. 


A I expect he will participate fully in the 
meetings with King Hussein. 


Q On the question of the Israel-Lebanon 


agreement, or whatever it is, you say there's been a full 
exchange of views. Is that to suggest that Habib and Draper 


were part of the preliminary discussions leading to this 
agreement? 


A It's to suggest I'm really not going to go 
into the details of it. 


Q What did you mean by "full exchange of 
views?" 


A The question was, what do we have to say 
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about it, what do we know about it, and that's my response 
to it. But I just am not going to go -- that what is now 
proceeding or about to proceed we would hope, in terms of 
discussions, has been discussed by Ambassadors Habib and 
Draper with officials in both Israel and Lebanon. 


Q In other words, is this something that took 
place to the suprise of the U.S.? 


A I understand the question. I'm saying, I'm 
not going to go back and try to review that history. What 
I'm saying is that they've been out there and they've had 
these discussions and we welcome the Cabinet announcement as 
a positive step forward and we hope that they will move 
promptly to talks and to successful talks. 


Q Did the full exchange of views take place 
after the deal that Sharon had struck? 


A The full exchange of views that I'm talking 
about took place during the course of Ambassador Habib's and 
Ambassador Draper's most recent mission. 


Q In your answer to my guestion you only men- 
tioned the talks on the withdrawal of the Israeli troops. 
You didn't say anything about political normalization. I 
just wonder if that's a deliberate omission or what? The 
Israelis seem to be continuing to say that they have an 
agreement to discuss not only the troop withdrawal but poli- 
tical normalization questions. 


A It's not meant to be exclusive, Bernie. That 
sort of discussion and what is to come about is up to the 
two parties most directly concerned. We will be par- 
ticipating in the talks. But the key thing that we have 
been talking about, as you will recall, is the withdrawal of 
foreign forces from Lebanon, the reassertion of central 
Lebanese government authority throughout the country, and 
arrangements to assure protection of Israel's northern 
border. So that's been the focus of our intention. That 
was the focus of my comment before. 


Q Did Ambassador Habib deliver any commitments 
Or guarantees as far as you know when he met with Prime 
Minister Begin last Thurday from the Lebanese Government 
with reference -- 


A Again, I just wouldn't get into a question of 
that sort. 


Q In the briefing Friday, the briefer said 
that they expected hopefully a breakthrough of some major 
achievement for the President's meeting with the King. 


Foreign 
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A Who said that? The briefer at the White 
House? 


Q Yes. Is that, indeed -- are you laying claim 
to that major breakthrough with the Israeli Cabinet decision 
or how significant is this decision? 


I think I'll just stick with the words I've 


_ 
oe 


used. 


Where will the talks take place? 


QO 
A The talks -- 
Q Between Israel and Lebanon. 


A As I understand it, that is still being 
worked out. I believe the Cabinet announcement in Jerusalem 
indicated the venue was to be decided. 


Q Alan, Israel is saying that there is an 
agreement; Lebanon is denying it. Are you telling us here 
that there is an agreement or are you telling us there is no 


agreement? 


A I'm telling you we welcome the Cabinet deci- 
sion and we hope the talks will begin promptly and end suc- 
cessfully and promptly. 


Q The question is, is there an agreement or 
not? 


A I understand the question you're asking me. 
Actually, my reading of some statements which have been made 
out of Israel this morning doesn't support some difference of 
view between the parties, but that's strictly based on press 
reporting. I'm not addressing that. I understand that that 
issue has been bounced around in the press. That's 
something for the parties to address. 


Q Would you say it's a correct assessment to 


say that there is an attempt by Israel to downplay the role 
of Habib in what has come out or what might be coming out? 


A I don't see that particularly. I think -- 


Q By the stress that the agreement was struck 
prior to Habib's going there and that the talks have been 
going on between Sharon and Lebanese officials? 


A I understand the question. Again, I would 
refer you to some comments that were reported in the press 
today on welcoming Ambassador Habib's role, noting it's 
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importance and so on. No, I don't think so. 


Q Do you attribute this change in Israeli posi- 
tion due to the angry remarks made by President Reagan last 
week when he called Israeli forces as an occupying force, or 
do you think this was as a result of the routine contacts 


and negotiations? 


A I think you would have to ask the Israelis 
why they made their decision. I certainly wouldn't presume 
to make a judgment about that. 


Q I think the question is really important. 
You're saying “an agreement,” and it’s usually supposed to be 
between more than one party. The other party here is 
saying, no, there isn't. The foreign minister is quoted as 
saying "We are not aware of this, it's not true." You know 
that there is an agreement between two parties and you were 
commenting, or you're just commenting on the Israeli 
Cabinet's statement that there is one. 


A Again, if you look at the totality of what 
has been said over the last several days, that we would 
anticipate, and certainly hope, that there would be talks 
which would begin promptly. And as I said also, hopefully 
end successfully promptly, and I'm not going to try to 
define the terms that you're raising in terms of agreement 
Or non-agreement. 


Q What is the Administration's position 
regarding the sense of the Senate resolution which has 52 
co-sponsors that, in effect, says that the U.S. won't give 
anymore arms to Jordan unless Jordan joins the Camp David 


process? 


A I was aware of a letter that was being cir- 
culated. I wasn't aware that a resolution had actually 


passed. 


--MORE-- 
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Q It hasn't been passed, but it's being 
circulated. 


A Our feeling is that this issue of arms supply 
to Jordan is one which we have been talking about in a 
variety of ways, but would address specifically when and if 
there is a formal request for specific weapons systems and 
think that it would be most appropriate if the President 
were left the flexibility to deal with this within the con- 
fines or the context of his responsibilities for foreign 


affairs. 


As I say, there has been no formal request, and so 
that's where we are. 


Q Has there been an intergovernmental decision 
made that if Jordan requests the F-20, it will be granted? 
I was told the -- 


A Without leading you one way or the other, I 
wouldn't address the question of whether there had been an 
intra-governmental decision, John. 


Q Can you tell us if you received any infor- 
mation from the Lebanese Government about this agreement, 
from the Embassy or the Government in Beirut? 


A The issue, as I said, has been the question 
of moving ahead, and the prospect for early talks has been 
fully discussed between Ambassadors Habib and Draper and the 
Governments in both Lebanon and Israel. 


Q Do you have any comment on the conference 
committee of the Senate and House yesterday regarding the 
aid to Israel? 


A Regarding the add-ons? 
Q Yes. 
A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Would you say that the U.S. Administration is 
no more angry now with Israel? 


A Is no more angry -- 


Q Yes. After the Cabinet decision? 


A I don't think we ever said that we were 
angry. I don't think that's how I've addressed things from 
"2a - here or others have addressed it particularly. 


f That's not the issue. The issue is to move ahead 
‘ constructively, and I think that's what we certainly hope we 
; will see in the next several days. 
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Q Do you have an agenda for the talks here? 
A King Hussein's talks? 
Q Yes. 


A Again, I have to refer you back to the 
briefing which was given on the talks at the White House on 
Friday. I really don't want to go over that ground again. 
I think probably you could have made available to you a 
transcript to see what was said about it. 


Q I haven't seen it, but I was just asking. Do 
you know whether it addresses the question of what the U.S. 
would consider most important as the lead agenda item? 


A I don't know whether it does or not. It's quite 
obvious that the peace process is a central item for 
discussions with the King as well as other Middle Eastern 
regional issues and bilateral questions. 
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Q Does it make it easier to follow that up for 
the U.S. to make progress in the talks with King Hussein on 
the peace process now that the Israeli Cabinet seems to have 
approved some kind of an agreement with Lebanon -- a 
withdrawal schedule? 


A As we've indicated before, we're moving ahead 
on separate tracks, but they're not unrelated. That is, 
moving ahead with Lebanon, on the one hand, and with the 
overall Middle East peace process on the other. 


But it's also quite clear that if there is 
progress in one area, it would have a positive effect on **. 
other. I don't want to try to gauge that in some specifi: 
terms. 


Q Do you know if King Hussein -- it lists a 
meeting, I think on Wednesday, a quite unusual meeting of 
the King with the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 
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Could you tell us anything about the purpose of 
this meeting? 


4 I can't. I would refer you to the Pentagon. 
I don't know anything about that. 


Q Would you care to comment on reports of a 
shooting of a young Palestinian in the West Bank? There 
were reports of a Palestinian student shot to death. 


A Again, I've only seen press reports. I don't 
know anything about the details of it. I therefore couldn't 


comment on it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements in 


the Italian Paliament today by the Government Ministers, 
directly accusing Bulgaria of involvement in the assassina- 


tion attempt on the Pope and other matters? 


A On the Pope and other matters. I'm not aware 
of the extent of the comments that may have been made. 


As we've indicated before, this is an issue which 
is under investigation by Italian authorities, and I think 
by authorities of other countries as well. 


We have offered our full cooperation to those who 


are investigating the assassination attempt against the 
Pope, but until there is some conclusion to the judicial 
investigations, we feel it would be inappropriate to comment 


on those investigations. 


Q Are we actually helping in the investigation? 
Do you know? Has that request been acted on? 


A I don't know whether there has actually been 
a request. 


Q We did offer to help. 


A We did offer, but I don't know whether 
there's been a response on that. 


Q Can you take the question as to whether our 
request has been acted on? 


A Let me look into it. 
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Q As a result of this announcement, are you now _ 
optimistic or satisfied by the Israeli Cabinet announcement 
that some movement will happen as a result of this move? 


A I don't think I could make a judgment about 
that. We certainly hope that there will be rapid movement 
forward in the discussions towards the goals that we've 
talked about. 


Q I want to follow on this. Do you know 
something that we didn't know. The Lebanese Government 
says something that there is no agreement, and you are -- 


A Look, you have to go to the Lebanese 
Government and ask them. My sense of what they're saying is 
not that they're disagreeing that talks will take place in 
the very near future. My sense is that they're saying that 
they do expect and hope that talks will take place in the 
very near future. 


So I'm not going to get into a definition of the 
question of agreement or non-agreement; all I'm going to 
tell you is that that's where I think everybody is headed, 
and we welcome that as a positive step and look to those 
talks. 


Q Alan, is the U.S. still determined to be a 
third active partner in the negotiations that might go on? 


A We expect to be there, and I think both the 
Lebanese and Israelis have indicated in the last couple of 
days they also expect that we would participate. 


Q Do you know at what level and who might 
participate in it? Would it be Morris Draper or Habib? 


A I don't have anything for you today on that. 


Q Does the U.S. Government have evidence that 
the Government of India was planning a pre-emptive strike 
against Pakistani nuclear installations? 


A As you know, we don't comment on stories 
based supposedly on intelligence information, which that 
story was. But I would note that India and Pakistan have 
engaged this year in detailed bilateral talks on a number of 
issues, including a proposed no-war pact and a treaty of 
peace and friendship. 
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As we've said on other occasions, we support these 
negotiations and hope that India and Pakistan can continue 
to develop mutually beneficial ties. 


We've been struck in discussions with India and 
Pakistan, most recently during President Zia's visit here, 
by the strong interests of both parties in improving 
relations. 


Q So in other words, you're saying that these 
indications of political normalization are at odds with the 
press report that India might have been planning some sort 
of pre-emptive strike? 


A I'm going to have to let you draw conclusions 
from that. I have to stick with what I said. 


Q Any comment on reports that North Korea is a 
major arms supplier of Iran in this war with Iraq? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the demise of 
Radio Marti? 


A I'm not sure it's quite dead, so I'm not sure 
that “demise” is the right word. 


The Administration's position and strong views 
about Radio Marti are all on the record, and I would leave 
it at that. 


Q Is there a new date in the minds of the U.S. 
officials regarding the withdrawal of the foreign troops 
from Lebanon? 


A As soon as possible, but, no, not a specific 
date. 


Q Britain said that it will send 100 troops to 
the MNF. Where does the U.S. stand on its consideration of 
expanding the Marines? 


A As we have indicated before, we have the 
request from President Gemayel which we are giving serious 
consideration. 
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We would expect, however, that any increase would 
aa occur only within the context of an agreement on withdrawal 
of foreign forces from Lebanon. 


So that's where we are on that particular one. 


Q Do you have any response to the British 
announcement? I think it's 150 troops. 
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A 150? 
Q That's what I was -- the BBC said. 


A I haven't seen a specific text of what was 
announced. President Gemayel has requested MNF troops from 
a number of countries, and we certainly would welcome the 
addition of British troops to the multinational force. 


But on specifics, I do have to refer you to the 
British. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction today to the 
new laws passed over the weekend in Poland? 


A We have noted that the Polish Parliament 
voted to suspend martial law effective January 1. The 
United States has long advocated the lifting of martial law, 
and we shall follow closely the practical implications of 
the Polish move, paying particular attention to the antici- 
pated release of all detainees. 
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The United States looks forward to the full 
restoration of human rights of the Polish people and will 
study carefully the consequences of each step taken by the 
Polish Government, and, together with our allies, determine 


whatever course is appropriate. 
Q Copy of that, please? 
A Fine. 


Q Can I follow that? I understand that Amnesty 
International last Thursday, I believe -- Thursday or Friday 
-- reported that there were a larger -- 


0 Let's go back to your statement, please. 


A Excuse me. I've got a -- 
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Q Is it on the statement? 


Q I'm following up, please. There were a 
larger number of both imprisoned and detainees in Poland 
than had original been thought. I think they said that 
maybe as many as four or five thousand. 


Do you have any confirmation of that? 
A I don't have numbers. 

Q You don't have any numbers? 

A I don't have numbers. 


Q What do you mean by "full restoration of 
rights of the Polish people"? 


A I think I'll stick with my statement. We've 
addressed the subject before, and I'm not going to try to 
explain it. 


Q We haven't addressed that subject before. We 
were addressing the democracy before -- 


A Fine. I'm going to stick with the 
statements. 





Q Does that mean status quo ante? 

A I'm not going to try to define it. 

Q In other words, full rights under Communism? 
A Have I got any other questions? 


ed ~—-— 


Q There's a report -- I think it's in the Miami 
paper -- saying that the Embassy in Honduras has become a 
training base for Nicaraguan counter-insurgency, or 
something to that effect. 


Do you have anything on that, please? 


A No. I think I wouldn't address that from 
here. I think that's a question that should be addressed to 
the Government of Honduras. 
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Q It's your Embassy in Honduras. 
A Fine. I have no comment on that. Mike? 
Q 


Just for housekeeping only. What are the 
Secretary's plans for the holiday weekend? 


A Why don't we discuss that after the briefing? 
Qo Thank you. 
A All right. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #221 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 21, 1982, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I'm sorry we're 
running a little late this afternoon on logistics. 


There will be a briefing on the Hussein visit and 
his meeting with the President that will take place at the 
White House as soon as their luncheon is over. That would 
be about 1:30. I understand that the President probably 
will make some remarks and King Hussein would make some 
remarks. The background briefing would ~- follow. 


We were hoping that at this session we might have 
had a backgrounder on the Andropov speech, but that hasn't 


proved possible, so that will take place at 2:15 in this 
briefing room. 


That's about all I have for you. 
e) 2:15 on Andropov? 
Ay On Andropov, yes. That's the Andropov statement. 
Q Is that for cameras? 
Ay No. It will be ON BACKGROUND. It may be 
that we will have something for you on the record a little 
later in the day, but we do not have anything on the record 
for you °m the Andropov statement at this time. 
Q You don't have anything now? 
A No. Just studying it. 


Q When you say a statement later in the 
day, are you talking about for cameras or simply -- 


A I'm not quite sure whether we will have 
anything on the record later in the day. We certainly will 
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have a backgrounder which, ON BACKGROUND, will be conducted 


by Assistant Secretaries Burt and Perle at 2:15. END BACKGROUND. 


Q The French and English have gone up front on 
the record. I'd like to put in a request that we do the 
same. A backgrounder, if necessary. 


A Okay. We will let you know what we're going 
to have on the record as soon as we know. 


Is the other briefing on Afghanistan still -- 


Q 
A Yes. Still set. That's tomorrow, though. 
Q Which one? 


A That's a briefing on Afghanistan. I think 
that is 2:30 p.m. ~_ morrow. 


I don't have too much for you. 


re) Well, you've kind of closed some options. 
Do you have anything regarding the Middle East, John, on 
talks between Israel and Lebanon? 


A Ambassador Habib flew back last night. He's 
talked with the Secretary today. He visited with the 
President today. I think he is in the session with King 
Hussein and the President. 


He's briefed the President on the state of play in 
Lebanon. We understand that Lebanon and Israel have reached 
an understanding which is the basis for negotiations. We 


welcome that. 


We believe that the negotiations will begin in the 
next few days. We do not yet know where those negotiations 
will take place, but we expect that once they have begun 
they will not take long to come up with a plan for troop 
withdrawal from Lebanon. We do not expect them to be of 


long duration. 


Q Mr. Habib will be back for those talks? 
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A I wouldn't rule it out. I don't quite know 
what the plan is, but wouldn't rule it out. I would think 
that would be quite likely. 


Q During the entire negotiation between Israel 
and Lebanon in reaching this understanding, was the United 
States informed by either side? 


A The United States has certainly been aware of 
the negotiations that have been going on at various levels 
and in various channels. 


Q Is the answer yes or no? 


A I think the answer is what I said, that the 
United States has certainly been aware of negotiations that 
have been going on at various levels and in various 


channels. 


0 John, when you say that you do not expect the 
direct talks to be of long duration, are you referring to an 
agreement -- only to the agreement to withdraw, or are you 
referring also to the ancillary political agreements that 
the Israelis until recently have insisted be part of a 


package? 


A I think in that sense we were talking about 
the troop withdrawal plan. We do not believe that should 
take long to bring to a conclusion. 


Q Are you implying by that statement then, 
John, that the Syrians and Palestinians are ready to move as 
soon as these negotiations bear fruit? 


A I don't think I want to go beyond where I've 
gone. I think I'm going to leave it at that, but we do not 
see any reason why that plan for withdrawal could not be 


concluded speedily. 


Q John, is your statement that they have 
reached an understanding which is the basis for negotiations 
a reference to the secret negotiations that were conducted? 


A I think you have to look at it in its tota- 
lity. I think talks have been going on through various 
channels at various levels, but I think if you add it all up 
and look at it in its totality, as I say, our understanding 
is that it is a good understanding which is the basis for 


negotiations. 
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Q Are you separating any political accom- 
modation from the troop withdrawal? Do you think that's 


possible? 


A We're not really applying ourselves to that. 
What we're saying is that on the basis of what we know, it 
shouldn't take long. Given the feelings that we understand 
have been expressed by the parties for a troop withdrawal 
plan, it could be worked out fairly swiftly. I think it's 
up to the Lebanese and the Israelis to discuss any further 


items that might be on the agenda. 


Q This is what they're going to discuss. You 
seem to be isolating the troop withdrawal from the con- 
sistent reports from Israel that they want a political 
dimension worked into this thing. 


A No. I'm not separating them. I'm just 
saying that in this one area, the troop withdrawal plan, 
we're hopeful and expectant that that could be arranged 


swiftly. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q How about implementation of that troop 
withdrawal plan? Does that require an agreement on the 
political dimension in the relations with Israel? 


A : I think you're jumping ahead of the game. We 
haven't sat_down yet and started those negotiations. 


Q To phrase it another way, you expressed con- 
fidence that it won't take long for a plan for withdrawal to 
be decided upon, but are you equally confident with respect to 
the implementation of such a withdrawal? 


A We've been hopeful and confident all along 
and continue to be hopeful and confident, but I can't pre- 
dict what is going to happen in those negotiations. We're 
hopeful and expectant, but I think we cannot -- 


Q You're specifically hopeful and expectant 
with respect that a plan will be agreed to despite the fact 
that the negotiations haven't happened. Why, on the basis 
of that hope and expectation, would you not be equally hope- 
ful and expectant with respect to an implementation of a 
withdrawal? 


A I don't want to mislead you. I'm not 
suggesting that we're not. All I'm suggesting is that they 
haven't sat down yet. We have to wait and see what emerges 
when they do sit down, but on the basis of what we know now 
we would expect that those negotiations can go forward 


speedily. 


Q Again, does that include implementation? 
A I think we're going to have to wait and see. 
Q I don't know how you separate it. I don't 


understand how you can decide that you can speedily reach a 
decision to bring about a plan and then have no reaction on 


whether you expect the plan will be implemented. 


A I think you can work out a plan for a troop 
withdrawal, but I think surely the question of which troops 
leave when and where they go is a second phase and I'm not 
suggesting we're at that yet. I don't know what the dates are. 
If the parties haven't met yet, it's difficult to come up 


with dates. 


Q I understand you're not going to give a reac- 
tion yet on the Andropov speech. But can you give us any 
details? Has the Secretary of State had any meetings about 
this this morning; has he talked to the President; will 


there be some meetings? 
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A He has met with the President but, of course, 
he has been talking about the Middle East. I do not know 
whether this has been raised. Certainly the Secretary has 
met with the President, but I'm not aware that he has talked 
with the President about this. I do not think he's had any 
meetings on this. 


Q You wouldn't know if he's talked to Mr. 
Weinberger, for example? 


A It's possible that he has, but I don't know 
that he has. 


Q What can you tell us about the meeting 
yesterday between the Secretary and King Hussein lasting for 
two hours? 


A Not very much. I think King Hussein had some 
remarks when he came out of that meeting. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the news con- 
ference held by Babrak Karmal yesterday in Moscow? 


A This is the charge that outside interference 
is responsible for the warfare in Afghanistan; that one? 


A Yes, plus whatever else you have. 


e) The world has frequently heard this same line 
from Karmal. The agony in Afghanistan continues because the 
Afghan people do not accept the regime installed and main- 
tained by an outside military force. 


The United States position is clear. There should 
be a negotiated settlement providing for Soviet troop 
withdrawal and Afghanistan's return to an independent, non- 
aligned status free from outside interference. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A Sure. 


Q Do you have anything at all on reports that 
some East European countries had put troops into Afghanistan 
along with the Soviets? 


A I think we had some guidance on that yester- 
day, and I will just refer you to the Press Office for that. 


Q How about the expulsion of the South African 
diplomat that was in the Post today? 
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A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the removal, 
voluntary or otherwise, of Nicaragua's ambassador to the 
United States? 


A No. I think his words speak for themselves. 
On what he has said, I think, is quite clear. 


Q There was a New York Times article on Sunday 
which quoted Secretary Shultz addressing American reporters 
Friday somewhere on expressing some dissatisfaction with IMF 
austerity policy, and saying something about making 1983 a 
year of growth and forgetting so much about credit and 
austerity. The quotes were rather fragmentary. My 
question is, has the Secretary reversed his policy of sup- 
port for IMF austerity policies? 





A We can make a transcript of that available to 
you. That was on the record. We'll be glad to make a 
transcript available to you. 


Q As far as I know, it's not yet available. 
A We can produce that for you. 


0 You say that the Nicaraguan Ambassador's words 
speak for themselves. Are you able to give an assessment 
that the American policy is wrong for Nicaragua? 


A I think we've made our position on Nicaragua 
clear many times in the past. We would stand by the kind of 
statements we have made as to what we see happening there. 


Q Do you have any comment on the explosion of 
the nuclear plant in South Africa? 


A No. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #222 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 22, 1982, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHRWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announ- 
cements. 


First, a reminder, there will be a briefing today. 
It's going to be ON THE RECORD, before cameras if you would 
like, at 2:30 p.m. here in the Briefing Room on Afghanistan. 
State Department or White House credentials are required to 
attend. For your information, I believe there will be an 
opening statement by Under Secretary Eagleburger. 


Second, an announcement regarding travel by the 
Secretary. Secretary Shultz will visit East Asia early next 
year to meet with leaders of Japan, China and Korea. He 
will be in Japan from January 30 to Februrary 2; in China, 
from February 2 to 6; and in Korea, from February 6 to 8. 
This will be the Secretary's first visit to East Asia since 
assuming office. 


The United States highly values its good relations 
with these three important countries. The Secretary's 
objective during the trip is to become personally acquainted 
with the leaders of these countries and to conduct with them 
a positive dialogue on a wide range of bilateral and inter- 
national issues. He will expect during these discussions to 
re-enforce those perceptions and interests which we hold in 
common, and to work together in a constructive spirit toward 
reducing those differences that are inevitable in any 
relationship. 


Q Copy of that please? 


A Copies are available. I don't have at the 
moment an announcement on a sign-up list, but there will 
obviously be a sign-up list posted at some point. I'll try 
and let you know when that's done. 


¢) Is there a departure date, Alan? 


A Informally,.I would have to tell you that I 
think the departure date would be the 29th, but I don't have 
an exact date to give you at this point. 
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Q No rest stops in Hong Kong? 


A This is what I have for you as an itinerary 
at this point. 


Q Returning? 


A He will be in Korea from February 6 to 8. I 
don't know when that brings him back precisely. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q There are reports that Foreign Minister 
Shamir may come here tomorrow. Have you heard anything? 


A No. 


Q Do you have an assessment of how the talks 
have gone with the King other than what was announced 
yesterday? 


A I really don't. As you know, there are con- 
versations continuing. I believe that King Hussein met, or 
was to meet today with the Joint Chiefs and members of his 
delegation are holding follow-up meetings with members of 
the State Department. The Secretary is hosting those 
sessions although, and this was indicated yesterday, he's 
not in the chair the entire time. Ambassador Habib would be 
chairing most of the time for the U.S. I don't have a 
readout to give you. The talks are constructive and are 


continuing. 


Q Can you tell us what's on the agenda for some 
of those sessions today? 


A I don't have any details. It is a question of 
Clarifying and explaining the views of both sides -- the 
President's proposals and any questions and views the 
Jordanians may have, and so on. I think that was covered at 


tue briefing. 


Q I didn't really hear the whole question, so I 
may be repeating. Was the question, when will he meet with 
the President again? 


nN No, I don't have details on that. I think I 
would ask you to go to the White House. It was indicated, I 
believe, he would be meeting tomorrow. I think that was 
indicated yesterday, but I don't have a specific time. 


Q Just to check. Since yesterday, have you 
received the Jordanian request for arms? 
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A No. There's no formal request for arms. 


Q Just to clarify, you are using the same form 


A Using the same place -- 


Q Yes, all along, but “formal request” as 
contrary to “unformal request?" Where does it stand? 


A What's been indicated is that over time 
there have been various discussions about Jordan's defense 
needs, but there has been no formal request submitted for 
arms. We would consider the request when we get it. I refer 
you back to what we said. There's no change in status is 
what I'm saying to you. I think that's what you're asking, 
is there a change in status, and I'm saying to you, no, 
there is no change in status. 


Q Can we follow that? Would it be possible to 
ask whether we can ask that same question following the 
meeting with the NSC today? 


A What meeting? 

Q I'm sorry, the JSC. 

A The JCS? 

Q The JCS; whatever. (Laughter. ) 


A . Do you know which organization you're after 
here, Ralph? 


Q The question I want to ask is, will the State 
Department take the question prospectively, so that the same 
answer can be given by the end of the day? 


A No. I would address it at an appropriate 
occasion. We can talk about it afterwards. 


*) Was there any offer from the United States 
for arms to Jordan, because they're talking about some 
F-20s, or something like that? 


A The F-20 is the FSG. Again, the issue of 
Jordan's arms needs has been discussed over time, but there 
is no formal request. We would consider the request when 
and if we get it, but I'm not prepared to take it beyond 
that. There's been no request for the various systems that 
have been discussed here, including that -- 
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Q By the United States? 


A Again, we would consider it when it is 
requested. There's not been a request. 


Q A housekeeping thing, Alan. Could we get an 
advisory when the Jordanians come to the building for such 
discussions. We didn't know about it this morning. Could 
we get an advisory when you think that meeting may break up, 
and when they might leave. 


A There is no way of giving you advisories on 
that. They are not scheduled in some formal fashion. As I 
understood it, they were meeting now, essentially. When and 
if they might meet again is going to be up to the par- 
ticipants to decide. I don't think there is going to be a 
firm schedule, and I don't see a way we can particularly try 
to service that. I understand the legitimacy of your 
interest in knowing when it's going to happen but the fact 
is that they're not always scheduled. Meetings of this sort 
are not always scheduled in some way that we can give you 
advance notice. 


Q Could they not be there even if you don't 
have an exact time? There's no reference whatsoever to 


that. 


os I will check. I'm not sure that there is 
going to be a great interest, given the nature of these two, 
in trying to formalize it in a way that would allow us to 


announce a schedule. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Is there some announcement due from here as 
to the time and place the Lebanese withdrawal talks will 
begin? Some formal annovncement? 


A I don't think the announcement would come 
from here. I think that once we have a time and place and 
it's been agreed and worked out and announced, that we would 


confirm it. 


We're involved in discussions. These mainly are 
issues between the Lebanese and the Israelis, but we're par- 
ticipating in that. I think once it's set, we can probably 
confirm it, but I don't think we would make the initial 


announcement. 


0 Do you have today any more information about 
the agreements or understandings that were reached between 
Israel and Lebanon? 


A No. I don't have anything further on that. 


@) Alan, I understand there's going to be a 
meeting of Arab leaders, the Arab Peace Committee or 
something, in Morocco in a few days. 


Do we know whether King Hussein is going from here 
to there, or is going at all? 


fy I don't know, and I'm afraid I'd have to 
refer you to the Jordanians for that. 


e) There were reports, as you must have seen 
this morning, of some difficulties, some points of conten- 
tion, between the parties and therefore the need to meet and 


solve -- 


A I'm sorry. Which parties are we talking 
about? 


1) The Jordanian and the American. Are these 
things correct? Can you shed some light on this? 


A No. Again, I would say that the essence of 
what is being done in these conversations is to proceed to 
Clarify, where clarification is necessary, and to explain 
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again the President's proposals, the Jordanian ideas about 
Middle East peace, and so on. 


But I'm not going to get into the substance of 
conversations, obviously. I think that the President and 
the King addressed themselves to how they viewed their talks 
when they came out, and there was a briefing on this. 


I really don't have anything new, but I believe 
that those talks that are going on today -- and I think 
there were even some yesterday -~- are all in the context of 
what I‘ve just given you, and it was explained at the time 
that that would be - 


Q I think he's referring to a Jack Anderson 
column about Hussein writing letters to President Reagan -- 
long-winded, rather insulting letters. 


Do you have anything about that? 


Q No. As I recall the Anderson column, that 
wasn't quite what it said. I don't think it talked about 
writing to President Reagan; it talked about some other 
alleged letters. But, in any case, I don't have anything on 
it. 


Q Do you have any information on whether Zia 
ul-Hag has returned to Washington? If so, is he meeting 
with Administration officials? 


rs I understood a few days ago -- and I 
don't know what the current status is -- that he had come 
for a routine medical checkup, and that the Pakistan Embassy 
had made that known, but that he was in Washington for that 


purpose. 


Q Is he here now? 
A I don't know. 


Q Do you have anything about the Libyan office 
that was attacked out in Virginia? 


A Yes. I do have something on that. 


Q The question again, please? 


A The question is regarding an incident at the 
Libyan offices in McLean. We understand that at about 8:15 
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this morning, approximately a half dozen persons seized the 
offices of a corporation affiliated with the Libyan 
Government. 


The corporation, which is located in McLean, 
Virginia, is called the People's Committee for Students of 
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Incorporated, and was incorporated 
under Virginia State Law in mid-1981l. 


For specifics of the incident I'm going to have to 
refer you to the Fairfax County Police. 


Regarding the work of this corporation, I would 
refer you to its offices, but I understand that it was 
incorporated by Mr. Richard Shadyac, who represents Libya in 
legal matters in the United States. 


Q What involvement does the State Department 
have in this? 


a It's a private corporation, and the police 
are in charge of it. 


Q Do you know if it's over at this point, or is 
it still going on? 


fy I don't know, and I again have to refer you 
to the police. 


Q Will Ambassador Habib be going back to the 
Middle East following King Hussein's discussions here in 
Washington? 


ix At this point I don't have an onward schedule 
for him. I wouldn't rule that out, but I just don't have 
anything. 


¢) Is he, while he's here, still involved in the 
exchange of views on the setting up of the talks between 
Lebanon and Israel, or is Draper handling that, or is 
Lebanon and Israel handling that? 


A To the extent of our involvement, it is 
mostly being handled, in terms of actual discussions with 
people about it, by Ambassador Draper in the field. But 
Ambassador Habib is certainly keeping involved in it from 


back here. 
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Q Can I ask whether beyond an exchange of 
views, did the U.S. have any role in the establishment of 
the understanding that John referred to yesterday? 


A I'm not sure I know what you're referring to. 


0 Well, John at the briefing yesterday referred 
to it as an understanding that would lead to talks. 


A I think we addressed this the other day. I 
don't have anything -- 


Q Yes, but you didn't go that far on Monday. 
What I want to know is whether the U.S. had any role in 
reaching that understanding beyond exchanging views? 


A I don't have anything for you on it. 


0 Just on El Salvador, there have been rumors 
of coups attempts and also President Magana asked the 
Cabinet Ministers to submit theic resignations, and members 
Of ARENA Party have not. 


I wonder if you have any comment. 


A No, I don't. I have not heard about the 
coups attempts, and I don't have anything on the other 
question. 


6) On South African matters, do you have 
anything today on the Neil Aggett ruling yesterday, and do 
you have anything to say today on the diplomat who was 
expelled? 


A No on the second, and at the moment, no on 
the first, although it's possible we'll have something 
later, and I'd ask you to check with the Press Office. . 


e) Does the U.S. have any role in providing 
security to former Polish Ambassador to Japan Rurarz? Do 
you know what the answer is? 

A I don't know the answer to that. 


0 Could you -- 


A No. I think that would be getting again into 
his privacy and so on. I don't think I would be -- 
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te) Does the U.S. provide security? That would 
be -- 


A I don't have anything. I'm not going to get 
into the question of security that may or may not provided. 
I don't know, but I don't think it's a question that I would 


re) If the U.S. is spending money on security for 
that, wouldn't that be a legitimate avenue of inquiry? 


A It depends on what his status is and so on, 
and I don't know. He's available to various people, and I 
Suppose you could put the question to him. 


e) Thank you. 


A Okay. You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:24 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #223 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 23, 1982, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. 


First, with regard to Congressional action on the 
International Coffee and Sugar Agreements: The Department 
notes with satisfaction that Congress has approved legisla- 
tion HR 4566, authorizing the continued implementation by 
the United States of the International Coffee Agreement and 
the International Sugar Agreement. 


We believe that these agreements are dealing posi- 
tively with international commodity problems on a multila- 
teral basis. 


Q What bill was that? 
A HR 4566. 


Second, with regard to the helicopter crash that 
took place in Nicaragua a couple of weeks ago: Beginning on 
December 10 we were asked a number of questions relating to 
a tragic helicopter crash in Nicaragua in which 75 children 


were killed. 


Specifically we were asked about allegations that 
the crash resulted from attacks by rightist rebels and 
charges that the U.S. was in some way involved. We stated 
categorically at the time that charges of direct or indirect 
U.S. involvement were absurd. 


Through our Embassy in Managua, we have now a 
declaration of the Misurasata Elders Council of the 
Miskito, Suma and Rama Indians in Nicaragua. It details 
their assessment of the tragedy. 


Copies of that statement or declaration are 
available in the Press Office for your information. 


That's all in the way of announcements. One other 
thing -- I guess that the President also indicated just a few 
minutes ago -- for your information, I understand that some 
time around 2:45, 3:00 o'clock there will be coverage of King 
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Hussein's departure from his meeting at the White House. 
The President indicated he, I think, would have a statement 
at that time. I also understand there will be a readout by 
a senior official or a couple of senior officials. That's 
just for your information. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q On housekeeping, Alan, has the Secretary yet 
left for California? 


A No. He has not. He will be at the White 
House for the meeting this afternoon, and then he will go. 


Q What did these Nicaraguan Indians have to say 
about this helicopter crash? 


A It's a fairly long statement. I would have 
to refer you to it. It's several pages. 


Q This thing is also being distributed in 
Managua, is it? 


A I don't know what the distribution is. I 
honestly do not know. It looks like it was translated here 
from Spanish by Language Services in the Department, so I 
don't know whether it's been sent back in translation. I 
presume it has been distributed in Spanish there. It's not 
a classified piece of paper or anything of that sort. 


Q Is this a study they undertook at their own 
initiative, or was it something that we asked them to look 


into? 


A No, no. I said this was their declaration 
which we have come to have. I don't think there's any -- 


Q Do you know how we came to have it? Did we 
ask for it or -- : 


A No. I don't know the specifics. I don't 
think there's anything terribly mysterious involved here. 


Q Alan, does this statement represent U.S. 
policy position? 


A No. This is their position, and it was 
deemed possibly to be of interest, and that's why we're 
making it available. 
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Q Do you have anything on the release of the 
Polish prisoners and their announcement that seven are to be 
tried? 


A We welcome the release of the detainees. 
Most of these people have been confined for more than a 
year, and we're pleased that they will be restored to their 
families in time for Christmas. 


At the same time we are concerned that criminal 
charges have apparently been brought against seven of the 
Solidarity leaders whose only transgressions, as far as we 
are aware, were serving as effective leaders of the free 
trade union movement. 


Bringing charges against these men detracts from 
the otherwise positive step of releasing the detainees. 
We are also mindful that there are many thousands of persons 
arrested for martia. law violations still in Polish prisons 
as Christmas approaches. We look forward to their early 
release. 


Q Alan, in the closure of those detention cen- 
ters, does that in any way satisfy any of the U.S. demands 
Or requirements as far as easing some of the U.S. sanctions? 


A I don't have that sort of a judgment of what 
specific impact this may have. As I say, we're pleased 
that this is happening, but I don't have that kind of a 
cause and effect judgment to give you. 


0 You were talking about the number who were 
still being held. Are you saying that more than the seven 
have been put into regular prisons? 


A No. 

Q They seem to imply that -- 

A No, but there are several thousand who were 
arrested and charyed under the martial law provisions. 
Those who are being released were the detainees as opposed 
to the charged prisoners. P 


0 Anything on the Post story about Libyan plane 
sales, etc? 


A I have a lot of words, but I'm not sure how 
much substance I have to give you. The fact is that 
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there's a great deal of confidentiality involved in commer- 
cial sales and also it's largely a Commerce Department 
matter. Let me just tell you our policy which is that prior 
to March 12, 1982, anti-terrorism export controls and 
controls on the sales of aircraft and off-highway vehicles 
were applicable to Libya. 


Then on March 12, 1982, the President directed 
that additional measures be taken to restrict a U.S. contri- 
bution to and thereby to limit Libya's capacity to engage in 
activities detrimental to U.S. foreign policy. 


Those foreign policy export controls for Libya are 
set forth in Section 385.7 of the Export Administration 
regulations. 


As far as the specific sale is concerned, or 
application for export license, the confidentiality .provi- 
sions of the Export Administration Act, Section 12(c), 
preclude us from commenting on the status of export license 


applications. 
Q How about now? 


A I was just going to say, if you have any 
questions about an application which Boeing or any other 
company Or person might have made, you should pose your 
questions directly to then. . 


Q Well, forgetting confidéntiality, would a 
sale -- 


(Laughter) 
A Forgetting confidentiality? 


Q Would a sale to Libya violate the principles 
that have been set forth by the Administration? 


A An application for license would be reviewed 
by the Administration in light of current policy. I don't 
think I could take it beyond that. 


Q Can you say whether jet aircraft can be sold 
to Libya at this time? Is that not a violation of policy? 


Mm The requirement is that there be an export 
license obtained and that the President, as I indicated 
before, directed that measures be taken to restrict the U.S. 


contribution and thereby to limit the Libya's capacity to 
engage in activities detrimental to U.S. foreign policy. 


: Other than saying, as I said before, that every 
-_ export license that is submitted is. reviewed carefully on 
the basis of the facts, and obviously the facts include our 
policy and regulations that apply, I can't comment on the 
content of a hypothetical application because of confiden- 
tiality. 


Q But is there an application? Can you tell us 
that? 


A No. I cannot address that. Again, the con- 
fidentiality provisions preclude discussion of whether there 
is an application. You will have to go to the company and 
ask then. 


Q In some cases you've been able to tell us 
that certain things are prohibited to certain countries at 
certain times. 


aN I'm telling you what the rules are with 
regard to this, and that's, I think, the best I can do. I 
don't think I can make a judgment on how those rules will be 
applied, which is something that if there were an applica- 
tion the government, in an interagency process -- in this 
case largely Commerce Department -- would have to decide. 
You're asking me to make a judgment that somebody else has 
authority to rule on, and I'm not going to do it. 
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Q How do you characterize the relations between 
the U.S. and Libya at this stage? 


A I don't have a characterization to offer you. 


Q Alan, in the past, you -- using the pronoun 
in the generic sense, that is, other people standing behind 
that podium -- have been able to tell us that proposed sales 
of wide-body jets to Libya are being held up for security 
reasons. 


A If, in fact, there is a decision made, I 
don't know whether we would be able to comment on it even at 
that point -- 


Q You have in the past. 
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A In terms of civilian aircraft? 
Q Yes. 


A I am going to refer you to Commerce. If 
there were an application made, it would be made to then, 
and I don't have anything to go beyond what I've just said. 


Q Can we get a copy of that first statement you 
had on it? 


A Yes. 


Q You say there's an interagency assessent 
made on this? 


A No. Not formal. It is the Commerce 
Department that would be -- and clearly they would need to 
consult anybody who would come into the -- 


Q What would be the State Department recommen- 
dation? Putting aside a specific request, simply on a sale 
of such aircraft to Libya, the State Department has no 
position? 


A I don't have anything to give to you here, 
and it would be inappropriate, I think, to -- again if you're 
talking about cases, if there is one pending, for example, 
which the paper seemed to suggest what the Department of 
State might recommend or discuss, I - 


Q Could you translate some of that official 
language on Libya into a statement of policy that we can 
understand? 


A I think if you look at the words, it is 
fairly straightforward. I'll give you a copy of the state- 
ment, and also I'd be happy to make available that section 
that I referred to, 385.7 of the Export Administration 
regulations, which applies specifically to Libya. 


Q Well, if it is straightfoward, how come we're 
having a problem, and you're having a problem? 


A I think because what you're trying to get me 
to do is to say we will or won't do something, when it isn't 
up to me to make that determination. 
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Q I'm not asking it to be up to you. I'm 
asking you to interpret what this statement, the law says on 
that. 


A The statement says -- 


0 Isn't there an automatic absolute no on such 
sales to Libya? 


A Do you want me to read what the provision 
says? It's a fairly long provision. I mean, it seems to me 
you'd better off not taking time here, but it talks about 
the requirement for a validated licen’ and it does provide 
some guidance. 


I think you will find, when you look at this, it 
will be helpful. It talks about licenses that generally 
will be denied for certain kinds of equipment, and so on and 
so forth. I think that the regulations will help you 
understand the general approach of the Administration to 
applications of this sort. I would ask you to turn to it. 


re) Yes. But if it helps us, perhaps it might 
even help you. 


A Do you want me to read it to you? 


-- MORE -- 
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Q But I'm asking you, can you not extrapolate 
from what you have in front of you into a simple policy 
statement? 


A I*ve given you as simple a policy statement as 
we can on it. 


8) Alan, are aircraft among that list of equip- 
ment that you say are denoted in the regulation? 


A Yes, a valid license is required for foreign 
policy purposes for re-export to Libya of any aircraft, 
including helicopters, and any parts and accessories 
controlled under -- and then there are a bunch of numbers. 


If you want, I'll read that paragraph. Anyway, 
the answer is yes. 


Q Yes, a license is required? 


A That's right. The requirements apply to 
aircraft. Let me go on. This should be helpful. 


"Applications for validated licenses will generally 
be approved on a case-by-case basis for aircraft unlikely to 
be diverted to military use because they are destined to a 
priority civil use. Applications will generally be denied 
for exports that would constitute a high risk of increasing 
Libyan capabilities to carry military cargo or troops or to 
conduct military reconnaissance or observation missions. 


So it depends on what is being applied for and 
what is in the application, if there is one. 


Q Can you talk a little bit about -- a few 
months back, when Libya was more in the news, you were 
saying quite strongly it was supporting terrorism world- 
wide, there was a hit team that was dispatched to the U.S., 
all this kind of business; has that changed at all? Is 
Libya still purusing these things? 


nN I don't have any changes to offer you in 
terms of that. In terms of the specifics of whether there 
are hit teams out at this moment and all the rest of that, 
I'm not going to get into that question. But our general 
approach to Libya -- the concerns that were articulated in 
March at the time that the regulations were changed and so 
on -- has not changed. 


8) Are you aware of recent reports that the 
Committee of One Hundred has just negotiated the release of 
a couple dozen prisoners from Cuba, and that Costa Rica has 


=< offered to take them in? 

A No, I'm not aware of that. 
n Q You have no comment on that? 
o 


a I'm not aware of the story, so I certainly 
don't have a comment on it. 


Q To go back to the Libyan-related subject. 
Yesterday, you had some guidance on that takeover in 
Virginia of the Libyan office there. Do you have any 
guidance on that today? 


A No, I don't have anything further for you on 
that today. 


Let me just double-check. Again, it's up to the 
law enforcement authorities. 


Q Regarding Lebanon, have you heard today any 
new information regarding the time and the place of the 
talks between Israel and Lebanon? 


fh Yes, to the extent that we understand that 
the governments of Lebanon and Israel have agreed to begin 
direct taikxs in Khaldeh and Qiryat Shimona. But we have no 
confirmation that a date has been set. 
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Q A follow-up to that. Do you have any comment 
| on an official announcement that came from Jerusalem saying 
‘that the negotiations are going to be on normalization, 

security arrangments and the withdrawal of all the foreign 
forces? 


By No. I think that we've addressed that here 
before. I don't quarrel with the characterization of it, 
but that's up to them, the two parties there, to be 
announcing in whatever terms they want to. But I don't 
guibble with that. I think you might want to be careful 
about how you interpret all of that and might wait and see 
whether you get amplification from those two governments as to 
what they mean and maybe the results of the talks. 


) Have Israel or Lebanon approached you 
regarding the question of the agenda of the talks? 


a We have had discussions, certainly, with both 
Lebanon and Israel regarding the talks. 
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Q How would you define the agenda of the ta’ *s? 


A I wouldn't try to define the agenda of the 
talks. You're asking me, again, to go back and answer your 
other question in a more specific way, and I'm not going to 
try to do that. 


Q Are you aware of any attempts by the Libyan 
Government to improve relations with the United States? 


A The Libyan Government? 
0 Yes. 


A I don't have anything here to give you. I am 
personally not aware particularly of strong efforts to do 
that. I don't have any comment to offer you. Basically, in 
an official position, théet's what I would offer you. I 
don't have anything for you. 


Q Do you have anything on the expansion of the 
Multinational Force? Has there been any movement on this 
since the talks? It seems to be moving faster. 


as We had something the other day on a report of 
a British announcement, saying that we certainly would 
welcome British participation. We referred to them in terms 
of specifics, but the answer in terms of whether we are 
anywhere in terms of our decisions, and so forth, the answer 
is, no, we would still need to see where we were on an 
agreement for withdrawal of forces. 


Q What about the participation of the 
Portuguese and the Belgians? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


0 Do you have any comment on that bombing in 
Australia at the Israeli Embassy or Consulate? 


A Other than to condemn that as an act of 
apparent terrorism, no, I don't. I don't have specifics on 
it. 

Kim Dae Jung arrival time? 


0 
A No, I don't. 
0 


Anything on that? 


a I have something that's really a day old. As 
far as arrival time and all of that, it wouldn't be for us 
to provide it in any case. It would have to come from him 
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or his family. 


They were issued visas in Seoul on December 22. 
I've seen press reports that they've left Korea. I don't 
know from personal knowledge that they have. I don't 
question it, but I just don't know. 


Q Are there any limitations on the visa? 


a No, there are no special restrictions on the visa. 
He received a B-2, multiple entry, 60-month, medical treatment 
visa. Mrs. Kim and their two sons also have received B-2, . 
multiple entry, 60-month visas. ' 


0 Talking about visas, do you have any guidance 
regarding the way Mr. Khalid al-Hassan from the PLO got to 
Washington? What passport is he carrying, and kind of a 
visa? 


My I've seen and heard reports about his being 
here, but I don't know anything about it. I could only 
reiterate that our policy on dealing with the PLO is well 
known. If he is here, no Administration officials would be 
dealing with him. 


I don't have specific information for you. 


) Back to Kim Dae Jung, you said that you heard 
the report from Seoul that they left. 


yy Press report. 
0 Which airline? (Laughter.) 
nM I don't know. 


I need your help here. You didn't make any 
decision on increasing the number of the Marines in Lebanon? 


A That's right. 


0 How come the British announced that they want 
to send Marines and the French also announced formally that 
they want to increase the number of the troops. Why don't ° 
they coordinate and wait like the U.S. position? 


A I suppose you could ask them why they 


announced what they announced. I'm not aware the French 
have quite announced that. I think they've indicated a -- 


@) No, the French -- 


A I thought they indicated a willingness to -- 
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Q No, the Foreign Minister of Lebanon said that 
they formally told him. 


A They formally told hin. 


Q Yes. What I'm trying to understand is that 
since you coordinate with the French and the Italians on the 
MNF, why don't they wait and make one decision? 


A I'm not aware that they've announced it them- 
selves. You're saying that they told the Lebanese Foreign 
Minister and that he made it known to the press. I just 
don't have any comment particularly on that. 





0 Do you have any more information on the con- 
tacts between the State Department and the Foreign Ministry 
in Egypt concerning the Central Command and concerning the 
joint maneuvers for next year? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. I'd go 
back to the previous question and simply note on the MNF and 
coordination with France and Italy and others that there 
certainly is coordination. I don't think there is a par- 
ticular problem there. 


I don't have an answer to your question. 


Q Can I g@ back to Poland for just a minute? 
Has there been any change in the U.S. position that if the 
Poles take these various steps that were outlined at the 
very beginning, that the U.S. will ease some of its restrictions? 


A There's no change. The most authoritative 
statement would be what the President said on Human Rights 
Day, and I would refer you to his remarks on that occasion. 


Q Is there a continuing review of what's hap- 
pening there? 


4 Yes, people are looking at it. We also 
made clear that we would want to see, in assessment together 
with our allies, precisely what is happening, what's the ’ 


impact on the ground, what's happening, and this situation 
is still playing itself out. Suspension of nartial law, for 
example, isn't supposed to take place until, ! guess, the 
31st. 


Q You're going to wait until after that takes 
place before you really -- 


A I would not anticipate some sort of major 
decisions in the next of days; no. 
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0 Is Mr. Eagleburger meeting with the Polish 
Charge’ this afternoon tied in with that at all? 


: A I wasn't aware. I didn't see his schedule 
that he's meeting with him. I don't know. 


e) On Libya again. You are not prepared at this 
point to say no on the possibility of sale of the planes to 
Libya notwithstanding the terrorist record of Libya? 


A All I can do is refer you to the regulations 
and the laws that apply. Then, the authorities who apply 
those laws and regulations have to take their decisions on 
them. I can't go beyond that. 


Q And you cannot tell us what the State 
Department contribution to the interagency assessment would 
be? 


A No. I wouldn't do that in any case. 


0 The Guatemalan Government has requested 
relief aid for refugees to help house refugees that have 
been dislocated because of the fighting. Press reports 
indicated that the Administration isn't going to provide 
aid. Do you have any comment on that? 


A We have not refused aid. We are exploring 
ways in which we might be able to help. I gather that the 
case concerns a possible shipment of supplies to a regli- 
gious group which is seeking to ship relief items to 
Guatemala. 


I'm not aware of a request from the Guatemalan 
Government to the U.S. Government about this. There is, 
apparently, some sort of effort by private religious groups, 
and we have discussed various forms of humantarian aid with 
the Guatemalan Government and have provided humantarian aid 
to victims of flooding in that country several months. 
Obviously, we are concerned about the plight of Guatemalans 
who have been displaced by the guerrilla warfare, but we 
have not refused humantarian aid. 


Q Shall I take your answer to my last question 
as meaning that you are not aware of contacts between the 
State Department and the Foreign Ministry of Egypt? 

A I just have nothing for you on it. 

2) Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #224 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 27, 1982, 12:07 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon to the hearty few. I 
have no announcements. I'll be happy to take questions. 


Q Alan, what do we hope to emerge from the 
Israeli-Lebanese talks? 


A As we have indicated several times, what we 
are looking for, in addition to a rapid, successful conclu- 
sion of those talks, are talks which lead to the withdrawal 
of foreign forces, the establishment of Central Lebanese 
Government Authority throughout the sovereign terrority of 
Lebanon, and an arrangement which will assure that there 
will not be further attacks across the border into Israel. 
Those are the principal objectives that we are looking for. 


I indicated last week, in answer to a question 
about the issue of normalization, that I wouldn't quibble 
with the idea that normalization might well be something 
that the Lebanese and Israelis will be discussing and 
wouldn't have a particular problem with that. That's 
obviously for the Lebanese and Israelis to work out. 


e) There's a report that the Israelis have moved 
some security forces into the area, apparently to put down 
some of the fighting that's going on. Do we have any com- 
ment on that particularly? 


nn No. I've seen the reports, but I don't have 
any comment. 


Q Do you have any up-to-date views on how the 
U.S. views the possibility of Bulgarian involvement in the 
-- there are various reports out of Italy of possible 
assassination attempt of the Pope? 


nN No, I don't have anything new beyond what we 
said before on that. 


Q What have you said before? 


A What we've said before is that this is a matter 
that's under active, judicial review, being investigated 
by the authorities of Italy, as well as, I gather, certain 
other countries, and we've indicated that we would be happy 
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to cooperate to the extent that we could in those investiga- 
tions, but given the status of those proceedings that it 
would be inappropriate to comment. 


Q While we are on that part of the world, the 
Soviet Union is now calling for a constructive reply 
to Mr. Andropov's proposals of last week, and I wonder if 
you have anything more to say about it today? 


7 Not really. We talked about it before. Our 
position on what we knew at the time has been expressed in 
general terms here. I think we also indicated that the 
place to discuss various proposals, ours as well as theirs, 
is at the negotiating table and we look forward to doing 
that. 


I can confirm that Ambassador Hartman, at his 
request, did meet with Foreign Minister Gromyko on December 
24 as part of the on-going Soviet dialogue. The meeting, 
which last about ninety minutes, touched on subjects of 
mutual interest including arms control. Ambassador Hartman 
presented U.S. views on these subjects and requested clari- 
fication of certain points in General-Secretary Andropov's 
December 21 speech. Beyond that I really couldn't go into 
specifics. 


Q Alan, when somebody threatens -- if I can 
follow up -- a veiled threat, anyway, to break off the 
negotiations -- 


in You're talking about the comments by Zamyatin 
and Zagladin last week? 


Q Yes. 


A I think, again, we've indicated that the 
negotiations should proceed in Geneva. We have no reason 
to think that they wouldn't. We think there are serious 
matters to be discussed. 


Q Did the Hartman-Gromyko meeting also include, 
Or touch on the subject of Afghanistan? 


A Again, I'm not going to go beyond this. I 
think that because of the context in which there were a 
number of speeches about arms control, it's appropriate to 
note that that was a subject and we did seek clarification 
to explain our views. I'm not going to go beyond that to 
describe individual agenda items. 


Q The President last night issued a statement 
on the subject of Afghanistan in which he expressed, again, 
the U.S. hope for a negotiated settlement. Does the United 
States see any progress toward that end or any additional 
hope that that will result in the foreseeable future? 


on 
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a I really don't have anything to offer you 
beyond what the President said last night. 


@) The fact that Hartman asked for clarifica- 
tions on the Andropov speech, how should we interpret that? 
Is that an indication of our interest of what he's had to 
say and a willingness to consider it? 


4 I think we're always interested in what he 
has to say. As I said before, our initial reactions to that 
have been expressed from here and elsewhere, but the prin- 
Cipal place to discuss these issues seriously is in diploma- 
tic private conversations, primarily in Geneva, although we 
think this was an appropriate occasion as well to explore 
views. 


) Could you tell us whether one focus could 
have been the confidence-building measures part of : 
Andropov's speech as it related to what the President had 
said in his MX speech? 


ry I don't want to get more specific. I think 
that we indicated before that the confidence-building 
measures, first of all, had already been discussed in Geneva 
before the two different sessions broke up. I believe that 
in various public statements the Soviets have indicated 


interest in discussing confidence-building measures. In speeches 


since that time they have expressed interest in discussing 
them, and I'm sure there will be continuing discussion of 
those measures. I don't want to go beyond what I've said, 
though, in terms of Hartman's conversations. 


0 Is there any separate negotiation now? 
A A separate negotiation? 
0 Yes, or does that fall under -- what, START? 


A No. It has been discussed in Geneva in both 
the INF and the START talks, and I think that that would 
continue to be the general framework in which we would 
discuss those measures. 


0 Do you have anything on the comments of Mr. 
Kim, whose release was secured by the United States, but 
who nonetheless says the United States hasn't done enough 
for human rights and democracy in Korea? 


A I believe the United States relationship with 
the Republic of Korea has benefited both countries. The 
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United States and the Republic of Korea fought together to 
help preserve the independence of Korea and to lay the foun- 
dation for the development of democracy there. That has 
remained our goal ever since. 


The U.S. has made known publicly and privately its 
hope that there would be continued progress toward a more 
open political system and greater respect for human rights 
in Korea as in other countries around the world. 


We believe President Chun's decision to release 
Mr. Kim contributes to that end, and have welcomed it. 


For the record, I would note that simultaneous 
with Mr. Kim's release the Government of the Republic of 
Korea announced the release of forty-seven other prisoners 
held in politically-related cases. We welcome those 
releases as well which reflected a spirit of reconciliation 
and will, we hope, contribute to political harmony in Korea. 


) Can we get a copy? 
an Yes. 


0 I don't understand. You say that the U.S. 
hopes that the political process will become more open and 
you think that Kim's release contributes to that? Wouldn't 
it be logical that if he were allowed to stay and par- 
ticipate in the political process there, that would be a 
step in that direction? 


A I have no particular comment or knowledge, in 
fact, of Mr. Kim's future objectives or plans or what the 
Korean Government might permit, so I don't have a comment on 
that. 


0 Do you have any understanding with respect to 
the conditions under which he was freed? His wife was 
complaining last week that he would not be freed unless he 
agreed to come to this country. 


A I don't know what discussions took place be- 
tween the Government of Korea and Mr. Kim. As far as we're 
concerned, he applied for a visa and was granted one. We , 
disussed that last week, and also indicated that there were 
no particular restrictions which applied to his visa here. 


0 Would the U.S. Government welcome his even- 
tual return to Korea? 


ny I don't think that's a matter for us to com- 
ment on in specific terms. It gets us into the internal 
affairs more specifically than I think would be appropriate. 
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0 Any information about the activity of 
Ambassadors Habib and Draper during the time of talks be- 
tween Israel and Lebanon? 


A Ambassador Draper will be the leader of our 
team which will be at the table as an active participant in 
these talks between Lebanon and Israel. He will be joined 
from time to time by Ambassador Habib. 


Obviously, we welcome the start of these talks and 
urge that they proceed to a rapid conclusion. 


--MORE-- 
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0 In that connection, is there an effort on the 
U.S. part now to encourage similar talks between Syria and 
Lebanon? 


a I think we indicated before that talks be- 
tween Lebanon and Syria, and also Lebanon and the PLO, are 
very important and essential parts of this entire withdrawal 
process. I believe, in terms of where those talks might 
stand, you should address your questions to the other par- 
ties, but -- 


0 If the U.S. is an active participant, 
wouldn't it know where the talks stand? 


A I don't think it's for us to comment specifi- 
cally. It is our understanding that the Lebanese understand 
and agree with this perspective from their own self- 
interest, but I just don't think it's up to us to comment on 
the status of talks in which we are not direct participants. 
You might want to ask them. 


0 I understand. But the direct participant, 
the active participant -- I mean, where are you direct? Are 
you direct with Israel and Lebanon? 


My We're going to be at the table with Israel 
and Lebanon. 


0 That's direct? 
A That's direct. 
0 O.K. So what happens with Syria then? 


A So Lebanon and Syria have bilateral 
conversations. 


0 And the U.S. becomes what in those talks? 


A I don't think the U.S. has a direct role in 
those talks. Obviously, we have talked with the Lebanese 
Government about the need that they feel and that we share 
for Syrian forces and PLO forces also to be withdrawing from 
Lebanon in order for them to assert their sovereignty 
throughout the country. But we're not going to be sitting at 
the table together with Syria and Lebanon, and certainly not 
with Syria and the PLO. 
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0 The Lebanese Prime Minister, Shafiq Wazzan, 
over the weekend stated that Israeli conditions which were 
presented to the Lebanese Government are not accepted. In 
light of this statement and other statements from, I think, 
the President of Lebanon and other officials, do you antici- 
pate or expect that these talks will take place tomorrow 
possibly or that they will be held, because now there is no 
room for the meeting? Supposedly, it was supposed to be 
held and then it was changed from one place to another place 
and there is no place for the meeting. 


a I don't know about the latter question. My 
understanding is that plans are still moving ahead to have 
the meeting in Khaldah, but I don‘t know if that's going to 
be changed because of the security situation there. 


As far as acceptance of the terms, the basic 
understanding between Lebanon and Israel, my understanding 
is that, in fact, both governments have indicated that they 
intend to start the talks tomorrow; and, as I said, we'd 
welcome that. And I don't have a reason to offer a contrary 
view to those statements that have come out of both 
countries. 


0 When is Ambassador Habib going back to the 
area? 


My I don't have a specific time for him to go 
back. 


0 Is he in town now? 


My I don't think he's in town, in Washington, 
right now; no. But I think he's in the United States. 


0 On El Salvador? 


A El Salvador? 


0 The priest who addressed the cathredal in San 
Salvador yesterday called for direct negotiations and seemed 
to put the onus of direct dialogue or its failure to have 
taken place on the Government of El Salvador. Do you have . 
any reaction to that? 
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on No. I don't. I saw an account that there was 
a call for conversations. Without knowing what the speci- 
fics are of what he said, we have indicated that we thought 
a dialogue leading to participation in the democratic elec- 
toral process would be a positive thing, and we've talked 
about that in some detail before. 


We've also talked about the kinds of direct talks 
which we didn't think would be productive. 


However, I don't have a particular comment to 
offer you on his remarks yesterday. 


0 Well, he noted the fact that the opposition 
has offered to talk unconditionally; and it was in that 
respect that he said that the church has made clear in its 
position that there must be a frank and sincere dialogue in 
Order to reach a peace in El Salvador. 


A It depends on what you're talking about. 
What is the topic of the dialogue? 


0 Well, could you -- 
iy I'm not going to get into their dialogue -- 


0 Well, I'm not going to ask you to say 
something now. 


A O.K. 


0 Let me ask you to say something in the 
future. (Laughter. ) 


Could you take the question as to how the U.S. 
position either differs from or agrees with the position of 
the church as laid out yesterday? 


My No. I'm not going to try and compare the U.S. 
Government position with a church organization's position on 
this. 


2) Why? 


A Essentially, this is a matter in terms of the 
specifics, whereas the church and the Government of El 
Salvador want to work that out and if they've got a dif- 
ference, they could talk about it. Our position has been 
laid out and it's fairly clear, and I don't think we need to 
belabor it. 
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Q Is there a preliminary idea for the Secretary 
to go to the Middle East before or after his trip to East 
Asia? 


a No. He has no specific plans to go to the 
Middle East. He's indicated on a number of occasions that 
at an appropriate time, when it would be useful, he would 
certainly consider a trip to the Middle East, but there's 
nothing laid on as of this point. 


e) Did you happen to comment about the last stat«- 
ment from Israel Defense Minister Ariel Sharon? He stated 
in an interview that Taba would not return to Egypt because 
it is considered as Israeli land. 


a I don't have anything here with me. Let me 
see if we've got something back in the Press Office. 


0 On Mr. Sharon, do you accept the premise of 
Israeli Defense Minister Sharon yesterday on ABC that the national 
security of Israel demands that the West Bank, as the cradle 
of Judaism, will not be compromised? I'm paraphrasing what 
he said. Does this jibe with the position of the United 
States Government? 


an Our position on the West Bank and on the 
settlements has been very clearly laid out. I would refer 
you to the President's speech of September 1, for example. 
I'm not going to try to compare the positions, but our posi- 
tion is quite well known, as is our concern for Israel's 
security. But I don't think I‘ll take it beyond that. 


Q The New York Times reported over the weekend 
that the United States is preparing an overture to Albania. 





Can you confirm that report and tell us if 
this is, indeed, true? 


A As you know, there have been no diplomatic 
relations between the United States and Albania since World 
War II. On several occasions over the past decade, however, 
we have said we would be prepared to respond should Albania 
display an interest in resuming relations with us. We have 
not made any recent overture to Albania on the subject. 


0 Can I talk about the Italian probe of the attempted 
assassination of the Pope? 
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A Yes. 


Q You talked about American cooperation. Is 
there any cooperation in the Italian investigation? 


Qf My recollection is that initially there was 
some help requested in terms of contacting Americans who 
might have been witnesses to the attempt. I don't know of 
any requests beyond that. 


0 This also involves the Dozier kidnapping 
too, perhaps. Is there ongoing cooperation involving that? 
Is there anything going on? That is what I'm trying to find 
out. 


M There is a lot «f contact between the two 
governments on issues related *) terrorism, but I don't 
think I could go into specifics. But, certainly, there is 
cooperation and exchange of views on that subject. 


0 On Albania, just to finish that up has the 
U.S. mot been in contact with the British about possibly 
approaching the Albanians on returning the gold and clearing 
up the debt situation? 


ms On the gold, I think the only thing I could 
Say on that is that the gold in question is held by the Tri- 
partite Gold Commission, which is comprised of the U.S., the 
UK, and France. Following delivery to Czechoslovakia of the 
remainder of its share of the gold held by the Tripartite 
GoJd Commission in February, the Albanian gold question 
became the only major issue which would have remained on the 
TGC's agenda. But all decisions and proceedings of that 
Commission are strictly confidential, so I'm sort of strung 
up on that one in terms of responding directly to the 
question one way or another. 


0 You said there were no recent overtures to 
Albania? 

A Yes. 

0 Is that the extent of your guidance? Are . 


there any overtures planned? 
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* I think our position on this is quite clear; 
there have been no direct or indirect approaches to Albania. 


0 Are any planned? 


A Again, Our position is we would be prepared 
to respond should Albania display an interest in resuming 
relations with us. That's as far as I think I could logi- 
cally take it. 


0 There were reports on direct contacts between 
the PLO and Israeli officials during the past week con- 
cerning POWs. Is there any role for the United States to 


play in this? 


on I don't see a role particularly for the 
United States. We are concerned about the question of pri- 
soners held by all the various parties, but obviously we 
don't have contact with the PLO. 


As I understood those press reports, they 
suggested that Austria might be playing a mediating role or 
a middleman role. I don't know. I have no comment to offer 
you on that. You might ask the Austrians, but I'm not 
quite sure how we would get into the middle of that par- 
ticular one. But we do have a concern over the issue of 
prisoners being held by all parties. 


0 Can you confirm the reports? 
a No, I can't confirm the report. 


) Back on Ambassador Hartman's conversation, 
can you give us any idea of what particular clarifications 
he was seeking? 


My I can't. I really can't go beyond what I 
said. 


0 Is there any follow-up anticipated now? 


A I don't think there's a specific follow-up 
that's anticipated at this point; no. There are conver- 
sations from time to time between the Ambassadors in the two 
capitals and the Foreign Minister or Secretary of State or 
other senior officials, but I don't know of a specific 
follow-up that's anticipated. 


0 Would you be willing to check to see if you 
can confirm that Hartman's conversation did or did not 
include discussion of Afghanistan? 
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a No. I'm not going to go beyond what I said 
about what was touched on. 


0 Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:28 p.m., the briefing was 
conc. ded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #225 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 28, 1982, 12:08 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


8) Do you have anything in that story in The Post 
about the Soviet ICBM prospective test? 





A It's our policy, as you know, not to comment 
on issues involving intelligence information. 


0 However -- 


A Well, just to note that under the terms of the 
unratified SALT II treaty, as we've said before, each side is 
permitted to fFlight-test and deploy one new type of ICBM. The 
Soviet Union has already begun to flight-test their one new 
type. If they begin to test another new type of ICBM, this 
would conflict with the terms of SALT II. 


As you know, it is U.S. policy not to undercut 
existing agreements as long as the Soviets exercise similar 


restraint. 


Excuse me. I think you have something in the back 
there which is coming out. I don't know if it's you or who, 
but something is echoing. 


0 Alan, for those of us who don't follow this 
stuff very carefully, what is this first missile that was 
tested and when? 


A I would have to refer you back -- we could 
try and help you find it in the record. We had indicaced 
here that the Soviets had told us that they had -- I think 
it was in October, but I don't remember; October or November 
-- that they had flight-tested a new type ICBM. But I think 
probably we can help you in the Press Office later. 


@) And this would be a second -- if it were to 
happen? 


A I'm not saying anything has happened. I'm 
simply saying -- 
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¢) I said, "If it were to happen.” 


A If they began testing another new type ICBM, it 
would conflict with the terms of SALT II because if it were 
another new type, it would be a second new type. 


e) And that's important, despite the fact that it 
hasn't been ratified, because you are abiding by it if the 
other side abides by it? 


A We are not undercutting the existing agreements 
if the Soviets exercise similar restraint. 


Q The point here, I guess, is that if the 
Russians were to test-flight a second ICBM, that would be an 
indication that they are not abiding by it, and that would 
free the United States to do what it wished. 


A I don't want to try to string out the con- 
sequences, but I just would state what the obvious facts are 
in this case. 


But I'm not commenting on the substance of the 
report, basically. 


e) There is a piece in The Times today that the 
United States is sending Larry Eagleburger to Romania to talk 
about the education tax for emigrants. Can you comment on that? 





A Under Secretary Eagleburger does plan to visit 
Romania next month, and will have discussions on a range of 
matters of interest in our bilateral relations. The subject 
of Romania's education tax will be among the matters discussed. 


0 Do we have any indication from the Romanians 
that there is flexibility on this tax? 


A I don't think I would want to go into what 
discussions we may have had. I also don't want to try to pre- 
view what the likely discussion will be when Under Secretary 
Eagleburger goes out there. But our concerns about the issue 
have been expressed from this podium and elsewhere before. 


0 Do you have any progress reports on the talks 
in Khaldeh? 


A Any progress reports? 
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@) Yes. 


A I don't really have a progress report. I would 
say that we are extremely pleased that the formal negotiations 
between Lebanon and Israel are now under way. The meeting 
today represents an historic first step in efforts to arrange 
the departure of all external forces from Lebanon, to restore 
the full sovereignty to that country, and assure the security 
of northern Israel. 


As I indicated before, the United States will remain 
fully engaged in this negotiating process as an active par- 
ticipant at the negotiating table. 


I believe there was some sort of a briefing before 
the session got started, and perhaps some readout over there. 
To the extent that we can, I'll try to provide you information 
here; but I think that is likely to be fairly slim, and you're going 
to have to depend on reports coming from the scene. 


Q There is already a report by the Israeli radio 
that talks reached the first deadlock on the question of the 
agenda. (Laughter. ) 


A’ I don't have any readout. Again, I'll stick 
with what I said at this point. 


Q At these talks, there was a report, I think 
over CBS, that the 1949 Armistice Agreement is a dead issue. 
What do you comment on this? 


A I don't think it would be productive for me to 
try to get into the kinds of issues which may well be 
discussed at the negotiating table. If that is an issue that 
the two sides in the region have some interest in discussing, 
I think it would be most productive to let them discuss it, 
and not try to address it from the podium. 


0 May I ask you in a different way. Do you still 
believe that the 1949 Armistice Agreement between Israel and 
its neighbors is still existing? 


os I don‘t really have a current status to give 
you on that. Again, I think it is a subject which, without 
researching it, whatever we have said in the past would not 
change; but I just don't think it is going to be productive to 
address the kinds of issues which are going to be addressed at - 
the table from here. 
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¢) In general terms, can you take a question on -- 


A No, I'm not going to do that. You're trying to 
get me to talk about issues which are going to be discussed at 
the table, and I'm not going to do it. ‘ 


Q Alan, do you have any indication when the 
Lebanese will start negotiating with the Syrians and the PLO? 


A I don't have anything I can share with you. 
I think that those are the kinds of questions which have 
to be addressed to the parties directly concerned. I just 
don't think it would be for us to report on those conver- 
sations as they move along. 


0 Alan, did the United States play a part in 
setting the agenda for these talks? And what is precisely the 
role of the United States in the Lebanese-Israeli talks? 


A The way the talks are going to proceed in terms 
of procedure, agenda, and so on and so forth, has been a 
matter, as we've indicated before, of considerable discussion 
over recent days. I don't have any details to provide you 
as to how those discussions proceeded. 


As far as our role, as I indicated both yesterday 
and today, we will be at the table as an active participant. 


-- MORE -- 
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e) Just a point of clarification. In your state- 
ment you named three items: Withdrawal of troops, restora- 
tion of sovereignty, and insuring security to northern 
Israel. Did you mean to say that you wanted these items to 
be on the agenda at these talks, all of them, or was that 
just your statement of 4eneral purposes in the region; you 
know, Outside of the talks? 


A Without getting into the question of what 
specifically might be in the agenda, this is a restatement 
of what we have said many times before of the objectives we 
see that we are pursuing in that region. 


8) Can I please, just one follow up a little 
bit, if you can clear it for us? The problem that my 
colleague from Israel mentioned is, as far as the agenda is 
concerned, that the Lebanese are insisting on talking about 
removal of foreign forces, and in this case the Israelis, 
while the Israelis are talking about normalization and open 
borders and economic exchange. 


Can you clarify to us where does the United States 
stand as far as these two issues are concerned? 


A Again, I've addressed this several times in 
the last several days, andI really have to refer you hack. 
I think the record is available on this, and instead of 
restating it each time let me just ask you to go back to it. 


¢) Do you have any comment in the guidance to 
the article today in the Washington Post by the Israeli DCM? 





A Yes, I do. For those who didn't see it, it's an 
op-ed piece today in the Washington Post. 


Peace is the issue. It's our continuing convic- 
tion that Israeli security can best be assured through 
genuine peace between Israel and all of her neighbors. 


As the President said on September 1, that peace 
cannot be achieved either by the formation of an independent 
Palestinian state or on the basis of Israeli sovereignty or 
permanent control over the West Bank and Gaza. 

e) That's it? 

That's it. 


A 
e) Will we get that stat-ment written out? 
A 


Yes, we can provide it. 
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Q Do you have any statement with respect to the 
comments of the South African armed forces chief? 


o The United States is committed, as has been 
frequently stated by Administration officials, to securing a 
settlement to the Namibian problem which will bring indepen- 
dence to that country. We believe that substantial progress 
has been made toward this goal and that the only remaining 
Significant unresolved issue concerns the matter of regional 
security. 


We believe that if it is possible to reach 
agreement on the Cuban troop issue, it should be possible to 
move quickly toward implementation of U.N. Security Council 
Resolution 435 and the countdown toward Namibia's indepen- 
dence. We do not, however, believe it will be possible to 
secure an agreement which will lead to Namibia's indepen- 
dence without progress on the Cuban troop issue nor do we 
belfeve that a solution which does not address the Cuban 
presence could possibly lead to the long-term peace and 
security of southern Africa. 


¢) Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


0 I guess your comment is responsive to the 
question, only indirectly however, raised by the general 
statement to end by 1983. Can you just say whether we share 
that opinion? : 


A No. I think I'll leave this as our response 
to that article. 


¢) Do you have anything to tell us today about 
El Salvador? There have been a number of reports in various 
newspapers today, in the Post, for example, saying that the 
guerrillas are making gains. What is your assessment of the 
way the battle has gone? 


ns We don't agree with that assessment. The 
Overall strength of the guerrilla forces in El Salvador has 
not increased over the past year as was demonstrated by the 
results of the March 1982 election. The guerrillas clearly 
do not enjoy widespread support of the people of El 
Salvador. And the areas which the guerrillas have been able 
to hold by force are isolated rural areas which these use as 
retreats after their eftorts to sabotage the country's eco- 
nomic infrastructure. 


¢) Just want to go back to South Africa for a 
second. Can you just say whether you believe the South 
Africans are negotiating in good faith on Namibia? 
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. A We've indicated before that we think that is 
the case. 


e) Any information regarding the differences 
between the U.S. Administration and Austria concerning the 
technology transfer? 


4 No, I don't have anything on that today. | 

Q There is a report from Honduras; a newspaper 
down there said that John Negroponte, our Ambassador there, 
is either being recalled or has resigned. 


A No, that's not correct. 
¢) Why not? (Laughter) 


Q Alan, there have been a string of articles 
over the last month in Soviet-controlled press denouncing 
U.S. programs to militarize space. The latest of these seems 
to be op-ed in the New York Times by Cy Vance and Robert 
Hunter calling both for negotiating an ABM Treaty and also 
negotiating a treaty to -- 





Mh I'm going to cut you off. I think that any 
question which is suggesting that Cyrus Vance and Robert 
Hunter are representing Soviet interests is a non-acceptable 
question in this roon. 


8) Do you have any -- 


A No, I won't let you ask the question. I 
don't accept that. 


0 I came late. Have you said anything about 
the stories today of the test, or the possibile deployment 
Or testing of a new Soviet missile? 


M I think I have already responded to that; we 
will provide it later. 


e) There are reports that Israel has not revealed 
yet the data it collected in the war with Lebanon to the 
United States. Do you have any comment on this issue? 


A No, I don't. I think there's already been 
some discussion of this. I would really refer you to the 
Pentagon since they would be the ones who would be dealing 
with the specifics of it. 


Q Just to follow up briefly. Do you have any 
comment with respect to the long piece on the situation of 
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the Palestinians in Lebanon and Beirut that appeared in the 
Post? 


A No, I don't have anything. 
8) Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:22 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #226 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 29, 1982, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


fe) Can you assess whether, in fact, there is a 
50/50 chance of arms control agreement this year as has been 
suggested by General Rowney? 


A Let me say this about what Ambassador Rowney 
had to say on the "Today" show this morning: 


Ambassador Rowney's statement, in response to a 
question, reflected his judgment as an experienced arms 
negotiator that if the Soviets were to demonstrate equally 
good intentions, an agreement would be possible in 1983. 

The U.S. has tabled a proposal to reduce ballistic missiles 
by half from our present lower levels and to reduce warheads 
on ballistic missiles by one-third. The Soviets have also 


called for reductions. 


However, the Soviet proposals remain imprecise and 
would result in much more modest reductions than the ones 
envisaged under the U.S. proposal. We have a good proposal, 
and the negotiations are being conducted on a serious basis. 


With good Soviet intentions, Ambassador Rowney 


believes there is a possibility of reaching an agreement in 
the coming year. More than that should not be read into his 


statement. 


0 Specifically, the question was asked to his 
fifty percent assessment. Is it really that good a chance? 


A I would refer you to what he said this 
morning and to what I just said. I don't have anything 
further to offer you on that. 


¢) Got anything on Iraq? 
A What is your specific question? 


0 On the Post story this morning reporting that 
the sale is going through, do you have any reaction at all 
to it? 











A As far as any sales going through, I would 
refer you to the company. I don't think we would address 
that. I addressed this a couple weeks ago, I think. 


Q Yesterday, in your briefing, you repeated 
what has been said before; that is, it is U.S. policy not to 
undercut existing agreements, arms controls, so long as 
Soviets exercise similar restraint. 


‘ i 
aid “iat 


Is SALT II considered one of these existing 
agreements? 


A We have addressed SALT II in those terms as 
something we would not seek to undercut if the Soviets also 
exercise similar restraint. 


re) It's my understanding that as of a year ago, 
December of 1981, the Soviets under SALT II were required to 
reduce overall their missile launchers by ten percent. Has 
this been done? 


A I'm not familiar with that requirement or -- 
I think that there may be some question in terms of under- 
cutting versus -- yesterday, I was asked the term, and I 
think one point we made is we're not undercutting it. 


That agreement obviously has not been ratified and 
is not in full effect. I think there is a difference here, 
therefore, hexcween undercutting and abiding by all the pro- 
visions of it were it to come into full effect. 
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Q If the treaty did require them as of a year 
ago to, in the overall aggregates, reduce their launchers by 
ten percent and they have not complied with that figure, is 
that undercutting the treaty? 
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A I think what I've said applies to this, but 
let me see if I can get you -- 


re) You think they're making a distinction between 
non-compliance and undercutting? 


A That's right. 
Q Or attempting to, anyway? 


A That's right. Let me try and get you a more 
precise response to that. 


/ Q Do you have anything on the status of Eugene 
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Rostow? 
A No. 
@) There are reports that he's on his way out? 


A No, I don't have anything on it. I saw the 
account of the broadcast last night but, no, I don't have 
anything on that. 


0 Could you check? 


A No. That's not ours to check. It seems to 
me -- 


@) You checked Negroponte yesterday. 
A He's an Ambassador. 
0 Presidential appointee just like Rostow. 


A I don't have anything on it, and I would refer 
you to others who might want to comment. I don't think I do. 


0 Do you have any comment on the conclusion of 
the first day of talks in Lebanon yesterday? 


A No. I don't have anything beyond what was 
said, I guess, out there at the time and what I said 
yesterday. 


0 Can I follow up on that a little bit? How do 
you regard Morris Draper -- as a mediator or a participant 
and, if so, what is the distinction? 


A I'm not going to try and draw a distinction. 
He's an active participant at the table. That's what we 
said we were going to be, and he is there as our represen- 
tative at the table. 


0 In other words, he's sort of an equal partner 
in the talks; is that right? 


A He's an active participant in the talks. I'm 
not going to try to measure all these things. 


@) All these nuances mean something, so that's 
why I'm asking. 


The other thing is, is Chancellor Kreisky coming 
to Washington in February -- February 3 or 4 or something 
like that? 
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A I don't have anything on that, but I would 
assume that would be something that the White House would 
appropriately address. 


0 You don't have anything on it? 


A I don't have it here, and I don't know 
whether there's been anything announced or not. I don't 
know whether there is, in fact, going to be a visit or not. 
Maybe I should know, but I don't. Let me refer you to the 
White House. 


0 Let me ask you this: Was the State 
Department informed in advance of the Kreisky/Arafat talks, 
and was there any American observer in Majorca for them? 


A Certainly there was -- I'm going on press 
accounts that there were such talks. I can't confirm to 
you what talks took place, but I gather the Chancellor has 
addressed himself to the issue. In any case, in any such 
talks there would have been no American observers present. 


0 I'm very curious that you refer to press 
accounts. Don't we have anybody that knows about this 
officially? 


A I'm not trying to confirm what the Austrians 
do, thank you. That's where I am. 


8) What about the Navon visit? Is President 
Navon going to see Secretary Shultz at the State Department? 


A I don't have the detailed schedule for his 
visit at this point. Obviously, we would put out infor- 
mation as it firms up, but I don't have anything for you at 
this point. 


te) Do you have anything of a reported Lebanese 
request that the United states take a more active role in 
those talks? 


A No, I don't. As I said before, we are there 
as an active participant, but I don't have anything on -- 


© Is there anything more that could be done 
that you're aware of that they're specifically requesting? 


A I think we will do what we can, certainly, to 
make sure that these talks move ahead quickly and 
successfully. 


—= 
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@) Alan, do you have anything on this story in 
the Times that the Simon Wiesenthal Center in Los Angeles 
calling for the resignation or firing of Hermann Abs from 
the Vatican Bank's Advisory Board, the center describing 


him -- 
No, I don't. 


You have nothing on that? 


I have nothing on that. 


o0 -r O PY 


Can you tell us now anything about the time 
that Prime Minister Begin will visit here? 


A No, I don't have anything -- 


@) But he is supposed to be here like the first 
of the month or the next - 


A We've talked about the question of resche- 
duling the visit which he had to cancel. But there's 
nothing set at this point. 


8) Have you got any more details, like the sche- 
dule on Eagleburger's trip to Romania? 


A No, I don't, at this point. As it comes clo- 
ser, I think we probably will be able to make something 
available. 


0 In that connection, any consultation between 
Our government and the government of West Germany on the 
approaches to the Romanian tax business? 


A I don't know if there is or is not, but I 
don't think it would be something, given the diplomatic 
nature of such conversations, that I would want to get into. 


Our concerns about the tax business are quite 
clear about the educational tax; they're quite clear, and in 
terms of our concerns about free emigration, and so on. 
We've expressed these here. As I said yesterday, the educa- 
tional tax would be one issue that would be discussed by 
Under Secretary Eagleburger when he goes to Romania. 


--MORE-- 
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e) My point is that there are sort of three ele- 
ments of Romanian emigration: they are the ethnic Germans, 
of whom something like 10,000 of them have emigrated -- I'm 
not sure whether it was during the past year or since the 
end of the war or what; the emigrants to the United States, 
which number 2500 more or less; and then Jews who have gone 
to Israel. So there is a whole -- you know, the tax 
apparently applies to all of them. 





we Ne worsen 


gn 


Can we get a clarification on that? 


; A No. I think we've expressed our general view 
on the tax, and our concerns about it. I'm not going to try 
to go beyond that. 


e) Do you have anything about the Soviet 
Consulate in San Francisco? 

0 Whose consulate? 

A The Soviet Consulate General. The 


question is specifically what? Anything about it? 


e) What has happened, they have built this -- 
There has been this zoning problem about the consulate. Has 
it been resolved? 


A We have seen reports of some sort of 
a wooden shed put up on the roof recently. (Laughter.) I 
just note that all diplomatic missions in the United States, 
including the Soviet Consulate General, have the duty to 
respect and comply with all applicable U.S. laws and regula- 
tions. U.S. missions abroad, of course, have a similar 
obligation. 
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As I say, we heard of this structure. As far as we 
know, there has not, to date, been a finding by the San 
Francisco authorities that it violates local laws or regula- 
tions. 


.@) Do you have anything on the aid situation for 
Pakistan, as promised by the President? It was left rather 
unclear when the Congress adjourned whether or not aid for 
Pakistan was included in the overal package. 


a I have nothing new on that for you today. 








gn 
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¢) I'd like to follow that up. The chief of the 
Pakistan Air Force yesterday said that the Pakistanis had 
received all they wanted as regards to sophisticated equip- 
ment on the F-l6s. There was some question earlier. You 
posted an answer saying, "We think the avionics problem has 
been solved." That was posted. 


A Yes. 





e) "We have informed the Pakistanis of this and 
we believe that the problem of deliveries will be speedily 
resolved." I want to follow up. Were these two problems 
resolved, the avionics sophisticated equipment? 


A I think that we indicated following that, in 
subsequent days, that the issues had been resolved to the 
satisfaction of both sides. 


¢) Do you have any comment on the Evans and 
Novak column today? Has King Hussein really presented 
things to the Administration as are described in that column? 


A I don't have a comment on the column. I 
think that our description of the meetings was contained in 
the briefings, particularly the background briefing that was 
given at the White House following his visit. I don't have 
anything to add to that. 


8) Alan, do you have any comment on this 
newspaper report saying that the Chief of Staff of the 
Syrian Armed Forces had been to the United States recently? 


A Of the Syrian Armed Forces? 

O Yes. 

A No, I don't know anything about that. 

re) I would like to ask you a couple of questions 


about a story in Newsweek magazine of this week. Is the 
Secretary of State cutting our U.N. Ambassador out of the 


Administration foreign policy-makig? 





A I'm sure the Secretary of State is not 
cutting the U.N. Ambassador out of Administration foreign 


policy-making. 








c 
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Q All right. Perhaps someone should tell her 
then. 


One knowledgeable source in the article says that 
the Ambassador and the Secretary do not see eye to eye on 
policy, and that there is no convergence at all. Is that 
true? 


A I don't know the answer to that, frankly. I 
think it would not be appropriate, if there were any dif- 
ferences between any two officials, to be discussing them 
from here. I'm not confirming that there is, but I just 
don't think it's something we would address. 


) Would it be appropriate to say publicly if 
they agree? ~ 


A We, generally, do not get into the question of 
agency positions. 


) Finally, Newsweek says that Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick was shocked to learn a few weeks ago that the 
Secretary failed to invite her to high-level discussions on 
Latin America, which is, of course, her area of expertise, 
even though two former Carter Administration officials 
were conferred with. Is this true? 





A I don't know. You would have to ask her 
whether she was shocked. I think that we made available the 
list of people who attended that session. It was not a 
secret session. 


0 Did she attend? Was she invited? 


A I don't know whether she was invited. I 
don't believe she attended. I don't think I would take it 
beyond what we said about it at that time as to who 
attended. 


Q Could it be said, or would you take the 
question as to why she wasn't invited? 


A No. I think that I would not want to begin 
to get into the rationale. First of all, I don't 
want to get into the question of who was or wasn't invited. 
Secondly, the rationale of -- 


0 Was it a secret meeting? 


gn 
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A No, I said it was not a secret meeting. It 


was announced, and we let you know who was there. That, 
if you don't have it, is available in the Press Office. 


8) Alan, can you say anything about two Cuban 
philosophers who were invited to Baltimore for some inter- 
national philosophers’ meeting and were denied visas? 


A Yes. Florentino Cruz Miranda and Arnoldo 
Silva Leon, both officials of the Cuban Communist Party 
Central Committee, were denied visas on December 21, after 
they applied to attend the meeting of the American 
Philosophical Association. 


0 Do you have an explanation of why? 


A The U.S. Government has a longstanding policy 
of denying visas to Cuban state and Party officials seeking 
to enter the United States for purposes other than con- 
ducting either bilateral relations or attending meetings of 
international organizations such as the United Nations. The 
conference does not meet these criteria. Both Cruz and and 
Silva were, therefore, denied visas under section 212 (a) (27) 
of the U.S. Immigration & Nationality Act, which excludes 
those aliens whose activity could be prejudicial to the 
public interests of the United States. 


0 May I ask a housekeeping question, Alan, 
about Secretary Vance? There is no prohibition, is there, 
against asking questions of another Administration, like 
Secretary Vance? 


A Secretary Vance? 
¢) Former Secretary Vance. 
A I'm not particularly answering questions 


about Secretary Vance, but -- , 


¢) No, no. Yesterday there seemed to be a pro- 
hibition that you could not. 


A I think you ought to read the transcript if 
you weren't here. 


gn 
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0 Do you have any comment on the admission of 
an Israeli general, his being ordered to beat up and abuse 
Palestinian children from the age of 15-18? 


A No. I saw the press account of that. As I 
understood that account, it was also something that was 
under -—- In fact, it was in a judicial proceeding. 





0 It was in the testimony. 

A I just don't think it would be appropriate 
for us to comment on an accusation of that sort. 

0 Would you comment on the mistreatment of 
Palestinian children? 

A Well, we're always against the mistreatment 
of anybody. 

0 Except Ambussador Kirkpatrick. (Laughter) 

7 It is true, but it also sounds like a 


platitude. But we are not able to comment on things of that 
sort which are neither of direct relevance to us, and par- 
ticularly when they are under judicial review. It just 

is not appropriate. 


0 Would you have a comment on the latest 
accounts by the Israel, something like their Economic 
Department or the Ministry of Economics, where they would 
say that a million Jews would settle in Judea and Samaria, 
by the West Bank and Gaza, in the next year or so? 


A I'm not aware of that particular report -- 

0 This is FBIS -- 

A -- but our views on settlements on the West 
Bank are quite clear. 

0 So you wouldn't want to comment on additional 
settlements? 

A We are opposed to additional land being 


devoted to settlements. I'd refer you to what the President 
said on the subject on the first of September. 


0 Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #227 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 30, 1982, 12:10 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG : Good afternoon. I have one announce- 
ment about passports to give to you. 


Effective January 1, 1983, the U.S. passport will 
be doubled in validity to ten years. The passport fee for 
those 18 and over will increase from the current $10 plus a 
$5 execution fee, to $35 plus a $7 execution fee. Five-year 
passports will remain in effect for those under 18 and will 
cost $20 plus a $7 execution fee. 


The new fees are the first significant increase 
since 1932 and reflect increased costs over the past 50 
years. The imminent price increase, which was announced 
this fall, has caused a dramatic increase in passport appli- 
cations. 


To help ensure that people meet their travel 
dates, Our passport agencies are working overtime during the 
holidays. Most of our agencies will maintain staffs to pre- 
pare passports over the New Year's weekend, although they 
will be closed to the public of both Friday and Saturday. 


Individuals who file applications before January 
1, 1983, at Passport Agencies, Post Offices or Clerks of 
Court will be issued a five-year passport at the current 
price. For more detailed information I refer you to the 
Department press release of December 7, 1982, which is 
available in the Press Office. 


Q Is this supposed to make passports pay for 
themselves or is the government going to make a little 


money? 
A Is the government going to make money? 
¢) I mean, it must have been really losing. 
(Laughter) 


A I assume that that is right. I don't have an 
economic analysis of this particular move to give you. 











“ZR re) They just sort of picked a number and hit it? 





A No. I'm sure it was carefully worked out. 
Anyway, I don't have -- 


t 
S ) fe) Alan? 
A You want a copy of the statement? 
_ 0 Yes. 
A Yes. 


0 And they would be able to answer this 
question perhaps at the Passport Office? 


A I would think so. Let me just see if there 
is a -- let me just read to you in this thing that I've 
referred you to -- the Department press release of December 
7 -- it says the real cost of providing passport services to 
the public has of course sang exceeded the present $10 
issuance fee. 


oh Pe 


Federal government agencies are required by the 
Independent Offices Appropriation Act of 1952 to set fees 
that recover to the fullest extent possible the cost of ser- 
vices provided. And then it goes on and discusses this to 
some extent, so I would ask you to look at this. I think 
you'll find that that issue was addressed in fact. 
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0 Is that a tax increase or a user fee? 
A Bernie, did you have a question? 


0 Alan, apparently a bulletin has moved just a 
few moments ago -- I got a call on it -- to the effect that 
Andropov says he would welcome a summit with the President 
next year if the preparations are made, etc. 


Do you have any response, please? 


A I don't. I have only recently become aware 
of the specifics of the -- I haven't even read the entirety 
of what he has said, but I believe he talked about a care- 
fully prepared summit. I did not see any specific dif- 
ference between that and what we have said before. 


I don't know of any ongoing plans at this time for 
a summit, but we've said before that a carefully prepared 
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summit would be something that would be considered if it 
But 


I don't think I can give you any response beyond that at 
this particular point. 


0 Alan, Secretary Shultz in his last news con- 
ference said that it would be premature to hold a summit. 


A I don't disagree with that. I don't think 
that that is contradictory to what I just said either. 


Have there ever been talks between the U.S. 


and the mar ibee on the holding of the summit? 

A Have there ever been talks? 

Q Yes. In this Administration. In other 
words, in the meetings -- 

A I don't know. I wouldn't swear to you that 


the word "summit" has not come up in some context or other, 
but, as I say, I know of no active intention or plan at this 


point to arrange a summit. — 
e) And the reason for that? 


A I think that it's felt that at this point, to 
go back to what they have mentioned, it would be premature. 


What would be premature? 


It would be. 


o Fr DO 


What would be premature? I don't understand. 


A To hold the summit. Anyway, there is no 
plan at this point, Bernie. Let's leave it there. 


0 While we're talking about the Soviet Union, 
the KGB has raided the apartment in Moscow of the head of 
Amnesty International. 


Does the Department have some reaction to this? 


~~ 
. 


A Yes. 


e) And also on the Soviet-Jewish emigration, 


it's reached a low point in ‘82. 
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A Okay. I can give you something on each of 
those. 


As far as the Amnesty situation is concerned, this 
latest move against Georgiy Vladimov and his wife Natal'ya 
is part of a deplorable pattern of official harassment to 
which they have been subjected because of Mr. Vladimov's 
non-conformist writing and his activities on behalf of 
literary freedom and human rights. The Vladimovs had to 
undergo a similar protracted search and seizure of their 
personal effects on February 5 of this year. We note that 
they have reportedly been summoned for further interrogation 
by the KGB on January 4. 


Soviet harassment of the Valdimovs is another 
manifestation of the heightened repression evidenced in the 
USSR in recent months. Soviet attempts to silence the 
chairman of the Moscow branch of Amnesty International, 
having already through imrisonment and intimidation closed 
down the various Helsinki Monitoring Groups that once 
existed in the USSR, further demonstrates Soviet 
unwillingness to tolerate even the most apolitical form of 
criticism of the Soviet system. Such repressive measures 
are diametrically contrary to humanitarian pledges in the 
Helsinki Final Act and other covenants on human rights to 
which the Soviet Union is a signatory. 


We hope that Mr. and Mrs. Vladimov may be spared 
any further persecution and that the Soviet authorities soon 
cease their repressive tactics against all those who seek 
only to voice their concerns for the fundamental rights of 
their fellow citizens. 


@) Can we have a copy of that, please? 


A Copy. Yes. There was a question also about 
the decline in Jewish emigration. Let me just give you you 
that, and then I'll see if there are any questions. 


This is in reference to figures that were released 
yesterday by the National Conference on Soviet Jewry. The 
figures released yesterday are basically correct, although 
we do not yet have a final figure for 1982. Through the 
first eleven months of this year, 2,512 Soviet Jews emigrated 
from the USSR, and the annual figure will undoubtedly be the 
lowest since 1970 when large-scale Soviet emigration first 


began. 
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The severe constriction of emigration by the 
Soviet authorities in recent years if a matter of deep con- 
cern to the United States Government, and this concern has 
been communicated to the Soviet Government at every level, 
both in public fora and through diplomatic channels. 


We regard the Soviet reduction in emigration as 
clearly contradictory to the principles of freedom of move- 
ment and family reunification contained in the Helsinki 
Final Act, to which the USSR is a signatory. 


We know that there are still thousands of people 
in the Soviet Union who want to leave, but have been denied 
that basic right because of procedural pretexts or arbitrary 
decisions by Soviet officials. Our government is committed 
to making every effort to try to convince the Soviets to 
ease their restrictive practices. 


Q That as well, please. 
A Copy of that? Yes. 


--. MORE -- 


_ 
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0 The question that was posed by you -- this 
was the article written by Joseph Kingsbury Smith in 
response. Andropov sent a message, or answers to questions 
submitted by Smith of the Hearst papers yesterday, and the 
question that was posed, which you had asked, "Former 
President Nixon has urged the meeting hetween you and the 
President. What is your reaction?" Andropov said, "The 
Soviet leadership has always -- 


A Fxcuse me, is there a question? 

e) Pardon me? 

A Is there a question? 

0 Yes. That was the question. 

A No, are you asking me a question? 

@) I'm sorry. I wanted to pursue that. Don't 
you have an answer to that? 

A I'm not sure what the question is. 

Oo Let me ask a question that I really wanted to 


ask. The question that was asked also of Andropov, "Do you 
consider it possible that the qap between the position 

of the Government of the U.S.S.R. and the Government of the 
U.S.A. on the question of nuclear weapons could be narrowed 
by continued negotiations sufficiently to facilitate a 
compromise agreement.” Andropov's response was, "Yes, I 
certainly do." 


A I don't have a repsonse to that at this 
point. Whether we would have some reponse later on, I can't 
tell you, but I haven't seen that. I just got the text of 
what you've got slightly earlier and have not had a chance 
to examine it nor have other people who would be 
interested in doing so from an official perspective. 


I can't answer that at this point. Obviously, 
we've made certain observations already. Rut in terms of 
your specific question, let's wait and see if we can aet 
something later on today. 


0 No you have today anything on the talks bet- 
ween Israel and Lebanon? 


A I don't. As I said yesterday, I'm afraid 
we're going to have to rely on reports that are coming 
directly from the site. The timing is such that we just 
don't get reports in time for the briefing. 
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Q Could you tell us if and when Ambassador 
Habib might join the talks? 


A If we have addressed in the sense that we've 
said that from to time he would be joing them, but, specifi- 
cally, whether there are any plans, I don't know of any 
right now and he is not, as far as I know, imminently to 
depart for the region. So I just don't have any update for 
you on that. 


Q What is the reaction to the Brookings 
Institute report that the Soviets have nuclear arms aimed at 
all parts of the world? 


A I don't have any particular response to that. 


Q Middle East again. When Hussein was here, 
afterwards a senior Administration official said that there 
had been no request for arms. Were there any requests for 
arms sales to Jordan by the joint American-Jordanian 
Military Command? 


A By the joint Jordanian -- 


Q By the Jordanian Commission that was here, | 
meeting at the same time. 


A At the Defense Department? No. We have 
received no formal request. The situation has not changed 
from what we have described before. 


Q You can't say if there were any formal offers 
made by the United States to sell those? 


A No. I think the point is, when we receive a 
formal request, we will give it consideration. But that's 
where we are. 


Q Do you have anything on an anti-American 
demonstration in Kabul? 


A Yes, I do. 

0 In front of the American Embassy? 

A Yes. We understand there was a demonstration 
organized by the Karmal regime in front of our Embassy in 
Kabul on December 30. The crowd was estimated between 


18,0900 and 20,000 with the usual speeches and anti-American 
slogans, and it lasted a little over an hour. 


In keeping with past practice, the crowd dispersed 








R 
quietly, and there was no threat to the Embassy. 


Q. You say past practices, does this happen 
frequently? 


A It has happened, I believe, twice before, to 
-- my knowledge. I don't have specifics on that. 


Q Alan, same subject. You say it was organized 
by the Karmal regime. How do you know it wasn't 
spontaneous? 


A It did not appear to be spontaneous. 
0 (Inaudible). 


aa 


A No, actually it was December 30. It's today 
their time. It took place in the wee hours our time. 


9 Has the Karmal Government provided adequate 
security for the Embassy in these -- 


ee 


A There was no threat, as I said, to the 
Embassy, and no threat to Embassy personnel during this 
demonstration. 


4 . 


‘age 


Q Apparently the President said yesterday that 
he was somewhat encouraged about prospects for the 
U.S.-Soviet arms limitation agreement. I think this morning 
Mr. Weinberger said something similar. Can you clarify the 
mood of the Soviets about arms limitation talks? 


A No, I think their remarks speak for them- 
selves on this. I refer you to what they said on this. I 
think the series of statements yesterday all essentially 
said the same thing. 
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Q Do you have anything on the Soviet accusa- 
tions against the Vatican and the Vatican reply to that? 


A Accusing the Pope of being anti-communist? 
0 Yes. | 

A No. I don't have anything on that. 

9 


On the Afghan Embassy, how many people are 
still left there? 


A I don't have a number to give you. I can see 
if we can provide one, but often specific numbers are not 
available. But if you would like I can try and get you some 
sort of a number on that. 
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Q The Council on Hemispheric Affairs just 
released a report that says human rights conditions in Latin 
America had deteriorated over the past year, and they blame 
in part the lack of U.S. policy on human rights in Latin 
America. Is there any reaction? 


A We apparently have just gotten that report, 
and have not had a chance to go through it. I don't think I 
would respond in any case specifically to it. Obviously, I 
would ~*fer you to past statements we've made concerning the 
Admin.«:«ation's human rights policy. There is a policy. 


We will be issuing our own annual report in 
January covering broad areas of the world, and would refer 
you to that. In the course of drawing up that report, or 
those individual country reports, we would take into account 
reports such as the one that you've raised and others and 
pay attention to them and then draw our own conclusions and 
make our own analysis. But I don't have a specific reponse 
to that report. 


Q What will be the State Department's recommen- 
dation on certification of human rights in El Salvador? 


A That's a month away. I think we'll make a 
recommendation at the time. 


QO Any comment about Japanese defense budget? 


A Yes. Last year we applauded the Japanese 
defense increase as demonstrating a commendable awareness of 
the need for Japan to play a greater role in its own self 
defense. 


The United States hoped that the 1982 effort 
represented an important step in the direction of meaninful 
Japanese self defense capability, and towards an effective 
and significant Japanese-American division of labor dedi- 
cated to preserving peace and security. 


Due to domestic financial difficulties, which faced 
the new Japanese (binet upon taking office in late 
November, this year's defense increase falls short of the 
meaningful further step which seem necessary if Japan were 
to achieve, within a reasonable period of time, the defense 
goals it has set for itself. 


The United States agrees with Prime Minister 
Nakasone's positive statements on the need for increased 
Japanese defense capabilities, and we welcome the personal 
efforts of the Prime Minister in achieving a real increase 
of over four percent and putting emphasis on defense capabi- 


10 . 


lity despite reductions in other aqovernment ministeries. 
Nonetheless, we believe that more siqnificant progress 
toward achieving the self defense capabilities proposed by 
the Japanese Government needs to be made. The United States 
will, of course, continue its defense dialoaue with its 
a Japanese ally in earnest. Japan is our most important ally 

$ in the Pacific, and we look forward to working with the 

Japanese Government in building a more effective and 

' equitable defense partnership. 


gn 


0 Copy of that please? 


A Yes. I'll see if it's available immediately 
after. If not, it'll be available shortly after. 


9) Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:27 P.M.) 
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Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, in the Security 
Council, in Explanation of Vote on the Situation in the Golan 
Heights, January 20, 1982. 


Mr. President, my country opposes the resolution sponsored by Jordan 
for reasons which are of importance not only as regards the proper 
disposition of the current matter before us -- that of !srael's 
Golan Heights legislation -- but also out of concern for the future 
of the United Nations and the ability of the Security Council to 
perform a positive role in the maintenance of world peace and 
security. 


The resolution with which we are confronted today constitutes, we 
believe, an aberration, even a perversion of the very purpose which 
the Security Council is called upon by Chapter VII of the United 
Nations Charter to perform. Article 39 vests in the Security 
Council the responsibility to deal with activities that threaten 
world peace and security. The role the Security Council is called 
upon to perform is, by definition then, a constructive role: to 
prevent "an aggravation of the situation." This resolution, we 
believe, would do the opposite. Far from preventing aggravation, it 
would become a source of aggravation. 


i 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Indeed, it has already succeeded in exacerbating the terribly 
difficult oroblems of the Middle East, in dividing people whose 
cooperation is needed to solve problems, in sowing suspicions and 
feeding hostilities. A flood tide of invective has flowed through 
tnis hall threatening day after day to overwhelm the svirit of 
reason and compromise with hatred and cynicism. 


The United States has tried hard to demonstrate its determination to 

be fair and reasonable in confronting the situation in the Golan 

Heights. We have refused to be drawn into vicious exchanges, or 

distracted from the search for real solutions that will render more 
| safe and secure the real lives of actual people in the reocion. 


We will not be deterred from our course. We will continue to search 
for constructive means to achieve peace for Israel and ner neighbors. 


We believe that a good place to begin is indeed with the 
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implementation of the resolutions of the Security Council of the 
United Nations. We believe that Security Council Resolutions 242, 
338 and 497 can serve as the basis of that constructive search. We 
urge the implementation of all three. 


Mr. President, on this occasion, and in this place where there has 
been so much talk of aggression, repression and the desire of 
peoples to live in peace, I cannot forebear to mention the problems 
of another people in the world who are just now being denied peace 
and self-government. What an extraordinary institution this is '‘° 
that, in the more than a month since the massive, Drutal repression 
of the people of Poland got under way, there has been no mention 
here of the violations of their human rights, of the violations of 
the United Nations Charter, the Helsinki Final Act, the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights that have occurred there. We should 
like on this occasion to express our solidarity with the people of 
Poland as well as with those of the Golan and to affirm the 
commitment of my Government to work for the rights of all peoples 
currently denied freedom, self-determination and self-government. 


Mr. President, we do not approve Israel's annexation of the Golan 
Heights. Indeed, we do not even believe such annexation has 
occurred. We believe we should get on with negotiations which will 
demonstrate that fact. 


Thank you. 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles Lichenstein, Alternate United States 
Representative to the United Nations for -decial Political Affairs, in 
the Security Council, in Explanation of Vote on the Situation in the 
Golan Heights, January 28, 1982. 


Mr. President, the United States could nct support the resolution before 
us. And certainly the members of this Council deserve to know, and we 
would hope to understand, the grounds for our abstention. 


My government has made clear its view of the action by Israel that was 
the effective cause of this Council's concern with the Golan issue in the 
First instance, Resolution 497 of the 17th of December, 1981, stands as 
the United Nations' consensus position on this issue. In December and 
again in January there was ample opportunity for debate and discussion 
and deliberation in U.N. forums. No practical purpose and, more 
important, no productive purpose can possibly be served by yet another 
debate in an Emergency Special Session of the General Assembly. 


We fear that such a debate will almost certainly be an exercise in 
futility. We fear it will issue in more -- and more inflamatory -- 
invective. We fear the cause of peace will in no way be advanced. 


Worse, the propects for peace in the Middle East -- fragile at best -- 
will, in our judgment, be diminished. A third round of debate will make 
the process of unconditional negotiation between the parties to conflict 
in the region less rather than more likely, and recourse to the framework 
of Resolutions 242 and 338 more rather than less difficult. 


We fear that instead of serving as an instrument of conflict resolution, 
Mr. President, the uniquely vaiuable forum of the United Nations will 
once again be made an instrument of conflict extension and conflict 
exacerbation. 


My government is gripped neither by a hopeless idealism nor by the 
absence of all hope. The problems of conflict in the Middle East are 
immensely difficult and, it sometimes seems, unyielding. Yet the process 
of good-faith negotiation and of reconciliation has begun. It has 
worked, and it still is working. 


Mr. President, we ask whether the vote being recorded today will in fact 
advance the purposes of the United Nations and its Charter. Is it our 
purpose in this body to contribute affirmatively to the containment and 
resolution of conflict -- or to extend and deepen and exacerbate 
conflict? Are we to engage in hate-filled polemics -- or in the long, 
arduous search for peace? 


Thank you, Mr. President. 


kKkkkkkeke 














Unitep States MIssion TO THE UNITED Nations 





799 UNITED NATIONS PLAZA 
NEw York, N. Y. 10017 


«< 


FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 03(82) 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY February 05, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, in the Emergency 
Special Session of the General Assembly, in Explanation of Vote on 
the Situation in the Golan Heights, February 5, 1982. 

Mr. President, the resolution before this emergency special session 
of the General Assembly is profoundly objectionable to the United 
States. We oppose it because it does not contribute to peace in the 
Middle East: it will make peace harder to achieve. 


We oppose the end it seeks -- which is revenge and retribution, not 
conciliation and compromise. 


We oppose the means it recommends: which are unreasonably punitive 
and ill-suited to accomplishing any constructive purpose. 


We oppose the use of the United Nations involved here because this 
body was and is meant to be devoted to building peace and security, 
and this resolution seeks neither. Instead, it uses this body as an 
instrument to deepen divisions and exacerbate conflicts. 


"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


We oppose this resolution because, like any other cynicai use of 
power, it will leave this body weaker than it already is, less fit 
to achieve its noble purposes. 


By damaging the prospects for peace, this resolution undermines the 
integrity -- indeed, the very raison d'etre -- of the United Nations. . 


Last month in the Security Council the United States voted against a 
resolution on Israel's Golan Heights legislation because as we 
Stated at the time, the resolution constituted "a perversion of the 
very purpose which the Security Council is called upon by Chapter 
VII of the United Nations Charter to perform." That purpose is to 
prevent "an aggravation of the situation." The resolution before us 
today, like the previous resolution, does not prevent an aggravation 
of the situation: it is itself a source of aggravation. It is also 
procedurally flawed in that it Seeks to assign to the General 
Assembly responsibilities that Chapter VII of the Charter properly 
and solely invests in the Security Council. 


The United Nations has discussed the Golan Heights legislation now 
for nearly two months. As my delegation made clear at the outset, 
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we opposed this legislation because it purported or appeared to 
alter unilaterally the international status of the Golan Heights. 
Therefore, on December 17th the United States joined other members 
of the Security Council in passing Resolution 497, thereby makina 
clear our disapproval of the Israeli government's action in 
extending its civil law over the Golan Heights. We communicated the 
same message in our bilateral relations. 


As we have stated often, the future of the Golan Heights, like that 
of all the occupied territcries, can be resolved only through 
negotiations pursuant to Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338. 
Accordingly, we have called upon Israel to rescind its legislation 
and -- most importantly -- to reaffirm its commitment to a 
negotiated solution. In its letter of December 29th to the 
Secretary-General, Israel did, in fact, reaffirm its readiness to 
enter into unconditional negotiations with the Syrians over the 
international legal status of tne Golan. 


At that point, tie only constructive role for the United Nations was 
to facilitate such negotiations, in accordance with Resolutions 242 
and 338. But the resolution before the Security Council did not 
even mention these resolutions and, needless to say, the current 
draft resolution doesn't either. 


Mr. President, we must go back to basics. Israel is accused of 
threatening peace. Yet peace is not the situation that prevailed 
between Israel and Syria before Israel's Golan Heights legislation 
was adopted. Security Council Resolution 338, which was the basis 
for the 1973 ceasefire, called upon the parties to “start 
immediate’y" to negotiate the implementation of Resolution 242 so 
that Israeli withdrawal could be effected in exchange for 
recognition of Israel's existence within “secure and recognized" 
oorders. But no such negotiations took place. 


There is no one in this chamber who coes not know which party has 
refused to negotiate peace or even to accept Resolution 242. Yet 
the resolution before us today and the speeches we have heard take 
no account of this reality. 


Mr. President, the United States greatly desires to have cordial, 
cooperative, good relations with all the states in the region. My 
country nas devoted enormous effort, in this Administration énd 
under previous Administrations, to finding a basis for peace and 
reconciliation. We also want very much a strong United Nations 
acting in fidelity to the principles of its Charter. For these very 
reasons we are appalled by this resolution which distorts reality, 
denies history and inflames passions. 


The draft resolution before us calls the Israeli legislation an act 
of aggression. But no shots were fired, no soldiers were brought 
into place. And the future of the Golan Heights is no less 
negotiable than before. 


It describes the Israeli legislation as an annexation. It is not. 
The United States has not recognized it as such. The Security 
Council in Resolution 497 did not recognize it as such. To now call 
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it annexation only creates an artificial obstacle to negotiations. 


This resolution call for comprehensive sanctions against Israel and 
for Israel's total isolation from the rest of the world. But can 
anyone truly believe that such proposals, advanced in a spirit of 
vindictiveness, will make a constructive contribution to peace? 


Mr. President, the United States objects to this resolution because 
it makes the search for peace more difficult, and because it weakens 
this body. We also object to it for less disinterested reasons -- 
we object to the barely veiled attack on the United States present 
here in the paragraph that “strongly deplores the negative vote by a 
permanent member...." 





The right to cast a veto is vested by the Charter in the five 
permanent members of the Security Council. The sole purpose of this 
provision is to permit one of the permanent members to block a 
proposed action of the Council if for any reason this action is 
Geemed seriously flawed. The United States used the veto for the 
purpose for which it was intended -- to block action which we deemed 
ill-conceived and imprudent and, moreover, one incompatible with the 
pursuit of international peace and security to which this body is 
dedicated. It is not at all appropriate that an action taken in 
conformity with the spirit and the letter of the Charter should be 
deplored. 


Furthermore, as everyone present understands, this resolution raises 
basic questions which go to the heart of the relationship of a 
member state to tne United Nations. This is a profoundly serious 
matter, filled with ominous portent. Questions of membership in 
this body and its associated agencies should not, indeed cannot be 
settled by majority passions. The United Nations or any similar 
Organization can only exist if the principle of majority rule is 
balanced by respect for minority rights. This resolution strikes 
twice at the principle that minorities also have rights: first when 
it deplores our use of the veto, and second when it attempts to 
Submit questions of membership to the General Assembly. Respect for 
the United Nations means respect for its Charter. 
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We hope that the authors and supporters of the resolution will think 
deeply about this aspect of their approach, for the health, even the 
Survival of tne United Nations depends on respect for both majority 
rule and minority rights. Nothing is more clear than this. 


Mr. President, suppose this resolution passes, as regrettably I 
Suppose it will, what will this exercise have achieved? 
- An Israeli withdrawal from the Golan? Of course not. 
- An embargo of economic, technological, military goods 
destined for Israel? Of course not. 
- A restoration of the occupied territories? Of course not. 
- A resolution of the problems of Palestinians? Of course not. 
- Peace in the Middle East? Of course not. 
- Will it intimidate the United States, causing it to abdandon 
its Middle East policy, its friendship with Israel, its search 
for peace in the region? Of course not. 
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What then, will this resolution accomplish? 


What has already been achieved by these weeks of harsh, seemingly 
endless attacks on Israel, on the United States, on the spirit of 
reason, moderation, on peace itself? To raise the question is to 
answer it. 
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There is, in my country, a child's rhyme, sticks and stones may 
break our bones but words will never hurt us. The rhyme is 
profoundly mistaken. Words have consequences. 


Words express the ideas, the values and the truths we live by. They 
are the principal means available for reason to explain purposes and 
dispel misunderstandings. The United Nations was conceived as a 
palace of reason, a place where reason would replace violence as the 
tool for settling disputes. 


This miserable resolution before us today demonstrates the sad truth 
that any instrument can be made to serve purposes remote from its 
raison d'etre: words can be used as weapons; ploughshares can be 
turned into swords, and the United Nations itself can be used to 
polarize nations, spread hostility, and exacerbate conflict. 


The use made of the United Nations in this resolution and in the 
weeks preceding it is indeed worth “strongly deploring"™ and my 
government strongly deplores it. 


Naturally we shall vote no. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 04(82) 
February ll, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Jose Sorzano, United States Representative 
to the United Nations Economic and Social Council, at the donors 
Booting for Khmer relief, February ll, 1982 


Mr. Cheiceen, my delegation appreciated your most useful and candida 
report and those of your United Nations colleagues. 





Mr. Chairman, let me first turn to the relief program for the Khmer 
on the Thai-Kampuchean border. I believe that all of us who nave 
Supported this effort -- the UN agencies, the voluntary 
Organizations and the donors -- can take great pride that our 
assistance has saved hundreds of thousands of desperate Khmer from 
Starvation, disease, and death. But the acute need for relief 


continues. 


Over two hundred thousand Khmer continue to live on the border 
because they oppose the Vietnamese occupation and fear the dangerous 
conditions inside their homeland. As there is no way for them to 
Support themselves, the Khmer on the border remain Gependent on 
western assistance for their survival. In addition, there are 
90,000 Thai villagers affected who need continued support. The 
United States believes strongly that the welfare of these 
unfortunate people remains as much our collective humanitarian 
responsibility now as it was in 1979. 
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My Government has already pledged 10 nillion dollars to the border 
relief program for 1982. Although a significant amount, the US 
contribution constitutes only about one third of the overall cost of 
the operation. Our distinguished Chairman, Sir Robert, has already 
alerted us to the cash flow problem which, if not resolved, could 
quickly interrupt the distribution of relief to the Khmer and 
affected Thai. We therefore urge the other donors to support 
generously this essential program. All of us have already given so 
much -- and accomplished so much -- that we must protect this 
investment in human lives by fully providing the support that is 
still needed. 


I would like to express my government's satisfaction with tne new 
Memorandum of Understanding concerning the organization of the UN 
relief programs inside Thailand. We are particularly pleased that, 
under the terms of this agreement, you, Mr. Chairman, will continue 
to assume overall responsibility for these programs and that you 
will receive operational assistance from the World Food Program. We 
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are- sure that these new organizational arrangements will work well 
if the UN personnel involved continue to cooperate as they have in 
the past. It is unclear, however, who will assume the non-food 
relief responsibilities previously discharged by UNICEF. We very 
much want these valuable medical and social welfare programs to 
continue. Staffing for the border is also an area of concern. 
UNICEF personnel who have been seconded to WFP continue to do an 
outstanding job of managing the program, but their participation 
will end this summer and it is very important that WFP quickly 
locate experienced and capable replacements. 


The Interior 





Turning now to the question of continued aid for the interior of 
Kampuchea, the position of the United States government is to 
Support continued aid to Kampuchea if necessary to avert large-scale 
and severe human suffering. The evidence currently available, while 
far from definitive, does indicate that the main Kampuchean rice 
crop was severely damaged by flood and drought. It is possible that 
Kampuchea may not have enough food to get through until its next 
harvest in November and December. 





The recently completed WFP assessment supported the FAO's previous 
projection of a nationwide rice deficit of 278,000 MT and 
recommended that the donors immediately provide over 60,000 MT of 
food rice against that projected deficit. While we appreciate the 
efforts of the WFP and FAO teams, we feel that their estimates will 
require further refinement in the light of actual experience as the 
agricultural cycle continues, and that the evidence now available 
does not justify a large commitment of aid for the interior. We 
agree in principle with the recommendation of the WFP team to 
provide western-donated food rice to vulnerable groups in several 
rice defict areas, which will keep the UN food pipeline active, and 
also to complete the rice-seed exchange program. Given “he 
uncertainties involved, however, we recommend the adovtion of a 
minimal program framed with regard to the WFP priorities. What we 
have in mind would be a program costing no more than 7 million 
dollars which would cover 9,700 MT of food to complete tne seed 
exchange program and 5,000 MT of food for distribution to vulner:ible 
groups. The United States is prepared to contribute 30% of the cost 
of this effort. The principal advantage cf such a minimal program 
is that it positic1s us to respond quickly at a later tine if it 
becomes clear that the food deficit will be of such a magnitude as 
to cause large-scale human suffering. The completion of the seed 
exchange program will also help insure that Kampuchea will have 
enough food in 1983 to get by without continued western aid. We 
would support the implementation of any mechanisms which Sir Robert 
feels would be essential for insuring prompt donor consideration of 
the food situation inside Kampuchea. 





I wish to point out that our support for continued minimal aid to 
Kampuchea is dependent on two conditions. The first condition is 
effective monitoring. The emergency relief program cannot be run as 





it has in the past when western-donatea relief was turned over 
directly to the Phnom Penh authorities with insufficient assurances 
that these supplies would reach their intended recipients. If the 
interior program is continued as we suggest, the responsible UN 
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relief agencies must monitor the program carefully to insure that 
distribution of western-donated humanitarian aid reaches its 
intended recipients in pre-determined deficit areas. 


Our second condition is the provision of substantial emergency aid 
by the Soviet bloc. Having invaded and occupied Kampuchea in 
violation of the UN Charter and resolutions of the General Assembly, 
the Vietnamese and their supporters bear a special responsibility 
for current conditons inside Kampuchea. It is imperative that 
western assistance not be used to subsidize a foreign occupation or 
to make up for the failure of the occupying power and its supporters 
to fulfill their responsibilities. We understand that Vietnam last 
year exported thousands of tons of rice to other nations, rice wnicn 
could have been used to feed needy Khmer. We have heard reports 
that Vietnam plans to export even more rice this year. Failure of 
the Soviets, the Vietnamese, and their allies to contribute 
substantial aid to Kampuchea will have a profoundly negative effect 
on the willingness of the donors to support continued aid to 
Kampuchea. Let me also make it clear that we do not accept the WFP 
policy recommendation that the Communist bloc should contribute only 
50% of Kampuchea's emergency requirements. Given their special 
responsibilities and their poor showing last vear, we expect the 
Soviet bloc to assume a greater proportion of emergency relief aid 
than the western donors in 1982. Mr. Chairman, this message needs 
to be conveyed to the Soviets and the Vietnamese in the strongest 
manner. 


Finally, one further point about aid to the interior. If the other 
donors agree to continue a minimal program inside Kampuchea, the 
United States believes that it 13 essential for UNICEF to remain the 
sole UN contact with the Phnom Penh authorities. By preserving the 
Current organizational arrangement, we will be able to avoid any 
changes which could be construed as UN recognition of the Heng 
Samrin regime. 


Let me close with a personal observation. As I said before, I 
believe that all of us can take great pride in what the Khmer reli 
program has accomplished. I[ believe tha: few other relief program 
have had such a positive impact on she lives of so many people. 
Through it all, Mr. Chairman, you have always olayed a decisive role 
and I am pleased that you will continue to discharge overall 
responsibility for the proacram. You have our full support for this 
very tough job. I would also like ‘o draw special attention to the 
contribution to the Khmer program made by the Royal Thai government 
and to express our appreciation for their humanitarian contribution. 
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Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States Permanent 
Reoresentative to the Urited Nations, in the Security Council, in 
exolanation of vote on the expansion of UNIFIL, Febdruary 25. i982. 


Mr. President, for the sast week the government of the United States 1435 
worked alongside other governments in this body and alongside you to 
negotitate a text that would nave the support of the government 4» 
Lebanon, the troop contributors and others who support this important 
peacekeeping operation. We nave also sought a text that would °2 
acceptable to Lebanon's neighbors and respect the vital national 
interests of all concerned. we believe that the Council as succeeded in 
negotieting such a resolution. An observer of the Councii's activities 
mignt wonder why, in fact, it has been so difficult to find consensus on 
a question about which there was so little disagreement, the question of 
whether the Council should or should not support General Callagnhan's 
trequest that 1000 troops be added to the UNIFIL contingent. And we do 
regret that the Council could not take the simole, straightforward steo 
of enlarging the UNIFIL forces without adding to the resolution some 
elements that seemed to us extraneous to tne sasic ourpose of tne 
resolution. We regret that it is so difficult here to take constructive 
action without obstructive, ad hominem attacks 9n one another. 


4r. President, tne government of the United States is nonetheless pleased 
29 support this resolution which provides General Callaghan tne 
additional 1000 trooos for the UNIFIL forces which he has said he needed 
to accomolish his tasx, to orovide the soldiers under his command wit’ 
the reinforcement and the leisure that they require. My government is 
committed to the task of extending and reinforcing peace in this deeol, 
troubled area. We are committed also to restoring the sovereignty and 
the territorial integrity of the government of LeSanon. We delieve tnat 
*-@ cycle of violence that afflicts the area is orofoundly dangerous to 
the security, peace and well-being of the region and snould be adresses 
in all its aspects and complexities. We expect that the reinforced 
trooos of UNIFIL will be able more effectively to deal with the 
incursions and violations of all kinds and from all sources. To help 
achieve these goals, the government of the United States offers its 
moral, political, financial, diplomatic support. We also work through 
our bilateral and regional diplomacy to achieve these goa!s. We ‘esire 
to 2xpress our gratitude and admiration of the efforts of the 
distinguished representative sf the United Nations Secretariat *o~- is 
hard work on behalf of peace in this troubled region. Finally, we offer 
our best, warm wishes to General Callaghan and the UNIFIL trooos as £49” 
continue their terrioly important task. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Mr. Chairman, as always, it is an honor as wei+ as 
a duty to respond to an invitation to testify before a 
Committec of the Congress. The Congress’ role in making 
and overseeing American foreign policy is, and I have 


always believed should be, exceedingly important. 


I have been asked to discuss today the extent to 
which the practices of the government of Nicaragua do and 
do not respect the human rights of Nicaragua's citizens. 
Such a discussion requires a minimal understanding of 
what human rights a government may be reasonably expected 
to respect as well as reliable and accurate knowledge of a 


government's policies and practices. 


Mr. Chairman, I have argued elsewhere that rights 
should not be confused with wishes, or goals, that the list 
of human rights cannot be indefinitely lengthened like a 
shopping list in a global super market. I believe such 
political and legal rights such as free speech, press, 
religion, freedom of assembly, freedom from arbitrary arrest, 
and the right to due process are the fundamental rights: 
they are the prerequisites to other social and economic 


goods. These basic political and legal rights share several 








ation in American Foreign 


_ 
fe 


é 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


"Declassified for Publ 


important characteristics. Above all, they decenc on 


restraint in the use of power. To observe the rule of law, 





to permit citizens to meet together and speak freely, it is 
not necessary that an economy be industrialized, a standard 
of living high; a people literate, or urban. It is only 
necessary that this government not use its Coercive power 

to ban newspapers, break up meetings, arrest opponents. 
Governments, we should be clear, do not -=- and should not -- 
control all kinds of power in a society. They cannot, 
therefore, be held responsible for all the ways power is 
exercised. But governments are responsible for their own 
Gecisions and policics. It is not reasonable therefore to 
hold a government responsible for the level of industrialization, 
the rate of economic growth or productivity in a society -- 
(unless, of Course, the government has claimed the exclusive 
right to manage the economy). It is entirely reasonable to 
hold a government responsible for its own decisions concerning 
arrest, trial, detention; for its own policies concerning 
elections and opposition; for its own practices vis-a-vis 


Other sectors of the society. 


Unfortunately, for the people of Nicaragua the policies 
and practices of that government demonstrate a pattern of 


Systematic repression which began soon after the Sandinista 
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triumph in July, 1979 and has intensified with the 
progressive consolication of power by Nicaragua's one- 


party dictatorship. 


This is neither the time nor place to review the events 





and policies that culminated in July, 1979 in the defeat and 
resignation of Anastasio Somoza, the collapse, soon thereafter 
of the transitional government headed by President Urcuyo, and 
the accéssion to power of the Sandinista Directorate --- 


though I believe there remain important lessons to be learned 





from these events. We are concerned here with the consequences 
of Sandinista rule for the freedom, security and well being of 


Nicaraguans. 


In the past two and one half years, Nicaraguan's hopes 
for greater freedom, Gemocracy and security from government 
tyranny have very nearly died as the new rulers moved expertly 
first to establish and then, progressively, to exercise 
control over the various sectors and institutions of Nicaraguan 
society. Tne pattern is familiar to all students of total power. 

according to plan. 

The revolution has been conducted/ The extension and consolidation 
of power follows the pattern of “coup d'etat by installments” 


{Konrad Heiden's description of the Nazi seizure of near total 


power of German society). 
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/ 
One step at a time he Sandinista directorate moved 


against the faint near ted bourse is ‘demoersts ia their 
ranks, Robelo, Chomofro, Pastora, Cruz, waiting while they 
resigned in frustration and disappointment. One sector at a 


time they have moved against Nicaraguan society -- now 


seizing radio, television stations, newspapers, now nationalizing 


new industries, now tightening control of the economy, now 
moving against the incependent trade union, now banning 2 
bishop from access to television, now organizing and reinforcing 
the Sandinista Defense Committees that bring the revolution, 


with rewards, demands, and survellience into every neighborhood. 


Along side it all came a dramatic, extraordinary expansion 


of Nicaragua's army, National Guard and international role. 
Today's National Guard is many times the size and strength 


of the one that reinforced Somoza's regime. It reinforces 


a political machine many times more sophisticated than Somoza's. 


A political scientist describing the Nazi's consolidation 
of power in a single German town noted, concerning that process 
of destruction of society and politicization of human relations: 


"Hardly anyone in Thalburg in those days 
grasped what was happening. There was no real 
comprehension of what the town would oexpericnce 
if Hitler came to power, no real understanding 
of what Naziism was." (p. 281, William Sheridan 
Allen, The Nazi Seizure of Power: The Experience 
of a Single German Town) 








. 


It is no easier to understand what is happening to Nicaragua. 
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Mr. Chairman, there are serious obstacles to a clear 
assessmert or the practices relevant to human rights in 
Nicaragua. We are confronted in Nicaragua with the familiar 
patterns of doublespeak with which would-be totalitarian 
rulers of our times assault reality in the attempt to 
persuade us; and doubtless, themselves, that making war 
is seeking peace; that repression is liberation; that a free 
press is a carefully controlled one. Thus on February 19, 


1982 Daniel Ortega solemnly assured the opening session of 


a -— a 
-—~-— —e - 


an international conference {COPPAL) that the forced transfer 


and violence of Miskito Indians was naturally carried out : 


= ———_— oo = ——_—<- -- 
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only to protect their human rights. 


—_ 


"We have had to transfer them from the Rio Coco River 
banks, on the border of Honduras, to our country's 
interior investing efforts and resources that cost 
blood to the Nicaraguan people. True, there have been 
some dead in the north, in Nicaragua's Atlantic zone." 


“We have had to resort to drastic measvres to protect 
the rights of those Nicaraguans,."” 


The world misunderstood the systematic destruction of the ~~ ~~~ ~~ 
homes, villages and economies of the Miskito Indians. The 
government was only protecting them against counterrevolutionaries. 


Furthermore, Radio Sandino explained (15 February, 1982); 
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“Those communities located on the banks of the Coco 
River iivec in neglectedé conditions since it is 
pratically impossible to buiic roads in the area due 
to the swampy land. Also the soil is not very fertile 
for agriculture and cattle raising. The situation 

is worsened by the constant floods which produce very 
low crop yields that are not even enough for the 
communities subsistence. As a result of this 
situation, all the a@vantages that they can now be 
given in the new settlements could not be offered to 
them.” 


Freedom from floods, freedom from bad soil and low crop 
yields, freecom from counterrevolutionaries, freedom from 
responsibility for their own lives, these are the human rights 
cited by Nicaragua's government to justify their claims to 


decide by force where the Miskitos should live, when they move, 


in what language their children should be educated, which dangers - 


they should confront. . 


Thus the dialectic of revolution unfolds: liberation has 
already produced its antithesis in Sandinista Nicaragua. Old 
familiar arguments are invoked to justify new more effective 


repressions. 


Interior Minister Tomas Borge made a very long speech 
recently (January 27) attacking the only newspaper in Nicaragua 
which is not yet wholly controlled by the government. Borge's 
speech provides a useful compendium of contemporary version of 


classic arguments against a free press: 





ee eee ee te 
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First, he postulates a struggle anc invokes foreign 
enemies against whom it is necessary to 
struggle. Then Borge identifies the “most important instrument 


of all enemics of Nicaragua and the revolution: the newspaper: 


La Prensa.“ The offending newapaper is thus ¢cefined not as 


an expression of Nicaraguan opinion but of the enentes of 





> 


Nicaragua. 


Second, Borge explains that even though La Prensa 





undeniably is the most widely read newpaper in Nicaragua its 
"circulation is not a demonstration of the people's support.” 
"The fact that pecple buy cigaretts doesn't mean that cigarettes 
are good for their health..." "That they buy drugs does not 


mean drugs are good.“ The appeal of La Prensa, he argues, is 





like that of porfography - “political pornography." 
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Still, La Prensa functions. Its voice, which daily 





condemned the arbitrary use of power by the Somozistas, re- 
mains the symbol of independence and continuing hope for a 
democratic Nicaragua. But the campaign of intimidation is 
unremitting: government- edicts, divine mobs, repeatedly 
forced temporary suspensions --- on July 10, July 29, August 
20 and intermittently through the fall. On January 13, 1982 
combined actions of the military and the divine mobs closed 


La Prensa for three days after editorial offices were attacked 





and the homes of its editors, Pedro Joaquin Chomorro and 
Jaime Chomorro Barrios,were defaced. 

By 1981, the foundation of Sandinista control over the 
symbolic environment had been established. The government 
controlled radio, television and newspapers other than La 


Prensa. Moreover, laws were in place making it a crime to 





criticize the government without its authorization, to organize 
Or promote candidacies for the elections which had, by now, 
been "postponed" until 1985. 

Nineteen eighty-one marked new levels of oppression 
in other spheres as well. Intimidation and control of the 
economy was extended, various private sector leaders were 
arrested, deported or imprisoned culminating in October in 
the sentencing of three chief private sector leaders guilty 
of criticizing the government's management of the economy. 
Proving they were hostile to all institutions autonomous of 
the state, the Sandinistas moved against labor as well as 
business, fiercely attacking Nicaragua's independent trade 


union movement (CUS) which reponded by also withdrawing 
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from the Council of State. 

The most important development in repression against 
the various sectors of Nicaraguan society in 1981 was the 
progressiv> reliance on vigilante mobs to intimidate and 
punish p>. is and institutions who resisted conforming to 
the new orthodoxy. The MON and the Social Democrats, two 
of Nicaragua's principal opposition parties repeatedly were 
the victims of semi-official mob violence. MDN leader Alfonso 
Robelo's home was also attacked by the citizen groups who 
coulc count on understanding and support from the government, 

Concentrating on new human and institutional targets 
did not mean Nicaragua's revolutionary government had lost 
interest in its old adversaries. No one kncws the precise 
number of Somoza's National Guardsmen who still languish in 
Nicaragua's prisons. Pive thousand is a conservative estimate 
of former National Guardsmen who, ccnvicted by special tribunals, 


remain in prison. Many observers believe closer to 14,000 


—_—- - -_ = 





Somocistas remain in Nicaragua's overcrowded, underfed 
prisons. Oo - 
When in September, the government declared a one 
year state of social and economic emergency and declared a 
mumber of broadly defined acts to be crimes, the government's 
power for moving “legally” against its critics was greatly 
expanded. 

By the end of 1981, Nicaragua's one party dictatorship 
had both expanded and consolidated power over diverse sectors 


Of Nicaraguan life. Totalitarian control had not yet been 


established but the process of eliminating and intimidating 


== S —_ HA te A 
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Opponents was far advanced. So was the parallel establishment of 
new institutions that could penetrate and saturate the 
society with the teachings of the revolution. 

The most dramatic and violent manifestation of the 
Sandinista effort to eliminiate diversity, eradicate autonomous 
social groups and bring the whole society under central control 
was the campaign against the people, the institutions and 
the communities of the Miskito, Sumo and Rama Indians of 
Nicaragua's Atlantic Coast. The first moves against these 
largely autonomous, self-governing Indian communities took 
place in July, 1979, when an effort was made to replace the 
256 Council of Elders with Sandinista Defense Committees. 
Prohibition of lumbering, a major economic activity, 
arrest of a Miskito leader, expropriation of Indian lands, 
the imposition of Spanish in schools and various other 
initiatives against the cultural and economic survivial of 
the Coastal Indians followed. All this proved to be a preface, 
however. 

In the last months the Nicaraguan government has carried 
Out a campaign of systematic violence against the Miskito 
Indians, burning their villages, destroying their institutions, 
forcing their evacuation and resettlement, killing those who 
resist, driving thousands into exile in Honduras. Of this 
Campaign, Freedom House declared, “circumstantial evidence 
clearly suggests that the central government has embarked on a 


policy to eradicate the indigenous peoples of the coastal area." 
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The Indian communities against whom these brutal measures 
have been directed have a long history of peaceful, cordial 
relations with Nicaragua's previous governments, who granted 
them semi-autonomous status --- that is, the right to 
preserve their way of life in their own communities. 

The: Sandinistas' violent offensive not only spelled 
tragedy for the Miskitos. It also symbolized the Sandinistas' 
hostility to any group which showed a capacity and a deter- 
minination to resist the transformation and incorporation 
into the all new revolutionary society, culture, econamy 
and state. | 

Sandinista efforts to justify their policy as good for 
the Indians constitutes a forceful contemporary reminder of 
the human costs of revolutionary elites ready to sacrifice 
untold thousands (millions) of men, women and children to 
a fantasy concerning what is good for mankind. 

In a Statement of February 18, 1982, Nicaragua's Bishops 
have graphically cescribed the tragedy of the Atlantic Coast 
Indians. Their statement provides a succinct, moving commentary 
of this massive violation of human rights: 

“f Our thoughts on these events: 

We recognize the governing authorities right 

to undertake necessary measures to guarantee the 
defense and the integrity of the territory of the 
nation. We also recognize the autonomy of the 


State and it's right to determine the implementation 


of emergency military measures in all or part of 


—_——_— ee ee ee eet ee ee 
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national territory in order to defend the 

country. Nevertheless, we wish to remind every- 

One that there are inalienable rights that under 

no circumstances can be violated and we must 

state, with painful surprise, that in certain 
concrete cases there have been grave violations 

of the human rights of individuals, families, and 
entire populations of peoples. These include: 

-~ relocations of individuals by military operations 
without warning and without conscientious dialogue, 
-- forced marches, carried out without sufficient 
consideration for the weak, aged, women and children, 
-~ charges or accusuations of collaboration with 
the counterrevolution against all residents of 
certain towns, 

-- the destruction of houses, belongings and domestic 
animals, 

-- the deaths of individuals in circumstances that, 
to our great sorrow, remind us of the drama of other 
peoples of the region. 

Such are the facts that compel us to denounce vig- 
orously such attitudes of those who have the power 
and force because they must be the first to guarantee 
observance of these human rights. And, we urge the 
competent authorities to take the necessary disciplinary 


measures to prevent a repetition of such events in 


the future. 














13 





On the other hand, we must remember that it is 
good to maintain the national integrity and that 


it is a right and historical duty of all Nicaragua 


to protect the nation’s territorial integrity. We 
must also remember that it is a right and duty 
to preserve the legitimate possession and use 


of the riches of the natural, traditional and 





‘* 


cultural patrimony of the indigenous people of the 

Atlantic Coast. In these we encounter and recognize 

with pride, not only the ancestry of our race, but 

also the identity of our ancient, prehispanic 

nationalities. - 
As we know, Mr. Chairman, the tragedy of Nicaragua's Indians 


is by no means unique in our deeply troubled times. Governments 
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with totalitarian aspirations to control and transform the 

whole of society, and remake human nature, cannot bear 

peoples with strong convictions and settled communities. Jehovah's 
Witnesses, gypsies, Hmong, Bahai, Afgans, these and other 

groups have run afoul of one or more of our century's 

would-be totalitarians. 

Unfortunately the whole pattern of repression that has 
developed in Nicaragua is all too familiar in our times --- 
revolutionary plans, violent overthrow of a preceding gov- 
ernment, "postponed" elections, controlled press, arrested 
opponents, accelerated military build up, surveillance, 
intimidation, economic failure, politico-military expansion. 

This sad scenario describes the spread of tyranny in this Age, 


It should no longer surprise us that the tyranny calls 
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itsel= liberation. We have all had plenty of opportunity 
to learn that in our times. tyranny is always clothed in 
lies. As Solzhenitsyn noted: “violence does not and cannot 


exist by itself... It is invariably intertwined with the lie” 





since it must hide behind “the sugary words of falsehood.” 
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Remarks in Committee I intrcducing the U.S. 
° Proposals for Amendments tc the Draft Convention 
on the Law of the Sea presented by U.S. Rep Leigh S. Ratiner 
—_ March 11, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, since this is the first time that I am taking the floor 
in the First Committee, I wouid Like to tell you how much we agpreciate se2ing 
you in the Chair of the First Committee continuing to do the excellent work 
that you have all these years; and to tell you wheat a pieasure it is for xe 
to be sitting before you acsin to continue our work. 


Mr. Chairman, on the 29th of January the President of the United 
States issued a public statement in which he indicated that the U.S. was 
prepared to return to an active negotiating posture at this very important 
Conference on the Law of tne Sea. It is quite true that it took the U.S. @ 
year to comolete its review of the Draft Convention on the Law of the Sea. 
Our government has identified many significant national economic interests 
which neeced to be evaluated in consultation with many acencies of our 
government, the Concress and many interested or*vate citizens. At no 
was it the wish of the United States to delay tne work of the Conference. 
But, nevertheless, in orcer to ensure taat our position was carefuliy con- 
sidered, anc that no decisions were taken precicitously we tock tae tine 
necessiry to te thorouch. We return to an sctive negotiating posture wrtn 
the fullest measure of thceucnt and analysis possinl© after havina an cooper: 


. 
-.] 
. e 


tunity to take into consiceration the views, the ncece, end the feteres je 
iw of all countries. I¢ has taken & long time icr us to consicer 2ht diveived 
interests snd we aporeciste that the deleoutiors represented there iiave 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


been patient with us in this rather extraorcingry tine at the LUS Conference 
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While the so-called took of amendments is a lengthy cocurent, j 
most Delecations, wnen they have Aad an opportunity to read it, will 





that it deals with only a few central issues. “Mr. Chairman, 1 use the 
word “central” advisely because in Geneva ther? was a creat desl ef dis- 
Cussion about not seeking fundamental cnances to the Draft Convention. i 


would not Like to characterize the changes being proposed in the book 

of amencrents as fundamental. Instead, I would cescribe then es central 
issues which are important for all of us to accress if we are to achieve 2 
consensus and adopt this Convention. 


Mr. Chairman, in his statement of January 29, the President 

of the United States Listed six objectives. I will not repeat these here, 
as I think all Delegations have copies of the President's statement. There 
objectives are cbhiectives which can be satisfied in a multiplicity of wavs. 
They are not in fact fundamentally different from the cbjectives which every 
American Delegation to this Conference has held since its inception. The 
question of whether those objectives were satisfied by the Draft Convention 
was debated in theeAmerican Congress ard in the Acministration which *cox 
office last year. On careful analysis and evaluation of the draft 
Convention it was found ts be inadequate. Moreover, it became clear 

ww that it would not be possible for the present Sraft Convention to enjoy 
sufficient support for our Senate to give its advice and consent to rati- 
fication. 
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in the sor-calied "fpsroacnes Paoer™ of February ¢c4 which was widely a 
Circulated et the Inierses "ional Zeetiags we tried to sumsest a variety of 
ways In which iy Six objectives could be satisfied. ‘Ir. Chairman, the 
Approaches Pas das devised in the Tatercst ot presentina tne Conference 
with a jocunent ‘tna shewed es mucn flexibility 2s possiole toward the 
methods by which the Cratt Conventicn might be chanced. In many rescects the 
Auproaches Pacer nay be of continuing utility to the Delecetions assemdled 
in this room as they consider the bock of amencnents which is deing 
circulated tocay. We cid not vitn tu Galay the work of the Conference by 
the aresentation of the Acarogcae., Paper. Inceec, 17 anything we had hoped 
that it would expeditzs tha work of tna Contersence by suggesting g varicty 
of flexible alternativ2 soluticnas te the various prodlems ahichn the United 
States has identified in the Oraft cConventior. 


Tne bock of amerdctents was prepared at tne informsl request of 
leading celegations in tne Grouo of 77 and others. We want to ce sure that 
this Lceoe of amendrents is not derceived as an ultinatun. If anything, 
the re,erse is tru2. Wo were told that 1t would rot be possible to 


accress United States csancerns unless we produced 3a boor of areandnencs 
and, Me Chaternar. in = sligntly jocutat way, 1 would say that we were 


ercige Sarest &.. troazee the Ses of anencmenc-. We would weve préefcrees ta 
WSeuss thoes vorucs om che Hasty of a sccewaAsi Nore Flexiave apsrcic:: suen 
a % APMPGSCAI. HETIL. 
Lect me anmsciowi2ze in adsvase2 $3.° the wav correeticyws whicr wilt -se¢ 
OC Made te 2 505k OF amencrer sc. Kitt mes Lezined thst e Groen of é 
(f would oniv se wtisine to con Pour 4 Ovals sec wus PEC ales wits 
ti sPaeTte. Cz ~3'te mothe Sasi GF 2 LeLn GT minendents, VW wos orepered 
Svct beees of] P22 TESA GL “embers OF % Jaited oteres delecratinn aarkisnc 
theevghtus tase taakeng. Tue eork wat Cone etterutly cn 4 cont tues basis, 
e4 hours a vay cemnancing Lest rricay anu enuing Of figndey misunt, tad ¢ 
I nacre delegations mae forgive us for our crafting mist2kes wnich we will 
try tc correct socn., We will provide a corrigendum to the Secretariat as 
Quicsty as possible. 


“Me. Chairmen, it is not my intention ted3sy to review the text of the 
US. amendments mut recher to give sone Fightiuhts es to the solutions which 
are crtoosed in the book of smencnents ta the isevues woech Anhassacdcr Matone 
econ Geneva on the 13th o*% Aucust. The issues reierced to in Aubas~ 
socor Nalove'’s statement cf the TS5th of Ausust continua to represent tne 
central concerns whichis tna United States has with the drait Conventien ano 
[I wou.d like to addres: each one cf thea as brietty as Il can. 1 went to 
assure you in advance, that this will not be one of those infamous state= 
ments which losted, IL think, some 13 hours in Caracas with a break for 
dinner. -PAis will oe | relatively brief statemeint and I would like to 
begin first with the overail question of national access to the resources 
of the Area. 


seaaind 


=—_—— 


THE PARALLEL SYSTEM AND THE PROTECTION OF DEVELOPING COUNTRY LAND-BASED PROOUCES 


Mr. Chairman, my Government is preoccupied with the question of access é 
to the natural resources of the seabed. We know it 315 the preoccupation 
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of every ccuntry, whether inc 
Priat2 excess to se2b 
developed aS 2 means 
would have access ev 
procuce ceaded rescur 
our solutions ts the 


ustrialized or dcveloping, that there be aoore- 
cr de know also thst the Enterprise was 

e tnat coviect) had the devetcping countries 

17 Cevelipyng ccuntries were mot able to 

b V2S. i. have tried, therefore, in all of 
@ in the Dratt Convention to avoic impairirs 
Chairman, 1 thiak celegations witl fined 

Py Cments caretully, that we nave intro- 

t the enterprise will cet the eerlies: 

s i Ntity. we understand full well ther 

the basic fundamental encerstancing emsodieg in fart XI, is thet, proviced 

there is a viadle. Tunctronal, corercie. const eis® this Conference is 
prenared to 4arce co gQusrantes the access of Staite Perties. we heave gaune 

to great pains, “ir. Chaicrtan, to avors inmpertiiing ike parallel system in 

Our DOCK of amendgnuents. 


eine 
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the parallel systen 
when zhey have stuc 
Cuced pruposed amenc 
possible stert 


fr. Chairman, we ar2 also awar2 of cone other problen of peramount in 
portanc2 to the Conference and that is the question of protecting the ecoro- 
mies of developing countries who may be 3cversely affected by seaned pirocuc- ~ 
tion. I hope dstesatians eill lank carefully 2t the proposals mzece by the 
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revenucs. 


Me. Chairman, if ceco-sea mining is very sucecssful there should ue 


“amo.e revenues to solve the oropier or the lancrhesed procucers who ere 
seriously affected by teroesen sining. It is sur belief that there ace 


#. ° - . _! . ‘ ~- _—- * whey ~—ri- ~ ° =v. P ” “ » of he - a . 
very fiw such Cevelosing couscry lanacmbaccd procucers and thei ithe revecuec 


Frew Oo SuSCsS$rul Seepesed GINTAG Venturs wrxll be adtqusie far she surscae, 

On the ovr|e2 Hand. vt decorsca mining coes aiovly ona very fow maine sives 

are justified by conrmercial ana ecancmnie esnaiticons “he effect cl ceen-sea 

aining OA Gevelcring Country proscucers would be very Limited and, tieretorce, 

the ravenues whicn would come from a Aanciurc 0) Operations couta be adenuore 
erse isvacts by ceeorsea minino. In short, Me. Cratrnan, 


to deal with any adv 
we have tried in the two areas of principal concern to the Conference to orc 
duce proposals wnich solve rather than create proplens -- the early cperation 
of the Entererise and tn? senrerstion of scequat? revenues for adjustment 
assistance to developing countries who may oe adversely impactea by seabed 
mining. - 


oar 


THE REVIEW CONFERENCE AND AMENDMENTS TO THE TREATY 


-<« 


Mr. Chairman, ainen I began the discussion of the book of amendments, 


I said that our central prodien was access. In our review of the Dratt 
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Convention we have found that many of its provisions tend either to eli- | 
minate or reduc? the prospects for access to the resources of the seabed ¢ 
for a country like the United States. Let me mention, for example, the 
question of the Review Conference. Some twenty yeers from the time the 
Convention enters into force the Review Conference could adopt by a two- 
thircs majority of States Parties amendments to Fert XI which wouid enter 
into force without the consent of all States Parties. Those emendnents 
could establish a single system of access and abancon the carefully 

worked out oarailel system. Mr. Chairman, my aovernnent finds unacceptable 
any provision that would allow amendments io enter into force without our 
consent. I* we ar? to procuce a Convention which is fair to all, then in 
Our judgement it should not be a Convention which allows a vote of tro- 
thirds majority to change the vasic terns of a Convention which has been 
cperating for a very long tite and under which a network of legal rignts 
and obligations have seen estaolished. It has been suggested to us that 

if we do not like the results of the Review Conference, we could at that 
point in tine denounce the Convention. In our judsement this is not 2 
Viable alternative for any country. A convention «hich hes been in 

force for a long period of time establishes a certain Legal ard political 
climate from which a country cannot easily withdcrav. Denunciation, 
therefore, is not an aceaquete solution to this probiem. The United 

States believes that amenccorts to the Convention will need to he submitted 
to our Senate for its advice ang consent. 


TRANSFER OF PRIVATELY OWNED TECHNOLOGY 


Mr. Chairman, again under the heeding of access, we have found through 
Long consultations wit’ the affected private comoenies who would operete 
uncer this Convention, that they will not operate if they are forced to 
transfer their tecrruoiogy to the Enterprise or ceveloping countries. 
Moreover, in the United States, tnere is a view that technoloay is one of 
Cur great nationsl assets and our capacity to procuce advanced techno~ 
logy is not one which can be subjected to oblicatory transfer. It is Gur 
jucgement that if the Convention contains requirements that private com- 
panies transfer their technology to the Enterprise or ceveloping countries, 
the prospects for access by United States companies would be elimineted 
because they would not be prepared to invest. For this reason and for 
reasons of principle this Convention could not be ratified in the United 
States Senate. I should say in tnat connection, Mr. Chairman, that we heave 
made new proposals in the nook cf amendments on the transfer of technology 
to both the Enterprise and to developing countries. These proposals can 
be found in the book of amendments at Annex IV, article 11(bis). 


PRODUCTION LIMITS 


Mr. Chairman, the question of a production ceiling is one which we approac’ 
also from the point.of view of its impact on access. In addition, however, 
I must tell you in~all candor, that the question of a production ceiling is 
a difficult problem of principle for the United States Government. I am 
hopeful, however, that in the course of negotiations it will be possible for . 
all of us to address these issues in a pragmatic way, and, in this connection, 
I would like to stress that a principal difficulty with the production ceiling 
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is that we can see no way to write a procuction ceiling which would not 
impede access. 


Me. Chairman, alt of us are familiar in this Conference with the so- 
called Revised Single Negotiating Text. We ere all familiar with the fect 
that it contained a production ceiling which was rejected by the Group 
of 77 on the grounds that it did not, in fact, limit procuciton from the 
Seabed. The ceiling was set at a level thet allowed market forces to dictate 
how much production would come from the sesoerd. 


Mr. Chairman, a genuine producticn ceiling Limits sroduction from the 

seabed and could limit access to a country or group of countries. hen it 
does that it runs afoul of our objective to have an assurance of eccess 
to resources which are vital to the functioning of our economy and to the 
economies of other countries. Ii, on the other nana, a production ceiling were 
incluced in the Convention which did not do the job frem the point o% view of 
land-based producers, they would consider it unaccentable For this reason, 
Mr. Chairman, we have not deen adle to make prozosals eeaerdine & production 
ceiling which we felt would have a chance in negotiation. It does not seen 
possible, on the one hanc, to c2vise a production cetling which has no iroact 
on the access of industrialized countries tu the deep seabed, while on the 

other hand, satisfying the conceras of Llano Caused orcducers. After con 


> -©¢C . 


eracle thought cond cnalvsis, we felt the cest thing to do was to cone 
e f » 





this Conference franaly end to propose the clininction of the oroauction 
M M4 = <1" - s*™ Maes ‘ - ‘ - * , yy ' ~- ° -,! ~¢ wo. - 
ceilin3z and to fina ane. o> Way td solve Jt j’e vlens ‘y+ cavcov19p ina COunt ry 


land-based srocucers. 


Mr. Presicent, if you notice in my vorce ‘ susrecerscoriag of % 
words Geveloping counties it was durts celroceste. Ttow never 2! ie 
tion of this Conference, inaeed it was never the jotenmtiaon of the Secstarat 
of Princinles, tirat lanchased precucers wit ere not cevclooina countries 
fit from a production ceiling to the detrisent of countries who wight Clore 


wise be in a position to explore for and exploit the resources of the deen 
seabed. Therefore we are anxious to find weys of soning the probv.ens of 
Geveloping countries who may suffer serious écverse economic consequences. 
We are not here to fina solutions to the proulons af industrialized coun- 
tries who wish to protect their land-based procuction of seabed nineruis. 
That is not our purpose anc we do not believe that is a wicely ‘tcnared 
objective. Countries who procuce minerals on lang have no protection 
whatscever fren Giscoveries of mineral Geposits being founa in the terri- 
tories of other countries. To restrict orecuction fron the seabed while 
at the same tine leaving oven the possibility that major discoveries of 

of minerals will be found on land in other countries would be hiahly 
discriminatory and would not lead to a fair and workable systen in the 
Convention. Wwe should not set up an Internstional Seabed Authority 

whose basic principle is discrimination acainst exploitation of the re- 
sources which come from tne seabed. Such 32 princiole would undercut all 
seabed miners, including the Enterprise which would suffer the same 
discrimination. -—~ 


DECISION-MAKING IN THE SEABED AUTHORITY 


Mr. President, as every delegation knows, the question of decision- 
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making in the organs of the Authority is of the utmost importance to the t 
United States delegation, as is the question of the composition of the Coun= 
cil. The provisions of the Draft Convention which cive the Assembly both 
Supremacy and general policy making powers, and which subordinate the Council 
to the Assenbly in those areas where the Assenoly has aiven general policy 
Guidance could provice a oackdoor, if you will, for undoing what is supposed 

to be protected by the powers and functions of the Council. Therefore, we heave 
made procosals to Limit botn the power of the Assendly and to revise its votirs 
procedures so as to recuce the possibility that powers conferred on the 
Council can be usursed by the Assembly. We are anxious, “Nr. Chairmen, 

to devise a Convention which contains a balance between the Assenbly and 

the Council witnout the sossibility that one orgen can interfere with the 
powers and functions of the other. 


With respect to the composition of the Council itself, Mr. Chsairnan, 
there has been much criticism in the United States Governrent and in the 
United States Congress of the provisions of the Draft Convention. We have 
made progosals in the socx sf amendments which would provide necessary 
assurances that net only the United Stat2s sut otner western incustrialized 
countries will be cersanently represontec. The rronos3als are elso cesicned 
to recuce or enciicrate? any apperent inegculties in che wey im which thet 
article is presently formulated. 


With recrect to e2eisionemaitrsg ta the Councit, Mr. Chairman, we have 
mode pi opesuis eoscraica te accption of ° ec ona reeulstions of ihe Autho- € 
Pity waicr aouid lise te ceserice scriet'y. nere of 2s tkO ways in which 
@ceass ci Ge srevented sacer the Vrefe Convention. Ons 1s by the failure 
of the Auchority to e02"0.2 a contract ena the other is by the f2ilure cf 
the Authority to ccsc. rules, regulations sn¢ dtr pieeadss © AS Bil celeque 
tions knoe, tne Coavenricn contains In it aro ENS Lh? enutvelenc cf 


ad moratorium until tne Authority acosts i ful es, reculations end pron 
cedures. We know, “er. Chaitrnan, tat past necotistions focussed on the use 
of consensus votins in the Council for the acostion of rules and reculations. 
what we have tried to cdo 18 propose a new approach to these problems. 


We prorose that the Leosl and Technical Commission be divided ints two 
Subcommissions. A Lecal Succommissicn would be composed of Lawyers who would 
be charced with ceveloning mules, reculations and procecures, and @ Technical 
Subcommission would d2al, inter zlia, with the question of contracts. We 
have further proposed that tne rules, reculations and procedures be adopted 
by consensus in tne Legai Subcomm’ssion but if it fails to acopt the rules, 
regulations and procecures within a specified tine period and could thus 
prevent access to tne resources we have proposed an emergency procecure in 
the Council to discharse the Leaal Commission of the rules, reculations and 
procedures and have orovided for a special voting mechanism for the adoption 
by the Council of rules, regulations and procedures before they are sub- 
mitted to the Assexpbly. They would still be sent to the Assembly for 
approval but they would be applied provisionally by the Council as soon 
as they were acopted by that extraordinary voting procedure. Mr. Chairman, é 
we have given a great deal of thought to other methods of dealing with this 
issue that do not involve tarpering with the voting system in the Council. 

We have not been able to find any other ways to assure the adoption of the 
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. tifications and assune resoonsibdility for their correctness and vat 


— 2 


rules and regulations which are essential to the functioning of the convention 
System and to the access of countries to seabed minersis. 


Mr. President, we have also proposed a system which is sliohtly different 
from the system found in the Draft Convention for voting on certain important 
questions. Under that system the Council is required to take 3 vote ty 2 
three-fourths majority which majority should include a simple majority of « 
of the categories of membership of the Council. Mr. President, I have heard 
it said many times that this would give 2 clocking power to 2 handful of 
industrialized countries. But fir. Chairman, it is also true that this 
proposal can give blocking power to a handtul of developing countries or to 
a handful of land-based procucer countries as well. If we are trying to 
find a formula which will encourage negotiation rather than voting as th 
best way to solve problems in the Council, we think this prososal wiil & 
attractive to many celecations. It will encoursge negotiated settlement 
in the Council, and will promote a cooperative decision-making system. 
hope that it will be given serious attention. It coes offer significant 
protection to all countries -- and not just to industrialized countries -- 
and has been cesisned with that purpose in nind. o~ 


Me. Chaircen, !£ mcntioned ecrtier thar the aosioval of contracts was 
the cther issue On +-Mish Sccess CO S$cabes resources ‘si be denied. * 
delesaticn has prorusec 14 the Seok Of antaduemts @ cow system ice é 
proval of contrac:s w Ich provides that only cuatified avolicents with 
have end cemicacts auurdved. The First Covntice has spert years tryine 
to devise 2 Syst2t im watch Odjactive eriter ca awcuil be applied ts picem 
tions for coutracts co 42 to reduce the socsibiltty af discrininzeticon or 


the wse 3! polisti:scat aivcretion. Access is virsl io many incustrislizec 
countries, not just to the United States, anc, incees, 1 would succest thet 
access to these resources 1s vital to the economies. of all countries. we 
have presosed 3 st oe (98 ective criteria pursuant to whitcn en enolicant 
would have to be qualifire 

that a sovereicn state ce 
the suvereicn ctut? act 


J 
d 
et 


in order to cbtain contrsets. ‘We have also Coosed 
ify the anplicant's slifiestions and that 
ng as r 


. ¢ -~ ; “ 
a Sponsesirg State be responsicle for those 
' 


+ 
* 
es 


the event the Teciiarcal Camtission finds by consensus that there hes been en 
abuse of the cerctctication procedure ang that the qualifications of the «- i= 
Cant were falsely or isproperly certified, it can by consensus reject a cone 
tractor's application. The issue before the Technical Cotnission woulec 
whether or not an agplicant was properly cualified under the terms of the 
Convention and if the acoplicant 1s properly qualified, there would be no 
basis for denying the contract. 


OTHER MINERALS 


— 


-- 


Mr. Chairman, even in this somewhat highlichted presentation of the 
book of arendcrents, it would be Inappropriate for me not to mention the pro=- 
posal we have made regarding articie 153. IL know that this proposal could 
create serious difficulties for some of my collesques. Nevertheless, it 
would be less than candid of me and my celegution - and I think less than 








- 8 - 


“a 


candic for 3il of us, if #2 tried to swi 29 uncer the rug the possibility that 
there are other minerals in the Area to which this Convention could apply. 
Very Little is kncwn coout those minerals, dut as new knowledge, new infornea- 
tion, anc new evaluations enerce, the world will went to consicer carefully 
what rules of las shculd appiv. Accordingly, we have mace a proposal in 
article 1335 to recefine resources co tnat resources will be those for which 
the Authority has accoted rules and regulations. If the Authority does not 
adopt rules and reculations, uncer our proposal, there would be & continued 
Capacity to prospect for, explore fur, and exploit minerals other than mann 
ganese nocules. “r. Chairman, I call special attention to this very diffi- 
cult provision dDecause if we do not deal with it in a responsible way in this 
Conference, it is our best judgement that eventuaily it will be dealt with 

by parliacterts and congresses in other countries, and that however successfui 
our work may be in the next three wee<s this problem coul3s come Sack to haunt 


US. 





gn 


PARTICIPATION 


Mr. Chairman, I should mention briefly, though not in passinc, the 
well-known rosition of the Unired States that we believe the benefits of this 
Convention ~~ colitic2al and esoronic == shoutd be for States Parties. 


PIP 


Finally, Mer. Chairran, let we Sav @ worc.or two obout the so-cetled Pi? 
eroposai 6 iicn is ast incluced in the U.S. book of arerchients. We asve € 
been azkec cv the Conferonce, by tat working Creoun of 21 <hrouah yeu ar: 

to present ¢c precossl on Pir erordinated antno the 
industrialized countstes. Mr. Chairman, my delesation, vorking tosether 
with other daleacticcts frau incustcialized courtries, nave curins tre pes 
week, devcted enormous amounts of time to producina @ nronocal wiictn ae can 
put before the working Group of 21 with the suocort and enthusiasn of as aany 
of uS aS 1$ POSSIDLe. Wwe continue in cur efforts to cdo so, Mr. Chairran. 1 
kncw that we “ave 


President “on, to try 
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been Late in procucing tris prooosel, Sut 1 assure you thar v: 
have spared no etfort and no tine. Inrceed, I will divulce to the First Curmitt 
that we stooped negstiatina at sidnignht Last niant and resumed aosin this 
morning orior to this meeting. when this meeting terminates, we will con- 
tinue our discussiors with a view toward procucina @ proposal which can be 
supported by the ircuctrialized couniries a5 widely as possible. 


I co hope, Mr. Chairman, that you and Presicent Koh and all of my col- 
leagues here can aporeciate that the nesotiation of a PIP proposal anong the 
industrialized countries 1s as difficult a neaotiation as any we have with 
the deveionping countries and that it involves very important national interests 
concerning access to mineral resources. As a result, it 18 taking a little 
bit loncer than we had hoped to produce this text but we believe we are 
on the verce of aaseenent. We will present a proposal for the considera- 
tion of the Working Group of 21 just as soon as possidle. 
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I would hope that we will have much more opportunity to discucs these 
issues. It would be oarticularly helpful to the U.S. Government to have 
wv constructive and concrete responses from the Group of 77. Of course we do 
mot expect the Group of 77 to sign on the richt hand colunn of the boox of 
amendnents, but we co hcpe that the Group of 7/ will be willing to discuss 
these proposals as socn aS possible so that we can coumence to make pro- 
gress on some of the important issues. If we are able to mak2 progress 
on some of these issues. I am certain it will improve dramatically the 
climate and support in cur capitals fer these negctictions. 


I also «ant to emphasize our sincere conviction thet this job can he 
done within the tine schedule set out by the Conference. If the nolitical 
will exists to find solutions it will be possible to acopt by consensus 
a universally acceptaol2 LOS treaty at this session of the Conference. 


I have heard some delesates remark the: it would tske five years to 

negotiate the changes which the U.S. seexs. his is totally erronecus. 

I know that this impression is created Dy whal Sernard Nossiter of the 

New York Tines referred to this morning ss the “scores of amencnents” that 

the U.S. Celegation 1s proposing. But thet it not the most importent 

point. ALL delegations here <now the issues end e2ch of the major issues w 
° 
/ 





t 

c 

y 
can be addressed cuicaly if there 13s 3 poii':. cal will te find solutions. 
st is nonsense to ttinh that we woucd have io snen6 tins working threugh 
mumerous amenc-ents. edéhat we need tu do is iitve one vwiek of Sericus 
r ; 
* 
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discussion cn major issues confrenting us. Ly the ens of that tine we 
will cnow if the political will exist o resol them. If if coes, xy 
delecrtion will be «illing tO esrk sround ° sur £0 CO everytihir 

w possicie to eet the se ®ecule estsaolisted *'y theo Conlerence and 1 en core 
tain chat we wiil be abies to achie our ¢ Joctive of e univercoily 
Occeptec treaty aco,3tes Ov consensus. 
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Un.vep Sratres Mission to tHe Unirep NaTIONS 


PRESS RELEASE NEw Yosx, N 


FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Dress Rel2ase 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY March 24, 1982 


atement by Ambassador Gerald Zeman, United States Reore 


St 
to tha Committee on she Peaceril Uses of Outer Space and 


far 
~~ = 


<he Peaceful “Uses of Outer Space, 1982. 


March 24, 


oa 


of important progress by: 


ploration of cuter space. 


made by several delegations demonstrate 


countries are expanding their involvemers in the 


area and increasingly realizing the many 


We at a point where it is 


there are <wo space 


TAere ara more, anc their numbers are sgrowinc; their 
srograms are important; their contributions are of 


=c ail; and their interests must be taken into acccunt 

in the work cf she international community on snace matters 
2~n@ Oa35c% vear nas Seen sarticularly significant: <cor sche 
-niscac Stasces ssace orscran if maskec sre tecinnine of 
ene Shutcle @ra, an era which wi.l brir.; increased 
sscortuniscies fcr all sountries tO parsicisate in the 
peaceful uses of outer space. 


NISPACE '32, at the meeting of tne Committe 


benefits of >: 


sentative 
United 











c.f o< ~ : io s "Insc tan < j 
Sefor2 reviewing some of the highiights o= the United & 23 
. = . = r ~-_-_- = —- @= 
Space procram during this periced, ] an= to comment -: er 
Cc 
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2. I am pleased «o ncte <="a: CNISPACE ‘42 cs 


secinning “coc cenerate considerable in-erest in the Unite? 


My Delegation commends the Secretaria:, lead by Professcr 
Yash Pal, for the impressive effort cuit forth in producing 
the second draft of the Conference Resorc in time for review 
by the Preparatory Committee. [In addition, we note with 
Satisfaction the positive orogress made in several other 


preparatory activities, including that cf the Austrian coverr- 
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ment in arranging for the conference exhibition and cemcn- 


Strations. 


The United States, which has been preparing intensively ior 


‘an 


UNISPACE in recent months, fully supports this Ccnferenc 


iD 


as a unique opportunity to review the current state of soace 


¢ 
' 
t 


activities and to consider what the future may hold in 


areas of the ceaceful uses of outer space. [In particulér, 


and especially for its developing country members. 
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4s relected in the Draft Confetence Report, the benefits 


of outer sDace activities are alireacy widesprea The U.S. 
space program includes international cooperation in virtually 
of its major undercakings. It is cl2ar, however, 
that much work remains to de done to make the benefits of 
Outer space still more accessible and affordable to more 
countries. The United States seexs tO maintain a vital 
research anc development program in a free environment wiich 
vields advances in all areas of civil space exploration fcr 


the benefit of the world ccmmunityv. 


The great precress in the peaceful uses Of outer space cver 
the past twenty years Ras not been easy. It has involved 
massive investments o= botn human and financial resources. 

Tne challences of the future will certainly involve similar 
expenditures. UNISPACE ‘82 will consider these challensges aré 
make progress in preparing the world community to meet them. 


“While UNISPACE canmnct be expected to svercome all of the 


%tnu ax —_— ef, ~ ° 9 -~- AR a ao € eeenan pnw ~ a’ be = i | ~ —_ eo 
- ~ 112 an, ! w2ie at. SS rOrware to a ~— me wee oe td 5se23S35:°0 

-~ £ ~ ne - ~~ -* “vw -_ ~*~ (mn = te he 4 ”- * a on - Ss - or _-- 

+ & ad J ‘os = e ry -~evea awowws Ne ert a2-c-2e2 ana t ~— ~iter ace TLCMmMatt ee. 
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2 Will now briefly review some hichlichts of the United 5 
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Space Transportation Systems 





In space transportation, we are now witnessing che thirc 

test flight of the most advanced space vehicle ever 

produced, the United States Shuttle Crbiter Columbi3. 

The first two flights of Columbia vroved for the first 

time that a spacecraft could be launched, landed ard revsed. 
The curren= mission is the third of four test flicnts ard is the 
most intensive test vet of the Shuttle's unique capabilities 
In addition to continuing engineering tests of the vehicle 
itself and monitoring its performance, this mission carries 
an array of payloads with which scientists here on Eartr wil. 
conduct numerous experiments in areas ranging from astrcnomy 
to space plasma physics. Many of these payloacs are mo.ntec 
on a pallet which was produced as part of the European {pace 


Agency's contribution to the Shuttle program. 


STS-3 will continue testing of another international cor- 
tribution to the Shuttle vorogram, the Canadian-built rerote 
manipulator system, or RMS. During this mission, the RS 
will be used to actually graople and hoist two instrumerts 
from the Shuttle pavload bay *o conduct scientific experi- 
ments in the space environments. After conducting these 
experiments the instruments will be placed back into the 


Shuttle's bay for return to Earth. These payloads wili be 


the forerunners of future deployable payloads. 
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conducted ll other successful launches of satellites whose 
urpeses ranced from weather observations and communications 
to environmental monitoring and Sun-Zarth energy stucies. 


This vear, three communications satellites have alreacy deen 


7 


successfully launchec. There have been no launch failures 
during this veriod, further demonstrating the reliability 


of NASA's stable of expvencable launch vehicles. 


Looking ahead +o the balance of 1982, two other Shuttle 


rh 


lights are scheduled, the fourth and last test flight in 


July and the first operational flight in November. In 
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acdition, 9 other launches aboard expendable launch vehicles 
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including launches of both U.S. and non-U.S. 


International interest in and use of U.S. space transportaticn 


systems continues to de hish. 


Se ee * , * Foal ae * ou **, . ~ * te yar os \ 
IASA and the West German firm Messerschmitt-Boelkow-810h \M3e 
~ ~~ co _ ** ~ ? ss = - = _ 
Sicnec a launcA services agreement in June for tne first 


into orbit on the third Space Shuttle operational flight, 


STS-7, now scheduled for February 1983. It will be the first 


payload to be deploved and retrieved by the RMS. 
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Messerschmitt-Boelkow-Blohm is the fifth international user 
to sicn a Shuttle launch services agreement with NASA, jcininc 
nadia, Indonesia, Telesat Canada anc Intelsat. The agreements 
signed with India, Telesat Canada and Intelsat also provide 
for launches aboard NASA expendable launch vehicles--Deit 

or Atlas Centaur--prior to the Shuttle becoming operaticnal. 
In addition, the Arab Satellite Communications Organization 


(Arabsat), Australia, Colombia, the Federal Republic of 


Germany, Italy, Japan and Luxembourg have reservec launches 


,aboard the Shuttle or NASA expencabie launch vehicles, and 


2 mumbes of other countries are expressing interest. 


-_ 


77. Ae 
* 


Another recent milestone in international cooperation involving 
the Shuttle was reached with the delivery to NASA's Kennedy 
Space Center earlier this year o= the first ESA Svoacelak 
flight unit. Spacelab is a major element in the NASA Space 
Transportation System with facilities amc equipment similar to 
laboratories on Eartn but adapted for zero gravity. The first 
spaceladS mission is currently scheduled for September 1983. 
Spacelab revresents not cnly a considerable financial 
contribution by ESA, Sut, more importantly, it also represents 


considerable commitment to the spirit of international 


bel 


_ 
— 


eration in future ventures in space. 
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The encounters of NASA's Vovacer 2 with the giant ringed 


- 


aturn late in August last vear represented a 


i) 


spectacular accomplishment in the area of planetary exploration 
and space Science in general. International interest in this 
historic mission was extremely high. The Vovager 2 mission 
added to information already gained abcut Saturn from 

Voyager 1 which flew past the planet in November 1980. 

Voyager 1 is moving out of the eliptic plane of the solér 
svstem while Voyager 2 will travel several billion more miles 


=o a Uranus encounter in January i996, then on t0O a rencez'ois 
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with Neptune in August 19989. 


of its successful mission with HEAO=-2 anc HEAO-3 svacecrift 
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depleting all of their attitude cont 
Spacecraft along with HEAO-1, were pioneering X-ray astroncm 
opservatories anc accumulated a tremendous amount of 
information about the X-ray universe. This work was prescedex. 
ny the Uhuru satellite which was a maoper wnile thre HEAC=2 wis 


S « " e } én ° a 5 . 7c = . « ~ “92 
a fine pcinting observatory. Among sheir manv discoveries wi: 


the possibility of a black hole at che X-ray 


vy 
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. The Solar Mesoscher2 Explorer (SNE) was successfully 
& 

= launched on October 6, 1981. SME is designec to study 
= 

°o - : ‘ : 

= reactions between sunlight and molecules in the 


atmospnere and to give scien tists a better uncerstandinc 
of the ozone laver thaz protects the earth from solar 
ultraviolet radiation. 


Launched aleng with SME was a smaller craft built by ameteur 
lo operators at the University of Surrey in England to 
Study the ionosphere. Their craft, called UOSAT, for 
University of Surrey Satellite, was the ninth in the series «i 


I 


Orbiting Satellite Carrving Amateur Radio (OSCAR) satellites 
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launcned as a secone payload on American rockets. 


Another major achievement in 1981 in the area of space 
exploration was the first flight of a Shuttle scientific ane 
applications payloac aboard the second test fiight of the 
Shuttle. This payload, named OSTA-1 for NASA's Office cf Spice 
Terrestrial Applications, carried experiments covering severil 
areas of environmental observation including remote sensing 


>= land resources, atmospheric phenomena and ocean condition::. 


rk 1s continuing in preparation for other major interratiorail 


cooperative space science projects involving the U.S. Among 
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--The Infrared Astronomical Satellite (IRAS), a 





U.S./Netherlands mission to carry ou 


Giscrete infrared sources sched 


year; 


uled 


— 
= 


for launch later t 


an all-sky survey 


--The Space Telescone, an orbiting astronomical observat> 





built around a 2.4 meter reflecting telescope which wil 


have the capability to view objects fifty times fainte-: 


than those now observable from 
ware for this project and will 


utilizing this svacecraft; 


--Galileo, a cooperative project 





of Germany which will continue 


Earth. 


ESA is providin; 


be a key participant in 


with the Federal Republi 


the exploration of Jupi-: 


and its environment and is planned for launch in 19385; 


--The International Scolar Polar Missicn, 





between NASA and ESA which will 


ment planned for launch by NASA 


United States space program which 


the development process. 


In the area of land remote sensin 


explore the Sun's envi: 
in 193836. 
some activities of the 


have 
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the Llaunen Of u3andsazt 3 IM iAs *Nird quarter of “nis veer. 
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“his wlll be the fourth in the Landsat series and will heve 


increased cavabilities to orovide valuable information cn th: 
Barth's rescurces and environmental conditions to the many 
users cf Landsat data both in the U.S. and worldwide. ‘ws1thn 


the follow-on Landsat 9' satellite this will provide for 
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data througna the mid-13980's. Th 
Landsat program for almost 2 decade has permitted a concentre.tet 
long-term program of research and development for interrreteti 


and application of Lancsat data worldwide. 


The remote sensing csround segment added another Landsat 
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receivince station in 13§1l with the signing of an agreement with 
Indonoesia. Also during 1981, three regionai Remote Sensing 


development countries. The U.S. in 
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conjunction with ESA, France, Japan, Canada and India 
initiated this series tc acquaint prospective users, particu! ar!" 


in developing countries, with future plans for remote sensin. 


he access of developing countries t9> 


- t S = & ~ ¢e a ? 4 
tne beenfits of appivins Landsat data to terrestrial 
7 » ~ , = - farm 
oroblems, she Acency for International Development (AID) 
* 





continued its supcort of recicnal md national remote sersing 
trainine centers in Africa and Asia. Three recional tréininc 
centers are located in Egypt, Kenya, and Upper Volta. 


Tunisia, Thailand and Zé:ire. 


National centers are located in 
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In the area of sateliite communications, the U.S. Agency ‘for 
International Development (AID) Rural Satellite Procram is 
seexing to assist the growth cf rural telecommunications 

and allow developing countries tc explore the votential 02f 
satellite communications for rural Gevelooment. Ultimat:2ly 
the program will include three to five silot projects cé 
two-vear operational duration, all using INTELSAT or cczh2r 
presently available spacecraft. Peru is the site of the firs* 
pilot voroject, with a second project tc begin in the Car-ribbes 
in cooperation with the University of the West Indies.  Jther 
nations working with AID to establish pilot projects incluce 


ndonesia, Senegal and the Philippines. 


Two satellites were launched in 1931 as part of the U.S. 
environmental satellite system operated b.’ the Naticnal 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. In June, NASA 
launched NOAA-7, the latest in a series of operational 
meteorological polar orbiting spacecraft. NOAA-7 alons 
with NOAA 6, are currently circling the globe, returninc 
weather anc environmental information to NOAA's National 
Earth Satellite Service. The second in a series of <=hree 
improvec Geostationary Oreration Environmenta. Satellites 
was launched by NASA in May for NOAA. GCES=<5 monitors <\‘e 


eastern half of the U.S. and Canada, all of Central and 


South America and much of «he Atlantic coasc. 
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Unirep States MISSION TO THE Unrrep Nations 





"99 UNITED Nations PLAZA 


PRESS RELEASE maw Venn, 6. Y. tener 


N DE 4 “ra 
AZINST DELIVERY “ar 


tamen= oy Ambassacor Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, writ 
a - Reoresentative to the United Nations, int 
ncil, on tne Complaint sy Nicaragua, March 25, 19 


———eEeE——— I I I I I I I i el 


in vis .atter tae. tnis neeting, tne coordisatsr ao” tae 
Nicaraguan goverment, Mr. Daniel Crtega Saavedr3, ac? some 
2xtraorcinary cnarg2s ‘against the sovernmenz sf tne Unites 5tate2s. 
N2 racturall desire tO responj to the grave cnarges tat Mr. Ortega 
‘as leveled against our sclicies and cut intentions. 

T 2 2ssence oa? Mr. Ortega's complains is that tne snitec States is 
as0ut to launcn a “large-scala ailitary intervention” agaicst sis 
scuntry. Thus he wrote, ir tne setter in waich he requeste2s tne 
meeting, sf “an ever increasirg danger cf a large scale niritary 
intervertian by the arned forces af ch2 Unites States [wnicr] 
sonstitutes a grav? tnreat to tne indecerdanc2 anc sovereignty of 
the Central American countries anc to internationai seace and 
security." se spoke of the “interventionis: stratesy af tna 
Sovernmen® of the Unitec States" arc of statemerts anc “concrete 
actions tnat clearly py idence an intenticn to attack Nicaragua acs 
intervene directly in £1 Salvador." To support is arguments, wr. 
ortega charges us witn the “systematic repetition o* ... aggressive 
statenerts _whicn, seriously affacts the normal concuct af 
internazticnal relations ... with seliicsse statements.” fhe United 
States' actions, Mr. Ortega asserts, visiate “ne charter af the 
Jrited Nations, tre “orincisies ana goals" of the United Natisrs, 
anc constitute a "grave tnrreat to the inc2oencerc? and scvereigne 
3? tne Canttral Amacisan ccuntries anc 70 inatesratisna. 9524CcCe and 
sOCuricy«” 

792 attac< nase Sy Nisatagua 2.8 *O2 NascMazarc; its charges ar2 Wt 
taccom: "2 jovernment cf Nisatagua Nas accusec the Unites Staczes 
7* tne <isds af oolificai cenavisr of whisn 22 is Quilty -- .a292- 
scala intesventians in “"* internal arfalrs of necgnsors, sersistans: 
273223 26 Susvest anc . crow Sy Yorce aij vid.e1ce tre 
Joveraments 30° nelignasoring states, aggressive actiors wnictn disrust 
c72 “Normal canguct of internatiaonai relations” in tne tregisn -- 
acs and intentions inconsistent witn tne Charter of the united 
Nations. Trese cnarges -- as 2xttavagant as i7ey are 3a352.2SS -- 
sr2 an interesting example sf srajection, a osychologica.l coeration 
in wreisn one's own feelings and intentions are sinultaneocusly denied 
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anc attributed -- tnat is, projected -- tc someone else. 


dostility is the dominant emotion anc dsrojection “ne <xey mecnanisa 
of the parancid style of politics wnicn, auch tc sur regret, nas 
cnaracterizec the political Senavior 32 the Sarcirzista .eacersris. 
The principal cbject of Sandinis<a fostility, i *®surcher regret t9 
say, is the gcvernment anc people of tne Urited St3tes. 


Nicaragua's new political elite -- whicn calls itself §S 

has constructed a nistorical nytn to justify its s2anand for fuli 
Power. According to this mytn, tne United States is responsidie for 
2l1l sroblems anc disasters -- natural anc social -- that Nicaragua 
"as 2ver suffered; the Sandinista antnem descrides us as the enemy 
9? mankind; and Sandinista ideolsjgy defines us as indlacaoly soScsec 


to national incependerce, economic ceveloprent, and seac2. Ssirce 
the moment of their arrival in power tne Sandinistas nave sredictec 
that tne United States was adout to overrun them. The Yankees are 
coming, trey nave reiterated. * e counterrevolutionaries will ge: 
us if we don't silence criticism, mobilize tne poculation, sestroy 


The familiar totalitarian assertian trat they are surrauncec Dy 
enemies bape pe anc externa. nas Seer reard again and again ¢t3 
Justify ine esiaination 3? ossonencts ard sre concertration 3a° dower 
ix a ciny, onaeneeey elite. 

In tne cast twe and oneehalf years, Nicaragua's codes for greater 
Preejom, semecracy anc security *rom government tyranny nave very 
Nearly ciec as the new rulers noved experzly first to estabiisn and 
tnen, progressively, to exercise control over the variscus sectors 


anc institutions of Nicaraguan scciety. The extensicn anc 
consolidation of power has followed the satcern of “"caup d'etat by 
installments" (<onrac Heiden's cescription of the Nazi seizure of 
Near total power of German society). 
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Jne steo at a time tne Sandinis 
Painten2artead “sourgeois" semcc . 
time mney Nave novec against Nicarasuan s 
evision stations, newsoacers, n 
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A political scientist sescrising the Nazis’ c 
in a single German town noted, concerning th 
destruction of society anc politicization of 


"Harcly anyone in Thalburg in those days graspec what was 

















“—. 2 
mapp2ring. There was no real comprenension of wnat the town 
w2ull 2xperience if Hitler came tc power, no r2al understancinrj 
2° weat Naziisa was." 

tt is 32 2asier to umderstanc what is racpeninrg ts “licaragua. ‘4nd 
° at 23cm 323722 the tov2arqmenc's sgenanc for power 7-as seen accomoanisc 
c Sy MSv S*ITSSS ToRSeSN.IG syeslses #e.cr3ut ans w#iCwuN. 
mo 
h 
had V2 ar2 coifrontec in Nicaragua with the “amiliar satterns of 
2 Toul l2esdeax with wricn wouls-de totalitarian ru.2rs 3f cur times 
< assault reality in “ne attemot tc persuade us, and doubtless 
v tnemselves, that taxing war is seeking peace; that repressisn is 
t lis2ration: that a *ree press is a carefully controlied one. Thus 
& om =2ruary 19, 1932, Danial Ortega solemnly assured tne Idpening 
-% session of an international conference (COPPAL;) tnat tne forced, 
-@ violent trans*er of Miskits Incians was naturally carried out only 
e- to srotect their human rigjnts. 
Su 
3 In tneir statement 9? February 18, 1932, Nicaragua's 3ishops 
—s cescribed trese forced relocations as invoiving grave violatians of 
Sa tre auman tights of indivicuals, families, anc entire dopusations or 
8 seccles. Tnes2 incluce:: 
et "=. relnrations af tees eatin ‘eho: 
e - T2-9C3-20%15 of incividuals by niiitary cperations without 
oe warning and without conscientious cialogue; 
=S 
ar» - orcad marches, carriec out without sufficient consideratisn 
oo for the weak, aged, wonen and children: 
& - crarg2s or accusations 9% collaboratior witn thre 
counterravolutior against all resicents 3%* certain towns; 
- the destruction of nouses, selongings anc comestic animals; 
- tne deatns 3° individuals in circumstances tnat, to our jreat 
sorrow, remind us 3° tre drama of ater seco.2s of our rasisn." 
siven tnis pattern, it is so surprise that last weak, as Commancer 
2r22¢a lavellec ew snarses against <2 .nitad States, tre 
iisaraguan government sussenged its senstitusicn and sromucgates a 
“3s 34 3° Natisnal Starsaccy w9at sct2eaterts 23 alininata tre 
4192833 wisest. and P.stral.sa cnat cemains. 
4.4 Siscussisns in tre Sarciristaecorttrsliad csunsii o°% Stata 
3* tne sroocsad necisa anc ssliitical sarties laws nave oe2enr 
$4392nN320 
e ‘N2@ Ministty s* Intacist ras trace an unsseci*i3¢c ywuapes oc 
“Oreventive arrests" a7 pecpl2 wine ar2 susdectes 9% naving cies 
aitn councterrevo.utionaries. 
- Radia Catolica has 3229 closed dawn indgefinisely ars all sracio 
News programs, 2xceo: a°*ficial stataments, are oronisited. 
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publish since 50 percent of <n2 paper was found objectionaole. 


7s have oceen informed that they 
'@ Dassoort of one politician was 
Nake a routine trip abdroad. 


- S9pposition political i23¢ 
cannot leav2 the country; ¢t 
s2ized wnen he attempted *> 


e 


- Anew “patriotic tax" is to be imposed on Susinesses to 3.) 
finance its latest mobilization campaign. 


Thus the dialectic of revolution unfolds; liberation as aireacy 
Orocuced its antithesis in Sandinista Nicaragua. Old familiar 
arguments are invoked to justify new, more effective reoressions. 


It did not need to be shus. Nicaragua's ew government could ‘ave 
satisfied the longing of its people for peace instead of making war 
on the people. They could have accepted tne United States' o*fer af 
friencsnip. The United States government did not oppcse tne 
Sancirzista rise to power. It has 1r0t attempted to prevent its 
consolidation. with our help, the government of Nicaragua received 
more loans in two years from the International Development Sank tran 
tne Somoza government nad received in any decade. The fact “hat the 
Jnited States jgovernment gave che Sancinistas moral and oclitical 
support in tne crucial phases of the civil war; cut off their 
spponents' supciy of arms, ammunition and gasoline, and negotiated 
=ne resignations of Somoza and ret bee Jig not affect the Sandirista 
leadership's view of the United Stat attitudes -- neither dis tre 
75 million dollar supplemental aic ops ti Tusned through congress tc 
assist in the job of reconstruction nor our active support *or 
Nicaragua's crecit apolications in muitilateral lending 
institutions. The Uniteco States orsvicedc more aid than any otnrer 
government to the Sandinista regime during its first 18 months in 
Qower. 

Jic this support from the United States al the Sancinista 
leadersnip's hostility? Alas, it nad no $s 


Sy its words and seeds, trie United States government -- tne Corgrass 
anc the Executive 3ranchn -- demonstrated tot only its respect far 
tne sovereignty of tne Nicaraguan solitical drocess, she rignt of 
Nicaraguans to Gatermine their own government, out also sur sesire 
£3 give a coost to Nicaragua's sew gsvernnent, £3 n@.5 it Svarscone 
“na devastation of civic wart. sue S$ ngisista ises.ssy Svercame tn32 
reality of United Statas seuiutance: TA2 °ast af United States 
suooor: for economic reconstruction and national insepensence in 
Nicaragua drovec i2ss vowerful tnan tne stereotyse -- we remainec 
tne Yankee eneny 9° nanxinacd. 

~ixe stners in this century wid rave seizes Sow2r sy “srce, tr2 
Sandinista leacers are ‘aunted Jy tne excect tion tnat they wil. 
fall victin to tne vioient intrigues sy wnicn cney won Dower anc 


exercise it. 


It is, of course, they who systematically seek to sudvert anc 
Overthrow neigndoring governments. El Salvador has the nisfortune 
t3 be the orincipal targe 
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A clandestine sucpsart sys established in 
Nicaraguan civil war continued tc operate 

in July 1979 witn 2 ew Finel destination 
existence of this supocrt systen has 3e2en 
denied by Nicaraguan and spokesmen. 
Quanczity of solic in*armation tna: 
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agua offers 3 
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support system with three maj 
al arns sucplies, 39 


trainicg, anc commana 7 cont 
cnin weeks after the ?3 2 in July 13979, tne Sandinistas 
gan to cocpersate in support of the Salvadoran insurgents dy 
teaolishing training cames and the beginning of arms supply 
tworks. This cls ncesti ne assistance initially invoived local 
lack markets anc rel satively limited resources. In 1930, after 
2etings in Havana nag unified Salvadoran Marxists into a single 
i:litary comman3 structure, tre Sandinista leadersnip agreed to 
tve as a condu it For an arms trafficking system of unprecedented 
ocort: ons, driginating outside the hemisonere. That structure 
mains in force today. 


oavaeaasai uD Woz 
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and ammunitian 
and occasionally sy direct flights from Havana to Nicaragua. 
2 Nicaraguan sxios, tne Monimco, the Aracely and tne Nicarao, 
sertiy transport arms and ammunition to Nicarzgua from Cuoa in 
r cargo. saivadoran guerrill a Meacquarters near Managua 
1ges For their snipcment into Salvador. The timing of 
Soly oderations appears tc Se coordinated with “he sianned ave 
ighting, since before each surge in the figrting we have 
tect2d large celiveries. 
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Ahen a clandestine shipment of arms is cadtures or 
Founda containing arns and terrorist supplies, it is 
to know with certainty whetner the ultinate recisie 
suatemalan, Honduran, Costa Rican or Salvadoran ter 
arms sudd0ly networks estaslisnes dy Cuda arc N: 

Letna. military supsii2s to terrariscts 
sountries. 
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several pilots were identified in Nicaragua wno regularly flew 
the route into El Salvador. This particular route was clasec in 
March 1981, dut some air infiltration continues tre tnis day, 
Jespite difficulties in pilot recruitment. 


N2apons delivery Dy overlanc routes from Nicaracua sasses 


tnrauch Honduras. Several exanoles of this arms traffic can 5e 


identifiec. oncuran authorities have intercepted varicus 
snipments of arms en route from Nicaragua and in concealed 


caches in Honduras. In early January 1981, for examole, 


dondguran police caught six incividuals unloading weapons from 3 
truck enroute from Nicaragua. Tne six identified =hemselves as 


Salvadorans and as members of tne International Supoort 
Commission of tne Salvadoran Popular Liberation Forces (FP). 
They nad in their possession a large number of altered anc 
forged Honduran, Costa Rican, and Salvadoran passports anc other 
identity documents. This one truck contained over 100 
M-16/Ar-15 automatic rivles, fifty 81-MM mortar rounds, 
aporoximately 100,000 rounds of 5.56=MM ammunitisan, machine gun 
belts, fiela sacks, and first-aid kits. 


- In April 1981, Honduran authorities intercepted a 
tractor-trailer truck which nad entered Honduras at the Guasul3 
crossing from Nicaragua. Tnais truck was apparantly neading for 
Suatemala. Ammunition and propaganda materials were ridcen in 
tre side walls of tne trailer. The same arus trafickers 
operated a storenouse in Tegucigalpa, Honduras, witn a “alse 
Floor anc a spacial sasement for storing weapons. 


- A special legislative commission estaplisned in June 1980 bv 
tre Costa Rican ieagislature confirned in its May 1981 resort 
tnat a clandestine arms-supply link between Costa Rica and 
Nicaragua was estaodlishec during <=ne Nicaraguan civil war, ana 
that the Link continued to function between Costa Rica and el 
Salvador once the Sancinistas had come to power in Nicaragua. 


- In April and Juiy 1931, Guatemaian security forces cactures 
Larg2 cacnes 2° guerrilia weapons at safenouses in Guatemala 
city. Several of th2 vanicles captured at che Guatemala Cit, 
saf2encus2s 3022 recent sustoms markings from Nicaragua, thAus 
Sugg2sting tnat tha soeration vas gar® sf th? weic-astadlisnes 
Satter’ 

29 072 past inree neontns, shALoments of arms into El Salvador 
\22 usprec2esented seaxs, averazsing out co the righest sveral. 
m2 $.7c2 tre “final s*fansive" last year. Tre recsart 
Taguat-Cucan arns fiscw into £2 Salvacor 14s emorasizes 50°24 $2323 
\e- Once again -- overland routes tnrougn -o7curas 

- Last montn, a Salvacoran guerrilla group picKxed up a iarge 
sniomert of aras on tne Usuliutan Coast after the snipment 
arrived dy sea *rom Nicaragua. 


- On Marcn 15, 1982, tre Costa Rican judicial police anncuncecd 
the discovery of a nouse in San Jose with a sizeadsle cache of 
armas, exolosives, uniforms, cassoorts, documents, *f2:isSe 
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immigration stamps from more than thirty countries, anc venicles 
with nidden sompartments -- all connectec with an ongoing arms 
traffic cnEougn Costa Rican territory to Salvadoran guerrillas. 
Nine people were arrest2c: Saivadorans, Nicaraguans, an 
Argentine, a Chil2zan anc a Costa Rican. Casta Rican oolice so 


“=-—~ 


Far nave seized 15 vanicles designed “sr 2>n$ snuggling. *clice 
confiscated some 152 t2: 175 weeoons fren aeusers to macnine 
guns, thi, Fragmantaticn grenaces, a grenace launcher, 
ammunition, and 506 compat uniforms. One of the captured 
terrorists told solice that tne arts ans other goods were to 
have oeen delivered to the Saivadoran guerrillas before March 


23, “For the 2iections 


Nicaragua's fraternal assistance to its neignsors is not Limited to 
arms. Training is also providec. This coordinatec Nicaraguan and 
Cuban pclitical and military training creates the framework for the 
use of the arms by guerrillas cperating within El Salvador and 
2lsewnere in Central America. Since at least nic-i980, Salvadoran 
jJuerrillas have been trained in Nicaragua in tiiitary tactics, 
w2apons, communications, and explosives at temporary training 
schools scattered around the country and an Sancinista military 
pases. At several military sites in Nicaragua, Salvadorans rece2i 
training under guidance fram Cuban ano other foreign advisors. =* 
nere s92cialized training, guerrillas transit Nicaragua for Cuba. 
Trey are provided false icentity documents to help tren transit 
syird countries. “Guerrillas trained in Cuoa are reinfiltrated 


through Nicaragua back into £1 Salvador. The attacks on liopango 


id 


Airport in January 1982 and on *tn2 El Oro oridge in Cetober 1981 


_ 
= 
~ 


d 
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re clearly performed by saboteurs who had employed the benefits ot 
such sopnisticated training. 


Honduran police raidec a sa*fanouse for tne Moranzanist Frant for tne 
.iseration of Honduras (FMLH) on November 27, 1981, in Tegucigalpa. 

Ang while tne Honduran oolice ware attemoting to search the Nouse, 4 
Pirefignt broke out. The police ultimately captured several members 
37 tris Sroup. This cell of tne FMLH included a Honduran, a 


JTuguayan, ans several Nicaragvrans. The sapturec terrorists to.¢ 
3 
doncuran autrorities thac one Nicaraguan government nad oprovidec 
them witn funcs for travel experses, 4s weil as explosives. 
Castur2s cocuments ana statements sy catained guarrilias “urther 
~“sicatec tnat 
° £ne@ 3f9ud was “327ed in Nisaragua at tne instigation cf 
Nignelav2. Sarcinisia laadars 
e tne jgrous's nia?’ s* cparations cesisec in Mgnagua; ana 
- nembers OF tne groud ceceivec nilitary training in Nicaragua 
aac Cuda 
Guerrillas at one sa*enhous? were respensidsle for transsorting arns 
and munitions into Honduras from Esteli, Nicaragua. 


Command and control services are also providec Sy Nicatagua. 
Planning and operations are guided from this headquarters where 
Nicaraguan officers ar2 involved in commanc ana control. The 
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headquarters coordinates logistica. susport the insurjgen 


or ts 
include food, mecicines, clotring, money -- anc nest inoortantly -- 
weapons and ammunition. The headquarters in Nicaragua decides on 
locations to be attacxed anc csordinates supply deiiveries. ire 
guicance flows to guartrilla units widely scr2ad throughout =1 


Salvads: 


The pattern is clear. It continues to tnis day. We very nucn wish 
the government of Nicaracua would cease its efforts to reoress its 
peoole and overthrow reignboring governments. We thougnt pernads 
Orogress to this end was in sight. Frankly we are surprised 35y the 
Nicaraguan government's decision to expand anc ambitter regionai 
onflict at this moment. 


Mr. Grtega says it is secause Nicaragua fears that tne United States 


government is about to invade. S6ut, of course, that is ridiculous. 
The United States government is not adout to invade anyone. And ae 
have so statec on many occasions. 


It is true tnat once it became aware 37 Nicaragua's own intentions 
and actions, the United States government indertook overflignts to 
safeguard our own security anc tnat e* sther states who are 
threatened by the Sandini ista B pede nmert. These over?li ghts, 

sncucted by unarmalg ~igh-*lying slares, anc for the express and 
sole Sursose of veri*yving seports o* Nicaraguan intervention, are 
Surely no cnareat tc regicnal peace and stadility. No, cae tnreat ct 
regional and world peace lies in tha activities these oshotograpns 
expose. One c3n uncerstand tne sovernment 3f Nicaragua's pretererc 
that no such pnotograpns exist. 


The Unitec States is frankly surorised and puzziad oy Nicaragua's 
appeal to this Council. As most members af tne Security Council 
understand, Mr. Ortega's contentious cnarges come at atime wher a2 
anc others are looking for a Sasis on which to settle peacefully th 
Ji*?ferences of the carties involved. The government of Nicaragua 


"as attenoted to broaden and deepen the conflict. Only last wee 
che governnent 3° Nicaragua statec a desir? “3 Negotiate sut inen, 
after two sign government officials visited Cuda, called for tnis 
neeting to air oase.ess sharges in this nose Ssuslic and insorcaret 
Ps tum. 
(32 Unitec states s22ks Seace if cantra. America. +2 navs 
c2je@atad.y attemoted t3 axp.or3 ways wits the Nicataguans it wis 
Jur govercnmants cous cosperate in alieviating the csensians i1 212 
araa. Ve Aave suom.ttead sropssals to tne Nicaraguan government, an 
w2 Nave raceived As T2s05ns2. irtstead, S82 Nisataguanr gcov2rtnnere 
caadlias e-- in QJetoter -- as it Was ctoday \-- Sy sencing Sarieai Jrtes 
73 the Jnites Natisns 20 deliver an attack an te UNltec states 
Assistant Secretary o* State “Aomas Encers went <9 Managua last 
oped: sO try tc ccmmunicate with tne l2agers sf tne sovernmenrt of 
Nicaragua, to offer a way out of confrontation if thay would 
restrain their nilitary 5uildup ano cease their support for 
insurgencies in reigncoring ccuntrias. at that time we offered 3 
sOecific agend: for discussians; we offered to consider <neir 
soncerns if they would consider ours. we also agreed t5 restrain 
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cub_iec rretoric while this proposal was considered. 
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ng in coming. Sn Seotemoer 15, Humbert 

ech in Managua during which he vilified the 
9 October 5, Nicaraguan Junta Caorcinataor Daniel 
United Nations General Assembly, attacked th 
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st intervention in Central America, accused the 
sing tne world's economic problems, and attacked 
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ks our Secretary of State ras met with the Foreign 
xicao in yet another attemot to engage the Nicaraguans 
. dialogue. And now nas the Nicaraguan government 
4? By again sending Mr. Ortega to the United Nations, 
search of a propaganda victory -- and an exacerdation 
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The Nicaraguan government nas said it wants 9ea3c 
tnazt it wishes oetter relations with the Unites 
unforztunately, its actions do not match its oret 
Nicaraguan government was genuinely interestec 
tensians, would it continue to act as a conduit 
aim2s 4t sudverting the government of El Salvador i 
undertaken a campaign of systematic violence against tne In 
sommunizti2s on tne East Coast, displacing 25,3900 ind f 
ancestral nomes on the pretext of a security threat fr 
democratic neignbor? Would it have douolec the numoer of Cutar 
military and security advisors in 12 past v2ar? would it nave 
continued seeking t3 augment its military forces and arsenal? Would 
it have geclared a state of siece effective_y neutralizing the 
opposition? And, most importantly, would it have continued 


Iw Yviw 


leviating 


es 


-) 


incessantly *o pour arms into El Salvador, ev2n increasing the *low 
of arms, bullets, and now propaganca just when the seople of El 
Salvador have deen given an unAprecedented oaoportunity to xpress 
their views? 
Siven this nistory we are understandaoly sxeptical when ihe 
Savernment of Nicaragua declares it wants peace, or that it wisnes 
czczter relations with tne United Stat2s. ow, we ask, is this 
crofessed incerest in peace reconciled wits Comandant2 Humberto 
D2taga, when m2 states tnat the opecsition will se “snanjgec foam 293 
Lampocsts?" Cr witnN Comandante Savards arse whet 12 228..8 us Fat 
12 Nicaraguan government will sontinsa to pour arns its =l 
Salvacor, no matter what we cdo or say? 
In spite of this narsn tesdonse on the Sart oF tne government 3° 
Nicaragua, dur offer %5 enjace in a dialogue was repeated dy 
Sacretary of Stata Haig at the OAS Gerera. AssexSly Neatiag in 
cecemoer, 1981. Secretary Haig said "tne Unites States Nas mace 
Sroccsals to Nicaragua to nornalize relations. if Nicaragua 
addresses our concerns acout intervention anc nilitarization, we are 
Orepared to address their concerns. w@ SO NOt ciase tne door to tre 
searcn for proper relations." Again, the Nicaraguan goverrament has 
Not responded to our offer. 


On F2oruary 24, 1982, 


President Reagan said "we seek to excluce no 
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one [from the benefits of cur Cariso2an 243in Initiative]. Some, 
Nowever, have turnec from tneir Anearican s2igjnsors and their 
seritage. Let them retur1 to tre tradiziors and common values of 
this nemisphere and we would w2_core then. Tre choice is theirs." 


rinaliy, just a faw weeks ago, cn2 President of Mexico offerec nis 
jcod offices in tne 2ff3art to r2cuce te rsisns osetween Nicaragua anc 
tne United States. i¢ welcomed tna: initiative. Ina press 
canference in New Yerx 3n Maren _5,? secretary Haig reiterated tne 
Five points which w2 celia2v2 can s2rv2 45 the oasis for an 
impravemenz of relatisns Detwe2n tne governments af the Unitec 
States and Nicaracuae anc whicn were canveyed earlier to tne 


Nicaraguans. 


-- A commitmert t2 mutual non-aggression through mutual 
high-level reassertion of cur Rio Treaty engagements. 


me) 


-- A Unitec States palitical commitment on tne activities 9 
Nicaraguan exiles in this country. 


-- 4 regional undertaking by Nicaragua not to impcrt neavy 
offensive weadans and to reduc? the number of foreign military 
and security acvisers to a reasonable, low level. 

-- A proposal ta the Unitec States Congress for renewed United 
States aid to Nicaragua. 


-- Action by tne Nisaraguans to get out cf El Salvador -- to 
wine up the commana and control, the logistics-operations, 
including delivery of weapons and ammunition, and operation of 
training camps. 


4nd now, even as representatives of tne Mexican and United States 
governments are consulting on this initiative, the queer neers of 
Nicaragua, fully aware cf wnat is going on, Nas onc? again made 4a 
Move that can only increase tersisns, not reduce them. 


Alznough we find its actions duzzling, we have vot interposed any 
sojections to the request of Nicaragua that an ocportunity be 
3rant2d for tneir head of state <9 present an axpositian to tre 
Souncil, even tAoucn the government of Nicaragua, for whatever 
T2asons, sAsse co ignore srocecures v28l.-2$tas.isnh|d 19 Sot tre 
chartar of the unitec Natians anc tn2 Charter of tre srganization of 
American 3tates. As nemoers 37 tais Council <now, Articlea 52 sf tre 
Jnitea Nations charter encourages 27*orts to achieve she oe2ace*ul 
satclemant of aisdutes <znraugh rtesgisnal arrancentents anc gjive2s 
dtiarity to taen acticle 25 3° tne JAS Charter specifically 
singles out tn2 role 3° the OAS i7 settiing regisnal siscutes cerare 
such disputes are referrec to the Security Cauncil. 
The government of Nicaragua shoul’ 5e anong the first to recal. the 
existence under the OAS of the 17tn neeting of Foreign Ministers 

pI 

a 


which dealt in 1978 and 1979 with events in Central America 


threatening to the peace of the region. Indeed, in 1979, tne 
Nicaraguan Government of National Reconstruction termec the 
resolution of the 17th meeting of Foreign Ministers as "“istoric in 











every resoect." That meeting was never terminated. Tne question of 
Central America remains oefore the OAS. Just yesterday, in tare 
Permanent roche pe sf the GAS, the Foreign Minister of Honduras nade 
Serious props s for 2fforts to bring peace to Cantral America. 

. Tre Organization of American States, tnus, not cniy has jurisdiction 

- af tris matter in accordance with the provisions af tne United 

= Nations and GAS Charters, it is also formally seized of tne matter. 

2 It is clear that tne DAS is the aporcpriate and prinary forum for 

ra consideration of tre matters addressed by Nicaragua. 

Cc 

o N@2 aopeal once again to the government 3f Nicaragua to join with us 

lving cifferences, ending 


and other neighboring governments in resclving ciffer 
interventions, Living in peace in this nemisphere. 
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CHECK TEXT AGAINST 


Statement by AndDassador 
Permanent Representativ 
Council, in Right 


VERY 


Jeane J. Airkpatrickx, Uni 
e to tne YUnitec Nations, i 
Oly, Marcn 26, 1982. 


By way of reply, I sncuic like to segin by thanki 
members of tn2 tinitea Natians who “ave spoken toc 
the principles 3° ational self-determination, na 
indedendence, strict resoect for territorial inte 
Drinciples of non-intervention in tne affairs of 
Tnose are princip.2s a«nicn are very gear to ny co 
Jnitec States in its foreign affairs does its ver 
a s@ridus ans consistant fasnion. 

I snoulc Like also to sxKoress tne United States' 
witn the princinslies of Irwternational Law awnicn we 
distinguishec r2presertative of Guyana and varicu 
today, Oarticularly with reference to the use of 
of force in the affairs 9° nations. Tne ynites 5S 
9rofoundly conmitted ta tre orincisles of nora-use 
international affairs and cammittes also to follo 
the principles of tne Charter of tne United Natio 
use and non-use c® force 

I should also ii<e ¢> Dress tie so.idarity t 
a@itn all those se0pie wid hoce for change, for 32 
develicoment in Cantral America. 

I cannot forsear ceting tnat there nave been some 
Jisjunctions between some aspects of dsolitical re 
symoolism tocay. i find it interesting, as an ob 
affairs as well 313 a representative of ay country 
government cf /i2t74a7 Speaking witn sucn convicti 
Q9rinciple of raspect for national inceoendence. 
memoers of the United Nations woulc ali agree tha 
Orinciple of naticral indepencence should apply i 
as in tne rest of our countries. Similarly I fou 
yesterday to iisten to the representative of Ango 
the principle of respect for national independenc 
nation, of course, wnose national independence is 
subject to the will of thirty thousand, twenty fi 
thousand, Nowever many thousand foreign troops wh 


N 


ATIONS 


J 
) 
) 
Ww 
s] 
; 


) 
Oo ct ef 
wD ib 
ua 

iv 

UU 
. } 
iD 

‘ ¥ 

, 
‘ 


ts vi 
( 
. 
er? 


we rs 
7) 


“Hh «? FY GO 

o> 44 fF ©) €) 
(D 
) 


“CG 


= 

- 

a 
> & ww 
oon & 


omidow 


) 
2) «4 
© 


e unites States 


4 


be 
( ’ ° 
ec ry + * oD 
ws 
kh 
be 
‘ 
vs 
' 


’ 
3 
? 


=) 

cc U 
wDwUwW O DJ ri 

ec? © 

r 


he 


. 9 
JI On 
J 


7 
raj W 


v 
c? vy 
Sy 


-) WYerrnrUe 
oe ¢. 


~ ts 
- 


) 
iv [ve 


; 
) 
4 ty 
cc? 
> 
v 
) 
a 
~ 








gn 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


c 


rl 


vernmen = wnicn is nere invoking the 


pencence. 


I fino it, I suppose, particularly interesting to listen to 
representative sf tre government cf Cuca commenting on peacefu 
affairs in tnis henispnere anc respect for the principles c*® 
National incependence anc non-intervention. Cuta is a very strang 
mation which today, as members of tnis Council know, maintains son 
49 thousand solcier in Africa 32lone wher2 those troops dominate 
countries, ing for the Soviet Union tnere what tne Ghurka 
mercenaries sia for lyth Century Englanc. in Central America, Cuda 
is attempting to export aggression, sudvert estabdlisned governments 
and intervene in a most persistant ano massive fashion in te 
internal affairs of more than one nation in tnat regisn. In 
Nicaragua alone it maintains no less tnan 1,800 to two tnhousan3 
security and military personnes. In other worcs, as Assistant 
Secretary Thomas Enders noted yesterday in his testimony sefore 
Congress of tne United States, nou53 is a would-be foreign po.- 


’ 


sacrifice ail node *sr a rising standar3 of living in order to 9g 


Qiant superinsosed cn an ecanomic pigmy wnose ceoples nave n3c to 
~ 3a 
advantases in forei3n affairs." fTnose advantaces are largely 
purchased for it Sy some tnree billions doliar annual economic aic 
from tne Soviet YUrian and a eat deal mor2 miiitary aid cf ccurse. 
My country naturaliy welcomes” any move of te governmert of Cusa 
towars gr2ater concern for economic cevelopment and well-aeing of 
its pecole. 
Finally, commenting o1 tre use of languase anc the realities of 
politics, it occurrec to me tnat memcsers of tne Council mi agnt c 
interestes in a recant article concern. Ng Sandino anc Sancinisto in 
Nicaragua, since we are discussing nere the letter of the 
Coordinator of tne Nicaraguan junta. A prestigious writer, Pad.0 
Joaquin Chomorro y cardinale, was assassinated in the final cays of 
tne Somoza regite, as yOu pernaps know. xis death was a 
r 


’ 
precipitating factor in the successful revolt against the Somoz 
egine leading eventually to tne installation of the current junta 

in Nicaragua. Pablo Jcaquin Chomorro was a very highly respectes 
writer wnose name is from time to time invokxec by tne leacers of tre 
revolution but not es often as that of Sandino. And he was, of 
course, tne ecitor anc oudlisner of La Prensa, the last remnainins 





indesencent newspaper in Nicaragua -- which may or may not rave seer 
permitted to cub.isn today. Cnomorro wrote: 
"Sanding scu.c 32 exalted precisely as a contrast to the 
Communists wid ooey signals from Russia ans China. Sancinrs 
fought against the Unitec States Marines but he did not oring 
Russian cossacKks to Nicaragua as ©idel Castro did in Cusa. 
Tnere is a great difference between the Communist Fidel Castro 


who in nis false dDattle for tne indepencence of nis Country nas 
filled it with Russian rockets, soldiers, planes anu even cannec 
goods, and a Sandino who defendec tne sovereignity of is ground 
with nomemace bompds but without accepting the patronage of 
anotner power. For this reason, Sandino was great decause ne 
was not handec over to Communist treason as Castro out fought 
within an Inco-Hisoanic limit. Naturally the Communists who 
attackeo an3 slancered Sandino when re was in the mountains now 
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Tne principles of nonintervention and respect for national 
- independence cited in this debate did rot lead angels, Cube, t>2 
S German Democratic Republic , Grenada, tre L290 People's Derocrati> 
© Repudlic, Lidya, “Yadagascar, Mozanbiqu2, Seycresiles, “he Syrian arao 
2 Repudlic, tne Soviet Jnion, or Vietnam to jolt .16 O2n2er Aati3a-s in 
- calling for an end to the occupation of Afgnatistan. All these: 
rx} nations coposed the Afgnanistan resolution. 
t 
5 Zeal for national indesdendence and noninterferente did not acve the 
governments of Algeria, Senin, the Cargo, India or Ugaica to s2e< an 
es end to the occusation of Afgnanistan. A11l aostained. 
cH 
So. It is not, moreover, srly the national incependence 37 A*granistan 
3 which insosires so little response fran among <=4982 wno Nive 
> & expressed solidarity witn these srincisles in z<ne last few diys: 
—§ Neither Angola ncr the Congo, ner Cua3, nor 72 Gernan Jemocratic 
= 2 Republic, nor Grenada, nor tre Lao Peaol2's Jenscratic Resublic, nor 
i .idya, nor Mozanbique, Nor Seychelles, nor the Saviat Union, nor 
es /letnan, Alge-ta, senin, India, Masagescar, “Yexicos, Panana, Uganda 
of Tanzania nor Zimbabwe was movec oy these Srincinles t9 supoort tne 
3 call for an 2nd 29 the continuing military soccusation of <snducres. 
= 
23 Will memcoers of tnis Council de surprisec to be reni-~Jjec tna tne 
oo jovernment of Nicaragua was itself not preparec to axtens ta thre 
ge Deople of Afghanistan and Kanpucnea tne rights 20 o2ece, national 
indepencence and territorial integrity it see2<xs far itse.f r0W? 
Nicaragua supocrted neitner the resolution calling for an ans to thre 
yccupation of Afgnaxristan nor Kampuchea. 
This sort of selective invocation and aoplicaction of universal 
Q9rinciosles coes not strenctren either tyne principles ar tie 
rganizations dedicatec to tneir realization ani inolementation. It 
oreeds cynicism. it rarms the United Nations. It rocks <7e searc 
For peace. 
Trirc, [ desire to clarify tye sositicn of ny goversmert with cragara 
to the jurisdiction and ro.2 af tre Jnitec Nations anc resgicneal 
Irganizations. Oesoite efforts sy tre g.vernmart of Nicartas ae 
indicate otherwise, it shovld be clear tnat tne united States 
Qovernmant ofileves trat any nembder state nas the rignt under the 
sNarter <9 Sring an issue se*ore tne Security cCouncii wrisn 
s@risuSiay threatens internatiznal seac2 ans sacurity. «Ss namoers 2° 
the Council. know, tr2 United States sid Ot 2O00Se Commanser 
Jrieja's tequest to present an 2xpsoasition to w1is Cauneci., aver 
though w2 were objects of tnat comolaint. 3u2 wiile the cnarter 
Irants tyat rignt to all members, it is ecually c.i2ar that the 
sNarter encourages tne resolution of 3.isputes througn regional 
arrangenerts. 
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Nicaragua demands that 2-712:: respect its national indepensence out 


Joes not respect the sov2reiicty or rignt to rational 
self-determination of its »2ighbors. 
Nicaragua Claims the risgnt <c seek aGvisers anc aras sherever it 
" choos2s -- as an exercise of its sovereignty -- out woulc ceny its 
5 n2ighbors the same rignt. 
h 
© Nicaragua claims tre rignt to live in peace wnil? fonmentiic i 71terna- 
2 war in neighboring countries. 
Cc 
o Tne facts, as 1 stated last week, are that cne gavernment of 
i 9 ’ 
£ Nicaragua is an active party to a massive intervention in tne 
5 affairs of her neighbors. The jovernment 0° Nicaragua is 2 1g3ge5 .1 
me training guerrillas, jirecting command-and-control cencers. It is 
-2 involved in infiltrating aras anc guerrillas, destroying electric 
e- Qower stations, blowing up oridges, terrorizing civi.ians. er 
= leaders come before the Security Council of tye United Natisns 
3< seeking international protection “or these activities. 
= 2 _ 
es The government of Nicaragua espcuses and dractices a very partisuia: 
» 3 conception c* nonintervention, a very particular concepticr of 
yr Van-alignment; tne kind that, in the end, saps 212 meaning anc power 
-c of botn. 
4 
ca The letter of wr. Daniel Ortegé Saavedra, anc tne Security Counci. 
S > tebate tnat it nas prompted, remina ne of a statement by ine late 
i Frencn snilosooner Georg? Sernancs, whd once said chat “tre worst, 
a 2 the most corrusting of lies are proble 1s poorly statec.” “rr. Ortega 
2° states “tre oraolem" as Naving to co witn te sanger 99335 5, ¢t> 
JNited States to “ne independence and sdver2ignty of the countri2s 
9f Central America. This cefinition of tne 3rs5liem aerely 
sofuscates the real issue that is at stake in Central America, wich 
is a conflict setween two concepts of organizing ssci2ty, two 
ideologies -- if you will -- one semocratic and the other 
totalitarian. 





Teme 7 lal ; - “~~ — er : e& 7 ° - =. ~ M - - ._ + 
The 2lections relic Sunday in El Salvador synsolize on2 3° «7252 
~ a » : ’ + ~ = % i « 
aporcacnes -- the cemocratic one -- whi.e tne Nicaragquan regime's 
~ ~ s § «a oe = | ’ > ~ ~ - ns = 7 - - - - _— 
systenatic rafusal $60 "Olid @i@ctisns synO5L122$ tn? otrert -- 
totalitarian e-- aooroacn. 
> = 4 -~ os = - ~ ~* - - = 4 - 
~ @.2ction, awit its @normous turnrdut 3 JOters, was a t7135ute2 ¢ 
--* ~ - | - = 7 -~- - oo ~ _ . _~ 
@ Salvacoran 9ecodle and to tna vitality of tne democratic 1023. 
~*~ * a. * ~* - -” ; . ~ ~~ -~ * > ~*- ~*~ = 
mat 4a stolid, courageous, yAflincning 3200.2 t52se@ saliva 3ns 
—_ ’ ~ [+ a « ; 7. t« . _- ? i ~*~ - ~ _~* 
are. J2S5s0ite 18 PVOSSi.9iiles 9 NasS.vé Vvi.90L4eECNC2 a. * e ~~ ww = a 3 
Qlaces anj threats af retaliation by guerri.la “3rce2es against ‘ers 
~ , a my 
the Salvadorans szill voted in nuge, unoprecesentes rumoers. Any cid 
- 2 10 $97? 
-~ Ff . 
7 i~ “a ‘« 7 *-s0 * ,-« -“”* ’ -"5 5 _ ~*~ “~a*s- _ * - “He ~*- 
4 Vay S$ W3Blia SLTBe@. JOuTNA., .1e78 was 4 i ae Vilew Al Ine oC 
tnese voters, ana Me@ria ge Martinez, who “was tydical of some voters 
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wno thoug:: :c2y would beat the crowds by sowing uo rly at the 
Sclling st:tisns. This mother of two children gct to “the National 
Technics. Institute, a polling place, around 5 a.m. 3ut so did a 
ict of c teople, and dy 9 a.m. sne was still two slocxs from tne 
jJat2 en >2. ‘I'll wait nere all jay if I have <9,° s12 said, 
Fanning face with her wallet. ‘The rest af <ir2 «tris s227¢ <2 
Nav2 mart2 cecisions abdout El Salvacor. Ncw it's my turn." 
S2m2 perale said that free and fair electic-s could 13t 3e Aeld in 
=1 Salvador. They were wrong. 
3.4 triers te others who nave seen against elections in principie, 
regarding them as a tool of <ne dourgeoisie and a mnisrepresentation 
9f tne popular will which coulc oe@st de expressed =hrough arned 
struggle. In Salvador this view, preferring tne sullet to tne 
dallot, is held by tne various guerrilla ‘actions whose coordinating 
Front is appropriately namec after “arabunso Marti, the Salvacoran 
Sonmunist. OGne of tnese guerrillas, Cannandante Ansa Guadaluse 
fartinaz, is quoted in tnis weex's issue of tne Economist of London 
33 saying that “Elections are trere to ratify @ Jopular 
jovernment.... If laws exist which represent the people, eiections 
are not very important.” 
""e ig2a tnat tre will of the people can se better expressed tirougn 
2 revolutionary elite than through free elections is, sf cours?, 3 
Pyundamental tenet of Leninism. [It is, I need hardly point out in 
‘nis forum, fundamentally at variance with Article 21 of the 
civersal Declaration of Human Rionts which sates: 
"Tne will of tne people shall b2 the Lasis of tne autnhcricty of 
Joverament; tnis will shall 52 2xoress23 in deriscics anc g27uine 
elections which shall be by universal and equal suf*race anc 
stail 02 N2.cd oy secret v3t2 or oy squivai2nt free vorzins 
Srtocedures.”™ 
Tr2 F¥LN is not tne only element in Central Anerican solitics tat 
spocses free elections as defined in Artic.2 21 of the Universal 
declaration of Hunan Rignts. Tne Sandinista -eadersxip also opposes 
such elections. Inceed, they nave called tne Salvadoran 2lection 
"an assolute denial of democracy anc civilization” Trey 3114 no- 
jlw3ys so@ak thus. Ine montnA defore acrievirg power, in Jun2 1973, 
‘ ~1ey wate still seeking supscrters, tn2 sarsirtistas prsoalises 
sae Crganization of American States tnat tney wo.ld old free 
2.2ctions wnen tney assumed Dower. JInc2 in dower, NoOwever, 2 
yuickly renegea on tnat promise. 
in tne sorting of 1930, tre sardinsistas consslidaced treir contro. 
over the Council o* State, enlarging it and cacking it with tneir 
Jwm supporters t9 ensure @ Sernarent nalority. 9 Ju.y 1980, 
saniinista Defense Minister aumbe2rto Ortega announced that tnere 
vOQUL3 De 10 need for alactions since the 3239.2 Aad already “vorec" 
Juring the revolution. elections soulc sot o2 fFelc, it was said, 
yuti. tne people Aad Seen “re-2ducatec.” 
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The following month, in August 19 
elections would be put off until 
that these would not de “bourgeoi 
2lections, that is to say, caliec 
Dut rather "NSeople's elections"™ in , in the words of Interior 
Minister Tomas Sorge, power “will n 92 rafflec off." Meanwhile, 
no raeaaeiytizing activities” on cen alf af any an idate, no 
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discussion o* cancidaci2s would be permitted before candidates were 
officially designated by an electoral agency which itself would not 
b2 created until 1984. Violations woyuls D2 Junisnhed dy terms oF 


tnree montns to three years in jail. 


“eanwhile, vigilante mods nave been enccurag2ed to intinidate the 
opposition. The MON anc the Social Democrats, two of Nicaragua's 
Orircipal opsosition parties, nave repeatedly been the victims of 
semi-official mob violence. In a sp2ech delivered last fall, 
dumberto Ortega stat2d that the Sandinista regime is “guided by 
scientific doctrine, dy Marxism-Leninism" and tnreatenec to nang 
Jissenters against i112 regime's policies “along the streets anc 
highways of the country." Shortly tnereafter, four Nicaraguan 
ousiness leaders who $ a letter protesting ajzinst tris speec 
t t 


3 
#ere arrested anc senten 0 s2@ven mont: iN or.son. 
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nationalism orovo«xed suspicion ancec 
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re for “absolute sovereignty," for a" 
3 the solution of economic and soci 
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FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 12(82) 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY March 31, 1982 


Statement oy Deputy Assistant Secretary of State A. Eugene Dewey, 


The United States Representative at the informal Donors' Meeting on 
Kampuchean Relief, March 31, 1982. 
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C AR, CHAIRMAN 

¥. 

ve ! would like to becin by complimenting ycu, Mr. Chairman, 

55 your sta** and all those who contributed tne excellent material 

> which has been prepered for this meeting. Tre revised 1982 

_ cucnet oresentetion is darticularly well done and we were 

> pleased that the orojectedc orogram costs are several million 

c ; th | pra 

» 2 Jolliars less exoensive than before, we hope that additional 

2; cost savings car be mace. 

- oO 

y >» Turning now to the Sorder operation, I would like to 

pan spnounce thet the United States nas made available five million 

2 2 Joliars te the World Food Program for the border relief 

» 3roaram. we advanced tnese funds because the borcer and 
affected Thal villager programs were running dangerously snort 
of cash. Wwe hope that our five million dollar contribution 
will alleviate the immmediate cash-flow problem. we trust that 
those donors who have not yet contributed will do so quickly. 

With resoect te the Khmer livira on the Thai-Kanpuchean 

orcer, I wouid lixe to express my covernment's snock at the 
~acent Vietnamese attack aaainst the civilians livina in the 

} 96N OCrGcer came "Fis abrorrent action illustrates aagair 
‘ threat to tre neace cf the area posec by Vietnanese 

; ation of Kampuch24 I would like to express cur 
acmiration for the Roya. “Rai sovernment, the Unitec Nations 
forder Relief Operation staff ana the voluntary acencies for 
the raoid anc effective assistance provicei to the displaced 
Anmer from Sekh San and elsewrere alona the border. 

Turning now to the interior, ny government notes the 
2poarent unwi_lingness of the Soviets, the vietnamese and their 
2ilies to provite substantial amounts of emergency numanitarian 
assistance, oarticularly Fooc, to Kampuchea. in light of the 
recent Vietnamese a.i.*t2rk anrsainst Sokh San, we can only surmise 
thet the Soviets and their ailies are more interested in 
consolidatine Vietnam's comination of Kampuchea than in carina 
for neecy civilians in the interior. 


- over - 
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5 EMBARGOED UNTIL DELIVERY Contact Frayda Levin 826.4736/41 
‘ Press Release USUN 13 (82) 

5 April 1, 1982 

y 

< Ambassador James L. Malone, Chairman of the S. Dele- 


Le A 


U. 
gation to the Law of the Sea, spoke today before the 
Conference. In his remarks, Amoassador Malone outli 
practical concerns the United States has with the 
treaty. However, Ambassador Malone also noted areas where 
the United States sees encouraging possibilities for progress 
in the negotiations. 


,. 
Oo 


rrr ee 
roposed 


Ambassador Malone's statement st deseatatbe the U.S. proposals 
dealing with the Preparatory Commission, Preparatory Investment 
Protection, participation of national liberatl 
and other outstanding issues. He also raised certain concerns 
associated with Committees II and III related portions of the 
Draft Convention while expressing support in most respects 
for these texts. 


on movements, 


C 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


~~ VEC asst Pie€u Ur FUUELIVGativel 


Finally, Ambassador Malone reminded the Conference that 
it has “not yet had an opportunity to explore solutions to... 
mect the objectives sect forth by President Reaaan on 
January 29." 


obtaining a treaty that protects U.S. strategic interests 
is important to the President. If the Pz 
are successtully met, he will support rat 
treaty. That statement also noted that t 


An earlier statement by Ambassador Malone explained that 
> 
+ 


sSident's objectives 
1fication of this 
he chances outilne 


by the U.S. are necessary for the Senate to ratify the treaty. 
Therefore, Ambassador Malone concluded his remarks by rearfirm- 
ing the United States’ desire to fully pursue these matters. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact Frayda Levin 826.4736/4: 
Press Release USUN 14 (82) 
April 1, 1982 





This morning's New York Times editorial reported that the Reagan 
Administration “seens to naive struck a deal" at the Law of the Sea 
Unfortunately this is not the case. We are earnestiy trying to co so nut to 
Gate we have not even been able to commence serious negotiations with tre 
Group of 77. The gist of the New York Times reasoning process seems to be 
that if we obtain mining riahts for a handful of companies for the next few 
years we will acceot the oulk of the Draft Convention more or less in its 4 
present form. As every celegation at the Conference knows, this 1s Simply not 


the case. 


r n*ferenc >. 


The Conference has been exploring ina variety of ways the possibi ‘tes 
for reconcilistion witn the objectives President Reagan announced on J 

29. A number of informal papers have been circulated and there have be 
discussions of a possible asenda for negotiations vFetween the Grouo of 
the industrialized countries. This exploratory work nas of necessity been 
private and very much behind the scenes. In public view however the Confer rce 
has concentrated, amons otter thinas, on the preparation of a resolution whicn 
would give some protection to companies who alreacy have nade investmints in 

the seabed. This resstution is not vet satisfactory to the United States. 
Apperently, the New York Tires thinks that it shouid be satisfactory -= altnougny 
$t too criticizes the resolution -- and further thinks that 1t shculc be accepted 
by the United States without further chanaes to the Draft Convention. Finally 
the Wew York Times sugcests that the package it describes aight win approvs! 
in the Senate. these views are Tundamentally erroneous. No such package cou! 
win approval in the Senate and the Administration would mot be willina to ccar 
a Convention on that basis. Ambassador Malone’ speech to the Plenary of ¢! 
Conference today makes clear the United States position and our assessment of 
the progress of the Conference to date. An enormous effort must be made by 

all countries in the next few weeks if the United States is to be able to sign 
and support this Convention. 


? 
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Mr. President, 

The United States seeks a universally acceptable multilateral treaty on 
the law of the sea which meets the six objectives outlined by President Reagan 
on January 29. We are prepared to explore every method of achieving this goal 
and if, with the help of our colleagues at the Conference, we are successful, 
President Reagan is committed to see early ratification of the resulting 
treaty. 

At this stage in our work, the United States delegation wishes to offer 
two separate kinds of comments. First, my delegation has specific comments 
and suggestions on the texts that have been proposed regarding the outstanding 
issues: the Preparatory Commission, preparatory investment protection, and ~ 


participation. Second, as other delegations are aware, the United States has 


raised a number of issues relating to Part XI of the Draft Convention. 


1. Preparatory Commission. The proposals before us in L.30 Annex I and 


v 
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II would entrust the Preparatory Commission with powers and functions affecting 


VEL PEGSSIT TIC FUT FUVEICGtIVUn th meme rican FrUrergn 


vital national economic and security interests in access to deep seabed mineral 
_ + resources. The Preparatory Commission will draft rules and regulations for 
=. deep seabed mining and will implement a system for preparatory investment 
protection. These functions correspond to the central functions of the Council 
which affect access to seabed mineral resources by states and their nationals. 
We believe Annex I of L.30 should be improved. 
We propose that the Preparatory Commission resolution contain the following 
measures: 
a. All signatories to the final act would be members. 


b. The Conference would elect the members of an Executive Committee in 


accordance with Article 161 provided that the clection would include the 


seven States which account for the largest proportion of assessments based 
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upon the scale used for the regular budget of the United Nations. 

c. The Preparatory Commission would function in accordance with this reso- 
lution but would not take decisions until the 36 members of the Committee had 
Signed the Convention. 

d. If after 6 months not all elected Committee members signed the Convention, 
the seats of such non-signatories would be declared vacant. 

e. As a general rule, Preparatory Commission decisions would be taken 
im accordance with Article 161. However, certain adjustments may need to be 
made to Article 161 in Light of the decisions required by the resolutions 
proposed in Annex I and Annex II of L.30. 

~ 

In addition, my delegation notes the report of the Coordinators of the 
Working Group of 21 which indicates that the resolutions on the Preparatory Co-- 
mission and on Preparatory Investment Protection would necessitate consequential 
changes in other provisions of Part XI, such as article 308 paragraph 4, in order 
to ensure that the registration of pioneer investors, the allocation of pioneer 
areas to them, and the priorities established would be binding on the Authority, 
upon entry into force of the Convention. 


2. Preparatory Investment Protection. The proposed resolution in L.30 





governing preparatory investments represents a step forward in our work on 


this issue. Annex II of 1.30 establishes a system which requires that Certifying 


- 
4, 


States of pioneer investors ensure that any overlapping claims are resolved 
prior to the time that applications are made. The Preparatory Commission 
would register applicants as pioneer investors and allocate pioneer areas to 
them once Certifying States notify it that any necessary conflict resolution 
process has been completed. My delegation welcomes this simple and efficient 
approach to the problem of resolving overlapping claims among existing pioneer 


investors and takes not of the wide support in the Conference for this approach. 


I also note that Annex II of 1.30 adopts objective criteria for identifying 
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pioneer investors, requiring an expenditure of $30 million of which no less 
than 10 percent was spent in activities related to the location, surveying, and 
evaluation of a pioneer area. The size of a pioneer area is Limited to 150,000 
square kilometers, thus allowing pioneer investors *o determine the size of 
an area for which they will apply provided that the pioneer area does not 
exceed 150,000 square kilometers. 

Annex II of L.30 provides that registered pioneer investors shall have the 
exclusive right to carry out pioneer activities in the pioneer area from the 
date of registration. It also provides that upon entry into force of the Conven- 
tion the Authority shall approve plans of work for exploration and exploitation 
for pioneer investors certified by the Preparatory Commission to be in compliance 
with the provisions of the resolution. Finally, it provides that pioneer 
investors which alter their nationality and sponsorship shall retain all rights 


and priorities conferred under the resolution. Thus a pioneer investor whose 


‘Certifying State fails to ratify the Convention after entry into force maintains 


its rights through obtaining the sponsorship of a State Party within six months. 


The foregoing elements of Annex II of 1.30 address many of the elements 


a 


_ necessary to protect existing investments in deep seabed mining. However, 


Mr. President, my delegation finds Annex II of 1.30 to be lacking in other 


* respects. 


First, and most importantly, I believe that there was consensus during 
our informal negotiations that the primary purpose of a provision on preparatory 
investment protection is to provide site specific recognition and rights to 
engage in activities for existing investors whose continued work depends on 
the early recognition of their exclusive rights in a specific area. A PIP 


provision that does not give clear priority to these pioneer investors 


who have deposited the relevant coordinates with their national authorities prior 





‘ to April 24, 1982 would be deficient. The resolution should distinguish between 
the rights and priorities accorded current site-specific pioneer investors 
and those accorded to later pioneer investors who have made or who will make 


substantial investments prior to entry-into-force of the Convention. 


gn 


To resolve this problem in the draft resolution my delegation proposes 

that paragraphs 5 (a) and (b) of Annex Il should be recast as follows: 
5S. (a) Certifying States of pioneer investors which have met the qualifications 
of paragraph 1 (a) prior to July 1, 1980, and have deposited the relevant coor- 
dinates with their national authorities no later than April 24, 1982, shall en- 
sure that areas in respect of which applications are made by them do not overlap 
one another. The Certifying States concerned shall keep the Commission currently 


and fully informed of any efforts to resolve conflicts with respect to overlappin 


claims, and the results thereof; 


“" 


S. (b) Certifying States of all other pioneer investors shall resolve 
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any overlaps amon3 them after the Commission has. been notified of the 


VEC asst TIeG TOF FPUDITTICaltion in American rorel 


results specif ed in paragraph 5 (a) and shall ensure that areas in respect 
ne of which applications are made by them do not overlap one another, provided 


that no such applications may overlap areas allocated by the Comrission 


ae in accordance with the results of paragraph Sa). The Certifying States 
was concerned shall keep the Commission currently and fully informed of any 
o2e 

ee: : , , . 
Wan efforts to resolve conflicts with respect to overlapping claims and 


the results thereof. 

Existing paragraph 5(b) would be renumbered 5(c). 

Second, as all delegations are aware, the United States does not agree with 
inclusion in the Convention of a Limitation on seabed mineral production. 


‘ Accordingly, we do not believe it should be incorporated in a PIP provision. 
‘w 


Third, my delegation and others have explained that pioneer investors 
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who have made substantial site-specific investments require certainty that 
their exclusive rights to a mine site cannot be revoked or abridged. This 
fundamental objective would be undercut by any provision which terminates 
pioneer investor rights if the Convention has not entered into force by a 
certain date. Accordingly, we concur with other speakers who have supported 
deletion of paragraph 14 of Annex IL. 
Fourth, any data required to be turned over to the Preparatory Commission 
should be guaranteed protection for confidentiality of proprietary information. 
Fifth, my delegation considers that paragraph 12 of Annex II creates 
unwarranted and unnecessary burdens on pioneer investors to assist the Enterprise. 
The following change to the chapeau of paragraph 12 would remedy this problen. 
“Insert the words ‘Certifying States, cooperating as appropriate with’ after 
the comma on Line 2 and before the word ‘any’.” 
Sixth, my delegation believes that paragraph 7(a) is improper and 
the eeutrenente of paragraph 7(b) bear no realistic relationship to the 
practicalities of mining company activities. Paragraph 7 should read as follows: 
“Certifying States shall ensure that pioneer investors comply with 
performance requirements consistent with the criteria set forth in Article 


17 paragraph 2(c) of Annex IIl of the Convention.” 


Seventh, a further necessary consequential change in Part XI to implement 


this resolution is a provision requiring that the rules, regulations and 


procedures of the Authority, insofar as they apply to pioneer investors, should 
not impose significant new economic burdens which would have the effect of 
preventing a pioneer investor from continuing on a viable economic basis. 

Finally, my delegation notes that there are a number of drafting difficulties 


with Annex II which I will not elaborate at this time. I1 assume that these 


can be clarified and redrafted on the basis of our further consultations on 
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this resolution. 


3. Other Outstanding Issues. My delegation Listened with interest to 





Chairman Engo’s report to the Conference concerning the request of several 
African delegations that Article 160 of the Convention should be changed to 
provide that the Assembly shall establish a compensation fund to deal with the 
adverse impacts of seabed mineral production on developing land based producers. 
Such a fund would take into account the results of studies to be conducted by 
the Preparatory Commission. My delegation would be willing to explore methods 
for establishing a system of ediustaent assistance which would replace the 
production Limit set forth in Article 151 of the Draft Convention. 

My delegation takes no position on the proposals regarding composition of 
the Council sponsored by a group of smaller industrialized countries pending 
consideration of the issues raised by the United States concerning representation 
on the Council for the largest financial contributors. 

Finally, my delegation does not consider appropriate the proposal contained 
in Informal Paper 20 of the Working Group of 21 relating to unfair economic 


practices. 


4. Participation. Mr. President, my delegation appreciates the efforts 





you have made to find a solution to the difficult issue of participation. We 
do, however, have some concerns with your proposals that we hope you may be 
able to address. 

My delegation questions the need for subparagraph (d) of article 305, 
paragraph 1. We are unaware of any situation in which it adds anything not 
already included in the other subparagraphs and believe it would be more appro- 
priate to delete it. We can support the other subparagraphs, and will refrain 


from debating here the powers of the Security Council over the Trust Territory. 


My delegation does not believe the treaty text itself is the best place 











to deal with the question of observers in the Authority or at other meetings, 


because the rules, regulations, and procedures of the Authority will provide 


gn 


for all observers. In view of the decisions taken earlier in this Conference, 
however, we would not object to a Conference resolution that contains the 
substance of your proposals regarding article 156, paragraph 3 and article 
319, paragraph 3(b). 

With respect to article 319, paragraph 3(a), we believe its inclusion in 
an article on the formal functions of a treaty depository, as well as the 

\ 

formality of the word "transmit", may lead to unnecessary criticism and political 
problems. Of course, we have no objection to requiring that the Secretary- 
General ensure that all those concerned, including observers in the Seabed 


Authority, are informed of the existence of the documents referred to in article 


319. 


c 
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5. Committee li. Mr. President, as the report of the Chairman of Committee 





Il indicates, there is widespread agreement that the proper and delicate balance 
that has been achieved within the Committee II package must be preserved. We 
strongly concur in this view. This does not imply that certain technical 
amendments that do not affect the substance of the texts could mot yet be made. 
For example, the UK proposal concerning article 60, paragraph 3, has received 

the cross section of support necessary for inclusion in a revised text. Their 
proposal carefully maintains the delicate balance of interests by ensuring 

that the removal requirement is fully applicable pending the development of 
binding international standards. There is general agreement that those standards 
will be developed as soon as possible. 


The Chairman's reoort makes it clear that there has been no agreement on 
i) 


ad any change to Article 21. Over the many years of negotiation of the innocent 
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passage articles, we took substantial steps in the text to provide for the 
security concerns of coastal states by expanding the scope of article 19 and by 
adding article 301. To add a notification/authorization regime to the protections 
already provided would in no way serve to enhance the security of coastal 

States. A notification/authorization requirement would, therefore, not only be 

an unacceptable additional burden on the right of innocent passage, but it 

would be a burden without a benefit. The addition of such a requirement could 
only serve to compromise the status and acceptance generally enjoyed by ‘”: 
Second Committee text as a whole, both within and outside the Conference. It 


is our strong position, therefore, that the present text must be preserved. 


6. Committee III. Mr. President, with regard to the report of the Chairman 





of Committee III, we have serious problems with some of his proposals. 
Specifically, we object to the changes proposed far article 1946, paragraph 1; 
article 216, paragraph 2; article 222; and article 226, paragraph 1. Moreover, 
the proposal contained in paragraph 3 of the Chairman's report was not recommended 
by the Drafting Committee. As to other suggested changes contained in the 
report, we would not object if they were referred to the Drafting Committee for 
its consideration. 

7. Part XI. The Conference has afforded my delegation an opportunity 
to raise our concerns with certain aspects of Part XI of the Draft Convention. 
We have not yet had an opportunity to explore solutions to them which meet the 
objectives set forth by President Reagan on January 29. I want to express 
once again our appreciation that other delegations have been both interested 
and willing to hear us. We are anxious, however, to begin substantive negotiations 


and await your guidance as to how to proceed. 


In your reports to the Plenary on Monday both you and Chairman Engo made 


reference to a series of proposals put forward by a Group of 11 Heads of Delegation 
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acting in their personal capacities. My delegation joins you and Chairman 

Engo in welcoming their efforts and we also join them in the hope that the 

Group of 11 proposals can afford us an opportunity to make progress toward consensus 
on the difficult issues facing us. 

The Group of 11 proposals address many of the issues raised by President 
Reagan on January 29. They offer suggestions which are related to the following 
matters of concern to my delegation: 

1. The epproval of contracts; 

2. Production policies including the question of Limitations and 

adjustment assistance; 

3. The question of the election to the Council of the seven largest 

contributors; 

&. Decisionmak ing; 

5S. The question of the adoption of amendrents to the treaty arising from 

the Review Conference; 

6. The powers of the Assembly and Council -- the separation of powers; 

7. ‘Transfer of privately owned technology. 

8. The adoption of rules and regulations on minerals other than 

polymetallic nodules. 

On several of these matters the Group of 11 proposals focus on narrower 
aspects of broader U.S. concerns. With respect to production policies, 
the Group of 11 proposals may not presently be sufficiently broad to allow 
negotiations related to the production Limitation or adjustment assistance. 
Similarly, the Group of 11 proposal on decisionmaking addresses only 


the question of approval of the budget of the Authority without reference to 


other important problems in the decisionmaking system. The Group of 11 proposals 
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do not seem to contemplate discussion of the relationship of creditors to the 

Enterprise, an issue on which further consultations would be helpful. We 

would appreciate some clarification on these points. Finally, the Group of 11 

proposals do not address the techaical financial terms of contracts or the 

question of benefits for peoples who have not attained self-governing status. 
Mr. President, my delegation greatly aporeciates the work of the Group of 

11 and hopes, with the clarifications and additions I have suggested, that they 

can serve as a basis for our continued work. My delegation is eayer to pursue 

these matters and welcomes your efforts to encourage consultations on then. 

We are prepared to participate in any forum you believe is suitable for further " 

negotiations and we will expend every effort to achieve our com ov objective 

of a universally acceptable treaty adopted by consensus at this session. As 

I mentioned at the outset, “r. President, if we succeed in this qoal the United 


States will be prepared to expend every effort to fulfill President Reagan's 


~ 


commitment to seek early ratification of a Convention on the Law of the Sea. 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the United Nations for Special Political 
Affairs, in the Security Council, in Explanation of Vote on the 
Complaint by Nicaragua, April 2, 1982. 


The United States nad noped to be able to join in a consensus 
resolution of this body, had hoped that it would be possible still 
to Find common ground, still to make what we would regard and what 
we would have hoped our fourteen colleagues would have regarded as a 
constructive contribution to the de-escalation of a situation of 
tension within Central and South America. We have, unfortunately, 
not been able to find that common ground. We do not feel that the 
resolution which I have voted against was in any way supportive of 
our own institution of the Security Council or of the United Nations 
nor, indeed, of the experienced and well-established inter-American 
System for the resolution and conciliation of disputes among<c 
member states. 
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As Ambassador Kirkpatrick said in her statement delivered in this 
chamber today, part of the problem with tnis resolution has been, 
indeed, the definition of "the problem." From the point of view and 
perspective of the United States the door to negotiation and 
conciliation, bilateral, regional and multilateral, is now open and 
nas always been open. 


From the perspective of the United States the allegations of 
Commandante Ortega were without foundation, are today without 
foundation, and have always been without foundation. I reiterate 
again tonight that that door to negotiation and reconciliation 
remains open. The defect, I should say the further defect of the 
resolution against which I have voted, is that it has failed to 
identify certain key elements of the true ano genuine and urgent 
oroblem of Central and South America -- a problem created in major 
part oy the intervention of tne Sandinista junta in the affairs of 
their neighbors, intervention and adventurism sustained and 
supported and encouraged by other powers both within this hemisphere 
and outside this hemisphere. 


We believe, with reference to this resolution, that its “selective 
invocation and application of universal principles strengthens 
neitner the principles nor the organizations dedicated to their 
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realization and implementation. It breeds cynicism. It harms the 
United Nations. It underm.nes the inter-American system. It mocks 
the search for peace." 


I have just quoted from Ambassador Kirkpatrick's remarks celivered 
earlier today. I quote further: “The government of Nicaragua 
espouses and practices a very particular conception of 
non-intervention, a very particular conception of non-alignment, the 
kind that in the end saps the meaning ana power of both." 


I quote further: “We desire to live at peace with all our 
neighoors. We shall continue our efforts to develop a constructive 
relationship with the government of Nicaragua. Secretary of State 
Alexander Heig has made clear that we are prepared to work on the 
basis of mutual respect to that end. Various proposals have been 
offered for conciliation among tne nations of the region and the 
hemisphere. The United States, interested in the constructive 
resolution of tension and conflict" -- and, I might add, in common 
with the views, intentions and affirmations expressed in this 
chamoer by many representatives of other American republics -- the 
United States “remains ready to do its part to ensure peace in the 
region and to enhance the prospects for democracy and development 
for all of the people of this hemisphere." 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the United Nations for Special Political 
Affairs, in the Security Council, -in Explanation of Vote on the 
Situation on the West Bank, April 2, 1982. 


Mr. President, the recent events on the West Bank have been a source 
of deep concern to the government and people of the United States. 
In the last few days the level of tension and violence has somewhat 
subsided, but, of course, we are aware of the danger of a resurgence 
and of a renewed crisis in this complex and emotional situation. 

For this reason, we believe that the Security Council's primary role 
in the present context should have been to urge restraint on the 
parties to avoid any new outbreak of violence which could endanger 
international peace and that its other equally essential role should 
have been to take a step, at least, on the road to a secure and 


lasting peace. 


We do not believe that the Jordanian resolution achieved either 
ob jective. 


I wish to address the dismissal of the three elected West Bank 
mayors referred to in the resolution. My country was founded on, 
and is proud of its support for, the concept of government by freely 
elected officials. We are always concerned when elected officials 
are no longer able to serve their constituents. At the same time, 
it is useful to recall that the present situation on the West Bank 
is that of belligerant occupation, subject to the rules laid down 
for such regimes in the Fourth Geneva Convention. It is a carefully 
drawn and balanced set of rules seeking to serve the interests of 
the occupier and the occupied alike. 


There is no provision in the Geneva Convention for the election of 
public officials, which Israel nonetheless permitted in 1972 and 
1976, thereby going beyond the requirements of the Convention. In 
any event, Article 54 of the Geneva Convention gives the occupying 
power the unrestricted right to dismiss public officials, whether 
they may be appointed or elected. As we would not wish Israel to be 
selective in its own application of the Convention to the occupied 
territories, so we should not be selective in cur criticism -- 
denouncing Israel for violations where, in fact, no violations of 
the Convention have taken place. 
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But the goal, of course, is to move beyond belligerency to a state 
of peace. This is tne higher duty, indeed, the highest duty of the 
Security Council. 


Fortunately, in this respect Council Resolutions 242 and 338, forged 
by this body in past years after full debate and consulation, : 
provide an available, a ready-made internationally approved basis 
for a just and lasting settlement of the outstanding issues. hese 
resolutions are the foundation of the Camp David framework, and they 
remain the only existing basis for a negotiated solution leading to 
a resolution of tne conflict. We deeply regret that this resolution 
makes no reference to 242 or 338. 


We would have preferred, Mr. President, to have nad before us a 
resolution that we could have supported, one that expressed in a 
non-condemnatory way the Council's great concern about the recent 
tragic events which have resulted in injury and loss of life on both 
Sides. Instead, the resolution we were called on to vote on this 
evening uses strongly denunciatory language and does not take into 
account the complexity of the problem. Nor would it lead us closer 
to a solution. On the contrary, it would lead us away from an 
ultimate solution. Since this resolution, in our judgment, did not 
promote, will not promote, the cause of peace which should always be 
tne paramount concern of this Council, the United States was 
compelled to vote no. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 


HHAHARAE 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the United Nations for Special Political 
Affairs, in the Security Council, on the Situation in the South 
Atlantic, April 3, 1982. 


Mr. President, when the Council met Thursday evening to hear an 
urgent appeal from the Permanent Representative of the United 
Kingdem concerning the situation in the South Atlantic, we and other 
members of the Council joined in expressing our concern and in 
calling for both governments to exercise restraint and to continue 
the search for a diplomatic solution. 


Unfortunately, despite appeals by the Secretary General and by my 
President as well, the situation has now deteriorated. 


As we have stated on many occasions in this Council and repeat once 
again with respect to the action by Argentina, we feel that the use 
of force to solve problems is deeply regrettable and will not 
Oroduce a just and lasting settlement of the dispute. 
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Ne therefore intend to vote in favor of the resolution. 


Tne United States government is especially interested in finding a 
solution to this dispute since both governments involved are close 
and valued friends. 


My government stands ready to support any constructive approach to 
the resolution of this problem and urges a return to negotiations as 
soon as possible. We nave, of course, made clear to both sides that 
we are ready to help in any capacity to bring the parties together 
at an early date and to contribute to a peaceful settlement of this 
dispute. 
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CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY 


Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the United Nations for Special Political 
Affairs, in the Security Council, concerning the appeal on behalf of 
three members of the African National Congress in South Africa, 
April 9, 1982. 


Mr. President, the delegation of the United States is pleased to 
associate itself affirmatively with the draft resolution before us. 
We commend the sponsors for their agreement to move a critically 
important amendment to the second operative paragraph. 


The United States is deeply, continuously concerned with the 
preservation of human rights, with the extension of human rights -- 
in South Africa and throughout the world. 


We ground our association with this resolution in the same concern 
that we feel for the four prisoners of conscience in Moscow 
presently in the eighth day of a hunger strike seeking desperately 
to focus the world's attention on their request to be permitted to 
join their spouses who are living in three other nations of the 
world. 


We ground our affirmative vote in the same concern that we feel for 
the people of Poland who are being deprived of human rights, the 
people of Afghanistan, of Kampuchea and, unhappily, a very long list 
of other countries in every part of the world. 


In this context and in the context of our understanding that other 
relevant international instruments include, of course, the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, the United States endorses and supports 
the draft resolution. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact Frayda Levin 826-4736/41 
Press Release USUN 19 (82) 


April 13, 1982 


On Tuesday, April 13th, the U.S. Delegation submitted 
its formal amendments to the secretariat of the LOS Confer- 
ence. While fornal amendments have been submitted in accord- 
ance with the conference schedule, informal negotiations 
will continue. In his April 7th statement before the Con- 
ference, President T.T.B. Koh stressed that "the Conference 
should make every etfort to reach agreement cn substantive 
matters by way of consensus and there should be no voting 
on such matters until all efforts at consensus have been 
exhausted." 


The U.S. delegation remains fully committed to achieving 
a Treaty which meets the President's six objectives as set 
out in his January 29th statement. In addition, the final 
Treaty must be one which can be ratificd by the Senate. The 
revised amendments are an approach to achieving those aims. 


The delegations of Belgium, France, Federal Republic 
of Germany, Italy, Japan and the United Kingdom and the 
United States cosponsored these proposals. 
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Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, in the Security 
Council, on the Dcme of the Rock Incident, April 20, 1982. 


The United States profoundly regrets and strongly condemns the 
senseless act of violence that occurred on April ll, 1982 at one of 
Islam's most sacred mosques -- the Dome of the Rock. We extend our 
condolences to all those who have suffered physically and 
spiritually from this act. 


Last Friday, April 16th, President Reagan met with six Ambassadors 
delegated by the [Islamic countries represented in Washington. I 
snould like to read tne official report of that meeting. President 
Reagan, it said: 


“expressed his deep personal sorrow and that of all Americans 
over last Sunday's violence at the hands of a deranged 
individual in an area sacred to three of the world's great 
religions. 


The President expressed his sympathy with the concern of the 
Islamic world over the disruption of the tranquility uf one of 
its most holy shrines. This concern is shared by the members of 
all faiths. He reiterated his conviction that the peace of the 
holy places of Jerusalem must be maintained and confirmed the 
dedication of the United States to encouraging the conditions 
necessary for the wellbeing of all those who draw their 
spiritual inspiration from that city. 


The President called upon all the governments and peoples of the 
Middle East to work to decrease tensions in the area and prevent 
further acts of vioience and loss of life." 


We understand that this goal -- to decrease tensions in the area and 
prevent further acts of violence and loss of life -- is also the 
chief odjective of the Security Council. 


We have considered the matter carefully in our government; 
regrettably, we do not believe that the resolution before us helps 
to achieve our shared odjective. For these reasons we think it 
serves no constructive purposes but will further embitter the 
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peoples of the region and Geepen the divisions that coulca lead to 
conflict. Thus, as much as we condemn the act of violence that 
occasioned this debate of the Security Council, we must oppose this 
resolution which, in 9ur view, would make new acts of violence more 
-- not less -- likely to take place in the future. 


We voted against the resolution because it contains language in the 
reambular and the cperative paragraphs which implies that the 
responsibility for this terrible event lies not with the indivicual 
who was responsible for the incident but with the Israel authorities 
who nave unequivocally denounced the act. The text also implies 
that Israel has hindered the efforts of the Higher Islamic Council 
to perform its responsibilities for the administration of the holy 
places whereas the evidence is that Israel has, in the main, 
carefully respected the Council's role. To eliminate any 
misunderstanding, Mr. President, I may add that our vote does not 
affect our longstanding position on the status of Jerusalem. As 
President Reagan explained to the Moslem Ambassadors last Friday, 
the United Stat#s' position remains as previously stated, that is, 
that the final »:atus of Jerusalem can only be determined through 
negotiations among all concerned parties. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY April 22, 1982 


Statement by Nancy Reynolds, United States Representative to the 
United Nations Commission on the Status of Women, in the Economic 
and Social Council, on Item 10: Activities for the Advancement of 
Women: United Nations Decade for Women: Equality, Development and 


Peace, April 22, 1982. 





MR. CHAIRMAN: 
IF. I MAY BEGIN ON A PERSONAL NCTE. I WOULD FIRST LIKE TO STATE 


THAT I WAS DELIGHTED TO PE ABLE TO. ATTEND TRE 2°TH COMMISSION 
ON THE STATUS OF VIOMEN AS THE U.S. REPRESENTATIVE. I WAS 
ESPECIALLY PLEASED AT THE VERY BUSINESSLIKE PRODUCTIVE 
DISCUSSIONS AT THE COMMISSION, FROM WHICH I LEARNED A GREAT 
DEAL. THERE WAS A FRANK. SUBSTANTIVE EXCHANGE OF VIEWS AMONG 
DELEGATIONS AND BETWEEN THEM AND MEMBERS OF THE SECRETARIAT, 
AND I BELIEVE THAT ALL OF US DEPARTED VIENNA WITH A GREATLY 
ENHANCED UNDERSTANDING OF EACH OTHERS’ POSITIONS. MUCH OF THE 
CREDIT FOR THIS VERY SUCCESSFUL MEETING BELONGS TO OUR 
EXCELLENT CHAIRPERSON, MADAME OBUFEMI OF NIGERIA. THE OTHER 
MEMPEPS OF THE BUREAU, AND THE HARD-WORKING MEMBERS OF THE 
SECRETARIAT. PARTICULARLY MPS. SHAHANI AND MRS. SELLAMI-MESLEM. 


I'D LIYE TO BRIEFLY EXPLAIN THE US POSITICNS ON SOME OF THE 
RESOLUTIONS AT THE COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN. 
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Mp. CHAIRMAN, | WOULD LIKE TO CLARIFY WHAT THE RESOLUTION ON 
COMMUNICATIONS, ADOPTED AT THE 29TH SESSION OF THE COMMISSION 
ON THE STATUS OF WomMEN, SETS OUT TO DO, 


HERETOFORE, THE COMMISSION RECEIVED A GREAT NUMBER OF COMMUNI- 
CATIONS WHICH IN FACT WERE COPIES OF LETTERS SENT TO THE 
COMMISSION ON HUMAN PrcHTs. MOST OF THESE DEALT WITH MATTERS 
SUCH AS EMIGRATION CASES OR DENIAL OF THE RIGHT TO CONDUCT 
CERTAIN KINDS OF POLITICAL ACTIVITY. THEY DID NOT DEAL WITH 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST WOMEN AS WOMEN AND THUS IT IS QUESTION- 
ABLE WHETHER THE [OMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF “OMEN WAS THE PROPER 
VENUE TO CONSIDER THEM. JENIAL OF POLITICAL RIGHTS IN GENERAL 
1S, ASTER ALL, A MATTER FOR THE HUMAN RIGHTS ComMISSION, 


AT THE SAME TIME, OTHER BODIES WITHIN THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM 
DID AND DO RECEIVE COMMUNICATIONS ALLEGING DISCRIMINATION 
AGAINST WOMEN ON ACCOUNT OF THEIR SEX. UNESCO recEIvED com- 
MUNICATIONS CONCERNING DISCRIMINATION AGAINST WOMEN IN 
EDUCATION. IL RECEIVED COMMUNICATIONS CONCEPNING DISCRIMINA- 
TION AGAINST WOMEN IN EMPLOYMENT. AND THESE COMMUNICATIONS, 
WHICH DO CONCERN DISCRIMINATION AGAINST WOMEN AS WOMEN DO NOT 


GO TO THE COMMISSION AT ALL, 
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THIS SEEMS EXACTLY THE OPPOSITE OF WHAT SHOULD HAPPEN. THE 
COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN SHOULD BE KNOWLEDGEABLE 
ABOUT ALLEGATIONS OF DISCRIMINATION AGAINST WOMEN ON ACCOUNT 
OF THEIR SEX. THAT IS ONE OF THE REASONS WHY THE COMMISSION 
WAS ESTABLISHED. But THE COMMISSION IS NOT THE APPROPRIATE 
BODY TO HEAR COMPLAINTS ABOUT TREATMENT OF WOMEN AS WOULD 

BE IMMIGRANTS OR AS POLITICAL FIGURES. THAT IS THE RESPONSI- 
BILITY OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION. | 


THE RESOLUTION ADOPTED AT VIENNA SEEKS TO RECTIFY THIS 
SITUATION. [T WOULD NOT TAKE AWAY FROM IL" ITS RESPONSIBILITY, 
INDEED ITS DUTY TO DEAL WITH COMPLAINTS OF DISCRIMINATION 
AGAINST WOMEN IN EMPLOYMENT. T WOULD NOT TAKE AWAY FROM 
UNESCO rTs DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES TO DEAL WITH DISCRI- 
MINATION AGAINST WOMEN IN EDUCATIONAL FIELDS. INSTEAD, THE 
RESOLUTION ASKS THESE AND OTHER SPECIALIZED AGENCIES WITHIN 
THE UN SYSTEM TO MAKE AVAILABLE TO THE COMMISSION INFOR- 
MATION ABOUT THE COMMUNICATIONS -WHICH THEY RECEIVE AND THE 
ACTION THEY TAKE IN RESPONSE. THIS WOULD ALLOW THE COMMISSION 


ON THE STATUS OF “OMEN TO FORM A MORE COMPLETE PICTURE OF 
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THE TRUE SITUATION OF WOMEN. IF PATTERNS OF DISCRIMINATION 
DO APPEAR, THE COMMISSION COULD THEN CALL THEM TO THE 
ATTENTION OF THE COUNCIL TO TAKE SUCH ACTION AS THE COUNCIL 
DEEMS APPROPRIATE. THE COMMISSION WOULD NOT ITSELF HAVE 
AUTHORITY TO TAKE ANY OTHER ACTION ON ITS OWN. 


THE l',$, DELEGATION CONSIDERS THAT THIS RESOLUTION REPRESENTS 
A SMALL BUT POSITIVE STEP FORWARD. IT WOULD AT LAST 
REGULARIZE THE DIVISION OF WORK BETWEEN THE COMMISSION ON 
THE STATUS OF WomMEN, THE COMMISSION ON Human PicHTs, ECOSOC 
AND THE SPECIALIZED AGENCIES AND OTHER ORGANIS OF THE LIN, 

BY ESTABLISHING THAT THE COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN 
SHOULD CONCERN ITSELF ONLY WITH CASES OF DISCRIMINATION 
AGAINST WOMEN ON ACCOUNT OF THEIR SEX AND NOT FOR OTHER 


REASONS, 
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.  . IT IS OUR HOPE. MR. CHAIRMAN. THAT THE ECCKOMIC AND SOCIAL 
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COUNCIL WILL RECOGNIZE THE DILIGENT WORK CN THIS ISSUE 
PERFORMED BY THE 2STH SESSION OF THE COMMISSIOWM OM THE STATUS 
OF \JOMEN AND THE BPOAD COMMISSION SUPPORT FOR THE 
RECOMMENDATIONS ACHIEVED PY FULLY ENDORSING DRAFT RESCLUTION 


MUMBER TEN. 


THE COMMISSION ALSO CONSIDERED PREPARATIONS FOR THE ISFS WorRLD 
COMFERENCE CM LIOPEN. ALTHOUGH THREE YEARS REMAIN BEFORE THE 
END CF THE U.Ii. DECADE FOR WOMEN, IT IS CLEARLY NONE TOO SOON 
TC BEGIN PREPARATIONS FOR THE END OF THE DECADE CONFERENCE. 
THe IOPS CONFERENCE CAN BE A HISTORIC BENCHMARK IN THE EFFCRTS 
OF WOHEM TO IMPROVE TFEIR STATUS CCLLECTIVELY AND INDIVIDUALLY, 
“~~ AND I CAN ASSURE YOU THAT THE UNITED STATES IS PREPARED TO 
CONTRIBUTE IM EVERY PCSSIBLE WAY TO THE SUCCESS OF THE 


CONFERENCE. 


WE BELIEVE THAT CFITERIA FOR JUDGING TIE SUCCESS OF THE 


CONFEREKCE CAN BE SIMPLY STATED. IT WILL BE A SUCCESS IF IT 
PROVIDES A HIGHLY VISIBLE FORUM FOR WOMEN TO DISCUSS THEIR 


COMMON CONCERNS AND TO SHARE THEIR INDIVIDUAL EXPERIENCES: IF 
IT PRCVIDES A SUMMING UP OF THE DECADE'S UNFINISHED BUSINESS AS 
WELL AS ITS ACHIEVEMENTS: IF IT CHARTS A PRACTICAL COURSE FOR 


THE FUTURE. 


AS WE PREPARE FOR THE MAITROBI CONFERENCE, T RELIEVE WE SHOULD 
DRAW OM THE LESSONS OF THE PAST. MY DELEGATICN IS COMVIMCED 
THAT OUR CONFEPEMCES AND COMMISSION MEETINGS CURIMG THE [CECADE 
HAVE BEEN MOST SUCCESSFUL WHEN WE HAVE WORKED TOGETPER TC 
ACHIEVE WELL DEFINED. CONCPETE RESULTS. OUR DELIBERATIONS HAVE 
BEEM MOST FRUITFUL WHEN WE HAVE FOCUSED ON PRACTICAL MEASUFES 
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- TO HELP WOMEN RATHER THAH ON DIVISIVE CUESTIONS OF POLITICAL 


AND ECOMOMIC THEORY. \/E HAVE. ON OCCASIOM, SPENT TOC FUCH TIME 
AMD ENERGY DEBATING TRANSITCRY CRISIS SITUATIONS AROUND THE 
GLCRE,. RATHER THAN KEEPING CUR ATTEMTION FIXED CN THE EMCURING 
PROFLEMS OF WOMEN. TPIS IS ESPECIALLY REGRETABLE. IN PY VIEW, 
BECAUSE WORLD CONFERENCES ON WOMEN ARE UNIOUE FORUMS WITHIN THE 
U.N. SYSTEM FOR DEALING EXCLUSIVELY WITH OMENS’ CONCERNS. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN. TURMING TO DRAFT RESOLUTION ELEVEN ON CONFERENCE 
PREPARATION. VY DELEGATION SUPPORTS THE PROPOSAL THAT THE 


COMMISSION CM THE STATUS OF WOVEN SEPVYE AS THE PREPARATORY BCDY 
FOR THE COMFEREMCE. THIS MAY ENTAIL ENLARGING THE RCLE OF 


OBSERVER DELEGATIONS AT COMMISSION MEETINGS TO ASSURE THAT THE 
VIEWS OF ALL INTEPCSTED MEPBER STATES AND REGIOMS ARE FULLY 
REPRESENTEC. IT MAY ALSO MEAM COMMISSION MEETINGS AT LEAST 


ONCE A YEAR BETI'EEN HOW and Tees, 


1Y DELEGATION ALSO SUPPORTS THE VIEW THAT THE SECRETARIAT FOR 
THE CONFERENCE SHOULD BE LOCATED IN THE VIENNA CENTER FOR 
SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT AND HUMANITARIAN AFFAIRS, WHERE IT CAN HAVE 
FULL ACCESS TO THE RESCURCES CF ITS BRANCH FOR WOMEN. IN 
ADDITION, WE WOULD HOPE THAT THE U.N.'S FIVE REGIONAL ~~ 
COMMISSIONS WILL CONVENE MEETINGS IN PREPARATION FOR THE 
COMFEREMCE,. IMCLUDING THE PREPARATIOW OF PPOERESS REPORTS CN 
THE STATUS OF WOMEN IN THEIR AREAS. THE SECRETARIAT SHOULD. IN 
OUR VIEW, MAKE PROVISIONS FCR THE CONFERENCE IN ITS IO@4/2@S 


BUDGET PRESENTATION. 


rir. CHAIRMAN. I BELIEVE WE ARE MAKING A GOOD BEGINNING IN OUR 
PPEPARATIONS FOR I°PS, IF WE CAM COMTINUE IM THIS MANNER, JI AM 
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~ CONVIPCEP THAT THE CONFERENCE WILL MARK MCT CMLY THE EPD CF A 
DECADE OF PPCGPESS. PUT THE BEGINNING OF A MEW ERA OF EQUALITY, 
DEVELOPMENT, AND PEACE FOR WCPEN AND FOR THE WCFLD. 


IN SUMMARY WE BELIEVE THAT DRAFT RESOLUTION ELEVEN, WHICH 
EMINATED FROM MANY HOURS OF DISCUSSION DURING THE COMMISSION 





SESSION. REPRESENTS A PRACTICAL AND WELL-CONSTPUCTED APPPOACH 
TO CRGANIZATICNAL PREPARATIONS FOR THE IS85 WorLp COMFERENCE. 


LCOrING AHEAD TO THE SUBSTAPTIVE WCRK CF THE IS@S CONFERENCE, 
IT IS THE HOPE CF MY DELEGATION THAT FIRST AND FOPEPOST THE 





COMFFRENCE WILL CONCENTRATE ON THE PROBLEMS AND CONCERNS OF 
WOMEN: AND WE BELIEVE THAT TEE DOCUMENTATION PREPARED FCF TIE 








CONFERENCE MUST LEAD IN THAT DIRECTION. 


IT IS POT MY INTENTION TO COMMENT IN ANY DETAIL CN THE 
DOCUMEMTATICN SUBMITTED TO THE COMMISSION FOR THE IDPF 
CONFERENCE BECAUSE WE RECOGNIZE THAT THESE DOCUMENTS APE 
PPELIMIMARY IN FORM AMD THAT TPEY REQUIRE EXTEMSTVE DEVELOPMENT 
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AND REFINEMENT IF THEY ARE TO SEPVE AS A USEFUL BASIS FCR OUR 


DELIBCRATICHS IN ISPS. WE HOPE THAT AS THE PROCESS OF APPITION 


AND CORRECTIOM CONTINUES. AM EFFORT WILL BE MADE TC ELII*INATE 
IDEOLOGICAL AND PCLITICAL FORMULATIOMS WHICH DO NOT HAVE THE 


SUPPCRT OF A NUMBER OF MEMBER STATES AMD WHICH CAN ONLY LEAD TO 


LONG, FRUITLESS, AMO DIVISIVE DEBATE. I CAN ASSURE YoU, MP. 


CHAIRMAN, THAT THE UNITED STATES IS PPEPAPRED TO WORF WITH 
OTHERS TO MAKE THE DOCUMENTATION AS COMPREHENSIVE. AS FACTUAL, 





AND AS PELEVAPT AS PCSSIBLE. 
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WE ARE PARTICULARLY EAGER TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS EFFORT BECAUSE 
WE BELIEVE THE PFIORITIES SKETCHED OUT IN THE DOCUMENTS ARE ON 
TARGET: FOR EXAMPLE, WE FULLY ENDORSE THE VIEW THAT ISSUES 


RELATED TO WOMEM IN DEVELOPMENT ARE OF PARAMOUNT IMPORTANCE TO 


US ALL. 


REGARDING TWO PESCLUTIONS ADOPTED AT THC COMMISSION cvER U.S. 
OEJECTIONS. I WOULD LIKE TO BRIEFLY PESTATE WHY WE COULD NOT 
A'D WILL NCT SUPPORT THEM. DRAFT RESOLUTION 2 ON THE SITUATION 
CF WOMEN IN THE OCCUPIED ARAB TERRITORIES IS TOTALLY IMACCURATE 
AS TO FACT WITH REGARD TC ITS ASSERTIONS THAT THOUSANDS OF 
PERSOMS, INCLUDING WOMEN AND CHILDPEM, ARE ARBITRARILY It! 
ISPFAELI JAILS. MORE IMPORTANTLY. HOWEVER, THE LINKING OF 
ZIOWISM WITH FACISM IS ARHCPRENT TC THE OVERWHELMING MAJORITY 
CF APERICAM WOMEM AND TC THE AMERICAM PEOPLE GEMERALLY. THIS 
IS A VICIOUS ASSERTION AMD SHOULD BE FIRMLY REJECTED. 


TEE RESOLUTICN AS A WHOLE CAN ONLY BE DESCRIBE AS EEING 

UNHELPFUL TO THE CAUSE OF PEACE. IT IS NOTEWORTHY THAT TPE. 
CHIEF SPOMSCR CF TKE RESOLUTION TOOK MO OTHER PART IN THE WORK 
OF THE COMMISSION. HE APPEARED ONLY TO INTRODUCE THIS 
OFMCXIOUS AND UPHELPFUL RESCLUTION. 


IT WAS WITH DEEP REGRET THAT IT WAS ALSC MECESSAPY FOR THE U.S. 
TO VOTE AGAINST DRAFT RESOLUTION © OF WOMEN AND CHILDREN UNDER 
APARTHEID. MY COUNTRY FULLY SYMPATHIZES WITH THE SITUATION OF 
WOMEN IN SOUTH AFRICA AND NAMIBIA WHO LIVE UNDER THE SYSTEM OF 
APARTHEID. AS UNITED STATES DELEGATES HAVE SAID OF SO MANY 
OCCASIONS, VE OPPOSE APAPTHEID AND WE ARE WORKING FOR ITS 
CHAMGEs MOFEOVER, IT IS THE EARMEST HOPE OF MY DELEGATION AND 
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" MY COUPTRY THAT TPE MEGCTIATIONS NCI! IM PRCCESS, IP VPICH THE 


UNITED STATES IS IMVOLVED ALCMG WITH OTHER MEMBERS OF THE 
CONTACT GROUP, WILL SOON LEAD TC SUCCESS SO THAT MAMIBIA WILL 
SPEEDILY TAKE ITS RIGHTFUL PLACE APCNG THE FAMILY OF PATIONS. 
WE DO HOT BELIEVE, HOWEVER, THAT THIS RESCLUTIOM ADVANCES THAT 
CAUSE AND WE BELIEVE THAT THE INTEMPERATE LANGUAGE WEICH IT 
CCNTATNS IM FACT DOES THE OPPOSITE.. UMDER THESE CIRCUMSTANCES, 


THE U.S. WAS CELIGED TO VOTE AGAINST THE RESOLUTION. 


Me, CHAIRMAM, IT DO NOT IPTEND TO COMMENT CN THE. MAPY OTFER 
RESOLUTIONS ADCPTED BY THE COMMISSION, ALL OF WHICH REFLECT THE 
SERIOUSNESS WITH WHICH THE MANY MEMEBERS CF THAT POLY APPROACPED 
THEIR WORK. ALL OF TEESE RESCLUTIONS ADDRESS SPECIAL AREAS OF 
CONCEPN TO WOMEN AND TCGETHER THEY REPRESENT SUBSTAKTIAL 
PPOGPESS IN DEFINING MANY CF TPE ISSUES THAT RESULT IN THE 
GENERAL CONTINUING INECUALITY OF THE SEXES. IT IS OUR HCPE 
THAT THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL WILL GIVE EACH ITS 
THOROUGH AMD FAVOPARLE ATTENTION. 


THANK YOU Mr. CHAIRMAM. 
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FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 22(82) 
. CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY April 23, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, in the General 
Assembly at the Seventh Emergency Special Session, April 23, 1982. 


In a letter to President Kittani, which has been circulated at my 
request as a document of the General Assembly, I stated the 
reservations of my Government with regard to the “resumption” of the 
Seventh Emergency Special Session on “The Question of Palestine." I 
desire to repeat these reservations here. 


tf 


The Seventh Emergency Special Session adjourned “temporarily” on 
July 19, 1980, having adopted a resolution which authorized “the 
President of the latest regular session of the General Assembly to 
resume its meetings upon request from member states." It seems 
plain that the purpose of this “temporary” adjournment was to allow 
for a resumption in the same time frame should events warrant. 
Almost two years have passed. During those intervening twenty-one 
months, two regular sessions of the General Assembly, two different 
Emergency Sessions, and .one Special Session have been held. Yet 
now, at the request of a group of members and notwithstanding the 
passage of a substantial period of time, the Seventh Emergency 
Special Session has been reconvened without regard to the views of 
other members, or the developments that have taken place in the 
interim. Clearly, this dubious procedure of a "resumption" has the 
effect of undermining the provisions of the rules of procedure for 
convening an Emergency Special Session. 
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This procedural irregularity provides a fitting framework for the 
work of this session, which is already on its way to creating new, 
further obstacles to peace between Israel and her Arab neighbors. 


Let me be clear. My Government shares the concern of those who are 
alarmed at the escalation of violence in the Middle East. We are 
profoundly distressed at the increase of tensions and conflict, the 
spreading of fear and suspicion, the deepening sense of hopelessness 
with respect to resolving "The Question of Palestine” and achieving 
peace and stability in this region rent by violence and hate. 


But who among us sincerely believes that the exercise in which we 
are now engaged -- this “resumed” Emergency Special Session -- will 
take us closer toward that goal? 
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Who among us believes that the cause of peace is served by still 
another round of bitter denunciation of Israel? 


Who among us -- I wonder -- believes that peace is even the goal of 
this Assembly? 


This Assembly can repeat its familiar and unbalanced charges, it can 
issue flamboyant ultimata, and adopt ever harsher resolutions, all 
with the usual predictable effect. That effect will be to increase 
-- not to reduce -- tensions; to inflame -- not to calm -- passions; 
to widen -- not to narrow -- divisions; and to make war more, not 


less, likely to take place. 


The fact that this institution, conceived to resolve conflicts, is 
thus used to exacerbate and embitter divisions among nations is the 


cruelest of ironies. 


But that is not the end of the irony. It is even worse that the 
United Nations, by its own actions, is being driven further and 
further away from the very framework of peace which it established 
fifteen years ago. I refer, of course, to Security Council 
Resolution 242. That resolution remains the only realistic 
framework for a just and lasting peace in the Middle East. But it 
is not reaffirmed, it is not even recalled in the current United 
Nations resolutions, which -- to the contrary -- violate the spirit 
of Resolution 242 and undermine its balanced approach to peace. 


Security Council Resolution 242, along with Resolution 338 which was 
adopted in 1973 and which calls for imrediate negotiations to 
implement 242, is built around four main principles: 


First, it links Israeli withdrawal from territories occupied in 1967 
to the establishment of peace with the Arab parties to the conflict. 


Second, it stipulates that Israel should then withdraw to secure and 
recognized boundaries established in the agreements of peace. 


Third, it affirms that agreements of peace should also provide for 
security arrangements, including demilitarized zones, and guarantees 
of maritime rights through all the international waterways of the 


area. 


Fourth, it affirms that the goal is true peace, as distinct from 
"declarations of non-belligerency® or their equivalent. 


It was precisely according to this resolution of the United Nations 
Security Council, and the principles set forth therein, that peace 
has been achieved between Israel and Egypt, leading to the return of 
the entire Sinai to Egyptian sovereignty -- a process that is due to 
be completed this very Sunday. That process, which is based on 
mutual respect and reasoned argument, stands in stark contrast to a 
different approach which insists on Israeli withdrawal in the 
absence of peace. The second approach cannot possibly achieve its 
putative goal, which is a negotiated peace; but, by ensuring 
confrontations, it can produce spurious “evidence” that peaceful 
settlement of disputes with Israel is impossible. 
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My Government believes that peace can only be achieved through 
respect, reason, and compromise. We recognize that while the Camp 
David process looks toward a comprehensive peace, it has not yet 
achieved that goal. It constitutes the greatest concrete step 
toward peace, however, in the history of the Arab-Israeli conflict. 
And, yet, it is but a step. There remains a great distance still to 
be travelled. But we believe peace is possible -- real peace, peace 
in accordance with Security Covncil Resolutions 242 and 338. 


We certainly do not underestimate the obstacles to a peace 
settlement in the West Bank and Gaza. Yet we believe that Camp 
David coffers the only viable basis for a settlement that will 
determine the final status of these territories. Camp David 
actually goes beyond Resolutions 242 and 338, which call for an 
agreement among states, by affording the indigenous populations of 
the West Bank and Gaza the opportunity to participate in the 
negotiations toward a settlement. Such a settlement can only be 
achieved through negotiations between the parties concerned -- in 
this instance Egypt and Israel, as well as Jordan and the 
representative of the Palestinian people. These negotiations still 
await the establishment of a self-governing authority in the West 
Bank and Gaza and the agreement of Jordan to enter the talks. 





This painstaking and protracted process will require hard 

bargaining, compromise, and arrangements that establish trust and 
new patterns of interstate and human relationships. But that is the 
only way that a just and lasting peace can be achieved. Only such 
an approach can hope to satisfy to the greatest degree possible the 
rights of all the parties concerned. Only such an approach can work. 


We are now reaching a point when new efforts will be devoted to the 
completion of the Camp David process. It would be a great tragedy 
if this process must go forward in the face of opposition from the 
United Nations. The peace process might suffer, and more certainly 
the United Nations itself would suffer. 


Mr. President, there are, as everyone knows, members of this body 
who desire to deny membership and/or participation to another member 
State. There will be, we understand, an effort to pass, in this 
Special Session, a resolution that prepares the way for questioning 
Israel's credentials and the right to participate in the various 
bodies of the United Nations. To this end, one draft resolution 
circulating in the corridors now asserts that Israel is not a 
peaceloving member state, and has repeatedly violated the provisions 
of the Charter. 


But Mr. President, neither this Special Session nor the draft 
resolution now circulating in the corridors is consistent with the 
purposes of the United Nations Charter. Neither seeks (in 
accordance with Chapter II) to maintain “international peace and 
security,” nor “to develop friendly relations among nations", nor 
"to achieve international cooperation in solving international 
problems..."; least of all do they make this institution "a centre 
for harmonizing the actions of nations in the attainment of...common 
ends." This Special Session is one more event in an ongoing process 
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whose goals are to delegitimize a member state -- Israel, to deny it 
the right to self defense, to secure borders, to survival. 


This Special Session and its accompanying draft resolutions are one 
more clear example of a strategy whose goals and tactics are clear: 
use a United Nations body to make “official* demands incompatible 
with Israel's security and survival, so as then to be able to 
complain that non-compliance with these impossible demands “proves” 
Israel an international lawbreaker -- unworthy of membership in the 
international community of peaceloving states. 


Mr. President, if this organization established to seek, maintain 
and strengthen peace is used to make war by other means; if its 
avenues, established to provide a rational basis for discussion and 
settlement of international disputes, are used as battlefields in a 
holy war; if its procedures, designed to ensure fairness, are 
twisted to ensure desired political outcomes -- then the purposes 
and structures of this organization are transformed. And the United 
Nations itself is transformed. It becomes, quite literally, a 
different organization, inspired by different purposes, dedicated to 
different goals, characterized by different modes of behavior; for 
an institution is, finally, nothing more or less than the regular 
interactions of its members. When the goals and behavior of the 
members change, the institution has changed as well. 


Mr. President, how much falsification can an institution stand 
without destroying itself entirely? This world body cannot endure 
as a moral and political force if its energies are devoted to 
increasing conflict and conducting vendettas against targeted 
countries. If the United Nations prefers to make political war 
rather than peace, it must suffer the consequences in terms of its 
credibility and reputation. And if, in violation of its own rules, 
it should decide to exclude the democratic state of Israel from 
participation, it will inevitably reap the whirlwind. 


It is not too late, Mr. President, for a majority of member states 
to reverse the trend toward irresponsibility and destruction. The 
time to begin is now, before this trend gathers an irreversible 


momentum. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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- Statement by Joseph P. Duggan, United States Representative in the Economic 
- and Social Council on Item 3, Special Economic, Humanitarian and Disaster 
' Relief Assistance, April 235 1982. 


lyr. President, the delegation of the United States very much appreciates the 
yseful reports of the Deputy Uigh Commissioner for Refugees, of the 
Secretary-General’ S representative, and of the representative of UNDRO on the 
Situation of refugees in Somalia, the Sudan and Djibouti and of displaced 

- persons in Ethiopia. The well-being of these refugees, of the displaced 
persons, and of the citizens of the countries that have been so good as to 
offer haven to the refugees is of great concern to my government. 


. . , 
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The government of Somalia deserves the praise of the international comnunity 
for the hospitality it has shown to hundreds of thousands of refugees and for 
the efforts it has made, together with the Office of the High Commissioner, to 
provide assistance to these refugees. My government contributed more than $45 
million in assistance to the refugees in Somalia during che 1981 fiscal year 
and continues in fiscal year 1982 to contribute substantially to the 
international relief effort. Many individual Americans, laboriny for or 

_ contributing to voluntary agencies assisting the refugees in Somalia, have 
shown and continue to show great personal generosity. 
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_ My government is deeply encouraged, Mr. President, by the substantial 
“a improvement over the past year in the conditions of health and nutrition of 
~ the refugees in Somalia. It iS now appropriate that the international 
community Support programs to promote greater self-reliance on the part of tiie 
cefugees until they can return safely to their homes. 


The governinent of the Sudan also deserves high praise for its exemplary policy 
and practice of granting asylum to refugees, numbering also in the hundreds of | 
thousands. The ygovernment of the Sudan has made an outstanding effort to 
develop programs to integrate most of these refugees into Sudanese life. i 
During fiscal year 1981, the United States government contributed more than 
$10 million to assist refugees in the Sudan, and this year my government i 
continues to provide substantial support to the relief program in the Sudan. 

As in Somalia, generous individual citizens of the United States are | 
contributing to the vital work of voluntary organizations in seeking to better i 
the lives of the refugees in the Sudan. 


Mr. President, granting aid and asylum to the refugees of Cast Africa, as vell | 
as to persons who flee violence and tyranny anywhere in the world, is a vital 
effort on behalf of human freedom and dignity. The goverimeats and the people 
of our international community by all means ought to continue, and where : 
possible, to make greater, their provision of aid und asylum to the oppressed 


and homeless people of the world. Thank you, Mr. President, 
RREKRKRKERK 
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Statement by Ambassador William C. Sherman, United States 
Representative for Security Council Affairs, in the General 
Assembly, at the Seventh Emergency Special session of the General 
Assembly, in Explanation of Vote, April 28, 1982. 


In a speech delivered last Friday to this resumed Seventh Emergency 
Special Session of the General Assembly, United States Ambassador 
Jeane Kirkpatrick spoke in clear and forceful terms about the 
steadily deepening crisis which now grips the United Nations. "If 
this organization," she said, which was “established to seek, 
maintain and strengthen peace is used to make war by other means; if 
its avenues, established to provide a rational basis for discussion 
and settlement of international disputes, are used as battlefields 
in a holy war; if its procedures, designed to ensure fairness, are 
twisted to ensure desired political outcomes -- then the purposes 
and structures of this organization are transformed... And the United 


Nations itself is transformed." 


Mr. President, with the resolution now before us, the United Nations 
is being pushed one step closer to a precipice beyond which looms a 


political and moral abyss. 


This resolution represents still one more example of nations using 
the mechanisms of peace to promote hostility and divisiveness. It 
does not further the goal of peace between Israel and her Arab 
neighbors but is intended, on the contrary, to intensify the 
political and ideological struggle against one of those parties -- 
namely, Israel. In that respect, it is inconsistent with the 


purposes of the Charter. 


In her speech las. Friday, Ambassador Kirkpatrick contrasted two 
approaches to the Arab-Israeli conflict: one, embodied in Security 
Council Resolutions 242 and 338, which mandates a peaceful 
settlement through negotiations; the other which insists upon the 
immediate satisfaction of non-negotiable demands. 


Since she spoke, we have witnessed just three days ago an historic 
event -- the final withdrawal of Israel from the Sinai in accordance 
with the peace treaty signed between Israel and Egypt as well as 
with Resolutions 242 and 338 of the Security Council. Is it too 
much to expect that the General Assembly of the United Nations would 
welcome this momentous step toward peace in the Middle East, even as 
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it looks toward further steps leading ultimately toward a 
comprehensive settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict? But where in 
the resolution now before us is note taken of this hopeful 
development? On the contrary, the state that withdrew from occupied 
territory for the sake of peace is vilified as “not a peace-loving 
Member State," language never used against any other Member of the 
United Nations and intended, as we all know, to question the 
legitimacy of Israel's membership in this body. 


Can the United Nations ever hope to restore its credibility as a 
force for peace in the Middle East if the General ASsembly adopts 
such an odious stand? Can the United Nations prevent the further 
erosion of its reputation for fairness and objectivity if the 
General Assembly abuses its authority and the Charter in pursuit of 
this single-minded and self-destructive vendetta against Israel? We 


think not. 


Mr. President, the resolution before us not only implicitly rejects 
the very framework for peace established by the Security Council in 
Resolutions 242 and 338. It is also profoundly and specifically 
hostile to the United States. It condemns the United States for 
exercising its constitutional prerogative under the Charter to vote 
against resolutions which, in its view, aggravate international 
situations and harm the cause of peace. . 


The authority of the Security Council derives from the 
constitutional provision that no substantive decision may be taken 
against the opposition of a permanent member. To challenge that 
provision -- which is what is entailed when a permanent member is 
condemned for its exercise of the veto -- is to assault the 
authority and the effectiveness of the Security Council. It is one 
further step in the erosion of respect for the Charter and, indeed, 
in the perversion of the procedures and purposes of the United 
Nations. 


In sum, Mr. President, we disagree with more than specific words or 
clauses or paragraphs of this resolution. We deplore its entire 
thrust. It violates the spirit of reason and peace. It debases the 
Charter and therefore the United Nations itself. It is an 
ill-inspired, offensive document that will reinforce an attitude of 
cynicism toward the General Assembly and, thus, toward the United 
Nations itself among people of good will. 


We will, of course, vote against it. 


eRe 
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REMARKS OF AMBASSADOR JAMES L. MALONE OF THE UNITED STATES 


ON THE LAW OF THE SEA TREATY 


Mr. President: 
; ALL of us here today recognize the critical importance of the 
world's oceans to mankind. We also recognize the importance of 
international agreements concerning the uses of the oceans. All 


countries represented here have worked long and hard, for over a decade, 


Teer 





to come to such a comprehensive agreement. The United States helpec 


eee Neth 


initiate that process and has been a major participant in it. 

Mr. President I would like to express the sincere appreciation of my 
delegation to the leadership of the Conference, the Collegium, and in 
‘particular, to you, Mr. President, for your untiring efforts in the 
search for a broadly acceptable package. 


Just three months ago President Reagan reaffirmed the United 
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States commitment to the multilateral treaty process for reaching 
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agreement on the world's oceans. Within the context of an overall acceptable 
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treaty, he also noted that many provisions dealing with navigation, overflight, 
the continental shelf, marine research and environment, and other areas are 
basically constructive and in the interest of the international 
community. They are, of course, not perfect, but they do 
represent the product of hard negotiation and reasonable 
compromise. 
At the same time, President Reagan announced that the United 
States had serious problems with elements of the deep seabed 
mining provisions and would seek changes to fulfill six broad 


®@ objectives that would make the treaty acceptable to the 


United States. This conclusion was reached after a comprehensive, 
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year-long review within the United States Government covering 
all aspects of the draft treaty. 

My delegation came to this session willing to work and negotiate 
with other countries to find mutually acceptable solutions to the 
problems before us. We proposed a set of amendments that would have 
satisfied our objectives and, in our view, provided a fair and balanced 
system to promote the development of deep seabed resources. Ina 
spirit of compromise and conciliation, we made a further attempt 
to find satisfactory solutions by revising our proposed amendments 
to take into account views expressed by other delegations. 

Three misconceptions have arisen. I would like to address each of 
these briefly. 

The first misconception has been that the United States was 
seeking essentially to nullify the basic bargain in the draft 
treaty. This is not true. Even if all of our proposed changes 
had been accepted, there would still have been an international regulatory 
system for the deep seabeds and an international mining entity. We 
have not tried to destroy the system at all, but rather to structure it 
in a way that will best serve the interests of all nations by 
enhancing seabed resource development. 

A second misconception has been that the primary interest of the 
United States in the deep seabed regime related to protecting a 
few U.S. business interests. That view has drastically misjudged the 


motivation of the United States and its commitment to certain principles. 
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Finally, many other countries, and even many people in my own 
country, have believed that the United States would, in the end, accept 
an unsatisfactory deep seabed regime because of the navigation provisions 
that serve other national interests. That view, as well, is false. We have 
consistently maintained that each part of the treaty must be satisfactory 
to us. 

Mr. President, we came to this session determined to work toaether 
to reach improvements that woulu accord with United States objectives 
and ensure a viable seabed mining regime. I had hoped to be able to say 
today that we had successfully concluded our task and reached an acceptable 
outcome. Unfortunately, that is not the case and I cannot make such a 
report. 

Some modest improvements have been made in the draft treaty during 
this session. However, there has been an unyielding refusal on the 
part of some to engage in real negotiations on.most of the major 
concerns reflected in the amendments proposed by the United States 
and co~sponsored by Belgium, the Federal Republic of Germany, France, 

Italy, Japan and the United Kingdom. We appreciate that others 
put forward compromise proposals to try to bridge the gap, but 
these efforts did not succeed. 
I do not wish to belabor the problems, but it is important that 


we understand clearly how far short of our objectives the conference has 


fallen. 
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First, we believe the seabed mining provisions 
would deter the development of deep seabed mineral resources. 
Ecarccmic development of these resources is in the interest of the 
all countries. In a world in which rational economic 
development is so critical, particularly for developing 
countries, the treaty would create yet another barrier 
to such development. It would deny the play of basic 
econosic forces in the market place. 

Second, while there have been improvements to assure 
access to deep seabed minerals for existing miners, we do 
not believe that the seabed articles would provide the 
assured access for qualified future miners that is necessary 
to promote the economic development of these resources. The 
provisions would also create a system of privileges for the 
Enterprise that discriminate against private and national miners. 

Third, the decision-making process in the deep seabed 
regime does not give a proportionate voice to those coun- 
tries most affected by the decisions and, thus, would not 
fairly reflect and effectively protect their interests. 

Fourth, the provisions allow for amendments to come 
into force for a state without its consent. While that may 
be possible for some political systems, it is clearly in- 
compatible with United States processes for incurring 
treaty obligations. Moreover, after having made substan- 


tial investments in deep seabed mining, the choice of either 


accepting an amendment at some future time or being 
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forced to withdraw from the treaty entirely is not acceptable. 
Finally, the deep seabed regime continues to pose serious 
problems for the United States by creating precedents that are 
not appropriate. Provisions on mandatory transfer of technology 
and potential distribution of benefits to national Liberation movements, 
in particular, raise these problems. These and other aspects, Like 


production limitations, are also key problems for the U.S. Congress. 


In short, while the other provisions of the treaty are generally 
acceptable I can come to no conclusion other than the fact that the 
treaty before us today does not fully satisfy any of the United States 
objectives in the deep seabed regime. This is why we were force to 
vote against the treaty today, and why I will necessarily report 
to my Government that our efforts to achieve an acceptable deep 
seabed regime have not been successful. This is not a happy 
conclusion for the United States. 

We recognize that many of us came to these negotiations with 
different perspectives and diverse interests. Indeed, there are even 
differences of opinion on the meaning of "the common heritage 
of mankind” and the consequences that flow from that concept. 

Despite our differences, we have held to the conviction that 


negotiation and compromise could produce a convention serving the 
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interests of all states. Unfortunately, in our view, the treaty 
before us does not meet those standards. The greatest tragedy of this 
treaty is that it will not bring more orderly and productive uses of the 
deep seabed to reality. It also does not serve the broader goal of 
bringing the developed and developing countries closer together. 

Thus, it is with particular regret that we have had to vote 
against the adoption of this treaty. We have not done so lightly, 
but for reasons of deep conviction and principle, which will 


continue to guide our actions in the future. 
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The 38th Session of the Unitec Nations Commission 
on Human Rights was, by many accounts, on: cf the most 


productive sessions in recent years. The Commission expanded 


wld OU the SPE. Wao AS ve 


the scope of its decisions, setting human richts standards 


Ph Jar 


in new areas and taking action on a number of urgent 


D 


problems that had been badly neglected in the past. The 


Commission, it is true, continued to address many cuestions 
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in a manner that is unlikely to encourage change toward 
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Greater cemocracy, and it also remained si..ent with respect 
to numerous cases of gross and persistent cenial of basic 
human rights. But institutions chance slowly, and it is 
our hope that the Commission on Kuman Rights will continue 
to move toward creater fairness in its cecisions. 

The United States would like to make particular 
mention of a number of important decisions that focus attention 
on specific patterns of abuse. We welcome, for example, 
the resolution strongly deplorinag the increasing number of 
wr summary or arbitrary executions that are being carried out 


by certain governments, as well as the cecisicn to appoint 
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a Special Rapporteur on this subject. We are also 

pleased with the progress that was made in drafting the 
convention against torture and look forward to the adoption 
of a convention in the near future. The decision to 
continue the examination of the problem of mass exoduses 
was important, especially in light of flight of millions of 
refugees fron Indochina and Afghanistan. We are also 


pleased that the discussion of the question of “right to 





~~ 


development" reflected the beginning of a constructive dialocue 
on the relationship of social and economic development 
to political liberty and the protection of individual rights. 
The decision of the Commission once again to condemn 
the denial of the right of self-determination in Afghanistan 
and Kampuchea deserves special note. The Soviet occupation 
of Afghanistan has not only caused immense human suffering, 
including thousands of deaths from the illegal use of chemical 
weapons against the population, but is a continuing source 
of world tension. Similarly, the Vietnamese occupation of 
Kampuchea inflicts new suffering on the decimated Kampuchean 
people and threatens the stability of Southeast Asia. 
Surely one of the high points of the 38th Session 
was the passage of a resolution expressing deep concern over 
the massive human rights abuses in Poland and requesting 
the Secretary General to undertake a thorough study of the 


human rights situation in that country. The importance of 
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this unprecedented decision is well known to the Council 

and does not require further elaboration at this time. We 
hope that the Commission's efforts will encourage the Polish 
Government to lift the state of war in that country which 
brought to such a harsh end the hopeful renewal of Polish 
society. We wish also to take note of the significant 
resolution adopted on the human rights situation in Iran 
which called attention, among other things, to the plight 

of the Baha'is. We hope that this decision and the efforts 
of the Secretary General will help bring an end to the violence 
and suffering in that country. 

Unfortunately, it cannot be said that the Commission 
moved entirely away from the double standard that has 
characterized its work in the past. Latin America once 
again received much closer scrutiny by the Commission than 
other areas of the world where human aughts violations are 
at least as widespread and in many instances more severe. 
Moreover, as in the past, the Commission was selective in 


its concern for human rights within Latin America, singling 





out some countries for attention and ignoring gross abuses 

by politically favored dictatorships. In this regard, the 
Commission's continuing failure to address the question 

of the denial of human rights and fundamental freedoms in Cuba 


calls into question its capacity to act with genuine 


fairness and objectivity. 
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As has now become common practice, the Commission 
devoted a very large portion of its time and energy to the 
guestions of human rights in the territories occupied 
by Israel in 1967 and in South Africa. The United States 
yields to no country in its desire to resolve the Arab- 


Israeli conflict and to eliminate the system of Apartheid 





in a manner that ensures the full respect for the human 
rights of the peoples concerned. For this very reason we 
cannot agree with the approach that the Commission has 
taken to these urgent problems. 

The question of human rights for the Palestinians 
cannot be divorced from the need to seek a just and lasting 
peace in the Middle East. In this regard, Security Council 
resolutions 242 and 338, which mandate a peaceful settlement 


through negotiations, continue to provide the only sound 





framework for resolvirg the conflict -- a framework that 
involves the withdrawal from occupiec territory in exchange 
for genuine peace. It was precisely according to these 
resolutions of the Security Council that peace was achieved 
between Israel and Egypt, leading ultimately to last Sunday's 
historic withdrawal of Israel from the remaining portions 

of the Sinai. The same resolutions provide the basis for 
further steps toward a comprehensive peace. Since the 
Commission on Human Rights has chosen to address such highly 


charged political questions, it is not unreasonable to 
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apply a political standard to its decisions. In this 
respect, we must conclude that the Commission's one-sided 
and polemical approach will not lead to a just and 
lasting peace -- nor, therefore, will it help create the 
conditions for the fulfillment of human rights for the 
Palestinians. 

Similarly, it is reasonable to ask whether the 


resolutions on Apartheid adopted by the Commission do 





justice to the full range of possibilities for changing 

the system of racial separation and discrimination in 

South Africa. We have before us a document E/1982/31 which 
deals with allegations regarding infringements of trade union 
rights in South Africa. The report describes a number 

of such infringements involving disputes over union recog- 
nition for black workers and resistance to strike actions. 
In the process ot describing these infringements, the report 
reveals a situation of great ferment. This situation, 

as we know, is the result of the government's acceptance 

in 1979 of a number of liberalizing changes in labor 
practices granting blacks the right to organize and to 
bargain collectively. As a consequence of these changes, 
the number of strikes and work stoppages by black workers 
increased from 101 in 1979 to 207 in 1980, and has continued 
to increase since then. The number of black workers 


in unions has increased fourfold. Not surprisingly, the 














reforms and ferment have created a backlash 
which is a new source of conflict. But this reaction 
® 
only underlines the fact that change is taking place 
in South Africa under the impact of economic and 
political forces that could have far-reaching effects 
on the character of South African society and race 
relations. 

The question for the Commission is what attitude 
to adopt toward .iese changes. Should it dismiss them 


with contempt on the assumption that nothing short of 


an immediate total transformation will be acceptable? 


c 


Or should it acknowledge and encourage such changes in the 


hope that the Apartheid system can be transformed through 





peaceful means? While peaceful change in not a certainty, 
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we can be fairly sure that its prospects will not 
ee be enhanced by a revolutionary approach which will inevitably 
invite the escalation of counter-violence and extreme 
reaction. 

At any rate, the Commission might consider the 
point that the revolutionary approach is not necessarily 


the one most conducive to the advancement and protection 


of human rights for the blacks of South Africa. 














Nothing is more important for the Commission 


28 
| on Human Rights than to define and adhere to a single 
F a 
f standard. This is, to be sure, a difficult task, especially 
for an international body consisting of countries with 


ee 


widely divergent political and econemic systems. Still, 

we can strive to uphold a single standard on human rights. 
Upholding such a single standard on human rights, 

I should emphasize, is a very different thing from maintaining 

an artificial even-handedness desianed to demonstrate that ~ 

one is not influenced by East-West political considerations. 

For example, at the 38th Session of the Commission, many 


speakers balanced, as it were, their criticisms of human 


C 


rights violations in Poland with statements equally critical 


of the government in El Salvador. But the two situations 
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are hardly equivalent. 

In Poland the government imposed military rule to 
stop and destroy an emerging popular process that represented 
the wishes of the Polish nation and that sought the renewal 
Of Polish society through peaceful means. In El Salvador, 
the government was actually hastening the development of a 
popular political process, carrying out important economic 
and social reforms and calling for open, honest, and 


internationally supervised elections for a constituent 





assembly. The massive and unprecedented turnout of voters 


at these elections, which were held after the conclusion of 
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the 38th Session of the Commission on Human Rights, 

should lay to rest any doubt about the support for this 
process among the Salvadoran people. The Polish and 
Salvadoran situations would be equivalent only if the 
Salvador government were resisting democratization through 
force, or if the Polish government were to reverse itself 
entirely, allowing Solidarity to function freely and 
conducting genuinely free elections open to all parties 
which renounced the use of force. 

Equivalence would also require comparable oppositions, 
whereas in Poland the opposition is broadly representative, 
nonviolent and democratic, while in El Salvador the FMLN 
guerrilla forces lack significant support among the people, 
are aopposed ideologically to political democracy and 
individual liberty, and are committed to the pursuit and 
maintenance of power through violent and undemocratic means. 

Maintaining a single standard requires supporting 
institutional change toward greater democracy as well as 
identifying and opposing unchanging institutions and ideologies 
that persistently deny fundamental human freedoms. This 
involves, at one and the same time, a rejection of political 
bias and an active awareness of the way differing political 
systems and institutions affect the enjoyment of human 


‘rights. 














In this regard, the commonly heard view that East- 


West factors have no place in the consideration of human 
® 
rights questions is true only if it means that decisions 
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should not be inspired by partisan political objectives. 
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At the same time, we should bear in mind that East and 

West are not geographic locations but political concepts, 

; the former denoting a particular kind of closed, despotic 
political system and the latter signifying an open, pluralistic 
system associated with the cultural and political traditions 

of the West. While the opposition to the politicization of 
humar rights issues is laudable, we should not allow the 


argument against dealing with so-called East-West matters 


Cc 


to become an excuse for silence concerning the terrible 


plight of those individuals trapped inside closed totalitarian 
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systems. 
These are surely complex and controversial issues, 
but we hope that an open and honest discussion of them 


within the Commission and within the Economic and Social 





Council will have a salutary effect on our work in the 


area of human rights. 

















ad % ‘ sen a 
Wey : din 
PH <2Ly 4 Unireno STaTes SUSSION TO THE Unirep Nations 
. = ral 3 
Wary 
—_ 799 UNITED NATIONS PLAZa 
_ New York, N. Y. 10017 
' PRESS RELEASE ne tas, Vals 
4 
. FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 27(82) 
4 CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY May 7, 1982 


STATEMENT BY 
CARL GERSHMAN 


UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE TO THE 
ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL 


Te ae 


IN THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


IN EXPLANATION OF VOTE ON 
HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS/DRAFT DECISION ON TRADE UNION RIGHTS 
IN THE UNITED STATES/PUERTO RICO 


_ eeNwiMewrrreM TVET FUME TUGLULIUN ffl Alerican roret 


MAY 7, 1982 











Seon J 


. vVectassitfied for Publication in American Forei 





«ff 


TD 





NA 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Mr. Chairman, the United States is cf course pleased that the 
report of the panel of the Fact-Finding and Conciliation 
Commission, contained in Document E/1982/7, concluded that the 
allegations of infringements of trade union rights made by the 


World Federation of Trade Unions were "without foundation." 


We would like to thank the panel, chaired by Sir William Douglas, 


the Chief Justice of Barbados, for a thorough report. 


We regret that the complainant, the World Federation of Trade 
Unions, was unable to assist the Commission by providing any 
further information after its initial brief complaint. We also 
regret the WFTU's failure to acknowledge that there was no 
substantiating evidence so that the case could have been drovved 


without so much wasted time, effort, and money. 


We also find it useful to note that the panel, which was 

appointed by the Governing Body of the ILO, received the complete 
cooperation of the Puerto Rican authorities in its investigation. 
We wonder whether the home countries of some of the princival WFTU 


members would have done the same. 


We note, for example, that the International Labor Organization, 
at its annual conference this June, will consider once again the 
continued violation of Convention 111 by Czechoslovakia, where 


numerous workers have been fired from their jobs for signing the 


"Charter 77 Manifesto." 
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We also note that past conferencesof the ILO, in 1974, 1976, and 
1977 have cited the Soviet Union for its failure to take measures 
to implement Convention 29 by correcting legislative mechanisms 
for enforcing a policy of forced labor. We note as well last 
years’ report of the Committee on the Application of Conventions 
and Recommendations which highlighted the Soviet Union's 
continued failure to implement Convention 87 on Freedom of 


Association. 


Mr. Chairman, in his letter of complaint to the Director-General 
of the ILO, the Secretary of the WFTU asked him“to draw the 
attention of the Government of the United States to the importance 
attached by the ILO to the full exercise of human rights and 


trade union freedoms in all countries..." 


Mr. Chairman, the free people of the United States, and especially 
the free trade unions of the United States, do not need lectures on 
“human rights and trade union freedoms" from the representative 

of a federation of totalitarian labor fronts. The WFTU concept 

of trade unionism can be traced to the Tenth Congress of the 
Soviet Communish Party, where Lenin propounded his famous 
“transmission belt" theory of trade unions, according to which 
unions were to be auxiliary organs of the state, not free 
associations for the representation and defense of workers but 
state instruments for the control and mobilization of labor. As 
evidence that Lenin's views still hold, the next conference of 


the ILO will once again address the problem of the denial of the 


right of workers in the Soviet Union to establish trade unions 
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of their own choice, as well as the provision of the Soviet 
constitution that maintains the hegemony of the Communist Party 


over the so-called trade unions in that country. 


Until the WFTU begins to address the problem of the denial of 
trade union rights for workers in the Soviet bloc -- a good place 


to begin, we might note, would be to protest the suppression 


-.O£-. Poland's free trade union Solidarity -- until that time,its unsubstan- 


complaints about alleged infringements of trade union rights in 
free societies will have no credibility and do not deserve the 


serious attention they sometimes receive. 
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In contrast to the U.S. vote last year in suvvort of establishing 
the original mandate of the Svecial Rapporteur on El Salvador, 
the United States has chosen to abstain this year in recognition 
that the Government of El Salvador is making a concerted and 
Significant effort to comoly with internationally recognized 


standards for human rights. 


Its progress in implementing meaningful political reforms, which 
was not recognized by the resolution adopted at the Commission 
on Human Rights, was advanced dramatically by the elections of 
March 28th. The extraordinary and unprecedented turnout of voters, 
in the face of dire threats issued by the violent and anti- 
democratic left, demonstrated both the commitment of the 
Salvadoran peovle to democracy and their rejection of the guer- 
rillas. Note should also be taken of the decision on Avril 29th 
by the freely elected constituent assembly to have the widely 
respected banker Alvaro Magana head a nrovisional government of 
national unity committed to economic recovery, continued reform, 


and the restoration of peace. 


The United States strongly supports the vneople of El Salvador's 


call for constructive and peaceful change. 


Indeed, a realistic evaluation of the current conditions in 
El Salvador might lead many delegations, including our own, to 
conclude that there is no lonaer any reason for maintaining a 


Darticular focus on El Salvador. The United States has made the 


point many times that true concern for human rights conditions 
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throughout the world mandates an objective and even-handed set 

of criteria for dealing with human rights problems wherever 

they occur. Clearly there are many countries that are 
conveniently forgotton by the Human Rights Commission and the 
Economic and Social Council that are far more deserving than 

El Salvador of our special attention. Nonetheless, we believe 
that the Special Rapporteur on El Salvador can make a constructive 
contribution by substantiating and documenting the improved 


conditions in that country which we have just described. 


As in the past, we look forward to maintaining an open and 
productive dialogue with the Special Rapvorteur during the coming 
year. We believe that his efforts toward objectivity, coupled 
with the significant progress in El Salvador -- above all the 
historic election of March 28th -- will result in a report 


recommending the end of this special attention for El Salvador by 


the Commission on Human Rights. 
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Recent events in Warsaw, Gdansk, Szczecin, Krakow, and other 


Polich cities give new and urgent meaning to the draft decision 
calling for a thorough study of the human rights situation 


in Poland. 


The renewed demonstrations in a dozen or more cities, whieh have 
left scores injured and over 1,309 persons arrested, show both 

the Polish people's refusal to submit to martial law as well as the 
continuing harsh and repressive nature of the martial law regime 
itself. The extraordinary heroism of the Polish veopvle must be 
admired by all who love freedom and liberty. It underlines once 
again the self-evident fact that the answer to the problems which 
beset Poland does not lie in the continued repression of the 


Polish people. 


We urge the Polish authorities to move to meet the three conditions 
of the NATO communique of January 11th, which called for the 
release of internees detained under martial law, the lifting of 
Martial law itself, and the restoration of a genuine dialogue 
between the authorities, the trade union Solidarity, and the 


Catholic Church. 


We hope that recent events will lead the Polish authorities to 
decide to cooperate with the study requested by the Commission on 
Human Rights and now authorized by the Economic and Social 
Council. Such cooperation would be taken as a sign of the 
regime's willingness to move in the direction of meeting the 


three conditions of the NATO communigue and of resuming the process 


of renewal that has now become more imperative than ever before. 
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In our statement delivered last Friday, April 30th, under Item 9, 
we expressed the view that the revort of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
of Experts regarding allegations of infringements of trade union 
rights in South Africa revealed a situation of great ferment 

which offers possibilities for peaceful change. While the 
resOlution before us does not fully reflect the views of the United 
States Government, in that it does not recognize the trade union 
gains made by blacks in South Africa, we are pleased that it was 


still possible fo=<~---d0 join in consensus. 


We think it is important to note that under current South African 

labor laws, any person, regardless of race, may join or form a labor 

union. In this connection, we note that in 1980 there were 12 
26,000 

registered trade unions, the majority of whose, members were black; 


while in 1981 this number had increased to 23 trade unions with 


over 126,000 members. 


We further note that trade unionists are numbered among those 
persons detained in South Africa. We hope that they will soon be 
charged or released from detention. The United States Government 


is of course opposed to the arbitrary arrest and detention without 


trial of any person. 


Recognition of the right of workers to organize and to bargain 


collectively is an essential means toward democratic reform. We 


note, for example, the recent resolution on South Africa of the 





nN 


— Executive Council of the American Federation of Labor and 
congress of Industrial Organizations, which stated that "As 


Solidarity provided the institutional vehicle for reform in 


gn 


Poland, the development of strong unions of black workers is 
the best hope for reform in South Africa ... freedom of associa- 


tion is the best guarantor of all other human rights." 


~ ~~ 


We strongly support the universal applicability of this 
fundamental freedom, and hope in particular that its further 
imolementation in South Africa will help make possible the 


peaceful resolution of the racial conflict in that country. 
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~~~ WHEN THIS BOARD CONYENED LAST FALLs IT WAS CONFRONTED WITH 
SEVERAL DIFFICULT SITUATIONS AND HARD DECISIONS WERE MADE. TO- 
DAY I BELIEVE THAT WE HAVE PUT ALL OF THE CONTROVERSY BEHIND US 
AND CAN MOVE FORWARD AGAIN IN THE SPIRIT OF UNICEF, WITH OUR 

FULL AND STRICT ATTENTION TO THE PROBLEMS OF CHILDREN AND MOTHERS. 
MAY I CONGRATULATE YOUs MR. CHAIRMANs AS WELL AS ALL THE OTHERS 
WHO PARTICIPATED IN THE APRIL 16TH SPECIAL SESSION OF THE BOARD 
FOR SO SUCCESSFULLY SOLVING THE NAGGING PROBLEM OF AN EQUITABLE 
EXPANSION OF THE BOARD. WE WELCOME THE NEW MEMBERS WHO WILL 
SHORTLY BE TAKING THEIR PLACES ON OUR EXPANDED BOARD AND WHO WILL 
HELP US TO SELECT OUR OFFICERS FOR THE COMING YEAR. WE ALSO WEL- 
COME BACK TWO STALWART SUPPORTERS OF UNICEFs THE UNITED KINGDOM 
AND THE NETHERLANDS, WHO HAVE CONTRIBUTED SO MUCH OVER THE YEARS, 
NOT ONLY TO THE SUCCESS OF UNICEF» BUT ALSO TO THE PROCEEDINGS 

OF THE BOARD. AT THE SAME TIME WE WISH TO UTTER A REGRET THAT 

WE SHALL NOT HAVE THE BENEFIT NEXT YEAR OF THE PRESENCE OF 
AUSTRALIA AND ITS DISTINGUISHED REPRESENTATIVE. 


“== TODAYs MR. CHAIRMAN, ACCORDING TO THE REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR» UNICEF IS IN BETTER FINANCIAL SHAPE THAN WHEN WE MET 
LAST FALL» A STATE OF AFFAIRS THAT WILL REDOUND TO THE ADVANTAGE 
OF THE CHILDREN OF THE WORLD. WE ARE MINDFUL OF THE EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR'S REMARKS IN HIS EXCELLENT REPORT "THE STATE OF THE 
WORLD'S CHILDREN” ON THE GLOOMY ECONOMIC SITUATION IN WHICH THE 
WORLD FINDS ITSELFs IN WHICH SOME GOYERNMENTS 

HAVE HAD TO REDUCE THE RATE OF GROWTH OF 
SERVICES FOR CHILDREN OR EVEN TO REDUCE THE FUNDS FOR CHILDREN 
IN AN ABSOLUTE SENSE. I AM HAPPY TO NOTE THATs DESPITE THE 
OTHER ECONOMIES WHICH MY OWN COUNTRY HAS HAD TO MAKE IN THE IN- 
TEREST OF LONG-TERM ECONOMIC STABILITYs WE HAVE BEEN ABLE TO 
INCREASE OUR CONTRIBUTION TO UNICEF FOR 1982 FROM $36 MILLION TO 








41.5 MILLION. GIVEN THE STRENGTHENING OF THE U.S. DOLLAR, 
THE REAL VALUE OF THE CONTRIBUTION WILL BE EVEN GREATER. 1 
WOULD ALSO LIKE TO PAY TRIBUTE TO THE FUND-RAISING EFFORTS 
—_ OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR WHO HAS TIRELESSLY VISITED COUNTRY 
: AFTER COUNTRY AND HAS BEEN ABLE TO BRING BACK INCREASED OFFERS 
OF ASSISTANCE, SOME ON A GRAND SCALE. 


--- AND SPEAKINc OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, WHO HAS HAD TO 

TAKE THE HELM DURING A DIFFICULT ECONOMIC SITUATION IN THE WORLD, 
I WISH TO THANK HIM AND THE UNICEF SECRETARIAT FOR ALL THEIR 
EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE MORE WITH LESS. IN THE END IT IS WHAT THEY 
HAVE DONE AND WILL CONTINUE TO DO BY THEIR DEVOTED SERVICE TO 
CHILDREN AND MOTHERS THAT WILL MAKE THE DIFFERENCE. WE CAN 

VOTE SUMS OF MONEY AND PROVIDE POLICY GUIDANCE, BUT WITHOUT 
THEIR EFFORTS, EFFICIENT AND EFFECTIVE SERVICE PROGRAMS FOR 


MOTHERS AND CHILDREN CANNOT BE ACHIEVED. 


--- I WOULD ALSO LIKE TO REMARK ON THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
THIS YEAR. FOR THE MOST PART THEY HAVE APPEARED IN REMARKABLY 
TIMELY FASHION AND THEIR VOLUME HAS BEEN MUCH REDUCED, WITHOUT, 
1 TRUST» DAMAGE TO THEIR EFFECTIVENESS. WE DO REGRET THAT 
THREE OF THE PAPERS FOR THE ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE COMMITTEE 
WERE NOT CIRCULATED IN TIME FOR THE MEMBERS TO GIVE THEM THE 
ATTENTION WE ARE SURE THEY DESERVE. 
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“== WE WELCOME THE REMARKS BY THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR WHICH SEEMED 
TO SET THE CORRECT TONE FOR THIS MEETING. HE HAS CALLED OUR AT- 
TENTION TO THE EFFECTS OF THE CURRENT ECONOMIC CRISIS, BOTH 

ON UNICEF’S ACTIVITIES AND UPON ITS INCOME. WE ARE PLEASED TO 
NOTE THAT MR. GRANT'S REMARKS RECOGNIZE THAT UNICEF HAS NOT YET- 
TO ANY GREAT DEGREE- SUCCEEDED IN COMBINING EXPERIENCE IN ONE 
COUNTRY WITH THAT IN ANOTHER TO MAXIMIZE THE EFFECT IN BOTH. 


~~~ THE UNICEF SECRETARIAT HAS APPARENILY ADOPTED WELL TO THE 
CHANGED CIRCUMSTANCES AND DISPLAYED A LAUDABLE F’.EXIBIEITY IN 
MINIMIZING THE EFFECT OF THE NECESSARY CUTS I') PROGRAMS UPON 
THE VARIOUS COUNTRIES. WE ARE ALSO HAPPY TO NOTE THE RENEWED 
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EFFORTS AT COORDINATION WITH UNESCO AND WISH THE JOINT TASK 
FORCE SUCCESS WITH ITS EFFORTS NEXT MONTH. THE EXECUTIVE DIR- 
ECTOR HAS PAINTED A DARK PICTURE WHICH HE HAS HIGHLIGHTED WITH 
HIS HOPES FOR THE FUTURE OF CHILDREN AND THEIR MOTHERS. LET 
US HOPE THAT THE FUTURE IS NOT SO DARK NOR THE WORLD SO UN- 
FEELING THAT THE CONDITION OF CHILDREN BECOMES WORSE. ON THE 
OTHER HANDs WITHOUT ECONOMIC GROWTH THERE IS NO MAGIC TO PRO- 
DUCE FUNDS FOR CHILDREN AND A BALANCE MUST BE STRUCK BY ALL 
COUNTRIES. 


~~~ WE LOOK FORWARD TO A LIVELY DISCUSSION ON THE REGIONAL RE- 
PORTS ON ACTUAL OPERATIONS DURING THE MEETING OF THE PROGRAM 
COMMITTEE. WE WILL RESERVE OUR COMMENTS UNTIL THEN ON PROGRESS 
IN THE REGIONS AND IN THE COUNTRY PROGRAMS. 


--=- I NOW TURNs MR. CHAIRMAN, TO THE MEDIUM TERM WORK PLAN. 
WE SHALL DISCUSS THE PLAN IN MORE DETAIL LATER. NEVERTHELESS» 
I WILL SAY THAT WE SUPPORT THE GENERAL POLICY DIRECTION. I 
WANT TO EMPHASIZEs AS I DID LAST YEARs THE DESIRABILITY OF 
UNICEF PROVIDING A LARGE PROPORTION OF ITS PROGRAM IN THE 
FORM OF TANGIBLE ASSISTANCE TO CHILDREN AND MOTHERS IN THOSE 
AREAS TRADITIONALLY ASSOCIATED WITH UNICEF. WE RECOGNIZE THAT 
UNICEF MUST BE MORE THAN A MERE SUPPLIES AND EQUIPMENT ASSISTANCE 
AGENCYs HOWEVER ITS EMPHASIS ON STRENGTHENING UNICEF IMPACT THROUGH 
ASSISTANCE TO NATIONAL AND SUBNATIONAL PROGRAMMING AND ESPECIALLY 
INFRASTRUCTURE BUILDING SHOULD NOT SUBMERGE THE VISIBLE PRO- 
VISION OF GOODS AND SERVICES OF DIRECT BENEFIT TO CHILDREN. 
UNICEF SHOULD SEEK TO ENCOURAGE OTHER MULTILATERAL AND BI- 
LATERAL AGENCIES AS WELL AS PRIVATE VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS 

“AKE CHILOREN INTO ACCOUNT IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF THEIR PRO- 
GRAMS. UNICEF SHOULD ALSO ENCOURAGE ITS COUNTRY-BASED STAFF 
TO CO-ORDINATE AND COLLABORATE WITH OTHER DONORS IN THE PLANNING 
AND DELIVERY OF SERVICES IN AREAS OF MUTUAL CONCERN AND INTEREST. 
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“~~~ ONE NOTE OF CAUTION. THE OUTSTANDING COMMITMENTS OF UNICEF 
ARE SHORTLY GOING TO PASS THE ONE BILLION DOLLAR MARK. ALTHOUGH 
THESE COMMITMENTS ARE MORALs RATHER THAN LEGALs FINANCIAL 
PLEDGES» I THINK WE SHOULD TAKE A HARD LOOK AT THIS RISING LEVEL 
WHICH TENDS TO CREATE UNREALISTIC EXPECTATIONS. 


“~-- THIS YEAR» TOO WE SEE THAT THE PROPOSED "NOTED" PROJECTS 
EXCEED IN VALUE THOSE FROM GENERAL RESOURCES. THIS IS A MAT- 
TER OF CONCERN TO US; WE FEAR BOTH THE CREATION OF EXCESSIVE 
EXPECTATIONS AND ALSO THE POSSIBILITY NATIONS WILL TEND TO NEG- 
LECT THEIR CONTRIBUTIONS TO GENERAL RESOURCES WITH WORLDWIDE 
APPLICATION. IN THIS RESPECT WE WISH TO SEEK REASSURANCE FROM 
THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR THAT THE VERY GRATIFYING PLEDGES FROM 
THE AGFUND ARE INDEED GIVEN TO GENERAL RESOURCES AND NOTs IN 
EFFECT» WINDING UP AS “NOTED” PROJECTS. 


ONE OTHER ITEM ON "NOTED"PROJECTS. MY DELEGATION BELIEVES THAT 
THE TIME HAS COME FOR SUCH PROJECTS TO PAY THEIR OWN WAY. HITH- 
ERTO-» ACCORDING TO OUR UNDERSTANDING, THE GENERAL RESOURCES OF 
UNICEF HAVE PAID THE OVERHEAD COSTS OF "NOTED" PROJECTS. THIS 
WE CONSIDER TO BE AN UNWARRANTED DIVERSION OF FUNDS INTENDED 

FOR WORLDWIDE APPLICATION. WE BELIEVE OTHERS SHARE THIS VIEW 
AND WE WILL BE HAPPY TO DISCUSS WITHTHE BOARD & THE EXECUTIVE DIR- 
ECTOR THE MODALITIES OF BRINGING ABOUT SUCH A SHIFT. 


--- THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR HAS PRESENTED TO THE BOARD E/ICEF/L. 
1441 WHICH PROPOSES A JOINT PROGRAM OF WORK BY WHO/UNICEF FOR 
THE IMPROVEMENT OF NUTRITION. WE CERTAINLY SUPPORT IMPROVEMENT 
OF NUTRITION TO MOTHERS AND CHILDREN. INDEED, IT HAS BEEN A 
SUBJECT WE HAVE FREQUENTLY URGED ON THE BOARD AS A MATTER OF 
PRIORITY. OUR DIFFICULTY SPH IFICALLY LIES WITH THE DOCUMENT 
ITSELF WHICH WE FEEL LACKS SUBSTANCE. THESE PROPOSALS NEED 
CAREFULLY SPELLED OUT OBJECTIVES AND SHOULD HAVE TIMETABLES 

AND OTHER FACTORS WHICH MAKE THEM CAPABLE OF EVALUATION. ONE 
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MAJOR OMISSION, IN OUR VIEW, IS THE LACK OF FOCUS ON THE SPECIFICS OF 

HOW UNICEF PLANS TO EMPHASIZE NUTRITION EDUCATION AS THE MOST IMPORTANT 
AND APPROPRIATE ACTIVITY FOR SUPPORT BY UNICEF. SUCH EDUCATION, FOR 
FAMILIES OR SMALL GROUPS, SHOULD BE AN INTEGRAL COMPONENT OF THE BASIC 
SERVICES APPROACH AND IS AN ESSENTIAL PART OF PRIMARY HEALTH CARE. WE 
NOTE LITTLE MENTION OF AGENCIES OTHER THAN WHO WHICH HAVE BEEN CONSULTED. 
SOME OF THE FUNDS WOULD BE USED TO ADD STAFF. THIS IS A MATTER OF 
CONSTANT CONCERN, AS PRESSURES ARISE TO ADD THESE POSITIONS TO THE 
REGULAR BUDGET. WE BELIEVE THAT THE SECTION ON MEETING FOOD NEEDS OF 
LOW-INCOME FAMILIES SHOULD BE VTEWED WITH CAUTION. LAST YEAR WE 
EXPRESSED CONCERN OVER THE USE OF FOOD COUPONS OR OTHER SYSTEMS OF 
DISTRIBUTION OF SUPPLEMENTARY FOODS. WHILE WE APPLAUD THE GENEROUS 
CONTRIBUTION OF ITALY AND CAN APPROVE IN PRINCIPLE THE NUTRITION PROGRAM, 
WE DO BELIEVE THAT THE BOARD SHOULD HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO APPROVE THE 


INDIVIDUAL COUNTRY PROGRAMS BEFORE THEY ARE IMPLEMENTED. 


--=- TURNING TO KAMPUCHEA, MR. CHAIRMAN, AND THE EXCELLENT REPORT BY THE 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, I THINK WE CAN ALL BE PROUD OF UNICEF*S EFFORTS IN 
PROVIDING EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE. WE ESPECIALLY PRAISE THE UNICEF PERSONNEL 
WHO HAVE CONTINUED TO WORK SO DILIGENTLY IN KAMPUCHEA ON THE STAFF OF 


SIR ROBERT JACKSON. THEY WILL BE DIFFICULT TO REPLACE. 


--- AS FOR THE PROGRESS REPORT ON UNICEF CO-OPERATION WITH AFRICAN 
COUNTRIES IN SPECIAL SITUATIONS, I WISH TO COMMEND GENERALLY UNICEF'S 
EFFORTS IN THIS REGARD. WE SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR THAT THE BOARD ENDORSE CONTINUED ATTENTION AND ACTION FOR 
AFRICAN COUNTRIES IN SPECIAL SITUATIONS. I WOULD LIKE TO ADD A PERSONAL 
NOTE HERE, MR. CHAIRMAN, AND THANK MR. GRANT AND MR. KNUTSSON, UNICEF'S 
REGIONAL DIRECTOR FOR EASTERN AFRICA, FOR ARRANGING A TRIP FOR WME THIS 
SPRING TO SOMALIA AND KENYA. I CAN REPORT TO THE BOARD THAT I SAW 


PERSONALLY THE HIGH QUALITY OF UNICEF'S WORK IN THESE TWO COUNTRIES. 








7 --- I AM ESPECIALLY DELIGHTED» MR. CHAIRMAN, TO BE ABLE TO COM- 
: MEND THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR FOR THE ACHIEVEMENT OF A PLACEMENT 
OF NO LESS THAN 25 PERCENT WOMEN PROFESSIONALS IN UNICEF--YES, 

WE'VE COME A LONG WAY. MY DELEGATION HOPES THAT THIS ACHIEVE- 
MENT BY UNICEF WILL INSPIRE OTHER UN ORGANIZATIONS, AS WELL AS 
FURTHER GROWTH WITHIN UNICEF ITSELF. 


gn 


—-- ONCE AGAIN» MR. CHAIRMANs I WISH TO PRAISE THE WORK OF THE 
VARIOUS NATIONAL COMMITTEES AND NGO'S ASSOCIATED WITH UNICEF 

FOR THEIR UNSPARING ENDEAVORS. IT IS GRATIFYING TO REALIZE 

THAT IN A TIME OF ECONOMIC SCARCITY THEY HAVE BEEN ABLE TO RAISE 
THROUGH CONTRIBUTIONS AND GREETING CARD SALES SOME $53.1 MILLION. 
IN ADDITION» THEY HAVE KEPT THE PUBLIC FOCUSED ON UNICEF AND WHAT 
WE DO. I HOPE I MAY BE FORGIVEN FOR BEING A BIT PROVINCIAL IF 

I MENTION THE STERLING EFFORT THIS YEAR BY U.S. COMMITTEE OF 
UNICEF UNDER ITS CHAIRMANs MR. HUGH DOWNS,» AND ITS NEW PRESIDENT, 


MR. JAMES R. SHEFFIELD. 
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~-- MR. CHAIRMANs MY DELEGATION HAS NOTED YOUR OBSERVATIONS 

AND THOSE OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR CONCERNING THE ISSUE OF 
DISARMANENT. WE DO NOT QUESTION THE FACT THAT THE INTERESTS 
AND WELFARE OF CHILDREN THE WORLD OVER ARE ADVERSELY AFFECTED 
BY WAR AND ARMS RACES. WE RECALL HOWEVER, THAT THERE HAS BEEN 
CONSIDERABLE TIME CONSUMING DEBATE ON THIS POLITICALLY SENSITIVE 
AND COMPLICATED ISSUE BOTH WITHIN UNICEF AND IN MANY OTHER MORE 
APPROPRIATE UN FORA. EXPERIENCE CLEARLY SHOWS THAT SUCH TIME 
AND cFFORT WILL NOT IN ANY CASE RESULT IN IMMEDIATE BENEFICIAL 
IMPACT ON CHILDREN AND MOTHERS. MOREOVERs SUCH DISARMAMENT DE- 
BATES ARE NOT IN KEEPING WITH UNICEF'S APOLITICAL TRADITION. 
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INDEED, FOR UNICEF TO DO MORE THAN SEND A MESSAGE TO THE SSOD 
THAT DRAWS ATTENTION TO THE BASIC PRINCIPLES AGREED TO IN OUR 
1978 MESSAGE» WOULD BE AN EXTENSION OF UNICEF'S MANDATE INTO 
THE POLITICAL ARENA WHICH I AM SURE FEW, IF ANY» MEMBERS WOULD 


WISH TO DO. 
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--- MR. CHAIRMAN, IN CONCLUSION I WOULD LIKE TO SAY THAT IN 
THESE HARD ITEMS WE WILL GIVE JIM GRANT AND HIS STAFF OUR VERY 
BEST ADVICE AND GUIDANCE AND OUR ENTHUSIASTIC SUPPORT TO THEIR 
EFFORTS FOR CHILDREN EVERYWHERE. 


--- THANK YOU, MR. CHAIRMAN. 
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Statement by Ambassador William C. Sherman, United States 
Representative to the 49th Session of the Trusteeship Council, May 
17, 1982. 
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Thank you, Mr. President. Before I introduce the members of my 
delegation, I wish to first extend my congratulations to you on your 
election as President of the 49th session of the United Nations 
Trusteeship Council. We have greatly benefited from your 
outstanding service as Vice-President of the Council during the past 
year, and under your leadership and guidance we are fully confident 
that the work of this session will be conducted efficiently and 
harmoniously. 


May I also extend our sincere congratulations to the newly-elected 
Vice President, Mr. Goulding, who deserves our deepest appreciation 
for the exemplary wanner in which he served as President of the 
Council. 


It is a privilege and honor for me to appear before the Council 
today as the representative of the United States. My delegation is 
prepared to do whatever we can to assist the Council in performing 
its tasks as set forth under the Charter and the terms of the 
Trusteeship Agreement which governs our duties and responsibilities 
in administering the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. 
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take great pleasure in introducing to you and to the members of 
the Council the distinguished Special Representatives from the Trust 
Territory. (I would ask them to stand as [I introduce them to the 
Council.) In the course of the proceedings they in turn will 
introduce other members of their delegations who are here to 
participate in this session. 


I am especially honored to present to you, first, the High 

Commissioner of the Trust Territory, Mrs. Janet McCoy, who assumed 
her duties in December 1981 and who is participating in her first 
session of the Council; the Honorable Pedro Tenorio, who was elected 
Governor of the Northern Mariana:‘Islands last November; the 

Honorable Alfonso Oiterong, Vice-President of the Republic of Palau; 
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The Honorable Anton DeBrum, Secretary for Foreign Affairs of the 
Republic of the Marshall Islands; and the Honorable Asterio Takesy, 
Deputy Secretary for External Affairs of the Federated States of 
Micronesia. May I also present at this time the Honorable Fred 
zeder, who is the President's Personal Representative in the Status 
Negotiations. Also with us today is the Honorable Amata Kabua, 
President of the Republic of The Marshall Islands. 


I request that they be seated as members of the delegation. 
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Mr. President, my country is proud of its record as administering 
authority of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. The United 
States has pursued, and continues to pursue, policies to promote the 
orderly political, social, and economic development of all parts of 
the Trust Territory in accordance with the terms of the Trusteeship 
Agreement. We remain dedicated to the achievement of 
self-government and self-determination for all peoples of dependent 
territories. 


My government is fully committed to carrying out its 
responsibilities and obligations under the United Nations Charter 
and the Trusteeship Agreement for the Trust Territory. Our 
responsibilities include not only the economic, social and 
educational development of the Trust Territory, but also the 
achievement of progress toward self-government and a political 
Status that meets the desires of the peoples of the Trust 
Territory. I ask that the Council bear in mind throughout these 
proceedings thac it is the needs and desires of the peoples of 
Micronesia which govern our stewardship and the oversight of this 
Council for this, the last United Nations Trust. 


As the members of this Council are well aware, the government of the 
United States and representatives of the constitutional yovernments 
in the Trust Territory have pursued a negotiated future political 
Status and relationship for many years. We are now closer to 
reaching that goal than ever before. While the negotiations are not 
yet complete, we can report to the members of the Council at this 
session that the basic instrument has been negotiated and agreed; 
that the remaining subsidiary agreements are nearing completion; and 
that the approval process for a new political status for the Trust 
Territory can take place officially in the very near future. 


You will recall, Mr. President, that at the time of the 48th session 
of the Council one year ago, my government was engaged in an 
extensive and wide-ranging review of its position with respect to 
the termination of the Trusteeship Agreement and the negotiations 
with the governments of Palau, the Marshall Islands and the 
Federated States of Nicronesia for their future political status. 

As a consequence, our statements on these subjects last year were 
necessarily circumscribed. . 


I am pleased to report that the policy review was completed in 
September, 1981. Its principal conclusions were as follows: 


-- Pirst, it is in the mutual interest of the United States and of 
the governments and peoples of the Trust Territory to terminate the 
Trusteeship Agreement at the earliest possible date, provided that 
termination can be effected on terms mutually satisfactory to the 
United States and to the governments and peoples of the Trust 
Territory. 


-- Second, the United States for its part concluded that, of all 
available political status options, the status of free association, 
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as developed in the Compact of Free Association initialed by the 
United States and the governments of Palau, the Marshall Islands and 
the Federated States of Micronesia in late 1980, is the most 
appropriate one. I would add, Mr. President, that this conclusion 
affirms a recommendation first put forth by the Congress of 
Micronesia in 1970. 


-- Third, the United States wishes to conclude the political status 
negotiations at the earliest possible date and on the basis of the 
Compact of Free Association and five subsidiary agreements initialed 
simultaneously therewith, provided that several remaining agreements 
subsidiary to the Compact of Free Association are also negotiated to 
the mutual satisfaction of the governments concerned. 


Immediately upon the completion of the policy review, the United 
States invited representatives of Palau, the Marshall Islands and 
the Federated States of Micronesia to a meeting in Hawaii at which 
these conclusions were officially communicated to the 
representatives of these three governments. I am pleased to report, 
Mr. President, that the representatives of those governments -- Vice 
President Oiterong of Palau, President Kabua of the Marshall 
Islands, and President Nakayama of the Federated States of 
Micronesia -- delivered statements which welcomed these conclusioius 
and affirmations by the United States and which expressed the desire 
of their respective governments, paralleling the desire of iy 
government, to complete the political status negotiations at the 
earliest possible date on the basis of the Compact of Free 
Association. 


The White House on September 24, 1981, announced the completion of 
the policy review and distributed the statements made in Hawaii on 
October 3, 1981, by Under Secretary of State Jumes L. Buckley, 
Chairman of the Interagency Group on Micronesia; by three other 
senior members of the United States delegation; and »y Vice 
President Oiterong, President Kabua and President Nakayama. These 
documents have been distributed to Council members and are reflected 
in the annual report and in the Secretariat summary. 


Since the meetiny in Hawaii last October, Mr. President, the United 
Sta*es has made every effort to fulfill its pledge to complete the 
negotiations as rapidly as possible. Working intensively in 
Washington with representatives of the three governments, our 
negotiators have prepared drafts of all of the remaining subsidiary 
agreements. These agreements are technical in nature and cover 
matters which range from the turnover of United States property to 
the administration of postal services to the extradition of persons 
wanted for prosecution on criminal charges. Precisely because of 
their technical nature and because of the extensive ties which now 
exist between the Trust Territory and the United States and will 
continue to exist after the termination of the Trusteeship 
Agreement, the negotiation of these agreements has, of necessity, 
involved very detailed positions and solutions. 
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Nevertheless, Mr. President, the progress has been substantial, and 
in several cases the United States is now awaiting the comments and 
reactions of the other three governments to the draft agreements 
worked out with their Washington representatives. Most recently, a 
United States delegation headed by Ambassador Fred M. Zeder, the 
President's Personal Representative for Micronesian Status 
Negotiations, met in the capital of the Marshall Islands with a 
large Marshallese delegation to discuss several of the outstanding 
bilateral and multilateral agreements involving our two 
governments. Ambassador Zeder will »e having similar weetings in 
the next few weeks with delegations of Palau and the Federated 
States of Micronesia so as to advance the process with them as well. 


I will not attempt here to predict a date for the completion of the 
negotiating process, but I trust that before much more time has 
elapsed the United States and the governments of the Marshall 
Islands, the Federated States of Micronesia and Pulau will be ia a 
position to report completion of the entire process; to sign the 
Compact of Free Association and all its related agreements; and to 
submit those signed documents officially to the Council. 


I envision, Mr. President, that at such time as the four yovernments 
concerned are able to sign all of the documents and commit the 
documents to their respective domestic approval processes the United 
States will also be able, in consultation with the three Micronesian 
governments, to establish a date for the plebiscite in the three 
Micronesian jurisdictions and to request that the Council organize a 
mission to observe that plebiscite, as the Council !1as done in the 
past on the occasions of the plebiscite in the Northern Mariana 
Islands on the Covenant to Establish a Commonweaith in Political 
Union with the United States and of the several constitutional 
referenda conducted in the Trust Territory. 


In this connection, Mr. President, I would like to reaffirm here the 
Statements of my predecessors that it is the intention of the United 
States to take up the matter of termination of the Trusteeship 
Agreement with this Council and the Security Council at the 
appropriate time. 


I should like to recall, Mr. President, that the Council at its 48th 
session last year decided to defer until this session the question 
of a date for the next periodic Visiting Mission of the Council to 
the Trust Territory. After careful consideration of that issue and 
after consultation with the governments of Palau, the Marshall 
Islands and the Federated States of Micronesia and with the 
government of the Commonwealth of the Northern ilariana Islands, I 
would like to suggest that the Council consider dispatching a 
regular Visiting Mission to the Trust Territory this year, which 
would represent an interval of three years since the scheduled date 
of the last Visiting Mission, 1979, even though that Mission was not 
actually conducted until the beginning of 1980. I would suggest, 
Mr. President, that the Council consider organizing and conducting a 
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Visiting Mission within the next four months to include the 
participation of all of the active members of the Council. This 
timing would permit the participants to complete their work and 
return for the opening of the General Assembly. I would hope, lIir. 
President, that such a timetable would prove as convenient for the 
participants as I know it does for their hosts in the Trust 
Territory. 


Should the Council decide to dispatch a Visiting Mission to the 
Trust Territory in the near future, we are confident that the 
Mission will be favorably impressed with the extent to which the 
institutions of self-government are in place, especially in the 
period since the last Visiting Mission examined conditions in the 
islands. New institutions and new relationships have come into 
being in the past several years accompanied by significaat 
experience by the new constitutional governments of Palau, the 
Marshall Islands and the Federated States of Ilicronesia in such 
diverse areas as financial management, foreign affairs and 
local-federal relations. 


What has not changed is the determination of the elected leaders of 
these areas, so ably represented here, to pursue the best interests 
of their people. In this context, we have developed relationships 
with them in keeping with our mutual interests and within this 
framework we believe we will soon be ready to terminate the 
Trusteeship Agreement. We share a respect for human rights and 


fundamental freedoms and a commitment to self-determination based on 


democratic institutions. In my judgment, Mr. President, we are on 
the right course, a course that will lead to the fulfillment of the 
aspirations of these peoples and governments in the near future. 
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MR. PRESIDENT, DISTINGUISHED MEMBERS OF THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL; 
AMBASSADOR SHERMAN; SECRETARY DE BRUM, REPUBLIC OF THE MARSHALL 
ISLANDS; DEPUTY SECRETARY TAKESY, FEDERATED STATES OF MICRONESIA; 
VICE PRESIDENT OITERONG, REPUBLIC OF PALAU; GOVERNOR TENORIO, 
COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS; AMBASSADOR ZEDER 


AND DISTINGUISHED GUESTS. 


IT IS MY PLEASURE, MR. PRESIDENT, TO CONGRATULATE YOU ON YOUR 
ELECTION TO THIS HIGH OFFICE. ON BEHALF OF THE TRUST TERRITORY 
ADMINISTRATION, I WOULD LIKE TO EXTEND MY CONGRATULATIONS TO YOU 
AND THE VICE PRESIDENT, AND TO THE REST OF THE COUNCIL ON THEIR 
CHOICE OF OFFICERS. I AM LOOKING FORWARD TO THE OPPORTUNITY OF 
WORKING WITH YOU DURING THIS SESSION AND THE ENSUING YEAR AS WE 


REVIEW THE DEVELOPMENTS OF THE TRUST TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC 


ISLANDS AND MOVE FORWARD TO THE FUTURE AND CONTINUING SELF-GOVERNMENT. 


BEFORE I BEGIN MY OPENING REMARKS, I WOULD LIKE TO INTRODUCE THE 
MEMBERS OF MY STAFF: MR. SAM MCPHETRES, DIRECTOR OF OFFICE OF 


ARCHIVES; AND MISS JOYCE PRICE, MY ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT. 


MR. PRESIDENT: DURING THE NEARLY SEVEN MONTHS THAT I HAVE BEEN 
ASSOCIATED WITH THE TRUST TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC ISLANDS, IT 
HAS BEEN A DISTINCT HONOR FOR ME TO WORK WITH AND GET TO KNOW 

THE CAPABLE AND DEDICATED LEADERSHIP OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL 
GOVERNMENTS OF THE TRUST TERRITORY. I AM IMPRESSED WITH THEIR 
PERFORMANCE, THEIR DEDICATION, AND THEIR ABILITY TO GOVERN UNDER 
THE TERMS OF SECRETARIAL ORDER 3039--WHICH ALLOWS NEARLY COMPLETE 


INTERNAL SELF-GOVERNMENT UNDER THEIR CONSTITUTIONS. BY VIRTUE 


OF THEIR EXPERTISE AND 
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THE FACT THAT SOME OF THESE GOVERNMENTS HAVE BEEN FUNCTIONING 
FOR NEARLY FOUR YEARS--THE COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN 
MARIANA ISLANDS HAS HAD SELF-GOVERNMENT SINCE JANUARY, 1978, 
I AM RELIEVED OF MANY OF THE TRADITIONAL DUTIES OF THE HIGH 
COMMISSIONER. HENCE, MY REPORTING ON EVENTS AND DEVELOP- 
MENTS WITHIN THEIR JURISDICTIONS WILL BE EXTREMELY LIMITED 
AS I WILL RELY UPON THEIR DISTINGUISHED REPRESENTATIVES TO 
PRESENT THEIR CASE TO THE COUNCIL AND CONFINE MYSELF TO 
ISSUES FACING THE TRUST TERRITORY ADMINISTRATION IN GENERAL. 


MR. PRESIDENT, TWENTY YEARS AGO THIS MONTH, HIGH 
COMMISSIONER WILFRED GODING REPORTED THAT THE TRUST TERRITORY 
ADMINISTRATION WAS IN THE PROCESS OF MOVING ITS HEADQUARTERS 
FROM GUAM TO SAIPAN--HERALDING THE FACT THAT THE ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE HEADQUARTERS WOULD BE LOCATED WITHIN THE TRUST 
TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC ISLANDS FOR THE FIRST TIME. TODAY, 
WE ARE PREPARING FOR THE FINAL MOVE--THE DISSOLUTION OF THE 
TRUST TERRITORY ADMINISTRATION AND FULL CONSTITUTIONAL 
AUTHORITY BY THE FOUR MICRONESIAN GOVERNMENTS. 


TWENTY YEARS AGO WE TALKED OF FORTY-SEVEN EXPATRIATE AMERICANS 
FILLING POSITIONS IN SECRETARIAL, CLERICAL, SUPPLY, AND 

OTHER FIELDS, AND INDICATED THAT THESE WOULD SOON BE FILLED 
BY MICRONESIANS. WE ANNOUNCED WITH PRIDE THE ASSUMPTION OF 


POSITIONS OF RESPONSIBILITY BY QUALIFIED MICRONESIANS AS 
DEPUTIES, ASSISTANTS, AND KEY PERSONNEL AT VARIOUS LEVELS OF 


GOVERNMENT UNDER AMERICAN GUIDANCE. TODAY WE HAVE 








CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENTS HEADED BY POPULARLY ELECTED 
MICRONESIANS SERVING AS PRESIDENTS, GOVERNORS, AND LEGIS- 
LATORS WITH OTHER EQUALLY QUALIFIED MICRONESIANS SERVING AS 
JUSTICES, MINISTERS, DEPARTMENTAL SECRETARIES--MANY OF WHOM 


ARE IN THESE CHAMBERS TODAY. 


TWO DECADES AGO, WE SPOKE WITH PRIDE ABOUT THE CREATION OF 
THE COUNCIL OF MICRONESIA--A GROUP OF ELECTED MICRONESIANS 
SELECTED TO ADVISE THE HIGH COMMISSIONER. THIS COUNCIL 
REPLACED AN EARLIER APPOINTED INTER-DISTRICT ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE. SINCE THAT TIME, WE HAVE HAD A TERRITORY-WIDE 
CONGRESS OF MICRONESIA WITH LAW MAKING AUTHORITY, CONSTI- 
TUTIONAL CONVENTIONS, A PLEBISCITE AND REFERENDA AND THE 
CREATION AND INSTALLATION OF FREELY CHOSEN AND LOCALLY 
DESIGNED GOVERNMENTS OPERATING THROUGHOUT THE TRUST TERRITORY 
OF THE PACIFIC ISLANDS AND MANAGING ALL PHASES OF SELF- 
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GOVERNMENT--EXECUTIVE, LEGISLATIVE AND JUDICIAL. 


TWENTY YEARS AGO WE TALKED OF DEVELOPING COMMERCIAL FISHING 
THROUGHOUT THE TERRITORY. PROGRESS IN THIS PARTICULAR AREA 
HAS BEEN EXCEEDINGLY SLOW, BUT EACH OF THE FOUR GOVERNMENTS 
IS PRESENTLY EXPENDING GREAT EFFORTS AT DEVELOPING ECONOMIC 
ZONES AND THE CONTROL OF COMMERCIAL FISHING. 


AT THIS TIME TWENTY YEARS AGO, WE INDICATED THAT $100,000 
HAD BEEN REQUESTED FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A MICRONESIAN 
DEVELOPMENT FUND. TWENTY YEARS LATER, THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 





oreign 


VN i Meow rrrew FUT FUYMTITCaLion tf Anerican Ff 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


s 


LOAN FUND HAS A BALANCE OF APPROXIMATELY $5.5 MILLION AS A 

RESULT OF ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATIONS. THE FUND WILL MAKE 

LOANS AVAILABLE THROUGH INSTITUTIONS CREATED BY EACH OF THE 
GOVERNMENTS. 


IN 1962, COMMERCIAL BANKS WERE DIFFICULT TO FIND IN THE 
ISLANDS. TWO OF THE SIX MAJOR DISTRICTS WERE WITHOUT 
BANKING FACILITIES. TODAY, BANKS AND SAVINGS AND LOAN 
INSTITUTIONS ARE OPERATING THROUGHOUT THE TRUST TERRITORY. 
WHILE INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT HAS BEEN EXCEEDINGLY DIFFICULT, 
TOURISM IS RAPIDLY BECOMING A PRIMARY INDUSTRY THROUGHOUT 
THE ISLANDS. 


TWENTY YEARS AGO WE WERE CELEBRATING A MAJOR IMPROVEMENT IN 
INTER- ISLAND TRANSPORTATION WITH THE ADDITION OF A DC-4. 
THIS FOUR ENGINE AIRCRAFT COMPLEMENTED TWO AMPHIBIOUS 
SA-16's AND PERMITTED MORE PASSENGERS AND CARGO TO BE FLOWN 
THROUGHOUT THE TRUST TERRITORY. TODAY, AS YOU WELL KNOW, WE 
HAVE THREE B-727's OPERATING BOTH WITHIN AND WITHOUT THE 
TRUST TERRITORY IN ADDITION TO SEVERAL SMALL FEEDER LINES. 
A MOST SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION TO TRANSPORTATION HAS BEEN 
THE CREATION AND OPERATION OF THE AIR MARSHALL ISLANDS--AN 
AIRLINE SERVING THE WIDESPREAD ATOLLS OF THE MARSHALLS. IN 
ADDITION, TWO INTERNATIONAL AIRLINES PROVIDE ADDITIONAL 
SCHEDULED SERVICE TO AND FROM THE TRUST TERRITORY. 
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MAJOR AIRPORTS ARE NEARLY ALL PAVED AND CAPABLE OF HANDLING 
MOST COMMERCIAL AIRCRAFT. THE REPUBLIC OF THE MARSHALL 
ISLANDS 4AS DEVELOPED AND INSTALLED RUNWAYS ON MANY OF THEIR 
ATOLLS AND ISLANDS. I HAVE FLOWN ON SEVERAL OF THESE 
FLIGHTS AND COMMEND THE GOVERNMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF THE 
MARSHALL ISLANDS FOR ITS INITIATIVE AND IMPLEMENTATION OF AN 
EXCELLENT AIR TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM. 


WHILE ROAD BUILDING HAS BEEN A CONSTANT AND CONTINUOUS 

PROGRAM FOR SEVERAL DECADES, WE ARE FINALLY ACCOMPLISHING 

THE PAVING OF THE MAJOR ROADS THROUGHOUT THE TRUST TERRITORY. we 
ANTICIPATE CONTINUED PROGRESS WITH ADDITIONAL MILEAGE 

BEING PAVED IN THE NEAR FUTURE. 


SCHOOLING WAS QUITE DIFFERENT TWENTY YEARS AGO. THE MINIMUM 
AGE FOR ENTRY TO SCHOOL WAS LOWERED FROM EIGHT TO SEVEN 
YEARS. TEACHERS WERE PAID PRIMARILY FROM COMMUNITY FUNDS 
PROVIDED BY THE PARENTS. ENGLISH HAD JUST BECOME THE 
OFFICIAL LANGUAGE OF INSTRUCTION. EACH DISTRICT CENTER HAD 
MERELY ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS AND AN INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL. 
SUBSEQUENTLY, THE PROGRAM WAS EXPANDED TO PROVIDE A FULL 
SECONDARY SCHOOL PROGRAM. THE PACIFIC ISLANDS CENTRAL 
SCHOOL ON PONAPE WAS, IN 1962, THE ONLY INSTITUTION OF 
TEACHER TRAINING AND THE ONLY PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL. 


TODAY THERE ARE THIRTY SECONDARY SCHOOLS AND ABOUT 250 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS, BOTH PUBLIC AND PRIVATE, THROUGHOUT 
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MICRONESIA. THERE IS AN ACCREDITED JUNIOR COLLEGE AND A 

WIDE RANGE OF EXTENSION PROGRAMS SPONSORED BY UNIVERSITIES 
FROM OUTSIDE THE TRUST TERRITORY. IN ADDITION, THERE ARE 

SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAMS WHICH HAVE CONTRIBUTED TO THE HIGHER 

EDUCATION OF THOUSANDS OF TRUST TERRITORY CITIZENS. 


TWENTY YEARS AGO, LAND CLAIMS AND HOMESTEADING WERE MAJOR 
ISSUES. TODAY, NEARLY ALL PUBLIC LAND HAS 'scEN TURNED OVER 

TO THE CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENTS AND HOMESTEADING HAS AND 
CONTINUES TO MEET THE NEEDS OF MICRONESIA'S GROWING POPULATION. 


TWO DECADES AGO, FORMER HIGH COMMISSIONER GODING SPOKE OF 

NEW HOSPITALS IN PALAU, ON SAIPAN, AND ON MAJURO. IN 
ADDITION, NEW FACILITIES WERE PLANNED FOR TRUK AND PONAPE. 

OUT- ISLAND DISPENSARIES WERE ALSO CONTEMPLATED. TODAY, NEW 
HOSPITALS ARE OPERATIONAL IN YAP AND PONAPE AND OUT-ISLAND 
DISPENSARIES ARE FUNCTIONING ON MOST INHABITED ISLANDS. 
EXISTING FACILITIES ARE BEING RECONDITIONED ON MAJURO AND IN 
PALAU AND TRUK WITH A NEW HOSPITAL ON KOSRAE FULLY FUNCTIONING. 
IN ADDITION, MEDICAL PERSONNEL ARE BEING RECRUITED AND 


TRAINED. 


MR. PRESIDENT IN 1962 OUR TRUST TERRITORY BUDGET WAS 
FUNDED AT A LITTLE OVER SIX MILLION DOLLARS. DURING THE 
LAST SEVERAL YEARS, THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT HAS AVERAGED 


AN ANNUAL APPROPRIATION OF OVER $150 MILLION--INCLUDING 
FEDERAL PROGRAMS. WHILE THIS REPRESENTS A MARKED INCREASE 
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AND A HIGH LEVEL OF FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE, NOT ALL PROBLEMS 
ARE RESOLVED BY MONETARY SOLUTIONS. 


I HAVE TAKEN THIS BRIEF LOOK TO PROVIDE US WITH SOME HISTORICAL 
PERSPECTIVE OF DEVELOPMENT DURING THE PAST TWENTY YEARS. 

WHILE WE HAVE EXPERIENCED MANY IMPROVEMENTS, SOME PROBLEMS 
STILL EXIST. WE WILL CONTINUE TO ENDEAVOR TO CORRECT AND 
ELIMINATE THESE AND WILL COOPERATE WITH THE EMERGING CONSTI- 
TUTIONAL GOVERNMENTS IN ORDER TO JOINTLY ACCOMPLISH OUR 
OBJECTIVES OF ECONOMIC, SOCIAL, AND EDUCATIONAL ADVANCEMENT. 


THE NEW UNITED STATES ADMINISTRATION HAS CONCURRED WITH THE 
DRAFT COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION AS IT HAS BEEN INITIALLED. 
ACCORDINGLY, THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY HAS CONTINUED ITS 
EFFORTS TO PHASE OUT OPERATIONS OF THE TRUST TERRITORY 
ADMINISTRATION THAT CAN BE PERFORMED BY THE CONSTITUTIONAL 
GOVERNMENTS WITHOUT INFRINGING UPON THE RESPONSIBILITY STILL 
INCUMBENT AS A RESULT OF THE TRUSTEESHIP AGREEMENT. 


LAST YEAR, ACTING DEPUTY HIGH COMMISSIONER DANIEL J. HIGH 
REPORTED ON THE TRANSFER OF MANY FUNCTIONS AND THE RELATED 
REDUCTION IN HEADQUARTERS' PERSONNEL. I AM AGAIN PLEASED TO 
NOTE THAT AT THIS TIME OUR HEADQUARTERS' PERSONNEL HAS BEEN 
RBDUCED TO 317 AND WILL BE FURTHER REDUCED BY FISCAL YEAR 
1983. THOSE REMAINING WILL BE NECESSARY IN ORDER TO EXECUTE 
THE FUNCTIONS STILL REQUIRED BY THE TRUST TERRITORY ADMIN- 


ISTRATION. 
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I WISH TO CALL THE COUNCIL'S ATTENTION TO THE FACT THAT MUCH 
OF THE INPUT FOR THIS YEAR'S ANNUAL REPORT CAME DIRECTLY 
FROM THE CONSTITUTIOINAL GOVERNMENTS. THIS IS CERTAINLY A 
MARKED CHANGE FROM TWENTY YEARS AGO. 


WHILE MANY FUNCTIONS HAVE BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE CONSTITU- 
TIONAL GOVERNMENTS, CERTAIN PROGRAMS CONTINUE TO BE THE 
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY. I WOULD LIKE 
TO BRIEFLY REVIEW THESE. 


FIRST, AS THE COUNCIL IS AWARE, THERE IS A SEVERE WORLD-WIDE 
ECONOMIC AND FISCAL SITUATION WHICH THE TRUST TERRITORY HAS 
NOT ESCAPED. WE ARE ENDEAVORING, WITH EVERY MEANS AT OUR 
DISPOSAL, TO LESSEN THE IMPACT OF THIS HARSH REALITY THROUGH 
OUR TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM AND BY PROVIDING ADVICE AND 
ASSISTANCE WHEN REQUESTED. THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY IS 
QUITE AWARE OF THE NEED TO ESTABLISH THE BEST POSSIBLE 
INFRASTRUCTURE FOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PRIOR TO TERMINATION. 
CONSIDERING PRESENT CONDITIONS, THIS REQUIRES SACRIFICES AND 
DEDICATED EFFORTS FROM ALL OF US IN THE TRUST TERRITORY. IT 
IS NOT AN EASY SITUATION. I CAN ASSURE THE COUNCIL THAT, 
WITHIN THE RESOURCES AVAILABLE, WE ARE DOING THE BEST JCB 
POSSIBLE WITH PRIORITIES ESTABLISHED BY THE NEW CONSTITUTIONAL 


GOVERNMENTS. 
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PART OF THAT EFFORT IS SYMBOLIZED IN THE TRANSFER OF CAPITAL 
PROPERTY TO THE NEW GOVERNMENTS. SINCE I HAVE BEEN IN OFFICE, 
WE HAVE TURNED OVER TITLE TO ALL SHIPS USED WITHIN THE TRUST 
TERRITORY AND FORMERLY OWNED BY THE TRUST TERRITORY OR THE 
UNITED STATES GOVERNIENT. WE HAVE CONTINUED THE TRANSFER OF 
REAL ESTATE FORMERLY HELD AS PUBLIC LAND AND HAVE ALMOST 
COMPLETED TRANSFER OF PERSONAL PROPERTY FORMERLY OWNED BY THE 
TRUST TERRITORY AND THE UNITED STATES. THE ESTIMATED VALUE 
OF THESE TRANSFERS EXCEEDS $60 MILLION. 


OUR SEA TRANSPORTATION DIVISION (AT TRUST TERRITORY HEADQUARTERS) 
HAS BEEN PHASED OUT AS THE CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENTS HAVE 
ACQUIRED THE SHIPS WE FORMERLY OPERATED. WHILE WE PARTICIPATE 
ON THE BOARD OF MARINE SURVEY, THE NEW GOVERNMENTS CONTROL AND 
OPERATE THEIR OWN TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM. 


I DO NOT WISH TO MINIMIZE THE ON-GOING RESPONSIBILITIES OF 
THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY DURING THIS PERIOD. WE RECOGNIZE 
CONTINUED RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE PUBLIC SAFETY AND ORDER OF 
THE INHABITANTS OF THE TRUST TERRITORY AND WE ARE PROVIDING 
CONTINUED ADVICE AND GUIDANCE TO JUDICIAL, POLICE, AND LEGAL 
AGENCIES OF THE NEW GOVERNMENTS. A FEW RECENT EVENTS HAVE 
INDICATED THAT THIS ASPECT OF OUR RESPONSIBILITY IS STILL 


VERY NUCH IN ORDER. 
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THE FIRST SUCCESSFUL CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL WAS RECENTLY CONDUCTED 
IN THE MARSHALL ISLANDS BEFORE THE TRUST TERRITORY HIGH COURT, 
USING A MEMBER OF THE TRUST TERRITORY ATTORNEY GENERAL'S STAFF 

AS PROSECUTOR. THIS INDICATES GREAT PROGRESS IN THE AWARENESS 

OF THE PEOPLE OF THE NEED TO PARTICIPATE IN THEIR JUDICIAL 
SYSTEM. THE TRUST TERRITORY BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION IS PROVIDING 
VALUABLE TRAINING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO THE NEW GOVERNMENTS 
AS THEY WORK TO SET UP VIABLE PUBLIC SAFETY ESTABLISHMENTS. 


WE STILL PROVIDE THROUGH OUR TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE RESOURCES. 
PUBLIC WORKS, ARCHITECTURAL, FINANCIAL, AND OTHER EXPERT 
ASSISTANCE TO THE GOVERNMENTS REQUESTING AID. THIS INCLUDES 
EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE REGARDING POWER FACILITIES, TRAINING IN 
A VARIETY OF ADMINISTRATIVE SKILL APEAS, MASTER PLANNING AND 
ARCHITECTURAL ASSISTANCE, AND COORDINATION OF PROJECTS 
INVOLVING MORE THAN ONE APEA. 


THE CAPITAL INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAM CONTINUES IN ITS FINAL PHASES. 
RUNWAYS AT TRUK AND PONAPE ARE COMPLETED. WORK IS PROGRESSING 
ON SCHEDULE IN YAP, KOSRAE, AND PALAU--WITH ALL RUNWAYS BEING 
SURFACED EXCEPT KOSRAE. SUBSTANTIAL GAINS IN POWER PRODUCTION 
AND WATER DISTRIBUTION ARE BEING MADE AS PROGRAMS DISCUSSED 
LAST YEAR ARE BEING IMPLEIENTED. BY THE END OF TEIS YEAR, ALL 
MAJOR POWER GENERATING EQUIPMENT IN USE IN THE TRUST TERRITORY 
WILL HAVE BEEN OVERHAULED. NEW GENERATORS ARE ON-LINE IN PALAU 
AND THE GOVERNIENT OF THE MARSHALL ISLANDS, THROUGH THEIR OWN 
EFFORTS, ARE ABOUT TO COMPLETE A NEW AND ELABORATE BUNKER C 
POWER PLANT WITH THE ASSISTANCE OF GREAT BRITAIN AND THE 
ENDORSEMENT OF THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY. THE REPUBLIC OF 


PALAU IS FOLLOWING THE MARSHALLS' EXAMPLE IN EXPLORING THE 


POSSIBILITY OF DOING THE SAME. WORK ON ROAD PAVING AND SEWER 
HOOK-UP IS PROGRESSING RAPIDLY IN ALL AREAS. THE CHANGES NOW 
TAKING PLACE ARE DRAMATIC. IT IS EXTREMELY IMPORTANT THAT 

BOTH THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY AND THE CONSTITUTIONAL 
GOVERNMENTS BE CONCERNED AND PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MAINTENANCE OF 


THESE IMPROVEMENTS. 


oreign 


IN LINE WITH RECENT POLICY DECISIONS OF THE ADMINISTERING 
AUTHORITY IN THE AREA OF FOREIGN RELATIONS, THE NEW GOVERNMENTS 
HAVE INCREASED THEIR INVOLVEMENT WITH OTHER NATIONS OF THE 


982" 


PACIFIC AND THE WORLD IN GENERAL. THIS COUNCIL, IN THE PAST, 

HAS EXPRESSED CONCERN ABOUT THE LACK OF THIS TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT. 
I BELIEVE THAT THE DEMONSTRABLE INCREASE IN REGIONAL AND 
INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITY INCLUDING PARTICIPATION IN PROGRAMS 
SPONSORED BY SEVERAL UNITED NATION AGENCIES SPEAKS FOR ITSELF. 
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I CAN ASSURE THE COUNCIL THA: THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY, IN 
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CONJUNCTION WITH MY OFFICE AND THE OFFICE OF MICRONESIAN STATUS 
NEGOTIATIONS, IS DOING ALL IN ITS POWER TO FACILITATE CONCLUSION 
OF THE STATUS TALKS AND ACCOMPLISH THE EARLY PREPARATION FOR 
TERMINATION OF TRUSTEESHIP STATUS. WE WILL SUPPORT EVERY EFFORT 
TO ASSURE THAT THE VOTERS OF THE TRUST TERRITORY ARE WELL 
PREPARED FOR THE DECISION THAT THEY WILL BE CALLED UPON TO MAKE 
AT THAT TIME. I CANNOT SPEAK TO THE NATURE OF THAT POLITICAL 
EDUCATION AT THIS TIME, BUT I SINCERELY ANTICIPATE THAT IT 

WILL BE THE PRODUCT OF AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE ADMINISTERING 


AUTHORITY AND THE CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNVENTS. 
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IN SUMMARY, MR. ME PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL, 
THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY IS WORKING ITSELF OUT OF EXISTENCE 
AS A TRUST TERRITORY GOVERNMENT ADMINISTRATION. WE LAUD THE 
INCREASING “OMPETENCE OF THE NEW GOVERNMENTS AND WILL CONTINUE 
TO PROVIDE THEM WITH ASSISTANCE AS NEEDED--BUT WITH AS LITTLE 
INTERFERENCE AS POSSIBLE. WHILE DIFFERENCES OF OPINION MAY 
ARISE, PLEASE BE ASSURED THAT IN SPITE OF THESE DIFFERENCE, OUR 
ADMINISTRATION WILL CONTINUE TO WORK CLOSELY AND COOPERATE IN 
THE DEVELOPMENT OF THESE NEW NATIONS. 


AS AN INDICATION OF THE IMPORTANCE THAT THE TRUST TERRITORY 
NOW ENJOYS IN PRESIDENT REAGAN'S ADMINISTRATION, WE NOW HAVE 
AN ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR FOR TERRITORIAL AND 

INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS WITH DIRECT INVOLVEM:NT IN THE AFFAIRS 


FOR STATUS NEGOTIATIONS 


OF THE TRUST TERRITORY AND A NEW PRESIDENTIAL REPRESENTATIVE / 
(AMBASSADOR ZEDER) WITH PREVIOUS EXPERIENCE IN THE TRUST 
TERRITORY. AS A CONSEQUENCE, WE HAVE ALREADY FOUND THAT 
COMMUNICATIONS HAVE IMPROVED BETWEEN OUR ADMINISTRATION ON SAIPAN 
AND WASHINGTON AND THAT DECISIONS ARE BEING MADE MUCH FASTER. 

I KNOW THAT WE CAN BE CERTAIN THAT THIS LEVEL OF INTEREST WILL 
CONTINUE DURING WHAT WE ALL HOPE WILL BE THE SHORT TIME AHEAD. 


MR. PRESIDENT, MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL, AND THE SECRETARIATE, 
I AND MY STAFF GREATLY APPRECIATE THIS OPPORTUNITY TO SHARE WITH 
YOU SOME OF THE PROGRESS AND PROBLEMS OF THE TRUST TERRITORY OF 
THE PACIFIC ISLANDS. I WILL WELCOME YOUR COUNSEL AND ADVICE 
DURING THE COURSE OF THESE MEETINGS. I ASSURE YOU THAT WE WILL 
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COOPERATE FULLY AND I LOOK FORWARD TO MAKING NEW ACQUAINTANCES 
AND ESTABLISHING GOOD WORKING RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN THE TRUST 
TERRITORY ADMINISTRATION AND THE COUNCIL. I THANK YOU. 


gn 
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MR. PRESIDENT AND DISTINGUISHED MEMBERS OF THE TRUSTEESHIP 
COUNCIL; IT IS INDEED AN HONOR AND PRIVILEGE FOR ME AGAIN TO 
APPEAR BEFORE YOU ON BEHALF OF THE PEOPLE AND THE CONSTITUTIONAL 


GOVERNMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF PALAU. BEFORE PROCEEDING I WISH 
ALSO TO CONGRATULATE YOU AND THE VICE-PRESIDENT ON THE OCCASION 
OF YOUR ELECTION TO PRESIDE OVER THE DELIBERATIONS OF THE 
TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL THIS YEAR. 1 LOOK FORWARD TO THE SUCCESSFUL 
DELIBERATIONS OF THIS COUNCIL UNDER YOUR CAPABLE LEADERSHIP. 


WITH ME TODAY ARE AMBASSADOR LAZARUS E. SALII, THE REPUBLIC 


OF PALAU’S NEWLY INSTALLED AMBASSADOR FOR TRADE RELATIONS AND STATUS 
EGOTIATIONS; PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE KALEB UDUI; SENATE FLOOR 


N 
LEADER JOHNSON TORIBIONG; SENATE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
VICE-CHAIRMAN SENATOR LUCIUS MALSOL; MINISTER OF ADMINISTRATION 


7 “Ff 


RUO N. WILLTERS MR. VICTORIO UHERBELAU, ACTING DIRECTOR OF THE 


ee 


HA 
BUREAU OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS, AND MY SPECIAL ASSISTANT, MR. YOICHI 
RENGIIL. OTHER PARTICIPANTS FROM PALAU WHO WILL ATTEND THIS 
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TRUSTEESHIP MEETING AS OBSERVERS OR PETITIONERS ARE CHIEF IBEDUL 
.. YUTAKA GIBBONS AND HIS STAFF; GOVERNOR ROMAN TMETUCHL OF THE STATE 
. OF AIRAI, SENATORS MOSES ULUDONG AND JOHN S. TARKONG. TOGETHER, 
WE BRING YOU GREETINGS FROM THE PEOPLE AND GOVERNMENT OF THE 
REPUBLIC OF PALAU. 


. IN MY REPORT TO YOU FOR THE YEAR UNDER REVIEW, I WISH TO 





HIGHLIGHT OUR EFFORTS AND OUR SUCCESSES IN SPECIFIC PROGRAM AREAS 
OF MAJOR CONCERN TO US, OUTLINE MAJOR OBSTACLES THAT ARE STILL IN 
THE WAY OF OUR DEVELOPMENTAL EFFORTS, AND POINT OUT TO THIS COUNCIL 
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THE DIRECTION OF OUR FUTURE EFFORTS AND UNDERTAKINGS, 
~ THE PALAU CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT TOOK OFFICE AT A TIME 
WHEN THE GOVERNMENT OF THE TRUST TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC ISLANDS 
HAD NOT COMPLETELY ACHIEVED ITS PROGRAM GOALS AND OBJECTIVES. THIS 
VERY FACT UNWITTINGLY FORCED UPON THE NEWLY EMERGING YOUNG REPUBLIC 
A LEGACY OF UNRESOLVED PROBLEMS, SHORTFALL, AND AN OVERRIDING NEED 
| TO REORGANIZE AND STREAMLINE THE GOVERNMENT, TO REDEFINE OUR GOALS, 
AND TO REQRIENT OUR ASPIRATIONS IN TERMS OF OUR RESOURCES CAPABILITIES. 
THIS HAS NOT BEEN AN EASY TASK, AND WHILE OUR EFFORTS ARE CONTINUING, 
'. WE HAVE SUCCEEDED IN SOME AREAS, FAILED IN OTHERS, AND ARE STILL 
EXPLORING WAYS AND MEANS TO RESOLVE MANY OTHERS. 


ee vv" 


DURING THE YEAR UNDER REVIEW, I AM HAPPY TO REPORT THAT PALAU 


, wwe 


WAS ABLE TO ORGANIZE AND MAKE OPERATIONAL ITS CONSTITUTIONAL 
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‘ GOVERNMENT, AND, HAVING DONE THAT, TO SHIFT ITS RESOURCES AND EFFORTS 


™~ “ 


TO ORGANIZE THE VARIOUS STATE GOVERNMENTS AT THE LOCAL LEVEL AND TO 
DEVELOPING OUR SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC BASES. OUR EXECUTIVE BRANCH IS 
NOW FULLY OPERATIONAL UNDER FIVE MINISTRIES OF ADMINISTRATION, 


SS ee ee 


SOCIAL SERVICES, NATIONAL RESOURCES, JUSTICE, AND STATE. 


A JUDICIAL SYSTEM HAS ALSO BEEN ESTABLISHED CONSISTING OF THE 
SUPREME COURT AND THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. THE SUPREME COURT 
WHICH NOW HAS THE CHIEF JUSTICE WHO IS A PALAUAN AND THREE PART-TIME 
JUSTICES WILL SOON HAVE THKEE ADDITICNAL FULL-TIME ASSOCIATE JUSTICES 
TO MAKE UP A FULL BRANCH, 








THE PALAU NATIONAL CONGRESS {THE OLBIIL ERA KELULAU) RECENTLY 
CONCLUDED ITS SIXTH REGULAR SESSION. I AM PROUD TO SAY THAT THE 
QUALITY AND QUANTITY OF LEGISLATIVE MEASURES WHICH IT CONSIDERED 
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AND ENACTED, WILL SET THE COURSE AND DIRECTION OF OUR ECONOMIC 
AND SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT. SIGNIFICANT AMONG THE LEGISLATIVE 
MEASURES WERE THE PASSAGE OF A DEVELOPMENT BANK AND AN OFF~SHORE 
BANKING; THE ENACTMENT OF A USURY LAW; RATIFICATION OF AGREEMENTS 
WITH OTHER PACIFIC ISLAND COUNTRIES ON FISHERIES AND JAPANESE 
FOREIGN AIDS; CONTROL OF THE 200 MILE ECONOMIC ZONE; AND OTHER 
LEGISLATIVE MEASURES INTENDED TO ENCOURAGE AND FACILITATE 
INVESTMENT, AND TO EXPAND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OPPORTUNITIES. 
STILL PENDING BEFORE THE PALAU NATIONAL CONGRESS FOR FURTHER STUDY 
AND DELIBERATIONS ARE MEASURES AIMED AT EASING RESTRICTIONS ON 
FOREIGN INVESTMENTS IN PALAU, BANKING REGULATIONS, COMPREHENSIVE 
AND LONG RANGE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENTAL PLAN, PUBLIC SERVICE SYSTEM, 
AND LEGISLATION ON AIR AND SEA TRANSPORTATION, LABOR AND IMMIGRATION, 
AND OTHER BASIC LAWS INTENDED TO IMPLEMENT THE VARIOUS MANDATES 

OF THE PALAU CONSTITUTION, 


FOR THE YEAR UNDER REVIEW, THE REPUBLIC RECEIVED MOST OF ITS 
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FROM THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY; HOWEVER, WE 
ARE HAPPY TO REPORT THE ACHIEVEMENT CF SEVERAL OF OUR PROGRAM 
OBJECTIVES MADE POSSIBLE WITH CONTRIBUTIONS FROM COUNTRIES OTHER 
THAN THE UNITED STATES, AS THIS COUNCIL IS WELL AWARE, PALAU FOR 
MANY YEARS SUFFERED POWER OUTAGES AND INADEQUATE SUPPLY OF POWER 
GENERATION, THE RISING COST OF FUEL AND GENERAL WORLD-WIDE 
IMFLATION FURTHER AGGRAVATED OUR PLIGHTS. WE WERE, THEREFORE, MOST 
PLEASED THAT BESIDES THE INSTALLATION OF THREE ADDITIONAL NEW 
ALCO POWER GENERATORS UNDER THE FIVE YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM AS PROVIDED BY THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY, A NEW 3-MEGA 

















RT .y 


WATT GAS TURBINE GENERATOR PROVIDED BY THE INTERNATIONAL 

- POWER SYSTEM AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (IPSECO) OF UNITED KINGDOM 
WAS ALSO INSTALLED AND MADE OPERATIONAL. THIS ADDITION MADE 
THE SOURCE OF POWER GENERATION SUFFICIENT TO MEET THE EXISTING 
DEMAND IN KOROR, PALAU (MAIN POPULATION CENTER) FOR THE FIRST 
TIME. ADDITIONALLY, PALAU IS IN THE FINAL STAGE OF NEGOTIATION 
WITH A UNITED KINGDOM BASED INTERNATIONAL POWER SYSTEMS AND 
ELECTRIC COMPANY (IPSECO) ON A $26 MILLION LONG TERM LOAN AGREEMENT 
FOR A 16 MEGA WATT POWER PLANT. WHEN FULLY OPERATIONAL, THIS PLANT 
WILL HAVE POWER CAPACITY TO PROVIDE ELECTRICITY FOR THE ENTIRE 
MAIN ISLAND OF BABELDAOB, IN ADDITION TO PROVIDING POWER TO THE 
BUSINESS AND RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITIES IN KOROR. EFFORTS TO SEEK 
ALTERNATIVE SOURCES OF ENERGY TO MEET OUR NEEDS ARE ALSO CONTINUING. 


THE REPUBLIC JUST LAST MONTH EXECUTED A SMALL SCALE FISHERIES 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF JAPAN VALUED AT 
APPROXIMATELY 1,3 MILLION U.S, DOLLARS. FISHING GEAR$, EQUIPMENT, 
AND VESSELS (AS WELL AS FISHING TECHNIQUES AND KNOW-HOW MADE 
AVAILABLE UNDER THE AGREEMENT) WILL GREATLY PROMOTE THE EXPORT 
AND THE MARKETING OF FISH AND FISH PRODUCTS FROM PALAU, EFFORTS 
TO NEGOTIATE NEW FISHERIES AGREEMENT AND RENEGOTIATE THE EXISTING 
AGREEMENTS ON RIGHTS TO FISH WITHIN OUR 200 MILE ECONOMIC ZONE ARE 
CONTINUING WITH THE REPUBLICS OF KIRIBAT, NAURU, PAPUA NEW-GUINEA, 
AND THE SOLOMON ISLANDS. SUCH SUB-REGIONAL FISHERIES TREATIES WILL 
COORDINATE EFFORTS IN THE MANAGEMENT OF FISHERIES OF COMMON STOCKS 
BY DISTANT FISHING NATIONS WITHIN THE SEVEN COUNTRIES’ RESPECTIVE 
200 MILE FISHERIES JURISDICTIONS. THE REPUBLIC OF PALAU ALSO HAS 
BECOME A FULL-FLEDGED MEMBER OF THE SOUTK PACIFIC COMMISSION IN ITS 
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OWN NAME AND RIGHT AND WE LOOK FORWARD TO TECHNICAL AND OTHER 
ASSISTANCE BECOMING AVAILABLE THROUGH THIS COMMISSION AS WELL 

AS OTHER REGIONAL ORGANIZATIONS. THE PALAU NATIONAL CONGRESS 
RECENTLY JOINED AND BECAME AN ASSOCIATE MEMBER OF THE ASIAN-PACIFIC 
PARLIAMENTARIAN UNION (APPU) AND THROUGH SUCH MEMBERSHIP, PALAU 
HOPES TO DO ITS SHARE IN CONTRIBUTING TO THE PROMOTION OF PEACE 
AND MUTUAL COOPERATION AMONG THE GOVERNMENTS OF THE PACIFIC AND 
ASIAN REGIONS, " 


IN THE AREA OF AGRICULTURE, A NUMBER OF EXPERTS FROM JAPAN 
AND TAIWAN HAVE INSPECTED THE SMALL-SCALE LIVESTOCK PROJECTS IN 
PALAU AND HAVE ADVISED US OF ITS POTENTIAL. THEIR PROPOSAL IS 
NOW UNDER REVIEW AND WE HOPE THAT SOON BEEF AND BEEF PRODUCTS 





COULD BE COMMERCIALLY PRODUCED TO MEET LOCAL NEEDS. A JAPANESE-BASED 
ORGANIZATION FOR INDUSTRIAL, SPIRITUAL, AND CULTURAL ADVANCEMENT 
(OISCA) HAS BEEN RUNNING A RATHER SUCCESSFUL TRAINING PROGRAM IN 
VEGETABLE AND CROP PRODUCTION, AND UNDER THE AUSPICIES OF THIS 
ASSOCIATION, PALAU IS SENDING YOUNG PALAUANS TO JAPAN FOR TECHNICAL 
TRAINING AND UPON THEIR RETURN WILL PURSUE THEIR CALLINGS IN THE 
VARIOUS FIELDS OF ENDEAVOR IN AGRICULTURE, 


IN THE FIELD OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS, THE LONG AWAITED SATELLITE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM SPONSORED BY THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY 
1S SCHEDULED FOR OPERATION IN MID NOVEMBER THIS YEAR. A CONTRACT 
FOR SITE WORK AND PREPARATION WAS AWARDED LAST MONTH BY COMSAT FOR 
THE CONSTRUCTION OF A STANDARD B EARTH STATION. PALAU, ON ITS PART, — 
WILL ESTABLISH A TELECOMMUNICATIONS AUTHORITY TO MANAGE AND OPERATE 
ITS OWN COMMUNICATIONS NETWORK. JUST LAST WEEK, WE MET WITH 
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‘REPRESENTATIVES OF VARIOUS CARRIERS TO BEGIN NEGOTIATION FOR 

THE USE OF THE FACILITY IN COMMUNICATING WITH THE OUTSIDE WORLD. 

OF NECESSITY, THE EFFECTIVE UTILIZATION OF THE SATELLITE COMMUNI- 
CATION IS GREATLY DEPENDENT UPON AN UPGRADED LOCAL TELEPHONE SYSTEM. 
THUS, WHILE THE UNITED STATES IS WILLING TO ASSIST US TO IMPROVE 
THE SYSTEM, AN OFFER FROM THE NAGANO JAPAN RADIO COMPANY HAS BEEN 
MADE TO FURNISH US WITH NEW TELEPHONE, RADIO AND TELEVISION EQUIPMENT 
AND SERVICES FOR USE THROUGHOUT THE REPUBLIC OF PALAU. IF THIS 
FOREIGN AID SHOULD MATERIALIZE, IT WILL CONSIDERABLY IMPROVE OUR 
INTERNAL COMMUNICATION SYSTEM AND OUR LINKS TO THE OUTSIDE WORLD, 
SO VITAL TO OUR POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC PROGRESS, 


BuT DESPITE THESE MARKED ACCOMPLISHMENTS IN THE PAST YEARS, 
WE WOULD BE REMISS IF WE DID NOT NOTE BEFORE THIS COUNCIL OUR 


SHARE OF DIFFICULTIES. ONE OF THE MAJOR DETERRENTS TO THE 
REALIZATION OF OUR OBJECTIVES AND ACHIEVEMENTS OF FURTHER PROGRESS 


HAS BEEN AND CONTINUES TO BE THE INADEQUACIES OF THE CAPITAL FUNDS 
AND TECHNICAL EXPERTISE AT OUR DISPOSAL. THE UNITED STATES ANNUAL 
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GRANT FUNDS GIVEN TO US, WHILE FULLY APPRECIATED, SHOULD BE 
REVIEWED IN LIGHT OF OUR CHANGED CIRCUMSTANCES, NO LONGER CAN THE 
ANNUAL FINANCIAL GRANTS AND QUARTERLY ALLOTMENT OF FUNDS BE DEEMED 
SUFFICIENT TO MEET OUR NATIONAL NEEDS, a SS TO 
CONTINUE BEING A PART AND PARCEL OF THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT 


—— 


OF THE INTERIOR’S OVERALL BUDGETARY PROCESS, TI!E PAINSTAKING 
— hs 
UNITED STATES BUDGETARY PROCEDURE FROM BUDGETARY AUTHORIZATION TO 


ACTUAL APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS FOR PALAU AS PART OF THE UNITED STATES 


ee 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR BUDGET HAS LONG OUTLIVED ITS RATIONALE 


AND JUSTIFI ION. MR. PRESIDENT, THE REPUBLIC — IS NEITHER 
ea 


A TERRITORY NOR R-POSSESSION OF THE UNITED STATES AND SHOULD 


dee 
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NOT BE SUBJECTED TO CHANGING FISCAL POLICIES OF THE UNITED 
STATES FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. WE FEEL THAT THE REPUBLIC OF PALAU 
HAS UNIQUE, IF NOT BASIC, DEVELOPMENTAL NEEDS AND CIRCUMSTANCES. 
THE UNITED STATES HAD ASSUMED AN INTERNATIONAL TRUST OBLIGATIONS 
THAT SHOULD NOT BE WAIVED BECAUSE OF ITS DOMESTIC CONSIDERATION. 
THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY INITIALLY TARGETED FISCAL YEAR 198] 
AS THE DATE THE TRUSTEESHIP ARRANGEMENT FOR MICRONESIA, INCLUDING 
PALAU, WOULD COME TO AN END AND THE COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION 
WOULD BEGIN, WHILE THIS TARGET WAS NOT MET, THE UNITED STATES AS 
AN ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY IMPLEMENTED 17S PLAN BY NOT PROVIDING 
FUNDS FOR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS OUTSIDE WHAT WAS PROMISED 





UNDER THE COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION. THE UPSHOT OF THIS WAS 
rr 
THAT PALAU DID NOT RECEIVE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUNDS SINCE FISCAL 





YEAR 198] TO DATE, EXCEPT FOR FEW EXCEPTIONAL CASES. IN MATTER 

OF FACT, OTHER THAN WHAT THE COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION PROPOSES 
TO GIVE TO PALAU BY WAY OF FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE, THE UNITED STATES 
DOES NOT NOK HAVE ANY EXPRESS POLICY TOWARDS ASSISTING PALAU WITH 
RESPECT TO FUNDING ADDITIONAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS BETWEEN 
NOW AND WHEN THE COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION COMES INTO EFFECT. 
THUS PALAU HAS SUFFERED MOST FROM LACK OF A PLANNED INFRA-STRUCTURE, 
ADMITTEDLY, THERE HAVE BEEN SOME IMPROVEMENTS BUT FOR THE MOST PART, 
THERE ARE STILL NO ROADS AND NO POWER AVAILABLE TO THE MAJORITY OF 
OUR PEOPLE ON THE MAIN ISLANDS OF BABELDAOB, WE HAVE URGED UPON 
THE UNITED STATES TO COMMIT TO US A PRE-COMPACT LU 

OF FINANCIAL COMMITTMENT, SO THAT PALAU COULD ON ITS OWN, MAKE 

ITS OWN LONG-TERM DEVELOPMENT PLANS ON THE BASIS OF AVAILABLE 
RESOURCES AND FINANCIAL CONSTRAINTS AND MANPOWER LIMITATIONS, 
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MR. PRESIDENT, IN OUR BUDGET SUBMISSION THIS MONTH BEFORE 
THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS, WE ARE REQUESTING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM FUNDS OF $14,650,000 For FISCAL YEAR 1983, WE ARE NOT 


EVEN CERTAIN WHETHER WE WILL RECEIVE ANY OF THESE REQUESTED 
AMOUNTS. 


EVERY YEAR FOR THE PAST THIRTY-SEVEN YEARS, MR. PRESIDENT, 
OUR REPRESENTATIVES HAVE APPEARED BEFORE THIS COUNCIL QUIETLY 
BEMOANING THE FACT THAT THE TRUST TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC ISLANDS 
IN GENERAL, AND THE REPUBLIC OF PALAU IN PARTICULAR, LACKS A SOUND 
ECONOMIC BASE. THAT, MR. PRESIDENT, REGRETABLY IS STILL THE FACT 
IN OUR ISLAND NATION TODAY. THIS COUNCIL HAS HAD THE OVERSIGHT 
RESPONSIBILITY TO ENSURE THAT THE TRUST TERRITORIES REACH ADEQUATE 
STANDARDS OF LIVING AND ECONOMIC SELF-SUFFICIENCY PRIOR TO ATTAIN- 
MENT OF SELF-GOVERNMENT OR INDEPENDENCE, WE HAVE THE SAME AMBITION 
AS WE FOLLOW IN THE FOOTSTEPS OF OUR PREDECESSORS. WE SEEK YOUR 
GUIDANCE IN THE CHARTING OF THE COURSE OF OUR FUTURE POLITICAL 


DESTINY WHICH DEPENDS TO A GREAT EXTENT UPON OUR ECONOMIC 
WELL-BEING, 


MR. PRESIDENT, THIS AUGUST BODY MUST HAVE BEEN DISBURBED TO 
LEARN OF OUR GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEE’S STRIKE AND THE BOMBING AND 
BURNING OF OUR PRESIDENT’S OFFICE IN THE EARLY HOURS OF 
SEPTEMBER 8, 198]. UGLY NEWSPAPER HEADLINES LABELLED THE INCIDENT 
“AN ATTEMPTED OVERTHROW” OF OUR CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT. STILL 
OTHERS TERMED IT “A SIGN OF OUR WEAK GOVERNMENT” UNABLE TO CARRY 
OUT ITS DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES FOR THE PEOPLE WHO ELECTED IT. 


* 
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MR. PRESIDENT, WE CAN ASSURE YOU THAT WE EMPLOYED ALL AVAILABLE 
MEANS WITHIN OUR POWER TO REASON WITH THE DISGRUNTLED EMPLOYEES, 
BUT TO NO AVAIL. DUE TO BUDGETARY CONSTRAINT, A SALARY INCREASE 
WAS NOT FIGURED INTO OUR OPERATIONAL BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1982 
AND WE HAD NO CHOICE BUT TO DENY THEM THEIR DEMAND OF A ONE 
HUNDRED PERCENT (]00%) SALARY INCREASE. WE MET THEM HALF WAY, 
HOWEVER, IN ORDER TO SAFEGUARD AGAINST FURTHER DESTRUCTION OF 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, MAINTAIN ORDER AND RECOGNIZE LEGITIMATE 
COMPLAINTS, 


THE EMPLOYEES COST OF LIVING ALLOWANCE THE REPUBLIC AGREED 
TO, MR. PRESIDENT, 1S NOT WITHOUT MERIT. UNTIL OCTOBER 1980, THE 
MINIMUM HOURLY WAGE WAS STILL 85 CENTS, ON THE OTHER HAND, THE 
PRICES OF BASIC COMMODITIES HAD SKYROCKETED DUE TO INFLATION FAR 
BEYOND A POINT WHERE THAT MINIMUM WAGE MADE ANY SENSE, 


THE DISCONTENT, TO BE SURE, 1S SOCIOECONOMIC IN ORIGIN, 
ALTHOUGH THE CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT TOOK OFFICE IN JANUARY, 
1981, THE PEOPLE WERE ALREADY AGITATING FOR CHANGE, ONE OF THE 
PRIMARY COMPLAINTS, EVEN FROM THE GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES THEMSELVES, 
WAS THE S1ZE AND COST OF RUNNING THE GOVERNMENT, BUT CHANGE FOR 
THE BETTER, MR, PRESIDENT, COULD NOT COME ABOUT EASILY AND OVERNIGHT. 
THE REPUBLIC WITH A LIMITED BUDGET AND LACK OF WELL PLANNED 
TRANSITION PROGRAMS HAD INHERITED FROM THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY 
A SYSTEM OF INEFFICIENT GOVERNMENT, WHEN THE INEFFICIENCY WAS A 
PART OF THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, BUDGET OVERRUNS WERE ACCEPTED 
AND COVERED BY THE TRUST TERRITORY GOVERNMENT AND THE DEPARTMENT OF 
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INTERIOR. HOWEVER, WITH THE ADVENT OF OUR CONSTITUTIONAL 
GOVERNMENT WHICH HAS NOT YET BEEN ABLE TO SHED THE INHERITED 
INEFFICIENCIES, WE WERE ADMONISHED BY INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
OFFICIALS TO KEEP GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES DOWN AND WARNED THAT 
ANY DEFICITS BEGINNING FISCAL YEAR 1982 WOULD BE OUR OWN RESPON- 
SIBILITY. MOREOVER, THE REPUBLIC, FROM ITS INCEPTION, WAS 
STRADDLED WITH EXECUTIVE FUNCTIONS PREVIOUSLY PERFORMED BY THE 
TRUST TERRITORY GOVERNMENT AND ASSUMED WITHOUT RECEIVING ANY 
ADDITIONAL FUNDING OVER AND ABOVE THE DISTRICT GOVERNMENT LEVELS 
OF FUNDING TO COVER ITS “START UP COSTS”. 


THE ATTAINMENT OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT FOR PALAU 
WAS, TO BE SURE, A SIGNIFICANT STEP FORWARD IN THE PROCESS OF 
SELF-GOVERNMENT, IT WOULD INDEED BE A MIRACULOUS ACHIEVEMENT 
ON OUR PART IF WE ASSUMED A GREATER DEGREE OF SELF-GOVERNMENT 
WITHOUT THE CONCOMITANT ADDITIONAL COST OF GOVERNMENTS BEING 
THRUST UPON US. THIS 1S ESPECIALLY TRUE WHEN PALAU MUST STILL 
IN THE FINAL ANALYSIS RELY ON THE LIMITED LARGESSE OF ITS 
ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY, INASMUCH AS THERE IS NO OTHER ECONOMIC 
BASE AS YET FROM WHICH PALAU MIGHT DRAW ITS FINANCIAL SUPPORT. 


MORE RECENTLY, A MAJOR DIFFERENCE IN POLICY APPROACH BETWEEN 
PALAU AND UNITED STATES HAS BECOME MORE EVIDENT AS WE EXPLORE 
CONCRETE AND PRACTICAL WAYS AND MEANS AND POSITIVE SOLUTIONS TO 


RESOLVE OUR FINANCIAL PLIGHTS. THE UNITED STATES EXECUTIVE BRANCH 


1S APPARENTLY NOT PREPARED TO ASSIST PALAU IN COVERING UP ITS 
ANTICIPATED INCREASE IN ADMINISTRATIVE OPERATIONAL COSTS. MORE 
SPECIFICALLY, THE UNITED STATES EXECUTIVE BRANCH WANTS NO PART 
IN ASSISTING PALAU TO COVER THE PROPOSED SALARY INCREASE OF 
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GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. WHILE SUCH POSITION JS UNDERSTANDABLE, 
THE UNITED STATES ULTIMATE RESPONSIBILITY TOWARDS PALAU IS 
CLEARLY OVERLOOKED AND WE HAVE APPEALED DIRECTLY TO THE UNITED 
STATES CONGRESS FOR SUCH FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE. THE PARAMOUNT 
CONCERN OF THE REPUBLIC OF PALAU IS FOR A SPEEDY CONCLUSION TO 
ALL NEGOTIATIONS RELATING TO THE COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION. 
UNLESS THE COMPACT IS CONCLUDED SOON PALAU CANNOT HOPE TO ACCOMPLISH 
MUCH OF ITS DEVELOPMENTS: 1T CANNOT EXPECT TO HAVE A VIABLE 
GOVERNMENT THAT CAN RESPOND TO THE DESIRES AND ASPIRATIONS OF ITS 
PEOPLE. FOR THIS REASON, WE HAVE DECIDED TO PLACE EMPHASIS IN 
CONCLUDING THE NEGOTIATIONS AT THE EARLIEST POSSIBLE DATE. 


THE REPUBLIC OF PALAU "‘ECENTLY INSTALLED ITS FIRST AMBASSADOR, 
LAZARUS E. SALI], AMBASSADOR FOR TRADE RELATIONS AND STATUS 
NEGOTIATIONS. PALAU STANDS READY TO FINALIZE THE COMPACT AND AT - 
THE SAME TIME SEEKS TO REALIZE ANY DONA FIDE RELATIONSHIP WITH é “s 
ANY OTHER NATION WHICH WILL INCREASE PALAU’S ABILITY TO BE a a 


a 





7 
+f - 


ECONOMICALLY SELF-SUFFICIENT. ae a 


WITH THE ASSISTANCE OF THE UNITED STATES AND THIS COUNCIL, : 
AMBASSADOR SALII WILL LAY THE NECESSARY GROUND WORK FOR THE RAPID 
CONCLUSION OF THE COMPACT. WITH THE ASSISTANCE OF THE UNITED 
STATES AND THIS COUNCIL AMBASSADOR SALII HOPES TO FACILITATE THE 
ESTAP'ISHMENT OF GOOD WORKING RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN PALAU AND THE 
SEVERAL NATIONS OF THE WORLD, | 


MR. PRESIDENT, DUE TO THE IMPORTANCE OF THE IMPENDING ROUNDS 
OF STATUS NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN PALAU AND THE UNITED STATES, 1 WISH 
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TO ASK THE INDULGENCE OF THIS COUNCIL THAT AMBASSADOR SALI] 
ADDRESS THIS COUNCIL ON THE SUBJECT OF STATUS NEGOTIATIONS. 
IF THIS REQUEST CAN BE GRANTED, I WISH TO CLOSE MY REMARKS BY 
THANKING YOU AND THE OTHER DISTINGUISHED COUNCIL MEMBERS FOR 
GIVING US THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD. WE LOOK FORWARD TO 
THE NEXT VISITING MISSION IF THERE SHOULD BE ONE AND STAND 
READY TO ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS YOU MAY HAVE, 


THANK YOU, MR. PRESIDENT. 
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ME.. PRESIDENT AND DISTINGUISHED MEMBERS OF THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL: 

EFORE I BEGIN Me, PRESIDENT LET ME ADD MY CONGRATULATIONS TO 
THE MANY OTKERS ON YOJF ELECTION TO THE LEADERSHIP OF TEIS YEAR'S 
TRUSTEESKIF COUNCIL, AND I SHARE MY COLLEGUES WISH FOF YOUF 
CONTINUED SUCCESS, 

IT IS A TRUE HONOR TO BE ABLE TO ADDRESS THIS AUGUST BODY ON 
BEHALF OF THE REPUBLIC OF PALAU, AS AMBASSADOR FOR STATUS NEGOTIATIONS 
AND TRADE RELATIONS MY RESPONSIBILITIES REFLECT AND ENCOMPASS THE 
BASIC PHILOSOPHICAL AND GOVERNMENTAL POLICY OF MY NATION, WHICH 
SIMPLY STATED IS - POLITICAL INDEPENDENCE MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY ECONOMIC 
SELF-SUFFICIENCY, WITHOUT A STABLE ECONOMY CAPABLE OF PROVIDING SECURITY 


AND OPPORTUNITY NO COUNTRY CAN BE ASSURED OF POLITICAL ‘7A: !LITY,. 














——————————————————————— Lh ST 


THE FAILURE TO ACCEPT THIS SELF EVIDENT CONCEPT BY THE ADMINISTERING 


: AUTHORITY HAS DELAYED THE FINAL RATIFICATION OF THE COMPACT OF FREE 


ASSOCIATION, 


THE RECENT GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEE STRIKE IN PALAU CLEARLY SHOWS 


THAT OUR NEWLY ACQUIRED POLITICAL AUTONOMY IS VULNERABLE WHEN ECONOMIC 


CONDITIONS REFLECT A COMPLETE DEPENDENCE ON FOREIGN SOURCES OF INCOM, 


7 PARTICULAFILY WHEN THE AMOUNT AND APPLICATION OF SUCH FUNDS DO NOT 


REFLECT POLITICAL CONSIDERATIONS OF THE REPUBLIC*’S MAKING, IF THE 
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REPUBLIC WERE ECONOMICALLY INDEPENDENT, IF OUR CAPITAL INFRASTRUCTURE 


we 


WERE IN PLACE, IF OUR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT HAD BEEN FOSTERED AT THE 


™“ 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


SAM= PACE AS OUR POLITICAL DEVELOPMENT, THAT STRIKE, AND THE UNDERLYING 


CAUSES FOR IT, WOULD NEVER HAVE OCCURED, 


‘ Ne we TNA er 


WE ARE A NATION OF SOME 15,000 PEOPLE, SURELY ECONOMIC VIABILITY 


IS AN ATTAINABLE GOAL IF THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY WOULD EXPEND 


THE SAME EFFORTS IN THIS AREA AS IT HAS IN ATTENDING TO THE REPUBLIC'S 


POLITICAL NEEDS, 





I, LIKE MOST OF MY COUNTRYMEN, MUST APPLAUD THE ADMINISTERING 


AUTHORITY FOR ITS CONTRIBUTION TO THE REPUBLIC’S POLITICAL DEVELOPMENT, 


ONLY THE UNITED STATES IS CAPABLE OF MOVING A PEOPLE LONG ACCUSTOMED TO 
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F On= IGK BONDASE TO THe FINE APPRECIATION OF DEMOCRACY, FREEDOM, AND 
JUSTICE, FOR THIS ACHIEVEMENT 2 PEOPLE WILL BE SPIRITUALLY LINKED, AND 
INDEED AS OUR DESIRE FOR FREE ASSOCIATION INDICATES, POLITICALLY LINKED 
TO THE UNITED STATES FOR A LONG TIME TO COME, ON THE OTHER HAND, THE 
FAILURE- AND RECENT EVENTS SHOW THAT FAILURE- OF THE ADMINISTERING 
AUTHORITY TO INSURE THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE REPUBLIC, PUTS IN 


JEOPARDY THE LIGHT OF SOVEREIGNTY SO CAREFULLY NURTURED BY THE UNITED 


STATES THESE LONG YEARS. IT IS THE POSITION OF MY 
GOVERNMENT, GIVEN EXISTING CIRCUMSTANCES, THAT THE 
DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR, AND THE BUDGET LEVEL IT HAS BEEN 


ALLOWED TO WORK WITH, HAS NOT BEEN AND IS NOT CAPABLE OF 


STIMILATING THE NECESSARY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF AN INDEPENDENT PALAU, 
THIS IS QUITE UNDERSTANDABLE IN LIGHT OF THE REPUBLIC'S ALTERED STATUS 
AND NEEDS, I AM QUITE CONFIDENT, HOWEVER. THAT THE U.S, MISSION TO THE 
STATUS NEGOTIATIONS IS BLESSED NOT ONLY WITH THE FORESIGHT TO ACCEPT THE 
NECESSITY OF TRUE ECONOMIC INDEPENDENCE AS AN ADJUNCT TO TRUE POLITICAL 
INDEPENDENCE, BUT THE TIME, UNENCUMBERED bY THE REQUISITES OF TRUST 
ADMINISTRATION, TO DEVELOP THIS ASSISTANCE, 

WE IN PALAU HAVE SUFFERED THE FRUSTRATION OF 13 LONG YEARS OF 


STATUS NEGOTIATIONS, YET THE MAIN ISSUE HAS NEVER CHANGED, FUNDS ARE 
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NEEDED TO DEVELOF NOT ONLY BASIC INFRASTRUCTURE SUCE AS ROADS, POKER, 
AND ADEQUATE WATER AND SEWER, BUT ALSO BASIC INDUSTRIES WHICH CAPITALIZE 
ON OUR MARINE AND AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES, EQUALLY IMPORTANT, IS THE 
DEVELDPMENT OF CAPITAL INTENSIVE INDUSTRIES WHICH CAN PROVIDE MAJOR 
REVENUE SOURCES FOR THE REPUBLIC, FURTHER, I HAVE PERSONALLY ASKED 
AMBASSADOF ZEDER FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE WHICE WOULD ENABLE THE 
REPUELIC NOT ONLY TO CONCLUDE STATUS NEGOTIATIONS BUT ALSO ESTAELISE 
A DIPLOMATIC PRESENCE IN VARIOUS NATIONS OF THE WORLD, WITHOUT THIS 
ASSISTANCE NEGOTIATIONS ON THE COMPACT WOULD BE GREATLY HINDEFED IF 
NOT DELAYED UNTIL NEXT YEAR WHEN OTHER FUNDS MIGHT BE AVAILABLE, 

IN ANY EVENT THE U.S, MISSION TO THE STATUS NEGOTIATIONS IS VERY MUCH 
AWARE OF THESE MATTERS AND I AM CONFIDENT WE CAN PROCEED RAPIDLY ON 
THE REMAINING COMPACT ISSUE - SO CONFIDENT, THAT UPON LEAVING THIS 
ASSEMBLY, I INTEND TO PROCEED TO WASHINGTON D.C, TO BEGIN INTENSIVE 
NEGOTIATIONS AIMED AT THE RAPID CULIMNATION OF THE COMPACT. THE 
REPUBLIC IS EAGER TO COMPLETE THE COMPACT NEGOTI‘TIONS, AND ONCE 
FULLY SATISFIED WITH THE TERMS OF THE COMPACT, THE PEOPLE OF THE 
REPUBLIC OF PALAU WILL BE IN A POSITION TO RATIFY THE AGREEMENT, 


MY SECOND RESPONSIBILITY ON BEHALF OF THE REPUBLIC OF PALAU IS TO 


4. 

















LL 
TAKE & MESSASE TO THE COMMUNITY OF NATIONS - THAT THE REPUBLIC OF 


PALAU, BITE THE ASSISTANCE AND BLESSING OF THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY, 
SEEKS PARTNERS IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF ITS RESOURCES AND ECONOMY, 
FOREIGN INVESTMENT AND ASSISTANCE, BOTH PUBLIC AND PRIVATE ARE WELCOME 
TO THE REPUBLIC, I CARRY THE ASSURANCE OF MY GOVERNMENT THAT ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS FROM ANY QUARTER WILL BE PURSUED WITH VIGG. 


THE REPUELIC SEEKS THOSE GOVEFNMENTS AND PERSONS WILLING TO INVEST I 


& FUTURE OF FRIENDSHIP AND PROSPERITY. MY OFFICE HAS AT ITS DISPOSAL 


wee Ft STF ~ ow 


Li THE NECESSARY AUTHORITY TO DEVELOP ANY BONA FIDE COMMERCIAL GO 
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DIFLOMATIC RELATIONSHIP AS MAY BENIF"™ sOTH PARTIES, I WOULD HOPe 


wer 


* 


THAT THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL WOUL” ASSIST THE REPUBLIC AND MYSELF 


IN THE SUCCESSFUL ACCOMPLISHMENT OF THIS PARTICULAR MISSION, THANK YOU 
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MR. PRESIDENT, 
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MR. PRESIDENT: 


ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE FEDERATED STATES OF 
MICRONESIA, I THANK YOU AND THE MEMBERS OF THE TRUSTEESHIP 


COUNCIL FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO ADDRESS THIS CGUNCIL TCDAY. 


FIRST, LET ME OFFER MY CONGRATULATIONS TO YOU, MR. 


- PRESIDENT, UPON YOUR ELECTION AS PRESIDENT OF THIS COUNCIL. 


WE LOOK FORWARD TO YOUR SUPPORT AND ASSISTANCE IN DEALING 
WITH THE MANY MATTERS ASSOCIATED WITH TERMINATION OF THE 
TRUSTEESHIP IN THE PACIFIC ISLANDS. AND WE CONGRATULATE 
MR. GOULDING, ON HIS ELECTION AS VICE-PRESIDENT AND THANK 
HIM FOR HIS MOST ABLE WORK ON OUR BEHALF OVER TKE LAST YEAR 


AS COUNCIL PRESIDENT. 


SINCE WE LAST ADDRESSED THIS COUNCIL, WE NOTE THE 
APPOINTMENT OF SEVERAL INDIVIDUALS TO OFFICES IN THE 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT WHOSE SERVICES WE HOPE WILL 
CONTRIBUTE GREATLY TO AN EARLY ATTAINMENT OF THE 
TERMINATION OF THE TRUSTEESHIP. WE TRUST THAT WITH 
THEIR ASSISTANCE OVER THE NEXT SEVERAL MONTHS WE WILL 
BE ABLE TO CONCLUDE NEGOTIATIONS ON THE REMAINING 


SUBSIDIARY AGREEMENTS, WHICH, WITH THE COMPACT OF FREE 




















ASSOCIATION, WILL ESTABLISH THE BASIS FOR OUR RELATIONSHIP 


An agh 
~ 


k WITH THE UNITED STATES IN THE POST-TRUSTEESHIP PERIOD. 





“yO 





TO THIS END WE COMMEND THE APPOINTMENT OF AMBASSADOR 


| FRED M. ZEDER AS THE U.€. PRESIDENT'S PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 
TO THE MICRONESIAN STATUS NEGOTIATIONS. AMBASSADOR ZEDER 
BRINGS TO THIS POSITION AN IN-DEPTH KNOWLEDGE OF THE 

; MICRONESIAN PEOPLE PARTICULARLY IN THE AREA OF ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT. AMBASSADOR ZEDER HAS TOLD US THAT HE INTENDS 


TO DEVOTE HIS ENERGIES TO THE EARLIEST POSSIBLE TERMINATION 


tet 
wits 


OF THE TRUSTEESHIP, AND WE LOOK FORWARD TO WORKING CLOSELY 
WITH HIM. 
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IN ADDITION WE ARE PLEASED TO NOTE THE APPOINTMENT OF 





MR. PEDRO SANJUAN AS ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR TERRITORIAL 

AND INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS IN THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
MR. SANJUAN COMES TO THIS POSITION WITH LONG EXPERIENCE IN 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND PROMISES TO BE A VALUABLE ADVOCATE FOR 
THE MICRONESIAN PEOPLE IN THESE LAST DAYS OF THE TRUSTEESHIP. 
IN PARTICULAR, MR. SANJUAN'S RECOGNITION OF OUR NEED FOR 
EXPANDED TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE DURING THIS PERIOD IS MOST 


WELCOMED BY MY GOVERNMENT. 
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WE NOTE WITH PLEASURE THE APPOINTMENT OF MRS. JANET 
J. MCCOY AS THE NEW AND FIRST WOMAN HIGH COMMISSIONER OF 
THE TRUST TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC ISLANDS. AS YOU ARE 
AWARE FROM THE STATEMENTS OF MY GOVERNMENT IN PREVIOUS 
YEARS, WE HAVE HAD OCCASIONAL POLICY DIFFERENCES WITH THW 
TRUST TERRITORY GOVERNMENT AND ULTIMATELY WITH THE HIGH 
COMMISSIONER. IN MRS. MCCOY WE SEE A PERSON DEDICATED NOT 
ONLY TO A RAPID TERMINATION OF THE TRUSTEESHIP, BUT ALSO 
SOMEONE WHO VERY EARLY IN HER TERM HAS DEMONSTRATED A DEEP 
CONCERN FOR THE WELFARE OF THE MICRONESIAN PEOPLE AND A 
WILLINGNESS TO SEEK SOLUTIONS TO THE MANY PROBLEMS WE FACE 
IN THIS TRANSITION PERIOD. HER OPENNESS AND COMMITMENT TO 
SEEKING EQUITABLE RESOLUTIONS TO THESE ISSUES LEAVE US 
GREATLY ENCOURAGED. 


FINALLY, I WOULD LIKE TO EXPRESS THE THANKS OF OUR 
GOVERNMENT TO ACTING DEPUTY HIGH COMMISSIONER DAN HIGH 
WHO SO ABLY REPRESENTED THE UNITED STATES PRIOR TO MRS. 
MCCOY'S APPOINTMENT. MR. HIGH KNOWS AND UNDERSTANDS 
MICRONESIA. WE HOPE DURING THIS TRANSITION PERIOD, HE 
WILL CONTINUE TO PLAY A MAJOR ROLE IN THE TRANSITION 


FROM TRUSTEESHIP TO FREE ASSOCIATION. 

















MR. PRESIDENT, MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL, SINCE WE WERE 
LAST BEFORE YOU FURTHER PROGRESS HAS BEEN MADE IN WHAT WE 
HOPE WILL BE THE LAST NEGOTIATIONS RELATED TO THE COMPACT 


OF FREE ASSOCIATION INITIALED BY MY GOVERNMENT AND THE 


ere eee ek Mie er tate 4) 


UNITED STATES IN OCTOBER OF 1980. AS IT WAS REPORTED TO 


US WHEN PRESIDENT REAGAN TOOK OFFICE HE ORDERED THAT A 


Us AD OY 


REVIEW OF THE COMPACT BE UNDERTAKEN TO DETERMINE WHETHER 


THE AGREEMENT MERITED THE SUPPORT OF HIS ADMINISTRATION. 


sa 


FOLLOWING A LENGTHY AND EXHAUSTIVE EVALUATION WITHIN THE 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, PRESIDENT REAGAN REAFFIRMED THE 


COMPACT AND COMMITTED HIS GOVERNMENT TO WORKING TOWARD 


* he, Sa ek... . 


AN EXPEDITIOUS TERMINATION OF THE TRUSTEESHIP. 
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TO THIS END WE MET WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED 
STATES IN OCTOBER OF 1981 IN MAUI TO DISCUSS PLANS FOR 
FUTURE NEGOTIATIONS. ALTHOUGH NO FORMAL NEGOTIATIONS HAVE 
YET OCCURRED, OUR REPRESENTATIVES HAVE BEEN CONSULTING WITH 
THE UNITED STATES ON A NUMBER OF OUTSTANDING ISSUES AND 
WE HOPE TO RESUME FORMAL DISCUSSION ON THE SUBSIDIARY 
AGREEMENTS TO THE COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION WITHIN THE 
IMMEDIATE FUTURE. WE HAVE ALSO CONSULTED WITH THE UNITED 
STATES ON A BROAD PUBLIC EDUCATION PROGRAM ON THE COMPACT 


AND ITS RELATED AGREEMENTS. THE FSM HAS PREPARED TENTATIVE 














PLANS FOR THIS EDUCATION PROGRAM AND WILL CONTINUE TO SEARCH 


3 


FOR NEW WAYS TO GET INFORMATION TO THE PEOPLE. WE ARE 
CONFIDENT THAT SOLUTIONS TO THE ISSUES REMAINING CAN BE 
FOUND AND THAT TERMINATION OF THE TRUSTEESHIP APPEARS TO 


BE IN SIGHT. 


AT THE SAME TIME WE ARE ALSO SEEKING AN UNDERSTANDING 


J 
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WITH THE UNITED STATES ON A NUMBER OF WHAT WE REFER TO AS 


TRANSITIONAL ISSUES. THESE CONSIST MAINLY OF CAPITAL 


a¢/e | 
we Oe 


CONSTRUCTION AND INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS WHICH 
ARE ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF OUR FUTURE POLITICAL AND 
ECONOMIC STABILITY. TO THIS END THE FSM STATES HAVE 
IDENTIFIED WATER AND SANITATION, ROAD, SCHOOL AND AIRPORT 


PROJECTS WHICH MUST YET BE PUT IN PLACE OR COMPLETED AS 
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ORIGINALLY PLANNED. IN ADDITION OUR NATIONAL GOVERNMENT 
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HAS ASSIGNED HIGH PRIORITY TO THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW 
CAPITOL FACILITIES AND A FUNCTIONAL CAMPUS FOR THE COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE OF MICRONESIA (CCM) IN PALIKIR IN PONAPE. THE 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT PREVIOUSLY AGREED TO MOST OF 

THESE PROJECTS WHICH WERE INCLUDED IN THE TTPI 5-YEAR CIP 
PROGRAM, BUT THE PROGRAM HAS BEEN PLAGUED BY DELAY AND 

MANY OF THE PROJECTS HAVE BEEN RE-SCOPED DOWNWARD TO A 


POINT WHERE THEY COULD NOT SERVE THE ORIGINAL PURPOSE FOR 
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WHICH THEY WERE CONCEIVED. WE RECOGNIZE THAT THE UNITED 
STATES ECONOMIC SITUATION REQUIRES THAT HARD CHOICES BE 
MADE BY BOTH OUR GOVERNMENTS, YET WE ALSO RECOGNIZE THAT 
MUCH REMAINS TO BE ACCOMPLISHED IN THE FSM TO INSURE OUR 
FUTURE DEVELOPMENT. WE HOPE, THEREFORE, THAT EQUITABLE 
ARRANGEMENTS WHICH RECOGNIZE THE PRESENT REALITIES IN BOTH 
COUNTRIES CAN BE REACHED. 


IN ADDITION WE HAVE A CRITICAL NEED FOR A COMPREHENSIVE 
MAINTENANCE PROGRAM TO INSURE THAT THE PROJECTS CONSTRUCTED 
UNDER THE CIP PLANS DO NOT DETERIORATE. IN PARTICULAR WE 


NEED CONSIDERABLE TECHNICAL AND TRAINING ASSISTANCE FOR 
LOCAL PERSONNEL. 


WE REPORTED TO YOU LAST YEAR THAT WE HAD PROBLEMS WITH 
COMMUNICATIONS; AND WE NOTE WITH REGRET THAT THERE HAS 
BEEN ONLY MINIMAL PROGRESS SINCE THEN. WE HAVE SIGNED AN 
AGREEMENT FOR SATELLITE COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS BUT WE DO NOT 
BELIEVE THAT THE CURRENT CONDITIONS OF OUR LAND-BASED 
FACILITIES ARE ADEQUATE TO UTILIZE FULLY THE SATELLITE 


SYSTEM. WE ARE CURRENTLY LOOKING FOR FURTHER SOLUTIONS TO 
OPTIMIZE USE OF THIS SYSTEM. 


IN ADDITION WE HAVE AN IMMEDIATE NEED FOR IMPLEMENTATION 
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OF OUR OWN FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEM FOR EACH OF OUR 
STATE GOVERNMENTS AND FOR THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. WE HAVE 
DESIGNED A COMPUTERIZED SYSTEM WHICH, IF IMPLEMENTED, WILL 
ENABLE US TO KEEP CLOSE CONTROL OVER OUR LIMITED RESOURCES. 
WITHOUT IT WE ARE FEARFUL THAT RESOURCES WILL BE WASTED | 
AND OPPORTUNITIES LOST. 


WE CAN REPORT, HOWEVER, THAT PROGRESS HAS BEEN MADE 
IN THE TRANSITION FROM TRUSTEESHIP TO FREELY ASSOCIATED 
STATE. THE UNITED STATES HAS NOW TRANSFERRED MOST INTERNAL 
GOVERNMENTAL FUNCTIONS FROM THE TRUST TERRITORY CF THE 
PACIFIC ISLANDS HEADQUARTERS IN SAIPAN TO OUR GOVERNMENT. 
THIS HAS GIVEN US AN OPPORTUNITY TO EXERCISE SELF-GOVERNMENT 


WHICH WE HAVE SOUGHT FOR MANY YEARS. 


TO THIS END WE ARE VERY PLEASED TO REPORT THE ESTABLISH- 
MENT OF OUR FINAL BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT, THE SUPREME COURT 
OF THE FEDERATED STATES OF MICRONESIA. WE HAVE APPOINTED 
A CHIEF AND ASSOCIATE JUSTICE TO THIS COURT WHICH WAS 
CERTIFIED BY THE’ UNITED STATES AND BEGAN FUNCTIONING IN 
JULY OF LAST YEAR. THIS COURT IS NOW CERTIFIED TO HANDLE 
ALL LEGAL ISSUES THAT ARISE IN THE FEDERATED STATES. WE 


ARE NOW ABLE TO HANDLE ALL ASPECTS OF SELF GOVERNMENT. 














oe ee ee Cs eae 


vie 


§ . * 
Fam ¢ 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 








OUR FINANCE DEPARTMENT IS NOW HANDLING ALL OF ITS PAY- 
ROLL ACCOUNTING. OUR NATIONAL AND STATE FIVE-YEAR 
DEVELOPMENT PLANS ARE NEARING COMPLETION. WE HAVE ALSO 
COMPLETED AN ENERGY PLAN WHICH SHOULD BE OF CONSIDERABLE 
HELP IN OUR FUTURE EFFORTS TO LESSEN THE FSM'S DEPENDENCE 
ON OIL. FINALLY, WE ARE VERY PLEASED TO REPORT THAT WE 
HAVE COMPLETED A BULLETIN OF STATISTICS. THIS BULLETIN 
IS THE FIRST COMPREHENSIVE STATISTICAL REVIEW PREPARED 
INTERNALLY IN MICRONESIA AND WILL BE AN IMPORTANT ASSET 


IN OUR PLANNING AND FUTURE DEVELOPMENT. 


OUR DEVELOPMENT BANK WAS RECENTLY BONDED AND CERTIFIED, 
AND IS PROCESSING LOAN APPLICATIONS. THE OPERATIONAL FUNDS 
OF THE BANK COME FROM LOCAL REVENUES, WHILE THE INITIAL 


MONEY CAME FROM U.S. EDLF.GRANTS. 


THE TRUST TERRITORY GOVERNMENT MADE ITS FIRST TRANSFER 
OF ARCHIVE MATERIALS TO OUR GOVERNMENT AND WE ARE IN THE 
PROCESS OF SETTING UP A NATIONAL ARCHIVES AT THE CCM 
LIBRARY. THIS WILL BECOME AN IMPORTANT DEPOSITORY FOR 


DOCUMENTS FROM THIS ORGANIZATION AND OTHER SOURCES WHICH 


ARE USEFUL TO OUR CITIZENS. 
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THE TRUK HOSPITAL'S RENOVATION IS PROCEEDING ON 
SCHEDULE. WORK ON SEWER AND WATER SYSTEMS IS BEING 
CARRIED-OUT AND WILL BE FOLLOWED BY PAVING OF THE PRIMARY 
ROADS ON MOEN. PONAPE'S SEWER AND WATER SYSTEMS ARE UNDER 
CONSTRUCTION, AND THE PAVING OF KOLONIA'S ROADS. HAS 
TRANSFORMED THOSE ONCE DUSTY, MUDDY TRAILS INTO MODERN 
ROADS. MEANWHILE, WORK ON THE CIRCUMFERENTIAL ROAD OF 
PONAPE LABORS ON WITH SLOW BUT SURE PROGRESS. THE UNITED 
STATES ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS IS CURRENTLY DOING A 


FEASIBILITY STUDY ON A HYDRO-ELECTRIC SITE ON PONAPE. 


THE PRESIDENT DEDICATED A $21 MILLION AIRPORT AND 
$3 MILLION DOCK ON MOEN, TRUK, CONSTRUCTED WITH UNITED 
STATES FAA AND CIP FUNDS. PHASE ONE OF A $2 MILLION 


FISHERIES COMPLEX ON DUBLON HAS JUST BEEN COMPLETED. 


CONSTRUCTION OF TEE KOSRAE AIS8PORT AND DOCK ARE 
PROCEEDING AND SHOULD BE COMPLETED BY THE EARLY PART OF 


NEXT YEAR. A NEW ADMINISTRATION OFFICE BUILDING WAS 


ERECTED IN 1981; AN ANNEX TO THE HOSPITAL WAS BEING 


‘CONSTRUCTED BUT THE PROJECT RAN SHORT OF FUNDS. 
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IN YAP, EFFORTS ARE BEING CONCENTRATED ON COMPLETING 
WATER AND SEWER SYSTEMS FOR COLONIA. WORK HAS BEGUN TO 
RAISE THE WATER RESERVOIR. WELLS ARE BEING DUG IN THE 


SOUTHERN PART OF YAP TO SUPPLEMENT EXISTING SYSTEMS. 


BUT OUR NEEDS EXTEND BEYOND THE AID WHICH THE UNITED 
STATES CAN BE EXPECTED TO PROVIDE. WE NOW TURN TO THE 
UNITED NATIONS AND OTHER INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 
SEEKING EXPANDED TECHNICAL AND OTHER ASSISTANCE TO HELP 
US IN ASSUMING OUR NEW POSTURE OF SELF-RELIANCE AND 
A USEFUL ROLE AS A NEW.MEMBER OF THE INTERNATIONAL - 
COMMUNITY. 


THE UNITED NATIONS, OF COURSE, HAS ALREADY BEEN VERY 
HELPFUL IN PROVIDING TECHNICAL TRAINING IN MANY AREAS OF 
GOVERNMENTAL SERVICES AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. OUR 
SENIOR OFFICIALS AND STAFF MEMBERS HAVE GREATLY INCREASED 
THEIR EXPOSURE TO THE WORLD COMMUNITY THROUGH THE 
GUIDANCE AND ASSISTANCE OF THE VARIOUS UNITED NATIONS' 
AGENCIES, S'ICH AS UNDP, WHO, ILO, ITU, UNDAT AND ESCAP, 
TO NAME A FEW. 


WITH TECHNICAL ADVICE FROM UNCTAD AND FUNDING FROM 
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THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS, TRUK HAS EMBARKED ON A WATER 
WELL DRILLING PROGRAM, AND THE FIRST OF A SERIES OF SUCH 
WELLS IS PRODUCING GOOD WATER. 


WE SHOULD ALSO LIKE TO COMMEND JAPAN FOR ITS HELP. 
WE HAVE RECENTLY CONCLUDED A SECOND FOREIGN AID PACKAGE 
PURSUANT TO WHICH THE GOVERNMENT OF JAPAN WILL PROVIDE 
REFRIGERATION EQUIPMENT AND COLD STORAGE FACILITIES FOR 
FISHERIES DEVELOPMENT AND NUTRITIONAL SUPPORT. IN FISCAL YEAR 1982 
JAPAN PROVIDED MUCH NEEDED ROAD CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT TO 
THE FSM STATES. WE HOPE TO ENCOURAGE OTHER COUNTRIES TO 


JOIN IN THIS TYPE OF ASSISTANCE. 


IN ADDITION WE HAVE JUST CONCLUDED NEGOTIATIONS WITH 
FISHING ASSOCIATIONS IN JAPAN LICENSING JAPANESE FISHING 
IN OUR WATERS. WE ALSO CONCLUDED FISHING AGREEMENTS WITH 
A NUMBER OF TAIWAN FISHERMEN ASSOCIATIONS, THE UNITED STATES 
TUNABOAT ASSOCIATION AND STARKIST. WE HAVE ALSO INCREASED 
OUR SURVEILLANCE OF OUR 200-MILE ECONOMIC ZONE, AND HAVE 
DISCOVERED THAT THERE IS FISHING BY UNLICENSED BOATS. 
THIS IS ONE AREA WHERE WE SORELY NEEDED THE COOPERATION OF 
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY, RESPECTING OUR JURISDICTION 
SO THAT WE CAN PRESERVE AND UTILIZE THE MARINE RESOURCES 


WE HAVE TO THE BENEFIT OF ODR PEOPLE. 
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AS A PRELUDE FOR FREE ASSOCIATION THE FSM HAS SOUGHT 
PARTICIPATION IN GOVERNMENTAL, REGIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS WHICH ARE CONSIDERED TO BE OF ECONOMIC, 
POLITICAL AND SOCIAL IMPORTANCE TO IT. IT IS A MEMBER OF 
THE SOUTH PACIFIC CONFERENCE (SPC) AND SOUTH PACIFIC BUREAU 
OF ECONOMIC COOPERATION (SPEC); AN OBSERVER MEMBER OF THE 
SOUTH PACIFIC FORUM AND SOUTH PACIFIC FORUM FISHERIES 
AGENCY, AND AN ASSOCIATE MEMBER OF THE ASIA-PACIFIC 
PARLIAMENTARIAN UNION (APPU), ASIA-PACIFIC BROADCAST UNION 
(ABU) AND ASIA-PACIFIC COCONUT COMMUNITY (APCC). IT IS 
SEEKING ASSOCIATE MEMBERSHIP IN THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL 
COMMISSION OF ASIA AND THE PACIFIC (ESCAP) AND IS SEEKING 
ASSOCIATION WITH THE ASIA DEVELOPMENT BANK THROUGH ITS 
FEDERATED STATES DEVELOPMENT BANK (FSDB) WHICH WAS 


ESTABLISHED IN THE PAST YEAR. 


OUR PRESIDENT TOSIWO NAKAYAMA AND CONGRESS SPEAKER 
BETHWEL HENRY ATTENDED THE AUGUST 10 - 12 SOUTH PACIFIC 


FORUM MEETING IN VANUATU. THE FSM HOSTED A UNIVERSITY OF THE 
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SOUTH PACIFIC-SPONSORED REGIONAL SEMINAR ON CONSTITUTIONAL 


DEVELOPMENT IN NOVEMBER IN PONAPE. 


WE ARE TURNING TO THE REGION BECAUSE IT CAN PROVIDE US 
WITH THE KIND OF TRAINING AND ASSISTANCE THAT IS RELATED 
TO OUR NEEDS, AND WILL PROVIDE THE BULK OF OUR TRADE 


RELATIONS AS OUR ECONOMY DEVELOPS. 


THE UNITED STATES HAS RECOGNIZED OUR CAPABILITY TO 
CONDUCT OUR OWN FOREIGN AFFAIRS. AS DESCRIBED ABOVE WE 
HAVE ALREADY EXERCISED THIS AUTHORITY IN A NUMBER OF 
VARIED WAYS. IN RECENT WEEKS, HOWEVER, WE HAVE FOUND IT 
NECESSARY TO ENTER INTO DISCUSSIONS WITH THE UNITED STATES 
CONCERNING THIS ABILITY TO PARTICIPATE IN NEGOTIATIONS AND 
SIGN REGIONAL AN INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS DURING THIS 
TRANSITION PERIOD. WE ARE CONFIDENT THAT A MUTUALLY 
SATISFACTORY RESOLUTION TO THESE QUESTIONS WILL BE FOUND 


IN THE NEAR FUTURE. 





FINALLY THE FEDERATED STATES OF MICRONESIA RESPECTFULLY 
REQUESTS THE ASSISTANCE OF THIS COUNCIL IN OBTAINING SUPPORT 


WITHIN THE UNITED NATIONS LAW OF THE SEA CONFERENCE TO 





RECOGNIZE OUR SIGNATORY STATUS BEFORE THE TERMINATION OF THE 
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TRUSTEESHIP. THE RIGHT TO SIGN THE LOS TREATY IS ESSENTIAL 
TO THE VERY EXISTENCE OF THE FEDERATED STATES OF MICRONESIA 
BECAUSE OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE OCEAN TO OUR ISLAND NATION 
AND BECAUSE OUR ONLY KNOWN RESOURCE OF SIGNIFICANT 
COMMERCIAL VALUE IS FISH. UNLESS WE ARE ACCORDED THE 
OPPORTUNITY TO SIGN THE TREATY WITHOUT DELAY, OUR ABILITY 
TO MANAGE AND PROTECT OUR MAJOR RESOURCE WILL BE SEVERELY 


HANDICAPPED. 


CONCLUSION 





MR. PRESIDENT, I HAVE COVERED A WIDE RANGE OF TOPICS 
IN THIS REPORT AND I WISH TO THANK YOU AND THE MEMBERS OF 
THE COUNCIL FOR YOUR PATIENCE AND ATTENTIVENESS. WE VIEW 
THE COMING YEAR WITH EXCITEMENT. AT LONG LAST WE SEE 
POSITIVE SIGNS THAT OUR LONG NEGOTIATIONS MAY BE NEARING 
A CONCLUSION. WE HOPE THAT BY NEXT YEAR WE WILL BE 


REPORTING TO YOU THAT THESE NEGOTIATIONS ARE COMPLETED AND 


THAT OUR PEOPLE HAVE SPOKEN ON THE RESULTS. 
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Mr. President, I should like to begin by expressing 
the appreciation of my government for your judicious and 
skillful leadership of the affairs of this Council in this 
deeply troubled time, as we seek a solution to the tragic 
conflict underway in the South Atlantic. 

We desire to express in this public arena our gratitude 
to the Secretary General for his tireless and determined 
efforts to find a peaceful resolution to the conflict between 
the United Kingdom and Argentina. The Secretary General 
knows, as we should like the world as well to know, that he 
enjoyed the active support and cooperation of the United 
States in his search for a peaceful resolution of the conflict. 

This conflict poses a particularly acute problem for 
persons and nations who love peace and also for this 
international body whose very raison d'etre is to promote 
and ensure the peaceful settlement of disputes. 

The United States stands behind the principle that 
the use of force to settle disputes should not be allowed 
anywhere, and especially in this hemisphere where a significant 
number of territorial disputes remain to be solved 


diplomatically. For the United States, the Falkland crisis 


has been and still is a particularly agonizing, tragic event. 
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As the whole world knows, we have a longstanding alliance 
and, beyond that, the closest relations of friendship with 
Great Britain, the country from which our political 
institutions, law and language derive. But we have not 
forgotten for a moment our close geographical, economic and 
political relations with our Latin neighbors. We do not only 
care about this hemisphere, we are part of this hemisphere, 
and we share many of the aspirations, goals and dreams of all 
nations of the Americas. Our own culture and society are 
deeply influenced by a growing Hispanic population. We can 
never turn our backs on, or be insensitive to, hemispheric 
goals and aspirations that we ourselves have promoted and 
defended. 

That is why the United States tried so hard to avoid 
the conflict on the Falklands, why we are hoping so intensely 
to reduce and isolate it, and why we are eager and ready 
to back any realistic diplomatic initiative which will put 
a just end to it. And we especially mean to stay in close 
touch with our Latin neighbors while efforts are made to solve 
this tragic conflict, in order to restore peace with honor 
so that once again we can concentrate our efforts on the 
resolution of our problems. The quicker we put this tragic 


conflict behind us, the quicker we can begin building our 


future. And there, as always, Latin America will find how 
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deeply the U.S. is committed to the cause of peace and 


prosperity in our hemisphere. 

Mr. President, as the fighting intensifies and 
the cost in lives mounts in the South Atlantic, I think we 
all share a sense of anguish that it has not yet been 
possible to prevent this tragic conflict. 

We have all come to appreciate how deep the roots 
of the conflict are. Britain, in peaceful possession of the 
Falkland Islands for 150 years, has been passionately devoted 
to the proposition that the rights of the inhabitants should 
be respected in any future disposition of the Islands. No 
one can say that this attitude, coming from a country that 
has granted independence to more than 40 countries in a genera- 
tion and a half, is a simple reflex to retain possession. 

Yet we know too how deep is the Argentine commitment 
to recover islands they believe were taken from them by 
illegal force. This is not some sudden passion, but a long- 
sustained national concern that also stretches back 150 
years, heightened by the sense of frustration at what Argentina 
feels were nearly 20 years of fruitless negotiation. 

From the start it has been widely recognized that the 
conflict engages basic principles without which a peaceful 
international order cannot stand. Unless the principle is 


respected that force must not be used to settle disputes, the 








entire international community will be exposed to chaos 


and suffering. And unless the right of self-defense is 





granted, only those countries that use force first will 


gn 


have the protection of law. 


The Security Council was profoundly right to reassert 


_— 





those principles in Resolution 502, which forms the indispensable 
framework in which a peaceful solution has been sought and will 
ultimately be found. It is of fundamental importance that 


both Argentina and Britain have accepted Resolution 502 in 
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its entirety. 


PR dhe 


For the United States, the conflict has a special 





var 


poignancy. We do not take -- have never taken -- any position 
On the underlying claims. Britain is a country to which 


we are bound by unique ties of friendship, values, and 
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alliance. And Argentina is also an old friend, a country of 
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immigrants and settlers like our own, a country with which we 
share the enormous human and national potential of the New 
World experience. 

That a conflict of such dimensions should take place, 
and that it should occur here, in the Western Hemisphere -- 
whose countries havelong shared a particular commitment to 
each other, to their mutual welfare and to peace -- causes us 
the deepest concern. This conflict, however urgent, cannot 
be permitted to obscure the common engagement of all American 


states to the rule of law and to the well-being of this 


hemisphere. 
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So it was natural that the United States should 
make a particular effort to help Argentina and Britain find 
a solution. 

That effort began before Apri .*d, when we offered 
to the two sides our good offices to nelp find a solution 
to the South Georgia incident. 

After April 2nd, both President Galtieri and Prime 
Minister Thatcher asked the United States to see whether it 
could be of assistance. At President Reagan's direction, 
Secretary of State Haig undertook two rounds of intense 
discussions in both capitals. Finally, on April 27th, as 
prospects for more intense hostilities arose, we put forward 
a proposal. It represented our best estimate of what the 
two parties could reasonably be expected to accept. It was 
founded squarely on Resolution 502 by providing for a cessation 
of hostilities, withdrawal of forces, and a political 
settlement of the dispute. 

The British government indicated that it would seriously 
consider our proposal, although it presented certain real 
difficulties for it. However, the proposal was not acceptable 
to Argentina. 

Immediately afterward, President Belaunde of Peru, 
after consultation with Secretary Haig, took the initiative 


to put forward a much simplified peace plan, also drawing on 


the fundamental elements of Resolution 502. 
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On May 5th a draft text was forwarded by Peru to 
Buenos Aires; we forwarded the same text to London. 

Britain made clear that it could seriously consider 
the proposal. Argentina chose not to consider it, asking 
instead that the Secretary General use his good offices as, 
of course, it was its full privilege to do. 

Mr. President, the tragic conflict before us also 
has special poignancy for the United Nations. It is precisely 
the kind of problem this organization was created to resolve. 
The Charter commits us "... to bring about by peaceful means, 
and in conformity with the principles of justice and international 
law, adjustment or settlement of international disputes or 
situations which might lead to a breach of the peace." "To 
develop friendly relations among nations based on respect 
for the principle of equal rights and self-determination of 
peoples, and to take other appropriate measures to strengthen 
universal peace; 
"To achieve international cooperation in solving international 
problems... 
"To be a centre for harmonizing the actions of nations in 


the attainment of these common ends." 


The United Nations record in dealing with this conflict 
is commendable. The Security Council responded rapidly to the 


Argentine seizure of the Islands. The fact that both parties 
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accepted Resolution 502 proves that it was a constructive 
response. 

The Secretary General's determined and imaginative 
efforts were, of course, fervently welcomed by all of us. 
Again the elements of settlement seemed to be present or nearly 
present. Again peace eluded us. I believe the institutions 
of the United Nations have functioned in this crisis in the 
manner foreseen by its founders and its Charter. We can be 
proud of it; proud, especially, of the Secretary General. 

We have already heard his account of his search for a 
formula that could resolve the conflict. I think all of us 
have been deeply impressed by the skill and sensitivity, by 
the judgment and fairness that the Secretary General brought 
to this task. That his effort has not so far succeeded does 
not mean that it has not realized important gains, notably 
in the establishment of a mutually acceptable concept of 
negotiations. The United States will wholeheartedly support 
any initiative that can help Argentina and Britain make 
peace with honor. 

Despite all our efforts, the problem is not solved. 
Young men die in icy waters, on freezing beaches. 

The dispute that appeared to many to be simple has 
nonetheless proved extraordinarily difficult to resolve. But 
we must not abandon the effort. Resolution 502, with its 


concept of linked and simultaneous cessation of hostilities, 
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withdrawal of forces, and negotiations, must remain the 


framework of the search for peace. The problem is too 
important -- for the rule of law, for the future of the 
Americas, for many of us friends of Britain and Argentina -- 
not to make an all-out effort to settle this tragic conflict, 


so costly in every way. 
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Mr. President, 


I should like once again to express the adwirziion 
and appreciation of my government for the skill and 
judgment with which you have conducted and are continuing 
to conduct the affairs of this Council while we are dealing 
with this terribly difficult problen. 


gn 





Mr. President, the United States has already 

2 explained here that this conflict is particularly 

3 poignant and painful for us. We have already expressed 

| our intense desire to reduce, to isolate, and to end this 

tragic conflict. I believe we have given evidence of the 
seriousness of our desire. My government in the person of 

the Secretary of State made sustained efforts to avoid the 
conflict and subsequently offered full support to the efforts 

of Peru's President Belaunde and, of course, to the efforts 

of our distinguished Secretary General, Javier Perez de Cuellar. 


. “x 


The United States ardently desires an end to this 
tragic war. We welcome this resolution and pledge our 
continued support for the Secretary General's efforts to 
find a just and enduring peace. I should like to take 
this opportunity to assure the distinguished representative 
4 of Panama and any other interested parties that my country 
has deep respect for all of our neighbors in the hemisphere, 
that we desire greatly to live in peace with them, that we 
are ourselves part of this hemisphere, that we desire to put 
an end to this conflict so that we can get on with the business 
. of living in peace in the hemisphere. 
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As I said earlier this week, the quicker we put this 
tragic conflict behind us the quicker we can begin building 
our future -- and there, as always, the nations of Latin 
America will find how deeply the United States is committed 
to the cause of peace and prosperity for our hemisphere. 
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Mr. Chairman; 


Let me becin by expressing cur delight, Mr. Chairman, that your 
recent medical treatment has gone well and that ycu are chairing this 
meeting with ycur usual visor anc wit. I also would like tc welcome 
back Jir Grant, whe has for far too long been absent from our regular 
cet-tocethers, anc to creet Jim Ingram, who is jcinino us for the 
first time. I think their presence here today underscores the 
continuinc huranitarian importance of the Fhrer relief procrar. 


As your are aware, Mr. Chairman, I have just returnec from an 
extensive visit tc Thailand where I spent several days observing the 
border relief cperaticns. [Due to the very kind assistance of the 
Royal Thai Covernrent, I was able tc visit several of the isolated 
borcer encampments. Here are some of my impressicns. 


-- First and forerost, I was encouracgec ry how well the 
recrcanization of the Joint Mission has been handled. For all 
practical purpcses, the organizational transition from UNICEF to UNERO 
has been completed. UNBRO is now functioning smoothly and 
effectively. This is a tribute to those officials dedicated to makins 
this new ane untested system work and tc the cooperation of the Poyal 
Thai Government in this humanitarian respcnse. I trust that all of us 
will now lend cur full support to insure that UNMBFC succeecs and that 
there will be no neec fer adcitional recrcanizatiors. 


-- Second, I was pleasec to note that the UNBRC leacershir is 
both cvercoming the bureaucratic cbhstacles to an effective response 
and moving to put the relief program on a more normal footing which 
reflects the transition out of the emerscency phase. I think that this 
chance is appropriate in light of the increasingly stable relief 
reouirerents cn the berder. These rore standardized procedures shculd 
also allow fer further cost reductions, and I commence Winston Prattley 
for this important initiative. 


-- Finally, I was impressed by the increasingly important role 
played by the voluntary acencies in the relief operation. Mr. \ 
Prattley described tiie voluntary agencies es the implementing arr of 
UNBFC ance we share his belief that their contribution is essential tc 
ti.e success cf the procrar. In recognition of this, the Unitec f£tates 
has channellee $5.0 millicn from our pledce throuch the Kampuchean 
Fmercency Trust Func to UNBFC/Banckok for the suppert cf the Volac 
relief activities. The US contribution will not, hcwever, cover all 
necessary Vclac activities. We encourace other dcnors to earmark part 
of their contributions for the Kampuchean Emergency Trust Fund so that 


they can be used for this purpose. 


Mr. Chairman, Curinc recent Dorors' Meetings, some of cur fellow 
Conors raised cuesticus concerning the “plushness" and permanency of 
tie borcer prcscram. These are cuestions which arise at sore point in 
nearly every international relief program and I made a special effort 
tc lock intc them while in Thailand. 
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Pasec on ry observations, as well as those of our Embassy 
personnel in Bangkck, I Go not believe that the humanitarian relief 
asssitance rrcevided on the borcer is excessive. Host of the relief 
provided -- nearly 70% of the tctal prcgram -- is emergency food. The 
daily raticn per person is apprcximrately 210C calcries, an amount 
which I understand is the minimum required to preserve health. 
Fmercency mecical care, supplemental feecine for children ane 
lactating mothers and social welfare programs are also being provided, 
but cn a lirmitec basis. This is a minimal program: the levels of 
relief on the border are comparable to other refucee relief prcgrams 
throughcvt the world. [Lecause cf this relief, the border Khmer are 
surviving, tut only marginally, and their general health remains 
fracile. A recent UNICEF nutritional survey conducted in Nong Chan, 
considered to be one of the better camps on the border, revealed that 
approxirately nine percent of the Fhmer children uncer five living 
there were sufferinc from malnourishment. This is a Cepressinaly hich 
figure, ana cne which I think puts to rest the concern that we are 
providing rore than just minimal humanitarian assistance. 


Having visited many of the border encampments, I Co not believe 
that the life of the border Khmer is plush anc easy. Cn the contrary, 
I fcunc the korcer to te a hard, boring anc cancerous rlace to live. 
In my view, the contention that the border procram serves as a macnet 
for Fhmer frem the intericr is not valic. Ctatistics which reflect 
the very small number cof Khmer currently arriving at the korcer from 
the intericr support this pesiticn. 


The questicn cf the continuing presence cf larce numbers cf Fhrer 
on the berder and in the hclding centers is cone which ccncerns all of 
us. We wish it were ,;ossible for all cof them tc return to their 
lomeland. Tc this enc, we support the UNHCE.'s efforts to arrance a 
formal repatriation :rcgram for those now in the hclding centers. iije- 
also support the UNHCR's Feturnee Program inside Fampuchea which 
provides resettlement kits to refugees who have mace their own way 
home. Unfortunately, we cdo not think that these procrams will be able 
tc completely resolve either prcblem, since rest of the Yhrer new in 
the holding centers and on the border are there primarily due to their 
Ccprosition tc the invasicn and occupation cf their country by the 
Vietnarese. Accorcingly, we believe that continued support fer the 
relief j:recrams insice Thailanc is irperative. A perranent sclution 
to the bkerder problem will be possible only when a political 
settlement is reached in which Karpuchea is free of foreign trcops and 
Khmer self-determination is restored. Until that time, we believe 
that it is ovr collective responsibility to care for these unfortunate 
victims cf political cppression and military aggression. We should 
net let our weariness with the prcecram anc cur responsibilities for 
Similar refugee cutflows elsewhere serve as an excuse for turning our 
backs on the legitimate humanitarian requirements of these Fhmer. 


Turning now tc the intericr of Kampuchea, I would like to make 
Clear that my covernment's policy cn the provision ct acditional 
humanitarian assistance rerains the same as explained at the last two 
meetings. te continue tc insist cn more effective 
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acccuntability for international contributions to the interior anc for 
the previsicn of substantial erergency relief assistance by the Scviet 
bloc. se hepe thet the agreed-tc provision cf minimal food relief to 
vulnerable crovups in the rice ceficit areas will suffice. We note in 
this recarc that, while my covernrert criginally recomrended the 
prcvision cf 15,0CC mt of fece, the amount actually planned for 
Gelivery is new cver 21,0CC mt. In acdition, reports rrcvidee at the 
borcer by travellers fror the intericr indicate that food, especially 
nor-rice focds such as fish, poultry, vecetables and fruit, is in 
adequate supply throughout the country. We will continue to ronitcr 
the situation clcselv and urge the UN acencies involved tc keep the 


Gcrers fully informed. 


Thark you lr. Chairran. 
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_ Statement by Ambassador William C. Sherman, Deputy United States 
_ Representative, to the Trusteeship Council,on the Trust Territory 
+ of the Pacific, June 1, 1982 
| Mr, President: 

This year we observe the thirty-fifth anniversary of 
the Micronesian trusteeship. Since its inception a full . 
generation of Micronesians has lived under US administration. 
My government, along with the constitutional governments 
of the peoples of Micronesia, would have preferred instead 
the observation of another kind of anniversary this year, 


one celebrating the termination of the Trusteeship Agree- 


ment and the full assumption by the respective governments 
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of a new political. status based on mutually acceptable 
terms. As I indicated in my opening statement, we are 
closer to realizing that goal than ever before, but our work 
is not. yet complete. Ambassador Zeder and the respective 
Micronesian negotiators are entering the final phase 
of ‘the extended, extremely difficult and complex negotiations 


to determine the future political status of the Micronesian 


peoplos. Negotiation of the Compact has been a lengthy 

process @uring which the pecple of the Trust Territory ° . 
and their leaders have had the opportunity to debate 

and discuss their political status options at the communi 


Level, anc in international forums such as this. As a rasult 
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of this: process we believe the people of the Trust 
Territory are fully. informed of their opticns and ready to 
exercise their right of self-determination, thereby 
fulfilling the goals set forth in the Charter and Trusteeship 
Agreement. The United States is working with the elected 
representatives of :-the people to ensure that any ‘act of 
self-detemgination,;, particularly 2 plebiscite on pvolitical 
status,. will be preceded by a fair, open and comprehensive 
political education program. We hope that when the people 
of Micronesia have'made an: informed choice in a democratic 
manner, this Council will join us in recognizing and 


celebrating that event. 


I assure you ané the members of this Council, 
Mr. President, that my government approaches the annual session 


of the Trusteeship. Council each year with the utmost seriousness 


of purpose. My government has endeavored to live up to 


* that: solemn Pledge made thirty-five ycars ‘ago to keep 


“ 


< uppermost the welfare of the peoples of the tcrritory . 


, entrusted tous. In that regard, we arc judged at this 


Council each year on our record of stewardship as . 
presented in the annual report ,and through the question 
and :answer sessions in examination of that annual report. 

| 3 submit, Mr. President, that we have prasented the 
‘Counes with as full and complete an account. of the 
situation in the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands 
as it is ‘possible to obtain. High Commissioner McCoy 

has ensured that the information contained in this year's 


annual report is presented in a cogent, readable and 
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factual manner, and that it corresponds as closely as 
possible: to the beuhie of previous reports so that they 
can be viewed as a continuum. The report this year, however, 


reflects the high degree of self-government that is already 


: enjoyed by the peoples of Micronesia. As members of the 


Council have seen in examination of the report, significant 


sections have been authored by the Micronesian governments 


and. these sections are sO marked, The report has become a 


oe 
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joint effort even though it remains the sole responsibility 


of the Administering Authority. 
In the oral testimony as well it should be clearly 


evident that the Microncsian representatives speak for 


| their-own governments ana their own peoples. I thet 


regard the information that they have provided is of great 


_ importance to the work of this Gowneil, for it refiects 


a clearly Micronesian point of view. I wish the record 


to fully reflect the great contributions made hy our 
Micronesian colleagues who have served on the delegation 
at this session. 

There is a tendency to take for qranted ‘Lhe’ peaceful 
evolution that has taken place in the Trust Territory 
in recent years. Perhaps because it ane. Been so peaccful 


. and successful, there has not been sufficient recognition 


of. what has taken place. The establishment of constitutional 
governments, the holding of free electiong to fill the 
ranks of leadership positions in the new governments, the 


rapid devolution of responsibilities and authority from 


the Trust Territory Administration to the new governments are 
all major events that have taken place in a very short 

._. period of time, and for the most part, with a minimum of 

: problems. There are: bound to be stresses and strains in 

' any ‘relationship that undergoes such rapid change, but 


i 


| 


the :generally smooth: manner in which all of this has been 


Foreign 


accamplished underlines the basically sound and cooperative 
relationship that does exist between the Trust Territory 
Administration and the respective local governments, 

We note in particular, Mr. President, that the majority 
of Council members have acknowledged this fact and have 
recognized the very positive situation in the Trust Territory. 

My government recognizes that additional efforts need 
: to be :devoted to improve the economic situation in the 


‘Trust ‘Territory. This has been a high priority concern 
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for many years, and we intend to work closely with the . 


. YeCtassitied for Publication in American 


constitutional governments to continue programs already 
" underway to put in place the basic infrastructure that 
‘will make self-sustaining economic growth possible. 

AS. igh Commissioner McCoy has reported, we are faced with 
stringent budgetary constraints and will need to work | 
carefully to insure. that the funds available are spent 
wisely: and efficiently. 

The rapid and sweeping changes that have taken place 
in Micronesia in recent years have alse resulted in some 


social problems that. have been aired at this session. 


1 assure you that my government recognizes the need to 


respond in positive ways to these problems, and has 
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already done so in a number of ways. For example, we 


have encouraged the development of more relevant educational 
materials, supportei-the desicn of health care and cther 
systems to make them more responsive to local needs, 
and contributed to the preservation of Micronesia's 
cultural heritage. We are giving all of the problems in 
this area our full and sympathetic consideration. 

Mr.. President, to date we have dwelled on the respon- 
sibilities of the i ministering Authority regarding 
the: welfare of the peoples of the Trust Territory. Let 
us consider for a moment the responsibilities of this 


Council to the governments and peoples of Micronesia. 





A full examination of conditions in the Trust Territory 
is an.essential role of this Council. To supplement the 


annual meetings of the Council and the information provided 


through the annual report, oral testimony and discussions 

held in New York, the Council has dispatched on a regular 
basis visiting missions to the Trust Territory to examine 
conditions on the spot. My government has welcomed all v 
such missions in the past, including special missions - : . 
to observe referenda of special significance to the political 
development of the Trust Territory, and I have in my 


opening statement indicate my government's readiness 


to host the next regular visiting mission at an early 


‘ 


date. : 
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‘Mr. President, we would seriously question the 
failure of any delegation to participate in atl aspects 
of the work of the Council at this critical time in the 
Trusteeship. "How can any delegation claim to have the 
best interests of the peoples of Micronesia at heart if 
they reject the invitations of the respective Micronesian 
governments for Council members to see for themselves, 
in person, the situation that exists in the Trust Territory? 
Row can any delegation claim to be meeting its responsibilities 
as a member of this Council if it fails to participate 
in a visiting mission to the Trust Territory? We do not 
wish to prejudge the answer, Mr. President, but wish to 
note at this time that the absence of any active member 
of the Council on a regular visiting mission draws into 
question the competency of that delegation to make judgments 
in the Council proceedings on the situation that exists 


in the Trust Territory. 


Permit me to further note, Mr. President, that my delegation 
deplores the totally unnecessary belligercncy, obstructionist 
fee ploys and generally offensive behavior that have marred. 
our deliberations in past days. Such actions demean this , . 
Council and the spirit of frank but cordial interchange 
that nas been the hallmark of our meetings in past years. 
Any delcgation that wishes to make self-serving debating 
points that tend to disrupt and detract from the crderly 


work cf theCouncil is free to do so, of course, but I must 


admit that my patience zz has worn thin over this unnecessary 
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tactic. The Council's work suffers as a result of such 
actions; lengthy filibustering greatly inconveniences those 
participants who have-come to the session from Micronesia 
and generally impedes a meaningful examination process. 

A word tco, Mr. President, about the demands for 
change in the ids-standing, effective procedures and practices 
relating to the consideration of petitions and communications 
sent to this Council. Por our part, my government has nothing 
to hide nor do ws wish to obstruct in any way the full 
examination of conditions in the Trust Territory. However, 
if we are to meet our responsibilities, we must heve/aquend 
cet of procedures with wh.ch to deal with these questions. 

The cumbersome procedures proposed would not facilitate 
the meaningful consideration of information contained in 
these documents. Accordingly, there is no interest among 
the majority of Council members for a changin procedure 
in this regard; nor should we g@izzax be dictated to by the 
demands of a minority whose only purpose is a self-serving 


one, aimed at blatantly politicizing, in an irrelevant . 
fashion, the proceedings of the Council. In the face of 
these ploys, it is ridiculous that the United States should 
be charged with attempting to repress the full expression of ° 
views. and to hamper the exercise of the right to nel f-determi- 
nation by raising “bureaucratic technicalities" in its 
responses and with the additional charge that these actions 

om our part raise a “question for the conscience of the 


Administering Authority." As has been noted by other Council 
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United States regarding respect 


geabers, the record of the 
I might add, that 


for human rights is laudable - one, 


our accusers would do well to emulate. With a well-known 


record: of flagrant violations of human rights that hardly 


needs mentioning, that party would do well to search its own 


conscience. . 


To return to the substance of our deliberations, 
the United States helieves that one of our main goals, 


the establishment of democratic institutions and prin- 


4 


ciples. as a means of resolving political issues, has been ; ° 
largely achieved. As is characteristic and desirable in 
a democratic system, we would not cxpect complete unanimity 
ofopinion on every aspect of Trust Territory affairs or 
its political future. Nonetheless, the decisions vitally 
affecting the Micronesians, Sactetiag their future ‘ 
constitutional and government arrangements, have been | 
and.will. be freely made by the Micronesians themselves 
through democratic processes. 
As I have earlier stated, the political statuS nego- 
tiations are in their final stage, and as we meet here 
negotiations are taking place in Washington. The Compact 
of Pree asseciation :containe provisions for its own 
approval process, once final agrecment is reached. Even 
though many elements of free association are already in 
place. within the framework of the existing Trusteeship 


Agreement, following the formal approval process the 
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free association relationship would not likely come into 
full effect until termination of the trustceship. This 
approval process includes ratification by the Micronesian 
govermments and approval by the Micronesian peoples in 
® plebiscite, aswell as approval by the United States 


Congress. 


My Micronesian colleagues and High Commissioner 
McCoy have already spoken at length with regard to 
political education and the continuous efforts that have 
taken place to date, ever since representatives of the . 
first Congress of Micronesia entered into political status 
discussions with the United States Government. Let me 
reassure: the Council that the United States believes 
it has an obligation under the Trusteeship Agreement 
to insure that any act of self-determination - particularly 
a plebiscite on future political status - is preceded 
by a fair, open and comprehensive public information program 
covering the alternatives. We are prepared to fulfill 
this obligation in consultation and cooperation with 
the governments of Palau, the Marshall Islands and the 


Federated States of Micronesia. 


Mr. President, let me turn now to answer some of the unfounded 


charges made earlier in this session concerning the US 


administration of the Trust Territory. We regret taking up 
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the Council’s time:to answer these charges, but we want to 4 
Ke certain that the record is absolutely clear with respect 
to these allegations and assertions, which my government 
firmly believes to have no basis in fact. 

First, we have been charged with fragmenting the 
Trust Territory, an old charge which the representatives 
of the Micronesian Peoples themselves have answered. The 
United States, together with thix Council, has long supported 
the unity of the Trust Territory. Political separation has 
occurred as a result of the clearly expressed will of the 
people in referenda observed and judged fair by this 
Council. The peoples of Micrenesin have deciacd this question 
for themselves. 

We have been accused of plans to anncx the Trust 
Territory in part or in whole following termination of 
the Trusteeship. Concerning the status of the Northern Mariana 
Islands, which has: chosen to link itsels to the United 
States in commonwealth status following the end of the 
Trusteeship, the Northern Mariana Tslands Covenant or 1975 
was frecly negotiated by the clected representatives 
of the Northern Mariana Islands and approved by the people 
of the islands in a plebiscite observed by a visiting mission 
from the Trusteeship Council. The report of the visiting 
mission is available for all to read. If would remind the 


Council that the favorable vote on the Covenant reflocted 


the freely expressed wishes of the people of the islands. 


It is inconceivable to us that any member of this Council 
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would attempt to stand in the way of the exercise 
by ithe people of the Northern Mariana Islands to their right 


7 


to self-determination. 


The delegate of the Soviet Union has alleced that the 
United States is attempting to impose on the peoples and 


governments cf Palau, the Marshall Islands and the Pederated 


States of Micronesia the political status of free association., 


That, Mr. President, is a falsehood. You have heard ‘ 
several members cf my delegation recount during this session 
that, free association was a proposal of the Congress of 
Micronesia nore’ than a decade ago. The United States 
considered that proposal for some time before finally 
accepting it. It is a political status enthusiastically and 


consistently supported by the Micronesians themselves for 


more than a decade; it is amply recognized under international 


law:as a viable political status which may be selected in 
the full exercise of the right of self-determination; and it 
is one which my government now endorses as well. Neither 
free association nor any other political status has been or 
will be imposed spon the people of Micronesia, however. 

Just as the people of the Northern Mariana Islands voted 


freely in 1975 when they accepted the Commonwealth Covenant, 


so the peoples of Palau, the Marshall Islands and the Federated 


States of Micronesia will have the opportunity to vote freely 
on their new political Status. You need not take my word 


as to the freeness of choice in this matter, Mr. President; 


I would refer you:to the closing statements delivered here 


// 
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last Priday by Mr. Ilon of the Federated States and Mr. | 
Uherbelau of Palau. Both of them affirmed that free association 
is the choice of their people, a choice which their people 


will have the opportunity to ratify in the anticipated plebiscite. 


One delegation, Mr. President, has referred to my 5 
government's use of Kwajalein Atoll as a testing and recovery es 
site for missiles. That delegation has tried to insinuate 
that there is something sinister and illegitimate about 


g our use of the Kwajalein Missile Range. I resent such 


insinuations, Mr. President. First of all, the United States a 
is entirely within its rights under the Trusteeship Agreement | 
in utilizing portions of the Trust Territory for strategic 
purposes. We have done so for many years, and we have 

made no secret of that fact. Second, as to the necessity 

of testing delivery systems: I do not wish to reiterate 

here the international political circumstances of the last 
generation which brought about the development by my government 
and others which with it is allied of sophisticated weapons 
systems; I believe we all recognize that if te government 
whose delegation has raised this issue were to abandon its 
aggressive designs and conform sincerely with the principles 

of the UN Charter; to maintain international peace and security, 
to refrain from the use of force in international relations 

and to advocate the peaceful settlement of disputes. there 
would be little need for such weapons. So long as present 
international circumstances continue, however, the United 
States will take whatever steps are necessary to prepare 
realistically for unwanted, but undeniable contingencies, 

and to *his end, we intend to continue to use the Kwajalein 


Missile Range, in coordination with related defense facilities 
in the United States itself. Our use of the Kwajalein 
Missile Range is, of course, in accordance with leases 
and. agreements with individual landowners and with the 
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Government of the Marshall Islands -- leases and agreements 
which the United States intends to continue to respect fully. 
The' Government of the Marshall Islands recognizes that the 


existence and operation of the Kwajalein Missile Range 
on its territory is a contribution to the security not only 
of the Pacific region but of the entire world. 


Several deiegations, Mr. President, as weil as members of my 
own deiegation representing the varisus jurisdictions os the Trust 
Territory and numerous petitioners, have commented at Icngth on 
economic and social conditions in the 'rrust Territory. the Hign 


Commissioner of the Trust Territory, Mrs. McCoy, has already repiied 


to a number of the general and specific points which have been raisea. 


I go not wish to belabor the point, mr. resident, b@t I snould 


like to add some very general observations. Under the 


Trustceship Agreement, the Unitec States as administering authority 
undertsok some very broac obsigations’ and did sO in a most sincere ané 
soicmn fashicn. We have educated two ganecrations of Micronesian: and 
offerea them che opportunity to estabiisn their own instituticns of - 
government, which they have now done with susstantial success. our 
record in these tietds of endeavor is extremcly goed, as several of 
the: Micronesian representatives on my delegation have ¢emphasizec in 
their remarks. Our record in cconomic deve:opment and in the improve- 
ment of social condztions no doubt leaves more to be desirec, as we’ 
have never hesitated to acknowledge. Among the many problems confrontin 
us has been the staggering yeographic dispersion cf the Micronesia and 


its peoples; it has.proven exceedingly’ ditficult -- and we believe anyon 


else wno might have triec to administer che Trust Territory would have 


4 
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found. it so as weil -- even to establisn reiiasle and etficient means 
of :transportation and ccmmunication among the larger and most neavily 
populated islands, much less to incluae tne smaller and Lees ropulous 


Outer islands in these sume networks, or to buiid and maintain in 


a ciimate where construction of any sort has a relatively short 


useful life -- the sort cf physical intrastructure --‘ roads, docks, 


aicfields, schools, hospitals, government suildings, transmitters, 


and so forth -- which virtually every population wants, and indecd 
expects, in the Last quarter of the twentieth century. Obviously, 
the growth of industry, agriculture and fisheries would be enhanced 
by the greater development of such facilities. But, Mr. Presiaent, 
I would note that inaustry scarcely existed in Micronesia at any time 
prior to the institution of the Trusteeship, and such productivity as 
there was -- during the period of Japanese administration -- resulted 
largely from foreign activity which included the importation of iabor. 
In other words, there: was at that period an economic system over which 
the Micronesian population had no say, and from which tne Micronesians 
derived little benefit. . ca 

Although after 35 years of U.S. administration Micronesa has not 
attained the level cf economic development which either the United 
States or Micronesia's own inhabitants would frankly nave desired, 
economic conditions have greatly improved over this”’period. In this | 
regard, U.S. appropriations and programs for the Trust ‘Territory have 
rapidly increased over the iast two decades, and we fully intend to 
continue to assist Micronesia in the post-termination period in order 


to promote further its cconomic development and its efforts to attain. 


self-sufficiency. Since political development has been tostered with 
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great success, anc the Micronesians have achieved a significant Level 
of self-government, they have by now assumed a considcratble role in 
|) Charting their eccnomic development. The United Statcs has authorized 
and encourageé this trend in the period pefore the ‘trustecship ends, to 


the extent that our Trustcesnip obligations will cermit. Free Association, 


eign 
en ik ae 


as it is now envisioned, will a:low the peoples or Micronesia, thraugh 
their elected governments, to assume even greater responsibilicy. ‘they 
will establish thcir own priorities for development. Each government will 
have available substantial financial and otncr resources, which it will be 
able to direct as it sed tit in order to deai with social probiems in 


its own: fashion and in consonance with loca:t cuiture and tradition. 


Even before tree association comes formally into etfect, the United 
States is taking still further steps to improve communications and 
transportation in the Trust ‘’erritory, through tne prov.sion of seven 


¢ 


satellite earth-stations in the three jurisdictions (the Northern _ 
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Mariana: Islands already have such a station) and through che turnover 
to local governments of ali interisland vessels heretofore controlied 
by the Trust Territory Government. 
t do not postylate, Mr. President, that the feoples anc governments 
of Micronesia wisn to return to a pre-20th-century type of existence, 


or that tney couid do so cven if they wished to. Micronesia is, 


inexoraply, part oz the contemporary world. -But how Micronesia and its: 


peopie adjust to that contemporary world shoula be their decision; 


the. United States is eager to see them assume that responsibility 
_ - ° . 


and is prepared to make available to them very substantial resources 


with which to accamplish that task. 








There has been reference in th:s session, Mr. Presgiaent, to 
movements of soptulatio:n, and specifically the evacuation of the 


inhabitants of Bikini and Enewetak from their atolis in the miu-1940s 


cad 


as part of the nuclear testing orogram. Representatives of potn 


groups have prescntcd pet:ticns to this session of the Council, as 


gn 


they did at earlier sessions. Thcir views are amply on record, ana 








I believe all of us are quite will acquainted with the history of these 
situations. What J would like to stress, Mr. President, is that the 
United States through legislation in earlier years and now in the 
initialed Compact of Free Association has acknowledged its obligations toward both ¢rours 
of people, as well as toward others in the Northern Marshall Islands, 
notably the inhabitants of Rongelap and utirik atolls, who suffered 
‘personal injury and damaye @c property. It is our intent to meet 
those obligations; to improve the living conditions of those who may 
not yet return to tneir home atolis, or their home-islands witnin 
yiven ateils, due te esntinuiag nigh levels of ‘eduction in tne: 691} 


and the food-chain; and to provide ultimately for the resettlement 
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of those who were uisplaced at such cime as cresettiement pecomes 
prudent according to accepted safety standards. In that connection, 
" Mr. ‘President, 1 am pleased to roport that President Kabua of Lhe 
Marshall Islands and President xeagan's Personal xHepresentative for 
Macronesian Status Negotiations, Ambassador zeder, signed in Honolulu 
' Section 177 ot 
on May 30 an agreement subsidiary to/the Compact of Free Association 
which deals with these issues ana others resulting from the. United 
States testing program of 1946 to ly58&. I have not yet seen the 


text of that agrecment, but 1 understand tnat my government and the 








—vectassitied for Publication in American Foreign 


. facts are there for all to see. We welcome first-hand 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





Government of the Marshail Islands selieve that it will go far towara 


resolving many of the issues raised by petitioners and in debate here 
et this session. My celegation expects tc have availahle,: ini: the 
relatively near future, the text of the agreement to which i have 


just referred and vthers recently concluded by the U.S. and 


Marshallese govermments. 


Finally, Mr. President, let we again reiterate that the - 
. 
observations of the actual situation in the Trust Territory; oe ee 
we resent and reject phony charges and allegations based on 3 
hearsay alone, 

In closing, Mr. President, I wish to cxpress my 
sincere thanks to the Micronesian representatives who made 
important contributions to the work of the Council 
this: year, as they have in previous years. We feel their 
full, continued participation in our deliberations each year 
is the best ‘indication that they enjoy their full rights 


under the Charter anc the Trusteeship Agrecment. 
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tatement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, in the Security 
Council in Explanation of Vote on the Question Concerning the 
Situation in the Region of the Falkland Islands (Islas 'Nalvinas), 
June 4, 1982. 


et Asal 
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Mr. President, the decision taken by this Council today is, I think 
we all understand, a terribly important one. [t marks one more 
failure in a series of failed efforts to mediate a conflict that is 
more than two hundred years old. One more faile. attenupt to 
Substitute reason for force, negotiation for violence, words for 
bombs and bullets. ‘Today's decision, then, marks one more step ina 
process of escalation whose end is not yet in sight. Phase One of 
this most recent conflict ended with the Acgentine occupatio.u of the 
Falklands. Phase Two may well end with British reoccupation of the 
Falklands. Where, tir. President, will Phase Tiicee end? 
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Affirmed in the vote of the majority today is the will to 
negotiation and peace. Atfirmed in the veto of my yovernment, to 
which I will return momentarily, is the principle that force should 
not be allowed to triumph in international affairs. 


Mr. President, one of my sons handed me this morning the poem of 
another man who disapproves Argentina's forcible .ct against tHe 
Falkland Islands. In some lines in a poem, called “An English 
Poem", the great Argentine writer, Borges, wrote: 


I offer you my ancestors, my dead men, 

the ghosts that living wen have honored .n marble: 

my father's father killed in the frontier of Buenos Aires, 
two bullets through his lungs, bearded und iead, 

wrapped by his soldiers in the hide of a cow; 

my mother's grandfather -- just twenty-four -- 

heading a charge of three hundred into Peru, 

now ghosts on vanished horses. 
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Mr. President, the friends of Argentina, of the Americas, and of 
world peace, hope that Argentina will have few such offerings from 
this war and from the post-war period. We hope, ( believe all of us 
here, that cooperation can be restored, friendships mended, urgent 
tasks recommenced, that building a new wo-ld in this New World can 
be begun again. My yovernment worked hard for mediation of this 
conflict and peaceful settlement of this Jispute. We uave ween rent 
by the clash of values, loyalties and friendships. That agonizing 
process of decision, Mr. President, continued Jown to the vote on 
this issue. 


I am told that it is impossible for a goverument to change a vote 
once it is cast. But I have been requested by my government to 
record the fact that, were it possible to change -ur vote, we shoul. 
like to change it from a veto, a “no" that is, to an abstention. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 


Seaeeerrreraest 





r 











_ Yectassitied for Publication in American foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


lt A Atl 


a 





Unirep StraTes Mission TO THE UNITED Nations 





799 UNITED NATIONS PLAZA 
New Yorw, N. Y. 10017 


PRESS RELEASE | — 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
June 6, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United States 
Representative to the United Nations, in the Security Council, in 
Explanation of Vote on the Situation in the Middle East, June 6, 1982 


Press Release USUN 42 (82) 





Thank you, Mr. President. This resolution focuses on two elements as a 
means of ending the present military confrontation in Lebanon: A 
cessation of hostilities by all of the parties and the withdrawal of 
Israeli forces from Lebanon. Operative paragraphs one and two of this 
resolution seek to accomplish these two interrelated objectives. We wish 
to emphasize, Mr. President, that these.two objectives are in fact inex- 
tricably linked and that their implementation must be simultaneous. 
This, in our view, is the clear, logical and necessary meaning of the 
resolution. 

I need only add, Mr. President, that it is the fervent hope of my 
government---which has devoted so much effort to the resolution of this 
conflict, which even at this very moment is carrying forward its commit- 
ment to this task---it is the fervent hope of my government that the 


bloodshed be ended immediately and that the conditions be established 


for a just and enduring peace in the region. Thank you. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 43(82) 
June 8, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, in the Security 
Council in Explanation of Vote on the Situation in the Middle East, 
June 3, 1982 


I desire to offer an explanation of vote on behalf of my 

government. Mr. President, the objective of my govercamen: is to end 
the bloodshed and the cycle of violence in Lebanon and to restore 
full respect for the sovereignty, territorial integrity and 
independence of that troubled land. 


Tvo previous resolutions of this Council, Resolutions 508 and 509, 
contained balancing language that took account of the fact that the - 
conflict in Lebanon and across the Lebanese-Israeli border is 
complex in its origins and that its resolution will require 
compliance in deed as well as in word with the resolutions vf the 
Security Council. 


Unfortunately, the resolution now before us is not sufficiently 
balanced to accomplish the objectives of ending the cycle of 
violence and establishing the conditions Cor a just and Lasting 
peace in Lebanon. For that reason, Mr. President, the United States 
voted against this resolution. 


My government, tic. President, is now curreatly engayed in every 
possible effort to bring the violence to an end. We shall continue 
those efforts. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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FOR [IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release VUSUN 45(82) 
June 18, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, in the Security 
Council, on the Renewal of the Mandate of the United Nations Interim 
Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL), June 18, 1982 


Mr. President, the United States is pleased that suis council is 
extending the mandate of UNIFIL for a period of two months. We are 
likewise pleased and grateful that the troop contributiiug countries 
are prepared to continue to so materially assist this organization 

in carrying out its responsibilities. Obviously, the situation in 
Lebanon is fraught with uncertainty as well as with pain and turmoil. 


Mr. President, the United States has voted coday to extend this 
mandate without any extension of responsibilities, functions, or 
territorial scope Lecause we believe that this course will 
contribute most directly and clearly to the restoration of peace ani 
wellbeing of the area, and to the restoration of the suthority .nd 
the sovereignty of the government of Lebanon. The mandate has been 
extended for two months. During that period, while the situation 
Stabilizes, we in the Council will have the opportunity to 
collectively study what best serves the common yooud of the people of 
Lebanon and the peace of the region. 
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Thank you, Mr. President. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 16(82) 
June 19, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the United Nations for Special Political 
Affairs, in the Security Council on the Situation in the Middle 
East, June 19, 1982 


Mr. President, my government, in consultation with the governments 
of Lebanon and Israel and with U.N. authorities, wholly suppocts che 
positive efforts now going forward in the field to provide 
humanitarian services to the people of Lebanon. Each day this 
humanitarian effort is more effective, reaching more of those 
needing special services. We believe that such progress will 
continue. 


As an earnest of our commitment, President Reagan :ias appointed the 
Administrator of the United States Agency for International 
Development as his personal representative to .oordinate ull U.S. 
efforts to assist in this process. $15 million have already been 
committed to the effort. We anticipate =he authorization of an 
additional 20 millions of dollars. 


Our principal concern remains the restoration f£ full Lebanese 
sovereignty and authority throughout its territory. As I have-said, 
Mr. President, we are wholly committed +o serving the !:uman needs of 
the people of Lebanon. We hope, and we trust, that no party and no 
government will exploit these fundamental liumanitarian concerns for 
narrow, political purposes. 


In the context of these considerations and reflections, my 
delegation has supported the draft resolution. 


Thank you, sir. 
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STATEMENT 


BY 


AMBASSADOR CHARLES M. LICHENSTEIN 


UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE TO THE 


UNITED NATIONS COMMITTEE ON INFORMATION 


JUNE 24, 1982 








Mr. Chairman, 


= 
i. My delegation was grateful to you, to the Under Secretary General, 
~4) 

wy Mr. Akashi, and most particularly to the Secretary General, for 


the well-reasoned and thoughtful statements which inaugurated 
the deliberations of this Committee on Monday. And we welcome 
the opportunity, this year as for several years past, to work 
with you and the Bureau on an agenda of concerns that go to 
the very core of the United Nations as an institution--and as 


a concept or an ideal. 


It is easy enough to speak, as we all do, of the "world commun- 
ity of nations and peoples"; from there it is another easy step 


to the “New World Information and Communications Order” and to 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


similar broad abstractions. Too easy in fact. Lest we become 
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captives of our own slogans, we in the U.S. delegation believe 
it is essential from time to time to reduce these slogans to 

the fundamental principles on which, presumably, they are based. 
As the Committee moves through its long, detailed agenda, we 
will have adequate occasion to focus on the specifics of the 
information process, and my delegation will of course register 


its views on these specifics. y, however, we wish to focus 


on first principles. 
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None is more fundamental to the betterment of the human condition 
than the free flow of information and ideas. Article 19 of the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights is precisely in point-- 

and I quote from it: “everyone has the right to freedom of opinions 
and expression; this right includes freedom to hold opinions 
without interference and to seek, receive and impart information 
and ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers”. 

This article of the Universal Declaration reflects the most pro- 
found conviction of the American people, as expressed in the 
First Amendment to my country's Constitution--as well as in 

last year's momentous Declaration of Talloires and this year's 
Council of Europe declaration, which were addressed specifically 


to the freedoms of expression and information. 


It is in our judgment crucially important to understand the 

thrust of these parallel affirmations of the primacy of freedom 

in the realm of ideas and information. Drawing on my own country's 
experience, it is not so much a particular network's freedom to 
broadcast or a particular newspaper's freedom to publish that 
concerns us: it ‘is, rather, that their freedom provides the 

media, the vehicles, whereby the American people are guaranteed 
access to the fullest possible spectrum of ideas and information, 
and thus to an essential precondition of effective citizenship 


in a free and self-governing society. 


I've used the phrase “whereby the American people are guaranteed” 


and in this life, of course, there are no guarantees. But there 
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are greater or lesser possibilities--and it is on this ground 

that we in the United States rest the case for the freest voss- 
ible flow of information and ideas. We are bold enough to suq- 
gest that our experience in building durable social and politi- 


cal institutions, toward the betterment of people's lives, is 


directly relevant to other peoples and other societies. 


We say this, Mr. Chairman, not ieast because there are those-- 
among them some representatives of governments in this chamber 
today--who subscribe to precisely the opposite belief, that 

the key to social and economic development is the control and 
indeed the suppression of inconvenient ideas, and the raising 
of barriers to the free flow of information. This may be 
their way of attempting to hide social, political, and economic 
failure--and of attempting to suppress their own peoples' 
yearning for some measure of freedom to control their own 


lives. 


We strongly affirm the absolute primacy of the free flow of 
ideas and information also, Mr. Chairman, because the concept 
of a New World Information and Communications Order tends to 
contain within it certain possible, even inevitable contra- 
dictions. To the extent that this New Order suggests an im- 
posea system of governmental control over information flow, 

to precisely that same extent in our view is it a concept at 
fundamental war with itself. Such an order would be in no way 


"new"; certainly it would not hold promise of serving the peo- 


ples of less developed, emerging nations. 





Finally, Mr. Chairman, I would add this observation--that what 
= really is "new" in the New World Information and Communications 
Order is the growing and quite incredible array of communica- 


tions vehicles that is now coming on line. These are channels 


gn 


that can, in an atmosphere of freedom and competition, immeas- 
urably enhance the free flow of information and, at the same 
time, upgrade the quality, the variety, and the validity of 

the product--whether that product be news, business information, 
demographic data, or abstract ideas. And they can benefit all 


« 


peoples. 


My government is of course prepared to assist in the broadest 
possible exchange of experience and expertise--drawing in par- 
ticular on the resources of our private sector (which operates 


and controls virtually the entire panoply of communications 
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technologies in my country) and on the capabilities of the 
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widest possible range of such technologies, from AM radio to 
3 computer-assisted printing presses to synchronous orbit satel- 

lites for direct broadcasting. What we wish to stress is the 

creative use of a variety of communications resouces, rather 


than undue reliance on just the flashiest of technological 


marvels. 


As I've noted already, there will be adequate occasion in the 

days ahead to address the many and important specific items on 
Our agenda. For now, my delegation would simply take note of 

these considerations: 


(a) Among almost an overload of competing priorities, all 


of them eminently worthwhile, the UN/DPI will necessarily have 





to pick and choose; and it will be incumbent on this Committee 


to provide DPI with reasonable guidance as to these priorities 


n 
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in a time of strict budgetary restraint. 

(b) As for the question of the "image of the UN" let me 
simply say that nothing will more enhance the UN's image among 
the world's publics than DPI's dissemination--via an imagina- 
tive range of technclogies--of thorough, authoritative, and 
balanced information, without bias, without favoritism. 

(c) Balance, of course, is very much in the eye of the 
beholder. It's likely that no two observers, no two govern- 
ments, no two societies will ever agree wholly about how much 
attention is enough and on what should and should not be re- 
ported. All anyone can do is the best possible--and that 
rule certainly applies tc UN/DPI itself. But of this much 
we all can be certain: that balance will never be achieved 
by erecting barriers to the free flow of information, nor by 
imposing on this process new layers of international recula- 
tion. That is the principal affirmation of my delegation, 
and that is the approach we will stress throughout our pro- 
ceedings. 


And so, Mr. Chairman, let us get on with the hard but 


infinitely rewarding work before us. 


gn 


June 26, 1982 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the United Nations ior special Political 
Affairs, in the Security Council on the Situation in the Middle 
East, June 26, 1982 


Mr. President, the fundamental basis of the policy of the United 
States is now and has consistently been to contribute =o the 
restoration of the Government of Lebanon's full authority throughout 
its land and its sovereignty and territorial integrity. 


My government is deeply moved by the suffering of the Lebanese 
people in the present crisis. 


We had hoped that the draft resolution vefore she security Council 
tonight would have reflected this basic concern. Unfortunately, the 
draft resolution, while containing many elements .e Support, fails 
to call for the essential requisite for the restoration of the 
authority of the Government of Lebanon -- that is, the elimination 
from Beirut and elsewhere of the presence of armed Palestinian 
elements who neither submit to nor respect the sovereiyn uuthority 
ro of the Lebanese Government. The omission of this requisite, in our 
view, thus, is inconsistent with the essential goal of restoration 
of Lebanese sovereignty. This, we believe, is a fatal flaw. 
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The resolution does contain many elements that we Support -- namely, 
1) a call for an immediate cease-fire, 2) a call for simultaneous 
Withdrawal of Israeli and Palestinian forces from the area of 
Beirut, and 3) the proposal that United Nations observers, upon the 
request’of the Government of Lebanon, monitor the cease-fire. 


The members of this Council are well aware of the threat which armed 
foreign elements pose to the authority of the Government of Lebanon 
and to stability throughout che region. We deeply regret that this 
essential factor was not accorded the weight we velieved it wust 
have in the draft resolution before us. 


Thank you, Sir. 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the United Nations for Special Political 

q Affairs, in the General Assembly at the Seventh Emergency Special 
Session on the Question of Palestine, June 26, i982 


Mr. President, the United States wishes to Stress once again its 
deep and abiding commitment to the sovereignty, territorial 
integrity, unity and political independence of Lebanon withia its 
internationally recognized boundaries. We are also deeply -- and, 
at this very moment, actively -- committed =o helping wring cue 
tragic conflict now taking place in Lebanon to a just and lasting 
end as rapidly as possible. 


The United States fully cecognizes that the -esolution efore us 
reflects the profound emotional anguish felt by everyone of good 
will at the continuing loss of life and ‘:uman suffering in Lebanon. 
Nonetheless, the resolution regretfully is an unhelpful gesture at 
this most delicate stage. The United States cannot we u party to an 
unbalanced statement which may well have the effect of heightening 
the underlying animosities in Lebanon and actually increasing the 
aanger of a wider conflict. A just and lasting settlement cannot be 
achieved by issuing declarations and ultimata -- motivated sometimes 
| by vindictiveness, even by hatred -- but requires an urgent effort 
by all nations committed to the principles vf the United Nations 
Charter, to lessen the tensions and find a path to peace. 
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The humanitarian task of aiding the victims vf the conflict in 
Lebanon is surely no less urgent than the goal of bringing the 
conflict to an end. The concern of the United States Government was 
demonstrated by President Reagan when he made an immediate initial 
allocation of $15 million for humanitarian aid in Uebanon, aud also 
requested from the United States Congress an additional 
appropriation of $20 million. The Congress, reflecting “he ieep 
human concern of the entire American people, not only approved the 
President's request but indicated its wish =o provide vet an 
additional $20 million of assistance. The United States, of course, 
Stands ready to provide further assistance us and where it is needed. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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UNITED STATES DELEGATION 
TO THE SECOND SPECIAL SESSION ON DISARMAMENT 
(16th Special Session of the United Nations General Assembly) 


Representatives 





The Honorable 

Jeane J. Kirkpatrick 

Ambassador 

U.S. Permanent Representative to the United Nations 


The Honorable 
John Warner 
United States Senator from che State of Vircinia 


The Honorable 


Samuel S$. Stratton 
United States Representative from the 
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ate of New York 


The Honorable 
Edwin Feulner, Jr. 
President, the Heritace Foundation 


The Honorable 
Zucene 
Director 

U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 
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Rostow 
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Alterflate Representative 





The Honorable 

Kenneth L. Adelman 

Ambassacor 

Deputy U. S. Permanent Representative to the United Nations 


The Honorable 
Sam Nunn 
U. S. Senator from the State of Georgia 


The Honorable 
Jack Kemp 
U. S. Representative from the State of New York 


The Honorable 
Fred Ikle 
Undersecretary of the Department of Defense 


The Honorable 

Louis G. Field 

Ambassacor 

U. S. Representative to the Committee on Disarmament 
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STATEMENT INTRODUCING CW USE INITIATIVES 


Mr. CHAIRMAN: 

I AM SPEAKING TO INTRODUCE AN INITIATIVE ON WHAT EVERYONE 
SURELY MUST CONSIDER TO BE AMONG THE MOST TROUBLING DEVELOPMENTS 
OF THE LAST SEVERAL YEARS -- THE USE OF LETHAL CHEMICAL AND 
TOXIN WEAPONS IN AFGHANISTAN, KAMPUCHEA AND LAOS. EVEN DURING 
THE LAST MONTH, AS WE WERE MEETING HERE, WE CONTINUED TO RECEIVE 
REPORTS THAT THESE ATTACKS WERE CONTINUING, THEREBY CALLING INTO 
QUESTION THE SINCERITY OF STATEMENTS UTTERED HERE IN FAVOR OF 
DISARMAMENT, 


SOME IDEA OF THE HORROR OF CHEMICAL WARFARE CAN BE GAINED FROM 
INTERVIEWS CONDUCTED By THE UN Experts Group IN PAKISTAN IN 
FEBRUARY AND REPRODUCED IN THE JUNE 7 WaLL STREET Journal, For 
EXAMPLE, ONE KHWAJA MUHAMMED REPORTED THAT IN AN ATTACK IN 
AFGHANISTAN, 


"HELICOPTERS CAME AND DROPPED A CASE OF GAS, 
BEFORE IT REACHED THE GROUND IT EXPLODED AT 
ABOUT 1 METER ABOVE GROUND, GREY SMOKE CAME 
OUT, PEOPLE WERE SUFFOCATED AS IF THEIR THROATS 
WERE BEING CAUGHT, WATER CAME FROM THEIR EYES 
AND HEAD WAS TURNING AROUND, [HEY STARTED TO 
VOMIT ORDINARILY BUT THEN BLOOD CAME FROM THEIR 


MOUTHS AND THEY HAD DIARRHEA WITH BLEEDING, 
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AFTER FIVE OR 10 HOURS WHEN | AWOKE I| HAD 
VOMITING, HEADACHE AND DIARRHEA, AFTER THE 
BOMB EXPLODED WHEN THEY WERE EXPOSED TO THE 
SMOKE, MY HEAD FELT AS THOUGH IT WAS TURNING 
AROUND AND MY THROAT FELT AS THOUGH IT WAS 
BEING PRESSED. [| DO NOT REMEMBER ANYTHING ELSE 
AS | BECAME UNCONSCIOUS. SHORTLY AFTER EVENING 
I CAME TO AND FELT LIKE TAKING A WALK BuT | 
STARTED VOMITING AT THAT TIME, THERE WAS NO 
FOOD IN THE VOMIT -- BLUE LIQUID -- AND LATER 
BLEEDING.” 


IT 1S VITAL THAT THE SPECIAL SESSION ON DISARMAMENT TAKE SOME 
EFFECTIVE ACTION WHICH COULD CONTRIBUTE TO BRINGING TO A HALT THE 
USE OF THESE WEAPONS -- AN ACTIVITY WHICH HAS SEVERELY HARMED THE 
POLITICAL CLIMATE FOR ARMS CONTROL NEGOTIATIONS ON CHEMICAL 
WEAPONS, CALLED INTO QUESTION THE RELIABILITY OF SOME PARTICIPANTS 
IN THESE NEGOTIATIONS, AND MADE MORE APPARENT THAN EVER THE NEED 
FOR ADEQUATE VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE MECHAMISMS IN NEW AGREE- 
MENTS UNDER CONSIDERATION. BuT MOST OF ALL, WE HAVE TAKEN THIS 
INITIATIVE IN THE HOPE THAT IT COULD HELP PUT A STOP TO THE BRUTAL 
ATTACKS ON THE PEOPLE OF AFGHANISTAN, KAMPUCHEA AND LAOS BY 
"YELLOW RAIN” AND OTHER POISONOUS CHEMICALS, IF THE UNITED NATIONS 
DOES NOT ADDRESS THIS CRITICAL ISSUE, WHICH INVOLVES ITS DIRECTLY, 
THE SPECIAL SESSION WILL LOSE MUCH OF ITS CREDIBILITY IN THE EYES 


OF THE WORLD, 








PRESIDENT REAGAN RAISED THIS ISSUE IN THE GENERAL DEBATE, 
WHEN HE SAID: 
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"THE USE OF CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS HAS 
LONG BEEN VIEWED WITH REVULSION. BY CIVILIZED 
NATIONS, NO PEACEMAKING INSTITUTION CAN IGNORE 
THE USE OF THESE DREAD WEAPONS AND STILL LIVE uP 
TO ITS MISSION, THE NEED FOR A TRULY EFFECTIVE 
AND VERIFIABLE CHEMICAL WEAPONS AGREEMENT HAS BEEN 
HIGHLIGHTED BY RECENT EVENTS. THE Soviet UNION AND 
THEIR ALLIES ARE VIOLATING THE GENEVA PROTOCOL OF 
1925, RELATED RULES OF INTERNATIONAL LAW AND THE 
1972 BioLoGicat Weapons CONVENTION, THERE IS 
CONCLUSIVE EVIDENCE THAT THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT HAS 
PROVIDED TOXINS FOR USE IN LAOS AND KAMPUCHEA, AND 
ARE THEMSELVES USING CHEMICAL WEAPONS AGAINST 
FREEDOM FIGHTERS IN AFGHANISTAN, 


"WE HAVE REPEATEDLY PROTESTED TO THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT, 
AS WELL AS THE GOVERNMENTS OF LAOS AND VIETNAM, THEIR 
USE OF CHEMICAL AND TOXIN WEAPONS, WE CALL UPON 

THEM NOW TO GRANT FULL AND FREE ACCESS TO THEIR 
COUNTRIES OR TO TERRITORIES THEY CONTROL SO THAT 

UNITED NATIONS EXPERTS CAN CONDUCT AN EFFECTIVE, 
INDEPENDENT INVESTIGATION TO VERIFY CESSATION OF THESE 
HORRORS, 
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"EVIDENCE OF NON-COMPLIANCE WITH EXISTING ARMS 
CONTROL AGREEMENTS UNDERSCORES THE NEED TO 
APPROACH NEGOTIATION OF ANY NEW AGREEMENTS WITH 
CARE,” 


PRESIDENT REAGAN’S CONCERNS HAVE BEEN WIDELY SHARED THROUGHOUT 
THE WORLD AND WERE ECHOED BY MANY OTHER SPEAKERS DURING THE GENERAL 
DEBATE OF THIS SPECIAL SESSION. FOR EXAMPLE, THE DISTINGUISHED 
DELEGATE OF THAILAND STATED THAT HIS DELEGATION HAD “BEEN FOLLOWING 
WITH SERIOUS CONCERN THE NEWS REPORTS ON INCREASING. EVIDENCE OF THE 
USE OF CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS IN SEVERAL AREAS OF THE 
WORLD, INCLUDING IN SOME COUNTRIES ON THAILAND’S EASTERN BORDER.” 


THE DISTINGUISHED DELEGATE OF MALAYSIA ALSO NOTED WITH CONCERN 
"THE ALLEGED REPORTS OF THE USE OF CHEMICAL TOXINS IN AFGHANISTAN, 
VIETNAM, LAOS AND KAMPUCHEA.” HE WENT ON TO EXPRESS THE HOPE 
THAT "FOLLOWING THE RENEWAL OF ITS MANDATE LAST YEAR, THE EXPERTS 
Group /WwOULD/ BE ABLE TO CONTINUE ITS INVESTIGATION AND FINALLY 
COME UP WITH A MORE DEFINITIVE CONCLUSION.” 


THE Prime MINISTER OF THE UNITED KINGDOM POINTED OUT THAT 
"THERE IS REASON TO DOUBT WHETHER EVERY COUNTRY WHICH SIGNED THE 
1925 TREATY IS OBSERVING IT.” SHE NOTED THE “DISQUIETING AND 
WELL=DOCUMENTED REPORTS” OF THE USE OF CHEMICAL AND TOXIN WEAPONS 
IN ASIA AND CALLED FOR URGENT INVESTIGATION OF THEM, THE FOREIGN 
MINISTER OF FRANCE ALSO SUPPORTED THE INVESTIGATION OF EVENTS IN 
AFGHANISTAN AND SOUTHEAST ASIA, 
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THe UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, FOR ITS PART, HAS TREATED THIS 
QUESTION WITH ALL THE SERIOUSNESS IT DESERVES, TAKING CARE TO 
AVOID USING IT FOR EASY POLITICAL ADVANTAGE. [THIS IS NOT AN 
EAST-WEST ISSUE, NOT A REVIVAL OF THE COLD WAR; WE JUST WANT THE 
PRACTICE STOPPED. 


My GOVERNMENT HAS RECEIVED INFORMATION FOR SEVERAL YEARS 
BEGINNING IN THE MID-19/0s THAT LETHAL CHEMICALS WERE BEING USED 
IN LAOS, KAMPUCHEA AND SINCE THE SOVIET INVASION, THAT THEY WERE 
BEING USED IN AFGHANISTAN AS WELL. US AUTHORITIES CONDUCTED A 
VERY CAREFUL INVESTIGATION, INCLUDING TESTIMONY OF THOSE WHO 
EXPERIENCED CHEMICAL ATTACKS, TESTIMONY OF THOSE WHO ENGAGED IN 
CHEMICAL WARFARE AND SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE BASED ON ANALYSIS OF 
PHYSICAL SAMPLES, INCLUDING BLOOD SAMPLES, By mID-1980, ALTHOUGH 
THE EVIDENCE WAS NOT CONCLUSIVE, WE BEGAN TO MAKE OUR FINDINGS 
PUBLIC IN THE HOPE THAT PUBLICITY MIGHT PUT A STOP TO THE ATTACKS, 
REGRETTABLY, THIS DID NOT PROVE TO BE THE CASE, 


SINCE THEN, EVIDENCE HAS CONTINUED TO POUR IN, IN SEPTEMBER 
1981, THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT WAS ABLE TO IDENTIFY PUBLICLY 
THAT TOXINS PROBABLY WERE THE MYSTERIOUS LETHAL AGENTS USED FOR 
MANY YEARS IN LAOS AND KAMPUCHEA, IN MARCH OF THIS YEAR, MY 
GOVERNMENT RELEASED MUCH OF THE INFORMATION IT HAD AVAILABLE IN 
THE FORM OF A REPORT TO THE CONGRESS FROM THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 


THE ESSENTIAL FINDINGS OF THIS REPORT WERE STATED AS FOLLOWS: 
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“TAKEN TOGETHER, THIS EVIDENCE HAS LED THE 
US GOVERNMENT TO CONCLUDE THAT LAO AND 
VIETNAMESE FORCES, OPERATING UNDER SOVIET 
SUPERVISION, HAVE, SINCE 1975, EMPLOYED 
LETHAL CHEMICAL AND TOXIN WEAPONS IN LAOS; 
THAT VIETNAMESE FORCES HAVE, SINCE 1978, 
USED LETHAL CHEMICAL AND TOXIN AGENTS IN 
KAMPUCHEA; AND THAT SOVIET FORCES HAVE USED 
A VARIETY OF LETHAL CHEMICAL WARFARE AGENTS, 
INCLUDING NERVE GAS, IN AFGHANISTAN SINCE THE 
SOVIET INVASION OF THAT COUNTRY IN 1979,” 


MY GOVERNMENT REALIZED THAT SOME REASONABLE PEOPLE OTHER THAN 
THOSE ACCUSED OF INHUMANE PRACTICES MIGHT QUESTION THE IMPARTIALITY 
OF THESE FINDINGS, IT HAS THEREFORE STRONGLY SUPPORTED THE INVESTI- 
CATION OF THE Group oF EXPERTS APPOINTED BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL 
IN PURSUANCE OF RESOLUTION 35/144C To INVESTIGATE REPORTS ON THE 
ALLEGED USE OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS, WE HAVE NOTED, HOWEVER, THAT 
ALTHOUGH -- IN THE WORDS OF ITS REPORT OF NovempeR 1981 -- “THE 
GROoUP,..EXPRESSED THE DESIRE TO CARRY OUT INVESTIGATIONS ON THE 
TERRITORIES WHERE CHEMICAL ATTACKS HAD ALLEGEDLY OCCURRED,” AND 
WHERE VICTIMS WERE LOCATED, IT HAD ONLY BEEN ABLE TO VISIT THAILAND, 


(SINCE THEN THE EXPERTS HAVE ALSO VISITED PAKISTAN.) THE SrRouP 
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CONCLUDED THAT IN ORDER TO REACH DEFINITIVE CONCLUSIONS, IT WOULD 
REQUIRE “TIMELY ACCESS TO THE AREAS OF ALLEGED USE OF CHEMICAL 
WARFARE AGENTS. 


FOR THIS REASON, MY GOVERNMENT IS TAKING THE INITIATIVE 
DESCRIBED IN PRESIDENT REAGAN'S SPEECH. I CALL UPON THE SPECIAL 
SESSION TO ENDORSE THIS PROPOSAL WHICH URGES THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT, 
AS WELL AS THE GOVERNMENTS OF LAOS AND VIETNAM TO GRANT THE GROUP 
of EXPERTS FULL AND FREE ACCESS TO THE AREAS WHERE ATTACKS HAVE. 


' BEEN REPORTED, SO THAT THE EXPERTS CAN COMPLETE THEIR WORK. 


IF THESE GOVERMENTS ARE INNOCENT, AS THEY CLAIM TO BE, IN 
THE FACE OF OVERWHELMING EVIDENCE TO THE CONTRARY, THEN THEY SHOULD 
WELCOME AN IMPARTIAL INVESTIGATION BY UNITED NATIONS EXPERTS, 
THEIR UNWILLINGNESS TO ALLOW THE EXPERTS TO ENTER TERRITORIES UNDER 
THEIR CONTROL ONLY REINFORCES OUR CONCLUSION THAT THEY HAVE SOME- 
THING TO HIDE, | 


THANK YOU, 
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Mr. CHAIRMAN, 


In HIS JUNE 17 ADDRESS TO THE SPECIAL SESSION FOR DIS- 
ARMAMENT, PRESIDENT REAGAN CALLED FOR AN INTERNATIONAL Con- 
FERENCE UNDER UN AUSPICES TO BUILD ON PAST UN EFFORTS TO 
DEVELOP A COMMON REPORTING AND ACCOUNTING SYSTEM ON MILITARY 
EXPENDITURES. WE BELIEVE THAT SUCH A CONFERENCE WOULD CON- 
TRIBUTE TOWARD BUILDING MUTUAL TRUST AND CONFIDENCE AND WOULD 
BE AN IMPORTANT AND NECESSARY STEP IN THE PROCESS OF DISARMA- 
MENT. | 

OVER THE PAST DECADE, A SERIES OF EXPERTS’ GROUPS UNDER 
THE SECRETARY GENERAL MANDATED BY GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTIONS 
SPONSORED BY A BROAD GROUP OF NEUTRAL AND NON-ALIGNED STATES 
HAVE DEVELOPED, REFINED, AND TESTED A STANDARDIZED INSTRUMENT 
FOR REPORTING NATIONAL MILITARY EXPENDITURES AND TECHNIQUES 
FOR COMPARISON AND VERIFICATION. WE ARE PLEASED THAT THE 
VAST MAJORITY OF MEMBER-STATES OF THE UN HAVE SUPPORTED THESE 
RESOLUTIONS. 

LAST YEAR A NUMBER OF STATES SUBMITTED DATA ON NATIONAL 
MILITARY EXPENDITURES TO THE SECRETARY GENERAL IN THE STANDARD 
FORMAT APPROVED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY. FROM THE BEGINNING, 
THE UNITED STATES HAS ACTIVELY SUPPORTED THIS EFFORT. WE PRO- 
VIDED OUR MILITARY EXPENDITURE DATA TO THE UNITED NATIONS IN 
1980 AND AGAIN IN 1981 (Document A/36/353), MoREOVER, AS IS 
WELL-KNOWN, OUR PEOPLE AND LEGISLATURES REGULARLY CARRY ON A 
SPIRITED AND OPEN DEBATE ON HOW TO ALLOCATE OUR DEFENSE RE- 


SOURCES. UNFORTUNATELY, OTHERS DO NOT VALUE SUCH A FRANK AND 








=P 


PUBLIC DISCUSSION. ONLY SIXTEEN NATIONS, FOR EXAMPLE, HAVE 
SUBMITTED DATA USING THE STANDARDIZED REPORTING INSTRUMENT, 
HOW THEN CAN WE HOPE TO ESTABLISH THAT MUTUAL TRUST AND 
; | CONFADENCE NEEDED FOR FRUITFUL AND LASTING AGREEMENTS, IF 
| NATIONS REFUSE TO COOPERATE IN THIS MOST BASIC OF REQUESTS 
FOR MILITARY DATA? HOW CAN WE HOPE TO BEGIN TO COMPARE MILI- 


7, wae v 


TARY EXPENDITURES WITH A VIEW TO MUTUAL REDUCTION IN MILITARY 


BUDGETS, IF CERTAIN NATIONS KEEP THEIR MILITARY BUDGETS SHROUD- 
ED IN SECRECY? HOW CAN WE HOPE TO BEGIN ON THE LONG ROAD OF 
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GENUINE DISARMAMENT, IF WE CANNOT EVEN HAVE AN OPEN AND HONEST 


CONSIDERATION OF PRESENT MILITARY EXPENDITURES, LET ALONE PRE- 
SENT LEVELS OF ARMAMENTS? 


2. 


EVEN WITH THE ACTIVE COOPERATION OF ALL MEMBER-STATES, 


AGREEMENT ON REDUCTION OF MILITARY EXPENDITURES WILL NOT BE 
EASY, NONETHELESS, REAL STEPS IN BUILDING CONFIDENCE CAN BE 


. EE TU 


REGISTERED, ON A WORLDWIDE, REGIONAL AND BILATERAL BASIS, IF 
STATES WILL PURSUE A COURSE OF GREATER OPENNESS AND RESTRAINT, 
FRUITFUL AND SUSTAINABLE DISARMAMENT NEGOTIATIONS CAN ONLY 
PROCEED FROM AN ACCURATE AND MUTUALLY AGREED-UPON BASIS OF 
INFORMATION, 





IT 1S WITH THIS IN MIND THAT THE PRESIDENT PROPOSED THE 
CONVENING OF AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON MILITARY EXPENDI- 
TURES, OF COURSE, WE WELCOME OTHER SUGGESTIONS ON THE MODALI- 
TIES OF SUCH A CONFERENCE. WE BELIEVE THAT AT A MINIMUM SUCH 

A CONFERENCE WOULD REVIEW THE PROGRESS OF THE UN Experts’ 
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Se 
GROUPS WITH EMPHASIS ON COMPARISON AND VERIFICATION OF MILI- 
TARY BUDGETS. IT SHOULD ALSO CONSIDER REFINING FURTHER THE 
UN STANDARDIZED REPORTING INSTRUMENT, NATURALLY, TO BE MOST 
EFFECTIVE, THE CONFERENCE SHOULD BE UNIVERSAL. HERETOFORE, 
IN ADDITION TO THE US, ONLY FIFTEEN OTHER NATIONS, HAVE SUB- 
MITTED MILITARY EXPENDITURE DATA TO THE UNITED NATIONS. WE 
APPLAUD THESE CONTRIBUTIONS, 

BuT WE MUST NOW GO BEYOND THESE FRUITFUL YET INCOMPLETE 
EFFORTS. WE MUST DISCUSS WAYS TO MAKE THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
PAST PROPOSALS ON MILITARY BUDGETS MORE EFFECTIVE AND TO SEEK 
MEANS TO ENSURE UNIVERSAL ADHERENCE TO THE UN’S REPORTING IN- 
STRUMENT. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN, 


THE UNITED STATES IS PROUD OF ITS RECORD IN LIVING UP TO 
BOTH THE LETTER AND THE SPIRIT OF THE UN RESOLUTIONS REGARDING 
MILITARY BUDGETS I'VE JUST MENTIONED, ‘oT ONLY DOES THE US 
GOVERNMENT SUBMIT ITS MOST CURRENT MILITARY DATA TO THE UN, 
BUT IT ALSO REPORTS ON PRESENT AS WELL AS FUTURE EXPENDITURES 
AND FORCE LEVELS TO THE U.S, CONGRESS AS PART OF THE NORMAL 
BUDGETARY PROCESS. ONE NEED ONLY PICK UP A COPY OF ANY LOCAL 
NEWSPAPER IN THIS COUNTRY TO APPRECIATE THE UNABRIDGED AND 


THOROUGH PUBLIC DEBATE THAT PRECEEDS ANY DECISIONS ON MILITARY 
SPENDING. IT IS CLEAR FOR THE WHOLE WORLD TO SEE; WE BELIEVE 
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CAN ONLY IGNORE THEM AT OUR PERIL, 


sits 


IN PUBLIC DEBATE ON NATIONAL POLICY. AS PRESIDENT REAGAN 
STATED IN HIS JUNE 17TH ADDRESS TO THIS BODY: 
“THE DEMOCRACIES OF THE WEST ARE OPEN 

SOCIETIES. INFORMATION ON OUR DEFENSES IS 

AVAILABLE TO OUR CITIZENS, SUR ELECTED OF- 

FICIALS AND THE WORLD. WE DO NOT HESITATE 

TO INFORM POTENTIAL ADVERSARIES OF OUR MILI- 

TARY FORCES, AND ASK IN RETURN FOR THE SAME 

INFORMATION CONCERNING THEIRS ... 

HE WENT ON TO STATE THAT THE PRACTICE OF SECRECY “CON- 


TRIBUTES TO DISTRUST AND FEAR ABOUT THEIR INTENTIONS, ~ 


SADLY, WHILE MY COUNTRY HAS PROVIDED, AND WILL CON- 
TINUE TO PROVIDE TO THIS BODY INFORMATION ON MILITARY EX- 
PENDITURES, OTHER NATIONS HAVE OPPOSED ALL Ul] EFFORTS IN 
THIS FIELD. PERHAPS THIS SHOULD NOT BE SURPRISING, GIVEN 
T4E CLOSED NATURE OF CERTAIN NATIONS. ONE HAS TO WONDER 
WHAT THEY ARE HIDING, 


As MUCH AS MANY OF US WOULD LIKE TO, WE CANNOT IGNORE 
THE SAD LITANY OF STATISTICS ON MILITARY SPENDING OVER THE 
PAST DECADE. WE MAY GROW TIRED OF HEARING THESE STATISTICS 
AND BRINGING THEM UP MAY MAKE SOME OF US IN THIS FORUM 
SLIGHTLY UNCOMFORTABLE. BUT THE IMPLICATIONS OF THESE 
STATISTICS SHOULD MAKE US EVEN MORE UNCOMFORTABLE AND WE 


(CONTINUED) 
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FERTILE IN AGRICULTURAL LAND, MUST RELY ON THE PRODUCTION OF 
FOREIGN NATIONS FOR THE VERY BREAD ON THEIR TABLE, 

BuT, WHILE THE LEADERS BEHIND THE KREMLIN WALLS HAVE 
CONSCIOUSLY DECIDED TO PUT THE EMPHASIS ON SWORDS RATHER THAN 
PLOWSHARES, THE TRAGEDY OF MISUSED RESOURCES IS COMPOUNDED IN 
MUCH OF THE DEVELOPING WORLD, WHERE EXPANDING MILITARY BUDGETS 
DEPRIVE PEOPLE OF EVEN SCARCER RESOURCES. TODAY, THE DEVELOP- 
ING WORLD DEVOTES A HIGHER PERCENTAGE OF ITS GROSS NATIONAL 
PRODUCT TO MILITARY EXPENDITURES THAN DOES THE DEVELOPED 
WESTERN WORLD AND THAT PERCENTAGE IS RAPIDLY INCREASING, AS 
REPORTED BY THE UN’s Stupy ON DISARMAMENT AND DEVELOPMENT, 

WE ADDRESS THESE UNFORTUNATE REALITIES NOT TO CAST ASPER- 
SIONS, BUT RATHER TO EMPHASIZE THAT EXPANDING MILITARY EXPENDI- 
TURES ARE A FACT THAT AFFECTS MOST NATIONS PRESENT IN THIS 
soRUM. flY COUNTRY ALSO FACES THE DIFFICULT CHOICES ON HOW TO 
ALLOCATE ITS RESOURCES, THE MANNER IN WHICH A COUNTRY CHOOSES 
TO ALLOCATE ITS RESOURCES IS, OF COURSE, A SOVEREIGN DECISION, 
HOWEVER, GREATER OPENNESS, AND ADEQUATE CAPABILITIES FOR VERI- 
FYING MILITARY EXPENDITURES AS WELL AS ALL ARMS CONTROL AGREE- 
MENTS, IS ESSENTIAL IF WE ARE TO BUILD A FOUNDATION OF TRUST 
AMONG NATIONS, 

IT IS WITH THIS GOAL IN MIND THAT PRESIDENT REAGAN HAS 


_ CALLED ON ALL STATES, INCLUDING THE SOVIET UNION, TO JOIN IN 


CONVENING AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON MILITARY EXPENDITURES, 
IN A WORLD WHICH HAS OFTEN ONLY KNOWN FEAR AND DISTRUST, THE 
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ROAD OF PROGRESS IN ADDRESSING THE GROWTH OF MILITARY BUDGETS 
WILL NOT BE SHORT, NOR WILL IT BE EASY. AFTER ALL, WE ALL 

HAVE LEGITIMATE SECURITY CONCERNS. HOWEVER, WE NEED NOT CUL- 
TIVATE THE ALREADY FERTILE FIELD OF SUSPICION BY SHROUDING OUR 
MILITARY EXPENDITURES IN A CLOUD OF SECRECY. RATHER LET US 

ALL TODAY JOIN TOGETHER IN TAKING A SHORT BUT SIGNIFICANT STE> 
IN THE DIRECTION OF TRUST AND UNDERSTANDING BY AGREEING TO 
PARTICIPATE IN AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON MILITARY EXPENDI- 
TURES, 


- 


THANK YOu, Mr, CHAIRMAN, 
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CHAIRMAN: 
THE HOUR IS LATE AND | SHALL BE VERY BRIEF, 


THE DISTINGUISHED REPRESENTATIVE OF THE USSR TOOK EXCEPTION 
YESTERDAY TO MY REPRESENTATION OF ONE OF TWO INITIATIVES BEING 
OFFERED BY THE US DELEGATION -- THE ONE CALLING FoR A UN INVESTI- 
GATION OF THE USE OF CHEMICAL AND TOXIN WEAPONS IN AFGHANISTAN, 
LAOS, AND KAMPUCHEA, 


As THE DISTINGUISHED SOVIET REPRESENTATIVE NOTED, | AM A 
MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS, A BODY IN WHICH RHETORICAL 
GIVE-AND-TAKE HAS BEEN ELEVATED TO A HIGH ART, AND IN WHICH 
SHARP DIFFERENCES OF OPINION ARE NOT UNKNOWN, I STRONGLY BELIEVE 
THAT FRANK AND HONEST DEBATE, AND A CANDID EXPRESSION OF DISAGREE- 
MENTS, PROVIDE THE MOST EFFECTIVE WAY FOR A GROUP OF MEN AND 
WOMEN WITH DIFFERING VIEWPOINTS TO ARRIVE AT THE TRUTH OF A 


QUESTION. 


I REGRET, THEREFORE, THAT THE DISTINGUISHED REPRESENTATIVE 
oF THE USSR, WHEN HE HELD THE FLOOR OF THIS COMMITTEE YESTERDAY 
ON THE SUBJECT OF CHEMICAL WARFARE, DID NOT ADDRESS HIMSELF TO 
THE SPECIAL DETAILS OF THE PROPOSAL BEING MADE BY THE US DELEGATION, 
BUT CHOSE INSTEAD TO MAKE AN ASSESSMENT OF MY PERSONAL QUALIFI- 
CATIONS FOR PRESENTING THE ISSUE, 








WME Goot tr icu UF FPUYMLTITUGeivit tit Parmer rear Fyre ty 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


~ 


€ 


IN MY JUDGEMENT THE PROPOSAL PUT FORWARD YESTERDAY BY MY 
DELEGATION WAS A VERY SIMPLE ONE, AND DESERVED TO BE DISCUSSED 
ON THE BASIS OF ITS OWN MERITS, RATHER THAN ON THE QUALITY OF 
THE INDIVIDUAL REPRESENTATIVE WHO PRESENTED IT, 


MR. CHAIRMAN, OVER THE PAST FEW YEARS THERE HAVE BEEN MANY 
DISTURBING REPORTS OF THE USE OF CHEMICAL AND TOXIN WEAPONS AGAINST 
INDIGENOUS POPULATIONS IN AFGHANISTAN, LAOS, AND KAMPUCHEA, THIS 
SPECIAL SESSION ITSELF HEARD STATEMENTS ON THIS SUBJECT MADE FROM 
THE PODIUM IN THE GENERAL DEBATE BY THE REPRESENTATIVES OF SEVERAL 
CONCERNED NATIONS, 


IN THE SPRING OF 1980, | MYSELF, AS A MEMBER OF A CONGRESSIONAL 
DELEGATION TO PAKISTAN, VISITED THE AFGHAN REFUGEE CAMPS IN 
PESHAWAR, AND HEARD AT FIRST HAND ACCOUNTS OF THE USE OF CHEMICAL 
AGENTS AGAINST UNARMED AFGHAN CIVILIANS, SAW WITH MY OWN EYES THE 


EFFECTS OF THESE TERRISLE WEAPONS, 


Mr, CHAIRMAN, MOST OF US WOULD PREFER TO BELIEVE THAT NO 
NATION WOULD EVER USE SUCH WEAPONS, BuT DESPITE OUR EARNEST HOPES 
THERE IS A GROWING AND PERSUASIVE BODY OF EVIDENCE THAT THESE 
WEAPONS ARE INDEED BEING USED, THAT THEY HAVE BEEN WIDELY USED, 
NOT ONLY IN AFGHANISTAN BUT IN SOUTHEAST ASIA -- “YELLOW RAIN” 

AND OTHER POISONOUS CHEMICALS -- AND THAT THEIR EFFECTS HAVE BEEN 
DEVASTATING. WE WOULD BE NAIVE, AND REMISS IN OUR DUTY TO PEACE 

WERE WE TO RELY EXCLUSIVELY ON OUR HOPES AND DID NOT INSIST ON A 

FULL UNITED NATIONS INVESTIGATION OF THESE ALLEGATIONS, 











~ THE INITIATIVE WHICH OUR DELEGATION OFFERED YESTERDAY CALLED 
= ON THE GOVERNMENTS IN CONTROL OF THOSE AREAS WHERE VOLUMINOUS 
| REPORTS OF CHEMICAL ATTACKS HAVE OCCURRED “TO GRANT FULL AND FREE 
ACCESS TO THEIR COUNTRIES OR TO TERRITORIES THEY CONTROL SO THAT 
UNITED NATIONS EXPERTS” -- NOT AMERICAN EXPERTS, BUT UNITED NATIONS 
EXPERTS, LET ME REPEAT -- “CAN CONDUCT AN EFFECTIVE, INDEPENDENT 
INVESTIGATION TO VERIFY CESSS° ION OF THESE HORRORS,” 


SURELY IT IS IN THE INTEREST OF EVERYONE, NOT LEAST THE 
NATIONS CHARGED WITH USING THESE WEAPONS, THAT THE FACTS BE ESTAB- 
LISHED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE WHOLE WORLD, 


MY GOVERNMENT HAS RECENTLY ISSUED A REPORT WHICH GIVES FULL 


DETAILS OF THE EVIDENCE WHICH, WE BELIEVE, PROVES THAT CHEMICAL WEA- 


¢ 


PONS AND TOXINS HAVE BEEN USED IN AFGHANISTAN, LAOS, AND KAMPUCHEA, 


COPIES OF THAT REPORT ARE AVAILABLE TO ANY INTERESTED DELEGATE. 


~vectassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Mr. CHAIRMAN, AT A TIME WHEN THE NEED FOR VERIFICATION OF 
DISARMAMENT AGREEMENTS IS MORE EVIDENT THAN EVER, | FIND IT 
DIFFICULT INDEED TO BELIEVE THAT THE DISTINGUISHED REPRESENTATIVE 
OF A GREAT NATION THAT HAS MANY TIMES REITERATED ITS COMMITMENT 
TO WORLD PEACE WOULD OPPOSE THE MODEST AND HUMANITARIAN INQUIRY 


WHICH | HAVE HAD THE HONOR TO PRESENT ON BEHALF OF MY GOVERNMENT, 


THANK you, MR, CHAIRMAN, 
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to the United Nations, to the United Nations Economic and Social 


Council, 


me. 


Geneva, Switzerland, July 8, 1982. 


PRESIDENT. 
IN PSE LEAR THAT EAS PASSED SINCE WE LAST MET IN 


TEIS HALL, MANEIND EAS SEE’ CONTOLSED 2Y A NUMBER OF 
SIMULTANEOUS ZARS IN SEPARATE ARTAS OF THE WORLD. wW2 
SAVE SEEN ONCE MORE - AS IF #E NEEDED PURTEER REMINDERS - 
WELT WAR CROELLY CONSUMES Z0“AN AND MATERIAL RESCORCTS 


ee — adww Ae -~- 


WSICH COILD OTSESVISS SE MORE SRODICTIVELY CTILIZed. Sse 

TT IS NOP SURPRISING THS?T BOTE NATIONS ANS TEE INTERNATICNA- 
&l INSTITITIONS Teal RAVE CISatTldD, CONCENTRATE TSEEIE 
RESPECTIVE CIPLOwaATIC ENESSIES IN SEEKING TSE PROMET 
RESILCTION OF VIOLENT CONFLICTS. SIVEN THE DAGENCS OF TE 
ISSUES OF ates AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY, ONE COULD 
PARNLY ELPEC. [7 TO BE OTZERMISE. B9T, AS THE ANCIENT 


PETLOSCPSERS “TAUSET, A DISTINCTION MUST BE DRAsNn BETSFEN 
WEAT IS MERELY O8¢GENT AND @EAT IS TRILY IMPORTANT. ie 


ONF 


' 


OULD DENT TSAT @AR IS TSE “MOST URSENT ISSUE 


CONFROVTING US, SUT ONLY TZE SEORTSIGETED S£GaRD IT AS 
TEE MOST IMPORTANT. 


2Fs 


€ RCASON VE ALL STRIVE SO GARD 10 PRESTRVE CR 
roar PEAcE Is 2 ENAZLE OUR PEOPLE no ctad A DECENT 


LIFE. 292 TEE aBSEVCE OF 42 AND OF PORstC N DOMINATION, 
VITAL THOUSE TEE! MIGET BE, CANNOT BY TEE“SELTES ACEIET: 


TE? 


“OR 


S END. IF OUR PEOPLES ARE TO LIVE WELL, TSE NEED 
FE TRAN TEE SSSENCE OF WAR. TEELIE POLITICAL, ECONOMIC 


AND SOCIAL NEEDS MJST ALSO BF MET. TSEY MIST ENJOY PO- 
LITICAL LISERTIES. TEZY MUST 32 SRANTED TEE FULL ENJOT- 
ME“T OF TEEIR HIMAN RIGHTS. THEY “MUST Bave OPPORTUNITIES 


FOR EDUCATION AND FOR ECONOMIC ADVANCEMENT. IN SE ORT » TEST 
“TST SE GIVEN TEE OPPOSTINITS TO REALIZE TEEIR Pot NTIAL 
AN" TC LIVE FILLY EUMAN LIVES. TEESE ARE, TEEN, TRULY 
IMPORTANT MATTERS TEA SHSITLO SE TEE FOCUS OF OUR ATTEN- 
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TION. TAPPILY, ITSEY ARE ALSO THE CONCERNS MOST CCNGENTAL 
TO TTE SPIRIT OF TYE AMERICAN PEOPLE. THE INMITED STATES - 
FaS NEVER SHIRXED ITS DITY IN THE QUEST FOR INTERNATICNAL 
PEACE CR IN THE COUNCILS OF DIPLOMACY. 3UT THE REAL 

PASS ICON OF ITS CITIZENS JAS ALHAYS 3EEN DIRECTED TOVARD 
TRE ISSUES OF INDIVIDUAL FULFILIMET, IUMAN 2ISHETS AND 
TCCNOMIC DEVELOPMENT, PRECISELY THE ISSUES THAT ARE 
ADDRESSED BY THE ECONOMIC AND SOCTAL COUNCIL. 


~ WE AQE, THEREFORE, TEENLY AWARE OF THE IMPORTANCE DF 

ECCSOC AND OF TSE INDISPENSABLE ROLE IT PLAYS AS TYE ! 
CENTRAL ORGAN FOR THES CONSIDERATION OF ECCNCMIC AND SOCIAL | 
ISSUES WITHIN TYE J.N. SYSTEM. THE COUNCIL HAS A DIRECT 
IMPACT ON THE JORE CF MORE THAN FIFTY CRIANIZATIONS wWITEIN 
TUS T.N. SYSTEM PITH A COMBINED BUDGET OF WELL CVER TwC | 
PILLION DOLLARS. IMPRESSIVE AS THESE FISURES ARF, THEY. 
ASE DWARFED BY S9E MASNITIDE OF THE EXISTING NEEDS AND ) 
THE CRITICAL TASTS THAT JRGENTLY VEED TO BE UNDERTAEN, 

TRIS IMBALANCE BETYEEN VAST NEEDS AND LIMITED RESOURCES 

CLEARLY IMPLIES THAT THE COUNCIL MUST ARRANSE ITS ON WORK 

IN SUCZ A WAY TD PROMOTE TIE GREATEST POSSISLE EFFICIENCY 

AND EFFECTIVENESS IN TSE SYSTEM’S BANDLING OF ECCNCMIC 

AND SOCTAL AFFAIRS. 


eign 


- MY GOVEQINMENT BELIEVES TAAT IVE VITAL KEY TO TYE 
TRRECTIVENESS OF T2E J.N. SYSTEM LIES IN CLEARLY DEFINING 
OVR COLLECTIVE OFRPOSE. IT IS TRUE THAT IN AN ORSANIZATION 
WRICH BRIND TOGETIER REPRESENTATIVES FROM NATIONS wITE 
PIFTFERENT SOCIAL, SCOVOMIC AND POLITICAL VALJ=sS, CLARITY 

CF PURPOSE IS NOT ALVAYS POSSIBLE, FASILY ATTAINED, 02, 

IN & MINORITY OF CASES, EVEN DESIRABLE. WE MUST NOT, 
JC¥EVER, ALLOW THESE DIFFICILTIES TO BECCME AN EXCUSE FOR 
ORGANIZATIONAL PROLIFERATION OR IVSTITITIONAL INCORXERENCE. 
TSTS WEAKENS, RATHER TRAN STRENGTEENS THz CRGANTZATION 

AND = BY DISSIPATING RSSOTROES - SHARPLY REDUCES OUR 
CAPACITY [TO DEAL EFFECTIVELY WITH THE JRGENT NZEDS OF TRE 
TEVELOPINS #ORLD. 
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° IT IS IN THIS CONTEXT TAAT WE APPLAT! 


D THE DETISION 
FO FOCUS ON THE REVITALIZATION OF ECOSOC AT THIS COUNCIL 
SESSION. IN PAQPICILAP, #S APPLAUL TIS PRACTICAL AND 
RFASONABLE PROPOSALS PUT FORWARD AT TUE FIRST RESULAR 
SFSSION AND EM2ODIED IN TSE PRESIDENT’ S INFORMAL CRAFT 
TEYT, MY DELEGATION BELIEVES TEAT TEIS TEXT PHCVIDES A 
FOOD BASIS FOR DIR DELIBERATIONS ON THIS ISSTJE, AND WE 
TOPE THAT WE WILL BE ABLE TO REACH AGREEMENT CN PROPOSALS 
WHICH BOTH STREAMLINE AND REINVISORATE TAIS BODY. 











Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





~ MR. -PRESIDENT, #E ARE ALL AWARE OF THE DIFFICULT 
ECONOMIC SITUATION FACINS THE FORLD TODAY. LIE MOST OTHER 
DFLSGATIONS HERE PRESENT @E SELIEVE TEAT THERE IS mUC® 
INTERNATIONAL SCONOMIC COCPERATIV? ZORY TO DO. AS IT HAS 
BEEN REPEATEDLY STATED, WE LIVE IN AN INTERDEPENDENT WORLD 
WEERE COLLECTIVE ACTICN IS BEST SUITED TC SCLVE OUR COMMCN 
PROSLEMS. FOR SEVERAL YEARS NOW, HOWEVER, THE IMPCRTANT 
FCONOMIC WORX OF FCOSCC AND TEE GENERAL ASSEMBLY JAS BEEN 
CARRIED ON ONDER TUE SHADOW CAST 2Y UNCERTAINTY CVER TRE 
PATF OF GLOBAL NEGOTIATIONS. ALL OF US TCDAY CAN TAEE 
SATISFASTION IN THE FaCT TEAT THE SRADCY YAS BEEN LIFTING | 
AS THE VARIOUS POSITIONS - SC FAR APART FOR SO LONS - HAVE 
PEEN DRAWINGS CLOSER. THE JNITED STATES, OF COURSE, BAS 
BEEN AN ACTIVE PARTICIPANT IN THF ARDUOUS EFFORTS TO 

REACH CONSENSIJS ON THe LATNCTING OF GLOBAL NEGOTIATIONS. 
INDEED, A LOOS AT TRE RECORD OF EVENTS OF THE PAST YFAR 
REVIALS THE DEPTH AND THE PEQSISTENCE OF OUR DFTERMINATION 
TO ACEIFVE A SUCCESSFUL LAUNCEINS OF SLCBAL NESCTIATIONS. 


- TOF REAGAN ADMINISTRATION HAS DEVOTED JNPAFCEDENTED 
FIGS=<LEVEL ATTENTIO! TO QIESTIONS OF INTERVATIONAL ECONOMIC 
SOOPERATION AND DEVELCDME"T IN GENERAL, AND TC SLCBAL 
NEGOTIATIONS IN PARTICILAR. FRESIDEVT REAGAN GIMSELF 
MELIVESED TAREE MAJCH SPEECHES LAST FALL CN ECONOMIC 
RFLETIONS WITH DEVELOPING COINTRIES. SECRETARY OF STLTE 
ZEIZ MOVCTED FIS ADDSESS TO TPE ZSTR GENERAL ASS?YA3LY 
ALMOST EXCLUSIVELY TD TSE SIBJECT OF DEVELOPMENT. AND, 
OF COURSE, PRESIDENT ‘REASAN, ALONG WITH OTHER TCP U.S. 
OFFICIALS, ATTENDED TIE CANCUN SUMMIT, THE FIRST MEETING 
OF FEADS OF STATE FROM BOTH DEVELOPED AND DEVELCPING 
COUNTRIES FOCTISED SOLFLY ON MATTERS OF INTERNATICNAL 
TCONOMIC RELATIONS. IZ PRESIDENT OF TOE JNITED STATES 
FULLY SHARED TIE TlEy OF THE SUMMIT CC-CEAIRME’: TE: 

“THE SPIRIT WHICH PREVAILED (AT CANCUN)...WAS EX 
CONSTRICTIVE AND POSITIVE. AND IN COMMON WITH 
SUMMIT PARTICIPANTS, TYE UNITED STaTES RESOLVED 
TRANSUATE TYUIS “SPIRIT OF CANCIN INTO CONCRETE 
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AIMED AT PROMOTING ECONOMIC GaOWTH AND DEVELCPMENT AND 
REVITALIZING TIE ¥CRLD ECONOMY. 


- IN THIS CONTEST, THE UNITED STATES HEEDED THE CALL OF 
THE SOMMIT CO-CHALAMEN TO SEEK, “JITH A SENSE OF JRSENCY, 
A CONSENSUS TO LAONC? ZLOBAL NEGOTIATIONS ON A BASIS TO 

2E MUTUALLY AGREED AND IN CIRCUMSTANCES OFFERING IEE P20- 
SPECT OF MEANINGFUL PROGRESS. IMMEDIATELY AFTER CANCIN, 
TOP UNITED STATES PARTICIPATED IN SENERAL ASSE‘3LY PRESI- 
DENT KITTANI‘’S “FRIENDS OF ISE PRESIDENT MEETINGS JHICE 
IN LATE NOVEMBER CF LAST YEAR PROPOSED A S#O02T ENABLING 
RESOLUTION CALLING FOR THE LAUNCHING CF GLOBAL NESCTIA- 
TIONS. TRIS TEXT FAS YEFIEVED IN WASHINGTON AT TGE 
VIGHFST LEVELS OF OFR GOVERNMENT INCLUDING THE NATIONAL 
SECU2ITY COUNCIL AND PRESIDENT REASAN HIMSEL?. .THE REFVIFM 
SUSSESTED PYE NEED TO PROPOSS AMENDMENTS WTICH. WOJLD 

ALLOY TUE UNITED STATES TQ JDIN IN TZE LAINCKING OF SLOBAL 
NESCTIATIONS. UNFORTUNATELY, TIE UNITED STATES PRCPCSALS 
MERE NOT ACCEPTED AND AFTER FURTHER DISCUSSIONS T43 3RCUP 
OF 77 PROPOSED ITS OdN GLOBAL NEGOTIATIONS RESOLUTION. 


- AT THIS POINT, THE JNITIED STATES ONCE MORE DEFMON- 
STRATED THE SERIOUSNESS OF ITS DEDICATION TO A SUCCESSFUL 
TAINCSING OF GLOBAL NESCTIATIONS. IN A BRIEF PERICD OF 
LITTLE “ORS TAAV T¥O MONTES, DIRING WHICH OUR FIGIEST 
OFFICIALS JERE PREOCCUPIED BY AN EXTRAORDI‘IARY SERIES CF 
INTERNATIONAL CRISES, THE JQIESTIOV OF GLOBAL NEGOTIATIONS 
WAS ONT? AGAIN 2200G8T BEFORE THE HIGHEST LEVELS CF TEE 
TNITED STATES SOVERNMENT, CONSCICUS CF PREVIOUSLY 
PXORESSED CONCERNS OF THE GROUP OF 77 AND SEEKING TO FIND 

A BASIS FOR CONSENSUS, THF INITED STATES MODIFIED SEVERAL 
OF ITS POSITIONS WITH THE AIM OF FACILITATING THE 

LAUNCBING OF GLORAL NEGOLPIATICONS. AT THE VERSAILLES 

SUMMIT TRIS ALLOVED US TO REACH AGREEMENT WITE CUR OTEER 
SUMMIT PARTNERS AND TO ACCEPT TIE ZROTP OF 77 TET WITH 
CNLY MIVOR AMENDMENTS. TSE VIEWS OF THE JNITED STATES 

APR FULLY REFLECTED IN TIE LANGUAGE OF THE VERSAILLES 
NECLARATIONy ‘TIE LATNCLING OF GLOBAL VSsOTIATICONS IS 4 
MAJOR POLITICAL OBJECTIVE AOPROVED BY ALL PAXTICIPANTS 

IN THE SUMMIT. THES LATEST DRAFT RESOLUTION CIRCULATED BY 
TFE GROUP OF 77 IS HELPFUL, AND.THE DISCUSSICN AT VERSAIL- 
TES SHOWED GENERAL ACCEPTANCE OF TRE VIEW THAT THERE IS NOW 
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A GOOD PROSPECT FOR THE EARLY LAUNCHING AND SUCCESS OF THE 
GLOBAL NEGOTIATIONS PROVIDED THAT THE INDEPENDENCE OF THE 
SPECIALIZED ASENCIES IS SUARANTFED. 


_ 
- WE HAVE, IN CONCLUSION, REPEATEDLY SHOWN OUR WILLINS- | 
WESS AND DETERMINATION TO FIND A COMMON BaSIS FOR THE ! 
FARLY LAUNCHING OF GLOSAL NEGOTIATIONS. THOSE WHC MAY 

= HAVE BEEN SXEPTICAL OF OUR INTENTIONS SHOULD LOOZ AT THE 


RECORD #ITH AN OPEN MIND. IT WILL, WE BELIEVE, DISPEL 
MANY PRECONCEPTIONS. 3UT WE MUST CONTINJE OUR COMMON 
FFFORTS. TOE INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC PROBLEMS CONFRONTING ! 
ALL OF OS ARE T00 VISIBLE TO DENY AND TOO CRITICAL TO | 
ADMIT FIRTSE: DELAY IN OUR RESPONSE. WE HAVE ALREADY : 
SPENT CLOSE TO TAREE YEARS DISCUSSING AND NESOTIATING 

MATTERS OF PROCEDURF RATHER THAN SUBSTANCES. THAT TIME HAS 

NOT BEEN ENTIRELY LOST SINCE IT HAS SEEN & STEADY 

CONVERSENCE OF POSITIONS. #E, FOR OUR PART, INTEND TO 

CONTINU® TO SEE TEE BASIS FOR A COMMCN AGREEMENT. 





- LET ME TATE A MOMENT TO EXPLAIN CUR PCSITION CN E 
CRITICAL ASPECT OF GLOBAL NESOTIATIONS. We STRONSLY 
BFLIEVE THAT SLOBAL NEGOTIATIONS SHOULD NOT TAKE & FORM 
THAT TEREATENS TO DO ACTUAL JAQM TO THE EXISTING FRAME- 
WORT OF INTERNATICNAL ECONOMIC CCOPERATION. IT IS IN TEE 
LIGAT OF THIS LATTES CONSIDERATION THAT THE UNITEL STATES 
FAS REE" CONCERNED TO AVOID @ASTEFUL AND PCTENTIALLY 
CCUNTERORODUCTIVE DUPLICATION OF WOR< AFSQOPRIATELY DEALT 
WITH IN EXISTING ONITED NATIONS FORA. EVEN MORE IMPORTANT, 
IT IS TAIS CONSIDERATION SICH BAS LED TSE U.S. AND ITS 
TEPSATLLES SUMMIT PARTNERS TO PLACE SC ¥% 

TEE NEED TO GUARANTEE TSE INDEPENDENCE? OF 
ASENCIES.. 
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F ° OTR CONCEQIN WITH PRESERVING TIE INTEGRITY OF TSE 
SPECIALIZED ASENCIES DOES NOT ARISE FROM A REFLEZIVE AND 
ILL-CONSIDERED DESIRES TO MAINTAIN TSE STATIS QOJO. IT 
STFMS RATSER FROM A CAPEFULLY REASONED AND PROFOUND SFLIEF 
TREAT THESE INSTITUTICNS OCCUPY AN SSSiNTIAL AND IRRFPLATE- 
ASLF PART IN THE STRUCTURE OF INTERNATIONAL FOCNOMIC CC- 
OPERATIONS. TYE STABLE AND OPEN INTERNATIONAL TREDING 

ANT FINANCIAL SYSTEM FOSTERED BY THESE ASENCIES SERVES 

TSF INTERESTS OF ALL COUNTRIES. THRE CREATION OF TEESE 
INSTITUTIONS IN TRF AFTERSMATS OF THE SECOND #C2LD WAR 
PROVIDED THE FOINDATION FOR AN UNPARALLELED PERIOD OF 
FCONOMIC SROWTH, EFNEFITING DEVFLOPFD AND DEVELOPING 
COONTRIZS ALIKE, IN THE DECADES THAT FOLLOWED. 


- IF, IN THE PAST FEM YEARS, THE PACE OF SROWTT KAS 
FALTERED, TIE BLAME CANNOT BE LAID AT TSE DCGR OF THE 
SPECIALIZED AGENCIES, W2ICH FAVE PROVEY THEMGELVES 
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CAPA3LE OF EVOLVING £0 MEST TUE NEW CHALLENGES POSED 3Y 

A COANGINS JORLD ECONOMY. NOTSINS IN EUMAN AFFAIRS 
PEMAINS IV A STATIC CONDITION. TFIMAN INSTITUTIONS 
INEVITASLY CHANSE AND ADAPT TO CHANSING CIRCUMSTANCES 

AND AND THIS IS AS TRUS UP, SAY, THE GEVERAL ASSeM2Lt 

AS OF THE SPECIALIZ©£D ASENCIES. IF TRE FCRMER EAS 
SXOERTENCED CHANGE BROJGUE ABOUT BY THE INCREASE IN 

TRF NUMBER OF MEMBER NATIONS, THE LATTER EAVE ALSO 
TINDERGONE ADAPTIVE CHANGE. THIS, THE YORXLD ECONOMIC 
SURVEY NOTES TEE IMF°S ADCPTION IN 1991 OF NEW@ 
SUIDELINES MATINS AVAILABLE TAQRGER AMO'INTS OF ASSISTANCE 
TC ITS MEM3ERS, AS WELL AS ITS DECISION TC ESTABLISH A 

NEW LIVE OF C2ELIT TO FELP FINANCE TEMPORARY INCREASES 

IN THE COST OF CEREAL IMPCRIS. THESE STEPS CCONTRIZITED TC 
AN IMORESSIVE INCREASE IN IMF ARRANGEMENTS S¥ITT CEVYELOPING 
CCONTRISS FROM A LEVEL OCF $11 BILLION AT THE END OF 1932 , 
TO 4BOUT $23 BILLION 8Y THE END OF 1981. 


- THERE IS, OF COURSE, “OCH MORE THAT CAV 32 DONS 79 
ENFANCE THE CONTRIBITIONS TO ECCNOMIC GROYTH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT MADE BY THE SORCIALIZED AGENCIES. IN AN IMPORTANT 
SPSECE TO THE IMS/IBAD DSVELOCPMENT CCMMITTSE IN MAY, J.S 
TREASURY SECRETARY DONALD -RESAN OUTLINED U.S. VIENS 
QRGARDING HOW THE 3BRETICN VOODS INSTITUTIONS CaN MORE 
EETECTIVELY RESPOND TO THE PRCSLEMS OF DEVELCPINS COUNTRIES. 
A GREAT DEAL MUST ALSG BE DONE WITHIN THE CONTEAT OF THRE 
SATT, THE GENERALIZED SURGE IN PROSPERITY CF THE POST-WAR 
ERA SAS DRIVEN IN CONSIDEVABLE PART BY THE EXTREMELY 

SHAR? INCREASE IN THE VOLUME OF #ORLD TRADE, WHICH 
SXPAVDED MORE RAPIDLY (OAN THE GROWTH OF WORLD OCJTPOT 

AND INCOME. THE RECENT REVERSAL OF THIS TREND, WITH 

WORLD TRADE APPAQENTLZ VISTIALLY STAGNANT IN 1331, IS INE 
OF THE MORE AJCRRISOME aSPECTS OF THE CURRENT WORLD ECONOMIC 
SITTATION, THE PRESERVATION AND ENHANCEMENT OF Tds OPEN 
MOLTILATERAL TRADING SYSTEM EMBODIED IN TSE GATT IS CF 
SPECIAL IMPORTANCE TO THE DEVELOPING COUNTRISS. IT IS 
SURELY NO ACCIDENT THAT TIE SO-CALLED NICS (OR NEMLY 
INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTPIES), HO AAVE ACHIEVED Tit aISHEST 
GROWTH RATES IN TEE WOALD DIRING THE PAST DECADE, ARE 
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PRECISELY TEOSE DFVELOPINS NATIONS WHICH EAVE FOLLOJED 
OUTWARD-LOOLING STRATEGIES EMPHASIZING THE PROMCTION 
OF Exports. 


- IN TSE CURRENT CIRCUMSTANCES OF FALTERING GROWTE 

AND STASNANT WORLD TRADE, IT IS IMPERATIVE TUAT WE ALL 
RESIST THE PRESSIRES TOFARD, AND THE TEMPTATIONS OF, 
PROTECTIONISY. FAIS IS A SOAL TO W@SICH THE ONITED 

STATES AND ITS SUMMIT PARTNERS SAVE COMMITTED THEMSELVES 
IN TRE VERSAILLES DECLARATION. IN ADDITION, TEE SEVEN 
SUMMIT NATIONS SAVE AFFIRMFD THEIR RESOLVE TO CCCPFRATF 
WITS DEVELOPING COINTRIES (AND ESPECIALLY WITH THE 

NEWLY INDISTRIALIZED COUNTRIES) TO WORZ TOWARD &A FOURTZER 
OPENING OF MARTETS, POF UPCOMONG GATT MINISTERIAL COFFERS 
AN IMPORTANT OPPORTUNITY TO INITIATE POSITIVE STEPS TOWARD 
TUIS VITAL END. IN PARTICULAR, TEE UNITED STATES BELIFVFS 
THAT TSE TIME IS APPRODSIATE TO EXPLORE SERIOJSLY THEE 
POSSIBILITY OF A MAJOR ROJND OF TRADE NEGCTIATIONS 

BETWEFN DEVELOPED AND DEYELOPINS COUNTRIES AIMED AT 
FORTRER LIBERALIZING TRADE AND IMPROVING MARZET ACCESS. 
TFIS IS AN OCOPORTUNITY TSAT MUST NOT BF LOST, 

REGARDLESS OF TIE PRECISE RELATION OF THESE EFFORTS 

TC TEE LACNCUING OF SLCRAL NEGOTIATIONS. 


- FE JNITED STATES RECOSNIZES THAT A PROPERLY 
CONDUCTED PROCESS OF SLCBAL NECOTIATIONS CCOLD BRING 
RENFFPITS BEYOND THOSE OBTAINABLE BY DELIBERATICNS 
CONFINED TO INDIVINIJLL SPECIALIZED AGENCIES. TEE 
rrTa 
ak 
WS 


SHOULD CONTRIBUTE TO & FRUITFUL EXCHANGE OF VIcw 
TRE FOLL RANGE OF INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC ISSOES, 
THERESY GELPINS ALL OF US TO BETTER UNDERSTAND ONE 
ANOTPER’S PROBLEMS. IT S8O0ILD ASSIST US IN IDENTIFYING 
TECSE ARFAS THAT ARE MOST RIPE FOR REACHING MUTUALLY 
BENFPICTAL AGREEMENTS. AND IT SHOTLD MAKE POSSIELE 
GREATFR PROGRESS CN ISSIES THAT ARE NOT CURRENTLY 

BEING DEALT #ITE IN EXISTING UNITED NATIONS FORA. 

FOP TYESE BENEFITS T) Be REALIZED, THOSE, IT #ILL Ex 
NECESSARY TO APPROACE GLOBaL NFGCTIATIONS IN & PRACTICAL 
AND COOPERATIVE SPIRIT, RECOGNIZING THE INTEREST THAT WE 
ALL SHAR® IN INTERNATICNAL ECONOMIC GROWTE AND DEVELOPMENT. 
TT 18 THE HOPE OF TEE UNITED STATES TEAT TES SLCBAL 
NESOTIATIONS WILL EXFISIT THE SAME ATMOSPRERE OF OPENNESS 
AND GOOD @ILL TYAT PREVAILED AT CANCUN, RATZER THAN TEE 
DIVISIVE AND CONFRONTATIONAL RHETORIC THAT HAS MAPREL 
OTHER INTERNATIONAL ECONCMIC MEETINGS. 


- EVEN IN THE BEST CASE, HOWEVER, IT WOJLD BE NAIVE TO 
EXPECT THAT GLOBAL NESOTIATIONS, OR INDEED INTERSOVERN- 
MENTAL DISCUSSIONS Of AGREEMENTS OF ANY SCRT, CAN 2Y THEM- 
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SELTFS PRIDUCE ECONOMIC 320¢TH AND DEVELCPMZNT. 
INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC COOPERATICN IS A NECESSARY 
PONTITION 702 A PROSPEROJS FORLD FCONCMY, 3UT IT IS 
NO MEANS A SUFFICIENT CONDITION. IN A ¥ORLD OF SOV 
STATTS, TIE “IST CRITICAL E2Ci1OMIC POLICY DECISIONS 
REMAIN TEDSE MADE AT TOF YATIONAL LETEL. ONLY If WF. 
PU2SUE SOUND, NON-IN?LATICNARY, SROWTH-ORIENTED OCLISIFS 
AT TOME WILL #2 QE ABLE 19 QESTIRE THE SEALTE CF IEE 
40209 FCONOMY AS A JSCLE, IRE 2FAGAN ADMINISTRATION ZAS 
COMMITIED ITSELF T9 SICT A PROFRAM, AND ALTIOUZA THE 
2CAD TO ECONOMIC RECOVERY IS NCP ALSAYS AN EASY PATH, 

WE INTEND TO ADSEQE T) A PATIENT AND STTADI COURSE. 


3Y 
EREIS" 


- AS TIE WORLD ECONOMIC SIRTEY POINTS OJT, THE T¥O MOST 
IMPORTANT CAUSES Cr THE SLOYOCWN IN ECCNOMIC GROWTH OVER 
TAT PAST DECADE WERE THE EMERGENCE OF GEVERALIZED 

INT LATION AND THE ABRUPT 2ISES IN ENERGY PRICES. THE 

PACT THAT THERE ARS SIGNS OF SIGNIFICANT PROGRESS TO#ARD 
CVTERCOMINS THESE ILLS OFFERS A POYERFUL RAY OF FCPE AMIDST 
THE ECONOMIC SLOOM OF THE CIRRENT MOMENT. JAILE PIERE ARE 
NCOSTLESS MANY FACTORS TIAT FAVE CONTRIBUTED TO TIS 
OROSRESS, THE DOMESTIC POLICI2S OF THE REASAN ADMINISTRA 
™ICN “UST SURELY BE COUNTED AMONG TIEM. THE SISED AGAINST 
INTLATION FAS BEEN A CENTEROTECE OF TAE REAGAN PROGRAM, 
AND THE RES ILTS TIAT SAVES BEEN ACAIEVED OF TIIS FRINT 

GATT SURPASSED ALL EXPPCTATIONS: U.S. INFLATICN ZAS 3EEN 
PENICEN FROM 14.4 PLEACENE IN THE TYELVS—{MCNTY PEAICD 
PNOING (IN MAY 1333 TO JUST 5.7 PERCENT IN TIE THELTE-MONTE 
PERIOD ENDING IN MAT 13922. INDEED, DURING TIE SIX-MCNTY 
PFRZTOD ENDINGS IN MAY 1992, THE ANNUALIZED RATE OF INFLATICN 
FAD DROPPED TO A ME2B 3.7 PEQCENT. INSTEAD OF HELPING 
TO FUEL JORLDWIDE IN?LATICN, THE UNITED STATES IS NCd 
TATING THE TEAD IN A QEIIRN TOWARD MORE STABL 
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- 4S REGARDS FNERS7, THE REAGAN ADMINISTRATI 
PECONTROL OF DOMESTIC OIL PRICES ALLOWED FREE MARS 
FORCES TO BRING ABOTI A 4ARTED REDUCTION IN U.S. O 
IMPORTS, CONTRIBUTING SISNIFICANTLY TO TEE HCRLOWID 
TECLINE IV OIL CONSIMPTION. THE RESJLT, OF COURSE, FAS 

STEN A STABILIZATION AND EVEN A SLIGHT DACP IN TEF PRICE 
OF OIL, WITH SUBSTANTIAL ECONOMIC BENSFITS FOR ENERSI- 
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IMPORTING NATIONS. EVERY REDUCTION OF ONLY ONE DOLLAR 
IN TEF PRICE OF & BARREL OF OIL SAVES ENERSY-IMPCRTINS 
DEVELOPINS COJNTR2IES AN AMOUNT EQUAL TO MCRE THAN 
THREE-QUARTERS OF THE NET TRANSFER OF RESOURCES TIEZ 
RECEIVE FROM THE WORLD BANK AND IDA. 


= ECONOMIS POLICY, JNFORIONATELY, REMAINS VERY FAR 
FROM PEINS AN EXACT SCIENCE. THERE IS TOO “MICE OF 
WFICE Wi ARE STILL ISNORANT, AND HENCE TEERE IS RCO™ 
FOR LETITIMATE CONTROVERSY ABCUT HOd BEST TO PROMOTE 
SUSTAINED NON-INFLATIONARY ECONOMIC GROWTH. YET TEERE ARE 
ALSO SOME LESSONS THAT THE EXPERIENCE CF RECENT DECADES 
SHOULD HAVE MADE ABUNDANTLY CLEAR. WE ARE NCT 
CONTINCED, FOR EXAMPLE, TRAT IT WOULD BE DESIRASLE TO 
RETURN TO THE VERY SAME ECONOMIC POLICIES TEAT PRODCCED 
THE UNPRECEDENTED PROBLEM OF STAGFLATION. IT WOULD BE 
STRANGE INDEED, AND CONTRARY TO ALL TRAT WE NOW ABCOT 
TEF NATORF CF FCONOMIC PROCESSES, IF ECONOMIC PCLICIES . 


THAT LED TO A SPECIFIC OJTCOME IN THE PAST #CULD - AS IF BY 


MIRACLE - HAVE AN OPPOSITE RESULT. wk ARF, ON TEE CTRER 
RAND, IMPRESSED WITH THE GROWING EVIDENCE THAT TEE EXTSA- 
ORDINARY FCONOMIC SUCCESSES OF A NUMBER OF DEVELCPING 
COUNTRIES, EVEN IN T2E FACE OF SOMETIMES ADVERSE 
INTFENATIONAL CONDITIONS, HAVE PROVEN TEE PRELIANTE ON 
PREF AND OPEN. MARRETS CAV SRINS ABOUT RAPIC AND WIDELY 
NMISTRIGITED GAINS IN ESONCMIC WELL-BEING. SIMIL:RLY, 
THE RESOUNDING FAILURE OF COMMAND ECONOMIES TC MEET THE 
ECONOMIC ASPIRATIONS OF THEIR PFOPLE GAS BECCME TOC 
MANIFEST TO BF DENIED. THE RECENT DESACLE OF TEE POLISE 
FCONOMY IS MERELY TRE LATEST ITEM IN A SWELLING TIDE 

OF EVIDENCE. 


- THE ECONOMIC INCAPACITY OF TOTAUITARIAN SOCIETIES SAS 
BECOME MOST DRAMATICALLY APPARENT IN THE FIELD OF 
ASRICULTURE., THE CHIEF SINSLE CAUSE OF THE PRECARIOUS 
BALANCE BETWEEN WORLD FOOD DEMAND AND SUPPLY IS TE= 
ENORMOUS FOOD DEFICIT OF THE SOVIET UNION, A COUNTRY Tait 
HAD ACTIALLY BEEN AN EXPORTER OF GRAIN BEFORE TEE SCVIETS 
CAMF TO POWER. DURING TEE PAST DFCADF TEE U.S.S.PR. ALONE 
ACCOUNTED FOX SOME 42 PERCENT OF THE INCREASE IN PURCHASES 
IN *HE INTERNATIONAL SRAIN MARKET. EVEN SOVIET LEADERS 
FAVE SEEN COMPELLED T9 ACKNOVLEDGE THAT TEE CONTINUING 
PAILURE OF SOVIET AGRICULTURE CANNOT PLAUSIBLY EF 

ASCRIEE: [TO YEAY AFTER YEAR OF BAD WEATHER. S&ADLY, THE 
TRIE CAUS® OF THIS FAILURE CANNOT BE ADMITTED, SINCF 

TEAT @OJLD REQUIRE RECOGNIZING THE INHERENT SBORTCOMINGS 
OF AN ECONOMIC SYSTEM TIAT SPURNS MARFET MECEANISMS 

AND SUPPRESSES INDIVIDJAL INCENTIVES. 


- IT ISED TD BE COMMONLY ARSUED BY APOLOSISTS CF 
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NESPOTISM THAT TRE SUPPRESSION OF INDIVIDUAL LIBERTE 
WAS TSE NECESSARY PRICE T3AT BAD TO BE PAID 70R ' 
IMPROVING IRE MATERIAL WELL-SFING OF THE PFOPLE, 

AND FSOFCIALLY TRE POOR. TSE EMPIRICAL EVIDENCE THAT 
PAS NO# BEEN ACCUMULATED TODAY RENDENS TSAT ARSIMENT 
YROLLY UNTENABLE. IT IS THE FLOVERINS OF LIBERTY, 
AND NOT ITS CURTAILMENT, THAT IS THE SUREST ROUTE FOR 
A NATION TO BETTFR ITS ECCNOMIC CONDITICN. 


- THE UNITED STATES REMAINS UNSHAXABLY DEDICATEL TO 
THE TYIN SOALS OF LIBERTY AND PROSPERITY, BOTH AT TOME 
AND ABRCAD. #E BELIEVE THAT THE ATTAINMENT OF TEESE 
SOALS Br JTHERS IS TERY MOCH IN OUR ON INTEREST. FOR, 
IN ADDITION TC BEING MUTUALLY SELF-SUPPORTING, LIBERTY 
AND PROSPERITY SHARE TUIS HAPPY CHARACTERISTIC: TUEIR 
ACQITISITIO’ 3Y SUME DOES NOT DIMINISH THE STOCL CF THEM 
THAT IS AVAILABLE TO OTHERS. INDEED, THETR SPRzAD TO 
OTHER LANDS IS [HS 3EST SUARANTEE OF TUIELR MAINTENANCE 
"N THE NATIONS THAT ALREADY ENJOY THsM. NONE NEED FSA, 
TEPQEFORE, THAT THE JNITED STATES @ILL SLACKEN IN ITS 
HISTORIC COMMITMENT 7) TUE CAUSE OF DEVELOPMENT. 


KKKKKKKKKKRKKE 








c 
m 
— 
ao 
+= 
o 
La 
c 
o 
Oo 
4 oad 
+ 
— 
= 
c 
°o 
— 
» 
Le] 
oO 
Td 
= 
2 
= | 
oe 
+= 
oO 
uy 
.o] 
cv) 
— 
Ye 
— 
”" 
4) 
© 
— 
g 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 










Unirep StaTes Mission TO THE UNITED NATIONS 


799 UNITED NATIONS PLAZA 
New Yorx, N. Y. 10017 


PRESS RELEASE : = 


FOR DWEDIATE RELEASE Press Felease USUY 55(82) 
July 9, 1982 


Statement by Ambassacor Charles M. Lichenstein, Altermate Cnitec States 
Reoresentative to the Cnited Nations for Special Political Amairs, in me 
Committee cn Information, July 9, 1982 





Thank you, Mr. Chaimman. At the cutset of my remarks 1" I associate mysel= with 
these delecaticns shat have said ceserved tributes to you and t the vice-—chaizmmen, 
to the rarcorteur, to the Secretariat stats, not least to the distinguished Uncer 
Secretary General. The work of the Committse has been srofitable, srocuctive anc 
it has been owinc, in creat cart, to the leacership you heave oroviced. 


4 (“Then :— : rs — = c- - = _ - - : : —s > = =: ip 
My. Cras=man, <<ne United States wish — [Cin im =2@ camera. cencr cl =e ramarxs 

* oa - + _ *“*- ‘ - * ‘ . ‘ *“* - . +. * 
Sn SSC TECS sV Two CL TY colusacues, rsorssen=at’ 32 wWrat Tiont se 2a..8 =22@ 2.0 





c= lizeral cemcracies, on <he contarence room saper 1982/4 dated 2 July 1982, srecarec 
sv <ne celegaticn of Polanc. We in the U. §. Delecation are constantly astonished 

at <=e 38=« s@nsitivicy of scme member states, most of <hem eastern Surcrean states, 

<O the genuinely Sree slow of iceas and information across intermaticnal scundaries, 

co the See tlcw, in this instance, of cbjective news reccrting to scrulaticns cuite 
evicently starvec for information, even about their own countries, heir own societiss, 
the policies of their own covermments. Evicence of this deliberate succressicn of 
information within Poland incluces, among many sources, che setition of Polish incelL-- 
ectuals cated January 2l, 1982, which speaks of “immobilization of che infornaticn media, 
sme messace of <ne Polish Sishcss, also dated January 21, and sublic reaction chrouchkcut 
Polanc <=> the succen, cramatic, witormmately srief rearcearance of Radio Sclidaricy 

on April 12, 1982. I micht also note that even as internal news oroadcastinc in 

Polané remains 2 oroblem, its wide-ranging <xtemal services were resumed within 

weeks of the imposition of martial law on December 13, 1981. News into Poland 
apvarently constitutes orcracanca subversive of the Polish state. News cutsard, 

cone Must assume, represents cbjective journalism at its highest standard of srofessicnal 
excellence. 

Mr. Cnaiznan, I shall not cwell cn the soint. My country's VOA broadcasts contain 

about 25% hard news as a srocortion of total oroadcast hours; nearly 653 of otal 


oreacdcast hours including news amalvsis anc cammentary. The record of Padico Free 
Eurcve is about the same. We celieve shat such news oroadccasts are amonc “he createst 
services we can srovice oth <o che secple of Foland anc *o the cause of Srseccm. 

The Polish conference room saper scuates news Sroaccastincg from che West with activities 
SuEversive of che Polish regime. So be it, Mr. Craizmman. I would simply ask whether 
this tells us more adcut the nature of cur news croaccasts cr of their recime. 


. 
— 


Thank you, sir. 
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Mr. President: 


- 
* -* 


Let me express to you the admiration of my delegation for 
the way you have presided over our deliberations, and through 
you to express our sincere and deeply felt appreciation to 
Ambassador Adeniji who guided the work of this conference with 


sensitivity, dedication, and most of all wisdom. 


My delegation has been an active participant in these vital 
discussions. We believe that the words that come out of this 
Session should be considered soberly -- and not merely as another 
rhetorical exchange. It was because or our commitment to this 
Session that President Reagan addressed this body on June 17; 
that our delegation was composed of Senators and Congressmen from 
both political parties and representatives from other sections of 
American life. It was because we wanted to reach an enduring 
consensus on these critical questions of war and peace, that 
we -- along with many other delegations -- labored long into the 


night. 


Sadly, we were unable to achieve that full consensus we all 


so ardently hoped for. But we shall continue to work in this 


forum as well as others in search of the goal of lasting peace. 


As we look back over these past weeks, we must look at both 
our successes and failures and carefully consider the tasks that 


lie ahead. But first we must review the lessons of the past. 
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In 1978 the First Special Session produced a Final Document 
which embodied many of the aspirations of the world community. 
But why have we not at this Session been able to come to a con- 


sensus on the implementation of that Document? 


Let's look at the historical record. Shortly after the 
First Special Session, one major power violated the most funda- 
mental principles of the UN Charter, and invaded its non-aligned 
neighbor. They continue to occupy that hapless country. A war 
of aggression continues in Southeast Asia; other regional con- 
flicts rage unabated; subversion is being exported to Central 
America, Africa, and other areas; and the quest for freedom is 
Still suppressed in Eastern Europe. In short, the world in- 
creasingly lives in fear. Small wonder, then, that the implementa- 
tion of the lofty goals of the Final Document has remained a 


distant and illusive dream. 


Given their transgressions against the most sacred tenets of 
the UN Charter since the First Special Session, it is not sur- 
prising that some nations argued against language recounting the 


history of the past four years. 


But we must now look to the future. The major project before 


this conference was, as President Reagan noted, "To chart a 


course of realistic and effective measures in the quest for peace" -- 
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a Comprehensive Program of Disarmament. Progress was made, but 
the task remains unfinished. We have all reaffirmed the validity 
of the Final Document and pledged ourselves to renewed efforts 
toward disarmament. Let me restate that pledge today for the 


United States. 


The United States is proud of its record in disarmament. 
President Reagan has outlined a clear program to deal with the 
most pressing and dangerous problems. We have called for real 
and militarily significant arms reductions, particularly in the 
field of nuclear weapons. We have called for a one-third reduc- 
tion in strategic ballistic missile warheads, the elimination of 
all land-based intermediate range missiles, and new safeguards 
to eliminate the risk of accidental war. Moreover, just two 
days ago, the United States and its allies introduced a compre- 
hensive draft treaty in the Mutual and Balanced Force Reduction 
Talks in Vienna. This proposal calls for a substantial reduction 
of ground forces on both sides and the implementation of a package 
of associated confidence-building and verification measures. In 
all these negotiations, we have offered neither unverifiable 
measures nor meaningless rhetoric, but rather concrete proposals 


for major reductions in the arms and armed forces of the United 


States and of the Soviet Union. 
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Make no mistake. We are not satisfied with the current 
international situation and intend to do our part for peace and 


stability on this small planet. 


Mr. President, at this Special Session on Disarmament, we 
have been considering the most important issue facing mankind -- 
how to prevent war. Or, to put it in a more positive sense, how 
to establish 2 secure peace. Regrettably, there is no magic 
formula or instant panacea to attain that peace we all so 
fervently desire; it cannot be mandated by committees or by 


resolutions. 


We have heard, again today, the reiteration of the Soviet 
"no-first-use”" of nuclear weapons pledge. Our policy goes far 
beyond this pledge. The Soviet representative attempted to 
denigrate the NATO policy. But he cannot. As the leaders of 
NATO declared at their recent Summit, "None of our weapons will 
ever be used except in response to an attack." This is our 


pledge and our policy. 


But we believe there is a better way, and we will continue 


to seek it as we have done at this Session. 


During the past weeks we have offered concrete proposals 


and initiatives on a wide range of issues. 
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We are dedicated to a real World Disarmament Campaign. We 
believe that the open and universal availability of information 
of disarmament matters is vital. Excessive secrecy can only 
create mistrust and misunderstanding among the peoples of this 
world; such secrecy is a true enemy of peaceful relations among 
nations. The United States, as an open society, publicly makes 
available vast amounts of information on the momentous issues of 


War and peace. 


We have no illusions as to the serious obstacles which have 
frustrated the objective of a free flow of information in the past. 
We are all well aware that while hundreds of thousands demonstrated 
openly and peacefully for disarmament in the streets of New York 
and other cities of the world, 7 people who dared unfurl a banner 
calling for "Bread, Life, and Disarmament," were arrested in Moscow. 
It is a sad commentary that to some societies these words are 
considered "anti-state" when used domestically, but are considered 


"state policy” when used internationally. 


In the spirit of open discussion President Reagan has offered 
President Brezhnev the opportunity to address the American people 
on our TV on the vital questions of peace and disarmament for a 


chance to address the Soviet people. In this Session, we have 


offered specific proposals for similar multilateral discussions 
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and regional seminars throughout the world. We believe that an 
informed world public is the best guarantee for peace and under- 


standing among nations. 


In addition to our proposals regarding the World Disarmament 
Campaign we have offered other concrete initiatives at this 
Session. During the past several years, disturbing reports have 
reached the outside world that toxins and other lethal chemical 
weapons are being used in conflicts against people in remote 
regions of the world. Unfortunately, the borders of these 
regions remain sealed to the world community. We have therefore 
urged that the General Assembly call on the Soviet Government, 
as well as the Governments of Laos and Vietnam, to grant full 
and free access to areas where chemical attacks have been reported 


so that the UN Group of Experts can conduct an impartial investi- 


gation. 


We have also called for the convening of an International 
Conference on Military Expenditures. Such a conference would 
build on past UN efforts calling for universal adherence to a 
common reporting and accounting system on military expenditures. 
The frightening reality of vastly increased military budgets 
has been documented by recognized centers for disarmament 
throughout the world. Yet for the past ten years, one superpower 


has provided a manifestly ridiculous figure for its military bud- 


get to the world community. This universally discredited figure 
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underscores the need for an International Conference on Mili- 


tary Expenditures. 


As we conclude our work of this Second Special Session on 
Disarmament, I am again struck by the awesome task before us. 
Never have so few been responsible for the fate of so many. 
Let us not forget nor shirk this responsibility as we continue 


our search for a true and lasting peace. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Mr. President, since the beginning of this unhappy conflict the United States has 
held the position that a solution must be found which preserves the independence 


_ and territorial integrity of both Iraq and Iran. We have therefore been prepared 
_ to support any constructive and equitable action by the Council which works toward 


that end. | 


The present text meets that test. It is a balanced resolution and calls for a 
camprehensive, just and honorable settlement. It seeks negotiation of all outstand- 
ing issues between the two countries and it does not prejudge. In supporting it 
the United States hopes that both sides will agree on mutually acceptable means 

for working toward a settlement and will cooperate fully with the cease-fire and 


. withdrawal arrangements to be established and the continuing mediation efforts to 
_ be coordinated through the Secretary General, as called for by this resolution. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: 


I WOULD LIKE TO JOIN MY COLLEAGUES IN WELCOMING YOU, MR. 
SECRETARY GENERAL, TO OUR MEETING ON KHMER RELIEF. WE BELIEVE 
THAT THE KHMER RELIEF PROGRAM IS A VITAL HUMANITARIAN EFFORT 
WHICH DIRECTLY CONTRIBUTES TO THE VERY SURVIVAL OF HUNDREDS OF 
THOUSANDS OF NEEDY KHMER CIVILIANS INSIDE KAMPUCHEA AND ALONG 
THE BORDER WITH TEAILAND. WE ARE DELIGHTED THAT YOU HAVE 
JOINED US TODAY BECAUSE WE BELIEVE THAT YOUR PRESENCE 
DEMONSTRATES YOUR PERSONAL CONCERN FOR THIS PROGRAM. 


MR. CHAIRMAN, SINCE 1979, THE UNITED NATIONS HAS LED THE 
WORLD-WIDE RESPONSE TO THE KAMPUCHEAN TRAGEDY. THIS HAS BEEN A 
SINGULARLY EFFECTIVE EFFORT WHICH HAS LITERALLY SAVED SHE KHMER 
PEOPLE AND THE KHMER NATION FROM EXTINCTION. UNDETERRED BY THE 
SENSITIVE POLITICAL ISSUES INVOLVED, THE UN-LED RELIEF PROGRAM 
HAS PROVIDED MASSIVE AMOUNTS OF FOOD, MEDICAL SUPPLIES AND 
AGRICULTURAL ASSISTANCE TO THE INTERIOR OF KAMPUCHEA. ..ARGELY 
BECAUSE OF THIS ASSISTANCE, FAMINE HAS APPARENTLY BEEN 
ELIMINATED INSIDE KAMPUCHEA AND EPIDEMIC DISEASE CONTAINED. ON 
THE THAI-KAMPUCHEAN BORDER, THE UN-LED RELIEF PROGRAM HAS DONE 
AN EQUALLY IMPRESSIVE JOB UNDER DIFFICULT AND DANGEROUS 
CONDITIONS IN CARING FOR THE HUNDREDS OF THOUSANDS OF DESPERATE 
KHMER WHO HAVE FLED THERE SINCE 1979. iiR. CHAIRMAN, AS THE 
LEADER OF THE UN ORGANIZATION, YOU CAN TAKE PRIDE IN WHAT HAS 
BEEN ACCOMPLISHED. WERE IT NOT FOR THE EFFECTIVE LEADERSHIP OF 
YOUR SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE, SIR ROBERT JACKSON, AND THE 
HUMANITARIAN CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE UN RELIEF AGENCIES INVOLVED, 
THE COST OF THE KHMER TRAGEDY IN HUMAN TERMS WOULD HAVE BEEN 
STAGGERINGLY HIGHER. 


MR. CHAIRMAN, WE S2LIEVE THAT THE TASK IS NOT YET COMPLETED. 
AS THE REPORT PREPARED FOR THIS MEETING INDICATES, THE 
SITUATION IN THE INTERIOR, WHILE PROMISING, RENAINS FRAGILE. 
WE ARE ENCOURAGED THAT FOOD IS AVAILABLE IN ADEQUATE SUPPLY, 
THAT THE MONSOON RICE PLANTING IS GOING WELL, AND THAT WE CAN 
EXPECT THE EMERGENCY RELIEF PROGRAM TO TERMINATE BY THE END OF 
THE CALENDER YEAR. HOWEVER, BECAUSE THE INTERIOR SITUATION 
REMAINS UNCERTAIN, WE AGREE THAT WE MUST CONTINUE TO MONITOR 
THE SITUATION CLOSELY. AS IN THE PAST, MY GOVERNMENT RENAINS 
PREPARED TO CONSIDER THE RAPID PROVISION OF ADDITIONAL 
EMERGENCY FOOD ASSISTANCE TO THE INTERIOR Of KANPUCHEA IF 
NECESSARY. 


THE SITUATION IS LESS PROMISING ON THE THAI-KAMPUCHEAN BORDER 
WHERE 200,000 KHMER CONTINUE TO SEEK TEMPORARY SHELTER. THESE 
UNFORTUNATE PEOPLE REMAIN DEPENDENT ON THE UN RELIEF PROGRAM 
FOR THEIR VERY SURVIVAL. WE EXPECT THAT THEIR CARE WILL REMAIN 
OUR COLLECTIVE RESPONSIBILITY UNTIL A POLITICAL SETTLENENT IS 
REACHED IN WHICH KAMPUCHEA IS FREE OF FOREIGN TROOPS AND KHMER 
SELF-DETERMNINATION IS RESTORED. IN LIGHT OF THE PROVEN 
EFFECTIVENESS OF THE BORDER PROGRAM AS CURRENTLY CONSTITUTED, 
WE WOULD HOPE, MR. CHAIRMAN, THAT THE UNITED WATIONS WILL 
CONTINUE TO LEAD THE BORDER PROGRAM AND THAT YOU AND YOUR 
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OFFICE WILL CONTINUE TO ACTIVELY PARTICIPATE IN THIS LEGITINATE 
HUMANITARIAN EFFORT. FOR OUR PART, MR. CHAIRMAN, WE REMAIW 
PREPARED TO ASSIST IN ANY WAY POSSIBLE TO IMPROVE FURTHER THE 
BORDER RELIEF PROGRAM AND TO RESOLVE ANY PROBLEMS WHICH MAY 
INTERFERE WITH THE EFFECTIVE PROVISION OF RELIEF O ALL NEEDY 
KHMER CIVILIANS IN THIS AREA. WE ALSO REMAIN COMMITTED TO THE 
SUPPORT OF THE KAMPUCHEANS IN THE UNHCR HOLDING CENTERS [IN 
THAILAND, AND TO EFFORTS TO PROVIDE SOLUTIONS TO THEIR PLIGHT 
BOTH THROUGH THIRD COUNTRY RESETTLEMENT AND THROUGH CONTINUED 
EFFORTS TOWARD VOLUNTARY REPATRIATION. 


LET HE CLOSE, MR. CHAIRMAN, BY TAKING NOTE OF THE ASSISTAIICE 
WHICH IS BEING PROVIDED TO THOSE THAI VILLAGERS WHO HAVE BEEN 
UPROOTED FROM THEIR HOMES ALONG THE BORDER BY THE INFLUX OF 
KHMER REFUGEES AND THE CONCURRENT MILITARY OPERATIONS. THE 
ROYAL THAI GOVERNMENT HAS MADE IMPRESSIVE STRIDES ON ITS OWN IN 
RESETTLING ITS PEOPLE WHO WERE DISPLACED FROM THE BORDER 
REGION, BUT MORE NEEDS TO BE DONE. WE BELIEVE THAT SHE UNITED 
NATIONS RELIEF AGENCIES SHOULD CONTINUE TO ASSIST THE THAI 
PROGRAM AS APPROPRIATE AND THAT THE DONORS SHOULD CONTINUE 
THEIR SUPPORT FOR THESE EFFORTS. SINCE THE BEGINNING OF THE 
KHMER EMERGENCY IN 1979, THE ROYAL THAI GOVERNMENT HAS PLAYED A 
POSITIVE ROLE IN ALL ASPECTS OF THE RELIEF PROGRAM ALONG THE 
BORDER AND IN THE INTERIOR OF KAMPUCHEA. THE THAI DESERVE OUR 
CONTINUED SUPPORT FOR THIS EFFECTIVE HUMANITARIAN PROGRAM WHICH 
IS OF SUCH GREAT IMPORTANCE TO ALL OF US. 


AGAIN, MR. CHAIRMAN, I WOULD LIKE TO EXPRESS THE APPRECIATION 
OF MY DELEGATION FOR YOUR PRESENCE AT OUR IIEETIWG TODAY AND OR 
YOUR ATTENTION TO THE KHMER RELIEF PROGRAM. 


THANK YOU. 
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Mr. President, the United States is never indifferent to the 
sufferings, insecurity or deprivations of human veings caught in 
War, occupation or natural disasters. Certainly, we have been ~ 
deeply concerned with the hardships visited on the people of Lebanon 
during the current conflict. The Lebanese people, we know, have too 
long suffered violence at the hands of unwanted intruders, unwelcoue 
invaders and occupiers. The concern of my government for the people 
of Lebanon ‘as seen ani is veing actively expressed in tue large 
contributions for emergency humanitarian aid made by my government, 
oy the appointment of a Special idministrator “or aid aad of 
implementation of extensive, humanitarian aid prourams in the 

$3 :O provide . :o9ral 
of some $55 million in humanitarian emerjency aid for the people of 
Lebanon. The President's Special envoy, Aavassador 2hillipd davib, 
has worked indefatigably in his efforts to restore peace to Lebanon 
and a degree of territorial integrity and sovereijnty chat tie 
government has not enjoyed for too many years. 


region. resident Reagan ias asked the Cougre: 
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ic. President, there is no room for JjJount among c2asonable men and 
women, I believe, about the commitment of the United States 
Sovernment to the peace, independence and Sovereignty of Lebanon; 
indeed, for our commitment to peace, national independence and 
sovereignty of all nations. Yet, we see serious problems with the 
cesolution proposed by my friend and distinguished colleague, the 
representative of the Government of Spain, for the Eollowins 
reasons: First, because of inadequate time either to gathe: or 
confirm the facts about the situation in Beirut and the problens of 
access; Second, because of an inadequate opportunity to consult 
With our government; and third, vecause this resolution, we 
believe, is lacking in a certain, serious balance which would give 
it greater weight. [It is, surely, in the first instance, the 
Palestine Liberation Organization that imposes itself on the 
Civilian population of Beirut. dut, the cesolution proposed wy ny 
oy distinguished colleague from Spain does not ask that that armed 
force abandon its occupation of deirut or desist in its wilitary 








~ = 


~- activities. It calls only on Israel. Yet everyone understands that 
Israel seeks to affect supplies to the PLO forces, not to the 
Civilian population of Beirut. 





Mr. President, the United States welcomes the concern of the “> 
Security Council and of the humanitarian agencies of the United 
| Nations for the suffering in Lebanon, as we welcome the concern of 
a this body for an end to human suffering everywhere. But, Mr. 
; President, we feel that a one-sided appeal in a two-sided conflict 
; suggests purposes that are political as well as humanitarian, and we 
Cannot support these. Certainly, we cannot support thea on the 
5 F basis of inadequate notice and inadequate information. We call, 
@ : therefore, upon the Council to take the time necessary for more 
o : careful, balanced consideration of this most serious, wrenching 
. | problem. I ask the suspension of this session to permit 
S consideration and consultation with our governments. 
: Thank you Mr. President. 
a 
= © ° (eee oc 
Co 
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2 . | | 
24) Mc. President, I should like to say that the United States finds it “ 
gQee impossibl2 to participate in such a procedure, strongly objects to 
—& the procedure employed here today, and suggests that it will be 
ev impossible for this Council to function if memvers ace not to de 
SF provided an opportunity for consultation with their governments. 
ft 7 ) 
=f Taank you, very mucu, iir. President. . 
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Mr. President, the United States Government is gravely concerned at 
the tragic violence that afflicts the people of Beirut. We have 
repeatedly supported resolutions that called for a ceasefire. The 
United States Government has worked ceaselessly, especially through 
the President's special emissary Ambassador Philip Habib, to bring 
peace to the region »y restoring the sovereignty and independence of 
the Government of Lebanon. Toward that end we have sought the 
removal of all foreign forces from Lebanese territory. Just last 
Sunday we voted in favor of Resolution 516 that called for the 
introduction of U.N. observors in Beirut. We continue to support 
this important step, and we regret that there has not yet been full 
cooperation with the Secretary General in the impleientation of 


Resolution 516. 


2’ 


In our view the resolution now before us has one, fatal flaw. [ft 
does not explicitly and unequivocably call for the withdrawal of the 
PLO from Lebanon. Our position is best stated in the declaration 
made this morning by President Reagan and I quote: "Through 
Et governments which have direct contact with the PLO I have expressed 
aii my strong conviction that the PLO must not delay further its 
Withdrawal from Lebanon. At the same time I have expressed to the 
Government of Israel the absolute necessity of re-establishing and 
maintaining a strict ceasefire in place so that this matter can be 
promptly resolved." Because the draft resolution contained in 
Document S/15343 revision 1, introduced by Jordan and Spuin, is 
inconsistent with the balanced policy set forth in President 
Reagan's statement we have abstained in the vote. 
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Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Statements by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the United Nations for Special Political 
Affairs, in the Security Council in Explanation of Vote on the 
Situation in Lebanon, August 6, 1982. 


Thank you, Mr. President. As the representatives of my government 
have stated many times before, the United States, particularly 
through the mission of Ambassador Philip Habib, has been working 
intensively with a profound commitment: to help bring about a 
negotiated settlement of the crisis in Beirut and in Lebanon. We 
believe that this mission offers the best hope for a settlement that 
will avoid further bloodshed, secure t:he withdrawal from Lebanon of 
all foreign forces and enable Lebanon to regain its sovereignty, its 
independence and its territorial integrity. We will support any 
action in the Council that will assist Ambassador Habib in his 
mission. We have supported such actions in the Council. We have 
worked hard to achieve consensus in the Council during this crisis. 
At the same time, we will do nothing that might in any way affect 
this mission adversely. 
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The United States has supported many resolutions during this 
protracted crisis in Lebanon. Last Sunday, we supported Resolution 
516 which authorized the Secretary General, at the request of the 
Government of Lebanon, to deploy United Nations Observers in and 
around Beirut. We wish to reaffirm our support for Resolution 516 
and its call for observers. We wish to emphasize, as well, that it 
is important that the modalities of the deployment should contribute 
to the negotiations and to the peaceful resolution of the conflict. 


Mr. President, the Government of Lebanon has made it clear, has 
stated unequivocally to the Council, that it wishes the complete 
withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon, starting with the 
withdrawal from Beirut. My government has always supported and 
continues to support the Government of Lebanon in this desire. We 
can only regret that this Council has been unable clearly to state 
this same support for the Government and for the people of Lebanon, 
who are the chief victims of this continuing tragedy. 


As President Reagan has said, we support a ceasefire in place, and 
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by this term "a ceasefire in place," the President meant the 
position of forces on August lst. 


We have voted against today's resolution because it calls for 
Sanctions against Israel, because it is unbalanced, and will not 
contribute to our goal of achieving through negotiations a peaceful 
settlement. We regret, Mr. President, that one member of the 
Council has tried to polarize the situation within the Council. 
Indeed, my government would like to suggest the time has come to 
declare a ceasefire within the Security Council itself. This, we 
hope, will give the peace process a chance to work and to succeed. 


Thank you, sir. 


Thank you, Mr. President. I shall be very brief. I wish to commend 
my distinguished friend from the Soviet Union for being a loyal and 
dedicated servant of his government. In common with his government, 
he chooses to remake and recast history to his own devices. The 
United States has made it clear to the many representatives around 
this table, to you Mr. President, and therefore, indirectly to the 
representative of the Soviet Union that we are prepared at all times 
to consider any reasonable alternative text, any productive 
alternative text, any text of a resolution that would, in our 
judgment, contribute to the peace process in Lebanon. We remain 
committed to that goal. 
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Thank you, Mr. President. The United States wishes to express its 
deep concern about the continued violence in Lebanon. We are 
concerned because of the destruction and bloodshed that has resulted 
from the violence. We are also concerned that the new fighting 
presents an obstacle to the completion of the negotiations for the 
peaceful resolution of the Beirut crisis and, beyond that, the 
restoration of Lebanese sovereignty. 


As you know, Mr. President, a cease-fire was announced this 
morning. It is our fervent hope that this cease-fire will be 
permanently maintained. 
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The United States would like to reiterate in the strongest terms its 
view that actions in the Security Council support, and not 
complicate, the negotiating process. The resolution we !iave voted 
on today is, in our judgment, constructive. We urge the Council to 
avoid any initiatives that could upset the neyotiations during this 
present critical phase. 
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I reiterate, Mr. President, the fervent hope of my government that 
the cease-fire be maintained in Beirut so that a settlement can be 
achieved that will bring peace to Lebanon and to the entire region. 
Mr. President, let the guns be permanently stilled. 


Thank you, Sir. 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the United Nations for Special Political 
Affairs, in the Seventh Emergency Special Session of the General 
Assembly on The Question of Palestine, August 19, 1982. 





Once again, for the third time in less than four months, the Seventh 
Emergency Special Session of the General Assembly - called more 
than two years ago to address "The Question of Palestine” -- has 
been resumed, this time in relation to the crisis in Lebanon. As 
the members of this body are well aware, the United States 
Government has been profoundly concerned «jith the crisis i. Lebanon 
and intensively involved in efforts to seek a diplomatic solution to 
it. It is therefore out of no lack of interest or commitment tiat 
we must question the wisdom of resuming the Seventh Emergency 
Special Session at this time. 


Suce@ly the Lebanon crisis has not suffered for waut of attention ia 
the United Nations over the past 10 weeks. The Seventh Session has 
alrealy met once during these weeks and the Security Council jas 
been almost continuously seized of the issue, having adopted ten 
resolutions, issued one Presidential Statement and received numerous 
reports from the Secretary General. Not least, we are quickly 
approaching the opening of the 37th Regular Sessioiu of the General 
Assembly where the crisis in Lebanon and "The Question of Palestine” 
Will undoubtedly be dealt with exhaustively in the wannec to which 
we have become accustomed. Needless to say, we would not object if 
urgent uecessity dictated meeting at this time. But a settlement in 
Beirut now appears imminent and surely there is little that this 
body can Jo at this stage to affect the outcome of the .eyotiations. 
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We would do well to bear in mind Disraeli's maxim that there should 
be "moderation even in excess." ‘so proceed otherwise -- without 
moderation, without restraint -- only has the effect of devaluiig a 
Currency that is already iiighly inflated and that can purchase 
little in the marketplace of political influence. 
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The members of the Assembly will note that the conflict in Lebanon 
is but one of four wars now in progress in the so-called Arc of 
Crisis, a region smaller than the size of my own or a number of 
other countries, that stretches from Lebanon in the west to 
Afghanistan in the east and to the Horn of Africa in the south. One 
might appreciate the General Assembly's all-consuming preoccupation 
with the conflict in Lebanon if it was being neglected at a time 
when intensive efforts were underway to resolve the other conflicts 
in the region. Unfortunately, quite the opposite is true. 


Even as we meet today, efforts are underway to »riag the painful and 
protracted conflict in Lebanon, and particularly in Beirut, toa 
peaceful settlement througl: negotiations. The American people, and 
indeed people everywhere who are committed to peace, are indebted to 
President Reagan's special envoy Ambassador Philip ‘Jlubib who has 
worked ceaselessly and tirelessly to resolve the crisis in Beirut. 
From the very start, the goal of Ambassador Habib's mission as bee, 
to achieve a resolution of the crisis in a manner that avoids 
further bloodshed, secures the removal from Lebanon of all foreiyn 
armed forces, and allows the Government of Lebanon to reestablish 
its full authority throughout the country. This effort has bee 
exceedingly difficult. Yet it holds out the only realistic hope for 
resolving the situation in Beirut and for achieving meaningful 
progress towards the restoration of full Lebanese sovereignty, a 
precondition for stability in the region. And today, -his effort iu 
on the threshold of success. 


Throughout this process the United States has proceeded v1 two 
assumptions: (l)that the terms of a settlement could not be 
Jictated from above or from without but could only we determined us 
a result of painstaking negotiation; and (2) that it was necessary 
to deal first with the immediate problem in Jeirut »wefore -ackliny 
the broader objectives of a solution to the Lebanese situation and a 
comprehensive Middle East peace. 


The United States does aot believe that the problem of Lebanon can 
or should be set aside while we address other issues related to the 
Arab-Israeli conflict. Surely the people of Lebanon !iave suffered 
enough -- since long before June 6th, I might add. For years the 
sovereignty of Lebanon and the well-v,eing of its people vere 
sacrificed as external parties pursued their own interests and their 
own conflicts within its borders. Lebanon suffered und .ts 
suffering became a source of instability for the entire region. 
Regional stability, therefore, no less than human compussion, 
requires that we put an end to the suffering in Lebanon. 


The United States commitment to a comprehensive settlement of che 
conflict between Israel and her Arab neighbors has, if anything, 
been deepened and reinforced by the crisis in webanon. ‘he position 
of my government with respect to such a settlement is well known and 
has ween frequently stated. Having been an active partuer in che 
first peace treaty between Israel and an Arab state, the United 
States has souglit to create the conditions for a just and lastiny 
peace in the region pursuant to the principles of Security Council 
Resolutions 242 and 338 -- the oaly authoritative framework voc a 
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peaceful resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict. These principles 
were incorporated into the Camp David Accords, which set forth a 
practical approach to solving the Arab-Israeli conflict, including 
the Palestinian question, the approach of negotiation wased on 
respect for the security and territorial integrity of all states in 
the region and also recognition of the legitimate .ights of the 
Palestinian people and their just requirements. The first essential 
step is the provision of full autonomy for the transitional period 
to the inhabitants of tr ‘'est Bank and Gaza. The United States 
continues to stand by t..#«°* nrinciples and will oppose any effort to 
change Resolutions 242 . 338 in ways that are incompatible with 
their original purpose. 
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We believe that the efforts now underway in Beirut will be a step 
toward the wider peace settlement that we seek. We look forward to 
a time, a time in the not too distant future, when .crael and liec 
Arab neighbors will share peaceful borders, and when there will be 
peace as well across the critical psychological frontier of e.wity 
that separates Israel from the Arabs. Such a peace would 
undoubtedly leave many other conflicts unresolved, in the Middle 
East and elsewhere. But it would make the world an immensely safer 
place, no longer threatened by the periodic explosions of 
Arab-Israeli hostility and better able to devote the creative 
energies of mankind to the solution of other dangerous problems aad 
the construction of a peaceful and just world order. 


oe 


In light of these remarks, Mr. President, and in view of the urgent 
concern of the United States to promote reconciliation and to resist 
the tendency to interpose new obstacles to the peace process that is 
now underway, the United States will vote "no" on the resolutions 
now before us. 
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Thank you, Mr.President. 
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DONORS’ CONFERENCE ON KAMPUCHEAN RELIEF 





SEPTEMBER 16, 1982 











; WE ARE ENCOURAGED, MR. CHAIRMAN, THAT THE FOOD SITUATION 

INSIDE KAMPUCHEA NOW APPEARS MANAGEABLE AND THAT THE CURRENT 
MONSOON RICE CROP IS PROGRESSING REASONABLY WELL. SINCE THE 
BEGINNING OF THIS YEAR, WE HAVE WAITED FOR CONFIRMATION THAT 
AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION HAD EXPANDED TO THE POINT WHERE 
KAMPUCHEA WOULD NO LONGER REQUIRE INTERNATIONAL FOOD 
| ASSISTANCE. WITH THE HARVEST OF THE MAIN MONSOON RICE CROP 
ONLY THREE MONTHS AWAY, WE BELIEVE THAT KAMPUCHEA IS NEARLY 
ABLE ONCE AGAIN TO STAND ON ITS OWN FEET. WE THEREFORE JOIN 
WITH OUR ASEAN AND DONOR COLLEAGUES IN EXPRESSING OUR HOPE 
THAT THE EMERGENCY PROGRAM IN THE INTERIOR OF KAMPUCHEA CAN 
BE ENDED THIS YEAR. 
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ACCORDING TO FAO SITREP NUMBER 22, A RECENT SURVEY OF 
FARMING FAMILIES IN THE PROVINCES AROUND PHNOM PENH — 
INDICATES THAT THEY ARE NOT RECEIVING RELIEF ASSISTANCE, 
EVEN THOUGH THEY APPARENTLY ARE IN DIFFICULT STRAITS. THIS 
DEEPLY CONCERNS MY GOVERNMENT SINCE THE WHOLE PURPOSE OF THE 
FOOD ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FOR THE INTERIOR IS TO HELP THESE 
PEOPLE -- VULNERABLE GROUPS IN RICE DEFICIT AREAS. IN ORDER 
TO ENSURE THAT NEEDY KHMER RECEIVE THE ASSISTANCE THEY 
REQUIRE, AND TO ENSURE PROPER UTILIZATION OF 
INTERNATIONALLY-PROVIDED RELIEF ASSISTANCE, WE URGE YOU, MPR. 
CHAIRMAN, AND THE UN RELIEF AGENCIES IN PHNOM PENH TO DO 
WHATEVER CAN BE DONE TO INCREASE THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE 
FOOD DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM. 
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TURNING TO THE RELIEF PROGRAMS FOR THE KHMER AT THE 
BORDER AND THE AFFECTED THAI VILLAGERS, WE ARE GRATIFIED, 
MR. CHAIRMAN, THAT BOTH PROGRAMS ARE NOW FULLY FUNDED FOR 
THE REMAINDER OF THE YEAR. WE WOULD LIKE TO EXPRESS OUR 
SPECIAL APPRECIATION FOR THE GENEROUS CONTRIBUTION MADE BY 
THE JAPANESE GOVERNMENT AT THE LAST DONORS' MEETING WHICH 
HELPED PUT THESE PROGRAMS ON SUCH A FIRM FINANCIAL FOOTING. 
WE WOULD ALSO NOTE, HOWEVER, THAT THE END OF THE YEAR IS 
FAST APPROACHING AND THAT MONEY WILL SOON BE NEEDED FOR NEXT 
YEAR'S PROGRAM. MY GOVERNMENT URGES THOSE DONORS WHO CAN 
CONTRIBUTE MORE TO DO SO, SO THAT WE WILL NOT EXPERIENCE THE 
SAME CASH FLOW PROBLEMS WHICH BEDEVILED THE RELIEF EFFORT AT 
THE BEGINNING OF THIS YEAR. 








MR. CHAIRMAN, IN CLOSING, I WOULD LIKE TO ONCE AGAIN 
REEMPHASIZE THE IMPORTANCE MY GOVERNMENT PLACES ON THE 
CONTINUED OPERATION OF THE BORDER RELIEF PROGRAM. THOUSANDS 
OF KHMER ON THE BORDER REMAIN DEPENDENT FOR THEIR VERY 
SURVIVAL ON THE RELIEF SUPPLIED BY THE INTERNATIONAL 

ww COMMUNITY. WE CAN NOT DESERT THEM NOW. THE VERY EFFECTIVE 
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RELIEF OPERATION WHICH THE UNITED NATIONS HAS ORGANIZED MUST 
THEREFORE BE RETAINED. WE CONTINUE TO BELIEVE THAT IT IS 
ESSENTIAL FOR THE SECRETARY GENERAL TO REMAIN ACTIVELY 
INVOLVED IN THIS LEGITIMATE HUMANITARIAN EFFORT AND THAT THE 
CURRENT ORGANIZATIONAL ARRANGEMENTS BE MAINTAINED. 


WE WOULD ALSO LIKE TO REEMPHASIZE, MR. CHAIRMAN, OUR 
CONTINUING SUPPORT FOR THE VOLUNTARY REPATRIATION OF THOSE 
KHMER WHO WANT TO RETURN HOME. ZIA RIZVI SHOULD BE 
COMMENDED FOR HIS EFFORTS ON THIS ISSUE AND WE ENCOURAGE IAN 
SIMMINGTON TO TAKE UP ENERGETICALLY THE SEARCH FOR A 
REPATRIATION ARRANGEMENT ACCEPTABLE TO ALL SIDES. 


THANK YOU. 
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Dismaved by the appalling violence and loss of life taking place in 

West Beirut, the Govermments of France, Italy, and the United States 

today urged the Secretary General of the United Nations to dispatch 
observers immediately to the sites of the greatest human suffering 

and losses in and around that city. Consultations have taken place in 

New York with representatives of the Govermment of Lebanon. The Government 
of Lebanon concurs with this request and its representative has informed 
the Secretary General of this concurrence. 
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‘Statement by Ambassador Jose S. Sorzano, United States Representative to 
the UN Economic and Social Council, to the closing session of the 36th 
General Assembly, on global negotiations, September 20, 1982. 


May I first, Mr. President, extend to you the profound thanks of my 
delegation and my government for your tireless efforts, for your realism, 
and for the spirit of cooperation which you have fostered during the past 
year in our attempts to reach agreement on the launching of global = 
negotiations. The progress we have mace to date is certainly in no small 
way attributable to the imaginative manner in which you have carried out 
your duties. 





I should also like to express our appreciation to Ambassador Naik of 
Pakistan and Ambassador Munoz Ledo of Mexico for their respective roles 
in trying to bring about a meeting of the minds on the differences still 
outstanding on Global Negotiations. That we have not yet been able to 
reach agreement is surely in spite of their constructive efforts to 
resolve the problem. 
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Mr. President, while we have failed to reach agreement during the 
term of the 36th General Assembly, it would be far from the truth to say 
that we Nave not moved forward. Ouring the past year at least two hiqly 
significant meetings have taken place which have resulted in considerable 
progress. At Cancun last October President Reagan put forward four 
essential understandings necessary to create circumstances offering the 
prospect of meaningful negotiaitions. At Versailles a specific text for 
launching global negotiations was, after extensive preliminary 
negotiation, agreed upon by the seven industrialized nations present. 
The Versailles text demonstrates a willingness and flexibility on the 
part of the developed countries to bring about the launching of Global 
Negotiations, and we strongly believe this text continues to offer a fair 
and realistic basis on which to proceed. 
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Mr. President, the United States would support a decision to 
continue with further negotiations during the 37th General Assembly. we 
look forward to the early resolution of those few issues which are still 
outstanding. 


eo Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, Unitea States 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, in the General 
Committee, on the inscription cf Puerto Rico as an agenda item 
for the 37th General Assembly, September 22, 1982. 


The United States does not often and does not lightly oppose 
the inscription of agenda items. Even more rarely do we urge 
others to join us in doing so. However, we are strongly 
opposed to the inclusion of this item on the agenda. We do ask 
others to join us in this opposition. It is, we think, a 
question of law, of fairness and of respect for self 
determination. 


Mr. President, it would be wrong for the General Assembly to 
intervene in the affairs of the United States and of Puerto 
Rico. No basis exists for attempting to overturn long standing 
General Assembly decisions which have been reaffirmed 
repeatedly. 


The impropriety of inscription can best be understood in light 
of the following facts: 


In 1952, in a freely held, freely contested referendum, the 
people of Puerto Rico, by an overwhelming majority, opted to 
become a self-governing Commonwealth freely associated with the 
United States. They adopted their own constitution and entered 
into a compact with the United States. Puerto Rico became self 
governing. 


In 1953, the United Nations General Assembly formally 
recognized that the people of Puerto Rico had excercised their 
right to self-determination. By adopting resoltuion 748, they 
thus removed Puerto Rico from the United Nations list of 
non-self-governing territories. 


Mr. President, has anything happened since that time to suggest 
that the Assembly erred in 1953 or otherwise to legitimize the 
Cuban request? Let us look briefly at the record. The people 
of Puerto Rico have been to the polls in free elections, in 
island-wide competitive elections, on eight occasions, 
including a second referendum on the political status Of Puerto 
Rico. In that referendum on political status, 60% of those 
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voting opted for Commonwealth, 39% for becoming a state of the 
United States, and less than 1% for independence. In 
subsequent elections, free elections, competitive elections, 
over 90% of the voters have opted for parties favoring 
Commonwealth or statehood while the number of voters favoring 
independence have ranged between 3 and 6.4%. In Puerto Rico, 
those who favor the Commonwealth status criticize statehood. 
Those who favor statehood criticize Commonwealth status. This 
is as is ¢3 be expected, Mr. President, in a free society. 

This is es to be expected of people who enjoy self government 
and democracy and self-determination as do the people of Puerto 


Rico. 


These facts impelled the General Assembly to reject the Cuban 
request to inscribe an item on Puerto Rico in 1971. Are there 
any developments since 1971 which could lend legitimacy to the 
Cuban request for inscription? In the most recent general 
election held in Puerto Rico, the proponents of independence 
obtained less than 6% of the vote while the remainder of Puerto 
Ricans were divided between those who favored statehood and 
those who favored Commonwealth. There has thus been no change 
in the opinion of Puerto Ricans on this question since 1971, 
indeed in no significant change since 1953, which could justify 
the intervention in United States and Puerto Rican affairs that 
would be involved in inscribing the item proposed today by Cuba. 


Mr President, the people of Puerto Rico elect their own 
officials and are free to reconsider the nature of their 
relationship with the United States at any time. The people of 
Puerto Rico are and always will be free to determine their 
future in any way they see fit. No option is closed to them. 
We share with them mutual respect, friendship and a common 
commitment to liberty, to democracy, to the consent of the 
people. We respect the cultural heritage of Puerto Rico. The 
United States Government does not tell Puerto Ricans when to 
have elections, when to schedule referenda or otherwise seek to 
bend their will. Neither we nor they appreciate others 
attempting to usurp the right of the Puerto Rican people to 
decide for themselves their own political status. 


For all these reasons we oppose inscription of the item. We 
urge all others to join in voting against the proposal for 
inscription, thus respecting the decisions of the United 
Nations General Assembly and especially respecting the right of 
the people of Puerto Rico to continue to determine their future 
without external interference. 


In closing, Mr. President, I desire to add that to prove their 
independence of the United States, it is not necessary for the 
nations of the United Nations to become docile instruments of 

Cuba's twisted interpretation of history, political libels and 
expansionist ambitions. 

Thank you Mr. President. 
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STATEMENT BY 
THE HONORABLE HERNAN PADILLA 
ALTERNATE UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE 
TO THE 37th SESSION OF THE UNITED NATIONS GENERAL ASSEMBLY 
| IN PLENARY 


ON THE INSCRIPTION OF PUERTO RICO ON THE AGENDA 


SEPTEMBER 24. 1982, 
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- Mr. President, distincuished representatives of the 
General Assembly: 
My name is Hernan Padilla, a delecate cf the United 
States to the United Nations Ceneral Assembly. 


I also serve as Mayor of the City of San Juan, the 
capital and largest city of Puerto Rico. 


I have been an active proponent and participant in 
the political process in Puerto Rico for more than 15 years. 


Although I am a medical doctor by profession, I was 
elected to the Puerte Rico House of Representatives in 1968 
and 1972, and was elected Mayor of San Juan in 1976 and re- 
elected in 1980. 


Puerto Rico has lived under a constitutional government 
Since 1952. But we recognize that political changes are a 
continual process. Political parties are seeking the endorse- 
ment of the people in an effort to conform to their partisan 
criteria or ideolosy of government. 


From the besinning of the 20th Century, the island has 
Geveloped distinct steps in its relationship with the United 
States during the course of this century. 


™n 1917, U.S. citizenship was extended to Puerto Ricans 
and from that time every resident born in Puerto Rico is an 
American citizen with the right to the vorotection of its laws 
and extension of its privileces. 


In 1952, Puerto Rico instituted self-qovernment, in 
accordance with a constitution. This was recoaqnized by the 
international community in 1953. 


It is noteworthy that during the last 39 years political 
and ideolocical forces have undergone substantial chances; 
and, while the political parties that promote independence 
have lost electoral support, from 19 percent in 1952 to 
6 percent in 1980; and the party that supports commonwealth 
status has decreased from 65 percent to 47 percent; only -- 
and I emphasize only -- the party that defends the right of 
Puerto Rico to become a state has increased progressively in 
each quadrennial election, from 13 percent in 1952 to 47.2 


percent in 1980. 


The people of Puerto Rico firmly believe in the democratic’ 
process. We hold electicns every four years and more than 
80 percent of the electorate cast their vote. The results are 
truly representative of the public will. 
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It is precisely these people who know that the United 


States suprorts a political claim to self-determination, 
and that it will accept, defend and imrlement the Puerto 
Rican decision om the issue of status. 


The past four presidential administrations and the 
U.S. Congress have reaffirmed their pledge to respect and 


Gefend the right of the people of Puerto Rico to determine 
their political future through a peaceful process, open and 


democratic. 


Recently, President Reagan said that, although he would 
support statehood for Puerto Rico if it were the choice of 
the Puerto Rican people, his administration would accept the 


decision of the people of Puerto Pico. 


I know that the U.S. Congress and the Presidency cf 


the United States defend the richt of our people to decide 


what our political relationship with the United States 
should be. / 


Our political evclution continues. Eventually, the 


people will be consulted anew to amend our constitution and 


change our relationship with the United States. But it 
shoulda be clear -- the decision is ours. 


The stated position cf the United States and Puerto 


Rican voters in the past is that the political relationshin 
between the United States and Puerto Rico is a matter that 


involves Puerto Rice and the United States. 


This has also been expressed by Luis frerre, on 
September 2, 1982, and by Carlos Romero Barcelo, in 
testimony before the United Nations in 1978 -- the tru 
leaders, elected and valid representatives of the major 
party in Puerto Pico. 


I, with the strencth that has been conferred in me 
by the electoral support of the pecple, advocate thet we, 
the Puerto Rican people, have the right anc the historic 
responsibility to decide our system of government and ovr 


political relationship with the United States. Internationel 
intervention and interference affects this richt and intro- 


@uces an external factor in the historic process that has 
occurred in Puerto Rico. 


Puerto Rice is not an international rroblem, nor does 
it want to be. We have the capability, the democratic 
experience and the legal and legislative mechanism for 
consulting the pecple. 
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The international community has recccnized this in the 
past and should recocnize it in the present. 


Puerto Rico adorted its own comstitution in the 1950s, 
and the General Assembly recognized this in Resolution 748 
in 1953; it confirmed that Puerto Rico had exercised self- 
determination through a democratic process and that resclutions 
relating to non-self-governing territcries no loncer applied 
to Puerto Rico. 


In the same resolution (748), it was noted that any 
change in the relationship between Puerto Ricc and the 
United States would take into account the rublic will of the 
people of Puerto Rico. 


In 1959, the General Assembly approved Pesolution 1469 
(XIV), recognizing that Alaska and Hawaii had achieved self- 
government by being admitted as a state of the Union. In doing 
so, the international community recoacnized this as an acceptable 
form of political intecration. ~ 


In the same historical context, the General Assembly 
approved Resolution 1541 (XV), that identified and defined 
a territory as achieving self-government when (1) it became 
an independent nation, (2) it established an association, cr 
(3) it became intecrated into another state. 


I believe it is apmropriate to make reference to these resolutions 
of the General Assembly, because thev are relevant to Puerto 
Rico, and they establish viable alternatives for the Puerto 
Pican people. 


Nevertheless, in recent years, the General Assembly has 
been asked to revoke these same resolutions, anc to interfere 
with the right of the people of Puerto Pico to true self- 
Getermination and to limit our opticns to resolve our political 
status. 


There can be no selection without alternatives; the issue 
cannot be determined without options; the richt to choose a 
politica! form cannot be exercised if there are no choices; 
there can be no talk of self-determination if Puerto Rico is 
oblicsed to pursue the road that has been rejected by 95 percent 
ef the Puerto Rican electorate. 


The Puerto Rican people have the constitutional! right, 
under their current political relationship with the United 
States, supported in its own constitution, to chance or amend 
our constitution in accordance with cur own needs, colitical 
convictions or ideologies. 
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. The United Nations, in its Resolution 1541 ‘XV! 
Principal VII, defended this right. 


We resect the risht to intervere in our own destiny, 
and against our own constitution. 


In light of this legal and historical analysis, the 
international community should assume an objective position 
on Puertec Rico. 


As I have indicated, Puerto Rico has evolved in the 
political arena durins recent decades, and we are proud of 
cur economic, techno!ogica! and industrial developrent: 
the Gross Domestic Procuct now exceeds $12 billion, per 
Capita income is greater than $4,009 and averace family 
income is more than $12,000 per household. 


Undoubtedly, recession and worldwide economic problems 
have affected us, but we look forward to the future with 
faith in our capacity to sustain and continue the procress 
that Puerto Rico desires. 


We are a people enchanted with our culture, history, 
lifestyle and traditicns. 


We are active cefenders cf the promction of the arts 
and cultzre. 


We are cedicatins resources to guarantee a cocd ecucaticn 
for our children. Today, more than 900,000 Puerto Ricans are 
undercoing studies at various levels of education--more than 
one cf every four Puerto Ricans. 


We support diverse facilities for theater, music and 
other forms of art. 


The Latin American people, and those of Hispanic descent, 
can be assured that cur political relationship with the 
United States does not chanse our cultural feelings and 
identification. 


Our political status will continue to be a matter of 
primary importance on our agenda in the present and in th 
future. 


The process fer bringing about a change will be one that 
continues our politic2l development anc continues the life of 
Our democratic process. 


We respectfully recuest that you unite with us to supp 
the decision of the General Committee to reject the inscrip 
of the question of Puerto Rico on the agenda of the General 
Assembly. 
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Our democratic system does not need the intervention of 
the international community. We Puerto Ricans, and only we, 
will decide how, and when, our political status will be 
altered. 


id ¢ 


This is our responsibility. 
| This is our right. 


This is our destiny. 





Thank you. 
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Seffor Presidente, Distinguidos Representantes a la Asamblea 
Seneral: 

Yo soy Hernan Padilla, delegado de los Estados Unidos a la 37" 
we BDlea General. 

Me honro en ser el Alcalde de la Ciudad Capital de Puerto Rico, 
ta ciudad mas grande de la isla. 

He sido exponente y participante activo del proceso polftico de 
Puerto Rico durante los ¢ltimos quince afos. 

Aunque mi profesion es médico, fuf electo a la C4mara de 
Representantes de Puerto Rico en 1968 y 1972, y electo Alcalde de 
San Juan en 1976 y re-electo en 1980. 

Puerto Rico ha vivido bajo un gobierno constitucional desde 
1952, pero reconocemos que los cambios polf{ticos son un proceso 
contfnuo y que los partidos polfticos en Puerto Rico buscan el apoyo 
2el1 pueblo para alcanzar sus metas,conforme a su criterio partidista 
» ideologfa de gobierno. 

Desde principios del siglo veinte, la isla se ha desarrollado en 
listintas etapas dentro de la relacidn que nos ha unido con los 
2stados Unidos, durante todo este siglo. 

En 1917 se extiende la Ciudadania de los Estados Unidos a los 
suertorriquenos y desde entonces cualquier ciudadano que nace en 
suerto Rico es ciudadano americano con el derecho a la proteccidn de 
“us leyes y disfrute de sus derechos. 

En 1952, Puerto Rico organiza un gobierno interno regido por una 
-onstitucidn y refrendado por la Comunidad Internacional en 1953, 

Es pertinente seMNalar que durante los dltimos treinta anos las 
“yerzas polfticas-ideoldgicas han observado cambios sustanciales; y 
tue, mientras los partidos que propulsan la indendencia han perdido 

spaldo electoral, de un 19% en 1952 a menos de 6% en 1980, y el 
“rtido que respalda el Estado Libre Asociado bajo del 65% a 47%; 
sClamente, y enfatizo, solamente,los partidos que defienden el 
jerecho de Puerto Rico a convertirse en un estado de los Estados 
inidos han aumentado progresivamente en cada contienda electoral de 
/3% en 1952 hasta 47.2 en 1980. 

En las ultimas elecciones el Partido Independentista,obtuvo tan 
majo respaldo electoral que,no pudo elegir ni un sdlo legislador, ni 
in sdlo alcalde.. . 

El pueblo puertorrigqueno es un firme creyente del proceso 
temocradtico. Nosotros celebramos elecciones cada cuatro anos y mas 
jel 80% de los electores acude a emitir su voto. £1 resultado es 
‘erdaderamente representativo de la voluntad popular. 

Es precisamente ese pueblo que reconoce que los Estados Unidos 
-ostiene una clara polftica de auto determinacidn, y que aceptard, 
‘efenderd e implantard la decisidn puertorriquena sobre el asunto 
j21 Status. 

Las ultimas cuatro administraciones de los Estados Unidos, la 
epresidencia y el Congreso,han reafirmado su compromiso de respetar y 
jefender el derecho del pueblo de Puerto Rico a determinar su futuro 
solftico a traves de un proceso pacifico, abierto y democratico. 

Recientemente el presidente Regan dijo, que aunque el respaldaba 
la estadidad para Puerto Rico,-sSi esa era la seleccidén de los 
ouertorriquefos, su administracidn aceptard la decisidn de la 
nayorfa del pueblo de Puerto Rico. 


~~ 
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¥Y Yo reconozco que el Congreso y la Presidencia de Estados 
Jnidos defienden el derecho de nuestro pueblo a decidir cual debe 
ser nuestra relacidn polftica con los Estados Unidos. P 
Nuestra-evolucidn politica continia. Eventualmente habra una 
tgeva consulta con el pueblo para enmendar nuestra Constitucién o 
cambiar nuestra relacidn politica con los Estados Unidos: pero debe 
quedar bien claro - la decisidn es nuestra, solamente nuestra. 
=— La posicién expresada por los Estados Unidos y dirigentes 
| ouertogiguenos en el pasado es que la relacion politica entre Puerto 
2ico y los Etados Unidos es un asunto que compete a Puerto Rico y 
.os Estados Unidos. P 

asf también lo expreso don Luis Ferre el 2 de Septiembre de 
1982, y Carlos Romero Barcelo en su testimonio ante la O.N.U. en 
1978; los verdaderos lfideres, electos y representantes auténticos 
jel Partido de mayor{fa en Puerto Rico. 

Yo, con la fuerza que me confiere el respaldo electoral del 
nueblo, sostengo que somos nosotros, los puertorriquefios, los que 
-enemos el derecho y la responsabilidad historica de decidir nuestro 
sistema de gobierno y nuestra relacion pol{tica con los Estados 
‘nidos. 

La intervencidn e interferencia internacional afecta ese derecho 
2 introduce un factor ajeno al proceso histérico que transcurre en 
-uerto Rico. 

Puerto Rico no es un problema internacional, Puerto Rico no 
suiere serlo. Tenemos la capacidad, la experiencia democrdatica, y 
_9S mecanismos legales y legislativos para consultar al pueblo. 

La Comunidad International ha reconocido los hechos en el pasado 
‘ debe reconocerlos en el presente. , 

Puerto Rico adoptd su propia constitucion a principios de la 
~ sada del 50, y la Asamblea General la refrendd a través de la 
Weolucidn 748 de 1953, que confirmaba que Puerto Rico habfa 
jercido el derecho a la auto determinacién mediante un proceso 
jemocratico,y que las resoluciones relativas a los territorios sin 
iobierno propio no aplicaban a Puerto Rico. 

Esa misma Resolucidon (748) sostiene que cualquier cambio en las 
-elaciones entre Puerto Rico y los Estados Unidos tomara en cuenta 
La voluntad del pueblo puertorriqueffo y de los Estados Unidos. 

En 1959 la Asamblea General aprobo la Resolucidn 1469 (XIV), 
econociendo que Alaska y Hawaii habfan logrado gobierno propio al 
ser admitidos como estados de la Unidn y le da validez real, de jure 
de facto, a la integracion politica como una forma aceptable a la 
-omunidad internacional. P ; 

En ese mismo proceso historico, 1a Asamblea General aprobo la 
tesolucion 1541 (XV) en la que enumera y define que un territorio ha 
1leanzado la plenitud de gobierno propio cuando: (1l) pasa a ser un 
‘stado independiente, (2) establece asociacidn o (3) se integra a 
»tro estado independiente. 

Creo apropiado haber hecho referencia a estas Resoluciones de la 
\samblea General, porque todas tienen relacidn con Puerto Rico, ya 
jue establece las alternativas disponibles al pueblo puertoriquefo. 

Sin embargo, durante los Ultimos aflos, se ha continuado con la 
sestidn para que la Asamblea General se revoque a si misma e 
intervenga con el derecho del pueblo de Puerto Rico a la verdadera 
suto determinacidén y nos limite las opciones para resolver nuestro 


Pegt's polftico. 
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No puede haber seleccidn sin alternativas; no puede tomarse 
determinacidn en un asunto si no hay opciones; no puede ejercerse el 
derecho a escoger una forma polftica si se niegan todas las demas; 
wf se puede hablar de auto ageterminacién si obligan a Puerto Rico a 
omar por el camino que ha sido rechazado por el 95% del electorado 
ouertorriqueno. + 

El pueblo puertorriqueno tiene el derecho constitucional, dentro 
del marco de las relaciones politicas con los Estados Unidos, y 
sostenido por nuestra propia Constitucidn, de alterar y enmendar 
nuestra Constitucidn de acuerdo a nuestras propias necesidades y 


convicciones polfticas 2 ideoldgicas. P 
Las Naciones Unidas en su Resolucion 1541 (XV) Principio VII (de 


1960) defiende ese derecho. 
Negarnos ese derecho sera intervenir en nuestro propio destino y 


contra nuestra propia Constitucidn. 

Ante este analisis histdrico y legal es que la comunidad 
‘aternacional debe asumir una posicidon objectiva sobre Puerto Rico. 

Como he indicado, Puerto Rico ha evolucionado en el campo 
solftico durante las ultimas décadas, y estamos orgullosos de 
nuestro avance econdémico, tecnoldgico e industrial: el Producto 
sruto alcanzd los doce mil milliones de dolares, el ingreso personal 
ade de cuatro mil dolares y el ingreso familiar mas de once mil 
agolares por familia. , 

Indudablemente la recesion y los problemas mundiales nos 
afectan, pero contemplamos el futuro con fe en nuestra capacidad 
para sobreponernos y continuar con el progreso a que aspira Puerto 
Rico. 
Somos un pueblo enamorado de nuestra cultura, historia, idioma y 


adiciones. 
Ww somos defensores activos del fortalecimeiento art {stico y 


cultural. 

Estamos dc .icando recursos, y esfuerzos para garantizar una 
suena educacion a nuestros hijos. Hoy en dfa mas de 900,000 
muertorriquenos se encuentran estudiando en distintos niveles 
educativos; mds de uno de cada cuatro puertorriquenos. 

— al alcance las mds diversas facilidades para el teatro, 
‘a mdsica, y otros generos artfsticos. 

Los pueblos latinoamericanos y de herencia hispana pueden tener 
la seguridad que nuestra relacién polftica con los Estados Unidos no 
cambia nuestros sentimientos e identificacién cultural. 

Aun asf, nuestro status politico continda siendo un asunto de 
orimordial importancia en nuestra propia agenda del presente y del 
tuturo. , 

El proceso para lograr cualquier cambio sera uno que demuestre 
nuestro avanzado desarrollo politico y continua vivencia del proceso 
temocratico. e 

Respetuosamente solicito que se unan a nostros para sostener la 
decisi del Comite General de rechazar la inscripcién de la 
cuestidn de Puerto Rico en la agenda de la Asamblea General. 

Nuestro sistema democratico no necesita de la intervencién de la 
somunidad internacional. Nosotros los puertorriquefios, y solo 
nostros, decidiremos como y cuando alterar nuestro status politico. 

Es nuestra responsibilidad. 

Es nuestro derecho. 

‘ww Es nuestro destino. 

Muchas gracias. 
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UNITED STATES DELEGATION 
TO THE 37th SESSION OF THE 
UNITED NATIONS GENERAL ASSEMBLY 


a 


REPRESENTATIVES 


The Honorable 

Jeane J. Kirkpatrick (Chairman) 1/ | 

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 

United States Permanent Representative to the 
United Nations 


The Honorable 

Kenneth L. Adelwaan (Vice-Chairman) 

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 

Deputy United States Representative to the 
United Nations 
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The Honorable 

J. Bennett Johnston 

United States Congress 

Senator from the State of Louisiana 


The Honorable 

Robert W. Kasten, Jr. 

United States Congress 

Senator from the State of Wisconsin 


The Honorable 
John D. Lodge 
Westport, Connecticut 





1/ The Secretary of State, The Honorable George P. Shultz, 


will serve as Chairman of the Delegation, ex officio, during 
his presence at the Session. 








ALTERNAT® REPRESENTATIVES 





. The Honorable 
Gordon C. Luce 
San Diego, California 


The Honorable 
Hernen Padilla 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 


The Honorable 

Jose $. Sorzano 

Ambassador 

United States Representative on the 
Econogsic and Social Council 


The Honorable 

Charles M. Lichenstein 

Ambassador : 

Alternate United States Representative 
for Special Political Affairs 


The Honorable 

Willies C. Sherman 

Asbassador 

United States Deputy Representative to the 
Security Council ; 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 70 (82) 
September 24, 1982 


Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Deputy United States 
Representative to the United Nations Security Council, in the Seventh 
Emergency Special Session of the General Assembly on “she Question of 
Palestine, September 24, 1982. 


President Ronald Reagan spoke for all Americans last Monday night when 
he expressed his horror and revulsion over the killing of Palestinian 
civilians in West Beirut. Regarding the heart-rending scenes of the 
slaughter which were witnessed by the whole world, he said: “There is 
little that words can add, but there are actions we can and must take 
to bring that nightmare to an end.” 


The Government of the United States has demonstrated by word and deed 
its total commitment to the goals enunciated by the President: to 
restore peace to Beirut; to help a stable government emerge in Lebanon 
that can secure the withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon and 
restore peace and independence to that long-suffering country; and to 
bring a just and lasting resolution to the conflict between Israel and 
its Arab neighbors-- one that satisfies the legitimate rights of the 
Palestinians, who are all too often the victims of this conflict. 
Taken as a whole, we do not regard the resolution now before u a 
means to these ends. [It will prolong and embitter conflict ra 

than assist in its resolution. 
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However, the United States is ready to join with other members of the 
Security Council in support of any inquiry into these tragic events 
which the Government of Lebanon and the members of the Council find 
constructive. For this reason, we have requested a separate vote on 
Operative paragraph 2 and will vote in favor of that paragraph. 


Because of unacceptable language in several other paragraphs, we will 


vote against the resolution itself. In so doing, we would like to 
emphasize our firm intention to work with others, in other contexts, 
toward the positive ends stated by President Reagan and in a manner 
that will serve the ultimate goal of peace. 
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FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 71(82) 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY September 30, 1982 


STATEMENT BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
UNITED STATES SECRETARY OF STATE 
TO THE THIRTY-SEVENTH SESSION 
OF THE UNITED NATIONS GENERAL ASSEMBLY 


IN GENERAL DEBATE 


SEPTEMBER 30, 1982 
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THE SECRETARY OF STATE 





ADDRESS-TO THE UNITED NATIONS GENERA’, ASSEMBLY 





Mr. President, Mr. Secretary General, distinguished 
delegates, ladies and gentlemen: 

I begin by paying tribute to our new Secretary General, who 
has brought great distinction to the office during his brief 
tenure. Dag Hammarskjold once told the General Assembly that 
whichever word one chooses, “independence, impartiality, 
objectivity -- they all describe essential aspects of what, 
without exception, must be in the attitude of the Secretary 
General." Javier Perez de Cuellar, a man of the Thired Worle 
and, I am proud to note, of the New World as well, has already 
demonstrated his strict adherence to this most exacting 
a tandaré. In so doing, he has earned the esteem of my 
Government and the gretitude of all who believe in the purposes 
of the Charter. 

I congratulate, as well, Mr. Hollai of Hungary upon his 
election as President of the 37th Session of the General 
Assembly. 

As I stand before you today I cannot help but reflect on 
my relation to this city and to this hall. I was born about 
four miles from here. I was seared and educated not far away, 
just across the Hudson River. And I took a tour through this 
building just after it opened in 1952 marveling at the reality 


of a temple erected in the hope, at least, of abolishing war. 
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When I took that tour back in the early fifties, there was 
great public interest in what was called “the Meditation 
Room." I understanc the room is still here. But in the years 
since then, this institution has become more famous for talk 
than meditation. This hall has heard great ideas eloquently 
expressed. It has also heard double-talk, platitudes, and 
ringing protestations of innocence -- all too often aimed at 
camouflaging outrageous and inhuman acts. 

But we must not ridicule words. I believe that the 
greatest advance in human history was not the wheel, the use of 
electricity, or the internal eutbus tien engine. Indispensable 
to progress as these have been, our most remarkable achievement 
was the slow, clumsy but triumphant 
creation of language. It is words that released our ancestors 
from the prison of the solitary. Words gave us the means to 
transmit to our children ane the future the crowning jewel of 
human existence: knowledge. The Code of Hammurabi, the Bible, 
the Analects of Confucius, the teachings of The Buddha, the 
Koran, the insights of Shakespeare, the creed of Mahatma Gandhi 
or Martin Luther King -- all these were arrangements of words. 

Is it not profoundly revealing that the first victims of 
tyrants are -- words? No people better know the meaning of 
freedom than those who have been arrested or beaten or 
imprisoned or exiled because of what they said. A single man 


speaking out -- a Lech Walesa for example -- is more dangerous 


than an armored division. 
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All of us here, whether we arrived after a short one-hour 
flight as I did, or came from the other side of the globe as 
= many of you did, enter this auditorium for one main purpose -~ 
to talk about what our governments see as the problems ahead 
) ana how they should be solved. On one point at least we can 

all agree -- the problems are many and difficult. I shall not 
try, in the minutes allotted me, to deal with each -- or even 
most -- of those issues in detail. 

Instead, I want to give you some sense of the principles 
and general approach the United States will take toward our 
common problems. 

Americans are, by history and by inclination, a practical 
and pragmatic people -- yet a people with a vision. It is the 
vision -- usually simple and sometimes naive -- that has so 


often led us to dare and to achieve. President Reagan's 
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approach to foreign policy is grounded squarely on standards 
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Grawn from the pragmatic American experience. As de 
Tocqueville pointed out, “To achieve its objective, America 


relies on personal interest, and gives full reign to the 





strength and reason of the individual." That is as true now as 
when it was said one hundred and fifty years ago. Our 
principal instrument, now as then, is freedom. Our adversaries 
are the oppressors, the totalitarians, the tacticians of fear 


and pressure. 
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On this foundation, President Reagan's ideas and the 
structure of his foreign policy are so straight-forward that 
those of us enmeshed in day-to-day details may easily lose 
sight of them. The Presicent never does; he consistently 
brings us back to fundamentals. Today I will talk about those 
fundamentals. They consist of four ideas that guide our 
actions: 
-- we will start from realism; 
-- we will act from strength, both in power and 
purpose; 
-- we will stress the indispensable need to 
generate consent, build agreements, 
and negotiate on key issues; and 
-- we will conduct ourselves in the belief that 
progress is possible, even though the road to 
achievement is long and hard. 
I. REALITY 
If we are to change the world we must first understand it. 
We must face reality -- with all its anguish and all its 
opportunities. Our era needs those who, as Pericles said, have 
the clearest vision of what is before them, glory and danger 
alike, and notwithstanding go out to meet it. 
Reality is not an illusion nor a steight of hand, though 
many would have us believe otherwise. The enormous, grinding 


machinery of Soviet propaganda daily seeks to distort reality, 


to bend truth for its own purposes. Our world is occupied by 
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far too many governments which seek to conceal truth from their 
Own people. They wish to imprison reality by controlling what 
can be read or spoken or heard. They would have us believe 
that black is white and up is down. 

Much of present day reality is unpleasant. To describe 
conditions as we see them, as I do today, and as President 
Reagan has over the course of his Presicency, is not to seek 
confrontation. Far from it. Our purpose is to avoid 
misunderstanding and to create the necessary preconditions for 
change. 


And so, when we see aggression, we will call it aggression. 





When we see subversion, we will call it subversion. When we 





see repression, we will call it repression. 





-- Events in Poland, for example, cannot be ignored 
or explained away. The Polish people want to be 

their own master. Years of systematic tyranny could 
not repress this desire. And neither will martial 
law. But in Poland today, truth must hide in corners. 
-- Nor can we simply turn our heads and look the 
other way as Soviet divisions brutalize an entire 
population in Afghanistan. The resistance of the 
Afghan people is a valiant saga of our times. We 
Gemean that valor if we do not recognize its source. . 
-- And Soviet surrogates intervene in many 
countries, creating a new era of colonialism at the 


moment in history when peoples around the globe had 


lifted that burden from their backs. 
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Nor will we shy away from speaking of other problems 





affecting the Free and Developing Worlds. 
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-~- Much of the developing -world is threatened by a 
crisis of confidence in financial institutions and 
the stultifying effects of state controlled economies. 
-- The naturally vibrant economies of many Western 
nations, and trade between the world’s major trading 
partners, is threatened by recession and rising 
protectionisn. 

-- And the great alliances that shore up world 
stability and growth -- our Hemispheric partnership, 
NATO, and the Western and Japanese tadee trial 
Gemocracies, are challenged by new as well as chronic 
strains. 


Finally, the shadow of war still darkens the future of us 





all. 





-- There is no ultimate safety in a nuclear balance 
of terror constantly contested. There is no peace of 
mind at a time when increasing numbers of nations 
appear willing to launch their armies into battles for 
causes which seem local but have ramifications for 
regional and even global harmony. 
The list of troubles is long; the danger of despair 
great. But there is another side to the present 


reality; it is a reality of hope. We are living ina 


fantastic time of opportunity. 
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Historians in the future will surely marvel over the 
accomplishments achieved by human beings in the last half of 
this century. We have expanded the frontiers of thought -- in 
science, in biology, in engineering, in painting and music and 
mathematics, in technology and architecture -- far beyond the 
point anyone could have dared predict, much less hoped for. We 
know much today about the oceans and forests and the geological 
strata that lock in the story of our past. We know more about 
a baby -- or the brain -- than was accumulated in ten millenis 
before our time. We are learning to produce food for all of 
us; we are no longer helpless before the threat of disease; we 
explore our universe as a matter of course. We are confronting 
the nature of Nature herself. The opportunities are grand. 
This, too, is a clear reality. 

Thus realism shows us a world Geeply troubled, yet with 
reason for hope. There is one necessary condition: the only 
way we can enhance and amplify the human potential is by 
preserving, defending, and extending those most precious of 
conditions -- Freedom and Peace. 


* £ & & & ® 


Il. STRENGTH 





America's yearning for peace does not lead us to be 
hesitant in developing our strength or in using it ‘when 
necessary. Indeed, clarity about the magnit.: of the problems 


we face leads inevitably to a realistic appreciation of the 


importance of American strength. The strength of the Free 
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World-imposes restraint, invites accommodation, and reassures 
those who would share in the creative work that is the 
wonderful consequence of liberty. 


Strength means military forces to ensure that no other 





nation can threaten us, our interests, or our friends. But 
when I speak of strength I do not mean military power alone. 


To Americans, strength derives as well from a solid economic 





base and social vitality at home and with our partners. And, 
most fundamentally, the true wellspring of strength lies in 
America's moral commitment. 


The Bulwark of America's strength is military power for 





peace. 


The American people have never accepted weakness, or 
hesitancy, or abdication. We will not put our destiny into the 
hands of the ruthless. Americans today are emphatically united 
on the necessity of a strong defense. This year's defense 
budget will ensure that the United States will help its friends 
and allies defend themselves -- to make sure that peace is seen 
Clearly by all to be the only feasible course in world affairs. 

Along with military readiness and capability must come the 
willingness to employ it in the cause of peace, justice, and 
security. Today in Beirut the United States Marines -- 
together with our allies, Italy and Franee -- are helping the 
Lebanese government and armed forces assure the safety of the 


peoples of that tormented capital. Our Marines represent an 


extension of American power not for war but to secure the 
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peace. They are there to speed the moment when all foreign 
forces depart from Lebanon. There must be early agreement on a 
timetable for the full application of Lebanon's independence, 
sovereignty, and territorial integrity. Lebanon deserves the 
world’s help -- to secure peace, and to rebuild a thriving 
society. 

America will continue to use its strength with prudence, 
firmness and balance. We intend to command the respect of 
adversaries and to deserve the confidence of allies and 


partners. 


The Engine of America's strength is a sound economy. 





In a time of recession, industrialized and less developed 
nations alike are bedeviled by excessive inflation, restricted 
markets, unused capacity, stagnating trade, growing pressure 
for protectionism -- and the most potent enemy of expansion: 
pervasive uncertainty. 

The United States with its vast human and scientific 
resources can survive an era of economic strife and decay. But 
our moral commitment and our self-interest require us to use 
our technological anc productive abilities to build lasting 
prosperity at home and to contribute to a sound economic 
situation abroad. 

President Reagan has instituted a bold program to get the 
American economy moving. Our rate of inflation 
is down markedly, and we will keep it down. This will add 


stability to the value of the collar, and give greater 


confidence to international financial markets. 
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The recent drop in US interest rates will stimulate new 
investments within anc beyond our shores. Conservation through 
market pricing cof energy has reduced United States demand for 
world energy supplies. We are putting the recession behind 
us. A growing and open American economy will provide new 
markets for goods and services produced elsewhere, and new 
opportunities for foreign investment. Just as we have a stake 
in worldwide recovery, others will prosper as our recovery 
Gevelops. 

For wider prosperity to take hold, we must cooperatively 
attend these international issues: 


-- The lure of protectionist trade policies 





must be resisted -- whether in the form of 

overt import restrictions and export subsidies, 

or by more subtle domestic programs. These can 
only distort world trade and impair growth 
everywhere. Let us determine to make the November 
ministerial meeting of the GATT a time to stem these 
protectionist pressures and reinvigorate positive 
efforts for a more open trading systen. 


-- The implications of the external debt of many 





nations must be understood. Immediate debt 
problems are manageable if we use good sense and 
avoid destabilizing actions. But the magnitude of 


external debt will almost inevitably reduce 


resources available for future lending for 
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Gevelopment purposes. Economic adjustment is 
imperative. The IMF can provide critical help and 
guidance in any country’s efforts to smooth 
the adjustment-process. The new borrowing 
arrangement proposed by the United States can be 
crucial to this effort. 


-- And the necessity of reducing government 





interference in the market must be recognized. 
Every nation has the right to organize society 

as its inhabitants wish, but economic facts cannot 
be ignored. Those facts clearly demonstrate that 
the world's command economies have failed 
abysmally to meet the needs of their peoples. 

The newly prosperous industrialized nations are 
those with the most free and open markets. 


The Bedrock of our strength is our moral and spiritual 





character. 





The sources of true strength lie deeper than economic or 
military power -- in the dedication of 4 free people which 
knows its responsibility. America's institutions are those of 
freedom accessible to every person and of government as the 
accountable servant of the people. Equal opportunity, due 
process of law, open trial by jury, freedom of belief, speech 
and assembly -- our Bill of Rights, our guarantees of liberty 
and limited government. were hammered out in centuries of 


ordeal. Because we care about these human values for 
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ourselves, sO must we then be concerned, and legitima tely so, 
with abuses of freedom,. justice and humanitarian principles 
beyond our borders. This is why we will speak and act for 
prisoners of conscience, against terrorism, and against the 
brutal silencing of the Soviet Helsinki Watch Committee. This 
is why we are anxious to participate in periodic reviews of the 
human rights performance of ourselves as ek? as others. We 
welcome scrutiny of our own system. We are not perfect and we 
know it, but we have nothing to hide. 

Our belief in liberty guides our policies here in the 
United Nations as elsewhere. Therefore in this forum the 
United States will continue to insist upon fairness, balance, 
and truth. We take the debate on human rights seriously. We 
insist upon honesty in the-use of language; we will point out 
inconsistencies, double standards, and lies. We will not 
compromise our commitment to truth. 


III. READINESS TO SOLVE PROBLEMS 





The world has work to do for the realists, the pragmatists, 
and the free. With a clear understanding of the troubled 
circumstances of the hour, and with a strengthened ability to 
act, we need as well the vision to see beyond the immediate 
present. 

All of us here represent nations which must understand and 
accept the imperative of fair engagement on the issues before 


us and, beyond that, of common effort toward shared goals. 


Whether we are seeking to bring peace to regional conflict or a 
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resolution of commercial differences, the time of imposed 
solutions has passec. Conquest, pressure, acquiescence uncer 
Guress were common in decades not long past -— but not today. 
not everybody who wants his concerns addressed will find us 
automatically receptive. But when negotiations are in order 
America is prepared to go to work on the global agenda, and to 
Go so in a way that all may emerge better off and more secure 
than before. 

We manage our problems more intelligently, and with greater 
mutual understanding, when we can bring ourselves to recognize 
them as expressions of mankind's basic dilemma. We are seldom 
confronted with simple issues of right and wrong, between good 
and evil. Only those who do not bear the direct burden of 
responsibility for decision and action can indulge themselves 
in the denial of that reality. The task of statesmanship is to 
mediate between two -- or several -- causes, each of which 
often has a legitimate clain. 

It is on this foundation that the United States stands 
ready to try to solve the problems of our time -- to overcome 
chaos, deprivation, and the heightened dangers of an era in 


which ideas and cultures too often tend to clash and 


- technologies th™:-‘en to outpace our institutions of control. 


We are engage. 1 negotiations and efforts to find answers 


to issues affecting every part of the globe and every aspect of 


our lives upon it. Let me take up just two of these with you. 
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The agony of. the Middle East now exceeds the ability of 





-mnews bulletins or speeches to express; it is a searing wound on 


our consciousness. The region is in constant ferment. Unrest 
flares into violence, terror, insurrection, and civil strife. 
War follows war. It is clear to everyone in this hall that 
international peace, security, and cooperative progress cannot 
be truly achieved until this terrible regional conflict is 
settlec. 

All of us have witmessed in the past several months a 
graphic reminder of the need for practical peace negotiations 
in the Middle East. Of the nations in the world which need and 
Geserve peace, Israel surely holds a preeminent place. Of the 
peoples of the world who need and deserve a place with which 
they can truly identify, the Palestinian claim is undeniable. 

But Israel can only have permanent peace in a context in 
which the Palestinian people also realize their legitimate 
rights. Similarly, the Palestinian people will be able to 
achieve their legitimate rights only in a context which gives 
to Israel what it so clearly has a right to demand -- to exist, 
and to exist in peace and security. 

This: most complex of international senflicts cannot be 
resolved by force: neither the might of armies nor the vio'’ence 
of terrorists can succeed in imposingthe will of the strong 


upon the weak. Nor can it be settled simply by the rhetoric of 


even the most carefully worded document. It can only be 
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-resolved through the give and take of direct negotiations 


- leading to the establishment of practical arrangements on the 


ground. 

In other words, it can only be resolved through hard work. 
For those who believe that there is no contradiction between 
permanent peace for Israel and the legitimate rights of the 
Palestinian people -- and for those who believe that both are 


essential for peace and that neither can be achieved without 





the other -- the task can truly be a labor of ilove. 

On September 1, President Reagan challenged the parties to 
the Arab-Israeli conflict to make a fresh start on the road to 
peace in the Middle East. The Camp David agreements, resting 
squarely on United Nations Security Council Resolution 242, 
with its formula of peace for territory, remain available to 
those who would accept the challenge to make this journey with 
us. The road will not be easy, but in his statement President 
Reagan mace a number of proposals which, for those who are 
Willing to join the effort, make the journey safer and easier. 

I call on all concerned to accept President Reagan's 
challenge and hasten the realization of true peace in the 
Middle East. 

In-addition to the -imperative need to resolve regional 
problems, there is an equally significant global imperative: 


to nalt, and reverse, the global arms buiidup. As an American 





I am aware that arms control and- disarmament are a special 


responsibility of the world's most powerful nations, the United 
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States and the. Soviet Union. And as an American, I can report 
that-we are fulfilling our responsibility to seek to limit and 
reduce conventional and nuclear arms to the lowest possible 
levels. 

With this goal in mind, President Reagan has initiated a 
comprehensive program for negotiated arms reductions. In 
Central Europe, the most heavily armed region on this planet, 
the Western allies are seeking substantial reductions in NATO 
and Warsaw Pact troops to equal levels. To achieve this goal, 
we have recently introduced a new proposal designed to 
revitalize the talks in Vienna on mutual and balanced 
reductions in military manpower. 

In he aves of strategic arms, the United States has also 
taken the initiative by calling for a one-third reduction in 
the number of nuclear warheads that American and Soviet 
ballistic missiles can deliver. And in the talks in Geneva on 
intermediate-range nuclear forces, the United States has gone 
even further, by asking the Soviet Union to agree to a bold 
proposal for eliminating an entire category of weapons from the 
arsenals of the two sides. 

But as tapes teat as these negotiat“.ons are, the problem of 
arms control cannot be left to the two superpowers. The threat 
of nuclear proliferation extends to every region in the world 
and demands the &ttention and energy of every government. This 


is not solely, or even primarily, a concern of the 


Superpowers. The non-nuclear countries will not be safer if 
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nuclear -intimidation is added to already deadly regional 


-conflicts. The developing nations will not be more prosperous 


if scarce resources and scientific talent are diverted to 
nuclear weapons and delivery systems. 

Unfortunately, as the task becomes more important it also 
becomes more difficult. Greater quantities of dangerous 
Materials are produced and new suppliers emerge who lack a 
clear commitment to non-proliferation. But the technology that 
helped to create the problems can supply answers as well. 
Vigorous action to strengthen the barriers to aggression and to 
resolve disputes peacefully can renove the insecurities that 
are the root of the problem. The United States, for its part, 
will work to tighten export controls; to promote broader 
acceptance of safeguards; to urge meaningful actions when 
agreements are violated; and to strengthen the International 
Atomic Energy Agency. (As our action last week in Vienna 
should make clear, we will not accept attempts to politicize -- 
and therefore emasculate -- such vital institutions. ) 


IV. PROGRESS 





Perhaps the-most common phrase spoken by the American 


~ people in our more than two-centuries of national life has been 


““you-can't stop progress." Our people have always been imbued 


with the conviction that the future of a free people would be 
good. 
America continues to offer that vision to the world. With that 


vision, and with the freedom to act creatively, there is 


nothing that people of good will need fear. 
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I am not here to-assert, however, that the way is easy, or 
quick, or that the future is bounce to be bright. There is a 
poem by Carl Sandburg in which a traveler asks the Sphinx to 
speak and reveal the distilled wisdom of all the ages. The 
Sphinx does speak. Its words are: “Don't expect too much.” 

That is good counsel for all of us here. It does not mean 
that great accomplishments are beyond our reach. We can help 
shape more constructive international relations and give our 
children a better chance at life. It does mean however, that 
risk, pain, expense, and above all endurance are needed to 
bring those achievements into our grasp. 

We must recognize the complex and vexing character of this 
world. We should not indulge ourselves in fantasies of 
perfection or unfulfillable plans, or solutions gained by 
pressure. It is the responsibility of leaders not to feed the 
growing appetite for easy promises and grand assurances. The 
plain truth is this: we face the prospect of all too few 
Gecisive or dramatic breakthroughs; we face the necessity of 
dedicating our energies and creativity to a protracted struggle 
toward eventual success. 

That is the approach of my country -- because we see not 


only the-necessity, but the possibility, of making important , 





progress on a broad front. For example: 
-- despite deep seated differences between us 
and the Soviet Union, negotiators of both 
sides are now at work in a serious, businesslike 


effort at arms control. 
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PresiGent Reacan has issued an important call 





’ for an international conference cn military 


expenditure. The achievement of a common systen 





for accounting and reporting is the prerequisite 





for subsequent agreement to limit or curtail 





defense budgets. 


The Caribbean Basin Initiative establishes the 


crucial bond between economic development and 





economic freedom. It can be a model for 
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2 fair and productive cooperaticn between economies 
2 vastly different in size and character. 
: -- And the diplomatic way is open to build 
8 stability and progress in southern Africa 
7: through independence for Namibia under 
+ internationally acceptable terms. 
is Realism and a readiness to work long and hare for fair and 
i freely agreec solutions -- that is our recipe for optimisn. 


That is the message and the offer which my government brings to 


you today. 


* *¢+ + ® 


Mr. President, Mr. Secretary General, Delegates, friends. 


I began my remarks here today with an informal personal word. 


Let me end in the same spirit. 


We must be determined anc confident. We must be prepared 


for trouble, but always optimistic. In this way the vast 


bounties produced by the human mind and imagination can be 
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sharec by all the races and nations we represent here in this 
hall. 

A prececessor of mine as Secretary cf State, whose portrait 
hangs in sy office, conveyed the essence of America's approach 
to the world's dangers and dilemmas. He said we would act with 
"a stout heart and a clear conscience, and never despair." 

That is what John Quincy Adams said nearly a century and a 
half ago. I give you my personal pledge today that we will 


continue in that spirit, with that determination, and with that 


confidence in the future. 
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o Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States Representative 

i to the United Nations, in the General Assembly, a@m the appeal for clemency 

5 on behalf of three South African ANC Members, October 1, 1982. 
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ee Mr. President, the resolution before us was tabled just a few hours aco. 

—£ At the urging of the sponsors, members of this body have been obliced to take 
So positions when the actual facts of the case in questim are scarcely known. 
~& Moreover, what the U.S. Government does know about this case suggests that the 
6+ complicated issues of both law and fact involved here deserve attention. Given 
5 2 the haste with which the sponsors have demanded action, my government has had 
ot no Opportunity to address the current status of this case and is not, therefore, 
+o in a position to vote m@m the substance of this resoluticn. 

"i > 

o We must, however, register our strong objection to the manner in which the issue 
2 as been introduced and pressed to a vote. In our view the procedures employed 


in the General Assembly this aftermom are directly omtraryv to the spirit and 
practice of judicious deliberation to which the United Nations is committed to 
encouraging. For these reasons the United States must abstain in the wte 
on this resoluticn. - 
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The Foreign Ministers of Canada, France, the United Kingdon, 
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and the United States, and the State Secretary of the Foreign 


Office of the Federal Republic of Germany, met in New York on 


aw 


l October to take stock of the progress made in the Namibia 
negotiations since their vrevious meeting in Luxembourg on 
18 May. 

The Ministers reviewed the consultations which took place 


during July and August in New York between the Contact Group 


'™ 


and representatives of the Front Line States and SWAPO, and 
the concurrent consultations with South Africa. They expressed 
satisfaction with the results of these discussions. 

The Ministers welcomed the agreement of the parties to the 
negotiations to the constitutional principles for the Namibian 
Constituent Assembly. They noted that all parties had agreed 
that the method to be employed to elect the Constituent Assembly 
would be decided in accordance with the terms of UNSCR 435, 
and insisted that the issue should not cause delay in the imple- 


mentation of UNSCR 435. They expressed aporeciation of the 


constructive and flexible attitude of the parties, which enabled 





gn 


cation in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Mectassitied for Publi 


wr 
. 





substantial progress to be made on impartiality and the size, 
composition and deployment of the military component of UNTAG. 
They noted that on September 24 representatives of the Front 


Line States, Nigeria, SWAPO, and the Contact Group had reported 


to the Secretary-General on the results of the consultations 
which hac taken place. 

The Ministers reiterated their commitment to the early 
implementation of UNSCR 435 in order to enable the people of 
Namibia to exercise their right to sel£-determination and to 
bring veace and security to the region. They paid tribcte to 
the efforts already made by the Secretary-General and his staff 
and agreed that arrancgements for the implementation of the plan 
were proceeding satisfactorily. 

The Ministers agreed that a valuable opportunity now 
existed to achieve a settlement within the time-frame envisaged 
which would strengthen peace and security and foster economic 
development in the region. They noted that the objective of 


achieving such a settlement was shared by all Contact Group 


governments. 
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Senator J. Bennett Johnston, United States Representative to the 
37th General Assembly of the United Nations, in Right of Reply in 
the General Assembly, October 7, 1982. 


Mr. President, I speak today not in reply, but in protest against 
allegations made in general debate yesterday by Libya and Vietnam. 
These strident and baseless attacks on the United States are not 
new. They are the shopyorn and tired rheteric of despotic regimes, 
caught in their own lies, unable to distinguish truth from 
propaganda. 


My delegation responded during the general debate last year to 
precisely the same threadbare accusations by Lybia. They have not 
varied their texts or produced one shred of supporting evidence. 
Their method is an example of the Orwellian inversion of the truth, 
that classic technique of propaganda -<*" which despotic states accuse 
others of precisely the crimes committed py si:cmselves. To respond 
once again would dignify these charges. This we do not choose to 
do. 
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With repsect to the statement by the representative of Vietnam, 
there is not more effective or meaningful response than to read from 
an article that appears in the current issue of The New York Review 
of Books by Truong Nhu Tang, one of the hundreds of thousands of 
boat people who fled Vietnam. But this particular political 
background lends unusual significance to his observations. He was, 
in fact, a founder of the National Liberation Front of Vietnam and 
the Minister of Justice for the Viet Cong Provisional Revolutionary 
Governmen., In 1976 he was offered a cabinet position in the 
Communist government of Vietnam. I wiil quote him directly 
throughout this statement. These are his words, not ours. Truong 
Nhu Tang states that after the war, “A rigid authoritarianism 
settled down over the entire country, an authoritarianism supported 
by the third largest army in the world, although Vietnam is among 
the twenty poorest nations in the world. Hundreds of thousands were 
sent to re-education camps,“ and he says “literally millions of 
ordinary citizens were forced to leave their homes and settle in the 
so-called New Economic Zones." 
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He asks, “Where in all of this are the feelings of the common 
people? Members of the former resistance, their sympathizers, and 
those who supported the Viet Cong are now filled with bitterness. 
These innocent people swear openly that had they another chance 
their choice would be very different.... 


"The radical and hidden nature of the Northern takeover resulted in 
the displacement of virtually every moderate and neutralist 
element. There was simply nothing to stop the most rapacious and 
destructive communist plans from being carried out. Carpetbagging 
Northern officials fought each other, sometimes at gunpoint, for the 
best offices, the most comfortable houses, the most lucrative 
positions.... Throughout the country, the peopl;e have passively 
resisted forced collectivization. The Party for its part tries to 
ascribe economic failure to natural calamities and the destruction 
of war, put in fact the underlying causes are social and 
psychological. On the one hand, there is widespread popular 
discontent and on the other hand, the failures of a totalitarian 
regime. Vietnam is now practically an instrument of Soviet 
expansionism in Southeast Asia.” 


Continuing the quote, Mr. President, “Not many people can believe 
these things, Truong Nhu Tang writes, just as they could not believe 
in the past that the North would take over the South and set up a 
communist regime. But the truth is that for the first time in our 
history people have risked their lives to leave Vietnam; large 
numbers of Vietnamese never tried to flee their country to escape 
French domination or the American intervention. The refugee exocus 
began in earnest as the active population was systematically drafted 
into the protracted war against Cambodia and occupied Laos. For the 
first time since 1945, when famine killed two million people. 
Vietnam has been facing grave and widespread food shortages because 
fanatical leaders have sacrificed their people in order to fulfill 
the obligations of (so-called) internationalism." 


Discussing his Own previous commitments, Truong Nhu Tang says, “I 
was tragically wrong. Like many Western intellectuals I believed 
that the Northern communists, who had made heroic sacrifices in 
their own struggle for independence, would never by choice become 
dependent on any superpower. With other liberals I shared the 
romantic notion that those who had fought so persistently against 
oppression would not themselves become oppressors. The truth, 
however, has nothing romantic about it. The North Vietnamese 
communists ... became in their turn colonialists, interventionists, 
and architects of one of the world's most rigid regimes, becoming at 
the same time dependent clients of the Soviets. 


"The golden opportunity to harness the energy of 55 million people 
to rebuild their shattered country," he continues, “came in April 
1975 when foreign involvement ended. That was the moment to 
initiate a policy of national reconciliation without reprisals, to 
establish a representative government that would include a spectrum 
of political parties and pursue a foreign policy of nonalignment. 
That was the moment to foster a spirit of brotherhood and focus the 
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country's attention on the task of national reconciliation. The 
communists, however, chose aggrandizement rather than 
reconciliation. The moment of military victory was the moment they 
began to eliminate the NLF.’ 


Having admitted his own responsibility for the “disastrous state" of 
his country, Troung Nhu Tang concludes that “my obligation to my 
countrymen is greater now because the oppression they are suffering 
is unparalleled in Vietnam's history." Today, he writes, the . 
Vietnamese and the Indochinese in general “are fighting against the 
most obdurate and persistant imperialists of the century, the 
Soviets. And there are no antiwar movements in Moscow.... No 
previous regime in my country brought such numbers of people to such 
desperation.... It is a lesson that my compatriots and I learned 
through witnessing and through suffering in our own lives the fate 
of our countrymen. It is a lesson that must eventually move the 
conscience of the world." 


Mr. President, when such a man as Truong Nhu Tang is moved to issue 
such an indictment of the communist regime in Vietnam, there is 
little that I need or wish to add. 


eeeeeeeraee 





Unirerp StratTes Mission TO THE Unrrep Nations 





REFERENCE Copy 
RETURN BY HAND TO: 
wv. RE T° PENCE & DOCS hd Unite: NATIONS PLAZA 
PRESS RELEASE °M 3429 STATE Orpr New Yoru N Y 1001 
ea FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 75-(82) 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY October 8, 1982 


Statement by Senator J. Bennett Johnston, United States 
Representative to the 37th General Assembly of the United Nations in 
the Fifth Committee on Item 110, Proposed Scale of Assessments, 
October 8, 1982 


The United States Delegation wishes to express its appreciation 
to the Chairman and members of the Committee on Contributions, as 


well as those members of the United Nations Secretariat serving it, ™ 
for their efforts in preparing this year's report to the General 
Assembly, A/37/1l. At the same time, we regret that the 


Committee on Contributions was unable to recommend by consensus a 
scale of assessments for 1983-85. This flowed from the fact that 
the Fifth Committee failed to adopt by consensus a resolution on 
this agenda item at the 36th session. My delegation is seriously 
concerned over the impasse we now face on this crucial issue. 

Before turning to the problems raised by the scale of 
assessments proposed in the Committee on Contributions’ report, I 
should like to make a few general comments on matters of common 
concern. 

The increases over the last few years in United Nations regular 
budget expenditures can only be viewed with alarm. The result has 
been excessive increases in assessments for all member states. In 
1978 the lowest rate of assessment - 0.01% - required a net 
contribution of $36,296 to the regular budget. Based on the current 
scale, the payment for this minimum rate in 1982 is $60,449. This 
represents an increase of 66% in five years. 

The United States has been. increasingly concerned about the 
steadily rising budget level of the United Nations. We have 
indicated this concern to the JN Secretariat ‘and to other member 
States, and have led efforts toward budget restraint and austerity. 
The realities of the world economic situation dictate that the 
membership receive the best value for its money. The most effective 
way of limiting the excessive increases in actual assessments for 
all member states is, bluntly, to control the overall growth of the 
United Nations regular budget. 

Turning now to the proposed 1983-85 scale, I must, on behalf of 
my delegation, regretfully point out that it incorporates the 
artificial and discriminatory guidelines imposed by last year's 
resolution, which we voted against. 
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Its effect is unfairly to shift an ever-increasing share of those 
payments on to the more developed nations. Under the proposed scale 
of assessments, 80% of the United Nations regular budget is financed 
by ten percent of the membership. under the proposed scale 147 
countries in the aggregate would pay less than the United States 
share. Likewise under this scale, members of the OECD would pay 
73.6% of the organization's expenses for the period 1983-1985. 

My delegation doubts that the consequences of adopting measures 
to shift an additional share of the Organization's expenses onto 
just a few members states have been fully considered. While this 
course may appear to some delegations to meet their interests, it 
would in reality only serve to undermine the financial stability and 
responsibility of the Organization. Under the present scale, 90 
percent of the United Nations regular budget is financed by 
one-fourth of the membership. As we have said before in this 
Committee, such an imbalance is a formula for fiscal 
irresponsibility, and should it grow worse it could threaten the 
very viability of the Organization. Financial disaster awaits any 
international body that divorces the right to vote for programs from 
the necessity to pay for them. That simply invites and indulges 
waste. In this connection, a previous speaker has already drawn 
attention to the inescapable relationship between the assessed and 
voluntary contributions of doror states. 

The decisions taken by the General Assembly and by this 
Committee are closely watched in my country. Speaking as a member 
of the United States Senate, I can confirm that both in the U.S. 
Senate and in the House of Representatives UN budgetary expenditures 
are under constant and critical review. Support is minimal and 
dwindling steadily. 

The Committee on Contributions report recommends significant 
decreases for those countries with command - that is, centrally 
planned - economies. In the table contained in paragraph 37 on page 
12 of the English text of A/37/11l we see that since 1978 a full two 
and one-half percentage points have been shifted to the OECD and 
developing countries as the Soviet bloc countries continue to 
contribute less and less. Under the proposed scale the combined 
assessments of countries with command economies will drop from 
16.97% to 15.18%. If adopted this represents a decrease of at least 
$11 million dollars per year for the command economy countries. The 
result of last year's resolution, ostensibly designed to alleviate 
the burdens of the developing countries, in fact awards those 
countries with centrally planned economies the largest share of 
relief. 

The United States Delegation is not surprised by this shift in 
assessments. Indeed, we believe the proposed scale's results 
illustrate dramatically both the hidden nature of centrally planned 
economies and the problems inherent in the formula used in preparing 
the scale. 

The most egregious example is seen in the initial proposal 
(before the 57 point adjustment) under which the Soviet Union's 
assessment would have been less than that of Japan, despite the fact 
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that the Soviet Union wields enormous economic and military power, 
has a population base over twice that of Japan, a land mass over six 
times as great and a vast array of natural resources. If the 
results of the current formula are to be believed, one would surmise 
that the Soviet's economic system has been an enormous failure. 
Indeed, it is not too dramatic to say that this change in 
assessments could even be interpreted by some as indicating a future 
eclipse of the Soviet economy. Our Soviet colleagues would no doubt 
vigorously protest such a prognosis and indeed insist that this is 
not so. 

Several delegations thus far have pointed to the impact on the 
scale of the use of artificial exchange rates in the calculation of 
the shares of the centrally planned economies. In my view, even 
more importanc is the disproportionate share of their GNPs devoted 
in those economies to arms build-ups. The Soviet Union and Warsaw 
Pact's allocation of such a high proportion of their productive 
Capacity to weapons production and military support results ina 
distorted picture of their real ability to pay under the current 
formula. In turn, the result of this high military spending by the 
Soviet Union and the Warsaw Pact countries has meant that a greater 
burden of the UN's financial needs must be borne by those nations 
which are the least able to cope with rising UN regular budget 
payments or by those countries which already pay an excessive share. 

The Fifth Committee has a number of options before it. One 
delegation has proposed the establishment of a working group to draw 
up a new scale of assessments. It is Our opinion that the Fifth 
Committee is not in a position to carry out the kind of work that is 
required to determine a scale of assessments. We do not believe 
this Committee has the time either in formal or informal session to 
review the mass of data required to draw up a scale. The sixteen 
members of the Committee on Contributions present at this year's 
session met for four weeks without being able to reach a consensus. 
The membership of the Fifth Committee with its diverse and 
contradictory interests could not hope to achieve a more equitable 
scale. 

It has also been suggested that the Committee on Contributions 
be expanded to 27 members. We question the practicality of such a 
Change. An expert body of this type cannot function effectively 
with such a large membership. Nor would it be an improvement over 
the already adequate geographic representation on the Committee. 

The Fifth Committee can also direct the Committee on 
Contributions to undertake a review of the methodology used in 
determining the scale of assessments. Indeed, the Committee on 
Contributions has on many occasions been asked to determine a scale 
of assessments. The United States does not however believe it is 
proper, desirable, or effective for the Fifth Committee to place 
technical limitations on or otherwise specifically direct the work 
of a group of experts. The Committee on Contributions can only b2 
effective if it is allowed to develop scales of assessment 
objectively, sensibly,and on the basis of the unquestioned 
professional skill, integrity and independence of its members. 
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In performing its work, the Committee on Contributions has taken 
note of the inescapable facts, gleaned from reported national income 
statistics, that the countries with centrally planned economies have 
experienced and will continue to experience, largely due to their 
deliberate decisions to engage in reckless military spending, a 
decline in their share of the global product. We do not agree, 
however, that these nations should be allowed to benefit from the 
current formula, which allows a significant decline in their share 
of the scale as long as this disproportionately high military 
spending as a percent of gross national product continues. 

On a more general plane, however, the most recent distortions 
introduced into the proposed scale of assessments appear to 
Originate largely from the new criteria introduced in Resolution 
26/231. As the distinguished Chairman of the Committee on 
Contributions stated, lengthening of the statistical base period to 
ten years has favored some and prejudiced the interests of others. 
The scale should reflect as closely as possible the actual economic 
situation of the Member States and not conditions which existed in 
the early 1970s. Hence, we would urge a return to the traditional 
three-year period which, in the past, served the UN so well. 
Secondly, my delegation believes that the Committee on Contributions 
must work with good sound statistical data. It does not appear to 
be getting these data from the centrallyplanned economies. The 
Committee on Contributions should, we suggest, delve much more 
deeply into establishing a sound, verifiable statistical base during 
the coming year. In fact, paragraph 22 of the report suggests that 
improved data are needed to enable the Committee on Contributions to 
do its job well. 

Accordingly my Delegation will not be in a position to acquiesce 
in the scale proposed in A/37/ll. We remain prepared to cooperate 
with other members of this Committee to search for reasonable 
interim arrangements until the Committee on Contributions develops a 
more reasonable and realistic scale for our adoption. 

In closing, let me recall the words of one of my distinguished 
predecessors, Senator Arthur Vandenberg, who addressed with keen 
foresight the inevitable results of such an imbalance before this 
committee in 1946:. 

"Tt is the inevitable reality that any such preponderance of 
contribution [by any one nation] would inevitably involve in some 
unhappy degree, directly or indirectly, a somewhat equivalent 
preponderance of authority in determining how much money shall be 
raised and how it shall be expended. I have never known such a 
sequence to fail." 

If all members of the United Nations are to retain their real 
and perceived equality in this body, then all members must bear 
their fair share of the budget, whether they be members of the 
developing group, the Soviets and their Warsaw Pact allies, or the 
developed members of OECD. 

The issue remains as relevant today as it was 36 years ago and I 
urge the Fifth Committee to abide by the thoughts of my predecessor 
when revising the scale of assessments for the coming years. 


kkeekkke 
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Mr. Chairman, since this is the first statement by a 
representative of the United States in the Third Committee 
during this session of the General Assembly, I would like to 
begin by congratulating you on your election as Chairman of 
this Committee. The United States appreciates the important 
contribution that your country, Brazil, and that you 
personally have made the United Nations. In 1947, in his 
concluding remarks to the 2nd General Assembly, the Brazilian 
President of the Assembly Oswaldo Aranha said that "It is 
pur duty not only to do away with all causes of war by all 
the means at our disposal, but also to lay the economic, 
political and social bases for peace." These words, Mr. 
Chairman, surely reflect your own deeply held convictions. 
We look forward to participating in the work of the Third 
Committee under your leadership and wish to assure you of 
our fullest cooperation. 

I would like to address myself today to agenda item 75, 
76 and 80 dealing with the issues of racism and racial dis- 
crimination. These issues have a special and profound meaning 
for all Americans because they bear upon one of the most 
important questions in the history of my country -- the 
question of race relations and the historic struggle of the 
black minority for full racial equality. 

A civil war -- the bloodiest war in the history of the 
Mnited States -- was fought over this question. Over this 
pame question there emerged a century later the greatest 
yeform movement in American history -- a movement that 


achieved the peaceful transformation of race reiatioms:.in-the 
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United States and had a decisive and lasting impact upon 
American politics and culture. 
In a very deep sense, the identity of all Americans, 
even those who are recent immigrants to our shores, is 


intimately bound up with the historic and momumental 


experience of fashioning a multi-racial, egalitarian 


society in the New World. 


Nearly four decades ago, the distinguished Swedish 


sociologist Gunnar Myrdal published An American Dilemma, a 





definitive study of race relations in the United States 

that continues to be relevant today, despite all the changes 
that have occurred in the intervening years. The “dilemma” 
to which Myrdal referred consisted of the conflict between 
the “American Creed" of liberty and justice for all and a 
social reality which, in the case of the Black minority, fell 
far short of that ideal. 

This dilemma was both agonizing and pregnant with creative 
possibilities. The American Creed was not a hypocritical 
ideology imposed by the state (something all too common in the 
contemporary world) or an empty get of platitudes, but a living 
system of general ideals passionately espoused by all Americans, 
regardless of race. Ralph Bunche, a former Undersecretary 
General of the United Nations who was awarded the Nobel Peace 


Prize in 1950, once summed up the reality of the American Creed 


in the following way: 
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Every man in the street, white, black, red 
or yellow, knows that this is “the land of the 
free,” the “land of opportunity,” the “cradle of 
liberty,” the “home of democracy,” that the 
American flag symbolizes the “equality of all men" 
and guarantees to us all “protection of life, 
liberty and property,” freedom of speech, of 
religion and racial tolerance. 


The faith of American Blacks in this Creed, according 
to Myrdal, was not simply a means of “pleading their un- 
fulfilled rights." Like whites, they, too, believed in this 
Creed -- believed, in fact, that it was the ruling ideal for 
America. Their strategy for achieving equality flowed from 
this belief. This strategy, according to Myrdal, was "to 
play on the conflicting values held in the white majority 
group” and in so doing, "to identify (their) cause with 
broader issues in American politics and social life and 
with moral principles‘held dear by the white Americans.” 

These words, written in 1943, correctly anticipated 
the strategy which the Civil Rights Movement followed to 
such extraordinary effect in the years ahead. There is a 
tendency of some today to minimize the enormity of the 
changes introduced by the Civil Rights Movement. This is 
perhaps inevitable. Gains, once achieved, are quickly taken 
for granted. Problems solved weigh less heavily on the mind 
than problems unsolved. Yet no reasonable observer can fail 
to note the remarkable progress made over the last quarter of 
a century in bringing the American reality more closely into 


conformity with the American Creed. Such progress includes: 


-- The vassace of the historic Civil Richts Acts of 1964 


and 1965, which dismantled the legal foundation of racial 


discrimination in the American South; 
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-- The enfranchisement of all Blacks, which not only 


increased Black electoral power but significantly altered 


the political landscape of the United States; 


-- The expansion of educational opportunities for Blacks, 
with the result that the number of Blacks attending college 
more than quadrupled in the decade after 1965, from 274,000 
to 1.1 million; 

-- The expansion of employment opportunities for Blacks, 
especially in such highly professionalized fields as business, 
engineering, chemistry, and cumputer science. 

The extent of these changes was illustrated just last week 
when the University of Mississippi observed the 20th anniversary 
of the enrollment of James Meredith, the first black to attend 
the school. At the time, his enrollment touched off disturbances 
that left two people dead, 100 injured, and brought 30,000 
National Guardsmen to the state campus. Today, this battle 
is a fading memory. Almost 1,000 blacks attend the University, 
more than the total number of Black alumni. The grandson of 
the Governor who fought to keep Meredith out of the University 
of Mississippi now coaches a Black girls softball team at the 
college. 

Such changes do not alter the fact that many problems 
remain unresolved. These are complex problems involving, 
above all, the right to quality education for all those 
who seek it, the right to housing restricted only by one's 
choice and means, and the right to employment for the most 


disadvantaged. They require continued attention. Such 


socioeconomic problems illustrate the hard reality <-- which 
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has its analogue in the experiences of many Third World 
countries after the achievement of independence from 
colonialist rule -- that social and economic development 

does not automatically or quickly follow the attainment 

of political changes. The process of evolution is inevitably 
gradual. Yet such evolutionary change is infinitely preferable 
to violent schemes which have the affect of reversing progress, 
eliminating human freedom, and increasing human suffering. 

The fact that America is a free and open society offers 
the best prospect for the continuation of peaceful change. 

In closed systems, harsh repression and rigid uniformity lead 
to social and economic stagnation and the accumulation of 
resentment and frustration that is fraught with danger to 

the entire society. Freedom, on the other hand, encourages 
innovation, adaptation to change, the creative search for 
solutions, and the amelioration of conflicts. 

As the experiences of my own country should make clear, 
the most meaningful forms of change flow from an inner 
necessity of society to change and to adapt to new conditions. 
in our own experience the decisive factor was the existence of 
a system of cherished ideals, a secular creed that was the 
"cement", to borrow Myrdal's metaphor, in the structure of a 
great and disparate nation. Such a creed is a very different 
thing from international declarations, resolutions, and other 
offical pPonouncements that frequently have little impact upon 


the real circumstances of people's lives. 


The principle of opposition to racial discrimination is 
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affirmed by all countries in the United Nations. But such 
avowals do not guarantee respect for this principle in actual 
practice. In far too many cases, in fact, the language of 
human rights is used by states not to defend freedom or to 
oppose discrimination but to conceal the abuse of these 
principles. Declarations, therefore, are not enough and 
can be counterproductive if they serve as a cover for real 
abuses. The best protection for individuals as well as for 
disadvantaged racial or ethnic groups is the existence of 
institutions and procedures which translate rights into 
realities. 

In many countries today, such institutions and procedures 
ewist in only a limited and extremely tenuous forms. In 
totalitarian states, they do not exist at all. While it is 
neither realistic nor-constructive to insist that such 
societies transform themselves overnight into perfect 
democracies, it is nevertheless essential to encourage the 
possibilities for evolution inherent in each situation. A 
strategy to defend human rights and to oppose discrimination 
against racial or ethnic groups must therefore focus on 
supporting wherever possible institutional change toward 
greater democracy and, conversely, on identifying and opposing 
unchanging institutions and ideologies that persistently 
deny fundamental human rights. 

Certainly it is no simple task to make such distinctions 


between situations where institutional change is possible and 


should be encouraged and those where change appears to be 
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completely blocked. Within the United Nations, the conventional 
wisdom holds that the most extreme case of an unchanging 
institution that will succumb only to revolutionary violence 

is the apartheid system in South Africa. There is growing 
evidence, however, to suggest that this judgment does not take 
into account significant possibilities for non-violent change 
in South Africa and could, in fact, make such change more, 
rather than less, difficult to achieve. 

A review of the situatim is therefore in order to 
determine, first, the nature of the political situation in 
South Africa today and, second, the character of the measures 
proposed by the international community to promote movement 
away from apartheid. The clearest evidence of change in South 
Africa appears in the fields of trade unionism, employment, 
and education and training. The question is whether that change 
which is taking place in these areas will definitively lead 
to resolution of the issue of national political rights for all 
South Africans irrespective of race and is, therefore, 
deserving of international recognition and support. Clearly, 
this is the criterim that must be used to judge the direction 
and validity of the political process in South Africa today. 

Nowhere has change been more dramatic than in the trade 
union field. The South African Government has (a) deleted all 
references to race and sex in its labour laws, (b) repealed 
the prohibition on mixed labor unions, and (c) removed all 
‘discriminatory legislation against black labor unions, thereby 
permitting the establishment of black unions under the same 
critieria aSthose applicable to unions established by whites. 


The steps taken by the South African 
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Government have resulted in an increase in the number of black 
African trade union members from 16,000 in 1969 to over 
300,000 in 1981. The three main trade union federations in 
South Africa as well as the numerous independent unions have 
shown remarkable growth over the past twenty-four months 
reflecting the change in legislation. The federations and 
unions are winning notable salary increases for South African 
workers as well as benefits both on and off the work site. 
The growth of the trade union movement and the well-being of 
the workforce will, as every member here present can confirm 
from his own national experience, have a meaningfl and 
progressive impact on the political structure in South Africa. 

How meaningful these reforms will be clearly depends on 
how they are carried out. While the trade union movement has 
progressed and while this progress is internationally 
recognized as such, there remains the fact that of the 768 
people detained in 1979/80, 21 were trade unionists and 
workers. However, in 1981 more than 300 trade unionists and 
workers were detained out of a total of 772. This type of 
pre@sure against unionists has continued in 1982. 

Clearly, there exist two contrary trends in the trade 
union area and both must be weighed in any serious appraisal 
of the situation in South Africa today. 

Partly as a result of trade union gains, partly as a 
result of the increase in the price of gold in 1979-80, and 


partly as a natural result of the normal process of growth 


_in South Africa,the wage scale difference between blacks and 
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whites has become less unequal. While the differences remain 
startling and clearly the result of the functioning of 
apartheid in the economy, trends have been moving in a 
positive direction. 

Between 1970 and 1980, the average annual earnings of 
black wage-earners quadrupled, rising by more than 5 percent 
a year in real terms. The real earnings of white workers 
declined slightly during the same period. According to a 
recent Rockefeller Foundation study, during this decade the 
ratio of white wages to black wages in manufacturing dropped 
from 6 to 1 to 4.3-to.l. In mining, the ratio dropped from 
19.8-to 1 to 6.6-1. Black per capita income in South Africa 
is about $1,200, well below that of whites but also well 
above the average for the rest of black Africa. 

There have also been dramatic increases in government 
spending on education for blacks. Annual expenditures on 
black education have increased from $83 million to $400 
million since 1974. Over the past five years, such spending 
has grown at an annual rate of 21 percent. While there 
remains a significant disparity between spending on blacks 
as opposed to whites, the trend is toward equalizing spending 
and equalizing educational opportunities regardless of race. 

The progress that has been made must, of course, be 
weighed against the continued existence of that web of dis- 
criminatory laws and practices known as apartheid, a practice 


that is repugnant to American values. Yet clearly change as 


an organic process is underway in South Africa, even in the 
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political sphere where constitutional proposals have been 
introduced to replace the whites-only parliament by a 
tricameral system that would include representation for the 
Asian and Colored minorities. These proposals perpetuate 

a racial approach to national political enfranchisement and 
do not addres the rights of the country's 20 million blacks. 
The question that remains to be answered is whether the change 
that has taken place is in the direction of establishing 
government by consent of the governed and whether the changes 
are acceptable to the people of South Africa irrespective of 
race. 

The important question is how we can encourage the process 
of peaceful, democratic change in South Africa. The view that 
the only effective approach is increased international pressure 
and support for sanctions overlooks the internal factors that 
compel change and could, like a self-fulfilling prophesy, help 
bring about an Armageddon. As Samuel P. Huntington of Harvard's 
Center for International Relations has pointed out, "Reforms 
which appear to be granted under pressure” will strengthen 
the ultra-conservative parties against the government, "lead 
to more extreme demands from more groups, and provoke a counter- 
revolutionary backlash." 

It is against this background that the UJnited States has 
adopted a policy of positive support for the process of reform 
that is underway in South Africa. This policy of "constructive 


engagement” is intended to influence the situation in that 


country through dialogue with those both inside and outside 
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the South African Government who support mcves away from 


apartheid to a more equitable political, economic and social 


system. 


_—-=- 


In addition to the active involvement of the United 
States in the negotiations that we expect will lead to 
independence for Namibia, new initiatives have been under- 
taken to assist black South Africans who are disadvantaged 
as a result of the apartheid educational system. The U.S. 
Congress has earmarked $8 million for scholarships for 
black South Africans to study in the United States, and 
this year 117 students are enrolled in American universities. 
The United States is also actively exploring ways in which 
we can aid the process of educational change inside South 
Africa, while working outside the apartheid educational system. 
The private sector in the United States has also played 
a positive role in fostering peaceful, evolutionary change 
away from apartheid. U.S. corporations have made a positive 
contribution to economic change by subscribing to the Sullivan 
Principles, a voluntary code of fair employment practices 
which calls, among other things, for equal pay for equal work, 
non-discrimination in the work place, and increased training 
and advancement opportunities for South Africa's disadvantaged 
majority. In addition, the American labor mcvement continues to 
provide vital assistance to the burgeoning black unions which 
constitute such an important force for democratization. 


Once a process of reform is in motion, it gathers a 


momentum of it@ own and becomes virtually irreversible. We 
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can only hope that such a process is beginning to gather 
momentum in South Africa. Frederick Douglass, a runaway 

slave who became an adviser to Abraham Lincoln, a distinguished 
diplomat, and a great American leader, understood well the 
nature and the internal dynamic of reform and amelioration. 
"You may hurl a man so low beneach the level of his kind" he 
once wrote, "that he loses all just ideas of his natural 
position, but elevate him a little, and the clear conception 

of rights rises to life and power, and leads him onward." 

Mr. Chairman, we are challenged to appreciate the meaning 
of this statement and its relevance to the complex realities 
in South Africa. Our failure to do so could have unfortunate 
consequences for the people of South Africa, not least for the 
blacks of that country. Whether it grows out of despair over 
the prospects fo democratic change in South Africa or a desire 
to exploit the conflicts there for political advantage, an 
extreme course amounts to a repudiation of those inside that 
troubled country who are trying to find a middle ground between 
paralysis and confrontation. The opportunity exists for the 
exercise of reason and the application of democratic will. By 
seizing this opportunity, we will be able to enhance the 
prospects for peace within South Africa and, by so doing, 
contribute to the cause of peace in the region, and, indeed, 


throughout the world. 
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Mr. President: 

The statement this morning by the Cuban Minister of External 
Relations was outrageous, even by comparison with other extreme 
statements that have been made by totalitarian states in this hall 
over the past several weeks. Even as Cuba presumes to speak for 
the non-aligned movement, it must be plain to any responsible 
listener that Cuba in fact speaks as client and apologist for 
the communist movement. The speech is thus standard distortion 
of Marxism-Leninism, the predictable world view warped by communist 
ideology. In a sweeping view of the current world situation, no 
mention whatever is made of the brutal invasion and occupation of 


non-aligned Afghanistan by 100,000 Soviet troops. Only the most 


passing mention is made of the invasion and occupation of once 


non-aligned Kampuchea by more than 200,000 Vietnamese troops. 


These omissions and distortions by a self-styled spokesman for 
the non-aligned simply boggles the mind. 

Mr. President, I was particularly impressed by the Minister's 
remark, and I quote: 

"In Latin America, after nearly a century of imperialist 
rule, the situation couldn't bemore helpless for the tens of 
millions of beings subjected to the most dreadful poverty." 

The current Cuban leadership, after two decades of totalitarian 


rule, finds a situation that couldn't be more helpless for the 


slightly under ten million beings subject to the most dreadful 


— Mee TEeosotrreu FUT FUDITCALION tr Ale rican Fore rg 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


rule there. We could do no better than quote, as the Minister 
himself did this morning, from the words of President Fidel Castro 
that Cuba was "Sailing in a sea of difficulties" surrounded by 
problems that could last "twenty years or who knows how long." 

World Bank statistics could be cited which show Cuba's 
per capita gross national product declining by 0.2 percent per 
year since 1960, making it unique in having such a consistent 
decline despite enormous outside assistance. In 1959, Cuba had 
the third highest per capita income in the nendashere: today it 
has one of the lowest. Twenty years after the revolution, stringent 


rationing continues, the economy is declining and unemployment 


is one the rise. This is all true, miserably, distressingly 


true -- despite the fact that as a client state, Cuba receives 


$8 million on a daily basis, from the Soviet Union. 


On the military side, the Cuban Minister's evetemente also 
could not be more false. As he well knows, as all the world well 
knows, the Soviet Union has been fueling the arms buildup in an 
unprecedented and relentless way. There has been no American 
spurt to the eons race and in fact no arms "race" in any meaningful 
manner at all. 

For it is no “race" when the Soviets increase an average 
of four to five percent in real terms‘each and every year over 


the past ten, while the military expenditures of the United States 


have declined in real terms by 25 percent since 1968. 
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It is no “race" when the Soviets have spent three times 
the American total over the past decade on strategic offensive 
forces, and today spend three times the United States amount 
in the entire strategic realm. | 

It is no "race" when the Soviet Union over the past decade 
developed and deployed four generations of ICBMs far more 
powerful than the American land-based missiles, and thus put 
in question the survivability of the United States land-based 
ICBM force, while the United States force is today essentially 
the same as it was when SALT I was signed. 

It is no "race" when the Soviet Union has been deploying 


its highly mobile, MIRVed long-range SS-20 missile at the rate 


of about one per week, while the United States theater nuclear 


force in Europe -- on which our allies rely in part for their 


defense -- has not been modernized in years by rather has been 


reduced by 1,000 warheads over the past two years. 

It is no “race” when the Soviets have spent 50 percent 
more on military research, development, and testing and 
engineering nen the United States over the past decade. 


It is no "race" when the Soviets have spent 60 percent 


more on general purpose forces, i.@., conventional forces than 


the United States. 


Cuba itself has spurred a real. arms race in itsS own region. 


For Cuba has a-higher ratio of its population under arms than 


any other country if Latin America. 











-- Since 1975, Cuba has conducted a massive arms buildup. Recently 
MIG 23 FLOGGERS, assault hel j copters, a KONI class Frigate and 
FOXTROT submarines have been received. Military shipments 

from the Soviet Union have today reached the highest levels since 
1962. . 

-- These arms have been sent clandestinely and used to destabilize 
the democratically elected Government of El Salvador and for 
terrorism elsewhere in the region and the world. : 
-- Offsetting unemployment at home, upwards of 35,000 Cuban 
mercenaries remain in Africa.and in the Horn engaged in brutal 

war, ~ d there are some 2,000 Cuban military troops in Nicaragua. 


We know that the Cubans first spread their military ventures 


into Africa, not at the request of the Angolan Government at all 
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Since no Angolan Government existed when the Cubans first came. 
It was insteac an Angolan civil war involving three liberation 
parties, and the Cubans came in support of one of them. They 
began fighting and killing Africans then, in 1975, and there 
they remain fighting and killing Africans seven years later in 
1982. <A respected leader of Africa and a genuine father of 
African liberation, Ivory Coast President Felix Hounhouet=-Boigny, 
realized the truth of the Situation in 1977 when he said, and 

‘ 


I quote: 


"In less than two years, ithe Cubans have killed thousands 


of Angolans, our African{brothers, murdered in cold blood. 


| 
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More victims fell in this short period than in the 
fifteen years of guerrilla war against the Portugese 
colonialism. Yet the West rarely notes this gruesome 
reality.” 


Though a few years later, we in this hall take note of this 


o 
‘ 


gruesome reality today. 

The Cuban human rights record, Mr. President, is equally 
abhorrent: 

-- No political opposition or public dissent is tolerated 
by the Cuban state and party apparatus; 

oo Cuba will not even allow the Red Cross or other inter- 
national organizations to visit its 1,000 political 
prisoners; 

-- A massive hemorrhage of 125,000 people fled Cuba in 
the Mariel sealift and up to 560,000 more have applied 
to emigrate. 

In essence, as everyone must realize by now, Mr. President, 

Cuba is a totalitarian Marxist-Leninist state where the citizenry 

has been deprived of the exercise of elementary and basic 

political rights. Freedom of speech does not exist, no political 

Opposition is allowed, and the government holds some 1,000 

political prisoners, often under degrading conditions. Great 


sacrifices have been imposed on the population for some twenty 


years, in the name of the revolution and social reconstruction. 
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But Cuba's economy remains stagnant and dependent on Soviet 
subsidy. Development remains a distant goal, and discontent 


runs deep. 


It gives my Government no pleasure to recite this grim 
litany. For this outlaw regime is of our own hemisphere, and 
principally it destabilizes and -- by its example ~-~*degrades 
this hemisphere. 

And even more broadly, Mr. President, Castro's Cuba sectures 
as the Lepitinate spokesman of the non-aligned. My Government 
knows that this is not so -- and it is more than time that 


this ultimate Cuban lie be branded for what it is, and put to 


rest. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 78-(82) 
October ll, 1982 


Statement by The Honorable Hernan Padilla, Alternate United States 
Representative, in the General Assembly in Right of Reply, October 
ll, 1982. 


Nuestra delegaci6én no desea que se continue perdiendo 
el tiempo de la Asamblea General en este intercambio esteril. 
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Sin embargo, es preciso rechazar y hacer sentir nuestra 
protesta, por la continua intervenci6én demag6égica e innecesaria 
por parte de Cuba y Libya. 


Continuamente, y ano tras ano, repiten acusaciones 
falsas y substituyen los hechos por expresiones de pura 
propanganda ideologica. 


Su insistencia propagandistica afecta las fibras misma 
de esta Venerable Instituci6n. La repeticion de su campafa 
no establece, ni se sostiene por la verdad. 
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Esa repetici6én anual de acusaciones que no tienen base 
ni pruebas, no puede desviarnos de la responsabilidad de 
analizar los hechos y que busquemos la realidad de la 
verdad. 


 VeCtasstrieca tTOTr FUVDIICALIVE! 


La verdad no necesita de la muleta de la demagogia; 
pero la ret6rica cubana solo ha dependido de la constante 
tergiversaci6n de sus propios males internos y ausencia de 
libertades para proyectarlos hacia los Estados Unidos. 


ENGLISH TRANSLATION 


Mr. President, our delegation does not wish to waste 
the time of the General Assembly on this sterile exchange. 
Nevertheless, it is necessary to reject and to protest the 
continuing demagogic and unnecessary intervention on the 
part of Cuba and Libya. 








Continually, year after year, they repeat false accusations 
and substitute the truth with pure ideological propaganda. 
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Their insistent propaganda affects the fibers of this 
respected institution. The repetition of their campaign 
does not establish nor does it sustain the truth. 


This annual repetition of accusations does not have any 
base nor truth, and cannot divert us from the responsibility 
to analyze and search for reality and the truth. 


Truth does not need the crutch of demagoguery; but the 
Cuban rhetoric depends on the constant twisting of their own 
internal problems and absences of freedoms and the projecting 
of them against the United States. ; 
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Statement by Mr. Dennis C. Goodman, Deputy United States Representa- 
tive to the Economic and Social Council, in Right of Reply in the 
Second Committee, October 12, 1982. 





Mr. Chairman, I want to take this opportunity to congratulate you, 
Mr. Papadatos, Mr. Fareed, and Mr. Bakalov on your election to the 
Bureau of this Committee. In making these choices, the Committee 
has already demonstrated its wisdom and fairness -- qualities that 
we have every reason to believe will mark the Committee's work 
during the entire session. 


het : ae 


Mr. Chairman, this morning the delegate of the Soviet Union made 
several statements about the United States and other Western 
countries of a type that we have come to expect, although without 
the histrionics that a Soviet Representative displayed in the 
Plenary 21 years ago today. This morning's verbal shoe-banging, 

Mr. Chairman, is no more credible than was the outlandish display we 
witnessed in 1961. 


* 
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Some of the comments made this morning by the Soviet delegate were 
germane to the work of this Committee and to this agenda item, but 
others were not. We shall reply to those points at appropriate 

_ times and under appropriate agenda items, both in the Second 
Committee and in other Committees during the General Assembly. 


At this time, Mr. Chairman, I should just like to make two points. 
First, may I point out the obvious contradiction in the Soviet 
statement, which attacks the United States, the World Bank, and the 
IMF for failing to impose economic sanctions on South Africa but 
goes on immediately to brand as unlawful the so-called attempts by 
the United States and its NATO allies “to make use of all kinds of 
sanctions (and) to impose economic blocades..." The Soviet delegate 
has Clearly implied, Mr. Chairman, that the United States has been 
working against decolonization as well as the abolition of racism. 

I should like to reiterate, Mr. Chairman, the views we expressed at 
the summer session of ECOSOC in Geneva: We know full well the 
importance of independence and self-determination, having fought our 
own revolution over 200 years ago, and we need no lessons on such 
issues from countries which themselves have never held free and fair 
elections. 
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Finally, Mr. Chairman, may I add that we also need no lessons in 
economic development or economic assistance from nations, poten- 
tially rich in agriculture, which for some 60 years have ascribed to 
unseasonal weather their inability to feed their people properly. 
Countries which did not participate at last year's Cancun conference 
because they had nothing to offer and which have played no role or 
only a negative role on the question of Global Negotiations are 
scarcely in a position to point fingers regarding such issues. 

Their comments should be seen for what they are, namely more of the 
same shoe-banging which did nothing to enhance the image of this 
Organization 21 years ago and which contribute nothing to a serious 


discussion of issues today. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


XAXXXXX 
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‘ Statement by The Honorable John D. Lodge, United States 
: Representative to the 37th General Assembly of the United Nations, 


in Right of Reply to Afghanistan, October 14, 1982. 


Mr. President, the United States delegation takes strong exception 
to remarks made by the current representative of Afghanistan, but 
will reserve specific comments on the continuing tragic occupation 
of that country by over 100,000 Russian troops for formal debate on 
this item by the General Assembly. In the meantime, I wish to point 
out that the so-called Minister of Foreign Affairs speaks not for 
the courageous people of Afghanistan, not for the two and one half 
Million refugees who have fled Russian occupation and repression and 
not even for the general population of Kabul, the capital city. His 
Own words are the clearest demonstration anyone could require that 
he speaks not as a master in his own house, but as one who. 
represents a regime which remains in power only by force of massive 
Russian weaponry, deployed since December 1979 in this once proud 
and non-aligned nation. Yet, this monstrous travesty, this 
perversion of all United Nations principles, this obscene 
Ccariacature of democracy, this martyrdom of a noble people, this 
ruthless and brutal crushing of freedom continues despite three 
resolutions of the General Assembly -- approved by overwhelming and 
growing majorities -- which called for the withdrawal of foreicn 
forces, restoration of Afghanistan's non-alignment, 
self-determination, and return with honor of the refugees. 
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The delegation of the United States will have a great deal more to 
Say on this subject when the appropriate time comes. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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October 15, 1982 


Statement by Carol M. Schwab, Alternate United States Representative 
to the Sixth Committee of the 37th General Assembly of the United 
Nations on Item 120: Consideration of Effective Measures to Enhance 
the Protection, Security and Safety of Diplomatic and Consular 
Missions and Representatives, October 14, 1982. 


The item before us provides another opportunity for the Sixth 
Committee, as representatives of the international community, to 
express Our common concerns regarding the protection, security, 
anc safety of diplomatic and consular missions and their represen- 
tatives. The need to facilitate the effective functioning of these 
missions and their personnel is imperative for the effective conduct 
of peaceful relations among States. We cannot overstate the 
importance of minimizing the vulnerability of this essential systen 
whereby States communicate with each other -- especially in timcs 
such as these when the personnel of diplomatic anc consular missions 
are subject to terrorist attacks with alarming and increasinc 
frecuency. In 1975, 30% of all terrorist attacks tnhroucshout the 
world were directed against diplomats, whereas by 1980 that propor- 
tion hac reached 54%. In 1980, there were more than 400 incidents 
involving such personnel, anc there have already been neariy 300 
such incicents in the first half of this year aione, a sicnificant 
increase which cannot be icnoreé. This ¢isturbins, vicient trené 


has affected representatives of governments coverinc the entire 








political spectrum ané has toucheé every region of wné worlc. We 


aiso take this opportunity to reaffirm the need to protect inter- 


express Our a@ier: at instances of blatant Gisregarcé for their 


status. 
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My government's lonstanding concern for the security of 
Giplomatic and consuiar missions and personnel is reflected by 


our adherence to the relevant conventions, notabiy the 1973 


Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of Crimes Against 
Internationally Protected Persons, including Diplomatic Agents. 
We consider it appropriate to repeat at this time the views 
expressed by the U.S. Permanent Representative upon the ratifica- 
tion of that important instrument by the United States: 


/We7 strongly support international action to 

Geal with the scourge of random violence which 

has placued international society. This Convention 
Geals with the means by which States communicate 
with each other. By assistinc to protect diplomats, 
this Convention assists in preservinc contacts and 
communications between States. Any individual or 
croup of andividuais who harms or seeks to harm 
Giplomatic acents strikes at the communications 
web so essential in our interdependent worid. 

Such persons must know no safe haven. Ail States 
Must cooperate to ensure that the perpetrators of 
such Geecs -- whatever their motive -- will be 
punished... 


The Unitec Nations may take price in the treaties 

it has eiaborated to provide iecal tools to deal 
with the scourge of rancom violence. 5ut the Unitec 
Nations cannot rest until it has coverec far more 
aspects of the probler. A becinninc has been mase, 
but no international society which takes itself 
seriously or expects to be taken seriousiy can ignore 
the urgent need to continue to deveios a meanincfui 
lecal framework for Geéiinc with the perpetrators of 
horrifvine random attacks on innocent mer, women anc 
chiicgren throuchout the worid. 


Unfortunately, the probier has now become more serious. whe 


have therefore weicomeéc and enthusiastically supportec the Committee's 
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S . 
work under this esencza iter sponscreé by the Noréic Countries at the 


last two sessions of the General Assembly. Our enceavors here are 
an important step in the directior of Gealinc with the cancerous 


threat to diplomatic relations poses by such vicience. We have 
responced by submitting the views and reports recuested by both 


resolutions 35/168 and 36/33. We support and recommend the 


procedure: established and elaborated in those resolutions which 


ata, 


have, we believe, both directed the attention of the international 
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community to specific violations of diplomatic inviolability and 
provided an opportunity to respond more effectively to such viola- 
tions. The exemplary efforts of States to comply with these 


resolutions by reporting violations anc measures taken against 
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otfencers is reassuring, as is the mocest increase in adherents 
to the relevant Conventions in response to these resolutions. 
Despite this modest success, we need to broaden the interna- 


tional consensus recarding recognition of the relevant lecal 
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principles (especially those contained in the important 1973 
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New York Convention) and to enforce those obligations strictly. 

My government has therefore urced increased adherence, in particu- 
lar, to the 1973 New York Convention, in order to make clear that 
offences committec acaéinst internationally protectes persons are | 
abhorrent: to all nations of the world. we wili continue to Support 
@ recuest that the Secretary-General report on anc actively 
encourace additional States to adhere to this important Convention. 

Cooperation between host anc sendins States is aliso neeced tc 

carry Out practical protective measures. Further, we continue to 


urce that appropriate ané effective implementinc and preventative 


measures be taken at the national level. We also believe that 








i 9 uch ‘nmstitutionalizins the 
procress is practicabie in areas suce es institu 
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fonction of the Secretary-General as é central i 
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monitorine ans assisting if the amelioration oO | 
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With recard to enforcement of customary and conventional 
international legal obligations relating to the protection, 
safety, anc security of diplomats, we are convinced of the urcent 


neec for a consultative mechanism amonc Member States to take 


ee ee ee ee eh 


appropriate measures acainst those States which fail to fulfill 


ee et 


such responsibilities. We must strive to reach a consensus on 
the nature of such measures and on flexible procedures to enable 

tates to coordinate their actions in applyinc these measures when 
necessary acainst particular States. 


Seemingly isolated incidents of violence do, in fact, disrupt 





anc hamper the ability of all States to conduct their international 


relations with all the prerogatives and impunities recognized as 
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‘necessary for effective diplomatic relations. Tne problem is, 
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therefore, not one which affects only sending and receiving States. 
Since tne problem is shared by States anc international orcanizations, 
the response must be a coordinatec one by ail members of the inter- 


mationai community. Tne UN provices a framework ideally suited to 





accressing such common probiems. We aiso believe the Secretary- 
General might piay an important role in procedures for monitorins 
anc amelioratine specific incicents as well as the overall situation. 


Aathough there is alreacy full agreement that this probler 





Gerancs Our constant vicilance, we must continue to develop the 
particular coordinatine anc consultative mechanisms to protect our 


Giplomatic and consular missions and representatives. 
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Statement by Theodore Papendorp, United States Representative in the 
Fifth Committee in Right of Reply, October 15, 1982 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


We heard yesterday some comments from the Soviet Delegation about 
the course of the debate thus far on Item 110, the Report of the 
Committee on Contributions. The speaker directed certain, highly 
intemperate remarks at the statement made by my Delegation on 
October 8, and alluded personally to the member of the United States 
Delegation who made that statement. I would guess my Soviet 
colleacue did not consider those remarks a statement in right of 
reply since he far exceeded the usual ten-minute limitation on such 
Statements. I will take the same attitude toward this statement. 
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Mr. Chairman: 


The nature of.the Soviet remarks permits this Committee to judge for 
itself who is, and who is not, politicizing the discussions under 
this item. My own reaction to the Soviet diatribe was, to use an 
old saying, “What you do speaks so loudly that I can not hear what 

' you say." I leave it to the two and one half million Afghan 
refugees who fled from Soviet occupation of their own country to 
endorse the Soviet Delegation's self-description of Soviet foreign 
policy as “peace-loving.” I leave it to the peoples of Eastern 
Europe, who live cheek by jowl with Soviet conventional military 
hardware, and occupation forces thinly disguised as “allies", and to 
those of Western Europe within range of the SS-20, to comment on who 
is in what arms race. And I leave it to the information provided by 
the Committee on Conferences itself in A/36/ll, to give the members 
of this Committee the opportunity to judge who is, and who is not, 
"“underpaying” assessments and contributions to the United Nations. 
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Mr. Chairman, President Reagan, in his speech to the Assembly's 
recent Second Special Session on Disarmament, proposed an initiative 
to improve military expenditure reporting as 4 step towards the goal 
of disarmament. With such improvements, the emptiness of the Soviet 
remarks on its arms expenditures would be more clear. Alas, for the 
moment we see the Soviet situation only as if through a glass, 
darkly. Nevertheless, and accepting the probably unintentional 
compliment from the Soviet Delegation about United States knowledge 
of the Soviet economy, I would point to the data published by the 
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United States Arms Contrel and Disarmament Agency in its report, 
"World Military Expenditures and Acms Transfers, 1970-1979." 

Earlier yesterday one Delegation suggested that perhaps the scale of 
assessments should be based on military expenditures rather than 
national income data. Without necessarily wishing to endorse that 
idea, it is an interesting refutation of the Soviet Delegation's 
fulminations that, by ACDA‘s calculations, the Soviet Union spends 
31.96 per cent of world wide expenditure on defense compared with 
21.54 per cent for the United States. This almost two to one 
relationship between the USSR and the US compares markedly with an 
almost exactly inverse relationship between the respective shares of 
global gross domestic product, 11.80 per cent (Soviet) to 22.80 
(US), or even the total of the three member Soviet republics’ 
assessment under the proposed scale, 12.02 per cent, against the US 
share of 25 per cent. 


As to who is responding to whom in the military field, the facts are 
that the US spends less today on defense as a percentage of gross 
national product than at any time since immediately before the North 
Korean invasion. US total defense expenditures reached 5.5 per cent 
of GNP during fiscal year 1981, against some 8 per cent in the 1950s 
and 1960s. Over the same period, as well as we can determine 
through that dark glass, the Soviet Union has consistently spent 
well over 10 percent of its GNP on defense. Soviet outlays for 
strategic offensive weapons -- intercontinental missiles, 
submarines, and bombers -- were nearly double those of the US during 
the past decade, and the Soviet Union has twice as many personnel 
under arms as the US. So much for the arms race. 


The Soviet Delegate also made some highly contentious, and highly 
transparent, remarks cbout the Assembly's resolution which 
determined that it was not in the interests of the Organization to 
be overly dependent, financially, on any one member state. He 
suggested that the Soviet Union was somehow bearing more than its 
share because of that ceiling and even had the gall to claim that 
the USSR was “overpaying® contributions to the organization. The 
Situation is, as we all well know, quite different. As my 
delegation pointed out last year -- and comparable statistics are as 
yet unavailable for subsequent periods -- of the collections 
actually received in 1980 by the UN Treasurer for the regular budget 
United States payments amounted to 29.34 per cent (I'll say that 
again: 29.34 per cent:). When assessed peacekeeping collections are 
added, the US paid 31.42 per cent of total assessed collections. 
Neither this Committee, nor the General Assembly, nor the 
International Court of Justice are fooled by the contention of the 
Soviet Union and its bloc that such assessec peacekeeping costs are 
not subject to Articles 17 and 19 of the Charter. As we all know, 
it is the long standing refusal of the Soviet bloc to pay those 
assessments which has driven the United Nations into the fiscal 
emergency under which it operates. As to the ability of the United 
Nations to accomplish that which many member states consider to be 
the most important aspects of its role, operational activities in 
the economic, social and humanitarian fields, the myth of Soviet 
"overpaying" has even less validity. In 1980 US voluntary 
contributions to the UN system were almost a half billion dollars, 
Or 23.32 per cent of the 2.3 billion dollar total. That of the 
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three Soviet republics was a paltry ten million dollars. As the 
recipient countries know only too well, even that was a purely 
nominal value placed on contributions made largely in rubles, a 
non-convertible, and hence hardly usable, currency. 


One last point, Mr. Chairman. During his offensive remarks about 
"the black days of UN history," my Soviet colleague spoke of 
"mechanical majorities* supposedly wielded by the United States, a 
term which those who participated in those majorities will reject as 
resolutely as my Delegation. I therefore feel no qualms about using 
the term “Soviet bloc® again in this context, even though one 
Delegation assured us that it does not exist in the United Nations. 
A bit of checking in the data bank confirmed what we all know, that 
it does exist. Using 264 recorded votes in the General Assembly and 
its main committees at the 36th General Assembly as a base, the 
identity with Soviet votes of Bulgaria, the German Democratic 
Republic, Mongolia, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, Viet Nam, 
Afghanistan and Cuba is an astonishing 97.3%. 


By remarks such as these, Mr. President, my Soviet colleague once 
again indulges in that peculiar totalitarian inversion of reality 
whereby a so-called “peace loving" state accounts for nearly 
one-third of world military expenditures, whereby the paltry Soviet 
contribution to the UN becomes “overpaying” and whereby the leader 
of the only automatic voting bloc in the Un accuses others of 
"mechanical majorities". The facts, as I have shown, Mr. President, 
are precisely the opposite. 


Thank you Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Chairman, I will be speaking today to agenda item 79 which 

is entitled “Importance of the universal realization of the richts 
of peoples to self-determination and of the speedy granting of 
independence to colonial countries and people for the effective 
guarantee an¢é chservance of human rights.” In what now appears to 
be a customary practice in this Committee, this item is treated 
together with several other items dealing with the issues of racism 
and racial discrimination. This grouping together of items is not 
arbitrary but reflects the general and, by now, long-standing 
tendency in the United Nations to view the principle of self- 
Getermination as relevant chiefly, if not exclusively, to the 
process of decolonization and to issues that emerce in a racial 
context. By speaking separately to the issue of self-determination, 
my delegation wishes to emphasize its preference to address the issue 


in a broader context, a context that is suggested, in fact, by 


the use of the word."universal"” in the title of the agenda item. 
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The issue of self-determination raises many complex questions which 
bear profoundly upon the nature of the international systen 

and the norms governing relztions among states. Who is the “seit” 
@whom the “right of self-determination” attaches? What is the 
method by which self-determination is to be realized? Is 


independence the only acceptable outcome or is it just one of 
several outcomes that may be desirable or necessary devending on 


the particular circumstances? Is the “right” of self-determination 
absolute, or is it-—as it surely must be — circumscribed by other 
factors, such as competing self-determination claims or other 
principles recognized in the Charter, including respect for the 
territorial intergrity of states, the non-use of force, and the 


need to preserve international peace and security? 


These are just a few of the very difficult questions raised by 
any attempt to apply the principle of self-determination in a 
comprehensive, universal fashion. But if there are no easy 


answers to these questions, it should nonetheless be possible 


.to formulate the elements of a consistent approach to the issue. 


This by itself is important, since the approach followed within 

the United Nations in recent years has been highly politicized 

and selective, reflecting the priorities and biases of a particular 
period that has been called "the age of decolonization.” As 

this period draws to a close, it becomes all the more necessary 

to subject the new assumptions to careful scrutiny in light of 


the purposes of the Charter and the requirements of genuine 


universality. 
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The principle of self-determination is mentioned only twice in 

the Charter, once in the first Article where the development of 
friendly relations among states based on respect for the porinciple 
is listed as one of the “purposes” of the United Nations; and 
again in Article 55 where the principle is noted in a sroanbular 


paragraph that lists several goals the organization “shall promote” 


in the spheres of economics, education, culture, and human rights. 
The principle is actually given more concrete meaning in the 
Chapters on Non-Self-Governing territorities and the Trusteeship 
system where the term Seif-determination” is not even mentioned. 
Here the emphasis is placed on development toward “self-government,” 
with independence being one of the possible outcomes of a process 
that has to take due account of “the freely expressed wishes 


of the peoples concerned.” 


Five points seem worth noting about the approach to self-determination 
suggested in the Charter. First. the essence of self-derermination 

is seen to be method not result. While self-government is the 
ultimate goal, the critical issue is not the form it takes -- 

whether this be independence, free association, or integration 

into another state, the options spelled out in General Assembly 
Resolution 1541 -- but the method of reaching a decision. As the 
International Court of Justice noted in 1975 in the Western Sahara 


case, the vital principle involved is "the need to pay regard to 


the freely expressed will of peoples." 


Second, se)f-determination is viewed as a gradual or evolutionary 


process. The purpose of the Trusteeship System, for example, is 
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to promote the “progressive development towards self-covernment or 





independence.” The concept of “progressive development” is also 

noted with respect to the evolution of "free political institutions” 

in non-self-governing territories. Moreover, Resolution 1541, which 

is an attempt to interpret the Charter on these questions, 

stipulates that peoples choosing free association retain the freedom 
to mocify their status, suggesting once again the evolutionary 


character of self-determination. 


Third, self-determination is seen as a continual process, not one 
that is completed with the determination of international status. 
It cannot have been the intention of the Charter that a process 
determined according to “the freely expressed wishes of the peoples 
concerned” may properly give forth an outcome in which those 
wishes are disregarded or suppressed. The link established in 
Article 55 between self-determination and respect for human rights 
and fundamental freedoms -- a link that is also made in the title 
of the agenda item under consideration -- suggests that self- 
government is an internal es well as external goal; and that 
freedom from alien domination includes freedom from persecution 
and discrimination and the right to participate freely in the 
political process. From the standpoint of the individual or an 
ethnic minority, a continuing process of internal self-government, 
in accordance with the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, is 


the only guarantee of genuine self-determination. 


Fourth, the principle of self-determination is clearly universal 


in scope, applying to all peoples and, indeed, to all individuals, 


without distinction as to race, sex, language, or religion. It 
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applies to relations among states where respect for the vorinciple 
is understood to serve the purpose of developing "friendly relations 
among nations” and strengthening “universal peace,” as well as to 
conditions within states where respect for the principle is seen 


to promote the general well-being of the population. Moreover, 


whereas the guarantees embodied in the principle apply to all, so 


does the corresponding duty to respect the principle as it applies 


to others. 


Finally, self-determination is viewed as a relative not an absolute 


-principle. It is one of a number of Charter principles that limit 


and reinforce each other. A world that had witnessed the 
dangerous misuse of the principle of self-determination by Nazi 
Germany over the Sudeten issue readily appreciated the necessity 
to treat the principle in a larger context and in relation to 


other principles of the Charter. 


Over the past quarter of a century, the view of self-determination 
outlined here has been significantly, and in some respects, radically 
modified within the United Nations. Beginning with the Declaration | 
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples 

(Resolution 1514) and in many subsequent resolutions of the General 
Assembly, a new view has taken hold which has far-reaching implica- 


tions for the future of the Organization and of the international 
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system as a whole. 


; 
According to this new view, the essence of self-determination is 


not method but result -- specifically, independence. Such is the 
insistence of Resolution 1514 on this result, to the exclusion of 
any other options, that independence ib dblendia not just for trust 
and non-self-governing territories, but also for non-independent 


territories that are fully self-governing and may not wish a 


different status. 


The identification of self-determination with independent statehood, 


and the treatment of this objective as an urgent necessity, indeed, 





as the summun bonum, has inevitably affected the methods used to 
bring it about as well as the timing of the process. The new , 
approach was revolutionary, not evolutionary. Independence was 

to be achieved immediately and by whatever means necessary, even 
those that did not adequately take into account "the freely expressed 
wishes of the peoples concerned." Increasingly, this led to the 
acceptance of alternatives to elections and plebiscites, in particular 
to the recognition of "national liberation movements" as the 

true bearers of the right of self-determination and the sole 
legitimate -- though not democratically selected -- representative 

of the peoples concerned. Little serious consideration was given 

to the possibility that the use of terror as a method might actually 
frustrate the authentic and free expression of thé people's will 

by fostering an environment of coersion. Commenting on an instance 
where the United Nations accepted and legitimated the claims of two 


armed movements in the absence of any free expression of the 
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people's will, one writer noted that "In the end political power 


‘ 


was not determined by ballots...but by bullets.” 

j 
Having Gefined self-determination as a result synonymous-with inde- 
pendence and not as a method, it followed that the attainment of 
independence was itself sufficient to satisfy the right to self- 
determination. No continuing process of internal self-determination, 
meaning representative self-government, was considered necessary 
or even relevant to the issue. The new perspective, writes M. Pomerance 
in an incisive study published just last month, has considered that "the 
representativeness of the regime and the degree to which human rights 
are respected within the new States are not central to the issue of 
self-determination." 
The rejection of self-determination as a continuing process had 
serious implications with respect to the problem of post-independence 
minorities in societies rent by ethnic cleavages. The equation of 
self-determination with independence meant that this right could not 
apply to distinct peoples in post-independent states without affirming 
the right of secession. In a report on self-determination prepared, 
ironically enough, for the Subcommision on Prevention of Discrimination 
and Protection of Minorities, Mr. Héctor Gros-Espiell states explicitly 
that "The right (of self-determination) does not apply to peoples 
already organized in the form of a State which are not under colonial 
and alien domination, since resolution 1514 (XV) and other United 
Nations instruments condemn any attemt aimed at the partial or total 
disruption of the national unity and the territorial integrity of a 


country.” Had the right of self-determination been more broadly defined 








reign 


ee ee eT. 


ee” ob Rae ee) 


‘3 jen 


e 


Lee . oS  -* 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 
~2R 


Mt, it 


“Declassified for Publication in American Fo 





-8- 
to cover respect for the human and cultural rights of the new minorities, 
there would have been no need for a double standard according to which 
the right was granted to some "selves" and denied to others. As it 
was, the fulfillment of the right in one sense meant its negation in 
another, thereby sanctionim in the name of self-determination the 


subjection of some minorities to a new form of alien rule. 


In fact, this was only one aspect of the new double standard introduced 
by the revised view of self-determination. Resolution 1514 had declared 
that "All peoples have the right to self-determination." In practice, 
however, only some peoples were deemed eligible claimants of that right: 
specifically, “peoples under colonial and aliesa domination," to quote once 
again from Mr. Gros-Espiell. This qualification was further qualified, 
in fact, by restricting the scope of “colonial and alien domination" 

to the empires of the Western colonial powers. The implicit double 
standard was noted in 1961 by Lord Home, who asked the -General Assembly: 
"Is there to be one principle for Asia and Africa and another for 
Europe” One rule for the British Commonwealth and another for the 


Russian Empire? I thought if a principle was anything it was universal." 


To be sure, the insistence on confining the bearers of the right to 
self-determination to "colonial peoples” served the political purpcse 
of accelerating decolonization. But the process of politicization 

thus set in motion had considerable, and perhaps unseen costs involving 
the abandonment of universality and the distortion of basic Charter 
principles which, like self-determination itself,were twisted into 


conformity with the new political realities. 
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For example, in the Declaration on Friendly Relations (General 


Assembly Resolution 2625), the principle of territorial integrity 

and sovereign equality is affirmed, but only for states "conducting 
themselves in compliance with the principle of equal richts and sei=- 
determination of peoples.” Similarly, General Assembly Resolution 
2787 condemns “any attempt aimed at the partial or total disruption 
of the national unity and territorial integrity of a State" -- and 
here is the qualification -- “established in accordance with the 
right of self-determination of its people.” Thus, in each instance 
essentially subjective political considerations are introduced 

to qualify the presumably universal principle of territorial integrity 
and sovereign equality of States. The crucial factor, as one 

writer has pointed out, is not the principle involved but “the 
specific identity of the claimants -- whose territorial integrity 

is pitted against whose self-determination." 

To cite another example, the Declaration on Friendly Relations 


affirms the principle of non-intervention in the affairs of States. 


But it also extends the same principle of nonintervention to the affairs 


of peoples, proscribing “the use of force to deprive peoples of their 
national identify.” Thus, the door is opened to intervention in the 
affairs of States which use force against “peoples,” itself a highly 


politicized and selectively used word which, as we have seen, is 


frequently equated with organizations using violence in the pursuit 


of “national Liberation.” 


The resulthas been the steady erosion of Aricle 2(4) of the 
Charter, which enjoins all Members of the United Nations to refrain 


from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or 


political independence of any state. This article is the core of 
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the Charter. Indeed, it is the linchpin of our state system. Yet 
under the new doctrine, the non-use of force is treated as a relative 
principle, subordinate to the supreme norm of sel f-determination 
as it has been redefined. Favored "selves" are allowed to use force, 
but not their adversaries. For states deemed “coionial” or "racist," 
the use of force is prohibited, even in self-defense. But for “peoples 
or movements in conflict with such states, the General Assembly 
resolution defining aggression (Resolution 3314) affirms the right 


to use force and “to seek and receive support” in their "struggle.* 


There are undoubtedly many factors that account for the growing 
disregard for the rule of law in international affairs today. But 

no careful consideration of the problem can fail to note the pernicious 
consequences of a double standard which accords maximal rights with 

no obligations to some parties and maximal obligations and no rights 


to others. This is surely a prescription for international anarchy. 


Nothing that has happened in the past quarter of a century, including 
the dismantling of the European empires, has rendered the principle 
of self-determination as set forth in the Charter less relevant 

to the fulfillment of the original purposes of the United Nations. 
On the contrary, as new issues and conflicts emerse, it becomes 
increasingly apparent that respect for self-determination as a 
universal and inherently democratic principle is an urgent 
requirement, essential both for the strengthening of world peace 
and the promotion of human freedom. The fact that the distortion 
and misuse of this principle has undermined these purposes merely 
accentuates the need to reverse this course and to renew the 


commitment to self-determination as a fundamental human aspiration. 
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Mr. Chairman, during the present debate, a number of countries 

have singled out the United States for criticism on one or another 
issue. There is nothing unusual about the charges or about the 
countries making them. What we have heard are the stale rhetoric 
and routine denunciations of totalitarian states which engage in the 
distortion of truth as a matter or course -- indeed, out of volitical 
necessity. States which oppress their own peoples and threaten other 
states must inevitably lie about the behavior of others, if only 

to conceal and divert attention from their own misdeeds. 


To respond directly to the charges of Laos, Mongolia, Cuba, Vietnam, 
the Soviet Union and several other paragons on international virtue 
would merely dignify their lies by suggesting that we regard them 
with something less than complete contempt. We would not want to 
create this misimpression. 


We would, however, like to comment on the statement made by the 
Soviet delegate bncause it offers an instructive and readily 
understandable illustration of the Orwellian inversion of the truth. 


Earlier this week the Soviet delegate charged that the rights of the peop 


of Buerto Rico continue to be “cruelly suppressed.” This charge, 


of course, is an utter lie, a deliberate lie. The Puerto Rican 
people have repeatedly exercised their right of self-determination, 
a fact recognized by the General Assembly in 1953 when it removed 
Puerto Rico from the list of non-self-governing territories and 
reaffirmed most recently on September 24th in the plenary of this 
session of the Assembly. The Puerto Rican people have exercised 
their right of self-determination in two referenda conducted in 
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1952 and 1967 and in quadrennial general elections. These 
elections, the last held in 1980, provide a useful picture of 

th. status preferences of tne Puerto Rican people. The Commonwealth 
and statehood parties together volled over 94 percent of the vote, 
while the party favoring independence received less than 6 percent. 
™n the 1967 referendum, the independence option received less than 
one percent of the vote. To insist upon independence for the 
Puerto Rican people when they have not insisted upon it themselves 
is, quite literally, to deny them the right to self-determination. 


It is not surprising that the Soviet delegate would deny them this 
right since the Soviet Union has denied the same right to its own 
peoples and to the peoples of so many other countries throughout 
the world. I will not prolong this statement by noting each and 
every case where the Soviet Union had denied peoples the right to 
self-determination. I will mention just one case because it offers 
such a vivid and illuminating contrast to the case of Puerto Rico. 
I am referring to the denial of the right to self-determination 

of the Baltic peoples of Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia. 


These states, each of which was a full member of the League of 
Nations and had signed non-aggression treaties with Moscow, were 
forcibly integrated into the Soviet Union as a result of the infamous 
pact between Adolf Hitler and Josef Stalin which divided Eastern 
Eurove into Nazi and Communist spheres of influence. It will be 
noted that Resolution 1541 on self-determination stipulates that the 


decision for integration “should be the result of the freely expressed 


wishes of the territories'peoples acting with full knowledge of the 
change in their status, their wishes having been expressed through 
informed and democratic processes, impartially conducted and based 
on universal adult suffrage." In the Baltic case, the Soviets 
followed a different course. 


Following the annexation of the Baltics, the Soviets embarked 

on a policy of ruthless Sovietization which ercountered universal 
opposition. Then, on a single “night of terror” -- June 14, 1941 -- 
the Soviets deported almost the entire Baltic intelligentsia to 
Sibera where most of them perished. When the Germans invaded the 
Soviet Union a week later, massive spontaneous uprisings occurred 

in all three Baltic states and a large part of their territory was 
liberated from the Soviets before it was subsequently occupied 

by the Nazis. 


The Red Army eventually recaptured the Baltics, precipitating an 
exodus of some 200,000 people who feared the return of Soviet rule. 
The Soviets reconsolidated their control with killings, repression, 
and mass deportations. Between 1944 and 1949, some 600,000 Balts 
out of a population of just a little over four million were deported 
to Sibera. Guerrilla resistance to the Soviet occupation continued 
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until 1952, eight years after the re-entry of the Red Army. 


Since then, the Soviets have pursued a conscious policy of cultural 
russification aimed at the denationalization of the Baltic states. 
In response to this policy, broadly based dissent movements have 
emerged demanding national, political, and religious rights. In 
Lithuania, where there is an active underground church and where 15 
underground journals are published regularly, some 148,000 people -- 
one-tenth of the population -- recently submitted a protest petition 
to Moscow, a figure unprecedented inthe totalitarian Soviet state. 
Typically, the Soviet response to these movements seeking the 
restoration of Baltic national rights has not been to allow self- 
determination but to subject dissidents to imprisonment, exile, or 
confinement in psychiatric institutions. 


Mr. Chairman, in the Helsinki Declaration the Soviet Union pledged 
itself to respect the following provision: 


"By virtue of the principle of equal rights and self-determination 


of peoples, all peoples always have the right, in full freedom, 
to determine, when and as they wish, their internal and external 
political status, without external interference, and to pursue 
as they wish their political, economic, social and cultural 
development.” 


The United States respects this principle. The world would be a 
far safer and much freer place if the Soviet Union did as well. 
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Mr. President: 


I must take strong exception to the diatribe just 


completed by the Representative of Nicaragua and to the 
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earlier parody of it by Grenada. Last year in general 


debate the Representative of Nicaragua charged that the 
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United States was preparing to invade Nicaragua. In the 


Security Council during March of this year, Nicaragua again 
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made these charges. Today, we have been subjected yet again 
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to the same baseless allegations that the United States is 
the aggressor, prepared to intervene in Nicaragua and in the 


affairs of other Central American countries. 


P Mr. President, of course there has been no such inter- 
vention by the United States in Nicaragua. The United 


States constitutes no threat to the sovereignty and independence 


of states in that retion, nor in any other. 
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In contrast to Nicaragua's current friends in the world, the 
United States occupies no foreign country, has invaded no 


foreign country, and is repressing no foreign people. 


Why then is it necessary for Nicaragua to repeat these 
baseless accusations against the United States as respon- 
sible for all problems and disasters, both man-made or 
natural, that face Nicaragua? Why does the Sandinista 
anthem still describe the United States as the enemy of 


mankind? 


The answer, Mr. President, is quite straightforward. 
The Sandinista leaders -- like other strong men before them 
who have grabbed power by force of arms -- live in fear that 
they too will soon fall victim to violence and intrigue. By 
constantly repeating accusations against the United States, 
the Sandinista regime falls into the usual pattern of 
totalitarian states, that of accusing others of precisely 


its own crimes. 


One month before taking power, the Sandinistas promised 


free elections once the revolution had taken place. In 


August 1980, they postponed elections for five years until 1985. 
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Less than a week ago, Daniel Ortega Saavedra, the Junta 
coordinator, said in Managua and I quote: “we have seriously 
promised elections for 1985, but it denends on the political 
and economic situation of the country." Despite our highest 
hopes and despite the high hopes of the Nicaraguan people, 
those elections are unlikely to be held under the Sandinista 
regime, and everyone knows it. In contrast to El Salvador 
where free elections were held on March 28 in which 92 
percent of the electorate voted, three years of revolution 
have not restored the ballot to Nicaragua. In the meantime, 
disillusionment is spreading with what the former Commandante 
of the Sandinista revolution, Eden Pastora, describes as the 


"governmental calamity” in Nicaragua. 


It was Eden Pastora, once known as Commander Zero, who 
first captured the world’s attention in August 1978 when he 
led the guerrilla force which seized the legislative palace 
in downtown Managua. He descrited the current situation in 
Nicaragua in his press statement of April 15, 1982, and I 


quote: 


"In the jails they beat the counter-revolutionaries 
together with the Marxist revolutionaries, these 


latter punished for the grave crime of interpreting 
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Marx from a different point of vier than the 
comrades in power. With sadness I heave seen in 

my people the reign of unease, of anguish, of fear, 
and of the bitterness of frustration and personal 
insecurity, with our Miskito, Sumo and Rama indians 
persecuted, jailed and assassinated, without a press 
or radio which could denounce to the world this 
regime of terror which rules on the atlantic Coast 
and in all of Nicaragua through the feared “state 


security." 


Mr. President, the charges made today by the Representative 
of Nicaragua are no more than camouflage for the massive 
build-up of military force in his country and the simultaneous 
deterioration of the economy and basic human rights in 
Nicaragua. Nicaragua is expanding the small 6,000-man army 
of the Somosa era to a 25,000-man fighting force and has now 
augmented the feared militia to 50,000 men. Two thousand 
Cuban troops are also in Nicaragua in addition to about 
6,000 Cuban adviscrs. Nicaraguans outside the government 
speak of these forces as an army of occupation and the 
Cubans may well be needed to keep the Sandinista regime in 
control. This is standard fare. Totalitarian regimes often 
need outside “comrade” forces to keep themselves in power, 


whether in Eastern Europe, Africa or Central America. 
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The massive military build-up -- far in excess of any 
defense need -- is, of course, used to destabilize El Salvador 
and other neighboring countries of Central America. The 
timing of resupply operations to Nicaragua through Cuba and 
with full acquiescence of the Soviet Union is closely coordinated 
with fighting in surrougding countries and large military 
deliveries have been detected prior to each new surge in 
fighting. An extensive arms supply network established 
throughout Central America by Cuba and Nicaragua serves to 
funnel-sophisticated ~4litary supplies to terrorists and 
guerrillas ip Guatemala, ionduras, Costa Rica and El Salvador. 
Efforts to destabilize a country like Costa Rica, without an 
armedforce Of its own, are particularly disturbing. Three 
accredited diplomats of the Nicaraguan Embassy were even 
expelled for involvement in a July 3 terrorist bombing in 
San Jose. Police investigation later proved that the bombing 


was planned and directed from the Nicaraguan Embassy itself. 


These same arms have been used to brutalize and evacuate 
INdian villages along the Honduran/Nicaraguan border and 
other towns in northeastern Nicaragua. which have been regularly 
attacked and burned by the Sandinista army. I cite specifically 
villages such as San Jeronimo, Santa Isabel, San Carlos or 


San Alberto. 
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Many of these villages have been destroyed and are now 
entirely deserted. Eye witnesses have reported the strafing 
of civilians by Sandinsta military units, Futhermore, the 
Sandinista military have blocked relief supplies such as 
shipments of food and medicine to these areas, arguing that 


such aid might be diverted to exile groups. 


As Nicaragua's scarce resources have been squandered 
for Soviet T-54 tanks and AK-47 rifles, as well as maintenance 
of such huge forces, its economy predictably has collapsed. 
The Nicaraguan Cordoba is no longer even exchanged for 
dollars on the foreign market. It stands beside the ruble 
as an unwanted, non-convertible currency of a regime in 


economic straits. 


Three years after coming to power, Nicaragua's Sandinista 
Government is still struggling to return the economy to pre- 


revolutionary production levels. 


Commander Zero described the situaticn in August as follows: 
"We have more poor people, no less corruption, more 
foreign debt, less infrastructure, fewer liberties. 
At least in the time of Somosa we had the liberty 


to fight." 
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In human rights, the record of the Sandinsta regime is 
equally appalling. As mentioned, those in the United 
Nations and elsewhere who concentrate on countries like El 
Salvador, while finding no wrong in Nicaragua, undermine the 
entire human rights movement. I nave already referred to 
Sandinsta depredations against Nicaragua's indian population, 


at least 12,000 of whom have been forced to flee to Honduras. 


Three thousand non-indian refugees have also had to flee 


since April. Since the state of emergency imposed on 
March 15, violations of human rights have increased and more 
than 200 people are under arrest. The Government of Nicaragua 
has intensified intimidation of political opponents. It 
has recently mouited a campaign against freedom of religion 
in Nicaragua. More than 20 Protestant churches have been 
taken over by the government, and stone-throwing Sandinista 
mobs have prevented the Catholic Bishop of Managua from 
celebrating Mass. On August 12, Father Bismark Carballo, 
spokesman for the Catholic hierarchy and head of Catholic 
Radio, was beaten and stripped by Sandinista police, and 
then paraded naked in front of jeering crowds as government 
photographers and cameramen recorded the scene. Carballo 


was subsequently taken to jail, where he was interrogated 


for six hours, all the time naked. 
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Mr. President, the Sandinista regime did not have to 
take this course. The new government could have accepted 
the United States' offer of friendship, for we extended the 
hand of hemispheric friendship as warmly as possible, in as 
many ways as possible. During its first eighteen months in 
power, the regime received more aid from the United States 


than from any other government on earth. 


The decision to maintain themselves in power by fear, 
by false threats of United States' intervention and by 
hostility toward my country was a cynical calculation of the 


Sandinista leadership. It was their choice, not ours. 


The result of such deception has been economic chaos 
and sacrifice of human rights and hopes for a better life among 
Nicaraguans. We are saddened by these developments, truly 


saddened. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Mr. President, like my colleague from Turkey, the U.S. delegation was 

hocked by the statement today from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of 

weden. His discussion of Central America was most appalling of all. de 
aid, and I quote, “It is obvious that a foreign power, the United States, 


. 


s 

s 

s 

Preys a crucial role when it comes to keeping tottering dictatorships on 
heir feet." The United States resents that statement. It is obnoxious, 

and it is false. 

s 
u 


eed I remind the Swedish Minister of Foreign Affairs that the United 

tates has been most deeply engaged in Central America in the country of El 
alvador, where on March 28th free elections were held with an 

nprecedented 92% of the electorate participating. Many in San Salvador 
‘and elsewhere waited in line up to six hours to vote. These elections were 
observed by 200 foreign observers and 800 members of the international 
Press. No accusations of fraud or electoral irregularity were brought to 
‘the attention of these observers by any of the participating parties in the 
elections. They were free elections, which as I remind you, Mr. President, 
are not exactly a symbol of “tottering dictatorships." 


N 
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The Swedish Foreign Minister is obviously concerned with human rights. [It 
would be most fascinating to have him explain how Sweden gives $50 million 
this year, its second highest amount of foreign aid, second only after 
Tanzania, to none other than Vietnam, a country that so palpably violates 
its own peoples human rights as to create almost a million boat people and 
other refugees. A country which so palpably violates other people's human 
rights with some 200,000 troops occupying Cambodia and 30,000 to 40,000 
Vietnamese troops occupying Laos. Many Cambodians and Laotians, 
particularly the Hmong people are being inflicted by the Vietnamese with 
inhumane and illegal chemicals like yellow rain. 


Finally, Mr. President, it would be nice to hear the Swedish Foreign 
Minister in his view of foreign affairs, as seen frem Stockholm, to mention 
the main topic of foreign affairs in Stockholm over the last several 

weeks: the search for the mysterious sub or subs spying on or threatening 
Sweden. This latest escapade which went without any mention whatsoever in 
the Foreign Minister's speech comes roughly one year after Sweden 
discovered a nuclear-powered and presumably nuclear-armed Soviet submarine, 
the Whiskey, violating its territorial waters. 


I thank you Mr. President. 








Unirep States Mission TO THE Unitep Nations 





New Yorx, N. Y. 10017 


| PRESS RELEASE — 


’ ; "99 UNIVED NATIONS PLAza 


POR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 87-(82) 
2 CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY _ October 18, 1982 





Statement by Ambassador Jose S. Sorzano, United States 
_ Representative to the United Nations Economic and Social peste , 
in, the General Asseably on. World Pood Days October 18, > Sy Sr rs 


WP, Oe id 


- ane anes om = = -_ = a= a> a> @e@ eb apap 
-_ - _——-_ - -_ eee eee ee = 


MR, SECRETARY-GENERAL, MR. PRESIDENT, DELGATES TO THE 
37TH GENERAL ASSEMBLY. | 

I AM HONORED TO ADDRESS THIS ASSEMBLY ON THE OCCASION 
OF THE SECOND ANNIVERSARY OF WORLD FOOD DAY. AS A NATION 
THAT BASED ITS UNPRECEDENTED ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ON A 
STRONG AGRICULTURAL SYSTEM, THE UNITED STATES IS VITALLY 
INTERESTED IN AGRICULTURE AND THE CONTRIBUTION THAT IT CAN. 
MAKE TOWARD THE ELIMINATION OF HUNGER AND MALNUTRITION. IN 
THAT LIGHT, THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS HAS PASSED A RESOLUTION 
AUTHORIZING AND REQUESTING PRESIDE”T REAGAN TO ISSUE A 
PROCLAMATION DESIGNATING OCTOBER 16, 1982, AS WORLD FOOD DAY. 
IN RESPONSE, THE PRESIDENT ISSUED A PROCLAMATION CALLING 
UPON ALL AMERICANS TO CELEBRATE WORLD FOOD DAY WITH APPROPRIATE 
ACTIVITIES. IN ADDITION, A NUMBER OF STATES AND LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENTS HAVE ISSUED SIMILAR PROCLAMATIONS COMMEMORATING WORLD 
FOOD DAY. 

AMERICANS HAVE CELEBRATED THE OCCASION IN SEMINARS, 
AGRICULTURAL FAIRS AND WALKS DRAMATIZING WORLD HUNGER AND 
OTHER EVENTS ORGANIZED BY THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
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AGRICULTURE AND THE U.S. COMMITTEE FOR WORLD FOOD DAY. 

THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE'S AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH 
CENTERS HELD NUMEROUS OPEN HOUSES AND PUBLIC MEETINGS TO 
HIGHLIGHT THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH TO 
THE SUPPLY OF FOOD IN THE WORLD. LEADING MEMBERS OF 
PRESIDENT REAGAN'S ADMINISTRATION SPOKE AT SEMINARS AND 





cs 
E | ON RADIO AND TELEVISION TO EMPHASIZE THE IMPORTANCE OF 

c FOOD AND AGRICULTURE AND WORLD FOOD DAY. 

; : ON A DAY LIKE. THIS. IT 1S ALSO PROPER To HIGHLIGHT THE |. 
« WORK OF THE FOOD AND AGRICULTURE ORGANIZATION, FROM ITS 

§ FOUNDING IN 1945, THE FAO HAS BEEN ONE OF THE LEADING 

3 ADVOCATES OF FOCUSSING GREATER ATTENTION ON THE PROBLEMS OF 


FOOD AND AGRICULTURE AND WORLD HUNGER AND MALNUTRITION. 

UNDER THE LEADERSHIP OF ITS DIRECTOR GENERAL, EDOUARD 

SAOUMA, THE FAO IS CELEBRATING THIRTY-SEVEN YEARS OF 

SERVICE TO MEMBER STATES THROUGHOUT THE WORLD IN ASSISTING — 
THEM TO INCREASE THEIR FOOD SELF-RELIANCE. ITS DISTINGUISHED 
SERVICE DESERVES OUR RECOGNITION AND APPRECIATION, 
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Mr. PRESIDENT, IN MANY RESPECTS THERE HAS BEEN CON- 
SIDERABLE PROGRESS IN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION OVER THE PAST 
TWO DECADES. TODAY WORLD FOOD PRODUCTION IS CHARACTERIZED 


BY LARGE CROP SUPPLIES AND THE PROSPECTS ARE GOOD FOR \ 
BOUNTIFUL 19°2 HARVESTS. WORLD GRAIN PRODUCTION IS 


EXPECTED TO BE OVER 1.6 BILLION TONS, ONLY SLIGHTLY LESS 
THAN LAST YEAR'S HISTORICAL RECORD. WORLD GRAIN STOCKS 
PRESENTLY MEET THE FAO RECOMMENDED LEVELS OF 17-18 PERCENT. 
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THE PRESENT FOOD PRODUCTION SITUATION IN MOST DEVELOPING 

COUNTRIES, WITH THE NOTABLE EXCEPTION OF SUB-SAHARIAN AFRICA, 
IS ALSO CHARACTERIZED BY BETTER-THAN -EXPECTED PROGRESS. 
ACCORDING TO THE “WORLD BANK DEVELOPMENT Report 1982”, 
ALTHOUGH THE GENERAL ECONOMIC OUTLOOK FOR POOR NATIONS HAS 
WORSENED, AGRICULTURAL GROWTH HAS EXCEEDED EXPECTATIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL OUTPUT OVER THE LAST THREE DECADES HAS 
INCREASED AT ALMOST TWICE THE RATE OF EARLIER PERIODS, 


-. YEARLY AGRICULTURAL OUTPUT GROWTH. IN. THE DEVELOPING -. 
COUNTRIES AS A WHOLE REACHED ALMOST 3% IN BOTH THE 60's AND 
70’s. In 1981 woRLD CEREAL PRODUCTION ROSE BY 6%. WE 
SHOULD NOTE, HOWEVER, THAT THIS OVERALL GROWTH OBSCURES 
WIDE VARIATIONS EXPERIENCED BY DIFFERENT GEOGRAPHIC REGIONS. 
AFRICA HAD ONLY A TWO PERCENT INCREASE IN CEREAL PRODUCTION, 
WHILE THE FAR EAST EXPERIENCED A FOUR PERCENT GROWTH AND 
LATIN AMERICA HAD A SHARP INCREASE OF OVER 15%, 


OVERALL, THESE ARE ENCOURAGING STATISTICS. WE HAVE 
INDEED WITNESSED A REMARKABLE GROWTH OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUC- 
TION. BuT WE CANNOT RELAX. WE ARE ALL TOO WELL AWARE OF 
HOW POPULATION GROWTH OVER THE PAST TWO DECADES HAS UNDER- 
CUT THE INCREASE IN AGRICULTURAL OUTPUT. IN FACT, THE REAL 


INCREASE ON A PERCAPITA BASIS IN THE DEVELOPING 
COUNTRIES WAS A MODEST 0.4%. IN ADDITION, FOOD CONSUMPTION 
AND DISTRIBUTION REMAIN SIGNIFICANT PROBLEMS. ALMOST HALF 
A BILLION PEOPLE NOW SUFFER FROM HUNGER OR MALNUTRITION, 
PARTICULARLY IN SUB-SAHARIAN AFRICA, THE INDIAN SUBCONTINENT 
AND SOUTHEAST ASIA. PERHAPS AN EVEN STARKER FACT IS THAT 
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10,000 CHILDREN DIE EVERY DAY ON THIS PLANET. MANY OF 
THOSE WHO SURVIVE BEYOND 15 WILL SUFFER STUNTED GROWTH 
AND BRAIN DAMAGE THAT WILL INCAPACITATE THEM FOR THE REST 
OF THEIR LIVES, 


THE AMERICAN PEOPLE ARE NOT INDIFFERENT TO THIS 
TRAGIC SITUATION. NEITHER ARE THEY COMPLACENT BECAUSE 
OF THE PROGRESS | MENTIONED EARLIER. AND THEY HAVE GIVEN 
STRONG. SUPPORT TO: THE. INTERNATIONAL FOOD AND AGRICULTURE 
POLICIES OF THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT. 


THE UNITED STATES CONTRIBUTES FOOD AID AND AGRICULTURAL 
ASSISTANCE BOTH MULTILATERALLY AND BILATERALLY. [HE MULTI- 
LATERAL BANKS DISTRIBUTE THE MAJORITY OF OUR MULTILATERAL 
AID. THE US contRIBUTED $1.26 BILLION TO THE MDBs Nn FY ‘82, 


THe US HAS ALSO PROVIDED SIZABLE CONTRIBUTIONS TO 
SPECIALIZED AGRICULTURE ORGANIZATIONS 
INVOLVED IN FOOD AND AGRICULTURE SUCH AS 


THE INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT, THE 
UNDP, AND THE WORLD Foop Procram. WE ALSO PROVIDE FINANCIAL 
SUPPORT TO THE WORLD Foop CouNcIL THROUGH THE UNITED NATIONS. 
IN ADDITION, THE US HAS MADE ANNUALLY PLEDGES OF 4,47 MILLION 
TONS OF THE 10 MILLION TON TARGET OF FOOD AID UNDER THE Foop 
Aip Convention AND 125,000 Tons oF THE 500,000 Ton TARGET 

OF FOOD AID TO THE INTERNATIONAL EMERGENCY Foop RESERVE. 


As MANY MEMBERS OF THIS ASSEMBLY ARE AWARE, THE 
UNITED STATES HAS A CONSISTENT POLICY OF PROVIDING SUBSTAN- 
TIAL BILATERAL FOOD AID AND AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT 
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ASSISTANCE. IN FACT, WE ARE THE LARGEST DONOR OF FOOD 

AND THE LARGEST BILATERAL DONOR OF AGRICULTURAL ASSISTANCE. 
THROUGH OUR Foop FOR PEACE PROGRAM, WE PROVIDE OVER 5 MILLic. 
TONS OF FOOD AID ANNUALLY, MORE THAN ALL OTHER COUNTRIES 
COMBINED. IN Fiscat Year 1982 we provipeD $700 MILLION IN 
BILATERAL ASSISTANCE TO AGRICULTURAL AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT. 


IN ADDITION TO OUR SUBSTANTIAL FOOD AID AND AGRICULTURAL 
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS, THE UNITED STATES COMBATS WORLD 
HUNGER THROUGH THE EFFICIENCY OF THE PRIVATE AMERICAN 
FARMER, A UNIQUE SET OF GRAIN RESERVE POLICIES, AND A 
COMMITMENT TO AN OPEN WORLD TRADE SYSTEM. ONE US FARMER 
PRODUCES ENOUGH FOR 75 PEOPLE, ALMOST TWO-FIFTHS OF 
AMERICAN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION IS EXPORTED AND WE EXPORT 
OVER HALF OF THE GRAIN TRADED INTERNATIONALLY. OUR GRAIN 
MARKETS ARE ACCESSIBLE TO THE FOREIGN BUYER ON THE SAME 
BASIS AS THE DOMESTIC BUYER. WE ARE THE ONLY NATION WITH 
A CONSCIOUS POLICY OF ACQUIRING GRAIN WHEN SUPPLIES 
ARE ABUNDANT AND RELEASING - OR SELLING - GRAIN TO THE 
WORLD MARKET WHEN SUPPLIES ARE TIGHT. OUR FARMER-OWNED 
GRAIN RESERVE, CURRENTLY ABOUT 45 MILLION TONS, HELPS 
ASSURE AVAILABILITY OF SUPPLIES EVEN UNDER TIGHT MARKET 
CONDITIONS. THE US CURRENTLY MAINTAINS A FOUR MILLION 
TON WHEAT SecurITY Foop RESERVE TO BACK UP OUR FOOD AID 
COMMITMENTS. 


But AMERICAN EFFOR7S ARE NOT ENOUGH. 10 THE EXTENT 


POSSIBLE OTHER NATIONS MUST DO THEIR SHARE BY ESTABLISHING 
NATIONAL GRAIN RESERVES AND RELATED INFRASTRUCTURE TO 
FACILITATE BOTH THE STORAGE AND DISTRIBUTION OF FOOD 
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SUPPLIES. TO THAT END, THE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES CAN TAKE 
ADVANTAGE OF THE WORLD BANK’S LENDING PROGRAM FOR FOOD 


STORAGE AND DISTRIBUTION FACILITIES. 
WE CAN ALSO HELP IN THESE EFFORTS. THE UNITED STATES, 


IN CONSULTATION WITH OTHER REGIONAL STATES, HAS LAUNCHED 
THE CARIBBEAN BASIN INITIATIVE. IT IS A MAJOR EFFORT TO 
ACHIEVE DEVELOPMENT THROUGH INCREASED TRADE, PRIVATE INVEST- 
MENT AND AID IN THE AGRICULTURALLY-BASED ECONOMIES OF THE 
NATIONS OF THE CARIBBEAN BASIN. : 

SIMILARLY, AT THE CANCUN SUMMIT MEETING PRESIDENT 
REAGAN OFFERED TO SEND HIGHLY QUALIFIED AGRICULTURAL TASK 
FORCES TO DEVELOPING COUNTRIES REQUESTING ASSISTANCE IN 
SOLVING THEIR FOOD AND AGRICULTURAL PROBLEMS. CONCENTRATING 
ON NATIONAL POLICIES, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, AND THE 
PRIVATE SECTOR, EACH TASK FORCE IS EXPECTED TO RAISE TO 
THE ATTENTION OF THE HIGHEST DECISION-MAKING LEVELS OF A 
COUNTRY THE MAJOR CONSTRAINTS TO FOOD AND AGRICULTURAL 
DEVELOPMENT AND THE STEPS REQUIRED TO ACCELERATE PROGRESS. 
SO FAR TASK FORCES HAVE VISITED PERU, THAILAND AND HONDURAS, 
AND WE ARE CONSIDERING TASK FORCES FOR OTHER COUNTRIES, 


IN HIS OPENING STATEMENT AT THE CANCUN SUMMIT, PRESI- 
DENT REAGAN ACKNOWLEDGED THAT SOME OF THE POOREST COUNTRIES 
URGENTLY NEED, IN THE SHORT-TERM, MORE FOOD ASSISTANCE. BuT 
THE LONGER-TERM SOLUTION FOR ALL COUNTRIES, HE STATED, 
RESTS WITH “INDIVIDUAL FARMERS, TRADERS, AND MANAGERS” WHO, 
WHEN THEY ARE GIVEN A PERSONAL STAKE IN DECIDING ECONOMIC 
POLICIES AND BENEFITING FROM THE SUCCESS CONTRIBUTE GREATLY 


TO SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, 
THE POINTS OF AGREEMENT REACHED BY THE PARTICIPANTS 


AT THE CANCUN SUMMIT AND RECORDED IN THE SUMMARY ARE SOBER 
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AND PRACTICAL. IT WAS AGREED THAT: 
- HUNGER MUST BE ERADICATED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE; 
- DEVELOPING COUNTRIES WITH THE ASSISTANCE OF THE 


INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY SHOULD DEFINE AND IMPLE- 
| MENT NATIONAL FOOD STRATEGIES COVERING THE ENTIRE 
! CYCLE OF FOOD PRODUCTION, DISTRIBUTION AND CON- 
SUMPTION; 
- - TO OBTAIN A REAL ANSWER TO THE PROBLEM OF HUNGER, 
DEVELOPING COUNTRIES MUST INCREASE. THEIR OWN FOOD | 
PRODUCTION WITH THE TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL SUPPORT 
OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY; 
- - Food AID SHOULD BE SEEN AS A TEMPORARY TOOL IN 
EMERGENCY SITUATIONS AND NOT AS A PERMANENT REPLACE- 
MENT FOR INCREASING FOOD PRODUCTION IN THE DEVELOP- 
ING COUNTRIES THEMSELVES. 


WE BELIEVE THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY'S RESPONSE TO THE 
WORLD FOOD SITUATION SHOULD REFLECT THE THINKING AT CANCUN 
AND OTHER RECENT MEETINGS. WE SHOULD AGREE ON THE IMPORTANCE 
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OF STRENGTHENING FOOD SECURITY AND AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT 
BY PURSUING SUPPORT FOR ADOPTION OF SUITABLE NATIONAL 


———e 


POLICIES IN THE DEVELOPING COUNTIRES, MOBILIZATIOP OF THE 
PRIVATE SECTOR, DEVELOPMENT OF NATIONAL FOOD STRATEGIES, 
STIMULATION OF TRADE FLOWS AND INVESTMENT, AND THE EFFICIENT 
USE OF INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE, 


LET US MARK THIS CELEBRATION OF WorLD Foop Day sy 
REDEDICATING OURSELVES TO WORK TOGETHER TO ELIMINATE 
THE SCOURGE OF WORLD HUNGER AND MALNUTRITION, THE UNITED 
STATES STANDS READY TO LEND A HELPING HAND IN THIS IMPORTANT 
TASK, 
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Statement by Daniel Phillips, United States Representative to the 
| 37th General Assembly of the United Nations, in the Third Committee 
on Item 77, International Year of Youth, October 20, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, my government and the people of the United States fully 
Supported the United Nations’ decision to declare 1985 International 
Youth Year, and we acknowledge our gratitude to the Government of 
Romania for its initiative in this respect. We also approved and 
‘support without reservation the IYY themes of Participation, 
Development and Peace. 


The United States has established a federal Inter-Agency Committee to 
prepare for International Youth Year and we are encouraging the 
establishment of a broadly-based organization of non-governmental 
youth groups to participate in the planning of our national 
activities. Together we hope to develop employment, health, 
education, juvenile justice and other programs which will touch the 
lives of as many Americans as possible. We will follow IYY 
Gevelopments in other countries and regions to make sure that we 
benefit from the experience of others. 
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We will encourage American youth groups to participate in 
international, regional and national meetings. It is our firm 
intention in this way to make our observance of IYY a tribute to and 
a celebration of the serious purpose, the creative approach and the 
adventuresome spirit of youth, not only in the United States but 
throughout the world. 





We noted in the statement by the distinguished delegate of Romania 
last Monday that his government is interested in establishing “a UN 
body having the mission to promote international cooperation and 
coordinate UN activities” in the field of youth. Mr. Chairman, my 
Gelegation believes that we already have just such a body in the 
Center for Social Development and Humanitarian Affairs in Vienna and 
that no further institutional structure is needed in the United 
Nations to prepare for International Youth Year. 





We also have some very real problems with document A/37/348/add.1, 
which sets forth the financial implications for IYY. Frankly, Mr. 
Chairman, my delegation is surprised at the figures which have been 
preposed on the basis of the IYY Executive Committee meeting which 
was held in Vienna last June. At that meeting there was near 
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unanimity among members of the committee that IYY should be~largely a 
national observance by each member state, and that international 
activities and expenditures related to the year should be kept to a 
bare minimum. 


Let me give you two examples of clear understandings and agreements 
reached in Vienna, after thorough negotiations, that now appear to be 
called in question by the proposed financial implications. 


Pirst of all, in response to the generous offer of the Government of 
Romania to host an ECE regional meeting, the 24 member Committee 
agreed to consider such a meeting on the condition that it be paid 
for from the $861,000 allocated for regional meetings in 1983. It 
was stated quite explicitly by members of the delegations that no new 
funds should be allocated for the ECE meeting. The call therefore, 
for nearly $100,000 as a supplement request for an ECE meeting is 
contrary, in the view of my delegation, to the consensus agreement 
which was reached in Vienna 


Secondly, Mr. Chairman, the Executive Committee agreed in Vienna that 
the Youth Unit of the Center for Social and Economic Development 
should be made Secretariat for International Youth Year. The members 
of the Executive Committee recognized that the Youth Unit might well 
need some additional staff in 1984/5, but there was hroad agreement 
that such staff additions should be small: certainly nothing in the 
order of the $478,800 proposed in the supplemental request. In 
addition, the paper proposes an expenditure of $96,000 for experts 
meetings to be paid for out of unspecified voluntary contributions. 
This means that IYY will cost governments some $1,500,000 in 1983 
alone and we still have not heard about .::e request for funds for 
information activities. 


In addition, the document A/37/348/add.1 estimates the costs of 
1984-85 at some $1,066,900 for a grand total of $2.6 million 
dollars--without any funds yet designated for public information 
activities. Unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, these additional funds 
appear to be destined to augment Secretariat staff and activities, 
while not one penny of the requested funds appears to be intended for 
youth-related technical assistance projects in Third World countries, 
where, in the view of my delegation the need is greatest. 


It seems to us, Mr. Chairman, that these costs are totally out of 
hand and will have to be cut back drastically before agreement is 
reached on this very important issue. 


In conclusion, however, Mr. Chairman, let me say once again the U.S. 
fully supports International Youth Year, all of its themes and its 
goals. We believe it will be possible to observe Youth Year 
successfully without creating additional institutions or additional 
costs in the UN system if every member state puts the accent on the 
needs and hopes of young people in their own countries. The combined 
total of such activity will surely work to the benefit of young 
people throughout the world. It is certainly the intention of my 
government to approach 1985 in this spirit. 
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Statement by The Honorable John D. Lodge, United States Representative 
to the 37th General Assembly of the United Nations, in the First 
Committee in Right of Reply to Poland, October 20, 1982 


In exercise of its right of reply, the United States would like 
today to correct the statement made in this Committee yesterday by 
Ambassador Jaroszek of Poland. He irresponsibly spoke of a cold-war 
policy produced by the NATO allies under the leadership of the United 
States and charged that the present United States Administration is 
bent on achieving military superiority. He knows well -- or should 
know well, if he were searching for the truth -- that comparative 
levels for military spending show Soviet defense expenditures today 
are 50 percent more than those of the United States; that the United 
States spent 5.5 percent.of its GNP on defense during FyY-1981 compared 
to ll - 13 percent for the Soviet Union, and finally that the Soviet 
Union today has twice as many personnel under arms as the United 
States. Whereas the Soviet Union's defense budget today is 49 percent 
larger than it was ten years ago in real terms, the United States 
defense budget is 10 percent lower than a decade ago. Viewed from a 
different perspective: the Soviet's portion of the world's military 
expenditures is 31 percent, as compared to 25 percent for the United 


States. 


The Polish Representative also refers in glowing terms to the 
recent Pugwash Conference, stating that disarmament is possible and 
that all that is lacking is political will. The Pugwash Conference, 
held last month in Warsaw, has been cynically exploited by the 
Jaruzelski regime to legitimize the miiitary junta. Scheduled years 
ago, it was unconscionably held in Warsaw at a time when giant fire 
noses were quite literally mowing down those Polish demonstrators not 
previously overtaken by tear gas. Much to their credit, the American 
Pugwash group refused to be used in this way and did not participate 
as a group. Many individual scientists from Europe boycotted the 
Conference as well. 


Some of those who did attend, wearing their Conference badges in 
the streets, were spat upon by passersby. Even worse than the 
Cringing acquiescence by the divided Conference leadership in silence 
on the fate of Poland was the complete suppression of an open letter 
to the Conference from Soviet Nobel-winning physicist Andrei 
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Sakharov. Smuggled from exile at Gorky, the Sakharov letter appealed 
to international scientists to speak up on behalf of their imprisoned 
colleagues in the Soviet Union. 

Mr. President, I would like to quote excerpts from the Sakharov 
letter which are directly relevant to the outlandish statements made 
here yesterday by the Ambassador from Poland. In regard to the arms 
race, Sakharov states clearly that “in the last decade there has been 
a very substantial increase in the Soviet army, navy, missile arsenal 
and air force while the countries of the West, Europe especially, have 
weakened their defense efforts. The SS-20 missiles have changed the 
Strategic equilibrium in Europe, although those who take part in 
pacifist demonstrations seem not to notice this fact." Undoubtedly 
conscious of the planned venue in Warsaw, Sakharov wrote that members 
of the Pugwash meeting have sounded like Soviet officials and “behaved 
like well-disciplined functionaries of one gigantic bureaucratic 
machine." In conclusion, Sakharov urged that “there must be 
international efforts, efforts made by all honest people to defend 
human rights, to overcome the closed nature of the USSR and other 
socialist countries." It would be irresponsible for those of us in 
the United Nations to do anything but heed Sakharov's plea. 


Yesterday, the Polish Ambassador spoke about expressions by peace 
movements which must be seen as mankind's initial instinct for 
Survival. What is this talk of peace movements from a representative 
of the Polish military junta? How have spontaneous demonstrations for 
peace or for justice which occurred in Poland since the brutal 
crushing of Solidarity been met by the Polish Government? What 
Outpourings for disarmament have taken place in the repressive 
environment of General Jaruzelski's Warsaw? None, Mr. President, the 
people of Poland are occupied with day to day survival against 
government repression. The Jaruzelski regime also knows that any 
gathering would be against the members of that regime and, thus, 
prohibits disarmament as well as other groups to be formed, to speak 
and to march freely. 


Poland and the other countries of the Soviet bloc do not hesitate 
to manipulate goals of the peace movement in the West, but inveigh 
against pacifism or the slightest hint of organized disarmament 
activities in their own countries. The message is clear: talk of 
disarmament is fine for export, but not for home consumption: What is 
government policy internationally is considered heresy at home. 


The Polish Ambassador finally had the audacity yesterday to speak 
of Polish public opinion. It is true that the Jaruzelski regime, 
Obedient to its Soviet masters, has tried and failed to snuff out the 
flame of freedom and free thought, so long a hallmark of che Polish 
people. Yet is it not a paradox for an official of that Government to 
speak on behalf of Polish public opinion? And why do full Soviet 
divisions remain in Poland? Precisely to trample on public opinion, 
to eliminate its very expression so that officials such as these -- 
such as the Polish Ambassador in the First Committee -- can without 
challenge purport to speak on behalf of the public. 
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Yet there has been a challenge, Mr. President. Polish public 
Opinion has spoken in the form of 11 million members of Solidarity, 
Rural Solidarity, and untold numbers of their supporters throughout 
the country. This is the real peace movement in Poland, the movement 
of Poles to speak for the real movement for justice in Poland, for 
themselves, for their aspirations to a better life and for the 
freedoms that elsewhere many take for granted. : 


I do not need to dwell in this forum on how last December 13, 
under strong pressure from the Kremlin, the Warsaw Government declared 
martial law, crushing the fledgling Polish movement toward openness 
and democracy. In doing so, the Polish regime openly violated the 
internationally-recognized rights of the Polish people, as agreed upon 
by the Polish Government in the United Nations Charter, the Helsinki 
Accords and a host of other treaties and international documents. On 
December 13 last year, the Polish junta arrested Lech Walesa and other 
leaders of the Solidarity Trade Union, which represented the vast 
Majority of workers in Poland. Despite the rgime's claim that its 
actions were temporary, after nine months martial law remains in 
effect. On the first anniversary of Solidarity last August 3l, 
despite official threats and massive use of force, thousands of Poles 
took to the streets to show contempt for the regime. Seven 
demonstrators were killed by the police and over one thousand 
injured. More than four thousand people were arrested in those 
demonstrations, bringing to seven thousand the number held in Polish 
prisons for violations of martial law or their positions within 
Solidarity. 


Today, the Jaruzelski regime, with strong Soviet backing, 
continues its policy of repression. Lech Walesa remains interned and 
isolated, Pope John Paul II has, in effect, been prevented from 
returning to his native country this year and deep-seated political 
and economic problems in Poland remain unsolved. 


As we sit here today, Mr. President, the Polish people and Polish 
public opinion for which Ambassador Jaroszek purports to speak are 
inflamed by the October 8 decision of their Government to ban 
Solidarity and abolish all existing labor organizations, replacing 
them with so-called new unions, like those that are merely arms of the 
governments elsewhere in Eastern Europe. These actions have been 
squarely opposed by the Catholic Primate and Episcopate of the Polish 
church. They have led to a new round of unrest, including the strike 
at Gdansk and, only last week, the three-day demonstration by steel 
workers at Nowa Huta. 


As President Reagan stated on October 9, “By outlawing Solidarity, 
a free trade organization to which an overwhelming majority of Polish 
workers and farmers belong, they have made it clear that they never 
had any intention of restoring one of the most elemental human rights 
-- the right to belong to a free trade union. The so-called new trade 
union legislation, under which this contrary and backward step has 
been taken, claims to substitute a structure and framework for the 
establishment of free trade unions in Poland. But the free world can 
see this is only a sham. It is clear that such unions, if formed, 
will be mere extensions of the Polish Communist Party." 
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President Reagan concluded, “There can only be one path out of the 
Current morass in Poland, and that is for the military regime to stand 
up to its own statements of principle, even in the face of severe 
ouside pressure from the Soviet Union, to lift martial law, release 
Lech Walesa and his colleagues now languishing in prison, and begin 
again the search for social peace through arduous but real process of 
dialogue and reconciliation with the church and Solidarity." 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Statement by John W. McDonald, United States Representative in the 


Third Committee, on Agenda Items 82, 83 & 89, October 21, 1982. 


World Assembly on Aging 





Mr. Chairman, four years ago, in recognition of the fact that the 
world was face to face with the problems and opportunities of a new 
kind of explosion--an exploding aging population--the United Nations 
General Assembly, by unanimous resolution decided to hold in 1982 a 
World Assembly on Aging. This conference was designed to explore 
the implications of this new phenomenon for social, economic and 
political change in all countries, both developed and developing, 
and to consider what steps, with the catalytic encouragement of the 
United Nations, might be taken to resolve the problems and benefit 
+ -—-from-the oppartunities. To me, the opportunities are by far the 
most. important for all of us. 


> 


In every civilization, in every culture, the aged have been an 
invaluable social and economic resource, an immense pool of talent, 
even though societies have not always recognized this. The 
challenge which we face, and one which we should welcome, is to 
frame policies and develop programs which will permit this pool of 
talent to be tapped for the benefit of society as a whole. Our 

- paramount objective should be to create and to maintain an 
environment of caring and opportunity within which the aged, in 
partnership with all the other generations of the human family, are 
enabled to maintain as long as possible their role as productive 
members of society. 
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The World Assembly met in Vienna from July 26-August 6 and has 
adopted, by acclamation, an internatior:l plan of action, addressing 
the problems and opportunities of an aging population. No plan of 
action by itself, however, will solve the problems nor realize the 
Opportunities. It is now up to governments and non-governmental 
Organizations to translate the recommendations of the plan of action 
into policies and programs for implementation. To be sure these 
programs must be tailored, culture by culture and country by 
country, to meet the requirements imposed by timeless tradition and 
custom. But, for the first time, governments and non-governmental 
Organizations now have an internationally agreed upon set of 
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principles and objectives, goals and policy recommendations to guide 
their separate tasks and to gauge the effectiveness of their chosen 
remedies. Herein lies the challenge created by the World Assembly. 
The character of our responses, government by government, 
Organization by organization, will determine whether opportunities 
Or problems will face our aged--and all of us. 


Mr. Chairman, my government was very pleased with the outcome of the 
World Assembly on Aging. We believe that a great deal of credit for 
this excellent conference should be given to the United Nations 
Secretariat, for its careful planning and preparation, and, more 
particularly to its Secretary-General, Mr. William Kerrigan, for his 
leadership and skill. We would also like to thank the distinguished 
delegate of Austria and, through him, his government and the 
President of the World Assembly, Minister Firnberg, for their 
outstanding hostship of this Conference. We all felt most warmly 
welcome. 


Turning now to the Plan of Action itself, it is fair to say that 
many compromises were made, by all delegations, in order to achieve 
the finely balanced consensus that we all sought. My delegation was 
disappointed, for example, that there was no mention of the 
elimination of mandatory retirement in the text. On the other hand 
we were pleased with the strong recommendations in the area of 
preventive health care and we were very pleased that the World 
Assembly Trust Fund was continued. 


Mr. Chairman, we recommend that this Committee approve the Plan of 
Action adopted at Vienna, without amendment, and by consensus, and 
forward it to the Plenary with the recommendation that they do the 
same. 


Question of the Elderly and the Aging 

We would like to thank the Secretariat for the papers they have 
prepared under this item and suggest that the committee note then. 
With regard to the specific questions raised under this item we 
would like to state the following: 





1. We have no objection to member states designating a special 
"Day for the Aging.” In the United States the entire month of May 
is called "Older Americans Month." 

2. With regard to the World Assembly on Aging Trust Fund, my 
government has contributed $650,000 to the Fund and urges other 
governments and private institutions to contribute to this very 
important fund. We encourage the Secretariat to develop more 
specific criteria for the Fund, as long as those criteria are 
consistent with paragraph 103 of the Plan of Action, and then to 
begin dispersing funds for soundly conceived technical assistance 
projects in developing countries. 

3. We would also like more up-to-date information on 
contributions to the Fund and hope that the Secretariat will 
actively seek out additional monies for good projects. We believe 
that the Trust Fund is the major practical mechanism for follow-up 
on the recommendations of the World Assembly and want to see it 
succeed. 
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4. We propose that the Center for Social Development and 
Humnanitarian Affairs do a careful analysis of the 70 different 
national reports prepared for the World Assembly on Aging and ask 
that they present a document to the next meeting of the General 
Assembly drawing conclusions and recommendations from those reports. 

5. My last suggestion under this item is that the committee 
recommend that agenda items 82 and 83 be merged so that we would 
have only one item on next years agenda on aging. This might be 
called "Follow-up Action on the World Assembly on Aging." 


World Program of Action Concerning Disabled Persons 

The President, the Congress and people of the United States have 
been extraordinarily supportive of the goals of IYDP, 1981 and 
enthusiastic about the concept of “Full Participation and Equality” 
for disabled persons. 





Just two weeks after he entered office, on February 6, 1981, the 
President issued a proclamation on IYDP urging that partnerships be 
established between disabled and non-disabled persons, between the 
private sector and government and among our national, state and 
community organizations. 


This did happen with the creation of an inter-agency committee of 
some 45 federal organizations. These agencies carried out over 300 
new projects during 1981, at a cost of over $150 million. In 
addition we launched a major press campaign and are particularly 
proud of the fact that over 50,000 articles appeared in the U.S. 
press proclaiming the accomplishments of disabled Americans as well 
as exorting the entire American public to participate in the goals 
of IYDP. 

Not only was there an extenSive Federal obstrvance of the IYDP, but 
a private sector group, the United States Council for the IYDP was 
developed. The goal of this organization was to orchestrate a 
private sector, community, and voluntary sector observance of IYDP. 
This organization was phenomenally successful. Let me illustrate. 


. 1,850 communities set goals, created opportunities 
and established liaison with the United States Council. 
. 50 Governors established goals, objectives and programs 
with no Federal money to observe IYDP. 


. 270 volunteer agencies expanded their programs to 
include underserved disabled persons. 


. S00 corporations either revised or made new con- 
mitments to America's 35 million disabled ;.°° "s., 


We did not want the momentum generated by this United Nations year 
to disappear on December 31, 1981. First the Congress and then the 
President proclaimed 1982 as “National Year of Disabled Persons"and 
so this great effort has continued in the United States during 
1982. We believe that over these past two years we have sensitized 
America to the concerns of the disabled ana helped the disabled to 
become stronger, mcre active participants in our society. 

Let me turn now to the documentations before us. “The World Program 
of Action Concerning Disabled Persons" (A/37/351l/add.1l) was 
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developed over the past three years by the Center for Social 
Development and Humanitarian Affairs and worked over by three 
separate sessions of the 23 nation Advisory Committees for IYDP. 

Mr. Allen Reich who spoke to the Plenary last year on IYDP and who 
is President of the National Office on Disability, a disabled person 
himself, wrote me the other day, after carefully reviewing the World 
Program and said "This is a magnificant document.* My government 
agrees with this statement. 


We have no amendments to offer and would hope that this fine program 
can be adopted without change and by consensus. We can also agree 
to the draft resolution suggested by the Advisory Committee, as 
contained in the annex to A/37/35l/add.1l. 


During the course of the 4th meeting of the Advisory Committee last 
July there was considerable discussion about proclaiming 1983-1992 
as the United Nations “Decade of Disabled Persons." While a 
majority of countries were in favor of the Decade others were not 
convinced of the usefulness of this approach. We were in the later 
category. 


Since July there has been considerable discussion among disabled 
persons in the U.S. about this idea and a growing feeling that a UN 
Decade could provide a framework for national groups to build on. 
With this in mind and conscious of the momentum we have started in 
the United States, and, on the understanding that no additional 
regular budget financial resources would be required, my delegation 
is prepared to join a consensus on the idea of a Decade, if one 
evolves. 


In addition, we have no objections to another idea put forward by 
the committee and that is a “Day for the Disabled*. We in the 
United States have designated a week to honor the handicapped. 


Thank you Mr. Chairman. 
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FIRST, MR. PRESIDENT, I SHOULD LIKE TO REPEAT WHAT AMERICAN 
REPRESENTATIVES HAVE SAID SO OFTEN IN THIS CHAMBER, lE STRONGLY 
™) OPPOSE THE SOUTH AFRICAN SYSTEM OF APARTHEID; IT IS AGAINST OUR 
' PRINCIPLES, AND DEEPLY REPUGNANT TO OUR OWN POLITICAL AND SOCIAL 
VALUES. AMERICA’S RECORD OF ACTION, AND NOT JUST WORDS, AGAINST 
THE APARTHEID SYSTEM HAS BEEN QUITE CLEAR AND CONSISTENT. \E WERE, 
FOR EXAMPLE, THE FIRST MAJOR COUNTRY TO INSTITUTE AN ARMS EMBARGO 
AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA, IT IS THUS NOT THAT WE QUESTION THE MOTIVES 


gn 


OF THE RESOLUTION’S SPONSORS WHICH MAKES US OPPOSE THIS RESOLUTION, 
BUT RATHER THE MANNER OF PROCEEDING. THE UNITED STATES BELIEVES THE 
DEMISE OF APARTHEID CAN BEST COME FROM PEACEFUL REFORM WITHIN 

SOUTH AFRICA ITSELF, RATHER THAN FROM FURTHER ASSAULTS ON SOUTH 
AFRICAN ACTIONS IN THE INTERNATIONAL ARENA, 


WE ARE MOST DISTURBED THAT IN ATTEMPTING TO OPPOSE THE APARTHEID, A 
SYSTEM WHICH WE ALL CONSIDER OBJECTIONABLE, SOME MEMBERS OF THE 
UNITED NATIONS HAVE PROPOSED A MEASURE WHICH WOULD DO GRAVE INJURY 
TO INSTITUTIONS WHICH WERE ESTABLISHED TO SERVE ALL NATIONS. IN 
SEEKING IMPROPERLY TO INFLUENCE THE INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND ON 
A MEMBER COUNTRY’S REQUEST TO DRAW ON FUND RESOURCES, THIS ASSEMBLY 
WOULD CONTRIBUTE NOT TO AN EASING OF THE SYSTEM OF APARTHEID, BUT 


TO DAMAGING INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS. IN THIS REGARD, 
MANY MEMBERS OF THIS ASSEMBLY ARE NOT EVEN MEMBERS OF THE IMF, 
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WORST OF ALL, WE SEE THIS RESOLUTION AS A FURTHER ASSAULT ON THE 


FABRIC OF INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS THEMSELVES. NO ONE IN THIS 
riALL CAN BE IGNORANT OF THE ATTACK MADE ON THE INTEGRITY OF SUCH 
PREVIOUSLY NON-POLITICIZED INSTITUTIONS AS THE INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC 
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ENERGY AGENCY AND THE INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS UNION OVER 
THE RECENT WEEKS. HERE WE CAN NOW ADD THE INTERNATIONAL [ONETARY 
FUND TO THE LIST OF THOSE ORGANIZATIONS UNDER ATTACK DUE TO SHORT- 
TERM POLITICAL GOALS. IT IS MOST DISTRESSING THAT THE 
INTERNATIONALORGANIZATIONS WHICH DO THE MOST GOOD -- WHICH SERVE 
THE PEOPLE IN A MOST BENEFICIAL AND EFFECTIVE WAY -- ARE THOSE 
MOST UNDER ATTACK THESE DAYS, 


THE DRAFT RESOLUTION ON IMF CREDITS TO SOUTH AFRICA IS 
INAPPROPRIATE IN SEVERAL PARTICULAR WAYS. FIRST, IT MISTAKES THE 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THIS ASSEMBLY AND THE IMF AS A SPECIALIZED 
AGENCY OF THE UNITED NATIONS, THE IMF HAS AN ELECTED BOARD OF 
MEMBER COUNTRIES WHOSE ROLE IT IS TO MAKE THE FINANCIAL DECISIONS. 
FOR THIS ASSEMBLY TO INTERFERE IN THAT PROCESS WOULD 
BE A SERIOUS AND CRIPPLING DEROGATION OF THE FUNCTIONS OF THE 
IMF BOARD OF GOVENORS. SECONDLY, THE DRAFT RESOLUTION APPEARS 
TO PROCEED FROM THE INCORRECT PREMISE THAT DRAWING RIGHTS FOR 
IMF MEMBERS ARE A PRIVILEGE OR A CONCESSION ON THE PART OF THE 
ORGANIZATION. THIS OF COURSE IS UNTRUE. IMF MEMBERS ARE ENTITLTED 


TO DRAWING RIGHTS BY VIRTUE OF THEIR MEMBERSHIP IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
ESTABLISHED STATUTES AND PROCEDURES. 


THE THIRD AND MOST IMPORTANT OBJECTION TO THE DRAFT RESOLUTION 
I$ THE APPLICATION OF POLITICAL RATHER THAN ECONOMIC CRITERIA 
TO THE IMF DECISION-MAKING WHICH IS THE RESOLUTION’S INTENT. 
THE APOLITICAL NATURE OF THE IMF 1S ESSENTIAL TO ITS ABILITY 
EFFECTIVELY TO FULFILL ITS IMPORTANT FUNCTIONS IN THE INTERNATIONAL 


MONETARY SYSTEM AND, CONSEQUENTLY, ITS ABILITY TOSERVE THE 
ECONOMIC INTERESTS OF THE“WORLD COMMUNITY <-- JUST AS THE APOLITICAL 
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NATURE OF THE IAEA, ITU, UNESCO, ETC. IS ESSENTIAL FOR THEM TO 
PERFORM THEIR NOBLE FUNCTIONS, 


DESPITE CONFLICTS OF A POLITICAL, SOCIAL, AND EVEN MILITARY 
NATURE THAT HAVE ARISEN AMONG IMF MEMBERS OVER THE YEARS, IMF 
MEMBERS HAVE CAREFULLY RESPECTED THE FACT THAT IT IS AN ECONOMIC 
INSTITUTION DESIGNED TO PURSUE BROAD ECONOMIC OBJECTIVES SHARED 
BY ALL MEMBERS. ANY INTRODUCTION OF POLITICAL CONSIDERATIONS 
INTO DECISIONS ON IMF FINANCING COULD INVITE SIMILAR ACTIONS 
IN OTHER CASES, ULTIMATELY UNDERMINING THE CREDIBILITY AND 
EFFECTIVENESS OF THE FUND, 


IT IS WELL KNOWN TO MEMBERS OF THIS BODY THAT, AS ARTICULATED 
BY PRESIDENT REAGAN AT THE CANCUN SUMMIT AND SINCE THAT TIME IN ALL 
DISCUSSIONS ON GLOBAL NEGOTIATIONS, THE UNITED STATES IS VITALLY 
INTERESTED IN THE PRESERVATION OF THE JURISDICTIO?, FUNCTIONS, 
POWERS, AND INTEGRITY OF THE SPECILIZED AGENCIES, THIS DRAFT 
RESOLUTION IS PRECISELY THE KIND OF |NAPPROPRIATE POLITICIZATION OF THE SPECIALIZED 
AGENCIES WHICH WILL DO IRREPARABLE DAMAGE TO THE INTERNATIONAL 
ECONOMIC SYSTEM IF SUCH A PROCESS WERE ALLOWED TO CONTINUE OR 
EVEN TO SPREAD. SUCH A DEBASEMENT OF THE IMF WOULD CONTINUE AND 
SPREAD SUCH A SHORT-SIGHTED COURSE, MUCH TO THE SERIOUS DETRIMENT 
IF NOT PERMANENT DAMAGE OF ALL THE SPECIALIZED FINANCIAL AND 
OTHER INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS WHOSE CORRECT FUNCTIONING IS 
SO VITAL TO SO MANY MEMBERS OF THIS ASSEMBLY, THE UNITED STATES 
HAS DEFENDED THE INTEGRITY OF THESE INSTITUTIONS AND HAS SUPPORTED 


THEM TO A DEGREE MATCHED BY NO OTHER COUNTRY, A POLICY POSITED ON 
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THEIR FUNCTIONING ON ECONOMIC GROUNDS. WE WILL, AS IN THE PAST, 
OPPOSE ANY ATTEMPT TO TURN THEM INTO POLITICAL AGENTS AND WILL 
DETERMINE OUR FUTURE POLICIES TOWARD THEM ACCORDINGLY. 


FINALLY, SEPARATE FROM THE OVERRIDING ISSUES OF THE 
INDEPENDENCE AND EFFECTIVENESS OF THE SPECIALIZED INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS, MY GOVERNMENT IS CONVINCED THAT ISOLATING AND 
PUNISHING THE GOVERNMENT OF SOUTH AFRICA, AS THIS DRAFT RESOLUTION 
SEEKS TO DO, IS NOT THE WAY TO EFFECT THE CHANGE THAT WE ALL 
DESIRE FOR THE PEOPLE OF THAT COUNTRY, WE SELIEVE THAT CONSTRUCTIVE 
CHANGE IS TAKING PLACE AND WE ARE DETERMINED TO CONTINUE TO 
ENCOURAGE SOUTH AFRICA TO HOLD TO A FIRM COURSE IN THAT DIRECTION, 
THE DRAFT RESOLUTION WOULD HAVE EXACTLY THE OPPOSITE EFFECT, 
STRENGTHENING THE HAND OF THOSE IN SOUTH AFRICA WHO ARGUE THAT 
NO MATTER WHAT POLICIES THE SOUTH AFRICA GOVERNMENT PURSUES, 

TiS WORLD WILL ONLY CRITICIZE AND CONTINUE TO ISCLATE AND DESTROY IT. 


BECAUSE THE MEANS PROPOSED BY THE RESOLUTION’S SPONSORS 
CAN IN NO WAY BE SAID TO JUSTIFY THE PRESUMED ENDS, MY DELEGATION 
IS QUITE VIGOROUSLY OPPOSED TO THIS RESOLUTION AND WILL VOTE 


AGAINST IT, 
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Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States Representative to the 
United Nations, in the General Assembly, in explanation of vote on the 
credentials of the representative of Democratic Kampuchea. 


The United States continues to support the credentials of Democratic 
Kampuchea on technical grounds. Democratic Kampuchea's credentials are 
Clearly in compliance with the General Assembly's rules of procedure. 
This fact has been recognized by the Secretary General in his report to 
the Credentials Committee, which has accepted the Khmer credentials. 

The past three General Assemblies also have affirmed this. 


The United States support for Democratic Kampuchea's credentials is 
based on the ground that, in the absence of a supevior claimant, there 
is no basis for rejection of Democratic Kampuchea's credentials, which 
have been accepted since 1975. There is no super.or claimant. 

Certainly the Heng Samrin regime is not a superior claimant . It was 
created by Vietnam's invasion of Kampuchea four vears ago, and is 
sustained by Vietnam's occupation force. It is controlled by Vietnamese 
officials both in Phnom Penh and in Hanoi. The Vietnam which would have 
us reject Democratic Kampuchea'’s credentials is also, we would 
underscore, the Vietnam which continues to defy three successive General 
Assembly resolutions on Kampuchea as well as the Declaration of the 
International Conference on Kampuchea, all of which call for the 
withdrawal of her troops and the end of her occupation of Kampuchea. 
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Support by the United States for the credentials of Democratic 
Kampuchea does not diminish our concern for human rights violations in 
Kampuchea, particularly from 1975 to 1978 during Khmer Rouge rule. The 
United States has repeatedly spoken against these heinous abuses and 
gross misrule of the Khmer Rouge and will continue to disassociate 
itself from those responsible for then. 


However, this year the United States welcomes the broadened 
base on which Democratic Kampuchea rests as a result of the 
formation last June of the Coalition of Democratic Kampuchea. 
Now, with the inclusion of Prince Sihanouk as President and Mr. 
Son Sann as Prime Minister, the Coalition of Democratic 
Kampuchea is clearly more representative of the Kampuchean 
nation. 
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We welcome the participation of Prince Sihanouk and Prime 
Minister Son Sann in the deliberations of the General 
Assembly. We have been impressed with the response given to. 
this new leadership by the Khmer people who have an alternative 
to the grim choice between the Khmer Rouge and a regime imposed 
by Vietnam. The inauguration of the Coalition also constitutes 
a major step in implementing the General Assembly's basic 
policy for a resolution of the Kampuchean crisis - that 
embodied in the Heclaration of the International Conference on 
Kampuchea held in July, 1981 and in GA resolutions 34/22, 35/6 


and 36/5. 


Prince Sihanouk, in addressing this assembly three weeks 
ago, put succinctly Kampuchea's plea to the United Nations: 


"We ask but restoration of our national sovereignty, our 
territorial integrity, and once that is achieved, we solemnly 
commit ourselves to live in perfect, peaceful co-existence with 
all our neighbors, and amongst the first with Vietnam, as will 
all other countries who respect us, no matter what their 
political and social systems may be. Is this an unreasonable 
demand, an impossible pretension?" 


My government believes it is neither unreasonable nor 
impossible. It is rather th minimum that this body must 
Support in line with its own past commitments, with the 
principles of the United Nations Charter, and with the peace 
and stability of Southeast Asia. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Statement by Marc F. Plattner, United States Representative to the 
Resumed Session of the Economic and Social Council, on Item 25, 
Transnational Corporations, October 25, 1982 


Mr. President, the United States believes that the meeting of the 
Commission on Transnational Corporations at its Eighth Session in 
Manila, as recorded in the Report now before the Economic and Social 
Council, revealed a new level of mutual understanding between TNCs and 
developing countries. We note that the Commission's session began 
with remarks by its outgoing Chairman, Mr. Sengupta of India, in which 
he stated that TNCs had a significant role to play in the process of 
finding solutions to the economic problems of the developing 
countries. Shortly thereafter the Minister of Justice of the 
Philippines affirmed in his keynote address that there was a - 
recognition ot the positive contributions that transnational 
corporations could make to development. Latec, Mr. Klaus Sahlgren, 
the distinguished Executive Director of the UN Centre on TNCs, 
presented an introductory statement in which he argued that a change 
had occurred in the relationships between TNCs and host developing 
country governments. Many TNCs, he noted, had modified their 
attitudes toward involvement in developing countries, whtle a number 
»- of those countries had shown an increased degree of pragmatism, 
flexibility and sophistication in their policies toward TNCs. 
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The United States is heartened by these welcome signs that 
perceptions within the United Nations are beginning to catch up with a 
Changing reality. When the United Nations first took up the issue of 
transnational corporations a decade ago, it was amidst an atmosphere 
of suspicion and distrust created by a few controversial disputes 
between TNCs and host countries. At that time there was a widespread 
tendency to view the TNC as essentially a U.S. instrument that posed a 
threat to the economic independence not only of developing countries 
but of developed host countries as well. This perception was perhaps 
understandable in the light of the pattern of foreign direct 
investment that prevailed in the 1960s. During that decade the United 
States was the source of the vast majority of foreign direct 
investment, accounting for about two thirds of the total outflow. At 
the same time, the role of the U.S. as a host country was minimal. 
From 1961 to 1967, the U.S. ranked tenth among thirteen major OECD 
countries as a recipient of foreign investment, with a mere three 
percent of the inflow. 
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Today this pattern has dramatically altered, as is demonstrated in 
an exceedingly useful report (E/C.10/1982/2) prepared for the 
Commission by the UN Centre on TNCs. In 1980, the U.S. share of the 
outflow of direct investment had dropped well below 50 percent. An 
even more striking change took place in the role of the U.S. as a host 
country to TNCs. In 1980 the United States was the recipient of over 
30 percent of the total inflow of foreign direct investment, by far 
the largest share of any country and well above the share of the 
entire developing world. Another notable trend during the 1970s was 
the emergence of the developing countries as a significant source of 
foreign direct investment. During 1970-72, investment from the 
developing countries averaged only $43 million, a mere three tenths of 
one percent of total outflows. By 1980, however, this figure had 
grown by a factor of more than 25 to $1.15 billion, with developing 
country TNCs accounting for 2.7 percent of a now much larger total. 


These profound changes in the direction of investment flows show 
how unfounded were the earlier fears that the transnational 
corporation was an instrument of domination by one country over the 
world economy. They reveal instead that the rise of the Transnational 
Corporation was an inevitable response to the emergence of worldwide 
markets and of an increasingly interdependent international economy. 
The growth of TNCs from so many different home countries confirms the 
now nearly universal realization that they are highly useful economic 
institutions. And the eagerness of so many countries to receive 
direct foreign investment demonstrates their understanding that TNCs 
can benefit host and home countries alike. 


The report of the Centre cited above also makes a number of other 
valuable observations about recent developments relating to TNCs. It 
points out the increased importance both of joint ventures and of a 
variety of non-equity arrangements between TNCs and domestic 
enterprises in developing countries. It notes the growing improvement 
in the bargaining position of developing countries and their enhanced 
Capacity to negotiate and enter into advantageous business 
relationships with TNCs. And it remarks upon the greater flexibility 
and sophistication of developing country policies toward TNCs, as well 
as the considerable willingness of TNCs to adjust their methods of 
operation to better accommodate host country policies. In sum, the 
Centre's Report sketches a picture of increasingly complex and 
pragmatic dealings between developing countries and TNCs, resulting in 
greater mutual benefits and a generally more harmonious relationship. 


The United States believes that international agreement on a 
properly drafted Code of Conduct could promote still further 
improvement in relations between TNCs and host countries and also help 
to reduce intergovernmental conflicts over investment issues. 
Therefore we welcome the draft resolution adopted in Manila, calling 
for a special session of the Commission, open to all states, to meet 
in early 1983 to work toward completion of those parts of the Code on 
which agreement has not yet been reached. Our expectation is that the 
special session will also be attended by the Commission's 
distinguished group of Expert Advisers. We hope that the nations 
participating in this special session will not allow themselves to 
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become fixated on the problems of the past, but rather will seek to 
fashion a Code appropriate to the rapidly evclving situation of the 
1980s and beyond. In the view of the United States, such a Code must 
be voluntary, non-discriminatory, balanced by a recognition of the 
responsibilities of governments as well as those of TNCs, and 
applicable to all enterprises, whether private, state-owned, or mixed. 


In regard to this last point, we note with satisfaction the 
Commission's firm recommendation, as stated on Page 18 of its report, 
that the substantive discussion at the special session should begin 
with an effort to resolve the question of definitions and scope of 
application. This decision reflected the prevailing sentiment among 
Commission members that the continuing failure to achieve an agreed 
upon definition of a TNC was both hampering the work of the Centre on 
Transnationals and obstructing further progress on the Code. The 
United States finds it inconceivable that a Code whose coverage did 
not clearly extend to state-owned enterprises could be justified in 
the light of current economic realities. In 1979, state-owned 
enterprises from countries with mixed economies accounted for 15 
percent of world trade. The Fortune magazine list of the 500 largest 
non-U.S. corporations included 59 state-owned enterprises accounting 
for 20 percent of the list's total sales. Moreover, the growth rate 
of these state-owned enterprises during the 1970s was 22 percent, well 
above that of the other corporations on the list. How could a Code of 
Conduct be effective if its coverage did not include so significant 
and rapidly growing a group of Transnational Corporations? And if 
these TNCs are included, would it not be totally unfair and irrational 
to exempt state-owned TNCs from the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe? 
As most delegations in Manila seemed to agree, it is essential that 
the matter of definitions and scope of application be addressed not in 
terms of past history, but with a focus on the present and the future. 


The United States can also support the Commission's recommended 
draft resolution on the Establishment of an Intergovernmental Working 
Group of Experts on International Standards of Accounting and 
Reporting. We believe that this body may be able to make a useful 
contribution to achieving greater comparability of corporate 
information disclosure. At the same time, we are pleased that the 
text of this resolution recognizes that the United Nations is not the 
appropriate body to engage in the complex process of setting standards 
for accounting and reporting. 


Regrettably, the Commission at its Eighth Session also adopted two 
resolutions dealing with Southern Africa that the United States must 
oppose. The first of these, on the activities of transnational 
corporations in Southern Africa, closely resembles a series of 
previous resolutions passed by the Commission and the ECOSOC, and thus 
our reasons for opposing it can be briefly restated . The system of 
apartheid is deeply repugnant to the people and to the government of 
the United States, but we do not believe that the measures proposed in 
this resolution would be effective in altering it. On the contrary, 
it is the view of my government that U.S. transnational corporations, 
especially through adherence to the Sullivan Principles on fair 
employment practices, can contribute to a peaceful evolution away from 
the apartheid system in South Africa. Moreover, the measures called 
for in this resolution constitute sanctions against South Africa, and 
hence lie exclusively within the competence of the Security Council. 
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The United States is also opposed to the resolution which decides 
that public hearings on the activities of TNCs in Southern Africa 
should be conducted by the Commission at its Tenth Session. We 

A believe that the choice of the Commission itself as the forum for 
1 these hearings would be particularly unfortunate. Hearings by an 
intergovernmental body will inevitably become politicized along 
predictable lines, and are most unlikely to yield any new findings or 
insights. 
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The United States also wishes to state its opposition to an 
increase in the regular budget to pay for any of the new bodies or 
additional meetings mandated by the draft resolutions recommended by 
the Commission. If additional funds are required, they should come 
from the reprogramming of budget resources within the overall levels 
already approved. 


Although the United States could not approve all the actions taken 
by the Commission at its Eighth Session, we believe nonetheless that 
this meeting reflected a growing degree of consensus about the role of 
TNCs in development. It is our hope that this emerging consensus will 
improve the prospects for the Commission to attain its highest 
priority goal, the successful conclusion of a Code of Conduct. 
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Mr. Chairman, allow me in this my delegation's first 
address to the Fourth Committee to congratulate the officers 


of the Committee on their election. 


Mr. Chairman, there is no delegation in this chamber which 
questions the right of all peoples to make free acts of 
self-determination or the importance of such acts. My 
government fully supports actions which serve to minimize 
conflict, strengthen the rule of law, and avail all peoples 
of the opportunity freely to make their own choices about 
their political status and form of government. The United 
States is proud of its record in encouraging the decolonization 


process and as an administering authority. 


All representatives here know that the United States and 
the other members of the Contact Group have invested great 
time and effort in the search for a negotiated solution for 
Namibia. Yet as I speak today, confrontation continues 
in southern Africa, not only hampering the peaceful development 
of the Namibian people, but immersing the entire region in 
violence and instability. Continuing conflict in that part 
of the world may serve the selfish interest of some countries, 
but all must realize that, in the end, it is the people of 


Namibia who inevitably must bear the sufferinc and whose 


future will be compromised if a negotiated solution is not found. 





The Foreign Ministers of the Contact Group met here in New 
York on October 1 to review the substantial progress that has been 
made in the Namibia negotiations. They expressed their satisfaction 


with the results of the earlier consultations, which took place during 
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July and August in New York between the Contact Group and 


representatives of the Front Line states and SWAPO, and the concurrent 


consultations with South Africa. The Ministers welcomed the 
agreement by the parties on constitutional principles for the 
Namibian constituent assembly. They also took note of the fact 
that all parties had agreed that the method to be employed to 
elect the constituent assembly would be decided in accordance 
with the terms of Security Council Resolution 435. The 
Ministers greatly appreciated the constructive attitude shown 
by all participants which enabled progress to be made on 
questions such as the establishment of measures to ensure fair 
and impartial elections under UN supervision, and on the size, 
composition, and deployment of UNTAG -- the United Nations 


Transitional Assistance Group. 


Mr. Chairman, my government along with the other members of 
the Contact Group remains fully committed to the early 
implementation of UN Security Council Resolution 435. Only in 
this way can we make it possible for the people of Namibia to 
exercise their right to self-determination and bring peace and 


security to the region. 


Since my government joined with other Western states in 1977 
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in the effort to bring independence to Namibia, we have avoided 
shrill public rhetoric that could discourage any party from 
agreeing with the proposals we have formulated. We have learned 
through long hours of negotiation that no amount of public 


Genunciation or criticism can produce progress. 


Mr. Chairman, my delegation is once again obliged to draw 
the attention of this committee to an unfortunate fact. Once 
again in the draft resolution on economic interests we have 
before us, there is no distinction made among the quite different 
situations which obtain in small territories, and those in 
Namibia and South Africa. Like its predecessors, this 
resolution fails to give proper consideration to the genuine 


concerns of small, non-self-governing territories. 


This resolution is flawed not only in many of its specific 
provisions but - much more importantly - in its fundamental 
premise. it is simply not true that the activities of 
foreign economic interests are inevitably detrimental to the 
people of non-self-governing territories. Any number of 
United Nations resolutions, including the fundamental 
International Development Strategy for the Third United Nations 
Development Decade, have recognized and commende:’ the positive 
contribution that transnational corporations can and do make 
to development. Moreover, the increasingly intense efforts 


of developing countries to attract foreign investment dramatize 


in a concrete and practical way the fact that many ceveloping 
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countries believe that the activities of foreign economic 
interests can enhance the welfare of their citizens and contribute 
to the progress of their societies. Why should the inhabitants 

of non-self-governing territories be forbidden to explore the 
options and perhaps decide to draw these same advantages from 
foreign investment? Arbitrarily to deny them this freedom to 
choose, potentially retarding their economic development, would 
be a true act of colonial domination. If freedom, independence, 
and self-determination mean anything, they mean free choice. 

The wishes of the peoples of dependent areas must be the primary 


concern of this committee and this organization. 


At the same time, the United States continues to recognize 
that the special legal and political situation of Namibia requires 


a more restrictive approach to the issue of foreign investment. 


Consistent with its obligations under resolutions of the 
United Nations Security Council and rulings of the International 
Court of Justice, the United States Government officially 
discourages investment in Namibia; withholds any protection for 
rights acquired in that territory through the South African 
government since the adoption of General Assembly Resolution 2145; 
and eschews providing any financial assistance to support trade 
and investment in Namibia. My government has been and will 
continue to be vigilant to ensure that no official action of 


the United States can be construed to imply recognition of South 


Africa's administration of Namibia. 
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This resolution makes reference to South Africa's system 
of apartheid. The view of the government and people of the 
United States concerning apartheid is clear and consistent. 

It is a blatant and odious violation of the most fundamental 

of human rights. As such, it is also wholly incompatible with 
the policies of my government and the moral and political 
values of the American people. But, Mr. Chairman, it is 
~«d8lly clear that the problem of apartheid in South Africa 
does not result from a colonial situation. Attempts to 
misconstrue it as such with the confused language of this 
resolution will not serve us in our task of developing realistic 


and constructive ways of encouraging change in South Africa. 


As Americans, we do not believe that the solution lies in 
turning our backs on the people of South Africa. It is a 
country which, despite its great human tragedy, also possesses 
great human potential. For this reason, the United States 
will continue its efforts to bring about change in South 
Africa. We are convinced that our economic and commercial 
involvement can be one of several instruments of change. 

To that end we have strongly encouraged U.S. corporations to 
adhere to guidelines, such as the Sullivan principles, 

which seek to eliminate discrimination in the work place, 

in the organization and formal recognition of trade unions, 


and in the payment of salaries. 


Change in South Africa will neither be as swift nor as 
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all-encompassing as we might wish, and in the final analysis, it 


is a process which must be fueled by forces within South African 
society who aim to place that country on a path of positive and 
constructive change. We must continue to encourage those forces 
and support those within and outside the government of South 
Africa who recognize that progress away from a clearly 
unacceptable system will ultimately serve the interests of all 


South Africans and, indeed, of all peoples of southern Africa. 


In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I wish to emphasize that the 


United States is second to no country in the constructive 
interest it takes in the welfare of the peoples of dependent 
areas. Certainly we need no instruction from those countries 
who seek only to distract attention from their own internal 
contradictions. Much less will we accept the discredited 
prescriptions of those countries whose citizens have yet to 
achieve the political or economic freedoms already available 
to the populations of most dependent territories. We trust 
that other members of this Committee who share our concern 
will similarly not permit themselves to be diverted from 

our real and important responsibilities toward the peoples 


of the non-self-governing territories. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Chairman, the United States Delegation is gratified to welcome 
you, Ambassador Gbeho, as Chairman of this important Committee. We 
congratulate you warmly on your election. I wish, as well, to 
congratulate the Vice Chairmen and the Rapporteur. I also wish to 
congratulate. Ambassadors Alva Myrdal and Alfonso Garcia-Robles, the 
recipients of this year's Nobel Peace Prize. I know that we and the 
two laureates share a common, fundamental objective -- a peaceful 
world. We have not always agreed as to the best means of attaining 
this. objective, but we have always respected the views of the Nobel 
Prize winners. . 


It is an honor for me to present again the views of my government on 
the issues before the Pirst Committee. 


~Vectiassitied for Publication ih American rureryn 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


I start with a proposition some may find paradoxical -— the thesis 
that the last year has been one of singular achievement in the quest 
for peace. You may well ask how we can claim progress towards peace 
for a year during which there were so many acts of aggression and so 
many stormy exercises of the inherent right of self-defense protected 
by Article 51 of our Charter; a year which witnessed so many episodes 
of frustration and failure in the functioning of the Security Council 
and other systems of collective security. 


——_- 


We make this paradoxical assertion because the climate of world 
Opinion on the vital questions of war and peace has changed profoundly 
during the year, in response to the impact of events and the 
leadership of many who have spoken before the Security Council, the 
General Assembly, and this Committee. In this connection I refer 
particularly to a number of important statements made at the Second UN 
General remy | Special Session on Disarmament, and to the Secretary 
General's significant and forward-looking Report to the General 


Assembly of 7 September 1987, A/37/1, and his fine statement before 
this Committee on 26 October 1982. 
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During the last year there has been a mutation in the way the people 
of the world perceive what is happening. They have come to realize 
that the Secretary-General is right in pointing out that “we are 
embarked on an exceedingly dangerous course", which he characterizes 
as “perilously sear to a new international anarchy*. He reminds us 
that the failure of the League of Nations to develop an effective 
system of collective security vas a major cause of the Second World 
War, and that we are moving along the same path again. “Governments 
that believe they can win an international objective by force are 
often quite ready to do so," he writes, *and domestic opinion not 
infrequently applauds such a course. The Security Council, the 
primary organ of the United Nations for the maintenance of 
international peace and security, all too often finds itself unable to 
take a decisive action to resolve international conflicts and its 
resolutions are increasingly defied or ignored by those who feel 
themselves strong enough to do so.* The Secretary General reminds us 
that “our Charter was born of six years of global agony and 
destruction. I sometimes feel," he writes, “that we now take the 
Charter far less seriously than did its authors, living as they did in 
the wake of a world tragedy. I believe, therefore, that an important 
first step would be a conscious recommitment by governments to the 
Charter.* 
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The Government of the United States supports the thrust of the 
Secretary General's analysis and of his prescriptions for improving 
the effectiveness of the peace-keeping institutions of the United 
Nations. As President Reagan said before the General Assembly on June 
17 of this year: 


7 wF 
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"I have come to this hall to call for international 
recommitment to the basic tenet of the UN Charter 
that all members practice tolerance and live together 
in peace as good neighbors under the rule of law, 
forsaking armed force as a means of settling disputes 
between nations. We ask you to reinforce the 
bilateral and multilateral arms control negotiations 
between members of NATO and the Warsaw Pact and to 
rededicate yourselves to maintaining international 
peace and security, and removing threats to peace. 
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"We who have signed the UN Charter have pledged to 
refrain from the threat or use of force against the 
territory or independence of any state. In these 
times when more and more lawless acts are going 
unpunished -- as some members of this very body show 
a growing disregard for the UN Charter -- the 
peace-loving nations of the world must condemn 
aggression and pledge again to act in a way that is 
worthy of the ideals that we have endorsed. Let us 
finally make the Charter live.* 


"A conscious recommitment® to the principles of the Charter cannot in 
our view be achieved merely by passing resolutions, however worthy. 


Simple resolutions endorsing the Secretary General's recommendations 
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could be of utility. But what is needed now, far more than 
resolutions, is the will to enforce the Charter as it is. The Charter 
is a document of constitutional character. Its commandments do not 
need clarification; they need to be obeyed. Resolutions attempting to 
restate or amplify the key provisions of the Charter might well dilute 
their authority. As I was privileged to point out in this Committee 
on October 21, 1981, “unless we restore general and reciprocal respect 
for the principles of Article 2(4) of the Charter, the slide towards 
anarchy will engulf us all". To make the Charter effective, I said 
then, will not be a simple matter to be settled on the cheap, and 
without tears. It will require effective steps to see to it that the 
Charter, the arms control treaties and the legally binding decisions 
of the Security Council are carried out and that we can verify 
compliance with their terms. 


The first step back from the edge of the abyss is to achieve a change 
in the minds of men. That change -- the change that must precede 
effective action -- has begun to happen. Necessarily, the focus of 
that process must be a crusade to mobilize support fur the Secretary 
General's thesis that we must do more than condemn aggression; we must 
actually -- and actively -- enforce the rules of the Charter against 
it. As the Secretary General points out, we must undertake to deter 
aggression; to seek peaceful solutions for crises in their incipiency; 
and to defeat aggression if, despite all precautions, it should 

occur. Conventional war has gravely wounded civilization many times 
during this turbulent century; in a nuclear environment, the impact of 
conventional force aggression could conceivably become unthinkable.. 


The Secretary General's Report and the statements of many leaders 
which preceded it dispel a series of illusions which have done a great 
deal of harm in recent years. Those fallacies and illusions are all 
associated with the view that peace is threatened primarily by an 
"arms race", and that peace can be attained by arms control agreements 
even though Article 2(4) of the Charter is allowed to wither away. 
This familiar error puts the cart before the horse. As Prime Minister 
Thatcher said last summer during the Second Special Session on 
Disarmament, “It is not merely a mistaken analysis but an evasion of 
responsibility to suppose that we can prevent the horrors of war by 
focussing on its instruments. They are more often symptoms rather 
than causes." For too many people, the complex rituals of arms 
control diplomacy have become a convenient escape from the central 
problem -~ a decline in the influence of the Charter on the behavior 
of states, and the fear to which this trend has given rise throughout 
the world. Arms control agreements can be useful in reinforcing a 
regime of peace; they can never be a substitute for the harsh and 
unremitting effort to sustain peace directly. This is the sobering 
and important lesson of the Pirst and Second Special Sessions of the 
General Assembly on Disarmament: that arms control agreements can be 
of value only if they are conceived, planned, and carried out as part 
of an overall strategy for establishing and maintaining peace. 


Il. 


Mr. President, the United States has set into motion during the 
last year a dynamic program of initiatives in the field of arms 
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control and disarmament. In each case these new initiatives are based 
On a thorough review and evaluation of the past history of the 
subject, and dominated by the proposition that arms control and 
disarmament efforts are an integral part of foreign and security 
policy. In his speech of November 18, 1981, President Reagan outlined 
our approach to four important items on the agenda -- the negotiations 
between the United States and the Soviet Union on intermediate-range 
nuclear weapons, known as INF, and those on strategic nuclear arms 
reductions, known as START; the negotiations on mutual and balanced 
reductions of conventional forces in Europe, generally called the MBFR 
talks; and the continuing process of discussion and negotiation 
stemming from the Pinal Act of the Helsinki Conference on Security and 
Cooperation in Europe. In addition, the United States has revised and 
revitalized its unilateral and multilateral programs for preventing 
the proliferation of nuclear weapons; eliminating the menace of 
chemical weapons; studying the feasibility of imposing further limits 
on the military use of outer space; and developing new and more 
effective measures to assure confidence and minimize the risks of war 
by miscalculation. 


I shall now comment briefly on each of these aspects of the arms 
control program of the United States. 


Itt. 


The place to begin, manifestly, is with the bilateral negotiations 
between the Soviet Union and the United States on the reduction of 
nuclear arms through verifiable agreements which strengthen security 
and help to make stability possible. The outcome of these 
negotiations will affect the prospects for many other arms control 
efforts and, indeed, the prospects for peace itself. Success in the 
effort to curb and confine the nuclear weapon is indispensable to the 
possibility of peace. Under present circumstances nuclear arms 
agreements must be shaped by the principle that nuclear arsenals can 
be justified only if they are confined to the function of deterring 
aggression. To put the proposition another way, useful and 
constructive nuclear arms agreements presuppose that the Soviet Union 
commit itself to obey the rules of world public order embodied in the 
Charter. 


It is the view of the United States Government that achieving true 
nuclear parity between the Soviet Union and the United States is the 
most important challenge before us in the field of arms control. We 
must reduce our dependence on these dangerous weapons. We must seek a 


more stable balance at lower levels of armament. The present 


situation is unacceptable to us. 


How did the present situation arise? The answer is as regrettable as 
it is simple. It arose as a result of the expansionist foreign policy 
of the Soviet Union and the arms build-up on which it is based -- an 
unprecedented increase of both conventional and nuclear military 
forces sustained over a period of more than 25 years. During that 
period, the Soviet Union claimed immunity from the Charter rules 
agi.nst aggression, and the rest of the world tacitly accepted its 
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claim. That course is no longer tolerable. The process of Soviet 
expansion and the menace of the Soviet Union's growing military power 
have come to threaten the foundation of the state system. That system 
cannot continue to accept the Soviet practice of aggression through 
the use of its own forces and those of its proxies and satellites, 
whether organized as armies, guerrillas, armed bands, or terrorists, 
backed by the implicit threat of its growing nuclear forces. During 
the 1970s, a period when the United States nuclear arsenal was held 
relatively stable, the Soviet Union expanded both its intermediate 
range and intercontinental nuclear forces far beyond any conceivable 
requirements of deterrence and defense. 


The size, scale and structure of the Soviet nuclear arsenal; its 
steady growth; and, above all, its emphasis on intermediate range and 
inter-continental ground based ballistic missiles are the source of 
the nuclear anxiety which haunts the world. Ground based ballistic 
missiles are more accurate and destructive than other nuclear weapons, 
and far less vulnerable to defenses. The Soviet advantage in this 
category of nuclear weapons creates the potentiality for a disarming 
first strike. And the consciousness of that possibility is generating 
currents of fear which have great political importance throughout the 
world. 


The purpose of the Americar nuclear arsenal is to deter aggression 
against the supreme interests of the United States. The implacable 
growth of the Soviet nuclear arsenal suggests that the Soviet Union 
looks upon nuclear weapons as instruments of intimidation and coercion 
precisely because such weapons, if they are sufficiently numerous, 
Create the capacity to execute a preemptive first strike. This is why 
the Soviet advantage in ground based ballistic missiles is politically 
destabilizing, and why the first objective of the United States in the 
field of nuclear arms policy is to eliminate this factor of 
instability in world politics, preferably by reasonable INF and START 
agreements, but by force modernization if necessary. 


The START and INF negotiations must be viewed together, because the 
weapons with which they deal are closely related. Intercontinental 
weapons can, after all, be fired from the Soviet Union not only 
against New York or Washington, but against targets in Europe, Japan, 
Or other places vital to the security of the United States and its 
allies as well. 


The INF talks have now been going on for ll months. They have been 
conducted in a business-like and professional atmosphere. Much 
progress has been achieved by the two delegations in sorting out what 
is important to each side, and illuminating the way to possible 
solutions. It is clear that a potentiality exists for accommodating 
the analytic concepts used by both sides. What is not yet clear is 
whether the Soviet Union is willing to accept an agreement based 
exclusively on the principle of deterrence. 


In INF, the United States has proposed the complete elimination of an 
important class of nuclear weapons on both sides; the Soviet Union, in 
response, urges the elimination only of the United States weapons of 





comparable military significance. Under the Soviet proposal, the 
Soviet Union would be permitted to have up to 300 launchers for its 
mobile SS-20 systems in the European part of the Soviet Union, and an 

. unlimited number in the Par Eastern portion of that country, while the 
. United States would be forbidden to deploy any equivalent systems. 

, The Soviet Union also proposes a moratorium for the duration of the 
negotiations -- a feature of its plan designed to preserve the Soviet 
advantage in ground based ballistic missiles, and to remove any Soviet 
incentive for agreeing to serious reductions in the most destabilizing 
class of weapons. 


The Soviet Union defends its proposal by contending that there is in 
fact a balance at the moment in intermediate range nuclear weapons in 
and near Europe, at least, and that the deployments planned by NATO 
would disturb that balance. The Soviet negotiations achieve this 
remarkable feat of arithmetic by counting all British and French 
nuclear weapons with the American forces; treating American bombers, 
submarine-launched missiles, and cruise missiles as equivalent to the 
SS--20; counting all American weapons as relevant, including American 
dual purpose aircraft located in the United States; and excluding many 
categories of the Soviet arsenal. 
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The Soviet Union has so far refused to negotiate about its 
intermediate range ballistic missiles in the Par East; the United 
States insists that the negotiations must deal with all such Soviet 
and American weapons -- wherever they are located. After all, the 
world is round, and nothing can be gained by exporting a security 
problem from Europe to Asia. 
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On October 21, 1982, President Brezhnev commented, according to TASS, 
that the INF talks were making “difficult progress", and that “these 

difficulties are rooted in the unwillingness of the United States to 

reach agreement...on the basis of the principle of equality and equal 
security”. 


The United States notes with interest President Brezhnev's statement 
that the INF talks are making progress. As I remarked a few moments 
ago, the United States agrees with President Brezhnev's assessment in 
the sense that the negotiating process is clarifying the concepts used 
by both sides, and revealing patterns of possible congruence in their 
positions. Purthermore, we welcome the fact that both sides accept 
the principle of equality as the basis for a fair agreement. 


But we cannot agree with President Brezhnev that the present position 
of the Soviet Union in the INF talks is one based on the principle of 
equality. 


The American concept of equality is defined with precision -- zero on 
both sides for the most destabilizing intermediate range ground based 
ballistic missiles. 


The Soviet Union, however, uses at least four quite different 
definitions of equality simultaneously -- equal reductions on the part 
of the Soviet Union and the United States; an equal level of force, 
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measured in packages of weapons of different destructive capacities, 
sometimes between the Soviet Union and the United States, sometimes 
between the Soviet Union and NATO. Most often, the Soviet Union uses 
the term “equal security” to mean that the world must acknowledge its 
claim of a right to possess a nuclear arsenal equal to the sum of all 
the other nuclear arsenals in the world. This is a claim for 
hegemony, not equality. The nuclear arsenals of Great Britain, 
Prance, and China exist to protect the ultimate sovereignty of those 
mations. Those weapons are not under American control. These 
arsenals are entirely defensive in character; given their size, they 
could not be used for any conceivable act of aggression against the 
Soviet Union. There is no basis, therefore, for the claim that such 
arsenals have any role in bilateral negotiations between the Soviet 
Union and the United States. Sometimes representatives of the 
Soviet Union say that “the mutual security of the Soviet Union and the 
United States is indivisible*. This is a suggestive formulation of 
the problem of defining equality. Thus far, at any rate, it turns out 
to be as elusive as the others. 


Achieving equality between the Soviet Union and the United States on 
the basis of the principle of deterrence, with primary but not 
exclusive emphasis on equality in the most destabilizing categories of 
weapons, would in itself be a major political event, and a step of 
genuine importance in the quest for peace. 


The Soviet-American talks on intercontinental nuclear weapons are, of 
course at an earlier stage than the INP talks. Their atmosphere is 
also serious and business-like. 


The United States position was outlined in President Reagan's speech 
at Eureka College on May 9, 1982. Its essential idea is that of equal 
ceilings at much lower levels of force -- ceilings that would 
strengthen deterrence and promote stability by significantly reducing 
the Soviet lead in ICBMs. Coupled with the elimination of the 
existing intermediate-range ballistic missiles, as proposed in the INF 
talks, such a result would enable the United States to maintain an 
overall level of strategic nuclear capability sufficient to deter 
conflict, safeguard our national security, and meet our commitments to 
allies and friends. 


To achieve this goal, the President announced a practical, phased 
approach to the negotiation, like the procedure being used in the INP 
talks. It is based on the principle that the two arsenals should be 
equal both in the number of weapons and in their destructive 

capacity. “The focus of our efforts," the President said, “will be to 
reduce significantly the most destabilizing systems -- ballistic 
missiles, the number of warheads they carry and their overall 
destructive potential." While no aspect of the problem is excluded 
from consideration, and the United States will negotiate in good faith 
On any topics the Soviets wish to raise, the United States proposes 
that the first topic to be considered in the negotiations should be 
the reduction of ballistic missile warheads to equal levels at least 
one-third below current numbers. Both ground-based and 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles are included in this proposal. 
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No more than half these warheads would be deployed on land-based 
missiles. This provision alone should achieve substantial reductions 
in missile-throw weight, a reliable measure of the destructive power 
of nuclear weapons. 


In a second phase, closely linked to the first, we will seek equal 
ceilings on otner elements of United States and Soviet strategic 
forces, including equal limits on ballistic missile throw weight at 
less than current US levels. 


In both START and INP the United States has made it clear that 
verification measures capable of assuring compliance are 
indispensable. Por those provisions that cannot be monitored 
effectively by national technical means of verification, we will be 
proposing cooperative measures, data exchanges, and collateral 
constraints that should provide the necessary confidence in 
compliance. The Soviet Union has indicated that it will be prepared 
where necessary to consider cooperative measures going beyond national 
technical means. This is an encouraging sign. Without satisfactory 
verification provisions, meaningful agreements will be impossible to 
achieve. ; 


The Soviet Union has attacked our START proposals as unfair, on the 
grounds that they call for unequal reductions -- indeed, that they 
call for “unilateral Soviet disarmament". This is not the case. Each 
side now has approximately 7500 ballistic missile warheads. Under the 
American proposal, each side would have to reduce to no more than 
5000, of which no more than 2500 could be on ICBMs. True, the Soviet 
Union would have to dismantle more ICBM sublimit, while we might have 
to dismantle more submarine-based missiles. But that is the point. 
There is nothing inequitable about an equal ceiling which strengthens 
deterrence and stability. 


The Soviet position in START, as Soviet spokesmen have made clear in 
public statements, consists of two parts, a proposal for a moratorium, 
and a series of reductions and restrictions on modernization which 
would result in preserving the present Soviet advantage in heavy, 
accurate, swift, and extremely destructive ground based missiles. The 
Soviet Union seems to treat “stability® as a quantitative, not a 
qualitative problem, and offers no incentive to move away from 
destabilizing systems, and it would not lead to substantial reductions 
in the key indicators of destructive potential. If the INF and START 
talks are successful, the huge Soviet advantage in ground-based 
ballistic missiles will be eliminated. These alone are the weapons 
which “defy deterrence". If the Soviet Union accepts nuclear arms 
control agreements based on the principle of “deterrence only", which 
is the heart of our negotiating position, a Soviet first strike would 
be impossible. Then -- but only then -- nuclear tension would 
diminish. : 


IV 


In President Reagan's statement on arms control of November 18, 1981, 
he spoke of the importance which we attach to progress in the Vienna 
negotiations on mutual and balanced force reductions in Europe <-- the 
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so-called MBFR negotiations. As all of you know, these negotiations, 
underway for almost a decade, have been bogged down rrimarily as a 
result of Soviet intransigence over acknowledging exactly how many 
Warsaw Pact forces there are in the area of reductions to be covered 
by a treaty. The Soviet view applies the principle of caveat emptcr 
with a vengeance. Meaningful progress toward the established goal of 
reductions to equal levels is hardly possible if we cannot agree on 
the number of forces now deployed by each side -— the basis needed to 
negotiate the reductions. Unless both sides are satisfied about the 
adequacy of the data used in the negotiation, it is hard to imagine 
how an atmosphere of trust can be expected to develop. 


The West has taken a new initiative in moving the MBFPR negotiations 
forward. In July the West formally tabled a draft ABPR treaty, 
embodying a new, comprehensive proposal designed to give renewed 
momentum to the negotiations. The new proposal highlights the primary 
Western objective in these negotiations, which is the lowering of 
tensions in Central Europe through a reduction in conventional forces, 
and the establishment of parity at lower force levels is the form of 
common collective ceilings on the military manpower of each side. 

This proposal, tabled tn the form of a draft treaty, goes far to meet 
Eastern concerns, and underscores Western seriousness and willingness 
to bring about militarily significant reductions in Central Europe. 

We can only hope that the Soviet Union and its allies will understand 
the significance of the Western draft treaty and respond in a positive 
way. 


At this point, let me add a brief note about CSCE and the Madrid 
Meetings, since the CSCE process is decidedly relevant to the overall 
Climate for arms control efforts. Like the UN Charter, the Helsinki 
Pinal Act recognizes that basic human rights and fundamental freedoms 
are an essential element in the overall equation that defines security 
and cooperation between States. The United States is committed to the 
Helsinki Pinal Act and to the CSCE process in its entirety. As part 
of this commitment, we seek balanced and substantive improvements both 
in the implementation of previously made agreements and in 
strengthening tne provisions of these agreements. That was our intent 
when the Madrid Meeting first convened two years ago, and that will be 
our intent when it resumes on November 9. Unfortunately, however, 
events in Poland and the brutal intensification of repression in the 
Soviet Union clearly indicate that other states do not share our 
commitment to the integrity of the process begun at Helsinki. This 
will make progress at Madrid extremely difficult. 


Another important arms control challenge facing the international 
community is the threat of the spread of nuclear weapons. The United 
States and the Soviet Union have assumed special responsibilities to 
work together in order to limit and reduce nuclear arms. The United 
States has been trying to carry out that responsibility through a long 
series of nuclear arms control proposals, starting in 1946. [It will 
continue to do so. But the problem of non-proliferation is not merely 
one of negotiating nuclear arms control agreements between the Soviet 
Union and the United States. The isssue runs deeper. Every state, 
nuclear and non-nuclear alike, has the same interest in preventing 
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nuclear proliferation. A world of numerous and dispersed nuclear 
weapons would be unstable and unpredictable. As Secretary Shultz said 
to the General Assembly a month ago, “The threat of nuclear 
proliferation extends to every region in the world and demands the 
attention and energy of every government.* International cooperation 
in non-proliferation is essential if we are to confront this major 
threat to international peace. 


The IAEA and the NPT are the most universally accepted instruments of 
non-proliferation policy and deserve continued broad support. They 
cannot alone guarantee the world against nuclear proliferation. But 
they’ are indispensable weapons in the effort. 


Like a number of other international institutions, IAEA has recently 
been made the victim of a damaging attack. Some member states have 
attempted to use the agency as a forum for political warfare. The 
procedures used in these deplorable episodes are contrary to the 
Charter and the statutes of each of the agencies involved. The United 
States and a number of other nations are resolved to resist this trend 
as a major threat to the efficacy of our international institutions. 
All that has been achieved in nearly 40 years of devoted effort is 
imperiled by such short-sighted and illegal behavior. The United 
States calls on all members of the United Nations to join in 
protecting -- and strengthening -- these invaluable international 
resources, which are and must remain universal in their reach. 


The US continues its efforts to seek wider acceptance of the NPT, and 
earlier this month in Washington we were pleased to welcome Uganda 
into the ranks of NPT parties -- the 119th country to recognize the 
NPT as an important element of international security. 


The United States continues to believe that nuclear weapon-free zones 
can, under appropriate conditions, enhance regional security. The 
Treaty of Tlatelolco has contributed significantly to the prospects 
for longterm security in Latin America, and we remain hopeful that 
progress can be made towards its full entry into force throughout the 
region. We believe that nuclear weapon-free zone arrangements could 
contribute to the security and peace of other regions as well. We 
commend efforts toward this end, and would urge the relevant countries 
to explore more actively the possibilities for progress in this area. 


Mr. Chairman, I should like to turn now to a subject to which my 
Government attaches major importance -- the matter of chemical 
weapons, their use, and efforts to ban them. When I spoke to this 
body last year, I underlined the deep and continuing concern of ay 
Government over the use of chemical warfare in Southeast Asia and 
Afghanistan. Since that time even more compelling evidence of this 
activity has come to light. The United States brought this new 
evidence to the attention of the United Nations in March of this year 
in the form of a report which compiled all of the evidence we had 
before us into a single document. The conclusions contained in that 
report are unassailable: that selected Lao and Vietnamese forces, 
under direct supervision of Soviet personnel, have used lethal 
chemical weapons--including prohibited toxins--since 1976 at least; 
and that Soviet forces in Afghanistan have used a variety of lethal 
and non-lethal chemical agents since the December 1979 invasion. 





ie ee ee ee Le ee 


Policy Current Documents, 1982” 


ee 


e Si « 


Since the release of this report, others have conducted their own 
investigations and have come independently to similar conclusions. 

The Canadian Government, for example, recently submitted a report to 
the United Nations which cited further evidence of the use of such 
lethal chemical substances in Southeast Asia. I regret to say that 
such use continues. My own government has obtained further 
significant evidence of such use, which we will shortly submit to the 
United Nations. Pinally, there is the United Nations’ own group of 
experts, whose report on this subject we expect before the end of this 
Asseably session. Their task is not an easy one. As President Reacan 
stressed this summer in his address to SSOD II, therefore, we urge the 
governments of the Soviet Union, Laos, and Vietnam to grant full anc 
free access to the areas in which chemical attacks have been 

reported. Ending the use of these horrible weapons should be given 
the highest priority by <he international community. Violations of 
existing legal constraints have a negative impact on the entire arms 
control atmosphere. 


It is against this backdrop that efforts have continued in the 
Committee on Disarmament to develop a convention which would ban the 
development, production, and stockpiling of chemical weapons. Is it 
any wonder that the United States, along with many other delegations, 
insists that such a convention contain effective verification 
provisions? Is it any wonder that the Committee is devoting so much 
careful consideration to this critical aspect of a convention? We 
only wish that it had been possible to make more progress on the 
matter this year. 


Many of you, no doubt, recall that in June, when Poreign Minister 
Gromyko appeared before the General Assembly's Second Special Session 
devoted to Disarmament, he unveiled a new Soviet proposal on chemical 
weapons, in the form of “basic provisions* for a draft convention. 
Part of that draft convention addressed the issue of verification in 
terms which suggested that the Soviet Union might now be prepared to 
accept systematic international on-site inspection in certain 
circumstances. This appeared to be an interesting and constructive 
step. Most of us believe that systematic international on-site 
inspection, which cannot be vetoed, is essential to the verification 
of a ban on chemical weapons. But when our delegation to the 
Committee on Disarmament's summer session -- together with many others 
-- sought to obtain elaboration from the Soviet delegation about their 
own proposal, we were met with equivocation and evasion. We hope and 
expect that a more constructive attitude will prevail at the next CD 
session. 


Mention of the Committee on Disarmament leads me to discuss another 
issue, important to all of us, which has preoccupied the Committee for 
many years. This is the question of a comprehensive nuclear test ban. 


Pirst of all, let me repeat here what I said earlier in the year to 
the Committee on Disarmament on this question: a comprehensive 
nuclear test ban remains a longterm United States arms control 
objective. We do not believe that, under present circumstances, a CTB 
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could help to reduce the threat of nuclear war. Purthermore, the 
verification of such a ban remains a serious problem for us. As yet 
we see no definitive solution. Thus we proposed that the verification 
aspects of the nuclear test ban problem be discussed in a working 
group of the Committee on Disarmament, a proposal which ultimately won 
approval of the Committee. 


What happened next is instructive. The Soviet Union and its allies 
having agreed to the mandate for the working group sought to obstruct 
effective work in the group. Then it put forward the proposition that 
the working group had fulfilled its mandate. 


In his speech before the General Assembly, Foreign Minister Gromyko 
called for the negctiation of a comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty 
and, in the meantime, proposed a moratorium on all nuclear 
explosions. The Poreign Minister has also tabled a draft treaty for 
our consideration, as well as draft resolutions on the subject. The 
United States will, of course, study these proposals with care. Much 
of the material in these proposals is already familiar. 


The Soviet proposal makes no reference to verification. By its very 
nature it lacks any means to ensure compliance. I should note that 
the last time we had a moratorium on nuclear testing, some 20 years 
ago, it was abruptly followed by a large series of Soviet nuclear 
tests -- tests whose clandestine preparation had clearly been underway 
during the moratorium.. They included the two largest nuclear tests 
ever carried out, one of which had a yield of about 60 megatons. 


The Soviet Union has placed great emphasis in its public statements on 
its pledge not to be the first to use nuclear weapons. The Soviet 
position is a cynical exploitation of one of the most troublesome 
moral issues of our age. The controversy about “no first use* pledges 
underscores the wisdom of the Secretary General's advice that all the 
nations recommit themselves to the principles of the Charter. NATO 
has long followed a policy -- one it has recently reiterated -- that 
none of its weapons will ever be used “except in response to attack". 
We see no value in a pledge not to be the first to use nuclear weapons 
if a "right", or at least the power to use conventional weapons in 
contravention of the UN Charter is claimed and reserved. The main 
effect of nuclear arms control agreements should not be to make the 
world safe for conventional aggressive war. In any event, the Soviet 
"no first use" pledge is unverifiable and unenforceable. Its 
credibility is belied by the nature of Soviet military doctrine, and 
by the ominous Soviet buildup of massive land-based ballistic 
missiles, which present an obvious threat of first use. 


Mr. Chairman, I have often spoken of the problems which an excessive 
devotion to secrecy can pose to arms control efforts. Many in this 
chamber have long argued that greater openness in military matters 
could help to reduce tensions and lessen the danger of war. Some 
measures along these lines have already been instituted in Europe as 
an outgrowth of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, 
and indeed they have made a modest contribution to a reduction of 
tensions in this most heavily armed area of the world. 
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My Government is among those which would like to see a wider 
application of the principle of openness. In particular, we should 
like to see greater participation of states in the reporting of their 
military budgets to the United Nations, which the General Assembly has 
repeatedly endorsed, and in the work of the UN experts to improve the 
comparability of statistics. President Reagan emphasized this policy 
in his speech to the General Assembly at its Second Special Session on 
Disarmament in June. It is our hope that this session of the General 
Assembly will encourage a broadening of the effort to promote full 
disclosure, and we will be suggesting ways in which this might be done. 


Similarly, I think that the World Disarmament Campaign, which was 
debated at the Special Session, holds some promise for promoting more 
widespread, open and thoughtful debate about disarmament. This is to 
be welcomed, provided agreed principles for the campaign are 
universally ervec. As you know, the United States worked hard at 
the Special Sessison to ensure that these principles are included in 
the Campaign. We think that this point is worth emphasizing again in 
any resolution which the Assembly may consider this fall on the 


Campaign. 


The Secretary General's call to the nations to recommit themselves to 
the Charter should be the dominant theme of this meeting. One place 
to begin the effort he recommends is in the nuclear arms negotiations 
between the Soviet Union and the United States, now going on in 
Geneva. We urge the Soviet Union to abandon the claim of a right to 
retain a nuclear arsenal which goes beyond any conceivable limits of 
defense and deterrence. To accept the principle of deterrence as the 
foundation of the INF and START talks would be a giant step towards 
the goal of peace. 


In conclusion, I return to the theme with which I started -- that arms 
control and disarmament efforts can be useful instruments of a 
strategy for attaining and preserving peace, but in no sense can they 
be a substitute for such a strategy. In the absence of general 
respect for the rules of the Charter, arms control negotiations can be 
futile at best, and damaging to the cause of peace at worst. As the 
Secretary General has reminded us, peace can be ensured only by 
enforcing the prescriptions of the Charter against aggression. Since 
no one can be certain that the escalation from conventional to nuclear 
war would not occur, the only way to free mankind from the threat of 
nuclear war is to stop conventional war as well. The draft pastoral 
letter of the Committee on War and Peace of the National Conference of 
Catholic Bishops of the United States, released on October 25, 1982, 
puts the issue with austere eloquence: 


"We must reemphasize with all our being...that it 
is not only nuclear war that must be prevented, but 
war itself, the scourge of humanity.* 
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Mr. President, for the fourth consecutive year the General Assembly is 
considering the matter of Kampuchea's military occupation by neighboring 
Vietnam, a situation denying the Kampuchean people their right to 
self-determination. Vietnam's action against Kampuchea gravely violates 
the Charter of the United Nations. Its aggression in Kampuchea also 
poses a threat to its other neighbors in Southeast Asia. Vietnam 
persists in defiance of resolutions of the last three sessions of the 
General Assembly and of the Declaration of the International Conference 
on Kampuchea, brought together under the leadership of the Association 
of Southeast Asian Nations and sponsored by the United Nations. Indeed, 
it is no overstatement to say that Vietuam's aggression against a 
smaller, weaker neighbor -- if it continues unchecked in this time of 
threatening international anarchy -- undermines the security of weaker 
states everywhere. 
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In Phnom Penh there is a Kampuchean dictator installed and maintained in 
office only by the presence throughout the country of some 180,000 
soldiers of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam. Vietnam in turn is 
heavily dependent upon supplies from the Soviet Union, and the services 
of some 10,000 Soviet military advisers in Vietnam, in order to maintain 
its military occupation of Kampuchea. 


The regime installed by the Vietnamese army in Phnom Penh denies its 
subjects fundamental freedoms of speech, press and association. Free 
elections are unknown under the rule of the figurehead leader, Heng 
Samrin. Outspoken opponents and others merely suspected of dissent have 
been imprisoned or have disappeared. This regime strictly curtails the 
freedom of the Kampuchean people to pursue the economic, social and 
cultural development of their families, of their towns and villages, and 
of their nation. 


As a regime of foreign occupation, the so-called “People's Republic of 
Kampuchea® is breaking apart Kampuchean cultural and national integrity 
in favor of an elaborate system of Vietnamese colonial domination. A 
number of former high-ranking functionaries of the Heng Samrin regime 
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have cast aside their privileges and risked their very lives to become 
refugees at the Thai border. From Hanoi one hears that occupied 
Kampuchea actually is *liberated* Kampuchea, and it is true that Hanoi's 
armies drove the Khmer Rouge from Phnom Penh. But let us not forget 
that Hanoi, together with its allies in Moscow and elsewhere, materially 
and enthusiastically supported the coming to power of the Khmer Rouge. 
Hanoi provided training to Khmer Rouge cadre before the Khmer Rouge 
capture of Phnom Penh in 1975, and Hanoi supported the Khmer Rouge 
regime's program of mass murder and ideological nihilism until the Khmer 
Rouge became, from Hanoi‘s hegemonistic perspective, too independent. 


If the Vietnamese in Kampuchea are truly liberators, then we must ask 
why nearly 180,000 Vice=namese troops are required to keep the Kampuchean 
people from overthrowing it. We must ask why the Vietnamese occupation 
avthorities will not allow the safe, legal and orderly repatriation of 
those Kampuchean peasants now displaced in Thailand, who are willing to 
risk returning to their farms. We must ask as well why the Vietnamese 
occupation forces continue to shell heavily civilian concentrations of 
nationalist Khmer near the Thai border. We must ask why the Vietnamese, 
following the example given in Afghanistan by their Soviet patrons, are 
employing chemical weapons against Khmer freedom fighters. 


Mr. President, we have stressed the hardship and injustice imposed on 
the Kampuchean people by the Vietnamese invasion, and we have underlined 
also the threat this aggressive behavior poses to the other states of 
the region. In fairness we should also take note of the hardship 
Vietnam's occupation of Kampuchea is causing the Vietnamese people 
themselves. Already one of the 20 poorest nations in the world, Vietnam 
has amassed the world's third largest standing army. The heavy price for 
this policy of military aggression is being paid for not only by the 
beleaguered draftees of the Vietnamese army, but also by the heavily 
taxed farmers and laborers of Vietnam, and the dependent mothers and 
children of that unhappy and unfree country. 


Mr. President, while the Kampuchean people now living under the 
Vietnamese-imposed dictatorship suffer a lack of freedom to pursue 
personal, social and economic fulfillment according to their abilities, 
some Kampucheans have fled and remain outside the control of Heng Samrin 
and the Vietnamese simply in order to enjoy some greater degree of 
freedom to pursue their aspirations. The people and government of the 
Kingdom of Thailand, at no small sacrifice to their own economic and 
social needs, temporarily have given harbor to hundreds of thousands of 
Kampuchean refugees fleeing oppression and famine induced by 
totalitarian policies. Thailand deserves our profound thanks. 
Moreover, the United Nations system, supported by free, generous and 
civilized people and their governments, deserves great credit. It has 
provided generous and ready assistance to Kampucheans who fled their 
homes in order to find their way back to the ground of freedom and 
dignity. 


Special recognition should be accorded to His Excellency, Mr. Poul 
Bartling, the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, for the 
outstanding and indispensable work he and his office have performed in 
protecting and sustaining the refugees in Thailand and in assisting in 
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the resettlement of many of the Kampucheans to third countries. The 
Secretary-General and his special representative for humanitarian 
assistance to the Kampuchean people, Sir Robert Jackson, deserve our 
praise for mounting a complex joint mission in international aid for 
desperately hungry and needy Kampucheans in Thailand, in the border 
area, and in the interior of Kampuchea itself. 


Generous assistance from free world governments and voluntary agencies 
has helped to banish famine from Kampuchea. The Kampucheans seeking 
haven in Thailand and at the border, however, clearly will require 
international assistance for some time, and it remains imperative for 
the well-being of these refugees and displaced persons that the 
Secretary-General continue to lead the coordination of this assistance, 
and that governments continue to contribute to the effort. 


Mr. President, we have before us a resolution offering the framework for 
a comprehensive settlement of the political situation that has imposed 
such great suffering upon the Kampuchean people. The resolution, 
offered by members of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations and 
more than 40 other United Nations members, reaffirms declarations by the 
past three sessions of this Assembly. The essential elements of the 
ASEAN nations’ proposal for a settlement in Kampuchea are simple: first, 
the withdrawal of all foreign forces; and, second, the enabling of the 
Kampuchean people freely to choose their government. We have in the 
past indicated our strong support for the course which ASEAN members 
have proposed; we are pleased to do so again today. 


The pending resolution reaffi:ms not only these principles, which are 
essential for peace anywhere, but also the framework for a just 
Kampuchean settlement established last year in New York at the 
International Conference on Kampuchea. If followed in good faith by the 
responsible parties, the prescriptions of the International Conference 
would bring about the supervised withdrawal of all foreign forces, 
guarantees of public authorities’ respect for the fundamental human 
rights of the Kampuchean people; a process of free elections to let the 
Kampuchean people choose a truly Kampuchean government; and safeguards 
to respect the sovereignty, independence and neutrality of the 
Kampuchean nation. The United Nations would be given the solemn 
responsibility of guaranteeing the fairness, openess and honesty of each 
of these processes. 


The International Conference on Kampuchea provides a fair and honorable 
mechanism for the Vietnamese to withdraw from Kampuchea. In contrast, 
Vietnam has put forward a counterproposal calling for a regional peace 
conference that blandly ignores the greatest violation of peace in the 
region, Vietnam's occupation of Kampuchea. Vietnam makes claims that 
it has withdrawn some of its troops, but all information is to the 
contrary .Vietnam has made no reduction of its forces in Kampuchea, but 
Simply has traded units and in the end has reinforced its army of 
occupation. With the other participants in the International Conference 
we reiterate our call for Vietnam to move away from this sterile and 
uncooperative posture and to join in good-faith a resumed International 
Conference on Kampuchea. 
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’ Mr. President, my delegation regards with appreciation the appearance in 


this Assembly of His Royal Highness Prince Norodom Sihanouk and of His 
Excellency, Mr. Son Sann, representatives of Kampuchean people 
struggling for the restoration in their country of national 
independence, personal freedom, the democratic process and the rule of 
reason and law. Their participation in the coalition of Democratic 
Kampuchea gives substance to hopes that popular, democratic, nationalist 
Kampuchean movements will provide the Khmer with an alternative to the 
grim choice between the Khmer Rouge ard a Vietnamese-dominated Kampuchea. 


Prince Sihanouk expressed a love of peace and a will toward 
understanding shared by civilized people everywhere when he told this 
Assembly: 

"I feel no hate towards Vietnam. I have never ceased 

to recognize that the geographical position of our two 

countries make them neighbors to the end of time and 

that they are, because of this, compelled to under- 

stand each other and to listen to each other. This 

understanding, rowever, can only be established 

between equals and not between servant and master." 


As Prince Sihanouk has made clear, and as the leaders of ASEAN have 
affirmed, the resolution before us today in no way threatens the 
independence and security of Vietnam, Laos, the Soviet Union, or any 
other nations globally or regionally concerned with the situation in 
Cambodia. On the contrary, restoring respect for the sanctity of 
international borders in Southeast Asia and for the fundamental human 
rights of the people of Kampuchea, will enhance the the peace, stability 
and well-being of that vital and tormented region, and beyond it, of all 
regions torn by armed conflict between states. 


Mr. President, at this General Assembly, many of us have called 
attention to the United Nations’ failure to deal resolutely and 
effectively with international aggression. The pattern of aggression is 
sadly familiar to us all: The aggressor acts swiftly; he overwhelms his 
weaker adversary; and then he defies the international community to act. 
The aggressor's hope is to present us with a fait accompli. Over time, 
he expects that our concern with the fate of his victims will diminish, 
that our opposition to his “irreversible situation" will ebb. 
Eventually, the aggressor expects that we will all return to “business 
as usual." 


If we in the General Assembly truly wish to stengthen peacekeeping 
efforts of the United Nations, I can think of no better place to begin 
than in Kampuchea. Over the past three years, the General Assembly has 
stood firm against Vietnam's aggression, has supported the constructive 
efforts of ASEAN, and has insisted that Vietnam totally withdraw from 
occupied Kampuchea. This year, we have an opportunity in the form of 
this resolution on the situation in Kampuchea, to renew our commitment 
to the goal of an independent and free Kampuchea as well as to the 
principles of the United Nations Charter which defend all U.N. members 
against aggression and the world against anarchy. My government asks 
all United Nations members truly desirous of strengthening our 
institution to join us in support of the resolution. 
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Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative to the Third 
Committee of the 37th General Assembly of the United Nations, in 
Explanation of Vote on Resolutions under Items 75, 76, 79, and 80 
Resolutions L.3, L.7, L.9, Lell, L.12, L.13, L.14, L.15 





The United States will deliver a single explanation of vote for the 
resolutions taken up under items 75, 76, and 80 dealing with questions 
related to the issue of racism and racial discrimination. These 
resolutions are numbered L.3, L.7, L.12, L.13, L.14, and L.15. In our 
view, the proliferation of largely overlapping resolutions in one 
subject area is not sufficient reason to justify a proliferation of 
largely overlapping explanations of vote. Thus this single statement. 


The United States has voted against four of the six resolutions | 
under these items. These resolutions are L.3 regarding the “Decade for 
Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination,*® L.12 dealing with 
the apartheid Convention, L.14 dealing with the report of the Committee 
on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD), and L.15 dealing 
largely with the question of trade with South Africa. 


We have voted for resolution L.7 dealing with ratification of the 
International Convention on the Blimination of All Forms of Racial 
Discrimination, and L.13/Rev.1 dealing with reporting obligations under 
the Convention. With respect to L.7, we would like to point out that we 
have joined in consensus notwithstanding the reference in operative 
paragraph 3 to the Decade for Action. This reference addresses the 
question of the realization of the objectives of the Decade, objectives 
which were set forth in 1973 by the General Assembly in Resolution 
3057. This resolution, adopted two years before Resolution 3379 which 
called Zionism a form of racism, continues to receive the support of the 
United States. As the delegates here well know, the United States no 
longer participates in activities related to the Decade owing to the 
adoption and continued relevance of resoluton 3379, an obnoxious and 
self-defeating document which, by equating Zionism with racism, distorts 
the meaning of both and undermines any serious effort to oppose racisn. 
The references in resolution L.3 and L.14 to the Arab-Israeli conflict 
merely compound the damage already done. 

With respect to these resolutions, as well as to L.12 and 
L.15, our position was fully elaborated in our speech to the 
Committee on racism and racial discrimination. Let me 


_ reiterate once again that the system of apartheid is deeply 


repugnant to the American people and to the Government of the 
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United States. At the same time, we cannot accept the view 
contained in L.12 that apartheid is “a crime against humanity” 
in the context of international law. Indeed, the United States 
considers the apartheid convention to be 4 fatally flawed 
instrument, and we cannot, therefcre, encourage its 
ratification. 


We also reject the call in operative paragraph 12 of L.3 
that all states outlaw the dissemination of ideas based on 
racial superiority. We do not believe that democratic ends can 
be effectively or morally pursued through the use of 
anti-democratic means. Ideas that are obnoxious to free 
peoples will be rejected by free peoples through open 
democratic processes. The cause of human rights, which 
includes opposition to racism, will not be helped by methods 
which infringe upon human rights. 


In other respects, we also feel that the approach advocated 
in these resolutions is much less likely to alter and eliminate 
the system of apartheid than it is to promote destructive 
confrontation and the strengthening of elements in South Africa 
opposed to change. The support for armed struggle called for 
in L.3 and L.15 is misguided and counter-productive, and it 
furthermore amounts to the rejection of broadly representative 
black groups within South Africa that are working for peaceful 
change. 


Moreover, the United States rejects the view that 
investment by foreign corporations in South Africa perpetuates 
the system of apartheid or the continued South African presence 
in Namibia. On the contrary, it is the view of my government 
that U.S. transnational corporations, especially through 
adherence to the Sullivan Principles on fair employment 
practices, can contribute to a peaceful evolution away from the 
apartheid system. The sanctions called for in resolutions L.3, 
L.14, and L.15 will not encourage such an evolution but will -- 
in addition to harming the economic well-being of black South 
Africans -- have the opposite effect. Moreover, the decision 
to impose sanctions lies within the exclusive competence of the 
Security Council. 


With respect to operative paragraph 12 of L.15 which 
requests all specialized agencies, including the International 
Monetary Fund, to refrain from granting any type of loans to 
South Africa, I should simply like to refer the Committee to 
the statement delivered last week in the General Assembly by 
the U.S. Representative Gordon C. Luce which explains in full 
the reasons for our opposition to this proposal. 

The approach advocated in these resolutions is not only 
misguided, but it is flawed by an egregious double standard. 
Resolutions L.3 and L.15 condemn “Western and other trading 
partners of South Africa." If some countries are to be 
mentioned for trading with South Africa, then all countries 
which engage in such trade should also be noted. Many, 
probably most, of the countries of every region in the world -- 
and that includes 
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Africa, Asia, Latin America, as well as the Soviet bloc -- 
engage in trade with South Africa. Instead of elaborating 
further on this point, we would like to refer the Committee to 
the International Monetary Fund's Yearbook for 1981 on 
Directions of Trade Statistics, pages 339 and 340 as well as 





page 52. 


With respect to the resolutions on self-determination under 
item 79, we would like to state the following: During the 
course of this debate - the United States has expressed its 
support for a consistent, democratic and universal approach to 
the question of self-determination. Resolution L.9 is 
consistent with this approach and we have therefore joined in a 
consensus in adopting it. We are satisfied, in particular, 
that the resolution clearly applies to the situations in 
Afghanistan and Kampuchea, both of which ciearly and directly 
involve a denial of the exercise of the right of 
self-determination owing to foreign military intervention and 
occupation. 


At the same time, we have opposed resolution L.11l because it 
takes an approach that is neither consistent nor democratic nor 
universal, and which is characterized by rhetoric both strident 
and counterproductive. The content and tone of this resolution 
will not facilitate peaceful evolutionary change in South 
Africa or the achievement of independence of Namibia--two 
objectives which the United States fully supports and is 
working very, very hard to realize. We also strongly object to 
the formulations concerning the Arab/Israeli conflict which do 
nothing to advance peace in that troubled region, but can only 
encourage more polarization. We refer here to two points made 
in our own address to the Committee--specifically, that 
independence is but one of a number of possible outcomes in a 
process of self-determination, and that any sound approach to 
self-determination cannot support self-determination for one 
people at the expense of another people's right to 
self-determination. 


We also wish to reiterate our opposition to one of the 
prescriptions for briiging about self-determination advocated 
in Resolution L.1l- The U.S. is opposed to provisions of 
assistance to so-called national liberation movements, and in 
this connection, and by a decision of the United States 
Congress, deducts a proportionate share for UN programs 
constituting support for such organizations. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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= Mr. Chairman, yesterday, the Director of the United States Arms 

a Control and Disarmament Agency, the Honorable Eugene Rostow, spoke 

so to this Committee. Mr. Rostow sought in a constructive and 

-s methodical manner to put the facts on record concerning the various 

=§ aspects of the arms control program of the United States. The 

: 8 United States, therefore, deeply regrets that, speaking only one day 

" later, the Soviet Representative Vladmir Petrovskiy failed to 

_~ exercise similar restraint or respect for the important work of this 

a: Committee, instead, devoted himself to an exercise in cold war 

"3 propaganda and misstatement 

So We recognize, of course, that Ambassador Petrovskiy was merely 

| = echoing the recent belligerent stance of Party Chairman Leonid 

ton Brezhnev who, speaking to the command personnel of the Soviet Armed 


Forces, also yesterday October 27, said and I quote “it is of 
exceptional importance to wield weapons in a masterly way, to be 
able to use in full their combat possibilities." I would also note 
Brezhnev's pledge that the Party Central Committee will adopt 
whatever measures necessary to equip the Russian forces with the 
most advanced weapons and military hardware. Frankly, this kind of 
tough talk calls into serious question the sincerity of the various 
offers the Soviet Union claims to have made in the disarmament field. 


But of course this is not new. As early as 1962, the publication 
Soviet Military Strateagy said and I quote “on the battlefields the 
decisive role will be played by fire of nuclear weapons. The other 
means of armed combat will utilize the results of nuclear attacks 
for the final defeat of the enemy." In 1979, Chief of Staff 
Ogarkov, the Soviet Union's top-ranking professional military 
officer, called for the “timely and many-sided preparation of the 
country" for what could be "protracted" nuclear war. And in 
February of this year, on the Soviet Army-Navy Day, Ogarkov 

pub’i.s ed a booklet deploring “elements of pacifism" among citizens 
of «he Soviet Union. 
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While President Brezhnev was thus dedicating the Soviet Union to a 
new round in the arms race, Dr. Rostow noted to the Committee that 
the first step back from the edge of the abyss is to achieve a 
change in the minds of men and that such change must precede 
effective action. Rostow pointed to contradictions between, on the 
one hand, complex proposais for control of specific weapons systems 
and, on the other, invasion of neighboring non-aligned countries. 
The Soviet Union may speak, as Mr. Petrovskiy did irresponsibly this 
morning, of nuclear brinkmanship by the United States, but, as 
President Brezhnev stated yesterday, it is Soviet foreign policy 
that rests on Soviet military power. Power which he emphasized has 
been and will be increased. The Soviet attitude toward President 
Reagan's proposal during the Special Session last August for a 
Conference on Military Expenditures, which Petrovskiy described as 
sterile polemics, is a further illustration of Soviet hypocrisy. 
Moscow, it seems, has no desire to engage in discussion or provide 
facts on Soviet military expenditures. These are figures, not — 
subject to the scrutiny of a free press, which the Soviets guard 
very jealously. Speaking in Plenary debate on October 27, Soviet 
Ambassador Troyanovsky engaged in the luxury of bolstering his 
arguments with quotes from the Washington Post, the Los Angeles 
Times, the Christian Science Monitor, the Philadelphia Inquirer, and 
the New York Times. I need not point out that independent scrutiny 
of a free press of Soviet military expenditures or any other aspect 
of Russian life does not exist in that repressive and 
state-controlled environment. 


Mr. Chairman, the Conference on Military Expenditures is just one of 
several major disarmament proposals by the Reagan Administration 
which the Soviet Union has chosen not to address. On October 18, 
1981, President Reagan offered to cancel deployments of the Pershing 
Two and ground-launched missiles if the USSR would eliminate its 
SS-20, SS-4 and SS-5 missiles. On May 9, the President announce. a 
two-phased approach to the Strategic Arms Reduction Talks which 
began on June 29, 1981. On June 10, 1982, the President announced a 
major new NATO initiative for the MBFR talks in Vienna to seek 
common collective ceilings for ground forces. I will not take up 
the Committee's time with a further listing of offers and 
counter-offers in this complex field. 


I would like, however, Mr. Chairman, to briefly note several 
preposterous and unfounded political charges by the Russian 
Representative. He actually charged that the United Sta‘*vs is 
exploiting the internal problems of Poland and spoke of the 
inalienable right of Poles to solve their own problems. As we all 
know, Russian troop* remain in Poland precisely to prevent Poles 
from solving their own problems. The millions of Poles who belong 
to or support Solidarity are committed to solving their own 
problems, and it is the military regime of General Jaruzelski, 
obediant to its Soviet masters, that is frustrating their will. 


Mr. Chairman, the Soviet Representative this morning sought to 
reopen the tortuous history of Indochina at a time when as all here 
know that the Soviet Union is in flagrant occupation of Afghanistan 
with over 100,000 assault troops, and it also sponsors Vietnam and 
its occupation of Cambodia with twice that number. The Soviet 
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delegate has also referred to United States weapons usea by Israel 
in Lebanon, but conveniently neglected to mention that the arsenals 
against which they were deployed and over which they prevailed were 
Russian made and supplied. 


Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I cannot fail to note the fact that the 
Russian delegate in daring to criticize the United States this 
morning, this is most surprising, actually referred to the 
circumstances of the opening of World War II in 1939. Forty-three 
years is surely too short a time for any of us to forget the 
infamous Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact of August 1939. It was just after 
its signature that on September 1 the Hitlerite Armies attacked 
Poland from the west, while from the east, Hitler's Russian allies 
invaded the very same Poland whose right to solve its own problems 
Moscow asserts today. Let no one here forget that the next month, 
in October, Soviet troops occupied and rolled over the Baltic 
Republics of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania. And finally, Mr. 
Chairman, let no one here forget the Soviet invasion on November 30, 
1939 of gallant Finland, subdued only in 1940 by fourteen Red Army 
Divisions. All represent an interesting and instructive display of 
Russian concern for the principle of non-intervention. 


So much, Mr. Chairman, for the start of World War II and for Russian 
Sincerity to date in taking concrete, verifiable steps to avert the 
unthinkable World War III. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


| 
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Statement by Ambassador William C. Sherman, United States 
Representative, in the Fourth Committee, in explanation of vote on 
Draft Decision A/37/23 (part 2) addendum 1, paragraph 13---Military 
Activities and Arrangements, October 26, 1982. 


Mr. Chairman, permit me to address myself to the draft decision 
on military activities which is now before us. The United States 
cannot accept the original, Soviet-inspired premise on which the 
draft decision is based, i.e., that the Mfesence of military 
bases in non-self-governing territories is automatically a 


hindrance to self-determination. 


We recognize that the language of this present decision concerns 
only such military activities and arrangements as do impece 
Decolonization, and only in colonial, repeat colonial, territories. 
A list of places where Soviet troops are more powerful than 
indicenous soldiers would be a welcome addition to a list of 
"colonial territories”. Indeed, the General Assembly has 
condemned the most flagrant of these impositions of outside 


political and military control. 


Understandably, therefore, this draft did not enjoy consensus in 


the Special Committee. Its parentace as well as its logic 


are flawed. It is questionable whether it comes under Item 98 and 


zndeed whether it is on the General Assembly Acenda. It is certainly 
not co-sponsored by all 25 members of the Committee of 24. The 
Fourth Committee consists of 157 member states and should not allow 
itself to be led by a few, not all of whose concern is with the 
welfare of the peoples of dependent territories. The Fourth 
Committee, as the parent body of the Committee, is poorly served 
when advised, as in this Decision, to add to our agenda casually 

and by sloppy procedures inconsistent with the Charter. Thcore is 


no precedent and no justification for a separate decision on nili- 


1982" 


tary activities. 


a ) See”) 8 ee eee ei ees | ee ryrerygn 


“vcuments, 


Mr. Chairman, my government has no colonies, is not named in this 
Decision, and will not as a matter of principle allow its defense 
needs to inhibit the sort of self-determination which is the very 
premise on which our Republic was formed. Our objections, then, 
do not arise because we are affected but because this draft Deci- 
sion is not on the Agenda of the 37th G.A. and indeed should not 
be. We also find the draft decision objectionable for its ron- 
germane references to trade, nuclear cooperation, and most notably, 


the call for a total boycott of South Africa in all fields. 


Mr. Chairman, my government is seriously committed to addressing 
substantively the issue of apartheid and to supporting those advo- 
cates in South Africa of peaceful evolutionary chance away from 
apartheid. We do not believe that rhetorical excesses such as 


are embodied in the draft decision meaningfully support those who 


are struggling to change the system in South Africa. 
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With recard to Namibia, my government, together with the Govern- 
ments of Canada, France, West Germany and the United Kingdom are 
fully encaged in efforts to find a solution to bring about inter- 


nationally recognized independence in the territory. 


Because the draft decision does not contribute to these efforts 
and micht indeed harm them, and because it did not enjoy consensus 


in the C-24 and is not on our agenda, the United States opposes 


the draft decision on Military Activitié:. 
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Statement by Ambassador Jose S. Sorzano, United States Representative 
to the United Nations Economic and Social Council in the General 
Assembly of the United Nations, in Committee II, October 29, 1982 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman, my delegation has earlier expressed here its 
congratulations to you on your election as Chairman, but as this is my 
first opportunity to address the Second “Committee during the 37th UN 
General Assembly, I want to add my own word of-congratulations. I am 
delighted that a man of your experience and ability has been chosen to 
guide the work of the Committee, and I am certain that as we move 
forward into the second half of the current session we can be assured 
that your efforts will prove successful in achieving the positive 
results we all seek from these deliberations. 


Mr. Chairman, these are, no doubt, difficult times. They are 
times of economic retrenchment, budgetary constraints, political 
upheavals, institutional crises and military conflicts. We all agree 
on that. But as we have listened to the views of other delegations it 
has become clear that there is no consensus either on the causes of 
these crises, or on the remedial measures that might be taken to 
alleviate them. That is not surprising given the complexity of the 
problems and the diversity of perspectives represented in this 
chamber. Setting aside this perhaps inevitable divergence, we surely 
can all agree that a necessary first step in moving towards the 
resolution of many of these problems lies in our capacity to maintain 
a successful dialogue on these matters. For that reason my delegation 
proposes to comment on, and respond to, the concerns and views which 
have been expressed by previous speakers both in Plenary and in the 
Second Committee on the subject of development and international 
economic cooperation. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 
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Given the current world economic situation it has not been a 
surprise to hear virtually all previous speakers express their concern 
about the state of the international economy. Indeed, some went so 
far as to call it a crisis. We would not go that far. But regardless 
of what term we may wish to use to refer to this situation it does not 
require special economic sensitivity to recognize that the 
international economy is in very poor condition. The recession that 
began in 1980 is turning out to be unusually protracted. As measured 
by several of the most important indicators, including growth of world 
GNP and of world trade, 1981 was a miserable year. Regrettably, it 
appears that 1982 may not be much better. The United States has not 
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been spared from the effects of the worldwide recession, as is 
apparent to all who have heard our latest unemployment figures. We, 
therefore, fully share the deep concern and the urgent desire for 
economic recovery expressed by so many delegations. 


On the other hand -- and without becoming Pollyannaish -- there is 
evidence to suggest that the situation is not as bad as many have 
feared. World Bank data indicates that even under the unfavorable 
conditions prevailing in 1981, not only many individual developing 
countries but entire regions in the developing world performed 
remarkably well. Both the East Asia and Pacific region and South Asia 
registered gains of five and one-half percent or higher in their GNP 
and three and one-half percent or higher in their per capita GNP. 
These two regions contain about two thirds of the population of the 
developing world and close to 90 percent of the people of the 
low-income countries. 


East Asia and the Pacific has been one of the most dynamic and 
fast-growing regions of the world economy for many years now. South 
Asia, on the other hand, had been the developing world's slowest 
growing region during the 1960s and 1970s. Not very long ago the 
economies of South Asia were erroneously dismissed as “basket cases", 
incapable of making lasting economic progress or even of saving their 
peoples from the prospect of widespread famine. Thus it is especially 
heartening that, despite the state of the world economy, this region 
has now recorded its second straight year of extraordinarily high 
rates of growth and famine is no longer an imminent threat in this 
region. 





At the domestic level there is also evidence to suggest that the 
economy may be begining to turn around. On the inflation front, our 
policies have achieved a degree of success that surpassed all 
expectations. The U.S. rate of inflation has been reduced from 12.4 
percent during 1980 to an annual rate of just 4.8 percent during the 
first nine months of 1982. Our success in the battle against 
inflation has also begun to pay off ina substantial decline in 
interest rates. During the brief three-month period from June to 
September of 1982, interest rates, as measured by the yield on 
three-month U.S. Treasury bills, plunged by four and one-half 
percentage points. These rates are now at their lowest levels in over 
two years, and are more than eight percentage points below their peak 
of May 1981. Encouraged by these developments, Wall Street has 
witnessed a sharp upward trend and, in the critical construction 
sector there has been a recent surge in housing starts. 


We hope not just for our own recovery. We are well aware that 
international economic interdependence ensures that economic trends -- 
positive as well as negative -- are rapidly communicated from one 
economic system to another. If recession is contagious so is 
prosperity. For that reason we believe that the positive trends that 
we detect in our economy will quickly spread to other economies as 
well. The Reagan Administration, by decontrolling lomestic oil 
prices, has allowed free market forces to achieve a significant drop 
in U.S. oil imports. This has contributed to a worldwide reduction in 
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oil demand, leading to a stabilization and even a slight drop in the 
price of oil. The impact of this drop in energy prices should not be 
underestimated if we keep in mind that every increase of only one 
dollar in the price of a barrel of oil costs energy-importing 
developing countries an annual amount equal to more than three 
quarters of the net transfer of resources they receive from the World 
Bank and IDA. Furthermore, every one percent reduction in U.S. 
interest rates improves the balance of payments of developing 
countries by $1 billion. Additionally, a reinvigorated American 
economy will be a better market for the exports of the developing 
countries. As President Reagan noted last year, in 1980 and 1981 
non-OPEC developing countries’ exports to the U.S. earned more than 
the entire developing world has received from the World Bank in the 
last 37 years. But it is the reduction in inflation which is most 
important for the long-term health of the world economy. The 
alternating cycles of increasing unemployment and ever-higher 
inflation that characterized the 1970s could not be allowed to 
continue indefinitely without culminating in economic disaster. To 
break this vicious cycle, it was necessary to get a firm grip on 
inflation. The fight against inflation has by no means yet been won, 
but the prospects are very encouraging. Victory over inflation should 
establish the conditions for the international economy to enter an era 
of sustained, non-inflationary growth. Economic growth, lower 
inflation, lower oil prices, and lower interest rates will help, 
cannot but help, to alleviate the pressing debt burden of many 
nations. Let us not despair, therefore, in the quest for our common 
objective: the prosperity and well being of our peoples. 


Mr. Chairman, we would also like to comment on the thesis advanced 
by some that the economic difficulties experienced by developing 
nations are attributable to their deteriorating terms of trade with 
the industrialized world. The implication seems to be that somehow 
the industrialized countries are to blame. The evidence suggests 
otherwise. Now, it is certainly true that over the past few years the 
Oil-importing developing countries have been hurt by a decline in 
their terms of trade. Yet, 1982 IMF figures show that the terms of 
trade of the industrialized countries also declined in each of the 
past three years. The only group to experience an improvement in its 
terms of trade during this period was the oil-exporting developing 
countries. The aggregate shift in the terms of trade, then, has taken 
place primarily within the ranks of the developing world, and cannot 
account for the overall decline in developing country economic growth. 


Another argument we have frequently heard asserts that increased 
spending on armaments has been a major cause of the slowdown in world 
economic growth. Once more, however, a look at the evidence suggests 
otherwise. The World Bank's World Development Report for 1982 shows 
thai: from 1972 to 1979 defense spending as a percentage of GNP in the 
industrial market economies as a whole declined from 5.1 to 3.8 








percent, with the U.S. figure registering a decrease from 6.4 percent 
to 4.6 percent. During this same period the percentage of GNP spent 
on defense rose in both the middle-income and low-income developing 
countries, with the 4.5 percent figure attained by the low-income 
countries surpassing that of the industrial market economies. In the 
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early 1980s, the United States has indeed begun to increase the 
proportion of its resources allocated to defense -- a step 
necessitated by the fact that the Soviet Union has continued to devote 
well over 10 percent of its own GNP to military spending. But U.S. 
defense expenditures today still remain well below the 8 percent of 
GNP that they averaged during the high economic growth era of the 
1950s and 1960s. In sum, an impartial observer would have to conclude 
that if spending resources for defense purposes , is a sin, then there 
are many sinners; some Sin more than others, -- regrettably -- 
those that can least afford it are arong the worst sinners. But these 
are sovereign decisions of sovereign nations. No doubt all our 
economies would be better off if we agreed on mutual reductions in 
armaments, but it would be misleading to assert that the current world 
recession is linked to Western defense spending. 


Another frequent theme during the past few weeks has been the 
dangers of protectionism to the health of the world economy. We fully 
endorse the proposition that protectionism is a danger and should be 
resisted. The benefits of free trade have long been recognized and 
are well understood. But we find less convincing the view that the 
international community need be concerned only with protectionism in 
the industrialized market economies. No one would deny that 
protectionism in the advanced industrial economies that constitute the 
market for most of the exports of the developing nations is especially 
damaging. But damaging economic policies -- price controls, exchange 
controls, labor controls, subsidies and state trading monopolies as 
well as protectionism -- are not the exclusive property of any group 
of countries. Indeed, it is clear that, looking at such practices as 
a whole, the industrialized countries are the least offending of all 
groups. Nevertheless, protectionism is a symmetrical evil. It is 
harmful in all directions and its negative consequences are felt 
regardless of the level of economic development of the nation that 
employs it. Protectionism in the developing countries, therefore, is 
also a danger to the world economy, to exporters everywhere and to the 
developing countries themselves. 


These observations bring me to another point. No matter how 
favorable the state of the world economy, the terms of trade, the 
volume of trade, the interest rates, the price of energy and the level 
of inflation may be, the economic prosperity of any nation ultimately 
rests on its own domestic economic policies. In this regard my 
delegation has repeatedly insisted on the benefits derived from 
policies that encourage market practices. We seem to have been 
misunderstood. We have heard in response to our views that markets 
are not possible without the necessary infrastructure and that the 
market, for all its magic, cannot be expected to accomplish 
everything. We agree that markets and market-oriented practices do 
not exist ina vacuum. They exist within concrete social structures, 
habits, cultural orientations and many other factors which foster or 
hinder the smooth functioning of market processes. We recognize, 
therefore, that markets cannot function effectively in the absence of 
appropriate infrastructures, and our economic development assistance 
programs -- a subject to which I shall return shortly -- have 
traditionally been oriented towards the creation of the necessary 
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infrastructure. But infrastructures are not sufficient for economic 
growth. If they were, many countries would be more advanced than they 
now are. Infrastructures need to be complemented with what we have 
called market practices. By market here we do not mean elaborate 
corporate structures, profit and loss statements, Wall Street Dow 
Jones averages or the like. We are not insensitive to the diversity 
of circumstances among the nations of the world. We are aware that 
the same principle may find different expression under different 
circumstances. But we believe in the powerful role that incentives 
play in human economic behavior. It is, for instance, of little 
comfort to a small farmer, who after months of back-breaking toil 
manages to harvest a modest crop, to be able to take it to the nearest 
market over an ODA-financed paved road, if the price that he can 
obtain for his produce is arbitrarily low because of governmental 
decrees. The farmer may not be economically erudite, indeed, he may 
be ignorant and even illiterate. But he is not dumb and his 
disappointment with the meager yield of his labor will surely be 
reflected in his subsequent economic behavior. Let us be clear, 
therefore, on the point we are making. We have not advocated 
laissez-faire, or exclusive reliance on the market place, or the 
withdrawal of governments from their legitimate areas of activity. We 
are simply highlighting the incontrovertible fact that economic 
development is ultimately traceable to individual, flesh-and-bones, 
human beings, and that economic growth is fostered by policies 
designed to promote the motivation, initiative and productivity of 
those individuals. 


The soundness of this advice has been most recently demonstrated 
in the experience of several countries in West Africa's 
drought-plagued Sahel. Here the inflexible grain-pricing schemes of 
government marketing boards had kept producer prices unnaturally low. 
With the support of an international consortium of donors, the 
governments have altered these schemes to allow the freer play of 
market forces. The results of this new production incentive are now 
beginning to flow into the grain bins of the Sahel. Previously, the 
Sahelian farmer grew only enough sorghum and millet for his own 
family, as artificially low producer prices offered by the 
monopolistic government marketing boards made sales unprofitable. Now 
that he is freed to seek a fair market price for his produce, his 
incentive to grow more grain for sale is becoming a key factor in 
increasing the Sahel's always fragile food supply. 


Mr. Chairman, a moment ago I made passing reference to our 
economic development assistance programs. The U.S. will seek to 
expand the benefits of economic growth for developing countries, and 
especially for the least developed countries, through our multilateral 
and bilateral development assistance programs. We will continue our 
support as the largest donor for the United Nations Development 
Program, UNICEF, the development-oriented specialized agencies and 
other development organizations of the United Nations system. While 
intending at present to maintain current levels of contributions, we 
are hopeful that the coming improvements in the world economy will 
permit us to increase our future contributions. 
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At the same time our Agency for International Development (AID), 
in cooperation with many developing countries and with a special 
emphasis on the least developed, is planning and implementing 
development assistance on a bilateral basis. This year the United 
States will provide $6.2 billion for developing countries ona 
bilateral basis. These funds will be invested in programs of 
infrastructure, science and technology, food production, renewable 
energy sources, rural health and the development of vital human 
resources. Additionally, using both the multilateral channel of the 
World Food Program and direct country-to-country food grants, the 
United States shares the bounty of the American harvest with the 
food-deficit developing worid as well as with regions hit by natural 
Or man-made disasters. Food assistance must by its nature be 
temporary. However, as long as the real need exists, the fruits of 
the American farmer's productivity will be there to share. With this 
blend of multilateral and bilateral assistance we hope to make a 
meaningful contribution to progress in the developing world. 


We wish we could say the same about the contributions of some 
other nations, but unfortunately we cannot. Repeating a theme first 
sounded at the summer session of ECOSOC, the delegation of the Soviet 
Union has claimed to have supplied extremely generous amounts of 
economic assistance to the developing countries, devoting 1.3 percent 
of their GNP in 1980 to this purpose. If this figure were to be 
believed, it might provide an additional reason for the eagerness of 
large numbers of Soviet citizens to emigrate from their homeland -- 
namely, the hope of gaining abroad some of the economic benefits they 
are denied at home. But of course the great preponderance of Soviet 
economic assistance goes not to countries that attract immigrants, but 
to the handful of Soviet client states in the developing world which 
themselves generate most of the world's refugees. If these few states 
are receiving development assistance on the scale the Soviet figures 
suggest, the fact that their economies nonetheless continue to 
stagnate and even retrogress becomes an even more damning indictment 
of the incapacity of Soviet-brand Communism to promote economic 
development. 


In any case, based on the meager evidence that the Soviets have 
thus far offered, their claims regarding the magnitude of their aid 
programs are hardly credible. The Soviet claims cannot be accepted as 
anything more than empty propaganda until they are backed up with the 
same kind of detailed, verifiable data regarding type and recipient of 
aid provided by the OECD countries. 


Fortunately, there is one aspect of development assistance where 
we do not have to rely on selective Soviet data in order tO measure 
Soviet performance. I am referring to multilateral development 
assistance channeled through the U.N. system. The facts are plain for 
all to see in Table A~4 of U.N. document A/37/445. This document 
reveals that the Soviet contribution comes out to a miserly 10 cents 
per capita, a level which would embarrass many a least developed 
country and which has made the phrase "Soviet Aid" a contradiction in 
terms. 
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Finally, Mr. Chairman, I should like to offer just a few comments 
on an issue of major importance to everyone here, developed and 
developing countries alike. That is the outlook for the launching of 
Global Negotiations. The President of the General Assembly earlier 
this week convened a meeting of interested countries to announce his 
appointment of Ambassador Otunnu of Uganda to chair discussions aimed 
at breaking the present impasse. The United States wishes to 
compliment President Hollai on his wise choice of Ambassador Otunnu, a 
man of imagination and proven ability. We look forward to working 
with him in this worthwhile and difficult endeavor. 


Mr. Chairman, although both sides are still unable to move ahead 
on this matter, it would be incorrect to conclude that there has not 
been progress. We have, in fact, made noticeable progress from a year 
ago, and I believe all here will agree that we have come very close to 
a sclution acceptable to all. As I noted at the conclusion of the 
36th General Assembly, we continue to believe that the Versailles text 
offers a fair and realistic basis on which to proceed. It is a 
reasonable position that was reached only after arduous negotiation. 
The principal concern with which it deals, namely, maintenance of the 
integrity of the existing specialized agencies, remains of paramount 
importance to my government. In concluding, I wish to say that my 
delegation remains prepared to work together with all our colleagues 
in seeking finally to bridge the narrow gap that still separates us. 


Thank you. 
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Mr. Chairman, 

There is no item on this committee's agenda to which my 
delegation attaches greater importance than the one now before 
us--on "Questions Relating to Information". In this judgment 
we fully reflect the primacy for the government and the people 
of the United States of a free and open marketplace of ideas 
and information, operating under the disciplines of a rigorous 
professionalism and of a deep sense of responsibility for bal- 
ance, objectivity, fairness, and scrupulous accuracy. We im- 
pose a very high standard on journalists, on all of those in 
our society indeed who convey and communicate ideas. Because, 
of course, for us ideas do have consequences: they are the 
carriers of our civilization, the lifeblood of our institu- 
tions of self-government. 

We do not impose these deeply-held convictions of ours 
on any of the delegations or any of the Member States repre- 
sented in this chamber. But, without apology, we offer them 
for your consideration. 

We suggest them as the underlying premises of our delib- 
er. tions on "Questions Relating to Information”. 

This past June, in the Committee on Information--whose 


report is before us as document A/37/2i--the United States rep- 


resentative referred to the "free flow of information and ideas” 
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in the context of Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights, and I take leave to quote again from that major 
affirmation: 

..-(E) veryone has the right to freedom of opinions 

and expression; this right includes freedom to hold 

opinions without interference and to seek, receive 

and impart information and ideas through any media 

and regardless of frontiers. 
This article cf the Universal Declaration reflects, as I have 
noted, the most profound conviction of the American people; and 


it is reflected, in turn, in last year's notable Declaration 





of Talloires and in this year's Council of Europe declaration, 
both of which were addressed specifically to the freedoms of 
expression and information. 

The report of the Committee on Information was adopted 
by consensus. It represented several weeks of hard work and 
hard bargaining. It did not wholly satisfy my delegation, 
nor any other delegation I suspect. But it did signify a 
hopeful and a healthy trend for the United Nations generally 
--a trend toward emphasis on that which unites us, on consensus- 
building. And even though we are disturbed by the re-opening 
of most of the questions that so many worked so hard to resolve 
this past summer in the Committee on Information, even though 
we are constrained to question the efficacy of that committee's 


deliberations and of a process that too often surveys and re- 


surveys the same ground--even so, Mr. Chairman, my delegation 





earnestly hopes that the spirit of consensus can be revived 
and that it will take hold here, as the Special Political Com- 
mittee continues its deliberations on this item in a Working 
Group of interested Member States. 

But there are other disturbing signs as weli that we 
feel must be addressed. 

One of them was the profoundly disturbing, even repug- 
nant, but in no way surprising statement by the representative 
of Cuba. It was a tissue of fabrications and fantasies, and 


for the most part deserves only silent contempt. (The revela- 


a 


tion that INTELSAT is a kind of wholly-owned subsidiary of two 
major American financial institutions must, however, have come 
as quite a shock to INTELSAT's eminent governing board, most 


of whose members are officials o£ governments represented in 





this chamber--but that is what I mean by fabrications and 
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fantasies.) The Cuban statement tells us nothing about the 
realities of the burgeoning universe of communications systems 
presently evolving in the West and indeed around the world, 
nor about their diverse ownership (some public, some private), 
nor about the competitive environment in which they operate, 
nor about the proliferation of services these systems offer 

at lower and lower unit cost--services to governments, to busi- 
nesses, to journalists and broadcasters, to communities and 
individuals. These communications systems are basically neu- 
tral, politically and ideologically. And the more of them 
there are, and the more competitive they are, the more neutral 


they become. 
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It is against the backdrop of this new and emerging communica- 
tions universe that we have to reflect on the Cuban representative's 
fantasy-world of capitalist conspiracies and clandestine cartels, 
cf information-control and the suppression of ideas. As I have 
observed, this Cuban world-view tells us nothing at all about the 
realities cof opportunities now before us--where abundance of communica- 
tions vehicles leads to greater freedom in the flow of information 
and ideas, and greater freedom produces still greater abundance. 

But it does indeed tell us all we need to know about the oppression 
that the Cuba of Fidel Castro imposes on its own people, and seeks 

to export throughout this Hemisphere and to other continents. This 
system of oppression, Soviet-designed, Soviet-sponsored, is the 
common thread that runs through several of the statements we have 
heard in the debate on this item--most particularly in the statement 
yesterday by the representative of Poland. All of them attack the 
free flow of ideas and information as "interference in their internal 
affairs,” as dangerous to the stability of their regimes-- and, in 

a strange and significant sense, they are right. We are engaged 

in a serious conflict with these and all other efforts to stifle 
freedom. It is the only conflict that the government and people 

of the United States deblierately seek. In this conflict our weapons 
are ideas and information--our ultimate weapon, of course, is the 
truth. This is a weapon more powerful than any available to our 
detractors. It is a conflict we intend to pursue with every resource 
available to us. And, because truth is on our side, we intend, 


however long it may take, to win this conflict of ideas and 


information. 





“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


It seems to my delegation especially ironic, and espec- 
ially telling, that the effort to “protect” the courageous peo- 
ple of Poland against Western information sources--to insulate 
them from the truth which apparently is so threatening to the 
martial law regime in that country--takes the form of massive 
and illegal interdiction of radio signals by electronic means. 
And this deliberate jamming of Polish-languacge broadcasts by 
Western communications entities, some public, some private, 
Originates not in Poland at all but rather in the Soviet Union. 

And let there be no doubt about it: this effort to break 
through the barriers to truth erected around Poland, around 
Cuba, around all of the captive peoples of the new Soviet 
colonialism, this effort will continue as long as their own 
rulers deny them access to the free flow of ideas and infor- 
mation. 

In this context, Mr. Chairman, another disturbing sign 
takes on particular significance. I refer to the recent report 
of the Joint United Nations Information Committee in document 
ACC/1982/22, dated 5 August 1982. This report is titled, 
PUBLIC PERCEPTIONS OF THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM, and it con- 
tains two themes that are more than just disturbing: they are 
shocking. 

One theme is the quite incredibie statement that “in the 
socialist countries" (not otherwise specified) the mass media 


provide “regular” and “continuing support" for U.N. efforts 


"directed toward international cooperation". The report-- 


which even more incredibly is the work of the U.N. system's 





own professional information officers--provides nct a shred 
of evidence or documentation, just the statement. 
In what, therefore, does this "reguiar" and "continuing" 


support consist? Do the socialist mass media report "regularly" 


gn 


on General Assembly resolutions on Afghanistan, for example? 

Or on Cambodia? Or on the experts' group investigation of 
“yellow rain"? Or on U.N. peacekeeping operations--to which the 
leader of the socialist bloc contributes scarcely a single ruble? 
Or on refugee relief efforts--to which, again, the socialist bloc 
contributes almost nothing? Or on the full range of human rights 
resolutions, including for example the investigation of massive 
human rights violations in Poland? That such a report could 
contain such a statement, Mr. Chairman, ought to be beyond 


belief. 
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The explanation, I fear, lies in a second principal 
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theme of the JUNIC report--which addresses "public perceptions” 
of the United Nations. On closer analysis, the report is not 
really about information at all: it is about P.R., public 
relations. And the confusion between the two--as dangerous as 
it is disturbing--is total. 

In all candor, there is much about the U.N. system that 
merits praise and plaudits and strong public support; and there 
is, unfortunately, much that demands criticism and even condem- 


nation. Thoughtful, judicious, and balanced assessment of the 


U.N. record of performance--measured always against the high 
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standards of the Charter itself, and of public hopes and public 
expectations--is a matter of the greatest urgency. It was of 
course the subject of this year's annual report of the Secre- 
tary-General, a report notable for its boldness, for its hon- 
esty, for its prudence, for the deep concern that informed 
every line of it. It is a subject that calls for the profound 
refiection of every Member State, and of everyone who truiy 
cares about the peaceful resolution of international disputes 
and conflicts. It does not calli for P.R. or image-building. 
Good performance is its own reward--and public perception, 
reinforced by solid and professional journalism, by the com- 
munication of information, not propaganda, public perception 
will take care of itself. 

My delegation is disturbed by these various signs of 
confusion, of uncertainty, Mr. Chairman, and by the continuing 
failure of the U.N. Department of Public Information to con- 
front the growing problem of the allocation of limited re- 
sources--both financial and professional--to a wish-list of 
virtually unlimited dimensions. Every Member State in this 
organization is a taxpayer. Nearly ali of us want and intend 
to be good and responsive world citizens: we wiil continue to 
make our contributions, to pay our reasonable share. But we 
must insist on the setting of priorities, on careful manage- 
ment, on fiscal prudence, on zero-based budgeting, and on zero 
budget growth--and, let there be no question on this score, 


my delegation will so insist. 
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Mr. Chairman, the United States believes deeply in the 
Charter of the United Nations and in its fundamental purposes. 
We are dedicated to the strengthening of the United Nations and 
to its success. And we believe, equally, in the primacy of the 
information function, sharply distinguished from the propaganda 
function--within the U.N. system and between the U.N. and its 
worldwide constituencies. 

We look forward to cooperating fully with the Working 
Group--and hope that, from all these arduous but satisfying 
labors, a strong consensus resolution will emerge. We pledge 


our own best efforts to this end. 


Thank you. 
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Mr. Chairman: 

Our deliberations this year occur at a time of rising doubt 
over the United Nations’ capacity to play a significant role 
in maintaining international peace and security. Conflict or 
threat of conflict continues throughout the globe. 


4 
Because of this situation, my delegation was heartened 


‘by this year's Report by the Secretary Géneral cn the Work of 


the Organization. The Report, in our view, is a frank and 
refreshing appraisal of problems afflicting the United Nations' 
efforts to settle disputes peacefully, their causes and suggested 
practical ways of resolving them. We concur with the Secretary 
General's judgement that the United Nations' peacekeeping role, 
particularly that assigned to the Security Council, has become 
paralysed. Numerous states have chosen to ignore or defy 

the Organization and the conflict resolution machinery established 
by the Charter. Some of the causes of this relates to the 
failure of the Organization or its voting majorities to 
appreciate the damage which is inflicted on the peace and 
security potential of the United Nations by partisan posturing 

on issues;by a condemnatory and divisive rather than constructive 
approach to problems; by a double standard against disfavored 

or politically isolated parties; by a growing disrespect for 

the integrity of language and the truth of the assertions made; 


and by an all too easy readiness of individual Members to cast 
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their vote on an issue in a manner which relates more to the 
group-dynamics of the UN's own political system, but which 
often does not correspond to the merits of the issue, even 
as understood by the individual government casting the vote, 
and does not contribute to the fair and practical resolution 
of the particular problem at hand. In short, a vital factor 
in enhancing the UN's effectiveness in dealing with problems 
of international peace and security is the determination of 
the majority to make it a forum in which all parties to a 
dispute can expect a significant degree of objectivity, 


fairness and evenhandedness. 


The Report further deserves our serious consideration, 


because of the Secretary General's emphasis on the desirability 


for ameliorative measures which could strengthen the United 
Nations machinery already in existence for promoting peace. 
His suggestions, in the words of the Permanent Representative 
of the United States, "demonstrate serious and creative steps 
that might be taken". Further we concur with the Secretary 
General's view that "conscious recommitment by Governments 
to the Charter is needed". That Charter provides a sound 
and carefully-crafted structure and means for dealing with 
these world crises. What is needed is the support and 
determination of all governments to utilize this mechanism 
effectively. The Special Committee's increasingly important 
role in this process is obvious, and, in fact, we consider 
that the Secretary General's Report should serve as one of 


the bases for discussion at the next session of the Special 


Committee. 
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Mr. Chairman, before going further into the agenda items 
on Charter Review and the peaceful settlement of disputes, my 
delegation would like to thank Ambassador Zachman for his 
clear and concise introduction of the Report of the Special 
Committee and for, more importantly, the leadership and 
impartiality he displayed in chairing the Special Committee 
at its most recent session. 

My delegation believes that the last session of the 
Special Committee made significant and positive strides toward 
implementing its mandate. The completion of the draft Manila 
Declaration on the Peaceful Settlement of Disputes is a 
noteverthy achievement which, by elaborating this fundamental 
Charter rule can serve as a useful reminder of the central role 
of the peaceful settlement of disputes in the Charter context 
and as a reaffirmation of the allocation among UN organs of 
authority and responsibility for related functions within that 
context. 

In his recent report, to which we have already referred, 
the Secretary General also registered his hope that "we can 
rally once again ‘to the standards of the Charter, beginning 
with the peaceful settlement of disputes ...". It is 
therefore fitting that the most concrete accomplishment of 
the Special Committee to date reinforces and undergirds a 


Charter norm which the Secretary General has so rightly 


drawn to our attention. 
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We hasten to note that the Manila Declaration alone is 
not a panacea; it is a step toward enhancing the principle of 
the peaceful settlement of international disputes. It can 
only assist in implementing that principle if Member States 
muster the political will necessary to make use of the Charter 
based mechanisms dealt with in the Manila Declaration. This 
determination is absolutely required for the phrases of the 
Manila Declaration to serve effectively toward improving 
international relations. 

With respect to the question of the maintenance of inter- 
national peace and security, we remain prepared to discuss any 


and all proposals aimed at improving the functioning of the 


United Nations system. The system remains very imperfect 


and we welcome beneficial change. The most useful suggestions 


are those which recognize and build on the important strengths 
of the system and the usefully balanced allocation of authority 
among the respective organs. We would therefore oppose only 
those suggestions that would weaken that system, or which would 


curtail the evolutionary process which is required if the 


system is to be responsive. 


My delegation, does, however wish to register once again 
its general disappointment at the debate in the Special Committee 


on the proposals listed under the maintenance of Pnternational 


Peace and Security item. Work on the proposals has proceeded 


slowly. In part this results from the nature of the issues 


before the Committee. In part, however, it is in the nature of 


the way the Committee has operated. All of the Members bear 


some responsibility for this. 
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The debate for the most part was a recapitulation of views 
raised at previous sessions. The exercise again was far 
removed from what was required of the Special Committee - to 
prepare a list of proposals enumerating areas of special interest 
and indicating, in each case, whether general agreement is 
possible. 

What is required to reach this point is an examination of 


meritious proposals in a search for common ground. Where 





suggestions or proposals have awakened particular interest, 
further and more extensive examination is required in order 
to distinguish the areas of agreement and of disagreement 


concerning an item. The rational course remains to focus 


first on the areas of agreement with a view to implementing 
immediately that practicable measure of reform and strengthening 


of the system. We obviously can only maximize the opportunity 


to achieve meaningful reform by focusing first on these areas 
and hy, thereby, avoiding confrontation; suggestions that stimulate 
confrontation, in fact, should be quickly identified, in order 

to devote the time and effort of the Special Committee to areas 
where real progress is possible. 

In this regard, the Special Committee has handled somewhat 
inexpertly these related, but distinct issues of identifying 
proposals that "awaken special interest", and of according 
priority to consideration of those areas on which general 


agreement is possible. The Committee has made certain basic 


conceptual errors in this regard. Perhaps due to inattentiveness 


or insufficient concern over the process, Members have not 
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honestly appraised the degree of special and meritorious interest 


spurred by various proposals and have instead succumbed to 


vigorous lobbying of sponsoring delegations. Similarly, 


_ Members have failed to assess honestly the possibility of 


general agrecment on proposals with a view to according priority 





to consideration of such proposals. There has, therefore, been 


general confusion, first in identifying meritorious "interest" 
and second, in evaluating the extent to which such interest is 


sufficiently shared and likely to command a consensus. 


These caveats can serve as useful procedures to guide 


the work of the Special Committee. Bearing them in mind, my 


delegation remains ready to discuss all proposals, including 





those submitted at the end of the two most recent sessions of 


the Special Committee. 
With respect to the question of rationalization of existing 


procedures of the UN, my delegation requests that the Special 


Committee, in due course, consider the proposals made by Member 
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States on the question of rationalization of existing procedures 
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of the United Nations and it consider also that further work is 
needed to continue previous efforts to improve the Assembly's 
functioning. While we fully understand why the Special 
Committee did not devote any attention to rationalization at 


its last session, we believe the time is now arriving to 





review this item. 
In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, we wish to reiterate that 


our own commitment to participate seriously in the Special 
Committee is based on the Special Committee proceeding in a 


careful,responsible manner, in accordance with its mandate 
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and in a constructive search for agreement. For this reason, 


we consider that parallel initiatives duplicative of the Special 


Committee's work detract from it, since they are undertaken 


s focused forums that are not carefully structured 
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. with a view to achieving the exclusive and unigue objectives of the Speci 
. Committee. Other bodies, including the main Committees of 

S the General Assembly simply cannot consider highly specialized 

5 issues of this nature as effectively and efficiently as can 

a the Special Committee. Therefore, in the interest of assuring 

5 the Special Committee, my delegation 


the continued vitality of 
urges all participants to renew their commitment to the role and 


mandate of the Special Committee and to work to fulfill its 


mandate, which, my delegation beli 


We continue to believe that the Special C 


eves, is eminently sound. 


ommittee can 
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eful - the adoption of the Manila 


achieve much that is us 
However, the Committee 
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Statement by Thomas Barthelemy, United States Representative 
in Committee I, in Right of Reply to Cuba, Vietnam and Laos, 
October 29, 1982. 


Ambassador Lodge replied in full yesterday to baseless 
allegations concerning the United States made by the 
Representative of the Soviet Union. Today, we have been 
subjected to the same shopworn rhetoric from the Representatives 
of Cuba, Vietnam and Laos. I will not impose on the committee's 
patience by again taking up the many misstatements which 
characterized those statements. 


All three delegates ignored the clear cut evidence of the 
massive and unprovoked Soviet military buildup over recent 
years, reinforced only two days ago by Chairman Brezhnev, 
Instead, they rehearsed a miscelluny of published figures and 
view points drawn from the free press of the United States. 

We did not expect before they spoke that they would diverge in 
any respect from well known Soviet positions, and they did not 
surprise us. ' 
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Mr. Chairman, on the two hundred and sixty four votes during the 

y 36th General Assembly on which the Soviet Union was present and 
voting, Cuba cast their vote with Moscow 90.9% of the time, 
Vietnam voted with them 97,5% and support for Moscow from Laos 
was 98%, so much for independence of thought and national 
positions by countries such as these, 


Such states by propagating year after year charges they know 
to be false or misleading undermine the very fabric of this 


committee. 


zs rereaeeR KR RRR 








Unitrep StaTes MIssiON TO THE UNITED NaTIONS 





"99 UNITED NATIONS PLazs« 
PRESS RELEASE NEW Yorx, N.Y. 1001 


POR IMMEDTAYE RELEASE Press Release USUN 104-(82) 
November 1, 1982 


Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative to the 
Third Committee of the 37th Session of the General Assembly, on Item 
78, World Social Situation, October 29, 1982 


gn 


Mr. Chairman, my delegation welcomes this opportunity to comment on 
the Report on the World Social Situation (E/CN.5/1983/3). Asa 
whole, we have found the report to be constructive and thoughtful, 
and we commend the Secretary General, and in particular the 
Department of International Economic and Social Affairs, for a 
concise and useful survey of social conditions in many parts of the 
world. 


The report has been issued too late for my government to review it 
in depth, which we will do before next February's meeting of the 
Commission for Social Development. But we believe that the report 
can sérve as an important tool in evaluating progress to achieve the 
goals and objectives of the Declaration on Social Progress and 
Development and as an important background document for review and 
appraisal of the International Development Strategy for the Third 
Development Decade. 
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Certain themes are evident throughout the report, and I would like 
to touch briefly on a few that my government has given priority to 
for a number of years. A main thrust of the report is one that we 
have emphasized in the past, which is recognized in the 
International Development Strategy -- that economic development, by 
itself, does not and cannot assure social development. The 
well-being of all its citizens should be each country's goal, 
through an integrated and above all democratic approach to social 
and economic development. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Forei 


The United States has long urged that issues of social development 
be linked with economic development in planning and implementing 
development strategies. This belief led the United States to 
associate itself particularly with those paragraphs of the 
International Development Strategy for the Third Development Decaco 
that address social development. The report before us should be of 
great assistance to all governments as they seek to implement the 
various suggestions made in the Strategy in the field of social 
development. 


The report also highlights the problems and cbstacles to social 
development faced by vulnerable segments of society. While we are 
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sensitive to the pressures to provide special programs of assistance 
to children, the elderly, and the unemployed, we nevertheless agree 
with the report's emphasis on an integrated approach to the problems 
of marginal populations. Although policies can be oriented toward 
target populations, a model of development based on special groups 
has serious limitations. Woven throughout the report is a 
recognition of the pessimism and uncertainty resulting from 
international economic difficulties. The report focuses on the gap 
between developed and developing countries, food shortges, 
inflation, unemployment and its implications for migrant workers, 
the persistance of pockets of poverty even in developed countries, 
and the need for better direction and focusing of programs so that 
intended beneficiaries are reached and their conditions improved. 

No country is immune from this economic interdependence, even though 
nations differ in economic and social development and are confronted 
with different problems. 


Development strategies must obviously be tailored to the structures 
and values of particular societies, which necessarily means that the 
pace of development will vary from country to country. 


Economic policy, unfortunately, remains very far from being an exact 
science. There is too much of which we are still ignorant, and 
hence there is room for legitimate controversy about how best to 
promote sustained non-inflationary economic growth. Yet there are 
also some lessons that the experience of recent decades makes 
abundantly clear and which should b* of benefit to all nations 
engaged in the process of development. Indeed, we are impressed 
with the growing evidence that the extraordinary economic success of 
a number of developing countries, even in the face of sometimes 
adverse international conditions, has proven that reliance on free 
and open markets can bring about rapid and widely distributed gains 
in economic well-being. Similarly, the failure of command economies 
to meet the economic and social aspirations of their populations has 
become too manifest to be denied. 


A recurring theme of the report is that all nations of the world -- 
developing and developed alike -- can benefit from the involvement 
and participation of citizens in decisions related to economic and 
social development. This is also the conclusion of the 
International Seminar on Popular Participation held in Yugoslavia in 
May (A/37/442). My delegation cannot endorse all of the conclusions 
of that seminar, but we find one theme particularly relevant, and 
that is the report's discussion of the role of the State in the 
development process. 


The report recognizes the need for greater attention to preparing 
and implementing national plans based on popular consensus and 
participation. It further suggests the need to strengthen local 
Structures to enable them to function more effectively in expressing 
the needs of the local population. 


We believe that genuinely democratic social institutions need to be 
encouraged and developed to enhance the active and full 
participation of people in decision-making processes that have often 
been the exclusive preserve of the State. In non-democratic 
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Situations, all people -- including, of course, workers, women, 
minorities, youth and the elderly -- are excluded from such 
decision-making processes: all people, that is to say, except a 
relatively small and privileged elite. 


If there is a lesson for governments in the conclusions of the 
seminar, it is that the role of the State must be complemented in 
the development process with various organizations or groups, such 
as free and independent trade unions, volunteer organizations, 
cooperatives, and the network of non-governmental organizations that 
can reach into every community at the local level. 


This means freedom. There can be no genuine participation without 
free expression. There cannot be participation in development 
without free expression and autonomous association. Development 
itself will be sorely retarded -- if, indeed, it takes place at all 
-- unless free expression, innovation, voluntary cooperation and 
autonomous association exist. This point is suggested in the Report 
on the World Social Situation, which notes “the need to strengthen 
mechanisms for the protection of the individual" and commends the 
"increasing understanding of the relationship between the protection 
and promotion of civil and political rights and development." 


The report is clear, even eloquent, on the importance of respecting 
civil and political rights in practice, not just in principle or in 
rhetoric. Let me quote one particularly relevant passage: 


"The gap that exists...between the accepted principles and 
the actual practices leads to forms of dissimulation and 
hypocrisy on the part of governments that are harmful to the 
political and moral standards of the communities concerned 
and perhaps of the world as a whole. Together with other 
forms of public immorality such as corruption, this is 
perhaps a major source of cynicism in contemporary 

societies. The problem of distance between proclaimed rights 
and practices is compounded by the “modernization” of the 
means used by public authorities to impose their power. 
Arbitrary detentions and mistreatment of the persons involved 
are, for example, sometimes disguised as psychiatric 
treatment. Sometimes also, groups controlled but not 
acknowledged by the Government are violating basic human 
rights. The victims and their relatives are confronted with 
a faceless and arbitrary power.” 


"The reasons for abuse of power and the still widespread 
violations of human rights over the globe are not new. They 
relate to the insecurity of Governments that dc not have a 
broad popular support; to the need to maintain national 
security in times of real or perceived external threat; to 
the imposition of a form of organization of society on the 
minority or majority that do not accept it; to the 
maintenance of political stability seen as a sine qua non for 





economic and social progress; to, sometimes, the personal 
idiosyncrasies or perversity of dictators; and, perhaps, to 
the conception of power seen and lived as limitless by 
conviction and tactic.” 
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Without the protection of basic human rights, defined in the Report 
as “the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion, the 
right to hold opinion without interference, the right to frecdom of 
association, the right to take part in the conduct of public 
affairs, directly or through freely chosen representatives, to have 
access on general terms of equality to public services," -- without 
these rights, there is nothing to prevent governments from 
manipulating and controlling the people. Without social rights, 
personal freedom and minimal legal rights, workers and other groups 
will not have the means to defend themselves or to participate in 
decision-making. All the power to control the distribution of the 
social and economic product of society will flow to and from the 
ruling bureaucracy, which hides behind the mask of a fraudulently 
egalitarian ideology and does not tolerate any interference in its 
prerogatives of power by the people in whose name it speaks. 


Realms of freedom and opportunities for social, economic, and 
personal autonomy are thus the precondition for economic and social 
achievements by workers and by the population generally. This 
applies especially to the question of “working people's 
participation and self-management" which was discussed at the 
seminar in Yugoslavia. The United States is interested in all 
genuine efforts to enhance voluntary social participation, including 
that by workers in decision making. We have studied carefully the 
steps that have been taken along these lines in West Germany, Japan, 
Israel and other countries, even as we are convinced that our unique 
system of free collective bargaining is best suited to our own 
Circumstances and history. What is important to emphasize is that 
worker participation or self-management requires a guaranteed right 
to freedom of association. Workers cannot defend themselves as 
workers, in other words, unless they can defend themselves as 
citizens under the laws of their lands. 


The late President of the AFL-CIO, George Meany once said that 
"Workers need democracy -- freedom of speech, freedom of assembly -- 
these are not just nice conveniences for us. They are not just 
pleasant luxuries that we can do without...they are indispensible 
prerequisites for free trade unions, for representative 
Organizations or workers." Workers need the right to associate and 
bargain collectively free of the fear of being fired or arrested. 


It is never enough to speak about participation and self-management 
in the abstract. It is necessary to see how ideas are implemented. 
In Poland, for example, the constitution guarantees workers the 
right to form self-governing trade unions. But when the workers of 
Poland actually insisted on the freedom to participate and to have 
genuinely free and self-governing trade unions independent of 
government control, marital law was declared and their Solidarity 
union abolished. The government still pretends that the workers 
have the right to form self-governming trade unions, even as it has 
militarized factories and imposed a system of forced labor on 
workers the regime chooses to call parasites or shirkers. 


KA government which denies the workers the right to associate freely 
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and bargain collectively will never rest upon a secure popular 
foundation. It is a government based solely upon the principle of 
force, and as such is a torment to its own citizens and a danger to 
mankind. The need for greater voluntary participation by workers 
and other elements of society through the exercise of fundamental 
human rights thus serves the cause of social and economic 
development and is the best guarantee of domestic and, indeed, of 


international peace. 
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Statements by Robert F. Zimmerman, United States Representative to 
the Second Committee of the 37th Session of the United Nations 
General Assembly, in Plenary on Item 21, World Charter for Nature, 


October 28, 1982 


Mr President, Ambassador Kamanda wa Kamanda has made an eloquent 
statement in introducing the Draft World Charter for Nature. 


My government wants very much to be able to support this Charter. We 
appreciate the initiative of President Mobutu of Zaire and others 
among the co-sponsors of this Charter. All of us believe that the 
fundamental problems posed by man for the frfgile ecology of our 
Earth should be addressed by this Assembly. The United States has 
been historically among the world leaders in calling attention to the 
objectives and needs addressed in the Charter and in supporting 
international efforts to achieve these objectives. Indeed, we were 
among the original co-sponsors of this intiative. We intend to 
maintain such leadership. Nevertheless, we still have some problems 
with the text. In informal consultations with several other states, 
including six of the co-sponsors, it has become apparent that others, 
too, see the need for further clarifications and adjustments, all of 
which will improve its clarity and precision -- and thereby its 
meaning. Some of the problems may only be caused by mistakes in 
translation from the original in French to English. Others may be 
more substantive in nature. 


_ bectassified for Publication in American Foreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


We propose that this item be delayed so that a small working group of 
concerned states can meet with Ambassador Kamanda and other 
co-sponsors to work out our differences in the interest of a 
consensus text at this 37th General Assembly. 


If we have to act on this charter today, my government reluctantly 
will have to vote no. This is not a pleasant position for us, 
particularly because the United States has consistently championed 
the goals sought in the resolution. We are prepared to work very 
hard for a consensus text and we believe such a text can be reached, 
without doubt, before the end of this GA session in December. We 
urge members of this assembly and the co-sponsors to agree to a short 
delay in the interest of developing a Charter for Nature that will 
have more respect and meaning than would be the case if it is acted 


On as it now stands. 








gn 


—vectiassified tor Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


ON A POINT OF ORDER 
WORLD CHARTER FOR NATURE 


We believe that a consensus is possible if there is a short delay. 
We want a consensus and we believe it is possible to achieve one at 
this session of the General Assembly. We have no intention of 
delaying beyond this session of the General Assembly. The earlier 
resolution calls for action on the draft Charter at this session. 
That is certainly possible and this is our objective. If it is 
necessary to have a vote on whether there should be a delay so that a 
small working group can get together with Mr. Kamanda wa Kamanda and 
secure a consensus, we propose that that vote be taken. We can then 
see what the situation is after the vote on a delay, before taking a 
decision concerning the draft charter itself. We would have to call 
for a vote on the draft charter if a decision were taken now. If we 
can have a delay we fully expect to be able to get a consensus text 
of the draft charter at this session of the General Assembly. 


IN EXPLANATION OF VOTE 
WORLD CHARTER FOR NATURE 


We share many of the reservations of other delegations that have 
already been expressed here, so I am not going to repeat those. Two 
other examples, however, which I think explain our reluctance to go 
along with the world charter, could bear some scrutiny. 


For example, paragraph 13 begins, "Measures intended to prevent, 
control and mitigate natural disasters...". We submit that neither 
the United Nations nor man can prevent natural disasters. We think 
that the intent may well have been “the effects of natural 
disasters", and we would have hoped for a little more precision in 
language. That was the kind of thing that we were after. 


Regarding paragraph 24, which begins, “Each person has a duty to act 
in accordance with the provisions of this Charter...". We wonder how 
this world charter purports to create obligations for individuals. 
Our courts have held that even the United Nations Charter, an 
international agreement, does not create self-executing individual 
rights, let alone obligations. These are just two areas of concern. 


We think that if all the “shalls" that are in the document could have 
been changed to “shoulds", we would have been much more likely to 
have gone along with it, very quickly. We regret that we lost this 
opportunity to obtain a consensus in the present by focusing so much 
On opportunities lost in the past. Having waited three years, we 
believe that three or four more days, in the interests of a 
consensus, would not have been asking too much, 
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THANK YOU, MR. CHAIRMAN. I SHOULD LIKE TO ASSOCIATE 


MYSELF AND THE MEMBERS OF MY DELEGATION WITH THE 
REMARKS OF DIRECTOR EUGENE ROSTOW IN CONGRATULATING YOU 


ON YOUR SELECTION AS OUR CHAIRMAN, AND IN EXPRESSING THE 
COMMITMENT OF MY DELEGATION TO WORK CLOSELY WITH YOU FOR 
THE SUCCESS OF THE COMMITTEE’S EFFORTS. 


I SHOULD LIKE TO SPEAK TODAY, MR. CHAIRMAN, TO THE 
ASENDA ITEM OF CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS, AWD 
PARTICULARLY TO THE QUESTION OF DEVELOPING A CONVENTION 
ON THE EFFECTIVE PROHIBITION OF -THE DEVELOPMENT, PRODUCTION 


AND STOCKPILING OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS AND ON THEIR DESTRUCTION. 
THIS IS A MATTER OF GREAT CONCERN TO THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, 


AND TO ME PERSONALLY AS WELL, SINCE A PART OF MY RESPONSIBILITIES IN THE 


~ COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT IS TO PRESS FORWARD WITH EFFORTS TO ‘ELABORATE 


~ SUCH A CONVENTION, 


MR. CHAIRMAN, CONTRARY TO SOME ALLEGATIONS WE HEARD -IN 
THIS COMMITTEE, MY GOVERNMENT CLEARLY AND UNEQUIVOCALLY 
SUPPORTS THE GOAL OF BANNING THESE WEAPONS AND HAS BEEN WORKING 
WITH DETERMINATION TO ACHIEVE IT. ON FEBRUARY 8, 1982, 
PRESIDENT REASAN STATED THAT, “THE ULTIMATE GOAL OF UNITED 
STATES POLICY IS TO ELIMINATE THE THREAT OF CHEMICAL WARFARE 
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BY ACHIEVING A COMPLETE AND VERIFIABLE BAN ON CHEMICAL 
WEAPONS.” THE FOCUS OF THE WORLD’S EFFORTS TO 
ACHIEVE A BAN ON THESE DREAD WEAPONS IS Ii THE 
COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT IN GEWEVA, WHERE THE UNITED 
STATES, ALONG WITH MANY OTHER MEMBERS OF THE 
COMMITTEE, HAS MADE A CONCERTED EFFORT TO CONTRIBUTE 
TO PROGRESS TOWARDS THAT OBJECTIVE. 


WE ARE GRATIFIED THAT THESE EFFORTS HAVE 
BORNE SOME FRUIT. IN THE COURSE OF THIS YEAR, THE 
COMMITTEE'S WORKING GROUP OW CHEMICAL WEAPONS WAS 
WAS ABLE TO BRING INTO EVEN SHARPER FOCUS A NUMBER 
OF ISSUES VITAL TO THE ELABORATION OF AN EFFECTIVE 
CONVENTION. MEMBERS OF THE FIRST COMMITTEE HAVE 
BEFORE THEM THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
DISARMAMENT, WHICH ALSO CONTAINS THE REPORT OF 
THE WORKING GROUP ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS, 
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PERMIT ME, NEVCRTHELESS,TO SET FORTH BRIEFLY THE VIEWS 
OF MY GOVERNMENT ON THE GENERAL POINTS WHICH SHOULD SERVE AS 
THE BASIS FOR A CONVENTION BANNING CHEMICAL WEAPONS. FIRST, 
WITH REGARD TO THE SCOPE OF THE CONVENTION, OUR VIEW IS THAT 
IT SHOULD PROHIBIT THE DEVELOPMENT, PRODUCTION, STOCKPILING, 
ACQUISITION, RETENTION OR TRANSFER OF CHEMICALS, MUNITIONS 
AND EQUIPMENT FOR CHEMICAL WEAPONS PURPOSES. IT SHOULD ALSO 
PROHIBIT ANY ASSISTANCE OR ENCOURAGEMENT TO OTHERS TO OBTAIN 
OR PRODUCE CHEMICALS OR MUNITIONS FOR CHEMICAL WEAPONS PURPOSES. 
THERE ARE SOME WHO ARGUE THAT A NEW CONVENTION SHOULD ALSO 
INCLUDE A BAN ON THE USE OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS. ON THIS POINT, 
WE BELIEVE THAT CARE MUST BE TAKEN TO AVOID UNDERMINING ~ 
THE 1925 GENEVA PROTOCOL, WHICH ALREADY CONTAINS A BAN ON 
SUCH USE. THUS, WE BELICVE THAT THE NEW CONVENTION SHOULD 
REAFFIRM THE 1925 PROTOCOL AND PRECLUDE THE USE OF CHEMICAL 
WEAPONS IN SITUATIONS NOT COVERED BY THE PROTOCOL. 


THE SECOND MAJOR ELEMENT OF A CONVENTION SHOULD BE THE 
DECLARATION AND DESTRUCTION OF ALL EXISTING STOCKPILES OF 
CHEMICAL WEAPONS AND OF FACILITIES FOR THEIR PRODUCTION AND 
FILLING. THE CONVENTION SHOULD REQUIRE A PROMPT AND DETAILED 
DECLARATION BY EACH PARTY OF ANY CHEMICALS, MUNITIONS AND 
SPECIALLY DESIGNED EQUIPMENT IN CHEMICAL WEAPONS STOCKPILES 
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WHICH IT POSSESSES. IN APMDITION, THERE SHOULD BE A 

REQUIREMENT FOR A PROMPT AND DETAILED DECLARATION OF ANY 
FACILITIES DESIGNED OR USED FOR THE PRODUCTION OF ANY 

CHEMICAL WHICH IS PRIMARILY USED FOR CHEMICAL WEAPONS 

PURPOSES, OR FOR FILLING CHEMICAL MUNITIONS. SUCH FACILITIES 
MUST BE DECLARED, EVEN IF THEY ARE DESIGNED OR USED IN PART 

FOR OTHER PURPOSES, SUCH AS CIVILIAN PRODUCTION. IT IS ALSO 
IMPORTANT THAT THE CONVENTION INCLUDE ARRANGEMENTS FOR 
PROVIDING CONFIDENCE Iii THE ACCURACY OF THOSE DECLARATIONS. NEXT, 
THE CONVENTION SHOULT PROVIDE FOR IMMEDIATE AND VERIFIABLE 
CLOSURE OF PRODUCTION AD FILLING FACILITIES, AND FOR A BAN 

ON CONSTRUCTION OF ANY NEW FACILITIES. FINALLY, THE CONVENTION 
SHOULD PROVIDE FOR THE DESTRUCTION OF STOCKPILES AND FACILITIES 
ACCORDING TO AN AGREED SCHEDULE AND ON THE BASIS OF AGREED 
PROCEDURES. IN THE VIEW OF THE UNITED STATES THE PERIOD FOR 
THE ACCOMPLISHMENT OF THIS DESTRUCTION SHOULD BE TEN YEARS. 


THIRD, AND IN THE VIEW OF MY GOVERNMENT OF PARTICULAR 
IMPORTANCE, THERE MUST bc EFFECTIVE VERIFICATION PROVISIONS 
IN A CONVENTION. THE AIM OF THESE VERIFICATION PROVISIONS IS 
QUITE SIMPLE: TO PROVIDE CONFIDENCE THAT ALL PARTIES ARE 
COMPLYING WITH ALL PROVISIONS OF THE CONVENTION. IT IS OUR 
STRONG CONVICTION THAT VERIFICATION OF A CHEMICAL WEAPONS 
CONVENTION MUST REST O A COMBINATION OF NATIONAL AND INTER- 


NATIONAL MEASURES. MOREOVER, INTERNATIONAL 
MEASURES MUST CONTAIN PROVISIONS 
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FOR SYSTEMATIC INTERNATIONAL ON-SITE INSPECTION. LET ME 
EXPAND SOMEWHAT ON THE TYPES OF INTERNATIONAL ON-SITE 
INSPECTION WHICH WE BELIEVE WILL BE REQUIRED IN A CHEMICAL 
WEAPONS CONVENTION, 


FIRST, THE DESTRUCTION OF THE STOCKPILES OF CHEMICAL 
WEAPONS DECLARED BY EACII PARTY TO THE CONVENTION SHOULD BE 
MONITORED ON-SITE ON A CONTINUOUS BASIS UNTIL DESTRUCTION 
IS COMPLETED. SECOND, THERE SHOULD BE SYSTEMATIC ON-SITE 
VERIFICATION OF THE DISPOSITION OF DECLARED PRODUCTION AND 
FILLING FACILITIES UNTIL THEY HAVE BEEN DESTROYED. FINALLY, 
IF THE CONVENTION ALLOWS FOR PRODUCTION OF SUPERTOXIC LETHAL 
CHEMICALS FOR PROTECTIVE PURPOSES, SUCH PRODUCTION MUST BE 
SUBJECT TO AGREED PROCEDURES AND. TO VERIFICATION THROUGH 
SYSTEMATIC ON-SITE INSPECTION FOR ANY PERIOD THAT SUCH A 
FACILITY IS MAINTAINED FOR THIS PURPOSE. . 


THERE IS ONE OTHER PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT POINT ON THIS © 
SCORE WHICH TCSERVES TO BE UNDERLINED. THERE MUST BE EFFECTIVE 
PROVISIONS FOR DEALING WITH THE POSSIBILITY OF UNDECLARED 
STOCKPILES OR FACILITIES. THIS NECESSITY ARISES FROM THE 
FACT, LAMENTABLE AS IT MAY BE, THAT SOME MIGHT BE TEMPTED T0 
CONCEAL EITHER STOCKS OR FACILITIES. AND, IT MUST BE NOTED, 


SUCH CONCEALMENT MISHT EASILY ESCAPE DETECTION. A FACILITY 


FOR THE PRODUCTION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS COULD WELL LOOK LIKE 
ANY COMMERCIAL CHEMICAL OR PHARMACEUTICAL FACTORY, AND A 
STORAGE FACILITY FOR UNDECLARED MUNITIONS COULD BE HIDDEN 
ALMOST ANYWHERE. 
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AN INTEGRAL PART OF VERIFICATION PROVISIONS OF A CONVENTION 
MUST BE PROCEDURES FOR A FACT-FINDING INVESTIGATION UNDER 
THE AUSPICES OF THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION, IN THE EVENT 
THAT SUSPICIOUS ACTIVITIES WERE REPORTED. THERE SHOULD 
BE PROVISIONS FOR PROMPT INITIATION OF SUCH AN IZVESTIGATION, 
AND FOR AN OBLIGATION BY PARTIES CONCERNED TO COOPERATE 
IN RESOLVING ISSUES ARISING OVER COMPLIANCE. THESE PROVISIONS 
SHOULD INCLUDE AN APPROPRIATE RIGHT OF ON-SITE INSPECTION 
AT SITES WHERE SUSPICIOUS ACTIVITY MAY HAVE OCCURRED. MOREOVER, 
THERE SHOULD BE SOME MEANS OF REDRESS IF A COMPLAINT IS NOT 
SATISFACTORILY RESOLVED. 


FINALLY, MR. CHAIRMAN, WE BELIEVE THAT THE CONVENTION 
SHOULD PROVIDE FOR CREATION OF A CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE WITH 
VERIFICATION RESPONSIBILITIES, MADE UP OF PARTIES TO THE . 
CONVENTION, 


MR. CHAIRMAN, IN THE COURSE OF THIS YEAR SOME PROGRESS 
WAS MADE IN THE CHEMICAL WEAPONS WORKING GROUP OF THE CD. 
ESPECIALLY IN THE SUMIIER PART OF THIS YEAR’S SESSION OF THE 
COMMITTEE, THERE WAS SOME PARTICULARLY INTENSIVE WORK, WHICH 
RESULTED IN A DEGREC OF PROGRESS TOWARD THE ELABORATION OF 
A CONVENTION. THE WORK ON VERIFICATION PROVISIONS OF A 
POSSIBLE CONVENTION WAS THE OBJECT OF INTENSE SCRUTINY BY 
MANY DELEGATIONS, INCLUDING OUR OWN, 
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IT MIGHT BE WORTH NOTING AT THIS POINT THE PROPOSALS 
OF THE SOVIET UNION SUBMITTED TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY’S SECOND 
SPECIAL SESSION ON DISARMAMENT, WHICH WERE SUBSEQUENTLY 
ADVANCED IN THE COMMITTEE. WE WELCOMED THE FACT THAT THESE 
PROPOSALS SUGGESTED A CERTAIN DEGREE OF FLEXIBILITY 
ON SOME ISSUES RELATED TO VERIFICATION. IN ALL CANDOR, 
HOWEVER, MR. CHAIRMAN, WE WERE DISAPPOINTED AT THE FAILURE OF 
THE SOVIET REPRESENTATIVES TO AMPLIFY TO ANY MEANINGFUL 
DEGREE UPON THEIR NEW PROPOSALS. I SHOULD NOTE THAT, WHILE 
THETR PROPOSALS DO NOT PROVIDE AN ADEQUATE TREATMENT OF THE 
VERIFICATION PROBLEM, PARTICULARLY IN THE AREA OF SYSTEMATIC 
INTERNATIONAL ON-SITE VERIFICATION, THEY WERE OF SOME INTEREST. 
WE ARE THEREFORE HOPEFUL THAT WHEW THE COMMITTEE MEETS AGAIN 
NEXT YEAR THE SOVIET UNION WILL BE PREPARED T0 ANSWER THE 
QUESTIONS WHICH MY DELEGATION AND MANY OTHERS HAVE PUT TO 
THEM ABOUT THEIR PROPOSALS. ” 


THIS LEADS ME, MR. CHAIRMAN, TO AN OBSERVATION 
ABOUT THE PROSPECTS FOR THE FURTHER WORK OF THE CD 
ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS, IN PARTICULAR NEXT SPRING. QUITE 
FRANKLY, WE FEEL THAT THE ONLY WAY TO MOVE FORWARD IS 10 
TACKLE THE HARD BUT VITAL OUTSTANDING PROBLEMS IN THE 
AREA OF VERIFICATION AND RELATED ISSUES. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN, I HAVE DEALT WITH THE ISSUE OF A 
CHEMICAL WEAPONS CONVENTION AT SOME LENGTH BECAUSE IT 
REMAINS AN IMPORTANT BUT UNSOLVED PROBLEM -- OWE ON 
WHICH A CONCERTED EFFORT MUST BE MADE IN THE COMMITTEE 
ON DISARMAMENT IF WE ARE TO MOVE TOWARD THE GOAL OF AN 
EFFECTIVE BAN ON THESE WEAPONS FOR ALL TIME. MUCH 
HARD WORK REMAINS TO BE DONE, AS I HAVE INDICATED IN 
MY REMARKS TODAY. BUT I CAN ASSURE YOU THAT MY 
GOVERNMENT WILL DO ITS FULL SHARE IN THE COMMITTEE 
TO ADVANCE THIS MOST IMPORTANT CAUSE. 


MR. CHAIRMAN, EVERYONE 
HERE IS AYARE OF THE DANGERS TO MANKIND IF WE DO NOT 


EFFECTIVELY BLOCK OFF THIS FORM OF WARFARE. THERE - 
HAVE ALREADY BEEN ENOUGH REPORTS OF THE USE OF THESE 

DEADLY WEAPONS -- IN VIOLATION OF INTERNATIONAL LAW -- 

TO CONVINCE ALL OF US THAT AN EFFECTIVE CHEMICAL WEAPONS BAN 
IS NOW AN IMPERATIVE FOR US ALL. THE CONCLUSION OF 

MY GOVERNMENT, WHICH WE ARE CONFIDENT IS SHARED BY 

MOST -- IF NOT ALL -- MEMBERS OF THIS BODY, IS THAT 

ANY NEW CONVENTION DEALING WITH CHEMICAL WEAPONS MUST 

HAVE EFFECTIVE PROVISIONS FOR ENSURING COMPLIANCE. 
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WHILE THE ELABORATION OF A CHEMICAL WEAPONS CONVENTION 
MUST PROCEED IN THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH ITS OWN PROCEDURES, MY DELEGATION WOULD 
WELCOME AN APPROPRIATELY WORDED RESOLUTION FROM THE 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY WHICH WOULD STRENGTHEN THE RESOLVE OF 
MEMBER GOVERNMENTS TO ADVANCE THAT WORK. I MUST SAY THAT 
IT WAS A KEEN DISAPPOINTMENT TO US LAST YEAR THAT, AS A RESULT 
OF AN AMENDMENT TO THE TRADITIONAL RESOLUTION ON THIS | 
SUBJECT, ADOPTION OF THE RESOLUTION BY CONSENSUS WAS 
NOT POSSIBLE. WE HOPE AT THIS SESSION A RESOLUTION 
CAPABLE OF ENJOYING CONSENSUS WILL BE DEVELOPED, AND WE 
LOOK FORWARD TO WORKING CLOSELY WITH OTHER DELEGATIONS 
OW THAT TASK, SUCH A RESOLUTION WOULD BE A REFLECTION OF 
OUR COMMON DETERMINATION TO WORK TOWARD A COMPLETE AND 
VERIFIABLE PROHIBITION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS, 


THANK YOU, MR, CHATRMAW, 
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Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative to the 
Third Committee of the United Nations 37th Session of the General 
Assembly, in Explanation of vote under Item 76, Resolution L.4, 


November 2, 1982 


The United States voted against the resolution contained in document 
A/C.3/37/L.4 when this resolution was presented to the First Regular 
Session of the Economic and Social Council earlier this year. The 
modifications that have been made in the text do not justify a 
change in the U.S. position. 


The United States generally does not partici e in votes related to 
the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Ra&ial Discrimination 
Owing to the adoption by the General Assembly in 1975 of Resolution 
3379 (XXX) which labelled Zionism a form of racism. Our objection 
to this repugnant idea continues to be relevant in the present 
context, as illustrated by the invitation contained in paragraph 7 
(i) of the revised resolution to U.N. committees established in 
relation to th Arab-Israeli conflict. 


The United States has decided to participate in the vote and to vote 
against the resolution because of the financial implication of 
paragraph four of L.4. Although the United States sympathizes with 
the desire of developing countries to host U.N. conferences, we 
firmly believe that the United Nations must make the best possible 
use of all the resources at its disposal, including its established 
conference centers and especially where this entails the saving of 
funds. In these days of fiscal austerity and budget stringency, we 
adhere more strongly than ever to General Assembly Resolution 2609 
(XXIV) which requires host governments to pay the full additional 
costs of holding a U.N. conference away from auU.N. site. The 
exemption to the host government granted in paragraph four is 
therefore unacceptable. Moreover, in accordance with our frequently 
Stated position, we consider it inappropriate for the U.N. to pay 
for travel to the conference for organizations labelled national 
liberation movements. We therefore must object to the budget item 
for this purpose contained in L.10 which allots $16,000 for the 
travel and subsistance of members of such organizations. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I would like to emphasize that our 
negative vote does not in any way diminish our high regard for the 
manner in which you and Mr. Jonah, the Secretary General of the 
Conference, conducted the negotiations in the text. 
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Mr. Chairman: 


I speak today to Agenda Item 22d concerning the World 
Disarmament Campaign. The United States supports the 
achievement of a truly universal, comprehensive and objective 
world-wide discussion of disarmament. 


Over and over again in this century wars have been started 
by governments opposed to the principle of free expression or 
which deny their people a true voice in their governance and 
instead purport to speak on their behalf. Free nations do not 
want or choose war. Free speech leads them towards justice; 
freedom of opportunity offers progress without recourse to 
violence; and political freedom ensures that governments 
reflect the views and concerns of their people. 

Throughout this troubled century, the United States has 
never been at war with another country committed to democracy 
and the free expansion of ideas, whatever their content. 
Indeed, it has supported the process of democratic change from 
its inception as a nation, and it champions peaceful change 
today. In the contemporary world, it has always been, and 
remains today, the least free and most repressive countries 
which are the main instigators of international tension and 
conflict. It is Soviet troops which are in Afghanistan; 
Vietnamese troops which are in Laos and Cambodia; and Cuban 
troops which are in Angola and Ethiopia. And it is Soviet 
weaponry, introduced through Cuba and Nicaragua, which is playing so 
active a destabilizing role in Latin America and fuels the ambitions 
of such irresponsible dictatorships as Libya. 


As you know, Mr. Chairman, the Second Special Session on 
Disarmament (SSOD II) Working Group last summer produced a consensus 
document for a truly universal and effective World Disarmament 
Campaign. The language of this document is clear and unequivocal. 
It stipulates: 
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-- that the campaign “should be carried out in all regions of 
the world in a balanced, factual and objective manner;" 


-- that its universality should be “guaranteed by the 
cooperation and participation of all states and by the widest 
possible dissemination of information and opinions on questions of 
arms limitation and disarmament and the damages relating to all 
aspects of the arms race and war, in particular nuclear war"; and 


-- that it should provide an “opportunity for discussion 
and debate in all countries on all points of view relating to 
disarmament issues, objectives and conditions". 


These are admirable goals. Now it is up to all governments 





of the world to put these clear principles into practice, to 


realize in concrete deeds and in their day by day actions what 
all member states of the United Nations have already endorsed 


in words. 
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Mr. Chairman, in the United States and in all open, 
democratic societies, the workings of a free, multi-sided media 
ensure that essential information about security and 
disarmament is readily available to the public. Scores of 
public and private institutions are working actively to 
propagate their views on arms control and security issues. No 
censors nor commissars impede the flow of public information. 
Demonstrations are not staged, nor is participation in them 
restricted to those invited by the government. 


Unfortunately, this is not the case everywhere. In the 
Soviet Union, and in other countries following similar domestic 
repressive policies, only that information which supports 
official government positions can circulate freely and be 
openly and publicly discussed, even when it affects the most. 
profound issues for mankind. And those who do demonstrate for 
peace and disarmament without permission run the risk of prison 
or internal exile. 


It is particularly ironic, Mr. Chairman, that the Soviet 
Union's domestic actions contrast so sharply with its 
rhetorical support for peace movements in free countries. 
While it cynically seeks to exploit the noble aspirations of 
the peace movement in other states, the Soviet Union 
simultaneously inveighs against pacifism and arrests those who 
take part in unauthorized peace activities in its own country. 
The message is clear: for the Soviet Union, peace and 
disarmament are issues for propogandistic exploitation abroad, 
but not for free discussion at home. 


And if the Soviet delegate speaks, as he did yesterday, of 
20,000 demonstrations with over 60 million participants, the 
question is not one of peace, but only whether these persons 
had the option of not participating, or of expressing their 
views freely. Mr. Chairman, they had no such choice, because 
freedom of expression--much less spontaneous 
demonstration--does not exist in the Soviet Union. 


Let me cite a few éxamples--all recent, some continuing-- 
from a dismal Soviet and Eastern European record in the 
treatment of their own incipient, authentic peace movements. 


-- In contravention to the Helsinki Accords, the Soviet 
Union regularly jams Western radio broadcasts and strictly 
limits the circulation of foreign books and newspapers to keep 
its citizens from hearing about or discussing disarmament as 
well as other topics with foreigners. Ordinary Soviet citizens 
are admonished not to be in contact with foreigners and KGB 
surveillance of foreigners generally intimidates Soviet 
citizens from contacting outsiders. 


-- In the German Democratic Republic, we even witness the 
remarkable spectacle of government repression of peace 
movements which use symbolic arm patches showing the beating of 
swords into plowshares -- a symbol reflecting the most basic 
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" ideals of the UN Charter itself and a symbol similar to the 


monument that the Soviet Union presented as a gift to the UN. 
These patches were denounced by a frightened East German regime 
that considered such a pacifist image “the expression of a 
mentality hostile to the state and proof of membership in an 
illegal political association". Students and workers wearing 
"swords into plowshares”® patches faced expulsion from school or 


their jobs. 


-- In Czechoslovakia, members of Charter 77, a reformist 
group dedicated to the upholding of the letter and spirit of 
the Helsinki Accords and the UN Charter, have been harassed, 
arrested, and told not to discuss disarmament as well as other 


topics. 


-- During August, the Polish authorities cynically sought 
to manipulate the Pugwash Conference in Warsaw to legitimize 
the Jaruzelski regime. To their credit, the American 
contingent voted beforehand at Boston not to participate as an 
official group and many individual European scientists chose to 
boycott the Conference. An open letter to the Conference from 
Nobel Peace Prize laureate Andrei Sakharov, dealing with issues 
of the arms race and condemning the closed nature of the USSR 
and other “socialist"® countries, was never put on the 
agenda--nor was the destabilizing and repressive situation 
outside the halls of the Pugwash Conference in Poland itself. 


In regard to the arms race, the Sakharov letter reads: “In 
the last decade there has been a very substantial increase in 
the Soviet army, navy, missile arsenal and air force, while the 
countries of the West, Europe especially, have weakened their 
defense efforts. The SS-20 missiles have changed the strategic 
equilibrium in Europe, although those who take part in pacifist 
demonstrations seem not to notice this fact." Sakharov 
concludes his letter by urging that, “there must be 
international efforts, efforts made by all honest people, to 
defend human rights, to overcome the closed nature of the USSR 
and other socialist countries". Mr. Chairman, it is incumbent 
upon all countries in the United Nations to heed Sakharov's 


plea. 


--In January, the official Soviet newspaper Pravda carried 
an enthusiastic editorial hailing the anti-war movement in 
Western Europe as “the vital cause of the peoples". The same 
paper had earlier declared that Soviet internal “propaganda 
must decisively rid itself of the traces of pacifism that are 
occasionally to be found in some instructional or propaganda 
materials". And, in February, on the occasion of Soviet 
Army-Navy Day, the Soviet Chief of Staff, Marshall Ogarkov, 
published a booklet deploring “elements of pacifism" among 
citizens of the Soviet Union. 





-- Last spring, seven people attempted to unfurl a little 
hand-lettered banner in Red Square in Moscow with the Russian 
words for "Bread, Life and Disarmament". They were immediately 
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arrested by the Soviet State Security Police. One wonders 
which of these three words was considered so dangerous that it 
had to be hidden from the people of Moscow. 


-- In early summer, an international group of peace 
advocates were towed out from Leningrad harbor after releasing 
2,000 balloons carrying messages which read, “USSR Stop Nuclear 
Testing Now". The Soviet explanation: "The peace advocates’ 
vessel ‘Greenpeace’ was polluting the harbor." In reality, it 
seems clear that the Soviet authorities regard spontaneous 
peace movements as the most dangerous pollutant of them all. 


--In July, a group of several hundred Scandinavians who 
visited several Soviet cities on a peace march -- billed in the 
Soviet press as the counterpart of similar marches in the West 
-- learned that their marches had to be done the Soviet way. 
Soviet speakers, ignoring previous agreements, introduced 
Soviet political themes and disarmament proposals; marching was 
cut to a minimum and, where permitted, was tightly controlled; 
discussions were orchestrated and translations of speeches 
falsified; and two members of an independent Soviet peace group 
seeking contact with the marchers were sentenced to fifteen 
days detention to keep them away from the marchers. So much 
for the international walks for peace, cited yesterday by the 
Soviet delegate. 


-- Also this past summer, just after one of the largest 
peaceful disarmament rallies in American history took place in 
New York, Soviet police moved against 11 Soviet citizens who 
had announced the formation of a fledgling, independent 
disarmament group called the "Group to Establish Trust Between 
the USA and the USSR". The group appealed -- very much in the 
spirit of the Second Special Session on Disarmament Working 
Group that same month -- for the widest possible access to 
information on questions relating to disarmament and arms 
limitation. They called on my government -- as the Soviet 
Government has called -- to ratify the SALT II treaty. They 
called for a “four-sided dialogue", to include the Soviet and 
American publics along with their governments, on the issue of 
peace. They asked for permission to hold a real demonstration 
-- one not planned, sponsored and orchestrated by the Soviet 
Government -- in Moscow in support of disarmament. 


As a result of these activities, several members of the 
group were arrested and charged with “hooliganism”. And on 
August 6, the spokesman of the group, 25 year old Sergei 
Batovrin, the son of a Soviet diplomat attached to the Soviet 
UN Mission from 1965 to 1970, was confined for a month in a 
psychiatric institute, where he was forcibly treated with 
powerful debilitating drugs. His main sin seems to have been 
that in a country where suspicion is all-pervasive, he was 
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- motable for his openness and lack of suspicion. Perhaps like 


anyone who had grown up in the US, he had taken freedom for 
granted. 


Just this week -- on Monday November 1 -- Soviet 
authorities once again prevented a news conference by 
Batovrin's battered group of peace advocates, barring both 
members and Western reporters from the building where the 
meeting was to take place. Batovrin, who would have been 
making his first public appearance since his release from 
detention, was prevented by Soviet security agents from even 
leaving his apartment. The meeting was to have dealt with Oleg 
Radzinsky, a young linguist, arrested last week for anti-Soviet 
agitation. Before his arrest, Radzinsky had had the temerity 
to call for an international observance of ten minutes of peace 
during which all work would be stopped in the name of 
disarmament. 


Mr. Chairman, the very virulence with which these peace 
advocates have been harassed and suppressed illustrates the 
utter intolerence of the Soviet and Eastern Bloc authorities to 
any challenge to the official Soviet policy of “peace® or to 
its carefully nurtured official image of a nation totally 
supportive of the ruling Communist Party's peace initiatives 
and policies. The Soviet Union yesterday pledged 1.5 million 
rubles to the disarmament campaign, a gesture of rich irony 
from a country where no true disarmament movements are 
allowed. 


The governments of the free world cannot and do not 
persecute or stifle their critics, whether we like them or 
not. We know that much of the progress of mankind -- in the 
arts and sciences; in the mastery of disease or the conquest of 
space; in the persistent assertion of human dignity and the 
rights of man -- is due to the work of courageous individuals 
who challenge falsehood in the name of truth, who speak for 
justice in the face of repression. We know better than to 
condemn critics to psychiatric wards, and we will not recoil if 
the passion for truth leads people to question our weaknesses 


-OF expose our wrongs. 


We have welcomed dissidents from the inception of the 
American republic, beginning, in fact, with those who landed at 
Plymouth Rock in 1620. Nor have these dissidents come only 
from Western Europe. Russians, Poles, Hungarians, Czechs, and 
people subjected to totalitarian governments elsewhere have 
flocked to these shores in search of self-expression and the 
right of :. ‘viduals to shape their own lives. Those seeking 
freedom of . ellectual and artistic expression have not 
threatened, but vastly enriched the quality of thought and 
fabric of our culture. Each, whether Solzhenitsyn, 
Rostroprovich, Baryshnikov, General Grigorenko, or lesser known 
figures, have made a unique impact. 


gn 


~vectassified for Publication in American Forei 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Mr. Chairman, in early September, 20 American leaders of 
the movement to freeze Soviet and American nuclear arsenals -- 
including among them a Nobel Prize winner, the chairman for the 
Council for a Livable World, and one of the few American 
members of the Soviet Union's Academy of Sciences -- sent a 
letter to President Leonid I. Brezhnev protesting the Soviet 
efforts to “harass and persecute” their Soviet counterparts. A 
portion of that letter reads, “The double standard by which the 
Soviet Government abides -- applauding widespread debate in the 
West, while crushing the most benign form of free expression at 
home -- only strengthens the complex of forces that impel the 
nuclear arms race." 


The United States Government fully subscribes to that ~ 
sentiment. That is why the United States would welcome a truly 
universal disarmament campaign allowed by all governments of 
the world, a campaign that meets the criteria established and 
agreed to by all member states at the Second Special Session in 


Disarmament. 





For our part, Mr. Chairman, we are giving concrete 
expression to our commitment to increased freedom and openness, 
not only at home but in the international arena as well. 


Let me review briefly some of the recent initiatives which 
the United States has undertaken in this regard. 


-- The United States has engaged in an extensive, active 
dialogue with the Soviet Union on important world issues. As 
one element of this, President Reagan offered recently in 
Berlin to provide President Brezhnev with an opportunity to 
speak on world issues directly to the American people on US 
television, if the Soviet leader provided a reciprocal 
opportunity. He also proposed that Soviet and American 
journalists exchange views in their respective media. 


-- President Reagan also proposed, then and there, a number 
of new strategic confidence building measures to foster greater 
openness and greater understanding. These include reciprocal 
US-USSR exchanges on advanced notification of major strategic 
exercises and on ICBM launches within as well as beyond 
national borders; and an expanded exchange of strategic force 


data. 


-- The US also has supported and respected arrangements 
promoting greater openness in military matters as an outgrowth 
of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. 


-- At the Second Special Session on Disarmament this 
summer, President Reagan proposed the convening of an 
International Conference on Military Expenditures to give a 
much needed stimulus to reporting of military budgets by 
countries, some of which continue to shroud their real military 


spending in secrecy and mask it behind patently false 
statistics. 
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-- In yet another effort to shed light on an important 
matter of world concern, the United States has strongly 
supported the efforts to induce the Governments of the Soviet 
Union, Laos, and Vietnam to facilitate access to areas where 
chemical weapon attacks have taken place over the last several 
years, so that the United Nations’ Group of Experts can conduct 
an impartial and complete investigation of these profoundly 
disturbing illegal and inhumane practices. 


-- And in arms control negotiations, we have pressed for 
acceptance, on a mutual basis, of appropriate verification 
measures to enhance mutual confidence, credibility and trust. 


Mr. Chairman, all of these proposals represent concrete and 
practical steps to increase freedom, openness, understanding 
and confidence; to flood light into areas heretofore shrouded 
by excessive obsession with secrecy and control; and to lessen 
the dangers of international miscalculation and 
misunderstanding. We would welcome the free flow of 
information on disarmament among citizens of all countries. 

Two days ago, Americans in nine states exercised their right to 
vote in referenda on various disarmament issues. We regret 
that supporters of peace elsewhere still lack these basic 
rights. But we urge all other countries to undertake -- in 
deeds, not only in words; at home as well as abroad -- concrete 
efforts to promote an unhindered flow of information to all 
peoples of the world and to permit the widest possible freedom 
of public expression and assembly on the crucial issues of 
world peace and disarmament. 
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Statement by Senator J. Bennett Johnston, United States Representative 
to the United Nations 37th Session of the General Assembly, in the 
Fifth Committee on Item 1ll, Personnel Questions, November 4, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, the United States is convinced that such success as the 
United Nations has achieved is intimately connected with the quality 
of its personnel. Many of the various bodies within the UN System 
have enviable world-wide reputations. Why? Their achievements 
reflect the high quality and devotion of their personnel. These 
people, in fact, are the organizations. The cost of their services 
represents over three-quarters of the UN budget. Accordingly, the 
maintenance of highly qualified staff on a cost-effective basis is 
crucial to completing the UN's mission. 


One of the more encouraging developments in UN personnel matters is 
the upsurge of ideas about and interest in human resources planning 
and career development, as evidenced by recent JIU and ICSC reports, 
and ACC comments thereon. As Assistant Secretary General Doss 
remarked on Monday before this Committee,these reports agree on the 
importance of a professional career service and of the need for 
thorough human resources planning and administration. 
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The United States particularly supports the JIij's call for greater 
attention to all aspects of human resources planning--analysis of 
skills required by organizations, determination of the skills 
possessed by the employees, and the execution of plans to recruit, 
train, and develop employees to match organizational needs and 
individual skills. 


We believe that such planning and analysis will serve to demonstrate 
the need to maintain an international civil service staffed chiefly by 
career professionals, complemented by a carefully defined use of 
fixed-term appointments. Greater emphasis on human resource planning 
will also provide the UN with the mechanisms to monitor more 
effectively progress on hiring and promoting women, and to attain more 
completely a desirable geographic distribution of posts. 





Premised on the paramount considerations of efficiency, competence and 
integrity (according to the Charter), the remaining factor shaping 
human resources planning is the importance of distributing posts to 
represent fully the regional and cultural diversity of the member 
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states. The United States wishes to commend the Secretariat for the 
progress made in the last four years towards a more representative UN 
staff. This progress shows that the current methods for attaining 
equitable distribution can work, and argues against any major 
readjustments to these methods. Thus , we oppose the Bryntsev report 
recommendation that geographical distribution quotas be applied to all 
Organizational units of the UN. If the quotas are applied in terms of 
regional groupings of countries receiving a fixed proportion of posts, 
there is no guarantee that underrepresented countries within a region 
will receive their share of that region's appointments. But whether 
Or not that goal is met, this artificial and unrealistic quota system 
would hamper the Secretariat by imposing an inappropriate rigidity and 
inflexibility on the personnel practices of the UN, to the detriment 
of the competent execution of the UN's affairs. 


We also oppose the recommendation that notional targets be set for 
policy-making posts for each region, for the simple reason that no 
real problem exists here. All of the regions have significant numbers 
of high-level UN employees. If the UN were to establish such a system 
of desirable ranges at the senior level, it would find that the 
Current practice has already produced a largely equitable distribution 
of these posts (without the adminstrative complexity required by the 


JIU recommendations. ) 


The report on geographical distribution also urges that more 
appointments be made on a fixed-term basis. We cannot support this 
recommendation as an across-the-board approach. Rather, each 
Organization must address its own unique staffing needs in a way 
calculated to ensure the most effective and efficient accomplishment 
of its mission. We note parenthetically that those Member States 
which have the greatest proportion of fixed term appointments are in 
fact chronically underrepresented; these countries also have the 
lowest ratio of women employees in the system. Neither fact reflects 
well on the proposal for a generally expanded use of fixed-term 
appointments. Rather than seeking to overturn a system that has shown 
its viability, some member states might wish to reconsider their 
exclusive reliance on fixed-term appointments. Therefore, the U.S. 
opposes the adoption of all the major recommendations of the Bryntsev 
Report on geographical distribution, and basically supports retention 
of the current recruiting targets and methods, as the best way to 
maintain a competent workforce representative of the cultural 
diversity of the United Nations. 


In the same vein, we question the need for more elaborate procedures 
in selecting consultants, or for more emphasis on the geographic 
Origin of consultants, as proposed in the JIU report on experts and 
consultants. The administrative burden of the JIU'sS proposed controls 
on consultant appointments would be considerable; we do not believe 
that a compelling need to impose these controls has been 

demonstrated. We do believe that the the short-term nature of 
consultancies renders geographic distribution questions insignificant 
in comparison to the importance of securing the highest quality 
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We do acknowledge that there have been major increases in the overall 
expenditure> for experts and consultants, and believe that these costs 
must be controlled. Therefore, we support the JIU recommendation for 
a restructuring of the compensation practices for consultants who are 
UN system pensioners. Currently, there are no restrictions on the 
Salary paid a consultant who is also receiving pension benefits from 
the UN. We strongly support the recommendation that consultants 
retained for longer than one month receive a consultancy fee which, 
when combined with their pension payments, would not exceed the salary 
of their grade prior to retirement. This limitation would act to 
discourage the misguided retention of retirees as consultants to 
perform tasks that perhaps should be assigned to career staff. It 
avoids even the suggestion of abuse in the employment of retirees as 
consuitants. But it allows the Secretary-General the necessary 
flexibility to use highly qualified and experienced former staff 
members on the retirement rolls, when he deems it useful. We believe 
that this change in consultant compensation would go far towards the 
goal of more effective use of consultants with greater administrative 
efficiency than cumbersome controls on the appointment process. 


Furthermore, we suggest that these issues may be but another 
difficulty generated by the UN's arbitrarily low mandatory retirement 
age of 60. The UN is increasingly alone in maintaining this barrier 
to the full utilization of the skills and talents of valued long-time 
employees. My own Government eliminated mandatory retirement for its 
civil servants in 1978. Many governments and international 
Organizations have no mandatory age or at least a higher age limit in 
keeping with the changing conditions that allow people to remain 
healthy and active well beyond the age of 60. Most recently, the 
World Assembly on Aging affirmed the idea that artificial barriers to 
employment based on age should be eliminated. We therefore maintain 
our view that the UN retirement age should be increased from 60 to 
perhaps 65 with an accompanying study aimed at eventual elimination of 
any mandatory age. 


We have before us again, Mr. Chairman, the question of the arrests and 
detention of United Nations Staff members in different countries 
around the world. 


Unfortunately, it is our understanding that the situation has not 
improved but has grown worse during the past year. New arrests have 
taken place, and those staff members who have been incarcerated for 
some time have not been released from prison. In a number of cases, 
Representatives of the Secretary General have not even been able to 
visit and speak to the staff members who have been imprisoned. 


We know of the great concern of the Secretary General over the 
imprisonment of officials of the United Nations, and of his 
unhappiness over the fact that some governments are not complying with 
agreements entered into with the United Nations over the treatment of 
the United Nations staff. 


We deeply chare the Secretary General's concern expressed to the Fifth 
Committee on October 15 over what appears to be a worsening 
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Situation. We look forward to circulation of the Secretary General's 
report on this subject and wish to reserve the opportunity to comment 
further once we have had the opportunity to study the contents. 


I would like to turn now, Mr. Chairman, to the question of the status 
of women in the professional category. The second progress report 
shows some progress for women in the United Nations system, but 
clearly indicates that the UN system as a whole must do more in its 
efforts to recruit and promote women. Although the General Assembly 
set a target of 25% to be reached by the end of 1982, the proportion 
of women filling geographical posts is now only 22.2%. 


It is a matter for congratulations that at Headquarters, the number of 
women employed in geographical posts has now risen to over 31%. In 
the field however, only 17 percent of professional employees are 
women. Clearly, Mr. Chairman, steps should be taken to improve the 
latter number. 

Aside from employing more women, the problem of equality of 
opportunity for promotions, and career development for women, 
continues to exist. The proportion of women employed falls off 
dramatically at the P-4 level and above, and little progress has 
occurred in this regard 


My government believes strongly in the recrvitment and promotion of 
women in the professional ranks at the Uni*«1i Nations. We are 
committed to the full participation of woiien in both the formulation 
of policy and the implementation of programs at all levels of activity 
of the United Nations and member states, 


We appreciate the fact that the United Nations is working hard to 
attain these goals. 


In the view of my Government, it would be exceedingly helpful if the 
Secretary General included in future annual reports statistical 
analyses on the percentage of women on all promotion and appointment 
lists, specifying the percentage promoted and appointed within each 
grade. We would also request the Secretary General, as head of the 
Administrative Committee on Coordination, to haVe each Agency submit 
updated Status reports on the role of women in each agency, as a way 
of ensuring that women are’ not disadvantaged in promotions or 
appointments, and to see that due attention is paid to having women 
serve in the key posts of the UN System. 


Mr. Chairman, women constitute more than half the population of the 
world. They have great expectations and desire to achieve gains in 
their personal, political and economic status. We fervently hope for 
continued gains in the employment and promotion of women in the 
professional category at the United Nations and the United Nations 
family in the future, : 


At the beginning of my remarks, I. alluded to Ms. Doss's introductory 
statement to the Committee. Returning to her excellent summation of 
the Secretariat's activities, we wish to commend the successful entry 
level competitive examinations, which led to the appointment of 30 new 
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professional employees. My Government favors developing a larger base 
of P-l and P-2 employees who can be advanced to more responsible 
positions. But we do not agree that such recruitment should be 
exclusively focused on underrepresented countries. The competitive 
examinations should offer opportunity for aspirants to a career in the 
UN from any nation. To do otherwise would constitute an invidious 
discrimination based on nationality that contravenes the principles of 
the UN Charter. We also support making more appointments at the P-l 
and P-2 levels in order to reestablish a better distribution of jobs 
throughout the professional grade levels. Currently less than 10 
percent of the professional positions are established at the P-l and 
P-2 levels. We are convinced that more jobs could be maintained and 
established at these entry levels. We note that precisely this 
recommendation is made by the JIU as an aid to career development of 


UN employees. 


By the same token, we believe that too many positions are 
unjustifiably established at the D-l level and above. The UN now has 
more than 350 employees at these senior levels, representing more than 
one eighth of its professional staff. This proportion of senior staff 
is questionable on its face. We note with dismay that implementation 
of the new master standards for job classification has done little or 
nothing to deal with this worsening situation. We therefore urge the 
Secretary General to study the feasibility of establishing ceilings on 
the number or percentage of posts which may be established at the D-l 
level and above, as a way of controlling unnecessary proliferation of 


senior posts. 


Mr. Chairman, we consider this subject matter to be of great 
importance. We appreciate the kind and patient attention of the 


Committee to our statement. 
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Statement by Ambassador William C. Sherman, Alternate United States 
Representative to the 37th General Assembly, in Plenary, in Right of 
Reply to the U.S.S.R., the German Democratic Republic and Bulgaria, 


November 3, 1982 


Mr. President, we are engaged in this debate in a serious attempt to 
implement the principles of the United Nations Charter by finding a 
peaceful and negotiated solution to the tragic conflict between the 
United Kingdom and Argentina over the Falkland Islands (Islas 
Malvinas). Our efforts to this end are not assisted by the attempt 
of the Soviet Union and its East German and Bulgarian clients to 
introduce extraneous propaganda charges unrelated to the issue at 
hand. True to its conspiritorial view of world events, the Soviet 
Union has abused this chamber today with allegations that the 
tragedy, for which both countries paid so dearly, was part of a NATO 
conspiracy to achieve a "military springboard" in the South Atlantic. 


I submit chat this interpretation is an insult to both the parties 
and to the nations of Latin America. As my country learned through 
its extended efforts to bring the two parties to the negotiation 
table, the issues involved in -this tragic dispute are real and of 
long standing. Let no one belittle them, least of all the Soviet 
Union, East Germany, Bulgaria and other clients, who played no role 
whatsoever in seeking to restore peace during the trying days of 
this conflict. Their effort now, when we are gathered here to put 
this conflict behind us once and for all, is a mindless and 
incredible effort to score propaganda points from the tragic 
conflict of interest and principle between two member states. It 
perverts and stands on end truth and the search for peace, to which 


most of us in this chamber are committed. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United States 
Representative to the 37th General Assembly, in the Special Political 
Committee, on items under International Cooperation in the Peaceful Uses 
of Outer Space, November 4, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, we focus today on the area of outer space, the activities 
of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space (COPUOS) and the 
recently concluded United Nations Conference on the Exploration and 
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space (UNISPACE). I want to take this opportunity 
to express our appreciation to Ambassador Peter Jankowitsch of Austria 
for his leadership and untiring efforts in carrying out the tasks of 
CoPpuosS. 


Before getting on with the proper business before us, it is necessary 
to digress briefly--even as the representative of Byelorussia attempted a 
few days ago to divert our attention from the agenda item with his wholly 
predictable exegesis on alleged US efforts to turn outer space into an 
East/West battleground. So much for a serious effort to focus on that 
which unites rather than divides us. 
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The Byelorussian statement was based almost entirely on some articles 
that recently appeared in a most distinguished American newspaper, The 
New York Times, which, however, unlike the local papers to which the 
Byelorussian representative is doubtless accustomed, is NOT a government 
mouthpiece. I should note that his statement was based on a systematic 
misreading of the articles in the Times. Those articles described in 
great but not necessarily accurate detail US research and development 
efforts exploring the possible or even potential uses of outer space for 
weaponry and warfare. Indeed, such efforts are underway, to address the 
problem of the Soviet Union's unique status of being the only country in 
the world which has an operational anti-satellite weapon system. This 
too was made clear in the New York Times articles to which the 
Byelorussian representative referred--but, of course, he omitted this. 
For us to fail to keep pace with basic research in this area would be 
utterly irresponsible, as long as we have all too excellent reason to 
believe that such efforts are intensive priority concerns of another 
Member State. It is my ccovernment's fervent wish that all of us, repeat, 
all of us, may one day turn our full creative enterprise to the peaceful 
uses of outer space, 
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We value the Outer Space Committee for the highly constructive role 
it has played in space affairs, and its tradition of consensus. We would 
emphasize consensus as the only realistic and practical way to proceed. 
The COPUOS and the General Assembly have not heretofore departed from 
this tradition; in neither forum has the effort been made to adopt 
substantive documents on outer-space matters which did not have the 
consent not only of all geographic groups but also of the space-going 
countries. It would in our judgement be a grave mistake were the General 
Assembly to depart from this practice; e.g., to adopt by majority vote a 
set of principles on such a subject as Principles Governing the Use by 
States of Artificial Earth Satellites for Direct Television 
Broadcasting. Wisdom lies in making only such progress on this and any 
other space matter as can command consensus. 


1982 has been an exciting, productive year for the United States in 
outer space activities, working with a wide array of international 
partners in space transportation, land remote sensing, space exploration, 
and satellite-aided search and rescue; our participation in UNISPACE ‘82 


was also a highlight. 


In the area of space transportation, it is of special note to report 
that the US Space Shuttle successfully completed its test phase with its 
fourth flight in July. During this phase we were pleased that many 
United Nations delegates were able to visit the Kennedy Space Center as 
our guests to watch two launches of the Shuttle. We are now looking 
toward the beginning of a new era of a reusable space transportation 
system with the first operational mission of the Shuttle, scheduled for 


November 11-16. 


Two communications satellites are to be placed in orbit by the 
Shuttle on that flight. It is particularly appropriate that one of those 
satellites will be the Canadian TELESAT communications satellite, because 
Canada's development of the Remote Manipulator System is making such an 
important contribution to our Shuttle program. 


In 1983, five Shuttle missions are scheduled which will carry a 
variety of satellites and experiments for both domestic and non-US 
users. We look forward in particular to the first flight of the Spacelab 
aboard the ninth Shuttle mission, scheduled for September 1983. This 
Spacelab-I mission will include nearly 70 experiments to be conducted by 
US and European investigators, and marks the fruition of the largest 
Single international cooperative space effort conducted to date. In this 
cooperative project, ten European countries have combined through the 
European Space Agency to gain first-hand experience in building major 
facilities for man's use of space. This iS a major accomplishment, and 
we are proud to be associated with it. 


~ 


On October 22, NASA announced a significant expansion of 
opportunities for flight on the Space Shuttle, in a key step toward a 
major objective of the Shuttle program--enabling more people to go into 
Space, eaSily and safely. Under the liberalized policy, beginning in 
1984 flight opportunities for Payload Specialists will be made available 
on a reimbursable basis to all classes of major Space Shuttle payload 


customers, foreign and domestic. 
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“Our Landsat program achieved a new threshold of capability with the 
launch of Landsat-4 on July 23, 1982, and the successful operatior of its 
advanced multi-spectral scanner and Thematic Mapper instruments -- a 
major milestone in the area of land remote sensing from space. Landsat-4 
is the most advanced land remote sensing satellite launched to date and, 
as with its three predecessors, will provide to all interested parties on 
a non-restrictive basis vast amounts of data for use in the management of 
Earth's resources, and in understanding the Earth and its processes. A 
dozen foreign ground stations continue to participate in this program and 
to advance the varied uses of land remote sensing in both developed and 
developing countries. 


In the area of planetary exploration, Pioneer 10, the first 
spacecraft to encounter Jupiter, and now making man's first trip out of 
the solar system, completed ten years in space last March. Pioneer is 
functioning well and is now being used to study the extent and behavior 
of the sun's atmosphere. By June 1983, Pioneer 10 will leave our solar 
system. 


Results of experiments carried out during the Solar Maximum Mission, 
which was launched in 1980 to coincide with the Solar Maximum Year, have 
enabled scientists to expand our knowledge of the sun and its 
environment. Malfunctions in the SMM spacecraft currently constrain the 
amount of data returned from it, but plans are now underway to 
demonstrate the retrieval/repair capabilities of the Shuttle by 
performing an in-orbit repair of the SMM in 1984. 


COSPAS-SARSAT, a cooperative project involving the US, Canada, France 
and the USSR in the use of satellite communications in search and rescue 
activities, entered its demonstration and evaluation phase this year. 
Recently, the system was used in a dramatic rescue mission in the 
Canadian North which would not have been possible without satellite 
technology. This demonstration project could lay the groundwork for an 
international search and rescue system. 


With respect to the Convention on International Liability for Damage 
caused by Space Objects, my delegation is pleased with the widespread 
acceptance of this Convention. We labored hard to see this Convention 
come into being, and we are pleased to note in this tenth anniversary 
year that it has achieved wide adherence. We believe the Convention has 
proven its worth in the one major incident which has occurred in this 
past decade and that there is no need of a revision of the Convention at 
this time. 


Turning now to UNISPACE '82 -- We commend the staff of the Outer 
Space Affairs Division, the UNISPACE Secretariat and its able leader, 
Yash Pal, for their outstanding efforts in making this conference a 
success. At the conference the United States announced a series of 
initiatives ~-in the area of space science and technology, about which we 
will report in more detail at the Scientific and Technical Subcommittee 
in February. In addition, the US exhibition, demonstrations and 
lectures--and, indeed, the composition of our delegation itself-- 
highlighted US emphasis on the peaceful uses of outer space, the vital 
role of the private sector in the US space program, and the importance of 
continued international cooperation to the success of our proyrams. 
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-In his message to UNISPACE 82, President Ronald Reagan expressed our 
pleasure in participating in this historic conference in the following 
way: "This Second United Nations Conference on the Peaceful Uses of 
Outer Space provides leaders from around the globe with an unprecedented 
cpportunity to chart a course for greater cooperation among nations in 
exploring mankind's last and endless frontier. Let us resolve to work 
together to ensure that the benefits of space continue to contribute to a 
Dright anda peaceful future on Earth. And let us also chart new pathways 
to the stars to serve as avenues of peaceful exploration and adventure 
for our generation and generations to come." May I suggest his words as 
a charter for all of us? 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly, in Plenary, in Explanation of Vote on Item 135, Question of 
the Palkland Islands (Malvirss), November 4, 1982 





Mr. President, the United States has always supported a negotiated 
settlement between the United Kingdom and Argentina in their tragic 
conflict over the Palkland Islands (Islas Malvinas). At che outset of 
the conflict, my government made sustained efforts to bring the two 
parties to the negotiating table. We said at that time, “the United 
States stands behind the principle that the use of force to settle 
disputes should not be allowed anywhere, and especially in this 
hemisphere where a significant number of territorial disputes remain 
to be solved diplomatically. For the United States, the Falkland 
crisis has been and still is a particularly agonizing, tragic event. 
As the whole world knows, we have a longstanding alliance and, beyond 
that, the closest relations of friendship with Great Britain, the 
country from which our political institutions, law and language 
derive. But we have not forgotten for a moment our close 
geographical, economic and political relations with our Latin 
neighbors. We do not only care about this hemisphere, we are part of 
this hemisphere, and we share many of the aspirations, goals and 
dreams of all nations of the Americas....* 


That is why the United States tried so hard to avoid the conflict on 
the Palklands, why we hoped so intensely to reduce and isolate it, and 
why we support any realistic diplomatic intiative which will put a 
just end to it. The search for a negotiated settlement to this 
conflict led the United States to support Security Council Resolutions 
502 and 505. The essential elements of those resolutions remain the 
framework of the search for peace. The same vital need for a 
negotiated solution that would put this conflict once and for all 
behind us underlies our vote today. 


This resolution before us, in its revised and final form, expressly 
reaffirms the principles of the United Nations Charter concerning 
non-use of force in international relations. We welcome its 
references to cessation of hostilities and to the intention of the 
parties not to renew them. The cost, in blood and treasure, to both 
Argentina and the United Kingdom dictates that force must never again 
be used in this dispute. We assume, therefore, in supporting this 
resolution a shared responsibility for preventing the use of force in 


the future. 
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The United States would not have voted for any resolution which 
prejudged the question of sovereignty or the outcome of negotiations. 
We have never taken a position on the question of sovereignty and we 
do not now do so. We conclude, however, that the resolution before us 
does not legally prejudice the position of either Argentina or the 
United Kingdom and, in fact, opens the way toward negotiations in good 
faith without any preordained result. 


Finally, in calling on the parties to negotiate, let us not forget, 
Mr. President, that these islands are and have been for generations 
the home of a small, but resolute, population of island people. The 
United States assumes that negotiations undertaken by the United 
Kingdom and Argentina must necessarily take into account the 
aspirations of the Falkland Islanders. 


In supporting this resolution, the United States affirms that this 
dispute, like all others, should be settled by discussion and never by 
force and that the fate of peoples should never be settled without due 
account being taken of their views, values, interests, and rights. 


Let these principles and those of the United Nations Charter itself 
governing peaceful resolution of disputes serve as a basis for 
negotiation to close this unhappy chapter and move forward again 
toward peace, understanding and development in this hemisphere. 


Seeeeeeaee 





Unrrep States Mission TO THE Unitrep Nations 





799 UNITED NaTIONS Plaza 
—— New Yosaw, N Y 10017 


PRESS RELEASE — 


POR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 113 (82) 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY November 4, 1982 


STATEMENT BY | ™ 
STEPHEN BOND, 
ALTERNATE UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE, 
IN THE SIXTH COMMITTZE, 


c 


ON THE REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE 
ON ENHANCING THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE 


vecrassiried for Publication in American roreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


PRINCIPLE OF NON-USE OF FORCE IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 
AGENDA ITEM 118 


NOVEMBER 4, 1982 








VV IGF Fr IeMw FUP FMT Tae ret oft OP ee Pe ge 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


« 


Mr. Chairman: 


We would like to join with the others who have expressed 

appreciation for the lucid introduction of this item by 

the Special Committee's Chairman, Ambassador El Araby. We 
would also like to express our appreciation for the way in 
which he chaired the Special Committee. The Committee's 
failure to make any progress or bridge any of the gaps was 
most assuredly in spite of his extremely positive approach 

to the problem and his many constructive and energetic 


efforts. 


We are confronted with a global situation in which the 
need to enhance international peace and security, the need 
to secure fuller compliance with the fundamental prohibition 
against the threat or use of force and with its necessary 
corrollary, the obligation of peaceful settlement of dis- 
putes, is undisputed and urgent. However, as the debate 
on this item once again demonstrates, wide and fundamental 
disagreements continue over whether and how the Special 
Committee can make a positive contribution to the maintenance 
of international peace and security. The disagr2emenc was 
previously reflected in the divided vote by whicn the Special 
Committee's mandate was extended and in the debate at this 


year's session of the Special Committee. It has not yet 
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been resolved. 


Nor will that debate be resolved and the work of the 
Special Committee have some possibility of contributing 
positively to the fundamental needs of the international 
community in this vital area, so long as we permit its time 
and resources to be devoted to the notion of a new ~-eaty on 


the non-use of force. 


Mr. Chairman, some representatives have, in the course 
of debate on this item, urged that polemical exchanges be ~ 
avoided in the interest of better advancing our work. We 
fully understand and respect this point of view. In fact, 
my delegation has exercised the utmost restraint so far in 
making only one right of reply during our debate despite what 
any objective observer could only characterize as numerous 
provocations. However, Mr. Chairman, our restraint has, 
unfortunately, not been matched by the delegations of the Soviet 
Union and some its marionettes, which have respected neither 
propriety nor truth. We would be remiss in not clarifying 
certain points regarding our views, especially as it is the 
Soviet Union which is the prime mover of such a world treaty 


on the non-use of force. 


My delegation has previously expressed its continuing 


astonishment over the shameless quality of the 
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neneerisy involved in the sponsorship and posturing over a 
non-use of force treaty by the Soviet Union, a country which, 
at the same time, so massively violates the international 
norms regarding the use of force both directly and through 
its surrogates. The Soviet Union has even created a new 
doctrine, the “Brezhnev doctrine", designed to justify its 
actions by limiting the sovereignty of a certain category 

of States. In this regard, let us compare the glories which 
the Soviet representatives ascribe to a future world treaty 
on the non-use of force to the justification which Pravda 
offered for the 1968 rape of Czechoslovakia. The infamous 
September 26, 1968 article by Sergei Kovalev stated in part, 
and I quote, "In the Marxist conception the norms of law, 
including the norms governing relations among socialist coun- 
tries, cannot be interpreted in a narrowly formal way, 
outside the general context of the class struggle in the 
present-day world." The article goes on to say that, and I 
quote, “Those who speak of the “illegality” of the allied 
socialist countries’ actions in Czechoslovakia forget that in 
a class society there is and can be no such thing as nonclass 
law. Laws and the norms of law are subordinated to the 

laws of the class struggle and the laws of social develop- 
ment.” So much for treaties. So much for the U.N. Charter. 


That same kind of hypocrisy is being manifested by the Soviet 


Union throughout the various committees of this Assembly 
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with a kind of perverse consistency. It is the same kind of 
hypocrisy which leads the Soviet Union, a country which has 
practiced the most insistent and extensive subjugation of 
its neighbors in modern history, to accuse others of having 
a policy based on the threat of use of force. It is the 
hypocrisy which leads the Soviet Union, a country with 

an army of occupation of over 100,000 men in Afghanistan, 

to decry foreign intervention in that country. It is the 
hypocrisy of this same country which, year after year, 

has consistently outspent all others, including my own 
country, in the most massive military buildup known to man, 
guashes any independent peace and disarmament movement in 
its own territory, yet poses as the champion of disarmament. 
It is the hypocrisy of this same country which crushes the 
rights of the individual underfoot, while accusing others of 
gross violations. It is a self-proclaimed hypocrisy, for 
the Soviet representative has clearly informed this committee 
that it measures the sincerity of others by the treaties 
they are willing to propose.or enter. It is, of course, an 
understandable hypocrisy, for a country whose actual 
behavior leaves it little alternative but to attempt to 
divert the world's attention to its words and away from its 
deeds. In a sense, however, that hypocrisy is not entirely 


negative, for it is a tribute to the importance which the 
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relevant international legal norms have achieved. As was 
once said by de La Rochefoucauld, "Hypocrisy is a compli- 


ment which vice pays to virtue." 


However, Mr. Chairman, my delegation does not oppose the 
treaty proposal merely on grounds of its essential hypocrisy. 
If the proposal were merely hypocritically motivated, it 
might still have some value. But it is worse than that. 

It is wasteful and pernicious. If it were wasteful and 
innocuous, that would be grounds enough to turn away from 
it towards attempts to grapple with the problem in a more 
useful and productive manner. But such an effort is likely 
to be actually damaging, for as other representatives have 
set Out in detail, were a new treaty on the non-use of force 
to be the same as the Charter, it would add nothing and 
create the spurious impression that the Charter itself was 
inadequate without repetition, dn impression which would 
undercut the special status of the Charter itself. If a 
treaty were, instead, to deviate from the Charter, it 
would create a parallel regime which could only lead to 
confusion and further detract from the Charter. This 

makes it all the more compelling that we find the will and 
the way to enhance the chances of other, and more productive 


work. 
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“Mr. Chairman, let us consider where we are and what would 
be productive. Certainly, there is already full agreement 
apart from those ascribing to the views of Pravda, that 
States are prohibited by the Charter from resorting to the 
threat or use of force against the political independence 
or territorial integrity of another State. Further, there 
is also general agreement that there have been numerous 
violations of Article 2, paragraph 4 of the Charter over 
the past 37 years. It would be worthwhile to engage in 
extensive discussions to clarify the meaning of this Charter 
norm were there any grounds for belief that clarification 
over the meaning of these norms would lead to a change 
in policy by adherents of the Brezhnev Doctrine. Regret- 
fully, Soviet behavior does not allow us to think this is 


the case. 


Mr. Chairman, there has been widespread appreciation 
expressed during this Assembly for the report of the 
Secretary-General on the problem of international peace and 
security. It points generally in the right direction, which 
is not towards the elaboration of a treaty restating the 
obligations entailed by the existing Charter, but rather 
toward renewed commitment to that existing Charter and to 


the strengthening and improving its essential system of 








collective security. For the reasons we and others have 
already stated, a new treaty on the non-use of force would 
only be in derogation of the objective, so clearly stated 
by the Secretary-General, of strengthening the system 


‘provided by the Charter. 


We are encouraged not only by the Report of the 
Secretary-General, but by the increasing number of members 
of the Special Committee which are moving away from the 
treaty notion. For we consider that improvements cannot 
be attained by that route. To isolate the norm of non-use 
of force from the entire collective security system of the 
Charter, with its inter-related norms and machinery, would 


be retrogressive, in the context both of the progressive 


€ 


development of international law and the improvement of 


international relations. 
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We believe it more productive and meaningful to consider 
other ways of strengthening respect in practice for the 
prohibition on the use of force, by addressing the overall 
Charter scheme and system, including enhancing the peace- 
keeping capability of the United Nations, making the Security 
Council more effective, and strengthening the peaceful 


settlement of disputes. We do, of course, need to condemn 


and pay continuing attention to the actions of States which 
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violate the norm, in order to combat the corrosive effects 
which they have not only on the immediate international 


security situation, but also their long term corrosive 


‘ effects on the norm itself. But we must enhance and husband 


the ability of the United Nations to go beyond that limited 
response to a more creative and positive role in the 


maintenance of international peace and security. 


Perhaps a profound examination of the collective 
security system of the United Nations, addressing both how 
it “ought to function as well as how it is functioning 
will lead us to recommend certain changes in the manner in 
which States have been applying or failing to apply it. 

We all realize that the system is slow to deal with problems 
until they reach crisis proportions, as the Secretary- 
General has so rightly emphasized. A first step at improving 
crisis-anticipation machinery might be to strengthen the 
role of the Secretary-General in fact-finding. Another 
step might well be to encourage States to bring matters to 
the Council more promptly and to encourage the Secretary- 
General to make fuller use of his own authority to bring 
matters before the Council. The Five-Power working paper, 
contained in the Report of the Special Committee for 1979 


contains suggestions which could enhance the effectiveness 
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of Article 2, paragraph 4. A simple and technically uncom- 
plicated step in the right direction would be for all States 
to honor the obligation to pay for peacekeeping operations 


pursuant to Article 17 of the Charter. 


Mr. Chairman, it may well be time to consider whether 
the productive potential of this item is really distinguish- 
able in any significant sense from the work of the Special 
Committee on the Charter of the United Nations and on the 
strengthening of the Role of Organization. If this is 
indeed the case, its unproductive elements might be 
eliminated and its productive potential enhanced by referral 


to that Committee. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Chairman: 

The United States cannot let pass the unfounded allega- 
tions made before this Committee yesterday by the delegate 
of Nicaragua. It is regretable, but by no means extra- 
Ordinary, that a government dedicated to the use of force 
and which systematically uses force against other countries 
and its own people should hypocritically support non-use of 
force in this committee and accuse the United States of 


precisely those violations of which it is itself guilty. 


The Nicaraguan delegate has selectively cited figures: 
taken from the free press of the United States to buttress 
the standard Nicaraguan accusation that the United States 
is destabilizing Central America and constitutes a threat 
to Nicaragua. I will not dignify his many mis-statements 
with specific comment, but let the Committee not forget that 
during the first two years of the Sandinista Revolution it 
was the United States which provided one hundred and twenty- 
eight million dollars in assistance, more than any other country 
and three times the total received from the entire Soviet 
Bloc. In return for this assistance, the United States 
has been met only with destabilization of El Salvador by the 
government of Nicaragua, repeated postponement of elections 


in Nicaragua, repression of its democratic opposition, importa- 


tion of Cuban military advisers and Soviet weapons and, in 
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short, a complete betrayal of the original principles espoused 


by the Sandinista Revolution. 


Mr. Chairman, the United States is, in fact, doing nothing 
in Central America except providing support for the rights 
of those governments and peoples committed to the principles 
of the UN Charter: self-cetermination, territorial integrity 
and national independence. On this basis, we have given 
and will continue to provide assistance to governments of 
that troubled region when requested to do so by the government 
itself. I do not need to reiterate that there has been no 
intervention by the United States in Nicaragua and that the 
United States constitutes no threat to the sovereignty and 


independence of states in that region, nor in any other. 


The leaders of Nicaragua--like totalitarian governments 
elsewhere which have seized power behind the barrel of a gun-- 
are mortally afraid that they too will fall victim to 
violence. Their repeated accusations against the United States 
conform to the standard totalitarian practice of accusing 


others of precisely their own crimes. 


For the past fifteen years, the United States, as a 
neighbor and party to shared hopes for this hemisphere, has 
scheduled peaceful military exercises with countries of the 


region such as the joint exercise with Honduras cited yester- 


day by the Nicaraguan delegate. A similar exercise, known as 
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Halcon Vista, took place one year aco. The United States 





and Honduras informed Nicaragua of that exercise, pointed 
out that it was not directed at any country and even invited 
the Sandinista government to send an observer. They declined 
the offer then and now choose to distort the intention and 
purpose of these exercises, preferring instead for domestic 


reasons to portray them as a U.S. invasion. 


Nicaragua has also deliberately misrepresented, in an 
apparent attempt to score propaganda points in this 
Committee yesterday, the sincere and repeated attempts of my 
government to explore with the Sandinista leaders ways in 
which our governments could cooperate in alleviating the 
tensions in Central America. The Nicaraguan delegate chooses 
instead to posture by claiming that Nicaragua has appealed 
to the United States to negotiate differences and that the 
United States has refused. Mr. Chairman, the record of recent 
contacts between the United States and Nicaragua speaks for 
itself on this point:. 

- On August ll, 1981, Assistant Secretary Enders traveled 
to Managua to offer the Sandinista leaders a five point 
peace plan to alleviate mutual tensions. 

- On April 7, 1982, the United States Ambassador in Managua, 


Anthony Quainton, delivered an eight point peace proposal 


to the Sandinista leaders. 
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- On April 14 the Sandinistas responded with new allega- 
tions and demands, making objections of a procedural rather 
than substantive nature. 

- On April 29 the United States addressed all of Nicaragua's 
new demands and again asked its government to respond to 
the eight points. 

- On May 7 Nicaragua responded with sarcasm and no attempt 
at compromise, insisting that negotiations be held ina 
third country. 

- On July 3 the United States requested that Nicaragua 
close down the command and control center for Salvadoran 
guerillas located in Nicaragua as an indicaticn of serious 
desire to negotiate and offered to provide a technical 
team to assist in the process. 

- On August 13 Nicaragua reiterated its alleged willingness 
to negotiate “without preconditions", but refused to 


address the United States suggestion. 


Mr. Chairman, the United States sets no preconditions, 
but regards cessation of Nicaraguan support for insurgencies 
such as the guerilla movement in El Salvador as essential to 
improvement in our bilateral relations. We have sought 


through official government-to-government channels, including 


the United States Ambassador in Managua, to initiate a 
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dialogue with the Sandinista leaders. They have, however, 
refused on various technicalities, preferring the make unsup- 


ported claims in the UN and other international forums. 


Mr. Chairman, the Nicaraguan delegate's charges of threats 
from my country are merely camouflage for the largest build- 
up of military force in the history of Central America. 

The Sandinistas are expanding the limited six-thousand-man 
army of the Somosa era to a twenty-five thousand-man fighting 
force and have augmented the militia to fifty-thousand men. 
Two thousand Cuban troops are in Nicaragua in addition to 
about six thousand Cuban advisers. This massive buildup-- 

far in excess of any defense need--is being used to 
destabilize El Salvador and other countries of Central 
America. An intricate logistic network operated by Nicaragua 
and Cuba throughout Central America funnels weaponry to 


terrorists in El Salvador, Honduras, Costa Rica and Guatemala. 


These same arms have been used to repress and brutalize 
citizens of Nicaragua itself. Indian villages such as San 
Jeronimo, Santa Isabel, San Carlos or San Alberto have been 
regularly attacked and burned by the Sandinista Army. Eye- 
witnesses have reported the strafing of civilians by Sandinista 
military units, and shipments of food and medicine to 


these destroyed villages have been blocked by the Nicaraguan 


government. 
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I cite these grim facts, Mr. Chairman, to remind the 
Committee that in Nicaragua we are dealing not with a reason- 
able and sovereign government open to negotiation, but with 
a repressive, totalitarian regime maintained by force of 


arms, committed to the use of force against all opposi- 


tion and already reliant on foreign military support. 
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The United States will not prolong this sterile exchange 
with Nicaragua. We believe that the facts in Central America 
speak Clearly for themselves. In this connection, I ask 
the delegate of Nicaragua specifically: 
- Can you deny the fact that you have repressed the Mis- 
Gguito Indian population in Nicaragua, executing untold 
numbers and forcing the excdis of over twelve thousand 


Indians into Honduras? 
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- Can you deny that Nicaragua today has the largest military 
force in Central American history, directed by over two 
thousand Cuban and Soviet Bloc military advisers? 

- Can you deny that your country is engaging in the desta- 
bilization of its democratic neighbors, even including 
a country like Costa Rica which has no army? 

- Can you deny that Nicaraguan diplomats have been expelled 
from Costa Rica for placing bombs in a Honduran airline 


office? 





- Can you deny that repression by the Sandinista regime has 
led to the repudiation of the revolution by its most 


important leaders including Eden Pastora, the famed command- 


ante Zero? 
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- And finally can you deny that your attacks on the Catholic 


Church led to condemnation of Sandinista repression by Pope 


John Paul? 


I would welcome a response, Mr. Chairman, but fear in 
candor that honest treatment of these grim realities by the 


delegate of Nicaragua would exceed the five minutes allotted. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Statement by Alexander Akalousky, United States Representative, in First 
Committee, in Right of Reply to the U.S.S.R. and Others, November 4, 1982 
Mr. Chairman, the United States delegation has listened carefully to 
the Soviet delegate and others who spoke in response to the statement of 
this morning by the United States Deputy Permanent Representative 
concerning the world disarmament campaign. Those Soviet responses, 
including the ad hominem comments we just heard, seem to be designed to 
throw smoke on the real issues involved in our presentation than to get 
at their heart. The heart of the matter, Mr. Chairman, is precisely 
this: despite the support which member states have given to the concept 
of a truly universal disarmament campaign to be carried out in all 
regions of the world in a balanced, factual and objective manner, the 
realities of the situation in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe are 
quite different. We believe that it is important that this be reccegnized 
and we have substantiated the situation in a factual, objective manner. 
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To the Soviet Union and its allies, independent, not government 
controlled, peace and disarmament movements are only welcome if they take 
place abroad. They are not tolerated at home. 


tlt i ee ee i ee i I rFUNMTEITUGULIVE ttt Aber tUait FUTeT 


Just yesterday, Mr. Chairman, the Director of the Soviet Institute for 
the U.S.A. and Canada, Georgiy Arbatov, appealed in the Soviet newspaper, 
Literary Gazette, to Western peace movements to take a more active role 
On arms control issues. He praised the anti-war movement in the U.S. and 
Europe which, he argued, can ultimately have a determining impact on the 
arms race. 





Mr. Chairman, if a free debate is to be welcomed, praised and cajoled in 
the rest of the world by the Soviet Union, why not let similar flowers 
bloom in Soviet and Eastern European gardens? The Soviet representatives 
in their statements have presented no answer to this fundamental 
question. The reason for their silence is evident. 


The Communist Party, whose officials supervise and control all vestiges 
of national life, carefully monitor the activities of every level of 
public and private life. This supervision is augmented by an elaborate 
system of information control and dissemination to guide and channel 
popular opinion. For the authorities, propaganda serves to generate 
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support for official policies, not subject them to debate; it is used to 
assert the legitimacy of the regime's monopoly on power and combat 


undesirable or "alien" ways of thought. 


Mr. Chairman, we in the United States have no doubt that the Soviet 
people, like all peoples of the world, yearn for peace. But the fact is 
that in every major field of public activity in the USSR there is an 
information agency to mobilize opinion in support of official policy. 
Each level has its equivalent level party committee to provide detailed 
Guidance on the party line of the moment. Among the principal 
information agencies are the indoctrination and propaganda apparatus of 
the party itself, of the government, of youth organizations, trade 
unions, and the armed forces. Every factory, farm, military unit, and 
even penal institution has at least one person charged with prcpaganda. 
Obligatory lectures are organized at places of residence. Schools, the 
media, literature, the arts and sciences, all have the responsibility of 
carrying the official line to the people. 





This elaborate apparatus for control and manipulation grinds fine; its 
results can be impressive--even sixty million signatures. But Mr. 
Chairman, organized handclapping under the pressure of an authoritarian 
government does not represent free expression on the issues. It does not 
represent the free vetting of ideas, nor the type of balanced factual and 
objective debate foreseen in the Special Session on Disarmament Document 
for a universal disarmament campaign. 


Mr. Chairman, the Soviet delegation also has spoken with considerable 
emotion to the U.S. reference to the Scandinavian group's visit to Katyn 
the site of the World War II massacre of thousands of Polish officers. 
The U.S. delegation regrets that due to a mistake in transliteration the 
place the Scandinavian group visted was identified erroneously. The 
group actually visited Khatyn, which the Soviet delegation correctly 
describes as the site of a major Soviet monument to victims of Nazism, 
whose memory we deeply respect and toward whom--my delegation wants to 
assure everyone--no offense was intended. 


A comprehensive Congressional investigation of the matter by a select 
committee of the Congress of the United States in 1952 concluded as 
follows: 


"This committee unanimously agrees that evidence 
dealing with the first phase of its investigation 
proves conclusively and irrevocably the Soviet 
NKVD (Peoples" Commissariat of Internal Affairs) 
committed the massacre of Polish Army officers in 
the Katyn Forest near Smolensk, Russia, not later 
than the spring of 1940." 


"This committee further agrees that the Soviets 
had plotted this criminal extermination of 
Poland's intellectual leadership as early as the 
fall of 1939--shortly after Russia's treacherous 
invasion of the Polish nations borders. There 
can be no doubt this massacre was a calculated 
plot to eliminate all Polish leaders who 
subsequently would have opposed the Soviets’ 
plans for communizing Poland." 
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Mr. Chairman, the interim report of that committee was 
circulated to the representatives of all member states to the 
United Nations and volumes containing an account of the 
hearings was provided to the Secretary-General, Trygve Lie, who 
indicated in a letter to the U.S. Permanent Representative that 
the volumes would be made available to representatives of 
member states upon request. Mr. Chairman, I urge all delegates 
to the United Nations to read these accounts of the U.S. 


investigation. 
kekkkKKEX 
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Statement by Nancy Reynolds, United States Represenative to the 
Commission on the Status of Women, in the Third Committee, on Item 9l: 
United Nations Decade for Women; Equality, Development, and Peace, 
November 5, 1982 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman, I am delighted to be back in Third Committee 
to share my government's views on the UN Decade for Women, the programs 
and activities which it has generated, and the End-of-Decade conference 
now being planned for 1985. 


I'd like to first address a subject that is personally important to 

me; women in development. In June, I was privileged to accompany 
Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick on her trip to Zaire, Togo, Senegal, 
Rwanda, and Burundi, with the purpose of meeting the leading women and 
visiting development projects in which women were involved. I saw some 
very impressive examples of the contributions women are making to their 
nation's development. -The trip was also significant for our government 
because Ambassador Kirkpatrick personally invited a delegation of women 
to accompany her to demonstrate her own committment and that of the 
United States to women in development. 


As you know, the full integration of women in development has long been 
an issue of considerable importance to the United States. It is the 
natural extension of the principle which the U.S. views as central to 
international women's issues: the elimination of any remaining 
barriers to women's full and equal participation in all aspects of 
society. We believe that effective economic development will only 
occur when women are thus completely integrated into the mainstream of 
development planning. Development which does not fully involve women 
is inequitable -- but more importantly -- inefficient. 


To pursue a development planning strategy which does not include women — 
is wasteful and self defeating: ~ 
. wasteful - because of the loss of vital human resources - 
and 
self defeating - because development which does not bring its 
benefits to the whole society has failed. 
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The integration of women in development has long been an issue of 
considerable importance to the U.S. In 1973 the Congress of the United 
States, recognizing the fact that 

women in developing countries play a significant role in the overall 
development process, inserted language in the U.S. Foreign Assistance 
Act that calls for U.S. bilateral assistance to be administered so as 
to give particular attention to those programs, projects and activities 
Which integrate women into the national economies of foreign countries, 
thus improving their status and assisting the total development effort. 


In response to this language, the U.S. Agency for International 
Development established the Office of Women in Development the 
following year. Recently, the Peace Corps established its own women in 
development Office - to insure women are included in all Peace 
Corps-development efforts. 


The U.S. has joined other delegations in supporting this concept for 
adoption by all UN agencies. I'm encouraged to see how responsive many 
UN agencies have been to the mandate that steps be taken to ensure the 
full integration of women in their development programs. I am 
especially pleased that a strong and productive working relationship 
continues between UNDP and the Voluntary Fund for the UN decade for 
women as a further means of increasing women's participation in 
development. The U.S. has supported a number of Fund projects and 
hopes to do so in the future. 

I fully support resolution L. 24, co-sponsored by the five nations 
represented on the Consultative Committee, particularly the 
recommendation contained in operative paragraph ll. 


Because of the importance which we ascribe to this issue, the U.S. has 
drafted a resolution to be tabled under Item 91 entitled "Integration 
of Women in Development." We believe this resolution would answer 
delegations' need for more readily available information on precisely 
how UN agencies and regional commissions are implementing this mandate, 
and to give further encouragement to all UN agencies on this issue. We 
believe that action taken as a result of this resolution will be 
helpful to us in preparing for the 1985 End of Decade conference. 


I have studied Document A/37/458 and Assistant Secretary Shahani's 
opening statement with great interest, particularly the portion 
concerning responses from governments, UN agencies, and NGOs. The U.S. 
shares the views expressed by a number of respondents that the 1985 
World Conference should both summarize the achievements of the Decade 
and most importantly, chart a practical course for the future. 


While we have avoided making specific suggestions on the Conference's 
agenda before the preparatory meeting, the U.S. has urged continuing 
the subthemes of health, education, and employment as primary areas for 
discussion, : ’ 

Since adequate provision of health, education, and opportunity for 
economic activity are prerequisites for the well-being of all persons 
regardless of their nation's stage of development. The U.S. believes 
that it is important that the Conferenc@ encourage the utilization of 
women in leadership positions of all ty ffes and at all levels and 
recommend strategies to achieve this. 
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We would also like to see the Conference make recommendations to ensure 
that women will have improved access to resources, training, new 
technologies, and innovations, particularly those concerning basic 
human needs, and equal opportunity to participate in economic 

activity. 


Finally we recommend that NGOs be encouraged to play as full a role as 
possible in preparations for the 1985 conference. It is our experience 
that the NGO fora generate great interest and support for progress on 
women's priorities, and will enhance the visibility and significance of 
the World Conference. 


The backbone of the UN Decade for Women and, indeed, all international 
women's activities are the international human rights instruments which 
embody the principles of equality of men and women and prohibit 
discrimination against women, including inter alia the UN Charter, the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and the Convention on the 
Elimination of Discrimination against Women. My government believes 
that the principles of legal protection are adequately afforded women 
by these instruments; unfortunately what is still necessary is that 
the words in these documents be turned into action. In my own country, 
despite great strides toward achieving full equality for women, we 
recognize that some inequities still exist in our laws. As a result, 
President Reagan has initiated a White House project to work with the 
Governors of all states to ensure that these inequities are removed. 


The President has also given his strong personal support to a bill 
recently introduced in our Senate which would rid the federal code of 
approximately 100 such discriminatory provisions. Furthermore the 
President has formed a White House Coordinating Council on Women. Its 
role is to identify issues and problems, urge support for the 
implementation of solutions, to give a voice to the potential of women, 
both in and outside the home, and to be a sensitive vehicle for long 
term planning; in short, to help ensure that the laws are complemented 
by real action and that our national policies are responsive to the 
needs of the 80's -- which are so different from the needs of the past. 


Finally, Mr. Chairman, I'd like to mention an issue presently before 
Fifth Committee pertinent to Resolution 24 of the 1980 World Conference 
for Women: Women in the UN Secretariat. I've found the women I've met 
at the UN, those involved with the Branch for the Advancment of Women 
and other UN offices which handle women's issues, and many others with 
responsibilities not specifically concerning women, to be exceptionally 
dedicated, talented individuals. For this reason I'm particularly 
concerned at the finding reported in the Joint Inspection Unit report 
(A/37/469) that only the UN Secretariat comes close to achieving the 
1982 target of 25% female professional employees, established in 
resolution 33/143. The report's graphs also reveal the disturbing 
disparity between the percentage of female employees in top 
professional grades and bottom grades. The report states that "the 
percentage trends of females in the professional category is generally 
rising, but not always as fast as the increase in the oun ler of staff. 
This underlines that more needs to be done to recruit emeales and 
promote them to higher levels." I'd like to second th and urge in 
addition that the Secretary-General make sure that femeic employees in 
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every UN agency receive their fair share of training and challenging 
assignments. And I would hope that the percentage of women in the 
field will rise considerably in the future from the present figure of 
17 percent. This is an issue that cannot be separated from the goals 
of development, for in many cases these goals cannot be implemented 
without female field experts. And as I have stressed earlier, the 
United States believes that this goal of development for all people 
cannot be met without the participation of women. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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MR, CHAIRMAN: 


YESTERDAY IN THIS COMMITTEE THE DELEGATE OF NICARAGUA CHARGED 
THAT THE UNITED STATES IS A DESTABIL! 7ING FORCE IN CENTRAL 
AMERICA, IS ENGAGED IN ACTITIVITES HOSTILE TO STATES OF THE 
REGION, AND CONSTITUTES A THREAT TO NICARAGUA. THESE CHARGES 
ARE NOT NEW - RATHER, THEY ARE A BROKEN RECORD, ENDLESSLY 
REPEATED BY SANDINISTA DELEGATES IN NEARLY EVERY AVAILABLE 


FORUM, 


MR, CHAIRMAN, THE UNITED STATES SUPPORTS THOSE GOVERNMENTS AND 
PEOPLES COMMITTED TO THE PRINCIPLES OF THE UN CHARTER: SELF-DETER- 
MINATION, TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY AND NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE, 

WE HAVE GIVEN AND WILL CONTINUE TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE TO 

HONDURAS AND OTHER GOVERNMENTS OF THAT TROUBLED REGION WHEN 
REQUESTED TO DO SO BY THE GOVERNMENTS THEMSELVES, 


THE LEADERS OF NICARAGUA~-LIKE TOTALITARIAN GOVERNMENTS 
ELSEWHERE WHICH HAVE SEIZED POWER BY FORCE OF ARMS--LIVE IN 
FEAR THAT THEY TOO WILL FALL VICTIM TO VIOLENCE. THEIR 
REPEATED ACCUSATIONS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES CONFORM TO 
THE STANDARD TOTALITARIAN PRACTICE OF ACCUSING OTHERS OF 


PRECISELY THEIR OWN CRIMES. 


THE NICARAGUAN DELEGATE ASKED RHETORICALLY YESTERDAY 

THE LOCATION OF CLANDESTINE ARMS AND TRAINING SITES IN 

NICARAGUA WHICH ARE USED TO DESTABILIZE NEIGHBORING 

COUNTRIES. MR. CHAIRMAN, THE LOCATION INSIDE NICARAGUA OF 

THE OVERALL COMMAND AND CONTROL CENTER OF THE SALVADORAN Z 


GUERILLAS IS WELL KNOWN. THE UNITED STATES, IN FACT, OFFERED 


ON JULY 3 OF THIS YEAR TO SUPPLY A TEAM TO ASSIST IN LOCATING 
AND CLOSING DOWN THIS OPERATION SO DEEPLY ENGAGED IN EFFORTS 
TO DESTABILIZE AND OVERTHROW THE FREELY ELECTED GOVERNMENT 

OF EL SALVADOR. NEEDLESS TO SAY, THE NICARAGUAN GOVERNMENT 
HAS NOT RESPONDED TO OUR OFFER, AND YET YESTERDAY THEY HAD THE 


TEMERITY TO MAINTAIN BEFORE THIS COMMITTEE THAT THEY HAD NO 


KNOWLEDGE OF SUCH A SITE. 


BY SEEKING YESTERDAY TO ALSO MISREPRESENT NIC AGUA AS THE 
VICTIM OF FOREIGN-BACKED THREATS FROM NEIGHBORING HONDURAS, 


THE SANDINISTA DELEGATE HAS -- AS USUAL -- PRECISELY REVERSED THE FACTS. 
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WHAT ARE THESE FACTS?THE SANDINISTAS ARE EXPANDING THE LIMITED 
SIX-THOUSAND-MAN ARMY OF THE SOMOZA ERA TO A 25,000 MAN FIGHTING 
FORCE AND HAVE AUGMENTED THE MILITIA TO FIFTY-THOUSAND MEN. 

TWO THOUSAND CUBAN MILITARY PERSONNEL ARE IN NICARAGUA IN ADDITION TO 


ABOUT SIX THOUSAND CUBAN ADVISERS. THIS MASSIVE MILITARY BUILDUP -- 
FAR IN EXCESS OF ANY DEFENSE NEED --CONSTITUTES A CLEAR THREAT 


TO HONDURAS, EL SALVADOR AND OTHER COUNTRIES OF CENTRAL 
AMERICA. AN INTRICATE LOGISTIC NETWORK OPERATED BY NICARAGUA 


AND CUBA THROUGHOUT CENTRAL AMERICA FUNNELS WEAPONRY TO 


TERRORISTS IN EL SALVADOR, HONDURAS, COSTA RICA AND GUATEMALA. 





a . 


THE EXPANSION OF CONFLICT INTO HONDURAS BY NICARAGUA AND ITS 
x SALVADORAN GUERILLA. ALLIES THREATENS THE PEACE AND WELL- 
BEING OF HONDURAS. UNTIL THIS YEAR, HONDURAS WAS INVOLVED 

IN THE WIDER CENTRAL AMERICAN ARENA, MAINLY AS A PLACE OF 
SHELTER FOR MORE THAN 30,00 REFUGEES, AND AS AN UNWILLING 
STAGING AREA AND SUPPLY ROUTE FOR VARIOUS GUERILLA MOVEMENTS, 
AS THE HONDURAN GOVERNMENT HAS TAKEN STEPS TO REASSERT ITS 


can Foreign 


SOVEREIGNTY AND CONTROL ITS BORDER REGIONS AND FRONTIERS, IT 
TOO HAS BECOME A TARGET OF EXTERNALLY SUPPORTED TERRORISM, 
DURING 1982, TERRORIST INCIDENTS HAVE INCREASED DRAMATICALLY, 
BORDER INCIDENTS WITH NICARAGUA HAVE ESCALATED, AND TENSIONS 
HAVE INCREASED, HONDURAS’ DILEMMA IS CLEAR; TO PASSIVELY 
ACCEPT ABUSE OF ITS TERRITORY BY FOREIGN GUERILLAS OR TO 

DEFEND ITSELF AND INCUR NEW COSTS IN TERRORISM AND DESTRUCTION, | 
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IN THE PAST FEW MONTHS HONDURAS HAS BEEN STRUCK BY A WAVE OF 
NICARAGUAN-BACKED KIDNAPPINGS,AIRCRAFT HIJACKINGS, BANK 
ROBBERIES, AND BOMBINGS OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. TO DATE, IN 
1982, WE ARE AWARE OF 39 TERRORIST INCIDENTS WHICH HAVE 
OCCURRED IN HONDURAS OR WERE DIRECTED AT HONDURAN FACILITIES 
OUTSIDE THE COUNTRY. THESE INCLUDE THE PLACEMENT OF MORE THAN 
30 BOMBS AND ATTACKS ON AT LEAST THREE MAJOR U.S. CORPORATIONS 
(TEXACO, IBM, AND AIR FLORIDA), THE MOST NOTABLE OCCURRENCES 


WERE: 








-4- : 


-- MARCH 10 - TEXACO OFFICE BOMBED 


-- APRIL 5 - SHOOTING ATTACK ON THE U.S. EMBASSY 
3 
-- APRIL 20 - ARGENTINA AND CHILEAN EMBASSIES 


& BOMBED 
5 -- APRIL 28 - ATTEMPT TO HIJACK A DOMESTIC AIR- 
s LINER 

: -- JULY 2 - HONDURANAIRLINES OFFICES BOMBED 
cy IN SAN JOSE 

" -- JULY 4 - BOMBING OF ELECTRICAL POWER SUB- 
os STATIONS, TEMPORARILY BLACKING OUT 
: 3 TEGUCIGALPA 

Fy -- JULY 23. - HONDURAN AIRLINES OFFICE BOMBED IN 
; GUATEMALA CITY 

13 -- AUGUST 4 - AIR FLORIDA, IBM, AND TACA AIRLINES 
2 OFFICES BOMBED, 


THESE ATTACKS, THEIR TIMING, THEIR TARGETS, AND THEIR ACCOMPANY- 
ING PROPAGANDA HAVE MADE IT OBVIOUS THAT THEY WERE NOT MOTIVATED 
BY INTERNAL HONDURAN ISSUES. RATHER, THEY ARE ORCHESTRATED BY 
NICARAGUA AND THE SALVADORAN FMLN TO INTIMIDATE HONDURAS, AN 
INTENSE SERIES OF TERRORIST ATTACKS IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWED THE 
HONDURAN ARMY'S DEPLOYMENT TO DEFEND ITS BORDER ZONES AGAINST 
INCURSIONS BY FMLN GUERILLAS, 


NICARAGUA HAS CHOSEN WITH CUBAN SUPPORT TO TRY TO TAKE 
ADVANTAGE OF HONDURAS’ ECONOMIC AND SECURITY PROBLEMS, THE 


CONTINUED SUCCESS OF HONDURAS’ DEMOCRATIC EXPERIEMENT IS CLEARLY, 
) 
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VIEWED ASAT 
ALONG WITH HAVANA, TH 


AND BANKROLLING TERRORISTS IN 


BECOM 
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HREAT BY THE SANDINISTA REGIME IN NICARAGUA. 


E SANDINISTAS ARE TRAINING, SUPPLYING, -- 
HONDURAS. HONDURAS HAS ALSO | 


E A MAJOR THOROUGHFARE FOR LEFTIST ARMED TRAFFIC IN 
OR AND 


E INSURGENT MOVEMENTS IN EL SALVAD 
| 


T OPERATIVES OF THE SANDINISTA GOVERNMENT 3 
; / 


0 STAGE ATTACKS ON HONDURAS / 





SUPPORT OF TH 
GUATEMALA. TERRORIS 
EXPLOIT HONDURAS’ WEAKNESS T 


ITSELF. 


LONE IN FEELING PRESSURE FROM NICARAGUA. 


COSTA RICA HAS ALSO FOUND NICARAGUA 


ON JULY 4, COINCIDENT WITH 
TATIONS WHICH BLACKED 


E OFFICES OF 


NOR 1S HONDURAS A 
DEMOCRATIC AND ARMY-LESS 
TO BE A DANGEROUS NEIGHBOR, 
S THAT DAY OF ELECTRIC POWER SUBS 


A TERRORIST BOMB SHATTERED TH 
INVESTIGATIONS 


BOMBING 


OUT TEGUCIGALPA, 
N DOWNTOWN SAN JOSE. 


VEALED THAT THE BOMB WAS PLACED 
ORIST GROUP, ACTING ON 
THE COSTA RICANS 
N BETWEEN — 


THE HONDURAN AIRLINE I 
BY COSTA RICAN AUTHORITIES RE 
EMBER OF THE COLOMBIAN m-19 TERR 
S FROM THE NICARAGUAN EMBASSY. 
ED AN INCRIMINATING CONVERSAT 10 


D THE COLOMBIAN TERRORIST. 
LOMATS WERE EXPELLED BY THE 


BY AM 
INSTRUCTION 
ACTUALLY TAPE-RECORD 


A NICARAGUAN DIPLOMAT AN 
THREE NICARAGUAN DIP 


AS A 


DIRECT RESULT, 
N GOVERNMENT IN EARLY AUGUS 


XPELLED NICARAGUA’S ECONOMIC A 
THE COSTA RICAN FOREIGN MI 


ORD OF CONTINUING NICARAGUAN 


T - JUST AS, A MONTH 
TTACHE ON 
NISTRY 


COSTA RICA 
LATER, HONDURAS E 
NATIONAL SECURITY GROUNDS. 

HAS FORMALLY DETAILED THE REC 
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ABUSES: SUPPORT FOR TERRORISM AND SUBVERSION, INCURSIONS 
AND OTHER ACTIVITY INSIDE COSTA RICAN TERRITORY BY ARMED 
NICARAGUAN TROOPS, AND HARRASSMENT OF COSTARICAN COMMERCIAL 
AND TOURIST TRAFFIC ON THE SAN JUAN RIVER WHICH DIVIDES THE 


TWO COUNTRIES. 


I CITE THESE MANY FACTS, MR. CHAIRMAN, TO SET THE RECORD IN 
THIS COMMITTEE STRAIGHT AND TO REMIND THE COMMITTEE THAT IN 
NICARAGUA WE ARE DEALING NOT WITH A REASONABLE AND SOVEREIGN 
GOVERNMENT OPEN TO NEGOTIATION, BUT WITH A REPRESSIVE, 
TOTALITARiAN REGIME MAINTAINED BY FORCE OF ARMS, COMMITTED 
TO THE. USE OF FORCE AGAINST ALL OPPOSITION AND ALREADY 
RELIANT ON FOREIGN MILITARY SUPPORT, 


* &*+ & tt & & & & HR OF 
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Press Release USUN 119-(82) 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
November 9, 1982 


Statement by Virginia Housholder, U. S. Representative, in the Pifth 
Committee, on Item 107, Reports of the Joint Inspection Unit, — 


November 8, 1982 
My delegation would like to thank Inspector Bertrand, the 
distinguished chairman of the Joint Inspection Unit, for his 
cogent introduction of this item and ask him to convey our 
appreciation for their work to his colleagues on the Joint 
Inspection Unit. Once again the Unit has exercised its 
responsibilities impartially and for the benefit of the UN and 
the specialized agencies and thereby for the member states. I 
say for the member states since we all have an intense interest 
in seeing that the UN family of organizations is well managed 
so that it can carry out its work in the most efficient manner 


possible. 


Mr. Chairman, a great many of the reports issued this year 
by the Inspectors will be considered in conjunction with other 
agenda items. In particular, my delegation will speak to those 
reports on personnel items under the rubric of agenda item 
lll. It is altogether appropriate that the inspectors should 
have devoted so much of their time and energy to looking at 
personnel matters for the personnel of the United Nations 
system, the independent international civil servant, is the 
backbone of the organization. Yet, it takes a body such as the 
Joint Inspection Unit to remind us also that the pérsonnel of 
the United Nations do not exist for their own sake alone. 


We understand that the reports on experts and consultants, 
travel arrangements and communication systems will be 
considered under Item 103. We will, however, make some 
preliminary comments on these reports. I stress that these are 
preliminary--we will return to the subject when all the 
documentation is presented to the Fifth Committee at a later 


date. 


As usual, we have found the .JIU‘s annual report to be a —— 
most useful summation of the work of the inspectors this year. | 
It shows us the diversity of their work and the diversity of 
the United Rations system. The United Nations is a complex 
group of urganizations and one which is, therefore, defficult 
to manage. All of us recognize, however, that efficient 
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management is absolutely vital to the success of the 
organization. Every dollar spent on overhead, administration 
and other such costs is a dollar not spent On programs which 
directly help member states. The Joint Inspection Unit helps 
the United Nations and helps us by identifying areas where 
savings can reasonably be made, where management practices can 
be sharpened, so that services are provided at the lowest 


possible cost. 


In that regard I would like to single out the JIU report 
entitled "Organization and Methods for Official Travel" 
(document A/37/357). We will return to this topic at a later 
time under agenda item 103 when the Secretary General's 
comments are available but we want to mention now our concern 
about the issues raised in the Inspection report. According to 
the report the United Nations and its affiliated bodies spend 
approximately $60,000,000 per year on travel, or five percent 
of the total budget (regular and voluntary). That an 
international organization spends a considerable sum on travel 
is understandable; what is less understandable is that our 
Organization appears to have been less than diligent in looking 
for ways to make our travel dollar go further. I say our 
travel dollar because it is, after all, the member states which 


foot the bill. 


My delegation would be particularly interested in learning 
more about the terms of the current agreement with a travel 
agency and about the possibility of negotiating discounts and 
using block booking with the airlines directly. We can 
certainly endorse the notion that there should be more control 
over the duration of individual trips. We have reservations 
about the idea that the UN should establish an in-house travel 
agency--we question whether this would really be less expensive 
and whether the legal obstacles are as easily solved as the 
Inspectors seem to suggest. I will say no more about this 
report now, however, because I believe that the Secretary 
General may be able to answer in his comments some of the many 
questions raised by the Inspectors' report. 


I would also like to mention at this time the JIU report on 
“Communications including telecommunications in the United 
Nations System" (document A/37/372). We do want to sound one 
note of warning: communication should not be seen as an end in 
itself. Rather it is a means to make UN organizations more 
effective, more responsive and better adapted to the formidable 
tasks before them. My delegation does favor. appropriate 
improvements in the communication network but only if the 
upgrading can be accomplished within present budget levels or 
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if it can be substantiated that the improvements will produce 
significant future cost savings and management benefits. - We 
cannot accept modernization simply for the sake of having new 
toys: we expect that rigorous cost-benefit analyses would be 
conducted and that planning to ensure coordination and 
compatibility among all the organizations would take place 
before any upgrading is proposed to the member states for their 
consideration. We are pleased to see that the Secretary 
General takes much this same approach in his comments on the 
JIU report (A/37/372/Add. 1). 


Finally, Mr. Chairman, I would like to address the report 
on the Economic Commission for Africa. Mr. Chairman, my 
delegation concurs fully that the ECA has a valuable role to 
Play in Africa. ECA can be a key player in bringing 
coordinated focus to activities in the region. We support 
restructuring and decentralization. We certainly support, 
therefore, the inspectors’ recommendation that there should be 
an investigation into possible new approaches to regional and 
sub-regional problems and into the progress made in 
decentralization of UN activities. We believe that the latter 
study should particularly make sure that not only have 
responsibilities have been transferred from headquarters but 
that positions and resources have also been transferred. The 
object of decentralization is not to duplicate the headquarters 
staff but to strengthen field operations by transferring 
responsibilities and resources from headquarters to the 


regional commissions. 


We do have some reservations about this inspection report. 
My government's opposition to the transfer of programs from 
extrabudgetary to the regular budget is well known. We cannot, 
therefore, support the notion that the MULPOCs should be funded 


from the regular budget. . 


Mr. Chairman, we have also taken note of the Secretary 
General's report on implementation of previous recommendations 
made by the Joint Inspection Unit (document A/C.5/37/28). My 
delegation believes that the reports should not be filed 
without any further consideration. We will study carefully the 


Secretary General's report. 


Mr. Chairman, these comments have been necessarily brief 
since we lack some important documentation still. We look 
forward to returning at a later date to some of the areas which 
have been subject to the scrutiny of the inspectors. At this 
time we would only add that we take very seriously indeed the 
recommendations made by the Joint Inspection Unit and to 
reiterate our high respect for the Unit's work and for its 
judgement. While we cannot always agree with all of the 
conclusions reached we always find food for thought in the 
reports. 
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at % Mr. Chairman: 
The Charter provides a clear regime governing territories 
under Trusteeship, which is separate and distinct from that 


relating to non-self-governing territories. Moreover, 


+ 
y 


pursuant to Article 83 of the Charter, the Trust Territory 


| of the Pacific Islands is under a separate and distinct 


gn 


regime from that governing other territories under trustee- 


| ship. Under the Charter the Security Council, availing 





itself of the assistance of the Trusteeship Council, is 


« 


responsible for exercising all functions of the United Nations 


with regard to the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. 


Cella PO Laat abe Braga 


As delegations know, the Trusteeship Council meets for ~ 


four weeks each year, and at such times as the President calls 


“5 PCA. 


special sessions, to consider developments in the Trust 
Territory. Representatives of the Micronesian governments 
travel to New York for this period. The United States _ 


regularly submits a lengthy annual report on developments 
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in the territory. The Council examines this annual report; 
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hears and questions the Micronesian and United States repre- 
a sentatives on developments; hears petitioners; and examines 
communications from or about the territory. The Council 
also,-on a periodic and regular basis, dispatches visiting 
missions to the Trust Territory to assess conditions there; 
the most recent mission took palce in July, 1982. 
Furthermore, the Council has sent special missions to observe 
the various plebiscites and referenda which have been 


conducted as part of the ongoing process of self-determination, 
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and it is the intention of my government to invite the 
Council to observe the forthcoming plebiscites on the compact 
in Palau, the Marshall Islands and the Federated States of 
Micronesia, which will constitute the most important acts of 
self-determination yet in the Trust Territory. 

As part of its annual consideration of developments in 
the Trust Territory, the Council each year adopts conclusions 
and recommendations relating to political, economic, social 
and educational advancements in the territory and to constitu- 
tional developments and progress towards self-government or 
independence. These conclusions and recommendations cover 
a wide rance of activities in addition to those of a consti- 
tutional and political nature: transport and communications, 
tourism, assistance from international institutions, civil 
service, public finance, cooperatives, to name just a few. 
Sometimes the Council's conclusions express satisfaction at 
particular developments, sometimes concern. The Trusteeship 
Council transmits these conclusions and recommendations to 
the Security Council as part of its annual report to that 
body. 

Mr. Chairman, the reports of the Trusteeship Council 
are detailed and full. The final paragraphs record the 
Trusteeship Council's conclusions and recommendations. We 


command these reports to those members of this Committee who 


are not familiar with them. We also wish to repeat that the 


Trusteeship Council's annual sessions are open, and that delegations 
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interested in the self-determination process of the peoples 
of Micronesia are welcome to attend and observe. 

Mr. Chairman, it is against this background of serious 
and Qbiiberete consideration of the Tgust Territory by the 
principal organ of the United Nations entrusted by the Charter 
and the Security Council with overseeing the Trust Territory 
of the Pacific Islands, that we must view the current reference 
to TTPI in this Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, we are approa¢hing an important juncture in 
the history of the Trust Territory. After more than a decade 
of negotiations, the elected representatives of Palau, the Marshall 
Islands and the Federated States of Micronesia, or their desig- 
nated negotiators, have all signed with the United States a 
Compact of Free Association which is intended to establish the 
future political status of those three jurisdictions and their 
relationshif with the United States, and to make possible the 
termination of this, the last Trusteeship and the only stratesic 
Trusteeship created by the United Nations. 

The results of those negotiations are about to be submitted 
to plebiscites in the three jurisdictions. Self-determination is 
clearly under way in the TTPI, under the supervision of the 
Trusteeship Council. However, a draft resolution has been intro- 
duced in Fourth Committee, despite the fact that TTPI is not on 


the GA Agenda, and despite the supervisory responsibility given 


to the Trusteeship Council under the Charter. 
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We note that while the C-24 did take a ihesbise on 
this resolution, that decision did not command a consensus of 
the members of that body. Moreover, in insisting that this 
decision ibisobdiahbs bb forwarded to the Fourth Committee 
as a C-24 text, the sponsors of this resolution not only 


breached the C-24's established precedents, but also its own 


‘rules of procedure. 


We cannot, therefore, but question the motives of those, 
like the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union, 
who have been so persistent in their attempts to bring this 
issue before the committee, despite the fact that the ques- 
tion of the Trust Territories is not on the agenda of the GA, 
and despite the fact that the Charter clearly sets out the 
regime for the consideration of matters relating to the 
Trust Territories. 


If it is the intention of these delegations to instruct 


the Trusteeship and Security Councils on their responsibilities, 


then clearly this resolution is gratuitous and unnecessary. 
These bodies, which have responsibly and scrupulously 
exercised their jurisdiction for 35 years, need no such 
instruction. 

We fear, however, that the persistent efforts of this 
handful of delegations reflects a more insidious intent. 
Could it be that these few delegations find the prospect of 


a legitimate act of self-determination so alien to their 


own political beliefs and practices that they seek at this 





se of 


~ Declassified for Publication in America” roreign 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





late date to frustrate the will of the people of Micronesia? 
Through political status negotations, their own constitu- 


8s 
tional processes, and plebiscites to be observed in accordance 


with the Charter by the Trusteeship Council, the people of 


Micronesia are exercising their right to determine their own 
future. After a decade and a half of debate on their pol- 
itical future, they are exercising their highest and most 
precious right: self-determination. I am confident that 

the members of this committee will respect their right to 


do so. 
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_ Statement by Ambassador William C. Sherman, U. S. Representative, in 
| the Fourth Committee, on U. S. Territories, November 1l, 1982 
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The United States is proud of its relationships with United 


—_, 
7 res aapae? 
. 


; 
States territories. The people of Guan, American Samoa, and 


the U.S. Virgin Islands enjoy a status of close asociation with 





the United States, which is demonstrably the result of the free 
exercise of their right to self-determination. We are happy to 
include the peoples of these territories as Americans, and to . 
work with then to improve and develop their social, economic, 


political, and cultural conditions. The proud people of the 
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American territories are well able to determine their present 


and future relationships with the United States. 


The draft resolutions before this Committee on these 
territories mention several items which I would like to 
address, but first let me make one very important point: the 


United States stands second to no one in defending the rights 





_ of the peoples of the American territories to determine their 


own future. We have successfully sought: 
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=- to ensure the political, economic, social and educational 


development of the inhabitants of these territories, and even 


more importantly; 


-- to take account of the political aspirations of the 
inhabitants and assist them in the development of their free 


political institutions. 


The United States has reason to be proud of its record in 


regard to its territories: 


-- In the past 10 years, the U.S. devoted more than $400 


million to the development of these three territories. 


-- For 1983, federal government assistance to the territories 


is projected at $24 million. 


-- Average per capita income in the American territories has 





risen to $4,700 for Guam; $2,000 for American Samoa; and $5,500 


for the U.S. Virgin Islands, last year, greatly exceeding that 


of all but a handful of developing countries. 


As important as these developments are, we take greatest pride 


in the role that the U.S. Government has played in encouraging 
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the growth and development of local, democratic, political 
institutions. Each of the American territories elects its own 
governor and legislature. Each has established institutions 
and procedures which regularly allow the people of the three 
territories to exercise their right to express their views on 


their political status. 


The Government and the people of the United States, by virtue 
of their own history and values, respect - indeed, venerate - 
the principle of self-determination. The U.S. has enabled the 
peoples of these territories freely to choose their own 
political status and political institutions, and -- equally 


important -- respected their choice. We shall continue to do 


so. 


We believe firmly that the Charter imposes a similar obligation 
on the members of the General Assembly and its constituent 
bodies: that you also respect their choices. We appreciate 
that the majority of the member states do indeed take their 
responsibilities as seriously as does the United States. 
Unfortunately, we have witnessed in the past repeated efforts 


by a small number of delegations which would seek to influence, 


contradict or prejudge the freely expressed wishes of the 
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inhabitants of these territories. Ironically, these are 
usually the representatives of the same regimes which have 
consistently sought to deny the rght of self-expression and 
genuine self-determination to their own people, and which have 
all too often sought to impose their will on the peoples of 
other nations. My delegation does not find this surprising; 
what is surprising is that these delegations presume to try to 
instruct the members of tis organization on the rights of 


peoples and the responsibilities of states. 


Mr. Chairman, the United States is gratified that the people of 
Guam, American Samoa, and the U.S. Virgin Islands have 
repeatedly affirmed their desire for a close and continuing 


relationship with the United States. We are pleased to count 


them as Americans, and to welcome their unique contributions to 


the cultural diversity that has given our own democratic 
institutions their greatest strength. The history and cultures 
of these territories differ vastly, but they share with each 
other and the rest of the United States a deeply held respect 
for the concept of liberty and the rights of man, which is 
simply another and older formulation of the right of all 
peoples to self-determination. The close partnership we enjoy 


with the people of each of these three territories is the 


reflection of a relationship founded in mutual respect. For 
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its part, the U.S. Government once again pledges its full 
cooperation with the inhabitants of Guam, American Samoa, and 
the U.S. Virgin Islands in improving their economic and social 
conditions and in ensuring full respect for their freedom to 
determine the course of their own political development, that 


is, for their self-determination. 


I should like now, Mr. Chairman, to turn to some specific 
issues that have been raised with respect td each of the 


territories. 


-- This Administration has made a steady and significant 
effort to strengthen and diversify the economy of Guam, and to 
assist the government of Guam to attain a greater degree of 
economic self-sufficiency by promoting private sector 
development. We have recently taken several new initiatives in 
this area: In conjunction with the White House, the U.S. 
Department of the Interior recently sponsonsored a meeting at 
which top-level Guamanian businessmen discussed problems of 
Guam's economic development with senior members of the 
Administration. Also under way is a review of the territory's 
agricultural potential and plans for the further development of 


its arable lands and associated water resources. The 


Department of Interior is in the process of establishing a 


alin 


center for assistance to small businesses on Guam, and is 
providing technical assistance to the government of Guam in 


installing automated systems for tax information and for a new 


a 
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budget/accounting system. 
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-- The U.S. Federal Government is making a concerted effort to 





accelerate the process of releasing additional Federal land to 
the Guamanians. Currently, we are discussing the disposition 


of 5,000 acres of Federal land which have been identified as 


releasable. 


The U.S. military bases in Guam have continued to play a 
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positive role in the development of the territory. The U.S. 
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military presence contributed over $400 million annually to 
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| Guam's economy. The relationship between the civilian and 

ail military populations remains close and friendly. As we stated 
recently in this committee, my government categorically rejects 
the idea that military bases necessarily constitute an obstacle 
to self-determination. In Guam's case, the relationship 
between the government of Guam and the U.S. military is close 
and mutally supportive. The government of Guam views the 
presence of U.S. bases as positive and has, in fact, expressed 


in public its desire that the U.S. military presence be 


increased. 
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-- This summer we reported to the Special Committee on the 
results of the referendum held in Guam on the status of the 
island. We were pleased to note that the people of Guam had 
overwhelmingly expressed their desire for a close relationship 
with the U.S. In a run-off vote the Guamanians chose 
commonwealth status. Discussion are now taking place on the 


means to implement this decision. 


With regard to American Samoa, I wish to point out that 
American Samoa enjoys a large measure of self-government. The 
people of American Samoa elect their governor and members of 
their legislature, and there is currently before the Fono (the 
constitutional legislature of American Samoa) a bill which 
would empower the governor to appoint justices of the American 
Samoa High Court with the consent of the legislature in 
accordance with their Constitution. If this legislation is 
passed, the U.S. Congress will be requested to divest the 
Secretary of the Interior of his authority to approve such 


appointments, which will leave the matter solely in the hands 


of the government of American Samoa. 


With reference to the U.S. Virgin Islands, I am happy to report 


that the problem of aliens mentioned in the draft resolution 
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has been satisfactorily resolved. A bill has recently been 
passed in the U.S. Congress to legalize the status of those 
aliens who have been living in the islands for fifteen years. 


This action will go a long way to alleviating the problen. 


The people of the U.S. Virgin Islands voted on a proposed 
Constitution on November 2. While the results are not yet in, 
the U.S. government is pleased at this evidence that the people 
of the U.S. Virgin Islands are freely exercising their right to 


determine their own future. 


Mr. Chairman, I trust that this committee will welcome and take 


into account the developments I have reported today. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE : Press Release USUN 122-(82) 
: November ll, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, U.S. Permanent 
Representative to the United Nations, in the Plenary Session of the 
General Assembly in commemoration of the death of the President of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Leonid Il'ich Brezhnev, 

November 11, 1982 


Mr. President, in my role as representative of the host country and 
on behalf of my government, I desire to state our condolences to the 
people of the Soviet Union on the occasion of the death of the man 
who stood for so long at the head of their government, and to 
express our deepest sympathies to the people of the Soviet Union, to 
the family of the deceased, to his colleagues and to the Soviet 
delegation here at the United Nations. 


This morning, Mr. President, the President of the United States, 
Ronald Reagan, sent a letter to Vasily Kuznetsov, First Deputy 
Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. In 
that letter President Reagan said: 


Please accept my condolences on the death of President Leonid 
Il'‘ich Brezhnev. President Brezhnev was one of the world's most 
important figures for nearly two decades. May I ask you to 
convey our sympathies to the President's family. 


I would also like to convey through you to the Soviet Government 
and people the strong desire of the United States to work toward 
an improved relationship with the Soviet Union. I look forward 
to conducting relations with the new leadership in the Soviet 
Union with the aim of expanding the areas where our two-:nations 
Can cooperate to mutual advantage. Sincerely. 


Thank you, Mr. President for the opportunity to speak on this very 
sad day. 
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MR, PRESIDENT, 


THE SITUATION IN SOUTH AFRICA DESERVES THE ATTENTION 
OF ALL CONCERNED WITH RESPECT FOR HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE 
CONTEMPORARY WORLD. THE PRACTICE OF APARTHEID IN SOUTH 
AFRICA GRAVELY CONCERNS THE GOVENRMENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
IT DEEPLY TROUBLES THE CONSCIENCE OF AMERICANS, THE SYSTEM 
OF APARTHEID IS AT FUNDAMENTAL VARIANCE WITH THE VALUES OF 
LIBERTY, EQUALITY AND DEMOCRACY WHICH CONSTITUTE THE VERY 
FOUNDATION OF AMERICAN SOCIETY, 


ALTHOUGH THE SUBJECT OF OUR DEBATE TODAY IS “APARTHEID” 
-- A WORD WHICH, BY VIRTUE OF ITS LINGUISTIC ORIGINS APPLIES 
ONLY TO SOUTH AFRICA -- THE BROADER ISSUE OF CONCERN IS THE 
FUNDAMENTAL RIGHT OF ALL PEOPLES TO EQUAL OPPORTUNITY WITH- 
OUT REGARD TO RACE, COLOR, OR CREED. AS WE DISCUSS APART- 
HEID AS IT APPLIES TO SOUTH AFRICA, I TRUST THAT MEMBERS 
OF THIS ASSEMBLY WILL BEAR IN MIND THAT APARTHEID IS NOT THE 
ONLY SYSTEM BY WHICH CONTEMPORARY GOVERNMENTS DENY CITIZENS 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND ASSEMBLY, THE RIGHT TO DEMOCRATIC 
PARTICIPATION IN GOVERNMENT AND EQUALITY UNDER THE LAW, 
GOVERNMENT BY AND WITH THE CONSENT OF THE GOVERNED REMAINS 
A RARE COMMODITY IN OUR WORLD. THE PRINCIPLES OF FREEDOM, 
EQUALITY, DEMOCRACY AND THE STANDARDS OF HUMAN RIGHTS WHICH 
SO MANY ENDORSE FOR SOUTH AFRICA ARE ALSO UTTERLY ABSENT 
FROM THE POLITICAL PRACTICE OF MANY OTHER NATIONS REPRESENTED 


HERE, 
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APARTHEID IS DEPLORABLE BECAUSE IT ROBS A PERSON OF HIS 
DIGNITY, IT DOES NOT EVEN PRETEND TO DEAL WITH PEOPLE 


EQUALLY, 


THE U....ED STATES HAS NO BLUEPRINT FOR A FUTURE 
POLITICAL SYSTEM FOR SOUTH AFRICA. NOR DO WE, OR ANY OTHER 
MEMBER OF THIS BODY, HAVE A RIGHT TO ATTEMPT TO IMPOSE SUCH 
A PLAN. WE DO HAVE A RIGHT TO ASK OF SOUTH AFRICA RESPECT 
OF THE SAME UNIVERSAL PRINCIPLES OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND HUMAN 
FREEDOMS THAT WE SEEK FOR PEOPLES EVERYWHERE, 


FOR SOUTH AFRICA, AS FOR CITIZENS EVERYWHERE, WE ASK 
GOVERNMENT THAT RESTS SQUARELY ON THE FREELY EXPRESSED 
CONSENT OF THE GOVERNED, 

APARTHEID, WE FEEL SURE, WILL NEVER BE~ACCEPTED BY 
THOSE TO WHOM IT APPLIES. SOUTH AFRICA’S PROGRAM OF 
FORCED SETTLEMENT TO, AND ASCRIBED CITIZENSHIP IN SO-CALLED 
“HOMELANDS” FOR BLACK SOUTH AFRICANS DOES NOT REST ON 
CONSENT. WE BELIEVE IT WILL NEVER BE ACCEPTED BY THOSE 


AFFECTED BY IT. LET US BE CLEAR, ALSO, THAT THE FACT THAT 
FORCED RESETTLEMENT IS PRACTICED BY MANY OTHER GOVERNMENTS 











s.. 


IN AFRICA AND AROUND THE WORLD DOES NOT DIMINISH ITS 
INJUSTICE, THE UNITED STATES REGARDS THESE “HOMELANDS” 
AS INTEGRAL PARTS OF SOUTH AFRICA AND CONSIDERS THEIR 
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INHABITANTS TO BE SOUTH AFRICAN CITIZENS. 
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WE CANNOT ABANDON OUR OPPOSITION TO A SYSTEM THAT 
DOES NOT PROVIDE OR PERMIT FULL CITIZENSHIP AND FULL 
RESPECT FOR THE HUMAN RIGHTS OF ALL ITS CITIZENS. WE 
DISAPPROVE OF AND DEPLORE ALL GOVERNMENTS THAT DENY FULL 
CITIZENSHIP TO ALL CITIZENS, THAT INCLUDES SOUTH AFRICA, 
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THE POINT OF DEBATE LIKE THIS, HOWEVER, IS NOT MERELY 
TO CRITICIZE PRACTICES OF A GOVERNMENT, IF OUR DELIBERA- 
TIONS HERE ARE TO HAVE BENEFICIAL CONSEQUENCES, OUR 
OBJECTIVE MUST BE TO DEVISE EFFECTIVE AND CONSTRUCTIVE 
MEANS BY WHICH THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY CAN ENCOURAGE 
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GENUINE CHANGE, 


SUCCESSIVE U.S. ADMINISTRATIONS HAVE ENGAGED IN 
CONCRETE EFFORTS TO PROMOTE CHANGE THROUGHOUT THE SOUTHERN 
AFRICAN REGION, WE SUPPORTED NEGOTIATIONS THAT LED TO 
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4 ZIMBABWE'S INDEPENDENCE IN 1980, WE ARE CURRENTLY ENGAGED, 

| WITH OTHER MEMBERS OF THE WESTERN CONTACT GROUP, IN AN - 
INTENSIVE EFFORT TO BRING INTO BEING AN INDEPENDENT, STABLE, 
) DEMOCRATIC NAMIBIA, THROUGH NEGOTIATIONS BASED ON SECURITY 

| COUNCIL RESOLUTION 435, WHILE OUTSTANDING ISSUES MUST 
STILL BE RESOLVED, SUBSTANTIAL PROGRESS HAS BEEN MADE. WE 
REMAIN CONFIDENT THAT, WITH THE GOOD FAITH AND PERSISTENT 
EFFORT OF ALL CONCERNED, THESE NEGOTIATIONS CAN AND WILL 
LEAD TO A SETTLEMENT IN NAMIBIA THAT WILL GREATLY ENHANCE 
THE PROSPECTS FOR STABILITY THROUGHOUT THE REGION, 
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THESE EXAMPLES ARE NOT INCIDENTIAL TO SOUTH AFRICA 
ITSELF. THEY DEMONSTRATE THAT NEGOTIATION AND DIALOGUE 
CAN LEAD TO SOLUTIONS WHICH PRESERVE AND PROTECT THE RIGHTS 
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AND INTERESTS OF BLACKS AND WHITES ALIKE. THEY ESTABLISH 
THAT CHANGE, WHILE INEVITABLE, NEED NOT NECESSARILY BE 


FEARED OR RESISTED. 


THE U.S. EFFORT TO BRING ABOUT THE ATTAINMENT OF 
INDEPENDENCE TO NAMIBIA IS, THEREFORE, AN INTEGRAL PART OF 
BROADER U.S. POLICY IN THE REGION, AND TOWARD SOUTH AFRICA 
SPECIFICALLY. AT THE SAME TIME, WE HAVE ALSO UNDERTAKEN 
SPECIFIC ACTIONS DESIGNED TO ENCOURAGE MOVEMENT AWAY FROM 


APARTHEID TOWARD A MORE EQUITABLE SYSTEM, 
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WE HAVE REAFFIRMED OUR COMMITMENT TO THE EFFECTIVE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL ARMS EMBARGO 
AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA, AS IS FITTING SINCE, IN 1963, WE 
BECAME THE FIRST MAJOR COUNTRY TO IMPOSE A UNILATERAL ARMS 
EMBARGO. THIS WAS A DECADE AND A HALF BEFORE WE JOINED 
WITH OTHER MEMBERS OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL IN IMPOSING 
A MANDATORY ARMS EMBARGO, U.S, RESTRICTIONS ON SALE TO 


SOUTH AFRICAN MILITARY AND POLICE GO WELL BEYOND THE REQUIRE- 


MENTS OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL ARMS EMBARGO, THEY ARE AT 
LEAST AS RIGOROUS -- AND AS RIGOROUSLY ENFORCED -- AS 
THOSE OF OTHER NATIONS, 


OUR STRICTLY ENFORCED RESTRICTIONS, DATING FROM 1975, 
ON THE SALE OF NUCLEAR MATERIALS OR ANY OTHER ITEMS THAT 
COULD BE USED IN DEVELOPING SOUTH AFRICA’S CAPACITY TO 
PRODUCE NUCLEAR WEAPONS, ARE CONSISTENT WITH OUR OVERALL 
POLICY OF DISCOURAGING, AS VIGOROUSLY AS WE CAN, THE 
PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS ANYWHERE IN THE WORLD, 
WE HAVE NOT AND WILL NOT PERMIT THE SALE OF FUEL OR 
SENSITIVE NUCLEAR MATERIALS EXCEPT TO NATIONS THAT SIGN 
THE NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY AND ACCEPT FULL SCOPE 
SAFEGUARDS ON ALL THEIR NUCLEAR FACILITIES. 


FOR YEARS THERE HAS BEEN WIDESPREAD AGREEMENT THAT 


APARTHEID EDUCATION IS ONE OF THE MOST DAMAGING FACETS OF 
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THE APARTHEID SYSTEM. JHE UNITED STATES, FOR ONE, IS NOW 
LOOKING BEYOND MERE EXPRESSIONS OF SYMPATHY AND OUTRAGE 
TOWARD PRACTICAL WAYS TO RECTIFY THAT SITUATION. WE HAVE 
CONTINUED TO CONTRIBUTE TO THE U.N. EDUCATIONAL AND TRAINING 
PROGRAM FOR SOUTHERN AFRICA AND HAVE MAINTAINED OUR REFUGEE 
SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAMS. IN 1982 a U.S. EFFORT, JOINTLY 
SPONSORED BY THE U.S. GOVERNMENT AND THE AMERICAN PRIVATE 
SECTOR, BROUGHT 117 BLACK SouTH AFRICANS TO THE UNITED 
STATES ON FULL SCHOLARSHIPS AT AMERICAN UNIVERSITIES AND 
COLLEGES. THE U.S. CONGRESS HAS EARMARKED $8 MILLION FOR 
THIS PROGRAM, WE HAVE ALSO BEGUN A SUBSTANTIAL PROGRAM OF 
EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE IN CONJUNCTION WITH BLACK COMMUNITY 
GROUPS IN SOUTH AFRICA, ENTIRELY OUTSIDE THE APARTHEID 
EDUCATIONAL SYSTEM. IN SO DOING, WE IN NO WAY INTEND TO 
ABSOLVE THE SOUTH AFRICAN AUTHORITIES OF THEIR OWN RESPONSI- 
BILITY TO PROVIDE EQUALITY IN EDUCATION, AS IN ALL OTHER 
FIELDS, 


WE ALSO SUPPORT EXCHANGE PROGRAMS BETWEEN THE U.S. 
AND SOUTH AFRICA. THESE INCLUDE VISITS BY AMERICAN TRADE 
UNIONISTS, WHO LEND SUPPORT AND ENCOURAGEMENT TO THE BLACK 
TRADE UNION MOVEMENT IN SOUTH AFRICA -- A MOVEMENT WHICH 
PROMISES TO BECOME A SIGNIFICANT FORCE FOR DEMOCRATIZATION. 
PROMINENT SOUTH AFRICAN EDUCATORS AND ECCLESIASTS HAVE ALSO 
TRAVELLED TO THE UNITED STATES, OFTEN ON GRANTS PROVIDED 
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BY THE U.S. GovERNMENT. THE ENCOURAGEMENT OF SUCH CONTACTS 
AND COMMUNICATION ESTABLISH LINKS BETWEEN THOSE INSIDE AND 
OUTSIDE SOUTH AFRICA WHO SHARE A COMMON COMMITMENT TO EQUAL 
OPPORTUNITY AND PEACEFUL CHANGE, 


FINALLY, THE U.S..GOVERNMENT HAS CONTINUED TO ENCOURAGE 
AND SUPPORT THE EFFORTS OF THE AMERICAN PRIVATE SECTOR, 
WHICH ALSO SERVES AS A POSITIVE INSTRUMENT OF SOCIAL AND 
ECONOMIC CHANGE. MosT AMERICAN COMPANIES OPERATING IN 
SOUTH AFRICA HAVE SUBSCRIBED TO A SET OF FAIR EMPLOYMENT 
PRACTICES, KNOWN AS THE SULLIVAN Cope, TOGETHER WITH SIMILAR 
CODES ADOPTED BY THE PRIVATE SECTORS OF OTHER COUNTRIES, THE 
SULLIVAN CODE HAS ENCOURAGED PROGRESS IN ELIMINATING 
DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES IN WORK PLACES, THE GRANTING OF 
EQUAL PAY FOR EQUAL WORK, AND INCREASED TRAINING AND 
PROMOTION OPPORTUNITIES FOR BLACK WORKERS. IN ADDITION, BY 
THEIR WILLINGNESS TO RECOGNIZE AND WORK WITH BLACK LABOR 
UNIONS, AMERICAN AND OTHER FOREIGN ENTERPRISES HAVE ALSO 
CONTRIBUTED TO THE RAPID GROWTH OF THE BLACK TRADE UNION 
MOVEMENT, WHICH IS DESTINED TO PLAY AN INCREASING ROLE IN 
THE STRUGGLE FOR ECONOMIC, SOCIAL AND POLITICAL EQUALITY 
IN SOUTH AFRICA, 


Mr. CHAIRMAN, WE-HAVE LISTENED WITH INTEREST TO THE 


STATEMENTS OF OTHER DELEGATIONS. WE WERE MOVED BY THE 
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WORDS OF OUR GOOD FRIEND AND COLLEAGUE, THE DISTINGUISHED 





*% REPRESENTATIVE OF NIGERIA, WHO IS CHAIRMAN OF THE SPECIAL 
COMMITTEE AGAINST APARTHEID. WE UNDERSTAND HIS INTENSELY 
s | FELT ABHORRENCE OF THE SYSTEM OF APARTHEID AND HIS COMMITMENT 
| TO BRINGING ABOUT ITS ELIMINATION. HOWEVER, WE CANNOT | " 
ENDORSE HIS BELIEF THAT SOUTH AFRICA’S INCREASING ISOLATION -- \ 


POLITICAL, ECONOMIC AND CULTURAL ~~ WILL BRING ABOUT THE KIND OF 
CONSTRUCTIVE CHANGE WE SO URGENTLY AND VIGOROUSLY SEEK, 
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IN OUR JUDGMENT, SUCH A COURSE IS NOT A PRESCRIPTION 
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FOR CHANGE BUT A BLUEPRINT FOR DISASTER, A COURSE WHOSE 
HUMAN CONSEQUENCES WOULD BE FELT NOT ONLY IN SOUTH AFRICA 
ITSEL*, BUT THROUGHOUT THE REGION. TO PURSUE SUCH A COURSE 
WOULD CONSTITUTE AN-ADMISSION OF DEFEAT. IT WOULD DENY 

HOPE TO THOSE IN SoUTH AFRICA -- BLACK AND WHITE ALIKE -- WHO 
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SEEK A PEACEFUL WAY OUT OF THE NIGHTMARE OF APARTHEID. IT 

WOULD CONDEMN THOSE WHOSE LIVES WE SEEK TO IMPROVE TO AN 

UNENDING AND DEEPENING CYCLE OF VIOLENCE AND REPRESSION -- 

A CYCLE OF VIOLENCE THAT WOULD HAVE GRAVE CONSEQUENCES NOT 

ONLY FOR SOUTH AFRICA, BUT FOR THE REGION AS A WHOLE. IT 

WOULD CREATE CONDITIONS THAT WOULD MAKE ANYTHING BUT A VIOLENT 
CATACLYSM IMPOSSIBLE. SURELY, THIS IS NOT WHAT THE AMBASSADOR OF 
NIGERIA INTENDS; BUT IT 1S, | FEAR, THE LOGICAL CONSEQUENCE 


OF THE APPROACH HE HAS ADVOCATED. 
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WE DO NOT PRETEND THAT THE ACTIONS WE HAVE TAKEN OR MAY 
UNDERTAKE IN THE FUTURE WILL, IN AND OF THEMSELVES, BRING 
ABOUT FULL DEMOCRACY IN SOUTH AFRICA. ULTIMATELY, THE FUTURE 
OF THAT COUNTRY WILL BE DECIDED BY THE PEOPLE OF SOUTH 
AFRICA THEMSELVES. BuT THOSE IN SOUTH AFRICA WHO WORK FOR 
PEACEFUL CHANGE NEED AND DESERVE OUR UNDERSTANDING, OUR 
ENCOURAGEMENT AND OUR SUPPORT, 


SOUTH AFRICANS DO NOT NEED TO BE TOLD THAT THE STATUS 
QUO 1S DEPLORABLE AND UNTENABLE. IHEY DO NOT NEED TO BE TOLD 
THAT THE BLACK POPULATION, WHICH, IT IS ANTICIPATED, WILL 
DOUBLE TO NEARLY 40 MILLION BY THE END OF THE CENTURY, WILL 
NOT FOREVER ENDURE THE SUFFOCATION OF ITS ASPIRATIONS. THEY 
DO NOT NEED TO BE TOLD THAT REPRESSION AT HOME AND INTIMIDATION 


DIRECTED AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA’S NEIGHBORS ARE NO SUBSTITUTE 


FOR A SUCCESSFUL EFFORT TO ADDRESS SOUTH AFRICA’S OWN INTERNAL 
PROBLEMS AND POLICIES. WHITE SoUTH AFRICANS NEED NO REMINDER 
THAT THEIR FUTURE, AND THAT OF THEIR CHILDREN, CAN ONLY BE 
SECURED IF THEY IN TURN ARE WILLING TO ACCOMMODATE THE 
INTERESTS AND ASPIRATIONS OF SOUTH AFRICA’S BLACKS. SOUTH 
AFRICANS NEED NOT BE REMINDED THAT CHANGE IS NEEDED, DRAMATIC, 
CONSTRUCTIVE, PEACEFUL CHANGE, THESE ARE SELF-EVIDENT TRUTHS, 


THESE SELF-EVIDENT TRUTHS, MOREOVER, ARE PRESENT TODAY 
IN SOUTH AFRICA’S PERCEPTION OF ITSELF. THE SOUTH AFRICAN 
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GOVERNMENT HAS ANNOUNCED PROPOSALS FOR REPLACING THE PRESENT 
WHITES-ONLY PARLIAMENT WITH A TRICAMERAL LEGISLATURE, IN 
WHICH SOUTH AFRICANS OF ASIAN AND MIXED DESCENT WOULD FOR 
THE FIRST TIME BE ACCORDED A DEGREE OF POLITICAL REPRESENTA- 
TION. WE CANNOT CELEBRATE A PROPOSAL THAT PERPETUATES A 
RACIAL APPROACH TO POLITICAL ENFRANCHISEMENT, AND CONTINUES 
TO EXCLUDE THE 72% BLACK MAJORITY FROM NATIONAL POLITICAL 
LIFE. IT IS NONETHELESS SIGNIFICANT THAT THESE PROPOSALS 
REFLECT INCREASING AWARENESS WITHIN SOUTH AFRICA OF THE 

NEED TO MOVE TOWARD A BROADER SHARING OF POWER. THERE ARE 
OTHER INDICATIONS THAT A PROCESS OF CHANGE HAS BEGUN. HOW 
RAPIDLY THIS EVOLUTION WILL OCCUR CANNOT NOW BE FORESEEN. 
BuT IT IS UNDERWAY, 


FOR ITS PART, THE UNITED STATES IS COMMITTED TO SUPPORTING 


BY DEED AS WELL AS WORD, A PROCESS OF PEACEFUL CHANGE AWAY 
FROM APARTHEID. SO LONG AS THERE ARE PEOPLE IN SOUTH AFRICA, 
BLACK AND WHITE, MAKING A SINCERE AND DETERMINED EFFORT TO 
CREATE A SYSTEM BASED ON LIBERTY, EQUALITY AND DEMOCRACY, 
THEY WILL HAVE OUR FULL ENCOURAGEMENT AND SUPPORT, 


WE WILL NOT BE PARTY TO POLICIES THAT CAN ONLY ENCOURAGE 
A DEEPENING CYCLE OF VIOLENCE AND REPRESSION. WE WILL NOT 
SUPPORT POLICIES THAT SUBSTITUTE ONE REPRESSIVE SYSTEM FOR 


ANOTHER. POSSIBILITIES FOR PEACEFUL CHANGE EXIST IN 
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SoutH AFRICA. INDEED, PEACEFUL CHANGE IS UNDER WAY. THE 
OPPORTUNITY STILL EXISTS FOR REASON AND DEMOCRATIC WILL 

TO PREVAIL. WE CAN AND MUSJ MAKE EVERY EFFORT TO PRESERVE 
FOR THE PEOPLE OF SOUTH AFRICA -- BLACK AND WHITE -- AN 
ALTERNATIVE TO VIOLENT CONFRONTATION ON THE ONE HAND AND 
HOPELESS PARALYSIS ON THE OTHER. WE HOPE OTHERS WILL JOIN 
US IN THESE EFFORTS. 


THANK YoU, MR. PRESIDENT. 
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PRESS RELEASE oe 


FOR RELEASE AGAINST DELIVERY Press Release USUN 124-(82) 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY November 12, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador William C. Sherman, United States 
Representative in the Fourth Committee, in Right of Reply, 
November 12, 1982 


The United States delegation would like to respond briefly to the 
reading into the record of the 4th Committee yesterday of an article 
in the November 5, 1982 issue of the British weekly, The New 
Statesman, by a petitioner, the Reverend C. Michael Scott, who 
represents the International Council for World Reconcilation. 


For the record, Mr. President, we would like to note the following: 


1) The United States Permanent Representative to the United 
Nations has never received any gift from the Government of South 


Africa; 


2) The letter purportedly sent to the U.S. Permanent 
Representative by a South African diplomat, and reproduced in the 
magazine, was never received by Ambassador Kirkpatrick. We are 
informed, moreover, that no such letter was composed at the South 
African Embassy in Washington, as alleged in the article; and, 


3) The allegations and insinuations in The New Statesman article, 
based largely upon the fictitious letter, are no more credible 
than‘the letter itself. . 


There was, then, no gift and no letter, only malicious fabrication. 

We find the article in question so outrageous that legal action 
against the magazine and the article's author is being contemplated by 
the U.S. Permanent Representative. 


(Re RRS SS SS | 
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PRESS RELEASE oe VO, & . ae 
| 
FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 125-(82) 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY November 15, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador H. Eugene Douglas, United States Coordinator 
for Refugee Affairs, in the Third Committee, on Refugees, November 


Mr. Chairman, I am aware that my delegation already has offered you 
its congratulations on your election. Since this is my first 
opportunity this year to address the Third Committee, I hope you will 
permit me to express my appreciation for your fair and capable manner 
of presiding. 


As a representative of the host country, I am pleased to welcome 
again to New York His Excellency, Mr. Poul Hartling, the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees. Mr. Hartling admirably 
carries out a difficult stewardship in a manner befitting his 
previous service as pastor, teacher, diplomat, and head of 
government. 


Mr. Chairman, my Government is of the opinion that High Commissioner 
Hartling has amply demonstrated his abilities by guiding the UNHCR 
successfully through the worst refugee crises since the Second World 
War. With our common advice and assistance, he has set in motion:- _=- 
actions by which the UNHCR had adjusted and is continuing to adjust 
to important changes in the world which affect refugees. The 
processes which the High Commissioner has initiated must not be 
interrupted. The United States strongly supports the nomination and 
re-election of Poul Hartling to another term as the High Commissioner. 


On this occasion, we should also like to reaffirm our support for the 
Convention and Protocol definition of refugees and for the UNHCR's 
mandate. These have proven to be of enduring validity. In the face 
of the turbulent world refugee situation, we have been reminded that 
the UNHCR has a limited and specialized mandate. It is important 
that its goals remain clear and that the definition of refugee and 
who qualifies for assistance not become a subject of division and 
confusion. We must always bear in mind that while we deliberate in 
safety, it is the refugee who remains exposed in the field. 


In reviewing the High Commissioner's report to the 37th General 
Assembly, I have noted several initiatives which are of particular 
importance to my Government, and which I would like to commend. 
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First, I am gratified at the importance the Hicgh Commissioner places 
On continued internationalization of refugee resettlement efforts. 
All of the major resettlement countries are prepared to continue to 
do their part, but the number of refugees throughout the world has 
reached such proportions that a relative few countries cannet 
continue to bear the burden alone. I hope that the High Commissioner 
will persist in his efforts to expand the list of countries which 
offer resettlement to refugees, and give favorable consideration to 
maintaining the level of support staff his office assigns to 
Southeast Asia, where the number of refugees in first asylum 
countries requiring resettlement is still quite large. 


In relation to the unremitting demands for asylum and in the spirit 
of internationalization, it is reassuring to note alsogthe accession 
of ten more states to one or both of the United Nations’ basic legal 
instruments on refugees -- the 1951 Convention and the 1967 
Protocol. It is especially encouraging that, with the accession of 
Japan, China, and the Philippines for the first time, the East Asian 
region is well represented among the parties to these instruments. 


For all Americans concerned with refugee matters, it is important 
that the High Commissioner will place special emphasis on the 
improvement of the administration and financial management of his 
Organization. With resources available for refugees becoming more 
and more scarce, it is important that they be managed with the 
greatest possible efficiency. My Government, as many of you know, 
has adopted a course of budgetary austerity for domestic programs. 
It is now more important than ever that United Nations' agencies 
manage their operations efficiently if the American people are to 
maintain their level of support. It is vital that the various 
agencies within the United Nations' system involved with refugee 
matters improve their coordination and improve the efficiency of our 
joint efforts to assist refugees. 


A third initiative of the High Commissioner deserving commendation is 
his effort to provide special programs for the handicapped during 
this, the International Year of the Handicapped. It is difficult 
enough to assist able-bodied refugees, but the handicapped, though 
small in number, are particularly vulnerable. We should also commend 
those countries which have offered resettlement in disproportionately © 
large numbers to handicapped Southeast Asian refugees, 


Fourth, I noted in the High Commissioner's report that special 
emphasis was placed on ending piracy attacks against refugees in 
Southeast Asian waters. The misery and human suffering resulting 
from these attacks cannot be underestimated. I visited first asylum 
camps in Southeast Asia many times this year and have been deeply 
saddened by the number of women and young girls who had been 
viciously assaulted by pirates. The victims of these attacks have 
been wounded -- perhaps not as visibly as if they had been shot or 
burned -- but deeply and brutally wounded nonetheless. Their pain is 
universally understood. We must do everything possible to eradicate 


this crime. 





a t « 


These initiatives -- aiding vulnerable refugees, showing care in 
Managing resources, and giving emphasis to burden sharing -- are of 
especial noteworthiness in the High Commissioner's account. The most 
Striking feature of this report, however, is its documentation that 
the number of refugees in the world today continues to grow, despite 
the mammoth resources we commit toward durable solutions. 
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No sooner does the international community generate aid and 
resettlement opportunities for refugees that currently exist, than new 
ones are created. 


In relation to this high refugee population, the High Commissioner 
mentions his concern over the tightening up of criteria for refugee 
resettlement and asylum in countries throughout the world. . 
The reason for this is not so much a lessening of generosity or 
compassion as the fact that the flow of refugees has reached such 
proportions as to constitute mass movement of people from one part of 
the world to another. The dislocation of whole cultures and peoples 
are not easily handled by traditional solutions of resettlement or 
temporary asylum. It calls for something more fundamental, and that 
fundamental approach is the acknowledgement of the root causes of 
refugees and our determination to do something about them. 


Unless we, as member states, look at this basic question at some time 
in our deliberations, our future efforts will always be doomed to 
frustration and inadequacy. 


Today, let me name some of the more alarming developments in our world 
which impel people to become refugees. 
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-- The continued occupation and attempted subjegation of 
Afghanistan by the Soviet Union and the invasion of Cambodia by 
Vietnam are just two examples of current events, but these events 


alone have caused over three and one-half million people -- men, 
women, and children -- to flee along the bitter road to become 
refugees. : 


-- The use of biological and chemical weapons as indiscriminate 
and mass weapons of death against those Laotians, Cambodians, and 
Afghan peoples who dare resist the absorption and extinction of their 
traditional homelands by foreign troops. We clearly need improved 
attention to the diagnostic and health aspects of this problem. 


My Government has thoroughly documented the use of these outlawed 
weapons, particularly that of the deadly mycotoxin, popularly called 
yellow rain, in Southeast Asia and Afghanistan. In Southeast Asia 
these chemical and biological weapons have killed thousands of the 
Hmong tribespeople and have driven many survivors from the mountainous 
highlands of Laos into Thailand. The greatest tragedy of all is that 
these attacks likely continue as we sit here today. 


In Afghanistan, we know that the same weapons are being used. There, 
too, a fiercely independent tribal population which refuses to succumb 
to a conquering foreign power is the target. These findings are not 
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those of the United States Government alone, but have been verified by 
other governments as well. Evidence of the use of mycotoxins in 
Southeast Asia and Afghanistan has been substantiated by the Canadian 
Government in studies that have been released. 


Another major cause of major refugee flows in the world is the 
deliberate expuision of mass groups of people as an element of a 
country's aggressive foreign policy. The United States was the victim 
of just such an act in 1979, when Cuba expelled 125,000 persons. [In 
another part of the world, the Socialist Republic of Vietnam also 
expelled large numbers of ethnic Chinese. We are beginning to see 
such actions, in other countries, who send out refugees because they 
are old or handicapped, or because the government for other reasons 
considers them burdensome. 


Further contributing to the brutalization of refugees is the 
deliberate splintering of families in order to preserve the means of 
obtaining currency for foreign exchange. We have heard many stories 
from Vietnamese refugees that only part of the family was allowed to 
leave for this reason. Indeed, we believe that one of the major 
sources of hard currency for the Vietnamese economy comes from money 
sent by refugees abroad to their families still living in Vietnam. 


The High Commissioner's report appropriately expressed a heightened 
concern for women and children refugees, but we seldom give this 
problem the attention that is due. 


Women and children not only make up the vast majority of refugees in 
the world, but represent the generational strength of their peoples. 
The protracted dislocation suffered by refugees hits women and 
children the hardest. It often destroys the family structure, denies 
education for the young, and stifles the hopes of future generations 
among many developing societies. The potential for long-term harm to 
a people and its culture is especially apparent here, where years of 
lingering in refugee camps sap nations of the contribution of entire 
generations. A year may mean little in terms of public works 
projects, such as building bridges or dams, but it can be everything 
to a child -- it can determine his life and his future. 


The High Commissioner has emphasized efforts to eradicate piracy 
against refugees in his report, but there are other problems for women 
refugees that need to be specifically addressed. Among the Afghan 
refugees in Pakistan, for example, there are many women widowed or 
separated from their husbands by the war, who find themselves the 
heads of families they are not able to support. My Government is 
especially concerned with the plight of these women in the traditional 
society of the Afghan refugee camps. 


My Government hopes, therefore, that the High Commissioner will make a 
special effort to implement the mandate given him in the General 
Assembly resolution last year (A/36/12, Operative paragraph 8) on 
assistance to all women refugees. In this regard, I call upon the 
office of the High Commissioner to make a special and separate report 
annually on the problems of assistance and protection of women 
refugees, and that such a report would include recommendations 
addressed to the General Assembly. 
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Before I conclude my remarks, I would like to comment on the 
significance of large flows of refugees on developing countries. 


The mass movement of people is a problem for the industrialized 
nations which try to resettle populations culturally distinct from 
theirs. But, it has the most severe impact on the developing | 
countries. 


The UNHCR tells us that the largest numbers of refugees in the world 
today may be found in Pakistan and Africa -- two areas with limited 
resources to devote to refugees. 


Pakistan, which provides first asylum for nearly three million Afghan 
refugees, and Sudan and Somalia, which provide first asylum for 
hundreds‘pf thousands of refugees from Ethiopia, have long traditions 
of hospitality and openness towards refugees. Yet the presence of 
large numbers of refugees in these countries not only severely strains 
their economies, but also puts great pressures on their populations as 
the presence of the refugees becomes prolonged. Refugees, therefore, 
cannot be ignored when we address the economic needs of developing 
nations. In this context, I urge the economic assistance granting 
offices with the United Nations’ system to give high priority to 
developing countries which accept large numbers of refugees for first 


asylum and resettlement. 


In reflecting on the work of the Committee, I would like to express 
the sense of bitter irony that many Americans -- myself included -- 
feel when the subject of refugees is discussed in international 
forums. The American public, listening to what is said, finds the 
debate difficult to reconcile with reality. 


After my recent speech in the last Executive Committee of the UNHCR in 
Geneva, the Delegate cf the Socialist Republic of Vietnam rose to take 
his country's exception and place the usual blame on the United States 
for the huge numbers of refugees leaving his country since 1975. 


The United States left Vietnam seven years ago. Granted we were 
involved in a brave struggle to assist the people of South Vietnam to 
preserve their own independence and way of life. There was war and 
hardship. But there were no boat people. There was no hunger. Nor 
were tens of thousands of Vietnamese citizens shipped off to foreign 
lands as cheap exported labor. When we were there, Buddhist monks 
celebrated ancient rites in their temples, there was freedom of 
movement and peaceful emigration, and Vietnam was an exporter of 
food. Today Vietnam's largest export is refugees: over 1.3 million 
people have left that country since 1975. The horror stories of the 
boat people are well known to everyone here, as well as the fact that 
refugees still continue to come out, choosing to face pro»nable pirate 
attacks and grave danger of death, rather than remain in a country 
whose future appears to be only more of today's cruel despair. 


If the members of this Committee wish to pay tribute to the courage of 
refugees, we must ourselves find the courage to talk about the 
conditions which are driving large numbers of people from their homes. 
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Moreover, unless we are willing to be burdened with the cost of first 
asylum, resettlement and care, and the suffering of these people on 
our conscience, we will have to face up to the fact that ultimately 
the problem is a political one. Here the High Commissioner must look 


to us for action. 


Acts of conscious state policy create the vast majority of refugees in 
the world today -- such as the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan which 
accounts for three million Afghan refugees; Soviet, Cuban, and Libyan 
subversion in Africa which accounts for millions of refugees in 
Africa; and the Vietnamese invasion of Cambodia which accounts for 
hundreds of thousands of Khmer refugees in Thailand. 


We should not forget that these regimes, which are responsible for 
producing the largest number of refugees in the world today, do 
nothing to assist them. Some are parties to the Convention and 
Protocol. Yet they violate them repeatedly and blatantly, and 
contribute not one cent to the international community's work to aid 


refugees. 


It is unfortunate that the attempts of West Germany and Canada to have 
a full and fair discussion of this in appropriate United Nations’ 
forums has met with delays and even outright resistance, because it is 
a problem which needs to be discussed. 


In all of our deliberations in this body, we must ask ourselves "What 
kind of world do we wish to live in?" Ideally, it would be a world 
where the UNHCR was not needed vecause there were no refugees. 
Unfortunately, we are far from that goal today, but we must believe 
that if the member states of the United Nations have the will to face 
the root causes of refugee flows -- there will be progress, albeit 
gradual progress toward a just resolution of our refugee 
responsibilities. The resources of our United Nations can be 
effective if we use them wisely. Let us recommit ourselves to do so 
with the anticipation that the High Commissioner's report next year 
will show that our common efforts have turned the tide and that the 
future will be one of hope rather than despair for the world's 


refugees. 
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« Statement by Senator J. Bennett Johnston, United States 
Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly, in Plenary, on Peaceful Settlement of Disputes Between 


States, November 15, 1982 





Yee United States is privileged to have participated 
actively from the beginning in the elaboration of the Manila 


Declaration on the Peaceful Settlement of Interiational 


blication in American Forei 


Disputes. From the Alabama Claims Arbitration of more than 
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a century aco to the judicial settlement of boundary issues 
today, the United States has been in the forefront of the 
effort to seek the peaceful settlement of disputes. We 
, shall continue to follow these practices and seek 
opportunities to build on these traditions. We are 
- consequently particularly pleased to participate in the 


celebration of the adoption of the Manila Declaration. 


It is for this reason that paragraph 3 of Article 2 
of the Charter speaks to the peaceful settlement of 
Gisputes; paragraph 4 deals with the prohibition of the 
threat or use of force. The Secretary General in his 
Annual Report indicated that rededication to the standards 


of the Charter should commence with the peaceful settlement 


of disputes. 
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The Declaration represents an important and timely 
reaffirmation of the principle that disputes must be 
settlec by peaceful means. More importantly, the 
Declaration dGescribes means by which States should 
implement the principle. It sets forth the means by 
which States give effect to the obligations, machinery 


and goals of the United States. 


The Declaration's call upon States to be aware of their 
obligation to refer disputes to the Security Council, the 
reaffirmation of the role of the International Court of 
Justice, the stress on the importance of fact finding, the 
encouragement to the Secretary General to make full use of 
his authority are but a few striking examples of the 
Declaration's responsiveness to the needs described in 


the Annual Report of the Secretary General. 


Of course, the Declaration contains compromises. 
It is not, therefore, as forceful and explicit as we 
would like in some areas such as judicial settlement and 
the need ior the Security Council to be involved at an 


early stace of potentially serious disputes. A consensus 


embracing larce States and small, East and West, North and 
South reguires compromise from 4ll concerned. The spirit 
of compromise that led to the final elaboration of the 
Declaration should itself be recognized as an example of 


that spirit of cooperation which shovld inform the conduct 


of us all. 
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We must not fail to express our gratitude to the 
Special Committee which identified the suggestion of a 
Declaration as one meriting priority consideration and 
patiently elaborated the text we adopt today. We are 
confident these qualities of perceptiveness, patience, 
compromise and cooperation will, if carried forward in the 
Committee, lead to comparable positive results in other areas 
of concern to it. A particular debt of gratitude for the 
Declaration is owed to the Mexican, Philippine and Romanian 
delegations for the initial suggestion of a Declaration and 


for the impetus which launched and sustained the effort. 


Our statements today and the ceremony surrounding 
the adoption of the Declaration are propititious. But our 
real task is commenced rather than concluded by the adoption 
of the Manila Declaration. The adoption of the Declaration 
should be taken as a renewed commitment to future action. States 
should weigh their actions by the norms contained in the Declaration 


and seek to execute policies by the means described in it. Let 


us hope that is will become a rule for conduct and action 


and not merely a Declaration. 


Let us all strive to make it so. 


a 
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Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, in the Third 
Committee, in Explanation of Vote on an Amendment to Resolution L.16 on 
Agenda Item 81, on Policies and Programs Relating to Youth, 

November 15, 1982 


‘Mr. Chairman, the United States has introduced an amendment to 


Resolution L.16 on Agenda Item 81 on “policies and programs relating to 
youth." The amendment to be added as a new operative paragraph ll, 
reads as follows: 


"Authorizes the Secretary General to implement the activities approved 
in this resolution to the extent that they can be financed without 
exceeding the level of the resources approved in the 1982-83 program 
budget." I would like to explain why we have introduced this anendnent 
and why we urge other countries to vote for it. 


During the course of the General Assembly, almost every member state has 
called attention to the dreadful condition of the world economy. 
Although we believe that recent progress in bringing down inflation and 
interest rates is preparing the way for economic recovery, this does 
little to ease the painful situation of the moment. 


One of the harshest consequences of the current recession is the budget 
crisis now afflicting practically every nation in the world. The United 
States enjoys no immunity from this crisis. We have been compelled to 
make stringent cuts in our domestic spending programs. So have many of 
your governments, the governments represented here, done likewise. 


United States support for UN programs is not at issue. We have 
Succeeded over the past two years in maintaining the levels of U.S. 
voluntary contributions to the leading UN development assistance 
agencies, including UNDP, UNICEF, and UNFPA. We deeply hope to be able 
to maintain these levels of support for constructive programs. 


We are also committed to making the sacrifices necessary to maintain the 
level of our payments to the assessed budget of the United Nations. But 

this is as far as we can go. The United States cannot accept continuing 
increases in the UN assessed budget, increases accompanied by no serious 
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efforts at economy. In the last five years assessments have risen by 8l 
percent, well above the rate of inflation. The cost of operating the 
United Nations today is four times what it was ten years ago. If this 
rate of increase continues, expenditures for the- program budget of the 
United Nations will approach three billion dollars by 1990. At such a 
level of expense, member states from every region and every group in the 
Organization would find the cost of their membership unreasonable. 


The United Nations will cease to be regarded as a serious institution 
unless it is able-to get its own house in order and face up to the 
Situation in the real world. In the first instance this means that it 
must get back in touch with economic reality by putting a firm cap on 
its expenditures. Failure to do so will inevitably lead to growing 
disillusionment on the part of taxpayers in those countries which are 
the United Nations’ principal donors, and thereby undermine the 
political support which sustains the life of this organization. 


This is not the first time the United States has expressed its deep 
concern about the need for the United Nations to exercise strict control 
over its budget. Last year, we took the unprecedented step of voting 
against the UN program budget for the biennium 1982-1983. Our 
representatives in the Fifth Committee have repeatedly emphasized, in 
both votes and speeches, our opposition to budgetary increases. And in 
other committees you all have frequently heard U.S. representatives, 
after joining in a consensus on a particular resolution, state in 
explanation the caveat that the resolution must be implemented within 
existing resources. Yet the budget continues to grow. 


By introducing th’ s amendment today -- and we are introducing similar 
amendments in this and other committees where this is necessary -- the 
United States wishes to emphasize that it is very serious about the need 
to control United Nations‘ spending. 


We can no longer support resolutions which provide for piecemeal 
extra-budgetary increases. Let me be clear: we do not oppose this 
program, the program called for in L.16. 

We do not oppose new programs in principle. 

We do not prefer old programs to new programs. 

We do not oppose UN spending. 

We do believe that a very systematic effort must be made to control 
budget growth; to phase out old or less efficient programs in favor of 
new, more timely projects. 

We believe that good management practices and the respect for the UN in 


the world, requires that members assist the Secretariat in husbanding 
our resources for constructive purposes. 


Mr. Chairman, my Government and the people of the United States fully 
Support the United Nations' decision to declare 1985 International Youth 
year, and we acknowledge a debt of gratitude to the Government of 
Romania for its initiative in this respect. We also approve and support 





gn 


. UVeCtassitied for Publication in American Forei 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





« Sa 


without reservation the IYY themes of Participation, Development and . 
Peace, and the content of L.16. 





My Government has begun to prepare for IYY by encouraging the 
establishment of a broadly-based organization of non-governmental youth 
groups to participate in planning our national activities. Together we 
hope to develop employment, health, education, juvenile justice and 
other programs which will touch the lives of as many Americans as 
possible. We will follow IYY developments in other nations and regions 
to make sure that we benefit from the experience of others. We will be 
‘informed by the Programme of Measures and Activities adopted by the 
United Nations General Assembly. We will encourage American youth 
groups to participate in international and regional meetings. It is our 
firm intention in this way to make our observance of IYY a tribute to 
and celebration of the serious purpose, the creative approach and 
adventuresome spirit of youth, not only in the United States but 
throughout the world. . 


It is precisely because my Delegation does not want to vote against this 
resolution that we have formulated an amendment which, if adopted, will 
permit us to join again in consensus for adoption of the resolution as a 


whole. 


The amendment which the United States proposes to add to the resolution 
is intended precisely to insure that this organization, that is to Say, 
we ourselves, finally say no to the continuing upward spiral of its 


expenses. 


The paragraph authorizes the SecretaryeGeneral to implement the 
activities appproved in the resolution "only to the extent that they can 
be financed without exceeding” the levels © resources approved in the 
1982-1983 program budget. That, let me remind you, provided for 
expenditures of over one and one-half billion, that is, fifteen hundred 
million, dollars! 


Our amendment is not intended to say no to new or additional activities, 
but rather to authorize the Secretary-General to make choices on behalf 
of all of us, to authorize him to manage the resources we have given him 
in a rational way. In essence, it charges him with the responsibility 
to establish priorities and to allot the necessary resources to the most 
important activities first and forego or reduce activities which are 
superfluous , completed, obsolete, of marginal utility, or ineffective. 
It charges him to find and make other economies in the organization, 
staffing and management of the Secretariat he leads. 


If the proposed amendment is not incorporated into the resolution now 
before us, my Delegation will be unable to continue as part of the 
previous consensus, we must call for a vote on the resolution as a whole 
and vote against it. We would do so regretfully, solely and strictly to 
say that we can no longer acquiesce in undisciplined decision-making 
concerning our resources and programs. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Statement by Senator J. Bennett Johnston, United States Representative, 
in the Fifth Committee, on Item 112 of the Report of the International 
Civil Service Commission, November 16, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, the eighth annual report of the International Civil 
Service Commission is a comprehensive document, touching on nearly all 
aspects of UN personnel policy and management. Most of the report 
records the ongoing activities of the Commission and ancillary bodies 
in implementing established policies, and most of the Commission's work 
in this area is praiseworthy. My remarks today must focus on those 
relatively few controversial items which the Commission has identified 
for General Assembly decision, but before passing to those topics, I 
wish to express the appreciation of my Government for the work of the 
Commission, and for the full reporting of that work to the General 
Assembly. 


The Commission's report summarizes recommendations for 
General Assembly decision under nine separate headings. The 
United States holds several of these subjects to be of major 
importance to the effective operation of the UN common system, 
including especially age of retirement, the comparison of total 
compensation, and remuneration of professional employees. In 
addition, my delegation has already commented on the question 
of career development in the UN, a subject which has been dealt 
with under Agenda Item lll, in concert with a JIU report on 
that subject. 


I do not wish to ignore the Commission's findings in other 
matters requiring a General Assembly decision. Let the record 
show that the United States is basically sympathetic toward the 
Commission's findings and recommendations with respect to the 
education grant, supplementary payments to international civil 
servants, and adjustments for lower taxes to the special index 
for pensioners. On the other hand, we cannot support the 
Commission's finding that the children's allowance should be 
increased from $450.00 to $700.00. The children's allowance, 
as implicitly recognized by the Commission's mode of analyzing 
it, is established in lieu of the tax abatement normally 
granted to parents or guardians by national income tax laws. 
The only proper way to fix the size of the children's allowance 
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On a comparative basis is to compare the UN grant to the amount 
of tax abatement normally enjoyed by an employee of the 
comparator national civil service--the U.S. Civil Service. 
That comparison would show that the current children's 
allowance of $450.00 adequately compensates the UN employees. 
Accordingly, we oppose the recommendation that the children's 
allowance be increased. 


Let me address myself now to several major recommendations 
of the Commission's eighth annual report, beginning with its 
findings on age of retirement. This issue will come up again 
under Agenda Item 113, the Report of the UN Joint Staff Pension 
Board, and my Government may have additional remarks on the 
subject at that time. The Commission limited itself to 
consideration of the actuarial valuation of the Pension Fund, 
but did not endorse the finding of the Pension Board, and asked 
that no action be taken at this time. 


Mr. Chairman, the United States believes that the question 
of employment policy for senior, that is, in terms of long 
service, employees deserves prompt attention and action. In 
A/37/9 the Pension Board is making, we understand, a simple, 
straightforward proposal to raise the mandatory age of 
retirement in the UN system from 60 to 62. Adoption of this 
proposal would be a valuable first step towards fuller 
utilization of the skills and talents of such senior 
employees. The UN system would benefit from retaining those 
employees who chose to work beyond age 60; those selfsame 
employees would benefit by realizing their desire to extend 
careers of public service. The Commission has itself argued, 
in another section of its report, that many UN employees would 
like to work beyond age 60. Why not let them do so? My own 
government eliminated mandatory retirement for its civil 
servants in 1978; based on our experience, we strongly commend 
the Pension Board's views on raising the UN's mandatory age. 


The second major recommendation of the ICSC asks the 
General Assembly to take note of the comparison of total 
compensation between UN employees and their counterparts in the 
U.S. Civil Service. The United States believes that the ICSC 
estimate significantly understates UN compensation, which is in 
fact about 35 per cent higher than for counterpart work in the 
U.S. Civil Service. 


The ICSC's underestimate of UN compensation arises for 
several reasons. First, the ICSC's comparisons of leave 
benefits, length of work day, and overtime pay practices are 
not correct in every instance. For example, UN employees have 
an official work week averaging 37 hours, and earn 30 days of 
leave a year. U.S. employees have an official work week of 40 
hours and earn an average of 20 days leave a year. Yet the 
ICSC made no adjustment to the value of UN compensation to 
reflect the fact that UN salaries are drawn for fewer days and 
hours of work per year than U.S. salaries. Second, the [CSC 
did not appropriately treat the variances between salary ranges 
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Within pay grades of the UN and U.S. systems. Thus, a UN 
employee may earn as much as 40 per cent more in salary than 
the base of the grade by advancement to the top step of the pay 
grade, whereas a U.S. employee is correspondingly limited to a 
30 per cent range within his or her grade. Again the ICSC made 
no adjustment to account for the compensation advantage thereby 
afforded the UN system employee. Finally, the ICSC failed to 
note recent changes in U.S. compensation practice, such as 
revisions in disability retirement which have reduced the value 
of that benefit to U.S. employees. All in all, my Government 
concludes that the best approximation of the ratio of 
compensation enjoyed by UN staff relative to the comparator 
service is about 135 to 100. My delegation is submitting a 
letter the Chairman of the ICSC, and the Assistant Secretary 
General for Personnel Services, transmitting a more detailed 
analysis in support of these conclusions. Copies of this 
letter will also be available to interested delegations. 


Even if one accepts the ICSC estimate of UN net base 
Salaries, i.e, a UN to U.S. ratio of 118 to 100, that level is 
a good deal higher than the Nodlemaire principle requires, and 
also higher than that which the ICSC and the General Assembly 
have historically regarded as a desirable margin. We do well, 
at this point, to recall the underlying goal of the Noblemaire 
principle, namely, that pay be sufficient to attract qualified 
staff from all countries, staff with an interest in and a 
dedication to the public service - whether that of their own 
country or of the international community. The best case for a 
UN pay incarease would thus be a demonstration that the UN 
could no longer recruit and retain good employees. 


In fact, we find considerable evidence that the UN remains 
an extremely attractive employer, and little or no evidence to 
the contrary. What could more dramatically illustrate this 
point than the record of the recent competitive examinations in 
which large numbers of able candidates vied for appointments at 
the UN's lowest paying professional grades, or the substantial 
rosters of qualified applicants for specialized positions at 
other levels? Similarly, how are we to interpret the 
continuing need to monitor the apportionment of posts 
geographically to protect against over-representation? The 
strong and continuing interest in UN employment on the part of 
citizens of all countries generates this need to apportion 
posts, and it is a further indication that the UN is offering 
entirely adequate levels of remuneration, 


In contrast to the foregoing, no evidence has been 
introduced of difficulties in maintaining a qualified 
workforce. Accordingly, the United States believes that the 
human resource management concerns of the UN argue against the 
need for a salary increase. From the standpoint of 
compensation, at least, the United Nations can and should be, 
in the words of the Secretary General when he appeared before 
us, considered a “good employer”. 
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The United States does not dispute the finding that 
purchasing power of the salaries of the professional staff has 
Giminished at the base of the system by 5.4 percent since 1971. 
(This results from the fact that post adjustments, quite 
properly are supposed to compensate only for those items 
affected by rises in the cost of living at a duty station.) By 
the same token, however, real income has declined an even 
greater amount in both the public and private sectors of not 
only the U.S. but also of other countries, 


A common misconception is that UN professional employees 
have not had a pay raise since 1975. This is not so. The 
combination of UN salaries and post adjustment has more than 
kept up with salaries in the US Civil Service during the last 
seven years. Post adjustment thus gives UN employees 
inflation-proof salaries and shields them from the income 
limiting effects of the world-wide economic difficulties of the 
past few years. 


We must also address the question of whether member states 
and the UN itself can afford a pay increase. A five per cent 
Salary increase will increase the UN budget by more than 13 
million dollars. The assessed budgets of the specialized 
agencies will increase, as well, by an additional $27 million 
dollars, if they adopt a similar five per cent increase. All 
in all, a salary increase will add over $40 million dollars to 
the assessed budgets of the UN common system organizations. 
The United States cannot support such a strain on the financial 
resources of the UN organizations, and we suggest further that 
Member States may well question the need for the major 
additional expenditures they will be called upon to make 
through increased assessments. I need ogly ask the members of 
the Committee to recall the debate on item 110, the Scale of 
Assessments. 


The resources limitations imposed by the worldwide economic 
difficulties of the present day are real and significant. 
Nearly every Member State is finding it necessary to manage 
resources more carefully, to retrench its expenditures from 
what might be the most desirable or ideal state of affairs. 
Everywhere, citizens and their governments are making hard 
choices involving regrettable sacrifices. The proposed salary 
increase forces just such a choice. Its approval would raise 
the cost of administering every UN program, with no anticipated 
corresponding increase in program achievement. Moreover, 
voting a salry increase will not generate any additional 
resources with which to pay for UN programs. The conclusion is 
inescapable that voting a salary increase at this time will be 
tantamount to voting a cut in the program activities of the UN 
common system. 


As other Delegates have already pointed out, the cut in 
program activities will strike hardest at the voluntarily 
funded agencies. Their expenses of operation will increase 
significantly in order to pay for higher salaries, but levels 
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of contribution will probably not increase apace. What this 
means is that the activities of bodies such as UNDP and UNICEF, 
focused exclusively on the developing countries of the world, 
will decrease, and that millions of dollars originally targeted 
for projects and services will instead be eaten up by higher 


staff costs. 


The United States believes that this choice between program 
cuts and granting staff a real income increase must be squarely 
faced. If it were the case that UN salaries had long been in 
decline and had dropped below a desirable margin of 
remuneration with their comparator, we would simply have to 
find the money to fund an increase. But in fact, UN pay has 
more, I repeat more, than kept pace with the comparator 
service, and the margin of remuneration has remained 
comfortably above the target level of 115 to 100. 


That target, I should add, is precisely intended to 
compensate for the expatriate factor alluded to in the ACC 
Statement. In our view, the case for a salary increase, 
woefullly weak within its own frame of reference, becomes 
absolutely insupportable in the larger context of its potential 
effects on the programs of the UN and the finances of Member 
States. The UN professional employees continue to receive 
almost complete protection from loss of real income through the 
operations of the post adjustment system. That they should 
forego an increase in real income, given the liberality of 
their compensation system, is not an undue sacrifice to ask. 

In comparison, the paramount importance of maintaining vitally 
impurtant UN programs must be recognized. 


Mr. Chairman, I thank you and the Committee for the 
opportunity to express our views on the ICSC report. 
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Statement by Ambassador Jose S. Sorzano, Alternate United States 
Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations General 


Assembly, in Plenary, on the Succession of States in Respect to State 
Property, Archives and Debts, November 15, 1982 


Mr. President, document A/37/L.25 contains an amendment 
proposed by the United States to the Report and resolution now 
before us. Specifically, the United States proposes an 
additional operative paragraph, paragraph 7, which reads as 


follows: 
"7. Authorizes the Secretary-General to implement 


the activities approved under this resolution only 
to the extent that they can be financed without 
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. exceeding the level of resources approved in the 


1982-1983 program budget (General Assembly 


we 
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resolution 36/240)." 

We do not lightly take the step of offering this 
amendment, especially as we agree with the co-sponsors of 
this resolution on the desirability of convening a plenipoten- 
tiary conference to adopt a treaty on Succession of States in 
respect of State Property, Archives and Debts. However, 
we believe that the objective of this proposed amendment 


has an import going far be;.... the particular resolution now 


before us and our amendment must be put forward at this time. 
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As many delegations here may already know, the ever- 
expancing budget of the United Nations has been and continues 
to be a matter of profound concern to my government. In the 
last five years assessments have risen by 81 percent, well 
above the rate of inflation. The speed of this increase is 
at least as much cause for concern as the absolute size of 
the budget. If the rate of ineveede does not slacken, 
expenditures for the program budget of the United Nations 
will approach three billion dollars by the year 1990. At 
such a level of expense, Member States from every region 


and every group in the organization would find the cost 


of their membership unreasonable. 


Despite numerous recommendations from this or that 
committee or study group or Secretariat official, the 
programs and budget of the United Nations continue to 
expand as though Member States believed that either the 
financial. rasources of the United Nations are drawn from 


limitless sources that can never go dry or that new programs 


can somehow continually be established without financial 


consequences. 


We wish this were true, but unfortunately the real 
Situation is quite different. We are living in a world 
in which a great many governments are making every effort 
to maintain fiscal responsibility -- and perhaps in some 


cases even fiscal survival -- by cutting back or not under- 


taking a great many programs which would otherwise be desirable. 


The United Nations cannot continue to act as though it can vote 
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new programs and enlarge its budget year after year. Neither can 
the United Nations remain isolated from the economic situation 

in which its Member States find themselves by routinely in- 
creasing its budget to meet ever-expanding programs. Rather, we 
must take stock of the difficult budget constraints under 
which we are all operating and determine and shape programs so 

as to fall within a pre-determined level of fiscal resources. 

My delegation believes that the level of expenditures approved 
in General Assembly Resolution 36/240, which established the 
Programme Budget for the biennium 1982-1983, constitutes a 
generous level. My government has the absolute conviction that, 
in the present economic circumstances, an increase in the budget 
of the United Nations would constitute an unwise act incon- 
sistent with the needs of the Organization and unmindful of the 


budgetary stringencies of its Member States. 


Mr. Chairman, I certainly do not mean to imply that the . 
costs associated with the conference in question in the 
Resolution now before us area special target of my delegation. 
Indeed, in other more economically confortable times we would 
not have offered an amendment to this Resolution and would have 
been pleased to see the resolution adopted by consensus. But 
fiscal responsibility cannot wait until next year or next month 
Or even tomorrow. Thus, our amendment is by no means intended 
to single out the Resolution before us. It is part of a 
far broader effort. 


As delegations to the Sixth Committee are aware, the 


United States, reflecting our deep conviction about the importance 
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of international law, has Supported the UN Conference on 
Succession of States in respect of State Property, Archives and 
Debts and hence joined the consensus in that Committee. Yet, 
the United States delegation yoteg against the Report of the 
Fifth Committee in A/37/603 because the Secretariat found 
itself unable to absorb the costs of that resolution from within 
existing resources. 
Mr. President, my Delegation does not want to vote 
against this Resolution in today's Plenary meeting and we 
have formulated an amendment which, if adopted, will permit 
us to join again in consensus for adoption of the Resolution 


as a whole. 


The additional operative paragraph 7 which the United 
States proposes to add to the Resolution is intended precisely 
to ensure that this Organization, that is to say, we ourselves, 


finally, say “no” to the continuing upward spiral of its expenses. 


The paragraph authorizes the Secretary-General to implement 
the activities approved in the Resolution "only to the extent 
that they can be financed without exceeding” the level of resources 
approved in the 1982-1983 program budcet. That, let me remind vou, 
provided for expenditures of over one and one half billion, that 


is, fifteen hundred million, dollars. 


We do not wish to be misunderstood. Our amendment is not 


intended to say "no" to new or additional activities, but rather to 


highlight the necessity to manage the resources of the United 
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Nations in a rational effective and responsible way. In essence, 


it is a mandate to forgo or reduce activities which are superfluous, 


completed, obsolete, of marginal utility, or ineffective, and 
to find and make other economies in the orcanization, staffing, 
and management of the Secretariat. All these and other methods 
must be tried before throwing -up our hands and saying that 


the only alternative is more money. 


If the United States' amendment is adopted, we do not 
see the result to be the elimination of funding for all 
conferences. The 1982-1983 program budget already provides 
a sizable sum for conference costs. Nor would the result 
be the elimination of every new program in our organization. 
Rather, decisions will have to be made -- ideally at the 
Committee level -- as to how to implement the programs 


of the UN so as to remain within existing appropriations. 


Mr. President, there will be those who will find problems 
with the text of our amendment. While we have sought to draft 
it so as to accomplish our goal, it is possible that our text 
could be refined, improved, and shaspenes. We are quite ready 
to entertain improvements, true improvements, in that text and 
will welcome sucgestions along that line. On the other hand, 
Mr. President, we could not countenance changes which will 


vitiate its intent. 
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We look forward to the adoption of our amendment so 


that my delegation will be able to join in consensus adopting 


of this resolution. As I noted previously, we favor the 
convening of the conference at hand. However, if the proposed 
amendment, or an improved version, is not incorporated into 

the resolution now before us, my Delegation will call for a 
vote on the resolution as a whole, and vote against it, because 
the fiscal intecrity of tmis organization must be accorded 


a far higher priority than it has thus far received. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Mr. President: 


My delegation has introduced an amendment to Resolution 
A/37/L.14, on Agenda item 29, concerning “Cooperation between 
the United Nations and the Organization of African Unity.” 
The amendment is to be added as a new operative paragraph 22. 
It reads as follows: 

"Authorizes the Secretary-General to implement 

the activities approved under the present resol- 

ution only to the extent that they can be 

financed without exceeding the level of resources 

approved in the program budget for the biennium 


1982-83 (General Assembly resolution 36/240 A)." 


Mr. President, the assessed budget of the United Nations 
has been growing by leaps and bounds. Assessments have risen 
by 81% over the last five years, which is well above the rate 
of inflation. The cost of operating the UN today is four times 
what it was 10 years ago. If this rate of increase continues, 
member states will soon begin to find the cost of their 
membership unreasonable. Moreover, the glaring contrast 
between domestic program cutbacks and rapidly rising UN 
assessments threatens to erode public support for this 
institution. 

We believe the time has come to draw the line, 


Mr. President, and say "no more." We have spoken against 


these budget increases in the past. We have even taken the 








difficuit and unprecedented step of voting against the 
1982-83, program budget, We have joined in consensus votes 
while explaining our view that the resolution must be imple- 


.Mented within existing resources. Yet the budget continues 
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to grow. 


By submitting this amendment today -- and we are 
submitting Similar amendments both in plenary and in the 
various committees whenever necessary -- the United States 


intends to emphasize its seriousness about the need to control 


UN spending. 


In introducing this amendment we desire this morning to 
make four simple forceful points. First, as always the 


United States supports cooperation between regional organ- 
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cooperation are multiple. We believe it should be fostered. 


Second, the United States is deeply and seriously 
disturbed by escalating costs and by fiscal practices that 
add on expenditures with no *hought to how they should be, 


could be, or will be financed. 


Third, we believe that a much more serious systematic 
. effort must be undertaken to bring the UN budget under control. 
The world changes, Problems change. New needs arise. Clearly, 
new programs must be undertaken. Just as clearly, old programs 


become shopworn, inefficient and superannuated. Just as 








can Foreign 


MMM FESO IeU TOT FUDITCatIOn In Ameri 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


clearly, such programs should be reduced and eventually 


eliminated. 


Clearly, vigilance, sound priorities and a sense of 
relevance are required which will enable the United Nations 
Secretariat to phase out programs as they are no longer needed 
and to eliminate duplication and waste, at the same time we 


undertake new efforts. 


Clearly, none of the means so far employed to achieve 


these ends has succeeded. 


In coming weeks we will be discussing with other nations 
and with the Secretariat new means of achieving greater fiscal 
responsibility and efficiency. The Government of the United 


States is firmly committed to finding such means. 


Wherever it is possible and appropriate, we will propose 
amendments providing that programs should be funded without 
exceeding the level of resources approved in the program budget 


for the 1982-83 biennium. 


The United States can no longer support without reserva- 


tion programs which it is assumed will be funded above budget 


rather then within established budget levels. 











We will, however, continue to support resolutions that 
sustain structural relationships vital to this organization. 
We believe cooperation between the United Nations and its 


regional groups are examples of such relationships. We will, 


gn 


therefore, join the consensus this morning, but we do so with 
the explicit reservation that we cannot and do not approve 
extra budget funding of the activities here authorized. We 


believe that these activities should be and can be funded 


within the levels established within the 1982-83 program budget. 
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MR. PRESIDENT, 


IN THE STATEMENT INTRODUCING OUR PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO 
THIS RESOLUTION, WE MADE CLEAR OUR SERIOUS RESERVATIONS ABOUT 
ITS FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS, IN THE CONTEXT OF OUR DETER- 
MINATION TO WORK FOR AN END TO OUT-OF-CONTROL GROWTH IN THE 
UN PROGRAM BUDGET. NEVERTHELESS, WE HAVE JOINED CONSENSUS 
IN SUPPORT OF IT BECAUSE OF THE FOLLOWING REASONS: 


THE UNITED STATES HAS LONG SUPPORTED THE PRINCIPLE CF 
COOPERATION AMONG INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS, AND IN 
PARTICULAR BETWEEN THE U.N. AND THE OAU. INDEED, SUCH 
COOPERATION IS MORE THAN JUST DESIREABLE--IT IS NECESSARY 
IF WE ARE TO WORK TOGETHER WITH MAXIMUM EFFICIENCY AND 
EFFECTIVENESS FOR THE FUNDAMENTAL GOALS OF PEACE, SECURITY, 
AND ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL ADVANCEMENT WHICH WE ALL SHARE. 


MOREOVER, THERE ARE MANY SPECIFIC ELEMENTS IN THIS 
RESOLUTION WITH WHICH WE HAVE BEEN ASSOCIATED FOR MANY YEARS 
AND WHICH WE CONTINUE STRONGLY TO SUPPORT. IN LINE WITH 
THE EARLY U.S. ENCOURAGEMENT FOR THE OAU’S ESTABLISHMENT, WE 


HAVE CONSISTENTLY BACKED ITS GUIDING PRINCIPLES OF THE 

SANCTITY OF BOARDERS, NON-INTERFERENCE IN THE INTERNAL AFFAIRS 
OF OTHERS, AND PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES. THE FACT 
THAT THESE PRINICPLES ARE CONTINUALLY VIOLATED ONLY REINFORCES 
OUR DETERMINATION TO SEE THEM STRENGTHENED, FOR INTERNATIONAL 
NORMS VIOLATED ARE BETTER THAN NO INTERNATIONAL NORMS AT ALL. 
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CONSEQUENTLY WE ARE PLEASED TO JOIN IN COMMENDING THE OAU’S 
EFFORTS TO PROMOTE MULTILATERAL COOPERATION AMONG AFRICAN 
STATES AND TO FIND SOLUTIONS TO AFRICAN PROBLEMS. ITS CON- 
TRIBUTIONS IN CHAD AND THE WESTERN SAHARA ARE NOTABLE 
EXAMPLES OF THESE EFFORTS. 
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WE ARE ALSO HAPPY TO JOIN IN THE RESOLUTION’S CALL FOR 
MEMBER STATES, UN AGENCIES, AND NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 
TO CONTINUE THEIR SUPPORT OF AFRICAN REFUGEE PROGRAMS, AS 
THE MEMBERS OF THIS BODY ARE AWARE, MR, PRESIDENT, THE UNITED 
STATES AND ITS PEOPLE HAVE LONG BEEN THE LARGEST CONTRIBUTORS 
TO THESE PROGRAMS, AND WE INTEND TO CONTINUE OUR LEADING ROLE 
IN THEM, DURING THE PAST FOUR YEARS, FOR EXAMPLE, OUR AID 
FOR AFRICAN REFUGEE PROGRAMS HAS AMOUNTED TO $354 MILLION, 

IN 1981 1T WAS $106 MILLION, IT IS PROJECTED TO BE $112 MILLION IN 
1982, AND THE ADMINISTRATION HAS REQUESTED $77 MILLION FOR 


1983, PLUS A SUBSTANTIAL ADDITIONAL AMOUNT, YET TO BE DETERMINED FOR 


FOOD AID. : 
THIS IS JUST A SMALL PART, OF COURSE, OF OVERALL U.S. 


ASSISTANCE TO AFRICA. THERE SEEMS TO BE AN IDEA ABROAD 
THAT AID TO AFRICA IS DECLINING, BUT THIS IS SIMPLY NOT THE 
CASE. THE PRESIDENT’S REQUEST TO OUR CONGRESS FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 1983, $870 MILLION, IS 84% GREATER THAN THE AMOUNT OF 
AID WE PROVIDED TO AFRICA IN 1979, MUCH OF THIS GROWTH HAS 
OCCURRED UNDER THE CURRENT U.S. ADMINISTRATION. MOREOVER, 
OUR ASSISTANCE IS INCREASINGLY DIRECTED TOWARD MEETING THE 
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MOST PRESSING NEEDS OF THE AFRICAN PEOPLE. OVER HALF OF IT 
IS FOR AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT--NEARLY DOUBLE THE AMOUNT 
AVAILABLE FOR AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS THREE YEARS AGO. A 
SIMILAR EXPANSION IS OCCURRING IN REFORESTATION AND FUELWOOD 
PRODUCTION. WE ARE NOW HELPING SUPPORT AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH 
IN 36 COUNTRIES, AND WE ARE HELPING AFRICAN COUNTRIES PUT 
THE RESULTS OF THIS RESEARCH TO WORK FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THIER PEOPLE. 


FURTHERMORE, MR. PRESIDENT, WE SHARE THE ABHORRENCE OF 
APARTHEID WHICH IS EXPRESSED THROUGHOUT THE RESOLUTION. WE 
HAVE OFTEN MADE CLEAR--AND WE WILL CONTINUE TO MAKE CLEAR-- 
THAT RACISM IN ALL ITS MANIFESTATIONS IS TOTALLY CONTRARY 
TO OUR MOST FUNDAMENTAL NATIONAL VALUES, 


AT THIS TIME, MR. PRESIDENT, I WISH TO STATE OUR OTHER 
NON-FINANCIAL RESERVATIONS TO THIS RESOLUTION, 


WITH REGARD TO THE SEVENTH AND EIGHT PREAMBULAR PARA- 
GRAPHS AND OPERATIVE PARAGRAPH 10, WHICH DEAL WITH THE LAGOS 
PLAN OF ACTION, WE WISH TO POINT OUT THAT THIS PLAN WAS THE 
PRODUCT OF NEGOTIATIONS TO WHICH THE U.S. AND MANY OTHER 
COUNTRIES WERE NOT A PARTY. IT REPRESENTS ONLY THE VIEWS 
OF AFRICAN STATES AND DOES NOT NECESSARILY REPRESENT THE 
VIEWS OF THE UN AS A BODY OR THE VIEWS OF ITS OTHER MEMBER 


STATES. 
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ALSO, WE WISH TO MAKE CLEAR THAT THE REFERENCE IN 
PREAMBULAR PARAGRAPH 13 AND OPERATIVE PARAGRAPH 11] To “ACTS 
OF AGGRESSION” CAN IN NO SENSE OVERRIDE THE DISCRETION OF 
THE SECURITY COUNCIL IN EXERCISE OF ITS RESPONSIBILITIES 
UNDER ARTICLE 39 OF THE CHARTER. 


FINALLY, I WISH TO EMPHASIZE OUR MOST SERIOUS OBJECTIONS 
TO PREAMBULAR PARAGRAPH 12 AND OPERATIVE PARAGRAPH 20. WE 
POINTED OUT LAST YEAR IN OUR STATEMENT ON THIS RESOLUTION 
THAT “IT IS TOTALLY INAPPROPRIATE FOR THE UNITED NATIONS OR 
ANY OF ITS SPECIALIZED AGENCIES TO CHANNEL UNITED NATIONS 
FUNDS THROUGH LIBERATION MOVEMENTS. THE ATTEMPT TO IDENTIFY 
UNITED NATIONS SPECIALIZED AGENCIES WITH POLITICAL GROUPS 
AND CAUSES SERIOUSLY INTERFERES WITH AND UNDERMINES THEIR 
EFFECTIVENESS IN PERFORMING THE NOBLE TECHNICAL AND HUMAN- 
ITARIAN FUNCTIONS FOR WHICH THEY WERE ESTABLISHED......TO 
POLITICIZE (THESE AGENCIES) NOT ONLY ENDANGERS OVERALL 
EFFECTIVENESS, BUT SERIOUSLY JEOPARDIZES AMERICAN SUPPORT 
FOR THE UNITED NATIONS.” - 


AS IS MADE CLEAR IN THE REPORT OF THE SECRETARY GENERAL 


ON UN-OAU COOPERATION WHICH THIS RESOLUTION NOTES, UN ASSIST- 
ANCE TO LIBERATION MOVEMENTS HAS CONTINUED DURING THE PAST 
YEAR AND APPEARS TO HAVE INCREASED. WE EXPECT TO HAVE MORE 
TO SAY ABOUT THIS MATTER, MR. PRESIDENT, WHEN THIS BODY 
CONSIDERS THE RESOLUTION ON “IMPLICATION OF THE DECLARATION 
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ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONAL COUNTRIES AND 
PEOPLES BY THE SPECIALIZED AGENCIES AND THE INTERNATIONAL 
INSTITUTIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE UNITED NATIONS.” AT THIS 
TIME, HOWEVER, I MUST CALL ATTENTION TO A PROVISION OF U.S. 
LAW RECENTLY ADOPTED BY OUR CONGRESS WHICH SPECIFICALLY 
FORBIDS ANY FUNDS PROVIDED FOR INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 
AND PROGRAMS FROM BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR THE U.S. PRO- 
PORTIONATE SHARE OF ANY PROGRAMS FOR THE PLO, SWAPO, OR 
CUBA. WE HAVE NOW BEGUN TO TAKE STEPS TO IMPLEMENT THIS 
PROVISION OF OUR LAW. FURTHER CONCRETE MEASURES MAY PROVE 
TO BE NECESSARY, AND WE WILL NOT SHRINK FROM TAKING THEM, 
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Mr. President, 


Alarmed at the growing and too often unnoticed cost of 
cooperation between the United Nations and regional groups, 
the United States intrdéduted this morning in the Plenary a 
cost-controlling amendment to the draft resolution on Agenda 
item 29, “Cooperation between the United Nations and the 
Organization of African Unity." We have submitted the same 
amendment: to the resolution on item before us this afternoon, 
"Cooperation ‘Wes the United Nations and the League of 
Arab States” (A/37/L.6). It reads as follows: 

"Authorizes the Secretary-General to implement 

the activities approved under the present resol- 

ution only to the extent that they can be 

financed without exceeding the level of resources 

approved in the program budget for the biennium 

1982-83 (General Assembly resolution 36/240 A).” 


As we pointed out this morning, the assessed budget of 


the United Nations is growing at an alarming rate - by 81% 


yn 
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over the past five years alone. The cost of operating the 
UN today is four times what it was 10 years ago. It is 
beginning to impose an unreasonable burden on some member 
states. We believe it is time to draw the line and put 


strict controls on UN spending. 


™m introducing this amendment, we desire to make three 
s*’ ple, forceful points. First, as always the United States 
supports cooperation between regional organizations and 
the United Nations. The benefits of this cooperation are 


multiple. We believe it should be fostered. 


Second, the United States is deeply and seriously 
disturbed by escalating costs and by fiscal practices that 


add on expenditures with no thought to their financing. 


Third, we believe that a much more serious and systematic 
effort to establish control of the United Nations budget 
must be undertaken. The world changes. Problems change. 
New needs arise. Clearly, new programs must be undertaken. 
Just as clearly old programsbecome shopworn, inefficient 
and superannuated and should be reduced and eventually 
eliminated. 

Vigilance, sound priorities and a sense of relevance 
are required which will enable the United Nations Secret- 
ariat to phase out no longer needed programs to eliminate 
duplication and waste at the same time that we undertake new 


efforts. None of the means so far employed to achieve these 


ends has succeeded. 
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In the coming weeks we will be discussing with other 
nations and with the Secretariat new means of achieving 
greater fiscal responsibility and efficiency. The Government 

_ of the United States is firmly committed to finding such 


means. 
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Wherever it is possible and appropriate, we will propose 
amendments providing that programs should be funded without 
exceeding the level of resources approved in the program 


budget for the 1982-83 bienniun. 


The United States can no longer support without res- 
ervation programs which it is assumed will be funded above 


budget rather than within established budget levels. 


We will, however, continue to support resolutions that 
sustain structural relationships vital to this organization. 


We believe cooperation between the United Nations and its 


MSN ISO IeU UF FPUUELTITCALION th AMerican rorel 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


regional groups, such as the League of Arab States, are 


examples of such relationships. We will, therefore, join the 
consensus this afternoonpbut we do So with the explicit res- 
ervation that we cannot and do not approve extra budget 

funding for activities here authorized. We believe that these 


activities should be and can be funded within the levels 


established within the 1982-83 program budget. 
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MAR. PRESIDENT, THE UNITED STATES BELIEVES THAT THIS RESOLUTION 
SERVES NO CONSTRUCTIVE PRUPOSE. THE ISRAELI ATTACK ON THE 

BAGHDAD NUCLEAR FACILITY TOOK PLACE A YEAR AND A HALF AGO. THE 
SECURITY COUNCIL TOOK PROMPT AND APPROPRIATE ACTION. INTEMPERATE 
AND FUTILE DEBATE IN THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OVER THIS ISSUE, 
RESULTING IN UNENFORCEABLE RESOLUTIONS, WILL DO NOTHING TO SERVE 
THE CAUSE OF PEACE. NOR WILL CALLS FOR ILL-DEFINED AND UNNECESSARY 
"STUDIES" -=- AT AN ESTIMATED COST OF OVER $340,090 -- CONTRIBUTE 

TO THE FISCAL INTEGRITY OF THE UNITED NATIONS, WHICH MUST APPLY 

ITS LIMITED RESOURCES IN AN EFFECTIVE AND RESPONSIBLE MANNER. 


MR. PRESIDENT, SERIOUS AND CONSTRUCTIVE PEACE PROPOSALS HAVE SEEN 
ADVANCED BY PRESIDENT RONALD REAGAN AND SY CERTAIN PARTIES TO THE 
CONFLICT IN THE MIDDLE EAST. DIFFICULT NEGOTIATIONS ARE UNDER WAY 
TO ASSURE THE WITHDRAWAL OF ALL FOREIGN FORCES FROM LEBANON. 
RESTRAINT, GOOD WILL AND COMPROMISE ARE REQUIRED OF ALL PARTIES. 
THIS RESOLUTION EXHIBITS NONE OF THESE QUALITIES. INSTEAD OF 
SEEKING TO HEAL, IT SIMPLY REOPENS WOUNDS. THE UNITED STATES WILL 
VOTE AGAINST IT. 
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We are nearing the end of debate in this 37th General Assembly. 
Regardless of the specific agenda item or the particular UN develop- 
ment agency under discussion, nearly all of the statements have had 
three common themes. First, there is recognition of the very sad 
state of the world economy and various interpretations as to what 
has caused the slide into deep recession. 


The second theme that paraliels the description of the dis- 
tressed economy is the dismay at the decline in resources being made 
available on a multilateral level to address problems of economic 
development. Bradford Morse's statement on the results of the Donor's 
Conference was especially telling in this respect, but his voice was 
only one of the most eloquent among a host of similar such speakers 
over the past seven weeks. 
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Finally, the third theme grows out of the second. There is a 
demand for more resources, indeed, massive resource transfers in 
addition to restructuring the world economy. 


Mr. Chairman, my government is not insensitive to the dilemmas 
we all face. Indeed, an almost identical debate with the same themes 
is taking place in the United States as my government and the American 
people seek to develop workable solutions to our domestic economic 
problems. But there is a difference. Increasingly, the American 
people on all levels are facing an unavoidable fact: more resources 
are simply not currently available and would not necessarily be a 
complete answer to our problems. In this committee, too, a few speakers 
have addressed what should be the core of our discussions in these 
times of scarcity. How can we do more with less? 





A related question is where do we put the resources we do have? 
Some speakers have been remarkably candid on pointing to a cause for 
the decline in resources available to multilateral development agencies: 
increasing skepticism or at least uncertainty about how effective 
past assistance has been. How effective are the various agencies in 
utilizing their resources? Who are the beneficiaries of the assistance 
that has been provided? 
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Yet, very few delegations have taken the time to provide hard 
evidence of particular successes of the various multilateral agencies 
and their development assistance projects. No one would deny that 
there have been successes in the provision of basic health, popula- 
tion and education services, and in providing disaster relief as- 
Sistance. The larger development question, however, remains essentially 
unanswered. Has multilateral development assistance succeeded in 
creating or expanding self-sustaining government and private institu- 
tions and organizations with the capacity to determine and effectively 
respond to the basic economic, social and political needs of the 
people, particularly the poorer, vulnerable people, in the developing 
countries? Where are the specific examples of successful utilization 
of multilateral assistance in the establishment of public or private 
institutions and organizations that are able to design, implement 
and evaluate specific development programs and projects? Have those 
activities which have been funded resulted in expanded agricultural 
and industrial employment and productivity, expanded education 
opportunities, expanded basic health services and, finally, but no 
less important, expanded opportunities for public participation in 
the political and social processes of the various developing countries? 





These are the basic purposes and objectives of development as- 
sistance. They are essential to develop the self-sustaining capacity 
necessary to free developing countries from excessive dependency on 
foreign assistance and to make it possible for them to participate 
effectively within the community of nations. Even when we again have 
more resources available for assistance, these are the questions that 
have to be answered if we are ever to determine where and how best 
to utilize these resources. Hopefully, in next year's general debate 
or discussions during deliberations of the governing bodies of the 
UNDP, UNICEF, UNFPA and other such multilateral development agencies 
we will find delegations from the developing countries providing these 
answers with specific examples of the successes so that we may apply 
lessons learned to other situations. We know that there are such 
Successes. But we need to reach out to a larger audience that is 
either ignorant or skeptical about these successes. It would help 
all of us in our attempts to put out the story of the great strides 
that have been made in economic development if we could all have an 
inventory of real-life successful programs. Yet, we regret that no 
such examples of successful impact, rather than simple assertions 
of success in the delivery of assistance, have been provided this year. 
We might add that it is for these reasons that we strongly support 
the establishment of an effective evaluation system, not only in 
UNDP, but in all multilateral agencies. 
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Mr. Chairman, for the immediate future we must return to the 
other question I asked earlier. How do we, to quote James Grant, the 
Executive Director of UNICEF, "do more with less?" Permit me to 
offer some suggestions for areas we need to examine more carefully 
in other fora over the next several months. 


- Clearly there must be better and more effective 
coordination among the various development agencies. 
The UNDP nas this specific role and it should be 
accepted by all. The competition that goes on among 
the various agencies simply wastes time, manpower and 
financial resources for the agencies and the govern- 
ments they are assisting. This competition all too 
often leads to redundancy and duplication of effort. 
In this regard, we welcome and strongly support the 
Canadian proposal asking the Director General for 
Operational Activities to prepare a comprehensive 
review and analysis of improvements in coordination 
at. both central and country levels and provide recommenda- 
tions for future action. 


- There must be serious efforts to make multilateral organiza- 
tions more effective. In many cases, this requires reducing 
staff or replacing unproductive personnel. The UN and 
many of its agencies, like many other bureaucracies, 
have too many people operating at less than full efficiency. 
We support, as well, the observations of the Austrian 
Ambassador regarding the “remuneration crisis." We 
Suggest in some cases it has been found that UN Volunteers 
can provide exnert advice - the same advice that other 
agencies and countries pay $100,000 for outside experts. 


- We suggest that there be fewer conferences. More often 
than not these conferences end up rehashing all the 
problems we have discussed in this very chamber - 4 times 
in the past six weeks alone. Is it not time to put more 
effort into doing - into implementing the programs and ideas 
we already have before us - rather than talking and passing 
resolutions that say the same thing year after year? And 
when conferences are held, the paper work must be briefer 
and better organized. 


- We need to eliminate unproductive functions and old but 
ongoing programs that are no longer really necessary. 
We propose that a study be undertaken to identify programs 
and projects that are no longer necessary or that are 
clearly not succeeding. 
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- We also need to eliminate the endless yearly missions 
that go to developing countries and come back with the 
same messages year after year. We suggest that missions 
every other year or every third year would be more 
efficient and meaningful. There are some developing 
countries, such as Cape Verde, which are already con- 
Sidering this approach. We welcome their initiative 
and encourage them to proceed. | 


- While we fully recognize the necessity for resource 
transfers to developing countries, we strongly believe 
that it is absolutely necessary to mobilize effectively 
all the resources that are already available in the 
developing countries themselves. I refer particularly 
to the human talent of the people. How many countries 
effectively utilize only half or a third of the educated 
people in their homelands because the other half or two 
thirds are locked out of the political process or ad- 
ministrative structure due to their differing political 
Or social and economic development ideas and values? 
Can any country really afford not to permit all of its 
people to participate fully in the development process, 
including decision-making about how to allocate and use 
resources? How much, in short, is the brain drain a 
result of lack or denial of opportunity at home rather 
than attractive offers from or opportunities to use their 
skills in developed countries? In the same manner how 
many countries systematically exclude half of their 
population - the female half - from profiting from 
developing opportunities due solely to their sex? This, 

“unfortunately, is too often the case even when the female 
half of the population is the major contributor of agri- 
cultural labor. 


My government shares the concern so eloquently expressed by 
Administrator Morse and many of my fellow representatives about the 
future prospects of the United Nations Development Programme given. 
the results of the United Nations Joint Pledging Conference for 
Development Activities and the level of support for the programme 
for 1983 which that exercise indicates. The United States continues 
to support UNDP as we have in the past. We are conscious of the 
important role the programme has played in the development programs 
of many of the countries represented here today. We are aware of 
the great need for it to continue these activities in the future. 
Consequently, my government is committed to maintaining the integrity 
and viability of the United Nations Development Programme as the 
central funding and coordination mechanism for grant technical as- 
Sistance within the United Nations system. 


“Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


It 1s, from our standpoint, unfortunate that UNDP based its 
program planning upon an annual increase in resources of 14 percent. 
We, as well as other major donors of the Programme, have expressed 
our doubts on numerous occasions as to the practicality of this 
target and expressed our skepticism that it would be reached. The 
unrealistic expectations created by this unrealizable target have 
helped create the current programming crisis. 


As I am sure you are aware, Mr. President, my government is 
one of those which was precluded by the workings of its budgetary 
process from announcing its pledges at the recent pledging conference. 
We expect to be able to announce our 1983 pledges for UNDP and the 
other organizations to which we will make voluntary contributions 
early in 1983, if not sooner. 


As the Administrator noted in his review of the situation at 
the close of the pledging conference, however, we have fallen on 
hard times. The world economy is temporarily out of kilter. My 
government has adopted measures designed to rectify the economic 
imbalances we have been confronting - as have the other governments of 
the world. We must assure that UNDP's viability -- its institutional 
integrity -- is safeguarded until those measures can achieve their 
goal and the resources available to the programme again increase. 


My government agrees with the observations made by many dis- 
tinguished delegates concerning the importance of the current delibera- 
tions of the Intersessional Committee of the Whole of the UNDP 
Governing Council. The United States is taking an active part in 
those deliberations. We urge all other concerned governments to do 
likewise. It is essential that we determine how to enable this 
important program to weather the economic difficulties we all face. 
We look forward to the committee's recommendations and to their con- 
sideration by the UNDP Governing Council. We expect them then to 
be discussed here after transmission by the Economic and Social 
Council. 


I reiterate the importance which my government attaches to the 
continuation of the efforts of the United Nations Development Programme 
to deal with the problems of the world community. It is imperative 
that we find ways of enabling the programme to surmount the current 
economic difficulties and to expand its efforts. 


- UNICEF 


Mr. Chairman, my government and the people of the United States 
have the highest regard for UNICEF and its programs to assist women 
and children. This admiration is reflected in the strong financial 
and moral support which the Government of the United States and 
thousands of private groups throughout my country have given UNICEF 
since its inception. UNICEF has saved the lives of hundred of 
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thousands of children and assisted millions more to avoid crippling 
diseases and live more productive lives. UNICEF's successes are 
clear. They are clear because of the narrow focus of UNICEF's 
mandate. We strongly support that mandate and will continue to 
oppose efforts to expand it because the basic needs of women and 
children that UNICEF has addressed so well in the past are still 
as pressing today. 


After considerable effort, the UNICEF Executive Board achieved 
a consensus at a Special Session in April on expanding the Board 
from 30 to 41 seats. This meeting and the Board's regular session 
in May were both carefully focused and very successful meetings. 
I would like to express the appreciation of my government and the 
American people to Mr. James Grant, the able Executive Director of 
UNICEF and his staff for their hard work in preparing for and supporting 
tnese Executive Board meetings and to Mr. Dragnan Mateljak of 
Yugoslavia, who has completed his term of office and was an effective 
Chairman of the Executive Board, often under trying circumstances. 
It is with pleasure that I congratulate Ambassador Hugo Scheltema 
of the Netherlands on his election as Chairman and wish him success 
as he assumes his new and vital role. 


Finally, on behalf of my government and the American people, I 
want to commend UNICEF for the extraordinary effort its staff has 
made to provide emergency assistance in Lebanon under very difficult 
and dangerous circumstances. When time was of the essence and the 
loss of life was threatened, especially the lives of young children, 
UNICEF was there even before the shooting stopped providing pure 
water, food, and medical services in West Beirut and southern Lebanon. 
UNICEF and the entire UN system can take just pride in what the 
UNICEF staff has already accomplished and in their ongoing efforts to 
provide humanitarian assistance to relieve the suffering and rehabilitate 
Beirut and southern Lebanon. 


Mr. Chairman, the United States continues to view population as 
one of the major questions facing mankind and sees a significant role 
for the United Nations in efforts to reduce global population growth. 
While some donor uations have increased their contributions to 
population programs, other countries are experiencing budgetary 
stringencies which may affect their support for organizations such 
as the UNFPA. With this in mind, the United States has often stated 
its belief that an added burden, such as a population conference, 
whatever its merits, should not draw on Limited UN resources beyond 
the previously agreed upon amount of $800,000 and we have asked member 
states to hold to this ceiling. We have carefully followed the efforts 
of the UN Fund for Population Activities and particularly its Executive 
Director, Mr. Rafael Salas, toward ensuring that the 1984 World 
Population Conference will be primarily funded from extra budgetary 
sources. We have also observed the planning of preparatory meetings 
for this conference. We are pleased with Mr. Salas' efforts on both 
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counts. We are far more optimistic now than before that he will, 
indeed, find adequate funding for the conference and that we will 
stay within the $800,000 limit. We are also confident that the 
conference will be primarily focused on the four particular areas 

of concern in the field of population planning. Mr. Salas and UNFPA 
deserve our commendation for their efforts. We urge them to keep 
up their excellent work. 


Mr. Chairman, I want to conclude my statement with a word about 
the UN Volunteer program. Though small, this program is without 
doubt successful. Moreover, the UN Volunteers accomplish their 
projects among the people who need them most and at far less cost 
tnan do some of the much more highly paid experts. The UN Volunteers 
are living proof that often what is needed is not huge sums of 
financial resources but dedicated and talented people. The UN Volunteers 
are, in effect, the UN in its finest sense. 
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Mr. Chairman, it appears that some of the comments made on 
Monday by Ambassador Douglas -- in particular his comment that 
deliberate acts of state policy have created the vast majority 
of refugees in the world today -- prompted certain representatives 
here to attack the United States. I am sure that many other 
representatives here will appreicate the irony, if I can use such 
a mild word, of these attacks by states which produce refugees 
as a result of brutal policies upon a state which receives 
refugees as a result of humanitarian considerations. Here again 
we have an onsale of totalitarians turning truth upon its head 
in order to conceal an incriminating reality. 

I think it would be hard to improve upon Ambassador Douglas' 
account of why nearly one and a half million people have fled 
from Vietnam, often at extraordinary risk to their very lives. 
Instead, I would like to quote from an article in a recent issue 


of The New York Review of Books by Truong Nhu Tang, one of the 





hundreds of thousands of Vietnamese boat people. Mr. Tang's 
observations are especially significant since he was a founder 
of the National Liberation Front of Vietnam who was offered a 
cabinet position in the Communist Government in 1976. The entire 


article is worth reading, but I shall quote only the part that 


bears upon the refugee problem. He writes: 


e2-« 


..-the truth is that for the first time 
in our history people have risked their lives 
—_ to leave Vietnam; large num’ ers of Vietnamese 
never tried to flee their country to escape 


French domination or the American intervention. 


gn 


The refugee exodus began in earnest as the active 
population was systematically drafted into the 
protracted war against Cambodia and occupied Laos. 
For the first time since 1945, when famine killed 
two million people, Vietnam has been facing food 
shortages because fanatical leaders have sacrificed 
their people in order to fulfill the obligations 


of (so-called) “internationalism. " 
He adds later: 


"No previous regime in my country brought such 
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numbers of people to such desperation." 
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It is only such desperation, Mr. Chairman, that can explain 
why so many hundreds of thousands of people will throw them- 
selves on the high seas in unseaworthy craft, preferring the 
extraordinary dangers of their journey and countless other 
hardships to life in their ancestral homeland. 

We were also treated yesterday to a long and by now 
characteristic diatribe from the Cuban delegate who had the 


temerity to raise the issue of the Mariel exodus of 1980. 


In her comments, she said that the exodus was prompted by 
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President Carter's statement that the United States would 
"continue to provide an open heart and open arms to refugees” 
fleeing _yranny. But surely the Cuban representative must 
know, Mr. Chairman, that this statement by President Carter 


gn 


was made on May 5th, whereas the Mariel exodus had begun a 
full two weeks earlier. By the time of the President's 
statement, in fact, nearly 15,000 refugees had already arrived 
in the United States. President Carter was responding to the 
exodus, not creating it. 

It is instructive, I think, to trace the events that led 
to the exodus, for this tells us something about the regime 
from which so many people fled. 

In order to understand how the exodus came about, one must 
go back to 1979 when Castro, hungering for dollars, allowed Cuban 


exiles in the United States to visit their relatives on the 


MOectassiried for Publication in American Forel 
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island. People previously referred to as “worms” now were called 


"the community abroad.” More than 100,000 of them visited Cuba, 


bringing with them over $100 million. One of the unanticipated 

consequences of their visits, however, was that they also brought 
with them a picture of the United States sharply at variance with 
two decades of anti-American Castroite propaganda and infinitely 
preferable to the drabness and repressiveness of totalitarianism 


in Cuba. 


The result was an increase in discontent and resentment 


_ — 
— 


within Cuba, heightened repression by the government, and a 
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dramatic rise in the number of people fleeing the island by 
boat or raft. 

This set the stage for the events of April 4, 1980, when 
Castro, following a dispute with Peru over the death of a Cuban 
guard at the Peruvian Embassy, announced through the official 
media that he was withdrawing the military guard assigned to 
the embassy. Castro expected that several hundred dissidents 
would enter the embassy queunts. creating logistical problems 
for the Peruvian Embassy which follows the Latin American 
tradition of extending political asylum. Here was his crucial 
error, for he grossly underestimated the desire of people to 
leave the country. Within just 24 hours, 10,800 people flooded 
into the Peruvian compound, and many others were turned away 


or arrested on the grounds nearby. 


This created an enormous image problem for Castro and raised 
fundamental questions about the mash~veuntves “popularity” of his 
regime. These problems were only compounded further when the first 
Cubans from the Peruvian Embassy, many of them young workers, landed 
in Costa Rica and were shown kissing the ground upon their arrival and 
crying "Libertad, Libertad.” | 

It was then that Castro, seeking to escape international 
embarassement, sought to shift world attention to the United States 
by announcing that Cubans with relatives in the U.S. could leave. 


Thus the "issue" soon became how the United States would handle 


the enormous "human tidal wave" that Castro had set loose. 


He sought to complicate problems further for the United States 


by forcibly expelling persons considered "undesirables". with no 
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family ties in the U.S., including thousands of hard-core 
Criminals, mental and deaf-mute patients and even levers. In 
Many cases these elements took the places of spouses, some 20,000 
of whom were forced to stay behind in gross violation of their 
human rights. By cruelly throwing these “undesirables” in with 
the refugees, Castro not only sought to export his social problems 
but also to prove his contentation that ali the refugees were, 
as he had said, "scum" and worms." 

In fact, Mr. Chairman, an analysis of the 125,000 Mariel 
refugees shows that they were overwhelmingly rank-and-file Cubans. 
Most of them were young and a surprizingly high »roportion -- more 
than one-quarter -- were non-whites. Some 71 percent were blue 
collar workers. I think it is also worth noting, Mr. Chairman, that 
the 125,000 Mariel refugees represent only the tip of the iceberg, 
since more than 10 times that number had applied to leave by 


August of 1980, 


The overwhelming majority of the Mariel refugees -- 78.9 
percent to be precise -- cited political faetors as the chief 
motivation for wanting to leave Cuba. The reasons most often 
cited were, and I quote, “life was intolerable under a Communist 
regime," “you felt continously under surveillance," "I don't 
like that kind of a system." Only 11.7 percent cited economic 
factors as foremost in their motivation, and only 5.8 percent 
cited family reunion as their chief reason for leaving. 

There is a lesson here, Mr. Chairman, that should not be 


lost on us. The Cuban representative quoted from Jose Marti. 


Let me in conclusion, also quote from Jose Marti. Commenting 
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on the hundreds of thousands of immigrants that had arrived in 
New York in 1881, Marti wrote in praise of the United States: 
"There lies the secret of the prosperity of the United States: 
they have opened their arms." He concluded his remarks with this 
familiar apothegm: "Man loves liberty, even if he does not know 
that he loves it. He is driven by it and flees from where it 
“oes not exist.” 

Mr. Chairman, Cubans love liberty, and so do Vietnamese 
and all others living under totalitarianism. They flee from where 
it does not exist. That is the truth that the spokesmen for 


totalitarian states seek to hide. 


RekRKRAREE 








for Publication in Ame rican Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Declassi fied 






Unirep States MISSION TO THE UNITED NaTIONS 
| - 


799 UNITED NATIONS PLAZA 
New York, N. Y. 10017 


PRESS RELEASE 


Press Release USUN 136-(82) 


FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY 
November 18, 1982. 


CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY 


Statement by The Honorable John Davis Lodge, United States _ 
Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly, in the First Committee, on Draft Resolutions before the 


Committee on a Nuclear Freeze, November 18, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to speak today about three resolutions, tabled in 
the Committee under Agenda items 133 and 139 that would endorse a | 


nuclear arms freeze. 


My government does not doubt that the Member States which advanced 
proposals at the Second Special Session of the Assembly devoted to 
disarmament for a nuclear freeze were motivated by a desire to advance 
the objectives of reducing the danger of nuclear war and lowering the 
level of nuclear destructive capacity on the Earth. The United States 
fully shares these objectives. It does so today as indeed it has 
Since it first advanced the Baruch Plan thirty-six years ago. The 
Baruch Plan, it will be recalled, proposed international control of 
nuclear energy and involved the creation of an international authority 
entrusted with all phases of the development and use of nuclear 
energy. On establishment of that authority, national nuclear forces 
were to be destroyed. Unfortunately, that proposal was not accepted. 


It is essential that the Assembly address directly whether a nuclear 


freeze, at current levels and without prior reductions, is a 
worthwhile or feasible objective ih its own right. -Also, would it 
advance or hinder achievement of the above objectives, much less other 
near and longer-term security and nuclear disarmament objectives? 


These are large questions, but they must not be avoided. 


My government believes deeply that a general agreement freezing 
nuclear forces at current levels would not strengthen international 


security and that, in any case, negotiation of such an agreement would 
probably not be feasible. It would also undermine ongoing efforts to 

increase stability and reduce the level of nuclear competition through 
negotiations alreacy underway in Geneva and longer-term prospects of 


nuclear disarmament. a 


I will not dwell on the appeal made here on October 27 by Eugene 
Rostow, Director of the United States Arms Control and Disarmament 


Agency, and those made last summer at SSOD II for the dedication of 
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every member state to fulfillment of its Charter commitment to avoid 
resort to force or the threat of force against the independence or 
territorial integrity of any State. Nonetheless, one cannot fail to 


‘point out that respect for that binding obligation must precede every 


arms control and disarmament objective. And every Member State has 
the right to insist on strict compliance with that commitment from 
every other Member State. Failure to demand adherence to that 
Standard can only make a mockery of the work of this Committee. 


The SSOD I Final Document underlines the urgency of measures to 
prevent the outbreak of war, including nuclear war. In pursuit of 
that objective, the United States has over the yearsinitiated numerous 
proposals to avoid the accidental outbreak of war and to increase 
mutual confidence among nuclear weapon states in the\reliability. of 
their deterrent forces. A number have led to concrete agreements that 
materially advanced these objectives. The US has also\advanced 
various proposals--alone as well as in combination--intended to cap or 
to reduce nuclear forces. The veil of confidentiality behind which 
serious negotiations on issues of great sensitivity must proceed has 
limited and often delayed the availability of information on these 
proposals, for there is often a trade-off between public disclosure 
concerning ongoing negotiations and concrete results. However, those 
delegates who have studied these issues closely know that the United 
States has directed its most strenuous efforts to de i ing creative, 
balanced and verifiable arms control proposals at the negotiating 





table, not to resolutions, declarations or published treaty drafts 


that are either self-serving or devoid of the prospect of acceptance 
by those directly concerned. 


But before others assess the merits or prospects of the nuclear arms 
control and disarmament proposals put forward by the United States 
which have led to the current negotiations in Geneva referred to as 
the intermediate nuclear force (or INF) negotiations and the strategic 
arms reduction negotiations (or START), they should analyse the 
development of the US and Soviet nuclear forces over recent years. 

Dr. ROostow spoke at some length to the Committee regarding the growth 
of the Soviet nuclear arsenal and the affect on the strategic nuclear 
balance and the nuclear balance in Europe. He said that the sizZe, 
scale and structure of the Soviet nuclear arsenal, its steady growth, 
and, above all, its emphasis on intermediate range and 
intercontinental ground based ballistic missiles have created enormous 
anxiety. Ground based ballistic missiles are more accurate and 
destructive than other nuclear weapons, and far less vulnerable to 
defenses. The Soviet advantage in this category of nuclear weapons 
creates the potentiality for a disarming first strike. 


As President Reagan stated on May 9, 1982: "The main threat to peace 
posed by nuclear weapons today is the growing instability of the 
nuclear balance. This is due to the increasingly destructive 
potential of the massive Soviet buildup in its ballistic missile 
force." (Emphasis added.) 





During the past two decades, at the same time the Soviet Union was 
strengthening its already dominant conventional forces in Europe, it 
devoted unprecedented resources to the development and deployment of 
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, intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMsS). More recently, they have 
also deployed more than 300 mobile SS-20 intermediate range ballistic 
launchers with three times that many warheads. Thus, Soviet missile 

.forces have moved to a position in which they are generally recognized 
as superior in various critical measures, especially megatonnage, to 


those of the United States. 


Just since the signing of the Salt I agreement in 1972, the Soviet 
Strategic offensive threat against the United States, according to 
Various measures, has increased sevenfold. The Soviets have 
flight-tested or deployed 8 new or modified land-based missiles and 7 
new or modified submarine-launched ballistic missiles. They have 
developed and deployed their fourth generation of land-based missiles, 
which are capable of threatening our land-based systems, as well as 
their backfire bomber and a modernized strategic defense system that 
includes a major civil defense progran, 


Through the 1970s, the United States delayed its own land-based 
missile modernization effort. The United States civil defense program 
was funded at a token level, about one-twentieth of the Soviet 

effort. In 1977, hoping for Soviet restraint, the United States 
cancelled its manned bomber, the B-l, designed to replace the 
30-year-old B-52. The U.S. has reduced the total megatonnage of its 
strategic nuclear force by nearly 30 percent over the past 10 years, 
and by approximately 60 percent over the past 20 years. 


Unfortunately, American restraint has not been reciprocated by the 
Soviet Union. Indeed, restraint has been evident nowhere in the 
Soviet military establishment, which has relentlessly expanded its 
arsenal beyond a level justified by any rational needs of defense. 
The response of the United States to this massive Soviet buildup has 
been on two levels. First, the U.S. iS now beginning to modernize its 
forces to redress this unacceptable military balance. But the Soviet 
, buildup in nuclear and conventional forces will require a sustained 
~ 520.8. effort--or, preferably, agreed reduction to lower and equal force 
—™=Levels--in order to restore balance. 


The second element of the U.S. response has been new arms control 
initiatives. My government and our citizenry agree with other 
governments and peoples that the horrors of nuclear war must be 
avoided. President Reagan spoke for all Americans when he said "a 
nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought." This fundamental 
proposition is not under debate in the United States; the debate 
instead, centers on how best to achieve true nuclear arms control and 
a stable peace and how to reduce, with adequate verification and 
compliance mechanisms, the destructive levels of nuclear arms on both 
sides to lower and equal levels and thereby increase stability. 


Over the last year President Reagan has set down a series of detailed 
nuclear arms reduction proposals aimed at realizing these objectives. 
Again, on May 9, he stated that the U.S. goal (in negotiations) is 
.",..to enhance deterrence and achieve stability through significant 
reductions in the most destabilizing nuclear systems--ballistic 
missiles and especially the giant intercontinental ballistic 
missiles--while maintaining a nuclear capability sufficient to deter 
conflict, to underwrite our national security, and to meet our 
commitment to allies and friends." 
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achieve equal but lower Strategic Or intermediate-range force 


‘From the perspective of international stability, it is hard to 


In the INF negotiations the U.S. has tabled a "zero option" proposal 
for intermediate range land-based missiles and in START has proposed 
substantial reductions in strategic nuclear forces to equal and 
verifiable levels, beginning with a one-third reduction in ballistic 
missile warheads. 


As regards proposals for a freeze, my government believes that it 
would preserve and legitimize the military advantages the USSR now 
enjoys because of its military buildup. Our land-based missiles are 
already vulnerable to = Soviet first- Strike, and a nuclear freeze 
would do nothing to stop improvements in Soviet conventional air 
defense or anti-submarine warfare capabilities that could threaten our 
bombers and submarines. A freeze would also prevent the United States 
from modernizing or replacing those forces already vulnerable with new 
and more secure forces. AS a consequence, the Soviet Uniok would have 


little or no incentive to pursue seriously negotiations int@nded to 
» levels. 








ee how 
a freeze could advance the cause of disarmament or reduce the chances 
of nuclear war. U.&. unilateral restraint alone cannot produce a ‘ 
safer world. There must be:-joint and cooperative action. Moreover, 
important elements of a general nuclear freeze at current levels would 
be extremely difficult to verify; .some would not be verifiable at all. 
My government believes that its arms control proposals are the most’ 
prudent basis for negotiations--for all concerned. They contain | 
fundamental advantages over a freeze. First, they would not simply 
leave the level of nuclear weapons at current levels, but would 
Substantially reduce them. Second, the U.S. Proposals do not contain 
unverifiable prohibitions, which is exactly what the sweeping freeze 
concept does. Third, while a freeze would attempt to stop changes in 
nuclear weapons technology, an unrealizable ambition at this time, the 
U.S. proposals, which focus on specific weapons and specific levels of 
destructive power, are concrete and attainable. 


Mr. Chairman, a deep yearning for peace and stability is an emotion 
all here can share. However, it cannot free us from the 
responsibility to address and comprehend the complexities of nuclear 
deterrence or the existing array of military forces. 


How, then, does the U.S. view the specific freeze resolutions before 
the Committee? 


With regard to Resolution A/C.1/37/L.1, preambular paragraph l, we 
must observe that "lasting world peace" can only be based, in the 
first instance, on observance of the Charter's demand for respect for 
the sovereignty of every Member State and not disarmament measures. 
Respect for the Charter is a precondition for any major progress 
toward general and complete disarmament. 





We fully share the view expressed in preambular paragraph 4 of the 
resolution that there is an "urgent need for a negotiated reduction in 
weapons stockpiles leading to their complete elimination." However, 
we cannot agree that a sweeping "freeze on nuclear weapons"--even if 
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. it were subject to clear definition and verifiable--would, unde? 
present circumstances, lead either to nuclear arms reductions or to a 
- Safer world. a | 


-~< 


With régard to Resolution L.3, we share many sentiments and objectives 
contained in its preambular part. At the same time, other, disturbing 


words. are to be found there. "...illusory doctrines of ‘'limited' or 


‘winnable' nuclear war" are said to be promoted by unnamed persons or 
States. It is true that Soviet spokesmen--and even some resolutions 
before this Committee--have asserted, however falsely, that the United 
States promulgates such doctrines. One must ask whether the authors 
of this resolution have accepted these totally unfounded claims. Or, 
perhaps, to the contrary, they are drawing conclusions implicit in the - 
Soviet deployment of strategic and intermediate nuclear forces far 
beyond the requirements of nuclear detérrence. 


Also, we find it odd as well as disturbing, that the resolution ignores 
the intermediate-range nuclear force (INF) \wegotiations and the START 
negotiations and instead calls for an immediate across-the-board 
nuclear freeze. The judgment is implied that\"unilateral" or "joint 
declarations" require no negotiation. Issues of definition and scope 
are ignored. | 


Verification is-dealt with in a single sentence and in disregard of 
the unprecedented intended scope of the restrictions. In light of the 
excruciatingly complex discussions of verification in the Committee on 


Disarmament in connection with a ban on chemical weapons production, 


we ask: How could verification measures contained in SALT I and SALT 
II satisfy the requirement of vorssysng Reonpeecuct ten of fissionable 
Material for weapons purposes? 


I would now like to turn to the Soviet proposal (Resolution L. 7). It 


calls on “all (repeat all) nuclear-weapon States...to agree on a 


Simultaneous suspension (freezing) of the production and development 
of nuclear weapons and their delivery vehicles, and also the 
production of fissionable materials for the purposes of manufacturing 
various types of nuclear weapons." 


In advancing--or perhaps it is more apt to say--borrowing this 
proposal, the USSR would seem to be disparaging or dismissing the 
START and INF negotiations it has insisted it entered in good faith. 
The USSR, in this way, seems to be opting for putting off 
reductions--the objective of both the START and INF--to a later date. 


Resolution L.7 contains another element, one entirely extraneous to 
the issue of a nuclear freeze, namely a statement that any deliberate 
destruction of peaceful nuclear installations is equivalent to an 
attack using nuclear weapons. The subject of attacks on such 
facilities has been before the Committee on Disarmament for some time, 
and the Ynited States has participated actively in those discussions. 


Members of the Committee will surely want to analyse carefully the 
merits of endorsing a freeze which would be impossible to define or 
verify--and in any event be unfair and unbalanced. What are urgently 











needed are negotiated agreements for reductions and increased 
\ * stability, not a hopeless effort to lock in a dangerous and 
unacceptable status quo. 





mn ..+Mr. Chairman, the United States trusts the good sense of this 
: Committee not to dismiss and undermine the Start and INF negotiations 
by supporting resolutions calling for a nuclear freeze. 
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MR. PRESIDENT: 


THE INTERNATIONAL Atomic Enercy Acency (IAEA) Topay FACES ITS 
MOMENT OF TRUTH. IF THE IAEA Is TO SURVIVE AS AN INSTITUTION, 
IF IT IS EFFECTIVELY TO CARRY OUT ITS STATUTORY FUNCTIONS, IT 

IS ESSENTIAL THAT ALL MEMBER STATES AND THE SECRETARIAT 
REDEDICATE THEMSELVES TO THE GOALS EMBODIED IN THE IAEA STATUTE. 
THE EXTRANEOUS POLITICAL ISSUES WHICH HAVE BEEN PERMITTED IN 
RECENT YEARS AND MONTHS TO INTRUDE IN THE DELIBERATIONS OF THE 
AGENCY JEOPARDIZE CONTINUED BENEFITS TO ALL MEMBER STATES FROM 
THE PEACEFUL USES OF NUCLEAR ENERGY. | 


THE TWO MAIN TASKS OF THE IAEA, AS DEFINED IN ITS STATUTE, ARE 
TO PROMOTE THE PEACEFUL USES OF NUCLEAR ENERGY AND TO APPLY 
SAFEGUARDS TO PEACEFUL NUCLEAR PROGRAMS IN ORDER TO DETECT AND 


DETER FOSSIBLE DIVERSION OF NUCLEAR MATERIALS TO NON-PEACEFUL 


APPLICATIONS. THE INTRODUCTION OF UNRELATED POLITICAL ISSUES 


_ HAS PUT AT GRAVE RISK THE CONTINUED IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS 


VITAL MANDATE. 


MR. PRESIDENT, THERE ARE TWO FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES ON WHICH 

THE EFFECTIVE. OPERATION OF THE IAEA AND OTHER TECHNICAL AGENCIES 

IS BASED AND TO WHICH THE UNITED STATES REMAINS FIRMLY COMMITTED. 
THE FIRST IS THE INTEGRITY OF THE TECHNICAL AGENCIES THEMSELVES-- 
THE NECESSITY FOR THEM TO CARRY OUT THEIR WELL-ESTABLISHED MANDATES 
FREE FROM OUTSIDE INTERFERENCE AND THE INTRUSION OF EXTRANEOUS 
POLITICAL ISSUES. THE SECOND PRINCIPLE IS THE UNIFYING AND GUIDING 


PRINCIPLE OF THE UN CHARTER ITSELF: THE SOVEREIGN EQUALITY OF 
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ALL STATES, LARGE OR SMALL. THE IDEA INVOLVED IS A SIMPLE 


‘ONE BUT OF OVERRIDING SIGNIFICANCE TO THE VIABILITY OF THE 


UN SYSTEM--NAMELY, THAT, ALTHOUGH CERTAIN ACTIONS OF SOME MEMBER 
STATES MAY BE VIEWED WITH DISFAVOR, THE STATE ITSELF SHOULD NOT 
FOR THAT REASON BE DECLARED ILLEGITIMATE AND OUTSIDE THE PALE 

OF THE INTERNATIONAL ORDER, TO THE EXTENT THAT IT NOT BE PERMITTED 
TO JOIN WITH OTHER STATES UNDER THE UMBRELLA OF THE UNITED 

NATIONS OR ITS TECHNICAL AGENCIES. THIS PRINCIPLE IS, ABOVE 

ALL, VITAL TO AN AGENCY SUCH AS THE IAEA WHERE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
ITS MANDATE REQUIRES THE PARTICIPATION OF ALL MEMBERS IN ITS 
TECHNICAL WORK, REQUIRES UNIVERSALITY IN OTHER WORDS. | 


OVER THE YEARS THE UNITED STATES HAS PROUDLY SUPPORTED THE PROGRESS 
OF THE IAEA IN DEVELOPING AN EFFECTIVE SAFEGUARDS SYSTEM ANZ iA 
HELPING TO SHARE THE BENEFITS OF PEACEFUL NUCLEAR ENERGY AMONG 

THE MAXIMUM NUMBER OF MEMBER STATES. WE ARE PROUD PARENTS, FOR 

IT WAS PRESIDENT DwiGHT D. EISENHOWER WHO PROPOSED BEFORE THIS 
ASSEMBLY IN DECEMBER 1953 THAT AN INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION 
DEVOTED TO THE PEACEFUL USES OF ATOMIC ENERGY BE ESTABLISHED. A 
FEW YEARS LATER, THE [AEA WAS BORN, AND THE UNITED STATES HAS 

BEEN IN THE FOREFRONT IN PROVIDING SUPPORT AND HELPING TO SHAPE 

ITS PROGRAMS TO THE BENEFIT OF ALL MEMBER STATES, 


OVER THE PAST TWENTY-FIVE YEARS, WE HAVE SEEN THE AGENCY MAKE 

GREAT PROGRESS IN CARRYING OUT ITS FUNCTIONS. IN THE EARLY YEARS, 
THE INTERNATIONAL CENTER FOR THEORETICAL PHYSICS AT TRIESTE AND 

THE INTERNATIONAL LABORATORY FOR Marine Radio Activity IN Monaco 
WERE CREATED UNER THE IAEA UMBRELLA. BOTH REMAIN HIGHLY SUCCESSFUL 
AND ARE WIDELY SUPPORTED. LATER CAME THE INTERNATIONAL NUCLEAR 
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INFORMATION SYSTEM AND THE PRoGRAM TO Devetop Nuclear SAFETY 
Copes OF PrRacTICE AND SAFETY GUIDES FOR ThE SAFE OPERATION OF 
NUCLEAR PoweR STATIONS. THESE ACTIVITIES, WHICH THE UNITED 
STATES HELPED TO LAUNCH, HAVE BEEN OF (iENERAL BENEFIT. 


THE DEVELOPMENT OF [AEA REGULATIONS FOR THE SAFE TRANSPORT 

OF IRRADIATED MATERIALS, IN WHICH MY COUNTRY ACTIVELY PARTICIPATED, 
IS ALSO AN IMPORTANT MILESTONE. IN SUBSEQUENT YEARS, THESE 
GUIDELINES HAVE BEEN INCORPORATED INTO THE NATIONAL REGULATIONS 

OF MANY COUNTRIES. FURTHER PROGRESS WAS MADE IN THE ESTABLISHMENT, 
IN COLLABORATION WITH THE WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION (WHO), OF 

A WORLDWIDE NETWORK OF SECONDARY DOSIMETRY LABORATORIES. TODAY 
THESE LABS PLAY AN IMPORTANT ROLE IN ENSURING THAT HOSPITALS AND 
MEDICAL CENTERS CAN MONITOR PROPER DOSES OF RADIATION THERAPY 
DURING CANCER TREATMENT, 


IN ANOTHER FIELD, U.S, SCIENTISTS WORKED CLOSELY WITH THE JOINT 
FAO-IAEA Diviston oF Atomic ENerGy IN Food AND AGRICULTURE IN 
PIONEERING THE STERILE INSECT TECHNIQUE. IN THE PAST YEAR, THIS 
NEW METHOD HAS SUCCEEDED IN ERADICATING THE MEDITERRANEAN FRUIT 
FLY FROM A LARGE AREA OF SOUTHERN Mexico, SIMILARLY, MY COUNTRY 
HAS WORKED WITH THE IAEA IN DEVELOPING A PACKAGE OF COMPUTER 

CODES USED IN FORECASTING AND PLANNING THE EXPANSION OF ELECTRICAL 
GENERATING SYSTEMS, INCLUDING ALL FORMS OF ENERGY. TODAY THESE 


CODES ARE IN WIDESPREAD USE THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
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NOR CAN WE NEGLECT TO NOTE THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION 

OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS WHICH ENTERED INTO FORCE IN MarcH 1970 AND 
ASSIGNED A MAJOR SAFEGUARDING RESPONSIBILITY To THE IAEA. Topay, 
THERE ARE 119 paRTIES TO THE NPT, THUS ATTESTING TO THE 

COMMITMENT OF A VAST MAJORITY OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY TO 

THE PROPOSITION THAT FURTHER SPREAD OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS OR OTHER 
EXPILOSIVE NUCLEAR DEVICES WOULD HAV® PROFOUNDLY NEGATIVE CONSEQUENCES 
FOR WORLD PEACE AND STABILITY. MANY--BUT NOT ALL-- MEMBERS OF 

THE IAEA ARE PARTY TO AND SHARE THE NON-PROLIFERATION OBJECTIVES 

OF THE NPT, WHICH IS CLEARLY suPPORTIVE oF JAEA GoALs. 


Mr. PRESIDENT, | CITE THESE ACCOMPLISHMENT AND EXPANDED RESPONSIBILITIES 
NOT AS AN EXHAUSTIVE LIST, BUT AS REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 

PROGRESS MADE BY THE INTERNATIONAL ATomic ENERGY AGENCY DURING 

ITS FIRST QUARTER CENTURY. [THE VALUE OF SCIENTIFIC AND 

ENGINEERING KNOWLEDGE THAT THE PLANET HAS DERIVED FROM THESE 

AND OTHER DEVELOPMENTS OF THE IAEA IS IK-ALCULABLE. So TOO HAS 

BEEN THE RESULTING TRANSFER OF TECHNOLOGY FOR USE BY MEMBER STATES 
THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. JHE UNITED STATES HAS ALWAYS SUPPORTED AND 


“SOUGHT TO CREATE ACTIVITIES AND PROGRAMS DESIGNED TO BENEFIT A 


LARGE NUMBER OF DEVELOPING COUNTRIES, INCLUDING MANY WHICH DO 
NOT HAVE NUCLEAR FACILITIES, IN ORDER THAT THEY TOO COULD 
PARTICIPATE MEANINGFULLY IN THE IMPORTANT WORK OF THE IAEA, IT 
WAS OUR PROMISE THAT, FOR THE AGENCY TO SUCCEED iN ITS VITAL 
MISSION, IT HAD TO BE RESPONSIVE TO THE NEEDS OF ALL ITS MEMBERS, 
WE BELIEVE, IN FACT, THAT THIS IS INHERENT IN THE BASIC IAEA 


STATUTORY OBJECTIVES. e 
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FACED WITH THE INCREASED COST OF SAFEGUARDS FOLLOWING ENTRY 
INTO FORCE OF THE NPT, THE UNITED STATES AND OTHERS DEVELOPED 
A SPECIAL FINANCING FORMULA TO PROTECT DEVELOPING COUNTRIES FROM AN 
EXCESSIVE BURDEN. AS A RESULT, 36 MEMBERS PAY 98% OF THE 
SAFEGUARDS BUDGET, AND LAST YEAR FOR EXAMPLE, 31 COUNTRIES 
WERE ASSESSED ONLY $754 EACH FOR THIS BUDGET. THESE SAME 
COUNTRIES, HOWEVER, RECEIVED 16.5 MILLION DOLLARS IN TECHNICAL 
ASSISTANCE LAST YEAR.FROM THE IAEA, INCLUDING PROJECTS. IN THE 
NUCLEAR FIELD FUNDED BY UNDP. IN SHORT, THERE IS CONVINCING 
EVIDENCE THAT THE AGENCY HAS SUCCEEDED WELL IN ITS EFFORTS TO 
BE RESPONSIVE TO ITS ENTIRE MEMBERSHIP. 


IN THE FACE OF THESE TANGIBLE BENEFITS, AND TO THEIR PERIL, THE 
IAEA HAS IN RECENT YEARS TENDED TO BECOME INCREASINGLY EMBROILED 
IN EXTRANEOUS POLITICAL ISSUES, OFTEN WITH NORTH-SOUTH OVERTONES, 
WHICH ARE AND OUGHT TO REMAIN OUTSIDE ITS STATUTORY FUNCTIONS, 
SUCH ISSUES DIVERT ATTENTION FROM THE AGENCY'S BASIC PURPOSES 

AND ERODE ITS EFFECTIVENESS THROUGH CONTROVERSY AND CONFRONTATION, 
THE TREND TOWARD POLITICIZATION OF THE IAEA, SO CLEARLY AGAINST 
THE INTEREST OF ITS MEMBERS, CULMINATED AT THE LAST GENERAL 
CONFERENCE OF THE IAEA AT WHICH THE CREDENTIALS OF A MEMBER STATE 
WERE ARBITRARILY AND ILLEGALLY REJECTED. JHE UNITED STATES 

WILL NOT ACQUIESCE IN THE VIOLATION OF FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES IN 
THE IAEA OR OTHER AGENCIES OF THE UNITED NATIONS; WE HAVE THUS 
BEEN COMPELLED TO UNDERTAKE A REASSESSMENT OF THE EXTENT AND 
NATURE OF U.S. PARTICIPATION IN THE IAEA, IT SHOULD BE CLEARLY 
UNDERSTOOD THAT OUR DECISION TO WITHDRAW FROM THE CONFERENCE ON 
SEPTEMBER 24 OF THIS YEAR AND TO EMBARK ON vatsk 


REASSESSMENT WAS 
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IN RESPONSE TO THE VIOLATION OF BOTH FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES WHICH 
I CITED EARLIER. THE ILLEGAL REJECTION OF A MEMBER STATE'S 
CREDENTIALS COMPROMISED BOTH THE INTEGRITY AND THE UNIVERSALITY 
OF THE AGENCY. IT WAS, FURTHERMORE, ONLY THE LATEST IN A 

SERIES OF POLITICALLY-MOTIVATED ACTIONS WHICH HAVE INTRUDED INTO 


THE AFFAIRS OF THE AGENCY. WE ARE DEEPLY CONCERNED THAT THIS 


TREND, IF CONTINUED, WILL LEAVE THE AGENCY UNABLE TO MEET THE 
DUAL PURPOSES FOR WHICH IT WAS FOUNDED. 


MR. PRESIDENT, THE UNITED STATES WELCOMES THE OBJECTIVES OUTLINED 
AT THE GENERAL CONFERENCE AND REAFFIRMED TODAY BY THE DIRECTOR 
GENERAL, THOSE OF PRESERVING THE AGENCY’S REPUTATION AS A 
TECHNICAL AND OBJECTIVE BODY AND OF CONCENTRATING ON AREAS WHERE 
IT CAN MAKE THE GREATEST CONTRIBUTION. IN THE SAME SPIRIT, WE 
SUPPORT AS A FIRST STEP IN RESTORING CONFIDENCE IN THE IAEA 


THE APPEAL, CONTAINED IN THE RESOLUTION BEFORE US, THAT IT 


IMPLEMENT STRICTLY THE MANDATE OF ITS STATUTE. AS SECRETARY 

OF STATE GEORGE SHULTZ SAID ON OcToBeR 16, IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT 
THE IAEA AND OTHER TECHNICAL AGENCIES NOT BE UNDERMINED OR 
DESTROYED BY POLITICAL ATTACKS ON THE RIGHTS OF MEMBER STATES. 10 
DO SO IS THE ULTIMATE DISSERVICE TO ALL MEMBER STATES, AND TO THE 
PEOPLE WHOM NUCLEAR ENERGY CAN SO RICHLY BENEFIT. AND THAT, 

OF COURSE, IS THE GREATEST TRAGEDY OF ALL. 


THANK YOu.MR. PRESIDENT, 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE | Press Release USUN 138-(82) 
November 19, 1982 


Statement by Joseph P. Duggan, United States Representative to the Ad 
Hoc Committee of the 37th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly for the Announcement of Voluntary Contributions to the 
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, November 19, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, the Government of the United States is pleased to 
announce details of its continuing voluntary support for the vital 
humanitarian work of the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees. For the UNHCR's general programs in calendar year 1983, my 
government pledges a total of $78 million. $26 million of this is 
pledged firmly, as it is available under terms of the United States 
Congress' continuing resolution which determines funding for my 
government through December 17, 1982. The remaining $52 million is 
contingent on the outcome of the appropriations process in Congress. 
After that process has been completed, my government will confirm or 
adjust the amount of this conditional portion of its pledge. 
Moreover, Mr. Chairman, my government is prepared to consider 
additional contributions to the UNHCR's programs during the calendar 
year 1983 if needs so warrant. Contributions to special programs and 
special appeals are not covered in the pledge I am announcing. 

Allow me to offer some details of how my government's $78 million 
pledge is to be allocated: 

--For programs in Africa: We are pledging $35 million, $12 
million of that firm, and $23 million conditional on our 
appropriations process. 

. For East and Southeast Asia: Our pledge is $14 million, $4.5 
million of that firm and $9.5 million conditional. It should be 
noted that this pledge is not intended to fund any UNHCR general 
programs in China, Vietnam or Laos. 

--For Afghan refugees in Pakistan: Our pledge is $23 million, 
$7.8 million firm and $15.2 million conditional. 

--For UNHCR programs in Europe and the Near East (excluding those 
I already have mentioned in Pakistan), my government pledges $1 
million, $200,000 of which is firmly pledged and $800,000 conditional. 

Mr. Chairman, these pledges are made under the assumption that 
the UNHCR will fund a share of overall allocations attributable toa 
geographic area from United States funds contributed to that area's 
orograms. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, allow me to offer my government's 
compliments to the High Commissioner, Mr. Poul Hartling, and to 
commend the initiatives. he has undertaken to strengthen the 
management and operational capabilities of the organization. 


ReKKKRRKKKE 
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Unirep States MIssion TO THE UNITED NaTIONS 





“99 UNITED NATIONS PLAZA 
New Yorx, N. Y. 10017 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 139-(82) 
November 22, 1922 


Statement by Jon Gundersen, United States Representative, in the First 
Committee, on a United States Resolution on Peace and Disarmament 
Movements, L.65, November 19, 1982 ° 





On behalf of the co-sponsors of A/C.1/37/L.65, Australia, Indonesia, 
Kenya, Singapore, United Kingdom, Norway, Federal Republic of Germany, 
Mali, the United States and Uruguay, my delegation takes greaty 
satisfaction today in introducing and sponsoring a draft resolution on 
peace and disarmament movements. " 
As my Government has consistently emphasized - and as President Reagan 
recently underscored before this body at the Second Special Session on 
Disarmament - the United States is committed to achieving meaningful 
arms control, including a militarily significant reduction of nuclear 
weapons. To further that process and to tear down the walls of 
distrust between nations and peoples, we believe that peace and 
disarmament movements must have a voice in the vital questions of 
disarmament and security. This draft resolution is aimed at promoting 
such an unhindered discussion. 


We also view draft resolution (A/C.1/37/L.65) as a natural ally of 
the World Disarmament Campaign. Open and universal availability of 
information on disarmament matters is a key to the successful 
implementation of the Campaign. We are therefore heartened that the 
call of the Second Special Session on Disarmament for the Campaign to 
be carried out in all regions of the world in a balanced, factual and 
Objective manner was adopted by consensus. Moreover, the Special 
Session called for the Campaign to be guaranteed by the co-operation 
and participation of all States, by the widest possible dissemination 
of information, and by the unimpeded access of all sectors of the 
public to a broad range of views and opinions. 


It is now time to translate these lofty goals into a concrete program 
of action. We harbor no illusions as to the serious obstacles which 
have frustrated the objective of a free flow of informatixn in the 
past. In our statement of November 4 we outlined some of these 
obstacles. These realities are still present. But now is not the 
time to bemoan past problems. 
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We must look to the future. This draft resolution on peace and 
disarmament movements does just that: it seeks to unite us, not 
seperate us; it seeks to foster trust and confidence, not distrust and 
Suspicion, among the peoples of the world; it seeks to tear down the 
walls of secrecy and open up the gates of understanding. We believe 
that excessive secrecy can only create mistrust and misunderstanding; 
it is thus an entry of peaceful relations among nations. 


In the United States vast amounts of diverse information on the 
momentous issues of war and peace are freely available. One need only 
step out of these cloistered halls to appreciate the vitality and 
diversity of discussion that abound in an open society. We might not 
always like what we hear or see. Demonstrators sometimes protest 
against the established authority that our Governments represent. All 
of us here have at one time or another portrayed our Governments as 
watch dogs of public morality on the momentous issues of war and 


peace. But who watches over us? 


I submit that a well-informed public is the best guarantee against 
misuse of this authority we have. Last June, for example, a few 
hundred yards from here, hundreds of thousands of my fellow citizens 
demonstrated openly and peaceably for various disarmament measures. 

My government shared their concerns and their goals. As you are 
aware, we did not agree with every means proposed to achieve the end 
of disarmament. But we listened. None was harassed; no one was 
incarcerated. We cannot afford to do otherwise. Unless any of us, as 
individuals or as representatives of governments can honestly say he 
has a monopoly on the truth or on virtue, we dare not close our minds 


to the voices of our-own people. 


But as healthy as a free and open dialogue within societies is, it is 
not just an end in itself. We are convinced that unimpeded access of 
all sectors by the public to a broad range of information on 
disarmament issues can exercise a positive influence towards achieving 
meaningful arms limitations measures. Finally, as this resolution 
notes in both the preambular and operative sections, the free flow of 
a broad range of information - among individuals, non-governmental 
Organizations, and governments - can contribute to the achievement of 
the final objective we all strive for: general and complete 
disarmament under effective international control. 


Reka RARE 
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‘ FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 140-(82) 
| : November 22, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, United States 
Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly, in the Special Political Committee, on Preparation of an 
International Convention on Principles Governing the Use by States of 
Artificial Earth Satellites for Direct Television Broadcasting, 
November 22, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, the United States wishes to explain, before the vote, 
the reasons for its strong opposition to the adoption of this 
resolution. The adoption of this resolution would shatter 
precedent and, indeed, could well shatter the foundations upon 
which the United Nations has to date built valuable and 
substantial achievements in the outer space field. 

Never before has a group of co-sponsors, however great the 
a@ifficulty of achieving consensus, considered it appropriate to 
ask a voting majority of this Organization to adopt guidelines 
or principles regarding activities in outer space which exceed 
consensus. L.5 points beyond the existing international lecal 
framework in a manner which substantially violates deeply held 
positions of principle of some of the member states, including 
those most active in space. To break consensus today, in the 
circumstances surrounding this resolution, is regrettable, not 
so much for the space powers, but particularly for the many 
countries which stand to benefit by engaging with states active 
og in space programs like my own in genuine efforts to advance 
, international cooperation regarding outer space. Those countries 
have the most to lose by abandoning achieveable areas of 
consensus for the sake of numerical majority voting -- which, 
in this area, promise to be unrewarding. 

What is particularly regrettable, and perhaps not appreciated 
widely by countries which have been outside the intensive 
negotiations on DBS principles, is that this step is being 
proposed against a backdrop of substantial progress toward 
consensus on international DBS TV principles after ten years of 
negotiations. 

Consensus is for the first time achieveable at this session 
on a comprehensive text. The compromise working paper which the 
Swedish chairman of the informal DBS consultations circulated 
last week, with minor and probably attainable modification, 
represents the product of intensive but informal negotiations 
among members of the Outer Space Committee over the last two 
years. We have reason to believe it would be acceptable to a 
significant number of the co-sponsors of L.5. 
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Those rejecting consensus are apparently unwilling to deal 
with the sensitive issues of international legal responsibility 
of states regarding the content of broadcasting and of the 
requirement of prior consent of "receiving states” through a 
non-prejudicial reference to whatever international law 
requires on these matters. Adoption of a text going beyond 
this will only highlight and provide evidence that international 
law does not provide the kind of state responsibility or require 
the kind of non-technical, non-I.T.U. oriented prior agreements 
or arrangements which L.5 calls for. 

Finally, states contemplating the adoption of L.5 bv 
majority vote should understand that non-consensual international 
DBS TV is unlikely for a variety of reasons and that fears about 
it are overdrawn. The technical regulations of the I.T.U. as a 
practical matter preclude it, given the need for protected 
frequency allocations in order to justify investments in such 
an expensive system. Because the prospects for non-consensual 
international DBS TV services to any country and because harm 
from such services are remote, there appears to be no practical 
justification for the adoption of any non-consensus set of 
principles. 

We reccgnize that the concept of DBS TV does cause much 
wider concern than other forms of broadcasting, even among 
governments which do not have a philosophy of state control of 
all information flows. We strongly believe, however, that, in a 
UN set of principles, legitimate concerns should not be dealt 
with by suggesting that we afford every other state, including 
totalitarian states, an unconditional veto over this form of 
broadcasting. In our view, any principle requiring that our 
broadcasters obtain the consent of such a government would 
violate our own obligations toward both the broadcasters and 
the intended audience. Let all of us recall Article 19 of the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, which vrovides: 


"Everyone has the right to freedom of...expression; 
this right includes the freedom...to seek, receive 
and impart information and ideas through any media 
and regardless of frontiers." 


For all these reasons, we will vote against L.5 and we 
urge all those who are concerned with either the substantive 
or procedural principles this resolution violates to vote 
against the resolution as well. 


RAKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKE 
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POR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 141-(82) 
November 23, i982 


Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, United States 
Representative, in the Ad Hoc Committee for the Announcement of 
Voluntary Contributions to the United Nations Relief and Works Agency 
for Palestinian Refugees in the Near East, November 22, 1982 








The United States continues to give full’support to the edu- 
cational, health and relief programs carried out by the United 
Nations Relief and Works Agency for the Palestine Refucees 

in the Near East, and we encourage the support of the entire 
international community for UNRWA in carrying out its human- 


itarian mission. 


Because the United States Government is still operating under 
a temporary funding resolution, my government is not now able 
to make a specific pledge for UNRWA's calendar year 1983 vro- 
Grams. When the U.S. Congress acts on our FY 83 appropria- 


tions recuest, we will at that time announce the amount of 


our pledge. 
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; Statement by Senator Robert W. Kasten, Jr., United States 

; Representative to the United Nations 37th Session of the General 
Assembly, in the Third Committee on Item 84, Elimination of All Forms 

' Of Religious Intolerance, November 23, 1982 
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Mr. Chairman, last year, following almost two decades of 
consideration, study and discussion, the General Assembly adopted the 
Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance and 
Discrimination based on Religion or Belief. 


CUMIN ou 
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Tne Declaration locates the freedom of thought, conscience, 
religion and belief in the “dignity and equality inherent in all human 
beings." Freedom of religion, thought, conscience and belief, 
according to the Declaration, is not a favor that states may grant or 
withhold at their pleasure, or use as a reward or a punishment. It is 
a right of all humanity which exists independent of and prior to the 
prerogatives of states.. 


i. eee. 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 
* aQity4 


¥ nm 


The Declaration prescribes that states take “effective measures to 
prevent or eliminate discrimination on the grounds of religion or 

‘ belief,"°and that they “make all efforts to enact or rescind 
legislation where necessary to prohibit discrimination and to take all 
appropriate measures to combat intolerance." The state's role in 
setting standards for religious practices must be defined in law, 
according to the Declaration, and it is to be exercised only to the 
degree “necessary to protect public safety, order; health or morals or 
the fundamental rights and freedoms of others." Considerations such 
as the truth or falsity of religious claims are not among the items 
listed in this clause of the Declaration, nor are consideratons of 
state convenience or views on political and social questions. 
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By adopting this Declaration, we have not solved the problem of 
religious intolerance. Many specific and glaring cases of religious 
intolerance and discrimination continue to exist. 


Por example, the treatment today of the Baha'i in Iran embodies in 
a particularly brutal way the classic form of religious intolerance 
which says that what is different must be wrong and must, therefore, 
be suppressed. 
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The present Iranian Government seems determined to destroy the 
Baha'i religion in Iran. The houses of worship of the Baha'i have 
been closed and destroyed. Their books and writings are burned when 
found. Baha'i marriages are not recognized as legal, and the children 
of such marriages are considered illegitimate. The pensions of 
retired government workers who are Baha'is have been stopped, and in 
May 1979, Baha'is employed by the Iranian Government were told they 
must renounce their faith or face dismissal. In September 1979, 
provincial governments were instructed not to license Baha'i 
shopkeepers or merchants. Elders of the Baha'i faith have been 
abducted, some to be publicly executed, others to join the thousands 
of the "disappeared." 


Mr. Chairman, this is an example of the intolerance enforced by an 
undemocratic government controlled by the dominant religion. This has 
been a prevalent form of religious discrimination over the centuries, 
but the modern era has witnessed a new and especially virulent form of 
state-enforced intolerance. The rise of totalitarian governments, 
seeking to control and organize all aspects of life, culture and 
society, has been accompanied by intolerance of all religions. 
Religions are seen as competitors for influence, affection or 
obedience, and therefore, as institutions which must be destroyed. 
Such political systems are based on what Pope John Paul II this month 
called “secularized ideologies that go as far as to negate God and 
limit religious liberty." 


One example is Vietnam where ali three principal religions 
--Buddhism, Christianity and Islam, --are treated with great 
hostility. Catholic priests and nuns and Protestant ministers are 
subject to continual police surveillance, and according to the English 
Catholic newspaper, The Tablet, some 200 Catholic priests are in 
prison at the present time. Islamic schools have been closed and the 
traditional pilgrimage to Mecca has been forbidden. Large numbers of 
Buddhist monks have been sent to re-education camps. The An Quang 
Buddhist sect, which ironically was suspected by the former Thieu 
Government of having pro-Communist sympathies, has suffered rigorous 
persecution by the Hanoi Government, according to An Quang monks who 
have managed to escape to Thailand. 








Some of the most clear-cut violations of the Declaration on 
Elimination of Religious Intolerance take place in Albania. Let me 
quote from the 1980 Amnesty International Report: 


"In 1967, Albania was officially proclaimed the first atheist 

state in the world and churches and mosques were closed or 
demolished. Religious leaders of the Roman Catholic, Orthodox and 
Moslem faiths were prohibited from exercising their functions and 
persecuted. Many are reported to have been sentenced to long 

terms of imprisonment or banishment for attempting to exercise _ 
their right to freedom of conscience." 


Article 55 of the Albanian Constitution flatly prohibits religious 
Organizations and religious activity, and the Albanian Penal Code 
makes such activity punishable by three to ten years’ imprisonment. 
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Albanian law thus openly and completely contradicts the Declaration on 
the Elimination of Religious Intolerance. Article 4, Section 2 of the 
Declaration demands that all states shall either enact or, where 
necessary, rescind legislation in order to prohibit religious 
intolerance and discrimination. The Albanian Government thus has a 
clear moral obligation to remove the legislation which prohibits the 
full exercise of religion in Albania. 


Nicaragua also applies a stringent political test to religious 
activity. There, Interior Minister Tomas Borge has stated, “the 
future of religious sects in Nicaragua will depend upon their attitude 
henceforth toward the revolution." 
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But the people of Nicaragua are deeply religious and the 
confrontation between the Nicaraguan Government and the Catholic 
Church has been a source of growing dismay and consternation. 
Archbishop Obando y Bravo, who was banned by the government from 
saying mass on television, has said that the Sandinistas are afraid of 
the church and its large following. “They would like us to accept 
their Marxism," he has said, “and walk shoulder to shoulder with 
them. They want us to be their apologists." 
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The government has repeatedly closed down the church's radio 
Station and sponsored stone-throwing, chain-wielding mobs -- called 
turbas -- which harass priests and occupy church premises. Such acts 
have profoundly alienated the population. As a parishioner from San 
Marcos recently told The Wall Street Journal, “when they attack the 
church and our priests, they are attacking us, and we won't stand for 
it.” 
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The United Nations and the world community should not stand for it 
either. 
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The world pioneer in the suppression of religion, Mr. Chairman, is 
“4 the Soviet Union. Although Article 52 of the Soviet Constitution 

guarantees freedom of religion, and provides for the separation of 
church and state, the practice followed in the Soviet Union is best 
described in the following quote from the works of Stalin: 

"The Party cannot be neutral toward religion and it conducts 

anti-religion propaganda against all and every religious 

prejudi:e.* 





Religion is seen as preaching a transcendant view of man and the 
world which Soviet authorities reject, since this view is innately 
opposed to their efforts to make the individual completely subservient 
to the state. There are also specific churches and religions -- for 
example, the Catholic Church in Lithuania or the Islamic Religion in 
the Central Asian Republics of the USSR -- that are seen as the 
Carriers of a nationalist spirit which works against Russian 
domination. Such churches and religions are marked for special 
measures -- Overt suppression, as in the case of the Catholic Church 
in Lithuania, or a more subtle form of corruption and subversion from 
within, as in the case of Islam in the Central Asian Republics. 
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The Jewish minority in the Soviet Union experiences discrimination 
and denial of basic human rights not only on religious grounds but on 
racial and ethnic grounds as well. Soviet Jews who attempt to teach 
their religion to young people can be charged with criminal activity 
and sent to the Gulag. Those who reproduce religious writings may 
lose their jobs and often face arrest as well. Jewish parents, like 
Protestant or Catholic or Orthodox pa.ents, may be deprived of their 
children if the children receive religivus instruction outside the 


home. 


In addition to these persecutions, common to all who practice a 
religion in the Soviet Union, Jews are subject to a range of 
discrimination and hostility which is reserved especially for them. 
State and party newspapers and periodicals have published an enormous 
volume of anti-Semitic hate literature which reworks the themes of The 
Protocols of the Elders of Zion, the anti-Semitic tract -- first 
published in Russia in 1905. It alleges a Jewish world conspiracy and 
inspired the propaganda and violence of the Black Hundreds in Russia 
at the turn of “he century and later of the Nazis in Germany. 





Mr. Chairman, the US delegation is fortunate to hav2 in its 
possession a letter to a member of the delegation, dated November 5, 
1982, which gives a vivid, moving picture of the nature of religious 
persecution in the Soviet Union. The letter is from Natalia 
Solzhenitsyn, the wife of the Nobel Laureate. Mrs. Solzhenitsyn calls 
Our attention to a remarkable document, the “Report of the Council for 
Religious Affairs to Members of the Central Committee of the CPSU," 
which demonstrates that the Council, a party-governmental 
Organization, controls the Russian Orthodox Church on all levels, from 
the Patriarch down to the clerk who sells candles. It also 
demonstrates that the Council demands from priests not merely civic 
loyality to the authorities, but a maximal passivity which perverts 
the very meaning of their service. 





Mrs. Solzhenitsyn's letter is most significant, however, as a 
personal testimony. What follows is quoted from that letter: 


"I would like to list for you," she writes, “those violations of 
religious freedom (and only those) which I and my family personally 
experienced, as rank-and-file members of the Orthodox Church. 


"The number of churches in the USSR is far below the population's 
needs. Consequently, during services the churches are always crowded 
and stuffy, with the result that older people faint. In Moscow and 
all across the country there are many churches which are used as 
warehouses or offices, and some simply remain empty, but the 
authorities have refused believers’ requests that they be allowed to 
use them for services. (Naturally, the believers were ready to assume 


all expenses. ) 


"It is impossible to purchase a copy of the Bible, the New 
Testament, prayer books, or any sort of religious or theological 
literature. There are no bookstores where these items are sold. The 
publishing house of the Moscow Patriarchate prints religious books, 
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but they are issued in such miniscule quantities that a lay person 
cannot hope to acquire even a church calendar which lists church 
holidays and gospel readings. Only three or four calendars are issued 
to each parish, which usually contains thousands of people. 


"I bought my copy of the New Testament from an old and v2ry poor 
woman when I was a student at Moscow University, having given her my 
entire month's allowance. The thirst for Bibles and New Testaments is 
very great, not only among believers, but alse among young atheists, 
all of whom are forced to take courses in ‘scientific atheism’ ir all 
institutions of higher learning. Many of these people would 
themselves like to read the holy scriptures, which are constantly 
derided and made fun of, not only at these courses, but everywhere. 
However, I would like to repeat that these books are available only on 
the ‘black market’ and nowhere else. 


"There is a lack of priests in the country. In order to have the 
opportunity to give confession, people must wait for hours, and even 
then it is often impossible to have a personal confession. 
Parishioners must then take part in ‘collective confessions,’ which do 
not satisfy most believers. 


"Priests are forbidden to conduct private services outside of 
churches, and if a person is ill or is dying and is unable to go to 
church, then he may die without communion. For a believer, this can 
be tragic. 


"Sermons are rarely given in churches. The Council for Religious 
Affairs exerts great pressure on priests, urging them not to give 
sermons. Religious meetings held outside church walls are forbidden 
as are any other meetings held by Soviet citizens which the 
authorities cannot control. Thus, people are practically left without 
any form of spiritual guidance, which is particulariy felt by the 
youth. 


"Soviet schools educate children in the spirit of generating 
hostility toward religion and they follow this policy with great 
militancy. Practically every school lesson and surely every school 
book, be it on history, literature, physics, or biology, contains 
os attacks on religion and .on Jesus “hrist, formulated in extremely 
crude terms. 


"Practically 100 percent of the children must join the ‘Pioneers, ' 
which is a children's communist organization under the jurisdiction of 
the Komsomol (Communist Youth League), which in turn is under the 
direction of the CPSU. The charter of the Pioneers contains a point 
which obliges a Pioneer to actively combat belief in God and root out 
religion as a ‘bourgeois vestige.’ 


"When my older son became nine years old (the required age for 
joining the Pioneers), he openly announced in school that he believed 
in God, that he attended church, and that he is ready to join the 
Pioneers only if he were relieved from fulfilling this particular 
point in the charter. A struggle began which lasted more than two 
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years, up to the very time of our expulsion from the USSR. My son and 
I were constantly summoned by the school principal and were pressured 
into believing that he would be setting a bad example, that we are 
deeply confused, etc. A teacher who worked at the school for 25 years 
told me that this was the first such case that he had encountered. 


"At the same time, however, other school children wearing their 
Pioneer neckties often came up to my son, pressed his hand, and told 
him that they too believed in God, but that if they were to announce 
this openly, their parents would be fired from their jobs, and they 
were afraid. By that time our family had already become so completely 
‘damned’ in the eyes of the Soviet authorities, that we no longer had 
anything to lose, while other families had good reasons for being 
afraid to confess their faith openly. I knew many Moscow families 
where the parents lost their jobs or were demoted after a denunciation. 
from the Council for Religious Affairs was sent to the place of their 
employment, stating that they had baptized their child. And this did 
not happen during the legendary 1920's, but in the 1960's and 1970's. 
Thus, the authorities’ pronouncements regarding ‘freedom of 
conscience’ are empty words. 


"Religion cannot be taught even within the confines of church 
walls. In private homes it is also forbidden to create groups of more 
than three children for the study of religion. This means that in 
practice, Russian chiidren are left without religious books and 
teachers, and are deprived of the opportunity to learn of the 
thousand-year-old faith of their forefathers. That is monstrous. 


“In Moscow many of my friends and I copied (by hand or typewriter) 
church texts, explanations, and parables for our children. 


"Everything is also done in order that children not participate in 
the liturgical life of the Church. Por instance, children do not have 
the right to sing in church choirs, although in all countries of the 
world, during all ages, in all religions, children have sung in choirs 
during church services. 


"Often children are forcibly stopped from attending Easter 
midnight service. I myself had to tear away my five-year-old son from 
the arms of the ‘druzhinniki’ (auxiliary police), who pulled him away 
from me, in order that he should not enter the church. 


"Of course, there are many other difficult problems relating to 
the status of our church. The number of candidates who are accepted 
into theological seminaries are far below the number of people who 
want to attend, and this is done in order to deprive the people of 
their priests by artificial means. Almost all monasteries have been 
closed, and those priests who have dared to be true ‘fathers’ to their 
parishioners have been persecuted and arrested. There is much, much 
more, which bears witness to the essential facts that the communist 
regime is engaged in a struggle against God. 
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"At the present time church statistics are never published, but I 
will cite a few figures from the previously mentioned Report to the 
Central Committee and compare them with official church statistics for 
the year 1907. 


"In 1907 there were 51,413 churches in Russia. 43 of 1975, there 
were 7,062. 


"In 1907, there were 622 monastaries for men and 17,583 monks. As 
of 1970, there were 6 monastaries for men and 290 monks. 


"In 1907 there were 218 monastaries for women and 52,972 nuns. As 
of 1970, there were 10 monastaries for women and 985 nuns. 


"In 1907 there were 20,113 chapels and 19,659 church libraries. 
Chapels and church libraries are not mentioned in the Report to the 
Central Committee for the simple reason that now they don't exist 
anymore in the USSR.* 


Those are facts provided to us by Mrs. Solzhenitsyn. 


Mr. Chairman, the United States would like to call to the special 
attention of the Third Committee the case of Zoya Krakhmalnikova, a 
famous literary critic and essayist in the Soviet Union, who was 
arrested in Moscow on the night of August 3-4 of this year, and taken 
to Lefortovo Prison. This woman did not participate in anything which 
may be described as political; she was arrested for engaging in purely 
religious-educational acitivity. 


Krakhmalnikova had been, since 1976, the editor and compiler of a 
Samizdat Christian reader called Nadezhda, which means ‘hope’ in 
Russian. Nadezhda contained texts written by chruch fathers, 
beginning with the first centuries of Christianity, along with 
excerpts from the work of famous Orthodox theologians, materials on 
the Christian tradition in literature, testimony from contemporaries 
describing their conversion to religion, articles on culture, etc. 
The writings rublished in Nadezhda were purely religious, and without 
political content of any type. 








In nis appeal issued on the occasion of Zoya Krakhmalnikova's 
arrest, Archbishop Anthony of Geneva and Western Europe wrote the 
following: 

"In 1978 we blessed the publishing of this collection, which was 

so needed by the faithful.... We would like to draw everyone's 

attention to the fact that the Nadezhda collections do not contain 
any other materials besides those that are strictly religious." 





During the course of the past six years the authorities had never 
warned Krakhmalnikova that her work on Nadezhda was illegal or 
undesirable. Her arrest represents a blantant case of religious 
persecution. 





Such persecution will not snuff out the fire of religious belief. 
If anything, it will compel people to hold more firmly to their 
beliefs, which are a source of spiritual sustenance in the dark world 


of totalitarianism. 
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Every day on Victory Square in Warsaw the people come to lay 
flowers in the form of a giant cross, and every night the authorities 
sweep it away. Every day and every night this ritual is repeated -- 
the people demonstrating in the light of the day their undying faith, 
and the regime, furtively and in the dark of night, trying 
unsuccessfully to erase the symbol of their belief. 


It will not work, Mr. Chairman -- not in Poland nor in the Soviet 
Union nor in any country where the authorities seek to destroy the 
human soul for the greater glory of the State. The human soul will 
endure, Mr. Chairman. Indeed, it will prevail. 


See 2222242 
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MR. PRESIDENT, 


I SHOULD LIKE ON BEHALF OF THE DELEGATION OF THE UNITED 


STATES TO MAKE A FEW BRIEF POINTS CONCERNING THE ISSUE OF 


DECOLONIZATION.— 


FIRST, THE GOVERNMENT AND.PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES 
FULLY UNDERSTAND THE HIGH PRIORITY THAT THIS ASSEMBLY HAS 
ATTACHED TO THE ISSUE OF DECOLONIZATION AND THE FORCE WITH 


WHICH THIS ISSUE HAS BEEN DEBATED HERE. WE UNDERSTAND 


._ IT FROM OUR OWN COLONIAL EXPERIENCE. WE HAVE NO DIFFICULTY, 


THEREFORE; APPRECIATING THE DEPTH OF THE FEELING MEMBERS OF 
THIS ASSEMBLY, MANY OF WHOM HAVE SO RECENTLY EMERGED FROM THE 


EXPERIENCE OF COLONIALISM, APPROACH THE ISSUE OF DECOLONIZATION. 


-QUR OWN SUPPORT FOR DECOLONIZATION HAS BEEN AND REMAINS 
MORE THAN RHETORICAL. AT THE PARIS CONFERENCE IN 1919, IT “, 
WAS PRESIDENT WOODROW WILSON WHO WON RECOGNITION FOR HIS . 
VIGOROUS ADVOCACY OF THE CONCEPT OF SELF-DETERMINATION FOR 


ALL PEOPLES. 


8 


IN 1946, CULMINATING A PROCESS OF SELF-DETERMINATION 
THAT HAD BEGUN MANY YEARS EARLIER, THE UNITED STATES INAUGURATED 
THE POSTWAR TRANSFORMATION OF THE COLONIAL WORLD BY BEING THE 
FIRST COUNTRY TO GRANT INDEPENDENCE TO ITS ONLY COLONIAL 
POSSESSION, THE PHILIPPINES. IN THE ENSUING YEARS, WE URGED AND 
ENCOURAGED OTHER NATIONS TO FOLLOW OUR OWN EXAMPLE WITH RESPECT 


TO THEIR COLONIES IN AFRICA AND ASIA. MORE RECENTLY, THE 
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UNITED STATES HAS VIGOROUSLY PURSUED EFFORTS TO BRING 
INDEPENDENCE TO THE STATES OF SOUTHERN AFRICA. WE WERE 
PLEASED TO HAVE BEEN ASSOCIATED WITH THE UNITED KINGDOM'S 
SUCCESSFUL EFFORT TO NEGOTIATE THE SETTLEMENT THAT LED 
TO ZIMBABWE'S INDEPENDENCE IN 1980. AND WE HAVE BEEN 
ENCOURAGED BY THAT SUCCESS TO REDOUBLE OUR OWN EFFORTS TO 


BRING ABOUT STABLE, NEGOTIATED INDEPENDENCE FOR NAMIBIA. 


BUT WE ALSO KNOW THAT THE KIND OF COLONIALISM TOWARD 
WHICH THE EFFORTS OF THIS ASSEMBLY HAVE BEEN DIRECTED IS, 
WITH BUT A FEW GLARING EXCEPTIONS, A PHENOMENON OF THE PAST. 


THE PROOF OF THIS ASSERTION LIES IN THE FACT THAT, IN THE 


‘THIRTY-FIVE YEARS SINCE THIS ORGANIZATION WAS FOUNDED, 


FULLY 100 NEW STATES HAVE BEEN ADDED TO ITS MEMBERSHIP. 
CLEARLY WE CANNOT RELAX OUR EFFORTS UNTIL THE LAST REMAINING 
VESTIGES OF 19TH CENTURY COLONIALISM HAVE BEEN ELIMINATED - 
CERTAINLY THE UNITED STATES WILL NOT DO SO. BUT, EQUALLY 
CLEARLY, WE MUST ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THE OLD COLONIALISM IS 

NO LONGER THE PERVASIVE CONCERN THAT IT ONCE WAS. 


SECONDLY, MR. PRESIDENT, THE UNITED STATES TAKES 
SERIOUSLY ITS RESPONSIBILITIES FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
OTHER TERRITORIES AND PEOPLES. IT IS NOT A COLONIAL POWER; 
IT HARBOURS NO COLONIAL AMBITIONS. WHEREVER AND WHENEVER 
IT HAS FOUND ITSELF IN THE ROLE OF ADMINISTRATOR OF OTHER 
TERRITORIES , IT HAS SOUGHT TO ENSURE THAT THE PEOPLES OF 
THOSE TERRITORIES WERE FULLY ABLE TO FREELY ESTABLISH THEIR 


DEMOCRATIC POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS, AND REGULARLY EXPRESS 


VIEWS ABOUT THEIR POLITICAL STATUS. 
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THE UNITED STATES HAS SOUGHT TO ENSURE THE EXERCISE 


OF THE RIGHT TO SELF-DETERMINATION FOR THE PEOPLE OF 


MICRONESIA. WITHIN A MATTER OF WEEKS, THE PEOPLES OF 


a 


: 
3 
‘ 
; 
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: FREELY NEGOTIATED WITH THE UNITED STATES. THEIR VIEWS WILL 


MICRONESIA WILL HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO EXPRESS THEIR VIEWS 
ON A COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION WITH THE UNITED STATES, A 


gn 


COMPACT WHICH THE ELECTED LEADERS OF THESE TERRITORIES HAVE 


BE EXPRESSED THROUGH FREE AND DEMOCRATIC PLEBISCITES, 
SUPERVISED BY THE UN'S OWN TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL, IN WHICH THE 


RT, 


POLITICAL STATUS OPTIONS OPEN TO THEM ARE FULLY DEFINED. FOR 


ITS PART, THE UNITED STATES WILL FULLY RESPECT THEIR CHOICE. 


ih 
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WE TRUST THAT THE MEMBERS OF THIS BODY WILL DO LIKEWISE. 


THE UNITED STATES HAS ALSO SOUGHT TO ENSURE THE EXERCISE 


OF THE RIGHT OF SELF-DETERMINATION FOR THE PEOPLES OF GUAM, 


* ‘ uit ‘i we 


AMERICAN SAMOA AND THE U.S. VIRGIN ISLANDS. IN EACH OF THESE 
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TERRITORIES, THE PEOPLE HAVE REGULARLY AND ROUTINELY ELECTED 
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THEIR OWN LEADERS AND EXPRESSED OPINIONS ON THEIR POLITICAL 





STATUS, AS IS THEIR RIGHT. 


IF ALL OF THESE TERRITORIES CONTINUE TO ENJOY CLOSE 
RELATIONSHIPS WITH THE UNITED STATES, IT IS BECAUSE THE PEOPLE 
OF THE TERRITORIES HAVE FREELY CHOSEN TO DO SO. NOT ONLY DO 
WE RESPECT THEIR CHOICE, WE WELCOME THE UNIQUE CONTRIBUTIONS 


OF EACH TO THE CULTURAL DIVERSITY THAT HAS GIVEN OUR OWN 


DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS THEIR GREAT STRENGTH. 











‘IN ADDITION, MR. PRESIDENT, THE UNITED STATES HAS 
SOUGHT SELF-DETERMINATION FOR THE PEOPLE OF PUERTO RICO. 
IN PUERTO RICO, THE PEOPLE HAVE REGULARLY ELECTED THEIR OWN 
OFFICIALS IN QUADIENNIAL ELECTIONS AND HAVE STATED THEIR 
POLITICAL STATUS PREFERENCES IN DEMOCRATIC REFERENDA. THE 


¥ 
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MEMBERS OF THIS ASSEMBLY RECOGNIZED AND AFFIRMED THAT THE 
PEOPLE OF PUERTO RICO HAD ACHIEVED LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT WHEN, 


Qty APR one! 


IN 1953, IT REMOVED PUERTO RICO FROM THE U.N.‘'S LIST OF NON- 


Se 


SELF-GOVERNING TERRITORIES. THE ASSEMBLY HAS REPEATEDLY 


" a Me 


REAFFIRMED THAT DECISION, MOST RECENTLY JUST A FEW WEEKS AGO 


an 


WHEN IT DECIDED, ONCE AGAIN, NOT TO REINSCRIBE THE QUESTION 


s wet ay 


OF PUERTO RICO ON ITS AGENDA. 


FINALLY, IT IS BECAUSE THE UNITED STATES TAKES SERIOUSLY 


ee ola te 8 


ITS RESPONSIBILITIES AS AN ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY, IT HAS 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


bed ee 
~~, & “i. '* 


BEEN PREPARED TO COOPERATE WITH THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON 
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DECOLONIZATION WHEREVER SUCH COOPERATION HAS BEEN PROPER AND 








APPROPRIATE. 





AT THE 36TH SESSION, A SMALL GROUP OF POLITICALLY 
MOTIVATED STATES, LED BY THE SOVIET UNION, SOUGHT TO IMPOSE 
ITS OWN IDEOLOGICAL VIEWS ON OTHER MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE, 
AND INDEED ON THE LARGER MEMBERSHIP OF THIS ASSEMBLY. WE 


WERE PLEASED LAST YEAR WHEN THE ASSEMBLY REJECTED THIS SOVIET- 


INSPIRED ATTEMPT TO FURTHER POLITICIZE THE ASSEMBLY'S WORK IN 








5 
THE AREA OF DECOLONIZATION. IN SO DOING, THE MEMBERS OF THE 
ASSEMBLY AFFIRMED THAT THE FUNDAMENTAL OBLIGATION OF THIS 
ORGANIZATION IS NOT TO IMPOSE ITS OWN WILL ON THE PEOPLES OF 
; NON-SELF-GOVERNING TERRITORIES, BUT RATHER TO RESPECT THEIR 
OWN FREELY EXPRESSED WISHES. 


WE CANNOT HELP BUT NOTE THAT THE INFLUENCE OF THIS SAME 
SHALL GROUP OF IDEOLOGICALLY MOTIVATED STATES CONTINUES TO 





_ INFECT THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE'S WORK IN OTHER WAYS. THIS HARMFUL 
INFLUENCE IS CLEARLY REFLECTED ONCE AGAIN THIS YEAR IN THE 


i re rer te 


THREE RESOLUTIONS THAT HAVE BEEN INTRODUCED UNDER THE AGENDA 
ITEMS ON DECOLONIZATION. THESE RESOLUTIONS ARE BASED ON 
INTER-RELATED BUT FUNDAMENTALLY INACCURATE PREMISES. 


Wwe? hh. oe eS ee 


FIRST THEY SEEK TO PERPETUATE THE CONFUSING PREMISE 
THAT SELF-DETERMINATION CAN HAVE BUT ONE OUTCOME, WHICH IS 
INDEPENDENCE. THIS NOTION, INITIALLY EMBODIED IN RESOLUTION 
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1514, IS A DIRECT CONTRADICTION TO OTHER RESOLUTIONS OF THIS 
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ASSEMBLY, INCLUDING RESOLUTION 1541, WHICH EXPRESSLY 

- ACKNOWLEDGES THAT SELF-DETERMINATION IS A CONTINUING PROCESS 
FOR WHICH THERE CAN BE NO IMPOSED OR PRE-DETERMINED OUTCOME. 
CONTINUING TO HOLD TO THE FALSE PREMISE OF RESOLUTION 1514 


IS NOT SUPPORTING THE PRINCIPLE OF SELF-DETERMINATION, BUT 


DENYING ITS VERY ESSENCE. 
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SECONDLY, THE RESOLUTIONS BEFORE US IMPLICITLY PROMOTE 
THE VIEW THAT SELF-DETERMINATION APPLIES ONLY TO THOSE 
COUNTRIES THIS ASSEMBLY HAS TRADITIONALLY LABELED "NON- 
SELF-GOVERNING.” THIS, TOO, IS A DENIAL OF THE PRINCIPLE 
OF SELF-DETERMINATION. IT FAILS TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT SELF- 
DETERMINATION IS A PRINCIPLE REQUIRING UNIVERSAL APPLICATION. 


BECAUSE THESE RESOLUTIONS ARE FUNDAMENTALLY FALSE, AND 
BECAUSE THEY REPEAT THE SAME INACCURATE AND INFLAMMATORY 
RHETORIC THAT CHARACTERIZES SO MANY OF THE ASSEMBLY'S PREVIOUS 
RESOLUTIONS ON DECOLONIZATION, THE UNITED STATES CANNOT 
SUPPORT THEM. | 


WE TAKE ESPECIALLY STRONG EXCEPTION TO PREAMBULAR PARAGRAPH 
SEVEN OF THE RESOLUTION ON SPECIALIZED AGENCIES. IN THAT 
PARAGRAPH, THE. UNITED STATES AND OTHER WESTERN COUNTRIES ARE 
ACCUSED OF "EFFORTS TO DEPRIVE THE PEOPLE OF NAMIBIA OP . 

THEIR HARD-WON VICTORIES IN THE LIBERATION STRUGGLE." ON ITS 
FACE, THIS ASSERTION IS BOTH ABSURD AND UNTRUE. FURTHERMORE, 
IN VIEW OF THE LEADING ROLE OF THE UNITED STATES AND OTHER 
MEMBERS OF THE CONTACT GROUP IN THE NEGOTIATIONS AIMED AT 
BRINGING INDEPENDENCE TO NAMIBIA AT THE EARLIEST POSSIBLE 
TIME, IT IS AN OUTRAGEOUS INSULT. ACCORDINGLY, MR. PRESIDENT, 


WE WILL CALL FOR A SEPARATE VOTE ON THIS PARAGRAPH. 


MR. PRESIDENT, MY DELEGATION DOES NOT INTEND TO DESCEND 


TO THE LEVEL OF STERILE PROPAGANDA THAT THE SOVIET UNION AND 
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OTHER TOTALITARIAN STATES SO REGULARLY USE IN THIS ASSEMBLY. 
BUT NEITHER CAN WE ALLOW TO GO UNCHALLANGED THE MANY DISTORTIONS 


AND LIES THAT REPRESENTATIVES OF THESE STATES HAVE ATTEMPTED TO . 
_PROPOGATE. THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE SOVIET UNION, SUPPORTE J 


BY A CHORUS FROM BYELORUSSIA, CZECHOSLOVAKIA, BULGARIA, AND OTHER 
TOTALITARIAN STATES, WOULD HAVE THIS ASSEMBLY BELIEVE THAT THE 
PRINCIPAL AIMS OF THE UNITED STATES AND OTHER WESTERN DEMOCRACIES 
IS TO DENY PEOPLES EVERYWHERE THEIR RIGHT OF SELF-DETERMINATION. 
CLEARLY THE FACTS ARE OTHERWISE. 


IT IS, APTER ALL, NOT SURPRISING THAT A STATE LIKE THE 
SOVIET UNION, WHICH DOES NOT ALLOW FREE EXPRESSION AT HOME, 
SHOULD ALSO SEEK TO DENY SELF-DETERMINATION ELSEWHERE. IT IS 
ALSO NOT SURPRISING THAT THOSE WHO FORCIBLY OCCUPIED THE 
BALTIC STATES OF LATVIA, LITHUANIA AND ESTONIA IN 1944, IN 
TOTAL DISREGARD FOR THEIR RIGHTS OF SELF-DETERMINATION, SHOULD 
THIRTY-FIVE YEARS LATER INVADE AND MILITARILY OCCUPY THE 
NEIGHBORING NON-ALIGNED COUNTRY OF AFGHANISTAN. FINALLY, IT 
IS NOT SURPRISING THAT THIS SAME NATION SHOULD BE THE PRINCIPAL 
SOURCE OF MATERIAL SUPPORT FOR THE OCCUPATION OF KAMPUCHEA AND 
FOR THE CONTINUING DENIAL OF THE RIGHT OF THE KAMPUCHEAN PEOPLE 


TO SELF-DETERMINATION. 


WHAT IS SURPRISING, AND INDEED INSULTING TO OTHER 


MEMBERS OF THIS BODY, IS THAT THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THIS 





se 
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SAME COUNTRY SHOULD PRESUME TO LECTURE TO THIS ASSEMBLY 


ON THE RIGHTS OF PEOPLES AND THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF STATES. 


YESTERDAY, ‘THE ASSEMBLY WAS TREATED TO YET ANOTHER 
' EXAMPLE OF THE DISTORTION OF TRUTH SO COMMONLY PRACTICED 


gn 


BY TOTALITARIAN STATES. THE REPRESENTATIVES OF CUBA, 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA, MONGOLIA AND BYELORUSSIA ATTEMPTED TO 
CONVINCE MEMBERS OF THIS ASSEMBLY THEY WERE ACTING UNDER 





PRESSURE WHEN THEY VOTED EARLIER IN THIS SESSION TO REJECT 
THE SOVIET-INSPIRED MOVE TO PLACE PUERTO RICO ON THE 
ASSEMBLY'S AGENDA. THOSE WHO LIVE UNDER SOVIET RULE, OR 
WHO MUST CONFRONT REGULARLY THE POWER OF THE SOVIET STATE, 
KNOW BETTER THAN MOST THE TRUE MEANING OF THE WORDS COERCION 


a ROE 0 IPO, ATCT am me 


AND INTIMIDATION. COULD IT BE THAT THE DELEGATES OF THESE 
COUNTRIES, UNACCUSTOMED AS THEY ARE TO HAVING THE FREEDOM 


oe MET. 


TO IGNORE. THE GUIDANCE OF THEIR MENTOR, BELIEVE THAT OTHER 
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ACCUSATION INSULTS THOSE MEMBERS OF THIS BODY WHO TAKE 
SERIOUSLY THEIR RESPONSIBILITY TO MAKE DECISIONS ON THE 


BASIS OF THE FACTS.’° 


THIS, MR. PRESIDENT, BRINGS ME TO THE FINAL POINT I 
WOULD LIKE TO MAKE. I SAID AT THE OUTSET THAT THE OLD, 
19TH CENTURY COLONIALISM, TOWARD WHICH SO MUCH OF THE EFFORT 
OF THE UNITED NATIONS HAS BEEN DIRECTED, IS LARGELY A THING 
OF THE PAST. ONE NEED ONLY LOOK AROUND THIS VERY ROOM TO 


KNOW THIS IS A SELF-EVIDENT TRUTH. 











HOWEVER, IT IS REGRETTABLY NOT TRUE THAT COLONIALISM 
IN ALL ITS FORMS AND MANIFESTATIONS, IS A THING OF THE PAST. 
FOR EVEN AS WE CONTINUE TO WORK TO ERADICATE THE REMAINING 
VESTIGES OF THE OLD COLONIALISM, WE ARE OBLIGED TO CONFRONT 
THE RISE OF A NEW COLONIALISM, ONE THAT IS FAR MORE MENACING 
IN ITS POTENTIAL CONSEQUENCES FOR BOTH HUMAN FREEDOM AND 





INTERNATIONAL STABILITY. 


a 


IF WE ARE TO BE SERIOUSLY CONCERNED ABOUT THE PRINCIPLE 
OF SELF-DETERMINATION, THEN WE MUST BE CONCERNED BY THE 
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ABSENCE OF ITS APPLICATION IN COUNTRIES WHICH ARE SELF- 


a 


GOVERNING IN NAME ONLY. IF WE ARE TO BE CONCERNED ABOUT THE 


oe 


SITUATION IN NAMIBIA -- AS THE UNITED STATES GENUINELY IS -- 


othe 


THEN WE CANNOT IGNORE THE OCCUPATIONS OF AFGHANISTAN AND 


wing hes 


KAMPUCHEA, TO CITE ONLY TWO OBVIOUS EXAMPLES WHERE SELF- 
DETERMINATION DOES NOT EXIST. 
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IF WE ARE TO EXPRESS CONCERN ABOUT THE RIGHTS OF THE 


INHABITANTS OF SMALL TERRITORIES, THEN WE MUST SHOW EVEN 
GREATER CONCERN FOR THE INHABITANTS OF VAST REGIONS OF THE 


’ WORLD WHERE SELF-DETERMINATION IS VIGOROUSLY REPRESSED AND 
DENIED. 


IN ITS ESSENCE, THE CONCERN FOR SELF-DETERMINATION MUST 
BE A REFLECTION OF A BROADER CONCERN FOR HUMAN FREEDOM. BY 
WHATEVER NAMES WE CHOOSE TO CALL IT, TRE DENIAL OF INALIENABLE 
RIGHTS AND THE SUPPRESSION OF FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS IS ALSO A 


FORM OF COLONIZATION. IN THE FUTURE, WE TRUST THAT MEMBERS OF 
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THIS ASEMBLY WILL GIVE THESE NEW AND MORE THREATENING FORMS 


OF COLONIALISM THE SERIOUS ATTENTION THEY SO RIGHTLY 
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UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE 
IN THE SIXTH COMMITTEE 
ON SELECTED TOPICS IN THE REPORT 
OF THE INTERNATIONAL LAW COMMISSION 


‘we 


NOVEMBER 22, 1982 
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In continuing its efforts to elaborate the law of State 


Responsibility, the International Law Commission is pursuing 


gn 


ee ee 


@ Herculean task. Ina sense, the law of State Responsibility 
encompasses virtually all of international law. Any substantive 
rule, whether arising from a direct provision of peremptory 
international law, from a treaty or from the United Nations 


Charter or the organic instruments of other international organi- 


= « ¥ 


zations, may be violated. That breach could give rise to inter- 
national responsibility. Even procedural or organic rules may 
involve circumstances in which their misuse or abuse could give 
rise to international responsibility. Accordingly, the law of 
State Responsibility is a necessary appendix to virtually every 
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Goctrine of international law. In examining the impact of the 
proposed articles, each state will need to examine their impact 


throughout the whole range of potential legal interaction. 


While state responsibility has a relationship to every 
other body of international law, it also has its own unity anc 


integrity. It elaborates the claims and remedies for violation 


of other rules. 














In its eppreach to the cuestion, the Commission has civicec 


* 


ic into three carts. It comeletecé the initial reacine cf 
irst part two years aco. That dealt with the oricins of 
international responsibility. The second part, dealing with 
consecuences, is now under development. Six of the articles, 


providine only an introduction to the part, have been preparec. 


at i | . 


The third part, upon which the Commission has tentatively decided 
to embark, will deal with procedures. Although such systematic 


division of the work is a necessity, it is impossible to make a 


ay 


conclusive evaluation of commentary upon one part, or of only 
a seoment of one part, without taking into account the remaining 
sections. Thus, while welcoming this opportunity to review the 
progress of the Commission on this topic, we wish to emphasize 


that our comments at this time can only be preliminary. Until 





we can review the relationship of each part to the others, it is 


impossible. to make a comprehensive evaluation of the work as a 
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whole. For this reason we believe that work on all of the 





present Part II should be completed and work on Part III 
substantially underway before the Commission returns to a final 


reading of any part of the project. Not only would this’ procedure 





allow the Commission to devote greater time to the articulation 
of Parts II and III, it would also allow comment on a comprehensive 


document rather than to a series of partial treatments of the 


subject. 


As one example of this situation, let me refer to the 


guestion of proportionality, which is discussed in article 2 
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procecures or standards for dispute resolution, 


may be carefully measured and a body of 


* 


established to better quide States. If 


mot exist, and each nation is the judge 


jucage of proportionality? If 





there are acecuate 
proportionality 
practice may be 

such procedures do 


of its own responses, 


the efficacy of the rule could be affected, with far less clarity 
existing ae 00 the acceptable bounds within which conduct would 
be perceived as proportional. Perhaps this problem is the source 
of the phrase "should not be disproportionate," rather than the 
simpler "should be proportionate." Should we prejudge this 


issue before we reach some discussion of procedures? 


Similar considerations will color our reaction to the 
special provisions relating to international crimes, set forth 
in proposed article 6. In the first instance, we have doubts — 
as to whether the concept of "international crime" can be 
meaningfully developed. Of course individuals may commit an 
act in violation of the laws of nations, and special regimes have 
been established to help ensure punishment of the individual in 


~ 
question. But what does it mean to say that a state itself, 
as opposed to its officials, can commit an “international 


crime"? This remains an open question for us. 


Even if, for purposes of argument, the concept of "inter- 


national crime" were recognized, the relatively open definition 
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of “international crime" which was provided in Part I of the 
craft, coupled with the lack of any procedures for the further 
cefinition of "crimes" makes it exceedingly difficult to 
respond substantively to the succgestions for proposed artiete 6 
at this time. If international crimes were carefully defined 
by specific enumeration, then the provisions of article 6 might 


make eminent good sense. Even if the document provided an 


acceptable basis for precise future definition of such offenses, 


On a rule-making or case-deciding basis, the provisions form a 


basis for development. Unfortunately, international crimes are 
neither explicitly defined in Part I, nor is there any firm basis 
for establishing their eventual definition. In this situation 
the draft provisions dealing with the consequences of such 
undefined activities, contain potential for much mischief. It 
Creates a situation in which unaffected states may claim a right 
to enforce, even though the conduct chalienged is neither clearly 


shown to constitute criminal activity. 


Finally, the overriding force of jus cogens and of the 





legal requirements of the Charter suggested in draft articles 4 
and 5 are, of course, a necessary limitation on state 
responsibility. A state cannot be obligated to perform acts 
which are contrary to international law, nor can it acquire 
the right to do so, based on other nations' conduct: 


(Parenthetically, we would note that we understand these 


principles to reemphasize recognized principles of international 














law, Gevelopec by international acreement or establishes br 
custom generally accestec as oblicatory. The Charter itsel: 


— contains-rules of this kiné. Resolutions of the Security Council, 
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mace bindinc by the Charter, may also form part of this core of 


law. International agreements can likewise bind nations which 
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ratify them, but resolutions of the General Assembly do not 


themselves establish new rules of international law.) 


In making these comments, we wish again to recognize the 
mammoth task which the Commission has undertaken. The 
United States encourages the Commission in its further deliberations 
on this topic and looks forward to further discussion of the 
question next year. The efforts expanded by the Commission and 
its Special Rapporteur have been an invaluable contribution to 


the progressive development of international law. 


. vecriassitied ror rFubdiication in American roreign 
Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


Regarding the work of the Commission on the topic of 
International Liability for Injurious Consequences Arising out 
of Acts not Prohibited by International Law, we are grateful 
to the Special Rapporteur not only for his report, but for 


his lucid and eloquent statement made on November 18. While 





this statement did not allay all of our concerns relating to 
the topic, many of which we share with other speakers, it has 
greatly helped to clarify the issues and the very real 


theoretical and practical difficulties presented by the topic. 





On the theoretical level, it is difficult to resist 


describing what lawyers in the United States call a "parade 
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C= horribles" which cculd result freo- what we consicer to be 
the overly broac sccpe cf the tcric. Tne notion of "loss or 


injury", is defined in the schematic outline prepared by the 


Special Rapporteur és meaninc "anv loss or injury, whether 


to the property of a state or to any person or thing within 


Se Pee a ced 
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the territory or control of a state". As acknowledged by the 


Wier 19 
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Special Rapporteur, "States or their citizens may suffer loss or 
injury in a multitude of ways as an incident of unregulated 
competition". The phrase could, then conceivably encompass, 

for example, “injury to a person" caused by a newspaper story, 
ioss of profits to a company because a competitor in a foreign 
State took a perfectly legal action which increased his sales at 
the expense of that company, loss of employment by a person whose 


employer has gone out of business because of foreign competition, 


te 


economic damage resulting from a decision by any commodity 
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exporting state or group of states to increase prices of the 
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commodity or, as has been noted in the report to the ILC, losses 


- caused by the devaluation of a currency. 


re 


Clearly without a drastic narrowing of the concept of 
"loss or injury", virtually any individual or company will at 


some time or another be able to formulate a claim for reparation 








from or a demand for regulation by the state where the action 





occurred. 


The failure to narrow substantially the concept of "loss 


or injury" to our minds fatally flaws the balance of the 





schematic outline. Just as virtually anyone can claim to be 
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tne victim of scme manner of "loss or injury", dimost every 
human activity with real or potential consequences in é seconc 
State (and in our interdependent world, an enormous amount of 


activity is encompassed with this phrase) can fall within the 


gn 


scope of the schematic outline, with its recuirements that a 
State provide relevant information on the activity or explain 
why information is being withheld, keep the relevant activity 
under review, make reparations, enter into arrangements with 
Other states in order to eliminate or minimize the loss or 


damage, etc. 


It would be legitimate to wonder whether, under the 
proposals set forth in the schematic outline, a state must 
Supervise and control their mass media to ensure that they do 
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not cause "damage". Can one even hypothesize a system 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


wherein the state is responsible for exercising due diligence 
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to avoid or minimize the possibility of action by any of its 
citizens or entities causing any "loss or injury” to any foreign 
interest? Merely to pose the question is to realize the 

answer. As has already been pointed out by others, the effect 

of the regime contained in the schematic outline would be to 
compel every state to exercise supervision and control over 
activities of private individuals even where it has, not 
heretofore done so and even where it be precluded from exercising 
control by its own domestic constitution. Of course, there are 


many instances of states entering into arrangements among themselves 


where private transactions have recognized transborder effects, 
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S=cn as the Generel Acreemensz or Trace enc Tericttis. Eowever, 

we are not convincéc thét wnerever é State chooses not to 
reculate certain private transactions with transborder effects 

Or chooses not to enter into international érranaements regarding 
Such transactions that a basic rule of international law is 


breached. 


_It would appear that in addition to the theoretical problems 
just described, pursuance of the “broad scope" approach would 
make it extremely difficult to make practical suggestions as 
to when it would, in fact, be appropriate for a state to exercise 
its regulatory powers or to enter into international arrangements 
with the goal of avoiding or minimizing loss or injury. If 


regulation, arrangements, reparations etc, must be discussed 


‘in a context of "all human activity", one may expect that the 


topic will not be completed in any of our lifetimes. 


In brief, Mr. Chairman for the reasons stated above, 
we can only support the predominent view of the Commission 
that the subject area should once again be limited to the 
physical environment or, at a maximum, physical damage 


Caused by physical actions. 


In the field of jurisdictional immunities of States, the 
United States welcomes the Commission's implicit reaffirmation 


of the principle that sovereign immunity applies when States 


are acting in their Capacity as sovereigns. In this context, 

















Commission hes not made more 


WwW 
t 
i 
sv 
ct 


Our principal recres i 
répic procress in the examination of the practical questicns 
wnich require its attention, especially the delimitation of 
Standards for the differentiation of governmental functions 


from those which States may make subject to their jurisdiction. 


Because of the expansion of the ILC, the attention of 
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the Commission appears to have been directed primarily to the 
reexamination of the fundamental principles underlying sovereign 
immunity, questions which we believed had already been largely 
disposed of. We would hope that the Commission could now 


progress toward the elaboration of the topic as a whole. 


The principal progress which was made on substance 
involved the effort to define commercial activities which are 
subject to the jurisdiction of the host state. In accepting 


the proposition that states and their instrumentalities which 
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engage in commercial endeavors should be treated in the courts 
, of other nations on the same basis as other commercial entities, 
the Commission has reaffirmed the recognized rules of inter- 


national law. Fax from being a derogation from the principle 





of par in parem imperium non habet, this recognition is 








Simply its logical corrollary. If 7a state chooses to engage 

in commercial activities in a foreign state, it should be 

treated as other commercial ventures there. A state which. 
wishes to avoid the exercise of the jurisdiction of the courts 

of other states may always limit its activities by place or kind, 


not entering into foreign commercial markets. 


lll!" 
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We believe that the Commission coulc very. usefully devote 
its efforts to the matter of refinine the application of this 
restrictec view. Such an elaboration is the vital question 
for practical application. It is the question upon which the 


assembled experience of nations, their statutes, court decisions, 


and practice can be usefully brought to bear. in our experience, 


the type of transaction, rather than the "ultimate purpose" 

which the government involved may have for the disposition of 

the goods in question, should be the gauge of the commercial 
nature of the transaction. The type of transaction is readily 
and easily identifiable by a court which is faced with the 
question. Moreover, any examination into purposes involves 

a difficult, if not impossible, inquiry into the motivations 

of the governmental agency involved, an examination which inter- 
national law should not encourage the courts to undertake in such 


cases. 


We believe it useful to repeat a concern which the United 

States has previously stated in this Committee. The exercise 

of jurisdiction by courts is only one aspect of the exercise of 
State competence over transactions, States also exercise their 
competence of jurisdiction through legislative and administrative 
processes. The draft articles could usefully address the extent 
of aspects of this jurisdiction as well. In particular, admin- 
istrative jurisdiction, including the regulation and licensing 


of traders in certain kinds of activities, and quasi-judicial 
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review of comsliance with these recuirements, may involve 


th 


Gifferent principles of sovereign immunity from those 
articulatec in the draft. The draft articles thus far accress 


only the exercise of court jurisdiction of the ordinary variety. 


The Commission clearly faces a lonc task in the completion 
of the first reading of these draft articles and a more detailed 
comment on the jock of the Commission can be made when concrete 
texts are before us. Questions relating to the underlying 
theory can then be addressed in the responses to the completed 


first reading draft. 


When the International Law Commission embarked upon the 
study of the law relating to the status of the diplomatic 
courier and the diplomatic bag not. accompanied by diplomatic 
courier, we remarked that it seemed to be one of the areas of 
international law least in need of immediate attention or 
codification. There have been relatively few legal questions 
regarding the status of the diplomatic bag or diplomatic 
couriers. The law in this regard is already settled and under- 
stood. Time devoted to this topic would, in our view, be more 


productively expended on any of the other topics. 


A review of this year's work of the Commission confirms 
the validity of this initial reaction. We will be responding 
in due course to another circular from the Secretariat asking 


for comments on issues arising from this work. Accordingly, I 
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presently stands. 


One ceneral point does, however, call for immediate 
comment. The present draft apparently assimilates diplomatic 
ana consular communications under a single Standard, at least 
for some purposes. However, the applicable standards for 


protection of these communications are separately treated in 





the two Vienna Conventions of Diplomatic Relations and Consular 
Relations. The existing and recognized different standards 
of treatment for these communications should not be undermined 


by their treatment in a draft on the Diplomatic Bag. 


Finally, if there were significant difficulties in this 
ares (and other than occasional abuses of the Diplomatic Bag 
by their use for such contraband as drugs and weapons, we are 
not aware of any) the first step should be acceptance of the 
Protocols on Dispute Settlement. If after that approach were 
tried and problems were still thought to exist, we might be 


willing to consider the utility of work on the topic. 











Usitep States Mission TO THE Unitep Nations 





“99 UNITED NATIONS PLaza 


™) PRESS RELEASE —— 


; 
: 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 145-(82) 
November 24, 1982 


I 

; 

| Statememt by The Honorable Gordon C. Luce, Alternate United States 
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Mr. President, the United States is vitally interested in the 
question of Namibia and the future of the Southern African region. 
Specifically, we are determined that South Africa's occupation of 
Namibia must end, and that Namibia must be brought to 
internationally recognized independence under the terms of 
Resolution 435, both quickly and peacefully. Together with other 
members of the Western Contact Group and the Front Line States, we 
have been working very hard to achieve this objective. While an 
extensive discussion of these efforts and the progress which has 
been made is best reserved for the agenda item on Namibia, since 
these resolutions deal principally with Namibia, it is important to 
register here our conviction that progress has been made toward 
Namibian independence, and that with the continued cooperation of 
the parties concerned, a successful conclusion to these ongoing 
negotations can be achieved. 
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My Government's objections to these resolutions, therefore, do 

a not reflect any lack of support for Namibian independence. Rather, 
Our problems with them center on how and under what .onditions this 
independence can be achieved. In fact, we believe that many of the 
prescriptions contained in these resolutions, along with their 
rhetorical excesses, will not be helpful in bringing Namibia to 
independence nor in encouraging the changes we all agree must take 
place within South Africa. 


The United States will vote against draft Resolution A/37/L.32. 
We are compelled to do so, much against our natural inclinations, by 
the grave deficiencies of the resolution itself. The 
recommendations contained in this resolution do not in any way 
materially advance the progress of decolonization. We are distrubed 
by operative Paragraph 4 of this resolution, which recognizes the 
legitimacy of peoples under “colonial domination" to exercise their 
right to self-determination by “all the necessary means at their 
disposal." Such a statement, it seems to us, comes perilously close 
to providing blanket endorsement for random and indiscriminate 
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murder, hijacking, or the killing of diplomats. These and other 
such crimes are always wrong, however just the cause, however grave 
the provocation. Our common humanity demands that certain minimal 
forms of conduct be obeyed by all parties at all times. 


My delegation also objects to operative Paragraph 7 of this 
resolution, and the parallel resolution, which suggests that foreign 
economic or other interests in the non-self-governing territories 
are somehow, by their very nature, detrimental either to the 
interests of Namibians or to the people of other non-self-governing 
territories. The United States categorically rejects this 
suggestion. My Government's opposition to the recommendations 
contained in operative paragraph 10 are all well-known. The United 
States does not believe that the presence of military bases on 
non-self-governing territories necessarily interferes with the full 
exercise of the right to self-determination. A call for the 
immediate and unconditional withdrawal of all military installations 
from non-self-governing territories is therefore unwarranted. 


Mr. President, with regard to the resolution contained in 
document A/37/625, our first and most fundamental objection is to 
the continued recognition of SWAPO as the sole representative of the 
Namibian people and the call for UN agencies to provide aid to 
SWAPO. The people of Namibia have not yet had the opportunity to 
choose a representative in free and fair elections, so as yet there 
is no authentic representative of the Namibian people. Moreover, my 
government believes it is wholly inappropriate for UN agencies to 
provide aid to national liberation movements, particularly those 
engaged in warfare or other forms of violence, since this serves to 
politicize these agencies, to undermine their effectiveness, and, as 
we have warned in the past, to jeopardize support for them. In this 
connection, the United States Congress has passed legislation which 
specifically forbids funds provided for international organizations 
and programs from being made available for the United States' 
proportionate share of any program for SWAPO. 


The United States has played a major role in providing 
assistance to the Namibian people, particularly to those who have 
been displaced by the conflict. For example, of the $57 million 
worth of assistance «he World Food Program has given to Southern 
African refugees throigh 1981, the U.S. has provided approximately 
$16 million. Moreover, the U.S. has provided approximately one 
third of all the extensive aid to Namibians and other displaced 
persons in Southern Africa by the U.N. High Commissioner for 
Refugees, 18% of U.N. Development Program aid, 25% of World Health 
Organization aid, etc. To the extent possible, consistent with the 
legislation I have just mentioned and the resources available, we 
hope to continue our asistance to the Namibian people. However, it 
will henceforth be incumbent on my Government, before making its 
voluntary contributions to UN agencies, to deduct its share of money 
for programs for SWAPO per se, though not -- as we have seen -- for 
Namibians of any political persuasion. 


Futhermore, we object to the resolution's call for Namibian 
membership in specialized agencies and international organizations. 
Membership in such bodies for non-self-governing territories is not 
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only impractical, it also tends to politicize these organizations and 
hinder their efforts to achieve their proper technical and 
humanitarian objectives. 


Finally, Mr. President, in the seventh preambular paragraph of 
this resolution, the United States and other Western countries are 
accused of “efforts to deprive the Namibian people of their hardwon 
victories in the libertion struggle.” 


This is an irresponsible accusation, totally contrary to the facts 
of the situation. It is well known, for example, that after more than 
a decade of no progress whatsoever toward Namibian independence, it 
was the United States in 1976 which helped bring the Namibian 
question, along with other Southern African issues, to the forefront 
of international diplomatic activity. After the initial efforts of 
the United States and its Western Contact Group partners to negotiate 
independence for Namibia encountered obstacles -- obstacles not of our 
making -- we re-launched Namibian negotiations with redoubled vigor. 
In fact, this has been one of the very highest priority diplomatic 
initiatives of this U.S. Admininstration. From the President on down, 
we have invested an enormous amount of time, energy, and political 
capital in trying to achieve peaceful independence for Namibia under 
the terms of Resolution 435. Our officials at all levels have held 
innumerable consultations and negotiating sessions here, in Windhoek, 
in Front Line and other African capitals, in Pretoria, and in European 
Capitals. We have taken political risks and put our prestige on the 
line. Just this past week, our Vice President visited seven African 
countries, and Namibian independence was at the top of his agenda. 


In short, we are working hard for a peaceful transition to 
internationally recognized independence for Namibia. Moreover, these 
efforts have made real progress and they hold considerable promise. 
To be accused of working against Namibian independence is a great 
disappointment. 


Therefore, we have asked for a separate vote on this paragraph; 
and we hope that those who are determined, along with us, to continue 
the arduous search for negotiated independence for Namibia, will join 
us in voting against it. 


For all these reasons, Mr. President, my delegation will’ vote 
against the resolution. We will by no means, however, abandon our 
continuing efforts to bring independence to Namibia and to provide 
assistance to the Namibian people. 
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Statement by Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, United States Permanent 
Representative to the United Nations, in Plenary Session of the 37th 
General Assembly, on Item 25, the Situation in Afghanistan, November 


24, 1982 





Once again the issue of Afghanistan is before the General 
Assembly. Once again, in what is by now a familiar exercise, one 
representative after another will come before this body to decry the 
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan and the continuing and increasingly 
brutal attempt to subjugate the Afghan people. And once again we will 
consider, and hopefully adopt by another overwhelming majority, a 
resoi.sion calling for the withdrawal of the Soviet occupation force, 
respect for Afghanistan's right of self-determination, restoration of 
Afghan independence and nonalignment, and the return of the Afghan 
refugees to their homes in safety and honor, 

The familiarity of this exercise must not be allowed to detract in 
any way from its extraordinary significance. Of all the issues before 
this Assembly, none has more far-reaching implications than the issue 
of Afghanistan. The aggression committed by the Soviet Union in 
Afghanistan and its proxies elsewhere has had and continues to have a 
great impact upon the climate and course of East-West relations. Such 
aggession ominously affects the entire fabric of international 
relations and the future of the state system based upon respect for 
the principles of territorial integrity, national independence, and 
political sovereignty. These actions bear directly upon the capacity 
of states, especially those most vulnerable, to retain their unique 
identities and co fulfill their aspirations in peace and security. 

The Afghan people are fighting for their own survival, but their 
Struggle has a much broader meaning. If a small, relatively 
defenseless, nonaligned country like Afghanistan is allowed to be 
invaded, brutalized, and subjugated, what other similarly vulnerable 
country can feel secure? If the fiercely independent and incredibly 
courageous people of Afghanistan are uprooted, economically ravaged, 
culturally annihilated, and eventually subdued, the survival of other 
peoples -- even those equally resilient -- will be endangered. 

The effort to subjugate the Afghan people and to impose upon them 
a form of alien and totalitarian rule has been marked by a degree of 
violence against the population that is exceeded in the recent past 
only by the terrible tragedy in Cambodia. The crimes against the 
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Afghan people have taken place far from the eye of world publicity, 
behind a tight curtain of totalitarian disinformation and thought 
control. Still, the story of the brutality has come out -- as it 
often does in such situations -- from refugee accounts and, from 
reports of journalists and doctors who have ventured into the country. 

One measure of the extent of the violence inflicted upon the 
Afghan people is the number of refugees uprooted from their homes and 
forced to flee to neighboring countries. When the illegitimate regime 
of Babrak Karmal was installed as a result of the Soviet invasion, the 
number of refugees in Pakistan had already reached 400,000. These 


. refugees had fled the reign of terror unleashed against Afghanistan by 


the earlier Communist regimes of Taraki and Amin. Babrak promised an 
end to the methods of terror used by his predecessors. But in the 
less than three years of his rule, the number of Afghan refugees in 
Pakistan and Iran has increased nearly tenfold to over 3 million, 
almost one-quarter of the estimated 1978 population of Afghanistan. 
This is the largest single refugee mass in the world for any one 
national group. 

Even these figures fail to convey the full extent of the 
dislocation and suffering of Afghanistan, since there have been many 
hundreds of thousands of internal refugees who have fled from the 
rural areas where the fighting has been most intense. The 
depopulation of the countryside, it appears, has been the deliberate 
goal of Soviet scorched earth policies in rural areas controlled by 
the resistance. As a result of the fighting in these provinces, many 
farmers have been unable to gather their crops and there is a danger 
this winter of famine. 

The last General Assembly called upon the Soviet Union to withdraw 
its forces from Afghanistan. ‘Far from respecting the decision of the 
Assembly, the Soviets over the past year have augmented their forces 
in Afghanistan to approximately 105,009, and they have conducted their 
most ruthless, wide-ranging, and systematic offensive of the entire 
war. The heightened aggressiveness of the Soviet forces became | 
evident in January when the Soviets bombarded, shelled and occupied 
the resistance stronghold of Qandahar, Afghanistan's second largest 
city located some 250 miles southeast of Kabul. The brutal action in 
Qandahar, which resulted in high civilian casualties, was repeated two 
months later in Herat and Mazar-E-Sharif, and later in the spring 
against the northeastern town of Tashkurghan. In the early summer the 
town of Aq Gozar in the far northwest was rendered unfit for human 
habitation by systematic air and tank strikes. 

As brutal as these attacks have been, the main thrust of the 
Soviet offensive took place closer to Kabul in the spring and summer 
of this year. The principal targets were villages in the Panjsher and 
Logar Valleys and the Shomali region, and districts near Kabul, 
particularly the mountain town of Paghman located only twelve miles 
northwest of the capital. These attacks have been marked by 
indiscriminate bombardments of villages resulting in thousands of 
Civilian casualties, many of them women and children. Survivors also 
relate that Soviet troops, frustrated in their search for resistance 
fighters, have committed numerous acts of terrorism against civilians. 

In Qandahar, for example, accounts of rape and plunder by Soviet 
troops following last January's bombing shocked and alienated even the 
most enthusiastic apologists of the Babrak regime. According to 
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eyewitness reports from the Shomali region, in one village all males 
over the age of ten were shot in the presence of their female 
relatives. The Swedish journalist Borje Almquist, who visited the 
Logar Province in July and August, has described similar incidents in 
that area, as indeed such incidents have been reported from all over 
Afghanistan. According to Almquist, women, children and old men were 
dragged into the street and executed, while civilians with their hands 
tied behind their backs were used instead of sand sacks for protection 
in street fighting. He also reported the burning of harvests, the 
poisoning of food and drinking water, and the plundering of homes and. 
shops. | 

The Soviets also continue to use antipersonnel "butterfly bombs" 
and boobytrapped objects such as toys, cigarette packs and pens, in 
gross violation of an international convention outlawing such weapons 
Which they themselves signed in 1981. Earlier this year a team of 
French doctors which had returned from as far inland as the central 
highlands of Hazarajat charged that the Soviets scatter such mines 
over fields, villages,- and mountain paths, causing heavy casualties 
among inhabitants, especially among children who are the least wary. 
"We have treated many children whose hands and feet are blowr up by 
such mines," said Dr. Claude Malhuret, a member of the French medical 
team. He also revealed that the Soviets, fearing that the French 
doctors might speak about what they had seen, destroyed their 
hospitals in an attempt to drive them out of the country. | 

Boobytrap mines are not the only outlawed weapons used by the 
Soviets against the people of Afghanistan. They continue to use 
chemical weapons in violation of both the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and 
the 1972 Biological Weapons Convention which they, along with 110 
Other countries, have ratified. Earlier this year the United States 
listed 47 known chemical attacks in Afghanistan. They began as early 
as 6 months before the invasion and have resulted in over 3,000 
deaths. These attacks have continued. Just last September a Soviet 
soldier captured by the resistance, Anatoly Sakharov, said that he 
knew of three types of chemical agents used by the Soviets in 
Afghanistan. His testimony about the effects of one of them, a 
particularly deadly agent which he called “smirch," corresponds 
closely to reports given to the U.N. experts team by doctors working 
with refugees in Pakistan. The doctors noted that on several 
occasions after attacks on villages, “bodies had quickly decomposed, 
and limbs had separated from each other when touched." Sakharov also 
described a chemical attack on resistance fighters in which the Soviet 


soldiers had been ordered to use gasmasks. 


Next week the United states will make public an updated report on 
chemical and biological weapons which will contain new information 
regarding the Soviet Union's continued use of these illegal weapons in 
Afghanistan as well as in Laos and Kampuchea. 

Nothing more clearly demonstrates the courage and resilience of 
the Afghan freedom fighters, or the Afghan people's universal hatred 
of the Soviet occupation, than the fact that the resistance forces 
remain intact and active throughout the country despite the massive 
violence that the Soviets have used against them. In the Panjsher and 
in Paghman, for example, the Soviets were able to establish footholds 
as the Mujahidin melted into the hills. But as soon as the main 
invading force withdrew, the resistance overran the newly established 
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government outposts and regained control of these positions... 
Similarly, savage bombardments in the Shomali temporarily drove the 
Mujahidin back from the main roads but in no way broke their 
Organization. Even in the devastated city of Qandahar the freedom 
fighters have been able to mount operations against the occupying 
forces, the most notable being a spectacular jailbreak and freeing of 
prisoners last August. Destroyed Soviet tanks and transport vehicles 
litter the roadsides throughout Afghanistan, testimony to the Soviets' 
continuing inability to establish security in the countryside or 
control over the population. 

The most glaring and revealing failure of the Soviets has been 
their inability to build the various branches of their puppet regime's 
armed forces into effective units that could take over the brunt of 
the fighting. To date it appears that no progress has been made in 
this key area. Recent measures to overcome the critical manpower 
shortage in the Afghan army -- including the toughest draft decree yet 
issued, indiscriminate arrests and beatings of those resisting 
conscription, and incentive payscales for recruits almost equal to 
Sub-cabinet salaries--have been fruitless. As a consequence, press 
gangs have returned to the streets of Kabul and provincial cities, and 
young men have been forcibly conscripted in house-to-house searches. 
The futility of these various measures was demonstrated during the 
summer fighting when large-scale defections, surrenders, and 
desertions by Afghan soldiers led to a net loss of military personnel. 

The failure of the Soviets to break the resistance by military 
means, and the self-evident fact that the Soviet aggressors and their 
Afghan proxies are rejected by the Afghan people, have not caused the 
Seviets to relent in their desire ultimately to subjugate the 
country. Instead, they show every sign of pursuing a long-term 
Strategy, looking on the one hand to the gradual wearing down of the 
resistance through attrition, and on the other hand to the military, 
economic, and social integration of Afghanistan into the Soviet sphere. 

The Soviets have already taken significiant steps in this 
direction. They have consolidated their military, transport, and 
communications infrastructure, including the expansion of existing air 
fields and the completion of the bridae across the Amu Darya River. 
They have tightened their grip on the strategic Wakhan corridor which 
rests on Pakistan's northernmost border and links Afghanistan with 
China, and they have tied Afghanistan's economy tightly to those of 
the Soviet Bloc through a proliferation of economic and trade 
agreements. . 

Perhaps most significant is the Soviet effort to reshape Afghan 
culture and to replace the decimated intellectual and middle classes 
with a new elite trained in the Soviet mold. Thousands of Afghans, 
including even children between the ages of six and nine, are being 
trained in the Soviet Union and other bloc countries, while the Afghan 
educational system itself is being restructured along Soviet lines. 
The Sovietization of Kabul University is made evident by the presence 
of Soviet advisers at all levels of administration and instruction and 
in the preference given to party activists in admissions. The 
curriculum of Afghanistan's primary education system has been redrawn 
to promote indoctrination in Marxist-Leninist ideology and to prepare 
young Afghans for further study in the Soviet Union. 
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It is in light of these policies -- and the continuing, 
escalating, savage Soviet military involvement -- that we must view 
Moscow's repeated claim that the Great Saur Revolution of April 1978 
is “irreversible.” But what, one may legitimately ask, gives the 
Soviet Union the right to inSist that the violent overthrow of a 
nonaligned government constitutes an "irreversible" revolution? 
According to what tenet of international law, on the basis of which 
article of the United Nations Charter, do they base their position? 
One would think that it is the Afghan people, and only the Afghan 
people, who have the right to determine whether the events of 1978 are 
Or are not "irreversible." 

In fact, the Afghan people made their decision -- long ago. They 
rejected a revolution whose chief accomplishment before the Soviet 
invasion was the arrest, torture, and execution of tens of thousands 
of Moslem clerics, teachers, civil servants, doctors and engineers. 
They rejected a revolution whose cruelty and sadistic violence is best 
symbolized by the mass burial pits outside Pol-e Charkhi prison and 
the massacre at Kerala. They rejected a revolution which 
systematically assaulted Islam and Afghan nationhood and turned their 
proud country over to its predatory northern neighbor. 

They expressed this rejection in the form of a spontaneous, 
countrywide resistance movement. By invading Afghanistan in order to 
crush this resistance and maintain in power a hated, Marxist regime, 
Moscow took a momentous step which signaled the expanding scope of its 
political and territorial ambitions. In effect, for the first time it 
was Claiming the right to apply the Brezhnev Doctrine to a previously 
nonaligned, Third World Country. 

The world has not permitted this act of expansion and aggression 
to go unchallenged. It has rejected the claim advanced by Soviet 
propaganda that it is providing “fraternal assistance" to Afghanistan 
with its “limited military contingent." These words ominously echo 
assurances which were given to Afghanistan itself sixty years ago when 
it protested the entry of Soviet troops into two of its neighbors, the 
independent Moslem states of Khiva and Bokhara. Let me quote froma 
letter which the Soviet Ambassador in Kabul sent to the Afghan 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs on February 20, 1922: 

"Concerning the question of the independent status of 

Khiva and Bokhara, this has been provided for in the- 

treaty agreed to and signed by the two governments of 

Russia and Afghanistan. The Government which I 

represent has always recognized and respected the 

independence of the two Governments of Khiva and 

Bokhara. The presence of a limited contingent of 

troops belonging to my Government is due to temporary 

requirements expressed and made known to us by the 

Bokharan Government. This arrangement has been agreed 

to with the provision that whenever the Bokharan 

Government so requests, not a single Russian soldier 

will remain on Bokharan soil. The extension of our 

friendly assistance in no way constitutes an 

interference against the independence of the sovereign 

State of Bokhara." 

Today, sixty years later, the Soviet Union provides the same 
justification and the same assurances with respect to its invasion of 
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Afghanistan. It is useful, therefore, to reflect upon the ultimate fate of 
Khiva and Bokhara. Two years after the Soviet Ambassador gave his 
assurances to the Government of Afghanistan, the Soviet Union annexed Khiva 
and Bokhara. Their languages, Turkish and Persian, were abolished and 
replaced by pseudo-languages fabricated by Soviet linguists. These 
languages, Uzbek and Tadzhik, were mere dialects of Turkish and Persian, 
but were transcribed into Latin and later Cyrillic script. Mosques were 
closed or changed into museums and Koranic education was abolished. The 
Surviving members of the local factions the Soviets had supported with 
their invasion were executed on charges of “bourgeois nationalist 
deviationism" and replaced by young bureaucrats trained in new Soviet 
schools. 

Is history repeating itself today in the case of Afghanistan? If we 
are to judge from Soviet actions to date, it is hard not to conclude that 
they intend that history shall repeat itself, if not through the formal 
annexation of Afghanistan, then through its de facto absorption into the 
Soviet empire. And if this is allowed to happen, can anyone be reasonably 
assured that this will be the end of the process, that there are not future 
Khivas and Bokharas and Afghanistans that await a similar fate? 

It is not, therefore, simply moral considerations and human solidarity 
that link us to the fate of the Afghan people. At stake in their struggle 
is respect for the principles of the United Nations Charter, the principles 
of the non-use of force, respect for the territorial integrity, national 
independence, and political sovereignty of states. Without this respect, 
world politics would succumb to anarchy and domination by the most 
ruthless, expansionist predator. 

We cannot -- we must not -- permit this to happen. 

The Soviet leaders undoubtedly believed when they launched their 
invasion of Afghanistan that they could deal with the international 
reaction by waiting patiently for the world's outrage to subside. The 
General Assembly can take great credit for frustrating this strategy. 
Passage of time has not served the aggressor. Indeed, the adoption of 
resolutions on Afghanistan by increasingly large majorities over the last 
three years shows that the world's outrage is growing. 

We now have an opportunity to reaffirm once again our commitment to the 
liberation of Afghanistan. In so doing, we can help remind those ig the 
Kremlin who ordered the Soviet invasion that their strategy has failed. We 
cannot afford, either as individual states with our own security concerns, 
Or aS a world organization dedicated to maintaining world peace, for the 
Soviet leaders to have any doubts on this score. _ 

The resolution before us today offers an honorable course for ending 
the Afghanistan crisis. Its objective is a peaceful, negotiated settlement 
leading to the withdrawai of Soviet forces, the restoration of Afghan 
celf-determination, independence, and nonalignment, and the return of the 
refugees to their homeland. By adopting this resolution, the United 
Nations General Assembly will be impressing on the Soviets the necessity to 
negotiate an end to their misadventure. Hopefully, this will speed the day 
when real negotiations on a settlement can begin. 

In this context, the United States wishes to express its appreciation 
to Secretary General Perez de Cuellar for his effort to probe the 
opportunities for a settlement which would implement the General Assembly 
resolutions. We support these efforts and urge the Soviets to cooperate 
with them. We also recognize, as the Secretary General said in his report 
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to the General Assembly this year, that "time is of the essence." If the 
Soviets truly desire to negotiate, they must come forward quickly or the 
rest of the world will be forced to conclude that they have no serous 
interest in reaching a settlement. 

The alternative to a negotiated settlement is a continuation of the 
conflict, with far-reaching and long-lasting consequences for world peace. 
The Afghan people, unbowed and unbroken despite repeated and relentless 
hammer blows, have shown that they will not submit to aggression -- not now 
and not ever. They have proved themselves to be a strong, proud, heroic 
people. With our support and solidarity, they shall also once again become 
a sovereign and independent people, permitted, as President Harry Truman 
once said, to work out their own destiny in their own way. This is all 
that they seek. It is all that we, the member States of the United 
Nations, seek for them. 
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Mr. Chairman, in his reply to the statement of the United States 
delegation this morning, the Iranian representative informed us he 
would begin with a fairy tale about a wolf. Actually, as it turned 
out,- the fairy tale extended throughout the reply of the Iranian 
delegation. 


The fact of the matter, Mr. Chairman, is that the persecution of the 
Baha'i faith in Iran is well attested. The facts are well known 
and, often have been discussed in this committee and at the 
Commission on Human Rights. They cannot be controverted by the 
fairy tales of the Iranian delegation. Let me take note of some 
recent events, as reported by the Baha'i International Community: 


Since early August of this year, over 90 Baha'is have been 
summarily arrested in Iran. Among them were 46 Baha'is 
(including at least nine women) who were seized in October ina 
series of midnight arrests in Shiraz, and 1l Baha'is in the 
Karaj area who were dismissed from their jobs with a local bank 
when they refused to recant their faith, and were then arrested 
by the Iranian regime. 


In Shiraz, the prayer books of the Baha'i prisoners were 
confiscated by the prison authorities, they were ordered to 
recite only Muslim prayers, and they were severely beaten.. 


One could go on and on, but the facts are clear and are well known. 
The Baha'i of Iran have been and are subjected to a campaign of 
brutal persecution because of their religion. 
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FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 148-(82) 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY November 26, 1982 


Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, in the 
Third Committee, on Item 85, Human Rights and Scientific and 
Technological Developments and Item 88, Torture and Other Cruel, 
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, November 26, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, last year the General Assembly adopted resolution 
36/56B in which it expressed the view that “the detention of persons 
in mental institutions on account of their political views or on 
other non-medical grounds is a violation of their human rights." In 
keeping with this view, it welcomed the work already being 
undertaken by the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and 
Protection of Minorities and its Rapporteur, Mrs. Erica-Irene Daes, 
in the preparation of a report on the subject to be submitted to the 
General Assembly at its thirty-eighth session through the Economic 
and Social Council. Because the Sub-Commission at its thirty-fifth 
session was not able to conclude its consideration of the draft body 
of guidelines, principles and guarantees, it appears that the report 
will not be submitted to the General Assembly until its thirty-ninth 
session. 
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Mr. Chairman, the United States considers the question of 
psychiatric abuse to be a matter of great significance and 
appreciates the work being done in this area by Mrs. Daes and the 
Sub-Commission. The use of psychiatry to control political dissent 
is, in one sense, an aspect of the abuse of medicine itself. Such 
abuse was practiced on an unprecedented scale by Nazi doctors many 
years ago and was an important feature of the Nazi totalitarian 
regime's-inhumanity and total disregard for the rights of the 
individual. 


The abuse of psychiatry for purposes of political control also 
reflects a total disregard for the rights of the individual. It 
constitutes a particularly insidious form of thought control which, 
in the hands of a totalitarian state, can be used on an alarming 
scale. Its use reveals the true essence of modern totalitarianism: 
it seeks to control all aspects of the individual's life -- not just 
his public actions but his private thoughts, not just his social 
existence but his inner self. 
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One of the most comprehensive analyses of psychiatric abuse is 
contained in a large volume authored by Sidney Bloch and Peter 
Reddaway called Psychiatric Terror. Bloch and Reddaway concentrate 
on the pattern of abuse in one country, the Soviet Union. While 
they note that the misuse of psychiatry has sometimes occurred in 
other countries as well, they assert that only in the Soviet Union 
has this practice “become widespread and systematic, the expression 
of a deliberate government policy." 





Since the late 1960's, overwhelming evidence has been accumulated 
that thousands of mentally healthy individuals within the Soviet 
Union who have engaged in nothing more than peaceful dissent have 
been subjected to involuntary psychiatric treatment, based on 
misdiagnoses of mental illness. Those who peacefully engage in 
political dissent, those who attempt to exercise minority, ethnic, 
Or national rights, to emigrate, or to practice their religion, as 
well as those whose activities are merely bothersome to the Soviet 
authorities, frequently find themselves sent to prison-like “special 
psychiatric hospitals* administered by the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs (which also runs the Soviet prison system) or to the 
Ordinary psychiatric hospitals of the Ministry of Health. It has 
become clear beyond any reasonable doubt that the forcible 
commitment or the threat of commitment in either an ordinary or 
special psychiatric hospital is being used as an official Soviet 
Government instrument to suppress dissent. 


Moreover, this is a growing, not a diminishing, practice. The 
number of special psychiatric hospitals has increased from possibly 
three prior to 1965 to twelve known to exist today. Conservative 
estimates of the number of sane persons currently subjected to 
confinement in psychiatric hospitals for their peaceful political 
activities, or for attempting to exercise their national rights, to 
practice their religion, or to emigrate, range between 500 to 1,000. 


To this number must be added an even laryer number of those whose 
activities were merely bothersome to che Soviet authorities. In May 
1981, for example, six specialists, including the chief 
neuropsychiatrist of the USSR Ministry of Health, Dr. Zoya 
Nikolaevna Serebryakova, presented a paper before the Seventh 
All-Union Congress of Neuropathologists and Psychiatrists in which 
they reported that 1.2% of all admissions to an unidentified 
psychiatric hospital in Moscow consisted of individuals who had 
presented themselves at government offices with complaints or 
information that the authorities considered to be "groundless" or 
"slanderous." If this figure is representative of other psychiatric 
hospitals, one can assume -- on the basis of official Soviet 
Statistics regarding the total number of psychiatric patients in the 
USSR -- that some 3,900 people have been interned for such 
"bothersome" activities. 


Peaceful dissenters who are forcibly confined in psychiatric 
nospitals.suffer various forms of physical abuse. Some of the most 
Striking abuses involve the deliberate misuse of powerful drugs as 
punishment. These drugs include those having mind altering 
effects. They are administered in massive doses in order to alter 
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the personality and the opinions of the individual dissident. 
Reports reaching the West continually refer to the frequent use of 
sulfazine. This drug, a mixture of sulfuric acid in peach oil, was 
discovered and used-in the West in the 1930's but has no respected 
position in present-day Western pharmacology. Its effect is to 
raise the body temperature dramatically and to create a 
psychological attitude whereby it is impossible for the victim to 
engage in any sustained physical activity for more than a few 
moments before desiring to engage in a different physical activity. 
Injections of sulfazine have been reported to be excruciatingly 
painful. Other reports concern the use of insulin injections which 
bring on shock in non-diabetic individuals. 


Misuse of such drugs can obviously be a tremendously effective means 
of coersion. Not only is the threat of their use a frighteneing 
prospect, but their actual use to alter a person's state of mind 
(either through manipulation of his brain or body chemistry) reduces 
the physical and intellectual resources a dissident requires in his 
unequal struggle against the authorities to maintain his sanity. 


A dissident may also be subjected to punishing “wrap-ups" whereby 
orderlies wind the patient tightly in wet canvas, then in warm 
blankets. “The canvas dries out and contracts and the person 
suffers agonies," according to Dr. Peter Sainsbury of Britain's 
Royal College of Psychiatrists. "This," he adds,"“could not possible 
be part of any therapeutic regime." 


A special kind of abuse is suffered by dissidents who are sent to 
special psychiatric hospitals where one also finds the most 
dangerous and violent patients. This approach is especially 
destructive, in that these mentally healthy individuals are 
subjected to physical abuse by those who are truly criminally 
insane, as well as by “orderlies" who in most cases are common 
Criminals. Soviet citizens who have experienced both confinement in 
penal labor camps and in special psychiatric hospitals invariably 
regard the latter as the more degrading and difficult experience. 


The main vehicle for the use of psychiatry as a tool to suppress 
dissent is the application to dissenters of a singular theory of 
schizophrenia, which has as its centerpeice the vague diagnosis of 
"sluggish schizophrenia," a diagnosis unknown outside the Soviet 
Union. The theory behind this diagnosis was developed by Dr. Andrei 
Snezhnevsky, head of the Institute of Psychiatry of the Soviet 
Academy of Medical Sciences and "dean" of the dominant "Moscow 
School" of psychiatry. The theory, so vague that it can be applied 
to any person, whether sane or mentally ill, has been overwhelmingly 
rejected by the world psychiatric community, and its application 
against dissenters has been internationally condemned. State 
psychiatrists at the Serbsky Institute of Forensic Psychiatry in 
Moscow, directed by Dr. Gregory Morozov, routinely apply Dr. 
Snezhnevsky's theory and invariably diagnose dissidents as 
schizophrenic. 
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One of the most famous cases involves Zhores Medvedev, a b*vlogist 
of international repute who was committed to a psychiatric hospital 
in 1970. Medvedev, who described his ordeal in his famous book, A 
Question of Madness, was not affiliated with any human rights group. 
He acted as an individual, and his efforts centered on the role of 
the scientist in the Soviet Union and the strict limitations placed 
upon the scientist by the state. He was diagnosed as suffering from 
"sluggish schizophrenia" accompanied by “paranoid delusions of 
reforming society." The basic symptons of his illness were 
described as a “split personality, expressed in the combining of 
scientific work in his field with publicist activities,” including 
literary criticism. 





The notion that engagement in two unrelated activities is a sympton 
of schizophrenia has given rise to the ironic term, “the Da Vinci 
syndrome," after the great Italian artist and scientist who was the 
Supreme example of the Renaissance genius. According to this 
ludicrous view, it would be necessary to certify as insane many of 
the most talented people in the world, providing that they have 
contributed to more than a single field of endeavor. 


Soviet psychiatrists who have emigrated to the West confirm that 
actions which would ordinarily be regarded as normal manifestations 
of a healthy personality, such as adhering strongly to one's 
convictions and arguing vigorously in support of those convictions, 
are regarded under Soviet psychiatric doctrine as symptomatic of 
schizophrenia and paranoia. This view is confirmed as well in 
Statements made by Soviet medical officials. Doctors of Medical 
Sciences Pechernikova and Kosachev, experts at the Institute of 
Forensic Psychiatry in Moscow, openly state: “Ideas of fighting for 
truth and justice most frequently arise in personalities with a 
paranoid structure." Again: "A characteristic feature of these 
(pathological) formations is the conviction of the individual's own 
rightness, an obsession with asserting his ‘trampled rights,' the 
importance the sick person attaches to his own feelings as an 
individual." 


In this respect, the case of General Pyotr Grigorenko is especially 
noteworthy. Born to a peasant family in the Ukraine in 1907, 
Grigorenko rose to the highest precincts of Soviet power. He became 
a Major-General in the Red Army, authored more than 60 articles on 
military science, and was showered with medals and honors, including 
the Order of Lenin. In the early 1960's, at the height of his 
career, he turned dissident, advocating a democratization of 
Communist Party rules. He was arrested, declared mentally ill, and 
committed to prison hospitals for the criminally insane. 


In 1978, after being stripped of his citizenship by the Soviet 
authorities, Grigorenko voluntarily underwent psychiatric 
examination in the United States in the hope of clearing up all 
doubts regarding his psychiatric status. He underwent separate, 
full-scale examinations by six of the most distinguished specialists 
in psychology, psychiatry, neurology, and neuropsychology. One of 
the specialists, Dr. Walter Reich, a lecturer in Psychiatry at Yale 
University and Chairman of the Program in the Medical and Biological 
Sciences at the Washington School of Psychiatry, summarized the 
findings in the following manner: 
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The task of the psychiatrists and consultants who 
examined Grigorenko was, in the main, to look for 
signs of illness. What we found was a mai: who, 
ironically, reminded us in some ways of the patient in 
Soviet descriptions. But their version of Grigorenko 
was consistently askew. For where they claimed 
obsessions, we found perserverence; where they cited 
delusions, we found rationality; where they 
identified psychotic recklessness, we found committed 
devotion; and where they diagnosed pathology, we 
found health. 


‘A Similar case is that of Vladimir Gershuni who was committed to the 


Oryol Special Psychiatric Hospital in 1970 for possessing 20 copies 
of a leaflet in defense of General Grigorenko. Mr. Gershuni's 
experiences provided the basis for Aleksandr Podrabinek's book on 
Soviet psychiatric abuse called Punitive Medicine. Mr. Gershuni, 
who was again interned in a special psychiatric hospital for a few 
weeks during the Moscow Olympics in 1980, was arrested in June of | 
this year and is likely to be reinterned. 





On April 13, 1978, the British, Russian-speaking psychiatrist Dr. 
Gerard Low-Beer, examined Mr. Gershuni in Moscow. His report, which 
was sent to the presidents of the British, American and Swiss 
psychiatric associations, draws these conclusions: 


He has a deep moral sense. This is of decisive 
importance both in his attitude to his country and in 
a self-critical way. His affective response was 
entirely normal and his thinking clear, without any 
Sign of thought-disorder or paranoid ideas. There was 
nothing bizarre in his opinions, nothing that would 
over-value his own importance, and no bizarre paranoid 
ideation which would point to a schizophrenic illness 
.+- Mr. Gershuni was one of the most impressive 
personalities that I met ... His compulsory admission 
to a special hospital in 1970, must with overwhelming 
probability, be considered an act of political 
vengeance which has no basis in his clinical mental 
state, 


In 1977, a Working Commission to Investigate the Use of Psychiatry 
for Political Purposes was formed in the Soviet Union under the 
auspices of the Moscow Helsinki Monitoring Group. Between February 
1980 and February 1981, Soviet authorities arrested all six members 
of the Commission, including Aleksandr Podrabinik who is now in a 
labor camp. Dr. Aleksandr Voloshanovitch, a psychiatrist who had 
acted as the group's consultant, was forced to emigrate from the 
Soviet Union. Following his emigration, Dr. Anatoly Koryagin filled 
his place as consultant to the Commission. On June 5, 1981, Dr. 
Koryagin himself was sentenced to 7 years of labor camp and 5 years 
of internal exile on charges of anti-Soviet agitation. His arrest 
came shortly after his meeting with Western correspondents to inform 
them that he could attest to the sanity of Alexei Nikitin, a mining 
engineer who had been sent to a special psychiatric hospital for 
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complaining about lax safety precautions in the Donetsk mines. Dr. 
Koryagin was the first Soyiet psychiatrist known to have been 
arrested and tried on political charges for defending victims of 
psychiatric repression since 1972, when Dr. Semyon Gluzman was 
arrested for defending General Grigorenko. 


Mr. Chairman, the growing body of evidence concerning the Soviet 
misuse of psychiatry for the purpose of suppressing dissent has 
brought the Soviet psychiatric profession into international 
disrepute and has aroused widespread protest among psychiatrists 
from other parts of the world. In 1977, the World Psychiatric 
Association passed a resolution censuring the Soviet Union and 
established a committee to investigate abuses of psychiatry. To 
date, the Soviet Union has refused to cooperate in any way with the 
committee. 


As early as 1973, the British Royal College of Psychiatrists issued 
a statement deploring the use of "political psychiatry” in the 
Soviet Union. On December 20, 1979, the College requested that Dr. 
Andrei Snezhnevsky answer charges that he had mishandled the case of 
Ukrainian activist Leonid Plyushch, a mathematician who was 
involuntarily committed in 1973 following conviction for anti-Soviet 
agitation and propaganda. Rather than answer the charges, Dr. 
Snezhnevsky resigned his honorary membership in the Royal College. 


In response to the continuing Soviet misuse of ;sychiatry for 
suppressing dissent, the failure of the Soviet Union to cooperate 
with the WPA committee, and the arrest of all six members of the 
Moscow Working Commission, an “International Association on the 
Political Use of Psychiatry" was recently formed in Western Europe. 
The Association includes groups from France, Canada, Holland, 
Switzerland, the Federal Republic of Germany, and Britain. 


In addition, the Board of Trustees of the American Psychiatric 
Association, (APA) in June 1981, unanimously elected Dr. Koryagin to 
Corresponding Membership in the APA. In addition, the APA has hired 
legal counsel for Dr. Gluzman and is conducting a fund-raising 
campaign on his behalf. This action has been taken at the request 
of Dr. Gluzman, who has sent the APA his power of attorney in the 
matter of his imprisonment. 


Mr. Chairman, the imprisonment in both Soviet psychiatric hospitals 
and institutions for the criminally insane of entirely sane people 
who have done no more than express dissent from certain aspects of 
Soviet society has been established beyond doubt. The reports of 
the physical abuse which they suffer during their confinement are 
also both consistent and well documented. 


The misuse of psychiatry and psychiatric facilities within the 
Soviet Union to suppress and punish dissent is a problem of great 
magnitude with the most disturbing implications, not just for the 
science of psychiatry but for world peace as well. A government 
that equates dissent with insanity and treats the mere expression of 
a critical point of view as an illegitimate and punishable act is 
not likely to be tolerant of differences in international relations 
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either. The use of psychiatry to enforce control, and the official 
justification of such a practice in the regime's ideology, suggests 
a view of the world that is inconsistent with standards of civilized 
behavior as well as with the requirements of a pluralist 
international order. 


The disturbing international implications of the abuse of psychiatry 
were well expressed in a letter written by Dr. Anatoly Koryagin from 
Soviet Political Labor Camp Number 37 where he is now imprisoned. 
"Soviet politicians," Dr. Koryagin writes, “have always, and 
especially recently, trumpeted across the world their appeals to 
live in peace, friendship and cooperation with others. It is, 
however, impossible to believe that politicians who keep their own 
people deprived of all rights and incarcerate critics in 
concentration camps and psychiatric prisons, .:ally care about the 
happiness of all peoples." 


Mr. Chairman, people all over the world who desire geniune peace owe 
a debt of gratitude to Dr. Koryagin and others like him who have 
made such a great personal sacrifice in the effort to expose and 
abolish the practice of the political abuse of psychiatry in the 
Soviet Union. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. President, the United States Delegation has no intention of 
dignifying with response the litany of ludicrous and totally 
unfounded allegations delivered earlier in this session by the 
representatives of Cuba and Laos. We know that members of this 
Assembly will recognize these allegations for what they are -- a 
wholly implausible and inept attempt to divert the attention of the 
international community from the sources of real threats to 
international peace and stability in Asia and elsewhere around the 
world. Cuba, the only Latin American country with troops stationed 
Outside its border and the only country of this hemisphere with a 
resident Soviet garrision, is particularly unqualified to speak in 


this forum of threats to international peace and security. 


As members of this Assembly well know, the dangerous new situation 
that has been created in Southwest Asia stems not from the heroic 
Struggle of the Afghan people to free their homeland from foreign 
domination, but from the invasion and occupation of Afghanistan 
since 1979 by more than 100,000 Soviet troops. This brutal 
occupation has not only. caused untold disruption and suffering among 
the Afghan people, sut has also greatly heightened the danger to 
other nations throughout the region posed by the Soviet Uhion's 


, ambitious and aggressive military policies. Nor are we, the members 


of this Assembly in any doubt as to the source of aggression and 
insecurity in Southeast Asia, having only recently reaffirmed their 
views in the resolution on the situation in Kampuchea which was 
adopted by an overwhelming majority of this Assembly. 


Thank you, Mc. President. 


KERR 
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Statement by Richard H. Milton, United States Representative, in the 
First Committee, in Explanation of Vote on Resolution L.64, the 
Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, November 26, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, my delegation wishes to very briefly explain 
its vote against Resolution L.64, Revision l. 


We realize that a great deal of effort on the part of a 
number of delegations motivated by sincere concerns went — 
into the drafting of this resolution. The United States 
shares the concerns of many for possible destabilizing, 
aggressive,military use of outer space and we will . 
cooperate with practical efforts to stop and prevent such 

use. As the Honorable Eugene V. Rostow said to this 
Committee October 27th, the United States has moved forward -- 
"studying the feasibility of imposing further limits on 

the military use of outer space. . ." 


The Commitee also will have noted the support of my 
delegation for Resolution L.42.. 


The United States has a positive attitude and is hopeful that 
the fears of aggression from outer space can be assuaged. 


We cannot, however, support impractical, or one-sided 
resolutions which we believe might discourage progress on 
constructive initiatives here or in the Committee on 
Disarmament. ; 


The unfortunate focus of Resolution L.64 on the term, 
"Militarization," taking it to require an over-simplistic 
ban on any and all "military" devices, is a major reason my 
delegation could not support the resolution. The question is 
one of use, aggressive military use of space -- through the 

- use of any device. What may appear to be the most benign satel- 
lite may have important military applications. At the same 
time, many military devices in space are defensive and serve 
vital stabilizing purposes, quite the opposite results that 
Resolution L.64 contemplates coming from military uses of 
space. 





The issue, again, is the use of space, not the devices in space. 
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Finally, Mr. Chairman, I would ask the Committee to 
recall that only one country has tested and deployed an 
operational anti-satellite system which could destroy any 


satellite which it may deem objectivnable and there is no 


international instrument to prevent such activity. Only 
one country has a space program that is predominantly 
military in direction and in orientation. That country is 
not the United States. On the contrary, this morning's 
New York Times tells us that American space technology is 
applied even to the archaeology and prehistoric geology of 
the Sahara. 





The thrust of the United States space program is toward 
the maintenance of peace and promotion of scientific 
adva: cement -- goals I believe all of us living together on 
this planet should share. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, in the 
Third Committee, on Item 93, International Campaign against Traffic 
in Drugs, November 29, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, there are few problems facing the world community which 
have more serious consequences than drug abuse. In my own country, 
and in a growing number of countries world-wide, drug abuse has 
reached epidemic proportions. Confronting and controlling drug abuse 
requires constant local, national and international efforts and 
requires a growing commitment to action by all nations. 


Not only do illegal drug production, trafficking and consumption 

cause social, economic and political instability, but perhaps worst 

of all, drug abuse often destroys the very people who carry the hope ~ 
for_the future -- the youth. As President Ronald Reagan recently | 
said, "We cannot afford to lost the campaign against drug abuse, ... 

drug abuse is 4 problem that can be solved.... The time is past for 
debate and discussion. It is time for action." 
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With this in mind, President Reagan is leading the U.S. in a renewed 
commitment to fight drug abuse and the drug trade. A new federal 
drug abuse strategy was endorsed two months ago by the President and 
follows a very successful year of domestic drug control efforts. It 
‘ emphasizes foreign policy initiatives and international cooperation 
as major components of our program to reduce drug abuse. We firmly 
believe that the international control of illegal drug production and 
trafficking, especially heroin, cocaine, marijuana, and other 
dangerous drugs, is essential. There is only one way this can be 
achieved, and that is through a more comprehensive effort involving 
full international cooperation. 
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Those parties who have not yet signed the International Conventions 
should quickly move to do so. Furthermore, all UN members, both 
treaty signators and non-signators alike, should make compliance with 
the obligations of the treaties a high government priority. 


The United States sees narcotics control as an integral part of its te 
foreign policy. We urge a greater sharing of responsibility for 
national actions against drug production and drug trafficking, and 

for increased diplomatic efforts to improve international 
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cooperation. We pledge to continue expansion of our own significant 
effort. As a concerned member of the international community, the 
United States is willing to assist producer and transit nations. We 
recognize and accept the reality of social, political and economic 
circumstances which make narcotics control difficult to achieve. 
But, we assert that all nations, and especially producer and transit 
nations, must take greater action regarding drug control for which 
they are responsible under the internatonal drug control 


conventions. It is increasingly clear that those countries most 


adversely affected by drug abuse are those where the raw materials of 
harmful products are produced. Thus, internatonal assistance should 

focus more on the control of drug production and trafficking to nelp 

those countries most in need and most affected. 


Of course, there is also an important role to be played by the 
international community and the United Nations in drug control. As 
my delegation stated at the Spring session of the Economic and Social 
Council, we believe that all the necessary mechanisms are now in 
place to mount a revitalized campaign against drug abuse. The 
International Strategy and Policies for Drug Control which were 
approved by last year's General Assembly have provided a useful, 
all-encompassing focus for international efforts. 


The draft resolution (A/C.3/37/L.5) presented by the Economic and 
Social Council fits directly within this context and endorses a list 
of projects identified by the Commission on Narcotic Drugs for 
implementation in 1983. This list was drawn up in a manner that will 
facilitate implementation of projects in order 3f priority. As was 
made clear in the last two Commission meetings, the United States and 
other Commission members are convinced that, in the present era of 
economic austerity, the implementation of the prioritized projects 
should proceed within resources that are now available. No new 
resources should be required. The list as constituted, is long and 
ambitious. Therefore, rational implementation must be flexible and 
selective to conserve personnel resources and to make full use of 
available funds. We know that this is possible. We have impressive 
new leadership in the Divison of Narcotic Drugs and in the UN Fund 
for Drug Abuse Control. With their rational approach to managing 
these resources, we are convinced that in future years even more can 
be accomplished within the context of the International Strategy. 


In relation to specific UN bodies, we are pleased that the 
International Narcotics Control Board continues its invaluable work 
efficiently and effectively. We commend the Board, especially on its 
successful monitoring of methaqualone, and we call on all governments 
to fully cooperate with future Board requests in order to assure the 
continued provision of its reliable services. 


As for the Divisiom and the Fund, our anticipation of progress in 
these organizations under their new leadership has proven to be well 
founded. Mrs. Oppenheimer has worked skillfully with the Division to 
move toward the rational implementation of the Commission's wishes. 
We look forward to the Division's increasingly efficient use of its 
regular budget resources and the elimination of unnecessary meetings 
Or marginal activities. 
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We are also pleased to note in the Secretary-General's report 
(A/37/530, paragraphs 4-6), that the Division during 1982 convened 
two meetings of UN agencies concerned about drug abuse. These 
meetings were intended to increase coordination among UN agencies and 
make the best use of limited resources. We commend this activity, 
and urge all UN agencies with responsibilities in this field -- 
including WHO, FAO, UNESCO, UNDP and others -- to give full attention 
to the important contributions that they can make. Narcotics control 
is a problem that all nations and all responsible organizations must 
address on an urgent basis. 


Dr. DiGennaro, the new Director of the UN Fund for Drug Abuse 
Control, has also proven himself to be very skillful in his 
administration. His ambitious plans for the Fund, his 
representations around the world to gain support, and his commitment 
to careful planning and evaluation are all greatly appreciated by 
those of us who hope to see Pund projects be successful and 
effective. We remain firmly committed to working through and with 
the Fund and we urge other nations to help support the Fund with 
their voluntary contributions and other specific support. 


As we look to the future, no one can say that the control of drug 
abuse is yet within our grasp. However, we are moving in the right 
direction. Our individual and collective responsibility to future 
generations demands that we continue and improve our efforts. We 


- urge all governments to join and enforce the Single Convention and 


the Convention on Psychotropic Substances. Each government must take 
responsibility for its citizens' involvement in the production, 
trafficking and consumption of illicit drugs. Each organization must 
play its part. We must all make an absolute commitment to law 
enforcement, crop production control and the discouragement of 
traffickers and users. My government is taking such action through 
its new Strategy on Drug Abuse and through cooperation with other 
governments and international organizations. We urge others to join 
us in this renewed international campaign for narcotics control. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Statement by David Adamson, United States Representative, in the Pirst 
Committee, in Explanation of Vote on the Draft Resolution on the 
Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace (contained in A/37/29), 

November 29, 1982 


I wish to note that, as has been the case every 
year since 1980, the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean again 
recommended by consensus, for adoption in First Committee, a 
draft resolution on the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. As 
is well known, my delegation attaches fundamental importance 
to the Ad Hoc Committee's consensus method of decision-taking. 
Any attenipt to disregard or circumvent that procedure--in the 
Ad Hoc Committee itself or in the organs to which the Ad Hoc 
Committee reports, notably the First Committee--would be a most 


serious development. | 


It goes almost without saying that in the text of any 
consensus resolution there are bound to be elements that some 
delegations find less than fully satisfactory. I should like to 
indicate what some of our difficulties are with the resolution 
we have just adopted. 

The principal flaw of the resolution as we see it is a 


continuing preoccupation, reflected in several paragraphs, with 


means rather than ends.To be specific,an Indian Ocean conference 
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is not an end in itself, but a means to establish a Zone of 
Peace. For a conference to succeed, agreement on the substantive 
content of such a zone would be necessary, as would a suitable 
political and security climate. Both are manifestly lacking 
today. It would behoove us, then, to focus on these realities, 
rather than endeavor to set arbitrary--and unrealistic--target 
dates for a conference. For our part, we would be prepared to 
attend a conference, once we have agreed in the Ad Hoc Committee 
on the substance of a workable zone of peace concept and when 

the political and security climate has become propitious. For 
the second of these necessities to become a reality, the Soviet 
Union will have to withdraw its occupation forces from Afghanistan. 
Much could be said about that brutal occupation, but I will 
confine myself to noting that this matter has just been the 
subject of important debate in the General Assembly plenary. 

I do not wish to dwell on shortcomings of the resolution, 
for these are significant positive elements as well. In preambular 
paragraph seven the progress made by the Committee in 1982 is duly 
noted. That progress derived notably from an initiative taken by 
a group of Committee members, including the United States, and 
embodied in document A/AC. 159/L.44 of 21 May 1982. That initiative 
calls for the elaboration by the Committee of a set of principles 
or code of conduct acceptable to all Committee members, and that 
would guide relations among the littoral and hinterland states 
of the region, as well as relations between these states and 
states outside the region; document L.44 itself contains a model 


set of principles. This initiative is designed to break the 


current impasse in the Committee on fundamental issues, such as 
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the terms of reference that should guide the Committee's work, the 
causes of tension and instability in the region, the future 
direction of the Committee, and the question of an Indian Ocean 
Conference. The initiative is designed to foster the creation 

of a zone of peace bystimulating, as preambular paragraph twelve 
of the resolution just adopted states, “full cooperation among the 
littoral and hinterland states, the permanent members of the | 
Security Council and the major maritime users to ensure conditions 
of peace and security based on the purposes and principles 

of the Charter as well as the general principles of international 
law.” It is our hope that the initiative reflected in document 
L.44 will form the basis of the Ad Hoc Committee's work in 1983. 

Of paramount importance in the resolution is the emphasis 
placed on the necessary harmonization of views on the relevant 
umresolved issues--which, as I have indicated, are highly 
significant ones~-as well as on the need for an easing of tension 
in the region. These essential considerations are reflected in 
operative paragraphs four and five, as well as in the preamble. 

I have already foreshadowed what my delegation believes 
should be the thrust of the Ad Hoc Committee's work next year. 
Allow me just one further comment on the Committee's work program 
and schedule, as set out in operative pesequesh 7 of the resolution 
before us. That paragraph requests the Ad Hoc Committee to hold 
three further sessions in 1983 of a duration of two weeks each. 


We take it that the Committee will thus hold its usual winter, 


spring, and summer sessions. Further, operative seven refers 
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to the possibility of considering ; fourth session as required. 
We take this to be a reference to the possibility of a brief 
fall session as has occurred each year since 1980, because of the 
regrettable inability of the Committee to finish its work on 
schedule. We earnestly hope, isilinke. that there will be no 
need for such a brief fall meeting, since three regular sessions 
should be sufficient to accomplish the Committee's tasks . 
delegations work earnestly with an eye to present realities and 
the need to forge a consensus embracing all delegations. 

In commenting on the resolution,I have touched on a number 
of the fundamental considerations that shape my delegation's approach 
to the question of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. However, 
now is not the time to develop at length our position, as 
we have done, most recently, on August 6 and August 20 during 
the Ad Hoc Committee's summer session in Geneva. 

I would be remiss if, before concluding, I did not pay 
homage to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee, Ambassador Ben 
Fonseka of Sri Lanka. His leadership, patience, and talent for compromise 


catalyzed the breakthroughs that brought us the draft resolution 
} 


just adopted. We therefore applaud Ambassador Fonseka. 
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Statement by Jon Gundersen, United States Representative, in the 
First Committee, on Item 50, Non First Use of Nuclear Weapons (L.47), 
November 24, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, Resolution A/C.1/37/L.47 presents an important 

challenge to the wisdom and serious purpose of this Committee. The 
basic idea of it is disarmingly simple: unilateral declarations by 
states that they will not be the first to use nuclear weapons. At 

first blush, the idea also might strike most as ~Svious and . 
unassailable. Isn't nuclear war, after all, as horror, the threat of 
which all men can agree, must be reduced and eliminated? 


But the members of this Committee are not addressing a new idea. For 
although the proposal of unilateral declarations of non-first use of 
nuclear weapons is of recent vintage, the issue of selective 
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons has appeared here, in one 
form Or another, for many years. The delegates to this Committee, 
thus, understand that the superficial appea’ of such resolutions is 

‘ deceptive. The underlying issues are, indeed, complex and troubling, 
. and they cry out not to be ignored. 
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In the view of the United States, the starting point for 
consideration of Resolution L.47 should be the United Nations 
Charter. The essential provisions of the Charter bind all members to 
avoid the use or threat of use of force against any state - whether 
such force be nuclear or conventional. If all Member States 
fulfilled its binding obligation, there would be no fear of the 
possible use of nuclear weapons. 


The United States, like its North Altantic Alliance partners and 
Other allies and friends are dedicated to upholding and strengthening 
this central provision of the Charter. The NATO Member States 
declared again in Bonn, Germany on June 10, 1982: “None of our 
weapons will ever be used in response to 
attack.” 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


= ™~ 


ew we FeSO 





o 2 « 


But just as the Charter prohibits all military aggression, so does it 
recognize the right of self-defense. In an environment of flagrant 
and unremitting violations of the Charter and confronted with large 
and growing forces, the United States and its allies must insist that 
the right of self-defense cannot be fettered. 





Thus, it is clear that, in the light of the Charter, the proposal for 
declarations of non-first use of nuclear weapons are unnecessary and 
redundant. They divert attention from the need to address the danger 
of war itself. They also misdirect attention from the threat posed 
by the massive build-up of the strategic and intermediate-range 
nuclear force of one bloc of states which my government has 
repeatedly detailed. In present circumstances, calls by that side 
for unenforceable unilateral pledges are exposed as hollow. The 
proper place to seriously address these forces and the threat they 
pose is in the START and INF negotiations. 


Further, given the present and long-standing imbalance, particuarly 
in Europe, of conventional forces, departure by NATO from its 
established policy of flexible response to any aggression would be 
seriously destablizing, thus increasing the dangers of war. The 
solution to that conventional imbalance is a positive Eastern 
response to proposals for mutual, balanced and verifiable force 
reductions to equal levels in Central Europe. 


Mr. Chairman, my government believes that Resolution L.47 is not only 
superfluous, but mischievous in that it attempts to‘direct attention 
from the binding Charter provisions, and from the serious challenge 
of negotiated agreements that fairly and verifiably reduce the level 
and instability of both nuclear and conventional military forces. 
Therefore, my delegation will vote no on this resolution. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 153 - (82) 
December 1, 1982 


UNITED STATES AND REPUBLIC OF PALAU CALL PLEBISCITE 
ON COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION 


The Governments of the United States and of the Republic of 
Palau have announced the holding of a plebiscite in Palau on 
Tuesday, 11 January 1983. The plebiscite will be an act of 

' gself-determination by the people of Palau regarding their future 
political status and is a step toward termination of the last 
remaining United Nations Trusteeship. 
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In the plebiscite, the voters of Palau will be ected whether 
they approve or disapprove a Compact of Free Association and 

a number of agreements subsidiary to it, all of which were ' 
signed by representatives of the two governments -- Ambassador 
Fred M. Zeder, Personal Representative of the President of the 
United States for Micronesian Status Negotiations, and Lazarus 
E. Salii, Ambassador for Status Negotiations and Trade Relations 
of the Republic of Palau -- in Washington on 26 August 1982. 


The United States has requested a special session of the United 
Nations Trusteeship Council later this month at which it will 
ask the Council to organize an international observer mission 

to witness the final stages of a public education program now 
under way in Palau and the voting in the plebiscite itself. 

The education program in Palau is being conducted by a committee 
under the chairmanship of Palau Vice President and Minister of 
State Alfonso R. Oiterong. 
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The United States and Palau agreed in the Compact to call 

the plebiscite jointly, and an announcement of the date is 
being made simultaneously in Koror, Palau's capital, by Haruo 
I. Remeliik, President of the Republic. Procedures for the 
conduct of the plebiscite are established in Palau Public Law 
No.1-43 enacted by the Republic's Olbiil Era Kelulau (national 
legislature). 


Voters will also be asked in the plebiscite to indicate their 
preference between alternative forms of political status -- 

a relationship with the United States closer than that of Free 
Association, or Independence -- in the event the Compact does 
not achieve majority approval., The result on this second 
question would then constitute. guidance to tne two govern- 
ments for further negotiations. 


Signature of the Compact and its related agreements in August 
represented the completion of more than a decade of negotia- 
tions. U.N. observation of the plebiscite is among several 
governing principles for Free Association adopted by the nego- 
tiators in a meeting at Hilo, Hawaii, in April, 1978. 
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Thank you Mr. Chairman, as everyone knows, and as we clearly stated 
before this body on Monday, the United States believes that 
international efforts to control drug abuse are among our most 
important responsibilities. We fully support the ongoing activities 
of the UN Fund for Drug Abuse Control, the Division for Narcotic 
Drugs and the International Narcotics Control Board and sincerely 
hope to be able to endorse draft resolution A/c.3/37/L.5. 


In fact, we supported this resolution in both the Commission on 
Narcotic Drugs and ECOSOC, but we gave our support with the 
understanding that it could and would be implemented without 
additional financial requirements. Now, we find in document 

A/c .3/37/L.6 that adoption of the draft resolution will require up to 
$266,000 in additional resources. 


We regret these financial implications and we believe that in this 
case, due.to special circumstances, the UN can and should undertake 
this important initiative within available resources. We come to 
this conclusion after careful consideration of the Division for 
Narcotic Drugs budget, after listening to the DND Director's remarks 
yesterday and after studying the summary records of both the 29th 
regular session and 7th special session of the Commission on Narcotic 
Drugs... In this resolution with an amendment, members of the third 
committee, have an unusual opportunity to achieve necessary progran 
goals while simultaneously taking full account of the extremely 
difficult economic situation which faces the world today. 


Of course the achievement of both these objectives requires a 
continuation of the DND program rationalization which is occuring 
under Mrs. Oppenheimer's capable leadership. In fact, we believe 
program rationalization is the only way to proceed. 


We accept the Director's suggestion that the Division was “over 
charged" or “over-programmed" during 1982 and we strongly endorse her 
Suggestion that two projec=s included in the prioritized list for 
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implementation in 1983, should be eliminated or at least delayed 5 
based on recommendations made by the qualified expert groups. We 
would like to ask Mrs. Oppenheimer to confirm, for the record, that 
this change is possible and advisable. 


Rationalization such as this is in full agreement with the 
International Strategy and Policies for Drug Control. And, of 
course, in any case, this change will immediately require a new 
financial implications statement on L.5. The removal of these two 
projects will lessen the additional financial requirements of the 
resolution by $98,900. Furthermore, it will free $128,700 in regular 
budget funds or that value of other regular budget resources which 
were scheduled for use in these projects. 


Further savings can also be easily obtained from other quarters, for 
example; the Committee has also been informed, in the report of the 
Director, that three 1982 projects were not fully implemented. We 
have been told that non implementation of one of these projects has 
left $40,000 available in unexpended resources from the 1982 budget 
Which can be carried over to 1983 to further lower the 1983 financial 
requirements. By our conservative estimate this will bring the 
additional resource requirement to approximately $127,200. : 
Still related to the CND approved projects, last year, when the ACABQ 
examined the prioritized list of projects for 1982 which was very 
Similar to this years' list, it found significant savings could be 
Gained through reprogramming of personnel resources without affecting 
project implementation. It seems reasonable that savings could also 
be gained this year even prior to ACABQ consideration. 


Finally we note with interest two other facts included in the 
Director's report. First, that during 1982 the staff resources at 
the Division were at about two-thirds of the established professional 
Staffing table and secondly, that the Laboratory has remained without 
a director for another year of relative inactivity. 


We commend the Director for solving both these pressing dilemmas 
through an active recruitment program and we wonder if it is not 
reasonable to expect that the lack of substantial personnel costs and 
laboratory activity has led to other savings that might be applied to 
the second half of the 1982-83 biennium to further reduce any 
requirement of additional resources for 1983. 


There is one other point we wish to make concerning the intentions of 
the Commission. Member States and the Governing Bodies are often 
asked by the Secretariat for guidance in the implementation of 
specific activities. In this case the Commission has provided such 
guidance and it should be used. In 1981 when the Commission 
Originally approved the strategy or policies for Drug Control it 
Clearly specifiec in Resolution 1 of its 29th Session, that approved 
projects should be funded in each year, “according to indicated 
priorities and sources of finance". And in Resolution 6 the same 








year, the Commission indicated that the projects should be financed 
through, reallocation within the United Nations budget of the funds 
necessary". These resolutions were viewed by the CND members as the 
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modus operandi for each year's planning of the international 
narcotics program and they helped lead to our understanding that use 
of a prioritized list would eliminate any additional resources 
reuirement. Last year, unfortunate circumstances led to financial 
implications despite the Commission's intentions. This year however 
it should be clear that a resolution without additional financial 
cost is within our grasp. The Commission took great pains to develop 
a list of projects in priority order to assist the DND in rational 
implementation. By using this order, as intended, and with 
Flexibility, the Division can implement as many projects as it has 
the personnel and financial resources to manage. This is the fully 
documented intent of the Commission. 





With all these in mind we propose that operative paragraph one be 
amended to read: 


"1. Approves the projects recommended by the Commission on 
Narcotic Drugs in its resolution I (S-VII), as set out in the 
report of the Commission on its seventh special session, for 
implementation in 1983 to the extent possible in order of 
priority and within available U.N. resources," 


This amendment will allow the Division to continue its rational 
approach to program implementation guided but not bound by the 
prioritization of the Commission and making full use of available 
resources. We would not make this proposal if we though any aspect 
of the control of international drug abuse would suffer. you all 
know the overriding importance my government places on this issue. 
However it seems clear that we have here an opportunity to contain 
expenses by using visable sources of savings that are immediately 
available. With continued good management all the projects slated 
for 1983 can be carried out. Endorsing this amendment and the 
Resolution as a whole will demonstrate that we can be both 
responsible to social concerns and responsive to need for careful 
budget management. Many other members, and especially members of the 
Commission have voiced their support for this amendment during our 
extensive consultations and we hope it will be accepted by 
consensus. 


Both of these issues -- the need for maximum effectiveness of the 
international effort to control drug abuse, and the need to keep the 
UN budget within its existing limits -- are of the highest importance 
to my delegation and the UN. They are not necessarily conflicting 
goals. Because of the importance of these issues, and because 
delegations need time to consider the US proposal, I request that 
voting on L.5 be delayed until the end of this afternoon's session. 
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Mr. Chairman, 

The United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine 
Refugees in the Near East was established 33 years ago in the 
hope that peace and security would soon be restored in that 
war-torn region. We were participating in what we then thought 
would be a temporary humanitarian effort--to meet the needs of 

- Palestinian refugees. Our hopes have not yet been fulfilled. 
But our determination to help is stronger than ever. Recent 
events in Lebanon have dramatically underscored the need for all 
the parties to the conflict to discard old ways and old 

“attitudes that have been obstacles to peace and to take new 
steps--and even new risks--toward peace and fraternity among 
neighbors. We believe the peace proposals advanced by President 
Reagan, and the subsequent discussions, signal a growing 
determination to turn away from the battlefield and toward the 
negotiating table. There has been in recent months a quickening 
of diplomatic activity, a new momentum that should be sustained 
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until peace is secured. 


Mr. Chairman, 
The services provided by UNRWA to Palestine refugees 


- remain indispensable. During and immediately after the 
fighting in Lebanon, the staff of UNRWA performed important 
humanitarian tasks in providing food, shelter and health care 
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to the homeless and suffering. UNRWA worked closely with the 
governments of Lebanon and Israel, local authorities, the 
International Committee of the Red Cross and various private 
voluntary agencies to help those in need. Mr. Chairman, 

in view of the continuing urgent need for emergency services 
in Lebanon, we take this opportunity to inform the donor 
community that the United States will make available the amount 
of $14.5 million to UNRWA in further response to its emergency 
appeals. The specific programs for which these funds will 

be used -- food, shelter, and health care -- leave no doubt 
that the funds will serve the humanitarian purposes for which 
they are intended. 


can Foreign 


Mr. Chairman, 

We deeply regret instances of abuse of UNRWA's humanitarian 
service and any attempt to employ these services as a mask for 
military activity, for terrorism, or preparation for conflict. 
Let there be no doubt that the U.S. is most seriously concerned 
about the misuse of the Siblin vocational training facility, 
the more so in view of the conditions that we have placed on 
our contributions to UNRWA. As you are aware, we have withheld 
certain payments to the agency until we thoroughly reviewed 
the Commissioner General's report on the abuse at Siblin. 

We must be confident that the Commissioner General is taking 
every possible action to strengthen UNRWA's management and 
oversight capabilities to ensure that the Agency's resources 
and facilities are used only for the humanitarian purposes 
envisioned by UNRWA's mandate and by the contributing countries 
and organizations. Donor countries need to play a greater role 
in offering guidance and technical support to UNRWA, and we 
look forward to renewed efforts by the Commissioner General to 
strengthen relations with members of the Advisory Commission and 
to introduce greater transparency in UNRWA's programs. 
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Mr. Chairman, 
The United States is once again offering a resolution 





reaffirming the need to assist Palestine refugees. In doing 
so, we wish to reaffirm our commitment to the voluntary 
principle of funding UNRWA's work and to express our thanks 

to all governments and organizations which have responded 
generously to the Commissioner General's appeals for additional 
contributions. We also wish to commend the Commissioner 
General's initiatives in concentrating the resources of the 
Agency on its most essential services and, in this context, to 
applaud the decision by the European community to convert 

half of its contributions in-kind to cash in order to 

provide needed funds for UNRWA's education programs. We urge 
other donors to follow these examples and to increase their 
contributions. 


Foreign 
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We see no justification for the request made in paragraph 7 of L.35, 
to employ cons ultancy services at a cost of $72,000 for the study on 
the acquisition of a UN communications satellite and less costly 
alternatives. In the light of the Joint Inspection Unit's report on 
these matters, it would appear to us that no additional resources 
need be provided for this purpose. 

Regarding the proposal to create an additional professional post to 


service the Pool of Non-Aligned News Agencies, we refer 
ACABQ's recommendation at the 36th Session that the term 
"strengthening" does not automatically require additional resources. 
Resources were provided for this purpose at the 36th Session 
overturning that ACABQ recommendation. 
My delegation, furthermore, is unconvinced that the establishment of 
new information centers in Luanda and Brazzaville will require the 
addition of six posts at each center. We note that information 

S in cities of similar size are adequately served by 
ntially smaller staffs. 


Mr. Chairman, nn 
Support the request for an en 


I repeat, the delegation of the United States ca 
additonal $697,700 in 1983 to imple 
this draft resolution. We do not believe there are adequate 
justifications for many of these requests. Once the ACABQ and the 
Fifth Committee have reviewed them, we would expect, indeed, a far 
smaller sum be required to implement these activities. But in view 
of the current level of the DPI's budget and the explosive, incessant 
growth in that department's budget over the last several years, we do 
not see justification for any additional resources to implement 
L.15. My delegation is fully confident that the amendment we propose 
would allow the Secretary General to implement the draft resolution 
without any impact on the priority activities of the DPI. Quite the 
contrary, it is our feeling that to adopt this amendment would 


- 
_ be 
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provide the Secretary General with the appropriate incentive to 
demand that the DPI, in common with all major program centers of the 
United Nations, fulfill its responsibilities in the most efficient, 
cost-effective manner. 

Thank you Mr. Cnalrman. 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations 


General Assembly, in the Special Political Committee, in Explanation 
of Vote on Item 67, Questions Relating to Information (L.15), 


December 2, 1982 


The United States entered into deliberations on this resolution 
in genuine cood faith, with the earnest hope that it might be 
possible to achieve consensus. Most of our colleagues through- 
Out this chamber did so as well--and my delegation would like a 
to express appreciation to the participants in the Working 
Group, and particularly to its fair-minded chairman, Dr. 
Rodriguez-Medina of our sister republic of Colombia. Every- 
one did indeed try. In the end we were unable to achieve con- 
sensus. But, in our judoment, this should not be permitted to 
diminish the importance of the effort, or to deflect attention 
from the. improvements.we were able to agree on, or from the 
fact that increasingly our deliberations focused on certain 

key issues--on certain principles fundamental to the free flow 
Of ideas and information and to strencthening the institutions 


of freedom everywhere in the worid. 
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Consensus or no consensus, tnese are no mean accomp 





rMMVEEINGe TV fit FW PF PNP PE Pg 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


— New TMs rt PM we 


eo 2-« 





In our initial statement before the Committee on the item be- 
fore us, my delegation made it clear that we could not and 
would not join a consensus on a resolution if its implementation 
were to require the expenditure of additional resources--re- 
sources beyond those allocated in the 1982-1983 Program Budget. 
We meant what we said then, and we mean it today: the ever-ex- 


panding universe of U.N. budget growth must be resisted. This 


in the view of the Unitec States delegation is amonc the high- 
est of the obligations of all Member States, large or small. 
This resistance cannot be put off to some later time. It can- 
not be deferred to some other committee. It is our responsib- 
ility, shared by all, and it is non-delecable. The U.N. does 
not have access to inexhaustible resources. Priorities must 
be established. Programs past their prime--in the area of 
information and in every other area of our work=-must be 
phased down and phased out, to make way for new and more 
valuab le programs. More than fiscal responsibility is here 
at issue: what I am talking about is the viability of an evolv- 


ing organization seeking to accomplish the goals of the U.N. 


Charter. 


Even beyond this major concern, my delecation and government, 

and indeed the American people, are deeply concerned that the 
% 

resolutions of the General Assembly on Questions Relating to 

Information are focusing less and less on the fundamental 


processes vital to enhancing the free flow of ideas and in- 


formation everywhere in the world, more and more on using the 
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vehicles 0 euemebantbon to achieve particular, short-term 
aqoals--however important chew may seem to some of us--that are 
essentially partisan in nature. This involves the confusions a 
to which my delegation referred in its Statement of October 29, 

the confusion between image-building and the free flow of ideas 

and information, the confusion between information as an in- 


strument of political conflict and as an essential building- 


block of a free society. In the judgment of my delegation, 

the resolution before us tends--dangerous ly--to institutional- 
ize both of these confusions, even as it diverts attention from 
the proper and essential concerns of this Committee, namely 

the principles of free information flow and the work of the 
DPI. Resolution L.15 tends to impose on independent journal-_ 
ism and on free media specific outcomes, specific tasks and 
responsibilities. It is this impermissible restraint on the 
freedom and independence and professionalism of the vehicles 


of communications that the United States must oppose. — 


I began this explanation of vote, Mr. Chairman, by referring 
affirmatively to the good-faith deliberations, the genuine 
negotiations that have marked our work on the item before us. 
I reaffirm our essential dedication to the worth of this 
process. But for my somntey some principles are, in the 


end, non-negotiable. And that is the ground upon which we 


must base our opposition to Resolution L.15. 
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In the course of the deliberations of the Working Group--which 
again we commend for its energy and its dedication to the rule 
of reason--it became clear that delegations were approaching 
the résolution on the International puogven for the Development 


of a (Resolution 1.16) from very different per- 


spectives. My delegation wanted a resolution precisely focused 


MEN ITGoOOFPIeU TUT FUYVEICGAULIUTE Tit Per rear PrUrergi 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


on the concept of the IPDC and on its specific work. But be- 
cause of the strong wishes of the Group of 77, we agreed--with 


some reluctance--to a resolution of broader scope. 


We continue to maintain, however, that a good deal of what is 
contained in L.16 simply and in our judgment unnecessarily 
duplicates the themes and provisions of L.15. Moreover, be- 
cause the resolution was expanded beyond the strict limits of 
the IPDC per se, certain of its paragraphs bear little or no 
relatior to the work of the Program. In particular, and with 
regard to operative paragraph two, the United States cannot 
accept any implication of a connection between the IPDC and the 


implementation of the Declaration mentioned in that paragraph. 








MeN TSOP Pew FTV FUME ERG TU OTT PP ra PUTe eg 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





But notwithstanding these reservations, Mr. Chairman, and as 

a wholehearted advocate and supporter of the IPDC, my government 
has joined in the consensus on L.l6. We have done so because 
the resolution gives positive recognition to the important work 
of the IPDC, to its great potential for good, and thus to its 
underlying principles of donor initiation of specific projects 
and of the melding of dnte and private resources and expert- 
ise toward the building and strengthening of institutions which 
may enhance the free flow of ideas and information, everywhere 


in the world. 
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Statement by Alan A. Reich, President, National Office on Disability 
and Advisor to the United States Delegation to the 37th Session of 
the United Nations General Assembly, in Plenary, in Explanaticn of 
Vote on the World Program of Action Concerning Disabled Persons, 


December 3, 1982 ) 

TRANKS TO YOU, FULLY ONE-HALF DILLION DISABLED PEOPLE OF 
THE WORLD CAN NOW LOOK FORWARD TO A BRIGHTER FUTURE. THE UN, 
BY PROCLAIMING THE 1981 INTERNATIONAL YEAR OF DISABLED PERSONS, 
AROUSED THE BOPES AND ASPIRATIONS OF THIS SIGNIFICANT SEGMENT 
OF BUMANITY. THE CONTINUING VISION AND LEADERSHIP OF THE 
MEMBER NATIONS, TEE SECRETARY-GENERAL, THE SECRETARIAT, THE 
AGENCIES OF THE UN SYSTEM, AND THE CENTER FOR SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT 
AND HUMANITARIAN AFFAIRS, WILL HAVE RADIATING IMPACT REACHING 
PEOPLE EVERYWHERE. 

THE RESOLUTIONS YOU HAVE ADOPTED TODAY POR THE WORLD 
PROGRAMME OF ACTION FOR DISABLED PERSONS AND ITS IMPLEMENTATION 
RESOLUTION, INCLUDING THE DECADE OF DISABLED PERSONS, AFE 
MARVELOUS TESTIMONY TO YOUR HUMANITARIAN CONCERN. 

AS A DISABLED PERSON MYSELF, I AM WELL AWARE THAT YOUR 
CONTINUING COMMITMENT IS RAISING THE WORLD'S CONSCIOUSNESS IN 
TEE AREA OF DISABILITY. YOU MAY NOT FULLY APPRECIATE IT, Bit 


PEOPLE AT THE GRASSROCTS LEVEL TRULY DO BENEFIT FROM YOUR 


ACTIONS. TEE BEST TESTIMONY TO TEIS EFFECTIVENZSS I CAN 
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PROVIDE IS A STATEMENT MY ORGANIZATION, THE NATIONAL OFFICE ON 
DISABILITY, RECEIVED FROM ONE OF OUR MORE THAN ONE THOUSAND 
COMMUNITY LIAISONS. MS. LEE McCOY OF MOBILE, ALABAMA STATED, 
"AS CHAIRMAN OF THE MOBILE, ALABAMA PROGRAM, I REQUEST THAT AS 
YOU STRUCTURE YOUR NATIONAL COMMUNITY PROGRAM, YOU THINK OF THE 
UN DECADE OF THE DISABLED AS THE FRONTESPIECE. LOCAL COMMUNI- 
TIES NEED WORLDWIDE STRUCTURES TO HANG THEIR LOCAL PROGRAM ON 
EFFECTIVELY. "GENEVA UN PROGRAMME SECRETARIAT ASSEMBLY" WORKS 
MAGIC ON THE LOCAL LEVEL. WITH AN INTERNATIONAL SCOPE, WORKING 
MEMBERS GAIN IN STATURE. THE HIGHER THE SOURCE, THE GREATER 
THE LOCAL RESPONSE. WITH THIS INTERNATIONAL BASE AND YOUR 
NATIONAL PLAN, WE HAVE A TOTAL PACKAGE TC TAKE TO THE COMMUNITY". 

IN THE UNITED STATES, AS IN SEVERAL OTHER NATIONS, THE 
YEAR 1982 WAS PROCLAIMED THE NATIONAL YEAR OF DISABLED PERSONS 
TO CONTINUE THE IYDP MOMENTUM. PRESIDENT REAGAN AND THE UNITED 
STATES CONGRESS ISSUED PROCLAMATIONS TO HELP MAINTAIN THE PUBLIC 
FOCUS ON DISABILITY ISSUES AND TO SECURE THE SUPPORT FOR THE 
PROGRAMS OF ORGANIZATIONS COMMITTED TO IMPROVING THE LIVES OF 
DISABLED AMERICANS. GOVERNORS, MAYORS, AND COUNTY OFFICIALS 
THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY HAVE PROVIDED LEADERSHIP IN THEIR 
RESPECTIVE STATES AND COMMUNITIES. MOST IMPORTANTLY, MANY 
THOUSANDS OF CITIZENS, BOTH DISABLED AND NON=-DISABLED, HAVE 
JOINED A PARTNERSHIP EFFORT TO CONTINUE WHAT WAS STARTED DURING 
THE IYDP. A NEW ERA OF ECONOMIC RESTRAINT AND BUDGET REDUCTIONS 
HAS MADE THESE PRIVATE INITIATIVES MORE IMPORTANT THAN EVER. 


AN OUTGROWTH OF THE IYDP WAS THE FORMATION OF THE NATIONAL 


OFFICE ON DISABILITY, A PERMANENT PRIVATE NON-GOVERNMENTAL 





. Veclassitied for Publication in American Foreign 








Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





-3- 
ORGANIZATION. IT IS BUILDING ON THE SOLID PROGRESS ACHIEVED 
DURING THE INTERNATIONAL YEAR, SUPPORTING COMMUNITY LEVEL 
ACTION. 

THE CONTINUING RESPONSE TO THE IYDP CHALLENGE HAS BEEN 
SIGNIFICANT. MORE THAN 130 NATIONS FORMED NATIONAL COMMISSIONS. 
THE IYDP SECRETARIAT IN VIENNA, UNDER THE DIRECTION OF THE 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY GENERAL MRS. LETICIA SHAHANI, IS SPEAR- 
HEADING EFFORTS TO CONTINUE THIS MOMENTUM AND HAS ESTABLISHED 
A UN TRUST FUND FOR DISABLED PERSONS. IT OFFERS GREAT POTENTIAL, 
ESPECIALLY FOR DISABLED PERSONS IN THE DEVELOPING NATIONS. AN 
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION MADE UP ENTIRELY OF DISABLED MEMBERS, 
DISABLED PERSONS INTERNATIONAL, HAS HAD ITS FIRST MEETING IN 
SINGAPORE. IT SERVES AS A CONSCIENCE FOR THE DISABLED THROUGHOUT 
THE WORLD. 

THE WORLD PROGRAMME OF ACTION, WHICH YOU HAVE ADOPTED TODAY, 


IS THE CULMINATION OF THREE YEARS OF CAREFUL WORK. 


MORBOVER, WE ARE. EXCITED ABOUT THE DECADE OF DISABLED 
PERSONS. IT WILL, INDEED, HELP STIMULATE INTEREST AND 


AWAKEN CONCERN. IT PROVIDES THE NECESSARY FRAMEWORK FOR 


NATIONAL ACTION. 
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BUT, WE WOULD NOT DO JUSTICE TO YOUR INIATIVE AND LEADER- 
SHIP IF WE DID NOT ALSO RECOGNIZE ANOTHER IMPORTANT CONTRIBUTION 
OF YOUR WORK. BY FOCUSING WORLD-WIDE ATTENTION ON DISABLED 
PEOPLE, THE UNITED NATIONS HAS OPENED AN IMPORTANT AREA OF 
TRANSNATIONAL COMMUNICATION ACROSS POLITICAL BOUNDARIES ON 
COMMON PROBLEMS AFFECTING ALL PEOPLES. THIS COMMUNICATION WILL 
CONTINUE. IT WILL FURTHER INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AND 
IMPROVE THE CLIMATE FOR RESOLVING OTHER DIFFERENCES PEACEABLY. 
INTERACTIONS AMONG NATIONS IN THE AREA OF DISABILITY AND THE 
WORLDWIDE EXCHANGES OF INFORMATION AND PEOPLE WILL CONTRIBUTE 
TO THIS CLIMATE OF PEACE AND COOPERATION. I AM REMINDED OF THE 
WORDS INSCRIBED HERE AT THE ENTRANCE OF THE UNITED NATIONS, 
"SINCE WARS BEGIN IN THE MINDS OF MEN, IT IS IN THE MINDS OF 
MEN THAT THE DEFENSES OF PEACE MUST BE CONSTRUCTED". THE 
DECADE OF DISABLED PERSONS IS AN IDEA BORN IN THE MINDS OF MEN 
WHICH IS HELPING TO BUILD THE HUMAN FOUNDATION FOR THE STRUCTURE 
OF PEACE. 

THESE TWO RESULTS OF YOUR ACTIONS, NEW COMMITMENT TO 
IMPROVING THE HUMAN CONDITION AND OPENING A NEW AREA OF TRANS=- 
NATIONAL COMMUNICATION, ARE INSPIRATIONAL TESTIMONY TO THE 
MORAL FORCE OF THE UNITED NATIONS. VOLUNTARY RESPONSE THROUGHOUT 
THE WORLD TO YOUR CHALLENGE DEMONSTRATES THE UN'S TREMENDOUS 
CAPACITY TO STIMULATE PURPOSEFUL ACTION, AND COMMITMENT. WITH 


LIMITED FUNDS, THE UN HAS FOSTERED PROGRAMS WITH FAR REACHING 


IMPLICATIONS IN ALL COUNTRIES. 
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THE IYDP SUCCESS IS NOT IN WHAT WAS DONE, BUT IN WHAT WAS 
STARTED. BY FOCUSING ATTENTION OVER THE LONG-TERM ON THE SERIOUS 


PROBLEMS OF DISABILITY, THE UNITED NATIONS HAS CREATED THE 


OPPORTUNITY. BUT THE OPPORTUNITY MUST BE SEIZED. THIS IS A 


CHALLENGE TO US ALL. 
AND, LET US NO LONGER QUESTION THE VALUE OF FOCAL YEAR 


AND DECADE OBSERVANCES. THEY DEMONSTRATE THAT THE UN CAN, 


, i“ ZS 


- /THROUGH THESE OBSERVANCES, UNLEASH TREMENDOUS HUMAN AND 


ORGANIZATIONAL POTENTIAL. AS WE LOOK AHEAD TO ANOTHER SIGNAL 
YEAR--THE BIMILLENNIUM--THE CONTINUING RESPONSE YOU HAVE AROUSED 
WILL BE A BEACON OF HOPE. 

I URGE YOU, DISTINGUISHED MEMBER NATION REPRESENTATIVES 
AND THE WORLD COMMUNITY, TO INTENSIFY EFFORTS TO IMPROVE THE 
LIVES OF ONE-HALF BILLION PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES. YOU CAN 
LEAD MAJOR DISABILITY PREVENTION EFFORTS. BY CHALLENGING THE 
WORLD AND BY TAKING ON THIS RESPONSIBILITY, YOU HAVE BECOME 
CHAMPIONS OF THE DISABLED. WE NEED YOU AS PARTNERS. WE NEED 
YOUR VISION AND LEADERSHIP. WE NEED YOUR CONTINUING CONCERN, 
COMPASSION AND COMMITMENT. 

YOU ARE GIVING US OPPORTUNITY. YOU ARE INSPIRING HOPE. 


PLEASE KEEP UP THE MOMENTUM. TOGETHER WE CAN MAKE OUR PLANET 


MORE LIVEABLE! 


THANK YOU MR. PRESIDENT. 





Unitrep StaTEs MISSION TO THE UNITED NaTIONS 
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Statement by Ambassador Kenneth L. Adelman, United States 
Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly, in Plenary, Introducing an Amendment to Item 28, Third 
United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, December 3, 1982 


Thank you Mr. President. My delegation has co-sponsored an 
amendment, A/37/L.15/Rev.1, to draft resolution A/37/L.13/Revl. It 
is simple in content and straightforward in concept. It does not 
address the many serious objections we have to other parts of the 
resolution. Instead it points to objections we would have regardless 
of the merits of this resolution. The resolution violates our 
committment to fiscal restraint and it does so not only by the exte 
of the expenditures, but also, and even more seriously, by attempting 
to convert the expenditures of the Preparatory Commission into 
expenses of the United Nations Organization itself and assess them 
against the membership of the United Nations. 


As negotiations on the Law of the Sea wound down in April of this 
year, the issue of funding the Preparatory Commission was dealt with 
hurriedly and with insufficient reflection. Rather than further 

5 protract the process, the Conference passed a resolution which states 
in part that “the expenses of the Commission shall be met from the 
reguiar budget of the United Nations, subject to the approval of the 
General Assembly of the United Nations.” However, we believe that if 
the Members carefully reflect upon the nature of the Preparatory 
Commission established by the Convention on the Law of the Sea and 
upon the proper limits of the financial obligations undertaken by 
states by virtue of adherence to the United Nations Charter, they 
will agree that the proposal to finance the Preparatory Commission 
from the regular UN budget is ill advised. Our amendment is designed 
to correct this potentially serious mistake. 
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The Preparatory Commission is a temporary commission to formulate the 
rules and regulations of the two specialized agencies contemplated 
under the Law of the Sea Convention: the Authority and the 
International Tribunal. The Authority and Tribunal are entities 
independent of the United Nations and will be funded outside the 
United Nations budget. The Preparatory Commission is also an entity 
distinct from the United Nations Organization. Full participation in 
the Commission is not a prerogative of members of the United Nations 
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Organization; it is not a right of parties to the United Nations 
Charter. Instead, to be entitled to participate in the taking of 
Commission decisions, States must sign an entirely distinct treaty, 
the Law of the Sea Convention. Since these rights are not rights of 
states by virtue of membership in the United Nations, the obligations 
should not be. 


This is not merely a question of fairness or reasonableness. The 
consent of states is fundamental to the international obligations of 
states pursuant to treaties. It is potentially damaging to the 
United Nations to attempt to impose upon all its member states 
responsibility for the expenses of such a separate entity, 
established under a distinct treaty regime. Consent to such a 
financial obligation might be presumed if the expenses to be funded 
through the regular United Nations budget are pursuant to a 
consensus. However, consent can not be presumed where, as here, 
there is and will be no consensus on the activities or funding 
methods contained in this resolution. 


The second serious error is that this draft resolution calls for 
extravagant and unjustified expenditures. It provides for 
conferences and secretariat support which for 1983 will cost four 
million dollars. Because these meetings will be held away from 
United Nations Headquarters, the United Nations can expect to pay a 
higher amount than if the existing resources in Headquarters could be 
efficiently utilized. To ask the United Nations to pay for a 
preparatory commission of a separate treaty organization is wrong. 

To ask it to pay for an expensive conference away from established 
headquarters is doubly wrong and an additional violation of the 
principle of fiscal responsibility. The United States, as the 
largest contributor to the United Nations budget, is deeply concerned 
that this principle be defended and respected in practice. For the 
General Assembly to ask states to succumb to such a request is to 
abandon that principle. 


In conclusion, my delegation is convinced that the fiscal approach 
taken by this draft resolution is a departure from both the spirit of 
the United Nations Charter and acceptable international practice. 
Further, it ignores current economic conditions and pays little heed 
to fiscal restraint. The United States amendment would correct these 
defects. The United States reserves its legal rights and intends to 
examine carefully its legal obligations relevant to this draft 
resolution, within the framework of the Charter, should the 
resolution be adopted without our amendment. 


My delegation urges all member states to support this amendment. We 
hope each will objectively analyze the grave concerns presented by 
this draft resolution and give careful and responsible consideration 
to the vital issues my delegation has identified. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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Statement by Ambassador Kenneth L. Adelman, United States 
Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly, in Plenary, in Explanation of Vote on Item 28, Third United 
Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, December 3, 1982 
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Thank you, Mr. President. The General Assembly is about to embark on 
a course which my delegation feels is ill advised and one which we 


cannot support. 


We view the convention on the Law of the Sea with mixed emotion. 
On the one hand it contains many positive provisions consistent with 
our interests and in the interests of all those who use the seas. 
But, as the President of the United States has publicly stated, it 
also contains a deep seabed mining regime which we cannot support for 


the following reasons: 


It would deter development of deep seabed mineral resources. The 
production provisions would limit the availability of minerals 
for global consumption. In addition, there would be a 
discriminatory limit on the number of mining operations that 
could be conducted by any one country. 


It would not assure national access to seabed resources by 
current and future qualified entities. Applicants would not be 
granted contracts based exclusively on whether they satisfied 
objective qualification standards. Further, the draft treaty 
would create a system of privileges operating against private 
mining companies. As a party to the treaty, the U.S., through 
its private companies, could be denied access to deep seabed 
minerals, and the supranationai "Enterprise," a seabed mining arm 
to be established by the treaty, could gain a monopoly. 


It would not provide a decision-making role in.the deep seabed 
regime that fairly reflects and effectively protects the 
political and economic interests and financial contributions of 
Participating states. As the Largest potential consumer of 
seabed minerals, as a country whose private firms could invest 
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substantial amounts in seabed mining, and as potentially the 
largest contributor to the International Seabed Authority and the 
Enterprise, our political and economic interests are far 
reaching. The decision-making system in the Seabed Authority 
would not reflect these realities. For example, the treaty would 
make American access to seabed resources dependent on the voting 
power of competitors and on those countries that do not wish to 
see the resources produced. 


It would allow for amendments to come into force through the 
review process, without the approval of all the participating 
states, including in our case the advice and consent of the U.S. 
Senate. 


It would set undesirable precedents for international 
Organizations. In addition to the practical problems raised by 
the provisions setting artifical production limits and mandatory 
transfer of proprietary technology to competitors of U.S. 
companies, these provisions also create undesirable precedents 
for future international negotiations. Many other provisions 
also create such precedents. 


In addition to the financial aspects, the resolution now before 
us contains other features to which the United States cannot agree. 
I would note as an example that the resolution refers to the entry 
into force of the new legal regime for the uses ~* the sea and its 
resources. While the convention contains new legal elements, notably 
the regime for the deep seabed, much of the convention is not new but 
rather reflects existing international law and the long-established 
practice of states, such as the right to passage through, over and 
under straits used for international navigation. 


We believe it is important to make clear the position of the 
United States on a further specific point. As we have stated on 
previous occasions, deep seabed mining is a lawful use of the high 
seas which any state has a right to carry out subject to reasonable 
regard to the interests of other states. The United States continues 
to enjoy the right to carry out seabed mining. This right will not 
be affected by the U.S. decision not to sign the LOS convention. 


Mr. President, the United States takes this opportunity to once 
again state it will not sign the convention or participate in the 
deep sea regime. Therefore, we will vote no on this resolution. 
Thank you, Mr. President. 


x ke kkk Kk 


FUVTITCALIOT Tih mule rican Frore ign 
1982" 


ocuments, 


Policy Current D 


. MOY G99 fT tT icCu Ui 





PRESS RELEASE | adhe 
FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY Press Release USUN 164 (82) 
CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY December 3, 1982 


Statement by Theodore Papendorp, United States Representative, in the 
Fifth Committee, on Item 104, Program Planning, December 3, 198 


/ 
Mr. Chairman: 


The Fifth Committee has before it a massive amount of documentation 
on the item currently under consideration, Program Planning. The Medium 
Term Plan, for example, is awe inspiring not only for its sheer bulk 
(and we recognize that it could have been far longer, given the wide 
range of activities it details) but also for the amount of time that has 
already been spent on it. The Secretariat, various intergovernmental 
bodies, the CPC; ECOSOC and now the main committees of the General 
Assembly have all devoted at least some time to each and every word in 
that draft plan. There are, no doubt, those who would be tempted 
therefore to suggest that the Plan has already been the object of more 
than enough attention and should now be left in peace. e 


We of the Fifth Committee would, however, be shirking our 
responsibilities if we were that cavalier about the Medium Term Plan. 
The Plan is visible proof of the UN's growth and its increasingly broad 
activities. It may, unfortunately, also be proof of the haphazard way 
in which new activities have been added without consideration given to 
what it is the UN should or should not be doing, or what it is doing 
well and what poorly. Unhappily, it also demonstrates the reluctance of 
both member states and the Secretariat to face up to the necessity to 
decide on priorities. 


Earlier speakers also have commented on the lack of priority setting 
in the Medium Term Plan. It is most curious that the Secretariat 
encounters no difficulty in deciding how to implement resolutions which 
require added resources from member states but cannot seem to comply 
with those resolutions which ask it to identify programs which may not 
be of the highest priority and those programs which really should not be 
done at all. We have heard repeatedly of the difficulties encountered 
by the Secretariat in meeting its obligations, as 
set out in resolution 36/228, to include in the MecGium Term 
Plan indications of priorities. We can only say that the lack 
of such priority indications is a serious gap in the Mecium 
Term Plan and throws into doubt its future value. 


My delegation takes very seriously the program planning 
process. The lack of agreed--or even proposecd--priorities 
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weakens ‘he value of the Plan in determining future activities 


and in establishing realistic budgets. We have heard many say 


that the next budget should not be based on financial 
considerations alone. My delegation agrees. The next biennial 
budget must take into account both the fiscal realities of the 
world and the program realities of the UN. Not all programs 
are worthy of massive levels of support. Not all programs are 
even worthy of continuation. In light of the financial 
emergency of the UN and the economic situation of the world, 
priorities must be set to use the available resources wisely. 
Yet once again the Secretariat has not provided to member 
states the information required to make informed decisions. 
Once again we have been provided the updated report on the 
special review of the UN work program, A/C.5/37/5l, at such a 
late date as to call in question its usefulness. 


We cannot address the Medium Term Plan, Mr. Chairman, 
without looking simultaneously at the draft rules and 
regulations as set out in document A/37/206 and Add. 1. We 
have serious reservations about the draft presented to this 
committee, reservations I will outline in more detail later. 
The rules and regulations, as currently drafted, also call into 
question the future value of the Medium Term Plan. The Medium 
Term Plan is for six years for a reason. The theory is that 
the programs need time to work and program managers need to 
know over a period of time what it is they will be required to 
undertake. To say, and mean literally, that the Medium Term 
Plan can be revised every two years makes a mockery of the 
whole concept. Why not be “one with the whole thing and call 
it a short term plan? Rather, and I expect that is the actual 
intent, it would be better to say that the Plan will be 
reviewed every two years and revised only to the extent 


» necessary. The Secretariat will surely counter that the member 


states will pass resolutions in the interim. That is true. 

But it is incumbent on all of us as member states to think 
before we do that and to see whether the resolution in question 
is necessary and whether the activity called for is within the 
scope of the Medium Term Plan. Once passed the Mecium Term 
Plan should be the point of reference for all of us, member 
states and Secretariat alike. The draft rules and regulations 
assume that change is the norm. We believe that both 
regulations and rules should be redraftec to make plain that 
clear and sufficient reasons must be presented before revisions 
of the Plan are contemplated. The Medium Term Plan, if it were 
properly forward looking, would represent the goals of the UN 
for a six year period. After the goals were reached, and in 
the context of the next Mecium Term Plan, new goals could be 


set. Program planning means that high priority items are done 
and done well; the current system means that everything, 
whatever its value is done, but without consicering whethe t 


can be done well. 


With all that said, Mr. Chairman, I want to emphasize that 
my Gelegation coes not oppose adoption of those portions of the 
Mecium Term Plan already recommended by other bodies. Cn the 
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contrary we believe that is the correct course of action. I 
would point out, however, that there are several subprograms of 
chapter 17 on natural resources still pending, having been 
referred back to the Secretariat after developments on Law of 
the Sea overtook the original draft. We share the view already 
expressed in this committee that subprogram 1 of program five 
of Medium Term Plan chapter 16 on international trade is not 
acceptable. We urge that this subprogram not be adopted and 
note that it has not been possible to reach agreement on it. 

We also believe that subprogram 5 of program 1 of the chapter 
21 (social development and humanitarian aftairs), on the 
participation of women in international affairs, should be 
redrafted in light of the recent work of the third committee on 
a draft declaration on this subject. My delegation feels that 
the language of this subprogram is based on an earlier draft 
which has no legal standing and that it should be brought into 
accord with the declaration when it is passed by the General 
Assembly. With those changes and reservations, my delegation 
feels that we must begin somewhere with the process of program 
planning and budgeting and we should therefore adopt the other 
parts of the Medium Term Plan before us. 


Mr. Chairman, I said earlier that my delegation has 
reservations about the draft rules and regulations which have 
been presented to us. I have already commented on our 
difficulties with regulation 3.11 and regulation 4.2 which call 
into question the worth of the Medium Term Plan and program 
planning and budgeting in general. 


Let me turn now to some of our other difficulties with this 
Graft. I have already spoken of the need for priority setting 
and the identification of completed, obsolete, marginally 
useful and ineffective programs. That these are necessary is a 
notion shared, my delegation believes, by all the member states 
of the United Nations and the number of resolutions on the 
subject passed over the years att :st to that desire. The 


‘present language in regulation 4.3 seems to call into question 


the need to redeploy resources from low priority or completed 
programs. This regulation, coupled with regulation 3.16, gives 
my delegation the very strong impression that the Secretariat 
is disclaiming any responsibility for helping to identify low 
priority programs or programs which have outlived their 
usefulness. Program managers are most intimately involved with 
and aware of the value of any given activity. They should be 
given the responsibility for recommending priorities. These 
two regulations neutralize the effectiveness of what could be 
tie UN's most valuable resource for improved program pianning - 
‘he staff. Mr. Chairman, it is clear as can be that once a 
program is completed the Secretary General has the right ane 
duty to redeploy or save any remaining resources so that they 
are not wasted. Similarly, my celegation feels the Secretary 
General would be remiss in his responsibilities if he were to 
passively continue full-scale implementation of programs 
--however desirable they once may have seemed to be--he knows 
are now obsolete, of marginal utility or ineffective. The 
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Secretary General has, and long has had, a concurrent 
responsibility to inform member states of the situation with a 
recommendation for termination and redeployment of related 


resources. 


The United States and other members of intergovernmental 
bodies have in the past objected to their inability to track 
program implementation so that at the end of the biennium there 
would be a clear demonstration of outputs in support of 
programs that had been approved and budgeted for. It was to 
meet this felt need to assure that the UN is, indeed, carrying 
Out approved activities and achieving its goals, that the 
General Assembly requested the establishment of a central 
program monitoring unit. . 


The establishment of a part-time monitoring unit is a first 
step toward meeting that goal, although it may not prove 
sufficient. We note, however, that the draft rules before this 
Committee virtually ignore the new unit. Instead, they would 
delegate responsibility for monitoring program implementation 
to heads of offices. This seems to my delegation to be a 
codification of the current situation, which has not been 
adequate. Further, the United States believes that too much 
discretion has been granted to office directors to modify the 
approved program budget by changing program elements and ~ 
Outputs. This is, after all, the level at which the UN's 
program is actually implemented, and permitting fully one-third 
of the approved program to be changed at the discretion of the 
program manager seems excessive. We would hope that this 
section of the regulations and rules could be refined and more 
accountability built into it. 


Mr. Chairman, the section of the rules and regulations on 
evaluation also concerns my delegation. While the Joint 
Inspection Unit proposed some concrete improvements to the 
regulations in this section, there still seems to be excessive 
reliance on “self-evaluation” which past experience has shown 
to be the weakest form of evaluation. In any case, it seems to 
my delegation that consideration of this section is premature 
at this time. The Fifth Committee would be well advised to 
postpone consiceration until the 38th Session when it will have 
before it the report of the Secretary General, required in 
resolution 36/228B, on development of the UN's evaluation 
system. 


Mr. Chairman, I have spoken primarily of the draft 
regulations s.nce the regulations are the instructions from the 
General Assembly to the Secretary General and it is therefore 
Our prerogative to make changes in the regulations. I 
recognize that the draft rules are for the Secretary General to 
elaborate. I believe it appropriate, however, to express my 
Gelegation's concern about a great many of the craft rules 
presented in A/37/206/Add.1. For reasons of time I will not 
Geal with all of our objections. I will say, however, that we 
feel that many of these rules have been phrased so vaguely as 
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to make effective compliance most unlikely. My celegation also 
believes that these resolutions reflect the Secretariat's 
desire to escape its responsibility to help the member states 
assign priorities and identify programs for termination. This 
is unacceptable to my delegation. It would also appear that 
some of the rules have been drafted so as to give the General 
Assembly and its subsidiary bodies less, rather than more, 
information. We hope that the Secretary General reconsiders 
these proposed rules and redrafts them so as to properly 
reflect the role and the responsibilities of the UN Secretariat. 


Given our doukts about the rules and regulations on program 
planning we believe that the General Assembly would be wise not 
to rush into passage of the regulations. We note from the 
ACABQ report (A/37/650) that adoption of the proposed 
regulations and rules would have virtually no effect on the 
1984-85 program budget. We further note that the UN Office of 
Legal Affairs has found “a number of difficulties involving 
ambiguity of terminslogy, and the lack of specificity with 
regard to what is being regulated." We believe that the Legal 
Office should explicitly identify these ambiguities for member 
states and offer alternatives for consideration. The Secretary 
General should then prepare a revised text for appropriate 
intergovernmental review and adoption. My delegation believes 
that another year of work could only lead to an improved 
product. 


Mr. Chairman, I would be remiss if I did not mention 
Inspector Bertrand's stimulating report on the regulations. He 
has ably stated the deficiencies and anomolies of the present 
planning, programming and budgeting system. He rightfully 
emphasizes the need to make choices among various approaches. 
However, my Gelegation takes issue with his conclusion that 
most UN activities are not plannable. If that is indeed the 
case, then we have all been wasting much time over the years. 
Some of his other points also depart from recent trends in 
program planning. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the innovations 
of his report bolster our argument that the draft rules and 
regulations on program planning deserve further attention. 


Mr. Chairman, the subjects we are dealing with are not 
trivial. They may in fact be the most important subjects 
discussed by the Fifth Committee at this General Assembly. If 
we rush to pass the draft regulations, simply for the sake of 
having them on the books, we shall codify the disarray and the 
Gisregard for the program planning and budgeting process which 
has prevailed for far too long. The UN's future health 
depends, in large part, on its ability to manage itself well 
and, more important still, to manage and carry out impertant 
programs efficiently and with excellence. We the memb@r states 
shoule co our part by ee seriously and with s@®fficient 
time, the rules and regulations) which will lead to suc} 
increased efficiency. 


Thank you Mr. Chairman 
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Statement by The Honorable John D. Lodge, United States 
Representative, in the Third Committee, on Item 12, Report of the 
Economic and Social Council, December 3, 1982. 


Mr. Chairman, my delegation welcomes the appearance before this 
committee of Sadruddin Aga Khan, the Human Rights Commission's 
distinguished Special Rapporteur on Human Rights and Massive 

Exoduses. In response to his thoughtful report to the Commission the 
United States Government has submitted comments interested parties can 
Obtain through the Secretariat. Today I would like to put forward 
several of my government's considerations arising from the Special 
Rapporteur's report. 


First of all, regarding the Special Rapporteur's recommendations, we ‘ 
wish fully to associate ourselves with his intention, expressed Monday 
in this committee, not “to encourage further institutional 
arrangements, involving more financial or human resources. "We share 
the Special Rapporteur's belief “that the United Nations system has 
adequate means to address the issues within on-going programs and 
activities." The United States government is prepared to support the 
appointment of a Special Representative for Humanitarian Questions if 
that is the decision of the General Assembly, with the understanding 
that his office primarily would be concerned with improving United 
Nations machinery for dealing with human rights and mass exodus 
issues, and with the essential condition that any costs associated 
with the work of the Special Representative be absorbed according to a 
policy of zero net growth in the organization's program budget. 


Mr. Chairman, the Special Rapporteur has performed a very worthwhile 
exercise by enumerating, in chapter 2 of his report, the 
correspondences between refugee flights and systematic violations of 
each article of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. In 
pointing out that totalitarian regimes according to their very nature 
and virtually by definition deny these human rights, he evinces an 
intellectual honesty refreshing in this forum. 


The Special Rapporteur also makes a conclusion that, although human 
rights violations may become an integral part of the phenomenon of 
mass exodus, the basic causes of mass exodus are primarily economic in 
mature. We find this difficult to Square with the root causes of 
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today's major refugee populations, especially in South and Southeast 
Asia. 


We also note the Special Rapporteur's contention that:many positive 
attributes of the receiving countries, the so-calied “pull" factors, 
have played an important part in the migration process. In this 
regard, we do not believe that he has taken adequately into account 
the recent progress achieved by the United States in reducing undue 
incentives to mass migration to the United States . My government is 
reforming its system of support services to promote early 
self-sufficiency for refugees rather than protracted dependence on 
public assistance. 


My government is especially sensitive to the suggestion that the 
artificial labeling of migrants as refugees in order to trigger relief 
mechanisms has blurred the lines between refugees and migrants. In 
effect, the abuse of the right of asylum may have limited the 
absorptive capacities of the developed countries because of the 
enormous cost of domestic resettlement. The Special Rapporteur 
Suggests that it is time to update refugee, nationality and labor law, 
and to give fresh consideration to asylum practice in the context of 
the promotion of what is termed a "new international humanitarian 
order." Discussion of this latter topic remains very much in a 
preliminary stage. My government's comments to this assembly have 
been summarized in document A/37/145. 


The United States has been very much aware of the need for a uniform, 
clear, consistent and rational immigration and refugee policy. The 
Refugee Act of 1980, the report of the President's Select Commission 
On Immigration and Refugee Policy, and the Executive Inter-Agency Task 
Force established by President Reagan, have attempted to deal on a 
national basis with some of the problems described in the Special 
Rapporteur's study. The Refugee Act of 1980 reiterates the historic 
policy of the United States to respond to the urgent needs of persons 
subject to persecution in their home countries. The United States 
Congress further declared in this Act that it is the policy of the 
United States to encourage all nations to share in providing 
assistance and resettlement opportunities to refugees to the fullest 
extent possible. By substituting the internationally accepted 
definition of a refugee for specific geographic or ideological 
Criteria found in previous legislation, the United States has 


attempted to create a comprehensive legislative base for distinctions 


between refugees and migrants, and between political and economic 
reasons for leaving one's country of origin. As the study indicates, 
there are gray areas in which the balance between economic and 
political motivation becomes blurred. It is the intention of my 
government, through implementation of the Refugee Act of 1980 and 
current revisions of the Immigration and Nationality Act, to make as 
clear as possible a distinction between economic «nd political reasons 
for migration. 


Mr. Chairman, the United States government most certainly understands 
the Special Rapporteur's concern for an integrated, multi-disciplinary 
and planned approach to the problems caused by a massive huimanitarian 
emergency. As the study indicates, “the approach adopted in provision 
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of aid is sometimes based on ad hoc decisions which amount more to a 
series of reactions than actions." The study continues: “the planning 
process in cases of mass exodus situations must, right from the 
beginning, be solution-oriented." We are in general very sympathetic 
toward the Special Rapporteur's plea for an early evaluation of the 
root causes of massive exoduses. We agree that there must be greater 
communication between sending and receiving countries, planning for an 
early-warning system which may help alleviate the impact of mass 
migration emergencies, and a trigger mechanism to generate immediate 
and timely responses to crises. Fundamentally, my government believes 
that most of these functions can be performed if existing U.N. offices 
and agencies effectively discharge their mandates, reinforce one 
another, and are coordinated and guided as required by the Office of 
the Secretary-General. 


We tend to speak of "modern times" as if, along with advances in 
medicine, in electronics and in technology, there has also been an 
advance in man's treatment of man. Alas, I fear that the 20th century 
has witnessed unparalleled acts of cruelty on a massive scale. 
Certainly the mass exoduses of our century are examples of such 
cruelty. They also sow the seeds of further acts of cruelty in the 
years to come. 


As the Christmas season iS upon us it iS appropriate that we should 
think of man's inhumanity to man, of the needless misery which results 
and of the steps which the civilized world should take to halt 
exoduses and to mitigate the pain and anguish of those which have 
occured. Prince Sadruddin Aga Khan's report is a useful contribution 
to our deliberations toward reaching those ends. Thank you Mr. 
Chairman. 





UnirTep SvratTes JOSSION TO THE UNITED NaTIONS 
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Statement by The Hormorable Robert W. Kasten Jr., United States 
Representative to the 7th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly, in the Third Committee, on Item 12, the Human Rights 
Situation in Poland, December 6, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to address today the continuing suppression of 
human rights and fundamental freedoms in Poland. 

This is an issue which is of profound importance for a proud and 
courageous people, of course--and for peace and stability in the 
world. Last December 13, in Poland, one of the major hopes and 
indeed prospects of the post-war period for renewal of civil society 
was brutally repressed by a member State of this organization. This 
was the attempt of the Polish people to create a genuinely free labor 
movement which expressed the real will of the workers; to put back 
into the hands of the Polish.people greater control of their own 
social, economic, political and cultural destiny; and to breed new 
life into a society which had been deadened by a totalitarian system 
as unsuccessful as it was inhumane. What was repressed in Poland was 
an effort at peaceful, non-violent change supported by the 
overwhelming majority of the Polish people themselves. 

Although some changes have been instituted recently by the 
Polish authorities, and additional changes are rumored to be 
imminent, there has been no fundamental change in the basic situation 
in Poland: The free Solidarity trade union movement has been 
Outlawed; the apparatus of repression remains in force; massive 
violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms continue; and 
Poland's basic problems have not been resolved. Indeed, in some 
areas repression is still increasing. Just last week, for example, 
Poland's military authorities dissolved the independent Polish 
actors' 
association--after other methods of harassment and intimidation 
had failed--to crush the highly successful boycott of 
State-controlled television and radio which the actors' 
association had instituted to protest repression. 

Mr. Chairman, a measure of the international community's 
revulsion at the repression which has befallen Poland is 
contained in Resolution 1982/26, adopted by the United Nations 
Commission On Human Rights last March in Geneva. That 
Resolution expressed the Human Rights Commission's deep concern 
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over the continuing widespread violations of human rights and 
fundamental freedoms in Poland. It reaffirmed the rights of 
the Polish people to pursue their political and economic 
development free from outside interference. And it called for 
an end in Poland to measures restricting human rights and 
fundamental freedoms, for the release of prisoners detained 
without charge and a review of sentences imposed under martial 
law. ‘ 

The Resolution also called on the Secretary-General to 
undertake a thorough, objective study of the human rights 
Situation in Poland and to present a comprehensive report to 
the Thirty Ninth Session of the Commission in the Spring of 
1983. Mr. Chairman, this issue is so important, and the 
continuing violations of human rights in Poland so grave, as to 
make it absolutely essential that the Secretary-General appoint 
the Special Rapporteur mandated by Resolution 1982/26 without 
further delay. This action, and prompt preparation of the 
required report, would make a positive contribution to greater 
international understanding of repression in Poland; it could 
serve as a further useful inducement to real improvements in 
the human rights situation in that country. 

The Governing Body 2f the International Labor Organization 
also expressed its continuing concern at events in Poland 
during its just completed session in Geneva. On November 19, 
the ILO'S Governing Body overwhelmingly approved--by a vote of 
forty seven to four, with three abstentions--the report on 
Poland of its Committee on Freedom of Association. That report 
expressed particularly deep concern at the actions of the 
Polish government in dissolving all existing trade unions, 
especially Solidarity. It noted that the provisions of the new 
Polish Trade Union Act of October 8, 1982 do not conform to the 
International Labor Organization's principles of freedom of | 
association and collective bargaining particularly in respect 
to recognition of trade union rights, in the area of collective 
bargaining, and in respect to strike procedures and penalties. 
The Report also noted that, a full year after the repressive 
Crackdown, numerous persons are still being detained in Polish 
prisons and that new arrests took place in Poland as recently 
as August and September. 

The ILO Report accordingly recommended that the 
Internationai Labor Organization's Governing Body, ini 
Feoruary-March 1983 session, consider possible establishment of 
an official Commission of Inquiry on Poland 

Mr. Chairman, these actions make it clear that the 
international community does not accept the view, often 
expressed by the Polish military authorities and their 
Supporters that the Polish repression is solely a Polish 
internal matter. Clearly, these international organizations 
consider--@es we do--that the repressive activities of ‘he 
Jaruzelski regime, including the Trade Union Law of Cctower 8, 
1982, are serious violations of Poland's freely assumec 
international obligations and commitments and thus are am 
of profound and legitimate concern to all countries. Inde 
Polish reoression directly violates, i li te 
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International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, 
several conventions of the International Labor Organization, , 
and the Helsinki Final Act, to all of which the government of 
Poland is a party. 

Nor can we accept the view that as a result of some largely 


‘cosmetic gestures by the Jaruzelski government, we need no 


longer concern ourselves with the human rights situation in 
Poland. For the fact is that nothing fundamental has yet 
changed in Poland: the instruments of repression in Poland 
remain and massive repression of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms continues to occur. 

Certainly we join all free men in welcoming the long 
overdue release in November of Lech Walesa, the leader of 
Solidarity. We, like others, earnestly hope that this move now 
will be followed by, the release of the other leaders, members, 
advisers and supporters of Solidarity and of the Polish reform 
movement who are still interned; that martial law itself will 
be rescinded; and that there will be renewed, genuine 
dialogue between the Government, Solidarity, and the Church. 

But, at the same time, we cannot ignore the fact that Mr. 
Walesa was imprisoned for eleven months, the last seven 
reportedly in virtual solitary confinement, for activities 
which the United Nations and numerous other international 
Organizations actively support and promote--namely, for seeking 
to achieve expanded rights for Polish-workers through free 
trade unionism. Though released from confinement, Mr. Walesa's 
political activities remain circumscribed by Polish authorities. 

Nor, Mr. Chairman, can we or will we overlook other salient 
facts about the human rights situation in Poland today. 

We will not overlook the fact that the Polish martial law 
government has abolished the ten-million member Solidarity 
trade union, including the private farmers union, by 
administrative fiat; and that it has passed new laws 
prohibiting Solidarity's restoration--even use of its name--and 
severely restricting all union activities. We will not ignore 
that this was done in blatant violation of numerous 
International Labor Organization Conventions, as the ILO Report 
definitively establishes. Nor that repression was expressly 
imposed to roll back the momentum toward political and social 
change which Solidarity represented, and which was and is 
Supported dy the great majority of the Polisn people. It thus 
involves suppression of one of the most odasic rights of any 
people: The right of the Polish people to self-determination; 
their right freely to decide their own political status and 
Freely to guide their own economic, social and cultural 
development. 

In a vain attempt to justify their repressive actions, 
Polish authorities have offered a number of "explanations." 
General Jaruzelski has accused Solidarity of seeking the 
destruction of socialist Polish statenood and the dismantling 
of the postwar configuration of forces in Europe. Solidarity' 
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leaders, ne nas claimed, had embarked upon a process of 
"confrontation® which would have oslunged Poland “into the abyss 
of €ratricide"*. Solidaricy's activities, ne nas Fusthner 
charged, nad led =o “cnacs and demoralization .whicn, nave 
assumed the sroportions of 4 disaster." 
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Let us examine these charges. 

The charge that Solidarity sought to overthrow che Polish 
Communist regime is an outright falsenood. The Solidarity 
Union never challenged the supremacy of the Communist Party in 
Poland or demanded Poland's withdrawal from the Warsaw Pact. To 
the contrary: it vowed to observe the Polish Constitution and 
to recognize the "leading role" of the Polish Communist Party. 
Solidarity's only so-called "crime" was to demand those human 
rights to which the Polish government has legally committed 
itself in international agreements: free trade unions; freedom 
of expression; the reduction of censorship; an end to political 
trials; and honest information about Poland's past and present. 

Nor was Solidarity embarked on a policy of confrontation 
which would have culminated in fratricidal strife. In the year 


‘and a half preceding the imposition of martial law, it was the 


Polish government--not Solidarity--which sought to provoke a 
confrontation. It was the Polish government which engaged in a 
continuous effort to undermine and obstruct the implementation 
of the historic Gdansk Agreement of August 3l, 1980. It was 
the government which deliberately distorted Solidarity's aims 
in the government-controlled media, which harassed and beat 
Solidarity activists, and which finally proposed a law 
Outlawing strikes. In the face of these provocations, 
Solidarity persisted in its call for a national dialogue. 
Perhaps the most striking feature of Solidarity's struggles for 
human rights is the commitment of its leaders and members to a 
policy of non-violence. To accuse such a movement of seeking 
to provoke civil war is to engage in blatant, cynical inversion 
of the truth. | 

It also is totally absurd to charge that Solidarity's 
activities were bringing Poland to the verge of economic 
chaos. Months before the imposition of martial law, 
Solidarity's leaders sought to curtail strikes and prevent 
disruption. Time and again Solidarity's leaders proposed 
economic reforms to increase productivity and efficiency. It 
was the authorities, in fact, that blocked every initiative and 
were concerned solely with the question of political power. 
The imposition of martial law, far from rescuing Poland from 
economic chaos, can only intensify Poland's economic 
difficulties, as current develéoment indicate. Even off 
Polish Government forecasts project a six to seven derce 
decline in national income in 1982 under martial law, an 
figure probably is overly optimistic. An industrial eco 
cannot be run at gunpoint. 

Mr. Chairman, Solidarity's only "crime" was its failure to 
acquiesce in the Polish regime's claim to omnipotence. Its 
members refused to regard themselves as a kind of state 


property. They had the temerity to demand their human rights, 
and the audacity to seek to place limits on the heretofore 
absolute powers of the regime. For this singular act of 
insubordination--and for this act alone--the Polish military 
government is trying to destroy Solidarity and the broader 
Spirit of reform it represents. 

Ac. Chaicman, in saat efforts She Polish Micitary recine 
continues, a uli year after the apolication of mMartias aw, 29 
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commit sweeping acts of repression against nearly all segments 
of Polish society. 

The very decree on the State of War which established that 
repression suspends, or limits for the duration of the 
proclamation, all fundamental civil rights recognized by the 
Polish Constitution and the international treaties to which 
Poland is a party. And actions taken under that, and other 
repressive laws violate numerous provisions of the Declaration 
of Human Rights (Articles 3, 5, 8, 9, 10 and 11) and of the 
International Covenant. on Civil and Political Rights (Articles 
6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 14 and 15) which inter alia affirm the 
individual's right to be free from cruel, inhuman or degrading 
treatment or punishment. Indeed the current actions of 
Poland's military authorities make a mockery of these 
international commitments. PE 

Mr. Chairman, the human costs - of these violations continue to 
be enormous: 

--The Polish authorities themselves have acknowledged the 
killing of strikers and demonstrators in the course of suppressive 
actions. On December 17, 1981, for example, the regime announced 
that nine coal miners had been shot to death by security forces 
breaking a strike in the Wujek coal mines near Katowice. Following 
the nationwide disturbances on August 31, 1982, the official media 
reported the deaths of two demonstrators in Lubin, one in Wroclaw, 
and one in Gdansk. And unofficial and unconfirmed reports indicate 
an even higher number of fatalities actually may have occurred. 

--Moreover, additional thousands of Polish citizens have been 
wounded and injured in the course of police actions. Numerous 
eyewitness accounts testified to excessive use of police force in 
the past year to suppress public manifestations of dissatisfaction 
with repression. 

--Thousands of Polish citizens have been convicted of martial 
law violations by summary military and civil tribunals, and many 
Others are under arrest and awaiting trial. Thus, over five 
thousand people were arrested or detained in the wake of the August 
31, 1982 disturbances alone. According to conservative estimates 
there are approximately 700 detainees and 4000 individuals who are 
languishing in prison for violation of martial law offenses. Othe 
estimate that at least ten thousand are now serving sentences viel 
awaiting trial and as many as thirty thousand have been sentence 
under martial law to prison terms ranging from three months =o nine 
years. 

--Sentences for martial law violations often have been 
Severe. Even minor offenses, such as printing and distributin 
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undergound news Dulletins, have entailed sentences of three to 
five years' imprisonment. 

--Accounzs of beatings and physical abuse of prisoners 
continue to abound. The Catholic Church and the International 
Committee of the Red Cross have made strenuous effor=s to visiz 
martial law prisoners in various detention centers, Dut the 
Polish regime has generally done what it coulis to frustrate 
such efforts. When one such visit was permitted in- early 

January, ICRC inssectors reported deplorable conditions in als 
Out four or five showcase facilities in former resorts ney 
reportedly often found eighteen co swencty sersons snaring a 
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Single room with a common toilet, internees were locked up with 
common criminals, and some were sent to psychiatric hospitals. 

--The scale of such police actions as warrantless search of 
homes and offices, confiscation of personal documents and 
property, monitoring of telephones and other forms of 
electronic eavesdropping--all without legal recourse--nave been 
massive. 

--Tight military and government control has been reimposed 
by the Jaruzelski regime over print and electronic media. The 
Polish press, radio and television have resumed practices 
reminiscent of the 1950's. Pluralism of viewpoints, regard for 
factual accuracy, and candor have all but vanished in Poland. 
Solidarity's press has been shut down and church periodicals 
Subjected to censorship. 

--The martial law regime’ also has used a system of 
ideological "verification" to subdue dissident voices and 
produce a uniform media line conforming to military dictates. 
According to a key official of the dissolved journalists 
association and to Western press reports, more than 1,200 print 
and media journalists have lost their positions in the 
ideological purge. The creation in late March of a new, 
regime-controlled journalists organization demonstrated the 
regime's determination to eradicate all vestiges of public 
autonomy and assert complete dominance over public life. 

--Martial law decrees also have expressly banned all types 
of public assembly and demonstrations without prior permission 
of the authorities, except for limited types of religious 
celebrations . Under this provision, the regime reportedly has 
employed massive amounts of police force to suppress strikes, 
demonstrations and other open manifestations of popular 
unrest. Elite internal security troops and Zomo riot police 
have used tanks, armored cars, water cannons, tear gas, clubs 
and in some instances, even small arms, to crush what almost 
always have been non-violent protest actions. Crowd violence 
against police generally has occurred only after the 
authorities had forcibly suppressed attempts to hold peaceful 
protest actions. 

--Stiff action has been taken against those attempting to 
carry on free union activities. Severe prison sentences nave 
Sen mandated for sersons persisting in such trade union 
activities, especialiy those organizing and participating in 
Strikes. 

--Some Polish industrial plants have been militarized. 
According to the Polish newspaper, Zycie Warszawy (October 21, - 
1982), the essence of such militarization is that workers in 
the enterprises involved are, in effect, inducted into military 
service from the moment of militarization. Military service 
principles, including military penal provisions and summary 
court procedures, are sustituted for normal conditions of work; 





factory directors have military command authority, inclu 


udi: 
the possibility of lengthening working hours and transferring 
workers, without consultations with che workers. 

@e-In addition, she marcial law auchnoricies have emp.isyvec 
another highly effective mesnoce of stifling worker srotescs. 
This is the coecal.lied “wolf-ticket® which involves dismissa. 
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from employment and the effective denial of future employment 
in any state-controlled sector of the economy. A worker deniec 
employment in this manner becomes dependent on his family for 
Support, a particularly Onerous sanction in the wake of the 
Steep price rises which have caused the costs of food and other 
basic necessities in Poland to skyrocket. 

Mr. Chairman, the suppression of human rights and 
fundamental freedom of the Polish people which we have 
documented also constitutes a massive violation of the Helsinki 
Final Act. Since my country, like many others, has made these 
violations a central subject at the review talks of the 
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, in Madrid, I 
Will not review them again in detail today before this 
Committee. 

.However, I do wish, Mr. Chairman,.to mention one 
particularly flagrant violation of the Helsinki Final Act and 
of the United Nations Charter on which it is based: the 
continuing Soviet effort to dictate, and to control events in 
Poland. Through massive intimidation and interference, the 
Soviet Union has conspired with the Polish military authorities 
to deprive the Polish people of their rights to self 
determination. As my government has fully documented (Special 
Report No. 94 on Soviet Involvement in Poland, July 1980 - 
December 1981), Poland was subjected in the period leading up 
to imposition of martial law, to a continuous barrage of Soviet 
pressures, threats and acts of intimidation, including military 
Manuevers to bring about repression in Poland and to stifle the 
reform process supported by the great majority of the Polish 
people. And continuing attacks on the Church, private 
agriculture the and Polish workers movement appear in the. 
official Soviet press to supplement Soviet official 
encouragement for a continuing tough line against the forces of 
reform in Poland. 

It is a bitter irony that the Soviet Communist Party, which 
calls itself the “vanguard of the proletariat", so avidly has 
sought to crush in Poland the true aspirations of the Polish 
working class. t is equally ironic that the Soviet Union, 
which purports to be the leader of world revolution, is so 
rigid and intolerant--and so fearful--that it cannot permit 
peaceful, progressive reform in one of its neighbors. 

Certainly it is inconsistent with the United Nations Charter 
for any country to assume that some ideological prerogative 
Grants it the right to control another--whether in Afghanistan 
Or Poland. . 

Mr. Chairman, we are convinced that a rapid and complete 
restoration of human rights and fundamental freedoms is the 
Surest guarantee of peace and stability in Poland. Continuing 
repression of the Polish peop.e's rights cannot solve Poland's 
intractable economic and political sroblems. Purely 
superficial and cosmetic changes designed more to put a 


respectable facade on repression than to change the uncerlying 
Situation cannot oring a lasting solution. Only a return to a 
: ceconciliation and 
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we therefore urgently call upon the government of Poland to 
lift martial law repression in fact and substance, not just in 
mame; to release all of its political prisoners; and to return 
to a process of constructive and uncoerced dialogue with the 


Polish Church and with Solidarity. 


We call upon the new leaders of the Soviet Union to abide 
by the provisions of the United Nations Charter and the 
Helsinki Final Act to respect the rights of the Polish people 
freely to pursue its political, economic, social and cultural 
development, and to refrain from the threat or use of force 
against Poland. 

And we urge all countries in this Committee to support all 
efforts in this body and its specialized agencies to promote 
the earliest possible return to a process of self-determination 
in Poland and the fullest possible restoration of human rights 
and fundamental freedoms in that country. 

My ccintry has joined others in taking a number of measures 
to encourage improvements in the human rights situation in 
Poland. We also have made it absolutely clear that if real, 
not just cosmetic, improvements do occur, these will be met 
with a reciprocal positive United States response. Our actions 
have been and will be guided by the practical consideration of 
strengthening respect for human rights in Poland, including the 
rights of free association which the Polish people exercised in 
forming the Solidarity Union. The denial of human rights not 
Only affects the Polish people but has done grave damage to 
world peace. We all, therefore, have a fundamental stake in 
the genuine termination of the repression in Poland and in the 
revival of the process of peaceful change which inspired the 
hopes of the Polish people and--indeed--of freedom-loving 
people throughout the world. 
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12, Report of the Economic and Social Council: Human Rights, 
December 7, 1982 


_What is the role of the United Nations with regard to human rights? 
And what should it be? How important is the protection of human 
rights and human freedom to this institution? These questions were 
raised in several United Nations arenas last week. They were raised 
once when the United States noted that the proposed resolution on the 
Secretary General's report contained no reference to human rights or 
freedom, and proposed this addition. The draft resolution had 
already been expanded beyond the specific subject matter of the 
Secretary General's report to embrace broader issues. Our suggestion 
was not enthusiastically received. 
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Other nations, we were told, would resist the addition of human 
rights to the resolution. Its purpose, we were told, was to focus on 
the Charter and on the purposes stated there. When we pointed out 
that commitment to human rights and freedom were present in the . 
Charter, it was asserted that the resolution should focus only on the 
most important purposes of the United Nations -- and that protection 
of human rights did not have the same priority as preserving peace, 
promoting development, or ending the arms race. 


Furthermore, it was pointed out, human rights involve individuals, 
whereas the important purposes of the U.N. involve collectivities. 


Eventually resisters reconsidered, resistance waned and human rights 
were included in the resolution. But the initial absence of concern 
for human rights violations and reticence about their inclusion were 
Significant. They point to an erosion in commitment and clarity 
concerning human rights and freedom and especially to the existence 
of ambiguity Gbout their relations to other goals of the Charter and 
of the United Nations. 


The fact is, of course, that the protection of human rights and 
freedom is identified in the Preamble of the Charter and enumerated 
among its purposes: 
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"We the peoples of the United Nations determined ... to reaffirm 
faith in fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of 
the human person, in the equal richts of men and women ... have 
resolved to combine our efforts tc accomplish these aims ..." 


"The purposes of the United Nations," says Chapter one, Article one, 
ase: 
"to achieve international cooperation ... in promoting and 
encouraging respect for human rights and for fundamental freedom 
for all without distinction as to race, sex, language or 
religion.” 





It was entirely natural that pers. s concerned with -.the preservation 
of international peace should have been committed also to the 
preservation of human rights and freedom because the two are 
inexorably linked. 


In fact, respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms is 
integrally linked to all major political values, as abuse of human 
rights and fundamental freedoms is integrally associated with all the 
most important political crimes. 


There are two principle methods of acting politically in both 
internal and international affairs: these are the method of consent 
and the method of violence. 

In internal affairs the method of consent means governing with 
permission of the governed. Consent must be given, it cannot be 
coerced. Consent can be given only when there is freedom to withhold 
it -- to inguire, discuss, disagree. Institutionalized, the method 
of consent is democracy. 

In external affairs, too, the method of consent means respecting the 
national independence and sovereign equality of all. It means basing 
relations among nations on persuasion, cooperation, contract, and 
requires that nations have the right to disagree, to withhold 
cooperation. Consent is utterly incompatible with conquest. 


The method of consent respects human rights. It encourages 
initiative, innovation, effort. Societies whose governments rely on 
the method of consent do not produce refugees. 


The method of violence stands in sharp contrast to the method of 
consent. Applied to the internal affairs of a nation, the method of 
violence bases power on coercion, compels conformity and honors 
neither law, custom, nor the wishes of the governed. 
Institutionalized, it is autocracy. In external affairs the method 
of violence is invasion, occupation, conquest. It respects neither 
the territorial integrity of nations, nor the right to 
self-determination nor self-government of peoples. The method of 
violence produces widespread violation of the human rights of its 
objects and victims. The clearest expression of the method of 
violence is war. 
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"War," wrote its greatest theoretician, Karl von Clausewitz, “is an 
act of violence intended to compel our opponent to fulfill our 

will." It occurs in our times when rulers of one nation use physical 
force to conquer another people. Military force is a means, but as 
Raymond Aron has noted, “military victory is not the goal." Waris 
not a sport practiced for its own sake. It is a deadly game pursued 
for political ends. 


War, continued von Clausewitz, is "not merely a political act, but 
also a real political instrument." It is politics conducted by 
violence -- to the end of establishing control over some populace. 
War is a way of seeking and winning power by conquest, which stands 
in the sharpest possible contrast to establishing power by consent. 


The method of violence seeks to silence, not to persuade. It is more 
concerned with power than with truth or freedom or law. It values 
control over consent. It deprives those against whom it is used of 
basic human rights -- of their right to life, liberty, security, due 


process of law. Today, the method of violence deprives the people of 


Poland of their right to assemble, their right to organize 
independent trade unions and to bargain collectively, their right to 
a voice in the basic decisions of the society. 


Applied across borders, as in Afghanistan and Cambodia today, the 
method of violence deprives whole societies of self-determination, 
security and peace. The method of violence is used against these 

peoples, their culture, social institutions, religious practices, 

economies, and governments. 


Violence is an assault on the human dignity, human rights, and 
fundamental freedoms of its objects. It relies on armies, guns, 
bombs, poison gas, mycotoxins to coerce submission and secure 
compliance, 


The method of violence produces what is here called “mass exoduses," 
that is, a tragic flow of persons fleeing from their native lands in 
fear for their lives and freedom. This relationship was recognized 
in Resolution 309, adopted on March 1, 1980, by the Human Rights 
Commission, which noted that "large exoduses of persons and groups 
are frequently the result of violations of human rights," and again, 
in the recent study of the Special Rapporteur, which asserted: 
"In all the situations taking place during the past decade, 
violations of this spirit, and frequently of this letter of the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights and its Preamble must be 
recognized. The rule of law, which is the only guarantee of just 
treatment of the individual, was simply nonexistent in many of 
the*countries from which exodus took place.” 


Given the incompatibility of violence with human rights and freedom, 
one might suppose that the U.N.'s concern with human rights would 
recognize the method of violence in internal and external affairs as 
incompatible with the Charter and destructive of human rights. With 
shock, one learns that in-many cases the use of force and violation 
of human rights are not seen as a violation of the Charter relevant 
to U.N. bodies with rsponsibility for protection of human rights and 
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fundamental freedoms. Some violations are defined out of existence, 
some are simply ignored. Only a very limited class of violence and 
violations are deemed relevant to U.N. purposes today. 


Most of the questions of human rights with which United Nations 
bodies have concerned themselves in recent years are of a single 
kind. U.N. human rights bodies concern themselves with relatively 
small, relatively underdeveloped, non-Communist nations, which are 
not members of any cohesive bloc; which are or have recently been 
the target of a national liberation movement with important ties to 
the Soviet bloc; and with countries which have sought to protect 
themselves by using government violence against guerrilla violence. 


Relatively few governments meet all these criteria for attention. 
There are many small developing countries, but most are protected by 
their membership in powerful blocs. Furthermore, not all small 
developing countries are the active objects of revolutionary 
violence, and not all targeted governments resist violent assaults. 
Some simply succumb. 


Most of the human rights violations singled out for attention in the 
United Nations are Latin -=- not, certainly, because the greatest 
human rights violations of our century have taken place there. The 
Holocaust, Gulag, Pol Pot's genocidal utopia, Vietnam's labor camps, 
Idi Amin's slaughterhouse -- have won for Europe, Asia and Africa 
records of human rights violations unmatched in the Western 
Hemisphere. Nonetheless, as our Venezuelan colleague noted in this 
Committee last week, United Nations human rights bodies show a 
"special taste for those small countries which are apparently lacking 
in strategic resources of wide political audiences." 


An Islamic or African country which becomes the target of violent 
guerrilla assault would be protected against United Nations human 
rights action by its involvement in a web of protective alliances -- 
regional organizations, the Non-Aligned Movement, the G-77, or some 
other bloc. 


Even though their records of internal repression and external 
aggression are clear and well-known, countries linked to the Soviet 
Union are protected against charges of human rights violations by 
their membership in the Soviet bloc which, like other blocs, 
functions as a mutual protection society. The fact that many members 
of the Soviet bloc are also members of other groups extends their 
access and influence. Cuba's status as President of the Non-Aligned 
Movement symbolizes this pattern of overlapping membership and 
extended influence. 


There is another reason that the Soviet Union and its bloc are 
successful in avoiding the attention of United Nations human rights 
groups. It is because they have been very successful in selling, 
here in the United Nations and in influential circles outside this 
body, a perverse doctrine of violence and human rights which stands 
traditional conceptions on their heads: where traditionally states 
have been defined as having a monopoly on the legitimate use of 
violence, now liberation movements are seen as having a monopoly on 
the legitimate use of force. 
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According to this upside-down view of human rights and self-defense, 
revolutionary violence -- that is, violence committed by those linked 
to the Soviet Union and its clients -- is defined as a just protest 
against an unjust society. Such violence may result in dead 
civilians, bombed school children, widespread economic destruction, 
but it will not be considered a violation of human rights if it is 
committed in the name of revolution against any society whose 
citizens do not enjoy all the rights listed in the Universal 
Declaration, that is, most of the societies in the world today. 
Whole peoples may have their homes and villages burned, their crops 
destroyed, their cattle killed, may be forcibly "relocated" in camps 
Without provoking any interest or activity in the Third Committee or 
the Human Rights Commission. People may be invaded, conquered, 
herded into cities, driven over borders, their fields tainted with 
toxins, their air poisoned with yellow rain, without them being 
regarded as victims of human rights violations. They may have their 
electric plants dynamited, their coffee crops destroyed, their 
leaders murdered, without being regarded as victims of human rights 
violations -- providing that the perpetrators of this violence, of 
these gross abuses, are "progressive" national liberation movements, 
armed, trained, serviced by the professional purveyors of 
revolutionary violence. Only governments that seek to repress this 
violence will be cited for human rights violations. 





In a recent speech before this Committee, which singled out the 
governments: of Central America for special negative mention, a 
colleague asserted: "My government opposes violence wherever it 
occurs, as a method to solve political or social problems. But at 
the same time we cannot accept the argument that an oppressed people 
Striving for legitimate social and economic reforms of its own 
society should be automatically classified as terrorists." 


Whether a given group is or is not classified as terrorists would, 
one should think, depend on whether they use terror against civilian 
populations. During the past year the economy of El Salvador has 
been devastated, the poor people of that poor ration deprived of the 
fruits of their labor by repeated, carefully targetted guerrilla 
attacks -- a strange method, indeed, for promoting sociai and 
economic reform, but a familiar method of conquest. 


Small bands of violent men have discovered in our times that, by the 
Skillful use of violence and propaganda, they can win power against 
overwhelming numbers. They begin with terror which has been aptly 
defined as "the deliberate, systematic murder, maiming and menacing 
of the innocent to inspire fear in order to gain political ends." 
Such deliberate use of terror to produce a "revolutionary situation" 
has become the preferred tactic of contemporary revolutionary cadres. 
"Whe process," wrote one student of revolutionary violence, "begins 
with a small group of individuals working to destabilize a society 
through assasinations and other violent acts. These are often 
described as ‘pointless,’ but in fact they have very astute 

purposes: intimidation of the general population; destruction of the 
economy by frightening off capital and skilled workers; and a 


demonstration to possible political opponents that ‘these madmen will 


stop at nothing'." 
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Neither the method nor the goal have changed since they were 

described in a Revolutionary Catechism by nineteenth century 
nihilists. They are: "to use every means in ((their)) power to 
foster and spread those wrongs and those evils which will finally 
break the patience of our people and force them to a general revolt." - 





In our times, Carlos Marighella's Minimanual of the Urban Guerrilla 
provides a graphic description of this process of violence, whose aim 
is to create a situation “where the government has no alternative 
except to intensify repression. The police roundups, house searches, 
arrests of innocent people and of suspects, closing off streets, make 
life in the city unbearable," Marighella continued, in the wake of 
these repressive measures, *%': fie general sentiment is that the 
government is unjust, incapable of solving problems, and resorts 
purely and simply to the physical liquidation of its oppponents.”" 
Eventually, as repression grows, "the political situation in the 
country is transformed into a military situation in which the 
militarists appear more and mcre to be the ones responsible for 
errors and violence, while the problems in the lives of the people 
become truly catastrophic." During this critical period, Marighella 
counselled, the guerrilla "must become more agggressive and violent, 
resorting without letup to sabotage, terrorism, expropriations, 
assaults, kidnappings and executions, heightening the disasterous 
Situation in which the government must act." 





This now familiar cycle is accompanied today by a chorus of moral . 
Outrage from a self-designated constituency of conscience which 
deplores all efforts of governments and societies to defend 
themselves against guerrilla violence. 


"Demands for change,” said our U.N. colleague, speaking of the 
beleaguered countries of Central America, “have been met with terror 


and violence by government forces and groups of the extreme right, 
Supported or condoned by the state power." 


One wonders, which demands for change did he mean? Did he mean those 
communicated by the specialists in violence that destroyed 34 bridges 
and 145 electrical transmission towers in El Salvador? Or was he 
thinking of the businesses closed by guerrilla action -= putting more 
than 18,000 Salvadorans out of work -- or perhaps the 700 buses 
destroyed? He could not have been referring to the kidnapping of two 
soccer teams and 120 spectators from a rural stadium in Salvador, for 
that was reported in the press only today. 





Probably, he was not speaking of El Salvador at all, since that 
country's democratic elections and broad land reform, carried out 
under external assault, must inspire admiration. 


Furthermore, it is presumably clear to all the world that demands for 
change can be asserted through Salvador's democratic processes by 


anyone willing to use the method of consent rather than that of 
violence. 











"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 





Policy Current Documents, 1982" 





4 
V7 -« 


Perhaps our colleague was talking about Guatemala -- Salvador's 
neighbor, which as recently as three years ago had a high growth 
rate, a growing middle class and good economic prospects -- until it, 
too, became a target of guerrilla violence. This violence was 
conducted as usual by small guerrilla bands, advised, armed and 
Otherwise assisted by Cuba and bloc countries, infiltrated into that 
country by well-known routes for the purpose of wreaking violence, 
sowing destruction, provoking ever-greater repression, fear, 
alienation, and for the purpose, finally, of coming to power. 


The method of violence is applied on a daily basis in Guatemala, 
where guerrillas make their demands for social justice by bombing 
bridges, killing provincial police and judges, attacking municipal 
buildings, burning gas stations, telephone and telegraph 
installations, mining roadée, shoot ng shop owners, kidnapping 
businessmen, terrorizing school-gfrls, slaying Indian villagers who 
resist paying “war taxes" and engaging in an ongoing total war 
against the Guatemalan people. No reasonable, fair observer could 
imagine that the method of violence used by Guatemala's guerrillas is 
merely a reaction to government provocation. It is a brutal, 
ruthless campaign conducted by specialists in violence determined to 
seize power and govern by force. 


Perhaps in. talking of government repression and provocation of a 
population, my colleague was really thinking of Poland, where the 
government has used heavy-handed military force against an unarmed 
population, repressing all moves toward free association, denying all 
liberties, ustng the power of the State against the bare hands and 
simple courage of Solidarity. ~ 


He could not really have meant that a society has no right of 
self-defense against armed bands in its midst: that Uruguay had no 
right of self-defense against the Tupemaros; that the Federal 
Republic of Germany had no right to defend itself against the Bader 
Meinhoff gang; that the Italian government has no right to defend 
itself against the Red Brigades; that the government of Spain has no 
right to defend itself against Basque terrorists; or Salvador has no 
right of self-defense against the guerrillas who boycott its 
elections, that attack its co-ops, murder its peasants; or that the , 
people of Guatemala, who have long suffered under harsh, corrupt 
governments, must now passively accept new tyrants who, if one can 
judge by their Nicaraguan comrades-in-arms, will be still more 
repressive. 


The specialists in violence have correctly understood that terrorism 
and guerrilla war pose extremely difficult problems for organized 
societies. They do provoke a spiral of repression, chaos, murder. 
Even strong, sophisticated governments and people, experienced in 
both the use and restraint_of power have difficulty controlling 
Organized political crime. 


But a conception of human rights that ignores the guerrilla's war 
against civilians and focuses exclusively on a government's reprisals 
is no conception of human rights at all. It is a method of politics 
which seeks victory for a certain kind of Soviet-sponsored | 
"liberation." 
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Morally serious persons cannot maintain that terror wreaked on a 
Civilian population by revolutionary movements is liberation, while 
violence committed by a government responding to that guerrilla is 
repression. 


Morally serious persons cannot maintain that national liberation 
movements have the right to use violence against civilians, 
economies, societies and governments and that those societies have no 
right to defend themselves; that violence conducted in the name of 
revolution is legitimate; that violence used by governments and 
societies to defend themselves against guerrillas is illegitimate. 


It will not wash. The facts are clear -- the method of violence is 
the method of tyranny in internal affairs and aggression in 
international relations. Modern tyrants use violence against their 
own people and violence against their neighbors. 


In our times, movements which seek total power by terrorist violence, 
govern by violence. 


The continued widespread abuse of human rights in our world 
constitutes a challenge to all peoples and governments committed to 
promoting human rights and fundamental freedoms. A serious approach 
would take account of all deprivations of liberty, law and security 
committed by organized political groups. A serious approach to human 
rights would take account of the use of lethal toxins and gases 
against the H'Mong, of the tens of thousands of Vietnamese imprisoned 
and held under brutal conditions in labor camps far from home; of the 
continuing human hemorrhage of refugees from Southeast Asia's 
Communist nations into the China Sea. A serious approach would take 
account of the repression and banning of Solidarity, the continuing 
imprisonment of most of its leaders; of the denial of free 
association, collective bargaining, free speech, throughout Eastern 
Europe. It would take account of the Soviet Union's continuing, 
massive, flagrant violation of the rights and fundamental freedoms of 
the Afghan people, of the repression of the Helsinki Watch Committee, 
of the brutal imprisonment of Anatoly Scharansky, of the abuse of 
psychiatric treatment, the denial of the right to emigrate, and the 
repression of Andrei Sakharov. 


A serious concern with human rights would also require taking account 
of the flight of more than thirty thousand Ugandans across the turder 
to Rwanda, and of repression in other African states where freedom is 
denied and due process of law violated. It would take account of 
Apartheid in South Africa. 

A serious concern with human rights would take account of the 
Widespread denial of legal and social rights of women and of 
"untouchables." And, in the context of all those problems, a serious 
concern for human rights would doubtless also take account of the 
deprivation of human rights by some groups and governments in some 
Latin American republics. It would take account of Chile's exiles, 
Argentina's desaparecidos, of Right as well as Left violence in 
Guatemala and Salvador, and also of the harsh treatment of 
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Nicaragua's Miskito, Suma and Rama Indians, its repression of press 
freedom and of the large number of political prisoners in Cuba -- 
some of whom have their sentences arbitrarily resentenced in clear 
violation of Cuba's own laws and of civilized practice. 


The people and government of the United States believe in the method 
of consent, and we deplore all, I repeat all, recourse to the method 
of violence in internal and international affairs. We urge, even 
demand, that societies under attack practice the disciplines of 
freedom and law even as they defend themselves. 


The United States is willing and ready to join with other nations in 
dealing seriously with these serious problems. Human rights and 
fundamental freedoms should be our goal and standard, rather than a 
political weapon used selectively by the strong against the weak, the 
Organized against the unorganized. We will not be a party to the 
further perversion and selective application of these values. We 
Will not contibute cur votes to strengthening those who seek 
political gain by the method of violence. 


We will join our colleagues in any serious, reasonable anc fair 
effort to protect and promote human rights. We are ready when you 
are. 


zx e+ & & & & 
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The subject we address here today, the United Nations 
Pension System, is one of paramount importance to over 50,000 
staff members, annuitants and their families. The Pension 
System provides a living for staff members when they retire, 
and helps those who have became disabled while employed. As 
with other Pension Systems, the United Nations Pension System 
is running into very serious financial problems. These 
problems are the result of a very generous Pension System, of a 
low return on investments and on inflation. The Pension Fund 
is now confronted with a problem of major proportions as a 
result of the serious actuarial unbalance which exists. The 
Committee of Actuaries has advised that unless major changes 
are made, the Pension Fund will run out of money by the year 
2010 and will not be able to pay benefits to those who retire 
or those who are disabled. 
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As a result of these developments, the Pension Board has 
recommended to the General Assembly that it approve certain 
changes in the regulations which will make up about half of the 
projected deficit. With other savings, this will allow for the 
beginning of the rehabilitation of the Pension Fund. The 
changes that are proposed are in the opinion of my Government 
generally reasonable and worthy of approval by. the Fifth 
Committee and the General Assembly. The first recommendation 
is a change in the rate of accumulation for future entrants. 
At the present time, all staff members accumulate pension 
benefits at the rate of 2% for every year of service. What is 
contemplated, are benefits accumulated at the rate of, 1 1/2% 
for the first five years of service, 1 3/4% for the second five 
years of service and 2% thereafter. This system is similar to 
that followed in the United States Civil Service. 


The second change would involve an increase in the interest 
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rate charged retiring staff members who elect to take a 1/3 
lump sum withdrawal. 


The proposed change would increase interest on these 
withdrawals from 4% to 4 1/2 percent. My Delegation believes 
that the interest rate should be increased to 5%. We 
undGerstand the Committee of Actuaries also feels the rate 
should be 5%, however in the interests of unanimity, we are 
prepared to go along with a smaller change. We believe that 
larger change should be put into effect in the future, perhaps 
at the 38th session of the General Assembly. 


We know, Mr. Chairman, that many pensioners will be very 
unhappy with the proposal that there be a 5% instead of a 3% 
change in the cost of living index in order to trigger a 
pension adjustment, and that the cost of living measurements be 
applied every six months instead of every three months as at 
the present time. We believe, however, taking into account the 
problems facing the Pension Fund, that this is a good proposal, 
and the pensioners should understand the reasons why this 
proposal is being put formed. 


The other basic change involves a sacrifice by the member 
Organizations and Governments. The proposal by the Pension 
Board is for the deletion of Article 26 of the Pension Fund 
regulations. Article 26 provides that if an employee leaves a 
member organization before 5 years of service, the Pension Fund 
will return to the member organization half of the fourteen 
percent contribution made by the organization to the Pension 
Fund. If Article 26 is deleted, the Pension Fund will keep all 
14%. In money terms this means the Pension Fund will be able 
to keep about one million dollars a year that it presently 
returns to the United Nations and about eight million dollars 
for the United Nations system as a whole. My Delegation has 
reservations with regard to this proposal, since in previous 
resolutions of the General Assembly it was decided that no 
changes in the Pension System should be rade, which would 
entail an increase in the present or futtre liabilities of 
member states. 


There are several other changes in the regulations 
suggested by the Pension Board which would reduce the actuarial 
imbalance which I would like to comment on. It is suggested, 
Mr. Chairman, that Article 21 be revised, so that the present 
one year service required for a staff member to become a 
participant would be reduced to six months. My Delegation 
believes this revision will give employees greater access to 
the Pension Fund and prospective benefits of pension coverage 
will serve to reduce the actuarial imbalance. We believe this 
a good proposal and we support it. A revision to Article 24, 





a3eo 
me 
is also suggested by the Pension Board. This would involve 
limiting the restoration of prior service. We believe that 
this measure is not clearly worded. It may mean that only 
prior service of less than five years may be restored. Or, it 
may mean that no service may be restored unless the employee 
will have, in toto, less than five years service at the time of 
his separation following his re-employment. My Delegation can 
accept either revision to Article 24 as a valid and equitable 
way to reduce costs. However, Mr. Chairman, we would 
appreciate clarification from the Representative of the Pension 
Board on the exact intent of the proposal. Finally, Mr. 
Chairman, a revision to Article 25 is proposed. Under this 
revision, contributions made by individuals to validate leave 
without pay as contributory service would be made concurrently 
with the leave without pay rather than after its completion. 
We have considered this change carefully and support it. 


I would like to turn now Mr. Chairman to the subject of the 
investments of the Pension Fund. The state of these 
investments are of course clearly tied to the actuarial 
situation of the Pension Fund. It is disappointing to study 
the report of the Secretary General on the return on Pension 
Fund investments for the period ending March 3l, 1982. It is 
true that world wide economic conditions during the period of 
the report were poor. It is equally true that during the same 
period many investors and investment houses were earning larger 
returns on their investments. We appreciate the problems 
facing the UN Pension Fund with its diversified world wide 

- portfolio. But, my Delegation believes the loss of 7.85 
percent during the period, together with the fact that over the 
last 22 years, the Pension Fund has earned only 5.7% annually 
on its money, is of concern and raises many questions. An 
important question is, why, with an Investments Committee 
composed of such highly regarded investment advisers from 
around the world, and two such well known major financial 
houses to handle transactions, are returns on investment not 
better. Do we need changes in the composition of the 
Investments Committee? Should we change the two financial 
houses we presently employ? In vigw of the Pensions Funds's 
large portfolio, should the Pension Fund have additional 
financial houses to handle its transactions. My Delegation is 
concerned over the fact that there is such a low return on the 
investments of the Pension Fund, and woulc like to see changes 
mace which would bring a larger return on investments. 
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While on the subject of investments, my Delegation was very 
pleased to note that in the Secretary General's bulletin to the 
Staff of December 2, 1982, he stated that he was going to ask 
the Pension Fund Secretariat to issue a report to Staff every 
three months which will, among other things, report on the 
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investments of the Pension Func. We think this is an excellent 
proposal. 


The owners of the Pension Fund portfolio are the staff, and 
we feel it appropriate that they be informed of what is 
transpiring with regard to the investments of the Pension 
Fund. At the same time, we believe that the members of the 
United Nations Pension Committees should be informed every 
three months, of the holdings of the Pension Fund. These 
reports should include significant information on equities and 
bonds purchased and sold, and on gains and losses. 


My Delegation has spoken earlier in this Committee, during 
Gebate on other items dealing with personnel matters, on the 
question of an increase in the retirement age. The Pension 
Board recommends that the retirement age be increased to 62. 
We strongly support this recommendation. We do so not only 
becasue it would help the actuarial imbalance of the Pension 
Fund, but also because it is a progessive, social idea whose 
time has come at the United Nations. Based on our research, 
were the retirement age to be increased to 62 there would 
continue to be promotions for those deserving of them and 
geographical distribution of professional staff would not be 
affected. Surely, Mr. Chairman, staff members at age 60 should 
not be put out to pasture. Most staff members at that age are 
at the peak of their professional performance. They should be 
allowed to contribute their talents for years to come -- 
certainly until age 62. Our colleague from FAO has reminded us 
that the retirement age in FAO is 62 and is working well. We 
join with him in echoing the words of President Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt, that “all we have to fear is fear itself". 


We believe, Mr. Chairman, that it is important that we 
briefly express our views on a number of other matters placed 
before us by the Pension Board. 


The Pension Board proposes the extension of Pension - 
coverage to certain officials other than staff members. In our 
judgement it would be useful to know just which positions would 
be covered by the proposed change. There have been very 
specific and important reasons why some indivicuals ane 
Organizations have been kept out of the Pension Fund. My 
Delegation, Mr. Chairman, prefers to reserve its position on 
this item until its scope can be better cefined. 


We have taken note, Mr. Chairman, that the Pension Board is 
in agreement with the scheme proposed by the International 
Civil Service Commission, and with the procecures fcr the 
implementation of the first stage of the applicatica of a 
special index for Pensioners. We believe a special incex is 
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important, and will place pensioners residing in different 


countries, with different conditions on a more equal financial 
basis. 


We are pleased over the new form established by the Pension 
Fund Secretariat which will help show the residency of a 
pensioner in a more conclusive manner than before. We 
understand that the form has been issued to Pension Committees, 
and we look forward to receiving a report at the 38th session 
of the General Assembly on the results of the new procedure. 


We are unhappy over the fact that the Pension Board seems 
unable to come to grips with the problem of the financial 
obligations of United Nations pensioners to their spouses or 
former spouses. We believe that eventually a regulation will 
have to be written to cover the interests of spouses or former 
spouses. Such regulations have been put into force, and are 
working well in the comparator Civil Service. We have taken 
note of the fact that the Pension Board intends to keep under 
study the various suggestions and proposals made and to report 
its conclusions to the General Assembly at a later date. 


We welcome the proposed entry of the European and 
Mediterranean Plant Protection Organizations to membership in 
the Pension Fund and support that organization's membership. 


We continue to support the Pension Board's recommendation 
that the Emergency Fund should continue to function and that 
its authority to supplement voluntary contributions to the Fund 
up to an annual amount of $100,000 should be extended. While 
we believe there should be separate coverage for spouses and 
former spouses of pensioners, we agree that in serious cases of 
hardship for these individuals, the emergency fund should be 
used to help then. 


In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, the United States Delegation 
would like to extend its appreciation and gratitude to Mr. 
Arthur Liveran, the retiring Secretary of the United Nations 
Pension Fund. Mr. Liveran has dedicated himself for the last 
20 years to working selflessly on behalf of staff members and 
pensioners all over the world. He is the official who has 
looked after 51,000 participants, many thousands of pensioners, 
widows and widowers, and severly disabled children. He has 
been a dedicated international Civil servant. He has 
unreservedly offered his advice on pension matters to less 
knowledgeable members of Delegations to the United Nations who 
have greatly benefited from his sage advice, worldly knowledge 
and keen intelligence. Mr. Liverman's presence will be surely 
missed by all. We wish him the best things in life as he goes 
into retirement. Thank you Mr. Chairman. 
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POR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 169-(82) 
December 8, 1982 


Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, in the 

Third Committee, in Explanation of Vote on the Report of the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, becomes 70 1982 
SS SS Se 


Mr. Chairman, my delegation is grateful for the report of the High 
Commissioner for Refugees, and we have not desired to break consensus 
on the resolution, L.44, taking note of his annual report to the 
General Assembly. Now that the resolution has been adopted, hnoweve:, 
we would like to offer a few observations about the text: 


We regret that the resolution, in preambular paragraph 8 and in 
operative paragraph 3, refers to “instances of military attacks on 
refugee camps in Southern Africa." The reference is anachronistic, 
misleading and not conducive to the promotion of the non-political, 
humanitarian efforts of the High Commissioner. 

Ambassador Douglas' speech in this committee on the report of the 
High Commissioner gave emphasis to the unhumanity of physical attacks 
On asylum-seekers at sea. We are pleased to note the significant 
effort which has been made to decrease the number of such incidents. 
We would have liked to see this committee urge continued vigilance in 
dealing with this problem, together with the L cca of durable 
solutions to the piracy menace. 
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Concerning operative paragraph 8, my government believes that, in 
addition to maintaining relief efforts and resettlement momentum, 
there should be increased attention to other appropriate durable 
solutions, such as voluntary repatriation and resettlement in place. 
Furthermore, we believe that asylum should be granted until one of 
the three durable solutions is achieved. It is not necessary to 
identify asylum on a temporary basis as a principle for assistance to 
refugees. The three basic durable solutions remain the basis for 
actions to solve refugee situations. 


Pinally, Mr. Chairman, with regard to operative paragraph 13, my 
government believes that all governments are in a position to support 
and contribute to the High Commissioner's humanitarian programs in 
one fashion or another. Even countries lacking in resources and 
infrastructure have generously served as host countries for persons 
fleeing persecution. We wish for this practice of human solidarity 
to continue and to take hold in countries that do not already follow 
this practice. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 170-(82) 
December 8, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States- Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations 
General Assembly, in Plenary, in Explanation of Vote on Item 33, 


Policies of Apartheid of the Government of South Africa, 
December 7, 1982 


Mr. President: 


My delegation supports the humanitarian purpose of this 
resolution. We could have joined a consensus in favor 
of a straightforward, humanitarian appeal by the 


General Assembly for clemency for these condemned men. 


Unfortunately, the authors of the resolution have chosen 
to state the appeal in contentious, politically - motivated 
language. The inclusion of such rhetoric, in a resolution 
on which the General Assembly should have been able to 
speak with one voice, is not only unnecessary; it also 
tends to undermine the seriousness of the issue before us 
and to cast doubt on the humanitarian intent of the 


resolution itself. 


Consequently, although fully in agreement with the 


humanitarian concern that should constitute the sole 


thrust of the resolution, the U.S. is forced to abstain. 


4 


UniTep StaTes MISSION TO THE UNITED NaTIONS 





799 UNITED NATIONS PLAZA 


PRESS RELEASE | NeW York. NY. 10017 
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Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, in the 


Third Committee, in Right of Reply to the Soviet Union, on Item 84, 
Religious Intolerance, November 26, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, the Soviet delegate earlier this morning 
responded to our very factual statement on religious 
intolerance with a number of characteristically groundless 
statements and accusations. His accusations, including 
the charge that athiests are discriminated in the United 
States, are ludicrous. Far more serious was his ad 
hominum attack on Senator Kasten. I do not think it is 
appropriate, Mr. Chairman, for delegates to speak about 
other representatives in a personally insulting manner. 

We can disagree with each other, but it is unbecoming for 
any delegate -- and harmful to our ability to conduct a 
serious debate -- if delegates resort to ad hominum attacks. 
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The Soviet delegate said that there is no religious in- 
tolerance in the Soviet Union. But this is without 

basis in fact, as we demonstrated at great length in our 
statement and in the letter we read from Mrs. Solzhenitsyn. 
In fact, studies of repression in the Soviet Union show _ 
that the single most persecuted group of Soviet citizens 
are religious believers. Approximately half of the 
prisoners of conscience whose names are known to us and 
who are now confined in prisons, labor camps or 
psychiatric prison hospitals are religious believers. 
Foremost among these are the Baptists. Over the past 
three years, persecution of the Baptists has intensified 
In the summer of 1979, 34 were arrested; in the summer of 
1980, 65; in the summer of 1981, 106. In the summer 

just past, 160 Baptists were arrested. 


In noting some of those who have been persecuted for 
their religious beliefs, this delegation has already 
mentioned the name of Zola Krakhmalnikova, who published 
at the Journal Nadezhda. I would also like to-mention 
the Pentecostal Bishop Nikolai Goretoy, who is now 60 
years old and who was sentenced in 1980 to 7 years at 
hard labor. Goretoy is almost completely blind. 
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I should make special mention of the case of the Reverend 
Vladimir Shelkov, who for many years led the Adventist church 
in the USSR and spent 25 years in prison for religious 
activities. In his last years, he lived in seclusion, 
writing sermons and prayers, but in March 1979 he was tried 
on charges that while living in a basement room without 
electricity, he somehow managed to forge Soviet passports. 
Forging passport by candlelight must have been quite a feat 
for an 83 year old man, but he was convicted and sentenced 
to five years at hard labor. He served only five months 

of the sentence, dying in prison in Siberia in January 1980 
age of 84. 


I mentioned Kim Fridman who taught Jewish history and 
the Hebrew language and was convicted of "parasitism" in 
1981 after he refused to disband his classes. And one 
must not forget the case of Dr. Victor Brailovsky, 
sentenced in 1981 to five years internal exhile for 
"circulating fabrications...which defame the Soviet 
state and social system." No specific examples were 
cited at his trial but in any case Brailovsky's true 
crime was circulating a Samizdat journal called "Jews 

in the USSR". 


The Soviet delegate said that there was no anti-semitism 
in the Soviet Union. However, the basic thrust of Soviet 
anti-semitism is that Judaism is a religion that "teaches 
thievery, betrayal, and perfidy," along with "poisonous 
hatred of all peoples." These quotes are from a book 
called "Judaism and Zionism", whose author, one Trifum 
Kichko, was awarded a certificate of honor in the Soviet 
Union. : 


There is the case of the Reverend Gleb Yakunin, an Orthodox 
priest now serving a five year term as a result of his 
religious activities. He recently went on a hunger strike 
in an effort to get back the bible which prison 

authorities confiscated from him. The denial of a 

bible to a priest, indeed to any believer, seems to be in 
contradiction with the rights guaranteed under article 6 
of the Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of 
Intolerence and Discrimination Based on Religion. 


Nikolas Khrapov, a 68 year old Baptist minister was 
sentenced to three years at hard labor in September 1980. 
Khrapov has already spent 26 years in prison. Dimitri 
Minyakov was sentenced to five years in January 1981. 

He has already spent 15 years in prison. Mikhail Khorev, 
who is 51 years old and almost blind, was sentenced to 
five years at hard labor in January 1980. He had already 
spent five years in prisons. There are reports that 
recently he was severely beaten and his kidneys damaged. 
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One could go on and on, but it hardly seems necessary. 
Instead, I would like to conclude by quoting Article 227 
of the Criminal Code of the Russian Socialist Federated 
Soviet Republic: | 


"Organizing or directing a group, the activity of which, 
Carried on under the appearance of preaching religious 
beliefs and performimg religious ceremonies, is connected 
with causing harm to citizei1.>s' health or inducing 
citizens to refuse social activity or performance of 
Civic duties, or with drawing minors into such a group, 
shall be punished by deprivatioi ot freedom for a term 
not exceeding five years or by exile for a similar term, 


with or without confiscation of property." 
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CHECK TEXT AGAINST DELIVERY December 8, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Kenneth L. Adelman, United States Permanent 
Representative to the Unitéd-Mations, in the First Committee, on 
Item 54, Chemical and Bactérfological (Biological) Weapons, 
December 8, 1982 


Mr. Chairman: 


Ypres, April 22, 1915: Just before dusk a greenish cloud of chlorine 
gas drifted over the allied lines causing burning, panic and for many 
lingering death of unspeakable agony. Most survivors of that first 
gas attack are now gone, yet their cries were heard and echo still 
through this century. Their suffering led after the war to signature 
of the 1925 Geneva Gas Protocol banning the use in war of chemical 
and bacteriological weapons. 





— 


Lowghar Province, Afghanistan, September 13, 1982: Soviet soldiers 
pumped toxic gas into an underground passageway killing 60 Afghan 
adults and 13 children. The victims of that attack decomposed 
immediately with flesh peeling from the bone and blue-black skin. 
yet, unlike casualties of Ypres, their agonies have been ignored by a 
world grown used to the unspeakable. 





The continuing use of chemical weapons, responsible for the death of 
at least 10,000 persons in Afghanistan and Southeast Asia, is a major 
humanitarian issue of our times and is in stark contrast to the 
progress all nations seek toward real and verifiable disarmament. 
Violation of the oldest arms control agreements have implications for 
all arms control and disarmament agreements which cannot be ignored. 
How then can we maintain the credibility of international agreements 
Or believe pledges to respect human rights? 


The 1925 Geneva Gas Protocol, one of the oldest arms control 
agreements still in force, prohibits the use of chemical weapons in 
warfare. It was followed in 1972 by the Biological and Toxin Weapons 
Convention, which forbids the production, stockpiling, or transfer of 
biological or toxin weapons. Yet each of these has been violated by 
the Soviet Union. As President Reagan stated on November 22: 
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"The whole world remains outraged by the Soviets' and their 
allies' use of biological and chemical weapons against 
defenseless people in Afghanistan, Cambodia and Laos. This 
experience makes ironclad verification all the more essential for 
arms control." 


How, despite all these agreements, has the world regressed from Ypres 
to Southeast Asia and Afghanistan through three successively more 
lethal generations of chemical weapons? The gases of World War I, 
like phosgene, chlorine and mustard gave way to nerve gases, 
developed but not used in World War II. Today, a third generation of 
chemical weapons in the form of lethal toxins has been developed 

and is in use by the Soviet Union. These new killing agents, which 
can be produced in large quantities, were until recently unknown to 
warfare. 


For over five decades all of these weapons have been successfully 
eliminated from the battlefields of the industrialized world. In 
World War II fear of retaliation was an effective deterrent to use of 
nerve gas. yet in the Third World, protocols alone have not 
prevented use of these deadly substances. In Ethiopia many thousands 
died from chemicals in the 1930's. Today, there is conclusive 
evidence that they are again in widespread use against people of the 
Third World. 


In 1975, when reports of chemical warfare began to come from the most 
inaccessible corners of Laos, there was a tendency to disbelieve, 
even to seek explanations in nature. Yet in those poisonous vapors 
sprayed from aircraft, a hilltribe, too remote for the outside world 
to notice, was being exposed to the same horrors as trench warfare. 
In 1976, more reports of chemical destruction came from the remote 
highland villages of the Hmong. The victims were inhabitants of 
these villages, men, women and children, particularly the children 
who were least able to resist the lethal effects of toxic agents. As 
time passed, the reports multiplied from many sources. There was no 
longer doubt that the Hmong were being victimized, not by any 
identifiable nerve gas but by chemicals until then unknown to 
warfare. They were the products of laboratories with long experience 
in, development of chemical warfare. In 1978, the same reports began 
to come from Kampuchea and in 1979 from Afghanistan. In 1980, the US 
along with other nations took the responsible course of bringing the 
issue to the United Nations. The 1925 Protocol had made no provision 
for investigation of complaints, verification or enforcement of 
compliance, and an investigation was set in motion by a resolution of 
the General Assembly. 


While the sophistication of Soviet chemical compounds and the 
remoteness of the areas in which they were used. continued to stand in 
the way of scientific analysis, evidence was nonetieless mounting. 

It came from: 


-- Testimony of those who saw and suffered from the attacks; 
-- Testimony of doctors, refugee workers, journalists and others who 
questioned survivors of chemical use; 
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-- Testimony from defectors who carried out the actual attacks; 

-- Preliminary analysis of physical samples from the attack sites; 

-- Documentary evidence from open sources and intelligence from 
"national technical means." 


Taken together, it was possible to conclude in the words of a US 
report circulated as United Nations Document A/37/157 of March 24, 
1982 that: 


"Lao and Vietnamese forces, operating under Soviet supervision, 
have, since 1975, employed lethal chemical and toxin weapons in 
Laos; that Vietnamese forces, since 1978, used lethal chemical 
and toxin asents in Kampuchea; and that Soviet forces have used a 
Variety of lethal chemical warfare agents, including nerve gases, 
in Afghanistan since the Soviet invasion of that country in 1979." 


Now, it is possible to state with certainty, including positive 
scientific evidence from each country, that toxin weapons of Soviet 
Origin are in use in Afghanistan, Kampuchea and Laos. A 
comprehensive report on this evidence from Secretary of State George 
Shultz has been circulated as United Nations Document A/C.1/37/10 of 
December 1, 1982. Secretary Shultz’ report concludes: 


-- Reports of chemical attacks from February through October 1982 
indicate that Soviet forces continue their selective use of 
chemicals and toxins against the resistance in Afghanistan. 
Moreover, new evidence collected in 1982 on Soviet and Afghan 
government forces' use of chemical weapons from 1979 through 1981 
reinforces the previous judgement that lethal chemical agents 
were used on the Afghan resistance. Physical samples from 
Afghanistan also provide new evidence of mycotoxin use. 


-- Vietnamese and Lao troops, under direct Soviet supervision, have 
continued to use lethal and incapacitating chemical agents and 
toxins against the Hmong resistance in Laos through at least June 
1982. 


-- Trichothecene toxins were found in the urine, blood and tissue of 
victims of "yellow rain" attacks in Laos and Kampuchea and in 
samples of residue collected after attacks. 


-- A common factor in the evidence is Soviet involvement in the use 
of these weapons in all three countries. Continued anélysis of 
prior data and newly-acgquired information about Soviet mycotoxin 
research and development, chemical warfare training in Vietnam, 
the presence of Soviet chemical warfare advisors in Laos and 
Vietnam, and the presence of the same unusual trichothecene 
toxins in samples collected from all three countries reinforce 
Our earlier conclusion abou: the complicity of the Soviet Union 
and about its extent. 


So that there is no mistaking the extent of evidence or the gravity 
of these charges, I should like now to briefly review the situation 
in each country. In Afghanistan, Soviet forces are known to have 
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used lethal chemical agents against Mujahidin resistance forces and 
Afghan villages at least since the Soviet invasion in December 1979. 
We now have evidence of at least 60 separate attacks through October 
1982. New evidence indicates that the Soviets have continued 
selective use of toxic agents in Afghanistan up to the present. For 
the first time, we have obtained scientific evidence of the use of 
mycotoxins by the Soviets through analyses of two contaminated Soviet 
gas masks acquired in Afghanistan, one directly from the body of a 
Soviet soldier. Analysis of material taken from the outside surface 
of one mask has shown the presence of trichothecene mycotoxin. 
Analysis of a hose from the second Soviet mask showed the presence of 
several mycotoxins. In addition, a vegetation sample from 
Afghanistan shows preliminary evidence of the presence of mycotoxins. 


Our hypothesis that mycotoxins have been used in Afghanistan has now 
been confirmed. Reports during 1980 and 1981 described a 
yellow-browm mist delivered in attacks which caused blistering, 
nausea, vomiting, and other symptoms similar to those described by 
"yellow rain" victims in Southeast Asia. Initially, it was difficult 
to prove that trichothecene mycotoxin was being used, but we are now 
in a position to do so. 


These scientific findings are corroborated by testimony from Soviet 
and Afghan personnel directly involved in chemical attacks. A 
captured Soviet soldier, Anatoly Sakharov, has testified on the use 
of three chemical agents. Soviet chemical specialist Yuriy 
Povarnitsyn has provided details on his mission to examine Afghan 
Villages following a chemical attack. An Afghan pathologist has 
described accompanying Soviet chemical warfare personnel into 
contaminated areas following Soviet chemical attacks, and a number of 
former Afghan military officers have pinpointed storage sites for 
lethal agents in Afghanistan. 


In Laos, reports of chemical attacks against Hmong villages and 
guerrilla strongholds date from mid-1975 and describe over 240 
separate incidents. Hmong refugees, who have recounted the familiar 
details of attack by toxic agents and exhibited the same severe 
medical symptoms, entered Thailand each month from January through 
June of this year. They brought with them more samples of "yellow 
rain" dropped by aircraft and helicopters on their villages and 
crops. Analysis of these samples, some as recent as October 1982, 
show that the material used in Laos contains trichothecene toxins 
which cause vomiting, bleeding, blistering, severe skin lesions d 
other symptoms observed by qualified doctors. Experts have con~ \ided 
that the.Hmong have been exposed to a toxic agent and that no 
disease, plant or chemical occuring in nature could have caused such 
unique physical effects, 


As in Afghani-ctan, physical evidence -- including blood samples and 
biological specimens -- has been corroboratea by eyewitness accounts 
and testimony from many sources including some responsible for the 
attacks. A complete description of chemical warfare in Laos between 
1976-78 was provided by a former pilot of the Lao People's Liberation 
Army who flew aircraft equipped to dispense toxic chemical agents on 
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Hmong villages in the Phou Bia area of Northern Laos. He confirmed 
that the LPLA, in cooperation with the Vietnamese Army, has conducted 
chemical warfare in Laos at least since April 1976. Since that time, 
descriptions of the attacks have been remarkably consistent and 


_ usually involve aircraft or helicopters spraying yellow rain on Hmong 


Villages and crops. 


Finally, in Kampuchea, we have evidence of over 140 separate chemical 
attacks. Since October 1978, the Government of Democratic Kampuchea 
has regularly accused Vietnam and its clients in Kampuchea of using 
Soviet-made chemical agents against guerrilla forces and civilians 
alike. In the past year, most of these attacks have occurred near 
the Thai border, facilitating collection of samples and other 
evidence of toxin use. Analysis of blood, tissue, urine and other 
samples from victims of such attacks during February and March has 
been performed in three countries. While results differed according 
to techniques used, all concluded that illness has been provoked by 
toxic agents. 





Again in Kampuchea, the perpetrators themselves have provided details 
On the attacks. A Vietnamese army soldier reports that during 
Operations in the Phnom Melai region he observed two Soviet personnel 
firing hand-held chemical weapons. Three hundred persons died in the 
attack he cited. Mr. Chairman, this carnage is continuing and we 
have reports of chemical warfare in Kampuchea as recently as November 
1982. 

I have attempted here to summarize our findings with respect to each 
country as briefly as possible. These conclusions rest on a large 
body of evidence assembled with the full resources of the US 
Government. Hundreds of samples have now been collected from 
Southeast Asia since mid-1979 and from Afghanistan since May 1980. 
Tissue specimens and body fluids from attack victims have been 
analyzed both by the US Government laboratories and by those of 
independent American universities. Positive findings have also been 
presented before the internationally respected Society of Toxicology, 
the International Mycotoxin Symposium in Vienna and the Association 
of Analytical Chemistry. Nor are these findings limited to the US. 

A comprehensive toxicological study was carried out by Dr. Bruno 
Schiefer of the University of Saskatchewan and submitted as United 
Nations Document A/37/308 of June 21, 1982. An epidemiological study 
was initiated by the Surgeon General of the Canadian Armed Forces and 
made available to the Secretary-General on August 25, 1982. Research 
conducted in the laboratories of Thailand has also found evidence of 
toxic chemicals not naturally present in Southeast Asia. 


I would like to suggest, Mr. Chairman, that it is easy to discount 
individual bits of evidence. One can dismiss eyewitness testimony as 
biased or photographs as doctored or laboratory analysis as 
inconclusive or testimony by other persons as hearsay. But when a 
body of evidence accumulates, as it has in Afghanistan and Southeast 
Asia, with the various components independently confirming chemical 
warfare, it is no longer possible to do so. Consider, for example, 
the composite picture that emerges from testimony and evidence of 
chemical warfare in Laos: 
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-- A Lao pilot has testified to dropping chemical agents from a 
specially equipped aircraft; 


-- The Hmong victims have given their version of the plane and cloud 
of yellow rain falling to the ground; 


-- Separate sources have confirmed the presence in the area of an 
aircraft of the type described by the pilot and the victims; 


-- Subsequent medical examination of victims reveals symptoms caused 
by toxic agents; 


-- Starting in 1981 evidence from defectors and eyewitnesses was 
supported by blood and tissue analysis from victims showing high 
levels of trichothecene mycotoxin. 


Faced with massive evidence of chemical warfare, the Soviet reponse 
has been cynical denial. The Soviet Permanent Representative has 
attempted to deliberately obfuscate the issue by circulating to the 
General Assembly three documents with elaborate denials and 
counter-charges. He dismisses the excrutiating deaths caused by 
chemical weapons of well over 6,000 Lao, 1,000 Kampucheans and more 
than 3,000 Afghans as “malicious fabrication," “unconfirmed hearsay," 
and "a noisy propaganda campaign." The Soviet Union has even claimed 
in documents submitted to the General Assembly that the toxin which 
eyewitnesses report is distributed by Mikoyan-24 helicopters, 
Antonov-2 bi-planes, Ilyushin-28 bombers or special artillery shells 
is the result of herbicides used by the US in Vietnam. 


To date, the Soviets have issued such denials confident in the 
knowledge that the chemical compounds involved would not be detected 
by the West. We are now, however, able to isolate the components of 
yellow rain. They are trichothecene mycotoxins at strengths many 
times higher than found in nature. There is good evidence for the 
presence of commercially-produced pollen as a carrier and to help 
ensure the retention of toxins in the human body. There is further 
evidence of an added chemical to give the mixture adhesiveness. 
These toxins do not exist together in nature under any circumstances 
nor separately in the strengths found in yellow rain. They are 
derived from sophisticated production of lethal toxins within the 
Soviet Union. 


It is a matter of record that the Soviet Union has developed a 
capacity for multi-ton production of lethal toxins such as these. 
Evidence accumulated since World War II shows that the Soviets have 
made extensive preparation for large scale offensive and defensive 
chemical warfare. Toxic agents and delivery systems have been 
identified, along with production and storage areas within the Soviet 
Union and continuing research, development and testing of new agents 
at the major Soviet chemical proving grounds. Chemical warfare 
battalions are part of the standard table of organization for Soviet 
Armed divisions including those deployed in Afghanistan today. While 
the Soviets label these units as "defensive," I submit that the 
ill-equipped Majahidin resistance forces pose no chemical warfare 
threat to Soviet occupation forces. 
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The Soviet response to evidence of their own brutality in Afghanistan 
and Southeast Asia is the classic totalitarian technique of accusing 
others of precisely their own crimes. The Soviet Union in 
submissions to the United Nations, makes the same tired charges about 
American use of herbicides in the Vietnam War. Mr. Chairman, the 
Vietnam War ended almost ten years ago. Let no one forget, however, 
that the chemicals in Agent Orange were in widespread commercial use, 
aimed at plants, not people. More has been sprayed along US state 
highways than in all of Vietnam, and are still in commercial use ona 
restricted basis in the US and elsewhere. There is, in any case, no 
connection between use of a commercial herbicide against plants and 
deliberate use of lethal chemicals by the Soviet Union against human 
beings. 


It has been easy for some to dismiss Southeast Asia and Afghanistan 
as remote areas, subject to strife for generations. Yet, what is 
occurring there may become the pattern of the future if we continue 
to avoid the facts, preferring not to call those responsible to 
account. Chemi~al warfare is first and foremost a global issue with 
greatest significance for those least able to defend against chemical 
and biological weapons. 


Speaking before the League of Nations, Haile Selassie of Ethiopia 
described how “special sprayers were installed in aircraft so that 
they could vaporize over vast areas of territory a fine death-dealing 
rain. It was thus that as from the end of January 1935, soldiers, 
women, children, cattle, rivers, lakes, and pastures were drenched 
continuously with this deadly rain." Today there are again reports 
of chemical warfare in Ethiopia at Turukruk near the Sudanese border 
on Febru~ -y 15 and, more recently, in an attack 37 survivors of which 
were found by a Western-trained doctor to exhibit persuasive symptoms 
of nerve gas. We believe these allegations, as yet unproven, deserve 
investigation. They are disturbing harbingers of possible repetition 
elsewhere of the pattern we see today in Afghanistan and Southeast 
Asia. Chemical warfare, conducted by proxy in the Third World, as it 
is today by Vietnam in Laos and Kampuchea, is a frightening 
possibility. 


The protocols and conventions to limit these insidious weapons are 
for the protection of all nations. The prohibition on the use of 
chemical weapons has, by reason of the practice and affirmations of 
States, become a part of the rules of customary international law 
which are binding on all states. As biologically-produced chemical 
Substances, the toxins whose use I have described fall within the 
prohibitions of both the 1925 Protocol and the 1972 Biological and 
Toxin Weapons Convention. Violation of these basic agreements by use 
of sophisticated toxins against defenseless populations of the Third 
World is in cynical contempt of international law and human decency. 


The facts are grim. Chemical weapons provoke fear, revulsion and an 
unwillingness to face the reality of their use. On such matters, to 
paraphrase William James, the will to disbelieve is palpably strong, 
yet the United Nations Experts Group has now concluded that "it could 
not disregard the circumstantial evidence suggestive of the possible 
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use of some sort of toxic chemical substance in some instances." 

This qualified language is not surprising. The team was repeatedly 
denied access to each of the three countries -- Laos, Kampuchea, and 
Afghanistan -- where it was supposed to investigate reports of 
chemical warfare. In words from their report, “due to circumstances 
beyond its control, the group was not in a position to proceed to the 
territories where chemical attacks had allegedly occurred and it was, 
therefore, unable to conduct any on-site investigations on those 
territories." 


It is, of course, disappointing that, after two years of 
investigation, the United Nations Experts Group was unable to reach 
more definitive conclusions. Nonetheless, the material compiled by 
the United Nations team and documented in their report supports our 
finding that trichothecene toxins have been identified in samples. 
Furthermore, the team notes evidence that these toxin agents have 
been used. 


The United Nations experts do not rule out the possibility of natural 
contamination, although they admit it is unlikely. It has been shown 
scientifically, however, that this is not the case. This leaves as 
the explanation the only other possibility offered in the United 
Nations report: namely, that chemical and toxin agents are being 
used. We also note that the Soviet explanation for the presence of 
these lethal toxins in Southeast Asia, as submitted in theirs 
scientific report to the United Nations, was dismissed by the United 
Nations experts as scientifically unsound. 


It is not surprising that the United Nations report is less 
definitive than those of the United States. The U.N. team was 
subject to severe restrictions of both time and resources. In two 
years the team was able to meet only six times and carry out three 
brief trips to Pakistan and Thailand. 


It is ironic, therefore, that the Soviet Union has chosen to 
emphasize the ambiguities in the United Nations report, as reflected 
in Pravda on December 2, 1982, even before the United Nations report 
was issued. What Pravda did not report is that the unwillingness of 
the USSR and its clients to cooperate with the United Nations team 
Crippled the investigation. 


Let us not be misled by denials. The strength of international law, 
Mr. Chairman, depends in large part on prompt international reaction 
to its violation. A treaty that when broken causes no outcry is 
without strength. The evidence is now in. Let it not be said of us 
here that the jury was indifferent. In the words of Secretary of 
State George Shultz: 


"The world cannot be silent in the face of such human suffering 
and such cynical regard for international law and agreements. 
The use of chemical and toxic weapons must be stopped. Respect 
for existing agreements must be restored and the agreements 
themselves strengthened. Respect for the dignity of humanity 
must be restored. Failure to achieve these goals can only have 
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serious implications for the security of smaller nations, like 
those whose people are being attacked. If such basic elements of 
human rights can be so fundamentally ignored, how can we believe 

_. any pledges to respect human rights? All who would seek to 
promote human rights, and all who would seek to maintain the 
credibility of international agreements, have a duty to call 
world attention to the continuing use of chemical and toxin 
weapons, and to seek a halt to their use." 


Mr. Chairman, eight years ago the world was deaf to reports of 
chemical warfare from Laos. Today, we have the first indication that 
use of these noxious weapons may have spread into Africa as well. We 
cannot afford to lose another eight years and countless lives. The 
international community must act and act now to to build pressure to 
Stop this continuing outrage. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 173-(82) 
December 9, 1982 


Statements by Ambasador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations 
General Assembly, in Plenary, on Item 14, the Report of the 
International Atomic Energy Agency, November 19, 1982 


The United States wishes to propose a sub-amendment to the amendment 
proposed by Iraq, which deals with the very serious matter of attacks 
On installations that are peacefully engaged in th= conduct of 
nuclear activities. 


We propose that the General Assembly should state an important truth 
in a comprehensive manner - namely, that any attack on a peaceful 
nuclear installation in violation of the United Nations Charter 
constitutes a serious threat to the role and activities of the 
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and to the development and 
promotion of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. 
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Last week the Assembly adopted a resolution concerning Israel's 
attack on the Baghdad reactor. Today, in contrast, the Assembly is 
addressing the report that the IAEA makes to this body. Now the 
delegation of Iraq has reminded all of us of the fundamental truth -- 
indeed, the truism -- that conditions of peace are required in order 
for civilian nuclear development to flourish. 
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We believe, as I said before, that this point needs to be made in 
general, comprehensive, across-the-board terms. We believe, 
furthermore, that the cause of promoting the development of nuclear 
energy will be better served if the General Assembly on this occasion 
pronounces a general truth rather than seeking to point fingers of 
blame and to name names. 


Yesterday the Director General of the IAEA gave us a promising report 
on the work of this vital agency. The United States, in common with 
many other members of this Assembly, Supports that work; we wish to 
see it succeed. 

For all these reasons, we urge delegations to vote in favour of our 
Sub-amendment. 


- more = 
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I am finding it increasingly difficult to discover what side I am 
On. When the President originally read out the amendment as 
Sub-amended and sub-amended, he did indeed, to our best recollection, 
include the words "in violation of the Charter of the United 
Nations." The representative of Iraq has objected that it was not 
his intention to, nor did he, read out those words in proposing his 
Sub-amendment to our sub-amendment. 


you, Mr. President, have just read out the amendment and you have 
excluded the words "in violation of the Charter of the United 
States." You have, indeed, also used other peculiar turns of phrase 
- for example, in one case changing “military” to "armed." 


I now ask, is there an official, agreed text on which, presumably, we 
have all repeatedly cast votes? It begins, however, to occur to the 
delegation of the United States -- and here we are in full sympathy 
With our colleagues from Iraq -- that in truth no one in this hall 
could possibly say at this moment what we have voted on. ... I must 
beg to differ with you, sir. At no time, until your most recent -- 
dare I call it -- intervention, was the word "military" changed to 
"armed" and yet you have now, in the most recent version, changed the 
words "military attack" to "armed attack." I ask: what is the text? 


x * 


The United States delegation has, with considerable regret, been 
compelled to vote against the amended draft resolution. In other 
circumstances, had we been asking for votes on particular paragraphs 
Other than those amended, we would have expressed our reservations 
about the fifth preambular paragraph because of our long-standing and 
frequently stated reservation with regard to membership in bodies 
within the United Nations system being extended to entities other 
than nations. 


We voted against the draft resolution, however, fundamentally because 
of the decision of the Assembly to accept the Iraqi amendment 
Singling out a particular member state in connection with the broad, 
fundamental and most serious subject of attacks on nuclear 
installations. The United States would have voted in favor of the 
draft resolution as a whole had it not contained the Iraqi language. 


We regret that we have been obliged to vote against it, because the 
United States was a principal architect and has been a principal 
Supporter of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). We shall 
attempt to continue to play a leading role in the achievement of the 
purposes enshrined in the statute of the IAEA. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE . Press Release USUN 174-(82) 
December 9, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations 
General Assembly, in Plenary, on Item 65 on Israeli Practices in the 
Occupied Territories, December 3, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, with respect to Resoulution L.28, my government 
believes the Fourth Geneva Convention is one of the most significant 
measures the international community has adopted to protect civilians 
from the horrors of war and the rigors of military occupation during 
War. My government believes firmly that the Convention must be 
applied consistently without regard to the nature of the conflict 
involved. The convention applies to all situations of warfare and 
military occupation in the time of war, regardless of whether a 
mation is an aggressor or is acting in self-defense. It applies to 
the territories occupied by Israel since 1967. 
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Because of the importance that my government attachs to affirming the 
application of the Fourth Geneva Convention to the occupied 
territories, we asked for a separate vote on the paragraph which 
declares this principle, and voted in favor of that paragraph. 
However, we have abstained on the resolution as a whole, because we 
do not accept its ritualistic and unproductive condemnation of 
Israel. Also I wish to stipulate that the United States regards the 
phrase “Palestinian and other Arab Territories occupied by Israel 
since 1967, including Jerusalem", which appears in this resolution 
and elsewhere in this series of resolutions as being merely a 
demographic and geographic description, not indicative of sovereignty. 


Mr. Chairman, my government's position on Israeli settlements policy 
is well known and has been reaffirmed recently in the clearest 
possible terms and at the highest possible levels. The United States 
Opposes the continued establishement of Israeli settlements in the 
occupied territories because we believe these activities tend to 
undermine the mutual confidence necessary for a successful, 
productive peace process. A freeze on settlements by Israel would, 
for its part, be a constructive step in moving the peace process 
forward, 





. 
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Regrettably, the present resolution, L.29, diverts attention from the 
fundamental question, i.e., whether further Israeli settlements 
advance or hinder a just and lasting peace. The resolution dwells 
unproductively on the issue of whether the settlements are legal or 
illegal. My government proposes to have no part in so sterile a 
debate. Indeed, had not ritualistic language appeared in operative 
paragraph two (tying the particular problem of the status of 
Jerusalem into the settlements issue), we would have been able to 
Support this paragraph... But as it stands we have abstained on the 
entire resolution. 


— = 


Mr. Chairman, my government believes that the deportation of the 
notables, addressed in L.3l, was contrary to the provisions of the 
Fourth Geneva Convention. We believe this act was imprudent, 
impolitic, and unwise, and that these persons should be allowed to 
return to their homes. However, we cannot support this resolution, 
L.3l1, because of its strong language and omission of any reference to 
factors contributing to the deportations. 


Mr. Chairman, with respect to Resolution L.34, on the attempted 
assassination of the West Bank mayors, my government wishes to stress 
again its profound concern at these crimes and its sympathy for Mayor 
Shakah, Mayor Khalaf, and all other victims of this tradgedy. We 
condemn those responsible and hope they will be brought to justice as 
swiftly as possible. Scch acts of violence erode the efforts of 
those dedicated to bridging the gaps of suspicion and undermine the 
hard-won progress toward an equitable peace. 


Nevertheless, the United States is obliged to abstain on this 


resolution, as we have on previous: resolutions dealing with this 
Subject including Security Council Resolution 471. Not only does the 
language fail to consider the full range of events and other factors 
Surrounding these brutal assassination attempts, but more importantly 
it implies without any substantiations that the Israeli government is 
not making an effort to apprehend and prosecute the perpetrators of 
these terrible acts. The maligning of the legal process of Israel is 
a feature of this resolution with which my government cannot:be 
associated. 


Mr. Chairman, my government's position is very clear on the law 
passed a year ago by the Israeli Knesset extending Israeli laws, 
Jurisdiction and administration to the occupied Golan Heights. We 
Supported the declaration of the Security Council that this law was 
null and void and without international legal effect. However, this 
resolution, L.32, goes beyond the Security Council's declaration and 
uses harsh and unbalanced language which we cannot accept, and it 
contains reference to other resolutions which we strongly opposed. 
We regard the action taken in Decembér 1981 by the Security Council 
to be the authoritative action of the international community on the 
issue, taken after due deliberation. 


Mr. Chairman, the United States voted against Resolution L.33 because 
of its harshly unbalanced tone and unjustifiable language. This kind 
of inflammatory attack on Israeli policies is unacceptable. 
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Nevertheless, the United States wishes to make it clear the recent 
features of Israeli policy regarding academic institutions in the 
occupied territories are open to responsible criticism. My 
government has already spoken out against the measure that 
effectively restricted the academic freedom of a number of faculty 
members. Finally, Mr. Chairman, the United States voted against 
Resolution L.30 because of the severe bias and polemical character 
pervading the text. Such unbalanced resolutions serve no 
constructive purpose. Indeed, they create further obstacles to the 
search for a solution of the issues they purport to address. 


— 


Also, my delegation wishes to record the strong objection of the 
-. United States to the extraordinary expense estimated by the Secretary 
“ery peneret of nearly $324,000 which the Special Committee imposes on the 
>“PZbudget of the United Nations. The call for new funds for the 
* Committee for its activities next year, in budget resources, is a 
gross and extravagant use of scarce resources at a time when the 
fiscal integrity of the United Nations is in increasing jeopardy. 
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THE HONORABLE GORDON C. LUCE 


UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE 
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-TO THE 37th SESSION OF THE UNITED NATIONS GENERAL ASSEMBLY 
IN PLENARY 
ON ITEM 33 


POLICIES OF APARTHEID OF THE GOVERNMENT OF SOUTH AFRICA 


DECEMBER 9, 1982 
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APARTHEID. 





MR. PRESIDENT, 
IN OUR STATEMENT DURING 

WE REITERATED OUR PROFOUND AND LONGSTAN 
WE ALSO EXPLAINED WHY WE BELIEVE 
VE ENGAGEMENT IS MORE LIKELY 10 BRING ABOUT 


POSITIVE CHANGES IN SOUTH AFRICA THAN IS THE POLICY OF ALL~ 
ISHMENT, AND ISOLATION OF SOUTH AFRICA 


OUT CONFRONTATION, PUN 
WHICH IS THE PHILOSOPHICAL BASIS OF THESE RESOLUTIONS. THUS, 


— -- AN END TO RACISM IN SOUTH AFRICA ~~ 
OBJECTIVE THE 


THE DEBATE ON THIS AGENDA ITEM, 
DING. OPPOSITION TO 
OUR POLICY OF 





CONSTRUCT I 


WHILE OUR OBJECTIV 


1S NOT FUNDAMENTALLY DIFFERENT FROM THE 


RESOLUTIONS SEEK TO PROMOTE, THE MEANS BY WHICH WE THINK 


CAN BEST BE ACHIEVED ARE SO PROFOUNDLY 


E RESOLUTIONS ADVOCATE, THAT WE 
LL OF THEM EXCEPT A/37/L.27, 


THIS OBJECTIVE 
DIFFERENT FROM THOSE TH 
ARE OBLIGED TO VOTE AGAINST A 


"UNITED NATIONS TRUST FUND FOR SOUTH AFRICA.” 


OACH, THERE 


BEYOND OUR FUNDAMENTAL DIFFERENCE IN APPR 
CH WE 


ECIFIC ELEMENTS IN THE RESOLUTIONS WHI 


ARE MANY SP 
AT THIS TIME, I WANT TO ADDRESS ONLY A 


FIND UNACCEPTABLE. 
FEW OF THEM: 
-- THE AFRICAN NATIONA 


FOR INTENSIFYING ARMED STRUGGL 
MOREOVER, NOWHERE IN 


L CONGRESS IS COMMENDED 
E AGAINST THE 


SOUTH AFRICAN GOVERNMENT. 
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THE RESOLUTIONS DO WE FIND ANY LANGUAGE URGING 
RECONCILIATION, NEGOTIATIONS, MUTUAL UNDER- 


STANDING, AND THE LIKE. IT IS A SAD COMMENTARY 
ON THE ATTITUDES WITHIN THIS BODY WHEN RESOLU- 
TIONS URGE WAR AND FORGET PEACE. 


HOW CAN WE eo" MR. PRESIDENT, THE FIRST STATEMENT 
IN ARTICLE I, CHAPTER I, OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER, WHICH 
SAYS THAT THE VERY FIRST PURPOSE OF THIS ORGANIZATION IS: 


"TO MAINTAIN INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY, 
AND TO THAT END...TO BRING ABOUT BY PEACEFUL 


MEANS (I REPEAT, BY PEACEFUL MEANS), AND IN 
CONFORMITY WITH THE PRINCIPLES OF JUSTICE AND 
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INTERNATIONAL LAW, ADJUSTMENT OR SETTLEMENT -OF 
INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES OR SITUATIONS WHICH MIGHT 
LEAD TO A BREACH OF THE PEACE.” 


THE “ARMED STRUGGLE” WHICH THESE RESOLUTIONS ENDORSE 
’ IS BY DEFINITION NOT A PEACEFUL MEANS OF SOLVING WHAT WE ALL 
ACKNOWLEDGE IS A MORALLY REPUGNANT AND DANGEROUS SITUATION, 





THESE RESOLUTIONS, THEREFORE, ARE DIRECTLY CONTRARY TO THE 


UN CHARTER AND TO THE MOST FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE ON WHICH 
IT IS BASED. 
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m 
-- THE UNITED STATES IS SPECIFICALLY DENOUNCED, 
IN PREAMBULAR PARAGRAPH 21 OF RESOLUTION A/37/L.17, 
ENTITLED "SITUATION IN SOUTH AFRICA,” FOR PRO- 
VIDING "COMFORT AND ENCOURAGEMENT TO THE RACIST 
REGIME OF SOUTH AFRICA.” THIS IS A DELIBERATE 
DISTORATION OF OUR POLICY, IMPLYING THAT MY 
GOVERNMENT SUPPORTS RACISM AND RACISTS. IT DOES 
NOT; AND WE UTTERLY REJECT SUCH ALLEGATIONS, WE 
THEREFORE CALL FOR A SEPARATE VOTE ON THIS PARA- 


-- LIKEWISE, IN OPERATIVE PARAGRAPH THREE OF THE 
SAME RESOLUTION, "MAJOR WESTERN POWERS” ARE 


_ACCUSED OF ENCOURAGING SOUTH AFRICAN -AGGRESSION 


AGAINST ITS NEIGHBORS. THIS IS ANOTHER SLANDER. 
THE UNITED STATES HAS IN NO WAY SUPPORTED SOUTH 
AFRICAN AGGRESSION AGAINST ANYONE. QUITE THE 
CONTRARY, IN FACT, WE WERE THE FIRST MAJOR 
COUNTRY TO IMPOSE AN ARMS EMBARGO AGAINST SOUTH 
AFRICA, IN 1962; AND WE HAVE BEEN AMONG THE MOST 
STRINGENT IN ENFORCEMENT OF OUR ARMS EMBARGO, 

AS FOR ECONOMIC AND CULTURAL SANCTIONS, THERE 
IS NO REASON WHATSOEVER TO SUPPOSE THEY WOULD 
HAVE ANY PRACTICAL EFFECT ON SOUTH AFRICA’S 
RELATIONS WITH ITS NEIGHBORS, EXCEPT PERHAPS TO 
HEIGHTEN TENSIONS AND MAKE ARMED CONFLICT MORE 


LIKELY, 
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-- IN THE RESOLUTION ON “MILITARY AND NUCLEAR 
COLLABORATION WITH SOUTH AFRICA,” THE UNITED 
STATES, ISRAEL, AND OTHER “WESTERN COUNTRIES” 
ARE DENOUNCED FOR ASSISTING SOUTH AFRICA 
"IN ITS NUCLEAR PLANS.” THIS ALSO IS SIMPLY 
NOT TRUE. THE U.S. IS COMMITTED TO A NUCLEAR 
POLICY INTENDED TO PREVENT THE DEVELOPMENT OR 
ACQUISITION OF NUCLEAR EXPLOSIVE DEVICES BY 
ANY NON-NUCLEAR-WEAPON STATE. UNDER UNITED 
STATES LAW, NO NUCLEAR MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT, 
OR SENSITIVE NUCLEAR TECHNOLOGY MAY BE 
EXPORTED TO-ANY NON-NUCLEAR-WEAPON STATE 
UNLESS ALL ITS NUCLEAR FACILITIES ARE 
COVERED BY IAEA SAFEGUARDS. MOREOVER, SOUTH 
AFRICA IS NOT A PARTY TO THE NPT, WE HAVE 
LONG INSISTED THAT NPT ADHERENCE IS ALSO A 
PRECONDITION FOR SUPPLY OF U.S, NUCLEAR FUEL 
FOR SOUTH AFRICA’S REACTORS. AS A PRACTICAL 
MATTER, NO UNITED STATES LICENSES FOR EXPORT 
OF NUCLEAR MATERIALS OR EQUIPMENT TO SOUTH 
AFRICA HAVE BEEN ISSUED BY THE U.S. SINCE 

', WE ARE ACTIVELY ENGAGED IN A DIALOGUE 
WITH SOUTH AFRICA DESIGNED TO FURTHER THE FORE- 
GOING NON-PROLIFERATION OBJECTIVES IN THAT 


COUNTRY, AS ELSEWHERE AROUND THE WORLD. 
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-- THE UNITED STATES !$ ATTACKED FOR CONTINUING 
AND INCREASING WHAT IS CALLED “ECONOMIC COLLAB- 
ORATION” WITH SOUTH AFRICA. IT IS NOWHERE 

EVEN NOTED, HOWEVER, THAT OVER 40 AFRICAN 
COUNTRIES CARRY ON ACTIVE TRADE WITH SOUTH AFRICA, 
IN MANY CASES IN VERY SUBSTANTIAL AMOUNTS, IN 
1980, SOUTH AFRICAN EXPORTS TO THE REST OF AFRICA 
Grew BY 50% over 1979, TO MORE THAN ONE BILLION 
RAND, AND THEY REMAINED OVER THE BILLION RAND 
LEVEL IN 1981, SOUTH AFRICAN IMPORTS FROM THE 
REST OF AFRICA INCREASED BY 10.1% In 1980 anp 
ANOTHER 10.3% IN 1981. THERE IS ALSO ACTIVE 
TRADE BETWEEN SOUTH AFRICA AND COUNTRIES OF 
COMECON -- THE SOVIET AND EAST EUROPEAN ECON- 
OMIC BLOC -- WITH SOUTH AFRICA IMPORTING $51 
MILLION WORTH OF GOODS FROM COMECON COUNTRIES 

IN 1981, AS COMPARED TO $38 MILLION IN 1980, 
REGRETTABLY, THIS HYPOCRISY -- CONDEMNING THE 
UNITED STATES FOR TRADING WITH SOUTH AFRICA 
WHILE CONTINUING TO DO SO ONESELF -~ IS NOT 
LIMITED TO AFRICAN AND COMMUNIST BLOC COUNTRIES. 
FOR EXAMPLE, IN THIS YEAR’S GENERAL DEBATE, 

THE FOREIGN MINISTER OF SWEDEN CALLED FOR 

THE IMPOSITION OF “COMPREHENSIVE MANDATORY 


SANCTIONS AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA.” YET, TRADE 
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FIGURES FOR THE FIRST HALF OF 1981 REVEAL THAT 
EXPORTS TO SOUTH AFRICA CONTINUE TO RISE FASTER 
THAN TO ANY: OTHER COUNTRY IN SWEDEN’S INTER- 
NATIONAL TRADE, AND THAT SOUTH AFRICA RANKS AS 
SWEDEN'S 25RD BIGGEST CUSTOMER, UP FROM 355TH 

IN 19/8:;, sAgREOVER, THE SOUTH AFRICAN GOVERN- 
MENT’S FOREIGN TRADE ORGANIZATION LISTS SWEDEN 
AS ONE OF THE COUNTRY’S 10 MOST INPORTANT 
SUPPLIERS, 


-- THE IMF IS CONDEMNED FOR MAKING A LOAN TO 
SOUTH AFRICA, AND THE UNIVERSAL POSTAL UNION 
IS APPLAUDED FOR EXPELLING IT. THIS EFFORT TO 


TURN THE SPECIALIZED AGENCIES INTO POLITICAL 


FOOTBALLS CAN ONLY SERVE TO UNDERMINE THEIR 
MISSIONS OF REAL SERVICE TO ALL COUNTRIES AND 
PEOPLES. INDEED, TO EXPEL A COUNTRY FROM THE 
UNIVERSAL POSTAL UNION, AND I STRESS UNIVERSAL, 
MAKES A MOCKERY OF THE ORGANIZATION’S VERY 
NAME AND PURPOSE, 


== EXPANDED ASSISTANCE FOR SOUTK AFRICAN 
NATIONAL LIBERATION MOVEMENTS FROM UN AGENCIES 
IS URGED, WHILE THE LEGITIMACY OF THESE MOVE- 


MENTS’ ARMED STRUGGLE IS REAFFIRMED. ONCE 








~ » 


AGAIN, THIS UNDERMINES CNE OF THE MOST FUNDA- 
MENTAL PRINCIPLES OF THIS ORGANIZATION -- 


THE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF CONFLICTS. WE HAVE 


gn 


REPEATEDLY STATED OUR OPPOSITION TO THE USE OF 
ANY UN FUNDS FOR THE SUPPORT OF SO-CALLED 
NATIONAL LIBERATION MOVEMENTS, MOST ESPECIALLY 
THOSE ENGAGED IN ARMED STRUGGLE. IN THIS” 
CONNECTION, IT SHOULD BE NOTED THAT THE U.S. 
CONGRESS HAS PASSED LEGISLATION THIS YEAR 

WHICH FORBIDS ANY FUNDS PROVIDED FOR INTER- 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS FROM BEING 
MADE AVAILABLE FOR THE U.S. PROPORTIONATE SHARE 
OF ANY PROGRAMS FOR THE PLO OR SWAPO, THIS 
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CLEARLY SIGNALS THAT OUR OPPOSITION TO UN 
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ASSISTANCE TO NATIONAL LIBERATION MOVEMENTS 

IS NO LONGER MERELY RHETORICAL. IN THE CASE OF 
THE PLO AND SWAPO, WE HAVE ALREADY BEGUN TO 
TAKE ACTION TO WITHHOLD OUR SHARE OF FUNDS 

FROM UN PROGRAMS ASSISTING THEM. IF UN AID TO 
ANC AND PAC CONTINUES, THE U.S. MAY WELL FIND 
IT NECESSARY TO IMPLEMENT SIMILAR MEASURES. 


THESE ARE ONLY SOME OF THE ELEMENTS IN THE APARTHEID 
RESOLUTIONS WHICH WE FIND OBJECTIONABLE, MR. PRESIDENT, AND 


I HOPE OUR DISCUSSION OF THEM MAKES CLEAR TO THIS ASSEMBLY 
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WHY WE ARE VOTING “NO.” MOREOVER, WE FIND IT REGRETABLE 
THAT ON A MATTER OF SUCH WIDESPREAD CONCERN, THE SPONSORS 
OF THE RESOLUTIONS DID NOT SEE FIT TO HOLD ADVANCE CON- 
SULTATIONS ON THEM OUTSIDE THEIR OWN GROUP, NOR TO MAKE 
ANY REAL EFFORT TO BRING ABOUT THE WIDEST POSSIBLE CON- 
SENSUS BEHIND THESE RESOLUTIONS. THERE IS, AFTER ALL, A 
VERY BROAD INTERNATIONAL CONSENSUS AGAINST APARTHEID, 
WHICH WE SHARE; AND IT SHOULD BE POSSIBLE TO PASS ANTI- 
APARTHEID RESOLUTIONS BY CONSENSUS, 


WITH REGARD TO THE RESOLUTION ENTITLED “UNITED NATIONS 
TRUST FUND FOR SOUTH AFRICA,” MY DELEGATION IS PLEASED TO 
JOIN CONSENSUS IN FAVOR OF IT. OUR SUPPORT, MOREOVER, IS 
MORE THAN RHETORICAL. WE HAVE GIVEN $400,000 ANNUALLY TO 


THIS FUND. A RELATED EXAMPLE OF’ CONCRETE SUPPORT FOR 


SOUTH AFRICAN BLACKS IS OUR $1 MILLION ANNUAL CONTRIBUTION 
TO THE UN EDUCATION AND TRAINING PROGRAM FOR SOUTH AFRICA. 
ON A BILATERAL BASIS, WE HAVE ESTABLISHED A PROGRAM WHICH 
WILL IN 1982 sPEND $4 MILLION TO BRING 1]7 BLACK SOUTH 
AFRICANS, WHO WOULD OTHERWISE BE DISADVANTAGED BY THE APART- 
HEID EDUCATION SYSTEM, TO THE UNITED STATES FOR UNIVERSITY 
TRAINING. A SIMILAR EFFORT IS PLANNED FOR 1983, ALSO IN 
1983, $2.3 MILLION HAS BEEN PLANNED TO ASSIST SOUTH AFRICAN 
BLACKS IN SUCH FIELDS AS SMALL BUSINESS MANAGEMENT TRAINING. 


IN CLOSING, MR. PRESIDENT, I WANT TO EMPHASIZE AGAIN 
THAT OUR NEGATIVE VOTE ON NINE OF THESE 10 RESOLUTIONS IN 
NO WAY DIMINISHES OUR COMMITMENT TO CONTINUE WORKING, IN 

A PRACTICAL AND EFFECTIVE WAY, FOR THE ELIMINATION OF 
APARTHEID AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF RACIAL JUSTICE IN SOUTH 


‘ 
-. 
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Mr. Chairman, 


Over the past week of debate on the Strengthening of 
International Security, this Committee has been subjected to 
a familiar and well-orchestrated litany of charcges by the 
so-called Socialist Bloc of States. One after another each 
of these States has slavishly echoed the party line, each 
Statement «<faqllowing the form, as well as the content, pro- 
mulgated tyfthe conductor of the chorus in Moscow. I suppose 
we should pot expect an independence of view or thoughtful 
analysis from States which do not allow self-expression among 
their own people and which have no freedom of action but are 
imprisoned in a knee-jerk subservience. 


According to their demonoclogical view of history, all the 
woes of the war since World War II can be attributed to a 
Single force of evil. How will future historians look back on 
our age? They will note that it was ‘..e West which refused to 
use the threat of its nuclear monopc * in the 1940's and early 
'50s for territorial or imperial colonial gain. Who doubts 
that, had the nuclear monopoly been in the hands of Russia, the 
map of Europe -- and indeed of the world -- would look quite 
different today? Who invaded and occupied with unparalleled 
brutality and heavy casualties the non-aligned nation of 
Afghanistan, intimidated the proud people of Poland, or used 
chemical and toxic warfare in Afghanistan and Southeast Asia? 


Mr. Chairman, 


Rather than conduct a lengthy tour d'horizon of the issue 
encompassed by the Strengthening of International Security, 
allow me briefly to address one unsettling development which 
affects us all: the massive increase in spending on the tools 
of destruction; i-e., the mounting cost of the weapons of war. 





The dedication of any nation's resources to military ends 
is unfortunate -- even when unavoidable. It is undeniable that 
in many parts of the world today families which are hungry 
might be fed and dying infants might be strong and growing, 
were their governments to spend less on armaments. 


Even in the United States the cost of modernizing our 
military forces is far more than we would like to see as we 
set the goals and priorities for the national economy over 
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the next few years. However, this is the world we live in. 
General Marshall, when Secretary of State, once said to his 
staff: “Gentlemen, don't fight the problem, solve it." 


Mr. Chairman, 


In his lengthy intervention in this Committee on 
November 29, the Soviet First Deputy Permanent Representative 
challenged some of the United States figures on Soviet 
military spending. As always, of course, the Soviet repre- 
sentative quoted U.S. sources, from Henry Kissinger to the 
Georgetown Center for Strategic Studies, to buttress his 
argument. How many times have we heard Soviet representa- 
tives quote The New York Times to lend credibility to 
their case? Have you ever found an article in "Pravda" 
or “Izvestia” that was at variance with the Soviet Government? 
Be that as it may, we welcome the opportunity to discuss the 
guestion of military spending freely and openly. 


Nevertheless, it is difficult seriously to discuss the 
issue when one side shrouds its military spending and programs 
in secrecy, when one side refuses to submit its military data 
to the U.N., utilizing the standardized U.N. reporting 
instrument. In short, it is difficult to conduct a dialogue 
with a stone wall. 


Mr. Chairman, 


We have heard much theoretical musing over the past 
weeks in this Committee about United States military doctrine 
and programs. However, the fact remains that the actual U.S. 
military posture has changed little over the past decade. 
What has changed is the level and character of the Russian 
military establishment. If the distinguished representatives 
of the Soviet Union wish to refute any of the following facts, 
let them open up their books, let them accept President 
Reagan's offer to the Soviet leadership to speak on issues 
of war and peace directly to the American people on U.S. 
television for a reciprocal opportunity. 


We may not like the facts which confirm the rapid 
expansion of Soviet military spending; they make us ali 
uncomfortable. However, if history teaches us anything, it 
teaches that self-delusion in the face of unpleasant facts 
is the road to perdition. We must not, like the proverbial 
ostrich, stick our heads in the sand. 
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Mr. Chairman, 


-- Today the estimated dollar cost of Soviet defense 
activities is some 50 percent more than corresponding U.S. 
outlays; | 


-- The United States spent 5.5 percent of its GNP on 
defense during FY 1981 commared to approximately 12 percent 
for the USSR; 


-- Today, the United States estimates the Soviet Union's 
defense budget is 40 percent larger in real terms than it 
was ten years ago, while the U.S. defense budget is 10 percent 
lower than it was ten years ago; 


-- Over this same period, the Soviet Union has spent at 
least 150 percent of what the U.S. has on defense; 


-- During this same period, the Soviet Union has spent 
twice as much on conventional armament as- the United States; 


-= The outlays for Soviet strategic offensive weapons 
(ICBMs, submarines, and bombers) nearly doubled U.S. spending 
On comparable systems during the past decade. Soviet 
emphasis on ICBMs is well known. However, the Soviets have 
Outspent the U.S. on submarines as well. During the same 
period Soviet expenditures on strategic defense (e.g., civil 
defense programs) have also clearly outpaced U.S. programs; 


-~- Soviet military investments (research and development, 
procurement and military construction) have exceeded U.S. 
efforts even more markedly, ranging from 80 to 90 percent 
more than U.S. spending during the past five years; 


-- The Soviet Union has twice as many personnel under 
arms as the U.S. (USSR - 4.3 million to U.S. - 2.1 million). 
The difference in ready reserve strength is even more 
dramatic (USSR - 9.2 million to U.S. - 1.2 million). 
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These startling and alarming realities, Mr. Chairman, are 
not figments of our imagination. There are disagreements, of 
course, about some specific figures, but no one can doubt the 
trends of military spending and their implications. They have 
been documented by all recognized centers of disarmament and 
military studies and by all objective governmental analyses. 


Despite these spending realities, Mr. Chairman, the Soviet 
Union routinely reports--year after year--the same singie 
defense budget figure of 17 billion rubles. This evokes the 
chilling memory of "newspeak" described in George Orwell's 
novel 1984. Converted into dollars at the arbitrary Soviet 
rate of exchange, this now is stated by the USSR to be equiva- 
lent to $23 billion. This is outrageous. To accept their 
patently inaccurate figure would create a humpty dumpty world 
in which "True is false and false is true." The irrefutable 
fact remains that over the past ten years the Soviet Government 
has launched the greatest and most expensive military build-up 
in world history--and has produced and deployed more potential 
explosive power than has ever before in all recorded history 
been compiled in any given period of time by any single state-- 
Or combination of states. 




















The Soviet military build-up has taken place while the 
United States has tried to restrain the arms race unilaterally-- 
a period in which not one single new strategic weapon system was 
introduced into the U.S. nuclear arsenal. As a result of their 
accelerated build-up during the 1970's decade, the Soviets now 
lead the U.S. by almost all quantitative indicators of strategic 
Capacity, especially in ICBMs and nuclear throw-weight. 


One corollary of the massive Soviet build-up is the fact 
that the USSR is now the most militarized industrial society 
that has ever existed during so-called peacetime. Another | 
corollary is that, while the USSR has been generally reluctant 
to extend significant economic assistance to so-called "“develop- 
ing nations," it has shown a willingness to pour lethal weapons 
into these areas. Between 1977 and 1981, while the USSR sent 
only $2.3 billion in economic assistance, it disbursed over 
$36 billion in military hardware to the Third World. According 
to information from internationally recognized disarmament 
centers, the USSR out-delivered the United States in all major 
categories of conventional weapons transfers, often by ratios 
of 5 tol. 

















The stark contrasts between the great volume -of Soviet 
weapons transfers on the one hand, and the meager amount of 
development assistance, on the other, illuminates in bold relief 
the true intentions of the Soviet Union toward the developing 
nations. The human toll is also devastating: The USSR and its 
allies have created some 10 million refugees from Indochina 
through Afghanistan to the Horn of Africa and across the Atlantic 
to Cuba and Central America. 
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Mr. Chairman, 


In his address to the SSOD II, President Reagan reminded 
us of the tragic fact that since the end of WW II over 100 
conflicts--ali of them using conventional weapcns--have 
disturbed the peace of the world. The tragedy of destabilizing 
arms transfers to the developing world is compounded by the sad 
fact that, today, this same developing world now devotes a 
higher percentage of its GNP to military expenditures than 
does the industrialized world. We should all share a concern 
with rising military expenditures; a concern that affects-- 
or should affect--most nations represented in this forum. 


While we are all aware of the huge potential destructive 
power contained in the nuclear arsenals of the superpowers-- 
and we can all agree that these superpowers have primary 
responsibility for nuclear arms control and disarmament, this 
should not make us overlook the actual--present and ongoing-- 
realities of conventional armed conflict in the developing 
nations, including the spiralling military expenditures of 
many of these states. For example: 





-- The developing world now accounts for nearly one-quarter 
of the world's total military spending (23 percent in 1979). 
In 1970, the share was 17 percent. 


-- In the decade of the 1970's, for the developed countries 
taken together, the average annual growth rate of military 
spending after inflation was 1.5 percent; for the developing 
countries, it was 5.5 percent. 


-- If these rates were to continue at the same pace, the military 
spending of the developing countries would exceed that of the 
developed countries soon after the year 2000 (2008). 


The military spending of any country, however necessary it 
may be for security reasons, usually diverts resources from 
alternative economic uses, including social and economic develop- 
ment. This is especially poignant in the developing countries. 
The average burden of military spending relative to GNP in 
developing countries was 5.5 percent in 1979, compared to 
5.3 percent for developed countries. 


Where legitimate security needs do not require such spending, 
it is to be deplored. Where it is necessary for national 
Survival, we should all seek ways to relieve the security 
threat. Those states attempting economic and political destabi- 
lization of other countries should cease such illegal and 
immoral activities. . 

Mr. Chairman, let us not labor under any illusions. We 
will not solve the complex problem of spiralling military 
Spending by ignoring it. We will begin to address the real 
Causes and solutions to the problem only if we address them 
openly and frankly and with the objective of finding solutions. 


- Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Statement by Eugene Craighead, United States Representative, in the 
First Committee, in Explanation of Vote on Item 59, Strengthening of 
International Security (L.78), December 9, 1982 


I would like to make a brief exposition, Mr. Chairman 
of some of the reasons that caused my delegation to abstain on 
resolution L. 78. 

I should first note that the draft resolution does include 
many high-minded provisions dealing with fundamental tenets 


of international behavior. 
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No one would deny that there have been and there continue 
to be disappointing developments in the process of disarmament 
negotiations. We all know that these matters do not lend : 
themselves to simple and swift solutions. But for that very 
reason it is fitting to take noteof progress when progress has 
been achieved, even if the progress is short of what one would 
wish. Para 6(b) of L. 78 urges all states, and in particular 
the permanent members of the Security Council, to start serious, 
meaningful and effective negotiations. Are the INF negotiations 


not serious? Are the START negotiations not meaningful? And 


MBER? 
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We are somewhat troubled to see, in paragraph 10, that 
fundamental human freedoms have been treated in an interdependent 
manner with the strengthening of international peace and security. 
My country considers human rights to be of surpassing importance, 
not subject to arbitrary constraints. We also have difficulties with 
the reference to the new international economic order which is 
an ill-defined concept in paragraph 6(b). As to paragraph 13, 
we have expressed on repeated occasions our difficulties with the 
Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. Passing to paragraph 
16, we conside: that the balance of the resolution is injured by 


the singling out of the Mediterranean region when so many other 


areas of tension exist in the world. Nor is it clear that that 
region should be the subject of a new agenda item in the General 
Assembly, given the many existing headings under which the 
Situation in the area can be discussed as it is. Still with 
regard to paragraph 16, the call for respect for sovereignty over 
natural resources seems to us incomplete without mention of 

cone l.iance with international law. And in speaking of omissions, 
it is in our view regrettable that a resolution on strengthening 
amternational security does not contain reference to the peaceful 
settlement of disputes. 

The language of L. 78 is addressed in preponderant measure 
to the major military powers and the states members of military 
alliances. There is no question that those states bear important 
responsibilities in terms of international security. However, 
states outside those categories bear responsibilities as well. 


We would have preferred that the concept of shared responsibility be 


explicitly dealt with in the resolution before us. 
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MR. PRESIDENT: 


I wish to explain my delegation's negative votes on the 
resolutions under Acenda Item 31. 
IN HIS RECENT REPORT ON THE WORK OF THE ORGANIZATION, THE 


SECRETARY GENERAL INVITED ATTENTION TO “WHAT ARE PRODUCTIVE 
AND WHAT ARE COUNTER-PRODUCTIVE APPROACHES TO THE DIFFERENT 
ASPECTS OF OUR WORK.” HE WENT ON TO OBSERVE THAT “A PARLI- 
MENTARY DEBATE MAY GENERATE RHETORIC, AND SOMETIMES EVEN A 
TOUCH OF ACRIMONY. BUT NEGOTIATIONS AND THE RESOLUTION OF 
URGENT PROBLEMS REQUIRE A DIFFERENT APPROACH. DEBATE WITHOUT 
EFFECTIVE ACTION ERODES THE CREDIBILITY OF THE ORGANIZATION.” 
HE ADDED: “IT 1S INSUFFICIENT TO INDULGE IN A COURSE OF ACTION 
THAT MERELY TENDS TO STRENGTHEN EXTREME POSITIONS.” 


PROBABLY NO OTHER AGENDA ITEMS HAVE GENERATED MORE RHETORIC 
OF A MORE ACRIMONIOUS NATURE THAN THE ITEMS “THE SITUATION IN 
THE MIDDLE EAST: AND “THE QUESTION OF PALESTINE.” — FEW 
DEBATES IN THIS ASSEMBLY HAVE CONTRIBUTED LESS TO SOLUTIONS OF 
THE PROBLEMS DEALT WITH THAN THOSE ON THESE TWO AGENDA ITEMS. 
FEW DEBATES HAVE LED TO LESS EFFECTIVE ACTION OR TO A GREATER 
EROSION OF THE CREDIBILITY OF THE UNITED NATIONS O% TO MORE 
EXTREME POSITIONS THAN HAVE THE DEBATES ON THESE ITEMS. 


MR. PRESIDENT, ARE WE DOOMED TO CONTINUE ENDLESSLY THE FRUIT- 
LESS DEBATES OF THE PAST THREE AND-A-HALF DECADES ON THESE 
MATTERS, DEBATES , INDEED, WHICH HAVE NOT BEEN JUST FRUITLESS 
BUT, TO BORROW THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ’S WORD, HAVE BEEN 
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DECIDEDLY “COUNTER-PRODUCTIVE,” ADDING ANNUAL COATINGS OF NEW 
CONCRETE TO THE RIGID POSITIONSOF OPPONENTS AND THEREBY EN- 
SURING AGAINST ANY FLEXIBILITY IN THOSE POSITIONS? (IS IT TOO 
MUCH TO HOPE THAT THIS ORGANIZATION MIGHT HANDLE DISPUTES IN 
SUCH AWAY THAT ALL PARTIES INVOLVED ARE SATISFIED THAT THEIR 
GENUINE CONCERNS HAVE BEEN ADEQUATELY TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT, AND 


| ARE THEREFORE PREPARED TO WORK WITH OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES 


IN AN ATMOSPHERE OF UNDERSTANDING, ACCOMMODATION AND COMPROMISE 
TO BRING ABOUT A RESOLUTION OF THE PROBLEMS? 


UNFORTUNATELY, THESE ARE ATTRIBUTES WHICH HAVE BEEN CONSPICUOUS 
BY THEIR ABSENCE IN THIS YEAR'S DEBATES ON THE QUESTION OF 
PALESTINE AND THE SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST AND IN THE 
RESOLUTIONS TABLED UNDER: AGENDA ITEM 31.:, THE DEBATES AND 

THE RESOLUTIONS, INSTEAD OF REFLECTING EFFORTS TO SEEK NEW 
APPROACHES AND NEW LANGUAGE THAT MIGHT BRING THE VARIOUS 
INTERESTED PARTIES TOGETHER IN THESEARCH FOR PEACE; HAVE IN- 
STEAD REPEATED LANGUAGE WHICH, HOWEVER SATISFYING TO THE SPEAKERS 


IN RHETORICAL RESONANCE, IS CLEARLY UNACCEPTABLE TO ONE OR MORE 


INTERESTED PARTIES. ALL TOO FREQUENTLY ONE ENCOUNTERS IN 
RESOLUTIONS LANGUAGE KNOWN TO BE ANATHEMA TO ONE OR ANOTHER 
INTERESTED PARTY AND THEREFORE INSERTED PERHAPS NOT JUST TO 
SCORE A DEBATING POINT BUT QUITE POSSIBLY DELIBERATELY INTENDED 
TO PREVENT ONE OR ANOTHER DELEGATION FROM MOVING FROM THE “NO” 
COLUMN TO AN “ABSTAIN” OR “YES.” SUCH PRACTICES CAN ONLY 

HELP TO SOLIDIFY ANTAGONISMS AND STRENGTREN THE TENDENCY, RE- 
GRETTED BY THE SECRETARY GENERAL IN HIS ANNUAL REPORT, FOR THE 


% 
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ORGAN! ZATION TO BE “SET ASIDE OR REBUFFED...IN SITUATIONS IN 
WHICH IT SHOULD, AND COULD, HAVE PLAYED AN IMPORTANT AND CON- 


STRUCTIVE ROLE.” 


gn 


THERE ARE INSTANCES OF EXCEPTION TO THESE UNHELPFUL PRACTICES, 
FOR INSTANCE, WE HAVE TAKEN NOTE OF THE ABSENCE FROM RESOLUTIONS TABLED SO FAR THIS YE 
OF CONDEMNATION OF “ALL PARTIAL AGREEMENTS AND SEPARATE TREATIES.” 
WE WOULD LIKE TO THINK THAT THIS REPRESENTS RECOGNITION OF THE 
SUBSTANTIAL ADVANCE EFFECTED BY THE CAMP DAVID ACCORDS IN 
MOVING MATTERS ALONG THE ROAD TOWARD AN EVENTUAL COMPREHENS! VE 
SETTLEMENT. PEJORATIVE MENTION OF AGREEMENTS ON STRATEGIC 
COOPERATION HAVE ALSO FAILED SO PAR TO APPEAR [ii THIS YEAR'S DOCUMENT- 
ATION. WE APPRECIATE THESE CHANGES AND ARE HOPEFUL THAT THEY 
REPRESENT THE BEGINNING OF A MORE GENERALIZED EFFORT AT ACCOM- 
MODATION. WE HAVE ALSO BEEN PLEASED TO HEAR IN THE COURSE OF 
THE DEBATES ON THESE ITEMS FAVORABLE MENTION OF THE SEPTEMBER ] 
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PROPOSALS BY PRESIDENT REAGAN. WE HOPE FOR CONTINUED GROWTH 
IN RECOGNITION OF THE POSITIVE CONTRIBUTIONS WE FEEL WE HAVE 
MADE AND PLAN TO CONTINUE TO MAKE IN THIS AREA, 


MR. PRESIDEyr, TURNING TO THE RESOLUTIONS TABLED UNDER ITEM 351, 
THE QUESTION OF PALESTINE, WE FIND THAT THE FIRST THREE, L.42, 
L.43, anD L.44 DEAL WITH THREE ENTITIES OF RECENT CREATION 
WHOE FUNCTIONS APPEAR TO CONTRIBUTE NOT TO SOLUTIONS OF THE 
COMPLEX PROBLEMS OF THE AREA BUT TO INCREASING THE LEVEL OF 
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THE OTHER TWO RESOLUTIONS TABLED UNDER ITEM 31, L45 AND L47, 
SEEK TO DEAL WITH THE BROAD ISSUES OF A MIDDLE EAST PEACE. @ 


RESOLUTION L.45 HAS A NUMBER OF ELEMENTS THE APPEARANCE OF 
WHICH IN THE DELIBERATIVE HISTORY OF THIS ISSUE WE WELCOME, 


FOR INSTANCE. WE WELCOME THE FOURTH PREAMBULAR PARAGRAPH, AND 
PARTICULARLY ITS EMPHASIS ON THE “RIGHT TO EXISTENCE AND TO 
SECURITY OF ALL THE STATES IN THE REGION, AND JUSTICE AND 

SECURITY FOR ALL THE PEOPLES”, WE ALSO WELCOME THE EMPHASIS 

ON THE NEED FOR NEGOTIATIONS AIMED AT A COMPREHENSIVE, JUST 

AND LASTING PEACE. HOWEVER, THERE IS A CONTRADICTION IN 

CALLING FOR NEGOTIATIONS BUT AT THE SAME TIME ADOPTING A ONE-SIDED, INFLEX- 
TBLE POSITION, IN BOTH LAS AND 147, REGARDING THE OUTCOME OF THOSE NEGOTIATIONS, BY 
REAFFIRMING THE PALESTINIAN PEOPLE’S RIGHT TO SELF- 

DETERMINATION AND PREJUDGING THE OUTCOME OF AN ACT OF SELF- ® 
DETERMINATION, L47 IN PARTICULAR SEEKS TO DEFINE IN ADVANCE 

THE NATURE OF THE ULTIMATE MIDDLE EAST SOLUTION, WHEN 

REALISTICALLY THIS CAN ONLY COME THROUGH NEGOTIATIONS OF THE 
PARTIES. IT SPEAKS FOR THE NEED FOR AN “UNCONDITIONAL” 

ISRAEL] WITHDRAWAL FROM THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES AND IT ASKS 

THE SECURITY COUNCIL TO ESTABLISH A PLAN INCLUDING AN 

INDEPENDENT PALESTINIAN STATE. IN FACT, ISRAELI WITHDRAWAL 

WILL BE PART OF A COMPREHENSIVE PEACE WORKED OUT BY THE 

PARTIES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PRINCIPLES OF RESOLUTIONS 242 

AND 338, THE SECURITY COUNCIL AT THIS JUNCTURE CANNOT AND 

SHOULD NOT DICTATE THE FINAL OUTCOME OF THESE NEGOTIATIONS, 
FURTHERMORE, THERE I$ A DECIDED LACK OF BALANCE IN BOTH OF @ 
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THESE RESOLUTIONS, MAKING DEMAHDS ON AND ASCRIBING SINISTER 
MOTIVES TO ONE PARTY WHILE AFFIRMING ALLEGED RIGHTS OF ANOTHER 
PARTY AND FAILING TO CALL UPON ANY OTHER PARTY TO MAKE THE 
CONCESSIONS NECESSARY TO ENABLE NEGOTIATIONS TO COMMENCE. 

AND FINALLY, OF COURSE, FOR REASONS STATED ABOVE, WE 


STRENUOUSLY OPPOSE THE ENDORSEMENT OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
CONFERENCE ON THE QUESTION OF PALESTINE WHICH WE FEEL CAN 
ONLY ADD TO THE DIFFICULTIES OF NEGOTIATING THE ISSUES, 


MR. PRESIDENT, 

WE LOOK FORWARD TO THE DAY WHEN DEBATES AND RESOLUTIONS ON 
THESE ISSUES IN THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY WILL BE DESIGNED TO 
IMPROVE THE ATMOSPHERE FOR RATIONAL, CALM DISCUSSION AND 
THUS FACILITATE COMPROMISE. UNTIL THAT TIME COMES, WE FEEL 
IT WILL SERVE NO GENUINELY USEFUL PURPOSE FOR US TO SUPPORT 
RESOLUTIONS WHICH CANNOT PROMOTE SOLUTIONS TO PROBLEMS BUT 
CAN INDEED INHIBIT SOLUTIONS, 
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PRESS RELEASE New Yous S 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 179-(82) 
December 10, 1982 


Statement by Eugene Craighead, United States Representative, in the 


First Committee, in Explanation of Vote on Item 59, Strengthening of 
International Security (L.77: Good Neighborliness), December 9, 1982 


This draft resolution calls u ocr all states to develop 
and strengthen good-neighborly relations between states. The 
United States regards this effort to clarify essential 
components of good=-neighborliness as both timely and useful. 
Accordingly, my country submitted its views on good-neighborliness 
to the thirty-sixth session of the UN General Assembly. 

In our response to the Secretary-General, we noted that 
all nations pay lip-service to the concept of good neighborliness. 
The pertinent question is not, however, whether a nation supports 
good neighborliness; in principle all nations do. The 
question, rather, is whether a nation adheres to good neighborliness 
in practice; regrettably many nations do not. 

In his first inaugural address in 1933, President Roosevelt 
dedicated this nation to the policy of the good neighbor. We 
are fortunate to have excellent relations with our neighbors on 
our northern and southern border. We, of course, have our 
squabbles, as all neighbors do. But we discuss them openly 


and amicably. We do not resort to force or the threat of force. 


In fact, we share 5,000 miles of open and unguarded borders. 
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No troops are garrisoned along our borders; military a 
do not scar our common landscape; weapons are not poised to 
protect our territories; walls do not imprison our peoples. The 
countries sharing the North American continent, then, are 
truly blessed. 

Good neighbors, however, are a precious, an all too rare 
commodity. 

Is it good neighborly, for example, for a powerful state 
to carry out a massive military occupation of a neighboring 
developing nation, to attempt by harsh coercion to bend an 
ancient people to its arbitrary will? Is it good-neighboring 
to force by undisguised intimidation, a neighboring proud people 
to live in a straightjacket of an alien social and economic 
system? Is it good-neighborly to create a so-called defensive 
alliance and then use the troops of that alliance against 
members of that alliance? Is it good-neighborly to build a 
grim, gray monument to repression around the borders of one's 
feifdom? 

As the ancient greek poet Hesiod once said, "A bad 
neighbor is a great plauge as a good one is a blessing." 

A truly good neighbor does not claim a monopoly cn 
wisdom. He keeps his door open to neighbors and their ideas. 
He does not raise barriers to the exchange and discussion 
of views which are not hiw own. He does not require the rigid 
obedience of his neighbors. And he certainly does not resort 
to force or the threat of force to impose his will. 

We are, therefore, particularly sympathetic with the 
desire of resolution co-sponsors to see the principles of good- 


neighborliness translated into practice. 
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However there is clearly a great deal more to being a 
good neighbor than pledging it on a piece of paper. In this 
regard, we note that operative paragraph #1 of the draft 
resolution before us rightly reaffirms that "good neighborliness 
conforms with the purposes of the United Nations, is founded 
upon the strict observance of the Charter of the United Nations", 
as well as other established international documents. 

One is thus compelled to ask whether the world community 
needs yet another codification of international rules of 
behavior, whether such a drafting exercise would simply involve 
repetition in a new forum of the familiar range of problems 
to which we have all grown too accustomed or whether such a 
document could curb the less than neighborly behavior of some 
states. 

“The United States, of course, fervently hopes that the 
practice of good-neighborliness among nations will flourish and 
that it will enjoy increasing acceptance and respect. There 
is a longing in this world, a longing which my country shares, 
for the blossoming of peaceful, constructive relations between 
states. Such a blessing would enable us all to devote our 
undivided attention to the challenges we face, neighbors all on 


this small and fragile planet. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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“99 UNITED NATIONS PLAZA 
PRESS RELEASE —_—_ 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE | Press Release USUN 180-(82) 


December 10, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Kenneth L. Adelman, United States 
Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly, in Plenary, on Items 42, 43 and 138: Compreshensive Test 
Ban, December 9, 1982 | 


Mr. Chairman, 


I want to make a brief statement with regard to the vote 
of the U.S. Delegation on the resolution which was just adopted 
by the General Assembly "Cessation of All Test Explosions of 
Nuclear Weapons." The resolution urges immediate negotiation 
by the Committee on Disarmament of "a treaty for the prohibition 
of all nuclear weapon tests..." 


As stated during the general debate in the First Committee, 
the United States has set in motion during the last year a series 
of major initiatives in the field of arms control and disarmament 
aimed at strengthening international stability while reducing 
dependence cn nuclear weapons. Our goal is strengthened deterrence, 
and a more stable balance at significantly lower levels of armament. 
While a prohibition on all nuclear explosions remains a long-term 
United States objective, the United States does not believe that, 
under present circumstances, a comprehensive nuclear test ban 
would reduce the threat implicit in the existing stockpile of 
nuclear weapons. Furthermore, the issue of verification of a 
CTB remains a serious problem. 


The resolution urges the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests 
rather than a comprehensive ban on all nuclear explosions. This 
formulation ignores the fact that weapon-related benefits are 
derived from any nuclear explosion. The resolution calls for a 
trilateral test moratorium, which would not be subject to agreed 
verification measures. Also, it ignores entirely the decision of 
the Committee on Disarmament in 1982--a decision which has yet to 
be implemented--to discuss CTB verification and compliance issues. 
The resolution also deals with the method of work in the CD and 
is thus inconsistent with the arrangement recorded in paragraph 120 
of the final document of the Tenth special Session of the General 
Assembly. The United States regards it as inappropriate for the 
General Assembly to specify how the committee should conduct its work. 





The United States also voted against the USSR resolution 
on an immediate cessation and prohibition of nuclear weapon tests 
which contains a number of additional provisions which the 
United States finds objectionable. 


The resolution on “Implementation of General Assembly 
Resolution 36/85" in our view appropriately requests the CD 
to "continue" its consideration of CTB verification and complianc = 
issues, as agreed in 1982, but unfortunately it also requests 
the CD to initiate negotiations on a comprehensive test ban. 


The CD working group, far from having completed work under its 
present mandate, as the Soviet Union has suggested, has not in 
fact even begun. The important questions relating to verification 
compliance remain to be resolved. As is well known, the United 
States believes that negotiations would be inappropriate now, 

and that efforts in the CD should now be focused on a full 
discussion of issues relating to verification and compliance. 
Consequently, the United States has found it necessary to oppose 
this resolution. This was a difficult decision. We sincerely 
hope it will serve to underscore the importance we place upon 
addressing the fundamental problems of verification and compliance 
in a serious manner. 
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Unitep States Mission TO THE UnitED NaTIons 


"99 UNITED NaTIONS PLAZA 


PRESS RELEASE New York. NY. 10017 


POR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 181-(82) 
December 10, 1982 


Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, in the Third 
Committee, in Explanation of Vote on Guatemala, 
December 9, 1982 


The draft resolution before us will not assist the 
new government in Guatemala along the path toward a more 
equitable society and political system in which human rights 
are more fully recognized. The resolution on which we 
are asked to vote today is based entirely on an out-of-date 
assessment of the situation in Guatemala as it was 
presented in a resolution adopted by the U.N. Commission 
on Human Rights on March ll. Yet there is today a new 
regime in Guatemala and a different human rights situation. 
The General Assembly must base its deliberations on the 
situation as it exists today, not on that which prevailed 


prior to March ll. 


Mr. Chairman, the resolution says that the human 
rights situation in Guatemala is deteriorating. Certainly 
this is not true, if we are to compare the situation now 
with what it was at the time of the last General Assembly 
or, for that matter, since the last session of the Human 


Rights Commission. 


In the interim, Mr. Chairman, the following has 
occurred: 


-- The pattern of human rights violations in Guatemala 
was broken on March 23 when a group of young officers 
overthrew the Lucas Garcia regime and brought to power a 
new government determined to eliminate official repression 
and corruption, to improve conditions for the Guatemalan 
people, to combat the insurgency and to return the country 
to democratic rule. 


-- The government has reduced political violence, 
particularly in urban areas. 
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-- An amnesty program carried out in June was 
accepted by almost 2,000 people. 


=~ Exiled religious workers have been invited 
back to Guatemala, and a constructive dialogue has begun 
with the Church. 


-- Three new electoral laws were announced on 
November 1, 1982. These laws are to take effect on March 
23, 1983, and will, we hope, provide the framework for a 
return to constitutional government. 


-- The government offered to negotiate unconditionally 
with guerrilla forces, a proposal which the guerrillas 
rejected without serious exploration. A representative of 
the guerrillas stated in Havana that his group will "continue 
their struggle until they obtain the final victory." 


-- The new Council of State is committed to rural 
development. Even as overall government expenditures are 
being reduced, programs to develop the social infrastructure 
of the Highlands are being expanded. 


-- The Inter-American Commission on Human Rights 
accepted an invitation to visit Guatemala and to make an 
independent evaluation of the situation, an invitation 
which has also been extended to the United Nations Commission 
on Human Rights. 


-- The new government is making tangible progress 
in improving the human rights situation in Guatemala and 
has opened a dialogue with the international community on 
human rights questions. The situation is unquestionably 
better than it was at this time last year. 


Although threatened by guerrilla forces, the 
government of President Rios Montt has, in our view, demonstra- 
ted concern for human rights. In contrast to its 
predecessors, it has encouraged the visits of human rights 
Organizations despite the certainty of some negative 
reporting. The Inter-American Human Rights Commission, 
the U.S. National Council of Churches, the Americas Watch 
Committee and the United Presbyterian Church have all 
recently sent representatives to Guatemala with full cooperation 
from the Guatemalan authorities. Amnesty International has 
also been invited, but not yet accepted the offer. 
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This commitment to end past human rights abuses 
is beginning to show results remarkable for a country 
engaged in struggle against a clandestine terrorist enemy. 
Violence in urban areas has declined and the government 
is working to alleviate inevitable suffering in the 
countryside where guerrilla warfare remains in progress. 
A new code of conduct for soldiers in the field has been 
issued with clear strictures, and the Army is now 
feeding and caring for displaced persons. Limitations to 
this program are those of government resources, not commit- 
ment by the new regime. 


Mr. Chairman, the resolution before us deplores 
the level of violence in the countryside of Guatemala, but 
is silent on the role in fomenting it of the guerrillas. 
Eyewitness reports of women among the attackers, interviews 
with massacre survivors, the use of weapons not in the 
Army inventory, and most importantly, the increasing tendency 
of rural villagers to seek the Army's protection all 
suggest that the guerrillas are responsible in major part 
for the rising levels of violence in rural areas. 


Mr. Chairman, a fair and balanced resolution must 
recognize the responsibility of guerrilla forces for the 
violence and the commitment of the government in Guatemala 
to improve the situation. Such a resolution should also 
take account of new developments in Guatemala and the 
assessments undertaken by the Inter-American Human Rights 
Commission and the Special Rapporteur of the U.N. Commission 
on Human Rights. 


Instead, the resolution before us, by again passing 
judgment on conditions prevailing almost a year ago in 
Guatemala, reflects little credit on the relevance and 
thoroughness of our committee process. Last March, the U.N. 
Human Rights Commission called on the government of 


Guatemala to cooperate with the Secretary General in establish- 


ing direct contacts so that the Assembly and the Human 
Rights Commission would be better informed about the 

human rights situation. The Rios Montt regime is now 
prepared to cooperate, but before a Special Rapporteur has 
even had a chance to visit Guatemala, we are being asked 
to pass judgment. This is hardly a way to encourage change 
Or cooperation. For these reasons, the U.S. delegation 
will vote against the draft resolution, L. 75, on human 
rights in Guatemala. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 182-(82) 
December 10, 1982 


Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, in the Third 
Committee, in Explanation of Vote on Chile, 
December 10, 1982 


Mr. Chairman: 

The Government of the United States will vote for the 
amendment proposed by the delegate of the United Kingdom 
becauce it is a step -- albeit a very small step -- toward 


some balance in an approach of the situation on human rights 
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in Chile. But we will vote against the Resolution as a whole 
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contained in Document L.53. We do so for the same reasons 
expressed by our representative at the last session of the 
Commission on Human Rights in March. The United States does 
not believe that the circumstances in Chile, when compared 
with the situation existing prior to 1977 or by comparison 
with many other countries in the world, justify continuation 
of the Special Rapporteur or this unbalanced resolution. In 
our view, the overall human rights situation in Chile has 


improved in comparison with the post-coup period of 1973-1977, 


though the pace has slowed since 1980. 
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There have been no confirmed disappearances since October 
1977. The use of torture, once considered to be a systematic 
and widespread practice among security forces, has Significantly 
diminished since 1976, although there continue to be reports 
of torture and mistreatment of prisoners by security officials. 
There have been no cases of indefinite detention without charces 
Since 1976. Furthermore, in October 1982 the Government of 
Chile announced the formation of a special commission to review 
cases of exiles to facilitate the return of many to Chile. 

The acting President of the Chilean Human Rights Commission 
stated that the decision to establish the Commission was highly 
positive and gives hope of an eventual dialogue aimed at a 
reconciliation of all Chileans. We share that hove. 

There have been several other indications of positive 
change: 

-- The number of political prisoners has been reduced to 
less than 150, and the Chilean Government allows regular 
access to them by the International Committee of the 
Red Cross. 

-- The judiciary has gained greater indevendence and in 
recent years has examined and reviewed all arrests and 
charges of a political nature. 

-- In recent years, Chile has confronted terrorist situations, 
including assassinations and bombings, aimed at provoking 
violent volitical change without overreaction by security 


forces. 
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The resolution before us does not recognize these signs 
of progress in Chile. Instead, it proposes for Chile standards 
and terms which most nations do not meet and constitutes another 
example of application to the non-communist nations of Latin 
America of standards not observed elsewhere. Such unbalanced 
treatment of selected Latin American nations does not advance 
the cause of human rights,but undermines respect for judgments 
on human rights by this body. 

The resolution urges, for example, that the Chilean 
authorities reestablish free trade union rights, and we fully 
support that goal. But how many members of the United Nations 
respect the right of free association and permit the existence 
of free trade unions? Not a few of those who will vote today 
to establish free trade unions in Chile categorically outlaw 
them at home. Some, I regret to say, have consigned workers 
seeking to organize to jail or psychiatric prisons. 

Mr. Chairman, according to the documented report of Freedom 
House, a highly respected human rights organization that monitors 
respect for human rights throughout the world, Chile is freer 
than 54 countries including two sponsors of the Resolution 
before us. The degree of freedom is equivalent to that in 13 
other countries, including another sponsor of the Resolution. 


While it is not feasible to appoint a special rapporteur for 
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countries, the implication here of a double 
standard on human rights reflects no credit on the United 
Nations. 

We do not believe that the resolution before us is balanced 
with respect to the situation in Chile. Nor do we believe that 
it has been presented in the context of a fair, balanced, and 
constructive approach to human rights violations worldwide. 


My delegation will, therefore, vote against this resolution. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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WORLD DISARMAMENT CAMPAIGN: L.34 


DECEMBER 13, 1982 
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MY GOVERNMENT HAS ABSTAINED ON RESOLUTION L. 34 ON THE WORLD 
DISARMAMENT CAMPAIGN AND SPONSORED BY THE GOVERNMENTS OF BULGARIA, VIETNAM, 
MONGOLIA AND ROMANIA, BECAUSE WE BELIEVE THAT IT FAILS TO ADVANCE 
THE BROADER OBJECTIVES OF SUCH A CAMPAIGN. RESOLUTION L. 34 IS 
SELECTIVE IN ITS PRESENTATION OF THE DCOFTY OBJECTIVES OF THE CAMPAIGN 
AND ACCENTS BUT A FEW, IN OUR VIEW HIGELY DUBIOUS, ACTIONS WHICH 


WOULD BE REQUIRED FOR ITS SUCCESSFUL IMPLEMENTATION. 


THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S REPORT ON THE WORLD DISARMAMENT 
CAMPAIGN OF SEPTEMBER 17, 1981 ENVISAGES A WORLDWIDE 
DISCUSSION, UNDER THE AEGIS OF THE UNITED NATIONS, TO INCREASE 


UNDERSTANDING OF THE GROWING THREAT OF AN ARMS BUILDUP TO INTERNATIONAL 


. PEACE AND SECURITY. IT CONFERS UPON THE CAMPAIGN THE SPECIAL OBJECTIVES 


OF INFORMING PUBLICS THROUGH THE DISSEMINATION OF RELEVANT INFORMATION, 
EDUCATING THEM ON THE ISSUES OF DISARMAMENT AND PEACE, AND GENERATING 
WIDESPREAD PUBLIC UNDERSTANDING OF THE DANGERS OF THE PRESENT 
SITUATION, AND SUPPORT FOR DISARMAMENT. 

THE CONSENSUS DOCUMENT PRODUCED BY THE SECOND SPECIAL 
SESSION ON DISARMAMENT WORKING GROUP PROVIDED CLEAR AND EXPLICIT 
GUIDELINES FOR SUCH A CAMPAIGN. THESE STIPULATE THAT THE CAMPAIGN 
SHOULD: BE UNIVERSAL; INVOLVE THE PARTICIPATION OF ALL STATES; 
BE BALANCED, FACTUAL AND OBJECTIVE; DEAL WITH BOTH DISARMAMENT 
AND SECURITY ISSUES; INVOLVE THE BROADEST POSSIBLE DISCUSSION AND 
ACCESS TO INFORMATION BY ALL SECTORS CF THE PUBLIC; AND REFLECT ALL 
POINTS OF VIEW. 

RESOLUTION L. 34 ON THE OTHER HAND IS DESIGNED MORE TO 
LIMIT, THAN TO ADVANCE, A TRULY UNIVERSAL DISCUSSION. WHILE THE 


PREAMBULAR SECTIONS SUPPORT SOME OF THE NOBLE GUIDING PRINCIPLES OF 


THE CAMPAIGN, THE KEY OPERATIVE PARAGRAPHS ARE INCONSISTENT WITH ITS 
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MANIFEST INTENT. 

FOR EXAMPLE, OPERATIVE PARAGRAPH ONE REFERS TO LAUNCHING 
A WORLDWIDE ACTION FOR COLLECTION OF SIGNATURES SUPPORTING MEASURES 
TO PREVENT NUCLEAR WAR, CURB THE ARMS RACE, AND PROMOTE DISARMAMENT. 
MR. CHAIRMAN, THE ROTE COLLECTION OF SIGNATURES BY MEMBER STATES 
CAN MAKE NO REAL CONTRIBUTION TO INCREASED UNDERSTANDING OF THE 
CURRENT ARMS BUILDUP OR T° TdE COMPLEXITIES OF THE ARMS CONTROL AND 
SECURITY ISSUES FACING THE WORLD TODAY. AS WE DEMONSTRATED IN OUR 
RIGHT OF REPLY IN FIRST COMMITTEE ON NOVEMBER 4, THE SOVIET UNION, 
AND OTHER COMMUNIST AND TOTALITARIAN COUNTRIES, MAINTAIN AN ELABORATE 
OFFICIAL PROPAGANDA APPARATUS WHICH PERMEATES EVERY SEGMENT OF 
DOMESTIC SOCIETY AND HAS AS ITS SOLE AIM THE GENERATING OF SUPPORT 
FOR THE REGIME'S POLICIES AND THE COMBATTING OF UNDESIRABLE OR "ALIEN" 
VIEWPOINTS. THIS CONTROL MECHANISM CAN EASILY ENOUGH MANUFACTURE 


IMPRESSIVE NUMBERS CF SIGNATURES IN SUPPORT OF OFFICIAL POLICY. BUT, 





MR. CHAIRMAN, IT MAK=S NO REAL CONTRIBUTION TO FREE EXPRESSION, NOR 
CAN IT LEAD TO THE KIND CF BALANCED, FACTUAL AND OBJECTIVE DEBATE ON 
DISARMAMENT AND SECURITY ISSUES WHICH THE DISARMAMENT CAMPAIGN 
EXPLICITLY ESPOUSES. 

IN ADDITION, THE SECOND OPERATIVE PARAGRAPH OF RESOLUTION 
L. 34 REGRETTABLY PUTS SPECIAL EMPHASIS NOT ON THE FREEST POSSIBLE 
FLOW OF LYISCUSSION, BUT RATHER ON THE NEED TO "AVOID DISSEMINATION 
OF FALSE AND TENDENTIOUS INFORMATION." MR. CHAIRMAN, WHAT IS FALSE 
AND TENDENTIOUS MAY BE A MATTER OF SUBJECTIVE OPINION, AND WE CAN 
NOT ENDORSE NEGATIVE FORMULATIONS WHICH CAN BE USED TO JUSTIFY 
REPRESSION. 

ON NOVEMBER 4, WE PROVIDED FIRST COMMITTEE WITH A DETAILED 


FACTUAL ACCOUNT OF THE HARSH TREATMENT WHICH HAS BEEN ACCORDED 


TO THE AUTHENTIC, INDEPENDENT PEACE MOVEMENT IN THE SOVIET UNION 
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AND IN VARIOUS EASTERN EUROPEAN COUNTRIES. THERE IS, 
THEREFORE, NO NEED TO REPEAT THAT RECORD HERE TODAY. I WOULD 
NOTE, HOWEVER, THAT THE SOVIET UNION HAS NOT CEASED TO USE ITS 
ENORMOUS PROPAGANDA MECHANISM TO PROVIDE ALL KINDS OF SUPPORT 
TO PEACE MOVEMENTS -REYOND ITS BORDERS. NOR HAS THERE BEEN THE 
SLIGHTEST LET-UP IN REPRESSION IN THE SOVIET UNION ITSELF. 

SINCE I ADDRESSED FIRST COMMITTEE A FEW SHORT WEEKS AGO, THE 
MEMBERS OF THE FLEDGLING, INDEPENDENT SOVIET DISARMAMENT MOVEMENT 
CALLED THE “GROUP TO ESTABLISH TRUST BETWEEN THE USA AND USSR"-- 
WHOSE CASE I RAISED IN FIRST COMMITTEE--HAVE RECEIVED A WRITTEN 
WARNING BY THE KGE SECURITY POLICE IN MOSCOW THREATENING PROSECUTION 
IF THEY CONTINUE THEIR PEACE ACTIVITIES. THE KGB WARNING STATED 
THAT THE GROUP'S ACTIVITIES WERE "PROVOCATIVE" AND THAT CONTINUING 
PARTICIPATION IN THESE PEACE ACTIVITIES WOULD LEAD TO A 
CRIMINAL TRIAL. INDEED, MEMBERS OF THE GROUP WERE WARNED THAT 
PUNISHMENT FROM SUCH A TRIAL WOULD BE ESPECIALLY TOUGH SINCE 
PREVIOUS WARNINGS BY THE AUTHORITIES HAD GONE UNHEEDED. FURTHER, 
THE ASSOCIATED PRESS ON NOVEMBER 26 REPORTED THAT THE OFFICIAL SOVIET 
PRESS AGENCY TASS--WHICH WE ALL KNOW TO BE AN INSTRUMENT OF HE 
SOVIET AUTHORITIES--DENOUNCED THIS INDEPENDENT PEACE GROUP AS 


"ANTI-SOVIETEERS, RENEGADES AND CRIMINALS." 


REGRETTABLY, MR. CHAIRMAN, WE THUS MUST CONCLUDE THAT 
OUR DISCUSSIONS ON THE NEED FOR A UNIVERSAL 
DISARMAMENT CAMPAIGN HAVE YET TO MODERATE THE HARSH REALITIES 


FACED BY WOULD-BE INDEPENDENT PEACE MOVEMENTS IN THE EAST. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN, WE THUS HAVE ABSTAINED ON RESOLUTION L. 34 
BECAUSE WE BELIEVE THAT IT DOES NOT GO FAR ENOUGH IN REFLECTING 
THE WILL OF THIS ASSEMBLY FOR A TRULY UNIVERSAL, COMPREHENSIVE 
AND OBJECTIVE DISCUSSION OF DISARMAMENT AND SECURITY ISSUES IN 
ALL THEIR ASPECTS AND IN ALL REGIONS OF THE WORLD. WE WELCOME 
THE ACTIONS WHICH HAVE BEEN TAKEN OO TO ORGANIZE 
AND DEFINE SUCH A DISCUSSION, AND THE FIRST COMMITTEE'S OVERWHELMING 
SUPPORT FOR RESOLUTION L. 65 CALLING FOR ITS IMPLEMENTATION. 
WE BELIEVE THESE ACTIONS REPRESENT IMPORTANT POSITIVE STEPS 
“FORWARD. BUT TFHEY-WILL ONLY BE EFFECTIVE IF THEY ARE APPLIED. 
WE INTEND, THEREFORE, TO CONTINUE TO MONITOR DEVELOPMENTS IN 
THIS AREA CAREFULLY OVER THE NEXT YEAR TO DETERMINE THE EXTENT 
TO WHICH THE LETTER AND SPIRIT OF THE APPROVED PROGRAM FOR THE 
CAMPAIGN ARE FULFILLED. IF THE RECORD SHOWS THAT REAL PROGRESS 


HAS BEEN MADE, WE SHALL BE AMONG THE FIRST TO WELCOME IT. BUT IF 
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THERE IS NO COMPLIANCE, OR ONLY SUPERFICIAL AND COSMETIC 
APPLICATION OF THE RESOLUTION, WE SHALL NOTE THAT FACT AS WELL, 


AND RETURN TO THIS MATTER AT THE 38TH GENERAL ASSEMBLY NEXT YEAR. 


IN SHORT, MR. CHAIRMAN, THIS IS A FUNDAMENTAL ISSUE 
WHICH MY GOVERNMENT BELIEVES THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY MUST CONTINUE ACTIVELY 


TO ADDRESS. IF WE NOW GET ON WITH THE TASK OF PRACTICING WHAT 





WE PREACH, IT COULD HAVE MOMENTOUS CONSEQUENCES INDEED. FOR 
GOVERNMENTS CONFIDENT ENOUGH TO ALLOW GENUINE PEACE MOVEMENTS TO 


EXIST MAY BE BOTH SENSIBLE ENOUGH TO LISTEN TO THE MORE REASONABLE 





OF THOSE VOICES AND CONFIDENT ENOUGH TO CEASE THE COSTLY AND 


UNPRODUCTIVE BUILDUP OF MILITARY WEAPONRY. SUCH IS OUR PROFOUND 


WISH AND HOPE. 
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PRESS RELEASE New York, N.Y, 1001” 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 184-(82) 
December 15, 1982 


Statements by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, in the 
Third Committee, in Explanation of Vote on Item 12: the Report of the 
Economic and Social Council: L.64, L.58, and L.72, December 10, 1982 


L.64: Right to Education 


The United States was pleased to join in the consensus adoption of 
L.64 concerning the right to education. We in the United States 
believe that an appropriate education for each individual is a 
necessity for self-fulfillment, and the foundation for active, 
informed participation in all walks of life -- political, civic, 
economic, social, and cultural. As before, in joining the consensus 
on this high priority matter to all member states, we emphasize equal 
Opportunity for, and access to, an appropriate education for every 
individual for his or her own development ina free, democratic 
society. It 1s through the initiative and contribution of each 
individual in his or her own way that society as a whole progresses. 
As he or she grows to adulthood, each child should have choices in 
education in accordance with his or her needs, interests and 
qualifications. In Summary, we strongly believe that it is through 
the development of the individual -- his or her knowledge, ability to 
communicate, and opportunity to participate -- that provides the best 
assurance of progress in society and the developement of nations 
around the world. 


xkxeekk 


L.58: Missing Persons 


The United States is genuinely concerned about resolving the Cyprus 
Missing Persons issue. For that reason we have welcomed and supported 
the establishment of the Missing Persons Committee, which includes 
representatives of both communities, and the assistance rendered by 
the Secretary, General and the Special Representative of the 
International Commission of the Red Cross. Despite the procedural 
difficulties which have beset it, we continue to believe that the 
intercommunal MisSing Persons Committee offers the best mechanism for 
resolving this humanitarian problem. With this in mind, we have 
abstained on A/C.3/37/L.58. 
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L.72: Regional Arrangements for the Protection of Human Rights 


The United States was pleased to be able to join in consensus on 
Resolution L.72. My government favors aS a matter of basic policy the 
Strengthening of regional efforts to promote human rights. Such 
regional efforts support and reinforce in an important way the 
activities of the Human Rights organs of the United Nations. 


The United States welcomes all efforts on the part of the governments 
of Africa and other regions of the world to protect and promote the 
basic rights of all the people of their respective regions. At the 
same time, we must note that we deeply regret the inclusion in the 
preamble of the African Charter of Human and People's Rights of the 
reference to Zionism in conjunction with colonialism, neo-colonialism, 
and apartheid. The reference raises the specter of the decision taken 
by the General Assembly at its 30th session in 1975 equating Zionism 
With racism and racial discrimination. The United States absolutely 
rejects any such equation and is determined to oppose it wherever it 
occurs. The subject of human rights in the African region has, in our 
view, absolutely nothing to do with Zionism, and the inclusion of the 
reference in the preamble was totally misplaced. 


While we are disappointed that a document that has value and 
importance has had its worth undermined by the injection of this 
insidious notion, we are pleased that the resolution was formulated in 
a way that allowed us to join in consensus. We genuinely appreciate 
the cooperative attitude shown by the sponsors in this regard. 
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Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, i 
Third Committee, on Item 12, the Report of the Economic and 
Council, December 9, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, since this will be the last formal speech by a 
representative of the United States in the Third Committee, I would 
like to take this opportunity to commend you for the manner in which 
you have presided over our meetings. As we had anticipated, you have 
been a strong, judicious, and always unflappable chairman, at once 
firm and flexible, unyielding on principle and balanced in your 
efforts to accommodate often conflicting viewpoints. I think it is 
also worth noting on this occasion that during the course of o 
Gelibderations, your country, Brazil, held elections in which a 
60 million people participated -- a true vindication of the 
democratic idea. 
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Respect for this idea is closely bound up with the rule of law in 
human affairs. "“Law," the great Brazilian statesman Ruy Barbosa once 
Said, "is what separates public morality from barbarity. When the 
law ceases to protect our adversaries, it virtually ceases to protect 
us. A primary characteristic of law is the shelter it affords the 
weak against the strong, the minority against the majority, riaght 
against self-interest, principle against opportunism." He added that 
"Justice can accomplish more than armies when her trustees are 
steadfast. 


) Remaining steadfast to the principle of justice 1s Surely not easy in 
aworld that is buffeted by conflicting political forces anc 
influenced by ideologies that make claims in the name of justice, but 
do so in opposition to -- not in support of -- the democratic idea 
The very idea of human rights has become clouded by interpretations 
that confuse and mislead and do not contribute to the expansion of 
human freedom but justify, however subtly, its contraction and the 


rule of force. 


There is, for example, the distinction between individual e 
so-called collective rights. Implicit in this distinction is the 
view that liberty, meaning political and civil rivhc.e, 1s 

counterposed to equality, meaning social and econ * development, 
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and that some systems emphasize and seek to advance one as against 
the other. From this flows the view that under totalitarian systems 
people have equality even if -- in fact, precisely because -- they 
are deprived of liberty. 


But in what sense is this possible? People can hardly be considered 
equal if they are denied participation in power and prevented from 
Organizing themselves into associations, such as parties or unions, 
which allow them to compete for a share of power. Nor can they be 
considered equal if they are denied free access to information, which 
is surely one of the most important goods in the contemporary world. 
Nor can they achieve very much in the way of development if they live 
under a system of political slavery. 


Experience, if not common sense, demonstrates that liberty is a 
necessary condition of productive efficiency. A totalitarian system, 
the philosopher Leszek Kolakowski writes, is bound to be chronically 
sick in terms of the production of wealth since it operates with 
built-in information barriers, is burdened with an obsessive 
secretiveness, uses the criterion of political servility in promoting 
managerial cadres, and doesn't respond to the needs and wishes of the 
population except under the threat of desperate revolts. “Having 
concentrated an enormous power without responsibility," he writes, 
"-<-an accumulation of power exceeding anything known in history -- 
the (totalitarian) ruling class, by virtue of its very position, 
generates permanent mismanagement and huge waste, and the a. 2mpts to 
set up the all-encompassing planning system end fatefully in 
all-pervading chaos." Under such a system, the working class, while 
adulated in political slogans, lacks both the moral and economic 
incentive to help the ailing economy. This would seem to be a sure 
prescription for economic disaster. 


Liberty, therefore, is not an obstacle to development but a 
preconditon for it. If it is given a preeminent place in a system of 
rights and values, it is not merely because freedom is a precious 
treasure without which life is empty, but also because it is the 
condition within which other values and goals, including economic and 
social progress, can be fulfilled. 

In a word, the party of liberty does better by equality than th 
party of equality. The pursuit of so-called collective rights 
expense of liberty will not lead to more equality but less, 
regardless of the ideological justifications that are advance in 
their behalf. 
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Yet these ideological justifications are advanced, invariably on 
behalf of an idea of justice that is so warped that it calls 
despotism a fori of liberation and sanctifies arined struggle as the 
means to achieve this blessed state. Just yesterday we heard from a 
representative of a State that is a chief proponent of this perverse 
idea, a State that has elevated revolutionary violence to a 
constitutional principle. In its constitution, this State accords 
unto itself the “internationalist right and duty” to “help...the 
peoples that struggle for their liberation...," “espouses the 


principle of...the combative solidarity of the peoples," and 





"Declassified for Publication in American Foreign 


Policy Current Documents, 1982" 


= oe 


"recognizes the legitimacy of wars of national liberation...and the 
right of the peoples to repel imperialist and reactionary violence 
with revolutionary violence." 


But what kind of liberation is intended here? Certainly it has 
nothing to do with human freedom since the state in question allows 
no political opposition or public dissent, prohibits freedom of 
speech and freedom of assembly, rigidly controls the press, the 
schools, the unions, and the judiciary, holds hundreds -- perhaps 
thousands -- of political prisoners, and jails members of the 
artistic community for expressing their views. Its very constitution 
is explicit on this score, since it declares that "none of the 
freedoms which are recognized for citizens can be exercised contrary 
to the existence and the objectives" of the state. 


Mr. Chairman, all of these restrictions are justified in the name of 
a higher principle. Sometimes it is called liberation. Sometimes it 
is called the rights of the collectivity. Sometimes it is called the 
Struggle to end exploitation and human misery and to replace 
"bourgeois democracy" with a higher form of human existence. But 
there is rhetoric and there is reality. There are myths and there 
are facts. 


Yesterday, in the course of his lengthy attack upon my own anda 
number of other states, the representative of Cuba treated us to some 
well-worn myths about the success of the Cuban Revolution. He said 
that the Revolution had created the economic and social basis for 
democracy in Cuba, and that as a result, “things have now become 
persons." 


The myth of liberation -- which is held up to the world as a model of 
development -- is based upon the view that before the Revolution, 
Cuba was a backward, impoverished society that has achieved 
Miraculous growth under the current regime. But the truth is very 
different. 


In 1958 Cuba was one of the three wealthiest countries in the 
Americas, south of the United States. The degree of social and 
economic advancement at that time is reflected ina number of 
interesting statistics.* 


In 19538 the 6.6 million people of Cuba had twice as many telephones 
as the 19 million people of the 6 Central American nations, the 
Dominican Republic, and Haiti combined. Its people had nearly twice 
as many automobiles as the people of these other 8 nations combined 
and 6 times as many television receivers. There were 58 different 
daily newspapers in Cuba with a circulation of 800,000 -- larger than 
the combined circulation of all the newspapers in the other 8 
countries. 


The figures are not different in the fields of public health and 
education. There were, for example, twice as many doctors in Cuba as 


I am indebted to Professor Norman Luxemburg for his work ia this 
. 
- 
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in all of the other 8 neighboring nations combined. The infant 
mortality rate, 32 per thousand, was already one of the best in the 
world, far better than anywhere else in Latin America and better even 
than that of West Germany, Italy, anc Spain. The literacy rate was 
78 percent, as opposed to 22 percent a half a century earlier. 


Since 1958, the trend has been decline or stagnation in many of these 
areas in Cuba, and in some cases modest advances, as opposed to 
steady and impressive growth in the neighboring countries. Using 
official Cuban sources, the economist Alberto Recarte reached the 
conclusion in his book, Cuba, Economia Y Poder, that there has been a 
decrease of about 3 percent in real per capita income in Cuba since 
1958. In fact, Cuba is the only country in the Americas, and one of 
the few in the west, that has a rations system for virtually all 
basic consumer goods. By 1975, Costa Rica and Panama had passed Cuba 
in real per capita income, and the Dominican Republic -- which had 
two and a half times less per capita income in 1963 was nearly equal 
with Cuba by 1975. 





Moreover, the distribution of consumer goods rose sharply in all 
Caribbean nations except for Cuba. For example, by 1976 Puerto Rico 
had ten times as many cars as did Cuba -- it had slightly over half 
in 1958 -- and the Dominican Republic, which had fewer than seven 
percent in 1958, had almost caught up by 1976. The per capita number 
of telephones actually declined in Cuba over this period -- from 3.9 
per 100 persons to 3.3, unlike the neighboring countries where the 
number increased sharply. The ratio of doctors to inhabitants also 
increased greatly in the neighboring countries -- in the Dominican 
Republic by a factor of three and a half and in Costa Rica by a 
factor of nearly two, whereas in Cuba the ratio remained stagnant. 
Between 1959 and 1970, the infant mortality rate declined in the 
neighboring countries, but actually increased -- to 38 per 1,000 
births -- in Cuba. Since that time there has been an improvement, 
according to official Cuban statistics. 


There continue to be very rich and very poor in Cuba, despite. 
revolutionary pretensions. A recent British study concludes that in 
Cuba, "wage differentials are approximately as wide as in the West." 
And this fails to add in the perquisites of the political elite - 
fancy houses, cars, special stores - nor the suffering of the tens of 
thousands of gusanos - worms - whose only Sin iS wanting to leave the 
"workers paradise" and whose punishment is to be forced into abject 
poverty by the revolutionary elite who cannot stand this proof of 
their failure. 


Mr. Chairman, these figures cannot be accounted for by the end of 
U.S. investments after the Revolution. U.S. investments were 
actually declining before the Revolution -- from well over $1 billion 
in the late 1920's to $849 million in 1958. Cuban GNP none_neless 
grew during this period, from $1.1 billion in 1946 to $2.3 billion in 
1957. Cuban capital was also acquiring control of Cuban industries 
and investments abroad. Thus, the sugar industry, accounting for 
about one-fourth of Cuba's GNP, was coming almost completely under 
Cuban ownership. Most of the sugar mills, which as a result of the 
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Great Depression had come under the control of U.S. capital, had been 
bought up by Cuban capital by 1950. And there was virtually no 
foreign assistance involved. Today, the Soviet Union gives Cuba 
handouts equal to over 25% of its GNP, just to keep its economy from 
going under. 


Mr. Chairman, I could give many more figures, but I will stop here. 
The point is clear. The Revolution did not usher in a period of 
light and prosperity after a period of darkness and impoverishment -- 
but more accurately interrupted a trend of social and economic 
expansion. It did so also at the expense of political and civil 
liberties, which were sacrificed presumably to promote the 
"collective rights" of social and economic progress. 


The point is especially significant because this false idea of 
progress is used to justify so much -- in particular armed struggle 
for this form of so-called liberation and a version of proletarian 
internationalism that might better be called proletarian 
interventionism. 


Before accepting the claims made on behalf of the Revolution, it is 
best to look at the facts and to assess the situation as opposed to 
ideological claims. As Jose Marti once said, "Tyranny is the same in 
all its shapes, even though sometimes it dresses in handsome names 
and grand deeds." 


We live in a century of betrayed revolutions and failed utopian 
dreams. Many crimes have been committed in the name of high ideals. 
But again to quote Marti, “Ideology never excuses crime and the 
barbarous refinement of crime." 


The best course, the safest course, the course that improves the 
well-being of real people is to respect individual human rights and 
not to force people into some rigid revolutionary mold in the name of 
some utopian, all-transforming ideology. In the end, there can be no 
liberation without liberty, and there can be no hope for mankind if 
freedom is not preserved and defended. 
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Statement by Carl Gershman, United States Representative, in the Third 
Committee, in Explanation of Vote, on Human Rights in El Salvador, 
December 10, 1982. : 


Mr. Chairman, the United States would welcome and vote for a human 
rights resolution which recognized progress to date in El Salvador and 
encouraged further evolution in its human rights situation. We will, 
however, vote against the Resolution before us as harmful to the cause 
of human rights in that country. 


In addressing this year's resolution, three misconceptions about the 
Current situation in El Salvador should be avoided: 


-- that there have been no improvements in basic human rights or 
security of person since the March 28 elections; 
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-- that because of the violence there has been no progress toward 
democratic rule; 
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-- and that the insurgency is uniquely rooted in El Salvador's 
internal social and economic condition rather than externally 
Supported and dependant for its direction on foreign states. 


Progress toward human rights has not been as great as we -- or anyone 
-- would wish and loss of lives continues to be high. Yet it is 
important that the modest progress made to date be recognized in this 
year's Resolution. As worded, it ignores: 


-- that the March 28 election was an overwhelming success which even 
4 the Rapporteur's cautious report labels a political event of prime 
importance. In the presence of hundreds of foreign observers and 
newsmen, some 1.5 million Salvadoreans went to the polls, about 80 
percent of the eligible vote. 


-- that this turnout occurred despite attacks on the Central 
Elections headquarters and polling places and threats of 
retaliation againt voters from the guerrilla forces. 


-- that over 700 independent observers explicitly confirmed the 
judgement that the elections were free and that people voted their 
preferences without government pressure or intimidation. 
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-- that the March elections confirmed once again that the Salvadorean 
people do not support the guerrillas. As the Salvadorean Bishops 
stated on September 4, 1981, the FMLN and the FDR are supported by 
only a sinall sector and do not constitute a representative 
political force. 


-- that the government of national unity promises to halt the 
political polarization which has plagued El Salvador, and 
political leaders of all major parties that contested the March 
1982 elections are represented in the cabinet, the constituent 
assembly and the major committees. 


-- and finally that the government has set the date for Presidential 
and municipal elections in March 1984. A new independent central 
elections committee has been appointed to formulate guidelines and 
laws for these elections. 


The draft resolution also does not adequately reflect the balanced 
spirit of the interim report, and in an important sense contradicts 
it. Rapporteur Pastor Ridruejo notes in the report "... manifest 
concern for the improvement of respect for Human Rights ..." expressed 
by high Salvadorean authorities. He states and I quote: 


"the Special Representative noted a clear desire 
gradually to improve respect for human rights of all 
kinds in the country. The full and open co-operation 
of the Government in the implementation of the Special 
Representative's mandate, the assistance and 
facilities granted him during his visit to the 
country, the establishment of a Human Rights 
Commission ‘inder the Apaneca Pact, and the efforts to 
give impet':s to the activity of the judiciary are some 
of the signs of t'.at desire." 


In the section on the justicial system, The Rapporteur notes that the 
desire of authorities to improve the criminal justice system is "... 
part of a policy directed at improving the Human Rights situation in 
the country." This recognition of authentic concern for improvement 
of the Human Rights situation contrasts significantly with the 
previous UNHRC report covering the period 1979-81. The 1981 UNGA 
resolution referred to this report, noting the, "... passive and 
inactive general attitude on the part of Salvaldorean authorities with 
respect to the constant violations of Human Rights ...." The change 
of attitude from official indifference to concern merits equal 
recognition in the 1982 Resolution. 


The current resolution notes that Pastor's interim report, 

",.. confirms the unabated continuation of unbridled, large scale, and 
grave violations of Human Rights ...." We do not dispute Pastor's 
conclusion that violations of Human Rights continue to occur. 

However, the report affirms that, "... assassinations have declined by 
approximately one half compared to 1981 ...." This directly 
contradicts the assertion that Human Rights violations have continued 
unabated. 
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We also believe that, despite difficulties cited in the Rapporteur's 
report, the Government of El Salvador has made progress in the 
economic sphere, notably the land reform program. Guerrilla 
operations have, however, forced the abandoninent of several 
cooperatives and prevented officials from working in certain areas. 


El Salvador's agrarian reform is one of the most ambitious efforts of 
its kind in Latin America. Almost 20 percent of Salvadorean farm land 
has been redistributed and over 380,000 peasants have benefitted. 
Since the March 28 elections, over 4,200 new applications for land 
have been taken and 7,300 titles have been issued under phase III, the 
land-to-the-tiller program, under which tenant farmers can claim 
Ownership of up to 7 hectare of the land they rent and or work. 


Civilian deaths attributable to political violence, while still high, 
have declined to one-third of what they were 18 months ago. More 
remains to be done, but the Salvadorean authorites have improved 
controls over military units. President Magana clearly has committed 
his administration to this course and is developing an amnesty program 
that will encourage those who have taken up arms against the 
government to rejoin the political process. The establishment of a 
human rights commission is also encouraging, and Archbishop Rivera 
Damas has said "the creation of a human rights commission gives us 
hope. The commission has the real capacity to be able to achieve its 
mission." 


The United States supports peaceful reconciliation in El Salvador but, 
as last year, will oppose any call for direct negotiations, as equals, 
between the legitimate government and the political front 
Organizations of the guerrillas. We cannot ask those who seek to 
pursue reform and democrat c order to negotiate with violent 
minorities trained and armed by foreign powers. 


The path to peace in Central America has been outlined by the Central 
American Democratic Community -- a halt to the illegal, clandestine 
arms movements in the region, an end to the regional arms build-up and 
the fostering of confidence through international supervision and 
inspection. 


Mr. Chairman, a resolution such as that before us today would 
discourage elections, promote violence for political gain, and further 
polarize El Salvador. The people of El Salvador have specifically 
repudiated this course at the polls last March. We have, therefore, 
no choice but to vote against this resolution. 
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Statement by Ambassador Jose S. Sorzano, United States Representative 
to the Kymer Relief Donors’ Meeting, New York, December 15, 1982 


Mr. Chairman, it is a pleasure to welcome you back to New York to 
review the status of programs and contributions for the humanitarian 
needs of the Cambodian people. As my delegation has often said, we 
believe that the Khmer relief program will stand as one of the most 
effective international relief efforts ever mounted and that the 
United Nations should take great pride in what has been 
accomplished. You, Sic Robert, certainly derserve much of the credit 
for this accomplishment. Unfortunately, however, much remains to be 
done. The 230,000 Khmer living on the Thai-Cambodian border remain 
dependent on international support for their very existence. The 
United States and the other donors here assembled have clearly 
demonstrated their determination to provide whatever relief 
assistance will be required for their support. But donor support by 
itself will not be enough -- the direct operational involvement and 
program leadership of the United Natrons is essential to the success 
of the program. Continuation of this involvement and leadership by 
the Secretary-General clearly is the desire of the General Assembly, 
which for the third year since 1979 has renewed the mandate for 
humanitarian assistance for the greatly suffering Khmer people. 


Mr. Chairman, turning now to the operation of the Border Relief 
Program, I would like again to express my Government's appreciation 
for the way the Royal Thai Government and the United Nations Border 
Relief Operation (UNBRO) have continued to improve the relief 
Operation. The increased provision of relief supplies to the 
northern camps is particularly encouraging and we trust that you will 
continue to work to ensure that all Khmer civilians in the border 
area receive the assistance they require. The establishiment of 
UNBRO Regional Offices in Surin and Chanthabury and the continued 
support of local Thai authorities will be very helpful in this 
regard. Better monitoring and control over the provision of relief 
assistance, especially the initiation of accurate headcounts in the 
Southern camps, also shouid contribute to improve effectiveness of 
the program. 
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The one relief-related problem which continves to cause us concern, 
Mr. Chairman, is the health and nutritional status of the border 
Khmer on the border. We noted that the report on the relief 
activities for the porder which was prepared for this meeting 
referred specifically to the rising incidence of malaria and the 
alarming nutritional condition of Khmer children. We are encouraged 
that UNBRO has already begun to address these potentially serious 
health problems. We also believe that the organizaton of an in-depth 
health and nutritional survey will prove indispensable in helping us 
to understand better the magnitude of the problems involved. We 
would like to express our appreciation, Mr. Chairman, for your. 
efforts and those of the World Health Organization in organizing this 
survey so quickly. The United States is prepared to help in any way 
possible toward this end. A representative of our center for disease 
control in Atlanta will be participating in the assessment mission. 


Turning to the financial side of the relief operation, let me again 
express our gratitude for the support the donors have provided for 
this program. We would like to take particular note of the intention 
of the European Economic Community to provide 10,000 metric tons of 
food for the border operation. As a result of donor support, the 
financial outlook for next year is good -- much better, I might add, 
than it was last year and the years before. But, as you mentioned, 
Mr. Chairman, there is a short-term cash flow problem which must be 
resolved quickly. As in the past, the United States will continue to 
Carry our full, fair share of the funding requirements for the 
program and we will do what we can to help alleviate the cash flow 
problem. We hope that this problem can be resolved within the next 
month. We also encourage you, Mr. Chairman, to continue to explore 
ways to reduce further the cost of the border relief operation. Last 
year, due to the diligent efforts of the World Food Program and 
UNBRO, program costs were reduced significantly. We hope for similar 


reductions this year. 





Turning now to the situation in the interior of Cambodia, my 
government notes the report prepared by the FAO assessment team and 
we are encouraged that agricultural production will be much improved 
compared to last year. Problems obviously remain in the interior, 
but they are much less serious than before and are comparable to the 
problems faced by many other developing countries. Since the FAO 
assessment and other recent reporting do not indicate the need for a 
continuation of a large-scale emergency program, the United States 
does not intend to provide support to the interior program next year. 


Thank you Mr. Chairman. 
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Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Deputy United States 
Representative to the United Nations Security Council, in the 
Security Council on the Complaint by Lesotho against South Africa, 
December 16, 1982 
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Mr. President, the Government of the United States and the people 
of the United States deeply deplore the South African attack into 
the neighboring country of Lesotho, which was launched in the early 
morning hours of December 9. We deeply regret the tragic loss of 
innocent life that resulted from that attack. All concerned, 
including South Africa, must realize that violence cannot and will 
not solve the grave problems that confront the peoples of southern 
Africa. 
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Among the principles that animate the foreign policies of my country 
and govern our relations with all other nations, none is more 
fundamental, none more steadfastly held than the non-use of force in 
conflict resolution. The appropriate means, the only appropriate 
means of solving the problems of this and all other regions of the 
world are peaceful negotiation and conciliation. 
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We have made this position eminently clear to the Government of 
South Africa. It is at the core of the negotiations that we, in 
concert with many other states, African and non-African, are 
pursuing with regard to Namibia. 


Mr. President, the requirement for peaceful coexistence and 
cooperation is nowhere more evident than in the relationship between 
Lesotho and South Africa. Lesotho is uniquely vulnerable. It must 
have the assurance that its sovereignty and territorial integrity 
will be respected. We have listened to the judicious statement of 
His Majesty King Moshoeshoe II. We welcome, in particular, his 
assurance that Lesotho is committed to the principles of cooperation 
and peaceful coexistence. We believe this assurance offers a firm 
and positive basis for establishing the necessary diplomatic 
channels through which Lesotho and South Africa can and must work 
together to allay concerns and solve their common problems. 
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Violence, from whatever quarter, must be condemned. Those who would 
promote or resort to violence must know that the consequence can 
Only be more violence, an escalating cycle that presents only 
obstacles to solving real problems. More than most countries, South 
Africa surely must appreciate the consequences of further eroding 
international restraints against the use of violence. Whatever 
South Africa's concerns may have been, however legitimate they may 
have seemed, we cannot believe that they could not be resolved 
through diplomacy, or that they could in any way justify this 
violation of Lesotho's sovereignty and the resulting loss of 


innocent life. 


The resolution that has been adopted by the Council embodies 
principles to which my government, as I have said, attaches the 
highest importance. It reaffirms the solemn obligation of all 
states to refrain from the threat or use of force against the 
territorial integrity and political independence of any state. It 
reaffirms the right of all states, including Lesotho, to receive and 
provide humanitarian assistance to those seeking asylum in 
accordance with humanitarian principles and with obligations clearly 
established in international conventions. It firmly reiterates the 
importance of seeking to resolve international problems through 


peaceful means. 


These, Mr. President, are principles which my government wholly 
unequivocally endorses. They are, indeed, consistent with the 
strenuous efforts of my government to promote practical, negotiated 
solutions to the problems of southern Africa, solutions that also 
would contribute to lasting peace and stability in the region. 
Thus, Mr. President, we voted in favor of this resolution. 
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Statement by Ambassador William C.. Sherman, United S*ates 
Representative to the Special Session of the United Nations 
Trusteeship Council, December 16, 1982 
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Mr. President, my deleaqation is most pleased that the Council has 
agreed to the convening of a special session to hear our request for 
the organization and dispatch of missions to observe plebiscites in 
Palau, the Marshall Islands and the Federated States of Micronesia on 
the future volitical status of those states. 


See ae Cee Roe Se) 


Let me outline briefly the events in the ongoing process of 
self-governance and self-determination under the Charter and the 
Trusteeship Agreement which have caused us to present this request. 
Since the 49th session of the Council convened on May 17 of this 
year, the United States has essentially concluded negotiations with 
the Governments of Palau, the Marshall Islands and the Federated 
States of Micronesia on a proposed future political status and a 
future political relationship between each of them and the United 
States, upon the termination of the strategic trusteeship established 
by the United Nations under Articles 82 and 83 of the Charter known 
as the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. 
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Specifically, the Personal Representative of the President of the 

+ United States for Micronesian Status Negotiations signed documents 
known as Compacts of Free Association, together with a series of 
related agreements, with the President of the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands on May 30, 1982; with the chief negotiator for the 
Renublic of Palau on Aucust 26, 1982; and with the chief negotiator 
for the Fecerated States of Micronesia on October 1, 1982. Copies of 
the siagned documents have been forwarded in recent weeks to all 
members of the Council and to the Council Secretariat. 


The signature of the Compacts made it possible for the four signatory 
governments to begin the process of voublic approval which the 
Comvacts themselves envision. That process involves consideration of 
the signed documents by the government of each of the parties in 
accordance with its constitutional processes and submission of the 
documents to the electorate of each of the Micronesian jurisdictions 
in a olebiscite constituting an act of self-determination. 
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Our particular concern here today is with the matter of the 
plebiscites. You will recall that the Permanent Representative of 
the United States to the United Nations, Ambassador Jeane J. 
Kirkpatrick, stated in her message to the Secretary General 


requesting this special session: 


"These documents are now being committed to a process of 
consideration and approval by each of the four signatory 
governments in accordance with their constitutional 
processes and by the voters of Palau, the Marshall Islands 
and the Federated States of Micronesia by plebiscites in 
which the voters will be invited either to approve the 
Compact of Free Association or to ask their government to 
negotiate independence or a closer relationship with the 


United States. 


The Administering Authority and-the Micronesian governments 
envisage that this process will leadto the termination of 
the Trusteeship. It has long been their wish that this 
important act of self- determination should be conducted 
under the observation of the United Nations, and they so 
agreed in 1978. The Trusteeship Council followed such a 
procedure in sending a Missi.on to observe the act of 
self-determination carried out in the Northern Marianas 


Islands in July 1975. 


In carrying forward the process of self-determination, the 
United States as Administering Authority is continuing to 
observe and implement Article 76b of the Charter which 
provides that 'The basic objectives of the Trusteeship 
svstem' are ‘to promote the political, economic, social, 
and educational advancement of the inhabitants of the trust 
territories, and their progressive development toward 
self-government or independence as may be appropriate to 
the particular circumstances of each territory and its 
peoples and the freely expressed wishes of the people 
concerned, and as may be provided by the terms of each 
trusteeship agreement' and Article 6 of the Trusteeship 
Agreement for the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands." 


You will also recall, Mr. President, that the 1978 "Statement of 
Agreec Principles for Free Association" adopted by the negotiators 
for the United States and the peoples of Micronesia contained the 


following statement: 


"The agreement of free association will be put to a United 
Nations-observed plebiscite." 


The negotiators recognized, four and one-half years ago, that 
plebiscites on the agreement of free association would constitute 
important acts of self-determination and, as a consequence, should 
receive the scrutiny of the international community. 


In the veriod since the resnective signatures of the Compact, the 
Unitec States has consulted with each of the other signatory 
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governments about the most convenient date for the plebiscite in its 
jurisdiction and about the voter information program which will 
precede the plebiscite in that jurisdiction. 


I am pleased to report, Mr. President, that the United 
States and the Republic of Palau have agreed on February 
10, 1983, as the most convenient date for the plebiscite in 
Palau. I am equally pleased to report that in September 
the Republic of Palau began a vigorous and objective 
information program for its citizens about the choices from 
the full range of political status options, including 
negotiations on independence, that will be presented to 
them in this plebiscite. The information program has 
included the distribution of the signed agreements in 
English, Palauan and two other local languages; videotaped 
explanations of free association and alternate political 
status options, such as independence, presented at public 
meetings throughout Palau; and numerous radio and 
television broadcasts each day. 





The United States is currently engaged in consultations with the 
Governments of the Marshall Islands and the Federated States of 
Micronesia and expects, within a matter of weeks, to reach agreement 
with them as well on dates and other matters dealing with 
preparations for the plebiscite, after which the United States, in 
its capacity as Administering Authority, will agree upon the dates of 
the plebiscites with the Governments of those two jurisdictions. 


Consequently, Mr. President, my government requests that this special 
session of the Trusteeship Council authorize the sending of missions 
to observe the plebiscites in Palau, the Marshall Islands and the 
Federated States of Micronesia. My government envisions that the 
first such mission would arrive in Palau several days in advance of 
the actual plebiscite balloting on February 10, so that it might have 
an opportunity to study the voter information program and to meet 
with interested persons and groups in Palau, as well as to observe 
the actual balloting and the counting of the votes. We would 
envision that you, Mr. President, upon advice from the Administering 
Authority and the governments concerned of the setting of subsequent 
plebiscite dates, and in consultation with other members of the 
Council and the Secretariat, might then establish the timing of the 
subsequent missions to the Marshall Islands and the Federated States 


of Micronesia. 


As evidence of the concurrence of the Government of Palau in this 
request and of Palau's eagerness to receive such an observer mission, 
I should like, with your permission, to read from a telegram from 
President Remeliik which he had addressed to you and of which my 
government received a copy as Administering 

Authority: 


"Dear Mr. President: 


The United States as Administering Authority has informed 
the Government of Palau that the Trusteeship Council has 
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agreed to convene a special session on December 16 to. 
consider the Administering Authority's request for the 
dispatch of an observer mission to witness the plebiscite 
on the Compact of Free Association in Palau. 


The people and Government of Palau are honored to be the 
first jurisdiction to conduct its plebiscite. 


As you are aware, the plebiscite in Palau is 
scheduled...and a voter information program has been in 
progress since last September so as to ensure that voters 
are fully informed of all the issues present in the 
plebiscite. 


The people and Government of Palau fully recognize the 
importance of this act of self-determination and its 
historic nature. 


In keeping with one of the most important principles of 
free association, it is our strong desire that the 
plebiscite be witnessed by members of the international 
community who we trust, and who would be able to testify to 
its fairness and legitimacy. 


Accordingly, it is our hope that the Council will accede to 
the request of the Administering Authority and dispatch an 
observer mission. 


It will be our pleasure to receive such a mission and I can 
assure you its members will have full and free access to 
all elements of opinion within our society, to the voter 
information program, and to the conduct of the 
balloting...Haruo I. Remeliik, President." 


Finally, Mr. President, my government notes that the Council has on 
occasion in the past included in the membership of visiting missions 
-- particularly those designated to observe plebiscites and referenda 
-- representatives of states which were not themselves members of the 
Council. In view of the importance of the acts of self-determination 
which are about to take place in the three Micronesian entities, the 
United States would very much welcome the inclusion in these observer 
missions of other states of the Pacific region. If this idea finds 
favor with the Council, my government would request, Mr. President, 
that you undertake consultations with states of the Pacific region and 
ascertain their willingness to join member-states of the Council in 
furnishing observers for the plebiscites. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Press Release USUN 190-(82) 
December 17, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United 
States Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations 
General Assembly, in Plenary, on The Situation in the Middle East, 


December 16, 1982 


Thank you, Mr. President: 


The Government of the United States supports and is actively working 
toward a just and comprehensive peace in the Middle East freely 
negotiated by the parties to the conflict and conforming to the 
principles of Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338. 


The position of the United States on the several resolutions voted on 
this afternoon by the General Assembly under the rubric, "The 
Situation in the Middle East,” has been determined by our commitment 
to the objective of a just, negotiated peace. To the extent that the 
resolutions further the goal of peace, we support them. To the extent 
they deflect us from that goal or widen the gap between the parties to 
the conflict, we oppose them. 


It is from this perspective, Mr. President, that we look on Resolution 
L.49 with dismay. This omnibus resolution, full of reckless 
condemnations, declarations and demands, Goes not serve the cause of 
peace. Indeed, it would put new obstacles on the road to peace. Its 
essential objective is to isolate a member state and a party to the 
conflict and, further, to lay the groundwork for future attempts to 
expell that member state from this body. The highest officials of my 
government have made clear our position on any such future eventuality. 


This resolution is a perfect example of the kind of sterile 
parliamentary exercise which serves only to polarize positions instead 
of resolving conflicts and which further erodes the credibilty of this 
Assembly. For all of these reasons, Mr. President, my delegation has 


voted no on L.49. 


As for L.50, the United States has abstained because neither we nor, 
in our judgement, any other member of this Assembly is in a position 
to know the full facts surrounding the charges made. Until such facts 
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are before us, condemnation is surely premature. At the same time the 
United States wishes to make it clear that it supports the principles 
of the Hague Regulations and the Fourth Geneva Convention relative to 
the protection of persons and their property in occupied territories. 


We have also abstained on L.5l, on the question of diplomatic missions 
in Jerusalem as we have abstained on Security Council Resolution 478 
to which reference is made in L.5l1. We believe the Council's call for 
member states to withdraw their missions from Jerusalem was not 
binding, was without force, was an attempt to dictate to member 
states: that continues to be our view. Our position on the status of 
Jerusalem also remains firm. The ultimate character of the city, its 
ultimate status, will emerge in the process of negotiating a just and 


lasting peace. 


Mr. President, there is no question about the criminality of the 
massacre of Palestinian civilians in Sabra and Shatila. We condemn 
the killings. We have joined in supporting operative paragraph 1 of 
the Resolution L.52. However, it is, in our judgement, a serious and 
a reckless misuse of language to label this tragedy genocide as 
defined in the Genocide Convention of 1948. Indeed, in a very real 
sense the reckless use of hyperbole tends to cheapen a tragic event. 
Therefore, we were not able to support operative paragraph 2 and we 
have abstained on resolution L.52 as a whole. 


Finally, Mr. President, we were pleased to cosponsor Resolution L.53, 
calling for the withdrawal from Lebanon of all non-Lebanese forces not 
authorized by the Government of Lebanon to deploy on its territory. 

We continue, wholly, unequivocally, to support the Government of 
Lebanon in the restoration of its authority throughout its territory 
to the internationally recognized borders. We abstained on the Syrian 
amendment to include reference to Security Council Resolutions 508 and 
509 in a preambular paragraph of this resolution. Those resolutions, 
which were wholly pertinent to the situation that gave rise to them in 
June of this year, which we supported in the Security Council in June 
of this year, are irrelevant to the present situation and represent, 
in our judgement, a needless intrusion into an otherwise precisely 
focused and vitally important affirmation. My government, therefore, 
not only cosponsored L.53, but voted for the resolution. Thank you, 


Mr. President. 


Kee 
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Press Release USUN 192-(82) 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
December 20, 1982 


Statement by Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein, Alternate United States 
Representative to the 37th Session of the United Nations General 
Assembly, in Plenary, in Explanation of Vote on the Peaceful Uses of 


Nuclear Energy, December 17, 1982 


I WOULD LIKE TO EXPLAIN OUR NEGATIVE VOTE. H+ANY DELEGATIONS 
HERE,» MY OWN AMONG THEM, HAVE WORKED HARD TO DEVELOP A 
GENERALLY ACCEPTABLE COMPROMISE DRAFT RESOLUTION TEXT 

WHICH COULD BE ADOPTED BY CONSENSUS IN THIS SESSION. 

THESE EFFORTS UNFORTUNATELY HAVE BEEN FRUITLESS. 


BASIC DIFFERENCES HAVE PREVENTED AGREEMENT SO FAR IN THE 
PREPARATORY COMMITTEE ON THE SUBSTANCE AND PROCEDURES FOR 
THE PROPOSED CONFERENCE. MY OWN DELEGATIONs AND A NUMBER 
OF OTHERS,» HAVE ARGUED THAT THE SERIOUSNESS OF SOME OF 
THE ISSUES ARISING IN THIS CASE IMPOSES CERTAIN ) 
REQUIREMENTS ON SUCH A CONFERENCE IF IT IS TO BE MEANINGFUL. 
IN RESPONSE TO THE DESIRES OF SOME THAT THE CONFERENCE 
SEEK TO ESTABLISH “UNIVERSALLY ACCEPTABLE” PRINCIPLES 

FOR INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION IN THE PEACEFUL USES OF 
NUCLEAR ENERGYs AND THAT IT CONSIDER POSSIBLE WAYS AND 
MEANS FOR SUCH COOPERATION» MY OWN AND LIKE-MINDED 
GOVERNMENTS HAVE RESPONDED WITH A READINESS TO INCLUDE 
THESE ITEMS IN THE AGENDA IF THE AGENDA ALSO STATES THAT 
TREATMENT OF THESE ITEMS IS TO BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
MUTUALLY ACCEPTABLE CONSIDERATIONS OF NON-PROLIFERATION 
AND THE DELIBERATIONS OF THE IAEA COMMITTEE ON ASSURANCES 
OF SUPPLY AND THAT DECISIONS ON ALL ASPECTS OF THESE 
SUBSTANTIVE MATTERS ARE TO BE BY CONSENSUS. THIS HAS 
BEEN THE ESSENTIAL BARGAIN. L.40 DISREGARDS THIS 
NECESSARY BALANCE AND IS AIMED AT PREJUDICING DECISIONS STILL 
TO BE MADE BY THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE ON THE AGENDA 
AND ON THE PROCEDURAL APPROACH TO BE ADOPTED FOR THE 


CONFERENCE. 
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- THE LAST PREPCOM SESSION STOPPED SHORT OF DISCUSSING 
OR MAKING ANY RECOMMENDATION REGARDING INTERSESSIONAL 
WORK. A NUMBER OF COUNTRIES,» INCLUDING MY OWN, BELIEVE 
THATs PENDING AN AGREEMENT IN THE PREPCOM ON SUCH 
ESSENTIALS AS AN AGREED AGENDA AND A PROCEDURAL FRAMEWORK, 
MOVING AHEAD WITH SUBSTANTIVE PREPARATIONS BY OTHER 
AVENUES IS PREMATURE. INDEED» WITHOUT AGREED BASIC 

TERMS OF REFERENCEs WHAT FORM AND DIRECTION CAN THESE 
SUBSTANTIVE PREPARATIONS TAKE? ACCORDINGLY,» NO 
RECOMMENDATION ON INTERSESSIONAL WORK FOR THE CONFERENCE 
HAS YET BEEN MADE BY THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE. THE 
PRESENT RESOLUTION DISREGARDS THIS AND CALLS FOR 
INTERSESSIONAL WORK EVEN IN THE ABSENCE OF BASIC 
PRECONDITIONS. 


° THIS RESOLUTION SHIFTS THE NEXT MEETING OF THE 
PREPCOM TO NEW YORK, BREAKING THE’ CONTINUITY OF ITS 
DELIBERATIONS AND PUTTING IT AT LONG RANGE FROM 
NATIONAL REPRESENTATIVES AND INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION 
STAFF MOST FAMILIAR WITH THE MATTERS BEFORE THE 
COMMITTEE AND MOST RELEVANT TO THE SUBJECT OF THE 
CONFERENCE. WE DISAGREE WITH THIS MOVE AND SEE IT- 
TOO AS REFLECTING AN UNWILLINGNESS TO SEEK A MUTUALLY 
SATISFACTORY COURSE IN PREPARING FOR THE CONFERENCE. 


- PREVIOUS RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY-- 
EACH TIME BY CONSENSUS--INCLUDED LANGUAGE INVITING AND 
SPELLING OUT IN SOME DETAIL THE DESIRED CONTRIBUTION OF 
THE INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY TO THE CONFERENCE. 
THIS RESOLUTION UNACCOUNTABLY GOES BEYOND THE PREVIOUS 
ONES AND ADDS WORDS RESTRICTING THE CONTRIBUTION OF THE 
AGENCY TO ITS RESPONSIBILITIES UNDER ITS STATUTE-- 
IMPLYING THAT THE AGENCY MIGHT OTHERWISE EXCEED ITS 
STATUTORY BOUNDS--OR THAT IT HAS DONE SO. SUCH‘A 
CHALLENGE AROSE DURING THE LAST PREPARATORY COMMITTEE 
SESSION» TO WHICH MY DELEGATION REPLIED THAT THE STATUTE 
FULLY UNDERPINS THE ROLE AND RESPONSIBILITIES BEING 
PERFORMED BY THE AGENCY, INCLUDING THOSE PURSUANT TO THE 
NPT IN THE AREA OF SAFEGUARDS. WE CONSIDER THIS 

ADDITION GRATUITOUS» AND--IN LIGHT OF THE ISSUE RAISED 

AT THE LAST PREPCOM SESSION REGARDING THE WORK OF THE 
IAEA--CARRYING AN ERRONEOUS AND OBJECTIONABLE CONNOTATION. 
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TO RESPOND SYMPATHETICALLY TO THE INTEREST OF DEVELOPING 


- WE WISH TO NOTE THAT THIS RESOLUTION RECALLS 
PREVIOUS RESOLUTIONS WHICH WERE ADOPTED BY CONSENSUS, 

BUT ON WHICH WE AND OTHERS EXPRESSED RESERVATIONS. 
SPECIFIC LANGUAGE IS REITEREATED WHICH WE FOUND DEFECTIVE 
OR UNSATISFACTORY» FOR EXAMPLE IN PREAMBULAR PARAGRAPH 4 
OF THE PRESENT RESOLUTIONs WHICH APPEARED IN EARLIER 
TEXTS. WE POINTED OUT EARLIER THATs WHILE WE WERE READY 


COUNTRIES IN PEACEFUL NUCLEAR TECHNOLOGY, OUR SPECIFIC 
OBLIGATION IN THIS AREA IS ASSUMED UNDER ARTICLE 4 OF THE 
NPT AND APPtTEABLE TO THE PARTIES TO THAT TREATY. IN 

THE SAME PARAGRAPH, THERE ALSO APPEARS THE FORMULATION 
"PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS”. WE HAVE HAD 

SERIOUS PROBLEMS WITH THE USE OF THIS TERM IF NOT . 
ACCOMPANIED--AS IN THE NPT TO WHICH 119 NATIONS SUBSCRIBE--~- 
WITH A CORRESPONDING REFERENCE TO “OTHER NUCLEAR 

EXPLOSIVE DEVICES.” OTHERWISE, THIS REFERENCE ONLY TO 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS HAS BEEN CONSTRUED AS PROVIDING SCOPE FOR 
SO-CALLED "PEACEFUL NUCLEAR EXPLOSIONS." IN THE PROCESS 
OF NEGOTIATION ON THE PRESENT TEXT» THE DRAFTERS AT ONE 
POINT DELETED THIS PARAGRAPH AT THEIR OWN INITIATIVE. WE 
REGRET TO SEE IT RESTORED IN THE FINAL VERSION. 





- AS REGARDS THE BUDGETARY IMPLICATIONS OF THIS ITEM, 
WE HAVE ALREADY MADE OUR POSITION CLEAR IN THE FIFTH 
COMMITTEE. SUFFICE IT TO SAY NOW THAT IT IS THE US 
POSITION THAT THE NECESSARY RESOURCES SHOULD BE PROVIDED 
TO ENABLE A SUCCESSFUL CONFERENCE, BUT THAT THESE 
RESOURCES SHOULD BE PROGRAMMED FROM WITHIN THE LEVEL OF 
RESOURCES APPROVED IN THE 1982-1983 UN PROGRAM BUDGET. 


° OUR VIEWS ON WHAT WE COULD SEE AS A WORKABLE COMPROMISE 
APPROACH TO THE CONFERENCE ARE REFLECTED IN THE AGENDA 
PROPOSAL PUT FORWARD BY SEVERAL COUNTRIES» INCLUDING THE 
UNITED STATES» AT THE RECENT THIRD PREPCOM SESSION IN 
VIENNA AND ANNEXED TO THAT MEETING REPORT. IF A COMPROMISE 
ALONG THOSE LINES COULD NOT BE REACHED, WE HAVE 

SUBMITTED A POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVE AGENDA PROPOSAL, ALSO 
ANNEXED TO THE THIRD PREPCOM REPORT. THIS ALTERNATIVE 
APPROACH FOCUSES ON THE SUBSTANTIVE ASPECTS OF THE 
APPLICATIONS OF NUCLEAR ENERGY FOR ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL 
DEVELOPMENT WITH SPECIAL EMPHASIS GIVEN TO THE NEEDS OF 
DEVELOPING COUNTRIES. IT WAS PROPOSED IN THE EVENT IT IS 
NOT POSSIBLE TO REACH AGREEMENT ON A TEXT WHICH INCLUDES 
PRINCIPLES AND WAYS AND MEANS. 
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- WE HAVE APPRAOCHED THIS TASK IN A SPIRIT OF COMPROMISE. 
WE NOTED, HOWEVER, IN OUR CONCLUDING REMARKS TO THE THIRD 
PREPCOM MEETING, THAT “AN UNBALANCED AGENDA FORCED ON 

ANY GROUP BY MAJORITY VOTE WOULD ONLY REMOVE THE 

INCENTIVES FOR MANY TO CONTINUE TO CONTRIBUTE TO THE 
PREPARATIONS FOR THE CONFERENCE OR» INDEED,» TO THE 
CONFERENCE ITSELF." 


- PASSAGE OVER THE OBJECTIONS OF OURSELVES AND OTHERS 
OF THIS RESOLUTION WHICH IS AIMED AT PREJUDGING DECISIONS 
NOT YET REACHED BY THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE ON THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE CONFERENCE AND ON FURTHER SUBSTANTIVE, 
PREPARATIONSs MAKES IT INCREASINGLY DIFFICULT FOR US TO 
JUSTIFY OUR PARTICIPATION IN A CONFERENCE BASED ON THIS 
RESOLUTION. 
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Mr. President, liké so many others here today, my delegation, too, 


oe ri. 
4 
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regrets that we are abot to conclude yet another General Assembly 


‘ 


without. Our having reached agreement on the launching of Global 


- 


"Negotiations. That we have all come a long way from our initial 


positions is undoubtedly true, but the fact remains, as Ambassador 
Otunnu recently confirmed to us, that there is still a gap to be 
bridged. 


The United States still believes, Mr. President, that the 


CMAN EGOS TTTEG TOr Fublication in American For 
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Versailles text for the launching of Global Negotiations provides a 


sound and reasonable basis for proceeding on this endeavor, which is 


of such interest to so many countries today. We continue to hope that 


“a way will be found to overcome the remaining obstacles. 


Mr. President, my delegation would like to take this opportunity 





to express our profound thanks and admiration for the remarkably 
skilled and professional manner in which Ambassador Otunnu has 
* eodductes his efforts over the past several weeks to bring about a 
meeting of the minds. Our failure to reach agreement is clearly in 
spite of the imaginative way in which the Ambassador has proceeded. I 
would like to stress here, Mr. President, that the United States will 


continue to cooperate closely with Ambassador Otunnu in any future 





efforts which deal with the launching of Globa. Negotiations. 
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Mr. President, the United States has chosen not to break 
consensus on Resolution L. 69, despite the fact that we con- 
sider it to be, on the whole, a very bad resolution. We 
would like to explain the basis for our position. 


To the degree that the resolution pinpoints Nazism as a 


gn 


central problem facing the world today, it is at best an 





anachronism and an absurdity. At worst it is a propaganda 


a © 


initiative promoted largely by totalitarian states for the pur- 


IWwAy 


pose of disguising their own totalitarian character. 


yee 


Nazism was defeated in 1945. It is no longer a major or 


even a minor center of political, military, or ideological 


Gb 


power. To suggest otherwise might lead some to believe that 


the United Nations lives in a time warp. The small, fragmented 


a 


Neo-Nazi groups that peddle their obnoxious wares in some 


countries today do not pose the kind of problem suggested in this 
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resolution and in speeches by some delegations. Moreover, we 
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do not believe that government repression of the dissemination of 
ideas is an appropriate or effective way to combat the revival of 


Nazism or to combat other totalitarian ideologies -- a course 





suggested in operative paragraphs 2 and 4 of the resolution 
despite certain qualifying language. On the contrary, such an 
“approach will only legitimize totalitarian methods, and it is not 
surprizing that its main advocates are totalitarian states. 

We would like to recall preambular paragraph 4 of Resolution 


2839 (XXVI) which states that the General Assembly is 
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Firmly convinced that the best bulwark against nazism and 
racial discrimination is the establishment and maintenance of 
democratic institutions, that the existence of genuine political, 
social and economic democracy is an effective vaccine and an 
equally effective antidote against the formation or development 
of Nazi movements and that a political system which is based on 
freedom and effective participation by the people in the conduct 
of public affairs, and under which economic and social conditions 
are such as to ensure a decent standard of living for the popula- 
tion, makes it impossible for fascism, nazism or other ideologies 


based on terror to succeed. 

Mr. President, my delegation does not welcome a propaganda 
exercise in which opponents of democratic values pose as 
opponents of totalitarian terror. We do not welcome the focus 
of attention on an issue of historical importance but of 
marginal contemporary significance. We do not believe in using 
totalitarian methods to combat totalitarian ideologies. 

Why, then have we not broken consensus on this resolution? 
The main reason is that the language of the resolution allows 
for an interpretation of the problem of totalitarianism and 
fascism that is relevant to the contemporary world. Operative 
paragraph one makes clear that it is totalitarianism itself 
that is being condemned first and foremost, not just some of its 
particular variants. Our abhorrence of all forms of totalitarian- 
ism -- regardless of ideology, whether it is of the Left or of the 
wight -- is clear to all delegations. While Nazism is a defeated 
and discredited totalitarian ideology, totalitarianism itself 
remains a threat to all freedom-loving people. It is ironic, in 


fact, that the main contemporary totalitarian danger is the same 


regime that once joined with the Nazis in a Pact whose signing 
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precipitated the outbreak of World War II. The fact that this 
regime, which has remained essentially unchanged since that time 
(unlike Nazism), now promotes a resolution against Nazism and 
totalitarianism, should tell us something about the regime and 
the resolution. Still, we welcome the condemnation of totali- 
tarianism by the General Assembly. 

Moreover, we cannot disagree with the statement that "there 
still exist Fascist practices which jeopardize international peace 
and security as well as the realization of human rights and 
fundamental freedoms." Here too, however, we choose to interpret 
the term Fascist literally, not as an epithet or mere term of 
derogation, but as a distinct political mode and ideology with 
historical antecedents. The basic mode is a radical rejection 
of the procedures and values of what is sometimes called 
"bourgeois" democracy and extreme revolutionary nationalism -- 

a political style discussed in great depth by A. James Gregor 


in his important study The Fascist Persuasion in Radical Politics. 





This political style is often associated with anti-Semitism, which 
one sociologist recently called "the cement providing a crossover 
from Right to Left in terms of both ideology and personnel." 

What might be called neo-fascist radicalism manifests itself 
both in the process of making the revolution through terror and 
in the effort to transform society once power has been seized. 
Acting through the transmission belt of the party, the re- 
volutionary leadership attempts to impose a social transformation 
from above. The society is organized on a military basis, terror 
is used systematically, party purges are carried out periodically 


to insure absolute discipline, and various "war psychology" 
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techniques are used -- the invocation of national myths, warnings 
of imminent danger from a menacing imperialism, moral appeals 
to create a "new man“ -- to mobilize the masses behind the pro- 
gram calling for extreme sacrifice and deprivation. In sun, 
economics, society, and history itself are subordinated to the 
political will of the vanguard party and its supreme leader. 
Such a political method is unfortunately not uncommon in 
the contemporary world and we agree that it is a source of 
"deep concern" as is stated in the resolution. 
Mr. President, because we think that totalitarianism is the 
central problem facing mankind, and because we believe that it 
must be rejected in each and every form -- without exception-- 


we have been able to overcome our very strong objections to 


Resolution L. 69 and resist breaking the consensus. 
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Mr. Chairman, I will not dignify the statement we have just heard from 
the representative of Nicaragua by responding to each and every charge 
he has made. But I do want to respond to one of his comments, because 
I think it is particularly significant and revealing. In the course 

' Of his remarks, he said that President Reagan was elected by a 
minority of Americans. 


AM DMG ON ig Bos GRR wale 


Now, Mr. Chairman, as everyone knows, President Reagan received a 
majority of the votes in a free and fair election. And as is also 
well understood here, the United States is a free country which allows 
the expression of all points of view as well as the right of groups to 
work peacefully within our political system for their points of view. 
What is most interesting, of course, about the statement by the 
representative of Nicaragua is that he speaks for a regime that does 
not allow free elections. It is, therefore, particularly unfitting 
and ironic to hear him criticize as undemocratic and illegitimate the 
outcome of a free election in a free society. 
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Article 21 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights is very clear 
in stating that the will of the people shall be the authority of 
government. and that “this will shall be expressed in periodic and 
genuine elections which shall be by universal and equal suffrage and 
shall be held by secret vote or by equivalent free voting 

procedures." The Sandinista leadership in Nicaragua has violated this 
article. 


One month before achieving power, in June 1979, when they were still 
seeking supporters, the Sandinistas promised the Organization of 
American States that they would hold free elections when they assumed 
power. Once in power, however, they quickly reneged on that promise. 


In the spring of 1980, the Sandinistas consolidated their control over 
the Council of State enlarging it and packing it with their own 
Supporters to ensure a permanent majority. In July 1980, Sandinista 
Defense Minister Humberto Ortega announced that there would be no need 











sf @ 


for elections since the people had already “voted" during the 
revolution. Elections could not be held, it was said, until the 


people had been “re-educated." 


The following month, in August 1980, Humberto Ortega announced that 
elections would be put off until 1985. Even then it was stated that 
these would not be “bourgeois” elections -- the kind of elections, 
that is to say, called for in the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights -- but rather "people's elections" in which, in the words of 
Interior Minister Tomas Borge, power “will not be raffled off." 
Meanwhile, no “proselytizing activites" on behalf of any candidate, no 
discussion of candidacies would be permitted before candidates were 
officially designated by an electoral agency which itself would not be 
created until 1984. Violations would be punished by terms of three 


months to three years in jail. 
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Criticism of Nicaragua's refusal to hold free elections came recently - 
from a very interesting and significant quarter -- from Eden Pastora, 
called Commander Zero, a hero of Nicaragua's revolution, who was 

Deputy Interior Minister in the Managua government until he resigned 
and left the country last summer. Like so many revolutionaries before 
him, Pastora witnessed the betrayal of the revolution by 
anti-democratic elements. He wrote recently: 


"The revolution's bright promise has not been realized. 
Instead, the Sandinista Directorate has replaced the 
Somozas with a totalitarian tryanny whose sole aim has 
been to monopolize power. In pursuit of this goal, the 
Directorate has consolidated its hegemony within the 
Sandinista Party while harassing and rendering ineffectual 
other political groups. Directorate members speak about 
pluralism and possible elections in 1985 -- six years 
after Somoza's ouster. They are quick to add, however, 
that they do not have any intention of giving up power -- 
Or even a share of power -- through the electoral process." 
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Mr. Chairman, a country which denies its own people the right to 
express its will in free elections should not criticize others -- 


especially others who respect this right. 


With regard to the comments by the Cuban representative, I think it is 
worth noting that she said nothing which challenged any of the 
arguments or facts set forth in my speech earlier this afternoon. In 
response to her, I would only like to recall a statement made by the 
Cuban poet, Armando Valladares, who was just recently allowed to leave 
Cuba after spending 22 years in prison. It is worth noting, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Cuban government accuses Valladares of having been 
a police agent for Batista. The spokesman for Cuba made that charge 
only yesterday in this committee. The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that 
Valladares was never a police agent -- he worked for a short time in 
the personnel office of the police department and never wore a police 
uniform --, that he was not arrested for this reason, and that the 
Cuban government only levelled that charge after Valladares became 
world famous with the publication in the West of poems he wrote in 
prison. It is interesting that the Cuban regime finds it necessary to 
resort to such slander against this man. 
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After he left Cuba, Valladares was asked to comment on the nature of 
the Cuban regime, and he said the following: “The most awful 
dictatorship that humanity has known is the dictatorship of the 
proletariat." Mr. Chairman, I would only add, by way of amendment to 
that statement that it is not really a dictatorship of the proletariat 
but a dictatorship of the party over the proletariat. 


zk? 


Mr. Chairman, I cannot let the Cuban representative's statement, 
reiterating the charge about Valladares being a police agent, pass 
without another comment to clarify the issue still further. 

Valladares had been a sympathizer of the Cuban revolution. He opposed 
the revolution only when it betrayed its democratic promise and took a 
Communist totalitarian course. He was arrested, subjected to forced 
labor, beaten, humiliated, and tortured. He spent 22 years in 

prison. During that time he turned to writing poetry. Here is an 
example of what he wrote from his dungeon: 


The more my physical space contracts, the 
further my spiritual horizons spread. The 
more intense the repression and the torture, 
the stronger and more resistant my inner 
framework. I ama free man. 


Mr. Chairman, nothing the Cuban representative can say can deny the 
spirit of this man. It only can expose the nature of the Cuban regime. 
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Mr. President, I should like to make a few observations on the 
accomplishments and intentions of the United States in the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands, in cooperation with the 
constitutional elected governments of the Micronesian states. We have 
heard groundless and polemical accusations during this session. I 
would not further take up the Council's time were it not for the fact 
that much of this irresponsible and tendentious rubbish will work its 
way into the records of the United Nations and I would not wish it to 
stand without rebuttal. 


I must begin by commenting to my Soviet colleague that Micronesia is 
not in the “South Pacific." Secondly, I would remind him that we are 
not talking here of colonial peoples -- his regular insults to the 
intelligence and integrity of the Micronesians, and to the clearly 
self-governing, constitutional and freely elected governments of 
Micronesia are unworthy. 


Mr. Chairman, the Soviet Union has stated that it cannot support what 
it calls the “so-called” plebiscites. It contends that the United 
States wishes to give an “appearance of legitimacy” to camouflaged 
absorption of the Trust Territory into the United States. Mr. 
President, the Soviet Union is obsessed with the politics of 
decolonization and little concerned with the realities of 
self-determination. I would remind my colleague that the United 
Nations traditionally recognizes three political options for a 
territory: imcorporation into another nation state, free association 
with another state, and sovereign independence. All of those choices 
will be available to the peoples of Micronesia. There will not be any 
"camouflaged absorption”. The voters of Micronesia will choose their 
own political future and would not have it predetermined; neither will 
the United States defile its own heritage by asking them to proceed in 
any other way. 


It has also been alleged here that the plebiscites and their 
observa’ion will violate Article 84. I am not sure which Article of 
the Charter my Soviet colleague had in mind but it certainly was not 
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Article 84. It may have been Article 83 since he proceeded to say 
that a change in the status of Micronesia required the approval of the 
Security Council. We are not talking at this Special Session of a 
change in the Trusteeship. Rather, we are talking of the observation 
of acts of self-determination by the peoples of Micronesia. This is 
fully envisioned in, indeed called for, by the Charter as well as by 
the Trusteeship Agreement. I would hope that my Soviet colleagues do 
not and will not speak against self-determination here in the 
Trusteeship Council Chamber of all places. 


It has been alleged that the alternatives available to the 
Micronesians are continuation of the Trusteeship or approval of the 
Compact of Free Association as negotiated between the Micronesian 
governments and the United States Government. This is not, Mr. 
President, the choice being put to the voters in Micronesia. Rather, 
they are being offered the full range of political futures available 
to any territory and are doing so with the explicit agreement of the 
administering authority, the United States of America. 


It has been said that the plebiscite process is being rushed so as to 
confuse the people and secure political advantage for the United 
States. Mr. President, as we have pointed out here, the political 
education campaign began in Palau on September 9, 1982. The 
plebiscite will take place in Palau on February 10, 1983. There will 
have been months of intensive, objective, media and person-to-person 
political education which will have taken place by the time the 
plebiscite occurs in Palau. That, Mr. President, is no rush, no 
forced political decision. 


A further misconception being propagated here is that these elections 
are somehow taking place under the supervision of the United States 
Government. I would repeat that the plebiscites in Micronesia are to 
be organized, conducted, and run by constitutional elected Micronesian 
governments, not by the United States. 


It has been said also in this Chamber that the machinery of the 
plebiscites is unknown to the Trusteeship Council. Mr. President, the 
Trusteeship Council has been fully informed for years of the intention 
of the Micronesian governments and the Government of the United 
States2that the United Nations should observe these plebiscites. The 
machinery of a plebiscite, unfamiliar as it may be to some, is a 
straightforward and simple process which the free world exercises with 
great regularity. Elections, referenda, plebiscites, votes of all 
kinds are the essence of our political life. They are quite familiar 
to most of the members of this council and need no explanation. The 
ballot is a matter of record and we have made clear on several 
occasions that it will include the full range of political futures 
available to the peoples of Micronesia. 


"Fragmentation" or "Dismemberment" 





Mr. President, we have heard here polemical statements on what is 
called “fragmentation” or "dismemberment" of the recion. 
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This is anti-historical and uninformed nonsense. The peoples of what 
is today called Micronesia moved slowly eastward from the mainland of 
Asia across the Pacific over a period of more than 2,000 years. 

Groups that stayed on individual islands developed their own languages 
and traditions as others moved on. Isolation was the norm. The only 
unity Micronesians ever knew was imposed by outsiders: first by the 
Colonial powers, Spain anc Germany; ther wnder the League of Nations 
mandate; and now under the United Nations ‘trusteeship. 


Unity is a worthy concept, and it certainiy served the administrative 
convenience of the outside powers -- but it had little to do with the 
political, economic, cultural and social facts of life in Micronesia. 


Contrary to what the delegate of the USSR would have us believe, 
United States policy opposed fragmentation. It was only reluctantly 
that the United States finally agreed to negotiate separately with the 
Northern Mariana Islands in 1972, leading to the Covenant of 1975, and 
then in 1977 with the Palauans and the Marshallese -- a decision whose 
validity was confirmed in 1978 when those two districts refused to 
ratify the constitution of the Federated States of Micronesia. 


The United States would greatly have preferred unity, but the United 
States is not going to force it on the Micronesian entities. Unity is 
contrary to the wishes of the Micronesians as expressed in free 
elections and plebiscites, and in the constitutional decisions of 
elected governments. We are not the Soviet Union, and these islands 
are not Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia. Micronesians have determined 
and will continue to determine their own political futures. 


"Militarization"” 





Mr. President, the charge of “militarization” of the Trust Territory 
is another specious accusation. If the United States had been 
interested in militarizing the Trust Territory, it would certainly 
have done so over the past 35 years, when under the terms of the 
Trusteeship Agreement, it had virtually unlimited authority. 


Yet we haven't. After more than a generation of U.S. administration, 
the only military facility is the Kwajalein Missile Range -- which has 
a mere 30 U.S. Army personnel in residence and is otherwise completely 
operated by contractors. There are several 13-man civic action teams 
from the various services: one each on Truk, Ponape, Yap, and Palau, 
with another to be assigned to Kosrae. And there's the Coast Guard 
Navigation Station on Yap, with about 20 men assigned. The Coast 
Guard is a branch of the Armed Forces at all times and a service 
within the Department of Transportation except when operating as part 
of the Navy in time of war or when the President directs. 


Might the United States militarize Micronesia in the future? The 
answer is no. The Compact and its subsidiary agreements are much more 
restrictive than the Trusteeship Agreement. We have reserved no 
rights in the Marshall Islands beyond what we already have at the 
missile-test range, which of course has no offensive or even defensive 
Capabilities. We seek no rights whatsoever in the Federated States of 
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Micronesia. In Palau, the smallest of the three jurisdictions, we 
have reserved contingency rights which we might one day exercise, but 
we have no present intention of contructing or plans to construct 
facilities in Palau. 


Where, then, is "militarization"? Can the delegate of the Soviet 
Union cite evidence of any important or threatening military 
presence? I shall await with interest his attempt to do so. I shall 
refrain from comment about the "militarization" of formerly sovereign 
and nonaligned Afghanistan or the presence of about 80,000 to 100,000 
foreign troops in Afghanistan. A hundred thousand troops to me means 
militarization. Two single-purpose -- and I would note -- unarmed 
facilities are not. 


Radioactive, Chemical and Biological Substances 





Questions have been raised about the wording of a portion of the 
agreed Palau plebiscite ballot which concerns radiological, chemical 
and biological materials. 


The inclusion of the question and its wording are both products of 
agreement by Palauan and United States negotiators. The Palauan 
Government considers the inclusion of the question, and its approval 
by a three-fourths majority, necessary under one provision of the 
Palauan constitution in order to bring another provision of the same 
constitution into conformity with the Compact of Free Association. 

The wording of the question on the ballot again was deemed appropriate 
by the executive and legislative branches of the government of Palau. 


The so-called “nuclear free" provision of the Palauan constitution, if 
broadly interpreted, might have prevented the introduction or use of 
x-ray machines and radium-dial watches, and under any interpretation 
it would have placed limits on defense activities which the United 
States is committed, by the terms of the Compact, to carry out if the 
need should ever arise. Under the terms of the subsidiary agreement 
on this subject cited on the Palauan plebiscite ballot, the United 
States agrees not to test nuclear weapons and informs Palau that, in 
accordance with international law, it has no intention of disposing of 
or storing in Palau or its claimed territorial waters, nuclear wastes 
mentioned therein. At the same time, the United States has reiterated 
that, in accordance with its international treaty obligations and 
United States law, the United States has renounced the use of 
biological weapons and destroyed its stockpiles. Accordingly, 
biological weapons could not be stored in Palau. 


While the Compact and the same subsidiary agreement would permit the 
storage of nuclear or chemical weapons in Palau under specified 
conditions and rigorous safeguards, the Government of the United 
States has repeatedly informed the Government of Palau that no plans 
exist for such storage. The authority granted to the United States to 
bring such weapons into, or transmit them through, Palau is, however, 
necessary if the United States is to meet its responsibilities for the 
defense of Palau and its world-wide defense commitments, should the 
need to do so ever arise. 
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This aspect of the sicned agreements, and the related question on the 
ballot, are being extensively treated in the Palauan Government's 


voter information program. 


Complexity/Lack of Understanding by Voters 





It is true, Mr. President, as has been stated here that the Compact of 
Free Association and its subsidiary agreements are both complex and 
bulky. There are reasons for this: 


--The relationship of free association is itself complex, with 
numerous reciprocal rights and obligations for the participating 
governments. The subject matter involved ranges from extradition 
to telecommunications and from trade preferences to air traffic 
control. Numerous, and sometimes lengthy, documents were required 
to cover all of these subjects in the degree of detail which the 
signatory governments considered necessary. 


--The Micronesian governments were particularly insistent that the 
undertakings of the United States toward them in the period of 
free asséciation, and their rights within the context of that 
relationship, be fully delineated. This consideration, too, 
contributed to length and detail. 


With particular reference to the concern that the voters of Palau, and 
by extension those of the other jurisdictions, will not have had 
sufficient time to understand the principles of free association and 
the detailed provisions of the Compact and its subsidiary agreements, 
and particularly in Palav recent modifications of the Compact and of 
those agreements, I should like to note that, while the formal program 
of voter information for the plebiscite in Palau began in September 
i382, in a larger sense a process of education has been in operation 
for a far longer period. 


I have in mind the fact that the concept of free association was first 
proposed by the Congress of Micronesia in 1970; the fact that the 
basic principles were agreed upon and published in April of 1978; and 
the fact that a substantially complete Compact of Free Association and 
three of its most important related bilateral agreements were 
initialed by the United States and Palau more than two years ago, on 
November 17, 1980. In other words, the principles of free association 
and the documents which embody them are not new and have been widely 
discussed by the people of Micronesia for some time. 








It is quite correct that some modifications of the Compact as it 
relates to Palau have been introduced in the last few months and that 
some of the subsidiary agreements have only recently been completed or 
refined. Probably the most significant of these modifications is the 
extension of the minimum period of free association, for Palau only, 
from 15 years to 50 years. This extension was completely at Palauan 
initiative and, while it obviously prolongs the duration of the 
relationship, it does not alter in any way the fundamental principles 
of free association or the provisions of the Compact. 
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Other recent changes have concerned matters of detail, not matters of 
principle. For example, in the Agreement Regarding Construction 
Projects in Palau, recent changes have shifted both responsibility and 
financial resources for development projects from the United States to 
Palau -- but the net effect is to make the agreement more nearly 
resemble the provisions preferred by the Marshall Islands and the 
Federated States of Micronesia and already incorporated in the Compact. 


In sum, Mr. President, it is the judgment of both the United States 
and the Republic of Palau that the voters of Palau can and will 
understand the recent refinements of the Compact and some of the 
subsidiary agreements, just as they already understand the — 
long-established basic principles of free association. It is our 
earnest hope and expectation that the observer mission to Palau will 
have the opportunity to study this and all other aspects of the 
plebiscite and report its own judgment, and that subsequent missions 
to the Marshall Islands and the Federated States of Micronesia will do 
the same. 


Independence - 





It has been suggested here and elsewhere that the United States is not 
living up to its obligations under the United Nations Charter to 
promote the political development of the Trust Territory to 
independence. This accusation is totally without foundation. Article 
76b of the Charter calls for the promotion of: 





"the political, economic, social, and educational 
advancement of the inhabitants of the Trust Territories, 
and their progressive development toward self-government 
or independence as may be appropriate to the particular 
Circumstances of each territory and its peoples as the 
freely expressed wishes of the peoples concerned..." 


The United States is fully and willingly complying with this provision 
of the Charter and with our obligations under the Trusteeship . 
Agreement. Further, there is ample recognition in international law 
and practice that the fundamental right of self-determination can be 
fully realized by a choice of free association, as well as 
independence. 


The United States believes that the establishment of democratic 
institutions and principles as a means of resolving political issues 
has been largely achieved in the Trust Territory. As is 
Characteristic and desirable in a democratic system, we would not 
expect complete unanimity of opinion on every aspect of Trust 
Territory affairs or its political future. Nonetheless, the decisions 
vitally affecting the Micronesians, including their future 
constitutional and government arrangements, have been and will be 
freely made by the Micronesians themselves through democratic 
processes observed by United Nations representatives. 


The Government of Palau, the Marshall Islands, and the Federated 
States of Micronesia signed the Compact of Free Association freely and 
without any pressure or coercion from the United States or any other 
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party. The Compact is the result of years of painstaking negotiations 
and contains many provisions requested by the Micronesians. Indeed, 
the very concept of Free Association--as distinct from 
independence--was proposed by the Micronesians themselves twelve years 
ago in in 1970. 


It has been a basic, agreed principle of the status negotiations that 
the peoples of Palau, the Marshall Islands, and the Federated States 
of Micronesia possess the right of self-determination and may choose 
independence or self-government in free association with another 
nation. If any of the peoples of Micronesia were, in the plebiscite, 
to reject the Compact of Free Association as negotiated by their 
representatives, the United States Government is willing to accept 
that decision and to negotiate an alternative arrangement with the 
government of the jursidiction in question for the termination of the 
Trusteeship. 


Finally, let me point out that the Compact of Free Association is not 
irrevocable, that is, under the Compact's own terms the status 
provided thereunder may be changed at any time. 


The record of the political status negotiations clearly demonstrates 
that the United States has made no attempt to interfere with the right 
of the people of the Trust Territory to self-determination. The 
Compact, if adopted, will conform with the recognized international 
legal criteria for self-determination through free association: the 
arrangement will be freely entered into through informed and 
democratic processes; the freely associated areas will have the right 
to adopt their own constitutions without outside interference; and the 
free association political status may be terminated at any time by any 
party. 


Simultaneity 





There has been reference in this chamber, Mr. President, to the 
departure from the original principle of simultaneity for the conduct 
of the plebiscite on the Compact of Free Association. 


As with a number of other developments over the long course of 
negotiation for the termination of this Trusteeship, the departure 
from simultaneity is a Micronesian initiative, and one in which the 
United States only reluctantly acquiesced. However, those of you who 
were present at the 49th session of the Council, earlier this year, 
heard the strong views of the Government of the Marshall Islands on 
this subject. The Government of Palau, after signing the Compact in 
August, exhibited an equal eagerness to proceed to the plebiscite, 
without waiting for the Federated States of Micronesia to conclude its 
negotiations and sign the Compact, or for the United States and the 
Marshall Islands to agree on the details of the approval process or to 
resolve other issues which had meanwhile arisen. 


The United States, impressed by the earnestness of Palau's approach 
and the speed and vigor with which Palau was prepared to organize anc 
implement its voter information program, finally agreed. 
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It is correct, Mr. President, that Section 412 of the signed Compact 
still refers to a plebiscite that “shall be conducted simultaneously” 
in the three jurisdictions. However, in order to accommodate the 
expressed desires of two of the Micronesian governments to hold the 
plebiscite in their respective jursidictions as soon as they were 
ready to do so, the United States has proposed a revision of Section 
412 which permits the holding of the plebiscite on different dates in 
the three jurisdictions. The United States proposal has been agreed 
to formally by the Government of Palau; has the informal agreement of 
the Marshall Islands and the Federated States of Micronesia; and will 
be published as soon as all of the signatory governments have 
indicated their formal approval. 


I would add, Mr. President, that the holding of the plebiscite on a 
single date in all three jurisdictions would have imposed some strain 
on the Council. A very large mission would have been required to 
observe the balloting in all three jurisidictions on a single day. By 
contrast, under the present arrangement which the Micruonesians 
themselves have requested, it should be possible for regular 
representatives to this Council to observe the plebiscite in all three 
jurisdictions. 


Conclusion 





Mr. President, the United States is conscious of its role and 
responsibilities as Administering Authority of the Trust Territory of 
the Pacific Islands. The major responsibility is to foster 
self-government and the constitutional institutions on which it will 
rest. 


The United States Government recognizes the right of the people of 
Micronesia to chart their own political destiny. While they have 
expressed a preference for Free Association, the negotiated Compact 
accords them the right to opt unilaterally at any time for any 
alternative political status. 


In conclusion, let me say, Mr. President, that the record of the 
political status negotiations demonstrates that the United States 
accepts and indeed believes in the Micronesian peoples’ right of 
self-determination. Indeed we have defended and promoted that right, 
and seek here to further their self-determination. The Compact and 
its subsidiary agreements must now be approved by the Micronesian 
people in plebiscites which will be observed by representatives of the 
United Nations and by the respective Micronesian legislatures. This 
will be a landmark in self-determination as envisioned by the United 
Nations Charter and the Trusteeship Agreement. 


RRAARARAARKEARKAREKRAE 
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For the first time since 1955, the General Assembly is asked to 
approve a Regular Budget appropriation that is less than that 
of the previous year. Member states will actually receive a 
long overcue reduction in assessments. This reduction is not 
the result of containment of program growth but pure accident. 
Rather these “savings” have been generated by revised inflation 
and exchange rates. The relief granted member states is only a 
fraction of the $38.6 million net savings of 1982. Since 
assessments have risen by 8l percsont in the last five years, 
Member states should have received the full benefit of the 
present windfall. 


We are of course dealing with an illusion in the revised budget 
before us. In nominal dollar terms the United Nations Regular 
Budget has declined. In fact, this General Assembly has 
approved scores of new programs, new activities and new 
positions adding some $36.1 million to the Organization's 
expenditures. According to the estimates of my Delegation, 
expenditures of the Organization's budget will be nearly five 
percent higher in real terms in 1983. I want to make clear 
that this money represents new requirements. None of it is 
attributable to inflation which is figured into the performance 
report, as I stated earlier. None of this new growth was | 
offset by any effort to identify and do away with obsolete or 
completed programs, or to scale down ineffective programs. In 
short, once again the majority of the member states and the 
Secretary General have opted to spend as if there were no 
world-wide recession, as if every program was equally 
important, as if the member states had unlimited funds to 
deveote to the United Nations. 


That there has been no dollar growth is then just luck for the 
UN--it can trumpet about that fact, ignoring that the UN's luck 
was basec, in part, on the sweat of the American people anéd of 
the other peoples of the world. The U.S. has striven to get 
its inflation uncer control--that fact has contributed to the 
UN's windfall $38 million. In so doing the United States has 
had to cut back its own expenditures, as have most governments 
of the world. It is only the Unitec Nations which somehow 
feels itself immune from this need. 


At the 37th session of the General Assembly some progress in 
achieving fiscal responsibility in the United Nations was 
achieved. The Advisory Committee on Acministrative and 
Budgetary Questions, the ACABQ, has always served as a vital 
element in promoting sound management. My Delegation yields to 
none in its support for the Advisory Committee. While we have 
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not always agreed with its recommendations, we have never found 
it wanting in integrity. During the current session my 
Delegation has estimated that the Advisory Committee's 

de dicated work has saved member states almost $9 million. 
Reducing the initial requests of the Secretary General for 
additional resources by some 21 percent is an accomplishment 
for which member states owe a debt of gratitude. The United 
States Delegation takes this opportunity to express its 
appreciation to Ambassador Mselle, the members and hard working 
staff of the Advisory Committee. Actions by Delegations 
themselves also helped to limit regular budget expenditures. 

In the past the substantive committees have tended to ignore 
the financial implications of CGecision they have taken, leaving 
such matters to the Fifth Committee for review. The United 
States Delegtion challenged this traditional practice and 
sharply questioned in substantive Committees many decisions 
from a budgetary standpoint. We initiated language in several 
Committees which called on the Secretary General to absorb 
program growth from with the existing level of budgetary 
resources. Had the Committee the will to accomplish that goal, 
the savings reported in the First Performance Report could have 
been returned in full to member states. There were instances 
where costs of new programs were fully absorbed. In these 
cases the United Nations will undertike new activities without 
determent to higher priority, existing activities. Compared 
with the overall level of expenditure of the Organization, the 
resources involved are comparatively small. However, we 
believe an important precedent has been set. New programs will 
be implemented without additional resources. It proves that 
the strategy of redeployment of existing resources through 
priority setting can work. The dire predictions made by some 
delegations that such a strategy would place a “strait-jacket" 
on the Organization proved to be meaningless. 


In this regard, we were disappointed with the results of the 
so-called Special Review of the Ongoing Work Program of the 
Organization. For the second year, the Secretary General's 
report on this subject was submitted very late in the Session. 
The General Assembly, the Committee for Program and 
Coordination, and the Advisory Committee requested an updatec 
and more cCetailed analyis of the Secretariat's Special Review. 
The document we received, in addition to being issued so late, 
was frankly and brutally, almost worthless. The Secretariat 
proposed that virtually all of the resources released from low 
priority programs should be transfered to ongoing activities. 
Of the $20-25 million identified last year, only some $80,000 
remained for possible funding of new programs this year. We 
need to give the Secretary General the mandate to terminate low 
priority programs. We need to work to avoid “rigor mortis" in 
the organization. 





The United States Delegation has some very well known 
objections to certain expenditures which over the course of the 
last several year have found their way into the United Nations 
Regular Bucget. As a matter of principle, we believe it is 
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wrong to assess all member states for the support of 
Organizations that are committed to the destruction of another 
member. The United States does not believe that technical 
assistance programs are an appropriate charge upon the assessed 
budget of this Organization. As the United Nations system has 
evolved, a very careful distinction has been made between those 
activities for which member states are assessed and for those 
which they chose to fund voluntarily. At this Session that 
principle was ignored by the inclusion of programs, previously 
funded by voluntary contributions, into the assessed budget. 
Finally, we strongly object to the decision to include in the 
regular budget expenditures related to a treaty body to which 
all states have not joined. 


The more assessed contributions grow, the less member states 
can make available to voluntary organizations. The resources 
member states can devote to international organizations are 


My Government, as the largest contributor in absolute terms to 
this organization, is not alone in its concern that the costs 
of membership have grown too rapidly. We reject the notion 
that the United Nations is immune from the economic climate in 


which it exists. 


In canclusion, we quote the following extract from Presicent 
Reagan's fiscal year 1983 budget proposed to the Congress of 
the United States: 


"The United States continues to place a high priority on 
effective management of international organizations. It is 
particularly important that organizations regularly evaluate 
their programs, reduce and phase out low priority and obsolete 
activities, operate with lean staffs and minimize support and 
overhead costs. The United States intends to support only 
those organizations’ budgets that reflect significant 
restraint, This administration is convinced that, after the 
substantial program growth of recent years, the effectiveness 
of most organizations will be enhanced by a period devoted to 
evaluation, assimilation, and rationalization.” 


It is unacceptable to my government that the UN should increase 
its activities and its spending, without looking for 

corr .ponding savings, when member governments are going 

thr... h hard economic times. It is unacceptable to my 
government that an organization which claims to have expertise 
in order to help ceveloping governments improve in such areas 
as public administration, development, planning, etc. should 
have no capacity to administer itself or to plan rationally for 
the future. When that happens it will be too late and we who 
vote no today will take no pleasure in saying "I told you so”. 
It is incumbent on all of us to act on our resvonsibilities anc 
look seriously, now anc in the future at the financial, 
administrative anc program aspects of all resolutions. It is 
time for all of us to say enough to unrestrained growth. 
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“Item 31, ‘The Question of Palestine: 


Thank you, Mr. President. My government and the American people are wholly in 
support of the peace process, looking toward a comprehensive settlement in the 
Middle East. We are not only wholly in support of the peace process, we are in 
support of the whole peace process, not selectively, not this element rather 
than that. 


_We have voted against Resolution L.45/Rev. 1 because it attempts to select in 

and to select out. In view of the intervention and the outrageous abuse of the 
patience and goodwill of this Assembly engaged in by the distinguished representative 
of Iraq, I want in particular to make note of the fact that my delegation applauds 
the inclusion of language in this resolution specifically and explicitly recognizing 
the right of all states in the region to exist within recoonized borders, even as it 
also recognizes the need to meet the rights and requirements of the Palestinian people. 
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Item 34, The Situation in the Middle East: 


Thank you, Mr. President. The United States takes this occasion to reaffirm its 
commitment to a just, lasting and comprehensive peace in the Middle East within 

the framework established by Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338. These 
resolutions are at the core of President Reagan's peace initiatives of September 1. 
They recognize the prerequisites of any enduring resolution of the Arab-Israeli 
conflict, namely the right of all countries in the region to live in peace and security 
among their neighbors, and the creation of a process of negotiations within which the 
legitimate needs and rights of the Palestinian people will be met. These are the 
essential foundations. Upon them were built the major milestones of the Camp David 
Accords and the Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty, with U. S. participation, with whole- 
hearted U. S. support. 
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We take note of the fact that language implicitly criticizing Camp David and 
the Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty has been altered. Still this is an ambicquwous 
statement, containing within it innuendos which we reject. Accordingly, we 
oppose this paragraph, as a whole and in its context, but we welcome any approach 
to moderation which the revised language may denote. 


Mr. President, amy resolution of this Assembly which fails to take appropriate 
account of the building hlocks of the peace process -— namely Security Council 
Resolutions 242 and 338, Camp David and the Ecyptian-Israeli peace treaty — 
is not helpful to that process. The resolution before us, in its negativisn, 
its lack of balance, its extreme rhetoric which fuels conflict, contributes’ 
nothing to that process. Indeed, L.48 in our view represents a step back, 

a reiteration of the inevitability of conflict. My govermment and the American 
people reject such counsel of despair, and L.48 along with it. For our part, 
we intend to press forward on the road to peace. We invite all nations 
sharing this aspiration to join with us. 


RAARAAAAARAAAARAARARRRRRARRRRRRREE 
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